arXiv:1312.2659v1 [math.DS] 10 Dec 2013

Synchronization of Coupled Stochastic Systems Driven by Non-Gaussian Lévy Noises^1

Anhui Gu, Yangrong Li

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Southwest University, Chongqing, 400715, China

Abstract: We consider the synchronization of the solutions to coupled stochastic systems of N-stochastic ordinary differential equations (SODEs) driven by Non-Gaussian Lévy noises (N ∈ N). We discuss the synchronization between two solutions and among different components of solutions under certain dissipative and integrability conditions. Our results generalize the present work obtained in Liu et al (2010) and Shen et al (2010). MSC : 60H10, 34F05, 37H10 Keywords: Synchronization; Lévy noise; Skorohod metric; random attractor; càdlàg random dynamical system.

1 Introduction

The synchronization of coupled systems is a well-known phenomenon in both biology and physics. Description of its diversity of occurrence can be founded in [5], [6], [7], [8], [16], [17], [18]. Synchronization of deterministic coupled systems has been investigated mathematically in [8], [19], [21] for autonomous cases and in [12] for non-autonomous systems. For the stochastic cases, we can refer to the coupled system of Itô SODEs with additive noise [9], [11] and multiplicative noise [10], [15]. Recently, Shen et al. [15] generalized the multiplicative case to N-Stratonovich SODEs. These dissipative dynamical systems discussed above are focused on the Gaussian noises (in terms of Brownian motion). However, complex systems in engineering and science are often subjected to non-Gaussian fluctuations or uncertainties. The coupled dynamical systems under non-Gaussian Lévy noises are considered in [13], [14] and [23].

Let (Ω, F, P) be a probability space, where Ω = D(R, R^d ) of càdlàg functions with the Skorohod metric as the canonical sample space and denote by F := B(D(R, R^d )) the Borel σalgebra on Ω. Let μ_L be the (Lévy) probability measure on F which is given by the distribution of a two-sided Lévy process with paths in Ω, i.e. ω(t) = L_t(ω).

1This work has been partially supported by NSFC Grants 11071165 and 11071199, NSF of Guangxi Grants 2013GXNSFBA019008 and Guangxi Provincial Department of Research Project Grants 2013YB102. ∗Corresponding author: A. Gu (mathgah@gmail.com).

Define θ = (θ_t, t ∈ R) on Ω the shift by (θ_tω)(s) := ω(t + s) − ω(t). Then the mapping (t, ω) → θ_tω is continuous and measurable [1], and the (Lévy) probability measure is θ-invariant, i.e. μ_L(θ^{−1}_t (A)) = μ_L(A), for all A ∈ F, see [2] for more details. Consider the following SODEs system driven by non- Gaussian Lévy noises in R^{Nd} , dX^{(j)}_t = f^{(j)}(X^{(j)}_t )dt + c_j dL^{(j)}_t , j = 1, · · · , N, (1.1) where c_j ∈ R^d , are constants vectors with no components equal to zero, L^{(j)}_t are independent two-sided scalar Lévy processes on (Ω, F, P) satisfying proper conditions which will be specified later, and f^{(j)}, j = 1, · · · , N, are regular enough to ensure the existence and uniqueness of solutions and satisfy the one-sided dissipative Lipschitz conditions ⟨x_1 − x_2, f^{(j)}(x_1) − f^{(j)}(x_2)⟩ ≤ −l‖x_1 − x_2‖^2, j = 1, · · · , N (1.2) on R^d for some l > 4. In addition to (1.2), we further assume the following integrability condition: There exists m_0 > 0 such that for any m ∈ (0, m_0], and any càdlàg function X : R → R^d with sub-exponential growth it follows ∫_t −∞ e^{ms}|f^{(j)}(X(s))|^2ds < ∞, j = 1, · · · , N. (1.3) Without lose of generality, we also assume the Lipschitz constant l ≤ m_0. Set x^{(j)}(t, ω) = X^{(j)}_t − X̄^{(j)}_t , t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, j = 1, · · · , N, where X̄^{(j)}_t = c_je^{−t} ∫_t −∞ e^sdL^{(j)}_s , j = 1, · · · , N, are the stationary solutions of the Langevin equations dX^{(j)}_t = −X^{(j)}_t dt + c_j dL^{(j)}_t , j = 1, · · · , N. Then system (1.1) can be translated into the following random ordinary differential equations (RODEs), with right-hand derivative in time dx^{(j)} dt_+ = F^{(j)}(x^{(j)}, X̄^{(j)}_t ) := f^{(j)}(x^{(j)} + X̄^{(j)}_t ) + x^{(j)} + X̄^{(j)}_t , j = 1, · · · , N. (1.4)

Now we consider the linear coupled RODEs of (1.4) dx^{(j)} dt_+ = F^{(j)}(x^{(j)}, X̄^{(j)}_t ) + λ(x^{(j−1)} − 2x^{(j)} + x^{(j+1)}), j = 1, · · · , N, (1.5)

with the coupled coefficient λ > 0, where x^{(0)} = x^{(N)} and x^{(N+1)} = x^{(1)}. Hence (1.5) can be written as the following equivalent SODEs

dX^{(j)}_t = f^{(j)}(X^{(j)}_t ) + λ(X^{(j−1)}_t − 2X^{(j)}_t + X^{(j+1)}_t ) − λ(X̄^{(j−1)}_t − 2X̄^{(j)}_t + X̄^{(j+1)}_t ) +c_j dL^{(j)}_t , j = 1, · · · , N, (1.6)

where X^{(0)}_t = X^{(N)}_t and X^{(N+1)}_t = X^{(1)}_t . For synchronization of solutions to RODEs system (1.5), there are two cases: one for any two solutions and the other for components of solutions. When N = 2, Liu et al. [13] consider both types of synchronization. Under the one-sided dissipative Lipschitz condition (1.2) and the integrability condition (1.3), they firstly proved that synchronization of any two solutions occurs and the random dynamical system generated by the solution of (1.5)_{N=2} has a singleton sets random attractor, then they obtained that the synchronization between any two components of solutions occurs as the coupled coefficient λ tends to infinity. The synchronization result implies that coupled dynamical system share a dynamical feature in some asymptotic sense. Based on the work of [13] and [15], we consider the synchronization of solutions of (1.5) in the case of N ≥ 3 and obtain the similar results. We show that the random dynamical system (RDS) generated by the solution of the coupled RODEs system (1.5) has a singleton sets random attractor which implies the synchronization of any two solutions of (1.5). Moreover, the singleton set random attractor determines a stationary stochastic solution of the equivalently coupled SODEs system (1.6). We also show that any two solutions of RODEs system (1.5) converge to a solution Z(t, ω) of the averaged RODE dZ dt_+ = 1 N N∑ j=1 f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t + Z) + 1 N N∑ j=1 (X̄^{(j)}_t + Z), (1.7)

as the coupling coefficient λ → ∞. It is worth mentioning that the generalization is not trivial because new techniques similar to [15] are needed.

2 Auxiliary Lemmas

We will frequently use the following auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.1. [13] (Pathwise boundedness and convergence.) Let L_t be a two-sided Lévy motion on R^d for which E |L_1 | < ∞ and E |L_1 | = γ. Then we have

(A) lim_{t→±∞}^1_t L_t = γ, a.s. (B) the integrals ∫_t −∞ e^{−δ(t−s)}dL_s(ω) are pathwisely uniformly bounded in δ > 0 on finite time intervals [T_1, T_2] in R; (C) the integrals ∫_t T_1 e −δ(t−s)dL s(ω) → 0 as δ → ∞, pathwise on finite time intervals [T_1, T_2] in R. Lemma 2.2. (Gronwall type inequality.) Suppose that D(t) is a n × n matrix and Φ(t), Ψ(t) are n-dimensional vectors on [T_0, T ] (T ≥ T_0, T, T_0 ∈ R) which are sufficiently regular. If the following inequality holds in the componentwise sense d dt_+ Φ(t) ≤ D(t)Φ(t) + Ψ(t), t ≥ T_0, (2.1)

where^d_{dt+} Φ(t) := lim_{h↓0}+^{Φ(t+h)−Φ(t)}_h is right-hand derivative of Φ(t). Then

Φ(t) ≤ exp( ∫_t T_0

D(s)ds)Φ(T_0) + ∫_t T_0

exp( ∫_t τ D(s)ds)Ψ(τ)dτ, t ≥ T_0. (2.2) Proof. See Lemma 2.8 in [22] and the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [15].

Lemma 2.3. [13] (Random attractor for càdlàg RDS.) Let (θ, ϕ) be an RDS on Ω × R^d and let ϕ be continuous in space, but càdlàg in time. If there exists a family B = {B(ω), ω ∈ Ω} of non-empty measurable compact subsets B(ω) of R^d and a T_{D,ω} ≥ 0 such that ϕ(t, θ_{−t}ω, D(θ_{−t}ω)) ⊂ B(ω), ∀t ≥ T_{D,ω}, for all families D = {D(ω), ω ∈ Ω} in a given attracting universe, then the RDS (θ, ϕ) has a random attractor A = {A(ω), ω ∈ Ω} with the component subsets defined for each ω ∈ Ω by A(ω) = ⋂ s>0 ⋃ t≥s ϕ(t, θ_{−t}ω, B(θ_{−t}ω)). Furthermore, if the random attractor consist of singleton sets, i.e. A(ω) = {X^∗(ω)} for some random variable X^∗, then X^∗_t (ω) = X^∗_t (θ_tω) is a stationary stochastic process.

3 Synchronization of Two Solutions

Consider the coupled RODEs system (1.5) dx^{(j)} dt_+ = F^{(j)}(x^{(j)}, X̄^{(j)}_t ) + λ(x^{(j−1)} − 2x^{(j)} + x^{(j+1)}), j = 1, · · · , N, (3.1)

with initial data x^{(j)}(0, ω) = x^{(j)}_0 (ω) ∈ R^d , ω ∈ Ω, j = 1, · · · , N, (3.2) where λ > 0, and

F^{(j)}(x^{(j)}, X̄^{(j)}_t ) := f^{(j)}(x^{(j)} + X̄^{(j)}_t ) + x^{(j)} + X̄^{(j)}_t , j = 1, · · · , N. (3.3)

Here f^{(j)} are regular enough to ensure the existence and uniqueness of global solutions on R and satisfy the one-sided dissipative Lipschitz condition (1.2) and integrability condition (1.3) for j = 1, · · · , N. First, we have the result of existence of stationary solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Supposed the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) be satisfied. Then the coupled RODEs system (3.1) with initial condition (3.2) has a unique stationary solution. Proof. For any two solutions (x^{(1)}_1 (t), x^{(2)}_1 (t), · · · , x^{(N)}_1 (t))^T and (x^{(1)}_2 (t), x^{(2)}_2 (t), · · · , x^{(N)}_2 (t))^T of RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2). By the dissipative Lipschitz condition (1.2), for j = 1, · · · , N, we have d dt_+ ‖x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)‖^2 = 2⟨x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t), d dt_+ x^{(j)}_1 (t) − d dt_+ x^{(j)}_2 (t)⟩

= 2⟨f^{(j)}(x^{(j)}_1 + X̄^{(j)}_t ) − f^{(j)}(x^{(j)}_2 + X̄^{(j)}_t ), x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)⟩ +(2 − 4λ)‖x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)‖^2 +2λ⟨x^{(j−1)}_1 (t) − x^{(j−1)}_2 (t), x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)⟩ +2λ⟨x^{(j+1)}_1 (t) − x^{(j+1)}_2 (t), x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)⟩ ≤ (2 − 2l − 2λ)‖x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)‖^2

+λ‖x^{(j−1)}_1 (t) − x^{(j−1)}_2 (t)‖^2 +λ‖x^{(j+1)}_1 (t) − x^{(j+1)}_2 (t)‖^2. (3.4)

Define for t ∈ R,

x(t) = (‖x^{(1)}_1 (t) − x^{(1)}_2 (t)‖^2, ‖x^{(2)}_1 (t) − x^{(2)}_2 (t)‖^2, · · · , ‖x^{(N)}_1 (t) − x^{(N)}_2 (t)‖^2)^T, and

D_λ =

2 − 2l − 2λ λ 0 · · · 0 λ λ 2 − 2l − 2λ λ 0 · · · 0 0 λ 2 − 2l − 2λ ... ... . . . . . .. ... ... λ 0 0 · · · 0 λ 2 − 2l − 2λ λ λ 0 · · · 0 λ 2 − 2l − 2λ N×N

.

Thus, the differential inequalities can be written as a simple form

ẋ(t) ≤ D_λx(t), -componentwise. (3.5)

By Lemma 2.2, it yields from (3.5) that x(t) ≤ exp( ∫_t 0 D_λds)x(0), -componentwise. (3.6) Now, we firstly to estimate the upper bound of eigenvalues of the real symmetric matrix ∫_t 0 D_λds. The quadratic from satisfies f(ζ_1, ζ_2, · · · , ζ_N ) = ζ^T( ∫_t 0 D_λds)ζ = (2 − 2l − 2λ)t N∑ j=1 ζ^2_j + 2λt N∑ j=1 ζ_jζ_{j−1}

≤ (2 − l)t N∑ j=1 ζ^2_j − lt N∑ j=1 ζ^2_j ,

where ζ = (ζ_1, ζ_2, · · · , ζ_N )^T ∈ R^N and ζ_0 = ζ_N . Due to the Lipschitz constant l > 4, we have f(ζ_1, ζ_2, · · · , ζ_N ) ≤ −lt N∑ j=1 ζ^2_j ,

which implies that the quadratic form is negative definite and eigenvalues of ∫_t 0 D_λds satisfy max{μ^{(1)}_λ , μ^{(2)}_λ , · · · , μ^{(N)}_λ } ≤ −lt. (3.7) Because of the real and symmetric properties of matrix ∫_t 0 D_λds, for j = 1, · · · , N, we obtain ‖ exp( ∫_t 0 D_λds)x(0)‖^2 ≤ ‖x(0)‖^2 exp(2 max{μ^{(1)}_λ , μ^{(2)}_λ , · · · , μ^{(N)}_λ }) ≤ ‖x(0)‖^2 exp(−2lt), (3.8) which leads to lim_{t→∞} ‖x^{(j)}_1 (t) − x^{(j)}_2 (t)‖ = 0, j = 1, · · · , N, that is, all solutions of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) converge pathwise to each other as time t tends to infinity. The proof is finished.

Now, we use the theory of random dynamical systems which generated by SDEs driven by Lévy motion to find what the solutions of (3.1)-(3.2) will converge to. It is easy to see from [13] that the solution ϕ(t, ω) = (x^{(1)}(t, ω), x^{(2)}(t, ω), · · · , x^{(N)}(t, ω))^T, ω ∈ Ω of system (3.1)-(3.2) generates a càdlàg RDS over (Ω, F, P, (θ_t)_{t∈R}) with state space Ω × R^{Nd} . The RDS (θ, ϕ) is continuous in space but càdlàg in time. Recall that a stationary solution

X^∗ is a stationary solution of a stochastic differential equation system may be characterized as a stationary orbit of the corresponding RDS (θ, ϕ) generated by the stochastic differential equation system, namely, ϕ(t, ω)X^∗(ω) = X^∗(θ_tω).

Then, we have the result for this RDS.

Theorem 3.2. Under the conditions (1.2) and (1.3), the RDS ϕ(t, ω), t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, has a singleton sets random attractor given by

A_λ(ω) = {(x̄^{(1)}_λ (ω), x̄^{(2)}_λ (ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (ω))^T},

which implies the synchronization of any two solutions of system (3.1)-(3.2). Furthermore,

(x̄^{(1)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(1)}_t , x̄^{(2)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(2)}_t , · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(N)}_t )^T

is the stationary stochastic solution of the equivalent coupled SODEs (1.6). Proof. For j = 1, · · · , N, we have d dt_+ ‖x^{(j)}(t)‖^2 = 2⟨x^{(j)}(t), d dt_+ x^{(j)}(t)⟩ = 2⟨f^{(j)}(x^{(j)}(t) + X̄^{(j)}_t ), x^{(j)}(t)⟩ + 2⟨x^{(j)}(t) + X̄^{(j)}_t , x^{(j)}(t)⟩ −4λ‖x^{(j)}(t)‖^2 + 2λ⟨x^{(j)}(t), x^{(j−1)}(t)⟩ + 2λ⟨x^{(j)}(t), x^{(j+1)}(t)⟩ ≤ 2⟨f^{(j)}(x^{(j)}(t) + X̄^{(j)}_t ) − f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t ), x^{(j)}(t)⟩ + 2⟨f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t ), x^{(j)}(t)⟩ +(2 − 4λ)‖x^{(j)}(t)‖^2 + 2⟨X̄^{(j)}_t , x^{(j)}(t)⟩ +2λ⟨x^{(j)}(t), x^{(j−1)}(t)⟩ + 2λ⟨x^{(j)}(t), x^{(j+1)}(t)⟩ ≤ ‖X̄^{(j)}_t ‖^2 + |f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )|^2 + (4 − 2l − 2λ)‖x^{(j)}(t)‖^2

+λ‖x^{(j−1)}(t)‖^2 + λ‖x^{(j+1)}(t)‖^2.

Analogous to (3.5), we get ẏ(t) ≤ D̃_λy(t) + g(t), where y(t) = (‖x^{(1)}(t)‖^2, ‖x^{(2)}(t)‖^2, · · · , ‖x^{(N)}(t)‖^2)^T, t ∈ R,

g(t) = (|f^{(1)}(X̄^{(1)}_t )|^2 + ‖X̄^{(1)}_t ‖^2, |f^{(2)}(X̄^{(2)}_t )|^2 +‖X̄^{(2)}_t ‖^2, · · · , |f^{(N)}(X̄^{(N)}_t )|^2 + ‖X̄^{(N)}_t ‖^2, )^T, t ∈ R, and

D̃_λ =

4 − 2l − 2λ λ 0 · · · 0 λ λ 4 − 2l − 2λ λ 0 · · · 0 0 λ 4 − 2l − 2λ ... ... . . . . . .. ... ... λ 0 0 · · · 0 λ 4 − 2l − 2λ λ λ 0 · · · 0 λ 4 − 2l − 2λ N×N

.

Then by Lemma 2.2,

y(t) ≤ exp( ∫_t t_0

D̃_λds)y(t_0) + ∫_t t_0

exp( ∫_t τ D̃_λds)g(τ)dτ, t ≥ t_0. Similar to Lemma 3.1, we have

‖ exp( ∫_t t_0

D̃_λds)y(t_0)‖ ≤ ‖y(t_0)‖ exp(−l(t − t_0)), t ≥ t_0.

Define ρ_λ(ω) :=

∫_0 −∞ exp(

∫_0 τ D̃_λds)g(τ)dτ, (3.9) and R^2_λ(ω) = 1 + ‖ρ_λ(ω)‖^2, (3.10)

and let B_λ be a random ball in R^{Nd} centered at the origin with radius R_λ(ω). Obviously, the infinite integral on the right-hand side of (3.9) is well-defined by Lemma 2.1 and the integrability condition (1.3). Hence by Lemma 2.3, the coupled system has a random attractor A_λ = {A_λ(ω), ω ∈ Ω} with A_λ(ω) ⊂ B_λ . By Lemma 3.1, all solutions of (3.1)-(3.2) converge pathwise to each other, therefore, A_λ(ω) consists of singleton sets, that is

A_λ(ω) = {(x̄^{(1)}_λ (ω), x̄^{(2)}_λ (ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (ω))^T}.

We transform the coupled RODEs (3.1) back to the coupled SODEs (1.6), the corresponding pathwise singleton sets attractor is then equal to

(x̄^{(1)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(1)}_t , x̄^{(2)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(2)}_t , · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (θ_tω) + X̄^{(N)}_t )^T,

which is exactly a stationary stochastic solution of the coupled SODEs (1.6) because the Ornstein- Uhlenbeck process is stationary.

4 Synchronization of Components of Solutions

It is known in Section 3 that all solutions of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) converge pathwise to each other in the future for a fixed positive coupling coefficient λ. Here, we would like to discuss what will happen to solutions of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) as λ → ∞. First, we will give some lemmas which play an important role in this section.

We need the following estimations. Suppose that (x^{(1)}_λ (t), x^{(2)}_λ (t), · · · , x^{(N)}_λ (t))^T is a solution of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2). For any two different components x^{(j)}_λ (t), x^{(k)}_λ (t) of the solution for ∀j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N},

d^{k,j}_λ (t) = 2⟨x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t), F^{(j)}(x^{(j)}_λ , X̄^{(j)}_t ) − F^{(k)}(x^{(k)}_λ , X̄^{(k)}_t )⟩ = 2⟨x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t), f^{(j)}(x^{(j)}_λ + X̄^{(j)}_t ) − f^{(k)}(x^{(k)}_λ + X̄^{(k)}_t )⟩ +2‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖^2 + 2⟨x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t), X̄^{(j)}_t − X̄^{(k)}_t ⟩ ≤ −2l(‖x^{(j)}_λ (t)‖^2 − ‖x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖^2) + 2‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖^2 +2⟨f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t ) − f^{(k)}(X̄^{(k)}_t ), x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)⟩ +2⟨x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t), X̄^{(j)}_t − X̄^{(k)}_t ⟩ ≤ 2‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖(‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )‖ + |X̄^{(j)}_t |)

+2‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖(‖f^{(k)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )‖ + |X̄^{(k)}_t |),

thus, for fixed α > 0, we have

−αλ‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖^2 + d^{k,j}_λ (t) ≤ 1 λ ( 4 α ‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )‖^2) + 4 α |X̄^{(j)}_t |^2) + 1 λ ( 4 α ‖f^{(k)}(X̄^{(k)}_t )‖^2) + 4 α |X̄^{(k)}_t |^2). Let C^{j,k,α}_{T1,T2} (λ, ω) = 4 α sup t∈[T_1,T_2]

[(‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )‖^2 + |X̄^{(j)}_t |^2) + (‖f^{(k)}(X̄^{(k)}_t )‖^2 + |X̄^{(k)}_t |^2)]

in any bounded interval [T_1, T_2]. Note that ρ_λ(ω) in (3.9) satisfies d dλ ‖ρ_λ(ω)‖^2 = 2⟨ρ_λ(ω), d dλ ρ_λ(ω)⟩ ≤ 0, and consequently, ρ_λ(ω) ≤ ρ_1(ω) for λ ≥ 1. Hence, C^{j,k,α}_{T1,T2} (λ, ω) is uniformly bounded in λ and

− αλ‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖^2 + d^{k,j}_λ (t) ≤ 1 λ C^{j,k,α}_{T1,T2} (λ, ω) (4.1) uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] with C^{j,k,α}_{T1,T2} (ω) = sup_{λ≥1} C^{j,k,α}_{T1,T2} (λ, ω).

Now let us estimate the difference between any two components of a solution of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) as λ → ∞.

Lemma 4.1. Provided conditions (1.2) and (1.3) are satisfied, then any two components of a solution (x^{(1)}_λ (t), x^{(2)}_λ (t), · · · , x^{(N)}_λ (t))^T of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) uniformly vanish in any bounded time interval when the coupling coefficient λ → ∞, that is, for any bounded interval [T_1, T_2] and ∀t ∈ [T_1, T_2], it yields lim_{λ→∞} ‖x^{(j)}_λ (t) − x^{(k)}_λ (t)‖ = 0, ∀j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. Proof. To prove the result, we can equivalently estimate the difference between any two adjacent components only because the first and the last components of the solution are considered to be adjacent. We will notice that only one new term appears in each step which continuous the process, except the last step that ends the process.

For the difference of the first part of the solution (x^{(1)}_λ (t), x^{(2)}_λ (t), · · · , x^{(N)}_λ (t))^T, d dt_+ ‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 = 2⟨x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t), F^{(1)}(x^{(1)}, X̄^{(1)}_t ) − F^{(2)}(x^{(2)}, X̄^{(2)}_t )⟩

−6λ‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 +2λ⟨x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t), x^{(N)}_λ (t) − x^{(3)}_λ (t)⟩ ≤ −5‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 + λ‖x^{(N)}_λ (t) − x^{(3)}_λ (t)‖^2 + d^{1,2}_λ (t) ≤ −βλ‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 + λ‖x^{(N)}_λ (t) − x^{(3)}_λ (t)‖^2 + 1 λ C^{1,2,5−β} T_1,T_2 (ω) (4.2)

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] by (4.1). Here, we can take β = { 1 − cos^{Nπ}_{N+2} , N is even, 1 − cos^{(N−1)π}_{N+1} , N is odd.

In fact, from Lemma 4.1 in [15], we can take any β ∈ (−2 cos^{Nπ}_{N+2} , 2) when N is even and any β ∈ (−2 cos^{(N−1)π}_{N+1} , 2) when N is odd.

We have seen that the estimations in (4.2) generate x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t). Now, we have d dt_+ ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2 = 2⟨x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t), F^{(3)}(x^{(3)}, X̄^{(3)}_t ) − F^{(N)}(x^{(N)}, X̄^{(N)}_t )⟩

−4λ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2 +2λ⟨x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t), x^{(2)}_λ (t) − x^{(1)}_λ (t)⟩ +2λ⟨x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t), x^{(4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−1)}_λ (t)⟩ ≤ −βλ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2 + λ‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 +λ‖x^{(4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−1)}_λ (t)‖^2 + 1 λ C^{3,N,2−β} T_1,T_2 (ω)

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2].

Note that x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t) has been fixed and x^{(4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−1)}_λ (t) is generated. Similarly, it yields d dt_+ ‖x^{(4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−1)}_λ (t)‖^2 ≤ −βλ‖x^{(4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−1)}_λ (t)‖^2 + λ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2

+λ‖x^{(5)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−2)}_λ (t)‖^2 + 1 λ C^{4,N−1,2−β} T_1,T_2 (ω)

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2].

Continue such estimations, for j = 2, 3, . . ., we get d dt_+ ‖x^{(j+3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−j)}_λ (t)‖^2 ≤ −βλ‖x^{(j+3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−j)}_λ (t)‖^2 +λ‖x^{(j+2)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−j+1)} λ (t)‖^2 +λ‖x^{(j+4)}_λ (t) − x^{(N−j−1)} λ (t)‖^2 + 1 λ C^{j+3,N−j,2−β} T_1,T_2 (ω)

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2].

We can divide the situation into two cases: N is even and N is odd, which just as same as [15] did. When N is even, we can rewrite the inequalities in the matrix form

u̇(t) ≤ H_λu(t) + 1 λ C, (4.3)

which uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2], where for t ∈ R,

u(t) = (‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2, ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2, · · · , ‖x^{( N2 +1)}_λ (t) − x^{( N2 +2)}_λ (t)‖^2)^T, C = (C^{1,2,5−β} T_1,T_2 (ω), C 3,N,2−β T_1,T_2 (ω), · · · , C N 2 ,^N_2 +3,2−β T_1,T_2 (ω), C N 2 +1,^N_2 +2,5−β T_1 ,T_2 (ω)) T, are^N_2 -dimensional vectors, and

H_λ =

−βλ λ 0 · · · 0 λ −βλ λ ... . . 0 λ ... ... 0 . . ... ... −βλ λ 0 · · · 0 λ −βλ N 2 ×^N_2

.

By Lemma 2.2, it follows from (4.3) that

u(t) ≤ e^{(t−t0 )Hλ} u(t_0) + 1 λ ∫_t t_0 e^{(t−s)Hλ} Cds. (4.4) By Lemma 4.1 in [15] again,^1_λ H_λ is negative definite, then we have

‖e^{(t−t0 )Hλ} u(t_0)‖ ≤ e^{(t−t0 )μmax} ‖u(t_0)‖, where μ_{max} = −β − 2 cos^{Nπ}_{N+2} < 0 is the maximal eigenvalue of^1_λ H_λ. Thus (4.4) implies that u(t) → 0 as λ → ∞, and ‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 → 0 and ‖x^{( N2 +1)}_λ (t) − x^{( N2 +2)}_λ (t)‖^2 → 0,

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ → ∞.

Similarly, when N is odd, we can rewrite the inequalities in the matrix form

v̇(t) ≤ H̃_λv(t) + 1 λ C̃, (4.5)

which uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2], where for t ∈ R,

v(t) = (‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2, ‖x^{(3)}_λ (t) − x^{(N)}_λ (t)‖^2, · · · , ‖x^{( N+12 )}_λ (t) − x^{( N+12 +2)}_λ (t)‖^2)^T,

C̃ = (C^{1,2,5−β}

T_1,T_2 (ω), C 3,N,2−β T_1 ,T_2 (ω), · · · , C N−1 2 ,^{N+1}_2 +3,2−β T_1,T_2 (ω), C N+1 2 ,^{N+1}_2 +2,5−β T_1 ,T_2 (ω)) T, are^{N−1}_2 -dimensional vectors, and

H̃_λ = −βλ λ 0 · · · 0 λ −βλ λ . .. . . 0 λ . .. . .. 0 . . . .. . .. −βλ λ 0 · · · 0 λ −βλ N−1 2 ×^{N−1}_2

.

By Lemma 2.2, it follows from (4.5) that

v(t) ≤ e^{(t−t0 )H̃λ} v(t_0) + 1 λ ∫_t t_0 e^{(t−s)H̃λ}C̃ds. (4.6) Just like the even case, for uniform t ∈ [T_1, T_2], we have

‖x^{(1)}_λ (t) − x^{(2)}_λ (t)‖^2 → 0, as λ → ∞.

For other adjacent components, the process above can be repeated. Hence, we can draw a conclusion that the difference between any adjacent components of a solution of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) tends to zero uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as the coupling coefficient goes to infinity which completes the proof.

We know that all components of a solution of system (3.1)-(3.2) have the same limit uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ → ∞. Now, we are in the position to find what they converge to.

Lemma 4.2. If the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) hold, then the random dynamical system ϕ(t, ω) generated by the solution of the averaged RODE system dZ dt_+ = 1 N N∑ j=1 f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t + Z) + 1 N N∑ j=1 (X̄^{(j)}_t + Z) (4.7)

has a singleton sets random attractor denoted by {Z̄(ω)}. Furthermore,

Z̄(θ_tω) + 1 N N∑ j=1 X̄^{(j)}_t

is the stationary stochastic solution of the equivalently averaged SODE system dz = 1 N N∑ j=1 f^{(j)}(z)dt + 1 N N∑ j=1 c_j dL^{(j)}_t . (4.8)

Proof. Assume that Z_1(t) and Z_2(t) are two solutions of (4.7), we have d dt_+ ‖Z_1(t) − Z_2(t)‖^2 ≤ (2 − 2l)‖Z_1(t) − Z_2(t)‖^2.

It follows from Gronwall’s lemma that

‖Z_1(t) − Z_2(t)‖^2 ≤ e^{(2−2l)t}‖Z_1(0) − Z_2(0)‖^2,

which implies lim_{t→∞} ‖Z_1(t) − Z_2(t)‖^2 = 0, because of the Lipschitz coefficient l > 4. Then all solutions of (4.7) converge pathwise to each other.

Now, we have to give what they converge to based on the theory of càdlàg random dynamical systems. Let Z(t) be a solution of (4.7), we get d dt_+ ‖Z(t)‖^2 ≤ (4 − 2l)‖Z(t)‖^2 + 1 N N∑ j=1 ‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t )‖^2 + 1 N N∑ j=1 |X̄^{(j)}_t |^2.

From Gronwall’s lemma, it yields for t > t_0,

‖Z(t)‖^2 ≤ e^{(4−2l)(t−t0 )}‖Z(t_0)‖^2 + 1 N N∑ j=1 ∫_t t_0

e^{(4−2l)(t−τ )}(‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_τ )‖^2 + |X̄^{(j)}_τ |^2)dτ.

By pathwise pullback convergence with t_0 → −∞, the random closed ball centered as the origin with random radius R̃(ω) is a pullback absorbing set of ϕ(t, ω), where

R̃^2(ω) = 1 + 1 N N∑ j=1 ∫_0 −∞ e^{(2l−4)τ} (‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_τ )‖^2 + |X̄^{(j)}_τ |^2)dτ.

Obviously, by Lemma 2.1 and condition (1.3), the integral defined in the right-hand side is well-defined.

By Lemma 2.3, there exists a random attractor {Z̄(ω)} for ϕ(t, ω). Since all solutions of (4.7) converge pathwise to each other, the random attractor {Z̄(ω)} are composed of singleton sets.

Note that the averaged RODE (4.7) is transformed from the averaged SODE (4.8) by the transformation Z(t, ω) = z − 1 N N∑ j=1 X̄^{(j)}_t ,

so the pathwise singleton sets attractor Z̄(θ_tω) +^1_N ∑_N j=1 X̄^{(j)}_t is a stationary solution of the averaged SODE (4.8) since the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is stationary.

Now, we will present another main result of this work.

Theorem 4.3. (Synchronization under non-Gaussian Lévy noise.) Let

(x̄^{(1)}_{λn} (t, ω), x̄^{(2)}_{λn} (t, ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_{λn} (t, ω))^T = (x̄^{(1)}_{λn} (θ_tω), x̄^{(2)}_{λn} (θ_tω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_{λn} (θ_tω))^T

be the singleton sets random attractor of the càdlàg random dynamical system ϕ(t, ω) generated by the solution of RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2), then ((x̄^{(1)}_{λn} (t, ω), x̄^{(2)}_{λn} (t, ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_{λn} (t, ω))^T) → (Z̄(t, ω), Z̄(t, ω), · · · , Z̄(t, ω))^T in Skorohod metric pathwise uniformly for t belongs to any bounded time-interval [T_1, T_2] for any sequence λ_n → ∞, where Z̄(t, ω) = Z̄(θ_tω) is the solution of the averaged RODE (4.7) and Z̄(ω) is the singleton sets random attractor of the càdlàg random dynamical system ϕ(t, ω) which generated by the solution of averaged RODE (4.7).

Proof. Define Z̄_λ(ω) = 1 N N∑ j=1 x̄^{(j)}_λ (ω), (4.9)

where {x̄^{(1)}_λ (ω), x̄^{(2)}_λ (ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (ω)} is the singleton sets random attractor of the càdlàg RDS generated by RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2). Thus, Z̄_λ(t, ω) = Z̄_λ(θ_tω) satisfies dZ̄_λ(t, ω) dt_+ = 1 N N∑ j=1 f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t + x̄^{(j)}_λ (t, ω)) + 1 N N∑ j=1 (X̄^{(j)}_t + x̄^{(j)}_λ (t, ω)), (4.10)

Then, we get ‖ dZ̄_λ(t, ω) dt_+ ‖^2 ≤ 2 N N∑ j=1 (‖f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_t + x̄^{(j)}_λ (t, ω))‖^2 + |X̄^{(j)}_t + x̄^{(j)}_λ (t, ω)|^2), by the càdlàg property of the solutions in [2] and the fact that these solutions belong to the compact ball B_1 (ω), it follows that sup t∈[T_1,T_2] ‖ dZ̄_λ(t, ω) dt_+ ‖ ≤ ( 2 N N∑ j=1 α 4 C^{j,•,α}_{T1,T2} (ω))^{12} < ∞.

By the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem in D([T_1, T_2], R^d ) in [3], there exists a subsequence λ_{nk} → ∞ such that Z̄_{λnk} (t, ω) converges to Z̄(t, ω) in Skorohod metric as n_k → ∞.

Since difference between any two components of a solution of the coupled RODEs system (3.1)-(3.2) tends to zero uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ → ∞, from (4.9), we have x̄^{(j)}_{λnk} (t, ω) = Z̄_{λnk} (t, ω) + 1 N ∑ j^′≠j ∑ j^{′′}≠j^′ (x̄^{(j′′)}_{λnk} (t, ω) − x̄^{(j′)}_{λnk} (t, ω)) → Z̄(t, ω)

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ_{nk} → ∞ for j = 1, · · · , N. Furthermore, it follows from (4.10) that for t ≥ T_1,

Z̄_λ(t, ω) = Z̄_λ(T_1, ω) + 1 N N∑ j=1 ∫_t T_1

(f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_s + x̄^{(j)}_λ (s, ω)) + (X̄^{(j)}_s + x̄^{(j)}_λ (s, ω)))ds.

Thus,

Z̄(t, ω) = Z̄(T_1, ω) + 1 N N∑ j=1 ∫_t T_1

(f^{(j)}(X̄^{(j)}_s + Z̄(s, ω)) + (X̄^{(j)}_s + Z̄(s, ω)))ds,

uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ_{nk} → ∞, which implies that Z̄_λ(s, ω) solves RODE (4.7). Then, we note that all possible sequences of Z̄_{λnk} (t, ω) converges to the same limit Z̄(t, ω) uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ_n → ∞. Since the RDS generated by the solutions of RODE (4.7) has a singleton sets random attractor {Z̄(ω)}, the stationary stochastic process Z̄(θ_tω) must be equal to Z̄(t, ω), i.e. Z̄(t, ω) = Z̄(θ_tω), which completes the proof.

As a obvious result of Theorem 3.2, we get

Corollary 4.4. ((x̄^{(1)}_λ (t, ω), x̄^{(2)}_λ (t, ω), · · · , x̄^{(N)}_λ (t, ω))^T) → (Z̄(t, ω), Z̄(t, ω), · · · , Z̄(t, ω))^T in Skorohod metric pathwise uniformly for t ∈ [T_1, T_2] as λ → ∞.

Remark 4.5. The results in this paper hold just in almost everywhere sense. In the equation (1.1) we should replace the X^{(j)}_t with X^{(j)}_{t−} because we must take the left limit to make sure that càdlàg solution process X^{(j)}_t is predictable and unique [21]. For the typographical convenience, however, we will use X^{(j)}_t instead of X^{(j)}_{t−} for the rest of the paper. Moreover, in the case of additive noise, the distinction for left limit or not is not necessary because if we have to consider the integral form of equation (1.1), f^{(j)}(X^{(j)}_t ) has only countable discontinuous points and is still Riemann and Legesgue integrable, where j = 1, · · · , N.

5 Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests regarding the publication of this article.

References

[1] L. Arnold, Random Dynamical Systems, Springer Monographs in Mathematics (Springer- Verlag, 1998).

[2] D. Applebaum, Lévy Processes and Stochastic Calculus, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2004.

[3] P. Billingsley, Convergence of Probability Measure, Wiley, New York, 1968.

[4] K.-I. Sato, Lévy Processes and Infinitely Divisible Distributions, vol. 68 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 1999.

[5] V. S. Afraimovich, S. N. Chow and J. K. Hale, Synchronization in lattices of coupled oscillators, Physica D 103 (1997) 442–451.

[6] V. S. Afraimovich and W. W. Lin, Synchronization in lattices of coupled oscillators with Neumann/Periodic boundary conditions, Dyn. Stability Syst. 13 (1998) 237–264.

[7] V. S. Afraimovich, N. N. Verichev and M. I. Rabinovich, Stochastic synchronization of oscillations in dissipative systems, Izv. Vys. Uch. Zav., Radiofizika 29 (1986) 1050–1060 [Sov. Radiophys. 29 (1986) 795].

[8] V. S. Afraimovich and H. M. Rodrigues, Uniform dissipativeness and synchronization of nonautonomous equation, in Int. Conf. on Differential Equations, Lisboa 1995, (World Scientific, 1998), pp. 3–17.

[9] T. Caraballo and P. E. Kloeden, The persistence of synchronization under environmental noise, Proc. Roy. Soc. London A 461 (2005) 2257–2267.

[10] T. Caraballo, P. E. Kloeden and A. Neuenkirch, Synchronization of systems with multiplicative noise, Stoch. Dynam. 8 (2008) 139–154.

[11] T. Caraballo, I. D. Chueshov and P. E. Kloeden, Synchronization of a stochastic reactiondiffusion system on a thin two-layer domain, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 38 (2007) 1489–1507.

[12] P. E. Kloeden, Synchronization of nonautonomous dynamical systems, Elect. J. Diff. Eqns.

39 (2003) 1–10.

[13] X. M. Liu, J. Q. Duan, J. C. Liu and P.E. Kloeden, Synchronization of dissipative dynamical systems driven by non-Gaussian Lévy noises. International Journal of Stochastic Analysis, 502803 (2010) 1–13.

[14] X. M. Liu, J. Q. Duan, J. C. Liu and P.E. Kloeden, Synchronization of systems of Marcus canonical equations driven by α-stable noises, Nonlinear Anal. RWA 11 (2010) 3437–3445.

[15] Z. W. Shen, S. F. Zhou and X. Y. Han, Synchronization of coupled stochastic systems with multiplicative noise, Stoch. Dyn. 10 (2010) 407–428.

[16] S. Strogatz, Sync: The Emerging Science of Spontaneous Order (Hyperion Press, 2003).

[17] A. Pikovsky, M. Rosenblum and J. Kurths, Synchronization, A Universal Concept in Nonlinear Sciences (Cambridge Univ. Press, 2001).

[18] L. Glass, Synchronization and rhythmic processes in physiology, Nature 410 (2001) 277–284.

[19] A. N. Carvalho, H. M. Rodrigues and T. Dlotko, Upper semicontinuity of attractors and synchronization, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 220 (1998) 13–41.

[20] H. M. Rodrigues, Abstract methods for synchronization and application, Appl. Anal. 62 (1996) 263–296.

[21] S. Peszat and J. Zabczyk, Stochastic Partial Differential Equations with Lévy Processes, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2007.

[22] J. C. Robinson, Infinite-dimensional dynamical systems, Cambrdge Unversity Press, Cambridge, UK, 2001.

[23] A. H. Gu, Synchronization of coupled stochastic systems driven by α-stable Lévy noises, Math. Probl. Eng. 2013 (2013) Article ID 685798, 1–10.