arXiv:0903.1375v1 [math-ph] 7 Mar 2009

Slow manifold and averaging for slow-fast stochastic differential system

W. Wang^∗ A. J. Roberts^†

May 4, 2019

Abstract

We consider multiscale stochastic dynamical systems. In this article an intermediate reduced model is obtained for a slow-fast system with fast mode driven by white noise. First, the reduced stochastic system on exponentially attracting slow manifold reduced system is derived to errors of O(ϵ). Second, averaging derives an autonomous deterministic system up to errors of O( √ ϵ). Then an intermediate reduced model, which is an autonomous deterministic system driven by white noise up to errors of O(ϵ), is derived using a martingale approach to account for fluctuations about the averaged system. This intermediate reduced model has a simpler form than the reduced model on the stochastic slow manifold. These results not only connect averaging with the slow manifold, they also provide a martingale method for improving averaged models of stochastic systems.

MSC: 34C15; 37H10; 60H10

1 Introduction

Complex dynamical systems in science and engineering often have multiple, disparate, time scales. Here we consider the common case of two widely

∗School of Mathematics, University of Adelaide, South Australia, Australia.

mailto:w.wang@adelaide.edu.au; and Department of Mathematics, Nanjing University,

Nanjing, China. mailto:wangweinju@yahoo.com.cn

†School of Mathematics, University of Adelaide, South Australia, Australia.

mailto:anthony.roberts@adelaide.edu.au

separated time scales. Recall that finite dimensional, deterministic systems are often written as the following slow-fast system of differential equations

ẋ^ϵ = Ax^ϵ + f(x^ϵ, y^ϵ), (1)

ẏ^ϵ = 1 ϵ By^ϵ + 1 ϵ g(x^ϵ, y^ϵ), (2)

where ϵ > 0 is a small parameter, x^ϵ(t) ∈ R^n and y^ϵ(t) ∈ R^m are the state variables, A : R^n → R^n and B : R^m → R^m are bounded linear operators, and f : R^n × R^m → R^n and g : R^n × R^m → R^m are sufficiently smooth. For small ϵ, the averaging principle suggests that a good approximation of the slow motion of the slow variables x^ϵ on long time intervals is obtained by averaging (1) over the distribution of the fast variables y^ϵ [3, 4, 18, e.g.]. The theory of invariant manifolds also supports, after the decay of exponential transients, the reduction of the dynamics of the system (1)–(2) to the dynamics of just x^ϵ(t) [8, 16, e.g.] which being lower dimensional is simpler to represent and analyse.

For such deterministic systems, averaging is close to the slow manifold dynamics. To derive a simplified system, the invariant manifold method seeks to construct a lower dimensional, smooth, attracting invariant set which gives a lower dimension reduced system by restricting the system to this manifold. If the gap in the spectra of A and B/ϵ is large enough, then an exponentially attractive slow manifold in the form y = h(x) + O(ϵ) may be proved provided f and g are Lipschitz. Then, to errors typically of O(ϵ), the lower dimensional, reduced system is ẋ = Ax + f(x, h(x)). (3) On the other hand, in situations when the above slow manifold exists, the graph y = h(x) is the unique fixed point, exponentially stable, of the fast dynamics (2) with frozen x ∈ R^n . Then, by the averaging principle, an averaged system exists and indeed is the reduced system (3) [9]. That is, in this deterministic case, if the system is autonomous, the leading approximation to the slow manifold reduced system coincides with the averaged system.

However, in the stochastic dynamics explored in this article, the above close coincidence no longer holds. We explore the case when the fast variables y^ϵ are perturbed by a stochastic force modelled by white noise Ẇ ; that is, replace (2) by

ẏ^ϵ = 1 ϵ By^ϵ + 1 ϵ g(x^ϵ, y^ϵ) + σ √ ϵ Ẇ . (4)

In this case the previously used fixed point of (2) instead becomes h^ϵ(x, t), an ergodic stationary process of the stochastic dynamics (4) for frozen x ∈ R^n .

Section 3 shows that averaging obtains, by replacing h(x) with h^ϵ(x, t) in (3), a random slow manifold reduced model. In this case the reduced system is a nonautonomous system with random stationary coefficient. Thus, the averaged system is a deterministic autonomous system with f(x, h(x))) in (3) replaced by f̄(x) = lim_{T →∞} 1 T ∫_T 0 f(x, h^ϵ(x, t)) dt . The ergodic property of h^ϵ(x, t), Section 5, ensures that the effective nonlinearity f̄ is well defined. Since a random slow manifold, reduced system generically contains stochastic effects, necessarily the averaged system is different. The two approximations contain different information of the stochastic dynamics of the original system.

Analysing a stochastic system is considerably more difficult than a deterministic autonomous system. Thus the main goal of this article is to derive a reduced model intermediate between the simple but deficient averaged model and the complexity of the random slow manifold model. The intermediate reduced model has errors O ( ϵ ) when compared to original system, whereas the averaged model has errors O ( ϵ^{1/2} ) , see section 5. A key step here is to estimate the fluctuation of the slow manifold reduced system from the averaged system, which is proved to be a Gaussian process by a martingale approach.

Section 3 gives only the first order asymptotic approximation in ϵ to the random invariant manifold. For an example, Section 4 illustrates the results via a simple example model. Higher order terms in such an asymptotic approximation can be obtained by a normal form coordinate transformation [14].

Schmalfuß and Schneider [15] recently studied the slow manifold of a slowfast random dynamical systems by a random graph transformation on a slow time scale O(ϵ). The random slow manifold is shown to be a family of random fixed points for the fast system (4) parameterized by x with ϵ = 1 . But this approach does not give much information of the behavior of the slow system on the long time scales we aim for here.

2 Preliminaries

Consider the following stochastic slow-fast system:

ẋ^ϵ = Ax^ϵ + f(x^ϵ, y^ϵ), x^ϵ(0) = x_0 ∈ R^n , (5)

ẏ^ϵ = 1 ϵ By^ϵ + 1 ϵ g(x^ϵ, y^ϵ) + σ √ ϵ Ẇ , y^ϵ(0) = y_0 ∈ R^m , (6)

with matrix A : R^n → R^n , matrix B : R^m → R^m , and nonlinear interaction functions f : R^n × R^m → R^n , g : R^n × R^m → R^m are C^k-smooth, k ≥ 2 , with f(0, 0) = f_x(0, y) = 0 , g(0, 0) = g_y(x, 0) = 0 . Here σ is a nonzero constant and 1 ≥ ϵ > 0 is a parameter. {W (t), t ∈ R} is a two-sided R^m -valued Wiener process. Moreover, f and g are Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant L_f and L_g respectively. Denote by | · |_Rn , | · |_Rm and | · |_Rn + | · |_Rm the distance defined on R^n , R^m and R^{n+m} respectively. For matrices A and B we assume H_1 there are constants α ≥ 0 > β such that for any x ∈ R^n and y ∈ R^m |e^{tA}x|_Rn ≤ e^{αt}|x|_Rn , t ≤ 0 , and |e^{tB} y|_Rm ≤ e^{βt}|y|_Rm , t ≥ 0 ; (7) H_2 the following spectral gap condition holds for any 1 ≥ ϵ > 0 , L_f 1 α − λ + L_g 1 ϵλ − β < 1 , (8)

for some λ with β < ϵλ < α .

Under the above assumptions we give some basic results on (x^ϵ(t), y^ϵ(t)), the solutions of the slow-fast system (5)–(6). First we have the following bounded estimation.

Lemma 2.1. For any (x_0, y_0) ∈ R^{n+m} , there is a unique solution (x^ϵ(t), y^ϵ(t)) to the slow-fast system (5)–(6) such that for any T > 0

(x^ϵ, y^ϵ) ∈ L^2(Ω, C(0, T ; R^{n+m} )) .

Moreover there is a positive constant C_T such that

E sup_{0≤t≤T} |(x^ϵ(t), y^ϵ(t))|^2_Rn+m ≤ C_T |(x_0, y_0)|^2_Rn+m .

Proof. The existence and uniqueness result follows from a classical approach [1]. By the assumption on f we have 1 2 d dt |x^ϵ(t)|^2_Rn ≤ ‖A‖_Rn |x^ϵ(t)|^2_Rn + L_f |x^ϵ(t)|^2_Rn , where ‖A‖_Rn is the norm of A as a linear operator on R^n . Also by the assumption on g and H_2 we have by Itô’s formula 1 2 d dt |y^ϵ(t)|^2_Rm ≤ 1 ϵ β|y^ϵ(t)|^2_Rm + 1 ϵ L_g|y^ϵ(t)|^2_Rm + σ^2 2ϵ + 1 ϵ ⟨y^ϵ(t), σẆ ⟩_Rn . Then by the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality [10] we have the bounded estimation result. This completes the proof.

Now denote by μ^ϵ the probability measure defined by the distribution of the slow modes x^ϵ on space C(0, T ; R^n ) . Then we have the following tightness result.

Theorem 2.2. The family of probability measure {μ^ϵ}_ϵ is tight in space C(0, T ; R^n ) for any T > 0 .

Proof. By (5)

x^ϵ(t) = x_0 + ∫_t 0 Ax^ϵ(s) ds + ∫_t 0 f(x^ϵ(s), y^ϵ(s)) ds . For any 0 < s < t we have E | | | ∫_t s Ax^ϵ(s) ds | | | R^n ≤ √ t − s [∫_t s E |Ax^ϵ (s)|^2_Rn ds ]_{1/2}

and E | | | ∫_t s f(x^ϵ(s), y^ϵ(s)) ds | | | R^n ≤ √ t − s [∫_t s E |f(x^ϵ (s), y^ϵ(s))|^2_Rn ds ] . Then by the estimates of Lemma 2.1, the assumptions on A and f, the family {x^ϵ}_ϵ ⊂ L^2(Ω, C^{1/2}(0, T ; R^n )) is uniformly bounded with respect to ϵ, which yields the tightness of {μ^ϵ}_ϵ in C(0, T ; R^n ). The proof is complete.

3 Random slow manifold reduction

In this section a random slow manifold reduced system is derived for the slow-fast system (5)–(6) for any small ϵ ≥ 0 . We apply the theory of random invariant manifolds to study the asymptotic behavior of the system (5)–(6). Theorem 3.9 proves that the long time behavior of (5)–(6) is described by the flow on a random invariant manifold which is exponentially stable. Then by an asymptotic approximation, a random slow manifold reduced system is constructed.

Recall some basic concepts in random dynamical systems (rdss) and random invariant manifolds. We work on the canonical probability space (Ω, F, P) with Ω consisting of the sample paths of W (t). To be more precise, W is the identity on Ω, with Ω = {w ∈ C([0, ∞), R^m ) : w(0) = 0}, and P the Wiener measure [2].

Let θ_t : (Ω, F, P) → (Ω, F, P) be a metric dynamical system (driven system), that is,

• θ_0 = id, • θ_tθ_s = θ_{t+s} for all s, t ∈ R , • the map (t, ω) → θ_tω is measurable and θ_tP = P for all t ∈ R .

On Ω the map θ_t is the shift θ_tω(·) = ω(· + t) − ω(t), t ∈ R , ω ∈ Ω . (9) Definition 3.1. Let (X , d) be a metric space with Borel σ-algebra B, then a random dynamical system ( rds) on (X , d) over θ_t on (Ω, F, P) is a measurable map φ : R^+ × Ω × X → X , (t, ω, x) → φ(t, ω)x having the following cocycle property φ(0, ω)x = x , φ(t, θ_τ ω) ∘ φ(τ, ω)x = φ(t + τ, ω)x for t, τ ∈ R^+ , x ∈ X and ω ∈ Ω .

A rds φ is continuous or differentiable if φ(t, ω) : X → X is continuous or differentiable, respectively [2].

For a continuous random dynamical system φ on X given by Definition 3.1, we need the following notions to describe its dynamical behavior [6]. Definition 3.2. A collection M = M(ω)_{ω∈Ω} of non-empty closed sets M(ω) ⊂ X , ω ∈ Ω , is a random set if ω → inf_{y∈M(ω)} d(x, y) is a real valued random variable for any x ∈ X .

Definition 3.3. A random set B(ω) is called a tempered absorbing set for a random dynamical system φ if for any bounded set K ⊂ X there exists t_K (ω) such that for all t ≥ t_K (ω) φ ( t, θ_{−t}ω, K ) ⊂ B(ω), and for all ε > 0 lim_{t→∞} e^{−εt}d ( B(θ_{−t}ω) ) = 0 , for a.e. ω ∈ Ω ,

where d(B) = sup_{x∈B} d(x, 0), with 0 ∈ X , is the diameter of B, if 0 ∈ B. Then we introduce the random invariant manifold [2, 7].

Definition 3.4. A random set M(ω) is called a positive invariant set for a random dynamical system φ(t, ω, x) if φ(t, ω, M(ω)) ⊂ M(θ_tω), for t ≥ 0 . If M(ω) = {x_1 + ψ(x_1, ω) : x_1 ∈ X_1} is the graph of a random Lipschitz mapping ψ(·, ω) : X_1 → X_2 with X = X_1 ⊕ X_2, then M(ω) is called a Lipschitz invariant manifold of φ. Duan et al. [7] give further details about random invariant manifold theory. For our purpose we introduce a stationary process η^ϵ(t) which solves the linear stochastic differential equation dη^ϵ(t) = 1 ϵ Bη^ϵ(t) dt + σ √ ϵ dW (t) . (10)

Then by the assumption (H_1), η^ϵ(t) is exponential mixing. Moreover, under the driven system we write the stationary process as η^ϵ(θ_tω). Denote by θ^ϵ_t = θ_{t/ϵ} the scaled version metric dynamical system θ_t . Then, by Lemma 3.2 proved by Schmalfuß et al. [15], η^ϵ(θ_tω) has the same distribution of η(θ^ϵ_t ω) with η(t) = η(θ_tω) solving the following linear stochastic differential equation dη(t) = Bη(t) dt + σ dW (t) . (11) Now we consider the following slow-fast random differential system

Ẋ^ϵ = AX^ϵ + F (X^ϵ, Y^ϵ, θ^ϵ_t ω), X^ϵ(0) = X_0 , (12)

Ẏ^ϵ = 1 ϵ BY^ϵ + 1 ϵ G(X^ϵ, Y^ϵ, θ^ϵ_t ω) , Y^ϵ(0) = Y_0 , (13) with

F (X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t), θ^ϵ_t ω) = f(X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t) + η^ϵ(θ_tω)), (14) G(X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t), θ^ϵ_t ω) = g(X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t) + η^ϵ(θ_tω)). (15)

By the assumption on f and g, solutions (X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t)) to (12)–(13) define a continuous random dynamical system Φ^ϵ(t, ω) on R^{n+m} defined by

Φ^ϵ(t, ω)(X_0, Y_0) = (X^ϵ(t, ω), Y^ϵ(t, ω)).

Then φ^ϵ(t, ω) = Φ^ϵ(t, ω) + (0, η^ϵ(θ_tω)) is a continuous random dynamical system defined by the slow-fast system (5)–(6).

Next we show that there is a random invariant set M(ω) for Φ^ϵ(t, ω). We follow the method of Lyapunov–Perron for random dynamical systems [7]. For some β < λ < α define the Banach space

C^−_λ = {u : (−∞, 0] → R^{n+m} : u is continuous and sup_{t≤0} e^{−λt}|u(t)|_Rn+m < ∞}

with the norm |u|_C−_λ = sup_{t∈(−∞,0]} e^{−λt}|u(t)|_Rn+m . For any given X_0 ∈ R^n , define the map T (X_0, ω, ·) on C^−_λ by T ( X_0, ω, (X^ϵ, Y^ϵ) ) (t) = ( e^{tA}X_0 +

∫_0 t e^{(t−s)A}F (X^ϵ(s), Y^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds , 1 ϵ ∫_t −∞ e^{(t−s)B/ϵ}G(X^ϵ(s), Y^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds ) . (16)

Then, for any X_0 ∈ R^n , T (X_0, ω, ·) : C^−_λ → C^−_λ . Moreover, for each (X^ϵ, Y^ϵ), (X̃^ϵ, Ỹ^ϵ) ∈ C^−_λ we have |T ( X_0, ω, (X^ϵ, Y^ϵ) ) − T ( X_0, ω, (X̃^ϵ, Ỹ^ϵ) ) |_C−_λ ≤ sup_{t≤0} | | | ∫_t 0 e^{−λt}e^{(t−s)A} [ F (X^ϵ(s), Y^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) − F (X̃^ϵ(s), Ỹ^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ]| |_{Rn} + sup_{t≤0} | | | 1 ϵ ∫_t −∞ e^{−λt}e^{(t−s)B/ϵ} [ G(X^ϵ(s), Y^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) − G(X̃^ϵ(s), Ỹ^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ]| |_{Rm} ≤ [ L_f ∫_0 t e^{(−λ+α)(t−s)} ds + L_g ϵ ∫_t −∞ e^{(β−ϵλ)(t−s)/ϵ} ds ] | |(X^ϵ, Y^ϵ) − (X̃^ϵ, Ỹ^ϵ) | |_{C−λ} ≤ [ L_f 1 α − λ + L_g 1 ϵλ − β ] | |(X^ϵ, Y^ϵ) − (X̃^ϵ, Ỹ^ϵ)|_{C−λ} .

Then by Assumption H_2, and the Banach fixed point theorem, for any X_0 ∈ R^n , T^ϵ has a unique fixed point (X^{ϵ∗}, Y^{ϵ∗}) ∈ C^−_λ with

X^{ϵ∗}(t) = e^{tA}X_0 +

∫_0 t e^{(t−s)A}F (X^{ϵ∗}(s), Y^{ϵ∗}(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds , Y^{ϵ∗}(t) = 1 ϵ ∫_t −∞ e^{(t−s)B/ϵ}G(X^{ϵ∗}(s), Y^{ϵ∗}(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds . Now for each ω ∈ Ω , define a map h^ϵ(·, ω) : R^n → R^m by

X_0 → h^ϵ(X_0, ω) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{−Bs/ϵ}G(X^{ϵ∗}(s), Y^{ϵ∗}(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds (17) which is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant

L_h = L_g (α − λ) { 1 − L_g [ 1/(α − λ) + 1/(ϵλ − β) ]} . Then by a similar discussion to that of Duan et al. [7] we draw the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose assumptions H_1 and H_2. There exists a Lipschitz continuous random invariant manifold M^ϵ(ω) for Φ^ϵ(t, ω) which is M^ϵ(ω) = {(X, h^ϵ(X, ω)) : X ∈ R^n }. Remark The random manifold M^ϵ(ω) is independent of the choice of λ which satisfies assumption H_2.

By the definition of φ^ϵ(t, ω) we have the following corollary. Corollary 3.6. Suppose assumptions H_1 and H_2. The fast-slow system (5)– (6) has a Lipschitz continuous random invariant manifold which is written as M^ϵ(ω) + (0, η^ϵ(ω)) .

Remark From (17), by the transformation s/ϵ → s h^ϵ(X, ω) = ∫_0 −∞ e^{−sB}G(X^{ϵ∗}(ϵs), Y^{ϵ∗}(ϵs), θ^ϵ_sω) ds (in distribution) =

∫_0 −∞ e^{−sB}G(X̄^{ϵ∗}(s), Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(s), θ_sω) ds (18) where X̄^{ϵ∗}(t) = e^{ϵtA}X + ϵ ∫_0 t e^{ϵ(t−s)A}F (X̄^{ϵ∗}(s), Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(s), θ_sω) ds , t ≤ 0 , Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(t) = ∫_t −∞ e^{(t−s)B} G(X̄^{ϵ∗}(s), Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(s), θ_sω) ds , t ≤ 0 is the unique solution in C^−_{ϵλ} of the following system with a slow time scale Ẋ^ϵ(t) = ϵAX^ϵ(t) + ϵF (X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t), θ_tω), (19) Ẏ^ϵ(t) = BY^ϵ(t) + G(X^ϵ(t), Y^ϵ(t), θ_tω). (20) This can be deduced by the same approach to construct h^ϵ(X, ω). Then M^ϵ(ω) is also an invariant manifold for system (19)–(20) driven by θ_t. Now for small ϵ > 0 we give an asymptotic approximation for h^ϵ(X, ω) for fixed ω ∈ Ω . For each X ∈ R^n , consider Ẏ (t) = BY (t) + G(X, Y (t), θ_tω) . (21) By the assumption on g and H_1, (21) has a unique solution in C^−_{ϵλ} for any ϵ > 0, denoted by Ȳ (t) = h^0(X, θ_tω) , t ≤ 0 , with

h^0(X, ω) =

∫_0 −∞ e^{−sB}G ( X, h^0(X, θ_sω), θ_sω ) ds . The existence of h^0(X, ω) can be deduced by exactly the same approach to construct h^ϵ(X, ω). Then we have the following approximation result. Lemma 3.7. Assume H_1 and H_2 hold. Then for almost all ω ∈ Ω , |h^ϵ(X, ω) − h^0(X, ω)|_Rm = O(ϵ) as ϵ → 0 , which is uniformly for X in any bounded subset of R^n .

Proof. By Remark 3, for any X ∈ R^n , t ≤ 0 , | |X̄^{ϵ∗}(t) − X | |_{C−ϵλ} ≤ |e^{(ϵA−ϵλ)t}X − e^{−ϵλt}X|_Rn + ϵL_f | |(X̄^{ϵ∗}, Ȳ^{ϵ∗}) | |_{C−λ} ∫_0 t e^{(−ϵλ+ϵA)(t−s)} ds . Then by the assumption H_1 and H_2, |X̄^{ϵ∗}(t) − X|_C−_{ϵλ} = O(ϵ) as ϵ → 0 . Further |Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(t) − Ȳ (t)|_C−_{ϵλ} ≤ L_g ϵλ − β | |X̄^{ϵ∗}(t) − X | |_{C−ϵλ} + L^g ϵλ − β | |Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(t) − Ȳ (t)) | |_{C−ϵλ} . Then also by assumption H_1 and H_2, for any X ∈ R^n and ω ∈ Ω , |h^ϵ(X, ω) − h^0(X, ω)|_Rm ≤ |Ȳ^{ϵ∗}(t) − Ȳ (t)|_C−_{ϵλ} = O(ϵ), ϵ → 0 . This completes the proof.

Remark Similarly, by Remark 3, we have

h^0(X, ω) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{−Bs/ϵ}G(X, Ȳ^ϵ(s), θ_{s/ϵ}ω) ds (in distribution) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{−Bs/ϵ}G(X, Ȳ^ϵ(s), θ^ϵ_sω) ds (22) where (X, Ȳ^ϵ(t)) ∈ C^−_λ solves

Ẏ^ϵ(t) = 1 ϵ BY^ϵ(t) + 1 ϵ G (X, Y^ϵ(t), θ^ϵ_t ω) . (23)

Then M^0(ω) = {(X, h^0(X, ω)) : X ∈ R^n } is an invariant manifold for systems (21) and (23) driven by θ_t and θ^ϵ_t respectively.

Given a random invariant manifold, in the following, if the spectral gap is large enough, any solution of (12)–(13) is proved to converge exponentially quickly to a flow on the manifold M^ϵ(ω) as t → ∞ . Then the (n + m)- dimensional slow-fast system (5)–(6) is reduced to an n-dimensional system. First we give the following definition for a random dynamical system Φ. Definition 3.8 (Almost sure asymptotic completeness). Let M(ω) be an invariant manifold for random dynamical system Φ(t, ω). The invariant manifold M is called almost surely asymptotically complete if for every z ∈ R^{n+m} , there exists z^′ ∈ M(ω) such that |Φ(t, ω)z − Φ(t, ω)z^′| ≤ D(ω)|z − z^′|e^{−kt}, t ≥ 0 , for almost all ω ∈ Ω, where k is some positive constant and D is a positive random variable.

Following the approach of Wang and Duan [19] we have the following result. Theorem 3.9. Assume H_1 and H_2. If there is δ > 0 such that ϵα + ϵL_f + ϵδL_f + β + L_g + δ^{−1}L_g < 0 , (24) then the random manifold M(ω) is almost surely asymptotic complete. That is, for any solution (X^ϵ(t, ω), Y^ϵ(t, ω) of (12)–(13), there exists an orbit (X̃^ϵ(t, ω), Ỹ^ϵ(t, ω)) on the manifold M(θ_tω) which is governed by the following n-dimensional different equation ˙X̃ ϵ = AX̃ ϵ + F (X̃ ϵ, Ỹ_ϵ, θϵ_t ω), Ỹ ϵ = hϵ(X̃ ϵ, θ_tω), (25) such that for any t ≥ 0 and almost sure ω ∈ Ω |(X^ϵ(t, ω), Y^ϵ(t, ω)) − (X̃^ϵ(t, ω), Ỹ^ϵ(t, ω))|_Rn+m ≤ D|(X_0, Y_0) − (X̃^ϵ(0), Ỹ^ϵ(0))|_Rn+m e^{−γt/ϵ} with γ = −β − L_g − δ^{−1}L_g > 0 and some deterministic constant D > 0 .

Remark An important problem is to predict the initial value (X̃^ϵ(0), Ỹ^ϵ(0)) , which one can deduce from a stochastic normal form [14] or related dynamical considerations [13].

By the assumption on f, from the reduced system (25) and Lemma 3.7, we have ˙X̃ ϵ = AX̃ ϵ + F (X̃ ϵ, hϵ(X̃ ϵ, θϵ_t ω), θϵ_t ω) = AX̃^ϵ + F (X̃^ϵ, h^0(X̃^ϵ, θ^ϵ_t ω) + O(ϵ), θ^ϵ_t ω) = AX̃^ϵ + F (X̃^ϵ, h^0(X̃^ϵ, θ^ϵ_t ω), θ^ϵ_t ω) + O(ϵ).

Then we draw the following slow manifold reduced result. Corollary 3.10. The slow manifold reduced system for the slow-fast system (5)–(6), up to errors of O(ϵ), is

ẋ^ϵ(t) = Ax^ϵ(t) + f ( x^ϵ(t), h^0(x^ϵ(t), θ^ϵ_t ω) + η(θ^ϵ_t ω) ) . (26)

Remark On the other hand, by assumption H_2, L_g + β < 0 which yields that for any fixed X ∈ R^n , system (13) has a unique stationary solution which is, by the definition, h^0(X, ω). Moreover, the stationary solution is exponentially stable for almost all ω ∈ Ω . So the slow manifold reduced system (26) is obtained by replacing y^ϵ by ȳ^{ϵ,x}(ω) = h^0(x, ω) + η^ϵ(ω) the stationary solution of (6) for fixed x. This is the same as the deterministic autonomous case.

4 Application to a simple example model

Consider the following nonlinear slow-fast stochastic system with (x, y) ∈ R^1 × R^1 : dx = f(x, y) dt , (27) dy = 1 ϵ [−y + g(x, y)] dt + σ √ ϵ dW (t), (28) where f and g are smooth with the following specific values close to the origin, and far from the origin f(x, y) = { −xy , x^2 + y^2 < 1/16 , 0 , x^2 + y^2 > 1/8 , and g(x, y) = { x^2 − 2y^2 , x^2 + y^2 < 1/16 , 0 , x^2 + y^2 > 1/8 .

In a slow time scale we rewrite the above system as dx = ϵf(x, y) dt (29) dy = [−y + g(x, y)] dt + σ dW (t). (30) The nonlinearities f and g satisfy assumptions H_1 and H_2. Then by Theorem 3.9, the example system (27)–(28) has an invariant manifold M(ω) = {(x, h^ϵ(x, ω) + η^ϵ(ω)) , x ∈ R} and the reduced system on this manifold is dx = f [x, h^ϵ(x, θ_tω) + η^ϵ(θ_tω)] dt . (31) Further by the definition of f and g and (22), h^ϵ has the following asymptotic expression near x = 0

Y^{ϵ∗}(0) = h_0(x, ω) + O(ϵ) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[x^2 − 2(h_0(x, θ^ϵ_sω) + η(θ^ϵ_sω))^2]ds + O(ϵ) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[x^2 − 2(x^2 + η(θ^ϵ_sω))^2]ds + O(ϵ, x^2) = 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[x^2 − 2(x^2 + η(θ^ϵ_sω))^2]ds + O(ϵ, x^2)

= x^2 − 2 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[η(θ^ϵ_sω)]^2ds − 4x^2 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}η(θ^ϵ_sω)ds − 2x^4 + O(ϵ, x^3)

Then an asymptotic expression of the reduced dynamics of the example system (31) is

ẋ = − x^3 − xη^ϵ(θ_tω) + 2x ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[η^ϵ(θ_{s+t}ω)]^2ds + 4x^3 ϵ ∫_0 ∞ e^{s/ϵ}η^ϵ(θ_{t+s}ω)ds + O(ϵ, x^4). (32)

For small ϵ the random integrals in (32) can be replaced by some stochastic term on a long time scale as follows [5, e.g.]. Lemma 4.1. For ϵ small, in a mean square sense 1 √ ϵ η^ϵ(t) → σ dW_1(t), 1 ϵ √ ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}η^ϵ(θ_{s+t}ω)ds → σ dW_2(t), and 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ e^{s/ϵ}[η^ϵ(θ_{s+t}ω)]^2ds → σ^2 2 + σ^2 √ ϵ 2 dW_3(t)

with some mutually independent standard scalar Brownian motions W_1(t), W_2(t) and W_3(t).

Proof. This follows by a martingale approach. Let

z^ϵ(t) = 1 √ ϵ ∫_t 0 η^ϵ(s) ds , then z^ϵ solves ż^ϵ = 1 √ ϵ η^ϵ(t), z^ϵ(0) = 0 .

Then by martingale results [21, 20, e.g.], we have z, the limit of z^ϵ as ϵ → 0, solves dz = σ dW_1 , z(0) = 0 ,

for some scalar Brownian motion W_1(t). The others can be obtained similarly.

Thus for small ϵ, the reduced system (31) is dx =(−x^3 + σ^2x)dt − √ ϵσx dW_1(t) + √ 2ϵσ^2x dW_3(t) + 4 √ ϵσx^3dW_2(t) + O(ϵ, x^4). (33)

Observe that the three noise terms are all 1/2-order in ϵ; further, the three noise terms can be replaced by one noise term. This will be treated by averaging in next section.

Note that the reduced model (33) is same as that deduced by the stochastic normal form [14] of the slow-fast system (27)–(28).

5 Averaging approximation for small ϵ

The random invariant manifold reduction gives a lower dimensional system which is a nonautonomous random system. This section, for small ϵ, derives a simpler reduced system which is an autonomous system perturbed by a small stochastic term. Moreover, the approximating errors prove to be of O(ϵ). First, as ϵ is small in the slow-fast system (5)–(6), y^ϵ is highly fluctuating in time, and so an averaging method derives the averaged equation (34) which approximates x^ϵ up to errors of O( √ ϵ). Second, by a martingale approach, we derive an intermediate reduced equation (44) which approximates x^ϵ to errors of O(ϵ).

We just need to consider the reduced system (26). First define the following averaged equation

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) + f̄(x(t)), x(0) = x_0 , (34)

with the averaged f̄(x) = E f(x, ȳ^{ϵ,x} (ω)) which is independent of ϵ. By the Lipschitz property of h^ϵ(x, ω) and the assumption on f, the average f̄ is Lipschitz; denote the Lipschitz constant by L¯_f . Moreover, by the exponential mixing of ȳ^{ϵ,x} we have for any solution y^{ϵ,x}(t) of (6) with initial value y_0 ∈ R^m and any fixed x ∈ R^n E |y^{ϵ,x} (t) − ȳ^{ϵ,x}(t)|^2_Rm ≤ E |y_0 − ȳ^{ϵ,x}(0)|^2e^{βt/ϵ} . (35) Here ȳ^{ϵ,x}(t) = ȳ^{ϵ,x}(θ_tω) . Then we prove the following result Theorem 5.1. Assume H_1 and H_2. Given any T > 0 , for any x_0 ∈ R^n , as ϵ → 0 the solution of (5) converges in probability in C(0, T ; R^n ) to x which solves (34). Moreover, the rate of convergence is 1/2, that is, sup 0≤t≤T E |x^ϵ (t) − x(t)|_Rn ≤ C_T √ ϵ for some positive constant C_T .

Proof. For any T > 0 , we partition [0, T ] into subintervals of length δ = √ ϵ. Introduce a new process x̃^ϵ(t) satisfying for t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ) , k = 0, 1, . . . , [T/δ], x̃^ϵ(t) = e^{(t−kδ)A}x^ϵ(kδ) + ∫_t kδ e^{(t−s)A}f [ x^ϵ(kδ), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(kδ)}(s) ] ds . Then for any t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ) E |x^ϵ (t) − x̃^ϵ(t)|_Rn ≤ E ∫_t kδ e^{(t−s)A} | f [ x^ϵ(kδ), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(kδ)}(s) ] − f [ x^ϵ(s), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s)}(s) ]| R^n ds ≤ E ∫_t kδ e^{(t−s)A}L_f [ |x^ϵ(kδ) − x^ϵ(s)|_Rn + |ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(kδ)}(s) − ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s)}(s)|_Rm ] ds = E ∫_t kδ e^{(t−s)A}L_f [ |x^ϵ(kδ) − x^ϵ(s)|_Rn + |h^ϵ(x^ϵ(kδ), θ_sω) − h^ϵ(x^ϵ(s), θ_sω)|_Rm ] ds

≤ L_f (1 + L_h) ∫_t kδ e^{(t−s)A}E |x^ϵ (kδ) − x^ϵ(s)|_Rn ds ≤ C_T δ for some positive constant C_T .

On the other hand by (35) and noticing the Lipschitz property of f̄ we have E |x̃^ϵ (t) − x(t)|_Rn ≤ E ∫_t 0 e^{(t−s)A} | |f [x^ϵ(⌊s/δ⌋), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(⌊s/δ⌋)}(s)] − f̄ [x(s)] | |_{Rn} ds ≤ E ∫_t 0 e^{(t−s)A} | |f [x^ϵ(⌊s/δ⌋), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(⌊s/δ⌋)}(s)] − f̄ [x^ϵ(⌊s/δ⌋)] | |_{Rn} ds + E ∫_t 0 e^{(t−s)A} | |f̄ [x^ϵ(⌊s/δ⌋)] − f̄ [x^ϵ(s)] | |_{Rn} ds + E ∫_t 0 e^{(t−s)A} | |f̄ [x^ϵ(s)] − f̄ [x(s)] | |_{Rn} ds ≤ C_T [ √ ϵ + ∫_t 0 E |x^ϵ (s) − x(s)|_Rn ds ]

for some positive constant C_T . Then we have E |x^ϵ (t) − x(t)|_Rn ≤ E |x^ϵ (t) − x̃^ϵ(t)|_Rn + E |x̃^ϵ (t) − x(t)|_Rn . And by the Gronwall lemma we have for any t ∈ [0, T ], E |x^ϵ (t) − x(t)|_Rn ≤ C_T √ ϵ . This completes the proof.

Although the averaged equation is simple—being a deterministic autonomous system—the above result shows the approximation error is of O( √ ϵ). Now in the following we give a refined approximation of x^ϵ to errors of O(ϵ) for small ϵ > 0 . For this define H(x, t/ϵ) = f (x, ȳ^{ϵ,x}(t)) − f̄(x). Then rewrite (26) as ẋ^ϵ(t) = Ax^ϵ(t) + H(x^ϵ(t), t/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(t)). (36) We follow a martingale approach to prove that ∫_t 0 H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ds can be approximated by a Gaussian process. Define H̄(x, t) = ∫_∞ 0 E [H(x, t + s) | F_t] ds = ∫_∞ t E [H(x, s) | F_t] ds (37) and M^ϵ_t = √ ϵ [¯ H(x^ϵ(t), t/ϵ) − H̄(x_0, 0) ] + 1 √ ϵ ∫_t 0 H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ds (38) − √ ϵ ∫_t 0 H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) [Ax^ϵ(s) + H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(s))]^∗ ds where ∗ denotes the transpose of a vector. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 5.2. For each ϵ > 0 , {M^ϵ_t : 0 ≤ t ≤ T } is a martingale with respect

to {F_{t/ϵ} : t ≥ 0}, and the quadratic covariance is ⟨M^ϵ⟩_t = ϵ [¯ H(x^ϵ(t), t/ϵ) ]_2 − ϵ [¯ H(x_0, 0)

]_2 − 2 √ ϵ ∫_t 0 H̄(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) dM^ϵ_s − 2ϵ ∫_t 0 H̄(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)[Ax^ϵ(s) + H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(s))]^∗ ds + 2 ∫_t 0 H̄(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)H^∗(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ds . (39) Proof. Let [t_1, t_2] be an arbitrary subinterval of [0, T ], Δ = {s_0, s_1, . . . , s_N }

a partition of interval [t_1, t_2] and h = max_{1≤i≤N} {s_i − s_{i−1}} . Then E { H̄(x^ϵ(t_2), t_2/ϵ) − H̄(x^ϵ(t_1), t_1/ϵ) + 1√ ϵ ∫_{t2} t_1 H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ds − ∫_{t2} t_1 H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) [Ax^ϵ(s) + H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(s))] ds | | | Ft_1/ϵ }

= E {_N ∑ i=1 ∫_{si} s_{i−1} [¯ H_x(x^ϵ(s), s_i/ϵ) − H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ]

× [ Ax^ϵ(s) + H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(s)) ] | | F t1_ϵ }

− 1 √ ϵ E {_N ∑ i=1 ∫_{si} s_{i−1} [H(x^ϵ(s_{i−1}), s/ϵ) − H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)] ds | | | F t1_ϵ } . By the assumption on f and the definition of H̄ we have E {| |H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) − H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s_i/ϵ) | |_{Rn} | | F_{t1} } ≤ L_f h , s ∈ [s_{i−1}, s_i], and |H(x^ϵ(s_{i−1}), s/ϵ) − H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)|_Rn ≤ | |f(x^ϵ(s_{i−1}), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s}i−1^)(s)) − f(x^ϵ(s_{i−1}), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s)}(s)) | |_{Rn} + | f(x^ϵ(s_{i−1}), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s)}(s)) − f(x^ϵ(s), ȳ^{ϵ,xϵ(s)}(s)) | R^n + |¯ f(x^ϵ(s)) − f̄(x^ϵ(s_{i−1})) | R^n ≤ 2L_f (1 + L_h) |x^ϵ(s_{i−1}) − x^ϵ(s)|_Rn .

Then by the estimate in Lemma 2.1 and the Jensen inequality for conditional expectation, passing to the limit h → 0 yields the first statement of the lemma.

By the Itô formula

d[M^ϵ_t ]^2 = 2M^ϵ_t dM^ϵ_t + d⟨M^ϵ⟩_t .

Then ⟨M^ϵ⟩_t = [M^ϵ_t ]^2 − 2 ∫_t 0 M^ϵ_s dM^ϵ_s . Substituting the expression for M^t_ϵ into the above equation and integrating by parts yields (39). The proof is complete.

Now by the definition of M^ϵ_t , we further rewrite (26) as

x^ϵ(t) = x_0 + ∫_t 0 [ Ax^ϵ(s) + f̄(x^ϵ(s)) ] ds + √ ϵM^ϵ_t + ϵR^ϵ(t), (40)

where

R^ϵ(t) = −H̄(x^ϵ(t), t/ϵ) + H̄(x_0, 0) + ∫_t 0 H̄_x(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) [Ax^ϵ(s) + H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) + f̄(x^ϵ(s))]^∗ ds . By the estimate of Lemma 2.1, the assumption on f, and the definition of H̄,

lim_{ϵ→0} E [ sup 0≤t≤T √ ϵR^ϵ(t) ] = 0 . (41)

Now define the process

M^ϵ_t = 1 √ ϵ { x^ϵ(t) − x_0 − ∫_t 0 [ Ax^ϵ(s) + f̄(x^ϵ(s)) ] ds } . (42)

By the exponential mixing property of ȳ^{ϵ,x}(t), the assumption on f, Lemma 2.1 and (40), {M^ϵ_t}_{0≤ϵ≤1} is tight in space C(0, T ; R^n ). Let P be a limit point of the family of probability measures of {L(M^ϵ_t)}_{0≤ϵ≤1} . And denote by M^0_t a C(0, T ; R^n )-valued random variable with distribution P . Let Ψ be a continuous bounded function on C(0, T ; R^n ). Set Ψ^ϵ(s) = Ψ(x^ϵ(s)), then by (40) and (41) and Lemma 5.2

E [(M^ϵ_t) − M^ϵ_s)) Ψ^ϵ(s)] = E [(√ ϵR^ϵ(t) − √ ϵR^ϵ(s) ) Ψ^ϵ(s) ] → 0 , ϵ → 0 , which yields that the process M^0_t is a P -martingale with respect to the Borel σ-filter of C(0, T ; R^n ). Further by Lemma 5.2, we have E [ sup 0≤t≤T | |⟨M^ϵ⟩t − 2 ∫_t 0 H̄(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)H^∗(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) ds | | ] → 0 , ϵ → 0 . Denote by Σ(x) the matrix 2E [¯ H(x, t)H^∗(x, t) ] , x ∈ R^n , which is independent of t. By the definition of H, H̄ and the exponential mixing property of ȳ^{ϵ,x}, we derive the following representation for Σ(x):

Σ(x) = 2E [∫_∞ t E [H(x, s) | F_t] ds H^∗(x, t) ]

= 2 ∫_∞ 0 E [H(x, s + t)H^∗(x, t)] ds = 2 ∫_∞ 0 E [H(x, s)H^∗(x, 0)] ds . (43) Notice that H̄(·, t) and H(·, t) are Lipschitz uniformly with respect to t. So we follow the approach used by Pardoux et al. [12, Proposition 8]: E { sup 0≤t≤T | | | | ∫_t 0 [¯ H(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ)H^∗(x^ϵ(s), s/ϵ) − Σ(x^ϵ(s)) ] ds | | | | } → 0 , ϵ → 0 . Then we pass limit ϵ → 0 in (42) and arrive at the following result. Lemma 5.3. The process

M^0_t = lim_{ϵ→0} M^ϵ_t = lim_{ϵ→0} 1 √ ϵ { x^ϵ(t) − x_0 − ∫_t 0 [ Ax^ϵ(s) + f̄(x^ϵ(s)) ] ds }

defined on the probability space (C(0, T ; R^n ), B(C(0, T ; R^n )), P ) is a square integrable martingale with the associated quadratic variation process given by Σ(x(t)) which is defined by (43).

Proof. It is just necessary to prove the uniqueness of the martingale problem. By the martingale representation theorem [11], without changing the distribution of M^ϵ_t and M^0_t , one can enlarge the original probability space to (Ω̃, F̃, F_t, P̃) and there is a R^n -valued Wiener process W̃ (t) such that M^0_t satisfies dz(t) = σ̄(x(t))dW̃ (t), z(0) = 0 , where σ̄(x) ∈ R^{n×n} such that σ̄(x)σ̄^∗(x) = Σ(x), x(t) solves (34). By the definition of Σ and H, σ is Lipschitz which yields the existence and uniqueness of P . This completes the proof.

Now in order to derive the intermediate reduced system we introduce z^ϵ which solves dz^ϵ(t) = σ̄(x^ϵ(t))dW̃ (t), z^ϵ(0) = 0 .

Then by the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality [10] and Theorem 5.1, we have for any T > 0 that

Ẽ sup 0≤t≤T |z^ϵ(t) − z(t)|^2_Rn ≤ L_σ C_T ϵ for some positive constant C_T . Here Ẽ is the expectation operator defined on the enlarged probability space with respect to probability measure P̃. Then by the definition of M^0_t , without changing the distribution of x^ϵ, over the enlarged probability space (Ω̃, F̃, P̃) we have

x^ϵ(t) = x_0 + ∫_t 0 [ Ax^ϵ(s) + f̄(x^ϵ(s)) ] ds + √ ϵ ∫_t 0 σ̄(x^ϵ(s)) dW̃ (s) + O(ϵ). By discarding terms of O(ϵ) we derive the following reduced approximation system

x̃^ϵ(t) = x_0 + ∫_t 0 [ Ax̃^ϵ(s) + f̄(x̃^ϵ(s)) ] ds + √ ϵ ∫_t 0 σ̄(x̃^ϵ(s)) dW̃ (s), or, equivalently, the following differential form

dx̃^ϵ(t) = [ Ax̃^ϵ(t) + f̄(x̃^ϵ(t)) ] dt + √ ϵσ̄(x̃^ϵ(t)) dW̃ (t), x̃^ϵ(0) = x_0 . (44)

Then we draw the following result Theorem 5.4. Assume H_1 and H_2. Over the enlarged probability space (Ω̃, F̃, P̃), without changing the distribution, for any T > 0 , x_0 ∈ R^n , the solution of (5), x^ϵ, is approximated by x̃^ϵ, the solution of (44), in the space C(0, T ; R^n ) up to errors of O(ϵ), that is almost surely |x^ϵ − x̃^ϵ|_{C(0,T ;R}n_) = O(ϵ), ϵ → 0 .

Remark By the above result, the system (44)—which is a deterministic equation with small stochastic perturbation—is an intermediate reduced system for the original slow-fast system (5)–(6). Moreover, the system (44) approximates original system (5)–(6) up to errors of O(ϵ).

For an example, we now return to the simple model of Section 4. By the definition of f and g in Section 4, for any fixed x ∈ R , (28) has a unique stationary solution ȳ^{ϵ,x} which is exponential mixing. Then near x = 0 we have the asymptotic expansion

ȳ^{ϵ,x} = x^2 − σ^2 + O(x^3, √ ϵ). And the averaged equation near x = 0 has the following asymptotic form

ẋ = f̄(x) = −x^3 + σ^2x + O(x^4, √ ϵ). (45)

To obtain an intermediate reduced system we calculate, near x = 0 , 2E ∫_∞ 0 [ − xȳ^{ϵ,x}(t) + xE ȳ^{ϵ,x} (t) ][ − xȳ^{ϵ,x}(0) + xE ȳ^{ϵ,x} (0) ] dt = 2x^2 ∫_∞ 0 [ E ( ȳ^{ϵ,x}(t)ȳ^{ϵ,x}(0) ) − E ( ȳ^{ϵ,x} )_2] dt = x^2σ^2 − 12σ^2x^4 + 20σ^4x^2 + O(x^3).

Then we obtain the following reduced system

dx = [−x^3 + σ^2x] dt + σx √ ϵ √ 1 − 12x^2 + 20σ^2 dW (t).

6 Conclusion

Averaging of systems with noise in only the fast variables leads to a deterministic reduced model with errors O( √ ϵ), Section 5. The stochastic slow manifold, Section 3, shows that generally there should be noise in the reduced model, as seen in the simple example of Section 4. Consequently, Section 5, shows that a martingale argument establishes the leading influence of the fast noise on the averaged system. When added to the averaged system the resultant reduced model typically has the smaller error O(ϵ). This work not only shows how to improve averaged models of stochastic systems, but strengthens the connections between the methodologies of averaging and slow manifold reduction.

Acknowledgements This research is supported by the Australian Research Council grant DP0774311 and NSFC grant 10701072.

References

[1] L. Arnold, Stochastic Differential Equations: Theory and Applications, Wiley-interscience, New York, 1974.

[2] L. Arnold, Random Dynamical Systems, Springer, New York, 1998.

[3] V. I. Arnold, V. V. Kozlov & A. I. Neishtadt, Mathematical Aspects of Classical and Celestial Mechanics. Dynamical systems. III. In: Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences, 3rd edn. Springer, Berlin, 2006.

[4] N. N. Bogolyubov & Y. A. Mitropolskii, Asymptotic Methods in the Theory of Nonlinear Oscillations, Hindustan Publ. Co., 1961.

[5] Xu Chao and A. J. Roberts, On the low-dimensional modelling of Stratonovich stochastic differential equations, Physica A, 225 (1996), 62–80. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(95)00387-8

[6] H. Crauel & F. Flandoli, Attractors for random dynamical systems, Prob. Th. Relate Fields, 100 (1994), 365–393.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01193705

[7] J. Duan, K. Lu & B. Schmalfuß. Smooth stable and unstable manifolds for stochastic partial differential equations, J. Dyn. and Diff. Equ., 16 (4) (2004), 949–972.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10884-004-7830-z

[8] N. Fenichel, Geometric singular perturbation theory for ordinary differential equations, J. Diff. Equa., 31(1979), 53–98.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(79)90152-9

[9] D. Givon, R. Kupferman & A. Stuart, Extracting macroscopic dynamics:

model problems and algorithms, Nonlinearity, 17 (2004), R55–R127.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/17/6/R01

[10] Z. Huang and J. Yan, Introduction to Infinite Dimensional Stochastic Analysis. Science Press/Kluwer Academic Pub., Beijing/New York, 1997.

[11] N. Ikeda & S. Watanabe, Stochastic Differential Equations and Diffusion Processes, Vol. 24 of North-Holland Mathematical Library, North- Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1981.

[12] E. Pardoux & A. L. Piatnitski, Homogenization of a nonlinear random parabolic partial differential equation, Stoch. Proc. Appl. 104 (2003), 1–27. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4149(02)00221-1

[13] A. J. Roberts, Appropriate initial conditions for asymptotic descriptions of the long term evolution of dynamical systems, J. Austral. Math. Soc. B, 31 (1989), 48–75.

[14] A. J. Roberts, Normal form transforms separate slow and fast modes in stochastic dynamical systems, Physica A, 387 (2008), 12–38.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2007.08.023

[15] B. Schmalfuß & K. R. Schneider, Invariant manifold for random dynamical systems with slow and fast variables, J. Dyna. Diff. Equa., 20(1) (2008), 133–164. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10884-007-9089-7

[16] V. V. Strygin & V. A. Sobolev, Separation of Motions by the Method of Integral Manifolds, Nauka, Moscow, 1988.

[17] D. W. Stroock & S. R. S. Varadhan, Multidimensional Diffusion Processes. Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[18] V. M. Volosov, Averaging in systems of ordinary differential equations.

Russ. Math. Surv., 17(1962), 1–126.

[19] W. Wang & J. Duan, A dynamical approximation for stochastic partial differential equations, J. Math. Phys. 48, (2007),

http://dx.doi.org/102701--14.10.1063/1.2800164

[20] W. Wang & A. J. Roberts, Average and deviation for slow-fast stochastic partial differential equations, Technical report, 2008.

[21] H. Watanabe, Averaging and fluctuations for parabolic equations with rapidly oscillating random coefficients, Probab. Th. & Rel. Fields, 77 (1988), 359–378. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00319294