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Abstract This paper is primarily focused on the asymptotic dynamics of a non-autonomous
stochastic FitzHugh-Nagumo system with distribution dependence, specifically on unbounded do-
mains R™. Initially, we establish the well-posedness of solutions for the FitzHugh-Nagumo sys-
tem with distribution dependence by utilizing the Banach fixed-point theorem. Subsequently, we
demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of pullback measure attractors for this system through

the application of splitting techniques, tail-end estimates and Vitali’s theorem.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the asymptotic behaviors of the following non-autonomous stochastic

Fitzhugh-Nagumo system with distribution dependence driven by nonlinear noise on R™:

du (t) — Au (t) dt + Mu (t) dt + av (t) dt + f (t,2,u, Lyy) dt = Gy (t, 2,1, L)) dt

+ 3 (01 (t,2) + w () 0% (B0, Loyry) ) AW (B), z €R™, > 7,
k=1
+ v (t)dt — fu(t)dt = Ga (t,x) dt (1.1)

( (t)
+ 3 (Oap (t:2) + 60 (8)dWi (1), @ €R™, ¢ > 1,
\ k=1

with initial condition

u(r,x) =&, v(r,z) =&, x€R", (1.2)

*This work was supported by NSFC (12371178) and Natural Science Foundation of Sichuan province under grant
2023NSFSC1342.
fCorresponding authors: zengtianhaol23@my.swjtu.edu.cn (T. Zeng).


http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.03622v1

where 7 € R, A\, «, 8 and 7 are positive constants and satisfy v > A, f is a nonlinear function
with arbitrary growth rate, L, is the distribution of u(t), G is a Lipschitz function, G €
L (R, H (R™) N L* (R™)), 6,5 : R — L*(R™) for i = 1,2, are given, w € H* (R") NnWH> (R"), oy,
is a nonlinear diffusion term for each k € N, 03, k € N, are nonnegative constants and {Wy}, oy is
a sequence of independent standard real-valued Winner processes on a complete filtered probability

space (Q, FAFithiers IP’) , respectively.

Distribution-dependent stochastic differential equations (SDEs), alternatively known as McKean-
Vlasov SDEs (MVSDESs) or mean-field SDEs, are equations that depend not only on the state of
their solutions but also on the distribution of those solutions. This dependency causes the Markov
operators associated with them to lose their semigroup properties. Recent years have seen a surge of
interest in these equations, following pioneering works such as [15,21]. The existence and uniqueness
of solutions have been firmly established in studies including [5] [6l [12], 10 13}, 22} 27]. Additionally,
singular coefficients have been explored in [2} 9] [11] 23], while large deviation principles have been
introduced in [3] 20} 32} [34]. It is noteworthy that Shi et al. [25] have investigated the existence of

pullback measure attractors for distribution-dependent stochastic reaction-diffusion equations.

The Fitzhugh-Nagumo system, as a mathematical model, is dedicated to describing the trans-
mission of signals within the nervous system, as documented in [14} 24]. The limiting behavior of
solutions to the Fitzhugh-Nagumo system, particularly when defined on unbounded domains, has
been extensively studied in numerous works, including [11, [4] 7, [8], 26, 28], 291, 33\ [35, 36]. For bounded
domains, similar investigations have been conducted in [16] [I8, 19]. However, the literature has
yet to explore the Fitzhugh-Nagumo system with distribution dependence. In this paper, we delve
into the dynamics of the Fitzhugh-Nagumo system with distribution dependence, specifically as it
is defined on R".

For simplicity, in the following the norm of L?(R") is denoted as || - || and we write & = (&1, &),
L2 (R") = L? (R") x L?(R") and H! (R*) = H' (R") x H' (R"). To describe the main results of
this paper, we denote by P (IL2 (R")) the space of probability measures on (IL2 (R™),B (IL2 (R")))),
where B (L? (R™)) is the Borel o-algebra of L? (R™). The weak topology of P (L? (R™)) is metrizable,
and the corresponding metric is denoted by dp2rn)). Set

Py (L2 (R")) = {u P EAE): [ el 0 < oo} .

Then (774 (]L2 (]R”)) »dp(L2 (Rn))) is a metric space. Given r > 0, denote by

B'p4(]L2(Rn)) (r)= {/L € Py (L2 (Rn)) : /

€11 2 gy e () < 7“4} :
L2(Rn)

Given 7 <t and pu € Py (L? (R™)), let P¥,u be the law of the solution of (LI)-(L2) with initial
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law g at initial time 7. If ¢ : L? (R") — R is a bounded Borel function, then we write

Prad (ur) =E (¢ (k(t,7,&))), V& € L?(R"),

where k (t,7,&) = (u (t,7,&0) ,v (t,7,&)) is the solution of (L.I))-(L2]) with initial value & at initial
time 7. Note that for the McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation as the equation of (L)), P}, is not
the dual of P;; (see [27]) in the sense that

/ Pry (€) du (€) # 6 (€)dPE, (6), (1.3)
L2(R")

L2(R")
where p € Py (L? (R™)) and ¢ : L? (R") — R is a bounded Borel function.

The main goal of this paper is to prove that the system ([I)-(L2]) admits a unique pullback
measure attractors A = {A(7) : 7 € R} € D in L?(R"). The first difficulty lies in the fact
that Sobolev embeddings are not compact as a result of the Fitzhugh-Nagumo system is partially
dissipative systems. To overcome this obstacle, we need to decompose v into two functions, one
part is uniformly asymptotically null in L? (R") and the other is regular in the sense that it belongs
to H' (R") as t — oo. The second obstacle lies in the fact that we can’t directly obtain that
{P;it}T <t is a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on (774 (]L2 (R")) ,d’p(LQ(Rn))) as a
result of P, is no longer the dual of Pr; as demonstrated by (L3). To solve this problem, we
will take the advantage of the regularity of Py (L2 (R”)) and apply the Vitali’s theorem to prove
the continuity of {P:,t}r < on the subspace (Bp4(L2(Rn)) (r) ,d'P(L2(Rn))) instead of the entire space
(Pa (L2 (R™)) , dp(rz(em))-

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall the abstract theory of pullback
measure attractors. In Section 3, we give some assumptions which will be used in subsequent
estimates. Section 4 is devoted to obtain the well-posedness of (LI])-(T.2). Section 5 is devoted
to obtain the necessary estimates about the solutions of (LI))-(T2]). In Section 6, we establish the

existence and uniqueness of pullback measure attractors for the system (LI))-(T2]).

2 Preliminaries

In this section, in order to discuss issues in an abstract framework, we recall some abstract theory

of pullback measure attractors [17, 25].

In the following, let X be a separable Banach space with norm || - || x. Define Cy(X) as the space

of bounded continuous functions ¢ : X — R endowed with the norm

[#lloc = sup [p(z)|.
zeX



Let Ly(X) denote the space of bounded Lipschitz functions on X equipped with the norm

lelle = ll¢lloo + Lip(v),

where
X — X
L) e sup @ el _
eraeX |71 — T2llx
T1#£x2

for f € Cp(X). Denote by P(X) the set of probability measure on (X, B(X)), where B(X) is the
Borel o-algebra of X. Given ¢ € Cy(X) and p € P(X), we write

(1) = /X o(z)p(dz).

We say that a sequence {u,}>2; C P(X) is weakly convergent to p € P(X) if and only if for

every ¢ € Cp(X),
lim (¢, in) = (0, ).

n—oo

The weak topology of P(X) is metrizable with metric given by

dpx)(H1,p2) = sup (1) — (0, p2)l,  Vpa, pe € P(X).
pELy(X)

el L <1

Note that the (P(X),d) is a Polish space. Denote (P,(X), W,) be the Polish space such that for
allp > 1,

Py(X) = {uep /HxH u(dx) <oo}

and

W, (uv) = inf (/ ||x—y||§<w<dx,dy>>”, Vv € Py (X),
me€lT(m,v) \JXxxX

where [] (i, v) is the set of all couplings of y and v, the metric W), is called the Wasserstein distance.

Given r > 0, define
Bp,x)(r) = {uep ([ eltntan))” gr}.

A subset & C P, (X) is bounded if there is 7 > 0 such that & € Bp,(x) (r). If £ is bounded in

P, (X), then we set
1
P
el = s [ el o))

Since (Pp (X),W,) is a Polish space, but (Pp( ),dp,(x)) is not complete. Note that for any
r >0, Bp,(x) (r) is a closed subset of P, (X) with respect to the metric dp,(x), we know that the
space (B’pp(X) (r) ,d'pp(X)) is complete for every r > 0.
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Definition 2.1. A family S = {S(¢,7) : t € RT,7 € R} of mappings from P,(X) to P,(X) is
called a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on P,(X), if for all 7 € R and ¢,s € RT,

the following conditions are satisfied

(a) S(0,7) = Ip,(x), where Ip (x) is the identity operator on P,(X);

(b) S(t+s,7) =S(t,s+7)0S(s,7);

(¢) S(t,7) : Pp(X) — Pp(X) is continuous.
Definition 2.2. A set D C P,(X) is called a bounded subset if there is > 0 such that D C
Bp,(x)(r).

In the sequel, we denote by D a collection of some families of nonempty subsets of Pp,(X)

parametrized by 7 € R, that is,
D ={D ={D(1) CPp(X):D(r) # 0,7 € R} : D satisfies some conditions} .

Definition 2.3. A collection D of some families of nonempty subsets of P,(X) is said to be
neighborhood-closed if for each D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D, there exists a positive number ¢
depending on D such that the family

{B(7) : B(7) is a nonempty subset of N.(D(7)), V7 € R},

also belongs to D.

Note that the neighborhood closedness of D implies for each D € D,
D= {[)(T):@?ef)(f) C D(r), 7 eR} e D. (2.1)
A collection D satisfying (21)) is said to be inclusion-closed in the literature.

Definition 2.4. A family K = {K(7) : 7 € R} € D is called a D-pullback absorbing set for S if
for each 7 € R and every D € D, there exists T'= T (7, D) > 0 such that

S(t, 7 —t)D(tr —t) C K(r), forallt>T.

Definition 2.5. The non-autonomous dynamical system .S is said to be D-pullback asymptotically
compact in P,(X) if for each 7 € R, {S(tpn, T — tn)fin}roq has a convergent subsequence in P,(X)
whenever t,, — +oco and u,, € D(T — t,,) with D € D.

Definition 2.6. A family A = {A(7) : 7 € R} € D is called a D-pullback measure attractor for S

if the following conditions are satisfied,

(i) A(7) is compact in Pp(X) for each 7 € R;



(ii) A is invariant, that is, S(¢,7)A(T) = A(t + 7), for all 7 € R and t € RT;

(i7i) A attracts every set in D, that is, for each D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D,

lim d(S(t,7 —t)D(1t —t), A(7)) = 0.

t—o0

Definition 2.7. A mapping ¢ : R x R — P,(X) is called a complete orbit of S if for every s € R,
t € R* and 7 € R, the following holds

S(t,s+71)U(s,7) =(t+s,7). (2.2)

In addition, if there exists D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D such that (¢, ) belongs to D(7 + t) for every
t € R and 7 € R, then ¥ is called a D-complete orbit of S.

Definition 2.8. A mapping & : R — P,(X) is called a complete solution of S if for every t € R™
and 7 € R, the following holds

S(t,7)E(r) = &(t+ 7).
In addition, if there exists D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D such that {(7) belongs to D(7) for every 7 € R,

then £ is called a D-complete solution of S.

Definition 2.9. For each D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D and 7 € R, the pullback w-limit set of D at 7
is defined by

w(D,7) = |JStr-t)D(r —1),

s>0t>s
that is,

w(D,T) = {1/ € Pp(X) : there exists t, — oo, p, € D(1T —t,) such that v = lim S(t,,7 — tn),un} .

n—o0

Based on above notation, we give the following main criterion about the existence and uniqueness

of D-pullback measure attractor [30].

Proposition 2.10. Let D be a neighborhood-closed collection of families of subsets of P,(X) and
S be a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on Pp(X). Then S has a unique D-pullback
measure attractor A in Py(X) if and only if S has a closed D-pullback absorbing set K € D and S
is D-pullback asymptotically compact in Pp(X). The D-pullback measure attractor A is given by,
for each T € R,

A(1) =w(K,7) = {(0,7) : 1is a D-complete orbit of S}
= {&(7) : &1is a D-complete solution of S}.



3 Abstract Formulation of Stochastic Equations

In this section, we present some assumptions that will be used in subsequent estimates. Throughout
this paper, we set §g for the Dirac probability measure at 0.

(H1). Assumption on nonlinear term f. Suppose f : R x R® x R x Po(L?(R")) — R
is continuous and differentiable with respect to the second and third arguments, that is for all
t,u,ur,ug € R, x € R™ and p, p1, s € Po (L2 (]R”)),

f(t7$70750) = 07 (31)

f (s pyu = asful? = o1 (o) (1+ ) = @) p (IF17) (3:2)

|f (t, 2,01, 1) — f(E 2, ug, p2)| <ao <¢2 (t,2) + lua [P~ + !U2!p_2> lur — ug (3.3)
+ ¢3 (t7x)w(ﬂ17ﬂ2) ;

Of > t 3.4

8_11, ,x,u,,u)_—(m(,w), ( . )

'% (t,:n,u,,u)‘ < ¢5 (t,x) (1 + Ju| + 4/ p (HH?)) 7 (3.5)

where p > 2, g > 0, ag > 0, ¢1 € L' (R") N L>® (R") and ¢; € L™ (R, L' (R") N L™ (R™)) for
i=1,2,34,5.

By BI)-(B3) we can get that for all t,u € R, z € R” and p € P, (L* (R")),

F (0, )| < agful’ ™ + s (2, 2) (1 +/u (u-||2)) : (3.6)

where ag > 0 and ¢ € L™ (R, L' (R™) N L™ (R")).
(H2). Assumption on nonlinear terms G;. Suppose G1 : R x R" x R x Po(L? (R")) — R
is continuous and differentiable with respect to the second and third arguments, that is for all
t,u,up,ug € R, x € R™ and p, 1, o € Po (L2 (]R”)),

G (t,, )] < 6 (t) + 7 (8,2) lul + g 1 (I17), (3.7)

|G1 (t,lL’,’LLl,,ul) - Gl (t,$,U2,M2)| < ¢7 (t,ﬂi‘) (|’LL1 - U2| +W2 (M17M2)) ) (38)

‘% (t,w,u,u)‘ < ¢ (t,2) + é7 (¢, 2) <!u\ + m) : (3.9)

where ¢7 € L™ (R, L' (R™) N L™ (R™)), ¢y € L' (R") N L™ (R™) and ¢y, ¢s € L}, (R, L? (R™)).
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By (3.8) we can get that for all t,u € R, z € R” and pu € P> (L* (R™)),

‘8G1

5y (D% u u)‘ < ¢7(tx). (3.10)

(H3). Assumption on diffusion term #;. Suppose the function 6; = {f;1};—, : R —

L? (R”, 12) , 1 =1,2, are continuous and satisfy

00 4l
Z/ [V8; 1 (s)||°ds < 00, VteR,i=1,2. (3.11)
_ t

(H4). Assumption on diffusion term oj. Suppose for every k € N, oy is continuous and
ok (t,u, ) is differentiable in u and Lipschitz continuous in both u and g uniformly for ¢ € R, that
is for all ¢, u,u1,us € R and u, p1, o € Pa (L2 (}R")),

o (£, )] < B (1 /b (H-M) el (3.12)

ok (t,u1, p1) — o (t,u2, po)| < Lok (Jur — uz| + Wa (p1, p2)), (3.13)

and

(o @]
where 81 = {B1x}rey and 71 = {V1x},e; are nonnegative sequences with (ﬁ%k + 3 k) < 00
kzl b} b}

and L, = {Lo} oo, is a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfy E L? ok < 00
From (B.I3) we can get that for all t € R, u € L? (R") and p € P, (L2 R")),

aak
Ou

(t,u u)‘ < Ly (3.14)

Denote by [? the space of square summable sequences of real numbers. For all t € R, u,v € L? (R™)
and p € Py (L? (R™)), define maps o (t,u, p),8(t,v) : I* — L? (R") by

o (t,u,pm)( Z (014 (t,2) +w (x)op (t,u (), 1) ey V= {moo, €12,  €R", (3.15)
k=1
and -
§(t,v) (n) (@) =D (Oak (t,2) + 6,0 (1), Y= {m}pey € 1%, w €R™. (3.16)
k=1

Let Ly(1%2, L? (R™)) be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from 2 to L? (R™) with norm Ml £ 22, L2 (R)) -

It follows from B.II)-(B.12), B.I5)-(B.16) we can get

lor (610, 1)1 2,2y < 2101 (O gy - 8lll” 1B (14 1 (1) ) 4 ol e gy Il el
(3.17)



and
18 (£, 0) 1172, 22y < 21102 (1 Z2mn g2y + 2116117 l0]%, (3.18)

o

where 6 = {dx};— is a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfy 2 16k]* < v < o0. Besides, by
k=1

(B13) and (BI8) we can get that for all ¢,u1,us, v1,v2 € R and p, i1, pa € Py (L* (R™)),

2
||0 (t7 uy, ,ul) I (tv uz, M2)||L2(127L2(Rn))

(3.19)
<212 (0] e gy N — wall® + 0] 2W3 (a1, p2) )

and

1t 0n) — 8 (10212, o 2qaryy < 1613 (lon —all?) (3.20)
We now reformulate problem (I.1)-(T2]) as follows
du(t) — Au(t)dt + Mu(t)dt + o (t)dt + f (t,z,u, ﬁu(t)) dt = Gy (t,z,u, ﬁu(t)) dt
+o (t,u, Lyy)) dW (), t> T, (3.21)
dv (t) + v (t) dt — Bu (t) dt = Gy (t,x)dt + 6 (t,v)dW (), t> T,

with initial condition

u(r) =&, v(r) =&. (3.22)

For a Banach space X and 7 € R, we use L2_FT (X) to denote the space of all F, -measurable,
X-valued random variables ¢ with E ||<,0||§( < 00, where E means the mathematical expectation.
In the sequel, we assume c¢;,¢ € N, are positive constants depend on 7, but not on D; and we also

assume that the coefficient A is sufficiently large such that there exists a sufficiently small number
n € (0,1),

2X — 51 >24||w||* ||B1]172 + 12 [wl oo (gny 171112 + 20611 oo (&, 10w (Rmy) + 2811 L1 @) (3.23)

+ 2([¢7]] oo (r, L1 (P ) Lo (R7)) F 1Pl L2 ()AL (R T 611617
Given a subset E of P, (L*(R™)), which is denoted by

1

2
E nyy = 1nf ¢ r > 0: sup / z||? oy b (dz <rj,
1By sy u@<UmMum®><>
with the convention that inf ) = co. If E is a bounded subset of Py (L?(R™)), then || E||, L2®n)) <
co. Denote Dy = {D(7) : 7 € R,D (1) is a bounded nonempty subset of P (L?(R"))} and Dy =
{D(r):7 €R,D(7) is a bounded nonempty subset of P, (L*(R"))}. Let Dy be the collection of
all such familities D which further satisfy

lim e || Dy (7')||332(L2(Rn)) =0, (3.24)

T——00



where 7 is the same number as in ([3.23]). Similarly denote by D the collection of all such families
Dy which further satisfy

limoo 627]T ”D2 (T)|’;1>4(L2(Rn)) =0. (325)

T——

It is evident D € Dy . We also assume the following condition in order to deriving uniform estimates

of solutions

/ e <||¢g (s)IIiZ(Rn) + 1|01 (S)Hiz(Rn,p) + (|02 (s)llia(mz))ds < oo, VreR, (3.26)

and
s 4 9 4 9 4 d Vr €R 3.27
™ (Nlog () p2gny + 161 ()22 (mn 12) + 102 (5)[[ 2gn 2y )ds < 00, VT €R. (3.27)

4 Well-posedness of Stochastic Equations

In this section, we give definition of the solutions of the system (B.21I))-([3:22)) and establish the

existence and uniqueness of solutions by Banach fixed-point theorem.

Firstly, we show the definition of solutions of system (B.21])-(3.22)).

Definition 4.1. For every 7 € R and § = (£1,&) € L2fr (Q,]L2 (R”)), a continuous stochastic
process k = (u,v) is called a solution of system (B.21))-(3.22]) if for every T > 0,

ke L?(QCr,7+T),L*(R") with

ue L? (L% (r,7+ T; H (R™))) N LP (Q, LP (r,7 + T; L (R™))),
such that for all t > 7 and ¢ € H* (R*) N L (R™),

(w(®),6) - / (Aus), AC)ds + / (Au(s) + v (s), C)ds + / / f (5,0 (5), Logo)C () deds
=(&1,¢) / ) Gy (s, @,u, Lys)) ¢ (@ )d:z:ds+/ (0 (s,u, Loys)) , ()W (s),

and

t

(0(8),C) + / (0 (s) — Bu(s).C) ds = (£2,C) + / (Ga (s,2) . ¢) ds + / (6 (5,0 (s)) . €) AW (s),

T

P-almost surely, where k (¢t,7,&) = (u(t,7,&),v (¢t,7,&)) or k(t) = (u(t),v(t)), and ¢ in the
stochastic terms is identified with the element in (L2 (R"))* L? (R") in view of Riesz’s represen-

tation theorem.
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Note that if k¥ = (u,v) is a solution of system (B.2I))-(3.22]) in the sense of Definition 4.1, then
Au e L*(Q,L2 (1,7 + T; (H' (R"))")) and f € LI(Q, L7 (1,7 + T; L9 (R"))) with % + % =1, and

hence for all t > 7,

u(t)—/ Au(s)ds—i—/ ()\u(s)+av(s))d8+/ f(s,2,u(s), Ly))ds

) (4.1)

=&+ /t G (s,x,u,ﬁu(s))ds + [ o (s,u, Eu(s))dW (s) in (Hl (R")yN LP (]R"))*,
and
t t t
v (t) + / (vo (s) — Pu(s))ds =& + / Go (s,x)ds + / 8 (s,v(s))dW (s) in L? (R"), (4.2)
P-almost surely.

Next we will prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions of the system (3.21])- (8:22]) by Banach

fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose assumption (Hy) — (Hy) hold, then for every T € R and & € L% (Q,L*(R")),
the system B.21))-B22) has a unique solution k = (u,v) in the sense of Definition 4.1 such that

ﬁHU(t)HQJraHU(t)HQ+2ﬂ/ \\VU(S)\\2d8+2ﬂ>\/ HU(S)HQdSJr?OfY/ v (s)]|*ds
+2B/ (f (s,x,u(s),ﬁu(s)) ,u(s))ds
:ﬂ|]§1H2+aH§2|]2+2a/ (GQ(S),U(S))deﬂ/ (G1 (5,2,0u(5) Lue) vu(s))ds  (4.3)

t t
2
o [5G0 6Dy s + 8 [ o (51 06) Lugo) ] gy @
t

+ 2B/T (a (s, u(s,x) ,ﬁu(s)) LU (s))dW (s) + 2a/ (0 (s,v(s,2)),v(s))dW (s),

T

for allt € [r,7 + T, P-almost surely.

Proof. Given & € LQFT (Q,L*(R") and p = (p1,p2) € C ([r,7+1T], P2 (L*(R™))), consider the

stochastic equation

{ duy, (t) — Auy,(t)dt 4+ Auy, (t)dt + av, (t)dt 4 fo (¢, 2, u,(t) dt = Gy, (t, 2, u,(t)) dt
+o, (tu,(t)dW (t), t>T, (4.4)
dv,(t) +yvu(t)dt — Buy (t) dt = G (t, ) dt + 0, (t, v, () dW (t), t >,

with initial condition

u (1) =&, vu (1) =&, (4.5)
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where f,, (t, 2, u,(t)) = f (t, 2, u,(t), p1 (1)), G, (8, 2, u,(t) = Gu (8, 2, u,(t), pr (), op (B uu(t)) =
o (t,uu(t), p (t)) and 0, (t,vu(t)) = 0 (t,vu(t)). One can verify that if (Hy) — (Hy4) hold, then
Ju>G1y, 0, and 6, satisfy all conditions in [[31], Theorem 6.3], further we can get that system
(@.4)-@.5) has a unique solution k, = (u,,v,) satisfy

k€ L* (Q,C[r,7 + T],L*(R")) with

u, € L2 (Q, L% (1,7 + T; H' (R™))) N LP (U, LP (7,7 + T; LP (R™))) .

By k, € L? (Q, Clr,7 +T],L2 (R")) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we see that
ky € C ([r,7+T],L? (Q,L*(R"))). Since

1
W (L), Lau) < (B [ () = b 9)IP] )7, ¥s,t € [ror + 70,

and hence Ly, .y € C ([1,7 + T], P, (L2 (R"))). Define a map ®% : C ([r,7 + T], P2 (L* (R"))) —
C ([7',7' + T, P> (]L2 (R”))) by

O () (t) = Ly, @), tE[rT+T], neC([r,7+T),P: (L*(R"))),

where £, is the solution of ([f4)-(&35). Next, we will prove the existence of solutions of (B.2I)-
B22) by finding a fixed point of ®%. To that end, we need to show ®% is a contractive map
in the complete metric space (C ([r,7 + T, P, (L* (R™))) s de (7417 ’7)2(L2(Rn)))) where the metric
do([r, 74T, P2 (L2 (R))) 18 defined by

dC([T,T—i-T],’Pg(]LZ(R”))) (,u, V) = [sup - e_AtWQ (,u (t) ,V (t)) R V/L, vedl ([T, T+ T], PQ (L2 (Rn))) .
te|r, 7+

Let p,v € C ([r,7 +T],P2 (L? (R™))), and ky, k, be the solution of ([@4)-{@5). By Ito’s formula

12



we can get
Bl () = (I + o () = (0017 + 25 [ 19 0 5) — s (5D P
#2090 [ ) = )P 207 [ () = w0 5) s
#20 [0 G (50,1 50 5 0 (9,91 6)) 0 () — s () s
_2a/ (Ga (5), v, (5) — vy (5)) ds+a/ 18 (s, 0 ()) = 8 (5,00 (5)II2, 2.2 ey I -
+2ﬁ/ [ (G (s (9 (5)) = Ga (s (5) 1 (D) e (5) = s (5)) s
8 / I (54 (5) 101 (5)) — o (510 (5) 1 (5D gy
20 [0 G 5) 1 5)) = (510 60,1 (5) 0 (9 — o ()W (5
+ 2 /Tt (0(s,vu(8)) —0(s,v(5)),vu(s) — vy (s5))dW (s).
Taking the expectation of both side of @), we can get
E (Bl () — o (OIF + allo, () — v (0)17) + 262 | IV (e (5) s )P )
+ 228 [ (Bl (5= ()17 + alln5) — v (9)1P) s )
<988 ([ [ (7 s 61 61 = (s (9.1 5)) (s 5) = 5) s
ros ([ GG (541 60) — G sy (54 () (0 ) 0 (5) dads)
vom( | o s (5) 11 (5)) — 7 (5,00 ) 1 -

| 20E (/t (Go (5) v, (5) — v, (s))ds> toF </t 18 (5,0 (5)) — 8 (5, 0, (8))Hiz(127L2(Rn))ds> .
(a.7)
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For the first term on the right side of @), by &3), @4) and Hélder inequality, we can get
=2 ([ (6 ) 60 s ) (9) C (5) s 5) s
=988 ([ v (50 (9) = T s () (90 o 5) () s
<28 ([0 s 5 51— G (), 6D G ()~ o) s ) (49
<2301l ey | [l ) = o 5) 1P
#1162 PR [l () s ()P s+ 5 [ (9 0 (). () s
For the second term on the right side of @), by @) we can get
288 ([ [ (01 (s (5 1 (1) = G (0 () 01 (6) (e 5) = s () s
< ([ [ ors) () )+ Wl ). D s 0~ ) dads) -
<2807l ey | B[l 5) = ()]s
#5867 PR [l () o ()P s+ 5 [ (92 0 () 0 () s
For the last three terms on the right side of @), by @I9) and @20) we can get
8 ([l 1 5) s 69 = (0 501 DI, a0 )
20 (/t (Ga (5) , 0, () — vy (s))ds> toE </t 16 (5,0, () — 6 (5,05 (8))||iz(127L2(Rn))ds>
< (Lo +21Gall g e ) ) / E (Bllug () = (5)]1” + allvy (5) = v, (5)]7 ) ds

~|—5L0/ (Wa (41 (s) , v (5)))%ds.
(4.10)
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By (47)-(.10) we can get
B (Bl ()~ w0 (O + all () = v, 0017) + 28 (19 s (5) — 6Dl )

<6 [ (16 G2+ 167 ) B [ 5) ~ o )]s + 2+ L) 8 [ (70 (9.0 () s
+ (24 Lo + 2 Gl iy [ B (Bl (5) — s (5)17 + e (5) = v, (5) ) ds

T
t

(207l oy + 211l ey [ E (Bl (9) = s G + s (9) = v (9],
(4.11)
By (4I1)) and Gronwall inequality we can get for all ¢t € [r,7 + T1,
t
E (8 1)~ w01+ o () = 0, OF) < er [ (Wau(s) v (o))Pds, (@12
where c¢p > 0 is a positive constant. By (A.I2]) we can get

e (Blluy (£) =y (1 + o (8) = v, (8)]%)

t ey cr B (4.13)
SCT/T eI e (Wy (1 (s) v (s))) ds < an € 215 (W (1 (s) v (5)))°
By (413) and the definition of Wy (-, -), we can get
M (W (Luy(t Lune))” < ;—2821[13] e Wy (u(s), v ()% VEET+T]. (414
By (@14) and the definition of de (- 417, p, @2 (®n))), We can get
Ao (et Po2 7)) (Lups Lu,) < (%) ? Ao (e, r+1),Pa(L2(R7Y)) (1 V) - (4.15)

Here we assume that 7 is a enough large positive constant such that % = %, by ([@I5) and the
definition of ®%, we can get that for all u,v € C ([r,7 +T], P> (L? (R"))),

1
Ae([r7+T], Po(L2(RP))) <‘I>§° (n), % (V)> < Sdo(rram) Para@n) (1), (4.16)
which shows ®% is a contractive map in C ([r, 7 + T, P (L? (R"))) with metric Ae(fr,r4T),Pa (L2 (R7))) -
Therefore, @ has a unique fixed point i € C ([r,7 + T], P> (L* (R"))). Then kj is a solution of

B2T)-B22). On the other hand, for every solution k of B.21I)-[B.22), if we set u(t) = Ly for
t € [r,7 4+ T), then y is a fixed point of ®% in C ([T,T +T), P, (]L2 (]R”))), which along with the
uniqueness of fixed points of ®% and (ZI2) implies the uniqueness of solutions of (3.21))-([3.22).

Since T' > 0 was taken arbitrarily and the uniqueness is ensured, this implies that (B.21])-(3.22])
has a unique solution up to every time 7' > 0. Hence ([B.21I))-(3:22) has solution in R.

O
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5 Uniform Estimates
In this section, we give the uniform estimates of the solutions of ([B:21I))-([3:22]) which is devoted to

the existence and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hy), B23) and B.20) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t): t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(r,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution

k= (u,v) of B2I)-B.22) satisfies

E (I (7,7 = t,€0),v (7.7 = €02 qam))

] (5.1)
<M, + M /_oo £1(s=7) (H% ()P + 161 ()17 2 (g g2y + 162 (s)l!iza@n,zz))dsa
and
/Tt =R (HU (.7 = 5,80 |t @y + v (1,7 — 37&0)”%2(R")>d8
- i 5.2
<M+ 81 [ el 6y 100 5Dy 102 (5 e ) . "

where & € L~27:7——t (Q,L*(R")) with L¢, € D1 (1 —t), n > 0 is the same number as in B23) and

My is a positive constant independent of T and D1 .

Proof. By (4.3) and Ito’s formula we can get that for all ¢t > 7,
d
ZE (Blu @)+ allo 01 ) +28E (7 (1)) +263E (Jlu (1)) + 209E (|[o (1))
=—2pE ((f (t7 T, u (t) 7£u(t)) y U (t))) + 2aE (GZ (t) y U (t)) + ok (H(S (tv v (t))Hig(lz,Lz(R”))) (53)
+ 2BE (Gl (ta z,u (t, ‘T) 7»Cu(t)) , U (t)) + /BE <HU (t, U (t) ) ﬁu(s)) H§/2(127L2(Rn))) .
For the first term on the right-hand side of (53]), by (82) we can get
- 26]}3 (f (ta T, u (ta ‘T) 7£u(t)) U (t))
<2 ([ onteo) (14 1R) o) 4208 [ 1 @) Bl )
R” R"
(5.4)
_ 9804E ( / u (t,x)|pdx>

<28ll61 ()1, ..., — 2801 (lu Ol oz ) +28 (161 O, + Il . )V E (I (®)).

L1(Rn)
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For the second and fourth term on the right-hand side of (£3]), by (B.1) we can get
28K (Gl (ta T, u (tv $) 7£u(s)) , U (t)) + 20E (G2 (t7 l‘) U (t))

<20 ([ a6y () o) + 2B (0 (OI) + X~ 1Ga (1) e

#288 ( [ futta) [or () lu ()] + 04 () o)

2
Nu(OF + A7, (1.0) e ) + 268 ( | @) [|u<t>|2 + (/1) ] dx> (55)

+20E ( | enteo) \u(t)\zdx) 20k ([l () + A~ e[ Ga ()] F2geny
<ABE (69 ()32gan) ) + AaE (o ()2) + A7 | Ga (D13 2z
8 (M 2067 (Ol ey + Il 1 ey + gl e ey ) E (I (OIF)

For the third and fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.3), by ([B.I7) and (B.I8]) we can get

o

RTL

2
6E (HJ (tv U (t) 7£u(t)) HLQ(l27L2(Rn))) + o <||5 (tv v (t))Hig(lQ,LQ(R”)))
<8Bllwl?1811% + 2 (81161 )2z 2) + 182 Ol 2(n ) (5.6)
+ (2001 + 81wl 1811 + 4 1wl eny I ) E (Bllu @I + allo (1))

It follows from (5.3)-(5.6]) that for all ¢ > 7,

GE (Bl (1)1 + oo 0]) + 298 (19 (9)]12) +2804E ([ (]2 50
<88lwlP 181015 +2 (8161 O3 2(an iz) + 1162 (8)]F2n 2))

+ 2861 Ol .., + A @l1G2 Ol e(zny + A BE (g (1)} 2an))

+2 (01 + 161 () g, + 911, .. ) E (Bllu(®)] +allo (0)]1)

(A 2067 (Ol g qany + 11 gmy + [Wgll oy ) E (Bllu 1P + allo @)1

(81l 1811 + 4 0l oy 12 ) E (Bl (0 + o (1))

Lo (R™)
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Multiplying (5.7) by e” and integrating the resulting inequality on (7 —¢,7) with t € R, we get
E (Blu ] +alo 0IF) +25 [ 7 (1Vu (o)) ds
1 26 / K (Jlu (7.7 = 5,60) 1 gy ) s

—t

<E (Bl +allel) e + 2715 [ e oy (o)

L2(RM)

ds + X\l / "= |Gy ()]
T—t

L1(r") L2(RM)

+28 [ "¢y ()]
T—1
+2/ ten(H) (5\\91 (5)[13 2z 2) + 10 (s)Hiz(R”z)) ds + 88| w||* || 8172 n "

[ 2 (151 + 167 6]y + i,V E (Bl 9 + o (5)12) s

L1(rR7)

- O (2001 (e + ol iagany + [glmqay) E (Bl + v (5)17) s

+f e (<t 8l 1811 + 4wl I ) B (Bl () + o (5)]) ds.

(5.8)
By (5.3)-([G.8) we get for all ¢t > 7,
E (8u ()] + oo (0)2) + 25 IR (|5 (5)°) ds
+ 280 / e’i(s—r)E <”u (7-77' — 3751)“%?([&")) ds
= (5.9)
<E (861l + all&l?) e + e
wer [ (101 (g + 102 () Eagun iy + 165 G)IE, )
Note that L¢, € Dy (7 —t) then we have
Tim eE (Bl + all&ll?) < Jim e 1Dy (7 = )3, ey = 0.
And hence there exists T'= T (1, D7) such that for all t > T,
—nt 2 2 < C_l
e E (Bl +allgl®) < 5
which along with (5.9]) concludes the proof. O

Lemma 5.2. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hy), B23) and B.20) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t):t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(r,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution
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k= (u,v) of B2I)-B22) satisfies

/ 1E (”u (S7T - 3750)‘@{1([&") + HU (S7T - 37€O)H%Q(R")>d8

<Myt My [ gy I, L+ 16 (5) gy + 162 () gy ) .

oo L2(R™)

where &y € LQFT% (Q,L% (R™)) with L¢, € Dy (1 —t), n > 0 is the same number as in B3.23) and

M> is a positive constant independent of T and D1.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hy), B23) and B20) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t) : t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(r,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution

k= (u,v) of B2I)-B22) satisfies
E (Jlu(r,m — 5, )3 )

T

<M+ My [ (g I, L+ 16 (5) gy + 162 () Fgun ey ).

oo L2(R™)

where &y € LQFT% (Q,L% (R™)) with L¢, € Dy (1 —t), n > 0 is the same number as in B3.23) and

Ms is a positive constant independent of T but not on D1.
Proof. By (3.21) and Ito’s formula we can get for all 7 €e R, ¢ > 1 and ¢ € (71 —1,7),
IVu (7)]* + 2/ | Au (s)||*ds + 2)\/ [V (s)]%ds
S S

= Vu (9)|]* + 2c /T (v(s),Au(s))ds — 2/T (Vf (s,2,u(s), L)), Vu(s))ds

T . 5.10
+ 2/< (VG (s,z,u(s) ,ﬁu(s)) ,Vu(s))ds + /g Ha (s,u(s) ,ﬁu(s)) H2Lz(l2,L2(Rn))d8 10
+ Z/T (o (s,u(s), Lugs))  Vu(s))dW (s).
S
For the second term on the right-hand side of (5.10]), we can get
2% / (0(s), Au(s)) ds < a? / o ()|%ds + / 1A (5)]ds. (5.11)
S S S
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For the third term on the right-hand side of (5.10]), by (3.4 and (3.5 we can get

—2/T (Vf (s,2,u(s), L) Vu(s))ds
:—2/ / (s,z,u(s Eu(s)) Vu (s dxds—2/ / Ju (5,2, u( Loy(s) ) |Vu (s)[2dzds

/ 12 " 2
§2/< - o5 (s, ) <1+]u( )|+ E(H | >>Vu(s)dxds+2/g - ¢4 (s,2)|Vu (s)|"dxds
< [ (165 @I+ 19uIF) ds+ [ 165 6) e (lu (o)1) ds

+ / 165 (5)ll gy (Il (92 + [V ()2 ds +2 / 68 () oo g |V (5)]2ds
< <1 + 2[5l Loo (m, Lo (mm)) T 2||¢4||L00(R,L00(Rn))> /7—1 w (5)I[71 gy ds

E (|l (s))ds.

T

+ H¢5Hiw(R,L2(Rn))+H¢5|’Loo(R,L1(Rn))/ X

T—

(5.12)
For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.10), similarly by (B.8) and (3.9]) we can get

2/ (VG (s,x,u(s), Lues)) » Vu(s)) ds
2 [T B ) ) Vulsrdods +2 [ [ B (). ) 9o
g(1+2||¢7||Lm(R,Lm(Rn +2II¢7IILm(R,L1(Rn>>)/ (s )1 gy s

#1812ty + W5l sy | E (lu(IF)ds

T—1
(5.13)
For the fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.10), by (BII)-BI5) we can get
/ o (5,1 () Lugs) HLQ(P L2(rn) 98

<2Z V6 (s H2d8+4z [(Vw) o1 (5,0 (5), Lags)|*ds

k=1° k=1°¢
T 2 T
[ evee T (sl )| ds<ertan [ (2 () +lu ()l )
(5.14)
By (5.I0)-(5.14) and Lemma 5.1 that forall T € R, ¢ > 1 and ¢ € (7 — 1, 7),
EVU82§E Vuc2+c—|—c/TIE w (8)]|%1 ey ) ds. 5.15
(IVu)IP) <E(IVa©IF) +es+es | B (lu)lnen) (5.15)
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Integrating (5.15]) with respect to ( on (7 —1,7) for all 7 € R and ¢t > 1,

B(IVu (@) <at (e [ B (o)) ds

y—
which together with Lemma 5.1 completes the proof. ]

T

Next we will show the asymptotic compactness of solutions of system (B3.21))-([3.:22]). Since system
B2I)-B22) is a partly dissipative system and the initial condition & is only in L? (Q, L* (R")),
then for any t > 7 , v(t,7,&) only belongs to L? (Q,L* (R™)), but not L? (Q, H' (R™)). This
makes it difficult for us to prove the asymptotic compactness of the solution directly by using the
Sobolev embedding theorem in bounded domains. In order to solve this difficulty, we decompose the

solution. Let v = v1 4+ vo, where v; and vy are the solutions of the following systems, respectively:

dvy + yvidt = Z Opv1 (t) dW (t),
k=1
(%1 (T) = 527

(5.16)

and

{ dvy + yvpdt — Budt = G (t,2) dt + 6 (t, vy (t)) dW (t), (5.17)

vg (1) = 0.
By (516]) and Gronwall inequality we can get for every 7 € R and Dy = {D;(t) : t € R} € Dy,
. 2 . 2 _ 15 2 . 2 _ —s 2
i B (I () < Jim B (HeolEaaey ) =71 < Jim 10115z 77171 =0, (518
where &y = (51,52) S L_%_—Tit (Q,L2 (Rn)) with ﬁfo €D (7’ - t).

Lemma 5.4. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hy), B23) and B.20) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t): t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(1,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution

k= (u,v) of B2I)-B.22) satisfies
E (Jlos (r, 7~ ,0) 3 e

<M My [ (g, )2

—00 L2(R™) + H91 (3)“%2(Rn,12) + ”92 (S)H%Q(Rn’IQ))dS,
where &y € L2 Q, L2 (R")) with L¢, € Dy (T —1), n > 0 is the same number as in and
Fr—t &o

My is a positive constant independent of T and D1 .

Proof. By (6.17)) and Ito’s formula, we get that for all 7 € R and t > 0,

V03 (77— £,0)]% + 27 /

T

.
Vg (s,7 —t,0)|*ds
—t

=2/ /T (Vg (s, 7 —5,0),Vu(s, 7 —t,&))ds + 2/ (VGa (s,x),Vva (5,7 —1,0))ds  (5.19)
T—t

T—1

—t

+/_t||V(5(s,v2 (s)))||2d8—|—2/ (V (5 (5,05 (5))), Vo (5,7 — £, 0))dWV ().
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For the first term on the right-hand side of (5.19), we can get

23 /T (Vog (1,7 —5,0),Vu (s, 7 —t,&))ds
T—t

T 2 T
g%/ V05 (7,7—3,0)H2ds+;52/ IV (s, 7 —t,1)|*ds.
T—t T—t

For the second term on the right-hand side of (B.19]), we can get

2/ (VGs (s,z),Vuy (s, 7 —t,0))ds
T—t

T 2 T
gi/ Vo (7,7—8,0)||2ds+—/ [VGs (s)||*ds.
2 T—t /7 T—1

For the third term on the right-hand side of (G.19]), by (3I8]) we can get

T

t T
/ IV (s (o)) < 2 / V02 (9 s + 21 / Ve (9]
It follows from (E.19)-(5.22]) we can get
E (170 (r7 ~ £,0)) + (v~ 2001%) [

T—1t

2 T 2 (7
g—ﬁ2/ E (IIVu(s,7—t6)I°) ds—i——/ VG, (s)||2ds+2/
7 T—t Y Jr—t

T—

T

E <|yw2 (r,7 — t,O)Hz) ds

T

By Gronwall inequality, we can get

(e (rr -t 0)F) < 262 [* 00 (19u(s,r - 0. 60)17) as
T—t

y

— 00

which together with (3.I1]) and Lemma 5.3 completes the proof.

t V02 (5)72 @ g2y ds-

L2 / (=215 ) =7y g (5) |2 + 2 / =212 )= G, (5)]12a oy,

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

O

Lemma 5.5. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hya), B.23) and [320) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t) : t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(r,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution

k= (u,v) of B2I)-B22) satisfies

: </|x|>m (Jutrr = 1.80) @F + o (.7~ 1.6) @) dw) <

where &y € L%it (Q,L*(R")), with L¢, € Dy (T —1).
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Proof. Let p : R™ — [0,1] be a cut-off smooth function such that for any s € RT,

0, 0<s<1,
pls)=4¢ 0<p(s)<l, 1<s<2, (5.24)
1, s> 2.

2
Let ¢4 = sup |p’ ()], n be a fixed integer and p,, = p ('2—‘2) By (43]) we have for all ¢t > T,
seR+

¢
" (Bllpa ()12 + alpu (OF) +2 [ € (V (s (s)) . Vu(s))ds
¢ ¢
200 [ Pllpau©)Pds —n [ (Blpau I +allow (] )ds
o "
20y [ oo )fds 128 [ (F (svmvu(s) Lugo) b (9)ds
t
= (Blpntall + almal”) +28 [ ¢ (61 (ss,u(6)  Lug) b (5)ds (5.25)
t " ¢
—|—2a/ e’ (G2 (S,:E),piU(S))dS—FOZ/ ens||Pn5(8,v(s))||%2(lz,L2(Rn))ds
t t
—l—ﬁ/ e || pno (S,u(s),Eu(s))Hsz(l27L2(Rn))ds+2a/ e (8 (s,v(s)),pav(s))dW (s)

t
+ Zﬁ/ e’ (J (87 U (S) 7£u(s)) ,P%LU (8))dW (S) )
P-almost surely. Given m € N, denote by
Tm = Inf{t > 7 : ||k (t)]| > m}.

By (5:25]) we get for all ¢t > 7,

tATm

E () (Bl pnu (¢ A 1)’ + allpnv (¢ A 7)) ) + 268 ( / e (V (p3u(s)), Vu <s>>) ds

t

<E (7 (Bllon&al* + allontel®)) + (-2 [ e (Bl ) +allpwv (5)]) ds

tATm "
- 2ﬁE (/ e’ (f (87 U (S) 7£u(s)) 7p12’l,u (8))d8>
Tt/\Tm
+ 2ﬁE (/ e”® (Gl (87 U (8) 7£u(s)) 7p12’l,u (8))d8>
Tt/\Tm tATm
vas ([ (Gato) o eas) 4 am ([ s 5,0 (DI gy )

tATm
+ SE </ ems Hpno— (s, u(s) ,ﬁu(s)) HZLg(lQ,LZ(Rn))dS> .
(5.26)
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Note that

_98E (/:Mm 1 (V (02 (s)) , V(s ))ds> _ 98K (/M s /R P2V (s)|2dxds>
—25E</Wm /R 20V (s, x) py ( )vp< Vs, :n)d:z:ds)

t/\'r (527)
& o ()] [V ()] ds)

<4~ ol e |
<29l ([ €7 ) a5
For the third term on the left-hand side of (5.26]), by (B.2]) we can get
tATm
— 2BE < / e” (f (s,x,u(s,2), Lu(s)) » ppu (s))ds)
y tATm tATm
<z ([ e [ uepaas) v ([ E () [ o @)dos)
T Rn T Rn
tATm tATm
228 ([ [ 101 @l a0 ) 4258 ([0 [ 2 @)1 (5,00 o
t
<25 [ [ or O)lmian® (I ) s 4288 ([ [ 01161 5, s
! t tATm
+ 20K </ P2 () (2) dm/ eE <||u (8)||2>d8> — 2B E </ e"s/ P2 |u (8)|pdxds> .
n T T Rn

(5.28)

N———

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.20)), by ([B.7]) and Young’s inequality we can get
tATm
28K (/ e (Gl (s,x,u(s,x),ﬁu(s)) 7piu (S))d8>
<am | e [ @0 s, dads)
1 26E ( / T /R A @) <¢7 (5,2) [u (8)]? + g (@) |u(5)] | /E (Hu(s)l!2)> dxds>
<2 ([ e [ 5 (st )P 476y 5, dods ) (5:29)
’ tATm .
+ BE ( / /R 2 (@) (267 (5,2) + v (@) [u () + by @) E (Jlu ()]) ) d:cds>
t t
<ot [ e lpnty @)IPas+ sl [ B (lu)IR) ds

t
48 [ (1 27 ey + 19l ) E (lw (5)17) s
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For the fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.26]), we can get

20K < / N (Gy (), 2 (8))d8>

1 t t
<5 ([ el 0)Pds ) + 2007 ([ 6o 0)1Pds )
For the last two terms on the right-hand side of (5.26]), by ([3.I5) and (B.I6]) we can get

tATm,
S 2
ﬂE </ 677 HPnU (S,’LL (3) 7£u(s)) HLQ(lQ,L2(R7l))dS> + Oé]E </
tATm ) ) )
<25E </ e’ Hpnel (S)|’L2(Rn7lz)ds> + 43 ”wHLOO(Rn) ”,),1”l2 E </
tATm,
+ sl BEE ([ e (148 (l)IR) )as)

t t
20 [ e b (5) agn s + 20813 [ e lpne (5)|ds
T T

(5.30)

t/\Tm
" [|pnd (s, v (S))H%Q(W,L?(R"))d‘g)

tATm

e llpnu <s>u?ds)

tATm

t
<25 [ 10,61 (9o + 45 [l Il [ e (I (9)]*) s

t
+ 88wl 181w te + 88,0l (Bl | eE (Ju()]?)ds
T

t t
w20 [ e pub (5) Eagen s + 2061 [ oo ()]s,
(5.31)
It follows from (5.206)-(5.31)) that for all ¢ > 7,

E (") (Bllowu (O] + ollpwr ()]))
<E ("™ (Bllpnall* + allputall”) ) + 20m~'E ( / e, <s>||2ds)

t t
+ 207 19 ([ 0 i @s) +26 [ llontn (o) s
t t
+25/ e (| pnfh (s)lliZ(Rn,ﬂ)ds”O‘/ " llpn02 ()2 gen 12y ds

T
t

+ 86 o] 2 | Ball% e + By / € | putsy (5)]|2ds

t
+ / e (20 = 22+ 20167 ()l o= oy + [l o ey ) E (Bllomu (5)]1” + all o ()17 ds

t
+2 / e (2[10] s gy 17117 + 161 ()| oo oy + 10113 )E (Bllom (5)I1” + allpnv (5)]1) ds

t
sl ) [ e (G IR +alos))ds
(5.32)

n (8||pnw||2 11113 + 2] 2|

L1(rn)

25



Taking the limit of (5.32]) as m — oo, then replacing 7 and ¢ in (5.32]) by 7 —t and 7, respectively,
by Fatou’s lemma, ([3:23) and Lemma 5.1 we can get that there exist ¢ = ¢5(7) > 0 and T} =
T (1,D1) > 1 such that ¢t > T7,

E (Bllpnu (1.7 = €01 + allpav (7.7 — ,6))

t
<e ' ((Bllpntal + allpuall?) ) + 200 E ( | eic. <s>u2ds)

T

t
+ 25/ e" || pnd1 (S)H%I(Rn)ds + ,877_1 / es=) ”pn(% (S)”%Z(Rn)ds ( )
—00 —o0 5.33

T

T 2
28 [ oty agngmds 20 [ s () gy

—00

+ 277‘_1”V/)HL°°(R7L)C5 + 88| pnwl|* | B[ ™

+ ( 8lonwl* 1181l + 2] 2w ]| |+ |2 5.
L Ll(R”L)

L(rm)
Note that L¢, € Dy (7 —t) and D; € Dy, then we have
: —nt 2 2 : —nt _ 2 o
Tim ™ E ((Bllonéall” + allpn&al?) ) < lim be™ [|Dy (7 = 1) [} g2y = 0,
and hence for every € > 0, there exists Tp = Ts (e, 7, D1) > T} such that for all ¢t > T,

e E ((Blloati]* + allpuall’) ) < . (5.34)

Since Go € L™ (R, L* (R")) and ¢; € L (R, L (R™)) we can get that there exists Ny = Ny (g,7) €
N such that for all n > Ny,

t T
20m~'E < / (|G (s)H2d8> +28 / " Ny ()17 (gny ds

\ . (5.35)
<2an! / / ") |Gy (s, @) |deds + 2ﬂ/ / " | puiy (s)Pdeds < Z
o0 JJz[>n o0 JJz[>n
By (B3:26]) we can get there exists Ny = N (¢,7) > Ny such that for all n > Ny,
9 ’ n(s—7) 0 2 ds + 2 ’ n(s—7) 0 2 d
B e [onb1 ()] 72(rn 12)ds + 20 e l[onb2 ($)[| 2(rn 12)ds
487 [ 6 (5) ey
> (5.36)

§2ﬁ/ / ") p8y () dads + 2@/ / "5 pn b () |*dzds
—oo J|z|>n —oo J|z|>n

— i s—T €
+ Bn 1/ /|> e )|pn¢g (s)|*dads < T
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For the last three term on the left-hand side of (5.33]), we can get there exists N3 = N3 (&,7) > Ny
such that for all n > Nj,

_ 2 P 2 2
A Y AR R A N 1 B

Lgm)

<Vl ycs + 818100 [ wP @)

lz|>n

+ (8 il [ w@desr [ @i [ <w>|dx> s <5
(5.37)

It follows from (5.33)-(5.37) that for all ¢ > T5 and n > Nj,

E ( [ ur-te) @R |v<7,7—t,so><x>|2dw> < B (Bllouu ()1 +allpw (1)) <<,
l@|>v/2n

as desired. n

Lemma 5.6. Suppose assumption (H1) — (Hyq), 3:23) and (3:208) hold, then for every T € R and
Dy = {D; (t): t € R} € Dy, there exists T = T(r,D1) > 0 such that for all t > T, the solution

k= (u,v) of B2I)-B22) satisfies
E (I(u(r,7 = 5,€0) v (7,7 = 5,60)) L2 (am))

<+ 05 [ (g (I, L+ 13 )y + 162 () g

oo L2(r")

where & € Ly (Q,L2(R™)) with L, € Dy (T —t), n > 0 is the same number as in B.23) and

M5 is a positive constant independent of T and D-.
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Proof. By (4.3) and Ito’s formula, we can get for all £ > 7,
t
A (S + a0 @) +45 [ u(s)IPIVa(o)ds
! 4 4 ! 4
2 [ (B + allo )] )ds + 457 [ o)) 'ds
t t
+45/ e ||u ()|* (f (5,2, (s), Lugs)) ,U(S))d8+4av/ e |lo(s)|*ds

t

= (Bl + alall) + 0 [ e o 5)17 (G (5) v (9)ds

T

+ 46/ €2 |u (s)) (G1 (s, m,u(s), Lus)) s u(s))ds

+25/ €% [u ()1 llor (s, 1, La) | Zo2, L2(R"))ds+2a/ e |v ()12 116 (s, v ()17, g2, L2(nyy ds

T

t
+45/ HU HU(37u7£u)H%2(l2,L2(R"))>dS+4a/ e (|’U(S)H2a H5(Syv)H%Q(zQ,L%Rn)))dS

T

+ 45/ 215 |u ()| (o (5,1, Ly) ,u)dW (s) + 4a/ 25w (s)||% (8 (s, v (s)) , v)dW (s).
(5.38)

P-almost surely. Given m € N, denote by
Tm = nf{t > 7: ||k (t)|]| > m}.

Consequently we can get that for all ¢ > 7,

tATm

E (21077 (Bllu (t Ara)|I* + allo (¢ A 7)) ) + 48 (/

20a - ([ (Bl + all(o))as)

tATm
<e*"E (Blle)’ + alléall*) - 48E ( [ I (F (s us,) L) <s>>ds>

2 lu () 2|V <s>||2ds)

tATm,
+ 45K </ 2778”“( )||2 (Gl (s,x,u(s,x) 7£u(s,‘r—t,§1)) 7u(8))d8>

t/\Tm
+ 4aE

([ el @I G2 o) o o)
60 ([ 0 15 (50 ()12
(

tATm
+ 60E / 2n8||u || HO‘ (s u(s, 7 —t,8&), U(S,T_t@l))Hiz(lz’LQ(Rn))dS> .
(5.39)
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For the second term on the left-hand side of (5.39), we can get
tATm
4 ([ )P (7 (5 (5:0) L) ()
<4 ([ 01 (9l (9] )
tATm 5 9 9
w488 ([ @I (101 6 ey + 1t lsgen® (e 0)17) s
t t
<4p ( 161 6) (\\u(s)\\4)ds> + 4R ( | e lu)lPen <s>HL1<Rn)ds) (5.40)
tATm 2
4 ([ e lunlgan (B (lu@)1F) ) as)
! 2ns 1 4
< [ e (4o ONwqan + 4l paany + 50 ) E (B (9)]") ds
t
1207 [ 01 ()]s gy
For the third term on the right-hand side of (5.39]), we can get
tATm 9
46]}3 </ 62773”u (S)” (Gl (S7x7u (Sax) 7£u(s,7——t,§1)) ) U (S))d8>
tATm 215 4, 1 2 2
<2BE (9l )" + 071y ()Pl ()] ds
tATm 9 9 9
w208 [ 1l o () 5
tATm 5 4
+ 26 ( / 21 (20167 (5)l| oy + gl oo my ) 1 (5)] ds)
! 2ns 4 4,3 -3 4
<2BE ([ e (gulu) + 3770 le, ()] ) ds (5.41)
¢ 2 2 2
288 ([l 01 o (1o (1) s

¢ 4
2R ( e (2010r Ol + [lman) 1 )] ds>

T

3 t
<5 ([ @riaylias)

t 4
+2/ > <2H¢7( $)l oo (mr) + 1¥gll oo mmy + 1%l 1y + 77) (BIIU( )||4)ds
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For the fourth and fifth term on the left-hand side of (539]), we can get
tATm
sk ([ o 6P (G o) 0 ()

tATm
4 GaE ( [ @R 150 <s>>uigm,Lz<Rn»ds)
204 tATm s 9 9 tATm < 4
<X 7o (5)[21G () [Pds ) + 2aE &7 o (5)] ds

tATm t
1 120E ( [ I 10 0 ds) 1120|832 E ( [ el <s>u4ds)

3 tATm tATm
<Sre ([ e tas) +sans ([ e o)as)
t t
+12a 0| E (/ e2%||v (s)|y4ds> + 108an_1/ e 102 (5)| 2 (gn g2 ds.
For the last term on the left-hand side of (5.39]), we can get
tATm 9 9 9
GBE </ e WSHU (S)H HU (37 u (37 T = t,fl) 7£u(s,7——t,§1)) HLg(lz,LQ(R"))d8>
tATm 9 9
<120 ([ ()P 101 6V ey )
2 2 hTm 2 2
+ 48wl 182 E ( [ e (14 E (Ju o)) ds)
9 9 tATm
+ 240l Il E

1 ¢ o
<38 / E ([Ju(s)]*) ds + 10867 / e 101 (5)[12(n 2 s

T

e2’78uu<s>u4ds)

T asg)wl? 53 /

T T

tATm
4208 [0l Il [ (Ju )" ds

1 b
< <§n + 48||w||* [| B |7 + 24 HwHiw(Rn) H’M\?z) / e*E (BHU (8)\\4> ds

t
+10877" / e (81101 (5)[ qan 2y ) ds + 17287 Ju]|* 131 [ €2
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8 (Jlu(9)]") ds-+ 188wl 1511 [ E (Ju (o)) ds

(5.42)

(5.43)



It follows from (5.39)-([5.43]) that for all ¢ > 7,
E (2007 (Bl (A )| + allo (¢ A 7)) )
tATm 4 4
rr=sE ([ (sl +alo ()11 as )

i 3 t s 3 B t s
<e? E(ﬂH€1H4+aH§2H4> + 12 1/ e |1 (S)H?;l(ugn)deri?? 3/ e |Gy (s)]|"ds

3 _ b _
#3070 ([ oy @)as) + s 2 ull 5 e

T

. . ) (5.44)
+ 108y~ / e® (5 161 ()l L2 (mn g2y + 162 (S)||L2(R”,l2)) ds

t
+4 / e (1161 (5)l| o iy + 11 1 ey + 31612 ) E (Bllw (3)]1* + alo ()]*) ds

¢ 2 4 4
42 [0 (2167 (6)mqry + Wl + [l E (Bl ()11 + o 5)]*)ds

1 -
+ <§17+48||w||2 181117 + 24 [[w] 3o (2 ||71||?2) / P (Blu(s)|* + aflv (s)]1) ds.
Taking the limit of (5.44) as m — oo, by Fatou’s lemma and (3.24)) we get that for all ¢ > 7,

E (e (Bllu @' + allv 0)]*))

T - ! S 3 - ! s
<e?n E<ﬂ|’€1|’4+a|’§2|’4) +12n 1/ ¥ || (S)H%I(Rn)ds"i_gn 3/ e |Gy (s)]|"ds

(5.45)

3 _ b _
w37 ([ oy @)1as) + 17282 5 1 2

+ 108,71 /: e2ns (ﬂ 1161 (S)Hiz(Rn’lz) + o [0 (3)\‘i2(w,12)) ds.
Replacing 7 and ¢ in (5.45]) by 7 — ¢t and 7, respectively, we have for all ¢ > 7,
E (Bllu @' +alv ©)')
<eE (Bllen]* + alléall*) + 1207 / 1 g (5)] sy + 37 / "Gy (5)]|ds

3 o [7 s _
T / el (s)II"ds + 1728072 ]| * | B 2
T—t

+1087~" / tezn(s_T) (5 161 (3)“Ai2(R",l2) + o [|62 (3)\&2([&“,12)) ds.
Note that L¢, € Do (7 —t) and Dy € D, then we have

: -2 4 4 207 7s 2n(T— 4
tligloe "E (5”51” + af|&|] ) <e tligloe nr=1) |1 D2 (7'—75)||734(]L2(Rn)) =0,
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and hence there exists T'= T (7, D2) > 0 such that for all ¢t > T,
e 21E (Bl +alleall’) < 1.
Further we can get that for all t > T,
E (Bllu @ +allo )]
<1+ 607" (|61 ()17 00 (p1 ) + §77_3 61 ()11 700 e, 2 (rny) + 1728072 ]| || B2

2
3 _ T S — S
+op7 / teQ" g (s)]|*ds + 10877 / te2" (B0 ()1 F2qzn ey + 182 (5) [ £ qzn 2y ) s

2

T

which completes the proof.

6 Existence of Pullback Measure Attractors

In this section, we stablish the existence and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors of (B.21))-
B22) in P4(L%(R™)). For this purpose, we first define a non-autonomous dynamical system in
P4(L? (R™)). Given 7,t € R with t > 7, define P, : Py (L? (R")) — P4 (L* (R™)), then for every
€ Py (L? (R™)),

P:,tlu = Ek(t,‘r,{g)v (61)

where k (t,7,&p) is the solution of (3.19) with &, € L4FT (Q,L% (R™)) such that L¢, = p. Moreover,
for every t € RT and 7 € R, define S (¢, 7) : P4(L? (R")) — P4(IL2 (R™)) by, for all u € P4(IL? (R")),

St 1) =P (6.2)

According to the uniqueness of solutions of (3.2I))-(3:22), we can get that for all t,s € R, 7 € R
and & € L1 (2,12 (R")),

E(t+s+7,718)=k(t+s+7,s+1,k(s+7,7,&)).
Further we can get that for all t,s € RT, 7 € R and u € P4(IL? (R")),
S(t+s,7) =5 (ts+7)(S(5,7) ). (6.3)

Next we will prove S is weakly continuous over bounded subsets of P4 (L2 (R™)), which is devoted

to obtain S is weakly continuous over bounded subsets of (P4(IL? (R™)), dp(L2 (Rn))).
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Lemma 6.1. Suppose (Hy) — (Hy) hold. Let &y, & € LA;TT (Q,L? (R™)) such that E <||£0||ﬁ2(Rn)> <

K and E <||£07n‘|ﬁ2([&n)) < K for some K > 0. If L¢y — Lg,, weakly, then for every T € R and
t> T, Ek(t,ﬂ',&)) — ﬁk(t,ﬂﬁo,n) weakly.

Proof. Since L¢, — Lg,, weakly, by the Skorokhov theorem, there exist a probability space
(Q ]:" ]@) and random variables §~0 and g}m defined in (Q .7:" I@’) such that the distributions of

50 and 50 n coincide with that of {y and &f ,,, respectively. Furthermore, 50 n— §0 P -almost surely.
Note that & , &)m and W can be considered as random variables defined in the product space

<Q x O, F x F,Px Iﬁ’) So we may consider the solutions of the stochastic equation in the product
space with initial data &y and &p,, instead of the solutions in (2, F,P) with initial data o and

éo,n. However, for simplicity, we will not distinguish the new random variables from the original
ones, and just consider the solutions of the equation in the original space. Since éom — 50 (]P’ X I@’)

-almost surely, without loss of generality, we simply assume that &, — & P -almost surely. Let
Yn = U (t7 T, 51) — Unp (ta T, gl,n) and Zp =0 (t7 7, 52) — Un (t7 7, 62,11)‘

For the first equation of (B.2I]) we can get that for all ¢t > 7,

dyn (t) — Vyn (t) + Ayn (8) dt + oz (£) dt + (f (G u (), Loyw) — F (G un (8), Ly, @y)) dt
= (Gl (ta u (t) 7£u(t)) -Gy (t, Un (t) 7£un(t))) dt + (J (t7 u (t) 7£u(t)) -0 (t7 Un (t) 7£un(t))) dw (t) :
For the second equation of (3.2I]) we can get that for all ¢t > 7,

dzn () + v2n () dt — Bzndt =Y 6pzn (H)dWy (1) .
k=1

Then from above equations and by Ito’s formula we can get that for all ¢ > 7,
¢
(8l O1F + allzn 1) + 26 [ 1990 (5)%ds
t t
+ 26>\/ lym ()[1%ds + 2a7/ 20 (s)|2ds
¢
=B1é1 — &nll” + all&2 — Eanll® - 25/ (f (s,u(8), Lugs)) = F (5:un (8), Lys)))ds
. T
+ 25/ (Gl (57u (S) 7£u(s)) -G (Saun (S) 7£un(s)) y Yn (8))d8 (64)
2
+ﬁ/ HU S, u u(s)) — 0 (S,’LLn (S) 7£un(s))HL2 12 L2(Rn))d8

—|—az H(Skzn i ds+2a2/ (Orzn (8), 2 (8))dW (s)
+ 26/ (0 (5,0 (5), Lugs)) =0 (8:un (5), Luy(s)) yn (5))dW (s).
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For the second term on the right-hand, by (3.3) and (3.4]) we can get
t

- 26 (f (S,’LL (S) 7£u(s)) - f (s,un (S) 7£un(s)) yYn (S))dS

T

=—-28 T /n (f (S,U(S) 7£u(s)) - f (S,U(S) 7£un(s)))yn (S)dS

- 28 ) /n (f (s,u(8), L) = f (8un (), La(s)) )y () ds

<B /: <<2I|¢4 () oo (mmy + |93 (S)HLOO(]R”)) yn (5)])* + E (IIyn (s)||2> Il bs (S)HLl(Rn)) ds.

For the third term on the right-hand, similarly by (3.8]) we can get
25/ Gl S u u(s)) -Gy (s,un (S) 7£un(s)) y Yn (S))ds
2 2
<p / 31167 () oe o 19 (N + E (1 (5)117) 7 ()1 ey ) s
For the fourth term on the right-hand, by ([B.I8]) we can get
2
’8/ HU S, u u(s)) -0 (Svun (S) aﬁun(s)) HLQ(lQ’LQ(Rn))dS
<28 Ly, 7 / (uwumm Iy () + 1w °E (Jlyn ()1) ) ds

For the fifth term on the right-hand, we can get

O‘Z Hékzn )|12ds < ()\—I- 1617 / 20 (s)||*ds.

k=1"T

It follows from (6.4)-(6.1) we can get that for all ¢ > 7,

E (Bl ()1 + allzu 0]
<E (Bll&1 - &1all® + allé2 — &)

t

+ (2l e ey + Bl 57l e ) ) / E (Bllyn ()1 + allza (5)]17 ) ds

T

t
+ (11831 e, ey oe ey + 161172 / E (Bllyn (5)I> + allzn ()7 ) ds

T

t
+ 201 Lol (ol ey + 1el?) / E (Bllyn ()11 + allzn ()2 ds

T

By (6.9) and Gronwall’s lemma, we can get for all ¢ > 7,
E (Bllyn O +allzn (OI7) < E (alléz — &a.all” + Bl = &1all”) 77
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Since E (||£07n||ﬁ2 (R”)) < K, we see that the sequence {£o» }.-; is uniformly integrable in LQFT (Q,L* (R™)).
Then using the assumption that &, — & P-almost surely, we obtain from Vitali’s theorem that
fom — & in L% (Q,L2(R")), which along with (6.9) shows that k(t,7,&0n) — k(t,7,&) in
L%_-T (2,L? (R™)) and hence also in distribution. O

Next we will show that the system ([B.2I)-(3.22]) has a closed D-pullback absorbing set.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose assumption (Hy) — (Hy), B23) and B27) hold, then S has a closed D-
pullback absorbing set B € D which is given by, for each T € R,

B(r) = {u € Py(L? (R™)) : /IL s 161 06) < B <T>} : (6.10)

where R (T) is given by

T

R(T):Ms—i-Ms/

—0o0

e?1te) <”¢g (S)‘\iz(mn,l2) + 1161 (S)H;(va,ﬂ) + (162 (3)”Ai2(R",l2)>dS7 (6.11)

where n > 0 is the same number as in ([3.23]) and Ms > 0 is the same constant in Lemma 5.6 which

1s independent of T.

Proof. Obviously B (1) is a closed subset of P4(IL?(R")). By (6.2]) and Lemma 5.6, we can get that
for every 7 € R and D9 € D there exists T' =T (7, D2) > 0 such that for all ¢ > T,

S(t,7—t)Dy (T —t) C B(71). (6.12)
Finally, by (327)) and (6.10) we have, as 7 — —o0,
¢ || B (7')||;134(L2(Rn))

=" Mg + Mﬁ/ e <”¢g (S)HAiz(Rn,lz) + (|64 (S)HA&(WJ?) + (162 (S)HiQ(R",P))dS — 0,

—0o0

T

which shows that B = {B (1) : 7 € R} € D. Therefore, by (6.12) we find that B as given by (G.10)
is a closed D-pullback absorbing set for S. O

Let X" = xI + x4, for n € N, where {x"}>°,, {x7}°2, and {x5}>2, are X-valued random

n=1

sequence.

oo
n=1

Lemma 6.3. [17] Assume {L(x7)}%, are tight and E(||x5 %) convergence to zero. Then {L(x™)

are also tight.

Given 7 € R, Dy € D, t, — o0 and p, € Do (T —t,), hereafter we will prove the sequence
{S (tn,™ — tn) in}p—y has a convergent subsequence in (P4(IL? (R™)), dp(2(grny))-
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Lemma 6.4. Suppose assumption (Hy)-(Hy), B23) and B206)-B210) hold. Then S is D-pullback
asymptotically compact in (Py(IL? (R™)), dp2®mny))-

Proof. Denote &, € szlrf,t (Q, 1.2 (R")) with Lg, . = pin, we consider the solution k (7,7 — t, &o,n)
of B2I)-([B22) with initial data &y, at initial time 7 — ¢,. We first prove the distributions of
{k (1,7 — tn, &on)}or, are tight in L? (R™).

Let p : R™ — [0,1] be the smooth cut-off function given by (5.24)), and py, (z) = p (£) for every
m € N and x € L? (R"). Then the solution k can be decomposed as

k(1,7 —tn,S0m) = pmk (7,7 — tn,§0m) + (1 = pm) B (7,7 — t0, S0n) -
Further we depose the (1 — py,) k (7,7 — tn,€0.n) as
(1= pm) k(7,7 —tn,60m) = (1 — pm) k1 (7, T — tn, §0.0) + (1 = pm) k2 (7,7 — 0, €0.n),  (6.13)
where
(L= pm) k1 (7,7 = tn, §o.n) = (1 = pm) (0,01 (7,7 — 1, §0n)) (6.14)
and
(L= pm) k2 (7,7 = tn, Son) = (1 = pm) (u (7,7 = tn, €o,n) 02 (1,7 — 10, 0)) . (6.15)
By (5.I8]) we can get
E (01 = pn) ki1 (7.7 =t G0)I?) =0, asn — oo, (6.16)

Then from (G.I3)-(6.16) and Lemma [6.3] we can get {E(l_P7n)k(T77—_t7L7€O,n)};L.O:l is tight as along as
{ﬁ(l_pm)k2(777—_tn750,n)}ZO::[ is tight. By Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 we can get that for every 7 € R
and Dy = {Dz (t) : t € R} € D there exist N5 = N5 (7, D2) > 0 such that for all n > Nj,

E (1t (7,7 =t €1) s ey + 102 (7,7 = 0, 0) 2 gy ) < (6.17)
By (6.17) we can get that for all m € N and n > N,
2
E (H(l - pm) k2 (7’, T — tna 50,n)||H1(Rn)) § Cg. (6.18)

By (6.18)) and Chebyshev’s inequality we can get that there exists R(e,7) > 0 such that for all
m € N and n > Ns,

P ({10 = pm) b2 (7.7 = tas Con) sy > Rle,7)}) < (6.19)
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Denote
7, = {kg € H' (R") : kel gy < R (e,7) 52 (2) = 0 for ace. [a| > m} :

Then Z, is a compact subset of L2 (R"), by (6.19) we can get that for all m € N and n > Nj,
P ({101 = pm) k2 (77 = s €00 sy € Ze}) > 1 (6.20)
Note that 6 > 0 is arbitrary, by (6.20]) we can get that for all m € N and n > N5,
{ﬁ(l—pm)kz(ﬂf—tmfo,n)}Zozl is tight in L2 (R"). (6.21)

Further we can get that the sequence {ﬁ 1 oo )k (Ts 7 —tnsE0.m) }n |18 tight in L2 (R™). Next we will use

the uniform tail-estimates to prove {Ek(T Tt o, n)} also is tight in L2 (R™). According to Lemma
5.4 we can get that for every € > 0, there exists NG = Ng (e,7,D3) € N and my = mg (e,7) € N
such that for all n > Ng,

E ( /|w>m0 e (7,7 =t o.0) (:p)|2dx> <5 (6.22)

By (6.22]) we can get that for all m € N and n > Ng,
1
E (llowok (7.7 =t 60.) ) < 5% (6.23)

[e.e]
By (6:23) we can see that {E(l—pmo)k(ﬂf—tmfo,n)}n:N6 is tight in L2 (R"), and hence there exist
ni, -+ n; > Ng such that

l
1
{ﬁ(l—pmo)k(T,T—tn,&) n) }n No L;J < 1— pmo (T,T—tnj 750,7Lj)7 §€> ’ (624)

where B <£(1_pm0)k(TT b o n_), %&?) is the %E -neighborhood of £ ) in the

(1_pm0)k(777—tnj 7§0,nj
space (Py(IL? (R™)), dp(2rny)). Givenn > Ng, by ([6.24) we can get that there exist j € {1,2,--- ,1}
such that

1
ﬁ(l_Pmo)k(TvT_tnéO,n) g B <£(1_Pm0)k<T,T—tnj 7§0,nj>7 §E> . (625)
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By (6.23) and (6.25]) we can get that

dp(2) <£k<m—tmso,n>v i (rir—tn, ,so,nj)>

— s GdLirr oy — [ WAL
YeLp(Z)[[¢llL, <1 1/R™ ( o) R~ k<T’T_t”j’£O’”J'>

= sup ‘E(?/) (k(m,7 —tn,&0m))) —E (¢ (k (T,T—tmﬁo,nj)))!

VEL(2), ], <1

< sup B (K (7,7 = tn, Son))) = E (¢ (1 = pmg) k(7,7 — tn, So.n))|
VELy(2), ¥l <1
+ Sup |E(¢ (1_pmo)k(7—v7—_tm£0,n)) _E(¢ (1_pmo)k(7—77_tnj7£0,nj))|
weLy(2), ¥, <1
+ sup ‘E(T/}(l_pmo)k(TvT_tnj7€0,nj)) —E(¢ (k (T’T_t"j’fov"j)))‘

EL(2), ], <1

<E (Hpmok (7'77— - tnaéO,n)H) +E (Hpmok (7—77' - tnjygo,nj) H)

+ d’P(Z) (ﬁ(l—pmo)k(ﬂ-ﬁ—tmﬁo,n)a E(l—pmo)k<‘ﬂ7'—tnj 7fO,nj)>

1 1 1
<ge+get+ge=c¢

’ ’ ’ (6.26)
Consequently we can get
~ l
{E(l_pmo)k(T’T_t"’go’")}n:N6 = ]L—Jl b (ﬁ(l—pmo)k(m—tnj Eony)’ 6)‘ (6.27)

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, by (6.27]) we see that the sequence {ﬁk(T,T—tn,&),n) }Zo: | 1s tight in P(L? (R™)),

which implies that there exists @ € P(LL? (R")) such that, up to a subsequence,
Li(rr—tngon) — @ weakly. (6.28)

It remains to show @ € P(L? (R")). Let B = {B (1) : 7 € R} be the closed D-pullback absorbing
set of S given by (6.10). Then there exists N7 = N7 (7, D) € N such that for all n > Ny,

ﬁk(TvT_tn750,7L) S B (T) . (629)

Since B (1) is closed with respect to the weak topology of P(L? (R™)), by (6.28)-([6.29) we obtain
@ € B(7) and thus @ € Py(IL? (R™)). This completes the proof. O

We now prove the existence and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors of S.
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Theorem 6.5. If (H1) — (H4), B23) and B20)-B21) hold, then S associated with (3.21)-(B22))
has a unique D-pullback measure attractor A = {A(7) : 7 € R} € D in Py (L*(R"™)) such that for

all T € R,

A1) =k (B,7) ={¢(0,7) : ¢ is a D-complete orbit of S}
= {&(7) : €is a D-complete solution of S},

where B ={B (1) : 7 € R} is a D-pullback absorbing of S as given by Lemma [6.2.

Proof. We can get the existence and uniqueness of the measure attractor A follows from Proposition

2.10] based on Lemma [6.1] and O
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