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Pullback measure attractors for non-autonomous stochastic

FitzHugh-Nagumo system with distribution dependence on

unbounded domains ∗
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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
n. 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
n:





du (t)−∆u (t) dt+ λu (t) dt+ αv (t) dt+ f
(
t, x, u,Lu(t)

)
dt = G1

(
t, x, u,Lu(t)

)
dt

+
∞∑
k=1

(
θ1,k (t, x) + w (x) σk

(
t, u,Lu(t)

))
dWk (t) , x ∈ R

n, t > τ,

dv (t) + γv (t) dt− βu (t) dt = G2 (t, x) dt

+
∞∑
k=1

(θ2,k (t, x) + δkv (t))dWk (t) , x ∈ R
n, t > τ,

(1.1)

with initial condition

u (τ, x) = ξ1, v (τ, x) = ξ2, x ∈ R
n, (1.2)

∗This work was supported by NSFC (12371178) and Natural Science Foundation of Sichuan province under grant
2023NSFSC1342.

†Corresponding authors: zengtianhao123@my.swjtu.edu.cn (T. Zeng).
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where τ ∈ R, λ, α, β and γ are positive constants and satisfy γ > λ, f is a nonlinear function

with arbitrary growth rate, Lu(t) is the distribution of u (t), G1 is a Lipschitz function, G2 ∈

L∞ (
R,H1 (Rn) ∩ L4 (Rn)

)
, θi,k : R → L2 (Rn) for i = 1, 2, are given, w ∈ H1 (Rn)∩W 1,∞ (Rn), σk

is a nonlinear diffusion term for each k ∈ N, δk, k ∈ N, are nonnegative constants and {Wk}k∈N is

a sequence of independent standard real-valued Winner processes on a complete filtered probability

space
(
Ω,F , {Ft}t∈R,P

)
, respectively.

Distribution-dependent stochastic differential equations (SDEs), alternatively known as McKean-

Vlasov SDEs (MVSDEs) 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, 6, 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 [1, 4, 7, 8, 26, 28, 29, 33, 35, 36]. For bounded

domains, similar investigations have been conducted in [16, 18, 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
n.

For simplicity, in the following the norm of L2(Rn) is denoted as ‖ · ‖ and we write ξ0 = (ξ1, ξ2),

L
2 (Rn) = L2 (Rn) × L2 (Rn) and H

1 (Rn) = H1 (Rn) × H1 (Rn). To describe the main results of

this paper, we denote by P
(
L
2 (Rn)

)
the space of probability measures on

(
L
2 (Rn) ,B

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
),

where B
(
L
2 (Rn)

)
is the Borel σ-algebra of L2 (Rn). The weak topology of P

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
is metrizable,

and the corresponding metric is denoted by dP(L2(Rn)). Set

P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
=

{
µ ∈ P

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
:

∫

L2(Rn)
‖ξ‖4

L2(Rn) dµ (ξ) <∞

}
.

Then
(
P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
, dP(L2(Rn))

)
is a metric space. Given r > 0, denote by

BP4(L2(Rn)) (r) =

{
µ ∈ P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
:

∫

L2(Rn)
‖ξ‖4

L2(Rn) dµ (ξ) ≤ r4

}
.

Given τ ≤ t and µ ∈ P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
, let P ∗

τ,tµ be the law of the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial
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law µ at initial time τ . If φ : L2 (Rn) → R is a bounded Borel function, then we write

pτ,tφ (uτ ) = E (φ (k (t, τ, ξ0))) , ∀ξ0 ∈ L
2 (Rn) ,

where k (t, τ, ξ0) = (u (t, τ, ξ0) , v (t, τ, ξ0)) is the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial value ξ0 at initial

time τ . Note that for the McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation as the equation of (1.1), P ∗
τ,t is not

the dual of Pτ,t (see [27]) in the sense that

∫

L2(Rn)
Pτ,tφ (ξ) dµ (ξ) 6=

∫

L2(Rn)
φ (ξ) dP ∗

τ,t (ξ), (1.3)

where µ ∈ P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
and φ : L2 (Rn) → R is a bounded Borel function.

The main goal of this paper is to prove that the system (1.1)-(1.2) admits a unique pullback

measure attractors A = {A (τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D in L
2 (Rn). 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 L2 (Rn) and the other is regular in the sense that it belongs

to H1 (Rn) as t → ∞. The second obstacle lies in the fact that we can’t directly obtain that{
P ∗
τ,t

}
τ≤t is a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on

(
P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
, dP(L2(Rn))

)
as a

result of P ∗
τ,t is no longer the dual of Pτ,t as demonstrated by (1.3). To solve this problem, we

will take the advantage of the regularity of P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
and apply the Vitali’s theorem to prove

the continuity of
{
P ∗
τ,t

}
τ≤t on the subspace

(
BP4(L2(Rn)) (r) , dP(L2(Rn))

)
instead of the entire space(

P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
, dP(L2(Rn))

)
.

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 (1.1)-(1.2). Section 5 is devoted

to obtain the necessary estimates about the solutions of (1.1)-(1.2). In Section 6, we establish the

existence and uniqueness of pullback measure attractors for the system (1.1)-(1.2).

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 Cb(X) as the space

of bounded continuous functions ϕ : X → R endowed with the norm

‖ϕ‖∞ = sup
x∈X

|ϕ(x)|.
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Let Lb(X) denote the space of bounded Lipschitz functions on X equipped with the norm

‖ϕ‖L = ‖ϕ‖∞ + Lip(ϕ),

where

Lip(ϕ) := sup
x1,x2∈X
x1 6=x2

|ϕ(x1)− ϕ(x2)|

‖x1 − x2‖X
<∞,

for f ∈ Cb(X). Denote by P(X) the set of probability measure on (X,B(X)), where B(X) is the

Borel σ-algebra of X. Given ϕ ∈ Cb(X) and µ ∈ P(X), we write

(ϕ, µ) =

∫

X

ϕ(x)µ(dx).

We say that a sequence {µn}
∞
n=1 ⊆ P(X) is weakly convergent to µ ∈ P(X) if and only if for

every ϕ ∈ Cb(X),

lim
n→∞

(ϕ, µn) = (ϕ, µ).

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

dP(X)(µ1, µ2) = sup
ϕ∈Lb(X)
‖ϕ‖L≤1

|(ϕ, µ1)− (ϕ, µ2)|, ∀µ1, µ2 ∈ P(X).

Note that the (P(X), d) is a Polish space. Denote (Pp(X),Wp) be the Polish space such that for

all p ≥ 1,

Pp(X) =

{
µ ∈ P(X) :

∫

X

‖x‖pXµ(dx) <∞

}
,

and

Wp (µ, ν) = inf
π∈

∏

(µ,ν)

(∫

X×X
‖x− y‖pX π (dx, dy)

) 1
p

, ∀µ, ν ∈ Pp (X) ,

where
∏

(µ, ν) is the set of all couplings of µ and ν, the metricWp is called the Wasserstein distance.

Given r > 0, define

BPp(X)(r) =

{
µ ∈ Pp(X) :

(∫

X

‖x‖pXµ(dx)

) 1
p

≤ r

}
.

A subset E ⊆ Pp (X) is bounded if there is r > 0 such that E ∈ BPp(X) (r). If E is bounded in

Pp (X), then we set

‖E‖Pp(X) = sup
µ∈E

(∫

X

‖x‖pX µ (dx)

) 1
p

.

Since (Pp (X) ,Wp) is a Polish space, but
(
Pp (X) , dPp(X)

)
is not complete. Note that for any

r > 0, BPp(X) (r) is a closed subset of Pp (X) with respect to the metric dPp(X), we know that the

space
(
BPp(X) (r) , dPp(X)

)
is complete for every r > 0.

4



Definition 2.1. A family S = {S(t, τ) : t ∈ R
+, τ ∈ R} of mappings from Pp(X) to Pp(X) is

called a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on Pp(X), if for all τ ∈ R and t, s ∈ R
+,

the following conditions are satisfied

(a) S(0, τ) = IPp(X), where IPp(X) is the identity operator on Pp(X);

(b) S(t+ s, τ) = S(t, s+ τ) ◦ S(s, τ);

(c) S(t, τ) : Pp(X) → Pp(X) is continuous.

Definition 2.2. A set D ⊆ Pp(X) is called a bounded subset if there is r > 0 such that D ⊆

BPp(X)(r).

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

parametrized by τ ∈ R, that is,

D = {D = {D(τ) ⊆ Pp(X) : D(τ) 6= ∅, τ ∈ R} : D satisfies some conditions} .

Definition 2.3. A collection D of some families of nonempty subsets of Pp(X) is said to be

neighborhood-closed if for each D = {D(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D, there exists a positive number ǫ

depending on D such that the family

{B(τ) : B(τ) is a nonempty subset of Nǫ(D(τ)), ∀τ ∈ R} ,

also belongs to D.

Note that the neighborhood closedness of D implies for each D ∈ D,

D̃ =
{
D̃(τ) : ∅ 6= D̃(τ) ⊆ D(τ), τ ∈ R

}
∈ D. (2.1)

A collection D satisfying (2.1) is said to be inclusion-closed in the literature.

Definition 2.4. A family K = {K(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D is called a D-pullback absorbing set for S if

for each τ ∈ R and every D ∈ D, there exists T = T (τ,D) > 0 such that

S(t, τ − t)D(τ − t) ⊆ K(τ), for all t ≥ T.

Definition 2.5. The non-autonomous dynamical system S is said to be D-pullback asymptotically

compact in Pp(X) if for each τ ∈ R, {S(tn, τ − tn)µn}
∞
n=1 has a convergent subsequence in Pp(X)

whenever tn → +∞ and µn ∈ D(τ − tn) with D ∈ D.

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

if the following conditions are satisfied,

(i) A(τ) is compact in Pp(X) for each τ ∈ R;
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(ii) A is invariant, that is, S(t, τ)A(τ) = A(t+ τ), for all τ ∈ R and t ∈ R
+;

(iii) A attracts every set in D, that is, for each D = {D(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D,

lim
t→∞

d(S(t, τ − t)D(τ − t),A(τ)) = 0.

Definition 2.7. A mapping ψ : R×R → Pp(X) is called a complete orbit of S if for every s ∈ R,

t ∈ R
+ and τ ∈ R, the following holds

S(t, s + τ)ψ(s, τ) = ψ(t+ s, τ). (2.2)

In addition, if there exists D = {D(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D such that ψ(t, τ) belongs to D(τ + t) for every

t ∈ R and τ ∈ R, then ψ is called a D-complete orbit of S.

Definition 2.8. A mapping ξ : R → Pp(X) is called a complete solution of S if for every t ∈ R
+

and τ ∈ R, the following holds

S(t, τ)ξ(τ) = ξ(t+ τ).

In addition, if there exists D = {D(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D such that ξ(τ) belongs to D(τ) for every τ ∈ R,

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

Definition 2.9. For each D = {D(τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D and τ ∈ R, the pullback ω-limit set of D at τ

is defined by

ω(D, τ) :=
⋂

s≥0

⋃

t≥s
S(t, τ − t)D(τ − t),

that is,

ω(D, τ) =
{
ν ∈ Pp(X) : there exists tn → ∞, µn ∈ D(τ − tn) such that ν = lim

n→∞
S(tn, τ − tn)µn

}
.

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 Pp(X) and

S be a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on Pp(X). Then S has a unique D-pullback

measure attractor A in Pp(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 τ ∈ R,

A (τ) = ω(K, τ) = {ψ(0, τ) : ψ is a D-complete orbit of S}

= {ξ(τ) : ξ is a D-complete solution of S}.
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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 δ0 for the Dirac probability measure at 0.

(H1). Assumption on nonlinear term f . Suppose f : R × R
n × R × P2(L

2 (Rn)) → R

is continuous and differentiable with respect to the second and third arguments, that is for all

t, u, u1, u2 ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and µ, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

f (t, x, 0, δ0) = 0, (3.1)

f (t, x, u, µ) u ≥ α1|u|
p − φ1 (t, x)

(
1 + |u|2

)
− ψ1 (x)µ

(
‖·‖2

)
, (3.2)

|f (t, x, u1, µ1)− f (t, x, u2, µ2)| ≤α2

(
φ2 (t, x) + |u1|

p−2 + |u2|
p−2
)
|u1 − u2|

+ φ3 (t, x)W (µ1, µ2) ,
(3.3)

∂f

∂u
(t, x, u, µ) ≥ −φ4 (t, x) , (3.4)

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂x
(t, x, u, µ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ φ5 (t, x)

(
1 + |u|+

√
µ
(
‖·‖2

))
, (3.5)

where p ≥ 2, α1 > 0, α2 > 0, ψ1 ∈ L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn) and φi ∈ L∞ (
R, L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn)

)
for

i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

By (3.1)-(3.3) we can get that for all t, u ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and µ ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

|f (t, x, u, µ)| ≤ α3|u|
p−1 + φ6 (t, x)

(
1 +

√
µ
(
‖·‖2

))
, (3.6)

where α3 > 0 and φ6 ∈ L∞ (
R, L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn)

)
.

(H2). Assumption on nonlinear terms G1. Suppose G1 : R × R
n × R × P2(L

2 (Rn)) → R

is continuous and differentiable with respect to the second and third arguments, that is for all

t, u, u1, u2 ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and µ, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

|G1 (t, x, u, µ)| ≤ φg (t, x) + φ7 (t, x) |u|+ ψg

√
µ
(
‖·‖2

)
, (3.7)

|G1 (t, x, u1, µ1)−G1 (t, x, u2, µ2)| ≤ φ7 (t, x) (|u1 − u2|+W2 (µ1, µ2)) , (3.8)
∣∣∣∣
∂G1

∂x
(t, x, u, µ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ φ8 (t, x) + φ7 (t, x)

(
|u|+

√
µ
(
‖·‖2

))
, (3.9)

where φ7 ∈ L∞ (
R, L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn)

)
, ψg ∈ L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn) and φg, φ8 ∈ L2

loc

(
R, L2 (Rn)

)
.
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By (3.8) we can get that for all t, u ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and µ ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

∣∣∣∣
∂G1

∂u
(t, x, u, µ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ φ7 (t, x) . (3.10)

(H3). Assumption on diffusion term θi. Suppose the function θi = {θi,k}
∞
k=1 : R →

L2
(
R
n, l2

)
, i = 1, 2, are continuous and satisfy

∞∑

k=1

∫ t+1

t

‖∇θi,k (s)‖
2ds <∞, ∀t ∈ R, i = 1, 2. (3.11)

(H4). Assumption on diffusion term σk. Suppose for every k ∈ N, σk is continuous and

σk (t, u, µ) is differentiable in u and Lipschitz continuous in both u and µ uniformly for t ∈ R, that

is for all t, u, u1, u2 ∈ R and µ, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

|σk (t, u, µ)| ≤ β1,k

(
1 +

√
µ
(
‖·‖2

))
+ γ1,k |u| , (3.12)

and

|σk (t, u1, µ1)− σk (t, u2, µ2)| ≤ Lσ,k (|u1 − u2|+W2 (µ1, µ2)) , (3.13)

where β1 = {β1,k}
∞
k=1 and γ1 = {γ1,k}

∞
k=1 are nonnegative sequences with

∞∑
k=1

(
β21,k + γ21,k

)
< ∞

and Lσ = {Lσ,k}
∞
k=1 is a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfy

∞∑
k=1

L2
σ,k <∞.

From (3.13) we can get that for all t ∈ R, u ∈ L2 (Rn) and µ ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

∣∣∣∣
∂σk

∂u
(t, u, µ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Lσ,k. (3.14)

Denote by l2 the space of square summable sequences of real numbers. For all t ∈ R, u, v ∈ L2 (Rn)

and µ ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
, define maps σ(t, u, µ), δ(t, v) : l2 → L2 (Rn) by

σ (t, u, µ) (η) (x) =

∞∑

k=1

(θ1,k (t, x) + w (x)σk (t, u (x) , µ)) ηk, ∀η = {ηk}
∞
k=1 ∈ l2, x ∈ R

n, (3.15)

and

δ (t, v) (η) (x) =
∞∑

k=1

(θ2,k (t, x) + δkv (t)) ηk, ∀η = {ηk}
∞
k=1 ∈ l2, x ∈ R

n. (3.16)

Let L2(l
2, L2 (Rn)) be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from l2 to L2 (Rn) with norm ‖·‖L2(l2,L2(Rn)).

It follows from (3.11)-(3.12), (3.15)-(3.16) we can get

‖σ (t, u, µ)‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn)) ≤ 2 ‖θ1 (t)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)+8‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2

(
1 + µ

(
‖·‖2

))
+4 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2 ‖u‖

2

(3.17)
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and

‖δ (t, v)‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn)) ≤ 2 ‖θ2 (t)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2) + 2‖δ‖2l2‖v‖

2, (3.18)

where δ = {δk}
∞
k=1 is a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfy 2

∞∑
k=1

|δk|
2 < γ < ∞. Besides, by

(3.13) and (3.18) we can get that for all t, u1, u2, v1, v2 ∈ R and µ, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2

(
L2 (Rn)

)
,

‖σ (t, u1, µ1)− σ (t, u2, µ2)‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

≤2 ‖Lσ‖
2
l2

(
‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖u1 − u2‖

2 + ‖w‖2W2
2 (µ1, µ2)

)
,

(3.19)

and

‖δ (t, v1)− δ (t, v2)‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn)) ≤ ‖δ‖2l2

(
‖v1 − v2‖

2
)
. (3.20)

We now reformulate problem (1.1)-(1.2) as follows




du(t)−∆u(t)dt+ λu(t)dt+ αv(t)dt + f
(
t, x, u,Lu(t)

)
dt = G1

(
t, x, u,Lu(t)

)
dt

+σ
(
t, u,Lu(t)

)
dW (t) , t > τ,

dv (t) + γv (t) dt− βu (t) dt = G2 (t, x) dt+ δ (t, v) dW (t) , t > τ,

(3.21)

with initial condition

u (τ) = ξ1, v (τ) = ξ2. (3.22)

For a Banach space X and τ ∈ R, we use L2
Fτ

(X) to denote the space of all Fτ -measurable,

X-valued random variables ϕ with E ‖ϕ‖2X < ∞, where E means the mathematical expectation.

In the sequel, we assume ci, i ∈ N, are positive constants depend on τ , but not on D1 and we also

assume that the coefficient λ is sufficiently large such that there exists a sufficiently small number

η ∈ (0, 1),

2λ− 5η >24‖w‖2 ‖β1‖
2
l2 + 12 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2 + 2‖φ1‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)) + 2‖ψ1‖L1(Rn)

+ 2‖φ7‖L∞(R,L1(Rn)∩L∞(Rn)) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn)∩L∞(Rn) + 6‖δ‖2l2 .
(3.23)

Given a subset E of P2

(
L
2(Rn)

)
, which is denoted by

‖E‖P2(L2(Rn)) = inf



r > 0 : sup

µ∈E

(∫

L2(Rn)
‖z‖2

L2(Rn) µ (dz)

) 1
2

≤ r



 ,

with the convention that inf ∅ = ∞. If E is a bounded subset of P2

(
L
2(Rn)

)
, then ‖E‖P2(L2(Rn)) <

∞. Denote D1 =
{
D (τ) : τ ∈ R,D (τ) is a bounded nonempty subset of P2

(
L
2(Rn)

)}
and D2 ={

D (τ) : τ ∈ R,D (τ) is a bounded nonempty subset of P4

(
L
2(Rn)

)}
. Let D0 be the collection of

all such familities D1 which further satisfy

lim
τ→−∞

eητ ‖D1 (τ)‖
2
P2(L2(Rn)) = 0, (3.24)
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where η is the same number as in (3.23). Similarly denote by D the collection of all such families

D2 which further satisfy

lim
τ→−∞

e2ητ ‖D2 (τ)‖
4
P4(L2(Rn)) = 0. (3.25)

It is evident D ∈ D0 . We also assume the following condition in order to deriving uniform estimates

of solutions
∫ τ

−∞
eηs
(
‖φg (s)‖

2
L2(Rn) + ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds <∞, ∀τ ∈ R, (3.26)

and
∫ τ

−∞
eηs
(
‖φg (s)‖

4
L2(Rn) + ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds <∞, ∀τ ∈ R. (3.27)

4 Well-posedness of Stochastic Equations

In this section, we give definition of the solutions of the system (3.21)-(3.22) and establish the

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

Firstly, we show the definition of solutions of system (3.21)-(3.22).

Definition 4.1. For every τ ∈ R and ξ0 = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ L2
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
, a continuous stochastic

process k = (u, v) is called a solution of system (3.21)-(3.22) if for every T > 0,

k ∈ L2
(
Ω, C[τ, τ + T ],L2 (Rn)

)
with

u ∈ L2
(
Ω, L2

(
τ, τ + T ;H1 (Rn)

))
∩ Lp (Ω, Lp (τ, τ + T ;Lp (Rn))) ,

such that for all t ≥ τ and ζ ∈ H1 (Rn) ∩ Lp (Rn),

(u (t) , ζ)−

∫ t

τ

(∆u(s),∆ζ)ds+

∫ t

τ

(λu(s) + αv (s) , ζ)ds +

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

f
(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
ζ (x) dxds

=(ξ1, ζ) +

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

G1

(
s, x, u,Lu(s)

)
ζ (x)dxds +

∫ t

τ

(
σ
(
s, u,Lu(s)

)
, ζ
)
dW (s) ,

and

(v (t) , ζ) +

∫ t

τ

(γv (s)− βu (s) , ζ) ds = (ξ2, ζ) +

∫ t

τ

(G2 (s, x) , ζ) ds +

∫ t

τ

(δ (s, v (s)) , ζ) dW (s),

P-almost surely, where k (t, τ, ξ0) = (u (t, τ, ξ0) , v (t, τ, ξ0)) or k (t) = (u (t) , v (t)), and ζ in the

stochastic terms is identified with the element in
(
L2 (Rn)

)∗
= L2 (Rn) in view of Riesz’s represen-

tation theorem.
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Note that if k = (u, v) is a solution of system (3.21)-(3.22) in the sense of Definition 4.1, then

∆u ∈ L2
(
Ω, L2

(
τ, τ + T ;

(
H1 (Rn)

)∗))
and f ∈ Lq (Ω, Lq (τ, τ + T ;Lq (Rn))) with 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1, and

hence for all t ≥ τ ,

u (t)−

∫ t

τ

∆u(s)ds+

∫ t

τ

(λu(s) + αv (s))ds+

∫ t

τ

f
(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
ds

=ξ1 +

∫ t

τ

G1

(
s, x, u,Lu(s)

)
ds+

∫ t

τ

σ
(
s, u,Lu(s)

)
dW (s) in

(
H1 (Rn) ∩ Lp (Rn)

)∗
,

(4.1)

and

v (t) +

∫ t

τ

(γv (s)− βu (s)) ds = ξ2 +

∫ t

τ

G2 (s, x) ds+

∫ t

τ

δ (s, v (s)) dW (s) in L2 (Rn) , (4.2)

P-almost surely.

Next we will prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions of the system (3.21)-(3.22) by Banach

fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and ξ0 ∈ L
2
Fτ

(
Ω,L2(Rn)

)
,

the system (3.21)-(3.22) has a unique solution k = (u, v) in the sense of Definition 4.1 such that

β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2 + 2β

∫ t

τ

‖∇u (s)‖2ds+ 2βλ

∫ t

τ

‖u (s)‖2ds + 2αγ

∫ t

τ

‖v (s)‖2ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(
f
(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

=β‖ξ1‖
2 + α‖ξ2‖

2 + 2α

∫ t

τ

(G2 (s) , v (s))ds+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(
G1

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

+ α

∫ t

τ

‖δ (s, v (s))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds+ β

∫ t

τ

∥∥σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(
σ
(
s, u (s, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
dW (s) + 2α

∫ t

τ

(δ (s, v (s, x)) , v (s))dW (s) ,

(4.3)

for all t ∈ [τ, τ + T ], P-almost surely.

Proof. Given ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ

(
Ω,L2(Rn)

)
and µ = (µ1, µ2) ∈ C

(
[τ, τ + T ] ,P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
, consider the

stochastic equation




duµ(t)−∆uµ(t)dt+ λuµ(t)dt+ αvµ(t)dt+ fµ (t, x, uµ(t)) dt = G1µ (t, x, uµ(t)) dt
+σµ (t, uµ(t)) dW (t) , t > τ,

dvµ(t) + γvµ(t)dt− βuµ (t) dt = G2 (t, x) dt+ δµ (t, vµ(t)) dW (t) , t > τ,

(4.4)

with initial condition

uµ (τ) = ξ1, vµ (τ) = ξ2, (4.5)
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where fµ (t, x, uµ(t)) = f (t, x, uµ(t), µ1 (t)), G1µ (t, x, uµ(t)) = G1 (t, x, uµ(t), µ1 (t)), σµ (t, uµ(t)) =

σ (t, uµ(t), µ1 (t)) and δµ (t, vµ(t)) = δ (t, vµ(t)). One can verify that if (H1)− (H4) hold, then

fµ, G1µ, σµ and δµ satisfy all conditions in [[31], Theorem 6.3], further we can get that system

(4.4)-(4.5) has a unique solution kµ = (uµ, vµ) satisfy

kµ ∈ L2
(
Ω, C[τ, τ + T ],L2 (Rn)

)
with

uµ ∈ L2
(
Ω, L2

(
τ, τ + T ;H1 (Rn)

))
∩ Lp (Ω, Lp (τ, τ + T ;Lp (Rn))) .

By kµ ∈ L2
(
Ω, C[τ, τ + T ],L2 (Rn)

)
and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we see that

kµ ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ], L2

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

))
. Since

W2

(
Lkµ(t),Lkµ(s)

)
≤
(
E

[
‖kµ (t)− kµ (s)‖

2
]) 1

2
, ∀s, t ∈ [τ, τ + T ] ,

and hence Lkµ(·) ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
. Define a map Φξ0 : C

(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
→

C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
by

Φξ0 (µ) (t) = Lkµ(t), t ∈ [τ, τ + T ], µ ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L2 (Rn)

))
,

where kµ is the solution of (4.4)-(4.5). Next, we will prove the existence of solutions of (3.21)-

(3.22) by finding a fixed point of Φξ0 . To that end, we need to show Φξ0 is a contractive map

in the complete metric space
(
C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
, dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn)))

)
where the metric

dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))) is defined by

dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))) (µ, ν) = sup
t∈[τ,τ+T ]

e−λtW2 (µ (t) , ν (t)) , ∀µ, ν ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
.

Let µ, ν ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L2 (Rn)

))
, and kµ, kν be the solution of (4.4)-(4.5). By Ito’s formula
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we can get

β‖uµ (t)− uν (t)‖
2 + α‖vµ (t)− vν (t)‖

2 + 2β

∫ t

τ

‖∇ (uµ (s)− uν (s))‖
2ds

+ 2βλ

∫ t

τ

‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖
2ds+ 2αγ

∫ t

τ

‖vµ (s)− vν (s)‖
2ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(f (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− f (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

=2α

∫ t

τ

(G2 (s) , vµ (s)− vν (s))ds+ α

∫ t

τ

‖δ (s, vµ (s))− δ (s, vν (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(G1 (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))−G1 (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

+ β

∫ t

τ

‖σ (s, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− σ (s, uν (s) , ν1 (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(σ (s, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− σ (s, uν (s) , ν1 (s)) , uµ (s)− uν (s))dW (s)

+ 2α

∫ t

τ

(δ (s, vµ (s))− δ (s, vν (s)) , vµ (s)− vν (s))dW (s) .

(4.6)

Taking the expectation of both side of (4.6), we can get

E

(
β‖uµ (t)− uν (t)‖

2 + α‖vµ (t)− vν (t)‖
2
)
+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

‖∇ (uµ (s)− uν (s))‖
2ds

)

+ 2λE

(∫ t

τ

(
β‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2 + α‖vµ (s)− vν (s)‖
2
)
ds

)

≤− 2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(f (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− f (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(G1 (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))−G1 (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

+ βE

(∫ t

τ

‖σ (s, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− σ (s, uν (s) , ν1 (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

+ 2αE

(∫ t

τ

(G2 (s) , vµ (s)− vν (s))ds

)
+ αE

(∫ t

τ

‖δ (s, vµ (s))− δ (s, vν (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)
.

(4.7)
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For the first term on the right side of (4.7), by (3.3), (3.4) and Hölder inequality, we can get

− 2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(f (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− f (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

=− 2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(f (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− f (s, x, uν (s) , µ1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

− 2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(f (s, x, uν (s) , µ1 (s))− f (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

≤2β‖φ4‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

∫ t

τ

E

[
‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2
]
ds

+ β

∫ t

τ

‖φ2 (s)‖
2
E

[
‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2
]
ds+ β

∫ t

τ

(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds.

(4.8)

For the second term on the right side of (4.7), by (3.8) we can get

2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(G1 (s, x, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))−G1 (s, x, uν (s) , ν1 (s))) (uµ (s)− uν (s)) dxds

)

≤2βE

(∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

φ7 (s, x) ((uµ (s)− uν (s)) +W2 (µ (s) , ν (s))) |uµ (s)− uν (s)| dxds

)

≤2β‖φ7‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

∫ t

τ

E

[
‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2
]
ds

+ β

∫ t

τ

‖φ7 (s)‖
2
E

[
‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2
]
ds+ β

∫ t

τ

(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds.

(4.9)

For the last three terms on the right side of (4.7), by (3.19) and (3.20) we can get

βE

(∫ t

τ

‖σ (s, uµ (s) , µ1 (s))− σ (s, uν (s) , ν1 (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

+ 2αE

(∫ t

τ

(G2 (s) , vµ (s)− vν (s))ds

)
+ αE

(∫ t

τ

‖δ (s, vµ (s))− δ (s, vν (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

≤
(
Lσ + 2 ‖G2‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

)∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2 + α‖vµ (s)− vν (s)‖
2
)
ds

+ βLσ

∫ t

τ

(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds.

(4.10)
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By (4.7)-(4.10) we can get

E

(
β‖uµ (t)− uν (t)‖

2 + α‖vµ (t)− vν (t)‖
2
)
+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

‖∇ (uµ (s)− uν (s))‖
2ds

)

≤β

∫ t

τ

(
‖φ2 (s)‖

2 + ‖φ7 (s)‖
2
)
E

[
‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2
]
ds+ (2 + Lσ) β

∫ t

τ

(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds

+
(
−2λ+ Lσ + 2‖G2‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

)∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2 + α‖vµ (s)− vν (s)‖
2
)
ds

+
(
2‖φ7‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)) + 2‖φ4‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

) ∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖uµ (s)− uν (s)‖

2 + α‖vµ (s)− vν (s)‖
2
)
ds.

(4.11)

By (4.11) and Gronwall inequality we can get for all t ∈ [τ, τ + T ],

E

(
β‖uµ (t)− uν (t)‖

2 + α‖vµ (t)− vν (t)‖
2
)
≤ cT

∫ t

τ

(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds, (4.12)

where cT > 0 is a positive constant. By (4.12) we can get

e−2ηt
E

(
β‖uµ (t)− uν (t)‖

2 + α‖vµ (t)− vν (t)‖
2
)

≤cT

∫ t

τ

e−2η(t−s)e−2ηs(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2ds ≤

cT

2η
sup
s∈[τ,t]

e−2ηs(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2.

(4.13)

By (4.13) and the definition of W2 (·, ·), we can get

e−2ηt
(
W2

(
Luµ(t),Luν(t)

))2
≤
cT

2η
sup
s∈[τ,t]

e−2ηs(W2 (µ (s) , ν (s)))
2, ∀t ∈ [τ, τ + T ] . (4.14)

By (4.14) and the definition of dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))), we can get

dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn)))

(
Luµ ,Luν

)
≤

(
cT

2η

)1
2

dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))) (µ, ν) . (4.15)

Here we assume that η is a enough large positive constant such that cT
2η = 1

4 , by (4.15) and the

definition of Φξ0 , we can get that for all µ, ν ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
,

dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn)))

(
Φξ0 (µ) ,Φξ0 (ν)

)
≤

1

2
dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))) (µ, ν) , (4.16)

which shows Φξ0 is a contractive map in C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
with metric dC([τ,τ+T ],P2(L2(Rn))).

Therefore, Φξ0 has a unique fixed point µ̄ ∈ C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
. Then kµ̄ is a solution of

(3.21)-(3.22). On the other hand, for every solution k of (3.21)-(3.22), if we set µ (t) = Lk(t) for

t ∈ [τ, τ + T ], then µ is a fixed point of Φξ0 in C
(
[τ, τ + T ],P2

(
L
2 (Rn)

))
, which along with the

uniqueness of fixed points of Φξ0 and (4.12) implies the uniqueness of solutions of (3.21)-(3.22).

Since T > 0 was taken arbitrarily and the uniqueness is ensured, this implies that (3.21)-(3.22)

has a unique solution up to every time T > 0. Hence (3.21)-(3.22) has solution in R.
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5 Uniform Estimates

In this section, we give the uniform estimates of the solutions of (3.21)-(3.22) which is devoted to

the existence and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution

k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

E

(
‖(u (τ, τ − t, ξ0) , v (τ, τ − t, ξ0))‖

2
L2(Rn)

)

≤M1 +M1

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

2 + ‖θ1 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

(5.1)

and
∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)E

(
‖u (τ, τ − s, ξ0)‖

2
H1(Rn) + ‖v (τ, τ − s, ξ0)‖

2
L2(Rn)

)
ds

≤M1 +M1

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

2
L2(Rn) + ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

(5.2)

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2(Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t), η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and

M1 is a positive constant independent of τ and D1.

Proof. By (4.3) and Ito’s formula we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

d

dt
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
+ 2βE

(
‖∇u (t)‖2

)
+ 2βλE

(
‖u (t)‖2

)
+ 2αγE

(
‖v (t)‖2

)

=− 2βE
((
f
(
t, x, u (t) ,Lu(t)

)
, u (t)

))
+ 2αE (G2 (t) , v (t)) + αE

(
‖δ (t, v (t))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)

+ 2βE
(
G1

(
t, x, u (t, x) ,Lu(t)

)
, u (t)

)
+ βE

(∥∥σ
(
t, u (t) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)
.

(5.3)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (5.3), by (3.2) we can get

− 2βE
(
f
(
t, x, u (t, x) ,Lu(t)

)
, u (t)

)

≤2βE

(∫

Rn

φ1 (t, x)
(
1 + |u|2

)
dx

)
+ 2βE

(∫

Rn

ψ1 (x)E‖u (t)‖
2dx

)

− 2βα1E

(∫

Rn

|u (t, x)|pdx

)

≤2β‖φ1 (t)‖
L1(Rn)

− 2βα1E

(
‖u (t)‖p

Lp(Rn)

)
+ 2β

(
‖φ1 (t)‖

L∞(Rn)
+ ‖ψ1‖

L1(Rn)

)
E

(
‖u (t)‖2

)
.

(5.4)
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For the second and fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.3), by (3.7) we can get

2βE
(
G1

(
t, x, u (t, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (t)

)
+ 2αE (G2 (t, x) , v (t))

≤2βE

(∫

Rn

|u (t, x)|φg (t, x) dx

)
+ λαE

(
‖v (t)‖2

)
+ λ−1α ‖G2 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn)

+ 2βE

(∫

Rn

|u (t, x)|

[
φ7 (t, x) |u (t, x)|+ ψg (x)µ

√
‖·‖2

]
dx

)

≤βE

(∫

Rn

λ|u (t)|2 + λ−1|φg (t, x)|
2dx

)
+ 2βE

(∫

Rn

|ψg (x)|

[
|u (t)|2 +

(
µ

√
‖·‖2

)2
]
dx

)

+ 2βE

(∫

Rn

φ7 (t, x) |u (t)|
2dx

)
+ λαE

(
‖v (t)‖2

)
+ λ−1α ‖G2 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn)

≤λ−1βE
(
‖φg (t)‖

2
L2(Rn)

)
+ λαE

(
‖v (t)‖2

)
+ λ−1α ‖G2 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn)

+ β
(
λ+ 2‖φ7 (t)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
E

(
‖u (t)‖2

)
.

(5.5)

For the third and fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.3), by (3.17) and (3.18) we can get

βE
(∥∥σ

(
t, u (t) ,Lu(t)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)
+ αE

(
‖δ (t, v (t))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)

≤8β‖w‖2‖β1‖
2
l2 + 2

(
β ‖θ1 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)

+
(
2‖δ‖2l2 + 8‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 + 4 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

)
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
.

(5.6)

It follows from (5.3)-(5.6) that for all t ≥ τ ,

d

dt
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
+ 2βE

(
‖∇u (s)‖2

)
+ 2βα1E

(
‖u (t)‖p

Lp(Rn)

)

≤8β‖w‖2‖β1‖
2
l2 + 2

(
β ‖θ1 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (t)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)

+ 2β‖φ1 (t)‖
L1(Rn)

+ λ−1α ‖G2 (t)‖
2
L2(Rn) + λ−1βE

(
‖φg (t)‖

2
L2(Rn)

)

+ 2
(
‖δ‖2l2 + ‖φ1 (t)‖

L∞(Rn)
+ ‖ψ1‖

L1(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)

+
(
−λ+ 2‖φ7 (t)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)

+
(
8‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 + 4 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

)
E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
.

(5.7)
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Multiplying (5.7) by eηt and integrating the resulting inequality on (τ − t, τ) with t ∈ R
+, we get

E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
+ 2β

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)E

(
‖∇u (s)‖2

)
ds

+ 2βα1

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)E

(
‖u (τ, τ − s, ξ1)‖

p

Lp(Rn)

)
ds

≤E

(
β‖ξ1‖

2 + α‖ξ2‖
2
)
e−ηt + λ−1β

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ) ‖φg (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)
ds

+ 2β

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)‖φ1 (s)‖

L1(Rn)
ds+ λ−1α

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ) ‖G2 (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)
ds

+ 2

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)

(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds + 8β‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 η

−1

+

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)2

(
‖δ‖2l2 + ‖φ7 (s)‖

L∞(Rn)
+ ‖ψ1‖

L1(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖2 + α‖v (s)‖2

)
ds

+

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)

(
2‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖2 + α‖v (s)‖2

)
ds

+

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)

(
−λ+ 8‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 + 4 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖2 + α‖v (s)‖2

)
ds.

(5.8)

By (5.3)-(5.8) we get for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
β‖u (t)‖2 + α‖v (t)‖2

)
+ 2β

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)E

(
‖∇u (s)‖2

)
ds

+ 2βα1

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)E

(
‖u (τ, τ − s, ξ1)‖

p

Lp(Rn)

)
ds

≤E

(
β‖ξ1‖

2 + α‖ξ2‖
2
)
e−ηt + c1

+ c1

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖φg (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)

)
ds.

(5.9)

Note that Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t) then we have

lim
t→∞

e−ηtE
(
β‖ξ1‖

2 + α‖ξ2‖
2
)
≤ lim

t→∞
e−ηt ‖D1 (τ − t)‖2P2(L2(Rn)) = 0.

And hence there exists T = T (τ,D1) such that for all t ≥ T ,

e−ηtE
(
β‖ξ1‖

2 + α‖ξ2‖
2
)
≤
c1

λ
,

which along with (5.9) concludes the proof.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution
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k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

∫ τ

τ−1
E

(
‖u (s, τ − s, ξ0)‖

2
H1(Rn) + ‖v (s, τ − s, ξ0)‖

2
L2(Rn)

)
ds

≤M2 +M2

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)
+ ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t), η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and

M2 is a positive constant independent of τ and D1.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution

k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

E

(
‖u (τ, τ − s, ξ0)‖

2
H1(Rn)

)

≤M3 +M3

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)
+ ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t), η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and

M3 is a positive constant independent of τ but not on D1.

Proof. By (3.21) and Ito’s formula we can get for all τ ∈ R, t > 1 and ς ∈ (τ − 1, τ),

‖∇u (τ)‖2 + 2

∫ τ

ς

‖∆u (s)‖2ds+ 2λ

∫ τ

ς

‖∇u (s)‖2ds

=‖∇u (ς)‖2 + 2α

∫ τ

ς

(v (s) ,∆u (s)) ds − 2

∫ τ

ς

(
∇f

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds

+ 2

∫ τ

ς

(
∇G1

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds+

∫ τ

ς

∥∥σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

+ 2

∫ τ

ς

(
σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
dW (s) .

(5.10)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (5.10), we can get

2α

∫ τ

ς

(v (s) ,∆u (s)) ds ≤ α2

∫ τ

ς

‖v (s)‖2ds+

∫ τ

ς

‖∆u (s)‖2ds. (5.11)
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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

∫ τ

ς

(
∇f

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds

=− 2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

∂f

∂x

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
· ∇u (s) dxds− 2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

∂f

∂u

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
|∇u (s)|2dxds

≤2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

φ5 (s, x)

(
1 + |u (s)|+

√
E

(
‖·‖2

))
∇u (s) dxds+ 2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

φ4 (s, x)|∇u (s)|
2dxds

≤

∫ τ

ς

(
‖φ5 (s)‖

2 + ‖∇u (s)‖2
)
ds+

∫ τ

ς

‖φ5 (s)‖L2(Rn)E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

+

∫ τ

ς

‖φ5 (s)‖L2(Rn)

(
‖u (s)‖2 + ‖∇u (s)‖2

)
ds+ 2

∫ τ

ς

‖φ4 (s)‖L∞(Rn)‖∇u (s)‖
2ds

≤
(
1 + 2‖φ5‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)) + 2‖φ4‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn))

) ∫ τ

τ−1
‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn)ds

+ ‖φ5‖
2
L∞(R,L2(Rn)) + ‖φ5‖L∞(R,L1(Rn))

∫ τ

τ−1
E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds.

(5.12)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.10), similarly by (3.8) and (3.9) we can get

2

∫ τ

ς

(
∇G1

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds

=2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

∂G1

∂x

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
· ∇u (s) dxds + 2

∫ τ

ς

∫

Rn

∂G1

∂u

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
|∇u (s)|2dxds

≤
(
1 + 2‖φ7‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)) + 2‖φ7‖L∞(R,L1(Rn))

)∫ τ

τ−1
‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn)ds

+ ‖φ8‖
2
L2(τ−1,τ,L1(Rn)) + ‖φ5‖L∞(R,L1(Rn))

∫ τ

τ−1
E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds.

(5.13)

For the fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.10), by (3.11)-(3.15) we can get
∫ τ

ς

∥∥σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

≤2

∞∑

k=1

∫ τ

ς

‖∇θk (s)‖
2ds+ 4

∞∑

k=1

∫ τ

ς

∥∥(∇w) σ1,k
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2ds

+ 4

∞∑

k=1

∫ τ

ς

∥∥∥∥w∇u (s)
∂σ1

∂u

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥∥∥
2

ds ≤ c2 + c2

∫ τ

τ−1

(
E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
+ ‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn)

)
ds.

(5.14)

By (5.10)-(5.14) and Lemma 5.1 that for all τ ∈ R, t > 1 and ς ∈ (τ − 1, τ),

E

(
‖∇u (s)‖2

)
≤ E

(
‖∇u (ς)‖2

)
+ c3 + c3

∫ τ

τ−1
E

(
‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn)

)
ds. (5.15)
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Integrating (5.15) with respect to ζ on (τ − 1, τ) for all τ ∈ R and t ≥ 1,

E

(
‖∇u (s)‖2

)
≤ c3 + (1 + c3)

∫ τ

τ−1
E

(
‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn)

)
ds,

which together with Lemma 5.1 completes the proof.

Next we will show the asymptotic compactness of solutions of system (3.21)-(3.22). Since system

(3.21)-(3.22) is a partly dissipative system and the initial condition ξ0 is only in L2
(
Ω, L2 (Rn)

)
,

then for any t ≥ τ , v(t, τ, ξ0) only belongs to L2
(
Ω, L2 (Rn)

)
, but not L2

(
Ω,H1 (Rn)

)
. 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 + v2, where v1 and v2 are the solutions of the following systems, respectively:




dv1 + γv1dt =
∞∑
k=1

δkv1 (t) dWk (t),

v1 (τ) = ξ2,

(5.16)

and {
dv2 + γv2dt− βudt = G2 (t, x) dt+ δ (t, v2 (t)) dW (t) ,
v2 (τ) = 0.

(5.17)

By (5.16) and Gronwall inequality we can get for every τ ∈ R and D1 = {D1(t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0,

lim
t→∞

E

(
‖v1 (τ)‖

2
)
≤ lim

t→∞
E

(
‖ξ0‖

2
L2(Rn)

)
e−(2γ−‖δ‖2

l2)t ≤ lim
t→∞

‖D1‖
2
P2(Z)

e−(2γ−‖δ‖2
l2)t = 0, (5.18)

where ξ0 = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t).

Lemma 5.4. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution

k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

E

(
‖v2 (τ, τ − t, 0)‖2H1(Rn)

)

≤M4 +M4

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

2

L2(Rn)
+ ‖θ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t), η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and

M4 is a positive constant independent of τ and D1.

Proof. By (5.17) and Ito’s formula, we get that for all τ ∈ R and t ≥ 0,

‖∇v2 (τ, τ − t, 0)‖2 + 2γ

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇v2 (s, τ − t, 0)‖2ds

=2β

∫ τ

τ−t
(∇v2 (s, τ − s, 0) ,∇u (s, τ − t, ξ0)) ds+ 2

∫ τ

τ−t
(∇G2 (s, x) ,∇v2 (s, τ − t, 0)) ds

+

∫ t

τ−t
‖∇ (δ (s, v2 (s)))‖

2ds+ 2

∫ t

τ−t
(∇ (δ (s, v2 (s))) ,∇v2 (s, τ − t, 0))dW (s) .

(5.19)

21



For the first term on the right-hand side of (5.19), we can get

2β

∫ τ

τ−t
(∇v2 (τ, τ − s, 0) ,∇u (s, τ − t, ξ1)) ds

≤
γ

2

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇v2 (τ, τ − s, 0)‖2ds+

2

γ
β2
∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇u (s, τ − t, ξ1)‖

2ds.

(5.20)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (5.19), we can get

2

∫ τ

τ−t
(∇G2 (s, x) ,∇v2 (s, τ − t, 0)) ds

≤
γ

2

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇v2 (τ, τ − s, 0)‖2ds+

2

γ

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇G2 (s)‖

2ds.

(5.21)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (5.19), by (3.18) we can get

∫ t

τ−t
‖∇ (δ (s, v2 (s)))‖

2ds ≤ 2

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2‖δ‖2l2

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇v2 (s)‖

2ds. (5.22)

It follows from (5.19)-(5.22) we can get

E

(
‖∇v2 (τ, τ − t, 0)‖2

)
+
(
γ − 2‖δ‖2l2

) ∫ τ

τ−t
E

(
‖∇v2 (τ, τ − t, 0)‖2

)
ds

≤
2

γ
β2
∫ τ

τ−t
E

(
‖∇u (s, τ − t, ξ1)‖

2
)
ds+

2

γ

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇G2 (s)‖

2ds+ 2

∫ τ

τ−t
‖∇θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)ds.

(5.23)

By Gronwall inequality, we can get

E

(
‖∇v2 (τ, τ − t, 0)‖2

)
≤

2

γ
β2
∫ τ

τ−t
e

(

γ−2‖δ‖2
l2

)

(s−τ)
E

(
‖∇u (s, τ − t, ξ0)‖

2
)
ds

+
2

γ

∫ τ

−∞
e

(

γ−2‖δ‖2
l2

)

(s−τ)
‖∇G2 (s)‖

2ds+ 2

∫ τ

−∞
e

(

γ−2‖δ‖2
l2

)

(s−τ)
‖∇θ2 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)ds,

which together with (3.11) and Lemma 5.3 completes the proof.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution

k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

E

(∫

|x|≥
√
2n

(
|u (τ, τ − t, ξ0) (x)|

2 + |v (τ, τ − t, ξ0) (x)|
2
)
dx

)
< ε,

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
, with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t).
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Proof. Let ρ : Rn → [0, 1] be a cut-off smooth function such that for any s ∈ R
+,

ρ (s) =





0, 0 ≤ s ≤ 1,
0 < ρ (s) < 1, 1 < s < 2,
1, s ≥ 2.

(5.24)

Let c4 = sup
s∈R+

|ρ′ (s)|, n be a fixed integer and ρn = ρ
(
|x|2
n2

)
. By (4.3) we have for all t ≥ τ ,

eηt
(
β‖ρnu (t)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (t)‖
2
)
+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
∇
(
ρ2nu (s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds

+ 2βλ

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnu (s)‖
2ds− η

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
β‖ρnu (t)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (t)‖
2
)
ds

+ 2αγ

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnv (s)‖
2ds+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
f
(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

=eηt
(
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
)
+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
G1

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

+ 2α

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
G2 (s, x) , ρ

2
nv (s)

)
ds + α

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnδ (s, v (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

+ β

∫ t

τ

eηs
∥∥ρnσ

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds+ 2α

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
δ (s, v (s)) , ρ2nv (s)

)
dW (s)

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
dW (s) ,

(5.25)

P-almost surely. Given m ∈ N, denote by

τm = inf{t ≥ τ : ‖k (t)‖ ≥ m}.

By (5.25) we get for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
eη(t∧τm)

(
β‖ρnu (t ∧ τm)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (t ∧ τm)‖
2
))

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
∇
(
ρ2nu (s)

)
,∇u (s)

))
ds

≤E

(
eητ
(
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
))

+ (η − 2λ)

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
β‖ρnu (s)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (s)‖
2
)
ds

− 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
f
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
G1

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

)

+ 2αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
G2 (s) , ρ

2
nv (s)

)
ds

)
+ αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs ‖ρnδ (s, v (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

+ βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∥∥ρnσ

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

)
.

(5.26)
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Note that

− 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
∇
(
ρ2nu (s)

)
,∇u (s)

)
ds

)
= −2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n|∇u (s)|
2dxds

)

− 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

2n−1u (s, x) ρn (x)∇ρ
(x
n

)
∇u (s, x) dxds

)

≤4n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs ‖u (s)‖ ‖∇u (s)‖ ds

)

≤2n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)E

(∫ t

τ

eηs ‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn) ds

)
.

(5.27)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (5.26), by (3.2) we can get

− 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
f
(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

)

≤− 2βα1E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n|u (s)|
pdxds

)
+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηsE
(
‖u (s)‖2

)∫

Rn

ρ2nψ1 (x) dxds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn) ‖ρnu (s)‖
2ds

)
+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x) |φ1 (s, x)| dxds

)

≤2β

∫ t

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn)E

(
‖ρnu (s)‖

2
)
ds+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x) |φ1 (s, x)| dxds

)

+ 2βE

(∫

Rn

ρ2n (x)ψ1 (x) dx

∫ t

τ

eηsE
(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

)
− 2βα1E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n|u (s)|
pdxds

)
.

(5.28)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (5.26), by (3.7) and Young’s inequality we can get

2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
G1

(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, ρ2nu (s)

)
ds

)

≤2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x)φg (s, x) |u (s, x)| dxds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x)

(
φ7 (s, x) |u (s)|

2 + ψg (x) |u (s)|

√
E

(
‖u (s)‖2

))
dxds

)

≤βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x)
(
η|u (s, x)|2 + η−1|φg (s, x)|

2
)
dxds

)

+ βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∫

Rn

ρ2n (x)
(
(2φ7 (s, x) + ψg (x)) |u (s)|

2 + |ψg (x)|E
(
‖u (s)‖2

))
dxds

)

≤βη−1

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnφg (s)‖
2ds+ β

∥∥ρ2nψg
∥∥

L1(Rn)

∫ t

τ

eηsE
(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

+ β

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
η + 2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
E

(
‖ρnu (s)‖

2
)
ds.

(5.29)
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For the fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.26), we can get

2αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
G2 (s) , ρ

2
nv (s)

)
ds

)

≤
1

2
αηE

(∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnv (s)‖
2ds

)
+ 2αη−1

E

(∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
2ds

)
.

(5.30)

For the last two terms on the right-hand side of (5.26), by (3.15) and (3.16) we can get

βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
∥∥ρnσ

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

)
+ αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs ‖ρnδ (s, v (s))‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

≤2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ1 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds

)
+ 4β ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2 E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖ρnu (s)‖
2ds

)

+ 8β‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs
(
1 + E

(
‖u (s)‖2

))
ds

)

+ 2α

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ2 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2α‖δ‖2l2

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnv (s)‖
2ds

≤2β

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ1 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 4β ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

∫ t∧τm

τ

eηsE
(
‖ρnu (s)‖

2
)
ds

+ 8β‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 η

−1eηt + 8β‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2

∫ t

τ

eηsE
(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

+ 2α

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ2 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2α‖δ‖2l2

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnv (s)‖
2ds.

(5.31)

It follows from (5.26)-(5.31) that for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
eη(t∧τm)

(
β‖ρnu (t)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (t)‖
2
))

≤E

(
eη(t∧τm)

(
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
))

+ 2αη−1
E

(∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
2ds

)

+ 2n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)E

(∫ t

τ

eηs ‖u (s)‖2H1(Rn) ds

)
+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnφ1 (s)‖
2
L1(Rn)ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ1 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2α

∫ t

τ

eηs ‖ρnθ2 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2)ds

+ 8β‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 η

−1eηt + βη−1

∫ t

τ

eηs‖ρnφg (s)‖
2ds

+

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
2η − 2λ+ 2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖ρnu (s)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (s)‖
2
)
ds

+ 2

∫ t

τ

eηs
(
2 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2 + ‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖δ‖2l2

)
E

(
β‖ρnu (s)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (s)‖
2
)
ds

+

(
8‖ρnw‖

2 ‖β1‖
2
l2 + 2

∥∥ρ2nψ1

∥∥
L1(Rn)

+
∥∥ρ2nψg

∥∥
L1(Rn)

)∫ t

τ

eηsE
(
β‖u (s)‖2 + α‖v (s)‖2

)
ds.

(5.32)
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Taking the limit of (5.32) as m→ ∞, then replacing τ and t in (5.32) by τ − t and τ , respectively,

by Fatou’s lemma, (3.23) and Lemma 5.1 we can get that there exist c5 = c5 (τ) > 0 and T1 =

T1 (τ,D1) ≥ 1 such that t ≥ T1,

E

(
β‖ρnu (τ, τ − t, ξ1)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (τ, τ − t, ξ2)‖
2
)

≤e−ηtE
((
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
))

+ 2αη−1
E

(∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
2ds

)

+ 2β

∫ t

−∞
eηs ‖ρnφ1 (s)‖

2
L1(Rn)ds+ βη−1

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnφg (s)‖

2
L2(Rn)ds

+ 2β

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnθ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2α

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnθ2 (s)‖

2

L2(Rn,l2)ds

+ 2n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)c5 + 8β‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 η

−1

+

(
8‖ρnw‖

2 ‖β1‖
2
l2 + 2

∥∥ρ2nψ1

∥∥
L1(Rn)

+
∥∥ρ2nψg

∥∥
L1(Rn)

)
c5.

(5.33)

Note that Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t) and D1 ∈ D0, then we have

lim
t→∞

e−ηtE
((
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
))

≤ lim
t→∞

be−ηt ‖D1 (τ − t)‖2P2(L2(Rn)) = 0,

and hence for every ε > 0, there exists T2 = T2 (ε, τ,D1) ≥ T1 such that for all t ≥ T2,

e−ηtE
((
β‖ρnξ1‖

2 + α‖ρnξ2‖
2
))

<
ε

4
. (5.34)

Since G2 ∈ L∞ (
R, L2 (Rn)

)
and φ1 ∈ L∞ (

R, L1 (Rn)
)
we can get that there exists N1 = N1 (ε, τ) ∈

N such that for all n ≥ N1,

2αη−1
E

(∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
2ds

)
+ 2β

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnφ1 (s)‖

2
L1(Rn)ds

≤2αη−1

∫ τ

−∞

∫

|x|≥n
eη(s−τ) |G2 (s, x)|dxds+ 2β

∫ τ

−∞

∫

|x|≥n
eη(s−τ)|ρnφ1 (s)|

2dxds <
ε

4
.

(5.35)

By (3.26) we can get there exists N2 = N2 (ε, τ) ≥ N1 such that for all n ≥ N2,

2β

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnθ1 (s)‖

2
L2(Rn,l2)ds+ 2α

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnθ2 (s)‖

2

L2(Rn,l2)ds

+ βη−1

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ) ‖ρnφg (s)‖

2
L2(Rn)ds

≤2β

∫ τ

−∞

∫

|x|≥n
eη(s−τ)|ρnθ1 (s)|

2dxds+ 2α

∫ τ

−∞

∫

|x|≥n
eη(s−τ)|ρnθ2 (s)|

2dxds

+ βη−1

∫ τ

−∞

∫

|x|≥n
eη(s−τ)|ρnφg (s)|

2dxds <
ε

4
.

(5.36)
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For the last three term on the left-hand side of (5.33), we can get there exists N3 = N3 (ε, τ) ≥ N2

such that for all n ≥ N3,

2n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)c5 + 8‖ρnw‖
2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 η

−1 +

(
8‖ρnw‖

2 ‖β1‖
2
l2 + 2

∥∥ρ2nψ1

∥∥
L1(Rn)

+
∥∥ρ2nψg

∥∥
L1(Rn)

)
c5

≤2n−1‖∇ρ‖L∞(Rn)c5 + 8 ‖β1‖
2
l2 η

−1

∫

|x|≥n
w2 (x)dx

+

(
8 ‖β1‖

2
l2

∫

|x|≥n
w2 (x)dx+ 2

∫

|x|≥n
|ψ1 (x)|dx+

∫

|x|≥n
|ψg (x)|dx

)
c5 <

ε

4
.

(5.37)

It follows from (5.33)-(5.37) that for all t ≥ T2 and n ≥ N3,

E

(∫

|x|≥
√
2n

|u (τ, τ − t, ξ0) (x)|
2 + |v (τ, τ − t, ξ0) (x)|

2dx

)
≤ E

(
β‖ρnu (t)‖

2 + α‖ρnv (t)‖
2
)
< ε,

as desired.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26) hold, then for every τ ∈ R and

D1 = {D1 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D0, there exists T = T (τ,D1) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T , the solution

k = (u, v) of (3.21)-(3.22) satisfies

E

(
‖(u (τ, τ − s, ξ0) , v (τ, τ − s, ξ0))‖

4
L2(Rn)

)

≤M5 +M5

∫ τ

−∞
eη(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

4

L2(Rn)
+ ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

where ξ0 ∈ L2
Fτ−t

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0 ∈ D1 (τ − t), η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and

M5 is a positive constant independent of τ and D2.
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Proof. By (4.3) and Ito’s formula, we can get for all t ≥ τ ,

e2ηt
(
β‖u (t)‖4 + α‖v (t)‖4

)
+ 4β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2‖∇u (s)‖2ds

− 2η

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds+ 4βλ

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖4ds

+ 4β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
f
(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds + 4αγ

∫ t

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖4ds

=e2ητ
(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
+ 4α

∫ t

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖2 (G2 (s) , v (s))ds

+ 4β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
G1

(
s, x, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2 ‖σ (s, u,Lu)‖
2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds+ 2α

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖2 ‖δ (s, v (s))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

+ 4β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
‖u (s)‖2, ‖σ (s, u,Lu)‖

2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)
ds+ 4α

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
‖v (s)‖2, ‖δ (s, v)‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))

)
ds

+ 4β

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2 (σ (s, u,Lu) , u)dW (s) + 4α

∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖2 (δ (s, v (s)) , v)dW (s) .

(5.38)

P-almost surely. Given m ∈ N, denote by

τm = inf{t ≥ τ : ‖k (t)‖ ≥ m}.

Consequently we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
e2η(t∧τm)

(
β‖u (t ∧ τm)‖

4 + α‖v (t ∧ τm)‖
4
))

+ 4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2‖∇u (s)‖2ds

)

+ 2 (2λ− η)E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs
(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds

)

≤e2ητE
(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
− 4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
f
(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

)

+ 4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
G1

(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s,τ−t,ξ1)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

)

+ 4αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖2 (G2 (s, x) , v (s))ds

)

+ 6αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖2 ‖δ (s, v (s))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

+ 6βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
∥∥σ
(
s, u (s, τ − t, ξ1) ,Lu(s,τ−t,ξ1)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

)
.

(5.39)
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For the second term on the left-hand side of (5.39), we can get

− 4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
f
(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

)

≤4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn)‖u (s)‖
4ds

)

+ 4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
‖φ1 (s)‖L1(Rn) + ‖ψ1‖L1(Rn)E

(
‖u (s)‖2

))
ds

)

≤4β

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn)E

(
‖u (s)‖4

)
ds

)
+ 4βE

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2‖φ1 (s)‖L1(Rn)ds

)

+ 4β

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖ψ1‖L1(Rn)

(
E

(
‖u (s)‖2

))2
ds

)

≤

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
4‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + 4‖ψ1‖L1(Rn) +

1

3
η

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖4

)
ds

+ 12η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs ‖φ1 (s)‖
2
L1(Rn)ds.

(5.40)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (5.39), we can get

4βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
G1

(
s, x, u (s, x) ,Lu(s,τ−t,ξ1)

)
, u (s)

)
ds

)

≤2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs
(
η‖u (s)‖4 + η−1‖φg (s)‖

2‖u (s)‖2
)
ds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2‖ψg‖L1(Rn)E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs
(
2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
‖u (s)‖4ds

)

≤2βE

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
4

3
η‖u (s)‖4 +

3

4
η−3‖φg (s)‖

4

)
ds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2‖ψg‖L1(Rn)E

(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

)

+ 2βE

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn)

)
‖u (s)‖4ds

)

≤
3

2
η−3

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖φg (s)‖
4ds

)

+ 2

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn) +

4

3
η

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖4

)
ds.

(5.41)
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For the fourth and fifth term on the left-hand side of (5.39), we can get

4αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖2 (G2 (s, x) , v (s))ds

)

+ 6αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖2 ‖δ (s, v (s))‖2L2(l2,L2(Rn))ds

)

≤
2α

η
E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖2‖G2 (s)‖
2ds

)
+ 2αηE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖4ds

)

+ 12αE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖2 ‖θ2 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2) ds

)
+ 12α ‖δ‖2l2 E

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖4ds

)

≤
3

2
η−3

E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
4ds

)
+ 3αηE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

eηs‖v (s)‖4ds

)

+ 12α ‖δ‖2l2 E

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖v (s)‖4ds

)
+ 108αη−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs ‖θ2 (s)‖
4
L2(Rn,l2) ds.

(5.42)

For the last term on the left-hand side of (5.39), we can get

6βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
∥∥σ
(
s, u (s, τ − t, ξ1) ,Lu(s,τ−t,ξ1)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

)

≤12βE

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2 ‖θ1 (s)‖
2
L2(Rn,l2) ds

)

+ 48‖w‖2 ‖β1‖
2
l2 E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖2
(
1 + E

(
‖u (s)‖2

))
ds

)

+ 24 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖
2
l2 E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs‖u (s)‖4ds

)

≤
1

3
βη

∫ t

τ

e2ηsE
(
‖u (s)‖4

)
ds+ 108βη−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs ‖θ1 (s)‖
4
L2(Rn,l2) ds

+ 48β‖w‖2 ‖β1‖
2
l2

∫ t

τ

e2ηsE
(
‖u (s)‖4

)
ds+ 48β‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2

∫ t

τ

e2ηsE
(
‖u (s)‖2

)
ds

+ 24β ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖
2
l2

∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηsE
(
‖u (s)‖4

)
ds

≤

(
1

2
η + 48‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 + 24 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

)∫ t

τ

e2ηsE
(
β‖u (s)‖4

)
ds

+ 108η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds+ 1728η−2‖w‖4 ‖β1‖

4
l2 e

2ηt.

(5.43)
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It follows from (5.39)-(5.43) that for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
e2η(t∧τm)

(
β‖u (t ∧ τm)‖

4 + α‖v (t ∧ τm)‖
4
))

+ (4λ− 5η)E

(∫ t∧τm

τ

e2ηs
(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds

)

≤e2ητE
(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
+ 12η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs ‖φ1 (s)‖
2
L1(Rn)ds+

3

2
η−3

∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
4ds

+
3

2
η−3

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖φg (s)‖
4ds

)
+ 1728η−2‖w‖4 ‖β1‖

4
l2 e

2ηt

+ 108η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds

+ 4

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
‖φ1 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψ1‖L1(Rn) + 3‖δ‖2l2

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds

+ 2

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
2‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L∞(Rn) + ‖ψg‖L1(Rn)

)
E

(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds

+

(
1

2
η + 48‖w‖2 ‖β1‖

2
l2 + 24 ‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖γ1‖

2
l2

)∫ t

τ

e2ηsE
(
β‖u (s)‖4 + α‖v (s)‖4

)
ds.

(5.44)

Taking the limit of (5.44) as m→ ∞, by Fatou’s lemma and (3.24) we get that for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
e2ηt

(
β‖u (t)‖4 + α‖v (t)‖4

))

≤e2ητE
(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
+ 12η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs ‖φ1 (s)‖
2
L1(Rn)ds+

3

2
η−3

∫ t

τ

eηs‖G2 (s)‖
4ds

+
3

2
η−3

(∫ t

τ

e2ηs‖φg (s)‖
4ds

)
+ 1728η−2‖w‖4 ‖β1‖

4
l2 e

2ηt

+ 108η−1

∫ t

τ

e2ηs
(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds.

(5.45)

Replacing τ and t in (5.45) by τ − t and τ , respectively, we have for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
β‖u (t)‖4 + α‖v (t)‖4

)

≤e−2ηt
E

(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
+ 12η−1

∫ τ

τ−t
e2η(s−τ) ‖φ1 (s)‖

2
L1(Rn)ds+

3

2
η−3

∫ τ

τ−t
eη(s−τ)‖G2 (s)‖

4ds

+
3

2
η−3

∫ τ

τ−t
e2η(s−τ)‖φg (s)‖

4ds+ 1728η−2‖w‖4 ‖β1‖
4
l2

+ 108η−1

∫ τ

τ−t
e2η(s−τ)

(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds.

Note that Lξ0 ∈ D2 (τ − t) and D2 ∈ D, then we have

lim
t→∞

e−2ηt
E

(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
≤ e−2ητ lim

t→∞
e2η(τ−t) ‖D2 (τ − t)‖4P4(L2(Rn)) = 0,
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and hence there exists T = T (τ,D2) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T ,

e−2ηt
E

(
β‖ξ1‖

4 + α‖ξ2‖
4
)
≤ 1.

Further we can get that for all t ≥ T ,

E

(
β‖u (t)‖4 + α‖v (t)‖4

)

≤1 + 6η−1 ‖φ1 (s)‖
2
L∞(R,L1(Rn)) +

3

2
η−3 ‖φ1 (s)‖

2
L∞(R,L2(Rn)) + 1728η−2‖w‖4 ‖β1‖

4
l2

+
3

2
η−3

∫ τ

τ−t
e2ηs‖φg (s)‖

4ds+ 108η−1

∫ τ

τ−t
e2ηs

(
β ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + α ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds,

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 (3.21)-

(3.22) in P4(L
2 (Rn)). For this purpose, we first define a non-autonomous dynamical system in

P4(L
2 (Rn)). Given τ, t ∈ R with t ≥ τ , define P ∗

τ,t : P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
→ P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
, then for every

µ ∈ P4

(
L
2 (Rn)

)
,

P ∗
τ,tµ = Lk(t,τ,ξ0), (6.1)

where k (t, τ, ξ0) is the solution of (3.19) with ξ0 ∈ L4
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
such that Lξ0 = µ. Moreover,

for every t ∈ R
+ and τ ∈ R, define S (t, τ) : P4(L

2 (Rn)) → P4(L
2 (Rn)) by, for all µ ∈ P4(L

2 (Rn)),

S (t, τ)µ = P ∗
τ,τ+tµ. (6.2)

According to the uniqueness of solutions of (3.21)-(3.22), we can get that for all t, s ∈ R
+, τ ∈ R

and ξ0 ∈ L4
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
,

k (t+ s+ τ, τ, ξ0) = k (t+ s+ τ, s+ τ, k (s+ τ, τ, ξ0)) .

Further we can get that for all t, s ∈ R
+, τ ∈ R and µ ∈ P4(L

2 (Rn)),

S (t+ s, τ)µ = S (t, s+ τ) (S (s, τ)µ) . (6.3)

Next we will prove S is weakly continuous over bounded subsets of P4(L
2 (Rn)), which is devoted

to obtain S is weakly continuous over bounded subsets of
(
P4(L

2 (Rn)), dP(L2(Rn))

)
.
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Lemma 6.1. Suppose (H1)− (H4) hold. Let ξ0, ξ0,n ∈ L4
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
such that E

(
‖ξ0‖

4
L2(Rn)

)
≤

K and E

(
‖ξ0,n‖

4
L2(Rn)

)
≤ K for some K > 0. If Lξ0 → Lξ0,n weakly, then for every τ ∈ R and

t ≥ τ , Lk(t,τ,ξ0) → Lk(t,τ,ξ0,n) weakly.

Proof. Since Lξ0 → Lξ0,n weakly, by the Skorokhov theorem, there exist a probability space(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃

)
and random variables ξ̃0 and ξ̃0,n defined in

(
Ω̃, F̃ , P̃

)
such that the distributions of

ξ̃0 and ξ̃0,n coincide with that of ξ0 and ξε0,n, respectively. Furthermore, ξ̃0,n → ξ̃0 P̃ -almost surely.

Note that ξ̃0 , ξ̃0,n and W can be considered as random variables defined in the product space(
Ω× Ω̃,F × F̃ ,P× P̃

)
. So we may consider the solutions of the stochastic equation in the product

space with initial data ξ0 and ξ0,n, instead of the solutions in (Ω,F ,P) with initial data ξ̃0 and

ξ̃0,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 ξ̃0,n → ξ̃0

(
P× P̃

)

-almost surely, without loss of generality, we simply assume that ξ0,n → ξ0 P -almost surely. Let

yn = u (t, τ, ξ1)− un (t, τ, ξ1,n) and zn = v (t, τ, ξ2)− vn (t, τ, ξ2,n).

For the first equation of (3.21) we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

dyn (t)−∇yn (t) + λyn (t) dt+ αzn (t) dt+
(
f
(
t, u (t) ,Lu(t)

)
− f

(
t, un (t) ,Lun(t)

))
dt

=
(
G1

(
t, u (t) ,Lu(t)

)
−G1

(
t, un (t) ,Lun(t)

))
dt+

(
σ
(
t, u (t) ,Lu(t)

)
− σ

(
t, un (t) ,Lun(t)

))
dW (t) .

For the second equation of (3.21) we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

dzn (t) + γzn (t) dt− βzndt =

∞∑

k=1

δkzn (t)dWk (t) .

Then from above equations and by Ito’s formula we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

(
β‖yn (t)‖

2 + α‖zn (t)‖
2
)
+ 2β

∫ t

τ

‖∇yn (s)‖
2ds

+ 2βλ

∫ t

τ

‖yn (s)‖
2ds+ 2αγ

∫ t

τ

‖zn (s)‖
2ds

=β‖ξ1 − ξ1,n‖
2 + α‖ξ2 − ξ2,n‖

2 − 2β

∫ t

τ

(
f
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− f

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

))
ds

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(
G1

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
−G1

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)
, yn (s)

)
ds

+ β

∫ t

τ

∥∥σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− σ

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

+ α

∞∑

k=1

∫ t

τ

‖δkzn (s)‖
2ds+ 2α

∞∑

k=1

∫ t

τ

(δkzn (s) , zn (s))dW (s)

+ 2β

∫ t

τ

(
σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− σ

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)
, yn (s)

)
dW (s) .

(6.4)

33



For the second term on the right-hand, by (3.3) and (3.4) we can get

− 2β

∫ t

τ

(
f
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− f

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)
, yn (s)

)
ds

=− 2β

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(
f
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− f

(
s, u (s) ,Lun(s)

))
yn (s)ds

− 2β

∫ t

τ

∫

Rn

(
f
(
s, u (s) ,Lun(s)

)
− f

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

))
yn (s) ds

≤β

∫ t

τ

((
2‖φ4 (s)‖L∞(Rn) + ‖φ3 (s)‖L∞(Rn)

)
‖yn (s)‖

2 + E

(
‖yn (s)‖

2
)
‖φ3 (s)‖L1(Rn)

)
ds.

(6.5)

For the third term on the right-hand, similarly by (3.8) we can get

2β

∫ t

τ

(
G1

(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
−G1

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)
, yn (s)

)
ds

≤β

∫ t

τ

(
3‖φ7 (s)‖L∞(Rn)‖yn (s)‖

2 + E

(
‖yn (s)‖

2
)
‖φ7 (s)‖L1(Rn)

)
ds.

(6.6)

For the fourth term on the right-hand, by (3.18) we can get

β

∫ t

τ

∥∥σ
(
s, u (s) ,Lu(s)

)
− σ

(
s, un (s) ,Lun(s)

)∥∥2
L2(l2,L2(Rn))

ds

≤2β ‖lσ1‖
2
l2

∫ t

τ

(
‖w‖2L∞(Rn) ‖yn (s)‖

2 + ‖w‖2E
(
‖yn (s)‖

2
))

ds.

(6.7)

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

α

∞∑

k=1

∫ t

τ

‖δkzn (s)‖
2
ds ≤ α

(
λ+ ‖δ‖2l2

)∫ t

τ

‖zn (s)‖
2
ds. (6.8)

It follows from (6.4)-(6.7) we can get that for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
β‖yn (t)‖

2 + α‖zn (t)‖
2
)

≤E

(
β‖ξ1 − ξ1,n‖

2 + α‖ξ2 − ξ2,n‖
2
)

+
(
2‖φ4‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)) + 3‖φ7‖L∞(Rn)

)∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖yn (s)‖

2 + α‖zn (s)‖
2
)
ds

+
(
‖φ3‖L∞(R,L∞(Rn)∩L∞(Rn)) + ‖δ‖2l2

)∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖yn (s)‖

2 + α‖zn (s)‖
2
)
ds

+ 2 ‖Lσ‖
2
l2

(
‖w‖2L∞(Rn) + ‖w‖2

) ∫ t

τ

E

(
β‖yn (s)‖

2 + α‖zn (s)‖
2
)
ds.

(6.9)

By (6.9) and Gronwall’s lemma, we can get for all t ≥ τ ,

E

(
β‖yn (t)‖

2 + α‖zn (t)‖
2
)
≤ E

(
α‖ξ2 − ξ2,n‖

2 + β‖ξ1 − ξ1,n‖
2
)
ec7(t−τ).
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Since E
(
‖ξ0,n‖

4
L2(Rn)

)
≤ K, we see that the sequence {ξ0,n}

∞
n=1 is uniformly integrable in L2

Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
.

Then using the assumption that ξ0,n → ξ0 P-almost surely, we obtain from Vitali’s theorem that

ξ0,n → ξ0 in L2
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
, which along with (6.9) shows that k (t, τ, ξ0,n) → k (t, τ, ξ0) in

L2
Fτ

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
and hence also in distribution.

Next we will show that the system (3.21)-(3.22) has a closed D-pullback absorbing set.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose assumption (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.27) hold, then S has a closed D-

pullback absorbing set B ∈ D which is given by, for each τ ∈ R,

B (τ) =

{
µ ∈ P4(L

2 (Rn)) :

∫

L2(Rn)
‖ξ‖4µ (dξ) ≤ R (τ)

}
, (6.10)

where R (τ) is given by

R (τ) =M5 +M5

∫ τ

−∞
e2η(s−τ)

(
‖φg (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds, (6.11)

where η > 0 is the same number as in (3.23) and M5 > 0 is the same constant in Lemma 5.6 which

is independent of τ .

Proof. Obviously B (τ) is a closed subset of P4(L
2(Rn)). By (6.2) and Lemma 5.6, we can get that

for every τ ∈ R and D2 ∈ D there exists T = T (τ,D2) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T ,

S (t, τ − t)D2 (τ − t) ⊆ B (τ) . (6.12)

Finally, by (3.27) and (6.10) we have, as τ → −∞,

e2ητ ‖B (τ)‖4P4(L2(Rn))

=e2ητM6 +M6

∫ τ

−∞
e2ηs

(
‖φg (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ1 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2) + ‖θ2 (s)‖

4
L2(Rn,l2)

)
ds→ 0,

which shows that B = {B (τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D. Therefore, by (6.12) we find that B as given by (6.10)

is a closed D-pullback absorbing set for S.

Let χn = χn1 + χn2 , for n ∈ N, where {χn}∞n=1, {χn1}
∞
n=1 and {χn2}

∞
n=1 are X-valued random

sequence.

Lemma 6.3. [17] Assume {L(χn1 )}
∞
n=1 are tight and E(‖χn2‖

2
X) convergence to zero. Then {L(χn)}∞n=1

are also tight.

Given τ ∈ R, D2 ∈ D, tn → ∞ and µn ∈ D2 (τ − tn), hereafter we will prove the sequence

{S (tn, τ − tn)µn}
∞
n=1 has a convergent subsequence in (P4(L

2 (Rn)), dP(L2(Rn))).
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Lemma 6.4. Suppose assumption (H1)-(H4), (3.23) and (3.26)-(3.27) hold. Then S is D-pullback

asymptotically compact in (P4(L
2 (Rn)), dP(L2(Rn))).

Proof. Denote ξ0,n ∈ L4
Fτ−tn

(
Ω,L2 (Rn)

)
with Lξ0,n = µn, we consider the solution k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)

of (3.21)-(3.22) with initial data ξ0,n at initial time τ − tn. We first prove the distributions of

{k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)}
∞
n=1 are tight in L

2 (Rn).

Let ρ : Rn → [0, 1] be the smooth cut-off function given by (5.24), and ρm (x) = ρ
(
x
m

)
for every

m ∈ N and x ∈ L2 (Rn). Then the solution k can be decomposed as

k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) = ρmk (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) + (1− ρm) k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) .

Further we depose the (1− ρm) k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) as

(1− ρm) k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) = (1− ρm) k1 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) + (1− ρm) k2 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) , (6.13)

where

(1− ρm) k1 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) = (1− ρm) (0, v1 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)) , (6.14)

and

(1− ρm) k2 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) = (1− ρm) (u (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) , v2 (τ, τ − tn, 0)) . (6.15)

By (5.18) we can get

E

(
‖(1− ρm) k1 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖

2
)
→ 0, as n→ ∞. (6.16)

Then from (6.13)-(6.16) and Lemma 6.3 we can get
{
L(1−ρm)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

is tight as along as{
L(1−ρm)k2(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

is tight. By Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 we can get that for every τ ∈ R

and D2 = {D2 (t) : t ∈ R} ∈ D there exist N5 = N5 (τ,D2) > 0 such that for all n ≥ N5,

E

(
‖u (τ, τ − tn, ξ1,n)‖

2
H1(Rn) + ‖v2 (τ, τ − tn, 0)‖

2
H1(Rn)

)
≤ c8. (6.17)

By (6.17) we can get that for all m ∈ N and n ≥ N5,

E

(
‖(1− ρm) k2 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖

2
H1(Rn)

)
≤ c9. (6.18)

By (6.18) and Chebyshev’s inequality we can get that there exists R(ǫ, τ) > 0 such that for all

m ∈ N and n ≥ N5,

P

({
‖(1− ρm) k2 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖H1(Rn) > R(ǫ, τ)

})
≤ ǫ. (6.19)
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Denote

Zǫ =
{
k2 ∈ H

1 (Rn) : ‖k2‖H1(Rn) ≤ R (ǫ, τ) ; k2 (x) = 0 for a.e. |x| > m
}
.

Then Zǫ is a compact subset of L2 (Rn), by (6.19) we can get that for all m ∈ N and n ≥ N5,

P

({
‖(1− ρm) k2 (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖H1(Rn) ∈ Zǫ

})
> 1− ǫ. (6.20)

Note that δ > 0 is arbitrary, by (6.20) we can get that for all m ∈ N and n ≥ N5,

{
L(1−ρm)k2(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

is tight in L
2 (Rn) . (6.21)

Further we can get that the sequence
{
L(1−ρm)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

is tight in L
2 (Rn). Next we will use

the uniform tail-estimates to prove
{
Lk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

also is tight in L
2 (Rn). According to Lemma

5.4 we can get that for every ε > 0, there exists N6 = N6 (ε, τ,D2) ∈ N and m0 = m0 (ε, τ) ∈ N

such that for all n ≥ N6,

E

(∫

|x|>m0

|k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n) (x)|
2dx

)
<

1

9
ε2. (6.22)

By (6.22) we can get that for all m ∈ N and n ≥ N6,

E

(
‖ρm0k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖

2
)
<

1

9
ε2. (6.23)

By (6.23) we can see that
{
L(1−ρm0)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞

n=N6

is tight in L
2 (Rn), and hence there exist

n1, · · · nl ≥ N6 such that

{
L(1−ρm0)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞

n=N9

⊆
l⋃

j=1

B

(
L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

),
1

3
ε

)
, (6.24)

where B

(
L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

), 13ε

)
is the 1

3ε -neighborhood of L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

) in the

space
(
P4(L

2 (Rn)), dP(L2(Rn))

)
. Given n ≥ N6, by (6.24) we can get that there exist j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , l}

such that

L(1−ρm0)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)
⊆ B

(
L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

),
1

3
ε

)
. (6.25)
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By (6.23) and (6.25) we can get that

dP(Z)

(
Lk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n),Lk

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

)

)

= sup
ψ∈Lb(Z),‖ψ‖Lb

≤1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

ψdLk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n) −
∫

Rn

ψdL
k
(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

)

∣∣∣∣

= sup
ψ∈Lb(Z),‖ψ‖Lb

≤1

∣∣E (ψ (k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)))− E
(
ψ
(
k
(
τ, τ − tn, ξ0,nj

)))∣∣

≤ sup
ψ∈Lb(Z),‖ψ‖Lb

≤1
|E (ψ (k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)))− E (ψ (1− ρm0) k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n))|

+ sup
ψ∈Lb(Z),‖ψ‖Lb

≤1

∣∣E (ψ (1− ρm0) k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n))− E
(
ψ (1− ρm0) k

(
τ, τ − tnj

, ξ0,nj

))∣∣

+ sup
ψ∈Lb(Z),‖ψ‖Lb

≤1

∣∣E
(
ψ (1− ρm0) k

(
τ, τ − tnj

, ξ0,nj

))
− E

(
ψ
(
k
(
τ, τ − tnj

, ξ0,nj

)))∣∣

≤E (‖ρm0k (τ, τ − tn, ξ0,n)‖) + E
(∥∥ρm0k

(
τ, τ − tnj

, ξ0,nj

)∥∥)

+ dP(Z)

(
L(1−ρm0)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

,L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

)

)

<
1

3
ε+

1

3
ε+

1

3
ε = ε.

(6.26)

Consequently we can get

{
L(1−ρm0)k(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞

n=N6

⊆
l⋃

j=1

B

(
L
(1−ρm0)k

(

τ,τ−tnj
,ξ0,nj

), ε

)
. (6.27)

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, by (6.27) we see that the sequence
{
Lk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n)

}∞
n=1

is tight in P(L2 (Rn)),

which implies that there exists ̟ ∈ P(L2 (Rn)) such that, up to a subsequence,

Lk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n) → ̟ weakly. (6.28)

It remains to show ̟ ∈ P(L2 (Rn)). Let B = {B (τ) : τ ∈ R} be the closed D-pullback absorbing

set of S given by (6.10). Then there exists N7 = N7 (τ,D2) ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N7,

Lk(τ,τ−tn,ξ0,n) ∈ B (τ) . (6.29)

Since B (τ) is closed with respect to the weak topology of P(L2 (Rn)), by (6.28)-(6.29) we obtain

̟ ∈ B (τ) and thus ̟ ∈ P4(L
2 (Rn)). This completes the proof.

We now prove the existence and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors of S.
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Theorem 6.5. If (H1)− (H4), (3.23) and (3.26)-(3.27) hold, then S associated with (3.21)-(3.22)

has a unique D-pullback measure attractor A = {A (τ) : τ ∈ R} ∈ D in P4

(
L
2(Rn)

)
such that for

all τ ∈ R,

A (τ) = k (B, τ) = {ψ (0, τ) : ψ is a D-complete orbit of S}

= {ξ (τ) : ξ is a D-complete solution of S} ,

where B = {B (τ) : τ ∈ 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, 6.2 and 6.4.
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