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Abstract

In this paper, we establish the averaging principle for stochastic functional partial differential

equations (SFPDEs) characterized by Hölder coefficients and infinite delay. Firstly, we rigorously

establish the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for a specific class of finite-dimensional

systems characterized by Hölder continuous coefficients and infinite delay. We extend these results

to their infinite-dimensional counterparts using the variational approach and Galerkin projection

technique. Subsequently, we establish the averaging principle (the first Bogolyubov theorem) for

SFPDEs with infinite delay, subject to conditions of linear growth and Hölder continuity. This is

achieved through classical Khasminskii time discretization and reductio ad absurdum, illustrating

the convergence of solutions from the original Cauchy problem to those of the averaged equation

across the finite interval [0, T]. To illustrate our findings, we present two applications: stochastic

generalized porous media equations and stochastic reaction-diffusion equations with Hölder coeffi-

cients.

keywords: Averaging principle; Hölder continuous coefficients; Stochastic functional partial dif-

ferential equations; Infinite delay; Reductio ad absurdum
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1. Introduction

Random phenomena encompass both natural occurrences and man-made systems, spanning

from financial market fluctuations to molecular motions in living organisms, all of which can be
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mathematically described by stochastic differential equations. Traditional differential equation

theory is rooted in deterministic assumptions; however, many real-world systems are influenced by

external random disturbances. Therefore, the introduction of stochastic processes and stochastic

differential equations becomes essential for accurately modeling and analyzing these systems. Prac-

tical applications of stochastic models, such as climate interactions [28, 38], financial fluctuations

[16, 17] and geophysical fluid dynamics [19, 20], frequently exhibit significant oscillatory compo-

nents. These high-frequency oscillations present challenges for direct analysis and simulation of

the system’s properties. Consequently, deriving simplified equations that effectively capture the

long-term evolution of these systems is crucial. The key strategy involves applying the averaging

principle, which “averaged out” highly oscillatory components under suitable conditions, thereby

yielding an averaged system that is more manageable for analysis. This averaged system governs

the evolution of the original complex system over extended time periods, enabling us to grasp its

fundamental dynamics independently of high-frequency oscillations.

Consider the following SFPDEs with high-frequency oscillating variables and infinite delay on

a separable Hilbert space U1:

duε(t) = [A(uε(t)) + f(
t

ε
, uεt )]dt+ g(

t

ε
, uεt )dW (t), (1.1)

and

du(t) = [A(u(t)) + f∗(ut)]dt+ g∗(ut)dW (t), (1.2)

where ε ∈ (0, 1) and

f∗(ϕ) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0
f(t, ϕ)dt, lim

T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0
‖g(t, ϕ) − g∗(ϕ)‖2

L (U2,U1)
dt = 0

uniformly with respect to t ∈ R for any ϕ ∈ C((−∞, 0], U1). Let W (t) denote a cylindrical Wiener

processes on a separable Hilbert space U2 and let ut = {ut(θ)} = u(t + θ)(−∞ ≤ θ ≤ 0) be the

segment process or solution map of system. A natural question arises: does the solution of system

(1.1) converge to that of (1.2) as the time scale ε tends to zero? This query emerges naturally

from both physical and mathematical perspectives. The theory that addresses such problems is

the aforementioned averaging principle.

The concept of the averaging principle originated with the development of for nonlinear oscil-

lations of deterministic systems by Bogoliubov [3, 29], and its extension to stochastic differential

equations was further advanced by Khasminskii [26]. The averaging principle for finite dimen-

sional systems has been extensively studied in recent decades, building on the pioneering work of

Khasminskii; see, for example, [1, 18, 22, 23, 27, 32–34, 43, 47]. For infinite-dimensional systems,
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the averaging principle was introduced by Henry [24]. Subsequently, the corresponding averag-

ing principle for infinite-dimensional systems has also undergone significant development. In [39],

Maslowski et al. presented an averaging principle for stochastic evolution equations with small

parameters using the semigroup method. Kuksin and Piatnitski [30] explored the the Whitham

averaging method in damped-driven equations affected by random disturbances. Cerrai and Frei-

dlin [9] demonstrated the averaging principle for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations where the

diffusion coefficients and the rates of reactions have different order. The averaging principle for

nonautonomous stochastic reaction-diffusion equations exhibiting slow-fast dynamics was addressed

in [10]. Furthermore, Cheng and Liu [11] established the second Bogolyubov theorem and a global

averaging principle for a specific class of SPDEs with monotone coefficients. For further exploration

of this topic, please consult the following references [2, 4–7, 14, 21, 48].

Deriving the averaging principle requires imposing suitable regularity conditions on the coef-

ficients of the system, with the crucial assumption of Lipschitz continuity. Lipschitz continuity

ensures the well-posedness of the system’s solution and plays a significant role in establishing so-

lution uniqueness and sensitivity to initial conditions. Additionally, it allows us to work within

the framework of square-integrable functions, thereby simplifying the proof process for a priori

bounds of solutions in both fast and slow systems. Furthermore, Lipschitz continuity enables the

application of Gronwall’s lemma to establish the convergence of the original system to the aver-

aged system. Despite its importance in studying the dynamic properties of stochastic systems,

the Lipschitz continuity condition is often not satisfied in many significant stochastic models. For

instance, the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross model and diffusion coefficients in the Ferrer branch diffusion ex-

hibit only Hölder continuous, not Lipschitz continuous. This limitation restricts the applicability

of the averaging principle in various relevant scenarios. Thus, the rigorous demand for Lipschitz

continuity in coefficients proves overly limiting for numerous models. Consequently, there has been

increasing interest in recent years in developing averaging principles tailored to stochastic models

with coefficients that are not Lipschitz continuous. For example, Veretennikov [47] investigated the

averaging principle of SDEs across slow and fast time scales. Specifically, the drift coefficients of the

equations involving the slow variables must be bounded and measurable, while all other coefficients

are assumed to be globally Lipschitz continuous. In [8], Cerrai presented the averaging principle for

a system of slow and fast reaction-diffusion equations featuring multiplicative noise and coefficients

with polynomial growth. Sun et al. [46] established the averaging principle for slow-fast SPDEs

with Hölder continuous drift coefficients. In [44], Röckner et al. studied the averaging principle

for semi-linear slow-fast SPDEs featuring additive noise with reaction coefficients that are merely

assumed to be Hölder continuous with respect to the fast variable. For systems similar to system

(1.1) that involve high-frequency oscillating variables, Xu and Xu [52] investigated the averaging
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principle of stochastic evolution equations under non-Lipschitz conditions, focusing on the perspec-

tive of mild solutions. Here, we observe that in this context, the non-Lipschitz condition is, in fact,

still stronger than Hölder continuity, also see [40, 41, 45] for the diffusion approximations of SDEs

with singular coefficients.

The current issue pertains to whether the aforementioned averaging principle can be established

for a stochastic differential system with parameters showing high-frequency oscillations, assuming

the diffusion and drift coefficients are Hölder continuous. There are limited studies on this question,

and our article tackles and resolves this matter. We will explore the averaging principle under

Hölder conditions within the framework of stochastic partial differential equations with infinite

delay. However, we emphasize that the conclusions in the paper are also applicable to corresponding

models with finite delay and without delay, with slight adjustments to the conditions. In fact, the

derivation process often becomes more concise in these cases. The reason we have chosen to focus

on system (1.1) for our study is twofold: it allows us to showcase our methodology effectively

and is also widely applicable in various contexts. Since time delays are ubiquitous in everyday

life, they play a crucial role in mathematical and physical models. The motivation arises from

phenomena involving delayed transmission, such as high-speed fields in wind funnel experiments,

species growth patterns, and the incubation periods in disease models. The theory of stochastic

functional differential equations with infinite delays has been garnering increasing attention, as

reflected in recent literature; for examples, see [25, 37, 49–51] and others.

Prior to demonstrating the averaging principle for system (1.1), our foremost concern is to as-

certain if the system ensures strong well-posedness under coefficients that satisfy Hölder continuity

conditions. The issue of well-posedness for solutions of stochastic systems under non-Lipschitz con-

ditions is addressed in [12, 13, 15, 31, 50] and references therein. It is crucial to emphasize that the

problem we are addressing has not been covered in the existing literature. In the recent work [35],

we investigated the issue of strong solution well-posedness under Hölder conditions in the frame-

work of McKean-Vlasov SPDEs. However, we found that for SFDEs with delays, the approach does

not straightforwardly parallel the above system. Thus, for SFDEs characterized by Hölder con-

tinuous coefficients, we initially establish the existence and pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions

for a class of finite-dimensional systems. Subsequently, we ensure the existence and uniqueness of

strong solutions by applying the Yamada-Watanabe criterion. For further details, please refer to

Theorem 3.1. In the framework of infinite-dimensional systems, we employ the Galerkin projection

technique. This approach, augmented with insights from finite-dimensional analysis, facilitates the

verification of existence and uniqueness for solutions, as discussed in Theorem 3.3. The most chal-

lenging aspect of the proof process lay in establishing the pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions.

Under Lipschitz conditions, the influence of initial values on solutions can be evaluated using Gron-
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wall’s lemma. To break through this bottleneck, we try to propose a new framework and develop

some method from stochastic analysis. Ultimately, we utilize a proof to arrive at Hölder case. For

a detailed account, please refer to Step 2 of Theorem 3.1.

Subsequently, we will employ the classical Khasminskii time discretization to establish the

averaging principle for systems (1.1) with Hölder continuity coefficients. Similarly, a significant

challenge arises when the system involves coefficients with low regularity, rendering the Gronwall

inequality inapplicable. Therefore, by employing a special function and employing reductio ad

absurdum under suitable conditions, we establish the following conclusion:

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
= 0,

for all T > 0 provided limε→0 E ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h = 0, where uε(s;ϕε) is the solution of (1.1) with the

initial value uε0 = ϕε and u∗(s;ϕ∗) is the solution of (1.2) with the initial value u∗0 = ϕ∗. In fact,

this is the first Bogolyubov theorem, and it should be mentioned that this is the first averaging

principle result for nonlinear S(F)PDEs with Hölder continuous diffusion and drift coefficients.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the assumptions

and state our main results. Section 3 rigorously establishes the existence and uniqueness of strong

solutions for a class of finite-dimensional systems characterized by Hölder continuous drift and

diffusion coefficients. Subsequently, employing Galerkin projection techniques and insights from

finite-dimensional systems, we extend these results to demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of

solutions for corresponding infinite-dimensional systems. In Section 4, we concentrate on proving

the averaging principle under the condition that the drift and diffusion coefficients of system (1.1)

satisfy Hölder continuity. Additionally, we establish the averaging principle for systems with both

finite delay and delay-free systems under the Hölder continuity condition. In Section 5, we will

give two examples to illustrate the applicability of our result.

2. Preliminaries

The (Ui, ‖·‖Ui
), i = 1, 2 are separable Hilbert spaces with inner product 〈·, ·〉Ui

. The space

(B, ‖·‖B) is a reflexive Banach space and U∗
i , B

∗ denote the dual spaces of Ui, B, respectively. Let

B ⊂ U1 ⊂ B∗,

where the embedding B ⊂ U1 is continuous and dense. Thus, U∗
1 is densely and continuously

embedded in B∗. Denote the pairing between B∗ and B by B∗〈·, ·〉B , which implies that for all

u ∈ U1, v ∈ B,

B∗〈u, v〉B = 〈u, v〉U1 ,
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and (B,U1, B
∗) is called a Gelfand triple. The (Ω,F ,P) is a certain complete probability space

with a filtration {Ft}t≥0 satisfying the usual condition and R
n is the n-dimensional Euclidean

space equipped with the norm |·|. If K is a matrix or a vector, K
′

is its transpose. For a matrix K,

the norm is expressed as ‖K‖ =
√

trace(KK
′

) and denote by 〈·, ·〉 the inner product of Rn. For

any q ≥ 1 and the Banach space (X, ‖·‖X), Cb(R, L
q(P,X)) to represent the set of all continuous

and uniformly bounded stochastic processes from R into Lq(P,X). If (X, ‖·‖X) is a real separable

Hilbert spaces, for a given h > 0, we give the following definition of spaces Ch:

Ch
X =

{

ϕ ∈ C((−∞, 0],X) : lim
θ→−∞

ehθϕ(θ) = x ∈ X

}

.

The space Ch
X is a Banach space with norm ‖ϕ‖h = sup

−∞<θ≤0

∥

∥ehθϕ(θ)
∥

∥

X
, and Ch

X has the following

properties([51]):

(1) For any T > 0, x(·) : (−∞, T ] → X is continuous on [0, T ) and x0 = {x(·)} : (−∞, 0] → X is

in Ch
X . Then for every t ∈ [0, T ],

(a) xt(·) = {x(t+ ·)} ∈ Ch
X ;

(b) ‖x(t)‖X ≤ ‖xt‖h.

(2) xt is a C
h
X -valued continuous function for any t ∈ [0, T ].

(3) The space Ch
X is a complete space.

Let B(X) denote the σ-algebra generated by space X, P(X) be the family of all probability

measures defined on B(X). Then we denote by P0 the set of probability measures on (−∞, 0],

namely, for any µ ∈ P0,
∫ 0
−∞ µ(dθ) = 1. For any k > 0, let us further define Pk as follows:

Pk :=

{

µ ∈ P0 : µ
(k) :=

∫ 0

−∞
e−kθµ(dθ) <∞

}

.

Let P(X) be the family of all probability measures on (X,B(X)) with the following metric

dX(µ, ν) := sup{

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Υdµ1 −

∫

Υdµ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

: ‖Υ‖BL ≤ 1},

where ‖Υ‖BL := ‖Υ‖∞+Lip(Υ) and ‖Υ‖∞ = supϕ∈X
|Υ(ϕ)|

(1+‖ϕ‖X)2
, Lip(Υ) = supϕ1 6=ϕ2

|Υ(ϕ1)−Υ(ϕ2)|
‖ϕ1−ϕ2‖X

.

Then it is not difficult to verify that the space (P(X), dX ) is a complete metric space.

Consider the following SFPDEs with infinite delay:







du(t) = (A(t, u(t)) + f(t, ut)dt+ g(t, ut)dW (t),

u0 = ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
,

(2.1)
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whereW (t) be a cylindrical Wiener processes on a separable Hilbert space (U2, 〈·, ·〉U2) with respect

to a complete filtered probability space (Ω,F ,P), and ut = {ut(θ)} = u(t+ θ)(−∞ ≤ θ ≤ 0) is the

segment process or solution map of system (2.1). The measurable maps:

A : R+ ×B → B∗, f : R+ × Ch
U1

→ U1, g : R+ × Ch
U1

→ L (U2, U1),

where L (U2, U1) is the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U2 into U1.

3. Existence and uniqueness

The investigation into the existence and uniqueness of solutions to equation (2.1), characterized

by Hölder continuous coefficients, presumes the initial value ϕ ∈ Ch
U1

to be independent of W (t).

Initially, we postulate that the coefficients in (2.1) satisfy the following hypotheses:

(H1) (Continuity) For all t ∈ R
+ and u, v ∈ B, the map

R
+ ×B ∋ (t, u) →B∗ 〈A(t, u), v〉B

is continuous.

(H2) (Growth) For A, there exist constant α1,M > 0 for all t ∈ R
+ and u ∈ B such that

‖A(t, u)‖
p

p−1

B∗ ≤ α1 ‖u‖
p
B +M,

and for the continuous functions f , g, there exist constant α1 and M for all t ∈ R
+ and ϕ ∈ Ch

U1

such that

‖f(t, ϕ)‖U1
∨ ‖g(t, ϕ)‖

L (U2,U1)
≤ α1 ‖ϕ‖h +M.

(H3) (Coercivity) There exist constant α1, M , p ≥ 2 and α2 ∈ R such that for all t ∈ R
+ and

u ∈ B

B∗〈A(t, u), u〉B ≤ −α1 ‖u‖
p
B + α2 ‖u‖

2
U1

+M.

(H4) There exist constants β ∈ (0, 1] and γ ∈ (0, 1]. The map A satisfies, for all t ∈ R
+ and

u, v ∈ B

2B∗〈A(t, u) −A(t, v), u − v〉B ≤ α1 ‖u− v‖β+1
U1

,

7



and the functions f , g satisfy, for all t ∈ R
+ and ϕ, φ ∈ Ch

U1
with ‖ϕ‖h ∨ ‖φ‖h ≤M ,

‖f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ)‖U1
∨ ‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖

L (U2,U1)
≤ LM ‖ϕ− φ‖γh .

(H5) For f and g, there exist constants α1,α2 and probability measures µ1 ∈ P(γ+1)h and µ2 ∈ P2γh

such that for any t ∈ R
+ and ϕ, φ ∈ Ch

U1

〈f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉U1
≤ α2[‖ϕ(0) − φ(0)‖γ+1

U1
+

∫ 0

−∞
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖γ+1

U1
µ1(dθ)],

‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖2
L (U2,U1)

≤ α1

∫ 0

−∞
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2γU1

µ2(dθ).

In this paper, LM denotes certain positive constants dependent on M . To prevent ambiguity, we

maintain the assumption throughout that the constants α1 > 0,M > 0 and α2 ∈ R, which may

vary from line to line.

Extensive research has focused on the properties of existence and uniqueness of solutions when

the system coefficients satisfy Lipschitz continuity conditions. However, for coefficients with lower

regularity, such as Hölder continuity alone, research on the topic is relatively scarce. We investigate

the existence, uniqueness of solutions, and further asymptotic properties of equation (2.1) using

the Galerkin-type approximation technique. For clarity, we initially analyze the following finite-

dimensional system with Hölder continuous coefficients:

dx(t) = F (t, xt)dt+G(t, xt)dB(t), (3.1)

where the initial data x0 = ϕ ∈ Ch
Rn , B(t) is an m-dimensional Wiener process and F : R+×Ch

Rn →

R
n, G : R+ ×Ch

Rn → R
n×m are two continuous maps. We assume that the coefficients in equation

(3.1) satisfy the following hypotheses:

(h1) The functions F and G are continuous in (t, ϕ) and satisfy, for all t ∈ R
+ and ϕ ∈ Ch

Rn

〈F (t, ϕ), ϕ(0)〉 ∨ ‖G(t, ϕ)‖2 ≤ α1 ‖ϕ‖
2
h +M.

(h2) The functions F,G satisfy, for all t ∈ R
+ and ϕ, φ ∈ Ch

Rn with ‖ϕ‖h ∨ ‖φ‖h ≤M ,

|F (t, ϕ) − F (t, φ)| ∨ ‖G(t, ϕ) −G(t, φ)‖ ≤ LM ‖ϕ− φ‖γh .

(h3) For F andG, there exist constants α1,α2 and probability measures µ1 ∈ P(γ+1)h and µ2 ∈ P2γh

such that for any t ∈ R
+ and ϕ, φ ∈ Ch

Rn

〈F (t, ϕ) − F (t, φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉 ≤ α2[|ϕ(0) − φ(0)|γ+1 +

∫ 0

−∞
|ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)|γ+1 µ1(dθ)],
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‖G(t, ϕ) −G(t, φ)‖2 ≤ α1

∫ 0

−∞
|ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)|2γ µ2(dθ).

Theorem 3.1. Consider (3.1). Suppose that the assumptions (h1)−(h3) hold. Then the follow-

ing statement holds: for any ϕ ∈ Ch
Rn , there exist a unique strong solution x(t) and segment process

xt to (3.1) with x0 = ϕ.

proof: Based on the preceding analysis, we divide the proof of Theorem 3.1 into the follow-

ing two steps:

step 1: We choose a family of finite-dimensional projections {Λn}n≥1 in Ch
Rn that satisfies the

following property:

Λn → I(n → ∞) and Λn[ϕ(0)] = ϕ(0),

where I are the identity transformation on Ch
Rn . Let

Fn(t, ϕ) = F (t,Λn(ϕ)), Gn(t, ϕ) = G(t,Λn(ϕ)),

then we obtain:

(I) Fn → F , Gn → G as n→ ∞ uniformly on each compact subset of R+ × Ch
Rn ;

(II) Fn, Gn satisfy the conditions (h1) and (h2), that is, the coefficients are independent of n.

We then convolve the (Fn, Gn) with the finite-dimensional approximation δ-function to obtain the

(Fn,δ, Gn,δ), hence it’s not hard to get that the functions Fn,δ and Gn,δ satisfy

∣

∣

∣
Fn,δ(t, ϕ) − Fn,δ(t, φ)

∣

∣

∣
∨
∥

∥

∥
Gn,δ(t, ϕ)−Gn,δ(t, φ)

∥

∥

∥
≤ LM ‖Λn(ϕ) − Λn(φ)‖h ,

〈

Fn,δ(t, ϕ) − Fn,δ(t, φ),Λn[ϕ(0)] − Λn[φ(0)]
〉

≤ α2[‖Λn[ϕ(0)] − Λn[φ(0)]‖
2
h +

∫ 0

−∞
‖Λn[ϕ(θ)]− Λn[φ(θ)]‖

2
h µ1(dθ)],

and

∥

∥

∥
Gn,δ(t, ϕ) −Gn,δ(t, φ)

∥

∥

∥

2
≤ α1

∫ 0

−∞
‖Λn[ϕ(θ)]− Λn[φ(θ)]‖

2
h µ2(dθ).

Then we further consider the following equation:

dxn(t) = Fn,δ(t, xnt )dt+Gn,δ(t, xnt )dB(t), (3.2)

9



where n ≥ 1. Based on the previous analysis, it is established that (3.2) admits a unique strong

solution xn(t) with the initial condition xn0 = ϕ (see [51], Theorem 3.2).

Our main strategy involves initially establishing the existence of weak solutions for (3.1) through

the construction of strong solutions xn(t) for (3.2). Subsequently, we proceed to prove the pathwise

uniqueness of these weak solutions. Finally, by applying the Yamada-Watanabe theorem, we

demonstrate the existence of a global strong solution for (3.1).

For any fixed q ≥ 2, applying Itô formula to |xn(t)|q, we derive

|xn(t)|q = ‖ϕ‖qh +

∫ t

0
[
q(q − 1)

2
|xn(s)|q−2

∥

∥

∥
Gn,δ(s, xns )

∥

∥

∥

2

+ q |xn(s)|q−2
〈

Fn,δ(s, xns ), x
n(s)

〉

]ds

+

∫ t

0
q |xn(s)|q−2 (xn(s))′Gn,δ(s, xns )dB(s).

There exist constants Lq,Mq by Young’s inequality and assumptions (h1), such that

|xn(t)|q = ‖ϕ‖qh + Lq

∫ t

0
(‖xns ‖

q
h +Mq)ds+ Lq

∫ t

0
(‖xns ‖

q
D +Mq)dB(s).

Note

‖xns ‖h = sup
−∞<θ≤0

∣

∣

∣
ehθxn(s+ θ)

∣

∣

∣

= sup
−∞<r≤s

∣

∣

∣
eh(r−s)xn(r)

∣

∣

∣
(3.3)

≤ sup
−∞<r≤0

∣

∣

∣
eh(r−s)xn(r)

∣

∣

∣
+ sup

0≤r≤s

∣

∣

∣
eh(r−s)xn(r)

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖ϕ‖h + sup
r∈[0,s]

|xn(r)| .

By Cauchy’s inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (3.3), we have

E sup
z∈[0,t]

|xn(t)|2q ≤ Lq ‖ϕ‖
2q
h + LqE[

∫ t

0
( sup
r∈[0,s]

|xn(r)|q +Mq)ds]
2

+ LqE( sup
z∈[0,t]

∫ t

0
(‖xns ‖

q
D +Mq)dB(s))2

≤ Lq ‖ϕ‖
2q
h + LqE

∫ t

0
( sup
r∈[0,s]

|xn(r)|2q +Mq)ds+ Lq

∫ t

0
[E ‖xns ‖

2q
h +Mq]ds

≤ Lq ‖ϕ‖
2q
h + Lq[

∫ t

0
E sup
z∈[0,s]

|xn(z)|2q ds+Mqt].

Applying the Gronwall inequality then gives

E sup
z∈[0,t]

|xn(t)|2q ≤ Lq,M (‖ϕ‖2qh + t+ et) <∞. (3.4)
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For any t ∈ [0, T ] and T > 0, we deduce from condition (h1) that Fn,δ and Gn,δ are bounded on

every bounded subset Γ of R+ × Ch
Rn . Therefore, by (h1) and (3.4), there exists a constant LT ,

independent of n, such that

∣

∣

∣
Fn,δ(s, xns )

∣

∣

∣
∨
∥

∥

∥
Gn,δ(s, xns )

∥

∥

∥
≤ LT .

Hence for any 0 ≤ z, t ≤ T <∞, we have

sup
n≥1

E |xn(t)− xn(z)|2q

≤ Lqsup
n≥1

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

z
Fn,δ(s, xns )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2q

+ LqEsup
n≥1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

z
Gn,δ(s, xns )dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2q

≤ Lq,T |t− z|q .

(3.5)

This implies that the family of laws of xn(t) is weakly compact. Moreover, property (I) allows us

to establish that the weak limit point of xn(t) as n→ ∞ constitutes a weak solution to the system

(3.1). This proof follows a standard approach; for detailed exposition, refer to Appendix I of [35].

step 2: In the following, we will present the pathwise uniqueness for (3.1). Suppose that two

stochastic processes x(t), y(t) satisfy the following form:







x(t) = ϕ(0) +
∫ t
0 F (s, xs)ds+

∫ t
0 G(s, xs)dB(s),

x0 = ϕ ∈ Ch
Rn ,

and






y(t) = φ(0) +
∫ t
0 F (s, ys)ds+

∫ t
0 G(s, ys)dB(s),

y0 = φ ∈ Ch
Rn .

Without loss of generality, let’s assume ‖ϕ− φ‖h < 1 and δ ∈ (‖ϕ− φ‖h , 1]. Denote

τM = inf
t≥0

{|x(t)| ∨ |y(t)| > M}, τδ = inf
t≥0

{|x(t)− y(t)| > δ},

where M > ‖ϕ‖h ∨ ‖φ‖h. In fact, we claim that the following property holds:

lim
‖ϕ−φ‖h→0

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2) = 0. (3.6)

For the above property, we’re going to apply the contradiction to prove that (3.6) is true. We

assume that (3.6) does not hold, that is, there is a constant ε0 > 0, so that when ‖ϕ− φ‖h → 0,

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2) ≥ ε0. (3.7)
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By Itô formula, Young inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (h3), we obtain

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2)

= |ϕ(0) − φ(0)|2 + E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
[‖G(s, xs)−G(s, ys)‖

2

+ 2 〈F (s, xs)− F (s, ys), x(s)− y(s)〉]ds

+ 2E( sup
z∈[0,t]

∫ z∧τM∧τδ

0
[x(s)− y(s)]′(G(s, xs)−G(s, ys)dB(s))

≤ |ϕ(0) − φ(0)|2 + α1E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|2γ µ2(dθ)ds

+ 2α2E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
[|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 +

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 µ1(dθ)]ds (3.8)

+ 12E[

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∣

∣(x(s)− y(s))′(G(t, xs)−G(t, ys))
∣

∣

2
ds]

1
2

≤ |ϕ(0) − φ(0)|2 + 2α2E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 µ1(dθ)ds

+ 73α1E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|2γ µ2(dθ)ds

+ 2α2E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 ds+

1

2
E( sup

z∈[0,t]
|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|

2).

Noting that ϕ, φ ∈ Ch
Rn and µ1, µ2 ∈ P2γh, by the Fubini theorem and a substitution technique, we

obtain

E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 µi(dθ)ds

= E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ −s

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 µi(dθ)ds

+ E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−s
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 µi(dθ)ds

≤ E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ −s

−∞
e(γ+1)h(s+θ) |x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 e−(γ+1)h(s+θ)µi(dθ)ds (3.9)

+ E

∫ 0

−(t∧τM∧τδ)

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

−θ
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 dsµi(dθ)

≤ ‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1
h

∫ t

0

∫ 0

−∞
e−(γ+1)h(s+θ)µi(dθ)ds+ E

∫ 0

−∞

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 dsµi(dθ)

≤
‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1

h

(γ + 1)h
µ
(γh+h)
i + E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 ds.
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Similarly, we obtain

E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−∞
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|2γ µ2(dθ)ds (3.10)

≤
‖ϕ− φ‖2γh

2γh
µ
(2γh)
2 + E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s)− y(s)|2γ ds.

Substituting (3.9) and (3.10) into (3.8), by Jensen’s inequality we have

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2)

≤ 2 ‖ϕ− φ‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕ− φ‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1

h

+ 146α1

∫ t

0
(E sup

z∈[0,s]
|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|

2)γds (3.11)

+ 8α2

∫ t

0
(E sup

z∈[0,s]
|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|

2)
γ+1
2 ds

:= Π(t).

Let G(t) = t1−2γ

1−2γ . Then G(t) is a monotonically increasing function and limt→0+ G(t) = −∞, i.e.,

G(t) satisfies G(t) > −∞ for any t > 0. Hence

G(ε0) < G(E sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2) < G(Π(t)), (3.12)

then we obtain

G(Π(t)) = G(Π(0)) +

∫ t

0
G′(Π(s))dΠ(s)

= G(2 ‖ϕ− φ‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕ− φ‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1

h )

+

∫ t

0

1

Πγ(s)
·

146α1E sup
z∈[0,s]

(|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2)γ

Πγ(s)
ds

+

∫ t

0

1

Π
3γ−1

2 (s)
·

8α2E sup
z∈[0,s]

(|x(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τM ∧ τδ)|
2)

γ+1
2

Π
γ+1
2 (s)

ds (3.13)

≤ G(2 ‖ϕ− φ‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕ− φ‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1

h )

+

∫ t

0

146α1

Πγ(s)
+

8α2

Π
3γ−1

2 (s)
ds.

By (3.12) and (3.13), we have

G(2 ‖ϕ− φ‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕ− φ‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1

h ) ≥
ε1−2γ
0

1− 2γ
− [

146α1

εγ0
+

8α2

ε
3γ−1

2
0

]t,
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which implies ‖ϕ− φ‖h 6= 0. This contradicts the condition in (3.7). Therefore we use the technique

of contradiction to show that (3.6) holds.

In addition, by (3.4), we obtain that

lim
M→∞

τM = ∞ a.s.

Hence Fatou’s lemma and (3.6) imply

lim
‖ϕ−φ‖h→0

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τδ)|
2) = 0.

Then by the definition of τδ,

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τδ)|
2)

= P(t ≥ τδ)E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τδ)|
2)

+ P(t < τδ)E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τδ)|
2)

≥ P(t ≥ τδ)δ
2.

Hence, by (h1), (3.4) and (3.6) we have

E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z)− y(z)|2)

= E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z)− y(z)|2 χ{t>τδ}) + E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z)− y(z)|2 χ{t≤τδ})

≤ E( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z ∧ τδ)− y(z ∧ τδ)|
2)

= 0,

which implies that when ‖ϕ− φ‖h = 0,

P( sup
z∈[0,t]

|x(z)− y(z)|2 = 0) = 1.

That is, the pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions for system (3.1) is established. Then, applying

the Yamada-Watanabe principle, we conclude the existence of a unique global strong solution for

(3.1). This completes the proof. ✷

Building upon Theorem 3.1, we will conduct a detailed analysis of the existence, uniqueness of

the solution, and other properties of system (2.1) under condition (H1)−(H5). Next, we explore

the properties of the solution to(2.1) using the Galerkin-type approximation technique. To facili-

tate this, we introduce the following definition.
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Definition 3.2. ([36, 42]) We call a continuous {Ft}t≥0-adapted process {u(t)}t∈[0,T ] is a so-

lution of the system (2.1), if {u(t)}t∈[0,T ] satisfying u(t) ∈ Lp([0, T ] × Ω, B) × L2([0, T ] × Ω, U1)

and P-a.s.,







u(t) = ϕ(0) +
∫ t
0 [A(s, u(s)) + f(s, us)]ds+

∫ t
0 g(s, us)dW (s), t ≥ 0,

u(t) = ϕ(t), t ≤ 0.

Theorem 3.3. Consider (2.1). Suppose that the assumptions (H1)−(H5) hold. Then the fol-

lowing statements hold:

1) For any ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
, there exist a unique solution u(t)t∈[0,T ] and segment process ut to (2.1) with

u0 = ϕ;

2) The segment process ut is a time homogeneous Markov process in Ch
U1

and has the Feller prop-

erty.

We begin by applying the Galerkin projection technique to transform the system (2.1) into

a finite-dimensional system. Let’s assume we have orthonormal bases {η1, η2, η3, ...} ⊂ B for U1

and {̺1, ̺2, ̺3, ..., } for U2. Selecting the first k orthonormal bases from each set, we define the

following operators:

Θk
1 : B∗ → Uk

1 := span{η1, η2, ..., ηk}, Θk
2 : U2 → Uk

2 := span{̺1, ̺2, ..., ̺k}.

For any u ∈ B∗ and k ≥ 1, we obtain uk = Θk
1(u) =

∑k
i=1 B∗〈u, ηi〉Bηi and W

k(t) = Θk
2[W (t)] =

∑k
i=1 〈W (t), ̺i〉U2

̺i. Based on the above approximation techniques, we will first analyze the finite-

dimensional equation corresponding to system (2.1) as follows:







duk(t) = Θk
1[(A(t, u(t)) + f(t, ut))]dt+Θk

1[g(t, ut)]dW
k(t),

uk0 = ϕk ∈ Ch,k
U1
,

(3.14)

where

Ch,k
U1

=

{

ϕ ∈ C((−∞, 0];Uk
1 ) : lim

θ→−∞
ehθϕ(θ) = U ∈ Uk

1

}

.

Following Theorem 3.1, under assumptions (H1), (H3), (H4), and (H5), system (3.14) admits a

unique continuous solution uk(t). Next, we proceed to prove Theorem 3.2. Similarly, the proof is

conducted in the following apriori estimates.

Lemma 3.4. (Apriori estimates of the solutions uk(t)) Suppose that (H1), (H2) and
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(H3) hold. Then there exists a constant Lα1,α2,M,T , which is independent of k, such that for any

k ≥ 1 and T ≥ 0,

E sup
z∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+ E sup
z∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥
ukz

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+ E

∫ T

0
[
∥

∥

∥
(A(s, uk(s))

∥

∥

∥

p
p−1

B∗

+
∥

∥

∥
f(s, uks)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+
∥

∥

∥
g(s, uks )

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
+

∥

∥

∥
uk(s)

∥

∥

∥

p

B
]ds

≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h).

proof: By Itô’s formula for (3.14), (H2) and (H3), we have

∥

∥

∥
uk(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

=
∥

∥

∥
ϕk

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+

∫ t

0
[2B∗〈Θk

1(A(s, u
k(s)), uk(s)〉B

+ 2〈Θk
1(f(s, u

k
s), u

k(s)〉U1 +
∥

∥

∥
Θk

1[g(s, u
k
s )]Θ

k
2

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0
〈uk(s),Θk

1 [g(s, u
k
s )]dW

k(s)〉U1 (3.15)

≤
∥

∥

∥
ϕk

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+

∫ t

0
[−α1

∥

∥

∥
uk(s)

∥

∥

∥

p

B
+ 2α2

∥

∥

∥
uk(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+ (2α2
1 + 2α1 + 1)

∥

∥

∥
uks

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+M ]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0
〈uk(s),Θk

1 [g(s, u
k
s )]dW

k(s)〉U1 .

Note
∥

∥

∥
uks

∥

∥

∥

h
≤ ‖ϕ‖h + sup

z∈[0,s]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

U1

. (3.16)

For arbitrary N > 0, let τkN = inf
t≥0

{
∥

∥uk(t)
∥

∥

U1
> N}. According to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy

inequality, Young’s inequality and (3.16), for arbitrary fixed time T we get

E sup
z∈[0,T∧τkN ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

≤ Lα1,M,T (1 +
∥

∥

∥
ϕk

∥

∥

∥

2

h
) + Lα1,α2E

∫ T∧τkN

0
sup

z∈[0,s]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

ds

+ 6E

∫ T∧τkN

0

∥

∥

∥
uk(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

∥

∥

∥
Θk

1 [g(s, u
k
s )]

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
ds (3.17)

≤ Lα1,M,T (1 +
∥

∥

∥
ϕk

∥

∥

∥

2

h
) + Lα1,α2E

∫ T

0
sup

z∈[0,s∧τkN ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

ds

+
1

2
E sup
z∈[0,T∧τkN ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

.

Then by Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

E sup
z∈[0,T∧τkN ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h), (3.18)
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further,

E sup
z∈[0,T∧τkN ]

∥

∥

∥
ukz

∥

∥

∥

2

h
≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h).

In addition, by taking expectations on both sides of (3.15), we derive

E

∫ T∧τkN

0

∥

∥

∥
uk(s)

∥

∥

∥

p

B
ds ≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h), (3.19)

and combining (H2), (H3), (3.18) and (3.19), we obtain

E

∫ T∧τkN

0
[
∥

∥

∥
(A(s, uk(s))

∥

∥

∥

p
p−1

B∗

+
∥

∥

∥
f(s, uks)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+
∥

∥

∥
g(s, uks)

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
]ds

≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h). (3.20)

Taking N → ∞, by the monotone convergence theorem we have

E sup
z∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥
uk(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+ E sup
z∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥
ukz

∥

∥

∥

2

h
+ E

∫ T

0
[
∥

∥

∥
(A(s, uk(s))

∥

∥

∥

p
p−1

B∗

+
∥

∥

∥
f(s, uks)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+
∥

∥

∥
g(s, uks )

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
+

∥

∥

∥
uk(s)

∥

∥

∥

p

B
]ds (3.21)

≤ Lα1,α2,M,T (1 + ‖ϕ‖2h).

✷

Now we give the proof of Theorem 3.3.

proof of Theorem 3.3: Due to the the reflexivity of ‖·‖pB and Lemma 3.4, we may assume that

there exist common subsequences kn such that for n→ ∞:

(1) ukn(t) → u(t) in L2([0, T ] × Ω, U1) and weakly in Lp([0, T ] × Ω, B);

(2) A(t, ukn(t)) → A∗(t) weakly in [Lp([0, T ] × Ω, B)]∗;

(3) f(t, uknt ) → f∗(t) weakly in L2([0, T ] × Ω, U1);

(4) g(t, uknt ) → g∗(t) weakly in L2([0, T ]× Ω,L (U2, U1)).

Then for any v ∈ B and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

∫ t

0
[B∗〈u(s), v〉B ]ds = lim

n→∞
E

∫ t

0
[B∗〈ukn(s), v〉B ]ds

= lim
n→∞

E

∫ t

0
[B∗〈ϕkn(0), v〉B +

∫ s

0
(B∗〈A(z, ukn(z)), v〉B)dz
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+

∫ s

0

〈

f(z, uknz ), v
〉

U1

dz +

∫ s

0
〈v, g(z, uknz )dW (z)〉U1 ]ds

= E

∫ t

0
[B∗〈ϕ(0), v〉B +

∫ s

0
(B∗〈A∗(z), v〉B)dz

+

∫ s

0
〈f∗(z), v〉U1

dz +

∫ s

0
〈v, g∗(z)dW (z)〉U1 ]ds.

Therefore, for any t ∈ [0, T ]







u(t) = ϕ(0) +
∫ t
0 A

∗(s)ds+
∫ t
0 f

∗(s)ds+
∫ t
0 g

∗(s)dW (s), dt× P− a.e.,

u0 = ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
.

(3.22)

In addition, given any given λ ≥ 0 and

ψ(t) ∈ Lp((−∞, T ]× Ω, B) ∩ L2((−∞, T ]× Ω, U1),

where let ψ(θ) = ϕ(θ), θ ∈ (−∞, 0]. Without loss of generality, we assume that

E

∥

∥

∥
uknt − ψt

∥

∥

∥

2

h
≤ 1

for any t ∈ [0, T ].

For any fix T > 0, let

E sup
z∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥
ukn(z) − ψ(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

= εT ≥ 0, (3.23)

then the Itô’s formula yields

Ee−λt
∥

∥

∥
ukn(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

− ‖ϕ(0)‖2U1

= E

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A(s, ukn(s)), ukn(s)〉B + 2〈f(s, ukns ), ukn(s)〉U1

+
∥

∥

∥
g(s, ukns )

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
− λ

∥

∥

∥
ukn(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

]ds

≤ E

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A(s, ukn(s))−A(s, ψ(s)), ukn (s)− ψ(s)〉B + λ ‖ψ(s)‖2U1

(3.24)

+ 2〈f(s, ukns )− f(s, ψs), u
kn(s)− ψ(s)〉U1 +

∥

∥

∥
g(s, ukns )− g(s, ψs)

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)

− λ
∥

∥

∥
ukn(s)− ψ(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+ 2B∗〈A(s, ψ(s)), ukn(s)〉B + 2〈f(s, ψs), u
kn(s)〉U1

+ 2B∗〈A(s, ukn(s))−A(s, ψ(s)), ψ(s)〉B + 2〈f(s, ukns )− f(s, ψs), ψ(s)〉U1

+ 2〈g(s, ukns ), g(s, ψs)〉L (U2,U1) − ‖g(s, ψs)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

− 2λ〈ukn(s), ψ(s)〉U1 ]ds,

where ψs =: {ψ(s + θ), θ ∈ (−∞, 0]}. Then by (3.24) and Lemma 3.4, there exists a sufficiently

large constant MT such that E ‖ψ(z)‖2U1
≤MT .
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By (H4) and (H5), we have

Ξ(t) : = E

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A(s, ukn(s))−A(s, ψ(s)), ukn(s)− ψ(s)〉B − λ

∥

∥

∥
ukn(s)− ψ(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

+ 2〈f(s, ukns )− f(s, ψs), u
kn(s)− ψ(s)〉U1 +

∥

∥

∥
g(s, ukns )− g(s, ψs)

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
]ds

≤ E

∫ t

0
e−λs[Lα1,α2,M,T (

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

β+1

h
+

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

γ+1

h
+

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

2γ

h
)

− λ
∥

∥

∥
ukn(z)− ψ(z)

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

]ds.

In fact, we can claim that Ξ(t) ≤ 0. The reasons are as follows:

(a) If εT = 0, which implies ukn(s) = ψ(s) and ukns = ψs, i.e., Ξ(t) = 0, P− a.e.;

(b) If εT ∈ (0, 1], by Jensen’s inequality, we have

E

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

α+1

h
∨ E

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

γ+1

h
∨ E

∥

∥

∥
ukns − ψs

∥

∥

∥

2γ

h
≤ 1.

Hence for λ sufficiently large, Π(t) ≤ 0, P− a.e.

Hence, for given any nonnegative function κ ∈ L∞([0, T ],R) and letting n → ∞, it follows from

(3.24) that

E

∫ T

0
κ(t)[e−λt ‖u(t)‖2U1

− ‖ϕ(0)‖2U1
]dt

≤ E

∫ T

0
κ(t)

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A(s, ψ(s)), u(s)〉B + 2〈f(s, ψs), u(s)〉U1

+ 2B∗〈A∗(s)−A(s, ψ(s)), ψ(s)〉B + 2〈f∗(s)− f(s, ψs), ψ(s)〉U1 (3.25)

+ 2〈g∗(s), g(s, ψs)〉L (U2,U1) − ‖g(s, ψs)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

− 2λ〈u(s), ψ(s)〉U1 + λ ‖ψ(s)‖2U1
]dsdt.

By Itô’s formula to e−λt ‖u(t)‖2U1
− ‖ϕ(0)‖2U1

, we have

E

∫ T

0
κ(t)

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A∗(s)−A(s, ψ(s)), u(s) − ψ(s)〉B − λ ‖u(s)− ψ(s)‖2U1

+ 2〈f∗(s)− f(s, ψs), u(s)− ψ(s)〉U1 + ‖g∗(s)− g(s, ψs)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

]dsdt (3.26)

≤ 0.

First, taking ψ(t) = u(t) for t ≥ 0 implies that g∗(t) = g(t, ut). In addition, let ψ = u−εκ∗y where

κ∗ ∈ L∞((−∞, T ],R), κ∗(θ) = 0 for θ ∈ (−∞, 0], ε > 0 and y ∈ B, then we have

E

∫ T

0
κ(t)

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A∗(s)−A(s, u(s)− εκ∗(s)y), εκ∗(s)y〉B
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+ 2〈f∗(s)− f(s, us − εκ∗sy), εκ
∗(s)y〉U1 − λ ‖εκ∗(s)y‖2U1

]dsdt

≤ 0.

Similarly, the converse follows by taking κ∗(s) = −κ∗(s), and finally according to Lebesgue’s

dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that when ε→ 0,

E

∫ T

0
κ(t)

∫ t

0
e−λs[2B∗〈A∗(s)−A(s, u(s)), κ∗(s)y〉B

+ 2〈f∗(s)− f(s, us), κ
∗(s)y〉U1 ]dsdt

= 0,

which concludes A∗(t) = A(t, u(t)) and f∗(t) = f(t, ut), i.e., it suffices to prove that

A∗ = A(·, u(·)), f∗ = f(·, u(·)), g∗ = g(·, u(·)), dt× P− a.e.

By (3.22) and Definition 3.2, this completes the existence proof, i.e.,







u(t) = ϕ(0) +
∫ t
0 A(s, u(s))ds+

∫ t
0 f(s, us)ds+

∫ t
0 g(s, us)dW (s), dt× P− a.e.,

u0 = ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
.

The uniqueness of (2.1) follows from the Itô formula, (H4), (H5) and step 2 of Theorem 3.1.

In addition, the proof of the time homogeneity, the Markov and the Feller proper is again quite

standard. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [35], we thus omit the details. This completes

this proof of Theorem 3.3. ✷

Remark 3.5. Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 address two distinct classes of stochastic functional differential

equations: one involving infinite delay in finite dimensions, and the other in infinite dimensions.

Our investigation centers on proving the existence and uniqueness of solutions under the condition

that the coefficients exhibit low regularity, specifically adhering to Hölder continuity. Moreover, for

finite delay, we demonstrate that analogous results can be achieved by setting h = 0 and adjusting

the proof accordingly. This adjustment results in a more succinct derivation of the outcomes.

Fix τ ∈ (0,+∞), which will be referred to as the delay and let H := C([−τ, 0];U1) with the

norm ‖ϕ‖h = sup
−τ≤θ≤0

‖ϕ(θ)‖U1
is regarded as a space of all continuous functions from [−τ, 0] into

U1. Consider the following SFPDEs with finite delay







du(t) = (A(t, u(t)) + f(t, ut)dt+ g(t, ut)dW (t),

u0 = ϕ ∈ H,
(3.27)
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where ut = ut(θ) =: {u(t + θ), θ ∈ [−τ, 0]} and f : R × H → U1, g : R × H → L (U2, U1) are two

continuous mappings. We denote by U0 the set of probability measures on [−τ, 0], namely, for any

ν ∈ U0,
∫ 0
−τ ν(dθ) = 1. For system (3.27), to investigate the existence and uniqueness of solutions

under the Hölder condition, it is necessary to adjust (H5) as described below:

(H5’) For f and g, there be constant α1, α2 and ν ∈ U0, such that for all ϕ, φ ∈ H

〈f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉U1
≤ α2[‖ϕ(0)− φ(0)‖γ+1

U1
+

∫ 0

−τ
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖γ+1

U1
ν(dθ)],

‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖2
L (U2,U1)

≤ α1

∫ 0

−τ
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2γU1

ν(dθ).

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that the assumptions (H1)−(H4) and (H5’) hold. Then (3.27) has a

unique solution u(t)t∈[0,T ] and segment process ut for any initial data with u0 = ϕ ∈ H.

For the proof of Theorem 3.6, the critical steps involve modifying part one from (3.3) to

‖xns ‖h = sup
−τ<θ≤0

|xn(s+ θ)|

≤ sup
−τ<r≤s

|xn(r)|

≤ sup
−τ<r≤0

|xn(r)|+ sup
0≤r≤s

|xn(r)|

≤ ‖ϕ‖h + sup
r∈[0,s]

|xn(r)| ,

and part two from (3.9) to

E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0

∫ 0

−τ
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 ν(dθ)ds

= E

∫ 0

−τ

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s+ θ)− y(s+ θ)|γ+1 dsν(dθ)

≤ E

∫ 0

−τ

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

−τ
|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 dsν(dθ)

≤ ‖ϕ− φ‖γ+1
h + E

∫ t∧τM∧τδ

0
|x(s)− y(s)|γ+1 ds.

The remainder of the proof follows a procedure similar to the aforementioned proofs of Theorems

3.1 and 3.3; thus, we omit these specific details.

For the following systems without time delay






du(t) = (A(t, u(t)) + f(t, u(t))dt+ g(t, u(t))dW (t),

u(0) = u0 ∈ U1,
(3.28)
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it is necessary to adjust (H2) and (H4) as described below:

(H2’) (Growth) For A, there exist constant α1,M > 0 for all t ∈ R
+ and u ∈ B such that

‖A(t, u)‖
p

p−1

B∗ ≤ α1 ‖u‖
p
B +M,

and for the continuous functions f , g, there exist constant α1 and M for all t ∈ R
+ and u ∈ U1

such that

‖f(t, u)‖U1
∨ ‖g(t, u)‖

L (U2,U1)
≤ α1 ‖u‖U1

+M.

(H4’) There exist constants β ∈ (0, 1] and γ ∈ (0, 1] such that the map A satisfies, for all t ∈ R
+

and u, v ∈ B

2B∗〈A(t, u) −A(t, v), u − v〉B ≤ α1 ‖u− v‖β+1
U1

,

and the functions f , g satisfy, for all t ∈ R
+ and u, v ∈ U1 with ‖u‖U1

∨ ‖v‖U1
≤M ,

‖f(t, u)− f(t, v)‖U1
∨ ‖g(t, u) − g(t, v)‖

L (U2,U1)
≤ LM ‖u− v‖γU1

.

Theorem 3.7. Consider (3.28). Suppose that the assumptions (H1), (H2’), (H3) and (H4’)

hold. Then (3.28) has a unique solution u(t)t∈[0,T ] for any initial data with u(0) = u0 ∈ U1.

Similarly, the proof of Theorem 3.7 follows a procedure akin to the aforementioned proofs of

Theorems 3.1 and 3.3; therefore, we omit these particular details.

4. The averaging principle of SFPDEs with Hölder coefficients

Consider the following SFPDEs with infinite delay







duε(t) = (A(uε(t)) + f( tε , u
ε
t )dt+ g( tε , u

ε
t )dW (t),

u0 = ϕε ∈ Ch
U1
,

(4.1)

where ε ∈ (0, 1]. Let f ε(t, ϕ) = f( tε , ϕ) and g
ε(t, ϕ) = g( tε , ϕ), then (4.1) can be written as







duε(t) = (A(uε(t)) + f ε(t, , uεt )dt+ gε(t, , uεt )dW (t),

u0 = ϕε ∈ Ch
U1
.

(4.2)

In order to conduct a more thorough analysis of the averaging principle applied to systems (4.2)

with Hölder coefficients, it is imperative to introduce the following assumption:
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(H6) There exist functions Φ1, Φ2 and f∗ ∈ C(Ch
U1
, U1), g

∗ ∈ C(Ch
U1
,L (U2, U1)) such that for

any t ≥ 0, r > 0 and ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
,

1

r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t+r

t
[f(s, ϕ)− f∗(ϕ)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

≤ Φ1(r)(‖ϕ‖h +M),

1

r

∫ t+r

t
‖g(s, ϕ) − g∗(ϕ)‖2

L (U2,U1)
ds ≤ Φ2(r)(‖ϕ‖

2
h +M),

where Φi is decreasing, positive bounded functions and limr→∞Φi(r) = 0 for i = 1, 2.

Now we consider the following averaged equation







du(t) = (A(u(t)) + f∗(ut)dt+ g∗(ut)dW (t),

u0 = ϕ∗ ∈ Ch
U1
.

(4.3)

Theorem 4.1. Consider (4.3). If A, f and g satisfy (H1)−(H6), the following statement holds:

for any ϕ∗ ∈ Ch
U1
, there exist a unique solution u∗(t)t∈[0,T ] and segment process u∗t to (4.3) with

u∗0 = ϕ∗.

proof: By Theorem 3.2, we only need to verify that assumptions (H3)−(H5) hold for the coeffi-

cients f , g. Then under the assumption (H6) we have

‖f∗(ϕ)‖U1
=

∥

∥

∥

∥

lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ t+r

t
f(s, ϕ)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

≤ α1 ‖ϕ‖R +M,

and

‖f∗(ϕ) − f∗(φ)‖U1
≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

f∗(ϕ)− lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, ϕ)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

f∗(φ)− lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, φ)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, ϕ)ds− lim

r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, φ)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

≤ Φ1(r)(‖ϕ‖h +M) + Φ1(r)(‖φ‖h +M) + LM ‖ϕ− φ‖γh ,

and let r → ∞, we obtain for all ϕ, φ ∈ Ch
U1

with ‖ϕ‖h ∨ ‖φ‖h ≤M ,

‖f∗(ϕ)− f∗(φ)‖U1
≤ LM ‖ϕ− φ‖γh .

The case of g∗ is similar.

For the assumption (H5), we have for any ϕ, φ ∈ Ch
U1
,

〈f∗(ϕ)− f∗(φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉U1

≤

〈

f∗(ϕ)− lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, ϕ)ds, ϕ(0) − φ(0)

〉

U1

−

〈

f∗(φ)− lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, φ)ds, ϕ(0) − φ(0)

〉

U1
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+

〈

lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, ϕ)ds− lim

r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
f(s, φ)ds, ϕ(0) − φ(0)

〉

U1

≤ Φ1(r)(‖ϕ‖h + ‖φ‖h +M) ‖ϕ− φ‖h + α2[‖ϕ(0)− φ(0)‖γ+1
U1

+

∫ 0

−∞
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖γ+1

U1
µ1(dθ)],

and

‖g∗(ϕ) − g∗(φ)‖2
L (U2,U1)

= lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
‖g∗(ϕ)− g∗(φ)‖2

L (U2,U1)
ds

≤ lim
r→∞

1

r

∫ r

0
[‖g∗(ϕ) − g(t, ϕ)‖2

L (U2,U1)
+ ‖g∗(φ)− g(t, φ)‖2

L (U2,U1)

+ ‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖2
L (U2,U1)

]ds

≤ Φ1(r)(‖ϕ‖h + ‖φ‖h +M) + α1

∫ 0

−∞
‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2γU1

µ2(dθ).

Similarly, let r → ∞, then the coefficients f , g satisfy assumption (H5). This completes the proof.

✷

For any given function Ψ, define a piecewise function Ψ̂ such that

Ψ̂(t) =



































Ψ(t) t < 0,

Ψ(0) t ∈ [0, d),

... ...

Ψ(kd) t ∈ [kd, (k + 1)d),

... ...

(4.4)

where k ∈ N
+ and d be a fixed constant. To delve deeper into the long-term asymptotic behavior

of systems (4.2) and (4.3), it is imperative to introduce the ensuing lemma:

Lemma 4.2. If A, f and g satisfy (H1)−(H6), the following statements hold: for any T > 0

and ϕε, ϕ∗ ∈ Ch
U1
,

(1)

E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s;ϕε)− ûε(s;ϕε)‖2U1

ds ≤ LT (‖ϕ
ε‖2h + 1)d

1
2 ,

and

E

∫ T

0
‖u∗(s;ϕ∗)− û∗(s;ϕ∗)‖2U1

ds ≤ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + 1)d

1
2 ;

(2)

E

∫ T

0
‖uεs(ϕ

ε)− ûεs(ϕ
ε)‖2h ds ≤ LT (‖ϕ

ε‖2h + 1)d
1
2 ,
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and

E

∫ T

0
‖u∗s(ϕ

∗)− û∗s(ϕ
∗)‖2h ds ≤ LT (‖ϕ

∗‖2h + 1)d
1
2 ,

where uε(s;ϕε) (uεs(ϕ
ε)) is the solution(the solution map) of (4.2) with the initial value uε0 = ϕε

and u∗(s;ϕ∗) (u∗s(ϕ
∗)) is the solution(the solution map) of (4.3) with the initial value u∗0 = ϕ∗.

proof of (1): Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [11], the above results can be obtained

by (H1)−(H6), (3.21), Itô formula, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Young’s inequality.

proof of (2): By (4.4), we obtain

E

∫ T

0
‖uεs(ϕ

ε)− ûεs(ϕ
ε)‖2h ds

= E

∫ T

0
sup

θ∈(−∞,0]
e2hθ ‖uε(s + θ;ϕε)− ûε(s + θ;ϕε)‖2U1

ds

≤ E sup
θ∈(−∞,0]

∫ T+θ

θ
‖uε(z;ϕε)− ûε(z;ϕε)‖2U1

dz (4.5)

≤ E sup
θ∈(−∞,0]

∫ 0

θ
‖uε(z;ϕε)− ûε(z;ϕε)‖2U1

dz + E

∫ T

0
‖uε(z;ϕε)− ûε(z;ϕε)‖2U1

dz

≤ LT (‖ϕ
ε‖2h + 1)d

1
2 .

It follows from the same steps as (4.5) that

E

∫ T

0
‖u∗s(ϕ

∗)− û∗s(ϕ
∗)‖2h ds ≤ LT (‖ϕ

∗‖2h + 1)d
1
2 .

✷

Now we establish the following the averaging principle of SFPDEs with infinite delay and Hölder

coefficients.

Theorem 4.3. Consider (4.2) and (4.3). Suppose that the assumptions (H1)-(H6) hold. For

any initial values ϕε, ϕ∗ ∈ Ch
U1

and T > 0, assume further that limε→0 E ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h = 0. Then we

have

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
= 0. (4.6)

proof: Applying Itô formula formula to uε(t;ϕε) − u∗(t;ϕ∗), by (H3), Young inequality and

Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we have

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
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= ‖ϕε(0)− ϕ∗(0)‖2U1
+ E sup

t∈[0,T ]
{

∫ t

0
[2B∗〈A(uε(s))−A(u∗(s)), uε(s)− u∗(s)〉B

+ 2〈f ε(s, uεs)− f∗(u∗s), u
ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1 + ‖gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0
〈uε(s)− u∗(s), [gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)]dW (s)〉U1

}

≤ ‖ϕε(0)− ϕ∗(0)‖2U1
+

∫ T

0
[2α1E ‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖β+1

U1
ds+

1

2
E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
2〈f ε(s, uεs)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1 + 73 ‖gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

]ds,

which implies

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
≤ 2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h + E

∫ T

0
[4α1 ‖u

ε(s)− u∗(s)‖β+1
U1

+ 146 ‖gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

]dsds (4.7)

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
4〈f ε(s, uεs)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1 .

For the drift coefficient,

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, uεs)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds

≤ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, uεs)− f ε(s, u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds (4.8)

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds

:= f1 + f2.

By (H5) and (3.9), we have

f1 = E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, uεs)− f ε(s, u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds

≤ α2[E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖γ+1

U1
ds

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0

∫ 0

−∞
‖uε(s+ θ)− u∗(s+ θ)‖γ+1

U1
µ1(dθ)ds] (4.9)

≤ α2[2

∫ T

0
E ‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖γ+1

U1
ds+

‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1
h

(γ + 1)h
µ
(γh+h)
1 ].

For f2,

f2 = E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds
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≤ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− ûε(s)〉U1ds

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds (4.10)

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

∗(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds

:= f12 + f22 + f32.

By (H3), (3.21), (4.4), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 4.2, we get

f12 = E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− ûε(s)〉U1ds

≤ E

∫ T

0
[‖f ε(s, u∗s)‖U1

+ ‖f∗(u∗s)‖U1
] ‖uε(s)− ûε(s)‖U1

ds (4.11)

≤ (E

∫ T

0
2α1(‖u

∗
s‖

2
U1

+M)ds)
1
2 (E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)− ûε(s)‖2U1

ds)
1
2

≤ LT,α1,M(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)d
1
4 .

Similarly, for f32,

f32 = E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

∗(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds (4.12)

≤ LT,α1,M(‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)d
1
4 .

Next, the key problem is to estimate f22:

f22 = E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds

≤ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f ε(s, û∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, û∗s)− f∗(û∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds (4.13)

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f∗(û∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds

:= f
2,1
2 + f

2,2
2 + f

2,3
2 .

By (H4), (3.21), (4.4), Hölder’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality, Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we

get

f
2,1
2 = E sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, u∗s)− f ε(s, û∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds
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≤ E

∫ T

0
‖f ε(s, u∗s)− f ε(s, û∗s)‖U1

‖ûε(s)− û∗(s)‖U1
ds

≤ LTE

∫ T

0
‖u∗s − û∗s‖

γ
h ‖û

ε(s)− û∗(s)‖U1
ds (4.14)

≤ LT (E

∫ T

0
‖u∗s − û∗s‖

2
h ds)

γ
2 (

∫ T

0
E ‖ûε(s)− û∗(s)‖

2
2−γ

U1
ds)

2−γ
2

≤ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + 1)d

γ
4 (

∫ T

0
[E ‖ûε(s)‖2U1

+ E ‖û∗(s)‖2U1
]

1
2−γ ds)

2−γ
2

≤ LT,γ(‖ϕ
∗‖2h + ‖ϕε‖2h + 1)d

γ
4 .

Similarly, for f2,32 ,

f
2,3
2 = E sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f∗(û∗s)− f∗(u∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds

≤ LT,γ(‖ϕ
∗‖2h + ‖ϕε‖2h + 1)d

γ
4 . (4.15)

In the following step, we will use the time discretization technique to deal with f
2,2
2 . Let [t] denote

the integer part of t, then note that

f
2,2
2 = E sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, û∗s)− f∗(û∗s), û

ε(s)− û∗(s)〉U1ds

= E sup
t∈[0,T ]

[ td ]−1
∑

n=0

∫ (n+1)d

nd
〈f ε(s, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd), u

ε(nd)− u∗(nd)〉U1ds

+

∫ t

[ td ]d
〈f ε(s, u∗[t/d]d)− f∗(u∗[t/d]d), u

ε([t/d] d)− u∗([t/d] d)〉U1ds

≤ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

[ td ]−1
∑

n=0

∫ (n+1)d

nd
‖f ε(s, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)‖U1

‖uε(nd)− u∗(nd)‖U1
ds

+ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + ‖ϕε‖2h + 1)d (4.16)

≤

[Td ]−1
∑

n=0

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫ (n+1)d

nd
f ε(s, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2 (

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫ (n+1)d

nd
uε(nd)− u∗(nd)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2

+ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + ‖ϕε‖2h + 1)d

≤
T

d
max

0≤n≤[T/d]−1,n∈N+
(

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫ (n+1)d

nd
f ε(s, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2 · LT (‖ϕ

ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)

+ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + ‖ϕε‖2h + 1)d,

where

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫ (n+1)d

nd
f ε(s, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2
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= (

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫ (n+1)d

nd
f(
s

ε
, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2 (4.17)

≤ ε(

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

∫
(n+1)d

ε

nd
ε

f(z, u∗nd)− f∗(u∗nd)dz

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

U1

)
1
2

≤ dΦ1(
d

ε
)(‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1).

Substituting (4.17) into (4.16) gives

f
2,2
2 ≤ LT (‖ϕ

ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)(Φ1(
d

ε
) + d). (4.18)

Hence substituting (4.9)-(4.17) into (4.8) implies

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
〈f ε(s, uεs)− f∗(u∗s), u

ε(s)− u∗(s)〉U1ds

≤ 2α2

∫ T

0
E ‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖γ+1

U1
ds+

α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h (4.19)

+ LT (‖ϕ
ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)(Φ1(

d

ε
) + d+ d

γ
4 + d

1
4 ).

For the diffusion coefficient,

E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

≤ E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, uεs)− gε(s, u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds+ E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, u∗s)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds (4.20)

:= g1 + g2.

By (H5) and (3.9), we have

g1 = E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, uεs)− gε(s, u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

≤ α1E

∫ T

0

∫ 0

−∞
‖uε(s+ θ)− u∗(s+ θ)‖2γU1

µ1(dθ)ds (4.21)

≤ α1[

∫ T

0
E ‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖2γU1

ds+
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh

2γh
µ
(2γh)
2 ],

and

g2 = E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, u∗s)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

≤ E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, u∗s)− gε(s, û∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds+ E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, û∗s)− g∗(û∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds (4.22)
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+ E

∫ T

0
‖g∗(û∗s)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

:= g
2,1
2 + g

2,2
2 + g

2,3
2 .

Then by (H4), (3.21), Hölder’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 4.2, we have

g
2,1
2 = E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, u∗s)− gε(s, û∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

≤ LTE

∫ T

0
‖u∗s − û∗s‖

2γ
h ds (4.23)

≤ LT (E

∫ T

0
‖u∗s − û∗s‖

2
h ds)

γ

≤ LT (1 + ‖ϕ∗‖2h)d
γ
2 .

Similarly, for g2,32 ,

g
2,3
2 = E

∫ T

0
‖g∗(û∗s)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds (4.24)

≤ LT (1 + ‖ϕ∗‖2h)d
γ
2 .

Then, we will use the time discretization technique to deal with g
2,2
2 :

g
2,2
2 = E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, û∗s)− g∗(û∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

= E

[Td ]−1
∑

n=0

∫ (n+1)d

nd
‖gε(s, u∗nd)− g∗(u∗nd)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds

+ E

∫ T

[Td ]d

∥

∥

∥
gε(s, u∗[T/d]d)− g∗(u∗[T/d]d)

∥

∥

∥

2

L (U2,U1)
ds

≤ ε

[Td ]−1
∑

n=0

E

∫
(n+1)d

ε

nd
ε

‖g(z, u∗nd)− g∗(u∗nd)‖
2
L (U2,U1)

dz (4.25)

+ Lα1,M (1 + E

∫ T

[Td ]d

∥

∥

∥
u∗[T/d]d

∥

∥

∥

2

h
)ds

≤

[Td ]−1
∑

n=0

dΦ2(
d

ε
)(‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1) + LT (‖ϕ

∗‖2h + 1)d

≤ LT (‖ϕ
∗‖2h + 1)[d+Φ2(

d

ε
)].

In conclusion, by (4.21)-(4.25), we obtain

E

∫ T

0
‖gε(s, uεs)− g∗(u∗s)‖

2
L (U2,U1)

ds
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≤ α1

∫ T

0
E ‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖2γU1

ds+
α1µ

(2γh)
2

2γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh (4.26)

+ LT (‖ϕ
ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ2(

d

ε
) + d+ d

γ
2 ].

Substituting (4.16)-(4.26) into (4.7) implies

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1

≤ 2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖

(γ+1)
h

+ 4α1E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖β+1

U1
ds+ 146α1E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖2γU1

ds

+ 8α2E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)− u∗(s)‖γ+1

U1
ds+ LT (‖ϕ

ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(
d

ε
) + Φ2(

d

ε
) + d+ d

1
4 + d

γ
2 + d

γ
4 ].

Let d = ε
1
2 , then by Jensen’s inequality we have

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1

≤ 2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h

+ 4α1

∫ T

0
(E sup

z∈[0,s]
‖uε(z)− u∗(z)‖2U1

)
β+1
2 ds+ 8α2

∫ T

0
(E sup

z∈[0,s]
‖uε(z)− u∗(z)‖2U1

)
γ+1
2 ds

+ 146α1

∫ T

0
(E sup

z∈[0,s]
‖uε(z) − u∗(z)‖2U1

)γds+ L(T )(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]

:= Γ(T ).

To facilitate subsequent proof, at this juncture, we regard L(T ) as a function with respect to T .

In fact, from the preceding proof, it can be deduced that L(T ) is continuous and L(0) ≤ M .

Therefore, we’re going to apply reductio ad absurdum to prove that (4.6) is true. We assume that

(4.6) does not hold, that is, there is a constant ǫ0 > 0, so that when ε→ 0,

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
≥ ǫ0.

Hence, for any fixed T > 0,

G(ǫ0) ≤ G(E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
) ≤ G(Γ(T )), (4.27)

further

G(Γ(T )) = G(Γ(0)) +

∫ T

0
G′(Γ(s))dΓ(s)

31



≤ G(2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h

+M(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ])

+

∫ T

0

1

Γ
4γ−β−1

2 (s)
·

4α1(E sup
z∈[0,s]

‖uε(z;ϕε)− u∗(z;ϕ∗)‖2U1
)
β+1
2

Γ
β+1
2 (s)

ds

+

∫ T

0

1

Γ
3γ−1

2 (s)
·

8α2(E sup
z∈[0,s]

‖uε(z;ϕε)− u∗(z;ϕ∗)‖2U1
)
γ+1
2

Γ
γ+1
2 (s)

ds

+

∫ T

0

1

Γγ(s)
·

146α1(E sup
z∈[0,s]

‖uε(z;ϕε)− u∗(z;ϕ∗)‖2U1
)γ

Γγ(s)
ds

+

∫ T

0

L′(s)(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]

Γ2γ(s)
ds (4.28)

≤ G(2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h

+M(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]) +

∫ T

0
[

4α1

Γ
4γ−β−1

2 (s)
+

8α2

Γ
3γ−1

2 (s)

+
146α1

Γγ(s)
]ds+

∫ T

0

L′(s)(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]

ǫ2γ0
ds

≤ G(2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h

+M(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]) +

4α1T

ǫ
4γ−β−1

2
0

+
8α2T

ǫ
3γ−1

2
0

+
146α1T

ǫγ0
+

(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ]

ǫ2γ0
(L(T )− L(0)).

By (4.27) and (4.28), we obtain

G(2 ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h +
73α1µ

(2γh)
2

γh
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2γh +

4α2µ
(γh+h)
1

(γ + 1)h
‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖γ+1

h

+M(‖ϕε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1)[Φ1(ε
− 1

2 ) + Φ2(ε
− 1

2 ) + ε
γ
8 ])

≥
ǫ1−2γ
0

1− 2γ
− Lα1,α2,ǫ0,β,γ,T (‖ϕ

ε‖2h + ‖ϕ∗‖2h + 1).

This contradicts ε→ 0 by the condition of limε→0 E ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h = 0 and the property of functions

G, Φ1, Φ2. Therefore we use the technique of contradiction to show that (4.6) holds. This completes

the proof. ✷
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Remark 4.4. Likewise, we emphasize that the methods and conclusions in the paper are also

applicable to corresponding models with finite delay and without delay, with slight adjustments to

the conditions.

Consider the following SFPDEs with finite delay







duε(t) = (A(uε(t)) + f( tε , u
ε
t )dt+ g( tε , u

ε
t )dW (t),

u0 = ϕε ∈ H,
(4.29)

where ε ∈ (0, 1].

(H6’) There exist functions Φ1, Φ2 and f∗ ∈ C(H, U1), g
∗ ∈ C(H,L (U2, U1)) such that for

any t ≥ 0, r > 0 and ϕ ∈ Ch
U1
,

1

r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t+r

t
[f(s, ϕ)− f∗(ϕ)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

≤ Φ1(r)(‖ϕ‖h +M),

1

r

∫ t+r

t
‖g(s, ϕ) − g∗(ϕ)‖2

L (U2,U1)
ds ≤ Φ2(r)(‖ϕ‖

2
h +M).

For the following averaged equation







du(t) = (A(u(t)) + f∗(ut)dt+ g∗(ut)dW (t),

u0 = ϕ∗ ∈ H,
(4.30)

we have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5. Consider (4.29) and (4.30). Suppose that the assumptions (H1)−(H4) and

(H5’)-(H6’) hold. For any initial values ϕε, ϕ∗ ∈ H and T > 0, assume further that

lim
ε→0

E ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h = 0.

Then we have

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2U1
= 0,

where uε(s;ϕε) is the solution of (4.29) and u∗(s;ϕ∗) is the solution of (4.30).

For the following SPDEs:







duε(t) = (A(uε(t)) + f( tε , u
ε(t))dt+ g( tε , u

ε(t))dW (t),

u(0) = uε0 ∈ U1,
(4.31)
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let ε ∈ (0, 1].

(H7) There exist functions Φ1, Φ2 and f∗ ∈ C(U1, U1), g
∗ ∈ C(U1,L (U2, U1)) such that for

any t ≥ 0, r > 0 and u ∈ U1,

1

r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t+r

t
[f(s, u)− f∗(u)]ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

U1

≤ Φ1(r)(‖u‖U1
+M),

1

r

∫ t+r

t
‖g(s, u)− g∗(u)‖2

L (U2,U1)
ds ≤ Φ2(r)(‖u‖

2
U1

+M).

For the following averaged equation







du(t) = (A(u(t)) + f∗(u(t))dt+ g∗(u(t))dW (t),

u(0) = u∗0 ∈ U1,
(4.32)

we have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.6. Consider (4.29) and (4.30). Suppose that the assumptions (H1), (H2’), (H3),

(H4’) and (H7) hold. For any initial values uε0, u
∗
0 ∈ U1 and T > 0, assume further that

limε→0 E ‖uε0 − u∗0‖
2
U1

= 0. Then we have

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;uε0)− u∗(t;u∗0)‖
2
U1

= 0,

where uε(t;uε0) is the solution of (4.31) and u∗(t;u∗0) is the solution of (4.32).

The proof of Theorem 4.5 and 4,6 follows a procedure akin to the aforementioned proofs of

Theorems 4.3; therefore, we omit these particular details.

5. Applications

This section aims to substantiate the validity of our principal findings by applying them to

stochastic generalized porous media equations and stochastic reaction diffusion equations. It is

notable that our focus in this illustration primarily centers on the additive and multiplicative

noise. Consider D ⊂ R
n(n ∈ N) as an open bounded subset, with −∆ governed by Dirichlet

boundary conditions.

Consider the stochastic generalized porous media equation:











du = [∆(|u|q−2 + u) + ξ1(
t

ε
)f(u)]dt+ ξ2(

t

ε
)g(u)dW (t),

u(0) = uε0 ∈W 1,2
0 (D),

. (5.1)

34



where 0 < ε ≪ 1 and W is a standard real-valued Wiener process and q > 2. We require

both functions ξ1 and ξ2 to be positively bounded, meaning there exists a constant M such that

|ξi(t)| ≤M for any t ∈ R
+ and i = 1, 2.

Assume that f and g satisfy (H2’) and (H4’), then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let u∗ be the unique stationary solution of the following averaged equation:







du = [∆(|u|q−2 + u) + ξ∗1f(u)]dt+ ξ∗2g(u)dW (t),

u(0) = u∗0 ∈W 1,2
0 (D),

.

where ξ∗i = limT→∞
1
T

∫ t+T
t ξi(s)ds for any t ∈ R

+ and i = 1, 2. Then assume further that

limε→0 E ‖uε0 − u∗0‖
2
W 1,2

0
= 0, we have

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;uε0)− u∗(t;u∗0)‖
2
W 1,2

0
= 0,

for any T > 0.

proof Let B = Lq(D), U1 =W 1,2
0 (D) and

V ∗〈A(u), v〉V := −

∫

D
u(x) |u(x)|q−2 v(x)dx− a

∫

D
u(x)v(x)dx,

for u, v ∈ B, which implies that B ⊂ U1 = U∗
1 ⊂ B∗. Then, according to Theorem 6.3 in

Reference [11], the operator A(u) = ∆(|u|q−2 + u) satisfies conditions (H1), (H2’) and (H3) with

Hölder exponent β = 1 (In fact, at this point, the operator A satisfies the monotonicity condition).

Therefore, according to Theorem 4.6, we can derive the the first Bogolyubov theorem.

For the specific form of the diffusion and drift coefficients, for example, let

f(u) = sin
√

|u|, g(u) = cos
√

|u|,

for any u ∈ U1. Then it is easy to check that f and g satisfy the Assumption (H4’) with Hölder

exponent γ = 1
2 .

For the stochastic reaction diffusion equations with infinite delay:










du(t) = [∆u− u |u|q−2 + ξ1(
t

ε
)f(ut)]dt+ gdW (t),

u0 = ϕε ∈ Ch
L2(D),

.

let W is a one-dimensional two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on B = H1,2
0 (D) ∩

Lq(D) and g ∈ L (B,L2(D)). Assume that f satisfies (H2), (H4) and (H5), then we have the
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following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Let u∗ be the unique stationary solution of the following averaged equation:






du(t) = [∆u− u |u|q−2 + ξ∗1f(ut)]dt+ gdW (t),

u0 = ϕ∗ ∈ Ch
L2(D).

.

Then assume further that limε→0 E ‖ϕε − ϕ∗‖2h = 0, we have

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uε(t;ϕε)− u∗(t;ϕ∗)‖2L2 = 0,

for any T > 0.

proof Let B = H1,2
0 (D) ∩ Lq(D), U1 = L2(D) and according to Theorem 6.1 in [11], the op-

erator A(u) = ∆u − u |u|q−2 satisfies conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) with Hölder exponent

β = 1. Therefore, according to Theorem 4.3, we can derive the aforementioned conclusion.

For the specific form of f , for example, let

f(ϕ) = cos
√

|ϕ(0)| +

∫ 0

−∞

√

|ϕ(θ)|µ(dθ),

for any ϕ ∈ Ch
L2(D), where µ(dθ) = 2he2hθdθ. Then it is easy to check that f satisfies the

Assumption (H2), (H4) and (H5) with Hölder exponent γ = 1
2 .
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[42] Claudia Prévôt and Michael Röckner. A concise course on stochastic partial differential equations, volume 1905

of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2007.
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