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Abstract

A framework to establish response theory for a class of nonlinear stochastic partial differ-
ential equations (SPDEs) is provided. More specifically, it is shown that for a certain class of
observables, the averages of those observables against the stationary measure of the SPDE are
differentiable (linear response) or, under weaker conditions, locally Holder continuous (frac-
tional response) as functions of a deterministic additive forcing. The method allows to consider
observables that are not necessarily differentiable. For such observables, spectral gap results
for the Markov semigroup associated with the SPDE have recently been established that are
fairly accessible. This is important here as spectral gaps are a major ingredient for establishing
linear response. The results are applied to the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation and the
stochastic two—layer quasi—geostrophic model, an intermediate complexity model popular in
the geosciences to study atmosphere and ocean dynamics. The physical motivation for study-
ing the response to perturbations in the forcings for models in geophysical fluid dynamics
comes from climate change and relate to the question as to whether statistical properties of
the dynamics derived under current conditions will be valid under different forcing scenarios.
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1 Introduction

In this work we consider a framework suitable to establish response theory for a class of nonlinear
stochastic partial differential equations including the 2D stochastic Navier—Stokes equation as well
as the stochastic two-layer quasi-geostrophic model, an intermediate complexity model popular
in the geosciences to study atmosphere and ocean dynamics. By studying response (linear and
fractional) we provide an insight into how the long term statistical properties of the model of interest
are affected by small changes in the parameters of the system, namely whether the statistics of
observables under the current set of parameters will change little under small perturbations of
the parameters, and derive a formula for the change of the statistics. In particular, by studying
the response to perturbations in the parameters for models in geophysical fluid dynamics, like the
two—layer quasi—geostrophic model, we give a mathematical interpretation of the question whether
statistical properties derived under current conditions will be valid under future climates. For more
on the relevance of linear response theory in geophysics see for example applications like [Il [24] 23]
or the recent review paper [16].

More specifically, consider a family of dynamical systems depending on a parameter and ad-
mitting an invariant measure. By linear response we mean the differentiability of the family of
invariant measures with respect to the parameter, and by fractional response we mean Holder
continuity of the invariant measures in the parameter. In fact, even though the invariant measures
are often a very singular object, they can nonetheless change smoothly with respect to changes in
the parameters, at least in a weak sense. In case of linear response in particular one aims at a
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response formula that is and expression for the derivative of the invariant measure exclusively in
terms of objects related to the unperturbed dynamics. In the applications this would mean that
one can infer properties of the perturbed dynamics from those of the unperturbed.

Before considering response theory for dissipative SPDEs, let us first describe the known results
for finite dimensional systems, where there exists a large body of mathematical literature on linear
response. For hyperbolic systems, in absence of stochasticity, the pioneering work of Ruelle [26]
ensured the differentiability of invariant measures, in particular of SRB measures which carry a
certain physical interpretation. The result has been extended also to partially hyperbolic systems
in [12] but little is known for other classes of deterministic systems, finite or infinite dimensional.
In particular the existence of SRB measures for Navier-Stokes is entirely open. Equations of fluid
dynamic seems out of scope to be treated with techniques used for finite dimensional dynamics.
For a review on linear response theory in deterministic systems see the survey article [3]. For
stochastic systems, the impact of stochastic perturbations on Ruelle’s linear response has been
investigated for example in [22]. Recent works [15] and [2] pioneered linear response in finite
dimensional random dynamical systems. However less is known for infinite dimensional systems
associated to stochastic partial differential equations.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the only result which covers dynamical systems associated
to a large class of stochastic partial differential equations is the work of Hairer and Madja [I7].
The authors proved the weak differentiability of the unique invariant measures p, of families of
Markov semigroups {P : ¢t > 0,a € R} on a Hilbert space H. This means that, given any ag € R,
the map

0 (prjia) = /H () 1o (da)

is differentiable at ag for an appropriate class of test functions . Moreover an explicit expression
for its derivative is provided. In this paper we will reformulate the framework of [I7] and give a
set of sufficient conditions for linear response in a general space of observables (Section 2.2)), before
providing a verifiable set of conditions for a class of SPDEs (Section 3.2)) using a different space of
test functions than in [17].

One crucial (but not necessary) condition to establish linear response for a given value ag of
the parameter a is that for a ¢ > 0 the operator P/° has a spectral gap on an appropriate class
of observables. This means that P/° has one as simple eigenvalue and the remaining spectrum
is concentrated in a disk of radius strictly smaller than one. As a consequence, the operator P;*°
will have a resolvent on the space of observables modulo the constant functions (which constitute
the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue one). In [I7] the authors consider as observables the
closure of the space of smooth observables with respect to a weighted C'-norm. Indeed in [18],
the spectral gap property for such observables was proven for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations with
highly degenerate noise. The framework developed here builds on a different approach to show
the spectral gap developed in [19]. This result provides sufficient conditions for the spectral gap
property to hold in a space of Holder—type functions, which are therefore less regular than those
used in [I7] and [I8]. This methodology is simpler to verify than the approach from [I8, [I7] as
it does not require the use of Malliavin calculus for example. Furthermore, this methodology
allows us to give quite concrete conditions for a wide class of SPDEs, since recently [7] provided
sufficient conditions, particularly suitable for SPDEs, for the results in [I9] to apply. Since we use
a different spectral gap result than [I7] however, we cannot deal with highly degenerate noises and
we need to impose stronger conditions on the nature of the perturbations to the dynamics we study
the response for. We focus on dissipative nonlinear and stochastic equations with an additional
deterministic forcing, and study the dependence of the invariant measure of this equation on the
forcing strength. In particular we obtain differentiability and a linear response formula for forcings
which are in the range of the covariance of the noise (in a sense to be made precise).

For forcings not satisfying such conditions we can nevertheless show weak Hélder continuity of
the invariant measure, also referred to as fractional response (see e.g. [4]). This result does not
provide a linear approximation of the perturbed dynamics in terms of the unperturbed one, but
still ensures that a small change in the intensity of the forcing does not cause a discontinuity in
the long time average behaviour of observables which are themselves at least Holder continuous.



Several results in the literature establish continuity properties in weaker topologies of the invariant
measure on model parameters. For example in [I8, Section 5.5] it is shown that the invariant
measure of 2D Navier—Stokes equation with additive noise is locally continuous in a Wasserstein
distance with respect to the model parameters.

1.1 Overview over results

In Section [21 we establish an abstract response result in the following setup. Let I. := (ag —
g,ap + &) C R be an interval and {P?® : a € I.} a family of Markov transition kernels acting on a
Hilbert space H, with p, an invariant measure of P® for each a € I.. Let O be a Banach space of
measurable functions (“observables”) on H so that (1 —P*)y 4 ¢ € O whenever ¢ € O and ¢ € R.
Finally, for || - || (the supremum-norm with weight function U) define the space Cy := O, where
the closure is with respect to the norm || - || (this norm is assumed to be finite on O). Suppose
the following conditions hold:

(Spectral gap) There exists p < 1 such that
[P*p — (¢, tao)lo < plle — (@, tap) o for all ¢ € O;

(Differentiability) for every ¢ € O the map a — (1 —P%)v has values in Cyy and is differentiable
at a = ag, and furthermore

[DaP*Yla=aollu < Cl[Y]l0;
(Uniform integrability) sup,c; [|uallv < C-.
Then the following version of [I7, Theorem 2.3] holds:

Theorem 2.7 (Page B). Under the stated assumptions, the map a — (@, pa) is differentiable at
a = ag for every ¢ € O and in particular

%“Da :U/a> = <Da7)a|a:ao(1 - /Pao)_l(@ - <90aﬂao>)’ﬂao>'

a=agpn

Holder continuity of the invariant measure with respect to the parameter is the subject of The-
orem[2.8 The conditions are very similar to those of Theorem [2.7] except that the differentiability
condition is replaced by the requirement that the mapping a — P is Holder continuous as a
mapping from I. to L(O,Cy ), the space of linear operators between O and Cy, with the operator
norm.

In SectionBlwe specialise the methodology to Markov processes generated by dissipative SPDE’s
driven by moderately degenerate additive noise and study the response with respect to the ampli-
tude of a deterministic external forcing. In Theorem B3] the spectral gap for observables that are
basically Holder continuous functions obtained in [9] is recalled. Yet this brings about a difficulty
when proving the differentiability of the Markov kernel, as the observables are not differentiable
with respect to the forcing for individual realisations of the process. This difficulty is circumvented
by using a Girsanov transform to compare the distribution of the process for different forcings;
for this to work however, the forcing has to be in the range of the noise covariance. Under that
condition, Theorem establishes linear response.

Without any condition on the range of the noise covariance, we can still establish fractional
response in Theorem [3.7] under assumptions that are otherwise the same as for linear response
(except that the forcing needs to be Holder continuous in the parameter, only).

In Sections Ml and Bl we apply the developed methodology to the two—dimensional stochastic
Navier—Stokes equation (Theorems . Tland 4.2l for linear and fractional response, respectively), and
to the stochastic two—layer quasi—geostrophic (2LQG) model (Theorems (4] and for linear and
fractional response, respectively). The 2LQG equations model mid-latitude atmosphere and ocean
dynamics at large scale. The model describes two layers of fluid one on top of the another. The
fluid experiences the Coriolis effect and an external forcing which acts only on the top layer and



has a non-trivial stochastic part, accounting for example for wind shear on the surface. For a more
detailed exposition of the mathematical description see for example [9] and references therein.
The model equations are

dgr + J (Y1, q1 + By) dt = (VA% + f(a)) dt + dW

(1)

Ovqa + J (12, g2 + By) = vA* Py — 1Ay,
on a squared domain D = [0, L] x [0,L] C R? where 91,1, are the streamfunctions and qi, ¢z
are the quasi—geostrophic potential vorticities of the upper and lower layer, respectively; they are
related through

g1 = Athy + Fi (2 — 1)
g2 = Athy + Fo (¢ — 1a),

where Fy, Fy are positive constants. Moreover, J is the Jacobian operator J(a,b) = V+a - Vb, W
is a Wiener process with covariance ) which is a nonnegative, symmetric operator which we take
to be trace class in L?. We also assume that @Q and —A commute. In [9] it is shown that (G8])
exhibits a spectral gap whenever the parameter r in Equation () (which is related to be bottom
friction) is large enough (in terms of other parameters of the model, see Sec. for details). In
this situation, we have the following result:

Theorem 5.4 (Page BQ). Consider the two-layer quasi—geostrophic equation (66) with f(a) con-
tinuously differentiable as a function from R into range @ with ’Q‘l/QDaf(a)’ locally uniformly
bounded in a, and invariant measure po. If condition ([) on r is met, the map a — (@, [1q) s
differentiable at a = ag for every ¢ € C; with

d a ao\ —
2 1a) = (DaP}a=ao (1 = Pi0) 1@ — (@, tap)» Hao)-

a=aq

Theorem E.T] provides a very similar result for 2D Navier—Stokes with additive noise. For both
equations, the core condition to establish linear response is that the force lies within the range of the
noise covariance. If f does not take values in the range of @) then in[I’heorem 5.5land [I'heorem 4.2
we show that a — (¢, i) is Holder continuous, this holds when a — f(a) is itself only Holder
continuous. Spectral gap results have been demonstrated for example in [7] for Navier—Stokes and
in [9] for the 2LQG model. We expect the results presented here to be straightforwardly applicable
to other model with similar structure.
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2 General Methodology

2.1 A perturbation identity

Consider an open interval I C R and for each a € I, let {P{}1>0 be a Markov semigroup on H
depending on the parameter a, with u, be a corresponding invariant probability measure. We
want to study the regularity of the averages (i, 11,) with respect to a for suitable observables . In
particular, we aim to establish conditions that ensure differentiability (linear response) and local
Holder continuity (fractional response) of a — (@, 114). Let us start by showing a simple yet crucial
identity.



Fix a time ¢ and for notational simplicity drop the dependence on time of the semigroup. We
consider a space O of measurable (but not necessarily bounded) functions ¢ on H so that (1—P )1
is integrable with respect to pg, for any a1,as € I. Further, for each a € I we let O, be the space
of functions ¢ which can be represented in the form ¢ = (1—"P%)1)+ ¢ for some ¢ € O and constant
¢ € R. Since {(1 —P*)t, ua) = 0 for any a € I by the invariance of p,, we find ¢ = {p, o). The
announced identity is

<90a Hay — :ua1> = <(Pa2 - ,Pal)d}a ,Ua2>; (2>

for any ¢ € (7)@1, where 1) € O is a solution of ¢ = (1—"P% )p+c. To see this, we use the invariance
several times to write the right hand side of Equation (2)) as

(P =P ), prag ), = (1 = P )b, pay) — (L = P*)Y, iay)
(1 =P )b, pasy)

(1 P, pay) — (1L =P )Y, pay )
@, fay — Hay )-

o~ o~~~

Note that all terms in this calculation are well defined due to our integrability assumption. Equa-
tion ([2) demonstrates that differentiability or local Holder continuity of a — (¢, u,) hinges on the
corresponding property of the semigroup which we will consider in the next sections. Furthermore,
the fact that O, depends on a is an issue, and the dependence of 1 on ¢ will need to be clarified.
We will address this using the following result although alternatives are certainly possible.

Proposition 2.1. Fizr a € I and suppose that (O, || -||o) is a Banach space. Further, assume that
O, C O, that ker u, is a closed subset of O, and that there exists p <1 and t > 0 such that

[Pie = (e ma)llo < plle = (@, pa)llo for all ¢ € O. 3)
Then the following holds:

1. 1 —"P¢ is invertible on ker p, and || (1 — 'Pf)h:elwa llo < Tlp;

2. Every ¢ € O can be represented in the form ¢ = (1 =P+ (p, pta) with p = (1=Pf) " (p—
(p, ha)) € ker ug; in particular, we have O, = O;

3. For 1 from the previous item we have the bound ||1]o < ﬁ”gﬁ — (o, ta)|lo-

It follows that if the conditions in Proposition 2] are met, then Equation (2)) holds for all
peO.

Remark 2.2. If O, C O then O contains the constant functions. Furthermore 1 —P% and hence also
Pe are operators on O. This means that both sides of Equation (B]) are well defined. Furthermore,
that equation implies the existence of a spectral gap between the eigenvalue 1 of P (with eigenspace
being the constant functions) and the remainder of the spectrum of P* on O being confined to a
circle of radius p < 1. Proposition 2] then states, broadly speaking, that (1 — P¢) is invertible on
ker fiq.

2.2 Linear Response

We now focus on the differentiability in a of (¢, pg). In order to simplify the notation, we assume,
without loss of generality, that a = ag and that the interval I is of the form I, := (ap — €, a0 + €),
for € > 0; we will also write O instead of O,,. In [Mheorem 2.3 we provide general conditions on O
and the semigroup which ensure that (@, u,) with ¢ € O is differentiable in @ = ag. If in addition
the conditions of [Proposition 2.1 hold at a = ag, it will be demonstrated that (¢, f14) with ¢ € O
is differentiable in @ = ag (see [Theorem 2.7)).

Given a suitable space O, it follows from Equation (2] that in order to compute the derivative
of {p, a) at a = ap for some ¢ € O, we need to show that the following limit exists:

lim <wu> (4)

a—ao a — ag



where ¢ € O such that ¢ = (1 — P{°)¢ + ¢. Broadly speaking, if P*¢ is differentiable in a = ag
and p, is weakly continuous in a = ag, with some uniformity in a, we can expect the desired
convergence to hold.

To formalise this idea, it turns out to be convenient in applications to introduce a further
Banach space Cy of measurable functions on ‘H with norm

_ ()]
lellu == U ) (5)

where U : H — [1,00) is assumed integrable with respect to u, for any a € I.. (This condition is
preliminary only and will need to be strengthened later, see ([@) below.) For every ¢ € O consider
the map a — (1 — P*)1p. Suppose it is differentiable at a = ag as a function from I, into Cy, that
is, there exists an element of Cyy which we denote by Dy (P*9)|q=q, such that

(P —P*) _

a — agp

(PU)lamay + 7as (6)

where the remainder r, is a function from I, to Cy with ||re|lv — 0 for a — ag. If in fact OccCy
(as it will be the case in our applications), the differentiability of P* as a function I. — Cy is a
weaker requirement than the differentiability as a function I, — O. In our applications to SPDE’s,
U will be an unbounded function and related to how the a priori estimates depend on the initial
condition. It might seem more natural to define Dy (P%))|g=q, as the derivative of P*¢) at a = ao,
rather than of (1 — P®*)y as we do it here; the reason for doing it this way though is that 1 — P
is required to have values in Cy which is not a priori true for P¢.
Using Equation (@) in (@), we conclude that the existence of
lim (<Da(7)aw)|a:ao ’Ma> + <7”a,Ma>) (7)

a—ao

needs to be established. Regarding the term involving the remainder r,, note that

[(ra, )| < |2V ta) < Nlrallo (U, pa)- (8)
Therefore, if there is an € such that

sup (U, pa) < 00, (9)
acl,

then |(rq, t1q)| vanishes in the limit @ — ag as desired for all a € I.. (Condition (@) is the stronger
integrability condition alluded to earlier.) In particular, Condition (@) ensures that all £ € Cy are
integrable with respect to u, for any a € I..

For the first term of (7)) we have to show that

<Da(7)a1/})|a:a0 y Ha — ,Ufa0> — 0.

Hence if we assume that for all £ € Cy we have

(€ pa) = (€, pao) (10)

for a — ag, then, as D, (P%))| e Cy,

a=ago

<(Pa - P“")¢aﬂa> N <Da(

a — agp

,Paw)|a:ag ,,U/a0>

as desired. In summary, if p € O (we recall that this means there exists ¢ € O and ¢ € R such
that ¢ = (1 — P%)¢) + ¢), then, thanks to Equation (2) and the differentiability condition(@]) as
well as the assumptions (@I0), we get for a — ag

(@, (fta = tay))
a — ap

- <Da(fpaw)|a:a0 aua0> — 0.

We have shown the following result, a generalisation of [I7, Theorem 2.3].



Theorem 2.3. Let I, := (ag — €,a0 +€) C R be an interval and {{P¢}i>0 : a € I.} a family
of Markov semigroups acting on a Hilbert space H, with ue an invariant measure of {Pf >0 for
each a € I.. Further, let O be a Banach space of measurable functions on H. Suppose there exists
a function U : H — [1,00) and some t > 0 such that the following conditions hold:

(i) for every v € O the map a — (1 — P{)Y has values in Cy and is differentiable at a = ag;
(i6) For any € € Cur we have (€, ia) = (€ ttao) for a = ao;

(7’”) SUPger, <Ua Ma> < 00.
Then the map a — (o, [1q) is differentiable at a = ag for every ¢ of the form ¢ = (1 — P2) + ¢
with some ¥ € O, and we have the response formula

d
@<¢7Ma> = <Da(7)ta’l/))|a:aoa,u'ao>'

a=ag

Note that conditions together ensure the integrability of elements in O with respect to
g for any a € I.. Furthermore, conditionimplies that it is sufficient to establish condition
for £ in a dense set of Cyy in order to obtain it for all of Cy.

On the other hand, one might hope that, in view of the identity (2), conditions like (iii) and
(i) may imply the weak convergence in condition (ii). Indeed, uniform bound on the derivative
implies that the r.h.s of () is even Lipschitz continuous in the parameter a for £ € O. Hence, we
need a condition that O is large enough such that one can recover convergence for & € Cr. This is
the role of the condition 2 in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Consider the same setup as in Theorem [2.3 and assume that condition of
that theorem holds, but we replace conditions (i,ii) with the following:

1. for every p € O the map a — (1 — P{)p has values in Cy and is differentiable at a = ag,
and furthermore

HDa,PfMa:aoHU < CHQ/’HO (11)

2. Im(1 — P{°) = ker po, where 1 — P;° is understood as a map from O to Cy and both the
closure as well as the kernel are to be understood in Cy .

Then for any € € Cu, (€, jta) = (€, j1ay) when a — ag.

Proof. To start with, it is clear that the result is linear in ¢ and correct whenever £ is constant
function, so it is sufficient to prove it for £ € ker(u,,) as every £ € Cy can be written as £ = &'+ ¢
where ¢’ € ker(p,,). Furthermore, using the shorthand C. := sup,c;. (U, )|, which is finite by
condition it is easy to see that

[(€; pa)| < Cell€llu, (12)

that is, the probability measures {14, a € I'} are functionals on Cyy with uniformly bounded operator
norm (the calculation is the same as in Eq. ). This implies that it is sufficient to prove the result
for all £ in a dense set of ker(u,, ), for which we can take Im{1 — P/°} by condition 2l Hence, we
may assume £ = (1 — P%)y for some 1 € O. Next we use [2) and the differentiability to obtain

1€, ta — Hao)| < la = aol (D(P{Y)|a=aos a) + (Tas fta)] -
Thanks to Equations ([BITT2]), the right hand side is bounded as follows

<la —aolCe(Cll¥llo + lIrallv)

for all @ € I.. This demonstrates that (&, q) — (€, ftay) for a = ag, as desired, and even that this
function is locally Lipschitz with respect to the parameter a. O

Remark 2.5. Condition 2 in (24]) means that u, is the unique eigenvector corresponding to the
eigenvalue one of the adjoint operator of P; as an operator on the dual space C; of Cy.

By finally bringing [Proposition 2.1|together with[Proposition 2.4] we can reformulate[Theorem 2.3
with the following assumptions, which are similar to assumptions as set out in [I7] but for a generic
family of observables.



Assumption L Let I, := (ag — €,a0 +¢) C R be an interval and {{Pf}i>0 : a € I.} a family
of Markov semigroups acting on a Hilbert space H, with u, an invariant measure of {P{};>¢ for
each a € I.. Fix some t > 0 and let O be a Banach space of measurable functions on H so that
(1 —P) +c € O whenever ¢p € O and ¢ € R. Finally, for some function U : H — [1,00)
define the space Cy := O, where the closure is with respect to the norm || - || (which is assumed
to be finite on O) in the space of measurable functions with finite || - |. Suppose the following

conditions hold:

L1 There exists p < 1 such that
IPi°¢ = (@, taog)lo < pllp = (s prag)llo for all ¢ € O;

L2 for every ¢ € O the map a — (1 —P{)y has values in Cy and is differentiable at a = ag, and
furthermore

||Da7)1;l"/)|a:ao||U < C”d’”@a (13)
L3 Supaefg <Ua /j/a> = CE < Q.

Remark 2.6. Condition [LI] can be replaced by the weaker assumption that one is an isolated
eigenvalue of multiplicity one of Py and (P;°)*. This is equivalent to the fact that one is not in
the essential spectrum in the sense of Kato, see [20].

Now the following version of [I7, Theorem 2.3] holds.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that [Assumption I] holds. Then the map a — (@, uq) is differentiable at
a = ag for every ¢ € O and in particular

d

@«P,lhﬁ = <Da7)f|a:a0(1 - /P;lo)il(@ - <(paua0>)auao>-

Proof. Note that assumption [[3 together with the requirement that || - || is well defined on O im-
plies the integrability of elements of O. We just need to check that condition (2)) in[Proposition 2.4]
is satisfied. By we have Im(1 — P2°) = kerp pq, with kero understood in O.
Taking closure with respect to || - |lc, gives Im(1 —P;®) = kerp po,- Now let & € kerc, fia,-
Then there exists a sequence &, € O so that & — & in Cy by assumption, which implies
n — (Enylag) — & — (& lay) = & in other words, we may take &, € kero piq,. This shows
that kerc,, fta, = kerc, fq,, completing the proof. o

2.3 Fractional Response

In certain contexts it may not be possible to ensure differentiability of the invariant measure. In
fact, the hardest condition to verify is typically the spectral gap, but also the differentiability of
the semigroup may potentially fail. Both of these conditions depend on the family of semigroups
and the space of observables considered.

We consider the same setup as in Section 2.1l As in Section 2.2] fix a time ¢ and for notational
simplicity drop the dependence on time of the semigroup. We want to show under which conditions
the map a — {(p, ug) is a-Holder continuous in the interval I, that is there are o < 1 and
C = C(p, a,I) such that for any a1, a2 € I we have

|(<p,,ua1 - Ma2>| < C|a1 - a2|0t.

Our starting point will again be Equation (2). Let Cy be as in the beginning of
The motivation to introduce this space is the same as in that section; it allows to require weaker
assumptions on the semigroup, rendering them applicable for the models we want to consider.
Using () and the definition of || - ||y in (@), we have

(@, tay = pan)| = (P = P2, prag)| < PP = PR u (U, pas ) (14)



whenever ¢ € @QZ. Suppose that the map a — (1 —Pf) is a—Holder continuous as a function from
I to L(O,Cy), the space of linear operators between O and Cyy. That is, there exists C;(a, I) such

that par paa
pr;zl _’PfZHL(O,CU) = sup H t 1/’ It Q/JHU < Cl|a1 _ a2|a’
Illo 70 1¥llo

for any ay,ae € I. From () it then follows that

(s tar = pran)| < Chl[¥llo lar = a2|* (U, pras )-

Finally if we assume U to be such that sup,c; (U, ptq) =: C1 < 00, then we have

|<<P,,Ua1 - :ua2>| < 02”"/]”0 |a1 - a2|a for all ¢ € @lh (15)

where Cy = C7C4, which is the desired result, except that the space of functions @al for which
this is valid depends on a;. This dependence can be removed if we assume to hold
for all a € I. Using also the representation of 1) from that proposition we may rewrite (I3 as

%”(Sﬁ <90’,Ua1>)||(’)|a17a2|a, (16)

|<507Mal 7Maz>| < 1 —p
for all ¢ € O. The following assumption parallels and summarises the conditions

we have used.

Assumption F Let I C R be an interval and {{P?}+>0 : a € I} a family of Markov semigroups
acting on a Hilbert space H, with pu, an invariant measure of {P;*};>¢ for each a € I. Fix some
t > 0 and let O be a Banach space of measurable functions on H so that (1 — P/ )¢ +c € O
whenever ) € O and ¢ € R. Finally, for some function U : H — [1,00) define the space Cyy := O,
where the closure is with respect to the norm || - ||y (which is assumed to be finite on O) in the
space of measurable functions with finite || - ||i. Suppose the following conditions hold:

F1 There exists p < 1 such that for any a € T
IPie = (e, pa)llo < plle = (s padllo forall o € O.

F2 The map a — (1 — P{*) is a—Holder continuous for some o < 1, as a function from I to
L(O,Cy), that is there exists C' = C(«, I) such that

[P =P Loco) < Clar — az|®.

F3 sup,c; (U, pta) = Cr < 00.
Then we have shown the following result:

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that [Assumption F] holds. Then the invariant measure fi,, as operator
on O, is a—Hélder continuous in a € I, namely there exists C' depending on ¢ such that for all
ay,ae €1

|<90;,U'a1 - ,Ua2>| < C|a’1 - a2|a fOT all S 0.

Proof. We have seen that under the conditions of the theorem, Equation (1) holds so it remains
to establish the bound
Cy
1= p(a1)
for some C independent of a1. By condition [F1lwe may bound p(a;) by p uniformly. Furthermore,
(o= (o, s lo < lello + (@, tta, )]||1]|o, where 1 here means the function equal to 1 everywhere.
We have also used that |{¢, ta, )| < ||¢|luCr on a number of occasions already. These facts imply

that we may take C' = 1€2p(||<p||@ + Crl1lollellv)- O

(e = (&, ttas )0 < C




For the remainder of this section we will discuss examples of spaces (O, || - ||o) that are appro-
priate for the applications considered in subsequent sections. It turns out that rather than norms
it is practical to consider semi—norms which are zero on constant functions, or in other words

which are norms modulo the constant functions. For instance ||(¢ — (¢, ttay))|lo = ||¢]|lo in case
that || - ||o is such a seminorm, and the constant C' in the proof of Theorem simply reads as
C =& . If || - || is a norm modulo the constant functions, there are many ways to turn

|l - || into a proper norm; the mapping ¢ — |@(x0)| + ||¢|| for instance provides a norm, with 2 an
arbitrary element of H.

In the present paper we will use for O the space C; defined as the space of measurable functions
on H with finite Lipschitz seminorm

o 9@) 0]
H‘PHd_mE iy

Here d is a semimetric on ‘H, namely d:HxH— R, is symmetric, lower semi-continuous and
such that d(x y) = 0 < o =y. When the symmetry fails, we refer to dasa premetric. Consider
the Wasserstein semimetric associated to d namely

W = inf d I'(dz,d
(ko) Fecl(?q,,uz)/ (z,y) T'(dz, dy),

where 1, 2 € M1(H) and C(p1, p2) is the set of all couplings of u1, 2. The inequality

sup (@, 1) — (@, p2)| < Wi, p2), (17)
llollg<1

follows directly from the definition of the Wasserstein semimetric. When d is a metric, Wy is itself
a metric and inequality ([’)) turns out to be an equality (Kantorovich-Rubinstein formula). When
d is merely a semimetric, like in the framework we are about to work with, we can still provide a
sufficient condition for in terms of the Wasserstein semimetric Wj;. In fact

(P = PEYp(a)| = | (@ PE (2, )) — (8, PP (a, )|
< |[llgW(P (,-), P2 (). (18)
Then, if a — Pf(x,-) is Holder continuous in the Wasserstein semimetric W; in the sense that
WP (x,-), Pi?(x,-)) < |ar — a2|*C(t)U(x) forall x € H
with U satisfying [F3] we get from (IR)
1(PE* = P*)dllu < lar — ao| (|91 5C(1)
as desired. We have then shown the following result:

Corollary 2.9. Let P{ be a family of Markov semigroups acting on (Cj, || - ||;) with transition
probabilities P. Assume[F], hold, as well as condition

F2’ there exists a positive function C = C(a,t,e) such that
WP (@, ), B (2, ) < lay — ag|*C()U (2).

Then[EQ holds and thus the conclusions of [Theorem 2.8.

Remark 2.10. It may appear that the result is covered in [19, section 4.1] but as d is only a
semimetric the two results are not directly linked in general. In [I9] the authors show that if d
satisfies a weak form of the triangular inequality, if conditions[F27] and [F3] are satisfied and if there
exists p < 1 such that

WP w1, Pitve) < pWi(vi,v2), for all vy, 1o € M(H), (19)

then

Witay s tay) < 2la1 — az|C(t)Cr
Thanks to (IT)), this result will imply our result However condition (I9) and the
spectral gap result [F1] do not imply one another.
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3 Methodology for SPDEs

In this section we aim to give sufficient conditions suitable for dissipative SPDEs which imply the
conditions considered in to obtain Linear Response and
considered in [Section 2.3 to obtain Fractional response. First, we give a precise description of the
dissipative SPDEs. Let (H,|-|) and (V,| - ||) be Hilbert spaces with V CC H (i.e. V is compactly
contained in H) and V is dense in H. Further, w.l.o.g. ||v|| > |v|. This implies that H =H' CcC V',
that |v| > ||lv|ly+, and that H is dense in V’. Consider the stochastic equation

dX + AX dt = (F(X) + f(a)) dt +dW, X(0)=ux (20)

where A : V — V' is a nonnegative linear operator, f(a) € V' is a deterministic forcing dependent
on the parameter a € I, W is a Wiener process on the probability space (2, F,P) with values
in H and trace class covariance operator @ : H — H, and F : V — V' a nonlinear continuous
function. We consider Equation (20) as an equation in V', and we assume that there exists a
unique solution for any initial condition X (0) = « € H. For any a € I we assume the solution to
be in C([0,T];H) N L?(0,T;V) for all T > 0 and a.a. w € ©, to be continuous with respect to the
initial condition (as a function into C'([0,T]; H)), and depend continuously on the forcing f(a) (as
a function V' — H). We define the Markov semigroup P; on By(H) by Pio(x) = E (X (t, 5 x))
and denote the associated transition probabilities as P (z,-). Given the regularity of the solutions
the associated semigroup is Feller and we assume it admits an invariant measure fi,.

Denote with Ly(H) the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, so that Q'/2 € Lo(H), since Q is
trace class, and define LY(#) to be the space of elements T' € La(H) such that

1712 = 37 1TQ e

keN

is finite, where {ey, k € N} is an orthonormal eigenbasis of H.

In the next subsections we will discuss conditions under which holds. Most
importantly, we will have to require that the forcing f(a) is in the range of the noise covariance @
in order to show that the semigroup is differentiable with respect to the parameter. We will then
move to fractional response and provide verifiable conditions suitable for SPDEs of the form (20),
which do not require that f(a) lies in the range of Q.

3.1 Spectral gap

We saw in [Section 2 that for both differentiability and Holder continuity we want to show the
operator (1 —Pf*) to be invertible on an appropriate set of observables. By [Proposition 2.1 having
a spectral gap for {P{}:>¢ is a sufficient condition to ensure invertibility. We discuss two examples
of appropriate spaces O over which we have the spectral gap.

In the original work of Hairer and Majda [I7] the set O is the closure of the space of cylinder
functions C§°(H) under the following norm

o (2@ Do)
betwr =g (57 + 575 ey

where VW : H — [1,00) are two continuous functions. Their choice for O fits with the results
in [I8]; indeed that work ensures the spectral gap condition in the norm (2I)) for a large class of
hypoelliptic diffusions and in particular for the 2D stochastic Navier—Stokes equations with highly
degenerate noise.

As the authors in [I7] observe, it can be proved that if we quotient this space by the space of
all constant functions, then there is a distance function dy,w such that this norm is equivalent to
the Lipschitz norm corresponding to dy,w i.e.

lllli;v,w = sup M
ety dv,w(T,y)

11



Then this choice of space fits also in the framework developed for fractional response in
as long as conditions [F2] and [F3] hold.

Our analysis will be based on a different spectral gap result, which makes use of another space of
observables, or more precisely of a different metric in the definition of the Lipschitz norm. Indeed,
a generalised form of Harris’ theorem ([19] [7]) ensures the semigroup Py exhibits a spectral gap in
the Lipschitz seminorm corresponding to a semimetric d of the form

d(z,y) = Vd(xz,y) 1+ V(z) + V(y)), (22)

where d < 1 is another semimetric on H (satisfying appropriate conditions) and V' : H — [0, oo is
a Lyapunov function for Pg, namely it satisfies the following:

Definition 3.1 ([19]). A measurable function V : H — Ry is called Lyapunov function for a
Markov semigroup {P;,t > 0} if there exist positive constants C, v, K such that

PV (z) <Ce "V(z)+ K forall z€H,t>0. (23)

As we want the semimetric d in definition (Z2) to be independent of the choice of the parameter
a, we assume that V' is a Lyapunov function for P? for any choice of the parameter a, namely that
for any a € I. there exists K,, Cg, 7, such that

PV (z) < Coe 'V (2) + K,.

Then we define the observable space (O, || - [|o) as Cj, the space of measurable functions ¢ with
o 2@ )] [p(z) — oY)l
lpll g = sup =—=——=== = sup
sty d(z,y) a2y V/d(z,y)(1+V(2) + V(y))
Remark 3.2. As ||¢||; = 0 only implies ¢ is a constant function, || - || ; is only a seminorm. However

it is enough to quotient C; by the space of all constant functions in order to make sure it is a
Banach space as desired. Equivalently we could have changed the seminorm to ||¢||; + |¢(xo)],
for xg € H, to ensure it is a norm, but we chose not do do so for simplicity’s sake, and for better
comparison with the available literature.

We further need a space Cy of measurable functions which is a Banach space under the norm
@) with U : H — [1,00) and such that C; C Cy. Let U be such that U > /1 +V and define Cyy
as the closure of C; in the space of all measurable functions with finite || - || norm. To ensure that
Cy is well defined it is sufficient to prove that there exists a constant £ > 0 such that

el < Kllgllg  for all ¢ € Cy.

This follows directly (see |8, Proposition 5.1.6.]) from the definition 22) of d, the requirement
U > +/1+V and the integrability of V' with respect to any invariant measure fi,,. Indeed it can
be shown (see [0, Lemma 4.1]) that a Lyapunov function is integrable with respect to any invariant
measure of the semigroup. In our context this implies that V' will be integrable with respect to
any invariant measure p, of {Pf} for any a € I.. Then we also have an explicit upper bound for
its integral which will be useful later on to ensure the integrability of U as well: by the invariance
of p, with respect to {P{,t > 0} and by (23] we have that

(V, pta) = <7)1;1Va ta) < Caei’yata/v pa) + Ka,

and therefore
K,
(1 — Cpeat)’
Recently [9] provided a set of verifiable conditions (see below) for nonlinear
dissipative SPDEs as (20), inspired by the results in [7], which are sufficient to get a spectral gap

(V; pa) < (24)
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in C; where d is defined in (BI) below. Let us set the notations to state these conditions and
explain the main idea of the proof. Let Y, be the solution of

dY, + AY, dt = (F(Y,) + f(a)) dt + dWy, Y,(0) =y # z,

that is, Y, satisfies the same equation [20) as X, but with a different initial condition and a
different Wiener process Wy . Therefore Law Y, (t) = P/ (y,-). We want to show that the distance
in the Wasserstein semimetric between Law X, (t) and Law Y, (¢) becomes small for large enough
t, as this will then imply the desired results in [Theorem 3.31 To this end consider an intermediate
process

AV, + AV, dt = (F(Va) + f(a) + G(Xo, Vo)) de+dW,  ¥a(0) =, (25)

which we assume has a solution of the type described in connection with Equation (20) at the
beginning of this section, where G is a so-called control function. This control is chosen so that
the distance between X, (t) and Y, (t) in the semimetric d gets small for large enough ¢ and the
Wasserstein semimetric between their laws gets small as well. However, Law Y, (t) # P?(y,-) due to
the presence of the extra control term. If the control function G can be taken in a suitable finite di-
mensional subspace of H, then the distance between Law f@(t) and P?(y,-) can be investigated
using the Girsanov theorem (for details see [7, [9]).
Under the following conditions the argument sketched here can be made rigorous:

Assumption A Let H,, be an n-dimensional subspace of H with II,, the orthogonal projection
onto H,,. The covariance operator () commutes with IL,,, and furthermore Q,, := I1,,Q is invertible
on H,. Let I. = (ag — &,a9 + €) C R and fix a € I.. Given a solution t — X, (¢) of 20), there
exists a measurable function G : H x H — H,, such that the controlled equation (28] has a unique
solution Y, in the sense described at the beginning of the current section. In addition, we require
the following:

Al There exist kg > 0 and k1 > 0 independent of a such that for all £ > 0
~ t
| X (t) = Yo (0))? < |z —y|? eXp(—Hot + m/ | Xa(s)]? ds).
0

A2 There exist ko > 0, k. > 0 independent of a, and for each v > 0 a random variable £ such
that

t
|Xa(t)|2+f<;2/0 1Xa(s)[2ds < [2f? + et + 52, ¢>0

with kgko > K1k and

P(E? > R)<e % forall R>0. (26)

3

A3 There exists a positive constant ¢ > 0, independent of a, such that for each ¢t > 0 and s € [0, ¢]

|G(Xa(s), Ya(9)]? < ¢l Xa(s) = Ya(s)|*.

A4 There exists a measurable function V' : H — R, independent of a, such that for some
e, K¢ > 0 so that the following estimate holds for ¢t > s > 0 and all a € I:

EV(X,(t)) < EV(Xa(s)) + / (—eEV(Xa(r)) + K.) dr.

Furthermore, for any M > 0 the function z +— |z|? is bounded on the sublevel sets {V < M}.

As a direct consequence of [A4] the function V is a Lyapunov function for the semigroup Pf
with

PiV(z) <V(x)e " + L= forall z € H, t>0. (27)
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Furthermore, as seen in [, [7], is sufficient to show spectral gap on a space C; of

observables for a semimetric d defined as follows. Given k1, ko and v as in [ATl and [A2] set

K1 2’}/

U:H—Q and aozéAv+27. (28)
For o € (0, ap) define the premetric 6,
Ba(,y) = |z — y[e e (29)
and, given N € N, define the semimetric dy as
dn(z,y) := NOg(x,y) A NOy(y,z) A1 (30)

and finally the semimetric considered is given by

d(z,y) == Vdn(z,y)1+ V() + V(y)) (31)

for a suitably chosen V. Then the following result holds:

Theorem 3.3 ([9]). Consider X,(t) solution of 20) with associated Markov semigroup Py and

invariant measure fio. Suppose holds and define the space C; with d as in (BI)).
Then the following holds:

1. Exponential stability: there exists positive constants r, C, tg, independent of a, such that

WPz, ), pa) <CA+V(z))e™™  for all x € H,t > to.
2. Spectral gap: There exists and p < 1 such that
1Pie = (s ta)llg < plle — (@, adll g for all ¢ € Cg,t > 0.

By definition, the semimetric dy is comparable to the ag—power of the original metric on the
space, with ag as in ([28)). Therefore, [Theorem 3.3 is giving us that, P exhibits a spectral gap on
the set of observables which are ap—Holder continuous over the level sets of the Lyapunov function
V.

3.2 Linear Response

For the space of observables (C, ||| ;) we want to show under which condition the model introduced
in (20) exhibits linear response with respect to the parameter a. We will do that by giving
sufficient conditions for to hold. First of all we note that [Theorem 3.3 ensures that
Assumption [LI holds. As observed above, the observables in C; are not differentiable but locally
Holder with exponent a < % with respect to the norm |- | on H. The lack of differentiability of the
observables effectively requires some regularization property of the semigroup to ensure holds.

Theorem 3.4. Set I. = (ag —€,a0 +¢) C R, € > 0. Let X4(t) be the solution of 20) with the
map a — f(a) continuously differentiable as a map from I. into range Q with

sup |DaQ™ "2 f(a)| < oo, (32)

and let (Pf)tzo be the associated semigroup. Let V' be a Lyapunov function for (Pf)tzo for any
a € R and consider a function U : H — [1,00) such that U > /1 + V. Then Assumption[LZ holds.

Furthermore the derivative (DoPy)|,_,, has the explicit formulation

(DaP )4y (@) = E [9(Xao (t,2))( Q7" (Daf) la=an, W (1) ] -
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Proof. We want to ensure that there exists a function (D,Pf')|,_,, € Cu such that

o P2 = P — (0= a0) (DPEY g,

a—ag |a, — aol

=0

for any v € C;. Equivalently, given the definition of || - |7, we have to show that

i 1| (Xa(t,2)) — P(Xay (8 7)) — (a = ao) (DaPie)|o—q,
im sup E
a—=a0 pc (:C) a—ap

Since 9 is not differentiable this will not follow directly from the differentiability of the solution
X with respect to the parameter. To go around this problem we introduce the Itd process

dW® := (f(a) — f(ao)) dt + dW.
By (32) and the mean value theorem, the integral
T
| 1Q72(7(@) - flaa) P ds < T sup [D.Q 2 f(@)
0 a€le

is well defined. Then, by Girsanov’s theorem in Hilbert spaces (see e.g. [LT, Theorem 10.14]), the
process W is a Q-Wiener process on (€2, P) where P is a probability measure absolutely continuous
with respect to P with density

(1) = exp(M°(1) — §(0°).) (33)
where

M*(t) = (Q™'(f(a) = f(a0)), W(t)) ,
(M) = t|Q2(f(a) — f(ao))[*.

By definition of W, the solution X,, of

(34)

dX o, + AX gy dt = (F(Xa,) + f(ao)) dt +dW®, X, (0) =z

is equivalent to the solution X, of @20) and E (X, (t,z)) = E ¢(X,,(t,x)). Moreover it follows
from (B3] that

E w(Xao(ta x)) =E

w(xa[)(t,x»%(t,a)] . (3)

Now, taking formally the derivative of ([BE) at ap we have

DoE ¢p(Xa(t, 7)) (=g, = E |$(Xa, (¢, 2))D @(t,ao)] :

a=agn

“dP

We have to make sure this candidate is indeed the derivative of P at ag, namely to ensure that

sup

 U(z) p— (X g (£:2)) D (£, a0)

E lw(Xa(t,:v)) —Y(Xa(t,2)) i H (36)

converges to zero when a approaches ag. Let us start then by defining the process
m®(t) == (D,Q ' f(a),W(t)), forall a€l (37)

which has mean zero and
E|m®(#)* = t|D.Q™"/?f(a)|*.
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By the differentiability of the exponential function it follows that, almost surely, the density func-
tion ([33)) is differentiable and the derivative at ag is

dP
Da@(t,ao) = (DaQ_lf(ao),W(t)) = m(t).
Since E m2(t) = 0, we see that (36]) does not change if we consider ¢ + k with k being a constant,
which can depend on the initial condition . Therefore using (35]) we have, if we choose k = —(z),
antvx 71/)1'+1/)1'7an t,ZL' a
p | Ut = 00 2 00) = 0 ) 0, 1,0)) — ) s 1) =
E [(¢(Xao (£, 2)) = 9(2))S(t, )],
where ~
dP
_ _1 - _ _ @0
S(t,a) = == (dP(t,a) 1) me(t). (38)

Since [|¢||; < oo, for any fixed ¢ > 0, we have, by definition £2) of d

[9(Xao (1)) = ¢(@)] < (9]l 5 d(Xao (8),2) < [[W0]|4(1+ V (Xao (t) + V()2 (39)

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

E [[¢(Xa (t,2) = ()] 1S(t, 0)[] < 9]l VE (1 + V(X (8) + V(@) VE [S(t,a),

so that

. 1
lim sup ——

a—ao pey U(m)E WJ(Xao(t,l')) — ’l/)(;L')| |S(t7a)| <

(L5 V(@) BV (X)) 172
U(x) Jim. (E IS(t,a)l) . (40)

(I (I1)

191G sup
TEH

Let us examine the terms on the right hand side of this expression.

(I) By [Definition 3] of the Lyapunov function V there exist positive constants Cy,, Vag, Kay
such that
PV (x) < Cupe” 70"V (2) + Kqy - (41)
It follows that (I) can be bounded above by
(1t Ky + V()1 + Caye70) "
sup
zEH U(‘T)

Then, since U(x) > (1 + V(:I:))l/2 the right hand side stays bounded.

(IT) By definition it follows that, almost surely,

dP
. RT 1 a —
ath;O |S(t,a)| = ath;O a <_le (t,a) — 1) —m®(t)| = 0.
Then, if we ensure uniform integrability, namely
lim sup E [|S(t, a)|2]1|5(t1a)‘225] =0, (42)

c—0 a€l,
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then |S(¢,a)|?* converges to zero in expectation for a — ag, as desired. In particular, as
1
E [|S(t7 a’)|2]]-\5’(t,a)|22c} < E E |S(t7 0,)|4,

for @2) to hold, it is sufficient to show that sup,c; E[S(t,a)|* < oco. By the definition (B8) of
S(t,a) and the triangular inequality we have

1 dP
—(t -1
a — ag (dP(’a) >

As m®(t) is Gaussian with zero mean and variance t|D,Q "2 f(ag)|?, it follows that

4

E|S(t,a)l* <SE + 8E |m®(t)|*. (43)

E [m® (t)|* = 3t*|DaQ /% f (ao)|"

which stays finite by ([B2). So we are left to show that

1 dP
E —(t -1
a— agp (dIP’(’a) )

is uniformly bounded in I.. By the mean value theorem in integral form and the definition of the
density (33]) we have

_ 4
1 dP
E —(t -1
a—ao <dIP’(’a) )

Mea(t) — (M),

a — ag

4

Ma(t) — (M),

a — ag

=E dr

8\ 1/2
) (44)

where we have also used Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. As M* has Gaussian distribution with mean
zero and variance t|Q~/2(f(a) — f(ao))|?, it can be shown that the right hand side of (@) is
uniformly bounded by the mean value theorem applied to the variance, and by condition (32).

We have proved that in @Q) part (I) stays bounded and part (II) converges to zero. Then
Equation Q) ensures that a — P is differentiable in ag and its derivative at ag is

(DaPP)|g—q, (2) = E [9(Xa, (t, 2))m® (t)].

We are left to show that (I3 holds, namely the derivative is bounded as an operator from C;
to Cy, i.e. there exists C' such that

/0 exp(TMa(t) — %(M“)t)

< EellM®)

4 a a
< (o) (5 M0 100
- a— agp

|E [¢(Xay (8, 2))m* @] |
Ul(x)

[ (DaP®)|4zq, llu = sup < ClYllg

for all ¢ € C;. Again, since E m®(t) = 0 we have
[E [9(Xap (8 2))m ™ () ]| SE |(¢h(Xao (t,2)) — () m® (B)]
<E ([0 (ta) = 0@ | [ Q7D flan)aW,

|

Then by ([B9), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the Itd isometry we have

1/2 _
<l (14 V(@) + E V(Xa (£,2)))*1Q7Y2 Du f(a0)]
and, by the estimate (@I

1/2

< Nllg (14 Kag + V(@)(L + Cage™7)) "7 Q2D f (av)].
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AsU > (1+ V)1/2, setting

_ 14 Koy + V(@)1 + e tr0)) 1/
C = |Q 1/2Daf(a0)|t1/2 sup ( ( )( ))
TeH U(‘T)

< 00,

we have

I (DaPi ) gz, v < CllYl 2

We are now ready to show the following result:

Theorem 3.5. Set I. = (ag —,a0 +¢) C R and consider the system 20) with the map a — f(a)
differentiable as a map from I. into range @ and with |Q’1/2Daf(a)| uniformly bounded, and let
e be the associated unique invariant measure. Suppose holds for a = ag, with
Lyapunov function V. Then the map a — (@, jta) is differentiable at a = ag for every ¢ € C; and
the following identity holds

%<(paﬂa> :<DGIP1§10(1_,P1§10)_1(90_<(palu'ao>)nu'ao>'

a=ao

Proof. In order to apply [Theorem 2.7 we show that holds. Since
holds for a = ay, then [Theorem 3.3] ensures P;° exhibits a spectral gap, namely Assumption [L1l

Next, [Theorem 3.4 with U = /1 + V implies that the map a — P{¢ satisfies Assumption [L2
Therefore we only have to ensure that Assumption [L3] holds for the choice of U. As V is a
Lyapunov function for any a € I, by definition of Lyapunov function and ([27)) we have that, as

we saw in (24)),
K

76(1 — e_’)’st)

and as (V1 +V, pe) < /{1 +V, pe) Assumption [L3] follows. O

Assumption [[2] and [L3] can be shown for other choices of the semimetric d in the definition of
d. In fact [Theorem 3.4] does not rely on the explicit definition (B0) of dy, but only on the fact
that it is not larger than one. In the proof of [Theorem 3.5 we saw U = /1 + V satisfies [[3] thanks
solely to the properties of the Lyapunov function. We introduced the semidistance dy in order to
obtain which provides quite general yet verifiable conditions for SPDEs like (20) to
have a spectral gap.

In [Section 4] and [Section 5l we will give two examples of application of [Theorem 3.5, namely for
the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation with additive noise and the stochastic two—layer quasi—
geostrophic model with additive noise on one of the layers. First though we close this section by
studying when a SPDE like ([20) exhibits fractional response.

(V) < for all t > 0,

3.3 Fractional response

So far we showed that, as a function of the parameter a, the invariant measure p, is weakly
differentiable for observables in the space C; when f(a) is in the range of the noise. Under no
restrictions on the spatial regularity of the forcing, we will still be able to show that a — pu, is
Hélder continuous as a map from I. into the space of functionals on Cj, namely there is ¢ = ¢(e)
such that for all aq,as € I

(s trar = paz)| < cllllglar — azl® (45)
for an appropriate range of a € (0, ap). In order to prove [{H) we want to show that the conditions
of hold. Here we will provide a set of verifiable assumptions for SPDEs like (20) to
show
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Assumption H Let I. = (ap — €,a0 + &) C R be an interval and consider 20)) with a — f(a)
being a B-Holder continuous map from I. into V’. Furthermore the following conditions hold:

H1 holds for any a € L1

H2 Given X,,, X,,, solutions of (20]) for the same realisation of the noise and ay, as € I, there
exists for all ¢ > 0 a positive constant C such that

t
| Xy (1) = Xap (1)]” < Clar — az|* exp <H1/ 1 Xay ()11 d8>,
0

where k1 is as in
H3 There exists ¢ = c(a) with sup,¢;_c(a) < 0o, x > 0 such that

E exp(av|Xq(t, z)|*) < c(a) exp(av|z?e™).

Intuitively it is plausible that [H2] combined with a bound in L2(0,#V) of X,, implies Holder
continuity of X,, and consequently of Pp, for ¢ regular enough. Less clear is the requirement
of M3l We will see in [Theorem 3.7 below that this bound implies condition [F3] thanks to the

following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. Let X,(t,x) be the solution of 20) and suppose holds. Then

implies
/exp(ow|:c|2) ta(dx) < c(a). (46)
We postpone the proof of this technical lemma to the end of this section and now see how to

apply it, together with to show [ET], [F2] and [F3l
Theorem 3.7. Suppose [Assumption H| holds. Then for all o € (0, ), with o as in 23), there

exists ¢ = c(e) > 0 such that

(s tray = paz)| < cllllglar —as|®  for all v € Cj
for all ay,as € I, i.e. ug is locally a-Holder continuous with respect to the parameter a.

Proof. We want to apply Thanks to [Assumption H| and [Theorem 3.3l we know P/
exhibits a spectral gap and hence [F1] holds.

Next we show [F2] By definition of the Wasserstein semidistance W; we have

WJ(Ptal (ma ')a Pta2 ('T’ )) <E CZ(Xal (t)a Xaz (t)) (47)

and, thanks to the definition of d and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

E d(Xa, (1), Xay (1) < VEdn (Xa, (8), Xap (D) VI+E V(Xa, (1) +E V(Xo, (1), (48)
Let us first bound E dy (X4, (t), Xa,(t)). By definition of dx ([BQ) and 6, (29)
AN (Xay (1), Xa (1)) < N|Xa, (1) = Xa (1) 20X OF

and, thanks to [H2],
t
AN (Xar (1), X (1)) < NO®Jay — as® exp (avml OF +ams [ 1Xu()I? ds). (49)
0
From part gives

t
|Xa1(t)|2+n2/0 1 X ()| ds < |2 + at 52, £ 0.
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Then, since v = K1/ka, from [J) it follows

E dn(Xa, (1), Xa, (1) < NC%ay — a2|**? exp(av|z|® + avk.-t)E exp(avEl).

Thanks to the bound (28]) for =5 it can be shown that

<
T 2y—au

E eXp(cwEfyl)

which is well defined since we consider a € (0, ag) where «y is as in (28], i.e.

1 2 2
ag == A 7 <l.
2 v+2y v

Looking back at (48]) we have found that

E d(Xa, (1), Xay (t)) < Cnlar — ag|*Pecv el +m0/2 TRV (X, (6) + EV(Xay ().
Next, thanks to [l namely [A4] for all a € I, it holds
EV(Xa, (1) + EV(Xay (1)) < 2e77V () + 2= < 2V(2) + 2=
Then by ([@T) we have showed
WP (), P (x,7)) < B d(Xa, (), Xay () < |a1 = a2|*PC()U ()

with s
C(t) = Cne® /2 and U(x) = eavlel*/2 (1 + % + 2V(:I:)) .

Last, we have to show that [[3] holds, namely that

) 1/2
(U, pa) = /eo‘“m /2 (1 + % + 2V(:I:)) pa(dz) < 00

uniformly in a € I.. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have

Uopa) < (1 e 42V, [ e o)

The Lyapunov function is integrable against the invariant measure and, by 24)) and ([27]) we have

for all a € I.
K.

78(1 — e_Vst) ’
Finally, thanks to [3] and [Lemma. 3.6} it follows that

<V; ,Ua> <

sup /eo‘“‘z‘zua(d:c) < oo

acl,

and [F3] holds.

We close the section by proving [Lemma 3.61

Proof of [Lemma 3.8, Define the function ¢(z) := exp(n|z|*) with n := av, and introduce an
increasing sequence of cut-off functions x,, € [0,1], i.e. smooth functions supported on [—n, n] with
Xn =1 over [-n+ 1,n — 1] and x, — 1 for n — co. Then define the series of functions

on(T) == xn(jz[)p(z), neEN
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so that lim,, - ¢n = ¢. By the monotone convergence theorem we have

i (pn, pra) = ( I @, pta) = (@, ), (50)

n—o0

therefore we want to show that
lim (¢n, pa) < 00

n—oo

uniformly in a. We can write for any y € H and any s, > 0

(bn: ba) = (ns Ha) = (nit, Py, (y,°)) + (on, Py, (y, )
We will show at the end of the proof that ¢,, are such that for some C; > 0
lenllg < Cin'/2 exp(im). (51)
Then from relation (7)), since ||¢,||; < co we have the following bound

<90naﬂa> < H‘anJWJ(:u’aa Psan (ya )) + <(Pn, Psan (ya )) (52)

Thanks to[Assumption A] one has that[Theorem 3.3lholds and in particular there exists r, C, tg > 0
such that

Wita, Pst (y,-)) < C(AL+V(y))e "™ for all s, > to.
Further, using (&1) and adjusting appropriately the constant C, from (52]) we have
(Pns tta) < Cn'2 exp(nn —r50) (1 + V() + (n, P2 (y,))- (53)

The first term converges to zero if we choose s,, := 2nn/r V to. For the second term on the right
hand side of (B3)), the definition of ¢, and [H3] give

(on, PE(y,-)) <E exp(n|Xa(sn, y)*) < ca) exp(ne™ X" [y|?).

which converges to ¢(a). It follows immediately that
lim (o, ) < c(a) (54)
n—o0

where, recall ¢(a) is assumed to be uniformly bounded in I.. In summary, given (B0) and (G4]), one
has the desired result (Z0).

We conclude the proof by showing that the estimate (&I)) for ||¢,[|; holds. By the mean value
theorem, given z € [z,y],

o (@) = en(Y)] < [1Dapn(2)|z =yl

and so if || Dyen(2)|| is bounded uniformly in z, we have the following bound

[z —y|

leall < (sup Do) ) (sup 51 (55)
zeH TH£yY d(l‘, y)

Focusing on the derivative of the functions ,, with respect to x it is easy to see that

[ Dapn(2)]l < 212l0(2) [x7(121) + xn(|2[*)n]

The smooth cut—off function

1 forz<n-—1
xn(x) =< xi1(w—n+1) forn—1<z<n
0 for z >n
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hence its derivative x/ (z) is well defined for any choice of n and has support [n — 1,n] and is
uniformly bounded in n. Therefore

sup [Depn(2)| < sup 2|z exp(nlzl*) x5, (|2[%) + mxn(l2])]
zE

|2[2<n
< 2n*/? exp(nn) (Sup Ixn(121%)] + 77) :
zEH

Therefore we showed that there exists a positive constant

te[0,1]

Cr:=2 < sup [x}(t)] +77>

such that the derivative of ¢,, satisfies

sup | Datpn(2)| < Cin'/? exp(nn).
zE

Finally from (B3] we see

Il < Cin¥/2 explm) sup 12—,
By the definition of the semimetric d in B0) we have
sup eyl o
so that, relabelling C appropriately, the desired result holds. o

4 Stochastic Navier—Stokes equations

Let D =[0,L] x [0, L] C R? with L > 0 and consider the two—dimensional (2D) stochastic Navier—
Stokes equation on D

du+ (u-V)udt = (WAu — Vp + f(a)) dt +dW
divu =0 (56)

u(0,x) = ug.

Here u = u(t, x) is the velocity of an incompressible fluid, v is the viscosity, p(¢, 2) the pressure of
the fluid, f(a) is a time-independent deterministic forcing depending on a parameter a € R, and
W is a @Q-Wiener process on a probability space (Q, F,P) with the covariance operator Q. We
consider (B6]) with periodic boundary conditions and we assume that the average flow vanishes,
namely

/u(t,x)dsz for all ¢ > 0.
D

In this section, after setting the necessary notations, we discuss a spectral gap results available
in the literature for this model and apply the methodology developed in[Section 2.2/ and [Section 3.3
to establish linear and fractional response.

4.1 Mathematical set up
Let L?(D) and H*(D), k € N, be the Sobolev spaces of L-periodic functions such that

/ga(z) dz =0
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and H~* k € N the dual space of H*. As the velocity u = u(t, z) is two-dimensional, it is natural
to introduce the following product spaces

12(D) = [L*(D)]® and HE(D) = [H*(D)]”
and we consider the Hilbert spaces
H={ucL*D) : divu =0 in D}
V={ucH (D) : divu=0 in D}

with norms | - | and || - ||. Elements of # and V then satisfy the divergence free condition and the
boundary conditions by definition.

Let A denote the Stokes operator which we consider as an operator on H; it can be shown that
V = D(AY?) and |u|| = |A'/?u|. Since we consider periodic boundary conditions, we have that
Au = —Au for all u € D(A). Moreover, the operator A is a self-adjoint positive operator on H,
and we denote by {\x} its eigenvalues and by {e} a corresponding complete orthonormal system
of eigenvectors.

Denote by V' the dual of V, then we have

DAY cVvCcHCV,

where the inclusions are continuous and each space is dense in the following one. The covariance
operator @ is a nonnegative, symmetric and trace class operator in L?. We assume that @ and
the Stokes operator A commute.

Crucial part of the study of the Navier—Stokes equations is the treatment of the advection term

(B(u,v),w) = b(u,v,w) := / w(x) - (u(z) - V)v(z) dz.

D

It is easily seen that the trilinear form b satisfies
b(u,v,v) =0 forall ue H, veV
and thanks to Ladyzhenskaya’s inequalities there exists a positive constant ko so that
[b(u, v,u)| < kolu|l|ul|||v]] for all u, v € V. (57)
By classical arguments (see e.g. [27, [25]), the following weak formulation of (B6) is obtained
du + (vAu + B(u,u)) dt = f(a)dt +dW, u(0,x) = up(z). (58)

Given f(a) € V' and ug € H, for any T > 0 there exists a unique solution u = u(t,w;ug,a) in
C([0,T); H) N L2([0,T],V) for almost all w such that (58] holds in V' and the associated Markov
semigroup Pf on H is Feller (see e.g. [14] [13]).

4.2 Spectral gap

From the literature it is known that this model exhibits exponential convergence of transition
probabilities, and [21][7] in particular showed exponential convergence with respect to the Lipschitz
seminorm || - || ; with Lyapunov function V(z) = |z|?, namely

J(m,y)Q _ (le . y|2a€av|z|2 A N|$ . y|2a€ow|y|2 A 1) (1 + |.T|2 + |y|2) )
More specifically, for a fixed parameter a has been shown to hold in [7] (and in [8]

Section 4.2] using the same framework and notation as in the present paper). There the chosen
controlled equation is

dii+ (vAi + B(a, 1)) dt = (f(a) + B2, (u — @) dt +dW, @(0,z) = fo(z) # uo(x)
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where II,, is the projection onto the first n eigenfunctions of the Stokes operator for an appropriate
n € N to be taken large enough. As the dependence on the forcing f(a) of the estimates is
explicit there, one can easily create a uniform version of the estimates, hence we do not repeat the
full argument here. Table [l provides a summary of the parameters mentioned in
together with expressions in terms of parameters appearing the stochastic Navier—Stokes equation
which will be used in the results of this section.

Assumption A] Navier—Stokes

Ko VAn

K1 kg /v

Ko v— 'y)\fl Tr@

e TrQ + sup|o_gp <2 | F(@)l|21 /¥
Ve VA1

K. Tr Q + sup|y_ )< [1F(@)[21/v

Table 1: Parameters from [Assumption A]and their values in terms of parameters from the Navier—
Stokes equations. Here )\, is the n-th eigenvalue of —A, kg appears in the estimates of the trilinear
form (B7), v is the viscosity, v is chosen in such a way that xo is positive, @ is the covariance
operator of the noise and f is the deterministic external forcing.

4.3 Linear and fractional response

Given the general framework obtained in [Theorem 3.5, we have the following result on linear
response for the 2D stochastic Navier—Stokes equations:

Theorem 4.1. Set I. = (ag —e,a0+¢) CR, ag € R, e > 0. Consider the Navier—Stokes equation
ER) with deterministic forcing the map a — f(a) continuously differentiable as a map from I, into
range Q with |D,Q~ Y2 f(a)| uniformly bounded in a. Let p, be the associated unique invariant
measure. Then the map a — (@, a) is differentiable at a = ag for every ¢ € C; and the following
identity holds

d a a —
@<W7Ma> :<Dalpt0(1ilpt0) 1(807<<)0ﬂ:u0«0>)ﬂ:u0«0>'
a=agp
Proof. As discussed in [Section 4.2] [Assumption A]holds for the Navier-Stokes equations (B8] with
Lyapunov function V(z) = |x|?. Then [Theorem 3.5 applies as the forcing f(a) is assumed in the
range Q. O

Next, we consider a deterministic forcing f(a) being S-Holder continuous in the parameter
a € R as a function into V'. By showing that conditions of holds we will ensure the
model admits fractional response.

Theorem 4.2. Let I. = (ag — €,a9 + €) be an arbitrary neighbourhood of ag € R. Consider
the Navier—Stokes equation (B8]) with f(a) locally B-Holder continuous in a as a function into V',
namely for every e > 0 there exists Cy = Cy(ag,€) such that

| f(a1) — f(az)||l-1 < Ctlay —asl?  for all a1,as € I.. (59)

Then for all o € (0,qp), with cg as in 28]), for every e there exists ¢ = c(g) such that for all
ay,ae € I
(ps ttay — Hao)| < cllollglar — az|*” for all ¢ € Cy.
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Proof. Given [Theorem 3.7l we have to ensure that the solution of (G8) satisfies As
discussed in [Section 4.2] [Assumption A]holds for the Navier-Stokes equations (B8) with Lyapunov
function V(z) = |z|?, and the parameters in [Table 1] are bounded uniformly for a € I, so [HIl is
satisfied.

Proof of [H3] Let 1 > 0 and take the H product of (G8) with nu itself to get
d(nlu(®)?) = 1 (2(f(a), u) + Tr Q — 2v||ul|?) dt + 2n(u,-)dW (¢).
To this stochastic differential equation we apply the following result [I8, Lemma 5.1]
Lemma 4.3. Let M be a real-valued semimartingale
dM(t,w) = F(t,w) dt + G(t,w) dB

where B is a standard Brownian motion. Assume there exists a process Z and positive constants
b1, ba, by with by > bs, such that

(i) F <b; —bZ a.s.,
(ii) M < Z a.s.,
(iii) G? <b3Z a.s.
Then the bound
E exp(M(t) + M /tz(s) ds> < M exp(M(O)e*bﬁ/Q)
4 0 by — b3

holds for any t > 0.

We plan to apply [Cemma 4.3 with M(t) := njus|? and Z(t) := n\]'|jue]|?>. We establish the
three conditions of the lemma in turn:

(i) The first condition of the lemma is satisfied for by =7 (|| f(a)[|%,/v + Tr Q) and by = v); as
F(t) =0 (2(f(a),u) + Tr Q — 2v[ul*)
2
< <||f(a)|| +vful?+TrQ — 21/||u||2> =b; — b Z(2).

o v
(ii) The second condition follows simply by Poincaré’s inequality M (t) = nju|> < nA7Hul|? =
2(1).

(iii) For the third condition note that we can write

U, -
(.-} AW = 2 ) g e W = 2l )] g B
- ey

where B defined as above is a standard real-valued Brownian motion. Then

2
G(t,w)* = 40 (u, M3y = 4n* 3 | (1, @ %er )| < 4n* Tr Qluuel® < 4 Tr QAT
keN

and bs = 4nTr Q.
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To ensure that by > b3 i.e. 47Tr @ < vA; we take
n<vA/4TrQ =:n. (60)
Then [Lemma 4.3 gives
—vAit/4 ot
E exp <77|Ut|2 + %/ [|us|® ds) < c(a) eXp(nlque*”’\lt/?)
0

with

vA1
vA1 —4AnTr @

which stays uniformly bounded for all a € I.. Consequently we have

2
A exp (2L /0)
c(a) =

E exp(nfudl?) < c(a) exp (nluol*e11/?)

for all n € (0,71). Then we only have to make sure we can take n = av. First note that given the
definition (28) of ag we have

where v > 0 is an arbitrary parameter smaller than v\;/ Tr Q. Therefore if we choose

Z/Al

2 —
0<2y<m 1T Q"

we have agv < 11 as desired.

Proof of [H2] Set u(t) := u(t;up,a1), v(t) :== u(t;ug,a2) and w := v — v. Then w must satisfy
the following equation

(il—l: + vAw + B(w,u) + B(v,w) = f(a1) — f(a2), w(0)=0. (61)

Take the H scalar product of (6Il) with w

1 d|w|2 2 —
SSE vl + (Bw,u),w) = (f(ar) - flaz), w),

where we have used that (B(v,w),w) = 0. Using the estimate (57 for the trilinear form and
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get
1 djw|?
5= T Il® < Rolwlllwllull +11f (@) = f(az) |1 ]ell,

and by Young’s inequality and the Holder continuity of f (B9)

1d|w|2 kg 21,12 CJQ” 28
— <2 —Llay — .
5 < S )2l + Loy - aal

By Gronwall’s inequality we get

t t
202 k2
P < 2 - 0 [ew(% [ fuaniPar)as
S
202 2 k2 ¢ 2
< %0y — asP texp 70/ lu(r, an)|? dr
0

so that [H2]is satisfied with C' = 2tC% /v, k1 = kg /v. O
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5 Stochastic two—layer quasi—geostrophic
model

The 2LQG equations model mid-latitude atmosphere and ocean dynamics at large scale. The
model describes two layers of fluid one on top of the other with mean height h; for the top layer
and ho for the bottom one, and with density respectively p; and ps with p; < p2. We consider the
so-called SB-plane approximation to the Coriolis effect (see [28, Section 2.3.2]). We assume that the
forcing acts only on the top layer and has a non-trivial stochastic part which accounts for example
for the effect of the wind on the upper ocean. For a more detailed exposition of the mathematical
description see [9] and references therein.
Let D be a squared domain D = [0, L] x [0, L] C R2. Consider the following equations

dgr + J (Y1, q1 + By) dt = (VA + f(a)) dt + dW
Ohgz + J (2, q2 + By) = vA® Yy — 1Ay,
where x = (z,y) € D, ¥(t,x) = (¢¥1(t,x),1¥2(t,x))! is the streamfunction of the fluid, and

q(t,x) = (q1(t,x),q2(t,x)) is the so-called quasi-geostrophic potential vorticity. Vorticity and
streamfunction are related through

(62)

g1 = Athy + Fi (2 — 1)

g2 = Athy + Fo(th1 — o), (63)

where I, Fy are positive constants. Moreover, .J is the Jacobian operator J(a,b) = V*ta - Vb, W
is a Wiener process on a probability space (2, F,P), with covariance operator (). Furthermore we
assume periodic boundary conditions for ¥ in both directions with period L and we impose that

/ P(t,x)dx =0 forall ¢>0. (64)
D

The model includes a deterministic forcing on the top layer f(a) (time-independent) as well with
zero spatial averages, i.e.

/ f(x,a)dx = 0.
D
The constants F7, F5 are such that

thl = h2F2 = P.

The model (62)) includes dissipation generated by the eddy viscosity on both layers modeled by
the terms vA21); and by the friction with the bottom modeled by rAvs. We can write (62)) in
vectorial formulation introducing

(W1, AG) + F1J (¢1,€2)
B(1, &) = . 65
¥:8) ( J ()2, Ada) + FaJ (1h2,&1) ) (®)
Then, using the fact that J(1,v) = 0, ([G2) becomes
dq + (B(, %) + BOyp) dt = vA%p dt + (J;(AGLQ) dt +dW (66)

where W = (W,0)?, and A = (A, Ap2)t. Moreover, we can express the relation (G3) between
the streamfunctions and the vorticities as

. - K
a=(A+ M)y with M = .
F —F

Next we set the notations for the mathematical setup of two—layer quasi—geostrophic model used
in this work following [9].

27



5.1 Mathematical set up

Let (L2(D), | - llo), (H*(D),| - ||x), k € R be the standard Sobolev spaces of L-periodic functions
satisfying (64). Denote by (-, -)r the associated scalar product. We introduce the product spaces
to deal with our coupled system

12(D) = [L*(D)]® and HF(D) = [H*(D)]”
with the weighted scalar product and norm

(¥, &)k = h1(¥1, &)k + ha(¥2, §2)k
19117 = halleall§ + hellvellf
for ¢ and € elements of H* x H*, k > 0 or L? x L? for k = 0. Further denote with H™* the dual
space of HF, k > 0.
We take the covariance operator ) to be nonnegative, symmetric and trace class in L2. We
also assume that ) and —A commute.

Define the operator A : H**2 — H* k € R, connecting the streamfunction with the quasi-
geostrophic potential vorticity

Ap = —(A+ M)y, € H'?

It is easy to see that A is an unbounded non-negative self-adjoint operator in H* with respect to
the weighted scalar product (-, ) and thanks to (G4, A has a bounded inverse which is bounded
as function H* — HF2, that is, for each q € H” there exists a unique ¥ € H**? such that
q=—Ayp.

Remark 5.1. Since the L? and H! norms and the L? scalar product are the most used throughout
this section, for the sake of simplifying notation we denote them as follows

[ = [|¥llo and [J9] = [|¢]lx
[ = hal|r| 4 haltbe| == ||l and  [[9p]| = hallsb1 || + hallte|l := 4]
(¥, €) := (¥,&)o and (,§) = h1(¥1,&1) + ha(2,62)

Finally, we introduce two new norms on the level of the potential vorticities. For q € H!
there exists 9 € H! such that q = —A%), and we can define the norm on H~!

2
llallZ, = ll9l1* + pler — 2|
and, for q € L? with 1 € H? define the norm on L?

llalls = [A%|? + pllyn — o>

Note that by Poincaré inequality one has

lla()IZy = 41° + plen — w2
<A (1A% + pllgn = 2l?) = AT la®)lls.

Furthermore, these norms are equivalent to || - ||—1 and || - ||o respectively and have a series of useful
properties:

Lemma 5.2 ([9, Lemma 2.2]). Consider q € H™! and v € H' such that q = —Asp. Then the
following relations hold:

—(a, %) = [lall?, (67)
12 < llall®; < colles|” (68)
for co = 14+ 2\ " max(Fy, F»). For q € L? and ¥ € H? such that q = — A, we have:
(a4, %) = [lallg (69)
|Ag[* = |Ag[” < lall5 < col A, (70)

28



Space Norm

H" 1907 = hallallf + hallall
L? =H" [¢]* = hi|i1]* + halto|?

H' 911> = hall1]|* + hallee]?
L’ llally = |A%I3 + pllwr — val|?
H! llall”; = [l + plwr — vof?

Table 2: Notations for the two—layer quasi—geostrophic model. Rows 1-3 will be used for the
streamfunctions . Rows 4,5 will be mainly used for the potential vorticities q, that is q € L2,
H~! respectively and ) is such that q = —At.

[Table 2 contains a summary of the spaces and relative norms used throughout this work.
Finally, standard bounds on the Jacobian (see for example [I0, Lemma 3.1]), yield the following
bound for the bilinearity B:

Lemma 5.3 ([8, Lemma 1.3.4]). Let B be the bilinear operator defined in (63), then for ¥, &, ¢ €
H2

(B(¥,€),9) =0. (72)
Moreover, for 1, & € H?, there exists positive constant ko such that
(B3, ), 8)| < koll9p|[|Adp]|AE]. (73)

The deterministic version of (66) has been shown to be well-posed in [5]. For the stochastic
model (B8], for f € H=2, qo € H™! and T' > 0 there exists a pathwise unique solution q(t,w; qo, a)
in C([0,T; H=') N L?(0,T;L?) for almost all w and the associated Markov semigroup Pf* is Feller
as q is a continuous function of the initial condition qg as a function in H~!. For a complete proof
of these result we refer to [8, Section 2] and references therein.

5.2 Spectral gap

In [9] it is shown that (G6)) exhibits a spectral gap as it satisfies[Theorem 3.3} provided the parameter
r is large enough. More specifically, it is demonstrated for a fixed a holds with

Lyapunov function V(q) = |||q|||2_1 The chosen controlled equation is
- ~ ~ a) + rll, —
dq -+ (B, %) + 50,9 ) dt = vA™p+ <f o w1>>
—TA’L/JQ

where II,, is the projection onto the first eigenfunctions of —A for an appropriate n. Similarly to
the Navier—Stokes equation, the dependence on the forcing f is explicit in the estimates needed
for hence the calculations in [9] are easily extendable to estimates with parame-
ters independent from a as desired in this context. Table [3] shows the parameters mentioned in

and how they relate to the parameters appearing in the stochastic 2LQG equations.
Finally, the required lower bound on the parameter r is

r> 28 (M fa)|?, + Tg) . (74)

5.3 Linear and fractional response

We start with the weak differentiability or linear response for the two—layer quasi-geostrophic
model. This was the main motivation for developing the general methodology presented above
which now affords a very concise proof.
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Ko r
K1 kg /v

Ko v—2yTrQ/\}

. Tq + b 50Dy <e |1 £(0) 2/
Ve vAi/co

K Tq + hasupj_ggj<c 1f(a)][25/v

Table 3: Parameters from and their values in terms of the parameters appearing
in the stochastic 2LQG equations. Here kg appears in the estimates of the trilinear form in
[Cemma 5.3, v the viscosity, v is chosen so that ko is positive, A1 is the smallest eigenvalue of —A,
@ the covariance operator of the noise, Ty = Tr(Ql/Q)*fl_lQl/Q, f(a) is the deterministic external
forcing and h; is the height of the top layer.

Theorem 5.4. Set I. = (ag—¢,a0+¢) C R and consider the two—layer quasi—geostrophic equation
©8) with parameters satisfying ([4). Suppose a — f(a) is continuously differentiable as a map
from I. into range @), with |DaQ’1/2f| uniformly bounded in a, and let g be the associated unique
invariant measure. Then the map a — (p, pa) is differentiable at a = ag for every ¢ € C; with

d ap\—
@(‘Paﬂa> = (DaPyla=ao (1 = P{°) 1(90 — (@, tay))s Hag)-

a=aq

Proof. Since ([[4)) is satisfied then, as discussed in [Section 5.2 [Assumption A] holds. Then the
thesis follows from [Theorem 3.5 O

For this model the requirement for the forcing to be in the range of the noise implies that
the forcing has to act on the same layer where the noise does. This is a natural assumption in
some applications for example if the random term accounts for changes in the intensity of the
average wind forcing on the upper ocean. However, the presented methodology cannot deal with
the response to changing forcings in the bottom layer. Yet for such forcings that are not necessarily
in the range of the noise, we can nevertheless show fractional response.

Theorem 5.5. Consider ([GO) with parameters satisfying ((4) and parameter a in the interval
I. = (ag — €,a0 + ) C R. Suppose f(a) is B—Holder continuous as a function from I. into H 2,
namely there exists Cy = Cf(ao,€) such that

| fla1) — faz)||—2 < Cylar — aa|®  for all ai,as € I..

Then for all a € (0, ), with ag as in (28), there exists ¢ = c(e) such that
(s Hay = paz)| < ellpllglar — ao|®” for all ¢ € C;

for all ay,as € I, namely the map a — g is locally aB-Hélder continuous.

Proof. We want to ensure that holds to apply [Theorem 3.7 By the results in the
literature ([9]) we know holds, as discussed in [Section 5.21 and hence [HI] holds.

Proof of [H3] As seen for the Navier—Stokes equation it is sufficient to check that the conditions
of [Cemma 4.3] are met. Taking the L? product of (66) with nyp = —nA~1q, using (67) and (T2)

we have

d(nllall®,) = =20 (VA > + hi(f(a), vr) + rhalle|®) di +nTg dt — 2nhy (1, dW (1)) .

where T = Tr(Ql/Q)*;l_lQl/Q. We check the conditions of [Lemma 4.3 with M (¢) := n|||q(t)|||31,
- 2
Z(t) = AT lla@®)|lg-
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(i) Set the function F'(¢) to be

F(t) = =20 (ha{f(a), ¢1) + rha[va]|* + v|As|?) +nTg.

By Cauchy-Schwartz, Young and Poincaré inequalities and dropping the term rha||¢2| we
get

77h1

F(t) < —|f(@)l” 5 + nvha| Ay |* — 2nqv| Ag|* + 0T

<y <7|f(a)ll22 +Tg) ~ wlAvP
Then estimating |A|? by (T0), i.e. |||q|||g < co| A2,

F(t) < by — banA7 Hla(®)I2
with
I/)\l
Co

h
=i (B2, + 7o) and b=
(ii) By Poincaré inequality M (t) = nlla()[I”, < nA7 lla®)lls = Z(#).
(iii) It is easy to see that there is a standard real-valued Wiener process B(t,w) such that
=2nh1 (Y1 (1), dW (1)) = =2nha||(¥1(t), )[4 dB(t) =: G(t) dB
We then have to ensure that there exists b3 € (0, b2) such that G2 < b3Z almost surely i.e.

B3 (W, 179 < ban Ay a5, (75)

By definition of L9 we have

@1, )IEg = D (81, Q7 2en) .

keN

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Poincaré inequality it follows

11, )Zg < [af? Y 1QY%exl® = Tr Qlun | < 9 A?

/\2h
keN
and consequently by (Z0), (7)) holds setting by = 4nhi A\ Tr Q.

As we require by > b3 i.e.

A
% > Anh AT T Q

we get that for all

0<n<
the hypothesis of [Lemma 4.3l hold, giving
E exp (77|||Q(t>|||2,1) < c¢(a)exp (n|||q(0)|||3le—b2t/2)

for all n < m; and all ¢ > 0 with

bep(2) 2 oxp( 292 (B ()], + T ) )

c(a) = =

bg—bg VC—/\UI —477h1)\; TI‘Q
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which stays uniformly bounded for all @ € I.. We have only to show that n = agv < 1. By
definition of ag we have that

G
av=uv| = .
0 2" 0y o i
Recall that v is an arbitrary parameter introduced so that ko stays positive, i.e.

1/)\%
< .
2TrQ

Then picking
VA2

2TrQ

2"}/ < (1 A (2COh1)_1) < m,

it is ensured that agv < ;.

Proof of [H2] Consider q(t) and q(t), unique solutions of (GG]) respectively with parameter a;
and ag, and same realization of the noise. Then the difference £ := q — q, with corresponding
streamfunction ¢ := 1 — 1, satisfies the following equation

de¢ - B flar) = f(az)
€= (A+ M),
£(0)=0

To bound [[|€]]|_, we take the L? product with ¢: by the properties of the nonlinearity and Green
theorem we get

S NENZ, + vIAG + rhollge|® = (B(4, &), @) — hu(f(ar) — f(az), 1)-

By the bound on the bilinearity (73) and Young’s inequality we have

~ 2 ~
(B, ). ¢)| < SEIAGPIS] + 5120,
and by Young’s inequality and the Holder continuity of f

hal(f(a1) = flaz), ¢1)| < || f(ar) — f(a)|® 2 + 22| Ay |

hi1C?
< Zllay — ao)® + K2 Agy |?

so that

hi1C3

174

2 y 2 ~
s IEIZy + 512 + rhollgo|® < 52|A%|? (|6 +

|a1 — a2|2ﬁ —+ VThl|A¢1|2

Finally, rearranging and using (68) we have dropping the second and third term on the left hand
side

2 k2 > 2 h1C2
SHENZ, < 2 |Aag gl + =~ lar —asl?,

and by Gronwall’s lemma
hi1C3 ‘ 2 [t
—Lla; — a2|2ﬁ/ exp <k7°/ |A1,b|2d7) ds.
0 s

Therefore [H2]is satisfied with C' = C(t) = th1C}/v. O

@z, <
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