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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF MULTISCALE STOCHASTIC
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the asymptotic behavior of a semi-linear slow-
fast stochastic partial differential equation with singular coefficients. Using the
Poisson equation in Hilbert space, we first establish the strong convergence in the
averaging principe, which can be viewed as a functional law of large numbers. Then
we study the stochastic fluctuations between the original system and its averaged
equation. We show that the normalized difference converges weakly to an Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck type process, which can be viewed as a functional central limit theorem.
Furthermore, rates of convergence both for the strong convergence and the normal
deviation are obtained, and these convergence are shown not to depend on the
regularity of the coeflicients in the equation for the fast variable, which coincides
with the intuition, since in the limit systems the fast component has been totally
averaged or homogenized out.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the following fully coupled slow-fast stochastic partial differential equation
(SPDE for short) in Hy x Ha:

€ -1 € -1 € € -1/2 2 € (11)
dYF = e BYfdt + e "G(X;, Y )dt + e /2dWy, Yy =y € Hy,

{de = AXFdt + F(XE,YE)dt +dW}, X5 =€ H,
where Hy, Hy are two Hilbert spaces, A : D(A) C Hy — Hy and B : D(B) C Hy — Ho
are linear operators, F' : Hy x Hy — H; and G : H; x Hy — H, are reaction
coefficients, W} and W2 are mutually independent H;- and Hs-valued (.%;)-Wiener
processes both defined on some probability space (2,.%#,P) with a normal filtration
(Z¢)i>0, and the small parameter 0 < ¢ < 1 represents the separation of time scales
between the slow process X; (which can be thought of as the mathematical model for
a phenomenon appearing at the natural time scale) and the fast motion Y,* (with time
order 1/e, which can be interpreted as the fast environment). Such multi-scale models
appear frequently in many real-world dynamical systems. Typical examples include
climate weather interactions (see e.g. [32, 34]), macro-molecules (see e.g. [3, 29]),
geophysical fluid flows (see e.g. [22]), stochastic volatility in finance (see e.g. [19]),
etc. However, it is often too difficult to analyze or simulate the underlying system
(1.1) directly due to the two widely separated time scales and the cross interactions
between the slow and fast modes. Thus a simplified equation which governs the
evolution of the system over a long time scale is highly desirable and is quite important
for applications.

It is known that under suitable regularity assumptions on the coefficients, the slow
process X¢ will converge strongly (in the L?(2)-sense) to the solution of the following
reduced equation:

dXt == AXtdt + F(Xt)dt + thl, XO =2 c Hl, (12)
where the averaged coefficient is given by

Flz) = /H Fle,y)i(dy), (1.3)
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and p*(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the process Y;*, which is the solution
of the frozen equation

dY;* = BYj*dt + G(z, Y¥)dt + dW?2, Y& =y € H,. (1.4)

The effective system (1.2) then captures the essential dynamics of the system (1.1),
which does not depend on the fast variable any more and thus is much simpler than
SPDE (1.1). This theory, known as the averaging principle, was first developed
for deterministic systems by Bogoliubov [7], and extended to stochastic differential
equations (SDEs for short) by Khasminskii [30]. In the past decades, the averaging
principle for systems with a finite number of degrees of freedom has been intensively
studied, see e.g. [2, 24, 25, 31, 41] and the references therein. Passing from the finite
dimensional to the infinite dimensional setting is more difficult, and the existing
results in the literature are relatively few. In [12], Cerrai and Freidlin proved the
averaging principle for slow-fast stochastic reaction-diffusion system where there is
no noise in the slow equation. Later, Cerrai [9, 11] generalized this result to general
reaction-diffusion equations with multiplicative noise and coefficients of polynomial
growth , see also [13, 17, 21] for further developments. We also mention that in these
results, no rates of convergence in terms of ¢ — 0 are provided. But for numerical
purposes, it is important to know the rate of convergence of the slow variable to the
effective dynamic. The main motivation comes from the well-known Heterogeneous
Multi-scale Methods used to approximate the slow component in system (1.1), see
e.g. [18, 33]. In this direction, Bréhier [4] first studied the rates of strong convergence
for the averaging principle of SPDEs with noise only in the fast motion, and (%—)—
order of convergence is obtained. Extensions to general stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations are made in [42], and %-order of convergence is obtained. For more recent
results, we refer the interested readers to the work [6] and the references therein.

The strong convergence in the averaging principle can be viewed as a functional law
of large numbers. Once we obtain the validity of the averaging principle, it is natural
to go one step further to consider the functional central limit theorem. Namely, to
study the small fluctuations of the original system (1.1) around its averaged equation
(1.2). To leading order, these fluctuations can be captured by characterizing the
asymptotic behavior of the normalized difference

Z; = X=X X
t \/g
as € tends to 0. Under extra regularity assumptions on the coefficients, the deviation
process Z; is known to converge weakly (in the distribution sense) towards a Gauss-
ian process Z;, whose covariance can be described explicitly. Such result, also known

as the Gaussian approximation, is closely related to the homogenization for solutions

of partial differential equations with singularly perturbed terms, which has its own
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interest in the theory of PDEs, see e.g. [26, 27] and [20, Chapter IV]. For the study
of normal deviations of multi-scale SDEs, we refer the readers to the fundamental
paper by Khasminskii [30], see also [36, 37, 40] for further developments. In the
infinite dimensional situation, as far as we know, there exist only two papers. Cerrai
[10] studied the normal deviations for slow-fast SPDEs in a special case, i.e., a deter-
ministic reaction-diffusion equation with one dimensional space variable perturbed
by a fast motion. Later, this was generalized to general stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations by Wang and Roberts [42]. In both papers the methods of proof are based
on the time discretisation procedure which involve some complicated tightness ar-
guments. We point out that besides having intrinsic interest, the functional central
limit theorem is also useful in applications. In particular, we can get the formal
asymptotic expansion

X: R X, +EZ,

D
where &~ means approximate equality of probability distributions. Such expansion

has been introduced in the context of stochastic climate models. In physics this
is also called the Van Kampen’s scheme (see e.g. [1, 28]), which provides better
approximations for the original system (1.1).

In the present paper, we shall first establish a stronger convergence result in the
averaging principle for SPDE (1.1). More precisely, we show that for any 7" > 0,q > 1
and v € [0,1/2), there exists a constant C7 > 0 such that

sup EJj(—~A)(X; - X)|17 < Cr ek,

te[0,T]
see Theorem 2.2 below. Compared with the existing results in the literature, we
assume that the coefficients are only Holder continuous with respect to the fast vari-
able, and we obtain not only the strong convergence in L9(2)-sense with any ¢ > 1,
but also in || - ||~y norm with any « € [0,1/2), which is particularly interesting for
SPDEs in comparison with the finite dimensional setting since A is an unbounded
operator and seems to have never been obtained before. Moreover, the %—order rate
of convergence is also obtained, which is known to be optimal (when v = 0). In
particular, we show that the convergence in the averaging principle does not depend
on the regularity of the coefficients with respect to the fast variable. This coincides
with the intuition, since in the limit equation the fast component has been totally
averaged out. We point out that the strong convergence of (—A)YX? to (—A)' X,
will play an important role below in our study of the homogenization for the normal-
ized difference Z;. Furthermore, the index v < 1/2 should be the best possible, see
Remark 2.3 for more detailed explanations.

The argument we shall use to establish the above strong convergence is different

from those in [4, 9, 11, 12, 13, 17, 21, 42|, where the classical Khasminskii’s time
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discretisation procedure is used. Our method is based on the Poisson equation. More
precisely, consider the following Poisson equation in the Hilbert space H; x Hj:

ﬁz(%?/W(%?/) = —¢(I,y), Yy e H2a (16)

where Ly(x,y) is an ergodic elliptic operator with respect to the y variable (see (2.7)
below), x € H; is regarded as a parameter, and ¢ : H; X Hy — R is a measurable
function. Such kind of equation, i.e., with a parameter and in the whole space
(without boundary condition), has been studied only relatively recently and is now
realized to be very important in the theory of limit theorems in probability theory
and numerical approximation for time-averaging estimators and invariant measures,
see e.g. [35, 39]. In the finite dimensional situation, equations of the form (1.6) have
been studied in a series of papers by Pardoux and Veretennikov [36, 37, 38|, see also
[40] and the references therein for further developments. Undoubtedly, extension to
the infinite dimensional setting will be more difficult due to the unboundedness of the
involved operators. In the recent work [6], the author studies the rate of convergence
in the averaging principle for slow-fast SPDEs with regular coefficients by assuming
the solvability of the corresponding Poisson equation as well as regularity properties
of the solutions. In addition, the SPDE considered therein is not fully coupled,
i.e., the fast component Y,” does not depend on the slow process X;, and the two
Hilbert spaces Hi, Hy and the unbounded operators A, B are assumed to be the
same, which are used in the whole proof in an essential way. Here, we shall establish
the well-posedness of the Poisson equation (1.6) with only Holder coefficients and in
general Hilbert spaces H; x Hs, and study the regularity properties of the unique
solution with respect to both the y-variable and the parameter x, see Theorem 3.2
below, which should be of independent interest. Then, we use the Poisson equation
to derive a strong fluctuation estimate (see Lemma 4.2) for an integral functional of
the slow-fast SPDE (1.1). The strong convergence in the averaging principle with
optimal rate of convergence then follows directly. In addition, we also provide a
simple way to verify the regularity of the averaged coefficients by using Theorem 3.2
(see Lemma 3.7 below), which is a separate problem that one always encounters in
the study of averaging principles, central limit theorems, homogenization and other
limit theorems.

Next, we proceed to study the small fluctuations of the slow process Xy around
its average Xy, i.e., we are interested in the homogenization behavior for Z7 which is
defined by (1.5). In view of (1.1) and (1.2), we have

€ € 1 € € (VY
A%; = AZjdt + [F(Xt YE) — F(Xt)] dt

— AZ:dt + % [F(X;) - F(Xt)] dt + %51?()(;, Yo, (1.7)
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where

0F (z,y) := F(x,y) — F(z). (1.8)

We demonstrate that Z; converges weakly to an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process Z;
which satisfies the following linear SPDE:

dZ, = AZ,dt + D, F(X,).Zdt + o(X,)dW,,

where W, is another cylindrical Wiener process which is independent of W}, and
the diffusion coefficient ¢ is Hilbert-Schmidt operator valued and given by (2.9), see
Theorem 2.4 below. Compared with [10, 42], our system (1.1) is more general, and
the coefficients are assumed to be only Holder continuous with respect to the fast
variable, and we provide a more precise formula for the new diffusion coefficient o.
Moreover, the arguments we use to prove the above convergence is different from
[10, 42], and in addition the rate of convergence is obtained, which does not depends
on the regularity of the coefficients with respect to the fast variable.

It turns out that our method to prove the above functional central limit theorem
is closely and universally connected with the proof of the strong convergence in the
averaging principle. Namely, we shall first use the result on the Poisson equation (1.6)
established in Theorem 3.2 to derive some weak fluctuation estimates (see Lemma
5.5) for an integral functional involving the processes (X[, Y;?) and Z;. Combining
with the Kolmogorov equation associated with the process (X;, Z;), we prove the
weak convergence of Z¢ to Z; directly, and rate of convergence is obtained as easy
by-product. In addition, it will be quite easy to capture the structure of the ho-
mogenization limit Z, from our arguments. Here, we note that the whole system of
equations satisfied by (X;, Z;) is an SPDE with multiplicative noise. Even though
infinite dimensional Kolmogorov equations with nonlinear diffusion coefficients have
been studied very recently in [5], the regularity of the solutions obtained therein are
not sufficient for our purpose. Thus, we derive some new regularity for the solution
with respect to the z variable (see Theorem 5.1 below), and develop a trick in the
proof of Theorem 2.4 to avoid using the regularity for the solution with respect to
the z variable. Our approach can also be adapted to study the normal deviations for
other classes of multi-scale SPDEs. We shall address these problems in future works.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some
assumptions and state our main results. Section 3 is devoted to study the Poisson
equation in Hilbert spaces. Then, we prove the strong convergence result, Theorem
2.2, and the normal deviation result, Theorem 2.4, in Section 4 and Section 5, respec-
tively. Finally, in the Appendix we prove some necessary estimates for the solution
of the multiscale system (1.1), which are slight generalizations of the existing results

in the literature. Throughout this paper, the letter C' with or without subscripts will
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denote a positive constant, whose value may change in different places, and whose
dependence on parameters can be traced from the calculations.

Notations: To end this section, we introduce some notations, which will be used
throughout this paper. Let Hi, H, and H be three Hilbert spaces endowed with the
scalar products (-, )1, (-, )2 and (-, -) g, respectively. The corresponding norms will be
denoted by ||+ |1, - ||z and || - ||z. We use Z(Hy, Hy) to denote the space of all linear
and bounded operators from H; to Hy. If Hy = H,, we write £ (H,) = £ (H,, Hy)
for simplicity. Recall that an operator Q) € Z(H) is called Hilbert-Schmidt if

||Q||?</2(H) = TT(QQ*) < +00.

We shall denote the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators on H by % (H).

For any x € Hi, y € Hy and ¢ : Hy x Hy — H, we say that ¢ is Gateaux
differentiable at x if there exists a D,o(x,y) € £ (H;, H) such that for all h; € Hy,

7—0 T

If in addition

lim ||¢(l'+h1,y)—QS(ZE,y)—DxQS(ZE,y)thH

= ()’
]l —0 IR
¢ is called Fréchet differentiable at x. Similarly, for any £ > 2 we can define the &
times Gateaux and Fréchet derivative of ¢ at x, and we will identify the higher order
derivative D¥¢(z,y) with a linear operator in Z*(Hy, H) := £ (H,, % V(H,, H)),
endowed with the operator norm

1Dz (@, )|y oy = sup (Dyd(w,y).(h - ), by
el il el il <1

In the same way, we define the Gateaux and Fréchet derivatives of ¢ with respect
to the y variable, and we have Dy¢(z,y) € £ (H, H), and for k > 2, D’;qb(x,y) €
gk(Hg, H) = g(HQ, g(k_1)<H2, H))

We will denote by L>°(Hy x Hy, H) the space of all measurable maps ¢ : H; X Hy —
H with linear growth in z and polynomial growth in y, i.e., there exists a constant
p > 1 such that

oz, )l
16z == sup <0
P T et L+ 2l + [vIE
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For k € N, the space C}°(Hy x Hy, H) contains all maps ¢ € Ly°(Hy x Hy, H) which
are k times Gateaux differentiable at any x € H; and

k
Z_Zl ||D£¢($>y)||ﬂ(H1,H)

|9l ko = sup < 0.
R L+ lyll5

Similarly, the space Cg’k(Hl X Hy, H) consists of all maps ¢ € L>°(H; x Hy, H) which
are k times Gateaux differentiable at any y € Hy and

k
z 1Dy, )| e h1z, 01

1@l oy = sup = < 0. (1.9)
@I pemxm L il +

We also introduce the space (Cg’k(Hl X Hy, H) consisting of all maps which are k
times Fréchet differentiable at any y € H, and satisfies (1.9). For k¢ € N, let
Cg’g(Hl x Hy, H) be the space of all maps satisfying

190l = 19lzzm + I6llakoun + I6llcsen < oo
and for ) € (0,1), we use C}"(Hy x Hy, H) to denote the subspace of C°(Hy x Hy, H)

consisting of all maps such that

lo(z,y1) — d(x, y2) | < Collyr — walla (1 + ||zl + lyalls + lly=l5)-

When the subscript p is replaced by b in the notations for above spaces, we mean
that the map itself and its derivatives are all bounded. When H = R, we will omit
the letter H in the above notations for simplicity.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Assumptions and preliminaries. For i = 1,2, let {e;,}nen be a complete
orthonormal basis of H;. We assume that the two unbounded linear operators A and
B, with domains D(A) and D(B), satisfy the following condition:

(A1): There exist non-decreasing sequences of real positive numbers {ay, }nen and
{Bn}nen such that

Ael,n = —oznelm, B€27n = —Bnegm, Vn - N (21)

In this setting, the powers of —A and —B can be easily defined as follows: for any
g € [0, 1],

(—A)% = Zai@s, €1n)1€1,n and (—B)Gy = Zﬁﬁ(y, €2:n)2€2.1,
neN neN
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with domains
D((—A)) = {:5 € Hy: ||:):||?_A)9 = Za?f(x,elm)% < oo}
neN
and
D(-BY)i= {1 € Ho: Il = 3 0200 canlh < o0 .
neN

Moreover, the corresponding semigroups {e4},~¢ and {eZ},~( can be defined through
the following spectral formulas: for any t > 0, x € H; and y € Ho,

tA —ant tB, ._ —But
ey = E e "z e )61, and €7y = E e Pn (Y, €2n)2 €2,
neN neN

The following regularization properties for these semigroups are more or less standard.
We write them for ¢4, but they also hold for eZ.

Proposition 2.1. Let v € [0,1] and 6§ € [0,v]. We have:
(i) For any t > 0 and z € D((—A)?),

el ap < Crat™ e 22)
(ii) For any 0 < s <t and x € Hy,
e — ezl < €yt — ) e ol -ap 23)

(iii) For any 0 < s <t and x € D((—A)Y),
(t—s)

HetALL’ . esAle < C%e 0

_o1yg
22— aye, (2.4)

e

where o s the smallest eigenvalue of A, and C.,,C., 9 > 0 are constants.

Proof. For any t > 0 and 2 € D((—A)?), we have
2

[(=Aye el = || 3 ate™ (. eva)yer,
neN
=Y a0 et (g e ),
neN
< Copt 20702 " 02, e1,0), [ = Copt 20D 2 2|20,
neN

which yields (2.2). To show estimate (2.3), by the basic inequality that 1 — e™* <
Cant” with v € [0,1], @ > 0, we deduce that for any 0 < s <t and x € Hj,

2

etz — e all? = || S(e = e )z, ern)yennl

neN
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<Ol (t— )7 e (x,e1 )|

neN
= O, (t = 9)*[((—A) ez, e10), ]
= C,(t — 5)" [le* I
Combining (2.2) and (2.3), we immediately get (2.4). O
For i = 1,2, let Q; be two linear self-adjoint operators on H; with positive eigen-
values {\; , bnen, i€,
QiCin = Ain€in, VYVneN.

Let W/ i = 1,2, be H-valued Q;-Wiener processes both defined on a complete filtered
probability space (Q,.%, . %;,P). Then it is known that W} can be written as

= Z mgi,n(t)eiyn’
neN

Where {Bin}nen are mutual independent real-valued Brownian motions. Note that
W} (i = 1,2) are non-degenerate. We shall further assume that:

(A2): Fori=1,2,
Tr(Q Z)\m < +4oo and Tr((—A4)Q1) < +oo,

neN
and for any 7" > 0,

T 146
/ T,? dt < oo,
0

where

=SUp —————~

n>I:[) )\2 (62Bnt - 1)
Bn is given by (2.1), and 6 > max (n,1 —n) with n being the Holder regularity of
the coefficients in the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 below (see [16, Lemma 9] for this
condition).

< 00,

2.2. Main results. The first main result of this paper is about the strong conver-
gence in the averaging principle for SPDE (1.1).

Theorem 2.2 (Strong convergence). Let T > 0, z € D((—A)%) and y € D((—B)?%)
with § > 0. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C2"(Hy x Hy, Hy) and G €

CP"(Hy x Hy, Hy) with > 0. Then for any q =1 and v € [0,0 A 1/2), we have
sup E|| X} — Xt||(_A)7 < Ce?, (2.5)
te[0,7
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where X, solves equation (1.2), and Cy = C(T,x,y) > 0 is a constant independent of
n and €.

To compare our result with previous work in the literature, we make the following
comments:

Remark 2.3. (i) When v = 0 in (2.5), the 1/2-order rate of convergence in the
L2(2)-sense is known to be optimal, which is the same as in the SDE case. However,
the convergence in || - [|(—ay norm seems to have never been studied before. This is
particularly interesting for SPDFEs since A is in general an unbounded operator, and
will play an important role below to study the homogenization for Z;.

(ii) Note that the coefficients are assumed to be only n-Hélder continuous with re-
spect to the fast variable, and the convergence rate does not dependent on n. This
indicates that the convergence in the averaging principle does not depend on the reg-
ularity of the coefficients with respect to the fast variable, which coincides with the
intuition, since in the limit equation the fast component has been totally averaged out.

(iii) Let us explain why v < 1/2 should be the best possible. In fact, the main
reason is that the processes X; and Y, are only y-Holder continuous with respect to
the time variable with v < 1/2. From another point of view, for Z; given by (1.5),
estimate (2.5) means that for every t > 0, we have

sup E[|(—A)7Zf|[} < oo
€€(0,1)

But by Theorem 2.4 below, we have that Z; converges to Z, with Z, satisfying (2.8).
Through straightforward computations we find that E|(—A)"Z||3 < oo only when
v <1/2.

Recall that Zf is defined by (1.5). To study the homogenization for Z;, we need
to consider the following Poisson equation:

Loz, y)¥(z,y) = —0F(z,y), (2.6)
where §F is given by (1.8), and Lo(z,y) is defined by
Lop(x,y) = La(z,y)e(z,y) = (By + G(z,y), Dyp(z,y))>
+ %TT [D2p(,1)Qs], Vi € CO2(H, x Hy). (2.7)

According to Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.3 below, there exists a unique solution ¥
to equation (2.6). It turns out that the limit Z; of Z; satisfies the following linear
equation:
dZt = Atht + DIF(Xt)tht + O'(Xt)th, ZQ = 0, (28)
11



where W, is a cylindrical Wiener process in H; which is independent of W} and
o: Hy — Z(H,) satisfies

1 * N AN T T

30@)0" (@) =TFE V@)= [ [Fay) @ Vay)lidy.  (29)

Ho

The following is the second main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.4 (Normal deviations). Let T > 0, x € D((—A)?) and y € D((—B)?)
with 6§ > 0. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C}"(Hy x Hy, Hy) and G €

CP"(Hy x Hy, Hy) with n > 0. Then for any ~ € (0,1/2) and ¢ € CL(H,), we have

sup |Elp(Z5)] — Elp(Z,)]| < Coez ™,
te[0,7

where Cy = C(T,x,y,p) > 0 is a constant independent of n and ¢.

Remark 2.5. Note that we claim that W, in (2.8) is independent of W}. The ad-
vantage of formula (2.9) is that we can study the regularity properties of o directly by
using the result of the Poisson equation established in Theorem 3.2 below. Further-
more, one can check that o(x) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. In fact, by Theorem 3.2
we have

lo (@) 1%,y = D (o(@)0™ (@)ern, 1,0

-9 Z </H [6F (z,y) @ U(z,y)] 1 (dy)e1n, €1,n);

=2LKﬁWw%W%wMﬂ®)

<Co [ (@ Iyl < .
Ho

Thus, the stochastic integral part in (2.8) is well-defined.

3. Po1ssoN EQUATION IN HILBERT SPACE

Consider the following Poisson equation in the infinite dimensional Hilbert space
HQI

£2(:E,y)¢(at,y) = —gb(x,y), (31)

where Lo(z,y) is defined by (2.7), x € H; is regarded as a parameter, and ¢ :
H, x Hy — R is a Borel-measurable function. Recall that Y;*(y) satisfies the frozen

equation (1.4) and p”(dy) is the invariant measure of Y;*(y) (see Lemma 3.4 below).
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Since we are considering (3.1) on the whole space and not on a compact subset, it is
necessary to make the following “centering” assumption on ¢:

o(z,y)u*(dy) =0, Vz € Hj. (3.2)

Hy

Such kind of assumption is also natural and analogous to the centering condition in
the standard central limit theorem, see e.g. [36, 37].
We first introduce the following definition of solutions for equation (3.1).

Definition 3.1. A measurable function v : H;y x Hy — R s said to be a classical
solution to equation (3.1) if:

i) the function ¥(x,y) € C*2(H, x Hy) and for any (x,y) € H, x Hy, the operator
(i) P

Diy(x,y) € ZL(Hy);

(ii) for any x € Hy and y € D(B), the function v satisfies equation (3.1).

The main aim of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Let n > 0 and k = 0,1,2. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, and
G € CJ'"(Hy x Hy, Hy). Then for every ¢ € Cyp(Hy x Hy) satisfying (3.2), there
exists a unique classical solution ¢ € C¥°(Hy x Hy) NC)?(Hy X Hy) to equation (3.1)
satisfying (3.2), which is given by

bla,y) = / TE[p(x, V()] dt, (3.3)

where Y (y) satisfies the frozen equation (1.4).

Remark 3.3. We can also solve the Poisson equation (3.1) for Hilbert space valued
function ¢, i.e., ¢ : Hi x Hy — H with H being another Hilbert space. In fact, let
{en}nen be the orthonormal basis of H, and define

¢TL($7 y) = <¢(SL’, y>7 en)H'

Then for each n € N, we have ¢, : Hy X Hy — R, and thus there exists a solution
n © Hy X Hy — R to the equation (3.1) with ¢ replaced by ¢,,. Define a H-valued
function by
Oay) = 3 nlelen = [ Bidla Y7 ()l
0

neN

Then 1& solves

£2(LL’, y)w(xv y) = —¢($, y)

13



3.1. Properties of the frozen transition semigroup. Given ¢ : H; x Hy — R,
let

Tid(z.y) = E[o(z, Y ()],
In view of (3.3), we need to study the behavior of T;¢ as well as its first and second
order derivatives with respect to the y variable both near t = 0 and as t — oco. Let
us first collect the following estimates for Y;*(y).

Lemma 3.4. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, and that G € Cy"(Hy x Hy, Hy). Then
there exists a unique mild solution Y;"(y) to the equation (1.4). Moreover, we have:

(i) For anyt > 0 and q > 1, there exist constants Cy, A > 0 such that
E[Y(m)lI5 < Co(1+ e ylls); (3.4)
(i) Y (y) is strong Feller and irreducible;

(i4i) There exist constants Co, A > 0 such that for any t > 0 and every ¢ € L>°(H; X
L&)}

< Collgllege (L + llzlh + [lyll5)e ™. (3.5)

Tip(x,y) — ; ¢(x, 2)p*(dz)

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of solutions to SPDE (1.4) with Holder con-
tinuous coefficients follows from [16, Theorem 7]. We only need to verify that the
assumptions 4, 5, 6 in [16] hold. To this end, let

t
Q: ::/ ePQee’P’ds and Ay = Qt_l/zetB.
0

Then under the assumption (A2) we have

Ao o Ao
Tr(Q) =) ﬁu —e Py <Y % < CyTr(Qn) < +o.
neN n neN 1

Note that
206,

A2 = "
|| t||$(H2) iléIN) )\27n(e267lt J— 1)

Thus, we have
T
/ ||At||};&2)dt < 00, forsomef > max(n,1—mn),
0

which implies the desired result. Meanwhile, estimate (3.4) can be proved by following
the same argument as in [8, Theorem 7.3|, and the conclusions in (ii) follow by [14,
Theorem 4 and Proposition 4]. Furthermore, for any ¢ € [0,7] one can check that
there exists a § > 0 such that

EIY ()l e < Cr(1 + [lyll5)-
14



For any r, R > 0, let B, :={y € Ha : [|yllo <7} and K = {y € Hy : ||y|[(—py < R}.
Then we have that for R large enough,

o iy _
inf PYVZ(y) € K) = inf PYZW)lop < B)
= 1= sup P(IYF@)l|i_pp > F)

yeB,
EIY7 - pye Cr(1+1P)
zl—-sup —21———7-—7-=>0.
yeg R R
Thus, estimate (3.5) follows by [23, Theorem 2.5]. O

Let P; be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup defined by
Pip(x,y) = E[p(z, Ri(y))],

where
dR, = BR,dt +dW?, Ry=y € H,.

The following result was proved by [16, Theorem 4] if ¢ is bounded and measurable.
In view of (3.4), we can generalize it to ¢ with polynomial growth by following exactly
the same argument. We omit the details here.

Lemma 3.5. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold. Then for every ¢ € Lo°(Hy x Hy) and
t € (0,7, we have Pip(x,y) € C*(Hy x Hy). Moreover,

1
1Dy Prgp(z, )2 < CTﬁchHLgo(l + [zl + (lyl2), (3.6)
and for any n € [0, 1],
1
1D Pip(, ) || ar) < Cr o 19llepn (1 + 2l + [ly]12). (3.7)

where Cr > 0 is a constant.
Based on Lemma 3.5, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.6. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, and that G € Cy"(Hy x Hy, Hy). Then
for every ¢ € L*(Hy x Hy) satisfying (3.2), we have Typ(x,y) € CYN(Hy x Hy) with

i (2, )] < Collgllge (1 + Iy + [lylI5)e™ (3.8)

and
1

VEAT

1Dy Ti¢(z, )2 < Co 1Ml zge (1 + [l + yl5)e™, (3.9)

15



where Cy, A > 0 are constants independent of t. If we further assume that ¢ €
CY"(Hy x Hy) with n € (0,1), then Typ(x,y) € CY*(H, x Hy) and

1 _
|D2Ti(e, 1)l 200y < Comrmorrrrl0loga(1+ ol + lylBe ™. (3.10)

Proof. Estimate (3.8) follows by (3.5) directly. The assertions that Tip(z,y) €
CY'(Hy x Hy) and Ty¢(z,y) € CY*(Hy x Hy) can be obtained as in [16, Theorem 5].
Let us focus on the a-priori estimates (3.9) and (3.10). By Duhamel’s formula (see
e.g. [16, (16)]), for any ¢ > 0 we have

Tib(e,y) = Polr,y) + / Pr_(G, DyTu6), (x, y)ds.

In view of (3.6) and by the assumption that G is bounded, we have for every ¢t € (0,77,

1
1Dy Tid(w, y)ll2 < Co(1 + [zl + [yl )(—IlcbllL;o

Vit

/ ——IDL.6te y>||2ds)

By Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

1Dy Ty (2, y)ll2 < (L4 Nzl + llyl2), (3.11)

gl
\[
which means that (3.9) is true for t < 2. For ¢ > 2, by the Markov property we have
Typ(x,y) = E[T,10(x, Y (y))].
Using (3.8) and (3.11) with ¢ = 1 and ¢ replaced by T;_1¢, we deduce that
1Dy Tid(x,y)ll2 < Cil|Ti1d| e (1 + [zl + [ly][2)
< Cre M1l (1 + [y + [lyllB).

To prove (3.10), we first note that by (3.6), (3.7) and interpolation, we have that for
any 7 € (0,1),

1

1Dy Pl con < COWH¢HL;°-

Thus, we derive that
1 ¢ 1
1Dy Ty con < Co WH(?HL,?O + ; M—HWHD y L0 Leds

6]l e

16
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Combining this with (3.7) and the assumption that G € Cy""(Hy x Hy), we get for
kh k2 € H27

1

DT, ). (ks ko)l < Cosmey

10l con (X + [zl + [yll2) 1 Frll2llF2ll2,

which means that (3.10) holds for ¢ < 2. Following the same ideas as above, we
obtain that (3.10) holds for t > 2. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1. Let 9(z,y) be defined by (3.3). We first prove that ¢ € C)*(H, x Hs). In
fact, for every ¢ € Lo°(Hy x Hy) satisfying (3.2), by (3.8) we deduce that

[e.9]

()| </ | Tigp(z,y)|dt < CoH<Z>HLg<>/ (L + [lzfh + [lyll5)e™de
0 0
< Collpllzge (1 + NIzl + llyll2), (3.12)
and by (3.9) we have for every k; € Ho,

Dy ). Er)y| < / (D, Tu(, ), k|l

> 1
<c oo/
ol |

< Cillllzge (1 + NIzl + [y lID)Ea 2. (3.13)
Furthermore, by the dominated convergence theorem we deduce that

W(!’fay + kl) - @D(l’,y) - <Dy’l7b(l’,y), k1>2|

(Lt Nl + lyllE) [l e dt

lim
1 [la—0 ILYP
< tim [ eyt k) - Tigr,y) - (DTo( y). kil g, _
Ik1ll2—0 Jo [P

Similarly, by using (3.10) we can prove that ¢ € CS’Q(Hl x Hy) and for every ki, ko €
H2>

| Dy, )-(k1, k)| < Callpll con (14 s + [y 1) 1K |2 a2 (3.14)

Here, we remark that the control of ¢ and D, depends only on the || - ||L;o-norm of
the function ¢. In addition, by Fubini’s theorem and the property of the invariant
measure, we have

; Y(z,y)p" (dy) Z/OOO/H Tip(z,y)p* (dy)dt
17



= / ¢z, y)u”(dy)dt = 0.
0 Ho>

Thus, the assertion that 1 is the unique solution for equation (3.1) follows by It6’s
formula, see e.g. [4, Lemma 4.3].

Step 2. When k = 1 in the assumptions, we prove that ¢ (z,y) € C)°(Hy X Hs). In
fact, for every h; € H; and 7 > 0, we have

Loz, y)wx + Thl,?:) —(zy) _ olr+ Thl,j-/) — ¢(z,y)
(Gx +Thi,y) — G(z,y), Dyv(x + Thy,y)),

- T = _¢T,h1 (I,y)

By the assumptions on ¢ and G, and using estimates (3.13) and (3.14), one can check
that ¢, (z,y) € Cy"(Hy x Hy). We claim that

¢T,h1 (l’, y):ux(dy) = 07 VT > O,l’, hl € Hy. (315)
Ho

Then, according to Step 1, we obtain that for every 7 > 0,
x+T1hy,y) — Y(x, o .
M T Z WD) [ i, (V7 ) (3.16)
0

T

Note that
ll_)f% ¢T7h1 (SL’, y) = <D9E¢(I7 y)? hl)l + <D90G(I7 y)'h’17 Dyw(xv y)>2 = On, (Iv y)'
Using the assumption that G € C/°(H; x Hy) and (3.13), we find that

[On, (2, 9)| < [1D2¢(2, y) Ll[Pally + ([ DG (@, y) || 2y o) [ [ | Dy (2, ) ]2
< Cs(1 A+ [l + Iyl Al (3.17)

Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

Ony (2, y)p”(dy) =0, Va,hy € H.

Hs
Combining this with (3.8), we have

I Term (@, )] < Callprm llge (1 + Nl + [lyl15)e™
< Cu(L+ lldm llege) 1+ llzlly + llyl5)e ™
As a result, taking the limit 7 — 0 on both sides of (3.16) we get

(Du(, ), hu), = / " B (z, Y7 (y))ds. (3.18)

18



It remains to prove (3.15). To this end, for every n € N, let H} := span{ez; 1 <
k < n} and denote the orthogonal projection of Hy onto HY by Pjy. We introduce
the following approximation of system (1.4):

dy;”™ = B, Y,""dt + G, (z, Y,"")dt + PydW?, Yo" = Pjy € HY. (3.19)
where for (z,y) € Hy x Ho,
Bny:=BP}y and G,(z,y) = PyG(x, Pyy). (3.20)

It is easy to check that G,, is uniformly bounded with respect to n. Thus the solution
to equation (3.19) has the same long-time behavior as the one to equation (1.4). Let
pZ(dy) be the invariant measure for Y;"", and define L4 (x,y) by

Ly (x,y)p(z,y) == (Bny + Gulx,y), Dyo(x,y))),
1
+ §Tr [ijgp(at, y)QQ,n}, Yo € C’g’z(Hl x HY),

where ()3, := Q2 P5". Consider the Poisson equation corresponding to (3.19):

As in Step 1, the unique solution is given by

o) = [ Bl v )]

According to [4, Subsection 4.1] (see also [12, Section 6]), we have for every = € H;
and y € Hy,

nh_{f)lo VM, y) = ¥(z,y), nlim (Dyp™ (2, ), ka)y = (Dyth(2,y), k2)s. (3.22)

—00

For every 7 > 0 and h; € Hy, define

¢Z,h1(x> y) = [QSH(I + Thl? y) - ¢n($’ y)}
+ (Gp(x + Thy,y) — Gn(z,y), D" (x4 Thi,y)),.

Since (3.21) is an equation in finite dimensions, according to [40, Lemma 3.2] we have

Oy (2, 9) i (dy) = 0.
Hp

Using estimates (3.17), (3.22), the formula above [4, (4.4)] and taking the limit n — oo
on both sides of the above equality, we obtain (3.15).

Step 3. When k = 2 in the assumptions, we prove that ¢(z,y) € C2°(Hy x Hy).
In this case, we mainly focus on the a-priori estimate. The specific procedure can be

done as in Step 2. In view of (3.18) and according to the results in Step 1, we can
conclude that (Dy4(z,y), h1), € C)?*(Hy x Hy) with

[(Dath (2, y), ba)y| < Cslldm [z (L + llzll1 + [lyll2)
19



< Cs(L+ [lzlly + Nyl Aalls,

and

1Dy Datp(, y).(hy, k)| < Csllén, lzge (1 + [zl + [y lID)]1E]l2
< Cs(L A+ [zl + [lyl2) 1ha [l [1E]]2. (3.23)

Moreover, we have

£2($ay)<Dx¢(zay)ahl>1 = _¢h1(Iay)a (324)

Since (D (z,y), h1), is a classical solution, by taking derivative with respect to the
x variable on both sides of the equation, we have that for any hy, hy € Hy,

Lo(z,y) (D3 (2,y).(h, ha)) = =D3¢(x, y).(ha, ha)
- 2Dme¢(.l’, y)(h27 D:BG(xu y)hl)
— (DG (x,y).(h, ha), Dyp(x,y))2 =1 —bny no (T, ).
By the assumption that G € C2°(H; x Hy) and (3.23), we get

|bnyno (2, 9) | < NID30 (@, Y) |2ty ey [P [l 1|
+2|Dy D, (z,y).(he, D.G(z, y).h1)|
+ [(D2G(2,y).(h1, ha), Dytp(2, y))al

< Co(L+[[zllv + Iyl N Al ool

Furthermore, by using [40, Lemma 3.2] again and the same approximation argument
as in Step 2, we have that ¢y, ,(z,y) satisfies the centering condition

. ¢h17h2 (ZL’, y):ux(dy) =0. (325)

Thus, in view of (3.12) and (3.13) we can get that (D2¢(x,y).(hy, he)) € CY?(Hy x Hy)
with

| D3 (. y)-(ha, ho)| < Crlldnypo g (14 [l + [ly[I5)
< Cr(1 A+ [zl + [yl ]| P21

The proof is finished. [l

Given a function F(x,y), recall that F' is defined by (1.3). Usually, it is not so easy
to study the regularity of the averaged function, which contains a separate problem
connected with the smoothness of the invariant measure p*(dy). Here, we provide a

simple method by using Theorem 3.2.
20



Lemma 3.7. Assume that F' € C}"(Hy x Hy) with n > 0, and let V(x,y) solve the
Poisson equation (2.6). Then for any hy € Hy, we have

D, F(z).hy = /

H>
Furthermore, assume that F' € CE’"(Hl x Hs), then we have for any hy, hy € Hy,

D2F(z).(h1, ha) :/

H>

[DeF(,y) i +(D.G ) b, Dy ()| (A, (3.26)

[Dgp(x, y).(hu, ha)+2D, D, (x, y).(ha, DoGl, y).11)

+ (DG (w,y).(hn, ha), D, W(w,y)e| 1 (dy). (3.27)
In particular, we have
|DeF (@) hills < Collballs,  1D2F(@).(ha, ho) s < Collallallhalli, (328

where Cy > 0 s a constant.

Remark 3.8. The interesting point in formula (3.26) (and also in (3.27)) lies in that
the regularity of the averaged function F with respect to the x-variable is transferred to
the reqularity of the solution ¥ with respect to the y-variable. Since W is the solution
to the corresponding Poisson equation, we can get the required regularity for free by

the uniform ellipticity property of the generator Lo(x,y) as been proven in Theorem
3.2.

Proof. Recall that
£2($ay)\p(x>y) = _6F($ay) = —(F(l’,y) - F’(l’))

Note that JF satisfies the centering condition (3.2). As in the proof of (3.24), we
have

Lo(x,y)D,V(x,y).hy = =D 0F (z,y).hi — (D, G(z,y).h1, Dy¥(z,9)),.
Moreover, we have
[ [P+ (DG g) . D, o e ) =
Note that 2
D F(z).hip*(dy) = D F(x).hy,

Ho
hence we get (3.26). Similarly, as in (3.25) we have

/ [chéF(:z, y).(h1, hy) + 2D, D,V (x,y).(he, DG (2, y).h1)
Ho

+(D2G(w,y)-(h, ha). Dy ¥ (e, )] w7 (dy) = O,
21



which in turn yields (3.27). Finally, due to the fact that for any p > 1,

[0 ol < o

we get estimate (3.28). O

4. STRONG CONVERGENCE IN THE AVERAGING PRINCIPLE

4.1. Galerkin approximation. It6’s formula will be used frequently below in the
proof of the main result. However, due to the presence of unbounded operators in
the equation, we can not apply Itd’s formula for SPDE (1.1) directly. For this reason,
we introduce the following Galerkin approximation scheme.

Forn € N, let H := span{e; ;; 1 < k < n} and denote the orthogonal projection of
H, onto H}' by P/". Recall that G,,(x,y) is defined by (3.20), and for (z,y) € H}'x HY,
define F,(x,y) := P["F(z,y). We reduce the infinite dimensional system (1.1) to the

following finite dimensional system in H}' x H3':
dX[" = AX[SdE + F, (X[, Y dt + Prd, (a1)
AY;" = e BYdt + e LG, (X[, YY) dt + e 2 PR AWE, '

with initial values X = 2" := P'x € H} and Y;"° = y™ := Py'y € Hy. It is easy to
check that F,, and G, satisfy the same conditions as I’ and G with bounds which are
uniform with respect to n. Thus the equation (4.1) is well-posed in H}* x H}. The
corresponding averaged equation for system (4.1) can be formulated as

AX? = AXPdt + Fy(XP)dt + Prdw;!, XI =" € HY, (4.2)
where F},(z) is defined by

Fufe)i= [ i) (1.3

Note that X is not the Galerkin approximation of X;.
The following result states the convergence of the finite dimensional system (4.1)
to the initial equation (1.1).

Lemma 4.1. Let T > 0, z € D((—A)%) and y € D((—B)?) with 6 € [0,1]. Then for
every q = 1 and v € [0, 0], we have for every t € [0,T],

n—oo

i (EJl (=AY (X = X9+ BV - ¥,

FE|(-A) (X - XPlI) 0. (44)
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Proof. When 6 = 0 (and thus v = 0), (4.4) was proven in [4, Lemma 4.2]. For general
€ (0, 6], by Lemma 6.4 we know that X; € D((—A)"). As a result, we have

oo

q/2
B (=AY (X5 - X)) = ( 3 azuxg,el,kﬁ) 0 as m s oo

k=n+1

Furthermore, by Lemma 6.5 we deduce that

E(]l(-4) (%~ X)) (/ [(~Ay e R(X,) — Fu(X)]L ds)q

q

+E (A) AL — PV,

1

+E( / [(—AYrelt9[F, (X,) - n<f<:>]||1ds)q.

Since ||F,, — F||; — 0 as n — oo (see e.g. [4, (4.4)]), the first two terms go to 0 as
n — oo by the dominated convergence theorem. For the last term, we have

i & ([ I(-APe LX) - BOE]ds )

n—oo
q
< lim O\ E (/ (t— )| X, — Xg||1ds) 0,
n—oo 0
which in turn yields the desired result. 0

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let T > 0, x € D((—A)?) and y € D((—B)?) with
6 € [0,1]. Note that for any t € [0,7], ¢ > 1 and v € [0,6 A 1/2), we have
E[[(—=A) (X7 = X)lIf <E[(=A)"(XF — X))

+E[J(=A)7 (X" = XY+ E[J(=A)7 (X = X1
By Lemma 4.1, the first and the last terms on the right-hand side of the above
inequality converge to 0 as n — oo. Therefore, in order to prove Theorem 2.2, we
only need to show that

sup E[|(—=A4)7 (X = XP)|If < Cre?’?, (4.5)

te[0,7
where C7 > 0 is a constant independent of n. In the following subsection, we
shall only work with the approximation system (4.1), and prove bounds that are
uniform with respect to the dimension. But in order to simplify the notations, we

omit the index n. In particular, for ¢ = 1,2, the spaces H]' are denoted by H
Define

Elgo(x, y) = £1($L’, y)@(xv y) = <ASL’ + F(LL’, y)7 DmQO(LL’, y)>1
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1
+ §TT [Dio(z,y)Q1], Ve € CrO(Hy, x Hy). (4.6)

We first establish the following strong fluctuation estimate for an appropriate integral
functional of (XZ,Y?) over the time interval [s, t], which will play an important role
in proving (4.5).
Lemma 4.2 (Strong fluctuation estimate). Let T,0 > 0, x € D((—A)?) and y €
D((—B)?). Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C2"(H, x Hy, Hy) and G €
C’f’"(ffl x Hy, Hy) with n > 0. Then for any v € [0,0AN1/2), ¢ >1,0<s<t<T
and ¢ € C2"(Hy x Hy, Hy) satisfying (3.2), we have
q

< Cyrp(t —8) 0 gel/?, (4.7)
1

t
E\ [ ardeni voar

where Cq 1 > 0 1s a constant.

Proof. Let 1; solve the Poisson equation

‘CQ(ZEa y)¢(x> y) = _¢($a y),

and define
@m(r, z,y) = (—A) ez, y). (4.8)
Since L, is an operator with respect to the y-variable, one can check that
Lo, y) iy (r,2,y) = —(=A) e 0(x, y). (4.9)

According to Theorem 3.2, we know that ¢ € C2O(Hy x Hy, Hy)NC)?(Hy X Hy, Hy).
Applying Ito’s formula to ﬁm(t, X7, YF) we get
t
Ven (b, X5, YY) = by (s, X5, YY) +/ (Or + La)thr (r, X7, Y7 )dr

[, - s e 1
+ g /S £2’¢t,’y(r> Xr> Y;* )dr + Mtl,s + %Mt%sa (410)

where M}, and M}, are defined by
t t
M}, = / Dythyo (r, X7, Y5)dW, and  Mp, = / Dy~ (r, X2, Y, )dW?.
Multiplying both sides of (4.10) by € and using (4.9), we obtain
t
[ apet i v

t
S / Lot (r, XE,YE)Ar = £ [0 (5, X5, YE) — s (8, X2, YE)]
* 24



t
6/ (0r + L) (r, X7, YE)dr + & M} + /e M7,
Note that
t
/ 8,11&“, r, X2, Y5 )dr —/ 8,4%7 r, X7, Y )dr

+/ 87“ 7ﬁt{y(r quvy;*e) im(ra Xf’x/;E) d’f’

- wt'y t Xtaaya) 'J]t,’Y(SaXt67Yf)

/ 0, [ (. XE.Y7) = i X5 Y) |,

and that B B
O (1,2, y) = (= A) 72, y).
As a result, we further get

[ A Vo = e (AP Y)Y
be [ (0,10~ D06 ) ar

t
5/ ‘Clwt,'y(r Xfa }/;a)dr +e Mtl,s + \/EME,S'

Thus for any 0 < s < T and g > 1, we deduce that

E /( AYTetPAG(XE, YE)dr

1

<Co (m\\(—Awe“ D[N, YE) — (X, Vo) |

¢ q
et | [ (APt (G0 - DY) 0
S 1
+ B q
+e?E / Lt (r, X7, Y7 )dr +ngHMt1,SH‘{+g‘1/2EHMt2,S||‘{)
S 1

=: Z Fi(t, s, e).

For the first term, by Lemmas 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 below and the fact that 6 < 1/2, we have

— £ € € € 2 1/2
Fi(t5,6)<Cret (¢ — ) (B(L+ X |+ X2+ IYE I+ Y2 1))
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5 €129 £ £112q 1/2
(EIXG - X2+ BlYE - 7))
<Oy (t— S)(O—V)qg(l—ﬂ)q <O (t— S)(G—'y)ng/Q‘
Similarly, by Minkowski’s inequality we also have

1/2q

St s,6)< ot (/:@ —r)7 [(E[HXE - X[137)
+@W¢4ﬂ%ﬂﬂwy

corm([a-nmtS2e)’

< Cy(t — 3)(9—v)q5(1—0)q <Oy (t— s)(("”’)ng/2.

To control the third term, by definitions (4.6), (4.8) and Theorem 3.2, one can check
that

L1800 (o, )l < Cs (8= 1) 7 (L Azl + iy 1) (L + llell + [lyl5),

which in turn yields by Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 6.4 that for 4/ € (0,1/2),

t q
St s5,6) < Gyl (/ (t - r>—vr<9—1>dr)
<O (t— 3)(0—7)115(1—7/)11 < Cs(t— S)(G—'y)ng/Q‘

As for Z,(t, s, ), by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and the assumption (A2),
we have

t q/2
Fult,s,e) < Cyef ( / E[(—A) e 4D, (X2, YF) }/2||?%(Hl>dr)

s

2
<Ch§(/ﬁ@+WWXN?+EMfWﬁW—AVW”“QVW%mnw)W
<Cy(t— S)(1/2—v)q5q < Cy(t — S)(e—v)ng,

and similarly one can check that
Is(t,s,6) < Cs (t — S)(l/z—w)ng/z < Cs(t— S)(G—v)ng/?
Combining the above computations, we get the desired estimate. O

Now, we are in the position to give:
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Proof of estimate (4.5). Fix T > 0 below. In view of (6.1) and (6.5), we have for
every t € [0,7] and v € [0,0 A 1/2),

(A (X7 — %) = / (— Ay etIA[F(X?) — F(X,)]ds

CRd S

t
+ / (—A) e F(XE YE)ds,
0

where dF is defined by (1.8). Thus for any ¢ > 1, we have

q

EJl(—AY(X; — X1 < C,E / (— AP et [F(X?) — F(X,)]ds

1
q

+C,E

CR S

t
/ (—A) e = F(XE VE)ds
0

1
= fl(t, 8) + fQ(t, 6).

By Lemma 3.7 and Minkowski’s inequality, we deduce that

(6.9 < B ( [[0-91F 0D - FXhas )

q

¢ B 1
<o ([a—o(m-x) )
0

For the second term, note that §F'(x,y) satisfies the centering condition (3.2). As a
result, it follows by Lemma 4.2 directly that

jg(t, 8) < Cg Eq/2.
Thus we arrive at

E[l(=A) (X7 - Xollf < C3¢7?
t - 1 q
+Cs (/ (t—s)‘V(E||X§—XS||¥> qu) : (4.11)
0

Letting v = 0, by Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

sup E|| X7 — X,||4 < Cy gd/2,
te[0,T

Taking this back into (4.11), we get the desired result. O
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5. NORMAL DEVIATIONS

5.1. Kolmogorov equation. Recall that X, and Z, satisfy the equations (1.2) and
(2.8), respectively. We write a system of equations for the process (X, Z;) as follows:

d)_(t = AXtdt + F(Xt)dt + thl, XO =T,

dZ, = AZ,dt + D, F(X,).Z,dt + o(X,)dW,,  Z, = 0.
Note that the processes X, and Z; depend on the initial value . Below, we shall
write X;(x) when we want to stress its dependence on the initial value, and use

Zy(z, 2) to denote the process Z; with initial point Zo = 2 € H;. Let L be the formal
infinitesimal generator of the Markov process (X3, Z;), i.e.,

Z = El + Eg,
where for every ¢ € CE(H 1), £, and L3 are defined by

Lip(a) i= L()pla) o= (Az + F(@), Depla)h + 5Tr[Dip(@)Q)], (5.1)
Log(2) i= L(a, 2)p(2) i= (Az + DuF (@) Dop(2),
+ %TT [D2p(2)o(2)0" (). (5.2)

Fix T > 0, consider the following Cauchy problem on [0,7] x H; x H;:
ot x,z) = Lu(t,r,z), te€ (0,7, (5.3)
(0,2, z) = ¢(z), '

where ¢ : Hy — R is measurable. We have the following result, which will be used
below to prove the weak convergence of Z; to Z;.

Theorem 5.1. For every ¢ € C}(H,), there exists a solution @ € Cp*™*([0,T] x Hy x
Hy) to the equation (5.3) which is given by

u(t,z,z) = E[p(Zy(, 2))]. (5.4)

Moreover, we have:
(i) For any t € (0,T), z,z € Hy and h € D((—A)?) with B € [0,1],

|D.u(t, z,2).(—A)°Ph| < CLt7P||h|l; (5.5)

(ii) For any t € (0,T], z,z € Hy, hy € D((=A)?') and hy € D((—A)?2) with 31, B €
[0,1],

|D2a(t, z, 2).((—A)" ha, (= A)"ha)| < Cot™ || ha]l1 ]| 2|1, (5.6)
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and for any x, 2z, hy € Hy and hy € D((—A)?) with 5 € [0, 1],
| DuD.ult, @, 2).((=A) ha, ho)| < Cot ™| hal1 ]| ez (5.7)

(i) For any t € (0,T), z,2 € Hy, hy € D((—A)"),hy € D((—A)*) and hy €
D((—A)%) with By, B2, Bs € [0, 1],

|D2u(t, x, 2).((=A)7 hy, (= A)hy, (= A)hy)]

< Gy t7275275 |y s [l s 1 (5.8)
and for any x,z,hs € Hy, hy € D((—A)P") and hy € D((—A)P2) with B, B2 € [0, 1],

|D.D2a(t, , 2).((—A)™ hy, (= A)%hy, hy)]

< Oyt 7% by ||| a1 || s (5.9)
(iv) For any t € (0,T], x € D(—A) and z,h € Hy,
0uD.a(t,,2).h] < Ca (171 + () + [Aaly + ) Ihl: (5.10)

(v) For any t € (0,T], v € D(—A) and z, hy, hy € Hy,
|3tD§ﬂ(tal’7Z)-(h17hz)K05(t_1(1+||ZH1)+||ASU||1+!|$||f)!|h1!|1||h2||17 (5.11)
and for any x € D(—A),z,hy € Hy and hy € D((—A)),
0.0, Da(t,, 2).(ha, )| < Cs (17 (14 [211) + Az + )l el
+ Cs [|ha [l [ Ahz]ls; (5.12)
where C;, 1 =1,--- .5, are positive constants.

Remark 5.2. The estimates in (i)-(iii) have been studied in [6, Proposition 7.1]
when the diffusion coefficient is a constant and in [5, Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.3 and
Proposition 4.5] for general nonlinear diffusion coefficients. However, the index [ in
(5.5), (5.7) and (5.9), P1, B2, B3 in (5.6) and (5.8) are restricted to [0, 1), which is
not sufficient for us to use below. The key observation here is that the equation (2.8)
satisfied by Z; is a linear one, and we do not involve estimates for Dyii and D>i.
Thus some new techniques are needed in the proof of Theorem 2.4 to avoid using these
estimates.

Proof. (i)-(iii). By using the same argument as in [15, Theorem 13|, we can prove
that @ defined by (5.4) is a solution to the equation (5.3). Moreover, 4 has bounded
Gatéaux derivatives with respect to the x-variable up to order 2 and with respect to
the z-variable up to order 4, see also [6, Section 7] and [5, Section 4]. Furthermore,
in view of (5.4) we deduce that for any 3 € [0, 1],

Dya(t, x,2).(—A)Ph = E[(@’(Zt(:c, ), D. Zi(x, z).(—A)Bh)l].
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Since Z, satisfies (2.8), we thus have
d(D.Zy(z,2).(—A)’h) = (A+ D, F(X,)).(D.Zy(x, z).(—A) h)dt,
and the initial value is given by D.Zy(z, 2).(—A)?h = (—A)Ph. As a result,
1D:Z(, 2).(=A) kil < Cot™"||Ry,

which in turn yields (5.5). Estimates (5.6)-(5.9) can be proved similarly, hence we
omit the details here.

(iv) To prove estimate (5.10), by (5.3) we note that for any h € Hj,
oD, u(t,x,z).h = D,0yu(t,x,z).h = D(Ly + L3)u(t, x, z).h. (5.13)
By definition (5.1) we have
D.Liu(t,z, 2).h = D,D,ii(t, r, z).(Ax + F(z), h)

1 oo
+5 ; M D.D2u(t, , 2) (€10, €10, ), (5.14)
which implies that
|D.Lyu(t, @, 2).h] < Ci(1+ || Azl (5.15)

Similarly, by definition (5.2) we have
D, Lsu(t,x,z).h = (Ah + D, F(z).h, D,u(t,z, 2)),
+ D%u(t, x, 2).(Az + D, F(x).2,h)

1 (0.]
+5 ; DPu(t, x, z).(0(2)ern, o(x)ern, h), (5.16)

which together with (5.5) and (5.6) yields that
|D.Lau(t,x, 2).h] < Cot™ (1+ [[2ll)lIRll + (1 + [z]D)]A]:- (5.17)
Combining (5.13), (5.15) and (5.17), we obtain (5.10).
(v) In view of (5.13), (5.14) and (5.16), we note that for any hy, hy € Hy,
O, D?u(t, z, 2).(hy, hy) = D*D,a(t, x, 2).(Ax + F(x), hy, ho)

+ D2u(t, z, 2).(Ahy + Do F().hy, hy)
+ D2u(t, z, 2).(Ahy + D, F(x).hy, hy)
+ D3u(t,x, 2).(Az + D F(x).2, hy, hy)

1 00
+ 5 ;::1 )\LanDiﬂ(t, €, z).(el,n, el,n, hl, hg)

30



1 o0
+ 5 nz::l Dﬁﬂ(t, z,2).(0(x)ern, o(x)ern, h, ha).

Using (5.6), (5.8) and Lemma 3.7, one can check that
|0:DZa(t, 7, 2).(ha, ho)| < Cs (87 + | Azl + [l + ¢ [zl ) [l |22l
which means that (5.11) holds. Finally, we have

0D, D.u(t,x,2).(hi, ho) = D,D.D(t,x, 2).(Ax + F(z), hy, hy)
+ D.D,u(t,z, 2).(Ahy + D, F(x).hy, hy)
+ DD u(t,z,2).(Ahy + D, F(x).hy, hy)
+ (DIF(x).(hy, ho), D.u(t, z, 2)), + D3u(t, z, 2).(D2F(2).(2, ha), hy)
+ D, D%u(t, x,2).(Az + D, F(x).z, hy, hy)

+ 5 Z Al,anDzDg%a(tv X, Z)-(el,nu el,rm h’la h2)

n=1

1 (@)
5 32 DaDlt 2,0 er s oeras s )

+ Y Diult, x, 2).((Dyo(z).ha)ern, o()ern, ha).

Using (5.7), (5.9) and Lemma 3.7 we obtain
0D, D ult, , ). (ha, he)| < Cy (fl +[| Azl + [l + t_lHZHl) 1Pl [l P22
+ Callhall1[| Ahelly,
which yields (5.12). O

5.2. Estimates for Z;. Recall that Z; satisfies (1.7). In particular, we have

[ . .
VA :—/ eI (XE) — F(X,)]ds +—/ =945 F(XE YE)ds. (5.18)
Ve o
Furthermore, by Theorem 2.2 we get that for any ¢ > 1, x € D((—A)?), y € D((—B)?)
with > 0 and v € [0,0 A 1/2),
E||[(-=A)Z; || < oc. (5.19)

We shall need the following regularity property of Z; with respect to the time variable.
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Lemma 5.3. Let T >0, x € D((—A)?) and y € D((—B)?) with 0 € (0,1]. Assume
that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C2""(Hy x Hy, Hy) and G € CP"(Hy x Hy, Hy) with
n > 0. Then foranyq > 1,0 < s <t < T and ¥ € (0,0), there exists a constant
Cyr > 0 such that

E|Z; — Z:|11 < Cor(t — 5)".
Proof. By (5.18), we have

7~ 2= 2 [ COMEOG) - PO
(e =)z [P - PR

+—/ ASF(XE, Y )dr

ry-or

+ (794 — f/ “AaFXf,Y:dr_ths

Using Minkowski’s inequality and Theorem 2.2 with v = 0, we get that

1 t _ q
Bl 2ot < (52 [ (@1 - X)) < -

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.1 (ii) we have that for any ¢ € (0, 1),
Bl Z(t, s)[11

<Catt-9 (2 [ (@ICA 4R - Feei) o)
< Cy(t—s)" (% /Os(s ) ()X - XT||‘{)1/qdr)q < Cy(t—s)™

Note that 0 F'(z,y) satisfies the centering condition (3.2). As a direct consequence of
the fluctuation estimate (4.7), we obtain that

E|| Z5(t,s)|1 < Cs (t — ).

Finally, by making use of Proposition 2.1 (ii) and (4.7) again, we have for any ¢ €
(0,6),

q

q

E|Zi(t, )1 < Cy(t—s)PE fo/ AP IASE(XE YE)dr

ry-or

1

NS 04 (t - S)qﬁ.

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result. U
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As in Section 4, to prove Theorem 2.4 we also need to reduce the infinite dimen-
sional problem to a finite dimensional one by the Galerkin approximation. Recall
that X;"® and X" are defined by (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Define

n,e a0
Xt B Xt

Ze = 7z

Then we have
dZ = AZPEdt + e V2[R (X)) — Fu(XP)JdE + e V20F, (X9, Vi),

where F), is given by (4.3), and 0F,(z,y) = F.(z,y) — F.(z). Let Z" satisfy the
following linear equation:

dZ" = AZMt + D, F,(X}).Zdt + Pro(XM)dW,, (5.20)

where W is a cylindrical Wiener process in Hi, and o(z) is defined by (2.9). We
have the following approximation result.

Lemma 5.4. For every e > 0 and x,z € Hy, we have
1im E(12; = 27 + 12 - Z71l1) = 0. (5.21)
Proof. By the definition of Z¢, Z;™ and Lemma 4.1, we have

]‘ £ n,e Ve vn
Sz (BIXE = X2+ B = X7 ) =0,

Furthermore, in view of (2.8) and (5.20), we have

lim E|Z; — Z"%||; < lim

t
2 7n = / =IAID F(X,). 7. — DyF(X™).Z.]ds
0

s

Thus we deduce that

t 2
=  5n > Snidy 1/4 = 4y 1/4
E|Z — Z'|i < C (/ (EIX, - X2011) " (EIZ]5) dS)
0
t

t
+01/ (E| X — X7 + ||DxF—Dan||§Z(H1))ds+Cl/ E|Zs—Z"|3ds.
0 0
By Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

t
120~ 201 < Coe® ([ (B, — XL + 1o — DFulfy))ds ).
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which yields the desired result. U
5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.4. For any T' > 0 and ¢ € C}(H;), we have for t € [0, 7],
[Elp(Z5)] — E[p(2)]] < [Elp(Z5)] - Elp(Z)]]
+ |Elp(Z)] = Elp(Z))]] + [Elp(Z7)] - Elp(Z))]|- (5.22)
By making use of (5.21), the first and the last terms on the right-hand of (5.22)

converge to 0 as n — co. Therefore, in order to prove Theorem 2.4, we only need to
show that for any v € (0,1/2),

sup |Elp(Z")] — Elp(Z})]] < Cre2™, (5.23)
te[0,7

where Cr > 0 is a constant independent of n. As before, we shall only work with
the approximation system in the following subsection, and proceed to prove bounds
that are uniform with respect to the dimension. To simplify the notations, we shall
omit the index n as before.

Fix T'> 0, and for every ¢ € C}(Hy), let

Lyp(2) = L5(2,y, 7, 2)p(2) := (Az, D2p(2))

+ %<F<x> _F(@), Dap(2)), + %«SF(:@ 0, Dp(2)y (5.24)

We call a function ¢(t,x,y,z, z) defined on [0,T] x H; x Hy x Hy x H; admissible,
if it is centered, i.e.,

o(t,x,y, z, z)u*(dy) =0, Vt>0,x,Z,2 € Hy, (5.25)
Hy

and the following conditions hold:
(H): for any t € [0,T), z,z € Hy, y € Hy, T € D(—A) and hy, he € Hy,
0i9(t, 2, 9,2, 2)| + [ D0 d(t, 3y, T, 2). 7| + [ D209 (t, 2, y, T, 2).ha
< Co (T =) X+ Azl + |2[IF + [12[h)
x (L lzll + Nyl Pl + (A2l (5.26)
and for any hg € D((—A)),

| Dz0v(t, 2,y, T, 2).hs| < Co((T — )7 (14 ([ Az + 121+ [12l2) R3]l

+ ARl ) x (1 ol + Iy, (5.27)
and for any h € D((—A)Y) with 9 € [0, 1],
1D.6(t,2,9,7,2).(=A)"h| < Co (T =" (L+ el + Iy IBll. (5.28)
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Given an admissible function ¢(t, z,y, 7, z) € C}*"**([0,T] x Hy x Hy x Hy x Hy)
with n > 0, let ¥(t, z,y, T, z) solve the following Poisson equation:
£2($’ y)¢(t’ x? y? i? Z) = _¢(t7 :I:’ y’ i’? Z)’ (5'29)
and define
OF -V u(t,x, %, 2) = V.(t,x,y,z,2).0F (x,y)p*(dy).
Hy

The following weak fluctuation estimates for an integral functional of process (X¢, Y, X, Z¢)
will play an important role in proving (5.23). Compared with Lemma 4.2, extra efforts
are needed to control the time singularity in the integral.

Lemma 5.5 (Weak fluctuation estimates). Let T,0 > 0, x € D((—A)?) and y €
D((—B)?). Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C2"(H, x Hy, Hy) and G €

CP"(Hy, x Hy, Hy). Then for every admissible function ¢ € Cy2m22([0,T] x Hy x
Hy x Hy x Hy) withn > 0,te[0,T] and vy € (0,1/2), we have

t
\E( / ¢<t,X§,n€,XS,Z§>ds)‘ <Cret, (5.30)
0
and
1 [t _
E —/(b s, X2, Y X, Z5)ds
‘ (ﬁ Al )

t
—/ 5F-vzlp(s,X§,Xs,Z§)ds>‘<CTg%—'Y, (5.31)
0

where Cp > 0 is a constant.

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. We first prove estimate (5.30). By Theorem 3.2, we have that ¢ ¢
0572’272’2([0, T|x Hyx Hyx Hy x Hy). Thus we can apply It6’s formula to ¢ (¢, X7, Y7, X, Z7)
to derive that

E['{/J(t, Xf? Yf? Xta Zf)]

t
=¢(0,2,y,2,0) + E (/ (Os + L1+ L1+ L3)Y(s, X1, Y, X, ZE)dS)
0

1 t _
+ -E (/ Lop(s, XZ,YE, X, Zj)ds) ,
€ 0

where L1, Lo, L1 and L£§ are defined by (4.6), (2.7), (5.1) and (5.24), respectively.

Multiplying both sides of the above equality by ¢ and taking into account (5.29), we
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obtain

t
'E (/ P(s, X, YE, X, Z;)ds)
0

€E[¢(07 r,Y,x, O) - ¢(t7 Xtaa Y;fav Xtv Zt6>:|

t
+¢ E(/ (Os + L1+ L1+ LEY(s, XE,YVE X, Z§)ds) ‘
0
< eE|[¥(0,z,y,2,0) — (0, X], Yy, Xy, Z7)] |

S S )

t
+eRE / (05 (s, X2, Y5, Xy, Z5) — 05 (s, X5, Y, Xy, Z7) ] ds
0

t
+¢E /(£1+Zl)w(s,xa Ve, X,, Z5)ds

S S )

4

=Y Oilt,e).

1=1

0
t
+eR| [ £30(s, X5, Y5, X,, Z9)ds

sy tso
0

By making use of Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 6.1, we have
Oi(t,e) < CreE(L+ | X[+ YF]5) < Cre

For the second term, since ¢ satisfies (5.26) and (5.27), and ¢, x, Z, z all are parameters
in equation (5.29), by Theorem 3.2 we get that 1 satisfies (5.26) and (5.27) too, which
together with Lemmas 6.2, 6.3, 6.5, 5.3 and Holder’s inequality implies that for any

7 €(0,1/2),

t
Ouft,e) < Cae [ (= 57 (BOLE, — Kl + 1162 - X5
0
€ €3 € €13 1/3
IV =Y 012 - ZE) as

! v |12 v |12 1/2
+Cae [ (BOATIP +[A%ID) s
0

< Oy 51_7 <Oy 81/2.
To treat the third term, since for each t € [0,T], o(t,-,-,-,-) € C2**?(Hy x Hy x
Hy x Hy), we have

||(£1 + Zl)w(t>zayaf>z)||l < |<A£l§' + F(l’,y), wa(t,:n,y,f,z))ﬂ
1 _
+ 5 TT(Q1)||Di¢(ta z,Y,x, Z)Hff(Hp(Hl,]R)

+ [(Az + F(z), Dap(t, x,y, T, 2))1|
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1 _
+ 5 TT(Q1)||D§:¢(ta x,Yy,x, Z) ||$(H1 x H1,R)

<Cs (L[| Az + | Azl +yl5) L+l + [[yl]3).-
Thus by Lemmas 6.1, 6.4 and 6.5, we have
ﬁ3(t,€) < C3 81_7 <C3 81/2

For the last term, we write
t
Oy(t,e) =cE (/ (AZZ, D ab(s, X2, YE, Xy, Z5)),ds )
0
t
VBB ([ POXD) — PG, Do, X2V K Z0))

+VeE (/0 (OF (X, YS), Do(s, X5, Y5, X, Z5)) ) Z Oi(t,e)
In view of (5.28), Theorem 3.2 and (5.19), we have for v € (0,1/2 A 6),
Ou1(t,e) < C4E/t(t —s) (B (—A) Z5)2) Pds < Cye.
Furthermore, it is easy to see Ehat
Oralt,e) + Ousttsc) < o7 [ (1+BIXGIE

+EIX |3 + BV )ds < Ci v,

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result.

Step 2. We proceed to prove estimate (5.31). By following exactly the same argu-
ment as in the proof of Step 1, we deduce that that for any v € (0,1/2),

1 /[ " ¢
‘E(T/gb s, X5, Y5, X, Ze)ds—/ 5F-Vzw(s,X§,Xs,Z§)ds)‘
0
f‘E »(0,x,y,x,0) — @b(O,Xf,Yf,)_(t,Zf)H

( (s, X2, V2, X, Z5) — 8t1p(s,Xf,Yf,Xt,Zf))ds)‘

S S 7

( £1+£1 (s, X2, Ve, X, Z)d)‘

t
+'E<\/E/ Liv(s, X2, YE, X, Zs)ds—/ 6F-Vz¢(s,X§,XS,Z§)ds)‘
0 0
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t
<O e g ‘E(ﬁ/ L5(s, X, YE X, Z5)ds
0

t
—/ 5F~Vz¢(8,X§,XS,Z§)ds) :
0

Now, for the last term we write

t t
‘E(ﬁ/ Li(s, X5, YE X, Ze)ds—/ 5F-VZ¢(S,X§,XS,Z§)ds>

( (AZ%, D sXEYEXZE))d>‘
0

X,), Do, X5, Y2, X, Z5)), ds )\

o[ ([
‘ (/ 6F X2 YE), Daa(s, X2, YE, X, Z9)),
0

—3F-V.u(s, X5, X, Z€> )

3 ~
Z Oi(t,e)
We argue as for 0(t,€) to get that

él(t, 8) < Cg 81/2
Using Theorem 2.2, we further have

1/2

t
Os(t,€) <Cs / (1+ EIIXZNZ + BIYZIR) (B XE - X,)12)*ds < Cye/?
0

Consequently, we obtain that for any v € (0,1/2),
t
’ (I/ (s, X5, VE, X, Z5)ds —/ 3F vqu(s,X;,Xs,Z;)ds) ’
0
<Oyl ‘E( / ((0P(X5. 7). Daab(s, X2, V2, X Z0)),
0

—5F - V.u(s, X5, X, Z§)>ds) .

Note that by the definition of 0 F' - V.1, the function

(;;(t,x, Y, T, 2) = (0F(x,y), Dap(t,x,y,Z,2)), —0F -V )(t,z,z, 2)
38



satisfies the centering condition (5.25) and assumption (H). Thus, using (5.30) di-
rectly, we obtain

‘E( / ((F (X2, Y2), Dats, X2, YE, X, Z),
0

_3F - V.0(s, X5, X, Z€)> ) < Cyelh?

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result. U
Now, we are in the position to give:

Proof of estimate (5.23). Fix T" > 0 below. Let @(t,z,2) be the solution of the
Cauchy problem (5.3). For ¢t € [0, 7], define

w(t,x, z) = u(T —t,x, z).
Then it is easy to check that
@(0,2,0) = u(T, x,0) = E[p(Zr)] and @(T,z,2) = u(0,z,2) = ¢(2).
As a result, by It6’s formula and (5.3) we deduce that
Elp(Z7)] — Elp(Zr)] = E[a(T, X1, Z7) — (0, 2, 0)]

’ <F(Xf) - F(X))
NG
E ( /0 ' Tr (Dga(t, X, Z;) [o(X5) o (X;) — a()_(t)a*()_(t)Ddt)

DLF(X).Z5 Dailt. Ko, zg))> dt)
1

(\[/ (6F (XYY, Dza(t,Xt,Zf))>1dt)

— %E (/0 Tr(D%*u(t, X, Z5)o (Xf)a*(Xf))dt)] =: gM(T, €).

By the mean value theorem, Hélder’s inequality, (5.5), (5.19) and Theorem 2.2, we
deduce that for some 9 € (0, 1),

e < [ |paro o - )
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— D,F(X,)].Z;, Dai(t, Xy, Z5)),

.

T
c o2 1/2 S 1/2
<G [ (EIXG - %) @121 e < €2
0
Furthermore, let % ; .(z) := Tr(D?u(t, z, 2)o(x)o*(x)). Then we have that for every
h € Hy,
| Do z.-(w)-h| < Co(1+ ||z IR,
which together with Theorem 2.2, Lemmas 6.1 and 6.5 yields that
T
L%awn<@/’u+mwm%ﬁmmm”@mﬁ—xmfﬁ<%é@
0
It remains to control the last term A45(T,¢). For this purpose, recall that W solves
the Poisson equation (2.6), and define
O(t,x,y,z,2) = (Y(z,y), D,a(t, z, 2)),.

Since L, is an operator with respect to the y variable, one can check that & solves
the following Poisson equation:

Lo(z,y)P(t,x,y,Z,2) = —(0F(x,y), D,u(t,z,2))1 =: —¢(t,x,y, T, 2).

It is obvious that ¢ satisfies the centering condition (5.25). Furthermore, in view of
(5.6), (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), we have that for any ¢t € [0,T), x,z € Hy, y € Ho,
T e D(—A) and hl,hQ S Hl,

|0y p(t, z,y, T, 2)| + | DOy p(t, x,y, T, 2).hy| + | D0y b(t, x,y, T, 2).hs
< |(6F (z,y), 0:Da(T — t, 2, 2)), | + (D0 F(x,y).hy, 0D a(T — t, 2, 2)),]|
+ 10, D2u(T — t,7, 2).(6F (2,9), hy)|
<Cs (T =) ([hally + Nh2ll) (L + [JAZ (L + [1Z]T + 200 X+l + [y 115),
and for any hy € D(—A),
|Dz0y0(t, x,y, T, 2).hs| = Oy Dz D, u(T — t,z,2).(0F (x,y), hs)
<Oy (7= 71 + 142+ 1715 + 12l sl + [14Bs 1)
X (14 [zl + [lyl2),
and for any h € D((—A)?) with 9 € [0, 1],
|D.o(t,z,y, T, 2).(—A)’h| = D*u(T — t,Z,2).(6F(z,y), (—A)’h)

<G (T =7 (1 + Nl + [y 5121
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Furthermore, by the definition of ¢ in (2.9), we have

OF -V, ®(t,x,z,2) = D, ®(t,x,y,z,2).0F (x,y)u”(dy)
Ho

-/ D%u(t, z,2).(¥(z,y), 6 F (x,y)) " (dy)

= %TT(Dgﬂ(t, z,z)o(x)o"(x)).

Thus, it follows by (5.31) directly that for any v € (0,1/2),
|A5(T, e)| < Cs e¥/?77,

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result. 0

6. APPENDIX

Throughout this section, we assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, F € C}"(H; x
Hy, Hy) and G € C’;’"(Hl X Hy, Hy) with n > 0. We have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. For any (z,y) € Hy X Hs, there exists a unique mild solution for the
equation (1.1), i.e., for every t > 0,

CR S

t t
XF =y + / VAR (X YE)ds + / elt=94qmwl,
o ! B (6.1)

t
Yy ZeszﬂLE_l/ e T PG(XE Ya)ds+5_l/2/ e BAW?,
0

s) " s
0

Moreover, for any T >0, ¢ = 1 and x € D((—A)?) with 6 € [0,1), we have

sup sup E[[(—=A)’ X711 < Coqr (1+ l2[1{_y0 + Ily]5°) (6.2)
£€(0,1) t[0,T]

and

sup sup E[Yy|[3 < Cor (1+[lyll2), (6.3)
€€(0,1) t€[0,T

where Cyq1,Cqr > 0 are constants.

Proof. The well-posedness of SPDE (1.1) with Hélder continuous coefficients follows
from [16, Theorem 7]. Furthermore, estimate (6.2) can be proved similarly as in [6,
Proposition 2.10] or [9, Proposition 4.3|, and estimate (6.3) can be proved as in [9,

Proposition 4.2]. We omit the details here. U
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Note that estimate (6.2) holds only for § < 1. In order to get the estimate for
0 = 1, we need some extra regularity results for X; and Y;° with respect to the time
variable. The following two results extend [9, Proposition 4.4] and [4, Proposition
A.4], respectively.

Lemma 6.2. Let T >0, v € [0,1], x € D((—A)?) with 0 € [0,7] and y € Hy. Then
foreveryq>1and 0 < s <t<T, we have

(t — S)Fy ——s|

1
(05 = X:01)" < o (55 Flellcay

y—0

1
Fle= DR+ lali+ ) ),
where Cy g1 > 0 15 a constant.

Proof. In view of (6.1), we have

ryor

t
X —Xe= (e — ez —l—/ eEIAR(XE YA dr

s t
+ / (e — eI P(XE, V) dr + / el=Aaw}!
0 s

+ / (et=MA _ el Myql = Z% t,s) (6.4)
0

Below, we estimate each term on the right hand side of (6.4) separately. For the first
term, by Proposition 2.1 (iii) we easily get

t—S’Y__1$
123t )l < & E = el o

10

For the second term, by Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 6.1, we deduce that

t 1/q q
Bzl < ([ (Bl pa v )
< Ca = 51+ ol + Iy,

Similarly, using Proposition 2.1 (ii), Lemma 6.1 and Minkowski’s inequality again,
we have

. A 1/q a
Bl 2ot < ([ (B - ne-orri v ) ar )
0
s l/q q
< Cale— 2 / (BN -ayenros vl o)

<Oy (t— )2 (1+ [lz)|1 + lyl5Y).
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Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and the assumption (A2), we further
get

/2
A AL/2

E||Zi(t, s) (/ ||e(t AQ/ ||f2(H1 ) <Oy (t— s)q/z’

and
q/2
E[|25(t, 5)[| < Cs (t — )" </ [(=A)! 2l ’"AQl/QIIgg(Hl)dr)
NS C5 (t — S)q/2.

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result. O

Lemma 6.3. Let T > 0, v € [0,1/2], * € H, and y € D((—B)%) with § € [0,7].
Then for everyq>1 and 0 < s <t < T, we have

e € P (t_S)PY _Hig (t S)ﬁ/
(E|Y7 = YE[9)7 < Comar (— S5yl + ,

o €Y

where Cy g1 > 0 15 a constant.

Proof. In view of (6.1), we have

t s 1 t t—r)
YE-YE= (esB—esB)y+g/ ( = BG(XE, YF)dr

TYoT

3

1[5 -
+—/(e(ts)B—( By = Z@ts
0

In exactly the same way as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we deduce that

1 $ t—r s—r t—r
+—/(e(s)B—e(s)B)G(Xf,Yf dr+—/ LBy
0

(t - S)PY e
346t < O Lo 8y Ly,

and for any v € [0,1/2],
1 (" - 1/ a t— g)e
EH%(t, S)Hg < 02 (g/ € 2¢ (t_T’) (EHG(X:’Y;E)H3> qdr) < 02 &’

ena

and

1/ t—s) (=) /g \1
Bloss)lt < (1 [ (816 - e rao o) o)

(t—sya [ [ /
SG— (/0 H(—B)”eTBHz(Hz)dT)
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— §) s/e L ! — g)
<3 Ul (/ r‘”’eTlrdr> <G u
0

e eV

To control the last two terms, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and the as-
sumption (A2), we deduce that for any v € [0, 1],

(t=r) :
E[|#i(t, s) ( /||€ =503, Hz)dr)

q/2 9
i (t—=s) (t—s)=
4 (Z A2 nfhy) 1T < Cy =
n=1

£

and for v € [0,1/2],

(t—s)1 (/1 [7 for) 92
E|Z5(t, 5|1 < ngT A [(=B)"e BQ1/2||$2(H2)dT

q/2
(t—s) 9 (t—s)d
< C (Z)\zn/iﬁ/ ) <C5T

Combining the above computations, we get the desired result. U

Now we can prove the following moment estimate.

Lemma 6.4. Let T > 0, z € D((—A)Y) with 6 € [0,1] and y € Hy. Then for any
g=21,v>0and0<t < T, we have

1 - -
(BIAXF9)" < Coqrr (10 +67) (14 lallZ_yp + 191).
where Cy g1 > 0 is a constant.
Proof. We have
t
AXE = Ae'x + / AP (XE YF)ds
0

t
+/ A=A (F(XEYE) — F(XF,Y[))ds
0

/ Ae=Aqw} = Z% t,e)
0
By Proposition 2.1 (i), we easily see that

123(t, )l < Cot® Dl aye
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For the second term, note that

t t
/ A" F(XE Y )ds = / O (XY )ds
0 0

= _(etA - I)F(Xf,Yf),
hence we deduce that
E|| 25(t,e)llf < Co (L+E[X7 [T +EIY7(57) < Co (14 [l2]1] + llyl5?).

Furthermore, by applying Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 with § = 0, we get that for any
v €(0,1/2],

t 1/2q
EJl 25 (t, ) I1§ <Cs (1 + 2] + y15") < / (t—s)" {(E[an - Xz

q
1/2q
(st - ) o)

t 411 !
< Cy (1 [+ [l ) ( / (= (G ¢ gW)dS)

< Cye (1 + [l + [lyll2™).
Finally, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and assumption (A2), we have

t q/2
12t )T < O ([ 140 2 ts) <O

The conclusion follows by the above estimates. U

The following results for the averaged equation can be proved as in Lemmas 6.1,
6.2 and 6.4, so we omit the details here.

Lemma 6.5. For x € Hy, the averaged equation (1.2) has a unique mild solution,
i.e., for allt >0,
t t
X, = etAa:+/ e(t_S)AF()_(S)ds+/ et=Aqwl. (6.5)
0 0
In addition, we have:
(i) For any q > 1 and x € D(—A)? with 0 € [0, 1),

sup Efl(—A4)° X! < Coqr(1+ [J2][{__y0);
te[0,7

(ii) For any g > 1, 0 € [0,1] and 0
(B[l AX)])"

t<T,

Coqr(1+ "zl ap);
15

<
<



(iii) For any q > 1, v €[0,1], x € D((—A)?) with 6 € [0,7] and 0 < s <t < T,

(t—s)"
570

. ., l
(1% = 5ult)* < Conr (5L e allap + = 931+ ) ),

where Co g1, Corqr > 0 are constants.
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