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ERGODICITY FOR LOCALLY MONOTONE STOCHASTIC
EVOLUTION EQUATIONS WITH LEVY NOISE

GERARDO BARRERA AND JONAS M. TOLLE

ABSTRACT. We establish general conditions for stochastic evolution equations with
locally monotone drift and degenerate additive Lévy noise in variational formulation
resulting in the existence of a unique invariant measure for the associated weakly
ergodic Markovian Feller semigroup. We prove improved moment estimates for the so-
lutions and the so-called e-property of the semigroup. Examples include the stochastic
incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations, shear thickening stochastic power-law fluid
equations, the stochastic heat equation, as well as, stochastic semilinear equations such
as the 1D stochastic Burgers equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we study ergodicity of the Markovian dynamics associated to a general
class of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) on a separable Hilbert space,
that is, locally monotone drift stochastic evolution equations with additive Lévy noise,
which is the sum of a spatially degenerate Wiener process with possibly infinitely many
modes and a degenerate compensated Poisson process with small jumps and finite sec-
ond moments, which is independent from the Wiener process. Even if the degeneracy
of the noise could be seen as a drawback, it is actually this contribution’s strength and
main novelty. The main reason is the absence of robust techniques for proving ergod-
icity for those SPDEs with degenerate noise that are not strongly dissipative and thus
exponentially ergodic as in [§].

For non-degenerate noise, more precisely, for noise with minimal non-degeneracy as-
sumptions on the Fourier modes of the spatial structure, the situation is entirely different.
We would like to point out that this kind of minimal type of non-degeneracy is some-
times called “degenerate” (as opposed to space-time white noise) or “mildly degenerate”
in the literature. In this work, we reserve the terminology “degenerate” for noise which
may be zero, finite-dimensional, or spatially regular. Following this terminology, for
non-degenerate noise, the main approach derives from the notion of the strong Feller
property of the semigroup, combined with irreducibility, which implies uniqueness of
the invariant probability measure and therefore ergodicity of the semigroup. This tech-
nique works well for both additive and multiplicative noises [20]. It has been refined
by Hairer and Mattingly toward the notion of the so-called asymptotic strong Feller
property [40,[41], which they used to prove the existence and uniqueness of an invari-
ant measure for the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations with additive
Gaussian forcing [40]. We note that their method yields convergence of the ergodic semi-
group in total variation distance, whereas the method used by us yields so-called weak*-
mean ergodicity, where the time-average of the dual semigroup converges weakly in the
sense of probability measures. Our result relies on the ergodicity result of Komorowski,
Peszat and Szarek [46], which is a refinement of the so-called lower bound technique
of Lasota and Szarek [52], where the main ingredient is the so-called e-property of the
semigroup, a type of uniform equi-continuity on bounded Lipschitz functions, combined
with a asymptotic uniform lower bound for the time-average of the semigroup, which
does not require tightness, as the well-known Krylov-Bogoliubov method.

For strongly dissipative monotone drift SPDEs with degenerate Gaussian noise, er-
godicity has been obtained, among many other contributions, in [8|[17H20,25-27.53.59].
See [76] for a survey article on the topic of ergodicity and Kolmogorov operators for
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SPDESs. For singular drift monotone SPDEs with degenerate Gaussian noise, ergodicity
has been obtained in [10,2829,34.35.54,57.73.,[78]. For SPDEs with jump noise, ergod-
icity has for instance been discussed in [31L[66]. See [72] for a recent result on ergodicity
of the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation with logarithmic potential.

For the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, ergodicity has been first obtained in [23//40),
481160], where the results have been further refined in [59,[12]22141,[47 49,6364, 70,75].
Up to now, questions of ergodicity for stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with non-
degenerate noise are an active topic of research, see [13][15[16}30L42]44.66].

The setup for SPDEs with locally monotone drift has been introduced by Liu and
Rockner in [55]. As a unifying approach, it has sparked a lot of interest and has lead to
many subsequent works, see [IH3|T4)33l36,50/56,/65/69], among many other contributions.
Examples for well-posedness covered by the approach of locally monotone drift SPDEs
are the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic incompressible
power law fluids, the stochastic incompressible tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations, the
stochastic 3D Leray-a model, as well as, quasilinear equations as the stochastic p-Laplace
equation with non-monotone perturbation, and, with certain restrictions on the growth
behavior and spatial dimension, semilinear stochastic equations as the 1D stochastic
Burgers equation, and the 1D stochastic Allen-Cahn equation with double-well potential,
and a large class of reaction-diffusion equations.

In this work, our main aim is to provide an abstract framework for ergodicity of locally
monotone SPDEs with degenerate additive Lévy noise. Existence and uniqueness of so-
lutions to our model have been obtained by Brzezniak, Liu and Zhu in [14]. As our main
example, we prove the weak ergodicity of the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes
equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions on a bounded domain or with periodic
boundary conditions on a square without any spatial non-degeneracy condition on the
noise, thus including the deterministic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equation. The
examples of stochastic semilinear equations include the stochastic Burgers equation in
1D, however, due to our conditions, only small quadratic growth perturbations of the
second order differential operator are permitted, thus ruling out the stochastic Allen-
Cahn equation in 1D with double-well potential. This is not a surprise, however, as
generally speaking, the locally monotone framework of Liu and Réckner [55.56] is better
suited for SPDEs where the highest order term is pseudo-monotone or strongly dissi-
pative, as the construction of solutions is based on Faedo-Galerkin approximations and
weak convergence methods, whereas semilinear drift SPDEs are often constructed via
fixed point arguments, as for instance in the approach of Agresti and Veraar [IH3], which
uses critical exponents and a local Lipschitz condition. Ergodicity for locally monotone
drift SPDEs has been obtained in [80] for non-degenerate noise.

The methods. Our main result Theorem 2.1l below is proved in Section Bl The proof
consists of the following steps. First, we derive certain a priori estimates for the so-
lutions. These lead to the so-called e-property of the semigroup. To the best of our
knowledge, the e-property for locally monotone SPDEs is proved here for the first time.
It is worthwhile to note, that the e-property is trivial for monotone drift SPDEs with
additive noise. The main tool used here is the highly useful stochastic Gronwall Lemma
by Agresti and Veraar [3], which is a special case of the more general stochastic Gron-
wall lemma by Geiss [32]. The next step is to compare the paths of the solutions to the
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solution of the deterministic partial differential equation (deterministic PDE) with noise
set to zero, which has an exponential or polynomial decay behavior due to our coercivity
assumptions. The conditional coupling will be proved again with the help of the stochas-
tic Gronwall Lemma [3] and a small ball property for the Lévy noise [7]. By this kind
of coupling, we are able to avoid exponential martingales, which requires the existence
of exponential moments. It leads to an asymptotic irreducibility property which yields
the lower bound condition of Komorowski, Peszat and Szarek [46]. This procedure to
prove ergodicity has been first followed by Es-Sarhir and von Renesse in [28], and has
been applied to singular multi-valued monotone SPDEs by Gess and the second author
in [34].

Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we present our model and the main results
of this paper. In SectionB] we shall pose and discuss the main hypotheses for our results,
namely Hypotheses [(A)] [(B)], [(C)] [[D)] and Subsequently, we discuss the
necessary background from Markovian semigroups and invariant measures, together with
the most important auxiliary results. In Section [, we prove Theorem 2.2] Theorem 23]
Theorem [2.4], and Theorem 2.5l In Section Bl we prove Theorem 2.1 We collect a useful
inequality in Appendix [A] in order to get an explicit representation of the constants
appearing in the main estimates. In Appendix [Bl we prove a convexity result, which is
used in the proof of Proposition 5.3l In Appendix[C] we prove a small ball property for
symmetric Lévy processes needed for the proof of Lemma 5.8

Notation. For a metric space X, denote the continuous and bounded real-valued func-
tions on X by Cp(X), equipped with the supremum norm |[|f|le = sup,cy |f(2)]-
Denote the Lipschitz continuous functions from X to R by Lip(X), and denote the
bounded and Lipschitz continuous functions from X to R by Lip,(X). For f € Lip(X),
denote the Lipschitz constant of f by Lip(f). Lip,(X) is equipped with the norm
| fllLip, := Lip(f) 4/ f|loo- Denote by |-|, -, respectively, the Euclidean norm on R%, and
the Euclidean scalar product on R? x R?, respectively. The transpose of a real vector or
matrix is denoted by the upper index . The adjoint of a linear operator on a Hilbert
space is denoted by the upper index *. For a bounded domain @ C R, d € N, we denote
by I/VO1 P(O;RF), k € N, the closure of compactly supported smooth functions C3e(0; R¥)

in LP(O;R¥), with respect to the Sobolev norm |jv[1, = (Jo V[P dz) YP  For a Ba-
nach space V', denote space of linear operators from V to V' by L(V') with operator norm
|-l (vy- For a separable Hilbert space H, denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
from H to H by Ly(H) with Hilbert-Schmidt norm || ||z := || - ||, (zr)- Denote by ¢! and
22, respectively, the spaces of absolutely summable and square summable real-valued
sequences, respectively. As usually, a A b denotes the minimum of two real numbers a
and b, and a V b denotes the maximum of two real numbers a and b.

2. THE MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

We are interested in SPDEs with locally monotone drift and additive Lévy noise,
which consists of a Gaussian part and an independent Poisson part with small jumps.
Let (2, F, (Ft)t>0,P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the standard conditions.
Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Let V be a reflexive Banach space embedded
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linearly, densely, and continuously to H. We would like to point out that we do not
assume compactness of the embedding, even if the embedding may be compact in several
examples. We consider the unique strong solution (X;);>o of

(2.1) dX, = A(X;)dt + BdW, + [ G(z)N(dt,dz), Xo==z € H,
DC

where (W;)i>0 is a H-valued cylindrical Wiener process on (2, F, (Ft)i>0,P), see [21].
The locally monotone nonlinear drift operator A : V. — V* and the bounded linear
operator B : H — H satisfy the hypotheses in Section [ in particular, it has finite
Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||Bllz := || B|[1,(#). Assume that (Z, Z,7) is a o-finite measure
space, where 7 is the intensity measure of a stationary Poisson point process on Z.
Denote by D¢ (representing small jumps) the complement of a fixed measurable set
D € Z (representing large jumps), where we assume that

(2.2) (D) < 0.

Denote the compensated Poisson random measure N : (0,00) x 2 x Z — RU {—o00, 00}
by

(2.3) N((0,t] x U) = N((0,t] x U) —tx(U), t>0, UcZ,

where N : [0,7] x Q x Z — [0,00] is a Poisson random measure with intensity =, in
particular,

(2.4) E[N((0,{] x U)] = tx(U), t>0, UeZ,

see [I451L[74]. Let G : Z — H be a strongly Z-measurable function satisfying Hypoth-
esis [(F)l For the rigorous definition of the stochastic integrals, we refer to [11L14,21171].

2.1. Main results. Our main result is the following abstract ergodicity result for SPDEs
of the type ([2.]) with locally monotone drift with degenerate and spatially regular Lévy
noise. See Subsection [3.4] for the precise definitions of the terminology.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that Hypotheses [(A), [(B), [(C), [(D), [(E), [(F) and [(G)] given

in Section [3 hold true. Then, the stochastically continuous Markovian Feller semigroup
(Py)i>0 associated to (2.1)) satisfies the e-property in H and is weak*-mean ergodic. More-
over, it admits a unique invariant probability measure . on (H,B(H)) that admits finite
(o + B)-moments in H, where e > 2 and 8 > 0 are as in Hypothesis . If =0, s
admits finite a-moments in V.

Under the additional assumption that V' C H is a compact embedding (which we do
not assume), Hypothesis already guarantees that the existence of at least one invari-
ant measure, which can be proved by the classical method of Krylov and Bogoliubov,
see [20, Theorem 3.1.1].

In Section Ml we discuss the following examples. First, for the sake of completeness,
we consider the stochastic heat equation on a bounded domain @ c R¢, d € N, with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on a Lipschitz boundary,

(2.5) dX; = AX,dt+ BdW, + | G(z)N(dt,dz), X, e L*(O).
Dc

We report the following result, which is well-known for the case of Gaussian noise,
see [8,20]. See [68] for the the case of degenerate Lévy noise.
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Theorem 2.2. Assume that Hypotheses and hold true. Then the Markovian
Feller semigroup (P;)i>0 of the stochastic heat equation (5] with degenerate additive
Lévy noise possesses a unique invariant measure p, with finite second moments in the
stronger space V' in all spatial dimensions.

Furthermore, we consider the semilinear stochastic equation on a bounded domain
O CR% de{1,2,3}, v >0, with Lipschitz boundary,
(2.6)
dX; = (WAX, +£(X,) - VX, + g(Xy)) dt + BAW, + | G(2) N(dt,dz), X, e L*(O).

DC

For f := (f1,..., f4)", where v* denotes the transpose of v, we assume that f; € Lip,(R),
i=1,...,d for d =1,2. If d = 3, we consider the case f; :== b; € L>(0),i=1,...,3.
Let ¢g > 0 be the embedding constant of the embedding V' C H, see Fact 3.1 below. We
assume that g : R — R is continuous with ¢g(0) = 0, and that there exist non-negative
constants s, C, K, k and ¢ € (0, I/C%), such that

(2.7) lg(x)| < C(1+zf), zeR,
and that
(2.8) (9(z) —g() (@ —y) <c(1+|y°) (x —y)*, =z,y€R,

such that for d = 1,2, we assume that s < 2, and for d = 3, we assume that s < %. For
d =1, assume that ¢ < ch. For d = 2,3, assume that

c fllpe 1
(2.9) 2vc? * % < 2
Furthermore, we assume that
(2.10) glzx)x < K + klz|>, zeR.
Assume also that
(2.11) % + Vic% <2

We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions. We get the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that £ and g satisfy 2.71), 2.3), 29), I0) and ZII) and
assume that Hypotheses and for the noise are valid. Then the Markovian Feller

semigroup (Pp)i>o of the stochastic semilinear equations of the form (2.6l for d < 3,
with degenerate additive Lévy noise possesses a unique invariant measure [, with finite
second V -moments for d = 1,2, and finite ?th moments for d = 3. In particular, this
holds for the stochastic Burgers equation in 1D for fi(z) = z.

For the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations on a bounded domain
O C R?, d € N, with Dirichlet boundary conditions on a Lipschitz boundary 00, with
viscosity v > 0,

(2.12)

dX; = (VPAX; — P[(X; - V)X{]) dt+BdWi+ | G(2) N(dt,dz), P(Xy) € L*(O;R?),
Dc
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where P denotes the Helmholtz-Leray projection on the solenoidal fields, we get the
following result, which is, to our knowledge, novel for degenerate noise.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that Hypotheses andfor the noise hold true. Then the
Markovian Feller semigroup (P;)i>0 of the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes
equations ([212)) with degenerate additive Lévy noise possesses a unique invariant mea-
sure s with finite fourth moments.

As a generalization, one can consider the velocity field of a viscous and incompressible
non-Newtonian fluid perturbed by Lévy noise with Dirichlet boundary conditions on a
bounded domain @ C R? with Lipschitz boundary 00, d > 2. Let p > 2, v > 0, and
u: O — R? Define

s - O
e(u): O > RIQRY,  eij(u) = W 1<i,j<d,

and
(w): 0 = RIQRY,  7(u) =201 + |e(u)])P2e(u),
where ® denotes the usual tensor product. Consider the stochastic power-law fluid
equations
(2.13)
dX; = (vP(div(7(Xy))) — P [( Xy - V)Xy]) dt+B dWy+ G(2) ]V(dt, dz), P(Xp) € L2((9;]Rd).
DC
We obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5. Assume p > % V 2, and that Hypotheses cmd hold true. Then
the Markovian Feller semigroup (P;)i>o of the stochastic shear thickening power-law
fluid equations (2.13]) with degenerate additive Lévy noise possesses a unique invariant

measure [ty with finite %th moments.

We note that our results remain true for periodic boundary conditions, that is, when
one replaces O by the flat torus T? in all of the examples above, see Remark E3

3. PRELIMINARIES AND HYPOTHESES

The following hypotheses are modifications and partial extensions, needed for our
ergodicity result, of the hypotheses for the variational well-posedness result for SPDEs
with locally monotone drift in finite time from [55.56] for Gaussian noise, which has been
extended to Lévy noise in [14]. See also [1H3[36150165,69] for further extensions, which
cover examples that are out of the scope of this paper; for instance the 3D stochastic
tamed Navier-Stokes equation, the stochastic p-Laplace equation, the stochastic Allen-
Cahn equation, and the stochastic Cahn-Hilliard equation, where the drift of the latter
SPDE satisfies bounds which have been called fully locally monotone in [69].

Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Let V be a reflexive Banach space embedded
linearly, densely, and continuously to H. Note that we identify H with its Hilbert space
dual H* by the Riesz isometry, so that we obtain a Gelfand triple

VCH=H"CV*,

where V* denotes the topological dual of V. We shall use the notation (u,v) both for
u € V and v € V*, where it denotes the evaluation of a dual element, and for u,v € H,
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where it denotes the Hilbert space inner product of w and v in H, where, in particular,
for any uw € V is considered as an element of H by the continuous embedding, and in
the latter case both meanings of the notation coincide.

Fact 3.1 (Embedding). As the embedding V' C H ‘s linear and bounded, there exists a
constant ¢y > 0 such that

lzllv = collzllm for any =z €V
3.1. Hypotheses on the drift operator. Consider the following set of hypotheses.
Hypothesis (A) (Hemicontinuity). For every x,y,z € V the map
R A— (A(z+ A\y),2z) is continuous.
Hypothesis (B) (Coercivity). There exist constants §; > 0, and « > 2, such that
2(A(z),z) < =o1||z||y  forall xe€V.

Hypothesis (C) (Local monotonicity). There ezist constants 62 > 0, Cy > 0, and
B > 0 such that

2(A(z) — A(y),z —y) < [=62+ pW)lz —ylF;  for all z,y €V,

where a > 2 is given in Hypothesis and p : 'V — [0,00) is a measurable function,
locally bounded in V , satisfying

0<py) < CallylFliyllyy  for any  yeV.
Hypothesis (D) (Growth). There exists a constant K > 0 satisfying

(3.1) JA@IE-T < KQ+ 2l$) +lzlf)  forall eV,
where o« and B are given in Hypotheses and respectively.
Hypothesis (E) (Cone condition). There exist constants 64 > 0 and Cy € R such that
(3.2) 2(A(z), x) < Cy — 04| A(2))|
Note that Hypothesis is implied by
2(A(z),x) < Cy —4||A(x)||{,. forany xzeV

v+ forany xeV.

for some ¢ > 1.

Remark 3.2. Note that above, especially Hypothesis and Hypothesz's differ from
the standard assumptions for locally monotone drift SPDFEs [56]. To obtain global cou-
pling at infinity (the so-called e-property, see Definition [3.7 below), we need to obtain a
priori estimates independent of the terminal time T > 0. To get this, we need to assume
0o > 0, and we cannot permit constant positive perturbations of the drift. Essentially,
this means that our drift has a strongly dissipative part. Hypothesis is a cone condi-
tion that is of technical nature, but is easy to verify for many examples where the growth
of the lower order nonlinearities can be controlled by the potential of the leading order
term, see the examples in Section [4] below. Hypothesis can for instance be verified
with the help of the conditions of Lemma [[.1] and Lemma[].2 below. Note that we need
Hypothesis only in the proof of Lemma 528 below.
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3.2. Hypotheses on the noise.

Hypothesis (F) (H-regularity of the noise). The noise coefficient B : H — H s linear,
symmetric, bounded, and positive definite, and satisfies

(3.3) B e Ly(H),

where ||Bllz := || B|l1,(m)- The intensity measure 7 of N satisfies [22). The strongly
measurable jump coefficient G : Z — H satisfies

mi= [ IGEI () <,
and
5= [ IGEIE n(dz) <,
where >0 is as in Hypothesis .

Hypothesis (G) (V-Regularity of the noise). For any T > 0, the driving process of the
noise

(3.4) Li:=BW:+ | G(z)N({t},dz), te][0,T],
De

where (Wy)ejo,r) and (]V({t} X U))te[o . vez are independent, has a representation

(3.5) Ly = Z VeerlF, te (0,717,
k=1

where e, € V, k € N are elements of a complete orthonormal system of H, (lf)te[O,T]
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) one-dimensional symmetric Lévy pro-
cesses with finite second moments, such that l} has characteristic triplet (1,m,0), and
e > 0 with {\} € £1, and where the series converges weakly in L?(Q2, F,P; H) for every
te[0,T].

Moreover, we assume that there exist oy > C% >0, k € N, with

(3.6) lexllv < Vok, k€N,
such that
{O'k)\k} S 61
and
[ee] 2 [ee]
(3.7) SoVerdf|| <D MolifP, te0,7], Peas.
k=1 % k=1

Remark 3.3.

(i) Hypothesis is needed to verify a small ball probability for the noise in V,
see Appendiz [0, which is only used in the coupling estimate Lemma [5.8 below.
When V is a separable Hilbert space, Parseval’s identity yields that for verifying
Hypothesz’s it is sufficient to assume that {/oey} is a complete orthonormal
system of V. In this case |ex|v = \/or for k € N. See [6, Theorem 4.7] for
cylindrical representations of Lévy processes of the above type.
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(ii) Note that {\;} € €% implies {/Ax} € (2. Furthermore, if G = 0, by Hypothe-
sis the operator B : H — H, defined by

Bv := Z VAR, e er,
P

has finite Hilbert-Schmidt norm

) 1/2
1Bl Ly mr) = (Z HBek‘ﬁ{) = {vV A}z < oo
k=1

Hence, in this case, Hypothesis implies Hypothesis .

3.3. Existence and uniqueness of solutions. We start recalling the definition of
solution for (21]) that we shall use here.

Definition 3.4. An H-valued cadlad) (Ft)tejo,r)-adapted process (Xi)ejo,r) 45 called a
solution to (21)) if for its dt @ P-equivalence class X, we have
(i) X € L*([0,T); V) N L([0,T); H), P-a.s. -
(i) For any V -valued (Fy)ic(o,1)-progressively measurable dt @ P-version X of X it
holds that
Xi=x+ /t A(X,)ds + BW; + G(z)N({t},dz), te0,T], P-a.s.
0 D¢

Now, we recall the existence and uniqueness result given in [14], and [50], respectively.
Compare also [3] for a novel alternative approach to locally monotone SPDEs using
interpolation spaces.

Proposition 3.5 (Existence and uniqueness). Let T > 0 be fized. Assume that Hy-

potheses [(A), [(B), [(C), [(D) and hold true. Then for any x € LAt2(Q, Fo,P; H),
there exists a unique solution to (2.1)) in the sense of Definition [3.4)

Proof. By our hypotheses, the conditions of [14, Theorem 1.2] are satisfied. O

3.4. Invariant measures. Recall that the Markovian semigroup (P;);>p associated
to (ZI)) acts as follows
P,F(x):=E[F(X})] forany Fe€By(H) and xz€H,

where By(H) := {F : H — R : F is bounded and Borel measurable}. See [56, Propo-
sition 4.3.5] for a proof of the Markov property in the Gaussian noise case. The Lévy
noise case follows by taking essentially the same steps. See also [34], Section 6.4] for a
discussion of the Markov property for additive noise SPDEs. For a semigroup (P;)>0,
we define the dual semigroup (P}):>o acting on My (H,B(H)) := {p : B(H) — [0,1] :
 is a probability measure} by

Pru(A) = /HPtlA(x)u(dx) for any A e B(H),

where B(H) denote the Borel sets of H and 14 denotes the indicator function of the set
A, see [20] for details.

IThat is, right-continuous with left limits.
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Definition 3.6 (Stochastically continuous Feller semigroup). We say that (P;)¢>o0 is a
stochastically continuous Feller semigroup if for every x € H and every r > 0 it follows
that

}ir% Pfoy(B(z,r)) =1 and PJ(Cy(H)) C Cy(H),

.

where B(x,r) :={y € H : |lyllg < r}, 0y denotes the Dirac delta measure at x and
Cy(H) :={F:H — R: F is continuous and bounded}.

Definition 3.7 (e-property). We say that the semigroup (P;)¢>0 satisfies the e-property
if for every F' € Lipy(H), for every x € H, and every e > 0, there exists § > 0 such that
|P.F(z) — P,F(y)| <e forall ye B(x,0) and t>0,

where Lipy(H) :={F : H — R : F is Lipschitz and bounded}.

Definition 3.8 (Invariant measure). A measure p, € My(H,B(H)) is said to be in-
variant for the semigroup (P;)i>o if Pjps = py for all t > 0.

We recall the following concepts defined e.g. in [46].

Definition 3.9 (Weak*-mean ergodicity, weak law of large numbers). We say that
{P;}t>0 is weak*-mean ergodic if there exists a Borel probability measure . on B(H),
such that

1 T
(3.8) w- lim 2 /O Prudt =, for cvery e My(H,B(H)),

where the limit is in the sense of weak convergence of probability measures.
We say that the weak law of large numbers holds for {P;}i>0, for a function F €
Lipy(H) and for a probability measure pn on B(H) if

1 T
P,- lim — [ F(X,)dt= [ Fdu.,
MT;TOOT/(]\ ( t) /H a

where p, denotes the invariant measure of {P;}i>0 and {X;}>0 denotes the Markov
process related to {P;}i>0 whose initial distribution is p and whose path measure is P,
and where the convergence takes place in P,-probability.

As noted in [46, Remark 3], (3.8]) implies uniqueness of the invariant measure. Let us
recall [46, Theorem 2], which is an extension of the so-called lower bound technique by
Lasota and Szarek [52]. Define

1 T
Qrp = T/o Pipds

and write Qr(z,-) := Qrd,.

Theorem 3.10 (Komorowski—Peszat—Szarek). Assume that (P;)i>o has the e-property
and that there exists z € H such that for every bounded set J and every § > 0, we have

(3.9) inf lim inf Q7 (z, B(z,49)) > 0.
zeJ T—oo
Suppose further that for every € > 0 and every x € H, there exists a bounded Borel set
K C H such that
(3.10) liminf Qp(z, K) > 1 —e.
T—o00
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Then there exists a unique invariant measure fi, for (Pp)¢>0 such that the semigroup
(Py)e>0 s weak*-mean ergodic and the weak law of large numbers holds.

Proof. See [46, Theorem 2. O

4. EXAMPLES

Let us start with two lemmas discussing Hypothesis |[(E)l If A is of subgradient type
on V, we may obtain Hypothesis more easily as follows. We refer to [24] for the
terminology of the subgradient of a convex functional.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that A = —0®, that is, A is equal to the negative subgradient of a
lower semi-continuous convex functional ® : V- — R such that inf,cy ®(u) > —oco. Then

Hypothesis 1s satisfied.
Proof. As V is reflexive, the proof of [34, Proposition 7.1] can be adapted verbatim. [

For operators with a subgradient principal part, Hypothesis can be checked as
follows.

Lemma 4.2. If A = Ay + F where Ay = —0® is the subgradient of a lower semi-
continuous convex functional ® : V- — R such that inf,cy ®(u) > —oc0, and F : V — V*

is a strongly measurable (nonlinear) operator. Suppose that for some constants k; €
R\ {0}, K1 € R that for every u € V,

(4.1) |1E(uw)|lv < k1{Aou,u) + Kj.

Furthermore, suppose that for some constants Ko, ko € R, for every u € V,
(42) 2(F(u),u) < ko F(w)llv- + K,

or that

(4.3) 2(F(u),u) < ka(Aou,u) + Ko,

where, in the second case, we additionally assume that ko € (—2,00), whenever k1 < 0.
Then A satisfies Hypothesis .

Proof. By Lemma 1] there exists 64 > 0 and Cy € R with
2(Agu, u) < Cy — 64| Agul|y-
for every uw € V. If assumption ([@I]) and (£2]) hold, and if k1 > 0, for R > ko V 0,
2(Au, u) =2(Agu, u) + 2(F (u),u)
<(2+ Rr1) (Agu,u) — Rr1{Aou,u) + k2| F(u)]

Rk ~ Rk ~
< <1 - 71> Cy+ RKy + Ky — <1 - 71> Sl Aoully- — (R — ko)l F () |y~

v + Ko

Riy\ = Rr1) =
< <1+ %) Cy+ RK| + K, — <<1 + %) 64 N (R — m2)> [Aou + F(u) v

Hence Hypothesis holds with 04 = (1 + %) S4 A (R—k2) and Cy = (1 + %) Cy+
RK; + Ko.



ERGODICITY FOR LOCALLY MONOTONE STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 13

On the other hand, if k1 < 0,
2(Au,u) =2(Agu,u) + 2(F(u),u)
<(Aou,u) + (Agu,u) + (ko V O)||F (u)||v+ + Ko
<(Apu,u) + (1 4 (k2 vV 0)){Aou,u) + K1 + Ks

C ) 1+ (ko VO 1+ (ko VO
<G K+ K= S agullye — 22V pni 4 (i v 02 VO
2 2 |I£1| |I£1|
C 1+ (ko VO) + o4 1+ (ke VO
<G gy v vyl YO F IRl (0 1 (2 VO ) ey,
2 |k1] 2 k1]

Hence Hypothesis holds with 64 = %4 A HEVO g ¢ = % + Ky + (K V

Rl
1+ (k2 V0)+|k1]
0)7\N1| .

If assumptions (dJ]) and (£3]) hold, if k1 > 0, for R > |:—f‘,
2(Au,u) =2(Agu,u) + 2(F(u), u)
<(2+ Rr1 + Kk2) (Apu,u) — Rr1{Agu, u) + Ko

Ry + 12\ - Rey + 52 =
< (1 + M) Cy+ RKq+ Ky — <1 + M) (54”14021“‘/* — RHF(U)’

2 2 Ve
R . R _
< <1+%) Cy+ RK) + Ky — <<1+ %) 54/\R> | Agw + F(w)|[v-.

Hence Hypothesis holds with 64 = (1 + w) S4 AR and Cy = (1 + %) Cy +
RK; + Ks.
On the other hand, if k1 < 0, k2 € (—2,0), for € € (0,2 + K2),

2(Au,u) =2(Agu,u) + 2(F(u), u)
<(2+ ko — e)(Apu,u) + e(Agu, u) + Ko

24+ Ky —€ ~ 52—{—/-{ —c 15 €

2tremes  0@E R )y )y + (K V0) o+ Ky
2 2 k1] k1]

Q4+ ko —€ =~ € 64(2+ Ko — € €

SRR TEa L ) (2R ERR O Nk B
5 er) 2 o

Hence Hypothesis holds with ¢4 = % A ﬁ and Cy = %C&; + (K V

Remark 4.3. We note that the results of this section also hold in an analog manner if
one replaces the bounded domain @ C R% with Dirichlet boundary conditions with the
flat torus T¢ = Rd/ (277Zd), that s, periodic boundary conditions, combined with the
requirement that de Xidzx =0, P-a.e. for everyt > 0.

4.1. Stochastic heat equation. Let us prove Theorem Consider the stochastic
heat equation on a bounded domain @ C R?% with Lipschitz boundary,

(4.4) dX, = AX,dt + BdW, + [ G(z) N(dt,dz), X, ==,
Dc
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where # € H := L?(0). We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions, so that V :=
I/VO1 ’2((9). Due to Poincaré’s inequality, we shall equip V' with the norm

1/2
lv]|v = </ Vo2 dx) , veV.
@

Note that the embedding constant cg is the inverse of the Poincaré constant of O.

Hypothesis [(A): The hemicontinuity has been proved in [67, Example 4.1.7].

Hypothesis [(B)f The coercivity has been proved in [67, Example 4.1.7], with
a =2 and 6 = 2.

Hypothesis The monotonicity has been proved in [67, Example 4.1.7] with
a=26=0,60=2,p=0,and Cy =0.

Hypothesis [(D): The growth condition has been proved in [67, Example 4.1.7].

Hypothesis Hypothesis follows from Lemma (.1l for the functional & =
sl 13-

Hence, Theorem follows immediately from Theorem 211

4.2. Semilinear stochastic equations. Let us prove Theorem 2.3l Consider the sto-
chastic semilinear equation on a bounded domain © C R?, d € N, v > 0, with Lipschitz

boundary,
(4.5)
d ~
dX; =vAX,dt+ Z fi( X))o Xy dt + g(Xy) dt + BAW, + G(z) N(dt,dz), Xo=u=z,

i=1 De

where * € H := L?(0). We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions, so that V :=
I/VO1 ’2((9). Due to Poincaré’s inequality, we shall equip V with the norm

1/2
lv]|v = </ Vo2 dx) , veV.
@

Note that the embedding constant ¢g is the inverse of the Poincaré constant of 0. We
assume that f; € Lip,(R), i =1,...,d for d = 1,2. For d = 3, we consider the case that
fi=b; € L®(0),i=1,...,3. Denote f := (fi,..., fq)'. We assume that g : R — R is
continuous with ¢(0) = 0, and that there exist s, C,c > 0, such that

(16) 9@ <C(1+1aP), aek,
and
(4.7) (9(z) —g() (x —y) <c(I+|y°) (x—y)*, =zyeR

Assume for d = 3 that s = %. For d = 1, assume that ¢ < Vc%. For d = 2, 3, assume that

fllpe 1
c It~ 1

4.8
(48) 2vc3 Ve 2

Let us also assume that there exist K,k > 0 with

(4.9) gx)xr < K +klz|>, z€R.
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Assume that
fll 7 k
IZ — <2
140 vey

Note that assumption (£9) and (£I0]) are needed to prove Hypothesis |(E)|

Hypothesis The hemicontinuity can be proved as in [50, Lemma 5.1.6 and
Example 5.1.7].

Hypothesis The coercivity can be proved as in [56, Lemma 5.1.6 and Ex-
ample 5.1.7] with a = 2.

Hypothesis The monotonicity for & = 2 can be proved as in [56, Lemma 5.1.6
and Example 5.1.7]. As we have to give some attention to the constant do > 0,
we will discuss part of the arguments here. Let d = 1 and ¢ < VC%. Then,
by [56, Equation (5.15) and Example 5.1.8],

2(A(u) — A(v),u —v)

< — 2wllu— vl% + 2Lip(E) (Jlu — vllv lollzo llu — vlla + ol u - v]|2)
20 (1 + [[olli0) llu — vl

Now, due to

(4.11) lullZa < 2full g2Vl 2

(4.10)

for every u € WOI’Q(O) in d = 1,2, we get that for any € € (0,2vc3 — 2¢), there
exists a constant C' = C(d, O, ¢y, Lip(f), e, ¢, s) > 0 with

2(A(u) — A(v),u —v) < —(2vcg = 2¢ =) |u = v]|G + Clloll{ [[u — vl
Let d = 2. Then, by [56, Equations (5.15) and (5.16), and Example 5.1.8],
2(A(u) — A(v),u —v)
< = 2wlju — olf{ + 4llflloo lu — vllvu = vl + 2Lip()[[v]lyv [lu — vl|
420 (14 olfa.) fu— ol
< — (2vcg — dco|f]loo) 1w — vlf77 + 2 Lip(£) o]v[lu — v]|74
+2¢ (1+ vl 72:) llu = wlff-
Now, by ([8) and by (@II), we get that for any ¢ € (0,2vc3 — 2¢ — dcpl|f]0o),
there exists a constant C' = C(d, O, ¢y, Lip(f), e, ¢, s) > 0 with
2(A(u) — A(v),u —v)
< — (2ve} — deolf oo —€) llu = wlF + Cllv||¥ llu — vl
Hence, in d = 1,2, Hypothesis holds with 8 =0 and o = 2.

Let d = 3. Then by [56, Lemma 5.1.6 and Example 5.1.8], and taking into
account the interpolation inequality

1 3 1,2
JullFa < 2V2llullfllullz, ue Wy (0),

this case follows by similar arguments, with « = 2 and 8 = %, see [50, Example

5.1.8 (3))].
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Hypothesis@ Hypothesis @ follows as in [56, Lemma 5.1.6 and Exam-
ple 5.1.7].

Hypothesis [(E)} Note that vAu = —9®(u) for the functional ® = §| - ||3,. As f
is essentially bounded, we get that

HfIILoo

lull¥ =

£ oo
m(leu, u).
vcy

((E(w) - Vu),u) < [z Jullv([ullz <
Furthermore,

1
[£(u) - Vaully- < —Hf(U) -Vullu

HfHLoo HfHL 1z
lullv lalfr + ==
f f]| o
- il (VAMHH =
vcy Co

By (49)), we have that
k
(g(w),w) < kllulzs + K < Slulfi + K.
0

Hence,

(g(u),u) < — k — (VAu,u) + K.

VCO

Similarly, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, there exists ¢4 > 0 with

lg(w)|

Now by (4I0), Hypothesis [(E)| follows now from Lemma
Consequently, Theorem 23] follows directly from Theorem 211

1 csC cyC
ve < gz < Sl + € < Sl + € = -2 A + €,

4.3. Stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations. Let us prove Theo-
rem 2.4l The deterministic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equation can be formulated
as

Opu(t) = vAu(t) = (u(t) - V)u(t) = Vp(t) + f(1),
V- u(t) =0,
where u : [0, T] x O — R? denotes the velocity field of an incompressible Newtonian fluid
with viscosity v > 0, p : [0,T] x O — R denotes the pressure, and f : [0,7] x O — R?

denotes an external force, where ©@ C R? is a bounded domain with sufficiently smooth
boundary, see [77]. We employ Dirichlet boundary conditions. Define

Vi={ve W&’Q(O;RQ) : V-v=0ae. in O}.

Due to Poincaré’s inequality, we shall equip V with the norm

1/2
olly = (/ ]Vv]de> L vevw
(@]
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We define H as the closure of V in L?(O;R?) w.r.t. the standard L?-norm. H is a closed
Hilbert subspace of L2(O;R?), so the Helmholtz-Leray projection

P:L*O;R*) — H
is given by the orthogonal projection. The Stokes operator with viscosity constant v is
given by
Ag : W22(O;RHNV — H, Apu = vPAu.
Denote F'(u) := F(u,u), where
F(u,v) = =Pl(u-V)v], wu,veV.

Denote the extensions Ay : V. — V* and F : V x V — V* by the same respective
symbols. Note that these extensions can be defined by duality for Lipschitz boundary.

Consider the stochastic incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equation with viscosity v > 0
driven by degenerate additive Lévy noise

(4.12) AdX, = (AgX; + F(X))dt + BAW, + | G(z) N(dt,dz), Xo =z,

Dc
where B € Ly(H) and D € Z, and (Z, Z,7) is a measure space as in the hypotheses.
Existence and uniqueness of solutions to (ZI2]) have been discussed in [14, Example 2.6].
Let us verify our Hypotheses in the Gelfand triple

VCH=H"CV"
It is well-known, see [77] or [61, Lemma 2.1] that
lullds o) < 2l luly, weV.

Note that the embedding constant cg is the inverse of the Poincaré constant of O.

Hypothesis [(A): The hemicontinuity has been proved in [14, Example 2.6].
Hypothesis [(B) The coercivity has been proved [14, Example 2.6], with ov = 2
and 61 = 2v.
Hypothesis [(C); By [61, Lemma 2.2], noting that (F(u),u) = 0 for u € V, we
get for all u,v € V,
2(F(u) = F(v),u —v)
= <F(u’u —U),U> +2(F(v,u —’U),’U>
=—2(F(u —v),v)

3/2 1/2
<4lfu — o] ¥ |u - v||}f [0/1740 2y

64
<vllu—olff + 25 olla 0.z 1w — ol

as in [14, Equation (2.20)] for
64 128

4 2 2
p(v) == ﬁHUHL‘l(O;RQ) < 3 vl M|l -
Hence

2(Aou + F(u) — Agv — F(v),u —v) < —v|lu —vlf§ + p(v)u — vl



18 G. BARRERA AND J. M. TOLLE

We get that Hypothesis holds with o = 8 = 2, §3 = vc2 and p(v) =
641,114 _ 178
ﬁHvHUl(O’RQ and Cy = 5.

Hypothesis Hypothesis @ holds by [14, Example 2.6].

Hypothesis [(E): Note that Ap has the convex potential %||A(1)/2u||fq, u € V. Fur-
thermore, we have that (F'(u),u) = 0 for every u € V. By Hélder’s inequality,

[(F(w),0)] < [ulZaome)llvllv, wveV,

which yields by the Sobolev embedding V' C L*(O;R?) for some constant C' > 0
that

C

C
IF@)llv- < Cllulp = —(4yu, 4y ) = ——(Agu, u),

for every u € V. Hypothesis follows now from Lemma
Then, Theorem 2.4 follows directly from Theorem 211

4.4. Stochastic shear thickening incompressible power-law fluids. Let us prove
Theorem Consider the velocity field of a viscous and incompressible non-Newtonian
fluid perturbed by Lévy noise with Dirichlet boundary conditions on a sufficiently smooth
bounded domain @ C R%, d € N, with outward unit normal n on 00, d > 2. Let p > 2,
v > 0, and assume that p > #. The case p > 2 is called shear thickening. For
u: O — R? define

e(u) : O = RIQRY, e i(u) = 5 ;o 1<i,j<d,
and
(w): O = RIQRY,  7(u) = 2w(1 + |e(u)])P2e(u).
Let
V= {ue Wy?(O;RY) : div(u) =0 ae. in O},
and

H:={uec L*(O;RY : div(u) =0a.e. in O, u-n=0ond0O}.
Denote the Helmholtz-Leray projection by P : L?(O;R%) — H. Define the nonlinear
p-Stokes operator by
Ag : W2P(O;RH NV = H, Ag(u) := P(div(r(u))),
and define the convection term F : (W2P(O; R)NV) x (W2P(O;RY)NV) — H as before
in the case of the Navier-Stokes equation as
F(u,v) := =P[(u-V)v], F(u):=F(u,u).

Denote the extensions Ag : V. — V* and F : V x V — V* by the same respective
symbols. Note that these extensions can be defined by duality for Lipschitz boundary.
Consider the stochastic power-law fluid equations

(4.13) dX; = (Ao Xy + F(X,))dt + BAW, + | G(z) N(dt,dz), X, ==
DC
Existence and uniqueness of this equation has been discussed in [14], Example 2.9].
Hypothesis [(A): The hemicontinuity has been proved in [14, Example 2.9].
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Hypothesis The coercivity has been proved [14, Example 2.9], with a = p
for some 67 > 0.

Hypothesis |(C): By [14, Example 2.9], we get for all u,v € V, that there exists
C > 0, such that for any € > 0, there exists C(e) > 0 with

2(Aou + F(u) — Agv — F(v),u —v) < —(C —¢)[lu = |} + p(v)[lu — ]|,
2p
2p—d — d
where p(v) = Cc||vl|7~, and p(v) < Cel|olf,|[v]|F; for B = 522, —p = PE224d),
Hypothesis @ Hypothesis @ holds by [14, Example 2.9].
Hypothesis Note that Ag is the subgradient of the continuous convex po-
tential on V

l e(v p_# e(v))P1! T, v
oo [ (SO ely - I+ k@) ) do ve v,

By the Riesz-Thorin interpolation inequality and the Sobolev embedding theo-

rem, for g = ddTpp and v = (dmﬁ, for some constant C' > 0,

1—
oIl 2o < Nollzallvlly ™ < Cllollv, veV.

Note that by Korn’s inequality [58, Theorem 1.10 (p. 196)] and the previous
inequality, for some C > 0, which might change from line to line,

—(Agv,v) =C + C’/O le(v)|P dz

>C + Cllvlly,

>C+Clol” 4
Lp—T

>C+C|v|]® 2, veV,
Lp—1

(4.14)

as p > 2. Also,

(4.15) [1E(v)]

v < ||U||2 2 , UVE ‘/a
Lp—T
see [14, Example 2.9]. Therefore, Hypothesis is satisfied by Lemma [4.2]

noting that (F'(u),u) =0 for u € V.
Now, Theorem follows from Theorem [2.11

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

In this section, we shall verify Theorem 2.1] by proving that the conditions for Theo-
rem [3.10] hold.

2Note that convexity follows from the fact that f(z) := 2v(p~ ' (1 + |z])” — (p — 1)~ (1 + |z|)?~ ') has
the non-negative second derivative f”(z) = 2v(|z| + 1)?73(1 + (p — 1)|z|).
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5.1. Main estimates. We start with defining some constants.

Definition 5.1. Assume that Hypotheses [(A), [(B), [(C), [(D), cmd are valid. For
any \; € (0,1), 1 =1,2,3,4, and A\ € (0,1) with Z?:o X =1, let

B
2 o QTJrB
=52 (e ) mog (186 2) 1318 + 2811 )
2+8
(o a=n  \Fa-2 e
o= (Groeromms) | e,

(5.1) B2 3 8 »
o= 5 () w00+ 20,

Q@

- (ratin) w50
Cyq = (5+2)(a+ﬁ)>\40851 at g 690 >
Cy = ngg,

if a > 2, where
Cs:= (2P V1B +2) v (2 V(B +2), B>0,

and Cy := % are as in Lemma [A 1 Define cy,ca,cq, and cs similarly if o = 2, and
co:=0. Set

|
[M]

C;.

i=1
Remark 5.2. Note that ¢ = 0 if and only if B = G = 0, that is, we are considering
the deterministic equation without noise. In this case, in the proof of Proposition
below, we can choose A\g =1 and \; =0, i = 1,2,3,4. In the pure Gaussian case, that
s, G=0 and B # 0, we may set \3 = Ay = c3 = c4 = c5 = 0. Analogously, in the pure
jump case B =0 and G # 0, we may set \{ = Ao =c¢1 = co = 0.

Let us prove the main a priori estimate for solutions to (2.1]), given our hypotheses.

Proposition 5.3 (Main estimate). Assume that Hypotheses[(A),[(B).[(C) (D), and|(F)
are valid. Let T > 0 be fired. Let o > 2,8 > 0 be as in Hypothesis . Then for any
initial datum x € LPT2(Q, Fo,P; H), and every 0 < s <t < T, the solution (Xt)efo,r)

to (2.1)) satisfies

5+ 2 _
E [ sup HXTH%“] 2002228 [ o001, 151, 5 ar
(52) s<r<t s

<E [HX ||5+2 y(s— t)} ; (1 _ ey(s—t)) :

for some vy € (0,02), where 61 > 0 is as in Hypothesis and do > 0 is as in Hypothe-
sis|(C), and where Ao € (0,1] and ¢ > 0 are as in Definition[5.1], where A\g =1 and ¢ =0
if and only if B= G = 0. In particular, ¢ does not depend on T
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Proof. In order to rigorously apply Itd’s formula, we construct approximating solu-
tions to (2.1]) via projections to finite dimensional subspaces using the so-called Faedo-
Galerkin’s method.
In the sequel, we define the notation of the aforementioned projections. Let {e1,e2,...,} C

V be an orthonormal basis for H such that span{ej,es,...,} is dense in V. For each

n € N, we denote H,, := span{ey,...,e,} and set @, : V* — H,, be the linear projection
operator defined by

n
(5.3) Qny = Z(y, ej)e; forany yeV™,
j=1

We note that @Q,|m is the orthogonal projection from H onto H,, which, by abuse of
notation, is denoted by the same symbol.
We then denote for each ¢t > 0

n
Wi = 3" (W ej)e; = QuWa
j=1
Bearing all this in mind, for a fixed z € LA*2(Q, Fy,P; H) and for each n € N, we
consider the solution (Xt(")’x”)
finite dimensional space H:

>0 of the following stochastic differential equation on the

- dx™ = QuAXM YAt + QuB AW, + | QuG(w) N(dt,dw), ¢ >0,
5.4 e

Xo(n)’x" = Qnx =: Tp.
We point out that there exists a unique probabilistically strong solution of (5.4]), see for
instance [4,[37].
We remark that Xt(n)’m" € H, C V forall t > 0. For all n € N we note that
1Qnylla, < ||lyllg for all y € H, and ||2|lg, = ||z|lg for all z € H,. Since we are

interested in moments estimates, we introduce the following localization argument. Let
T > 0 be a fixed time-horizon and take R > ||z, ||m, + 1. We then define the stopping
time

(5.5) 7o inf {s >0 | Xy > R} AT,

By (5.5) we have HXt(n)’anv <Rfor0<t< T};)’x” and hence by Fact Bl we obtain

HXt(n)’x"HH <cy'Rfor 0<t< Tén)’x". Similarly as in the proof of [14] Lemma 4.2] or
in the proof of [69, Theorem 2.8], we have

(5.6) Tlgl)’m" +T P-as. as RT oo
and

5.7 li P < T = 0.
(5.7) A supP(ry " < T)

For the sake of readability, let us abbreviate 7g := Tén)’m", and X .= X():2n By 1t6s
formula [38,39,[62], or [74], Section 2.8], see also [14], proof of Lemma 4.2], it follows that
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P-a.s.
X5 xR + 22 / OTIXG (2AX), X)) dr
+ 2 [ orix o 1QuBan3ar
#5(5+2) [ @TIXI21@uBQw XV
. o) [ IR, QB aw )

t ~
w3+ [ [ X QuGw) Ndrdu)

/ / 1K + QuG )l - X
~(B+ 2N X FHX, QuGw)) | N(dr, dw)
9 / X5 dr

for all 0 < s <t < T, where N denotes the compensated Poisson random measure
defined in ([Z3]). And thus, for any 0 < s < ¢ < T, P-a.s., by Hypothesis noting
that B is symmetric,

9 /8+2 tATR _ .
sup I 6 2 [ om0 ar
S

s<r<tATgp
< ”X(n) ”5‘*'26“/(5—('5/\TR))

B+2 tATR -
+—2 e (r=(thr)) | x (n ”HHB”2 dr
S

+(B+2)e YR sup
s<utATR

| EmIXO e @up awi)

+ (B+2)e "R qup
s<u<tATR

[ emi o, u60w >>N<dndw>1

tATR
+B(B+2) / Hr=ATR) | XM | BJ2 1 dr

TR —(tATR)) Xn) 842
) || + QnG(w) |y

X - 342X (X, QuG(w))| N(ar, dw)
tATR
wy [ @O

where the penultimate term is non-negative by the subgradient inequality (see e.g. [24])
and the fact that u — ||u\|?{+2 is convex with Fréchet differential u — (8 + 2)||u\|%(u, h),
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h € H. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [45, Theorem 1], and by Young’s
inequality,

2
E[ sup ||X;n>||§,+2]+55;@ / =T | X |12 | X0

s<r<tATRr
<E [HX(n) H5+2efy(sf(t/\7'3))}

/B—i_2 r—(tAT n
+ 822 [T -t X0 Bl o
:
3(3 + 2)E ( 2T | x ) H”“HBu%dr) ]
tATR %
36 1 2E ( [ entemxe u”“umwn@w(dw)dr)

tATR
BB +2E [ XD B g dr
tATR 9
+B [ [ et (X0 06wl
—[XE = 8+ X5 (X, QuGw)) | N(dr, du)

tATR
+7/ =T | x () 852 g

<E [H x® HB+2ew<s—(wR>>}

/8 + 2 ATR r— T n
o [ O X B dr

tATR 1
rop+ | [ S XD B ar] + 18 | sw O]

s<r<tATgr
tATR
9B+ 2)%E [/ / e”(”(WR”HXﬁ”)H%IIG(w)H?{w(dw)dr]
s Dec

1
+—E[ sup || X H/fﬂ
4 s<r<tATr

tATR
+BE+DE [ OO B ar
tATR ’
vE [ [ el [1x0 4 Q.G
X = (8 4+ 21X (X, QuGlw)) | N(dr,dw)

tATR
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Hence, for \g € (0,1) as in Definition 5.1} and by Fubini’s theorem,

1
5| _sw X0

s<r<tATgp

9 tATR n
+ 200, 2 2R / =T | X (0 |8 XM & 4 (1 — Mg)ID)

2 tATR,S

<E |:”X ”54—2 v(s— (t/\TR))]
1 2 2 2 i Y(r—(tATR)) )18
+{ | 50B+2)+9(6+2)7 | 1Bz + BB +2) Bl | E e 1 |1y dr
tATR
+9(8+ 2P [ X ar

tATR
[ [ e X 4 uely
X E = (8 + DIX N (X, QuGlw)) | N(dr, du)
tATR
by [T e o
where
1= a2 7tﬂ«:/ XM dr,

forany 0 < s <t <7T and any n € N.

Our hypotheses guarantee that all constants in Definition [G.I]are finite. Recall Young’s
inequality for products, that is, for any p,q € (1,00) satisfying p~! + ¢~ = 1 it follows
that

(pe)
(5.9) lzy| <elz|P + ———|y|? forany z,y€R and &>0.
q
If & > 2, we get that for any x € H, and any A\; € [0,1), i = 1,2,3,4, and Xy € (0,1]
with Z?:o Ai=1,¢>0,i=1,...,5 as in Definition 5.1], with
(5.10)

2 2
((ﬁi +9(5+2) ) IBIE + (5 + 2)HBH%<H)) Il < Mchn

2

][5 + e,

2
][5 + e,
B+2
2

2 B+
a2 1BIE < Aacgdy

98 +2)gollallfy < Mac§or =l + e

B+ 2
Cpgollzllyy < Mac§di=——|z||5 + e,

Csgp = cs,
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for any v > 0. If @ = 2, the inequalities for ¢y, c3, and ¢4 follow from (B.9), and ¢ = 0
follows by choosing v € (0, 62) such that

+ 2
(5.11) v||B|3 < )\2c0515

As a consequence, we have that for ¢; > 0, ¢ = 1,2, 3, as in Definition B.1], that P-a.s.
(5.12)
,8 + 2 t/\’TR _ -
(552 +95+22 ) IBIB + B3 + DBI Gy ) B [ -0 x 0 ar
S

( ) tATR
<)\1[t/\7'}? st ClE/ eW(T*(t/\TR)) dr,
tATR ’ tATR
VE / AT | XM 7F2 qr < IR+ e / e r=(ATR)) .
’ tATR ’ tATR
9(5+2)290E/ o (r=(tATR)) ”X ” dr < Ag[t(/@R s —"-CgE/ e“/(r*(tAm))dya7
We claim that P-a.s.
tATR 9
B[ e 130+ QUG

(5.13) XN = (8 + 21X (X, QuG(w)) | w(dw) dr

tATR
S)‘4It(/\7)'R s T (ca + 05)E/ eV r=UATR)) qp.

By Lemma[AT] we have for C5 = ((2°72 v 1)8(8+2)) vV ((2°~1 v 1)(B+2)), 8 > 0, and
Co = § that

o+ wlF* = 2l = (8 + Dllel; (@,w) < Cs (Nl lwllf + wlF?)
Hence, by Fubini’s theorem,
tATR t 542
B[ e X0+ Q.G
XN = (8 + 21X (X, QuG(w))| w(dw) dr
<GB [ [ ot X0 10uG W) + 1@uGw3] wlduw)dr

tATR tATR
<CgoF / AT || X |8 dr 4 CygsE / A —(tATR)) g
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The claim follows now by (5.I0). Thus, noting that, by definition, 1 — Ay = Z?:l Ais
and recalling that ¢ := 2?21 Ci,

1 ) tATR
ﬂ sup uxﬁmufi,ﬂﬂaﬁixa / =T | XD |8, | () 2 dr

s<r<tATgr
tATR
(5.15) <E {HXs(n) ||g+26’y(sft/\73)} + CE/ (T =(tATR)) 4,
S
—k [II X ||g+267(8—t/\m)} L (1 _E [ew—(mm))]) ,
Y
By (5.69), (5.7), and Fatou’s Lemma, we get that

1 B+2 r—
5E{sup X ||5+2]+A05 b2 / =0 XD X0 ¢

s<r<t

(5.16)
<E[IX0 2] + - (1),

By [14, Lemma 4.4], there exists a subsequence {nj} such that anX("k)’xnk —* X7
weakly* in L>([0,T); L2(Q; H)) and weakly in L*([0,T] x Q,BF,dt @ P;V) as k — oo,

where

BF :={AC0,T] xQ: Vte[0,T],AN([0,t] x Q) € B([0,t]) ® F;}
is the o-field of progressively measurable sets on [0,7] x €. By Lemma [B.2] combined
with Fatou’s lemma, we can pass to the limit & — oo and get

+ 2 T— [0}
32 [ s 101572 + 200 228 [0 11 ar
s<r<t s

B2 y(s—1)] 4 & y(s—1)
< — .
<E (| X, 152 0] + . (1- )

for dt-almost every 0 < s < t < T. The proof is complete. As the right-hand side
depends continuously on s and t, we get the result for every 0 < s < ¢ < T by a simple
approximation argument. ]

(5.17)

By investigating the above proof, we get, by similar arguments, the following:

Corollary 5.4. Assume that Hypotheses [(A), [(B), [(C), [(D), [(E), and [(F) hold true.

Let T > 0 be fived. Let o > 2,3 > 0 be as in Hypothesis|(C), Then for any initial datum
Xo € LPY2(Q, Fo,P; H), and every 0 < s < t < T, the solution (Xt)ejo,m to 1))
satisfies

(5. 18)

‘e [ sup ||, uﬁ“] PP

s<r<t

t
E [ IG5 dr < B (X152 + <t - o)
S

where 61 > 0 is as in Hypothesis and 6o > 0 is as in Hypothesis and where
Ao € (0,1] and ¢ > 0 are as in Definition [51, where \g = 1 and ¢ = 0 if and only if
B =G =0. In particular, X € L>=([0,T]; L’*2(Q, F,P; H)), and ¢ does not depend on
T.
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5.2. Properties of the semigroup. We collect some basic properties of the semigroup.
Let us verify the e-property of the semigroup (P;);>o first.

Proposition 5.5 (e-property). Assume that Hypotheses[(A),[(B),[(C),[(D), iE), cmd
are valid. Let e > 0, F € Lipy(H), x € H. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that for any

y € H with ||z —y|| <9, and any t > 0, we have that

|PF () — P F(y)] <e.

Proof. Note that if Cy = 0, the e-property follows as in [34, Equation (5.4)]. Let € > 0,
z,y € H, |z —y|| <6, F € Lipy(H), t > 0. Let (X])1>0, (X})t>0 denote the solutions
to 1) with X = z, and X = y, respectively. W.lLo.g. ||F|ls > 0 and ||F||Lip > 0.
We claim that

2
g g
(5.19) \P,F(z) — PF(y)| < 5+ 2/| | o <{|]X,§” - XY|1% > STFTE. }) .
Lip

Let J. := {|[F(X?) — F(XY)| < £}. Then,
PP () = PiF(y)|
<E[|F(X}) - F(X})]
=E[|F(X}) = F(X})|1.] + EIF(X]) = F(XP) Ly
<z +E[F(X7) = F(X)|Ls]
(520 <S4 2 FllP(S)

=< +2|FlloP ({|F(X7) - F(X1)| > < })

13 52
<= +2||F||oP XP—XV|1% > ——

which proves (B.19). Let us investigate the tail probability. By Ité’s formula and Hy-
pothesis [(C)} we have for 0 < s <t and v € (0,d2) as in (510) that

IXF — X
t t
<Xz - X +2 [ OTAKE) ~ AC).XE - X2 dr +o [ ETIXE - X dr
S S
t t
<IXE = XY+ Co [ mIXE — XU IXFIRIXEL dr+ (= 80) [ 71X - X
S S
For any pair of stopping times 0 < XA < A < t, we get that P-a.s.

A
sup X7 — XY|% + (62— ) / AN | XE X3, dr
A<T<A A

A
<IXE = X2+ sup 162 = XY [ Co D IXEI X
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After taking the expected value, we get by the stochastic Gronwall’s Lemma [3, Lemma A.1],

for k := ﬁ, and for any R > 0, by Proposition [5.3],
Lip

52
P IXF — X3 > crors
({ ¢ = lER,

t
<p ({ sup |1X7 — XY[13 + (52 — ) /0 X7~ XY3 dr > m})

0<r<t
4 ! -
<2eimo -yl + ({ [ o011z ar 2 R))
0
4 4R 2 1 ! y(r—t) T || x| |8
<2t — i+ | [ GO 0

2
£2 UBWHTE + 2R

First, choose R > 0 such that the second term is less than m. Then, choose § > 0
such that the first term is less than m. By (5:20), we get that,
€ 2e
P.F(x) — P,F < = 42F||lco== =6,
whenever ||z — y||lg < 6. As § > 0 can be chosen independent of ¢ > 0, the claim is
proved. ]

Lemma 5.6. Assume that Hypotheses[(A),[(B), [(C).[(D),[(E), and are valid. Then

the semigroup (Py)¢>o associated to (2.1)) is a stochastically continuous Markovian Feller
semigroup.

Proof. Let us prove the Feller property. Let F' € Cy(H), t > 0. Hence, we get that,
[P ()]loo = sup [E[F(X{)]| < sup [[F(y)|a < oo
xeH yeH

Let z,,x € H, n € N such that ||z, —z||g = 0asn — oco. Let t > 0 and F' € Cy(H).
Let F, € Lip,(H), m € N with ||F,,(-) — F(*)||coc — 0 as m — oo. Then, for any ¢ > 0,
there exists m € N such that

|En() = FO)ll < -

By the e-property proved in Proposition (.5l for any § > 0 there exists ng € N such that
|xr, — x|l < 6 for all n > ng, and thus

IPiFn(n) = PiFn(@)] <

for n > ng(d) and all ¢ > 0, whenever § = §(e,m) > 0 is small enough. As a consequence,
|PE(2n) — PF (2)]
=|E[F(X{") — Fo (X)) + [P m( n) = Pt ( )|+ \E[ (Xx) F(Xf)]!
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€
<2sup [|[Fn(y) = Fy)lln + 5 =«
yeH 3
Let us prove the stochastic continuity. Let z € H. By [20, Proposition 2.1.1], it is
sufficient to prove that
|P.F(x) — F(z)] = 0
as t N\, 0 for any F' € Lipy(H). Clearly,
|PF(z) — F(2)]* < Lip(F)’E[[| X7 — =||3].
By an adaptation of Corollary (.41

E[Ix7 —ol57?] <ot — 0,

as t \, 0.
The Markov property follows by the same arguments as in [56, Proposition 4.3.5], see
also [34], Section 6.4]. O

5.3. Uniqueness of invariant measures. Our aim is to verify the conditions (B.9)
and (BI0) of Theorem BI0, compare with [28][34].
For a bounded subset J C H, set ||J|| g := sup,ecs ||z||z. Set
Pi(z,B) == P/6,(B), t>0, z€H, BeBH).
Consider the measurable Lyapunov function
(5.21) 6(x) i= g%,
which has bounded sublevel sets. Consider the locally monotone PDE

d
&uf =A(uy), us=x¢€H.

The existence and uniqueness of solutions in C ([0, T]; H) follows under Hypotheses[(A)}[(B)} [[C)}[(D)]
by [56, Theorem 5.1.3].

Lemma 5.7. Assume that Hypotheses|(A),[(B).[(C).[(D)} and[(F) hold true. For every
R >0,

lim sup ||u”(¢)||g =0,
—)OOxeBR

where Br :={y € H : ©(y) < R}, where © is as in (5.21]).
Proof. Let R > 0 and = € Bi. By Hypothesis and Fact 3.1l we have
d 2
vl = 20Aw)), up) < =oufJuf|[§ < =i (g 3)™.
Note that y(t) := ||uf||% is a subsolution to the ordinary differential equation
Y = gy, forac te[0,T], y(0) =l

with solution for o > 2,

L a—2 . N\
v = (el + 72 gae)

and solution for o = 2,
y(t) = ll|[7 exp(—c3ont).
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Hence, by a standard comparison principle, we have for o > 2 that

4o ~1/(a2)
ol < (el + 25 g

C((BNEE e
C
- 0851 2 e ’

T 1/2 VR 1
ol < (el exp(-c3oun) " < Tk exp (~5d0ue).

which proves the claim. O

(5.22)

and for o« = 2 that

The next result shows uniform stochastic stability of the solutions to the SPDE and
the deterministic PDE with positive probability.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that Hypotheses[(A), [(B), [(C). [(D), [(E), and hold true.

For any T > 0, for any € > 0, and K C H bounded, such that we have
P (| XF — uplF <€) >0,

uniformly for x € K.

Proof. Let T'> 0, e >0, z € K. Note that ¥, := X" — L; is absolutely continuous and
solves the non-autonomous random PDE

d
(5.23) VP = AYS + L), Yo=u,
where (L¢)scjo,r] is as in [B.4). By Lemma [C.T] for any ¢ > 0, there exists an event
Qs € F with positive probability such that

1)
sup || Li(w)llv < 3
t€[0,T

for all w € Q5. Let us assume that 0 < § < /e. Hence, for w € Qs, we have by
Hypothesis and the chain rule that

(5.24)

1Y @)l =lelE + 2/0 (A(YS (W) + Ls(w)), Y (w)) ds

ol +2 [ (AKE@)XTw) - Lu(w) ds
0

<|lll7 ~ 54/0 [AXS (@)= ds — 2/0 (A(XS (W), Ls(w)) ds + (Ca V 0)t

<[l - <a4—z sup uLs<w>uv> /0 JA(XE(@))lv- ds + (Cy v O}

s€[0,t]

<l 7 — (b2 — 5)/0 [ACXS (W))[lv=ds + (Ca vV O)E, € [0,T].
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We proceed similarly for uf. We get that there exists a constant C (T') > 0, depending
on T, 4 and Cy, such that

T
(5.25) /O (lA@2)]

for 0 <6 < %4. By the chain rule, Hypothesis|(C)]

ve + JAXE (@)lv-) ds < CT)(1+ |3,

1Y, (w) = |l = 2/0 (AXS (W) = A(ui), X5 (W) = Ls(w) — ug) ds

and hence, for 7 := 60( )(1 + supyex Iyl1%),

sup Vi (w) —uf[f < (1Y (@) —uilE
s<t<T

+ sup ||V (w )_utHH/ Coluf Il | 7 dr
s<t<T

5 T T x
5 [ IAGe @) - A

v dr

T
< ( sup Imm(W)—ut"”I%Jrn)/ Cool [ lfcf | 77 dr + -
s<t<T s

Let Es := Ep(.|q,) be the expected value with respect to the conditional probability
P(-|Qs). Let 0 < XA < A <T be stopping times. We get that

Es | sup V7 —uZl}

A<7t<A

< (Bs [V = Sl +n) +Es

A
<sup IIYf—UfH?frn) / cznufu%nufuédr]-
A<T<A A

Note that by the chain rule and Hypothesis for0<s<t<T,
+2 B+2 [ +2
g 17 + 61— / 1l |y dr < [l 1572,
S

By the stochastic Gronwall Lemma [3, Lemma A.1],

T x €
P({ sup Y, —utu%{zz} Qa>
0<t<T
16 4r g B
<oty ({00 [ Il de = RY |2
0

16 4 g 8
= n+ RE(S 10,C2 [ [ lug || dt
0

8 R 1 2C B+2
<Z2eARso(Ty [ 1+ = .
<_e (T) < ng IIyHH> R+ o Sup Yl
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First, choose R > 0 such second term is smaller than %. Then choose 0 < § < /e A %4
such that the first term is smaller than %. We get that

1
P({ sup [V — uf ||} > } 95> <
0<t<T 2
T (|2 € 1
P s e —urly < S| ) = 5,
0<t<T

uniformly for 2 € K. And thus, by § < /e,

({ sup (17— iy <}>
T T2 € 2 €
S HY —uilly < - N3 osup (Ll < —
4 0<t<T 4
({ sup [[¥7 uf [ < 4} m%)

P(Q
>P ({ sup [|Vi — uf ||} < 5} rmg) > P&) 0,
0<t<T 4 2

uniformly for x € K. The claim is proved. g

=] M

Hence

The next lemma verifies the second condition (BI0) in the lower bound technique in
Theorem [B.10 Note that we do not need to verify tightness, as the method proves a
powerful alternative the the Krylov-Bogoliubov method [20].

Lemma 5.9. Assume that Hypotheses[(A), [(B), [(C), [(D), and[(F) are valid. Then for
each € > 0 and each bounded set J C H there exists a constant R(e,||J||mg) > 0 such

that the sublevel set

K:={0() < R(e [|J]lm)} c H
satisfies
inf iminf Qr(z, K) > 1 —e¢.
ze€J T—o0
Here, © is as in (521]).
Proof. Let ¢ > 0, J C H be bounded and z € J. For R > 0, Kr := {© < R} is a

measurable set. By
(A(z),z) > —O(x),

and by Ito’s formula, assuming Hypotheses and |(F)} there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

1 T
?E/ O(X)ds < C (Hx”fq +1), for T>1,
0

compare also with (5.I8]). As a consequence,

o, Kn) :/OTPS(x,KR)ds > %/OT (1— w> ds
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C
21 S (11 +1).
Choosing R(e, || J||gr) > e 1C(||J||3 + 1) yields the claim with
K = KR(&,HJHH) = {x € H: @(x) < R(&, HJHH)}
U

The next lemma verifies the first condition (3.9) in the lower bound technique in

Theorem [3.101

Lemma 5.10. Assume Hypotheses |(A), |(B), |(C), |(D), |(E), and [(G), Then for
each 6 > 0 and each bounded set J C H,

inf lim inf Q7 (z, Bs(0)) > 0.
zeJ T—oo

Proof. Let § > 0, J C H be bounded, z € J and K = KR(; 171122) be as in Lemma [5.91
27
By Lemma [5.7] there exists Ty > 0 corresponding to K such that

Juz, ler < 5

for all z € K. Using Lemma 5.8 yields

2

)
Pry (2, B(0) = P(IXG, ln < 0) > P (16, ~ wilu < 3 ) 2 > .
where v = 71(Tp, d) is independent of z € K. Thus by Lemma 5.9 with ¢ = %,

1 [T
liminf Q7 (z, Bs(0)) = liminf — / P,(xz,B5(0)) ds
T—00 T T Jo

— 00

T—o00 T—o00

1 T
:liminff/ Poy7,(x, Bs(0))ds = hmlnf—/ / (x,dz)Pr,(z, Bs(0))ds

>hm1nf—/ / (x,dz)Pr, (%, Bs(0))ds > hmlnfvl—/ / Py(z,dz)d

T—o00

>m hm mf Qr(x,K) > E > 0,

where v :71(T0,6) =y (||, 9)- O

Note that for proving the previous lemma, the estimate (5.2]) would not be sufficient,
as we cannot guarantee that small sublevels have lower bounded transition probabilities
uniformly on bounded sets for large times. Therefore, we need to use the coupling with
the deterministic flow, which has a good decay behavior by Lemma (.71

Thus we have proved the existence of a unique invariant measure p, for (P;);>0 and
thus the first part of Theorem 2.1l by an application of Theorem 3.0l The concentration
property can be seen as follows:

Lemma 5.11 (Concentration). Assume that Hypotheses[(A), [(B), [(C),[(D) and[(F)] are
valid. Then any invariant probability measure u, has finite H-moments of order o+ 3.

In addition,

(5.20 [Vl ) <

20,
M&wﬂ+m
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In particular,

C, 1/(e+p)
[ Ftunion = (2
(527 el o T
If 8 =0, px has finite V-moments of order «, and, in particular,
2 X C
(5.29) [ 1l ) <
and
Cy 1/a
5.29 «(d2) .
(5:29 [ el ) < (555)

Here, v € (0,02) and ¢ = Z?:l c; > 0 are as in Definition [51].

Proof. By (5.I8) and Fact Bl it follows for every z € H, for every t > 0, and every
¢ € N that

(5.30)

2jja+B 20 > ( 20y ﬁ+2>
( [/ 15 W dél) hes <68A0517(ﬁ+2)d N a)\051(5+2)H A e

Since p, is invariant, we have

.31 (15 ) st = [ E[IXE5 A 4] (o)

With the help of Fubini’s Theorem, the preceding equality yields for ¢t > 0,

Q57 )@ =2 [ [ (157 n6) ety
= [ [ Rl A e ds
= [[7 [ (i ae) as) wia)
ﬁ/;((%%; [1x215] @ >A€>u4d@.

The preceding inequality, together with (5.30]), implies for a > 2, ¢ > 0,

(105 A ) putaz

(5.32)

205 1 20, / 842
<—— ANl - AL) py(d
_08‘)\0517(5+2)c * tcg)\051(5+2) H (HZHH ) K ( Z)
205 1 20, / ot B
— ANl +1)AL) pe(dz),
= o(B+2)" * EIACED) H((”””” ) >“( ?)

c§Aod1(8+2)
and thus for t > N TeP S

1 20, 3
Q—;%%a@:5>LOMM Ae) ua(d2)
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<Lc A+ = 12 N L.
gAY (B +2) t c§rodi(B +2)

For a = 2, we get for t > 0 that

LLQMQMAOMJW)

2Cy 1 2Cy / atB
< Mt T AC) e (dz),
S W ) 5573 ), URE? 7€) el
and thus t > M,
1 202 / Q’+B
11— ANL) i (d
(1~ tmsirrg ) [, (5 A ) e
2CYy
<———FF—cA/.
T A0y (B +2)
For a > 2, and for any ¢ > 0, we can find a large enough ¢ > 0, such that
2CH
5.33 2SN L) pa(dz) € ——2 Al e
After sending ¢ — oo, we obtain with the help of Fatou’s lemma that
2CYy
5.34 B, —c—i—a.
(5.3 J el ) <

35

Inequality (5.26]) follows from the fact that £ > 0 was arbitrary. Inequality (5.27]) follows

directly by Jensen’s inequality.
For 5 =0, (5.I8) implies for f € N, z € H, t > 0,

t
Cy & 5+2>
5.35 E XZ|%d N < )AL+ | —— AKL.
(5.35) < [/0 1 XSV SD _<)\05WC> <)\051”2HH

and hence the proof can be completed by repeating the argument above.

APPENDIX A. AN ESTIMATE IN HILBERT SPACES

The following inequality was noted in [14, Equation (4.9)] without the explicit constant

for 5 > 0.

Lemma A.1. In any Hilbert space H, we have any 8 > 0 and for
Ci= (2" VDB(B+2) V(T VI(B+2), B>0,

and Cy = % that

2 2 2
0< llz+ RG> = 2l = 8+ 2zl (w,h) < Cs (llF IRl + I815)

for any x,h € H, where the second inequality is an equality for =0 and Cy = %

Proof. The first inequality follows from the convex subdifferential inequality, see e.g. [24],

noting that the first variation of the functional F': x + ||33H%+2 is

OF (z)(h) = (B + 2)|l]|% (x,h) .
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The second variation of F' is given by
O*F(z)(h,h) = B(B + 2) |2 (x, h)* + (8 + 2)l|= ||| if & # 0,
and 0%F(z)(h,h) = 0 if x = 0.
By Taylor’s formula for Fréchet differentials, see e.g. [79],
1
[l + Rl = N2l = (8 + D2l (@, h) | < 5 F(E)(h, )

for some &, = Az + (1 — A\)h, X € (0,1). Noting that ||&x||g < ||lz]|g + ||h]|g, we get the
claim. The equality for § = 0 follows follows from the polarization identity in Hilbert
spaces. ]

APPENDIX B. A CONVEXITY RESULT

For a > 2 and 3 > 0, define the function g : R> — R by
(B.1) g: (z,y) = |z*yl°.
Lemma B.1. For a > 2 and 8> 0, g as defined in (BI) is conver.
Proof. The gradient of g is given for y # 0 by

alfﬂlo‘_leylﬁ>
\Y Z, = — )
oo = (G,
and
Vg(a,0) = (0,0)".

The Hessian matrix is given for y # 0 by

— 2)afz]* 2|yl + al2*?  afay|e*|y)
H —( e
() <w—2mmwww2+ﬁmmmﬁ2<ﬁ—mMM%m62’

and
Hess g(z,0) = <a|x(|)°‘_2 8) .
We get that the determinant is non-negative,
det Hess g(z, y) = |z|[*|y|® > 0,
as well as the first entry is non-negative,
(o — 2)afal*2ly|? + ala]*2 > 0,

for a > 2. Hence, by Sylvester’s criterion, Hess g(z, y) is non-negative definite for every
x,y € R, which implies that g is convex. O

Lemma B.2. Forz,y € V, a > 2, 8 >0, the map ® : V xV — R defined by ¢ :
(z,y) — Hx||{'}\|y||g is convex and lower semi-continuous with respect to weak convergence

inV xV.
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Proof. Let X\ € [0,1], x1,22,y1,y2 € V. As norms are convex, by Lemma [B.Il for g as
in (B.I)), noting that both components of g are increasing,
P(Az1 + (1 — Nz, Ay1 + (1 — A)y2)

=g([Az1 + (1 = Naz2llv, [[Ayr + (1 = Nyzllm)

<gAz1llv + (1= N)llz2llv, Ay lla + (1= Mllyzlla)

<Ag(llzallv, lyslle) + @ = Ng(llzzllv, [[y2llz)

=AQ(z1,y1) + (1 = A)@(22,2).

As ® is obviously strongly lower semi-continuous in V' x V' by the continuous embedding
V C H, we get by Mazur’s lemma, see e.g. [24], that ® is weakly lower semi-continuous
inV xV. 0

APPENDIX C. SMALL BALL PROBABILITY

We shall need a result on the so-called small ball problem for Lévy processes. As in

Hypothesis |(G)| set
(C.1) Li:=BW;+ | Gw)N(t,dw), te][0,T],

DC

where (W;)ejo,r) and (ch w N(t, dw))te[0 - are independent.

)

Lemma C.1. Under Hypotheses and for any 6 > 0,

(C.2) P < sup || L¢lly, < 5) >0

t€[0,T]

where (Lt)icpor) 1s as in (3.4).

Proof. Fix T > 0 and § > 0. Let (Lt)¢c[o,7] have the representation as in Hypothesis |(G)]
For N € N denote

N
= Z \/A_keklf’

and let [T] be the smallest integer greater or equal to T. By mﬁmte divisibility of
(1%) sejo,7), there exist [T] ii.d. copies of symmetric Lévy processes (l ’ ) e[o - ], 1=

T
1,...,[T] such that

Zz’“ e [0, 7).
i—1 [T]
By independence,

§ §
Pl su LV y <=| =P su < =
(te[OpT]H ! HV 2) (te[opT] Z 2)
>]p>< s[up Z\/ Kl Flerlly < ) >]P’< sup Z\/)\kok\lt\ < )
telo

telo Tk:l

\/7€klt
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ZP( an, o () < 3 ) =2 ([ o () < 5 )

1<k<N t€[0,T] t€[0,T]
N 5
sup VowllF]) < — .

y [7, Corollary 2.1], there exists K > 0 with

)
—logP | sup e — -
<te[0,1] 1] 2N [TV Aoy
_ AN?[T? Aoy [ - _
=K [71'([]57]\[7577*) + # <0'2 +/ u2 ﬂ(dU))] = Kak,M(;’T,
Iy NsT

where Iy, y 51 = [— 2N[T16\/>\k0k’ 2N[T16\/>\kok] , and (62,7, 0) is the characteristic triple of

the symmetric Lévy process (lf ’l)te[o,l], which does not depend on k. By Hypothesis
we have

T(lg N o1) < 00, f u? 7 (du) < oo
k,N,s,T

and then,
[T]

N
5 i 5
P sup |lIF|< ——= | =][P| sup Ml —
,};[1 (tE[O,T] 4 QN\/)\kUk) ,};[1 t€[0,1] ; ¢/171 2NV Aoy

N
=exp (—KZ ak,N757T> < (O, 1),

k=1

| I N

0 k1 o
Z ]P) Sup lk’l < —_— Z ]P Sup l s < o
i <t€[O’T/]'T]]|t | 2N [T )\kak> kHl <t€[0,1]|t | NI hos

compare also [43, Lemma 5.6].
By Doob’s submartingale inequality and Hypothesis []

Z \/7€klt

k=N+1

2
2[?’( sup Z ook lF2 < %) =1- ({Elto €0,7T] : Z )\kak|lk 2> —})

tE[OT]k N4+1 k=N+1

>1-P < sup Z Meorllf P > —> >1— S E[lir)] Z kO

t€[0,7] N1 k=N+1

52
<z

J
P| sup |Li—LY|ly < = | =P [ sup
te[0,T] 2 te[0,T]

Observe that

|lT| Z Agog > 0
k=N+1
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if and only if

‘lT’ Z Apor < 1.

k=N+1
Recalling that {\;op}ren € €1 by Hypothesis [(G)] for large enough N € N,

P < sup || Li(w) — LY (w)|ly < é) > 0.

te[0,7 2

Hence, by independence,

1) 1)
P < sup || Lty < 5) >P ( sup ||L; — LiVHV < 5) P < sup HLt lv < 5) > 0.
t€[0,T t€[0,T] t€[0,T

O
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