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THE INVISCID LIMIT FOR LONG TIME STATISTICS OF THE
ONE-DIMENSIONAL STOCHASTIC GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATION

HUNG D. NGUYEN!

ABSTRACT. We consider the long time statistics of a one-dimensional stochastic Ginzburg-Landau
equation with cubic nonlinearity while being subjected to random perturbations via an additive
Gaussian noise. Under the assumption that sufficiently many directions of the phase space are
stochastically forced, we find that the dynamics is attractive toward the unique invariant probability
measure with a polynomial rate that is independent of the vanishing viscosity. This relies on a
coupling technique exploiting a Foias-Prodi argument specifically tailored to the system. Then, in
the inviscid regime, we show that the sequence of invariant measures converges toward the invariant
measure of the stochastic Schrédinger equation in a suitable Wasserstein distance. Together with
the uniform polynomial mixing, we obtain the validity of the inviscid limit for the solutions on the
infinite time horizon with a log log rate.

1. INTRODUCTION

For each v € (0,1), we consider the following stochastic system in the unknown variable u”(t) =
u¥(x,t) : [0,1] x [0,00) — C

o () = (v + 1) AU () +ilu? (t)Pu? (1) — au” (t) + QOW (1), (1.1)
u¥(z,t) =0, z€{0,1},¢t>0,
u(x,0) = up(x), x€]0,1].

System (1.1) is the complex Ginzburg-Landau (CGL) equation, arising in the modeling of traveling
waves in dissipative dynamics. On the right-hand side of (1.1), v € (0,1) represents the viscosity,
a > 0 denotes the damping constant, QAW (¢) is a Gaussian process which is white in time and
whose spatial correlation is characterized by the symmetric bounded operator () that satisfies
certain conditions. Historically, equation (1.1) was developed in the seminal work of [29] describing
superconductivity. Since then, it has found many applications in various areas of physics, e.g.,
chemical reaction [39, 47], hydrodynamic instability theory [9, 51, 52, 54, 61], and waves on deep
water [21].

In the absence of viscosity, that is when setting v = 0, equation (1.1) is formally reduced to the
following focusing nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation

Opu(t) = iAu(t) +ilu(®)Pu(t) — au(t) + QoW (t), (1.2)
u(z,t) =0, x€{0,1},t>0,
u(z,0) = up(z), = €]0,1].

Not only equation (1.2) be derived in similar phenomena as in the case of the CGL equation, it
is also employed to study nonlinear optics [2, 4], the propagation of laser beams [24], and the
propagation of solitons [1, 53]. Under suitable assumptions on the noise structure, the large time
behaviors of (1.1) and (1.2) are well-known. More specifically, for fixed v > 0, equation (1.1)
possesses unique ergodicity [33, 58] and that the equilibrium relaxation rate is exponentially fast.
On the other hand, equation (1.2) was established to be only polynomially attractive toward the
unique invariant probability measure, owing to the lack of strong dissipation [20]. It is therefore
a matter of interest to compare the statistically steady states of (1.1) and those of (1.2) in the
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inviscid limit, i.e., as v — 0. Notably, when the random force is proportional to the square root of
the viscosity, there is a literature in this direction on the following equation

O (t) = (v + 1) Au™(t) + i[u ()2 (t) — au? (t) + FQAW (t). (1.3)

It has been shown that the stationary solutions of (1.3) converge toward those of the deterministic
NLS equation

Opu(t) = iAu(t) £ ilu(t)Pu(t) — au(t). (1.4)

See for examples the work of [45, 46, 60, 66]. However, much less is known about the approximation
of (1.1) by (1.2) in the vanishing viscosity, and particularly whether the mixing rates and invariant
measures of (1.1) resemble those of (1.2). In light of recent works dealing with similar issues for
singular parameter limits [31, 32, 56], our main goal of the article is two-fold. Firstly, we seek
to identify a general set of conditions on the random forcing so as to establish ergodic properties
for (1.1) via a spectral gap that is uniform with respect to the viscosity constant . Secondly,
we demonstrate that the statistically steady states of (1.1) can be related to (1.2), allowing for
verifying the validity of the inviscid limit for the solutions of (1.1) on the infinite time horizon. In
what follows, we provide an overview of our main theorems and refer the reader to Section 2 for a
more rigorous description.

1.1. Summary of main results. Our first result giving the uniform ergodicity of (1.1) is sum-
marized as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Under general conditions on the noise structure QAW (t), equation (1.1) admits
a unique invariant probability measure vY. Furthermore, for all ¢ > 2, initial data u(l),ug with
sufficient spatial reqularity, and suitable Lipschitz bounded function f, the following holds

C
[Bf (w7 (8 u0)) ~Ef (7 (5| < e

t>0, (1.5)

for some positive constant C independent of t and .

We refer the reader to Theorem 2.3 for a precise statement of Theorem 1.1. As mentioned above,
we remark that the problem of large time behaviors for (1.1) is not new as it was previously shown
to possess geometric ergodicity in L?(0,1) [33, 58]. The novelty of Theorem 1.1 is the polynomial
mixing rate that does not depend on the parameter v provided that one starts the dynamics from
initial data with higher spatial regularity.

Turning to equation (1.2), we recall from [20] that (1.2) also admits a unique invariant probability
measure Y. Our second main result below asserts that as v — 0, v is well approximated by 1/°
with respect to suitable Wasserstein distances.

Theorem 1.2. Under the same hypothesis of Theoremm 1.1, there exist suitable Wasserstein dis-
tances YW such that the following holds for all ¢ > 2

W(,°%) = O((log | log’y\)_q>, v — 0. (1.6)

The rigorous statement of the above result is presented in Theorem 2.4. We remark that the
distance WV appearing in Theorem 1.2 is neither the usual total variation nor a weighted variation.
While they are typically the case for finite dimensional systems [50], solutions starting from distinct
initial data in infinite dimensional dynamics tend to be singular with each other [34, 35, 36, 37], re-
quiring a modification of the measuring Wasserstein metric. See Section 2.3 for a precise description
of W.

Finally, as a consequence of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we obtain the validity of the inviscid
limit on the infinite time horizon.



Theorem 1.3. Let u”(t;ug) and u(t;ug) respectively be the solutions of (1.1) and (1.2) with the
same initial data ug. Then, for all ¢ > 2, ug with sufficient spatial reqularity, and suitable observable
f, the following holds

T e
ilzlloj‘Ef(u (t:00)) =B (ult wo))| < (log [log v[)¢’

for some positive constant C' independent t and ~.

v — 0, (1.7)

We refer the reader to Theorem 2.5 for a rigorous statement of the estimate (1.7).

1.2. Previous related literature. Before diving into the methodology employed for proving the
main theorems, we briefly review the literature on asymptotic behaviors of the CGL and the NLS
equations. Concerning deterministic settings, that is when @) = 0, the inviscid limit on finite time
windows was investigated as early as in the work of [65]. It was also studied in a variety of related
systems [5, 8, 38, 48, 64] justifying the approximation of the CGL equation by the NLS equation.
With regard to the impact of stochastic forcing, as mentioned above, the stationary solutions of
(1.3) are known to weakly converge to those of (1.4) [45]. The argument relies on a tightness
property, which in turn is deduced from the uniformity of suitable energy estimates with respect
to . In a subsequent work [60], these processes are shown to satisfy certain smoothness properties
in the sense that their moments in LP and H} are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measures. Analogous results for more generalized settings of (1.3)-(1.4) were established in [46]
making use of the same strategy from [45]. More recently, in [66], the inviscid limit of (1.3) was
explored for the space-time white noise with Gibbs measure initial data.

Concerning the large time asymptotic of (1.1), ergodicity was studied in [7] with the hypothesis
that noise is invertible. While the existence of an invariant measure was obtained via the construc-
tion of stationary solutions, the uniqueness was a consequence of an irreducibility together with
the strong Feller property. On the other hand, in the case of degenerate additive noise, (1.1) was
demonstrated to possess geometric ergodicity in [33] via the method of asymptotic coupling, which
had previously been employed in [10, 23, 41, 42, 43, 44, 49, 59]. In the same spirit of [33] with
sufficiently rich random perturbations, exponential mixing was established for the CGL equation in
[58] under a variety of assumptions on the nonlinearity structures. It is important to point out that
in [33, 58], the exponential convergent rate is valid thanks to the advantage of strong dissipation,
i.e., when v > 0. In particular, this allows for leveraging the exponential Martingale inequality as
well as deriving a path-wise Foias-Prodi estimate, showing that when the low frequencies of the
solutions agree, the high frequencies must be close too. In contrast, the work of [20] studied the
NLS equation (1.2) and proved that it only admitted a polynomial rate of any order, owing to the
unavailability of critical ingredients that are otherwise present in the CGL equation. It is worth-
while to mention that for (1.2), the damping constant o > 0 is necessary so as to ensure at least the
existence of statistically steady states. It turns out that o’s positivity is also crucial to establish a
mixing rate. More specifically, it was exploited in the approach of [20] together with the coupling
argument developed in [58] to produce a Foias-Prodi estimate in expectation for (1.2). In turn,
this is sufficient to dominate the nonlinearity to the extend that one can still extract a polynomial
rate. We remark that in comparison with the more popular geometric ergodicity in the literature
of SPDEs, it is more difficult to handle sub-exponential situations due to the disadvantage of weak
dissipation. This is found to be the case for a conservation laws with multiplicative noise [22], and
for a stochastic wave equation with nonlinear damping [57].

1.3. Methodology of the proofs. Turning back to Theorem 1.1, as  is close to zero, the dissi-
pation nature is essentially inactive and does not help deducing a mixing property. To circumvent
the problem, we shift our analysis to focusing on the constant o as employed in the framework of
[20] dealing with the same issue for the NLS equation (1.2). More specifically, the first ingredient
of the proof of (1.6) is the existence of a Lyapunov function, cf. Lemma 3.3, proving the returning



time to the origin is exponentially fast. This can be constructed by appealing to the damping
effect @ > 0 while performing a priori estimates. We note that the Lyapunov condition is quite
popular and can be found in many works for SPDEs [11, 12]. In literature, the second ingredient is
typically an asymptotic strong Feller property [35, 36] showing a large time smoothing behavior of
the dynamics, resulting in a contraction property for the associated Markov semigroup. This relies
on delicate bounds on the derivatives of the solutions with respect to both the initial conditions
and the noise directions. Unfortunately, in case of equation (1.1), this approach is not applicable
owing to the complication from estimating the cubic nonlinearity in higher regularity. To overcome
the issue, we resort to the coupling technique developed in [20, 49, 58] by carefully facilitating the
Foias-Prodi structure of (1.1), cf. Lemma 3.5. In particular, we demonstrate that starting from
distinct initial data, the solutions can be coupled in a way that a certain number of low modes
agree with each other whereas the total energy can be effectively controlled. It is important to
point out that the chosen number of low frequencies is dictated by the number of directions of the
phase space that are directly excited by the stochastic forcing. On the one hand, this coupling
behavior can be shown to occur for a long time with very high probability, cf. Proposition 4.3.
On the other hand, the likelihood that they decouple immediately is established to be low with a
power law order, cf. Proposition 4.4, which ultimately produces the polynomial mixing rate. We
note that the restriction on the one dimensional setting stems from the fact that the stochastic
Foias-Prodi estimate is actually not available in higher dimensions. As an analytic trade-off, we
are able to leverage several Sobolev inequalities pertaining to dimension one, cf. Remark 3.7, and
successfully derive the coupling argument to ultimately obtain the powerful polynomial mixing.
We refer the reader to Section 2.2 for the rigorous statement of the estimate (1.5), and to Section
4 where its proof is supplied.

The second main result of the paper, as captured in Theorem 1.2, concerns the approximation of
the invariant measure v by ¥ in the vanishing viscosity regime. This result can be regarded as an
analogue of the convergence of stationary solutions in the settings of (1.3)-(1.4) [45, 66]. We remark
that in literature, there are situations where the stationary solutions can be explicitly computed.
More surprisingly, they turn out to coincide with that of the targeting equation, resulting in limit
(1.6) becoming a trivial identity. To name a few examples, we refer the reader to the work of [13] on
a gradient system and to [55] on a generalized Langevin equation. In general, such a phenomenon
is rare and particularly is not expected for (1.1)-(1.2). Nevertheless, motivated by recent works in
[15, 18, 25, 26, 27, 28] studying different asymptotic behaviors of statistically steady states, the
argument for (1.6) can be reduced to proving the convergence of u?(t) toward u(t) on any finite
time window. In other words, it holds that

W, 1°) S Ellu () — ()]l 120,1) + W (Law(u(t)), 1),

where u7(0) = u(0) ~ v? and Law(X) denotes the distribution of the random variable X. We
note that by invoking uniform energy estimates, the first term on the above right hand side can
be controlled by e“|log~|~!, cf. Proposition 5.1, whereas in accordance with the mixing property
of equation (1.2), the second term has the order of (1 +¢)~9, ¢f. Theorem A.2 and Lemma A.3.
Combining the two estimates allows for deducing the limit (1.6) by optimizing the powers on t. The
precise statement of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 2.3, whose detailed argument will be carried
out in Section 5.1.

Lastly, making use of the results from (1.5) and (1.6), we obtain, via Theorem 1.3, the global in
time validity of the solutions of (1.2) as an approximation for those of (1.1) in the inviscid regime.
Indeed, we invoke the fact that ¥V can be related to suitable observables by virtue of the dual
Kantorovich formula [63] and proceed in a similar fashion as in the proof of (1.6), namely,

‘Ef (u”’(t; uo)) —Ef (u(t; uo)) !
SE|u(t) — U(t)HLZ(O,l) + W(Law(u'y(t)), V'Y) + W(Law(u(t)), VO).



While the first and the last terms are bounded as mentioned in the previous paragraph, the second
term is a consequence of (l.o) cf. Lemma 5.6. Altogether, one can once again optimize the powers
on time ¢ so as to produce (1.7). We note that although limit (1.7) might give the impression of
a Lipschitz condition on test functions, it can actually be applied to a large class of observables,
including functions with polynomial growth. We refer the reader to Remark 2.6 for a further
discussion of this point. Finally, for the sake of simplicity, we restrict our attention to the focusing
settings, but expect that analogous results should also hold for the defocusing case, i.e., when the
term i|ul?u in (1.1)-(1.2) is replaced by —i|u|?u . In Section 2.3, we provide the rigorous statement
of (1.7) through Theorem 2.5 whereas its detailed proof will be supplied in Section 5.2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we introduce all the functional
settings as well as the main assumptions on the noise structures. We also formulate our results in
this section, including Theorem 2.3 on the uniform polynomial mixing for the CGL equation (1.1),
and the main results concerning the inviscid limit stated in Theorem 2.4 established for invariant
measures and Theorem 2.5 for the infinite time horizon. In Section 3, we perform a priori moment
bounds on the solutions of (1.1) that will be employed to prove the main results. We then discuss
the asymptotic coupling and prove the polynomial ergodicity in Section 4. In Section 5, we provide
the detailed proofs of the inviscid limits making use of the previous sections. In Appendix A, we
briefly review several auxiliary estimates on the NLS equation (1.2) that were employed to prove
the inviscid results. In Appendix B, we collect an irreducibility condition for a linear version of the
NLS equation (1.2), that was invoked to deduce the mixing property presented in Section 4.

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Functional settings and assumptions. Considering the bounded interval [0, 1], we denote
by L%(0,1), H}(0,1) and H?(0,1) the usual Sobolev spaces of real-valued functions on (0,1). Let
A denote the negative Dirichlet Laplacian operator —A in L?(0,1) endowed with the Dirichlet
boundary condition and the domain Dom(A) = H}(0,1) N H?(0,1). For now on, we will fix an
orthonormal basis {eg}r>1 in L?(0,1) that diagonalizes A, i.e.,

Aey, = ageg, k>1, (2.1)

where
er = V2sin(krz), x€[0,1], and ap= (kr)?, k>1. (2.2)
Next, we denote by H the complexified Sobolev space of L?(0,1). More specifically, for u =

uy + iug, v = vy +ive, u;,v; € L2(0,1),i = 1,2, let (u,v)y denote the inner product given by

1
(u,v)g = / (u1 + iug)(v1 + ive)de,
0
and the norm is defined as
2 — 2 2
lullgr = (w, W a = [lurll7201) + lu2llz2(1)-
More generally, for each » € R, we denote by H" the complex domain of A™/? together with the
inner product defined as
(u,v)gr = Zakuek (v,ep)H
k>1
Particularly, the corresponding norm is given by

ull3r = (@) e =Y afl(u, ex) .
E>1



In addition to H", we will work with the complex LP spaces, p > 1 namely

1
12 = {u:[0.1] = Cffluls = / uPda < oo},
0

Next, for each integer N > 1, we let Py be the projection of uw € H on span{ey, ..., enx}, i.e.,
N
PNU = Z(u, ek>H6k-
k=1

The complement of Py is denoted as Qn = I — Py, i.e.,

(e e}

Qnu = Z (u, ex) geg.

k>N+1
We may now recast the Ginzburg-Landau equation (1.1) as
du? (t) = —(y +1) A7 (t)dt + iju? () *u7 (t)dt — au” (t)dt + QAW (t), u7(0) =up € H.  (2.3)

Regarding the noise term in (2.3), we assume that W (t) is a cylindrical Wiener process on H, whose
decomposition is given by

W(t) = ex(Bi(t) +iBE(1)),

k>1

where {(Bi, BZ)}k>1 is a sequence of i.i.d two-dimensional Brownian motions, each defined on the
same stochastic basis S = (2, F,{F:}) [40]. Concerning the operator @), we impose the following
assumption [7, 20, 33, 58]

Assumption 2.1. Q : H — H satisfies
Qe = e, k=1,2,... N, and Qer,=0,k>N+1. (2.4)

for some integer N > 1 and positive constants N\, k = 1,...,N. Furthermore, there exists a
positive constant Cq independent of N such that

Tr(A2QQ") Za,g 2 < Cg, (2.5)

where {ay }i>1 is the sequence of eigenvalues of A as in (2.1)-(2.2).
In the above, we recall the definition Tr(g) = >, (gex, ex)m for g € L(H).

Remark 2.2. 1. We remark that condition (2.4) states that noise is directly excited only in the
first IV directions of the phase space, resulting in () being invertible on span{e,...,ex}. As shown
below in Section 4, cf. Proposition 4.4, N will be chosen to be sufficiently large so as to ensure the
validity of the Foias-Prodi estimate. On the other hand, condition (2.5) requires that the noise’s
regularity be at least H?3 regardless of the size of N. It will be exploited to establish an irreducible
condition for (2.3) as well as energy estimates that do not depend on N. In turn, all of these
properties will be employed to conclude the uniformity of the polynomial mixing rate with respect
to the inviscid parameter ~.

2. We also remark that in this work, we opt for the choice of ) being diagonalized by the same
basis {e;}r>1, so as to simplify computations [20, 33]. Analogous results should hold for more
general additive noise structures as long as @ is invertible on span{ey,...,ex} and that condition
(2.5) is satisfied.



Under Assumption 2.1, the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions in H of (2.3) can be
derived using the Galerkin approximation by exploiting the Lyapunov structures in Section 3. The
argument is classical and can be found in many previous works for SPDE, e.g., [3, 30]. See also
[6, 7].

As a consequence of the well-posedness, for each v > 0, we can thus introduce the Markov
transition probabilities of the solutions u”(;ug) by

P (ug, A) :==P(u"(t;up) € A),

which are well-defined for ¢ > 0, initial states ug € H and Borel sets A C H. Letting Bg(H) denote
the set of bounded Borel measurable functions ¢ : H — R, the associated Markov semigroup
P) : By(H) — By(H) is defined and denoted by

P o(ug) =E[p(u(t;uo)], ¢ € By(H).

Let Pr(H) be the space of probability measures in H. For each v € Pr(H), we denote by P,'v the
measure given by

PJv(A) = / P (ug, A)v(dug).
H
Recall that a probability measure v € Pr(H) is said to be invariant for P, if

Plv=v.

Alternatively, this is equivalent to
/ o(u) P v(du) = / e(uv(du), ¢ € By(H).
H H

2.2. Uniform polynomial mixing. We now turn to the topic of uniform mixing rate for (2.3).
Following the framework of [11, 12, 35, 37], we recall that a function d : H* — [0,00) is called
distance-like if it is symmetric, lower semi-continuous, and d(u,v) = 0 if and only if u = v; see [37,
Definition 4.3]. Let W, denote the corresponding coupling distance or Wasserstein-type distance
in Pr(H*) associated with d, given by

Wd(Vl,Vg) = infEd(X,Y), (26)
where the infimum is taken over all pairs of random variables (X,Y’) such that X ~ vy and Y ~ vs.

When d is a distance in H*, by the dual Kantorovich Theorem, Wy is equivalent defined as [63,
Theorem 5.10]

Wa(vi,va) = Sup ‘/ fuw)vi(du) — / fuw)va(du) (2.7)
L1p d<1
where
|f(u) = f(v)]
ipd = — 2.8
[flLip.d S ) (2.8)
On the other hand, if d is only distance-like, then the following one-sided inequality holds
Wa(v1,1v2) > sup ‘/ FO)(dU) — / F(U)vo(dU) (2.9)
[flLip,a<1

We refer the reader to [32, Proposition A.3| for a further discussion of this point.

In our settings, we will particularly pay attention to the following two distances in H: the former
is the discrete metric, i.e., d(u,v) = 1 when u # v and d(u,v) = 0 otherwise. The corresponding
Wy is the usual total variation distance, denoted by Wrvy. The latter is the distance dy, k = 0,1,
given by

di(u,v) := lu — vl ge A1, wu,ve H (2.10)



Particularly, the corresponding Wy, (with £ = 1) will be used to measure the convergent rate of
(2.3) toward equilibrium.

In order to tackle the inviscid regime v — 0, it is essential to establish suitable a priori bounds
on the solution u”(¢). To this end, we recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

1 1
lullts < glullds + gelulfy, we H2, (2.11)

holds for some positive constant x. We introduce the function ¥ : H' — R defined as
1
U(u) = [lulfn — §IIUHAi4 + hilu| 3. (2.12)

It is well-known that W is the conserved Hamiltonian for the focusing NLS equation in the absence
of noise and damping, i.e., @ = 0 and « = 0 [20, 62]. The auxiliary results concerning ¥ and the
NLS equation are collected in Appendix A and will be employed to study the approximation of
(2.3) by the NLS equation. Next, let ® be the functional given by

1
®(u) = W (w) + wllull = [ullfp = Sllelze + sllulle + sllullz (2.13)
In view of (2.11), we note that ® satisfies the lower bound
3 1 1
B(w) > Slhullin + llullba + Sllully + sllul (214)
and that
V>0 >0

The former will be useful to establish energy estimates for (2.3) in Section 3 whereas the latter will
be invoked to investigate the inviscid limit v — 0 in Section 5.

Letting N be the constant as in Assumption 2.1, we recall from [58] that for fixed v > 0 and
for all N sufficiently large possibly depending on v, it can be shown that P admits a unique
invariant probability measure 7 and that P, is exponentially attractive toward v? with respect to
the Wasserstein distance Wy, [58, Theorem 2.1].

We now state our first main result, concerning the unique ergodicity of P, as well as the poly-
nomial mixing rate independent of the parameter ~.

Theorem 2.3. 1. Let N be the parameter as in Assumption 2.1. Then, there exists a positive
integer Ny sufficiently large independent of vy such that for N > Ny, P admits a unique invariant
probability measure vY in H.

2. Furthermore, let uy,us € H' be given and ¢ : H' — R be such that |¢||Lip.a, < oo where dy
is as in (2.10) and ||¢||Lip,d, s defined in (2.8). Then, the following holds for all ¢ > 2

[Ep(u(t;u1)) — Bp(u? (tuz))| < Co(1+ )7 @llLipda, (1 + ®(ur) + ®(ug)), >0,  (2.15)
for some positive constant Cy independent of uy,ua,t,y and . In the above, ® is defined in (2.13).

It is important to point out that the limit (2.15) does not hold for any initial data in H, owing
to the fact that the estimates in Section 4 requires sufficient regularity on the solutions whose
moment bounds are uniform with respect to . In contrast, while the exponential mixing result in
[58] can be applied to any uj,us € H, it imposes a correlation between N and ~. In particular,
[58, Theorem 2.1] implicitly implies that N — 0o as v — 0. See also Remark 3.7 below.

The proof of Theorem 2.3 makes use of the coupling framework in [20, 49, 58] tailored to the
Ginzburg-Landau equation (2.3). The technique relies on three crucial ingredients: a stochastic
version of the classical Foias-Prodi argument allowing for coupling the solution trajectories, the high
probability of coupling inside a ball and the small probability of decoupling. Together with suitable
moment bounds, we are able to deduce the uniformity of a polynomial rate for every v € (0, 1).



All of this will be carried out in Section 4. In turn, the result of Theorem 2.3 will be exploited to
study the inviscid regime, which we describe next.

2.3. Inviscid limit v — 0. Having established the uniform mixing rate for (2.3), we turn to the
main topic of the paper concerning the limit v — 0. We first recast the Schrodinger equation (1.2)
as

du(t) = —1Au(t)dt + iju(t)Pu(t)dt — au(t)dt + QAW (t), u(0) =uy € H. (2.16)

Similar to (2.3), under Assumption 2.1, it is not difficult to derive the well-posedness of (2.16).
Indeed, the local solutions of (2.16) in H' follows from the fact that the semigroup S(t) = e 4t—a
is contracting in H' [20]. Then, the argument can be extended to deduce the global well-posedness
by appealing to suitable a priori estimates supplied in Lemma A.1. As a result, the corresponding
Markov semigroup P is well-defined as in the case of P;. In the work of [20], it can be shown that
PP admits a unique invariant probability measure v° in Pr(H'), and that the convergent rate is
polynomial of any order, owing to the lack of strong dissipation. For the convenience of the reader,
the precise statement is presented in Theorem A.2; whose proof can be found in [20].

Our next goal is to rigorously describe in what sense we are comparing ¥ obtained from Theorem
2.3 with v°. To this end, following the framework of [31, 32, 35, 36, 37, 56], we introduce the
following distance-like function

dg(ul, UQ) = \/do(ul, ’u,g)(l + 65”u1”%r + 6§Hu2”§1), U, Uy € H. (2.17)

As mentioned in the introduction, there are singular limit regimes where the limiting measure is
shown to agree with those of the approximating dynamics [13, 55]. This remarkable observation
stems from the fact that those measures can be explicitly computed. Such an approach is not
available in our settings and in many other situations [15, 16, 18, 25, 26, 27, 28, 56]. Nevertheless,
our second main result of the paper states that v7 resembles ¥ in the regime of vanishing viscosity.

Theorem 2.4. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 2.3, let v¥ and ° be the unique invariant
probability measures of (2.3) and (2.16), respectively. Then, for all ¢ > 2 and & € (0, 1) sufficiently
small, it holds that

C
Ty < Tef 0. 2.18
Wit = Gog o 7 219

In the abowve, dg is the distance-like function defined in (2.17), w,

distance defined in (2.6), and Cy¢ is a positive constant independent of .

¢ 1S the corresponding Wasserstein
0

The proof of Theorem 2.4 relies on two crucial ingredients: the approximation of (2.3) by (2.16)
on any finite time window, cf. Proposition 5.1, and the polynomial mixing rate of (2.16) toward v/,
cf. Theorem A.2. In particular, the former estimate draws upon the framework typically found in
the settings of dispersive equations, e.g., the wave equation [13, 14, 16, 17, 18]. Then, we combine
with the fact that v7 satisfies uniform exponential moment bounds independent of v to ultimately
deduce the convergence (2.18). All of this will be clearer in Section 5, where the proof of Theorem
2.4 is supplied.

Finally, as a consequence of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 2.3, let {ug}’YE(OJ) be a sequence of deter-
ministic initial conditions such that

sup |lugllz < R.
7€(0,1)



Then, for all R > 0, q > 2, £ € (0,1) sufficiently small, and ¢ : H' — R such that HcpHLip £ <00
)
where dg is as in (2.17) and H(pHLip 4 18 defined in (2.8), the following holds
a0

”90”1; 48
E Y(t:-u)) — E toul < e S
sgg! o (w7 (u9)) — Bp(ultug))| < Crasqomio e

for some positive constant Cr q¢ independent of ¢, ui,uz and 7.

asy — 0, (2.19)

In order to prove Theorem 2.5, we will draw upon the framework of [32] tailored to our settings
by employing the uniform polynomial rate in Theorem 2.3 and the convergence of v? toward /°
in Theorem 2.4. We note that our argument is slightly different from those in [31, 32, 56], which
typically require a generalized triangle inequality for VW o In our setting, instead of dealing directly

with dg, we prove an analogue of (2.19) for the distance dy. Then, we will upgrade to dg making use
of the fact that both u”(¢) and u(t) satisfy appropriate exponential moment bounds independent
of time ¢ and . The detailed proof of Theorem 2.5 will be carried out in Section 5.

Remark 2.6. In view of [32, Theorem A.9], a sufficient condition for ¢ to satisfy HcpHLip g < oo is
h
that

up Pl 1D} _

well V1 + ol

In particular, it is not difficult to check that the class of polynomial functions satisfies the above
condition.

3. A PRIORI MOMENT ESTIMATES

Throughout the rest of the paper, ¢ and C' denote generic positive constants that may change
from line to line. The main parameters that they depend on will appear between parenthesis, e.g.,
¢(T,q) is a function of T" and gq.

In this section, we consider the solutions u” of (2.3) and establish several useful energy estimates
that will be employed to prove the main results. We start with the bounds in H norm in Lemma
3.1 below. In particular, Lemma 3.1, part 1, will be invoked to obtain higher regularity in Lemma
3.3 whereas the result of Lemma 3.1, part 2, appears in the proof of Lemma 5.2 giving the uniform
exponential moment of 7.

Lemma 3.1. 1. Let ug € L*(Q; H) be given and u?(t) be the solution of (2.3). Then, for alln > 1,
it holds that

Bl O] +on [ B[l ()1 )ar < Eljuolfy] + 2" ()"

)" m@Q 120, (3)

and that
o' 2n —ant 2n n (Tl — 1)n—1 ®\ |1
B[l (01F] < e B [Juolf] + 2" —TH(@QQ)", 20, (32)
2. For all £ > 0 sufficiently small independent of v, the following holds
E[eﬁlluy(t)llfq] < e %R [eflluollfq] +Ce, >0, (3.3)

or some positive constants ¢ and Ce independent of t,~ and ug.
3 3

Remark 3.2. In light of Assumption 2.1, cf. (2.5), it is important to note that

N
sup Tr(QQ™) = sup Z A< Co,
N>1 N>1774

which is independent of the size of N.
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. For notation convenience, throughout the proofs in this section, we will drop
the superscript v in u”.
We first compute the derivatives of ||u|% as follows.

<D(||UH%{)7’U>H = <u75>H + <U,U>H7
(D*(lullzr) (2),v) = (2, 0) 1 + (Z,0) &

Applying It&’s formula to ||ul|?, gives

dllu(t)|F; = —2v/|A"2u(®)l|Fdt - 2afu(®)||Fdt + 2Tr(QQ")dt + dMo (), (3-4)
where
dMo(t) = (u(t), QAW ()i + (@(t), QAW (), (3.5)
whose quadratic variation is given by
d(Mo)(t) = 4| Qu(t)||}dr. (3.6)

Next, for n > 2, it holds that
Alfu®F = nllu(e) |52~ 291 A 2u(t) 3t — 20 u(e) 3t + 2T(QQ")dt + dMo (1))
+n(2n = 2)u(®)ll77~IQut) I (3.7)
1. Turning back to (3.1) and (3.2), we employ Young inequality to estimate
2/|u(®)]|F > Tr(QQ") + (2n — 2)llu(®) |7~ |Qut) |17
< 2[u®)|F > T (QQ") + 2n = 2)llu(®) 7~ - 1QU )l
< 2nlu(t)| 77 Tr(QQ")
n—1\n-1 in
) ImQe)™,

< alullfy +2"(

From (3.7), we deduce the bound

n—1

n—1
du(®) [} < —anlu®|ffdt+2"(“==)"T(QQ")"dt +nllu(®) [} 2dMo(H).  (38)

Taking expectation on both sides yields

n—1\n

d —1
SElu@F < —anElu®]F +2" ()" [mQQ"I"

On the one hand, integrating the above estimate with respect to time ¢ produces (3.1). On the
other hand, from Gronwall’s inequality, we establish (3.2), thereby finishing the proof.
2. With regard to (3.3), let £ > 0 be given and be chosen later. From (3.4), we readily have

dgflu®)[f < —20€|[u(t)llFdt + 26Tr(QQ")dt + dEMo(t). (3.9)
Note also that the quadratic process (My)(t) given by (3.6) satisfies the bound

d(Mo)(t) < 4l1QIZ (g llu(®)||Zdt < 4Tr(QQ")u(t) || dt.
It follows that

deflOlE —< eetll®I (a)|u(t)|| + +%€d<Mo>(t))
< €O (— 2au(b)|[3 de + 2Tr(QQ)dt + dMo(t) + 26Tr(QQ") () [ de).
Picking ¢ sufficiently small, e.g.,
«

§ < oo

2Tr(QQ*)’

11



produces the bound in expectation
d
dt
We employ the elementary inequality

Eeflv®lE < ¢R [eSIIu(t)II%(_aHu(t)H% +2Tr(QQY))].

e (—ax 4+ 2Tr(QQY)) < —ce®* +C, >0,
to infer the existence of positive constants ¢ = ¢(§) and C' = C(§) independent of  such that

d

EEGEHU(UH?{ < —cRefOIE 4 o) ¢ >0,

In turn, this implies estimate (3.3) by virtue of Gronwall’s inequality. The proof is thus complete.
O

Next, in Lemma 3.3 stated and proven below, we establish moment bounds in H'. The result of
Lemma 3.3, part 1, will be particularly employed to obtain the uniform polynomial rate in Section
4 whereas part 2 will be useful in proving the convergence of u?(t) toward w(t) in Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 3.3. 1. Letug € L*(Q; HY) be given and u™ (t) be the solution of (2.3) with initial condition
ug. Then, for all n > 1, it holds that

E[®(u(t)"] + %om /OtE[@(zﬂ(r))"]dr <E[®(up)"] + Cint, t>0, (3.10)

and that

1

E[®(u"(t))"] < e 2™E[®(uo)"] + a—il()l,n, t>0, (3.11)

for some positive constant C ,, independent of ug,t,y and N.
2. For all T > 0, the following holds

E| E)uj% (w7 (1)"] < E[@(up)"] +E[®(uo)*"] + C1,T. (3.12)

Proof. Recalling ® from (2.13), we first consider ||lul|7, and compute the derivatives as follows:
(D(llulga),v) = 2{ul’u, 0y p + 2(|uf*,v) 1,
<D2(HUH%/4)(Z), U>H 4(‘”’27 20+ ErU>H + 2<u27%>H + 2<U27 ZU>H'

We apply Ito’s formula to ||ul|74 and obtain

()l = ~87|[Re(u()Va@m) |[5dt - 4y{u(t) 2, [Tu(t) 2) ydt + 2Re({Jut) Pu(t),iAT(0) 4 )t
N

—dafu(t)|7adt + 8> A (|u(t)?, ef) ndt
k=1

+ 2(Ju(t)Pu(t), QAW (1)), + 2(|u(t)|*u(t), QAW (1)) - (3.13)
Next, regarding [|u|%,, we have
QO = ~2vu(e) Byt — 20u(t) st + Re{fut) u(t). idu(t) s )

+ Tr(AQQ*)dt + (u(t), QAW (£)) 1 + (U(t), QAW () ;.- (3.14)

12



Combining two above identities produces
1
dllu®lFn — 5dlu®l7

= —27Hu(t)\|§{2dt + 47HRe(u(t YWVa(t )HHdt + 27(|u(t)|2, |Vu(t)|2>Hdt
= 2Oéllu( )3 dt + 2al|u(t)]|74dt + Tr(AQQ*)dt

—4ZA2 (lu(t)?, e2) grdt + d My 4 (t),

where
dM 1 (t) = (u(t) QdW > + (u(t), QAW (1)) 1
— (u(®)Pu(t), QAW D), — (Ju()?a(t), QAW (1)),
To estimate the terms involving Vu(t ) on the above right-hand side, we note that v > 0 is taken to

be sufficiently small. Also, using H3/* ¢ L (in dimension d = 1) and interpolation inequalities,
we have the following chain of estimates

9/4
([ul?, IVul) i < (IVullFoe lullfy < el Vullfsallul < clul /

el
It follows that

47| Re(uVa) HZ + 29([ul?, [Vul?) ,

< 6y (Jul?, [Vul?),; < ey llulle + sallull

In the above, the positive constant ¢ = ¢(k, ) is independent of v. Hence, by taking ~ sufficiently
small, we obtain the bound

1
dflu(®)|F — §dIIU(t)||4L4
< wallu(t)l|g — 2au(®)|Frdt + 2a]u(t)|7adt + Tr(AQQ")dt + dMya(t), (3.15)

Turning back to ® defined in (2.13), from (3.8) (with 2n = 6 and 2n = 18) and (3.15), we set
O(t) := ®(u(t)) and deduce that

de(t) < —2allu(t)lf3 dt + 20ju(®)|7adt — Sarlu(®)]|fdt — Saslu(t)| 7 dt

+ Tr(AQQ")dt + 25|Tr(6§#)|3 233%@

+dMy(t) + 3ellu(t) [ dMo(t) + 9rlu(t)| 17 dMo( )-
In view of (2.11), it holds that

dt +

1
< sallull + arfully.

20|74
We combine the above two estimates to obtain
d®(t) < —a®(u(t))dt + Cydt + dM; (1), (3.16)
where
Cr1 = Tr(AQQ") +
and the semi Martingale process M (t) is defined as
dM;(t) = (Au(t) = [u(®)Pu(t) + (36llu®)ll + 9sllu()[)u(t), QAW (1))
+ (Au(t) — |u(t)Pu(t) + (Bsllu(®) 5 + 9sllu(®)||F)u(t), QAW (1)), (3.17)

)

T QQ* 3 T QQ* 9
25‘ r(a2 )| +233’ r(a8 )|
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whose quadratic variation is given by

N
2
A(My)(t) =4 [(Au(t) = [u(®)Pu(t) + (3sllu(®) | + 9xllu(®)llF) u(t), Qex) | dt. (3.18)
k=1
In particular, we have the bound
N
4y [(Au— fulu+ (3w ]ullly + 9ull}f)u. Qer)|
k=1

* * 2
< 12Te(AQQ Jullfys +12Tr(QQ") [ lulSs + (3rllullly + 9l 1) lul% |
< 12T(AQQ") ulld +12Tr(QQ") | ulfo + 1842 lul}f + 16242 ul[# .

With regard to Hu|]6L6 on the above right-hand side, for each ¢ > 0, we invoke Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation to see that the following holds

lullze < cllullz lullh,
whence
d(My)(t) < 12Te(AQQ")|[ult) |7 dt + 12Tx(QQ") [C\Iu(t)H?{l ()12
+ 182 u(t) | + 16262 u(t) [ |
In light of (2.14), since Tr(QQ*) < Coo and ||u|%, < 2®(u), we deduce further that
A(M)(t) < 16TH(AQQM)®(1)dt + C |[u(®) 3 ()l + lu(®) 1 + ()]
< ®(t)%dt + Cdt. (3.19)
Next, for each n > 2, by It6’s formula, we compute
dd(t)" = n® ()" 'dH(t) + %n(n — 1)®(t)"2d(M;)(t).
From (3.16) and (3.19), we obtain
d®(t)" < —na®(t)"dt + n(8n — 7)Tr(AQQ*)®(t)"~Ldt + n®(t)"~*d M (t)
(1) dt + e ()" 2 (Jlu®) s @)y + (I3 + llu@) 13 )t
Observe that by virtue of Young’s inequality,
n(8n — ) Tr(AQQ™)®(t)" !

1

< Z
— 4

n_yt [AQQYR

na®(t)" + (8n — 7)" (4(n =

a”—l
Likewise,
c®()" ™ + ()" (Hu(t)\l%l a2 + a2 + HU(t)H?}?>

< —nad®(t)" 4+ Cdt.

=

Altogether, we arrive at the bound

n )"—1_ [Tr(AQQ")|"
4(n—1)
+ Odt 4+ n®(t)" 1AM, (t). (3.20)

1
AP (1)" < —Zna®(t)"dt + (8n - 7)"( dt

an—l
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In the above right-hand side, we emphasize that the positive constant C' = C(n,«) > 0 is indepen-
dent of v, u and Q.
1. Turning back to (3.10) and (3.11), we note that (3.20) implies the bound in expectation

n_y [AQQYr
)

n—1 an—1

0K g—énaE¢@yﬂt+(&z—7w(4( +C, t>0.

dt
On the one hand, we integrate the above estimate on both sides with respect to time ¢ and imme-
diately obtain (3.10). On the other hand, by virtue of Gronwall’s inequality, we establish (3.11),
as claimed.
2. With regard to the sup norm estimate (3.12), we note that (3.20) implies the almost surely
bound

n n _ 7\n n n-l ‘TI‘(AQQ*)’
Sﬁ@w < B(0)" + (8n ﬂ(ﬂﬁjﬁ) ST T
+ sup /tntﬁ(r)"_ldMl(r). (3.21)
tefo,1]Jo

Concerning the semi Martingale on the above right-hand side, we invoke (3.19) while making use
of Burkholder’s inequality to infer

t
E sup ‘/ nCID(r)”_ldMl(r)‘
te[0,7

T
SAE/‘éwﬂ%P1MﬂAQQﬂm
0

T
+CE [ 0 2 [l o)l + T + )] ar|

—_

T
< -n+ nE/ O(r)? 1 8Tr(AQQ*)dr
0

[\

T 2n—2 2 4 10 34
+CE [ 02 u(r) B futr) s + o) + ) ]

where C' = C(n, a, Tr(QQ™)) is a positive constant independent of T,y and ug. We employ Young’s
inequality to see that

T 2n—2 2 4 10 34
CE%;WN HMMM%MMM+WWWH+M@M4M

1 T 2n
< ok [ 0(r)™dr +CT,
0

and that
T
(r)?=1 . 8Tr(AQQ*)dr

LT 2 — 14201 [TH(AQQ")[>"
< Z " — 1\
_4omE/0 (r)dr +4( =) T

As a consequence, we deduce

nlk

S—

E sup ‘/ n® ()" td M (r )‘
t€[0,1]

1 2
<_ n
2omE/0 ( ) dr —|—4<

20— 1yt [THAQQ)

n a2n—1

T+ CT,
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for some positive constant C' = C'(n, o, Tr(QQ*)) is a positive constant independent of T,y and uy.
In view of (3.10), we further obtain

t
E sup ‘/ nCID(r)"_ldMl(r)‘
te[0,7

T+CT.

<0+ oo () () AR

This together with (3.21) implies the bound

E[[sup] o(t)"] <E[®(0)"] + E[®(0)*"] + CT
0,7
n n—1 |Tr(AQQ*
+ =7 (1) [RE99I,

2n 2n—1 2n — 1\ 2n—17 |Tr(AQQ*)|*"
_ 7\2n LA
* {(1671 7 (4(2n — 1)) + 4( n > ] a?n—l1 o
which is the desired estimate (3.12). The proof is thus finished. O

Having established moment bounds in H and H!, we turn to controlling the energy growth
in probability, which is crucial in proving uniform ergodicity in Section 4. For this purpose, we
introduce the following functional for n > 1

E,(t;up) = ®(u”(t;up))" + %na /Ot O (u(s5u0))"ds, (3.22)

where we recall ® defined in (2.13). In Lemma 3.4 below, we provide two tail probabilities on
E,,. The former appears in the proof of Lemma 4.6 whereas the latter is an ingredient for proving
Proposition 4.4.

Lemma 3.4. For alln>1,p > 1 and p > 0, the followings hold

E(® P41
]P’( sup (En(t;ug) — Cpt) > @(u)™ + pV T) < Kn,pM, (3.23)
t€[0,T] PP
P( sup (Ep(t;uo) — Cnt) = ®(ug)™ + ,o) < Knp&(mmo)m +1), (3.24)
te[T,00) N - TT(p+ 1)l

for some positive constants Cy,, K, ,, independent of ug, T, p and . In the above, Ey(t;uq) is defined
n (3.22).

Proof. With regard to (3.23), from (3.20), there exists C), independent of v, T and ug such that
t
E,(t;ug) — Cpt < ®(up)"” +/ n®(s)" 1AM (s),
0

where M (t) is the semi Martingale process given by (3.17). It follows that for all p > 0, Markov’s
inequality implies

IP’( sup (En(t;ug) — Cpt) > ®(ug)™ + pﬁ)

te[0,T]
sup ‘/ n®(s)"LdM, (s )‘>p\/_) [ sup ‘/ n®(s)" " tdM, (s )‘ ]
tGOT t€[0,T]
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Furthermore, Burkholder’s inequality together with estimate (3.19) produces the bound

[ sup (/ n®(s)" 1AM, (s) 2p] <cIE (/ $)272d (M) (s )ﬂ

<cE(/ dsH.

We invoke Holder’s inequality while making use of (3.11) to infer

T
( / $)*" + 1) ds‘ } < ch_lE/ (®(s)*" +1)ds < TP (E®(ug)*™ + 1),
0
whence

el o | [/ notoramniof"] < ot )

Altogether, we obtain

IP’( sup (En(t;uo) - C’nt) > D (up)" +p\/_>
te[0,T

T (E®(uo)®™ + 1),

which establishes (3.23), as claimed.
Turning to (3.24), for each k = 1,2,..., observe that

]P’< sup (En(t; up) — Cnt) > P(up)" + p)
te[kT,(k+1)T]
_ p( sup (En(t;ug) — Cult — kT)) > ®(ug)" + p + I<:T>
te[kT,(k+1)T]

t
< P( sup  DRT)" — ®(ug)" + ‘ / n@(s)"‘ldMl(S)‘ >p+ k:T)
t€kT, (k+1)T] kT

k‘T+t 2
2np 2np nl P
E|B(KT)™ + 2o+ sup ( dMl()‘ .
kT

1
D —
~ (p kT €[kT,(k+1)T

Similar to the proof of (3.23), we employ Holder’s inequality and (3.11) to infer

#| it 1/:” rtasno]”]

[kT,(k+1)T
k+l
< CE ‘/ 2”—1—1)(18‘ ] < CTP(E@(UO)QHP_'_l),
kT
implying
c
P E,(t; —Cpt) > @ m <—— (TP +1)(ED 2np+1‘
<te[k7§?kg-1)T]( (t50) ) (o) ’0> (p_|_]<;T)2p( ) (ED(uo) )

As a consequence,
IP’( sup (En(t;ug) — Cnt) = ®(ug)" + p)
te[T,00]
1 TP + 1
<c
(p+ k)P = T(p+T)»1

(TP + 1) (EQ(up)*™ +1) Y
k>1

(E®(up)*™ +1).
The proof is thus complete.
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Finally, we turn to the stochastic Foias-Prodi estimate, stating that if the low modes are close,
then so are the high modes. In order to precisely state the result, we introduce the function

J(ur,ug) = |lur — usll3n — Re{{uqug, (W — W)?) i} + ko (®(wr) + ®(u2)) lur — ual/f.  (3.25)
By Sobolev embedding H! C L, we may pick ko sufficiently large such that
1
5%2(@(?11)4-(1)(11,2))“11,1 —UQ”H !Re{ ULU9, u1 —UQ H}‘

In other words,

1
J(ul,u2) > Hu1 — UQH%ﬂ + 5/452 ((I>(u1) + @(?@))Hul — UQH%{ (326)
Lemma 3.5. For all N > 1, let ul,u3 € L*(Q; H') be such that Pyu) = Pyu) where Py is the
projection on span{es,...,enx} and let T be the stopping time defined as
™~ = inf{t > 0 : Pyu(t;u?) # Pyu? (t;u9)}. (3.27)

Then, for all t > 0, the following holds

Cx
E[exp {oz(t ANTN) — 1—/8/0
N

or some positive constant ¢, independent of ul, u3, t, N and ~. In the above, J is given by (3.25
1 U2
and ap is the eigenvalue of A as in (2.1).

tATN

[®(uy (5))2 + D(us(s))® + 1] ds}J(t A TN)] <E[J,0)], (3.28)

Remark 3.6. In the case of fixed v > 0, in view of [58, Proposition], we note that one can also
deduce the following path-wise estimate

|u”(t A T uo) —u(t \TN; ug)HH

1
< | — ullar exp { = Symnaa(t ATn) + e[F(EA i) + F(t Araiud)]

where
t
mewﬂwwWM@+wAHM@WM@m,i:Lz

In particular, it is clear that as v — 0, N must arbitrarily large accordingly, allowing for a dissipative
effect strong enough to dominate the £’ terms.

Here, in the vanishing viscosity regime, we are only able to derive an estimate in expectation,
owing to the lack of dissipation as v — 0. Nevertheless, the result of Lemma 3.5 is sufficient to carry
out the coupling argument presented in Section 4 so as to establish ergodicity. Lemma 3.5 can also
be considered as an analogue of [20, Proposition 2.1] adapted to the setting of the Ginzburg-Landau
equation.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. For notation convenience, we denote
ur(t) = u(t;uf), and  uy = (t;ul).

Letting v = uy — ug, observe that v satisfies the equation

Tl —vAv —iAv — av + i[|u1|2u1 - |’LL2|2’LL2].

We note that the last term on the above right hand side can be recast as
|U1|2U1 — |UQ|2UQ = (|’LL1|2 + |UQ|2)’U + uqu9v.
A routine calculation produces

d . _
EIIUII% = —29|lvllfn — 2alvlip + 2Re{i{uruz, (¥)%)n) },
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Using Holder’s inequality and H' ¢ H3/* ¢ L>, we have

[Re{i(uruz, (0)%)1) }] <l llluzl alfol3pase < c(@u) + () olZan (3:29)
Under the condition that Pyuy = Pyuo, it holds that

1
[Vl g2 = 1@Vl /s < —7g Mol
o

N
whence
[Refi(urus, (0)%)n)}| < 1/4( (wn) + B(u2)) 0] 2
It follows that
o101 = =20l = 20 + 77 (B(0) + @) o (330)

N

Next, we turn to |[v]|3;; and compute

d . _
Ellvllip = 29|l Av[[f — 20llvllFp + 2Re{i(G1 + (uruz, (VO)*)u) },

where
G1 = (1 Vuy,vV0) g + (u1Vuy,vVo) g + (uaVue, vVT) g
+ (ua Vo, vVT) g + (uaVuy,oV0) i + (u1 Vug, 1V0) g
Similarly to the argument for (3.30), we have
(@1 Vur,0V0) g < [lua | poe [[o]l oo | U1 || g 0l mrn < elloll ool grosa llwn |3
< clfvll g vl rasa (P (ur) + @ (u2)).

We note that the same argument can also be carried out for other terms on the right-hand side of
(1 equation. Hence, G; can be estimated as

c
(G1l < cllvll o]l rss (®(ur) + D(u2)) < —5 l[0llFn (P(ur) + B (uz)). (3.31)
N
where in the last estimate, we once again employed the fact that Pyu; = Pyuso. It follows that

d c
allvllip < —29[|Av[[3 — 2aljv]|7 + F\Iv\lﬁp (®(u1) + P(ug))

—|—2Re{ i{ugug, ( Vv H} (3.32)

In the above, we emphasize that ¢ is a positive constant independent of v, N and t.
Next, from (3.25), we consider the term (ujus, (7)?)y and compute

d(uruz, (0)°) i
= (up(T)?, —yAu; —iAuy — auy + i|ug [Pur) gdt + (ug(T)?, QAW ) i
+ (u1(0)?, —yAuy — iAug — aug + i|ug|?us) gdt + (u1(7)%, QAW ) g
+ 2(ugu®, —yAT + 140 — o — i[(Ju1 [* + [u2]?)T + Wv]) ydt
=: Godt + ((u1 4 u2) (@)%, QAW ) g — 2y (uius, (VT)?) gdt + 2i(uiusg, (VT)?) ydt.
Similar to (3.31), we employ H' ¢ H** ¢ L* to infer

C
Gal < — g vl (B(un) + ().
B
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Also, since v € (0,1) is assumed to be sufficiently small, we have
_ c
|2y (uruz, (VO)*)u| < y(llunllzp + lluallp) vl < —gllolln (S(un) + (u2)).
N
It follows that

— dRe{(uius, (0)*) 1 }
c . _
< FHUH%H (<I>(u1) + <I>(uQ))dt — 2Re{1(u1uQ, (Vv)2>H}dt. (3.33)
N
With regard to the last term involving ® on the right-hand side of (3.25), on the one hand, we
employ (3.16) to infer

ol d(®(ur) + ®(us)) < —a(P(ur) + @(u2))|[v]|7dt + C|lv[|Fdt
+ ||vlf3 [AM (8 u) + dM (4],

where Mj (t;u?) is the semi Martingale process Mj as in (3.17) with the initial condition u, i = 1, 2.
On the other hand, from (3.30), we readily have
c

1/4
Ay

(B(ur) + D(us))

vl < —20(2(w) + @(u2)) o]l 7 +

((u1)” + (u2)?) 0]l 72

Altogether, we obtain

d[(@(u1) + (u2))l|vl]
4

< =3 (®(u1) + P(un))||v||Fdt + 7 [®(u1)? + D(us)? + 1]||v]|2,: dt
N

+ [|olF [dMy (85 u)) + dM (8 )] (3.34)
Turning back to J as in (3.25), we collect (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34) to deduce the bound
c
dJ < —2av]|3:dt — 3aks (®(w1) + ®(u2)) |v||%dt + 7 [@(ul)Q + ®(up)? + 1] [v]|3, dt

1/
Oy

+ ||olf3 [dMa (8 ud) + dM (4]

It follows that for all 0 <t <7

d[exp {at - %8 /Ot [®(U1(S))2 + ®(uz(s))* + 1] ds}J(t)]
aN

< exp {at - %8 /0 [@(u1(s))? 4+ P(ua(s))® + 1] ds}”v(t)H%{ [dM; (85 u) + dM (¢ 4)],
AN
whence

E[exp {m - 1&/8 /OT [ (u(5))2 + (ua(s))? + 1] ds}J(T)] < E[J(0)].
Ay

This establishes (3.28), thereby finishing the proof. O

Remark 3.7. The dimensional restriction of the Foias-Prodi estimate (3.28) follows from the bound
(3.29) where we invoke Sobolev embedding H'/?* ¢ L, which is only available in dimension one,
but not in higher dimensions. See also the proof of [20, Proposition 2.1].
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4. UNIFORM POLYNOMIAL MIXING OF (2.3)

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3. In this section, we establish the uniform polynomial convergent rate
of P, toward 7. Before discussing the proof of Theorem 2.3, it is illuminating to recapitulate the
framework of [20, 58] on the coupling argument, which is the key tool for proving ergodicity. For
this purpose, we set

Xxf(t) = Xxf(t;’u,o) = PN’U,'Y(t; U()), Y;\Y,(t) = Y;\Y,(t;’u,o) = QN’U,'Y(t; U()) = (I — PN)UPY(Z?;’U,Q), (4.1)

where we recall Pyu is the projection of u on span{ey,...,ex}. Observe that
dX(t) = (—vA —id — a) X (H)dt + QAW (t)
FPY[| X7 () + YO P (X3 (1) + Y ()] dt, (4.2)
and that

AYi(t) = (—vA—iA — )Y (t)dt
QN[ X7 () + YO (X7 (t) + Ya(1)]dt, (4.3)

with the initial conditions X(0) = Pyug and Y (0) = Qnug. Next, we introduce the following
discrete random variables:

Definition 4.1. [20] 1. For every ul,u§ € L*(Q; H'), N>1,3>0, T >0 and k € N, define
l3(k) = min{l € {0,...,k} : P,j holds},

where min ) = oo and

P =

)

Xyt u}) = X3 (t;uf), vt € [IT, kT,
Ey(t,u;) < B+ Cy(t —1IT), Vte[IT,kT),i=1,2.

In the above, ® is as in (2.13), Ey is given by (3.22) and Cy is the constant from Lemma 3.4 with
n=4.
2. The pair (W (t;u)),w (t;u9)) is said to be coupled on [IT,kT) if Ls(k) = L.

As mentioned in Section 2.2, the motivation for /g stems from the Foias-Prodi typed estimates
producing an effective control on the solutions’ energy provided that a sufficiently large number of
low modes of the solutions are close [20, 58, 62]. For the convenience of the reader, we summarize
the idea of the coupling technique in [20, Theorem 2.9] and [58, Theorem 1.8]. The argument
essentially consists three steps as follows.

Step 1: Starting from two initial conditions u,u9, we let 7 be the first time the solutions enter
a ball of radius R, i.e.,

T =inf{k > 0: ®(u"(kT;ul) + ®(u” (kT;ul) < R)}.
In view of the Lyapunov estimate presented in Lemma 3.3, it can be shown that
Eet™ < c(1+E®(u)) + ER(uj)),

for some positive constant ¢ independent of v, T" and the initial conditions. See for example [58,
Section 1.4]. In particular, as a consequence, 7 is a.s. finite.

Step 2: Once inside the ball, we show that the probability the two solutions will couple is always
bounded from below independent of ~, cf. Proposition 4.3. The proof of which relies on two
auxiliary results collected in Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6.

Step 8: Once the solutions are coupled, on the one hand, the probability that they are close with
respect to d; distance is high and is independent of +. This is established in Lemma 4.2 exploiting
the Foias-Prodi estimate collected in Lemma 3.5. On the other hand, for all 5 > 0 sufficiently small
and T sufficiently large, the probability of decoupling is small with a power law order, which is also
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independent of 7. The precise statement is discussed in detailed in Proposition 4.4. Altogether, we
are able to deduce the mixing rate (2.15) uniformly with respect to ~.

See [20, Theorem 2.9] and [58, Theorem 1.8] for a more detailed explanation of the above steps.
We now provide the auxiliary results whose proofs are deferred to the end of this section. We start
by stating Lemma 4.2 giving the high probability that two coupled solutions are close.

Lemma 4.2. There exists N1 = Ni(«) sufficiently large independent of v such that for all N > Ny,
6>0,¢g>0,t>0, and 0 <[ <Kk,

P({di (v (t;ul), u (t;u9)) > co(t —I1T)"9} N {tg(k) <1}) < eco(t —1T)79, te[IT,kT), (4.4)

holds for some positive constant co = co(8,N) independent of v and t. In the above, dy is the
distance as in (2.10).

Next, we state Proposition 4.3, establishing a lower bound for the probability of coupling once
the solutions enter a ball.

Proposition 4.3. Let {3 be the random variable as in Definition 4.1. Then, for all N > 1, R >0
and 8 > 0, there exists a positive constant Ty = T1(N, R, 3) independent of v such that for all
T>T

P(La(k+ 1) = k+ 105(k) = o0, D(u” (KT ur)) + ®(u (kT;uz)) < R) > 1,

for some positive constant €1 = €1(N, R, 3,T) independent of . In the above, ® is the functioned
defined in (2.13).

Finally, we state the auxiliary result in Proposition 4.4 ensuring a low probability of decoupling.

Proposition 4.4. Let Ny = Ni(«) be the constant as in Lemma J.2. Then, for all ¢ > 2 and
N > Ny, there exist positive constants 1 = B1(q, N) sufficiently small and Ty = Ts(q) sufficiently
large both independent of v such that the following holds

1

P(ls(k+1) #1|lg(k) =1) < 5[1 + (E—=0T]™1, (4.5)

forall € (0,51),0<I<kandT >Tp.

Assuming the above results, let us conclude Theorem 2.3, whose argument is the same as that
of [20, Theorem 2.9]. See also the proof of [58, Theorem 1.8].

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let N1 be the integer constant as in Lemma 4.2 and R > 0, ¢ > 2 be
arbitrary. Then, there exist § = (g, N1) sufficiently small and 7' = T'(Ny, R, 3, q) sufficiently large
such that Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.4 hold.

Now, we proceed to prove Theorem 2.3 by verifying the assumptions of [20, Theorem 2.9].
First of all, Lemma 4.2 establishes [20, Condition (2.12)]. Next, the results in Proposition 4.3
and Proposition 4.4 respectively provides the essential bounds in [20, Condition (2.14)] and [20,
Condition (2.13)]. Finally, Lemma 3.3, part 1. supplies the Lyapunov functions required in [20,
Condition (2.15)]. Altogether, by virtue of [20, Theorem 2.9], we deduce that there exists a unique
invariant probability measure 7 such that v7(H') = 1. In particular, the desired convergent rate
(2.15) holds regardless of ~.

Furthermore, if v € Pr(H) is another invariant probability measure, then by the Krylov-
Bogoliubov procedure and the estimates in Lemma 3.1, we note that v must be supported in

H'. Tt follows that v must be the same as v7, hence the uniqueness of v in H.
O

22



4.2. Proof of the auxiliary results. We turn to the proof of the auxiliary results. First, we
provide the proof of Lemma 4.2 while making use of the Foias-Prodi estimate in Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Without loss of generalization, we may assume [ = 0. Let ¢y be given and
be chosen later. Recalling function J defined in (3.25) and the stopping time 7 from Lemma 3.5,
observe that for t € [0, kT,

{dl (ul(t),u2(t)) > t_q} N {EQ(k) = O}

= {dl (ul(t),UQ(t)) > t_q} N {EQ(k) = 0} N {t < TN}

C {flur(t) —ua@®)|3n > gt 2} 0 {eg(k) =0} N {t < 7n}

= {”ul(t A TN) - UQ(t /\TN)”%(l > Cg t_2q} N {EQ(k) = 0} N {t < TN}

- {J(t ANTN) > 6(2) t~2% exp {at — acl—]\%/o @(ul(s))4 + @(uz(s))4 + 1ds}} N {Eg(k;) = 0}.

In the above, ¢, is the constant from Lemma 3.5. Given {/g(k) = 0}, it holds that

/t B (ur(s))* + ®(uz(s)? + 1ds < 28% + (2C4 + 1),
0

whence
t
- 6178 / ®(uy(s))* + ®(uz(s))* + 1ds > _i—*/s [254 +(2Cs + 1)t].
ay” Jo ol

Since ¢, does not depend on ay, § and Cy, we may take N1 = Ni(«) sufficiently large independent
of 7, 8 such that for all N > Ny

54

/8"
QN

C

exp {at - ﬁ (4.6)
aNn

t
1
/ D(ur(s))* + (ua(s))* + 1s} > Lot — 2,
0
It follows that

4
{dq (ur(t), uz(t)) > cot 9} N {ls(k) =0} C {J(t ATN) > cat T exp {%at - 2c*jl—]ﬁ}}.

From Lemma 3.5, cf. (3.28), we invoke Markov inequality to obtain

P({dl (ul(t),U2(t)) > o t_q} N {fﬁ(k’) = 0})
t2q 1 54
< E[J(0)[¢s(k) = 0] gexp{ —sat+ 2c*al—N/8}.

Note that
E[J(0)|¢s(k) = 0] <&B+ ), and e 3% <9, t>0.

Picking ¢y such that

- B
C% = 62(5 + 52) exp {2(3*&1—]\{8}7

produces

]P)({dl (ul(t),U2(t)) > o t_q} N {fﬁ(k‘) = 0}) < cot™ 9.
The proof is thus finished. O
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Next, we turn to Proposition 4.3. As mentioned in Section 4.1, the argument relies on two
ingredients: the former is an irreducibility condition, cf. Lemma 4.5, allowing for driving the
solutions to any arbitrarily small ball whereas the latter, cf. Lemma 4.6, is a lower bound on the
probability of coupling inside the small ball. In particular, the proof of Lemma 4.5 will employ
Lemma B.1 while Lemma 4.6 will invoke the result of Lemma 3.4, part 1.

Lemma 4.5. For all R, r > 0, there exists T, = Tx(R,r) > 0 independent of v such that for all
t > T, and uy,us satisfying ®(u1) + ®(uz) < R, the following holds

IP’(CD(uV(t; up)) + ®(u (t;ug)) < r) > ey, (4.7)
for some positive constant e, = e,(t, R,r) independent of uy, us and 7.

Proof. Letting n(t) be the process satisfying (B.1), we denote v? = «7 — n. From (2.3) and (B.1),
we observe that v” obeys the equation

d
V7 = AW ) — 1AV — a0” i+ (07 + ),
= AV — 1AV — avY + |72 — v An + if|vY + n2(v +1n) — |v7|2v7],

with the initial condition v7(0) = u?(0).
Considering ®(vY) where ® is given by (2.13), we employ an argument similar to the proof of
(3.16) and obtain

d
S0(07) <~ 407 — aB(e?) + (DBW), —y Ay +i[[o7 + 07 + 1) — o7 P7])

where
(DO(), —yAn +i[|v” + 0 (" + 1) — W7 07])
= —2yRe((Av", A i) + 2Re((i[Jv” + n*(v7 +n) — [v7[?07], A7) )
— 29Re((7 7, A7) + 2Re((i[Jo7 + 2w + ) — o P0], 0757 )
— 66707 [ ERe((v7, Al i) + 65|l | Re ((i[[0" + 0> (V7 + 1) — 7 [?07],07) )

— 18my|[v” | 1§ Re (07, AT ar) + 18x [ [ FRe((i[v” + 0> (07 + 1) = [07[*07],07) ;)
=0+ +Ig.
We now proceed to estimate I, £k = 1,...,8 on the above right-hand side. Concerning I, we

employ Holder inequality to see that
Iy = —2yRe((Av?, Aij)ir) < || Av7|[3; + v]| AnllF;.
Similarly, recalling v < 1 and using H' C L> imply

Is+ I5 + I
= —2’yRe((\UV\QUV,Aﬁ>H) - G/WHU“/H%IRe((W,AmH) - 18/£’yH1ﬂ|]11L?Re((v7,Aﬁ>H)
< e (o 13 + 0713 + 715 1Al
<c(l+ @(v7)2) | An|| 7.
In the above, ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of . Next, we employ the inequality

llu+ 22 (u+ 2) = |uful < |2|(Jul? + |2[*), u,z€C, (4.8)
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to infer
Iy = 2Re((i[|v” + > (v" +n) — [v7|*v7], ]v7\267>H)
< 2([nl(l [ + [nl*), [0 %)
< cllnllzee (1071100 + 0l zoe + 107 [1Zee)
< c(1+2(07)° + || Anl3) | An| o
Likewise,
I+ 1Is < e (L+ (") + || Anl3) | An] -
Regarding I, we compute
([ + 0P + ) - [0 20], 477,
= (V ([P + 2007 + 207 [n* + 2707 + [n]*n), VOT)
< (0 Il + 1o I3 Il + 107 e 0l 7 )
< (05 + Nl + 1) Il
< e (L+ () + || Anli) [1An]| -
Altogether, we deduce

d
7207 < —a®@) + ¢ (1+ @) + [|Anllz) [ Anlla,

whence

< (0(0) o s [(14+8(7(0)" + A0t ) 49(o)] (4.9)

Recalling 47 = v7 4+ 1, we note that
®(u?) < c(@(v7) + @(n)) < c(@(7) + [|Anll).
This together with (4.9) produces

B(u7(1) < e ®((0) + e sup [(1+@(u()" + MAnIF) [4n(s)lw] (210

Turning back to (4.7), let u; and uy be given such that ®(u;) + ®(uz) < R. From (4.10), we
readily have

D (u (tur)) + P (u(tun)) < ce” [ D(ur) + P(ug)]
-+ ¢ sup [(1 + [(I)(zﬂ(s;ul)) + CID(u“/((s;uz)]4 + ”ATZ(S)”E)”ATI(S)”H} (4.11)

s€[0,1]

Denote by 7 the stopping time defined as
T=inf{t >0: ®(u(t;u1)) + (v (t;u1)) > 3cR},

where ¢ > 1 is the same constant as in (4.11). For each ¢ > 1, conditioning on the event

Rr
B= A <
{ o [An(s)lla < 202+ (3cR))(1 + R+7+c)? }
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we claim that 7 > ¢t. Indeed, suppose by means of contradiction, 7 < t. From (4.11), we have
<I>(u7(7'; ul)) + CID(UW(T;UQ))
SceR+o swp (1 [@ (w7 (s5un) + @ (7 (53 u2)] ' + | An(s) | ) [ An(s) |1 |
| Rr

< 4 . .
ScR+c2+ BB s Germay Rrrror ~ 2

This contradicts the fact that ®(u”(m;u1)) + ®(u”(T;u2)) > 3cR. Thus, T > ¢, as claimed.
Now, we pick

1 2
7, = Log <M> - 0.
« r
For all ¢t > T, conditioning on event B again, it holds that
®(u (t;ur)) + D (u’ (tuz))

< e TRy ¢ el [(1 + [ (a7 (s5u1)) + @ (u (55u)] " + [ An(s) ]| 7) HAU(S)HH}
R Rr
T4 e(24 (3eR)) 20+ BRI+ R+r+e2

[ —
~ 2(cR+)

In view of Lemma B.1, we infer a positive constant e = (¢, T, r) independent of  such that

P(®(u (t;ur)) + D(u? (tus)) < 7)
=z ]P)((I)(uﬁ/(t; ur)) + @(u(t;uz)) < 7’|B)]P’(B) > P(B) > e

This establishes (4.7), thereby finishing the proof.

O
Lemma 4.6. For all 5> 0 and N > 0, there exist positive constants
ti=t1(B,N) and 1 =r(B,N),
that are both sufficiently small independent of v such that the following holds
1
P(X3 (tsu) = X (E5u2), @ (u(t;u1)) + @ (u(t1;u2)) < B) > 3 (4.12)

for all uy,us satisfying ®(u1) + ®(ug) < r1. In the above, X7, is the process defined in (4.1)-(4.2).
N

Proof. Let t1, 1 and p be given and be chosen later, we aim to prove that there exists a coupling
of (uY(-;u1),u”(-;uz), W) such that (4.12) holds. We introduce the process u defined as

t —t
1

u(t) = u(t;u) +

Py(ug —uy), 0<t<t.

Setting X’N = Pyu and ?N = @ nu, observe that
X(0) = Pyti(0) = Pyug = X3,(0;uz), and X (t1) = Pyai(t) = X7, (t1;u1).

Also, recalling Ey defined in (3.22) and the constant Cy from Lemma 3.4 (with n = 4), let 7, 72 be
stopping times given by

7 =min{t > 0 : Ey(t;u;) — Cat > ®(uy)* + pvt}, i=1,2.
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Then, we have the following chain of implications
P({X;Q(tl;ul) = XY (ti;u2)} N {Ea(ti;u1) — Caty < @(ur)* + pv/t1 }
N {Ea(t1;u2) — Caty < P(ug)" + ,0\/5})

> P({Vt €[0,t1], Xn(t) = X (tug)} N {tes[lollj} (Ba(t;ur) — Cat) < (uy)* + PV}

N { sup (E4(t; ug) — C’4t) < D(ug)* + p\/a}>
te[0,t1]

= ]P’({Vt S [O,tl],)?N(t) = X;(;(t;UQ)} N {Tl N Ty > tl})

P({Vt €[0,ts Ay AT, Xn(t) = X3 (tuz)} N {m Ay > tl}),
implying

P({X]'(,(tl;ul) = X%(tl;w)} N {E4(t1;u1) — Cyty < ®(uy)? —I—p\/ﬂ}

N {E4(t1;u2) — Cyty < ®(ug)t + p\/ﬁ})

>1- ]P’(Elt € [0,ts Ay A, Xn(t) # X7 (t; W)) —P(r <) —P(r < ty). (4.13)
In view of Lemma 3.4, cf. (3.23) with n =4 and p = 1, it holds that
P(r <t1) +P(r2 < t3)
= ]P’( sup (E4(t1;u1) — C’4t1) > <I>(u1)4 + p\/ﬂ)

te|0,t1]
+ P( sup (Es(ti;uz) — Cat1) > ®(ug)* + P\/E>
te[0,t1]
4 4
< K4’1E[<I>(u1) + P (ug)?] + 27

p

where K 1 is the constant on the right-hand side of (3.23). Conditioning on the event {®(u;) +
®(u2) < ri}, we pick

p1i= 8[(1(7‘411 +1),
so as to deduce

Pl <t1) +P(re < tq) <

=] =

This together with (4.13) produces
]P({X]V(tl;ul) = X (t1;u2)} N {Ea(t1;u1) — Catr < @(ur)* + pv/t1 }
N{E4(t1;u2) — Caty < O (ug)* + pﬁ})
> % ~B(3t€ [0, Am AT, Rn(t) # X3 (u2))- (4.14)
Next, we claim that

=

IP(EIt € [0,ts Ay A ), Xn(t) # X7 (t; W)) <
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To this end, since
du(t) = —yu (t;uq)dt — 1AW (t;ug )dt — o (8 ug )dt
1
i (6 un) Pu? (8w )dE + QAW (t) — P (uz —wp)dt,

1

X N satisfies the equation

AXN(t) = (= A —id — @) Xn(t)dt + iPy [| Xn () + Y (t; o) [ (X (£) + Yo (t ug)) ] dt
+ QAW (t) + F1(u1, ug, t)dt,

where

Fi(t;uy,ug) :== (—VA—iA—a)t 1

PN(’LLQ — ul) — —PN(UQ — ’LL1)
1 131

-l—iPNUu“’(t; ul)\2u7(t; u1 |XN +Y’y(t UQ)‘ ()/(:N(t) +Y]$(t;UQ))].

Letting W be the process given by
AW = dW + Q1 Fydt,
the equation for X ~ can be recast as
AXN(t) = (= 7A —iAd — @) Xn()dt + 1Py [| Xn(t) + Yt uz) | (Xn (1) + Y (t;us)) ] dt
+ QdW( ).

We note that the law induced by (X7 (+;u2), W) on [0,¢1 ATy AT is equivalent to that induced by

()? N(*)s 17\/\) Indeed, thanks to the condition that @ is invertible on span{ey,...,enx} by virtue of
Assumption 2.1, it holds that

_ 1
1@ Fu (w1, ua, )|y < ON) | lu = waly + s = [
1

+ O(N) [ (b un) Pu” (B un) — | X (8) + Y (5 us)| ()A(N(t)+YJ§Y/(t§U2))H§p

for some positive constant C'(IN) that may be arbitrarily large as N tends to infinity. Concerning
the last term on the above right-hand side, we invoke (4.8) while taking into account of the fact
that

~ £ —
u(tur) = Xn(t) — ltl !

P (ug —u1) + Yy (t;u1),
to infer for 0 < ¢ <t
Il (8 ) P (0 01) = [ X () + Y3y ) | (X () + Y (8 102) [
< || (I1Pn (uz = ur)| + [V (tun)| + [V (t; uz)l)
x (w7 (tun)[? + | P (g — wd) P + YR (6 w0) 2 + YR (8 u2) 2 ||
<c[@(ur)! + @(u2)* + @ (u (8 ul))4 + O (u(t; u2))4].

As a consequence, conditioning on the event {®(uy) + ®(uz) <}

t1ATI AT
[0 Pt a9 s
0
1
<o) (h+ et 1) (@ ()" + ®(wa)") + Cats + pVl]

< C(N) [(tl + % + 1) P Cuty + p\/ﬂ], (4.15)
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where we emphasize again that the positive constant C'(N) may be arbitrarily large depending only
on N. In particular, this implies

t1NATINAT2
Bexp{a [ 10 Pl s) s} < e, a0
0

which verifies Novikov’s condition (with a = 1/2), thereby establishing the equivalence in law. As a
consequence, employing Pinsker’s inequality together with [12, Theorem A.2] we have the following
bound

WTV (Law (W[O,tl AT1 /\7'2]) ) Law (W[O,tl AT1AT2] ) >

< \/ Dkw (LaW(W[O t1ATIATS] ) HLaW (W[O tiATL AT2]))

tATLA\T2
/ |Q1F1 (u1,uz, s)||%ds.

From (4.15), we obtain

WTV LaW(W[O,tll\ﬁ /\7'2}) ) Law ()//\7[0,t1/\71 /\7’2]))

1
< C(N)\/(?fl + t_ + 1)7‘411 + Cut1 + pV't1.
1
Also, by the uniqueness of the weak solutions,

{Elt S [07t1 A 1 A T2]7XN(t) 7é XX[(L’LLQ)} C {W[O,tl/\Tl/\Tz} 7é )//\7[0,t1/\T1/\T2]}‘

In turn, this implies

WTV (LaW (XN) 9 LaW (X;\/[( : ) UQ))) S WTV <LaW (W[O,tl/\Tl /\TQ]) ) LaW (W[O,tl/\ﬂ'l/\TQ})>

1
< C(N)\/<t1 o 1>r§1 + Oty + pVi.

We note that up to this point, we have not explicitly chosen a coupling of (u'y(-; uy), u (;ug), W)
so as to satisfy (4.12). To this end, we recall that since the discrete metric 1{u # v} is convex,
the infimum in definition (2.6) for Wrvy is achieved [63]. In light of [20, Proposition 2.8] (See also

[49, lemma 2.7]), there exists a coupling (W', W’) of (W, W) such that (X3(-;us, W’),X]’V) is an
optimal coupling for (X3 (-;ug, W), XN). In other words,
]P’(Ht € [O,tl AN A TAN Tg],)/(:],v(t) #* Xxf(t;UQ, W’))

= Wy (Law(Zw), Law (X3 (- u)))

1
< C(N)\/<t1 ot 1>r§1 + Cyty + pViL.
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Since (w7 (;;u1),u?(-;u2), W) is a coupling of (u(;;u1),u”(:;uz), W), from (4.14), we deduce
]P’({X;{,(tl;ul) = X} (t;u2) } N {Es(ti;u1) — Catr < @(w)* + pv/t1 }
N {E4(t1;u2) — Catq < D (ug)* + pﬁ})
= P({XX[(tU ur, W) = X3 (tiyue, W) 0 { Ba(tr; w, W) = Caty < @(wr)* + pV/ii}
N { Ea(t1;ug, W) — Cyty < ®(ug)* + p\/a})

> 5 —P(3t e 0t Ami Aol Kiy(t) £ X3 (e, W) )

N —

whence
P({Xxf(tl;ul) = X;\/[(tl;’LLg)} N {E4(751;U1) — Cyt1 < @(u1)4 + ,()\/E}

N{Es(t1;u2) — Catq < ®(ug)* + Pﬁ})

1
>1-— C’(N)\/<t1 + 5 + 1>7“11 + Cyt1 + pV/t1.

For simplicity, we pick t; = r; = r1 (N, r) sufficiently small such that

1 1
C(N)\/(tl + —+ 1)7»‘1l + Cat1 + pvts < =,
ty 4
and that

4
Cuty + 11 + pvt < (é) :
2
Recalling from (3.22) that £, > ®*, we arrive at the bound
IP’(XX,(tl;ul) = X%(tl;ug),q)(u'y(tl;ul)) + @(u”(tl;ug)) < 5)
> P({X;’V(tl;m) = X} (ti;u2) } N {Eq(ti;ur) — Caty < @(un)* + pvti }
N{Ea(ti;uz) — Caty < P(ug)" + p\/t_1}>

>

1
5
This produces (4.12), thereby finishing the proof.

Having established the auxiliary results from Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we now provide the

proof of Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Let N > 1, R > 0, and 8 > 0 be given. By the Markov property, it

suffices to establish the existence of T} = T1(N, R, ) independent of 7 such that for all 7' > T
P(XY(T5u1) = X3 (T ug), @(u (T u1)) + @(u (T uy)) < B‘(I)(ul) + ®(uz) < R) > e,

holds for some positive ey = &1(N, R, 3,T) independent of ~.

To see this, let t1 = t1(N, 8) and r1 = (N, 3) be the constants as in Lemma 4.6. In view of

Lemma 4.5, there exists a positive time T, = T, (R, r1) such that for all ¢t > T,

P(®(u” (t;u1)) + ©(u” (t;u)) < 71| @(ur) + B(ug) < R) > e,
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where the positive constant e, = e.(t, R, 1) is independent of uy,us and . Now, for T' > T, + t1,
we employ Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 to infer that

P(XX(Tsur) = X3 (Tsuz), (" (T5u1)) + @(u? (Tiu1)) < B|@(ur) + (uz) < R)
> ]P’({X?V (t1; (T —t1;u)) = X3 (b u? (T — tisu)) }
N{2(t (T — ti;wn)) + @(tsu(T — tsuz)) < B}
‘(I)(u“’(T —t13u1)) + @ (u(T — t1;u2)) < r1, ®(ur) + P(ug) < R)
(@((T = tr;w)) + @ (T = tr1;uz)) < 71| ®(u1) + ®(uz) < R)
Ex =i E71.

x P

1
>
-2

This produces (4.12), as claimed.
O

Finally, we provide the proof of Proposition 4.4, which together with the above auxiliary results
ultimately concludes Theorem 2.3. In particular, the argument will rely on the estimates on tail
probabilities from Lemma 3.4, part 2.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. By the Markov property, we may assume that [ = 0. Similar to the
proof of Proposition 4.3, we aim to construct a coupling of (u'y( Sup),uY (-5 ug), W) such that (4.5)
holds. To achieve this effect, letting p2 > 0 be given and be chosen alter, we introduce the following
stopping times

Fo=inf {t > 0: By(KT +t;u;) > B* + Cu(kT + 1)}, i=1,2.

and

ET+tAF AT y , , T
73 = inf {t >0: /k [1 + D (ui(s))” + P(u1(s)) ]Hul(s) —ua(s)||7ds > poe” 1 }
T
With the above stopping times, for NV > Ny, from Definition 4.1 of /3, observe that
{s(k+1) # 0}
C {Ht S [O,T] : XX,(/CT + t;ul) #+ XX,(/CT + t;UQ)} U {7~'1 < T} U {7~'2 < T}
= {Ht € [O,T/\%l /\712] : XX,(]CT—I—t; ul) 75 XX,(]CT—I—t; UQ)} U {7~'1 < T} U {7~'2 < T}.

In particular,
{3t € [0,T AT AT) s X (KT + tyur) # X3 (KT + t;ug) }
- ({Elt €0, T A7 AFa] s XL(RT + tun) # XL (KT + tu)} 0 {rs > T A7 A %2})
U <{3t E[0,T AR ARt XY(T + tiug) # X (KT +tug)} N {rs < T AF A @})
C{3te0,T AT AT AT : XL(KT + tyur) # X3 (kT + t;uz) }
U <{Vt E[0,T AR AR Ars] s XD + tiun) = XY (RT + tup)} N {rs <T AR A%Q}).
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Recalling the stopping time 7y as in Lemma 3.5, we note that
{Vt € [0, T AT ATo A3 s X3 (KT + t;u1) = X3 (KT + t;uz) }
N{rs <T ANT1 AT} N{lz(k) =0}
C{Vt e [0,(kT +T A7 AT AT3) ATn], Ba(t;u) < B+ Cut, i = 1,2}
(KT+T AR AT ATS)ATN 1
o 1+ @ ()" + B1(5))] n (5) — wa(s5) [ucls > poe™ 3047}

T
(ET+TNAFINT2AT3)ATN

C {[1 +28% +2C4(k + DT /kT ur(s) — ua(s)|| %1 ds > p2e—iakT}‘

Furthermore, for all ¢t € [kT, (kT +T A T1 A Ta A 73) A Tn], in view of (4.6), we have

(k+1)T Cy tATN
/k *exp{a(mm)— /8/0 B ()" + Plug(s))" + 18 } (¢ A7)

T ay
(KT+TAFI AT ATS)ATN B4
> / exp {at—2c*1—/8}HU1(t) —Uz(t)H%ﬂdt
kT N

1 4
> po exp {—ozk:T — 20*—6 }

We deduce from the above implications that
{ls(k+1) #0,45(k) = 0]¢5(0) =0}
C {7~'1 < T‘EQ(O) = 0} U {7:2 < TMg(O) = 0}
U{3t € [0,T A7 ATa ATs] s X3 (KT + t;ur) # X (KT + t;u),
XX,(kT; ul) = XX,(kT; UQ)wﬁ(O) = 0}

(k)-i—l)T Cu tATN
U{/kT exp{oz(t/\TN)— al—f/o

®(ur(s)) + Plus(s))? + 1ds}J(t A 7 )dt
4
> s exp{iakT—Zc*Bl—/SH@ﬁ(O) - o}. (4.16)
N

With regard to 75, i = 1,2, we have
P(7; < T|0s(0) = 0) = ]P’( sup  Ey(kT + t;u;) — Co(kT + 1) > B405(0) = 0)
te kT, (k+1)T]

]P’( sup  Fy(kT 4 t;u;) — Co(kT +t) > ®(u?(IT;u;))*|05(0) = O>
te[kT,(k+1)T]

< ]P’( sup Fy(kT + t;u;) — Ca(kT +t) > ®(u (IT;u;))*|£5(0) = O>.
telkT,00)

IN

It follows from Lemma 3.4, cf. (3.24) with p = 0, that

P(7; < T|¢5(0) = 0) < K4,q%E[CI>(u“’(lT; u;))* + 1[¢5(0) = 0]
< K4,q68‘1%, =1,2. (4.17)

Concerning the third conditional event on the right-hand side of (4.16), we will employ an
argument similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6 to deduce an upper bound in probability. To see this,
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note that the equation (4.2) for X7} can be recast as
dX}(tur) = (—vA —iA — a) X} (¢ ur)dt + QdWa(t)
PN [| X3 (G ) + Yot o) | (X3 (1 u1) + YR (t ug)) ] dt,
where
AW (t) = dW (t) + Fy(t)dt,
and
Fy(t) = iPy [| X3 (tun) + Yt ) [P (X () + YR ()
= X () + YRt wa) [P (X3 (600) + Y (15102))].
Observe that
IE@ONF < (1+ @(ur(t)* + @(uz(t)*) |Jur () — ua() 7,

whence

/kT—I—T/\ﬁ NToAT3
k

_ 1. s
EeXp{— 1Q 1F(s)||%{ds} SeXp{gHQ 1||2L(H)P2e 1 kT}.

2

This verifies Novikov’s condition, and thus establishes the equivalence in law between (X3 (-;u1), W)
and (X3 (-;u2, W) on [kT, kT +T A7y AT2 AT3]. Now, by the uniqueness of weak solutions, it holds
that

IP’(EIt €[0T A7 AR ATs) s XU(ET + tuy) # XY (KT + £ ug),
XY (RT3 u1) = X3 (kT u2)]5(0) = 0)
< P<W|[kT,kT+TA%1/\%2AT3] # Wallr kT4 mas Arans] [£3(0) = 0)-

We note that up to this point, we have not chosen a coupling of (u“/(-;ul),u“f('; u2), W) so as to
establish (4.5). Instead of doing so directly, we will pick an optimal coupling on [kT, kT +T A T1 A
Ty A 3] for (W1€s(0) = 0), (W5(0) = 0)). In turn, similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6, this allows
for employing Pinsker inequality and [12, Theorem A.2] to deduce

P<W[kT,kT+TAﬁA%2ATS] # Wir k- Tam asanss] [03(0) = 0)

= Wrv <LaW(W[kT,kT+TA%1/\%2A73] 1£5(0) = 0), Law (Wir s+ 7aminmanms] [€5(0) = 0))

1 ~
< \/ §DKL (LaW(W[kT,kT-i-T/\ﬁ/\%g/\Tg}wﬁ(o) = 0), Law (Wiyr srmas asanrs) [€8(0) = 0))

1 kKTH+TATINT2NT3
<oVELL I FGIds|s© =0
kT

1 1
AR gy 2T

< C(N)\/pge 5T

As a consequence, we obtain

IN

IP’(EIt €[0T A7 ARy Ars) s XU(ET + tiuy) # XY (KT + £ ug),

XY (KT 1) = X7 (KT us)05(0) = 0) < O(N)y/pze 5T (4.18)
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Turning to the last event on the right-hand side of (4.16), we invoke Lemma 3.5 to infer

(k+1)T Cy tATN
P(/kT exp {oz(t ANTN) — 1—/8 /0 ®(uy(s)) 4+ ®(uz(s)) + 1dS}J(t AT )dt

ngexp{ akT — 2¢, 1/8}‘65 —0)

1 1 B4

. 1 1 B4
< 2y = — — [
<cp+p )pz exp{ 4akT+20*a%8}

Taking into account of (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18), the above estimate implies the bound
P(la(k + 1) # 0,05(k) = 0[¢5(0) = 0)

KT) + c apn 1l
< 2K47q58q% [ ( )\/—_1_ (B + 52) 2,84 /o ] sokT
(KT)%
For the sake of simplicity, we pick ps = /3 and note that for all T sufficiently large
(kT)q +1 < 1 e—%akT 1

(kT)24 = (1 + kD)7 1 = U+ kD)L
As a consequence, we may choose 51 = f1(a, N, q) sufficiently small such that for all 5 € (0, 1),
k=0,1,2,...

P(Cs(k+1) #0,£5(k) = 0[£5(0) = 0) < C(N)BY*(1 + kT)™
Turning back to (4.5), we invoke (4.19) to infer

(1+kT)™4 (4.19)

y-bl}—‘

k—1
P((g(k) # 0€5(0) = 0) < } P((s(j +1) # 0,€5(j) = 0¢5(0) = 0)
j=0
1 1E 1 1 Cg)
51*1;(1+kT)qSZ+ T

So, we may infer the existence of Th = Th(q) sufficiently large such that for all 7' > T3

B((a(k) # 0/65(0) = 0) < 3.

As a consequence, we combine the above estimate with (4.19) to arrive at the bound
P(La(k +1) # 0[eg(k) = 0) = P(Lg(k + 1) # 0[¢g(k) = 0,£5(0) = 0)
_ P(¢a(k + 1) #0,65(k) = 0[£5(0) = 0)
P(¢g(k) = 0[¢5(0) = 0)
< %(1 +kT)™4

This produces (4.5), thereby finishing the proof.

5. INVISCID LIMIT AS 7 — 0

In this section, we establish the validity of the inviscid limit v — 0 for the invariant probability
measures as well as for the infinite time horizon.
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.4. Concerning the convergence of v7 toward v°, we will draw upon
the framework of [13, 14, 15, 56] dealing with similar issue for stochastic wave equations. For the
convenience of the reader, we briefly review the argument, which essentially consists of two main
steps. We first establish a convergence of u?(t) toward u(t) on any finite time window. This is
presented in Proposition 5.1. Then, we combine with the fact that v¥ satisfies a polynomial mixing
rate, ¢f. Theorem A.2, to conclude Theorem 2.4.

We start by considering the solutions u”(¢) and w(t) and establish the inviscid limit on finite
time windows. We state the result now, but defer its proof to the end of this subsection.
Proposition 5.1. For all ug € L?(2; H'), let u”(t) and u(t) respectively be the solutions of (2.3)
and (2.16) with initial condition uy. Then, the following holds for alln > 1
} < %(E[@(uo)zn] F T4 1)2TAQQNT s, (5.1)

| log 7|3

for some positive constant C = C(n) independent of v,T,Q and ug.

El sup [[u?(t) —u(®)||n
te[0,7

Next, we provide the uniform moment bound on 7 in the following auxiliary result, whose proof
is also defered to the end of this subsection.

Lemma 5.2. Under the same hyposthesis of Theorem 2.3, let v7 be the unique invariant probability
measure of (2.3). Then, the followings hold

sup / eguulﬁﬁﬂ(du) < oo and  sup / O (u)"v7(du) < oo. (5.2)
vel0,1]JH velo,1]JH
for all € > 0 sufficiently small and n > 1.

Assuming that Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 hold, let us conclude Theorem 2.4. In turn, the
result of Theorem 2.4 will be combined with Theorem 2.3 to establish Theorem 2.5 in Section 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Firstly, we prove the following analogue of (2.18) with respect to Wy,
C
(log [log y[)?’
To see this, we invoke the triangle inequality and obtain
Wi, (lﬂ, 1/0) < Wi, (Iﬂ, Ptolﬂ) + Wi, (PtOVV, 1/0)
= W, (PtPYVFY’PtOVFY) + Wiy (PtOVFY’PtOVO)v (5.4)

where the last implication follows from the invariance property.
With regard to the second term on the right-hand side of (5.4), we note that

Wy, (07,09 < asy — 0. (5.3)

do(u1,uz) = [lur —uzllg A1 < [lur —uzllg A1 = di(ur,uz),
implying Wy, < Wy, by virtue of definition (2.6). In turn, Lemma A.3 can be employed to deduce
Wa, (PP, PPVO) < Wy, (PPVY, PPV0)
C

< m(l + /Hl U(u)v? (du) + /Hl \I/(u)yo(du))

< ﬁ(l + /H1 O (u)v (du) + /H1 \I/(u)uo(du)>.

where we recall ¥ and ® are defined in (2.12) and (2.13), respectively. Taking into account of
Lemma 5.2 and Lemma A.4, we obtain the bound

C
(14+t)e’

Wa, (PP, PVY) < (5.5)
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for some positive constant C' independent of + and ¢.
Concerning the first term on the right-hand side of (5.4), we employ definition (2.6) again to see
that

Way (B, PO < B[l () — u() | A1),
where u7(0) = u(0) ~ 7. In view of Proposition 5.1, we infer
Waos (P07, PVY) < E[Jlu”(t) — u(t)] 1]
¢ (/H1 ®(u)* 07 (du) + t + 1) eCt

< 0
|log |
ECt

< (5.6)
|logy|®

where the last implication follows from (5.2). In the above, we emphasize that C = C(n) is
independent of v and t.
Now, from (5.4) together with (5.5) and (5.6), we arrive at the bound
C eCt
+ 7
(1417 [logyl®

Wi, (zﬂ, 1/0) <
Picking t satisfying

1
t=Flogllogn|, 7€ (0,1/4),
implies
C 1
+ —
(1+1log|logv))? = |log~|®

Wdo (l/'y, I/O) <

Since ¢ and n are arbitrarily chosen, sending v to 0 produces (5.3), as claimed.
Turning back to (2.18), for any bivariate random variable (X,Y) such that X ~ 17 and Y ~ 1/,
we invoke Holder inequality to see that

E[\/do(X, Y)(1+ EIXIE 4+ e&uynﬂ)]

< \/Edo(X7 y)(l + EefIXIE 4 EeEIIYllfH)

— \/EdO(X,Y)(l+/He€IIuII%,ﬂ(du)+/He5”“”?ﬂ/0(dU))-

Since (X,Y") is arbitrary, from (2.6), we obtain

de(zﬂ,uo) < \/Wdo(m,yo) (1 + /He§||X||%nﬂ(du) +/

H

C 2 2

S / €l 7 () + / IO (du) ). 5.7
(log | log ) H (du) H (du) 5.7)

Furthermore, taking into account of Lemma 5.2 and Lemma A.4, we arrive at (2.18), i.e.,

I
(log |log~[)e”

e&llﬂll%;,,O(@))

w

dg(yfy’VO) <

This completes the proof.
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We now turn to the proof of the auxiliary results. In order to prove Proposition 5.1, we will not
compare u”(t) and wu(t) directly, due to the difficulty induced by the cubic nonlinearity. Instead,
we tackle the issue by modifying (2.3) and (2.16) as follows: for R > 0, we introduce a smooth
cut-off function ¢p : [0,00) — [0,1] defined as

1, 0<z<R,
vr(z) = { decreasing, R<z < R+1, (5.8)
0, R+1<x.
Given ¢p above, consider the following truncating version of (2.3)
dug(t) = —(v + 1) Aufy (8)dt + ifuf (1) Puf (D) r(luk (1)) At — aufg(t)dt + QAW (1), (5.9)
as well as of (2.16)
dupg(t) = —iAug(t)dt + i|ugr(t)|Pur(t)er(|ur(t)[?)dt — aug(t)dt + QAW (¢). (5.10)

Observe that (5.9) and (5.10) are both Lipschitz systems, which allows for proving that u}, can
be approximated by ug on [0,7]. Then, we will remove the Lipschitz restriction by exploiting the
uniform moment bounds in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma A.1.

In Lemma 5.3, stated and proven next, we provide a uniform moment bound on U}z- In turn,
this will be invoked to establish the convergence of u}, toward up.

Lemma 5.3. For all R > 0 and ug € L*(; H'), let u}(t) be the solution of (5.9) with initial
condition ug. Then, the following holds

sup VE/THu'}z(t)H%{ldt < (Ellug|?p + 1)elCR+2TAQQIIT 1 5 ¢ (5.11)
~€(0,1) 0
for some positive constant C' independent of v, R,T,Q and ug.
Proof. From (5.9), we apply Itd’s formula to u}, and obtain
A (Ol = ~2v] Aup(O)]3dt — 2] uf(®)]Zndt + 2Tr(AQQ")dt
+ (u (1), QAW () g1 + (W (), QAW (1)) g
VTR0,V ([ (1) Pt or(fup (1)) ardt
- (Vuh(), =iV ([ (0 PTR O p r(laR (D)) . (5.12)
With regard to the last two terms on the above right-hand side, we note that
(VT V (|uPupr(uP))) o
= 2{|Vul, [ulor([ul*) i + (V@) u®or(ul*)) i
+ IVl [ul R (lu®)) i + (V) w?ul* P ([ul*))
< CRulf3p.
Likewise,
iV, Y (fu 2T (1)) < ORful%.
It follows from (5.12) that

t
Elugk )l < Elluollz + 2Tr(AQQ)t + CR4/0 E|luf(s)|Fnds,

whence

EHU’%(Z%)H%H < (EHUOH%{l +2Tr(AQQ*)t)eCR4t < (EHUOH%{l + 1)6[CR4+2Tr(AQQ*)}t'
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Taking (5.12) into account once again produces
t
fy/ E[| Au}(s)l3ds < (Ellug||% + 1)elCR+2T(AQQ0N
0

for some positive constant independent of v, R, ¢, Q and wg, thereby establishing (5.11) as claimed.
O

Having obtained the moment bound (5.11), we now show that u}, converges toward ug on [0, 7]
in H. This is summarized in the following result.

Lemma 5.4. For all R > 0 and ug € L*(;; H'), let u}(t) and ug(t) respectively be the solutions
of (5.9) and (5.10) with initial condition uy. Then, the following holds

E| sup [[ul(t) — uR(t)qu} < v(Elluo|2: + 1)6[CR4+Tr(AQQ*)}T7 (5.13)
te[0,T

for some positive constant C independent of v, R, T, Q and uyg.

Proof. Setting v = u}, — ug, we subtract (5.10) from (5.9) and observe that v satisfies the following
equation

v(t) = —yAuR( ) —iAv(t) — av(t)
i([uh () P e O) = lur®Pur(t)er(uat)?),
with initial condition v(0) = 0. Recalling ¢g as in (5.8), we have

i) P (DR ()2) — [ur(t) Pur®er(lun(t) ), o))
< CRYo(®)l,

+ [~

i

whence

%Hv(t)lﬁq < —y{Auj(t),v()m — ollv(®)|[F + CRYlv(®)I[3-

We invoke Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to further estimate

d
vl < 7 Auk @17 + CRM o)l

In turn, this implies the bound
2 2 [T 2 [T 2
sup [lo(s)lfy <+ [ IAug(Olfde + CRY [ sup (o)t
s€[0,T] 0 0 s€[0,t]
In view of Lemma 5.3, we deduce while making use of Gronwall’s inequality

T

4

E sup [[v(s)|[H 372/ | Au, (t)||3,dteC BT
s€[0,T 0

< ’Y(EHUOH%{l + 1)6[C’R4+2Tr(AQQ*)}T'

We emphasize that the positive constant C' is independent of ~, R, T, @Q and wg. This produces
(5.13), thereby finishing the proof. O

We now provide the proof of Proposition 5.1 by combining Lemma 5.4 together with Lemma 3.3
and Lemma A.1.

38



Proof of Proposition 5.1. To remove the Lipschitz truncation as in Lemma 5.4, we shall employ an
argument similarly to those in [15, Section 6.2] and [56, Proposition 5.1] tailored to our settings.

Since the initial condition ug takes values in L?(Q; H'), from Lemma 3.3, we note that v (t) and
u(t) both belong to H!. As a consequence, they are elements in L°°, thanks to Sobolev embedding
in dimension d = 1. So, for R > 0, we introduce the stopping times T;Zz and 7 given by

T =inf{t > 0: |7 (t)||7= > R},
and

T =inf{t > 0: |u(t)|3= > R}.
With the above stopping times, we have

B[ sup u(t) = u(t) u]

te[0,T
= E[1{r} Arr > T} sup [ (6) ~ u(®)lnr] +E[1{r} Ara < T} sup [u7(t) — u(t)|
te[0,7) te[0,7]
= I] p(T) + I 5 (T). (5.14)

u},(t) where u},(t) is the solution of the truncating system (5.9).

Observe for 0 <t < ’7'1’1/2, u(t) =
= up(t) which solves (5.10). Taking into account of these facts, we

Likewise, for 0 < t < 7p, u(t)
recast IIY,R as

I} (T) = E[L{T}g Atr > T} sup |[ul(t) — ur(t)|m
’ t€[0,T]

<E| sup [lufy(t) ~ un®)]s]
te[0,7

< VA (Elluoll + 1) - elCRHTATIT, (5.15)

where the last implication follows from Lemma 5.4.
Concerning I;’ r» We invoke Holder’s inequality to infer
) 5 1\ 1/2 1/2
I p(t) < (2E[ sup Hu'y(t)HH] + 2E{ sup Hu(t)HHD (]P)(T;é <T)+P(rg < T)> :
’ te[0,7 t€[0,T]

For n > 1, using Markov’s inequality and H' C L*°, we further estimate

1 n
Py <) =B( sup |00l 2 ) < o8] sup |7 ()13

] te[0,T

< %ELSE&% GClA
Recalling ® defined in (2.13), in view of (2.14) and (3.12), we obtain
P(rp <T) < % (E[®(uo)"] + E[®@(up)*"] + T) < % (E[®(uo)®"] + T +1).
Likewise, from (A.1), we have
P(rp <T) < %(E[@(ug)%] +T+1).
Making use of (3.12) and (A.1) again implies

2

I)g(t) < % (E[®@(up)®"] + T +1). (5.16)
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Turning back to (5.14), we combine (5.15) and (5.16) to deduce

E[ sup [[u(t) = ()]
te[0,T]

* C
< VA (Elluoll + 1) - elCFHZIARQIIT L = (B[P (ug)?"] + T +1). (5.17)
2
We emphasize that the positive constant C' on the above right-hand side is independent of v, R, T, Q)
and wug. For ¢ € (0,1/2), we pick R > 0 satisfying

g —log(r27)

cT
Plugging into (5.17) yields

E| sup [l (t) — u(t)l|s]

te[0,7

* T 5
<77y (ElluollF + 1) - AT 4 C<|log7|> " (BI@(u0)™"] + T +1)
C .

< - (E[q)(u(])2n] +T+ 1)62Tr(AQQ )T’ y = 0.

| log 7|3

Since n is arbitrarily large, this produces (5.1), thereby completing the proof.
O

Finally, we supply the proof of Lemma 5.2, which together with Proposition 5.1 was employed
to conclude Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. To avoid repetition, we provide the proof for the former exponential moment
bound in (5.2). The latter polynomial bound in H! can be established using an analogous argument.
Consider the set Bgr C H defined as

Br={uec H": |u}; <R}.
Since v7(H) =1, for € € (0,1), there exists R = R(e,7) > 0 such that
V(Bg) < e.

Next, given m > 0, we set @, (u) = eSlullf A m. On the one hand, by the invariance of v7, since
©m is bounded,

/H1 Pﬁsﬁm(U)ﬂ(du):/ o ()17 (du).

Hl

On the other hand, given the choice of Br, we have
| Bronp@n={ [+ [ Yrrentup(du)
H1 Br o

§/ P o (u)v (du) + me.
Br

With regard to the first term on the above right-hand side, for all ¢ sufficiently small, we invoke
(3.3) to see that for v € Bg

Ptﬂygom(u) — E[eglluw(t)”%{ /\ m] S e_cﬁteﬂ'u”%{ _|_ C§ S e_CEtest + 057
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where c¢ and C¢ are the constants as in (3.3). It follows that

[ Bremp @) < [ Pon(up () + me
H! Br

< eCetefR” | Ce + me.

We may take € small and then take ¢ large enough, e.g., ¢ < m~! and t > ¢R?/ c¢, to deduce further
that

/ Om(u)r?(du) < Cge + 2.
HL

Since the above right-hand side is independent of v and m, by sending m to infinity, we establish
(5.2) by virtue of the Monotone Convergence Theorem. The proof is thus finished.
O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. In this subsection, we will draw upon the framework of [31, 32, 56]
tailored to our settings, so as to establish the validity of the inviscid regime v — 0 on the infinite
time horizon. More specifically, the proof of Theorem 2.5 relies on the following intermediate result
giving the convergence with respect to Wasserstein distances.

Proposition 5.5. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 2.3, let {ug}’YE(OJ) be a sequence of
deterministic initial conditions such that

sup a3l < R

~v€(0,1)
Then, for all R >0, ¢ > 1 and £ sufficiently small, the following holds
C
sup W Péu,Pé —, asy — 0, 5.18
b Was (FU0 F0) < g Thoga ™7 19

for some positive constant C = C(R,&,q) independent of .

For the sake of clarity, the proof of Proposition 5.5 will be deferred to the end of this subsection.
Assuming Proposition 5.5, we are now in a position to conclude Theorem 2.5, whose argument is
relatively short making use of observation (2.9).

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Let ¢ : H' — R satisfy H(pHLip g < 0o. Since dg is only a distance-like
h)

function, in view of (2.9), it holds that

1
W (P10 P05,5) = | [ otrsgan - [ ops, )
0 H‘pHLip d5 H

W‘Eg@ (t; uo)) —Ego(u(t;ug))‘.
Lip,dg

In light of Proposition 5.5, we immediately obtain
sup ‘E@(u’y(t; ug)) - E(p(u(t; UE)Y)) ‘ < H(pHLip 48 Sub Wdf (Ptpyéug)“ Ptoéug)
t>0 0 >0 0
C(g, R, &)
= 190 g [og

This establishes (2.19), thereby finishing the proof.
O

Turning back to Proposition 5.5, we will employ the following auxiliary result, which is considered
as an analogue of Theorem 2.3 in terms of Wasserstein distances.
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(5.19)

Lemma 5.6. For all ¢ > 1, and probability measures i, us € Pr(H?'), it holds that
Wa, (P i, P pz) < C(1+ t)‘q(l + / @ (u)p1(du) + / <I><u>uz(du)), t>0,
H H

where C' = C(q) is a positive constant independent of p1, p2 and t.

Proof. Since Wy, is convex, cf. [63, Theorem 4.8], it holds that
Wa, (P} (u1,-), P] (ug, -))m(duy, dug),

Wa, (P 1, P pi2) é/
HxH
where for a slight abuse of notation, we denote 7w to be a generic coupling of (p1,u2). From the

estimate (2.15), we have
[Ep(u(t;ur)) —Ep(u(t;uz))| < CA+6) 91+ @(ur) + Pug)), >0

sup
llelLip,a; <1
In light of the dual Kantorovich identity (2.7), we deduce that
Wdl (Ptfy(ulv ')7 Pt (u27 )) < 0(1 + t)_q(l + (I)(ul) + <I>(U2)),
(1 + <I>(u1) + (I)(UQ))T('(dul, dUQ)

HxH
® (u)por (dur) + /H @(u)ug(du)).

whence
Way (P, Ppg) < C(1+ t)_q/
O

:C(1+t)‘q<1+/H

In the above, the last implication follows from the fact that 7 is coupling for (1, p12). This produces

(5.19), as claimed.

Finally, we provide the proof of Proposition 5.5.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Firstly, we proceed to establish an analogue of (5.18) for Wy,. Then, we

will upgrade to W ¢ by exploiting the exponential moment bounds in Lemma 3.1 and Lemma A.1.
0

Let T be given and be chosen later. Since uj € H!, from definition (2.6) and Proposition 5.1,

sup [lu? (t;ug) — u(t; ug)| m
(5.20)

sup W, (P15,
C

for all t € [0, 7] and n > 1, we have
5y PY5,) < E[
t€[0,7) 0 0 t€[0,7]
< (q)(ua/)%z + T+ 1)62Tr(AQQ*)T.
| log 7|

(5.21)

n
8

Now, for t > T, by triangle inequality, it holds that
Wao (P 8,35 PP0uy) < Wao (P 8,3,17) + Wao (v7,0°) + Wy (v, P26,7).-

On the one hand, from Theorem 2.4, we readily have for all ¢ > 1
C
Wao (V1 1°) € o,
) S g Tlog 31y



holds for some positive constant C' = C(q) independent of 7. On the other hand, we employ
invariance property together with Lemma 5.6 and Lemma A.3 to obtain for all ¢ > 1

Wdo (P{Y(Sug, I/ﬁ{) + Wdo (1/0, Ptofsug)
< Wiy (P63, PVY) + W, (P, PY6,5)

<C(l+t)1 (1 + D(u)) + /H O (u)(du) + /H \If(u)l/o(du)>

<CA+0)71(1+ 2(w])).

In the last implication above, we invoked the uniform moment bound on v and ¢° from Lemma
5.2 and Lemma A.4, respectively. It follows that for all ¢g1,q0 > 1 and ¢t > T

C

oz log e T CA+DT 1+ ().

Wdo (Ptfyéug’ Ptoéug) <

This together with (5.20) implies

sup W, (P 8,73, P0,7) <

Y\2n 2Tr(AQQ*)T
U < |10g7|%(<1>(u0) +T+1)e

c
—_— 14+ T) 21+ d(u])).
" og g T O R0G)

We emphasize once again that the above constant C' does not depend on v, T and u]. Recall that
SuD,e(0,1) lug I < R, for all y sufficiently small, we pick

~ nlog|log~l
T RT(AQQY)
and obtain
sup Wdo (Ptﬁffsu’y, Ptofsu’y)
>0 0 0
C C
< ——(log|log~y|+1) + + .
og y1% (8110871 )+ oo * fog o

Sending v to 0 implies the bound for all ¢ > 1

C
sup Wy, (P;’éug , Pt05ug) <

- 5.22
>0 (log |log ~])4’ (5.22)

for some positive constant C' = C'(R, ¢) independent of ~.
Turning back to (5.18), similar to the proof of (5.7), we have that

de Ptpyéug’PtOéug)

(
< de (Pt75ua/, Pto5ua/) (1 + /H eguu”%{Pg&ug (du) + /H ef”u“%zpto(gug (du)>

= \/de (P 8,7, P25,7) (1 + Eeblw ug)llF 4 Eefllu(t;ug)lliz)_
0 0
From Lemma 3.1 and Lemma A.1, we see that

el Gl 4 Bl < o(1 4 £l < C(e, R).
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Combining with (5.22), we obtain

Wi (P10, Pd,g) < \/ Wi (P83, PP6,) (1 + Eell Gl 1 pesluttud I )
C(

“R)
< {og|log Pt ¢ &

In turn, this establishes (5.18). The proof is thus complete. O
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APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES ON THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION (2.16)

In this section, we collect useful estimates on the system (2.16) that were employed to prove
the main results. We start with the polynomial bounds in H'! and exponential moment bounds in
H subject to random initial conditions. The former was employed in the proof of Proposition 5.1
whereas the latter appeared in the proof of Proposition 5.5. The proof of Lemma A.1 is similar to
those of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3, and thus is omitted.

Lemma A.1. Let ug € L*(Q; H') be given and u(t) be the solution of (2.16) with initial condition

up-
1. Foralln>1 and T > 0, the following holds
E[sup U(u(t))"] <E[T(uo)"] + E[¥(up)*"] + CanT, (A1)
(0,71
for some positive constant Ca,, independent of T and ug. In the above, ¥ is the function defined
in (2.12).
2. For all £ > 0 sufficiently small, the following holds

E[esllu(wll’if] < e—cgtE[eﬁlluollil] +C >0, (A.2)
for some positive constants ce and C¢ independent of t and .

Next, we recall the following ergodicity result from [20] giving the polynomial mixing rate of
(2.16). Theorem A.2 was directly invoked in the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Theorem A.2. [20, Theorem 2.9] Let uy,uz € H' be given and ¢ : H* — R be such that ||¢||Lip.d, <
oo where dy and ||¢||Lip,a, are defined in (2.10) and (2.8), respectively. Then, the following holds
forallg>1

|[Ep(ult;ur)) — Ep(utiuz))| < C(L+ )" @llLip,a, (1 + W (ur) + U(uz)), t=0, (A.3)

for some positive constant C = C(q) independent of uy,uz,t and ¢. In the above, ¥ is the function
defined in (2.12).

As a corollary, we obtain the following mixing result in terms of probability measures in Pr(H?!).
We opt for neglecting the proof of Lemma A.3 and refer the reader to Lemma 5.6 for a detailed
argument.

Lemma A.3. For all ¢ > 1, and probability measures iy, po € Pr(H?), it holds that

U (uw)p (du) + /

Hl

\I/(u)ug(du)>, t>0, (A4)

1

Wi, (P 1, PPpg) < C(1+ 1)~ (1 + /
H

where C' = C(q) is a positive constant independent of p1, pe and t.
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Lastly, we consider the invariant measure Y and establish two moment bounds on v°. By
exploiting the estimates in Lemma A.1, the proof of Lemma A.4 below is similar to that of Lemma
5.2 and is thus omitted.

Lemma A.4. Let 1° be the unique invariant probability measure of (2.16). Then, for all £ > 0
sufficiently small and n > 1, the followings hold

/eﬁllullfqyo(du)<oo and  sup / W (u)"0(du) < oo. (A.5)
H ~velo,1] JH

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY IRREDUCIBILITY CONDITIONS
In this section, we consider the process 7n(t) solving the following equation
dn(t) = —iAn(t)dt — an(t)dt + QAW (t), n(0) =0. (B.1)

Observe that (B.1) is essentially the linear part of (2.16) without the cubic potential. In Lemma
B.1, we discuss an irreducibility condition that was invoked to establish Lemma 4.5.

Lemma B.1. Let N be the constant as in Assumption 2.1 and n be the solution of the linear
equation (B.1). Then, for allr >0 and T > 1,

P( sup n(t)ge <7) > e, (B.2)
te[0,T]

for some positive constant € = £(r,T) independent of the choice of N.
Proof. We note that 7 is explicitly given by

n(t) :/0 —at=r Zsm oy t—r)))\kdBk( )ek—l—/o —alt-r Zcos oy, t—r)))\kdBk( )ex

k>1 k>1

Concerning the terms involving sine functions, for 0 < s < t, we employ [t6’s Isometry to compute
s 2
EH / ) sin(ag(t — 7)) \pd B (r)ex — / e~ sin oy (s — r)))\kdB,i(r)ekHH2
0

2
= EH / e~ =) sin(ay (t — r)))\kdBli(r)ek‘

H2

’ —a(t—r) o —a(s—r) 1 2
[e sin(ag(t —r)) —e sin(ag (s — 7‘))] /\kdBk(r)ekHH2
0
t
= ag)\z/ e~ 2= [ sin (o (t — 7)) ?dr

B 2
+ oz%)%/ [e‘o‘(t_’") sin(ag(t —r)) — e ) sin(ay (s — r))] dr
0
Together with the analogous computation for cosine functions, it follows that
E|[(n(t) = n(s), ex) ekl 7

t S
:ai)\i[/ ‘e—(a+iak)(t—7’)|2dr+/ |e—(a+iak)(t—r) _e—(oc+iock)(s—r)|2dr}

t
:ai)\i{/ e—2a(t T)dT—i- ‘6 (atioyg)t —(atiag)s | / 2ardT
042)\2 —2a(t—s —(a+ia —s —2as
:%[1_6 20(t=5) 4 |] — ~(akion)(t=5) |2 (] _ =2 )]
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Using the elementary inequality |1 — e~ (@+9)?| < (g + b)x for a,b,z > 0, we deduce further that

E|[(n(t) —n(s), ex) mex 3

< %2’2{[2@(?5—8) + 4+ ag)(t — S)] < <3_|_ %)a%)\%(t—s%

whence

Elln(t) — n(s) < (3+ ) Tr(APQQ)(t — 5).

In light of [19, Lemma 6.2] applying to the Gaussian process n(t), for r € (0,1) and T > 1,

P(In0)le < (342 )Tr(4°QQ")r) = =</,

holds for some positive constant ¢ independent of T, r and Tr(A%QQ*). Recalling Assumption 2.1,
cf. condition (2.5), we deduce

P(In@)l3e < (3+2)Car) = eI,

which does not depend on the size of N. In turn, this produces (B.2), as claimed.
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