
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

01
20

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 3
 F

eb
 2

02
5

Pathwise mild solutions for superlinear stochastic

evolution equations and their attractors

Alexandra Blessing (Neamţu)1, Tim Seitz1, Stefanie Sonner2, and Bao
Quoc Tang3

1
Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Konstanz, Germany.

alexandra.blessing@uni-konstanz.de, tim.seitz@uni-konstanz.de
2Radboud University, IMAPP - Mathematics, The Netherlands

stefanie.sonner@ru.nl
3Department of Mathematics and Scientific Computing, University of Graz, Austria

quoc.tang@uni-graz.at

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, ω)u(t) + F (u(t)) + f ] dt+ σdWt

u(0) = u0(ω),
(1.1)

where (Wt)t≥0 is an infinite-dimensional Brownian motion on a filtered probability space
(Ω,F ,P, (Ft)t≥0), σ > 0 denotes the intensity of the noise, (A(t, ω))t∈R, ω∈Ω is a family
of random, time-dependent operators, F a nonlinear drift term, f a given external force,
and the initial datum u0 is F0-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 σ = 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 σ > 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, ω) := A(θtω), for all t ∈ R and ω ∈ Ω,

where (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) is an ergodic metric dynamical system. This property ensures
that the random parabolic evolution family (U(t, s, ω))t≥s,ω∈Ω generated by the opera-
tors (A(t, ω))t∈R, ω∈Ω 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

u(t) = U(t, 0, ω)u0 +
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)(F (u(s)) + f) ds+ σ

∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω) dWs(ω).

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, ω)u0 + σU(t, 0, ω)Wt(ω) +
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)(F (u(s)) + f) ds

− σ
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)(Wt(ω)−Ws(ω)) ds.

(1.2)

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, Ges14, Ges13, GLS20].

In conclusion, the main novelties of this work are two-fold: firstly, we consider stochastic
reaction-diffusion equations in a bounded domain D ⊂ RN 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 Lρ+1-spaces where ρ 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 L2 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 Lq, 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.
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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 (Ω,F ,P) be a probability
space. As well-known examples of type 2 Banach spaces we mention Lp(D) for p ≥ 2,
where D ⊂ RN , 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 (θt)t∈R is a family of mappings θt : Ω → Ω such that for every A ∈ F
and t ∈ R we have P(θ−1

t A) = P(A), then (θt)t∈R is called measure-preserving.
The quadruple (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) is called a metric dynamical system if

i) θ0 = IdΩ,
ii) (t, ω) 7→ θtω is B(R)⊗ F −F measurable,
iii) and θt+s = θt ◦ θs holds for all t, s ∈ R.

We call it an ergodic metric dynamical system if for any A ∈ F , which is (θt)t∈R-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 (Ω,F ,P, (Ft)t≥0),
where (Ft)t≥0 is the natural filtration of the Brownian motion. To this end, let H be a
Hilbert space, (WH(t))t≥0 be an H-cylindrical Brownian motion and G : H → X be a γ-
radonifying operator. This means that for any sequence (γn)n∈N of independent Gaussian
random variables, the series

E



∥∥∥∥∥
∑

n∈N

γnGen

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X


 < ∞ (2.1)

is finite, where (en)n∈N is an orthonormal basis in H . If H is isomorphic to X , then (2.1)
implies that G ∈ L2(H), where L2(H) denotes the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.
In this case ‖G‖L2(H) = Tr(GG∗). According to [Nee08, Proposition 8.8], the series

∑

n∈N

WH(t)ẽnGen (2.2)

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

tor tGG∗, where (ẽn)n∈N ⊂
(
ker(G)

)⊥
is an orthonormal basis. Let (W 1

t )t≥0 and (W 2
t )t≥0

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

Wt :=




W1(t), t ≥ 0,

W2(−t), t < 0.

Since we are working in the framework of random dynamical systems, we aim to in-
troduce a canonical probability space associated to (Wt)t≥0 and identify Wt(ω) = ωt.
Therefore, we denote by C0(R;X ) the subset of continuous functions which are zero
in zero and equip it with the compact open topology. Furthermore, we denote by PW

the Wiener measure. Then Kolmogorov’s theorem yields the existence of a probabil-
ity space (C0(R;X ),B(C0(R;X )),PW ) such that the Brownian motion is the canonical
process Wt(ω) := ωt for ω ∈ C0(R;X ). We introduce the Wiener shift by

θtω(·) := ω(t+ ·)− ω(t), for t ∈ R, ω ∈ C0(R;X )
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and obtain the ergodic metric dynamical system (C0(R;X ),B(C0(R;X )),PW , (θt)t∈R).
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 exists a (θt)t∈R-invariant subset Ω ⊂ C0(R;X )
of full measure, with the following properties:

i) For all ω ∈ Ω and any ε > 0 there exists a time T0(ε, ω) > 0 such that for any
|t| ≥ T0(ε, ω) we have linear growth of ω, i.e.

‖ω(t)‖X ≤ ε |t| . (2.3)

ii) For any γ ∈ (0, 1
2
) and any [s, r] ⊂ R there exist a constant cs,r,γ(ω) > 0 such that

cs,r,γ(·) ∈ L1(Ω) and

‖ω‖Cγ([s,r];X ) ≤ cs,r,γ(ω). (2.4)

Remark 2.3. Condition (2.3) implies that ω ∈ Ω has subexponential growth, meaning
that for any ε > 0 there exists a time t0 = t0(ε, ω) and a constant cε(ω, t0) such that for
all |t| ≥ t0, we have

‖ω(t)‖X ≤ cε(ω, t0)e
ε|t|. (2.5)

Remark 2.4. From now on, we consider the set Ω satisfying the properties of Lemma 2.2.
We equip this set with the trace σ-algebra F := Ω∩B(C0(R;X )) and take the restriction P

of PW . Again, by Komogorov’s theorem about the existence of a Hölder-continuous version,
this set is contained in C0(R;X ), has full measure and is (θt)t∈R-invariant. Moreover,
the new quadruple which we denote by (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) 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 (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) is a mapping

φ : R+ × Ω×X → X , (t, ω, x) 7→ φ(t, ω, x),

which is (B(R+)⊗ F ⊗ B(X ),B(X ))-measurable and has the following properties:

i) φ(0, ω, ·) = IdX for every ω ∈ Ω,

ii) the (perfect) cocycle property holds, which means that for all ω ∈ Ω, t, s ∈ R
+ and

x ∈ X we have

φ(t+ s, ω, x) = φ(t, θsω, φ(s, ω, x)),

iii) the map φ(t, ω, ·) : X → X is continuous for every t ∈ R+ and ω ∈ Ω.

We further introduce another separable reflexive Banach space of type 2 denoted by Y .
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 .

6



Definition 2.6. A multifunction {B(ω)}ω∈Ω of nonempty closed subsets B(ω) ⊂ Y is
called a random set in Y if

ω 7→ inf
y∈B(ω)

‖x− y‖Y ,

is a random variable for any x ∈ Y. If, in addition, B(ω) is bounded (compact) for every
ω ∈ Ω, then {B(ω)}ω∈Ω is called bounded (compact) random set.

Definition 2.7. A random variable Y : Ω → (0,∞) is called tempered from above with
respect to (θt)t∈R if

lim sup
t→±∞

ln+ Y (θtω)

t
= 0 for all ω ∈ Ω,

where ln+ x := max{ln x, 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(ω)}ω∈Ω is a bounded random set in Y and ω 7→ supx∈B(ω) ‖x‖Y is tem-
pered, then {B(ω)}ω∈Ω is called a tempered set in Y. We denote by D(Y) the collection
of all tempered sets in Y.

Remark 2.8. Equivalently to Definition 2.7, a random variable Y : Ω → (0,∞) is
tempered if

lim
t→±∞

e−γ|t|Y (θ−tω) = 0

for every γ > 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
t∈[0,1]

Y (θtω)
]
< ∞. (2.6)

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 (θt)t∈R.
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(ω)}ω∈Ω ∈ D(Y) is called a random absorbing set
for the RDS φ in Y, if for any random tempered set {B(ω)}ω∈Ω ∈ D(X ) there is a time
tB(ω) > 0 such that

φ(t, θ−tω,B(θ−tω)) ⊂ K(ω) ∀t ≥ tB(ω),

for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω.

In Section 4.2 we show the existence of a random absorbing set in a suitable space Y 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 Y possibly different from X in the
definitions above.
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Definition 2.11. A random set {A(ω)}ω∈Ω of X is called a random attractor for a RDS
φ if for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω,

i) A(ω) is compact in X ;

ii) {A(ω)}ω∈Ω is invariant under φ, i.e.

φ(t, ω,A(ω)) = A(θtω) ∀t ≥ 0;

iii) {A(ω)}ω∈Ω is pullback attracting in D(X ), i.e. for any {B(ω)}ω∈Ω ∈ D(X ) it
holds

lim
t→∞

dH(φ(t, θ−tω,B(θ−tω)),A(ω)) = 0

where dH is the Hausdorff semi-distance in X .

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

A(ω) =
⋂

τ≥0

⋃

t≥τ

φ(t, θ−tω,B(θ−tω)).

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, ω))t∈R, ω∈Ω 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, ω) are closed and densely defined with fixed domains, i.e. DA :=
D(A(t, ω)) for every t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω. Furthermore, they have bounded imaginary
powers, i.e. there exists C > 0 such that

sup
|s|≤1

∥∥∥(−A(t, ω))is
∥∥∥
L(X)

≤ C

for every t, s ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

ii) The operators are sectorial, i.e. there exists ϑ ∈ (π
2
, π), such that Σϑ := {z ∈

C : |arg(z)| < ϑ} ∪ {0} ⊂ ρ(A(t, ω)) for all t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, where ρ denotes the
resolvent, and there exists a constant M > 0 such that

∥∥∥(z −A(t, ω))−1
∥∥∥
L(X)

≤
M

1 + |z|

for every t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω and z ∈ Σϑ.

iii) There exist ν ∈ (0, 1] and C > 0 such that

‖A(t, ω)− A(s, ω)‖L(DA;X) ≤ C(ω) |t− s|ν ≤ C |t− s|ν (2.7)

for every t, s ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω and some mapping C : Ω → [0,∞) which is uniformly
bounded.
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iv) There exists ν∗ > 0 such that the adjoint operators (A∗(t, ω))t∈R, ω∈Ω satisfy (2.7)
with exponent ν∗.

v) The mapping A : R× Ω → L(DA;X) is strongly measurable, adapted and for every
t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω the operator A(t, ω) has a compact inverse.

vi) For all t ∈ R and ω ∈ Ω the structural assumption A(t, ω) = A(θtω) holds.

The Assumptions ii) and iii) 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 Hölder continuity in
time. The uniform boundedness of the random constant C(ω) in Assumption iii) 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 ω. In particular, the structural dependence in vi) is essential
to show that the problem generates a random dynamical system.

In the following, we use the notation ∆ := {(t, s) ∈ R2 : t ≥ s}. The next theorem pro-
vides the existence of a random parabolic evolution family generated by (A(t, ω))t∈R, ω∈Ω.

Theorem 2.14. ([PV14, Theorem 2.2, Proposition 2.4]) Under the Assumption 2.13 there
exists a unique parabolic evolution family U : ∆×Ω → L(X) which is strongly measurable
in the operator topology and satisfies the following properties:

i) U(t, t, ω) = IdX for all t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω.

ii) For all 0 ≤ r ≤ s ≤ t, ω ∈ Ω we have

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

iii) For all s < t

d

dt
U(t, s, ω) = A(t, ω)U(t, s, ω)

holds pointwise in Ω.

iv) U(·, ·, ω) is strongly continuous for every ω ∈ Ω, and U(t, s, ·) strongly Ft-measurable
in the uniform operator topology for every t ≥ s.

We need additional smoothing properties of the evolution family. To this end for β ≥
0 we denote the fractional power spaces by Xβ := D((−A(t, ω))β) endowed with the

norm ‖x‖Xβ
:=

∥∥∥(−A(t, ω))βx
∥∥∥
X

and by X−β the completion of X with respect to the

norm ‖x‖X−β
:=
∥∥∥(−A(t, ω))−βx

∥∥∥
X
. Since we assumed that A(t, ω) is densely defined, all

fractional powers A(t, ω)β 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(θtω) is independent
of t and ω. However, this, in general, does not imply that the fractional power spaces are
independent of t and ω. However, since we further assume that the operators A(θtω) have
bounded imaginary powers, the fractional power spaces can be identified using complex
interpolation, meaning that for any α ∈ (0, 1) we have according to [Ama95, Theorem
V.1.5.4] that Xα = [X,DA]α = D((−A(θtω))

α). Therefore, the spaces Xα do not depend
on t and ω.
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Assumptions 2.16. The evolution family is exponentially stable. This means that there
exists λ > 0, CU > 0 such that

‖U(t, s, ω)‖L(X) ≤ CUe
−λ(t−s), (2.9)

for all t ≥ s and ω ∈ Ω.

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 ω ∈ Ω the mapping U(t, ·, ω) ∈ C1([0, t);L(X)) fulfills for all x ∈ DA

d

ds
U(t, s, ω) = −U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)x.

Moreover, for α ∈ [0, 1] and β ∈ (0, 1) the following estimates hold for t > s and ω ∈ Ω

‖(−A(t, ω))αU(t, s, ω)x‖X ≤ C̃α
e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖x‖X , x ∈ X, (2.10)

‖U(t, s, ω)(−A(s, ω))αx‖X ≤ C̃α
e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖x‖X , x ∈ Xα, (2.11)

∥∥∥(−A(t, ω))−αU(t, s, ω)(−A(s, ω))βx
∥∥∥
X
≤ C̃α,β

e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)β−α
‖x‖X , x ∈ Xβ. (2.12)

Remark 2.18.

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

‖U(t, s, ω)(−A(s, ω))αx‖X ≤ C̃α
e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖x‖X . (2.13)

• Similarly, we can extend U(t, s, ω) to an operator in X−α. Indeed, A(t, ω)α is an
isomorphism between Xα and X. Hence, for x ∈ X there exists an y ∈ Xα such
that x = A(t, ω)αy, see [Ama95, Theorem V.1.5.4]. This implies that

‖U(t, s, ω)x‖X = ‖U(t, s, ω)(−A(t, ω))αy‖X ≤ C̃α
e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖y‖X

= C̃α
e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖(−A(t, ω))−αx‖X = C̃α

e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)α
‖x‖X−α ,

and since X is densely embedded into X−α, we can extend U(t, s, ω) to an operator
from X−α to X.

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

u(t) = U(t, 0, ω)u0(ω) + σ
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω) dWs for every t > 0, P− a.s.
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However, the stochastic integral is not well-defined since U(t, s, ·) is not Fs-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, ω)u0 + σU(t, 0, ω)Wt − σ
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)(Wt −Ws) ds. (2.14)

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 Hölder-regularity of the Brownian motion (Wt)t≥0

which compensates for the singularity arising from the estimate ‖U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)‖L(X) ≤
(t− s)−1. To shorten notations we set

h(t) := σU(t, 0, ω)Wt − σ
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)(Wt −Ws) 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 (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) constructed in Remark 2.4 and
use the identification Wt(ω) = ωt for ω ∈ Ω. Furthermore, the structural assumption
on the generators, A(t, ω) = A(θtω), 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 : ∆×Ω →
L(X) be the evolution family generated by (A(θtω))t∈R, ω∈Ω. Then

Ũ : R+ × Ω×X → X, (t, ω, x) 7→ U(t, 0, ω)x,

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

U(t + s, s, ω) = U(t, 0, θsω)

for t, s ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω. Intuitively, this means that starting at time s on the ω-
fiber, and letting the system evolve for time t, is the same as starting at time 0 on the
shifted θsω-fiber and letting t time units pass. On the level of generators, the evolution
operator U(t + s, s, ω) is obtained from A(θtω) and the evolution operator U(t, 0, θsω)
from A(θt−s ◦ θsω). Due to the group property of the metric dynamical system θ, these
generators are the same. Together with (2.8), this results in

Ũ(t+ s, ω) = Ũ(t, θsω)Ũ(s, ω) for every t, s ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω.

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

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 h 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 (Ω,F ,P, (Ft)t≥0).

Definition 3.1. Let α ∈ [0, 1). We call an Xα-valued process u together with a stopping
time τ such that P(τ > 0) = 1 a local pathwise mild solution for (1.1) if for every t > 0
the identity

u(t) = U(t, 0, ω)u0(ω) + σU(t, 0, ω)Wt +
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)(F (u(s, ω)) + f) ds

− σ
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)A(s, ω)(Wt −Ws) ds

holds P-a.s. on the event {t < τ}. Moreover, if τ is a stopping time such that τ ≤ τ a.s.
and the corresponding solution satisfies u(t) = u(t) a.s. on {t < τ}, then the pair (u, τ )
is also a local solution and (u, τ) extends (u, τ ). Finally, we call (u, τ) a maximal mild
solution if on the set {τ < ∞} one has lim

t→τ
‖ut‖Xα = ∞ a.s. and there exists a sequence

(un, τn) of local mild solutions with increasing stopping times τn such that τ = sup
n

τn a.s.

and (u, τ) extends each of the local mild solutions (un, τn). The pathwise mild solution is
global provided that τ = ∞ almost surely.

Theorem 3.2. Let α ∈ [0, 1/2), f ∈ Xα and let Assumption 2.13 hold. Assume that
u0(ω) ∈ Xα is F0-measurable and that the modified stochastic convolution h in (2.15) has
P-a.s. continuous sample paths in Xα. Furthermore, let β ≥ 0 be such that α+β < 1 and
assume that the map

F : Xα → X−β, (3.1)

is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets of Xα and grows at most polynomially, i.e.
there exist constants R > 0, L = LR > 0, CF > 0 and nα ≥ 1, such that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖X−β
≤ L‖u− v‖Xα, ‖u‖Xα, ‖v‖Xα ≤ R;

‖F (u)‖X−β
≤ CF (1 + ‖u‖nα

Xα
), u ∈ Xα.

Then (1.1) has a unique maximal pathwise mild solution u ∈ C([0, τ);Xα). Moreover, this
solution exists globally provided that ‖u(t)‖Xα ≤ C for all t ≥ 0.

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

(Φ(u))(t) :=
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)(F (u(s)) + f) ds+ g(t), t ≤ T.

Here,

g(t, ω) = U(t, 0, ω)u0(ω) + σU(t, 0, ω)Wt − σ
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(r, ω)(Wt −Wr) dr

= U(t, 0, ω)u0(ω) + h(t, ω)

has P-a.s. continuous paths in Xα due to our assumptions. Therefore, g(·, ω) ∈
C([0, T ];Xα) for all ω ∈ Ω up to a nullset N0. Let c : Ω× [0, T ] → R+ be such that

c(t, ω) :=





sup
s∈[0,t]

‖g(s, ω)‖Xα, ω ∈ Ω \N0

0, ω ∈ N0.
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We observe that c(·, ω) is continuous and increasing in t. Furthermore, we define d :
Ω× [0, T ] → R+ by

d(t, ω) := max
{
C̃α,βLc(t,ω)+1, C̃α,βCF (1 + (1 + c(t, ω))nα) + ‖f‖Xα)

}
,

where ‖U(t, s, ω)‖L(X−β;Xα) ≤ C̃α,β(t−s)−(α+β) and the constant C̃α,β is uniformly bounded
in ω by (2.12) and Assumption 2.13 iii). By definition, d(t, ·) is Ft-measurable for every
t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, τ : Ω → [0, T ] defined as

τ(ω) = inf
{
t ∈ [0, T ] : t1−(α+β)d(t, ω) ≥ 1/2

}
,

is a stopping time, where we set inf ∅ := T .

Let ω ∈ Ω\N0 and t ≤ τ(ω) which implies that t1−(α+β)d(t, ω) < 1/2. We further consider
the set

B :=

{
u ∈ C([0, t];Xα) : sup

s∈[0,t]
‖u(s)− g(s)‖Xα ≤ 1

}

and show that Φ : C([0, t];Xα) → C([0, t];Xα) leaves B invariant and is a contraction.
To verify the invariance, let u ∈ B. Then sup

s∈[0,t]
‖u(s)‖Xα ≤ 1 + c(t, ω) and

sup
s∈[0,t]

‖(Φ(u)(s))− g(s, ω)‖Xα ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

∫ s

0
‖U(s, r, ω)‖L(X−β ;Xα)‖(F (u(r)) + f)‖X−β

dr

≤ CF C̃α,β sup
s∈[0,t]

∫ s

0
(s− r)−(α+β)e−λ(s−r)

(
1 + ‖u(r)‖nα

Xα
+ ‖f‖Xα

)
dr

≤ CF C̃α,β sup
s∈[0,t]

∫ s

0
(s− r)−(α+β)

(
1 + ‖u(r)‖nα

Xα
+‖f‖Xα

)
dr

≤ CF C̃α,βt
1−(α+β)(1 + (1 + c(t, ω))nα + ‖f‖Xα) < 1/2,

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

‖(Φ(u))(t)− (Φ(v))(t)‖Xα ≤
∫ t

0
‖U(t, s, ω)(F (u(s))− F (v(s))‖Xα ds

≤
∫ t

0
‖U(t, s, ω)‖L(X−β;Xα)‖F (u(s))− F (v(s))‖X−β

ds

≤ C̃α,β

∫ t

0
(t− s)−(α+β)‖F (u(s))− F (v(s))‖X−β

ds

≤ C̃α,βL1+c(t,ω)

∫ t

0
(t− s)−(α+β)‖u(s)− v(s)‖Xα ds.

This implies that

sup
s∈[0,t]

‖(Φ(u))(s)− (Φ(v))(s)‖Xα ≤ t1−(α+β)d(t, ω) sup
s∈[0,t]

‖u(s)− v(s)‖Xα

<
1

2
sup
s∈[0,t]

‖u(s)− v(s)‖Xα,

proving the contraction property. Therefore, we obtain via Banach’s fixed-point theorem a
unique pathwise mild solution (u, τ) which belongs to Xα. Iterating this argument entails
the existence of a maximal pathwise mild solution (u, τ).
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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 = L2(O), α = 1/2− ε for ε ∈ (0, 1/2) and β = 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. τ = ∞ 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
(θt)t∈R-invariant set Ω ⊂ C0(R;X) obtained in Lemma 2.2 and the metric dynamical
system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) 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, ω) = A(θtω)Z(t, ω) dt + dωt

Z(ω) := Z(0, ω) =
∫ 0
−∞ U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr,

(3.2)

where U is the evolution family corresponding to the operators (A(θtω))t∈R, ω∈Ω. For
the initial condition for Z we would expect that Z(ω) =

∫ 0
−∞ U(0, r, ω) dωr, similar to

the autonomous case. However, as above, the integral is not well-defined due to the
ω−dependence of U . Hence, similarly as in the definition of pathwise mild solutions, we
formally apply integration by parts and get

∫ 0

−∞
U(0, r, ω) dωr = lim

a→∞

(
− U(0, a, ω)ω−a +

∫ 0

−a
U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr

)
, (3.3)

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 ω, i.e.

‖U(0,−a, ω)ω−a‖X ≤ CUe
−λa ‖ω−a‖X ≤ CUcεe

−a(λ−ε) → 0

as a → ∞ for ε small enough, see Remark 2.3. The second term in (3.3) is well-defined
due to the sublinear growth (2.3) of ω which implies for −r ≥ T0(ε, ω) that

‖U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr‖X ≤ C̃1
eλr

−r
‖ωr‖X ≤ εeλrC̃1.

Hence, the right-hand side of (3.3) is well-defined and converges to the Z(0, ω) given in
(3.2).
The stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is given by

Z(t, ω) = ωt +
∫ t

−∞
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr = ωt +

∫ 0

−∞
U(t, r + t, ω)A(θr+tω)ωr+t dr

= ωt +
∫ 0

−∞
U(0, r, θtω)A(θr ◦ θtω)(θtωr + ωt) dr

=
∫ 0

−∞
U(0, r, θtω)A(θr ◦ θtω)θtωr dr.
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Therefore, we consider the process (t, ω) 7→ Z(θtω) := Z(t, ω), and with a slight abuse of
notation, for t > 0 we have

Z(t, ω) = U(t, 0, ω)Z(ω) + U(t, 0, ω)ωt −
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) 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 ω ∈ Ω we have

Z(t+ s, ω) = ωt+s +
∫ t+s

−∞
U(t + s, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr

= θsωt + ωs +
∫ t

−∞
U(t + s, r + s, ω)A(θr+sω)ωr+s dr

= θsωt +
∫ t

−∞
U(t, r, θsω)A(θr ◦ θsω)θsωr dr = Z(t, θsω).

For k ∈ N and t, t1, . . . , tk ∈ R we set Zt1,...,tk := (Z(t1, ·), . . . , Z(tk, ·)). Then for any
A ∈ B(Xk), the (θt)t∈R-invariance of P implies that

P(Zt1+t,...,tk+t ∈ A) = P(Zt1,...,tk(θt·) ∈ A) = P(Zt1,...,tk ∈ 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
t∈[0,1]

‖Z(θtω)‖X

]
≤ CUE[‖Z(ω)‖X ] + CUE

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ωt‖X

]

+ E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) dr

∥∥∥∥
X

]
.

(3.5)

To estimate the first term we use the same arguments as before. In particular, for ω ∈
Ω, ε < λ, a > 0 and |r| ≥ T0(ω), we have

‖U(0,−a, ω)ω−a‖X ≤ CUe
−λa ‖ω−a‖X ≤ CUcεe

−a(λ−ε),

‖U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr‖X ≤ C̃1
eλr

−r
‖ωr‖X ≤ eλrεC̃1.

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

E[‖Z(ω)‖X ] ≤ lim
a→∞

(
E[‖−U(0, a, ω)ω−a‖X ] + E

[ ∥∥∥∥
∫ 0

−a
U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr

∥∥∥∥
X

])

≤ lim
a→∞

(
CUcεe

−a(λ−ε) +
∫ 0

−a
eλrεC̃1 dr

)

= lim
a→∞

(
CUcεe

−a(λ−ε) +
1− e−λa

λ
C̃1ε

)
=

1

λ
C̃1ε < ∞.

The second term can be estimated by Doob’s maximal inequality. In fact, using that
(ωt)t∈R is an X-valued martingale implies that

E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ωt‖X

]
≤ CE

[
( sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ωt‖X)
2
]
≤ 4CE[‖ω1‖

2
X ],
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due to the embedding L2(Ω) →֒ L1(Ω). Hence, this term is finite due to (2.1). The last
term in (3.5) can be estimated using the Hölder continuity of the noise in Lemma 2.2 ii)
which yields

E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) dr

∥∥∥∥
X

]

≤ C̃1E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−r)

t− r
‖ωt − ωr‖X dr

]

≤ C̃1E

[
‖ω‖Cγ([0,1];X) sup

t∈[0,1]

∫ t

0
e−λ(t−r)(t− r)γ−1 dr

]

≤ CC̃1E[‖ω‖Cγ([0,1];X)] ≤ CC̃1E[c1(ω, γ, 0, 1)] < ∞,

where the integral is finite since γ − 1 > −1.

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

Proposition 3.5. For all β ∈ [0, 1
2
), the stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process Z : R×

Ω → Xβ, (t, ω) 7→ Z(θtω) 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−λtt−β . Consequently,
we obtain

E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖Z(θtω)‖Xβ

]
≤ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)Z(ω)‖Xβ

]
+ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)ωt‖Xβ

]

+ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) dr

∥∥∥∥
Xβ

]
.

(3.6)

Since the norm in Xβ is given by
∥∥∥(−A(θtω))

β·
∥∥∥
X
, we can estimate the terms similarly as

in Lemma 3.4. In fact, (2.10) implies that

∥∥∥(−A(θtω))
βU(t, 0, ω)Z(ω)

∥∥∥
X
≤ C̃β

e−λt

tβ
‖Z(ω)‖X ,

and since sup
t∈[1,2]

e−λtt−β = e−λ, the first term in (3.6) is bounded by

E[ sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)Z(ω)‖Xβ
] ≤ C̃βe

−λ
E[‖Z(ω)‖X ] < ∞,

where E[‖Z(ω)‖X ] < ∞ as in Lemma 3.4. For the second term in (3.6) we use again
Doob’s maximal inequality and the γ-radonifying property (2.1) to conclude that

E[ sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)ωt‖Xβ
] ≤ C̃βe

−λ
E[ sup

t∈[1,2]
‖ωt‖X ] ≤ CC̃βe

−λ
E[( sup

t∈[0,2]
‖ωt‖X)

2]

≤ 4CC̃βe
−λ

E[‖ω2‖
2
X ] < ∞.

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

‖U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr)‖Xβ
≤
∥∥∥∥U

(
t,
t+ r

2
, ω
)∥∥∥∥

L(X;Xβ)

∥∥∥∥U
(
t+ r

2
, r, ω

)
A(θrω)(ωt − ωr)

∥∥∥∥
X
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≤ C̃βC̃1e
−λ t−r

2

(
t− r

2

)−β

e−λ t−r
2

(
t− r

2

)−1

‖ωt − ωr‖X

≤ 21+β ‖ω‖Cγ([0,t];X) C̃βC̃1
e−λ(t−r)

(t− r)1+β−γ
,

for 0 ≤ r ≤ t. Integrating from r = 0 to t, the resulting integral is finite if and only if
γ − 1− β > −1, so for β < γ < 1

2
we have

E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) dr

∥∥∥∥
Xβ

]

≤ 21+βC̃βC̃1E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖ω‖Cγ([0,t];X)

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−r)

(t− r)1+β−γ
dr
]

≤ 21+βC̃βC̃1E

[
‖ω‖Cγ([0,2];X) sup

t∈[0,1]

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−r)

(t− r)1+β−γ
dr
]

≤ 21+βCC̃βC̃1E[‖ω‖Cγ([0,2];X)] ≤ 21+βCC̃βC̃1E[c1(ω, γ, 0, 2)] < ∞,

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

In this framework, we point out the following result of independent interest on the tem-
peredness of Z in more regular spaces thanXβ for β < 1/2. To this end we assume that the
noise is more regular in space, in particular, we consider an Xα-valued Brownian motion,
and show the temperedness in more regular fractional power spaces. As previously for X
it is defined using a γ-radonifying operator G : H → Xα. Now let Ωα ⊂ C0(R;Xα) be
the set such that (2.3) and (2.4) are satisfied for an Xα-valued Brownian motion endowed
with the σ-algebra Fα := B(C0(R;Xα)) ∩ Ωα and let Pα be the restriction of PW to Fα.

Lemma 3.6. For all α ∈ [0, 1] and β ∈ [α, α + γ), the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
Z : R× Ωα → Xβ is tempered.

Proof. We observe that

E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖Z(θtω)‖Xβ

]
≤ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)Z(ω)‖Xβ

]
+ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

‖U(t, 0, ω)ωt‖Xβ

]

+ E

[
sup
t∈[1,2]

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr) dr

∥∥∥∥
Xβ

]
.

(3.7)

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

‖U(t, r, ω)A(θrω)(ωt − ωr)‖Xβ
≤
∥∥∥∥U

(
t,
t + r

2
, ω
)∥∥∥∥

L(X;Xβ)

∥∥∥∥U
(
t+ r

2
, r, ω

)
A(θrω)(ωt − ωr)

∥∥∥∥
X

≤ C̃βe
−λ t−r

2

(
t− r

2

)−β ∥∥∥∥U
(
t+ r

2
, r, ω

)
(−A(θrω))

1−α(−A(θrω))
α(ωt − ωr)

∥∥∥∥
X

≤ C̃βC̃1−αe
−λ t−r

2

(
t− r

2

)−β

e−λ t−r
2

(
t− r

2

)−1+α

‖ωt − ωr‖Xα

≤ 21+β ‖ω‖Cγ([0,t];Xα)
C̃βC̃1−α

e−λ(t−r)

(t− r)1+β−α−γ
,

where we used that the norms in the fractional power spaces are equivalent for t ∈ [1, 2],
see Remark 2.15. Therefore, all terms on the right-hand side in (3.7) are finite, i.e.
Z : R× Ωα → Xβ is tempered.
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4 Random attractors for reaction-diffusion equations

Let D ⊂ RN be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂D. We consider the following
stochastic reaction-diffusion equation




du = (∇ · (E(x, t, ω)∇u) + F (u)+f(x)) dt+ σdWt(x, ω), x ∈ D, t > 0, ω ∈ Ω,

u(x, t, ω) = 0, x ∈ ∂D, t > 0, ω ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0, ω) = u0(x, ω), x ∈ D,ω ∈ Ω,

(4.1)

where the noise Wt is white-in-time and colored-in-space with a covariance operator as
introduced in Section 2.1 with X := L2(D). The random diffusion matrix satisfies the
following ellipticity and structural assumptions.

(E1) E : D×R+×Ω → R
N×N
sym is symmetric, bounded, Hölder continuous in t, continuously

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

ξ⊤E(x, t, ω)ξ ≥ δ|ξ|2 ∀(x, t, ω) ∈ D × R+ × Ω, ∀ξ ∈ R
N .

(E2) For all (t, ω) ∈ R× Ω it holds E(t, ω) = E(θtω), where θtω(·) = ω(·+ t)− ω(t).

For problem (4.1) we consider X = L2(D) and denote the inner product by 〈·, ·〉. The
corresponding fractional power spaces are defined through interpolation of X and X1 :=
D((−E(·, t, ω))) = H2(D)∩H1

0 (D). Note that in this case we can identify X1/2 = H1
0 (D)

and its dual space as X−1/2 = H−1(D). We now define the operator A(t, ω) : X1/2 →
X−1/2 by

〈A(t, ω)u, v〉 =
∫

D
∇v · E(x, t, ω)∇u dx, ∀u, v ∈ X1/2.

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 CF > 0 such that for all u, v ∈ R,

|F (u)− F (v)| ≤ CF |u− v|
(
|u|ρ−1 + |v|ρ−1

)
,

where the exponent ρ satisfies

ρ < ρcritical :=





+∞ if N = 2,

N

N − 2
if N ≥ 3.

(4.2)

(F2) There are positive constants C0, C1 such that

F (u)u ≤ −C0|u|
1+ρ + C1 ∀u ∈ R (4.3)

where ρ < +∞ arbitrary if N = 1 and ρ 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 (u)| ≤ CF (1 + |u|ρ)

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
ρ < 2N

N−2
. 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 ρ ≤ 1 + 4

N
was imposed.

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

F̃ (u) := F (u(·)),

is Lipschitz continuous from X1/2−ε to X−s/2 on bounded subsets of X1/2−ε.

Proof. The lemma follows from the proof of [CLR13, Theorem 12.1] so we omit it here.

We set W̃t(ω) := Wt(·, ω), where Wt(·, ω) is the two-sided Brownian motion defined in
Section 2.1. We recall that Ω ⊂ C0(R;X) is the (θt)t∈R-invariant subset of full measure
obtained in Lemma 2.2. With a slight abuse of notation, we will write F and W instead
of F̃ and W̃ . The reaction-diffusion equation (4.1) can be then rewritten in the abstract
form

du(t, ω) = (A(θtω)u(t, ω) + F (u(t, ω))+f) dt+ σdWt(ω). (4.4)

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




dZ(t, ω) = A(θtω)Z(t, ω) dt + dWt(ω),

Z(ω) := Z(0, ω) =
∫ 0
−∞ U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr,

(4.5)

and v(t, ω) = u(t, ω)− σZ(θtω) be the solution of





d

dt
v(t) = A(θtω)v(t) + F (v(t) + σZ(θtω))+f,

v(0, ω) = v0(ω) := u0(ω) + σZ(ω) = u0(ω) + σ
∫ 0
−∞ U(0, r, ω)A(θrω)ωr dr.

(4.6)

Then u(t, ω) = v(t, ω) + σZ(θtω) 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 × Ω → Xβ is tempered for any
β ∈ [0, 1

2
). Consequently, Z is tempered in Lq(D) where q = +∞ if N = 1, 1 ≤ q < +∞

arbitrary if N = 2, and 1 ≤ q < 2N
N−2

arbitrary if N ≥ 3.

4.1 Global existence

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

N(ρ− 1)

4(ρ+ 1)
≤ α < min

{
N

4
,
1

2

}
and Xα →֒ L2ρ(D). (4.7)

Thanks to the conditions on ρ specified in (F1) and (F2), such a constant α 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. Fix α satisfying (4.7) and let
f ∈ Xα. For any ω ∈ Ω and initial data v0(ω) ∈ Xα there exists a local mild solution to
(4.6) in Xα on the maximal interval of existence (0, Tmax(ω)) in the following sense: the
solution v ∈ C([0, t];Xα) and satisfies for all t ∈ (0, Tmax(ω)) the variation of constants
formula

v(t) = U(t, 0, ω)v0 +
∫ t

0
U(t, s, ω)(F (v(s) + σZ(θsω)) + f) ds.

Moreover, for each t ∈ (0, Tmax(ω)), we have the regularity v(t) ∈ Xη for any η ∈ [α, 1).

Proof. The local existence of v is standard and follows by a fixed point argument in
C([0, t];Xα) for t ∈ [0, Tmax). 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
η ∈ [α, 1) and any t ∈ (0, Tmax) we obtain,

‖v(t)‖Xη ≤ ‖U(t, 0, ω)v0‖Xη +
∫ t

0
‖U(t, s, ω)(F (v(s) + σZ(θsω)) + f)‖Xη ds

≤ C̃η,αe
−λttα−η‖v0‖Xα + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−η‖F (v(s) + σZ(θsω))‖X ds+ C‖f‖Xα

∫ t

0
(t− s)−η+α ds

≤ C̃η,αe
−λttα−η‖v0‖Xα + CCF

∫ t

0
(t− s)−η

(
1+‖v(s)‖ρL2ρ(D) + σρ‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ
L2ρ(D)

)
ds+ C‖f‖Xα

≤ C̃η,αe
−λttα−η‖v0‖Xα + CCF

(
sup
s∈[0,t]

[
‖v(s)‖ρXα

+ σρ‖Z(θsω)‖
ρ
Xα

]) ∫ t

0
(t− s)−η ds+ C‖f‖Xα

< +∞,

thanks to the embedding Xα →֒ L2ρ(D), together with the fact that v ∈ C([0, t];Xα)
and Z(·) ∈ C([0, t];Xα). The previous computation also entails that v(t) ∈ Xη for every
t ∈ (0, Tmax(ω)).

In the following, once ω is fixed we write Tmax instead of Tmax(ω) for simplicity. Here
Tmax = Tmax(ω) 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 ω ∈ Ω and
any initial data u0(ω) ∈ Xα, there exists a unique local mild solution u of (4.4) with
maximal interval of existence (0, Tmax).

Proof. The statement immediately follows from Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 4.3.

Recall thatXα →֒ L2ρ(D) if α satisfies (4.7). Since u0(ω) ∈ Xα, it follows that v0(ω) ∈ Xα.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (E1)-(E2), (F1) and (F2) hold. Fix α satisfying (4.7) and
let f ∈ Xα. Then for every ω ∈ Ω and initial data v0(ω) ∈ Xα we have

‖v(t)‖L2(D) ≤ C(Tmax, ‖f‖Xα) ∀t ∈ (0, Tmax),

where C(Tmax, ‖f‖Xα) depends continuously on Tmax and on the norm of the external force
‖f‖Xα.

Remark 4.7. For simplicity, in the following we will drop the dependency on
‖v0(ω)‖L2(D), ‖f‖Xα in C(Tmax, ‖f‖Xα) and simply write C(Tmax).
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Proof. Taking the inner product of (4.6) with v in L2(D) and using the regularity of v
established in Lemma 4.4, the assumptions (E1) and (F2) imply that

1

2

d

dt
‖v‖2L2(D) = 〈−A(θtω)v, v〉+

∫

D
F (v + σZ)v dx+

∫

D
fv dx

≤ −δ‖v‖2H1
0 (D) − C0

∫

D
|v + σZ|1+ρ dx+ C1|D| − σ

∫

D
F (v + σZ)Z dx

+ ‖v‖L2(D)‖f‖L2(D)

≤ −δ‖v‖2H1
0
(D) − C(ρ)

∫

D
|v|1+ρ dx+ C(ρ, σ)

∫

D
|Z|1+ρ dx

+ C1|D| − σ
∫

D
F (v + σZ)Z dx+

λ1

2
‖v‖2L2(D) +

1

2λ1
‖f‖2L2(D).

(4.8)
Here, we used the norm ‖u‖H1

0 (D) = ‖∇u‖L2(D) which is equivalent to the H1(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

∫

D
F (v + σZ)Z dx ≤ CF

∫

D
|Z| (|v|ρ + |Z|ρ + 1) dx

≤ C(ρ)
(
1

2

∫

D
|v|ρ+1 dx+

∫

D
|Z|ρ+1 dx+ 1

)
.

We now use the Poincaré inequality ‖v‖H1
0
(D) ≥ λ1‖v‖L2(D) and the continuous embed-

dings ‖f‖L2(D) ≤ C‖f‖Xα and ‖Z‖Lρ+1 ≤ C‖Z‖Xα in (4.8) to get

d

dt
‖v‖2L2(D) + δλ1‖v‖

2
L2(D) + C(ρ)

∫

D
|v|ρ+1 dx ≤ C

(∫

D
|Z|ρ+1 dx+ 1 + ‖f‖Xα

)

≤ C
(
‖Z‖ρ+1

Xα
+ 1

)
.

(4.9)

This implies that

‖v(t, ω, v0(ω))‖
2
L2(D) ≤ e−δλ1t‖v0(ω)‖

2
L2(D) + C

(∫ t

0
e−δλ1(t−s)‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

ds+ 1
)

≤ ‖v0(ω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(∫ Tmax

0
‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

ds+ 1

)
,

(4.10)

which shows the desired estimate (since Z ∈ C([0, Tmax];Xα)), and the continuous depen-
dence of the constant C(Tmax) on Tmax.

Lemma 4.8. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every ω ∈ Ω, initial data
v0(ω) ∈ Xα and for any τ ∈ (0, Tmax) we have

‖v(t+ τ)‖Lρ+1(D) ≤ C(τ, Tmax) ∀t ∈ (0, Tmax − τ),

where C(τ, Tmax) depends continuously on τ and Tmax.

Proof. Fix τ > 0 and consider t ∈ (0, Tmax − τ). We integrate (4.9) over (t, t+ τ) to get
∫ t+τ

t
‖v(s)‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D) ds ≤ ‖v(t)‖2L2(D) + C
(
τ +

∫ t+τ

t
‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

ds
)
. (4.11)

Thanks to the regularity of v(t) in Lemma 4.4, we can multiply the equation (4.6) by
|v|ρ−1v to obtain

1

ρ+ 1

d

dt
‖v‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D) + ρ
∫

D
|v|ρ−1∇v · E(x, t, ω)∇v dx

≤
∫

D
F (v + σZ)v|v|ρ−1 dx+

∫

D
|f ||v|ρdx.

(4.12)
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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 ∈ Xη for arbitrary
η ∈ [α, 1) obtained in Lemma 4.4, we have, due to embedding theorems, v ∈ Lq(D)
for arbitrary q ∈ [1,∞), and therefore the justification of the second term on the left-
hand side is straightforward. Now, if N > 4, the boundedness of E and the regularity
of v give |∇v| ∈ Xη−1/2. An embedding result yields |∇v|2 ∈ LN/(N−2)−ϑ′

(D) for any
0 < ϑ′ ≤ 2/(N − 2). It remains to show that |v|ρ−1 ∈ LN/2+ϑ′′

(D) for some ϑ′′ > 0, which
is achieved provided ρ < N/(N −4). But this always holds thanks to the assumption of ρ
in (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

∫

D
F (v + σZ)v|v|ρ−1 dx

=
∫

D
F (v + σZ)(v + σZ)|v|ρ−1 dx− σ

∫

D
F (v + σZ)Z|v|ρ−1 dx

≤ −C0

∫

D
|v + σZ|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 dx+ C1

∫

D
|v|ρ−1 dx− σ

∫

D
F (v + σZ)Z|v|ρ−1 dx

≤ −C0

∫

D
|v + σZ|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 dx+ C

∫

D
|v|ρ+1 dx+ C + CF

∫

D
(|v + σZ|ρ + 1)|Z||v|ρ−1 dx

≤ −C0

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C0σ

ρ+1
∫

D
|Z|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 + C

∫

D
|v|ρ+1 dx+ C

+ CCF

∫

D
|v|2ρ−1|Z| dx+ CCF

∫

D
|Z|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 dx+ CF

∫

D
|Z||v|ρ−1 dx.

We use Young’s inequality to further estimate the terms on the right-hand side,

C0σ
ρ+1

∫

D
|Z|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 dx ≤

C0

5

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C

∫

D
|Z|2ρ dx,

C
∫

D
|v|ρ+1 dx ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C,

C
∫

D
|v|2ρ−1|Z| dx ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C

∫

D
|Z|2ρ dx,

C
∫

D
|Z|ρ+1|v|ρ−1 dx ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C

∫

D
|Z|2ρ dx,

C
∫

D
|Z||v|ρ−1 dx ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρ dx+ C

∫

D
|Z|2ρ dx+ C

and

∫

D
|f ||v|ρdx ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρdx+ C‖f‖2L2(D) ≤

C0

6

∫

D
|v|2ρdx+ C‖f‖2Xα

.

Inserting these estimates into (4.12) it follows that

d

dt
‖v‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D) ≤ C
(∫

D
|Z|2ρ dx+ 1 + ‖f‖2Xα

)
≤ C(‖Z‖2ρXα

+ 1). (4.13)

We now integrate (4.13) over (s, t+ τ) with s ∈ (t, t+ τ) to obtain

‖v(t+ τ)‖ρ+1
Lρ+1(D) ≤ ‖v(s)‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D) + C
∫ t+τ

s
(‖Z(θrω)‖

2ρ
Xα

+ 1) dr.
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Integrating this inequality with respect to s over (t, t+ τ) and using (4.11) leads

τ‖v(t+ τ)‖ρ+1
Lρ+1(D) ≤

∫ t+τ

t
‖v(s)‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D) ds+ C
∫ t+τ

t

∫ t+τ

s
(‖Z(θrω)‖

2ρ
Xα

+ 1) drds

≤ ‖v(t)‖2L2(D) + C
(
τ + τ 2 + τ

∫ t+τ

t
(‖Z(θsω)‖

2ρ
Xα

+ ‖Z(θsω)‖
ρ+1
Xα

) ds
)

≤ ‖v(t)‖2L2(D) + C(τ)
(
1 +

∫ t+τ

t
‖Z(θsω)‖

2ρ
Xα

ds
)

≤ C(Tmax) + C(τ)

(
1 +

∫ Tmax

0
‖Z(θsω)‖

2ρ
Xα

ds

)

(4.14)
where we used that ρ ≥ 1 and Young’s inequality in the last step.

For the global existence, we have to establish a bound for v in Xη for η ∈ [α, 1). This is
given in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every ω ∈ Ω, initial data
v0(ω) ∈ Xα and any η > 0 such that η + α < 1, we have for all τ ∈ (0, Tmax/2)

‖v(t+ τ)‖Xη ≤ C(t+ τ, Tmax) ∀t ∈ (0, Tmax − τ),

for some constant C(t + τ, Tmax) depending continuously on Tmax and such that
limt→Tmax−τ C(t+ τ, Tmax) < +∞.

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

‖F (v + σZ)‖X−α ≤ C(‖v‖ρLρ+1(D) + σρ‖Z‖ρLρ+1(D) + 1). (4.15)

Indeed, for ϕ ∈ Xα →֒ L2N/(N−4α)(D) we have

|〈F (v + σZ), ϕ〉| ≤
∫

D
|F (v + σZ)||ϕ| dx ≤ CF

∫

D
(|v + σZ|ρ + 1)|ϕ| dx

≤ CCF‖ϕ‖L2N/(N−4α)(D)‖v + σZ‖ρ
L2Nρ/(N+4α)(D)

+ CF‖ϕ‖L1(D)

≤ CCF‖ϕ‖Xα

(
‖v + σZ‖ρ

L2Nρ/(N+4α)(D)
+ 1

)
.

Thanks to the choice of α specified in (4.7), we have

‖v + σZ‖L2Nρ/(N+4α)(D) ≤ C‖v + σZ‖Lρ+1(D)≤ C‖v‖Lρ+1(D) + Cσ‖Z‖Lρ+1(D),

and therefore (4.15) follows. Now, we can estimate the solution v using the mild formu-
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lation. For any t ∈ (τ, Tmax − τ) we have according to (4.15) that

‖v(t+ τ, ω, v0(ω))‖Xη

= ‖v(τ, θtω, v(t, ω, v0))‖Xη

≤ ‖U(t + τ, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0)‖Xη +
∫ t+τ

t
‖U(t + τ, s, ω)(F (v(s, ω, v0) + σZ(θsω)) + f)‖Xη ds

≤ ‖U(t + τ, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0)‖Xη

+ C̃η,α

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η−αe−λ(t+τ−s)‖F (v(s, ω, v0)) + σZ(θsω))‖X−α ds

+ C̃η,α

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η+αe−λ(t+τ−s)‖f‖Xαds

≤ ‖U(t + τ, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0)‖Xη

+ C̃η,αCF

∫ t+τ

t
(t + τ − s)−η−αe−λ(t+τ−s)

(
‖v(s, ω, v0)‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D) + σρ‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D) + 1

)
ds

+ C̃η,α‖f‖Xα

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η+αe−λ(t+τ−s)ds.

We recall that U satisfies U(t + τ, t, ω) = U(τ, 0, θtω) as established in Theorem 2.19.
Moreover, the constants C̃η = C̃η(ω), respectively C̃η,α = C̃η,α(ω), in the computation
below, are uniformly bounded with respect to ω ∈ Ω, due to Assumption 2.13 iii). To
estimate the first term on the right-hand side we use (2.10),

‖U(t + τ, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0)‖Xη ≤ C̃η
e−λ(t+τ−t)

(t + τ − t)η
‖v(t, ω, v0)‖L2(D) ≤ Cη(τ)‖v(t, ω, v0)‖L2(D),

and the second term is bounded by

C̃η,αCF sup
s∈(τ,Tmax)

(‖Z(θsω)‖
ρ
Lρ+1(D) + ‖v(s, ω, v0)‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D))

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η−αe−λ(t+τ−s) ds

+ C̃η,αCF

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η−αe−λ(t+τ−s) ds

≤ Cη(τ)

(
sup

s∈(τ,Tmax)
(‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ
Xα

+ ‖v(s, ω, v0)‖Lρ+1(D)) + 1

)

≤ Cη(τ)

(
C(t + τ, Tmax) + sup

s∈(τ,Tmax)
‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ
Xα

)
+ 1,

where we used that η + α < 1, the estimate for v in Lemma 4.8 and the embedding
Xα →֒ Lρ+1(D). Obviously, we can bound the last term by

C̃η,α

∫ t+τ

t
(t+ τ − s)−η+αe−λ(t+τ−s) ds‖f‖Xα ≤ Cη,α(τ)C(t+ τ, Tmax)‖f‖Xα.

Theorem 4.10. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then for every ω ∈ Ω and
initial data v0(ω) = u0(ω) + σZ(ω) ∈ Xα, Problem (4.6) has a unique global solution in
C([0,∞);Xα). Consequently, for every ω ∈ Ω and initial data u0 ∈ Xα Problem (4.4) has
a unique global solution in C([0,∞);Xα).

Proof. From Lemma 4.9, by choosing η = α, we conclude the global solvability of (4.6).
The global existence of (4.4) follows immediately due to the relation u(t, ω) = v(t, ω) +
σZ(θtω).
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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 φ on
Xα defined by

φ : R+ × Ω×Xα → Xα

(t, ω, u0(ω)) 7→ φ(t, ω, u0(ω)) := u(t, ω, u0(ω)) = v(t, ω, v0(ω)) + σZ(θtω),

where u0(ω) ∈ Xα and v0(ω) = u0(ω)− σZ(ω).

We now investigate the long-time behavior of φ establishing the existence of a random
attractor. Firstly, in order to obtain an absorbing set for φ in L2(D), respectively Lρ+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 γ > 0.
Then

ω 7→
∫ 0

−∞
eγtY (θtω) dt

is tempered.

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

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 φ.

Proof. In the estimate (4.10) in Lemma 4.6 we can replace ω by θ−tω and obtain

‖v(t, θ−tω, v0(θ−tω))‖
2
L2(D)

≤ e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−tω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(∫ t

0
e−δλ1(t−s)‖Z(θs−tω)‖

ρ+1
Lρ+1(D) ds+ 1

)

≤ e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−tω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 1
)

(4.16)

where we used the change of variables τ = s − t and the embedding Xα →֒ Lρ+1(D) in
the last step.
If {B(ω)}ω∈Ω ∈ D(Xα) and u0(θ−tω) ∈ B(θ−tω) we therefore have

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖
2
L2(D) ≤ 2‖v(t, θ−tω, v0(θ−tω))‖

2
L2(D) + 2σ2‖Z(ω)‖2L2(D)

≤ 2e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−tω)‖
2
L2(D) + C + C

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 2σ2‖Z(ω)‖2L2(D)

≤ 2e−δλ1t‖u0(θ−tω)‖
2
L2(D) + 2σ2e−δλ1t‖Z(θ−tω)‖

2
L2(D)

+ C
(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + ‖Z(ω)‖2L2(D)

)
.

Taking the lim sup we obtain

lim sup
t→∞

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖L2(D) ≤ r2(ω),

where

r2(ω) :=
(
2C

(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + ‖Z(ω)‖2L2(D)

))1/2

.
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Here, we used that u0(θ−tω) ∈ B(θ−tω) and the temperedness of ‖Z(ω)‖Xα which was
established in Proposition 3.5 and implies the temperedness of ‖Z(ω)‖L2(D). Therefore,
the temperedness of r2 follows from Lemma 4.11 and Remark 2.9. We conclude that there
exists T2(ω) > 0 such that for all t ≥ T2(ω)

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖L2(D) ≤ r2(ω) ∀t ≥ T2(ω),

which completes the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.13. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then there exists an absorbing
set in Lρ+1(D) for the random dynamical system φ.

Proof. Taking τ = 1 in (4.14) and using (4.16) we have

‖v(t+ 1, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω))‖
ρ+1
Lρ+1(D)

≤ ‖v(t, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω))‖
2
L2(D) + C

(
1 +

∫ t+1

t
‖Z(θs−t−1ω)‖

2ρ
Xα

ds
)

≤ e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−t−1ω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 1
)

+ C
(
1 + eδλ1

∫ t+1

t
e−δλ1(t+1−s)‖Z(θs−t−1ω)‖

2ρ
Xα

ds
)

≤ eδλ1e−δλ1(t+1)‖v0(θ−t−1ω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

2ρ
Xα

dτ
)
.

Hence, for {B(ω)}ω∈Ω ∈ D(Xα) and u0(θ−tω) ∈ B(θ−tω) we have for t ≥ 1

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖
ρ+1
Lρ+1(D) ≤ C(ρ, σ)

(
‖v(t, θ−tω, v0(θ−tω))‖

ρ+1
Lρ+1(D) + ‖Z(ω)‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D)

)

≤ C(ρ, σ)eδλ1e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−tω)‖
2
L2(D) + C

(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

2ρ
Xα

dτ
)
+ ‖Z(ω)‖ρ+1

Lρ+1(D)

≤ C(ρ, σ)eδλ1

(
2e−δλ1t‖u0(θ−tω)‖

2
L2(D) + 2σ2e−δλ1t‖Z(θ−tω)‖

2
L2(D)

)

+ C
(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

2ρ
Xα

dτ + ‖Z(ω)‖ρ+1
Lρ+1(D)

)
.

Taking the lim sup we obtain

lim sup
t→∞

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖Lρ+1(D) ≤ rρ(ω),

where

rρ(ω) := C1/(ρ+1)
(
1 +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

2ρ
Xα

dτ + ‖Z(ω)‖ρ+1
Lρ+1(D)

)1/(ρ+1)

.

Here, we used that u0(θ−tω) ∈ B(θ−tω) and the temperedness of ‖Z(ω)‖Xα which implies
the temperedness of ‖Z(ω)‖Lρ+1(D). Similar calculations as for r2 in the proof of Lemma
4.12 show that rρ is tempered, i.e. there exists Tρ(ω) > 0 such that

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖Lρ+1(D) ≤ rρ(ω) ∀t ≥ Tρ(ω), (4.17)

which shows that an absorbing set for φ in Lρ+1(D) exists.

To prove compactness and conclude the existence of a random attractor, we further es-
tablish the existence of an absorbing set for φ in Xη for some η > α.
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Theorem 4.14. Let the assumptions in Lemma 4.6 hold. Then the random dynamical
system φ generated by (4.1) possesses a unique random attractor {A(ω)}ω∈Ω in Xα.

Proof. We first estimate v similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.9 for some η > α,

‖v(t+ 1, ω, v0(ω))‖Xη = ‖v(1, θtω, v(t, ω, v0(ω)))‖Xη

≤ ‖U(t + 1, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0(ω))‖Xη

+
∫ t+1

t
‖U(t + 1, s, ω)(F (v(s, ω, v0(ω)) + σZ(θsω)) + f)‖Xη ds

≤ ‖U(t + 1, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0(ω))‖Xη

+ C̃η,α

∫ t+1

t
(t+ 1− s)−η−αe−λ(t+1−s)‖F (v(s, ω, v0(ω)) + σZ(θsω))‖X−α ds

+ C̃η,α

∫ t+1

t
(t+ 1− s)−η+αe−λ(t+1−s)‖f‖Xαds

≤ ‖U(t + 1, t, ω)v(t, ω, v0(ω))‖Xη + C‖f‖Xα

+ C̃η,αCF

∫ t+1

t
(t + 1− s)−η−αe−λ(t+1−s)×

×
(
‖v(s, ω, v0(ω))‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D) + σρ‖Z(θsω)‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D) + 1

)
ds.

(4.18)

Recall that U(t+ 1, t, ω) = U(1, 0, θtω) as stated in Theorem 2.19 and that the constants
C̃η = C̃η(ω) as well as C̃η,α = C̃η,α(ω) in the estimates below are uniformly bounded with
respect to ω ∈ Ω due to Assumption 2.13 iii). We now replace ω by θ−t−1ω and use (4.16)
to obtain

‖U(t + 1, t, θ−t−1ω)v(t, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω))‖Xη

≤ C̃η
e−λ(t+1−t)

(t + 1− t)η
‖v(t, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω))‖L2(D)

≤ Cη

(
e−δλ1t‖v0(θ−t−1ω)‖

2
L2(D) +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτ−1ω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 1
)1/2

≤ Cη

[
2e−δλ1t‖u0(θ−t−1ω)‖

2
L2(D) + 2σ2e−δλ1t‖Z(θ−1ω)‖

2
L2(D)

+ eδλ1

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 1

]1/2

≤ C

[
e−δλ1(t+1)‖u0(θ−t−1ω)‖

2
L2(D) +

∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ + 1

]1/2
,

(4.19)

where we chose t large enough such that 2σ2e−δλ1t‖Z(θ−1ω)‖2L2(D) ≤ 1. For the third term

on the right-hand side of (4.18), we also replace ω by θ−t−1ω and then use the absorbing
property of φ in Lρ+1(D) obtained in (4.17). Hence, we have for t ≥ Tρ(ω)

C̃η,α

∫ t+1

t
(t + 1− s)−η−α

(
‖v(s, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω)) + σZ(θ−t−1ω))‖

ρ
Lρ+1(D) + 1

)
ds

≤ C̃η,α

(∫ t+1

t
(t + 1− s)−η−αrρ(θs−t−1ω)

ρ ds+ 1
)

≤ Cη

(∫ t+1

t
(t + 1− s)−η−αrρ(θs−t−1ω)

ρ+1 ds+
∫ t+1

t
(t + 1− s)−η−α ds+ 1

)

≤ Cη

(
1 +

∫ 1

0
τ−η−αrρ(θ−τω)

ρ+1 dτ
)
.

(4.20)
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From (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) we conclude that for all t ≥ Tρ(ω)

‖u(t+ 1, θ−t−1ω, u0(θ−t−1ω))‖Xη

≤ ‖v(t+ 1, θ−t−1ω, v0(θ−t−1ω))‖Xη + σ‖Z(ω)‖Xη

≤ Cηe
−δλ1(t+1)‖u0(θ−t−1ω)‖L2(D) + C + C‖f‖Xα + σ‖Z(ω)‖Xη

+ C
(∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ
)1/2

+ Cη

(
1 +

∫ 1

0
τ−η−αrρ(θ−τω)

ρ+1 dτ
)

=: Cηe
−δλ1(t+1)‖u0(θ−t−1ω)‖L2(D) +

1

2
rη(ω),

where

rη(ω) := C + C
(∫ 0

−∞
eδλ1τ‖Z(θτω)‖

ρ+1
Xα

dτ
)1/2

+ σ‖Z(ω)‖Xη + C‖f‖Xα

+Cη

(
1 +

∫ 1

0
τ−η−αrρ(θ−τω)

ρ+1 dτ
)
.

Note that η < 1/2. Hence, using the temperedness of ‖Z(ω)‖Xη and of rρ it follows that
rη is tempered. Since u0(θ−t−1ω) ∈ B(θ−t−1ω), there exists Tη(ω) > 0 such that

‖φ(t, θ−tω, u0(θ−tω))‖Xη ≤ rη(ω),

for all t ≥ Tη(ω) + 1. Consequently, the RDS φ possesses an absorbing set in Xη. Since
η > α, the embedding Xη →֒ Xα is compact, and we conclude that φ possesses a unique
random attractor {A(ω)}ω∈Ω in Xα according to Theorem 2.12.

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 = (Em(θtω, x,D)u+ F (u) + f(x)) dt + σdWt(x, ω), x ∈ D,ω ∈ Ω,

u(x, t, ω) = 0, x ∈ ∂D, ω ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0, ω) = u0(x, ω), x ∈ D,ω ∈ Ω,

(4.21)

where D ⊂ RN is a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂D, and the differential
operator is defined as

Em(θtω, x,D)u :=
∑

|k1|,|k2|≤m

Dk1(ak1,k2(θtω, x)D
k2u), ω ∈ Ω, x ∈ D, t ∈ R.

We assume that the coefficient functions satisfy the following properties:

1. The coefficients ak1,k2 are bounded and symmetric. More precisely, there exists a
constant K ≥ 1 such that

|ak1,k2(θtω, x)| ≤ K for all |k1|, |k2| ≤ m, t ∈ R, x ∈ D,ω ∈ Ω

and
ak1,k2(·, ·) = ak2,k1(·, ·) for |k1|, |k2| ≤ m.

28



2. The coefficients form a stochastic process (t, ω) 7→ ak1,k2(θtω, ·) ∈ Cm(D) with
Hölder continuous trajectories. This means that there exists ν ∈ (0, 1] such that

|ak1,k2(θtω, x)− ak1,k2(θsω, x)| ≤ c2|t− s|ν for all t ∈ R, x ∈ D, |k1|, |k2| ≤ m,

for some constant c2 > 0. Furthermore, the mapping t 7→ Dkak1,k2(θtω, x) is contin-
uous for |k|, |k1|, |k2| ≤ m, ω ∈ Ω and x ∈ D.

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

∑

|k1|=|k2|=m

ak1,k2(θtω, x)ξk1ξk2 ≥ c|ξ|2m for all t ∈ R, x ∈ D, ξ ∈ R
N .

We now introduce the random partial differential operator on the Banach space X :=
L2(D). To this end we define the L2-realization A2 of Em(·, ·,D) as

A2(θtω)u := Em(θtω, x,D)u for u ∈ DA, where

DA := D(A2(θtω)) = H2m(D) ∩Hm
0 (D).

Then (A2(θtω))ω∈Ω,t∈R 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)| ≤ CF |u− v|
(
|u|µ−1 + |v|µ−1

)
∀u, v ∈ R,

where µ satisfies

µ < µcritical :=




+∞ if N ≤ 2m,

N/(N − 2m) if N ≥ 2m+ 1.

(ii) There are constants C0, C1 such that

F (u)u ≤ −C0|u|
1+µ + C1, ∀u ∈ R

with µ 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 Em and
the nonlinearity F hold. Fix α ∈ (0, 1/2) such that

N(µ− 1)

4(µ+ 1)
≤ α < min

{
N

4
,
1

2

}
and Xα →֒ L2µ(D).

Then for any initial data u0(ω) ∈ Xα, and any f ∈ Xα the equation (4.21) has a unique
global solution in Xα. Moreover, the random dynamical system φ generated by (4.21) as

φ : R+ × Ω×Xα → Xα, (t, ω, u0(ω)) 7→ φ(t, ω, u0(ω)) := u(t, ω, u0(ω))

possesses a unique random attractor {A(ω)}ω∈Ω in Xα.
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