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IMPROVED MOMENT ESTIMATES FOR INVARIANT MEASURES OF
SEMILINEAR DIFFUSIONS IN HILBERT SPACES AND APPLICATIONS

ABDELHADI ES-SARHIR AND WILHELM STANNAT

ABSTRACT. We study regularity properties for invariant measures of semilinear diffusions in a
separable Hilbert space. Based on a pathwise estimate for the underlying stochastic convolution,
we prove a priori estimates on such invariant measures. As an application, we combine such
estimates with a new technique to prove the L'-uniqueness of the induced Kolmogorov operator,
defined on a space of cylindrical functions. Finally, examples of stochastic Burgers equations
and thin-film growth models are given to illustrate our abstract result.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this work is to obtain improved moment estimates of invariant measures of semilinear
stochastic evolution equations of the type

dX (t) = <AX(t) + B(X(t)))dt + QAW t>0 (1.1)

defined on a separable real Hilbert space H. Here A is a self-adjoint linear operator of negative
type w on H having a compact resolvent, B is a nonlinear function with subdomain D(B) C H.
() is a symmetric positive definite operator and (W;);>0 is a cylindrical Wiener process in H
defined on a filtered probability space (£, F, (Ft)i>0, P).

Equation (1.1) can be read as an abstract formulation of many partial differential equations per-
turbed by random noise such as stochastic reaction diffusion, Allen-Cahn, Burgers and Navier-
Stokes equations. Existence and uniqueness of solutions to such equations are well studied, we
refer to the monographs by Da Prato, Zabczyk [8, 9], Cerrai [4] and the works [6, 15]. We will
be in particular interested in the situation, where (1.1) has a mild solution X (¢), ¢ > 0, with

a time-invariant distribution u = P o X(¢)~1.

Throughout this paper, we call such a solution
a stationary mild solution and p an invariant measure of (1.1). Given such a stationary mild
solution, we will then derive in Section 3 moment estimates on its time-invariant distribution

under appropriate assumptions on the coefficients of (1.1).

Moment estimates for invariant measures of stochastic partial differential equations have been
studied quite intensively for some time. Recently, in the case where B is locally Lipschitz, the
authors proved in [12] existence and moment estimates of an invariant measure p corresponding
to (1.1) under a Lyapunov type assumption on the coefficients A and B. These moment estimates
have been the main tool to discuss well-posedness of the parabolic Cauchy problem corresponding
to stochastic reaction diffusion or Allen-Cahn equations in L!(u). However, there are many
important examples, e.g. the stochastic Burgers equation, that are still not covered by our
analysis. The results in this paper can be seen as improved moment estimates on invariant
measures to semilinear diffusions under weaker assumptions on its coefficients.
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The main ingredient, to obtain our moment estimates, is a pathwise control on the stochastic
convolution arising in the mild formulation of (1.1). This idea is taken from the paper [14] by
Flandoli and Gatarek on stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, see also the paper [5] by Da Prato
and Debussche where the same idea has been applied to the stochastic Burgers equation. We
have generalized this technique and found simplified proofs to apply the same technique in an
abstract context. To illustrate this result we discussed at the end examples of stochastic Burgers
equations and thin-film growth models. We shall remark that the same result can be proved for
stationary solutions of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations in the spirit of Flandoli and Gatarek

[14].

The existence of a stationary mild solution is a rather weak assumption on the equation (1.1)
and in particular does not imply neither the existence of an associated full Markov process nor
an associated transition semigroup (F;)¢>0. The existence of (F;)¢>0, however, can be obtained
from the Hille-Yosida theory, in the case, where the Kolmogorov operator associated with (1.1)
(L, D(L)) (resp. its closure on suitable test functions) generates a Cp-semigroup in L'(H, p).
Based on the improved moment estimates on p we will therefore study the existence (and
uniqueness) of (P)¢>o in Section 4. The method which we follow here is new and different to
the one presented in [19] due the fact that the drift term B is not supposed to be dissipative
and the coefficients of the finite dimensional realization of L are not bounded. Hence we can not
use the classical theory by [17] to obtain uniform gradient estimates for the pseudo-resolvents
associated with finite dimensional approximations of L.

Let us now specify our precise assumptions:

(Ho) A is selfadjoint, [|e!4]| < e™! for certain w > 0 and its resolvent A~! (which exists) is
compact.

(H1) B : D(B) C H — H is a measurable vector-field, defined on a measurable subset
D(B) C H. We will always consider B as everwhere defined, by setting B(h) = 0 for

h ¢ D(B).
(Hz2) @ is a bounded, nonnegative, symmetric operator such that A and @ are simultaneously
diagonizable and there exist v €]0, 3[ such that for all ¢ > 0

t
/ 5721\ Qe |[35 ds < oo
0

(Hg) There exists a mild solution

t t
X(t) = Xo + / e =)AB(X (s))ds + / et=)A/Qdw,, t>0,
0 0

of (1.1) having a time-invariant distribution u =P o X (¢)~1.
We shall introduce the following interpolation spaces: For 6 € R let
Vo i= (D((=A)").1I - lo),  where [[zllg = (—A)z, (= 4)z) for = € Vp.
Hypotheses (Hz) implies that the stochastic convolution W4 (t) defined by

Wa(t) := / t et =)A/Qdw,

0
is well defined and satisfies the uniform moment estimate

M i B (Wa]2) = [ A7Vl dt< oo 0<y<v (1)
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See [11, 13] for more details.

2. PATHWISE ESTIMATES FOR STOCHASTIC CONVOLUTIONS

The aim of this section is to prove a pathwise estimate for the stochastic convolution associated
with the linear operator A. The estimate will be useful in the next section to obtain improved
moment estimates on . We start with the following 1-dimensional result:

Proposition 2.1. Let (5(t))t>0 be a 1-dimensional Brownian motion. For t > 0 set

t
W_x(t) = / e M=) dB(s), A > 0. (2.1)
0
Then for all § € (0,3)
sup |[W_x(t)] < X7%-CsM(6,T) (2.2)
0<t<T
with
Cs =T +1)+ 8, M(@OT):= sup 16) = Bls)]| 5§S)|
o<s<t<r [t — s
Moreover,

E(M(5,T)™) < M -T™z"9  for all m > 1. (2.3)
for some constant M that is independent of A and T.

Proof. 1t6’s product rule implies that

W_x( A/ AMt=5) 5 (s)

(2.4)
= / NI(B(0) — Bls)) ds + ML),
0
so that for t < T
W@ < )\/ M=) (1 — ) ds - M(8,T) + e~ - £ - M(5,T)
0
+oo
< <)\/ e 5% ds + %0 - AT ) - M(5,7T) (2.5)
0
=\ <F(6 +1)+ 556—5> - M(5,T).
The moment estimate (2.3) follows from Théoréme 3 in [18] (see also [1]). (]

We can now apply the Proposition to obtain a pathwise estimate on the stochastic convolution

t
Wa_a(t) := / =AU /0 dW (s), A > 0.
0

To this end, denote by (Ag)g>1 and (gx)r>1 the eigenvalues of —A and @ respectively corre-
sponding to the same eigenbasis (ey)r>1 in H. Then the last Proposition implies

Corollary 2.2. Let § € (0,3) and v € R. Then

+o00 2y
A gk 2
sup ||[W4_ <c§j7’f M. (5, T)2.
OStSTH A )\( )H'y ) — ()‘+)‘k)25 k( )

Here,
My(6,T) := sup 184() = Br(s)] kE>1

0<s<t<T It —s|? ’
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are independent random variables satisfying the moment estimate (2.3). In particular, if there
exists € > 0 such that

—+00
Z’Yvéve = Z AkTZ(é_v_E)qk < +OO7 (2'6)
k>1
then
sup [[Wax(®)[F <A™ - M e (2.7)
0<t<T

for some random variable Ms - ., independent of X, having finite moments of any order.

Proof. Clearly,

2
WA @2 = ZA (Wa_a(t ZAQ’Y(/ <*“k><“>\/q—kdﬁk<s>),

where 8, k > 1, are independent 1-dimensional Brownian motions. Proposition 2.1 now implies
that

+o00 2
A VQk 9
sup Wa_a(t <§)\qk sup o t2§(3’2§ Tk M(6,T)2.
0< H ”'y 0< ‘ ()\Jr)\ )( )’ 1 p ()\ + )\k)26 ( )
If Z, 5. < +oo, then
sup [[Wa_x(t)[1Z < A7 Mj,.c (2.8)
0<t<T

with
+00 s )
—o(§—~—
Mj,e = Cf Z)‘k (0= qe My (6,T)>.
k=1

For the proof of the last statement of the corollary, take m > 1. By Jensen’s inequality we can
write

m

1 —2(5— —2(5—

My = 2. <ZME S AT g M (8, T) ) <Z"; 1§ A 2O g My (8, T
) k=1 k=1

and using the moment estimate (2.3) we conclude that

OO
E(M(gme) < Z;”(S 51 Z)\EQ((S—W/—e)qu Lpm(1=28) _ ar Z;r’gel L pm(1-28) 0, (2.9)
where M is a universal constant. n

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES ON INVARIANT MEASURES

In this section we will prove improved moment estimates on the invariant distribution p of
a stationary mild solution of (1.1). The existence of a stationary mild solution is known in
many important applications that are covered by our setting, especially for stochastic Burgers
equations and thin-film growth models (see Section 5 below). For our analysis we need the
following assumptions. Fix 0 < 1 < 7 and assume

(H4) There exists € > 0 such that

—+00 s
—(§—o—
Loy b = § :)‘k (0= 6)Qk < 00,

k>1



IMPROVED MOMENT ESTIMATES FOR INVARIANT MEASURES OF SPDE’S 5

(Hs) There exist positive constants «, 3, v, 6 and s > 2 such that

(Ay+ By +w),y) < —alyll3, + Blwl3, - Iyl +~lwll3, +0
for all y € D(A), w € V,,.

For A > 0 consider the following decomposition
X(t) =Ya(t) + Wa-a(t), t=0, (3.1)

of the mild solution. It is then easy to see that Y)(t) satisfies the following semilinear evolution
equation in the mild sense

dY)(t) = <AYA(t) + )\WA,A(t)>dt + B(YA(t) + Wa_x(t))dt
with the random time-dependent nonlinearity B(- + Wa_x(t)).

Lemma 3.1. For any positive increasing C-function ¥ on RT we have

1d

57 PO < —%‘I”(HYA(t)HQ)HYA(t)H%l + V(IO RA). (3:2)

Where

A2 4 B
RA(t) = 0 +y[[Wax(@®)I5, + %HWA—A(QH%% , A= (a(ﬁMT(’m s) + 1)> :

Proof. We have for all A > 0

L9y ®I2) = VIO AYA®D + AWa_s(b) + BEA®) + Wa_r(0). Ya(0)

2dt
< WO (= al A, +BIWa a3, - @12,
FAIWaAB3, +8 + AWaa(0), Ya(1)))
V(O (= allAGIZ, + BIWa b3, - KO,
WA A @, + 6+ SR, + = IWar @I,

V(IO (=SB, +BIWa-AO, - IOIZ, + Ba(t)
with
s >‘2 2
BA(t) = HWaa®ll3, + 6+ 5= IWa a2,

Hence by using (Hy4) and Corollary 2.2 we can write

IWa x5, <A™ Mz (72, 5)
with
E(M7# (7y2,s)) < oo for all m > 1.

Thus

1d

5 VIO < CUOIP) (=512, + 8= Mr(. ) [AOI2, + Ba@®) -

1
In particular for A := (2(BMp(v2,s) + 1)) =* we have

;%wnm)u?) < W(HOP) (~FIMOIZ, + b))

which yields the proof of the lemma. ]



6 A. ES-SARHIR AND W. STANNAT

Proposition 3.2. Let 0 < v < v and let pu be the distribution of any stationary mild solution
of (1.1). Then

[llalPutiz) <o vp=0.
Proof. First note that for any ¢ > 0 there exist positive constants Dy, Do and D3 such that for

E(Rx(f)q) < Dy + DoE ([Wa-x(t)[132) + D3E <MT('Y2, 8) 2 [Wa_x(t)]? )q

-n
s—2

2 gs
< Dy + DoE ([War(®)]29) + Ds>—E (MT(W, 5)¢ s—z) (3.3)

S

2 ;
+ D3ZE ([Wax(®]™%,) -

-

Since E ([[Wa-x(t)[*%,) < E([Wa(t)[[33) < oo, inequality (3.3) now implies that IE(R)\(t)q) is
locally integrable w.r.t. ¢.

(SIS

For the proof of the moment estimate let us first consider p € [0,1] and define W(t) := (1 +1¢)2.
Then Lemma 3.1 implies that

L+ Mol

for finite strictly positive constants C, Co. Fix K > 0 and define Wg(t) := (1 +1)% A K,
Dy(t) =1 t(1+1)2"'. Then

D
2

<~ 12 (1+ [VA@)I2)? + CaRa(t)

{1+ 8 <K}

%‘I’K(HYA(UHQ) < —CiPr(|[YA(0)]1?) + CaRA()

again, hence

O + [ vt 1) ds
SACOREEY Ra(s) ds.
Since for 0 < p < 1 we have (1 + (s +£)2)% < (14 s2)% +? for all s,¢ > 0, we conclude that
LX)+ [ V) ds
< (+ MO+ WaaolF) A&+ [ b (VA()]) ds
<a+moP)iar+a | B (IVa()IP) ds + [Wa AP

t
< W(IXO)) +Ca [ Ra(s)ds + [Wasa®)P
0
Taking expectations and using stationarity of (X (t)):>o yields the inequality

& [ E@(InG)IP) ds < Ca [ B(RA(s) ds+E(IWar(©]F) < oc.
0 0

Since the right hand side does not depend on K, we can now take the limit K — oo to conclude
that

JE(MOI (4 1R ) ds < oo
0
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hence
t
[ EM@IP) ds <o
0

too, so that

t
0

¢ [ lalPutds) = [ EQX I ds
<o /O E(|YA(s)|IP) ds + 27 /0 E(|Wa(s)|?) ds

< 0.

For the general case p > 1 we proceed by induction. Suppose the assumption is proven for p
with 2p < n and consider now p > 1 with 2p < n + 1. Lemma 3.1 now implies that for finite
strictly positive constants C, Cy and C),

&+ molP)

P p_
2 2

< —CUMOIP L+ IO+ (1+ V012 Ra)

< =GO (1+ RO +C (RO + Ba@ ™ +1) -

Fix K > 0 and let U and ®x be as above, the last inequality now implies that
t
U ([IA@)I) + 01/0 O ([[Ya(s)[?) ds

¢
< U (1X(0)]%) + Cp/ (IVA()IP~H + Ra(s)P ™t + 1) ds.
0
Note that for p > 1 there exists a finite positive constant C5 such that
(1+(s+0%)2 < (14575 + Gy +127 1+ 1)

for all s,t > 0, so that the last inequality now implies that
t
‘I’K(HX(t)Hz)JrCl/O Cr([[Ya(s)I?) ds
t
ya
<A+ MO AR+ [ eyl ds
0
1 —
4 (@I + Waca®IP7 1 +1)
t
SWR(XOIR) 4, [ (NI + Balop +1) ds
0
1
+Co (IO + [War@ 1)
Taking expectations, using stationarity of (X (¢));>¢ and the fact that
p—3 ! p—1
E (01 + [ E(a)P™) ds < oo
0
by assumption on p, we conclude that
t t
G [ E @i (I5()17)) ds < Cp [ E(IMAGIP + Rafo ™ +1) ds
0 0

+C3 (E (@I 2) +E (IWar®)l) +1) < oo
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Again, the right hand side does not depend on K, hence taking the limit K — oo we conclude
that

/otE(HYA(S)HQ(l + [YA(s)][*)2 " ds < o0,
hence :
| BUm I s < o
and thus [ ||z|Pu(dz) < co too. ]

Our first main result in this paper now is the following;:

Theorem 3.3. Let y1 < 72 and assume hypotheses (Hg)-(Hs) hold. Then the invariant dis-
tribution p of any stationary mild solution (X(t))i>0 of (1.1) satisfies the following moment
estimates:

f |lz||?” p(dx) < oo for p > 0.
(i) [ llzl2]z]]* p(dz) < oo for p >0, o <.

Proof. Clearly, (i) follows from the previous Proposition. For the proof of (ii) note that Lemma
3.1 implies that for ¥(¢) = tP where p > 1

a t 3 t 3
O+ 5o [ VAP DIVAEIE, ds < ol + 20 [ AP R) ds

t t
< yyxu2p+2(p—1)/o 1Y (5)[27 ds+2/0 Ry(s)? ds.

(3.4)
From the interpolation inequality
J-c o
[zl < Cllzllo™ [l
and Young’s inequality, there exist positive constants C, C1, Cs such that
! 2(p—1 2 ! 2(p—1 220= 230
/ IWax()[PE VYA (s)]15 ds < C/ IWaa&)PP DY) g ™ [1Ya(s) " ds
0 0
t 71— t (3'5)
2 2 2p-1)5
<O YaG)llg = VA5, ds+Co [ [[Wax(s)l] 5 ds
0 0
Ya(s) oV [ Wa d < Ya(s) 2% ds W 3.6
H (s)llo™ I ()5, ds H (s)llo + H a-a(8)113, (3.6)
Puttlng this together with (3.4) and (3.5) ylelds
¢
[ IXGIR X6 ds < UXOIF + o [ IXIR ds+ s [ Rator ds
0

+@/mwxw%@

for some constants p; and Cj.
Taking expectations we obtain that

¢ [ el el ) =& (XX ds) < o

hence the assertion. n
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4. MAXIMAL DISSIPATIVITY OF THE KOLMOGOROV OPERATOR

In the previous section we discussed a priori estimates of invariant measures y for the equation
(1.1). Suppose for the moment that (1.1) has a unique mild solution X (¢,z), t > 0, for any initial
condition € H, that z — X (¢, ) is measurable for any ¢ and that the stationary solution X (),
t >0, of (1.1) can be represented as X () = X (¢, Xo), t > 0. Furthermore we take Q = (—A)%"
for some 7y < % It is then easy to see that in this case, the associated transition semigroup

Pip(x) = E(p(X(t 7)) , ¢ € By(H),

induces a Cg-semigroup of Markovian contractions (P;)¢>o on L'(H, 1), in fact on any LP(H, p)
for p € [1,00[. In the case where

(B(x),h),(x,h) € L'(u) for any h e D(A),

the corresponding infinitesimal generator L has the expression

Lo(x) = 5 Trn (VQD?6(2)/Q) + {r, ADp(x)) + (B(x), Dile)) @ € FCF(D(A)).
Here,
FCHD(A)) = { € CHH) | o) = f({w. 1), ), f € CRR™),m = 1,
hiye.o b € D(A)}

denotes the space of suitable cylindrical test functions (see Proposition 3.1 in [12] for a proof).
As an application of the improved moment estimates on u, obtained in the last section, we shall
discuss in this section whether (P;)¢>o is the only Co-semigroup in L'(H, 1) whose infinitesimal
generator extends (L, FCZ(D(A))). In this case we say that L is L'-unique.

In the general case, the mere existence of a stationary solution of (1.1) neither ensures the
existence of the associated transition semigroup (P;):>o nor the existence of its L'-counterpart
(P;)t>0, but only implies that the measure p is infinitesimally invariant for L, i.e.,

| Lot utdz) =0
H
for all ¢ € FCZ(D(A)) with Ly € L'(H, ).

However, in this case, (L, FCZ(D(A))) is dissipative, in particular closable, in L'(H,p) (see
[12]). Therefore, to obtain the existence (and also the uniqueness) of (P;)s>0, it is sufficient to
prove that the closure of L in L'(H, i) generates a Co-semigroup. The L!-counterpart (pt)tzo
will be Markovian and its existence can therefore be regarded as a first necessary step in the
construction of a full Markov process associated with (1.1).

For our analysis in this section we need the following assumptions:

(Ag) The measure p is infinitesimally invariant for L.

(A1) ||B|| € L'(H, i), where the vector field B : D(B) ¢ H — H is considered as a vector
field on all of H by setting B(z) =0 if x € H \ D(B).

(A2) For some 8 € (7o, 3), there exists C': Vg — V3 with [ ||C(£C)H% p(dx) < 400 such that

(B(x) = B(y),z —y) <z =yl +(C(z) - Cly)z —y) YayeV (4.1)
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In the following, let us define finite dimensional Galerkin approximations for L. To this end let
n
n: R"— H, (21,...,2,) — Zxkek

be the natural injection of R™ into H and
n: H—R" z— ((r,e1),...,{(x,en))
the natural projection of H on R". Let
A" :=m,0A0i,: R" - R"
and
B":=m,0oBoi,: R" -R", C":=m,0Co0i,: R" - R"

be the corresponding operator and vector-fields induced by A, B and C' on R™ and consider the
Kolmogorov operator

Lngp(x) = % kzl«_An)_Q%ek’ ek>9033k$k ($)+kzl<An£C—|—Bn($)—Cn(£C), 6k>9033k (x)’ pE Cl?(Rn)

We now make the following additional assumption on L.

(Ag) For n > 1, B™ and C™ are smooth, polynomially bounded vector-fields.

Note that (A2) now implies the one-sided Lipschitz condition
(A" + B"(z) = C"(z)) = (A"y + B"(y) = C"(y)),x —y) <0 =z, y eR",  (42)
for the finite-dimensional approximations of Az + B(z) — C(z).

Next, let U : H — Vj be a smooth vector field that is Lipschitz continuous w.r.t the H-norm
with Lipschitz constant Lip;; and denote by L7, the Kolmogorov operator

U‘p( +Z Un ek QOJJk( )7 p e Cl?(Rn)7

where U" = m,oU 04y, : R - R™, n > 1. (4.2) now implies the one-sided Lipschitz condition
(A" + B"(x) — C"(2) + U"()) — (A"y + B"(y) — C"(x) + U"(y)) ;= — y) < Lipy [|lz — y|*,
x, y € R™ which is equivalent with

(A" +D(B"—C"+U")&,€) <Lipy [¢]*  VEeR", (4.3)

Since the coefficients of L?; are smooth there exists for any f € CZ(R™) a solution C([0, +00) x
R™) U C12((0, +00) x R™) of the Cauchy-problem

loc

(4.4)

du(t,z) = Lju(t,xz)dt, for (t,z) € (0,400) x R"
u(0,z) = f(z), © € R,

satisfying ||ullcoc < [|flleo (and w > 0 if f > 0). In addition, there exists a semigroup of linear
operators (T )0 on Cp(R™) such that for f € C,(R™) the solution of (4.4) is represented as

u(t,z) =TV f(z), t>0, zeR"
(see Theorem 2.2.5 in [2]). According to Theorem 6.1.7 in [2] we also have the norm-estimates

17" Flles @y < Ol ler gy f € CHERM) (4.5)
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for some uniform constant C' > 0. A simple coupling argument shows that the constant in (4.5)
may be chosen to be ePul  taking into account (4.3). Note that this constant is independent
of n,n > 1.

In the following we will use the notation “@“ for ¢ € B(R") to denote the function ¢ = ¢ o m,.
Then

0 otherwise

(D(x).ex) = {%’“(m k=1,

and ¢ € FCZ(D(A)) if p € CER™). In particular TV" f € FCZ(D(A)) for t > 0, f € CZ(R").
We will also use the notation

[2lla = [line]la, 2 € R" € R,

The following a priori estimate is crucial.

Lemma 4.1. Let f € CZ(R™) and A > 0. Then for n > ng we have

t N eLipUt
[ e [0 s <4< [ 15— B di - 1y e
0 " ) H (4.6)
2fE+ 5 [ e = UnE, dul 7
H
Proof. Clearly, invariance of u implies for ¢ € FCZ(D(A)) that
1 2
s [ IDellZgdu=— [ Lopdu
2 Ju it
= —/ %wdu—/ (B—=DB"+C"—=U",Dp)p du
H H
< [ Lieedu+1Dellwlile [ 18- B du
H H
1 1
n n||2 2 2 2
w([rem=ome, ) ([ 10, @) el
H H
and thus
[ Dl du< —1 [ Lypgdn+alDelliel [ 1B 5" du
H H H (4.7)

ST /H lcm — U2, dp.

Inserting TU" f in (4.7), using |DTV" f|loo = [|DTY" flloo < eLipUSHfHCI}(R”O) and LETU" f =
%TSU " f, we obtain that

/ IDTT f|1%, dp < 4/ 1B = B"|| dps- PV || f [ ey
" H (4.8)

d in n n
2 [ SATPRdualfL [ Cn - 07, du.
o ds H

A

Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by e™** and using

a4
ds

(@7 < e L TT



12 A. ES-SARHIR AND W. STANNAT

we conclude for s < ¢ that
d
e—AS/ HDTSUanQ—'yO d/’[/ S —2/ d_ (e_)\S(TSUnf)Z) d,LL
H H as
4 [ 1B B due P2

+1e U7 [ llen = U, da.
H
Integrating the last inequality with respect to ds yields inequality (4.6). ]

Lemma 4.2. Let A > 0 and h € By(H) be such that
[ O=Dighdu=0 forallp € FCHD(A) o = F oy f € GHR™).
H

Then for n > ngy

eLipU t

[ o] < holalib + g Wil [ 15 - B
H H

HhH ¢ A 2 % 2 %
+ == e [ |IDTU" 1%, d ds> </ cr—un d> .
VA (/0 /HH P20 i HH o i

d n n
STV = LTV, s> 0,

(4.9)

Proof. Since

it follows for s < ¢ that

d S __
— e)‘s/ TU" fhdy = e)‘s/ (L% = N)TU" f hdu
dS H H

:e—AS/ (B" =B —C"+U",DTU" f)h dpu
H

< e P fll o gmoy - 1Pl /H 1B" — Bl du

1 1
2 _ 2
el ( / HC"—U"uiodu) ( / HDT;f”ﬂmdu) .

Integrating the last inequality with respect to s and applying Holder’s inequality to the second
term yields the assertion (4.9). L]

We are now ready to prove the main result

Proposition 4.3. Let A > 0 and suppose h € By(H) is such that
/ A=L)phdu=0 foral ¢c FCZD(A)).
H
Then h =0 p-a.e.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that h # 0. Then there exists ¢ = f o, for some f € CZ(R")

with
€= ‘/ gphd,u' > 0.
H

We may suppose that ¢ < 1.
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Let U : H — V3 be such that U is Lipschitz w.r.t. the H-norm and

e

1
2
[e-viza) <
<H 8 (1+ L= 2172 + 1)

NI

+ 417112 )
Since

tim [ U= 0" B dut [ 0= OB du=0,
H H

n—-+4o0o

and using the fact that vy < 8 we can find n. > ng such that

n||2 % n||2 %
sup ([ 10 -0mB,dn) "+ ([ o=z, an)
n>ne H H

€

S ; '
4 <T§° QIfI% +1)2 + %Hf\l%o)
In particular,
1
g
- 2 (e (201712, + ¥ + 41712

Let t. > 0 be such that e |||l [|hlloc < §. Since lim,, o0 [} [|B — B"||dp = 0, we can find
by Lemma 4.1 and (4.10) ne > n. such that

. /ta eAs/H HDW(@HQ_% u(de)ds < 2||f|% + 1. (4.11)

n>ne JO

Inserting (4.11) into (4.9) we obtain for n > 7. the estimate

\/’whw4 = o1l

eLipU te "
1 legeon Wil — [ 1B = B du

1
HhHOO (2H FHQ 1 % HUn CnH d
\/X o o

3e elipy tf n
< T+ I legaony bl [ 18 = Bl d

where the last inequality follows from (4.10). Consequently,

. 3e el 3e
[ onan] < timsun 5+ 1 ygeen 1l lau =2,
H nooo 4 b 4

which is a contradiction to our assumption. Thus A = 0 p-a.e. and the proof is complete. ]

We have thus proven the following

Theorem 4.4. Let (L,D(L)) be the closure of (L, FCZ(D(A))) in L*(H,p). Then (L, D(L))
generates a Cy-semigroup of contractions (Py)i>0 on LY(H,p), (P)i>o is Markovian and the
measure (L is (Pt)tzo—invarmnt.
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Proof. Proposition 4.3 implies that for A > 0 the range (A—L)(FCZ(D(A))) is dense in L*(H, p),
so that (A — L)(D(L)) = L*(H,p). An application of Lumer-Phillips’s theorem (see [10, The-
orem 3.15]) implies that L generates a Cp-semigroup (Pt)tzo of contractions. The proof of the
Markovianity of (P);>0 and its pu-invariance is exactly the same as the proof of the corresponding
statements in [12, Theorem 3.4]. "

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that (1.1) has a unique mild solution X (t,x), t > 0, for any initial
condition x € H, and that x — X(t,x) is measurable, t > 0. If the measure p is subinvariant
for the associated transition semigroup

Pip(x) = E(p(X(t,x))) , ¢ € By(H),

i.e., [Popdu < [@du for all ¢ € By(H), ¢ > 0, then Pup is a p-version of Pup for all
¢ € By(H).

For the proof of the Corollary, it is sufficient to note that under the assumptions made, the
transition semigroup (F;)¢>¢ induces a Cp-semigroup (pt)tzo on L'(H,u) whose infinitesimal
generator extends (L, FCZ(D(A))). Since the latter is L'-unique, we conclude that P, = P,
t>0.

5. APPLICATION
5.1. Stochastic Burgers equation. Let I = [0,1] C R and A = % be the Laplacian with
Dirichlet boundary conditions and consider the stochastic partial differential equation

dX(t,x) = <C§T)§(t,x) + 8$(X2(t,x))> dt +n(t,z), (t,z) eRyx1I, (5.1)

where n(t,r) = dW;(x) and (W) is a cylindrical Wiener process on L?(I) with covariance
operator Q = (—A)_270 for some 7 € (0, %) fixed. This implies in particular that the stochastic
convolution corresponding to (5.1) has a continuous version in V., := D((—A)"). Therefore
by using a similar argument as in [9, Chap 14] (see also [16]) one can prove the existence of a
unique mild solution X (¢), t > 0 of (5.1). Existence of an invariant probability measure p for
(5.1) has been shown in [7], [9]. We shall mention that in the sequel we will consider X (t), ¢ > 0
as a stationary solution for (5.1) (see section 1).

It is clear that the nonlinear part of the drift term B(u) := 9,(u?) is neither Lipschitz nor
one-sided Lipschitz. However, it is straightforward to check that

(B(u) — B(v),u —v) < %Hu - vHQ% + (WP = v u—v), wu ve V%, (5.2)
using the elementary inequality
%(a +b)2(a—b2 < (@® =) a—b), a beR.
We remark that the coefficients of (5.1) satisfy the following Lyapunov-condition

1
(Ay+ 0,y +w)) < —3 Il +alwl Iyl +Blwlly € DAL we V. (5.3)
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Indeed, for y, w € V1 it follows that
2
/(9x(y—|—w)2ydx = —Q/OIy-ywd:v—/@xy-Mde
I I I
1 1
< 710l + [ P o+ IR + elhagy
2 I 2
1
< Sl + ClewllZap Il + lewllza .
2 2

Using the Sobolev embedding Wiz(f) < L*(I) and the fact that the norm of Wi’Q(I) and V%
are equivalent, we conclude that

1
J outu+ w ydo < 51l + allwll Il + Bl (54)

for suitable constants a, 3, hence (5.3) follows. The eigenvalues of —A are given by A\, = +m2k?,
k > 1. It follows from Corollary 2.2 that for T" > 0 we have

sup [Waa(Dl2 <A Myye, A>0,
0<t<T

for some random variable Ms,, . with finite moments of any order, if

1

=, (5.5)

1
fi=(0+0) = (y+e) >, €05

4
because then

[e.e]

o [o¢]
DY N (S0 —7— _ _
Zyge =9 N 0T g = J NSO — N < oo
k=1 k=1 k=1

Theorem 3.3 now implies the following moment estimates

[ 11 ) < +00, p=0
(5.6)

—_

[ 11l ) < +00, pz0, o< 3.

The following Proposition will be crucial for the uniqueness of the Kolmogorov operator associ-
ated with (5.1).

Proposition 5.1. Let 8 € (3,70 + 3). Then
(i) [I1B(u)] € L' (n).
(ii) [lu*llg € L*(n)-

The proof is accomplished in the following three Lemmata.
Lemma 5.2. We have [ ||B(u)|| p(du) < 4oc.
Proof. First note that ||ul/c < Ci+€||u\|%+€ for any € > 0, so that
1B < uly Julle < € [lul}
and now the moment estimate (5.6) implies the assertion. [

Lemma 5.3. Let 3 € (3,1 + ). Then for p=1, 2, 3 we have

/ 1|13 u(du) + / 1?2 () < +o0.
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Proof. First note that Sobolev’s imbedding, followed by real interpolation, implies that for 6 > %

2+4p6
ullzery < CHUH p2o o S Clluflozz 2 < CHU\ "(“4‘” Nullg,
so that
—2 2+4p6
[l < CHUIHTﬁ [Jullg ™,

and now (5.6) implies that

P e P2
/HuHLP(DM(du)<+oo if 1+46§2<:>p§4(1+29).

Since 6 > 2 implies 4(1 + 26) > 7, we thus obtain that
[ 1P ) < -+
Let us now prove [ ||u3H% p(du) < +o0. To this end we consider again the decomposition

X =Y +Wa(t), t>0

of the mild solution of (5.1). Then for p > 1

1 _ dY;f 2p 1 d 2 2p—1
<dt” tHL2p(I)> —/ P2 dx + %<Y2+WA(Z?)) Y, dx

dY;\2 _ _1dY;
— -1 [ (G Y de -2 - ) [ wawy

&Y, o (5.7)
—p-1) [ Wa@P ) do
(229—1) dy; 2 1
< 2D (Y2 gy 0 (1WA + 1Vl )
Integrating (5.7) with respect to ¢ we conclude that
dy, 42 T
LI v e < ol +.0a [ a1l @ 69

Clearly, for some constant C' > 0 we have

—+00

4
1
E(HWA(t)H%S([)) <C (Z 7)\]1;_2%) < 400,

k=1

so that (5.8) implies that

/ <H<dYt) Y 1” > dt < CE(IYo] %)) + Ca + Co /OTE<||Y;||§I;M)) dt (5.9

for uniform constants C;, Cy and Cs. Next, observe that for 8 < % + o9 we have

supE (IWa(@®)|¥) < +o0, p=1,
t>0
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hence for T' > 0 we have

T 312 T T
L) a <o [ e(ner)as [ a(imaer) «)
0 0 0
T T
gc(/ E ||Y3|| dt+/ E IWa(t) |>dt>
0 0
T
<0 (T+E(Wollscn) + [ B(IH@I) o)
T
<0 (T+E(Xolley) + [ B(IX@Na) o)

T
= (T4 E(IXolle) + [ B(IX@IE) dr)

where the constant C' may change from line to line. Thus integrating with respect to p and
using the fact that (X;)¢>¢ is a stationary solution for (5.1) with invariant distribution p we get

r[ Hx3H%u(dw)§@<T+ [ sl nta) +7 [ Hw?’Wu(dw))-

This yields the statement of the lemma. [

If we denote by L the Kolomogorov operator associated with (5.1), we have by Theorem 4.4 the
closure (L, D(L)) of L in L'(H, ) generates a Cp-semigroup of contractions (P;);> on L'(H, p),
(P;)¢>0 is Markovian and the measure p is (P)s>o-invariant.

5.2. Stochastic equations modeling thin-film growth. Let us consider the following sto-
chastic partial differential equation

2
du(t,x) = <—8§4)u(t,x) + 0P u(t, z) — 0P <8xu(t,x)> > dt +n(t,z), (t,z)eRyxI,

(5.10)
where v > 0, n(t,r) = dW;(z) is a Wiener process on L?([0,1]) with covariance operator
satisfying

Qer = qrer, k>1, (qr)i>1 CL7(N),

and (eg)r>1 denotes the orthonormal basis of H := LZ([0,1]) = {f € L?([0,1]) fo =0}
consisting of eigenvectors of the self-adjoint extension of

A= —Wu +vdPuy

in H with periodic or Neumann boundary conditions.
Blomker and Hairer proved in [3] the existence of a stationary solution of (5.10). In particular,
they showed the existence of an invariant measure p satisfying the moment estimate

/ log(1 + l2|2) u(dz) < +oo.
H

The purpose of the example is to demonstrate how to obtain improved a priori moment estimates
on p, using Theorem 3.3. To this end note that the coefficients of (5.10) satisfy the inequality

1
(Ay + By +w),y) < = 7llyll3 + Bllwl [lyl* + 1wl (5.11)
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for suitable constants 8 and ~, since
1 2
/ 3§2><ax(y+w)) (@)y( dm—2/ 0P y(x) - Opy(x) - Dpw(x) dx—i—/ a2 )<3w(w)) dz
0
< ol + / (axy< ) (0ew@)” o+ Ll + 100l

2 2 2 4
< §Hy||% + CllOywliz2 0,1 1925 + 19wl La 0,17

(5.12)
Using the fact that wi? (0,1) ¢ W4(0,1) and HuH 2(0.1) < C’Hw”l_56, we conclude that
'@ 2 32 8 1112 2
[0 (3,(-+ ) @to) do < S0l + Blocully P+l (613)

for suitable constants /3, -y, hence (5.11) follows.

We can arrange the eigenvalues (A\g)g>1 of —A in such a way that A\, = 472k?(47%k? + v)
with multiplicity 1 (in the case of Neumann boundary conditions) or 2 (in the case of periodic
boundary conditions). Then (Hy) is satisfied for k : =6 —y — e > %, § € (0,1), because then

= 21274272 —2(0=7=¢) =
Zyse <23 (472K (42 + ) ) gloo <CY K™ if > L
k=1 k=1

Theorem 3.3 now implies the following improved a priori moment estimates

Corollary 5.4. For any invariant measure i of (5.10) we have

foH p(dx) < oo for p > 0.
(i) f Hfﬂllo\lfﬂllo p(dr) < oo forp>0, 0 < 3.
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