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ON LIMITING BEHAVIOR OF STATIONARY MEASURES
FOR STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION SYSTEMS WITH SMALL
NOISE INTENSITY*

By LIFENG CHEN, ZHAO DONG, JIFA JIANGT AND JIANLIANG ZHAI

The limiting behavior of stochastic evolution processes with small
noise intensity € is investigated in distribution-based approach. Let
1 be stationary measure for stochastic process X with small € and
X" be a semiflow on a Polish space. Assume that {°: 0 < ¢ < €0} is
tight. Then all their limits in weak sense are X°—invariant and their
supports are contained in Birkhoff center of X°. Applications are
made to various stochastic evolution systems, including stochastic
ordinary differential equations, stochastic partial differential equa-
tions, stochastic functional differential equations driven by Brownian
motion or Lévy process.

1. Introduction. Mumford [42] addressed that

“Stochastic differential equations are more fundamental and relevant to
modeling the world than deterministic equations ---. A major step in mak-
ing the equation more relevant is to add a small stochastic term. Even if
the size of the stochastic term goes to 0, its asymptotic effects need not.
It seems fair to say that all differential equations are better models of the
world when a stochastic term is added and that their classical analysis is
useful only if it is stable in an appropriate sense to such perturbations”.
This shows that it is important to check the asymptotic stability of stochas-
tic systems with small noise. For this purpose, a basic method is to study
the stationary measures and their limit measures. The latters are called
zero-noise limits by Young [49] and Cowieson and Young [11], where they
proved SRB measures can be realized as zero-noise limits. Huang, Ji, Liu
and Yi [27, 28] have investigated stochastic ordinary differential equations
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with small white noise where the drift vector field is dissipative. They have
shown that limiting measures are invariant for the flow generated by the
drift vector field and their supports are in its global attractor. For non-
degenerate noise, Freidlin and Wentzell [18] estimated the concentration of
limiting measure for stationary measures via the large-deviation technique
and proved that the stationary measure value pu(P) tends to zero for any
subset P not intersecting with any attractor for the drift vector field, which
implies that any limiting measure will support on the global attractor of the
drift vector field; Li and Yi [35, 36] have presented more precise estimation
for stationary measures near the global attractor or outside of the global at-
tractor via the Fokker-Planck equation and the level set method developed
in [28], which are applied by them to study systematic measures of biolog-
ical network including degeneracy, complexity, and robustness. Hwang [31]
proved limiting probability measure of Gibbs measures for gradient system
with additive noise concentrates on the minimal energy states. Huang, Ji,
Liu and Yi [30] have explored the stochastic stability of invariant sets and
measures for gradient systems with noises.

This paper is intended to establish the close connection between deter-
ministic dynamical systems and their stochastic perturbations by consid-
ering the limiting behavior of stationary measures for stochastic evolution
systems with small random perturbations. These stochastic evolution sys-
tems X¢(¢,z) may be solutions of various stochastic differential equations
driven by white or Lévy noise with the intensity e¢. The corresponding so-
lution of deterministic equations is denoted by X°(¢,z). Let u¢ be the sta-
tionary probability measure of X¢(¢,z). We prove that all their limits of
stationary measures p¢ of X¢ are X"—invariant and their supports are con-
tained in the Birkhoff center of X° as e tends to zero (see Theorem 2.1). For
various stochastic differential equations with small noise intensity, we prove
the probability convergence property and provide the existence of stationary
measures and their tightness and applications to all corresponding stochastic
systems (see sections 3-5). Usually, a global attractor for finite dimensional
system has positive Lebesgue measure if it is not a globally stable equilib-
rium, however, the Birkhoff center always has zero Lebesgue measure for
dissipative system. Compared to the existing results, which mostly focus on
SODEs with non-degenerate noise, ours gives much more precise positions
for limiting measures to support. We note that our result is the best if we
don’t put any restriction to types of noise because we can construct a diffu-
sion term such that a sequence of stationary measures weakly converges to a
given invariant measure of the drift vector field (see Proposition 3.2 and Re-
mark 9). As far as we know, among all existing examples (see, for example,
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[18, 27, 31]), the limiting measures support at stable orbits, such as, stable
equilibrium or closed orbits. A natural question arises : when a dissipative
drift vector field has no stable motion in its global attractor, where does
any limiting measure support? Utilizing our result, we construct Bernoulli’s
lemniscate with non-degenerate noise such that stationary measures weakly
converge to a delta measure at a saddle of the drift vector field, however,
the global attractor in this case is the closed domain surrounded by the
lemniscate of Bernoulli (see Example 3). In May-Leonard system perturbed
by a one dimensional white noise (see Example 4), we have proved that the
limiting measures will support at the three saddles when the deterministic
May-Leonard system admits a heteroclinic cycle. Also, from this example,
the limiting measures can be distinguished by different initial values because
of the various kinds of asymptotic behavior for deterministic equations. In a
word, limiting measures always support at “most relatively stable positions”.

This article is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the framework
to study the limiting measures of stationary measures for stochastic evolu-
tion processes and their supports. From sections 3-5, we prove the probabil-
ity convergence, the existence of stationary measures and their tightness for
various stochastic differential equations. Specially, in section 3, we deal with
all these problems of stochastic ordinary differential equations (SODEs). In
section 4, we investigate stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, stochastic
2D Navier-Stokes equations and stochastic Burgers type equations driven
by Brownian motions or Lévy process. In sections 5, we consider a class of
stochastic functional differential equations (SFDEs). Section 6 collects the
basic properties on invariant measures of deterministic flow.

Here and throughout of this article, we will use the same symbol | - |
to denote Fuclidean norm of a vector or the operator norm of a matrix.
Sometimes we will write X¢(¢,z), X°(¢,z) as Xf(z), X{(x), respectively,
unless noted otherwise.

2. General framework to study limiting measures. In this sec-
tion, we will give general criterion on studying limiting measures of station-
ary measures for stochastic evolution processes and describe their concen-
tration.

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space, (M, p) be a Polish space and B(M) be
the Borel o—algebra on M. Assume that ®;(z) := X?(x) is a deterministic
semi-dynamical system (semiflow) on (M, p) and for 0 < e < 1, X§(z) is a
noise driven process on (M, p) with noise intensity e.

Throughout this article we assume that ® : R, x M — M is a mapping
with the following properties
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(i) ®.(x) is continuous, for all x € M,

(ii) ®4(-) is Borel measurable, for all ¢ € R,

(iii) @9 = id, ®; 0 D5(x) = Pyps(x), for all t,s € Ry, € M. Here o
denotes composition of mappings.

Let {Xf(x),t > 0} be a family of processes with initial value x on state
space M, € € (0,1]. The probability transition function is defined as

Pi(z, A) == P(X{(x) € A),t > 0,2 € M, A € B(M).

A probability measure p on B(M) is called stationary (or invariant) with
respect to {Pf }4>0 if
Pfuc = pf for any ¢ > 0.

Let .#¢ denote the set of all stationary measures of the process {Xf }+>0.

For our purpose, a necessary condition is X (x) N X9 (x) as € — 0. For
a technical reason, we impose the following Hypothesis.

Hypothesis (Probability Convergence): For any given compact set
KcM, T>0andd >0,

(2.1) lim sup P{p(X(T,z),®(T,z)) > é} = 0.

€0 pc K

THEOREM 2.1.  Assume hypothesis (2.1) holds. If u< € .7, and pu = p
as €, — 0, then p is an invariant measure of ®, i.e. po <I>t_1 = u for every
t > 0. Moreover, this invariant probability measure p is concentrated on
B(®), where B(®) :={x € M : z € w(x)} denotes the Birkhoff center of ®
(see the definition in Appendix).

PROOF. Let pu = p as ¢; — 0. It suffices to prove that for any nonzero
g € Cy(M) and T > 0,

[ s@me vyt = [ g@mntn)

or equivalently,
[ s@@m)utin) = [ glaintaa).

Since {u} is relatively compact, it is tight. For every n > 0, there exists a
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compact set K C M such that inf % (K) > 1 — ./

Tol
[ s o @) o) - [ glant o)

| [ Bg(@(r.0)u(dn) ~ [ Bg(x4(10)) (o)

< [ Elg(@(T.2)) - g(X(T2))Ju” (do)

< [ Ell@lg(@(1,)) - g(X% (T )" (d) + 20

K = ®(T x K) C M is a compact set since ®(T,z) is continuous on z.
We claim that there exists § > 0 such that Vy,z € M with z € K and
p(y, z) <, one has

l9(y) —g(2)| <n.
If not, then there exist ng > 0 and y, € M and z, € K with P(Yn, 2n) < %

such that |g(yn) — g(zn)| = no, n = 1,2,---. The compactness of K and
{zn} C K imply that, without loss of generality, z, — 29 € K as n — oc.
Therefore, it follows from p(yn, 2,) < % that y, — 29. By the continuity of
g, letting n — oo, we have

0 = |g(20) — g9(20)| > o,

a contradiction.
Hence one can derive that

[ Bl lo(@(,2)) — (X (T, ) ju" (o)
:/KE|I{p(<l>(T,:v),X€i(T,:v))Zé}(w)[g((I)(T7x)) — g(X(T, x))]|p (dz)
+ /KE!I{p@(m),xei(T,x))<5}(w)[9(<1’(T7x)) — g(X“(T, 2))]| " (dz)
<2|gll sup P( p(X(T,2), (T, )) = 8) +1
zeK
Therefore, by the hypothesis (2.1), one can show that

limsup| [ ga)us o (T, (dx) - / () (de)|

€;—0

<2|\gl| liEn)0 sup P{ p(X“(T,z),®(T,z)) > 6} +n+ 2n=3n.
Ci7VreK
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Since n > 0 is arbitrary and uS — u, hence [ g(x)u o ®(T,-)~ (dr) =
[ g(z)u(dx). This shows that p is an invariant probability measure of the
semiflow ®.

It remains to prove that u(B(®)) = 1. Indeed, the result of this fact relies
on the following well-known lemma, the Poincaré recurrence theorem. [J

LEMMA 2.1.  The support of semiflow ®-invariant probability measure p
is contained in B(®). Consequently this implies that u(B(®)) = 1.

The above result is a slightly variant version of the Poincaré recurrence
theorem (see e.g., Mané [38, Theorem 2.3, p.29]) to obtain the concentration
of invariant measures. For readers’ convenience, we also give a self-contained
proof of Lemma 2.1 which is postponed to Appendix.

REMARK 1. Observing the proof of Theorem 2.1, we only need to prove
the probability convergence property for a compact set K satisfying the defi-
nition of tightness. This remark will be used in SPDEs of section 4.

In order to apply Theorem 2.1 to various stochastic differential equations,
the probability convergence (2.1) and the existence of stationary measures
for X (z) and their tightness are needed to be proved. In the rest of this
paper, we will check them for various stochastic evolution systems.

3. ODEs driven by Lévy noise. Let (2, F,[P) be a probability space
equipped with a filtration {F;,¢ > 0} satisfying the usual conditions, W =
{W4,t > 0} a k-dimensional Wiener process and N a Poisson random mea-
sure on Ry x (R\{O}) with the o-finite intensity measure v on R/\{O},
and denote its associated compensator as N (dt,dy) = N(dt,dy) — v(dy)dt.
Denote by (La(R¥,R™),|| - ||l2) the Hilbert space of all Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erators from R¥ to R™. Actually, Lo(RF,R™) is m x k matrices set.

Consider the following SODEs driven by a Lévy process

dX (1) =b(X (1)) dt + o (X (t))dW,

(3.1) e / | F(X5(t—),y)N(dt, dy)
Ylpt <C

with initial condition X“*(0) = z € R™ and €,¢ > 0. The mappings b :
R™ — R™ and ¢ : R™ — Ly(R¥,R™) are B(R™) measurable functions,
F:R™ xR — R™ is B(R™) ® B(R') measurable function.

b, o and F' are called to satisfy local Lipschitz condition, respectively, if
for every integer n > 1, there is a positive constant Lj(n) such that for all



ON LIMITING BEHAVIOR OF STATIONARY MEASURES 7

z,y € R™ with |z| <n and |y| < n,

(3.2) b(z) — b < Lu(n)lz — g,

(3.3) lo@) — o) < L)z -y,

(3.4) / F(z,2) - F(y, 2)Pv(dz) < L)l — 2,
lzll gy <e

respectively. In addition, we say that F' satisfies local growth condition, if
for every integer n > 1, there is a positive constant Lo(n) such that for all
2| < n,

(3.5) / F(z, 2)Pu(dz) < Lo(n) (1 + [2]?).

Izl g <e

If L;(n), i = 1,2 are independent of n, we say that the coefficient functions
admit global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions.
For a C? scalar function V, and € > 0, we define

€2 & 2V (x
LV (z) :=(VV (). b(z)) + 5 3 aij(x)ngiﬁ(x?
i,j=1 ]

" /| (Vi e () = V) — (VY () e (o)l

where A(x) = (a;;(x)) := o(z)o” (z) is the diffusion matrix. Let S¢ denote
the set of all stationary measures of (3.1) for a given €. The following is the
main result of this section.

THEOREM 3.1 (Support on Limiting Measures). Let b(z), o(z) and F(z,y)
in (3.1) be locally Lipschitz continuous and locally linear growth, and F(x,y)

locally bounded with respect to (z,y). Suppose that there exists a nonnegative
function V(z) € C?>(R™) such that

(3.6) lilnfRV(x) — +o00, as R — oo, and
x>
(3.7) sup LV (z) < —Ar — —00 as R — oc.
|z|>R

If pg € S, and pg, 2w oas €5 — 0, then p is an invariant measure of
XO(t), which supports on the Birkhoff center B(X?).

The proof of the Theorem 3.1 follows from subsections 3.1 and 3.2.
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3.1. The criterion for probability convergence. By standard arguments,
we have

LEMMA 3.1. Suppose that the coefficient functions b,o and F admit
global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions with positive constant L. Then
the system (3.1) admits a unique strong solution X% = {X*(t) : t > 0},
which is adapted and has cadlag sample paths. Moreover, for every fized
T > 0, there is a constant Dp 1 such that for each x € R™,

(3.8) sup  sup IE]XE’I(t)]2 <Drr(1+ ]az\2)
€€(0,1] te[0,T]

Denote by X%%(t) the solution for (3.1) as € = 0. Then we have

PROPOSITION 3.1.  Suppose that the coefficient functions b,o and F ad-
mit global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions with positive constant L.
Then there exists a constant DZ,T such that for every e € (0,1]

E[ sup |X*(t) = X"*(t)|*] < Dfpe*(1+ [zf?)
0<t<T

for all x € R™.

THEOREM 3.2. Let b, o and F be locally Lipschitz continuous and locally
linear growth. If there ewist a function V. € C*R™ R.), ¢¢ > 0 and a
constant ¢* < +o0, such that (3.6) and

(3.9) LV (z) <V (z), Vee]0,e]

hold. Then there exists a global unique solution X<*(t) to (3.1) for all x €
R™ and all € € [0, €]. Moreover the hypothesis (2.1) holds, that is, for any
given compact set K CR™, T >0 and § > 0,

lim sup P{|X*(T) — X%(T)| > 6} = 0.

=0 e K

PROOF. For the global existence and uniqueness of solution to (3.1) we
refer to a similar proof in Khasminskii [34, Theorem 1.1.3 and Theorem
3.3.5], for instance. Without loss of generality, we assume c¢* > 0. Let 77" =
inf{t : [ X9%(t)| > n} and 70" = inf{t : [XO%(¢)| > n}. It is easy to see that
77" and 7,," nondecreasingly tend to infinity as n — oo.
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For each n € N*, let S"(r) be a nonincreasing C*° function with values

in [0, 1] such that
1 if r € [0, n],
SU(r) =4 it
ifren+1,+00).

Construct functions
(3.10) bp(z) = b(mS"(|x|)),

on(z) and F,(x,y) similarly. Then b,(x), o,(x) and F,(z,y) clearly satisfy
global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions. Let X;;”(t) be the solution
associated with functions b, (z), o,(z) and F,(z,y). It is easy to see that
Xer(t) = Xp"(t) for t < 77", Repeating the proof in Khasminskii [34,
Theorem 3.5, p.76], we know that

T T inf s, Vi)

which implies that P(r," < T) — 0 as n — oo uniformly for x € K. This

shows that Vn > 0, 3Ny € N*, such that Vn > Ny, we have sup P(7" <
zeK

T) < 1. The compactness of K and continuity for solution X%%(¢) with
respect to initial point ensure that there exists N € N*, such that for all
n > N17
inf 797 > T.
zeK
Now choosing n > Ny V N1, we have
sup P{|X*(T) — X**(T)| > 6}
zeK

< sup P{|X%(T) — X*%(T)| > 6, T < 75% A 107}
rzeK
+sup P(7" A1 < T)
zeK
= sup P{|X5"(T) — X3™(T)| > 6,T < 75" A7}
zeK
+ sup P(r," < T)
zeK

<55 SUp BIXE(T) = X9 (D) +
zeEK

< qup Dhar L+ 12
 2eK 62

<2n, Ve e (0,¢)]

e2+?7

for some constant €y > 0. The proof is complete. O
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3.2. The criteria on the existence of stationary measures and their tight-
ness. Following the arguments as Khasminskii in [33, 34], we obtain the
criterion on the tightness of a family of stationary measures for (3.1).

THEOREM 3.3 (Tightness Criterion).  Suppose that b(z), o(z) and F(z,y)
in (3.1) are locally Lipschitz continuous and locally linear growth, and F(x,y)
is locally bounded with respect to (x,y), and that there exists a scalar func-
tion V(z) € C*(R™,R,) such that (3.6) and (3.7) hold. Then for any
x € R™, there exists at least a stationary measure p, for every e, and the
set S :=J{S: 0 < e <€} of stationary measures is tight.

PrOOF. For any fixed x € R™, it follows from Theorem 3.2 that the
solution X€(¢,x) is globally defined on [0, +00). For any n € N*, we define
stopping time 75 = inf{¢ : | X“(¢,2z)| > n}. Then It6’s formula and Doob’s
optional sampling theorem (see [1, 32]) imply that

EV(X“(t A7, 7)) — V(z) = E /0 " LV (X (s, 2))ds.

Since V(x) € C%(R™) and F(x,y) is locally bounded, applying Taylor ex-
pansion and (3.5), we obtain

sup / (V(z + eF(z,y)) — V() — (VV(2),eF (z,y)))v(dy) < oo.
€€[0,e0] /|yl <c

By V(z) € C?(R™) again and (3.7), C := sup sup LV (z) < co. Hence
€€[0,e0] TER™
we have

LV (X(s,2)) < —I{xe(s,0) >R} AR + C,

it is easy to get

tAT),
ARE/ I{'Xé(s’x)|>R}ds <V(zx)+Ct,
0

where we have used the condition (3.7). Since tATS — t a.s. as n — o0, letting
n — oo and then changing the order of integration in the last inequality, we
have for ¢ > 0,

1 1

t
A1 - pe E < —
(3.11) P P Ui < o

Vi(z)

+0),
where Uy = { € R™ : |z| > R}. This implies that

t
lim liminf%/ P(s,z,Ug)ds = 0.
0

R—o0 t—o00
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Applying Khasminskii [34, Theorem 3.1, p.66], there exists at least a sta-
tionary measure pS, which is produced by Krylov-Bogoliubov procedure,

that is, pt is a weak limit of a subsequence of probability measures on R™
defined by

1 t
P'(z,B) = Z/ P(s,z, B)ds.
0
Denote by S¢ the set of all their weak limits of probability measures
{P(z,-): t>0,} and 8¢ := |J{S¢ : z € R™} for € € (0, ¢]. Pick any put, €
S. Then there are € € (0,¢], € R™ and t, — oo such that P (z,-) 5
uS(+) as n — oo, by the Portmanteau Theorem and (3.11), we obtain

C
€ Y < 1 . €,tn AP -
p3(Ug) < liminf P9™ (2, Ug) < P
Since limpg 0 % = 0 uniformly in € € (0, €] by assumptions, the set S of
stationary measures is tight. This completes the proof. O

REMARK 2. From our proof, the conclusions still hold if C < 0 and there
is a constant v > 0 such that Agr > v > 0 for R sufficiently large.

REMARK 3. Huang, Ji, Li and Yi [28] gave the estimate of stationary
measures in the essential domain of a Lyapunov-like function in case F' = 0,
which provides the criterion for the tightness of stationary measures.

Our results allow the nonlinear terms in (3.1) to be polynomial growth,
which is stated as the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.1.  Suppose that b(x), o(z) and F(x,y) in (3.1) are locally
Lipschitz continuous and locally linear growth, and that F(z,y) is locally
bounded with respect to (x,y). If there are positive constants c1,co and q > 2
such that for |z| sufficiently large, one has

(b(x), z) < —c1falf,

Slo@IB+ [ PG o)Pridy) < el

|y‘Rl <c

then the conclusions of Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 hold.

PrOOF. Define V : R™ — R4 by

V(z) = (xz)2

i=1

N =
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Then

2
LV (x) =(b(z),x Ello@)|? + € F(z,y))|*v(d
@) =) + Slo@IE+ [ [Fw)Pra

< —(eg — 6262)\:5]‘1

IN

_G
2o

for |z| sufficiently large and e sufficiently small. It is easy to see that (3.6)
and (3.7) and all other conditions in Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 hold. The proof
is complete. O

It is easy to see that Theorem 3.1 follows immediately from Theorems
3.2, 3.3 and 2.1.

3.3. On the uniqueness and ergodicity of stationary measure. In this sub-
section, we will provide a result for the uniqueness and ergodicity of station-
ary measure for {Pf};>0. To achieve this goal, we will give the sufficient
conditions for {Pf};>0 to be irreducible and strong Feller.

LEMMA 3.2.  Suppose the assumptions of Lemma 3.1 are satisfied. If the
non-degeneracy

(3.12) sup |oT (x) (a(az)aT(x))_1] =K <oo holds,
TeR™

then the semigroup P, of solution for equations (3.1) is irreducible.
Furthermore, if the following conditions
a) b,o € CH(R™),
b) there exists a nonnegative function é € L*(R!, B(R),v) such that
|F(z,y)] <&y), (,y) €R™ xR,

c) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/ | D F(0, 9)|3v(dy) < C, and
‘y'Rl<C

/| HDiEF(xl)y) - DiEF(x%y)H%V(dy) < C|$1 - $2|27 T1,T2 € Rmv
le<C

then the semigroup Py of solution for equations (3.1) is strong Feller.
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PrOOF. For the diffusion case, i.e. F© = 0, it is well known that the
semigroup P; of solution for equation (3.1) is strong Feller and irreducible,
see, for example, [50]. We will prove the jump diffusion case. In the below,
we denote by X(t) the solution for equation (3.1) and X%(t) for the the
diffusion case.

(1) Irreducible:

Step 1. Suppose v({|y|lp < c}) < 0.

Let {7;}i>1 be the interarrive times of the Poisson random measure N.
Then {y, }i>1 is a point process associated with the Poisson random measure
N which satisfies

(i) {yﬂ} CU:={y:|ylp <c}, -

(i1) {(7,yr),% > 1} is independent and for measurable set O C U(C
RY), ¢ > 0,

P(r; > t,yr, € 0) = e Wy (0).

On [0,71), X(t) = X4(t), and X,, = X7, + F(X,,,yr, ). Since {(7i,yr, ), >
1} is independent with the solution X%(¢), as proved in [13] and [14], we
have the relationship for x € R™,¢t > 0,T € B(R™),

P,(2,T) =~ "W POz T)
(3.13) / ) / / ) P, (> 1 F(z, ), D)w(dy)dsP(z, dz),

where P is the semigroup of solution for equation (3.1) with F' = 0, which
is irreducible. Therefore, we have that P, is irreducible.
Step 2. Suppose v({|y|p: < ¢}) =
The irreducibility of X (¢) can be proved by using the arguments in [15].
(2) Strong Feller property:
Denote by X (¢, x) the solution of (3.1) (¢ = 1) with initial value x.
For any ¢ € C1(R™), t > 0, and h € R™,

D.EG(X (¢, 2))h = E[D2¢(X (¢, 2))nt'];
where 1! = D, (X (¢, a:))h is the solution of the equation
dnl' =D,b(X (@)t dt + Dyor(X (2, )WV,
(3.14) + /I | D, F (X (t—,x),y)ni N(dt,dy), 1 = h.
Ylpi<c

From a)—c) and (3.12), by the standard method, we know that there exists
some constant C7 > 0, independent of h such that

(3.15) E[nf|? < Cr|h?,  for all t e [0,T].
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For ¢ € C'(R™), we can prove that V (t,z) = E¢(X(t,2)) is a solution of

the equation
{ dV(t,x) _LV (L)

dt
V(0,x) =¢(x).

(see [19, Theorem 3.1, p.89]). Using the It6 formula on V (¢t — s,x) with
respect to s € [0,t] and x € R™ of X (¢, x)

(X (t,x))

=V (t,x) + / [%V(t — 5, X(s,3) + LV (t — 5, X (s,)) | ds

/ DLVt — 5, X(s,2))o(X (5, 2))dW,

// V(t—s,X(s—,z)+F(X(s—,2),y))
—V(t—s,X(s—, )N V (ds, dy)

(3.16)

—V(t2) / DV (t— 5, X(5,2))0(X (s, 2))dW,

// (t—s,X(s—,z)+ F(X(s—,z),y))
~V(t - s,X(s—,2))|N(ds, dy).
Multiplying both sides of (3.16) by
6" (X (o (s (X 5,2) o W

and taking expectation, we get the following Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula
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for (3.1) (see Lemma 7.13 in Da Prato and Zabczyk [12]). Indeed,

BLOX (1) [ (o (X)) (01X ss)0” (X5 20) )]
=& [ (D2 (¢ 5, X2 (X 5,07 (X5 2)) (X 5 ) (X 5,2) s
= [ (D2 = 5. X(5,00) o (X)) (X ) (X 52)0” (X 5,2) s
_E/ D,V (t—s,X(s,x))nlds
_E/ Dy P_( s,x)))hds

:/ DyEP,_s(¢(X (s,)))hds
:tlngqﬁ(X(t, ))h.
This implies,

D,E¢(X (t,z))h

3.17 ¢ .
( ) :%E{QS(X(tvx))/o<UT(X(va))(U(X(Sv‘T))UT(X(va))) n?vdWS>R’“]

For any ¢ € C}(R™), from (3.12), (3.15) and (3.17), it follows

Dezox (e ann? <12 8] [o X (s, (X (s,2)) W |
<||¢H2IE/ ‘0 (X(s,2))(c(X 8,$))JT(X(S,$)))_1’I’}? 2ds

Then there exists a positive constant 5T, we get

loll &

D Ep(X (2, x))| < \f

Therefore, we have

C
|Po(a) — Pig(y)] < 7ﬁu¢|ux —yl, forall te(0,7].

By [12, Lemma 7.15], P; has strong Feller property. O
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REMARK 4. The uniformly elliptic property of diffusion matriz oo’ ,

i.e., there is a constant A > 0 such that ¢To(z)(o(z))T¢ > NEP? for all
x € R™ and £ € R™, which implies (3.12). Indeed, the boundedness of
o =0"(ca")™! follows from the fact that

5¢)? = ¢ (6) 66 =& (oo")TTE < ATHEP, VEER™.

THEOREM 3.4. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. If
the non-degeneracy

(3.18) ]JT(az)(a(x)aT(a;))_l\ < oo holds,

then the semigroup P, is irreducible.
Furthermore, if
a) b,o € CL(R™),
b) for anyn > 1, there exists a nonnegative function ¢, € L*(R!, B(RY), v)
such that
sup ‘F(.’L’,y)‘ < Cn(y)7 y e le

|z|<n

c) there exist positive constants C and C, for any r > 0 such that

/ 1D.F(0,)|30(dy) < C,
Iy‘Rl <c

| IDaF(@1y) ~ DaPlaa ) Buldy) < ol — aaf?, Jor] V| <
Iy‘Rl <c
then the semigroup P has the strong Feller property.

PRrROOF. It can be readily checked that for each n > 1 the coefficients
bn,0n and F, as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 satisfy the assumptions of
Lemma 3.2. Therefore the transition semigroup P/* corresponding to X, (t)
enjoys strong Feller property and irreducibility.
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Thus, for any ¢ > 0 and f € B,(R™)

[Ef(XE(t) — Ef(X™@)]

=[E(f(X7(t);t <77) + E(f(X7(1);t > 77)
—E(f(X™0)it < 7°) —E(F(X™(1):t = 7,°)]

=[Ef(X5(1) —E(f(Xa ()it = 77) + E(f(X"(t )) t> ;)
—Ef(X30(1) —E(f(X™();t > 7°) = E(f(X™(t));t > 7,°)]

<[Ef(X5 () — Ef(X5° ()]

\]

+E(f(Xn ()5t = ) [+ [B(F(X7(t);t > n)\
+E(F(X7@)5t 2 70)| + [E(F(X™@0));t = 7,°)]
<|[Ef(X5(#) — Ef (X @) + 2[ f[P(ry; < )+2HfHIP’( 2 <)

Since P(1F < T) — 0 as n — oo uniformly for = in compact of R™. Thus
Vn > 0, there is a sufficient large n € N* such that

P(r <T) <1
forallz € B 1 (o). Noting that P/ is strong Feller, this implies

Tim [EF(X5(1) — EF (X5 (0)] = 0.

Consequently,
lim [Ef(X*(t)) — Ef(X™(2))] < 4n.

T—xQ

Since 7 is arbitrary, the strong Feller property of P; holds.

Now, we prove that the semigroup F; is irreducible. In fact, for any open
ball Bs(z) C R™, choosing n € N* sufficiently large such that Bs(z) C B,(0).
Then for each ¢t > 0 and x € R™, we have

7)—]P’(X”E(t/\T ¥) € Bs(z),t > 1)
t) € Bs(z)) —P(X*(7) € Bs(2)).

Since | X*(72)| > n, P(X*(7¥) € Bs(z)) = 0. Therefore the irreducibility of
P, follows from the fact that P;* is irreducible. O
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COROLLARY 3.2. Suppose all the assumptions of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4
are satisfied. Then there exists an €y such that for e € (0,¢p], (3.1) has a
unique stationary measure p¢ and {pu¢ : 0 < € < €} is tight. If p =5 p
as € — 0, then u is an invariant measure of X°(t), which supports on the
Birkhoff center B(X?).

3.4. Ezxzamples.
ExXAMPLE 1 (Monotone Cyclic Feedback Systems with Noise).

A typical monotone cyclic feedback system is given by the N+ 1 equations
(3.19) i(t) = —biat(t) + fiaTHt), 0<i< N

where each b; is positive, N > 0, the indices are taken mod N + 1 and each
f" enjoys the monotonicity property

df'(s)
ds

After a sequence of normalizing transformations fully described in Mallet-
Paret and Sell [39], we may assume that

df'(s) df" (s)
ds ds
where § € {—1,1}. Monotone cyclic feedback systems (3.19), (3.21) arise
in versions of the classical Goodwin model of enzyme synthesis and in the
theory of neural networks. In application, the functions f*,i = 0,1,--- , N,
are often assumed to have sigmoidal shapes. Hence, we always assume that
f4,i=0,1,---, N, are bounded and continuously differentiable with bounded
derivatives. Then Mallet-Paret and Smith [40] proved the following Poincaré-

Bendixson Theorem.

(3.20) #0, forallseR, 0<i<N.

(3.21)

>0, 0

>0, forallseR, 0<i:<N-—-1

THEOREM 3.5 (The Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem). Consider the system
(3.19) with each f! satisfying the above assumptions. Let x(t) be a solution
of (3.19) on [0,00). Let w(x) denote the w-limit set of this solution in the
phase space RVNTL. Then either

(a) w(x) is a single non-constant periodic orbit; or else

(b) for solutions with u(t) € w(z) for all t € R, we have that

a(u) Uw(u) C &,

where a(u) and w(u) denote the a- and w-limit sets, respectively, of this
solution, and where €& C RN denotes the set of equilibrium points of (3.19).
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Now we consider the system driven by a Lévy process
dz'(t) =] — bz’ (t) + fi(z" T (t))]dt

(3.22) +620ij(a:(t))de(t)+e/l Fi(z(t—),y)N(dt,dy),
= Ylpt <c

for 0 < i < N, where (N + 1) x k—dispersion matrix o(x) := (0;;(x)) and
F have global Lipschitz continuous and linear growth properties.
Define V : R¥+1 R, by

i=0
Then
_ g: bi(xi)z n f:$ifi($i+l) + i f:aii(fﬂ)
i=0 i=0 23

+ /| (V(x +eF(z,y)) — V(z) — (VV (), eF(w,y)>RN+17RN+1)y(dy)_
Ylpt <c

It follows from the assumptions that all f*,s =0,1,--- , N, are bounded and
the dispersion matrix o(z) and F' have linear growth that there is a positive
constant L such that

N
Z —I-L (Jz| + € (Jz|* + 1))
i=0

where b = 01<I11<nN b;. This shows that there are ¢y > 0 and R > 0 such that
(2

as € € (0, 60]70;16 enjoys

al 2
Z , for |z| > R.
1=0

l\?l@‘

By Theorem 3.3, the set of all stationary measures for (3.19) (0 < € < ¢p) is
tight.

From the Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, we know that the Birkhoff center
B(®) = £U P, where ® is the flow generated by (3.19) and P denotes the
set of nontrivial periodic orbits.

Applying Theorem 3.1, we conclude that
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THEOREM 3.6. Let y = lim0 ust be a weak limit point of {u<}. Then p
€;—>

is an invariant measure of the flow ® and the supp(u) is contained in EUP.

REMARK 5. Theorem 3.6 is still valid for those systems if the Poincaré-
Bendizson Theorem holds for the unperturbed systems, for example, planar
systems and Morse-Smale higher dimensional systems, perturbed by white
noise or Lévy process.

Example 1 is complete. O

We give an example to show our result can be used to system for drift
term and diffusion term to have polynomial growth.

EXAMPLE 2. Consider the system

(3.23) { de =[x —y— x(:z:2 + y2)]dt + e(:n2 + y2)th1,

dy = [z +y — y(z® + y?)]dt + e(x? + y?*)dW2.

Let V(z,y) = 22 + 2. Thenfor0<e<f,

LV(2,y) = 2" +y7) (1= (@° +97)) + 267" +¢7)° < —%(wz +y?)?

for 22 4 y? sufficiently large. This shows that all conditions of Theorem 3.1
hold. It is easy to see that the Birkhoff center for corresponding deterministic
system in (3.23) with e = 0 is {O,S!'} where S! denotes the unit cycle.
Employing Theorem 3.1, we have that supp(u) C {O,S'} for any stationary
measures {4} of (3.23) such that p = eliglo p in the sense of a weak limit.

In particular, O(0,0) is a solution of (3.23), which implies that u€ = ¢ is
a stationary measure of (3.23) and concentrates at the origin. If we replace
2?2 472 in the diffusion terms by 2% + y? — 1, then S! is invariant for (3.23)
in this case. Therefore, the Haar measure on S! is a stationary measure for
any e.

Which invariant measure for deterministic system & = b(z) can be limiting
measure for a sequence of stationary measures for (3.1)7 Such a problem
strongly depends on the type of noise, which is shown as follows.

Suppose that X%?0(¢) is a bounded solution of & = b(z). Denote by Z,,
the set of invariant measures generated by the family of probability measures

POt II}‘ B / 5X0x0(8
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via Krylov-Bogoliubov procedure. Let r > 0 such that X%*(¢) € B,(O) for
all t > 0. We can construct a C* diffusion term o satisfying ¢ = 0 on B,(O)
and o = constant matrixM on (B,11(0))¢. Consider SODEs

(3.24) dXF(t) = b(XO"(t))dt + ea (X" (t))dW,.
Then we have

PROPOSITION 3.2.  Suppose that b is globally Lipschitz continuous. Then
Xem(t)y = X00(t) for allt > 0 and S5, = Iy, for all €. In particular, for
any p € Ly, ,u;OE,ug,u as € = 0.

This proposition illustrates that under mild regular condition on drift
term, for any invariant measure p of & = b(x), there exists a diffusion term
o with small noise intensity e such that there is a sequence of stationary
measures for (3.24) converging to p weakly as € — 0o.

Example 2 is complete. O

We have observed from examples that the limiting measures of stationary
measures will support in stable orbits of the deterministic system decided
by drift term. However, the following two examples show that the limit mea-
sure can support at saddles for deterministic system. In summary, limiting
measures always support at “most relatively stable positions”.

EXAMPLE 3 (The Lemniscate of Bernoulli with Noise).

Let I(z,y) = (2% +y?)? — 4(2? — 9?). Define

I? I
V(I):= m and H(I) := m
Consider the vector field
(325) blay) = -7V + (Zg 2 -2 v + 0w

where VV (I) = d‘;—y)(%, %)Ta O(x,y) = dlé—@(g—ja _%)T'

By calculation,

I I
% =4x(a”® +y*) — 8z, g—y = 4y(2® + %) + 8y.
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Consider the unperturbed system of ordinary differential equations

d
526) = = —f(1)(4(a® + y?) = 82) — g()(4y(a” + ) + 8y),
% = —f(D)(4y(a® + y*) + 8y) — g(I)( — 4a(2® + y?) + 8x).
Here f(I) = &0 — I+ ond g(I) = AH) 1

4(1+12)1 A(1+12)F
We will summarize the global behavior of (3.26) in the following proposi-
tion.

PROPOSITION 3.3. The system (3.26) has a global Lipschitz constant
and the equilibria O(0,0), P*(1/2,0) and P~(—+/2,0). V(1) is its Lyapunov
function. When the initial point p locates outside of the Bernoulli Lemnis-
cate:

(3.27) L: (2?4952 =42 —9?),

its w-limit set w(p) = L, which is a red curve in Figure 1; when the initial
point p # P~ (resp. p # PT ) locates left (resp. right) inside of the Bernoulli
Lemniscate, its w-limit set the left (resp. right) branch of L. However, the
Birkhoff center B(®) for this solution flow ® is {O, PT,P~}.

-3 -2 -1 0 X 1 2 3

Fig 1: The phase portrait of (3.26) with b(x,y) = =VV (z,y) — O(x,y).



ON LIMITING BEHAVIOR OF STATIONARY MEASURES 23

PROOF. It is easy to see that

(3.28) lim V(I(z,y)) = 0.

|(z,y)[ =00

Since VV(I) and ©(z,y) are orthogonal, the derivative of the function
V(I(z,y)) along a solution is

(3.29) V =—|VV({I)J2
(3.28) and (3.29) imply that all positive trajectories for (3.26) are bounded.
The LaSalle invariance principle deduces that for any p € R?,

w(p) € {(w,y) : VV(I) = 0} = LU{P*, P},

In particular, the equilibria for (3.26) is contained in L U {P*,P~}. It is
easy to calculate that there uniquely exists an equilibrium on L, which is
the origin O, and that the other equilibria are P+ and P~. It is not hard to
get that

-8 0 1T 7
178 174

2_07 - 511
Db(0,0) = < 0 -8 > , Db(\/2,0) = Db(—+/2,0) = 16 < 17 i@ > .

This implies that (0,0) is a saddle point and (4++/2,0) are unstable fo-
cus. Combining the LaSalle invariance principle and the Poincaré-Bendixson
Theorem, we can obtain the w-limit set of each trajectory for (3.26), as shown
in Figure 1.

By estimation, we can obtain the following inequalities:

ox oy
where r = \/x? 4+ y?. Therefore, b(z,y) is a globally Lipschitz function. This
completes the proof. O

Now we consider perturbed system of (3.26) driven by Brownian motion:

{ dx = bl (:Ev y)dt + 6[0-11(337 y)thl + 0-12(337 y)th2]7

(3.30) i §
dy = ba(z,y)dt + €[oa1(z,y)dW; + oz, y)dW ],

where 0;(i,j € {1,2}) satisfies global Lipschitz condition, which implies
that there exist nonnegative constants C, Cs such that
\aij(a:,y)] < 01’(95,y)‘2 + (5 < C17‘2 + (s, for i,j=1,2,
2

where a;;(z,y) = Zaik(iﬂ,y)ffjk(%y)-
k=1
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THEOREM 3.7.  Suppose that 0;;(i,j € {1,2}) satisfies global Lipschtiz
condition,

(i) if C1 = 0, then for any €, the system (3.30) admits at least one sta-
tionary measure [°;

(ii) of Cy > 0, then the system (3.30) possesses at least one stationary
measure pc for 0 < e < 8\/#—01.

If, in addition, the diffusion matriz a(z,y) is positively definite every-
where, then for a given € as above, the stationary measure u€ is unique, and

us 5 60(-) as € — 0, where 5o(-) denotes the Dirac measure at the saddle
0.

PROOF. In fact, from the above inequalities one can see that for r > 4,

oV 0V 0V r?
<104v2, [VV 2> —
’3x2"’8y2”‘8y8x’_ 0 \/77 ’V (x7y)‘ = 4\/57

and

LV (z,y) < —[L — 208v/2C1 €2]r? + 208v/2C5¢? — —o00 as r — oo.
42
Applying the Khasminskii Theorem 3.3, we conclude that there is at least
one stationary measure for (3.30) if 0 < € < ﬁ with C; > 0 or all
oij(x,y) are bounded on the plane, and that this stationary measure is
unique if a(z,y) is positively definite everywhere.

In (i) and (ii), from the Tightness Criterion it follows that the set of
stationary measures {u€ : € € (0,€g]} is tight. Thus the Prohorov theorem
implies that any sequence {u} of stationary measures with ¢; — 0 contains
a weak convergent subsequence. Let p be any weak limit measure. Then
Theorem 2.1 deduces that supp(u) C B(®). However, in view of Proposition
3.3, B(®) = {O, P, P~}, which implies that supp(p) C {O, P*, P~ }.

Finally, we show that u({P™,P~}) = 0. Since matrix Db(PT) has all
eigenvalues with positive real parts. Thus there exists a positive definite
matrix B satisfying

(Db(P*))"B + B(Db(P™)) =1

Let V*(2) = (z — PT)TB(z — P"), where z = (,y). It is easy to see that
there exists a neighborhood U := Bs(P™) of P such that (VVT,b) > 0 on

U\ {P*} (e.g. see [26]). We denote pys := sup V7 (z,y) (called essential
(z,y)eU
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upper bound of V*). Then

LV (z,y) =b(z,y), VV (2, 1))

—I-i[a (x )82—V+2a (x )82—V+a (x )82—‘/]
(3:31) o la1{T, Y 02 12{T, Y Byd 22\, Y a2
’ 2
Z%[all(% y)b11 + 2a12(, y)b12 + agz(x, y)boo)

Y

me? =1y >0, Y(z,y)cU.

We used here the fact that B is positively definite and A(z,y) is positively
definite on Bs(P*). It follows from (3.31) that VT is an anti-Lyapunov
function with respect to (3.30) in Bs(PT) with anti-Lyapunov constant e
and essential lower bound p,,, = 0 (e.g. see [29, Definition 2.2]). It is obviously

VV (2, y) =(2b11(z — V2) + 2b12y, 2b12(z — V2) + 2b22y)
(3.32) #0, V(z,y) € (f/+)_l(p) fora.e. p € [0, par),

where (f/+)_l(p) = {(z,y) €U : VT (x,y) = p}. Note that

€2 v+ 9 v+ ov+ ov+ ;

gl @) (5 m)" 4 2ma (2, 9) 5= =5 = + an(z,9) (=)
¢ oVt oVt

< —

(333 SglA@I(G @), @)

< sup [ A(z,y)|| MoV (x,y) e
(z,y)€Bs(PT)
=Mpe® = H(p), (z,y)€ (V*) ' (p) for p€[0,pu).

Without loss of generality, we may assume p(U) > 0 for each € > 0. It is

easy to verify that a¢(-) = ‘5 JZ(JM()) is a stationary measure in U, by a regularity

result on stationary measure in [6], we have known that /i admits a positive
density function @ € WAPU). Let Q, = {(z,y) € U : V(z,y) < p},
Q,=Q,U (V+)_1(p) for each p € [0,par). The regularity implies that
A (2, ) = p({P*}) = 0. Measure estimate theorem in Huang-Ji-Liu-Yi
[27, Theorem B a)] asserts that for any py € (0, par),

R(2)) = (2, \ Q*m) > (Qpy \ sz)eﬁ/f;o ﬁdt
:ﬂe(on)emez e e

@ e 1
Lt

= (Qpe)eM 0 T p e (po, pur),
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This is,
€ € —-m Jel m
1 (Qpy) < pc(Qp)e 3 7e0 15 < e a0 BT p € (po, pu)-

Since p¢ — p as € — 0, and Q,, is an open set, we have
_m (p 1
1(Q2p) <€ it Joo 1t

Finally, letting pp — 0, we obtain u({P*}) = 0. Analogously, we can verify
that u({P~}) = 0. We conclude that u = do(-), that is, u¢ = do(-) as
e — 0. ]

REMARK 6. From the above arguments, we have obtained that if the
system (3.26) is driven by Brownian motion and the diffusion matriz is
positively definite everywhere, then any limiting measure is do. However,
if we get rid of nondegenerate condition for the diffusion matriz , then it
is possible for limiting measure to be either dp+ or dp— from Proposition
3.2. The problem is whether or not such result still holds if it is driven
by Lévy process, we can only get that the limiting measure is supported in
{0, Pt P }.

Example 3 is complete. O

EXAMPLE 4 (May-Leonard System with a Noise Perturbation).

Consider the May-Leonard system with a white noise perturbation:

dy1 = 11 (1 — y1 — By2 — yyz)dt + eyy o dWy,
(3.34) dys = y2(1 — y2 — Bys — yy1)dt + eyz o AWy,
dys = y3(1 — y3 — By1 — yy2)dt + eys o AWy,

where o denotes the Stratonovich stochastic integral, 5, v > 0 and e denotes
noise intensity.

Recalling from [8], we have the following Stochastic Decomposition For-
mula:

t
(3.35) (1,0, y) = g (£, w0, 90) B /0 o (5., gn)ds, )

where ®¢, ®° are the solutions of (3.34) and the corresponding determin-
istic system without noise, respectively, and ¢¢ is the solution of stochastic
Logistic equation

(3.36) dg = g(1 — g)dt + eg o dW;.
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In order to obtain the stationary properties for (3.34) in detail, we need the
asymptotic properties for deterministic flow ®°. It is well-known from Hirsch
[24] that the flow ®° admits an invariant surface ¥ (called carrying simplez),
homeomorphic to the closed unit simplex A? = {y € R} : 3.y, = 1} by
radial projection, such that every trajectory in R3 \ {O} is asymptotic to
one in ¥. So we will draw phase portraits on 3 (see Table 1).

It is easy to see that ®° always possesses equilibria: the origin O(0,0,0),
three axial equilibria R1(1,0,0), R2(0,1,0), R3(0,0,1) and the unique posi-

tive equilibrium P = —L+—(1,1,1). ®° has planar equilibria: Rjs = ~—(1—
1+8+y 1-py

8,1 =7,0), Rog = 125=(0,1 = 8,1 =), Rs1 = 1255 (1 = ,0,1 — §) if and
only if (1 — g)(1 — ) >0, (1 —7)(1 — vy) > 0. The classification for the
flow ®° on the carrying simplex ¥ is summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: The classification for the flow ®° on ¥

Parameter conditions Equilibria Phase Portrait

0<B,y<1 O, R1, Ry, R3, R12, R13, Ro3, P

£

Rz Rz

(i) B+v<2
b: (11) ﬁ > 17/7 <1 O7R17R27R37P
or v>1,6<1

@) B+y=2
i) By £ 1 O, Ry, Ry, Rs, P

2

z Ed
Q E ’»

i) B+v>2
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Table 1: (continued)

Parameter conditions Equilibria Phase Portrait

. p=7=1 Ve e ¥ U{0O}

Set by w(z) the w—limit set for the trajectory ®°(¢,z). Then it follows
from Table 1 that any w(z) is either an equilibrium, or a closed orbit, or
heterclinic cycle. Define

Aw(2)) == {y e R : tliglo dist(®°(t,y),w(z)) = 0}

to be the attracting domain for w(z), and let Ay, (w(z)) denote the attracting
domain for w(z) on X, which can be derived from Table 1 for each case. It
follows from [9, Proposition 4.13] that any pair of points on L(y) := {\y :
A > 0} have the same w—limit set. We can obtain the attracting domain for
w(z) as follows

(3.37) Aw(2)) = J{LW) : y € An(w(2))}.

Together with Table 1 and (3.37), we can obtain the attracting domains for
an equilibrium, a closed orbit, or the heterclinic cycle, respectively.

Using the Stochastic Decomposition Formula (3.35), we have shown that
Probability Convergence (2.1) holds, that is, ®¢ converges to ®° as ¢ — 0 in
probability (see [8, Proposition 1]) and that for any y # O, the probability
measures

1 T
(3.38) Pr(oy) = / P(t,y,)dt, T >0
0

is tight, and has at least a limiting measure v, in weak sense, which is a
stationary measure for (3.34) (see [8, Theorem 8]). Now denote by

Ms(eo) = {vy :forall 0 <e< e, y € R3}

all the stationary measures obtained in a manner just stated, which is tight
(see [8, Proposition 2]) and produced by all solutions from ¥ U {O} (see [8,
Theorem 12]).
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It is not difficult to see that stochastic Logistic equation (3.36) has a
unique nontrivial stationary solution u€(6,w) where 6, is the metric dynam-
ical system generated by Brownian motion. It follows from the Stochastic
Decomposition Formula that uf(6,w)Q is a stationary solution of (3.34) for
any equilibrium @ € & (see [8, Theorem 5]), whose distribution measure,
denoted by ug,, defines an ergodic stationary measure for (3.34) (see [8, The-
orem 7]). In addition, for each y € A(Q), P(t,y,-)—pug weakly as t — oo,
and

(3.39) tllglo P(t,y, A) = pg(A), for any A € B(RY).

This shows
Ms(eo) = {ug: Q € £,0 <e< e}

in the cases a, b, e, f of Table 1.
In the case ¢ of Table 1, the carrying simplex is full of periodic orbits
T'(h) (0<h < 5):
y1+y2+tys=1,

y1y2y3 = h,

whose attracting domain is the invariant cone surface A(h) :

1
Y1y2Y3 —h 0<h<—

(y1 +y2 +y3)? 2T
Then there exists a unique ergodic nontrivial stationary measure v sup-
porting on the cone surface A(h) (see [8, Theorem 20]). Hence,

€ 1 €
Ms(eo):{uh:0<h§2—7,0<e§eo}U{,uQ:Q€5,0<e§eo}.

The above discusses illustrate a uniform characteristic: the time average
measure (3.38) of transition probability function for each solution weakly
converges to an ergodic stationary measure for (3.34) on the attracting do-
main of the w-limit set of the orbit for ®° through the same initial point.
But case d is quite different. If y € IntR3\L(P), the corresponding time
average measure (3.38) of transition probability function has infinite weak
limit points, which are not ergodic (see [8, Theorem 23 and Appendix B]).

Applying Theorem 2.1, we conclude that

THEOREM 3.8. (i) For any equilibrium Q € &, ug(+) 5 50(-) as e —
0, which is valid to the cases a, b, e, f.
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(i) For the case c, vj converges weakly to the Haar measure on the closed
orbit I'(h) as e 0,0 < h < .

(iii) For the case d, if u' := 1/5 € Mg(eo), i = 1,2,---, satisfying € — 0
and ' = p1 as i — oo, then u({Ry, Rz, R3}) = 1.

REMARK 7.  The Birkhoff center in Example (3.26) consists of the origin
(saddle) and strongly unstable foci {P*, P~}. Relatively, the orgin O is more
stable than {P*, P~}. So all limiting measures support at the origin in the
case that the diffusion matriz is nondegenerate. The Birkhoff center for the
flow ®° on ¥ is composed of P (which is strongly repelling on %) and three
saddles { Ry, Ra, R3}, which are relatively more stable than P and supported
by all limiting measures determined by those solutions with initial points
on Y. Nevertheless, if the drift system is Morse-Smale and the diffusion
matriz is positively definite everywhere, then we conjecture that all limiting
measures will support at either stable equilibrium or stable periodic orbit.

Example 4 is complete. U

4. Applications to SPDEs. Although our main result can be applied
to many SPDEs, we prefer to apply it to stochastic reaction-diffusion equa-
tions, stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations and stochastic Burgers type
equations driven by Brownian motions or Lévy process.

4.1. Stochastic reaction diffusion equation with a polynomial nonlinearity.
Let A C R"™ be a bounded domain with smooth boundary dA and let g be
a polynomial of odd degree with negative leading coefficient

2%—1
(4.1) g(u) = Z aiu’,  agp_q < 0.
=0

Consider the following initial boundary value problem:

%:Au+g(u), zel, t>0,
(4.2) u(z,t) =0, x € I\, t >0,
u(z,0) = ¢ € L?(A).

Then by Temam [47, p.84 Theorem III.1.1], equation (4.2) has a unique
solution u(z,t;¢) € L*(A). Therefore we can define a semigroup 7'(t) on
L2A): T(t) : ¢ € L3(A) — u(t; ) € HE(A). Thanks to [47, p.88 Theorem
II.1.2], equation (4.2) has a global attractor Azz2() which is bounded in
HE(A), compact and connected in L?(A). We have that for any ¢ € H}(A),
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{u(z,t;p)}i>0 is bounded in HE(A). Furthermore, since —A has compact
resolvent, trajectory {u(x,t;¢)}i>0 has a compact closure. And let

Vo) = [ (GIV6F = Gl)dn, Gl = [ a(erds, e H).

then

GV utatio) = 5 | GV - 6)da

1 ou ou
:/A(§2Vu'vg—g(u)g)dx

:—/A((Au—i-g(u))%)daz

B ou,\ 2
‘_/A(E) dr <0

where we have used the Green formula and boundary condition in the third
equality. Finally, by LaSalle’s invariance principle, the w-limit set w(yp)
is contained in the equilibrium set of T'(t) for any ¢ € HE(A), this is,
u(x,t; o) = o satisfies the following boundary value problem

Ap+9g(p) =0, €A,
p(x) =0, z € 0A.

This implies that all solutions for (4.2) are convergent to the equilibrium
points.

PROPOSITION 4.1. The Birkhoff center for (4.2) is the equilibrium set
E.

Now let us consider the noise perturbation system of reaction diffusion
equation, such as (4.2).

Consider the following stochastic reaction diffusion equation in A with
Dirichlet boundary conditions:

dX (t,z) = vAX(t,x)dt + g(x, X (t,x))dt + eo(x, X (t,x))dW (t),
(4.3) X(t,z) =0, x € OA, t >0,

X(0) = h € L*(A).
Here v >0,¢9: AxR — Rand o : A xR — [? are two measurable functions.

W (t) = (Wg(t))ren is a sequence of independent one dimensional standard
Brownian motions on some filtered probability space (2, F, {F;}i>0,P).
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For p > 1, let LP(A) be the usual LP-space over A with the standard norm
| -1|p- For m € N, let Hi*(A) be the usual m-order Sobolev space over A with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, and its norm is denoted by || - ||2,. Denote
H~™(A) be the dual space of H*(A). Notice that the following Poincaré
inequality holds: for some Ay > 0,

Mllulld < [Vul3, we Hg(A).

Let V := H}(A) and denote by |ully = ||[Vul|z.
Now we identify the Hilbert space H := L?(A) with itself by the Riesz
representation, and set for ¢ > 2,

V= HYA)NLY(A), V= H'(A)+ L7 (A),

where ¢* := ¢/(q—1). For any u € V, and w = wy +wy € H™Y(A) + L7 (A),
we have
<an>Vq,Vq* = (u,w1>H(1),H71 + <U7w2>Lq(A),Lq*(A)-

In what follows, we consider the evolution triple
Vo CHCV,.

Assume that

(C1) There exist ¢ > 2, ¢; > 0,4 = 1,2,3,4 and hy € L'(A), ho € L9 (A)
such that for all u,u’ € R and = € A,

(u - u/)(g($7u) - g($7u/)) < Cl|u - ’LL/|2,
ug(z,u) < —colul? + c;;\u]z + hy(z),

lg(z,u)| < ealul?" + ho(),

and the mapping u — g(z,u) is continuous.
(C2) There exist c5,cs > 0 and hz € L'(A) such that for all u,u € R and
x €A,

o (a,u) — oz, u) ||} < eslu—u'|?,
and

lo(z, w72 < colul® + hs(2),
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where 12 be the Hilbert space of all square summable sequences of real
numbers. By Theorem 3.2 in [37] or Theorem 3.6 in [51], under (C1)-(C2), for
any p > 1 and h € L?(Q, Fy,P; L2(A)), there exists a unique L?(A)-valued
Fi-adapted process X" with

X" € Cloe([0,00), L2 (M) N L2 ([0,00), V) N LY

loc

([07 00)7 Lq (A))7 P-a.s.
and equation (4.3) holds in V. Moreover, we can obtain

Lemma 4.1, Assume (C1)-(C2) hold, and ¢ > 2 or ¢ = 2,v+ 2% > 0.
Then there exists ey > 0 such that for any € € (0, €],

T
(4.4)  E( sup [|X"(t)[|3) +E(/ XM @)[5-dt) < C(E(IR]3) +T).
te[0,T] 0

REMARK 8. By Fubini’s Theorem and (4.4), we have

/OTE<HXE’h(t)H%/>dt < .

This implies that there exists Ty € B([0,T]) with zero Lebesgue measure such
that

E(IX"(0)}) < oo, te 0TI\ T
Hence for any t € [0, T\ To, there exists Q € F with P(Q;) = 1 such that
XMt w) eV, we .
PROOF. Denote by (La(i?, H),|| - |l;2,;) the Hilbert space of all Hilbert-

Schmidt operators for [ to H.
By Ito’s formula,

HX@%wn%+2u/“nX@%sm%ds
0
am@+2/&x*@»m@xﬂ@»mﬂ@
0
Y / (XM (s), o, X (5))dW () .10
0

t
+8éudaxw@m%ﬂ@

=I5+ IS(t) + I5(t) + I5(t).
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For IS, by (C2),

B sup |15(4)))

te[0,7

T 1/2
<2 [ IX MO0 X D) )

T
< E7h 2 E,h 2
a5 S2E( s 1XHOIR) +28( [ lote X4 @)l )

T
<26 sup | XH(0)[3) + 2B | 1XO[Bde) + 26T
te[0,T] 0

<2 sup || XH(1)]
te[0,7

[\) v}

2ec T
)+ B ( [ IOl dt) + 26Tl
A 0

For If, applying (C2) again, we have
€lcg ’ h( o) [|12 2
@o)  E(5m) < S2B( [ IxH)Rds) + TRl
A 0
I5 will be estimated according to two cases.

(1) The case ¢ >2 or ¢ =2,c9 —c3 > 0. .
By (C1), it is easy to see that there exist x > 0 and h; € L*(A) such

that )
ug(z,u) < —klul? + hy(2).
Hence
(4.7) I5(t) < 2[|ha]it.
(2) The case g = 2,¢2 — c3 < 0, + 2= > 0.
By (C1),
t
I5(t) <2(c3 — ¢2) / X (s)|2ds + 2t||ha |1
(4.8) 0

2(c3 — ¢ ¢
s%/ 1X ()12 ds + 2¢]|ha 1.
A 0

Combing (4.7), (4.8), (4.5) and (4.6), we conclude that there exist €y, 71,72 >
0 such that for 0 < € < ¢,

1 € T €
SE( sup |XM0)13) +mB( [ 1X0@) ) < E(AIE) + mT.
te[0,7 0

This completes the proof. O
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Denote by X%" the solution for (4.3) when e = 0. Applying the results in
Lemma 4.1 and It6’s formula to || X" (t) — X%"(t)||3, we can obtain

THEOREM 4.1. If the assumptions of Lemma 4.1 hold, then
(1) Forcmy]\7>0, 6>0andt>0,

lin% sup ]P’(HXtE’h — X2h2 > 5) =0.
TV nl3 <

(2) There exists at least one stationary measure p&" for X",
(3) For e € (0,e0], denote by {ys5 , ic € I} all stationary measures for the
semigroup {Pf }>0. Then {u5 , ic € Ie,e € (0,€0]} is tight.

PRrROOF. Repeating the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can get that there is a
positive constant C' such that

T
49)  swp [XOP@)2 + / IXOP ()|t < C(IRIE +T),
te[0,7] 0

where C' can be chosen to be the same as (4.4).
Define the stopping time 7 = inf{s € [0, 77, ||X§h\|% > N}AT. Applying
It6’s formula to || X" (t) — X% (t)||2, we have

XMt ATN) — XOP (A TN
tATN
Py / X0 (s) — XON(s) |2 ds
0
tIATN
o [T X () = XOM(s), gla, X(s)) — glars X)) 1 prds
(4.10) ; :
tATN
"y / (XN (5) — XO(s), o, X ())) g1 dW (s)
0
tIATN
+ & / o, Xt ()| o
0

By the definition of 7y and (4.9), we know that

f2c /O T ey~ XOM(s) ol X)) ad W (s)

te[0,T
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is a martingale. Taking expectation of (4.10) and by the Assumption (C1),
(4.6) and (4.4), we have

tATN
E|[ X (A ) — XOR(E A7) + ma/ X5 (s) — XOR(s) |2 ds
0
tATN

tATN
<9¢,E / X (s) — XOh(s)2ds + 2 / lo(, XN (8)|[% s
0 0

t T
§201/ EHXE’h(S/\TN)—Xo’h(S/\TN)H%dS—l—EzE/ HU(ZE,XE’h(S))H%Q’HdS
0

0
t c T
<2 | EHX@’L(sATN)—X°’h<sw>||%ds+3—%( | 1) ds) + Tl
0 0
! h 0,h 2 €?cgC 2 2
§201/ E|lX (s A ) = X (s Ar)[3ds + 2= (E(IAIE +T) + €T a1
0

By Gronwall’s lemma, for any ¢t € [0, 7] and integer N,
E|| XSt ATn) — XM (A T3

C
2<C6—(E(HhH§ +T)+ T|’h3H1> 2T

<e
AA

Letting N — oo and using the Fatou lemma, we get that for any ¢ € [0, T],
E|XM(1) — X" ()3
cC .
<@ (L BRI +T) + Tlhsll) - 7.

Hence, for any t € [0, 7],

lim sup ]P’<|]Xf’h — X213 > 5)
Tl <M

c6C .
<lﬂ%?(§ (M +T) +Tuh3|yl) 20T _ ),

We have obtained (1).
(2) Utilizing Lemma 4.1, we deduce that for any L > 0,

1 t
limsup;/ P<||X§’h”V > L)ds
0

t—o0

(4.11) hmsup ! /tIE(HXG’hH2 >ds
L2 t 0 S 4

C
éﬁ‘
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Notice that the embedding V' C H is compact. Then there exists at least
one stationary measure uS" for X" by the Prohorov theorem.

(3) For € € (0, €], choose pu® € {u5 , ic € I}, by the definition of station-
ary measure, we have

pelnlly > 1) = [ P(IXEM Ny = L)i(an). Vs =0,

hence, by Fubini’s theorem, Fatou’s lemma and (4.11)
€ : 1 ! €,h €
i (Il = L) <timsup 5 [ [ B(IXS |y = L) (ah)ds
t—o0 t 0 H

1 t
§/ limsup—/ IP’(HXSE’hHV ZL)dS,ue(dh)
H t Jo

t—o00
C
Sﬁ’
It follows from the fact that {h € V : ||h|ly < L} is compact in H that
{u5,, ic € Ie,e € (0, €]} is tight. O

Using the Young inequality, we can get that the polynomial g in (4.1)
satisfies condition (C1). This fact, together with Theorem 4.1 and Theorem
2.1, implies the main result in this subsection.

THEOREM 4.2. Assume that v = 1, g is given in (4.1) and o satisfies
condition (C2), then any limiting measures of stationary measures for (4.3)
are supported in the set of equilibrium points .

Specially, we consider one dimensional cubic reaction-diffusion equation:

(4.12) {%Z%JFV (1-u?), 0<z <1, t>0,
: y

u
u(0,t) = u(1,t) =0,
where A is a positive parameter.
PROPOSITION 4.2. [22, Theorem 4.3.12] If A\ € (nm, (n + 1)7] where n

1s an integer, then there are 2n + 1 equilibrium points ¢y = 0,(;5}',(;5},]’ =
1,2,...,n of (4.12), the points (bj: are hyperbolic with dimW“(qﬁjE) =j-—1,5=
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1,2,...n. If X € (nm, (n+ 1)m), then ¢g = 0 is hyperbolic, dimW™(0) = n,
and the attractor Ay is given

Ay =weo) | (U wees).

j=1
Here W"(¢) denotes the unstable manifold for the equilibrium ¢. Hence the
Birkhoff center for the semiflow ® is given by
B(®@) ={0} J{e],¢; :5=1,2,..,n}.
Now we consider the perturbed equation driven by Brownian motion:

dX(t,z) = AX(t,x)dt + X (t,2)(1 — (X(t,2))?)dt
+eo(x, X (t,x))dW (t),
X(t,0)= X(t,1)=0, t>0,
X(0) = he L*[0,1)).

(4.13)

It is easy to see that the cubic polynomial g(u) = u(1 — u?) satisfies that
condition (C1). Together with Theorem 4.1, Proposition 4.2 and Theorem
2.1, we have

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that o in (4.13) satisfies condition (C2) and
A € (nm, (n+ 1)w]. If u is any weak limit point of {u“} as ¢; — 0, then u is
supported in the set of equilibrium points

{0 Js6]. 07 :5=1,2,...,n}.

REMARK 9. Let A € (nm, (n+ 1)7] and ¢, for example, qﬁ;r, be an equi-
librium of (4.12). Then denote by

mj = min{qﬁj(:n) cx € 0,1]} and M; = max{qﬁj(:p) cx e |0,1]}

the minimal and maximal values of qS;', respectively. As constructed in Propo-
sition 3.2, one can construct diffusion term o such that o(u) = 0 on [m;, M;]
and (C2) is satisfied. Thus, (4.13) has a sequence of stationary measures
whose weak limit supports at (b;r. This shows that the result of Theorem 4.3
1s the best as a general of result.
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4.2. Stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation driven by Lévy noise. Let D
be an open bounded domain with smooth boundary D in R%. Denote by
u and p the velocity and the pressure fields, respectively. The Navier-Stokes
equation is given as follows:

(4.14) {@u—uAu—F(u'V)u—i-Vp:h in D x[0,T),

V-u=0 in D x[0,T],
with the conditions

u(,t)=0 in 0D x[0,T7;
(419) oo e o)

where v > 0 is the viscosity, h stands for the external force acting on the
fluid.
Define

1/2
V= {v € Wol’z(D,R2) : Vw=0a.e.in D}, lv]|v = (/D (|Vv1|2+|Vv2|2)dx) / ,

and let H be the closure of V in the following norm

folla =/, o).

By the Poincaré inequality, we have the Gelfand triples: V C H =2 H* C V*.

Define the Stokes operator A in H by
Au = PgAu, Yu € D(A) = W?%(D,R*) NV,

where the linear operator Py (Helmhotz-Hodge projection) is the projection
operator from L?(D,R?) into H. Since V coincides with D(A'?), we can
endow V with the norm ||lu|ly = ||AY?u||g. Because A is a positive self-
adjoint operator with compact resolvent, there is a complete orthonormal
system {eq, e, - - - } of eigenvectors of A in V', with corresponding eigenvalues
0<)\1 S)\g <-o- =00 (Aei:)\iei), and

lull¥ > Mllull?r,  we V.

It is well known that the Navier-Stokes equation can be reformulated as
follows:

(4.16) ' =vAu+ F(u) + ho(uw), u(0)=up € H,
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and
F:Drp C HXV — H, F(u,v) = —Py[(u-V)v], F(u)= F(u,u), hg = Pgh.
One can show that the following mappings
AV =V F:VxV-sV*
are well defined, and
(F(u,v),w)yy+y = —(F(u,w),v)v=y, (F(u,v),0)y=y =0, wv,weV.

Assumption 1: For the mapping hy : V' — V* there exists ¥y € (0,v)
such that
[ho(v) — ho(w)[v+ < dollv —wlv,  v,weV.
Define
A(v) = vAv + F(v) + ho(v).
Since A is linear, F' is bilinear and the Assumption 1 holds, we can easily
get that

(H1) The map s — (A(v1+sv2),v)v+ y is continuous on R for all v, v, ve €
V.

As estimated in [43, Lemma 2.3] or [7, p.293], we have that for any n > 0,
3/2 1/2
(F(u) = F(v),u = v)vey <2u— ol lu— vl 7ol p2)

27
<nllu = [} + WHUH%A(D,R?)HU —olf, wveV

Take n = ”_2790. Then

2(A(u) — A(v),u —v)v=v
27
< = 2vllu — v} + 2nllu — vl + 8—773\\v\\i4(D,Rz)\\u —oll

+ 2[[ho(u) — ho(v)|[v+

u—vlly

27
< — (v =do)llu— o[} + WHUH%HD,R?)H’U — ol

Thus we get that

(H2) 20A(w) — AW),u = )y € Zssllollde el — vl for al
u,v € V.
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Similarly, we can prove that
(H3) 2(A(v),v)v+,v + (v = Do) [vll} < (v =)~ o (0))]
It follows from (2.91) in [7, p.291] that for all u,v € V,

2 forallveV.

[(F(v), w)v=v| < 2||v][pa(pr2)llullv-
An easy calculation deduces that

A ()]

ve S v|vllv + 2)|vl[Lapr2) + Dollvllv + [1ho(0)]

V*

Applying [43, Lemma 2.1], we have

(4.17) Ioll4s oz < 2ol lel?. ve V.

Therefore, we obtain that there exists a positive constant C' such that
(H4) [[A@)[F5- < CL+ [0l A+ vlF), veV.

Now we present an attractor result for the deterministic system (4.16).

ProprosITION 4.3. If the Assumption 1 holds, then the deterministic
system (4.16) generates a dynamical system {®(t)}i>0 which possesses a
connected global attractor Ap. Besides, ®(t)|a, is a group.

The proof is contained in [47, Theorem IV.8.2 and Theorem III1.2.2] or
[22, Theorem 4.4.5].
Consider the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation driven by Lévy noise:

AXE" =(VAXE" + F(XEM) + ho(XPM)) dt

(4.18) eh ch A
+eB(X,")dWy + € | f(X.,2z)N(dt,dz),
z

with a deterministic initial value Xg’h =heH.

Here {W;}>0 is a U-valued cylindrical Wiener process on the probability
space (2, F,{Ft}t>0,P) with U a separable Hilbert space, (Z, Z) a locally
compact Polish space, and v a o-finite measure on Z. Set N being a Poisson
random measure on [0,00) X Z with the o-finite intensity measure \ ® v,
where X is the Lebesgue measure on [0,00). N([0,t] x O) = N([0,t] x O) —
tv(0), O € Z with v(0) < oo, is the compensated Poisson random measure.
Denote by (Lo(U, H), ||-||2) the Hilbert space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators

from U to H.
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Assumption 2: Suppose that B : V — Lo(U, H), f : V x Z — H satisfy
the following conditions: there is a positive constant L such that for any
v,w eV,

I1B) = B+ [ 1£02) = flw2lw(ds) < L=l
[ 1.2l

/lef(v,Z)llilql/(dZ) < L+ Joll)-

IN

L+ Jloll),

This implies that
(419) B3+ /Z 1f (v, 2)|Fv(dz) < F+Clolf < K(1+ [loll),

where F, C depends on L and || B(0)||2 and K := max{(v—g) "} ho(0)|

2. F,C}

Together with the Assumptions 1 and 2 with (H1)-(H4), all hypotheses
in [7] are satisfied. So we have

PROPOSITION 4.4. ([7, Theorem 1.2]) Suppose that the Assumptions 1
and 2 hold. Then
(i) for any h € LA(Q, Fo,P; H), T > 0, Eq. (4.18) has a unique solution

Xe,h
{ t }tE[O,T])
(ii) there exists a constant Cr independent of € and h such that, for e €

(07 1])

T

e,h e,h e,h

(4.20) SB%]EHXt ||§1L1+E/0 X5 5 I X" 1V dt < Cr(E|h| +T),
te|0,

and
T h
(4.21) E/ XM dt < oo.
0
LEMMA 4.2.  There exist 1 > 0 and €, > 0 such that for any h € H,

T
sup EJ|XH[3, + / IXSM 2 ds < B3 + (L+ KT, Ve € (0.e)
s€[0,77] 0

In particular,

T
(4.22) sup [|XOH12 41 / IXO |2 ds < ||h|3 +2KT.
5€[0,T] 0
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REMARK 10. As in Remark 8, there exists To € B([0,T]) with zero
Lebesgue measure and for any t € [0,T] \ To, there exists Qy € F with
P(Q) =1 such that
XNMt,w) eV, we .
PROOF. Using a similar argument as (4.18) in [7], we have

h
X" W7

t
[y +2 [ (A, Xy v
0
t
(4.23) +2€/< (XeMdWe, X" i
+26// FXEP, 2), XY g N(ds, d2)

te / 1B( th||2ds+e//||f (Xeh 2|2, N (ds, d2),

where X" is any V-valued progressively measurable dt x P version of X",
Set o =inf{s >0: |X"||gz > N} AT. By (4.20) and (4.21),

tAoN _ _ tAoN _ _ -
In(t) =2 [ B XM art2e [ [ (X" 2), XM g a N s )
0 0 Z

is a square integrable martingale. Combining (H3) and (4.19), we obtain

tAoN 3
BIXG < IEE( [ ()| X5 )as)+em( [

Recall that

tAoN

K1+ X" 3)ds ).

oI} > Aol Yo eV,

we obtain
h Ke N h2 2 2
E|| Xipon IH + (v =90 — Tl)E/() [ XS [7ds < [|hll7 4 (1 + €) K2
Choose 7 > 0 and ¢, > 0 such that
K 2
(v =do= )2, Vee (06

Let N — o0o. Then

t
€,h e
E|| X" + UE/O IXSM-ds < |hllF + (1 + ) Kt, Ve € (0,6,
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which implies that

t
sup B+ B /0 |Xet|Bds < B2+ (1+ )KL, Ve e (0,6
s€|0,t

This completes the proof. O

THEOREM 4.4. Suppose the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then
(1) Forcmy]\7>0, 6>0andT >0,

lim sup ]P’(HX;’h — X212 > 5) =0.
O lnz <31

(2) There exists at least one stationary measure p<" for X",
(3) For e € (0,¢], denote by {5 , ic € I} all stationary measures for the
semigroup {Pf }i>0. Then {5 , ic € Ie,e € (0,¢,]} is tight.

PROOF. (1) Set oy := inf{s > 0 : || X"z > N}AT and p(v) :=
%HUH%(DRZ). By It6’s formula, we have

tAoN Oh h 0h 9
exXp ( - /0 p(Xs’ )d8> |’Xt;\JN - Xt/\o‘N HH
tAoN s _ _
- / exp (- / p(XP)dr) (2A(KE") — AXER), XE = X0y
0 0
— p(XDM) K - XON| % ) ds
tAoN s _ _
+ 2 / exp (- / p(XPM)dr ) (B AW, Kot — X0 1y
0 0
tAoN s _
v [ e (= [ p(x2har) |BCE") s
0 0
tAoN s _ _ ~
voc [ [ew (= [ px0dr) (F(X5" ), Kot - X0 (ds, 2
0 Z 0
tAoN s _
v [ [ (= [ p(x2Mar) (TS ) N s, de),
0 Z 0

where X7 is any V-valued progressively measurable dt x IP version of X7,

From (4.20), (4.21) and Lemma 4.2, we know that
tAoN s _ _
Ly(t) =2 / exp (- / p(XPM)dr ) (B(XeM)aw,, Kot — XOM) 1 g
0

0
tAoN s _ _ ~
T2 / e (= [ pxttdr) (X572, Xet = X0 (s, 2
0 Z 0
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is a square integrable martingale. Therefore from (H2), (4.19) and Lemma
4.2,

PoN o h 0k 112
Bexp (= [ px0has) 17, - X00, )
tACN _ tA\oN _
<eB [ B a2 [ [ ) fv(de)ds
0 0 7Z
t
g@E/ K(1+ || X5"%)ds
0
§K62t<1—|— sup E||X§’h‘|%{d8>
s€[0,t]
§€2KT<1 R+ (1 + e%)KT),

which implies that

t
€,h h
E(exp (- /O p(XOM)ds ) IIXG, — X0 13) < EKT(1+ [} + (1 + )KT).

By (4.17) and Lemma 4.2,

t 54 t
XOMds <——— / X012 X0R 2 ds
| ottas <y [ g
< (hIE + 2K T
(=1 ’

where 71 comes from Lemma 4.2, we obtain

h 0,h
E(IX5 — Xoiny %)

54
3Ol + 2KT)2) (1 + Bl + (1 + )KT).

SEQKTeXp (W
V="

Leting N — oo, we have
h 0,h
E(IX7" - X3 )

54
SCallll% +2KT)2) (14 0]} + (1 + 2)KT),

SEQKTeXp (W
V="

which implies the first part of this theorem by Chebyshev’s inequality.
Notice that the embedding V' C H is compact. Then the proofs for (2)
and (3) are exactly the same as those in Theorem 4.1, so we omit it. O
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THEOREM 4.5. Assume that (4.18) satisfies the Assumptions 1 and 2.
Let {uf} be a sequence of stationary measures for (4.18) such that pc S u
as €; — 0. Then u is an invariant measure of ® and its support is contained
in the Birkhoff center for ®(t)|a,, -

ProOOF. It follows directly from Theorems 4.4 and 2.1. O

4.3. Stochastic Burgers type equations. Consider the classic Burgers equa-
tion (see [12, p.257-258])

%_ +)‘uax’0<$<1’t>0’
(4.24) u(O,t) = u(l,t) =0,
u(z,0) = p(x).

The solution generates a strongly monotone flow in a suitable function space
V= Wol’z(O, 1) (see [23], or [45, 20]). It is easy to compute that the trivial
solution is the unique stationary solution for (4.24). Set H = L?([0,1]) and
A denote the Laplace operator. Since V' coincides with D(Al/ 2), we endow V
with the norm |ju|ly = ||A"?u||g, which is equivalent with the usual norm
in the Sobolev space V. Also we can prove that [[u?(t)||} is bounded on
[0, 00) for every initial value p € V.

In fact, if u(0) = ¢ € V, then there exists a unique solution u¥ €
C([0,00),V) N L%([0,00), D(A)) of (4.24). This fact can be obtained by a
fixed-point theorem, and the proof is omitted. We have

t
(4.25) lu? ()17 + 2/0 [ (s)IIF-ds = [l %,
where we have used fact that ( cuyp g = 0.
Since |<uax,Au>HH| cllull? Hu||D ([46] or Lemma 2.2 in [16]), we
have

I @1 +2 2y
“lell 22 [ o 25,

<Iloll? + 26 /O P ()12 14 (3)] oy ds

Au“”( )>H7Hd8

t t
<Iloll? + /O 1 (3) [0y s + (Ac)? /0 u(s) & ds,
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hence

t t
O + [ I lds < el + 002 [ 1) - (o) s,
by Gronwall’s inequality and (4.25),

1

(Ae) ®(s)12.d L(xe)2|o)|2
[ (8) % + / 1P ()] ayds < 1ol P IR < 2 30l

This implies that {u¥(t)};>0 is bounded in V. Then applying the theory on
monotone dynamical systems (see [23]), we conclude that all solutions for
(4.24) are convergent to the trivial solution. Therefore, the Birkhoff center
for (4.24) is {0}.

Consider one dimensional stochastic Burgers equation driven by Lévy
noise:

dx;" =(Ax" + xoh v XxeM)d

(4.26) ch ch <
+eB(X,")dWy +¢€ | f(X.D,2)N(dt,dz),
z

with deterministic initial value Xg’h = h.

THEOREM 4.6. Suppose (4.26) satisfies the Assumption 2 in subsection
4.2 and h € H. Then the results of Theorem 4.4 hold. Moreover any limiting
measures for its stationary measures are the Dirac measure dg.

ProoOF. The Ito formula deduces that
I+ 2 [ I
=l + 2 [ (BN X
/ / FXEM 2), XM i N (ds, dz)
/ |B(XEM) [3ds + ¢ / JIHE 23N s, ),

By the same argument of Lemma 4.2, there exist n > 0, ¢, > 0 and F' > 0
such that

(4.27)

T
sup E[[ X3, + rE / |XP |2 ds
(4.28) s€[0,T] " 0 v

<||hllF + (1 + €)FT, Ve € (0, €]
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Define A: V — V* by

A) = vgp + V0.

According to [7, Lemma 2.1(2)], for any u,v € V, there is a positive constant
C such that

(429) 2(A(u) — A(v),u = vy < ~[lu = vl} + O+ oll§)]lu — vllZ.

Combining(4.28) and (4.29), similar to the proof of Theorem 4.4, we can
obtain the probability convergence, existence of stationary measures and
their tightness. Thus the last conclusion follows immediately from Theorem
2.1. O

5. FDEs driven by white noise. Consider the m-dimensional stochas-
tic functional differential equations (SFDEs)

(5.1) dXe(t) = b(XP?)dt 4 ea (XP0)dW (1),
‘ Xg? = ¢ €Ci=C([-7,0],R™),
where W = {W; = (W}, --- ,W}),t > 0} is a k-dimensional Wiener process,
b(:) : C — R™ and o(-) : C — R™*" satisfy global Lipschitz condition and
linear growth condition, that is, there exists a positive constant L such that
Vo, €C,
() Ib(6) — b(®)| + |l7(6) — ()2 < Lllé — v,
(b) [b(8)? + o () < Z2(1 + [6]).
Here C denotes the set of continuous functions ¢(s) from [—7,0] into R™

with the uniform norm ||¢|| = sup |¢(s)].
—7<s8<0

It is known that the Hypotheses (a) and (b) are sufficient to ensure the
global existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to (5.1). Let X?(t)
denote the solution to (5.1) with initial data X8’¢ = ¢. Then the segment
process of X®(t) is given by

X000) = X0 (t+0), 0 € [—7,0].

That is, {X; ’¢}t20 is a process on C. Furthermore, the segment process

{X; ’¢}t20 to (5.1) is immediately a Feller process on the path space C
(see, e.g. Mohammed [44, Theorem IIT 3.1, p.67-68]), where the associated
Markov semigroup

(5.2) Pfg(¢) = Eg(X{?), t>0,¢€C, geByC)
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Consider the corresponding m-dimensional deterministic functional dif-
ferential equations (FDEs)

(5.3) dX?(t) = b(XP)dt, X0 = ¢ eC.

Under Hypothesis (a), it is easy to see that (5.3) generates a semiflow
®,(¢) = @7, t >0 on C.
The following result reveals a close connection between (5.1) and (5.3).

LEMMA 5.1.  Suppose (a) and (b) hold. Let K C C be a compact (bounded)
set and T > 0. Then for sufficiently small € > 0

sup B[ sup [ X9 — &,(6)[*] < Ce,
$eK  0<t<T

where C = C(K,L,T) is a positive constant, depending only on K, L and
T.

The proof is easy, so we omit it.

The following probability convergence can be obtained by Chebyshev’s
inequality.

COROLLARY 5.1.  Let K C C be a compact set. Then for any T > 0 and
4 > 0, we have

lim sup P{ sup HXtﬁ’d) — Oy(¢)|| =6} =0.
e=0gpeck  ~ 0<t<T

In order to apply Theorem 2.1, we need to present a criterion on the exis-
tence of stationary measures for (5.1) and their tightness. For this purpose,
from now on, we focus on the following stochastic functional differential
equations

(5.4) AX(t) = [~BX*(t) + Ag(XO)|dt + o (XE)dW (t)

with initial data X§ = ¢ € C, where B = (bij)mxm, A = (@ij)mxm are two
matrices, 0(¢) = (04(¢))mxk is an m x k matrix valued function defined on
C, and g : C — C is a measurable function. We will suppose the following
assumptions on g and o: N

(A1) There exists a positive constant L such that for all ¢,¢ € C

l9(6) — g(¥)| < Ll¢ — .
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(A2) There exists a positive constant L such that for all ¢,¢ € C

lo(¢) —o(¥)ll2 < Lij¢ — .

To show the existence of a stationary measure, it is sufficient to prove the
tightness of the segments by using the Arzela-Ascoli tightness characteriza-
tion and the Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem.

Using the idea presented in [17, Proposition 2.1], we have

THEOREM 5.1.  Assume (A1), (A2) and
(5.5) (z, Bx) > b|z|? forany x € R™.

If b satisfies the following:

267123A32
e (16L3|AJ*)

(5.6) (1—re37)2 '

where k € (1,e37) is arbitary, and v = (k) = 9[(2‘/E_1 + 1]. Then there
exists eg > 0 such that

(5.7) sup sup E[|| X7 < 26 (||g]|° + M),
0<e<eg t>0

where M is a constant independent of € € (0,¢€g]. Furthermore, for each
® € C, there exists at least a stationary measure p&® for (5.4) corresponding
to the segment process {X;’d)}tzo.

ProoOF. Fixing ¢, to simplify notation, we let X(t) = X%?(t) and set
Z(t) = |X(t)|?, t > 0. By the Ito formula, (5.5), (A1) and (As), we have
dZ(t) < — 2bZ(t)dt + 2| A|| X (1)[|g(Xe)|dt + 26> (L2 Xol|* + (| (0)[13)dt

+ 2e(X (), o(Xy)dW (1))
< —2bZ(t)dt + 2|A|| X (t)]
+ 2e(X (t), o (Xy)dW (1))

(LIIXe]l + 1g(0)))dt + 2¢* (L2 || X, | + [|o(0)]3)dt

~ ~ 0)I2
< 22(t)dt + 2 AP + LIX 2 + @)dt 2L X2 + lo(0)[2)dt

+ 2e(X (), o(Xy)dW (1))
= —20Z(t)dt + C|| X |?dt + Ddt + 2¢(X (1), 0(X)dW (), t>0
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where C' = C() = AL|A| +2¢*L?, and D = D(e) = 221LOC 4 922)15(0) 3.
Then the stochastic variation of constants formula yields that

t
2(t) < e~ 72(0) + / 25 (O X, % + D)ds
0
t
4% / e 2=5) (X (), (X, )dWW (s))
0

C D
< —2th XS 2
<e (0) + % 08;1; | Xsl]® + %

t
42 / e 2=3) (X (5), (X )dW (5)), ¥t > 0.
0
Hence, for 0 <t < 7 we obtain that

C D
sup e'Z(t) SZ(0) + e sup [ X,[? + e
0<t<T 2b o<s<r 2b

t
+2¢” sup | [ (X (s), 0 (X)W (5))],
0<t<r 0

where we have used the fact that b > % It is easy to see that for any

k € (1,e3), there exists v = (k) > 1 such that
(5.8) (x1+xo+x3+124)% < RS+ (23 4 23+ 23) for all ay, 29, 3, 24 > 0.1

Combining the above inequality (5.8) and taking expectations, we obtain
that

E[ sup e?’t]Z(t)\?’]
0<t<r

3 3

3 % 37 6 D 3T
o) SHBIZOP] +v(gge Bl s 1X17 + goe

t
+ 8B sup | [ eI (s), o(X,)aW (5)]).
0<t<r Jo

From Lévy’s celebrated martingale characterization of Brownian motion
(see [32, Theorem 3.16, p.157]), we know that there exists a one-dimensional
Brownian motion B with respect to the same filtration such that

(X(s),0(Xs)dW (s)) = B(s,w)dB(s),

YFor arbitrary s € (1,¢%7), choosing v = y(k) = 9[(?/*?#:1)12 + 1] such that (5.8) holds.
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where
k m

B(s,w) = (Z (ZXi(S)O'ij(XS))2) %

j=1 i=1
By the technical result [17, Lemma 2.2] and (Az), we get that

E[ sup | i e =X (), 0( X, )dW (s)) ]

<27a32[(2L° + 0 (0)[3)E| X+ [° + LPE[| Xo|® + [lo (0)[13]

where

w

where C3 = (%)5 is the universal positive constant in the Burkholder-

Davis-Gundy inequality (see [41, Theorem 7.3, p.40]) and I'(s) = f0+°° tsle~t
is a Gamma function and o € (%, %)
Continuing on from line (5.9) and using above inequality, we have

IE[ sup e?’t|Z(t)|3]

0<t<r
3 Cﬁ 3T 6 6 [ﬁ 3T
<kE|Z(0)] +7@6 E [ Xoll® + 1 X-]1°] +”Y@€
+ 786’ 27a3 2 [(2L° + [0 (0)13)E| X1 + L*E[ Xo[® + l|lo(0)[I3]
(5.11) D3
SV@G&F + 16637")/@3)21)637”0'(0”‘%
CB
+ &kE|Z(0)]® + (7@637 + 16€>Tyas 20e®” L) E[| X0 |®
CB
+ [7@637 + 16€3myaz ape®” (2L3 + ||U(O)||§)]EHXTH6.

Define a Lyapunov function V' : C([—7,0],R) — Ry by

V()= sup e*[¢(s)].

—7<s<0

Let ¥(s) = |¢(s)|?, s € [~7,0]. Therefore, (5.11) along with the fact that
E|Z(0)] < EV (), E|Xo|° < "BV (), E[ sup ¢*|Z(s)]"] = e*EV(Z;)
0<s<rt
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and E|| X,||% < e3EV(Z,) imply that

c3

{1 =€ [ + 166 7a3 5, (2L% + (|0 (0) [3)] }EV (2

(5.12) < [56_37— + e (;;3 + 16€37as 2bL3)]EV(1/J)
D3

+(g + 16’ raz o (0)]2)-

We assume that
C3 3 3
1— e Tl t 16€°Tas 25(2L° + [|o(0)]|3)] > 0

5= 5(6) ': =37 + 7637—( 33 + 166 Tas 2(,L3) <1
1— 7637[8b3 +16€3Taz 05 (2L3 + [0 (0)3)]

which is equivalence to

— +166°7(2L° + [|o(0)[|3)az 2 <

’7637

5.13
( ) 1— ke 37

16T + o (O)3)asm < —

463
By (5.10) and the fact that b > 1, it suffices to show that

3
b5 2 1668287 + o O AP

14
(5.14) 7257 + 166 7(3L% + || (0)[3)A]?

(1 _ 56_37—)2

This shows that we can find €y > 0 such that for each € < ¢, (5.14) holds
(B3 +16637as 2o (0)]3)

1—7e37 [ +1663Ta3 21 (2L3+(|0(0) 3)]

b >

as long as (5.6) is satisfied. Let p := . Then

for every e < ¢

P _ 7(8b3 t 16¢°raz /|0 (0)]13) < p(eo)
1—0  1— ke 3 — yedr[< S5+ 1663Ta3.2,(3L3 + || (0)]13)] — (o)’

If (5.14) holds, then from (5.13) we have
(5.15) EV(Z;) <0EV(¢) +p
Iterating (5.15), we get that

) <EV(Y) + —L— forall ke N,

(5.16) EV(Z),) < S*EV(4) + p( T3

1-6
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This implies that

sup B[ Zir|* < ¥ (BV () + 72).
keN* -

Note that for t € [k7, (k + 1)7], 1 Z:|* < |1 Zke|® + (| Zk41)- 1, VE € N. In
term of the original process X, we conclude that for all 0 < € < ¢,

E X57¢ 6<2 37 E p <9 3T 6 p(eo) )
sup LN 1° < 267 (BV(0) + 125 ) <26 (ol + 25

By adopting the Arzela-Ascoli tightness characterization, we can show
that the law {Pf(¢,-) >0 of segment process {Xf’d)}tzo is tight in (C, B(C))
(see, [17, Theorem 2.3]), which implies that {Q:(-) := %fg PS¢, -)ds}t>o0
is tight in (C,B(C)). Then applying Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem, we can
conclude that {Q¢(-)}+>0 has at least a weak convergence limit p©? which is
stationary for the segment process {X; ’¢}t20. We omit the details and refer
the readers to the proof of [17, Theorem 2.3, 3.2] and [12, Theorem 3.1.1

p.21]. O

For each 0 < € < ¢y, the following assumption is a sufficient condition to
guarantee the uniqueness of a stationary measure.
(A3) The diffusion matrix oo” is uniformly elliptic in C, i.e., there is a

constant A > 0 such that 27 o(¢)(c(¢))T 2 > A|z|? for all ¢ € C and z € R™.
The next result is implicitly proved in [21, Theorem 3.1].

LEMMA 5.2.  Under the assumptions (A1), (Az2) and (Ag), there ezists a
unique stationary measure for (5.4), that is, u©® = € is independent of ¢
for each 0 < e < ¢.

REMARK 11. If o satisfies (A2) and (As), then o admits a continuous

bounded right inverse, i.e., there exists a continuous function & : C — RFX™

such that for all ¢ € C, 0(¢)o(¢p) = Iy, and sup |o(¢)| < oo. Actually, it is
pel

T( T)—l.

easy to see that 0 = o' (oo

Let Br(0) := {¢ € C : ||¢|| < R} for a given R > 0. The following result
gives the tightness for the family of stationary measures {u%}, <e<eo,beBR(0)"

THEOREM 5.2. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 hold. Then the
set of stationary measures {NE’¢}0<5§50,¢GBR(0) is tight. If we additionally
assume that (Asz) holds, then the set of stationary measures {i€}oce<e, S
tight.



ON LIMITING BEHAVIOR OF STATIONARY MEASURES 55

PROOF. Fix R > 0. For given 0 < € < ¢ and ¢ € Br(0), from the proof of
Theorem 5.1, we know that there exists a sequence {T,,} — 400, depending
on € and ¢, such that

I

(5.17) T_/o P(X5? € Yds =5 puS%(-), as n — oo.
n

Then

po?{p € C: [p(0)] > A}

1
<lim inf — / P(|XS?(0)| > \)ds
n J0

n—oo

1
Jiminf — / P(IX%(s)] > \)ds
T, Jo

n—oo

sup supE|X?(¢)[6
<0<e§eo t>0

2637 (RS + M)
< N 77

— 0 uniformly in 0 < € < ¢y and ¢ € Bg(0) as X — oo.

Here we have used the fact that {¢ € C : |p(0)] > A} is an open set,
(5.17) and Portmanteau Theorem ([5, Theorem 2.1, p.16 |) to obtain the
first inequality, the Chebyshev’s inequality to the second inequality, and
(5.7) to the last inequality. This means that

(5.18) lim sup us?{p € C: p(0)] > A} =0.
A0 )<y, BR(0)

For every v > 0, by a similar argument as used in the above first inequal-
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ity, we have

pepeC: sup |p(v) = p(u)l >~}
—7<u<v<0
v—u<d

1 [T
<liminf —/ P(  sup |Xt€’¢(v) — Xf’¢(u)| > )dt
n—o0 n Jo —r<u<v<0
v—u<d

n—o0 Up —7<u<v<0
v—u<d

I
=lim inf — / P( sup | X9t +v) — Xt +u)| > 7)dt
0

<supP( sup X0t +v) — X0t +u)| > )
t>T —7<u<v<0
v—u<d
=supP( sup  [X“%(v) = XP(u)| > 7)
t>0 t<u<v<t4+Tt
v—u<d

<supP( sup /|bXe¢|ds> =)

t>0 t<u<v<t+t

v—u<d
+supP(e  sup ]/ (X dW (s)] > 1).
>0 t<u<v<ttr Sy 2
v—u<d

Here b(¢) := —B¢(0) + Ag(¢), which maps bounded sets in C into bounded
sets in R™. From this fact and (5.7), it is easy to yield that

lim sup supP(  sup / b(XE?)|ds > %) =0.

020 gce<eq,peBR(0) t0  t<usvstir

v—u<d

Let J¢(v) = € [y of o(X$?)dW (s), v > 0. The continuity of o implies that
{J¢(v),v 2 0} is a continuous m-dimensional local martingale. Then by
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Hoélder inequality, (Ag), Cy-inequality
and Fubini’s theorem, we have for any ¢ > s > 0

t
EJJE(t) — J%(s)|° =E]e / o (X)W (1) °
<Cs (263T(R6 + M) + 1) It — s,

where Cg = 25€8Cs(L8+[|o(0)]|9) is a constant independent of . This means
that there exists some positive constant ¢ such that

sup supE|JE(v) — JE(w)|® < ejv — uf® for all u,v € [0, 7].
0<e<eo,p€BR(0) t=0
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From the Kolmogorov’s tightness argument (see, Karatzas and Shreve [32,
Problem 4.11, p.64]), we can deduce that

lim sup SupP( sup |J(v) — J(u)| > 1) = 0.

090 0<e<cn peBr(0) t20 N tsusvsitr 2

In other words,
. v 6 AN
lim sup sup]P’(e sup \/ o(X5?)dW (s)| > —> =0.

090 0<c<en peBr(0) t20 \ tSusvstir 2

Therefore we obtain that

(519) lim  sup  upeC: sup |p(v) —p(u)] >~} =0.

020 g<e<ep,peBr(0) ~Sugvso

Consequently, the conclusion follows immediately from (5.18) and (5.19). O
ExaMPLE 5 (Hopfield Neural Network Models with Noise).

We consider the stochastic delayed Hopfield equations
(5.20) dX¢(t) = [-BX(t) + Ag(X(t — 7))]dt + eo(X[)dW ()

where B = diag(by, -+ ,bn), A = (aij)mxmy g(w) = (g1(z1), - 7gm(xm))T7
and o(¢) = (04(®))mxm is an m x m matrix defined on C.

Hopfield-type neutral networks have many applications to parallel compu-
tation and signal processing involving the solution of optimization problems.
It is often required that the network should have a unique stationary solution
that is globally attractive. For this purpose, we present the following.

THEOREM 5.3.  Assume (A1) — (As), and
(A4) There exists some constant M > 0 such that lg(z)| < M for all x € R™.

If b satisfies condition (5.6), where b = 1I<ni<n bi, then for each € € (0, €],

the system (5.20) has a unique invariant measure u for the segment pro-
cess { X }i>0. Furthermore, u weakly converges to 6, as € — 0, where p is
a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium for differential equations (5.20)
with € = 0.
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_ Proor. Let b(¢) = —Bg(0) + Ag(d(—7)), ¢ € C. It is easy to see that
b is globally Lipschitz continuous in C. The existence and uniqueness of
invariant measure, the tightness of the set {u,0 < € < ¢} follow from
Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.2, respectively. The probability convergence
condition holds by Corollary 5.1. Combining with assumption (Ay4), we get
that the unperturbed system has a unique equilibrium p which is globally
asymptotically stable (see [48, Theorem 2.4]), where we have used the fact
that the operator norm is less than the trace norm. The final assertion follows
from Theorem 2.1. O

6. Appendix: Poincaré recurrence theorem for continuous dy-
namical system/semiflow. In this section we give a full proof of the
Poincaré recurrence theorem for a semiflow (or flow) on the separable met-
ric space (M, p). The original idea is borrowed from Mané [38] and Hirsch
[25].

Throughout this section we assume that ® : R, x M — M is a mapping
with the following properties

(i) ®.(x) is continuous, for all x € M,

(ii) ®4(-) is Borel measurable, for all ¢ € R,

(iii) 9 = id, ®; 0 P5(x) = Pyys(x), for all t,s € Ry. Here o denotes
composition of mappings.

Let x € M. Then the w-limit set of = is defined by

w(z) = {y € M : for every neighborhood U of y, and for every k €
N, there exists s > k such that ®,(x) € U}.

We note that ®.(x) is continuous, thus

w(z) = {y € M : for every neighborhood U of y,and for every k €
N, there exists s > k and s € Q such that ®4(z) € U}.

Using the semigroup properties of @, it is easy to see that w(z) = w(P¢(x))
for every t € Ry.

Let (M, B(M), ) be a probability space and p be a ®-invariant probability
measure, i.e., po ®; 1 = y for all t € Ry, where B(M) is the o-algebra of
Borel sets in M.

The proof of the following Poincaré recurrence theorem follows the line
of argument for the discrete time measurable mapping case (see, e.g., Mané
(38, p.28-29)).

THEOREM 6.1. Let M be a separable metric space and p be ®-invariant.
Then p(B(®)) =1, where B(®) = {z € M : x € w(z)} denotes the Birkhoff
center of ®.
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PRrROOF. For given t € R;. Let A be an open set in M and
Ay={x € A:Vk €N, 3s > kand s € Q such that 5 o ®;(x) € A}.

We claim that Ay € B(M) and u(A) = u(Ap). In fact, for every k € N, let
Cr={r € A:P,0d(x) € A, Vs > kand s € Q}. It is easy to see that

Ao:A\UCk.Leta:EAoifandonlyifa:EAandeEN,Elszk;

k=1
and s € Q such that 50 &;(z) € A if and only if v € A and = ¢ U Ck.
k=1
Note that C, = A\ U (B4 0®;)"(A) which shows that Cy, € B(M) and

s>k,s€Q
implies that

61 ceclJest@\ J o= U o'\ U ek

$>0 s>k,s€Q $>0,s€Q s>k,s€Q

where we have used the fact that ®.(x) is continuous and A is an open set.
From (6.1) we have that

Cr) <u( |J @A) —u( |J @7(4)
$>0,5€Q s>k,s€Q
U et @) —uoar'( |J o7'4)
5>0,5€Q s>k,s€Q
U @) —poe'( |J e7'(4)
5>0,5€Q 5>0,5€Q
= 0.
Therefore we get that Ay € B(M) and u(Ag) > p(A Z,u (Cr) = u(A
k=1

This completes the proof of the claim.
Since, furthermore, M is a separable metric space, we can find the count-

able basis {U, }nen of M such that li_)m diam(U,,) = 0 and U U, = M for
n=~k

every k € N. Let U, = {x € U, : Vk € N,Js > kand s € qu(/:bthat P, 0

o, (z) € U,} for every n € N. From the above claim, we have U,, € B(M)
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and (U, \ Uy,) = 0. Let M =limsup U, = ﬂ U U,, then we have
oo k=0n=Fk
p(MA\) - = (@1 T))
k‘O:oO . n=k o
k=0 n=k n=k
k=0n=k
=0.

—

This means that pu(M) = 1. Due to this fact it is sufficient to prove that

M c {r € M : 2z € w(z)} which we now prove. Let = € M. For any r > 0,
since li_)m diam(U,) = 0, 3N € N such that Vn > N diam(U,) < 5. Note

o0
that x € U U,. Hence there exists n > N such that x € U, C U,, it

n=N
follows that U,, C B(x,r). This implies that Vk € N, 3s > k and s € Q such
that @50 ®y(z) € U,, C B(x,7), i.e., v € w(P¢(z)) = w(x). O

This theorem immediately implies the following assertion.

REMARK 12.  Let supp(u) denote the support of u, where u is ®-invariant.
Then supp(p) C B(®).

If we additionally assume that ®(-) is continuous for every ¢t € R, this
is, ® is a semiflow. (If we can replace R4 by R, then ® defines a flow.) Then
we can prove the following assertion.

PROPOSITION 6.1.  supp(p) is forward invariant. If, in addition, supp(u)
is a compact set and ®y(-) : M — M is an injective mapping (or homeomor-
phism), then supp(u) is invariant.

PROOF. Let H := supp(). The continuity of ®;(-) implies that ®; ' (H)
is a closed set. By the invariance of p, u(®; ' (H)) = u(H) = 1. This implies
that H C ®;'(H). Therefore ®;(H) C H.

The injectivity of ®; implies that ®;!(®;(H)) = H. Thus

1= p(H) = p(@7 (0:(H))) = p(@4(H)).
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Note that ®,(H) is a closed set (more precisely, a compact set) from the
fact that H is a compact set and ®.(-) is continuous. Therefore we have
H C &,(H). O

Following we assume that H := supp(u) is a closed invariant set. Let ®|gy
denote the restricted semiflow. Then by the Poincaré recurrence theorem,
we obviously have

COROLLARY 6.1. H = B(®|g). This means that every point of H is
recurrent for ®|g.

PrOOF. The fact that H C B(®|g) C H follows directly from the
Poincaré recurrence theorem and the definition of the support of invariant
measure fi. ]

If, in addition, H is a compact set. We refer to Hirsch [25] for additional
properties of the support of i in the case of p is ergodic. Recall that ®-
invariant probability measure p is said to be ergodic if for any A € B(M)
with the property ®;(A) = A for all ¢ € R, we have either u(A) = 0 or
w(A) = 1.

A subset A C M is an attractor if A is compact and invariant (®,(A) = A)
and contained in an open set N C M such that

tlim dist(®¢(x), A) = 0 uniformlyinz € N.
—00

Furthermore, if there is an attractor that contains all w-limit points, then
we call ® is dissipative.

A nonempty compact invariant set A C M is called attractor-free if the
restricted flow ®| 4 has no attractor other than A itself. By a result of Conley
[10] A is attractor-free this is the equivalent to A is connected and every
point of A is chain recurrent for ®|4. The definition of chain recurrent set
we refer the reader to [2] since this notion will not be used here. Meanwhile,
a detailed discussion about this relation we refer to Benaim [3, p.23].

Furthermore, for this compact invariant set H := supp(u), the following
result is proved in Benaim and Hirsch [4], Hirsch [25], respectively.

PROPOSITION 6.2. FEach component of H is attractor-free. In addition,
if p is ergodic, then H itself is attractor-free.

If @ is a strongly monotone semiflow in an ordered Banach space M, let A
denote attractor-free, then by more detailed structural analysis of A, Hirsch
[25] points out that either A is unordered, or else A is contained in totally
ordered, compact arc of equilibria.
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