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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 Foiaş-Prodi estimate of KSE on the whole line.
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1 Introduction

The Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation (KSE)

ut + uxxxx + uux = 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

{

ut + au+ uxxxx + uux = h+ η

u(x, 0) = u0

in R,

in R,
(1.1)

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

η(t) :=
∂

∂t
W (t), W (t) :=

∞
∑

i=1

biβi(t)ei(x),

and bi ∈ R, {βi}i≥1 is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Brownian motions defined
on a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,Ft,P) satisfying the usual conditions, {ei}i≥1 is an orthonor-
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mal basis in L2(R). Let H := L2(R), V := H1(R). We introduce the following assumption

(A)























ϕh ∈ H,
∞
∑

i=1

|(h, ei)|‖ei‖3 < +∞, B1 :=

∞
∑

i=1

b2i < +∞,

B2 :=
∞
∑

i=1

b2i ‖ϕei‖2 < +∞, B3 :=
∞
∑

i=1

b2i ‖ei‖23 < +∞,

where ϕ(x) := ln(x2 + 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

bi 6= 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , N, (1.2)

then there exists a unique stationary measure µ ∈ P(V ) for (1.1). Moreover, for any p > 1, there
exists a Cp > 0 such that for any u0 ∈ V, the solution u of (1.1) satisfies

‖Pt(u0, ·)− µ‖∗L(V ) ≤ Cp(1 + ‖u0‖21 + ‖u0‖
14
3 )(t+ 1)−p, t ≥ 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 (ut,Pu) be a Feller family of
Markov processes in X, Pt(u,A) := P(ut(u, ω) ∈ A) is the transition function. We introduce the
following associated Markov operators

Bt : Cb(X) → Cb(X), Btf(u) :=
∫

X

f(v)Pt(u, dv), ∀f ∈ Cb(X),

B∗
t : P(X) → P(X), B∗

t λ(A) :=

∫

X

Pt(u,A)λ(du), ∀λ ∈ P(X).

Definition 1.1. Let (ut,Pu) be a Markov family in X × X. (ut,Pu) is called an extension of
(ut,Pu) if for any u = (u, u′) ∈ X ×X the laws under Pu of processes {Π1ut}t≥0 and {Π2ut}t≥0

coincide with those of {ut}t≥0 under Pu and Pu′ respectively, where Π1 and Π2 denote the projec-
tions from X ×X to the first and second component.

Let B be a closed subset in X and B := B ×B. Define

τB = τB(u, ω) = inf{t ≥ 0 : ut(u, ω) ∈ B},
σ = σ(u, ω) = inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖ut(u, ω)− u′t(u, ω)‖ ≥ C(t+ 1)−p},
ρ = σ + τB ◦ θσ = σ(u, ω) + τB(uσ(u,ω)(u, ω), θσ(u,ω)ω).

Definition 1.2. The family (ut,Pu) is called satisfies the coupling hypothesis if there exists an
extension (ut,Pu), a stopping time σ, a closed set B ⊂ X, and an increasing function g(r) ≥ 1
of the variable r ≥ 0 such that the following two properties hold
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Recurrence There exists p > 1 such that

Euτ
p
B ≤ G(u)

for all u = (u, u′) ∈ X, where we set G(u) = g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖).
Polynomial squeezing There exist positive constants δ1, δ2, c,K and 1 ≤ q ≤ p such that,

for any u ∈ B, we have

Pu(σ = ∞) ≥ δ1,

Eu(Iσ<∞σ
p) ≤ c,

Eu(Iσ<∞G(uσ)
q) ≤ K.

Any extension of (ut,Pu) 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 (ut,Pu) be a Feller family of Markov processes that possesses a mixing extension
(ut,Pu). Then there exists a random time ℓ ∈ T+ such that, for any u ∈ X, with Pu-probability
1, for any p0 < p, we have

‖ut − u′t‖ ≤ C1(t− ℓ+ 1)−p, ∀t ≥ ℓ,

Euℓ
p0 ≤ C1(G(u) + 1),

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

Eug(‖ut‖) ≤ g̃(u), ∀t ≥ 0,

for all u ∈ X, then the family (ut,Pu) has a unique stationary measure µ ∈ P(X), and it holds
that

‖Pt(u, ·) − µ‖∗L ≤ V (‖u‖)(t + 1)−p0 , ∀t ≥ 0,

for u ∈ X, where V is given by the relation

V (r) = 3C1(g(r) + g̃(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.
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In recent years, polynomial mixing for weakly dissipative SPDEs has received more and more
attention, this kind of SPDEs 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
Schrödinger 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 uux 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 Foiaş-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 Schrödinger equation, complex Ginzburg-Landau equation
and reaction-diffusion equation. Compared with the nonlinear term u3 or |u|2u which appears
in reaction-diffusion equation, complex Ginzburg-Landau equation and Schrödinger equation, we
can not simply deal with it by using the sign condition. Here, we deal with uux 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, c 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 σ-algebra on X is denoted by B(X)
and the set of Borel probability measures by P(X). Cb(X) is the space of continuous functions
f : X → C endowed with the norm ‖f‖∞ = sup

u∈X
|f(u)|. BX(R) stands for the ball in X of
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radius R centred at zero. We write C(X) when X is compact. Lb(X) is the space of functions
f ∈ Cb(X) such that

‖f‖L(X) = ‖f‖∞ + sup
u 6=v

|f(u)− f(v)|
dX(u, v)

<∞.

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

‖µ1 − µ2‖∗L(X) = sup
‖f‖L(X)≤1

|〈f, µ1〉 − 〈f, µ2〉|, µ1, µ2 ∈ P(X),

where 〈f, µ〉 =
∫

X

f(u)µ(du).

Let Hs := Hs(R) we denote the Sobolev space of real-valued functions on R with the norm

‖u‖2s :=
∫

R

(1 + |ξ|2)s|(Fu)(ξ)|2dξ,

where Fu is the Fourier transform of u. When s = 0, we denote ‖ · ‖0 by ‖ · ‖.
For q > 1, Qq(r) := r1−q(r > 0).
If p and q are real numbers, then p ∨ q(p ∧ q) stands for their maximum(minimum).
a0 := a ∧ 1, where a is the damping coefficient in (1.1).

2 Probability estimates

2.1 Construct an mixing extension

For initial points u, u′ ∈ H, let {u(t)}t≥0 and {u′(t)}t≥0 denote the solutions of the equation (1.1)
issued from u, u′, respectively. We introduce an auxiliary process {v(t)}t≥0 which is the solution
of the problem

{

vt + av + vxxxx + vvx + PN (uux − vvx) = h+ η

v(x, 0) = u′(x)
in R,

in R,
(2.1)

where PN denotes the orthogonal projection in H onto the space by the family {e1, · · · , eN}
with integer N ≥ 1. Let T > 0 be a time parameter that will be chosen later. We denote by
λT (u, u

′) and λ′T (u, u
′) the distributions of processes {v(t)}0≤t≤T and {u′(t)}0≤t≤T , respectively.

Then λT (u, u
′) and λ′T (u, u

′) are probability measures on C([0, T ];H). By [38, Theorem 1.2.28],
there exists a maximal coupling (VT (u, u

′), V ′
T (u, u

′)) for the pair (λT (u, u
′), λ′T (u, u

′)) defined on
some probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). We denote by {ṽ(t)}0≤t≤T and {ũ′(t)}0≤t≤T the flows of this
maximal coupling. Then, ṽ is the solution of

{

ṽt + aṽ + ṽxxxx + ṽṽx − PN (ṽṽx) = h+ η̃

ṽ(x, 0) = u′(x)
in R,

in R,
(2.2)

with D({
∫ t

0
η̃(s)ds}0≤t≤T ) = D({

∫ t

0
(η(s)− PN (u(s)ux(s))ds}0≤t≤T ). Let ũ be the solution of

{

ũt + aũ+ ũxxxx + ũũx − PN (ũũx) = h+ η̃

ũ(x, 0) = u(x)
in R,

in R,
(2.3)
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this implies that D({ũ(t)}0≤t≤T ) = D({u(t)}0≤t≤T ). We define operators R and R′ by

Rt(u, u
′, ω) = ũ(t), R′

t(u, u
′, ω) = ũ′(t)

for any u, u′ ∈ H,ω ∈ Ω̃, t ∈ [0, T ]. Then, let {(Ωk,Fk,Pk)}k≥0 be a sequence of independent
copies of (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and let (Ω,F ,P) be the direct product of {(Ωk,Fk,Pk)}k≥0. For any ω =
(ω1, ω2, · · · ) ∈ Ω and u, u′ ∈ H, we set ũ0 = u, ũ′0 = u′, and

ũt(ω) = Rs(ũk(ω), ũ
′
k(ω), ω

k), ũ′t(ω) = R′
s(ũk(ω), ũ

′
k(ω), ω

k),

ut = (ũt, ũ
′
t),

where t = s + kT, s ∈ [0, T ). The construction implies that (ut,Pu) is an extension for (ut,Pu).
We will show that it is a mixing extension for (ut,Pu).

2.2 Moment estimates for solutions

Proposition 2.1. For any p ≥ 1, u0 ∈ H,h ∈ H, it holds that

E‖u(t)‖2p ≤ e−pat‖u0‖2p +
C(p, h,B1)

pa
∀t ≥ 0 (2.4)

and

E

∫ t

0
‖u(s)‖2pds ≤ C(u0, p, h,B1)(t+ 1) ∀t ≥ 0. (2.5)

Proof of Proposition 2.1. By applying Itô formula to ‖u‖2, it holds that

d‖u‖2 + 2[a‖u‖2 + ‖uxx‖2]dt = 2(h, u)dt +B1dt+ 2(u, dW ), (2.6)

where B1 =

∞
∑

i=1

b2i . This leads to

d

dt
E‖u‖2 + 2[aE‖u‖2 + E‖uxx‖2] = 2E(h, u) +B1 ≤ aE‖u‖2 + ‖h‖2

a
+B1,

this implies that

d

dt
E‖u‖2 + aE‖u‖2 + 2E‖uxx‖2 ≤

‖h‖2
a

+B1,

thus, Gronwall inequality implies that

E‖u(t)‖2 ≤ e−at[‖u0‖2 +
1

a
(
‖h‖2
a

+B1)].

According to (2.6) and applying Itô formula to ‖u‖2p, we can obtain that

d‖u‖2p =[2p‖u‖2p−2(u, h− au− uxxxx − uux) + p‖u‖2p−2B1]dt

+ 2p(p− 1)‖u‖2(p−2)(u, dW )2 + 2p‖u‖2p−2(u, dW ).
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Since (u, dW )2 = ‖u‖2B1dt, we have

d‖u‖2p = [2p‖u‖2p−2(u, h − au− uxxxx − uux) + (2p2 − p)‖u‖2p−2B1]dt+ 2p‖u‖2p−2(u, dW ).

This leads to

‖u(t)‖2p + pa

∫ t

s

‖u(r)‖2pdr ≤ ‖u(s)‖2p + C(p, ‖h‖, B1)(t− s) + 2p

∫ t

s

‖u‖2p−2(u, dW ) (2.7)

and

d

dt
E‖u‖2p = 2pE‖u‖2p−2(u, h − au− uxxxx − uux) + (2p2 − p)B1E‖u‖2p−2

= 2pE‖u‖2p−2[(u, h) − a‖u‖2 − ‖uxx‖2] + (2p2 − p)B1E‖u‖2p−2,

then,

d

dt
E‖u‖2p + 2paE‖u‖2p + 2pE‖u‖2p−2‖uxx‖2 = 2pE‖u‖2p−2(u, h) + (2p2 − p)B1E‖u‖2p−2

≤ pa

4
E‖u‖2p + C(p, h,B1),

this implies that

d

dt
E‖u‖2p + paE‖u‖2p + 2pE‖u‖2p−2‖uxx‖2 ≤ C(p, h,B1),

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

2.3 Weighted estimates for solutions

We introduce the following functionals

Eu(t) = ‖u(t)‖2 + a0

∫ t

0
‖u‖22ds,

Epu(t) = ‖u(t)‖2p + pa

∫ t

0
‖u‖2pds,

Eψu (t) = ‖u(t)‖2 + ‖(ψu)(t)‖2 + a0

∫ t

0
(‖u‖22 + ‖ψu‖22)ds,

Fψ
u (t) = ‖(ψu)(t)‖2 + a0

∫ t

0
(‖ψuxx‖2 + ‖ψu‖2)ds.

Proposition 2.2. There exist constants K1, γ1 > 0 such that

P(sup
t≥0

[Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T )−K1t] ≥ ρ) ≤ e−γ1ρ, (2.8)

for all ρ > 0, T ≥ 0, and u ∈ H.
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Proof of Proposition 2.2. It follows from (2.6) that

Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T ) + 2

∫ t+T

T

[a‖u(s)‖2 + ‖uxx(s)‖2]ds = 2

∫ t+T

T

(u, h)ds +B1t+M(t),

where M(t) := 2

∫ t+T

T

(u, dW ) = 2

∫ t+T

T

∞
∑

i=1

bi(u, ei)dβi, it is easy to see that M(t) is a martin-

gale and its quadratic variation is given by

〈M〉(t) = 4

∫ t+T

T

∞
∑

i=1

b2i (u(s), ei)
2ds ≤ 4B1

∫ t+T

T

‖u(s)‖2ds.

Noting the fact

∫ t+T

T

(u, h)ds ≤ a

∫ t+T

T

‖u(s)‖2ds + ‖h‖2
a

t,

there exist some suitable positive constants K1 and γ1 such that

Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T ) ≤ K1t+M(t)− γ1

2
〈M〉(t),

exponential supermartingale inequality implies that

P(sup
t≥0

(Eu(t+ T )−K1t) ≥ Eu(T ) + ρ) ≤ P(sup
t≥0

(γ1M(t)− γ21
2
〈M〉(t)) ≥ γ1ρ)

= P(sup
t≥0

exp(γ1M(t)− 1

2
〈γ1M〉(t)) ≥ eγ1ρ)

≤ e−γ1ρ.

This completes the proof.

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

P(sup
t≥0

[Epu(t+ T )− Epu(T )− (Lp + 1)t− 2] ≥ ρ) ≤ CQq(ρ+ 1),

for all ρ > 0, T ≥ 0, and u ∈ H, where C is a constant depends on u, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. It follows from (2.7) that

Epu(t+ T )− Epu(T ) = ‖u(t+ T )‖2p − ‖u(T )‖2p + pa

∫ t+T

T

‖u(s)‖2pds

≤ Lpt+Mp(t),

(2.9)

where Mp(t) := 2p

∫ t+T

T

‖u‖2p−2(u, dW ). It follows from (2.9) that

Epu(t+ T )− Epu(T )− (Lp + 1)t− 2 ≤Mp(t)− t− 2.

9



We define Mp
∗ (t) = sup

s∈[0,t]
|Mp(s)|. For any q > 1, according to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy

and Hölder inequalities, we have

E(Mp
∗ (t))

2q ≤ CE〈Mp(t)〉q ≤ C(p, q)E(

∫ t+T

T

‖u‖4p−2ds)q

≤ C(p, q)tq−1
E

∫ t+T

T

‖u‖(4p−2)qds ≤ C(u0, p, q, h,B1)(t+ 1)q.

(2.10)

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

{sup
t≥0

[Mp(t)− t− 2] ≥ ρ} ⊂
⋃

m≥0

{ sup
t∈[m,m+1)

[Mp(t)− t− 2] ≥ ρ}

⊂
⋃

m≥0

{Mp
∗ (m+ 1) ≥ ρ+m+ 2}.

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

P{sup
t≥0

[Mp(t)− t− 2] ≥ ρ} ≤ P(
⋃

m≥0

{Mp
∗ (m+ 1) ≥ ρ+m+ 2})

≤
∑

m≥0

P(Mp
∗ (m+ 1) ≥ ρ+m+ 2)

≤
∑

m≥0

E(Mp
∗ (m+ 1))2q

(ρ+m+ 2)2q

≤ C(u0, p, q, h,B1)
∑

m≥0

(m+ 2)q

(ρ+m+ 2)2q

≤ C(u0, p, q, h,B1)
∑

m≥0

1

(ρ+m+ 2)q

≤ C(u0, p, q, ‖h‖, B1)

(ρ+ 1)q−1
.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.4. For any q > 1, there exist two positive constants K2 and M2 such that

P(sup
t≥0

[Fψ
u (t+ T )−Fψ

u (T )−K2t−M2(‖u(T )‖2 + ‖u(T )‖2p1 + 1)] ≥ ρ) ≤ CQq(ρ+ 1),

for all ρ > 0, T ≥ 0 and u ∈ H, where p1 =
7
3 and C is a constant depends on u, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. By applying Itô formula to ‖ψu‖2, it holds that

d‖ψu‖2 = 2(ψu,ψ(h − uux − au− uxxxx) + ψtu)dt+

∞
∑

i=1

b2i ‖ψei‖2dt+ 2

∞
∑

i=1

bi(ψu,ψei)dβi,

10



this implies that

‖(ψu)(t + T )‖2 − ‖(ψu)(T )‖2 + 2

∫ t+T

T

(ψ2u, uxxxx)ds+ 2a

∫ t+T

T

‖ψu‖2ds

=2

∫ t+T

T

(ψ2u, h− uux)ds+ 2

∫ t+T

T

(ψu,ψtu)ds +

∫ t+T

T

B
ψ
2 (s)ds +M2(t),

(2.11)

where Bψ
2 (t) =

∞
∑

i=1

b2i ‖ψei‖2,M2(t) = 2

∫ t+T

T

∞
∑

i=1

bi(ψu,ψei)dβi and we have the following esti-

mate

B
ψ
2 (t) ≤ B2,

〈M2(t)〉 = 4
∞
∑

i=1

b2i

∫ t+T

T

(ψu,ψei)
2ds ≤ 4B2

∫ t+T

T

‖ψu‖2ds.

We take γ2 =
a

8B2
, then

γ2〈M2(t)〉 ≤
a

2

∫ t+T

T

‖ψu‖2ds.

Noting the fact

(ψ2u, uxxxx) = ((ψ2u)xx, uxx) =

∫

(ψ2u2xx + 2ψ2
xuuxx + 2ψψxxuuxx + 4ψψxuxuxx)dx,

where
∫

ψ2
xuuxxdx ≤ C‖u‖22,

∫

ψψxxuuxxdx ≤ δ‖ψuxx‖2 + C‖u‖2,
∫

ψψxuxuxxdx ≤ δ‖ψuxx‖2 + C‖ux‖2,

thus, we have

|
∫

(2ψ2
xuuxx + 2ψψxxuuxx + 4ψψxuxuxx)dx| ≤ δ‖ψuxx‖2 + C‖u‖22.

By some calculations, we have

(ψ2u, h) ≤ δ‖ψu‖2 +Cδ‖ψh‖2,
(ψu,ψtu) ≤ δ‖ψu‖2 +Cδ‖u‖2,

|(ψ2u, uux)| ≤ C|(ψu,ψxu2)|

≤ δ‖ψu‖2 +Cδ

∫

u4dx

≤ δ‖ψu‖2 +Cδ‖u‖
1
2
2 ‖u‖

7
2

≤ δ‖ψu‖2 +Cδ(‖u‖22 + ‖u‖2p1).

11



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

‖(ψu)(t + T )‖2 − ‖(ψu)(T )‖2 + a0

∫ t+T

T

(‖ψuxx‖2 + ‖ψu‖2)ds

≤(B2 + ‖ϕh‖2)t+M2(t)− γ2〈M2(t)〉+ C

∫ t+T

T

‖u(s)‖22ds+ C

∫ t+T

T

‖u(s)‖2p1ds.
(2.12)

Since

C

∫ t+T

T

‖u‖22ds ≤ C2(Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T ) + ‖u(T )‖2),

C

∫ t+T

T

‖u‖2p1ds ≤ Cp1(Ep1u (t+ T )− Ep1u (T ) + ‖u(T )‖2p1),

(2.12) implies that

Fψ
u (t+ T )−Fψ

u (T ) ≤(B2 + ‖ϕh‖2)t+ (M2(t)− γ2〈M2(t)〉) +C2(Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T ) + ‖u(T )‖2)
+ Cp1(Ep1u (t+ T )− Ep1u (T ) + ‖u(T )‖2p1),

namely, we have

Fψ
u (t+ T )−Fψ

u (T )− [B2 + ‖ϕh‖2 + C2K1 + Cp1(Lp1 + 1)]t− C2‖u(T )‖2 − Cp1‖u(T )‖2p1 − 2Cp1

≤(M2(t)− γ2〈M2(t)〉) + C2(Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T )−K1t)

+ Cp1(Ep1u (t+ T )− Ep1u (T )− (Lp1 + 1)t− 2),

here, we take K2 = B2 + ‖ϕh‖2 + C2K1 + Cp1(Lp1 + 1),M2 = max(C2, 2Cp1). According to
Proposition 2.2, Proposition 2.3 and exponential supermartingale inequality, we can prove the
desired result.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.5. For any q > 1, there exist a Qq and positive constants K3 and M3 such that

P

(

sup
t≥0

[Eψu (t+ T )− Eψu (T )−K3t−M3(‖u(T )‖2 + ‖u(T )‖2p1 + 1)] ≥ ρ

)

≤ CQq(ρ+ 1),

for all ρ > 0, T ≥ 0, and u ∈ H, where C is a constant depends on u, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Since ‖ψu‖22 ≤ C(‖ψu‖2 + ‖u‖2 + ‖ux‖2 + ‖ψuxx‖2), we have

Eψu (t+ T )− Eψu (T ) ≤ Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T ) + Fψ
u (t+ T )−Fψ

u (T ) + C

∫ t+T

T

(‖u‖2 + ‖ux‖2)ds

≤ C3(Eu(t+ T )− Eu(T )) + Fψ
u (t+ T )−Fψ

u (T ) +C3‖u(T )‖2.

With the help of Proposition 2.2, Proposition 2.3, Proposition 2.4, we can find suitable K3 and
M3.

This completes the proof.

We introduce the following stopping time

τu := inf{t ≥ 0 | Eψu (t) ≥ (K + L)t+ ρ+M(‖u(0)‖2 + ‖u(0)‖2p1 + 1)}.
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Proposition 2.6. For any q > 1, there exists a Qq such that if K ≥ K3 and M ≥ 1 +M3

P(l ≤ τu < +∞) ≤ CQq(ρ+ Ll + 1), (2.13)

for all L, l ≥ 0, and u ∈ H, where C is a constants depends on u, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. On the event {l ≤ τu <∞}, the definition of τu implies that

Eψu (τu) ≥ (K + L)τu + ρ+M(‖u(0)‖2 + ‖u(0)‖2p1 + 1)

≥ K3τ
u + Ll + ‖u(0)‖2 +M3(‖u(0)‖2 + ‖u(0)‖2p1 + 1) + ρ

≥ Eψu (0) +K3τ
u +M3(‖u(0)‖2 + ‖u(0)‖2p1 + 1) + Ll + ρ,

thus, we have

sup
t≥0

[Eψu (t)− Eψu (0)−K3t−M3(‖u(0)‖2 + ‖u(0)‖2p1 + 1)] ≥ Ll + ρ,

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

2.4 Weighted estimates for the truncated process

Proposition 2.7. For any q > 1, there exists a Qq and positive constants K4 and M4 such that

P

(

sup
t≥0

[Eψû′(t)−K4t−M4(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)] ≥ ρ

)

≤ CQq(ρ+ 1),

for all ρ > 0, and u′ ∈ H, where C is a constant depends on u′, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let us first consider the auxiliary equation

zt + az + zxxxx = 0 in R.

For any t, T ≥ 0, we have

‖z(t+ T )‖2 + a0

∫ t+T

T

‖z(s)‖22ds ≤ ‖z(T )‖2.

By the similar arguments as in Proposition 2.4, it holds that

‖(ψz)(t + T )‖2 + a0

∫ t+T

T

(‖(ψz)(s)‖2 + ‖(ψzxx)(s)‖2)ds ≤ C(‖(ψz)(T )‖2 + ‖z(T )‖2).

Since ‖ψz‖22 ≤ C(‖ψz‖2 + ‖z‖2 + ‖zx‖2 + ‖ψzxx‖2), we have

‖z(t+ T )‖2 + ‖(ψz)(t + T )‖2 + a0

∫ t+T

T

(‖z(s)‖22 + ‖(ψz)(s)‖22)ds ≤ C(‖z(T )‖2 + ‖(ψz)(T )‖2)

this implies that

Eψz (t+ T ) ≤ CEψz (T ) for t, T ≥ 0,
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this implies that on the event {τ <∞}, it holds that

Eψû′(t+ τ) ≤ CEψu′(τ) for t ≥ 0,

then, on the event {τ <∞}, there exists a constant C ′ > 1 such that

Eψû′(t)− C ′K3t ≤ C ′ sup
t≥0

(Eψu′(t)−K3t) for t ≥ 0.

On the event {τ = +∞}, it is easy to see that

Eψû′(t)− C ′K3t ≤ sup
t≥0

(Eψu′(t)−K3t) for t ≥ 0,

this implies that

Eψû′(t)− C ′K3t− C ′(M3 + 1)(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1))

≤Eψû′(t)− C ′K3t− C ′(‖u′‖2 +M3(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1))

≤C ′ sup
t≥0

(Eψu′(t)−K3t− Eψu′(0)−M3(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)) for t ≥ 0.

By taking K4 = C ′K3, C4 = C ′(M3 +1), with the help of Proposition 2.5, we can prove Proposi-
tion 2.7.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.8. For any q > 1, there exists a Qq such that if K ≥ K4 and M ≥ 1 +M4

P(l ≤ τ û
′

< +∞) ≤ CQq(ρ+ Ll + 1), (2.14)

for all L, l ≥ 0, ρ > 0, and u ∈ H, where C is a constants depends on u, q, h,B1, B2.

Proof of Proposition 2.8. On the event {l ≤ τ û
′

<∞}, the definition of τ û
′

implies that

Eψû′(τ û
′

) ≥ (K + L)τ û
′

+ ρ+M(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)

≥ K4τ
û′ + Ll + ‖u′‖2 +M4(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1) + ρ

≥ Eψû′(0) +K4τ
û′ +M4(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1) + Ll + ρ,

thus, we have

sup
t≥0

[Eψû′(t)− Eψû′(0) −K4t−M4(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)] ≥ Ll + ρ,

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

3 Foiaş-Prodi estimate

Foiaş-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 Foiaş-Prodi estimate of KSE on the whole
line.
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3.1 Foiaş-Prodi estimate

Let us consider the following equations

ut + au+ uxxxx + uux = h+ η in R,

vt + av + vxxxx + vvx + PN (uux − vvx) = h+ η in R.

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

ψ(t, x) := ϕ(x)(1 − exp(− t

ϕ(x)
)), (t, x) ∈ R

2,

where ϕ(x) := ln(x2+2). The following properties are useful for establishing Foiaş-Prodi estimate.
(1) 0 < ψ(t, x) < ϕ(x) for t > 0 and ψ(0, x) = 0;
(2) For any k ≥ 1, |∂kψ| ≤ Ck, where Ck is some constants;
(3) lim

t,|x|→+∞
ψ(t, x) = +∞.

Let w = u− v, then we have

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

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ ‖w(s)‖21 exp
(

−a(t− s) +C

∫ t

s

(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)dr
)

,

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

‖w(t+ T )‖21 ≤ ‖w(s + T )‖21 exp
(

−a(t− s) + C∗ε

∫ t+T

s+T
(‖u‖22 + ‖v‖22 + ‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21)dr

)

for any t ≥ s ≥ 0, where C∗ > 0 is a constant depending on a.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We can see that w satisfies that

wt + aw + wxxxx +QN (uux − vvx) = 0, (3.1)

where QN := Id− PN . Taking the L2−inner product of (3.1) with w, we get

1

2
∂t‖w‖2 + a‖w‖2 + ‖wxx‖2 + (QN (uux − vvx), w) = 0.

Taking the L2−inner product of (3.1) with −wxx, we get

1

2
∂t‖wx‖2 + a‖wx‖2 + ‖wxxx‖2 + (QN (uux − vvx),−wxx) = 0,

the above facts imply that

1

2
∂t‖w‖21 + a‖w‖21 + (‖wxxx‖2 + ‖wxx‖2) + (QN (uux − vvx), w − wxx) = 0.

(1) By using the Cauchy inequality, we have

−(QN (uux − vvx), w − wxx) ≤ C(‖u‖1 + ‖v‖1)‖w‖1‖w‖2 ≤ a0

4
‖w‖22 + C(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)‖w‖21,

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 ε,A > 0, there is an integer N ≥ 1
such that

‖QNχAf‖ ≤ ε‖f‖s, ∀f ∈ Hs,

where QN := Id− PN and χA is any smooth cut-off function from R to [0, 1] such that

χA =

{

1
0

x ∈ [−A
2 ,

A
2 ],

x ∈ [−A,A]c.

We split (QN (uux − vvx), w) into two parts,

(QN (uux − vvx), w) = (QNχA(uux − vvx), w) + (QN (1− χA)(uux − vvx), w)

=: I1 + I2.

Then, applying Lemma 3.1 with s = 1 to I1, we have

I1 = (QNχA(uux − vvx), w)

≤ ‖w‖‖QNχA(uux − vvx)‖
≤ ε‖w‖‖uux − vvx‖1
≤ ε‖w‖‖u2 − v2‖2
≤ ε‖w‖‖w‖2‖u+ v‖2
≤ εCδ‖w‖2(‖u‖22 + ‖v‖22) + δ‖w‖22.

For I2, it follows from the property of the weight function ψ that

ψ−1(x, t) ≤ ε, ∀t ≥ T, |x| ≥ A

2
,

provided that T,A > 0 are large enough. This implies that

I2 = ((1− χA)(uux − vvx), QNw)

= (QNw, (1 − χA)(ψuux − ψvvx)ψ
−1)

≤ ε‖w‖‖ψuux − ψvvx‖.

Since

‖ψuux − ψvvx‖ = ‖wψux + ψvwx‖
≤ ‖w‖1‖ψux‖+ ‖ψv‖1‖w‖1
= ‖w‖1(‖(ψu)x − ψxu‖+ ‖ψv‖1)
≤ C‖w‖1(‖ψu‖1 + ‖ψv‖1 + ‖u‖),

we have

I2 ≤ εC‖w‖‖w‖1(‖ψu‖1 + ‖ψv‖1 + ‖u‖)
≤ εCδ‖w‖2(‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21 + ‖u‖2) + δ‖w‖21,
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by taking δ > 0 small enough, we have

∂t‖w‖2 + [a− εC(‖u‖2s+1 + ‖v‖2s+1 + ‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21)]‖w‖2 ≤ 0.

On the other hand,

(QN (uux − vvx), wxx) = (QNχA(uux − vvx), wxx) + (QN (1− χA)(uux − vvx), wxx)

=: I3 + I4.

Then, applying Lemma 3.1 with s = 1 to I3,

I3 = (QNχA(uux − vvx), wxx)

≤ ‖wxx‖‖QNχA(uux − vvx)‖
≤ ε‖wxx‖‖uux − vvx‖1
≤ ε‖wxx‖‖u2 − v2‖2
≤ ε‖wxx‖‖w‖2‖u+ v‖2
≤ ε‖w‖22‖u+ v‖2
≤ ε‖w‖1‖w‖3‖u+ v‖2
≤ εCδ‖w‖21(‖u‖22 + ‖v‖22) + δ‖w‖23

and

I4 = ((1− χA)(uux − vvx), QNwxx)

= (QNwxx, (1− χA)(ψuux − ψvvx)ψ
−1)

≤ ε‖wxx‖‖ψuux − ψvvx‖
≤ εC‖wxx‖‖w‖1(‖ψu‖1 + ‖ψv‖1 + ‖u‖)
≤ εCδ‖w‖21(‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21 + ‖u‖2) + δ‖wxx‖2.

By taking δ > 0 small enough, we have

∂t‖w‖21 + [a− εC(‖u‖2s+1 + ‖v‖2s+1 + ‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21)]‖w‖21 ≤ 0,

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 κ,C > 0 such that

P(τv <∞) ≤ CQq(ρ+ 1) +
1

2

(

exp(CeC(ρ+‖u‖2p1+‖u′‖2p1+1)d2)− 1
)

1
2

for any ρ > 0 and u, u′ ∈ V with d = ‖u− u′‖1.
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. Let τ = τv ∧ τu ∧ τu′ . We introduce the truncated processes {û(t)}t≥0, {û′(t)}t≥0

and {v̂(t)}t≥0 as follows:

û(t) =

{

u(t), for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ,

solves zt +Az = 0, for t ≥ τ,

û′(t) =

{

u′(t), for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ,

solves zt +Az = 0, for t ≥ τ,

v̂(t) =

{

v(t), for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ,

solves zt +Az = 0, for t ≥ τ.

According to Proposition 2.6 with l = 0, we have

P(τv <∞) ≤ CQq(ρ+ 1) + P(τ v̂ <∞).

Step 2. Without loss of generality, we assume that the underlying probability space (Ω,F ,P)
is of a particular form Ω := C0([0,+∞);H) is the space of all continuous functions taking values
in H and vanishing at t = 0, P is the distribution of the Wiener process

ξ(t) =

∞
∑

i=1

biβi(t)ei,

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

Φu,u
′

: Ω −→ Ω

ω(t) → ω(t)−
∫ t

0
Is≤τPN [ûûx − v̂v̂x]ds.

Due to the pathwise uniqueness for the stochastic KSE, we have

P{û′(Φu,u′(ω), t) = v̂(ω, t), ∀t ≥ 0} = 1,

this leads to

P(τ v̂ <∞) = Φu,u
′

∗ P(τ û
′

<∞) ≤ P(τ û
′

<∞) + ‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var.

We express Ω = C([0,+∞);PNH)⊕ C([0,+∞);QNH), for ω = (ω(1), ω(2)) ∈ Ω,

Φu,u
′

(ω) = Φu,u
′

(ω(1), ω(2)) = (Ψu,u′(ω(1), ω(2)), ω(2)),

where

Ψu,u′ : Ω −→ C([0,+∞);PNH)

ω(t) → ω(1)(t) +

∫ t

0
A(s, ω(1), ω(2))ds
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with
A(s) := −Is≤τPN [ûûx − v̂v̂x].

By applying [38, Lemma 3.3.13], we have

‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var ≤
∫

C([0,+∞);QNH)
‖PN −Ψu,u′

∗ (PN , ω
(2))‖varP⊥

N (dω
(2)).

If for any C > 0 and ω(2), it holds that

EN exp(C

∫ ∞

0
‖A(t)‖2dt) <∞, (3.2)

then Girsanov theorem shows that

‖PN −Ψu,u′

∗ (PN , ω
(2))‖var ≤

1

2
[(EN exp(6 sup

1≤i≤N
b−2
i

∫ ∞

0
‖A(t)‖2dt)) 1

2 − 1]
1
2 .

Step 3. Let us estimate w(t) := û(t)− v̂(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ , for any t ∈ [0, τ), it holds that

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ C exp
(

−a
2
t+ C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)

)

d2. (3.3)

Indeed, noting the fact w(t) = u(t)− v(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ and the definition of τ , we have

Eψû (t) = Eψu (t) ≤ (K + L)t+ ρ+M(‖u‖2 + ‖u‖2p1 + 1),

Eψv̂ (t) = Eψv (t) ≤ (K + L)t+ ρ+M(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1),
(3.4)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ . Now, we distinguish the following two cases.
Case 1. τ ≤ T.

Foiaş-Prodi estimate in Theorem 3.1 shows that

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ ‖w(0)‖21 exp
(

−at+ C

∫ t

0
(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)dr

)

≤ ‖w(0)‖21 exp
(

−at+ C((K + L)T + ρ+M(‖u‖2 + ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 2))
)

,

this implies that

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ C exp
(

−at+C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)
)

d2 (3.5)

Case 2. τ > T.

We can see that (3.5) holds for w on [0, T ]. We apply Foiaş-Prodi estimate in Theorem 3.1
with ε = aa0

4C∗(K+L) to w on [T, τ), it holds that

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ ‖w(T )‖21 exp
(

−a(t− T ) + C∗ε

∫ t

T

(‖u‖22 + ‖v‖22 + ‖ψu‖21 + ‖ψv‖21)dr
)

.

(3.4) leads to

‖w(t)‖21 ≤ C exp
(

−a
2
t+ C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)

)

d2.
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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 · 1t≤τ · ‖w‖21(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21), by integrating by parts and (3.3), we

have
∫ ∞

0
‖A(t)‖2dt =

∫ τ

0
‖A(t)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ τ

0
‖w‖21(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)dt

≤ C exp
(

C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)
)

d2
∫ τ

0
exp

(

−a
2
t
)

(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)dt

= C exp
(

C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)
)

d2
∫ τ

0
exp

(

−a
2
t
)

d(

∫ t

0
(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21)ds)

≤ C exp
(

C(ρ+ ‖u‖2p1 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1)
)

d2,

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

‖P −Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var ≤
1

2

(

exp(CeC(ρ+‖u‖2p1+‖u′‖2p1+1)d2)− 1
)

1
2
. (3.6)

This completes the proof.

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 ) ∈ BV (0, d)) ≥ p (4.1)

holds for any u0 ∈ BV (0, R), provided that (1.2) holds.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us take T, δ > 0 and denote y1(t) := th+W (t) and

Γδ :=

{

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖y1(t)‖3 ≤ δ

}

.

Let y2(t) := u(t)− y1(t). The proof is divided into the following steps.
Step 1. For any T > 0, there exists sufficiently small 0 < δ < 1 such that ‖y2(t)‖ is uniformly

bounded on [0, T ]× Γδ. We can see that y2 satisfies that

{

∂ty2 + ay2 + y2xxxx = −ay1 − y1xxxx − uux
y2(x, 0) = u0

in R,

in R,
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Indeed, multiplying the above equation by y2 − y2xx and then performing integration by parts
over R, we get

1

2
∂t(‖y2‖2 + ‖y2x‖2) + a(‖y2‖2 + ‖y2x‖2) + (‖y2xx‖2 + ‖y2xxx‖2)

=− a(y1, y2 − y2xx)− (y1xxxx, y2 − y2xx)− (uux, y2 − y2xx).

On the event Γδ, we have

− a(y1, y2 − y2xx) ≤ C‖y1‖2 + ε‖y2‖22 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖y2‖22,
− (y1xxxx, y2) = −(y1xx, y2xx) ≤ C‖y1‖22 + ε‖y2‖22 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖y2‖22,
− (y1xxxx,−y2xx) = (y1xxx, y2xxx) ≤ C‖y1xxx‖2 + ε‖y2‖23 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖y2‖23,
− (uux, y2) = −((y1 + y2)(y1 + y2)x, y2) = −(y1y1x + y1y2x + y1xy2, y2)

= −(y1y1x, y2) +
1

2
(y1x, y

2
2) ≤ Cδ(1 + ‖y2‖2),

− (uux,−y2xx) = ((y1 + y2)(y1 + y2)x, y2xx) = (y1y1x + y1y2x + y1xy2 + y2y2x, y2xx),

(y1y1x + y1y2x + y1xy2, y2xx) ≤ Cδ2‖y2xx‖+ Cδ‖y2x‖2 + Cδ‖y2‖22 ≤ Cδ(1 + ‖y2‖22).

Since

(y2y2x, y2xx) = −1

2

∫

R

y32xdx ≤ ε‖y2‖23 + C‖y2‖
22
5

By taking 0 < ε << 1, we have

∂t‖y2‖2 ≤ Cδ(1 + ‖y2‖2),

this implies that if we 0 < δ << 1, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖y2‖2 ≤ 2(1 +R2).

By taking 0 < ε << 1 and 0 < δ << 1, we have

∂t(‖y2‖2 + ‖y2x‖2) + a(‖y2‖2 + ‖y2x‖2) + (‖y2xx‖2 + ‖y2xxx‖2) ≤ C(R,T ),

this implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖y2‖21 +
∫ T

0
‖y2‖23dt ≤ C(R,T ).

Moreover, on the event Γδ, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u‖21 +
∫ T

0
‖u‖23dt ≤ C(R,T ).

Step 2. Now we prove that there exist sufficiently large T > 0 and small δ > 0 such that
‖u(T )‖1 < d on the event Γδ.
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Indeed, let y3 be the solution of unforced KSE
{

∂ty3 + ay3 + y3xxxx + y3y3x = 0
y3(x, 0) = u0

in R,

in R,

by the similar argument as in Proposition 4.3, we have

‖y3(t)‖ ≤ e−at‖u0‖. (4.2)

Since

(y3y3x, y3xx) ≤
1

2
‖y3xxx‖2 + C‖y3‖2 + C‖y3‖

22
5 ,

we have

∂t‖y3x‖2 + (2a‖y3x‖2 + ‖y3xxx‖2) ≤ C‖y3‖2 + C‖y3‖
22
5 ≤ C(u0)e

−2at.

Combining this with (4.2), we can prove that

‖y3(t)‖21 ≤ C(u0)e
−2at(1 + t),

we can choose a large T = T (R, d) such that ‖y3(T )‖1 ≤ d
4 .

Now we estimate the difference y(t) := y2(t)− y3(t), then y is the solution of the equation
{

∂ty + ay + yxxxx = −ay1 − y1xxxx − (uux − y3y3x)
y(x, 0) = 0

in R,

in R.
(4.3)

On the event Γδ, we have

− a(y1, y) ≤ C‖y1‖2 + ε‖y‖2 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖y‖2,
− (y1xxxx, y) = −(y1xx, yxx) ≤ C‖y1xx‖2 + ε‖y‖22 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖y‖22,
− (uux − y3y3x, y) = −((y1 + y)ux + y3(y1 + y)x, y)

≤ C‖y1‖1‖u‖1‖y‖+ C‖u‖2‖y‖2 +C‖y1‖21 + C(‖y3‖21 + ‖y3‖2)‖y‖2.
By taking 0 < ε << 1, these estimates imply that

∂t‖y‖2 ≤ C(δ2 + (‖u‖21 + ‖u‖2 + ‖y3‖21 + ‖y3‖2)‖y‖2),

then we have

‖y(T )‖2 ≤ Cδ2.

On the event Γδ, we have

− a(y1,−yxx) ≤ C‖y1‖2 + ε‖yxx‖2 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖yxx‖2,
− (y1xxxx,−yxx) = −(y1xxx, yxxx) ≤ C‖y1xxx‖2 + ε‖yxxx‖2 ≤ Cδ2 + ε‖yxxx‖2,
− (uux − y3y3x,−yxx) = −((y1 + y)ux + y3(y1 + y)x, yxx)

− (y1ux, yxx) ≤ δ‖u‖1‖yxx‖ ≤ Cδ2‖u‖21 + ε‖yxx‖2,
− (uxy, yxx) ≤ ‖u‖1‖y‖1‖yxx‖ ≤ Cε‖u‖21‖y‖21 + ε‖yxx‖2,
− (y3y1x, yxx) ≤ ‖y3‖1‖y1‖1‖yxx‖ ≤ Cεδ

2‖y3‖21 + ε‖yxx‖2,
− (y3yx, yxx) ≤ ‖y3‖1‖yx‖‖yxx‖ ≤ Cε‖y3‖21‖yx‖2 + ε‖yxx‖2.

22



By taking 0 < ε << 1, these estimates imply that

∂t‖y‖21 ≤ C(δ2 + (‖u‖21 + ‖u‖2 + ‖y3‖21 + ‖y3‖2)‖y‖21),

then we have

‖y(T )‖21 ≤ Cδ2.

We choose 0 < δ << min{1, d

4
√
C
}, we have ‖y(T )‖1 ≤ d

4 , and ‖u(T )‖1 ≤ d on the event Γδ.

Step 3. Since we have proven that

PT (u0, BV (0, d)) ≥ P(Γδ)

for all u0 ∈ BV (0, R). Now, we prove P(Γδ) > 0. Let us choose N ≥ 1 large enough so that

‖QNh‖3 ≤
∞
∑

i=N+1

|(h, ei)|‖ei‖3 <
δ

3T
.

According to the independence of QNW and PNW , we have

P(Γδ) ≥ P( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖PNht+ PNW (t)‖3 <
δ

3
)× P( sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖QNW (t)‖3 <

δ

3
).

Condition (1.2) implies that P( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖PNht+PNW (t)‖3 <
δ

3
) > 0. It follows from B3 < +∞ and

the property of Gaussian measure that P( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖QNW (t)‖3 <
δ

3
) > 0. These show P(Γδ) > 0.

This completes the proof.

It follows from [40, Proposition 3.3] that the above facts imply that the recurrence holds for
the extension (ut,Pu). Now, we state that the extension (ut,Pu) of (ut,Pu) 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 ) ∈ BV (0, d) ×BV (0, d)) ≥ p

holds for any u ∈ BV (0, R)×BV (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

Gd(T ) := {‖ũ(T )‖1 ≤ d},
G′
d(T ) := {‖ũ′(T )‖1 ≤ d},

Eρ := {Eψũ (t) ≤M(‖u‖2 + ‖u‖2p1 + 1) +Kt+ ρ} ∩ {Eψũ′(t) ≤M(‖u′‖2 + ‖u′‖2p1 + 1) +Kt+ ρ},
N := {ṽ(t) 6= ũ′(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 ∈ BV (0, R) and k ≥ 1.

Pu(Gd
2
(kT )) ∧ Pu(G

′
d
2

(kT )) ≥ p0.

(2) For any r > 0, there exists k ≥ 1 such that

Gd
2
(kT )ErN c ⊂ Gd(kT )G

′
d(kT )

for any u ∈ BV (0, R)×BV (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.

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

lim
‖u‖X→+∞

F (u) = +∞.

Then, F is said to be a Lyapunov function for (u(t),Pu), if there are positive constants
t∗, R∗, C∗, and q∗ < 1 such that

EuF (u(t∗)) ≤ q∗F (u), ∀‖u‖ ≥ R∗,

EuF (u(t)) ≤ C∗, ∀‖u‖ ≤ R∗, t ≥ 0.

Proposition 4.3. The functional F (u) := 1 + ‖u‖21 + ‖u‖2p2 is a Lyapunov function for (u(t),Pu)
corresponding to (1.1), where p2 =

11
5 .

Proof of Proposition 4.3. By applying Itô formula to ‖ux‖2, it holds that

d‖ux‖2 + 2[a‖ux‖2 + ‖uxxx‖2]dt = 2[(hx, ux) + (uux, uxx)]dt+B2dt+ 2(−uxx, dW ),

where B2 =

∞
∑

i=1

b2i ‖eix‖2. Noting the fact

(uux, uxx) ≤
1

2
‖uxxx‖2 + C‖u‖2 + C‖u‖2p2 ,

then, with the help of Proposition 2.1, we have

d

dt
E‖ux(t)‖2 + aE‖ux‖2 + E‖uxxx‖2 ≤ CE‖u(t)‖2 + CE‖u(t)‖2p2 + C(‖hx‖2 +B2)

≤ CE‖u(t)‖2p2 + C(1 + ‖h‖21 +B2)

≤ Ce−p2at‖u0‖2p2 +D,

where D doesn’t depend on u0. This implies that

E‖ux(t)‖2 ≤ e−at‖u0x‖2 + e−at‖u0‖2p2 +
D

a
,
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namely, we have

E‖u(t)‖21 ≤ e−at(‖u0‖21 + ‖u0‖2p2) +
D

a
,

then we have

EF (u(t)) ≤ e−atF (u0) + E (4.4)

where E doesn’t depend on u0. There exist constants t∗, R∗ such that e−at∗ ≤ 1
4 , F (u0) ≥ 4E

for any ‖u0‖1 ≥ R∗, namely, we have

EF (u(t∗)) ≤
1

2
F (u0).

Moreover, according to (4.4), there exists a C∗ such that for any t ≥ 0, ‖u0‖1 ≤ R∗,

EF (u(t)) ≤ C∗.

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

Proposition 4.4. For any d > 0, there exist constants C, δ > 0 and an integer N ≥ 1 depending
on d, a, h,B1, B2, B3 such that

Eue
δτB ≤ C(1 + ‖u‖21 + ‖u‖2p2 + ‖u′‖21 + ‖u′‖2p2)

for any u ∈ V × V, provided that (1.2) holds.

4.2 Polynomial squeezing

We define the following stopping times

σ := τ̃ ∧ σ1,
τ̃ := τ ũ ∧ τ ũ′ ,
σ1 := inf{t ≥ 0 | ũ′(t) 6= ṽ(t)}

and the following events

Q′
k := {kT ≤ σ ≤ (k + 2)T, σ1 ≥ τ̃},

Q′′
k := {kT ≤ σ ≤ (k + 2)T, σ1 < τ̃}, k ≥ 0.

For Q′
k,Q′′

k, we have the following property.

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

Pu(Q′
k) ∨ Pu(Q′′

k) ≤
1

2(k + 2)q

for any u ∈ B̄H(0, d) × B̄H(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 Pu(Q′

k).
According to Proposition 2.6, we have

Pu(Q′
k) ≤ Pu(kT ≤ τ̃ < +∞)

≤ Pu(kT ≤ τ ũ < +∞)

≤ CQq(ρ+ kLT + 1)

≤ 1

2(k + 2)q
,

where we take ρ, L, T large enough.
Step 2. Estimate for Pu(Q′′

0).
For any u = (u, u′) ∈ H×H, by the same argument as in Proposition 3.1 and (3.6), we have

Pu(Q′′
0) ≤ Pu(0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T )

≤ 2Pu(τ
u <∞) + 2Pu(τ

u′ <∞) + Pu(τ
û′ <∞) + 2‖P −Φu,u

′

∗ P‖var

≤ CQq(ρ+ 1) +
1

2

(

exp(CeC(ρ+‖u‖2p1+‖u′‖2p1+1)d2)− 1
)

1
2
.

(4.5)

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

Pu(Q′′
0) ≤

1

2q+1
.

Step 3. Estimate for Pu(Q′′
k).

Indeed, by the Markov property we have

Pu(Q′′
k) = Pu(Q′′

k, σ ≥ kT ) = Eu(IQ′′

k
· Iσ≥kT ) ≤ Eu(Iσ≥kT · P

u(kT )(0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T )),

combining this with (4.5), we have

Pu(Q′′
k) ≤2Eu(Iσ≥kT · P

u(kT )(τ
u <∞)) + 2Eu(Iσ≥kT · P

u(kT )(τ
u′ <∞))

+ Eu(Iσ≥kT · P
u(kT )(τ

û′ <∞)) + 2Eu(Iσ≥kT · ‖P− Φ
ũ(kT ),ũ′(kT )
∗ P‖var)

:=2I1 + 2I2 + I3 + 2I4.

For the term I4, let uk, u
′
k be the solutions of (2.6) issued from ũ(kT ), ũ′(kT ), respectively,

vk be the solution of (2.6) issued from ũ′(kT ), τk := τuk ∧τu′k ∧τvk . Define wk(t) := uk(t)−vk(t),
when 0 ≤ t ≤ τk, with the help of Theorem 3.1 with ε = aa0

4C∗(K+L)(1 ∧ 1
2M ), we have

‖wk(t)‖21 ≤ C‖wk(0)‖21 exp
(

−a
2
t+ C(ρ+ ‖ũ(kT )‖2p1 + ‖ũ′(kT )‖2p1 + 1)

)

d2.

Noting the fact on the set {σ ≥ kT}, we have

‖ũ(kT )‖2 ≤ Eψũ (kT ) ≤ (K + L)kT + ρ+M(d2 + d2p1 + 1),

‖ũ′(kT )‖2 ≤ Eψũ′(kT ) ≤ (K + L)kT + ρ+M(d2 + d2p1 + 1),

‖wk(0)‖2 ≤ CeC(ρ+d2p1+1)d2e−
akT
2 ,
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the above facts imply that for t ≤ τk on the set {σ ≥ kT}, we have

‖wk(t)‖2 ≤ CeC(ρ+d2p1+1)d2e−
a
2
t− akT

2 .

Since ‖A(t)‖ ≤ C · 1t≤τ · ‖w‖21(‖u‖21 + ‖v‖21) and Eψuk(t) + Eψvk(t) ≤ C(t + kT + ρ + d2p1 + 1) for
t ≤ τk on the set {σ ≥ kT}, this leads to

∫ ∞

0
‖Ak(t)‖2dt ≤ C exp

(

C(ρ+ d2p1 + 1)
)

d2e−
akT
2 ,

Hence,

I4 ≤ (exp(CeC(ρ+d2p1+1)d2e−
akT
2 )− 1)

1
2

≤ (exp(e−
akT
2 )− 1)

1
2 (by take d small enough)

≤
√
2e−

akT
4 (by take T large enough)

≤ 1

16(k + 2)q
.

For the term I1, by Proposition 2.6 and the Markov property we have

1

16(k + 2)q
≥ Pu(kT ≤ τu <∞) = Eu[Eu(IkT≤τu<∞|FkT )] = Eu[Pu(kT )(τ

u <∞)]

≥ Eu[Iσ≥kT · P
u(kT )(τ

u <∞)] = I1.

For the term I2, I3, we also have

I2, I3 ≤
1

16(k + 2)q
.

Combining the above estimates for Ii, we conclude

Pu(Q′′
k) ≤

1

2(k + 2)q
.

This completes the proof.

Now we can establish the polynomial squeezing in Theorem 1.2.
For any p > 1, we take q′ > p+ 1. First, Proposition 4.5 (with q = q′) implies that

Pu(σ = ∞) ≥ 1−
∞
∑

k=0

Pu(σ ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ]) ≥ 1− 2

∞
∑

k=0

1

2(k + 2)q′
:= δ1.

It follows from Proposition 4.5 that

Eu(Iσ<∞σ
p) ≤

∞
∑

k=0

Eu(Iσ∈[kT,(k+1)T ]σ
p)

≤
∞
∑

k=0

1

(k + 2)q′
(k + 1)pT p := c.

(4.6)
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Noting for σ <∞, we have

Eũ(σ) ≤ Eũ(0) + (K + L)σ +M(d2 + d2p1 + 1),

Eũ′(σ) ≤ Eũ′(0) + (K + L)σ +M(d2 + d2p1 + 1),

thus, for 1 ≤ q ≤ p, we have

Eu(Iσ<∞G(u(σ))
q) ≤CEu(Iσ<∞(‖ũ(0)‖2 + ‖ũ′(0)‖2 + 2(K + L)σ + 2M(d2 + d2p1 + 1))q

≤CEu(Iσ<∞(1 + σ)q)

≤CEu(Iσ<∞σ
p)

≤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 {ρ = ∞} = {σ = ∞}, we have Pu(ρ = ∞) ≥ δ1. For any u ∈ B,

EuI{ρ<∞}ρ
p ≤M, (5.1)

where M is independent from u.
Indeed, we have

EuI{ρ<∞}ρ
p =EuI{σ<∞}(σ + τB ◦ θσ)p

≤2pEuI{σ<∞}[σ
p + (τB ◦ θσ)p]

=2pEuI{σ<∞}σ
p + 2pEuI{σ<∞}(τB ◦ θσ)p].

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

EuI{σ<∞}(τB ◦ θσ)p =Eu[EuI{σ<∞}(τB ◦ θσ)p|Fσ ]
=EuI{σ<∞}Eu[(τB ◦ θσ)p|Fσ ]
=EuI{σ<∞}Euστ

p
B(strong Markov property)

≤EuI{σ<∞}G(uσ) ≤ K,

this implies (5.1).
Step 2. We define a sequence of stopping times ρk = ρk(u, ω) as follows

ρ0 := τB, ρk := ρk−1 + ρ ◦ θρk−1
, k ≥ 1.

It follows from the above fact

ρk = ρ0 +

k−1
∑

i=0

ρ ◦ θρi = τB +

k−1
∑

i=0

ρ ◦ θρi .
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For any u ∈ X, (5.1) implies that

EuI{ρk<∞}ρ
p
k =EuI{ρk<∞}(τB +

k−1
∑

i=0

ρ ◦ θρi)p

≤(k + 2)pEuI{ρk<∞}[τ
p
B +

k−1
∑

i=0

(ρ ◦ θρi)p]

≤(k + 2)p[Euτ
p
B +

k−1
∑

i=0

Eu(ρ ◦ θρi)pI{ρ◦θρi<∞}]

≤(k + 2)p[G(u) + kM ]

≤(k + 2)p+1[G(u) +M ].

(5.2)

For any u ∈ X, define

k̄ = k̄(u, ω) = sup{k ≥ 0 : ρk(u, ω) < +∞},

then, since

Pu(ρk <∞) ≤(1− δ1)Pu(ρk−1 <∞)

≤(1− δ1)
k
Pu(ρ0 <∞)

≤(1− δ1)
k := ak,

(5.3)

the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies

k̄ < +∞ for Pu − a.e.

We define

ℓ = ℓ(u, ω) =

{

ρk̄(u,ω)(u, ω), if k̄(u, ω) < +∞,

+∞, if k̄(u, ω) = +∞.

If there exists k such that ρk(u, ω) < +∞, ρk+1(u, ω) = +∞, then for any t ≥ ρk(u, ω),

‖ut(u, ω)− u′t(u, ω)‖ ≤ C(t− ρk(u, ω) + 1)−p for t ≥ ρk(u, ω),

then this implies that

‖ut(u, ω)− u′t(u, ω)‖ ≤ C(t− ℓ+ 1)−p for t ≥ ℓ,
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where u ∈ X. For any p0 < p, (5.2) and (5.3) imply that

Euℓ
p0 =

∞
∑

k=0

EuI{k̄=k}ρ
p0
k

≤
∞
∑

k=0

EuI{ρk<∞}ρ
p0
k

≤
∞
∑

k=0

(EuI{ρk<∞})
1
q′ (EuI{ρk<∞}ρ

p
k)

1
p′

≤
∞
∑

k=0

Pu(ρk <∞)
1
q′ (EuI{ρk<∞}ρ

p
k)

1
p′

≤
∞
∑

k=0

a
k

q′ (k + 2)
p+1
p′ (G(u) +M)

1
p′

≤C(G(u) + 1).

Step 3. For any u, u′ ∈ X,

‖Pt(u, ·) − Pt(u
′, ·)‖∗L ≤ C(g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖))(t + 1)−p0 , ∀t ≥ 0.

Indeed, for any f ∈ L(X), ‖f‖L ≤ 1, noting that

Euf(ΠXut) = Btf(u),Euf(Π
′
Xut) = Btf(u′),

then

|(f, Pt(u, ·) − Pt(u
′, ·))| =|Eu(f(ut)− f(u′t))|

≤Eu|f(ut)− f(u′t)|

≤2Pu(ℓ ≥
t+ 1

2
) + EuI{ℓ≤ t+1

2
}|f(ut)− f(u′t)|

≤C(g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖))((t + 1)−p + (t+ 1)−p0)

≤C(g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖))(t + 1)−p0 , ∀t ≥ 0.

Step 4. For any u, u′ ∈ X,

‖Pt(u, ·)− Ps(u
′, ·)‖∗L ≤ C(g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖))(t + 1)−p0 , s ≥ t ≥ 0. (5.4)

Indeed, for any f ∈ L(X), ‖f‖L ≤ 1, we have s ≥ t ≥ 0,

|(f, Pt(u, ·) − Ps(u
′, ·))| = |

∫

X

Ps−t(u
′, dz)

∫

X

(Pt(u, dv) − Pt(z, dv))f(v)|

≤ C(t+ 1)−p0
∫

X

Ps−t(u
′, dz)[g(‖u‖) + g(‖z‖)]

≤ C(t+ 1)−p0 [g(‖u‖) + Eu′g(‖us−t‖)]
≤ C(t+ 1)−p0 [g(‖u‖) + g(‖u′‖)].
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Step 5. {ut(u, ω)}t≥0 is polynomial mixing.
Indeed, it follows from Prokhorov theorem that P(X) is a complete metric space, then there

exists µ ∈ P(X) independent from u and is a stationary measure, and Pt(u, ·) → µ as t → +∞.

We take u′ = 0 in (5.4), let s→ +∞, we have

‖Pt(u, ·) − µ‖∗L ≤ C(g(‖u‖) + g(0))(t + 1)−p0 , t ≥ 0.

This completes the proof.
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