arXiv:2405.06938v1 [math.PR] 11 May 2024

Stochastic functional partial differential equations with monotone coefficients: Poisson stability measures, exponential mixing and limit theorems

Shuaishuai Lu^{a 1} , Xue Yang^{a,∗ 2}, Yong Li^{a,b 3} aCollege of Mathematics, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, P. R. China.

bSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, and Center for Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, P. R. China.

Abstract This paper examines Poisson stable (including stationary, periodic, almost periodic, Levitan almost periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, pseudo-periodic, Birkhoff recurrent, pseudo-recurrent, etc.) measures and limit theorems for stochastic functional partial differential equations(SFPDEs) with monotone coefficients. We first show the existence and uniqueness of entrance measure μ_t for SFPDEs by dissipative method (or remoting start). Then, with the help of Shcherbakov’s comparability method in character of recurrence, we prove that the entrance measure inherits the same recurrence of coefficients. Thirdly, we show the tightness of the set of measures μ_t. As a result, any sequence of the average of {μ_t}_{t∈R} have the limit point μ^∗. Further, we study the uniform exponential mixing of the measure μ^∗ in the sense of Wasserstein metric. Fourthly, under uniform exponential mixing and Markov property, we establish the strong law of large numbers, the central limit theorem and estimate the corresponding rates of convergence for solution maps of SFPDEs. Finally, we give applications of stochastic generalized porous media equations with delay to illustrate of our results.

keywords: SFPDEs with monotone coefficients; Poisson stable measures; Exponential mixing; Strong law of large numbers; Central limit theorem.

∗Corresponding author 1E-mail address : luss23@mails.jlu.edu.cn 2E-mail address : xueyang@jlu.edu.cn 3E-mail address : liyong@jlu.edu.cn

Preprint submitted to ? May 14, 2024

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we consider the following stochastic functional partial differential equation with monotone coefficients: du(t) = [A(t, u) + f(t, u_t)]dt + g(t, u_t)dW (t), u_s = φ ∈ H, (1.1)

where A satisfies some monotone conditions and W (t)(t ∈ R) is a two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, ⟨·, ·⟩_K ). Now if u(t; s, φ) is the solution with the initial segment φ at s of (1.1), we have a solution map u_t(s, φ) by setting u_t = {u_t(θ)} = u(t + θ)(−τ ≤ θ ≤ 0). Recurrent motion is an important research topic in dynamical systems, which plays an important role in the discussion of stability. For nondeterministic systems, Kolmogorov first put forward the corresponding concept of recurrence in 1930s. However, so far there has been a few of literature about recurrence with well properties such as periodicity and almost periodicity, besides stationarity. In addition, it is difficult to study the more general recurrence, such as Levitan almost periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, pseudo-periodic, Birkhoff recurrent, pseudo-recurrent, Poisson stable, etc. It, therefore, needs to establish a unified framework to study recurrence, particularly to determine recurrence according to the recurrence of the coefficients for stochastic systems. In this paper, we will observe this question and study the recurrence property of system (1.1) in the perspective of measures.

It is worth noting that the solution of (1.1) is non-Markov, so we have to consider the solution map with Markov properties alternatively. Then, the measure with the same recurrence property as the coefficients is analyzed. In addition, establishing the limit theorems of Markov process is one of the central themes of probability theory, especially the strong law of large numbers(SLLN) and the central limit theorem(CLT), which describe the long-term behavior of stochastic processes. Therefore, in this paper, we discuss a limit measure with exponential mixing property by studying the compactness of the set of measures, and aim at establishing SLLN and CLT of solution maps.

Let us make a further recall. Poisson stable solutions of system was used to express the most general recurrence, which was first introduced by Poincaré at the end of 19th century. After that, the properties of Poisson stable functions have been continuously improved, for example, see [6– 9, 40, 52]. Ones have considered the following classes of Poisson stable solutions for stochastic differential equations: periodic [15, 30–33], quasi-periodic [23], almost periodic [2, 45], almost automorphic [26, 44] and Poisson stable [14, 19, 46, 47], among others. It is worth noting that the above articles mainly focus on studying the recurrence property of solutions. According to the relationship between the law of solutions and measures of stochastic differential system, there are 2 some researches around various measures of the system. Let us review some related literature in recurrent measures. The papers [23–25, 33] studied the existence of periodic measures and quasiperiodic measures of finite-dimensional stochastic equations. For periodic measures of stochastic partial differential equations, it follows from [17, 41, 42]. However, for stochastic partial differential, there are very few publications about measures which have the more general recurrence properties.

In many practical applications, such as physical models, population prediction models and so on, the evolution of the systems is not only influenced by the present state, but also related to some of its past states. In other words, delays are ubiquitous in these systems. In addition, many phenomena in real life are inherently random. There are some studies in the stochastic dynamical properties of functional differential equations with time delay in recent years, see, for example [1, 11, 27, 35, 49, 50, 60, 61, 63, 65] et al. Simultaneously, some researches on recurrence property for stochastic functional differential equations(SFDEs) have been underway, see, e.g., [16, 17, 41, 42, 54, 66]. But there is no unified framework to study Poisson stable measures for SFDEs. Motivated by the work of [14], we try to develop Shcherbakov’s ideas and methods to study Poisson stable measures of (1.1). More precisely, we will establish suitable conditions to ensure the existence of a measure with the same recurrence property as the coefficients.

In this paper, we first prove that there exists an entrance measure μ_t(t ∈ R) of (1.1) by dissipative method, according to the concept of entrance measures for stochastic differential equations introduced by [23]. Then we show that the entrance measure μ_t inherits the same recurrent properties as coefficients by Shcherbakov’s comparability method in the character of recurrence. In order to obtain the recurrent measure μ_t of (1.1), there are two main problems to be solved. The first is the construction of entrance measure. Indeed, the entrance measure μ_t we obtained is the law of a special class of solution maps, i.e, μ_t(Γ) = P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ) where u_t(s, φ)^{L2}→ U_t as s → −∞. The other of the essential difficulty is to prove the weak compactness of the set of all entrance measures. In [19], the tightness of the law of solutions was proved by the compact imbedding. On this basis, inspired by [17], we obtain the tightness of the law of solution maps (i.e., the weak compactness of the set of all entrance measures) by Krylov-Bogolyubov’s method and Arzelà-Ascoli’s theorem. We thus obtain the first major result of this paper (see Theorem 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 for details), which asserts the recurrent entrance measure.

When the system (1.1) is homogeneous, i.e., A, f and g do not depend on t, in this paper, another deep aims are to establish SLLN and CLT for SFPDEs with monotone coefficients. Since Doeblin established the limit theorems of continuous and discrete Markov processes in [22], various problems about SLLN and CLT have been greatly developed, see [12, 20, 28, 29, 34, 38, 43, 48, 58, 62] et al. It is worth noting that the above results are based on the fact that the solution of the system is a Markov process with exponential mixing. Obviously, those conclusions can not be applied to (1.1), because the solution of stochastic functional system with delay depends on the history, thus it is non-Markov, consequently we have to study the solution map alternatively. At present, there are a few results for SFDEs with delay, see [4, 36, 64]. We note that the conclusions in these publications, only the limit theorem of finite-dimensional SFDEs defined on R^n was considered. As far as we know, there is no conclusion about limit theorems of stochastic partial differential equations with monotone coefficients. Thus, in this paper, we will establish SLLN and CLT for solution map of (1.1).

As mentioned above, the exponential mixing plays an important role in analyzing SLLN and CLT of system (1.1). The conclusions about exponential mixing of Markov processes can be found in [5, 10, 17, 21, 37, 39, 43, 55], etc. In order to obtain exponential mixing, under some dissipative condition, we will investigate the large-time behavior of the measure μ^L =^1_L ∫_L 0 μ_tdt. It has been noted that the tightness of {μ_t}_{t∈R} implies that {μ^L = 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_tdt : L ∈ N^+ }

is tight. Then we obtain that when L → ∞, there exists a weak limit μ^∗ which is an invariant measure and satisfies uniform exponentially mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric(see Theorem 5.2 for details).

Finally, under uniform exponential mixing and Markov properties of the solution map, we establish the strong law of large numbers, the central limit theorem and the corresponding rates of convergence(see Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.6 for details):

(1) Strong law of large numbers: 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds → ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) as t → ∞, P − a.s., where F is the observation function;

(2) Central limit theorem: 1 √ t ∫_t 0 [F (u_r(φ)) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ)]dr^W→ Π,

where^W→ means weak convergence and Π is a normal random variable.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce some definitions, notation, lemmas and the basic concepts of Poisson stable functions, as well as comparable (uniformly comparable) methods of Shcherbakov. In Section 3, we examine the existence and uniqueness of the entrance measure for SFPEDs with monotone coefficients. In Section 4, we show that the entrance measure is uniformly compatible with coefficients, so it possesses the same character of recurrence as the coefficients. In Section 5, we discuss the exponential mixing of the limit measure. In Section 6, we establish the SLLN and CLT for autonomous systems. In Section 7, we give an application in stochastic generalized porous media equations.

2. Preliminaries

Let (U, ‖·‖_U ), (K, ‖·‖_K ) be separable Hilbert spaces with inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_U , ⟨·, ·⟩_K and (V, ‖·‖_V ) be a reflexive Banach space such that V ⊂ U = U^∗ ⊂ V^∗, where U^∗, V^∗ are the dual spaces of U, V and V ⊂ U continuously and densely. So we have U^∗ ⊂ V^∗ continuously and densely. Let_V ∗ ⟨·, ·⟩_V denote the pairing between V^∗ and V , which shows that for all u ∈ U, v ∈ V , V^∗ ⟨u, v⟩V = ⟨u, v⟩U , and (V, U, V^∗) is called a Gelfand triple.

The (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t≥0}, P) is a certain complete probability space and B(Y ) denotes the σ-algebra generated by space Y . Let m ∨ n := max{m, n} and m ∧ n := min{m, n}. In this paper, denote by R^n the n-dimensional Euclidean space and |·| the Euclidean norm. H := C([−τ, 0]; U) is regarded as a space of all continuous functions from [−τ, 0] into U and has the norm ‖φ‖_H = sup_{−τ ≤θ≤0} ‖φ(θ)‖_U for all φ ∈ H, where τ ∈ (0, +∞) is referred to as the delay. We use T to represent the probability measure set on [−τ, 0], i.e., for any π ∈ T ,

∫_0 −τ π(dθ) = 1. For any q ≥ 1 and the Banach space (Y, ‖·‖_Y ), L^q(Ω, Y ) denotes the Banach space of all Y -value random variables:

L^q(Ω, Y ) = { y : Ω → Y : E ‖y‖^q = ∫ Ω ‖y‖^p_Y dP < ∞ } , where ‖y‖_q = ( ∫ Ω ‖y‖^q_Y dP)^{1q} . Let P(H) be the family of all probability measures on (H, B(H)) with the following bounded Lipschitz distance

‖μ_1 − μ_1‖_{BL} := sup{ | | | ∫ F dμ_1 − ∫ F dμ_2 | | | : ‖F ‖BL ≤ 1}, where ‖F ‖_{BL} := ‖F ‖_∞ + Lip(F ) and ‖F ‖_∞ = sup_{φ∈H} |F (φ)|, Lip(F ) = sup_{φ1≠φ2}^{|F (φ1)−F (φ2)|}_{‖φ1−φ2‖H} . For a measure-valued map μ : R → P(H), let’s further define R_q as follows:

R_q := μ_t ∈ P(H) : sup_{t∈R} ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^q μ_t(dϕ) < ∞ . 5

Consider a stochastic functional partial differential equation with finite delay: du(t) = (A(t, u) + f(t, u_t))dt + g(t, u_t)dW (t), u_s = φ ∈ H, (2.1)

where u_t = {u_t(θ)} = u(t + θ)(−τ ≤ θ ≤ 0) and A(·, ·) : R × V → V^∗ is a family of nonlinear monotone and coercive operators. f : R × H → U and g : R × H → L (K, U) are two continuous maps where L (K, U) is the space of all bounded linear operators from K into U. Let W (t)(t ∈ R) be a two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on a separable Hilbert space (K, ⟨·, ·⟩_K ) with respect to a complete filtered probability space (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t≥0}, P). To show the dependence of the solution u(t) of system (2.1) on initial data, we also write u(t) as u(t; s, φ).

We know that the solution u(t) of (2.1) is historically relevant, so it is non-Markov. However, it is proved that the solution map u_t has Markov properties in [51] and [53]. So we define the transition probability on space H for the solution map, i.e., the transition probability of the Markov process defined on H is a function p : Δ × H × B(H) → R^+ where Δ = {(t, s) : t ≥ s, t, s ∈ R} for u_t ∈ H and Γ ∈ B(H) with the following properties:

1) p(t, s, u_t, Γ) = P(ω : u_t ∈ Γ|u_s);

2) p(t, s, ·, Γ) is B(H)-measurable for every t ≥ s and Γ ∈ B(H); 3) p(t, s, ϕ, ·) is a probability measure on B(H) for every t ≥ s and ϕ ∈ H; 4) The Chapman-Kolmogorov equation: p(t, s, φ, Γ) = ∫ H p(t, τ, ϕ, Γ)p(τ, s, φ, dϕ)

holds for any s ≤ τ ≤ t, φ ∈ H and Γ ∈ B(H).

We further define a map p̂(t, s) : P(H) → P(H) for any μ ∈ P(H) and Γ ∈ B(H) by p̂(t, s)μ(Γ) = ∫ H p(t, s, ϕ, Γ)μ(dϕ). (2.2)

Next we will give the concept of entrance measures:

Definition 2.1. We say a measure-valued map μ : R → P(H) is an entrance measure of (2.1) if p̂(t, r)μ_r = μ_t for all t ≥ r, r ∈ R. Lemma 2.2. Assume μ_1 and μ_2 are two probability measures on (H, B(H)). For any open set Γ ⊂ H, if μ_1(Γ) ≤ μ_2(Γ), then μ_1 = μ_2.

proof The specific proof details can be found in Lemma 2.9 of [23].

Let (Y, d_1) and (Z, d_2) be two complete metric spaces; C(R, Z) represent the set of all continuous functions, let Φ^l := Φ(t + l) be the l-translation of Φ, for any Φ ∈ C(R, Z). Let H(Φ) be the hull of Φ, which is the set of all the limits of Φ^{ln} in C(R, Z), i.e., for some sequence l_n ⊂ R

H(Φ) := { Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) : lim_{n→∞} d_2(Φ^{ln} , Ψ) = 0 } . The specific definitions of various Poisson stable functions and the relationship between their functions can be seen in [14, 56, 59].

Let BUC(R × Y, Z) represent the set of functions satisfying the following properties: (1) Φ are continuous in t uniformly w.r.t. y on every bounded subset B ⊆ Y; (2) Φ are bounded on all bounded subset from R × Y. And we assume that BUC(R × Y, Z) has the following metric:

ρ_{BUC} (Φ, Ψ) = ∞∑ i=1 1 2^n ρ_n(Φ, Ψ) 1 + ρ_n(Φ, g) , where ρ_n(Φ, Ψ) = sup_{|t|≤n,y∈Bn}d_2(Φ, Ψ), and {B^n} are bounded, B^n ⊂ B^{n+1} and Y = ⋃ n≥1 B^n. Thus (BUC(R × Y, Z), ρ_{BUC} ) is a complete metric space(see [13] for details).

BC(Y, Z) represents the set of all continuous and bounded functions on every bounded subsets B ⊆ Y and have the following metric:

ρ_{BC} (Φ, Ψ) = ∞∑ i=1 1 2^n d_n(Φ, Ψ) 1 + d_n(Φ, Ψ) , where d_n(Φ, Ψ) := sup_{y∈Bn}ρ(Φ(y), Ψ(y)). Then (BC(D, Y ), d_{BC} ) is a complete metric space.

In addition, we need to introduce the following symbols for Φ ∈ C(R, Z):

N_Φ = { {t_n} ⊂ R : Φ^{tn} → Φ } , N^u_Φ = { {t_n} ⊂ N_Φ : Φ^{tn} converges to Φ uniformly in t ∈ R } , M_Φ = { {t_n} ⊂ R : { Φ^{tn} } converges } , M^u_Φ = { {t_n} ⊂ M_Φ : { Φ^{tn} } converges uniformly in t ∈ R } . Now for f ∈ BUC(R × Y, Z), define f^∗ : R → BC(Y, Z) by f^∗(t) := f(t, ·). Remark 2.3. [14] For all f ∈ BUC(R × Y, Z), (1) M_f = M_f ∗ ; (2) M^u_f = M^u_f ∗ .

Definition 2.4. A function Φ ∈ C(R, Z) is said to be comparable (by character of recurrence) with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) if N_Ψ ⊆ N_Φ; Φ is said to be uniformly comparable (by character of recurrence) with Ψ if M_Ψ ⊆ M_Φ.

Theorem 2.5. ( [14, 56, 57]) Let Φ, Ψ ∈ C(R, Z). Then the following statements hold: 7

(1) Uniformly comparability implies comparability, i.e., M_Ψ ⊆ M_Φ implies N_Ψ ⊆ N_Φ; (2) M^u_Ψ ⊆ M^u_Φ implies N^u_Ψ ⊆ N^u_Φ;

(3) Let Φ ∈ C(R, Z) be comparable by character of recurrence with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z). If the function Ψ is stationary (respectively, T -periodic, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson stable), then so is Φ;

(4) Let Φ ∈ C(R, Z) be uniformly comparable by character of recurrence with Ψ ∈ C(R, Z) and Ψ be Lagrange stable. If Ψ is pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudo-recurrent), then so is Φ.

Definition 2.6. Let μ : R → P(H) be a measure-valued map. Then μ_t is called compatible (respectively, uniformly compatible) in the sense of Wasserstein metric with coefficients, if N_{A,f,g} ⊆ ~N_{μt} (respectively, M_{A,f,g} ⊆ ~M_{μt} ), where ~N_{μt} (respectively, ~M_{μt} ) means the set of all sequences {t_n} ⊂ R such that ‖ ‖μ_{(·+tn)} − μ_{(·)} ‖ ‖_{BL} → 0 as t → ∞ (respectively, {μ_{(·+tn)}} converges) uniformly on any compact interval.

3. Existence and uniqueness of entrance measure

Throughout this section, we assume that the initial value φ ∈ H is independent of {W (t)}_{t≥s}. To study the existence and uniqueness of entrance measure for (2.1), we need the following conditions:

(A1) (Boundedness) For A, f and g, there exist constants M > 0, γ_1 > 0 and p ≥ 2 for all u ∈ V , t ∈ R such that ‖A(t, u)‖_V ∗ ≤ γ_1 ‖u‖^{p−1}_V + M, and ‖f(t, 0)‖_U ∨ ‖g(t, 0)‖_{L (K,U)} ≤ M. (A2) (Coercivity) There exist constants γ_2 ∈ R, γ_3 > 0 such that for all u ∈ V , t ∈ R V^∗ ⟨A(t, u), u⟩V ≤ γ2 ‖u‖ 2 H − γ_3 ‖u‖^p_V + M. (A3) (Monotonicity) There exists constant λ ∈ R such that for all u_1, u_2 ∈ V , t ∈ R V^∗ ⟨A(t, u1) − A(t, u2), u1 − u2⟩V ≤ λ ‖u1 − u2‖ 2 U . (A4) (Semicontinuity) For all u_1, u_2, u_3 ∈ V and t ∈ R, the map θ ∈ R →_V ∗ ⟨A(t, u_1 + θu_2), u_3⟩_V 8 is continuous.

(A5) For f and g, there exist constants η_1 ∈ R and η_2, η_3, L_0 > 0 and π ∈ T , such that for all φ, ϕ ∈ H ⟨f(t, φ) − f(t, ϕ), φ(0) − ϕ(0)⟩_U ≤ −η_1 ‖φ(0) − ϕ(0)‖^2_U + η_2 ∫_0 −τ ‖φ(θ) − ϕ(θ)‖^2_U π(dθ),

‖f(t, φ) − f(t, ϕ)‖_U ≤ L_0 ‖φ − ϕ‖_H ,

‖g(t, φ) − g(t, ϕ)‖^2_{L (K,U)} ≤ η_3 ∫_0 −τ ‖φ(θ) − ϕ(θ)‖^2_U π(dθ).

Remark 3.1.

(1) Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), the every pair ( ~A, ~f, ~g) ∈ H(A, f, g) also satisfies the same property with the same constants, where H(A, f, g) = {(A^l, f^l, g^l) : l ∈ R} is the hull of (A, f, g); (2) Under assumptions(A1)-(A5), A ∈ BUC(R × V, V^∗), f ∈ BUC(R × H, U) and g ∈ BUC(R × H, L (K, U)) and H(A, f, g) ⊂ BUC(R × V, V^∗) × BUC(R × H, U) × BUC(R × H, L (K, U)). In the following, we will present the first important conclusion of the paper and we will omit the index U of ‖ · ‖_U and ⟨· ,·⟩_U , if it does not cause confusion.

Theorem 3.2. Consider (2.1). Under assumptions (A1)−(A5), and λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , there exists a unique entrance measure of (2.1) in R_2.

proof Analyzing system (2.1), we know that under (A1)−(A5), there exists a unique solution u(t; s, φ) with the initial date u_s = φ and a unique solution map u_t(s, φ) by [11]. We divide the proof into five steps:

step 1: There exist constants L_1 and L_2 such that

E ‖u(t; s, φ)‖^2 ≤ L_1 ‖φ‖^2_H + L_2,

for all t ≥ s.

By Itô formula, we obtain for any η > 0, t ≥ s, e^{ηt} ‖u(t)‖^2 = e^{ηs} ‖φ(0)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t s e^{ηr} ⟨x(r), g(r, u_r )dW (r)⟩ + ∫_t s e^{ηr}[η ‖u(r)‖^2 + 2_V ∗ ⟨A(r, u(r)), u(r))⟩_V + 2 ⟨f(r, u_r), u(r)⟩ + ‖g(r, u_r )‖^2_{L (K,U)}]dr. (3.1)

By (A1), (A2), (A5) and Young’s inquality, for any ϵ_1, ϵ_2 ∈ (0, 1), t ≥ s,

e^{ηt} ‖u(t)‖^2 ≤ e^{ηs} ‖φ(0)‖^2 + ( 1 2ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2 ) M^2 η (e^{ηt} − e^{ηs}) + 2 ∫_t s e^{ηr}u^T (r)g(r, u_r )dW (r) + [η − (2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ] ∫_t s e^{ηr} ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) ∫_t s e^{ηr} ∫_0 −τ ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr. (3.2)

Further, we have, for t ≥ s, ∫_t s ∫_0 −τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr = ∫_0 −τ ∫_t s e^{ηr}E ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 drπ(dθ) ≤ e^{ητ} ∫_t s−τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr. (3.3)

Taking expectation of both sides for (3.2), we have, for t ≥ s, e^{ηt}E ‖u(t)‖^2 ≤e^{ηs}E ‖φ(0)‖^2 + ( 1 2ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2 ) M^2 η (e^{ηt} − e^{ηs}) + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 )e^{ητ} ∫_s s−τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + [η − (2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2

)e^{ητ} ] ∫_t s e^{ηr}E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr. Let Θ(η) = η − (2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 )e^{ητ} . Since λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , there exist ϵ_1, ϵ_2 ∈ (0, 1) such that 2η_1 − ϵ_1 − 2λ > 2η_2 +^{η3}_{1−ϵ2} . Hence ∃η̃ > 0 such that Θ(η̃) = 0, which implies E ‖u(t)‖^2 ≤ L_1 + L_2 ‖φ‖^2_H , (3.4) where L_1 = (^1_{2ϵ1} +^1_{ϵ2} )^{M 2}_{η̃} and L_2 = 1 + (2η_2 +^{η3}_{1−ϵ2} )^{eη̃τ}_{η̃} .

step 2: There exist constants L_3, L_4 such that E ‖u(t; s_1, φ) − u(t; s_2, φ)‖^2 ≤ (L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H)e^{−η∗(t−s2)}, 10 for all −∞ < s_2 ≤ s_1 ≤ t < ∞.

For −∞ < s_2 ≤ s_1 ≤ t < ∞, applying the Itô formula to e^{ηt} ‖u(t; s_1, φ) − u(t; s_2, φ)‖^2 yields e^{ηt}E ‖u(t; s_1, φ) − u(t; s_2, φ)‖^2 = e^{ηs2} E ‖u(s_2; s_1, φ) − φ(0)‖^2 + η ∫_t s_2 e^{ηr}E ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr + ∫_t s_2 e^{ηr}E ‖g(r, u_r(s_1, φ)) − g(r, u_r(s_2, φ))‖^2_{L (K,U)} dr + 2E ∫_t s_2 e^{ηr}[_V ∗ ⟨A(r, u(r; s_1, φ)) − A(r, u(r; s_2, φ)), u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ))⟩_V + ⟨f(r, u_r(s_1, φ)) − f(r, u_r(s_2, φ)), u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)⟩]dr.

(3.5)

Similar to (3.3), ∫_t s_2

∫_0 −τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r + θ; s_1, φ) − u(r + θ; s_2, φ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr ≤ e^{ητ} ∫_t s_2−τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr. (3.6)

By (A3) and (A5), we have e^{ηt}E ‖u(t; s_1, φ) − u(t; s_2, φ)‖^2 ≤ e^{ηs2} E ‖u(s_2; s_1, φ) − φ(0)‖^2 + (2η_2 + η_3)e^{ητ} ∫_{s2} s_2−τ e^{ηr}E ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − φ(r)‖^2 dr + [η − 2η_1 + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3)e^{ητ} ] ∫_t s_2 e^{ηr}E ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr. (3.7)

Similarly, there exists η^∗ > 0 such that η^∗ − 2η_1 + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3)e^{η∗ τ} = 0. Hence E ‖u(t; s_1, φ) − u(t; s_2, φ)‖^2 ≤ (L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H)e^{−η∗(t−s2)}, (3.8) where L_3 = L_1(1 +^{(2η2 +η3)eη∗τ}_{η∗} ) and L_4 = (1 + L_2)(1 +^{(2η2 +η3)eη∗τ}_{η∗} ). step 3: There exists L_5 > 0 such that E ‖u_t(s_1, φ) − u_t(s_2, φ)‖^2_H ≤ L_5e^{−η∗(t−s2)}, for all −∞ < s_2 ≤ s_1 ≤ t < ∞, where L_5 = [e^{η∗ τ} + η_3e^{2η∗ τ} + (^{(2η2 +η3)e2η∗τ +36eη∗τ}_{η∗} )](L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H).

By the definition of ‖·‖_H, E ‖u_t(s_1, φ) − u_t(s_2, φ)‖^2_H = E( sup_{σ∈[t−τ,t]} ‖u(σ; s_1, φ) − u(σ; s_2, φ)‖^2). (3.9)

By (A3), (A5) and (3.6), we apply Itô formula to yield, for t − τ ≤ σ ‖u(σ; s_1, φ) − u(σ; s_2, φ)‖^2 ≤ ‖u(t − τ; s_1, φ) − u(t − τ; s_2, φ)‖^2 − 2(η_1 − λ) ∫_σ t−τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr + (2η_2 + η_3) ∫_σ t−2τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr + 2 ∫_σ t−τ ⟨u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ), [g(r, u_r (s_1, φ)) − g(r, u_r (s_2, φ))]dW (r)⟩ .

(3.10)

By Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young’s inequality and (3.8), we have E ( sup σ∈[t−τ,t] ∫_σ t−τ ⟨u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ), [g(r, u_r (s_1, φ)) − g(r, u_r (s_2, φ))]dW (r)⟩) ≤ 6E ( sup r∈[t−τ,t] ‖g(r, u_r (s_1, φ)) − g(r, u_r(s_2, φ))‖^2)^{12} ( ∫_t t−τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr)^{12} ≤ η_3 2 E( sup r∈[t−τ,t] ∫_0 −τ ‖u(r + θ; s_1, φ) − u(r + θ; s_2, φ)‖^2 π(dθ)) + 18E ( ∫_t t−τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr) ≤ η_3e^{2η∗τ} 2 (L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H)e^{−η∗(t−s2)} + 18E ( ∫_t t−τ ‖x(r; s_1, φ) − x(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr).

(3.11)

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), we have by λ > η_1 − η_2 −^{η3}_2 E( sup σ∈[t−τ,t] ‖u(σ; s_1, φ) − u(σ; s_2, φ)‖^2) ≤ E( sup σ∈[t−τ,t] {‖u(σ; s_1, φ) − u(σ; s_2, φ)‖^2 + [2(η_1 − λ) − (2η_2 + η_3)] ∫_σ t−τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr}) ≤ E ‖u(t − τ; s_1, φ) − u(t − τ; s_2, φ)‖^2 + (2η_2 + η_3) ∫_{t−τ} t−2τ E ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr + η_3e^{2η∗ τ} (L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H)e^{−η∗(t−s2)} + 36E ( ∫_t t−τ ‖u(r; s_1, φ) − u(r; s_2, φ)‖^2 dr). By (3.9) and step 2, we obtain that E ‖u_t(s_1, φ) − u_t(s_2, φ)‖^2_H ≤ [e^{η∗ τ} + η_3e^{2η∗τ} + (

(2η_2 + η_3)e^{2η∗τ} + 36e^{η∗ τ} η^∗ )](L_3 + L_4 ‖φ‖^2_H)e^{−η∗ (t−s2)}.

(3.12)

step 4: If λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , then there exists a unique map U_t = {U_t(θ)} := {U(t + θ) :

θ ∈ [−τ, 0]} ∈ L^2(Ω, H), where u_t(s, φ)^{L2}→ U_t as s → −∞. From the proof in step 3, we obtain that there exists U_t(φ) such that lim s→−∞ E ‖u_t(s, φ) − U_t(φ)‖^2_H = 0, (3.13) and define U_t(φ) := L^2 − lim_{s→−∞}u_t(s, φ).

Similar to (3.5)-(3.7), we obtain that for any φ, ϕ ∈ H E ‖u(t; s, φ) − u(t; s, ϕ)‖^2 ≤ (1 + (2η_2 + η_3)e^{η∗ τ} η ) ‖φ − ϕ‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)} = L_6 ‖φ − ϕ‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)}. (3.14)

Similar to (3.9)-(3.11) and (3.14), we deduce

E ‖u_t(s, φ) − u_t(s, ϕ)‖^2_H ≤ L_6[e^{η∗ τ} + η_3e^{2η∗ τ} +

(2η_2 + η_3)e^{2τ} + 36e^τ η^∗ ] ‖φ − ϕ‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)} = L_7 ‖φ − ϕ‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)}, (3.15)

which implies that U_t(φ) is independent of the initial date φ ∈ H, and it is denoted by U_t.

In addition, according to the definition of the norm ‖·‖_H, we can also get, for any t ∈ R, E ‖u_t‖^2_H = E ( sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖u(t + θ)‖)^2 ≤ E ( sup u∈[−τ +s,t] ‖u(u)‖)^2 ≤ ‖φ‖^2_H + E( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ‖u(σ)‖^2). (3.16)

Then, applying the Itô formula yields E( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ‖u(σ)‖^2) = E ‖φ(0)‖^2 + 2E ( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ∫_σ s ⟨u(r), g(r, u_r )dW (r)⟩) + E( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ∫_σ s [2_V ∗ ⟨A(r, u(r)), u(r))⟩_V + 2 ⟨f(r, u_r), u(r)⟩ + ‖g(r, u_r )‖^2_{L (K,U)}]dr). (3.17)

By (A1), (A2), (A5) and Young’s inquality, applying (3.3) leads to E( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ∫_σ s [2_V ∗ ⟨A(r, x(r)), x(r))⟩_V + 2 ⟨f(r, u_r), u(r)⟩ + ‖g(r, u_r )‖^2_{L (K,U)}]dr) ≤ E[ sup_{σ∈(s,t]}{[−(2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ] ∫_σ s ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + ( 1 2ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2(σ − s)

+ (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) ∫_σ s ∫_0 −τ ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr}] ≤ ( 1 2ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2(t − s) + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) ∫_s s−τ E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + [−(2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 )] ∫_t s E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr = G_1(t − s) + G_2 ∫_t s E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + G_3,

(3.18)

where

G_1 = ( 1 2ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2, G_2 = −2(η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ),

G_3 = (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 )τ ‖φ‖^2_H . By (A5), Young’s inequality, (3.3) and applying the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, we have 2E ( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ∫_σ s ⟨u(r), g(r, u_r )dW (r)⟩) ≤ 12E ( ∫_t s ‖u(r)‖^2 ‖g(r, u_r )‖^2_{L (K,U)} dr)^{12} ≤ 1 2 E ( sup_{σ∈(s,t]} ‖u(σ)‖^2) + 72E [ ∫_t s (2η_3

∫_0 −τ ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ) + 2M^2)dr] ≤ 1 2 E ( sup_{σ∈(s,t]}(‖u(σ)‖^2) + G_4(t − s) + G_5 ∫_t s E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + G_6,

(3.19)

where G_4 = 144M^2, G_5 = 144η_3, G_6 = 144η_3 ‖φ‖^2_H τ.

By (3.16)-(3.19), we have

E ‖u_t‖^2_H ≤ 3 ‖φ‖^2_H + 2(G_3 + G_6) + 2(G_1 + G_4)(t − s)

+ 2(G_2 + G_5) ∫_t s E ‖u_r‖^2_H dr. (3.20)

Let v(t) = 3 ‖φ‖^2_H + 2(G_3 + G_6) + 2(G_1 + G_4)(t − s) + 2(G_2 + G_5) ∫_t s v(r)dr, 14 which implies that v(t) satisfies the following equation

v̇(t) = 2(G_1 + G_4) + 2(G_2 + G_5)v(t),

with initial condition v(s) = 3 ‖φ‖^2_H + 2(G_3 + G_6). Solving this equation for v(t), we get

v(t) = [3 ‖φ‖^2_H + 2(G_3 + G_6)]e^{2(G2 +G5)(t−s)} −

G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5

(1 − e^{2(G2 +G5)(t−s)}).

We obtain E ‖u_t‖^2_H ≤ v(t) by comparison principle, and it follows from the definition of E ‖u_t‖^2_H that for t ≥ s

E ‖u_t‖^2_H ≤ [3 ‖φ‖^2_H + 2(G_3 + G_6)]e^{2(G2 +G5)(t−s)} −

G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5

(1 − e^{2(G2+G5)(t−s)}). (3.21)

By λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , ∃ϵ_1, ϵ_2 such that G_2 + G_5 < 0, hence

E ‖U_t‖^2_H ≤ lim sup s→−∞ E ‖u_t‖^2_H = −

G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5

< ∞, (3.22)

i.e., U_t ∈ L^2(Ω, H).

For the proof of uniqueness, if there are two U^1_t , U^2_t ∈ L^2(Ω, H) of (2.1), by (3.15), we have for any t ∈ R, E ‖ ‖U^1_t − U^2_t ‖ ‖^2_H ≤ L_7 ‖ ‖U^1_s − U^2_s ‖ ‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)} ≤ L_7e^{−η∗(t−s)}sup τ ∈R (E ‖ ‖U^1_τ ‖ ‖^2 + E ‖ ‖U^2_τ ‖ ‖^2).

Let s → −∞, then E ‖ ‖U 1_t − U 2_t ‖ ‖^2_H → 0, i.e., U 1_t^{L2}= U 2_t .

step 5: There exists a unique entrance measure of (2.1) in R_2.

Existence: By step 4, we know that there exists a unique U_t ∈ L^2(Ω, H) of (2.1). Let μ_t(Γ) = P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ) and the transition probability p(t, s, φ, Γ) = P(ω : u_t ∈ Γ | u_s) for any Γ ∈ B(H), i.e., lim_{s→−∞} p(t, s, φ, Γ) = μ_t(Γ). Then for any Γ ∈ B(H) and t ≥ r, r ∈ R, we have from the Chapman–Kolmogorov equation of the transition probability that

p̂(t, r)μ_r(Γ) = ∫ H p(t, r, ϕ, Γ)μ_r (dϕ)

= ∫ H p(t, r, ϕ, Γ)P(ω : U_r ∈ dϕ)

= lim_{s→−∞} ∫ H p(t, r, ϕ, Γ)p(r, s, φ, dϕ) = lim_{s→−∞}p(t, s, φ, Γ) = μ_t(Γ),

(3.23)

15 which implies μ_t is an entrance measure of (2.1) by Definition 2.1.

Uniqueness: In the following, we will prove the uniqueness of the entrance measure μ_t. Suppose that there exist two entrance measures μ, ϱ for system (2.1). By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to prove that for any open set Γ ⊂ H, such that μ_t(Γ) ≤ ϱ_t(Γ). For any t > s, we obtain μ_t(Γ) − ϱ_t(Γ) = μ_t(Γ) − ∫ H p(t, s, φ, Γ)ϱ_s(dφ)

= ∫ H μ_t(Γ) − p(t, s, φ, Γ)ϱ_s(dφ)

= ∫ H P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ) − P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ)ϱ_s(dφ).

Let Γ_ρ := {ϕ ∈ H : dist(ϕ, Γ^c) > ρ}, where dist(ϕ, Γ^c) = inf_{φ∈Γc} ‖φ − ϕ‖_H and it’s not hard to get that Γ_ρ ⊂ Γ and Γ_ρ → Γ as ρ → 0. Then P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ_ρ) − P(ω : ‖u_t(s, φ) − U_t‖_H ≥ ρ) ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ_ρ, ‖u_t(s, φ) − U_t‖_H < ρ) ≤ P(ω : [u_t(s, φ) − U_t + U_t] ∈ Γ) = P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ). By Chebyshev inequality and (3.15), we have P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ) − P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ) ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) + P(ω : ‖u_t(s, φ) − U_t‖_H ≥ ρ) ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) + ρ^{−2}E (‖u_t(s, φ) − U_t‖^2_H) ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) + ρ^{−2}L_7 ‖φ − U_s‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)} ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) + ρ^{−2}L_7[L_1 + (2 + L_2) ‖φ‖^2_H]e^{−η∗(t−s)}.

Hence

μ_t(Γ) − ϱ_t(Γ) = ∫ H P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ) − P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ)ϱ_s(dφ)

≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) + ρ^{−2}L_7e^{−η∗(t−s)} ∫ H [L_1 + (2 + L_2) ‖φ‖^2_H]ϱ_s(dφ).

As s → −∞, μ_t(Γ) − ϱ_t(Γ) ≤ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ \ Γ_ρ) = μ_t(Γ \ Γ_ρ).

On the other hand lim_{ρ→0}μ_t(Γ \ Γ_ρ) = 0.

So letting ρ → 0, we obtain

μ_t(Γ) − ϱ_t(Γ) ≤ 0,

which implies μ = ϱ by Lemma 2.2.

Finally, we obtain by (3.22) sup_{t∈R} ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^2μ_t(dϕ) = sup_{t∈R} E ‖U_t‖^2_H ≤ −

G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5 < ∞,

i.e., μ_t ∈ R_2. □

4. Poisson stability entrance measure of SFPDEs with monotone coefficients

Based on the above results, in this section we show that the entrance measure μ_t of (2.1) possesses the same recurrent properties as the coefficients A, f and g. Let Λ ⊂ R^n (n ∈ N) be an open bounded subset and U = U(Λ) := W^{k,2}(Λ), k ∈ N.

In order to analyze the Poisson stability measure, we need the tightness of the family of {μ_t}_{t∈R}. Therefore, we need the following condition (A6), which is used in many works.

(A6) Assume ( ~U, ‖ · ‖_{~U} ) is a closed subset of (U, ‖ · ‖_U ) such that ~U ⊂ U is compact and V ⊂ ~U is continuous. Let A_n be a sequence of positive definite self-adjoint operators on U and for each n ≥ 1, ⟨u, v⟩_n := ⟨u, A_nv⟩_U , u, v ∈ U, is a new inner product on U. Furthermore, we suppose that the norms ‖ · ‖_n generated by ⟨·, ·⟩_n are all equivalent to ‖ · ‖_U and we have ‖u‖_n ↑ ‖u‖_{~U} as n → ∞, for all u ∈ ~U. Let U_n := (U, ⟨, ⟩_n) and assume further that for each n ≥ 1, A_n : V → V is continuous and there exist constants γ̃_2, η̃_1, η̃_2, η̃_3, L̃_0, ~M > 0 such that for all t ∈ R, u ∈ V and φ, ϕ ∈ H V^∗ ⟨A(t, u), Anu⟩V ≤ −γ̃2 ‖u‖ 2 n + ~M,

⟨f(t, φ) − f(t, ϕ), φ(0) − ϕ(0)⟩_{Un} ≤ −η̃_1 ‖φ(0) − ϕ(0)‖^2_n + η̃_2 ∫_0 −τ ‖φ(θ) − ϕ(θ)‖^2_n π(dθ),

‖f(t, φ) − f(t, ϕ)‖_{Un} ≤ L̃_0 ‖φ − ϕ‖_{H̃} , 17

‖g(t, φ) − g(t, ϕ)‖^2_{L (K,Un)} ≤ η̃_3 ∫_0 −τ ‖φ(θ) − ϕ(θ)‖^2_n π(dθ). Proposition 1. Consider (2.1). Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold, then the U_t satisfies sup_{t∈R} E ‖U(t)‖^2_{~U} < ∞ and sup_{t∈R} E ‖U_t‖^2_{~H} < ∞, (4.1) where U(t) := L^2 − lim_{s→−∞}u(t; s, φ) and ~H = C([−τ, 0]; ~U ). proof Similar to the proof of Proposition 1 in [18] and (3.16)-(3.21).

We are now ready to show the tightness of the set of {μ_t}_{t∈R} of system (2.1). Lemma 4.1. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then for any ϵ > 0 and T > 0, there exists a positive constant R^′_0 independent of ϵ ∈ [0, 1] such that the solution u(t; s, φ) of (2.1) satisfies P(ω : { sup_{r∈[t,t+T ]} ‖u(r; s, φ)‖ > R}) < ϵ, t ≥ s, R ≥ R^′_0. proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix I.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then U_t satisfies that for any ϵ > 0 and κ > 0, there exists δ = δ(ϵ, κ) > 0 such that P(ω : { sup θ_1,θ_2∈[−τ,0],|θ_1−θ_2|<δ ‖U_t(θ_1) − U_t(θ_2)‖ ≥ κ}) ≤ ϵ, ∀t ∈ R. proof The specific proof can be found in Appendix II.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then {μ_t}_{t∈R} is tight, thus weakly compact in P(H).

proof We just need to prove that for any ϵ > 0, there exists a compact set Γ ⊂ H such that for all t ∈ R^+ , μ_t(Γ) > 1 − ϵ. By Proposition 1, there exists R̂ > 0 such that for any t ∈ R, E [ sup θ∈[−τ,0] ‖U(t + θ)‖^2_{~U} ] ≤ R̂, (4.2) hence for any R > 0 by Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain P(ω : { sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖U(t + θ)‖^2_{~U} ≥ R}) ≤ 1 R^2

E [ sup θ∈[−τ,0] ‖U(t + θ)‖^2_{~U} ] ≤ R̂ R^2 ,

which implies P(ω : {sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖U(t + θ)‖^2_{~U} ≥ R}) → 0 as R → ∞, i.e., ∀ϵ > 0, ∃R_1 > 0 such that for all t ∈ R, P(ω : { sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖U(t + θ)‖^2_{~U} ≥ R_1}) ≤ ϵ 3 . (4.3)

Let {Λ_n} be sequences of Λ such that Λ_n ⊂ Λ_{n+1} for any n ∈ N and Λ = ⋃ n≥1 Λ_n. Since E ‖U_t‖^2_H < ∞, for all t ∈ R, we have that for ∀ϵ > 0, m ∈ N, ∃N_m ∈ N such that

E[ sup θ∈[−τ,0] ‖U_t(θ, x)‖^2_W k,2_{(Λ\ΛNm )}] < ϵ 8^m , which implies that for all t ∈ R and m ∈ N P(ω : sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖U_t(θ, x)‖^2_W k,2_{(Λ\ΛNm )} ≥ 1 2^m }) ≤ ϵ 4^m

. (4.4)

From Lemma 4.2, we have that for ∀ϵ > 0, m ∈ N, ∃δ_m = δ(ϵ, m) > 0 such that

P(ω : { sup θ_1,θ_2∈[−τ,0],|θ_1−θ_2|<δ_m ‖U_t(θ_1) − U_t(θ_2)‖ > 1 2^m }) ≤ ϵ 4^m , ∀t ∈ R. (4.5) Denote by for all m ∈ N, Γ_1 = {φ ∈ ~H : ‖φ‖_{~H} < R_1},

Γ^m_2 = {φ ∈ H : sup_{θ∈[−τ,0]} ‖φ(θ, x)‖^2_W k,2_{(Λ\ΛNm )} ≤ 1 2^m },

Γ^m_3 = {φ ∈ H : sup θ_1,θ_2∈[−τ,0],|θ_1−θ_2|<δ_m ‖φ(θ_1) − φ(θ_2)‖ ≤ 1 2^m }. Letting Γ = Γ_1 ∩ ( ⋃_∞ m=1 Γ^m_2 ) ∩ ( ⋃_∞ m=1 Γ^m_3 ) implies that Γ is precompact in H by the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem, then we have μ_t(Γ) > 1 − ϵ. This completes the proof. □

Proposition 2. Suppose that (A1)-(A5) hold. Let u(t; s, φ) be the solution of (2.1) with initial value u_s = φ. Then there exist constants D_1, D_2 such that E ∫_{s+T} s ‖u(t; s, φ)‖^p_V dt + E ∫_{s+T} s ‖A(u(t; s, φ))‖ p p−1 V^∗ dt ≤ D1E ‖φ‖ 2 H + D_2, (4.6) for any s ∈ R, T > 0.

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19].

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that (A1)-(A5) hold. Assume u^n_t (s; φ) and u_t(s; φ) are the solution maps of the following system, respectively,

du(t) = (A^n(t, u) + f^n(t, u_t))dt + g^n(t, u_t)dW (t), u_s = φ^n,

(4.7)

and du(t) = (A(t, u) + f(t, u_t))dt + g(t, u_t)dW (t), u_s = φ. (4.8)

For any t ∈ R, u ∈ V and φ ∈ H, as lim_{n→∞} ‖A^n(t, u) − A(t, u)‖_V ∗ = 0, lim_{n→∞} ‖f^n(t, φ) − f(t, φ)‖ = 0, lim_{n→∞} ‖g^n(t, φ) − g(t, φ)‖_{L (K,U)} = 0, we have (a) If lim_{n→∞} E ‖φ^n − φ‖^2_H = 0, then lim_{n→∞} E ‖u^n_t (s, φ^n) − u_t(s, φ)‖^2_H = 0; (b) If lim_{n→∞} ‖φ^n − φ‖_H = 0 in probability, then lim_{n→∞} ‖u^n_t (s, φ^n) − u_t(s, φ)‖_H = 0 in probability;

(c) If lim_{n→∞} ‖ν_φn − ν_φ‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H), then lim_{n→∞} ‖ ‖ν_{unt} − ν_{ut} ‖ ‖_{BL} = 0 in P(C[s, ∞), H), where ν_φn (Γ) = P(ω : φ^n ∈ Γ), ν_φ(Γ) = P(ω : φ ∈ Γ), ν_un_t (Γ) = P(ω : u^n_t (s, φ^n) ∈ Γ), ν_{ut} (Γ) = P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ).

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [19], the above results can be obtained by (3.9), (3.16), Itô formula, Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young’s inequality, Proposition 2 and Gronwall’s lemma.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 3.2 and (A6) hold. Then the unique entrance measure of (2.1) is uniformly compatible.

proof We now prove that M_{A,f,g} ⊆ ^M_{μt} , where μ_t(Γ) = P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ). Let {t_n} ∈ M_{A,f,g}, i.e., there exists ( ^A, ^f, ^g) ∈ H(A, f, g) such that for any ι, I_1, I_2 > 0

lim_{n→∞} sup |t|≤ι,‖u‖_V ≤I_1 ‖ ‖A(t + tn, u) − ^A(t, u) ‖ ‖_{V ∗} → 0, lim_{n→∞} sup |t|≤ι,‖φ‖_H≤I_2 ‖ ‖f(t + tn, φ) − ^f(t, φ) ‖ ‖ → 0,

lim_{n→∞} sup |t|≤ι,‖φ‖_H≤l_2 ‖g(t + t_n, φ) − ^g(t, φ)‖_{L (K,U)} → 0. Assume μ^n_t and μ̃_t are the entrance measure of the following system, respectively,

du(t) = (A(t + t_n, u) + f(t + t_n, u_t))dt + g(t + t_n, u_t)dW (t), (4.9) and du(t) = ( ^A(t, u) + ^f(t, u_t))dt + ^g(t, u_t)dW (t). (4.10) Let ℓ ≤ −1(|ℓ| ∈ N), and for any sequence {n : n ∈ N}, we obtain that {μ^n_ℓ }_n is tight by Theorem 4.3. Hence there exists a subsequence {n_k} ⊂ {n} such that μ^{nk}_ℓ^W→ ϱ_ℓ as k → ∞ in P(H), where ϱ_ℓ ∈ P(H). Assume u(t, ℓ, φ_ℓ) is the solution of the following system du(t) = ( ^A(t, u) + ^f(t, u_t))dt + ^g(t, u_t)dW (t), u_ℓ = φ_ℓ ∈ H, where φ_ℓ is the random variable with distribution ϱ_ℓ. Let ν^ℓ_t (Γ) = P(ω : u_t(ℓ, φ_ℓ) ∈ Γ). By (c) of Lemma 4.4, we obtain for any t ∈ [ℓ, ∞) lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖μn_{kt} − ν_{ℓt} ‖ ‖ BL = 0 in P(H).

Let ℓ = ℓ−1, and we obtain that {μ^{nk}_{ℓ−1}}_k is tight by Theorem 4.3. Thus, there exists a subsequence {n_{kL} } := {n_k} such that {μ^{nkL}_{ℓ−1} }_L is convergent. Going if necessary to a subsequence, we assume the subsequence {n_{kL} } := {n_k}. Repeating the above process, in fact, we can obtain for any t ∈ [ℓ − 1, ∞) lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖μ^{nk}_t − ν^{ℓ−1}_t ‖ ‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H),

which implies that for any t ∈ [ℓ, ∞)

ν^ℓ_t = ν^{ℓ−1}_t in P(H).

Note that ν^ℓ_t is independent of ℓ, which is denoted by ν_t. Hence by the standard diagonal argument, there exists a subsequence {n_k} ⊂ {n} such that lim_{k→∞} ‖μ^{nk}_t − ν_t‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H).

Let ℓ → −∞, then by (3.13), there exists ^U_t ∈ L^2(Ω, H) such that lim ℓ→−∞ E ‖ ‖ut(ℓ, φℓ) − ^Ut ‖ ‖^2_H = 0.

Since L^2-convergence implies convergence in distribution, we have u_t(ℓ, φ_ℓ) → ^U_t in distribution uniformly on R, i.e., ν_t = ^μ_t, where ^μ_t(Γ) = P(ω : ^U_t ∈ Γ). Hence we can extract a subsequence which we still denote by μ^{nk}_t satisfying lim_{k→∞} ‖μ^{nk}_t − ^μ_t‖_{BL} = lim_{k→∞} ‖μ^{nk}_t − ν_t‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H), for any t ∈ R. The above proof process shows that for sequence {n_k}^∞_{k=1} ⊂ N, there is a subsequence {n_{kL} }^∞_{L=1} ⊂ {n_k}^∞_{k=1} such that for any t ∈ R lim_{L→∞} ‖ ‖μ^{nkL}_t − ^μt ‖ ‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H), which implies lim_{n→∞} ‖μ^n_t − ^μ_t‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H). (4.11) In addition, under (A1)-(A5), (4.9) admits a unique solution u^n(t; s, φ) with the initial data u_s = φ satisfying u(t; s, φ) = φ(0) + ∫_t s [A(r + t_n, u(r; s, φ)) + f(r + t_n, u_r(s, φ))]dr + ∫_t s g(r + t_n, u_r(s, φ))dW (r), (4.12)

and u(t + t_n; s + t_n, φ) = φ(0) + ∫_{t+tn} s+t_n [A(r, u(r; s + t_n, φ)) + f(r, u_r(s + t_n, φ))]dr + ∫_{t+tn} s+t_n g(r, u_r (s + t_n, φ))dW (r) = φ(0) + ∫_t s [A(r + t_n, u(r + t_n; s + t_n, φ)) + f(r + t_n, u_{r+tn} (s + t_n, φ))]dr + ∫_t s g(r + t_n, u_{r+tn} (s + t_n, φ))d^W (r),

(4.13)

22 where ^W (t) = W (t+T )−W (t) is a two-sided cylindrical Wiener process with the same distribution as W (t).

Comparing equations (4.13) with (4.12) and noting that u^n_t (s, φ) and u_{t+tn} (s+t_n, φ) completely depends on u^n(t) and u(t + t_n) and their history, we see by the weak uniqueness that u^n_t and u_{t+tn} share the same distribution for any t ≥ s (s ∈ R) . Furthermore, from the conclusion of Theorem 3.2, we can obtain that

U_{t+tn} = L^2 − lim_{s→−∞}u_{t+tn} (s + t_n, φ)^P= L^2 − lim_{s→−∞}u^n_t (s, φ) = U^n_t , (4.14)

i.e., for any Γ ∈ B(H),

μ_{t+tn} (Γ) = P(ω : U_{t+tn} ∈ Γ) = P(ω : U^n_t ∈ Γ) = μ^n_t (Γ). (4.15)

Hence, by (4.11) and (4.15), we have lim_{n→∞} ‖μ_{t+tn} − ^μ_t‖_{BL} = 0 in P(H), for any t ∈ R, which implies that for any ι > 0, lim_{n→∞} max_{|t|≤ι} ‖μ_{t+tn} − ^μ_t‖_{BL} = 0, i.e., the measure μ_t of (2.1) is uniformly compatible by Definition 2.6. □

Corollary 4.6. Consider (2.1). Assume the conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. By Theorem 2.5, we obtain:

1) If A, f and g are jointly stationary (respectively, T -periodic, almost periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, Birkhoff recurrent, Lagrange stable, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson stable) in t ∈ R uniformly with respect to u ∈ V and φ ∈ H on every bounded subset, we can obtain that the unique entrance measure μ_t of (2.1) is stationary (respectively, T -periodic, almost periodic, Bohr almost automorphic, Birkhoff recurrent, Lagrange stable, Levitan almost periodic, almost recurrent, Poisson stable);

2) If A, f and g are jointly pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudo-recurrent) and A, f and g are jointly Lagrange stable in t ∈ R uniformly with respect to u ∈ V and φ ∈ H on every bounded subset, then the unique entrance measure μ_t of (2.1) is pseudo-periodic (respectively, pseudorecurrent).

proof These statements follow from Definition 2.6, Theorems 2.5, 3.2 and 4.5.

5. Exponential mixing

Next we will study the autonomous version of SFPDEs:

du(t) = (A(u) + f(u_t))dt + g(u_t)dW (t), u_s = φ ∈ H, (5.1)

where A(·, ·) : V → V^∗ is a family of nonlinear monotone and coercive operators. f : H → U and g : H → L (K, U) are two continuous maps. Suppose that Hypotheses (A1)-(A6) are satisfied. Therefore, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.3 are still valid for autonomous systems.

Based on the tightness of the set of measures {μ_t}_{t∈R} as established in Section 4, we now investigate the exponential mixing of (5.1). With the transition probability p(t, s, ϕ, Γ) := P(ω : u_t(s, φ) ∈ Γ), for any r ≥ 0, we associate a mapping P^∗_r : P(H) → P(H) defined by

P^∗_r μ_t(Γ) = p̂(r, 0)μ_t(Γ) = ∫ H p(r, 0, ϕ, Γ)μ_t(dϕ). (5.2) For any F ∈ C_b(H), which is defined as the the set of all bounded continuous functions F : H → R endowed with the norm ‖F ‖_∞ = sup_{ξ∈H} |F (ξ)|, we define the following semi-group P_{s,t} for t ≥ s P_{s,t}F (ξ) = ∫ H F (ϕ)p(s, t, ξ, dϕ). (5.3) In particular, the operator P_{0,t} is written as P_t.

Proposition 3. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the semi-group P_{s,t}(t ≥ s) is Feller, i.e. for all F ∈ C_b(H), P_{s,t}F ∈ C_b(H).

proof From the definition of the semi-group P_{s,t}, we have ‖P_{s,t}F ‖_∞ ≤ ‖F ‖_∞. The next major task is to prove that P_{s,t}F is continuous.

We just need to prove that for any sequence ξ_n ∈ H, ξ ∈ H, when lim_{n→∞} ‖ξ_n − ξ‖_H = 0, we have lim_{n→∞} |P_{s,t}F (ξ_n) − P_{s,t}F (ξ)| = 0. Since P_{s,t}F (ξ) = ∫ H F (ϕ)p(t, s, ξ, dϕ) = ∫ H F (ϕ)P(ω : u_t(s, ξ) ∈ dϕ) = E F (u_t (s, ξ)), (5.4)

i.e. |P_{s,t}F (ξ_n) − P_{s,t}F (ξ)| = |EF (u_t (s, ξ_n)) − E F (u_t (s, ξ))|, (5.5) 24 by (3.15) we can get E ‖u_t(s, ξ) − u_t(s, ξ_n)‖^2_H ≤ L_7 ‖ξ − ξ_n‖^2_H e^{−η∗(t−s)}, i.e. u_t(s, ξ_n)^{L2}→ u_t(s, ξ) as n → ∞. Let W_R = {ω : ‖u_t(s, ξ, ω)‖_H ≤ R}, W^n_R = {ω : ‖u_t(s, ξ_n, ω)‖_H ≤ R}. Then by the Chebyshev inequality and (3.21) we have lim_{R→∞}[ inf_{n∈N} P(W_R ∩ W^n_R)] = 1, i.e. ∀ε > 0, ∃R̃ such that as R > R̃, for any n ∈ N P(W_R ∩ W^n_R) > 1 − ε 4 ‖F ‖_0 . Since F ∈ C_b(H), we have that ∀ε > 0 , ∃δ = δ(ε, R) such that as ‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖_H < δ, then |F (ξ_1) − F (ξ_2)| < ε. Let W^n_δ = {ω : ‖u_t(s, ξ, ω) − u_t(s, ξ_n, ω)‖ < δ} and we obtain that lim_{n→∞} P(W^n_δ ) = 1.

For any ω ∈ W_R ∩ W^n_R ∩ W^n_δ , we obtain |F (u_t(s, ξ)) − F (u_t(s, ξ_n))| < ε 2 . Then lim sup n→∞ |EF (u_t (s, ξ_n)) − E F (u_t (s, ξ))| ≤ ε 2 + 2 ‖F ‖_∞ lim sup_{n→∞} [2 − (P(W_R ∩ W^n_R) + P(W^n_δ ))].

(5.6)

Letting ε → 0 implies lim_{n→∞} |P_{s,t}F (ξ_n) − P_{s,t}F (ξ)| = 0. Then the semi-group P_{s,t} is Feller. □ For the above entrance measure μ_t, set μ^L = 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_tdt, (5.7) and L := { μ^L; L ∈ N^+ } . By Theorem 4.3, we obtain that {μ_t}_{t∈R} is tight on H, which implies that for any ϵ > 0, there exists a precompact set Γ ⊂ H such that for all L ∈ N^+ , we have μ^T (Γ) = 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_t(Γ)dt > 1 − ϵ, i.e., L is tight, hence L is weakly compact in P(H). Thus we know that there exists a probability measure μ^∗ on P(H) such that μ^L → μ^∗ as L → ∞. Before proving the exponential mixing of measure μ^∗, we still need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Assume the conditions of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then the measure μ^∗ satisfies P^∗_r μ^∗(Γ) = μ^∗(Γ), for any r ≥ 0 and Γ ∈ B(H). In particular, the measure satisfying the above property is unique. proof For every r ≥ 0, t ∈ R and Γ ∈ B(H), by Proposition 3, Chapman–Kolmogorov equation and Lemma 2.3, we find that P^∗_r μ_t(Γ) = ∫ H p(r, 0, ϕ, Γ)μ_t(dϕ) = lim_{s→−∞} ∫ H p(r, 0, ϕ, Γ)p(t, s, φ, dϕ) = lim_{s→−∞} ∫ H p(r + t, t, ϕ, Γ)p(t, s, φ, dϕ) = μ_{r+t}(Γ).

(5.8)

Therefor, by (5.8) we have P^∗_r μ^L − μ^L = 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_{r+t}dt − 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_tdt = 1 L [ ∫_{r+L} L μ_tdt + ∫_r 0 μ_tdt], (5.9) which implies lim_{L→∞} ‖ ‖P^∗_r μ^L − μ^∗ ‖ ‖_{BL} = 0, i.e. P^∗_r μ^L → μ^∗ weakly in P(H) as L → ∞.

In addition, for any F ∈ C_b(H), we have P_tF ∈ C_b(H) by Proposition 3. Hence by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have lim_{L→∞} ∫ H F (ϕ)P^∗_r μ^L(dϕ) = lim_{L→∞} ∫ H ∫ H F (ϕ)p(r, 0, φ, dϕ)μ^L(dφ) = lim_{L→∞} ∫ H P_rF (φ)μ^L(dφ) = ∫ H P_rF (φ)μ^∗(dφ) = ∫ H ∫ H F (ϕ)p(r, 0, φ, dϕ)μ^∗(dφ) = ∫ H F (ϕ)P^∗_r μ^∗(dϕ),

(5.10)

which implies P^∗_r μ^L → P^∗_r μ^∗ weakly in P(H). Therefore we obtain P^∗_r μ^∗ = μ^∗ by (5.9) and (5.10).

Uniqueness: Suppose that there exists the measure μ^′ ∈ P(H) such that μ^′(Γ) = P_rμ^′(Γ), then for any open set Γ ∈ B(H), we have

μ^′(Γ) = P_rμ^′(Γ) = lim_{L→∞} 1 L ∫_L 0 P_rμ^′(Γ)dt

= lim_{L→∞} 1 L ∫_L 0 ∫ H p(t, 0, φ, Γ)μ^′(dφ)dt = lim_{L→∞} 1 L ∫ H ∫_L 0 P(ω : u_t(0, φ) ∈ Γ)dtμ^′(dφ). (5.11)

By the globally asymptotic stability of U_t, we have E ‖u_t(0, φ) − U_t‖^2_H ≤ L_7 ‖φ − U_0‖^2_H e^{−η∗t} ≤ ~L_7e^{−η∗t}. By the Chebyshev inequality, we have for all ρ > 0 P(ω : u_t(0, φ) ∈ Γ) ≥ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ_ρ, ‖u_t(0, φ) − U_t‖_H < ρ) ≥ P(ω : U_t ∈ Γ_ρ) − P(ω : ‖u_t(0, φ) − U_t‖_H ≥ ρ) ≥ μ_t(Γ_ρ) − ~L_7 ρ^2 e^{−η∗t}. (5.12)

Thus it turns out from (5.11), (5.12) and Fatou’s Lemma that

μ^′(Γ) ≥ lim inf_{L→∞} 1 L ∫ H ∫_L 0 [μ_t(Γ_ρ) − ~L_7 ρ^2 e^{−η∗t}]dtμ^′(dφ) ≥ ∫ H [lim inf L→∞ 1 L ∫_L 0 μ_t(Γ_ρ)dt]μ^′(dφ) = μ^∗(Γ_ρ).

Let ρ → 0, we have μ^′(Γ) ≥ μ^∗(Γ), which implies that μ^′ = μ^∗ by Lemma 2.2. The proof is complete. □

In the following, we will present the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure μ^∗ of (5.1).

Theorem 5.2. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6), as λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , the measure μ^∗ of (5.1) is uniformly exponential mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric. More precisely, for any t ≥ 0 and ν ∈ P(H), ‖P^∗_t ν − μ^∗‖_{BL} ≤ L_7e^{− η∗2 t}[G^∗ + ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^2_H ν(dϕ)]^{12} ,

where G^∗ = −^{G1+G4}_{G2+G5} .

proof For all F ∈ C_b(H) and ν ∈ P(H), by (3.15), (5.4) and Chapman–Kolmogorov equation we 27 obtain that ‖P^∗_t ν − μ^∗‖_{BL} = ‖P^∗_t ν − P^∗_t μ^∗‖_{BL} = sup ‖F ‖_{BL}≤1 | | | ∫ H F (ψ) ∫ H p(t, 0, ϕ, dψ)ν(dϕ) − ∫ H F (ψ) ∫ H p(t, 0, ξ, dψ)μ^∗(dξ) | | |

= sup ‖F ‖_{BL}≤1 | | | ∫ H EF (u_t (0, ϕ))ν(dϕ) − ∫ H EF (u_t (0, ξ))μ^∗(dξ) | | | ≤ sup ‖F ‖_{BL}≤1 {‖F ‖_{Lip} ( ∫ H ∫ H E ‖u_t(0, ϕ) − u_t(0, ξ)‖^2_H μ^∗(dξ)ν(dϕ))^{12} } ≤ L_7e^{− η∗2 t}( ∫ H ∫ H ‖ξ − ϕ‖^2_H μ^∗(dξ)ν(dϕ))^{12} .

(5.13)

In addition, by (3.22) we have ∫ H ‖ξ‖^2_H μ^∗(dξ) = lim_{L→∞} 1 L ∫_L 0 ∫ H ‖ξ‖^2_H μ_t(dξ)dt = lim_{L→∞} 1 L ∫_L 0 E ‖U_t‖^2_H dt ≤ − G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5

. (5.14)

By (5.13) and (5.14) we obtain ‖P^∗_t ν − μ^∗‖_{BL} ≤ L_7e^{− η∗2 t}[− G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5 + ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^2_H ν(dϕ)]^{12} .

By Definition 2.5 of [58], we verify that the measure μ^∗ is uniformly exponential mixing. This concludes the proof. □

6. SLLN and CLT

In this section, the strong law of large numbers and the central limit theorem for the solution map of (5.1) are established based on uniform exponential mixing Markov processes. Before some details are given, the following preliminaries are introduced.

Let C_K(H) denote the family of all continuous functionals on H such that ‖F ‖_K := sup_{φ∈H} |F (φ)| K(‖φ‖_H) + sup_{φ1≠φ2}

|F (φ_1) − F (φ_2)| ‖φ_1 − φ_2‖_H [K(‖φ_1‖_H) + K(‖φ_2‖_H)] < ∞, where K(t) is an increasing continuous functions and K(t) > 0 for t ≥ 0. In this section, we choose the K(t) as a bounded function, i.e., there exists M^⋆ > 0 such that |K(t)| ≤ M^⋆ for all t ≥ 0.

6.1. Strong law of large numbers

Firstly, based on the uniformly exponential mixing of the measure μ^∗ of (5.1), we prove the strong law of large numbers for a class of stochastic functional partial differential equations with 28 monotone coefficients.

Theorem 6.1. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6), as λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , for any φ ∈ H and F ∈ C_K(H), we obtain the following conclusions:

1) There exists a constant C_1 such that E | | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | 2 ≤ C_1(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K t^{−1}, t ≥ 1; (6.1)

2) Let α > 0 and ⌈α⌉ denote the integer part of α. For any fix ⌈α⌉, we obtain that for any ε ∈ (0,^1_{2(⌈α⌉+2)} ), there exists a constant C_2 > 0 such that | | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | ≤ C^2 ‖F ‖K t^− 1 2(⌈α⌉+2) +ε, t ≥ Tε(ω), P − a.s., (6.2) where the random time T_ε(ω) is P−a.s. finite. Moreover, for any α^′ ∈ (0,^α_{⌈α⌉+2} ), there exists a constant C^′_1 such that

ET^{α′}_ε (ω) ≤ 1 +

C^′_1 α − (⌈α⌉ + 2)α^′ (1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K . (6.3)

proof

1) For any given F ∈ C_K(H) and φ ∈ H, it follows from Theorem 5.2 and Chapman-Kolmogorov equation that | | |P^tF (φ) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | = | | | ∫ H F (ϕ)p(t, 0, φ, dϕ) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | = | | | ∫ H ∫ H F (ϕ)p(t, 0, ξ, dϕ)p(0, 0, φ, dξ) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | = | | | ∫ H F (ϕ)P^∗_t p(0, 0, φ, dϕ) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | | ≤ ‖F ‖_{BL} · ‖P^∗_t μ^φ_0 − μ^∗‖_{BL} ≤ 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}[G^∗ + ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^2_H p(0, 0, φ, dϕ)]^{12}

= 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}[G^∗ + ‖φ‖^2_H]^{12} ,

(6.4)

where μ^φ_0 (Γ) = p(0, 0, φ, Γ) for any Γ ∈ B(H). Hence the assumptions in Lemma 2.1 of [4] holds for B = H, k = 1, φ(t) = 2L_7M^⋆e^{− η∗}2^t and ψ(‖φ‖_H) = [G^∗ + ‖φ‖^2_H]^12 , then the desired conclusion (6.1) holds(see also Proposition 2.6 of [58]).

2) Step 1: There is no loss of generality in assuming that ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) = 0 and ‖F ‖_K ≤ 1.

For k ≥ 1, let t_k = k^{⌈α⌉+2}, υ = ⌈α⌉ + 1 − α 2 , and consider the events

D(k) = { ω ∈ Ω : | | 1 t_k ∫_{tk} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | > 1 k^υ } . By Chebyshev inequality and (6.1), for any φ ∈ H and k ≥ 1, we obtain P(D(k)) ≤ E | | | 1 t_k ∫_{tk} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | 2 k^{2υ} ≤ C_1(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K k^{−1−α}. (6.5)

We shall assume that k^∗(ω) ≥ 0 is the smallest integer such that | | 1 t_k ∫_{tk} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | ≤ k^{−υ} = t^{− υ⌈α⌉+2}_k , (6.6) which implies that the random variable k^∗(ω) is P−a.s. finite by Borel–Cantelli lemma and (6.5). For any k ≥ k^∗(ω) and t ∈ (t_k, t_{k+1}), we obtain | | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | ≤ | | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − 1 t_{k+1} ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | + | | | 1 t_{k+1} ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | . (6.7)

Clearly, it’s not hard to get | | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − 1 t_{k+1} ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | ≤ 1 t | | ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | + ( 1 t_k − 1 t_{k+1} ) | | ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | . (6.8)

By the definition of norm ‖·‖_K and the boundedness of function K, we derive 1 t | | ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | ≤ 1 t ∫_{tk+1} t K(‖u_s(φ)‖)ds ≤ M^∗ t_{k+1} − t_k t_k , (6.9)

and by (6.6), we have ( 1 t_k − 1 t_{k+1} ) | | | ∫_{tk+1} 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | | ≤ t_{k+1} − t_k t_k t^− υ ⌈α⌉+2 k+1 . (6.10)

In addition, there exists a constant C = C(⌈α⌉) > 0 such that t_{k+1} − t_k t_k ≤ C 1 k + 1 = Ct^− 1 ⌈α⌉+2 k+1 . (6.11)

Substituting (6.8)-(6.11) into (6.7) gives that for any k ≥ k^∗(ω) and t ∈ (t_k, t_{k+1}), | |1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds | | ≤ CM^∗t^{− 1⌈α⌉+2}_{k+1} + Ct^{− 1⌈α⌉+2}_{k+1} + t^{− 12(⌈α⌉+2) + α−⌈α⌉2(⌈α⌉+2)} k+1 ≤ C_2t^{− 12(⌈α⌉+2) + α−⌈α⌉2(⌈α⌉+2)} . We fix arbitrary ε ∈ (0,^1_{2(⌈α⌉+2)} ) and F ∈ C_K(H). Let α = 2ε(⌈α⌉ + 2) + ⌈α⌉, which implies that (6.2) holds.

Step 2: In the proof in Step 1, we get that (6.2) holds with T_ε(ω) = t_k∗_{(ω)} = [k^∗(ω)]^{⌈α⌉+2}. In the following, we prove (6.3). For any α^′ ∈ (0,^α_{⌈α⌉+2} ) we have

E [T_ε (ω)]^{α′} = E[k^∗ (ω)]^{(⌈α⌉+2)α′} ≤ ∞∑ k=1 P(k^∗ = k)k^{(⌈α⌉+2)α′}

≤ 1 + ∞∑ k=2 P(D(k))k^{(⌈α⌉+2)α′}

≤ 1 + C_1(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K ∞∑ k=2 k^{−1−α+(⌈α⌉+2)α′} ≤ 1 +

C^′_1 α − (⌈α⌉ + 2)α^′ (1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K .

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is complete. □

6.2. Central limit theorem

To state the CLT, we first introduce the corrector Υ : C_K(H) −→ R such that

Υ[F (φ)] = ∫_∞ 0 [P_tF (φ) − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ)]dt,

for any F ∈ C_K(H) and φ ∈ H. In this subsection, let us fix φ ∈ H and an arbitrary function F ∈ C_K(H) such that ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) = 0 and set

M^F_t = ∫_∞ 0 [E (F (u_r (φ))|F_t) − E (F (u_r (φ))|F_0)]dr,

S[F (φ)] = E | | ∫_1 0 F (u_r(φ))dt + Υ[F (u_1(φ))] − Υ[F (φ)] | | 2 . By (6.4) we have |P_tF (φ)| ≤ 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}[G^∗ + ‖φ‖^2_H]^{12} = M^⋆_∗ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H)^{12} ,

(6.12) 31 which implies that Υ[F (φ)] = ∫_∞ 0 P_tF (φ)dt and S[F (φ)] are well-defined by (6.12) and (3.21).

Lemma 6.2. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then M^F_t is a well-defined square integrable martingale.

proof Firstly, it is proved that M^F_t is a martingale. Indeed, by the dominated convergence theorem, (6.12) and (3.21), for any t > s ≥ 0, we obtain

E(M^F_t |F_s) = ∫_∞ 0 [E (E (F (u_r (φ))|F_t)|F_s) − E(E (F (u_r (φ))|F_0)|F_s)]dr = ∫_∞ 0 [E (F (u_r (φ))|F_s) − E (F (u_r (φ))|F_0)]dr

= M^F_s .

In addition, it’s not hard to get that EM^F_t = 0.

Next, by (5.4) and the Markov properties of solution map u_t, we obtain

M^F_t = ∫_∞ 0 [E (F (u_r (φ))|F_t) − E (F (u_r (φ))|F_0)]dr = ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr + ∫_∞ t E (F (u_r (φ))|F_t)dr − ∫_∞ 0 E(F (u_r (φ)))dr = ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ)) − P_rF (φ)dr + ∫_∞ t P_{r−t}F (u_t(φ)) − P_rF (φ)dr. (6.13)

Thus, (6.12), (3.21) and the definition of ‖·‖_K yield E | |M^F_t | |^2 = E | | ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ)) − P_rF (φ)dr + ∫_∞ t P_{r−t}F (u_t(φ)) − P_rF (φ)dr | |^2

= E | | |‖F ‖K { ∫_t 0 K(u_r(φ))dr + M^⋆_∗ [ ∫_∞ t e^{− η∗2 (r−t)}(1 + ‖u_t(φ)‖^2_H)^{12} dr + ∫_∞ 0 e^{− η∗2 r}(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H)^{12} dr]} | | | 2

≤ M^⋆_∗ (t) ‖F ‖_K [1 + E ‖u_t(φ)‖^2_H + ‖φ‖^2_H],

where M^⋆_∗ (t) is an increasing function, which implies that E | M^F_t |_2 < ∞ for t ∈ R. □

For any integer k ≥ 1, by (6.13), we have

M^F_k = M^F_{k−1} + ∫_k k−1 F (u_r(φ))dr + ∫_∞ 0 P_rF (u_k(φ)) − P_rF (u_{k−1}(φ))dr. (6.14)

Next consider the conditional variance for {M^F_n }_{n∈Z+},

Ξ^2_n(M^F ) = n∑ i=1 E ((M^F_i − M^F_{i−1})^2|F_{i−1}). 32

By (6.14) and the Markov properties of u_t, we obtain E ((M^F_i − M^F_{i−1})^2|F_{i−1}) = E ( | | ∫_i i−1 F (u_r(φ))dr + ∫_∞ 0 P_rF (u_i(φ)) − P_rF (u_{i−1}(φ))dr | | 2 |F_{i−1}) = S[F (u_{i−1}(φ))], which implies Ξ^2_n(M^F ) = n−1∑ i=0 S[F (u_i(φ))]. (6.15)

Lemma 6.3. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then there exist constants c_1, c_2 such that E ( sup t∈(n,n+1) e^{c1‖ut(φ)‖2H} ) ≤ e^{c2(1+‖φ‖2H)}, for any n ≥ 0 and φ ∈ H.

proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [3] and Lemma 4.3 in [4].

Lemma 6.4. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.2 hold. Then for any F ∈ C_K(H) with ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) = 0, we obtain 0 ≤ ∫ H S[F (ϕ)]μ^∗(dϕ) = 2 ∫ H F (ϕ)Υ[F (ϕ)]μ^∗(dϕ) < ∞. proof Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [4].

Remark 6.5. It follows from (5.13) that for any ν_1, ν_2 ∈ P(H) ‖P^∗_t ν_1 − P^∗_t ν_2‖_{BL} ≤ L_7e^{− η∗2 t}( ∫ H ∫ H ‖ξ − ϕ‖^2_H ν_1(dξ)ν_2(dϕ))^{12} . (6.16) In addition, by (6.4) and (6.16), we have |P_tF (φ) − P_tF (ξ)| ≤ ‖F ‖_{BL} · ‖ ‖P^∗_t μ^φ_0 − P^∗_t μ^ξ_0 ‖ ‖_{BL} ≤ 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}[ ∫ H ∫ H ‖ϕ_1 − ϕ_2‖^2_H p(0, 0, φ, dϕ_1)p(0, 0, ξ, dϕ_2)]^{12} = 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}[ ∫ H ‖φ − ϕ_2‖^2_H p(0, 0, ξ, dϕ_2)]^{12} = 2L_7M^⋆ ‖F ‖_K e^{− η∗2 t} ‖φ − ξ‖_H ,

(6.17)

where μ^φ_0 (Γ) = p(0, 0, φ, Γ) and μ^ξ_0(Γ) = p(0, 0, ξ, Γ). Thus, by (6.16) and (6.17), it is similar to Lemma 4.2 in [4], and we can obtain that there exists a constant M > 0 such that for any 33

F ∈ C_K(H) and φ ∈ H ‖S[F ]‖_K ≤ M ‖F ‖^2_K . (6.18)

For any the non-negative constant ζ, let Π_ζ (·) be the normal distribution function with zero mean and variance ζ, where

Π_0(y) = { 1, y ≥ 0, 0, y < 0. Then based on the above preparation, we will give the central limit theorem below.

Theorem 6.6. Under assumptions (A1)−(A6) and λ < η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 , for any φ ∈ H and F ∈ C_K(H) with ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) = 0, let ζ = ( ∫ H S[F (ϕ)]μ^∗(dϕ))^12 ∈ [0, ∞) and we have the following conclusions:

(a) When ζ > 0, for ϵ ∈ [0,^1_5 ), there exists an increasing function G_ϵ : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R} | | |P( 1 √ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_ζ (y) | | | ≤ G^ϵ(‖F ‖K , ‖φ‖H)t^− 1 5 +ϵ,

for any φ ∈ H and t > 0;

(b) When ζ = 0, there exists an increasing function G : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R}[(|y| ∧ 1) | | |P( 1√ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_0(y) | | |] ≤ G(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H)t^{− 1}_4 , for any φ ∈ H and t > 0.

Proof of (a) Theorem 5.2 and Lemma 6.3 imply that the assumptions of Theorem 2.8 in [58] hold. Thus, we can obtain that for ε ∈ [^1_{20} ,^1_4 ) and q = 1, there exists an increasing continuous function h_ε : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R} | | |P( 1 √ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_ζ (y) | | | ≤ t^{− 14 +ε}h_ε(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) + ζ^{−4} ⌈t⌉^{(1−4ε)} E | | | Ξ^2_{⌈t⌉}(M^F ) ⌈t⌉ − ζ^2 | | | 2 . (6.19)

Similar to (6.4), we have | |P_tS[F (φ)] − ζ^2 | | = | |P_tS[F (φ)] − ∫ H S[F (ϕ)]μ^∗(dϕ) | | ≤ M^⋆_∗ ‖S[F ]‖_K e^{− η∗2 t}(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H)^{12} , which implies that there exists a constant C_3 such that by Lemma 2.1 of [4] E | | | 1 n n−1∑ i=0 S[F (u_i(φ))] − ζ^2 | | | 2 ≤ C_3n^{−1} ‖S[F ]‖^2_K (1 + ‖φ‖^2_H).

Hence by (6.15), we arrive at E | | | | Ξ^2_{⌈t⌉}(M^F ) ⌈t⌉ − ζ^2 | | | | 2 ≤ C_3 ⌈t⌉^{−1} ‖S[F ]‖^2_K (1 + ‖φ‖^2_H). (6.20)

When ε ≥^1_{20} , we have ⌈t⌉^{−4ε} ≤ 2^{4ε} · t^{− 1}4^{+ε}, which implies G_ϵ(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) = h_ε(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) + 2^{4ε}C_3M^2ζ^{−4}(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^4_K by (6.19), (6.20) and Remark 6.5. Finally, let ϵ = ε −^1_{20} and we prove (a) of Theorem 6.6.

Proof of (b) When ζ = 0, we can obtain from Theorem 2.8 in [58] that there exists an increasing continuous function h : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R} | |P( 1√ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_0(y) | |

≤ t^{− 14} h(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) + ⌈t⌉^{− 12} | |E Ξ_{2⌈t⌉}(M_F ) | |^12

≤ t^{− 14} h(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) + ⌈t⌉^{− 14} ‖S[F ]‖_K [C_3(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H)]^{12} ≤ G(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H)t^{− 14} ,

(6.21)

where G(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) = h(‖F ‖_K , ‖φ‖_H) + 16M [C_3(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H)]^12 ‖F ‖^2_K. The proof of Theorem 6.6 is complete. □

7. Applications

In this section, in order to illustrate the validity of our main results, we give the application to stochastic generalized porous media equations. It is worth noting that in the example, we mainly consider additive or linear multiplicative noise. Let Λ ⊂ R^n (n ∈ N) be an open bounded subset and let −Δ have the Dirichlet boundary condition.

Example Consider the stochastic generalized porous media equation:

du = [Δ(|u|^{q−2} + a_1u) + f(t, u_t)]dt + g(t, u_t)dW (t), u_0 = φ ∈ H, . (7.1)

where a_1 ≥ 0 and W is a one-dimensional two-sided cylindrical Q-Wiener process with Q = I on L^q(Λ)(q > 2). 35

Assume that f and g satisfy (A5) with the same constants and have some recurrence. Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that a_1 + η_1 − η_2 −^{145η3}_2 > 0, then we have the following conclusions:

(1) There exists a unique entrance measure μ_t ∈ R_2 with the same recurrence properties as the coefficients f and g in the sense of Wasserstein metric for system (7.1).

(2) When (7.1) is an autonomous system, i.e., f(t, φ) = f(φ) and g(t, φ) = g(φ):

(i) There exists a unique measure μ^∗ to system (7.1) which is uniformly exponentially mixing in the sense of Wasserstein metric, i.e., for any t ≥ 0 and ν ∈ P, there exist constants L, η > 0 such that ‖P^∗_t ν − μ^∗‖_{BL} ≤ Le^{−ηt}[1 + ∫ H ‖ϕ‖^2_H ν(dϕ)]^{12} ;

(ii) For any φ ∈ H and F ∈ C_K(H), system (7.1) has a unique global solution map u_t(0, φ) = u_t(φ) such that

(a) there exists a constant C such that E | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | |^2 ≤ C(1 + ‖φ‖^2_H) ‖F ‖^2_K t^{−1}, t ≥ 1;

(b) For any fix ⌈α⌉, we obtain that for any ε ∈ (0,^1_{2(⌈α⌉+2)} ), there exists a constant C > 0 such that | | 1 t ∫_t 0 F (u_s(φ))ds − ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) | | ≤ C ‖F ‖_K t^{− 1}2(⌈α⌉+2)^{+ε}, t ≥ T_ε(ω), P − a.s., where the random time T_ε(ω) is P−a.s. finite;

(iii) For any φ ∈ H and F ∈ C_K(H) with ∫ H F (ϕ)μ^∗(dϕ) = 0, let ζ = ( ∫ H S[F (ϕ)]μ^∗(dϕ))^12 ∈ [0, ∞), then

(a) When ζ > 0, for ϵ ∈ [0,^1_5 ), there exists an increasing function G_ϵ : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R} | | |P( 1 √ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_ζ (y) | | | ≤ G^ϵ(‖F ‖K , ‖φ‖H)t^− 1 5 +ϵ;

(b) When ζ = 0, there exists an increasing function G : R_+ × R_+ → R_+ such that sup_{y∈R}[(|y| ∧ 1) | | |P( 1 √ t ∫_t 0 F (u_r(φ))dr ≤ y) − Π_0(y) | | |] ≤ G(‖F ‖K , ‖φ‖H)t^− 1 4 .

proof The statements follow from Theorems 3.2, 4.5, 5.2, 6.1 and 6.6. Next, we need to show that the conditions (A1)−(A6) hold for the above system.

Let V = L^q(Λ), U = W^{1,2}_0 (Λ) and V^∗ ⟨A(u), v⟩V := − ∫ Λ u(x) |u(x)|^{q−2} v(x)dx − a ∫ Λ u(x)v(x)dx, for u, v ∈ V , which implies that V ⊂ U = U^∗ ⊂ V^∗. Then we obtain: (A1) First, by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain |_V ∗ ⟨A(u_1), u_2⟩_V | ≤ [ ∫ Λ |u_1(x)|^q dx]^{1− 1q} · [ ∫ Λ |u_2(x)|^q dx]^{1q} + a_1[ ∫ Λ |u_1(x)|^{qq−1} dx]^{1− 1q} · [ ∫ Λ |u_2(x)|^q dx]^{1q} ≤ [‖u_1‖^{q−1}_V + a_1M_q(‖u_1‖^{q−1}_V + |Λ|^{q−1q} )] ‖u_2‖_V , which implies ‖A(u)‖_V ∗ ≤ (1 + a_1M_q) ‖u‖^{q−1}_V + a_1M_q |Λ|^{q−1q} , i.e., γ_1 = (1 + a_1M_q) and M = a_1M_q |Λ|^{q−1q} . (A2)For all u ∈ V , we have by a_1 > 0 |_V ∗ ⟨A(u), u⟩_V | ≤ − ‖u‖^q_V , which implies γ_2 = 0, p = q and γ_3 = 1. (A3) For all u_1, u_2 ∈ V , we obtain V^∗ ⟨A(u1) − A(u2), u1 − u2⟩V ≤ −a1 ‖u1 − u2‖ 2 U , which implies λ = −a_1.

(A4) By the definition of_V ∗ ⟨·, ·⟩_V , θ ∈ R →_V ∗ ⟨A(u_1+θu_2), u_3⟩_V is continuous for all u_1, u_2, u_3 ∈ V . (A6) Let ~U = L^2(Λ) and Δ be the Laplace operator on L^2(Λ) with the Dirichlet boundary condition. Define A_n = −Δ(I −^Δ_n )^{−1}, then A6 holds(see [19] for details).

For example, let f(t, u_t) = a_2(sin t + cos 3t)[cos u(t, x) +

∫_0 −τ u(t + θ, x)dθ], and g(t, u_t) = a_3 sin( √ 2 2 + cos t + cos √ 2t) ) ∫_0 −τ u(t + θ, x)dθ, where a_2, a_3 ∈ R. For any u^1_t , u^2_t ∈ H, we have ⟨ f(t, u^1_t ) − f(t, u^2_t ), u^1(t) − u^2(t) ⟩ U ≤ 2 |a_2| · [ ‖ u^1(t) − u^2(t) ‖_2 U + ∫_0 −τ ‖ u^1(t + θ) − u^2(t + θ) ‖_2 U dθ], ‖ ‖f(t, u^1_t ) − f(t, u^2_t ) ‖ ‖_U ≤ 4 |a_2| · ‖ ‖u^1_t − u^2_t ‖ ‖_H ,

‖ ‖g(t, u^1_t ) − g(t, u^2_t ) ‖ ‖^2_{L (K,U)} ≤ |a_3| · ∫_0 −τ ‖ ‖u^1(t + θ) − u^2(t + θ) ‖ ‖^2_U dθ,

which implies η_1 = −2 |a_2|, η_2 = 2 |a_2|, L_0 = 4 |a_2| and η_3 = |a_3|. Thus, when a_1−4 |a_2|−^{145|a3 |}_2 > 0,

there exists a unique Levitan almost periodic measure μ_t ∈ R_2 in the sense of Wasserstein metric

for system (7.1). In addition, let

f(t, u_t) = a_2[cos u(t, x) +

∫_0 −τ u(t + θ, x)dθ], g(t, u_t) = a_3 ∫_0 −τ u(t + θ, x)dθ, then η_1 = − |a_2|, η_2 = |a_2|, L_0 = 2 |a_2| and η_3 = |a_3|. Thus, when a_1 − 2 |a_2| −^{145|a3|}_2 > 0, the

conclusions (i)-(iii) of Theorem 7.1 are also hold.

Appendix I: The specific proof of Lemma 4.1:

For any t ≥ s, let ς_0(t) be a stopping time as defined by ς_0(t) = inf{r ≥ t : ‖u(r)‖ > R_0}, and we set ς_0(t) = +∞ if inf{r ≥ t : ‖u(t)‖ > R_0} = ∅. For any T ≥ 0, by (A2), (A5) and (3.4),(3.21), applying the Itô formula to ‖u((t + T ) ∧ ς_0(t))‖^2 yields

E ‖u((t + T ) ∧ ς_0(t))‖^2 = E ‖u(t)‖^2 + E ∫_{(t+T )∧ς0(t)} t [2_V ∗ ⟨A(r, u(r)), u(r))⟩_V + 2 ⟨f(r, u_r), u(r)⟩ + ‖g(r, u_r )‖^2_{L (K,U)}]dr ≤ L_1 + L_2 ‖φ‖^2_H + [−(2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ] ∫_{(t+T )∧ς0(t)} t E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) ∫_{(t+T )∧ς0(t)} t ∫_0 −τ E ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr + ( 1 ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2T ≤ L_1 + L_2 ‖φ‖^2_H + [−(2η_1 − ϵ_1) + 2λ + 2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ] ∫_{(t+T )∧ς0(t)} t E ‖u(r)‖^2 dr + (2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) ∫_t t−τ E ‖u(r + θ)‖^2 π(dθ)dr + ( 1 ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2T ≤ L_1 + L_2 ‖φ‖^2_H − τ(2η_2 + η_3 1 − ϵ_2 ) G_1 + G_4 G_2 + G_5 + ( 1 ϵ_1 + 1 ϵ_2

)M^2T := L(φ, T ).

(I.1)

By (I.1), we have E [‖u(ς_0(t))‖^2 1_{ς0(t)<t+T} ] ≤ L, (I.2) which implies P(ω : ς_0(t) < t + T ) ≤ L R^2_0

. (I.3) Hence for any t ≥ s, there exists a positive constant R^′_0 independent of ϵ ∈ [0, 1] such that the solution u(t; s, φ) of (5.1) satisfies P(ω : { sup_{r∈[t,t+T ]} ‖u(r; s, φ)‖ > R}) < ϵ, t ≥ s, R ≥ R^′_0. This completes the proof. □

Appendix II: The specific proof of Lemma 4.2:

Consider the system (5.1), du(t) = [A(t, u(t)) + f(t, u_t)dt + g(t, u_t)]dW (t), t ≥ s with the initial data u_s = φ ∈ H. We know that under (A1)-(A5), (5.1) admits a unique solution u(t; s, φ) := u(t) and note that

u(t; s, φ) = φ(0) + ∫_t s [A(r, u(r; s, φ)) + f(r, u_r(s, φ))]dr + ∫_t s g(r, u_r (s, φ))dW (r). For any ϵ > 0, letting T = 2τ of Lemma 4.1, it follows from Proposition 1 and the definition of the norm of ~U that there exists R_2 > 0 such that for any t ≥ s

P(ω : sup r∈[t,t+τ ] ‖u_t‖_{H̃} > R_2) < ϵ. (II.1)

For any t ≥ s, let ς_1(t) be a stopping time as defined by

ς_1(t) = inf{r ≥ t : ‖u_t‖_{H̃} > R_2}, (II.2)

and we set ς_1(t) = +∞ if inf{r ≥ t : ‖u_t‖_{H̃} > R_2} = ∅. For any t ≥ s, δ ∈ (0, τ) and l > 1, by (A2), (A5) and Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, we have

E( sup θ∈[t,t+δ] ‖u(θ ∧ ς_1(t)) − u(t)‖^{2l})

≤ 3^{2l−1}E( sup_{θ∈[t,t+δ]} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{θ∧ς1(t)} t A(r, u(r; s, φ))dr ‖ ‖ ‖ 2l ) + 3^{2l−1}E( sup_{θ∈[t,t+δ]} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{θ∧ς1(t)} t f(r, u_r(s, φ))dr ‖ ‖ ‖ 2l )

+ 3^{2l−1}E( sup_{θ∈[t,t+δ]} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{θ∧ς1(t)} t g(r, u_r (s, φ))dW (r) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2l )

≤ 3^{2l−1}[(γ_1R^{p−1}_1 + M)^{2l} + (M + L_0R_1)^{2l}]δ^{2l} + 3C_lE ( ∫_{(t+δ)∧ς1 (t)} t ‖g(r, u_r (s, φ))‖^2 dr)^l ≤ G_7δ^l. Let s → −∞ such that for any t ∈ R

E ( sup θ∈[t,t+δ] ‖U(θ ∧ ς_1(t)) − U(t)‖^2) ≤ G_7δ^l. (II.3)

By (II.1) and (II.2), we obtain P(ω : ς_1(t − τ) < t) < ϵ. Hence let δ = 1 ∧ τ ∧ (^{ϵκ2l}_{τ 9l} )^{1l−1} , then we have

P(ω : { sup θ_1,θ_2∈[−τ,0],|θ_1−θ_2|<δ ‖U_t(θ_1) − U_t(θ_2)‖ ≥ κ})

≤ P(ω : ς_1(t − τ) < t) + P(ω : {ς_1(t − τ) > t, sup

θ_1∈[−τ,0],θ_2∈[θ_1,(θ_1+δ)∧0]

‖U(t + θ_1) − U(t + θ_2)‖ ≥ κ}) ≤ ε + P(ω : {ς_1(t − τ) > t, max_{k∈[0,} [^τ_δ ]],k∈N^+ sup r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ] ‖U(r) − U(t − (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ 3 })

≤ ε + [^τ_δ ]∑ k=0 P(ω : {ς_1(t − (k + 1)δ ∧ τ) > t, sup r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ] ‖U(r) − U(t − (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ 3 })

≤ ε + [^τ_δ ]∑ k=0 P(ω : { sup r∈[t−(k+1)δ∧τ,t−kδ] ‖U(r ∧ ς_1(t − (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)) − U(t − (k + 1)δ ∧ τ)‖ ≥ κ 3 })

≤ ε + (1 + τ δ ) 3^{2l} κ^{2l} G_7δ^l ≤ G_8ε. This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgments

The first author (S. Lu) supported by Graduate Innovation Fund of Jilin University. The second author (X. Yang) was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (12071175, 12371191). The third author (Y. Li) was supported by National Basic Research Program of China (2013CB834100), National Natural Science Foundation of China (12071175, 11171132 and 11571065), Project of Science and Technology Development of Jilin Province (2017C028-1 and 20190201302JC) and Natural Science Foundation of Jilin Province (20200201253JC).

Data availability

No data was used for the research described in the article

References

References

[1] N. Agram, S. Haadem, B. Øksendal, F. Proske, A maximum principle for infinite horizon delay equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45 (2013), 2499-2522.

[2] L. Arnold, C. Tudor, Stationary and almost periodic solutions of almost periodic affine stochastic differential equations, Stochastics Stochastics Rep., 64 (1998), 177-193.

[3] J. Bao, F.-Y. Wang, C. Yuan, Hypercontractivity for functional stochastic differential equations, Stochastic Process. Appl., 125 (2015), 3636-3656.

[4] J. Bao, F.-Y. Wang, C. Yuan, Limit theorems for additive functionals of path-dependent SDEs, Discrete Contin.

Dyn. Syst., 40 (2020), 5173-5188.

[5] A. Blumenthal, M. C. Zelati, R. S. Gvalani, Exponential mixing for random dynamical systems and an example of Pierrehumbert, Ann. Probab., 51 (2023), 1559-1601.

[6] H. Bohr, Zur theorie der fast periodischen funktionen (German) I. Acta Math, 45 (1925), 29-127. [7] H. Bohr, Zur Theorie der Fastperiodischen Funktionen (German) II. Acta Math. 46 (1925), 101-214. [8] H. Bohr, Zur Theorie der Fastperiodischen Funktionen (German) III. Acta Math. 47 (1926), 237-281. [9] H. Bohr, Almost Periodic Functions. Chelsea Publishing Company, New York, 1947. [10] J. Bricmont, A. Kupiainen, R. Lefevere, Exponential mixing of the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes dynamics, Comm. Math. Phys., 230 (2002), 87-132.

[11] T. Caraballo, K. Liu, A. Truman, Stochastic functional partial differential equations: existence, uniqueness and asymptotic decay property, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A., 456 (2000), 1775-1802.

[12] P. Cattiaux, D. Chafaï, A. Guillin, Central limit theorems for additive functionals of ergodic Markov diffusions processes, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 9 (2012), 337-382.

[13] D. Cheban, Global Attractors of Non-autonomous Dissipative Dynamical Systems, Interdisciplinary Mathematical Sciences, 1. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, 2004.

[14] D. Cheban, Z. Liu, Periodic, quasi-periodic, almost periodic, almost automorphic, Birkhoff recurrent and Poisson stable solutions for stochastic differential equations, J. Differential Equations, 269 (2020), 3652-3685.

[15] F. Chen, Y. Han, Y. Li, X. Yang, Periodic solutions of Fokker-Planck equations, J. Differential Equations, 263 (2017), 285-298.

[16] Z. Chen, B. Wang, Invariant measures of fractional stochastic delay reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains, Nonlinearity, 34 (2021), 3969-4016.

[17] Z. Chen, B. Wang, Existence, exponential mixing and convergence of periodic measures of fractional stochastic delay reaction-diffusion equations on R^n , J. Differential Equations, 336 (2022), 505-564.

[18] M. Cheng, Z. Liu, Periodic, almost periodic and almost automorphic solutions for SPDEs with monotone coefficients, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, 26 (2021), 6425-6462.

[19] M. Cheng, Z. Liu, The second Bogolyubov theorem and global averaging principle for SPDEs with monotone coefficients, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 55 (2023), 1100-1144.

[20] A. Colubi, M. López-Díaz, J. S. Domínguez-Menchero, M. A. Gil, A generalized strong law of large numbers, Probab. Theory Related Fields, 114 (1999), 401-417.

[21] P. Del Moral, D. Villemonais, Exponential mixing properties for time inhomogeneous diffusion processes with killing, Bernoulli, 24 (2018), 1010-1032.

[22] W. Doeblin, Sur deux problèmes de M. kolmogoroff concernant les chanes dénombrables, Bull. Socit Math. Fr.

66 (1938), 210-220.

[23] C. Feng, B. Qu, H. Zhao, Random quasi-periodic paths and quasi-periodic measures of stochastic differential equations, J. Differential Equations, 286 (2021), 119-163.

[24] C. Feng, H. Zhao, Random periodic processes, periodic measures and ergodicity, J. Differential Equations, 269 (2020), 7382-7428.

[25] C. Feng, H. Zhao, J. Zhong, Existence of geometric ergodic periodic measures of stochastic differential equations, J. Differential Equations, 359 (2023), 67-106.

[26] M. Fu, Z. Liu, Square-mean almost automorphic solutions for some stochastic differential equations, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., 138 (2010), 3689-3701.

[27] X. Gao, H. Gao, Existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations with delays, Appl. Math. Lett., 95 (2019), 158-164.

[28] C. C. Heyde, D. J. Scott, Invariance principles for the law of the iterated logarithm for martingales and processes with stationary increments, Ann. Probab., 1 (1973), 428-436.

[29] J. Jacod, A. Shiryaev, Limit Theorems for Stochastic Processes, Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. [30] C. Ji, X. Yang, Y. Li, Periodic solutions for SDEs through upper and lower solutions, Discrete Contin. Dyn.

Syst. Ser. B, 25 (2020), 4737-4754.

[31] M. Ji, W. Qi, Z. Shen, Y. Yi, Existence of periodic probability solutions to Fokker-Planck equations with applications, J. Funct. Anal., 277 (2019), 108281.

[32] M. Ji, W. Qi, Z. Shen, Y. Yi, Convergence to periodic probability solutions in Fokker-Planck equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 53 (2021), 1958-1992.

[33] R. Khasminskii, Stochastic Stability of Differential Equations, 2^{nd} edition, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012. [34] C. Kipnis, S. R.S. Varadhan, Central limit theorem for additive functionals of reversible Markov processes and applications to simple exclusions, Commun. Math. Phys., 104 (1986), 1-19.

[35] V. B. Kolmanovskii, V. R. Nosov, Stability of Functional Differential Equations, Academic Press, New York, 1986.

[36] T. Komorowski, A. Walczuk, Central limit theorem for Markov processes with spectral gap in the Wasserstein metric, Stoch. Process. Appl., 122 (2012), 2155-2184.

[37] S. Kuksin, V. Nersesyan, A. Shirikyan, Exponential mixing for a class of dissipative PDEs with bounded degenerate noise, Geom. Funct. Anal., 30 (2020), 126-187.

[38] A. Kulik, Ergodic Behavior of Markov Processes: With Applications to Limit Theorems, vol. 67, Walter De Gruyter, Berlin/Boston, 2017.

[39] A. Kulik, Exponential ergodicity of the solutions to SDE’s with a jump noise, Stochastic Process. Appl., 119 (2009), 602-632.

[40] B. M. Levitan, Almost Periodic Functions (Russian), Gosudarstv. Izdat. Tekhn-Teor. Lit., Moscow, 1953. [41] D. Li, B. Wang, X. Wang, Periodic measures of stochastic delay lattice systems, J. Differential Equations, 272 (2021), 74-104.

[42] Y. Lin, Y. Li, D. Li, Periodic measures of impulsive stochastic neural networks lattice systems with delays, J.

Math. Phys., 63 (2022), 18 pp.

[43] R. Liu, K. Lu, Exponential mixing and limit theorems of quasi-periodically forced 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes Equations in the hypoelliptic setting, arXiv:2205.14348.

[44] Z. Liu, K. Sun, Almost automorphic solutions for stochastic differential equations driven by Lévy noise, J.

Funct. Anal., 266 (2014), 1115-1149.

[45] Z. Liu, W. Wang, Favard separation method for almost periodic stochastic differential equations, J. Differential Equations, 260 (2016), 8109-8136.

[46] S. Lu, X. Yang, Poisson stable solutions for stochastic functional evolution equations with infinite delay, J.

Differential Equations, 375 (2023), 374-414.

[47] S. Lu, X. Yang, Poisson stable solutions and solution maps for stochastic functional differential equations, Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul., 127 (2023), No.107533.

[48] F. Maccheroni, M. Marinacci, A strong law of large numbers for capacities, Ann. Probab., 33 (2005), 1171-1178. [49] X. Mao, Razumikhin-type theorems on exponential stability of stochastic functional differential equations, Stochastic Process. Appl., 65 (1996), 233-250.

[50] X. Mao, Stochastic Differential Equations and Applications, Second edition, Horwood Publishing Limited, Chichester, 2008.

[51] S.-E.A. Mohammed, Stochastic Functional Differential Equations, Longman, Harlow/New York, 1986. [52] S. Novo, C. Núñez, R. Obaya, Almost automorphic and almost periodic dynamics for quasimonotone nonautonomous functional differential equations, J. Dynam. Differential Equations, 17 (2005), 589-619.

[53] C. Prévôt, M. Röckner, A Concise Course on Stochastic Partial Differential Equations, Lecture Notes in Math., 1905, Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[54] M. Reiß, M. Riedle, O. van Gaans, Delay differential equations driven by Lévy processes: stationarity and Feller properties, Stoch. Process. Appl., 116 (2006), 1409-1432.

[55] M. Röckner, L. Xie, L. Yang, Asymptotic behavior of multiscale stochastic partial differential equations with Hölder coefficients, J. Funct. Anal., 285 (2023), 110103, 50 pp.

[56] B. A. Shcherbakov, Topologic Dynamics and Poisson Stability of Solutions of Differential Equations (Russian), Ştiinţa Chişinău 1972.

[57] B. A. Shcherbakov, The comparability of the motions of dynamical systems with regard to the nature of their recurrence (Russian), Differencial’nye Uravnenija 1975;11:1246-1255 [English translation: Differential Equations 1975;11: 937-943].

[58] A. Shirikyan, Law of large numbers and central limit theorem for randomly forced PDE’s, Probab. Theory Related Fields, 134 (2006), 215-247.

[59] K. S. Sibirsky, Introduction to Topological Dynamics, Noordhoff International Publishing, Leiden, 1975. [60] H. L. Smith, X.-Q. Zhao, Global asymptotic stability of traveling waves in delayed reaction-diffusion equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 31 (2000), 514-534.

[61] M. Sui, Y. Wang, X. Han, P. E. Kloeden, Random recurrent neural networks with delays, J. Differential Equations, 269 (2020), 8597-8639.

[62] C. A. Tudor, N. Yoshida, High order asymptotic expansion for Wiener functionals, Stochastic Process. Appl., 164 (2023), 443-492.

[63] X. Wang, K. Lu, B. Wang, Random attractors for delay parabolic equations with additive noise and deterministic nonautonomous forcing, SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 14 (2015), 1018-1047.

[64] Y. Wang, F. Wu, C. Zhu, Limit theorems for additive functionals of stochastic functional differential equations with infinite delay, J. Differential Equations, 308 (2022), 421-454.

[65] F. Wu, G. Yin, H. Mei, Stochastic functional differential equations with infinite delay: existence and uniqueness of solutions, solution maps, Markov properties, and ergodicity, J. Differential Equations, 262 (2017), 1226-1252.

[66] D. Xu, Y. Huang, Z. Yang, Existence theorems for periodic Markov process and stochastic functional differential equations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 24 (2009), 1005-1023.