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Abstract

Our goal in this paper is to investigate ergodicity of white-forced Kuramoto-Sivashinsky
equation (KSE) on the whole line. Under the assumption that sufficiently many directions of
the phase space are stochastically forced, we can prove that the dynamics is attractive toward
a unique invariant probability measure with polynomial rate of any power. In order to prove
this, we further develop coupling method and establish a sufficiently general criterion for
polynomial mixing. The proof of polynomial mixing for KSE is obtained by the combination
of the coupling criterion and the Foiag-Prodi estimate of KSE on the whole line.
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1 Introduction
The Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation (KSE)
Ut + Uggzr + Uty =0

was derived independently by Kuramoto et al. in [1, 3, 2] as a model for phase turbulence
in reaction-diffusion systems and by Sivashinsky in [4] as a model for plane flame propagation,
describing the combined influence of diffusion and thermal conduction of the gas on stability of
a plane flame front.

KSE as a bridge between partial differential equations and dynamical systems has received
a lot of attention since [5]. Mathematicians first focused on deterministic KSE. Global attracting
set, attractors, stability, instability, inertial manifolds, approximate inertial manifolds, determin-
ing modes, determining nodes has been studied in [5, 6, 7, 8] and the reference therein. Recently,
two-dimensional Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation has attracted the attention of many people, see
[9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14] and the reference therein. In order to consider a more realistic model for
physical problem, it is sensible to consider some kind of random perturbation represented by a
noise term in the system. In the last 20 years, people have focused on KSE driven by random
noise, it has been studied from the perspective of random dynamical systems. KSE driven by
white noise is a popular one, a large amount of work has been devoted to the study of this
kind equation, random attractors, invariant measures, averaging principle, irreducibility, large
deviation principle, moderate deviations principle, absolute continuity of laws have been studied
in [15, 20, 24, 25, 26, 16, 17, 27, 28].

1.1 Main results

In this paper, we investigate the polynomial mixing for the white-forced KSE on the whole line
R. To be specific, we consider the following white-forced KSE

U + aU + Uggre + uuy =h+n  in R, (1.1)
u(z,0) = ug in R, '

where a > 0 is a constant, h = h(z), n is a white noise of the form

n(t) := %W(t), W(t):=>_ biBi(t)ei(),
=1

and b; € R, {f; }i>1 is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Brownian motions defined
on a filtered probability space (2, F, F, P) satisfying the usual conditions, {e;};>1 is an orthonor-



mal basis in L?(R). Let H := L?(R),V := H'(R). We introduce the following assumption

o0 o0
ph e H, Y |(hellells <400, Bii=> b} < 4o,

(A) o 1=1 . 1=1
By =Y bileeil® < +o0o, Byi=> bl < +oo,
i=1 i=1
where p(z) := In(22 4+ 2). Under the assumption (A), following the similar arguments as in

[21, 23], we can show that the stochastic KSE (1.1) is globally well-posed and defines a Markov
process in V.

Now, we are in a position to present the main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let the assumption (A) hold. Then, there exists an integer N > 1 such that if
b 0, i=1,2,---,N, (1.2)

then there exists a unique stationary measure u € P(V') for (1.1). Moreover, for any p > 1, there
exists a Cp, > 0 such that for any ug € V, the solution w of (1.1) satisfies

* 14 _
1P (uo, ) = 1l vy < Cp(L+ lluollf + Jluoll =) (t +1)77, £ > 0.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we develop a general criterion, which gives sufficient condi-
tions for polynomial mixing.

Let X be a separable Banach space with a norm || - ||. Let (u¢,P,) be a Feller family of
Markov processes in X, P;(u, A) := P(u¢(u,w) € A) is the transition function. We introduce the
following associated Markov operators

By : Cy(X) — Cy(X), Buf(u) = /Xf(v)Pt(u, dv), Vf € Cy(X),
B P(X) = P(X), BAA) = / Pi(u, A)\(du), YA € P(X).
X

Definition 1.1. Let (us,Py) be a Markov family in X x X. (u,Py) is called an extension of
(ug,Py) if for any u = (u,u’) € X x X the laws under Py, of processes {Ilyw; };>0 and {Ilauy }i>0
coincide with those of {ut}¢>0 under P, and P,/ respectively, where II; and Il denote the projec-
tions from X x X to the first and second component.

Let B be a closed subset in X and B := B x B. Define
8 = 7B(0,w) = inf{t > 0 : w(u,w) € B},
o =o(uw)=inf{t >0: [|u(u,w) — uj(u,w)|| > C(t+1)7P},
p=0+T1B0bl, = U(u7w) + TB(uU(u,w) (u7w)7 HU(u,w)w)‘
Definition 1.2. The family (us, P,) is called satisfies the coupling hypothesis if there exists an

extension (ug,Py), a stopping time o, a closed set B C X, and an increasing function g(r) > 1
of the variable r > 0 such that the following two properties hold



Recurrence There exists p > 1 such that
Eumh < G(u)

for allu = (u,u’) € X, where we set G(u) = g(||ul|) + g(||«']])-
Polynomial squeezing There exist positive constants 61,02,¢, K and 1 < g < p such that,
for any u € B, we have

Pu(g = OO) > 617
EU(HO'<OOUP) S C,
Eu(IycooG(u,)?) < K.

Any extension of (uy,IPy,) satisfying the above properties will be called a mixing extension.
Now, we are in a position to present an abstract criterion for polynomial mixing.

Theorem 1.2. Let (u¢, Py,) be a Feller family of Markov processes that possesses a mixing extension
(ug,Py). Then there exists a random time £ € Ty such that, for any u € X, with Py-probability
1, for any po < p, we have

lug —up|] < C1(t—€+1)7P, Vt > 4,
Eo P < C1(G(u) + 1),

where u € X is an arbitrary initial point, g(r) is the function in Definition 1.2, and C1, «, and (
are positive constants not depending on u and t. If, in addition, there is an increasing function
g(r) > 1 such that

Eug(HutH) é f](U), vt 2 07

for all w € X, then the family (u¢, Py) has a unique stationary measure p € P(X), and it holds
that

1P (u, ) — pll, < V([[ul)(E+1)7F, vVt >0,
for u € X, where V' is given by the relation
V(r) = 3Ci(g(r) + 4(0)).

1.2 Related literature

In the last thirty years, there was a substantial progress in ergodicity for partial differential
equations with random forcing, we refer the readers to [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36] and the books
[22, 38] for a detailed discussion of this direction. In the beginning, people mainly focus on
exponential mixing for stochastic partial differential equations(SPDEs), such as Navier-Stokes
system, reaction-diffusion equation and so on. Most of the existing literature has been mainly
concerned with the situation of exponential mixing for SPDEs, we refer readers to [38, 39, 40,
34, 35, 37] and the references therein. It is important to point out that in the above works, the
exponential convergent rate is valid thanks to the advantage of strong dissipation. Generally
speaking, this is difficult to achieve for weakly dissipative SPDEs.



In recent years, polynomial mixing for weakly dissipative SPDEs has received more and more
attention, this kind of SPDESs does not possess a strong dissipative mechanism, it seems to be less
hope for exponential mixing of this kind of SPDEs. Up to now, polynomial mixing for SPDEs
is studied less, here we recall them. [42] established the polynomial mixing for the white-forced
Schrodinger equation, [43] investigated polynomial mixing for the complex Ginzburg-Landau
equation perturbed by a random force at random times, [45] investigated uniform polynomial
mixing for the white-forced complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, and [44] investigated polynomial
mixing for white-forced wave equation. All the above results are established on bounded domain.
This paper is an attempt for polynomial mixing of SPDEs on unbounded domain. We emphasize
that in comparison with exponential mixing for SPDEs, it is more difficult to handle polynomial
mixing situations due to the disadvantage of weak dissipation.

Up to now, there is less work on the ergodicity for KSE. The existence and uniqueness of
invariant measures for KSE driven by non-degenerate and mild degenerate white noise has been
established in [23, 19]. Both works are concerned with KSE on bounded domain and without
convergence rate, in this paper, we will establish polynomial mixing of KSE on the whole line R.

1.3 Methodology in our work

Main difficulties to establish ergodicity for the white-forced KSE (1.1) on the whole line come
from the nonlinear term uwu, and the unbounded domain, the two difficulties lead to polynomial
mixing for (1.1) not exponential mixing. In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we further develop
coupling idea and establish an abstract criterion Theorem 1.2 for polynomial mixing. In order to
apply this new criterion to KSE, we employ the coupling method with the Foias-Prodi estimate
for KSE on the whole line, this heavily depends on a weight estimate, this kind weight estimate for
KSE is harder to obtain than that for Schrédinger equation, complex Ginzburg-Landau equation
and reaction-diffusion equation. Compared with the nonlinear term u® or |u|?>u which appears
in reaction-diffusion equation, complex Ginzburg-Landau equation and Schrédinger equation, we
can not simply deal with it by using the sign condition. Here, we deal with uu, by introducing
the arguments of the high order moment estimates and maximal martingale inequality, this is
quite different from traditional way. On the other hand, due to the lack of strong dissipation and
compactness, the method and technique on bounded domain do not work for the whole line case,
such as the Poincaré inequality. In order to overcome this difficulty, we introduce the cut-off
technique to KSE (1.1). With the help of the above idea and method, we can prove Theorem
1.1.

Although the argument is specifically presented for KSE, we believe that the technique
may be applicable for other systems where neither strong dissipation nor bounded domain are
available.

Notation

Throughout the rest of the paper, ¢ and C denote generic positive constants that may change
from line to line. The main parameters that they depend on will appear between parenthesis,
e.g., C(p,T) is a function of p and T.

Let X be a Polish space with a metric dx (u, v), the Borel o-algebra on X is denoted by B(X)
and the set of Borel probability measures by P(X). Cp(X) is the space of continuous functions
f + X — C endowed with the norm ||f|cc = sup |f(u)]. Bx(R) stands for the ball in X of

ueX



radius R centred at zero. We write C'(X) when X is compact. Ly(X) is the space of functions
f € Cp(X) such that
|f () = f(v)]

= o FSUp —————7-— < 0.

The dual-Lipschitz metric on P(X) is defined by

e = palxy = sup [(f, 1) = (fs p2)l, g1, p2 € P(X),
Ifllzx)<1

where (f, i) = / F ().

X
Let H® := H*(R) we denote the Sobolev space of real-valued functions on R with the norm

lull? = /R(1+I£I2)SI(M)(£)I2d£,

where Fu is the Fourier transform of u. When s = 0, we denote || - ||op by | - ||-
For ¢ > 1, Qu(r) :=r74(r > 0).
If p and ¢ are real numbers, then p V q(p A ¢) stands for their maximum (minimum).
ap := a A 1, where a is the damping coefficient in (1.1).

2 Probability estimates

2.1 Construct an mixing extension

For initial points u, v’ € H, let {u(t)};>0 and {u/(¢) };>0 denote the solutions of the equation (1.1)
issued from wu, u’, respectively. We introduce an auxiliary process {v(¢)}¢>¢ which is the solution
of the problem

v+ U + Vggre + 00 + Py(uu, —ovv,) =h+n  in R, 2.1)
v(z,0) = u/(x) in R, ’
where Py denotes the orthogonal projection in H onto the space by the family {ej, - ,en}

with integer N > 1. Let T' > 0 be a time parameter that will be chosen later. We denote by
Ar(u,u') and Np(u, ) the distributions of processes {v(t)}o<t<r and {u'(t)}o<t<7, respectively.
Then Ar(u,u') and N (u,u’) are probability measures on C([0,T]; H). By [38, Theorem 1.2.28],
there exists a maximal coupling (Vr(u,u’), V{.(u,u)) for the pair (Ap(u,u), Ny (u,u’)) defined on
some probability space (Q, F,P). We denote by {(t)}o<t<r and {@'(t)}o<i<r the flows of this
maximal coupling. Then, ¥ is the solution of

{ Ot + a0 + Vpggy + 00 — Py (00,) = h+17  in R,

0(x,0) = u/(x) in R, (2:2)

with D({/O n(s)ds}o<i<T) = D({/O (n(s) — Pn(u(s)ug(s))ds}o<i<r). Let 4 be the solution of

{ Gy + @il + lggae + Uiy — Py(Gdy) = h+7  in R,

(z,0) = u(x) in R, (2:3)



this implies that D({u(t) }o<i<r) = D({u(t) }o<i<r). We define operators R and R’ by
Ri(u, v/ w) = a(t), Ri(u,u’,w)=1a(t)
for any u,v’ € H,w € Q,t € [0,T]. Then, let {(QF, F* P*) 1150 be a sequence of independent

copies of (Q,F,P) and let (Q,F,P) be the direct product of {(QF, Fk, P*)}i>0. For any w =

(whw? ) € Qand u,u’ € H, we set 1y = u, iy = v/, and

ﬂ’t(w) = Rs(ﬁk(w)vﬁ;f(w)7wk)v ﬁ:ﬁ(w) = R/s(ﬁk(w)7a;s(w)7wk)7

Uy = ('&t, a;)u

where t = s+ kT, s € [0,T). The construction implies that (u;,Py) is an extension for (us,Py,).
We will show that it is a mixing extension for (u, Py,).

2.2 Moment estimates for solutions
Proposition 2.1. For any p > 1, ug € H,h € H, it holds that

C(p,h, By)

Ellu()|* < e uol* + o

vVt >0 (2.4)
and
t
IE/ u(s)|[2ds < C(ug, p, b, By)(t +1) ¥t > 0. (2.5)
0
Proof of Proposition 2.1. By applying It formula to ||u||?, it holds that

d)|ul|? + 2[al|ull® + |uss|2dt = 2(h, w)dt + Bydt + 2(u, dW), (2.6)

where B = Z b?. This leads to

i=1
A il 2 2 _ 2, A2
SB[l + 2Bl ull? + Elure ) = 2B(h,w) + By < aEllull® + - + By,
this implies that
d
EEHUH2 + aBlful|® + 2E Jug, |* < =
thus, Gronwall inequality implies that
—a 1 ||hl?
B’ < e {luol? + T 1 5]

According to (2.6) and applying Itd formula to ||u||?”, we can obtain that

dHuH2p :[2])““”21)_2(% h — au — Ugpgzs — Uly) + p”uHQP_QBl]dt

+2p(p — D[ul*®~) (u, dW)? + 2p|ul[**~> (u, dW).

7



Since (u,dW)? = ||ul|?B1dt, we have

Al = 2] b — e — vt — i) + (207 — p) P2 Bt + 2pllul 2 (1, V).
This leads to

O +pa [ e P < W) + G B~ ) +20 [l 2t 27)
and

d _ _
EEHUH% = 2PE||UH2P 2(“) h — au — Ugpes — Ulg) + (2])2 —p)BlEHu||2p 2
= 2pE||ul[**7*[(u, h) — al|u]l® — [Jue||”] + (2p* — p) B1El|u] 2,

then,
SRl -+ 20wl + 2?2 e | = 202, ) + (262 — p) Byl
< B[l + C(p,h, By),
this implies that
SRl + paBiful® + 2B ® 2 s |* < O, Br),

the above estimates imply that (2.4) and (2.5) hold.
This completes the proof. O

2.3 Weighted estimates for solutions

We introduce the following functionals
2 L

u(t) = (Ol +ao [ Julis

t
Eult) = IIU(t)||2p+pa/ [ul[*Pds,

0

t

EX(t) = [lu®)I* + | (Pu) ()] + ao/o (l[ul3 + lvull3)ds,

Fi(t) = | (@uw)@)]? +ao/0 (1t |* + [lul®)ds.

Proposition 2.2. There exist constants K1,~v1 > 0 such that

P(igg[gu(t +T) = Eu(T) — Kqt] = p) < e 7, (2.8)

forall p>0,T >0, and u € H.



Proof of Proposition 2.2. It follows from (2.6) that

t+T t+T
Eut +T) —~EuT)+2 [ Tallulo)I? + wa)Plds =2 [ ash)ds + But-+ M),
T T
t+T t+T
where M (t) := 2/ (u,dW) = 2/ Z bi(u,e;)dp;, it is easy to see that M(t) is a martin-
T T =1

gale and its quadratic variation is given by

t+T o0 t+T
(M)(t) = 4/T Zb?(u(s),ei)zds < 4Bl/T |u(s)|?ds.
i=1

Noting the fact

t+T t+T ||hH2
/ (u,h)ds < a/ |u(s)||?ds + ——t,
T T a

there exist some suitable positive constants K7 and 1 such that

Eu(t +T) — E,(T) < Kyt + M(t) — %(Mﬂt),

exponential supermartingale inequality implies that

P(igg(é’u(t +T) — Kit) 2 Eu(T) + p) < ]P’(Stglob(le (t) — 77%<M ) () = 71p)

1

= P(Sglg exp(nM(t) — 5 (mM)(t) 2 ™)
t>

§ e—’\/lp‘

This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.3. For any p > 2,q > 1, there exists a constant L, > 0 such that

]P’(Stglg[cfﬁ(t +T) = ELT) — (Lp + 1)t = 2] > p) < CQq(p + 1),

for all p>0,T7 >0, and u € H, where C is a constant depends on u,q, h, By, Bs.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. 1t follows from (2.7) that

t+T
L+ T) = ELT) =t + TP = [uT)I* +pa | o) ds 29)

é Lpt + Mp(t)7
t+T
where MP(t) := Zp/ l|w||?~2 (u, dW). Tt follows from (2.9) that
T

EP(t+T) — EX(T) — (Lp+ 1)t —2 < MP(t) —t — 2.



We define MY (t) = sup |MP(s)|. For any q > 1, according to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
s€[0,t]
and Holder inequalities, we have

t+T
B(MI() < CEQI(1)" < Clo.B(| " 2ds)"
t+T (2.10)
< C(p, q)t"‘lE/ [ul| #P=2ds < C'(ug,p, g, h, B1)(t +1)7.
T

Noting the following fact for all p > 0, it holds that

{sup[MP(t) =t —2] > p} C |J{ sup [MP(t)—t—2]>p}
t>0 m>0 te€lmm+1)

c J{MPm+1)=p+m+2}.
m>0

For any ¢ > 1, it follows from the above analysis, the maximal martingale inequality, the Cheby-
shev inequality and (2.10) that

P{sup[M"(t) = ¢ — 2] = p} < B( U M2(m+1) > p+m+2})

m>0
<Y P(MP(m+1)>p+m+2)
m>0
E(ME(m +1))%
= Z (p+m+2)%
m>0
(m+2)4
< C sy s 7h7B T a9
> (Uqu 1)rnz>0(p+m+2)2q
1
< O s s 7h7B T oNg
C(u07p7Q7 Hh”7Bl)
(p+ 1=t
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.4. For any q > 1, there exist two positive constants Ko and Mo such that

P(igg[ﬂ”(t +T) = F(T) — Kot = Ma([[u(T)|* + [w(T) " +1)] = p) < CQq(p +1),

forall p>0,T >0 and u € H, where p; = % and C is a constant depends on u,q, h, By, Bs.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. By applying Ité formula to |[1)u||?, it holds that

dl|ul® = 2(bu, p(h — utty — At — Uggza) + bru)dt + b7 |||t +2°) " bi(dbu, e;)dp;,

i=1 =1

10



this implies that

t+T

t+T
It + TP — | (u)(T)|? +2 / (2, tpans ) ds + 2 / Jpul2ds
T T (2.11)

T T T
=2 / v (V?u, h — uug)ds + 2 / a (Yu, Yyu)ds + /T a BY (s)ds + My(t),

T T

t+T 0
where Bw Z b2 ||vpes]|?, Ma(t) = 2/ Zb (Yu, e;)dp; and we have the following esti-

mate

o'} t+T t+T
(M) —4Zb% [ wvetas <y [ ot

We take 72 = g7, then

a t+T
Y2 {Ma(t)) < —/T (||| ?ds.
Noting the fact
(620 ) = (%) ) = / (6202, + 202ty + 2pagtitiay + Abytigtisy)de,

where

[ sz <

[ tartitanis < Bl +

[ bvstitzade < lusal? + Clul
thus, we have

| [ 0t + 20t + A tn)e] < Sl +

By some calculations, we have

(?u, h) < 8[[vul|® + Cs||yh|?,
(u, hru) < 8||vbull? + Cslul?,
](¢2u,uux)] S C‘(¢Ua¢xuz)‘

< §||Yu? +C'5/u4d:17

Loz
< 8llgull® + Csllull3 |u]2
< 8llpull® + Cs(llull3 + fJul®).

11



Substituting the above estimates in (2.11), by taking 6 > 0 small enough, we have

t+T
[(u)(t+T) | = [ (u)(T)]* + ao/ ([t |1 + [lul*)ds
T (2.12)

t+T t+T
S(Bz+HsohHZ)HMz(t)—72<M2(t)>+C/T HU(S)HgdSJrC/T [u(s)||** ds.
Since

t+T
C/ lull3ds < Co(Eult +T) — Eu(T) + u(T)|),
T

t+T
C [ lulPrds < Gy (¢4 T) = E2(T) + (D)),
T
(2.12) implies that
FLt+T) — FUT) <(By + ||oh||®)t + (My(t) — o (Ma(t))) + Co(Eu(t + T) — Eu(T) + ||u(T)||?)
+ Cpy (EP (t+T) — ELY(T) + |lu(T)|IPY),
namely, we have

Fi(t+T) = FJ(T) = [Ba + [[@hl? + CaKy + Cp, (Lp, + )]t = Callu(D)|* = Cp, Ju(T) [ = 2C,
<(Ma(t) — 72(Ma(t))) + Ca(Eult + T') — Eu(T) — Kit)
+Cp (EF(E+T) = EXT) = (Lpy + 1)t = 2),

here, we take Ko = By + ||ph||? + C2K1 + Cp,(Ly, + 1), M2 = max(C2,2C,,). According to
Proposition 2.2, Proposition 2.3 and exponential supermartingale inequality, we can prove the
desired result.

This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.5. For any g > 1, there exist a Q) and positive constants K3 and M3 such that

P (jglg[c‘fﬁ’(t £ T) — EY(T) — Kt — My(Ju(DIP + [u(D)PP + 1)] > p) < CQ(p+1),

for all p>0,T >0, and u € H, where C is a constant depends on u,q, h, By, Bs.
Proof of Proposition 2.5. Since |[yYul|3 < C(|[vul|? + ||ul? + Juell® + |[tuze||?), we have

EV+T) = EN(T) S E(t+T) — Eu(T) + F(t +T) = FY(T) + C /HT(HuII2 + [Juz 1) ds
T
< C3(Eu(t +T) = Eu(T)) + F (t + T) = F(T) + Cs|u(T)||*.

With the help of Proposition 2.2, Proposition 2.3, Proposition 2.4, we can find suitable K3 and
Ms.
This completes the proof. O

We introduce the following stopping time

P int{t 2 0| (1) 2 (K + L)t + p+ M([u(0)] + [u(0)* + 1)}

12



Proposition 2.6. For any q > 1, there exists a Q4 such that if K > K3 and M > 1+ M3
P(l < 7% < +00) < CQq(p + LI+ 1), (2.13)

for all L,1 > 0, and w € H, where C is a constants depends on u,q, h, By, Ba.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. On the event {I < 7% < oo}, the definition of 7% implies that

53}(7'“) >(K+ L)yt +p+ M(HU(O)H2 + Hu(o)Hzpl 1)
> K31 4 LI+ ||u(0)|*> + Ms(||u(0)||* + |u(0)||*P* +1) +p
> £0(0) + Ky + My([[u(0)|* + u(0)|** + 1) + LL + p,

thus, we have

gyaﬂw—&ﬂm—kw—ﬂ@wme+wwmwm+1ﬂszﬂx

with the help of Proposition 2.5, we have (2.13).
This completes the proof. O

2.4 Weighted estimates for the truncated process

Proposition 2.7. For any q > 1, there exists a Q)4 and positive constants K, and My such that

P (sup[8$<t> Kt My(J P+ P 4 1] p) < CQu(p+ 1),
>0

for all p> 0, and v € H, where C is a constant depends on u',q,h, By, Bs.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let us first consider the auxiliary equation
2zt +az + Zygee =0 in R.

For any t,T > 0, we have
5 t+T 5 5
Jate+ T +ao [ la(e) s < (T
By the similar arguments as in Proposition 2.4, it holds that
2 i 2 2 2 2
l(wz)(t+T)|" + ao/T (I(@2) ()" + [(Vz2a)()[7)ds < C([[(2) (D)7 + [|2(T)]).

Since [[1z[13 < C([¢2l* + [12]1* + [|22]|* + [t 220]|*), we have

t+T
l2(t + T)I* + [ (¥2)(¢ + T)|1* + ao/T (I2(s)13 + 1 (W2)(9)13)ds < C(|l=(T)|* + | (w=)(T)]1?)
this implies that

EV(t+T) < CEX(T) fort, T >0,
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this implies that on the event {7 < oo}, it holds that
(U P
E (t+T1)<CE(T) fort >0,
then, on the event {7 < oo}, there exists a constant C’ > 1 such that

EL(t) — C'Kst < C"sup(EY(t) — Kst) for ¢ > 0.
t>0

On the event {7 = 400}, it is easy to see that

gg’,(t) —C'K3t < sup(é’:f, (t) — Kst) fort >0,
>0

this implies that
E(t) — C'Kst — C'(Ms + 1) (| [|* + [[/ || + 1))
<EL(t) — C'Kat — C'(|u'||* + Ms(||/|* + ||/ + 1))
<C'sup(EY(t) — Kst — E4,(0) — My(||u']? + ||/ |1 + 1)) for ¢ > 0.
>0
By taking Ky = C'K3,Cy = C'(M3 + 1), with the help of Proposition 2.5, we can prove Proposi-

tion 2.7.
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.8. For any q > 1, there exists a Q) such that if K > K4 and M > 1+ My
P(l < 7% < 400) < CQq(p+ LI+ 1), (2.14)
for all L,1 > 0,p >0, and u € H, where C is a constants depends on u,q, h, By, Bs.
Proof of Proposition 2.8. On the event {I < < oo}, the definition of 7% implies that
Vo _a o 2 2
Eg (") = (K + L)t + p+ M(|J/||* + ||| + 1)

> Kyr™ o+ L1+ |o/* + My([l|? + [/ P + 1) + p

> E5,(0) + Kam™ + My(|Ju'||? + ||| + 1) + L1 + p,
thus, we have

SuplEL (1) = E5(0) — Kat = Ma(lu/|>+ /| + 1)) > L+ p.

with the help of Proposition 2.7, we have (2.14).
This completes the proof. O

3 Foias-Prodi estimate

Foiag-Prodi estimate was firstly established in [46], now, it is a powerful tool to establish the
ergodicity for SPDEs, and it is often used to compensate the degeneracy of the noise, see [38, 42,
43, 41] and the reference therein. Now, we establish Foiag-Prodi estimate of KSE on the whole
line.
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3.1 Foiag-Prodi estimate
Let us consider the following equations

Ut + QU + Uggrr + Uy = h+1n in R,
v + av + Uggre + V0 + Py(uu, — vv,) = h+n in R.

Inspired by [29, 41], let us introduce a smooth space-time weight function given by

U(t,2) = p(z)(1 —exp(~-——)), (t,z) € R,

p(x)

where ¢(z) := In(2%+2). The following properties are useful for establishing Foiag-Prodi estimate.
(1) 0 < (t,x) < p(x) for t > 0 and (0, z) = 0;
(2) For any k > 1, |0x¢| < Cj, where Cy, is some constants;
(3) lim (¢, z) = 4oc.

t,|z|—+oc0
Let w = u — v, then we have

Theorem 3.1. For w, we have the following estimates.
(1) There ezists a constant C > 0 such that

lw(@)]12 < ()] exp (—a(t —9)+C [ (it + uvn%)dr) ,

or anyt > s > 0.
for any t > 5 > 0
(2) For any € > 0, there exists a time T > 0 and an integer N > 1 such that

t+T
e + )2 < (s + )| exp (—a(t —9)+0e [ (1l -+ ol + o + Hmu%w)

for any t > s > 0, where Cy, > 0 is a constant depending on a.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We can see that w satisfies that
Wi 4 QW + Wygre + QN (uuy, — vv,) =0, (3.1)
where Qu := Id — Py. Taking the L?—inner product of (3.1) with w, we get
1 2 2 2
gat”w” + allw]|” + lwaa||” + (@n (uug — vvy), w) = 0.
Taking the L2 —inner product of (3.1) with —w,, we get
SO + allwe : —00), ) = 0
5 t|| Wa a wx” +wamvH +(QN(uux 'Uvzv)a wmm) =Y,
the above facts imply that
1 2 2 2 2
FOlwl + allwlly + (lwaeeI” + [lweel°) + (Qn (wtz — voz), w — wig) = 0.
(1) By using the Cauchy inequality, we have
ao
—(Qn(utg —vvz), w — wee) < C([lufly + (vl [[wllflwllz < Z\Iw\lg + C(|fullf + [l D],

thus, Gronwall inequality implies (1).
(2) Let us first recall the following lemma
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Lemma 3.1. [41, Lemma 2.1] Let us fix any s > 0. For any €, A > 0, there is an integer N > 1
such that

@nxafll <ellflls, VfeH,

where Qn := Id — Py and x4 is any smooth cut-off function from R to [0,1] such that

1 xe[—%,%,
XA_{ 0 zel[-AAF

We split (Qn(uuy, — vv,),w) into two parts,

(Qn (uuy — vvg),w) = (QNnxa(uuy —vg), w) + (QN (1 — xa)(uu, — vvg), w)
=: 11 + I>.

Then, applying Lemma 3.1 with s =1 to I;, we have
Il = (QNXA(UUSC - UUSC)7w)

< lwlllQvxa(uts — vvg )|
< eljwllluve —vo

2 2
< eljwllf|u” =72
< efjwll[wllz2flu +vll2
< eCsllwlP([[ull3 + 1l13) + olfwll3.

For I, it follows from the property of the weight function v that
1 A
¢ (l‘,t)§€, VtZT,|l‘|Z§,
provided that T, A > 0 are large enough. This implies that

Iy = (1 = xa)(uuz — vvz), Qnw)
= (Qnw, (1 — xa) (Yuug — Pvvg )y ™)

< ellwllllpuug — Ppove|.

Since
[huw, — Yovg|| = [Jwibpu, + Yow,|
< Jwll1llPug || + [[vll1[lw]ly
= |lwlli (I(Yu)e — Yeull + [[Pv]]1)
< Cllwllr([[Yully + [[vvllr + [lul]),
we have

I < eCllwlllwll([Pully + [[Polly + [lull)
< eCsllwlP(Iullf + loll + [lull?) + dlwlf,
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by taking ¢ > 0 small enough, we have
Orllwll* + [a — eC(llullZgy + 02 + [lpulf + o] H]llw]® < 0.
On the other hand,

(QN(uux - UUSC)7wSCCC) = (QNXA(UU:C - U'Ux)awxx) + (QN(l - XA)(UUJ: - U'Ux)awxx)
=: 13 + 14.

Then, applying Lemma 3.1 with s =1 to I3,
I3 = (QNXA(UUJC - va)awxx)

< Nwze || QN x a(uty — vog)||
< ellwgel|lute — vve s

< ellwae[[u® = v?|2

< ewae || [[wll2]lu +vll2

< ellwlf3]lu + vll2

< eljwllJwllslle + vll

< eCsllwl (lull3 + lol3) + ollwlI3

and

Iy = (1 — xa)(uuy —v0g), QNWey)
= (QNwaz, (1 = xa) Py — povg)y™)
< ellwzz ||| Pune — ovg|
< eCllwgg | 1wl (Ibully + lPvllr + llull)
< eCsllwllF ([ullf + vl + lull®) + 6llwae .

By taking § > 0 small enough, we have
Orllwllf + [a — eC(llullZyy + lolZ + lpulf + ol Hllwli < o,

thus, Gronwall inequality implies (2).
This completes the proof.

3.2 Growth estimate for the auxiliary process

Proposition 3.1. If (1.2) holds for some N > 1, then there exist constants k,C > 0 such that

1
P(r¥ < 00) < CQqlp +1) + % (exp(CeCr P+ g2) — 1)

for any p >0 and u,u' € V with d = |ju — u'||;.
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. Let 7 = 79 A 7% A 7. We introduce the truncated processes {i(t)};>0, {@'(t)}>0
and {0(t) }+>0 as follows:

u(t), for 0 <t <7,
solves 2z + Az =0, for t > 7,

a(t) = ' (t), for 0 <t <,
~ | solves z + Az =0, for t > 7,

o(t) = u(t), for 0 <t <7,
~ | solves z; + Az =0, for t > 7.

According to Proposition 2.6 with [ = 0, we have
P(r" < 00) < CQqp+1) +P(r° < o0).
Step 2. Without loss of generality, we assume that the underlying probability space (2, F,P)

is of a particular form Q := Cy([0,4+00); H) is the space of all continuous functions taking values
in H and vanishing at ¢ = 0, IP is the distribution of the Wiener process

() = _biBi(t)es,
i=1

F is the completion of the Borel g-algebra of associated with the topology of uniform convergence
on every compact set. For any integer N > 1, we define the transform

v Q0 — Q)
w(t) = w(t) — /Ot Is<; Py [0ty — 004]ds.
Due to the pathwise uniqueness for the stochastic KSE, we have
P{d/ (@™ (w), t) = d(w,t), Vt >0} =1,
this leads to
P(r7 < 00) = DY P(r? < 00) < P(r" < 00) 4 [P — BYYP| -
We express Q = C([0, +00); PvH) ® C([0, +00); Qn H), for w = (wM,w?) € Q,
Y () = & (w1 w?) = (T (WD), W?)), W),
where
v Q — C([0, +00); Py H)

t
w(t) = wM(¢) —I—/ A(s,w® w®)ds
0
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with

A(s) := —Ls<r PN Ul — D04).

By applying [38, Lemma 3.3.13], we have

1P — @2 Plluar < / 1By — T (P, w®) fuar PRy (dw®).
C([0,4+00);QN H)

If for any C' > 0 and w®, it holds that

Ex exp(C /Ooo A@®)|dt) < oo, (3.2)

then Girsanov theorem shows that

[N

/ 1 o
1By — W2 (B, 0®) uar < S[(Exexp(6 sup 552/ |A@)|dt))? - 1]2.
2 1<i<N 0
Step 3. Let us estimate w(t) := a(t) — v(t) for 0 <t < 7, for any ¢ € [0,7), it holds that
lw(®)I1? < Cexp (=5t + Clo+ [ul + |1/ +1) ) . (3.3)

Indeed, noting the fact w(t) = u(t) — v(t) for 0 <t < 7 and the definition of 7, we have

€5 (1) = EX() < (K + L)t 4+ p+ M(Jlul® + [ul*" +1), 5.4
EV() = E(8) < (K + L)t p+ M(Ju| + || + 1), |

for 0 <t < 7. Now, we distinguish the following two cases.
Case l. 7 <T.
Foiag-Prodi estimate in Theorem 3.1 shows that

t
Hmmﬁsmwm%m<ﬂu+céuwﬁ+wﬁwﬁ
< [w(O)F exp (—at + C((K + L)T + p+ M{Jull? + [l + o] + |17 +2))).

this implies that

lw(®)[If < Cexp (—at + Clp + [[ul* + [lu|[*" +1)) d® (3:5)
Case 2. 7> T.
We can see that (3.5) holds for w on [0,7]. We apply Foiag-Prodi estimate in Theorem 3.1
with e = % to w on [T, 7), it holds that

t
@) < [lw(T)|F exp <—a(75 -T)+ C*E/T (lall3 + l[ol13 + llpul + ||¢U||%)d7“> :
(3.4) leads to

lw (@)} < Cexp (=5t + Clo+ [ul® + |2 + 1)) &2
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Case 1 and Case 2 imply (3.3).

Step 4. Let us verify the Novikov condition (3.2).

Indeed, since ||A(t)]| < C - Li<r - |lw|3(JJul]? + [|lv||3), by integrating by parts and (3.3), we
have

| 1awipa= [ jae)pa
0 0
< [ Il ulf + ol

< Coxp (Clo-t lal + 7+ 1)) & [ exp (~5e) (full + ol

Nl N

= Cexp (Clp+ [[u]]2* + ||| +1))d2/0 esp (-

< Cexp (C(p—i— HUH2p1 + ”U,H%l + 1)) &,

t) dC | lull + s

namely, we prove Novikov condition (3.2). Then, we can obtain

[NIES
—
o
D
~

[P — @ YP| ey < (exp(cec(p+||u||2m+||u’||2p1+1)d2) B 1)

1
2

This completes the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

With the help of Theorem 1.2, in order to prove Theorem 1.1, we only need to prove recurrence
and polynomial mixing squeezing.

4.1 Recurrence

Proposition 4.1. For any R,d > 0, there exist constants p,T > 0 and an integer N > 1 such that
P(u(T) € By(0,d)) > p (4.1)

holds for any ug € By (0, R), provided that (1.2) holds.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us take T,¢ > 0 and denote y;(t) := th + W(t) and

[s = { sup [ly1(t)]ls < 5}-

te[0,7

Let ya2(t) := u(t) — y1(t). The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. For any T > 0, there exists sufficiently small 0 < § < 1 such that ||y2(¢)]| is uniformly
bounded on [0,7] x I's. We can see that yo satisfies that

8ty2 + ay2 + Yozzzr = —OY1 — Ylzzzz — Uly in R,
ya(z,0) = ug in R,
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Indeed, multiplying the above equation by ys — y2,. and then performing integration by parts
over R, we get
1
5O lly2* + lly2e 1*) + alllyall® + ly2el®) + (ly2zell* + ly20az])
= - a(yla Y2 — y2xx) - (ylmmmma Y2 — y2xx) - (’U/Um, Y2 — y2mm)-
On the event I's, we have
—a( — y2ua) < Cllyi|* + elly2ll3 < C6% + €l|y213
a(y1, Y2 — Yoza) = Cllyn|]” +€lly2|l2 = + elly2(l2;
- (ylxxxxayQ) = _(ylxx7y2xx) < CHyl”% + EHyQH% < 052 + E”y2”%7

Yzzxs, _y2xx) = (ylxxxay2:c:c:c) < C”ylxxx”2 + E”y2”12’, < 052 + €”y2”12’,7
utz, y2) = —((v1 + ¥2) (Y1 + Y2)ar y2) = —(V1Y12 + Y1Y2z + Y12Y2,Y2)

1
= _(y1y1m7y2) + 5(3/1907?4%) < 05(1 + ||y2||2)7

— (Wg, —Y2zz) = (Y1 +y2) (W1 + Y2)zs Y222) = (V1Y12 + V1Y + Y1zY2 + Y2Y22, Y222)
(Y12 + V1Y22 + Y12Y2, Y2uz) < C52Hy2m|| + C5||y2w”2 + C5||y2||§ < O6(1+ ||y2||§).

—(
—(

Since

1 22
(y2y2x7y2xx) = _5 /Rygmdx < EHyQH?S + C”y?H 5

By taking 0 < e << 1, we have
Orllyal® < CO(L+ ly2]1?),
this implies that if we 0 < § << 1, we have

sup_|[ly2[|* < 2(1 + R?).
te[0,7

By taking 0 < e << 1 and 0 < § << 1, we have

Oe(lly2l1? + lly2a 1) + alllyz? + lly2al®) + (lyzeall* + ly2eeal*) < C(R, T),

this implies that

T
sup ualf+ [ lualfdt < C(R.T)
te[0,T] 0

Moreover, on the event I's, we have

T
wgwﬁ+ﬁuwwécmﬂ»
t

)

Step 2. Now we prove that there exist sufficiently large T" > 0 and small é > 0 such that
|lu(T)||1 < d on the event T's.
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Indeed, let y3 be the solution of unforced KSE

aty3 + ay3 + Y3zzze + Y3Yzz =0 in R,
y3(x,0) = ug in R,

by the similar argument as in Proposition 4.3, we have

lys(®)]] < e [luoll. (4.2)
Since
1 2 2 2
(Y3Y3z, Y3az) < =|Ysaazll” + Cllysll® + Cllysl| 5,
2
we have

22 —
Oellysal® + (2allysell* + ysezall?) < Cllysll* + Cllysll s < Clug)e™*.

Combining this with (4.2), we can prove that
lys@)IIF < C(uo)e™ (1 +1),

we can choose a large T'= T'(R, d) such that ||ys(T)|; < %.
Now we estimate the difference y(t) := y2(t) — y3(t), then y is the solution of the equation

aty + ay + Yexzx = —AY1 — Ylzazxr — (uux - y3y3x) in Ra (4 3)
y(z,0) =0 in R. ’

On the event I's, we have
—a(y1,y) < Cllyill® +ellyl* < C&* + ey,
— Y1zzzz, Y) = —Yize Yoz) < Cllyral* + ellyll3 < C6* +¢|lyll3,

— (wuz — Y3y3e,y) = —((1 + Y)ua + y3(y1 + ¥)z )
< Cllyalllullxllyll + Cllull2llyl* + CllylIF + Clysllf + lysli2)lyll?-

By taking 0 < € << 1, these estimates imply that
illyll* < C0% + (lulli + lullz + lyslT + llysll2)llvl?),
then we have
ly(T)|I* < 4.
On the event I's, we have

—a(y1, —Yaz) < Ol |* + ellyaal® < CO* + &|lyaa |,

— (Y1wawes —Yaz) = —Wizza, Yoae) < CllYraeal® + llaza|* < C8 + €llyanall®,
— (wuy = Y3Yse, —Yaz) = —((Y1 + Yz + Y31 + Y)a, Yar)

— (Y1Ua, Yaz) < Ol[ullt[|yzall < C8*[ullf + €l|yza |,

— (uel, Yoz) < Nl Yl lyeall < CellullF Iyl + €llyesl®,

— (y3Y12> Vo) < Nysllallyallillyesll < C0?llyslT + ellyael®,

— (Y39 Yez) < w3l llalllve ]l < Cellysllillyall? + ellyzell*.
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By taking 0 < ¢ << 1, these estimates imply that
Orllylt < O + (lullf + llull2 + lysllF + lysll2) I,
then we have

ly(T)IIF < Co2.

d
We choose 0 < § << min{1, m}, we have |ly(T)|; < %, and ||u(T)||1 < d on the event T's.

Step 3. Since we have proven that
PT(“O? BV(Ov d)) > ]P)(F(;)

for all uy € By (0, R). Now, we prove P(I's) > 0. Let us choose N > 1 large enough so that

0
lQAls < D I(hser)lllells <

i=N+1 3T
According to the independence of QW and PyW, we have

0 0
P(['s) > P( sup [[Pyht+ PyW(t)|s < 5) x P( sup [QNW(D)][3 < 7).
t€[0,T] 3 t€]0,7] 3

)
Condition (1.2) implies that P( sup ||[Pyht+ PyW (t)|s < g) > 0. It follows from Bs < +o0 and
t€[0,T
)
the property of Gaussian measure that P( sup |[|QnW ()| < g) > (. These show P(T's) > 0.
te[0,T
This completes the proof. O

It follows from [40, Proposition 3.3] that the above facts imply that the recurrence holds for
the extension (u;,Py). Now, we state that the extension (u;,Py) of (ug,P,,) is irreducible.

Proposition 4.2. For any R,d > 0, there exist constants p,T > 0 and an integer N > 1 such that
Pu(u(T) € By (0,d) x By(0,d)) = p

holds for any u € By (0, R) x By (0, R), provided that (1.2) holds.
Proof of Proposition 4.2. Without loss of generality, we can assume R > d. We define the events

Ga(T) = {|la(T) 1 < d},
Go(T) = {Jli (D) < d},
By = {€5(1) < M([jull® + [l + 1) + Kt + p} 0 {€5(1) < M(J|P + [P +1) + Kt + p},

N = {o(t) # @/ (t) for some t > 0}.

By the similar arguments as in [40], [18] and [41], we can prove the following facts:
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(1) For any u € By (0, R) and k > 1.
Pu(Gy(RT)) APu(G4(RT)) = po-
(2) For any r > 0, there exists k£ > 1 such that
G%(k:T)ETNC C Gq(kT)G(KT)

for any u € By (0, R) x By (0, R).
With the help of the above facts and by the similar arguments as in [40], [18] and [41], we
can complete the proof. O

Definition 4.1. Let (u(t),Py,) be a Markov process in a separable space X, and F : X — [1,+00)
be a continuous functional such that

lim  F(u) = +o0.

llullx —=+o0

Then, F is said to be a Lyapunov function for (u(t),P,), if there are positive constants
te, Ry, Cy, and g, < 1 such that

EuF(u(ty)) < ¢ F(u), V|ull = R,
E,F(u(t)) < Cy, V|u| < Ru,t > 0.

Proposition 4.3. The functional F(u) := 1+ |lu||? + ||u|[*"? is a Lyapunov function for (u(t),P,)
corresponding to (1.1), where py = 1—51
Proof of Proposition 4.3. By applying Ité formula to ||u.||?, it holds that

dHumHZ + Z[QHUmHZ + ‘|umm||2]dt = 2[(ha, ug) + (W, Uz )]dt + Badt + 2(—Uge, dW),

o0
where By = Z b?||e;z||*. Noting the fact
i=1
1 2 2 2po
(Uttg s Uzg) < §Humm” + Cllull” + Clluf*?,

then, with the help of Proposition 2.1, we have

d
Bl + B sl + Ellusee||* < CEJu@)|* + CE[u@®)[** + C(|lha||* + Ba)

< CE|u(t)||*? + C(1 + ||h||] + Ba)
< Ce P2%||ug||*P? + D,

where D doesn’t depend on ug. This implies that

- _ D
Bllua (0)° < e fugal[? + e~ [lugl[** + =
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namely, we have
2 —at 2 2p2 D
Ellu(®)lli < ™ (luollT + [luol**) + —,
then we have
EF(u(t)) < e “F(uy) + E (4.4)

where E doesn’t depend on wug. There exist constants t,, R, such that e~ < %, F(ug) > 4F
for any ||up|l1 > R«, namely, we have

EF (u(ty)) < =F(ugp).

DO | =

Moreover, according to (4.4), there exists a C, such that for any t > 0, ||ug||1 < R,
EF(u(t)) < C,.
U

It follows from Proposition 4.2, Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 3.3 in [40] that the recurrence
property holds for (u(t),P,).

Proposition 4.4. For any d > 0, there exist constants C,0 > 0 and an integer N > 1 depending
on d,a, h, B1, By, B3 such that

Eue’™ < O(L+ Jullf + [lul 2 + [/ + [Ju'[[*2)

for any uw € V x V, provided that (1.2) holds.

4.2 Polynomial squeezing

We define the following stopping times

Ti=T"A T~l,
op:=inf{t >0 |@'(t) #0(t)}
and the following events

Q, ={kT <o < (k+2)T,o1 > 7},
Q ={kT <o < (k+2)T,00 <7},k >0.

For @, Q), we have the following property.

Proposition 4.5. For any q > 1, there exist large enough constants p, L,T > 0 and small enough
d > 0 such that

’ 1" 1
Pu(Q) VPu(Q) < 55755

for any u € By (0,d) x Bg(0,d), provided that (1.2) holds.
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. Estimate for Py (Q}).
According to Proposition 2.6, we have

Pu(Q)) < Pu(kT < 7 < 400)
< Pu(kT < ’7'& < +OO)
< CQu(p+ kLT +1)

1
< -
~2(k+2)1’

where we take p, L, T large enough.
Step 2. Estimate for Py (Qy).
For any u = (u,u’) € H X H, by the same argument as in Proposition 3.1 and (3.6), we have

Pu(Qp) <Pu(0 <01 <T)
< WPL(TY < 00) 4 2Py (T < 00) 4 Pyu(7¥ < 00) + 2||P — DL P|yar (4.5)
1
< CQulp+ 1)+ 5 (exp(CeCE I HVIT D 2) 1)

By taking p large enough and d small enough, we have

1
= 9q+1"

Pu(Qp) <

Step 3. Estimate for P, (Q}).
Indeed, by the Markov property we have

Pu(Qlk/) — Pu(Qlk/yo- > kT) — Eu(lgg . HJZkT) < EU(HJZkT . IEDu(IcT) (0 < 01 < T))7
combining this with (4.5), we have
Pu(Q}) <2Eu(lozsr - Puger) (7" < 00)) + 2Eu Iyt - Pugery (7" < 00))

+ Eu(Toskr + Pager) (77 < 00)) + 2B (Iospr - [P — @2 ED
=201 + 2L + I3 + 21,.

Plvar)

For the term Iy, let ug,u), be the solutions of (2.6) issued from @(kT), @ (kKT'), respectively,
vg, be the solution of (2.6) issued from @ (kT'), 7F := 7% A 7%k ATV Deﬁne wi(t) = ug(t) — vk (t),

when 0 < t < 7% with the help of Theorem 3.1 with ¢ = m(l N 537 ) we have

a _ _
k()17 < Cllwr(0)] exp <—§t +Clp+ [a(kT)|* + [|a' (KT)|[* + 1)) d>.
Noting the fact on the set {o > kT'}, we have

a(kT)|* < 5}f’(k‘T) < (K + L)KT + p+ M(d? +d** +1),
@ (kT)||* < EL(KT) < (K + L)KT + p+ M(d? + d* + 1),

lwg (0)[* < CeClotd®P1+1) g2 — T

)
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the above facts imply that for ¢ < 7% on the set {o > kT'}, we have

g (£)[|2 < CeClord+D) g2~ 51—

Since [[A®)] < C - Lisr - [lw|F(ull} + [|0]}) and €5, (t) + E5.(£) < C(t+ KT + p + & 41) for
t < 7% on the set {o > kT}, this leads to

akT

/ [Ax(®)|?dt < Cexp (C(p+d** + 1)) d%e 2,
0

Hence,

I, < (eXp(C’eC(p+d2pl+1)d26_%) - 1)%

akT 1
< (exp(e” 2 ) — 1)2(by take d small enough)

< ﬁe_%(by take T large enough)
<1
~ 16(k +2)1

For the term I, by Proposition 2.6 and the Markov property we have

Totr 2y 2 PulkT 7" < 00) = BulBu(lirsrocoolFir)] = EulPuger) (7" < o)

> Eullo>kr - Pugrer) (7" < 00)] = I1.

For the term Is, I3, we also have

1
I3 < —————.
27 = 16(k + 2)9
Combining the above estimates for I;, we conclude
P (Q’/) < #
IR 0k 4 2)0
This completes the proof.
O
Now we can establish the polynomial squeezing in Theorem 1.2.
For any p > 1, we take ¢’ > p + 1. First, Proposition 4.5 (with ¢ = ¢’) implies that
o o 1
Pu(c=00) >1—Y Pu(o € kT, (k+1)T)) >1-2) T 81
k=0 k=0
It follows from Proposition 4.5 that
[ee)
Eu(lo<oe0?) <Y Bu(loepr,h+1)7)0")
k=0
- . (4.6)
< ———(k+1)PTP .= c.
_Z(k+2)q,( +1) ¢

e
Il

0
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Noting for ¢ < oo, we have

(K 4 L)o + M(d?® + d** +1),
(K + L)o + M(d* 4 d** +1),

S

IN A
QS
clic
+ +

thus, for 1 < ¢ < p, we have

Eyu(Iycoe G(u(0))?) <CEu(Tg<os (||@(0)||? + ||@ (0)||> + 2(K + L)o + 2M (d? + d?Pr 4 1))¢
<CEy(Ty<oo (1l + 0)7)
<CEy(Iy<cooo®)
<K,

where we have used (4.6).

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. Since {p = oo} = {0 = o0}, we have Py(p = c0) > ;. For any u € B,

IE:uH{p<oo}pp < M, (51)

where M is independent from u.
Indeed, we have

EuH{p<oo}pp :EHH{0<OO} (U +7BO HU)p
<2PEuliscooi[0? + (7B 0 0,)7]
:2pEuH{U<OO}O'p + QPEHH{U<OO}(TB o Ho)p].

Moreover, according to Recurrence and the second inequality and third inequality in Polynomial
squeezing, we can prove

EuH{J<OO}(TB 00,)" :Eu[EuH{a<oo}(TB 0 0,)P|Fo]
:EHH{J<OO}EH[(TB 0 0,)P|Fo]
:EHH{U@O}EHUTﬁ(stmng Markov property)
<Eulfrco0}Glus) < K,

this implies (5.1).
Step 2. We define a sequence of stopping times p; = pi(u,w) as follows

po ‘= TB, Pk ‘= Pk—1 T+ po epk—l’k = 1.

It follows from the above fact

k-1 k-1
P 290+Z,009m ZTB+Z,009pZ--
i=0 1=0
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For any u € X, (5.1) implies that

k—1
Eulfp, <oo} Py =Bulip<oo} (T8 + D p0 b))
=0
k—1
<(k + 2)"Eulyy, <oy [T + Y (00 0,,)7]
=0
- (5.2)
<(k+ 2P [Euth + Y Bul(p 0 0,,) L pos, <c}]
=0

(k + 2)P[G(u) + kM)]
(k4 2)P[G(u) + M].

IN A

For any u € X, define
k= k(u,w) = sup{k > 0 : pp(u,w) < +o0},

then, since

Pu(pr < 00) <(1 = 61)Pu(pr—1 < 00)
<(1 = 61)*Pu(py < o) (5.3)
<(1-6)k:=d,

the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies
k < 400 for Py, — a.e.
We define

Pr(uw) (W w), if k(u,w) < 400,

£=tuw) = { +00, if k(u,w) = +oo.

If there exists k such that pg(u,w) < +00, pp+1(n,w) = +oo, then for any ¢t > p(u,w),
[Jue (0, w) — wy(w,w)|| < C(t = pr(w,w) +1)77 for t > py(u,w),
then this implies that

lut(w,w) — uj(u,w)|| < C(t—L+1)7P for t > ¢,
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where u € X. For any py < p, (5.2) and (5.3) imply that
Eol” =Y Eulg_p o}
k=0
< Z E“H{Pk<00}p£0
k=0

oo 1 1
< Z(Euﬂ{pk<oo}) 7 (Eulg,, <00}pz) v
k=0

> 1 1
< ZPH(Pk < 00)d (Euﬂ{pk<oo}P£)pl
k=0
i 1
< 0w (k+2)7 (Gla) + M)7
k=0
<C(G(u) +1).
Step 3. For any u,u’ € X,
[1Pe(u, ) = Pe(u )17 < Clg(flull) + g([['[))(t +1)7P°, vt > 0.
Indeed, for any f € L(X),||f]|z <1, noting that

Euf(Ixwy) = By f(u), Eof (Iyuy) = By f(u),
then

’(f7Pt(u7 ) - Pt(ulv ))’ :’Eu(f(ut) - f(u;))‘
<Eulf(u) — f ()]

t41
<2Pu(l > ——) + Eallgc ey [ £ (w) = f(w1)]

lull) + gl ID)((E +1)77 + (¢ +1)77)

<C(g
<C(g(llull) + g(lu'IN)(t +1)7P, vt >0.

(
<C(g(
Step 4. For any u,u’ € X,

1P (u, ) = Ps(u', )17 < Cla(llull) + g(l]))(E +1)7F°, s > ¢ > 0.

Indeed, for any f € £(X),|fllz <1, we have s > ¢ > 0,

(. Pl ) — Po(ud )] = | /X Poy(ud, d2) /X (Py(u, dv) — Py(zdv)) f(v)]
<Ot +1)™ / Po_y(,d2)[g(lul) + g(12I1)]
X
C(t+ 1) g((lul) + Eurg(lusi])

<
< Ct+1)7lg(lul) + g(lwID]-
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Step 5. {ut(u,w)}i>0 is polynomial mixing.
Indeed, it follows from Prokhorov theorem that P(X) is a complete metric space, then there

exists 11 € P(X) independent from u and is a stationary measure, and P;(u,-) — p as t — +o0.
We take v/ =0 in (5.4), let s — 400, we have

1P (u, ) =l < Clg(llull) +g(0)(¢ +1)77, £ =0.

This completes the proof. O
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