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LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR OCCUPATION MEASURES OF
STOCHASTIC GENERALIZED BURGERS-HUXLEY EQUATION

ANKIT KUMAR' AND MANIL T. MOHAN?"

ABSTRACT. The present work deals with the global solvability as well as asymptotic analysis
of stochastic generalized Burgers-Huxley (SGBH) equation perturbed by space-time white
noise in a bounded interval of R. We first prove the existence of unique mild as well as strong
solution to SGBH equation and then obtain the existence of an invariant measure. Later,
we establish two major properties of the Markovian semigroup associated with the solutions
of SGBH equation, that is, irreducibility and strong Feller property. These two properties
guarantees the uniqueness of invariant measures and ergodicity also. Then, under further
assumptions on the noise coefficient, we discuss the ergodic behavior of the solution of SGBH
equation by providing a Large Deviation Principle (LDP) for the occupation measure for
large time (Donsker-Varadhan), which describes the exact rate of exponential convergence.

1. INTRODUCTION

The stochastic generalized Burgers-Huxley equation (SGBH) equation describes a proto-
type model for describing the interaction between reaction mechanisms, convection effects
and diffusion transports (cf. [26]). We consider the generalized Burgers-Huxley equation
perturbed by a random forcing, which is a space-time white noise (or Brownian sheet), as

ou(t,§) 0?u(t, §) du(t,§)

G~V ge s~ W BT+ Bult O - W (LO)W () — )
PW(t,¢€)
A (1.1)

for (¢,€) € (0,7) % (0,1), where a > 0 is the advection coefficient, § > 0,9 > 1 and v € (0,1)
are parameters. The noise coefficient G : L2(0,1) — L?(0,1) is a bounded linear operator,

W(t, £),t >0,z € (0,1) is a zero mean Gaussian process, whose covariance function is given
by

E W(t,g)W(s,g)] —(EAS)ENC), t,5>0, £,C€R.
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On the other hand, one can consider a cylindrical Brownian process W(-) by setting

wie) = T2 = S ) (12)

where {e;}?2, is an orthonormal basis of L?(0,1) and {3}, is a sequence of independent
real Brownian motions in a fixed probability space (€2,.%,P) adapted to a filtration {.%;}i>o.
It is well-known that the series (L2) does not converge in L?(0, 1), but it is convergent in

any Hilbert space U such that the embedding L2(0,1) C U is Hilbert-Schimdt (cf. [8]). With
the above formulation, we rewrite the equation (L)) as

du(t) = (ﬁ2“<t= D _ 01,0289 | gutr €)1 u(t, ) (w1, €) - w)dt

oz o€
+ GAW (¢). (1.3)
The equation (L3) is supplemented by the Dirichlet boundary condition:
u(t,0) =u(t,1) =0, t >0, (1.4)
and the initial condition
u(0,§) = x(§). (1.5)
Let L?(0) := L%*(0,1) and A := —g—;. In order to prove the existence of strong solution, for
Q = GG*, we assume that
D(A?) C Im(Q?), for some 0<¢e <1, (1.6)

where Im(Q%) denotes the range of the operator Q%. It is equivalent to say that the range of
the definition of A=% in L2(0) is contained in Im(Qz). Under the assumption (L8), for any
v,a, > 0,6 < p < oo, the existence of a unique mild solution u € C([0,7]; L?(0O)), P-a.s.,
to the system ([L3])-(L3) is established in [27]. For 1 < § < 2, we prove the existence of an
invariant measure for the system ([L3))-(L.5). Under the following assumption:

D(A?) C Im(Q?), for some % <e<1, (1.7)

we prove the existence of a strong solution to the system ([3))-(LH), for any v, «, 5 > 0,
v € (0,1) and 1 < § < co. For § € [1,2], the uniqueness of strong solution is established for
any v,a, 3 > 0,7 € (0,1) and for 2 < § < 0o, the uniqueness is obtained for g > 220=1q?2,
For these cases, we prove the existence of an invariant measure for any real § > 1 as well
as a Large Deviation Principle (LDP) for the occupation measure for large time (Donsker-
Varadhan) for § € [1,2]. The assumption (L.7) implies Tr(GG*) < oo, which tells us that
the energy injected by the random force is finite. The condition (7)) also indicates that the
noise is not too degenerate.

The stochastic Burgers’ equation perturbed by cylindrical Gaussian noise is considered in
the work [11], where the authors established the existence and uniqueness of mild solution,
along with the existence of an invariant measure. The uniqueness of invariant measure
is obtained in [9], by showing that the Markov semigroup associated with the solution is
irreducible and strong Feller (Chapter 14, [9]). The existence and uniqueness of invariant
measures for stochastic Burgers equations perturbed by multiplicative noise is established
in [12]. For a sample literature on stochastic Burgers equations, the interested readers are
referred to see [11, 3|, 10} (111, 20], etc and the references therein. For a comprehensive study on
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ergodicity for infinite dimensional systems, one may refer to [9, [13], etc. The irreducibility
of the semigroup corresponding to the solution of stochastic real Ginzburz-Landau equation
driven by a-stable noises is proved in [41]. The global solvability results (the existence and
uniqueness of strong solutions) and asymptotic analysis (the existence and uniqueness of
invariant measures) of stochastic Burgers-Huxley equation is carried out in the paper [29].
In the work [27], the author studied SGBH equation perturbed by space-time white noise
and established the existence and uniqueness of mild solution with the help of fixed point
and stopping time arguments. Ergodicity results for the stochastic real Ginzburg-Landau
equation driven by a-stable noises are available in [41], [45], etc.

The theory of large deviations, which provides asymptotic estimates for the probabilities
of the rare events, is one of the important research topics in probability theory and received
the required attention after the contributions of Varadhan. One can find the theory of large
deviation along with its applications in [14] [16] [36] [39], etc. Several authors have established
the Wentzell-Freidlin type large deviation principle (LDP) for different classes of stochastic
partial differential equations (SPDEs) (cf. [B 24, B7], etc). By using weak convergence
approach, the Wentzell-Freidlin type LDP for 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations (SNSE)
perturbed by a small multiplicative noise in both bounded and unbounded domains has been
obtained in [38]. Exponential estimates for exit from a ball of radius R by time 7" for solutions
of the stochastic Burgers-Huxley equation in the context of Freidlin-Wentzell type LDP is
studied in [29].

An SPDE is ergodic means that the occupation measure of it’s solution converges to
a unique invariant measure. A Donsker-Varadhan type LDP provides an estimate on the
probability of occupation measures deviations from the invariant measure (cf. [15 [17]).
Thus, it is quite interesting to ask whether the occupation measures satisfy the Donsker-
Varadhan type LDP. Similar to Wentzell-Freidlin type LDP, a good number of works are
available in the literature regarding Donsker-Varadhan type LDP (cf. [17, 20 2] 22] 23] [44]
etc and the references therein). A criterion for LDP for occupation measures has been
developed in the work [44], the so-called hyper-exponential recurrence for strong Feller and
irreducible Markov process. However, the recurrence condition is very strong and it is not
easy to verify this condition for SPDEs. The author in [20] and [21] verified this recurrence
and proved the LDP for occupation measures for stochastic Burgers equation and 2D SNSE
in bounded domains. Recently, the authors in [42] verified the hyper-exponential recurrence
and proved the LDP for occupation measures for a class of non-linear monotone SPDEs
including the stochastic porous medium equation, stochastic p-Laplace equation, stochastic
fast-diffusion equation, etc. In the context of stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchhemier
equations, the hyper-exponential recurrence is verified in [25] and the authors proved LDP
of occupation measures. Authors in [23] established the LDP for occupation measures for a
class of dissipative PDE’s perturbed by a bounded random kick force. LDP for occupation
measures for a class of dissipative PDE’s perturbed by an unbounded kick force is studied in
[22] and for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations driven by subordinate Brownian motions
is established in [40].

In the present work, we first prove the existence and uniqueness of mild as well as strong
solutions for the system (L3)-(LH) under the assumptions (LO) and (L), respectively. The
existence of an invariant measure, strong Feller and topological irreducibility properties of
the Markov semigroup corresponding to the solution of SGBH equation (ILT]) and hence the
uniqueness of invariant measure (Doob’s theorem) are also obtained. Then we discuss the
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ergodic behavior of SGBH equation by providing an LDP for occupation measures w.r.t. the
stronger T-topology and an LDP of Donsker-Varadhan. To prove LDP w.r.t. the 7- topology
for SGBH equation, we established the hyper-exponential recurrence given in [44]. Let us
now summarize the results obtained in this work as a table to emphasize the dependence of
noise and different parameters appearing in (I.T]).

Mild solution (Assm. (L.6])) Strong solution (Assm. (L.7))

J € [l,00) existence for any v,a, 8 > 0,7 € | existence for any v, a, 5 > 0, €
(0,1) (0,1)

d€el1,2] existence and uniqueness for any | existence and uniqueness for any
v,a, > 0,v€(0,1) v,a, > 0,7 €(0,1)

d € (2,00),8r > |existence and uniqueness existence and uniqueness

92(5-1) o2

Invariant measure | existence for ¢ € [1,2) existence for 0 € [1,00) with

Br > 220-Da? for § € (2, 00)

Irreducibility del,2] d€e1,2]

Strong Feller § € [1,00) with v > 220-Ua? [§ € [1,00) with Bv > 2200-1Dq?
for § € (2, 00) for § € (2, 00)

Uniqueness of in- |0 € [1,2) d€e1,2]

variant measure

LDP - d€e1,2]

TABLE 1. Assumptions on noise and restrictions on 0.

The article is organized as follows. In section [2] we define linear and nonlinear operators
and the necessary function space needed to obtain the solvability and LDP results for our
model. Then we provide the abstract formulation of SGBH equation (see (2.8))) perturbed by
the non-degenerate additive noise and discuss the existence and uniqueness of mild as well as
strong solutions (Theorems 2.6]and 2.7)). The existence and uniqueness of invariant measures
for our model is discussed in section Bl Under assumption (IL.6) and 1 < § < 2, we followed
similar arguments as in [9] for the existence of invariant measure (TheoremB.3]). Using energy
equality (It6’s formula), we obtained the existence of invariant measure under the assumption
(C7) and 1 < 6 < oo (Theorem B.J)). Then, we discussed two properties of the Markov
semigroup associated with the solutions of SGBH equations, that is, irreducibility and strong
Feller property (Propositions d.I]and [£.3]). For the proof of strong Feller property we followed
the book [9] and irreducibility we borrowed ideas from [9] and [41]. We stated our main result
of Donsker-Varadhan type LDP of occupation measures for the solution of SGBH equation
in section [ (Theorem [5.1] and Corollary [5.2)) with the help of exponential estimates for the
strong solution of SGBH equation (Proposition [5.7)) and the hyper-exponential recurrence
given in [44].

2. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION

This section provides the necessary function spaces needed to obtain the major results of
this paper.

2.1. Function spaces. Let us fix O = (0,1). Let C;°(O) denote the space of all infinitely
differentiable functions having compact support in @. The Lebesgue spaces are denoted by
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L?(O) for p € [1, 0], and the norm in L?(O) is denoted by || - ||L» and for p = 2, the inner
product in L2(O) is denoted by (-,-). We denote the Sobolev spaces by H*(O). Let H}(O)
denote the closure of C3°(O) in H'-norm. As we are working in O (bounded domain) by
using Poincaré inequality, the norm (|| - |2, + |k - Hi2)% is equivalent to the seminorm ||0g - |2
and hence ||0g - |2 defines a norm on H{(O). We have the continuous embedding H}(O) C
L2(0) ¢ HY(O), where H™}(0O) is the dual space of H}(O). For the bounded domain O
the embedding H}(O) C L*(0) is compact. The duality pairing between H}(O) and its
dual H=1(0), and LP(0) and its dual L7 1 are denoted by (-,-). In one dimension, we have
the continuous embedding: H}(O) € L>(0) C LP(O), for p € [1,00). Also the embedding
of H7(O) C LP(0O) is compact for any o > % — 1—1?, for p > 2. The following interpolation
inequality will be used frequently in the paper. Assume that 1 < p < r < ¢ < oo and
ooy 1(1;9. For u € L?(0O) N LY(O), we have u € L"(0O), and

rp
luller < llullellullz”.
The following fractional form of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [30] and [31]) is also

used in the sequel. Fix 1 < ¢, | < oo and a natural number n. Suppose also that a real
number ¢ and a non-negative number j are such that

1:14_(1_@)94_1__9

<#<1,
P n [ n q -

3 |~

then we have
ID7ulles < CID™u|f|Julla’
for all u € W™{(O) NH(O).
2.2. Linear operator. Let A denote the self-adjoint operator and unbounded operator on
L2(O) defined by
0u
o€’

with domain D(A) = H*(O) N H(O) = {u € H*(O) : u(0) = u(1) = 0}. The eigenvalues
and the corresponding eigenfunctions of A are given by

M = K*m% and e (€) = \/gsin(kﬁx), k=1,2...

As we are working in the bounded domain O, the inverse of A, that is, A~! exists and is a
compact operator on L?(O). Moreover, we can define the fractional powers of A and

(o] (o]
1
IAZullf =) (e = M D [(u,)]* = Mllullfe = 72[lulf2,
j=1 j=1

Ay =

which is the Poincaré inequality. An integration by parts yields
(Au,v) = (Ogu, Ocv) =: a(u,v), for all v € Hy(O),

so that A : H{(O) — H™Y(O). Let us define the operator A, = —g—; with D(A,) =

WP (0) N WP(0), for 1 < p < co and D(A;) = {u € WH(O) : u € LY(O)}, for p = 1.
From Proposition 4.3, Chapter 1 [2] 32], we know that for 1 < p < oo, A, generates an
analytic semigroup of contractions in L?(O).
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2.3. Nonlinear operators. We define two nonlinear operators in this subsection.

2.3.1. The operator B(-). Let us define b : Hy(O) x Hj(O) x H}(O) — R as

bv,w) = [ (@)% ulae

Using an integration by parts and boundary conditions, it is immediate that

O B / Seu(e)* 2 =,

and

1
b(u,u,v) = —mb(u, v, u),

for all u,v € H}(O). In general, for all p > 2 and u € H}(O), using integration by parts one
can easily show that

b, u, [ul"?u) = (ud¢u, |uf'*u) =0, (2.1)
for all p > 2 and u € H(O). For w € L*(0O), we define B(-,-) : H}(O) x H}(O) — L*(O) by
(B(u, v), w) = b(u, v,w) < [[ullf l|0cvl|r2llwlle < Jullty vl llwllez,

so that |B(u,v)|2 < [Juflmllv]lgz- We set B(u) = B(u,u), so that we can easily obtain
IB(w)]|2 < ||u||5+1. One can show that the operator B(-) is a locally Lipschitz operator,
that is, (cf. [26])

IB(u) = B(v)lrz < C8(1+ 2°)r’lu — v]luy, (2.2)
for [Jullyy, [[v][my < -

2.3.2. The operator c(-). Let us define the operator ¢ : H}(O) — L*(O) by c(u) = u(l —
u®)(u? — 7). It is easy to compute that

(c(w),u) = (u(l — u®) (W’ —7),u) = (1 +3)u+" — yu — w2+ u)
2(0
= (14 7) @™ u) = ylulf = Jull} o)

for all u € L2CTD(O) ¢ H}(O). The operator c(-) is also a locally Lipschitz, that is, (cf.
[26])

Q

lle(w) = e(v)lle < — (L +7)(1 + )2 + 4 + (1 +20)2%r%) Ju = vlly,  (2.3)

for [Jullg, loflmy < r.
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2.4. Linear problem. Let us first consider the following stochastic heat equation:
dz(t) = —vAz(t)dt + GAW(t), t € (0,7T),
{ z(0) =0,

where G satisfies the assumption (L6). Then, from Chapter 5, [8], we infer that the solution
of (2.4)) is unique and it can defined by the stochastic convolution

(2.4)

A(t) = /0 R(t — $)GAW(s).

where R(t) = e "**. Also note the process z is a Gaussian process and it is mean square
continuous taking values in L?(0) and z has a version, which has P-a.s., A-Hélder continuous
paths w.r.t. (¢,€) € [0, 7] x [0,1] for any X € (0, 1) (for more details see Theorem 5.22, [8]).
Under the assumption (7)), one can show that z € C(0,T;L2(0)) N L2(0, T; H{(O)), P-a.s.

Since R(t) = e "™ is an analytic semigroup, we infer that R(t) : L?(O) — L(O) is a
bounded map whenever 1 < p < ¢ < oo and t > 0, and there exists a constant C' depending
on p,q and v such that (see Lemma 3, Part I, [34])

IR fllee < Ct 3G |, (2.5)
10R(1) fllie < CE3 360 £ s, (2.6)
for all t € (0,7] and f € L?(O). Moreover, we have
C
[A7R(t)[ 2wy < o (2.7)

for any p > 1 and ¢t € (0,T].

2.5. Mild solution. In this subsection, we provide the definition of mild solution and we
state a result form [27], where the existence and uniqueness of a global mild solution to
the SGBH equation (L3) is established. One can re-write the abstract formulation of the

problem (L3) as
{du(t) = {—vAu(t) — aB(u(t)) + Be(u(t)) }dt + GAW(t), ¢t € (0,T),
u(0) = =z,
where z € L?(0), for p > §.

(2.8)

Definition 2.1. An LP(O)-valued and #;-adapted stochastic process u : [0,00) x [0, 1] x 2 —
R with P-a.s continuous trajectories ont € [0, T, is a mild solution to [2.8)), if for any T > 0,
u(t) :==ul(t,-,-) satisfies the following integral equation:

u(t) = R(t)x — a/o R(t — s)B(u(s))ds + B/O R(t — s)c(u(s))ds + /0 R(t — s)GdW(s),
(2.9)
P-a.s., for all t € [0,T].

Theorem 2.2. [27] Let the F#y-measurable initial data x be given and x € LP(O) forp > 6,
P-a.s. Then there ezists a unique mild solution of (28], which belongs to C([0,T]; LP(O)),
forp >4, P-a.s.
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2.6. Strong solution. Let us now discuss the existence and uniqueness of strong solution
to the system under the assumption (7).

Definition 2.3 (Strong solution). Let x € L*(O) be given. An L*(O)-valued {.F }i>o-adapted
stochastic process u(-) is called strong solution to the system (2.8) if

e the process
u € LX(Q;L(0, T; L*(0)) N L*(0, T; Hy(0))) N LD (Q; L2O+D (0, T, 1207Y(0)))
and u € C([0,T); L2(0)) N L2(0, T; Hy(0)) N L2C+V(0, T; L20+D(0)), P-a.s.,

e the process u satisfies

t t
(u(t). ) = (2.0 + [ (=vAu(s) = aB(u(s) + Be(u). s + [ (CAW(s), )
for all t € [0,T] and ¢ € H{(O), P-a.s.,
e the following energy equality is satisfied:
t t t
lu(t)[[F +2V/0 ||5§U(S)||fzd$+257/0 ||U(S)||iad$+25/0 lu(s) |7 ds

= ||lz|lf2 +28(1 +7) /0 (u’t(s),u(s))ds + Tr(GG*)t + 2/0 (GAW(s), u(s))ds,
for allt € [0,T], P-a.s.

For z € L?(0), in order to prove the existence of mild solution and strong solution under
the assumptions (IL8) and (L), respectively, let us first set

v(t) :==u(t) — 2(t), t > 0.
Then u(+) is a solution of (Z8)) if and only if v(t) is a solution of

dz(tt) = —vAu(t) — aB(v(t) + (1)) + Be(v(t) + 2(t)), t € (0,T),

v(0) =z,

(2.10)

which is, for fixed w € €, a deterministic system. One can rewrite (2.I0]) in the mild form as

v(t) =R(t)x — a/o R(t — s)B(v(s) + z(s))ds + 5/0 R(t — s)c(v(s) + z(s))ds,  (2.11)

then if v € C([0,7T]; L3(0)) N L2(0, T; H{(O)) N L2O+Y(0, T; L2+ () satisfies (21, we
say that it is a weak solution of (2.I0). For each dixed w € €2, the weak form of (Z.I0]) can
be written as

(v(t), ) = (z, ) + /0 (—vAuv(s) — aB(u(s) + 2(s)) + Be(v(s) + 2(s)), p)ds,

for all t € [0, 7] and ¢ € H{(O). The next result provides the existence of weak solution to

the system (Z.10).

Theorem 2.4. Let x € L2(O) be the given initial data. Then there exists a weak solution
v e C([0,T]; L2(0)) N L2(0, T; H{(O)) N L2+ (0, T; L2C+TD(0)) to the system [2.10).
For§ € [1,2], the weak solution is unique for any v,a, f > 0,v € (0,1) and for2 < § < oo,

the weak solution is unique for fv > 220-Dqa2.
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Proof. The proof is divided into the following steps.

Step (1): Faedo-Galerkin approzimation. Let H,, = span{ey, ..., e,}, where {e1,...,ep,...}
be a complete orthogonal system of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian operator A = —;—22 and
let IT,, : L?(O) — H,, be the orthogonal projection operator, that is, x,, = I,z = Z?:l(if e;),
for z € L2(0). We define

B, (u) = II,B(IL,u), ¢,(u) = I,c,(I1,u), G, = 1I,GII,.
Let us define z,(t) := fot R(t —s)G,dW(t). Then, it has been shown in Lemma 3.3, [27] that
zn — z in C([0,T] x [0,1]).

Let us first consider the following finite dimensional system:

dua(t)
G = ~VAU() = aB(un(t) + za(t)) + Be(valt) + 2a(1)), t € (0,T), (2.12)
v, (0) = .

Since B(-) and ¢(+) satisfy the locally Lipschitz conditions (see (2.2)) and (2Z3))), the above
system has a unique local solution v, € C([0,7*]; H,) for some 0 < T* < T". Now, we show
that the time 7™ can be extended to T

Step (2): L2-energy estimate. Let us take the inner product of ([2.12)) with v, to get
1d
2dt

for a.e. t € [0,7]. Now we estimate the right hand side of (213) term by term. Using

integration by parts, Taylor’s formula, (2.1]), Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate
the term —a(B(v, + 2,,), v,) as
—a(B(v, + 2n), Un)
= 5O 0n) a0, + (1= 0)2)", devn)
= a2, (010, + (1 — 61)2,)°, Ocvn)
2
v o
< S 10evnllfe + 5 llzn(Orvn + (1= 01)20)° 17

HUnHL2 + VHaﬁvnHL? = —a(B(vn + 23), vn) + B(c(vn + 20), Vn), (2.13)

5
< —||8§Un“L2 + 2707 —||ZnHL2<6+1)||Un||L2<6+1> + 2761 —|| n||i(z(;r+11>

1 46 I p2920-1) 26
+ lzalPer) . (2.14)
S+ 1\B(0+1) 2v

Let us now consider the second term of right hand side of ([2.I3]). We estimate using Taylor’s
formula, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities as

Bc(vy + zn), vn)
= B((L+7)(n + 2)"" = (v + 20) = (Va0 + 22) 7 0)
= B+ (0 v) + B+ 7) (6 + 1) (20 (0200 + (1 = 05)2,)°, v3)
— BYllvallEe = BY(vn, 20) — Blloal Tty — B(20 + 1) (20 (B3v, + (1 — 03)2,)%, v,)
< B+ Nvall}Een [onlliz + 81 +7)(8 + 1)2° [ 2nll2e 0 [[on 250 [[0n]l12

2(6+41)
<3 HaﬁvnHL2 + _H nHLz(;_H) +
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_ 0+1)
+ B(L+ )0+ D27 2|0 oz — BylvallEs — Bllvnlee 1201
2(0+1)
el n||L2(;_+1) +5(25+1)226 1||Zn||L2(5+1)||Un||L2(6+1)
+ B(26 + 1227 | 2al255 0 lonllp 260

B /8 \°
< 2B(1 4+ 7)o + < (———)K )26 4 12223z, 20

O+1\5+1
2(6+1) 57 2(6+1)
+ BllvallE + B(L+7)2(6 + 122273 2 P50, + = llzallfe — —H v 250
s 85 \° 2611641 2(5+1)
ST\ r1 [(26 + 1)2°7 "7 [ 2 | agsry
1
25 + 1 4 7 L2 sy
* 5<2(5 + 1)) (5 + 1) (20 + )27 = ||Z"||L2<6+1) (2.15)
Using the estimates (I?:lZl)—(m) in ([2.I3), we obtain
26
HUnHL2 + ’/HaEUHHL2 + _H nHLz(:;ll)
5
sa@wmwm+a 5%6mww$m>
2(5+1) 2(5+1)
< 0(577) _H nHLZ(;_H) _'_C(O‘ 8,7, 9, V)HZnHLZ(;_H)v (2-16)

for a.e. t € [0,7]. Integrating the above inequality from 0 to ¢, and using the fact that
@[z < |22, we get

5 251
|M1Hm+V/H@% ads + 2 mn|®;®

<5vﬁu0mm+/n nﬁm>) (2.17)

for all t € [0, 7.
Step (3): Weak convergence along a subsequence. For the initial data x € L%(O), using
the estimate (2I7)) and an application of Banach-Alaoglu theorem yields the existence of a
subsequence {v,, } of {v,} such that (for convenience, we still denote the index ny by n):
vn L0 in L0, T;L2(0)),
v, — v in L*(0,T;H}(0O)), (2.18)
vy v in L2CHD(0, T, L2+ (0)),
as n — o0o.

Step (4): Estimate for the derivative. For any ¢ € L20+1(0,T; H}(0)), taking the inner
with ¢ to the first equation of system (2.12]), and using integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, Taylor’s formula and Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

LI
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< V/OT |(Av,,, ¢)|dt + a/OT |(By(vn, + zn),¢)|dt+B/0T [{c(vy, + 2n), @) |dt

T
an + Zn“i—g(%wl) H(bHH(l)dt

T
<y / Joallig 911t + <=

T T
+B(1+v)/ an+Zn||i§é+1>!|¢Hdet+ﬁv/ lon + za[[12| 9] L2dt
0 0

T
48 [ o+ 2l e
0
T : T 3 T 3
2 o 2(5+1) 2
o mw%w)—nﬂj(/‘mm+%mwma)]<ﬁrwmyﬁ
T 2(6+1) % 4 % g %
e ([ ot zizan) ([ ot alzac) | ([ ol
0 0 0
: e o
) 3
T A e e ey
0 0

which is finite. Since it is true for any ¢ € L2+ (0, T; H{(O)), we get

<

+ 8

dnw d —
ES S LEH(0,73H7(0)).

Since the embedding H}(O) C L?*(O) is compact, using Aubin-Lions compactness lemma
(Theorem 1, [35]), we deduce the following strong convergence (along a subsequence):

v, — v in L*(0,T;L*(0)), as n — oo. (2.19)

Step (5): Passing to limit in B,(-) and c,(-). Now our aim is to pass the limit in
the terms B,(-) and c¢,(-) by using L%estimate. Let us choose a smooth function ¢ €
C([0,T7; C*(]0,1])), and using Taylor’s formula and Holder’s inequality to obtain

T
/ |(Bn(vy, + 20) — B(v + 2), ) |dt
0

T
— / ‘((Un + zn)58§(vn + Zn) (v + z) 85(21 + z ‘dt
01 .

< -
—o0+1

S/O 1((vn + 20) = (v +2))(O(va + 20) + (1= O)(v + 2))° [ [| Ol dt

(v + 2)*! = (0 +2)", Oeg) |t

T
s
< sup 10| o / (lvnlleas + Nlzallies + lwllves + llllezs)” (lon = vllez + [z — 2le2)de
telo, 0

[NIES

T

20

< sup kol ([ onls + alhs + ol + slh) )
t€[0,7] 0
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T , !
X (/ (||vn — ||z + ||2n — z||L2) dt)
0

— 0, as n — o0, (2.20)

since we have the convergence z, — z € C([0, T|x[0, 1]). By using the density of C([0, T]; C*([0, 1]))
in L?(0, T;L%(0)), we obtain

B(v, + 2z,) — B(v +2) in L*(0,T;L*(0)) as n — oo. (2.21)

Again choosing a function ¢ € C([0,77; C([0, 1])), using Taylor’s formula, Holder’s inequality
and (2.19), we obtain

/0}(cn(vn+zn)—c(v+z )|de
§(1+7)/0 [((vn + 22)"T = (v+2)t, 0 }dt+7/0 |((vn + 20) — (v+2), ¢)|dt

T
+/ ‘((vn 4 2,) P — (v 2)2T }dt
0

<A+ +1) sup [[@ e
te[0,T

T
X / (lvallizs + lzallizs + [[vlles + [12llizs)* (lon = vllee + [z = 2llL2)dt
0

T 1 T z T 1
+7K / an—vuizdt) +( / ||zn—zr|izdt) K / ||¢||izdt)

T ) .
+5+1) sup ||¢||Loo[ o= ol = ol (1o + 2l + o+ 2 )t
tel0 0

’ 541 T g i
+( / ||zn—z|5+1dt) ( / (||vn+zn||m+1>+||v+z||LM)dt) ]
0 0

< (1+7)(0+1) sup [|ffLe
te[0,T

1/2

T
x ( [ lhss + s + ol + ||z||Lza>26dt)
0

T 1/2
y (/ (lon = vlliz + |20 — z||L2)2dt)

0

T 3 T 3 T 3
+7K / ||vn—v||izdt) +( / ||zn—z||izdt) ]( / ||¢>||izdt)

0 0 0

T T T 25(25111)
5

£ (25+1) sup ||¢||Lo{( / ||vn—vr|izdt) ( [ - vHLsz%)

t€[0,T) 0 0

g

T (641) (6+1) 51
X ; (H nHL2(6+1) + || HLZ(HU)dt
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T 3%
+ T sup (|| znllF2e0) + HZ||L2(5+1>)</ an—vHizdt)
T 0

tel(o,
T 25‘2§i1)
2(6 1
X </ an_UHL(z(:s:l)dt)

0

’ 541 T ’ 26 7

i ( I —z||JHdt) ( | Qe+ 2l + ||v+z||LM)dt) ]
0 0
— 0 as n — oo. (2.22)

By using the density of C([0,T]; C([0,1])) in L2(0,T;L*(O)), we get
Cn(Vy + 2p) = cu(v +2) in L*(0,T;L*(0)) as n — oo. (2.23)
Thus one can pass to limit in the equation (2.12]), and use the convergences (2.18), (2.21))

and (2.:23)) to deduce that v(-) is a weak solution.

The steps (2), (3) and (4) yield v € le%ﬁ?—ﬂ)(o, T;H1(0)) and an application of Theorem
2, page 302, [18] implies v € C([0, T]; H~*(O)). Moreover, from Proposition 1.7.1, [6], we have
v € Cu([0,T];L2(0)), where C,([0,T]; L*(0)) is the space of functions u : [0,T] — L*(O)
which are weakly continuous.

Step (6): Energy equality. We need to show that v € C([0,T]; L?(0)) and it satisfies energy
equality. Let us define Dy = {¢ : ¢ € CF(Or)}, where Or = O x [0,T). Note that
u(-,T) = 0 for all u € Dy and Dz is dense in LI(0, T; H(O)) (Lemma 2.6, [19] for ¢ = 2).
For w € 1.4(0,T;X), 1 < g < oo and T > h > 0, the mollifier u;, (in the sense of Friederichs)
of u is defined by

up(t) = /0 in(t — s)u(s)ds,

where jj,(-) is an inﬁnitely differentiable function having support in (—h, h), which is even
and positive, such that f n(s)ds = 1. From Lemma 2.5, [19], we infer that for u €
L%(0,T;X), 1 < g < o0, we have uy, € CK([0,T); X) for all & > 0. Moreover

ilzlir(l] Huh — u||Lq(0,T;X) =0. (2.24)
Finally, if uy € L4(0,T; X) converges to u in the norm of L4(0, T; X), then
lim H(uk)h — uh||Lq(0,T;x) =0. (225)
k—o0
The weak solution of (2.10) can be written as
¢ 0
J{(257) + thv -t aBo -+ 2) = eto + 21,6 far = (000,000) = 0(5) 5D, (220
for all s € [0,t], t < T and all ¢ € Dy. Let {vx} € Dr be a sequence converging to

v € L¥(0,T;HY(0)). Let us choose ¢ = (v), =: vpp in Z28) (s = 0), where (-), is
mollification operator defined above, for 0 <t < T, we obtain

t
/ (’U, %) + V(&g’u, 8§vk h)) ds
; ot ’



14 A. KUMAR AND M. T. MOHAN
= (v(t), vea(t)) — (v(0), vk (0)) + /0 ( — af(v+2)°0(v + 2), Vi)

+ ﬁ(l + ’}/)<(’U + Z)6+1, Uk,h> — ﬁ’}/<(’U + Z), Uk,h> — ﬁ((v + Z)26+1, ’Uk7h>)d8. (227)

Now with the help of ([225]), one can take the limit as k — oo. To pass the limit in the first
term of the right hand side of ([227)) we use integration by parts and Holder’s inequality to
find

‘ /0 (v + 20060 + 2), ven) — (v + 2)°Be(v + 2), vn))ds

< [ s ok — o) s

1
2(5+1) :
< sgllons = iz ([ N0+ 2 0s)

—0as k — oo.

Using Hoélder’s inequality, the second term in the right hand side of (2Z.27)) can be estimated
as

‘ /0 (((v+2)° opn) — ((v+ 2)°T vy))ds

t
< / o+ 201758 o 6 — vallieds

1
5 2
< lon — onllizcoras ( / v+ 2) 260 )

—0as k — 0.

For the third term in the right hand side of (Z:27]), using Holder’s inequality, we have

t
< Clloen vhan(o,T;m( / ||v+z||i2ds)
0

— 0 as k — 0.

| (0t 20 — (04 2, 0n))ds

The final term in the right hand side of (2.27)) can be estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, the embedding of H}(O) C L°°(0), interpolation inequality, Holder’s inequality

and (225) as

(((v + z)20+L vn) — ((v+ 2)2% ))ds

/ o+ 22584 o — vallds

(6+1)(26—1)
< ||U+Z||L2||U+ZHL2(5+1) [0k, — vn ]l ds
0

26—1
5 25 t
< s ||v+z||L2( / o+ 22640 4 ) ( [ = wlias
s€l0,t 0

-
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— 0, as k — oo.

Passing limit £ — oo in (2.27), we obtain

—/0 (v, %)ds + 1//0 (O¢v, Ogvp)ds + (v(t), vn(t))
= (v(0),v,(0)) + /0 ( —a((v+2)°0(v+ 2),vn) + B +7){(v + 2)°*", va)

— By{(v + 2),v) — B{(v + 2)®T, vh>)ds. (2.28)

Since the kernel jj,(s) in the definition of mollifier even in (—h, h), we get

/ot (U’avkh)dt //dj U= 1), o(t))dede =0

By using (2:24) and similar arguments as above yield

t t
}lli_{% i (851),8§Uh)d82/0 (O¢v, Ogv)ds,
t

lim [ (B(v+ z2),v)ds = /0 (B(v + 2),v)ds,

h—0 0
flLiE(l) i <c(v+z),vh>ds:/0 (c(v+ z),v)ds.
As h — 0 in ([2.28), we obtain
[o(OlI2: + v / |9ev(s)2ads + By / lo(s) + 2(s)|[2eds + 3 / los) + ()PS50, ds
— IO + 51+ / (00s) 4 =6 o)+ 15 [ ((006) + 2 ()
! d 26+1 d ’
+m/0<v<> (s), s+5/ +(5))ds

and hence the energy equality is satisfied. We know that every weak solution is L?-weakly
continuous in time, and all weak solutions satisfy the energy equality, and so all weak solu-
tions belongs to C([0, T]; L*(O)).

Step (7): Uniqueness. Let v; and vy be the two weak solutions of the system (Z.I12)) and
the initial data z. Note that w = v; — v satisfies:

08_1,;1 — vAw = —af(v1 + 2)° 0 (v1 + 2)° — (va + 2)°0¢(vs + 2)°] + B[(v1 + 2)
X (1= (o1 +2)°) (01 +2)° =) = (2 + 2)(1 = (v2 + 2)°) (02 + 2)° = )],
w(0) =0,
(2.29)

in H1(0), for a.e. t € [0,T]. Taking the inner product of first equation of above system
([2:29) with w, we obtain

1d

2 at ((’01 + Z)6+1 — (’02 + Z)6+1, 8511)) + B((Ul + Z)(l — (Ul + 2)6)

(8}
— w2 + v]|cw|f> = 1
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X (014 2)°" =7) = (V2 + 2)(1 = (v2 + 2)°) (02 + 2)° = 7), w).
(2.30)

For the term 595 ((v1 +2)°*! — (v2 4 2)°™!, dew), we use Taylor’s formula, Holder’s inequality,
interpolation inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality to estimate
it as

5 i 1((”1 + 2)5“ — (vy + 2)5“, 8511))
= a(w(e(vl + Z) + (1 — 9)(@2 + Z))(S, 8§w)
< 0425—1(HU1 + ZH(15,2(5+1) + ||lve + Z’|i2(6+1)>“w||L2(5+1) H85w’|L2
642 3542

< 02 (lor + 2l + ez + 2ol 257 e 577

< Vet 1 i g (02 Y (32 \EE

< S ll0ewlipe +c a 460+1) ) \2v(6+1)

45(5+1) 16(541) )
X (llor 4 2ll sty + oz + 2l oty ) lwllEa- (2.31)

Let us take the term B(1 + v)((v1 + 2)°F! — (vy + 2)°*!, w) and estimate it using Taylor’s
formula and Holder’s inequality as

B+ ) ((vr + 2)° = (vy + 2)°TH w)
= B(1+79)(0+ D (w(@(vy + 2) + (1 — 0)(va + 2))°, w)
< B+ + 1)2‘5_1(||(|vl + 2 + oy + 22 )wllr2) w2
%Ilvl + 2 w|f2 + —Il\vz + 2 w|[fz + B2 (1 + )2 (1 +9)?(|wlF. (2.32)
Also, we have

—By((v1 + 2) = (v2 + 2), w) = —By(w, w) = —Byllwl.. (2.33)
In order to estimate the final term of right hand side of (230), we use the following formula

(cf. [28])
1 1
(z|2]* = yly[* x —y) > glllxl‘s(:r )iz + glllyl‘s(:v — )3 (2.34)

Let us take the term —A3((v; + 2)%*1 — (v + 2)**1, w) and using the above formula (Z.34)
to estimate it as

—B((vy + 2)25+1 — (vg + z)25+1,w) < —§|Hvl + z|5wHiz — §H|’U2 + z\5w||iz. (2.35)

Combining (2.32)), (2.33) and (2.35]), we get
BUA+) (1 + 2 = (02 4+ 2)°1) = A((01 +2) = (2 + 2)) = (01 + 2)*H
o ('Ug + Z)26+1),'LU)

s 5 _
< =l + 2P wllis = Zlllv + 2 wliEe = ByllwlEe + 5227 (14 6)*(1 +9)*|wfe. (2.36)
Using (2.31)) and (Z30) in (Z30), we obtain

d p p
FlwllEe + vl0ewlliz + Slllor + 2wtz + S lllvs + 2 wllEs + 287 [|wlE2
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3042

ey s [0+ 2 3042 \ o 105+1) 15641
< ¥ (4(5 . 1)) <2v(6 . 1)) (Ilor + 2l 22 + lvs + 2l 252 ) w2
+ 522 (1 + 6)*(1 4 7)?[|w][7>. (2.37)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (2.37)) yields
lw()[[F2 < [lw(0)[IF2 exp(2° B(1 + 6)*(1 + ~)*T)

T 45(5+1) 45(5+1)
X exp {C(a, g, v) / (r|v1<t> + 2O sy + [lo2(t) + z(t>HL;‘&in)dt}, (2.38)
0

for all t € [0,T]. For 1 < ¢ < 2, the term appearing inside the exponential is finite and since
v1(+) and vq(-) are weak solutions of the system. Since w(0) = 0, the uniqueness follows from
(238) for any v, 0, and § € [1,2].

From (2:38)), we obtain the uniqueness of the weak solution with a restriction on § € [1, 2].
To remove this restriction, we estimate the term % ((v; + 2)°*! — (vy + 2)°*1, Gzw), with the

51
help of Taylor’s formula, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities as

(6%
m(('[il + Z)6+1 — ('UQ + Z)(H_l, 85“1)

= a(w(@(v + 2) + (1 = 0)(vz2 + 2))°, dew)
< 27|l + 2 wllee + [|vz + 2°wl|2) | O¢w| 2
26—2 .2 26—2 .2

a
S 6’1/||0§w||iz + WHM + Z|6w||%2 + WHM + Z|6'LU||%2 (239)
Using (2.32)) and (2:38)) in (2.30), we obtain
d 2 2 220720 5,112 5, 112
gl + 1 = o)aewlt + (01 - 0) = = ) il + 17wl + e+ 51wl
+287 w2 < C(B,6,7)llw|f=. (2.40)
For Bv > 2%72a2 an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (2.40) gives
lw(®)[IF2 < [lw(0)||F2 exp{C(8,6,7)T}, (2.41)
for all ¢ € [0, 7). Hence the uniqueness follows from (Z.41)), provided v > 220—1a?2, O

Remark 2.5. Under additional regularity assumptions on z and x € HL(O), one can prove
the existence of a strong solution v € L>°(0,T; H}(O))NL2(0,T; H*(O)) to the problem [Z.I0)
and hence from the estimate (2Z38), it follows that the strong solution (in the deterministic
sense) is unique for any v,a, B >0, v € (0,1) and 1 < § < 0.

Since u = v + z and z € C([0, T]; C(]0, 1])), P-a.s., we have the following results:

Theorem 2.6. For x € L2(0), under assumption (7)), there exists a strong solution u to
the equation (2.8)) in the sense of Definition[2.3 such that

u € C([0, T); L*(0)) N L0, T; C([0,1])) N L2+V (0, T; L2V (0)), P-a.s. (2.42)

For ¢ € [1,2], the strong solution is unique for any v,c, B > 0,7 € (0,1) and for2 < 6 < oo,
the strong solution is unique for Bv > 220=1q?2

Theorem 2.7. Forx € L*(O), under assumption (IL6), there exists a mild solution u to the
equation (2.8) in the sense of Definition 21 such that (2.42)) is satisfied.
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3. EXISTENCE OF AN INVARIANT MEASURE

In this section, we discuss the existence of an invariant measures for solutions of the
equation (2.8)). Let us first introduce some notations, which will be used in the upcoming
sections. We denote the space of probability measures on L?*(O) equipped with the Borel
o-field B by M;(L?(0)), the space of signed o-additive measures of bounded variation on
L?(O) by M,(L*(O)), the space of all bounded Borel measurable functions on L?(Q) by
By(L*(0)) and the space of all bounded continuous functions on L*(O) by C,(L%*(O)). On
the space M,(L2(0)), we consider o(M,(L2(0)), By(L?*(0))), the T-topology of convergence
against measurable and bounded functions which is much stronger than the usual weak
convergence topology o(My(L2(0)), Cy(L*(0))) ([17], Section 6.2, [7]). Let us denote || - ||sup
for the supremum norm in C; (or By). We denote the duality relation between o € M, (L2(O))
and ¢ € By(L*(O)) by o(¢) := [, 1¥do. In the sequel, we denote the law on C(R*;L*(0)) of
the Markov process with z € L*(O) as initial state by P,. We define P,(-) = [15 ) Pso(dz),

where ¢ be any initial measure on L*(0O).

Let E be any Borel subset of L?(0), and the transition probability measure P(t,z,-) be
defined by P(¢,x, B) = P{u(t,x) € B}, for all t > 0,z € E and all Borelian sets B € B(E),
where u(t, z) is the solution of the SGBH equation (2.8) with the initial condition z € L?(0O).
Such a process is shown to exists and Markovian. We define {P;};>¢, a Markov semigroup
in the space Cy(E) corresponding to the strong solution of SGBH equation (2.8)), as

(Pug)() = Elp(u(t,2))], for all o € Cy(E).

A Markov semigroup Py, t > 0 is Feller if Py : Cy(E) — Cy(E) for arbitrary ¢t > 0. Let us
first consider the dual semigroup {P;};>¢ in the space M;(E), which is defined as

/ ed(Pfo) = / Ppdo,
E E

for all ¢ € C4(E) and o € M;(E). A measure p € M, (E) is called invariant if P} o = o for all
t > 0. Under assumptions (L.6) and (LT), we prove the existence of an invariant measure
for the SGBH equation (2.8)) for the following two different cases:

(i) The noise coefficient has finite trace (assumption (L7))) and without any restriction
on ¢ (Bv > 220-1a? for 2 < § < o0).
(ii) The general case (assumption (LO)) with the restriction on § € [1,2).

Case (i): Tr(GG*) < oo. We state and prove the existence of the invariant measure for this
case in the following Theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Let us take the initial data x € L*(O). Then there exists an invariant
measure for the system (2.8) with support in Hy(O) (Bv > 2207Va? for 2 < § < 00).

Proof. Applying infinite dimensional It6’s formula to the process ||u(-)||?,, we find
2(5+1)
o) +20 [ o) ads + 5 [ IS ds

= ||z||?2 + Tr(GG*)t + B(1 ++?) /0 |u(s)||?2ds + 2/0 (GAW(s), u(s)), (3.1)



LDP FOR THE SGBH EQUATION 19

for all t € [0, 7], P-a.s., where we have used (Z.I). Using L2®*1(0) c L?(0), Hélder’s and
Young’s inequalities to estimate the term B(1 + ~+?) fg |u(s)||72ds, we obtain

1

(6+1) 1 5
B(1+ / lu(s)Eads < B(1+ 12 ( / Ju(s) 260 ds ) -

<0 / lu(s)IPED ds + (8, o)t,

=

-. Using the above estimate in ([B.I]), we have

6] 2(5+1)
()22 + 20 / Jcu(s) 2ads + 5 H $)[2840) ds

< || + (Tr (GG )+C)t+2/ (CodW(s), uls)), (3.2)

0
for all t € [0, 7], P-a.s. Taking expectation in (B.2), we obtain

where the constant C(3,6) = ( (5+1)) 5

t t
g :
Bl +20 [ 10(o)ads + 5 [ a8 as) < el + (66 + O,
(3.3)

where we have used the fact that the final term is a martingale. Thus, for all ¢ > Tj, we
have

2 ! 1
—”E[/ H@gu(s)Hizds] < |zl + (GG + C.
0 0

An application of Markov’s inequality yields

I 1 _J1 /7
lim sup [T/O P{||0eu(t)|2: >M}dt] < lim sup MzE{T/ H@gu(s)Hizds]

M—o0 T>T) M—o0 T>To

1
< _ 2 *
A}[gnm;ujgo Ve {To |z|]i2 + Tr(GG™) + C

~0. (3.4)

—_

Using the estimate ([3.4) and the compact embedding H}(O) C LQ(O), it is clear from the
standard argument that the sequence of probability measures ji; ,(-) = + fo -)ds is tight.
That is, for each € > 0, there exist a compact subset K C L*(O) such that ,ue(K c) < € for all
t>0 and hence by Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem (see [4]), pr — p, weakly for n — oo and
the measure p is an invariant measure for the transition semigroup (P;);>0, and is defined as

Pip(z) = Elp(ult, 2))];

for all ¢ € Cy(L?(0)), where u(-) is the unique strong solution of (2.8) with the initial data
r € L*(0). O

Case (ii): The general assumption ([L6]).
Let us now write the problem in a different form. For any x > 0, we set R.(t) =
e " R(t),t > 0. Then the mild solution of (Z.8) with the initial data x = 0, is given by
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the integral form
u(t) a/o (t —s)B( 8+5/ s)c(u(s))ds + 2. (1), (3.5)

where 2, (t fo (t—s)GdW(s), and k > 0 will be fixed later. Now setting v(t) = u(t)— 2z,
and transform the problem associated with (B.3]) into the initial value problem

v'(t) = —vAu(t) — aB(v(t) + 2(t)) + Be(v(t) + 2u(t)) + rza(t),
v(0) = 0.

Also note that the system (B3.6]) defines a transition semigroup Py, ¢ > 0, on B,(L?(0)), which

holds the Feller property, since the solution of (3.06) depends continuously on the initial data.

With the help of general theory developed in Chapter 6, [9], in order to prove the existence
of an invariant measure for (3.06)), it is sufficient to show that the family of measures

{%/OT Ps<0,-)ds},

is tight on L%(0). Before going to prove the tightness of the family of measures defined
above, we require the following Lemma.

(3.6)

Lemma 3.2. For any € > 0, there exists K. such that for oll T > 0,

%/OT P(||v(s)|2: > K.)ds < e. (3.7)

Proof. Let v be the solution of ([86). Taking the inner product of first equation of the system
B6) with v(-), we get
1d

5 arllvle + vldeelt: =

5o (04 20 8 + 81+ 9) (v 4 2)"0)

— By(v 4 2, v) — B((v 4 2)? T, 0) + K(z,v). (3.8)

Using @1), Taylor’s formula, Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term
s (v + 2:)0TL, Oev) as

g (0 )" 0)
< (0 9ev) + alz(00 + (1 - 0)2,)°, O¢v)
o+1
2
< SH0colEz + 5zl s 10 4 2l
1 [a?\"! 80
(6+1) (6+1)
< Uil 2o+ w2+ i (2) (G ) 1l @9

Next, we take the term B(14+7)((v+2.)°"L, v) — By(v+ 20, v) — B((v+2.) P, v) and estimate
it using the embedding L2(0) C L20+Y(0), Holder’s and Young’s inequalities as

BA (v + 20) 0+ 20 — 20) = By (0 + 2,0) — 5((@ + 207 v+ 20— 2)

By 2(6+1)
< BA+ )0+ 2Tz 10 + 20 = 2ellL2 — 7Hv||iz + ||zn||Lz — Bllv+ 22
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+ 5HU + ZRHii—(tsil) HZRHLZ(JH)

L R L ) (LR [N

s + (511)@2(‘;3) el 250

< ——||v+ N el +45(1+7)2||U‘|‘Zn”1%2(6+1) + (45(1+v> M)H?«HH
Do+ (511)@2(‘;3) el

< Dposnpgr + LY 1<B(58+1))§+(45(1+7) + )l
- ot + s () Dl (3.10)

Once again using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Holder’s inequality, we estimate the term
K(2,v) as

2
(o) < ol + 5l (3.11)
Substituting (3.9)-(311) in (3.8), and using Poincaré inequality 72||v||Z. < ||0¢v]|i,, we find
d 57 2(5+1)
ot + (v + 50 Il + o+ sl
< C(B, 7, ®)|zl[Fz + Cv, a, B, 8)l|2l7 )y + C(8,7,9), (3.12)

041 3
where C(5.7.6) = (83014707 + 07 + 22 ). C(50) = 22T (), g

O\ b ST
I T 85 25+1
C(Vaaaﬁ>5) = (5+_1 (7) (25(5+1)) + (5+1) < (511)) )

Finally, we proceed with a similar argument as in the work Chapter 14, [12]. We fix K > 1
and define

¢(t) =log([lv(®)|{> V K).

Then we have

¢'(t) = Tolt )”2 T X{v(t) |2 2>K}dt||v( I

On multiplying both sides of (3.12), with | |2 X{Jlu(o)2,>K}> We get

By
¢'(t) + (WTQ 5 Xz, >k

1
< {06, 7. m)llzallfz + Clv e, B.0)lzulFish, + C(8,7.0)}-
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Integrating the above inequality from 0 to ¢ and taking the expectation on both sides, we
find

E[¢(t) = ¢C(0)] + <V7T + @) /0 P([[u(s)|lt> > K)ds

1
<%/ €87 RE[lza(5)l17:] + Clv, 0, 8, 0B |a(s) 77| + C(8,7,6) }as

Using the fact ¢(t) — ¢(0) = ((t) — log K = log(M> > 0, we obtain

(W +%)%/t B(||o(s)[2 > K)ds

< 2 [ OB mEE + s 8RS + OB Ys. (313)
hence (3.7)) holds by choosing K sufficiently large. O

Now we state our main result of this section, that is, the existence of the invariant measure
for the noise with general assumption (L.

Theorem 3.3. Let Py, t > 0 be the transition semigroup corresponding to the solutions of
the system (28). Then there exists an invariant measure for the semigroup Pyt > 0 for
del,2).

Proof. First we fix k > 0, for which the Lemma .21 holds. We have the embedding D(A?) C

L2(0), is compact for any o > 0. In order to prove the tightness property, it is sufficient to
show that, for any € > 0 there exists K > 0, such that for all 7" > 1

1

?/ P{|Au(t)|}. > K}dt <. (3.14)
0

Now onward we fix both £ > 0 and o < 232 for § € [1,2). For o € [0,1), it has been shown

in Lemma 14.4.1, [9] that

M = sup E[||A%2,(t)]72] < +oo.
t>1

An application of Markov’s inequality yields

1 T
= [ PN > K} < gz [ BN Ol < g - )

For the chosen sufficiently large K, we can made I small uniformly for 7" > 1. To prove
(314, it is sufficient to show it for the process u(-) replaced by v(+), since u(-) = v(-) + z(-).
This will be derived as did in Theorem 6.1.2, [9] by exploiting the regularizing effect of (2.8]).
For the mild solution v(-) of (B:6) and any t > 0, we have

< M p
TK

A%v(t+1) = A°R(1)v(t) — aA° /tHl R(t+1—8)B(v(s) + 2.(s))ds

+ BA7 / TR 1 $)e(u(s) + 2u())ds 1 RA® / TR - 9)a(s)ds.
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Taking the L2-norm of above expression, we obtain

[A%0(t +1)[|lL2 = |AZR(D)v(t)]|2 + A”/t R(t +1—5)B(v(s) + 24(s))ds

1.2

+ 5HA“/t R(t+1—3s)c(v(s) + zx(s))ds

1.2

t+1
+ K A"/ R(t+1—s)z.(s)ds (3.15)
t

1.2
Using semigroup property (see [2.6) and (2.7)), interpolation and Young’s inequalities, we
estimate the term HA" fo 0§u5+1(s)dsHL2 as

i

t
A"/ R(5)0:u’™ (s)ds
0

t
<C / 5D u(s) | ds
L2 0

t ot ?) 541 (+1)(5-1)
SC/ s\ ||U(8)||Lg ||u(5)||L2(5f1) ds
0

t 5 t
< C(/ 5—(o+%)%||u(s)||igds+/ l|lu(s) ||i(2f;r+11) )
0
—(0+3)F5+1 (6+1)
< Ol sup oo+ [ (ol 0
s€[0,t]
With the help of semigroup property (see (2.5) and (2.7))), the embeddlng L2 +)(0) ¢
L?*1(0), interpolation and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term ||A” fo s)e(u(s)) SHL2

as

a7 [ retutonas

1.2

t B ) t B t B 1
sc@1+w/¥ﬂﬁﬂmwn§hm+v/sUw@wmw+/s<ﬂbmwﬂ$ﬁ)
0 0 0

t
(o1 —20+1
<o [ 5 DI s+ 2 s o)
0

s€[0,t]

t _(O._;’_l) 1 (6+1)(2(571)
+/s 4M@W&M@W;§F_®>
0

t
< C(t‘%+é +/ [u(s) o ds + (¢ + @025 sup IIU(S)IIfz)-
0

s€[0,t]

Let us consider the final term ||A” fot R(s)zﬁ(s)dsHLT We estimate using semigroup property

(see (27)) and Young’s inequality as
t
< C[/ {s7% + Hzn(s)Hiz}ds]
0

<06t Janls)lE ).

s€[0,t]

27 [ rooas
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In a similar fashion, we estimate the terms of (3.I3)) as

[AZR(L)o(t)||2 < Kilv(®)]]e,

«

A"/t R(t+1—s)B(v(s) + z4x(s))ds

1.2

t+1
< C( sup ||(v+zn)(t+8)lliz+/ (v + 20) (3) I e d )
t

s€[0,1]

4%@[“43u+1—5k@@y+%@»¢

1.2

t+1
SO(L+/’ MU+%x>mﬁiﬁs+sm>MU+%xv+$mQ
t

s€[0,1]

K

t+1
A"/ R(t+1—5s)z.(s)ds
t

§C<L+amH%@+ﬁW§)
L2

s€[0,1]

and the right hand sides of the above estimates are finite provided o < 222 and 6 € [1,2).
Using the above estimates in (3.13]), we obtain

[A%v(t + D)2 < Killo(t)|r2 + C sup [o(t + 5)|[72 + K3 s 12 (t + 5)|72
s€[0,1 s€[0,1

+0/‘ (0 + 2.) () Py ds + C, (3.16)

for o < 222 and § € [1,2). Integrating (312) from ¢ to ¢ + s and taking supremum over
s € [0,1], we find

t+1
sup [[o(t + )72 < o()]F> + C (8,7, fﬂ)/ 2 (r)[[2dr
t

s€[0,1]
Hl 2(5+1
+OMm@a/’n%mmwmd+cw%>
t

Again integrating ([B.12) from ¢ to ¢ 4+ 1, we obtain

t+1 5+1 4 t+1
[ H@+aﬂﬂmmwi<ﬁ@wﬁmrux@%@j () 2

t+1 5+1
+cwm@®1)nammmmd+cw%>

Using the above two estimates in ([B.I6]), we get
IA7(t + Dllez < Kiflo®) |z + Kallv(t)][E> + Ks s 2t + 5) L2
s€(0,1

t+1 t+1 2(541)
+K4/ ’|ZR(T)||iQdT+K5/ HZ,{(’/’)HLQ(&Jrl)d —|—K6, (317)
t t

where K; > 0, fori € {1,...,6} are constants. Using the fact IP’{KG > %} = 0, since K has
been chosen sufficiently large so the left hand can’t exceed to the right hand value. Finally,
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we have
1

T
—/ P{||A%0(t + 1)1z > K}dt
T Jo

1 /T K 1 /T K
<1 [ P{riie 2 5 a1 [ p{mpo. 2 5l
1 T K 1 T t+1 K
+—/ P Ky sup |t + 8) 2 > dt+—/ IP’{K4/ 2w () [2adr > —}dt
T Jo s€(0,1] 6 T Jo ¢ 6

1 T t+1 K
v B [ IR >
0 t

The first two terms in the right hand side of above inequality can be made arbitrarily small
uniform in time 7" with the help of Lemma for sufficiently large K. For the remaining
terms of the above inequality we use Markov’s inequality and the fact that

2(6
sup E{ [12u(1) s + IO } < o
and hence (314 follows. O

4. IRREDUCIBILITY AND STRONG FELLER

In this section, we discuss two properties of the Markov semigroup Py, ¢t > 0 associated
with the solution of the SGBH equation (2.8), namely irreducibility and strong Feller. For
any Borel subset E of L2(0), a Markov semigroup Py, t > 0 is

o irreducible if P(t,z,B) > 0, for all ¢ > 0, = € E and any non-empty open subset
B CE,

e strong Feller if P, can be extended to the space By(E) for any ¢t > 0, that is, P;p is
continuous and bounded in E for all Borel bounded functions ¢ in E.

The above properties are essentially related to the uniqueness of invariant measures.

4.1. Irreducibility. Let us first show that the Markov semigroup P;, ¢t > 0 is irreducible
by using the ideas in [9], B3] [41], etc.

Proposition 4.1. The transition semigroup Py, t > 0 on the space By(L2(O)) corresponding
to the solution of SGBH equation (2.8) is irreducible for § € [1,2].

Proof. Let us prove the irreducibility of the transition semigroup P;, t > 0 in the following
steps:

Step 1: Eract controllability result. Let us fix T > 0, a € L*(O) and b € H}(O). We first
show that there exist u € L?*(0,7;L*(O)) such that for the solution z(t),t € [0,T] of the
control problem

atz(t>€) = —VAZL’(t,f) - OéB([L’(t,S)) + ﬁc(z(t>€)) —FU(t,S), t> O> 5 € [O> 1]>
x(t,0) =x(t,1) =0, t > 0, (4.1)
z(0,¢) = a(§), § €10,1],
one has

2(T,§) = b(§), € €[0,1].
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Assume further that a € H}(O). Then there exists v € L?(0,T;L?*(0)), such that for the
solution z(t), t € [0,7], of the linear problem associated to (41l (see Proposition 14.4.3,

[9),
Diz(t,€) = —vAz(L,€) +0(t,€), t >0, €€ [0,1],

2(t,0) = z(t,1) =0, t > 0, (4.2)
2(0,&) = a(§), € €[0,1],
one has
2(T,§) =b(§), £ €[0,1],
and one can easily verify that (£2), z € C([0, T]; H{(O)). Since a € H(O), it is immediate
that z € L°°(0, T; Hy(O)) N L2(0, T;D(A)). Now, we define a control
0, for 0 <t <o,
o(t) = 9 b— 2(to)
T — 1o

where 0 < to < T. Since z € L?(0,T;D(A)), we obtain v € L?*(0,7;L?(0)). For the above
control, the solution of the problem (£.2) is given by

—Az(t), forty<t<T,

e_”Ata, for 0 <t < t,
2(t) =< t—t, T—t
b t fortg <t <T,
T—1g0 g, o) forfo<ts

and it can be easily seen that z(7") = b. Thus the linear problem (4.2)) is exactly controllable.
Let us now define a control u(+) as

u= 5 18 22T — B+ 4) 2T+ Byz + 322 b, £ >0, £ €]0,1].

By direct substitution, one can prove that z(-) is the solution of (A.1]).
Now we show that the control u(-) € L2(0,T;L?(0)). Taking the L2norm of the control
u, we get

2
« 2(6+1) 2(26+1)

[uflf: < C((5+1)2II8525+1||52 + B2+ )220, + 82220122 + B2z e, + IIUIILz)

(4.3)

Using Holder’s inequality, we estimate the term 102112, as

a?
(6+1)2
2

o
(0+1)2
Substituting it in (43]) and integrating the resultant from 0 to 7', we obtain

T T T
/0 ||u<s>||izdss0(a2 sup [l2(s)|2 / 10e=(s) Zadls + F2(1 + )2 / () 2650 ds

s€[0,T] 0 0

T T
+ﬁ272/0 IIZ(S)||izdS+62/ [EG] [ttt /0 ||U(8)||i2d8)

< 00,

1062 I = (02, 2°0e2) < 0|l 2| | O]l
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so that u € L2(0, T; L*(©)). Thus the exact controllability of the system (&T]) follows. Taking
the inner product with x(-) to the first equation in ([Z1]), we find

1d 2(5

S—lz(®) 172 + vlIdez @)l + Byl + Bllz(®) 1255
= AL+ ) (@ (1), 2(1)) + ((t), v(t)).

It follows that, if v = 0, the for a.e. t € [0, 7], we have

1d B 5 B
2dt”"’f( Wiz + v e (t)|1F2 + §|| x(t )||i(z(;r+11> < 2(1 + %) |z (t) |17 2

From the above estimate it is immediate that for a.e. ¢ € [0, T7], we get x(t) € Hy(O). Thus,
it is enough to define v(s) = 0 in [0, 7], where € (0,T') is a moment such that () € Hy(O)
and for the remaining part of the interval [¢,T], we use the first part of the proof.

Step 2: Irreducibility. In order to prove our result, we need to estimate the L?-distance
between the solution u(-) to equation (Z.8)) with z(0) = a € L*(O), and the function z(-).
From Theorems and 27 for any a € L*(0O), we infer that u(t,a) € Hj(O), for a.e.
t € [0,T], P-a.s. Since u(-) is a Markov process in L*(0), for any b € L*(O), T > 0, n > 0,
(cf. Theorem 2.3, [41])

P{||u(T,a) —b||L2 < n} = / P{||u(T,a) — b||12 < n}u(t,a) = v }P{u(t,a) € dv}
Hp
— / P{lu(T — t,v) — bllue < 7}Pu(t, a) € dv}, (4.4)
Hp
for a.e. t € [0,7]. In order to prove that P{||u(T,a) — b||L2 < n} > 0, it is sufficient to show

that P{||u(T,a) — b||z < n} > 0, for any T'> 0 and a € H(O).
Let us rewrite the control problem (Z.1]) as

d3(t) + vA3(t)dt = udt, 3(0) =0,
{00+ vt — (=aBla0)-+ 5+ 50+ D3, w0 =0, 4
and the stochastic problem (2.8]) as
{dz(t) + vAz(t)dt = GAW, z(0) =0, (46)
do(t) + vAv(t)dt = {—aB(v(t) + 2(t)) + Be(v(t) + z(t)) }dt, v(0) = a,

where we have set z(t) = y(t)+3(t) and u(t) = v(t)+ 2(t). Now we subtract second equation
of the system ([A.3]) from second equation of system (4.6) to obtain

%(v(t) — (1) + vA(u(t) —y(t)) = —a(B(v(t) + 2(t))) = By(t) +3(1))

+ B(c(v(t) + 2(t) — cy(t) +5(2))),

for a.e., 0 <t < T'. Taking the inner product with v(t) — y(t), we get

lot) — y(t)122 + 20 / 10 (0(s) — y(s)[[2adls
~ 2% / (B(u(s) + 2(5)) — Bly(s) + 3(5)), v(s) — y(5))ds
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Yy / (y(s) +3(s).0(s) — y(s))ds.  (4.7)

Using integration by parts, Taylor’s formula, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, interpolation
inequality, Young’s and Holder’s inequalities, we estimate the term —« fot (B(v(s) + 2(s)) —

B(y(s) +3(s5)), v(s) —y(s))ds as
—a/ (B(v(s) + 2(s)) = B(y(s) +3(s)), v(s) — y(s))ds

<27 / lv(s) + 2(s = 3(3) Iz (lo(s) + 2(5) I awen + 1y () + ()P 2cs1))
X [|0e(v(s) = y(5))ll2ds
<27 / lv(s) = y(s)llzesn (To(s) + 2(8) [ + [15() + 3(5) 17 20)

% 10 (0(s) — y(s))llads + 2o / l2(5) — 308z (fo(s) + 2(5) [Eacsn
T 19(8) + () [ 196 (0(5) — y(s) [l adls
<2 a / 10c(u(s) = yNIZ uls) — y)IZ (fo(s) + 2() [aen

22(6_1)31/042
+lly(s) + 3(s)10 2w )ds + —/ 10 (v(s) = y(5))IIF2ds + 1

L 1206) = 060t (006) + =6+ 5) + 505
< 2 [ 10c00ts) — wloDlads + 02 (f;@’;gﬁg) L ot +
+lls) + 5 >||§ii§ii>) Io(5) = ods + 22 [ (uts) + 26
19(5) + 5B 12(5) = 3 o s (45)
Let us take the second term in the right hand side of (4.7) and rewrite it as
5 [ (et (4(5) + 3(5)), 0(s) — y(5)ds
— 5 / (1 7)(0(8) + 2(9) ™ = 3(0(s) + 2(s) = (0(5) + 2(5))*

— {1+ () +3()) = (y(s) +3(5) — (y(s) +3()* 1} v(s) —y(s))ds.  (4.9)
Using Taylor’s formula, Young’s and Hoélder’s inequalities, we estimate the term [S(1 +

7) Jo ((w(s) + ()1 = (y(s) +3())* 0(s) —y(s))ds as
AL+7) /0 ((v(s) + 2(5))* = (y(s) +5(5)°", v(s) — y(s))ds

=B +7) (/0 ((v(s) +2()""" = (y(s) +5(5)""" v0(s) + 2(s) = (y(s) +5(s))ds
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—/0 ((v(s) + 2())""" = (y(s) +35(s))"*", Z(S)—a(S))dS>

< BA+)(E+1)2°7! /0 (o(s) + 2(s)°(v(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 5(s)) I

+lly(s) +3(s)1°(v(s) + 2(5) = y(s) = 5(s))llr2)) ([[o(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 5(s)l|r2
+l2(s) = 5(s )||L2)d3

< 3 L)+ 260 06) + 269~ uts) = s
+ly(s) + 5(5)P(0ls) + 2(65) = 0(s) — 3(6)) )l + 2251+ 2)%(6 + 1)
[ I0G6) 4 205) = 966) = 3D + 106) = 59l (410

Let us consider the second term of the right hand side of (4.9). Using Cauchy-Schwarz and
Young’s inequalities, we obtain

s / (0(s) + 2(5) — (s) — 5(5). 0(s) — y(s))ds

< By / (o(s) — y()[2 + 112(5) — 3()eello(s) — y(s)lz)ds
< 3 / o Hdes+— / l2(s) — 3(5)|2ads. (4.11)

Using Taylor’s formula, (234), Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term
=B [y ((v(s) + 2() 2+ = (y(s) +3(5))* 1, v(s) — y(s))ds as

—5/0 ((v(s) + 2(5))* " = (y(s) +3()* ", v(s) + 2(s) —y(s) — 3(s) — 2(s) +5(s))ds
< —g/o lfu(s) + 2(s)°(v(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 3(s))lI2ds
- g/o lly(s) +3(s)I°(v(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 3(s))F-ds

t
+22715(20 + 1) / lo(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 3(5)llzeen ([(s) + 2(5) 2y

+y(s) +3(s )||L2(5+1))H (s) = 3(s)ll2ds

< / le(s) + (s T 2(s) — y(s) — 3(5))|Zads
p / ly(s) + 3() (0(s) + 2(5) — y(s) — 3(s))|Zads
0+1 _ 20541
+2 / Jols) + =() — 3(s) — 3N S5 + 2042 (9215005 4 1)) B
45(541) 45(541) 2(6+1)
P / lo(s) + 2()] 25 + ly(s) + 320 ) 12(s) — 3(s)]| 2010 s
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< —g/o llu(s) + 2(s)°(v(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 5(s))lI2ds
- 2/0 lly(s) +3(s)I°(v(s) + 2(s) = y(s) = 5(s))[F2ds

# 8 [ 1)+ 266) — o)~ s s + 5 [ a9 - s
(.5 | (Ie(s) + (NS, + (o) + S s, (4.12)
Using the estimates ([@R)-(@12) in @T), we get
Joft) - nw+—/W& —y s+ 5 [ (1) + 26007
< (0l5) + 2(5) ~ y(s) = 3(6)) B + 15(s) + 3(6)P(0(5) + 2(6) - <s>—z<s>>r|iz)ds
< [HCw D) + 2R + )+ 5 355) + O30 Hle(s) = ) s

/{cm z(s) = 3()[Z + C(BI=(s) — 5(s) 12852 Ys
T C(v,0,0) / (I[o(s) + 2(5) 1By + ly(s) + 3(5) [Zosrn ) 12(5) = 3(5) [ Zacards

+C(f3,5)/0 (lo(s) + 2(s)lIgsat, + 1y (s) + 3(5) Il ds. (4.13)

Assuming

sup HZ(8)||L2(5+1) <v,
s€[0,T

an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (£13) yields
[o(t) = y(t)l72
5
< 08,8, T sup 50 = 30l + sup o) s | (419
t€[0,T] s€[0,T

provided 26% < 2§ + 4, that is, § € [1,2].

Since A is an analytic semigroup satisfying (2.7)), from Theorem 5.25, [§], for 0 < J <
£+ 4(55111) < 2(5+1) we infer that z € C([0, T]; W?20+D(0)), P-a.s., and since W*20+)(0) ¢
HQWL)M(O) (Sobolev’s inequality) implies that z € C([O,T];H%éil)w((?)), P-a.s, for 0 <
Vo< 7+ %. Since a € H}(O), it is immediate that a € H2<66+1>+19((9). Note that
the support of the distribution of the processes z € C([0,77]; Hﬁw((?)) is the closure
of the set of functions f(f R(t — s)w(s)ds, t € [0,T], w € L2(O,T;H2<++1>+19(O)). Since
H%%UM(O) c L?0+1)(0), for arbitrary n > 0, we have

0< P{ sup [|2() = 501 < n} < P{ sup [|2(t) — 3(0) [ < n}-

te[0,7) t€[0,7]
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Let us fix

Y =n+ sup [|3(t)]| 26+
te[0,7

Then, we have

0< IP’{ sup ||z(t) — 3(t)| 2040 < n}

te[0,7

< IP’{ sup [[z(t) — 3(t) |20+ <m and  sup ||z(¢)]|p2e+n < y}.
te[0,7) t€[0,7]
Let us now consider
P{|Ju(T) - bl[f- <n}
=P{|[o(T) + 2(T) — y(T) + y(T) — 5(t) + 3(t) — bll{> < n}
=P{|lo(T) — y(T) + 2(T) — 3(t) + «(T) — bllf- <n}

> B{|[o(T) ~w(D)[[f2 < . 12(0) =50 < . [2(T) — bl < 3}

4 2
= P{Jlo(T) — y(T) 2 < 2, 112(T) = (1) < 1}

Z ]P){Z Sup ||Z(t) _3(t)||i2(6+1) < C(Vaaaﬁa’ya’)@éa T> 77)}

jeD t€[0,T)]

> Py sup [|2(t) = 3O a5y < Cv,0,8,79,7,6,T,m) and  sup ||z(t)| 2 < ¥
jep t€l0T] t€[0,7]

> 0, (4.15)

where j € D = {2, 2(0+ 1)}, since 7 > 0 can be chosen arbitrary so that the required result
holds. Hence the transition semigroup P;,¢ > 0, is irreducible. O

4.2. Strong Feller property. Let u(-,z) be the mild solution of (Z8]), which has been
established in [27]. We show that the corresponding transition semigroup P;, ¢ > 0, has
the strong Feller property on the space L?(Q). To prove this property, we take a modified
version of SGBH equation. For this purpose, we define a cut-off function and a mollifier as,
for any R > 0

1 for r €0, R], 16
(r _{O for re [R+1,00), (4.16)

which is a C! function defined on [0, 00). Now, we define a mollifier
Mg(z) = 2®(||z]12), = € L*(O). (4.17)

Also note that for any z € L*(0), Mg € C}(L?(0)) and
O'(llz[l2)

Dy Mp(x) = ®(|[x[|w2)T +
]l r2

r®z, € L*0).
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Proposition 4.2. If Mg is a mollifier defined by (A7), then the modified SGBH equation

{ du = { — vAu — aB(Mg(u)) + Be(Mg(w))}dt + GAW (),

4(0) = o, (4.18)

has a unique mild solution on the time interval [0,T]. Moreover the transition semigroup
PE t >0, has the strong Feller property.

Proof. We prove Proposition in two steps. In step 1, we put a remark on the existence
and uniqueness of the mild solution to the system (AIS]). In step 2, we discuss the proof of
strong Feller property of the corresponding transition semigroup.

Step 1: The existence and uniqueness of mild solution: The proof of existence and unique-
ness of solutions to (AIF)]) is similar to that of Theorem 2.6 provided one can derive an
a-priori bound of the form (Z2.I7) (see [27] also).

Step 2: Strong Feller property: For 0 < R < oo, we denote the directional derivative by
UR(t) at x in the direction of h of the mapping x — u®(t,z) (where u*(-) is the solution of

the system (4.19)), that is,
UR(t) = [Dyu”(t, z)] - h,
for given x,h € L2(O). Note that it is also the derivative of the mapping z — uf(t,z) =

vR(t,z) + 2z(t). Thus, U is the solution of the first variation equation associated with the
system (£I]) and is given by

R
% = —VvAU" — a0 (My(u) M (w)U™) + B(L+ ) (L + 6) My (u) My (u)U"
— BYMp(u)UT — B(26 + 1) M (u) My (u) U™, (4.19)
UR(0) = h.

We consider the mild solution of ([£I9), and taking the L?-norm to find

0 0) e < VROl + a0 [ 17 = )06 (M) Mi)U") s
+ 81421 +0) [ IR = MR MU rads
+m/0 IR(t = ) Mpy(u) U] 2ds

t
+ B(26 + 1) / |R(t — ) MZ (1) Mp(u)UR||12ds. (4.20)
0
Applying the semigroup property (see (Z5) and (2.0)) on the terms of the right hand side
of (A20), we get
/ -3 /
IR(t = 5)0 (Mp(w) Mp(u)U™) ||z < C(t — 5) 74 || M (u) M (w)U |11,
IR(t = 5)Mp(u) Mp(u)U |2 < C(t = 5) 77 || M (u) M (u)U 11,
IR(t = ) Mp(u)U |2 < Cf| Mp(u)U"|rz,
| R(t = )M (u) Mp(u)U |2 < C(t — )77 | M (u) M (w)U ™ 1.
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Using the above estimates in (L.20), we obtain

070l < ez +aC [ (¢ = 5) MR MU urds
OB+ +8) [ (6= M MU uds

+ OBy /t | M5 (u)U"12ds + B(26 + 1) /t(t — )71 || ME (u) My (u) U adls.
’ ’ (4.21)
Now, using Holder’s inequality, for x, z € L?(0), we have
[Mp(2)z[le < Cllzllre,
IM(2) My ()2l < | Mp(@)[leel| Mp(2)2llie < Clz]lea, (4.22)
IME () Mp(2) 2l < |ME (@) ||z | MR(2) 2|2 < Cllz]lee,

where the constant C' depends on the choice of the cut-off function ®x. Thus, one can
conclude that the solution of (&I9) exists and belongs to C([0,T]; L*(0)), provided T is
sufficiently small. Substituting the bounds ([£22]) in (4.21)) and an application of Gronwall’s
lemma gives

sup [|U*(t, 2)[r2 < Crl[hlez, for h,x € L*(O),

te[0,7

where Cr is a non-random constant. From Bismut-Elworthy formula (Lemma 7.1.3, [9]) and
Theorem 7.1.1, [9], we obtain that the strong Feller property holds for a short time and then
with the help of semigroup property, we can extend that interval to [0, +00). O

Proposition 4.3. The transition semigroup Py, t > 0, associated to the solution u(-) of
(28) has the strong Feller property.

Proof. For 0 < R < oo, let P, ¢t > 0, be the associated semigroup to the solution u?®(t, )
of the system (AI8). Let us define

8 =inf{t > 0: ||u®(t,2)|> > R}.
It is clear form the definition of cut-off function (AI6) and (A7) that
u(t,r) = ufi(t,z), forall t<7F xecL?O0).
Let ¢ be any arbitrary function in B,(L?*(0)), then
Pi(a) — Prp(a)| = [E[p(u”(t, 2))] — E[(ult, 2))]]
t,z)

= [E[p(u(t, x)) — ©(u(t, )] x(rey ]

<2 sup [¢(2)[P{r; < t}.
2€L2(0)

We know that the functions P are continuous for all R > 0 and ¢ > 0. Therefore it is
enough to prove that for any M > 0 and ¢t > 0,

lim sup P{rf <t} =0. (4.23)

R=00 ||g|| o <M
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We have already set in section 2 that u(t) = v(t) + 2(¢), t > 0, and a similar formulation
corresponding to the system [{IR) gives uft(t) = v () + 2(¢), t > 0 and

sup [|u”(s, )[|f> <2 sup [[v"(s,2) |2 +2 sup [lz(s, 2)IL-.
0<s<t 0<s<t 0<s<t

Note that the estimate (2I7)) is valid for the process u®(-) also. Thus, if ||z|L: < M, then
we get

t
6
(s, )1 < Clan .00 (M7 [ 1) as) +2 sup (o, 2l
0 LS

Since the right hand side of the above inequality is finite and independent of z, the equality

(E23) holds. O

Theorem 4.4. There exists a unique invariant measure p for the transition semigroup
P:, t > 0, corresponding to solutions of ([2.8)) (6 € [1,2) under assumption (L6) andd € [1,2]
under assumption (LT)). Moreover u is ergodic and strongly mizing.

Proof. From Theorems B.J] and 3.3} we infer the existence of an invariant measure j for the
transition semigroup P;, ¢ > 0, corresponding to solutions of (Z8]). Since the semigroup is
strong Feller (Proposition [.3]) and irreducible (Proposition [4.1]), the uniqueness of invariant
measures follows by Doob’s theorem (Theorem 4.2.1, [9]). Since p is a unique invariant
measure, ergodicity follows from Theorem 3.2.6, [9] and strongly mixing is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 4.2.1, [9]. O

5. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE

In this section, we prove the LDP w.r.t. the topology 7 and Donsker-Varadhan LDP of
the occupation measure for the SGBH equation (L3) with 2 € L*(O) under the assumption
(LT). Our goal is to derive the LDP of the occupation measure L; of the solution u(-) to the
system (L.3), where the occupation measure is defined as

t
Li(A) = % / 5uio(A)ds, for all A € B(L*(O)),
0
where §, denotes the Dirac measure concentrated at point a, and B(L?*(Q)) represents the
Borelian o-field in L?(0). The Donsker-Varadhan LDP for stochastic Burgers equation, 2D
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations,
is obtained in [20] 211 25], respectively, and we follow these works to obtain Donsker-Varadhan
LDP for our problem. All the results obtained in this section are true for § € [1, 2] with any
v,a, > 0,7 € (0,1) (see Theorem 2.6]). Let us state our main result of this section:

v

Theorem 5.1. Assume that Tr(GG*) < oo and (I7) holds. Let 0 < Ao < m, where
1Ql 220y is the norm of Q := GG* as an operator in L*(O) and
U(z) =Ml My, g o= {Q c M, (L*(0)) : / U(x)o(dz) < R}. (5.1)
L2(0)

The family Py(Lr € -) as T — +oo satisfies the LDP w.r.t. the topology T, with speed
T and rate function J uniformly for any initial measure o in My, r, where R > 1 is any
fized number. Here the rate function J : M;(L?(O)) — [0, +o0] is the level-2 entropy of
Donsker-Varadhan (defined in (5.7) below). Moreover, we have
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(i) J is a good rate function on My (L?*(O)) equipped with the topology T of the convergence
against bounded and Borelian functions, that is, [J < a] is T-compact for every
a € RT.

(i) For all open sets G in My(L*(O)) w.r.t. the topology T,

1
N : S
hTrri>1£f 7 log mAfO’R P{Lr € G} > 11(1}fJ. (5.2)

0EM

(iii) For all closed sets F in My(L*(O)) w.r.t. the topology T,

1
limsup —log sup P,{Lr € F} < —infl]. (5.3)
T—o0 T QEM,\O,R F
Furthermore, we have
o)< oo o< oHO) =1 and | [Oalfudo <400, (5
Hp

where p is the unique invariant probability measure of u(t,-).

Corollary 5.2. Let (B, || - ||lg) be a separable Banach space, and ¢ : H(O) — B be a
measurable function, bounded on balls {x : ||A%:L'||L2(@) < R} and satisfying

@l _ 55)

IAZ 2], 200 ||A%!L"||iz

Then P,(Ly () € -) satisfies the Donsker-Varadhan LDP on B with speed T and the rate
function 1, given by

Ly(y) = inf{J(0) : J(o) < +o0, o(¢)) =y}, forall y€B,
uniformly over initial distributions o € My, r (for any R > 1).

Example 5.3. Let us provide some examples of the assumptions Tr(Q) < oo and (7)) (cf.
20, 211 ).
(i) We know that an 12(O)-valued cylindrical Wiener process {W(t) : 0 < t < T} on

(Q, F {F}i>0,P) can be expressed as W(t) = > Br(t)ex, where Bi(t),k € N are
k=1

independent, one dimensional Brownian motions on the space (Q, %, {% }i>0,P) (cf.
[8]). Let us define Gey = oyey, for k=1,2,..., so that

GW(t) =Y ouBr(t)ex.

We also know that the eigenvalues of the Laplacian N\, ~ k*. Thus the condition
given in (L) becomes
e < &
k= 7T ate
for any two positive constants ¢ and C' and some € > 0.
(ii) An another example of noise for which our assumptions hold is G := A=PF, where F
is any linear bounded and invertible operator on L?(O) and 7 < § < 3.
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Remark 5.4. 1. The class (B1)) of permissible initial distributions for the uniform LDP
s sufficiently rich. For example, choosing R large enough, it accommodates all the Dirac
probability measure &, with x in any ball of L*(O).

2. The LDP w.r.t. the topology T is stronger than that w.r.t. the usual weak convergence
topology as in Donsker-Varadhan [17].

3. The assumption (1) plays an important role in Theorem [51l. If the noise acts only a
finite number of modes (that is, o, = 0 after a finite number N ), in the first part of Example
2.3 as in Kolmogorov’s turbulence theory, we believe that the LDP w.r.t. the T-topology is
false.

The existence of mild solution of our problem (2.8)) is proved in Theorem [27 and strong
solution is established in Theorem We have already defined the transition semigroup
corresponding to the solution of (2.8)) by

Pap(z) = E[Y(u(t, 2))] = E*[(u(t)], for all ¥ € By(L*(0)).

We have already proved that the transition semigroup P;, t > 0 is irreducible, satisfies the
strong Feller property (Propositions A1 [3]), and it admits a unique invariant measure g

(Theorems 3., ).

5.1. General results on LDP. In this section, we provide some necessary notations, ba-
sic definitions and give some results from [43] on large deviations for the Markov process.
Consider the L?(O)-valued continuous Markov process,

(Qv {e%t}tzo, 7, {ut}t207 {Pm}x€L2(O))7
whose semigroup of Markov transition kernel is denoted by {P;(z, dy)}+>0, where

e O = C(RT;L?*(0)) is the space of continuous functions from RT to L?(O) equipped
with the compact convergence topology,
e the natural filtration is %, = o{u(s) : 0 < s <t} for any t > 0 and . = o{u(s) :
0 < s}.
o Po{u(0) = 2} =1,
As usual, we denote the law of Markov process with the initial state € L?(O) by P,, and for
any initial measure ¢ on L*(0), we define Py(-) = [, ) P.(-)o(dz). The empirical measure

of level-3 is given by
1 t
t Jo

where (0,u)(t) = u(s +t), for all t,s > 0 are the shifts on 2. Therefore, R, is a random
element of M;(2), the space of probability measures on 2. The level-3 entropy functional of
Donsker-Varadhan H : M;(2) — [0, +o0] is defined by

L Ethc‘O (Qw(—oo,O};]P)w(O))a if Q € Mi (Q)7
H(Q) = { ! +00, otherwise, (5.6)

where
e M:(Q) is the subspace of M;(f2), whose element are moreover stationary;

e (Q is the unique stationary extension of @ € M(Q) to Q = C(R;L*(0)); .% =
ofu(r):s <r <t}, forall s,;teR, s <t

® (Qu(—o, is the regular conditional distribution of Q knowing %, ;
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e hg(p, 1) is the usual relative entropy or Kullback information of o w.r.t. u restricted
to the o-field G, is given by

) = fj—g‘glog (d—g‘ Ydp, if o< pong,
holesn) = { ' +00, otherwise.

The level-2 entropy functional J : M; (L?(0)) — [0, oo, which governs the LDP in our main
Theorem [5.1] is

J(p) = inf{H(Q): Q € M;(Q) and Qo = u}, € M (L*O)), (5.7)

where Qo(-) = Q(u(0) € -) is the marginal law at ¢ = 0. As introduced in [43], we define the
restriction of the Donsker-Varadhan entropy to the p component, by

H,(Q) = { H(Q), if Qo< p,

0, otherwise,

and for level-2 entropy functional

Ju(@) T { 0, otherwise ,

A proof of the following result is available as Lemma 3.1, [20], and hence we omit it here.

Lemma 5.5. For our system J(p) < co = o < p. Moreover, J = J, on M;(L*(O)) and

[J =0 ={n}.

5.2. Exponential estimates for the solution. In this subsection, we prove a crucial
exponential estimate for the solution u(-) to the SGBH equation, which will be helpful
to establish the LDP results. We need the following result to discuss about the proof of
Proposition 5.7l First recall the finite dimensional Galerkin approximation, that is,

{dun(t) = {—vAu,(t) — aB,(u,(t)) + Ben(un(t)) pdt + G,dW(2), t € (0,T),

un(0) =z, := I, (5.8)

and it satisfies the following a-priori energy estimate:

T

2(6+1)

E{ sup ||uy(t )||L2+V/ [ Oeun(s )!Ides+B/ lun () 750 s
te[0,7

< C(||z|f2 + Tr(GGHT). (5.9)

Lemma 5.6. Let u,(-) and u(-) be the solutions of the systems (B.8)) and (28], respectively.
Then, we have

251
rmlny+w/W@mlnym+ﬁ/nn/nga>

a.s. 2(6+1)
2 a0+ 20 [ )ads + 5 [ I ds, (5.10)

for allt € [0,T].
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Proof. Using the Banach-Alaoglu theorem in (5.9]), we can extract a subsequence {u,} (for
simplicity still denoting by {u,}) such that

up 5w in L2(Q;1°(0, T; L(0))),
u, — u in L*(Q; L*(0, T; Hy(0))), (5.11)
Uy < u in L2OTD(Q: 120D (0, 7, L2 (0))),

where u(-) denotes the strong solution of the system (2.8]). Since the solution of (5.§)) is
unique, the whole sequence converges to u(-). A calculation similar to (3.3)) yields

o]
Dmlnm+w/W@wlnm@+ /szn£m>]
< a2 + (TE(GaGE) + C(3. O)), (5.12)

where the constant C(3,0) = ( 6(52+1)>6 5i1 Similarly, for the strong solution u(-) of system
2.3), we get

5 2(6 1
@w ny+24/nau s + 2 n ()26 ds

< [lzflf2 + (Te(GG*) + C(8,0))t, (5.13)
for all t € [0,7]. From (5.12]) and (5.13), we obtain

o] 2(5+1)
'hw mﬁ+w/W@wznym+ nn|man

B
—Ehmxnm+ag/naw s + 2 nn Y6 as
SM%M—WMMMMmHMWHWM&SW—ﬁ@@W~ (5.14)
It is easy to deduce that

00 1
2
H|$nHL2 - H$||L2} < |lzn — 2|2 = ( Z |(z, q)\z) — 0 as n — oo,

j=n+1
and
Tr(G,G;) — Tr(GG") = Tr(IL,GG* — GG*) < [|IT, — I|| z2(0y) Tr(GG*) — 0 as n — oo.

Passing n — oo in (5.14]) by using the above convergences we find

ﬁ 2(6 1
hwlny+az/n@w s + 2 nn ()26 ds

ﬁ 5
B[l +20 [ locate)lfads + 5 [ R as

as n — o0o. From the above convergence, one can extract an a.s. convergent subsequence
{upn, } of {u,}, that is,

5 2(6 1
Nt (¢ np+24/nawk ads + 2 nw (8)[7850) ds
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a.s. ﬁ 2(0+1)
LENTNG ||L2+2u/ JOcu(s)[Fads + 5 || ) P80 ds as k — oo,

for all t € [0,7]. The above convergence holds for the original sequence {u,(:)}, since
un(+), u(+) are the unique solutions of (5.8) and (2.8]), respectively. O

Proposition 5.7. For any 0 < Ay < m where ||Q||zw2(0y) is the norm of Q as an

operator in L*(O) and for any x € L2(0), the process u( satisfies the following estimates:

e exp (ol [ 1oeuCozs + 2 [ jutsy i as) |

< ekollxolling)\ot(Tr(Q)JrC)’ (5.15)

where the constant C' = (ﬁ)%%. In particular, the following estimates hold
E* {exp (Aoflu(t)[f2) } < eleoliatoiTH@r0), (5.16)
E“’”{ exp <)\0V /t ||a§U(S)||iQdS)} < eolleollta +20t(THQ)+C) (5.17)

{exp (Aoﬁ / u(s) 840 d )}s6*0”““32“0““@”“. (5.18)

Proof. First we establish the result for the finite dimensional system (5.8]), and then we pass
the limit as n — co. From (B.2)), we have

6] 2(5+1)
an(8) 22 + 20 / [cua(s) 22 + 5 Hn 20 ds

< llzallZ +(Tr(GnGn)+C)t+2/ (G dW(s), un(s)), (5.19)

0
P-a.s. Let us define

8 s
Za(t) = un() |22 + v / cua(s) 22 + 5 || un ()P0 ds.
Then from (B.19), we find

Zn(t) < ||lznll?s — 1//0 |0un(8) |72 + (Tr(G,GE) + C)t + 2/ (GLdW(s), u,(s))

0

P-a.s., for all t € [0, T]. Applying Itd’s formula to the process e*0%n(®)

we obtain

, using the chain rule,

d(etoZn M) = roZnlt {)\OdZ (t) + zod[ZnaZn]t:|
< X% O] — Y| Geun (8) |22 + Tr(Qn) + C + 220 GFu, (£)][2] dt
+ 2202720 (CLdW (1), u, (1)) (5.20)

The following inequalities are easy to obtain:

Tr(Qn) < Tr(Q), [lznllie < [llc2. (5.21)
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Also we have
1Gunllfz < 1GHI1Z 2o lua(WIF2 < NQllcw oy llun(®)]Ee, (5.22)

and by Poincaré’s inequality, we get

1
lun(®)1E2 < = 10cun(®IIE=- (5.23)
™

Using (5.21)-(5.23)) in (5.20), we obtain

2\
d(e# @) < Mo | — v]|Ogun(t) |72 + Te(Q) + C + —OHQHL 2(o) 1 Ocun(t) |12

+ 200€0% W (G, dW (1), un(t)).

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t, we get

t

eMZn(t) < ollell? 2 + Ao(Tr(Q) +C)/ eM0Zn(s) g
0

i dofer [ (ZRiQlcason — ) 1]
+ 220077 (G, AW (8), un (1)) (5.24)

Taking expectation on both side, we deduce
t
E® (6>\oZn(t)) < erollzlz 4 Xo(Tr(Q) —I—C)/ ( XoZn (s )ds
0

2\
+A0E$[ekozn<t> / ( 201 e —u)nagun(wuizds},

since the final term in (IEE) is a local martingale hence the expectation is zero. Let us

now choose 0 < A\g < W so that the third term in the right hand side of the above
L(L4(0))

inequality is negative and we get
t
E* (6A0Zn(t)> < e>\0||$||iz + )\o(Tl"(Q) + C) / E® (eAOZ”(S)dS) .
0

An application of Gronwall’s lemma in above inequality provides

E* (X% < eollzlF2 Aot(Tr(Q)+C)

7T2V

Letting n — oo in the above inequality for 0 < A\g < Moz ion
L

[.6, we obtain for any ¢ € [0, T,

, with the help of Lemma

EZ (6)\02(1‘,)> S 6)\0”:2”%‘2 ert(Tr(Q)'i'C)’

and the proof is completed. O
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5.3. Uniform upper bound for the 7- topology. To prove the upper bound (53] in
our main Theorem [B.0], we use the criterion of hyper-exponential recurrence established in
Theorem 2.1, [44], for a general polish space E. The following result is a slight extension of
the result in [44], to a uniform LDP over a non-empty family of initial measures (cf. [21]).
To use this result we require two properties of the associated semigroup, strong Feller and
irreducibility.

Lemma 5.8 (Theorem 2.1, [44], or Lemma 6.1, [20]). For a subset K in L2(O), let us define
t

T, = 1nf{t > 0: u(t) € K} and T[((l) = 1inf{t > 1;u(t) € K}. If for any A > 0, there exists a
compact subset K in L2(O) such that

sup  E[eM*] < oo, (5.25)
0EM )\ R
and
sup Ew[e”’il)] < 00, (5.26)
zeK

then [J < a] is T-compact for every a € RT, and the upper bound (B.3) uniform on My, r
for the T-topology holds true.

To prove the upper bound (5.3)), it is enough to show the estimates (5.25]) and (5.26) holds
for our model. For that we choose a compact subset K C L?(O) given by
K = {x € Hy(O); ||O¢x||1> < M}, (5.27)

where M is the finite real number, which will be fixed later. Using the definition of occupation
measure for n > 2, we obtain

1 1
PQ{T}? > n} < IP’Q{L,L(K) < —} - IP’Q{Ln(Kc) >1- —}.
n n
For the set K defined in (5.27)), an application of Markov’s inequality yields

. 1
La(K%) < (100120 )-

For any fixed real number Ay such that 0 < A\g < using Markov’s inequality, we

__ v
2||Q||g(}_,2(o)) ’
obtain

1
P {7 2n} < IPQ{L”(!|85:CHiz) > M? (1 - 5)}
l/)\o " 2 2 1
S ]P)Q —_— ||8§U(S)’|L2d8 Z I/)\(]M 1——
n 0 n

< exp <— R M? <1 - %))EQ{ exp <m0 /On ||0§u(s)||izds) } (5.28)

For any initial measure ¢ € M;(L?(0)), integrating the exponential estimate (5.17) w.r.t.
o(dz), we find

EQ{ exp ()\OI// ||8§U(8)||izd8)} < eAOt(Tr(QHC)Q(e’\O”'”i2).
0
Substituting the above inequality in (5.28)), we get
]P)Q(’Tl({l) >n) < Q(e’\‘)”'l'i?)e_"cl)‘o, for all n > 2, (5.29)
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=

where the constant C) := MTQ — Tr(Q) — C(B,9) and C(B,0) = (ﬁ) Fix A > 0.

Using integration by parts formula and (5.29), we deduce

.
0+1°

+
E[W?)]—H/ AP, (7 >t)dt<1+Z)\eMP D> )

n=0
2)\ Z )\6)\(n+1 > n)
n>2
< 2 (1 + )\Q(ekoH'Hz) Z 6_"()‘001_)‘)) ]
n>2

Using definition (5.27) of the subset K, we can choose the constant M appearing in the

definition (5.27) of K such that \yC; — A > 1. Also note that for any x € K, we can use
Ocx
Poincaré inequality as [|z||f, < 1% ”L2 < M . Taking the supremum over the set {0 =6, = €

K}, we find

2
sup E¢[e /\TK)] < e (1 e Z e_"(’\ocl_’\)) < 00,
zeK

n>2

and hence (5.27)) holds. We can obtain (5.27)) by the same procedure. From the definition

of 75, we have 75, < Tél) and hence one can compute that

sup E?[eMK] < sup E?e Arie! ] < e <1 +)\Rze—"(/\001—/\)) < 0,

0EM )\ R 0EM R n>2

which finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem[5.1. We have proved (0.28) and (5.26]) of Lemma [B.8, which provide the
good uniform upper and lower bounds of the large deviations, that is, part (i) to (iii) of
Theorem [l The first part of (54]), that is, J(p) < o0 = ¢ < p is given in Lemma [5.5]
The second part in (54), that is, for o € M;(L*(O)) with J(0) < oo, o(||0cx[]f.) < oo can
be established in a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, [20]. O

Proof of Corollary[22. The exponential estimate in Proposition (.7 is sufficient to extend
the LDP of Theorem [G.1] for the unbounded functionals and its consequences. The proof
will be on the similar lines as in the works [20] 21], etc. O

Remark 5.9. As discussed in [12], one can consider the following SGBH equation perturbed
by multiplicative (or correlated) random force also:

{du(t) = {—vAu(t) — aB(u(t)) + pe(u(t)) }dt + g(u(t))dW(t), t € (0,T),

(0 — 5 (5.30)

where g : L2(O) — [a,b] is Lipschitz continuous, 0 < a < b < oo. The analysis of such
problems will be carried out in a future work. One can also consider SGBH equation perturbed
by a-stable noise and establish ergodicity results as discussed in [41], [45], etc. This problem
will also be considered in a future work.
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