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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
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 p;. As a
result, any sequence of the average of {u;}tcr have the limit point p*. Further, we study the
uniform exponential mixing of the measure p* 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,u)]dt + g(t, u)dW (1), (L.1)

us =¢ € H,
where A satisfies some monotone conditions and W (t)(t € R) is a two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener
process with @ = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, (-,-) k). Now if u(t;s, ) is the solution with
the initial segment ¢ at s of (1.1), we have a solution map u:(s,p) by setting u; = {u(0)} =
u(t+6)(—7 <6 <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 s (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 yu; 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 py of (1.1), there are two main problems to be solved. The first is
the construction of entrance measure. Indeed, the entrance measure u; we obtained is the law of
a special class of solution maps, i.e, u(I') = P(w : Uy € T') where w(s, ) £2> U as s - —oo. 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 Arzela-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 ¢, 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"™ 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 p’ = % fOL wedt. It has been

noted that the tightness of {u;}ier implies that

1 L
{'MLZE/ pedt - L € N1}
0

is tight. Then we obtain that when L — oo, there exists a weak limit p* 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:

%/0 F(us(go))ds—>/HF(¢),u*(d¢) as t— oo, P-—a.s.,

where F' is the observation function;

(2) Central limit theorem:
1_ t * w
Vi /0 [Fur(0)) = /H F(¢)p*(dg)]dr %5 I,

w . .
where — means weak convergence and II 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,|||ly), (K,]|-]|x) be separable Hilbert spaces with inner product (-,-);, (), and
(V. |Illy/) be a reflexive Banach space such that

Vcu=U"cV",

where U*, V* are the dual spaces of U, V and V C U continuously and densely. So we have
U* C V* continuously and densely. Let y+«(-,-)y denote the pairing between V* and V', which
shows that forallu e U, v € V,

% <u’ U>V = <u’ U>Ua

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

The (22, .7, {%#}+>0,P) is a certain complete probability space and B(Y') denotes the o-algebra
generated by space Y. Let mVn := max{m,n} and m An := min{m,n}. In this paper, denote by
R™ the n-dimensional Euclidean space and |-| the Euclidean norm. H := C([—7,0];U) is regarded

as a space of all continuous functions from [—7,0] into U and has the norm |[[¢[|,, = sup ||@(0);
<6<0

for all ¢ € H, where 7 € (0, +00) is referred to as the delay. We use 7T to represent the probability
measure set on [—7,0], i.e., for any m € T, fET m(df) = 1. For any ¢ > 1 and the Banach space
(Y, []|ly)s £2(£2,Y) denotes the Banach space of all Y-value random variables:

L1Q,Y) = {y QYR = [ g < oo} |
(9]

where

Q=

loll, = (] ol ap’.
Q
Let P(H) be the family of all probability measures on (H,B(H)) with the following bounded

Lipschitz distance

w1 — wallpg, == SUP{‘/Fd/M - /quz N F|l g, <1},

. . F —F
where |||y, := [l + Lip(F) and [|Fll, = supyey [F(@)], Lip(F) = sup,, 4, Let-Fleal

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

Ry = 1 € POH) - sup [0](d6) < o0
tERH
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Consider a stochastic functional partial differential equation with finite delay:

du(t) = (A(t,u) + f(t,ue))dt + g(t, u)dW (1),
=p€EH,

(2.1)

where u; = {u(0)} = u(t 4+ 0)(—7 < 6 < 0) and A(-,-) : R x V — V* is a family of nonlinear
monotone and coercive operators. f: R xH — U and g : R x H — Z(K,U) are two continuous
maps where Z(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 @) = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, (-, ) k)
with respect to a complete filtered probability space (2, .%,{.%; }+>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(¢; s, ¢).

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 wu; 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 : A x H x B(H) — R* where A = {(t,s) : t > s,t,s € R} for uy € H
and I € B(H) with the following properties:

1) p(t,s,u, T') = P(w : up € Tlus);

2) p(t,s,-,T') is B(H)-measurable for every ¢t > s and I' € B(H);
3)

4)

p(t, s, ¢,-) is a probability measure on B(H) for every ¢t > s and ¢ € H;

The Chapman-Kolmogorov equation:

p(t,s, ¢, T) = /p(u 7,0, D)p(7,5,0,d0)

H

holds for any s <7 <t, p € Hand I' € B(H).

We further define a map p(t,s) : P(H) — P(H) for any p € P(H) and I € B(H) by

P(t, 5)u(T) = / p(t, 5,6, T)u(dd). (2.2)
H

Next we will give the concept of entrance measures:
Definition 2.1. We say a measure-valued map p : R — P(H) is an entrance measure of (2.1) if
p(t, )y = pg for all t > r;r € R.
Lemma 2.2. Assume puy and pg are two probability measures on (H,B(H)). For any open set
L' CH, if pi(T) < pa(T), then py = po.
proof The specific proof details can be found in Lemma 2.9 of [23].



Let (¥, d;y) and (Z, d2) be two complete metric spaces; C(R, Z) represent the set of all continuous
functions, let ®' := ®(¢ + 1) be the I-translation of ®, for any ® € C(R, Z). Let H(®) be the hull
of ®, which is the set of all the limits of ®» in C(R, Z), i.e., for some sequence 1, C R

H(®) = {fo € C(R,Z): lim do(d, T) = 0} .

n—o0
The specific definitions of various Poisson stable functions and the relationship between their
functions can be seen in [14, 56, 59].

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

(1) @ are continuous in ¢ uniformly w.r.t. y on every bounded subset B C Y;

(2) @ are bounded on all bounded subset from R x ).

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

oo
1 pp(2, V)
o,0) =% — %2
where p,(®, V) = sup da(®, V), and {B"} are bounded, B" C B"*! and Y = |J B™. Thus
[t|<n,yeB™ n>1

(BUC(R x Y,Z),ppuc) 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 C Y and have the following metric:

(e}

1 dn(®,0)
ppe(®,T) = Zg—m

where dy, (P, V) := sup p(®(y), ¥(y)). Then (BC(D,Y),dpc) is a complete metric space.
yeB™
In addition, we need to introduce the following symbols for & € C(R, Z):

Ng = {{tn} CR: 0" = &}, N§ = {{t,} C Ng : D" converges to ¢ uniformly in t € R},

Mo = {{t,} CR: {®"} converges}, b= {{tn} C Mg : {®} converges uniformly int € R} .

Now for f € BUC(R x Y, Z), define f*: R — BC(),Z) by f*(t) := f(t,).
Remark 2.3. [14] For all f € BUC(R x Y, Z),

(1) My =My

(2) g = M.

Definition 2.4. A function ® € C(R, Z) is said to be comparable (by character of recurrence)
with ¥ € C(R, Z) if Mg C Ng; P is said to be uniformly comparable (by character of recurrence)
with U if My C Me.
Theorem 2.5. ( [14, 56, 57]) Let @,V € C(R,Z). Then the following statements hold:
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(1) Uniformly comparability implies comparability, i.e., My C Mg implies Ny C Ng;

(2) My, C My implies NY, C NG ;

(3) Let ® € C(R, Z) be comparable by character of recurrence with ¥ € C(R,Z). If the function
U is stationary (respectively, T-periodic, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson
stable), then so is ®;

(4) Let ® € C(R, Z) be uniformly comparable by character of recurrence with ¥ € C(R,Z) and ¥

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

Definition 2.6. Let p : R — P(#H) be a measure-valued map. Then p; is called compatible
(respectively, uniformly compatible) in the sense of Wasserstein metric with coefficients, if M4 ¢4 C
‘:Tvtm (respectively, M4 ¢4 C ﬁtut), where {Tvtm (respectively, ﬁll«t) means the set of all sequences
{t,} C R such that H,u(.thn) — )

‘ pp — 0ast — oo (respectively, {4i(.4y,)} converges) uniformly

on any compact interval.

3. Existence and uniqueness of entrance measure

Throughout this section, we assume that the initial value ¢ € H is independent of {W (t)}s>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, 73 > 0 and p > 2 for all
u €V, t e R such that
-1
IAG wllye < yallully + M,
and
LAy V190 0) Ly < M.
(A2) (Coercivity) There exist constants 72 € R, 73 > 0 such that for allu € V, t € R
ve (At u), )y < vz llullgy = llullf, + M.
(A3) (Monotonicity) There exists constant A € R such that for all uj,us € V, t € R
V* (A(t,ul) — A(t,uQ),ul — u2>V S A Hu1 — UQH%] .
(A4) (Semicontinuity) For all uj,u,u3 € V and ¢t € R, the map

R —y- <A(t,u1 + (9U2),U3>V
8



is continuous.

(A5) For f and g, there exist constants 71 € R and 73,73, Lo > 0 and m € T, such that for all
p,9eH

0
<ﬂt@—fﬁ¢%ﬂ®—¢®»aS—mHﬂ®—¢®W5+m/jMﬂﬂ—ﬂ@%%@®7

-7

1t 0) = F(t D)y < Lolle = dlly s

0

gt ) — 9t D) ey < s / lo(6) — $(6)]1% 7(d6)-

Remark 3.1.

(1) Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), the every pair (A4, f,§) € H(A, f,g) also satisfies the same
property with the same constants, where H(A, f,g) = {(AL fl,g!):1 € R} is the hull of
(A, f,9);

(2) Under assumptions(A1)-(A5), A€ BUCRxV,V*), f € BUC(RxH,U) and g € BUC(R x
H, 2 (K,U)) and H(A, f,g) € BUC(R x V,V*) x BUC(R x H,U) x BUC(R x H, Z(K,U)).

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

the index U of || - ||y and (- ,-)y, if it does not cause confusion.

Theorem 3.2. Consider (2.1). Under assumptions (A1)—(A5), and X < n1 —n2 — @,

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

proof Analyzing system (2.1), we know that under (A1)—(Ab), there exists a unique solution
u(t; s, ) with the initial date us = ¢ and a unique solution map w(s, ) by [11]. We divide the

proof into five steps:

step 1: There exist constants L1 and Lo such that

E lu(t:s,9)lI” < Lu [l@ll3 + Lo,

for all ¢t > s.



By It6 formula, we obtain for any n > 0, t > s,
t
& u(t) | = €™ | p(0)|% + 2 / e (a(r), g(r, ue)dW (r))
t
r 1
+/ e [ u(r)||2 + 2v- (A(r, u(r)), u(r)))y (3.1)

+2(f(ryun), u(r)) + [lg(r, ) | % )l
By (A1), (A2), (A5) and Young’s inquality, for any €1,e € (0,1), t > s,

2 t
O < RO + (g + ) =) +2 [ emul (gl )W ()
= @m =)+ 2 [ e fu)ar (3:2)

t 0
ot 2 [om [ utr+ )| n(ao)ar
— €2 Js -7

Further, we have, for ¢ > s,

/ | /0 ¢"E Ju(r + 6)|* m(dg)dr
/_T/ e E |[u(r + 0)|* dra(dd) (3.3)

§e’7T/ TR u(r)|? dr.

Taking expectation of both sides for (3.2), we have, for ¢ > s,

1 1. M? s
"R [[u(t)||* <e™E[|lp(0)] + (5ot o) (€ — &) + (2my + — 2 )em/ e E ||u(r)||* dr
€1 €’ N 1—e9 ot

t
= =) + 22+ @+ 2] [ TE Ju)ar.
2
Let

O(n) =n— (2m —e1) + 2\ + (22 + 12—362)6”7.

Since A < mp — 1 — @, there exist €1,e2 € (0,1) such that 2n; —e; — 2\ > 2m2 + 12362' Hence
377 > 0 such that ©(7) = 0, which implies

E u(t)|* < L1 + La |lell3, (3.4)

where Ly = (55 + &) and Ly = 1+ (2 + 1275

2€eq €2

step 2: There exist constants Lg, L4 such that

E |lu(t; s1,¢) — u(t; 32,<p)H2 <(L3+ Ly H‘PH%)G_"*“_”),
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for all —oo < 89 <51 <t < 0.

For —o0 < s5 < 81 < t < 00, applying the It6 formula to e ||u(t; s1, @) — u(t; s2, ¢)||* yields

eME [|u(t; s1,¢) — ult; s2, )|

t
— &2 ||u(so; 51, ) — @(0)]|2 + 77/ e E ||u(r; s1, ) — u(r; sz, )| > dr

S2

t
4 / ETE lg(r,un (51, 9)) — 900, tun (52, D)2 ) A

52

+ 2E/ e ly=(A(r,ulr; s1,9)) — A(r, ulr; sz, ), ulr; s1, ) — ul(r; s2,9)))v

S2

+ (f(r,ur(s1,9)) — f(r,ur(s2, @), u(r; s1, ) — u(r; sz, @))ldr.
Similar to (3.3),
t 0
/ / e"E |[u(r + 0; s1,¢) — u(r + 0; 52, 9)||* 7(df)dr
T t
<o / TR [[u(rs s1, ) — u(r 52, )| dr.
So—T
By (A3) and (A5), we have
e"E |[u(t; s1,9) — ult; s2, )|
S2
< e"2E ||u(s2; 51, ) — 9(0)||* + (22 + 773)6"7/ e E |lu(r; s1,¢) — @(r)] dr

82—T

t
+ [ = 21 4+ 2X + (2n2 + 13)€e"] / e E |Ju(r; s1, ) — u(r; s2, )| dr.

52

Similarly, there exists 7* > 0 such that 7* — 211 + 2\ + (272 +13)e” ™ = 0. Hence

Elu(t; s1,9) = ult; 52,9)[* < (s + La [lllz)e™ ),

en’' T

where Ly = Ly(1 + (27’24_77#) and Ly = (1 + Lo)(1 + %)

step 3: There exists Ls > 0 such that

E [Jus(s1, ) — wi(s2, ) |5, < Lse™™ ¢=52),

(3.5)

for all —oo < s9 < 81 <t < 00, where Ls = [e7 ™ + 13T + ((27’2+n3)e2z T30 TN (Lg + Ly ||g0||3_l)

7
By the definition of |-l

E [|ug(s1, ) — ue(s2, 0) 13 = El sp lu(o; 51, 9) = u(os 52, 0)1*)-
oclt—T,1

11
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By (A3), (A5) and (3.6), we apply It6 formula to yield, for t — 7 < o

lu(o;s1,9) — U(U;Sz,@Hz

(o
< ult — 73 51,) — u(t — 7350, ) |2 — 2 — A) / la(rs 51, 0) — u(rs 2, )| dr
t—1
o ) (3.10)
2+ 1) / lu(r; 51, 0) — u(rs s2, )| dr
t—21

+2 /: (u(r; s1,0) = ul(r; s2,0), [9(r, ur (51,)) = g(7; ur(s2, 9))IAW (7)) -

-7

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

E( Es[;ip ) /ta (u(r; s1,0) —u(r; s2, ), [9(r, ur(s1,9)) — g(r, ur(s2,0))][dW(r)))

< GE( sup [lg(r,ur(s1,9)) = glr.ur(s2,0))[*) 2 ( / lu(rs s1.0) = u(r; sz, )| dr)2

re[t—r,t]
0
< BB owp [ utr +:51,0) — ulr + 012, 9)*7(08)) (3.11)
reft—r,t] J —1

t
S1SE([ ulrssn ) — ulrssn, ) )
t

t
(L + Lallpl3)e™" 72 + 18E(/ l(r; 51, 0) — 2(r; 52, 0) || * dr).

t—1

2n* T
e
Sn?,

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), we have by A >n; —npp — &

E( sup [Ju(o;s1,9) — u(o; sz, 9)|)
oEt—T,t]

(o2
<E( sup {|lu(o;51,9) —u(0; 50, 0)[|* + [2(m — A) — (212 + 13)] / [u(rs s1,9) — ulrs sa, 0)[|* dr})
oEt—,t] T
2 =T 2
SE|lult - 7551,0) — ult — 752, 9)|| + (2112 + 13) / E [u(r; s1,0) — u(r; s, )| dr
t—27
t
e (L La e 00 +36E( [ lu(rss o) — ulrisa o) )

t—1

By (3.9) and step 2, we obtain that

E [lus(s1, ) — ue(s2, )13

(202 + n3)e®'™ + 36¢7 " (3.12)

< [T e T e )(Ls + La|ll3)e 722,

step 4: If A < — 1y — 14%, then there exists a unique map Uy = {U(0)} == {U(t + 0) :

12



2
0 € [-7,0]} € £L2(Q,H), where uy(s, ) 5 U, as s — —oo. From the proof in step 3, we obtain
that there exists U;(p) such that

lim E [lug(s, 0) — Up(0)3, =0, (3.13)
and define
() = £~ lim_uy(s.p).

Similar to (3.5)-(3.7), we obtain that for any ¢, ¢ € H

)l — gl e

2m9 +13)e” T
E ut; s, 0) — u(t; 5, 8)2 < (1 + %

(3.14)
Similar to (3.9)-(3.11) and (3.14), we deduce
. . 219 + 13)€2™ + 36e7 o
B (s ) = (o, )1 < Lalet™ + et 4 2B Mo = dll e )

=Ly —gl5e ),

which implies that U;(y) is independent of the initial date ¢ € H, and it is denoted by U;.

In addition, according to the definition of the norm |[-||,;, we can also get, for any ¢ € R,

E luellz, = E( sup |lu(t +6)[])

0e[—T,0]
<E( swpu(w)])? (316)
uE[—7+s,t]
< ez, + E sup lu(o)]?).
o€(s,

Then, applying the It6 formula yields

B sup [u(o)[*) = E[lo(0)* + 2E(sup [ (ulr).glr.u)dW (1)

oc(s,t] gE(s,t]

+ E( SUP} /0[2\/*<A(7°,u(7")),u(r))>v (3.17)

oE(s,t

+2(f(ryup), u(r)) + g (ry wn) [ e o))

13



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

E( sup
o€(s,t

7 1 1
<E[ sup {[-(2m —e1) + 2)\]/ lu(r)|* dr + (5= + =) M>?(0 — 5)
o€(s,t] s 2e1 €2

s o 0 9
R — /s /_T utr = O o] (3.18)

11 ’
< (= D)+ @+ B / E [[u(r)|* dr
261 €9 1- €2 S—T

t
+ln—a)+ 20+ o+ 1)) [ E )P ar

}/0[2v*<A(ﬁw(T))79€(T))>v +2(f(rur),u(r) + lg(ry ur) e 0r))dr)

t
=Gi(t—s)+ Gg/ E Hu(r)||2 dr + Gs,

S

where

1
Gr= (5 +=)M* Ga=-20m —a) + 20+ (2 + ),
— €2

3
1—62

Gy = (2m2 + )Nl -

By (A5), Young’s inequality, (3.3) and applying the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, we have
28 sup [ {ulr), o)A 1)
oE(s,t] Js
! 2 2 L
<12B( [ alr)I () g )
1 2 ! 0 2 2
SECsup )|+ 7281 2 [ ato-+0) () + 237
oc(s,t s —T

%E( sup ([|u(o)||*) + Ga(t - s) +G5/ E [[u(r)|* dr + Gs,

o€E(s,t]

(3.19)

IN

IN

where Gy = 144M?, G5 = 144n3, G = 144n;3 ||p||3, 7.
By (3.16)-(3.19), we have

E [|ug||?, < 31l9l|2, + 2(Gs + Gg) + 2(Gy + Ga)(t — 5)
(3.20)

t
+ (G +G5)/ E lu |2, dr.

S

Let

v(t) =3 ngH?_l +2(G3 4+ Gg) + 2(G1 + G4)(t — s) + 2(Ga2 + G5) /t v(r)dr,
14



which implies that v(t) satisfies the following equation
0(t) = 2(G1 + Gy) + 2(Gy + G5)v(t),
with initial condition v(s) = 3 HcpHg_L + 2(G3 + Gg). Solving this equation for v(t), we get

Ly GitG .
(1) = [3 gl + 2(Ga + GO +0=) — FLLZL () — (G,

We obtain E HutHg_L < v(t) by comparison principle, and it follows from the definition of E HutHiL
that for t > s

_ G+ G _
E [|ucll2, < [3llell?, + 2(Gs + Ge)]e?(GtCa)t=s) _ ZLT (1 _ (2(Ga+Cs)(t=s)y, (3.21)
G2 + G5
By A<n—ns — &27@, de1, €9 such that Gy + G5 < 0, hence
Gi1+ Gy

E [[t4], < tim supE [ue] 3, = (3.22)
S —0o0

_GQTGEJ < 00,
iLe., U € L2(Q,H).

For the proof of uniqueness, if there are two U}, U? € L2(Q,H) of (2.1), by (3.15), we have for
any t € R,

E o} — 17|, < Ly [l = 1|l e < Lye™ ¢ sup(B ||| + E [|4?]).
TER
Let s — —o0, then E U} —U2||, = 0, ie., U} £ U2,

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

Existence: By step 4, we know that there exists a unique Uy € £2(, H) of (2.1). Let u(T) =
P(w : Uy € T') and the transition probability p(t, s, p,I') = P(w: uy € T' | ug) for any I' € B(H), i.e.,
lims -0 p(t, 5,0, ') = pe(T).

Then for any I' € B(H) and t > r,r € R, we have from the Chapman—Kolmogorov equation of
the transition probability that

Bt r)par (T) = / p(t, 7,6, T)pip (d9)

H

_ / p(t,m & T)P(w : Uy, € do)

H

= lim [ p(t,r,¢,D)p(r,s, ¢, do)

S—>—00

H

(3.23)

= lim p(t,s,¢,T)

S—>—00

= Mt(r)’
15



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

Uniqueness: In the following, we will prove the uniqueness of the entrance measure p;. Suppose
that there exist two entrance measures p, o for system (2.1). By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to prove

that for any open set I' C H, such that p(T") < g4(T"). For any ¢ > s, we obtain
pe() = () /ptscp% )os(de)
H
(F) - p(t’ S F)Qs(d@)
Plw:U €T) —P(w: u(s, ) € T')os(dyp).

:4’”
:4<

Let I'y := {¢ € H : dist(¢,I'°) > p}, where dist(¢,I'*) = inlf lo — &5, and it’s not hard to get
pel’e
that I'y CT'and I') — I" as p — 0. Then

P(w: U €T)) Bl [u(s,0) ~ Uhlly, > p)

IN

Plw:U; € Tp, lue(s, ) — Uplly < p)
Plw: [ug(s,p) — U + U] €T)
P

(w:w(s,p) €T).

IN

By Chebyshev inequality and (3.15), we have

Plw:U €T) = P(w: ur(s, ) €T) <Pw: U € T\Tp) + Plw: [lue(s, p) = Uillyy = p)
S P(w: U € T\Tp) + p  E([lue(s, ) — Ull3)

P( )

P( )

<Pw:U €T\T,) +p L1 |p — Z/{HHe " (t=s)
<P(w:U € T\T,) + p 2Ly[Ly + (2 + La) ||ll5)e™" 2.
Hence
1e(T) — (T / Wi lh €T) = P(w : us(s,p) € D)oa(dy)
H
SP(with € TNL,) 4 Lo 0 [[Ly+ 24 L) olfles ().
H
As s — —o0,

(L) —or(T) S Plw: U € T\ Ty) = (T \ T'p).
On the other hand

limyy (D \T,) =
lim iy (T 1)
16



So letting p — 0, we obtain

pe(T) — (') <0,
which implies = o by Lemma 2.2.
Finally, we obtain by (3.22)

G1+ Gy

2 2
sup [ ||@ d¢) = supE ||, < ———7 <00,
p 4 6121 (de) = supE 243, < — G2

ie., u € Ra. a

4. Poisson stability entrance measure of SFPDEs with monotone coefficients

Based on the above results, in this section we show that the entrance measure p; of (2.1)
possesses the same recurrent properties as the coefficients A, f and g. Let A C R"(n € N) be an
open bounded subset and U = U(A) := W*2(A), k € N.

In order to analyze the Poisson stability measure, we need the tightness of the family of {1 }¢cr.

Therefore, we need the following condition (A6), which is used in many works.

(A6) Assume (U, || - |z7) is a closed subset of (U, || - [|7) such that U C U is compact and V C U
is continuous. Let A, be a sequence of positive definite self-adjoint operators on U and for each

n>1,
(u,v),, = (u, Apv)y;, u,v €U,

is a new inner product on U. Furthermore, we suppose that the norms || - ||,, generated by (-, ),

are all equivalent to || - ||y and we have

lull, Tllully as n— oo,

for all u € U. Let U, := (U,(,),,) and assume further that for each n > 1, 4, : V — V is
continuous and there exist constants o, 171, 72, 73, EO, M > 0 such that for all ¢ € R, u € V and

o, peH

0
(f(t,0) = f(t.0),0(0) = $(0))y;, <~ [l9(0) — S(O)II7, + 772 / lo(8) — ¢(8)II7, (d8),

—T

1£(t @) = f(t. D), < Lolle — ol
17



0
lg(t, ) = g(t, D) s, < ﬁs/ lo(8) — ()7, w(d8).

-7

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

< 00, (4.1)

supEHL{(t)\|2[7<oo and supEHUtH%
teR teR

where U(t) :== L — EIEI u(t; s, ) and H = C([—,0};0U).
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 {j}er of system (2.1).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then for any ¢ > 0
and T > 0, there exists a positive constant R independent of ¢ € [0,1] such that the solution
u(t; s, ) of (2.1) satisfies

Pw:{ sup |u(r;s,@)||>R}) <e, t>s, R>Rj.
relt,t+T]

proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix 1.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then U, satisfies that
for any € >0 and k > 0, there exists 6 = §(e, k) > 0 such that

Plw: { sup U (01) — U (02)]| > k}) <€, VteR.
91,926[7T,0},‘91792‘<5

proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix II.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then {u;}ier is tight,
thus weakly compact in P(H).

proof We just need to prove that for any € > 0, there exists a compact set I' C H such that
for all t € RT,

pe(L) >1—e.
By Proposition 1, there exists R > 0 such that for any t € R,

E[ sup [lU(t+6)[%] <R, (4.2)
0e[—1,0]

18



hence for any R > 0 by Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain

R
Plw: {GES[EE,O} l(t +0)l > RY) < @E[ S Ut +0)13] < 25
which implies P(w : {supge|_ o) [[LU(t + H)H% > R}) — 0 as R — oo, i.e., Ve > 0, IR; > 0 such that
for all t € R,
€
P(w:{ sup [U(t+ H)HU >R} < 3 (4.3)

oe[—,0]

Let {A,,} be sequences of A such that A,, C A1 foranyn € Nand A = |J A,,. Since E HL{tHg_L < 00,
n>1

for all t € R, we have that for Ve > 0,m € N, dN,,, € N such that

E[ sup ||U(0,x < =,
[06[_T0}H 10, 2) T2y, ) g

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

€

Plw: 9671_1130} 1248, ) [Fyv.z (M\An,) = 5m }) S o (4.4)
From Lemma 4.2, we have that for Ve > 0,m € N, 34,,, = d(e,m) > 0 such that
1 €
P(w : { sup Hut(Hl) —Ut(92)|| > 2_m}) < 4_m’ vVt € R. (45)

91,926[—7'70},‘91 —62|<dm

Denote by for all m € N,
Iy ={peH:|plg< R},

1

={peH: , 5[1_11:0] (6, 5'3)Hwk2 (MAy,,) = Q_m}’
m 1
TP=fpet: s [el0) - e(0)] < 5}

91,926[7T,0L‘91792 ‘<5m

Letting I' =Ty N (U, T8 N (Ure_ T'5*) implies that I' is precompact in H by the Ascoli-Arzela
theorem, then we have 1 (I') > 1 — e. This completes the proof. O

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

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

s+T s+T
B[ s oy d+E [ 1A o)IP @< DEIel;+De (46)

19



forany s e R, T > 0.
proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19].

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that (A1)-(A5) hold. Assume u}'(s;p) and ui(s;p) are the solution maps

of the following system, respectively,
Us = (Pn7
and
du(t) = (A(t’ u) + f(t’ ut))dt + g(ta ut)dW(t)’
Us = Q.
ForanyteR,ueV and p € H, as

n—s00
Jim lg" (&) = 9t D) 4 ey = 05
we have
(a) If lim, oo E || — <pH?{ =0, then lim, o0 E |[uf (s, ¢™) — us(s, @)!!i = 0;
(b) Iflim, o0 [|©™ — @lly = 0 in probability, then lim,, .o ||uf (s, ™) — (s, )|l = 0 in probabil-
1ty;

(¢) If limp oo [[Vgn — Vg, = 0 in P(H), then limy oo ||Vur — va, = 0 in P(Cls,0),H),

I5z
where

vorn(D) =Pw:¢"el), v,[I)=Pw:pel),
vup (D) = P(w sy (s,¢") €T), 14 (T) = P(w : uy(s,p) €T).

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19], the above results can be obtained by (3.9), (3.16),
1t6 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.
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proof We now prove that M4, C ﬁut, where (;y(I') = P(w : Uy € T). Let {t,} € M4 4, ie.,
there exists (A\, f,:q\) € H(A, f,g) such that for any ¢, Iy, I3 > 0

-~

f(t+ta) = Fit.0) | — 0.

lim sup
"It <o flully <h

A(t + tn,u) — Alt, u)H — 0, lim sup
v OO <u Il <2

lim sup  [lg(t + tn, ) — 9 ) k0 — O
< el <l
Assume pft and fi; are the entrance measure of the following system, respectively,
du(t) = (A(t + tn,u) + f(t + tn, ur))dt + g(t + t, ug)dW (1), (4.9)
and
du(t) = (A(t,u) + f(t,ue))dt + Gt, ug)dW (¢). (4.10)
Let ¢ < —1(|¢| € N), and for any sequence {n : n € N}, we obtain that {y},, is tight by Theorem
4.3. Hence there exists a subsequence {ny} C {n} such that

,u?’“V—V)gg as k—oo in P(H),

where g; € P(H). Assume u(t, 4, p;) is the solution of the following system

~ o~

du(t) = (A(t,u) + f(t,us))dt + g(t, ug)dW (t),
up =@y €H,

where ¢y is the random variable with distribution gp. Let vf(T) = P(w : us(£, ;) € T). By (c) of

Lemma 4.4, we obtain for any ¢ € [¢, c0)

lim ‘,u?’“—nyBL:O in P(H).

k—o0

Let ¢ = —1, and we obtain that {uy*, }x is tight by Theorem 4.3. Thus, there exists a subsequence

{ng, } == {nk} such that {,uzlfﬁ }1 is convergent. Going if necessary to a subsequence, we assume

the subsequence {ny, } := {ng}. Repeating the above process, in fact, we can obtain for any
te[l—1,00)

lim ‘ "k—ug_lu =0 in P(H),

e My t BI (H)

which implies that for any ¢ € [¢, 00)

vi=v"t in P(H).
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Note that l/f is independent of ¢, which is denoted by v;. Hence by the standard diagonal argument,

there exists a subsequence {ny} C {n} such that

Hm || — =0 i .
Al =l gy in P(H)

Let ¢ — —oo, then by (3.13), there exists U4, € £2(€2,H) such that

12
lim E Hut(f, ©r) _UtHH = 0.

f——o00

Since L£2-convergence implies convergence in distribution, we have u;(¢, ;) — LA{t in distribution
uniformly on R, i.e., vy = fiy, where 7i(T) = P(w : U; € T'). Hence we can extract a subsequence

k

which we still denote by u* satisfying

khjgo It — Tl pr, = klgrolo lui* = vllp, =0 in P(H),

for any ¢ € R. The above proof process shows that for sequence {n;}72, C N, there is a subsequence

{ng, }72, C {ni}32, such that for any t € R

lim HM?’“L —ﬁtHBLzo in P(H),

L—oo
which implies
nh_{go [t = Hellp, =0 in P(H). (4.11)

In addition, under (A1)-(A5), (4.9) admits a unique solution u"(t; s, ) with the initial data
us = @ satisfying

ult: 5,0) = p(0) + / A+t u(r:5,0)) + £+ b ur(s, 0))]dr

t (4.12)
+ / 9+t up(5, ) AW (1),
and
u(t +tn;s+ tn,QD)
t+in
= o(0) + / A, u(rs 5 + tay @) + (s -+t @)dr
S+tn
t+in
,Up (S + ty, ) dW (r
[ gt (s ) aw o) (4.13)

t
— o(0) + / LA+ by a1+ b5 5 + b)) + (7 + bty (5 + by 0))Jdr

t —~
+ / G0 + sty (5 + £ @) (1),
22



where /W(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 u} (s, ¢) and w4, (s+t,, ¢) completely
depends on u"(t) and u(t + t,) and their history, we see by the weak uniqueness that u}" and w44,
share the same distribution for any ¢ > s (s € R) . Furthermore, from the conclusion of Theorem

3.2, we can obtain that

Upys, = L% — lim ugyy, (5 + tn, @) 22— lim uy' (s, ) = U/, (4.14)

S——00 S——00
i.e., for any I' € B(H),
s (T) = Pw: oy, €T) = Plw: U € T) = i (T). (4.15)
Hence, by (4.11) and (4.15), we have
i (|, — el =0 i P(H),

for any t € R, which implies that for any ¢ > 0,

nh—>ncj>lo Iﬁ@}f Hlutthn - MtHBL =0,

i.e., the measure p; of (2.1) is uniformly compatible by Definition 2.6. O

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) int € R uniformly with respect tou € V and ¢ € H on every bounded subset, we
can obtain that the unique entrance measure p; 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 uw € V and ¢ € H on every bounded
subset, then the unique entrance measure py 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(ue))dt + g(u)dW (¢),
us =@ €M,

(5.1)

where A(,-) : V' — V* is a family of nonlinear monotone and coercive operators. f: H — U and
g:H — Z(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 {y;}icr as established in Section 4, we now
investigate the exponential mixing of (5.1). With the transition probability p(t,s,¢,I') := P(w :
u(s,p) € T), for any r > 0, we associate a mapping P : P(H) — P(H) defined by

P uy(T) = p(r, 0)puy (T) = /H p(r,0, 6, T)jue(dg). (5.2)

For any F' € C,(H), which is defined as the the set of all bounded continuous functions F' : H — R
endowed with the norm || F'[| , = supgey |F(€)], we define the following semi-group Ps; for t > s

P F(€) = /H F(6)p(s,t.€,d5). (5.3)

In particular, the operator Fp; is written as P;.

Proposition 3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the semi-group P (t > s) is
Feller, i.e. for all F € Cy(H), Ps+F € Cp(H).

proof From the definition of the semi-group P;;, we have ||Py;F|| < [[F|,. The next ma-
jor task is to prove that P, ;F' is continuous.

We just need to prove that for any sequence &, € H, £ € H, when lim,_, ||, — £l = 0, we
have limy, o0 | Ps 1 F'(&n) — Ps ¢ F(§)| = 0. Since

P F(E) = / F(o)p(t. 5., d0)

H
= | PP u(s.9 € do) (5.4
= BF(u(5,6))

ie.

’Ps,tF(fn) - Ps,tF(f)’ = ’EF(ut(Safn)) - EF(“t(&f))L (5'5)
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by (3.15) we can get
E [[ur(s, €) — ue(s, &n)llz < L7 1€ — Enllz e ),
ie. u(s,&n) L ug(s, &) as n — oo. Let
Wr={w: [lus(s, & w)llgy < By, Wi = {w: [lus(s, &n, w3 < R}
Then by the Chebyshev inequality and (3.21) we have

lim [inf P(WRrNWg)] =1,

R—o00 neN

ie. Ve > 0, 3R such that as R > R, for any n € N

g
PWrNWE) >1— ———.
f 4|l

Since I € Cy(H), we have that Ve > 0, 36 = é(e, R) such that as [|§; — &2y, < J, then

[F(&1) — F(&)] <e.

Let W§ = {w : |Jue(s, &, w) — ui(s,&n,w)|| < 0} and we obtain that lim,, . P(Wy') = 1.
For any w € Wr N Wp N W', we obtain

[ (u(s,€)) = Flue(s, &))| < 5.
Then
limsup |EF (u(s, &) — EF (ui(s,§))|

n—;:oo (5.6)
< 3 + 2| F||, limsup[2 — (P(Wg N Wg) + P(W{"))].
n—oo

Letting ¢ — 0 implies limy, o0 | Ps ¢ F' (&) — Ps ¢ F'(€)] = 0. Then the semi-group Ps; is Feller. O

For the above entrance measure p, set

L 1 L
. / et (5.7)
0

and £ := {ML; L € N*}. By Theorem 4.3, we obtain that {u}scr is tight on #, which implies that
for any € > 0, there exists a precompact set I' C H such that for all L € NT, we have

1 L
W)= ¢ [ e 1- e
L 0
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i.e., £ is tight, hence £ is weakly compact in P(#H). Thus we know that there exists a probability
measure p* on P(H) such that u — p* as L — oco. Before proving the exponential mixing of

measure p*, we still need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Assume the conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the measure u* satisfies
Pt (L) = (L),

foranyr >0 and I' € B(H). In particular, the measure satisfying the above property is unique.

proof For every r > 0, t € R and I' € B(H), by Proposition 3, Chapman-Kolmogorov equa-

tion and Lemma 2.3, we find that

P:,Ut(r)

/ p(n 07 ¢7 P)Mt(d(b)
H

= lim p(T, 0, 9, F)p(ta S, P d¢)
Jim (5.8)

= lim p(r+t,t;¢;r)p(tas?@a dgb)
S——00 H

= pir¢(T).

Therefor, by (5.8) we have

L L 1 L 1 L 1 r+L T
Pips—p” = —/ fr42dt — —/ pedt = —[/ mdt+/ fuedt], (5.9)
L 0 L 0 L L 0

which implies limz, o || B ™ — /‘*HBL =0, ie Pful — pu* weakly in P(H) as L — oo.
In addition, for any F' € Cy(H), we have P,F' € Cy(H) by Proposition 3. Hence by Lebesgue

dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim | F(¢)Pfur(de) = hm// p(r,0,¢,dé)u" (de)

L 500 - L—oo
= lim [ PF(p)u"(dp)
—oo Jy
:/ P F(o) (do) (5.10)

// p(r,0, 0, dp)u* (dy)

_ /H (6)P? (o),

which implies P*u” — Pfu* weakly in P(H). Therefore we obtain Pfu* = p* by (5.9) and (5.10).
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Uniqueness: Suppose that there exists the measure ' € P(H) such that p/(T') = P.u/(T'), then
for any open set I' € B(H), we have

(T) = Pyl() = Jim / Pyt (T

= lim —/ / (t,0, 0, ) (dp)dt (5.11)

L—oco L

~ fim + /H / Pl : u(0, ) € T)dtyd (do).

0
By the globally asymptotic stability of U;, we have

E ur(0,9) — Up|l3, < Lz [l = Upl3 e ™" < Lye .
By the Chebyshev inequality, we have for all p > 0

P(w:u(0,9) €T) > P(w : Uy € Tp, ||u(0, ) — Usll5, < p)

>P(w: U €T,) —P(w: [u(0,0) — Ul > p) (5.12)
L ..
> u(lp) — p—gefn !

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

L—oo

Z/H[hiigéfL/o +(Tp)dt]u’ (dp)
= 1 ().

Let p — 0, we have p/(T') > p*(T'), which implies that x/ = p* by Lemma 2.2. The proof is

w' () > hmlnf—/ / ue(Ty) — —76_” fdty (de)

complete. O
In the following, we will present the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure p* of (5.1).

Theorem 5.2. Under assumptions (A1)—(A6), as X < n1 — n2 — 145’73, the measure p* of
(5.1) is uniformly exponential mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric. More precisely, for any

t>0andv e P(H),
* 1
|Prv — 17| gy, < Lre™ 5HG" + /H 16I12, v(dg)]3,

x _ _ G1+Ga
where G* = rernwent

proof For all F € Cy(H) and v € P(H), by (3.15), (5.4) and Chapman-Kolmogorov equation we
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obtain that

1Py —p*llpyL

= ||Pfv - Pt*M*HBL

= o /H F(v) /H p(t,0, 6, ) (dg) — /H F ) /H p(t,0, €, dob) " (d€)

= | [ BFGO0)wa0) - [ EF(ut(O,E))M*(dE)‘ (5.13)
||F||BL§1 H H

< sup (1Pl ([ [ Eun(0.6) - w0 0 @)n(d0)})
|1F) g <1 HIH

Ly~ — |12, 1 (dE)p(dg))E.
<ne 5[ [ 16— ol @gras)
In addition, by (3.22) we have

[ et @9 = pim 2 [ [ et e = sim L [" s s -2 sy
H HM _L—>OOL 0 H Hlut _L—>OOL 0 tH - G2+G5. '

By (5.13) and (5.14) we obtain

G1+ Gy 2 1
- d .
St + [ Ieliviao!

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

"I*

1Py — p*ll g, < L7€77t[

concludes the proof. O

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 Ci(#H) denote the family of all continuous functionals on H such that

HFHIC 1= sup M + sup ‘F((pl) B F(‘PQ)’

per K(llell)  wies 11 = wally [Klerllz,) + Klleallz)]

< 00,

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

the K(t) as a bounded function, i.e., there exists M* > 0 such that |[C(¢)] < M* for all ¢ > 0.

6.1. Strong law of large numbers

Firstly, based on the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure p* 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 coeflicients.

Theorem 6.1. Under assumptions (A1)—(A6), as X < n1 — 12 — &g@, for any ¢ € H and
F € Cx(H), we obtain the following conclusions:

1) There exists a constant Cy such that

| [ Plutonas— [ Powa

2) Let « > 0 and [«| denote the integer part of a. For any fix [a], we obtain that for any

2
<O+l IFIR T =1 (6.1)

e € (0, WIHQ))’ there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

'—/ (s ds—/ P(o)u*(do) ‘ )| < ol T Y, > Tw), P—as., (6.2)

where the random time Tr(w) is P—a.s. finite. Moreover, for any o/ € (0, M+2)’ there exists a
constant C such that
/ C]
c - a—([a] +2)o/

(L+ [l IF k- (63)

proof

1) For any given F' € Cx(H) and ¢ € H, it follows from Theorem 5.2 and Chapman-Kolmogorov

equation that

- /H F(qzs)u*(dqb)': / F(¢)p(t,0,¢,d¢) — / F(o d¢>‘

=[] [ Fonte0.c.aom0.0.0.09 - [ Fowas)

— AF(¢)3*p(o,o,<p,d¢)—/HF(@M*(dqﬁ)‘ (6.4)

1F gy, - HPt*Mg — B

* _n * 3
< 2L M* ||F|ce” TG +L||¢||%p(0,0,w,d¢)]2

IN

_n" % 1
= 2L M* ||F||ce” TG + [loll3]2,

where pf5(I') = p(0,0,¢,T) for any I' € B(H). Hence the assumptions in Lemma 2.1 of [4]
holds for B = H, k = 1, ¢(t) = 2L7M*e_ﬂ2it and Y (|l¢lly) = [G* + HcpHg_L]%, 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 [,, F(¢)u*(d¢) = 0 and [|[F|l < 1.
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For k> 1, let

te = k12w [al+1=a
7 2 )
and consider the events
1 [t 1
D(k) = {w €N: —/ F(us(p))ds| > —}
tk; 0 kv

By Chebyshev inequality and (6.1), for any ¢ € H and k > 1, we obtain

2

1
K2 < O (1 + [loll3,) | FIIE ke (6.5)

[ Futonas

P(D(K) <E|-

We shall assume that k*(w) > 0 is the smallest integer such that

L[ Flus(p)ds

<k V=t f‘ﬁ“, 6.6
tk Jo b (6.6)

which implies that the random variable k*(w) is P—a.s. finite by Borel-Cantelli lemma and

(6.5). For any k > k*(w) and ¢ € (t,tx11), we obtain

I I 1 [fen
[ Penas] < |3 [ Faenas— o [ Fuonas
t Jo tJo te+1 Jo (6.7)
1 tet1 ’
e [ Ptes).
tk+1 Jo
Clearly, it’s not hard to get
1 [ 1 [t
] Ptenas— = [ Fuonas
tJo te+1 Jo
t t t (68)
1 k+1 1 1 k+1
<3| [ Pluonas— [ Pluenas| + - - | [ Pluteds|.
0 0 te tk+1” 1o
By the definition of norm ||-||,- and the boundedness of function IC, we derive
1 t te+1 1 [te+1 Jthr1 — th
— | Flus(p))ds - Fus(p))ds| < - K(llus(p))ds < M*———,  (6.9)
t1Jo 0 tJi tk
and by (6.6), we have
1 1 bt thy1 — Uk ,—maTes
——— F(us(p))ds| < ==—=¢, [1T+2 6.10
| [ Flutonas| < Bt (6.10)
In addition, there exists a constant C' = C([a]) > 0 such that
— 1 1
bt =t _ o =Ct, [\, (6.11)

tg - k41
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Substituting (6.8)-(6.11) into (6.7) gives that for any k > k*(w) and t € (g, tg41),

[ Ftonas

a—[a]

+
< CM*tk (a1+2 + Ctk (a'\+2 + tk 2((04'\+2) 2(Tal+2)

a—[a]

< Cot™ e Y alalse

We fix arbitrary ¢ € (0
that (6.2) holds.

Step 2: In the proof in Step 1, we get that (6.2) holds with T.(w) = tjx() = [k*(w)][e1+2, In
the following, we prove (6.3). For any o’ € (0, ﬁ) we have

, oatry) and F € C(H). Let a = 2¢([a] + 2) + [a], which implies

=
o
£
=
I

E[k*(w)](fa]-l-Q)o/

< Z]P)(k* _ kj)k(]—a]+2)a/

<14 ) P@(k)kTeTr2

<1+ 11+ ol3) 1P|k imetalse’

k=2

1+ el I1F Il -

<1+ Ci
- a—([a] +2)o/

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is complete. O

6.2. Central limit theorem

To state the CLT, we first introduce the corrector Y : Cx(H) — R such that

TIF(g)] = /0 “IBP) - /H F(6)* (d6))ds

for any F' € Ci(H) and ¢ € H. In this subsection, let us fix ¢ € H and an arbitrary function
F € Cx(H) such that [, F(¢)u*(dp) = 0 and set

ME = /0 T EF (w (0)|F5) — E(F(ur ()| Fo))dr

2

SIF(g)] = E /0 Flur ()t + T[F(ur (9))] = TIF(9)

By (6.4) we have
_nt « 1
|PF(9)| < 2L M* ||F|l e THG* + || oll2,)2

_n* 9.1
= M} ||Fllx e =" (1 + [lell3)7,
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which implies that T[F(¢)] = [;° PF(p)dt and S[F(p)] are well-defined by (6.12) and (3.21).

Lemma 6.2. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then MY is a well-defined square
integrable martingale.

proof Firstly, it is proved that M is a martingale. Indeed, by the dominated convergence theo-
rem, (6.12) and (3.21), for any ¢t > s > 0, we obtain

E(MF|.#,) = /O T EE(F (uy (0)). 5| F2) — EEE (ur ()| Fo) | F)]dr
- /O T EE (r (9)|F2) — E(F(ur ()| Fo)dr
_MF

In addition, it’s not hard to get that EM[ = 0.
Next, by (5.4) and the Markov properties of solution map wu, we obtain

ME = [T (o)F) ~ B )| Fldr
- /0 F(up () dr + /t E(F(ur (i) F)dr — /0 E(F(ur (i2)))dr (6.13)
= [ Flun(o) - PRI+ / PriF(ui(9) - PF(g)dr
0 t

Thus, (6.12), (3.21) and the definition of |||, yield

E[MP |
t 00 2
_E /0 Flup(p)) — P F(o)dr + /t Po Flus()) — PoF(p)dr

o0 . 2

¢ o0 * 1 1
— B[Pl [ Kartonar 4021 [ e E 004 o+ [ e elBotan)
t
< ME@) 1Pl [1+ Ellus(@) 13, + o3,
where M} (t) is an increasing function, which implies that E |./\/lém ‘2 <ooforteR. O

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

k

M = M, +/

Flur(9))dr + / T B F(un(e) - PFu(9)dr. (6.14)
k—1 0

Next consider the conditional variance for {MZ%},.cz 4

ERMT) = E((M] = M)’ Fi).
i=1
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By (6.14) and the Markov properties of u;, we obtain

2

B(ME — ME | im0) = E( " Flup(@))dr + / " B F(ui(9) - PoF(uia(9))dr| | Fisy)
i—1 0

which implies

Ep(M") = ZS[F(W(@))]- (6.15)

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

that

E( sup ectlu@liy < ecatliel),
te(n,n+1)

foranyn >0 and ¢ € 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 € Cx(H) with
J3 F(@)u*(dg) = 0, we obtain
0< [ SIF@ (@) =2 [ F@YF@IW (d9) <.
H H

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

Remark 6.5. It follows from (5.13) that for any v1,1v9 € P(H)

* 1
|Prvs — Piwsllpy, < Loe™ 5% /H /H € — Bl12, 1 (A)va(de))’}. (6.16)
In addition, by (6.4) and (6.16), we have

PP(g) = P < IFl gy - | Procg - Praf|

NI

< 2L M Pl e 5| /H /H 61 = Bll2, p(0, 0,2, A1 )p(0, 0, €, ds)]
(6.17)

_nt 1
=L M ||Fll e 5 /H lo — a2, p(0,0,€, deo)]
_nt
= 2L M [ Fll e 5 o — €l

where pf(I) = p(0,0,¢,T') and MS(F) = p(0,0,&,T"). 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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FeCx(H) and p € H
ISFNlle < M| Flli- (6.18)

For any the non-negative constant ¢, let II¢(-) be the normal distribution function with zero

1, y>0,
Ho(y):{o y <0

mean and variance ¢, where

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

Theorem 6.6. Under assumptions (A1)—(A6) and X < ny —ny — 14%, for any ¢ € H and
F € Cx(H) with [, F(¢)u*(dp) = 0, let { = (fHS[F(gb)]u*(dgb))% € [0,00) and we have the

following conclusions:

(a) When ¢ > 0, for e € [0, %), there exists an increasing function Ge : Ry x Ry — Ry such that

sup
yEeR

P J, P (oD <3) —H<<y>' < GelIFlle s el =,

for any ¢ € H and t > 0;

(b) When ¢ =0, there exists an increasing function G : Ry x Ry — Ry such that

supl(y 1) [P [ () < ) = o) < GOUF L el

for any p € 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 ¢ € [%, %) and ¢ = 1, there exists an increasing continuous

function h. : Ry x Ry — Ry such that

sup
sup (6.19)
2 (M) i |
1., - o
<t7i = h (| F e lielly) + ¢ TR MT ¢

Similar to (6.4), we have

|PS[F(9)] — ¢%| =

RSP - [ S[Fw)m*(d@\

_n 1
< M |S[F)llc e = 1+ lell3,)2,
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which implies that there exists a constant C3 such that by Lemma 2.1 of [4]

< Can~VISTFl (1 + [lell7,).

< O3 A1 ISIFTIE (1 + llgll3). (6.20)

When & > &, we have [¢]7* < 2% . =7+, which implies G(||Fll ., l¢lls) = he(IFllc, lly) +
24503M2C*4(1 + HcpHg_L) HFH% by (6.19), (6.20) and Remark 6.5. Finally, let € = ¢ — & and we
prove (a) of Theorem 6.6.

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

continuous function A : Ry x Ry — R4 such that

1 t
sup (2 [ Pl (o) <)~ Tia()
<EERIF N, llelly) + 6177 [B=2 (M) (6.21)

)+ It
<t ER(IF e Il + 617 ISTF]l [Co(1 + [l

< G(IFl el

= 1
where G(|Fllg . [¢l) = RIF ]l [¢l3) + 16TTIC5 (1 + [o|2)]? | F]I%. The proof of Theorem 6.6

is complete. O

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 A C R"(n € N) be an open bounded subset

and let —A have the Dirichlet boundary condition.

Example Consider the stochastic generalized porous media equation:

du = [A(Jul?? + a1u) + f(t, ue)]dt + g(t, ug)dW (2), 1)
up =@ € H,

where a; > 0 and W is a one-dimensional two-sided cylindrical Q)-Wiener process with @) = I on
L(A)(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 +1n1 — 12 — @ > 0, then we have the following conclusions:

(1) There exists a unique entrance measure g € Ro 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,¢) = f(p) and g(t,p) = g(p):
(i) There exists a unique measure u* to system (7.1) which is uniformly exponentially mixing
in the sense of Wasserstein metric, i.e., for any t > 0 and v € P, there exist constants

L,n > 0 such that

1P — 1, < Le—[1 + / 612 v(de)]:

(ii) For any ¢ € H and F € Cx(H), system (7.1) has a unique global solution map u(0, @) =
ut(p) such that

(a) there exists a constant C' such that

|7 [ Plutonds - [ Feoeao

(b) For any fix [«], we obtain that for any e € (0, m), there ezists a constant C > 0

2
2 24—
<O+ llell) IFNR Y t>1

such that
‘—/ (us()) ds —/ F(6)p* (do) ' <C|F|et T, > Tw), P-as.,
where the random time T, (w) is P—a.s. finite;
(iii) For any ¢ € H and F € Cx(H) with [,, F(¢)u*(dg) =0, let ¢ = (f,, S[F(¢)]p*(d))? €
[0,00), then
(a) When ¢ >0, for e € [0, %), there exists an increasing function G : Ry x Ry — R
such that
1 ' —1+te
sup [P [ Flus(e))dr < 9) ~ Tc)| < GllFllc. Ielh)t 7
yeR \/i 0

(b) When ¢ =0, there exists an increasing function G : Ry x Ry — Ry such that

supl(sl 1) [Pz [ Pt <) = o) < G1Fl el
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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 = LI(A), U = Wy?(A) and

v (A(u),v)y = — /Au(ac) lu(z)|9 2 v(x)dz — a/Au(x)v(x)dx,

for u,v € V, which implies that V C U = U* € V*. Then we obtain:
(A1) First, by Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain

Ve () sy < | / jun ()| da] ' - | / Juy ()| da]

—i—al/lul |a— 1dx /\ug \qdm%

< [l + ar M (e[ + A7) flually

which implies
-1 a=1
[AW)l[y+ < (L+ a1 M) [|ulli; + ar Mg [A] o,

1
ie, 1 =014+ a1M,) and M = a1 M, |A|qT
(A2)For all uw € V, we have by a; > 0

ve(A(u), upv| < — [[ull§,

which implies 72 = 0, p = ¢ and 3 = 1.
(A3) For all uj,us € V, we obtain

ve(Aur) — A(uz),ur — us)y < —aq [Jur — uallf;,

which implies A = —a;

(A4) By the definition of v« (-, )y, # € R =y« (A(uj+0us), us)y is continuous for all uy, ug,uz € V.
(A6) Let U = L2(A) and A be the Laplace operator on L2(A) with the Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion. Define A,, = —A(l — ) 1. then A6 holds(see [19] for details).

For example, let
0
f(t,uy) = az(sint + cos 3t)[cos u(t, z) + / u(t + 0, z)dé],

-7
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and

(t, us) = as sin v2 >/O (t+0,2)d0
,Ut) = agsin U ,x)d8,
g ! 3 2—|—cost—i—cosx/§t) _r

where as, a3 € R. For any u},u? € H, we have

0
(f(t,uf) = ftud),ul (t) —uP(t)),, < 2lag| - [||u'(t) — uQ(t)HzU —i—/_ |ul(t+0) — u?(t+ H)HIQJdH],
17t ud) = £ ud)y < Alaa] - [fud = wf]y,

0
lotesud) = o6, < losl- [ [l e-46) = e+ )

which implies 1 = —2az|, 1o = 2|az|, Lo = 4 |az| and 13 = |ag|. Thus, when a; —4 |a2|—%‘a3| > 0,
there exists a unique Levitan almost periodic measure u; € Rs in the sense of Wasserstein metric

for system (7.1). In addition, let

0 0

u(t+0,2)d0], g(t,ur) = ag/ u(t+6,x)do,

—T

f(t,us) = az[cosu(t, x) +/

—T

then n1 = — |ag|, 2 = |ag|, Lo = 2|az| and 13 = |as|. Thus, when a; — 2 |ag| — %la?’l > 0, the

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

Appendix I: The specific proof of Lemmma 4.1:

For any t > s, let ¢y(¢) be a stopping time as defined by

so(t) = inf{r > ¢ : [lu(r)]| > Ro},
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and we set ¢o(t) = +oo if inf{r >t : ||u(t)|| > Ro} = 0. For any T' > 0, by (A2), (A5) and
(3.4),(3.21), applying the It6 formula to [Ju((t +T) A <o(t))]|? yields

E|lu((t +T) A so(t)]1?
, (t+T) Ao (?)
=E|lu(®)[” + E/t 2v+(A(r,u(r)),u(r)))v +2(f(r,ur), u(r))
+ [lg(ry u) [ e oy dr

) (t+T)Nso(t) 5
<Lyt Lol + [~(2m — 1) + 22 / E [lu(r)|? dr
t

(t+T)Nso(t) 0 9 1 1 )
+ (212 + )/ / E|lu(r+0)||" n(dd)dr + (— + —)M*T (1.1)
t

1—e9 . €1 €2

) 3 (t+T)Nso (t) 5
< Lt Lol + - — e) + 20+ 2+ 12 [ E [Ju(r) | dr
- t

t 1 1
+ (2 + )/ E [u(r + 0)? 7(d6)dr + (= + L)M2T
1—e’ Ji_; €1 €

Gi1+G 1 1
BT (M

2
< Ly + Lo lellz — m(2m2 + 1—e/’Go+Gs ' ‘e1 | e

= L(p,T).

By (I.1), we have

Elllu(so®)II* 2go@<t47] < I (I.2)
which implies
L
Plw:et) <t+T)< = (1.3)
0

Hence for any t > s, there exists a positive constant R|, independent of € € [0, 1] such that the

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

Pw:{ sup |u(r;s,o)| >R})<e, t>s, R>Rj.
relt,t+T]

This completes the proof. O

Appendix II: The specific proof of Lemma 4.2:

Consider the system (5.1),

du(t) = [A(t,u(t)) + f(t, ue)dt + g(t,u)|dW (t), t>s
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with the initial data us = ¢ € H. We know that under (A1)-(A5), (5.1) admits a unique solution
u(t; s, ) := u(t) and note that

u(t; s, o) =<p(0)+/ [A(W(r;s,w))+f(ﬁur(s,<ﬂ))]d7“+/ g(r, ur(s,))dW (r).

For any € > 0, letting T = 27 of Lemma 4.1, it follows from Proposition 1 and the definition
of the norm of U that there exists Rs > 0 such that for any t > s

Pw: sup [lullg > R2) <e. (I1.1)
reft,t+7]

For any ¢t > s, let ¢1(t) be a stopping time as defined by
§1(t) = inf{r >t: HutHﬂ > RQ}, (I1.2)

and we set ¢1(t) = 4oo if inf{r >t : ||ull; > Ro} = 0. For any t > 5, 0 € (0,7) and I > 1, by
(A2), (A5) and Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality, we have

E( sup [u(d Asi(t) - u(®)|*)

oc(t,t+4]
Onc1(t) 2 OncL(t) 2
< 32l_1E( sup / A(ryu(r; s, p))dr|| )+ 321_1E( sup / flryup(s,@))dr|| )
o[t t+4] ||/t e[t t+0] ||/t
OncL(t) 2
+3E( sup [ g ) aW ()| )
oeltt+4] ||/t
L (t4+0)As1 () )
<3 (R + M)+ (M + LoR1)*)6% + 3CiE( / lg(r, ur (s, )| dr)’
t
< Gro.
Let s — —oo such that for any t € R
E( sup [[U(0A<i(t) —U®)|?) < Grd'. (IL.3)

o€t t+4]

1 1

By (IL.1) and (IL.2), we obtain P(w : ¢1(t —7) < t) < e. Hencelet 6 = 1 AT A (%)ﬁ, then we
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Pw:{ sup [U4(61) — Us(02) ]| = K})
91,926[—7‘,0],|91—92|<5
<Pw:qt—7)<t)+Pw:{at—71)>t1, sup U+ 61) —UE+02)| > K})
01€[—7,0],02€[01,(01+6)A0]
<e+Pw:{a(t—7)>t  max sup ) — Ut — (k+1)5 A7) > =)
ke[0,[3]],kENT reft—(k+1)0AT t—kd] 3
(5] K
<e+ ) Pw:{alt—(k+1)IAT)>t, sup Ur) —UE— (k+1)5AT)| > =}
k=0 re[t—(k+1)0AT,t—kd) 3
(5] K
§6—|—ZP(0J:{ sup lUTrAa(t—(k+1DIAT)—Ut—(k+1)dAT)| > =})
P reft—(k+1)0AT,t—ko) 3
T 3%
<e+(1+ g)ﬁaﬂsl

This completes the proof. O
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