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INVARIANT MEASURE FOR 2D STOCHASTIC
CAHN-HILLIARD-NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

ZHAOYANG QIU

ABSTRACT. Using the Maslowski and Seidler method, the existence of invariant measure
for 2-dimensional stochastic Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equations with multiplicative
noise is proved in state space L2 x H', working with the weak topology. Also, the
existence of global pathwise solution is investigated using the stochastic compactness
argument.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of dynamical behaviour of solutions to SPDEs is a major subject, especially
in geophysical flow, climate dynamics, gene regulation system, chemical reaction systems.
Here we consider the existence of invariant measure to the 2-dimensional stochastic Cahn-
Hilliard-Navier-Stokes(CH-NS) equations with multiplicative noise in a smooth bounded
domain D,

du — (nAu — (u-V)u — Vp+ pVo)dt = h(u, Vo)dW,
do + (u- V)odt — voApdt = 0,

H = _V1A¢ + Hf(¢)7

V-u=0,

(1.1)

which describe the motion of two immiscible mixture fluid, consisting of the Navier-Stokes
equations governing the fluid velocity and a convective Cahn-Hilliard equation which is
responsible for the order parameter standing for the relative concentration of one of the
fluids. For further physical background, see [6],16],T9-2T].

In equations (ILTl), u,p and ¢ denote the velocity, pressure and the phase parameter,
respectively. v is the viscosity of the fluid, here we assume that vy = 1. Here p stands
for the chemical potential of binary mixtures which is the variational derivative of the
quantity (free energy functional):

B(0) = [ FIV6E + nF(e)da.

where F(¢) = f0¢ f(r)dr, the two physical parameters v, x describe the interaction be-
tween two phases. Especially, the constant vy > 0 is related to the thickness of the
interface between the two fluids. 9 > 0 is the mobility constant. In physical background,
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a representative example of F' is logarithmic type, that is,
F(s)=co[(1+s)In(1 +5) + (1 —s)In(1 — s)] — e18%,¢1 > ¢o > 0,

where s € (—1,1). Usually, we use a polynomial approximation of the type F(¢) = C1¢* —
Cy¢? taking place of the type of logarithmic, where C, Cy are two positive constants.
The system (1)) is equipped with the following natural no-flux boundary conditions

29| _ 90

on|yp  On =0 (12)

oD

where n is the outward normal on the boundary 0D. It is easily to check that above
conditions imply

o

oD

together with equation (L), yields the conservation form of phase parameter ¢, that is

(6(1)) == ﬁ /D o(t, 2)dz = (6(0)),

for all ¢ > 0, where |D| is the Lebesgue measure of D. For the boundary condition of wu,
we impose the following Dirichlet boundary condition

ulop = 0. (1.4)
Moreover, the initial data is

u($70) = u0($)’ (;5(3),0) = (;50(3)) (1'5)

Let (Q, F,P) be a complete probability space. W is a cylindrical Wiener process defined
on the Hilbert space H, which is adapted to the complete, right continuous filtration
{Fi}i>0. Namely, W = >, - exfr with {e}r>1 being the complete orthonormal basis
of H and {Bj}r>1 being a sequence of independent standard one-dimensional Brownian
motions. Considering an auxiliary space Hy D H, define by

Ho = h:Zakek : Zaik‘z <00y,

k>1 k>1

with the norm ||h\|%_l0 = p>1 a2k~2. Observe that the mapping ® : H — H, is Hilbert-
Schmidt. We also have that W € C([0,00), Hp) almost surely, see [7].

Although the complicated phenomenon of mixture fluid is still far from being well-
understood, since its importance in physics and the mathematical challenge, CH-NS
equations already received widely attention both in deterministic and stochastic areas,
see [10],I3HI7,19L25127].

The study of invariant measure could be traced back to the 1930’s, see [20], the well-
known method of proving the existence of invariant measure was introduced by Krylov-
Bogoliubov which was limited to the state space of Markov process lay in the locally
compact spaces. Then, the relative theory was extended to case of the infinite dimensional
Banach spaces, see [3/[I1]. Both of the cases highly require, first the semigroup Py is Feller,
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second, find a Borel probability measure £ on the state space X and T such that the set
of measures

1 T
M= {T/o Predt T > To} (1.6)

is tight where Py is the dual semigroup, see [§], which requires us to find a auxiliary set
compactly embedding into the state space.

First, in the background of SPDEs, the weak solution generally possesses the property
of continuous in state space under the weak topology, second, in our case, even if for
the phase parameter ¢, we have the auxiliary set H? < H' compactly, the high-order
nonlinear term f(¢) and the special constitution cause the difficulty to get the bound for
fo EHAqﬁH ds ~ O(t) for t large. These two reasons push us to make us of the method

developed by Maslowski and Seidler [23] extending the Krylov-Bogoliubov theory to work
with the weak topology which simplifies the proof of (L.6]). The method is widely occupied
recently, see [5] for beam equation and nonlinear wave equation, [4] for the Navier-Stokes
equation in unbounded domain, [I] for the damped 2D Euler equation.

In order to construct the transition semigroup to 2-dimensional stochastic CH-NS sys-
tem (LI)-(L3), the existence of global pathwise solution as a cornerstone will be shown
by a stochastic compactness approach instead of the Galerkin-type approximation conver-
gence method applied by [2l25]. The specific strategy is, following the Yamada-Watanabe
theorem, to verify the existence of martingale solution (weak in probability sense), then
the known uniqueness result as well as the Gyongy-Krylov characterization allows us to
recover the compactness. Here, we impose the following two conditions on noise intensity
operator h: there exist two constants K, K; such that

G110 V9 ) < Ko(1 + (0 V)13,

C.2 [|h(u1, Vo)lIZ, 3 x) < Ka(L+ [I(ur — u2, V(b1 — ¢2)) %),
where Lo(H,X) denotes the collection of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, the set of all linear
operators G from H to the Banach space X, with the norm ||G||%2(H x) = D k1 |Ger||%-

Required by the tightness of (L8] on space (L2 x H1),, the quantity

t
| EIVelE;ds
0

at most has a linear growth with respect to time t. Unlike the coupled SPDEs with
the ”symmetric” construction, here it seems impossible to acquire this quantity directly
by taking inner product in equation (IIJ),. In addition, the high-order nonlinear term
f(¢) also makes the estimate challenging which forces us to consider the most physically
specific case f(¢) = C1¢3 — Oz, see Remark 321 To overcome these difficulties, two extra
conditions are imposed on constant K and the mobility constant v, that is,

C.3 the fixed constant K in C.1 safisfies C Ky < 2, where C = C(D) is constant,

C.4 the mobility constant v is large.
For further technique details, see the Step 2 of Lemma

The rest of paper goes as follows. We present the weak formula of the system in Section
2. In Section 3 we mainly focus on the global existence and uniqueness of the pathwise
solution, also the necessary estimates are given. In section 4, we provide the auxiliary result
which is crucial in both establishing the existence of pathwise solution and the sequentially
weakly continuous of transition semigroup. The existence of invariant measure is proved in
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Section 5. An Appendix is also included afterwards to state the results that are frequently
used in the paper.

2. WEAK FORMULATION

At the beginning, we provide some preliminaries. Throughout the paper, we use the

notation
VX = [P0, T;X), L X := LP(Q; X),
CoX :=C0,T); X), WHPX :==W>P(0,T; X)

for aw € (0,1],p > 1, where X is the Banach space and 2 is the sample space. Here, we use
the fractional order Sobolev space with respect to time ¢, since the evolution equations
forced by noise only have a-order Hélder continuous in ¢ for a € (0, 1), see [9,[12]. Denote
X' as the dual of Banach space X, E as the mathematical expectation. The notation (-, -)
defines the dual between the space X and its dual space X’.

Let X, be the Hilbert space X with the weak topology. Introduce

C(]0,T7; Xy) := the space of X valued weakly continuous function,
endowed with the weak topology such that the mapping
u > (u, h)
is continuous for any h € X, which is a quasi-Polish space, for more details see [5], and
(LY X),, := the space LP(0,T; X) with the weak topology.

We say a functional f: X — R is sequentially weakly continuous if x,, — x weakly star
in X, then f(z,) — f(x), where X is the Banach space, and we use Cj(X,,) to stand for
the bounded weakly continuous function.

Denote LZ,p > 1 the usual space of p-order Lebesgue integrable function on space
domain D and 5

Sp . p. oY
H>P = {u € L¥; o

ellbi=1,--- ,s},
endowed with the norm

S
el = ullZy + 37 8 ull2,
i=1

Next, introduce the spaces of the fluid velocity u, denote
V ={u € CX(D);divu = 0 in D}.

Define by L% the closure of V with respect to the norm of L%, and H* the closure of V
with respect to the norm of H*.

The norm [|(u,v)|| 2 := [lullpz + [|vllz2 for u e L2, v € L3.

Define the Stokes operator by

Agu = —PAu, for all u € D(Ap) :={u e H?N Li}

where P is the Helmholtz-Leray projection. By the definition, we could have the operator
Ap is positive and self-adjoint on L2, and Ay L'is compact. Therefore, there exists a
sequence {ey }r>1 being an orthonormal basis for L2 of the Stokes operator Ay.

Also introduce the operator A1¢p = —A¢ for any

¢ € D(Ay) = {¢ € H*(D) : Ondplop =0} .



INVARIANT MEASURE FOR STOCHASTIC CH-NS EQUATIONS 5

The Poincaré inequality implies the H? norm is equivalent to the norm || A1 ()| 2 + ()]
To define the variational setting, we next define (bg, b1, bo) : D(Ag) x D(Ag) — L2, L2 x
D(Ay) — L2, D(Ag) x D(A;) — L2 as the bilinear operators such that

(bo(u,v), w) = /D(u - Vo) - wdx = By(u,v,w),

(b1 (1 6), w) = / (V6 - w)de = By(s, ),

D
tal0).p) = [ (0 90) - pdo = Ba(u 6. )
Note that,
bO(uvu) = Pu- Vu, bl(#) qb) = PMVQS
and for u € L2,v € H', ¢ € H!
By(u,v,v) =0, Ba(u,p,p)=0. (2.1)

With all these in hand, we could rewrite system (L.I) into the following form

du + Agudt + bo(u, w)dt — by (1 A10, ¢)dt = h(u, Vé)dW,

do + voAjudt + bg(u, qb)dt =0, (2.2)

p=uvid1¢+£Kf(9),

understanding on space (H!)’ x (H')" (the weak sense).

Remark 2.1. Since VF(¢) = f(¢)Vp, so uVo = -1 A¢p-Vo+ kVE(¢). The term VF(¢)
could be absorbed into the pressure. Hence, we could replace by (u, @) by b1 (1 A10, ¢).

In order to handle the stochastic term, the following Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
is essential, for an X-valued predictable process w € L?(Q; L3 ([0,00), L2(H,X))) by
taking wy = wey, it holds

P
2

t P T £ T
E | sup /de gc,,E</ kui(ﬂ,x)dt) = ¢ /ZHwkH?th ,
te[0,77 110 X 0 0 k>1
for any p > 1.

3. EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS AND THE NECESSARY ESTIMATES

In this section, we give the existence, uniqueness and the necessary estimates of the
solution to system (LI)-(LH). To simplify the notation, we denote

H:=L12 x H' H:=H" x H?.
Definition 3.1. (Martingale solution) Let A be a Borel probability measure on H with
Ju |z[PdA < C for a constant C. (2, F,{F; }¢>0,P, W, u, $) is a martingale solution to the
system (LI)-(T4]) with the initial data A if the following conditions hold:
1. (Q,F,{Ft}t>0,P) is a stochastic basis and {F;}¢>0 is complete right-continuous

filtration, W is a cylindrical Wiener process,
2. (u, ¢) is the F; progressive measurable processes with

w e LP(LPL2 N LAY, ¢ € LP(L°H' N L2 H?),
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3. A=Po (u07 ¢0)_17
4. for any v € H', v € H', t € [0,T), (u, ¢) satisfies P-a.s.
(u(t),v) + fOt(Aou v> + Bo(u u U) B (11 A9, ¢,v)ds
an + f() U v¢ )
(QS(t),Z_}) + f(]t V2<A1N7 > + B2(u ¢7 )dS - (¢07 )7

with
w=1v1A1¢0+ kf(¢), P-a.s.in D x (0,T).
Definition 3.2. (Pathwise solution) Let (2, F,P) be the fixed probability space. (u, )

is a global pathwise solution to the system (I.I])-(L3]) if the following conditions hold:
1. (u, @) is F; progressive measurable processes such that

w € LP(LL2 N LAY, ¢ € LP(L°H N L2H?),
2. for any v € HY, v € HY, t € [0,T], (u, ¢) satisfies P-a.s.
(u(t),v) + fg(Aou ’U> + Bo(u u U) Bi(v1A19, ¢,v)ds

UQ, +f0 u V¢ )
(6(t),7) + [y v AlM, 0) + Ba(u, ¢, v)ds = (¢o, v )7

with
w=1v1A1¢0+ kf(p), P-a.s.in D x (0,T).

Definition 3.3. (Uniqueness) If (ul, ®1), (uz, <;52) are two solutions of system (LII)-(T5).
Suppose that the initial data (u1(0),¢1(0)) and (u2(0), ¢2(0)) satisfy
) =

(11(0), ¢1(0)) = (u2(0), $2(0)),

then the pathwise uniqueness holds if
P{(ur(t2), 61(t,2)) = (ua(t, ), da(t,2)); Ve € [0,T]f =1

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the initial data (ug, ¢o) satisfies ||(uo, Po)||m < Cs for constant
C3 > 0, the operator h satisfies the Conditions C.1 and C.2. Then, there exists a unique
global pathwise solution to system (I1l)-({1.3) in the sense of Definitions[Z2I3.3.

Remark 3.1. The proof of Theorem 3.l was given in pioneering work [25], for deterministic
case see [16]. To identify the limit, the author implemented the Galerkin-type approxima-
tion convergence in mean square introduced by [2]. Here, unlike [25], we use the stochastic
compactness argument to establish the existence of pathwise solution.

Proof. For the proof of existence, the crucial technique details is the same with the result
built in Section 4, therefore, here we only give a simplify proof .

Existence. Step 1. For the existence of finite-dimensional Galerkin approximate solu-
tions, we refer the readers to [25], and also the sequence of approximate solutions (u,, ¢,,)
satisfies the following uniform a priori estimates in n for all p > 2

u, € LP(LPL2 N LIAY), ¢, € LE(LPH N L2H?), py, € LP(LIH"Y). (3.1)
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Remark 3.2. The proof of the a priori estimates ([B.I) is actually simpler than (GI7]).
Here, we do not have to handle the term (F(¢),1), since it has the bound from below.
Moreover, we could use the stochastic Gronwall lemma to absorb the term E fg HV(bH%i ds
arising from noise term, getting the upper bound with the exponential growth of ¢ which
is not suitable for proving the tightness of (I.6]) on the space H,,.

To order to obtain the tightness of the set of probability measures induced by the law
of (un, ¢rn), we need the following necessary estimate:
there exists constant C' such that for any « € (0, 3),a € (0,1]

Ellunlly, gg-1.8, + Eldallessn) < €, (3.2)

where C' is independent of n.

To simplify the notation, we use (u, ¢) replacing (u,, ¢,,). Note that, for a.s. w, and for
any € > 0, there exists t1,ty € [0,7] such that

H to Pu - Vuds” H t2 Pu - Vuds” .3
sup
tot) |th, — to|® |ta — t1]|*

Taking t = %, s = 2,7 = 2 in Lemma [6.1] and using Hoélder’s inequality, for a < 1,

t t
Hft' Pu-VudsHH%Y% Hftf PU'VUdSHHqé
E sup i < p
£, €[0,T] |t =] lta — 1]
t
ftf | Pu - Vu|’H71%dS
€
- |ty — ]
t
S Ml [ Vullg-1ds
[t2 — ta]®
1 2
(Bsupicior k)" (& [ 19ull-ras])
< +e€
[tz — 1]
3 s !
<l|to —t1]*"* [ E sup HuHLz <E/ HuH%pds) +e€
te[0,7 t1
<C. (3.3)

Similarly, one can estimate
t t2
o L sond e o],
t,t/€[0,T] it —t|* - [ta — t1|*

ff | A10]| -1 | VB 1 ds
|t — tq|*

+e€

1

1
2 to 2
< to — 11" E sup |Vl <E/ Hw\%lds) +e€
te[0,T t1
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<, (3.4)

also, taking t = 1,s = 3,7 = 2 in Lemma [6.1] and using the embedding L2 <« H %3,

fow-vois], o vous]

szl

E sup < +e€
t,'€[0,T] [t — 1| ta — t1]@
t
< Eftf [ullg-13[ V| grds
- |ta — t1]*
1
- Eftlz lullrz [Vl g ds
B |ta —t1]®
1 2 % f2 2 %
<l == (B e fully ) (2 [ 1v0la) e
€ 3 1
<c. (3.5)

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Condition C.1 and @), for v € H!

/ P L
O R A (g L e LT

E | sup < 4P
tot) |to — tol® [tz — ta]P
ya
CK¢ (t2 — t1) E(1 + [[(u, V) || oo 2 )P

< =+ €

- [t — ta| P
p 1

< CKglty—t|zr 1 @ < ¢ (3.6)

for any o < 1. For the linear term, by [BI)) we easily get

t t
/ Aguds / Aqpds
0 0

Taking into account of estimates (3.3)-(3.7]), we obtain the desired bound (B.2)).

Step 2. Next, we could use the bounds ([B.I)(3:2)) to establish the tightness of the
probability measure set £" induced by the law of (uy,,¢,), the further details of the
proof is same with the argument as Lemma [£1] which is implemented for the solutions
(wi, ¢1) corresponding to initial data (ug, ¢o;), then, we could identify the limit using the
technique details we present in Step 2 of the proof of Proposition A1l establishing the
existence of global martingale solution which is weak in both probability sense and PDE
sense in the sense of Definition Bl

Step 3. To obtain the existence of global pathwise solution which is strong in probability
sense, we shall recover the compactness of approximate sequences (u,, ¢,,) on the original
space (€, F,P) applying the Gyongy-Krylov characterization, for the proof see Appendix.
Then, passing the limit, the global pathwise solution follows. O

2 2

<C, E <. (3.7)

|
Ci(H=)

Ci(H1)
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4. CONTINUOUS DEPENDENCE OF INITIAL DATA

Let (uq,, ¢0,) be a sequence of initial data with
H(u0717¢0,l)HH < (Csforallle N+, (4.1)

according to the Theorem B.J] there exists a sequence global pathwise solutions (u;, ¢;) to
system (LI)-(L4) corresponding to initial data (ug;, ¢o;) and the fixed stochastic basis
(Q, F,{Fi}+>0,P, W), meanwhile, these solutions still enjoy the following uniform bounds

E (g, + 10020y ) < (42)
and
E (o, @0) s + 11t 6012 5 + s l0) < € (4.3)

for any p > 2,a € (0, %), & € (0,1], where constant C' is independent of [.
This section is mainly to show the following continuous dependence result:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that initial data (ug, ¢o;) is an H-valued sequence which con-
vegences weakly to (ug, QSO) € H, and (@I holds for certain constant t C3. Then, there exist

a new probability space (Q,F, IP) a new subsequence (ulk,gblk,mk,wlk) and the processes
(U, ¢, 1, W), such that

(alk,élk,mk,vwvlk) and (uy, , ¢1, , fu,,, VW) have the same joint distribution in X, (4.4)
(i, $) and (u, ¢) have the same joint distribution in X (4.5)

and
(ﬂlk,qglk,ﬂlk,VA\jlk) - (a, (JNS,,LNL,W), in the topology of X, P-a.s. (4.6)

where the (u, @) is the pathwise solution with the initial data (ug, pg). Moreover, we have
forallp>1

p

~ ~ ~ T ~

E < sup H(ﬂzk,@zk)llff) +E (/ (i, du, )% + ||ﬂzk||§{1dt> <C. (4.7)
te[0,7 0

In addition, (Q,]—N',IF’,Q, QE,VVJ) is a martingale solution of the system () in the sense of

Definition [31.

Remark 4.1. For the Galerkin approximate solutions (u,, ¢, ) relative to the finite dimen-
sional initial data (uo n, ¢o,,) and the fixed stochastic basis (2, F,P W) we also have the
same results as (£.4]), (IEI) there exist a new probability space (Q, F,P), a new subse-
quence (tp,, gbnk,,unk,Wnk) and the processes (1, gb,,u,W) such that

(U, gbnk,ﬂnk,w\nk) and (up, , ¢n,, fin,,, ¥V) have the same joint distribution in X',

and

o~

(ﬂnk,gzgnk,,&nk,wnk) - (a, q@,,&,?\/\), in the topology of X, P-a.s..
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The key point of showing above continuous dependence result is to acquire the tightness
of the probability measures induced by the law of (u;, ¢;). Define the set
X =Xy X X, x Xy,
where
Xy = C([0,T);Hy) N LPH N (L), X, = L2L2 0 (L2HY),, Xy = Ci(Ho)

and H,, denotes the spaces L2, H! with the weak topology of L2, H' respectively. Let T
be the smallest topology on X such that four natural embedding from X are continuous.
Define the measure set

LN(B) = P{(w, ¢, u, W) € B},
for B € B(X) which is the smallest o-algebra containing the family T’

Lemma 4.1. The measure set L' is tight on space (X,T).

Proof. 1t is enough to show that every measure set
LL(By) :=P{u; € B1}, L(By) :=P{¢y € By},
Lw(Bs) :=P{W € B}, L},(B4) := P{u; € Bu},
is tight on A, Xy, X, Xy respectively, for By € B(&X,), Ba € B(Xy), B3 € B(Xw), By €
B(X,), where X, := C([O,T],(L%) )N L2L2 N (LY, X5 = C([0, ] H))YNnL?H' N
(LEH?).y.
Claim 1. The probability measure set £, is tight on X,,.
Define the set

By = {u € B 0 GEE™) g + 13, < K}
K

Bg,Kz{uzeL?LinOﬂ 3 lgers + ol 1y, <

i

LIH'ACRHTYE) < LFL2, LEL2N O (HTE) < C([0,T); (L2))

implies that the set BY' ., By j is relatively compact in L12,C([0,T); (L2)y). Considering
#2), [E3), by the Chebyshev inequality we have

o1 3)

The Aubin-Lions compact embedding, see Lemma [6.2]

u u C K K
£ N B3:0% < P (Il > 5 ) +F (lulynt, > 5 )
K K
Pl > 5 ) +7 (nuluca(H 5> )
C C
< 28 (Nulzgin + oz + Nl 13, ) < 5o

Note that, by the Alaoglu-Banach theorem, the set

By g o= {w € LI : |lu] o < K
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is relatively compact on path space (L?H'),,. The bound (&3) and the Chebyshev in-
equality again, yield

C
l U \c ~
Lo, (B g)°) < K

We obtain the tightness of set £.,.
Claim 2. The probability measure set Eé) is tight on X.
In a similar way to the Claim 1, define the set

BY o ={ore BH* N CRHT) : |l + Il cp—n < K}
BY o= {0 e LEH 0 CRHT) o1l o + lullop ) < K}
Bf = {0 € LEH : |01l o < K}
Applying the Aubin-Lions compact embedding
LIH*NCPH ™ — LZHY LPH nCy(HY) — O([0,T); Hy),

we infer that Bf K Bf x is relatively compact in L?H',C([0,T]; H}) respectively. Also,
by the Alaoglu-Banach theorem, the set Bf K is relatively compact in (L7H?),,.

By bounds [@2)), (£3]), we deduce that the probability measure set ﬁfﬁ is tight.

Claim 3. The probability measure set /JL is tight on X),.

Since
» 1
T || f(o(t1)) ((tz))HH 3, g
/ / [ty — to1or etz

T 2 24 \||P v
< CE (/ / [o(t1) — o(t2) 15,1107 (t1) + & (t2)|15 dtldt2>

’tl _ t2’1+ap
<cE(  sup [¢(t1) — (b(tf)HH*l
t1,t2€[0,T] |t — t2’5+a
1
/ [ 16t ot 6uwun,v¢<t2>||’g§dt1dt5>
t o(t i
<cle( sup |o(t1) — (12)HH*1
t1,t2€[0,7 ‘tl — t2’5 @
1
Z 2
x ( [ [ 1600w (00, V) it

taking p = 2, = %, by bounds (£2]), [43]), the Holder inequality, we have

EH/’”HW%,Z((LT’H,S) S C?
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together with bound (4.3]), using the same argument as above, we could infer that £L is

tight on X),.
Since the sequence W is only one element and thus, the set Lyy is weakly compact.
Lemma [4.1] follows. U

Proof of Proposition [{.1. Step 1. With the tightness of probability measure set £'in hand,
from the Skorokhod-Jakubowski representation theorem (Theorem [6.2]), we obtain (4.4])
directly, and

(ﬁ“lka Qzlw /llka VA\_}/lk) — (av ng ﬂ) W)v in the tOpOlOgy of Xv ]TD'a'S'

In particular, the chemical potential  is a nonlinear term, we need to verify that g =
—11A¢ + Kkf(¢), a.e. on (0,T) x D. Note that, by the mean-value theorem, there exists
6 € (0,1) such that

1) = @ zzez < C||106+ (1= 06,2, — )|, ,
< C |16+ (1 = )6 Il i, — e
< Ol @u DN 11161, = Dl 2

The result follows from the fact that [¢, — <;~5||L%H1 — 0, P-as. as k — oo. Since

L?

(&lk,éﬁlk,ﬂlk) and (uy,, ¢, u,) have the same joint distribution, we obtain (&) from

Step 2. We show that (w, q@,,&,W) also satisfies the system (22). Again, since the
sequences (alk,gﬁlk,mk,wlk) and (uy,, ¢1, , i, , VW) have the same joint distribution, we
have (ty, , ¢1, , fu,,, YW, ) satisfies the system (2Z2)), the proof is standard, see [30]. Next, we

identify the limit by passing & — oo.
For any v € H?, decomposing

Bo(ty,,, w, ,v) — Bo(a,4,v) = Bo(a, , —,v) + Bo(ty, —a,1,,v).

By the convergence @, — @ in L7L2, P-a.s. and Lemma 6.1} we have P-a.s.
t
| VBotan, i vlds < ol i, = allzusn g — 0.

Furthermore, using the bound @ € L?H! and the convergence @, — % in (L?Hl)w,]?’—a.s.
we infer that

t
/ Bo(ﬁ,ﬂlk — ﬁ,v)ds — 0.
0

By Lemma [6.1] the Holder inequality and the bound (4.7,

/T P T p
B( [ Botinanoar) <B( [ ozl lolhosd
0 0
~ T p
< Jlolf2uE [ sup. [ |2, ( / Hazkumdt) ]
te[0,T] ® 0

)
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< CTH |o|l"E < sup ||alk||i€) B ( / ||alku%pdt>
t€[0,7) v 0

<C. (4.8)
Since
Vo[
-9 = (F25) — aiv(wom v,
then, we have
By (11 A1y, b1, ,v) — Bi(11 41,6, v)
= / Vl(V(J;lk ® nglk —Voé® V(;NS) : Vodx
D
= /D n((Véy, — Vo) @V, +Vo® (Vy, — V) : Vude.
By the convergence <Z~51k — ¢ in L?HY, P-a.s. and the bound &), we have P-a.s.
t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
| [ 190 = 96) 0 V) = Volduds < 19, = Vll iz I Vonc 131 Vol
<|IVou, = Vol 22 IV, Nl 2| VollLs — 0,
Also by the convergence ¢;, — ¢ in (L?H?),, and the bound ¢ € L?H?, P-a.s. we have
t -
/ / Vo @ (Vo — Vo)) : Vodrds — 0, P-as.
0 Jp

By Lemma [6.1] the Holder inequality and the bound (7)), we have

_ T B B P _ T B B P
E(/ Bl<u1A1¢zk,¢zk,v>dt) gcuvuﬁl,gEU \\A1<z>lk|rH1uv¢zk|rHldt)
0 0

< CT o[t 5B (S[lép IV |17 ) </0 Hv¢lk||§{1dt>
te

<C. (4.9)

Applying the same argument, we could infer that for any v € H'

t
/B2(ﬂlk,¢lk, ) — Bo(, 6, 0)ds — 0, P-a.s.
0

and

E < /0 ! By (i, &lk,u)dt>p < C. (4.10)
Finally, we pass the limit in stochastic term. Using the Condition C.2
1, s Vi) = R, VOl o2y < Kill (@, — @, V(dr, — 6))l L2,
together with the Proposition 1] ([4.0) yields
1A, , V) — h(i, V) o2y — 0, ae. (t,w) € [0,T] x Q.
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Combining the convergence and the bound (47), we have from the Vitali convergence
theorem (see Theorem [6.1)),
h(t,, Vi) — h(@, V@), in LP LI Ly(H; L2),
which implies the convergence in probability in L?Ly(#; L2). Moreover, from Proposition
(411 (£8)), we have
W, — W, in probability in C¢(Hy).
Then, applying the Lemma [6.3] we infer that

t _ N t B
/ Wi, . Vi, )W, — / h(it, V)W
0 0

in probability in L?Lo(H; L2). Using the Ito isometry and the Condition C.1, we have
E /0 W, Vi, )dW, | = C’IE/O 1, Vo )7, 3,12 dt

~ T ~
<Ko (1B [l Iy + 190 ;a0
0
<C. (4.11)
Proposition Bl @B) gives (i, , ¢, ) — (i, @), P-a.s. in C([0,T]; H,), using the domi-

nated convergence theorem we get for all ¢ € [0, 7], P-a.s.

lim/\ulk v)|?ds — 0, hm/](blk ¢,7)%ds — 0,

k—o00

which combines with the bound ([@7]), we obtain

B [l —ao)Pit =0, E [ |é, - d.0)Pdt 0.
0 0
By the same way, we have
E|(a, (0) — a(0),0)* = 0, E|(, (0) — 6(0),5)[* = 0.
For the linear term, since (4, , fiz,) — (4, fi), P-a.s. in (L2(H! x H')),, we infer that
t t
/ (Aoty, ,v)ds — / (Agu,v)ds,
0 0

In addition, we have

T
/ <A0’1~le ; ’U>dt
0

t

t
<A1ﬂlk,?)>d8—>/ <A1ﬂ,’l7>d8.
0 0

2

" T
E < ClolRE [ Vi, Ry < C. (4.12)
0

2

T T
E / V2<A1ﬂlk,17>dt < C”U”%ﬂE/ HVﬂlk”%gdt <C. (4.13)
0 0

All the constants C' in above are independent of [i.
Next, define the functional

o t t
Fy (i, , o1, Wi, v) = (1, (0),v) —/ (Aot ,v)ds — / Bo (1, , uy,,,v)ds
0 0
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t B B t _ __
+ Bl<u1A1¢lk,¢lk,v>ds+< / h(alk,vmk>dwlk,v>,
0 0
t

~ ~ t ~
Fo(its , b, 0) = (i, (0), ) — /0 v Avfi, , B)ds — /0 Ba(iu, . by, 0)ds

and

o t t
Fy (@, p, W, v) = (11(0),1))—/ <A0ﬂ,v>ds—/ By(a,a,v)ds
t 0 o ot o
+/0 Bl(V1A1¢,¢,v)ds+</0 h(a,v¢)dw,u>,

F2(77’7 (Z;?@) = ((5(0)717) _/0 I/2<A1ﬂ,'l]>d8—/0 B2(ﬂ’7 (;777)613'

Combining the bounds (£8])-([@I3]) and the convergence properties, using the Vitali con-
vergence theorem, we conclude that for any set B € [0, 7]

T ~ —~— I ~ —~—
E/ 1p(Fi(ty, , g, Wi, v) — Fi(a, ¢, W, v))dt — 0, (4.14)
0

~ T -~ — I -~ —~—
E/ 1g(Fa(tuy, , diy,, Wi, 0) — Fa(@, ¢, W, 0))dt — 0, (4.15)
0
where 1y stands for the indicator function.
Since (1, gzglk) satisfies the system (Z.2]) in the weak sense, that is,

((ﬂlk 3 U)u ((glk 5 ?7)) - (Fl (ﬂlk ) (Z;lk 5 lek ) U)7 FQ (ﬂlk 3 (Z;lk 3 mk 3 17))7 ]ﬁ_a’s'
From (@I4)-([@I5), we conclude that for any t € [0,7T], v € H2,5 € H* and P-a.s.
(227 U) = F1 (av QNSv Wv U)v (QZ;, 2_}) = F2 (ﬂv QE) Z_})
Finally, by the density argument, the above equality holds for any (v,v) € H! x H'. We
obtain that the (Q, F,P,u,¢,V) is a martingale solution of the system (LI)-(L4).

Step 3. Finally, we show (LI holds. Since (u,¢) is a global pathwise solution with
the initial data (ug, ¢o) and the fixed stochastic basis (2, F,P, W), also (ﬁ,f, P, a, ¢, W)
is a martingale solution of the system ([I)-([[4) with the initial data A, where A =
P o (ug, ¢o)~ ', and the solution of system (LI)-(L4) is pathwise unique, so unique in law,
we deduce that (£I) holds.

This completes the proof. O

5. EXISTENCE OF INVARIANT MEASURE

In this section, we show the main result: existence of invariant measure. We say a
probability measure £ on B(X,,) is an invariant measure if

/ Pipdé = / wdE, forall t >0, ¢ € Cp(Xy).
X X

Note that, if the space X is separable, then B(X,,) = B(X).
For any bounded Borel function ¢ € B,(H), we define

(Pip)(Uo) = E[p(U(t, Vo)), Uop € H, (5.1)
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where U(t,Uy) = (u(t,up), ¢(t, ¢p))) is the pathwise solution of system (II))-(L5) starting
from the initial data Uy = (ug, ¢g), which is a Markov process. The proof of Markov
property is standard, see [1[4]. We also have Py p(-) = PPgp(:) for t,s > 0.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ : H — R be the bounded sequentially weakly continuous function.
Then, we have

Pt : Ob(Hw) — Cb(Hw),
particularly, if Uy; — Uy weakly in H, then

(Prp)(Uo) = (Pe)(Uo).

Proof. The proof is inspired by [4]. From the Theorem 1] corresponding to the initial data
Up,, there exists a sequence H-valued F; progressive measurable processes U; = (u;, ¢;)
which is the solution of system (LI)-(L5H). Using the Proposition E] there exist a new
probability space (ﬁ,]? ) ]f”), a new subsequence (ﬂlk,<l~51k) and the processes (1, (5), such
that

(q,, gglk) and (uy, , ¢1,), (@, (5) and (u, ¢) have the same joint distribution in X, 4,

and
(, <;~Slk) — (a, <;~5), in the topology of X 4, P-a.s.

where U = (@, ¢) satisfies the system (2.2)).
Since Uj, = (@, ¢1,) — U weakly in C([0,77;H,,), this together with the fact that ¢
is a bounded sequentially weakly continuous function, yields

o(U,) = ¢(U), in R, P-as.
Since the function ¢ is bounded, we infer from the dominated convergence theorem
E (T (t:Tou,))| = E (T (2,00))] , as k — oo.
Since the processes ﬁlk and U, , U and U have the same distribution which lead to
E (0, (t: To))| = E [p(U3, (6 Uoa, )] = (Pip) Uy ), (5.2)
E [¢(0(1:00))] = E (Ut Uo))] = (Peo)(Uo). (53)
Therefore, by (5.2)),([5.3]), we have
Jim (Pep) (Vo) = (Pro)(Uo)-
Using the sub-subsequence argument, we have the original sequence
Jm (Pep)(Uog) = (Pep) (Vo).
Obviously, Py from H into R is bounded. This completes the proof. O
Lemma 5.2. Let U(t) be the solution of system (2Z2)) with the initial data Uy. Then, there

exists Ty such that for every e > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

1 T
sup —/ (P;ou,)(H \ Br)dt < e,
T>To T 0

where B :={U(t) e H: ||[U(t)|lu < R}.
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Proof. Step 1. We first show that there exists constant C' independent of ¢ such that
t
| EIUG) s < o1,
0

Using the It6 formula to function [|ul|?,, by (21]), we have
t t t
lull?2 +2 / [Vullfads = [luollfz + 2 / B (v1A1¢, ¢, u)ds + 2 / (h(u, V)W, u)
0 0 0

t
+ [ I 9912 s (5.4
Taking inner product with g on both sides of equation (2.2])2, we have
t t
vi[|[Vll72 + 26(F(¢),1) + 2V2/ IVl72ds + 2/ Bs(u, ¢, p)ds
0 0

= 11||Veoll7s + 26(F(¢0), 1). (5.5)
Taking the sum of (5.4])-(5.5]), using the relation
B2(u7 ¢7 M) = Bl(ylAlqb) ¢7 U),

we have

lullfs +211VlI72 + 26(F (), 1) + 2/0t [Vullfs + vol| V7 ds
= HuoHig + V1HV¢0H%3 + 2r(F(¢o),1) + 2/0t(h(u, V)dW, u)
[ W VO, gzt (5:6)
Taking expectation on both sides of (5.6]), we arrive
e (Hullty + 1 I6l1; +26(F(@), 1) + 2 [ 19l + 2l Vs

t
= Jluollfz + n[[Vol72 + 26(F (o), 1) +E/0 1h(u, VOT, 3,2y ds- (5.7)

The stochastic term is a square integral martingale which its expectation vanished. Indeed,
E /0 ot VO, gz ds < Ko /0 (i Ve <0 (58)
By (B.8) again, we get from (5.7))
e (1l + w11Vl + 26l +2 [ 19ully + Vil )
< lluolZ; + 11V oll2 + 26(F (o), 1)
+KGE [ 1+ (Jully + V6l )ds + 2600l

< luollf2 + ml[Vooll7z + 2x(F(¢o), 1)
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t
1
+IE [ 1+ (Jull; +9913:)ds + 26CalD ] 0
0
1
< luollfz +11lIVeoll7z + 26(F (o), 1) + 200xC2|DI2E||¢|| 14 + C (b0, &, Co, D) + Kot
t
B [ Jully + 19618 ds (5.9
0

where we choose dy small such that 2(50/102]2)]% < 2k(1.
The key point is to control the last term E fg V¢, ds. Taking inner product with ¢
with (22])3, then integral in time ¢ and taking expectation, we get

t t t
I/lE/ HV<Z5”2L2ds+/£E/ (F(¢),1)ds :E/ (u, P)ds. (5.10)
0 ‘ 0 0
Note that, by (Z2)3 and the boundary condition (L2), we get

(n) = K(f(9)).
Using the Hélder inequality and the Schwartz inequality, we get

I SO By D
70 = 5 [ f@hde = 5 [ 16 = Caoa

m&qu/mm+@m|/¢mﬁ

< ¢d+——/¢m+—, 5.11
< 1o D 5 (5:11)

where ¢ is constant selected later.
Using the Holder inequality, the Schwartz inequality and boundary condition (L2,
estimate (5.10]), the right hand term of (5.I0) could be controlled as follows

t t 1 t ) 3
B [ (uo)ds <E [ Inlizlolizds < 558 [ nlyds + 3E [ olyds
0 0 25 0 T 2 0 z

C. [ 2 2 cs [ 2 2
< 55E ; IVelze + 17z ds + B HV¢HL3 + D)7z ds

C t 05
< 55F [ 19l + A /¢4d + )y

025

+ 8 [ 1Vl + 00 s + 2

/0 V913, + 11 6ol ds.
(5.12)
Here, choosing §, Ky small such that
Cs  Coé? C10
ma {— + m + Ko, ﬁ
then choosing 2 > 2—05. The Dirichlet boundary condition gives
lullrz < ClIVulliz, (5.13)

} < min{v, Kk},
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where constant C' depends on D. Combining (£.9), (510) and (512), (BI3]), we get

t t
E(H“Hig +C [Colgas+c [ 190l

t C
+ /0 (2 = KoO)|[VullZ; + (202 2—5>uwuigds>

t
<C(Cy,Cy, k11, 6,D) + C(Ch, Co, 1, 11,6, D)t + CQKE/ 16|12 ds
0 x

+ lluolZz + 11l Vo 22 + 26(F(60),1).
Using the Sobolev embedding H! < L1 — L2, we have

26(F(90), )] < C(lldoll4s + lloll32) < CL+ dollip).
According to the Condition C.4, by (5.14)) and above estimate, we have

t t t
E(O [ 1oltsas ¢ [ 1ofnds+ [ (Q—KOC)HVUHigdS)
0 0 0

t
<C(C1, Ca, Ci, 5y 11,6, D) + C(Cy, Cay 1,8, DYt + (C + C’g/{)E/ 1612, ds.
0
Since

t t
(C’+02/<)IE/ |¢l[72ds < C’(C'z,ﬁ,D)E/ 1174 ds
0 0

t
< 510(02,/{,13)13/ |¢||74ds + C(61,Ca, &, D)t.
0 x
Choosing 0; small, combining (5.10]), (516]) and the Condition C.3, we have

t
[ (19ulty + 613 ) ds < 0+
0

where constant C' depends on (C4,Co, Cs, k,v1, 2, D, Kj) but independent of ¢.
By (BI3) again, we conclude

t
| E (i + ol ) ds < 0+
0

where constant C' depends on (C4,Co, Cs, k,v1, 2, D, Kj) but independent of ¢.
Step 2. By the Chebyshev inequality and (517,

1
T

T . 1 T
| @iy By = 7 [ B > Ry

< L/TE”U@)H%
= RT J, =

c+Cr
- RT
This completes the proof.
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Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the Conditions C.1-C.4 hold, then the transition semigroup
defined by (B)) has an invariant measure.

Proof. Combining the Lemmas (E.TI5.2] Theorem [B.1] follows from the Maslowski and Sei-
dler theory, Proposition 3.1 in [23]. O

Remark 5.1. We believe that the Theorem [5.1] could be extended to the case of equation
(1), also being forced by a multiplicative noise. For such a system, we given the well-
posedness of solution in paper [27] with extra boundary condition corresponding to the
phenomenon of vesicle membranes. Here, to use the stochastic compactness argument,
only minor modification is required, that is, ¢ € C¥(H~!), P a.s. for & less than % strictly.

6. APPENDIX

At the beginning, we introduce lemma used frequently for controlling the nonlinear
term.
%, if r<d,
Lemma 6.1. [29, Lemma 3] Let r* = ¢ any finite nonnegetive real number, if r = d,
00,if r > d,
where d = 2,3 is the dimension. For1 <r <oo,1 < s < oo, if%—l—% <1, and T,%—l—% = %,
feHY and ge H™Y%, then fg € H™ Y, that is,

1 gll-1e <A fllnellgllg-s-

To establish the compactness property of a family of solutions, the following Aubin-
Lions lemma and Skorokhod-Jakubowsk representation theorem are commonly used. For
more background we recommend Corollary 5 of 28] and Theorem 2.4 of [7]. The Vitali
convergence theorem is applied to identify the limit (see for example, Chapter 3 of [22]).
Lemma 6.2. (The Aubin-Lions Lemma) Suppose that X1 C Xo C Xo are Banach spaces
and X1 and Xo are reflexive and the embedding of X1 into Xq is compact. Then for any
1<p<oo, 0<a<l, the embedding

Lle N CtaXQ — LfXO, LtooXl N C?Xg — Ct((Xl)w)

and

Lle N Wta’TXQ — LfXO,
where e > 0 if r > p, is compact, respectively.
Theorem 6.1. (The Vitali convergence theorem) Let p > 1, {X,}n>1 € LP and X,, — X
in probability. Then, the following are equivalent
(1). X,, = X in LP;
(2). the sequence | X, |P is uniformly integrable;
(3). E|X,|P — E|XP.
Theorem 6.2. (The Skorokhod-Jakubowsk representative theorem) Let X be a topological
space. If the set of probability measures {vp}n>1 on B(X) is tight, then there exists a
probability space (Q, F,P) and a sequence of random variables u,,w such that theirs laws
are vy, v and u, — u, P-a.s. as n — oo.

To pass the limit in stochastic integral of solution sequence, we take the following result
from [9, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 6.3. Assume that G: is a sequence of X-valued Fi predictable processes such
that
G. — G, in probability in L?Ly(H; X),

and the cylindrical Wiener process sequence W satisfies
W, — W, in probability in CyH,,
then,
¢ t
/ G:dWe —>/ GdW, in probability in L?X.
0 0

Lemma 6.4. [18, Lemma 1.1](The Gyongy-Krylov Lemma) Let X be a complete separable
metric space and suppose that {Yy,}n>0 is a sequence of X-valued random variables on a
probability space (0, F,P). Let {Lyn}mn>1 be the set of joint laws of {Y;, }n>1, that is

Lonn(E) = P{(Y,,Y,) € E}, E € B(X x X).

Then {Y,,}n>1 converges in probability if and only if for every subsequence of the joint
probability laws {m, n, }k>1, there exists a further subsequence that converges weakly to a
probability measure p such that

ﬁ{(Yi,Yé) eXxX:'1 :Yg} =1.
Proof of Step 8 of Theorem [3l. Invoked by [A18], define by L,, ,, the joint law
(Uns Gy fns Uy Py i W) on the path space X = &, x Xy x X, x Ay x Xy x X, X Xy,

where

X, = C(H YN LIALE, Xy = Cu(L2)NLIHY, X, == L{L2, Xy = Cy(Ho),
and {ty, On; Um, Gm nm>1 are two sequences of approximate solutions to system (Z22).
Using the same argument as Lemma [ we infer that,

the collection of joint laws {Ly, n}nm>1 is tight on X

For any subsequence {L,, m, }k>1, there exists a measure £ such that {L,, ., }x>1 con-
verges weakly to £. Applying the Skorokhod-Jakubowsk representation theorem, we have
a new probability space (€2, F,P) and X-valued random variables

—

(anku (Zgnku ﬂnkv ram;w ém;w lamka Wk) and ('&1, (517 lala '&27 (527 la27 W)
such that
]P){('le, ¢17 ﬂlv ﬁ27 ¢27 /l27 W) € } = ﬁ()
and
(ﬁnk7 (gn]w lanka amka (ng;w lamka Wk) — (ﬁla (Zgla ﬂlv ﬁ27 (Z327 /l27 W)7 P-a.s.
in the topology of X. Analogously, this argument can be applied to both
(tiny,» Gnyes W), (1,01, W) and (i, Sy, Wie), (fi2, b2, W)

to show that (uy, <;31, )7\/\) and (g, b2, )7\/\) are two martingale solutions relative to the same

I~

stochastic basis S 1= (Q, F, P, {]?t}tzo, W).
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In addition, we have £,, ,, = £ where £ is defined by

L(-) = P{(a1, b1, fir; U2, do, fi2) € -}.

The uniqueness implies that £{(u1, @1, pu1; u2, g2, pi2) € X : (ur, d1, 1) = (uz, 2, p2)} = 1.

The both conditions of Lemma[6.4] are verified, we deduce that the sequence (uy,, ¢, fin)
defined on the original probability space (€2, F,P) converges P-a.s. in the topology of
Xy X Xy x X, to processes (u, ¢, ). O
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