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Abstract

The stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations on the toruenliy degenerate
noise are studied. We characterize the smallest closedanmtaubspace for this
model and show that the dynamics restricted to that subgpargodic. In par-
ticular, our results yield a purely geometric charactérraof a class of noises
for which the equation is ergodic irp(T?). Unlike in previous works, this class
is independent of the viscosity and the strength of the ndike two main tools
of our analysis are thasymptotic strong Fellegproperty, introduced in this work,
and an approximate integration by parts formula. The fireemvcombined with
a weak type of irreducibility, is shown to ensure that the aiyiics is ergodic.
The second is used to show that the first holds under a Horengpge condition.
This requires some interesting non-adapted stochastigsina

1 Introduction

In this article, we investigate the ergodic properties ef 2D Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Recall that the Navier-Stokes equations describdithe evolution of an
incompressible fluid and are given by

ou=vAu+ (u-V)u—Vp+¢, dvu=0, (1.2)

whereu(z,t) € R? denotes the value of the velocity field at timand position

x, p(x,t) denotes the pressure, afit, t) is an external force field acting on the
fluid. We will consider the case when € T?, the two-dimensional torus. Our
mathematical model for the driving forgeis a Gaussian field which is white in
time and colored in space. We are particularly interestetthéncase when only
a few Fourier modes of are non-zero, so that there is a well-defined “injection
scale” L at which energy is pumped into the system. Remember that theth
energy|ul|? = [ |u(z)|* dz and the enstroph}{V A u||? are invariant under the
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nonlinearity of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations.({hey are preserved by the flow
of (1.1) if v = 0 and& = 0).

From a careful study of the nonlinearity (seqy.[Ros02] for a survey and
[FIMRO2] for some mathematical results in this field), onpests the enstrophy
to cascade down to smaller and smaller scales, until it esaaltdissipative scale”
n at which the viscous termAwu dominates the nonlinearity.( V) in (1.1). This
picture is complemented by that of an inverse cascade ofnigg towards larger
and larger scales, until it is dissipated by finite-size @ffeas it reaches scales of
order one. The physically interesting range of parametarg1.1), where one
expects to see both cascades and where the behavior of tiiesslis dominated
by the nonlinearity, thus corresponds to

l< L t<nyt. (1.2)

The main assumptions usually made in the physics literatinen discussing the
behavior of (1.1) in the turbulent regime are ergodicity atatistical translational
invariance of the stationary state. We give a simple geamelraracterization of
a class of forcings for which (1.1) is ergodic, including &cfag that acts only on
4 degrees of freedon® (Fourier modes). This characterization is independent of
the viscosity and is shown to be sharp in a certain sense. rticydar, it covers
the range of parameters (1.2). Since we show that the imtanaasure for (1.1)
is unique, its translational invariance follows immediatom the translational
invariance of the equations.

From the mathematical point of view, the ergodic propefiiesnfinite-dimen-
sional systems are a field that has been intensely studiedr®/past two decades
but is yet in its infancy compared to the corresponding théarfinite-dimensional
systems. In particular, there is a gaping lack of resultdridy hypoelliptic non-
linear systems, where the noise is transmitted to the neledegrees of freedom
only through the drift. The present article is a first attetoptlose this gap, at least
for the particular case of the 2D Navier-Stokes equatioss particular case (and
some closely related problems) has been an intense subguatly in recent years.
However the results obtained so far require either a norstEgite forcing on the
“unstable” part of the equation [EMSO01, KS00, BKL01, KS01atub, BKLO2,
Hai02, MY02], or the strong Feller property to hold. Thedativas obtained only
when the forcing acts on an infinite number of modes [FM959F&EHO1, MSO03].
The former used a change of measure via Girsanov’s theorenthanpathwise
contractive properties of the dynamics to prove ergodidityall of these works,
the noise was sufficiently non-degenerate to allow in a wagfcadapted analysis
(see Section 4.5 below for the meaning of “adapted” in thraext).

We give a fairly complete analysis of the conditions neededrisure the er-
godicity of the two dimensional Navier-Stokes equations. dd so, we employ
information on the structure of the nonlinearity from [EM®hich was developed
there to prove ergodicity of the finite dimensional Galer&pproximations under
conditions on the forcing similar to this paper. However, approach to the full
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PDE is necessarily different and informed by the pathwisgreative properties
and high/low mode splitting explained in the stochastitirsgtn [Mat98, Mat99]
and the ideas of determining modes, inertial manifolds,iavariant subspaces in
general from the deterministic PDE literature (cf. [FP6F88]). More directly,
this paper builds on the use of the high/low splitting to gr@rgodicity as first
accomplished contemporaneously in [BKLO1, EMS01, KSOChia “essentially
elliptic” setting (see section 4.5). In particular, thigppais the culmination of a
sequence of papers by the authors and their collaboratoatOpyiMat99, EHO1,
EMSO01, Mat02b, Hai02, Mat03] using these and related ide@sdve ergodicity.
Yet, this is the first to prove ergodicity of a stochastic P& hypoelliptic setting
under conditions which compare favorably to those undeckwkimilar theorems
are proven for finite dimensional stochastic differentigl&ions. One of the keys
to accomplishing this is a recent result from [MP04] on thguiarity of the Malli-
avin matrix in this setting.

One of the main technical contributions of the present wertoiprovide an
infinitesimal replacement for Girsanov’s theorem in thenitd dimensional non-
adapted setting which the application of these ideas tauthetypoelliptic setting
seems to require. Another of the principal technical cbuotions is to observe
that the strong Feller property is neither essential nounaafor the study of er-
godicity in dissipative infinite-dimensional systems aagtovide an alternative.
We define instead a weakasymptotic strong Felleproperty which is satisfied
by the system under consideration and is sufficient to gigedicity. In many
dissipative systems, including the stochastic Naviek&taquations, only a finite
number of modes are unstable. Conceivably, these systemesgudic even if the
noise is transmitted only to those unstable modes rathartththe whole system.
The asymptotic strong Feller property captures this idédas $ensitive to both
the regularization of the transition densities due to bottbabilistic and dynamics
mechanisms.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the preciathematical for-
mulation of the problem and the main results for the stoah&ktvier-Stokes equa-
tions are given. In Section 3 we define the asymptotic stragllpiFproperty and
prove in Theorem 3.15 that, together with an irreducibibtpperty it implies er-
godicity of the system. This is the equivalent of Doob’s tle&o in our context.
The main technical results are given in Section 4, where wes/ $tow to apply the
abstract results to our problem. Although this section igtem with the stochas-
tic Navier-Stokes equations in mind, most of the correspandesults hold for a
much wider class of stochastic PDEs with polynomial nolitees.
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2 Setup and Main Results

Consider the two-dimensional, incompressible Naviek&aequations on the to-
rusT? = [—, 7]? driven by a degenerate noise. Since the velocity and viyrtici
formulations are equivalent in this setting, we choose tothe vorticity equation
as this simplifies the exposition. Fara divergence-free velocity field, we define
the vorticityw by w = V A u = 0yu; — 01us. Note thatu can be recovered from
w and the conditiorVvV - © = 0. With these notations the vorticity formulation for
the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations is as follows:

dw = vAwdt + B(Kw,w) dt + Q dW (t) , (2.1)

whereA is the Laplacian with periodic boundary conditions aBi, w) = (u -
V)w, the usual Navier-Stokes nonlinearity. The sym@allV (t) denotes a Gaus-
sian noise process which is white in time and whose spatiakledion structure
will be described later. The operattir is defined in Fourier space byC{v), =
—iwk® /| k||?, where €1, ko)t = (k2, —k1). By wy, we mean the scalar product
of w with 7! exp(k - x). It has the property that the divergencekab vanishes
and thatw = V A (Kw). Unless otherwise stated, we consider (2.1) as an equation
in H = L2, the space of real-valued square-integrable functiondiendrus with
vanishing mean. Before we go on to describe the noise pr@g@ssit is instruc-
tive to write down the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes egpreg (without noise) in
Fourier space:

. . . 1 1
jH=k

From (2.2), we see clearly that any closed subspagésganned by Fourier modes
corresponding to a subgroup #f is invariant under the dynamics. In other words,
if the initial condition has a certain type of periodicity,will be retained by the
solution for all times.

In order to describe the noise dWW (t), we start by introducing a convenient
way to index the Fourier basis . We writez? \ {(0,0)} = Z2 U Z?2, where

Z% = {(k1,k2) € Z% | ky > 0} U {(k1,0) € Z* | k1 > 0},
Z? = {(k1,k2) €2%| — k€ Z%},

(note thatZi is essentially the upper half-plane) and setifar 22\ {(0,0)},

[ sinGx) ifkeZ?,
file) = cos-x) if kez2.

We also fix a set

Zy={kn|n=1,...,m} c 2%\ {(0,0)}, (2.3)
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which encodes the geometry of the driving noise. TheZewill correspond to
the set of driven modes of the equation (2.1).

The process$V (t) is anm-dimensional Wiener process on a probability space
(©, F,P). For definiteness, we choo$kto be the Wiener spaag ([0, oc),R™),

W the canonical process, aRdhe Wiener measure. We denote expectations with
respect td® by E and defineF; to be thes-algebra generated by the increments of
W up to timet. We also denote bye,, } the canonical basis &"". The linear map

Q : R™ — H is given byQe,, = ¢, fx,, Where theg,, are some strictly positive
numbers, and the wavenumbéirs are given by the elements &,. With these
definitions, QW is an#-valued Wiener process. We also denote the average rate
at which energy is injected into our system&y= tr QQ* = 3", ¢2.

We assume that the s&p is symmetricj.e.thatifk € 2y, then—k € Z,. This
is not a strong restriction and is made only to simplify theestnents of our results.

It also helps to avoid the possible confusion arising fromdlightly non-standard
definition of the basig. This assumption always holds for example if the noise
procesg)W is taken to be translation invariant. In fact, Theorem 2lbwenolds

for non-symmetric setg if one replaceszy by its symmetric part.

It is well-known [Fla94, MR] that (2.1) defines a stochastiowfl{. By a
stochastic flow, we mean a family of continuous méps C([0,t];R™)xH — H
such thatw; = &.(W, wg) is the solution to (2.1) with initial conditiomv, and
noiseW. Hence, its transition semigroup; given by Pyp(wg) = Ey,e(wy) is
Feller. Here denotes a bounded measurable function ff@no R and we use
the notationE,,, for expectations with respect to solutions to (2.1) withtinhi
conditionwg. Recall that annvariant measurdor (2.1) is a probability measure
lx on H such thatP; u. = p., whereP; is the semigroup on measures dual
to P;. While the existence of an invariant measure for (2.1) campriosed by
“soft” technigues using the regularizing and dissipafiiroperties of the flow
[Cru89, Fla94], showing its uniqueness is a challenginglem that requires a
detailed analysis of the nonlinearity. The importance afxhg the uniqueness of
114 1S illustrated by the fact that it implies

T
im € /O () dt — /H () (duw) |

for all bounded continuous functionsand all initial conditionswy € H. It thus
gives some mathematical ground to #godic assumptiomisually made in the
physics literature when discussing the qualitative badranf (2.1). The main re-
sults of this article are summarized by the following theore

Theorem 2.1 Let 2, satisfy the following two assumptions:
Al There exist at least two elementsdp with different Euclidean norms.
A2 Integer linear combinations of elements&f generatez?.

Then, (2.1) has a unique invariant measuré4n
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The proof of Theorem 2.1 is given by combining Corollary 4.@wProposi-
tion 4.4 below. A partial converse of this ergodicity ressilgiven by the following
theorem, which is an immediate consequence of Propositian 4

Theorem 2.2 There are two qualitatively different ways in which the hyyeses of
Theorem 2.1 can fail. In each case there is a unique invanaeasure supported
on#H, the smallest closed linear subspacerbivhich is invariant under (2.1).

e Inthe first case the elements®f are all collinear or of the same Euclidean
length. Ther?{ is the finite-dimensional space spanned{lfy |k € Z,},
and the dynamics restricted fd is that of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

e In the second case l& be the smallest subgroup @ containing 2.
Then? is the space spanned Hyfy, |k € G\ {(0,0)}}. Letk;, ko be
two generators foiG and definey; = 2rk;/|k;|?, thenH is the space of
functions that are periodic with respect to the translation andvs.

Remark 2.3 ThatA constructed above is invariant is clear; that it is the sesall
invariant subspace follows from the fact that the transigwobabilities of (2.1)
have a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure wheec@djonto any
finite-dimensional subspace &f, see [MP04].

By Theorem 2.2 if the conditions of Theorem 2.1 are not satisthen one
of the modes with lowest wavenumber is #". In fact eitherf 0 L H or
fa.1) L H. On the other hand for sufficiently small valuesiofhe low modes of
(2.1) are expected to be linearly unstable [Fri95]. If tlsishe case, a solution to
(2.1) starting irf{-- will not converge toH and (2.1) therefore has several distinct
invariant measures oH. It is however known that the invariant measure is unique
if the viscosity is sufficiently high, see [Mat99]. (At highseosity, all modes are
linearly stable. See [Mat03] for a more streamlined prextent.)

Example 2.4 The setZ, = {(1,0), (—1,0),(1,1), (-1, —1)} satisfies the assump-
tions of Theorem 2.1. Therefore, (2.1) with noise given by

QW (t,z) = Wi(t)sinzy + Wa(t) coszy + Wi(t) sin(ry + x2)
+ Wiy(t) cosfer + 2) ,

has a unique invariant measuretinfor every value of the viscosity > 0.

Example 2.5 Take 2y = {(1,0),(—1,0), (0, 1), (0,—1)} whose elements are of
length1. Therefore, (2.1) with noise given by

QW (t, x) = W1(t) sinxy + Wo(t) coszy + W3(t) sinzg + Wy(t) coszs ,

reduces to an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process on the spaceesbbyrsinz,, coszy,
sinzy, and coss.
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Example 2.6 Take Zy = {(2,0),(—2,0),(2,2),(—2,—2)}, which corresponds to
case 2 of Theorem 2.2 withgenerated by(( 2) and , 0). In this case?{ is the set
of functions that are-periodic in both arguments. Via the change of variables
x/2, one can easily see from Theorem 2.1 that (2.1) then has aeimgariant
measure ori{ (but not necessarily of).

3 An Abstract Ergodic Result

We start by proving an abstract ergodic result, which lagsftundations of the
present work. Recall that a Markov transition semigr@ps said to bestrong
Feller at timet if P, is continuous for every bounded measurable funcgorit

is a well-known and much used fact that the strong Fellergntgpcombined with
some irreducibility of the transition probabilities imgd the uniqueness of the in-
variant measure foP; [DPZ96, Theorem 4.2.1]. IP; is generated by a diffusion
with smooth coefficients o™ on a finite-dimensional manifold, Hormander’s
theorem [HOr67, Hor85] provides us with an efficient (ahdrp if the coefficients
are analytic) criteria for the strong Feller property. Umdimately, no equivalent
theorem exists ifP, is generated by a diffusion in an infinite-dimensional space
where the strong Feller property seems to be much‘“rarerthdfcovariance of
the noise is non-degeneraiee(the diffusion is elliptic in some sense), the strong
Feller property can often be recovered by means of the Bistiwrthy-Li for-
mula [EL94]. The only result to our knowledge that shows tinergy Feller prop-
erty for an infinite-dimensional diffusion where the coeace of the noise does
not have a dense range is given in [EHO1], but it still recuitiee forcing to act in

a non-degenerate way on a subspace of finite codimension.

3.1 Preliminary definitions

Let X’ be a Polishi(e.complete, separable, metrizable) space. Recall the¢ado-
metricfor X is a continuous functiori : X2 — R such thati(z, z) = 0 and such
that the triangle inequality is satisfied. We say that a pseudtric d; is larger
thands if dy(x,y) > do(z,y) for all (z,y) € X2

Definition 3.1 Let {d,,}°°, be an increasing sequence of (pseudo-)metrics on a
Polish spaceX. If lim, . d,(z,y) = 1 for all = # y, then{d,} is atotally
separating system of (pseudo-)metfics X

Let us give a few representative examples.

Example 3.2 Let{a, } be an increasing sequenceRrsuch that lim,_, . a,, = 0.
Then,{d,,} is atotally separating system of (pseudo-)metfmsY in the following
three cases.
1. Let d be an arbitrary continuous metric o and setd,(z,y) = 1 A
and(xa y)
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2. Let X = Cy(R) be the space of continuous functions Brvanishing at
infinity and setd,,(z,y) = 1 A\ SUR.¢[_p, ) @nl@(8) — y(3)].
3. LetX = (% and setl, (v, y) = LA ayn > pq lzK — yrl*

Given a pseudo-metrid, we define the following seminorm on the setdf
Lipschitz continuous functions from’ to R:

B lo(x) — ()]
H@Hd - leéa/ W . (31)

This in turn defines a dual seminorm on the space of finite digdwel measures
on X’ with vanishing integral by

[vlla = sup [ o(x)v(dr). (3.2)
lella=1/ %

Giveny; andye, two positive finite Borel measures dnwith equal mass, we also
denote byC(u1, 112) the set of positive measures @it with marginalsy; and s
and we define

lus — palla = inf / d(e. ) ulde, dy) - (3.3)
neC(u,pz2) J x2

The following lemma is an easy consequence of the Mongeédfavith duality,
seee.g.[Kan42, Kan48, AN87], and shows that in most cases these atural
notions of distance can be used interchangeably.

Lemma 3.3 Letd be a continuous pseudo-metric on a Polish spacand let,
and uo be two positive measures ot with equal mass. Then, one hag; —

p2lla = lm = p2lla-

Proof. This result is well-known if &, d) is a separable metric space, see for ex-
ample [Rac91] for a detailed discussion on many of its vagialf we define an
equivalence relation o’ by z ~ y < d(z,y) = 0 and setX; = X'/~, thend

is well-defined onY; and (¥, d) is a separable metric space (although it may no
longer be complete). Defining: X — X; by 7(z) = [«], the result follows from
the Monge-Kantorovich duality itX; and the fact that both sides of (3.3) do not
change if the measures are replaced by* ;. O

Recall that the total variation norm of a finite signed meaguon X’ is given
by [|pllrv = (1 (X)+ 1~ (X)), wherep =yt — i~ is the Jordan decomposition
of u. The next result is crucial to the approach taken in this pape

Lemma 3.4 Let{d,,} be a bounded and increasing family of continuous pseudo-
metrics on a Polish spac& and definei(x, y) = lim,,_~ d.(x,y). Then, one has
im,, o0 |61 — p2la, = |11 — p2]la for any two positive measurgg and i with
equal mass.
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Proof. The limit exists since the sequence is bounded and incigpésirassump-
tion, so let us denote this limit b¥. Itis clear from (3.3) thaj 1 — p2|lq > L, so

it remains to show the converse bound. Lgtbe a measure (1, o) that real-

izes (3.3) for the distancé,. (Such a measure is shown to exist in [Rac91].) The
sequencd /., } is tight on X2 since its marginals are constant, so we can extract a
weakly converging subsequence. Denotg:gythe limiting measure. Sincg, is
continuous, the weak convergence implies that

/ dn (T, Y) poo(dz,dy) < L, Vn>0.
X2

It follows from the dominated convergence theorem gf}agtd(:n, Y) foo(dz, dy) <
L, which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.5 LetX’ be a Polish space and I§t/,, } be a totally separating system
of pseudo-metrics fokt'. Then, |1 — palltv = iMoo ||e1 — p2llg,, for any two
positive measureg; and u» with equal mass o#’.

Proof. It suffices to notice thaty, — pa||tv = Infuecu, ) L{(x,v) : © # y}).
J

3.2 Asymptotic Strong Feller
Before we define the asymptotic strong Feller property,|réuat:

Definition 3.6 A Markov transition semigroup on a Polish spatds said to be
strong Fellerat timet if P,y is continuous for every bounded measurable function
p: X —=R.

Note that if the transition probabilitieB,(z, - ) are continuous in the total vari-
ation topology, therP; is strong Feller at time.

Recall also that the support of a probability meagurdenoted by suppd, is
the intersection of all closed sets of measureA useful characterization of the
support of a measure is given by

Lemma 3.7 A pointz € supp) if and only if u(U) > 0 for every open set/
containingz. O

It is well-known that if a Markov transition semigrod is strong Feller and
1 and uo are two distinct ergodic invariant measures fr(i.e. 1 and o are
mutually singular), then supgp Nsuppus = ¢. (This can be seee.g.by the same
argument as in [DPZ96, Prop. 4.1.1].) In this section, wensti@t this property
still holds if the strong Feller property is replaced by tbhikdwing property, where
we denote by, the collection of all open sets containing
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Definition 3.8 A Markov transition semigrouf; on a Polish space’ is called
asymptotically strong Felleat x if there exists a totally separating system of pseu-
do-metrics{d,, } for X and a sequendg, > 0 such that

Uz n—oo yelU

It is called asymptotically strong Feller if this propertgltis at everyr € X'.

Remark 3.9 If B(z,~) denotes the open ball of radigscentered atr in some
metric defining the topology ot’, then it is immediate that (3.4) is equivalent to

lim limsup sup [P, (z,-) = P, (y, a4, =0
170 n—oo yeB(a,y)
One way of seeing the connection to the strong Feller progeto recall that
a standard criteria foP; to be strong Feller is given by [DPZ96, Lem. 7.1.5]:

Proposition 3.10 A semigrougP; on a Hilbert spaceX is strong Feller if, for all
def

¢ : " — Rwith |||l = sup,ey [¢(z)] and || V||« finite one has

IVPip@)] < Cllz[Dl¢lloo
whereC : R; — R is a fixed non-decreasing function. O

The following lemma provides a similar criteria for the agptotic strong Feller
property:

Proposition 3.11 Lett,, ando,, be two positive sequences wjth, } non-decreasing
and{é,} converging to zero. A semigrodp on a Hilbert spaceH is asymptoti-
cally strong Feller if, for allp : H — R with |||/ and||V¢||« finite one has

VP, (@) < C(lzDlllloo + 0nlIVelloo) (3.5)

for all n, whereC' : R, — R is a fixed non-decreasing function.

Proof. Fore > 0, we define or#{ the distancel. (w, ws) = 1 A e !||lw; — wsl|,
and we denote by || the corresponding seminorms on functions and on measures
given by (3.1) and (3.2). It is clear thatdf, is a decreasing sequence converging
to 0, {ds, } is a totally separating system of metrics far

It follows immediately from (3.5) that for every Frécheffdrentiable function
¢ from H to R with |||/ < 1 one has

] 0 (Prfwr, ) = P ) < oy = CGlan |V ) (14 2)

(3.6)
Now take a Lipschitz continuous functianwith ||¢||. < 1. By applying toy the
semigroup at timé /m corresponding to a linear Strong Feller diffusioriinone
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obtains [Cer99, DPZ96] a sequengg, of Fréchet differentiable approximations
©m With || |le < 1 and such thap,, — ¢ pointwise. Therefore, by the dom-
inated convergence theorem, (3.6) holds for Lipschitzioaous functionsy and
SO

[Pt r, ) = Pro s Ve < oy — sl O | v (1422
Choosings = a,, = v/9,,, we obtain

[Pe, (w1, ) = Pr, (w2, Ya,, < [Jwr = wl|C((Jwr ][V [[wel)(1 +an) ,
which in turn implies tha®, is asymptotically strong Feller sineg, — 0. O

Remark 3.12 If a Markov semigroupP; is asymptotically strong Feller and the
sequence,, in (3.4) can be taken constartf, (= t( for all n), then the transition
probabilitiesP;(z, - ) are continuous in the total variation topology and tfiss
strong Feller at times > .

Example 3.13 Consider the SDE
dr = —zdt + dW(t), dy = —ydt .

Then, the corresponding Markov semigroup Rhis not strong Feller, but it is
asymptotically strong Feller.

Example 3.14 In infinite dimensions, even a seemingly non-degeneratasitin
can suffer from a similar problem. Consider the followingdinite dimensional
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck procesdx,t) = > u(k,t) exp@kx) written in terms of its
complex Fourier coefficients. We takec T = [—7, 7], kK € Z and

di(k,t) = —(1 + |k[>)a(k, t) dt + exp|k[>) dB(t) , (3.7)

where theg,, are independent standard complex Brownian Motions. ThekdWar
transition densitie®,(z, -) andP;(y, -) are singular for all finite times i — y is
not sufficiently smooth. This implies that the diffusion®Bin H = L*([—, 7]) is
not strong Feller. However, it can easily be checked that itysmgeotically strong
Feller.

The classical strong Feller property captures well the ghiog due to the ran-
dom effects. In light of these examples, we see that asyro@inong Feller better
incorporates the pathwise smoothing due to the dynamios.sirbng Feller prop-
erty implies that the transition densities starting fronany points are mutually
absolutely continuous. As the examples show, this is oftdrtrne in infinite di-
mensions. Comparing Proposition 3.10 with Propositiorl 3dne sees that the
second term in Proposition 3.11 allows one to capture thgrpssive smoothing
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in time from the pathwise dynamics. This becomes even dlednen one exam-
ines the proofs of Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.1 latéhe text. There one
sees that the first term comes from shifting a derivative filoetest function to the
Wiener measure and the second is controlled using the psgtaentraction of the
spatial Laplacian in an essential way.

The usefulness of the asymptotic strong Feller propertgés $n the following
theorem and is accompanying corollary which are the maintsesf this section.

Theorem 3.15 Let P; be a Markov semigroup on a Polish spateand let;, and
v be two distinct ergodic invariant probability measures 1o If P, is asymptoti-
cally strong Feller atr, thenz ¢ suppu N suppy.

Proof. Using Corollary 3.5, the proof of this result is a simple ritivg of the
proof of the corresponding result for strong Feller semigo

For every measurable sdt everyt > 0, and every quasi-metri¢ on X, the
triangle inequality for| - ||, implies

1= vlla < 1= min{u(A), v} (1 = max|[Pi(z.) = Puly; M) - (3.8)
y,z€A

By the definition of the asymptotic strong Feller propertyere exist constants
N > 0 and an open séf containingz such that|P;,, (z,-) — P, (v, la, < 1/2
for everyn > N and everyy, z € U.

Assume by contradiction that € suppu N suppr and therefore thatr =
min(u(U),v(U)) > 0. TakingA = U, d = d,, andt = t,, in (3.8), we then get
I —vllg, < 1— ¢ foreveryn > N, and thereforé|y — v|lv < 1 — $ by
Corollary 3.5, thus leading to a contradiction. O

As an immediate corollary, we have

Corollary 3.16 If P; is an asymptotically strong Feller Markov semigroup and
there exists a point such thatr € suppu for every invariant probability measure
1 of Py, then there exists at most one invariant probability meadar P,.

4 Applications to the Stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes Equatiosn

To state the general ergodic result for the two-dimensidialier-Stokes equa-
tions, we begin by looking at the algebraic structure of tlawiblr-Stokes nonlin-
earity written in Fourier space.

Remember thag as given in (2.3) denotes the set of forced Fourier modes for
(2.1). In view of Equation 2.2, it is natural to consider tle¢ 5., defined as the
smallest subset a2 containingZ, and satisfying that for ever§, j € Z., such
that (¢, j) # 0 and|j| # |¢|, one hasj + ¢ € Z,, (see [EMO1]). Denote b§{
the closed subspace &f spanned by the Fourier basis vectors corresponding to
elements ofZ.. Then, A is invariant under the flow defined by (2.1).
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Since we would like to make use of the existing results, wall¢ioce sequence
of subsetsz,, of Z? defined recursively in [MP04] by

zo={t+jliezotez, awith, ) 201 £14},

as well asZ, = |J,~; Z,. The two setsZ, and Z., are the same even though
from the definitions we only seg&,, C Z... The other inclusion follows from the
characterization of., given in Proposition 4.4 below.

The following theorem is the principal result of this argicl

Theorem 4.1 The transition semigroup ol generated by the solutions to (2.1) is
asymptotically strong Feller.

An almost immediate corollary of Theorem 4.1 is

Corollary 4.2 There exists exactly one invariant probability measure(fot) re-
stricted toH.

Proof of Corollary 4.2. The existence of an invariant probability measurdor
(2.1) is a standard result [Fla94, DPZ96, CK97]. By Corgllarl6 it suffices to
show that the support of every invariant measure contameldment. Applying
Itd's formula to||w||? yields for every invariant measuyethe a-priori bound

C&
E/ [w]|? p(dw) < =2 .
H 14

(See [EMS01] Lemma B.1.) Therefore, denoting() the ball of radiusy cen-
tered ab, there exist&” such thap(B(C)) > % for every invariant measurpe. On
the other hand, [EMO1, Lemma 3.1] shows that, for every 0 there exists a time
T, such that

inf~)77TW(w,B(’y)) >0.

weB(C
Therefore,u(B(v)) > 0 for every~ > 0 and every invariant measugg which
implies that0 € suppf:) by Lemma 3.7. O

The crucial ingredient in the proof of Theorem 4.1 is thedwiing result:

Proposition 4.3 For everyn > 0, there exist constant§’,d > 0 such that for
every Féchet differentiable functiop from # to R one has the bound

IVPre)l| < Cexplllwl®)([I¢lloe + Veollooe™) (4.1)
for everyw € H.

The proof of Proposition 4.3 is the content of Section 4.@WwelTheorem 4.1
then follows from this proposition and from Proposition B.Wwith the choices
t, = n ands, = e~9". Before we turn to the proof of Proposition 4.3, we charac-
terize Z,, and give an informal introduction to Malliavin calculus atied to our
framework, followed by a brief discussion on how it relateshe strong Feller

property.



APPLICATIONS TO THESTOCHASTIC 2D NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 14

4.1 The Structure of Z,,

In this section, we give a complete characterization of #teZs,. We start by
defining(Z,) as the subset &2\ {(0,0)} generated by integer linear combinations
of elements ofZ,. With this notation, we have

Proposition 4.4 If there exista;, as € Z, such thatla;| # |ae| and such that,
anday are not collinear, thgrﬁ = (Z). Otherwise,Z,, = Zj. In either case,
one always has that., = Z..

This also allows us to characterize the main case of interest

Corollary 4.5 One hasz,, = Z2\ {(0,0)} if and only if the following holds:
1. Integer linear combinations of elements&f generateZ?.
2. There exist at least two elementsdp with non-equal Euclidean norm.

Proof of Proposition 4.4.lt is clear from the definitions that if the elementszf
are all collinear or of the same Euclidean length, one figs= Z, = Zy. In
the rest of the proof, we assume that there exist two elemgraadas of Z; that
are neither collinear nor of the same length and we show tiahasz,, = (2y).
Since it follows from the definitions thaf,, c Z,, C (Z), this shows that
Zo = Zoo.

Note that the seg., consists exactly of those pointsZt that can be reached
by a walk starting from the origin with steps drawn X and which does not
contain any of the following “forbidden steps”:

Definition 4.6 A step with increment € Z, starting from; € Z? is forbiddenif
either|j| = |¢| or j and/ are collinear.

Ouir first aim is to show that there exisks > 0 such thatZ,, contains every
element of(Z,) with Euclidean norm larger thaR. In order to achieve this, we
start with a few very simple observations.

Lemma 4.7 For everyR, > 0, there exists?; > 0 such that every € (Z;) with
|7] < Ry can be reached from the origin by a path with stepsZin(some steps
may be forbidden) which never exits the ball of radiis O

Lemma 4.8 There existd, > 0 such that the seg., contains all elements of the
formnia; + noag Withny andng in Z \ [—L, L].

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that;| > |a2| and that(a;, a2) > 0.
ChooseL such thatZ{a1,as) > |a1|?>. By the symmetry o2y, we can replace
(a1, az2) by (—a1, —as2), so that we can assume without loss of generality that
0. We then make first one step in the directignstarting from the origin, followed
by n, steps in the direction,. Note that the assumptions we madew@na,, and
ng ensure that none of these steps is forbidden. From thereptiditionny, > L
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Figure 1: Construction from the proof of Proposition 4.4.

ensures that we can make as many steps as we want into eirgirebtiona; or
the direction—a; without any of them being forbidden. O

Denote byZ the set of elements of the form a; + noas considered in Lem-
ma 4.8. It is clear that there exisig > 0 such that every element if£) is at
distance less thaR, of an element ofZ. Given this valueR,, we now fixR; as
given from Lemma 4.7. Let us define the set

A=2Z2’n{ajlacR, je Z}U{k|3jc Zywith|j| = |k|}),

which has the property that there is no forbidden step staftomz?2 \ A. Define
furthermore
B ={j €({20)| jnf [k —j|> R} .

By Lemma 4.7 and the definition @&, every element oB can be reached by a
path fromZ containing no forbidden steps, therefddeC Z.,. On the other hand,
it is easy to see that there exigts> 0 such that for every element gfe (2) \ B
with |j| > R, there exists an elementj) € Z, and an element(j) € B such
thatj can be reached fror(j) with a finite number of steps in the directiafy).
Furthermore, ifR is chosen sufficiently large, none of these steps crodsesd
therefore none of them is forbidden. We have thus shown hieaetexists? > 0
such thatZ,, contains{j € (Z,) | |7|> > R}.

In order to help visualizing this construction, Figure 1whdhe typical shapes
of the sets4 (dashed lines) an® (gray area), as well as a possible choice @)
andk(5), givenj. (The black dots on the intersections of the circles andities|
making upA depict the elements d.)

We can (and will from now on) assume thiais an integer. The last step in the
proof of Proposition 4.4 is
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Lemma 4.9 Assume that there exists an integér> 1 such thatZ., contains
{7 € (20)|1j]* = R}. ThenZ, also contains{j € (Zy) ||i|*> > R — 1}.

Proof. Assume that the sdtj € (Z,)||j|*> = R — 1} is non-empty and choose
an elementj from this set. SinceZ, contains at least two elements that are not
collinear, we can choosk € Z; such thatk is not collinear toj. SinceZ is
closed under the operatign— —k, we can assume thaf, k) > 0. Consequently,
one hagj + k| > R, and soj + k € Z,, by assumption. The same argument
shows thatj + k|? > |k|? + 1, so the step-k starting fromj + k is not forbidden
and thereforé € Z.. O

This shows thatz,, = (Z,) and therefore completes the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.4. [

4.2 Malliavin Calculus and the Navier-Stokes Equations

In this section, we give a brief introduction to some elemmaitMalliavin calcu-
lus applied to equation (2.1) to help orient the reader andidtation. We refer
to [MPO04] for a longer introduction in the setting of equati(2.1) and [Nua95,
Bel87] for a more general introduction.

Given av € L2 (Ry,R™), the Malliavin derivative of the/{-valued random
variablew; in the directionv, denotedDwy, is defined by

D¥uw, = lim O (W + eV, wp) — ®4(W, wo) ’
e—0 g

where the limit holds almost surely with respect to the Wiegneasure and where
we setV (t) = fot v(s) ds. Note that we allow to be random and possibly non-
adapted to the filtration generated by the incremeni$’ of

Defining the symmetrized nonlineari§(w, v) = B(Kw, v) + B(Kv, w), we
use the notatior/, ; with s < ¢ for the derivative flow between timesandt, i.e.
for every¢ € H, J, ;£ is the solution of

O Js 1€ = VAT 16 + Bwy, Js4€) t>s, Jo&=E€. (4.2)

Note that we have the important cocycle propefty = J,.;J, » for r € [s,].
Observe thab’w; = Ay ;v where the random operatdr; ; : L*([s, ], R™) —
‘H is given by

t
Ag v = / Jr 1 Qu(r)dr .

To summarize Jy ;£ is the effect onw; of an infinitesimal perturbation of the ini-
tial condition in the directiorf and A ;v is the effect onw; of an infinitesimal
perturbation of the Wiener process in the directioiV@$) = fos v(r)dr.

Two fundamental facts we will use from Malliavin calculug @mbodied in the
following equalities. The first amounts to the chain rules #econd is integration
by parts. For a smooth functign: H — R and a (sufficiently regular) process

awwm@D%szOYwmm)=E@wwA%@mm@). (4.3)
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The stochastic integral appearing in this expression iséaimiegral if the process
v Is adapted to the filtratioit; generated by the incrementsidf and a Skorokhod
integral otherwise.

We also need the adjoity, : H — L2([s,t],R™) defined by the duality
relation (A5 ,&,v) = (&, Asv), where the first scalar product is iR(Ls, t], R™)
and the second one is #. Note that one hasA; ,£)(r) = Q*J; &, whereJ;, is
the adjoint inH of J,. ;.

One of the fundamental objects in the study of hypoellipiftudions is the
Malliavin matrix M, ; e A 1 As - Agdlimpse of its importance can be seen from
the following. Foré € H, one sees that

m t
(Mo€,86) = Z/ (Je1Qei, €) ds .
i=1"0

Hence the quadratic forr/,;&, &) is zero for a directiorg only if no variation
whatsoever in the Wiener process at times ¢ could cause a variation ia; with
a non-zero component in the direction

We also recall that the second derivatikg ; of the flow is the bilinear map
solving

ath,t(£> 5,) = VAKs,t(éa 5/) + B(wt> Ks,t(gy 5,)) + B(Js,tglv Js,tg) ’
Ks,s(£>£,) =0.

It follows from the variation of constants formula th&t (¢, &) is given by

t
Koil6,€) = / i Bt JusE)dr . (4.4)

4.3 Motivating Discussion

It is instructive to proceed formally pretending thid ; is invertible as an operator
on 7. This is probably not true for the problem considered hevaa will cer-
tainly not attempt to prove it in this article, but the prooégented in Section 4.6
is a modification of the argument in the invertible case amtthat is instructive to
start there.

Settingé; = Jo &, & can be interpreted as the perturbationugfcaused by
a perturbatiort in the initial condition ofw;. Our goal is to find an infinitesimal
variation in the Wiener pathl’ over the interval (), t] which produces the same
perturbation at time as the shift in the initial condition. We want to choose the
variation which will change the value of the density the te&s other words, we
choose the path with the least action with respect to theienietluced by the
inverse of Malliavin matrix. The least squares solutionhig wariational problem
is easily seen to be, at least formally,= AatM(;tlgt wherev € L2([0,t],R™).
Observe thab"w; = Agv = Jo&. Considering the derivative with respect to
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the initial conditionw of the Markov semi-grouf®; acting on a smooth function
©, we obtain

(VPip(w), &) = Ew((W)(wt)Jo,tf) = Ew((VSO)(wt)Dth) (4.5)

¢ ¢
=E, <<p(wt)/0 v(s)dWs> < l@|loo Ew /0 v(s)dWs

were the penultimate estimate follows from the integrabgrparts formula (4.3).
Since the first and last term in the chain of implications Holdfunctions which
are simply bounded and measurable, the estimate extenggphyximation to that
class ofp. Furthermore since the constam]fot v(s)dW;| is independent ap, if
one can show it is finite and bounded independently ef 7 with ||£|| = 1, we
have proved thafVP; || is bounded and thus th& is strong Feller in the topol-
ogy of 7. Ergodicity then follows from this statement by means ofdlary 3.16.
In particular, the estimate in (4.1) would hold.

In a slightly different language, sinaeis the infinitesimal shift in the Wiener
path equivalent to the infinitesimal variation in the ifitandition&, one can write
down, via the Cameron-Martin theorem, the infinitesimalng®in the Radon-
Nikodym derivative of the “shifted” measure with respectilie original Wiener
measure. This is not trivial since in order to compute thdt shione uses in-
formation on{w;}scpo0.4q, SO it is in general not adapted to the Wiener process
Ws. This non-adaptedness can be overcome as section 4.8 desesns How-
ever the assumption in the above calculation th&t; is invertible is more seri-
ous. We will overcome this by using the ideas and understgnahich begin in
[Mat98, Mat99, EMS01, KS00, BKLO1].

The difficulty in inverting M+ partly lies in our incomplete understanding of
the natural space in which (2.1) lives. The knowledge ne¢dédentify on what
domain; can be inverted seems equivalent to identifying the conefetrence
measure against which to write the transition densities.“rBierence measure,”
we mean a replacement for the role of Lebesgue measure fritmmdimensional
diffusion theory. This is a very difficult proposition. Ant@inative was given in the
papers [Mat98, Mat99, KS00, EMS01, BKL0O1, Mat02b, BKLO2,i62a MY02].
The idea was to use the pathwise contractive propertiesedidiv at small scales
due to the presence of the spatial Laplacian. Roughly spgakihe system has
finitely many unstable directions and infinitely many statlleections. One can
then use the noise to steer the unstable directions togatitefet the dynamics
cause the stable directions to contract. This requiresniiad! scales to be enslaved
to the large scales in some sense. A stochastic version lofstdetermining modes
statement (cf [FP67]) was developed in [Mat98]. Such anagugr to prove ergod-
icity requires looking at the entire future #ecc (or equivalently the entire past) as
the stable dynamics only brings solutions together asytieptty. In the first works
in the continuous time setting [EMS01, Mat02b, BKL02], @Ginsv's theorem was
used to bring the unstable directions together complefelg02] demonstrated
the effectiveness of only steering all of the modes togedisgmptotically. Since
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all of these technigues used Girsanov’'s theorem, they medjaihat all of the un-
stable directions be directly forced. This is a type of pauilipticity assumption,
which we will refer to as “effective ellipticity.” The mainchievement of this text
is to remove this restriction. We also make another innowatvhich simplifies
the argument considerably. We work infinitesimally, empigythe linearization
of the solution rather than looking at solutions startirgnirtwo different starting
points.

4.4 Preliminary Calculations and Discussion

Throughout this and the following sections we fix once andafbthe initial con-
dition wy € H for (2.1) and denote by, the stochastic process solving (2.1)
with initial conditionwy. By E we mean the expectation starting from this initial
condition unless otherwise indicated. Recall also thetmmotey = tr QQ*. The
following lemma provides us with the auxiliary estimatesiathwill be used to
control various terms during the proof of Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 4.10 The solution of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations in the \igrtfor-
mulation (2.1) satisfies the following bounds:

1. There exist constants, g,y > 0, depending only o0&, andv, such that

t
eexp(v [ allus[fdr -t~ 5)) < Coxpinlunl?) . (46)

for everyt > s > 0 and for everyn < ny. Here and in the sequel, we use
the notation||w||; = ||[Vw]|.

2. There exist constantg, a,y > 0, depending only 08y andv, such that

N
Eexp(n Y wall = 7V) < explan]uo?), (4.7)
n=0

holds for everyV > 0, everyn < n, and every initial conditionuy € H.

3. For everyn > 0, there exists a constaidt = C'(&y, v, n) > 0 such that the
JacobianJy ; satisfies almost surely

t
ol < exp(n [ il ds+Ct). (4.9

for everyt > 0.

4. For everyn > 0 and everyp > 0, there exists' = C'(&y, v, n,p) > 0 such
that the Hessian satisfies

E|| K |” < C explnlwol*) ,

for everys > 0 and evenyt € (s,s + 1).
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The proof of Lemma 4.10 is postponed to Appendix A.

We now show how to modify the discussion in Section 4.3 to made of
the pathwise contractivity on small scales to remove thal riee the Malliavin
covariance matrix to be invertible on all &f.

The point is that since the Malliavin matrix is not inveréiblwe are not able
to construct a <€ L%([0,7],R™) for a fixed value ofI" that produces the same
infinitesimal shift in the solution as an (arbitrary but fixgmerturbationé in the
initial condition. Instead, we will construct @ € L2([0,c0), R™) such that an
infinitesimal shift of the noise in the directianproducesasymptoticallythe same
effect as an infinitesimal perturbation in the directignin other words, one has
| Jo.+& — Aptvoy — 0 ast — oo, wherew; denotes the restriction of to the
interval [0, t].

Setp; = Jo,:§ — Ao vo,t, the residual error for the infinitesimal variation in the
Wiener pathiV given byv. Then we have from (4.3) thepproximateintegration
by parts formula:

(VPip(w),€) = Eu ((V((n), &) = Eu((Ve) i) o)

E
Ew< Vo) (we) Ao ¢vo t) + Ew (V) (we)pr)
= Eu

D™ () ) + Eul(Vi) wi)pr)
— &0 (ptw) [ oW ) + E(ToNp0)
0

w

t
< el [ o W)+ 190IEulnll - (39

This formula should be compared with (4.5). Again if the @®s is not adapted
to the filtration generated by the increments of the WienecessiV (s), the in-
tegral must be taken to be a Skorokhod integral otherwiséntEgration can be
used. Note that the residual error satisfies the equation

Oupr = vApy + Blwy, pr) — Qut) , po =&, (4.10)

which can be interpreted as a control problem, wheigthe control and|p;|| is
the quantity that one wants to drive@o

If we can find av so thatp;, — 0 ast — oo andE]fOoo v(s) dW (s)| < oo then
(4.9) and Proposition 3.11 would imply that is asymptotically strong Feller. A
natural way to accomplish this would be to tak@) = Q'B(wy, ps), so that
oipr = vAp, and hencep, — 0 ast — oo. However for this to make sense
it would require thatB(w, p;) takes values in the range &f. If the number of
Brownian motionsm is finite this is impossible. Even iln = oo, this is still a
delicate requirement which severely limits the range ofiagpility of the results
obtained (see [FM95, Fer97, MS03]).

To overcome these difficulties, one needs to better incatpathe pathwise
smoothing which the dynamics possesses at small scalesugfifaur ultimate
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goal is to prove Theorem 4.1, which covers (2.1) in a fundaadgnhypoelliptic
setting, we begin with what might be called the “essentialliptic” setting. This
allows us to outline the ideas in a simpler setting.

4.5 Essentially Elliptic Setting

To help to clarify the techniques used in the sections whitlows and to demon-
strate their applications, we sketch the proof of the follmyvproposition which
captures the main results of the earlier works on ergoditignslated into the
framework of the present paper.

Proposition 4.11 Let P, denote the semigroup generated by the solutions to (2.1)
on#H. There exists aV, = N, (&, v) such that ifZ, contains{k € 22 , 0 <
|k| < N.}, then for anyp > 0 there exist positive constantsand~y so that

[VPipw)] < cexplllw]) (el + e[Vl ) -

This result translates the ideas in [EMS01, Mat02b, Hai62jur present setting.
(See also [Mat03] for more discussion.) The result doegdffom the previous
analysis in that it proceeds infinitesimally. However, bagiproaches lead to prov-
ing the system has a unique ergodic invariant measure.

The condition on the range @§ can be understood as a type of “effective el-
lipticity.” We will see that the dynamics is contractive fdirections orthogonal
to the range of). Hence if the noise smooths in these directions, the dyreamic
will smooth in the other directions. What directions aretcacting depends fun-
damentally on a scale set by the balance betwiendy (see [EMS01, Mat03]).
Proposition 4.3 holds given a minimal non degeneracy cammdindependent of
the viscosityr, while Proposition 4.11 requires a non-degeneracy camditihich
depends om.

Proof of Proposition 4.11L et 7, be the orthogonal projection onto the span of
{fr : |k| > N}andm, = 1 — 7,. We will fix N presently; however, we will
proceed assumingi, © rH C Range()) and thatm,Q is invertible on#,.

By (4.10) we therefore have full control on the evolutionmp, by choosingv
appropriately. This allows for an “adapted” approach whdcles not require the
controlv to use information about the future increments of the noisegssilV .

Our approach is to first define a procegswith the property thatr,(; is 0
after a finite time and,(; evolves according to the linearized evolution, and then
choosev such thatp; = ;. Sincern,(; = 0 after some time and the linearized
evolution contracts the high modes exponentially, we tgalitain the required
bounds on moments gf. One can in fact pick any dynamics which are convenient
for the modes which are directly forced. In the case when fathe modes are
forced, the choic&; = (1 — t/T).Jy £ for t € [0,T7] produces the well-known
Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula [EL94]. However, this formuleannot be applied in
the present setting as all of the modes are not necessantydo
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For¢ € H with ||£]| = 1, define¢; by

LM
2 7o

(With the convention that/0 = 0.) Set¢! = 7,¢; and¢} = m,(;. We define the
infinitesimal perturbation by

0iGt = +vATRG + 7ThB(U)zt> G), Go=¢. (4.11)

1 ¢
2|1l
BecauseF; € Hy, Q;lFt is well defined. It is clear from (4.10) and (4.12) that
p: and ¢, satisfy the same equation, so that indggd= ¢,. Since(; satisfies
olICEN? = —I¢f |1, one hasg|¢f || < |16l = |I€]l = 1. Furthermore, for any initial
conditionwg and any¢ with ||¢|| = 1, one hag|¢/|| = 0 for ¢ > 2. By calculations
similar to those in Appendix A, there exists a constargo that for any; > 0

) =Q,'Fy, F = + VA + mBwr, G) - (4.12)

C C
OGP < = (w2 = g — el ) I 12 + 5 e 1)

Hence,

C t
)12 hyj2 B 2 O 2
It < 1h1Pexp(~[1% = S5 e-tn [ el

C t 2
_ 2_ _ 2 2
+ Cexp( |:I/N V772} [t 2} + 77/0 erHldr> /0 ||wsl|1ds .

By Lemma 4.10, for any; > 0 andp > 1 there exist positive constantsand~ so
that for all IV sufficiently large

E”Cth”p <o+ Hc(f]t|’p)enl\wol\2e—’vt — 90 eMwoll? =t (4.13)

It remains to get control over the size of the perturbatiorSincev is adapted to
the Wiener path,

<E‘/0t v(s)dW(s)‘>2 < /OtEHv(s)Hst < C/OtEHFSHst .

Now since||m, B(u, w)|| < Cllul||Jw]], ||¢f]| < 1 and||¢f|| = 0 fort > 2, we see
from (4.12) that there exists@ = C'(N) such that for alk > 0
1/2
EIF2 < O (1gacay + Ellwdl'EICI")

By using (4.13) withp = 4, and picking/V sufficiently large, this implies that for
anyn > 0 there is a constartt’ such that

E(/OOO v(s) dW(s)‘ < Cexp(n|lwol]?) - (4.14)

Plugging (4.13) and (4.14) into (4.9), the result follows. O
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4.6 Truly Hypoelliptic Setting: Proof of Proposition 4.3

We now turn to the truly hypoelliptic setting. Unlike in theepious section, we
allow for unstable directions which are not directly fordadthe noise. However,
Proposition 4.4 shows that the randomness can reach aléafrtstable modes of
interest,i.e. those in?. In order to show (4.1), we fix from now oh € H with
l€]| = 1 and we obtain bounds ofV P, p(w), £) that are independent gf

The basic structure of the argument is the same as in thedingceection on
the essentially elliptic setting. We will construct an int@simal perturbation of the
Wiener path over the time intervad,[t] to approximately match the effect on the
solutionw; of an infinitesimal perturbation of the initial condition an arbitrary
direction¢ € A.

However, since not all of the unstable directions are in tmege of(Q, we
can no longer infinitesimally correct the effect of the pdyation in the low mode
space. We rather proceed in a way similar to the start of@eeti3. However,
since the Malliavin matrix is not invertible, we will reguize it and thus construct
awv which compensates for the perturbationly asymptotically ag — oo. Our
construction produces@awhich isnot adaptedo the Brownian filtration, which
complicates a little bit the calculations analogous to4.JA more fundamental
difficulty is that the Malliavin matrix is not invertible omg space which is easily
identifiable or manageable, certainly not g IHence, the way of constructing
is not immediately obvious.

The main idea for the construction ofis to work with a regularized version
]\AIS,t gef M, + (8 of the Malliavin matrix M/, ;, for some very small parameter
5 to be determined later. The resultirﬂE‘l will be an inverse “up to a scale”
depending orB. To be more precise, define for integer values: dhe following
objects:

!JTL:J

Jo=J L

nnt An =4 My, = Ay A5y My = B+ M, .

n,n—i—% ! n<n 1

We will then work with a perturbatiom which is given by0 on all intervals of the
type [n + %, n + 1], and byw,, € L*([n,n + %], R™) on the remaining intervals.
We define the infinitesimal variation), by

v =AM Jpn (4.15)

where we denote as before by the residual of the infinitesimal displacement
at timen, due to the perturbation in the initial condition, which hest yet been
compensated by, i.e. p,, = Jo n& — Ao nvo,n. From now on, we will make a slight
abuse of notation and writg, for the perturbation of the Wiener path an | + %]
and its extension (bg) to the interval b, n + 1].

We claim that it follows from (4.15) thad,, is given recursively by

Pt = JnBM pn (4.16)
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with py = ¢£. To see the claim observe that (4.16) impliBS, 1 10n = JnJnpn =
JnAnvn + pne1. Using this and the definitions of the operators involveds it
straightforward to see that indeed

N—-1 N—-1
Ag Nvo,N = Z Tt 1) NI Apvn = Z(Jn,an — Jin+1),NPn+1)
n=0 n=0
= Jon§ — pN -

Thus we see that at tim&', the infinitesimal variation in the Wiener patly x
corresponds to the infinitesimal perturbation in the ihit@ndition & up to an error
PN -

It therefore remains to show that this choicevdfias desirable properties. In
particular we need to demonstrate properties similar th3and (4.14). The
analogous statements are given by the next two proposiubiase proofs will be
the content of sections 4.7 and 4.8. The first relies heavilthe results obtained
in [MPO4].

Proposition 4.12 For anyn > 0, there exist constant$ > 0 andC' > 0 such that

C expllwo*)

P R

(4.17)

holds for everyN > 0.

This proposition shows that we can construet ahich has the desired effect
of driving the errorp, to zero ag — oc. However for this to be useful, the “cost”
of shifting the noise by (i.e. the norm ofv in the Cameron-Martin space) must
be finite. Since the time horizon is infinite, this is not aitiwequirement. In the
“essentially elliptic” setting, it was demonstrated inl@). In the truly hypoelliptic
setting, we obtain

Proposition 4.13 For anyn > 0, there exists a constant so that

N C 2 [ 1 2
E| /O v AW (s)| < o] <Z(E||pnu1°>5> (4.18)

n=0
(Note that the powet0 in this expression is arbitrary and can be brought as close
to 2 as one wishes.)
Plugging these estimates into (4.9), we obtain Proposii8n

4.7 Controlling the Error: Proof of Proposition 4.12

Before proving Proposition 4.12, we state the following tea which summarizes
the effect of our control on the perturbation and shall bes@doat the end of this
section.
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Lemma 4.14 For every two constants,n > 0 and everyp > 1, there exists a
constants, > 0 such that

2
E(lon+117 1 Fn) < el o, |17

holds almost surely whenevgr< j;.
Proof of Proposition 4.12Define

_ llonsall™
Cn - 10 )
[lonl]

with the convention tha€’,, = 0 if p,, = 0. Note that sincé|py| = 1, one has
1p]|80 = ]_[2’:1 Cp. We begin by establishing some propertieshfand then use
them to prove the proposition.

Note that| M, || < 1 and so, by (4.8) and (4.16), for eveyy> 0 there exists
a constant’;, > 0 such that

. R . R n+1
Co < BN T < [l < exp(n [ P ds + )

(4.19)
almost surely. Note that this bound is independent.oNext, for given values of
nandR > 0, we define

CnR:

)

e if w2 > 2R,
e"®C,,  otherwise.

Obviously bothC,, andC,, r are 7, i-measurable. Lemma 4.14 shows that for
everyR > n~!, one can find & > 0 such that

1
E(ChR|Fn) < 5+ amostsurely (4.20)

Note now that (4.19) and the definition 6f, r immediately imply that

n+1
Co < Conexp(n [ lwl?ds +ulunl? +C,—nR) (@21

almost surely. This in turn implies that

N N N n+1
[[cn<TlCin+ [Tew(z [ Il ds+ 2qunl? +20, - 20R)

n=1 n=1 n

n=1
N N
< [IC2n+exp(1n Y llwnl? +2N(C, — nR))
n=1 n=1

N+1
+ exp(4n [ws||% ds + 2N(C,, — nR)) .
n
0

Now fix n > 0 (not too large). In light of (4.6) and (4.7), we can then cleofis
sufficiently large so that the two last terms satisfy the megubounds. Then, we
chooses sufficiently small so that (4.20) holds and the estimateoied. O
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To prove Lemma 4.14, we will use the following two lemmas. Tinst is
simply a consequence of the dissipative nature of the emuatBecause of the
Laplacian, the small scale perturbations are strongly @anp

Lemma 4.15 For everyp > 1, everyT > 0, and every two constantg n > 0,
there exists an orthogonal projectay onto a finite number of Fourier modes such
that

E[l(1 = mp)Jo | < vexp(nlwol?) (4.22)
EllJo (1 — m)[IP < v exp(n|woll?) - (4.23)

The proof of the above lemma is postponed to the appendix.s&bend lemma
is central to the hypoelliptic results in this paper. It ig #inalog of (4.14) from
the essentially elliptic setting and provides the key totaling the “low modes”

when they are not directly forced and Girsanov’s theorenmothe used directly.
This result makes use of the results in [MP04] which conttiesheart of the anal-
ysis of the structure of the Malliavin matrix for equationiRin the hypoelliptic

setting.

Lemma 4.16 Fix ¢ € H and define

¢ = BB+ Mo) o€ .

Then, for every two constantsn > 0 and every low-mode orthogonal projector
my, there exists a constamt > 0 such that

2
El|meC[[? < el ol jig |

Remark 4.17 Since one has obviously thit|| < ||.Jo]|, this lemma tells us that
applying the operatop(s + My)~! (with a very small value of3) to a vector

in 7 either reduces its norm drastically or transfers most ofritass” into the
high modes (where the cutoff between “high” and “low” modgsarbitrary but
influences the possible choices®)f This explains why the contralis set to0 for

half of the time in Section 4.6: In order to ensure that themof p,, gets really
reduced after one step, we choose the control in such a wagthar A,,)~*J,

is composed by, using the fact embodied in Lemma 4.15 that the Jacobian will
contract the high modes before the low modes start to grovefouantrol.

Proof of Lemma 4.16For a > 0, let A, denote the evenir,(|| > «||¢|l1. We
also define the random vectors

o) = XA, W), Calw) = (W) — Glw), we,

wherew is the chance variable ang, is the characteristic function of a sdt It
is clear that )
EllmeCall” < o E|C]IT -
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Using the bounds (4.8) and (4.6) on the Jacobian and thehfaici4; is a bounded
operator from#; (the Sobolev space of functions with square integrablevaeri
tives) into#1, we get

— A~ ’Y w 2
EllmeCall” < oE[[C|} < o”E[Jog|[} < e Vgl (4.24)

(with » and~ as in the statement of the proposition) for sufficiently dmalFrom
now on, we fixa such that (4.24) holds. One has the chain of inequalities

(Cas MoCa) < (C7{\40C> < (¢, (Mo Jﬁﬁ)@ )
= B(Jo&, B(Mo + B) L Jo€) < Bl Jo€]l? -

From Lemma B.1, we furthermore see that, for eyery- 0, there exists a constant
C such that

(4.25)

P((MoCas Ca) < £llCall?) < CeP* expln||wo|®) ,
holds for everyw, € # and every e (0, 1). Consequently, we have

H<04”2 1 ~ 3P0 PO
P~ =) < PUMoGas ) < BlGalld) < Cmem extrfunl )

where we made use of (4.25) to get the first inequality. Thidies that, for every
p,q > 1, there exists a constaat such that

ISallt Y & g0 2 26
(o Fe) < OF" extalunll®) (4.26)

Since||m¢a|| < [|¢all1 and

2p R
Fleli = \/E(\|‘§§5”||12P)E”Jof”2p ’

it follows from (4.26) and the bound (4.8) on the Jacobiar,thg choosings
sufficiently small, one gets

w 2
Ellmecall? < Zerlol e (4.27)

Note thatE||m.(||P = E||m¢Ca||P + E||me.||P since only one of the previous two
terms is nonzero for any given realizatian The claim thus follows from (4.24)
and (4.27). O

Using Lemma 4.15 and Lemma 4.16, we now give the

Proof of Lemma 4.14Define(,, = ﬁﬁn‘ljnpn, so thatp,,+1 = JnCn. It follows
from the definition ofM/,, and the bounds (4.8) and (4.6) on the Jacobian that there
exists a constant' such that

LYTTE:
E(¢all” | Fn) < Cez 1o, |17,
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uniformly in 5 > 0. Applying (4.23) to this bound yields the existence of a pro-
jectorm, on a finite number of Fourier modes such that

E([Ja(1 = m)Call? | F) < yvelonl®||p, |17 .

Furthermore, Lemma 4.16 shows that, for an arbitrarily swelle 7, one can
chooses sufficiently small so that

~ N 2
E(lmeGall” | Fa) < Fez o 7 .

Applying again thea priori estimates (4.8) and (4.6) on the Jacobian, we see that
one can choos# (and thusB) sufficiently small so that

- 2
E(I JumeCalP | Fn) < el o [P
and the result follows. 0

4.8 Cost of the Control : Proof of Proposition 4.13

Since the process, ; is not adapted to the Wiener procé$¥s), the integral must
be taken to be a Skorokhod integral. We denotéhy the Malliavin derivative

of a random variablé" at times (see [Nua95] for definitions). Suppressing the de-
pendence on the initial conditian, we obtain from the definition of the Skorokhod
integral and from the corresponding 1td isometry (seg[Nua95, p. 39])

(E(/ON w(s) dW(s)D2 < E(/ON w(s) dW(s))2
2 SN L 2
< B+ 3 / / END ()| ds dt

(Remember that,,(t) = 0 on [n + %,n + 1].) In this expression, the nort- ||
denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm am x m matrices, so one has

moomsd
/ / ED v dsdt = 3 / E|[Dio, || ds
n n i—1 7"

where the nornj|- | is in L*([n, n+ 3], R™) andD’ denotes the Malliavin derivative
with respect to théth component of the noise at tinse

In order to obtain an explicit expression fof,v,,, we start by computing sep-
arately the Malliavin derivatives of the various expressithat enter into its con-
struction. Recall from [Nua95] thab‘w, = s,tQe; for s < t. It follows from
this and the expression (4.2) for the Jacobian that the dadliderivative of/; ;£
is given by

DT 1€ = vADLT, 1€ + B(wy, DLJg1€) + B(J,1Qei, Js 4£) -
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From the variation of constants formula and the expresgiaf) for the process,
we get
. K, (Qe;, Js r if r>s,
DiJ, € = & ) _ (4.28)
Ks,t(Jr,sQeiaf) if r <s.

In the remainder of this section, we will use the conventtwat tf A : H1 — Ha is
a random linear map between two Hilbert spaces, we denol&, dy: H; — Ho
the random linear map defined by

(DyA)h = (Dy(AR), ;) .
With this convention, (4.28) yields immediately
Dydyw = K, 1 (Jogw, Qei)  forr € [n,n+ 5] (4.29)

T

Similarly, we see from (4.28) and the definition.4f that the ma@? A, given by

DIA h = / ' K, 41 (JsrQh(s), Qei)) ds (4.30)

n+2
+ / 2 Kr,n—i—% (QN(s), JrsQei)) ds -

We denote its adjoint b A% . SinceM,, = 8+ A, A}, we get from the chain
rule
DM =~ M ((DEA,) A7 + A, (DLAG) ) M

Sincep,, is F,,-measurable, one hﬁ;pn = 0 for » > n. Therefore, combining
the above expressions with the Leibniz rule applied to tHanitien (4.15) ofv,
yields

Div, = (DLAR) M, Jnpy + AL M, (DL, ) pn
— A, M ((DEA,) A + A, (DEAZ) ) My Fpn

SinceM,, = 8 + A, A%, one has the almost sure bounds
AR <1, M P A < 1L MR < TR
This immediately yields
ID5vn [l < 387 HDEAL I Tallllpall + 872[DLT, Hnll -

Combining this with (4.30), (4.29), and Lemma 4.10, we olytéor everyn > 0,
the existence of a constafitsuch that

E|[Div, |2 < Cell® 3-2(E || p, |10 .

Applying Lemma 4.10 to the definition af, we easily get a similar bound for
E|[v,,||?, which then implies the quoted resuilt.
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5 Discussion and Conclusion

Even though results obtained in this work are relatively plate, they still leave a
few questions open.

Do the transition probabilities for (2.1) converge towattuks invariant measure
and at which rate? In other words, do the solutions to (2.¢¢ ltlae mixing prop-
erty? We expect this to be the case and plan to answer thif@uésa subsequent
publication.

What happens if{ # H and one starts the system with an initial condition
wy € H\ H? If the viscosity is sufficiently large, we know that the canpnt
of w, orthogonal taX will decrease exponentially with time. This is however not
expected to be the case wheis small. In this case, we expect to have (at least)
one invariant measure associated to every (closed) sub$pawariant under the
flow.

How does the sequence of invariant measures for (2.1) behathe limit
v — 07 It is known that under a particular scaling of the noises #equence
of measures is tight and every subsequence converges tvaraim measure for
the Euler equation [Kuk04]. However, this scaling produtiesting solutions
with zero dissipation rate so they do not seem appropriatddscribing turbulent
behavior. In any case, it would be interesting to have moferimation on the
gualitative behavior of these measures, in particular eir thils.

Appendix A A Priori Estimates for the Navier-Stokes Equations

Note: The letterC denotes generic universal constants that do not depencdeon th
parameters of (2.1). The value 6f can change from one line to the next even
within the same equation.

We define fora € R and forw a smooth function on0f, 27r]% with mean0 the

norm ||wl| by
lwiia = > [k,
k€z2\{0,0}
where of coursav, denotes the Fourier mode with wavenumber Define fur-
thermore Lw), = —iwpk™"/||k||? and B(u,v) = (u - V)v. Then the following
relations are useful (cf. [CF88]):

(B(u,v), w) = —(B(u,w),v) ifV-u=0 (A1)
[(B(u,v), w)| < lulls, [[v]l14syllwlls;  si>0,3 s =1 (A.2)
IKulla = [[ulla—1 (A.3)

2

_93=8 .
Julld < ellul|2 +e 7= ul> if0<a<pB<yande>0. (Ad)

Before we turn to the proof of Lemma 4.10, we give the follogviessential
bound on the solutions of (2.1).
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Lemma A.1 There exist constantg > 0, C' > 0, and~ > 0 such that for every
t > 0 and everyy € (0, 7], the bound

E exp@y||w:|?) < C explre " ||Jwol|?) (A.5)
holds.

Proof. From (A.1) and Ités formula, we get

t t
HthZ—HonZ—i—ZV/O erH%dr:/O (w,, QAW (r)) + Eot

where we sef, = tr QQ*. Using the fact that||w,.||? > v|/w,||? for somey > 0,
we get

_ & t L b
el < e P+ 2+ / e (s, QAW () / & |2
0 0

Note now that there exists a constant> 0 such thaty|jw, > > £[Q*w,|?, so
that [Mat02a, Lemma A.1] implies
& K
P(llwrll? — e w2 = 22 > =) < e
vy«
The bound (A.5) follows immediately. O

We now turn to the

Proof of Lemma 4.10Point 1. From (A.1) and It6’s formula, we get
t t
el =l +20 [l dr = [, QW) + Eote - ),
where we sef, = tr QQ*. Multiplying this equation byy on both sides, we get
t
[ @l = 221Q w1 dr = 3w | = vl (A6)
t t
+ ’y/ (wy, Q AW (r)) — 72/ 1Q*w,||? dr + vEo(t — s) .

There existsyy such thaty||Q*w|| < v|jw||?, so we will assume that < g in
the sequel. Exponentiating on both sides, taking expecistiand applying the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yields

t
Eexp( [ vijurfdr) < 09 EepnTul?
S

The result now follows immediately from Lemma A.1.
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Point 2. Taking conditional expectations with respectA@ _; on the left hand
side of (4.7) and applying Lemma A.1, one has

N N-1
Eexp(n > [lwall?) < CEexp(ne " un 1>+ > Jwnl?) -
n=0 n=0

Applying this procedure repeatedly, one obtains

N
Eexp(n Y llwal?) < Y explan|uo ).
n=0

wherea = "7, e~7". This computation is valid, provided is smaller thany,
so the result follows by taking; = 79/a.

Point 3. We define$; = Jy &, for some, € H. The evolution of; is then given
by (4.2). We thus have for th&-norm of¢ the equation

K& = —20| V&I + 2(B(CE, wy), &) -

Equation (A.1) yields the existence of a consté@nsuch tha|(B(Kh, w), ()| <
Cllw|l1[Il[¢]l1 /2 for example. By interpolation, we get

c n
20(BUCh, w), Q) < VIICHE + 57 K1 + 5 lwlli2* (A7)
and therefore
alEl? < —v[VEI? + S N6l + Liwnl 262 A.8
W[6el]” < —v[|VE +n2VH£tII +2||wt||1\|£t|| , (A.8)

for everyn > 0. This yields (4.8).

Point 4. This bound follows in a rather straightforward way from (A.Standard
Sobolev estimates and interpolation inequalities givatiersymmetrized nonlin-
earity B the bound

1B, w)]| < C(l[ully j2lwlh + el llw]l/2)
< C(lu |l wllh + [fw] 2wl 1) -

Combining this with the definition (4.4) dk; ; and bound (A.9) yields fos, ¢t €
[0,1]

t
3/2
Kol < C / Va1 [/ T [V2 i

< cenln [ furliar).

where we used the integrability ¢f — s|~3/* in the second step. This concludes
the proof of Lemma 4.10. O
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Proof of Lemma 4.15In order to get (4.22), we show that with the above nota-
tions, one can get bounds ¢h||; as well. To achieve this we define, for a constant
e > 0 to be fixed later(; = ||&||> + te||&]|2. Using (A.8) to bound the derivative
of the first term and combining (A.2) with (A.3) for the otherins, we then getin

a straightforward way

C
06 < (e = MIV&I® + o6l + gl lel?
— 2tev]l&l3 + 2tCllwnll €l e

By (A.4), we get

C

2C w1 [|Rll2]lAll 2 < 2vallwlli||hll2]lk]l: + n—waHthHthH
C

< vl|AlI3 +nllwlF AT + Wllwllfllh\l2 :

this immediately yields

C n  teC
2 2 2 2
06 < = Del + oIl + (5 + s ) el e

— tev||&ll3 + tenllwelIFIEN7T -

If we takee sufficiently small (of the orden.?), we get

C
06 < (o, +ulwnl) G, fort € 0,1, (A9)

and therefore

é 1
6ol < 5 expn [l as) ol
0

for some (possibly rather large) constant!f we now definery as the orthogonal
projection on the set of Fourier modes wijth > N, we have

1
Imneill < &l -

The bound (4.22) immediately follows by taking = 1 — 7 for NV sufficiently
large.

We now turn to the proof of the bound (4.22). We defineas above (but
reserve the right to choose the precise valuéVokater) and set; = 7,& and
&l = (1 — m)&. With these notations, (4.22) amounts to obtaining boumdi&d|
with £§ = 0. We have

OH|IEN? = —2v||VEN® + 2(B(KCE, we), &) — 2(B(Kwy, ), €
NEM? = —20||VER? + 2(BCE, we), 1) — 2(B(Kwy, €1, &) .
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In order to bound the second line, we use th&t) (> > N?||¢!||? and that
{(B(ICh, w), h™)| + (B(Kw, &), &) < 2[jw||1||€]||€"]1. For the first line, we
use (A7) With¢ = hy and the bound(B(Cw, €9, €M) < €] o] 1€ We
thus obtain
) 212 < g 2 212 C 211 ¢h |2 A.10
L€ 117 < e +nllwell7) €117 + Cllwe[ITIE 7 (A.10)
OIENN? < —vNZ(IEL + CllwilflIEN? (A.11)

for an arbitrary value ofy and for a constant’ depending on but independent of
N andn. This immediately leads fof¢||? to the bound

t
_ 2 _ 204
le?|* < e t\|€8\|2+0/0 e~ N |11 Jo,s |1 ds

—uN2tehp2 . © ! 2 ' 2
< NI + g expln | lwslitds + 0)y ) [ s ds

where we made use of point 3 to bound the Jacobian. Combihiagaith the
bound of point 1 shows that, for evenyevery~, everyp, and everyl’, there exists
a constantVy such that

_ 2 2
Eull€l? < 2e7 N Peg |17 + eI g |17 (A.12)

forallt € [0,T] and all N > Nj. Sincegé = 0 by assumption, it follows from
(A.10) that

t C(t—s) t
et <0 [ exp( = [l ar) o ik 2 ds

t8CU=9) gy [t w2 dr 1/8 , [t 1/4 t
< ([ ettt ) B [Cghipas) ) [z
0 0 0

The required bound (4.23) now follows easily by taking exatons and using
point 1. O

Appendix B Estimates on the Malliavin Matrix
As an easy corollary of Theorem 6.2 in [MP04], one gets:

Lemma B.1 Denote byM the Malliavin matrix over the time interva, %] and
defineH as above. For eveny, 7, p and every orthogonal projectiom; on a finite
number of Fourier modes, there existssuch that

P((Mg, ) <elplh) < Ce” exp(n|jwol?) , (B.1)

holds for every (random) vecter € H satisfying||mp| > of¢ll1 almost surely,
for everye € (0,1), and for everyw, € H.
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Proof. Define the seb (M, K) by
SIM,K)={peH]| lel=1, Vel <M, |mel>K}.
Then, Theorem 6.2 in [MP04] says that

i < (2P 2y _
P(cpES!?]&LK)(M .0 < 5) < Ce? expln|jwol|*) (B.2)

Define now the se§’(a) by

S'@)={elllelh =1, [meel =a}.

It is clear that (B.1) is equivalent to (B.2) witsi()/, K) replaced byS’(«). Fur-
thermore, one has
S'e)c |J ase™a),

a€la,1]

which concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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