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Abstract

We investigate stochastic parabolic evolution equations with time-dependent
random generators and locally Lipschitz continuous drift terms. Using pathwise
mild solutions, we construct an infinite-dimensional stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
type process, which is shown to be tempered in suitable function spaces. This prop-
erty, together with a bootstrapping argument based on the regularizing effect of
parabolic evolution families, is then applied to prove the global well-posedness and
the existence of a random attractor for reaction-diffusion equations with random
non-autonomous generators and nonlinearities satisfying certain growth and dissi-
pativity assumptions.
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1 Introduction

We aim to investigate the well-posedness and long-time behavior of solutions of parabolic
superlinear stochastic evolution equations with additive noise of the form

{du(t) = [A(t,w)u(t) + F(u(®)) + f] dt + cdW,

u(0) = uglw), 1)

where (W;):>0 is an infinite-dimensional Brownian motion on a filtered probability space
(Q, F,P, (Fi)i>0), 0 > 0 denotes the intensity of the noise, (A(t,w)) ter,weg 1S a family
of random, time-dependent operators, F' a nonlinear drift term, f a given external force,
and the initial datum ug is Fp-measurable. More specifically, we establish the local well-
posedness for such problems and study properties of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process
in an abstract setting. These results are subsequently applied to prove the existence of a
random attractor for reaction-diffusion equations with random generators under suitable
growth and dissipativity assumptions on the nonlinearity.

Several dynamical aspects have been investigated for such random evolution equations
without noise, i.e. for problem (1.1) with 0 = 0. For instance, principal Lyapunov ex-
ponents and Floquet theory were analyzed in [MS03, MS08, MS13]|, stable and unstable
manifolds in [CDLS10] and multiplicative ergodic theorems in [CDLS10, LNS18]. The
existence of random attractors for problem (1.1) with ¢ > 0 was shown in [KNS21],
however under additional regularity assumptions on the noise and global Lipschitz
continuity of the nonlinearity F. Here, we significantly generalize these results and
investigate the existence of random attractors for drift terms F' that are only locally
Lipschitz continuous. To this end, as in [KNS21], we use the concept of pathwise mild
solutions.

In order to capture the asymptotic behavior of (1.1) we rely on the random dynamical
systems approach. This requires, like in the references mentioned above, the following
structural assumption for the random generators,

A(t,w) == A(Gw), forallt € R and w € Q,

where (2, F,P, (6;):cr) is an ergodic metric dynamical system. This property ensures
that the random parabolic evolution family (U(t,s,w))t>swen generated by the opera-
tors (A(t,w))ter, weq forms a random dynamical system. For further details, we refer to
Subsection 2.1. The mild solution of (1.1) should be given by the variation of constants
formula

t t
u(t) = U(t,0,w)uq +/ U(t,s,w)(F(u(s)) + f) ds +0/ U(t, s,w) dW;(w).
0 0
However, the stochastic integral is not well-defined due to measurability issues. This

problem can be resolved by formally applying integration by parts, which leads to the
following pathwise representation formula

u(t) = U(t,0,0)uo + 0U(t,0,0) W) + | “Ult, 5, w)(F(u(s)) + f) ds -
o Ut 5,w) A(s, ) (Wilw) — Wa(w)) ds.

A process satisfying (1.2) is called a pathwise mild solution of (1.1). Pathwise mild so-
lutions were introduced in [PV14] and their existence and uniqueness investigated for
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stochastic parabolic equations of the form (1.1) with globally Lipschitz continuous non-
linearities F' (and more general noise terms). These well-posedness results for pathwise
mild solutions were applied in [KNS21] to investigate the existence of global and expo-
nential random pullback attractors for problem (1.1) with globally Lipschitz nonlinearity
F. Here, we relax these assumptions in the specific case of reaction-diffusion equations
allowing for locally Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities with superlinear growth and more
general noise, which significantly extends our previous results in [KNS21]. To the best of
our knowledge, [KNS21] is the only work that addresses random attractors for stochastic
parabolic evolution equations of the form (1.1) using the concept of pathwise mild solu-
tions. On the other hand, there is a vast literature on random attractors for stochas-
tic reaction-diffusion equations driven by real-valued additive or linear multiplicative
noise. We only mention a few references, e.g. [BLW09, GW20, Tan16, CSY15, LCK17].
These works heavily rely on the standard approach to prove the existence of random
attractors, where a finite-dimensional stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is used to
transform the stochastic problem into a partial differential equation with random, non-
autonomous coefficients. For infinite-dimensional additive noise, the existence of random
attractors for reaction-diffusion equations has been obtained in [CW24] and the refer-
ences specified therein using mean random dynamical systems, instead of a pathwise
approach as presented here. For general criteria for the existence of random attrac-
tors for stochastic partial differential equations with infinite-dimensional additive and
finite-dimensional linear multiplicative noise based on a variational approach we refer
to [GLR11, Gesl4, Gesl13, GLS20].

In conclusion, the main novelties of this work are two-fold: firstly, we consider stochastic
reaction-diffusion equations in a bounded domain D C R" with time-dependent random
operators and infinite-dimensional noise and secondly, we work with nonlinearities that
are only locally Lipschitz continuous. Furthermore, different from classical approaches,
we use the framework of pathwise mild solutions introduced in [PV14]. This leads to
several technical difficulties. For example, due to the time-dependent random differential
operators and the only locally Lipschitz continuous nonlinearity we cannot directly obtain
a-priori estimates for the solution in more regular functional spaces, more specifically, in
the fractional power spaces corresponding to the random non-autonomous generators.
Such estimates are essential for the global well-posedness of (1.1) and the compactness
argument, which is needed for the existence of the random attractor. In order to overcome
this issue, we derive a-priori bounds in suitable L**!-spaces where p is determined by the
subcritical growth of the nonlinearity F'. These bounds combined with a bootstrapping
argument based on the regularizing property of parabolic evolution families will entail
a-priori estimates of the solution in more regular spaces, similarly as in [BCNS22| for de-
terministic reaction-diffusion equations with non-autonomous generators. This technique
heavily relies on the construction of a stationary infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process in Section 3.2, which is shown to be tempered in L? as well as in the fractional
power spaces corresponding to the random non-autonomous generators. Furthermore,
Sobolev embeddings imply the temperedness of this process in L?, where q depends on the
dimension N of the spatial domain D. Such tools are not required to prove the existence
of random attractors in simpler settings, for instance for reaction-diffusion equations with
finite dimensional noise as considered in [BLW09, GW20, Tan16, CSY15]. Moreover, the
case of random non-autonomous generators is not covered by the references mentioned
above. As a by-product, our work also extends the existence results for pullback
attractors in [BCNS22] to a random setting with random non-autonomous generators
and infinite-dimensional additive noise.



We finally mention recent works addressing random attractors for stochastic parabolic
partial differential equations driven by nonlinear multiplicative noise that use a pathwise
construction of the solutions based on rough path theory [LYZ23, BS24] or fractional
calculus [GAMS10], however, the nonlinearity F' is assumed to be globally Lipschitz. An
extension of the techniques employed here to nonlinear multiplicative noise will be
pursued in future works.

We expect that a possible future application of our results are stochastic parabolic
partial differential equations on random moving domains, as considered in [Dju21].
However, a suitable well-posedness theory for such problems is still lacking. After
transforming the problem into a random partial differential equation on a fixed domain,
the differential operators should have the same structure as in (1.1). Therefore, similar
measurability issues should occur in the classical definition of mild solutions, which
we resolve here using pathwise mild solutions. We finally mention that attractors for
stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on time-evolving (not random) domains were
investigated, for instance in [CKY11].

Our paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we provide the required background
on random dynamical systems and summarize preliminary results on random parabolic
evolution operators and pathwise mild solutions. In Section 3.1 we show the local well-
posedness of the abstract problem (1.1) under suitable growth restrictions on the nonlin-
earity. In Section 3.2 a stationary infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process
is constructed and the temperedness of this process is shown in suitable function spaces.
We then apply these results to study random attractors of reaction-diffusion equations
with non-autonomous random differential operators and additive noise. In Section 4.1 we
show via a bootstrapping argument that the local solutions obtained in Section 3.1 are
global if F' satisfies an additional dissipativity assumption. This is done at the level of a
partial differential equation with random non-autonomous coefficients obtained from (1.1)
by subtracting the stationary infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process. This
is essential for the estimates performed in Section 4 to show the existence of a random at-
tractor. Finally, we generalize the results for problems with higher-order uniformly elliptic
random differential operators in Section 4.3.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Random dynamical systems

Let X be a separable, reflexive Banach space of type 2 and (2, F,P) be a probability
space. As well-known examples of type 2 Banach spaces we mention L?(D) for p > 2,
where D C R¥, for N > 1, is a bounded domain. To introduce an appropriate model for
the noise we first recall the notions of metric and random dynamical systems [Arn98].

Definition 2.1. If (6;)cr is a family of mappings 6; : Q@ — Q such that for every A € F
and t € R we have P(6;*A) = P(A), then (0;)ier is called measure-preserving.
The quadruple (Q, F,P, (6;)icr) is called a metric dynamical system if

7/) 90 = IdQ,
it) (t,w) — bw is B(R) ® F — F measurable,
iit) and Qs = 6; 0 05 holds for all t,s € R.

We call it an ergodic metric dynamical system if for any A € F, which is (6;)icr-invariant,
we have P(A) € {0,1}.

Similar to [KNS21] we want to introduce a metric dynamical system associated with a two-
sided X-valued Brownian motion defined on a filtered probability space (Q, F, P, (F;)i0),
where (F;):>o is the natural filtration of the Brownian motion. To this end, let H be a
Hilbert space, (Wg(t)):>0 be an H-cylindrical Brownian motion and G : H — X be a -
radonifying operator. This means that for any sequence (7, )nen of independent Gaussian
random variables, the series

E

> 1Ge,

neN

X

2] < 0o (2.1)

is finite, where (e, )nen is an orthonormal basis in H. If H is isomorphic to X, then (2.1)
implies that G € Lo(H), where Lo(H) denotes the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.
In this case ||G||z,) = Tr(GG*). According to [Nee08, Proposition 8.8], the series

> Wg(t)é.Ge, (2.2)

neN

converges almost surely and defines an X'-valued Brownian motion with covariance opera-
1

tor tGG*, where (€,)nen C (ker(G)) is an orthonormal basis. Let (W});>0 and (W2)s>0

be two independent Brownian motions. We define the two-sided Brownian motion with
values in X' by

>
W (W, ez,
Wz(—t), t <O.

Since we are working in the framework of random dynamical systems, we aim to in-
troduce a canonical probability space associated to (W:);>o and identify Wi(w) = ws.
Therefore, we denote by Cy(R;X) the subset of continuous functions which are zero
in zero and equip it with the compact open topology. Furthermore, we denote by Py
the Wiener measure. Then Kolmogorov’s theorem yields the existence of a probabil-
ity space (Co(R; X), B(Co(R; X)), Py) such that the Brownian motion is the canonical
process Wi(w) := w; for w € Cp(R; X). We introduce the Wiener shift by

Oiw(-) :=w(t+-) —w(t), forteR,we Cy(R;X)

)



and obtain the ergodic metric dynamical system (Co(R; X'), B(Co(R; X)), Pw, (6¢)tecr)-
In the next lemma, we collect standard growth properties of the noise that we will fre-
quently use.

Lemma 2.2. ([GLR11, Lemma 3.3]) There ezists a (0;):cr-invariant subset Q C Co(R; X)
of full measure, with the following properties:

i) For allw € Q and any € > 0 there exists a time Ty(e,w) > 0 such that for any
[t| > To(e,w) we have linear growth of w, i.e.

lw (@l < €t - (2.3)

i) For any v € (0,3) and any [s,r] C R there ezist a constant c,,(w) > 0 such that

Csrny(+) € L) and
o ll o o 0y < € (W)- (2.4)

Remark 2.3. Condition (2.3) implies that w € Q has subexponential growth, meaning
that for any € > 0 there exists a time ty = to(e,w) and a constant c.(w,ty) such that for
all |t| > to, we have

lw (@)l < ce(w, to)et. (2.5)

Remark 2.4. From now on, we consider the set Q satisfying the properties of Lemma 2.2.
We equip this set with the trace o-algebra F := QNB(Cy(R; X)) and take the restriction P
of Py . Again, by Komogorov’s theorem about the existence of a Hélder-continuous version,
this set is contained in Co(R; X)), has full measure and is (0;)icr-invariant. Moreover,
the new quadruple which we denote by (Q, F, P, (6;)icr) forms again a metric dynamical
system.

Next, we recall the definition of a random dynamical system and introduce tempered
random sets.

Definition 2.5. A continuous random dynamical system (RDS) on X over a metric
dynamical system (2, F, P, (6;)icr) is a mapping

d:R"XQAxX =X, (tw,1)— ¢t w,x),
which is (B(R1) ® F ® B(X), B(X))-measurable and has the following properties:

i) ¢(0,w, ) =1Idx for every w € Q,
i) the (perfect) cocycle property holds, which means that for allw € Q, t,s € Rt and
x € X we have

o(t + s,w,z) = $(t, Osw, ¢(s,w, 7)),
iit) the map ¢(t,w,-) : X — X 1is continuous for every t € RT and w € Q.

We further introduce another separable reflexive Banach space of type 2 denoted by ).
This function space can coincide with X', but in our application in Section 4.2 we consider
random sets in spaces that are different from the phase space X.



Definition 2.6. A multifunction {B(w)}weq of nonempty closed subsets B(w) C Y is
called a random set in Y if
nf _
wer nf llz =yl
is a random variable for any x € Y. If, in addition, B(w) is bounded (compact) for every
w € Q, then {B(w)}weq is called bounded (compact) random set.

Definition 2.7. A random variable Y : Q — (0,00) is called tempered from above with
respect to (0;)icr if

1Il+ Y(Htw)

lim sup =0 forallw e},

t—too
where In" z := max{Inz,0}. The random variable Y is called tempered from below if 1/Y
is tempered from above. A random variable is tempered if and only if it is tempered from
above and from below.
Moreover, if {B(w)}weq s a bounded random set in Y and w — sup,ep, |17y, is tem-
pered, then {B(w)}u,ecq is called a tempered set in Y. We denote by D(Y) the collection
of all tempered sets in ).

Remark 2.8. Equivalently to Definition 2.7, a random wvariable Y : Q@ — (0,00) is
tempered if
lim e MY (_w) =0

t—+too
for every v > 0.

Remark 2.9. Using Remark 2.8 it is easy to see that finite sums and positive powers of
tempered random variables are tempered.

A sufficient condition for the temperedness of a random variable is given in [Arn98,
Theorem 4.1.3], namely,

E[ sup Y(Gtw)] < 00. (2.6)
t€(0,1]

Note that the interval [0, 1] is used for simplicity, but we can replace it by an arbitrary
interval [a,b], see [BGAS14, Lemma 8]. This follows from a Borell-Cantelli argument
based on the ergodicity of (6;)icr.

Finally, we introduce the notion of random absorbing sets and attractors and recall a
classical result providing sufficient conditions for the existence of random attractors.

Definition 2.10. A random set {K(w)}weq € D(Y) is called a random absorbing set
for the RDS ¢ in Y, if for any random tempered set {B(w)}weq € D(X) there is a time
tp(w) > 0 such that

o(t,0_1w, B(_w)) C K(w) Vt>tp(w),
for P-a.s. w € Q.

In Section 4.2 we show the existence of a random absorbing set in a suitable space ) for
the random dynamical system generated by (1.1) on the phase space X, see Lemma 4.12
and Lemma 4.13. This justifies the choice of a space ) possibly different from X in the
definitions above.



Definition 2.11. A random set { A(w)}oeq of X is called a random attractor for a RDS
¢ if for P-a.s. w € Q,

i) A(w) is compact in X;
it) {A(w)}weq is invariant under ¢, i.e.
o(t,w, Alw)) = A(fw) Vt > 0;
ii1) {A(w)}weq is pullback attracting in D(X), i.e. for any {B(w)},ea € D(X) it

holds
tliglo dy(o(t, 6_w, B(6_w)), A(w)) =0

where dy 1s the Hausdorff semi-distance in X.

Theorem 2.12. ([FS96, Theorem 3.5]) Let ¢ be a continuous RDS in X. Assume that ¢
has a random compact absorbing set { B(w)}weq in X. Then ¢ possesses a unique random
attractor { A(w) }wea which is defined by

Aw) = (N U ¢, 0_w, B(0_w)).

T>0t>T

2.2 Pathwise mild solutions

We consider the abstract parabolic problem (1.1). Similar to [PV14] and [KNS21] we
make the following assumptions for the non-autonomous random differential operators in
order to ensure that (A(t,w))ter, wen generates a parabolic evolution family on a separable,
reflexive Banach space of type 2 denoted by X.

Assumptions 2.13.

i) The operators A(t,w) are closed and densely defined with fized domains, i.e. Dy =
D(A(t,w)) for every t € Ryw € Q. Furthermore, they have bounded imaginary
powers, i.e. there exists C > 0 such that

sup ||(—A(t,w))* <cC
o AN i <
for everyt,s € R,w € Q.
i) The operators are sectorial, i.e. there exists ¥ € (5, m), such that Xy := {z €

C : |arg(z)| < 9} U {0} C p(A(t,w)) for allt € R,w € Q, where p denotes the
resolvent, and there exists a constant M > 0 such that

M
—A -1 <
“(Z (t,w)) “L(X) =1+ ]
for everyt e Ryw € Q and z € Xy.
itt) There ezist v € (0,1] and C > 0 such that
IAG,w) = A(s, )l px) S CW) [t —s[" < Ot —s|” (2.7)

for every t,s € R,w € Q and some mapping C : Q — [0,00) which is uniformly
bounded.



iv) There exists v* > 0 such that the adjoint operators (A*(t,w))ier,wea Satisfy (2.7)
with exponent v*.

v) The mapping A: R x Q — L(Da; X) is strongly measurable, adapted and for every
t € R,w € Q the operator A(t,w) has a compact inverse.

vi) For allt € R and w € Q the structural assumption A(t,w) = A(6w) holds.

The Assumptions ) and %) are sometimes called the Kato-Tanabe conditions, see
[Tan79], which are common assumptions for non-autonomous evolution equations. They
ensure that the operators are sectorial and satisfying a certain Holder continuity in
time. The uniform boundedness of the random constant C'(w) in Assumption %) can be
removed by a localization argument. We refer to [PV14, Section 5.3] for more details on
this procedure. The last two assumptions are necessary because the generators depend
on the random parameter w. In particular, the structural dependence in i) is essential
to show that the problem generates a random dynamical system.

In the following, we use the notation A := {(¢,s) € R? : t > s}. The next theorem pro-
vides the existence of a random parabolic evolution family generated by (A(t,w))ier, wea-

Theorem 2.14. ([PV14, Theorem 2.2, Proposition 2.4]) Under the Assumption 2.18 there
exists a unique parabolic evolution family U : A xQ — L(X) which is strongly measurable
in the operator topology and satisfies the following properties:

i) U(t,t,w) =1dx for allt > 0,w € Q.
it) For all0 <r < s<t,w e N we have

U(t,s,w)U(s,r,w) =U(t,r,w). (2.8)

i) Foralls <t

d

aU(t, s,w) = A(t,w)U(t, s,w)
holds pointwise in Q.

w) U(-,-,w) is strongly continuous for everyw € Q, and U(t, s, ) strongly F;-measurable
in the uniform operator topology for every t > s.

We need additional smoothing properties of the evolution family. To this end for g >
0 we denote the fractional power spaces by Xs := D((—A(t,w))?) endowed with the

norm |||, H At,w ﬁx” and by X_g the completion of X with respect to the

norm ||z||y . = )~Pz| . Since we assumed that A(t,w) is densely defined, all
X-p X

fractional powers A(t w)ﬁ are also closed and densely defined, see for example [Ama95,
Theorem 4.6.5].

Remark 2.15. We impose in Assumption 2.13 i) that the domain of A(6,w) is independent
of t and w. Howewver, this, in general, does not imply that the fractional power spaces are
independent of t and w. However, since we further assume that the operators A(Gw) have
bounded imaginary powers, the fractional power spaces can be identified using complex
interpolation, meaning that for any o € (0,1) we have according to [Ama95, Theorem
V.1.5.4] that X, = [X,Dala = D((—A(6iw))*). Therefore, the spaces X, do not depend
ont and w.



Assumptions 2.16. The evolution family is exponentially stable. This means that there
exists A > 0,Cy > 0 such that

10 8,0)l g0y < Coe ), (2.9)
forallt > s and w € Q.

Assumption 2.16 implies the following decay estimates.

Lemma 2.17. ([PV14, Lemma 2.6, 2.7]) Let the Assumptions 2.13 and 2.16 hold. Then
for every t > 0 and w € Q the mapping U(t,-,w) € C*([0,t); L(X)) fulfills for all z € Da

%U(t, s,w) = =U(t,s,w)A(s,w)z.

Moreover, for o € [0,1] and 8 € (0,1) the following estimates hold fort > s and w € Q

N N e—)\(t—s)
I(=A(t,w)) U, s,w)z]| x < Caﬁ lllx » zeX, (210)
e—)\(t s)
U, 5,w)(—A(s,w))z]| x < Ca “G—s) lllx z€Xo, (211)
e—)\(t—s)

|(—At, W)U, 5,w) (—A(s,w))’z < éa,ﬁm lzlly, ze€Xs (212)

(t
Remark 2.18.

 Note that for a € [0, 1], the space X, is densely embedded into X. Therefore, (2.11)
shows that there exists a unique extension of U(t,s,w)(—A(s,w))* as a bounded
linear operator on X. We will denote the extension again by U(t,s,w)(—A(s,w))*.
In particular, we have for x € X

e—)\t s)

IIU(t,S,W)(—A(s,W))"‘wIIxSC( 5" 1]l x - (2.13)

o Similarly, we can extend U(t,s,w) to an operator in X_,. Indeed, A(t,w)® is an
isomorphism between X, and X. Hence, for x € X there exists an y € X, such
that z = A(t,w)%y, see [Ama95, Theorem V.1.5.4]. This implies that

—A(t—s)

~ €
U, s,w)zlx = U, s,w)(—A(t,w))*yllx < Camllyllx

Co i (= Altw)) sl = G o]
Tl x = a7~ lIT[| X_0>
( $)° (t—s)*
and since X is densely embedded into X_,, we can extend U(t, s,w) to an operator
from X_, to X.

Keeping this in mind, the mild formulation corresponding to the linear part of (1.1) would
be

t —
u(t) = U(t,0,w)up(w) + a/ U(t,s,w) dW; for every t >0, P — a.s.
0
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However, the stochastic integral is not well-defined since U(t, s, -) is not F-measurable.
The idea to overcome this problem is to formally apply integration by parts [PV14]. This
leads to the integral representation

u(t) = U(t,0,w)uo + 0U(,0,)Wi — o [ Ut s,w)A(s, ) (Wi — W) ds. (214

A process satisfiying (2.14) is called a pathwise mild solution. Note that the stochastic in-
tegral in (2.14) is well-defined due to the Holder-regularity of the Brownian motion (W;):>o
which compensates for the singularity arising from the estimate ||U(t, s,w)A(s, w)||£(x) <
(t — s)~1. To shorten notations we set

h(t) = oU(t,0,0) W, — o [ Ut s,w) A(s, w)(W, — W) ds. (2.15)

For the sake of completeness, in the following theorem we recall that the linear part
of (1.1) generates a random dynamical system as shown in [KNS21]. To this end, we
work with the metric dynamical system (2, F,P, (6;):cr) constructed in Remark 2.4 and
use the identification W;(w) = w; for w € 2. Furthermore, the structural assumption
on the generators, A(t,w) = A(6;w), allows us to prove that the corresponding evolution
family generates a random dynamical system.

Theorem 2.19. ([KNS21, Theorem 3.1]) Let the Assumption 2.13 hold and U : A x Q —
L(X) be the evolution family generated by (A(Ow))ter, wen. Then

U:R"xQxX =X, (twz)—U0,w,
is a random dynamical system.

Proof. We only give a short argument to emphasize why the structural assumption on
the random generators is required. We observe that

Ult+s,s,w)=U(t0,0sw)

for t,s > 0 and w € . Intuitively, this means that starting at time s on the w-
fiber, and letting the system evolve for time t, is the same as starting at time 0 on the
shifted Ow-fiber and letting ¢ time units pass. On the level of generators, the evolution
operator U(t + s, s,w) is obtained from A(f;w) and the evolution operator U(t,0, 6sw)
from A(6;—s o Osw). Due to the group property of the metric dynamical system 6, these
generators are the same. Together with (2.8), this results in

Ut + s,w) = U(t,8,w)U(s,w) for every t,s > 0 and w € Q.

For more details we refer to [KNS21, Theorem 3.1]. O

3 Abstract setting and an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck-type
process

3.1 Local existence of solutions

The local-in-time existence of a pathwise mild solution for (1.1) can be shown following
the proof of [Hai23, Theorem 7.8] which relies on Banach’s fixed point theorem and
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subtracting the modified stochastic convolution A in (2.15). This argument is simpler
than the setting in [PV14, Theorem 5.3] due to the additive structure of the noise. In
[PV14] more general noise terms are considered, but the nonlinearity is globally Lipschitz
which we do not assume here. Since we are interested in the local well-posedness of (1.1),
we work in this subsection with the filtered probability space (2, F, P, (F;)e0)-

Definition 3.1. Let a € [0,1). We call an X,-valued process u together with a stopping
time T such that P(1 > 0) = 1 a local pathwise mild solution for (1.1) if for everyt > 0
the identity

u(t) = U(t,0,w)up(w) + aU(t,0,w)W; + /Ot U(t,s,w)(F(u(s,w))+ f) ds
—0 /Ot U(t,s,w)A(s,w) (W — W;) ds

holds P-a.s. on the event {t < T}. Moreover, if T is a stopping time such that T < T a.s.
and the corresponding solution satisfies u(t) = u(t) a.s. on {t < 7}, then the pair (u,T)
is also a local solution and (u,T) extends (u,T). Finally, we call (W,T) a mazimal mild
solution if on the set {T < oo} one has 7!1_r>r?1 |lutl|x, = 00 a.s. and there exists a sequence

(tn, Tp) of local mild solutions with increasing stopping times 7, such that T = sup 7,, a.s.

and (u,T) extends each of the local mild solutions (uy,T,). The pathwise mild solution is
global provided that T = oo almost surely.

Theorem 3.2. Let a € [0,1/2), f € X, and let Assumption 2.13 hold. Assume that
up(w) € X, is Fo-measurable and that the modified stochastic convolution h in (2.15) has
P-a.s. continuous sample paths in X,. Furthermore, let § > 0 be such that a4+ < 1 and

assume that the map
F:X,— X_g, (3.1)

is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets of X, and grows at most polynomially, i.e.
there exist constants R > 0,L = Lg > 0, Cr > 0 and n, > 1, such that

I1F(u) = F)llx_; < Lllv = vllxe, [ullx., [lv]lx. < R;
[1F(u)llx_s < Cr(1+ [lull%,), u € X

Then (1.1) has a unique mazimal pathwise mild solution u € C([0,7); X,). Moreover, this
solution exists globally provided that ||u(t)||x, < C for allt > 0.

Proof. We fix a sufficiently small terminal time 7' > 0 and apply Banach’s fixed point
theorem to the mapping ® : C([0,T]; X,) — C([0,T]; X,) given by

(®)(#) = [ Ult,s,0)(F(u(s)) + f) ds +g(t), t <T.
Here,
g(t,w) =U(t,0,w)up(w) + cU(t,0,w)W; — U/Ot U(t,r,w)A(r,w)(W; — W,.) dr
=U(t,0,w)up(w) + h(t,w)
has P-a.s. continuous paths in X, due to our assumptions. Therefore, g(-,w) €

C([0,T]; X,) for all w € Q up to a nullset Ny. Let c: Q x [0,7] — R, be such that

s€[0,t]

sup [lg(s,w)llx., we R\ Ny
c(t,w) := : N
y w € Nyp.

12



We observe that c(-,w) is continuous and increasing in t. Furthermore, we define d :
Q x [O,T] — R+ by

d(t,w) := max { CapLe(euyi1, Ca,sCr(1+ (1 + c(t,w))™) + I fx.) } »

where ||U(t, s,w)||z(x_s;xa) < Ca,p(t—s)~(@+#) and the constant C,, g is uniformly bounded
in w by (2.12) and Assumption 2.13 ii5). By definition, d(t,-) is Fi-measurable for every
t € [0,T]. Therefore, 7 : 2 — [0,T] defined as

T(w) = inf {t €[0,7]: tl_(‘”ﬁ)d(t,w) > 1/2},
is a stopping time, where we set inf () := T.

Let w € Q\ Np and ¢ < 7(w) which implies that t'~(*+Ad(t, w) < 1/2. We further consider
the set
B := {u € C([0,t]; X4) = sup |lu(s) — g(s)|lx, < 1}
s€(0,t
and show that ® : C([0,t]; Xo) — C([0,t]; X,) leaves B invariant and is a contraction.

To verify the invariance, let w € B. Then sup |lu(s)|x, <1+ c(t,w) and
s€[0,t]

sup (B(u)(5) = 9(s,@)llx, < sup [ 06,7 lecx s [(FQ(r)) + Pl dr

s€0,t]
< CpCayp S, (s =)@ (1 Jlu(r) |5, + [ £llx.) dr
se|0,
< CpCayp S, (s =)~ (14 [lu(r) |5+ fllx.) dr

< CpCopt' ™ (14 (1 + ct,w))™ + |1 fllx.) < 1/2,

which shows the invariance of B.
To show that @ is a contraction we use the local Lipschitz continuity of F' and obtain for
u,v € B

@@)(®) — @E)Ox, < [ U 5,0)(F(u(s)) ~ Fo(s)x, ds
< [0t 5,9)leoxsxa IF(u(s)) = Fo()lx., ds
< G [ (6= ) @D P(u(s)) - F(0(s)x s
< Calaseesy [, (=) u(s) = v(s)]lx, ds.
This implies that

s [(@()(e) — @) (o). < £ d(00) sup fu(s) = v(s).

1
<5 sup flu(s) = v(s)llx,
s€[0,t]

proving the contraction property. Therefore, we obtain via Banach’s fixed-point theorem a
unique pathwise mild solution (u,7) which belongs to X, . Iterating this argument entails
the existence of a maximal pathwise mild solution (u, 7). O
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Remark 3.3. We apply the abstract setting of Theorem 3.2 to reaction-diffusion equations
in Section 4 with X = L?(0), a =1/2—¢ fore € (0,1/2) and B = s/2 for s € [0,1). We
will see that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 hold if the nonlinearity F' satisfies suitable
growth assumptions, see Lemma 4.2.

The global existence, i.e. T = o0 a.s., will be shown under additional dissipativity assump-
tions on the nonlinearity F at the level of the random PDE similar to [BLW09, Section
3] and [BCNS22|. Subsequently, we prove that the reaction diffusion equation generates a
random dynamical system and investigate its asymptotic behavior in Section 4.

3.2 Temperedness of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck-type process

From now on, since we follow a random dynamical system approach we consider the
(01)ter-invariant set Q@ C Cp(R; X) obtained in Lemma 2.2 and the metric dynamical
system (2, F, P, (6):cr) constructed in Remark 2.4.

In this subsection we investigate properties of the stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process,
i.e. the solution of the following linear problem with random non-autonomous generators

{dZ(t, w) = A(biw)Z(t,w) dt + dwy (3.2)

Z(w) = Z(0,w) = [°_U(0,r,w)A(6,w)w, dr,
where U is the evolution family corresponding to the operators (A(6iw))icr,weq. For
the initial condition for Z we would expect that Z(w) = [°. U(0,7,w) dw,, similar to
the autonomous case. However, as above, the integral is not well-defined due to the

w—dependence of U. Hence, similarly as in the definition of pathwise mild solutions, we
formally apply integration by parts and get

0 0
[ U0,r,0) dv, = Jim (— U0, a,0)w—a + [ U0, r,w)A6:w)w, dr), (3.3)

—00 —a

where the limit is taken in X . The first term converges to 0, due to the exponential decay
of the evolution family and the subexponential growth of w, i.e.

1U(0, —a, w)w_a||x < Cre™? [lw_allx < Crece 239 =0

as a — oo for € small enough, see Remark 2.3. The second term in (3.3) is well-defined
due to the sublinear growth (2.3) of w which implies for —r > Ty(e,w) that

~ )\r ~
100, r,w)A@Gw)rlly < G flwnllx < 7.

Hence, the right-hand side of (3.3) is well-defined and converges to the Z(0,w) given in

(3.2).
The stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is given by

¢ 0
Z(t,w) =w: + / U(t,r,w)A(l,w)w, dr = w; + / U(t,r +t,w)A(O, 11w)wy 4t dr
0
= w, + / U (0,7, 0,0) A6, 0 61w) (B, + wi) dr

0
_ / U(0, 7, 6,w) A8, o Bw)b;w, dr.

14



Therefore, we consider the process (t,w) — Z(fw) := Z(t,w), and with a slight abuse of
notation, for ¢ > 0 we have

Z(t,w) =U(t,0,w)Z(w)+ U(t,0,w)w; — /Ot Ut,r,w)A(b,w)(w; — w,) dr, (3.4)

i.e. Z is the pathwise mild solution of (3.2).

Lemma 3.4. The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process Z in (3.4) is stationary and tempered in
X.

Proof. For every t,s € R and w € 2 we have
Z(t+5,0) = et [ :o Ut + 5,7, 0) Ab,w)w, dr
= O,w; + ws + /_too Ut +s,r+ s,w)A(Orsw)wyis dr
= O,w; + /_too U(t,r,0sw)A(8, o Osw)0sw, dr = Z(t,0sw).

For k € N and ¢,t1,...,tx € R we set Z, 1, = (Z(t1,),...,Z(tk,)). Then for any
A € B(XF*), the (6;)scr-invariance of P implies that

P(Zy, 4,4t € A) =P(Z4,,..4,(6) € A) =P(Zy,,..1, € A),

which shows that Z is stationary.
To verify the temperedness, we use the sufficient condition (2.6). The representation of
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (3.4), together with (2.9) leads to

E| sup 12(0)lx | < CuE[IZ@)lx]) + CuE| sup flrl |
t€[0,1] te(0,1] (3 5)

+ E[ sup /Ot U(t,r,w)A(b,w)(ws — wy) dr

t€[0,1]

N

To estimate the first term we use the same arguments as before. In particular, for w €
Qe <\ a>0and |r| > Ty(w), we have

”U(Oa _a;W)UJ_a”X < CUG_AG ||w—a||X < Cche—a()\—s),

~ e ~
U0, r,w)A(bw)w, | x < Cl—_r lwr |l x < eMeCy.

These estimates allow to bound the first term in (3.5) in the following way,

E[|Z(w)lx] < lim (E[H—U(O, a,0)wal 5] +E[H / Oa U0, r,w) A(B,w)w, dr

a—o0

)

0 ~
< lim (C’Ucee_“()‘_s) + eMeCy d’r’)

a—o0 —a

1— e—)\a

~ 1=~
= alggo (C’che_“(’\_s) + C’la) = —(Ce < 00.

A

The second term can be estimated by Doob’s maximal inequality. In fact, using that
(wi)ter is an X-valued martingale implies that

E| sup ol | < CE|(sup [lully)?| < 4CE[wall],
te[0,1] t€(0,1]
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due to the embedding L*(Q) < L*(f2). Hence, this term is finite due to (2.1). The last
term in (3.5) can be estimated using the Holder continuity of the noise in Lemma 2.2 47)
which yields
¢
[ Utr,0)A6w) @ - w,) dr ]
0 b'e

E [ sup
te(0,1]

N t e—)\(t—'r)
< C’lE[ sup / lwe — we | 5 d’r’]
t€[0,1] t—r

< C1E[||w||07(01] X) SUP / M (g — )t d”']

< CCIE[”w”C'Y([O,l];X)] S CClE[Cl(w”Y’ 0, 1)] < o,

where the integral is finite since v — 1 > —1. O

We now generalize the result and show that the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is tempered
in fractional power spaces.

Proposition 3.5. For all 8 € [0, %), the stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process Z : R X
Q— Xz, (t,w) = Z(6w) is tempered.

Proof. In comparison to the proof of Lemma 3.4, we need to change the interval in the
sufficient condition (2.6) to take into account the singularity in 0 of e=**¢=#. Consequently,
we obtain

E| sup 1200wl | < E[ sup [|U( o,w)zw)nxﬁ] + B[ sup [U(t,0,whuilly, |
te[1,2] te[1,2]

te[1,2]
o)

> We can estimate the terms similarly as

(3.6)

+ E[ sup /Ot U(t,r,w)A(0,w)(w; — w,) dr

te(1,2]

Since the norm in Xj is given by H(—A
in Lemma 3.4. In fact, (2.10) implies that

|(—A@w)PUE0,0)2w), < C% i 12y

and since sup e *t=# = e~ the first term in (3.6) is bounded by
te(1,2]

E[sup [U(t,0,w)Z(w)llx,] < CoeE[llZ(w)llx] < oo,

te(1,2]

where E[||Z(w)||x] < oo as in Lemma 3.4. For the second term in (3.6) we use again
Doob’s maximal inequality and the 7-radonifying property (2.1) to conclude that

E[sup [|U(t,0,w)wl|x,] < Cse  E[sup [lwllx] < CCpeE[(sup [lwillx)’]
te(1,2] te[1,2] t€[0,2]
< 40C3e E[||lwal|%] < oo

To estimate the last term in (3.6), we recall that we can extend the inequalities (2.10)-
(2.12) for all z € X, see (2.13). Therefore, we get

[Tt r ) A = wn)l, < U (1555 )

U (”—r . w) A(B,0) (wr — wr)
2 X

L(X;Xp)
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~ o ft—pr\B o (t—pr\ "L
< CsChe T ( 2 T) e NF ( 2 T) [lwe — wrllx
e—)\(t—r)

=y

for 0 < r < t. Integrating from r = 0 to ¢, the resulting integral is finite if and only if
7—1—,8>—1,sofor5<7<%Wehave
o)
e—)\(t—r)

¢
< 2HBC C’E[su ]| P / —dr]
> B™1 te[lg] ” ”C ([0,8;X) [, (t _ 7.)1+5_7

<2 |wll g o) C8Ch

E[ sup /Ot U(t,r,w)A(b,w)(ws — wy) dr

te[1,2]

1+ﬁ - o~ t e_A(t_r)
<2 CgClE[||W||m([o,z];X) S0 Jo (t—r)ieh

< 2"PCCCE]|wll g o.2:30)] < 27 CCsChE 1 (w,7,0,2)] < oo,

ar]

where we used again Lemma 2.2 44) and the constant C' as a bound for the integral. O

In this framework, we point out the following result of independent interest on the tem-
peredness of Z in more regular spaces than Xz for 5 < 1/2. To this end we assume that the
noise is more regular in space, in particular, we consider an X,-valued Brownian motion,
and show the temperedness in more regular fractional power spaces. As previously for X
it is defined using a <y-radonifying operator G : H — X,. Now let 2, C Cy(R; X,) be
the set such that (2.3) and (2.4) are satisfied for an X,-valued Brownian motion endowed
with the o-algebra F, := B(Co(R; X)) N Q, and let P, be the restriction of Py, to F,.

Lemma 3.6. For all o € [0,1] and B8 € [a,a + ), the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
Z : R x Q, = Xp is tempered.

Proof. We observe that
B[ sw 12(0w)llx, | < E[ sup [|U(, o,w>Z<w>||Xﬁ] +E sup U0, 0)wil, |
te[1,2] tef1,2]

te[1,2]
W)

The first two terms can be estimated exactly as in the proof of Corollary 3.5 using that
Xo — X. Therefore, we only need to estimate the last term. We have for ¢t > r

. (3.7)
/ U(t,r,w)A(b,w)(ws — w,) dr

+E[ sup
0

te(1,2]

U (t+_r’ T, w) A(O,w)(we — wy)
2 X

L(X;Xg)

IA

[0t 7, ) ABr) o — ), < U (557 )
ST (t - ’")_ﬁ 'U (HTT , w) (= A(B))' ™ (—ABrw)) 1 = wr)|

~ o~ yt=r [t —T _B_t—_r t—or\ " 1te
< CpCh_ae™™2 (T) e 2 (T) lwe — wrllx,

—=A(t—r)

e
(t — T)l—i—ﬁ—a—'y’

< 2wl 0,90y C8C1-a

where we used that the norms in the fractional power spaces are equivalent for ¢ € [1, 2],
see Remark 2.15. Therefore, all terms on the right-hand side in (3.7) are finite, i.e.
Z : R x Q, = X3 is tempered. O
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4 Random attractors for reaction-diffusion equations

Let D C RY be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 8D. We consider the following
stochastic reaction-diffusion equation

du = (V- (&(z,t,w)Vu) + F(u)+f(z)) dt + cdWi(z,w), x € D,t>0,w € Q,
u(z,t,w) =0, z€0D,t>0,we, (4.1)
u(z,0,w) = up(z,w), x € D,w €,

where the noise W; is white-in-time and colored-in-space with a covariance operator as

introduced in Section 2.1 with X := L?(D). The random diffusion matrix satisfies the
following ellipticity and structural assumptions.

(E1) £: DxRyxQ — RY*Y is symmetric, bounded, Hélder continuous in ¢, continuously

differentiable in z (uniformly w.r.t. the remaining variables), and uniformly elliptic,
i.e. there is 6 > 0 such that

ETE(z, t,w)é > 0|€)? V(z,t,w) € Dx R, xQ, V¢ eRY.

(E2) For all (t,w) € R x Q it holds £(t,w) = £(O;w), where Ow(-) = w(- +t) — w(t).

For problem (4.1) we consider X = L?(D) and denote the inner product by (-,-). The
corresponding fractional power spaces are defined through interpolation of X and X; :=
D((—&(-,t,w))) = H*(D) N Hj(D). Note that in this case we can identify X;/, = Hg(D)
and its dual space as X_q/ = H™ (D). We now define the operator A(t,w) : X2 —
X—1/2 by

(A(t,w)u,v) = / Vv E(z,t,w)Vu dz, Yu,v € Xq.
D
The nonlinearity F' satisfies the following growth and dissipativity assumptions.

(F1) The function F': R — R is locally Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, either N =1 or
N > 2 and there exists C'r > 0 such that for all u,v € R,

|F(u) = F(0)| < Crlu—of (Jul™" + o),

where the exponent p satisfies

{ +o00 ifN=2,
1% < Pcritical += N (42)
—— ifN>3.
N_g HN2 3
(F2) There are positive constants Cp, C; such that
Fuu < —Colu/'t*+C; VueR (4.3)

where p < 400 arbitrary if N =1 and p satisfies (4.2) if N > 2.

The local Lipschitz continuity and growth assumption in (F1) imply the local existence of
pathwise mild solutions, while the dissipativity assumption (F2) ensures global existence.
Note that for N > 2 the assumption (F1) implies that

|F(w)| < Cr(1+|ul’)

for all u € R, where we use under slight abuse of notation the same constant as in (F2).
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Remark 4.1. Due to the noise, the global well-posedness of (1.1) and the existence of
the random attractor are shown under the growth condition (4.2) which is more restrictive
than for deterministic autonomous problems where the subcritical growth assumption is
p < 75 This assumption only suffices for the local existence of solutions of (4.1). More-
over we remark that in [LCK17] even for finite-dimensional noise the more restrictive
condition p < 1+ % was imposed.

Lemma 4.2. Let the assumption (F1) be satisfied. Then, for any s € [0,1) and ¢ €
(0,1/2) the Nemytskii operator F,

F(u) = F(u(-)),

is Lipschitz continuous from Xi/5_. to X_,/o on bounded subsets of X;/5—.
Proof. The lemma follows from the proof of [CLR13, Theorem 12.1] so we omit it here. [

We set Wy(w) := Wi(-,w), where Wy(-,w) is the two-sided Brownian motion defined in
Section 2.1. We recall that Q@ C Cy(R; X) is the (6;);cr-invariant subset of full measure
obtained in Lemma 2.2. With a slight abuse of notation, we will write F' and W instead
of F and W. The reaction-diffusion equation (4.1) can be then rewritten in the abstract
form

du(t,w) = (A(Qw)u(t,w) + F(u(t,w))+f) dt + odW;(w). (4.4)

Let Z(t,w) be a stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process, i.e. the stationary solution
of the linear equation

dZ(t,w) = A(bw)Z(t,w) dt + dW;(w), (45)
Z(w) = Z(0,w) = [, U(0,r,w)A(b,w)w, dr, '
and v(t,w) = u(t,w) — 0 Z(6;w) be the solution of
d
{dtv(t) — A(Bw)o(t) + F(u(t) + 0 Z(B))+f, ws)
v(0,w) = vo(w) := up(w) + 0 Z(w) = up(w) + o 2, U(0,r,w)A(f,w)w, dr.

Then u(t,w) = v(t,w) + 0Z(f;w) is the solution to the original problem (4.4).

Combining Proposition 3.5 with Sobolev embeddings we obtain the following properties
of the stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process Z.

Lemma 4.3. Assume (E1)-(E2). The process Z : R x Q — Xj is tempered for any
B €[0,3). Consequently, Z is tempered in LY(D) where q =400 if N =1,1 < g < 400
arbitrary if N =2, and 1 < q < 55 arbztmry if N > 3.

4.1 Global existence

For the rest of this section, we consider the phase space X, where « is chosen such that

N(pp-1) ) {N 1} 9
— =< —, = P . .
Hp+1) <o <ming o and X, < L*(D) (4.7)

Thanks to the conditions on p specified in (F1) and (F2), such a constant « always exists.
Throughout this section C' denotes a universal constant which varies from line to line.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that (E1)-(E2) and (F1) hold. Fiz o satisfying (4.7) and let
f € X,. For any w € Q and initial data vo(w) € X, there exists a local mild solution to
(4.6) in X, on the mazimal interval of existence (0, Tiax(w)) in the following sense: the
solution v € C([0,t]; Xo) and satisfies for all t € (0, Tmax(w)) the variation of constants
formula

t
v(t) = U(t,0,w)uo +/ U(t,s,w)(F(v(s)+0Z(fsw)) + f) ds.
0
Moreover, for each t € (0, Tyax(w)), we have the regularity v(t) € X,, for any n € [, 1).

Proof. The local existence of v is standard and follows by a fixed point argument in
C([0,t]; Xq) for t € [0, T1ax). To show the regularity of v, we use the smoothing effect of
the parabolic evolution family U in Lemma 2.17 and the growth assumption on F'. For
n € [a, 1) and any t € (0, Tmax) We obtain,

t
lo(®)lx, < 10 0,w)ollx, + [ 1Tt 5,0)(F(u(5) + 0Z(6,)) + Dl ds
~ t t
< Crae ™t uollx, +C [ (¢ = 9)IIF(0(s) + 0Z0w)lx ds+ Cllfllx, [ (6= )7 ds
~ t
< Crae ™t uollx, +CCr [ (¢ =) (1+106) o) + 01260 ) ds +Cllfx,

~ t
< Cra™ vy x, + CCr (sn[lop] (llv(s)11%, +aﬂ||zwsw>||f’a]) | ¢=9)" ds+Clflx,
s€|(0,t
< 400,

thanks to the embedding X, — L?’(D), together with the fact that v € C([0,t]; X,)
and Z(-) € C([0,t]; X,). The previous computation also entails that v(t) € X, for every
t € (0, Thax(w)). O

In the following, once w is fixed we write T.x instead of Tp.x(w) for simplicity. Here
Tmax = Tmax(w) denotes the maximal existence time as constructed in the proof of Theo-
rem 3.2.

Proposition 4.5. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.4 hold. Then for every w € €2 and
any initial data uo(w) € X,, there ezists a unique local mild solution u of (4.4) with
mazimal interval of existence (0, Tyax)-

Proof. The statement immediately follows from Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 4.3. O
Recall that X, < L?* (D) if a satisfies (4.7). Since up(w) € X,, it follows that vy(w) € X,.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (E1)-(E2), (F1) and (F2) hold. Fizx « satisfying (4.7) and
let f € Xo. Then for every w € Q and initial data vo(w) € X, we have

lo@)llz2(p) < C(Tmax, [1fllx0) ¥ € (0, Tmnax),

where C(Tyax, | fllx..) depends continuously on Tax and on the norm of the external force

11l xe-

Remark 4.7. For simplicity, in the following we will drop the dependency on
lvo(@) |20y, | fllxa ™ C(Tmax, || fllx.) and simply write C(Tiax)-
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Proof. Taking the inner product of (4.6) with v in L?>(D) and using the regularity of v
established in Lemma 4.4, the assumptions (E1) and (F2) imply that

1d, .,
——2:—A0,/F Zd/d
ol = (~AGw)o,0) + [ Fo+oZwdo+t [ fode

< 8ol py CO/D v+ o Z|"** de + C1|D| — U/DF(U +02)Z dz

+l[vllzo) 1 £l 2o
2 1+ 1+
< —0loly o) = C0) [ "+ do+Clp,0) [ |21 da

A1 1
+ 0D =0 [ Fo+02)Z dot 5 ollfam) + g3 1730y

(4.8)
Here, we used the norm |lu||g1py = [|Vul|z2(p) which is equivalent to the H (D) norm
due to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. To deal with the last term on the
right-hand side, we use the growth condition (F1) and obtain

< P P
/DF(v—i-aZ)Z dz < C’F/D|Z| (o + 2P +1) dz

1
< C(p)(E/D|v|”+1 dx+/D|Z|”+1 dz+1).

We now use the Poincaré inequality [|v|z1(py = Ail|v]|z2(p) and the continuous embed-
dings || fllz2py < Cllfllx. and [|Z]|ze+ < CfZ]|x., in (4.8) to get

d 2

— ||v|72 SA1]v]122 C / P d <0(/ Z|Ptt dz +1 )
g IVz20) + 8Mllvlizzp) + Cle) | oI de < C( | 12177 do+1+ | fllx. (49)
<c(IZIE +1).

This implies that

t
Jo(t, 0, w0 acoy < € lloo@) sy + € ([ ™20 ds +1)
T (4.10)

< ool + 0 [ 12 s 1),
which shows the desired estimate (since Z € C([0, Tiax); Xo)), and the continuous depen-
dence of the constant C(Tiax) on Tijax. O

Lemma 4.8. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every w € Q, initial data
vo(w) € X4 and for any 7 € (0, Thyax) we have

”U(t + T)”LP'H(D) S C(Ta Tmax) Vit € (Oa Tmax - T))
where C(T, Tyax) depends continuously on 7 and Trax.

Proof. Fix 7 > 0 and consider t € (0, Tynax — 7). We integrate (4.9) over (t,t+ 7) to get

t+1 o+l 9 t+7 o+l
|5 ) ds < W@y +C (r+ [ 12605 ds). (@)

Thanks to the regularity of v(¢) in Lemma 4.4, we can multiply the equation (4.6) by
|v]P~1v to obtain

ma”UHLP‘H(D) —|— p/D |'U|p V’U . 8(1‘, t,UJ)V’U d.’L’ (412)

g/ F(v + o Z)wv|~! dz+/ |f|jv]°da.
D D
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We verify that the second term on the left-hand side is well-defined, which justifies the
previous multiplication. Indeed, if N < 4, thanks to the regularity of v € X,, for arbitrary
n € |a,1) obtained in Lemma 4.4, we have, due to embedding theorems, v € L(D)
for arbitrary ¢ € [1,00), and therefore the justification of the second term on the left-
hand side is straightforward. Now, if N > 4, the boundedness of £ and the regularity
of v give [Vv| € X,_1/2. An embedding result yields |Vo|?> € LY/®¥-2-Y(D) for any
0 < ¥ < 2/(N —2). It remains to show that |[v|*~* € LN/?*%" (D) for some ¢ > 0, which
is achieved provided p < N/(N —4). But this always holds thanks to the assumption of p
n (4.2). Now, by using (E1), the second term on the left-hand side is non-negative. We
further exploit the dissipativity of the nonlinearity F' to obtain

/ Flv+oZ)|r™! dz
D
= / Flv+oZ)v+oZ)|v|f~! dz — 0/ Flv+02)Z|™ dz
D D
< —C'O/ lv+ o Z|PTv|P~ do + C'l/ lv]p~! do — 0/ Flv+02)Z|™* dz
D D D

~Co [ oozl do - C [ ol da+C+ Cr [ (lo+ 021 + 1)) 2] do
D D D

IA

—Cy /D [0[2 da + Cyo?*! /D Z|PH o)t + O /D o] da + C
+CCp /D 0[%~1|Z| dz + CCr /D 1ZPH o]t dz + Cp /D 1Z][o]P! da.
We use Young’s inequality to further estimate the terms on the right-hand side,
C’Oa”H/ 1Z]P L [u]P~t da < @/ Mk dx+0/ 1Z|% da,
D 5 Jb D
+1 Co 2
C’/ [T dx < —/ |v|*f dz + C,
D 6 /b
¢ [ lof*|z] az < @/ v do+C [ |71 s,
D 6 /b D
¢ [ 121 ol do < @/ v dz+C [ |2] dz,
o/ 1Z|[p] ! dz < 20 / |2 d:c+C’/ 1Z|% dz + C
and
[ 17lledz < 52 [ lPPda + Ol 3y < 2 [ oPda+ Ol

Inserting these estimates into (4.12) it follows that

d
Gl <o ([ 127 ao 141713, < cUZIZ +1.  @13)

We now integrate (4.13) over (s,t + 7) with s € (¢,t + 7) to obtain

It + )55 oy < 0y +C [ (1Z6w)I%, +1) d
O+ T)lizo+1py = 1)L+ : w)llx, r
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Integrating this inequality with respect to s over (¢,t + 7) and using (4.11) leads

t+7  pt+7
o+ D < [ g ds+0 [ [T 126012, +1) drds
t+7
< oOlany +C (r+ 7 +7 [ (1200)I1%, +120.)]5) ds)
9 t+1 2
< 0@y + 00 (1+ [ 120w, ds)

< C(Timae) + C(7) (1 +/ 1Z(B.w)]1%. ds)

(4.14)
where we used that p > 1 and Young’s inequality in the last step. O

For the global existence, we have to establish a bound for v in X, for n € [@,1). This is
given in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every w € (Q, initial data
vo(w) € X4 and any n > 0 such that n+ a < 1, we have for all T € (0, Timax/2)
lo(t+7)llx, < C(E+ 7, Tnax)  VE € (0, Tiax — 7),

for some constant C(t + 7,Tmax) depending continuously on Tn.x and such that
limg o1, 7 C(t + T, Tiax) < +00.

Proof. We use the mild formulation for v and the regularization properties of the parabolic
evolution family U. We first show that

1F(v+02)llx o < ClvlLrrp) + 0PN 21001 (p) + 1)- (4.15)
Indeed, for p € X, — L*/(N=%)(D) we have
(Fw+02),0)| < [ IFw+02)llpl dz < Cr [ (lv+0ZI° + D] de

< CCF”(p”LQN/(N —42)(D) ”U + UZ”L2Np/(N+4a) + C’F”SO”Ll(D)
< CCF”@”XO‘ (”v + UZI'LZNp/(N+4a)(D) + 1) .

Thanks to the choice of « specified in (4.7), we have
[v + 0 Z|| p2vosavraarpy < Cllv + 02| Lo+1(0) < Cllol|Lovr(p) + Co || Z]| Lo+1(p),

and therefore (4.15) follows. Now, we can estimate the solution v using the mild formu-
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lation. For any t € (7, Tynax — 7) We have according to (4.15) that

lv(t + 7, w, v0(w))]lx,
= ”’U(T, etw, ’U(t, w, UO)) ”Xn
t+7
< U+ 7)ot w,w)llx, + [ 10 +7,5,0) (F(o(s,w,w) +02(0) + )llx, ds
<|U(t+ 7,t,w)v(t,w,vo)| x,

~ t+7
+Cpa [ (7 = 8) e F(u(s,0,0)) + 0Z(00)) | x_., s
t
~ t+7
4Gy [t 47— ) e T £ ds
t
S ”U(t + T, t’ LL))’U(t, w, /UO)”X,,]
~ t+7
+ Cn,aCF/t (t+7—5) % AT (||v(s, W, vO)”ipﬁ-l(D) + Up”Z(esW)”ipH(D) + 1) ds
~ t+7
+Challfllx. / (t 47 — 5) M-8 g
t

We recall that U satisfies U(t + 7,t,w) = U(7,0,6;w) as established in Theorem 2.19.
Moreover, the constants C,, = C,(w), respectively C,, = C,o(w), in the computation
below, are uniformly bounded with respect to w € Q, due to Assumption 2.13 ). To

estimate the first term on the right-hand side we use (2.10),

e—)\(t-l-r—t)

U+ 7.t whtw,wlx, < G

[v(t, w,vo)ll L2y < Cy(7)|v(E, w, vo)| L2(p),
and the second term is bounded by

S t+7
CraCr _sup (| Z(0sw) o1 (p) + ||U(3,W,Uo)||’£p+1(D))/t (t+7—s5) 12T g

SE(TaTmax

. t+7
+ Cn,aC’F/ (t4 7 —5) e AT s
t

sow)( sup <||Z<esw>||f’a+||v<s,w,vo)||u+lw>>+1)

SE(T, Tmax

< Cn) (Ol T+ s 120, ) +1.
s€(T,Tmax
where we used that n + a < 1, the estimate for v in Lemma 4.8 and the embedding
Xo — LPTH(D). Obviously, we can bound the last term by

t+7
G [ (447 =)0 s fllx,, < Cya(r)C(t+ 7, T fl ..

O

Theorem 4.10. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every w € Q and
initial data vo(w) = up(w) + 0Z(w) € X, Problem (4.6) has a unique global solution in
C([0,00); X,). Consequently, for every w € Q and initial data vy € X, Problem (4.4) has
a unique global solution in C([0,00); X,).

Proof. From Lemma 4.9, by choosing n = «, we conclude the global solvability of (4.6).
The global existence of (4.4) follows immediately due to the relation u(t,w) = v(t,w) +
0Z(frw). O
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4.2 Random attractors

Thanks to the global existence of solutions proved in the previous section, if the assump-

tions in Lemma 4.6 hold, (4.4) gives rise to a continuous random dynamical system ¢ on
X, defined by

PR xQx Xy — X,
(t, w, up(w)) — @(t,w, up(w)) := u(t, w, up(w)) = v(t,w, vo(w)) + 0 Z(bw),

where up(w) € X, and vp(w) = up(w) — 0 Z(w).

We now investigate the long-time behavior of ¢ establishing the existence of a random
attractor. Firstly, in order to obtain an absorbing set for ¢ in L?(D), respectively L**1(D),
we need the following result regarding the temperedness of certain random variables.

Lemma 4.11. ([BGAS14, Lemma 3.7]). Let Y be a tempered random variable and y > 0.
Then

0
w r—)/ e"Y (fyw) dt

is tempered.
We further recall that D(X,) denotes the collection of tempered random sets in X,.

Lemma 4.12. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then there exists an absorbing
set in L2(D) for the random dynamical system ¢.

Proof. In the estimate (4.10) in Lemma 4.6 we can replace w by 6_sw and obtain
|v(t, 0w, vo(0—sw)) ||%2(D)
t
< M-l + 0 ([N NN B 41) (g

0
< M oo(0w) )+ C ([ e IZ@w)IE! dr +1)

where we used the change of variables 7 = s — t and the embedding X,, < L**}(D) in
the last step.
If {B(w)}weq € D(X,) and ug(0_:w) € B(6_tw) we therefore have

(¢, 000, u0(00)) 3oy < 200, 610, 00(0-) By + 2071 2(e)
< 26 oo(0- )y + O +C [ NTNZOW)IE dr +20712() o)
< 27 luo(0-w) 72y + 20% M| Z(0-) 122
+0 (14 [ MTNZ@WIE dr+ 126 Ba) ) -
Taking the lim sup we obtain
lim sup ||¢(t, 0w, o(6-w))l|2(0) < r2(w),
where

0 T p+1 2 1/2
raw) = (20 (14 [ ™20 I8 dr+ 2@ )
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Here, we used that uy(f_;w) € B(f_;w) and the temperedness of ||Z(w)||x, which was
established in Proposition 3.5 and implies the temperedness of ||Z(w)||z2py. Therefore,
the temperedness of r; follows from Lemma 4.11 and Remark 2.9. We conclude that there
exists T5(w) > 0 such that for all ¢t > Tr(w)

16(¢, 0w, uo(0—w)) || L2y < T2(w)  VE 2 Ti(w),
which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 4.13. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then there exists an absorbing
set in LPT1(D) for the random dynamical system ¢.

Proof. Taking 7 =1 in (4.14) and using (4.16) we have
ot + 1,611 000D 155
< (e, 01, 0001y + € (14 [ 1202, ds)
< e lug(O—e—1w)132(p) + C (/_000 NN Z(0,w) |5 dr + 1)
+O (e [Tz, W), ds)
< e |yo(0_w)|[2ap) + C (1 + /_000 N7 Z(0,0) 2. dT)_
Hence, for {B(w)}uea € D(X,) and ug(0_;w) € B(0_;w) we have for t > 1
16t 00, 10(0-2)) 5y < Cl,) (Bt v (8- 55 oy + 12 )
< Clp,0)e™ e on(0-) oy + € (14 [ NN Z@0)%dr) + 125 )
< C(p,0)e™ (267 [luo(6-w) |72y + 20 M Z(0-w)lI32())
+0 (14 [ N1200) I dr + 125 )
Taking the lim sup we obtain
im sup ¢, 64, 00(8-1)) 01 < 7o),

where
1/(p+1) 0 5 5 b \Ye
r(w) = OV (1 N /_ N Z(0,w) |, dr + ||Z(w)||§p+1(D)) .

Here, we used that uo(f_;w) € B(A_;w) and the temperedness of ||Z(w)||x, which implies
the temperedness of || Z(w)||ze+1(py. Similar calculations as for 7 in the proof of Lemma
4.12 show that r, is tempered, i.e. there exists T,(w) > 0 such that

|p(t, 01w, uo(0—sw))||Le+1 () < Tp(w) VE > Tp(w), (4.17)
which shows that an absorbing set for ¢ in LP*!(D) exists. O

To prove compactness and conclude the existence of a random attractor, we further es-
tablish the existence of an absorbing set for ¢ in X, for some 1 > a.
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Theorem 4.14. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then the random dynamical
system ¢ generated by (4.1) possesses a unique random attractor {A(w)}ueq in Xq.

Proof. We first estimate v similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.9 for some 1 > «,
ot + 1w, 00(w))lx, = [[o(1, 6w, vt w, (@),
< U+ 1, t,w)o(t,w, vo(w))|x,
+ /:H U+ 1,s,w)(F(v(s,w,v(w)) +0Z(0:w)) + f)|x, ds
< Ut +1,t,w)v(t,w, vw))llx,

~ t+1
+Cha /t (41— &) eI F(o(s,0,u(w)) + 02O lx 0 ds 4 1

- t+1
+Cha [ (41— ) e NIl ds
t
< WUt + 1, t,w)elt,w, ww))lx, + Clf1x,
- t+1
+ C’,],QCF/ (t+ 1 —5) 1o M=)

x (o5, @, 00(@) 15100y + 712001y +1) ds.

Recall that U(t + 1,t,w) = U(1,0, f;w) as stated in Theorem 2.19 and that the constants
C, = Cy(w) as well as C,, o, = Cy o(w) in the estimates below are uniformly bounded with
respect to w €  due to Assumption 2.13 #5). We now replace w by 6_;_;w and use (4.16)
to obtain

”U(t + 1, t, O_t_lw)v(t, G_t_lw, vO(G_t_lw)) ”Xn
—)\(t-i-l—t)

C~' m ||’U(t, 9_,5_1(4), ’Ug(e_t_lw)) ||L2(D)

0 1/2
< Cy (™ oo(O-rc1) ey + | eMTNZ(0,-w) 5 dr + 1)

IA

<(, [26—5>\1t||u0(9_t_1w) ”%2(13) 1 902Nt 12 (6_1w) ||%2(D) (4.19)
0 1/2
+ M / e‘s’\”||Z(07w)||’)’;;1 dr + 1]

1/2
<0[-‘”l D o0 10) ooy + [ N2 O d¢+1] ,

where we chose ¢ large enough such that 20%¢~**|| Z(0_1w) |13 py < 1. For the third term

on the right-hand side of (4.18), we also replace w by #_;_jw and then use the absorbing
property of ¢ in L**!(D) obtained in (4.17). Hence, we have for ¢ > T),(w)

~ t+1
Cn,a/t (t+1—98)7 (lo(s, 0-t-10,00(0—1-10)) + 0 Z(O_t-10))|[f sy + 1) ds

. t+1
<Cpa (/ (t+1—58)""T%,(0s—t—1w)” ds + 1)
t+1
<C, ( (t +1—8)"%,(0s_t_1w)"t! ds + / (t+1—3s)"*ds+ 1)
t
<C, (1 + / 1%, (0 w)P T dT)

(4.20)
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From (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) we conclude that for all t > T, (w)
|w(t +1,0__1w, uo(0—t—1w))||x,,
< vt + 1,611, vo(0-1-1w)) | x, + ol Z (W)l x,
< Cye” D lug(0-e-10) 220y + C + Cl flix, + 0l Z(W)lIx,

0 1/2 1
wo([_emz@wE ar) +Cy(1+ [ ron,(6-w)t dr)
o 0
1
= Gy (Ot 20y + (),

where

1/2

0
@) i=C+C ([ e mIZEwIE! &) +alZ@)lx, +Clflx.
1
+C, (1 —I—/O T, (0_rw)P T dT) :

Note that n < 1/2. Hence, using the temperedness of ||Z(w)||x, and of r, it follows that
ry is tempered. Since ug(f_;—1w) € B(0_;—1w), there exists T, (w) > 0 such that

1$(t, 01w, uo(0-4w))l x,, < (W),

for all t > T, (w) + 1. Consequently, the RDS ¢ possesses an absorbing set in X,,. Since
n > a, the embedding X, — X, is compact, and we conclude that ¢ possesses a unique
random attractor {A(w)},eq in X, according to Theorem 2.12. O

4.3 Generalization for higher-order elliptic operators

Standard examples of operators satisfying Assumptions 2.13 are uniformly elliptic oper-
ators with Dirichlet, Neumann or Robin boundary conditions. The following example
was given in [KNS21], see also [MS03, MS08]. It generalizes the results of the previous
section for higher-order uniformly elliptic random operators. More precisely, for m € N,
we consider the following stochastic partial differential equation

du = (En(Ow, z,D)u+ F(u) + f(z)) dt + odWi(z,w), x € D,w € Q,

u(z,t,w) =0, z €0D,w e, (4.21)

u(z,0,w) = uo(z,w), z€D,weq,
where D C RY is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 0D, and the differential
operator is defined as

En(Ow,z,D)u:= > D" (ay, 1, (w,z)D"u), weQ, zeD, teR.

k1], k2|<m
We assume that the coefficient functions satisfy the following properties:

1. The coefficients ax, r, are bounded and symmetric. More precisely, there exists a
constant K > 1 such that

|ak, g, (Orw, )| < K for all |kq|, |k2| <m, te R,z € D,w e

and
by oo (55 *) = Ay (7)) for |k, [ka| < m.
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2. The coefficients form a stochastic process (t,w) — ag, 1,(fiw,+) € C™(D) with
Holder continuous trajectories. This means that there exists v € (0, 1] such that

|ak1,k2(9twax) - akl,kz(eswaz” S E2|t - S|V for all ¢ € Ra S Ea |k1|a |k2| S m,

for some constant ¢; > 0. Furthermore, the mapping ¢ — D’“akhk2 (Gyw, ) is contin-
uous for |k|, k1, |k2] < m, w € Q and z € D.

3. The operator &, is uniformly elliptic in D, i.e. there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that

Z Ay ko (etwa z)£k1§k2 Z E|£|2m for all t € R’ T € Ea g € RN-

|k1]|=|k2|=m

We now introduce the random partial differential operator on the Banach space X :=
L*(D). To this end we define the L2-realization Ay of &,(-,-,D) as

Ay(Orw)u == & (yw, z, D)u for u € Dy, where
D, = D(Ay(bw)) = H*™(D) N H(D).

Then (Az(6iw))weq tcr satisfies Assumption 2.13 and therefore generates a parabolic evo-
lution family on X as established in Theorem 2.14. For the nonlinearity, we assume the
following:

(i) F : R — R is locally Lipschitz, and either N < 2m or N > 2m + 1 and there is
C > 0 such that

|F(u) — F(v)] < Crlu—v| (ju'~" +[o]*™)  Vu,v€eR,
where p satisfies

~+o00 if N <2m,

< Ucritical ‘=
H S Heritical {N/(N—2m) it N >2m+ 1.

(ii) There are constants Cy, Cy such that
F(uu < —Colu/'*™ +Cy, Yu€R
with g in (i).
Using the same arguments as in the previous section one can show the following result.

Theorem 4.15. Suppose that the above assumptions on the differential operator &€, and
the nonlinearity F' hold. Fiz o € (0,1/2) such that

N(p—1) (N1 2
— < —, = X, — L**(D).
Hut D) _a<m1n{4,2} and — L*(D)

Then for any initial data uo(w) € Xa, and any f € X, the equation (4.21) has a unique
global solution in X,. Moreover, the random dynamical system ¢ generated by (4.21) as

Ry X QX Xy = Xoy, (tw,up(w)) — &(t,w, up(w)) := u(t,w, up(w))

possesses a unique random attractor {A(w)}weq in X,.
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