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Abstract
In this paper, we establish the existence, uniqueness and attraction properties of an
invariant measure for the real Ginzburg-Landau equation in the presence of a degener-
ate stochastic forcing acting only in four directions. The main challenge is to establish
time asymptotic smoothing properties of the Markovian dynamics corresponding to this
system. To achieve this, we propose a condition which only requires four noises.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

1.1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the ergodicity of the stochastic real Ginzburg-Landau

equation driven by Brownian motion on torus T = R/27Z as follows

2
U — O_Udt — (U -U?)dt = Z BrerdWy(t),
022
keZo (1.1)
U|t:0 - U07
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where U : [0,00) x T — R, Z is a subset of Z, = Z \ {0}, {8k }rez, are non-zero constants,
{W(t) }kez is one dimensional real-valued i.i.d Brownian motion sequence defined on a filtered
probability space (2, F, {F;},P) and

() sin(kz), keZn[l,00),z €T,
ex(z) =
cos(kz), keZnN(—oo0,—1],z € T.

Consider the following abstract equation on a Hilbert space H,
dU = F(U)dt + GdWy, U= = Up.

There is a wide literature devoted to proving uniqueness and associated mixing properties
of invariant measures for nonlinear stochastic PDEs when GG* is non-degenerate or mildly
degenerate (see e.g. [Bl 15l 22] 27, 28] and references therein).

The purpose of this paper is to prove the exponential mixing for stochastic real Ginzburg-
Landau equation (II) when the random forcing is extremely degenerate to be several noises.
There are several works related to this topic when the random forcing is extremely degenerate.

We mention some of them which are relevant to our work.

e Hairer and Mattingly [11], [12] considered stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations on a
torus driven by degenerate additive noise. They established an exponential mixing
property of the solution of the vorticity formulation for the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes
equations by using Malliavin calculus, although the noise is extremely degenerate ( the

noise only acts in four directions).

e Foldes et al. [9] was interested in the following stochastic Boussinesq equations

{du—l— (u-Vu)dt = (—=Vp+riAu+gh)dt, V-u=0 (1.2)

A0 + (u - VO)dt = vy AOdt + apd W,

where u = (u1,u3) denotes the velocity field,  is the temperature, g = (0, g)T with
g # 0 is a constant. The authors worked on the vorticity equations of (L.2]), which is
given by

dw+ (u - Vw — 1 Aw) = ¢gd,0dt,
{ ( 1Aw) =g (1.3)

dé + (u -Vo — VQAH) = opdW.

Although the forcing is extremely degenerate(only four directions in € have noise), the
authors succeed to establish an exponential mixing property for the solution of equation
(L3) by utilizing Malliavin calculus.

As stated above, all the authors in [9] [IT] established an exponential mixing property for

the solution of vorticity equation instead of velocity equation. For our model, we can directly



deal with the velocity equation (LI) due to its special structure. Let Uy be the solution
to equations (L2) or (L3) and Jp:£ = DUi(x){ be the effect on U; of an infinitesimal
perturbation of the initial condition in the direction . The authors of [9, [11] considered the
vorticity formulation in order to obtain E||Jy:£|[P < co. For equation (L], we can directly
achieve it .

For the stochastic real Ginzburg-Landau equation, we mention the following results.

e For the stochastic real Ginzburg-Landau equation driven by Brownian motion, Hairer
[10, Section 6] established an exponential mixing of the solution to (L) under the
condition that the number of noises can be finite but should be sufficiently many. Our
results in this article are stronger than that. Meanwhile, the random forcing of our

model can be extremely degenerate to be only several noises.

e Xu [33] proved that the stochastic real Ginzburg-Landau equation driven by a-stable
process admits a unique invariant measure under some conditions. The noise in [33] is

required to be non-degenerate.

e Mourrat and Weber [23] established a priori estimates for the dynamic ®3 model on
the torus which is independent of initial conditions. The ®3 model is formally given by

the stochastic partial differential equation

XX =AX - X34+mX+¢ onRy x[-1,13
X(Ov ) = XO

where ¢ denotes a white noise on Ry x [~1,1]3, and m € R is a parameter.

1.2 Main results

Let T = R/27Z be equipped with the usual Riemannian metric, and let dz denote the

Lebesgue measure on T. Then

H := {g € LQ(T,R);/Tg(z)dz = o}
is a separable real Hilbert space with inner product

€= [€mea  venen

and norm [¢]) = (¢,€)"/2.

It is well-known that

{ek:k GZ*}



is an orthonormal basis of H. For each x € H, it can be represented by

Let A = g—; be the Laplace operator on H, then

Aej, = — Y€k, with k € Z*,’yk = ’k‘2 (1.4)
For o > 0, we define
A = =A,
H? =H*T) = {a2cH: z= Z Trer with ||z||%e == Z (1 +3)7 |zk)? < o0 3,
kEZx k€Zx
D(A?) = dx€eH: z= Z xpex with HtzD(Ao) = Z Vel 27 2]? < o0
kEZx keZx
Ve = {x € D(A°7?), with ||ally = |l paes2) < oo}.

For o > 0, we denote by H~? the dual space of H?. For the sake of convenience, we denote
by V =V1.
Set N(U) = —U + U? and

F(U)=—-AU - NU) =AU +U - U3

Let {01 }rez, be the standard basis of RIZ0l where |Zy| denotes the number of the element
belongs to the set Zy. We define a linear map G : RI20l — H such that

GOy, = Brer, (1.5)

where {8k } ez, is a sequence of non-zero numbers appeared in (LI]). We consider the stochas-

tic forcing of the form

GAW, = > BrepdWi(t),
keZy

then (L)) can be written as

AU = F(U)dt + GAW, Uli—o = Up.



For any n > 1, we define Z,, recursively as follows:
Zy={k+Ll+m: ke Z,_1,{,me Zy}. (1.6)
Our Hypothesis in this article is
Hypothesis 1.1.
(i) if ke Zy, then —k € 2y,
(11) VS oZpn = Ly.
(iii) | 2| < oc.

To measure the convergence to equilibrium, we will use the following distance function
on H

d(z,y) = 1A 67 o —yl. (L.7)

where 0 is a small parameter to be adjusted later on. The distance (7)) extends in a natural

way to a Wasserstein distance between probability measures by

d(p, p2) = sup
[®]lg<1

[ #@pntan) - [ e

H

where ||®||; denotes the Lipschitz constant of ® in the metric d.
The transition function associated to (1) is given by

P,(Uy, E) =P(U(t,Uy) € E) for any Uy € H,E € B(H),t > 0, (1.8)

where B(H) is the collection of Borel sets on H, U(t,Up) is the solution to equations (I.T)
with initial value Uy € H. We also define the Markov semigroup {P;}i>0 with P, : My(H) —
My (H) associated to (ILI]) by

P,®(Uy) :=E®(U(t,Up)) = /H ®(U)P;(Uy,dU) for any ® € My(H),t > 0, (1.9)

where My(H) is the space of bounded measurable functions on H equipped with supremum
norm. Denote by Cy(H) the space of bounded continuous real-valued functions on H. Let
Pr(H) be the collection of Borelian probability measures on H. The dual operator P} of P,
which maps Pr(H) to itself, is given by

Py u(A) = /H Py(Us, A)dpu(U), (1.10)

over u € Pr(H).



Now we will give our main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume Hypothesis L1l holds, then there exists a unique invariant measure
iy associated to (1.1) and for each t > 0 the map Py is ergodic related to p.. Concretely, the

following results hold.

(i) (Ezxponential Mizing) There are constants § > 0 and v > 0 such that

sup
l®flas1

E®(U(t,Up)) — /

@(U)du*(U)‘ < Ce™ ™, (1.11)
H

where C' is a constant independent of Uy and t.

(ii) (Weak law of large numbers) For the § > 0 in (i), any ® with |®|qy < 1 and any
Up € H, we have

T
lim %/ O(U(t, Uo))dt:/ ®(U)dps(U) =: me  in probability. (1.12)
0 H

(111) (Central limit theorem) For the § > 0 in (i), any ® with |®||q < 1, every Uy € H and
& e R, we have

. e
lim P <ﬁ/0 (DU, Tp)) — ma)dt < g) — x(0), (1.13)

T—o00

where X is the distribution function of a normal random variable whose mean is equal

to zero and variance is equal to

2

lim ~E (/OT(<1>(U(t, Us)) — m¢)dt>

We emphasis that the constant C' appeared in (L1I]) is independent of the initial value
Up. This is one of the challenges in our paper.
Based on Theorem [IT] the following result holds.

Corollary 1.1. For anyn > 1, if Z2y = {—(n+1),—n,n,n + 1}, the results of Theorem [I1.1]
hold.

1.3 The organization of this paper

This article is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to establishing some moment esti-
mates. In Section 3, we present the proof of spectral properties for the Malliavin matrix Mo ;
of U; in Theorem B.I] and demonstrate a gradient estimate of P; in Proposition B3l Finally,

we give a proof of Theorem [I.T]in Section 4.



2 Some moment estimates

In this section, we establish some moment estimates which are useful in this paper. When
T > 0 is a constant, we always denote by Cr a constant depending on 7' and it may changes
from line to line.

We say that Uy = U(t,Up) is a solution to (L)) if it is F-adapted,

UeC([0,00), H)NLE ([0,00),V)  a.s., (2.1)

and U satisfies (I.I]) in the mild sense, that is

t t
Ut:e_AQ%——/ue_A@_QANUQdS4—/ne_A@_QGdMQ.
0 0
The following proposition summarizes the basic well-posedness, regularity, and smooth-

ness of equation (L.I)).

Proposition 2.1. Given any Uy € H, there exists a unique solution U : [0,00) x Q@ — H of
(1)) which is an Fi-adapted process on H satisfying (2.1]).

For any t > 0 and any realization of the noise W (,w), the map Uy — U(t,Uy) is Fréchet
differential on H. For every fized Uy € H and t > 0, W — U(t,W) is Frechet differential
from C((O,t),]R‘ZO‘) to H. Moreover, U is spatially smooth for all positive time, that is, for
any tg > 0 and any s > 0,

U e C([ty,©),H®) a.s..

Since we are considering the case of spatially smooth, additive noise, the proof of the
well-posedness of (II)) is standard and can be obtained following along the line of classical
proof for the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations (see e.g. [16]).

Let Uy = U(t, Uy, W) be the solution of (L.I) with initial value Uy and noise W. For any
£ € H and s > 0, J;4+£ denotes the unique solution of

{ T i€ + AT 1€ — Ts1& +3UR T4 = 0, 2.2)

u7s,s£ = f

The Malliavin derivative D : L2(Q; H) — L?(Q, L*(0,T,R!?0l) x H) satisfies that for each
v € L?(0, T, RIZol)

.1 '
<DU7 ,U>L2(0,T,R\ZO\) = gli}r(l] g (U(T7 Uo, W + 6/0 UdS) - U(T7 Uo, W)) )



we may infer that for v € L2(Q, L?(0, T, RI%0l)),

T
<DU, U>L2(O,T;R‘ZO‘) == / js,TG’U(S)dS,
0
and hence, by the Riesz representation theorem,
DIUr = TJs1GO;, for any s <T,5=1,---,|Z|.

Here and below, we adopt the standard notation DIF := (DF)7(s), that is, DIF is the j-th
component of DF' evaluated at time s.
We define the random operator As ¢ : L?(s, t,RIZoy — H by

t
A v = / Tr+Go(r)dr.
S
Notice that, for any 0 < s < t, the function () := A, v satisfies the following equation

{ dro(t) + Ao(t) — o(t) + 3U7o(t) = Gu(t),
o(s) =0.

For any s <t,let A, : H — L?(s,t,RI%0]) be the adjoint of As, then
(A 8)(r) = G K, &, for any £ € H,r € [s,1]

where G* : H — RI%0l is the adjoint of G, and for s < t, Ksi€ = Jg§ is the solution of the

following “backward” system
ds0" = Ag" + (VN(Us)) 0" = —=(VF(Us)) 0", 0'(t) =¢. (2.3)
We then define the Malliavin matrix
M= As A5y H — H. (2.4)
Observe that p; := Jo & — Aov satisfies

Oipr + Apy — pr + 3U%pp = —Gu(t),
{ t Pt Pt — Pt t Pt () (2‘5)

p(0) =¢.

For any t > s > 0 let js(i) : H — L(H,L(H)) be the second derivative of U with
respect to an initial value Uy. In this paper, £(X) = £(X,X) and £(X,Y) is the space of
linear operators from X to Y. Observe that for fixed Uy € H and any &, & € H the function



01 == js(i) (&,&') is the solution of
Oror + Aot — 01 + 3U7 01 + 6UrJs 16 Ts46' =0, o(s) = 0.

For any a € (0, 1] and function g : [T/2,T] = R, ||gllca[r/2,r) is defined by

lg(t1) — g(t2)]
gllce(r/2,1) = sSup T o
” H (T/21] th # to ‘tl _t2’a
t1,t2 € [T/2,T]

For any « € (0,1] and function f : [T/2,T] — H, we define the semi-norms

f(t1) — f(t2)]]
Ifllce /2,11, 1) = sup N
([ /7 L ) ty # b |t1_t2|05
t1,t2 € [T/2,T)]

Lemma 2.1. For any m > 0,7 > 0, there exists a positive constant v = vy 1 such that
E[|U™? < Crm(t™ +1), Vte€ (0,T]. (2.6)
and
B0 < Crm(IU3'IP +1), ¥ € (0,71, (27)
where Cr,y, 1s a constant depending on T' and m.
Proof. Applying It6 formula to f(t) = (U, U™ 1), it gives

| )? AUy, UF™1) + (U, (2m — DUP2dU) + G | U Pdt
AUy, 2mUE™ ) + Oy (14 |U|?)dt
(AU, + Uy — UP)dt, 2mUZ™ Y + Cn (1 + || U?)dE + dM;

—(2m)(2m = D)[|0.U - U HP + 2m | U |17 = 2m|[U7 | + O (1 + | UF|?)dt + dM,

<
<

where M, is a martingale, Cy, is a constant depending on m and . For any s <t < T, by

Young’s inequality ||U™||> < Cem + || U %, Ve > 0, one arrives at
t
B0+ mE [ U7 [Pdr < Car(1L + EUZIP) (23
S

Note that
(la| + [b))? < 277 (|af? + b]P), ¥p > 1,

we deduce that
t
/ (E[U 2 +1)*dr < Co o (EJU 2 4 1), (2.9)

9



where A = A(m) = 2t > 1. By [23] Lemma 7.3], there exist an integer N > 1 and a sequence

0=ty <ty <ty<---<ty=T such that for every k € {0,1,--- ,N — 1}

E|UL | < CT,m(tkH +1).

For any t € [ty, tg+1), by (28], we obtain

1

EIU™2 < Cpo (EIU™I2 +1) < Cpon (£ 578 +1) < Cpoy (8757 4+ 1
1T < Crm (BIUZ 1?4+ 1) < Crm (" +1) < Crom(t +1)

which implies (2.6)).
Let s = 0 in (2.8]), we obtain the desired result (2.7]).

Define £(t) = [|U4]|? + J2 |Us||3ds and

keZy
for n € NU {0}, where 74 is defined by (L8] and S is in (LH]).

Lemma 2.2. For any m > 0,T > 0, there exist some C' = Cr,y, such that

E sup E)™ < C(|Up|*™ + 1).
te[0,7

Proof. Let us set

M=2% 5k/ Uy, ei)dWi(r)

keZy

By Ito formula, we have

t
2 = (T + / 2(U,, dU,) + Bot
0

t
= 0o+ / NUy, — AU, + Uy — U3)dr + Bot + M
0

Note that the quadratic variation of M; is equal to

t—425k/ (U, ex)?ds < /HUH ds,
0

keZy

where y =4 Y [2. We rewrite (ZI1)) as follows
keZy

1
E(t) — Bot = ||Uol|* + M; — §’Y<M>t + K;

10

t
||Uo||2+/0 (= 21U} + 2|U? = U ||74)dr + Bot + M.

(2.10)

(2.11)



where
! 2 2 4 1
Ko = [ (= 1018 + 2001 = [0 ) dr + 37+ (M) < ot
In the above, C, is some constant depending on 7 and in the last inequality, we have used
1U:|? < Ce +¢||Upll74, ¥e > 0.
Therefore,
E(t) — (Bo + o)t < |Vl + My — 5 (M),

By the supermartingale inequality (cf. [16, (7.57)]), we have

P ( sup (E(t) — (Bo+Cht)) = p+ HUoH2>
te[0,7

2
<P (exp {’yMt - %(Mh} > e'”’)

< e P,
Note that if £ and 7 are non-negative random variables, then

EE™ < 2" HE(E — 1) Lesny + En™)

= om-! / P(& —n > AY™)dX + 2™ Ry
0
Apply this inequality to & = sup, £(t) and n = By + Cyt + | Up||?, we derive

E sup £(6)™ < 2! / exp (A ™)dA 4+ 27 VE(Bg + Cot + [Ugl2)™
te[0,T 0

which yields the desired result. O

For any integer n > 0, we set
t
Em,t) = Uil + [ UL IE ads,
0

Lemma 2.3. For any n,m > 0, there exists a constant kK = Ky, such that

E sup E(n,t)™ < Copmr (US| +1). (2.12)
t€[0,T]

Proof. The proof is based on the method of induction in n. Let us set f,,(t) = t"(A"U, Uy).

By the Ito formula in [I6, Theorem 7.7.5] and following similar arguments in the proof of

11



[16, Proposition 2.4.12], we have
t
fult) = / ns" VU2 + 257 (AU, — AU, + Uy — U) + Bs™ds + My, (2.13)
0
where

M; = Z 20y /t<A"Us,ek>de(S) = Z Zﬁk’yz /t<Us,€k>de(s)

keZo 0 kEZ, 0

The quadratic variation of M; is equal to

t t
My, =4 5,3%3"/0 (U, ex)2ds < ’y/o |0, |12ds, (2.14)

keZy

where y =43, BEy2n,
Obviously, we have the following identities

(A"US,AUS> = HUSH%H-la (A"US,U8> = ”USHEL (2-15)

Firstly, we consider the case n = 1. In view of

(AU, U, — U?) = / _PUE) (1) U(2)P)d
oU4(z) ,0U, (;T) - oU(2) (2.16)
= o 0z ( 02 _3US(2)2 02 )dz < HUSH%

and by (2.13]) (2:15]), we obtain
t t
aleak +/ JAFEERS CT/ |Us|3ds + Ct* + M.
0 0

By (214]), we rewrite the above equality in the form

t
£.6) < Or [ U.IRds+ 30+ Crt+ 3 - J (01
0
t ,72 t 0%
< Or [ oulRas+ 2 [ 10uPds+ Cre+ s - Lo,
0 0
< ng(t)+0Tt+Mt—%<M>t.

Combining the above inequality with Lemma and following a similar argument as in the
proof of Lemma 2.2 we finish the proof of the inequality (2.12]) with n = 1.
Now, assume that for k& < n — 1, the inequality (2.I2]) holds. By Sobolev embedding

12



theorem, we have

(AU, U3y = Y Co(DU®,D°U)
|a)=n

CA+ TNl < C+ (U DT, (2.17)

N

where ||Us|loo = sup,er |Us(2)].

By utilizng (2.17) and (2.14)(2.15), we rewrite (2.13)) in the form

t
E(n,t) = /0 [ns"—luUsui — 8" Us |12 41 + 28™||Us||2 + 28" (A" Uy, —U3) + B,s" |ds + M,

n+1 o

t . Bt Y
< [ O sl O s+ 22 M= 0, + F0),

t
< Cra(E(1,t) + 1)/ sH| U2 ds + Cpt™ T 4 My — %<M>t +-T-E(t).
0

Therefore,
E(nt) — Crn(l + E(L,1)EM — 1,1) — Cpt™ — - T E(t) < M, — %(Mﬁ.

By the supermartingale inequality, we have

P ( sup (E(n,t) — Crp€(L,t)E(n —1,t) — Cpt"™ — - T - (1)) > p)
te[0,7

< e P,

Since the inequality (2.12]) holds for k& < n — 1, using similar arguments as that in Lemma
[22], the inequality (ZI2)) holds for k = n. O

Lemma 2.4. For any n,m,T >0 and 0 < s < T, there exists a positive constant X = Ay T
such that

E sup |01} < Cmr(s™ +1).
te(s,T)

Proof. By Lemma [2.3] and Lemma 2], one sees that for some x,~y > 0

E sup [V < Comrs ™ E(IULI? +1) < Coors ™™ (57 +1).
te(s,T)

By setting A = nm + v, we complete the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. For each £ € H and 0 < s <t < T, we have the following pathwise estimates

[T €Il < MIEI] (1K 81l < NEHI- (2.18)

13



Moreover, for each T <T and p > 1, there exists C = Cr,, such that

E swp |70 < ClelP|e ) (2.19)

s<te[r,T)

Proof. By ([2.2), for any £ € H, we deduce that

—2( AT 1€, Ts4&)dt + 2(Ts 1€, Ts1€)dt — (6UETs 1€, Ts 1)t
_2”js,t€H%dt + 2“\78,t€H2dt

SV

N

which implies
d 2
g1 7e€I? <0 (2:20)
and
t
H%ﬁW+2/H$ﬂﬁd<MW¥W“ (2.21)

By (2200, one arrives at the first part of (ZI8]). Moreover, the second part of (Z.I8]) follows
by duality. It remains to prove (2.19]).
For any Uy, &, &' € H, the function g := js(? (&,¢') € H is the solution of

Oror + Aot — 0t + 3Ut2Qt + 6Utjs,t€js,t€/ =0, o(s) = 0.
Then
atHQtH%{ + 2(Apt, 01) — 2HQtH2 + <3U1§2Qt + 6Utjs,t€js,t€/a o) = 0.

By Young’s inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem, it yields

I

N

—3(U 01, 0¢) — (6ULTs 1€ Ts.4€ s 0) + 2[| o¢ ||
wﬁm@@wfmm&uWw+me

12/ T €13 1 Tt 17 + 21l eI
12]|T5 £ 13NE N2 + 2l el

3tHQt

N

NN

Thus, by (2.21)), we have

t
Hﬁ%ww«%/mm@mW<@wmw

which completes the proof of (2.19)). O

14



Lemma 2.6. For any p > 2,T > 0, there exists C = Cp 1 such that

E sup [0 K|l < ClIE|P
te[T/2,T]

Proof. Noting that p; = K; 7§ satisfies the following equation
Ohp* = Ap* + (VN(U))'p" = =(VF(U))"p", p"(T) =¢,
and

[Ap* = < [l |,
I(VNU®) P llg-=> < sup [((VNU(®)))"p", )|

Il g2<1
< sup (o, (VN(U(2))]
10l 2 <1
< C sup "l (1T + 1] - 1o
1l g2 <1
< C sup |- 102+ 1] - 19l
|¢|H2<1

by Lemmas .11 2.5] we finish the proof of this lemma.

For any N > 1, define
Hy = span{er : 0 < |k|] < N},
along with the associated projection operators

Py : H — Hpy the orthogonal projection onto Hy , @Qn :=1 — Py.

Lemma 2.7. For everyp > 1,T > 0,0 > 0, there exists N, = N.(p,T,0) such that for any

N > N, one has

EHQNJOT”E(HH <57 E”jOTQNHp L(H,H) (HUp”2+1)

Here || - || z(x,y) denotes the operator norm of linear map between the given Hilbert spaces X

and Y.

Proof. For any m > 1, by the Ito formula in [16, Theorem 7.7.5] and following similar

arguments in the proof of [16, Proposition 2.4.12], it holds that
t
t"(AJo,i&, Jo,t€) = / {msm_l(Ajo,sfa Jo.s€) + 28" (AJo.s, asjo,s§>]d3
0
t
= [ [ AT, Tos) + 257 (Ao~ Ao € + o — URT0s6)]ds
0
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~+

(257 4+ ms™ )| Jo o€ 17 — 25™ | To o613 — 65™ (Ao o€, U2 To,56) | s
o L

[ s msm 170 €1 = 25710613 + 05 1o 2Vl | .06 s

<
<\/
<

[ s mam 0 € + 365 UL 1] s

~+

o
-+

m m— m m 1
(28™ +ms™ || Jo,s&||T — 28" |To,5€ 15 + 65 [éHjo,sfﬂg+6HU8”411H~70,55”2HC13

o
-+

t
< Crmll? + Cr /0 U412,

where in the last inequality, we have used (2.21I]). By the above inequality and Lemma [2.4]

there exists a m > 1 such that
E(t" | J0.£7)" < Cramli€l, vt e [0,T]. (2.23)
Fix this m. Noting 2.23) and ||Qnv| < %|jv]|l1, Vv € V, we get

_ CrmpllElP?

1 1 2p\1/2
E|QnJorélP < 37BNl < 577 (ENTort])* < ot

which implies the first part of ([2:22)).
Now, we consider the second part of (2.22]). For any £ € H, let £=QnNE & = j07t£~. Then

& satisfies the following equation.

(2.24)

{ Bi&r = — A& + & — U,
o =¢.

Denote &' = Qn&;, &L = Py&;. One easily sees that

{ Ol = — AL + & — Qn(3UE&L)
gh=¢

and

2(E8, 0 = 2(&8, — A&y + & — 3URE)
(2 — 2N)[IE111% + €112 + Cll To NP1 U1
(3 —2N?)|IE1* + Crl|U1311€]1%.

a:lem|?

VANV

By Gronwall inequality, for any s < ¢, we have

t
_ 2_ _s _ 2_ 2_3)r &
€82 < |lgh|Pem BN e 4 o= (N3 / (Cre®" =3 U, |3]1€]?)dr

s
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_(ON?—3)(4—s 1 ~
< g @I 4 O sup (|1

-3 re(s,t]

Thus, for any p > 2, it holds that

_ 2_ _g).B 1 ~
B < CrEleIpe (Y 0E 4 OB sup U, €I
rels,

In the above inequality, let s = % By Lemma 2.4] for some v > 0, we have

1

e N2
Ell& 7 < Crpllél”[e7 7 + o7z

t] (2.25)
which yields
hp 0 P
Ellézll” < Il (2.26)

for N big enough.
Now, we consider the estimate of ££f. For any 0 < t < T, one sees that 5,{ satisfies the

following equation

{ 0t = — A& + & — Pn(3U2&)
&tli=o = 0.

We claim that for any § > 0, there exists N, = N,(p,T,0) such that for any N > N, one has
EJJeLlP < 2 (U2 + 1))elP 2.27
lezl” < 5 (U1 + DIE]”. (2.27)

Once we have proved this, combining (2.27) with ([2:26]), we obtain the second part of (2.22]).
Now we give a proof of (2Z.27]). Obviously, we have

ONE? = (&, 0i&) < —(&,3U2&) = — (&, BUR (& + &)

(2.28)
< (L 3UZEM | < 3| UL €N 11Er

On the set {||¢%| # 0}, we define
r=sup {t € 0,71, |¢fl] = 0}
Hence, for t € (7,T], by ([2:28)), it holds that

7 _ olgl’
2,/ Il

OulIEL = de/I1€}] < ClIUIS €.

17



Therefore,

T T
lebl < ek +C [ 1 leblas < [ vl e

which implies

t p T p
Elerle < G ([ 10 letlar) + G ( [ w3 letar)
t p T p

2.29

<G ([ 10l 1l - It )+ 6 ([ 10 k) (2.29)

= Il + 127

where ¢ > 0 is a small parameter to be adjusted later. As for I, by ([2.I8]), Lemmas 22|2.5]

and Holder inequality, we have
1 < Oy ] sup 17 / [T lhdr)?] - lel”
< Ony[E sup 0.7]” / U l1dr)*]
s€[0,t]

< Cry[B s 0] - ([ g

s€[0,t

< CT,ptp/z[HUonp + 1l

Setting ¢ small enough, one arrives at that

5
Lo< (4 TFIPlIEN”-

T
Iy < CryE ( sup [|U; || : (/ ||§f||d7“)p>
re(t,T) t

Fix this ¢. Since

1/2 T
< Cr, (E sup ||U, H > <E(/ ”f?HdT)zp)
relt,T) t

1/2
-li€lP

1/2
- liglr

(2.30)

1/2

1/2 T 1/2
<Cr, (E sup [T 1% ) (E / u&ﬁuﬁm) ,
relt,T) t

by (225 and Lemma 2], we can choose N big enough such that

0
I < S,

(2.31)

Combining (2.31)), (2.30) and (2.29]), we obtain the second part of (2.27]). O
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Using the same method as [9, Lemmas A.6,A.7] and [I1], by Lemma [2.5] the following

two lemmas hold.

Lemma 2.8. For 0 < s < t, we have

t 1/2
I As.tll 222 ((s,0,mm), 1) < C </ ||u7r,t||%(H,H)dr>

where C' is a constant independent of s,t. Moreover, for any 8 > 0, the following hold

1AL (Mt + IB) 72| £ 12 (ps.0mm))
(M + IB) 2 Agall £er2((s,.mm 00
[(Mse +I8) 2| oy

(Mg +18) " eemm)

NN NN
5
S

Observe that for 7 < ¢

T(G;,T.-6) ifs<T,

DIJs 1€ = @
Tt (JTrsGO;,6)  if s> 7.

Lemma 2.9. Forany £ € H0<s<t<T and p > 1 we have the bounds

E|DITEIIP < ClElP,
EIDrAselo oz < C
E”,Di-A:,tH%(H,Lz([&t},]gm)) < G,

where C' = Crp.

3 Spectral properties of Malliavin matrix M
For any a > 0, N € N, we define
San = {9 € H: |Pnol|* = alo]?}.

The aim of this section is to prove the following result:

Theorem 3.1. For any N > l,a € (0,1] and T > 0, there exists a positive constant
e* =e*(a, N,T) > 0, such that, for any n > 0, and ¢ € (0,&*], there exists a measurable set
Q. = Q(a, N, T) C Q satisfying

P(QC) < r(e), (3.1)
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wherer = r(a, N, T) : (0,*] — (0,00) is a non-negative, decreasing function withlim._,o7r(e) =

0, and on the set €.,

. (Mo, 19, ¢)
s o 2 (32)

In order to prove this theorem, we show the details of Lie bracket computations in sub-
section B.1], demonstrate Proposition [3.1] in subsection and Proposition in subsection
B3l Finally, give a proof the of Theorem [B.1] in subsection 341

3.1 Details of Lie bracket computations

For any Fréchet differentiable Fy, Fy : H — H,
[El, Eg](’u) = VEQ(’LL)El (u) — VEl (U)Eg(u)

This operator [Eq, Es] is referred as the Lie bracket of two “vector fileds” Ej, Es. For any
k. l,j € Zy,m,m';m"” € {0,1}, by calculating, for any u = u(z) € H
m T
I"(u) := [F(u),cos(kz+ §m)]
T 9 T T
= Acos(kz + Em) + 3u” cos(kz + Em) — cos(kz + Em),
j]z’m, (u) = —[[F(u),cos(kz + gm)], cos(lz + %m')]
= 6ucos(kz + gm) cos(lz + gm’)

/ " / . e
Ky ™ () = =" cos(jz + 5m")]

= 6cos(kz + gm) cos({z + gm/) cos(jz + gm”). (3.3)

Therefore, for any k, ¢, j € Z, we have

cos((k+ €+ j)z) = oy R ()
m,m/ ,m’"”€{0,1} (3 4)
sin((k + £+ )z) = g (w) |

m,m/ ;m’"”€{0,1}
m,m’ m’ . . .
where C;"""™ i = 1,2 are some constants depending on k, ¢, j, m, m’,m".

3.2 Quadratic forms: lower bounds

Denote

<QN¢7 ¢> = Z |<¢7 ek>|2

0<|kI<N
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One easily sees that the following Proposition holds.

Proposition 3.1. Fizx any integer N € N, then for any U € H and o € (0,1],

(Quo.9) > Sl
holds for every ¢ € Sy n.

3.3 Quadratic forms: upper bounds

The aim of this subsection is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Fiz T > 0, for any N > 1,a € (0,1], there are positive constant ¢ =
q1(a, N, T),q2 = q2(a, N, T) such that the following holds. There exists a positive constant
e* = (o, N,T) > 0, such that, for any € € (0,e*], there exist a measurable set Q. =
Q. (a, N, T) C Q and positive constants C; = C1(a, N, T),Co = Co(a, N, T') such that

P((Q:)°) < C1e™
and on the set Q). one has
(Moo, ¢) <ellgl® = (Qno,¢) < Cac® ||

which is valid for any ¢ € So N

Lemma 311 Lemma

M er, ke Z,,n=0 arT

I (Ur)

Qe Mm
2,m
n=n+1 QEIIT Lemma [33]

ek, k € Zp41 <mnmegej cos(kx + §m)
L jeZy

Figure 1: An illustration of the structure of the lemmas that leads to the proof of Proposition In this
figure, m € {0,1},¢ € Zo. The solid arrows indicate that if one term is “small” then the other one “small”
on a set of large measure(displayed below or left of the arrow), where the meaning of “smallness” is made
precisely in each lemma. The dashed arrow with color green shows that the process is iterative. The dotted
arrow with color red signify that the new element is generated as a linear combination of elements from the
previous actually.

In the Figure[Il we give an illustration of the structure of lemmas in this subsection that
lead to a proof of Proposition

Lemma 3.1. For any 0 < e < eo(T, &), there exist a set Q. pm and a constant C' = Cp with

P pm) < Ce
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such that on the set Q. pm

(Mo, ¢) < |||

S sup [(Kurded)] <34 (35)
te[T/2,T]
for each ¢ € Zy and ¢ € H.
Proof. Note that
T
(Mo, ¢) = Z(ﬁz)Z/ (e, KCrpd)*dr
leZy 0

Define the function gy(-) : [T//2,T] — RT,

g¢(7f) = 2(65)2/0 <€g,’Cr7T¢>2dr

leZy

then

gt) = > (B0 (er, Kire)®

leZy
95(t) = 2 Biler, Kird)ler, 0:Ki 1)

leZy

Let

Qem = ﬂ { sup [gg(t)| =€ or sup |9:b(t)|<51/4}-
pem ||g|=1  t€T/2T] te[T/2.T]

It is obvious that (3.5]) holds on . . Setting o =1 in [9, Lemma 6.2], by Lemmas [2.5]
2.6, one arrives at that

P(Qp) < P U { sup |gs(t)] <eand sup |gfb(t)|>€1/4}
’ oeH,|¢|=1 ET/2T] te[T/2,T)

< Ce Z (ﬁé)ﬂ[ﬂ[ sup |<€€, ’Ct,T¢> <e€’ 8t’Ct,T¢>|2]
LeZy te[T/2,T],||¢ll=1

Ce,

N

which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 3.2. Fiz k € Z,m € {0,1}. For any 0 < € < &o(T), there exist a set Qi;n and
C = Cym1 with

P((QL1)°) < Cé,
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such that on the set Qi;n, it holds that for any ¢ € H

™
sup  [(Ke ¢, cos(ka + gm))| <ellgll = sup [(Kero, Ig'(U)))] < e gl.  (3.6)
te[T/2,T) te[T/2,T)

Proof. Define g4(t) := (K¢ 19, cos(kx + 5m)),Vt € [0,T]. Observing (2.3]), one has

Go(t) = (Kurd,[F(UL), cos(kz+ Zm)])
= (Koo, IP(UL)).

Let o = % and define

Gy = sup |gg(t)| =€ or sup |g:b(t)|<ga/2(1+a)}‘

’ SEH, | 6l|=1 te[T/2,T) te[T/2,T)

Then on Ql’m, holds. By |9 Lemma 6.2|, it holds that
e,k

P((Qi:?)c) < IP( U { sup |gg(t)] <eand sup gfb(t)>€a/2(1+a)})

em|g|=1  EIT/2T] te[T/2.T]
2/

Note that
g:b(t) = <K:t,T¢7 Ilyfn(Ut» = <K:t,T¢7 Af + 3Ut2f - f>7

where f: T — R is a function given by f(z) = cos(kz + §m). We have

Hg:z)HCO‘[T/ZT}
<C sup |0:(Kerod, Af)| + Cll{Kerd, UL Pllcairpry +C sup  [0i(Kird, f)]
te|T/2,T] te|T/2,T]
<C sup |0{(Kipd, Af)|+C sup ||0/Kerollg—=2 sup UZf]2
te[T/2,T) te[T/2,T) te[T/2,T)
+C sup  |Kerdll - U2 fllcaqromm +C sup  |0(Kird, f)]
te[T/2,T] te[T/2,T]

By (1), Lemma 2.4] and

(U2 —U2) S U, — Us,|| WU, — Us,||
2R (U I+ U A - 52— < (U + U ) - 27,
t1 — to [t — ta| [t — ta|
we obtain

E||Ut2f||pa([T/27TLH) < CTu'D’ \V/p > 1.
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Therefore, by Lemmas 242526l and the above equality, one arrives at that

E[ sup Hgd)Hca T /2,T] < Cr.
o:lloll=
Combining the above inequality with ([B.7]), the proof is completed. O

Lemma 3.3. Fiz any k € Z,m € {0,1}. For any 0 < & < go(T), there exist a set Qi;n and
C = Cry, with

P((Q27)) < CeV7T, (3.8)
such that on the set Qi;n, it holds that for any ¢ € H

sup  [(Ky, ¢, It (Ut))| < € 9|
te|T/2,T]

™
= sup sup |Befj| - [(Ker¢, ecejcos(kz + Sm))| < e'?|g]l.
LjEZo te[T/2,T)

(3.9)

Proof. Denote L; = Uy + fo s)ds, then we have
m T T 9 T
'U,) = Acos(kz+ §m) — cos(kz + §m) + 3Uf cos(kz + §m)

2
= Acos(kz+ 5m) — cos(kz + Tm) + 3<Lt Ly ﬁkekwka)) cos(k + Tm)
keZy

= Acos(kz + %m) — cos(kz + %m)

+3 <Lt + 2Lt Z ,BgegWg Z ,Bgegﬂje]Wg( )W ( )) COS(kZ + 2777,)

leZy L,5€2
Therefore,
(Kero, I (UL))
= (Kero, Acos(kz + gm) — cos(kz + gm) + 3L% cos(kz + gm»

+6 Z (It 79, L Breg cos(kz + gm)WVg(t)

JASHA)
+3 % (Ko, BreaBe; cos(kz + Zm)) We(t)W(t)
LjEZy
= Ag(t) + Y AWt + D Ay Wi(t)W(t).

leZy L,jE€Z0
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By Lemmas 2.442.6], for any 7', p > 0, we have

Ap( Ay A - A
E[ sup “ ot Z ’ o(t o(s)] n Z [ Ag,j(t 0j(s “ }
sALE[T/2,T) t—Sf ez t—sf tics, t—sf
< Cryp. (3.10)
Define
Ap( Ag( Api(t) — Ay
M) = |t o5 A0~ A |~ a0 Al
s£te[T/2,T) t— 3\ iz, t— 3\ ticz, |t — s
No(o) = sup  [|Ao(t)] + |Ae(t)] + | A, (@)]|-
sAte[T/2,T) ‘ gg};o 57;20 ‘

By [0, Theorem 6.4], there exists a set Q7 such that
P((QF)°) < Ce, (3.11)

and on Qf , we have

(o, ] < = = | AT O <7 (3.12)
sup 79, <e= )
te[T/2,T) ' F or N1(¢) > e~ 1/,
Therefore, we obtain
sup_|(Kero, [T (U))] < € = No(¢) < e'/? (3.13)
te[T/2,T)
on a set
QX0 = QF N Ngep, o)1 {N1 () < 77T
Combining ([B.I3]) with the following fact
T T
|(KCt, 10, Beesfje;j cos(kz + Em)ﬂ = BB - |{K¢, 70, eve; cos(kz + Em)ﬂ,
one arrives at ([3.9). The desired result (3.8) is implied by 3I0) and GIT).
O

Lemma 3.4. For any n € N, and g,,C, > 0, there exist pn+1, @n+1,Cn+1 > 0, a constant
C=C(n,T), and a set Q. , with

P(Qg,n) < Cepn+1,

25



such that on the set €. p, it holds

sup  [(Ki 1o, ex)| < Cre™ |4
kEZn, te|T/2,T]

= sup (K, 79, ex)| < Cpy1e™+ ||
k€ Zni1 te(T/2,T)

Proof. For any n > 0, by Hypothesis [[.T] and the definition of Z,,, one sees that
Vk e Z, = —k € Z,. (3.14)
Thus, on the set {3z supeir/om (Kt 1, ex)| < Cred™ |||}, it holds that

™
sup |{Kerd, cos(kz + 5m))| < Cre® 4]
te[T/2,T],k€Zn,me{0,1}

By Lemma3.2 for any k € Z,,,m € {0, 1}, there exist a set Qi;n, C = Clm,r and pj, >0
with

P((QL1)°) < CeP, (3.15)
such that on the set Qi;n, it holds that

T
Sup_[(Kurd,cos(lz + Zm)| < Cue® 9]
te[T/2,T)

= sup |[(Kurd, I'(U))] < Chaqe®ei]|g] (3.16)
te[T/2,T]

for some C;, 1,41 > 0.
m

By Lemma [33] for any k € Z,,m € {0,1}, there exist p;;, Chni1,qne1 and a set Qik such
2m ’
that on 27,7,
sup (Ko, I (U))| < Cppqe®1| 4]
te[T/2,T)
T
= sup [(Kt,r9, eej cos(kz + Sm))| < Cpgae® ], (3.17)
te[T/2,T).4.j€Z0 2
and

P((Q21)°) < CePr. (3.18)

Let

2m

1,m
Qs,n = ﬁkezn,me{O,l}Qg,k N Qa,k :
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By (316 and (3.I7), on the set Q. ,, it holds that

sup  [(Kyrd, ex)| < Cre®™||¢|
kezmte[T/zT}

™
= sup sup [(Kir, eej cos(kz + 5m))| < Cryre®™ 9|
te[T/2,T] ke Zn,6,j€ 20 2
m € {0,1}

for some Cy41, gny1 > 0. Since ([B.14) holds for n = 0, on the set Q. ,, it also holds that

sup [(Ky 16, ex)| < Cne® ]
kez,, t€T/2,T)]

7r 7r T
= sup sup |(Ke1¢, cos(fz + =m') cos(jz + =m) cos(kz + =m))| < Cpy169+ |||
te[T/2,T) k€ Zn,t,j€ 2 2 2 2
m,m’,m" € {0,1}

Therefore, based on (B3))(34]) and BI5])(BI8]), we complete the proof.

We are now in a position to give a proof of Proposition

Proof. First, we recall the definition of Q. r¢ in Lemma [3.] and let Cy = 1,9 = %. For any
n € N, after we have defined the constant C),, g,, we define p,, 11, gn+t1, Crit1, Qe n by Lemma

B4
Let

Q= Qe NN Q0 .

Noting K;7¢ = ¢ for t = T, by Lemmas B.1] B.4], for some positive constants py, ¢x, C =
C(T,N), we have

P((92.)°) < CeP¥,
and

(Mor¢,0) <elol® = (Qno,¢) < Cetv|o|?,

which is valid on the set €2, for any ¢ € S, n. The proof of Proposition is finished. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

The aim of this subsection is to give the proof of Theorem B.11

Proof. Let Q. be a set given by Proposition Let €* be a constant such that for any
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% > Che®, (3.19)

where, Cy, g2 are the constants appeared in Proposition
By Proposition B.2] for some C1, g1 > 0, we have

P((Q:)°) < Cie?.
On the set ), for any ¢ € S, n, if

<M0,T¢7 ¢> < 6||¢||27

by Proposition 3. and Proposition B.2] we have

1912 < (Qno, ) < CacllgI1,

which contradicts with (3.19]). Therefore, (8.2)) holds on the set §2. and we complete the proof
of Theorem 3.1 O

Using Theorem B.Il we obtain the following gradient estimate. The method to prove the
this Proposition is classical in this paper. One can see [9][11][12][13] etc.

Proposition 3.3. For some v9 > 0 and everyn > 0,Uy € H, the Markov semigroup {P;}1>0
defined by (1.9) satisfies the following estimate

IV < € (VARR)To) + VPV e ) (Th)

for every t > 0 and ® € Cy(H), where C is a constant independent of t,Uy and P.

Proof. Our proof is very similar to that in [9, Section 3] except some little changes.

We build the control v and derive the associated pr = Jo+& — Apv in (Z5]) using the
same interative construction as that in [9]. Denote by v, the control v restricted to the
time interval [s,t]. Obviously, pg = £ and p; depends on &, ¢, vg . For each even non-negative

integer n € 2N, having determined vg, and p,, we set

Un,n—i-l(r) o= :L,TL—‘,—I(MTL,TL"rl + Iﬁ)_ljn,n—i-lpn)(r)a Un+1,n+2(r) =0,

for r € [n,n + 2|, where = f(n) > 0 is to be determined in (3.22]) below.
We define

Rg,n-i-l = B(Mppnt1 + Iﬁ)_l-
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As that in [9], we split ppi2 = pfl, 5 + pL, 5, where
H,= R L= PyR) 3.20
Pn+2 = jn+1,n+2QN n,n+1jn,n+1pna Pn+2 = jn+1,n+2 N n7n+1\7n,n+1pn- ( . )
By (2.6]), for some absolute constant Cy > 1, we have
E(1+ (U al*)|Fn < Co.

Set § = ﬁ By the above inequality, Lemma 2.8 and (2.18])([2:22]), one sees that

el 7)< Nonl*E(E(ITns1.002Qn M1 Fns1) - [T P72 )
1pal PO+ 1US 1 1P) - [Tt 1F| )

<
< Codllpal® (3.21)

for appropriate N = N(J). Fix such an N in (3:20). Following the lines in the [0, Lemma
3.1], noting Lemmas [2.5H2.9] and Theorem B.1] there exists § = B(n) > 0 such that

E(lonial®1F2) < dllonll®. (3.22)
By B21)) and ([3:22), we have
1
E(llon+2®170) < 2"E(llpnsal® + llons2l®1Fn) < 27 - 2C0d]lpall® = S lpall®
which implies that, for any even non-negative integer n, we have
Ellpall® < 272", (3.23)

Based on ([3:23)) the estimates in Section 2, following the lines in [J, Section 3], we deduce
that

sup E
€1=1,t>0

t
/fu-dW‘éC
0

and for some 7y > 0,

sup El|p[|* < Ce".
lel=1

By [0, Section 3.1], we complete our proof.
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4 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Let H be a Banach space. Recall that
d(z,y) = 1Az —y|, Vr,ycH,
where ¢ is a small parameter to be adjusted later on. On the set
Pri(H) := {,u € Pr(H): /Hd(O,u)d,u(u) < oo},

the metric d induces a Wasserstein-Kantorovich distance defined by

d(p, p2) = sup
[®]lg<1

[ #@ntn) - [ a@wia

H

where ||®||4 denotes the Lipschitz constant of ® in the metric d.
We recall the following abstract results. Then, we give a proof of Theorem [Tl

Theorem 4.1. (See [12, Theorem 2.5].) Let (P;)=o be a Markov semigroup over a Banach
space H satisfying

(1) there exist constants o € (0,1), C > 0 and Ty > 0 such that
[IDP®lloc < C[|®|oc + a1 [[DP[oo, (4.1)

for every t > Ty and every Fréchet differentiable function ® : H — R;
(2) for every & > 0, there exists a Ty = T(d) so that for any t > Ty there exists an a > 0
so that

sup r{U,U"Ye HxH:|U -U"|<6}>a, (4.2)
FEC(Pt*éU()?Pt*éﬁO)

for every Uy, 170 € H. Here 0y 1is the dirac measure concentrated at U, the operator Py
is defined by (I10) and C(p1, p2) denotes the set of all measures m on H X H such that
(A x H) = pu1(A) and 7(H x A) = po(A) for every Borel set A C H,

Then, there exist constants § > 0, < 1 and T > 0 such that

d(Pipun, Ppiz) < ad(p, pi2) (4.3)

for every pair of probability measures pi,pe on H. In particular, (P;)i>o0 has a unique in-

variant measure ., and its transition probabilities converge exponentially fast to .

Theorem 4.2. (See [14, Theorem 2.1].) Let (P;)i=0 be a Feller Markov semigroup on a met-
ric space (H,d) with the continuity property: limy_,q P,®(Uy) = ®(Up) for all® € Cy(H), Uy €
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H. Let P,(Uy, A) be the associated transition functions. Suppose that (Py)i=o satisfy

(1) for some C,y > 0 and every pu1,us € Pri(H),

(P} pu1, P ) < Ce™d(pa, p2), (4.4)
(2) for every R >0
sup sup / |d(0,U) |2 P(Up, dU) < oo, (4.5)
t>0 UpeBr JH

where Br = {Uy € H, d(0,Uy) < R}.

Then, there exists a unique invariant probability measure p, € Pri(H) such that for any
® € CY(H) and any Uy € H

I . _
lim T/ O(U(t,Uy))dt = / O(U)dps(U) =: me in probability.
0 H

T—o00

2
Moreover, the limit 0 = limp_,oo £E <f0T(<I>(U(t, Uo)) — mq>)dt> exists and

. e _
lim P <ﬁ/@ (®(U(t,Up)) — mae)dt < f) = X5 (&),

T—o00

where X, is the distribution function of a normal random variable with zero mean and vari-

ance O'2 .

We are now in a position to give a proof of Theorem [T11

Proof. Recall that Uy = U (t, Up) is the solution of (I1]). Forany ¢ > 0,Uy € H and E € B(H),
P,(Uy, E), P, and P} are defined by (L.8])-(LI0) respectively.

We divide our proof into two parts (a) and (b). In the first part (a), we use Theorem [41]
to prove (LLII). In the second part (b), we use Theorem to give a proof of (LI2) and
ine}

(a) First, by Proposition B3, (&I]) holds. For any r > 0, we use B, to denote {U’ €
H,||U'|| < r}. Following the same way as that in [9, Page 2489], one arrives at that for any
1,0 > 0 there exists T, = Tix(3,0) > 0 such that

inf Pp(U, Bs) > 0, 4.6
IU11<3 ( ) (4.6)

for any T > T,.
By Lemma 2.1] there exist positive constants C; and v such that for any J,6 > 0 and
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T >t=1, we have

Pr(To, Bs ) = /H P, (To,au) Pr—(U, By

7 : EU,
> > —
> /B JPt(UO,dU) jnf. Pro(U,Bs) > (1 ) jnf. Pry (U, Bs )
01(1 + t_'y) . 201 .
> e —A > - — .
> (1 ) juf Pr+(U,Bs) > (1 ) juf Pry(U.Bs),  (47)

where U, is the solution to equation (L)) with initial value Up. In the above inequality, we
set 1 =4C;. By (&8), there exists T* = T*(1,d) such that for any T > T*,

inf Pp_o(U,Bs) > 0.
i’ «(U, Bs)

Combining the above inequality with (7)), noting J = 4C1, one arrives at that

_inf Pr(Ug,Bs) >0 (4.8)
UpeH 2

for T > T*.

For any Uy, Uy € H and T > 0, we define T € Pr(H x H) by

Uo,Uo
fU07(70(A1 X Ag) = PT(UQ, Al)PT(ﬁo,Ag) for any Aj, Ay € B(H)
Then, by (4.8), we have

sup r{(U,U"Ye HxH:|U-U"| <6}

FGC(P: JUO 7Pt*5[70 )

> Ty o {U U € Hx H: U~ U"|| < 6}

> Pr <U0,B%> - Pr ((70,3%> > <U1151PT(U0’33)>2 >0

which yields (£2]).
By Theorem A1) for some oo < 1,7 > 0 and every pair of probability measures j1, 2 on
H, we have

d(Prp, Prpz) < od(pn, p2).-

Therefore, for some C,~v > 0 and every ui, u2 € Pri(H), we have
(P, P/ i) < Ce™d(pr, pa).- (4.9)

Also by Theorem [4.1], (P} )¢~ has a unique invariant measure fi.
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In ([@9), letting p; = Py, and pa = ps, one sees that
AP} 60y, L) < Ced(bu, 1),
which implies

sup < Ce M,

lella<t

P (Us) — /H B () (d2)

We complete the proof of (LII]).
(b) By Ito formula and (I.1l), for any n > 0, it gives that

t
DU = nllTol? + 20 /0 U |2ds

t

t t
= n&ot + 277/ (Us, GAW;) + 277/ (Ug, Us)ds — 277/ (US,U§’>ds
0 0 0
t t
S 77(50 + 47T)t + 277/ <U57 GdWs> - 277/ ”Us(2)|’2d3'
0 0
Let U(t) = nl|Us||*, Z(t) = nl|UtlI7 + nl|Ut]|?, then we have

n(E +4m) — 2| Us |l — 20| Us|I> < (o + 4m) — 2Z(¢),
AP|(Us, GY? < dn&oZ(t).

By [12}, lemma 5.1}, there exists n* > 0, such that for any n € (0,n*]
E U+ etz [CouazasY] < o & U(0)]%e™
exp |Vl + e ; nl|Usll1ds ¢| < C(n, &) exp{nl|U(0)||7e™"},

which yields (4.5]).

The Feller property and stochastic continuity of P; follow immediately from the well-

posedness properties of (II]) as recalled in Proposition 211

Therefore, by (4.9) and the arguments above, the conditions of Theorem hold for P

and we finish the proof of (I.12]) and (L.I3]).
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