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Abstract

We consider the nonlinear Schrödinger equation on the d-dimensional torus Td, with the nonlinear-
ity of polynomial type |u|2σu. For any σ ∈ N and s >

d

2
we prove that adding to this equation a suitable

stochastic forcing term there exists a unique global solution for any initial data in H
s(Td). The effect

of the noise is to prevent blow-up in finite time, differently from the deterministic setting. Moreover
we prove existence of invariant measures and their uniqueness under more restrictive assumptions on
the noise term.
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1 Introduction

The nonlinear Schrödinger equation is one of the basic models for nonlinear waves and has many physical
applications, e.g. to nonlinear optics, plasma physics and quantum field theory, see e.g. [61, 65] and
references therein.
In this article, we deal with the nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) on the d-dimensional torus Td :=
(R/2πZ)d, for d ≥ 1, with stochastic forcing term

(1.1)

{
du(t, x) +

[
i∆u(t, x) + iα|u(t, x)|2σu(t, x)

]
dt = φ(u(t, x)) dW (t), (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× T

d,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Td.

Here i =
√
−1, σ > 0 and W = (W (t) : t ≥ 0) is a classical real-valued Wiener process. The equation is

called focusing when α = +1 and defocusing when α = −1. In the present paper we will study a more
general case when α ∈ C; therefore one can view equation (1.1) as the stochastic version of the equation
considered by Kato in [48], see also [18, Section 4.4].

Our first main result in this paper is a kind of regularization by noise for the deterministic NLS equation,
in the following sense. We find sufficient conditions on the diffusion coefficient φ for the global-in-time
existence of the solutions to the stochastic NLS equation (1.1), whereas a similar result does not hold for the
corresponding deterministic problem (i.e. equation (1.1) with φ = 0). To be more precise, for every σ ∈ N

we find a sufficient condition on φ, such that if α ∈ C, s > d
2 and u0 ∈ Hs(Td), then the NLS equation

(1.1) has a global solution. In particular, the global existence holds in both focusing and defocusing cases.
Our proof relies on a tightness method based on the choice of a suitable Lyapunov function. Secondly,
we study the long time behavior of the solution process. We prove the existence of stationary solutions,
again under suitable assumptions on φ by modifying the Lyapunov function. Moreover, under additional
conditions of φ, we prove that all the solutions tend to zero, almost surely, and we establish some stability
results for the zero solution. Hence, µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure.

Let us review in more details the known results.

1.1 Existence of global solutions

From the mathematical point of view, the question of the (global or local) existence and of the uniqueness
of the solutions has been widely studied; the starting model is the unforced NLS equation

(1.2)

{
∂tu(t, x) + i∆u(t, x) + iα|u(t, x)|2σu(t, x) = 0,

u(0, x) = u0(x).

Different technical issues have to be faced, depending on the spatial domain (its shape and its dimension),
the power of the nonlinearity σ and the parameter α = ±1.

The first global-in-time existence results for the deterministic NLS equation (1.2) have been obtained
in the full space Rd for σ < σcr, where the critical value σcr depends on α, the spatial dimension d and
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the state space in which the dynamics leaves. Then big efforts have been done to deal with the critical
case σ = σcr and the supercritical case σ > σcr.

A lot of papers treat what is called the energy subcritical and critical cases, i.e. 0 ≤ σ ≤ 2
(d−2)+

in the

defocusing case (α = −1) and 0 ≤ σ ≤ 2
d in the focusing case (α = 1). It is well known that solutions of

the NLS equation (1.2) satisfy various conservation laws. In particular, for any smooth enough solution
the mass

M(u) := ‖u‖2L2

and the energy

E(u) := 1

2
‖∇u‖2L2 − α

2 + 2σ
‖u‖2+2σ

L2+2σ

are conserved in time. Thus, it seems natural to study the problem in H1(Rd), the so-called energy space.
In fact, both in the focusing and defocusing case, the conserved quantities can be used to get bounds in
H1(Rd) and show the existence of global solutions for (1.1); see e.g. [18]. The H1-theory has been limited
to sub-critical and critical powers; for larger values of σ (supercritical power), the nonlinear term is difficult
to handle. In the supercritical case the Cauchy problem for (1.2) considered in Rd is solved only locally
in time or globally for small data on some Sobolev spaces (see [18, Section 6.2] and [19]). Moreover, cases
in which there is blow-up in finite time are known. For instance, there is blow-up in finite time to (1.2)
in the focusing supercritical case, i.e. 2

d ≤ σ ≤ 2
(d−2)+

and α = 1, provided, e.g. the energy of the initial

data is negative (see e.g. [18, Chapter 6.5]). In [52] for the defocusing NLS equation there are examples of
energy supercritical parameters σ when d ≥ 5 for which there is blow-up in finite time if the initial data
C∞ are well localized spherically symmetric functions.

A challenging open problem is the global well-posedness of the NLS equation (1.1) in the more regular
Sobolev space Hs(Rd), with s > d

2 . The proof of the existence of a local solution is not an issue in Hs(Rd)
since, via the Sobolev embedding Hs(Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd), one easily controls the nonlinear term (with an
arbitrary large power); see e.g. [18, Section 4.10]. However the existence of a global solution is harder,
since a priori control in the H1-norm of the solution no longer implies a priori control of the Hs-norm,
when d ≥ 2. Hence, one cannot use the conservation of the mass and the energy to deduce the existence
of a global solution.

For what concerns the NLS equation (1.2) on a d-dimensional torus the literature is much scarcer. The
behaviour in the periodic setting is strictly worse than in the case of the full space. The H1(Td)-critical
and subcritical cases are the more studied, starting from the work by Bourgain [9]; see also [17, 44] and
the references therein. On the torus case as well, sufficient conditions for blow-up have been studied; see,
e.g., [53] for the the one dimensional quintic focusing NLS equation and the therein references.

The global well-posedness of the NLS equation (1.2) in the Sobolev space Hs, for s > d
2 remains a

challenging problem also in the case of Td, but recently some progress in this direction has been done in
the beautiful paper by Sy [62]. He considers the NLS equation on T3 with arbitrary large parameter σ and
constructs non-trivial invariant probability measures µ supported on the Sobolev space Hs(T3), s ≥ 2.
Then, he shows that the equations are globally well-posed on the supports of these measures. As far as
we know, this is the only paper proving a global well posedness result, for an arbitrarly large power of
the nonlinearity, in the smooth Sobolev space Hs(T3), s ≥ 2 (as stated in [62, Remark 1.1] the result can
be generalized to the case of Td, for d ≥ 3, considering the Sobolev space Hs(Td) with s > d

2 ). The only
restriction lies in the fact that the global existence result holds for µ-a.e. initial data (that, on the other
hand, are not required to be small).

In the last years the effect of a stochastic perturbation affecting equation (1.2) has been investigated.
Well-posedness results have been proved for the stochastic NLS equation, that is the NLS equation with
a random forcing, both in additive and multiplicative (Itô or Stratonovitch) form, by many authors. The
first results are due to De Bouard and Debussche see e.g. [26] and [29], that, in particular, address the
H1(Rd)-subcritical case, both in the focusing and defocusing case. Then, in the same setting, we mention
the paper by Barbu, Röckner and Zhang [6] and by Hornung [45]. For the critical case we mention the
recent papers [54, 66].

In the stochastic setting as well, working in the full space Rd is easier than in the periodic setting. The
papers by Brzeźniak and Millet [14] and Brzeźniak, Hornung and Weis [12] address the case of compact
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riemannian manifolds dealing with the H1-subcritcal (focusing and defocusing) case. To the best of our
knowledge, there are no results in the stochastic case for an arbitrary large power of the nonlinearity, both
in the full space Rd or in the torus case Td.

1.2 No-blow up by noise

When dealing with the stochastic case, an interesting question is understanding if the presence of a
(suitable) noise guarantees the existence of a global solution, especially in cases where it is known the
deterministic counterpart presents blow up phenomena. The answer to this question depends strongly on
the type of nonlinearity and on the type of noise. As mentioned above, when working in the energy space
H1, there are blow-up phenomena for the NLS equation (1.2) in the focusing supercritical case. In this
context, working on the full space Rd, De Bouard and Debussche proved in [27,28] that, with an additive,
nondegenerate and coloured-in-space noise, for any initial data, the blow-up happens before an arbitrary
t > 0 with positive probability. Still in the focusing supercritical case, the same authors proved in [30]
that the conservative, i.e. Stratonovich, noise accelerates the blow-up with positive probability. The effect
of the noise changes completely in the non-conservative case: Barbu et al studied in [7] a stochastic NLS
equation with linear non-conservative noise, i.e. not in the Stratonovich form, and proved that, for every
initial condition in H1(Rd), the probability of no blow-up converges to 1, as the noise coefficient tends to
infinity.
Another, quite different case is when the noise coefficient φ is actually a Schrödinger operator itself, namely
φ(u) = i∆u (modulated Schrödinger equation). In this case, the noise is also regularizing: Debussche and
Tsutsumi showed in [32] that this noise makes the 1D quintic focusing NLS globally well-posed. Chouk
and Gubinelli in [22] extended this result (applying also new techniques à la Young integral) to global
well-posedness in other regularity classes and to local well-posedness for other critical NLS equations, in
dimension d = 1 and d = 2; a further extension to the critical case in any dimension is given by Duboscq
and Réveillac in [33].

The question of the effect of nonlinear noise on blow-up has been widely studied also outside the
context of Schrödinger equation. The problem is already of interest for finite-dimensional ODEs, where
the drift has superlinear growth. In this context, it is known that a suitable noise with superlinear growth
can avoid blow-up, even with just a one-dimensional radial structure, see e.g. [2], [38, Example 5.4] among
many other examples; in those cases, no blow-up can be inferred by the application of a Lyapunov function
criterion, the Lyapunov function being a logarithmic or power function of the Euclidean norm. There are
also situations where blow-up happens for the ODE only along special directions, in such cases blow-up
can be avoided even by an additive noise, with a suitable choice of an anisotropic Lyapunov function, see
e.g. [4] again among many other works.
Concerning nonlinear noise in infinite dimension, a case that has been studied is when the noise multiplies
the nonlinear flux: regularizing properties of this type of noise have been proved for scalar conservation laws
(e.g. Gess and Souganidis [41], Chouk and Gess [21]) and for Hamilton-Jacobi equations (e.g. Gassiat and
Gess [39], Gassiat, Gess, Lions and Souganidis [40]), in a similar spirit to case of modulated Schrödinger
equation. The use of a smooth superlinear growth noise - like the one we use here - in the context of SPDEs,
seems more recent. Among the first works in this direction, Ren, Tang and Wang considered in [58] a
general framework for no blow-up for SPDEs and used it to show no blow-up by a superlinear noise in
two examples, one of which is related to KdV equation. Alonso-Oran et al. showed in [1] no blow-up for a
one-dimensional, transport-type PDE by a superlinear noise. Tang and Wang [63] and Bagnara, Maurelli
and Xu [5] give general settings for no blow-up by superlinear noise in SPDEs and applied these settings
to Euler equations and (for [63]) other SPDEs in fluid dynamics and KdV equation; see also [24]. The
no blow-up criterion [63, Theorem 3.1] could also be applied to the NLS equation, yielding a no blow-up
result similar to the one here though with some technical differences (they would need s > 2 + d/2 and
a large noise intensity). Nevertheless, we are not aware of a direct example of no blow-up by superlinear
noise in Schrödinger equations.
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1.3 Long-time behavior of the solution

Another important question on stochastic NLS equations is about the effect of the noise on invariant
distributions and long-time behaviour. Most of the literature considers the case of invariant measures for
damped versions of the NLS equation: the idea is that invariant distributions arise in the competition
between the noise injecting energy and the damping term dissipating this energy; for example, see [10,11,
31, 35, 36, 50].

Without the damping term, the effect of other noises on invariant distributions and long-time behaviour
is different and seems less studied. Concerning the modulated Schrödinger equation, that is the NLS
equation (1.2) with = i∆u replaced by with i∆u∂tW , Dumont, Goubet and Mammeri showed in [34] the
exponential decay in L∞ around the zero solution, for a high-order nonlinearity in the one-dimensional
case.

Outside the context of the Schrödinger equation, in the finite-dimensional setting it is known (see,
e.g., [49]) that the existence of a suitable Lyapunov function implies the existence of an invariant distri-
bution. Moreover, in the infinite-dimensional case there are several examples of noises with stabilizing
effects, though in most of them the coefficient in front of the white noise is constant (i.e., the noise is ad-
ditive) or a linear or Lipschitz continuous nonlinearity (for a multiplicative noise). We only mention some
results, without any claim of completeness. In the celebrated result [3] by Arnold, Crauel and Wihstutz,
stabilization is achieved by a linear noise which averages over stable and unstable directions. In a setting
closer to ours, Cerrai in [20] has shown a stabilization effect by a Lipschitz (non conservative) noise for a
reaction diffusion equation. We mention also [64] by Tsutsumi for a stabilization phenomenon for KdV
equation with linear multiplicative noise.
Concerning nonlinear multiplicative noise, in the context of scalar conservation laws, with nonlinear flux
multiplying the noise, Gess and Souganidis [41] have shown the long-time convergence to the constant so-
lution, which is the unique invariant distribution; the idea in [41] is that the noise has an averaging effect
over the kinetic random variable. This result has been later extended in [42] to include a deterministic
nonlinear flux. Gassiat, Gess, Lions and Souganidis considered in [40] the case of anisotropic flux and get
the convergence in the long-time limit to non-constant stationary solutions.
In the case of SPDEs with a smooth superlinear growth noise, as the one we consider here, to our knowl-
edge the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures has not been proved yet. Crisan and Lang [24]
mention that, in a future paper, they will show existence of invariant measures for stochastically controlled
fluid dynamics models.

1.4 Main results

Compared to the literature quoted above, our result present novelities in different directions. When
compared to the stochastic literature, as far as we know, this is the first result providing the existence
of a unique global solution in the regular Sobolev space Hs(Td), s > d

2 , for an arbitrary large power of
the nonlinear term and for any initial data in Hs(Td) (both in the focusing and defocusing case). When
compared to the deterministic literature, our result can be understood as a regularization (no blow-up)
by noise result. As mentioned above, for the NLS equation (1.2) it is known that there might be blow-up
phenomena, e.g. in the focusing supercritical case. The superlinear stochastic perturbation φ we consider
in equation (1.1) is able to prevent these phenomena without any requirement on the initial data.

Our technique to prove the existence of a global solution relies on some ideas contained in [5] and is
based on a tightness argument for the sequence of finite-dimensional Galerkin approximations. Roughy
speaking, a superlinear noise coefficient ”kills the growth” of the nonlinear term so to get good a priori
estimates by means of a suitable Lyapunov function. This proves the non-explosion in finite-time.

For what concerns the problem of existence and uniqueness of invariant measures, this is in general
a quite challenging problem for the stochastic NLS equation. By slightly strengthen the assumptions on
the diffusion coefficient φ and by modifying the Lyapunov function, the same argument used to prove the
existence of global solutions, is adapted first to prove the existence of invariant measures supported on
Hs(Td). Then, when φ(u) = f(u)u for suitable f , we prove that the zero solution is a global attractor
so that µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure. Roughly speaking, the (even stronger) superlinear noise
coefficient ”force the dynamics” to converge to the zero solution, which is an equilibrium of the system.
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As far as we know, this is the first result proving the existence and uniqueness of the invariant measure
(as well as some stability results) for the NLS on Td for an arbitrary large power of the nonlinearity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the mathematical framework, state the
assumptions and formulate the main results. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the existence of a unique
global solution. First we introduce the sequence of Galerkin approximations, then we prove its tightness
and convergence to a martingale solution of the NLS equation (1.1). Moreover pathwise uniqueness is
obtained. In Section 4 we prove the existence and uniqueness of the invariant measure and some stability
result for the zero solution. In Appendix A we collect some compactness and tightness criteria, whereas
in Appendix B we provide the proof of a technical lemma. In Appendix C we provide a generalization of
our results in the case of Riemannian manifolds.

2 Mathematical setting, assumptions and main results

Let Td := (R/2πZ)d. For p ∈ [1,∞) we denote by Lp := Lp(Td) the Lebesgue space of all complex-valued
measurable p-integrable functions on Td. By L∞ := L∞(Td) we denote the Banach space of Lebesgue
measurable essentially bounded complex-valued functions.

We expand a periodic function in Fourier series as

u(x) =
1

(2π)
d
2

∑

k∈Zd

û(k)eik·x, û(k) :=
1

(2π)
d
2

∫

Td

u(x)e−ik·x dx.

We set 〈k〉 :=
√
1 + |k|2 for k ∈ Zd. For s ∈ R we define Js := (I −∆)

s
2 as the operator defined in terms

of Fourier series

Jsu(x) =
1

(2π)
d
2

∑

k∈Zd

〈k〉sû(k)eik·x.

For p ∈ [1,∞) we define the Bessel potential space Hs,p := Hs,p(Td) as the space of all distributions u
such that Jsu ∈ Lp. We have that Jσ is an isomorphism between the spaces Hs,p and Hs−σ,p. The norm
in Hs,p will be denoted by

‖u‖Hs,p := ‖Jsu‖Lp .

For p = 2 the space Hs := Hs,2 is a complex Hilbert space with inner product

(2.1) (u, v)s =
∑

k∈Zd

〈k〉2sû(k)v̂(k)

where v denotes the complex conjugate of v. We abbreviate H := L2.
We have the equivalence of the norms (see e.g. [23, Remark 2.3])

(2.2) ‖u‖s ≃ ‖u‖L2 + ‖(−∆)
s
2 u‖L2.

The dual of the space Hs is H−s. We denote by H−s〈·, ·〉Hs the Hs −H−s-duality bracket; it reduces to
the H-scalar product (u, v)0 when u ∈ H and v ∈ Hs.

The space H1 is usually called the energy space (see, e.g., [18]). Differently from the approach to prove
global existence by using the a priori estimates of the mass and of the energy, we will be able to work
in any space Hs with s > d

2 . The main point in considering s > d
2 is that Hs ⊂ L∞. Actually, two

parameters will play a crucial role later on: s and s′ such that

(2.3) s > s′ >
d

2
,

so there are the continuous embeddings

(2.4) Hs+1 ⊂ Hs ⊂ Hs′ ⊂ H ≃ H∗ ⊂ H−s′ ⊂ H−s ⊂ H−s−1,
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(2.5) Hs ⊂ Hs′ ⊂ L∞,

and the compact embedding

(2.6) Hs ⊂ Hs′ .

It follows that the embedding Hs ⊂ H−s−1 is compact as well.
We will deal with the following functional spaces for a given r > 0:

• Cw([0, T ];H
r) with the topology generated by the family of seminorms ‖u‖k,v := sup

t∈[0,k]

|〈u(t), v〉|,

k ∈ N, v ∈ H−r;

• L∞(0, T ;Hr) with the topology induced by the norm esssup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖r;

• C([0, T ];Hr) with the topology induced by the norm sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖r;

• C0,β([0, T ];H−r) with the topology induced by the norm

‖u‖C0,β([0,T ];H−r) := ‖u‖L∞(0,T ;H−r) + [u]C0,β([0,T ];H−r)

:= esssup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖−r + sup
s,t∈[0,T ];s6=t

‖u(t)− u(s)‖−r

|t− s|β .
(2.7)

From [60] we know that for any s < r we have

Cw([0, T ];H
s) ∩ L∞(0, T ;Hr) = Cw([0, T ];H

r).

Notation 2.1. We write u = ℜu+ iℑu to specify the real and imaginary parts of u ∈ C.
We write a . b when there exists a constant C such that a ≤ Cb; to highlight the role of this constant, we
write a .C b.
Given two Hilbert spaces E and F , we denote by L(E,F ) the space of all linear bounded operators B :
E → F and abbreviate L(E) := L(E,E).
We denote the open ball centered at the origin with radius R by BR and its complement by Bc

R. In order
to emphasize the underlying topology, we write BR,H, i.e. BR,H is a subset of H and the radius R of the
ball is measured in the H-norm.

2.1 The linear operator

We set
A = −∆, D(A) = H2.

A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator on H , densely defined. We will consider it as a linear self-adjoint
operator in Hs with domain Hs+2. Moreover, it defines a unitary C0-group (eitA)t∈R in Hs.

In the space H we consider the complete orthonormal basis {ek}k∈Zd of the eigenfunctions of the
operator A. We have Aek = |k|2ek, with

ek(x) =
1

(2π)
d
2

eik·x

So the eigenvalues are λk = |k|2. Moreover, ‖ek‖s = 〈k〉s.
Later on we will need the finite dimensional operator Pn : H → Hn = Span{ek : |k| ≤ n} defined by

(2.8) Pnu =
∑

k:|k|≤n

(u, ek)0 ek.
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2.2 The nonlinear operator

We write the nonlinearity as

(2.9) F (u) := |u|2σu

and assume that

(2.10) σ ∈ N.

In Remark 2.3 we consider non integer values of σ.
In the following Lemma we collect some properties of the nonlinear operator F . The proof of the result

relies on the Moser Estimate (see [8]) that we recall here in the form more suitable for our needs. Let
r ≥ 0, then

(2.11) ‖v1v2‖r .r,d ‖v1‖L∞‖v2‖r + ‖v1‖r‖v2‖L∞ , ∀ v1, v2 ∈ L∞ ∩Hr.

Lemma 2.2. (i) Let r ≥ 0. Then F maps the space Hr ∩ L∞ into Hr ∩ L∞ and

(2.12) ‖F (u)‖r .r,d,σ ‖u‖2σL∞‖u‖r, u ∈ Hr ∩ L∞.

(ii) Let r > d
2 . Then F maps Hr into Hr and, for any u, v ∈ Hr, it holds

(2.13) ‖F (u)− F (v)‖r .r,d,σ

(
‖u‖2σr + ‖v‖2σr

)
‖u− v‖r.

Proof. (i) We proceed by an induction argument on σ. For σ = 1, using twice the Moser inequality we
estimate

‖|u|2u‖r .r,d ‖u‖2L∞‖u‖r + ‖|u|2‖r‖u‖L∞

.r,d ‖u‖2L∞‖u‖r + (‖u‖L∞‖ū‖r + ‖ū‖L∞‖u‖r) ‖u‖L∞

.r,d ‖u‖2L∞‖u‖r.

Suppose for some σ ≥ 1 it holds

(2.14) ‖|u|2σu‖r .r,d ‖u‖2σL∞‖u‖r;

let us prove the same estimate for σ + 1. Using repeatedly the Moser inequality and the inductive
hypothesis (2.14), we get

‖|u|2(σ+1)u‖r .r,d ‖|u|2σu‖L∞‖|u|2‖r + ‖|u|2σu‖r‖|u|2‖L∞

≤ ‖u‖2σ+1
L∞ 2‖u‖L∞‖u‖r + ‖u‖2σL∞‖u‖r‖u‖2L∞

.r,d ‖u‖2(σ+1)
L∞ ‖u‖r.

(ii) We exploit the estimate

(2.15)
∣∣|a|2σa− |b|2σb

∣∣ .σ (|a|2σ + |b|2σ)|a− b|,

valid for any a, b ∈ C. Since Hr is a multiplicative algebra for r > d
2 we easily get

‖F (u)− F (v)‖r .r,d,σ

(
‖|u|2σ‖r + ‖|v|2σ‖r

)
‖u− v‖r

.r,d,σ

(
‖u‖2σr + ‖v‖2σr

)
‖u− v‖r.

From (2.12) we infer the existence of a positive constant K = K(s, σ, d) such that

(2.16) ‖F (u)‖s ≤ K‖u‖2σL∞‖u‖s, ∀ u ∈ Hs ∩ L∞, s > 0.

Remark 2.3. We can consider σ > 0 not integer but in this case the results are less general than in
Lemma 2.2. Indeed, the mapping F : C → C, defined as F (u) = |u|2σu, has continuous derivatives of all
orders when σ is an integer number, and till the order 1 + ⌊2σ⌋ when σ is not integer. Following Lemma
4.10.2 of [18] when σ /∈ N we can deal with the Hr-regularity of F (u) for d

2 < r < 1 + ⌊2σ⌋ and r integer.
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2.3 The stochastic forcing term

To prove the existence of a unique strong (in the probabilistic sense) solution to (1.1) we work under the
following assumptions on the noise.

We say that a filtered probability space
(
Ω,F ,F,P

)
satisfies the standard conditions when the filtration

F =
(
Ft

)
t≥0

is right-continuous and all P-negligible sets of F are elements of F0.

Fix s′ and s as in (2.3).

(H1) W is a real-valued one-dimensional Brownian motion on a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F :=
{Ft}t≥0,P) satisfying the standard assumptions.

(H2) The diffusion coefficient φ is such that

i) φ : Hs → Hs is bounded on balls,

ii) φ : Hs′ → H−s−1 is continuous and bounded on balls;

(H3) the projected coefficient Pnφ : Hn → Hn is locally Lipschitz continuous for any n ∈ N;

(H4) there exists a measurable function ψ : R+ × R+ → R+ which is locally bounded (i.e. bounded on
bounded sets) and such that

‖φ(u)− φ(v)‖s ≤ ψ(‖u‖s, ‖v‖s)‖u− v‖s ∀ u, v ∈ Hs;

(H5) there exist r > 1 and B ∈ R such that

(2.17) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2

‖φ(u)‖2s
‖u‖2s

−
[ℜ
(
u, φ(u)

)
s
]2

‖u‖4s
≤ B ∀ u ∈ B

c
r,Hs

where K is the constant appearing in (2.16).

Remark 2.4. Working under assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H5) is enough to prove the existence
of global-in-time martingale solutions. Assumption (H4) is only needed to prove pathwise uniqueness.

Notice that Assumption (H4) implies Assumption (H3) due to the equivalence of norms in finite
dimensional spaces. We explicitly mention (H3) to make clear in what follows what assumptions are
needed to infer the existence of global-in-time martingale solutions and what are needed to infer the pathwise
uniqueness.

Remark 2.5. Assumptions (H5) could be weaken: see Remark 3.6. The auxiliary space Hs′ , that appears
in Assumption (H2)(ii), plays a role in the construction of martingale solutions, see Remark 3.9.

To prove the existence of invariant measures µ for (1.1) we need to strengthen Assumption (H5) as
follows.

(H5’) There exist p ∈ (0, 1), r > 1 and B < 0 such that

(2.18) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2

‖φ(u)‖2s
‖u‖2s

− 2− p

2

[ℜ
(
u, φ(u)

)
s
]2

‖u‖4s
≤ B ∀ u ∈ B

c
r,Hs .

To prove that µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure and the zero solution is asymptotically stable,
we will strengthen Assumption (H5) as follows.

(H5”) There exists f : Hs → C such that φ(u) = f(u)u. Moreover, there exist p ∈ (0, 1) and B < 0 such
that

(2.19) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2
|f(u)|2 − 2− p

2
[ℜf(u)]2 ≤ B, ∀ u ∈ Hs.

9



Notice that (H5”) is stronger that (H5’), which is stronger than (H5). Anyway, we presented all these
three assumptions, because we gradually prove stronger and stronger results: no blow-up for solutions
under (H5), existence of invariant measures under (H5’), and asymptotic stability of the zero solution as
well as the uniqueness of the invariant measure µ = δ0 under (H5”).

Finally, rewriting (H5”) as

|α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2
[ℑf(u)]2 ≤ 1− p

2
[ℜf(u)]2 +B, ∀ u ∈ Hs

we realize that a key role is played by the real part of f , which dominates the intensity of its imaginary
part and of the nonlinear term.

2.4 Examples of noise forcing term

Let us provide examples of function φ appearing in the noise term.
We introduce the function h : R+ → C as

h(x) = a(1 + x)b + ic(1 + x)d,

with a 6= 0, c ∈ R and b, d > 1. We have that

(2.20) x 7→ |h(x)| is increasing.

Moreover, h is continuously differentiable with

(2.21) x 7→ |h′(x)| increasing.

As a consequence of the Mean Value Theorem we obtain the estimate

(2.22) |h(x)− h(y)| ≤ (|h′(x)| ∨ |h′(y)|) |x− y|, x, y ∈ R
+.

Let now f : Hs → C be defined as

(2.23) f(u) = h(‖u‖L∞);

we consider a diffusion term φ of the following form

(2.24) φ(u) = f(u)u.

Let us verify that this choice satisfies Assumptions (H2), (H4) and (H5”). These in turns imply (H3),
(H5) and (H5’).

(H2) Using the Sobolev embeddings (2.5) it is easy to see that φ is bounded on balls as a map from Hs

into itself and from Hs′ into H−s−1.
Let us prove that φ : Hs′ → Hs′ is continuous; this implies that φ : Hs′ → H−s−1 is continuous as
well. Let u, v ∈ Hs′ . Bearing in mind (2.22) and (2.5) we estimate

‖φ(u)− φ(v)‖s′ ≤ |f(u)− f(v)|‖u‖s′ + |f(v)|‖u− v‖s′
≤ [|h′(‖u‖L∞)| ∨ |h′(‖v‖L∞)|] |‖u‖L∞ − ‖v‖L∞| ‖u‖s′ + |h(‖v‖L∞)|‖u− v‖s′
. ‖u− v‖s′ (‖u‖s′ [|h′(‖u‖L∞)| ∨ |h′(‖v‖L∞)|] + |f(v)|)
. ψ(‖u‖s′ , ‖v‖s′)‖u− v‖s′ ,

where ψ : R+ × R+ → R+ is a locally bounded map. In the last equality we used (2.20), (2.21) and
(2.5).

(H5”) Setting B̃ = −B > 0 estimate (2.19) becomes

(2.25) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2
[ℑf(u)]2 ≤ (1− p)

2
[ℜf(u)]2 − B̃.

Therefore, (2.19) is fulfilled when there exists a positive constant B̃ such that

(2.26) 2|α|K‖u‖2σL∞ + c2(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2d ≤ (1 − p)a2(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2b − 2B̃

for any u ∈ Hs. We then choose the parameters a, b, c, d as follows.
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– When b = d = σ ≥ 1, for a fixed p ∈ (0, 1) we require a and c to fulfil

2|α|K + c2 < (1− p)a2.

In this way 2B̃ := (1− p)a2 − 2|α|K − c2 > 0.

– When b ≥ d > σ ≥ 1, we use

‖u‖2σL∞ ≤ (1 + ‖u‖L∞)2d ≤ (1 + ‖u‖L∞)2b

and we can proceed in a similar way to the previous case.

(H4) One argues as done for (H2).

Notice that (H5) would require less restrictive assumptions on the parameters than (H5”). Indeed,
estimate (2.17) becomes

(2.27) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
1

2
[ℑf(u)]2 ≤ 1

2
[ℜf(u)]2 +B.

Therefore, (2.17) is fulfilled when there exists B ∈ R such that

(2.28) |α|K‖u‖2σL∞ +
c2

2
(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2d ≤ a2

2
(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2b +B.

We then choose the parameters as follows.

• When b = d = σ ≥ 1, we require 2|α|K + c2 ≤ a2; then B can be any non-negative constant.

• When b = d > σ ≥ 1, we use Young inequality to get that for any ǫ > 0 there exists Cǫ > 0 such
that

2|α|K‖u‖2σL∞ ≤ ǫ‖u‖2bL∞ + Cǫ ≤ ǫ(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2b + Cǫ.

Therefore (2.28) holds when c2 < a2 and B is chosen large enough, i.e. B ≥ Cǫ when we choose
ǫ ≤ a2 − c2 (notice that Cǫ depends also on α,K, b, σ).

• When b > d > σ ≥ 1, we use the Young inequality to bound also the power 2d, i.e.

2|α|K‖u‖2σL∞ + c2(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2d ≤ ǫ(1 + ‖u‖L∞)2b + Cǫ.

Therefore (2.28) holds for every a 6= 0 and B chosen large enough as in the previous case.

Remark 2.6. Another possible example is given by a diffusion term φ of the form (2.24), with f as in
(2.23) and

h(x) = axb + icxd,

for a 6= 0, c ∈ R and b, d > 1.

Remark 2.7. One could consider a slightly more general example for the noise: φ is of the form (2.24)
with f : Hs → C given by

(2.29) f(u) = a(1 + ‖u‖X1
)b + ic(1 + ‖u‖X2

)d,

with a 6= 0, c ∈ R and b, d > 1.
The spaces X1 and X2 are chosen in such a way that for some constants K0, K1 and K2

‖u‖X2
≤ K2‖u‖X1

≤ K1‖u‖s′ ∀u ∈ Hs

‖u‖L∞ ≤ K0‖u‖X1
∀u ∈ Hs,

where, as usual, we consider d
2 < s′ < s.

To show that conditions (H5)–(H5”) are satisfied one imposes conditions on the parameters a, b, c, d that
involve also the constants K0,K1 and K2.
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2.5 Statement of the main results

The following hypotheses stand throughout the paper

(2.30) σ ∈ N, s >
d

2
.

We summarize our main results as follows.

Theorem 2.8. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5). Then, for any initial datum u0 ∈ Hs there exists a
unique global-in-time strong solution to (3.1) with P-a.s. paths in C([0,∞);Hs).

Theorem 2.9. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5’). Then there exists at least one invariant measure µ for
equation (3.1), supported in Hs.

Theorem 2.10. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5”). Then µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure for
equation (3.1) and the zero solution is exponentially stable.

For a more precise statement of the results concerning the ergodic properties to the solution process
see Theorems 4.5 and 4.7.

3 Existence and uniqueness of global strong solutions

In this section we prove Theorem 2.8, that is that equation (1.1) admits a unique strong (in the probabilistic
sense) solution.

We rewrite equation (1.1) in the following abstract form

(3.1)

{
du(t) + i [−Au(t) + αF (u(t))] dt = φ(u(t)) dW (t), t > 0

u(0) = u0.

We consider martingale solutions, i.e. weak solutions in the probabilistic sense, and strong solutions
as well. Here are the definitions.

Definition 3.1 (martingale solution). Let u0 ∈ Hs. A martingale solution of the equation (3.1) on the

time interval [0,∞) with initial datum u0 is a system
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃, W̃ , u

)
consisting of

• a filtered probability space
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃

)
satisfying the standard conditions;

• a real valued one dimensional Brownian motion W̃ on
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃

)
;

• an H-valued continuous and F̃-adapted process u with P̃-almost all paths in Cw([0,∞);Hs), such
that for every t ∈ [0,∞) the equality

(3.2) u(t) = u0 + i

∫ t

0

[Au(s)− αF (u(s))] ds+

∫ t

0

φ(u(s)) dW̃ (s)

holds P̃-almost surely in H−s−1.

Definition 3.2. Let u0 ∈ Hs. Assume that
(
Ω,F ,P,W,F

)
is a system consisting of

• a filtered probability space
(
Ω,F ,P,F

)
satisfying the standard conditions;

• a real valued one dimensional Brownian motion W on
(
Ω,F ,P,F

)
.

A strong solution of the equation (3.1) on the time interval [0,∞) with the initial datum u0 is a H-
valued continuous and F-adapted process u with P-almost all paths in Cw([0,∞);Hs), such that for every
t ∈ [0,∞) the equality

(3.3) u(t) = u0 + i

∫ t

0

[Au(s)− αF (u(s))] ds+

∫ t

0

φ(u(s)) dW (s)

holds P-almost surely in in H−s−1
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Remark 3.3. We will deal with deterministic intial data, the extension to random initial data is straight-
forward.

To prove Theorem 2.8 we proceed as follows. In subsection 3.1 we introduce the finite-dimensional
Galerkin approximation of equation (3.1). In Propositions 3.5 and 3.7 we prove uniform a-priori bounds
for the solution of the approximated problem. These bounds allow to infer the tightness of the laws
defined by the solution of the Galerkin approximation (see Proposition A.4). In section 3.2 we prove the
convergence of the Galerkin approximations to the martingale solution of problem (3.1). In subsection 3.3
we prove pathwise uniqueness of the solution, from which we also infer that the solution is strong in the
probabilistic sense.

3.1 The Galerkin approximation

We introduce a finite-dimensional approximation of equation (3.1). To this end we introduce the projector
operator Pn : H → Hn = Span{ek : |k| ≤ n} introduced in (2.8). For any r ≥ 0 we have

(3.4) (Pnu, v)r = (u, Pnv)r, ‖Pnu‖r ≤ ‖u‖r, ∀u, v ∈ Hr

and

(3.5) lim
n→∞

‖Pn − I‖L(Hr) = 0.

By density, we can extend Pn to an operator Pn : H−r → Hn with

(3.6) ‖Pn‖L(H−r) ≤ 1.

We consider the Faedo-Galerkin approximation in the space Hn, obtained by projecting the NLS
equation (3.1) onto the finite dimensional space Hn:

(3.7)

{
dun(t) + i [−Aun(t) + αPnF (un(t))] dt = Pnφ(un(t)) dW (t)

un(0) = Pn(u
0),

It is a classical result to show that the Faedo-Galerkin equation has a unique solution. This is a strong
solution in the probabilistic sense. First we consider local existence.

Proposition 3.4. Assume (2.30), (H1) and (H3). Then for any n ∈ N and u0 ∈ Hs there exists a
unique local solution un of (3.7) with continuous paths in Hn and maximal existence time τn, which is a
blow-up time in the sense that

lim sup
t→τn(ω)

‖un(t, ω)‖Hn
= +∞

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω with τn(ω) <∞.

Proof. The result is a consequence of the well-known theory for finite-dimensional stochastic differential
equations with locally Lipschitz continuous coefficients.

Let n ∈ N, we are done if we prove that the functions

hn(x) := −iAx+ iPn(F (x)), ln(x) := Pnφ(x), x ∈ Hn,

are locally Lipschitz continuous in Hn. Let x, y ∈ Hn with ‖x‖0 ≤ R and ‖y‖0 ≤ R. Using (3.4), (2.13),
(2.5) and the equivalence of norms in Hn, we estimate

‖PnF (x)− PnF (y)‖0 ≤ ‖F (x)− F (y)‖0 .
(
‖x‖2σL∞ + ‖y‖2σL∞

)
‖x− y‖0

.
(
‖x‖2σs + ‖y‖2σs

)
‖x− y‖0 .n

(
‖x‖2σ0 + ‖y‖2σ0

)
‖x− y‖0 ≤ 2R2σ‖x− y‖0.

Since A|Hn
is a bounded operator, we get

‖hn(x)− hn(y)‖0 .n,R ‖x− y‖0.

From (H3) we immediately see that ln is locally Lipschitz continuous in Hn. This concludes the proof.
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Now we show that the local solution to (3.7) is actually a global solution.

Proposition 3.5. Assume (2.30), (H1), (H2)(i), (H3) and (H5). Then for any n ∈ N and u0 ∈ Hs

there exists a unique solution un of (3.7) defined on the time interval [0,+∞) and with P-a.e. path in
C([0,+∞);Hn). Moreover, for any T and δ > 0, there exists Cδ,T > 0 such that

(3.8) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖un‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≥ Cδ,T

)
≤ δ.

Proof. We follow the approach of [5]. We divide the proof in two parts: first we prove global existence
and then the estimate (3.8).

For any n ∈ N we endow the Hn space with the Hs-scalar product. We fix n ∈ N and take the
unique maximal solution (un, τn) from Proposition 3.4. We prove that the solution is global, that is
τn = +∞ P-a.s., appealing to the Khasmiskii’s test for non explosion, see [43, Theorem III.4.1] (for the
finite-dimensional case). The idea is as follows. We introduce a sequence {τn,k}k∈N of stopping times
defined by

τn,k := inf {t ≥ 0 : ‖un(t)‖s ≥ k} , k ∈ N.

In order to prove that τn = +∞, P-a.s., it is sufficient to find a Lyapunov function V : Hs → R satisfying

V ≥ 0 on Hs,(3.9)

ak := inf
{
V (v) : ‖v‖s ≥ k

}
→ ∞, as k → ∞,(3.10)

V (un(0)) <∞,(3.11)

such that

(3.12) E[V (un(t ∧ τn,k))] ≤ V (un(0)) + Ct,

for a constant C <∞ and all t ∈ [0, T ] and k ∈ N. Therefore,

P(τn,k < t) = E
(
1{τn,k<t}

)
≤ 1

ak
E
[
1{τn,k<t}V (un(t ∧ τn,k))

]
≤ V (un(0)) + Ct

ak
.

Passing to the limit, we get
lim
k→∞

P(τn,k < t) = 0,

for every fixed t ≥ 0. Therefore P(τn < t) = lim
k→∞

P(τn,k < t) = 0 for every fixed t ≥ 0, which means

P(τn = +∞) = 1.
We consider R > 1

2 , a ∈ (0, log(2R)) and a non-decreasing C2-function l : [0,+∞) → [a,+∞), such
that

(3.13)

{
l(ρ) = a, 0 ≤ ρ < R

l(ρ) = loge ρ, ρ > 2R.

Then as Lyapunov function we consider
V (u) = l(‖u‖s).

It is trivial to verify that V fulfills (3.10) and (3.11). In order to get (3.12), we apply Itô formula to V (un),
up to the maximal existence time of the process un. We obtain

(3.14) dV (un(t)) = (LnV )(un(t)) dt+ V
′(un(t))[Pnφ(un(t))] dW (t),

where (LnV )(un(t)) and V ′(un(t)) vanish when ‖un(t)‖s < R; however, when ‖un(t)‖s ≥ R they are
given by

(LnV )(un) = V
′(un)[iAun − iαPn(F (un))] +

1

2
V

′′(un)[Pnφ(un), Pnφ(un)],
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where

(3.15) V
′(un)[h] = l′(‖un‖s)

ℜ
(
un, h

)
s

‖un‖s

and

V
′′(un)[h, k] = l′′(‖un‖s)

ℜ
(
un, h

)
s
ℜ
(
un, k

)
s

‖un‖2s
+ l′(‖un‖s)

(
ℜ
(
h, k
)
s

‖un‖s
−

ℜ
(
un, h

)
s
ℜ
(
un, k

)
s

‖un‖3s

)
.

We notice the following simplification:

V
′(un)[iAun − iαPn(F (un))] =

l′(‖un‖s)
‖un‖s

ℜ
(
un, iAun − iαPn(F (un))

)
s

=
l′(‖un‖s)
‖un‖s

ℜ
(
un,−iαPn(F (un))

)
s

=
l′(‖un‖s)
‖un‖s

ℑ
(
un, αPn(F (un))

)
s
,

since the operators A and (I +A)
s
2 commute and so

(3.16) ℜ
(
un, iAun

)
s
= 0.

Hence

(LnV )(un) =
l′(‖un‖s)
‖un‖s

ℑ
(
un, αPn(F (un))

)
s
+

1

2
l′′(‖un‖s)

[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖2s

+
1

2
l′(‖un‖s)

(
‖Pnφ(un)‖2s

‖un‖s
−

[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖3s

)

≤ |α|Kl′(‖un‖s)‖un‖2σL∞‖un‖s +
1

2
l′′(‖un‖s)

[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖2s

+
1

2
l′(‖un‖s)

(
‖Pnφ(un)‖2s

‖un‖s
−

[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖3s

)
,

(3.17)

where K is the constant in the estimate (2.16).
We will now show that

(3.18) sup
n∈N

sup
u∈Hn

(LnV )(un) <∞.

Since (LnV )(un) = 0 when the Hs-norm of un is smaller that R, we have to consider two cases: when
the Hs-norm of un is in [R, 2R] or in (2R,+∞).
• If R ≤ ‖un‖s ≤ 2R, from (3.17) we estimate

(LnV )(un) ≤ |α|Kl′(‖un‖s)‖un‖2σL∞‖un‖s +
1

2
l′′(‖un‖s)‖Pnφ(un)‖2s + l′(‖un‖s)

‖Pnφ(un)‖2s
‖un‖s

. l′(‖un‖s)‖un‖2σ+1
s +

1

2
l′′(‖un‖s)‖φ(un)‖2s + l′(‖un‖s)

‖φ(un)‖2s
R

.

Since l′(‖un‖s), l′′(‖un‖s) are continuous, they are bounded when R ≤ ‖un‖s ≤ 2R; also ‖φ(un)‖s is
bounded when R ≤ ‖un‖s ≤ 2R in virtue of Assumption (H2)(i). Therefore

sup
n∈N

sup
R≤‖un‖s≤2R

(LnV )(un) <∞.

15



• If ‖un‖s > 2R, then l′(‖un‖s) = 1
‖un‖s

and l′′(‖un‖s) = − 1
‖un‖2

s
. Hence, from estimate (3.17) we infer

(LnV )(un) ≤ |α|K‖un‖2σL∞ +
1

2

‖Pnφ(un)‖2s
‖un‖2s

−
[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖4s
.(3.19)

Thanks to (2.17) in Assumption (H5), this quantity is finite if we choose R = r
2 (r given in (2.17)).

Indeed we use ‖Pnφ(un)‖s ≤ ‖φ(un)‖s and
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
=
(
un, φ(un)

)
s
, so

sup
n∈N

sup
‖un‖s≥2R

(LnV )(un) <∞.

Combining all the above cases we conclude that (LnV (un)) is bounded in Hn, uniformly in n ∈ N,
that is there must exist a positive constant C - independent of k and n - such that

(3.20) LnV ≤ C for any n ∈ N.

Hence

V (un(t ∧ τn,k)) ≤ V (un(0)) + Ct+

∫ t∧τn,k

0

V
′(un(r))[φ(un(r))] dW (r).

Taking the expected value on both sides of the above estimate we get (3.12), from which we infer that
τn = +∞ P-a.s., that is, the solution is defined at any time t ≥ 0.

Let us now prove estimate (3.8). Fix n ∈ N and define

τnM := inf{t ≥ 0 : V (un(t)) ≥M}

for M > 0, to be chosen later on. We have

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]

V (un(t)) ≥M

}
= {τnM ≤ T } and P(V (un(τ

n
M ) ≥

M) = 1, so

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]

V (un(t)) ≥M

}
= {τnM ≤ T } ∩ {V (un(τ

n
M )) ≥M} ⊆ {V (un(T ∧ τnM )) ≥M}.

From (4.17) and (3.20) we have

E[V (un(t ∧ τnM ))] ≤ V (un(0)) + Ct ≤ V (u(0)) + Ct

By the Markov inequality we infer

P
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

V (un(t)) ≥M
)
≤ P

(
V (un(T ∧ τnM )) ≥M

)
≤ V (u(0)) + Ct

M
.

Hence, for any δ > 0 we choose M ≥ max(loge(2R),
V (u(0))+CT

δ ); therefore there exists Cδ,T such that

(3.21) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖un‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≥ Cδ,T

)
≤ δ.

Remark 3.6. From the proof we see that the same result can be obtained if in Assumption (H5) we
assume the bound (2.17) only on the set Bc

r,Hs ∩ Bc
ρ,L∞ for some ρ > 0 and we add the condition

(3.22) ∃L > 0 : ‖φ(u)‖s ≤ L‖u‖s, ∀ u ∈ B
c
r,Hs ∩ Bρ,L∞ .

Indeed, using ‖Pnφ(un)‖s ≤ ‖φ(un)‖s and |
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
| = |

(
un, φ(un)

)
s
| ≤ ‖un‖s‖φ(un)‖s, starting

from (3.19) we estimate on Bc
r,Hs ∩ Bρ,L∞

(LnV )(un) ≤ |α|K‖un‖2σL∞ +
1

2

‖Pnφ(un)‖2s
‖un‖2s

−
[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖4s
(3.23)

≤ |α|Kρ2σ +
3

2
L2.(3.24)
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The bound (3.21) is one of the two estimates appearing in the tightness criterium given in Proposition
A.4. Now we look for the other estimate, i.e. we provide a uniform estimate in probability for un in
C0,β([0, T ];H−s−1) with 0 < β < 1

2 .

Proposition 3.7. Assume (2.30), (H1), (H2)(i), (H3) and (H5). Let un be the unique solution to
equation (3.7) given in Proposition 3.5. Let 0 < β < 1

2 . For any T > 0 and δ > 0 there exists a positive
constant Cδ,T such that

sup
n∈N

P
(
‖un‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1)) ≥ Cδ,T

)
≤ δ.

Proof. Let δ > 0. Estimate (3.8) and the continuous embedding Hs →֒ H−s−1 yield the existence of a
constant C̃δ,T > 0 such that

sup
n∈N

P

(
‖un‖L∞(0,T ;H−s−1) ≥ C̃δ,T

)
≤ δ.

Thus, bearing in mind (2.7), it is sufficient to prove a uniform bound in probability for the semi-norm
[un]C0,β(H−s−1), defined in (2.7). Let M > 0, we introduce the stopping time

(3.25) ρnM := inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖un(t)‖s ≥M},

and the event

An
M :=

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖un(t)‖s ≥M

}
.

We have that An
M ⊇ {ρnM ≤ T }. In virtue of (3.8) it also holds supn∈N P(An

M ) < δ, provided that M is
sufficiently large. Hence, for such an M , it holds

P
(
[un]C0,β(H−s−1) > a

)
≤ P

(
(An

M )c ∩ [un]C0,β(H−s−1) > a
)
+ P(An

M )

≤ P
(
[un(· ∧ ρnM )]C0,β(H−s−1) > a

)
+ δ ≤ 1

ap
E

[
[un(· ∧ ρnM )]p

C0,β(H−s−1)

]
+ δ,

for some positive a and p. Thus, if we show that

(3.26) sup
n∈N

E

[
[un(· ∧ ρnM )]p

C0,β(H−s−1)

]
<∞,

then, for suitable aδ > 0, we can infer

P
(
[un]C0,β(H−s−1) > aδ

)
≤ 2δ,

which will conclude the proof. Let us thus prove (3.26). For 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ T , we have

‖un(t2 ∧ ρnM )− un(t1 ∧ ρnM )‖p−s−1 .p

(∫ t2

t1

‖iAun(r ∧ ρnM )‖−s−1 dr

)p

+

(∫ t2

t1

‖iPn(F (un(r ∧ ρnM )))‖−s−1 dr

)p

+

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t2∧ρn
M

t1∧ρn
M

φ(un(r)) dW (r)

∥∥∥∥∥

p

−s−1

.

Set I1 :=
(∫ t2

t1
‖iAun(r ∧ ρnM )‖−s−1 dr

)p
. We estimate

I1 ≤ |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖Aun(r ∧ ρnM )‖p−s−1 . |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖un(r ∧ ρnM )‖p1−s

. |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖un(r ∧ ρnM )‖ps ,

where the last inequality is a consequence of the continuous embedding Hs ⊂ H1−s, since we assumed
(2.3). Hence, (3.25) yields the existence of M1 = M1(M) > 0 such that I1 ≤ M1|t2 − t1|p for all n ∈ N

and P-a.s..
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Set I2 :=
(∫ t2

t1
‖iPn(F (un(r ∧ ρnM )))‖−s−1 dr

)p
. Exploiting the continuous embedding Hs →֒ H−s−1,

(3.4), (2.16) and the continuous embedding Hs ⊂ L∞, we estimate

I2 ≤ |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖Pn(F (un(r ∧ ρnM ))‖p−s−1 . |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖Pn(F (un(r ∧ ρnM ))‖ps

. |t2 − t1|p sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖un(r ∧ ρnM )‖(2σ+1)p
s .

Hence, (3.25) yields the existence of M2 = M2(σ, p,M) > 0 such that I2 ≤ M2|t2 − t1|p for all n ∈ N and
P-a.s.

Set I3 :=
∥∥∥
∫ t2∧ρn

M

t1∧ρn
M

φ(un(r)) dW (r)
∥∥∥
p

−s−1
. To estimate this term we introduce the process

an(t) := 111t1∧ρn
M

≤t≤t2∧ρn
M

and we notice that ∫ t2∧ρn
M

t1∧ρn
M

φ(un(r)) dW (r) =

∫ t2

t1

an(r)φ(un(r)) dW (r).

For p > 1, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (3.6) and the embedding Hs →֒ H−s−1 yield

E[I3] = E

[∥∥∥∥
∫ t2

t1

an(r)φ(un(r)) dW (r)

∥∥∥∥
p

−s−1

]
.p E

[(∫ t2

t1

‖an(r)φ(un(r))‖2−s−1 dr

) p
2

]

≤ E

[(∫ t2

t1

‖φ(un(r ∧ ρnM ))‖2−s−1 dr

) p
2

]

≤ |t2 − t1|
p
2E

[
sup

r∈[0,T ]

‖φ(un(r ∧ ρnM ))‖p−s−1

]
. |t2 − t1|

p
2 E

[
sup

r∈[0,T ]

‖φ(un(r ∧ ρnM ))‖ps

]
.

In virtue of Assumption (H2), we infer the existence of M3 = M3(σ, β, p,M) > 0 such that E [I3] ≤
M3|t2 − t1|

p
2 for all n ∈ N.

Putting together the above estimates, we thus infer

(3.27) E
[
‖un(t2 ∧ ρnM )− un(t1 ∧ ρnM )‖p−s−1

]
.p,M,σ,β,T |t2 − t1|

p
2 .

At this point we recall that for 1 < p < ∞ and β < γ − 1
p we have the Sobolev embedding W γ,p(0, T ) ⊂

C0,β([0, T ]). In particular, see [25, Theorem B.1.5], for a continuous function ϕ : [0, T ] → H−s−1 and
p, β, γ as above, we have

(3.28) [ϕ]p
C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1)

. [ϕ]pWγ,p(0,T ;H−s−1) :=

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

‖ϕ(t2)− ϕ(t1)‖pH−s−1

|t2 − t1|1+γp
dt1 dt2.

Thus, from (3.27) and (3.28) we infer

E

[
[un(· ∧ ρnM )]p

C0,β(H−s−1)

]
. E

[
[un(· ∧ ρnM )]pWγ,p(H−s−1)

]
=

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

E
[
‖un(t2 ∧ ρnM )− un(t1 ∧ ρnM )‖p−s−1

]

|t2 − t1|1+γp
dt1 dt2

.p,M,σ,γ,T

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t2 − t1|(
1
2
−γ)p−1 dt1 dt2.

The double integral is finite when (12 − γ)p− 1 > −1. Hence the right-hand side of the above inequality
is uniformly bounded w.r.t. n ∈ N when γ < 1

2 . Indeed, given γ <
1
2 there exist β ∈ (0, 12 ) and p ∈ (1,∞)

such that β < γ − 1
p . This proves (3.26) and concludes the proof.
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3.2 Existence of a global martingale solution

In this section we will construct a global-in-time martingale solution of equation (3.1) as a limit of the
Galerkin sequence un as n → +∞. For arbitrary T > 0 we will work on a finite time interval [0, T ], for
arbitrary T > 0. Let us recall from Section A.2 the definition of the set

ZT := C([0, T ];Hs′) ∩ Cw([0, T ];H
s).

Proposition 3.5 and 3.7 provide the a priori estimates on the Galerkin approximating sequence: its law
is tight in ZT thanks to Proposition A.4. In metric spaces, one can apply Prokhorov Theorem and
Skorohod Theorem to obtain convergence from tightness. Even if we consider a subsequence, we denote
it again by un for simplicity of notation. Since the space ZT is a locally convex space, one uses the
Jakubowski generalization to non-metric spaces (see [46], [47]). This result allows to infer the existence of

a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and ZT ×C([0, T ];R)-valued random variables {(ũn, W̃n)}n∈N, (ũ, W̃ ), living

in this probability space, such that the distribution of {(ũn, W̃n)}n∈N is the same as {(un,Wn)}n∈N for
every n ∈ N, and

(3.29) the sequence {(ũn, W̃n)}n∈N converges to (ũ, W̃ ) in ZT × C([0, T ];R), P̃-a.s.

We denote the filtration generated by ũ, W̃ , and P̃-null sets by {G̃t}t∈[0,T ] and we define F̃t :=
⋂

s>t G̃s, a

filtration satisfying the standard assumptions. The filtrations {G̃n
t }t∈[0,T ] and {F̃n

t }t∈[0,T ] for ũn and W̃n

are defined similarly.
For every n ∈ N, W̃n is an {F̃n

t }t∈[0,T ]-adapted Brownian motion, and the limit process W̃ is an

{F̃n
t }t∈[0,T ]-adapted Brownian motion (see [5, Lemma 4.1]).

Moreover, arguing as in [5, Lemma 4.2], one proves that, for any n ∈ N, (Ω̃, F̃ , {F̃n
t }t, P̃, ũn, W̃n) is a

solution to (3.7).
The next result shows how the convergence of ũn to ũ in ZT can be used for the convergence of the

terms that appear in the Galerkin equation (3.7).

Lemma 3.8. Let s and s′ be as in (2.3). Assume (2.30), (H1)–(H3) and (H5). For all t ∈ [0, T ] and
P̃-a.s.

(i) lim
n→∞

ũn(t) = ũ(t) in Hs′ ,

(ii) lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

Aũn(r)dr =

∫ t

0

Aũ(r)dr, in Hs′−2,

(iii) lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

PnF (ũn(r)) dr =

∫ t

0

F (ũ(r)) dr, in Hs′ .

(iv) lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũn(r)) − φ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr = 0.

Proof. We know from (3.29) that ũn → ũ in ZT , P̃-a.s. In particular, ũn → ũ in C([0, T ];Hs′) P̃-a.s.. This
implies i). Also ii) follows easily

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

Aũn(r)dr −
∫ t

0

Aũ(r)dr

∥∥∥∥
s′−2

≤
∫ t

0

‖Aũn(r) −Aũ(r)‖s′−2dr ≤ t sup
0≤r≤t

‖ũn(r)− ũ(r)‖s′ .

For iii):

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

PnF (ũn(r))dr −
∫ t

0

F (ũ(r))dr

∥∥∥∥
s′
≤
∫ t

0

‖PnF (ũn(r)) − PnF (ũ(r))‖s′dr +
∫ t

0

‖PnF (ũ(r)) − F (ũ(r))‖s′dr.
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We estimate each addend in the right hand side:

∫ t

0

‖PnF (ũn(r)) − PnF (ũ(r))‖s′dr ≤
∫ t

0

‖F (ũn(r)) − F (ũ(r))‖s′dr

.s′,d,σ

∫ t

0

(
‖ũn(r)‖2σs′ + ‖ũ(r)‖2σs′

)
‖(ũn(r) − ũ(r)‖s′dr

. t

(
sup

0≤r≤t
‖(ũn(r)‖2σs′ + sup

0≤r≤t
‖ũ(r)‖2σs′

)
sup

0≤r≤t
‖(ũn(r)− ũ(r)‖s′

and
∫ t

0

‖PnF (ũ(r)) − F (ũ(r))‖s′dr ≤ t‖Pn − I‖L(Hs′ ) sup
0≤r≤t

‖F (ũ(r))‖s′

. t‖Pn − I‖L(Hs′ ) sup
0≤r≤t

‖ũ(r)‖2σ+1
s′ , by Lemma 2.2

Both terms converge to zero as n→ ∞ in virtue of (3.5) and since ũn → ũ in ZT .
It remains to show the convergence of the stochastic term. To prove assertion (iv) we exploit Assumption
(H2)(ii). We write

∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũn(r)) − φ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr ≤
∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũn(r)) − Pnφ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr +

∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũ(r)) − φ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr.

We estimate each addend in the right hand side.

∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũn(r)) − Pnφ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr ≤ t‖Pn‖L(H−s−1) sup
0≤r≤t

‖φ(ũn(r)) − φ(u(r))‖2−s−1,

which converges to zero, as n → ∞, since φ is a continuous map from Hs′ into H−s−1 in virtue of
Assumption (H2)(ii) and ũn → ũ in ZT .

∫ t

0

‖Pnφ(ũ(r)) − φ(ũ(r))‖2−s−1 dr ≤ t‖Pn − I‖L(H−s−1) sup
0≤r≤t

‖φ(ũ(r))‖−s−1,

which converges to zero, as n→ ∞ thanks to (H2)(ii).

Remark 3.9. From the proof of statement (iv) in Proposition 3.8 it is clear the role played by the auxiliary
space Hs′ that appears in Assumption (H2). From the tightness in the space ZT we infer the strong
convergence in Hs′and the weak convergence in Hs: this last convergence is not enough to pass to the limit
in the stochastic term.

We have now all the ingredients to prove the following.

Proposition 3.10. Assume (2.30), (H1)-(H3) and (H5), and let s and s′ be as in (2.3). Then for

every u0 ∈ Hs there exists a martingale solution to (1.1) defined on the time interval [0,+∞), with P̃-a.a.
paths in C([0,+∞);Hs′) ∩ Cw([0,+∞);Hs).

Proof. We prove the existence of a solution on any finite time interval [0, T ], for arbitrary T > 0. As

said at the beginning of this section, we have proved that on a common probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) there
exist random variables {(ũn, W̃n)}n∈N and (ũ, W̃ ) such that, P̃-a.s. (ũn, W̃n) converges to (ũ, W̃ ) in
ZT × C([0, T ];R) and satisfies

(3.30) ũn(t) = ũn(0) + i

∫ t

0

Aũn(s) ds− iα

∫ t

0

PnF (ũn(s)) ds+

∫ t

0

Pnφ(ũn(s)) dW̃
n(s), t ∈ [0, T ].

In view of Lemma 3.8(iv) and [5, Lemma 4.3], passing to n→ ∞ along a subsequence, we have that

∫ t

0

Pnφ(ũn(s)) dW̃
n(s) →

∫ t

0

φ(ũ(s)) dW̃ (s), in H−s−1, P̃− a.s.
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Bearing in mind Lemma 3.8(i)-(iii), passing to the P̃-a.s. limit in each term in the equation (3.30), we
obtain, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

ũ(t) = ũ(0) + i

∫ t

0

Aũ(s) ds− iα

∫ t

0

F (ũ(s)) ds+

∫ t

0

φ(ũ(s)) dW̃ (s),

P̃-a.s., understood as an identity in H−s−1. Thus (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃, P̃, ũ, W̃ ) is a martingale solution to (3.1) on
[0, T ]. This concludes the proof.

We now exploit the mild formulation of equation (3.1) to infer that the solution process has P̃-a.s.
paths in C([0,∞);Hs).

Proposition 3.11. Let (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃, P̃, ũ, W̃ ) be the martingale solution to (3.1), given in Proposition 3.10.
Then, ũ has P̃-a.s. trajectories in C([0,+∞);Hs).

Proof. Let (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃, P̃, ũ, W̃ ) be the martingale solution to (3.1), given in Proposition 3.10. Let us choose
and fix t > 0. We apply the Itô formula, see [16, Theorem 2.4], to the process if(r, ũ(t − r)), r ∈ [0, t],
where f is the function defined as

f : [0, t]×H−s−1 ∋ (r, x) 7→ e−i(t−r)Ax ∈ H−s−3.

The function f is of C1,2-class and we deduce that P̃-a.s.,

ũ(t) = e−itAu0 − iα

∫ t

0

e−i(t−r)AF (ũ(r)) dr +

∫ t

0

e−i(t−r)Aφ(ũ(r)) dW̃ (r),(3.31)

in H−s−3. We now show that, P̃-a.s., each addend in the right hand side is in C([0,+∞);Hs).
Since u0 ∈ Hs, this is trivial for the first term. For the second term, it is enough to show that the
integrand [0, t] ∋ r 7→ e−i(t−r)AF (ũ(r)) ∈ Hs is integrable. From estimate (2.16) and the continuous
Sobolev embedding (2.5) we have

‖e−i(t−r)AF (ũ(r))‖s ≤ ‖F (ũ(r))‖s ≤ K‖ũ(r)‖2σL∞‖ũ(r)‖s .s,σ,K ‖ũ(r)‖2σ+1
s ,

which is integrable on any finite time interval [0, t], since pathwise we have that ũ ∈ Cw([0, t];H
s) ⊂

L∞(0, t;Hs).
For the stochastic integral in (3.31) it is enough to show that the integrand in square integrable, P-a.s.;

in this way the stochastic integral exists as a local martingale and has a continuous version. We have

∫ t

0

‖e−i(t−r)Aφ(ũ(r))‖2sdr ≤
∫ t

0

‖φ(ũ(r))‖2sdr

which is P̃-a.s. finite from Assumption (H2)(i), since ũ ∈ Cw([0, t];H
s) ⊂ L∞(0, t;Hs). This concludes

the proof.

3.3 Pathwise uniqueness

We now prove the pathwise uniqueness of the martingale solutions.

Proposition 3.12. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5). Then, the pathwise uniqueness holds for equation
(3.1), i.e., given any T > 0, if u1, u2 are two martingale solutions to (3.1) on the time interval [0, T ],
defined on the same filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P) with respect to the same Brownian motion W ,
with the same initial data in Hs, then

P (u2(t) = u1(t), ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]) = 1.
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Proof. Let T > 0, we consider two martingale solutions on the time interval [0, T ], defined on the same
filtered probability space with the same Brownian motion and initial data in Hs. GivenM > 0 we consider
the stopping times

τ iM := inf{t ∈ [0, T ] : ‖ui(t)‖s > M}, i = 1, 2,

and set τM := τ1M ∧ τ2M .
Set v := u1 − u2. Thanks to Lemma B.1 the equality

d‖v(t)‖2s = 2ℜ
(
v(t),−iαF (u1(t)) + iαF (u2(t))

)
s
dt

+ 2ℜ
(
v(t), φ(u1(t))− φ(u2(t))

)
s
dW (t) + ‖φ(u1(t)) − φ(u2(t))‖2s dt.

(3.32)

is satisfied P-a.s. on the time interval [0, τM ].
By means of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (2.13) and (2.3), we estimate, within the interval [0, τM ],

|
(
v(t),−iαF (u1(t)) + iαF (u2(t))

)
s
| ≤ |α|‖v(t)‖s‖F (u1(t))− F (u2(t))‖s
.
(
‖u1(t)‖2σs + ‖u2(t)‖2σs

)
‖v(t)‖2s . CM‖v(t)‖2s,

for a positive constant CM . Assumption (H5) yields

‖φ(u1(t))− φ(u2(t))‖s ≤ ψ(‖u1(t)‖s, ‖u2(t)‖s)‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖s,

where ψ : R+ × R+ → R+ is a measurable locally bounded function. Hence, for t ∈ [0, τM ], there exists a
positive constant CM such that

‖φ(u1(t))− φ(u2(t))‖2s ≤ CM‖v(t)‖2s.

Now we go back to (3.32), in its integral form. Taking into account the previous estimates, by applying
the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy and the Hölder inequality to estimate the stochastic integral in (3.32), we
obtain

E

[
sup

r∈[0,t]

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s

]

.M,p E

[(∫ t∧τM

0

‖v(r)‖2sdr
)2
]
+ E

[(∫ t∧τM

0

‖φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))‖2s‖v(r)‖2s dr
)]

.M,p E

[(∫ t∧τM

0

‖v(r)‖2s dr
)2
]
+ E

[(∫ t∧τM

0

‖v(r)‖4s dr
)]

.M,p,T E

[∫ t∧τM

0

‖v(r)‖4s dr
]
.

(3.33)

Since

E

[∫ t∧τM

0

‖v(r)‖4s dr
]
≤ E

[∫ t

0

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s dr
]
≤
∫ t

0

E

[
sup

s∈[0,r]

‖v(s ∧ τM )‖4s

]
dr,

from (3.33) we get

E

[
sup

r∈[0,t]

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s

]
.M,p,T

∫ t

0

E

[
sup

r∈[0,ρ]

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s

]
dρ.

By the Gronwall lemma we infer

E

[
sup

r∈[0,t]

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s

]
= 0

for any t ∈ [0, T ]; hence
sup

r∈[0,T ]

‖v(r ∧ τM )‖4s = 0 P− a.s.
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Since both u1 and u2 live in C([0, T ];Hs) P-a.s., then τ1M → T and τ2M → T , as M → ∞, and

sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖v(r)‖4s = 0 P− a.s.

This concludes the proof.

Existence of a martingale solution and pathwise uniqueness yield the existence of a unique strong
solution (see e.g. [55, Theorem 2] and [51, Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4]). Thus Theorem 2.8 follows as
an immediate consequence of Propositions 3.10, 3.11 and 3.12.

4 Ergodic results

In this section we are concerned with the study of the ergodic properties of the solution to equation (3.1).
Following an idea of [37], in section 4.1 we prove that, under Assumptions (H1)–(H3) and (H5’),

we can construct stationary martingale solutions of equation (3.1) as the limit of stationary solutions
of the approximating finite-dimensional Galerkin system (3.7). To prove the existence of at least one
invariant measure, in section 4.2, we notice that, under assumptions (H1)–(H4) and (H5’), the transition
semigroup associated to (3.1) is well defined and we readily have existence of invariant measures. In section
4.3 we work under the stronger Assumption (H5”) and we prove that µ = δ0 is the unique invariant
measure. Moreover, we prove the stability of the zero solution process.

4.1 Stationary martingale solutions

Let us start with the definition of stationary martingale solutions.

Definition 4.1 (stationary martingale solution). A stationary martingale solution of the equation (3.1)

on the time interval [0,∞) is a system
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃, W̃ , u

)
consisting of

• a filtered probability space
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃), satisfying the standard conditions;

• a real valued one dimensional Brownian motion W̃ on
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃

)
;

• an F̃-adapted process u with P̃-almost all paths in C([0,∞);Hs), such that for every t ∈ [0, T ] equation
(3.3) holds P̃-almost surely in H−s−1. This is a stationary process in Hs.

Proposition 4.2. Assume (2.30), (H1), (H2)(i), (H3) and (H5’). Then, for any n ∈ N, there exists
a stationary solution ustn of the Galerkin equation (3.7) such that, for any t ≥ 0

(4.1) sup
n∈N

E
[
‖ustn (t)‖ps

]
<∞,

where p ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter in condition (2.18). Moreover,

• for any T and δ > 0, there exists Cδ,T > 0 such that

(4.2) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖ustn (t)‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≥ Cδ,T

)
≤ δ,

• given 0 < β < 1
2 , for any T > 0 and δ > 0 there exists a positive constant Cδ,T,β such that

(4.3) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖ustn ‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1) ≥ Cδ,T,β

)
≤ δ.

Proof. We construct a stationary solution appealing to the Krilov-Bogoliubov’s theorem, which provides
an invariant measure µn for the Galerkin equation (3.7). Let us consider the Galerkin equation (3.7) with
vanishing initial data un(0) = 0. We denote by L(un(t; 0)) the law of this solution process evaluated
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at time t > 0. The law is supported on the finite-dimensional space Hn. We construct the sequence of
time-averaged measures

1

T

∫ T

0

L(un(t; 0)) dt, T ∈ N.

If we show that this sequence is tight in Hn, then we can infer the existence of a converging subsequence
whose limit (as Tk → ∞) is an invariant measure for the Galerkin equation (see e.g. [25, Theorem 3.1.1]).

To prove the tightness we introduce the Lyapunov function

V (u) = l(‖u‖s),

where l : [0,+∞) → [a,+∞) is a non-decreasing C2-function such that

(4.4)

{
l(ρ) = a, 0 ≤ ρ < R

l(ρ) = ρp, ρ > 2R,

for some a ∈ (0, (r)p) and choosing R = r
2 . The difference with respect to the function defined in (3.13) is

for large values of ρ (i.e. outside the ball of radius 2R), where we have

(4.5) l′(ρ) = pρp−1 and l′′(ρ) = −p(1− p)ρp−2.

Applying the Itô formula to V (un) we obtain

(4.6) dV (un(t)) = (LnV )(un(t)) dt+ V
′(un(t))[Pnφ(un(t))] dW (t).

As in the proof of Proposition 3.5 we have that (LnV )(un) vanishes for ‖un‖s < R and it is bounded
when R ≤ ‖un‖s ≤ 2R; so

sup
n

sup
‖un‖s≤2R

(LnV )(un) =:M <∞.

We have to check the estimates when ‖un‖s > 2R. If ‖un‖s > 2R = r, from estimate (3.17) and bearing
in mind (4.5), we infer

(4.7) (LnV )(un) ≤ p‖un‖ps

(
|α|K‖un‖2σL∞ +

1

2

‖Pnφ(un)‖2s
‖un‖2s

− 2− p

2

[ℜ
(
un, Pnφ(un)

)
s
]2

‖un‖4s

)
.

For ‖un‖s > r, (2.18) in Assumption (H5’) yields (setting B̃ = −B > 0)

(LnV )(un) ≤ −pB̃‖un‖ps.

Summing up,
(LnV )(un) ≤M − pB̃‖un‖ps ∀ un ∈ Hs

and coming back to (4.6) we have

dV (un(t)) ≤ (M − pB̃‖un(t)‖ps) dt+ V
′(un(t))[Pnφ(un(t))] dW (t).

We now integrate in time; then we take the expected value on both sides (this requires to consider first a
sequence of stopping times ρnM as in (3.25) in order to deal with the stochastic integral which is a local
martingale) and obtain

(4.8) EV (un(T )) + pB̃

∫ T

0

E‖un(t)‖ps dt ≤ V (un(0)) +MT,

so, bearing in mind that V is a non negative function and V (un(0)) = V (0) = a, for any T ≥ 1 we have

(4.9)
1

T

∫ T

0

E(‖un(t)‖ps) dt ≤
a+M

pB̃
.
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This provides tightness of the sequence un in the Hs-norm and the Krylov-Bogoliubov technique applies
(since the Markov semigroup associated to the Galerkin system is Feller) showing that there exists an
invariant measure µn for any Galerkin approximation.

Now we consider the solution of the Galerkin equation with initial datum of law µn; this is a stationary
solution ustn to equation (3.7). From (4.9) we get the estimate

(4.10) E(‖ustn (t)‖ps) ≤
a+M

pB̃
∀ t ≥ 0.

This is a uniform estimate in n ∈ N and we infer (4.1).
Estimate (4.2) can be proved reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 3.5 but considering the Lyapunov

function (4.4) instead of (3.13). Estimate (4.3) is proved arguing exactly as in the proof of Proposition
3.7. The only difference is that here we consider random initial data (see Remark 3.3).

By taking the limit of the stationary solutions of the Galerkin system (3.7) constructed in Proposition
4.2, we construct a stationary martingale solution to equation (3.1).

Proposition 4.3. Assume (2.30), (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H5’). Then there exists a stationary mar-

tingale solution
(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃, W̃ , ũst

)
to (3.1) with P̃-a.s. paths in C([0,∞);Hs) that satisfy the estimate

(4.11) E
[
‖ũst(t)‖ps

]
<∞, t ≥ 0,

where p ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter in condition (2.18).

Proof. Let ustn be the stationary solution of the Galerkin equation (3.7) given in Proposition 4.2. From
the estimates (4.2) and (4.3) the sequence of laws {L(ustn )}n∈N is tight in ZT , for any T > 0, thanks to
Proposition A.4. In view of Remark A.5 the sequence is tight in Z∞. Reasoning as in Section 3.2 (see
Proposition 3.10), but bearing in mind that here we are dealing with random initial data (see Remark 3.3),
we construct a martingale solution to (3.1). This is a stationary process in Hs, in fact the weak and the
strong Borel subsets of Hs coincide. Therefore stationarity in Hs is a consequence of the stationarity of
the Galerkin sequence and its convergence in Cw([0,+∞);Hs). Reasoning as in the proof of Proposition

3.11 one infers that P̃-a.s. ũst has trajectories in C([0,∞);Hs).
The estimate (4.11) is inherited from the same estimate (4.1) for the Galerkin sequence.

4.2 Existence of invariant measures

Under Assumptions (H1)-(H5’) for any initial datum x ∈ Hs, there exists a unique global-in-time strong
solution to (3.1) with P-a.a. paths in C([0,∞);Hs). This result follows from section 3, since Assumption
(H5’) is stronger than Assumption (H5).

We denote the unique solution starting from x by u(t;x). We define the family of operators P :=
{Pt}t≥0 associated to equation (3.1) as

(4.12) (Ptϕ)(x) := E[ϕ(u(t;x))], x ∈ Hs, ϕ ∈ Bb(H
s),

where Bb(H
s) is the space of Borel measurable bounded functions from Hs to R. Ptϕ is bounded for every

ϕ ∈ Bb(H
s). We know from [56, Cor. 23] that the transition function is jointly measurable, that is for any

A ∈ B(Hs) the map Hs × [0,∞) ∋ (x, t) 7→ P{u(t;x) ∈ A} ∈ R is measurable. So Ptϕ is also measurable
for every ϕ ∈ Bb(H

s), hence Pt maps Bb(H
s) into itself for every t ≥ 0. Furthermore, since the unique

solution of (3.1) is an Hs-valued continuous process, then it is also a Markov process, see [56, Theorem 27].
Therefore, we deduce that the family of operators {Pt}t≥0 is a Markov semigroup, namely Pt+s = PtPs

for any s, t ≥ 0.

Definition 4.4. An invariant measure for the transition semigroup P is a probability measure on (Hs,B(Hs))
such that ∫

Hs

ϕ(x)µ(dx) =

∫

Hs

Ptϕ(x)µ(dx) ∀ t ≥ 0, ∀ϕ ∈ Bb(H
s).
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Theorem 4.5. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5’). Then there exists at least one invariant measure µ for
equation (3.1) such that

(4.13)

∫

Hs

‖x‖psdµ(x) <∞,

where p ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter in condition (2.18).

Proof. Since the transition semigroup P given in (4.12) is well defined, the law at any given time of a
stationary martingale solution given in Proposition 4.3 is an invariant measure for equation (3.1). Estimate
(4.13) follows from estimate (4.11).

Remark 4.6. In the estimate (4.13) the power p is smaller than 1. This is different from the estimates of
the p-moments of the H1-norm, which can be obtained for larger p when working in the energy space H1

for the solution to the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with an at most linear noise (see e.g. [11], [36]).

4.3 Uniqueness of the invariant measure and asymptotic stability of the zero

solution

Since Assumption (H5”) is stronger than (H5’) and (H5), from the previous sections we obtain the
following result: under Assumptions (H1)-(H5”) for any initial datum x ∈ Hs, there exists a unique
global-in-time strong solution to (3.1) with P-a.s. paths in C([0,∞);Hs). In addition, we now prove that
all the solutions converge to 0, that is the noise perturbation preserves the equilibrium solution u = 0 of
the NLS equation (1.2). Moreover, we prove some asymptotic stability results for the zero solution in the
spirit of [13]. It then follows that the invariant measure is unique and coincides with δ0.

Theorem 4.7. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5”). Then for any u0 ∈ Hs

i) the zero solution to (3.1) is exponentially stable in the p-mean, where p ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter in
condition (2.19), that is there exist constants C <∞, λ > 0, such that

E[‖u(t)‖ps] ≤ Ce−λt‖u0‖ps, ∀ t ≥ 0;

ii) the zero solution to (3.1) is exponentially stable with probability one, that is, for any λ̄ ∈ (0, λ), there
exists a P-a.s. finite random time τ0 such that

‖u(t)‖ps ≤ Ce−λ̄t‖u0‖ps, ∀ t ≥ τ0, P− a.s.;

iii) µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure for equation (3.1).

The proof is based on the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.8. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5”). Then there exists a constant λ > 0 such that the process
{eλt‖u(t)‖ps}t≥0 is a non-negative continuous supermartingale; here p ∈ (0, 1) is the parameter in condition
(2.19).

Proof. Let u be the unique solution to (3.1) starting from u0 ∈ Hs. Since the function x 7→ ‖x‖ps is not
smooth enough for p ∈ (0, 1) to apply the Itô formula we use an approximation. For ε > 0 we introduce
the function

V (x) := (‖x‖2s + ε)p/2,

for p ∈ (0, 1) as in (2.19). This is a smooth function and we compute

(4.14) V
′(x)[h] = p(‖x‖2s + ε)

p
2
−1ℜ

(
x, h

)
s

and

(4.15) V
′′(x)[h, k] = p(p− 2)(‖x‖2s + ε)

p
2
−2ℜ

(
x, h

)
s
ℜ
(
x, k
)
s
+ p(‖x‖2s + ε)

p
2
−1ℜ

(
k, h
)
s
.
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We apply the Itô formula to the process X(r) = eλrV (u(r)) when r ∈ [t0, t] with 0 ≤ t0 < t. We have

(4.16) d(eλtV (u(t))) = λeλtV (u(t))dt + eλtdV (u(t)),

where

(4.17) dV (u(t)) = (L V )(u(t)) dt+ V
′(u(t))[φ(u(t))] dW (t),

and (L V )(u(t)) is given by

(L V )(u(t)) = V
′(u(t))[iAu(t) − iα(F (u(t)))] +

1

2
V

′′(u(t))[φ(u(t)), φ(u(t))].

Arguing in the proof of Proposition 3.5 and bearing in mind that φ(u) = f(u)u from Assumption (H5”),
we have that

ℜ
(
u(t), φ(u(t))

)
s
= ‖u(t)‖2sℜf(u(t))

and
‖φ(u(t))‖s = ‖u(t)‖s|f(u(t))|.

We obtain the estimate

(L V )(u(t)) = p(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2
−1ℑ

(
u(t), α(F (u(t)))

)
s
+
p(p− 2)

2

‖u(t)‖4s
(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)2

(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2 [ℜf(u(t))]2

+
p

2
(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)

p
2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

|f(u(t))|2

≤ p(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2

(
|α|K‖u(t)‖2σL∞

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

− 2− p

2

‖u(t)‖4s
(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)2

[ℜf(u(t))]2 + 1

2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

|f(u(t))|2
)
,

(4.18)

where K is the constant in the estimate (2.16). Moreover,

(4.19) V
′(u(t))[φ(u(t))] dW (t) = p(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)

p
2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

[ℜf(u(t))]2 dW (t).

Coming back to estimate (4.16), bearing in mind (4.18) and (4.19) and using assumption (H5”), we obtain

d(eλtV (u(t))) ≤ λeλtV (u(t))dt

+ eλtp(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

(
|α|K‖u(t)‖2σL∞ − 2− p

2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

[ℜf(u(t))]2 + 1

2
|f(u(t))|2

)
dt

+ eλtp(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

[ℜf(u(t))]2 dW (t)

≤ λeλtV (u(t))dt+ eλt
p(2− p)

2
ε

‖u(t)‖2s
(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)2−

p
2

[ℜf(u(t))]2dt+Bpeλt
‖u(t)‖2s

(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)1−
p
2

dt

+ eλtp(‖u(t)‖2s + ε)
p
2

‖u(t)‖2s
‖u(t)‖2s + ε

[ℜf(u(t))]2 dW (t).

We now take the integral formulation of the above inequality (bearing in mind that we are working on the
time interval [t0, t]) and pass to the limit as ε→ 0. It holds

eλtV (u(t)) → eλt‖u(t)‖ps, P− a.s.,

∫ t

t0

eλrV (u(r)) dr →
∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps dr, P− a.s.,

ε

∫ t

t0

eλr
‖u(r)‖2s

(‖u(r)‖2s + ε)2−
p
2

[ℜf(u(r))]2dr → 0, P− a.s.,
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and ∫ t

t0

eλr
‖u(r)‖2s

(‖u(r)‖2s + ε)1−
p
2

dr →
∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖psdr, P− a.s..

Moreover, we have the convergence in probability of the stochastic integral:

∫ t

t0

eλr(‖u(r)‖2s + ε)p/2
‖u(r)‖2s

‖u(r)‖2s + ε
[ℜf(u(r))]2 dW (r) →

∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps [ℜf(u(r))]2 dW (r)

as a consequence of the fact that

∫ t

t0

e2λr[ℜf(u(r))]4
∣∣∣∣(‖u(r)‖

2
s + ε)p/2

‖u(r)‖2s
‖u(r)‖2s + ε

− ‖u(r)‖ps
∣∣∣∣
2

dr → 0,

thanks to the Dominated Convergence Theorem (since u ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs)).
Thus, setting B̃ = −B > 0 we obtain

eλt‖u(t)‖ps ≤ eλt0‖u(t0)‖ps + (λ− pB̃)

∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps +
∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps[ℜf(u(r))]2 dW (r).

If we now choose λ > 0 such that λ− pB̃ < 0 we obtain

(4.20) eλt‖u(t)‖ps ≤ eλt0‖u(t0)‖ps +
∫ t

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps [ℜf(u(r))]2 dW (r).

The stochastic integral in the right hand side of the above inequality is a local martingale. In fact, if we
define the stopping time τN := inf{t > τ : ‖u(t)‖s > N}, with N ∈ N, and

MN(t) :=

∫ t∧τN

t0

eλr‖u(r)‖ps[ℜf(u(r))]2 dW (r),

then

E[|MN (t)|2] ≤
∫ t∧τN

t0

e2λr‖u(r)‖2ps [ℜf(u(r))]4 dr <∞,

since by the assumptions f : Hs → C is bounded on balls and u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs). Hence, MN (t) is a square
integrable martingale; in particular, E [MN (t)|Ft0 ] = 0 for any t ≥ t0. Therefore, taking the conditional
expectation on both sides of (4.20), up to the stopping time τN , we get

E[eλ(t∧τN )‖u(t ∧ τN )‖ps|Ft0 ] ≤ eλt0‖u(t0)‖ps ∀ t0 < t.

Since t ∧ τN → t P-a.s. as N → ∞, we get

(4.21) E[eλt‖u(t)‖ps|Ft0 ] ≤ eλt0‖u(t0)‖ps ∀ t0 < t.

which concludes the proof.

Let us now prove Theorem 4.7. Part of the proof is inspired by [13, Proof of Theorem 1.4].

Proof of Theorem 4.7. i) Let u be the unique solution of problem (1.1) starting from u0 ∈ Hs. Lemma
4.8 yields

(4.22) E [‖u(t)‖ps] ≤ e−λt‖u0‖ps, ∀ t ≥ 0,

which proves statement (i).
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ii) Take an arbitrary λ̄ ∈ (0, λ) and set ε := λ− λ̄ > 0. We have

P

(
sup

t∈[k,k+1]

eλ̄t‖u(t)‖ps ≥ ‖u0‖ps

)
≤ P

(
sup

t∈[k,k+1]

eλt‖u(t)‖ps ≥ eεk‖u0‖ps

)
,

for any k ∈ N. Without loss of generality we assume ‖u0‖s > 0 (otherwise there is nothing to prove).
By the Doob Supermartingale inequality, bearing in mind (4.22), we infer

P

(
sup

t∈[k,k+1]

eλt‖u(s)‖ps ≥ eεk‖u0‖ps

)
≤ E[eλs‖u(s)‖ps]

eεk‖u0‖ps
≤ e−εk.

Thus
∞∑

k=0

P

(
sup

t∈[k,k+1]

eλ̄t‖u(t)‖ps ≥ ‖u0‖ps

)
<∞,

hence statement (ii) follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

iii) For the unique solution of problem (1.1), we put in evidence the initial datum u0 ∈ Hs by writing
u(·;u0). From (ii) we know that, for every λ̄ ∈ (0, λ), there exists a P-a.s. finite random time τ0 such
that

‖u(t;u0)‖ps ≤ e−λ̄t‖u0‖ps, ∀ t ≥ τ0, P− a.s.

Hence

(4.23) ‖u(t;u0)‖s → 0, as t→ ∞, P− a.s.

Take any φ ∈ C(Hs) i.e. φ : Hs → R continuous. From (4.23) we infer

φ(u(t;u0)) → φ(0), as t→ ∞,

for any initial datum u0 ∈ Hs. By the Dominated Convergence Theorem we also get

(4.24) (Ptφ)(u
0) = Eφ(u(t;u0)) → φ(0), as t→ ∞.

Let now µ be any invariant measure. Then, from its definition, we have

∫

Hs

φ(x)µ(dx) =

∫

Hs

Ptφ(x)µ(dx) ∀ t ≥ 0, ∀φ ∈ Bb(H
s).

Taking φ ∈ Cb(Hs), bearing in mind (4.24), by the Dominated Convergence Theorem the right hand
side converges to φ(0) as t→ ∞. This implies

(4.25)

∫

Hs

φ(x) dµ(x) = φ(0) ∀ t ≥ 0, ∀φ ∈ Cb(Hs).

We notice that Cb(Hs) is a determining set for the measure. In fact, take φ(u) = ei(u,h)s , h ∈ Hs;
with this choice the integral defines the characteristic function and this is enough to determine the
measure. Thus from equality (4.25) we conclude that µ = δ0 is the unique invariant measure since
(4.24) holds for any initial datum u0.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.8 we also infer stability in probability for the zero solution.

Proposition 4.9. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 4.7 the zero solution of equation (3.1) is
stable in probability, that is for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that, for any solution u starting from
u0 ∈ Hs,

‖u0‖s < δ =⇒ P

(
sup
t≥0

‖u(t)‖s > ε

)
< ε.
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Proof. Fix ε > 0 and set
σε := inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖u(t)‖s ≥ ε}.

Lemma 4.8 and the optional sampling theorem yields

(4.26) E [‖u(t ∧ σε)‖ps] ≤ ‖u0‖ps, ∀ t ≥ 0,

where we recall p ∈ (0, 1) is as in (2.19). We have = {σε < t} =

{
sup

r∈[0,t]

‖u(r)‖s ≥ ε

}
and P(‖u(σε)‖ ≥

ε) = 1, so {σε < t} = {σε < t} ∩ {‖u(σε)‖s ≥ ε} ⊆ {‖u(t ∧ σε)‖s ≥ ε}. Thus, thanks to the Markov
inequality and estimate (4.26), we infer

P (σε < t) ≤ P (‖u(t ∧ σε)‖s ≥ ε) ≤ E [‖u(t ∧ σε)‖ps ]
εp

≤ ‖u0‖ps
εp

,

for all t ≥ 0. Since {σε < t} ր {σε <∞} as t→ ∞, we obtain

P (σε <∞) ≤ ‖u0‖ps
εp

,

that is

P

(
sup
t≥0

‖u(t)‖s ≥ ε

)
≤ ‖u0‖ps

εp
.

Taking δ > 0 such that δ = ε
p+1

p , the thesis follows.

A Compactness and tightness results

We recall here some deterministic compactness results and the tightness criteria. We work with the triplet
of spaces Hs ⊂ Hs′ ⊂ H−s−1, for s and s′ as in (2.3). Both embeddings are continuous and dense,
moreover the embeddings Hs ⊂ Hs′ and Hs ⊂ H−s−1 are compact.

A.1 Deterministic compactness criteria

Given r > 0 let us consider the ball

Br,Hs := {x ∈ Hs : ‖x‖s ≤ r}.

We simply write B for Br,Hs . Let Bw denote the ball endowed with the weak topology of Hs. Let us
consider the following subspace of Cw([0, T ];H

s)

C([0, T ];Bw) = {u ∈ Cw([0, T ];H
s) : sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖s ≤ r}.

The space C([0, T ];Bw) is metrizable w.r.t. a metric ρ (see, e.g., [12, Appendix A]). Since, by the Banach-
Alaoglu Theorem, Bw is compact, (C([0, T ];Bw), ρ) is a complete metric space. Moreover, un → u in
C([0, T ];Bw) iff for any h ∈ H−s

lim
n→∞

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(s)− u(s), h〉H−s | = 0.

We start with the following result.

Lemma A.1. Let un : [0, T ] → Hs, n ∈ N, be functions s.t.

i) sup
n∈N

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖un(t)‖s ≤ r, for some r > 0,

ii) un → u in C([0, T ];H−s−1).
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Then u, un ∈ C([0, T ];Bw), for all n ∈ N, and un → u in C([0, T ];Bw) as n→ ∞.

Proof. The proof follows the line of [15, Lemma 2.1] and [12, Lemma 4.1]. From the assumptions and the
Strauss Lemma [60], we infer

un ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs) ∩Cw([0, T ];H
−s−1) = Cw([0, T ];H

s)

and supt∈[0,T ] ‖un(t)‖s ≤ r, for any n ∈ N. Moreover

‖u‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖un‖L∞(0,T ;Hs).

Hence we get un ∈ C([0, T ];Bw) for any n ∈ N. It remains to prove that un → u in C([0, T ];Bw) as
n→ ∞, that is, for all h ∈ H−s it holds

(A.1) lim
n→∞

|Hs〈un(s)− u(s), h〉H−s | = 0,

and that u ∈ C([0, T ];Bw).
Step 1. First, let us fix h ∈ Hs+1. Then,

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(s)− u(s), h〉H−s | = sup
s∈[0,T ]

|H−s−1〈un(s)− u(s), h〉Hs+1 | ≤ ‖un − u‖C([0,T ];H−s−1)‖h‖s+1 → 0,

as n→ ∞, by (ii).
Step 2. Now we show that (A.1) holds for all h ∈ H−s. Let δ > 0 and let h ∈ H−s. Since Hs+1 is dense
in H−s, there exists hδ ∈ Hs+1 such that ‖h− hδ‖−s ≤ δ. Using (i), we infer that, for all s ∈ [0, T ], the
following estimate holds

|Hs〈un(s)− u(s), h〉H−s | ≤ |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), h− hδ〉H−s |+ |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), hδ〉H−s |
≤ ‖un(s)− u(s)‖s‖h− hδ‖−s + |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), hδ〉H−s |
≤ δ‖un − u‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) + |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), hδ〉H−s |
≤ 2δ sup

n∈N

‖un‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) + |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), hδ〉H−s |

≤ 2δr + |Hs〈un(s)− u(s), hδ〉H−s |.

Hence, we infer

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(t)− u(t), h〉H−s | ≤ 2δr + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(t)− u(t), hδ〉H−s |.

Since hδ ∈ Hs+1, by Step 1, passing to the upper limit as n→ ∞, we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(t)− u(t), h〉H−s | ≤ 2δr,

and, by the arbitrarieness of δ, we infer

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Hs〈un(t)− u(t), h〉H−s | = 0.

Since C([0, T ];Bw) is a complete metric space, we infer that u ∈ C([0, T ];Bw) as well. This concludes the
proof.

Let us now prove the following result.

Proposition A.2. Let T > 0 be any finite time. A set K ⊂ Cw([0, T ];H
s) is relatively compact in

Cw([0, T ];H
s) if the following conditions hold

(i) sup
u∈K

‖u‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≤ r, for some r > 0,
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(ii) K is equicontinuous in C([0, T ];H−s−1), i.e.

lim
δ→0

sup
u∈K

sup
|t−s|≤δ

‖u(t)− u(s)‖−s−1 = 0.

Proof. Let {zn}n∈N ⊂ K: we aim to construct a subsequence converging in Cw([0, T ];H
s).

Step 1. Thanks to (i) we can choose a constant C > 0 and for each n ∈ N a null set In with
‖zn(t)‖s ≤ C for all t ∈ [0, T ] \ In. The set I :=

⋃
n∈N

In is also a nullset and, for each t ∈ [0, T ] \ I,
the sequence {zn(t)}n∈N is bounded in Hs. Let {tj}j∈N ⊂ [0, T ] \ I be a sequence which is dense in
[0, T ]. By construction, the embedding Hs ⊂ H−s−1 is compact. Thus, for any j ∈ N, we can extract a
Cauchy subsequence in H−s−1, still denoted by {zn(tj)}n∈N. One obtains a common Cauchy subsequence
{zn(tj)}n∈N, by means of a diagonalization argument.

Let ε > 0; from (ii) we infer the existence of a δ > 0 such that

(A.2) sup
n∈N

sup
|t−s|≤δ

‖zn(t)− zn(s)‖−s−1 ≤ ε

3
.

We now choose finitely many open balls U1
δ , ..., U

R
δ of radius δ covering the interval [0, T ]. By density, each

of these balls contains an element of the sequence {tj}j∈N, say tjr ∈ U r
δ for r ∈ {1, ..., R}. In particular,

the sequence {zn(tjr )}n∈N is Cauchy for any r ∈ {1, ..., R}. Therefore,

(A.3) ‖zn(tjr )− zm(tjr )‖−s−1 ≤ ε

3
, r = 1, ..., R,

for n,m chosen sufficiently large. We now fix t ∈ [0, T ] and take r ∈ {1, ..., R} with |tjr − t| ≤ δ. Exploiting
(A.2) and (A.3) we infer

‖zn(t)− zm(t)‖−s−1 ≤ ‖zn(t)− zn(tjr )‖−s−1 + ‖zn(tjr )− zm(tjr )‖−s−1 + ‖zm(tjr )− zm(t)‖−s−1 ≤ ε.
(A.4)

This means that {zn}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ];H−s−1), being the estimate (A.4) uniform in t ∈
[0, T ]. Therefore, there exists a subsequence of {zn}n∈N, still denoted by {zn}n∈N, and z ∈ C([0, T ];H−s−1)
with zn → z ∈ C([0, T ];H−s−1) as n→ ∞.

Step 2. From (i) we infer the existence of r > 0 with supn∈N ‖zn‖L∞([0,T ];Hs) ≤ r. Hence, by Lemma
A.1, we get z ∈ C([0, T ];Bw) and zn → z in C([0, T ];Bw). Thus, zn → z in Cw([0, T ];H

s), and this
concludes the proof.

Now we deal with the space C0,β([0, T ];H−s−1) defined in §2.

Corollary A.3. Let s and s′ as in (2.3). Let 0 < β < 1 and T > 0 be any finite time. Then the embedding

L∞(0, T ;Hs) ∩ C0,β([0, T ];H−s−1) →֒ C([0, T ];Hs′) ∩ Cw([0, T ];H
s)

is compact.

Proof. The compactness of the embedding L∞(0, T ;Hs) ∩ C0,β([0, T ];H−s−1) →֒ C([0, T ];Hs′) follows
from the Aubin-Lions-Simon Theorem, see [59].

As far as the compactness of the embedding L∞(0, T ;Hs) ∩ C0,β([0, T ];H−s−1) →֒ Cw([0, T ];H
s) is

concerned, consider a set K such that

sup
u∈K

(
‖u‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) + ‖u‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1)

)
≤M,

for some positive M . Then, it holds

‖u(t)− u(s)‖−s−1 ≤ |t− s|β‖u‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1) ≤M |t− s|β .

This implies the equicontinuity in C([0, T ];H−s−1). We thus conclude by applying Proposition A.2.
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A.2 Tightness results

Given T > 0, and s and s′ as in (2.3), we define the locally convex space

ZT := C([0, T ];Hs′) ∩ Cw([0, T ];H
s),

with the topology T given by the supremum of the corresponding topologies in the right-hand side.
We recall that a family of probability measures {νn}n∈N, defined on the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of

ZT is tight if for any η > 0, there exists a compact subset Kη of ZT such that

sup
n∈N

νn(ZT \Kη) ≤ η.

Proposition A.4. [Tightness criterium] Fix 0 < β < 1. Let {un}n∈N be a sequence of F-adapted ZT

valued processes. Assume that for any δ > 0 there exist positive constants Ri = Ri(δ), i = 1, 2, such that

(A.5) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖un‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) > R1

)
≤ δ,

(A.6) sup
n∈N

P
(
‖un‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1) > R2

)
≤ δ.

Let µn be the law of un in ZT . Then, the sequence {µn}n∈N is tight in ZT .

Proof. Let
B1 := {u ∈ ZT : ‖u‖L∞(0,T ;Hs) ≤ R1},

and
B2 := {u ∈ ZT : ‖u‖C0,β([0,T ];H−s−1) ≤ R2}.

Let K be the closure of the set B1 ∩B2 in ZT . By Corollary A.3, K is compact in ZT . Then the tightness
follows from the estimates (A.5) and (A.6).

Remark A.5. When we work on the infinite time interval, we consider the locally convex topological
spaces:

• C([0,+∞);Hs′) with metric d1(u, v) =

∞∑

k=1

1

2k
‖u− v‖C([0,k];Hs′ )

1 + ‖u− v‖C([0,k];Hs′)

;

• Cw([0,+∞);Hs) with the topology generated by the family of semi-norms
‖u‖k,v = sup

0≤t≤k
|〈u(t), v〉|, k ∈ N, v ∈ H−s.

We define the space

(A.7) Z∞ = C([0,+∞);Hs′) ∩ Cw([0,+∞);Hs),

which is a locally convex topological space with the topology T given by the supremum of the corresponding
topologies.
The tightness in Z∞ of the laws of the processes un defined on the time interval [0,+∞) is equivalent to
the tightness in Zk for any k ∈ N of the laws of the processes un defined on the time interval [0, k].

B A technical lemma

In this Section we prove a technical result which is needed for the proof of pathwise uniqueness of solutions
in Section 3.3.
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Lemma B.1. Assume (2.30) and (H1)-(H5). Given any T > 0, if u1, u2 are two martingale solutions
to (3.1) on the time interval [0, T ], defined on the same filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P) with respect
to the same Brownian motion W , with the same initial data in Hs, then for difference v := u1 − u2 the
equality

‖v(t)‖2s = 2

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
v(r),−iαF (u1(r)) + iαF (u2(r))

)
s
dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
v(r), φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))

)
s
dW (r) +

∫ t

0

‖φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))‖2s dr
(B.1)

is satisfied P-a.s. for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Let T > 0, we consider two martingale solutions on the time interval [0, T ], defined on the same
filtered probability space with the same Brownian motion and initial data in Hs; thanks to Proposition
3.11 we have u1, u2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs). The difference v := u1 − u2 satisfies

{
dv(t) + i [−Av(t) + α (F (u1(t))− F (u2(t)))] dt = [φ(u1(t)) − φ(u2(t))] dW (t)

v(0) = 0.

The process v is not regular enough to apply the Itô formula to ‖v‖2s; thus we justify the computations
leading to equality (B.1) by a regularization procedure. Given λ > 0, we define Rλ := λ(λI + A)−1.
From [57, Section 1.3] we know that, for any x ∈ Hs,

(B.2) Rλx→ x in Hs as λ→ ∞.

Moreover, Rλ is a linear bounded operator from Hs to Hs+2. Hence, the equation

Rλv(t) = i

∫ t

0

[RλAv(s) − αRλ (F (u1(s))− F (u2(s)))] ds+

∫ t

0

Rλ [φ(u1(s))− φ(u2(s))] dW (s)

holds P-a.s. in Hs, for any t ∈ [0, T ]. We apply the Itô formula to ‖Rλv(t)‖2s, for t ∈ [0, T ] and obtain

‖Rλv(t)‖2s = 2

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
Rλv(r),−iRλA(v(r))

)
s
dr + 2

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
Rλv(r),−iαRλF (u1(r)) + iαRλF (u2(r))

)
s
dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
Rλv(r), Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]

)
s
dW (r) +

∫ t

0

‖Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]‖2s dr.

(B.3)

Since the operators A and Rλ commute, we have

ℜ
(
Rλv(r), iRλAv(r)

)
s
= ℜ[i‖A 1

2Rλv(r)‖2s ] = 0, r ∈ [0, t], λ > 0.

We take the limit as λ → ∞ in the terms of equation (B.3). For r ∈ [0, t], exploiting the regularity
u1, u2, v ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) and F (u1), F (u2) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) in virtue of (2.16), from (B.2), we infer P-a.s.

ℜ
(
Rλv(r),−iαRλF (u1(r)) + iαRλF (u2(r))

)
s
→ ℜ

(
v(r),−iαF (u1(r)) + iαF (u2(r))

)
s
, as λ→ ∞,

and the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
Rλv(r),−iαRλF (u1(r))+iαRλF (u2(r))

)
s
dr →

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
v(r),−iαF (u1(r))+iαF (u2(r))

)
s
dr, as λ→ ∞.

In virtue of Assumption (H2)(i) and (B.2), we get, for any r ∈ [0, t], P-a.s.

‖Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]‖2s → ‖φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))‖2s , as λ→ ∞.
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Thus, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

∫ t

0

‖Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]‖2s dr →
∫ t

0

‖φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))‖2sdr, as λ→ ∞.

For the stochastic integral, since by Assumption (H2)(i), (B.2) and the Dominated Converge Theorem, it
holds

∫ t

0

|ℜ
(
Rλv(r), Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]

)
s
−ℜ

(
v(r), [φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]

)
s
|2 dr → 0, as λ→ ∞,

passing to the limit along a subsequence we infer P-a.s.

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
Rλv(r), Rλ[φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]

)
s
dW (r) →

∫ t

0

ℜ
(
v(r), [φ(u1(r)) − φ(u2(r))]

)
s
dW (r), as λ→ ∞.

Thus, in the limit λ→ ∞, for t ∈ [0, T ], we obtain the equality (B.1).

C Compact Riemannian manifolds

All the results we proved so far in the case of a d-dimensional torus hold true also in the more general case
of compact Riemannian manifolds.

Let (M, g) be a d-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary. We consider the
stochastic NLS equation

(C.1)

{
du(t) + i [−Au(t) + αF (u(t))] dt = φ(u(t)) dW (t), t > 0

u(0) = u0,

where u : [0,∞)×M ×Ω → C, A is the negative Laplace-Beltrami operator −∆g on (M, g) and F is given
by (2.9).

The notion of Sobolev spaces on Riemannian manifold is well known (see e.g. [12, Appendix B] and
the therein references) and the same embeddings considered in section 2 hold true in this framework.
Moreover, the assumptions on the noise in section 2.3 can be analougsly formulated on manifolds.

With the same notation used throughout the paper, understood now for the case of compact Rieman-
nian manifolds, we get the following result.

Theorem C.1. Let σ ∈ N, s > d
2 .

i) Assume (H1)-(H5). Then, for any initial datum u0 ∈ Hs there exists a unique global-in-time strong
solution to (C.1) with P-a.s. paths in C([0,∞);Hs).

ii) Assume (H1)-(H5’). Then there exists at least one invariant measure µ for equation (C.1) such
that ∫

Hs

‖x‖psdµ(x) <∞,

where p is the parameter in condition (2.18).

iii) Assume (H1)-(H5”). Then the zero solution to (C.1) is exponentially stable in the p-mean (with p
the parameter in condition (2.19)) and exponentially stable with probability one. Moreover, µ = δ0
is the unique invariant measure for equation (C.1).

Proof. The proof is a minor adaptation of the the proofs of the results in sections 3 and 4. One has to
be careful just in considering the Moser estimates in the case of compact Riemannian manifolds; they are
given in [14, Corollary 2.2].
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loro Applicazioni (GNAMPA) of the Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica (INdAM), and gratefully
acknowledge financial support through the project CUP−E53C22001930001. B.F and M.Z. than the
support of the CAMRisk at the University of Pavia.
The authors are grateful to Filippo Giuliani for useful discussion.

References

[1] D. Alonso-Orán, Y. Miao, and H. Tang. Global existence, blow-up and stability for a stochastic
transport equation with non-local velocity. J. Differential Equations, 335:244–293, 2022.

[2] J. A. Appleby, X. Mao, and A. Rodkina. Stabilization and destabilization of nonlinear differential
equations by noise. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 53(3):683–691, 2008.

[3] L. Arnold, H. Crauel, and V. Wihstutz. Stabilization of linear systems by noise. SIAM J. Control
Optim., 21(3):451–461, 1983.

[4] A. Athreya, T. Kolba, and J. C. Mattingly. Propagating Lyapunov functions to prove noise-induced
stabilization. Electron. J. Probab., 17:no. 96, 38, 2012.

[5] M. Bagnara, M. Maurelli, and F. Xu. No blow-up by nonlinear itô noise for the euler equations.
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[6] V. Barbu, M. Röckner, and D. Zhang. Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Nonlinear Anal.,
136:168–194, 2016.
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[8] Á. Bényi, T. Oh, and T. Zhao. Fractional Leibniz rule on the torus. preprint arXiv:2311.07998, 2023.

[9] J. Bourgain. Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets and applications to
nonlinear evolution equations. II. The KdV-equation. Geom. Funct. Anal., 3(3):209–262, 1993.
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