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INVARIANT MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC
PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS
IN THE SPACE OF ALMOST PERIODIC FUNCTIONS:
LIPSCHITZ FLUX CASE

CLAUDIA ESPITIA, HERMANO FRID, AND DANIEL MARROQUIN

ABSTRACT. We study the well-posedness and the long-time behavior of almost
periodic solutions to stochastic degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations in
any space dimension, under the assumption of Lipschitz continuity of the flux
and viscosity functions and a non-degeneracy condition. We show the existence
and uniqueness of an invariant measure in a separable subspace of the space
of Besicovitch almost periodic functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem and the existence and
uniqueness of invariant measures for stochastic nonlinear degenerate parabolic-
hyperbolic equations in the space of Besicovitch almost periodic functions. Namely,
we consider an equation of the form

(1.1) du + div (f(u)) dt — D* : A(u)dt = & dW (t),

where f = (f1,-+-, fv) € C?* N Lip(R;RY), A € C? N Lip (R; RY*Y) such that
A(u) = (4;5(u)), is a symmetric N x N matrix with A’(u) := a(u) symmetric
nonnegative, and we denote D? : A(u) := Egjzl 93,2, Aij(u). The initial function
is given as

(1.2) u(0,7) = uo(z), =€ RV,

We recall that the space of real-valued almost periodic functions in R, AP(R™),
is the closure in Cy(RY), endowed with the sup-norm, of the finite linear combina-
tions of the trigonometric functions cos 27\ - z and sin 27\ - z, A € RY, or, equiv-
alently, the real part of the closure in C,(RY;C) of the complex space spanned by
{ei?™ = . X\ € RNV}, It is well known (see, e.g., [4]) that AP(RY) is a sub-algebra
of the space of bounded uniformly continuous functions BUC(RY), whose elements
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g possess a mean value M(g) which is a number such that g(e71x) — M(g), in the
sense of the weak star convergence in L>(R"), and can be defined by

M(g) := lim RN/C g(x)dz,

where
Cr:={z=(x1,---,zy) €RY : |z;| < R/2}
and it holds M(g) = M(g(- + \)), for any A € RY. We also denote

M(g) = ][ g(x) d.
RN
Given g € AP(RY), the spectrum of g, Sp(g), is defined by

Sp(g) :={NeRY : ay := ]Z e~ N g (1) da # 0}.
RN

It is a well known fact that Sp(g) is a countable set, which follows easily from
Bessel’s inequality when we introduce in AP(R) the inner product

(g, h) := M(gh).
For g € AP(RY), we denote by Gr(g) the smallest additive group containing Sp(g).
The Besicovitch space B(RY) is defined as the abstract completion of AP(RY) by
the norm

Ni(w) = sup o /C ()| de = f Ju(a)] dr,

A classical procedure going back to Besicovitch (see [4]) shows that any g € BL(RY)
has a representative in L] _(R™Y).

It is also a well known fact that AP(RY) is isometrically isomorphic with the
space C(Gy), where Gy is the so called Bohr compact which is a compact topolog-
ical group (see, e.g., [28, 47]). The Haar measure on Gy, m, such that m(Gy) = 1,
is the measure induced by the mean value g — M(g) defined for all g € AP(RY) ~
C(Gy). The topology in Gy is generated by the images through the referred
isomorphism (also called Gelfand transforms) of the functions e~*2"*#. The iso-
metric isomorphism between AP(RY) and C(Gy) extends to an isometry between
BY(RYN), with the norm given by Ny, and L*(Gy). Here and elsewhere in what fol-
lows, although we are mainly dealing with real functions, we switch freely between
the real and the complex version of AP(RY) whenever we want to take advantage
of the fact that the latter is generated by the complex exponentials e *>"*#. The
translations 7, : RN — RN 7,2 = 2 +y, y € R, extend as homeomorphisms
Ty : GN — Gn. Therefore, we can define directional derivatives D,g(x) of func-
tions g € C(Gy) at a point x € Gy, for y € RV, |y| = 1, by the usual formula,
Dyg(x) := limp0(g(z + hy) — g(z))/h whenever the limit exists. In particular,
when y = e;, where e; is the i-th element of the canonical basis, we get the partial
derivatives D;g(x) or O0.,g(x), or yet dg(z)/dx;, i = 1,--- ,N. We then denote
by C*(Gy) the space of functions in C(Gy) whose derivatives up to order k also
belong to C(Gy), for £ € NU {0,00}. It is easy to see that C*(Gy) is isometri-
cally isomorphic with AP*(RY), where the latter is the subspace of AP(RY) whose
derivatives up to the order ¢ are in AP(RY), for £ € NU {0, 00}.

As usual, if (2, F, F;,P) is a stochastic basis, where (F;);>0 is a complete fil-
tration, W is a cylindrical Wiener process, W (t) = >, Bi(t)ex, where 5 (t) are
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independent Brownian processes with respect to the filtration (F3), and {eg}r>1 is
a complete orthonormal system in a Hilbert space H. The map ® : H — L?(Gy)
is defined by ®ey = g where gr € C?*(Gy) ~ AP*(RY). We assume that there
exists a sequence of positive numbers (ay)r>1 satisfying Do := >, <, ai < oo such
that

(1.3) |9x(2)] + [Vagr(@)| + [D?gr(z)| < ar, Vo eRY.
Observe that from (1.3) it follows
(1.4) G*(x) = lgr(x)|* < Do,
k>1
(1.5) > lgw(@) = gr(®)* < Dol -y,
k>1

for all z,y € RV,

Existence and uniqueness of a kinetic solution to the initial value problem for
(1.1) in the periodic case is proved by Debussche, Homanova and Vovelle in [22],
for initial data in (1,5, L7 (TV) and by Gess and Homanové in [36], for initial
data in L*(TY). Moreover, both [22] and [24] show that, given two initial data
up,ut € LY(TV), the corresponding kinetic solutions satisfy the following contrac-
tion property:

(1.6) lul () = w?(@)llprcrvy < llug = wglley), as.

This allows the definition of the transition semigroup in B,(L*(TY)), the latter
being the space of bounded Borel functions on L'(T"), by

Fig(uo) = E(o(u(t))).

The existence and uniqueness of an invariant measure with respect to P, in L*(T)
has been proven by Debussche and Vovelle in [23] for the case of stochastic con-
servation laws and extended by Chen and Pang in [14] for the case of stochastic
degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations, both under the assumption that the
noise coefficients (and, without loss of generality, also the initial data) have zero
spatial mean-value.

Here, we first address the well-posedness of Besicovitch almost periodic (BAP, for
short) entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2). This notion is motivated by Kim’s idea in [42]
of defining the new dependent variable w = u—J, with J(¢,z) := Y r; gr(2) Bk (t),
and transforming (1.1)-(1.2) into a deterministic problem for each fixed w € O.
Based on a Kruzhkov-type inequality established by Chen and Karlsen in [13], we
prove that the BAP-entropy solutions satisfy a L'-mean semi-contraction property,
that is, given two BAP-entropy solutions, u, v, we have, a.s.,

]Z lu(t,x) — v(t, z)| dx < C(t) ][ |uo () — vo(x)| de,

RN RN

for some constant C(t) depending on ¢, £, A, and possibly also on w. We then
define L'(G y)-entropy solutions as a natural extension of BAP-entropy solutions,
through the isometric isomorphism B*(RY) ~ L'(Gy), and show the existence of
such solutions as a consequence of the existence of BAP-entropy solutions, using
the semi-contraction property above. Unfortunately, we cannot assert the unique-
ness of L'(G y)-entropy solutions, in general. Nevertheless, we prove that given two
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L' (G )-entropy solutions u, v, both obtained as limits in L*(Q; L>([0, T]; L*(Gn)))
of BAP-entropy solutions, we have, a.s.,

/ lult, 2) — v(t, )| dm(z) < C(t)/ o (2) — vo(2)] dm(2),

Gn Gn

for the same constant C(t) as above. Here we call L'(Gy)-semigroup solution
an L'(Gy)-entropy solution obtained as limit in L*(€; L>([0,T]; LY(Gy))) of a
sequence of BAP-entropy solutions. The existence of such solutions is also proved
here. So, differently from the hyperbolic case analyzed in [30], in the present
degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic case we do not have a proper contraction, and
so this does not allow us in principle to define a contractive transition semigroup as
in the periodic case. However, when we restrict ourselves to a separable subspace
of AP(RY), AP, (RY), whose elements have spectrum contained in a fixed finitely
generated additive group, it has been shown in [30] that there is an isometric
isomorphism between BL(R™), the corresponding Besicovitch space, and L*(TF),
where P is the cardinality of the set of generators of the additive group containing
the spectrum of the functions in AP, (RY). Let G,y be the compact associated with
the algebra AP, (R”), which is a finitely generated topological subgroup of Gy, so
AP, (RN) ~ C(G,y), and BLRY) ~ LY(G.y). Using also the idea of reduction
to the periodic case introduced by Panov in [51], it then follows the contraction
property for L(G.x)-semigroup solutions, namely, given any two such solutions
u, v, a.s., it holds

/ |u(t, z) —v(t, 2)] dm(z) < / luo(2) — vo(z)] dm(z).

Gan Gin

Using this contraction property, we can then define the contractive transition semi-
group as in the periodic case in [23, 14] and prove the existence and uniqueness of
an invariant measure, provided we assume a suitable non-degeneracy condition (see
(1.10) and (1.11)), and also assuming, as in [14, 23], that the noise coefficients have
zero spatial mean-value, that is,

(1.7) ][ gr(z)dx =0, forall k> 1.
RN

1.1. Main results. The purpose of this paper is to extend the results in [23] and
[14] to a more general class of oscillatory solutions, at least in the case of Lipschitz
flux and viscosity functions.

Our main result concerning the well posedness of (1.1)—(1.2) in the space L*(G )
is as follows.

We need the following technical non-degeneracy condition as in [36], required
for the proof of the regularity estimate in (3.11). First, in order to have spatial
regularity of kinetic solutions we can localize the x-function associated to such
solution, multiplying it by some ¢ € C°(RY), and so, for ¢ € N sufficiently large,
we may view our localized x-functions as periodic with periodic cell /T := [0, /]V.
Since ¢ZN c ZN, for any £ € N, we formulate the non-degeneracy condition below
in ZV, as in [36].

The symbol is defined by

L(it,in,€) == i(T +b() -n) +n'a()n,
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where b(¢) = £/(£), n € ZV. For J,6 > 0 and ) € Cg°(R) nonnegative, let

Q% (7,m;0) := {€ € suppn = |L(iT,in, &)| < 6},
wi(J;0) := sup  |QL(7,in;9)|.
TGR,TLEZN
[n| ~J

Let L¢ := 0¢L. We suppose that there exist a € (0,1), v > 0 and a measurable
function ¥ € LY (R; [1,00)) such that

6 (07
0 S (35)

1.8 o
( ) sup sup |££(Z7—7 Zn7§)| 5 J’y, V(S > O, J Z 17
9 n
T €R,n g zN {Esuppn (5)
[n| ~ J

where we employ the usual notation = < y, if x < Cy, for some absolute constant
C>0,and z ~ vy, if 2 Sy and y < 2. Let us point out that, as in [22, 36, 35],
the symbol L° obtained by replacing a(§) by a®(§) := a(€) + eI, satisfies the non-
degeneracy condition (1.8) uniformly in e.

Theorem 1.1 (Well posedness in LY (Gy)). Assume condition (1.8) holds. Given
T > 0 and ug € LY(Gy), there exists a L*(Gy)-semigroup solution of (1.1)-
(1.2) with initial data ug, belonging to L*(Q; L>=([0,T], L (Gy))). Moreover, let
w1 (t, @), ua(t, x) be two LY (Gx)-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data
uo1, uoz € LY (Gy). Then, a.s., for a.e. t € [0,T],

(19) / |’U,1(t) — UQ(t)| dm < C(T)/ |u01 — U02| dm,

GN GN
for some constant C(T') which depends on the data of the problem and may also
depend on w € Q.

Concerning the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures our main result
are as follows. Here we will need to restrict our analysis to almost periodic functions
whose spectrum is contained in a finitely generated additive group. Let \; € R,
t=1,---,P, A:={\1,---,A\p} be a linearly independent set over Z, and let G
be the additive subgroup of R generated A. We assume that Sp(gy) C Ga, for all
k € N. We also only consider initial data ug satisfying Sp(uo) C Ga. We denote by
AP, (RY), BLRM)and L'(G,y) the subspaces of AP(RY), BY(RY) and L}(Gy),
respectively, whose functions g satisfy Sp(g) C Ga.

In this case we have that the unique L!(Gy)-semigroup solution given by our
existence and uniqueness results just described satisfy Sp(u(t,z)) C Ga and we
have, in (1.9), C(T) = 1. In particular, we may define a Markov contraction
transition semigroup P; on the bounded Borel functions on L' (G.x), By(L(G.n)),
in the usual way (cf., e.g., [23, 14, 30]), namely, P,(¢)(uo) = E(¢(u(t))), for ¢ €

By(LY(Gin)).
For f € G, B =mn1A1 +n2da+ - +npip, n; € Z, let ng := (n1,--- ,np) and
g = /AT

Let b:=f" and 9(¢) = (1 + [£]?) 7! set
5a(€): 2 @ L +9)
1.10 P(§) = [ng| < |ng|
()L()%ﬁaéw@~i®i+w+mmmﬁ+w

[ng] [ng|

0(¢) de,
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for some v € (1,2). We assume that
(1.11) U (0) < eYon,
for some ¢} > 0 and 0 < K < 1.

Theorem 1.2. Assume condition (1.11) holds, with ?(8) defined by (1.10). Then
there is a unique invariant measure for the transition semigroup Py in By(L'(G.n)).

Assumption (1.11) is motivated by the non-degeneracy condition imposed in
[14] and, except for the presence of the function ¥, arises naturally from the latter
through the reduction to the periodic case procedure, described in Section 5. It
plays a crucial role in connexion with the regularity estimate for periodic solutions
proved in [14] (see (6.1)), which extends the one for the hyperbolic case established
in [23]. However, we note that due to the Lipschitz continuity assumptions that
we impose on the flux function f and on the viscosity matrix A (i.e. boundedness
of b(¢) and of a(§)) the integral in (1.10) cannot converge without the presence
of a weight function ¢, which is why we introduce it here. Nevertheless, we can
still deduce the referred regularity estimate with minor modifications in the proof
contained in [14], as explained in Appendix A to which we refer for details.

1.2. Earlier works. The subject of the asymptotic behaviour of oscillatory solu-
tions of deterministic conservation laws has a very long history that goes back to
the first papers on scalar conservation laws (see, e.g., [41, 49, 44]). With the intro-
duction of new compactness frameworks such as compensated compactness in, e.g.,
[56, 26, 27], kinetic formulation and averaging lemmas in, e.g., [45], this research
gained a great impulse (see, e.g., [9, 32, 16, 50, 51, 33, 52, 37, 38|, among others).
We also mention the elegant approach in [18], using infinite dimensional dynamical
systems ideas. The decay of entropy solutions of degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic
equations was first established in [17]. The latter was extended to Besicovitch
almost periodic solutions in [33] and then also, by a different approach, in [52].

On the other hand, in the context of stochastic scalar conservation laws, the
study of the asymptotic behaviour of periodic solutions was inaugurated with [29]
for the Burgers equation, based on infinite dimension dynamical systems ideas,
which here seems to be the appropriate approach. The result in [29] was extended
to more general conservation laws in several space dimensions in [23]. The latter
was extended to degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations in [14]. We refer to [23]
and [14] for more references on the subject of invariant measures for stochastic con-
servation laws and degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations, and other correlated
stochastic partial differential equations. Also see [21] for a general account on the
basic concepts of infinite dimensional dynamical systems associated with stochastic
equations.

We finally make a brief comparison between the present paper and the compan-
ion paper [30], which deals with the hyperbolic case. First, as already mentioned,
in the latter, the contraction property comes almost directly from the Kruzhkov
inequality proved in [42] and holds for any L!(Gy) solution, while in the present
paper we deduce a semi-contraction property using the Kruzhkov-type inequality
in the proof of the Ll-stability result for the Cauchy problem in [13], which then
yields a constant C(T') in the quasi-contraction inequality which in general depends
on T, the data of the problem and, here, may also depend on w € 2. Second, the
non-degeneracy condition in the present case is more involving and also demanded
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improvements as pointed out in the comment just after the statement of Theo-
rem 1.2, concerning the assumption (1.11). Third, the Proposition 2.2, establishing
the L'-mean semi-contraction inequality, is new and based on a deterministic for-
mulation motivated by [42], using a Kruzhkov-type inequality obtained in [13].
Fourth, the well-posedness theory in the present case is much more involving com-
bining ideas of many different sources and original ones, as, for instance, in the
proof of Theorem 4.2, among others. Finally, the reduction to the periodic case
procedure in the present context of a stochastic degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic
equation is also more complex and has no earlier deterministic equivalent. Overall,
the present parabolic-hyperbolic case is more difficult and required new ideas in
many different points.

1.3. Plan of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. We first establish the
well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) of Besicovitch almost periodic
(BAP) entropy solutions in Section 2, Section 3 and Section 4. Also in Section 4 we
establish the existence of entropy solutions in Gy for (1.1)-(1.2) and introduce the
notion of semigroup solutions for which the contraction property in L*(Gy) holds.
In Section 5 we discuss the method of reduction to the periodic case, originally
introduced in [51], restricting the well-posedness analysis to L!(G.y), establishing
an isometric correspondence between L!(G.x)-semigroup solutions and entropy
periodic solutions in L'(T¥), which, in particular, yields the contraction property
in L}(G.y). Finally, in Section 6, we establish the existence and uniqueness of an
invariant measure for (1.1) in L'(G.y).

2. ALMOST PERIODIC SOLUTIONS

In this section we define BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2), we also establish
a semi-contraction property and the stability in a weighed space L,l)* (RM).
Let us define

J(z,t) == ng(ﬂﬁ)ﬁk (t),
k=1

and
w=u-—J.
Equation (1.1) may be written in the form
wy +divf(w +J) = D% A(w +J) =0,
or in the form
(2.1) wy +div (f(w + J) —alw+ J)VyJ) — div i (a(w + J)V,w) = 0.
As for the initial condition we have
(2.2) w(0,x) = up(x), xRN,
Equation (2.1) is of the general form

N N

(2.3) v + Z@mibi(v,t,x) - Z 0z, (a" (v,t,2)0,,v) =0,

i=1 ij=1
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where a(v,t,x) = (a’ (v, t,2))N;_, is a symmetric nonnegative N x N matrix. Writ-
ing (2.1) in terms of equation (2.3), making b(v,t,z) = (b*(v,t,x), -+ ,bN (v,t, 7)),
we have

bw,t,x) =f(w+ J) —a(w+ J)VgJ,

(24) a(w,t,z) =alw+ J).

In particular, a(t,z,w), as defined in (2.4), clearly satisfies

K
a;j(w,t,x) = Zaik(w,t,x)ajk (w,t,z), K =N,

k=1
where o1, (w, t,2) = G (w+J) and & (u) is the N x K such that a(u) = &(u)a(u)’,
where we write K instead of IV in order to preserve the generality; later on we will
make use of this generality. In this way, we may define a solution for (2.1)-(2.2)
using the definition of solution of the Cauchy problem for the general equation (2.3)
as in [13]. Let us denote, as in [13],

Cik(w,t,x):/ oir(v,t, ) dv,
0

C;i(w,t,x) = / Y()oi (v, t,x)dv, for ¥ € C(R).
0

Given any convex C? function 7 : R — R, we define the entropy fluxes
gt ) = (¢i(,t,x)) : R = RY, r(t,x) = (1 (-t x)) - R — RVXN
by
quw(w, t, 1) = 1’ (w)by (w, t, ), rw(w,t,xz) = n'(w)alw,t, ).
We refer to ) as an entropy function and (1, ¢,r) as an entropy-entropy flux triple.
We are going to consider only the family £ of C? convex entropies that are Lipschitz
continuous with 1” € C.(R). Important examples are the C? approximations of

the Kruzkov entropies | - —c|, ¢ € R. More specifically, we can consider a C*
approximation of the function sgn(-), such as (¢f. [13]), for € > 0,

_17 §< —-&,
(2.5) sgn.(§) = ¢ sin(5£E), €l <e
1, E>e.

For ¢ € R, we then get the convex entropy function in the family £
w
u = ne(w, c) = / sgn_(§ — ¢) d€.
c

Definition 2.1. Let ug € L>°(RY) N BY(RY) and T > 0 be given. A LL (RV)N
BY(RY)-valued stochastic process, adapted to {F;}, is said to be a BAP-entropy
solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if, for almost all w € §, for w =u — J,

(i) w(t) is LL (RYN) N BYRY)-weakly continuous on [0, 7.

loc
(i) w e L>=([0,T); L (RN)) N BYRN).
(iii) (Weak regularity) For k =1,--- | K,

N

Z (6I1<1k (w, t7 .’L‘) - Cik,mi (w7 tu I)) € L120c((07 T) X RN)'

=1
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(iv) (Chain Rule) For k=1,--- | K,

N N
Z( zk (w,t,x) — Cﬁg)wi(w,t,x ) = Z (0, Gire (W, t, ) — Ciko.ar; (W, T, )
i=1

i=1

a.e. in (0,7) x RN for any ¢ € Cy(R).
(v) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (1, ¢, r), with n €

g,
N
(26) atn + Zam q'L w)t7$) Z 8%196]7”” (w5t7$)
i=1 ij=1
N
+ Z (0" (w)bi 2, (w, t,x) — i 2, (w, T, ) Z Oz Tijw, (W, T, )
i=1 i,j=1

K /N 2
<—n'(w) (Z (B, Cire (w0, £, ) — Cito, (w,t,x))) a.s. in D'((0,T) x RM).

k=1 \i=1
(vi) (Initial Condition) For any R > 0,

(2.7) Jim [ fu(t.2) = wo(a)| do = 0

The following result was proved in [13] (see equation (4.12) therein). We slightly
modified the formula by including a weight function p.(z) > 0, p. € C*2RM) N

Lo®RN), with S [0, 0. (2)] + SN, 102, pu(@)] < Copa(a), for all o € RY,
e.g., px () = e~ VIH12I* which follows immediately by the computations in [13] and
we refer to [13] for the proof.

Proposition 2.1. Given two BAP-entropy solutions u(t,z), v(t,z), setting w =
u—J, w=uv—J, for a.a. w € Q, in the sense of the distributions on (0,T) x RV,
for some constant C > 0 depending on T', the data of the problem, and possibly on
w, we have

(2.8) / |w — |t pe(x)da dt
RN x(0,T)
+ / sgn(w —w) (F(w + J) + a(w + J)VJ)
RN % (0,T)
— (f(w+J)+a(w+ J)VJ)) - Vo p.(x)dz dt
+ / sgn(w — W)(A(w + J) — A( + J)) : V2 pu(z)dz dt
RN x(0,T)
> Cluaxlol+maxione) [ w-alp(odo
- (.1 xE)supp ()

As a consequence of (2.8) we have both the stability in L) (R") and the stability
in BY(RY). First we establish the stability in B'; its statement and proof are
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motivated by proposition 1.3 in [51]. Later on we will see that the constant C > 0
may be taken equal to 1, at least for solutions in some separable subspaces of B*.

Proposition 2.2 (L!-mean semi-contraction property). Let u(t,z),v(t,x) be two
BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data ug(x),vo(x). Then, a.s., for
some C' > 0 depending on t, on the data of the problem, and possibly on w, for a.e.
t>0,

(29) Nl(u(t,) —’U(t,')) S C’Nl(uo —1)0).

Proof. We apply (2.8) with p. = 1. We define a sequence approximating the
indicator function of the interval (o, t1] , by setting for v € N,

0,(8) =vA(vs), 0,(t) :/0 0,(s)ds = /OU A(s) ds,

where A € C®(R), suppA C [0,1], X > 0, [, A(s)ds = 1. We see that d,(s)
converges to the Dirac measure in the sense of distributions in R while 6, (¢
converges everywhere to the Heaviside function. For &1 > to > 0, if x,(t) =
0,(t—1to) —0,(t—t1), then x, € C°(R4), 0 < x,, < 1, and the sequence y, (¢) con-
verges everywhere, as v — 00, to the indicator function of the interval (o, t1]. Let
us take g € C°(R?), satisfying 0 < g < 1, g(y) = 1 in the cube Oy, g(y) = 0 outside
the cube Cy, with k > 1. We apply (2.8) to the test function ¢ = R~y (t)g(z/R),
for R > 0. We then get

(2.10) /OOO (RN / lu(t, ) — v(t,z)|g(z/R) dz) (8, (t — to) — 8, (t — 1)) dt
RN

Nl n(w —w w a(w
+R //Rfﬂsg( (E(w +J) +a(w + J)VJ)
—(f(w+J)+a(w+ J)VJ)) - Vyg(x/R)x,(t) dz dt

+RN? Z //RN+1 sgn(w — w) (A (w+ J) — Aij (b + J))aiz’yj 9(x/R)x. (t) d dt

i,j=1
1 1

>—C’(——|——)/ |u — v|dzxdt.
RN RN (to,t1)XCrr

Define
F ={t>0: (t2) is a Lebesgue point of [u(t,z) — v(t,z)| for a.e. 2 € R¢}.

As a consequence of Fubini’s theorem, I is a set of full Lebesgue measure and so
each t € F is a Lebesgue point of the functions

In(t) =RV / Jult,2) — olt, ) lg(x/ R) d.



INVARIANTS MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC CONSERVATION LAWS 11

for all R > 0 and all g € C.(R) (see, e.g., lemma 1.3 in [51]). Now we assume
to,t1 € F and take the limit as v — oo in (2.10) to get

(2.11) Igr(t1) < Ip(ty) + R-N! // sgn(w — ) ((f(w + J) + a(w + J)VJ)
(to,t1) xRN
— (f( + J) + a( + J)VJ)) - V,g(x/R) dx dt
N
fRYEY / / sgn(w — @) (Ay (w+ J) — Ay (i + J)02,, glx/R) dv dt
Z"j:](to,tl)leJ\f

1 1

+C(—+—)/ |u — v| dxdt.
RN RN+ (to,t1)XCrr

Now, we have

(2.12) RN! sgn(w —w)((f(w + J) +a(w+ J)VJ)
(to,t1) xRN
—(f(w+J)+a(w+ J)VJ)) - Vyg(z/R) dxdt‘
< kY R™Y(Lip (f) + ||V J || Lip (2)) | Vgloo (kR) // u(t,xz) — v(t,x)| dx dt

(to,t1)xCrr
— 0, as R— oo,

which follows since a.s. u(t, ), v(t,x) € L>([0,T]; BL(RY)). Also, we have
(2.13)

R-N-2 Z //N+1 n(w —w)(Ai;(w+ J) — Aij(w+J))6jly] (z/R)x, (t) dx dt
7,7=1 R
< ENR™Lip (A)|| Vgl (ER) ™ // w(t,x) —w(t,z)| dvdt — 0,
(to,t1)XCxkr

as R — oo

which also follows because a.s. u(t,z),v(t,z) € L>([0,T]; BHRY)).
On the other hand, we have

Ni(u(t, ) —v(t,-)) <limsup Ip(t) < kNNl (u(t,-) —v(t,-)),
R—o0
so taking the limit as R — oo in (2.11) and applying Gronwall, for ¢g,t; € F,
to < t1, we get
Ni(u(ts,-) = v(t1,-)) < kY CNi(ulto, -) = v(to,-)),

and since k > 1 is arbitrary we can make k — 1+ to get the desired result. Finally,
for to = 0, we use (2.7) to send tg — 0+ in (2.11) to obtain (2.9).
O

Remark 2.1. We remark that for functions g € BY(R™) the N (g) coincides with the
mean value of |g| and so with the norm in L'(Gy), by the isometric isomorphism



12 C. ESPITIA, H. FRID, AND D. MARROQUIN

between B(RY) and L' (G y) with the Haar measure m induced by the mean-value.
Therefore, we may write (2.9) as

(2.14) / lu(t) — v(t)] dm < C’/ |ug — vo| dm.
Gn Gn
Also, form (2.8), it follows immediately the L} -stability, with p. decaying suf-
ficiently fast for |z| — oo, such as p.(x) = e~ V1l
Theorem 2.1 (¢f. [13]). Let u(t,z),v(t,z) be two solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with
initial data ug(w),vo(x) € L>® NBYRYN). Let p.(z) = e~ VIHP, Then, a.s., for

some C' > 0 depending on t, on the data of the problem, and possibly on w, for a.e.
t>0,

(2.15) /]RN [u(t, ) — v(t, z)| ps(x)de < C’/RN luo(x) — vo(x)] ps(z)da.

3. APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

3.1. First approximation. In this and the next subsection we assume wuy €
AP(RY). We consider first the fourth order approximation for (1.1)-(1.2), with
Af(u) = (A +el)(u),

(3.1) du + div (f(u)) dt = D?* : A®(u) dt — pA*udt + . dW (),
x € RN t € (0,T), with initial condition
(3.2) u(0, ) = upe(x), xRN,

where ug. is a trigonometric polynomial approximating ug in AP(RY) and ®.e; =
gke where g =0 for k > 1/¢ and gy, is a trigonometric polynomial approximating
gx. uniformly in AP(RY) for k < 1/e, k € N.

Let J. = [y ®.dW. For w = u — J. we write (3.1) as
(3.3) wi +divf(w + J.) — D? : A% (w + J.) = —pulw — pA?J..

For g € S8'(RY), the space of Schwartz distributions in R¥ let us denote by § or
F(g) the Fourier transform of g and by g or F~1(g) the inverse Fourier transform.
Also, let us set

D.(z) = CF e M) (@),
where C, is chosen so that fRN O, (z)dz = 1. Let us denote

1 T

We can verify that K(t,x) is the fundamental solution of the equation
u = —A%u,

and K, (t,z) = K(ut,x) is the fundamental solution of
up = —pA2u.

The most important facts about K, for us are the following

1K)l =1, [D*E.@)h < k€N,

Ck
(pat)R/4°
where the constants Cy, only depend on k. Since we are assuming f € C3(R;RV) N
Lip (R;RY) and A € C3(R; RV*N) N Lip (R; RY*Y) we can obtain a solution to
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(3.1), (3.2), with w, Vw, V2w, V3w, Viw,w; € C([0,T]; L>°(RY)) in a standard
way beginning by a fixed point argument for the functional

N t
(34)  L(w)(t) = Kou(t) * uoe — Z / Do K (£ — 8) % f(w + J.)(s) ds

+Z/ 2 0 Kt = 8) 5 A (w0 + 1) (s) ds

5,J=1
t
—/ K, (t —s)x pA?J.(s) ds.
0

After proving the existence of a smooth solution to (3.1)-(3.2), we proceed as in
[22]: first we consider the limit as y — 0, with € > 0 fixed; then we consider the
limit as e — 0.

We have the following analogue of proposition 4.3 of [22].

Proposition 3.1. Let w® be the solution of (3.1)-(3.2). For p > 2, p. as in
Theorem 2.1, the following estimate holds

T
(35) E sup H’U,M7 ()||L2 L(RN) +pEE/
0

0<t<T

2p* (RN) ds
< CQA+Eluolzz =),

where Li* (RN) is the L? space with respect to the measure p.(x)dx, and the con-
stant C' does not depend on p, €.

We also have the following proposition concerning the B?-norm of u*¢, which
also follows from It6’s formula.

Proposition 3.2. Let u*° be the solution of (3.1)-(3.2). Then, u*=(t) € B*(RY),
for allt € 10,T], and we have

(3.6) Eosup lu=()|I5> < lluollg> + DoT

Proof. Since we are assuming that ug. € AP(RY), and the gi.’s are trigonometrical
polynomial, we can prove by induction, using the Duhamel formula (3.4), that
uts(t) € AP(RY) for all t € [0,7], first in a small interval [0,%o], where £ is a
contraction on C([0,to]; L°°(RY)), and then, successively in intervals [kto, (k+1)to],
until covering the interval [0,7]. In particular, u*(t) € B*(RY), for all ¢t € [0, T].
We can then use It6’s chain rule applied to M(u?) to deduce (3.6), where Dy is the
same as in (1.4).

O

For k € Z, Hf (RY) denotes the space of distributions ¢ € D'(RY) such that
pi/?0 € H(RN). Observe that, if g € L3 (RY), then, for a multi-index «, with
la| = j, j € NU{0}, D*g € H,7(RV), as it is easy to check by induction in
laf. Indeed, if g € L2 (RY), clearly pi/?g € LARN). If |o| = 1, pr/?Deg =
Do‘(pimg) — gDap1/2, and, from the properties of p., both p*/ g and gD%p. 12
belong to L2(RN), so pi/>Dg € H-L(R¥). Similarly, if the assertion is true for
|B| = 4, if |a| = j + 1, then D¥g = DY(D"g), with |y| = 1 and |3| = j. Again
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p}k/2D0‘ D’Y(pl/2Dﬁg) - (D’Yp}/2)Dﬁg, and since the assertion holds for |3| = j,
then both p*/ D g and (D7p1/2)DBg = g.ypi/2Dﬂg, for some g, € Cp°(RY), belong
to H=3(RN), and so p/>Dg € H=U+1(RN).

For use in the next subsection, for k € Z, let HF _(RY) denotes, as usual, the
space of distributions £ € D'(RY) such that, for any ¢ € C°(RY), ¢f € HF(RV).
Again we observe that, if g € L2 (R"), then, for a multi-index o, with |o| = j, j €
NU {0}, D%g € H,;7(RN), as it is also easy to check by induction in |a|. Indeed, if
g€ L2 (RY), given ¢ € C°(RY), there exists Cy > 0, such that [¢||g| < C¢pi/2|g|,
which implies that ¢g € L2(RN). Also, if |a| = 1, $D%g = D%(¢g) — gD“¢, and,
from what we have just seen, both ¢g and gD%¢ belong to L?(RY), so ¢D%g €
H~1(RY). We then complete the induction proof of the assertion exactly as you
just did for the spaces H,7(R").

Again following [22], we have the following proposition corresponding to propo-
sition 4.4 of [22].

Proposition 3.3. For all A € (0,1/2), there exists a constant C' > 0, independent
of u, such that, for all p € (0,1),

EHUME|‘C>\([O,T];H;*3(RN)) =C

At this point we note that all the arguments in subsections 4.1 to 4.3 of [22]
can be repeated line by line, only replacing LP(T") by Ly, (RN) and H*(TVN) by
H [’f* (RN), k € Z, in order to get a solution of the non-degenerate parabolic equation
obtained as limit when p — 0, for € > 0 fixed. We omit the details.

3.2. Second approximation. We now consider the non-degenerate parabolic prob-
lem

(3.7) du + div (f(u)) dt = D?* : A®(u) dt + ®. dW (t),
x € RNt € (0,T), with initial condition
(3.8) u(0,z) = upe(x), x€RY,

where ug. is smooth ug. € AP(RY), and up. — wup in AP(RY). ®.ep = gre
where g =0 for k > 1/e and gy is a trigonometric polynomial approximating g
uniformly in AP(RY) for k < 1/e, k € N. Our goal in this subsection is to study
the limit when € — 0. As before, setting w® = u® — J. we write (3.7) as

(3.9) wy +divf(w + J.) — D?: A%(w + J.) =
If X0 (&) = lecu(€) — leco, for S € C*(R), we have

/S’ E)xul€

Using this fact and It6’s formula applied to S(u) we deduce that §(t, z,&) = Xu= (t,2)(&)
satisfies, recalling that a(§) = A’(£) and A®(¢) = A(§) + &1,

(3.10)
e+ Vi (@€) o) D2 = ((E17a PO+ oV )i — 5 G2ee ()
— Gy D AW,
where b(&) = f/(§).



INVARIANTS MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC CONSERVATION LAWS 15

By means of the imposition of a non-degeneracy condition as in [36], we can
then obtain a regularity estimate from the stochastic averaging lemma by Gess and
Hofmanovd in [36] of the type

(3.11) Ell¢u || Lraxio,ryiwer @) < Cop(Ellduollfs@ny + 1),

for each ¢ € C°(RY), for some Cy > 0 depending of ¢ but independent of & > 0.
In particular, given an open bounded set, with smooth boundary, O, there exists a
constant Cp > 0, independent of € > 0, such that

(3.12) El[u || L-@x(o, 1w+ (0)) < Co,

Later on, for the study of the asymptotic behavior, we will state another condi-
tion as in [16] which is actually weaker than (1.8).

4. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF BAP-ENTROPY SOLUTIONS

The purpose of this section is to prove the following theorem.
Theorem 4.1. Given T > 0, there is a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2).
Furthermore, the solution s pathwise unique.

The pathwise uniqueness of the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is established in Theo-
rem 2.1, since we are assuming that the initial data are in AP(RY) and so also in
L,l)* (RM).

As to the existence, we apply a reasoning similar as the one in [34], which follows
the method in [22] (see also [40]). Namely: (i) to apply Kolmogorov’s continuity
lemma; (ii) to prove of the tightness of the laws which, by Prokhorov’s theorem,
implies the compactness of the laws in the weak topology of measures; (iii) to
apply Skorokhod’s representation theorem; (iv) to show that the limit a.e. given by
Skorokhod’s representation theorem is a martingale entropy solution; (iv) to apply
the Gyongy-Krylov criterion for convergence in probability, using the uniqueness
of the solution of (1.1)-(1.2), therefore obtaining the convergence in L{, . of the
solutions of (3.7)-(3.8) to a Ll _ function which is an entropy solution of (1.1)-
(1.2). We now line up the main results that follow the just described streamline.
To begin with, through the application of Kolmogorov’s continuity lemma, we have
the following analogue of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 4.1. Let u® be the solution of (3.7)-(3.8). For all A € (0,1/2), for
each ¢ € C(RYN), there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending on ¢ but independent
of € >0, such that for all € € (0,1)

Ellpu® |l oo, ;-2 @y < Co-
In particular, for a fixed 1 < r < 2, for all € € (0,1), for all open bounded with
smooth boundary O ,we have
(4.1) E|w®[|cxjo,21,w 20y < Co,

for some constant Cp > 0 independent of € > 0.
For a fixed 1 < r < 2 such that the regularity estimate (3.11), from [36], holds,
let us denote,

X = L"(0,T; L}, (RN)) n C([0, T]; W,. 2" (RV)).

loc loc
First, we recall that u € X if, for each ¢ € C*(RY), ¢u € L"(0,T; L"(RN)) N
C([0,T); W=2"(RY)). Also, convergence of a sequence u,, — u in X means that for
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all p € C(RYN), du,, — ¢u in L7(0,T; L™(RN)) N C([0,T]; W—27(RY)). Observe
that we can endow X with a metric with respect to which it becomes a separable
metric space. Indeed, for v € N, let O, be the open ball of radius v around the
origin in RV and let ¢, € C°(RY), 0 < ¢, < 1, with ¢, =1 on O, and ¢, = 0,
outside O, ;1. For u € X, let p,(u) be the norm of ¢,u in L"(0,T;L"(RY)) N
C([0,T); W=27(RY)). We can then define the following metric in X,

22_ 7_), u,v € X.
1+ p,(u—0)

Concerning the tightness of the laws p,:, € € (0,1), associated to the solutions
of (3.7)-(3.8), 0 < € < 1, we have the following result (see, e.g., the proof of
proposition 5.3 in [34]).

Proposition 4.2. Let p,= be the law defined in X associated with u®. The set
{ppue + € € (0,1)} is tight and, therefore, relatively weakly compact in X .

Proof. Let us define

Krp={ue X : |ullz=~@mrz ®v) < R,

v ulleno,rpw—2r@yy) < 27(Co,,, + 1R,
IévullLro,r;wer@yy) < 2°(Co,p, + 1R, Vv 21},

where Cop, ., is greater than or equal to the constant Cp in (3.12) and (4.1) for
O = O,41, and ¢, is as above. We claim that Kpg is a relatively compact sub-
set of X. Indeed, if ¥* is a sequence in K, then H1/)k||Loo(07T;L§*(RN)) < R,
and for all v € N, we have that ¢,%" is bounded in C*([0,T]; W=2"(O0,41)) N
L™(0,T; W*"(O,41)). Since H'(Z)k||Loo(07T;L§*(RN)) < R, we can extract a subse-
quence, still denoted ¥, and a ¢ € L>(0,T; Li* (R™)) such that ¢* — ¢ in the
weak*-weak topology of L>(0,T; L2 (R")). For all v € N, for a.e. t € [0,T], we
have that [|¢, 0" (t)|| 2@~y < Cg, R, for all k € N. In particular, we can find a
dense set in [0, 7] and a subsequence, still denoted ¥, such that ¢,V (t) — ¢, (t)
in W-L2(RY) strongly , for a dense set of t € [0,7], for all v € N, and so, also
in W=27(RY). Since ¢, %" is bounded in C*([0,T]; W~27(O,+1)), we deduce that
u* — @1 strongly in C([0,T]; W=27(RY)), for all v € N. On the other hand,
by interpolation we have, for all ¢ € C°(O,41),

s/(24+s) 2/(2+s)
H‘PHLT(O T; W27 (0,41)) < HSDHU 0,T; Lr(ou+1))|“PHLT 0,7;W2+5.7(0,41))"

Then, by density, taking ¢ = (—A)~"(¢, k), where by —A we mean the minus
Laplacian operator with 0 Dirichlet condition on 00,11, we conclude that ¢,y
strongly converges in L"(0,T; L"(O,1)), using that (—A)~! isomorphically takes
L7(0,T; L"(O,41)) onto L7(0, T; W2 AW, " (O, 41)).

In this way, by a standard diagonal argument, we obtain a subsequence of ¥, still
denoted ¥*, such that ¢, 1* converges in C([0, T]; W=2"(RN))NL" ([0, T]; L"(RY)),
for all » € N, which implies the compactness of Kg in X.
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As for the tightness of p,=, we have
€
e (X \ Kr) < P oo,7:12, 2y > R)

+ Z P(”QbuusHC*([O,T];W*ZT(RN)) >2"(Co,,, + 1)R)
v=1

+ Z]P)(H(bl/ug||L7‘(O,T;WSvT(RN)) >2"(Co, ., + 1)R)
v=1

oo

1
— [ Lu® -2, LU e s,
+l;1 5 (Co.., + DR (l¢nu lex o, ;w2 @y + ldwu|| Lo, 0w (RN)))

_C 2

— R2 R,
by using (3.5), in the limit as 4 — 0, (3.12) and (4.1), which implies the tightness
of ye -

O

With Proposition 4.2 at hand, we apply Prokhorov’s theorem to obtain a subse-
quence u" such that p,» weakly converges in X. We can then apply Skorokhod’s
theorem and obtain a further subsequence still denoted u™, a new probability space
(Q,I@), and a subsequence 4", with pizn = fiyn, such that @™ : Q- x converges
a.s. tow: Q— X.

Proposition 4.3. There exists a probability space (Q,]:', I@’) with a sequence of
X -valued random variables u™, n € N, and u such that:

(i) the laws of 4™ and @ under P coincide with u™and p, respectively,
(ii) @™ converges P-almost surely to @ in the topology of X .

We then define yet another probability space Q = € x Q) with the product prob-
ability measure P = P x P, the o-algebra F as the product o-algebra generated
by F x F, and, from the Wiener process W (t) in Q, we define the Wiener process
W(t) in Q trivially by W (t)(w,@) = W (t)(w), for (w,@) € Q@ = Q x Q; clearly, W
has the same law as W. Defining 4" : Q — X by 4" (w,®) = @"(@), we have that
fan = fan = jyn. Also, 4" converges a.s. in Q to the random variable 4 : Q — X
defined by @(w,®) = 4(w). We define a filtration F; for (2, F,P) in the following
way (cf. [40]). For each t € [0,T7, the restriction map p; : C([0, T]; W2 (RN) x
C([0,T7; o) — C([0,1]; W 2" (RN) x C([0,t];8ho), (v, W) = (v, W)][[0,1], is a con-
tinuous map. Here, $ly is the Hilbert space where the cylindrical Wiener process
W (t) is well defined. So, we define as F; = o(p;ii, p;), the o-algebra of subsets of
Q generated by the function (p:, pW) : Q — C([0,t]; W2 2" (RN)) x C((0, 1]; o),

and we denote also by F; the corresponding augmented filtration, i.e., the smallest
complete right-continuous filtration containing F.

Definition 4.1. We say that @ is a BAP-entropy martingale solution of (1.1)-(1.2)
if, for some probability space equipped with a filtration (Q, F,(Ft),P) and some
cylindrical Wiener process W (t) = >_:° | Brex, with respect to the filtration (F),
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with {er}r>1 a complete orthonormal system in a Hilbert space H and Br, k €N,
independent Brownian motions in (Q, F, (), P) if w = u—J satisfies Definition 2.1
with u, J, W, replaced by @, J, W.

We are now going to prove that following important fact.

Theorem 4.2. The limit u with (Q,F, (F;),P,W) is a BAP-entropy martingale
solution in the sense of Definition 4.1, that is, that it satisfies all items in Defini-
tion 2.1, with the replacements referred to in Definition 4.1.

Proof. Indeed, we first recall that, from Proposition 3.2, the bound on

E sup [[u(t)] Bz gn
0<t<T

given by (3.6) holds independently of p,e. Therefore, in particular, a.s., u €
1(0, T); B'(®)).

Another important point is that by Proposition 3.1, in the limit as g — 0, we
have that a.s. u® € L*([0,T]; W,,*(R")) and so this also holds for @°. On the other
hand, for any continuous v : X x W — [0,1], with W = C([0.1];4p), and any
¢ € C(RY), we have

T T
E”y(ﬂs,W)/ 8xiﬁ5¢dxdt:—IE'y(ﬁs,W)/ / U Oy, P dx dt
0 JrN 0o JrN

T T
= —Ev(u®, W)/ / U0y, ¢ da dt = Evy(u®, W)/ Oy, uf ¢ dx dt,
o JrN 0o JrN

i =1,---, N, which shows that also the derivatives 0,,u° have the same laws as the
corresponding derivatives 9,,u°. Now, for each ¢ > 0, the solution u° of (3.7)-(3.8)
satisfies the following inequality, with w® = u®—J¢, forall0 < ¢ € C°((0,T) xRY),

N N
(4.2) / n(w®)dd + Zqi(wg,t, )0y, + Z i (W, t, :v)aimj¢
i=1

(0,T) xRN 6=l
N N
_Z(n/(wa)bi,wi (’U}S,t,.’lj) - qi,wi (wavtux))¢+ Z Tz‘?j,zi (wa,t,:v)(?m@ d(E dt
i=1 i,7=1

K /N 2

- / 77”(“’6) (Z (8$1<z€k(wsa t,CC) - Cisk,xi (wsvta I))) ¢d$ dt > 07
(0,T) xRN k=1 \i=1

where r’'(w, t,z) = n'(w)a®(w + J), with a®(u) = a(u) + eInxn and Iyxn is the

N x N identity matrix, and (5, (w,t,x) = fow o5 (v, t,x)dv, with o5 (v, t,z) =

55 (w 4 J¢), and 6°(u) is the N x K matrix such that a®(u) = o°(u)o"(u)".

Therefore, for w® = u® — J¢ and

(1/¢]
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we have, for any continuous v : X x W — [0,1], 0 < ¢ € C=°((0,T) x RY),

(4.3)

N N
@) | [ @)oo+ Y el oo+ 3 (0 )k 0
i=1

(0,T) xRN ’ b=l
N N
= 0 (@b, (0° £, ) = G0, (0, 1, 7)) S+ D 15, (0, 8,2) 00,6 ¢ dadt
i=1 ij=1

- / n”(@s)i

(0,T) xRN k=1

N 2
(Z (0, 5o (0, t, ) — fk@i(ws,t,:v))> Gdxdt

i=1

N N
— Ey(ut, W) / ()0 + S a1, )00+ S 15w 1 2)2,,
=1

(0,T) xRN = b=l
N N
_Z(n/(wa)blﬁlz (wgatv‘r) — Yi,x; (wavtax)) ¢+ Z T?j,zi (wa,t,x)amid) dx dt
i=1 ij=1

K /N 2
- / 77”(“}5) Z < (6$1<z€k (wsv tu :E) - Czsk,ml (wsv tu ,TC))) (bdl' dt > 0.
1

(0,T) xRN k=1 \i=
Hence,
(4.4)
N N
2@ W) | [ a0+ Y w@ L ote+ Y vt a0
(0,T) xRN i=1 ,j=1
N N
= (0 ()i, (0%, £, 1) = i, (0, 1, 2)) S+ Y 15, (@0°, 1, 2) D, ¢ p dad
i=1 ij=1

K /N 2
- / n”(ﬁf)Z( (8xi<fk(w5,t,x>—ka,zi(ws,t,a:))) pdrdt| >0,
1

(0,T)xRN k=1

1=
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for each v : X x W — [0,1], 0 < ¢ € C°((0,T) x RY). Therefore, we have a.s. we
have

N N
@) [ Snw)oe+ Y ar botot Y (o2, 0
(0,T) xRN i=1 hj=1
N N
Z iz, (W, t,2) — g, (07, ,2)) ¢+ Z 752 (W, 6, 2) 05, ¢ o dxdt
i=1 ij=1
2
> / Z (Z 0, G, (0", 1, ) — (i o, (wﬂt,:v))) ¢ dz dt.
(0,T) xRN k=1 \i=1

The left-hand side of (4.5) (L.H.S., for short) is a.s. bounded in L"([0,7] x RY),
since @¢ converges a.s. in LI ([0,7] x RY), with 1 < r < 2. Then, for any fixed
w €  in a subset of total measure, L.H.S. is equi-integrable and so converges
weakly in L!((0,7) x RY). But since @° converges in LI ((0,7) x RY) to i, we
obtain that L.H.S. converges as ¢ — 0 to

N N
N(w)0h + Y qi(w,t,)0e, ¢+ Y i (W, t,2)02,, ¢
(0, T) xRN i=1 ij=1
N N
D 01 (@)bi e, (0,8, 2) = Gi, (0,6, 2) S+ Y Tija, (0,8,2) 0,0 p da
i=1 i,j=1

As for the right-hand side of (4.5) (R.H.S., for short), using the fact that n € &,
we deduce that the sequence of vector functions with values in R

N
(Z (amlgfk(wgv t,.’I]) - ka,;vi (’wgatu (E))) nll(w8)1/27 k= 17 e 7K7

i=1

is bounded in L?

2 ((0,T) x RM), and by the usual chain rule the above expression
is equal to

N
Z (aﬂﬂzca O (wsvtvx) - Cialfmic)lp(wsvt?w)) , k=1, K,

i=1

but the latter converges in the sense of the distributions to

. aYY
Z(ai% 7,t7x)_cink,a(ci)l 2(,w,t7q;))7 k:17 7K-

=1
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Therefore, taking the liminf in (4.5) and using the lower semicontinuity of the
L?-norm we arrive at

N N
(4.6) / N(0)0hd+ Y qi(w,t,2)0e, 0+ Y 1ij (W, 2)02,, ¢
1=1

(0,T) xRN ' hj=1

N N
Z(n/(w)blﬁiz (ﬁ),t,I) - qi,l‘i (ﬁ),t,fb))(b—l- Z Tij7xi (wvtax)aﬁhd) dI dt
i=1 ij=1

K /N 2
>/ Z<Z (00l (w0, 1,2) - ?k,i?””z(w’t,:c))) o du .
(0,T)xRrN k=1 An=1

When we will have proved the validity of the chain rule, we will be able to write
the right-hand side as

K /N 2
(4.7) / n”(@Z(Z ((%ié}k(w,t,:v)—Qk,mi(w,t,x))) ¢ du dt.

(0,T) xRN k=1 An=1

In order to prove the validity of the chain rule for « (i.e., w), we observe first that by
(3.5) in the limit as p — 0, applied to u, with p > 2, implies the equi-integrability
in Q of supg<;<p |\u5(t)||L§* (®~). S0, we may use n(w) = w? in (4.4) and get that
the integrand inside the expectation sign of

N N
Ery(a, W) / N(w)0d + Y (w0, t,2)dn b+ Y 150, 2)02 , &
i=1

(0,T) xRN ’ hi=1
N N
=0 ()b, (0, 1, @) — G, (0,1, 2)) G+ D 5, (0F, 1, 2)a,¢ p dadt
i=1 ij=1

is equi-integrable in Q for all v : X x W — [0,1] and all ¢ € C°((0,T) x RV).
In particular, since the integrand is also bounded in L!(€2), it converges weakly in
LY(Q), for all v : X x W — [0,1] and all ¢ € C2°((0,T) x RY). As a consequence,
this is also true for the integrand inside the expectation sign of

K /N 2
)| Z(Z(amcmwit,x)—cfk,mst,t,x))) o di

(0,T) xRN F=1 \i=l

It is also uniformly bounded in L'(Q2) and equi-integrable in €2, for all v : X x W —
0,1] and all ¢ € C((0,T) x RY). On the other hand, since (5, , (w,t,z) is

Lipschitz with respect to w, (j .. (w°,t, ) strongly converges to (i, (0,,7), a.s.

Therefore, SN | 8,,¢5, . (0°, t,z) is a.s. uniformly bounded in L ((0, T); L2 (RY)),

ik,xi

k=1,---,K. In particular, Zi\il 02, Cf 2, (W7, 1, ) converges in the weak *-weak

topology of L>((0,T); L2 (R™)). Now, since it converges to Zil Ou; it (W0, 1, )
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in the sense of the distributions, we have that

N N
Z am1 Czsk,ml (ws, tv .I) - Z 8zi<ik,xi (ﬁ), ta I)a
=1

i=1
in L*([0,T7; Li* (RM)), k=1,---, K. Now, concerning the chain rule, we begin by
observing that, by the usual chain rule, we have, for k = 1,--- |, K, for all ¢ € C,(R),

N

0= EFY(U’Ev W) lz (8I1<z€k1/}(wsv L, I) - Cf];?il (ws, i, ‘T))

i=1

N

Z TiSik w® t ‘T) ik,zi(wautax))]
i=
N

Oz, i (
1
N
w) |3 (amlg (@, t,2) — C5° (@, t,x))

1

l—|

Z 8 Czk w ,t,I) Cisk,zi(u_jsatvx))]

i=

=29 B (a, W) [Z(amc @) = o, (01, 2))

i=1

=

N
’LI)) Z (axlclk (ﬁ), t, I) - C’iqui (’LD, t, :E))] )
1=1

by what has been said above. Therefore, a.s., for k =1,--- , K, for all ¢ € Cy(R),
we have

N N
Z (8m1<z’¢;c(w ) Czk; 11( ) Z a Clk w,t,x) Cikﬂﬁi (ﬁ),t,I)) )
i=1 i=1

that is, the chain rule holds. In particular, we may write the right-hand side of (4.6)
as (4.7). Thus far we have proved the validity of items (iv) and (v) of Definition 2.1.
Ttem (iii) also follows from what has been said above. As for item (ii), from Propo-
sition 3.1, in the limit as ¢ — 0, we deduce that @ is a.s. uniformly bounded in
L>((0,T); L2 (RY)), which implies that @ € L>((0,T); L2 (RY)). Since we have
already proved that a.s. u € L*([0,T]; BY(RY)), item (ii) follows. As for (i) in
Definition 2.1, we recall that from (4.6), with n(w) = +w we can obtain the inte-
gral form of of the weak notion of solution of (1.1). Also, in (4.6) we can consider
¢ € CX((—00,T) x RY), as long as we add the term

/ n(uo(2))6(0, 7) de,
RN

to the left-hand side of (4.6). In particular, when n(w) = +w, we obtain from (4.6)
the weak formulation including the initial condition

(4.8) / {wey +f(w+ J)Ve + A(w + J) : D*¢} dxdt
(0,T) xRN

+ /]RN uo(x)$(0, z) de = 0.
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From (4.8), taking ¢(t,z) = Hxg(%)e(t,z), with g as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.2, and ¢ € C*([0, T]; AP?(RY)), and AP?(R") denoting the almost periodic
function in AP(RY) whose derivatives up to order 2 also belong to AP(RY), we
obtain

(4.9) / {wp, + £(w + J)Ve + A(w + J) : D*p} dm(z)dt
(O,T)XGN
+ /GN uo(x)e(0, z) dm(x) = 0.

From (4.8), taking ¢(t, z) = ¢"(t)¢(x) and from (4.9), taking o(t,z) = " (t))(z),
for ¢ € C°(RN), 1 € AP*(RY), and a suitable sequence ¢ € C2°([0,T)), ap-
proaching the indicator function of the interval [tg,to + §), § > 0, to € [0,T), we
deduce the weak continuity required in (i) of Definition 2.1.

Finally, concerning (vi) of Definition 2.1, it also follows in a standard way, using
an idea in [53] (see also [48]), departing from

N N
(4.10) / n(w)dsd + Zqi(w,t, )0y, + Z 745 (0, t,x)(’“)iﬂjqﬁ
i=1

(0,T) xRN ’ =1
N N

- Z (nl(w)bi@i (117, t .’L‘) — Gi,x; (117, t, CL‘)) ¢+ Z Tij,@ (117, t, x)awz(b dx dt
i=1 ij=1

+ [ tuala))o.)do > o

with 5(w) = | — |, ¢ € R, & € C3°((—o0, T) x RY), choosing (¢, 2) = CH (1) (),
for ¢ € C°(RY) and ¢"(t) a suitable sequence approaching the indicator function
of [0,4), 6 > 0, etc. O

Having verified that @ satisfies all the conditions of Definition 2.1, we then have
that u enjoys the Lll)* (RN )-stability given by Theorem 2.1. Therefore, we can apply
the Gyongy-Krylov criterion for convergence in probability, introduced in [36], to
conclude that the whole sequence u® converges strongly in L _((0,T) x RY) to an
entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2).

We close this section by stating the definition of L!(G y)-entropy solution and
the companion notion of semi-group solution.

Definition 4.2. Let ug € L'(Gy) and T > 0 be given. A L' (G y)-valued stochastic
process, adapted to {F;}, is said to be a L!(Gy)-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if,
for almost all w € Q, for w =u — J,
(i) w(t) is LY (Gy)-weakly continuous on [0, 7.
(i) w e L(0,T]; L}(Gu)).
(iii) (Weak regularity) For k =1,--- | K,
N
Z (O, Gk (w, , 2) — Cig s (w, 1, 2)) € L*((0,T) x Gy).

=1
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(iv) (Chain Rule) For k=1,--- | K,
N N
> (0eiCihw,t2) = G, (w,2)) = (W) 3 (Do, Gir (1,1, 2) = Gt (w31, 2))
i=1 i=1
a.e. in (0,T) x Gy, for any ¢ € Cp(R).

(v) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (1, ¢, r), with n €
E forall0 < p e CX(0,T) x Gn),

T
(4.11) / / (n(w) t—i—Zqzwtz wlcp—l—Zertz mm]go
0o Jou

5,J=1
N N
- Z (n/(w)bi,wi (w,t,z) — i,z (w,t,2) ¢+ Z Tig,x; (w,t,2)0z, dm(z) dt
i=1 i,j=1
T K 2
- [ /@ " (w) <Z (Or Gt (w1, 2) = Gitom, <w,t,z>>> o dm (=) dt.
0 N k=1 \i=1

Theorem 4.3. Given, ug € L'(Gy), there exists a L*(Gy)-entropy solution of
(1.1)-(1.2) in the sense of Definition 4.2 which is the L'(£; L>°((0,T); L*(Gy)))
limit of BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data in AP(RY). More-
over, given two L*(G y)-entropy solutions u(t,x),v(t,x), both of which are obtained
as limits in LY(Q; L>°((0,T); LY(Gy))) of BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2),
with initial functions converging to ug,vo in L*(Gy), then a.s. it holds

(4.12) /G |u(t, z) —v(t, 2)| dm(z) < C(T)/ luo(2) — vo(2)| dm(z),

Gn
where C(T) is as in (2.9).

Proof. Indeed, existence of a L'(Gy)-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) in the sense
of Definition 4.2, when ug € AP(RY), follows from the existence of BAP-entropy
solution of (1.1)-(1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.1, proved above, by applying (2.6)
to a test function of the form

Sp(tv .’L‘) = R_Ng(x/R)gZ?(t, .’L‘),

where g is as in the proof of Proposition 2.2 and 0 < p € C°([0,T); AP®(RY)). In
this way we obtain that the BAP-entropy solution satisfies (4.2) of Definition 4.2
for all nonnegative ¢ € C§°((0,T) x Gy) and n € £. We can then extend this
to test functions 0 < ¢ € C§°([0,T) x Gy) by taking in the inequality already
obtained for all nonnegative ¢ € C§°((0,7) x Gn) a test function of the form
o(t, ) = on(t)p(t, z), with 0 < ¢ € C§°([0,T) x Gu) and 6y, a suitable sequence in
C2°((0,T)) converging everywhere in (0, T) to the indicator function of the interval
(0,T), which proves (v) in Definition 4.2.
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We next observe that (4.11) implies

T N N
@) [ J ) - e+ S w0+ D st 0
0 JGn i=1 i,j=1
N N
- Z (n/(w)bi,zi (w, t, Z) - Gi,x; (wa tv Z)) »+ Z Tijx, (wa tv Z)azz@ dm(z) dt > Oa
i=1 ij=1

which, by approximation can be extended for 7 of the form n(w) = |w — o, @ € R,
with ¢(w, t, ) = sgn(w—a)(b(w, t,x)—b(a, t,x)), r(w,t,x) = sgn(w—a)(a(w, t,z)—
a(a,t,x)) and a(w,t,x), b(w,t,z) given by (2.4). We then observe that making
a — 400 in (4.13), with n(w) = |w — a, splitting the integral over Gy into two
parts, one over {w < a} and other over {w > a}, and, after, also making o« — —o0
and proceeding similarly, we obtain the following integral equation

(4.14) /OT ; {wp; +f(w+J) -V + A(w+ J) : D>} dm(z)dt

_ / uo(2)¢(0, 2) dm (=),
Gn

for all ¢ € C5°([0,T) x Gn). The fact that (4.14) holds for all ¢ € C3°(]0,T) x Gy)
implies, in turn, in a standard way, the item (i) of Definition 4.2.

We may verify the item (ii) of Definition 4.2 also as a consequence of item (v) of
Definition 4.2. Indeed, from (4.13) with n(w) = |w| and ¢(t, z) = §,(t), where the
latter is a sequence in C2°((0,T)) converging everywhere to (0,tp), and t is any
Lebesgue point of [, |w(t)|dm(z), we obtain

T
(4.15) / lw(to, 2)| dm(z) < / |uo| dm(z) +/ C(J,VJ,V2J])dm(z)dLt,
Gn Gn 0o Jen
where C(J, V.J,V2J) is a continuous function of 7', J and its derivatives up to the
second order. In particular, a.s., w € L>([0,T]; L*(Gy)), which proves (ii).

Item (iii) also follows from (4.11) by taking ¢, by approximation, in the form
@(t,z) = 1,1y for n in a sequence in £ converging everywhere in R to %|w|2 such
that ' (w) — 1, everywhere in R, which gives, since we are assuming uy € AP(RY),

K

T N 2
(4.16) i /@ Z<;(azigik(w,t,z)_gim(w,t,z))> dm(z) dt

N =1
T
< /GN |ug(2)[*dm(2) +C'/O /GN lu(t, 2)|“dm(z)dt

where C' > 0 depends on T, J, VJ and D?J. Now, since the bound from Propo-
sition 3.2 is uniform in p and e, then (3.6) holds for u and the right hand side of
(4.16) is finite a.e., which implies the validity of item (iii). Finally, item (iv) follows
directly from (iv) of Definition 2.1, by multiplying that equality by a test function
of the form ¢(t,z) = 1/RNg(z/R)p(t,x), where g is as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.2, ¢ € C.((0,T) x Gy ), making R — oo, which gives the equality in the form
of an integral equation valid for all ¢ € C.((0,T) x Gy), which in turn proves (iv)
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of Definition 4.2, and co concludes the proof that BAP-entropy solutions are also
(or extend to) L'(Gy)-entropy solutions.

Also, given two BAP-entropy solutions wu(t, z), v(¢, z), with initial data ug, vy €
AP(RY), we get from (2.9)

(4.17) / |u(t, z) — v(t, 2)|dm(z) < C’(T)/ luog(z) — vo(2)] dm(z).
Gn Gn

Now, from (4.17) we can extend the existence of L! (G x)-entropy solutions for initial
data ug € L*(Gy). Indeed, if we approximate the initial data uy € L*(Gy) ~
BYRYN) in BY(RY) by a sequence ug, € AP(RY), from (4.17) we deduce that the
corresponding BAP-entropy solutions u,, in the sense of Definition 2.1, form a
Cauchy sequence in L*((0,7); L'(Gy)), and so, there is u € L*°((0,T); L*(Gy))
such that u, — u in L>=((0,T); L}(Gy)). This is true a.s. in £ and since by (4.15)
the norm of the u,’s in L>((0,T); L'(Gy)) is bounded by a function in L*(Q), we
conclude by dominated convergence that

up —u in LYQ; L((0,T); LY (Gy))).

It is then easy to check that the limit u is indeed a L'(Gx)-entropy solution in
the sense of Definition 5.2. Moreover, the contraction property (4.17) extends to
any pair of such L' (G y)-entropy solutions with initial data in L'(Gy), obtained as
limit in L1(€; L>°([0,T]; L*(Gy))) of BAP-entropy solutions. In this way we have
proved the existence of a L (G y)-entropy solution to (1.1)-(1.2) for any initial data
in L'(Gy). The proof of (4.12) follows from what has already been seen. O

Definition 4.3. Let T' > 0 be given. A L'(Gy)-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is
said to be a L'(G y)-semigroup solution if it is the limit in L1 (Q; L>((0,T); L*(Gy)))
of a sequence of BAP-entropy solutions of problems like (1.1)-(1.2), with initial
functions converging to ug in L*(Gy).

The following proposition justifies the introduction of the notion of L*(Gy)-
semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2). The proof is straightforward.

Proposition 4.4. Let u and v be two L*(Gy)-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2)
with initial functions ug,vo € L'(Gn). Then (4.12) holds.

5. REDUCTION TO THE PERIODIC CASE

In this section and the next one we consider solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) taking values
in a separable subspace of L!(G ). More specifically, let A = {)\; : j=1,--- , P} a
finite set of vectors in RY linearly independent over Z. We consider the closed real
algebra generated by 1 and the complex trigonometrical functions e*27Xi'*  j =
1,--+, P. Any function g belonging to this algebra has spectrum Sp(g) contained in
the smallest additive group generated by A, which we denote Gu. It is not difficult
to see that this closed algebra is the closed subspace of AP(RY) formed by the
functions of the form g(y(z)), with g € C(TF), where T” is the P-dimensional
torus and y(x) := (A1 -, -, Ap - z). Indeed, it is the completion in the sup-norm
of the real trigonometric polynomials of the form

s(y(@)) = 3 agemH ),
ke¥
where § C Z is a finite set. Since we are considering real trigonometric polyno-
mials, this means that § should be symmetric, that is § = —§, and a_; = ag,
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where, as usual, az denotes the complex conjugate of az. Since the completion in
the sup-norm of the trigonometric polynomials
s(y) = 3 ae,
ke¥
is exactly C(TF), the assertion follows.

We henceforth denote by AP.(RY) this subspace of AP(RY) and we will assume
that the noise functions gx, k € N, belong to AP, (RY).

By a well known extension of the Stone-Weierstrass theorem (see, e.g, [28], p.274—
276, Theorem 18 and Corollary 19) we have that AP, (R”) is isometrically isomor-
phic with C'(G.y), where G,y is the topological subgroup of the Bohr compact
Gy, whose topology is generated by {e*2™%® . j =0,1,2,---, P}. We denote by
BL(RYN) the completion of AP, (RY) with respect to the semi-norm N; defined in
beginning of Section 2. Therefore, we have that BL(R") is isometrically isomorphic
With Ll (G*N)

For simplicity, let us first consider the situation where we have as the initial data
up in (1.1)-(1.2) a trigonometrical polynomial. So, for some finite symmetric set
§ C ZF as above, with a_; = aj, ug can be written as

(5.1) uo(x) = Z a,;e%“;'y(m).
keF
Therefore, ug(x) = vo(y(x)) where
(5.2) vly) = aze’™
kes

also, gr(z) = hi(y(z)), with by € C(T?), and, as defined above, y(z) = (y1(z),--- ,yp(z)),
with

(53) yj(l') = /\j L= Z)\jlxl’ /\j = (/\jla T ,)\jN).
=1

Consider the equation

(5.4) v+ div, f(v) = V- (@(0) V) + @AW, ®dW = > hy(y) dB;,
k=1

N
f](v) :)‘j f('U) :Z)\jgfg(v)7 j=1,---,P
/=1

and a(v) = &(v)a(v)", where &(v) is the N x P matrix defined in terms of its
columns by &(v) = [61(v),- -+ ,dp(v)] where

Gi(v) =X o), j=1,--,P.
The Cauchy problem in T? for (5.4) is formed by prescribing the initial datum
(5.5) v(0,y) =wo(y), yeT’.

Setting w = v — J, with

J(t,y) =Y hu(y)Br(t),
=1
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we can write (5.4) as

(5.6) w4 div,(F(w+J) +a(d + J)VJ) =V, - (a(d + J)V,0) =0,
and (5.5) a

(5.7) w(0,y) =voly), yeT’.

We can then define entropy solution for the periodic problem (5.4)-(5.5) in a way
entirely analogous to Definition 2.1. Let us then denote

G, t,y) = /w Gir(v,t,y) dv,

/ $(©)5ik(v,t,y) dv, for ¥ € C(R),
i=1,- P, k=1,---,N.
Definition 5.1. Let v € Ll(’IFP) and T' > 0 be given. A L!(T?)-valued stochastic

process, adapted to {F;}, is said to be an entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) if, for
almost all w € Q, for v = v — J,

(1) w € L} (T¥)-weakly continuous on [0, 7],

(2) @ € L=(0, T); L' (TP)),

(3) (Weak regularity)

P
3 (awcm @,t,y) — ity (m,t,y)) € L2((0,T) x TF), k=1,---,N.

i=1
(4) (Chain Rule) For k=1,--- | N,

i (81151 ) — Clky (, ) XP: (aulCzk (@, t, ) = Citys (@,t,y))

i=1 =1

a.e. in (0,7) x TF, for any ¢ € C(R).
(5) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (1, ¢, ),

(5 8 8t77 + Za 1qz U) Z yly]’rlj U) y)

1,7=1
P P
+ Z (n/(w)bi7yi (w,t, .’L‘) — iy, (mv t, y)) + Z Oy, Tijy: (’J}v t,x)
i=1 ij=1
N /P ) ) 2
< _77”(11)) Z <Z (8y1<1k (ﬁ)v 2 y) - Cikyyi (ﬁ)v t, y))) in D/((Ov T) X TP)'
k=1 \i=1
(6) (Initial Condition)
(5.9) hm /|’U (t,y) —vo(y)| dy = 0,

Existence and uniqueness of a periodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) can be
proved in a way similar to what was done for the almost periodic case, but we need
to impose a further non-degeneracy condition, similar to (1.8), with the additive
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group Z replaced by Ga, so wherever we have n € Z" in (1.8) we replace it by
B € Ga. So, the Go-symbol is defined by

L(i7,iB,€) := i(T +b(€) - B) + B a()B,
where b(§) =f'(£) and 5 € Ga. For J,6 > 0 and n € C;°(R) nonnegative, let

Q% (1, m;0) := {& € suppn : |L(iT,iB,€)] < 6},
wi(J;0) = sup  |QL(7,iB;0)],

where, for 8 = miA + -+ mpAp € Gp, m; € Z, j = 1,---, P, we define

18| == /m3+---+m%. Let L¢ := 9:L. We suppose that there exist a € (0,1),
v > 0 and a measurable function ¥ € LS (R;[1, 00)) such that

6 «
D % (55)

(5.10) o
sup sup [£e (i, iB: )] NTAR Yo >0, J 2 1.

TE‘R‘,ﬁEQA £Esuppn 19(5)
Bl ~J

This condition guarantees that (5.4) enjoys a non-degeneracy condition in R sim-
ilar to (1.8).

We recall the concepts of kinetic measure and of kinetic solution (5.4)-(5.5) in
the L' periodic setting from [36].

Definition 5.2 (Periodic kinetic measure (cf. [36])). A map m from  to the set
of non-negative Radon measures over [0, 7] x T¥ x R is a kinetic measure if

(1) m is measurable, that is, for all ¢ € C.([0,T] x TF x R), (m,¢) : Q@ — R is
a measurable function;
(2) m vanishes for large £ in the sense that

. 1
(5.11) gliff,lo ?Em(Azz) =0,

where Aye = [0,T] x TP x {¢ e R : 2¢ < |¢] < 2641}
(3) for all ¢ € C.(TF x R), the process

t d(y, &) dm(s,y,$)
[0,¢]xTP xR

is predictable.

Definition 5.3 (Periodic kinetic solution (cf. [36]) ). Let vo € L*(T%). A function
v e LY (Qx[0,T],P,dPxdt; LY(T")) is called a kinetic solution of (5.4)-(5.5), where
‘P denotes the predictable o-algebra, if

(i) For all ¢ € C°(R), ¢ >0,
div [ 9050 d¢ € 1@ x (0.7 x T7),

where the divergence in R of a N x P matrix means the N-vector resulting
of the divergence of each of its IV lines.



30 C. ESPITIA, H. FRID, AND D. MARROQUIN

(ii) (¢f. [16]) For all ¢1,¢2 € C(R), ¢1,¢2 > 0, the following chain rule
formula holds true in L2(Q2 x [0, 7] x TF),

(5.12) div /OU $1(Q)h2(€)7 () dC = ¢1 (v)div /Ov $2(¢)a (¢) d¢.

(iii) Let ¢ € C=(R), ¢ > 0, and let n? : Q@ — M™*([0, 7] x TF) be defined as
follows: for all ¢ € C2°([0,T] x T?),

T v
a1y o= [ [ et o [ VE0#O

There exists a kinetic measure m such that, for all ¢ € C°([0,T] x T?),
¢ > 0and ¢ € CX(R), ¢ > 0, it holds m(pp) > n?(¢), P-as., and,
in addition, if f(w,t,2,§) = ly(u,t.0)>¢, the pair (f,m) satisfies, for all
© € Cx([0,T] x TP x R), P-a.s.,

2
dx dt.

T T
610 [ (0200 de+ o0+ [ (5105 Vo(0)
T
+/ (f(t), A : D%p(t)) dt
0
T
= _Z/O /TP hi(y)e(t,y, v(t,y)) dy dBr(t)+

k>1

T
a %/0 /TP Z |hi(2)[20ep(t,y, v(t, y)) dy dt +m(Dep),

k>1
where b(&) = £/(¢)

Existence and uniqueness of a kinetic solution of (5.4)-(5.5) with the non-degeneracy
condition implied by (5.10) was established in [36]. The kinetic solution must
coincide with the entropy solution since both are obtained as the a.s. limit in
L ((0,T) x RP) of the solutions of the regularized parabolic approximation.

The kinetic solutions of the periodic problem (5.4)-(5.5) satisfy the following
contraction property obtained in [22], as a consequence of the doubling of variables
method introduced in [24]. Observe that, since we are dealing with an additive
noise, the inequality holds a.s., instead of in average, i.e., for the expected values
of the norms.

Proposition 5.1 (¢f. [22]). Let v1 and vy be two kinetic solutions of (5.4)-(5.5),
with initial data vo1,ve2. Then, a.s., for a.e. t € [0,T], we have

(5.15) /TP [vi(t, ) — va(t,x)| dax < /TP |vo1 (z) — vo2(x)| dx.

We next establish a result which is the analogue of theorem 2.1 of [51], where
the method of reduction to the periodic case was introduced.

Theorem 5.1. Let v : Q x (0,T) x TP — R, be a periodic entropy solution of
(5.4)-(5.5), where vo(y) is a trigonometric polynomial as in (5.2). Let y(x) :=
(A1-x,--- ,Ap-x). Then, there exists a set Z C RY of total measure, that is, RY'\ Z
has P-dimensional Lebesgue measure zero, such that, for all z € Z, the function
u(t,z) = v(t,z + y(x)) is a BAP-entropy solution of an initial value problem as
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(1.1)-(1.2) with initial function ug(x) = vo(z + y(x)) and noise functions hy(z +
y(x)). Moreover, Z does not depend on w € Q and can be taken as the same for all
trigonometric polynomials vo(y) in a countable family T dense in L'(TT).

Proof. Except for the independence of Z with respect to w € €2, the proof is totally
similar to the one of theorem 2.1 of [51], and we refer to the latter for the proof
of the first part. We assume that F has a countable basis and let {v¢(w) = 14,,:
¢ € N} where {4, : ¢ € N} is a basis for F. Also, let us assume that n €
&y, vo € T where & is a countable dense subset of £, T is a countable family
of trigonometric polynomials dense in L'(T¥). Set J(w,z,t,2) :== >,y he(z +
y(x)) B (t,w), w(w, z,t,x) = v(w, t, z+y(z)) — J(w, 2, t, x) and uf(z) = vo(z+y(z)).
Let Zy(v,m) C RY be the set of Lebesgue points z € RY of

T N
(5.16) Ip(vo,n) = /Qw(w)/o /RN {(n(w) —n(u§)) e + Zqi(w,t,x)am@

i=1

N
2
+ Z rij(w,t, ,T)amwj(p

ij=1
N N
_ Z (0 (W)biz, (W, t,7) — G, (W, t,2)) @ + Z Tijw, (W, T, )0z, p dadt
i=1 ij=1
T K /N 2
- [ rwy (Z (Ou it 10,1, 7) — Cits (10,1, a:>>> o du dt.
0 JR k=1 \i=1

where ¢ runs along a countable dense subset of C°([0,T") x RY). We then define
Z(vo,n) = Npen Ze(vo:M); Z = NyyeT nes, Z(vo,n). We can easily check that Z

satisfies the assertion of the theorem.
O

Together with Theorem 5.1 the following lemma is also a very important in-
gredient in the method of reduction to the periodic case in [51]. In the latter, the
analogue of (5.17) below is derived from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. Here we give a
different proof which has the advantage to give the validity of the referred equation
for all zg € RP.

Lemma 5.1. If w € LY(TF), z0 € RY, y(x) = (A1 - z,--- ,Ap - 2), * € RY, then
we may define the map x — w(zo + y(v)) as a function in BL(RY). Moreover, we
have for the B'-norm of this function

(5.17) F, o +y@)lde = [l ds

In particular, the mapping w(y) — w(zo + y(x)) is an isometric isomorphism be-
tween L (TF) and BL(RYN).
Proof. Consider the elementary trigonometric functions Fy(y) = 1 and
+oN _ Fi2wy; P S
Ej(y)_e UJ[_1/271/2] —>Ca ]_15"'7P7
which can be viewed as functions on the P-dimensional torus T, by the usual

identification of [—1/2,1/2]F with periodic conditions on the boundary and the P-
dimensional torus. We have Eji (zo+y(x)) = eX27(20;+25:%) which clearly belong to
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AP(RY), since they are indeed periodic with period (27r/(A\j)1, -+ ,27/(A\j)n), § =
1,---, P. Since the (complex valued) continuous periodic functions on [—1/2,1/2]F,
or C(TF), form a closed algebra generated by the elementary trigonometric func-
tions Eji (y), 5 =0,1,---, P, and AP(R") is also a closed algebra, it follows that
for any (complex valued) continuous periodic function F € C(T?), F(zo + y(x)) €
AP(RY). Observe also that we have, concerning the mean-value of F(zq + y(z)),

. 1
M(F) := ngnoo N . F(zo +y(x))dx = - F(y)dy,

since this is true when F' is a trigonometric polynomial, that is, when [ is a finite
linear combination of Ey(y) and trigonometric exponentials of the type Ef(y) =
e kY with k = (ky1,--- ,kp) € Z¥, and these are dense in C(T*) with respect to
the uniform topology. In particular, for any continuous periodic F : T¥ — C, the
Blnorm of F(zg + y(z)) verifies

(518) £ PG+ u@)lde= [ Py

Since C(TF) is dense in L'(TF), we deduce that, given w € L'(TF), we can find
a sequence w, € C(TF), n € N, with w,, — w in LY(TF) and, so, w, (20 + y(x))
is a Cauchy sequence in B'(R"™). Therefore, there exists a g € B'(RY) such that
wn (20 +y(x)) = g in BY(RY). We notice that this function g does not depend on
the specific sequence of functions w,, € C(T?) converging to w in L(T¥). Indeed,
if 1, is another sequence in C(TF) with @, — w in L*(T?), then, by (5.18),

lim [wy (20 + y(x)) — Wp (20 + y(x))| dz = lim |wn (y) — Wn(y)| dy =0,
n—oo  JpN n—oo Jrp

and so wy, (20 +y(x)) and 0, (20 + y(x)) converge to the same limit in B*(RY). We
may denote, without ambiguity, g(z) := w(zo + y(z)). Moreover, since (5.17) holds
for w,, it also holds for w.

Finally, concerning the fact that the mapping w(y) — w(zo+y(z)) is an isometric
isomorphism between L!(TF) and B(RY), that this mapping is injective it is clear.
The surjectivity follows from the fact that any g € BL(RY) may be approximated
in BL(RY) by trigonometric polynomials in AP,(RY), ¢"(y(z)) with g" € C(TF)
and g" converging in L'(T%) to some w € L'(T¥). This then proves that g may
be represented as w(zo + y(x)), which implies the surjectivity of the mapping.

O

The following corollary is useful in connection with Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.1. Let v : Q x (0,T) x T¥ — R, be the periodic entropy solution of
(5.4)-(5.5) with vg € LY(T?). Let Z be the set of total measure given by Theo-
rem 5.1. Let z € Z be fized and y(x) = (A - x, -+ ,Ap - ). Then, the function
u(t,z) = v(t, z4y(x)) is a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial function
vo(z +y(z)) and noise functions gi(z) = hi(z + y(x)).

Proof. Indeed, from the last lemma it follows, if v (y) is a sequence of trigonometric
polynomials in 7 approximating vg(y) in L'(TT), then

E19) o)~ w vl ds = [ 1) = v,



INVARIANTS MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC CONSERVATION LAWS 33

and 50 v§ (2 +y(x)) = vo(z +y(x)) in BY(RY) as a — oo. Therefore, if u®*(t, z) =
v*(t, z + y(x)) is the BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with u®*(0,z) = v§(z +
y(x)), according to Theorem 4.1, and u*(t,z) is the corresponding solution with
initial function w(0,2) = vo(z + y(x)), using (2.10), we obtain that u** — u* in
L>((0,T); BH(RY)), as a — o0, a.s. in Q. Again, since by (4.15) the norm of the
u®?’s in LY(Q; L>=((0, T); BL(RY))) are uniformly bounded by a function in L!((2),
we conclude by dominated convergence that

(5.20) u®* —u®  in L(Q; L>=((0,T); BY(RY))).
Finally, using again Lemma 5.1, we deduce that we must have u*(t,z) = v(t,z +
y(x)), where v(t,y) is the entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5). O

5.1. The limit as z — 0. In this subsection we consider the limit as z — 0 of
the BAP-entropy solutions u*(t,z) = v(t,z + y(x)) given by Corollary 5.1 and
show that they converge to a BAP-solution of (1.1)-(1.2). Observe that, since
BLRN) c BY(RY) such BAP-entropy solutions belong to BL(RY). Similarly, if
a L'(Gy)-semigroup solution is the limit in L'(Q; L>°((0,T); L*(Gx))) of BAP-
entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) belonging a.s. to L>((0,7T); BL(RY)), then, a.s., it
belongs to L>=((0,T); L*(G.y)). We then, henceforth, call such L!(G y)-semigroup
solutions L!(G.y)-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2).

For the discussion in this subsection we assume the non-degeneracy condition
(6.2)-(6.3), in Section 6, to assure the improved regularity of the periodic entropy
solutions proved in [14].

Theorem 5.2. Let z, € Z be a sequence converging to 0 and let u™(t,x) = v(t, z, +
y(z)) be the BAP-entropy solution given by Corollary 5.1, where v(t,y) is the pe-
riodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5), with initial function vo € C(TY). Then, u™
converges in L*(Q; L' ((0,T); Li, . N BY(RY))) to a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-
(1.2) with uo(x) = vo(y(x)), which then may be represented as u(t,z) = v(t,y(z)).
As a consequence, let ug € LY (G.y), so ug(x) = vo(y(x)) for some vy € L*(TF).
Then u(t,z) = v(t,y(x)) is the LY(G.n)-semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2) where
v(t,y) is the periodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5), with initial function vg.

Proof. Step #1. Let us denote by %) the mapping v(y) — v(y(z)) from L(T¥) —
BL(RY). By Lamma 5.1, 9) is an isometric isomorphism. For s € R, ¢ > 1, let us
define W {(RY) := 9 [W#9(TF)], and

”v(y('))HWf"’(RN) = HU”WW(TP)-

The first part of the statement is proved following the same steps as the proof of
the existence of a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) as the limit of a vanishing
viscosity sequence of solutions to the parabolic approximation as it was done in
Section 4, with the following adaptations. Now, besides the sequence u"(t,x), we
also consider the sequence v" (¢, y) := v(t, z,+y). Recall that v" (¢, y) is the periodic
entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) with initial function vy(z, + y) and noise functions
hi(zn +vy), k € N. We can proceed with the above mentioned compactness method
along the usual steps, Kolmogorov’s continuity, Prohorov’s theorem, Skorokhod’s
representation theorem, etc., corresponding to Propositions 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, etc., si-
multaneously for both u™ and v™. While the steps for the sequence u" are similar
to those for the vanishing viscosity sequence, the same is true for the sequence v™.
We combine both procedures transferring the regularity results for v™ over to u™
through the map 2).
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Step #2. Thus, combining the corresponding Proposition 4.1 for u™ and v", we
get u™ € CM[0,T]; W 2" N Wi > (RY)). Concerning the results corresponding to
Proposition 4.2 for both u™ and v", they can be combined by defining

X = L'((0,T); Lipe N BERN)) () C[0, T); Wi 2" n W2 (RY)).

loc

In the proof of the tightness corresponding to Proposition 4.2, tranferring the reg-
ularity of v" to u", we can now define Kr = K3 N Kp, where K is as Kg in the
proof of Proposition 4.2 and

K}% = {u eX HUHC)\([01T];W;2’T(]RN)) <R, HUHLI((O,T);W?T(RN)) <R,
|

The procedures to prove the tightness of the laws of u™ in A are then totally
similar to those in the proof of Proposition 4.2. Then Proposition 4.3 and the
subsequent content of Section 4 may be repeated with no change, and this way we
conclude that the sequence u™ converges in L' (€; L1((0,T); Li, . N BL(RYN))) to the
BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2), with ug(z) = vo(y(z)), and by Lemma 5.1 it
may be represented as u(t,x) = v(t,y(x)). Indeed, by Lemma 5.1 we deduce that
vo(z +y(z)) = vo(y(x)), as z — 0, in BY(RY). Moreover, using again Lemma 5.1,
we have

T
E/O ]Z]RN [u"(t, ) —v(t,y(x))| dx dt

ull oo (0,182 (YY) < R}

T
= E/O ]fw [o(t, 2z + y(2)) — v(t,y(x))| da dt

T
:E/ / [v(t, zn +y) —v(t,y)|dydt — 0, as z, — 0,
o JrP

where we also use the continuity of translations in L'(T?). Therefore, u"(t,z) —
v(t,y(z)) in LY(Q x [0,T] x Gy), and so v(t,y(x)) is the BAP-entropy solution
u(t,z) of (1.1)-(1.2) with ug(x) = vo(y(x)).

Step #8. Concerning the final part of the statement, it is proved as follows.
When ug € AP,(RY), by Lemma 5.1 and its proof, ug(x) = wvo(y(z)), for some
vo € C(TF), and so by the first part of the statement, u(t,z) = v(t,y(z)) is a
BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2). On the other hand, if ug € L*(G.n), by
Lemma 5.1, ug(z) = vo(y(x)), for some vy € LY(TF), and, if v € C(TF) is a
sequence of continuous functions on the torus converging to vy in L*(T¥), then,
as in the proof of Theorem4.3, the BAP-entropy solutions with initial functions
ufl(x) = v (y(x)), u™(t, x) = v"(t,y(z)), convergein L1 (Q; L>=((0,T); L*(G.n))) to
a L'(G.n)-semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2), which can be represented as u(t, ) =
v(t, y(z)).

O

As a consequence of Theorem 5.2 we have the following result establishing the
contraction property of the L!(G, y)-semigroup solutions.
Proposition 5.2 (L'-mean contraction property). Let ui(t,z),uz(t,z) be two
LY (G.n)-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data ugi,uoz € L' (Gan).-
Then, a.s., for a.e. t >0,

(5.21) /@ lun(t) — us(t)] dm < / o1 — 1o dm.

Gn
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Proof. Using the isometric isomorphism 9) : LY(TY) — LY(G.y), v(y) = v(y(z)),
since, by Theorem 5.2, uy(t,z) = vi(t,y(x)), ua(t,r) = v2(t,y(x)), where vy, vs
are the periodic entropy solutions with initial data vg;, vo2, such that Qvg; = wo;,
i = 1,2, (5.21) follows immediately from the contraction property for periodic
entropy solutions (5.15).

O

6. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section we study the asymptotic behavior of the L (G, x)-semigroup solu-
tion obtained in the last section. Thus, we keep considering the algebra generated by
{et?mrem . 0 =0,1,2,---, P}, with \p € RV, X\g = 0, where A = {\1, A2, , Ap}
is a Z-linearly independent set in RY, and we keep denoting the closure of this
algebra in the sup-norm by AP, (RY). For any g € AP.(RY), we have Sp(g) € Ga,
where the latter is the smallest additive group containing A. We also keep assum-
ing, as in the last section, that the noise functions satisfy gx € AP.(RY), k € N.
For y(z) = (A\1-z,--- , Ap-x) we have that g (z) = hy(y()), where hy(y) € C(TF),
ke N.

From (1.9) we can define the transition semigroup in L'(G,y) associated with
(1.1):

Pip(ug) = E(o(u(t)), ¢ € By(L'(Gun)),
where u(t) denotes the L!(G.y)-semigroup solution with initial data ug at time
t, which, to be more precise, we will henceforth denote u“(¢), and By(L'(G.n))
denotes the bounded Borel function on L!'(G.x). We keep the notation and as-
sumptions of Section 5.

A probability measure p on L'(G.y) is a said to be an invariant measure for
(P;) if we have

Pru=p, t>0, where (Pfu,¢) = (u, Pip), for all ¢ € C(L*(G.y)).

It can be easily checked that Pi(ug,I') := Pixr(uo), up € L'(Gun), T € € =
By(L*(G.n)), defines a Markovian transition function.

Recalling the definition of W*4(R¥) in Section 5, let S C L*(G.x) be defined
by

S ={ueWH(R"Y) : / u(z) dz = 0},
Gsn

where W4(T?) is the Sobolev space such that the kinetic periodic solutions ob-
tained in [36] with initial data in L3(T?) belong to L*((0,T); W*9(T)), according
to [14]. More specifically, we also recall the decisive estimate (4.21) from [14], for
the kinetic periodic solution on TY,

(6.1) E|[v]| L1 (0.1y:w=a(xPy) < Ko(Ellvoll7spry + 1+ T),

for some g > 1, where kg depends only on the data of the periodic problem, provided
the non-degeneracy condition (6.3), with (6.2), recalled below, holds.
We then define,
lulls := llullysam)-
We notice that S is a subspace of L'(G,y) and || - ||s is a norm. Indeed, since
WeP(TF) is continuously embedded in L'(T¥), we have that if ||ul|s = 0, then
v = 0 in L'(TF), which, in turn, by Lemma 5.1, implies that u = 0 in L*(G.y).
The other properties for a norm are obviously checked. Thus, || - ||s is a norm in S.
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Let Sg := {u € S : |Julls < R}. We claim that Sg is compact in L}(G.y).
Indeed, given a sequence u, € Sg, we can find v, (y(z)), with [lvallwerrr)y < R
and u, = va(y(z)) in L' (G4y). By the compactness of the embedding W*P(T¥)
LY(TY), we may find a subsequence v,, convergingin L*(TF). Then, by Lemma 5.1,
Uay (T) = v, (y(x)) converges in L*(G.y) to certain u € Sg, which proves the com-
pactness of Sg.

Let us define the probability measures

e e
rd) =5 [ Pt = 5 [ (P o€ ByL! @)

where, for a Banach space E, B,(E) is the space of bounded Borel functions on E.
We next prove that the family of probability measures over LY (G.x), {pr}r>0, is
tight, aiming to apply Prohorov’s theorem (see, e.g., [6]).

Proposition 6.1. The family {ur}r=0 of measures over By(L*(G.y)) is tight and
relatively weakly compact. Hence, there is a subsequence pr, and p € My (LY (G.x))
such that pr, — p.

Proof. We suppose ug(x) = vo(y(x)) is a trigonometric polynomial and we let v
be the corresponding kinetic periodic solution on R” | with initial datum v(0,y) =
vo(y), as in the discussion of Section 4. Also, assume that ¢ € By(L'(G.y)) has
support in S§ = LY(G.y) \ Sg, where Sg is as above.

Thus, we have

I I 11"
(ur. )] = I [ Peotuo)dr) =15 [ Botuto)ar] < folagi g [ Iuto)ls e

11 Clélls
R 3

T
~ 10lgr B | IoOlhweaer) dt <

where we have used Corollary 5.1 and (6.1), which proves the desired tightness of
ur, T > 0, and so, by Prohorov’s therorem, there exists a subsequence {ur, }ren
and a probability measure p over L'(G,y) such that pr, — p.

Proposition 6.2. Assume condition (1.11) holds, with .’ (§) defined by (1.10). The
measure | obtained in Proposition 6.1 is an invariant measure for the transition
semigroup P;.

Proof. For any t > 0 and ¢ € Cy(L(G.n)), we have

(P, ¢) = (u, Prd) = lim (pr,, i)

I I
= lim T Ps(Pro)(ug) ds :nli_)n;OT—n/O Prisd(up)ds

1t Tyt
— lim —/ Psé(up) ds + lim —/ Psp(ug) ds
n—oo Iy, Jo n—oo Iy .

which proves that p is an invariant measure for (1.1). O
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The just described procedure to obtain an invariant probability measure follows
the classical Krylov-Bogolyubov method as described, e.g., in [21].

Let us consider the case where the initial datum is a trigonometric polyno-
mial and v is a solution of the corresponding periodic problem such that w(t,z) =
v(t,y(x)), as in Theorem 5.2. Observe that, from condition (1.11), with () de-
fined by (1.10), then the flux function f(v) = (A; - f(v),--- ,Ap - f(v)) and the
viscosity matrix a(v) = (6(1}))T&(U), with &(v) being the N x P matrix written
by its columns G(v) = [& ( )y, op(0)], i(v) = o, © = 1,---, P, satisfy the
condition, for b = f’ and ¥ (&) deﬁned by

e@ald): 2o +¢)
6.2 7Y = u In] In] _
( ) (E) aeﬂz,niZP/R (é(f) : ﬁ ® ‘ I + 6)2 + 5V|b(§) . ‘_2‘ 4 a|2

0(8) de,

with ¥ as in (1.10),
(6.3) (e) < e,

for some ¢ >0,1<v<2and 0< k< 1.

We point out that the non—degeneracy condition (6.3) is a little different from
the one in [14]. Besides the fact that it is based on Z not on R?, as in [14],
we introduce here the function 9 in the definition of :” in (6.2). This is necessary
as, with our assumptions of Lipschitz continuity of the flux function f and of the
viscosity matrix A, the integral in (6.2) cannot converge without the presence of
a weight function like ¥). However, we can still deduce estimate (6.1) with some
modifications in the proof in [14] as explained in the appendix A.

The following result establishes the uniqueness of the invariant measure.

Proposition 6.3. Assume that condition (1.11) holds, with 1" () defined by (1.10).
Then the invariant measure p of the transition semigroup P; is unique.

Proof. The periodic kinetic solutions of (5.4)-(5.5) are kinetic solutions in the sense
of [14] and so, any two of these solutions satisfy (by the last equation in section 5
of [14])

(6.4) Jm [0} (t) = v* ()| 1. ¢rry = 0.

From (6.4) we obtain, for any two BAP-solutions with trigonometric polynomials
as initial data and trigonometric polynomials as noise coefficients in AP, (R™Y), the
equation

(6.5) Jim flul(8) = w*(6)]21@y) = 0.

This, together with the contraction property (2.9), implies the uniqueness of the
invariant measure. Indeed, given ¢ € Lip (L*(G.x)) and up € AP.(RY), if p is the
invariant measure constructed by the above Krylov-Bogoliubov’s argument, that is
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= limr, o0 piry,, Where pp = 7 fOT P} 6y, dt, we have

I
|<u,¢>—<uTn,¢>|=T—n/O (Prv.6) — (P by, &) dt

=75

/ / Co (-1 £) — ul-,8) |6y di(vo) dt
LY (Gun)

/ (Prp(vo) — Prd(uo)) dv(vo)| dt
LY(Gin)

/1@, OE—/ o £) = e )l ey i (o) — 0,

where v(-,t),u(-,t) are the L'(G,x)-entropy solutions associated with the initial
data vg, ug, respectively. Hence, making T,, — oo, using (6.5), we conclude

and so

(6.6) (v, ) = (1, 9)

for all ¢ € Lip (L' (G.y)). Now, it is easy to extend (6.6) to all ¢ € By(L(G.n)):
First for ¢ = 1 where F is any closed subset of L (G, ) and then, by the regularity
of the probability measures y and v, for ¢ = 14, for any Borel set A, that is,
v(A) = p(A) for all Borel sets of L'(G,y), which implies the uniqueness of the
invariant measure p for (1.1). O

APPENDIX A. REGULARITY

As mentioned in Section 6 we need to assume a non-degeneracy condition, namely
(6.3), that differs slightly from the one in [14], which, however, still yields the
regularity estimates that they prove, with only a few minor modifications in order
to accommodate the weight function 9(£) = (1+|¢|?)~!. Indeed, following the proof
of theorem 4.1 in [14], it suffices to make a small modification on the estimates on the
term u° and u” of their decomposition of the periodic kinetic solution (see equation
(4.7) in [14]) of the parabolic-hyperbolic equation that they consider. Since the
estimates on both u° and v’ are similar, we only point out the changes on the first
one.

Thg\ non—degeneracy condition comes into play on page 982, when estimating the
term u9(k, t), where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is used in order to make appear
the integral that defines the function () (cf. condition (4.1) in their paper), which
corresponds to the function 7 in (6.2) above. At this point, it suffices to multiply
and divide by 9(¢)71/2 (i.e. by (1 + |€]?)Y/?) before applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality as shown below, in order to make appear the function ¢V, instead of their
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function n:
T 4 [ Alk| + wy 5 i
0t BV 2dt = — — u(E k,0)del d
A'““’”t |M/;D/cﬂm+wwwwpﬁwk+rPX@’ﬂ)g '
4 [ _ _ Alk| + wg
— (& R, 0)P9() =~ 5
/ AMEo__j(epag ) ar
(AlE] + wp)? + [F'(&) -k + 7|2
4 —~ _ ° Alk| + wy
= (e, R, 0)29(6) = dr | d
= Iklwk/|x &k, 01 /,Oo (AlE| +wp)? + [F'(€) - k+ 7]2 T)«
wk(A|k|+wk)
_ 9(&)d
| T P T O

Here, the rest of the argument in [14] can be followed line by line, carrying
the function ¥(¢)~" multiplying |x?(0, k, €)|? to deduce using the non-degeneracy
condition that

T —~
/O kPl D (e, )Pt < C / (€L b, 0)29(€)de,

and summing over all frequencies k yields

T
| 1t < OO+ ol

as in [14].

As mentioned above, the same modification can be made to include the function
¥ in the estimate of v”. In this case, we also have to use the integrability properties
of the periodic kinetic solution, which is also an important point of the regularity
analysis in [36]. In summary, this is how we obtain (6.1).
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