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ASYMPTOTICALLY AUTONOMOUS ROBUSTNESS IN PROBABILITY

OF RANDOM ATTRACTORS FOR STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES

EQUATIONS ON UNBOUNDED POINCARÉ DOMAINS

RENHAI WANG1, KUSH KINRA2 AND MANIL T. MOHAN3*

Abstract. The asymptotically autonomous robustness of random attractors of stochastic
fluid equations defined on bounded domains has been considered in the literature. In this ar-
ticle, we initially consider this topic (almost surely and in probability) for a non-autonomous
stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation driven by additive and multiplicative noise defined on
some unbounded Poincaré domains. There are two significant keys to study this topic: what
is the asymptotically autonomous limiting set of the time-section of random attractors as
time goes to negative infinity, and how to show the precompactness of a time-union of random
attractors over an infinite time-interval (−∞, τ ]. We guess and prove that such a limiting
set is just determined by the random attractor of a stochastic Navier-Stokes equation driven
by an autonomous forcing satisfying a convergent condition. The uniform “tail-smallness”
and “flattening effecting” of the solutions are derived in order to justify that the usual
asymptotically compactness of the solution operators is uniform over (−∞, τ ]. This in fact
leads to the precompactness of the time-union of random attractors over (−∞, τ ]. The idea
of uniform tail-estimates due to Wang [51] is employed to overcome the noncompactness of
Sobolev embeddings on unbounded domains. Several rigorous calculations are given to deal
with the pressure terms when we derive these uniform tail-estimates.

1. Introduction

1.1. Statement of problems. The well-posedness and global/pullback/exponential /tra-
jectory/random attractors of 2D Navier-Stokes equations defined on bounded domains have
been well-discussed in the literature, see [3, 21, 23, 24, 42, 47, 49] and many others. The
existence of deterministic and random attractors of a Navier-Stokes equation defined on the
whole space R

2 is an interesting and challenging open problem. Motivated by several inter-
esting works such as Caraballo, Lukaszewicz and Real [10, 11], Brzézniak et.al. [5, 6], Gu,
Guo and Wang [25], and others, one can, however, try these kind of analysis on unbounded
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Poincaré domains. By a Poincaré domain, we mean a domain in which the Poincaré inequal-
ity is satisfied. A typical example of unbounded Poincaré domains in R

2 is O = R× (−L, L)
with L > 0, see Temam [49, p.306] and Robinson [45, p.117].

Hypothesis 1.1. Let O be an open, connected and unbounded subset of R2, the boundary of
which is uniformly of class C3 (see [27]). We assume that, there exists a positive constant λ
such that the following Poincaré inequality is satisfied:

λ

∫

O

|ψ(x)|2dx ≤
∫

O

|∇ψ(x)|2dx, for all ψ ∈ H
1
0(O). (1.1)

This work is devoted to the study of asymptotically autonomous robustness of random
attractors for a 2D non-autonomous stochastic Navier-Stokes fluid defined on the unbounded
Poincaré domain O:




∂u

∂t
− ν∆u + (u · ∇)u+∇p = f + S(u) ◦ dW

dt
, in O× (τ,∞),

∇ · u = 0, in O× (τ,∞),

u = 0, in ∂O × (τ,∞),

u(x, τ) = u0(x), x ∈ O and τ ∈ R,

(1.2)

where τ ∈ R, u(x, t) ∈ R
2, p(x, t) ∈ R and f(x, t) ∈ R

2 denotes the velocity field, pressure
and external forcing, respectively, the positive constant ν is known as the kinematic viscosity
of the fluid, the term S(u) is referred as the diffusion coefficient of the noise, and it is
either independent of u, that is, S(u) = h ∈ D(A) (additive noise) or equal to u (multi-
plicative noise), the symbol ◦ means that the stochastic integral is understood in the sense
of Stratonovich, W = W(t, ω) is an one-dimensional two-sided Wiener process defined on a
standard probability space (Ω,F ,P), and D(A) is the domain of the Stokes operator.

By the asymptotically autonomous robustness of random attractors, we mean that the
time-section of random attractors is robust (or stable) in terms of the Hausdorff semi-distance
of the energy space as the time-parameter goes to negative infinity.

1.2. Literature survey. The theories and applications of global/pullback/exponential /tra-
jectory/ attractors of deterministic dynamical systems can be referred to some prominent
works of Hale and Raugel [28, 29], Temam [49], Robinson [45, 46], Ball [2], Chueshov and
Lasiecka, [17, 18], Chepyzhov and Vishik [13], Caraballo, Lukaszewicz and Real [10, 11],
Carvalho, Langa and Robinson [12] and many others. In order to capture the long-time
dynamics of stochastic equations driven by uncertain forcing, attractors of deterministic dy-
namical systems were extended to be random attractors of random dynamical systems, see
Arnold [1], Brzeźniak, Capiński and Flandoli [4], Crauel, Debussche and Flandoli [14, 15] and
Schmalfuß [48]. Since evolution equations arriving from physics and other fields of science are
often driven by stochastic and non-autonomous forcing simultaneously, random attractors
of autonomous random dynamical systems are generalized by Wang [53] under the frame-
work of non-autonomous random dynamical systems. In light of these theoretical results,
random attractor have been extensively investigated in [5, 20, 25, 26, 30, 32, 40, 52, 58, 59],
etc. for autonomous and non-autonomous stochastic equations. As it is well known in the
literature that to study pathwise attractors, one needs to convert a stochastic system into a
pathwise deterministic one, which is possible for additive or linear multiplicative noise. Very
recently, a new concept called mean random attractors of mean random dynamical system
was proposed by Wang [54] in order to study the long-term behavior of solutions of stochastic
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Itô evolution equations driven by nonlinear noise. We mention that the existence of mean
random attractors of stochastic Itô Navier-Stokes equations driven by nonlinear noise has
been studied by Wang [55], see [16, 31, 60, 61, 62], etc. for other stochastic models.

1.3. Motivations, conditions and main results. It is well known that the time depen-
dence of forcing term reflects the non-autonomous feature of evolution systems. This could
be the most important feature distinguishing from autonomous evolution systems. Intu-
itively, if the non-autonomous forcing term f(x, t) in (1.2) converges asymptotically to an
autonomous forcing term in some sense, then the non-autonomous dynamics of (1.2) be-
come more and more autonomous. In such a case we call this phenomenon asymptotically
autonomous dynamics of (1.2). Our main motivation is to investigate the asymptotically
autonomous robustness of random attractors of (1.2) driven by additive and multiplicative
noise when f and h satisfy the following conditions:

Hypothesis 1.2. f ∈ L2
loc(R;L

2(O)) converges to a time-independent function f∞ ∈ L
2(O):

lim
τ→−∞

∫ τ

−∞
‖f(t)− f∞‖2

L2(O)dt = 0.

Hypothesis 1.3. There exists a constant ℵ > 0 such that h ∈ D(A) satisfies
∣∣∣∣

2∑

i,j=1

∫

O

ui(x)
∂hj(x)

∂xi
uj(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ℵ‖u‖2
L2(O), ∀ u ∈ L

2(O).

Remark 1.4. Hypothesis 1.2 implies the following conditions (see Caraballo et al. [9]):

• Uniformness condition:

sup
s≤τ

∫ s

−∞
eκ(r−s)‖f(t)‖2

L2(O)dr < +∞, ∀ κ > 0, τ ∈ R. (1.3)

• The tails of the forcing f are backward-uniformly small:

lim
k→∞

sup
s≤τ

∫ s

−∞
eκ(r−s)

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}
|f(x, r)|2dxdr = 0, ∀ κ > 0, τ ∈ R. (1.4)

Remark 1.5. (i) An example of Hypothesis 1.2 is f (x, t) = f∞(x)et + f∞(x) with
f∞ ∈ L

2(O).

(ii) An example of h = (h1, h2) in Hypothesis 1.3 is any h ∈ D(A) with sup
x∈O

∣∣∣∂hj(x)

∂xi

∣∣∣ <∞,

i, j = 1, 2.
(iii) Hypothesis 1.3 is only used for additive noise case, where S(u) = h ∈ D(A).
(iv) Hypothesis 1.2 is used to prove that the solutions of (1.2) is asymptotically au-

tonomous in L
2(O).

With these conditions, we are able to state our main results, which reveal the asymptoti-
cally autonomous dynamics of (1.2).

Theorem 1.6. (Additive noise case) Under Hypotheses 1.1-1.3, the non-autonomous
random dynamical system Φ generated by (1.2) with S(u) = h has a unique pullback random
attractor A = {A(τ, ω) : τ ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω} such that

⋃
s∈(−∞,τ ]A(s, ω) is precompact in L

2(O)
and

lim
t→+∞

e−γt sup
s∈(−∞,τ ]

‖A(s− t, θ−tω)‖L2(O) = 0,
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for any γ > 0, τ ∈ R and ω ∈ Ω. In addition, the time-section A(τ, ω) is asymptotically
autonomous robust in L

2(O), and the limiting set of A(τ, ω) as τ → −∞ is just determined
by the random attractor A∞ = {A(ω) : ω ∈ Ω} of a stochastic Navier-Stokes equation (3.18)
with the autonomous forcing f∞, that is,

lim
τ→−∞

distL2(O)(A(τ, ω),A∞(ω)) = 0, ∀ ω ∈ Ω. (1.5)

Furthermore, we also justify the asymptotically autonomous robustness in probability:

lim
τ→−∞

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : distL2(O)(A(τ, ω),A∞(ω)) ≥ δ

)
= 0, ∀ δ > 0. (1.6)

Theorem 1.7. (Multiplicative noise case) Under Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2, all results
in Theorem 1.6 hold for the non-autonomous random dynamical system generated by (1.2)
with S(u) = u.

1.4. Novelties, difficulties and approaches. A crucial point to prove (1.5) and (1.6)
is how to obtain the uniform precompactness of

⋃
s∈(−∞,τ ]A(s, ω) in L

2(O). It is known

from the theoretical results of Wang [53] that the pullback asymptotic compactness of Φ
implies the compactness of every single time-section A(τ, ω). Since (−∞, τ ] is an infinite
interval, one cannot expect that the usual pullback asymptotical compactness of Φ leads to
the precompactness of

⋃
s∈(−∞,τ ]A(s, ω) in L

2(O). However, motivated by the ideas of [53],
this can be done if one is able to show that the usual pullback asymptotically compactness
of Φ is uniform with respect to a uniformly tempered universe (see (2.13)) over (−∞, τ ].

When O is a bounded domain, the uniform pullback asymptotically compactness of Φ
over (−∞, τ ] has been established in [33] via a compact uniform pullback absorbing set by
using compact Sobolev embeddings. This argument has been widely used to study similar
topics for other types of stochastic fluid equations defined on bounded domains, see Wang
and Li [63] for MHD equations; and [38, 39, 64, 65, 66], etc. for g-Navier-Stokes equations
and Brinkman-Forchheimer equations.

When O is a unbounded domain as considered as an unsolved problem in the present
paper, the Sobolev embeddings are no longer compact, proving such uniform asymptotically
compactness is therefore hard than the bounded domain case. In this paper, we use the
idea of uniform tail-estimates due to Wang [51] to overcome the noncompactness of Sobolev
embeddings on unbounded domains, that is, we will use a cut-off technique to prove that
solutions to (1.2) are sufficiently small in L

2(Oc
k) uniformly over (−∞, τ ], when k is large

enough, where Ok = {x ∈ O : |x| ≤ k} and Ok = R
2 \ Ok. Essentially unlike the parabolic

or hyperbolic equations as considered in [7, 9, 36, 51, 58], etc. the fluid equations like (1.2)
contain the pressure term p. When we derive these uniform tail-estimates, the pressure term
p can not simply treated by the divergence theorem (does not vanish). However, by taking the
divergence in (1.2) and using the incompressibility condition, we get the rigorous expression of

the pressure term p = (−∆)−1
[∑2

i,j=1
∂2

∂xi∂xj
(uiuj)

]
= (−∆)−1[Tr(∇u)2]. Then it is possible

to derive these uniform tail-estimates, but we shall carefully deal with the L
4(O)-norm of

the solutions resulting from the expression of p, see (3.43). As a result of these uniform
tail-estimates and uniform “flattening effecting” of solutions to (1.2), the uniform pullback
asymptotical compactness of Φ in L

2(O) follows. It is worth mentioning that the wide-spread
idea of energy equations developed by Ball [2] can be used to overcome the noncompactness
of Sobolev embeddings on unbounded domains, see [5, 6, 10, 11, 25, 32, 52, 56, 57, 59] and
many others. We remark that we are currently unable to use the idea of energy equations
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to prove the uniform pullback asymptotical compactness of Φ in L
2(O) since (−∞, τ ] is an

infinite time-interval.
Since we have to consider the uniformly tempered universe to prove the uniform pullback

asymptotically compactness of Φ, we shall prove the measurability of the uniformly compact
attractor. This is not straightforward compared with the the usual case since the radii
of the uniform pullback absorbing set is taken as the supremum over an uncountable set
(−∞, τ ] (see Proposition 3.6). In order to surmount the difficulty, we first observe that
the measurability of the usual random attractor is known in the literature, see for example,
[5, 6, 10, 11, 25], and then prove that such a uniformly compact attractor is just equal to
the usual random attractor. This idea has been successfully used by Caraballo et.al. [9] and
Wang and Li [63] for different stochastic models.

1.5. Outline. In the next section, we consider an abstract formulation of (1.2), discuss the
properties of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process and Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness.
In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.6 for problem (1.2) driven by additive noise. In the final
section, we prove Theorem 1.7 for problem (1.2) driven by multiplicative noise.

2. Mathematical Formulations and Preparations

In this section, we discuss the necessary function spaces needed to obtain the results of
this work. Next, we define linear and bilinear operators which help us to obtain an abstract
formulation of the stochastic system (1.2). Further, we discuss the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck pro-
cess, its properties and the backward tempered random sets. Finally, we discuss Kuratowski’s
measure of noncompactness with its consequence (Lemma 2.4). Note that Lemma 2.4 plays
a crucial role to prove the time-semi-uniform asymptotic compactness (see Subsection 3.5).

2.1. Function spaces and operators. Let the space V := {u ∈ C∞
0 (O;R2) : ∇ · u = 0},

where C∞
0 (O;R2) denote the space of all infinite times differentiable functions (R2-valued)

with compact support in O. Let H and V denote the completion of V in L2(O;R2) and
H1

0(O;R
2) norms, respectively. The spaces H and V are endowed with the norms ‖u‖2

H
:=∫

O
|u(x)|2dx and ‖u‖2

V
:=

∫
O
|∇u(x)|2dx (using Poincaré’s inequality), respectively. The

induced duality between the spaces V and V
∗ is denoted by 〈·, ·〉. Moreover, we have the

continuous embedding V →֒ H ≡ H
∗ →֒ V

∗.

2.1.1. Linear operator. Let P : L2(O) → H denote the Helmholtz-Hodge orthogonal projec-
tion (cf. [35]). Let us define the Stokes operator

Au := −P∆u, u ∈ D(A).

The operator A : V → V
∗ is a linear continuous operator. Since the boundary of O is

uniformly of class C3, it is inferred that D(A) = V ∩ H
2(O) and ‖Au‖H defines a norm in

D(A), which is equivalent to the one in H
2(O) (cf. Lemmas 1, [27]). The above argument

implies that P : H
2(O) → H

2(O) is a bounded operator. Moreover, the operator A is
non-negative self-adjoint in H and

〈Au,u〉 = ‖u‖2
V
, for all u ∈ V, and ‖Au‖V∗ ≤ ‖u‖V. (2.1)
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2.1.2. Bilinear operator. Let us define the trilinear form b(·, ·, ·) : V× V× V → R by

b(u, v,w) =

∫

O

(u(x) · ∇)v(x) ·w(x)dx =

2∑

i,j=1

∫

O

ui(x)
∂vj(x)

∂xi
wj(x)dx.

If u, v are such that the linear map b(u, v, ·) is continuous on V, the corresponding element
of V∗ is denoted by B(u, v). We also denote B(u) = B(u,u) = P[(u · ∇)u]. An integration
by parts gives {

b(u, v, v) = 0, for all u, v ∈ V,

b(u, v,w) = −b(u,w, v), for all u, v,w ∈ V.
(2.2)

Remark 2.1. 1. The following inequality is used in the sequel (see Chapter 2, section 2.3,
[50]) :

|b(u, v,w)| ≤ C‖u‖1/2
H

‖u‖1/2
V

‖v‖V‖w‖1/2
H

‖w‖1/2
V
, for all u, v,w ∈ V. (2.3)

2. Note that 〈B(u,u− v),u− v〉 = 0, which implies that

〈B(u)− B(v),u− v〉 = 〈B(u− v, v),u− v〉 = −〈B(u− v,u− v), v〉. (2.4)

2.2. Abstract formulation and Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Taking the projection
P on the 2D SNSE equations (1.2), one obtains





du(t)

dt
+ νAu(t) + B(u(t)) = f(t) + S(u(t)) ◦ dW(t)

dt
,

u(x, τ) = u0(x), x ∈ O,

(2.5)

where S(u) = u or independent of u (for simplicity of notations, we denoted PS(u) as S(u)
and Pf as f ). Here, W(t, ω) is a standard scalar Wiener process on the probability space
(Ω,F ,P), where

Ω = {ω ∈ C(R;R) : ω(0) = 0},
endowed with the compact-open topology given by the complete metric

dΩ(ω, ω
′) :=

∞∑

m=1

1

2m
‖ω − ω′‖m

1 + ‖ω − ω′‖m
, where ‖ω − ω′‖m := sup

−m≤t≤m
|ω(t)− ω′(t)|,

and F is the Borel sigma-algebra induced by the compact-open topology of (Ω, dΩ), P is the
two-sided Wiener measure on (Ω,F ). From [22], it is clear that the measure P is ergodic
and invariant under the translation-operator group {θt}t∈R on Ω defined by

θtω(·) = ω(·+ t)− ω(t), for all t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

The operator θ(·) is known as Wiener shift operator. Moreover, the quadruple (Ω,F ,P, θ)
defines a metric dynamical system, see [1, 5].

2.2.1. Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Consider for some σ > 0 (which will be specified later)

z(θtω) =

∫ t

−∞
e−σ(t−ξ)dW(ξ), ω ∈ Ω, (2.6)

which is the stationary solution of the one dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation

dz(θtω) + σz(θtω)dt = dW(t). (2.7)
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It is known from [19] that there exists a θ-invariant subset Ω̃ ⊂ Ω of full measure such that

z(θtω) is continuous in t for every ω ∈ Ω̃, and

E
(
|z(θsω)|ξ

)
=

Γ
(
1+ξ
2

)
√
πσξ

, for all ξ > 0, s ∈ R, (2.8)

lim
t→+∞

e−δt|z(θ−tω)| = 0, for all δ > 0, (2.9)

lim
t→±∞

1

t

∫ t

0

z(θξω)dξ = lim
t→±∞

|z(θtω)|
|t| = 0, (2.10)

where Γ is the Gamma function. For further analysis of this work, we do not distinguish

between Ω̃ and Ω. Since, ω(·) has sub-exponential growth (cf. Lemma 11, [8]), Ω can be
written as Ω = ∪N∈NΩN , where

ΩN := {ω ∈ Ω : |ω(t)| ≤ Ne|t|, for all t ∈ R}, for all N ∈ N.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.5, [37]). For each N ∈ N, suppose ωk, ω0 ∈ ΩN such that dΩ(ωk, ω0) →
0 as k → +∞. Then, for each τ ∈ R and T ∈ R

+ ,

sup
t∈[τ,τ+T ]

[
|z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)|+ |ez(θtωk) − ez(θtω0)|

]
→ 0 as k → +∞,

sup
k∈N

sup
t∈[τ,τ+T ]

|z(θtωk)| ≤ C(τ, T, ω0). (2.11)

2.2.2. Backward-uniformly tempered random set. ([37]) A bi-parametric set D = {D(τ, ω)}
in a Banach space X is said to be backward-uniformly tempered if

lim
t→+∞

e−ct sup
s≤τ

‖D(s− t, θ−tω)‖2X = 0 ∀ (τ, ω, c) ∈ R× Ω× R
+, (2.12)

where ‖D‖X = sup
x∈D

‖x‖X.

2.2.3. Class of random sets.

• Let D be the collection of subsets of H defined as:

D =

{
D = {D(τ, ω) : (τ, ω) ∈ R× Ω} : lim

t→+∞
e−ct sup

s≤τ
‖D(s− t, θ−tω)‖2H = 0, ∀ c > 0

}
.

(2.13)

• Let B be the collection of subsets of H defined as:

B =

{
B = {B(τ, ω) : (τ, ω) ∈ R× Ω} : lim

t→+∞
e−ct‖B(τ − t, θ−tω)‖2H = 0, ∀ c > 0

}
.

• Let D∞ be the collection of subsets of H defined as:

D∞ =

{
D̂ = {D̂(ω) : ω ∈ Ω} : lim

t→+∞
e−

νλ1
3

t‖D̂(θ−tω)‖2H = 0, ∀ c > 0

}
.
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2.3. Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness. The first result of measure of noncom-
pactness was defined and studied by Kuratowski in [34] (see [41] also). With the help of some
vital implications of Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness, one can show the existence
of a convergent subsequences for some arbitrary sequences. Therefore, several authors used
such results to obtain the asymptotic compactness of random dynamical systems, cf. [9, 37]
etc. and references therein.

Definition 2.3 (Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness, [44]). Let (X, d) be a metric
space and E a bounded subset of X. Then the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness (the
set-measure of noncompactness) of E, denoted by κX(E), is the infimum of the set of all
numbers ε > 0 such that E can be covered by a finite number of sets with diameters less than
ε, that is,

κX(E) = inf

{
ε > 0 : E ⊂

n⋃

i=1

Qi, Qi ⊂ X, diam(Qi) < ε (i = 1, 2 . . . , n; n ∈ N)

}
.

The function κ is called Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness.

Note that κX(E) = 0 if and only if E is compact (see Lemma 1.2, [44]). The following
lemma is an application of Kuratowski’s measure of noncompactness which is helpful in
proving the time-semi-uniform asymptotic compactness of random dynamical systems.

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 2.7, [36]). Let X be a Banach space and xn be an arbitrary sequence
in X. Then {xn} has a convergent subsequence if κX{xn : n ≥ m} → 0 as m→ ∞.

3. Asymptotically autonomous robustness of random attractors of (1.2):
additive noise

In this section, we consider the 2D SNSE (2.5) driven by additive white noise, that is,
S(u) is independent of u, and establish the existence and asymptotic autonomy ofD-pullback
random attractors. Let us consider 2D SNSE perturbed by additive white noise for t ≥ τ,

τ ∈ R and h ∈ D(A) as




du(t)

dt
+ νAu(t) + B(u(t)) = f (t) + h(x)

dW(t)

dt
,

u(x, τ) = u0(x), x ∈ O,

(3.1)

where W(t, ω) is the standard scalar Wiener process on the probability space (Ω,F ,P) (see
Section 2.2 above).

Let us define v(t, τ, ω, vτ ) = u(t, τ, ω,uτ ) − h(x)z(θtω), where z is defined by (2.6) and
satisfies (2.7), and u is the solution of (1.2) with S(u) = h(x). Then v satisfies:





dv

dt
− ν∆v +

(
(v + hz) · ∇

)
(v + hz) +∇p

= f + σhz + νz∆h, in O× (τ,∞),

∇ · v = 0, in O× (τ,∞),

v = 0, in ∂O × (τ,∞),

v(x, τ) = v0(x) = u0(x)− h(x)z(θτω), x ∈ O and τ ∈ R,

(3.2)
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as well as the projected form in V
∗:




dv

dt
+ νAv + B(v + hz) = f + σhz − νzAh, t > τ, τ ∈ R,

v(x, τ) = v0(x) = u0(x)− h(x)z(θτω), x ∈ O,
(3.3)

3.1. Lusin continuity and measurability of systems. Lusin continuity assists us to
define the non-autonomous random dynamical system (NRDS). The following Lemma gives
us the energy inequality satisfied by the solution of the system (3.3) which will be frequently
used.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. Then, the

solution of (3.3) satisfies the following inequality:

d

dt
‖v(t)‖2

H
+ (νλ− 4ℵ|z(θtω)|)‖v(t)‖2H +

ν

2
‖v(t)‖2

V
≤ R̂4

[
‖f(t)‖2

H
+ |z(θtω)|3 + 1

]
, (3.4)

where R̂4 > 0 is some constant.

Proof. From (3.3), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖v‖2

H
=− ν‖v‖2

V
− b(v + hz(θtω), v + hz(θtω), v) + (f , v) + z(θtω)(σh− νAh, v).

(3.5)

Making use of (2.2) and Hypothesis 1.3, and we find the existence of a constant R̂1 > 0 such
that

|b(v + hz(θtω), v + hz(θtω), v)| ≤ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|‖v‖2H + R̂1|z(θtω)|3. (3.6)

Using (1.1), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, there exist constants R̂2, R̂3 > 0 such that

(f , v) + z(θtω)
(
σh− νAh, v

)
≤ νλ

2
‖v‖2

H
+ R̂2‖f‖2H + R̂3

[
|z(θtω)|3 + 1

]
. (3.7)

Combining (3.5)-(3.7) and using (1.1), we complete the proof with R̂4 = 2max{R̂1 +

R̂3, R̂2, R̂3}. �

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H). For each (τ, ω, vτ ) ∈ R × Ω × H, the system

(3.3) has a unique solution v(·, τ, ω, vτ ) ∈ C([τ,+∞);H) ∩ L2
loc(τ,+∞;V) such that v is

continuous with respect to the initial data.

Proof. The proof can be found in Theorems 4.5 and 4.6 in [6]. �

The next result shows the Lusin continuity of mapping of solution to the system (3.3) in
sample points.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H) and Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. For

each N ∈ N, the mapping ω 7→ v(t, τ, ω, vτ ) (solution of (3.3)) is continuous from (ΩN , dΩN
)

to H, uniformly in t ∈ [τ, τ + T ] with T > 0.

Proof. Assume ωk, ω0 ∈ ΩN such that dΩN
(ωk, ω0) → 0 as k → ∞. Let V k := vk−v0, where

vk = v(t, τ, ωk, vτ ) and v0 = v(t, τ, ω0, vτ ) for t ∈ [τ, τ + T ]. Then, V k satisfies:

dV k

dt
+ νAV

k +
[
B
(
vk + z(θtωk)h

)
− B

(
v0 + z(θtω0)h

)]

= {σh− νAh}[z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)], (3.8)
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in V
∗. Taking the inner product with V k(·) in (3.8) and using (2.4), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖V k‖2

H
= ν‖V k‖2

V
− [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]b

(
vk + z(θtωk)h,h, v

k + z(θtωk)h
)

− b
(
V

k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h,V
k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h, v

0 + z(θtω0)h
)

+ [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]b
(
v0 + z(θtω0)h,h, v

0 + z(θtω0)h
)

+ [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]
(
σh− νAh,V k

)
. (3.9)

In view of Hypothesis 1.3, (1.1), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we obtain
∣∣∣∣[z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]

{
b
(
vk + z(θtωk)h,h, v

k + z(θtωk)h
)

+ b
(
v0 + z(θtω0)h,h, v

0 + z(θtω0)h
)
+
(
σh− νAh,V k

)}∣∣∣∣

≤ C|z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)|
{
‖vk + z(θtωk)h‖2V + ‖v0 + z(θtω0)h‖2V + ‖vk‖2

V
+ ‖v0‖2

V
+ 1

}
.

(3.10)

Next, we estimate the remaining term on the right hand side of (3.9). Applying (1.1), (2.2),
(2.3) and Young’s inequality, we estimate
∣∣b
(
V

k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h,V
k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h, v

0 + z(θtω0)h
)∣∣

=
∣∣b
(
V

k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h, v
0 + z(θtω0)h,V

k + [z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)]h
)∣∣

≤ C‖v0 + z(θtω0)h‖2V‖V k‖2
H
+ C|z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)|2

{
‖v0‖2

V
+ |z(θtω0)|2 + 1

}
+
ν

2
‖V k‖2

V
.

(3.11)

Combining (3.9)-(3.11), we obtain

d

dt
‖V k(t)‖2

H
≤ P (t)‖V k(t)‖2

H
+Qk(t), (3.12)

for a.e. t ∈ [τ, τ + T ], T > 0, where P = C‖v0 + z(θtω0)h‖2V and

Qk = C|z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)|
{
‖vk + z(θtωk)h‖2V + ‖v0 + z(θtω0)h‖2V + ‖vk‖2

V
+ ‖v0‖2

V
+ 1

}

+ C|z(θtωk)− z(θtω0)|2
{
‖v0‖2

V
+ |z(θtω0)|2 + 1

}
.

We infer from (3.4) that for all t ∈ [τ, τ + T ],

d

dt
‖vk(t)‖2

H
+
ν

2
‖vk(t)‖2

V
≤ 4ℵ|z(θtωk)|‖vk(t)‖2H + R̂4

[
‖f(t)‖2

H
+ |z(θtωk)|3 + 1

]

≤ C(τ, T, ω0)‖vk(t)‖2H + C(τ, T, ω0)
[
‖f(t)‖2

H
+ 1

]
, (3.13)

where we have used (2.11). Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we arrive at

sup
k∈N

sup
t∈[τ,τ+T ]

‖vk(t)‖2
H
≤ eCT

[
‖vτ‖2H + C(τ, T, ω0)

∫ τ+T

τ

(
‖f (ξ)‖2

H
+ 1

)
dt

]
≤ C(τ, T, ω0),

(3.14)
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where we have used the fact f ∈ L2
loc(R;H). Further, integrating (3.13) from τ to τ +T and

using (3.14), we get

sup
k∈N

∫ τ+T

τ

‖vk(t)‖2
V
dt ≤ C(τ, T, ω0). (3.15)

Now, from (2.11), (3.15), f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), v0 ∈ C([τ,+∞);H) ∩ L2

loc(τ,+∞;V) and Lemma
2.2, we conclude that

∫ τ+T

τ

P (t)dt ≤ C(τ, T, ω0) and lim
k→+∞

∫ τ+T

τ

Qk(t)dt = 0. (3.16)

Making use of Gronwall’s inequality to (3.12) and using (3.16), one can complete the proof.
�

Note that Lemma 3.2 ensures that we can define a mapping Φ : R+ ×R×Ω×H → H by

Φ(t, τ, ω,uτ ) = u(t + τ, τ, θ−τω,uτ ) = v(t+ τ, τ, θ−τω, vτ ) + hz(θtω). (3.17)

The Lusin continuity in Proposition 3.3 provides the F -measurability of Φ. Consequently,
Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3 imply that the mapping Φ defined by (3.17) is an NRDS on
H.

3.2. Backward convergence of NRDS. Consider the following autonomous 2D SNSE
subjected to an additive white noise:





dũ(t)

dt
+ νAũ(t) + B(ũ(t)) = f∞ + h(x)

dW(t)

dt
,

ũ(x, 0) = ũ0(x), x ∈ O.

(3.18)

We show that the solution to the system (3.3) converges to the solution of the correspond-
ing autonomous system (3.18) as τ → −∞. Let ṽ(t, ω) = ũ(t, ω)− h(x)z(θtω). Then, the
pathwise deterministic system corresponding to the stochastic system (3.18) is given by:




dṽ(t)

dt
+ νAṽ(t) + B(ṽ(t) + hz(θtω)) = f∞ + σhz(θtω)− νz(θtω)Ah, t > τ, τ ∈ R,

ṽ(x, 0) = ṽ0(x) = ũ0(x)− h(x)z(ω), x ∈ O,

(3.19)

in V
∗.

The proof of the following result is just similar to that of Proposition 4.3 in [33].

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 are satisfied. Then the solution v
of the system (3.3) backward converges to the solution ṽ of the system (3.19), that is,

lim
τ→−∞

‖v(T + τ, τ, θ−τω, vτ )− ṽ(t, ω, ṽ0)‖H = 0, for all T > 0 and ω ∈ Ω,

whenever ‖vτ − ṽ0‖H → 0 as τ → −∞.

3.3. Increasing random absorbing sets. This subsection provides the existence of an
increasing D-random absorbing set for the non-autonomous SNSE.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. Then, for

all (τ, ω) ∈ R× Ω, s ≤ τ , ξ ≥ s− t, t ≥ 0 and v0 ∈ H,

‖v(ξ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2H +
ν

2

∫ ξ

s−t

eνλ(ρ−ξ)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

ξ
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ
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≤ e−νλ(ξ−s+t)+4ℵ
∫ ξ−s

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H

+ R̂4

∫ ξ−s

−t

eνλ(ρ+s−ξ)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

ξ−s
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f (ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ, (3.20)

where R̂4 is the same as in (3.4). For each (τ, ω,D) ∈ R × Ω × D, there exists a time
T := T(τ, ω,D) > 0 such that

sup
s≤τ

sup
t≥T

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

[
‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2H

+
ν

2

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

]
≤ 1 + R̂4 sup

s≤τ
R(s, ω), (3.21)

where R(s, ω) is given by

R(s, ω) :=

∫ 0

−∞
eνλρ−4ℵ

∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ. (3.22)

Proof. Let us write the energy inequality (3.4) for v(ζ) = v(ζ, s− t, θ−sω, v0), that is,

d

dζ
‖v(ζ)‖2

H
+ (νλ− 4ℵ|z(θζ−sω)|)‖v(ζ)‖2H +

ν

2
‖v(ζ)‖2

V
≤ R̂4

[
‖f (ζ)‖2

H
+ |z(θζ−sω)|3 + 1

]
.

(3.23)

In view of the variation of constants formula with respect to ζ ∈ (s − t, ξ), we get (3.20)
immediately. Putting ξ = s in (3.20), we obtain

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2H +
ν

2

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

≤ e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H

+ R̂4

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ, (3.24)

for all s ≤ τ . Now, we consider σ large enough
(
σ > 9216ℵ2

πν2λ2

)
such that from (2.8), we have

4ℵE(|z(·)|) < νλ

24
<

2νλ

3
. (3.25)

Since v0 ∈ D(s − t, θ−tω) and D is backward tempered, it implies from (3.25) and the
definition of backward temperedness (2.12) that there exists a time T := T(τ, ω,D) such
that for all t ≥ T > 0,

e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη sup

s≤τ
‖v0‖2H ≤ e−

νλ
3
t sup
s≤τ

‖D(s− t, θ−tω)‖2H ≤ 1. (3.26)

Taking supremum over s ∈ (−∞, τ ] in (3.24), one obtains (3.21). �

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. For

R̂4 and R(τ, ω) same as in (3.4) and (3.22), respectively, we have

(i) There is an increasing D-pullback absorbing set R given by

R(τ, ω) :=

{
u ∈ H : ‖u‖2

H
≤ 2 + 2R̂4 sup

s≤τ
R(s, ω) + 2‖h‖2

H
|z(ω)|2

}
, for all τ ∈ R. (3.27)
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Moreover, R is backward-uniformly tempered with arbitrary rate, that is, R ∈ D.

(ii) There is a B-pullback random absorbing set R̃ given by

R̃(τ, ω) :=
{
u ∈ H : ‖u‖2

H
≤ 2 + 2R̂4R(s, ω) + 2‖h‖2

H
|z(ω)|2

}
∈ B, for all τ ∈ R. (3.28)

Proof. (i) Using (1.3), (2.10) and (3.25), we obtain

sup
s≤τ

R(s, ω) = sup
s≤τ

∫ 0

−∞
eνλρ−4ℵ

∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f (ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ

= sup
s≤τ

∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ

{
‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ <∞. (3.29)

Hence, absorption follows from Lemma 3.5. Due to the fact that τ 7→ sups≤τ R(τ, ω) is
an increasing function, R(τ, ω) is an increasing D-pullback absorbing set. For c > 0, let
c1 = min{ c

2
, νλ

3
} and consider

lim
t→+∞

e−ct sup
s≤τ

‖R(s− t, θ−tω)‖2H

≤ lim
t→+∞

e−ct

[
2 + 2R̂4 sup

s≤τ
R(s− t, θ−tω) + 2‖h‖2

H
|z(θ−tω)|2

]

= 2R̂4 lim
t→+∞

e−ct sup
s≤τ

∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ

{
‖f(ρ+ s− t)‖2

H
+ |z(θρ−tω)|3 + 1

}
dρ

= 2R̂4 lim
t→+∞

e−ct sup
s≤τ

∫ −t

−∞
e

νλ
3
(ρ+t)

{
‖f (ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ

≤ 2R̂4 lim
t→+∞

e−(c−c1)t sup
s≤τ

∫ 0

−∞
ec1ρ

{
‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρω)|3 + 1

}
dρ = 0, (3.30)

where we have used (1.3), (2.10) and (3.29). It infers from (3.30) that R ∈ D.

(ii) Since R̃ ⊆ R ∈ D ⊆ B and the mapping ω 7→ R(τ, ω) is F -measurable, using (3.24) (for

s = τ), we obtain that R̃ is a B-pullback random absorbing set. �

3.4. Backward uniform-tail estimates and backward flattening estimates. Back-
ward uniform tail estimates and backward flattening estimates for the solution of the system
(3.3) play a key role in establishing the time-semi-uniform asymptotic compactness (BAC)
of NRDS (3.17). We obtain these estimates by using a proper cut-off function.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. Then, for any (τ, ω,D) ∈
R× Ω×D, the solution of (3.3) satisfies

lim
k,t→+∞

sup
s≤τ

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
) = 0, (3.31)

where Oc
k = O\Ok and Ok = {x ∈ O : |x| ≤ k}.

Proof. Let ρ be a smooth function such that 0 ≤ ρ(ξ) ≤ 1 for ξ ∈ R
+ and

ρ(ξ) =

{
0, for 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1,

1, for ξ ≥ 2.
(3.32)
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Then, there exists a positive constant C such that |ρ′(ξ)| ≤ C and |ρ′′(ξ)| ≤ C for all ξ ∈ R
+.

Taking the divergence to the first equation of (3.2), formally, we obtain

−∆p = ∇ ·
[(
(v + hz(θtω)) · ∇

)
(v + hz(θtω))

]

= ∇ ·
[
∇ ·

(
(v + hz(θtω))⊗ (v + hz(θtω))

)]

=

2∑

i,j=1

∂2

∂xi∂xj

(
(vi + hiz(θtω))(vj + hjz(θtω))

)
,

which implies that

p = (−∆)−1

[
2∑

i,j=1

∂2

∂xi∂xj

(
(vi + hiz(θtω))(vj + hjz(θtω))

)
]
, (3.33)

in the weak sense. It follows from (3.33) that

‖p‖2L2(O) =

∥∥∥∥∥

[
2∑

i,j=1

∂2

∂xi∂xj
(−∆)−1

(
(vi + hiz(θtω))(vj + hjz(θtω))

)
]∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(O)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥

2∑

i,j=1

(−∆)−1
(
(vi + hiz(θtω))(vj + hjz(θtω))

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

H2(O)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∆
2∑

i,j=1

(−∆)−1
(
(vi + hiz(θtω))(vj + hjz(θtω))

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(O)

≤ C‖v + h(θtω)‖4L4(O), (3.34)

where, in the penultimate step, we have used the elliptic regularity for Poincaré domains
with uniformly smooth boundary of class C3 (cf. Lemmas 1, [27]). Taking the inner product

to the first equation of (3.2) with ρ
2
(

|x|2
k2

)
v in L

2(O), we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

O

ρ
2

( |x|2
k2

)
|v|2dx

= ν

∫

O

(∆v)ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=I1(k,t)

− b

(
v + hz(θtω), v + hz(θtω), ρ

2

( |x|2
k2

)
(v + hz(θtω))

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=I2(k,t)

+ b

(
v + hz(θtω), v + hz(θtω), ρ

2

( |x|2
k2

)
hz(θtω)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=I3(k,t)

−
∫

O

(∇p)ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=I4(k,t)

+

∫

O

fρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx+ σz(θtω)

∫

O

hρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx+ νz(θtω)

∫

O

(∆h)ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=I5(k,t)

.

(3.35)
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Let us now estimate each term on the right hand side of (3.35). Integration by parts,
divergence free condition of v(·) and (1.1) give

I1(k, t) = −ν
∫

O

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ ν

∫

O

v∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

))
∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)
dx

− ν

∫

O

∇v∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

))
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

≤ −ν
∫

O

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+
ν

8

∫

O

∣∣∣∣∇
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx

+
νλ

8

∫

O

∣∣∣∣
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+
C

k

[
‖v‖2

H
+ ‖v‖2

V

]

≤ −3νλ

4

∫

O

∣∣∣∣
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+
C

k
‖v‖2

V
, (3.36)

and

−I2(k, t) = 4

∫

O

ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)
x

k2
· (v + hz(θtω))|v + hz(θtω)|2dx

= 4

∫

O∩{k≤|x|≤
√
2k}

ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)
x

k2
· (v + hz(θtω))|v + hz(θtω)|2dx

≤ 4
√
2

k

∫

O∩{k≤|x|≤
√
2k}

∣∣∣∣ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)∣∣∣∣|v + hz(θtω)|3dx

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖3

L3(O) +
∣∣z(θtω)

∣∣3‖h‖3
L3(O)

]

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖2

H
‖v‖V + |z(θtω)|3

]

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V
+ |z(θtω)|4 + 1

]
, (3.37)

where we have used Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s and Young’s inequalities. Using integration by
parts, divergence free condition, (1.1) and (3.34), we get

−I4(k, t) = 2

∫

O

pρ

( |x|2
k2

)
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)
2

k2
(x · v)dx

≤ C

k

∫

O∩{k≤|x|≤
√
2k}

|p||v|dx

≤ C

k

[
‖v + hz(θtω)‖2L4(O)‖v‖H

]

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖2

L4(O)‖v‖H + |z(θtω)|2‖v‖H
]

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖V‖v‖2H + |z(θtω)|4 + ‖v‖2

H

]
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≤ C

k

[
‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V
+ |z(θtω)|4

]
, (3.38)

where we have used (1.1), Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s and Young’s inequalities. Finally, we esti-
mate the remaining terms of (3.35) by using Hypothesis 1.3, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities
as follows:

|I3(k, t)|

≤ |z(θtω)|
∣∣∣∣b
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
(v + hz(θtω)),h, ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
(v + hz(θtω))

)∣∣∣∣

+ 2|z(θtω)|
∣∣∣∣
∫

O

ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)[2x
k2

· (v + hz(θtω))
][
(v + hz(θtω)) · h

]
dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ℵ|z(θtω)|
∫

O

ρ
2

( |x|2
k2

)
|v + hz(θtω)|2dx+

C

k
|z(θtω)|

∫

O∩{k≤|x|≤
√
2k}

|v + hz(θtω)|2|h|dx

≤ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|
∫

O

∣∣∣∣ρ
( |x|2
k2

)
v

∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|3
∫

Oc
k

|h|2dx+ C

k

[
|z(θtω)|‖v‖2L4(O) + |z(θtω)|3

]

≤ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|
∫

O

∣∣∣∣ρ
( |x|2
k2

)
v

∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|3
∫

O∩{|x|≥k}

|h|2dx

+
C

k

[
‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V
+ |z(θtω)|4 + 1

]
, (3.39)

and

I5(k, t) ≤
νλ

4

∫

O

∣∣∣∣ρ
( |x|2
k2

)
v

∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ C

∫

O

ρ
2

( |x|2
k2

)[
|f |2 + |z(θtω)|2|h|2 + |z(θtω)|2|∆h|2

]
dx.

(3.40)

Combining (3.35)-(3.40), we get

d

dt
‖v‖2

L2(Oc
k
) +

[
νλ− 4ℵ|z(θtω)|

]
‖v‖2

L2(Oc
k
)

≤ C

k

[
‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V
+ |z(θtω)|4 + 1

]
+ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|3

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}
|h(x)|2dx

+ C

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}
|f(x)|2dx+ C|z(θtω)|2

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}

[
|h(x)|2 + |∆h(x)|2

]
dx. (3.41)

Making use of variation of constant formula to the above inequality (3.41) on (s− t, s) and
replacing ω by θ−sω, we find for s ≤ τ, t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω,

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
)

≤ e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H +

C

k

[ ∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖4Hdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Î1(t)
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+

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Î2(t)

+

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη

{
|z(θρω)|4 + 1

}
dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Î3(t)

]

+ C

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη|z(θρω)|2dρ




∫

O∩{|x|≥k}

|h(x)|2dx+
∫

O∩{|x|≥k}

|∆h(x)|2dx




︸ ︷︷ ︸
Î4(k,t)

+ C

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}

|f(x, ρ+ s)|2dxdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Î5(k,t)

. (3.42)

From (3.20), we obtain

Î1(t)

≤
∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη

[
e−νλ(ρ−s+t)+4ℵ

∫
ρ−s

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H

+ R̂4

∫
ρ−s

−t

eνλ(ρ1+s−ρ)−4ℵ
∫ ρ1

ρ−s|z(θηω)|dη
{
‖f(ρ1 + s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρ1ω)|3 + 1

}
dρ1

]2
dρ

≤ C

∫ s

s−t

e
νλ
4
(ρ−s)−4ℵ

∫
0

ρ−s
|z(θηω)|dηdρ · e− 3νλ

4
t+8ℵ

∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖4H

+

∫ s

s−t

e
νλ
3
(ρ−s)−4ℵ

∫
0

ρ−s
|z(θηω)|dηdρ

×
(∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ1+4ℵ

∫
0

ρ1
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f(ρ1 + s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρ1ω)|3 + 1

}
dρ1

)2

≤ C

∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
4
ρ−4ℵ

∫
0

ρ
|z(θηω)|dηdρ ·

[
e−

3νλ
8

t+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H

]2
+

∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ−4ℵ

∫
0

ρ
|z(θηω)|dηdρ

×
(∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ1+4ℵ

∫
0

ρ1
|z(θηω)|dη

{
‖f(ρ1 + s)‖2

H
+ |z(θρ1ω)|3 + 1

}
dρ1

)2

:= Î11(t) + Î12(t). (3.43)

It follows from (3.42) and (3.43) that

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
)

≤ e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖v0‖2H +

C

k

[
Î11(t) + Î12(t) + Î2(t) + Î3(t)

]
+ Î4(k, t) + Î5(k, t).

(3.44)
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Now, using the fact that h ∈ D(A), (1.4), the definition of backward temperedness (2.12),
(2.10), (3.25), (3.29) and Lemma 3.5, one can complete the proof. �

The following Lemma provides the backward flattening estimates for the solution of the
system (3.2). For each k ≥ 1, we let

̺k(x) := 1− ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
, x ∈ O. (3.45)

Let v̄ := ̺kv for v := v(s, s− t, ω, vτ ) ∈ H. Then v̄ ∈ L
2(O√

2k), which has the orthogonal
decomposition:

v̄ = Piv̄ ⊕ (I− Pi)v̄ =: v̄i,1 + v̄i,2, for each i ∈ N, (3.46)

where, Pi : L
2(O√

2k) → Hi := span{e1, e2, · · · , ei} ⊂ L
2(O√

2k) is a canonical projection and
{em}∞m=1, is a family of eigenfunctions for −∆ in L

2(O√
2k) with corresponding eigenvalues

0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λm → ∞ as m→ ∞. We also have that

̺k∆v = ∆v̄ − v∆̺k − 2∇̺k · ∇v.
Furthermore, for ψ ∈ H

1
0(O

√
2k), we have

Piψ =

i∑

m=1

(ψ, em)em, A
1/2Piψ =

i∑

m=1

λ
1/2
j (ψ, em)em,

(I− Pi)ψ =

∞∑

m=i+1

(ψ, em)em, A
1/2(I− Pi)ψ =

∞∑

m=i+1

λj(ψ, em)em,

‖∇(I− Pi)ψ‖2L2(O√
2k

) = ‖A1/2(I− Pi)ψ‖2L2(O√
2k

) =
∞∑

m=i+1

λ2m|(ψ, em)|2

≥ λi+1

∞∑

m=i+1

λm|(ψ, em)|2 = λi+1‖(I− Pi)ψ‖2L2(O√
2k

). (3.47)

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.3 are satisfied. Let

(τ, ω,D) ∈ R× Ω×D and k ≥ 1 be fixed. Then

lim
i,t→+∞

sup
s≤τ

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

‖(I− Pi)v̄(s, s− t, θ−s, v̄0,2)‖2L2(O√
2k

) = 0, (3.48)

where v̄0,2 = (I− Pi)(̺kv0).

Proof. Multiplying by ̺k in the first equation of (3.2), we rewrite the equation as:

dv̄

dt
− ν∆v̄ + ̺k

(
(v + hz) · ∇

)
(v + hz) + ̺k∇p

= −νv∆̺k − 2ν∇̺k · ∇v + ̺kf + σ̺khz + νz̺k∆h. (3.49)

Applying (I−Pi) to the equation (3.49) and taking the inner product of the resulting equation
with v̄i,2 in L

2(O√
2k), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + ν‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
)
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= −
2∑

q,m=1

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
(vq + hqz(θtω))

∂(vm + hmz(θtω))

∂xq
{̺k(x)}2(vm + hmz(θtω))

]
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=J1

+ z(θtω)

2∑

q,m=1

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
(vq + hqz(θtω))

∂(vm + hmz(θtω))

∂xq
{̺k(x)}2hm

]
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=J2

−
{
ν
(
v∆̺k, v̄i,2

)
+ 2ν

(
∇̺k · ∇v, v̄i,2

)
−
(
̺kf , v̄i,2

)
− σz

(
̺kh, v̄i,2

)
− νz

(
̺k∆h, v̄i,2

)}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J3

−
(
̺k(x)∇p, v̄i,2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J4

. (3.50)

Next, we estimate each terms of (3.50) as follows: Using integration by parts, divergence free
condition of v(·), (3.47) (WLOG we assume that λi ≥ 1), Hölder’s, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s
(Theorem 1, [43]) and Young’s inequalities, we find

|J1| =
∣∣∣∣∣2
∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)
x

k2
· {̺k(x)v + ̺k(x)hz(θtω)}|v + hz(θtω)|2

]
dx

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C
[
‖v̄i,2‖L3(O√

2k
) + |z(θtω)|‖(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)‖L3(O√

2k
)

]
‖v + hz(θtω)‖2L3(O)

≤ C

[
‖v̄i,2‖

2

3

L2(O√
2k

)‖∇v̄i,2‖
1

3

L2(O√
2k

) + |z(θtω)|‖(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)‖
2

3

L2(O√
2k

)

× ‖∇(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)‖
1

3

L2(O√
2k

)

]
‖v + hz(θtω)‖

4

3

H
‖v + hz(θtω)‖

2

3

V

≤ Cλ
−1/3
i+1

[
‖∇v̄i,2‖L2(O√

2k
) + |z(θtω)|‖∇[(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)]‖L2(O√

2k
)

]

× ‖v + hz(θtω)‖
4

3

H
‖v + hz(θtω)‖

2

3

V

≤ ν

8
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + C|z(θtω)|2‖∇[(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)]‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ−1

i+1‖v‖8H
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 ‖v‖2

V
+ Cλ−1

i+1|z(θtω)|8 + Cλ
−1/3
i+1 , (3.51)

|J2| ≤ |z(θtω)|
∣∣b
(
v̄i,2 + (I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω)),h, v̄i,2 + (I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω))

)∣∣

+ 2|z(θtω)|
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
̺k(x)ρ

′
( |x|2
k2

)[ x
k2

· (v + hz(θtω))
][
(v + hz(θtω)) · h

]]
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ℵ|z(θtω)|‖v̄i,2 + (I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω))‖2L2(O√

2k
)

+ C|z(θtω)|‖v̄i,2 + (I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω))‖L2(O√
2k

)‖v + hz(θtω)‖L4(O)‖h‖L4(O)

≤ ℵ|z(θtω)|‖v̄i,2 + (I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω))‖2L2(O√
2k

)

+ Cλ
−1/4
i+1 |z(θtω)|‖∇v̄i,2 +∇[(I− Pi)(̺k(x)hz(θtω))]‖1/2L2(O√

2k
)‖v + hz(θtω)‖H

× ‖v + hz(θtω)‖1/2V



20 R. WANG, K. KINRA AND M. T. MOHAN

≤ 2ℵ|z(θtω)|‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√
2k

) +
ν

8
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ

−1/3
i+1 ‖v‖2

V
+ Cλ

−1/3
i+1 ‖v‖8

H

+ C|z(θtω)|3‖(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)‖2L2(O√
2k

) + C|z(θtω)|2‖∇[(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)]‖2L2(O√
2k

)

+ Cλ
−1/3
i+1 |z(θtω)|8 + Cλ

1/3
i+1, (3.52)

|J3| ≤ C

[
‖v‖H + ‖v‖V + ‖f‖H + |z(θtω)|

]
‖v̄i,2‖L2(O√

2k
)

≤ Cλ
−1/2
i+1

[
‖v‖V + ‖f‖H + |z(θtω)|

]
‖∇v̄i,2‖L2(O√

2k
)

≤ ν

8
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ−1

i+1

[
‖v‖2

V
+ ‖f‖2

H

]
+ Cλ−1

i+1|z(θtω)|8 + Cλ−1
i+1, (3.53)

|J4| =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
∇p{̺k(x)}2v

]
dx

∣∣∣∣∣ = 2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
ρ
′
( |x|2
k2

)
p̺k(x)v

]
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C‖p‖L2(O)‖v̄i,2‖L2(O√

2k
)

≤ Cλ
−1/4
i+1 ‖v + hz(θtω)‖2L4(O)‖v̄i,2‖

1/2
L2(O√

2k
)‖∇v̄i,2‖

1/2
L2(O√

2k
)

≤ Cλ
−1/4
i+1 ‖v + hz(θtω)‖H‖v + hz(θtω)‖V‖v‖1/2H

‖∇v̄i,2‖1/2L2(O√
2k

)

≤ ν

8
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ

−1/4
i+1 ‖v‖2

V
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 ‖v‖8

H
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 |z(θtω)|8 + Cλ

−1/2
i+1 + Cλ

−1/6
i+1 ,

(3.54)

where we have used Hypothesis 1.3 and equation (3.34) in (3.52) and (3.54), respectively.
Now, combining (3.50)-(3.54) and using (1.1) in the resulting inequality, we arrive at

d

dt
‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + (νλ− 4ℵ|z(θtω)|)‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
)

≤ I1(i)|z(θtω)|2 + I2(i)|z(θtω)|3 + I3(i)‖v‖8H + I4(i)‖v‖2V + I3(i)|z(θtω)|8 + I5(i)‖f‖2H + I6(i),
(3.55)

where

I1(i) = C‖(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)‖2L2(O√
2k

), I2(i) = C‖∇[(I− Pi)(̺k(x)h)]‖2L2(O√
2k

),

I3(i) = C
[
λ
−1/3
i+1 + λ

−1/2
i+1 + λ−1

i+1

]
, I4(i) = C

[
λ
−1/4
i+1 + λ

−1/3
i+1 + λ

−1/2
i+1 + λ−1

i+1

]
,

I5(i) = Cλ−1
i+1 and I6(i) = C

[
λ
−1/6
i+1 + λ

−1/3
i+1 + λ

−1/2
i+1 + λ−1

i+1

]
.

Due to the fact that h ∈ D(A) and λi → +∞ as i→ +∞, we deduce that

lim
i→+∞

I1(i) = lim
i→+∞

I2(i) = lim
i→+∞

I3(i) = lim
i→+∞

I4(i) = lim
i→+∞

I5(i) = lim
i→+∞

I6(i) = 0. (3.56)

In the view of variation of constant formula in (3.55), we find

‖(I− Pi)v̄(s, s− t, θ−s, v̄0,2)‖2L2(O√
2k

)

≤ e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖(I− Pi)(̺kv0)‖2L2(O√

2k
) + I6(i)

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dηdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L7(t)



ASYMPTOTICALLY AUTONOMOUS ROBUSTNESS OF RANDOM ATTRACTORS FOR 2D SNSE 21

+ I4(i)

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L1(s,t)

+ I3(i)

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−4ℵ
∫
ρ

s
|z(θη−sω)|dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖8Hdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L2(s,t)

+ I1(i)

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη|z(θρω)|2dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L3(t)

+ I2(i)

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη|z(θρω)|3dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L4(t)

+ I3(i)

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη|z(θρω)|8dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L5(t)

+ I5(i)

∫ 0

−t

eνλρ−4ℵ
∫
ρ

0
|z(θηω)|dη‖f (ρ+ s)‖2

H
dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L6(s,t)

.

(3.57)

It implies from (2.10), (1.3), (3.21), (3.25) and (3.29) that
{

sup
s≤τ

L1(s, t) < +∞, sup
s≤τ

L6(s, t) < +∞,

L3(t) < +∞, L4(t) < +∞, L5(t) < +∞ and L7(t) < +∞,
(3.58)

for sufficiently large t > 0. Moreover, similar arguments as in (3.44) provide

sup
s≤τ

L2(s, t) < +∞. (3.59)

Further,

‖(I− Pi)(̺kv0)‖2L2(O√
2k

) ≤ C‖v0‖2H, (3.60)

for all v0 ∈ D(s− t, θ−tω) and s ≤ τ . Now, using the definition of backward temperedness
(2.12), (2.10), (1.3), (3.25), Lemma 3.5 and (3.56), (3.58)-(3.60) in (3.57), we obtain (3.48),
as desired, which completes the proof. �

3.5. Proof of Theorem 1.6. In this subsection, we demonstrate the main result of this sec-
tion, that is, the existence of D-pullback random attractors and their asymptotic autonomy
for the solution of the system (3.1). For the existence of a unique random attractor for au-
tonomous 2D SNSE driven by additive noise on Poincaré domains (bounded or unbounded),
we refer to [5]. The proof of this theorem is divided into following seven steps:

Step I: D-pullback time-semi-uniform asymptotic compactness of Φ. It is enough to prove
that for each (τ, ω,D) ∈ R × Ω × D, arbitrary sequences sn ≤ τ , τn → +∞ and v0,n ∈
D(sn − tn, θ−tnω), the sequence

vn = v(sn, sn − tn, θ−snω, v0,n)

is pre-compact. Let EN = {vn : n ≥ N}, N = 1, 2, . . . . In order to prove the pre-
compactness of the sequence vn, it is enough to prove that the Kuratowski measure κH(EN) →
0 and N → +∞, (cf. Lemma 2.4).

For each η > 0, by Lemma 3.7, there exists N1 ∈ N and K ≥ 1 such that

‖vn‖L2(Oc
K
) ≤ η, for all n ≥ N1, (3.61)
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where Oc
K = O\OK and Ok = {x ∈ O : |x| ≤ k}. By Lemma 3.8, there exist i ∈ N and

N2 ≥ N1 such that

‖(I− Pi)(̺Kvn)‖L2(O√
2K

) ≤ η, for all n ≥ N2. (3.62)

Now, Lemma 3.5 gives us that the set EN2
is bounded in H. Then, the set {̺Kvn : n ≥ N2}

is bounded in L
2(O√

2K). Hence, by the finite-dimensional range of Pi, Pi{̺Kvn : n ≥ N2}
is pre-compact in L

2(O√
2K), from which we conclude that

κL2(O√
2K

)(Pi{̺Kvn : n ≥ N2}) = 0. (3.63)

It follows from (3.62)-(3.63) and Theorem 1.4, [44] that

κL2(O√
2K

)({̺Kvn : n ≥ N2})
≤ κL2(O√

2K
)(Pi{̺Kvn : n ≥ N2}) + κL2(O√

2K
)((I− Pi){̺Kvn : n ≥ N2}) ≤ 2η. (3.64)

Since ̺Kvn = vn on OK , we get from (3.64) and Lemma 1.2, [44] that

κL2(OK)(EN2
) = κL2(OK){̺Kvn : n ≥ N2} ≤ κL2(O√

2K
){̺Kvn : n ≥ N2} ≤ 2η. (3.65)

Since EN2
⊂ EN1

, it implies from (3.61) and (3.65) that

κH(EN2
) ≤ κL2(OK)(EN2

) + κL2(Oc
K
)(EN1

) ≤ 3η,

which shows that Φ is time-semi-uniformly asymptotically compact in H.

Step II: B-pullback asymptotically compactness of Φ. It has been proved in [5, 6], and
we are omitting the proof here. Moreover, one can prove the B-pullback asymptotically
compactness of Φ by using similar arguments as in Step I.

Step III: D-pullback attractor A(τ, ω). Proposition 3.6 ((i) part) and Step I ensure us that
Φ has D-pullback absorbing set and Φ is D-pullback asymptotically compact, respectively.
Hence, by the abstract theory established in [53], Φ has a unique D-pullback attractor A

which is given by

A = ∩t0>0∪t≥t0Φ(t, τ − t, θ−tω)R(τ − t, θ−tω)
H

. (3.66)

However, we remark that the F -measurability of A is unknown, therefore we are saying A

is a D-pullback attractor instead of D-pullback random attractor.

Step IV: B-pullback attractor Ã(τ, ω). Proposition 3.6 ((ii) part) and Step II ensure us
that Φ has B-pullback random absorbing set and Φ is B-pullback asymptotically compact,
respectively. Hence, by the abstract theory established in [53], Φ has a unique D-pullback
random attractor A which is given by

Ã = ∩t0>0∪t≥t0Φ(t, τ − t, θ−tω)R̃(τ − t, θ−tω)
H

. (3.67)

Step V: Time-semi-uniformly compactness of A(τ, ω). We prove that ∪s≤τA(s, ω) is pre-
compact in H. Let {un}∞n=1 be an arbitrary sequence extracted from ∪s≤τA(s, ω). Then, we
can find a sequence sn ≤ τ such that un ∈ A(sn, ω) for each n ∈ N. Now, for the sequence
tn → ∞, by the invariance property of A we have un ∈ Φ(tn, sn− tn, θ−tnω)A(sn− tn, θ−tnω).
It implies that we can find u0,n ∈ A(sn− tn, θ−tnω) such that un = Φ(tn, sn− tn, θ−tnω,u0,n).
Here, u0,n ∈ A(sn − tn, θ−tnω) ⊆ R(sn − tn, θ−tnω) with sn ≤ τ and R ∈ D, and it follows
from the D-pullback time-semi-uniform asymptotic compactness of Φ that the sequence (un)
is pre-compact in H. Hence, ∪s≤τA(s, ω) is pre-compact in H.
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Step VI: A(τ, ω) = Ã(τ, ω). This implies that Φ has a unique pullback random attractor
which is time-semi-uniformly compact in H. Let us fix (τ, ω) ∈ R×Ω. Since, by Proposition

3.6, R(τ, ω) ⊇ R̃(τ, ω), it follows from (3.66) and (3.67) that A(τ, ω) ⊇ Ã(τ, ω). At the same

time, since A ∈ B ⊆ D, the invariance property of A and the attraction property of Ã imply
that

distH(A(τ, ω), Ã(τ, ω)) = distH(Φ(t, τ − t, θ−tω)A(τ − t, θ−tω), Ã(τ, ω)) → 0 as t→ +∞.

This indicates that A(τ, ω) ⊆ Ã(τ, ω). Hence A(τ, ω) = Ã(τ, ω), which, in view of the

F -measurability of Ã(τ, ω), shows that A(τ, ω) is F -measurable.

Step VII: Proofs of (1.5) and (1.6). By using Propositions 3.6 and 3.4 and time-semi-
uniformly compactness of A(τ, ω), and applying similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem
5.2, [9], one can complete the proof. Since, the arguments are similar to the proof of Theorem
5.2 in [9], we are omitting it here.

4. Asymptotically autonomous robustness of random attractors of (1.2):
multiplicative noise

In this section, we consider 2D SNSE equations driven by a multiplicative white noise
(S(u) = u in (1.2)) and establish the existence and asymptotic autonomy of D-pullback
random attractors. Let us define v(t, τ, ω, vτ ) = e−z(θtω)u(t, τ, ω,uτ ) with vτ = e−z(θτω)uτ ,

where z satisfies (2.7) and u(·) is the solution of (1.2) with S(u) = u. Then v(·) satisfies:




dv(t)

dt
− ν∆v(t) + ez(θtω)(v(t) · ∇)v(t) + e−z(θtω)∇p

= f (t)e−z(θtω) + σz(θtω)v(t), in O× (τ,∞),

∇ · v = 0, in O× (τ,∞),

v(x, τ) = v0(x) = e−z(θτω)u0(x), x ∈ O and τ ∈ R,

v(x, τ) = 0, in ∂O× (τ,∞),

(4.1)

as well as (projected form)




dv(t)

dt
+ νAv(t) + ez(θtω)B

(
v(t)

)
= f (t)e−z(θtω) + σz(θtω)v(t), t > τ, τ ∈ R,

v(x, τ) = v0(x) = e−z(θτω)u0(x), x ∈ O,

(4.2)

in V
∗. Next, we consider the autonomous SNSE with multiplicative white noise correspond-

ing to the non-autonomous system (2.5) with S(u) = u as




dũ(t)

dt
+ νAũ(t) + B(ũ(t)) = f∞ + ũ(t) ◦ dW(t)

dt
,

ũ(x, 0) = ũ0(x), x ∈ O.

(4.3)

Let ṽ(t, ω) = e−z(θtω)ũ(t, ω). Then, the system (4.3) can be written in the following pathwise
deterministic system:





dṽ(t)

dt
+ νAṽ(t) + ez(θtω)B

(
ṽ(t)

)
= f∞e

−z(θtω) + σz(θtω)ṽ(t), t > τ, τ ∈ R,

ṽ(x, 0) = ṽ0(x) = e−z(ω)ũ0(x), x ∈ O,

(4.4)
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in V
∗. The following Lemma shows the well-posedness result for the system (4.2) which can

be proved by a standard Faedo-Galerkin approximation method (cf. [6]).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H). For each (τ, ω, vτ ) ∈ R × Ω × H, the system

(4.2) has a unique weak solution v(·, τ, ω, vτ ) ∈ C([τ,+∞);H) ∩ L2
loc(τ,+∞;V) such that v

is continuous with respect to the initial data.

The energy inequality in the following Lemma will be used frequently in the rest of the
paper.

Lemma 4.2. For f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), the solution of (4.2) satisfies the following inequality:

d

dt
‖v‖2

H
+ (νλ− 2σz(θtω))‖v‖2H +

ν

2
‖v‖2

V
≤ 2e2|z(θtω)|

νλ
‖f‖2

H
. (4.5)

Proof. From the first equation of the system (4.2) and (2.2), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖v‖2

H
+

3ν

4
‖v‖2

V
+
ν

4
‖v‖2

V
= e−z(θtω)(f , v) + σz(θtω)‖v‖2H

≤ νλ

4
‖v‖2

H
+
e2|z(θtω)|

νλ
‖f‖2

H
+ σz(θtω)‖v‖2H.

Now, using (1.1) in the second term on the left hand side of the above inequality, one can
conclude the proof. �

Next result shows the Lusin continuity of mapping with respect to ω ∈ Ω of solution to
the system (4.2) which is taken from the work [33] (Proposition 3.4, [33]).

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H). For each N ∈ N, the mapping ω 7→

v(t, τ, ω, vτ ) (solution of (4.2)) is continuous from (ΩN , dΩN
) to H, uniformly in t ∈ [τ, τ+T ]

with T > 0.

In view of Lemma 4.1, we can define a mapping Ψ : R+ × R× Ω×H → H by

Ψ(t, τ, ω,uτ ) = u(t+ τ, τ, θ−τω,uτ ) = ez(θtω)v(t+ τ, τ, θ−τω, vτ ). (4.6)

The Lusin continuity in Proposition 4.3 gives the F -measurability of Ψ. Consequently, the
mapping Ψ defined by (4.6) is an NRDS on H. The following Proposition demonstrate the
backward convergence of NRDS (4.6) which is adapted from [33] (Proposition 3.6, [33]).

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.2 is satisfied. Then, the solution v of the
system (4.2) backward converges to the solution ṽ of the system (4.4), that is,

lim
τ→−∞

‖v(T + τ, τ, θ−τω, vτ )− ṽ(t, ω, ṽ0)‖H = 0, for all T > 0 and ω ∈ Ω, (4.7)

whenever ‖vτ − ṽ0‖H → 0 as τ → −∞.

Next Lemma is needed to obtain the increasing random absorbing set and the inequality
(4.10) (see below) is used to prove the backward uniform-tail estimates (Lemma 4.7) and
the backward flattening estimates (Lemma 4.8).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H). Then, for each (τ, ω,D) ∈ R × Ω × D, there

exists a time T := T(τ, ω,D) > 0 such that

sup
s≤τ

sup
t≥T

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

[
‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2H
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+
ν

2

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

]
≤ 1 +

2

νλ
sup
s≤τ

K(τ, ω), (4.8)

where K(τ, ω) is given by

K(τ, ω) :=

∫ 0

−∞
eνλρ+2|z(θρω)|+2σ

∫
0

ρ
z(θηω)dη‖f (ρ+ s)‖2

H
dρ. (4.9)

Furthermore, for all ξ > s− t, t ≥ 0 and v0 ∈ H,

‖v(ξ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2H +
ν

2

∫ ξ

s−t

eνλ(ρ−ξ)−2σ
∫
ρ

ξ
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

≤ e−νλ(ξ−s+t)+2σ
∫ ξ−s

−t
z(θηω)dη‖v0‖2H +

2

νλ

ξ−s∫

−t

eνλ(ρ+s−ξ)+2|z(θρω)|+2σ
∫ ξ−s

ρ
z(θηω)dη‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
dρ.

(4.10)

Proof. See the proof of Lemma 3.7 in [33]. �

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that f ∈ L2
loc(R;H), Hypotheses 1.1 and 1.2 are satisfied. For

K(τ, ω) same as in (4.9), we have

(i) There is an increasing D-pullback absorbing set K given by

K(τ, ω) :=

{
u ∈ H : ‖u‖2

H
≤ ez(ω)

[
1 +

2

νλ
sup
s≤τ

K(τ, ω)

]}
, for all τ ∈ R, (4.11)

Moreover, K is backward-uniformly tempered with arbitrary rate, that is, K ∈ D.

(ii) There is a B-pullback random absorbing set K̃ given by

K̃(τ, ω) :=

{
u ∈ H : ‖u‖2

H
≤ ez(ω)

[
1 +

2

νλ
K(τ, ω)

]}
, for all τ ∈ R. (4.12)

Proof. (i) Using (1.3), (2.9) and (2.10), we obtain

sup
s≤τ

K(s, ω) = sup
s≤τ

∫ 0

−∞
eνλρ+2|z(θρω)|+2σ

∫
0

ρ
z(θηω)dη‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
dρ <∞. (4.13)

Hence, absorption follows from Lemma 4.5. Due to the fact that τ 7→ sups≤τ K(τ, ω) is
an increasing function, K(τ, ω) is an increasing D-pullback absorbing set. Using similar
arguments as in (3.30), with the help of (1.3), (2.9) and (2.10), we deduce

lim
t→+∞

e−ct sup
s≤τ

‖K(s− t, θ−tω)‖2H = 0, (4.14)

which gives K ∈ D.

(ii) Since K̃ ⊆ K ∈ D ⊆ B and the mapping ω 7→ K(τ, ω) is F -measurable, R̃ is a
B-pullback random absorbing set. �
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4.1. Backward uniform-tail estimates and backward flattening estimates. In this
subsection, we prove the backward tail-estimates and backward flattening estimates for the
solution of (4.1). These estimates help us to prove the time-semi-uniform asymptotic com-
pactness of the solution of (4.2). We obtain these estimates by using an appropriate cut-off
function. The following Lemma provides the backward tail-estimates for the solution of the
system (4.1).

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.2 is satisfied. Then, for any (τ, ω,D) ∈ R×Ω×D,

the solution of (4.1) satisfies

lim
k,t→+∞

sup
s≤τ

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
) = 0, (4.15)

where Ok = {x ∈ O : |x| ≤ k}, k ∈ N.

Proof. Let ρ be the smooth function same as defined in (3.32). Similar to (3.33) and (3.34),
we obtain from (4.1)

p = (−∆)−1

[
e2z(θtω)

2∑

i,j=1

∂2

∂xi∂xj

(
vivj

)
]
, (4.16)

in the weak sense and

‖p‖2L2(O) ≤ Ce4z(θtω)‖v‖4
L4(O). (4.17)

Taking the inner product to the first equation of (4.1) with ρ
2
(

|x|2
k2

)
v, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

O

ρ
2

( |x|2
k2

)
|v|2dx = ν

∫

O

(∆v)ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
E1(k,t)

− ez(θtω)b

(
v, v, ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
E2(k,t)

− e−z(θtω)

∫

O

(∇p)ρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
E3(k,t)

+ e−z(θtω)

∫

O

fρ2

( |x|2
k2

)
vdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
E4(k,t)

+ σz(θtω)

∫

O

ρ
2

( |x|2
k2

)
|v|2dx. (4.18)

We estimate each term on the right hand side of (4.18). Integration by parts, divergence
free condition of v(·), (1.1), (4.17), Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s and Young’s inequalities provide
(see (3.36)-(3.40) for detailed calculations)

E1(k, t) ≤ −3νλ

4

∫

O

∣∣∣∣
(
ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
v

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+
C

k
‖v‖2

V
, (4.19)

|E2(k, t)| ≤
C

k

[
e2|z(θtω)|‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V

]
, (4.20)

|E3(k, t)| ≤
C

k

[
e2|z(θtω)|‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V

]
, (4.21)

|E4(k, t)| ≤
νλ

4

∫

O

ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
|v|2dx+ e2|z(θtω)|

νλ

∫

O

ρ

( |x|2
k2

)
|f(x)|2dx. (4.22)
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Combining (4.18)-(4.22), we get

d

dt
‖v‖2

L2(Oc
k
) + (νλ− 2σz(θtω))‖v‖2L2(Oc

k
)

≤ C

k

[
e2|z(θtω)|‖v‖4

H
+ ‖v‖2

V

]
+

2e2|z(θtω)|

νλ

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}
|f(x)|2dx. (4.23)

Applying variation of constants formula to the equation (4.23) on (s− t, s) and replacing ω
by θ−sω, we find for s ≤ τ, t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω,

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
)

≤ e−αt+2σ
∫
0

−t
z(θηω)dη‖v0‖2H +

C

k

[ ∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ê1(t)

+

∫ s

s−t

e2|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖4Hdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ê2(t)

]

+ C

∫ s

s−t

e2|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη

∫

O∩{|x|≥k}
|f(x, ξ)|2dxdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ê3(k,t)

. (4.24)

From (4.10), we deduce

Ê2(t) ≤ C

∫ s

s−t

e2|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)+2σ
∫
0

ρ−s
z(θηω)dη

[
e−2νλ(ρ−s+t)+4σ

∫
ρ−s

−t
z(θηω)dη‖v0‖4H

+

( ρ−s∫

−t

e
νλ(ρ1+s−ρ)+2|z(θρ1ω)|+2σ

∫
ρ−s

ρ1
z(θηω)dη‖f(ρ1 + s)‖2

H
dρ1

)2]
dρ

≤ C

∫ 0

−∞
e2|z(θρω)|+

νλ
4
ρ−2σ

∫
0

ρ
z(θηω)dηdρ · e− 3νλ

4
t+4σ

∫
0

−t
z(θηω)dη‖v0‖4H

+ C

∫ 0

−∞
e2|z(θρω)|+

νλ
3
ρ−2σ

∫
0

ρ
z(θηω)dηdρ

×
(∫ 0

−∞
e

νλ
3
ρ1+2|z(θρ1ω)|+2σ

∫
0

ρ1
z(θηω)dη‖f (ρ1 + s)‖2

H
dρ1

)2

:= Ê21(t) + Ê22(t). (4.25)

Combining (4.24) and (4.25), we arrive at

‖v(s, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2L2(Oc
k
)

≤ e−αt+2σ
∫
0

−t
z(θηω)dη‖v0‖2H +

C

k

[
Ê1(t) + Ê21(t) + Ê22(t)

]
+ Ê3(k, t). (4.26)

Now using (1.4), (2.10), the definition of backward temperedness (2.12) and Lemma 4.5, one
can immediately complete the proof. �
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The following Lemma provides the backward flattening estimates for the solution of the
system (4.1).

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.2 is satisfied. Let (τ, ω,D) ∈ R× Ω×D, k ≥ 1 be
fixed, ̺k is given by (3.45) and Pi is the same as in (3.46). Then

lim
i,t→+∞

sup
s≤τ

sup
v0∈D(s−t,θ−tω)

‖(I− Pi)v̄(s, s− t, θ−s, v̄0,2)‖2L2(O2k)
= 0, (4.27)

where v̄ = ̺kv and v̄0,2 = (I− Pi)(̺kv0).

Proof. Multiplying by ̺k in the first equation of (4.1), we rewrite the equation as:

dv̄

dt
− ν∆v̄ + ez(θtω)̺k(v.∇)v + e−z(θtω)̺k∇p

= e−z(θtω)̺kf + σz(θtω)v̄ − νv∆̺k − 2ν∇̺k · ∇v. (4.28)

Applying (I−Pi) to the equation (4.28) and taking the inner product of the resulting equation
with v̄i,2 in L

2(O√
2k), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + ν‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) − σz(θtω)‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
)

= − ez(θtω)
2∑

q,m=1

∫

O√
2k

(I− Pi)

[
vq
∂vm

∂xq
{̺k(x)}2vm

]
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ĵ1

−
{
ν
(
v∆̺k, v̄i,2

)
+ 2ν

(
∇̺k · ∇v, v̄i,2

)
−

(
e−z(θtω)̺kf , v̄i,2

)}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Ĵ2

−
(
e−z(θtω)̺k(x)∇p, v̄i,2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Ĵ3

.

(4.29)

Next, we estimate the terms on the right hand side of (4.29) as follows. Using integration
by parts, divergence free condition of v(·), (3.47) (WLOG we assume that λi ≥ 1), Hölder’s,
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s (Theorem 1, [43]) and Young’s inequalities, we arrive at (see (3.51)-
(3.54))

|Ĵ1| ≤
ν

6
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ−1

i+1e
6|z(θtω)|‖v‖8

H
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 ‖v‖2

V
, (4.30)

|Ĵ2| ≤
ν

6
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ−1

i+1

[
‖v‖2

V
+ e2|z(θtω)|‖f‖2

H

]
, (4.31)

|Ĵ3| ≤
ν

6
‖∇v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + Cλ

−1/4
i+1 ‖v‖2

V
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 e

6|z(θtω)|‖v‖8
H
+ Cλ

−1/2
i+1 e

2|z(θtω)|‖v‖4
H
,

(4.32)

where we have used (4.17) in (4.32) also. Now, combining (4.29)-(4.32) and using (1.1) in
the resulting inequality, we arrive at

d

dt
‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
) + (νλ− 2σz(θtω))‖v̄i,2‖2L2(O√

2k
)

≤ I1(i)‖v‖2V + I2(i)e
6|z(θtω)|‖v‖8

H
+ I3(i)e

2|z(θtω)|‖v‖4
H
+ I5(i)e

2|z(θtω)|‖f‖2
H
, (4.33)

where

I1(i) = C
[
λ
−1/4
i+1 + λ

−1/2
i+1 + λi+1

]
, I2(i) = C

[
λ
−1/2
i+1 + λ−1

i+1

]
, I3(i) = Cλ

−1/2
i+1 and I4(i) = Cλ−1

i+1.
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Due to the fact that h ∈ D(A) and λi → +∞ as i→ +∞, we deduce that

lim
i→+∞

I1(i) = lim
i→+∞

I2(i) = lim
i→+∞

I3(i) = lim
i→+∞

I4(i) = 0. (4.34)

In view of the variation of constant formula applied to (3.55), we find

‖(I− Pi)v̄(s, s− t, θ−sω, v̄0,2)‖2L2(O√
2k

)

≤ e−νλt+4ℵ
∫
0

−t
|z(θηω)|dη‖(I− Pi)(̺kv0)‖2L2(O√

2k
)

+ I1(i)

∫ s

s−t

eνλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖2Vdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L̂1(s,t)

+ I2(i)

∫ s

s−t

e6|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖8Hdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L̂2(s,t)

+ I3(i)

∫ s

s−t

e2|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖v(ρ, s− t, θ−sω, v0)‖4Hdρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L̂3(s,t)

+ I4(i)

∫ 0

−t

e2|z(θρ−sω)|+νλ(ρ−s)−2σ
∫
ρ

s
z(θη−sω)dη‖f(ρ+ s)‖2

H
dρ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L̂4(s,t)

. (4.35)

It implies from (2.10), (1.3) and (4.8) that

sup
s≤τ

L̂1(s, t) < +∞ and sup
s≤τ

L̂4(s, t) < +∞, (4.36)

for sufficiently large t > 0. Moreover, similar arguments as in (4.25) provide

sup
s≤τ

L̂2(s, t) < +∞ and sup
s≤τ

L̂3(s, t) < +∞, (4.37)

for sufficiently large t > 0. Further, we have

‖(I− Pi)(̺kv0)‖2L2(O√
2k

) ≤ C‖v0‖2H, (4.38)

for all v0 ∈ D(s− t, θ−tω) and s ≤ τ . Now, using the definition of backward temperedness
(2.12), (2.10), (1.3), Lemma 4.5, (4.34), and (4.36)-(4.38) in (4.35), we obtain (4.27), as
required. �

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.7. This subsection is devoted to the main result of this section,
that is, the existence of D-pullback random attractors and their asymptotic autonomy for
the solution of the system (2.5) with S(u) = u. The existence of pullback random attractors
for non-autonomous SNSE driven by multiplicative noise on unbounded Poincaré domains
was established in [52]. As the existence of a unique pullback random attractor is known
for each τ , one can obtain the existence of a unique random attractor for a autonomous 2D
SNSE driven by multiplicative noise on unbounded Poincaré domains (cf. [52]).

In view of Propositions 4.4 and 4.6, and Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8, we can prove the Theorem
1.7 by applying similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.6, see Subsection 3.5.
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