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

ANKIT KUMAR1 AND MANIL T. MOHAN2*

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

∂u(t, ξ)

∂t
= ν

∂2u(t, ξ)

∂ξ2
− αuδ(t, ξ)

∂u(t, ξ)

∂ξ
+ βu(t, ξ)(1− uδ(t, ξ))(uδ(t, ξ)− γ)

+ G
∂2W̃(t, ξ)

∂ξ∂t
, (1.1)

for (t, ξ) ∈ (0, T )×(0, 1), where α > 0 is the advection coefficient, β > 0, δ ≥ 1 and γ ∈ (0, 1)
are parameters. The noise coefficient G : L2(0, 1) → L2(0, 1) is a bounded linear operator,

W̃(t, ξ), t ≥ 0, x ∈ (0, 1) is a zero mean Gaussian process, whose covariance function is given
by

E

[
W̃(t, ξ)W̃(s, ζ)

]
= (t ∧ s)(ξ ∧ ζ), t, s ≥ 0, ξ, ζ ∈ R.
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On the other hand, one can consider a cylindrical Brownian process W(·) by setting

W(t) =
∂W̃(t)

∂ξ
=

∞∑

k=1

ekβk(t), (1.2)

where {ek}
∞
k=1 is an orthonormal basis of L2(0, 1) and {βk}

∞
k=1 is a sequence of independent

real Brownian motions in a fixed probability space (Ω,F ,P) adapted to a filtration {Ft}t≥0.
It is well-known that the series (1.2) does not converge in L2(0, 1), but it is convergent in
any Hilbert space U such that the embedding L2(0, 1) ⊂ U is Hilbert-Schimdt (cf. [8]). With
the above formulation, we rewrite the equation (1.1) as

du(t) =

(
ν
∂2u(t, ξ)

∂ξ2
− αuδ(t, ξ)

∂u(t, ξ)

∂ξ
+ βu(t, ξ)(1− uδ(t, ξ))(uδ(t, ξ)− γ)

)
dt

+GdW(t). (1.3)

The equation (1.3) is supplemented by the Dirichlet boundary condition:

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0, t ≥ 0, (1.4)

and the initial condition

u(0, ξ) = x(ξ). (1.5)

Let L2(O) := L2(0, 1) and A := − ∂2

∂ξ2
. In order to prove the existence of strong solution, for

Q = GG∗, we assume that

D(A
ε
2 ) ⊂ Im(Q

1
2 ), for some 0 < ε < 1, (1.6)

where Im(Q
1
2 ) denotes the range of the operator Q

1
2 . It is equivalent to say that the range of

the definition of A− ε
2 in L2(O) is contained in Im(Q

1
2 ). Under the assumption (1.6), for any

ν, α, β > 0, δ < p < ∞, the existence of a unique mild solution u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(O)), P-a.s.,
to the system (1.3)-(1.5) is established in [27]. For 1 ≤ δ < 2, we prove the existence of an
invariant measure for the system (1.3)-(1.5). Under the following assumption:

D(A
ε
2 ) ⊂ Im(Q

1
2 ), for some

1

2
< ε < 1, (1.7)

we prove the existence of a strong solution to the system (1.3)-(1.5), for any ν, α, β > 0,
γ ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ δ <∞. For δ ∈ [1, 2], the uniqueness of strong solution is established for
any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1) and for 2 < δ <∞, the uniqueness is obtained for βν > 22(δ−1)α2.
For these cases, we prove the existence of an invariant measure for any real δ ≥ 1 as well
as a Large Deviation Principle (LDP) for the occupation measure for large time (Donsker-
Varadhan) for δ ∈ [1, 2]. The assumption (1.7) implies Tr(GG∗) < ∞, which tells us that
the energy injected by the random force is finite. The condition (1.7) 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 [1, 3, 10, 11, 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 α-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 α-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. [5, 24, 37], 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 T 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, 21, 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 (1.3)-(1.5) under the assumptions (1.6) and (1.7), respectively. The
existence of an invariant measure, strong Feller and topological irreducibility properties of
the Markov semigroup corresponding to the solution of SGBH equation (1.1) 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 τ -topology and an LDP of Donsker-Varadhan. To prove LDP w.r.t. the τ - 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 (1.1).

Mild solution (Assm. (1.6)) Strong solution (Assm. (1.7))
δ ∈ [1,∞) existence for any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈

(0, 1)
existence for any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈
(0, 1)

δ ∈ [1, 2] existence and uniqueness for any
ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1)

existence and uniqueness for any
ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1)

δ ∈ (2,∞), βν >

22(δ−1)α2
existence and uniqueness existence and uniqueness

Invariant measure existence for δ ∈ [1, 2) existence for δ ∈ [1,∞) with
βν > 22(δ−1)α2 for δ ∈ (2,∞)

Irreducibility δ ∈ [1, 2] δ ∈ [1, 2]
Strong Feller δ ∈ [1,∞) with βν > 22(δ−1)α2

for δ ∈ (2,∞)
δ ∈ [1,∞) with βν > 22(δ−1)α2

for δ ∈ (2,∞)
Uniqueness of in-
variant measure

δ ∈ [1, 2) δ ∈ [1, 2]

LDP – δ ∈ [1, 2]
Table 1. Assumptions on noise and restrictions on δ.

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 3. Under assumption (1.6) and 1 ≤ δ < 2, we followed
similar arguments as in [9] for the existence of invariant measure (Theorem 3.3). Using energy
equality (Itô’s formula), we obtained the existence of invariant measure under the assumption
(1.7) and 1 ≤ δ < ∞ (Theorem 3.1). Then, we discussed two properties of the Markov
semigroup associated with the solutions of SGBH equations, that is, irreducibility and strong
Feller property (Propositions 4.1 and 4.3). 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 5 (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∞
0 (O) denote the space of all infinitely

differentiable functions having compact support in O. The Lebesgue spaces are denoted by
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Lp(O) for p ∈ [1,∞], and the norm in Lp(O) is denoted by ‖ · ‖Lp and for p = 2, the inner
product in L2(O) is denoted by (·, ·). We denote the Sobolev spaces by Hk(O). Let H1

0(O)
denote the closure of C∞

0 (O) in H1-norm. As we are working in O (bounded domain) by

using Poincaré inequality, the norm (‖·‖2L2+‖∂ξ ·‖
2
L2)

1
2 is equivalent to the seminorm ‖∂ξ ·‖L2

and hence ‖∂ξ · ‖L2 defines a norm on H1
0(O). We have the continuous embedding H1

0(O) ⊂
L2(O) ⊂ H−1(O), where H−1(O) is the dual space of H1

0(O). For the bounded domain O
the embedding H1

0(O) ⊂ L2(O) is compact. The duality pairing between H1
0(O) and its

dual H−1(O), and Lp(O) and its dual L
p

p−1 are denoted by 〈·, ·〉. In one dimension, we have
the continuous embedding: H1

0(O) ⊂ L∞(O) ⊂ Lp(O), for p ∈ [1,∞). Also the embedding
of Hσ(O) ⊂ Lp(O) is compact for any σ > 1

2
− 1

p
, for p ≥ 2. The following interpolation

inequality will be used frequently in the paper. Assume that 1 ≤ p ≤ r ≤ q ≤ ∞ and
1
r
= α

p
+ 1−θ

q
. For u ∈ Lp(O) ∩ Lq(O), we have u ∈ Lr(O), and

‖u‖Lr ≤ ‖u‖θLp‖u‖1−θLq .

The following fractional form of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [30] and [31]) is also
used in the sequel. Fix 1 ≤ q, l ≤ ∞ and a natural number n. Suppose also that a real
number θ and a non-negative number j are such that

1

p
=
j

n
+

(
1

l
−
m

n

)
θ +

1− θ

q
,

j

m
≤ θ ≤ 1,

then we have

‖Dju‖Lp ≤ C‖Dmu‖θLl‖u‖
1−θ
Lq ,

for all u ∈ W
m,l(O) ∩H1

0(O).

2.2. Linear operator. Let A denote the self-adjoint operator and unbounded operator on
L2(O) defined by

Au := −
∂2u

∂ξ2
,

with domain D(A) = H2(O) ∩ H1
0(O) = {u ∈ H2(O) : u(0) = u(1) = 0}. The eigenvalues

and the corresponding eigenfunctions of A are given by

λk = k2π2 and ek(ξ) =

√
2

π
sin(kπx), k = 1, 2 . . .

As we are working in the bounded domain O, the inverse of A, that is, A−1 exists and is a
compact operator on L2(O). Moreover, we can define the fractional powers of A and

‖A
1
2u‖2L2 =

∞∑

j=1

|(u, ej)|
2 ≥ λ1

∞∑

j=1

|(u, ej)|
2 = λ1‖u‖

2
L2 = π2‖u‖2L2,

which is the Poincaré inequality. An integration by parts yields

(Au, v) = (∂ξu, ∂ξv) =: a(u, v), for all v ∈ H1
0(O),

so that A : H1
0(O) → H−1(O). Let us define the operator Ap = − ∂2

∂ξ2
with D(Ap) =

W1,p
0 (O) ∩ W2,p(O), for 1 < p < ∞ and D(A1) = {u ∈ W1,1(O) : u ∈ L1(O)}, for p = 1.

From Proposition 4.3, Chapter 1 [2, 32], we know that for 1 ≤ p < ∞, Ap generates an
analytic semigroup of contractions in Lp(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 : H1
0(O)×H1

0(O)× H1
0(O) → R as

b(u, v, w) =

∫ 1

0

(u(ξ))δ
∂v(ξ)

∂x
w(ξ)dξ.

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

b(u, u, u) = (uδ∂ξu, u) =

∫ 1

0

(u(ξ))δ
∂u(ξ)

∂ξ
u(ξ)dξ =

1

δ + 2

∫ 1

0

∂

∂ξ
(u(ξ))δ+2dξ = 0,

and

b(u, u, v) = −
1

δ + 1
b(u, v, u),

for all u, v ∈ H1
0(O). In general, for all p > 2 and u ∈ H1

0(O), using integration by parts one
can easily show that

b(u, u, |u|p−2u) = (uδ∂ξu, |u|
p−2u) = 0, (2.1)

for all p ≥ 2 and u ∈ H1
0(O). For w ∈ L2(O), we define B(·, ·) : H1

0(O)×H1
0(O) → L2(O) by

(B(u, v), w) = b(u, v, w) ≤ ‖u‖δL∞‖∂ξv‖L2‖w‖L2 ≤ ‖u‖δH1
0
‖v‖H1

0
‖w‖L2,

so that ‖B(u, v)‖L2 ≤ ‖u‖H1
0
‖v‖H1

0
. We set B(u) = B(u, u), so that we can easily obtain

‖B(u)‖L2 ≤ ‖u‖δ+1
H1

0
. One can show that the operator B(·) is a locally Lipschitz operator,

that is, (cf. [26])

‖B(u)− B(v)‖L2 ≤ Cδ(1 + 2δ)rδ‖u− v‖H1
0
, (2.2)

for ‖u‖H1
0
, ‖v‖H1

0
≤ r.

2.3.2. The operator c(·). Let us define the operator c : H1
0(O) → L2(O) by c(u) = u(1 −

uδ)(uδ − γ). It is easy to compute that

(c(u), u) = (u(1− uδ)(uδ − γ), u) = ((1 + γ)uδ+1 − γu− u2δ+1, u)

= (1 + γ)(uδ+1, u)− γ‖u‖2L2 − ‖u‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1),

for all u ∈ L2(δ+1)(O) ⊂ H1
0(O). The operator c(·) is also a locally Lipschitz, that is, (cf.

[26])

‖c(u)− c(v)‖L2 ≤
C

π
((1 + γ)(1 + δ)2δrδ + γ + (1 + 2δ)22δr2δ)‖u− v‖H1

0
, (2.3)

for ‖u‖H1
0
, ‖v‖H1

0
≤ r.
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2.4. Linear problem. Let us first consider the following stochastic heat equation:
{
dz(t) = −νAz(t)dt +GdW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

z(0) = 0,
(2.4)

where G satisfies the assumption (1.6). Then, from Chapter 5, [8], we infer that the solution
of (2.4) is unique and it can defined by the stochastic convolution

z(t) =

∫ t

0

R(t− s)GdW(s),

where R(t) = e−νtA. Also note the process z is a Gaussian process and it is mean square
continuous taking values in L2(O) and z has a version, which has P-a.s., λ-Hölder continuous
paths w.r.t. (t, ξ) ∈ [0, T ]× [0, 1] for any λ ∈ (0, 1

2
) (for more details see Theorem 5.22, [8]).

Under the assumption (1.7), one can show that z ∈ C(0, T ; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; H1
0(O)), P-a.s.

Since R(t) = e−νtA is an analytic semigroup, we infer that R(t) : Lp(O) → Lq(O) is a
bounded map whenever 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and t > 0, and there exists a constant C depending
on p, q and ν such that (see Lemma 3, Part I, [34])

‖R(t)f‖Lq ≤ Ct−
1
2(

1
p
− 1

q )‖f‖Lp, (2.5)

‖∂ξR(t)f‖Lq ≤ Ct
− 1

2
− 1

2(
1
p
− 1

q )‖f‖Lp, (2.6)

for all t ∈ (0, T ] and f ∈ Lp(O). Moreover, we have

‖AσR(t)‖L(Lp) ≤
C

tσ
, (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 (1.3) is established. One can re-write the abstract formulation of the
problem (1.3) as

{
du(t) = {−νAu(t)− αB(u(t)) + βc(u(t))}dt+GdW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

u(0) = x,
(2.8)

where x ∈ Lp(O), for p > δ.

Definition 2.1. An Lp(O)-valued and Ft-adapted stochastic process u : [0,∞)× [0, 1]×Ω →
R with P-a.s continuous trajectories on t ∈ [0, T ], is a mild solution to (2.8), if for any T > 0,
u(t) := u(t, ·, ·) satisfies the following integral equation:

u(t) = R(t)x− α

∫ t

0

R(t− s)B(u(s))ds+ β

∫ t

0

R(t− s)c(u(s))ds+

∫ t

0

R(t− s)GdW(s),

(2.9)

P-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Theorem 2.2. [27] Let the F0-measurable initial data x be given and x ∈ Lp(O) for p > δ,
P-a.s. Then there exists a unique mild solution of (2.8), which belongs to C([0, T ]; Lp(O)),
for p > δ, 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 (1.7).

Definition 2.3 (Strong solution). Let x ∈ L2(O) be given. An L2(O)-valued {F}t≥0-adapted
stochastic process u(·) is called strong solution to the system (2.8) if

• the process

u ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; H1
0(O))) ∩ L2(δ+1)(Ω; L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)))

and u ∈ C([0, T ]; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; H1
0(O)) ∩ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)), P-a.s.,

• the process u satisfies

(u(t), ϕ) = (x, ϕ) +

∫ t

0

〈−νAu(s)− αB(u(s)) + βc(u(s)), ϕ〉ds+

∫ t

0

(GdW(s), ϕ),

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ϕ ∈ H1
0(O), P-a.s.,

• the following energy equality is satisfied:

‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds + 2βγ

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖2L2ds + 2β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

= ‖x‖2L2 + 2β(1 + γ)

∫ t

0

(uδ+1(s), u(s))ds+ Tr(GG∗)t+ 2

∫ t

0

(GdW(s), u(s))ds,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s.

For x ∈ L2(O), in order to prove the existence of mild solution and strong solution under
the assumptions (1.6) and (1.7), respectively, let us first set

v(t) := u(t)− z(t), t ≥ 0.

Then u(·) is a solution of (2.8) if and only if v(t) is a solution of




dv(t)

dt
= −νAv(t)− αB(v(t) + z(t)) + βc(v(t) + z(t)), t ∈ (0, T ),

v(0) = x,

(2.10)

which is, for fixed ω ∈ Ω, a deterministic system. One can rewrite (2.10) in the mild form as

v(t) =R(t)x− α

∫ t

0

R(t− s)B(v(s) + z(s))ds + β

∫ t

0

R(t− s)c(v(s) + z(s))ds, (2.11)

then if v ∈ C([0, T ]; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; H1
0(O)) ∩ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)) satisfies (2.11), we

say that it is a weak solution of (2.10). For each dixed ω ∈ Ω, the weak form of (2.10) can
be written as

(v(t), ϕ) = (x, ϕ) +

∫ t

0

〈−νAv(s)− αB(v(s) + z(s)) + βc(v(s) + z(s)), ϕ〉ds,

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ϕ ∈ H1
0(O). The next result provides the existence of weak solution to

the system (2.10).

Theorem 2.4. Let x ∈ L2(O) be the given initial data. Then there exists a weak solution
v ∈ C([0, T ]; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; H1

0(O)) ∩ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)) to the system (2.10).
For δ ∈ [1, 2], the weak solution is unique for any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1) and for 2 < δ <∞,

the weak solution is unique for βν > 22(δ−1)α2.



LDP FOR THE SGBH EQUATION 9

Proof. The proof is divided into the following steps.

Step (1): Faedo-Galerkin approximation. Let Hn = span{e1, . . . , en}, where {e1, . . . , en, . . .}

be a complete orthogonal system of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian operator A = − ∂2

∂x2
and

let Πn : L2(O) → Hn be the orthogonal projection operator, that is, xn = Πnx =
∑n

j=1(x, ej),

for x ∈ L2(O). We define

Bn(u) = ΠnB(Πnu), cn(u) = Πncn(Πnu), Gn = ΠnGΠn.

Let us define zn(t) :=
∫ t
0
R(t− s)GndW(t). Then, it has been shown in Lemma 3.3, [27] that

zn → z in C([0, T ]× [0, 1]).

Let us first consider the following finite dimensional system:



dvn(t)

dt
= −νAvn(t)− αB(vn(t) + zn(t)) + βc(vn(t) + zn(t)), t ∈ (0, T ),

vn(0) = xn.

(2.12)

Since B(·) and c(·) satisfy the locally Lipschitz conditions (see (2.2) and (2.3)), the above
system has a unique local solution vn ∈ C([0, T ∗]; Hn) for some 0 < T ∗ < T . Now, we show
that the time T ∗ can be extended to T .

Step (2): L2-energy estimate. Let us take the inner product of (2.12) with vn to get

1

2

d

dt
‖vn‖

2
L2 + ν‖∂ξvn‖

2
L2 = −α〈B(vn + zn), vn〉+ β〈c(vn + zn), vn〉, (2.13)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Now we estimate the right hand side of (2.13) term by term. Using
integration by parts, Taylor’s formula, (2.1), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate
the term −α〈B(vn + zn), vn〉 as

−α〈B(vn + zn), vn〉

=
α

δ + 1
(vδ+1
n , ∂ξvn) + α(zn(θ1vn + (1− θ1)zn)

δ, ∂ξvn)

= α(zn(θ1vn + (1− θ1)zn)
δ, ∂ξvn)

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξvn‖

2
L2 +

α2

2ν
‖zn(θ1vn + (1− θ1)zn)

δ‖2L2

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξvn‖

2
L2 + 22(δ−1)α

2

2ν
‖zn‖

2
L2(δ+1)‖vn‖

2δ
L2(δ+1) + 22(δ−1)α

2

2ν
‖zn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξvn‖

2
L2 +

β

4
‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) +

[
1

δ + 1

(
4δ

β(δ + 1)

)δ

+
α222(δ−1)

2ν

]
‖zn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1). (2.14)

Let us now consider the second term of right hand side of (2.13). We estimate using Taylor’s
formula, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as

β(c(vn + zn), vn)

= β((1 + γ)(vn + zn)
δ+1 − γ(vn + zn)− (vn + zn)

2δ+1, vn)

= β(1 + γ)(vδ+1
n , vn) + β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)(zn(θ2vn + (1− θ2)zn)

δ, vn)

− βγ‖vn‖
2
L2 − βγ(vn, zn)− β‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) − β(2δ + 1)(zn(θ3vn + (1− θ3)zn)
2δ, vn)

≤ β(1 + γ)‖vn‖
δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖vn‖L2 + β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)2δ−1‖zn‖L2(δ+1)‖vn‖

δ
L2(δ+1)‖vn‖L2



10 A. KUMAR AND M. T. MOHAN

+ β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)2δ−1‖zn‖
(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)‖vn‖L2 − βγ‖vn‖
2
L2 − βγ‖vn‖L2‖zn‖L2

− β‖vn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + β(2δ + 1)22δ−1‖zn‖L2(δ+1)‖vn‖
2δ
L2(δ+1)

+ β(2δ + 1)22δ−1‖zn‖
2δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖vn‖L2(δ+1)

≤ 2β(1 + γ)2‖vn‖
2
L2 +

β

δ + 1

(
8δ

δ + 1

)δ

[(1 + γ)2(δ + 1)222δ−3]δ+1‖zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

+ β‖vn‖
2
L2 + β(1 + γ)2(δ + 1)222δ−3‖zn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) +
βγ2

4
‖zn‖

2
L2 −

β

2
‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

+
β

δ + 1

(
8δ

δ + 1

)δ

[(2δ + 1)22δ−1]δ+1‖zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

+ β

(
2δ + 1

2(δ + 1)

)(
4

δ + 1

) 1
2δ+1

[(2δ + 1)22δ−1]
2(δ+1)
2δ+1 ‖zn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) . (2.15)

Using the estimates (2.14)-(2.15) in (2.13), we obtain

d

dt
‖vn‖

2
L2 + ν‖∂ξvn‖

2
L2 +

β

2
‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤ C(β, γ)‖vn‖
2
L2 + C(α, β, γ, δ, ν)‖zn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤ C(β, γ) +
β

4
‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + C(α, β, γ, δ, ν)‖zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) , (2.16)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t, and using the fact that
‖xn‖L2 ≤ ‖x‖L2 , we get

‖vn(t)‖
2
L2 + ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξvn(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖vn(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

≤ C(α, β, γ, δ, ν)

(
‖x‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

‖z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)
, (2.17)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Step (3): Weak convergence along a subsequence. For the initial data x ∈ L2(O), using
the estimate (2.17) and an application of Banach-Alaoglu theorem yields the existence of a
subsequence {vnk

} of {vn} such that (for convenience, we still denote the index nk by n):




vn
w∗

−→ v in L∞(0, T ; L2(O)),

vn
w
−→ v in L2(0, T ; H1

0(O)),

vn
w
−→ v in L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)),

(2.18)

as n→ ∞.

Step (4): Estimate for the derivative. For any φ ∈ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; H1
0(O)), taking the inner

with φ to the first equation of system (2.12), and using integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, Taylor’s formula and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
〈
∂vn

∂t
, φ

〉∣∣∣∣dt



LDP FOR THE SGBH EQUATION 11

≤ ν

∫ T

0

|〈Avn, φ〉|dt+ α

∫ T

0

|〈Bn(vn + zn), φ〉|dt+ β

∫ T

0

|〈c(vn + zn), φ〉|dt

≤ ν

∫ T

0

‖vn‖H1
0
‖φ‖H1

0
dt+

α

δ + 1

∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖φ‖H1

0
dt

+ β(1 + γ)

∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖φ‖L2dt + βγ

∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖L2‖φ‖L2dt

+ β

∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
2δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖φ‖L2(δ+1)dt

≤

[
ν

(∫ T

0

‖vn‖
2
H1

0
dt

) 1
2

+
α

δ + 1

(∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dt

) 1
2

](∫ T

0

‖φ‖2H1
0
dt

) 1
2

+ β

[
(1 + γ)

(∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dt

) 1
2

+ γ

(∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
2
L2dt

) 1
2

](∫ T

0

‖φ‖2L2dt

) 1
2

+ β

(∫ T

0

‖vn + zn‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dt

) 2δ+1
2(δ+1)

(∫ T

0

‖φ‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dt

) 1
2(δ+1)

,

which is finite. Since it is true for any φ ∈ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; H1
0(O)), we get

dvn
dt

w
−→

dv

dt
in L

2(δ+1)
2δ+1 (0, T ; H−1(O)).

Since the embedding H1
0(O) ⊂ L2(O) is compact, using Aubin-Lions compactness lemma

(Theorem 1, [35]), we deduce the following strong convergence (along a subsequence):

vn → v in L2(0, T ; L2(O)), as n→ ∞. (2.19)

Step (5): Passing to limit in Bn(·) and cn(·). Now our aim is to pass the limit in
the terms Bn(·) and cn(·) by using L2-estimate. Let us choose a smooth function φ ∈
C([0, T ]; C1([0, 1])), and using Taylor’s formula and Hölder’s inequality to obtain

∫ T

0

∣∣〈Bn(vn + zn)− B(v + z), φ〉
∣∣dt

=

∫ T

0

∣∣〈(vn + zn)
δ∂ξ(vn + zn)− (v + z)δ∂ξ(v + z), φ〉

∣∣dt

≤
1

δ + 1

∫ T

0

∣∣〈(vn + zn)
δ+1 − (v + z)δ+1, ∂ξφ〉

∣∣dt

≤

∫ T

0

‖((vn + zn)− (v + z))(θ(vn + zn) + (1− θ)(v + z))δ‖L1‖∂ξφ‖L∞dt

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∂ξφ‖L∞

∫ T

0

(
‖vn‖L2δ + ‖zn‖L2δ + ‖v‖L2δ + ‖z‖L2δ

)δ(
‖vn − v‖L2 + ‖zn − z‖L2

)
dt

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∂ξφ‖L∞

(∫ T

0

(
‖vn‖L2δ + ‖zn‖L2δ + ‖v‖L2δ + ‖z‖L2δ

)2δ
dt

) 1
2
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×

(∫ T

0

(
‖vn − v‖L2 + ‖zn − z‖L2

)2
dt

) 1
2

→ 0, as n→ ∞, (2.20)

since we have the convergence zn → z ∈ C([0, T ]×[0, 1]). By using the density of C([0, T ]; C1([0, 1]))
in L2(0, T ; L2(O)), we obtain

B(vn + zn)
w
−→ B(v + z) in L2(0, T ; L2(O)) as n→ ∞. (2.21)

Again choosing a function φ ∈ C([0, T ]; C([0, 1])), using Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s inequality
and (2.19), we obtain

∫ T

0

∣∣(cn(vn + zn)− c(v + z), φ)
∣∣dt

≤ (1 + γ)

∫ T

0

∣∣((vn + zn)
δ+1 − (v + z)δ+1, φ)

∣∣dt + γ

∫ T

0

∣∣((vn + zn)− (v + z), φ)
∣∣dt

+

∫ T

0

∣∣((vn + zn)
2δ+1 − (v + z)2δ+1, φ)

∣∣dt

≤ (1 + γ)(δ + 1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖φ‖L∞

×

∫ T

0

(‖vn‖L2δ + ‖zn‖L2δ + ‖v‖L2δ + ‖z‖L2δ)δ(‖vn − v‖L2 + ‖zn − z‖L2)dt

+ γ

[(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖2L2dt

) 1
2

+

(∫ T

0

‖zn − z‖2L2dt

) 1
2
](∫ T

0

‖φ‖2L2dt

) 1
2

+ (2δ + 1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖φ‖L∞

[ ∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖
1
δ

L2‖vn − v‖
δ−1
δ

L2(δ+1)

(
‖vn + zn‖

2δ
L2(δ+1) + ‖v + z‖2δL2(δ+1)

)
dt

+

(∫ T

0

‖zn − z‖δ+1
Lδ+1dt

) 1
δ+1

(∫ T

0

(
‖vn + zn‖

2δ
L2(δ+1) + ‖v + z‖2δL2(δ+1)

)
dt

) δ
δ+1

]

≤ (1 + γ)(δ + 1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖φ‖L∞

×

(∫ T

0

(‖vn‖L2δ + ‖zn‖L2δ + ‖v‖L2δ + ‖z‖L2δ)2δdt

)1/2

×

(∫ T

0

(‖vn − v‖L2 + ‖zn − z‖L2)2dt

)1/2

+ γ

[(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖2L2dt

) 1
2

+

(∫ T

0

‖zn − z‖2L2dt

) 1
2
](∫ T

0

‖φ‖2L2dt

) 1
2

+ (2δ + 1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖φ‖L∞

[(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖2L2dt

) 1
2δ
(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

) δ−1
2δ(δ−1)

×

(∫ T

0

(
‖vn‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + ‖v‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

)
dt

) δ
δ+1
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+ T
2δ2

(2δ−1)(δ+1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖zn‖

2δ
L2(δ+1) + ‖z‖2δL2(δ+1)

)(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖2L2dt

) 1
2δ

×

(∫ T

0

‖vn − v‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dt

) δ−1
2δ(δ+1)

+

(∫ T

0

‖zn − z‖δ+1
Lδ+1dt

) 1
δ+1

(∫ T

0

(
‖vn + zn‖

2δ
L2(δ+1) + ‖v + z‖2δL2(δ+1)

)
dt

) δ
δ+1

]

→ 0 as n→ ∞. (2.22)

By using the density of C([0, T ]; C([0, 1])) in L2(0, T ; L2(O)), we get

cn(vn + zn)
w
−→ cn(v + z) in L2(0, T ; L2(O)) as n→ ∞. (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 ∈ W 1,
2(δ+1)
2δ+1 (0, T ; H−1(O)) and an application of Theorem

2, page 302, [18] implies v ∈ C([0, T ]; H−1(O)). Moreover, from Proposition 1.7.1, [6], we have
v ∈ Cw([0, T ]; L

2(O)), where Cw([0, T ]; L
2(O)) is the space of functions u : [0, T ] → L2(O)

which are weakly continuous.

Step (6): Energy equality. We need to show that v ∈ C([0, T ]; L2(O)) and it satisfies energy
equality. Let us define DT = {φ : φ ∈ C∞

0 (OT )}, where OT = O × [0, T ). Note that
u(·, T ) = 0 for all u ∈ DT and DT is dense in Lq(0, T ; H1(O)) (Lemma 2.6, [19] for q = 2).
For u ∈ Lq(0, T ; X), 1 ≤ q <∞ and T > h > 0, the mollifier uh (in the sense of Friederichs)
of u is defined by

uh(t) =

∫ T

0

jh(t− s)u(s)ds,

where jh(·) is an infinitely differentiable function having support in (−h, h), which is even

and positive, such that
∫ +∞

−∞
jh(s)ds = 1. From Lemma 2.5, [19], we infer that for u ∈

Lq(0, T ; X), 1 ≤ q <∞, we have uh ∈ Ck([0, T ]; X) for all k ≥ 0. Moreover

lim
h→0

‖uh − u‖Lq(0,T ;X) = 0. (2.24)

Finally, if uk ∈ Lq(0, T ; X) converges to u in the norm of Lq(0, T ; X), then

lim
k→∞

‖(uk)h − uh‖Lq(0,T ;X) = 0. (2.25)

The weak solution of (2.10) can be written as
∫ t

s

{(
v,
∂ϕ

∂t

)
+ 〈νAv + αB(v + z)− βc(v + z), ϕ〉

}
dτ = (v(t), ϕ(t))− (v(s), ϕ(s)), (2.26)

for all s ∈ [0, t], t < T and all ϕ ∈ DT . Let {vk} ∈ DT be a sequence converging to
v ∈ L2δ(0, T ; H1(O)). Let us choose ϕ = (vk)h =: vk,h in (2.26) (s = 0), where (·)h is
mollification operator defined above, for 0 ≤ t < T , we obtain

∫ t

0

(
v,
∂vk,h

∂t

)
+ ν(∂ξv, ∂ξvk,h)

)
ds
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= (v(t), vk,h(t))− (v(0), vk,h(0)) +

∫ t

0

(
− α〈(v + z)δ∂ξ(v + z), vk,h〉

+ β(1 + γ)〈(v + z)δ+1, vk,h〉 − βγ〈(v + z), vk,h〉 − β〈(v + z)2δ+1, vk,h〉

)
ds. (2.27)

Now with the help of (2.25), one can take the limit as k → ∞. To pass the limit in the first
term of the right hand side of (2.27) we use integration by parts and Hölder’s inequality to
find ∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

(((v + z)δ∂ξ(v + z), vk,h)− ((v + z)δ∂ξ(v + z), vh))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

δ + 1

∫ t

0

‖(v + z)‖δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖∂ξ(vk,h − vh)‖L2ds

≤
1

δ + 1
‖vk,h − vh‖L2(0,T ;H1)

(∫ t

0

‖(v + z)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

) 1
2

→ 0 as k → ∞.

Using Hölder’s inequality, the second term in the right hand side of (2.27) can be estimated
as ∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

(((v + z)δ+1, vk,h)− ((v + z)δ+1, vh))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫ t

0

‖v + z‖δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖vk,h − vh‖L2ds

≤ ‖vk,h − vh‖L2(0,T ;L2)

(∫ t

0

‖(v + z)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

) 1
2

→ 0 as k → ∞.

For the third term in the right hand side of (2.27), using Hölder’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

((v + z, vk,h)− (v + z, vh))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖vk,h − vh‖L2(0,T ;L2)

(∫ t

0

‖v + z‖2L2ds

) 1
2

→ 0 as k → ∞.

The final term in the right hand side of (2.27) can be estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, the embedding of H1(O) ⊂ L∞(O), interpolation inequality, Hölder’s inequality
and (2.25) as

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(((v + z)2δ+1, vk,h)− ((v + z)2δ+1, vh))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫ t

0

‖v + z‖2δ+1
L2δ+1‖vk,h − vh‖L∞ds

≤

∫ t

0

‖v + z‖
1
δ

L2‖v + z‖
(δ+1)(2δ−1)

δ

L2(δ+1) ‖vk,h − vh‖H1ds

≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

‖v + z‖
1
δ

L2

(∫ t

0

‖v + z‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

) 2δ−1
2δ

(∫ t

0

‖vk,h − vh‖
2δ
H1ds

) 1
2δ
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→ 0, as k → ∞.

Passing limit k → ∞ in (2.27), we obtain

−

∫ t

0

(
v,
∂vh

∂t

)
ds+ ν

∫ t

0

(∂ξv, ∂ξvh)ds+ (v(t), vh(t))

= (v(0), vh(0)) +

∫ t

0

(
− α〈(v + z)δ∂ξ(v + z), vh〉+ β(1 + γ)〈(v + z)δ+1, vh〉

− βγ〈(v + z), vh〉 − β〈(v + z)2δ+1, vh〉

)
ds. (2.28)

Since the kernel jh(s) in the definition of mollifier even in (−h, h), we get
∫ t

0

(
v,
∂vk,h

∂t

)
dt =

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

djh(t− t′)

dt
(v(t), v(t′))dtdt′ = 0.

By using (2.24) and similar arguments as above yield

lim
h→0

∫ t

0

(∂ξv, ∂ξvh)ds =

∫ t

0

(∂ξv, ∂ξv)ds,

lim
h→0

∫ t

0

〈B(v + z), vh〉ds =

∫ t

0

〈B(v + z), v〉ds,

lim
h→0

∫ t

0

〈c(v + z), vh〉ds =

∫ t

0

〈c(v + z), v〉ds.

As h→ 0 in (2.28), we obtain

‖v(t)‖2L2 + ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξv(s)‖
2
L2ds + βγ

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)‖2L2ds + β

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

= ‖v(0)‖2L2 + β(1 + γ)

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))δ+1, v(s))ds+
α

1 + δ

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))δ+1, ∂ξv(s))ds

+ βγ

∫ t

0

(v(s) + z(s), z(s))ds + β

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))2δ+1, z(s))ds,

and hence the energy equality is satisfied. We know that every weak solution is L2-weakly
continuous in time, and all weak solutions satisfy the energy equality, and so all weak solu-
tions belongs to C([0, T ]; L2(O)).

Step (7): Uniqueness. Let v1 and v2 be the two weak solutions of the system (2.12) and
the initial data x. Note that w = v1 − v2 satisfies:




∂w

∂t
− νAw = −α

[
(v1 + z)δ∂ξ(v1 + z)δ − (v2 + z)δ∂ξ(v2 + z)δ

]
+ β

[
(v1 + z)

× (1− (v1 + z)δ)((v1 + z)δ − γ)− (v2 + z)(1− (v2 + z)δ)((v2 + z)δ − γ)],

w(0) = 0,
(2.29)

in H−1(O), for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Taking the inner product of first equation of above system
(2.29) with w, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖w‖2L2 + ν‖∂ξw‖

2
L2 =

α

δ + 1
((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1, ∂ξw) + β((v1 + z)(1− (v1 + z)δ)
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× ((v1 + z)δ − γ)− (v2 + z)(1 − (v2 + z)δ)((v2 + z)δ − γ), w).
(2.30)

For the term α
δ+1

((v1+z)
δ+1− (v2+z)

δ+1, ∂ξw), we use Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s inequality,
interpolation inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality to estimate
it as

α

δ + 1
((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1, ∂ξw)

= α(w(θ(v1 + z) + (1− θ)(v2 + z))δ, ∂ξw)

≤ α2δ−1(‖v1 + z‖δL2(δ+1) + ‖v2 + z‖δL2(δ+1))‖w‖L2(δ+1)‖∂ξw‖L2

≤ α2δ−1(‖v1 + z‖δL2(δ+1) + ‖v2 + z‖δL2(δ+1))‖w‖
δ+2

2(δ+1)

L2 ‖∂ξw‖
3δ+2
2(δ+1)

L2

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξw‖

2
L2 + c2

4δ2+3δ−2
δ+2 α

4(δ+1)
δ+2

(
δ + 2

4(δ + 1)

)(
3δ + 2

2ν(δ + 1)

) 3δ+2
δ+2

×
(
‖v1 + z‖

4δ(δ+1)
δ+2

L2(δ+1) + ‖v2 + z‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1)

)
‖w‖2L2. (2.31)

Let us take the term β(1 + γ)((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1, w) and estimate it using Taylor’s
formula and Hölder’s inequality as

β(1 + γ)((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1, w)

= β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)(w(θ(v1 + z) + (1− θ)(v2 + z))δ, w)

≤ β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)2δ−1(‖(|v1 + z|δ + |v2 + z|δ)w‖L2)‖w‖L2

≤
β

4
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 +

β

4
‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2 + β22δ−1(1 + δ)2(1 + γ)2‖w‖2L2. (2.32)

Also, we have

−βγ((v1 + z)− (v2 + z), w) = −βγ(w,w) = −βγ‖w‖2L2. (2.33)

In order to estimate the final term of right hand side of (2.30), we use the following formula
(cf. [28])

(x|x|2δ − y|y|2δ, x− y) ≥
1

2
‖|x|δ(x− y)‖2L2 +

1

2
‖|y|δ(x− y)‖2L2. (2.34)

Let us take the term −β((v1 + z)2δ+1 − (v2 + z)2δ+1, w) and using the above formula (2.34)
to estimate it as

−β((v1 + z)2δ+1 − (v2 + z)2δ+1, w) ≤ −
β

2
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 −

β

2
‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2. (2.35)

Combining (2.32), (2.33) and (2.35), we get

β(((1 + γ)((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1))− γ((v1 + z)− (v2 + z))− ((v1 + z)2δ+1

− (v2 + z)2δ+1), w)

≤ −
β

4
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 −

β

4
‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2 − βγ‖w‖2L2 + β22δ−1(1 + δ)2(1 + γ)2‖w‖2L2. (2.36)

Using (2.31) and (2.36) in (2.30), we obtain

d

dt
‖w‖2L2 + ν‖∂ξw‖

2
L2 +

β

2
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 +

β

2
‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2 + 2βγ‖w‖2L2
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≤ c2
2δ(δ+1)

δ+2 α
4(δ+1)
δ+2

(
δ + 2

4(δ + 1)

)(
3δ + 2

2ν(δ + 1)

) 3δ+2
δ+2 (

‖v1 + z‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1) + ‖v2 + z‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1)

)
‖w‖2L2

+ β22δ(1 + δ)2(1 + γ)2‖w‖2L2. (2.37)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (2.37) yields

‖w(t)‖2L2 ≤ ‖w(0)‖2L2 exp(2δβ(1 + δ)2(1 + γ)2T )

× exp

{
C(α, δ, ν)

∫ T

0

(
‖v1(t) + z(t)‖

4δ(δ+1)
δ+2

L2(δ+1) + ‖v2(t) + z(t)‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1)

)
dt

}
, (2.38)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. For 1 ≤ δ ≤ 2, the term appearing inside the exponential is finite and since
v1(·) and v2(·) are weak solutions of the system. Since w(0) = 0, the uniqueness follows from
(2.38) for any ν, δ, α and δ ∈ [1, 2].

From (2.38), we obtain the uniqueness of the weak solution with a restriction on δ ∈ [1, 2].
To remove this restriction, we estimate the term α

δ+1
((v1+ z)

δ+1− (v2+ z)
δ+1, ∂ξw), with the

help of Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as
α

δ + 1
((v1 + z)δ+1 − (v2 + z)δ+1, ∂ξw)

= α(w(θ(v1 + z) + (1− θ)(v2 + z))δ, ∂ξw)

≤ 2δ−1α(‖|v1 + z|δw‖L2 + ‖|v2 + z|δw‖L2)‖∂ξw‖L2

≤ θν‖∂ξw‖
2
L2 +

22δ−2α2

2θν
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 +

22δ−2α2

2θν
‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2. (2.39)

Using (2.32) and (2.38) in (2.30), we obtain

d

dt
‖w‖2L2 + ν(1 − θ)‖∂ξw‖

2
L2 +

(
β(1− θ)−

22δ−2α2

θν

){
‖|v1 + z|δw‖2L2 + ‖|v2 + z|δw‖2L2

}

+2βγ‖w‖2L2 ≤ C(β, δ, γ)‖w‖2L2. (2.40)

For βν > 22δ−2α2, an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (2.40) gives

‖w(t)‖2L2 ≤ ‖w(0)‖2L2 exp{C(β, δ, γ)T}, (2.41)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence the uniqueness follows from (2.41), provided βν > 22(δ−1)α2. �

Remark 2.5. Under additional regularity assumptions on z and x ∈ H1
0(O), one can prove

the existence of a strong solution v ∈ L∞(0, T ; H1
0(O))∩L2(0, T ; H2(O)) to the problem (2.10)

and hence from the estimate (2.38), it follows that the strong solution (in the deterministic
sense) is unique for any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ δ <∞.

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(O), under assumption (1.7), there exists a strong solution u to
the equation (2.8) in the sense of Definition 2.3 such that

u ∈ C([0, T ]; L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; C([0, 1])) ∩ L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O)), P-a.s. (2.42)

For δ ∈ [1, 2], the strong solution is unique for any ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1) and for 2 < δ <∞,
the strong solution is unique for βν > 22(δ−1)α2.

Theorem 2.7. For x ∈ L2(O), under assumption (1.6), there exists a mild solution u to the
equation (2.8) in the sense of Definition 2.1 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 L2(O) equipped with the Borel
σ-field B by M1(L

2(O)), the space of signed σ-additive measures of bounded variation on
L2(O) by Mb(L

2(O)), the space of all bounded Borel measurable functions on L2(O) by
Bb(L

2(O)) and the space of all bounded continuous functions on L2(O) by Cb(L
2(O)). On

the space Mb(L
2(O)), we consider σ(Mb(L

2(O)),Bb(L
2(O))), the τ -topology of convergence

against measurable and bounded functions which is much stronger than the usual weak
convergence topology σ(Mb(L

2(O)),Cb(L
2(O))) ([17], Section 6.2, [7]). Let us denote ‖ · ‖sup

for the supremum norm in Cb (or Bb). We denote the duality relation between ̺ ∈ Mb(L
2(O))

and ψ ∈ Bb(L
2(O)) by ̺(ψ) :=

∫
E
ψd̺. In the sequel, we denote the law on C(R+; L2(O)) of

the Markov process with x ∈ L2(O) as initial state by Px. We define P̺(·) =
∫
L2(O)

Px̺(dx),

where ̺ be any initial measure on L2(O).
Let E be any Borel subset of L2(O), and the transition probability measure P(t, x, ·) be

defined by P(t, x, B) = P{u(t, x) ∈ B}, for all t > 0, x ∈ E and all Borelian sets B ∈ B(E),
where u(t, x) is the solution of the SGBH equation (2.8) with the initial condition x ∈ L2(O).
Such a process is shown to exists and Markovian. We define {Pt}t≥0, a Markov semigroup
in the space Cb(E) corresponding to the strong solution of SGBH equation (2.8), as

(Ptϕ)(x) = E[ϕ(u(t, x))], for all ϕ ∈ Cb(E).

A Markov semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0 is Feller if Pt : Cb(E) → Cb(E) for arbitrary t > 0. Let us
first consider the dual semigroup {P∗

t}t≥0 in the space M1(E), which is defined as
∫

E

ϕd(P∗
t̺) =

∫

E

Ptϕd̺,

for all ϕ ∈ Cb(E) and ̺ ∈ M1(E). A measure ̺ ∈ M1(E) is called invariant if P∗
t̺ = ̺ for all

t ≥ 0. Under assumptions (1.6) and (1.7), 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 (1.7)) and without any restriction
on δ (βν > 22(δ−1)α2 for 2 < δ <∞).

(ii) The general case (assumption (1.6)) with the restriction on δ ∈ [1, 2).

Case (i): Tr(GG∗) <∞. 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 ∈ L2(O). Then there exists an invariant
measure for the system (2.8) with support in H1

0(O) (βν > 22(δ−1)α2, for 2 < δ <∞).

Proof. Applying infinite dimensional Itô’s formula to the process ‖u(·)‖2L2, we find

‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+ β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

= ‖x‖2L2 + Tr(GG∗)t+ β(1 + γ2)

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖2L2ds + 2

∫ t

0

(GdW(s), u(s)), (3.1)
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for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s., where we have used (2.1). Using L2(δ+1)(O) ⊂ L2(O), Hölder’s and

Young’s inequalities to estimate the term β(1 + γ2)
∫ t
0
‖u(s)‖2L2ds, we obtain

β(1 + γ2)

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖2L2ds ≤ β(1 + γ2)

(∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

) 1
δ+1

t
δ

δ+1

≤
β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds+ C(β, δ)t,

where the constant C(β, δ) =
(

2
β(δ+1)

) 1
δ δ
δ+1

. Using the above estimate in (3.1), we have

‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

≤ ‖x‖2L2 + (Tr(GG∗) + C)t+ 2

∫ t

0

(GndW(s), u(s)), (3.2)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. Taking expectation in (3.2), we obtain

E

[
‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]
≤ ‖x‖2L2 + (Tr(GG∗) + C)t,

(3.3)

where we have used the fact that the final term is a martingale. Thus, for all t > T0, we
have

2ν

t
E

[ ∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds

]
≤

1

T0
‖x‖2L2 + Tr(GG∗) + C.

An application of Markov’s inequality yields

lim
M→∞

sup
T>T0

[
1

T

∫ T

0

P{‖∂ξu(t)‖
2
L2 > M}dt

]
≤ lim

M→∞
sup
T>T0

1

M2
E

[
1

T

∫ T

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds

]

≤ lim
M→∞

sup
T>T0

1

M2

[
1

T0
‖x‖2L2 + Tr(GG∗) + C

]

= 0. (3.4)

Using the estimate (3.4) and the compact embedding H1
0(O) ⊂ L2(O), it is clear from the

standard argument that the sequence of probability measures µt,x(·) =
1
t

∫ t
0
Ps(0, ·)ds is tight.

That is, for each ǫ > 0, there exist a compact subset K ⊂ L2(O) such that µǫ(K
c) ≤ ǫ for all

t > 0 and hence by Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem (see [4]), µt,x → µ, weakly for n → ∞ and
the measure µ is an invariant measure for the transition semigroup (Pt)t≥0, and is defined as

Ptϕ(x) = E[ϕ(u(t, x))],

for all ϕ ∈ Cb(L
2(O)), where u(·) is the unique strong solution of (2.8) with the initial data

x ∈ L2(O). �

Case (ii): The general assumption (1.6).
Let us now write the problem in a different form. For any κ > 0, we set Rκ(t) =

e−κtR(t), t ≥ 0. Then the mild solution of (2.8) with the initial data x = 0, is given by



20 A. KUMAR AND M. T. MOHAN

the integral form

u(t) = −α

∫ t

0

Rκ(t− s)B(u(s))ds+ β

∫ t

0

Rκ(t− s)c(u(s))ds+ zκ(t), (3.5)

where zκ(t) =
∫ t
0
Rκ(t−s)GdW(s), and κ > 0 will be fixed later. Now setting v(t) = u(t)−zκ

and transform the problem associated with (3.5) into the initial value problem

{
v′(t) = −νAv(t)− αB(v(t) + zκ(t)) + βc(v(t) + zκ(t)) + κzκ(t),

v(0) = 0.
(3.6)

Also note that the system (3.6) defines a transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0, on Bb(L
2(O)), which

holds the Feller property, since the solution of (3.6) 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 (3.6), it is sufficient to show that the family of measures

{
1

T

∫ T

0

Ps(0, ·)ds

}
,

is tight on L2(O). Before going to prove the tightness of the family of measures defined
above, we require the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For any ǫ > 0, there exists Kǫ such that for all T > 0,

1

T

∫ T

0

P(‖v(s)‖2L2 > Kǫ)ds < ǫ. (3.7)

Proof. Let v be the solution of (3.6). Taking the inner product of first equation of the system
(3.6) with v(·), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖v‖2L2 + ν‖∂ξv‖

2
L2 =

α

δ + 1
((v + zκ)

δ+1, ∂ξv) + β(1 + γ)((v + zκ)
δ+1, v)

− βγ(v + zκ, v)− β((v + zκ)
2δ+1, v) + κ(zκ, v). (3.8)

Using (2.1), Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term
α
δ+1

((v + zκ)
δ+1, ∂ξv) as

α

δ + 1
((v + zκ)

δ+1, ∂ξv)

≤
α

δ + 1
(vδ+1, ∂ξv) + α(zκ(θv + (1− θ)zκ)

δ, ∂ξv)

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξv‖

2
L2 +

α2

2ν
‖zκ‖

2
L2(δ+1)‖v + zκ‖

2δ
L2(δ+1)

≤
ν

2
‖∂ξv‖

2
L2 +

β

8
‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) +
1

δ + 1

(
α2

2ν

)δ+1(
8δ

β(δ + 1)

)δ

‖zκ‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) . (3.9)

Next, we take the term β(1+γ)((v+zκ)
δ+1, v)−βγ(v+zκ, v)−β((v+zκ)

2δ+1, v) and estimate
it using the embedding L2(O) ⊂ L2(δ+1)(O), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as

β(1 + γ)((v + zκ)
δ+1, v + zκ − zκ)− βγ(v + zκ, v)− β((v + zκ)

2δ+1, v + zκ − zκ)

≤ β(1 + γ)‖v + zκ‖
δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖v + zκ − zκ‖L2 −

βγ

2
‖v‖2L2 +

βγ

2
‖zκ‖

2
L2 − β‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)
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+ β‖v + zκ‖
2δ+1
L2(δ+1)‖zκ‖L2(δ+1)

≤ −
3β

8
‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + 4β(1 + γ)2‖v + zκ‖
2
L2 +

(
4β(1 + γ)2 +

βγ

2

)
‖zκ‖

2
L2

−
βγ

2
‖v‖2L2 +

1

2(δ + 1)

(
2δ + 1

β(δ + 1)

) 1
2δ+1

‖zκ‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤ −
3β

8
‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + 4β(1 + γ)2‖v + zκ‖
2
L2(δ+1) +

(
4β(1 + γ)2 +

βγ

2

)
‖zκ‖

2
L2

−
βγ

2
‖v‖2L2 +

1

2(δ + 1)

(
2δ + 1

β(δ + 1)

) 1
2δ+1

‖zκ‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤ −
β

4
‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) +
(2β(1 + γ)2)δ

δ+1
δ

δ + 1

(
8

β(δ + 1)

) 1
δ

+

(
4β(1 + γ)2 +

βγ

2

)
‖zκ‖

2
L2

−
βγ

2
‖v‖2L2 +

1

2(δ + 1)

(
2δ + 1

β(δ + 1)

) 1
2δ+1

‖zκ‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) . (3.10)

Once again using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Hölder’s inequality, we estimate the term
κ(zκ, v) as

κ(zκ, v) ≤
βγ

4
‖v‖2L2 +

κ2

βγ
‖zκ‖

2
L2 . (3.11)

Substituting (3.9)-(3.11) in (3.8), and using Poincaré inequality π2‖v‖2L2 ≤ ‖∂ξv‖
2
L2 , we find

d

dt
‖v‖2L2 +

(
νπ2 +

βγ

2

)
‖v‖2L2 +

β

4
‖v + zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

≤ C(β, γ, κ)‖zκ‖
2
L2 + C(ν, α, β, δ)‖zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + C(β, γ, δ), (3.12)

where C(β, γ, κ) =

(
8β(1 + γ)2 + βγ + 2κ2

βγ

)
, C(β, γ, δ) = 2δ(2β(1+γ)2)

δ+1
δ

δ+1

(
8

β(δ+1)

) 1
δ

, and

C(ν, α, β, δ) =

(
1
δ+1

(
α2

ν

)δ+1(
8δ

2β(δ+1)

)δ

+ 1
(δ+1)

(
2δ+1
β(δ+1)

) 1
2δ+1

)
.

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

ζ(t) = log(‖v(t)‖2L2 ∨K).

Then we have

ζ ′(t) =
1

‖v(t)‖2L2

χ{‖v(t)‖2
L2≥K}

d

dt
‖v(t)‖2L2 .

On multiplying both sides of (3.12), with 1
‖v(t)‖2

L2
χ{‖v(t)‖2

L2≥K}, we get

ζ ′(t) +

(
νπ2 +

βγ

2

)
χ{‖v(t)‖2

L2≥K}

≤
1

K

{
C(β, γ, κ)‖zκ‖

2
L2 + C(ν, α, β, δ)‖zκ‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + C(β, γ, δ)
}
.
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Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t and taking the expectation on both sides, we
find

E[ζ(t)− ζ(0)] +

(
νπ2 +

βγ

2

)∫ t

0

P(‖v(s)‖2L2 ≥ K)ds

≤
1

K

∫ t

0

{
C(β, γ, κ)E

[
‖zκ(s)‖

2
L2

]
+ C(ν, α, β, δ)E

[
‖zκ(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

]
+ C(β, γ, δ)

}
ds.

Using the fact ζ(t)− ζ(0) = ζ(t)− logK = log
(

‖v(t)‖2
L2∨K

K

)
≥ 0, we obtain

(
νπ2 +

βγ

2

)
1

t

∫ t

0

P(‖v(s)‖2L2 ≥ K)ds

≤
1

Kt

∫ t

0

{
C(β, γ, κ)E(‖zκ(s)‖

2
L2) + C(ν, α, β, δ)E(‖zκ(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)) + C(β, γ, δ)
}
ds, (3.13)

hence (3.7) holds by choosing K sufficiently large. �

Now we state our main result of this section, that is, the existence of the invariant measure
for the noise with general assumption (1.6).

Theorem 3.3. Let Pt, t ≥ 0 be the transition semigroup corresponding to the solutions of
the system (2.8). Then there exists an invariant measure for the semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0 for
δ ∈ [1, 2).

Proof. First we fix κ > 0, for which the Lemma 3.2 holds. We have the embedding D(Aσ) ⊂
L2(O), is compact for any σ > 0. In order to prove the tightness property, it is sufficient to
show that, for any ǫ > 0 there exists K > 0, such that for all T > 1

1

T

∫ T

0

P
{
‖Aσu(t)‖2L2 ≥ K

}
dt < ǫ. (3.14)

Now onward we fix both κ > 0 and σ < 2−δ
4δ

for δ ∈ [1, 2). For σ ∈ [0, 1
4
), it has been shown

in Lemma 14.4.1, [9] that

M = sup
t≥1

E[‖Aσzκ(t)‖
2
L2 ] < +∞.

An application of Markov’s inequality yields

IT =
1

T

∫ T

1

P
{
‖Aσzκ(t)‖

2
L2 ≥ K

}
dt ≤

1

TK

∫ T

1

E
[
‖Aσzκ(t)‖

2
L2

]
dt ≤

M

TK
(T − 1).

For the chosen sufficiently large K, we can made IT small uniformly for T ≥ 1. To prove
(3.14), 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 (3.6) and any t > 0, we have

Aσv(t+ 1) = AσR(1)v(t)− αAσ

∫ t+1

t

R(t+ 1− s)B(v(s) + zκ(s))ds

+ βAσ

∫ t+1

t

R(t+ 1− s)c(v(s) + zκ(s))ds+ κAσ

∫ t+1

t

R(t+ 1− s)zκ(s)ds.
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Taking the L2-norm of above expression, we obtain

‖Aσv(t+ 1)‖L2 = ‖AσR(1)v(t)‖L2 + α

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t + 1− s)B(v(s) + zκ(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

+ β

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t + 1− s)c(v(s) + zκ(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

+ κ

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t+ 1− s)zκ(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

. (3.15)

Using semigroup property (see (2.6) and (2.7)), interpolation and Young’s inequalities, we

estimate the term
∥∥Aσ

∫ t
0
R(s)∂ξu

δ+1(s)ds
∥∥
L2 as

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t

0

R(s)∂ξu
δ+1(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 3
4
)‖u(s)‖δ+1

Lδ+1ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 3
4
)‖u(s)‖

δ+1
δ

L2 ‖u(s)‖
(δ+1)(δ−1)

δ

L2(δ+1) ds

≤ C

(∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 3
4
) 2δ
δ+1‖u(s)‖2L2ds +

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)

≤ C

[
t−(σ+ 3

4
) 2δ
δ+1

+1 sup
s∈[0,t]

‖u(s)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]
.

With the help of semigroup property (see (2.5) and (2.7)), the embedding L2(δ+1)(O) ⊂

Lδ+1(O), interpolation and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term
∥∥Aσ

∫ t
0
R(s)c(u(s))ds

∥∥
L2

as
∥∥∥∥A

σ

∫ t

0

R(s)c(u(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

(
(1 + γ)

∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 1
4
)‖u(s)‖δ+1

Lδ+1ds+ γ

∫ t

0

s−σ‖u(s)‖L2ds +

∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 1
4
)‖u(s)‖2δ+1

L2δ+1

)

≤ C

(∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 1
4
)‖u(s)‖δ+1

L2(δ+1)ds+ t−2σ+ 1
2 + t sup

s∈[0,t]

‖u(s)‖2L2

+

∫ t

0

s−(σ+ 1
4
)‖u(s)‖

1
δ

L2‖u(s)‖
(δ+1)(2δ−1)

δ

L2(δ+1) ds

)

≤ C

(
t−2σ+ 1

2 +

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖L
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds+ (t + t−(σ+ 1
4
)2δ+1) sup

s∈[0,t]

‖u(s)‖2L2

)
.

Let us consider the final term
∥∥Aσ

∫ t
0
R(s)zκ(s)ds

∥∥
L2 . We estimate using semigroup property

(see (2.7)) and Young’s inequality as

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t

0

R(s)zκ(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

[ ∫ t

0

{s−2σ + ‖zκ(s)‖
2
L2}ds

]

≤ C

(
t−2σ+1 + t sup

s∈[0,t]

‖zκ(s)‖
2
L2

)
.
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In a similar fashion, we estimate the terms of (3.15) as

‖AσR(1)v(t)‖L2 ≤ K1‖v(t)‖L2,

α

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t + 1− s)B(v(s) + zκ(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

(
sup
s∈[0,1]

‖(v + zκ)(t + s)‖2L2 +

∫ t+1

t

‖(v + zκ)(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)
,

β

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t + 1− s)c(v(s) + zκ(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

(
1 +

∫ t+1

t

‖(v + zκ)(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds + sup
s∈[0,1]

‖(v + zκ)(t+ s)‖2L2

)
,

κ

∥∥∥∥A
σ

∫ t+1

t

R(t+ 1− s)zκ(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C

(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]

‖zκ(t+ s)‖2L2

)
,

and the right hand sides of the above estimates are finite provided σ < 2−δ
4δ

and δ ∈ [1, 2).
Using the above estimates in (3.15), we obtain

‖Aσv(t+ 1)‖L2 ≤ K1‖v(t)‖L2 + C sup
s∈[0,1]

‖v(t+ s)‖2L2 +K3 sup
s∈[0,1]

‖zκ(t+ s)‖2L2

+ C

∫ t+1

t

‖(v + zκ)(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds+ C, (3.16)

for σ < 2−δ
4δ

and δ ∈ [1, 2). Integrating (3.12) from t to t + s and taking supremum over
s ∈ [0, 1], we find

sup
s∈[0,1]

‖v(t+ s)‖2L2 ≤ ‖v(t)‖2L2 + C(β, γ, κ)

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2
L2dr

+ C(ν, α, β, δ)

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dr + C(β, γ, δ).

Again integrating (3.12) from t to t+ 1, we obtain
∫ t+1

t

‖(v + zκ)(r)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dr ≤
4

β

{
‖v(t)‖2L2 + C(β, γ, κ)

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2
L2dr

+ C(ν, α, β, δ)

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dr + C(β, γ, δ)

}
.

Using the above two estimates in (3.16), we get

‖Aσv(t+ 1)‖L2 ≤ K1‖v(t)‖L2 +K2‖v(t)‖
2
L2 +K3 sup

s∈[0,1]

‖zκ(t+ s)‖2L2

+K4

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2
L2dr +K5

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dr +K6, (3.17)

where Ki > 0, for i ∈ {1, . . . , 6} are constants. Using the fact P
{
K6 ≥

K
6

}
= 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

∫ T

0

P{‖Aσv(t+ 1)‖L2 ≥ K}dt

≤
1

T

∫ T

0

P

{
K1‖v(t)‖L2 ≥

K

6

}
dt+

1

T

∫ T

0

P

{
K2‖v(t)‖

2
L2 ≥

K

6

}
dt

+
1

T

∫ T

0

P

{
K3 sup

s∈[0,1]

‖zκ(t+ s)‖2L2 ≥
K

6

}
dt+

1

T

∫ T

0

P

{
K4

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2
L2dr ≥

K

6

}
dt

+
1

T

∫ T

0

P

{
K5

∫ t+1

t

‖zκ(r)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)dr ≥
K

6

}
dt.

The first two terms in the right hand side of above inequality can be made arbitrarily small
uniform in time T with the help of Lemma 3.2 for sufficiently large K. For the remaining
terms of the above inequality we use Markov’s inequality and the fact that

sup
t>0

E

{
‖zκ(t)‖

2
L2 + ‖zκ(t)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

}
<∞,

and hence (3.14) follows. �

4. Irreducibility and Strong Feller

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

• irreducible if P(t, x, B) > 0, for all t > 0, x ∈ E and any non-empty open subset
B ⊂ E,

• strong Feller if Pt can be extended to the space Bb(E) for any t > 0, that is, Ptϕ is
continuous and bounded in E for all Borel bounded functions ϕ 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 Pt, t ≥ 0 is irreducible
by using the ideas in [9, 33, 41], etc.

Proposition 4.1. The transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0 on the space Bb(L
2(O)) corresponding

to the solution of SGBH equation (2.8) is irreducible for δ ∈ [1, 2].

Proof. Let us prove the irreducibility of the transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0 in the following
steps:

Step 1: Exact controllability result. Let us fix T > 0, a ∈ L2(O) and b ∈ H1
0(O). We first

show that there exist u ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(O)) such that for the solution x(t), t ∈ [0, T ] of the
control problem





∂tx(t, ξ) = −νAx(t, ξ)− αB(x(t, ξ)) + βc(x(t, ξ)) + u(t, ξ), t > 0, ξ ∈ [0, 1],

x(t, 0) = x(t, 1) = 0, t > 0,

x(0, ξ) = a(ξ), ξ ∈ [0, 1],

(4.1)

one has

x(T, ξ) = b(ξ), ξ ∈ [0, 1].
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Assume further that a ∈ H1
0(O). Then there exists v ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(O)), such that for the

solution z(t), t ∈ [0, T ], of the linear problem associated to (4.1) (see Proposition 14.4.3,
[9]), 




∂tz(t, ξ) = −νAz(t, ξ) + v(t, ξ), t > 0, ξ ∈ [0, 1],

z(t, 0) = z(t, 1) = 0, t > 0,

z(0, ξ) = a(ξ), ξ ∈ [0, 1],

(4.2)

one has

z(T, ξ) = b(ξ), ξ ∈ [0, 1],

and one can easily verify that (4.2), z ∈ C([0, T ]; H1
0(O)). Since a ∈ H1

0(O), it is immediate
that z ∈ L∞(0, T ; H1

0(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ; D(A)). Now, we define a control

v(t) =





0, for 0 ≤ t ≤ t0,

b− z(t0)

T − t0
− Az(t), for t0 < t ≤ T,

where 0 < t0 < T . Since z ∈ L2(0, T ; D(A)), we obtain v ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(O)). For the above
control, the solution of the problem (4.2) is given by

z(t) =





e−νAta, for 0 ≤ t ≤ t0,

t− t0

T − t0
b+

T − t

T − t0
z(t0), for t0 < t ≤ T,

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

u = −
α

δ + 1
∂ξz

δ+1 − β(1 + γ)zδ+1 + βγz + βz2δ+1 + v, t > 0, ξ ∈ [0, 1].

By direct substitution, one can prove that z(·) is the solution of (4.1).
Now we show that the control u(·) ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(O)). Taking the L2-norm of the control

u, we get

‖u‖2L2 ≤ C

(
α2

(δ + 1)2
‖∂ξz

δ+1‖2L2 + β2(1 + γ)2‖z‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + β2γ2‖z‖2L2 + β2‖z‖
2(2δ+1)

L2(2δ+1) + ‖v‖2L2

)
.

(4.3)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we estimate the term α2

(δ+1)2
‖∂ξz

δ+1‖2L2 as

α2

(δ + 1)2
‖∂ξz

δ+1‖2L2 = α2(zδ∂ξz, z
δ∂ξz) ≤ α2‖z‖2δL∞‖∂ξz‖

2
L2 .

Substituting it in (4.3) and integrating the resultant from 0 to T , we obtain
∫ T

0

‖u(s)‖2L2ds ≤ C

(
α2 sup

s∈[0,T ]

‖z(s)‖2δL∞

∫ T

0

‖∂ξz(s)‖
2
L2ds+ β2(1 + γ)2

∫ T

0

‖z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

+ β2γ2
∫ T

0

‖z(s)‖2L2ds+ β2

∫ T

0

‖z(s)‖
2(2δ+1)

L2(2δ+1)ds+

∫ T

0

‖v(s)‖2L2ds

)

<∞,
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so that u ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(O)). Thus the exact controllability of the system (4.1) follows. Taking
the inner product with x(·) to the first equation in (4.1), we find

1

2

d

dt
‖x(t)‖2L2 + ν‖∂ξx(t)‖

2
L2 + βγ‖x(t)‖2L2 + β‖x(t)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

= β(1 + γ)(xδ+1(t), x(t)) + (x(t), v(t)).

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

1

2

d

dt
‖x(t)‖2L2 + ν‖∂ξx(t)‖

2
L2 +

β

2
‖x(t)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) ≤
β

2
(1 + γ2)‖x(t)‖2L2 .

From the above estimate it is immediate that for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], we get x(t) ∈ H1
0(O). Thus,

it is enough to define v(s) = 0 in [0, t̃], where t̃ ∈ (0, T ) is a moment such that x(t̃) ∈ H1
0(O)

and for the remaining part of the interval [t̃, T ], we use the first part of the proof.

Step 2: Irreducibility. In order to prove our result, we need to estimate the L2-distance
between the solution u(·) to equation (2.8) with x(0) = a ∈ L2(O), and the function x(·).
From Theorems 2.6 and 2.7, for any a ∈ L2(O), we infer that u(t, a) ∈ H1

0(O), for a.e.
t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. Since u(·) is a Markov process in L2(O), for any b ∈ L2(O), T > 0, η > 0,
(cf. Theorem 2.3, [41])

P{‖u(T, a)− b‖L2 < η} =

∫

H1
0

P
{
‖u(T, a)− b‖L2 < η

∣∣u(t, a) = v
}
P{u(t, a) ∈ dv}

=

∫

H1
0

P{‖u(T − t, v)− b‖L2 < η}P{u(t, a) ∈ dv}, (4.4)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. In order to prove that P{‖u(T, a)− b‖L2 < η} > 0, it is sufficient to show
that P{‖u(T, a)− b‖L2 < η} > 0, for any T > 0 and a ∈ H1

0(O).
Let us rewrite the control problem (4.1) as

{
dz(t) + νAz(t)dt = udt, z(0) = 0,

dy(t) + νAy(t)dt = {−αB(y(t) + z(t)) + βc(y(t) + z(t))}dt, y(0) = a,
(4.5)

and the stochastic problem (2.8) as
{
dz(t) + νAz(t)dt = GdW, z(0) = 0,

dv(t) + νAv(t)dt = {−αB(v(t) + z(t)) + βc(v(t) + z(t))}dt, v(0) = a,
(4.6)

where we have set x(t) = y(t)+z(t) and u(t) = v(t)+z(t). Now we subtract second equation
of the system (4.5) from second equation of system (4.6) to obtain

d

dt
(v(t)− y(t)) + νA(v(t)− y(t)) = −α(B(v(t) + z(t)))− B(y(t) + z(t))

+ β(c(v(t) + z(t))− c(y(t) + z(t))),

for a.e., 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Taking the inner product with v(t)− y(t), we get

‖v(t)− y(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖2L2ds

= −2α

∫ t

0

(B(v(s) + z(s))− B(y(s) + z(s)), v(s)− y(s))ds
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+ 2β

∫ t

0

(c(v(s) + z(s))− c(y(s) + z(s)), v(s)− y(s))ds. (4.7)

Using integration by parts, Taylor’s formula, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, interpolation
inequality, Young’s and Hölder’s inequalities, we estimate the term −α

∫ t
0
(B(v(s) + z(s)) −

B(y(s) + z(s)), v(s)− y(s))ds as

−α

∫ t

0

(B(v(s) + z(s))− B(y(s) + z(s)), v(s)− y(s))ds

≤ 2δ−1α

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s)‖L2(δ+1)(‖v(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1))

× ‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖L2ds

≤ 2δ−1α

∫ t

0

‖v(s)− y(s)‖L2(δ+1)(‖v(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1))

× ‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖L2ds+ 2δ−1α

∫ t

0

‖z(s)− z(s)‖L2(δ+1)(‖v(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1)

+ ‖y(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1))‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖L2ds

≤ 2δ−1α

∫ t

0

‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖
3δ+2
2(δ+1)

L2 ‖v(s)− y(s)‖
δ+2

2(δ+1)

L2 (‖v(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1)

+ ‖y(s) + z(s)‖δL2(δ+1))ds +
ν

3

∫ t

0

‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖2L2ds +
22(δ−1)3να2

4

×

∫ t

0

‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2(δ+1)(‖v(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1))ds

≤
2ν

3

∫ t

0

‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖2L2ds+
δ + 2

4(δ + 1)

(
3(3δ + 2)

4ν(δ + 1)

) δ+2
3δ+2

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖

4δ(δ+1)
δ+2

L2(δ+1)

+ ‖y(s) + z(s)‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1)

)
‖v(s)− y(s)‖2L2ds +

22(δ−1)3να2

4

∫ t

0

(‖v(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1)

+ ‖y(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1))‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2(δ+1)ds. (4.8)

Let us take the second term in the right hand side of (4.7) and rewrite it as

β

∫ t

0

(c(v(s) + z(s))− c(y(s) + z(s)), v(s)− y(s))ds

= β

∫ t

0

((1 + γ)(v(s) + z(s))δ+1 − γ(v(s) + z(s))− (v(s) + z(s))2δ+1

− {(1 + γ)(y(s) + z(s))δ+1 − γ(y(s) + z(s))− (y(s) + z(s))2δ+1}, v(s)− y(s))ds. (4.9)

Using Taylor’s formula, Young’s and Hölder’s inequalities, we estimate the term β(1 +

γ)
∫ t
0
((v(s) + z(s))δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))δ+1, v(s)− y(s))ds as

β(1 + γ)

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))δ+1, v(s)− y(s))ds

= β(1 + γ)

(∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))δ+1, v(s) + z(s)− (y(s) + z(s))ds
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−

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))δ+1, z(s)− z(s))ds

)

≤ β(1 + γ)(δ + 1)2δ−1

∫ t

0

(
‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖L2

+ ‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖L2

)
)
(
‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s)‖L2

+ ‖z(s)− z(s)‖L2

)
ds

≤
β

4

∫ t

0

(
‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2

+ ‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2

)
ds+ 22δβ(1 + γ)2(δ + 1)2

×

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2 + ‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2

)
ds. (4.10)

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

∣∣∣∣− βγ

∫ t

0

(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s), v(s)− y(s))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ βγ

∫ t

0

(‖v(s)− y(s)‖2L2 + ‖z(s)− z(s)‖L2‖v(s)− y(s)‖L2)ds

≤
3βγ

2

∫ t

0

‖v(s)− y(s)‖2L2ds +
2

βγ

∫ t

0

‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2ds. (4.11)

Using Taylor’s formula, (2.34), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term

−β
∫ t
0
((v(s) + z(s))2δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))2δ+1, v(s)− y(s))ds as

−β

∫ t

0

((v(s) + z(s))2δ+1 − (y(s) + z(s))2δ+1, v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s)− z(s) + z(s))ds

≤ −
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

−
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

+ 22δ−1β(2δ + 1)

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s)‖L2(δ+1)

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1)

+ |y(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1)

)
‖z(s)− z(s)‖L2ds

≤ −
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

−
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

+
β

2

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds +
2(δ + 1)

2δ + 1

(
22δ−1β(2δ + 1)

) 2(δ+1
2δ+1

)

×
1

(β(δ + 1))
1

δ+1

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖

4δ(δ+1)
2δ+1

L2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖
4δ(δ+1)
2δ+1

L2(δ+1)

)
‖z(s)− z(s)‖

2(δ+1)
2δ+1

L2(δ+1)ds
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≤ −
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

−
β

2

∫ t

0

‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2ds

+
β

2

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds +
β

2

∫ t

0

‖z(s)− z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

+ C(β, δ)

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

)
ds. (4.12)

Using the estimates (4.8)-(4.12) in (4.7), we get

‖v(t)− y(t)‖2L2 +
2ν

3

∫ t

0

‖∂ξ(v(s)− y(s))‖2L2ds+
β

2

∫ t

0

(
‖|v(s) + z(s)|δ

× (v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2 + ‖|y(s) + z(s)|δ(v(s) + z(s)− y(s)− z(s))‖2L2

)
ds

≤

∫ t

0

{
C(ν, δ)

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖

4δ(δ+1)
δ+2

L2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖
4δ(δ+1)

δ+2

L2(δ+1)

)
+ C(β, γ, δ)

}
‖v(s)− y(s)‖2L2ds

+

∫ t

0

{
C(β, γ, δ)‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2 + C(β)‖z(s)− z(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

}
ds

+ C(ν, α, δ)

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖2δL2(δ+1)

)
‖z(s)− z(s)‖2L2(δ+1)ds

+ C(β, δ)

∫ t

0

(
‖v(s) + z(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1) + ‖y(s) + z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

)
ds. (4.13)

Assuming

sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖z(s)‖L2(δ+1) ≤ γ,

an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.13) yields

‖v(t)− y(t)‖2L2

≤ C(ν, α, β, γ,γ, δ, T )

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖2L2(δ+1) + sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)

}
, (4.14)

provided 2δ2 ≤ 2δ + 4, that is, δ ∈ [1, 2].
Since A is an analytic semigroup satisfying (2.7), from Theorem 5.25, [8], for 0 < ϑ <

ε
4
+ δ−1

4(δ+1)
< δ

2(δ+1)
, we infer that z ∈ C([0, T ];Wϑ,2(δ+1)(O)), P-a.s., and since Wϑ,2(δ+1)(O) ⊂

H
δ

2(δ+1)
+ϑ(O) (Sobolev’s inequality) implies that z ∈ C([0, T ]; H

δ
2(δ+1)

+ϑ(O)), P-a.s, for 0 <

ϑ < ε
4
+ δ−1

4(δ+1)
. Since a ∈ H1

0(O), it is immediate that a ∈ H
δ

2(δ+1)
+ϑ(O). Note that

the support of the distribution of the processes z ∈ C([0, T ]; H
δ

2(δ+1)
+ϑ(O)) is the closure

of the set of functions
∫ t
0
R(t − s)w(s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], w ∈ L2(0, T ; H

δ
2(δ+1)

+ϑ(O)). Since

H
δ

2(δ+1)
+ϑ(O) ⊂ L2(δ+1)(O), for arbitrary η > 0, we have

0 < P

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖
H

δ
2(δ+1)

+ϑ < η

}
≤ P

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖L2(δ+1) < η

}
.
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Let us fix

γ = η + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)‖L2(δ+1).

Then, we have

0 < P

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖L2(δ+1) < η

}

≤ P

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖L2(δ+1) < η and sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)‖L2(δ+1) ≤ γ

}
.

Let us now consider

P
{
‖u(T )− b‖2L2 < η

}

= P
{
‖v(T ) + z(T )− y(T ) + y(T )− z(t) + z(t)− b‖2L2 < η

}

= P
{
‖v(T )− y(T ) + z(T )− z(t) + x(T )− b‖2L2 < η

}

≥ P

{
‖v(T )− y(T )‖2L2 <

η

4
, ‖z(T )− z(t)‖2L2 <

η

4
, ‖x(T )− b‖2L2 <

η

2

}

= P

{
‖v(T )− y(T )‖2L2 <

η

4
, ‖z(T )− z(t)‖2L2 <

η

4

}

≥ P

{
∑

j∈D

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖j
L2(δ+1) < C(ν, α, β, γ,γ, δ, T, η)

}

≥ P

{
∑

j∈D

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)− z(t)‖j
L2(δ+1) < C(ν, α, β, γ,γ, δ, T, η) and sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖z(t)‖L2(δ+1) ≤ γ

}

> 0, (4.15)

where j ∈ D =
{
2, 2(δ+1)

}
, since η > 0 can be chosen arbitrary so that the required result

holds. Hence the transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0, is irreducible. �

4.2. Strong Feller property. Let u(·, x) be the mild solution of (2.8), which has been
established in [27]. We show that the corresponding transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0, has
the strong Feller property on the space L2(O). 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

Φ(r) =

{
1 for r ∈ [0, R],

0 for r ∈ [R + 1,∞),
(4.16)

which is a C1 function defined on [0,∞). Now, we define a mollifier

MR(x) = xΦ(‖x‖L2), x ∈ L2(O). (4.17)

Also note that for any x ∈ L2(O), MR ∈ C1
b(L

2(O)) and

DxMR(x) = Φ(‖x‖L2)I +
Φ′(‖x‖L2)

‖x‖L2

x⊗ x, x ∈ L2(O).
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Proposition 4.2. If MR is a mollifier defined by (4.17), then the modified SGBH equation
{

du =
{
− νAu − αB(MR(u)) + βc(MR(u))}dt+GdW(t),

u(0) = x,
(4.18)

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

Proof. We prove Proposition 4.2 in two steps. In step 1, we put a remark on the existence
and uniqueness of the mild solution to the system (4.18). 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 (4.18) is similar to that of Theorem 2.6, provided one can derive an
a-priori bound of the form (2.17) (see [27] also).

Step 2: Strong Feller property: For 0 < R < ∞, we denote the directional derivative by
UR(t) at x in the direction of h of the mapping x 7→ uR(t, x) (where uR(·) is the solution of
the system (4.19)), that is,

UR(t) =
[
Dxu

R(t, x)
]
· h,

for given x, h ∈ L2(O). Note that it is also the derivative of the mapping x 7→ uR(t, x) =
vR(t, x) + z(t). Thus, UR is the solution of the first variation equation associated with the
system (4.18) and is given by





dUR

dt
= −νAUR − α∂ξ

(
M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R
)
+ β(1 + γ)(1 + δ)M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R

− βγM ′
R(u)U

R − β(2δ + 1)M2δ
R (u)M ′

R(u)U
R,

UR(0) = h.

(4.19)

We consider the mild solution of (4.19), and taking the L2-norm to find

‖UR(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖R(t)h‖L2 + α

∫ t

0

‖R(t− s)∂ξ
(
M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R
)
‖L2ds

+ β(1 + γ)(1 + δ)

∫ t

0

‖R(t− s)M δ
R(u)M

′
R(u)U

R‖L2ds

+ βγ

∫ t

0

‖R(t− s)M ′
R(u)U

R‖L2ds

+ β(2δ + 1)

∫ t

0

‖R(t− s)M2δ
R (u)M ′

R(u)U
R‖L2ds. (4.20)

Applying the semigroup property (see (2.5) and (2.6)) on the terms of the right hand side
of (4.20), we get

‖R(t− s)∂ξ
(
M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R
)
‖L2 ≤ C(t− s)−

3
4‖M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R‖L1 ,

‖R(t− s)M δ
R(u)M

′
R(u)U

R‖L2 ≤ C(t− s)−
1
4‖M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R‖L1 ,

‖R(t− s)M ′
R(u)U

R‖L2 ≤ C‖M ′
R(u)U

R‖L2 ,

‖R(t− s)M2δ
R (u)M ′

R(u)U
R‖L2 ≤ C(t− s)−

1
4‖M2δ

R (u)M ′
R(u)U

R‖L1.
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Using the above estimates in (4.20), we obtain

‖UR(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖h‖L2 + αC

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
3
4‖M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R‖L1ds

+ Cβ(1 + γ)(1 + δ)

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
4‖M δ

R(u)M
′
R(u)U

R‖L1ds

+ Cβγ

∫ t

0

‖M ′
R(u)U

R‖L2ds+ β(2δ + 1)

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
4‖M2δ

R (u)M ′
R(u)U

R‖L1ds.

(4.21)

Now, using Hölder’s inequality, for x, z ∈ L2(O), we have




‖M ′
R(x)z‖L2 ≤ C‖z‖L2 ,

‖M δ
R(x)M

′
R(x)z‖L1 ≤ ‖M δ

R(x)‖L2‖M ′
R(x)z‖L2 ≤ C‖z‖L2 ,

‖M2δ
R (x)M ′

R(x)z‖L1 ≤ ‖M2δ
R (x)‖L2‖M ′

R(x)z‖L2 ≤ C‖z‖L2 ,

(4.22)

where the constant C depends on the choice of the cut-off function ΦR. Thus, one can
conclude that the solution of (4.19) exists and belongs to C([0, T ]; L2(O)), provided T is
sufficiently small. Substituting the bounds (4.22) in (4.21) and an application of Gronwall’s
lemma gives

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖UR(t, x)‖L2 ≤ CT‖h‖L2 , for h, x ∈ L2(O),

where CT 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,+∞). �

Proposition 4.3. The transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0, associated to the solution u(·) of
(2.8) has the strong Feller property.

Proof. For 0 < R < ∞, let PRt , t ≥ 0, be the associated semigroup to the solution uR(t, x)
of the system (4.18). Let us define

τRx = inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖uR(t, x)‖L2 > R}.

It is clear form the definition of cut-off function (4.16) and (4.17) that

u(t, x) = uR(t, x), for all t ≤ τRx , x ∈ L2(O).

Let ψ be any arbitrary function in Bb(L
2(O)), then

∣∣PRt ψ(x)− Ptψ(x)
∣∣ =

∣∣E[ψ(uR(t, x))]− E[ψ(u(t, x))]
∣∣

=
∣∣E[ψ(uR(t, x))− ψ(u(t, x))]χ{τRx ≤t}

∣∣

≤ 2 sup
z∈L2(O)

|ψ(z)|P{τRx ≤ t}.

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

lim
R→∞

sup
‖x‖L2≤M

P{τRx ≤ t} = 0. (4.23)
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We have already set in section 2 that u(t) = v(t) + z(t), t ≥ 0, and a similar formulation
corresponding to the system (4.18) gives uR(t) = vR(t) + z(t), t ≥ 0 and

sup
0≤s≤t

‖uR(s, x)‖2L2 ≤ 2 sup
0≤s≤t

‖vR(s, x)‖2L2 + 2 sup
0≤s≤t

‖z(s, x)‖2L2 .

Note that the estimate (2.17) is valid for the process uR(·) also. Thus, if ‖x‖L2 ≤ M , then
we get

‖uR(s, x)‖2L2 ≤ C(α, β, γ, δ, ν)

(
M2 +

∫ t

0

‖z(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)
+ 2 sup

0≤s≤t
‖z(s, x)‖2L2 .

Since the right hand side of the above inequality is finite and independent of x, the equality
(4.23) holds. �

Theorem 4.4. There exists a unique invariant measure µ for the transition semigroup
Pt, t ≥ 0, corresponding to solutions of (2.8) (δ ∈ [1, 2) under assumption (1.6) and δ ∈ [1, 2]
under assumption (1.7)). Moreover µ is ergodic and strongly mixing.

Proof. From Theorems 3.1 and 3.3, we infer the existence of an invariant measure µ for the
transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0, corresponding to solutions of (2.8). Since the semigroup is
strong Feller (Proposition 4.3) and irreducible (Proposition 4.1), the uniqueness of invariant
measures follows by Doob’s theorem (Theorem 4.2.1, [9]). Since µ 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]. �

5. Large Deviation Principle

In this section, we prove the LDP w.r.t. the topology τ and Donsker-Varadhan LDP of
the occupation measure for the SGBH equation (1.3) with x ∈ L2(O) under the assumption
(1.7). Our goal is to derive the LDP of the occupation measure Lt of the solution u(·) to the
system (1.3), where the occupation measure is defined as

Lt(A) :=
1

t

∫ t

0

δu(s)(A)ds, for all A ∈ B(L2(O)),

where δa denotes the Dirac measure concentrated at point a, and B(L2(O)) represents the
Borelian σ-field in L2(O). The Donsker-Varadhan LDP for stochastic Burgers equation, 2D
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations,
is obtained in [20, 21, 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 δ ∈ [1, 2] with any
ν, α, β > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1) (see Theorem 2.6). Let us state our main result of this section:

Theorem 5.1. Assume that Tr(GG∗) <∞ and (1.7) holds. Let 0 < λ0 <
π2ν

2‖Q‖
L(L2(O))

, where

‖Q‖L(L2(O)) is the norm of Q := GG∗ as an operator in L2(O) and

Ψ(x) = eλ0‖x‖
2
L2 , Mλ0,R :=

{
̺ ∈ M1(L

2(O)) :

∫

L2(O)

Ψ(x)̺(dx) ≤ R

}
. (5.1)

The family P̺(LT ∈ ·) as T → +∞ satisfies the LDP w.r.t. the topology τ , with speed
T and rate function J uniformly for any initial measure ̺ in Mλ0,R, where R > 1 is any
fixed number. Here the rate function J : M1(L

2(O)) → [0,+∞] 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 M1(L
2(O)) equipped with the topology τ of the convergence

against bounded and Borelian functions, that is, [J ≤ a] is τ -compact for every
a ∈ R

+.
(ii) For all open sets G in M1(L

2(O)) w.r.t. the topology τ ,

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
log inf

̺∈Mλ0,R

P̺{LT ∈ G} ≥ − inf
G

J. (5.2)

(iii) For all closed sets F in M1(L
2(O)) w.r.t. the topology τ ,

lim sup
T→∞

1

T
log sup

̺∈Mλ0,R

P̺{LT ∈ F} ≤ − inf
F
J. (5.3)

Furthermore, we have

J(̺) < +∞ ⇒ ̺≪ µ, ̺(H1
0(O)) = 1 and

∫

H1
0

‖∂ξx‖
2
L2d̺ < +∞, (5.4)

where µ is the unique invariant probability measure of u(t, ·).

Corollary 5.2. Let (B, ‖ · ‖B) be a separable Banach space, and ψ : H1
0(O) → B be a

measurable function, bounded on balls {x : ‖A
1
2x‖L2(O) ≤ R} and satisfying

lim
‖A

1
2 x‖L2→∞

‖ψ(x)‖B

‖A
1
2x‖2L2

= 0. (5.5)

Then P̺(LT (ψ) ∈ ·) satisfies the Donsker-Varadhan LDP on B with speed T and the rate
function Iψ given by

Iψ(y) = inf{J(̺) : J(̺) < +∞, ̺(ψ) = y}, for all y ∈ B,

uniformly over initial distributions ̺ ∈ Mλ0,R (for any R > 1).

Example 5.3. Let us provide some examples of the assumptions Tr(Q) <∞ and (1.7) (cf.
[20, 21]).

(i) We know that an L2(O)-valued cylindrical Wiener process {W(t) : 0 ≤ t ≤ T} on

(Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) can be expressed as W(t) =
∞∑
k=1

βk(t)ek, where βk(t), k ∈ N are

independent, one dimensional Brownian motions on the space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) (cf.
[8]). Let us define Gek = σkek, for k = 1, 2, . . ., so that

GW(t) =

∞∑

k=1

σkβk(t)ek.

We also know that the eigenvalues of the Laplacian λk ∼ k2. Thus the condition
given in (1.7) becomes

c

k
≤ σk ≤

C

k
1
2
+ε
,

for any two positive constants c and C and some ε > 0.
(ii) An another example of noise for which our assumptions hold is G := A−βF, where F

is any linear bounded and invertible operator on L2(O) and 1
4
< β < 1

2
.
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Remark 5.4. 1. The class (5.1) of permissible initial distributions for the uniform LDP
is sufficiently rich. For example, choosing R large enough, it accommodates all the Dirac
probability measure δx with x in any ball of L2(O).

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

3. The assumption (1.7) plays an important role in Theorem 5.1. If the noise acts only a
finite number of modes (that is, σk = 0 after a finite number N), in the first part of Example
5.3 as in Kolmogorov’s turbulence theory, we believe that the LDP w.r.t. the τ -topology is
false.

The existence of mild solution of our problem (2.8) is proved in Theorem 2.7 and strong
solution is established in Theorem 2.6. We have already defined the transition semigroup
corresponding to the solution of (2.8) by

Ptψ(x) = E[ψ(u(t, x))] = E
x[ψ(u(t))], for all ψ ∈ Bb(L

2(O)).

We have already proved that the transition semigroup Pt, t ≥ 0 is irreducible, satisfies the
strong Feller property (Propositions 4.1, 4.3), and it admits a unique invariant measure µ
(Theorems 3.1, 4.4).

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 L2(O)-valued continuous Markov process,

(Ω, {Ft}t≥0,F , {ut}t≥0, {Px}x∈L2(O)),

whose semigroup of Markov transition kernel is denoted by {Pt(x, dy)}t≥0, where

• Ω = C(R+; L2(O)) is the space of continuous functions from R
+ to L2(O) equipped

with the compact convergence topology,
• the natural filtration is Ft = σ{u(s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t} for any t ≥ 0 and F = σ{u(s) :
0 ≤ s}.

• Px{u(0) = x} = 1,

As usual, we denote the law of Markov process with the initial state x ∈ L2(O) by Px, and for
any initial measure ̺ on L2(O), we define P̺(·) =

∫
L2(O)

Px(·)̺(dx). The empirical measure

of level-3 is given by

Rt :=
1

t

∫ t

0

δθsuds,

where (θsu)(t) = u(s + t), for all t, s ≥ 0 are the shifts on Ω. Therefore, Rt is a random
element of M1(Ω), the space of probability measures on Ω. The level-3 entropy functional of
Donsker-Varadhan H : M1(Ω) → [0,+∞] is defined by

H(Q) :=

{
E
Q̄hF0

1

(
Q̄ω(−∞,0];Pω(0)

)
, if Q ∈ Ms

1(Ω),
+∞, otherwise,

(5.6)

where

• Ms
1(Ω) is the subspace of M1(Ω), whose element are moreover stationary;

• Q̄ is the unique stationary extension of Q ∈ Ms
1(Ω) to Ω̄ := C(R; L2(O)); F s

t =
σ{u(r) : s ≤ r ≤ t}, for all s, t ∈ R, s ≤ t;

• Q̄ω(−∞,t] is the regular conditional distribution of Q̄ knowing F
−∞
t ;
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• hG(̺, µ) is the usual relative entropy or Kullback information of ̺ w.r.t. µ restricted
to the σ-field G, is given by

hG(̺;µ) :=

{ ∫
d̺
dµ

∣∣
G
log

(
d̺
dµ

∣∣
G

)
dµ, if ̺≪ µ on G,

+∞, otherwise.

The level-2 entropy functional J : M1(L
2(O)) → [0,∞], which governs the LDP in our main

Theorem 5.1 is

J(µ) = inf{H(Q) : Q ∈ Ms
1(Ω) and Q0 = µ}, µ ∈ M1(L

2(O)), (5.7)

where Q0(·) = Q(u(0) ∈ ·) is the marginal law at t = 0. As introduced in [43], we define the
restriction of the Donsker-Varadhan entropy to the µ component, by

Hµ(Q) :=

{
H(Q), if Q0 ≪ µ,

∞, otherwise,

and for level-2 entropy functional

Jµ(̺) :=

{
J(̺), if ̺≪ µ,

∞, 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(̺) < ∞ ⇒ ̺ ≪ µ. Moreover, J = Jµ on M1(L
2(O)) and

[J = 0] = {µ}.

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 5.7. First recall the finite dimensional Galerkin approximation, that is,

{
dun(t) = {−νAun(t)− αBn(un(t)) + βcn(un(t))}dt+GndW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

un(0) = xn := Πnx,
(5.8)

and it satisfies the following a-priori energy estimate:

E

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖un(t)‖
2
L2 + ν

∫ T

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds+ β

∫ T

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]

≤ C(‖x‖2L2 + Tr(GG∗)T ). (5.9)

Lemma 5.6. Let un(·) and u(·) be the solutions of the systems (5.8) and (2.8), respectively.
Then, we have

‖un(t)‖
2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds + β

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

a.s.
−−→ ‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+ β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds, (5.10)

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





un
w∗

−→ u in L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ; L2(O))),

un
w
−→ u in L2(Ω; L2(0, T ; H1

0(O))),

un
w
−→ u in L2(δ+1)(Ω; L2(δ+1)(0, T ; L2(δ+1)(O))),

(5.11)

where u(·) denotes the strong solution of the system (2.8). Since the solution of (5.8) is
unique, the whole sequence converges to u(·). A calculation similar to (3.3) yields

E

[
‖un(t)‖

2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]

≤ ‖xn‖
2
L2 + (Tr(GnG

∗
n) + C(β, δ))t, (5.12)

where the constant C(β, δ) =
(

2
β(δ+1)

) 1
δ δ
δ+1

. Similarly, for the strong solution u(·) of system

(2.8), we get

E

[
‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]

≤ ‖x‖2L2 + (Tr(GG∗) + C(β, δ))t, (5.13)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. From (5.12) and (5.13), we obtain
∣∣∣∣E
[
‖un(t)‖

2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]

− E

[
‖un(t)‖

2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds +

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣‖xn‖2L2 − ‖x‖2L2 + Tr(GnG
∗
n)t− Tr(GG∗)t

∣∣
≤

∣∣‖xn‖L2 − ‖x‖L2

∣∣∣∣‖xn‖L2 + ‖x‖L2

∣∣+
∣∣Tr(GnG

∗
n)t− Tr(GG∗)t

∣∣. (5.14)

It is easy to deduce that

∣∣‖xn‖L2 − ‖x‖L2

∣∣ ≤ ‖xn − x‖L2 =

( ∞∑

j=n+1

|(x, ej)|
2

) 1
2

→ 0 as n→ ∞,

and

Tr(GnG
∗
n)− Tr(GG∗) = Tr(ΠnGG∗ −GG∗) ≤ ‖Πn − I‖L(L2(O)) Tr(GG∗) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Passing n→ ∞ in (5.14) by using the above convergences, we find

E

[
‖un(t)‖

2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]

→ E

[
‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

]
,

as n → ∞. From the above convergence, one can extract an a.s. convergent subsequence
{unk

} of {un}, that is,

‖unk
(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξunk
(s)‖2L2ds +

β

2

∫ t

0

‖unk
(s)‖

2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds
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a.s.
−−→ ‖u(t)‖2L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds as k → ∞,

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. The above convergence holds for the original sequence {un(·)}, since
un(·), u(·) are the unique solutions of (5.8) and (2.8), respectively. �

Proposition 5.7. For any 0 < λ0 <
π2ν

2‖Q‖
L(L2(O))

, where ‖Q‖L(L2(O)) is the norm of Q as an

operator in L2(O) and for any x ∈ L2(O), the process u(·) satisfies the following estimates:

E
x

{
exp

(
λ0‖u(t)‖

2
L2 + λ0ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds+

λ0β

2

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)}

≤ eλ0‖x0‖
2
L2+λ0t(Tr(Q)+C), (5.15)

where the constant C =
(

2
β(δ+1)

) 1
δ δ
δ+1

. In particular, the following estimates hold

E
x
{
exp

(
λ0‖u(t)‖

2
L2

)}
≤ eλ0‖x0‖

2
L2+λ0t(Tr(Q)+C), (5.16)

E
x

{
exp

(
λ0ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds

)}
≤ eλ0‖x0‖

2
L2+λ0t(Tr(Q)+C), (5.17)

E
x

{
exp

(
λ0β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

)}
≤ eλ0‖x0‖

2
L2+λ0t(Tr(Q)+C). (5.18)

Proof. First we establish the result for the finite dimensional system (5.8), and then we pass
the limit as n→ ∞. From (3.2), we have

‖un(t)‖
2
L2 + 2ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds +

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds

≤ ‖xn‖
2
L2 + (Tr(GnG

∗
n) + C)t+ 2

∫ t

0

(GndW(s), un(s)), (5.19)

P-a.s. Let us define

Zn(t) := ‖un(t)‖
2
L2 + ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2ds+

β

2

∫ t

0

‖un(s)‖
2(δ+1)

L2(δ+1)ds.

Then from (5.19), we find

Zn(t) ≤ ‖xn‖
2
L2 − ν

∫ t

0

‖∂ξun(s)‖
2
L2 + (Tr(GnG

∗
n) + C)t+ 2

∫ t

0

(GndW(s), un(s))

P-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying Itô’s formula to the process eλ0Zn(t), using the chain rule,
we obtain

d(eλ0Zn(t)) = eλ0Zn(t)

[
λ0dZn(t) +

λ0

2
d[Zn, Zn]t

]

≤ λ0e
λ0Zn(t)

[
− ν‖∂ξun(t)‖

2
L2 + Tr(Qn) + C + 2λ0‖G

∗un(t)‖
2
L2

]
dt

+ 2λ0e
λ0Zn(t)(GndW(t), un(t)). (5.20)

The following inequalities are easy to obtain:

Tr(Qn) ≤ Tr(Q), ‖xn‖L2 ≤ ‖x‖L2 . (5.21)
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Also we have

‖G∗
nun‖

2
L2 ≤ ‖G∗

n‖
2
L(L2(O))‖un(t)‖

2
L2 ≤ ‖Q‖L(L2(O))‖un(t)‖

2
L2 , (5.22)

and by Poincaré’s inequality, we get

‖un(t)‖
2
L2 ≤

1

π2
‖∂ξun(t)‖

2
L2 . (5.23)

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

d(eλ0Zn(t)) ≤ λ0e
λ0Zn(t)

[
− ν‖∂ξun(t)‖

2
L2 + Tr(Q) + C +

2λ0
π2

‖Q‖L(L2(O))‖∂ξun(t)‖
2
L2

]

+ 2λ0e
λ0Zn(t)(GndW(t), un(t)).

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t, we get

eλ0Zn(t) ≤ eλ0‖x‖
2
L2 + λ0(Tr(Q) + C)

∫ t

0

eλ0Zn(s)ds

+ λ0

[
eλ0Zn(t)

∫ t

0

(
2λ0
π2

‖Q‖L(L2(O)) − ν

)
‖∂ξun(t)‖

2
L2ds

]

+ 2λ0e
λ0Zn(t)(GndW(t), un(t)). (5.24)

Taking expectation on both side, we deduce

E
x
(
eλ0Zn(t)

)
≤ eλ0‖x‖

2
L2 + λ0(Tr(Q) + C)

∫ t

0

E
x
(
eλ0Zn(s)

)
ds

+ λ0E
x

[
eλ0Zn(t)

∫ t

0

(
2λ0
π2

‖Q‖L(L2(O)) − ν

)
‖∂ξun(t)‖

2
L2ds

]
,

since the final term in (5.24) is a local martingale hence the expectation is zero. Let us

now choose 0 < λ0 <
π2ν

2‖Q‖
L(L2(O))

, so that the third term in the right hand side of the above

inequality is negative and we get

E
x
(
eλ0Zn(t)

)
≤ eλ0‖x‖

2
L2 + λ0(Tr(Q) + C)

∫ t

0

E
x
(
eλ0Zn(s)ds

)
.

An application of Gronwall’s lemma in above inequality provides

E
x
(
eλ0Zn(t)

)
≤ eλ0‖x‖

2
L2eλ0t(Tr(Q)+C).

Letting n → ∞ in the above inequality for 0 < λ0 <
π2ν

2‖Q‖
L(L2(O))

, with the help of Lemma

5.6, we obtain for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E
x
(
eλ0Z(t)

)
≤ eλ0‖x‖

2
L2eλ0t(Tr(Q)+C),

and the proof is completed. �
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5.3. Uniform upper bound for the τ- topology. To prove the upper bound (5.3) in
our main Theorem 5.1, 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

τk := inf{t ≥ 0 : u(t) ∈ K} and τ
(1)
K := inf{t ≥ 1; u(t) ∈ K}. If for any λ > 0, there exists a

compact subset K in L2(O) such that

sup
̺∈Mλ0,R

E
̺[eλτk ] <∞, (5.25)

and

sup
x∈K

E
x[eλτ

(1)
k ] <∞, (5.26)

then [J ≤ a] is τ -compact for every a ∈ R
+, and the upper bound (5.3) uniform on Mλ0,R

for the τ -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 ⊂ L2(O) given by

K :=
{
x ∈ H1

0(O); ‖∂ξx‖L2 ≤M
}
, (5.27)

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

P̺

{
τ
(1)
K > n

}
≤ P̺

{
Ln(K) ≤

1

n

}
= P̺

{
Ln(K

c) ≥ 1−
1

n

}
.

For the set K defined in (5.27), an application of Markov’s inequality yields

Ln(K
c) ≤

1

M2
Ln

(
‖∂ξx‖

2
L2(O)

)
.

For any fixed real number λ0 such that 0 < λ0 <
π2ν

2‖Q‖
L(L2(O))

, using Markov’s inequality, we

obtain

P̺

{
τ
(1)
K ≥ n

}
≤ P̺

{
Ln

(
‖∂ξx‖

2
L2

)
≥M2

(
1−

1

n

)}

≤ P̺

{
νλ0

n

∫ n

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds ≥ νλ0M

2

(
1−

1

n

)}

≤ exp

(
− nνλ0M

2

(
1−

1

n

))
E
̺

{
exp

(
νλ0

∫ n

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds

)}
. (5.28)

For any initial measure ̺ ∈ M1(L
2(O)), integrating the exponential estimate (5.17) w.r.t.

̺(dx), we find

E
̺

{
exp

(
λ0ν

∫ n

0

‖∂ξu(s)‖
2
L2ds

)}
≤ eλ0t(Tr(Q)+C)̺(eλ0‖·‖

2
L2 ).

Substituting the above inequality in (5.28), we get

P̺(τ
(1)
K ≥ n) ≤ ̺(eλ0‖·‖

2
L2 )e−nC1λ0 , for all n ≥ 2, (5.29)
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where the constant C1 := M2

2
− Tr(Q) − C(β, δ) and C(β, δ) =

(
2

β(δ+1)

) 1
δ δ
δ+1

. Fix λ > 0.

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

E
̺[eλτ

(1)
K ] = 1 +

∫ +∞

0

λeλtP̺(τ
(1)
K > t)dt ≤ 1 +

∞∑

n=0

λeλnP̺(τ
(1)
K > n)

≤ e2λ +
∑

n≥2

λeλ(n+1)
P̺(τ

(1)
K > n)

≤ e2λ
(
1 + λ̺(eλ0‖·‖

2

)
∑

n≥2

e−n(λ0C1−λ)

)
.

Using definition (5.27) of the subset K, we can choose the constant M appearing in the
definition (5.27) of K such that λ0C1 − λ ≥ 1. Also note that for any x ∈ K, we can use

Poincaré inequality as ‖x‖2L2 ≤
‖∂ξx‖

2
L2

π2 ≤ M2

π2 . Taking the supremum over the set {̺ = δx x ∈
K}, we find

sup
x∈K

E
̺[eλτ

(1)
K ] ≤ e2λ

(
1 + λe

λ0M
2

π2

∑

n≥2

e−n(λ0C1−λ)

)
<∞,

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

of τk, we have τk ≤ τ
(1)
k and hence one can compute that

sup
̺∈Mλ0,R

E
̺[eλτK ] ≤ sup

̺∈Mλ0,R

E
̺[eλτ

(1)
K ] ≤ e2λ

(
1 + λR

∑

n≥2

e−n(λ0C1−λ)

)
<∞,

which finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We have proved (5.25) and (5.26) of Lemma 5.8, which provide the
good uniform upper and lower bounds of the large deviations, that is, part (i) to (iii) of
Theorem 5.1.The first part of (5.4), that is, J(̺) < ∞ =⇒ ̺ ≪ µ is given in Lemma 5.5.
The second part in (5.4), that is, for ̺ ∈ M1(L

2(O)) with J(̺) < ∞, ̺(‖∂ξx‖
2
L2) < ∞ can

be established in a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, [20]. �

Proof of Corollary 5.2. The exponential estimate in Proposition 5.7 is sufficient to extend
the LDP of Theorem 5.1, for the unbounded functionals and its consequences. The proof
will be on the similar lines as in the works [20, 21], etc. �

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

{
du(t) = {−νAu(t)− αB(u(t)) + βc(u(t))}dt+ g(u(t))dW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

u(0) = x,
(5.30)

where g : L2(O) → [a, b] is Lipschitz continuous, 0 < a < b < ∞. The analysis of such
problems will be carried out in a future work. One can also consider SGBH equation perturbed
by α-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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