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Abstract

This paper examines Poisson stable (including stationary, periodic, almost periodic, Levitan al-

most periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, pseudo-periodic, Birkhoff recurrent, pseudo-recurrent,

etc.) measures and limit theorems for stochastic functional partial differential equations(SFPDEs)

with monotone coefficients. We first show the existence and uniqueness of entrance measure µt

for SFPDEs by dissipative method (or remoting start). Then, with the help of Shcherbakov’s

comparability method in character of recurrence, we prove that the entrance measure inherits the

same recurrence of coefficients. Thirdly, we show the tightness of the set of measures µt. As a

result, any sequence of the average of {µt}t∈R have the limit point µ∗. Further, we study the

uniform exponential mixing of the measure µ∗ in the sense of Wasserstein metric. Fourthly, under

uniform exponential mixing and Markov property, we establish the strong law of large numbers,

the central limit theorem and estimate the corresponding rates of convergence for solution maps

of SFPDEs. Finally, we give applications of stochastic generalized porous media equations with

delay to illustrate of our results.
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1. Introduction

In the present paper, we consider the following stochastic functional partial differential equation

with monotone coefficients:



du(t) = [A(t, u) + f(t, ut)]dt+ g(t, ut)dW (t),

us = ϕ ∈ H,
(1.1)

where A satisfies some monotone conditions and W (t)(t ∈ R) is a two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener

process with Q = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, 〈·, ·〉K ). Now if u(t; s, ϕ) is the solution with

the initial segment ϕ at s of (1.1), we have a solution map ut(s, ϕ) by setting ut = {ut(θ)} =

u(t+ θ)(−τ ≤ θ ≤ 0).

Recurrent motion is an important research topic in dynamical systems, which plays an im-

portant role in the discussion of stability. For nondeterministic systems, Kolmogorov first put

forward the corresponding concept of recurrence in 1930s. However, so far there has been a few of

literature about recurrence with well properties such as periodicity and almost periodicity, besides

stationarity. In addition, it is difficult to study the more general recurrence, such as Levitan almost

periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, pseudo-periodic, Birkhoff recurrent, pseudo-recurrent, Poisson

stable, etc. It, therefore, needs to establish a unified framework to study recurrence, particularly

to determine recurrence according to the recurrence of the coefficients for stochastic systems. In

this paper, we will observe this question and study the recurrence property of system (1.1) in the

perspective of measures.

It is worth noting that the solution of (1.1) is non-Markov, so we have to consider the solution

map with Markov properties alternatively. Then, the measure with the same recurrence property

as the coefficients is analyzed. In addition, establishing the limit theorems of Markov process is

one of the central themes of probability theory, especially the strong law of large numbers(SLLN)

and the central limit theorem(CLT), which describe the long-term behavior of stochastic processes.

Therefore, in this paper, we discuss a limit measure with exponential mixing property by studying

the compactness of the set of measures, and aim at establishing SLLN and CLT of solution maps.

Let us make a further recall. Poisson stable solutions of system was used to express the most

general recurrence, which was first introduced by Poincaré at the end of 19th century. After that,

the properties of Poisson stable functions have been continuously improved, for example, see [6–

9, 40, 52]. Ones have considered the following classes of Poisson stable solutions for stochastic

differential equations: periodic [15, 30–33], quasi-periodic [23], almost periodic [2, 45], almost

automorphic [26, 44] and Poisson stable [14, 19, 46, 47], among others. It is worth noting that

the above articles mainly focus on studying the recurrence property of solutions. According to the

relationship between the law of solutions and measures of stochastic differential system, there are
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some researches around various measures of the system. Let us review some related literature in

recurrent measures. The papers [23–25, 33] studied the existence of periodic measures and quasi-

periodic measures of finite-dimensional stochastic equations. For periodic measures of stochastic

partial differential equations, it follows from [17, 41, 42]. However, for stochastic partial differential,

there are very few publications about measures which have the more general recurrence properties.

In many practical applications, such as physical models, population prediction models and

so on, the evolution of the systems is not only influenced by the present state, but also related

to some of its past states. In other words, delays are ubiquitous in these systems. In addition,

many phenomena in real life are inherently random. There are some studies in the stochastic

dynamical properties of functional differential equations with time delay in recent years, see, for

example [1, 11, 27, 35, 49, 50, 60, 61, 63, 65] et al. Simultaneously, some researches on recurrence

property for stochastic functional differential equations(SFDEs) have been underway, see, e.g.,

[16, 17, 41, 42, 54, 66]. But there is no unified framework to study Poisson stable measures for

SFDEs. Motivated by the work of [14], we try to develop Shcherbakov’s ideas and methods to

study Poisson stable measures of (1.1). More precisely, we will establish suitable conditions to

ensure the existence of a measure with the same recurrence property as the coefficients.

In this paper, we first prove that there exists an entrance measure µt(t ∈ R) of (1.1) by dissi-

pative method, according to the concept of entrance measures for stochastic differential equations

introduced by [23]. Then we show that the entrance measure µt inherits the same recurrent proper-

ties as coefficients by Shcherbakov’s comparability method in the character of recurrence. In order

to obtain the recurrent measure µt of (1.1), there are two main problems to be solved. The first is

the construction of entrance measure. Indeed, the entrance measure µt we obtained is the law of

a special class of solution maps, i.e, µt(Γ) = P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ) where ut(s, ϕ)
L2

→ Ut as s → −∞. The

other of the essential difficulty is to prove the weak compactness of the set of all entrance measures.

In [19], the tightness of the law of solutions was proved by the compact imbedding. On this basis,

inspired by [17], we obtain the tightness of the law of solution maps (i.e., the weak compactness

of the set of all entrance measures) by Krylov-Bogolyubov’s method and Arzelà-Ascoli’s theorem.

We thus obtain the first major result of this paper (see Theorem 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 for details),

which asserts the recurrent entrance measure.

When the system (1.1) is homogeneous, i.e., A, f and g do not depend on t, in this paper,

another deep aims are to establish SLLN and CLT for SFPDEs with monotone coefficients. Since

Doeblin established the limit theorems of continuous and discrete Markov processes in [22], various

problems about SLLN and CLT have been greatly developed, see [12, 20, 28, 29, 34, 38, 43, 48,

58, 62] et al. It is worth noting that the above results are based on the fact that the solution of

the system is a Markov process with exponential mixing. Obviously, those conclusions can not
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be applied to (1.1), because the solution of stochastic functional system with delay depends on

the history, thus it is non-Markov, consequently we have to study the solution map alternatively.

At present, there are a few results for SFDEs with delay, see [4, 36, 64]. We note that the

conclusions in these publications, only the limit theorem of finite-dimensional SFDEs defined on

R
n was considered. As far as we know, there is no conclusion about limit theorems of stochastic

partial differential equations with monotone coefficients. Thus, in this paper, we will establish

SLLN and CLT for solution map of (1.1).

As mentioned above, the exponential mixing plays an important role in analyzing SLLN and

CLT of system (1.1). The conclusions about exponential mixing of Markov processes can be found

in [5, 10, 17, 21, 37, 39, 43, 55], etc. In order to obtain exponential mixing, under some dissipative

condition, we will investigate the large-time behavior of the measure µL = 1
L

∫ L

0 µtdt. It has been

noted that the tightness of {µt}t∈R implies that

{µL =
1

L

∫ L

0
µtdt : L ∈ N

+}

is tight. Then we obtain that when L → ∞, there exists a weak limit µ∗ which is an invariant

measure and satisfies uniform exponentially mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric(see Theorem

5.2 for details).

Finally, under uniform exponential mixing and Markov properties of the solution map, we

establish the strong law of large numbers, the central limit theorem and the corresponding rates

of convergence(see Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.6 for details):

(1) Strong law of large numbers:

1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds→

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ) as t → ∞, P− a.s.,

where F is the observation function;

(2) Central limit theorem:

1√
t

∫ t

0
[F (ur(ϕ)) −

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)]dr

W→ Π,

where
W→ means weak convergence and Π is a normal random variable.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce some definitions, no-

tation, lemmas and the basic concepts of Poisson stable functions, as well as comparable (uniformly

comparable) methods of Shcherbakov. In Section 3, we examine the existence and uniqueness of

the entrance measure for SFPEDs with monotone coefficients. In Section 4, we show that the

entrance measure is uniformly compatible with coefficients, so it possesses the same character of
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recurrence as the coefficients. In Section 5, we discuss the exponential mixing of the limit measure.

In Section 6, we establish the SLLN and CLT for autonomous systems. In Section 7, we give an

application in stochastic generalized porous media equations.

2. Preliminaries

Let (U, ‖·‖U ), (K, ‖·‖K) be separable Hilbert spaces with inner product 〈·, ·〉U , 〈·, ·〉K and

(V, ‖·‖V ) be a reflexive Banach space such that

V ⊂ U = U∗ ⊂ V ∗,

where U∗, V ∗ are the dual spaces of U , V and V ⊂ U continuously and densely. So we have

U∗ ⊂ V ∗ continuously and densely. Let V ∗〈·, ·〉V denote the pairing between V ∗ and V , which

shows that for all u ∈ U , v ∈ V ,

V ∗〈u, v〉V = 〈u, v〉U ,

and (V,U, V ∗) is called a Gelfand triple.

The (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) is a certain complete probability space and B(Y ) denotes the σ-algebra

generated by space Y . Let m∨n := max{m,n} and m∧n := min{m,n}. In this paper, denote by

R
n the n-dimensional Euclidean space and |·| the Euclidean norm. H := C([−τ, 0];U) is regarded

as a space of all continuous functions from [−τ, 0] into U and has the norm ‖ϕ‖H = sup
−τ≤θ≤0

‖ϕ(θ)‖U
for all ϕ ∈ H, where τ ∈ (0,+∞) is referred to as the delay. We use T to represent the probability

measure set on [−τ, 0], i.e., for any π ∈ T ,
∫ 0
−τ
π(dθ) = 1. For any q ≥ 1 and the Banach space

(Y, ‖·‖Y ), Lq(Ω, Y ) denotes the Banach space of all Y -value random variables:

Lq(Ω, Y ) =

{
y : Ω → Y : E ‖y‖q =

∫

Ω
‖y‖pY dP <∞

}
,

where

‖y‖q = (

∫

Ω
‖y‖qY dP)

1
q .

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

Lipschitz distance

‖µ1 − µ1‖BL := sup{
∣∣∣∣
∫
Fdµ1 −

∫
Fdµ2

∣∣∣∣ : ‖F‖BL ≤ 1},

where ‖F‖BL := ‖F‖∞ + Lip(F ) and ‖F‖∞ = supϕ∈H |F (ϕ)|, Lip(F ) = supϕ1 6=ϕ2

|F (ϕ1)−F (ϕ2)|
‖ϕ1−ϕ2‖H

.

For a measure-valued map µ : R → P(H), let’s further define Rq as follows:

Rq :=



µt ∈ P(H) : sup

t∈R

∫

H

‖φ‖qµt(dφ) <∞



 .
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Consider a stochastic functional partial differential equation with finite delay:

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

us = ϕ ∈ H,
(2.1)

where ut = {ut(θ)} = u(t + θ)(−τ ≤ θ ≤ 0) and A(·, ·) : R × V → V ∗ is a family of nonlinear

monotone and coercive operators. f : R ×H → U and g : R ×H → L (K,U) are two continuous

maps where L (K,U) is the space of all bounded linear operators from K into U . Let W (t)(t ∈ R)

be a two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, 〈·, ·〉K )

with respect to a complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P). To show the dependence

of the solution u(t) of system (2.1) on initial data, we also write u(t) as u(t; s, ϕ).

We know that the solution u(t) of (2.1) is historically relevant, so it is non-Markov. However, it

is proved that the solution map ut has Markov properties in [51] and [53]. So we define the transition

probability on space H for the solution map, i.e., the transition probability of the Markov process

defined on H is a function p : ∆×H× B(H) → R
+ where ∆ = {(t, s) : t ≥ s, t, s ∈ R} for ut ∈ H

and Γ ∈ B(H) with the following properties:

1) p(t, s, ut,Γ) = P(ω : ut ∈ Γ|us);
2) p(t, s, ·,Γ) is B(H)-measurable for every t ≥ s and Γ ∈ B(H);

3) p(t, s, φ, ·) is a probability measure on B(H) for every t ≥ s and φ ∈ H;

4) The Chapman-Kolmogorov equation:

p(t, s, ϕ,Γ) =

∫

H

p(t, τ, φ,Γ)p(τ, s, ϕ,dφ)

holds for any s ≤ τ ≤ t, ϕ ∈ H and Γ ∈ B(H).

We further define a map p̂(t, s) : P(H) → P(H) for any µ ∈ P(H) and Γ ∈ B(H) by

p̂(t, s)µ(Γ) =

∫

H

p(t, s, φ,Γ)µ(dφ). (2.2)

Next we will give the concept of entrance measures:

Definition 2.1. We say a measure-valued map µ : R → P(H) is an entrance measure of (2.1) if

p̂(t, r)µr = µt for all t ≥ r, r ∈ R.

Lemma 2.2. Assume µ1 and µ2 are two probability measures on (H,B(H)). For any open set

Γ ⊂ H, if µ1(Γ) ≤ µ2(Γ), then µ1 = µ2.

proof The specific proof details can be found in Lemma 2.9 of [23].
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Let (Y, d1) and (Z, d2) be two complete metric spaces; C(R, Z) represent the set of all continuous

functions, let Φl := Φ(t+ l) be the l-translation of Φ, for any Φ ∈ C(R, Z). Let H(Φ) be the hull

of Φ, which is the set of all the limits of Φln in C(R, Z), i.e., for some sequence ln ⊂ R

H(Φ) :=
{
Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) : lim

n→∞
d2(Φ

ln ,Ψ) = 0
}
.

The specific definitions of various Poisson stable functions and the relationship between their

functions can be seen in [14, 56, 59].

Let BUC(R× Y, Z) represent the set of functions satisfying the following properties:

(1) Φ are continuous in t uniformly w.r.t. y on every bounded subset B ⊆ Y;
(2) Φ are bounded on all bounded subset from R× Y.

And we assume that BUC(R× Y, Z) has the following metric:

ρBUC(Φ,Ψ) =
∞∑

i=1

1

2n
ρn(Φ,Ψ)

1 + ρn(Φ, g)
,

where ρn(Φ,Ψ) = sup
|t|≤n,y∈Bn

d2(Φ,Ψ), and {Bn} are bounded, Bn ⊂ Bn+1 and Y =
⋃
n≥1

Bn. Thus

(BUC(R× Y, Z), ρBUC) is a complete metric space(see [13] for details).

BC(Y, Z) represents the set of all continuous and bounded functions on every bounded subsets

B ⊆ Y and have the following metric:

ρBC(Φ,Ψ) =

∞∑

i=1

1

2n
dn(Φ,Ψ)

1 + dn(Φ,Ψ)
,

where dn(Φ,Ψ) := sup
y∈Bn

ρ(Φ(y),Ψ(y)). Then (BC(D, Y ), dBC ) is a complete metric space.

In addition, we need to introduce the following symbols for Φ ∈ C(R, Z):

NΦ =
{
{tn} ⊂ R : Φtn → Φ

}
, N

u
Φ =

{
{tn} ⊂ NΦ : Φtn converges to Φ uniformly in t ∈ R

}
,

MΦ =
{
{tn} ⊂ R :

{
Φtn

}
converges

}
, M

u
Φ =

{
{tn} ⊂ MΦ :

{
Φtn

}
converges uniformly in t ∈ R

}
.

Now for f ∈ BUC(R× Y, Z), define f∗ : R → BC(Y, Z) by f∗(t) := f(t, ·).
Remark 2.3. [14] For all f ∈ BUC(R× Y, Z),

(1) Mf = Mf∗ ;

(2) M
u
f = M

u
f∗ .

Definition 2.4. A function Φ ∈ C(R, Z) is said to be comparable (by character of recurrence)

with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) if NΨ ⊆ NΦ; Φ is said to be uniformly comparable (by character of recurrence)

with Ψ if MΨ ⊆ MΦ.

Theorem 2.5. ( [14, 56, 57]) Let Φ,Ψ ∈ C(R, Z). Then the following statements hold:
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(1) Uniformly comparability implies comparability, i.e., MΨ ⊆ MΦ implies NΨ ⊆ NΦ;

(2) M
u
Ψ ⊆ M

u
Φ implies N

u
Ψ ⊆ N

u
Φ;

(3) Let Φ ∈ C(R, Z) be comparable by character of recurrence with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z). If the function

Ψ is stationary (respectively, T -periodic, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson

stable), then so is Φ;

(4) Let Φ ∈ C(R, Z) be uniformly comparable by character of recurrence with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) and Ψ

be Lagrange stable. If Ψ is pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudo-recurrent), then so is Φ.

Definition 2.6. Let µ : R → P(H) be a measure-valued map. Then µt is called compatible

(respectively, uniformly compatible) in the sense of Wasserstein metric with coefficients, if NA,f,g ⊆
Ñµt (respectively, MA,f,g ⊆ M̃µt), where Ñµt (respectively, M̃µt) means the set of all sequences

{tn} ⊂ R such that
∥∥µ(·+tn) − µ(·)

∥∥
BL

→ 0 as t → ∞ (respectively, {µ(·+tn)} converges) uniformly

on any compact interval.

3. Existence and uniqueness of entrance measure

Throughout this section, we assume that the initial value ϕ ∈ H is independent of {W (t)}t≥s.

To study the existence and uniqueness of entrance measure for (2.1), we need the following condi-

tions:

(A1) (Boundedness) For A, f and g, there exist constants M > 0, γ1 > 0 and p ≥ 2 for all

u ∈ V , t ∈ R such that

‖A(t, u)‖V ∗ ≤ γ1 ‖u‖p−1
V +M,

and

‖f(t, 0)‖U ∨ ‖g(t, 0)‖
L (K,U) ≤M.

(A2) (Coercivity) There exist constants γ2 ∈ R, γ3 > 0 such that for all u ∈ V , t ∈ R

V ∗〈A(t, u), u〉V ≤ γ2 ‖u‖2H − γ3 ‖u‖pV +M.

(A3) (Monotonicity) There exists constant λ ∈ R such that for all u1, u2 ∈ V , t ∈ R

V ∗〈A(t, u1)−A(t, u2), u1 − u2〉V ≤ λ ‖u1 − u2‖2U .

(A4) (Semicontinuity) For all u1, u2, u3 ∈ V and t ∈ R, the map

θ ∈ R →V ∗ 〈A(t, u1 + θu2), u3〉V
8



is continuous.

(A5) For f and g, there exist constants η1 ∈ R and η2, η3, L0 > 0 and π ∈ T , such that for all

ϕ, φ ∈ H

〈f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉U ≤ −η1 ‖ϕ(0) − φ(0)‖2U + η2

∫ 0

−τ

‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2U π(dθ),

‖f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ)‖U ≤ L0 ‖ϕ− φ‖H ,

‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖2
L (K,U) ≤ η3

∫ 0

−τ

‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2U π(dθ).

Remark 3.1.

(1) Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), the every pair (Ã, f̃ , g̃) ∈ H(A, f, g) also satisfies the same

property with the same constants, where H(A, f, g) = {(Al, f l, gl) : l ∈ R} is the hull of

(A, f, g);

(2) Under assumptions(A1)-(A5), A ∈ BUC(R×V, V ∗), f ∈ BUC(R×H, U) and g ∈ BUC(R×
H,L (K,U)) and H(A, f, g) ⊂ BUC(R× V, V ∗)×BUC(R×H, U)×BUC(R×H,L (K,U)).

In the following, we will present the first important conclusion of the paper and we will omit

the index U of ‖ · ‖U and 〈· ,·〉U , if it does not cause confusion.

Theorem 3.2. Consider (2.1). Under assumptions (A1)−(A5), and λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 ,

there exists a unique entrance measure of (2.1) in R2.

proof Analyzing system (2.1), we know that under (A1)−(A5), there exists a unique solution

u(t; s, ϕ) with the initial date us = ϕ and a unique solution map ut(s, ϕ) by [11]. We divide the

proof into five steps:

step 1: There exist constants L1 and L2 such that

E ‖u(t; s, ϕ)‖2 ≤ L1 ‖ϕ‖2H + L2,

for all t ≥ s.

9



By Itô formula, we obtain for any η > 0, t ≥ s,

eηt ‖u(t)‖2 = eηs ‖ϕ(0)‖2 + 2

∫ t

s

eηr 〈x(r), g(r, ur)dW (r)〉

+

∫ t

s

eηr[η ‖u(r)‖2 + 2V ∗〈A(r, u(r)), u(r))〉V

+ 2 〈f(r, ur), u(r)〉 + ‖g(r, ur)‖2L (K,U)]dr.

(3.1)

By (A1), (A2), (A5) and Young’s inquality, for any ǫ1, ǫ2 ∈ (0, 1), t ≥ s,

eηt ‖u(t)‖2 ≤ eηs ‖ϕ(0)‖2 + (
1

2ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)
M2

η
(eηt − eηs) + 2

∫ t

s

eηruT (r)g(r, ur)dW (r)

+ [η − (2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ]

∫ t

s

eηr ‖u(r)‖2 dr

+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)

∫ t

s

eηr
∫ 0

−τ

‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ)dr.

(3.2)

Further, we have, for t ≥ s,
∫ t

s

∫ 0

−τ

eηrE ‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ)dr

=

∫ 0

−τ

∫ t

s

eηrE ‖u(r + θ)‖2 drπ(dθ)

≤ eητ
∫ t

s−τ

eηrE ‖u(r)‖2 dr.

(3.3)

Taking expectation of both sides for (3.2), we have, for t ≥ s,

eηtE ‖u(t)‖2 ≤eηsE ‖ϕ(0)‖2 + (
1

2ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)
M2

η
(eηt − eηs) + (2η2 +

η3

1− ǫ2
)eητ

∫ s

s−τ

eηrE ‖u(r)‖2 dr

+ [η − (2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)eητ ]

∫ t

s

eηrE ‖u(r)‖2 dr.

Let

Θ(η) = η − (2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)eητ .

Since λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , there exist ǫ1, ǫ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that 2η1 − ǫ1 − 2λ > 2η2 +

η3
1−ǫ2

. Hence

∃η̃ > 0 such that Θ(η̃) = 0, which implies

E ‖u(t)‖2 ≤ L1 + L2 ‖ϕ‖2H , (3.4)

where L1 = ( 1
2ǫ1

+ 1
ǫ2
)M

2

η̃
and L2 = 1 + (2η2 +

η3
1−ǫ2

)e
η̃τ

η̃
.

step 2: There exist constants L3, L4 such that

E ‖u(t; s1, ϕ)− u(t; s2, ϕ)‖2 ≤ (L3 + L4 ‖ϕ‖2H)e−η∗(t−s2),
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for all −∞ < s2 ≤ s1 ≤ t <∞.

For −∞ < s2 ≤ s1 ≤ t <∞, applying the Itô formula to eηt ‖u(t; s1, ϕ) − u(t; s2, ϕ)‖2 yields

eηtE ‖u(t; s1, ϕ)− u(t; s2, ϕ)‖2

= eηs2E ‖u(s2; s1, ϕ)− ϕ(0)‖2 + η

∫ t

s2

eηrE ‖u(r; s1, ϕ) − u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr

+

∫ t

s2

eηrE ‖g(r, ur(s1, ϕ)) − g(r, ur(s2, ϕ))‖2L (K,U) dr

+ 2E

∫ t

s2

eηr[V ∗〈A(r, u(r; s1, ϕ)) −A(r, u(r; s2, ϕ)), u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ))〉V

+ 〈f(r, ur(s1, ϕ))− f(r, ur(s2, ϕ)), u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)〉]dr.

(3.5)

Similar to (3.3),

∫ t

s2

∫ 0

−τ

eηrE ‖u(r + θ; s1, ϕ) − u(r + θ; s2, ϕ)‖2 π(dθ)dr

≤ eητ
∫ t

s2−τ

eηrE ‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr.
(3.6)

By (A3) and (A5), we have

eηtE ‖u(t; s1, ϕ) − u(t; s2, ϕ)‖2

≤ eηs2E ‖u(s2; s1, ϕ)− ϕ(0)‖2 + (2η2 + η3)e
ητ

∫ s2

s2−τ

eηrE ‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− ϕ(r)‖2 dr

+ [η − 2η1 + 2λ+ (2η2 + η3)e
ητ ]

∫ t

s2

eηrE ‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr.

(3.7)

Similarly, there exists η∗ > 0 such that η∗ − 2η1 + 2λ+ (2η2 + η3)e
η∗τ = 0. Hence

E ‖u(t; s1, ϕ)− u(t; s2, ϕ)‖2 ≤ (L3 + L4 ‖ϕ‖2H)e−η∗(t−s2), (3.8)

where L3 = L1(1 +
(2η2+η3)eη

∗τ

η∗
) and L4 = (1 + L2)(1 +

(2η2+η3)eη
∗τ

η∗
).

step 3: There exists L5 > 0 such that

E ‖ut(s1, ϕ)− ut(s2, ϕ)‖2H ≤ L5e
−η∗(t−s2),

for all −∞ < s2 ≤ s1 ≤ t <∞, where L5 = [eη
∗τ + η3e

2η∗τ + ( (2η2+η3)e2η
∗τ+36eη

∗τ

η∗
)](L3 +L4 ‖ϕ‖2H).

By the definition of ‖·‖H,

E ‖ut(s1, ϕ)− ut(s2, ϕ)‖2H = E( sup
σ∈[t−τ,t]

‖u(σ; s1, ϕ)− u(σ; s2, ϕ)‖2). (3.9)

11



By (A3), (A5) and (3.6), we apply Itô formula to yield, for t− τ ≤ σ

‖u(σ; s1, ϕ) − u(σ; s2, ϕ)‖2

≤ ‖u(t− τ ; s1, ϕ) − u(t− τ ; s2, ϕ)‖2 − 2(η1 − λ)

∫ σ

t−τ

‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr

+ (2η2 + η3)

∫ σ

t−2τ
‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr

+ 2

∫ σ

t−τ

〈u(r; s1, ϕ) − u(r; s2, ϕ), [g(r, ur(s1, ϕ)) − g(r, ur(s2, ϕ))]dW (r)〉 .

(3.10)

By Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young’s inequality and (3.8), we have

E( sup
σ∈[t−τ,t]

∫ σ

t−τ

〈u(r; s1, ϕ) − u(r; s2, ϕ), [g(r, ur(s1, ϕ)) − g(r, ur(s2, ϕ))]dW (r)〉)

≤ 6E( sup
r∈[t−τ,t]

‖g(r, ur(s1, ϕ)) − g(r, ur(s2, ϕ))‖2)
1
2 (

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(r; s1, ϕ) − u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr)
1
2

≤ η3

2
E( sup

r∈[t−τ,t]

∫ 0

−τ

‖u(r + θ; s1, ϕ) − u(r + θ; s2, ϕ)‖2 π(dθ))

+ 18E(

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr)

≤ η3e
2η∗τ

2
(L3 + L4 ‖ϕ‖2H)e−η∗(t−s2) + 18E(

∫ t

t−τ

‖x(r; s1, ϕ)− x(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr).

(3.11)

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), we have by λ > η1 − η2 − η3
2

E( sup
σ∈[t−τ,t]

‖u(σ; s1, ϕ)− u(σ; s2, ϕ)‖2)

≤ E( sup
σ∈[t−τ,t]

{‖u(σ; s1, ϕ) − u(σ; s2, ϕ)‖2 + [2(η1 − λ)− (2η2 + η3)]

∫ σ

t−τ

‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr})

≤ E ‖u(t− τ ; s1, ϕ)− u(t− τ ; s2, ϕ)‖2 + (2η2 + η3)

∫ t−τ

t−2τ
E ‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr

+ η3e
2η∗τ (L3 + L4 ‖ϕ‖2H)e−η∗(t−s2) + 36E(

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(r; s1, ϕ)− u(r; s2, ϕ)‖2 dr).

By (3.9) and step 2, we obtain that

E ‖ut(s1, ϕ) − ut(s2, ϕ)‖2H

≤ [eη
∗τ + η3e

2η∗τ + (
(2η2 + η3)e

2η∗τ + 36eη
∗τ

η∗
)](L3 + L4 ‖ϕ‖2H)e−η∗(t−s2).

(3.12)

step 4: If λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , then there exists a unique map Ut = {Ut(θ)} := {U(t + θ) :
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θ ∈ [−τ, 0]} ∈ L2(Ω,H), where ut(s, ϕ)
L2

→ Ut as s → −∞. From the proof in step 3, we obtain

that there exists Ut(ϕ) such that

lim
s→−∞

E ‖ut(s, ϕ)− Ut(ϕ)‖2H = 0, (3.13)

and define

Ut(ϕ) := L2 − lim
s→−∞

ut(s, ϕ).

Similar to (3.5)-(3.7), we obtain that for any ϕ, φ ∈ H

E ‖u(t; s, ϕ) − u(t; s, φ)‖2 ≤ (1 +
(2η2 + η3)e

η∗τ

η
) ‖ϕ− φ‖2H e−η∗(t−s)

= L6 ‖ϕ− φ‖2H e−η∗(t−s).

(3.14)

Similar to (3.9)-(3.11) and (3.14), we deduce

E ‖ut(s, ϕ)− ut(s, φ)‖2H ≤ L6[e
η∗τ + η3e

2η∗τ +
(2η2 + η3)e

2τ + 36eτ

η∗
] ‖ϕ− φ‖2H e−η∗(t−s)

= L7 ‖ϕ− φ‖2H e−η∗(t−s),

(3.15)

which implies that Ut(ϕ) is independent of the initial date ϕ ∈ H, and it is denoted by Ut.

In addition, according to the definition of the norm ‖·‖H, we can also get, for any t ∈ R,

E ‖ut‖2H = E( sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖u(t+ θ)‖)2

≤ E( sup
u∈[−τ+s,t]

‖u(u)‖)2

≤ ‖ϕ‖2H + E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

‖u(σ)‖2).

(3.16)

Then, applying the Itô formula yields

E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

‖u(σ)‖2) = E ‖ϕ(0)‖2 + 2E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

∫ σ

s

〈u(r), g(r, ur)dW (r)〉)

+ E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

∫ σ

s

[2V ∗〈A(r, u(r)), u(r))〉V

+ 2 〈f(r, ur), u(r)〉 + ‖g(r, ur)‖2L (K,U)]dr).

(3.17)
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By (A1), (A2), (A5) and Young’s inquality, applying (3.3) leads to

E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

∫ σ

s

[2V ∗〈A(r, x(r)), x(r))〉V + 2 〈f(r, ur), u(r)〉+ ‖g(r, ur)‖2L (K,U)]dr)

≤ E[ sup
σ∈(s,t]

{[−(2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ]

∫ σ

s

‖u(r)‖2 dr + (
1

2ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2(σ − s)

+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)

∫ σ

s

∫ 0

−τ

‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ)dr}]

≤ (
1

2ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2(t− s) + (2η2 +

η3

1− ǫ2
)

∫ s

s−τ

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr

+ [−(2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)]

∫ t

s

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr

= G1(t− s) +G2

∫ t

s

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr +G3,

(3.18)

where

G1 = (
1

2ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2, G2 = −2(η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ+ (2η2 +

η3

1− ǫ2
),

G3 = (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)τ ‖ϕ‖2H .

By (A5), Young’s inequality, (3.3) and applying the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, we have

2E( sup
σ∈(s,t]

∫ σ

s

〈u(r), g(r, ur)dW (r)〉)

≤ 12E(

∫ t

s

‖u(r)‖2 ‖g(r, ur)‖2L (K,U) dr)
1
2

≤ 1

2
E( sup

σ∈(s,t]
‖u(σ)‖2) + 72E[

∫ t

s

(2η3

∫ 0

−τ

‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ) + 2M2)dr]

≤ 1

2
E( sup

σ∈(s,t]
(‖u(σ)‖2) +G4(t− s) +G5

∫ t

s

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr +G6,

(3.19)

where G4 = 144M2, G5 = 144η3, G6 = 144η3 ‖ϕ‖2H τ .
By (3.16)-(3.19), we have

E ‖ut‖2H ≤ 3 ‖ϕ‖2H + 2(G3 +G6) + 2(G1 +G4)(t− s)

+ 2(G2 +G5)

∫ t

s

E ‖ur‖2H dr.
(3.20)

Let

v(t) = 3 ‖ϕ‖2H + 2(G3 +G6) + 2(G1 +G4)(t− s) + 2(G2 +G5)

∫ t

s

v(r)dr,

14



which implies that v(t) satisfies the following equation

v̇(t) = 2(G1 +G4) + 2(G2 +G5)v(t),

with initial condition v(s) = 3 ‖ϕ‖2H + 2(G3 +G6). Solving this equation for v(t), we get

v(t) = [3 ‖ϕ‖2H + 2(G3 +G6)]e
2(G2+G5)(t−s) − G1 +G4

G2 +G5
(1− e2(G2+G5)(t−s)).

We obtain E ‖ut‖2H ≤ v(t) by comparison principle, and it follows from the definition of E ‖ut‖2H
that for t ≥ s

E ‖ut‖2H ≤ [3 ‖ϕ‖2H + 2(G3 +G6)]e
2(G2+G5)(t−s) − G1 +G4

G2 +G5
(1− e2(G2+G5)(t−s)). (3.21)

By λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , ∃ǫ1, ǫ2 such that G2 +G5 < 0, hence

E ‖Ut‖2H ≤ lim sup
s→−∞

E ‖ut‖2H = −G1 +G4

G2 +G5
<∞, (3.22)

i.e., Ut ∈ L2(Ω,H).

For the proof of uniqueness, if there are two U1
t ,U2

t ∈ L2(Ω,H) of (2.1), by (3.15), we have for

any t ∈ R,

E
∥∥U1

t − U2
t

∥∥2
H
≤ L7

∥∥U1
s − U2

s

∥∥2
H
e−η∗(t−s) ≤ L7e

−η∗(t−s)sup
τ∈R

(E
∥∥U1

τ

∥∥2 + E
∥∥U2

τ

∥∥2).

Let s→ −∞, then E
∥∥U1

t − U2
t

∥∥2
H
→ 0, i.e., U1

t
L2

= U2
t .

step 5: There exists a unique entrance measure of (2.1) in R2.

Existence: By step 4, we know that there exists a unique Ut ∈ L2(Ω,H) of (2.1). Let µt(Γ) =

P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ) and the transition probability p(t, s, ϕ,Γ) = P(ω : ut ∈ Γ | us) for any Γ ∈ B(H), i.e.,

lims→−∞ p(t, s, ϕ,Γ) = µt(Γ).

Then for any Γ ∈ B(H) and t ≥ r, r ∈ R, we have from the Chapman–Kolmogorov equation of

the transition probability that

p̂(t, r)µr(Γ) =

∫

H

p(t, r, φ,Γ)µr(dφ)

=

∫

H

p(t, r, φ,Γ)P(ω : Ur ∈ dφ)

= lim
s→−∞

∫

H

p(t, r, φ,Γ)p(r, s, ϕ,dφ)

= lim
s→−∞

p(t, s, ϕ,Γ)

= µt(Γ),

(3.23)

15



which implies µt is an entrance measure of (2.1) by Definition 2.1.

Uniqueness: In the following, we will prove the uniqueness of the entrance measure µt. Suppose

that there exist two entrance measures µ, ̺ for system (2.1). By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to prove

that for any open set Γ ⊂ H, such that µt(Γ) ≤ ̺t(Γ). For any t > s, we obtain

µt(Γ)− ̺t(Γ) = µt(Γ)−
∫

H

p(t, s, ϕ,Γ)̺s(dϕ)

=

∫

H

µt(Γ)− p(t, s, ϕ,Γ)̺s(dϕ)

=

∫

H

P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ)− P(ω : ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ)̺s(dϕ).

Let Γρ := {φ ∈ H : dist(φ,Γc) > ρ}, where dist(φ,Γc) = inf
ϕ∈Γc

‖ϕ− φ‖H and it’s not hard to get

that Γρ ⊂ Γ and Γρ → Γ as ρ→ 0. Then

P(ω : Ut ∈ Γρ)− P(ω : ‖ut(s, ϕ)− Ut‖H ≥ ρ) ≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γρ, ‖ut(s, ϕ)− Ut‖H < ρ)

≤ P(ω : [ut(s, ϕ)− Ut + Ut] ∈ Γ)

= P(ω : ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ).

By Chebyshev inequality and (3.15), we have

P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ)− P(ω : ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ) ≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) + P(ω : ‖ut(s, ϕ)− Ut‖H ≥ ρ)

≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) + ρ−2
E(‖ut(s, ϕ) − Ut‖2H)

≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) + ρ−2L7 ‖ϕ− Us‖2H e−η∗(t−s)

≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) + ρ−2L7[L1 + (2 + L2) ‖ϕ‖2H]e−η∗(t−s).

Hence

µt(Γ)− ̺t(Γ) =

∫

H

P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ)− P(ω : ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ)̺s(dϕ)

≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) + ρ−2L7e
−η∗(t−s)

∫

H

[L1 + (2 + L2) ‖ϕ‖2H]̺s(dϕ).

As s→ −∞,

µt(Γ)− ̺t(Γ) ≤ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ \ Γρ) = µt(Γ \ Γρ).

On the other hand

lim
ρ→0

µt(Γ \ Γρ) = 0.
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So letting ρ→ 0, we obtain

µt(Γ)− ̺t(Γ) ≤ 0,

which implies µ = ̺ by Lemma 2.2.

Finally, we obtain by (3.22)

sup
t∈R

∫

H

‖φ‖2µt(dφ) = sup
t∈R

E ‖Ut‖2H ≤ −G1 +G4

G2 +G5
<∞,

i.e., µt ∈ R2. ✷

4. Poisson stability entrance measure of SFPDEs with monotone coefficients

Based on the above results, in this section we show that the entrance measure µt of (2.1)

possesses the same recurrent properties as the coefficients A, f and g. Let Λ ⊂ R
n(n ∈ N) be an

open bounded subset and U = U(Λ) := W k,2(Λ), k ∈ N.

In order to analyze the Poisson stability measure, we need the tightness of the family of {µt}t∈R.
Therefore, we need the following condition (A6), which is used in many works.

(A6) Assume (Ũ , ‖ · ‖
Ũ
) is a closed subset of (U, ‖ · ‖U ) such that Ũ ⊂ U is compact and V ⊂ Ũ

is continuous. Let An be a sequence of positive definite self-adjoint operators on U and for each

n ≥ 1,

〈u, v〉n := 〈u,Anv〉U , u, v ∈ U,

is a new inner product on U . Furthermore, we suppose that the norms ‖ · ‖n generated by 〈·, ·〉n
are all equivalent to ‖ · ‖U and we have

‖u‖n ↑ ‖u‖
Ũ

as n→ ∞,

for all u ∈ Ũ . Let Un := (U, 〈, 〉n) and assume further that for each n ≥ 1, An : V → V is

continuous and there exist constants γ̃2, η̃1, η̃2, η̃3, L̃0, M̃ > 0 such that for all t ∈ R, u ∈ V and

ϕ, φ ∈ H

V ∗〈A(t, u), Anu〉V ≤ −γ̃2 ‖u‖2n + M̃,

〈f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ), ϕ(0) − φ(0)〉Un
≤ −η̃1 ‖ϕ(0)− φ(0)‖2n + η̃2

∫ 0

−τ

‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2n π(dθ),

‖f(t, ϕ)− f(t, φ)‖Un
≤ L̃0 ‖ϕ− φ‖H̃ ,
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‖g(t, ϕ) − g(t, φ)‖2
L (K,Un)

≤ η̃3

∫ 0

−τ

‖ϕ(θ)− φ(θ)‖2n π(dθ).

Proposition 1. Consider (2.1). Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold, then the

Ut satisfies

sup
t∈R

E ‖U(t)‖2
Ũ
<∞ and sup

t∈R
E ‖Ut‖2H̃ <∞, (4.1)

where U(t) := L2 − lim
s→−∞

u(t; s, ϕ) and H̃ = C([−τ, 0]; Ũ ).

proof Similar to the proof of Proposition 1 in [18] and (3.16)-(3.21).

We are now ready to show the tightness of the set of {µt}t∈R of system (2.1).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then for any ǫ > 0

and T > 0, there exists a positive constant R′
0 independent of ǫ ∈ [0, 1] such that the solution

u(t; s, ϕ) of (2.1) satisfies

P(ω : { sup
r∈[t,t+T ]

‖u(r; s, ϕ)‖ > R}) < ǫ, t ≥ s, R ≥ R′
0.

proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix I.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then Ut satisfies that

for any ǫ > 0 and κ > 0, there exists δ = δ(ǫ, κ) > 0 such that

P(ω : { sup
θ1,θ2∈[−τ,0],|θ1−θ2|<δ

‖Ut(θ1)− Ut(θ2)‖ ≥ κ}) ≤ ǫ, ∀t ∈ R.

proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix II.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then {µt}t∈R is tight,

thus weakly compact in P(H).

proof We just need to prove that for any ǫ > 0, there exists a compact set Γ ⊂ H such that

for all t ∈ R
+,

µt(Γ) > 1− ǫ.

By Proposition 1, there exists R̂ > 0 such that for any t ∈ R,

E[ sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖U(t+ θ)‖2
Ũ
] ≤ R̂, (4.2)
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hence for any R > 0 by Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain

P(ω : { sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖U(t+ θ)‖2
Ũ
≥ R}) ≤ 1

R2
E[ sup

θ∈[−τ,0]
‖U(t+ θ)‖2

Ũ
] ≤ R̂

R2
,

which implies P(ω : {supθ∈[−τ,0] ‖U(t+ θ)‖2
Ũ
≥ R}) → 0 as R→ ∞, i.e., ∀ǫ > 0, ∃R1 > 0 such that

for all t ∈ R,

P(ω : { sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖U(t+ θ)‖2
Ũ
≥ R1}) ≤

ǫ

3
. (4.3)

Let {Λn} be sequences of Λ such that Λn ⊂ Λn+1 for any n ∈ N and Λ =
⋃
n≥1

Λn. Since E ‖Ut‖2H <∞,

for all t ∈ R, we have that for ∀ǫ > 0,m ∈ N, ∃Nm ∈ N such that

E[ sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖Ut(θ, x)‖2W k,2(Λ\ΛNm )] <
ǫ

8m
,

which implies that for all t ∈ R and m ∈ N

P(ω : sup
θ∈[−τ,0]

‖Ut(θ, x)‖2W k,2(Λ\ΛNm ) ≥
1

2m
}) ≤ ǫ

4m
. (4.4)

From Lemma 4.2, we have that for ∀ǫ > 0,m ∈ N, ∃δm = δ(ǫ,m) > 0 such that

P(ω : { sup
θ1,θ2∈[−τ,0],|θ1−θ2|<δm

‖Ut(θ1)− Ut(θ2)‖ >
1

2m
}) ≤ ǫ

4m
, ∀t ∈ R. (4.5)

Denote by for all m ∈ N,

Γ1 = {ϕ ∈ H̃ : ‖ϕ‖
H̃
< R1},

Γm
2 = {ϕ ∈ H : sup

θ∈[−τ,0]
‖ϕ(θ, x)‖2W k,2(Λ\ΛNm ) ≤

1

2m
},

Γm
3 = {ϕ ∈ H : sup

θ1,θ2∈[−τ,0],|θ1−θ2|<δm

‖ϕ(θ1)− ϕ(θ2)‖ ≤ 1

2m
}.

Letting Γ = Γ1 ∩ (
⋃∞

m=1 Γ
m
2 )∩ (

⋃∞
m=1 Γ

m
3 ) implies that Γ is precompact in H by the Ascoli-Arzelà

theorem, then we have µt(Γ) > 1− ǫ. This completes the proof. ✷

Proposition 2. Suppose that (A1)-(A5) hold. Let u(t; s, ϕ) be the solution of (2.1) with initial

value us = ϕ. Then there exist constants D1, D2 such that

E

∫ s+T

s

‖u(t; s, ϕ)‖pV dt+ E

∫ s+T

s

‖A(u(t; s, ϕ))‖
p

p−1

V ∗ dt ≤ D1E ‖ϕ‖2H +D2, (4.6)
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for any s ∈ R, T > 0.

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19].

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that (A1)-(A5) hold. Assume unt (s;ϕ) and ut(s;ϕ) are the solution maps

of the following system, respectively,




du(t) = (An(t, u) + fn(t, ut))dt+ gn(t, ut)dW (t),

us = ϕn,
(4.7)

and 


du(t) = (A(t, u) + f(t, ut))dt+ g(t, ut)dW (t),

us = ϕ.
(4.8)

For any t ∈ R, u ∈ V and ϕ ∈ H, as

lim
n→∞

‖An(t, u)−A(t, u)‖V ∗ = 0, lim
n→∞

‖fn(t, ϕ) − f(t, ϕ)‖ = 0,

lim
n→∞

‖gn(t, ϕ) − g(t, ϕ)‖
L (K,U)

= 0,

we have

(a) If limn→∞ E ‖ϕn − ϕ‖2H = 0, then limn→∞ E ‖unt (s, ϕn)− ut(s, ϕ)‖2H = 0;

(b) If limn→∞ ‖ϕn − ϕ‖H = 0 in probability, then limn→∞ ‖unt (s, ϕn)− ut(s, ϕ)‖H = 0 in probabil-

ity;

(c) If limn→∞ ‖νϕn − νϕ‖BL = 0 in P(H), then limn→∞

∥∥νun
t
− νut

∥∥
BL

= 0 in P(C[s,∞),H),

where

νϕn(Γ) = P(ω : ϕn ∈ Γ), νϕ(Γ) = P(ω : ϕ ∈ Γ),

νun
t
(Γ) = P(ω : unt (s, ϕ

n) ∈ Γ), νut(Γ) = P(ω : ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ).

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19], the above results can be obtained by (3.9), (3.16),

Itô formula, Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young’s inequality, Proposition 2 and Gronwall’s

lemma.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then the unique en-

trance measure of (2.1) is uniformly compatible.

20



proof We now prove that MA,f,g ⊆ M̂µt , where µt(Γ) = P(ω : Ut ∈ Γ). Let {tn} ∈ MA,f,g, i.e.,

there exists (Â, f̂ , ĝ) ∈ H(A, f, g) such that for any ι, I1, I2 > 0

lim
n→∞

sup
|t|≤ι,‖u‖V ≤I1

∥∥∥A(t+ tn, u)− Â(t, u)
∥∥∥
V ∗

→ 0, lim
n→∞

sup
|t|≤ι,‖ϕ‖H≤I2

∥∥∥f(t+ tn, ϕ) − f̂(t, ϕ)
∥∥∥ → 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
|t|≤ι,‖ϕ‖H≤l2

‖g(t+ tn, ϕ)− ĝ(t, ϕ)‖
L (K,U) → 0.

Assume µnt and µ̃t are the entrance measure of the following system, respectively,

du(t) = (A(t+ tn, u) + f(t+ tn, ut))dt+ g(t+ tn, ut)dW (t), (4.9)

and

du(t) = (Â(t, u) + f̂(t, ut))dt+ ĝ(t, ut)dW (t). (4.10)

Let ℓ ≤ −1(|ℓ| ∈ N), and for any sequence {n : n ∈ N}, we obtain that {µnℓ }n is tight by Theorem

4.3. Hence there exists a subsequence {nk} ⊂ {n} such that

µ
nk

ℓ

W→ ̺ℓ as k → ∞ in P(H),

where ̺ℓ ∈ P(H). Assume u(t, ℓ, ϕℓ) is the solution of the following system




du(t) = (Â(t, u) + f̂(t, ut))dt+ ĝ(t, ut)dW (t),

uℓ = ϕℓ ∈ H,

where ϕℓ is the random variable with distribution ̺ℓ. Let νℓt (Γ) = P(ω : ut(ℓ, ϕℓ) ∈ Γ). By (c) of

Lemma 4.4, we obtain for any t ∈ [ℓ,∞)

lim
k→∞

∥∥∥µnk
t − νℓt

∥∥∥
BL

= 0 in P(H).

Let ℓ = ℓ−1, and we obtain that {µnk

ℓ−1}k is tight by Theorem 4.3. Thus, there exists a subsequence

{nkL} := {nk} such that {µnkL

ℓ−1}L is convergent. Going if necessary to a subsequence, we assume

the subsequence {nkL} := {nk}. Repeating the above process, in fact, we can obtain for any

t ∈ [ℓ− 1,∞)

lim
k→∞

∥∥∥µnk
t − νℓ−1

t

∥∥∥
BL

= 0 in P(H),

which implies that for any t ∈ [ℓ,∞)

νℓt = νℓ−1
t in P(H).
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Note that νℓt is independent of ℓ, which is denoted by νt. Hence by the standard diagonal argument,

there exists a subsequence {nk} ⊂ {n} such that

lim
k→∞

‖µnk
t − νt‖BL = 0 in P(H).

Let ℓ → −∞, then by (3.13), there exists Ût ∈ L2(Ω,H) such that

lim
ℓ→−∞

E

∥∥∥ut(ℓ, ϕℓ)− Ût

∥∥∥
2

H
= 0.

Since L2-convergence implies convergence in distribution, we have ut(ℓ, ϕℓ) → Ût in distribution

uniformly on R, i.e., νt = µ̂t, where µ̂t(Γ) = P(ω : Ût ∈ Γ). Hence we can extract a subsequence

which we still denote by µnk
t satisfying

lim
k→∞

‖µnk
t − µ̂t‖BL = lim

k→∞
‖µnk

t − νt‖BL = 0 in P(H),

for any t ∈ R. The above proof process shows that for sequence {nk}∞k=1 ⊂ N, there is a subsequence

{nkL}∞L=1 ⊂ {nk}∞k=1 such that for any t ∈ R

lim
L→∞

∥∥∥µnkL
t − µ̂t

∥∥∥
BL

= 0 in P(H),

which implies

lim
n→∞

‖µnt − µ̂t‖BL = 0 in P(H). (4.11)

In addition, under (A1)-(A5), (4.9) admits a unique solution un(t; s, ϕ) with the initial data

us = ϕ satisfying

u(t; s, ϕ) = ϕ(0) +

∫ t

s

[A(r + tn, u(r; s, ϕ)) + f(r + tn, ur(s, ϕ))]dr

+

∫ t

s

g(r + tn, ur(s, ϕ))dW (r),

(4.12)

and

u(t+ tn; s+ tn, ϕ)

= ϕ(0) +

∫ t+tn

s+tn

[A(r, u(r; s + tn, ϕ)) + f(r, ur(s+ tn, ϕ))]dr

+

∫ t+tn

s+tn

g(r, ur(s+ tn, ϕ))dW (r)

= ϕ(0) +

∫ t

s

[A(r + tn, u(r + tn; s + tn, ϕ)) + f(r + tn, ur+tn(s + tn, ϕ))]dr

+

∫ t

s

g(r + tn, ur+tn(s+ tn, ϕ))dŴ (r),

(4.13)
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where Ŵ (t) =W (t+T )−W (t) is a two-sided cylindrical Wiener process with the same distribution

as W (t).

Comparing equations (4.13) with (4.12) and noting that unt (s, ϕ) and ut+tn(s+tn, ϕ) completely

depends on un(t) and u(t+ tn) and their history, we see by the weak uniqueness that unt and ut+tn

share the same distribution for any t ≥ s (s ∈ R) . Furthermore, from the conclusion of Theorem

3.2, we can obtain that

Ut+tn = L2 − lim
s→−∞

ut+tn(s + tn, ϕ)
P
= L2 − lim

s→−∞
unt (s, ϕ) = Un

t , (4.14)

i.e., for any Γ ∈ B(H),

µt+tn(Γ) = P(ω : Ut+tn ∈ Γ) = P(ω : Un
t ∈ Γ) = µnt (Γ). (4.15)

Hence, by (4.11) and (4.15), we have

lim
n→∞

‖µt+tn − µ̂t‖BL = 0 in P(H),

for any t ∈ R, which implies that for any ι > 0,

lim
n→∞

max
|t|≤ι

‖µt+tn − µ̂t‖BL = 0,

i.e., the measure µt of (2.1) is uniformly compatible by Definition 2.6. ✷

Corollary 4.6. Consider (2.1). Assume the conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. By Theorem 2.5, we

obtain:

1) If A, f and g are jointly stationary (respectively, T -periodic, almost periodic, Bohr almost

automorphic, Birkhoff recurrent, Lagrange stable, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent,

Poisson stable) in t ∈ R uniformly with respect to u ∈ V and ϕ ∈ H on every bounded subset, we

can obtain that the unique entrance measure µt of (2.1) is stationary (respectively, T -periodic,

almost periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, Birkhoff recurrent, Lagrange stable, Levitan almost

periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson stable);

2) If A, f and g are jointly pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudo-recurrent) and A, f and g are

jointly Lagrange stable in t ∈ R uniformly with respect to u ∈ V and ϕ ∈ H on every bounded

subset, then the unique entrance measure µt of (2.1) is pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudo-

recurrent).

proof These statements follow from Definition 2.6, Theorems 2.5, 3.2 and 4.5.
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5. Exponential mixing

Next we will study the autonomous version of SFPDEs:

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

us = ϕ ∈ H,
(5.1)

where A(·, ·) : V → V ∗ is a family of nonlinear monotone and coercive operators. f : H → U and

g : H → L (K,U) are two continuous maps. Suppose that Hypotheses (A1)-(A6) are satisfied.

Therefore, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.3 are still valid for autonomous systems.

Based on the tightness of the set of measures {µt}t∈R as established in Section 4, we now

investigate the exponential mixing of (5.1). With the transition probability p(t, s, φ,Γ) := P(ω :

ut(s, ϕ) ∈ Γ), for any r ≥ 0, we associate a mapping P ∗
r : P(H) → P(H) defined by

P ∗
r µt(Γ) = p̂(r, 0)µt(Γ) =

∫

H
p(r, 0, φ,Γ)µt(dφ). (5.2)

For any F ∈ Cb(H), which is defined as the the set of all bounded continuous functions F : H → R

endowed with the norm ‖F‖∞ = supξ∈H |F (ξ)|, we define the following semi-group Ps,t for t ≥ s

Ps,tF (ξ) =

∫

H
F (φ)p(s, t, ξ,dφ). (5.3)

In particular, the operator P0,t is written as Pt.

Proposition 3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the semi-group Ps,t(t ≥ s) is

Feller, i.e. for all F ∈ Cb(H), Ps,tF ∈ Cb(H).

proof From the definition of the semi-group Ps,t, we have ‖Ps,tF‖∞ ≤ ‖F‖∞. The next ma-

jor task is to prove that Ps,tF is continuous.

We just need to prove that for any sequence ξn ∈ H, ξ ∈ H, when limn→∞ ‖ξn − ξ‖H = 0, we

have limn→∞ |Ps,tF (ξn)− Ps,tF (ξ)| = 0. Since

Ps,tF (ξ) =

∫

H
F (φ)p(t, s, ξ,dφ)

=

∫

H
F (φ)P(ω : ut(s, ξ) ∈ dφ)

= EF (ut(s, ξ)),

(5.4)

i.e.

|Ps,tF (ξn)− Ps,tF (ξ)| = |EF (ut(s, ξn))− EF (ut(s, ξ))|, (5.5)
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by (3.15) we can get

E ‖ut(s, ξ)− ut(s, ξn)‖2H ≤ L7 ‖ξ − ξn‖2H e−η∗(t−s),

i.e. ut(s, ξn)
L2→ ut(s, ξ) as n→ ∞. Let

WR = {ω : ‖ut(s, ξ, ω)‖H ≤ R}, W n
R = {ω : ‖ut(s, ξn, ω)‖H ≤ R}.

Then by the Chebyshev inequality and (3.21) we have

lim
R→∞

[ inf
n∈N

P(WR ∩W n
R)] = 1,

i.e. ∀ε > 0, ∃R̃ such that as R > R̃, for any n ∈ N

P(WR ∩W n
R) > 1− ε

4 ‖F‖0
.

Since F ∈ Cb(H), we have that ∀ε > 0 , ∃δ = δ(ε,R) such that as ‖ξ1 − ξ2‖H < δ, then

|F (ξ1)− F (ξ2)| < ε.

Let W n
δ = {ω : ‖ut(s, ξ, ω)− ut(s, ξn, ω)‖ < δ} and we obtain that limn→∞ P(W n

δ ) = 1.

For any ω ∈WR ∩W n
R ∩W n

δ , we obtain

|F (ut(s, ξ)) − F (ut(s, ξn))| <
ε

2
.

Then

lim sup
n→∞

|EF (ut(s, ξn))− EF (ut(s, ξ))|

≤ ε

2
+ 2 ‖F‖∞ lim sup

n→∞
[2− (P(WR ∩W n

R) + P(W n
δ ))].

(5.6)

Letting ε→ 0 implies limn→∞ |Ps,tF (ξn)− Ps,tF (ξ)| = 0. Then the semi-group Ps,t is Feller. ✷

For the above entrance measure µt, set

µL =
1

L

∫ L

0
µtdt, (5.7)

and L :=
{
µL;L ∈ N

+
}
. By Theorem 4.3, we obtain that {µt}t∈R is tight on H, which implies that

for any ǫ > 0, there exists a precompact set Γ ⊂ H such that for all L ∈ N
+, we have

µT (Γ) =
1

L

∫ L

0
µt(Γ)dt > 1− ǫ,
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i.e., L is tight, hence L is weakly compact in P(H). Thus we know that there exists a probability

measure µ∗ on P(H) such that µL → µ∗ as L → ∞. Before proving the exponential mixing of

measure µ∗, we still need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Assume the conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the measure µ∗ satisfies

P ∗
r µ

∗(Γ) = µ∗(Γ),

for any r ≥ 0 and Γ ∈ B(H). In particular, the measure satisfying the above property is unique.

proof For every r ≥ 0, t ∈ R and Γ ∈ B(H), by Proposition 3, Chapman–Kolmogorov equa-

tion and Lemma 2.3, we find that

P ∗
r µt(Γ) =

∫

H
p(r, 0, φ,Γ)µt(dφ)

= lim
s→−∞

∫

H
p(r, 0, φ,Γ)p(t, s, ϕ,dφ)

= lim
s→−∞

∫

H
p(r + t, t, φ,Γ)p(t, s, ϕ,dφ)

= µr+t(Γ).

(5.8)

Therefor, by (5.8) we have

P ∗
r µ

L − µL =
1

L

∫ L

0
µr+tdt−

1

L

∫ L

0
µtdt =

1

L
[

∫ r+L

L

µtdt+

∫ r

0
µtdt], (5.9)

which implies limL→∞

∥∥P ∗
r µ

L − µ∗
∥∥
BL

= 0, i.e. P ∗
r µ

L → µ∗ weakly in P(H) as L→ ∞.

In addition, for any F ∈ Cb(H), we have PtF ∈ Cb(H) by Proposition 3. Hence by Lebesgue

dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim
L→∞

∫

H
F (φ)P ∗

r µ
L(dφ) = lim

L→∞

∫

H

∫

H
F (φ)p(r, 0, ϕ,dφ)µL(dϕ)

= lim
L→∞

∫

H
PrF (ϕ)µ

L(dϕ)

=

∫

H
PrF (ϕ)µ

∗(dϕ)

=

∫

H

∫

H
F (φ)p(r, 0, ϕ,dφ)µ∗(dϕ)

=

∫

H
F (φ)P ∗

r µ
∗(dφ),

(5.10)

which implies P ∗
r µ

L → P ∗
r µ

∗ weakly in P(H). Therefore we obtain P ∗
r µ

∗ = µ∗ by (5.9) and (5.10).
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Uniqueness: Suppose that there exists the measure µ′ ∈ P(H) such that µ′(Γ) = Prµ
′(Γ), then

for any open set Γ ∈ B(H), we have

µ′(Γ) = Prµ
′(Γ) = lim

L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0
Prµ

′(Γ)dt

= lim
L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0

∫

H
p(t, 0, ϕ,Γ)µ′(dϕ)dt

= lim
L→∞

1

L

∫

H

∫ L

0
P(ω : ut(0, ϕ) ∈ Γ)dtµ′(dϕ).

(5.11)

By the globally asymptotic stability of Ut, we have

E ‖ut(0, ϕ) − Ut‖2H ≤ L7 ‖ϕ− U0‖2H e−η∗t ≤ L̃7e
−η∗t.

By the Chebyshev inequality, we have for all ρ > 0

P(ω : ut(0, ϕ) ∈ Γ) ≥ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γρ, ‖ut(0, ϕ) − Ut‖H < ρ)

≥ P(ω : Ut ∈ Γρ)− P(ω : ‖ut(0, ϕ) − Ut‖H ≥ ρ)

≥ µt(Γρ)−
L̃7

ρ2
e−η∗t.

(5.12)

Thus it turns out from (5.11), (5.12) and Fatou’s Lemma that

µ′(Γ) ≥ lim inf
L→∞

1

L

∫

H

∫ L

0
[µt(Γρ)−

L̃7

ρ2
e−η∗t]dtµ′(dϕ)

≥
∫

H
[lim inf
L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0
µt(Γρ)dt]µ

′(dϕ)

= µ∗(Γρ).

Let ρ → 0, we have µ′(Γ) ≥ µ∗(Γ), which implies that µ′ = µ∗ by Lemma 2.2. The proof is

complete. ✷

In the following, we will present the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure µ∗ of (5.1).

Theorem 5.2. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6), as λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , the measure µ∗ of

(5.1) is uniformly exponential mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric. More precisely, for any

t ≥ 0 and ν ∈ P(H),

‖P ∗
t ν − µ∗‖BL ≤ L7e

− η∗

2
t[G∗ +

∫

H
‖φ‖2H ν(dφ)]

1
2 ,

where G∗ = −G1+G4
G2+G5

.

proof For all F ∈ Cb(H) and ν ∈ P(H), by (3.15), (5.4) and Chapman–Kolmogorov equation we
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obtain that

‖P ∗
t ν − µ∗‖BL

= ‖P ∗
t ν − P ∗

t µ
∗‖BL

= sup
‖F‖BL≤1

∣∣∣∣
∫

H
F (ψ)

∫

H
p(t, 0, φ,dψ)ν(dφ)−

∫

H
F (ψ)

∫

H
p(t, 0, ξ,dψ)µ∗(dξ)

∣∣∣∣

= sup
‖F‖BL≤1

∣∣∣∣
∫

H
EF (ut(0, φ))ν(dφ)−

∫

H
EF (ut(0, ξ))µ

∗(dξ)

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
‖F‖BL≤1

{‖F‖Lip (
∫

H

∫

H
E ‖ut(0, φ) − ut(0, ξ)‖2H µ∗(dξ)ν(dφ))

1
2 }

≤ L7e
− η∗

2
t(

∫

H

∫

H
‖ξ − φ‖2H µ∗(dξ)ν(dφ))

1
2 .

(5.13)

In addition, by (3.22) we have

∫

H
‖ξ‖2H µ∗(dξ) = lim

L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0

∫

H
‖ξ‖2H µt(dξ)dt = lim

L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0
E ‖Ut‖2H dt ≤ −G1 +G4

G2 +G5
. (5.14)

By (5.13) and (5.14) we obtain

‖P ∗
t ν − µ∗‖BL ≤ L7e

− η∗

2
t[−G1 +G4

G2 +G5
+

∫

H
‖φ‖2H ν(dφ)]

1
2 .

By Definition 2.5 of [58], we verify that the measure µ∗ is uniformly exponential mixing. This

concludes the proof. ✷

6. SLLN and CLT

In this section, the strong law of large numbers and the central limit theorem for the solution

map of (5.1) are established based on uniform exponential mixing Markov processes. Before some

details are given, the following preliminaries are introduced.

Let CK(H) denote the family of all continuous functionals on H such that

‖F‖K := sup
ϕ∈H

|F (ϕ)|
K(‖ϕ‖H)

+ sup
ϕ1 6=ϕ2

|F (ϕ1)− F (ϕ2)|
‖ϕ1 − ϕ2‖H [K(‖ϕ1‖H) +K(‖ϕ2‖H)]

<∞,

where K(t) is an increasing continuous functions and K(t) > 0 for t ≥ 0. In this section, we choose

the K(t) as a bounded function, i.e., there exists M⋆ > 0 such that |K(t)| ≤M⋆ for all t ≥ 0.

6.1. Strong law of large numbers

Firstly, based on the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure µ∗ of (5.1), we prove the

strong law of large numbers for a class of stochastic functional partial differential equations with
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monotone coefficients.

Theorem 6.1. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6), as λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , for any ϕ ∈ H and

F ∈ CK(H), we obtain the following conclusions:

1) There exists a constant C1 such that

E

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C1(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K t−1, t ≥ 1; (6.1)

2) Let α > 0 and ⌈α⌉ denote the integer part of α. For any fix ⌈α⌉, we obtain that for any

ε ∈ (0, 1
2(⌈α⌉+2)), there exists a constant C2 > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2 ‖F‖K t
− 1

2(⌈α⌉+2)
+ε
, t ≥ Tε(ω), P− a.s., (6.2)

where the random time Tε(ω) is P−a.s. finite. Moreover, for any α′ ∈ (0, α
⌈α⌉+2), there exists a

constant C ′
1 such that

ETα′

ε (ω) ≤ 1 +
C ′
1

α− (⌈α⌉+ 2)α′
(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K . (6.3)

proof

1) For any given F ∈ CK(H) and ϕ ∈ H, it follows from Theorem 5.2 and Chapman-Kolmogorov

equation that

∣∣∣∣PtF (ϕ) −
∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

H
F (φ)p(t, 0, ϕ,dφ)−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

∫

H
F (φ)p(t, 0, ξ,dφ)p(0, 0, ϕ,dξ)−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

H
F (φ)P ∗

t p(0, 0, ϕ,dφ)−
∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖F‖BL · ‖P ∗
t µ

ϕ
0 − µ∗‖BL

≤ 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t[G∗ +

∫

H
‖φ‖2H p(0, 0, ϕ,dφ)]

1
2

= 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t[G∗ + ‖ϕ‖2H]

1
2 ,

(6.4)

where µϕ0 (Γ) = p(0, 0, ϕ,Γ) for any Γ ∈ B(H). Hence the assumptions in Lemma 2.1 of [4]

holds for B = H, k = 1, ϕ(t) = 2L7M
⋆e−

η∗

2
t and ψ(‖ϕ‖H) = [G∗ + ‖ϕ‖2H]

1
2 , then the desired

conclusion (6.1) holds(see also Proposition 2.6 of [58]).

2) Step 1: There is no loss of generality in assuming that
∫
H F (φ)µ

∗(dφ) = 0 and ‖F‖K ≤ 1.
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For k ≥ 1, let

tk = k⌈α⌉+2, υ =
⌈α⌉+ 1− α

2
,

and consider the events

D(k) =

{
ω ∈ Ω :

∣∣∣∣
1

tk

∫ tk

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ >
1

kυ

}
.

By Chebyshev inequality and (6.1), for any ϕ ∈ H and k ≥ 1, we obtain

P(D(k)) ≤ E

∣∣∣∣
1

tk

∫ tk

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣
2

k2υ ≤ C1(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K k−1−α. (6.5)

We shall assume that k∗(ω) ≥ 0 is the smallest integer such that

∣∣∣∣
1

tk

∫ tk

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ k−υ = t
− υ

⌈α⌉+2

k , (6.6)

which implies that the random variable k∗(ω) is P−a.s. finite by Borel–Cantelli lemma and

(6.5). For any k ≥ k∗(ω) and t ∈ (tk, tk+1), we obtain

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

1

tk+1

∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
1

tk+1

∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ .
(6.7)

Clearly, it’s not hard to get

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

1

tk+1

∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

t

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣+ (
1

tk
− 1

tk+1
)

∣∣∣∣
∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ .
(6.8)

By the definition of norm ‖·‖K and the boundedness of function K, we derive

1

t

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

t

∫ tk+1

t

K(‖us(ϕ)‖)ds ≤M∗ tk+1 − tk

tk
, (6.9)

and by (6.6), we have

(
1

tk
− 1

tk+1
)

∣∣∣∣
∫ tk+1

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
tk+1 − tk

tk
t
− υ

⌈α⌉+2

k+1 . (6.10)

In addition, there exists a constant C = C(⌈α⌉) > 0 such that

tk+1 − tk

tk
≤ C

1

k + 1
= Ct

− 1
⌈α⌉+2

k+1 . (6.11)
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Substituting (6.8)-(6.11) into (6.7) gives that for any k ≥ k∗(ω) and t ∈ (tk, tk+1),

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CM∗t
− 1

⌈α⌉+2

k+1 + Ct
− 1

⌈α⌉+2

k+1 + t
− 1

2(⌈α⌉+2)
+

α−⌈α⌉
2(⌈α⌉+2)

k+1

≤ C2t
− 1

2(⌈α⌉+2)
+

α−⌈α⌉
2(⌈α⌉+2) .

We fix arbitrary ε ∈ (0, 1
2(⌈α⌉+2)) and F ∈ CK(H). Let α = 2ε(⌈α⌉ + 2) + ⌈α⌉, which implies

that (6.2) holds.

Step 2: In the proof in Step 1, we get that (6.2) holds with Tε(ω) = tk∗(ω) = [k∗(ω)]⌈α⌉+2. In

the following, we prove (6.3). For any α′ ∈ (0, α
⌈α⌉+2) we have

E[Tε(ω)]
α′

= E[k∗(ω)](⌈α⌉+2)α′

≤
∞∑

k=1

P(k∗ = k)k(⌈α⌉+2)α′

≤ 1 +
∞∑

k=2

P(D(k))k(⌈α⌉+2)α′

≤ 1 + C1(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K
∞∑

k=2

k−1−α+(⌈α⌉+2)α′

≤ 1 +
C ′
1

α− (⌈α⌉ + 2)α′
(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K .

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is complete. ✷

6.2. Central limit theorem

To state the CLT, we first introduce the corrector Υ : CK(H) −→ R such that

Υ[F (ϕ)] =

∫ ∞

0
[PtF (ϕ) −

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)]dt,

for any F ∈ CK(H) and ϕ ∈ H. In this subsection, let us fix ϕ ∈ H and an arbitrary function

F ∈ CK(H) such that
∫
H F (φ)µ

∗(dφ) = 0 and set

MF
t =

∫ ∞

0
[E(F (ur(ϕ))|Ft)− E(F (ur(ϕ))|F0)]dr,

S[F (ϕ)] = E

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
F (ur(ϕ))dt+Υ[F (u1(ϕ))] −Υ[F (ϕ)]

∣∣∣∣
2

.

By (6.4) we have

|PtF (ϕ)| ≤ 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t[G∗ + ‖ϕ‖2H]

1
2

=M⋆
∗ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H)

1
2 ,

(6.12)
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which implies that Υ[F (ϕ)] =
∫∞
0 PtF (ϕ)dt and S[F (ϕ)] are well-defined by (6.12) and (3.21).

Lemma 6.2. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then MF
t is a well-defined square

integrable martingale.

proof Firstly, it is proved that MF
t is a martingale. Indeed, by the dominated convergence theo-

rem, (6.12) and (3.21), for any t > s ≥ 0, we obtain

E(MF
t |Fs) =

∫ ∞

0
[E(E(F (ur(ϕ))|Ft)|Fs)− E(E(F (ur(ϕ))|F0)|Fs)]dr

=

∫ ∞

0
[E(F (ur(ϕ))|Fs)− E(F (ur(ϕ))|F0)]dr

= MF
s .

In addition, it’s not hard to get that EMF
t = 0.

Next, by (5.4) and the Markov properties of solution map ut, we obtain

MF
t =

∫ ∞

0
[E(F (ur(ϕ))|Ft)− E(F (ur(ϕ))|F0)]dr

=

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr +

∫ ∞

t

E(F (ur(ϕ))|Ft)dr −
∫ ∞

0
E(F (ur(ϕ)))dr

=

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))− PrF (ϕ)dr +

∫ ∞

t

Pr−tF (ut(ϕ))− PrF (ϕ)dr.

(6.13)

Thus, (6.12), (3.21) and the definition of ‖·‖K yield

E
∣∣MF

t

∣∣2

= E

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ)) − PrF (ϕ)dr +

∫ ∞

t

Pr−tF (ut(ϕ)) − PrF (ϕ)dr

∣∣∣∣
2

= E

∣∣∣∣‖F‖K {
∫ t

0
K(ur(ϕ))dr +M⋆

∗ [

∫ ∞

t

e−
η∗

2
(r−t)(1 + ‖ut(ϕ)‖2H)

1
2dr +

∫ ∞

0
e−

η∗

2
r(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H)

1
2dr]}

∣∣∣∣
2

≤M⋆
∗ (t) ‖F‖K [1 + E ‖ut(ϕ)‖2H + ‖ϕ‖2H],

where M⋆
∗ (t) is an increasing function, which implies that E

∣∣MF
t

∣∣2 <∞ for t ∈ R. ✷

For any integer k ≥ 1, by (6.13), we have

MF
k = MF

k−1 +

∫ k

k−1
F (ur(ϕ))dr +

∫ ∞

0
PrF (uk(ϕ)) − PrF (uk−1(ϕ))dr. (6.14)

Next consider the conditional variance for {MF
n }n∈Z+ ,

Ξ2
n(MF ) =

n∑

i=1

E((MF
i −MF

i−1)
2|Fi−1).
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By (6.14) and the Markov properties of ut, we obtain

E((MF
i −MF

i−1)
2|Fi−1) = E(

∣∣∣∣
∫ i

i−1
F (ur(ϕ))dr +

∫ ∞

0
PrF (ui(ϕ))− PrF (ui−1(ϕ))dr

∣∣∣∣
2

|Fi−1)

= S[F (ui−1(ϕ))],

which implies

Ξ2
n(MF ) =

n−1∑

i=0

S[F (ui(ϕ))]. (6.15)

Lemma 6.3. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then there exist constants c1, c2 such

that

E( sup
t∈(n,n+1)

ec1‖ut(ϕ)‖
2
H) ≤ ec2(1+‖ϕ‖2H),

for any n ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ H.

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [3] and Lemma 4.3 in [4].

Lemma 6.4. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then for any F ∈ CK(H) with
∫
H F (φ)µ

∗(dφ) = 0, we obtain

0 ≤
∫

H
S[F (φ)]µ∗(dφ) = 2

∫

H
F (φ)Υ[F (φ)]µ∗(dφ) <∞.

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [4].

Remark 6.5. It follows from (5.13) that for any ν1, ν2 ∈ P(H)

‖P ∗
t ν1 − P ∗

t ν2‖BL ≤ L7e
− η∗

2
t(

∫

H

∫

H
‖ξ − φ‖2H ν1(dξ)ν2(dφ))

1
2 . (6.16)

In addition, by (6.4) and (6.16), we have

|PtF (ϕ)− PtF (ξ)| ≤ ‖F‖BL ·
∥∥∥P ∗

t µ
ϕ
0 − P ∗

t µ
ξ
0

∥∥∥
BL

≤ 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t[

∫

H

∫

H
‖φ1 − φ2‖2H p(0, 0, ϕ,dφ1)p(0, 0, ξ,dφ2)]

1
2

= 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t[

∫

H
‖ϕ− φ2‖2H p(0, 0, ξ,dφ2)]

1
2

= 2L7M
⋆ ‖F‖K e−

η∗

2
t ‖ϕ− ξ‖H ,

(6.17)

where µϕ0 (Γ) = p(0, 0, ϕ,Γ) and µ
ξ
0(Γ) = p(0, 0, ξ,Γ). Thus, by (6.16) and (6.17), it is similar

to Lemma 4.2 in [4], and we can obtain that there exists a constant M > 0 such that for any
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F ∈ CK(H) and ϕ ∈ H
‖S[F ]‖K ≤M ‖F‖2K . (6.18)

For any the non-negative constant ζ, let Πζ(·) be the normal distribution function with zero

mean and variance ζ, where

Π0(y) =

{
1, y ≥ 0,

0, y < 0.

Then based on the above preparation, we will give the central limit theorem below.

Theorem 6.6. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6) and λ < η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 , for any ϕ ∈ H and

F ∈ CK(H) with
∫
H F (φ)µ

∗(dφ) = 0, let ζ = (
∫
H S[F (φ)]µ∗(dφ)) 1

2 ∈ [0,∞) and we have the

following conclusions:

(a) When ζ > 0, for ǫ ∈ [0, 15), there exists an increasing function Gǫ : R+ × R+ → R+ such that

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Πζ(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Gǫ(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H)t−
1
5
+ǫ,

for any ϕ ∈ H and t > 0;

(b) When ζ = 0, there exists an increasing function G : R+ × R+ → R+ such that

sup
y∈R

[(|y| ∧ 1)

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Π0(y)

∣∣∣∣] ≤ G(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H)t−
1
4 ,

for any ϕ ∈ H and t > 0.

Proof of (a) Theorem 5.2 and Lemma 6.3 imply that the assumptions of Theorem 2.8 in [58]

hold. Thus, we can obtain that for ε ∈ [ 120 ,
1
4) and q = 1, there exists an increasing continuous

function hε : R+ × R+ → R+ such that

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Πζ(y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ t−
1
4
+εhε(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) + ζ−4 ⌈t⌉(1−4ε)

E

∣∣∣∣∣
Ξ2
⌈t⌉(MF )

⌈t⌉ − ζ2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

.

(6.19)

Similar to (6.4), we have

∣∣PtS[F (ϕ)] − ζ2
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣PtS[F (ϕ)] −
∫

H
S[F (φ)]µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣

≤M⋆
∗ ‖S[F ]‖K e−

η∗

2
t(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H)

1
2 ,
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which implies that there exists a constant C3 such that by Lemma 2.1 of [4]

E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n−1∑

i=0

S[F (ui(ϕ))] − ζ2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C3n
−1 ‖S[F ]‖2K (1 + ‖ϕ‖2H).

Hence by (6.15), we arrive at

E

∣∣∣∣∣
Ξ2
⌈t⌉(MF )

⌈t⌉ − ζ2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C3 ⌈t⌉−1 ‖S[F ]‖2K (1 + ‖ϕ‖2H). (6.20)

When ε ≥ 1
20 , we have ⌈t⌉−4ε ≤ 24ε · t− 1

4
+ε, which implies Gǫ(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) = hε(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) +

24εC3M
2
ζ−4(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖4K by (6.19), (6.20) and Remark 6.5. Finally, let ǫ = ε − 1

20 and we

prove (a) of Theorem 6.6.

Proof of (b) When ζ = 0, we can obtain from Theorem 2.8 in [58] that there exists an increasing

continuous function h : R+ × R+ → R+ such that

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Π0(y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ t−
1
4h(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) + ⌈t⌉− 1

2

∣∣∣EΞ2
⌈t⌉(MF )

∣∣∣
1
2

≤ t−
1
4h(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) + ⌈t⌉− 1

4 ‖S[F ]‖K [C3(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H)]
1
2

≤ G(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H)t−
1
4 ,

(6.21)

where G(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) = h(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H) + 16M [C3(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H)]
1
2 ‖F‖2K. The proof of Theorem 6.6

is complete. ✷

7. Applications

In this section, in order to illustrate the validity of our main results, we give the application to

stochastic generalized porous media equations. It is worth noting that in the example, we mainly

consider additive or linear multiplicative noise. Let Λ ⊂ R
n(n ∈ N) be an open bounded subset

and let −∆ have the Dirichlet boundary condition.

Example Consider the stochastic generalized porous media equation:



du = [∆(|u|q−2 + a1u) + f(t, ut)]dt+ g(t, ut)dW (t),

u0 = ϕ ∈ H,
. (7.1)

where a1 ≥ 0 and W is a one-dimensional two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on

Lq(Λ)(q > 2).
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Assume that f and g satisfy (A5) with the same constants and have some recurrence. Then

we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that a1 + η1 − η2 − 145η3
2 > 0, then we have the following conclusions:

(1) There exists a unique entrance measure µt ∈ R2 with the same recurrence properties as the

coefficients f and g in the sense of Wasserstein metric for system (7.1).

(2) When (7.1) is an autonomous system, i.e., f(t, ϕ) = f(ϕ) and g(t, ϕ) = g(ϕ):

(i) There exists a unique measure µ∗ to system (7.1) which is uniformly exponentially mixing

in the sense of Wasserstein metric, i.e., for any t ≥ 0 and ν ∈ P, there exist constants

L, η > 0 such that

‖P ∗
t ν − µ∗‖BL ≤ Le−ηt[1 +

∫

H
‖φ‖2H ν(dφ)]

1
2 ;

(ii) For any ϕ ∈ H and F ∈ CK(H), system (7.1) has a unique global solution map ut(0, ϕ) =

ut(ϕ) such that

(a) there exists a constant C such that

E

∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H) ‖F‖2K t−1, t ≥ 1;

(b) For any fix ⌈α⌉, we obtain that for any ε ∈ (0, 1
2(⌈α⌉+2)), there exists a constant C > 0

such that
∣∣∣∣
1

t

∫ t

0
F (us(ϕ))ds−

∫

H
F (φ)µ∗(dφ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ‖F‖K t
− 1

2(⌈α⌉+2)
+ε
, t ≥ Tε(ω), P− a.s.,

where the random time Tε(ω) is P−a.s. finite;

(iii) For any ϕ ∈ H and F ∈ CK(H) with
∫
H F (φ)µ

∗(dφ) = 0, let ζ = (
∫
H S[F (φ)]µ∗(dφ)) 1

2 ∈
[0,∞), then

(a) When ζ > 0, for ǫ ∈ [0, 15 ), there exists an increasing function Gǫ : R+ × R+ → R+

such that

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Πζ(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Gǫ(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H)t−
1
5
+ǫ;

(b) When ζ = 0, there exists an increasing function G : R+ × R+ → R+ such that

sup
y∈R

[(|y| ∧ 1)

∣∣∣∣P(
1√
t

∫ t

0
F (ur(ϕ))dr ≤ y)−Π0(y)

∣∣∣∣] ≤ G(‖F‖K , ‖ϕ‖H)t−
1
4 .
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proof The statements follow from Theorems 3.2, 4.5, 5.2, 6.1 and 6.6. Next, we need to show that

the conditions (A1)−(A6) hold for the above system.

Let V = Lq(Λ), U =W
1,2
0 (Λ) and

V ∗〈A(u), v〉V := −
∫

Λ
u(x) |u(x)|q−2 v(x)dx− a

∫

Λ
u(x)v(x)dx,

for u, v ∈ V , which implies that V ⊂ U = U∗ ⊂ V ∗. Then we obtain:

(A1) First, by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain

|V ∗〈A(u1), u2〉V | ≤ [

∫

Λ
|u1(x)|q dx]1−

1
q · [

∫

Λ
|u2(x)|q dx]

1
q

+ a1[

∫

Λ
|u1(x)|

q
q−1 dx]1−

1
q · [

∫

Λ
|u2(x)|q dx]

1
q

≤ [‖u1‖q−1
V + a1Mq(‖u1‖q−1

V + |Λ|
q−1
q )] ‖u2‖V ,

which implies

‖A(u)‖V ∗ ≤ (1 + a1Mq) ‖u‖q−1
V + a1Mq |Λ|

q−1
q ,

i.e., γ1 = (1 + a1Mq) and M = a1Mq |Λ|
q−1
q .

(A2)For all u ∈ V , we have by a1 > 0

|V ∗〈A(u), u〉V | ≤ −‖u‖qV ,

which implies γ2 = 0, p = q and γ3 = 1.

(A3) For all u1, u2 ∈ V , we obtain

V ∗〈A(u1)−A(u2), u1 − u2〉V ≤ −a1 ‖u1 − u2‖2U ,

which implies λ = −a1.
(A4) By the definition of V ∗〈·, ·〉V , θ ∈ R →V ∗ 〈A(u1+θu2), u3〉V is continuous for all u1, u2, u3 ∈ V .

(A6) Let Ũ = L2(Λ) and ∆ be the Laplace operator on L2(Λ) with the Dirichlet boundary condi-

tion. Define An = −∆(I − ∆
n
)−1, then A6 holds(see [19] for details).

For example, let

f(t, ut) = a2(sin t+ cos 3t)[cos u(t, x) +

∫ 0

−τ

u(t+ θ, x)dθ],
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and

g(t, ut) = a3 sin(

√
2

2 + cos t+ cos
√
2t)

)

∫ 0

−τ

u(t+ θ, x)dθ,

where a2, a3 ∈ R. For any u1t , u
2
t ∈ H, we have

〈
f(t, u1t )− f(t, u2t ), u

1(t)− u2(t)
〉
U
≤ 2 |a2| · [

∥∥u1(t)− u2(t)
∥∥2
U
+

∫ 0

−τ

∥∥u1(t+ θ)− u2(t+ θ)
∥∥2
U
dθ],

∥∥f(t, u1t )− f(t, u2t )
∥∥
U
≤ 4 |a2| ·

∥∥u1t − u2t
∥∥
H
,

∥∥g(t, u1t )− g(t, u2t )
∥∥2

L (K,U)
≤ |a3| ·

∫ 0

−τ

∥∥u1(t+ θ)− u2(t+ θ)
∥∥2
U
dθ,

which implies η1 = −2 |a2|, η2 = 2 |a2|, L0 = 4 |a2| and η3 = |a3|. Thus, when a1−4 |a2|− 145|a3|
2 > 0,

there exists a unique Levitan almost periodic measure µt ∈ R2 in the sense of Wasserstein metric

for system (7.1). In addition, let

f(t, ut) = a2[cos u(t, x) +

∫ 0

−τ

u(t+ θ, x)dθ], g(t, ut) = a3

∫ 0

−τ

u(t+ θ, x)dθ,

then η1 = − |a2|, η2 = |a2|, L0 = 2 |a2| and η3 = |a3|. Thus, when a1 − 2 |a2| − 145|a3|
2 > 0, the

conclusions (i)-(iii) of Theorem 7.1 are also hold.

Appendix I: The specific proof of Lemma 4.1:

For any t ≥ s, let ς0(t) be a stopping time as defined by

ς0(t) = inf{r ≥ t : ‖u(r)‖ > R0},
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and we set ς0(t) = +∞ if inf{r ≥ t : ‖u(t)‖ > R0} = ∅. For any T ≥ 0, by (A2), (A5) and

(3.4),(3.21), applying the Itô formula to ‖u((t+ T ) ∧ ς0(t))‖2 yields

E ‖u((t+ T ) ∧ ς0(t))‖2

= E ‖u(t)‖2 + E

∫ (t+T )∧ς0(t)

t

[2V ∗〈A(r, u(r)), u(r))〉V + 2 〈f(r, ur), u(r)〉

+ ‖g(r, ur)‖2L (K,U)]dr

≤ L1 + L2 ‖ϕ‖2H + [−(2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ]

∫ (t+T )∧ς0(t)

t

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr

+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)

∫ (t+T )∧ς0(t)

t

∫ 0

−τ

E ‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ)dr + (
1

ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2T

≤ L1 + L2 ‖ϕ‖2H + [−(2η1 − ǫ1) + 2λ+ 2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
]

∫ (t+T )∧ς0(t)

t

E ‖u(r)‖2 dr

+ (2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)

∫ t

t−τ

E ‖u(r + θ)‖2 π(dθ)dr + (
1

ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2T

≤ L1 + L2 ‖ϕ‖2H − τ(2η2 +
η3

1− ǫ2
)
G1 +G4

G2 +G5
+ (

1

ǫ1
+

1

ǫ2
)M2T

:= L(ϕ, T ).

(I.1)

By (I.1), we have

E[‖u(ς0(t))‖2 1 ς0(t)<t+T ] ≤ L, (I.2)

which implies

P(ω : ς0(t) < t+ T ) ≤ L

R2
0

. (I.3)

Hence for any t ≥ s, there exists a positive constant R′
0 independent of ǫ ∈ [0, 1] such that the

solution u(t; s, ϕ) of (5.1) satisfies

P(ω : { sup
r∈[t,t+T ]

‖u(r; s, ϕ)‖ > R}) < ǫ, t ≥ s, R ≥ R′
0.

This completes the proof. ✷

Appendix II: The specific proof of Lemma 4.2:

Consider the system (5.1),

du(t) = [A(t, u(t)) + f(t, ut)dt+ g(t, ut)]dW (t), t ≥ s
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with the initial data us = ϕ ∈ H. We know that under (A1)-(A5), (5.1) admits a unique solution

u(t; s, ϕ) := u(t) and note that

u(t; s, ϕ) = ϕ(0) +

∫ t

s

[A(r, u(r; s, ϕ)) + f(r, ur(s, ϕ))]dr +

∫ t

s

g(r, ur(s, ϕ))dW (r).

For any ǫ > 0, letting T = 2τ of Lemma 4.1, it follows from Proposition 1 and the definition

of the norm of Ũ that there exists R2 > 0 such that for any t ≥ s

P(ω : sup
r∈[t,t+τ ]

‖ut‖H̃ > R2) < ǫ. (II.1)

For any t ≥ s, let ς1(t) be a stopping time as defined by

ς1(t) = inf{r ≥ t : ‖ut‖H̃ > R2}, (II.2)

and we set ς1(t) = +∞ if inf{r ≥ t : ‖ut‖H̃ > R2} = ∅. For any t ≥ s, δ ∈ (0, τ) and l > 1, by

(A2), (A5) and Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, we have

E( sup
θ∈[t,t+δ]

‖u(θ ∧ ς1(t))− u(t)‖2l)

≤ 32l−1
E( sup

θ∈[t,t+δ]

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ θ∧ς1(t)

t

A(r, u(r; s, ϕ))dr

∥∥∥∥∥

2l

) + 32l−1
E( sup

θ∈[t,t+δ]

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ θ∧ς1(t)

t

f(r, ur(s, ϕ))dr

∥∥∥∥∥

2l

)

+ 32l−1
E( sup

θ∈[t,t+δ]

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ θ∧ς1(t)

t

g(r, ur(s, ϕ))dW (r)

∥∥∥∥∥

2l

)

≤ 32l−1[(γ1R
p−1
1 +M)2l + (M + L0R1)

2l]δ2l + 3ClE(

∫ (t+δ)∧ς1(t)

t

‖g(r, ur(s, ϕ))‖2 dr)l

≤ G7δ
l.

Let s→ −∞ such that for any t ∈ R

E( sup
θ∈[t,t+δ]

‖U(θ ∧ ς1(t))− U(t)‖2) ≤ G7δ
l. (II.3)

By (II.1) and (II.2), we obtain P(ω : ς1(t − τ) < t) < ǫ. Hence let δ = 1 ∧ τ ∧ ( ǫκ
2l

τ9l
)

1
l−1 , then we
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have

P(ω : { sup
θ1,θ2∈[−τ,0],|θ1−θ2|<δ

‖Ut(θ1)− Ut(θ2)‖ ≥ κ})

≤ P(ω : ς1(t− τ) < t) + P(ω : {ς1(t− τ) > t, sup
θ1∈[−τ,0],θ2∈[θ1,(θ1+δ)∧0]

‖U(t+ θ1)− U(t+ θ2)‖ ≥ κ})

≤ ε+ P(ω : {ς1(t− τ) > t, max
k∈[0,[ τδ ]],k∈N+

sup
r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ]

‖U(r)− U(t− (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ

3
})

≤ ε+

[ τδ ]∑

k=0

P(ω : {ς1(t− (k + 1)δ ∧ τ) > t, sup
r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ]

‖U(r)− U(t− (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ

3
})

≤ ε+

[ τδ ]∑

k=0

P(ω : { sup
r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ]

‖U(r ∧ ς1(t− (k + 1)δ ∧ τ))− U(t− (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ

3
})

≤ ε+ (1 +
τ

δ
)
32l

κ2l
G7δ

l

≤ G8ε.

This completes the proof. ✷
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