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ABSTRACT

We consider stochastic semilinear partial differential equations with Lip-
schitz nonlinear terms. We prove existence and uniqueness of an invariant
measure and the existence of a solution for the corresponding Kolmogorov
equation in the space L?*(H;v), where v is the invariant measure. We also
prove the closability of the derivative operator and an integration by parts
formula. Finally, under boundness conditions on the nonlinear term, we
prove a Poincaré inequality, a logarithmic Sobolev inequality and the iper-
contractivity of the transition semigroup.
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1 Introduction and setting of the problem

We are concerned with the following semilinear equation perturbed by noise
in the Hilbert space H of all 2w-periodic real functions

{dX = (D2X — X + DeF(X))dt + dW, O

X(0)(§) = (&), ¢£€][0,27],
where z € H, F € C'(H; H) with DF € C,(H; L(H)) and W is a cylindrical

Wiener process defined on a probability space (2, F,[P) with values in H.
We shall denote by (-, ) the inner product in H, defined by

(e, y) = / "e(©y(e)de, wyeH
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and by | - |2 the corresponding norm. We shall prove that (Il) admits a
unique mild solution in the space Cy ([0, T]; H), consisting of all stochastic
processes X (-, z) € C([0,T]; L*(Q; H)) which are adapted to W (t). We recall
that a treatment of the Cauchy problem for an extensive class of Burgers-type
equations can be found in [II]. We shall also prove the differentiability of
X (t, z) with respect to  and some approximation theorems both for X (¢, x)
and its derivative. Through the mild solution X (¢,z) of ([l) we shall define
the transition semigroup {P;}i>o as

Bip(x) = Elp(X (¢, 2))],

where ¢ : H € R is Borel and bounded. We shall prove strong Feller and
irreducibility properties of the transition semigroup {F;};>o in order to en-
sure, thanks to the Doob theorem, the uniqueness of an invariant measure
for the transition semigroup. We recall that a Borel probability measure v
is invariant for the semigroup P, if we have

| oo = [ oav 2)

for all ¢ : H — R continuous and bounded. Then we shall present some
sufficient conditions on F' that imply the existence (and consequently, by the
Doob theorem, the uniqueness) of an invariant measure. The existence of an
invariant measure v allow us to extend uniquely P; to a strongly continuous
semigroup (still denoted by P;) in L*(H;v). We shall denote by K, its
infinitesimal generator. Then we shall show that K5 is the closure of the
following differential operator

Kup() = 5 Tr[D%e(a)] + (D} = D + DeF(z), Dio(a)

where T'r denote the trace, D denote the derivative with respect to  and
¢ belong to a suitable subspace of L?(H;v) that will be rigorously defined
in the following. This kind of result was proved for a Burgers equation with
coloured noise (see [3]). In the present situation (Lipschitz nonlinearities
and a white noise perturbation) the result seems to be new. An extensive
survey on second order partial differential operators in Hilbert spaces can be
found in the monographs [I], [2], [6]. A second new result of this paper is the
closability of the operator D in L?(H;v) and that D(K3) is included in the
Sobolev space W12(H; v). This implies the integration by parts formula

1
/ pKopdy =~ / Doldv, o€ D(Ky). 3)
H H
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Moreover (but only in the case |[DF|lp < 2) we shall show that by @) it
follows a Poincaré-type inequality, i.e.

_ 1
[ lo—stdv < e [ IDelin, e WY, @)
H 2(1— =) Ju

As consequence of (@) we shall derive that the spectrum of K5 in the space
Li(H:v) = {¢ € L*(H;v) : [, pdv = 0} is contained in the half space
{A € C: R\ < —(1—|DFJj3/4)}. Moreover, we shall prove a logaritmic
Sobolev inequality and consequently the hypercontractivity of P;.

This paper is organized as follows: in the next section we introduce some
notations and some functional spaces that will be used in what follows. Sec-
tion 3 is devoted in proving existence and uniqueness of a mild solution
X(t,z) of problem ([l) and to its differentiability with respect to z, and in
section 4 we prove some approximation theorems. In section 5 we introduce
the transition semigroup P;, and in sections 6, 7 we discuss the strong Feller
and irreducibility properties respectively. In section 8 we prove the existence
of an invariant measure. In section 9 we study the infinitesimal generator K,
of the semigroup P, in L?*(H;v), where v is an invariant measure for P;. Sec-
tion 10 is devoted to the integration by parts formula, and section 11 to the
Sobolev space W'?(H;v), i.e. the domain of the clousure of D in L*(H;v).
Finally, the Poincaré inequality, the spectral gap and the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality are discussed in section 12.

2 Preliminaries

Let us write problem ([Il) in an abstract form. For this it is convenient to
consider
the complete orthogonal system {ey}rez in H given by

L sin(k€), k < 0, € € [0, 2n).

ex(€) = {\/%COS(%), k>0, ¢€[0,27],
Ve

We represent any element x € H by its Fourier series

r=) wper, xp = (),

kEZ

and for any o > 0 we define the set

Hy ={x € H :|z]y, < oo},



where

|x‘270 _ (Z(l 4 k2)0/2‘$k‘2)1/2.

Z€Z

Now, we define a linear operator A : D(A) — H by
Ax(§) = Dix(€) — x(€), € € [0,27], D(A) = H(0,2r).

The linear operator A is selfadjoint and Aej, = —(1+k?)es,, k € Z. Clearly
we have that |(—A)?/?z|y = |7|s, and |(—A + 1)/22]y = |Dexl|y. The cylin-
drical Wiener process W (t) is formally defined by

=Y Bult)er, t>0,
z€Z

where {f} is a sequence of mutually independent real Brownian process in
a given probability space (2, F,P). Finally ([l) can be written as

{dX(t) = (AX(t) + De F(X(2)))dt + dW (t), (5)

X(0)=zecH

In the following we will denote by || - [|o the supremum norm in the space
C(H;L(H)). Clearly the conditions on F' implies |[DF ||y < co. We write
(@) in the following mild form

) =¢ x+/ Dee™ DA F (X (t))ds + Wa(t) (6)

where Wy4(t) is the stochastic convolution
Wa(t) = / (=949 (s Z/ TR e dBi(s).
0 ke

Notice that for any o € [0,1/2) we have that W4(t) € L*(; HE), since

(1+ &%)
IWaOlia@ung) = EIWaOB, <>~ 55 ay <
kEeZ

In order to give a precise meaning to equation (@), we introduce, for any
t > 0, the linear mapping

K(t): H— H, z K(t)z, K(t)x = D'

We have



Lemma 1. K(t) is a linear bounded mapping from H into itself. Moreover
there exists k > 0 such that

|K (x|, < ke 't Y?|zly, € H (7)
Proof. For any t > 0 we have

DgetAJI = Z ke_(sz)txke_k.
keZ

Then
2 2
\DgetAx@ _ Zk,2e—2(l+k )t|ZEk|2 < sup k,2e—(1+k )t\x@.
keZ kez

Since, as it can be easily seen,

-1,-2t
t

Sup k,2e—2(1+k2)t < e

1
keZ T 4y/e
the conclusion follows. O O

In the following will be useful the next

Lemma 2. Suppose b > 0, > 0 and that a(t) is a nonnegative function
locally integrable on 0 <t < T fulfilling

¢
u(t) < a(t) + b/ (t —s)"tu(s)ds, t€[0,T].
0
Then we have

u(t) < a(t) + H/t Ey(0(t — s))a(s)ds, 0<t<T

where
0= O, Ble) =3 o By(:) = By
’ p - I'(ng+1)’ A dz PV
Moreover
)~ t B2~ Ba() ~
(2) ~ —— as z — 07, () ~ 2) ~ — as z — +00,
)~ 1) o ’ 8

and if a(t) = a, constant, then u(t) < aEz(6t).

Proof. See e.g. Lemma 7.1.1 on [12]. O O



3 The mild solution X(¢,x) and its differen-
tiability

Theorem 1. For any x € H and T > 0 there exists a unique mild solution

X € Cw([0,T); H) of equation (B).

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of a solution of equation (H) follows easily
by the fixed point method in the space Cy ([0, T]; H). O O

We prove here that the mild solution X (¢, z) of (@) is differentiable with
respect to x and that for any h € H it holds

DX(t,l’) h= nh(th)a
where 1" (¢, ) is the mild solution of the equation

d

dt h(t’ 33) = Aﬁh(t,l") + Dg(DF(X(t’ 33) . nh(t, x))

n"(0,2) = h

This means that n"(¢, x) is the solution of the integral equation

(8)

n(t,x) = e h +/0 K(t—8)DF(X(s,2))-n"(s,2)ds, t>0. (9)

Theorem 2. Assume that X (t,x) is the solution of equation ). Then it is
differentiable with respect to x P-a.s., and for any h € H we have

DX(t,x)-h=n"(t,z), P— a.s. (10)
and ,
IIDF|Ig

', 2)ls < e R, 120 (1)

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1, we notice that (B) has a unique
mild solution n"(¢,x) in Cy ([0,T]; H). Let us prove (). By multiplying
both sides of ) by n(t,x) and integrating on [0, 27| we have

L — "t 2)f5 = (An"(t,2), 0" (¢, 2)) + (De(DF(X(t, z)) - 0" (t, ), 0" (L, z)).

2dt
Integrating by parts and applying the Holder inequality we find
1d
t
|DF|3
(A (t.2). ot .2)) + 20 203 D (1,2)3 =

IDF||3
= ( 4 ¢ — 1)|77h(t’x)|g'




Then () follows by Gronwall’s lemma.

Now we prove that n(t, z) fulfills (IT). For this fix T' > 0, z,h € H such
that |h|os < 1. We claim that there exist a constant Cr > 0 and a function
or(+): H— RT, with op(h) — 0 as h — 0, such that

|X(t,x +h) — X(t,) —n"(t,x)|s < Crop(h)|hls, P —as..

Setting
Pt @) = X(to 4+ h) — X (&) — (1, 2),

rn(t, x) satisfies the equation
rp(t,x) = /0 K(t—s) [F(X(s, r+h)— F(X(s,z))|ds+

— /O K(t—s)DF(X(s,2)) - n"(s,2)ds.

Consequently we have that
rlt.z) = /tK(t—s)/IDF(p((,s))dQ(X(s,x+h)+X(s,x))ds+
/Kt—s)DF(X(s 2)) - (s, 2)ds =
_ /Kt—s / DF(p(C, $))dC - ra(s, 2)ds +
" / K(t—s) / (DF(p(¢,5)) — DF(X(s,2)))dC - (s, 2)ds.

where p((,s) = (X(s,x+ h)+ (1 — ()X (s,x). Notice that since F' € C} (H)
and X (¢, x) is continuous with respect to x uniformly in [0, 77, there exists
a function o7 : H — R such that op — 0 as h — 0 and

[DF(p(¢, 8)) = DF(X(s,2))|2 < or(h). (12)

Setting

vr = sup ellPFIs/A=11
tel0,7]

and taking into account ([[1l),(I2), we find

|| Kt=s) [ (DF((¢5) = DF(X (s, o (s a)ish <

t
< / =) (¢ — §)"V2dsgp (B[] < Hr(i)wa:p(h)mb.
0



It follows that
t
1
[ (t, @)]2 < IIDFHo/ e U (t — 5) 7P ry (s, @)|ads + %F(Z)VTUT(h)Ihlza
0

and thus by Lemma Bl we have |r(t,2)|s < &I'(1/2)ypEr2(0T)or(h), |hl2,
where § = (| DF||oT'(1/2))”. This implies (TT). O O

4 Approximation of X (t,z) and n"(t, z)

In this section we consider the approximated problem

{an(t) = (AX(t) + Den(F(Xn(t)))dt + dW (t), (13)

X, (0) =z € H,
where Dg,, € L(H) is defined by D;,, = D¢ o P, and P, is the projection of

H into the linear span of {e_,,...,e,}. We also consider problem ([3J) in its
mild form, i.e.

) =¢ x—l—/K (t — s)F(X,(s))ds + Wy(t), (14)

where K,,(t) = D¢ ne'd. Notice that D¢ ,oF : H — H is a nonlinear Lipschitz
continuos function, and so, as it is well know (see, for example, [7]), problem
([3) admits a mild solution in Cy ([0, T]; H). Moreover, for any n € N, ¢t > 0
we have that K,,(t) € L(H) and it holds

(8 ey < VK8 e (15)
K,(-) = K(-)in C([to, T|; L(H)), 0 <ty <T.
We have

Theorem 3. If X,,(t,z) and X (t,z) are the solutions of problem () and
@) respectively, then

lim X,(-,z) = X(-,2), inCw([0,T];H). (16)

n—oo

Proof. Let us fix ¢ > 0. Taking into account (@), () we have

X(t,x)—Xn(t,x):/O (K(t— 5) — Ko (t — $))F(X (5))ds+

/K (t — 8)(F(X(s)) — F(Xo(s))ds



Moreover, taking into account ([H), for all 0 < t, < ¢ < T' it holds

| / (E(t — 5) — Kt — $)F(X(5))ds]s <

/ 1Kn(s) — K()llcndsl| Do sup [X(0)ls <
0<t<T
< (2 / 1K ()]l / 1K (5) = Kn(s) ] cinyds) IDE]o sup [X()]s <
0<t<T
< (4rvis 4T sup K () — Knl®)loum)IDFllo sup [X(0);
to<t<T 0<t<T

| /Ot K (t = 5)(F(X(s)) = F(Xn(s))ds|z <
< k||DF||o /Ot(t —5) V291X (5) — X,(5)|ods.
Then, by Lemma Bl it follows
[ X(t) = Xa()]2 < (4%||DFH00212>T\X(t,$)|2¢%+

+ THDFHoOilgT X (t,2) 2| K () = Kn() o), c0)) Ery2(0T),

and consequently

sup E|X(t) — X,,(t)5 < 2(165%| DF||5to+

te[0,7
+ T2||DFH(2)HK(') - Kn(')||2C([t0,T],L(H)))E1/2(9T)2||X('ax)HCw([O,T];H)

Now taking

—1€
to < (165 | DF[3Ey (6| X (- 0)llcw omaen)

and n such that

~1/2,€
sup || K () = Ku()ll < (T*IDFISE12(0T | X (- @)l ey o,ry:m)) (1)1/2
te(to,T)
we find
sup E|X () — X,(t)|3 < e.
te[0,7
Theorem B is proved. O O



Denote with 1’ (¢, z) the mild solution of problem

o) = Anl(t, ) + De(DF (X0, ) (1, 7).

17
772(0’93) = h. o

It is well know that the solution X, (¢, z) of problem ([3) it is differentiable
with respect to x P—a.s. (see, for example, [7]), and that

(DX,(t,x),h) =m(t,x), heHt>0.

Moreover it is easy to see that ([[I]) still holds for n"(¢,z). We have also the
next

Theorem 4. If n"(t,x) and n"(t,z) are the solutions of problems (&), (1)
respectively, then for all h € H

lim 7, (t, ) = 7" (t, ) (18)
n—oo

in Cw ([0, T]; H)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem O O

5 The transition semigroup

The transition semigroup corresponding to the mild solution X (¢,z) of (@)
is defined by

Pp(z) =E[p(X(t,z))], @€ By(H),t>0,x¢€ H. (19)
Let us also consider the approximating semigroup
Flo(x) = Elp(Xn(t,2))], @€ By(H),t >0,z € H, (20)
for all n € N, where X, (¢, x) is the solution of ([[4]). We have obviously
1Peello < llello,  » € By(H),
and by the dominated convergence theorem it follows that

lim Plyo(z) = Pp(z), ¢e€ Cy(H), x € H.

n—oo

If F € C}(H; H), by Theorem B we have that, for all p € C}(H), Pyp(x) and
P*¢(x) are differentiable with respect to = and it holds

(DPp(x), h) = E(Dp(X (t,2)),n"(t, ), h€H,

10



(DPp(x), h) = E(Do(X, (¢, 2)),my(t, ), heH.
Moreover, by Theorem Bl and (I8) it follows that for all p € C}(H), h € H,

lim (DP?p(z).h) = (DPrp(z). )

in C([0, T]; R).

6 Strong Feller property

In order to prove the strong Feller property of the transition semigroup F;,
i.e for all ¢ € By(H), t > 0, it follows that P, € Cy(H), we shall use the
Bismut-Elworthy formula (see [4]). Since D¢F is not Lipschitz continuous,
we will apply the Bismut-Elworthy formula to the approximated transition
semigroup P, defined in (20), and then te shall let n — co.

Lemma 3. If o € CZ(H) and t > 0 we have, for alln € N, Py € C}(H)
and, for any h € H,

(DR ) = E[e(X(t.0) [ ks dV)]. e

Proof. See []. O O

Formula (1) remains true also for ¢ € Cy(H), since we can pointwise
approximate a Cy(H)-function by a sequence of C?(H)-functions.

Theorem 5. The transition semigroup P, defined in () is strong Feller.
Proof. Step 1. If ¢ € CZ(H), for all ¢ > 0 we have

V2  IpFI3
DPp(z)|s <t '-—at(e 2z ' —
| tQO( )‘2 = ||DFHO(

In fact by (ZII), using the Holder inequality and recalling ([l), for all n € N

we have

D2lilo.

t
[(DPp(x), h)* < t_2||¢||§/0 [ (s, ) |3ds <

t pr)2 2 IDFIIZ
<t_2 2 5 sh2d :t_2 2 Tt_l h2.
< 8ol [ bl = el (e )Ihf

Now, letting n — oo, the conclusion holds for the arbitrariness of h.
Step 2. For any ¢ € By(H), t > 0 and x,y € H it holds

\/i (eHDSHOt .
1D F]l

|Pro(x) — Prply)| <t DY2ellolz =yl (22)

11



In order to prove the step we need to approximate ¢ by a sequence of CZ(H)-
functions. Since CZ(H) is not dense in B,(H), we will use a suitable pointwise
approximation. Fix ¢ > 0 and =,y € H. Let us define a signed measure (
setting ¢ = Aiyp — Ary, Where A\, A, are the law of X(¢,2) and X(¢,y)
respectively, and consider a sequence {¢,} of CZ(H )-functions such that

lim @, (2) = ¢(z) C-as, |enllo <lello Vel

n—o0

By step 1 we have

|Pipn(z) — Prpn(y)] < sup | DPipn(0x 4 (1 — 0)y)) || ez — yl2 <

L V2 ioriey e

<t (e lenllol = ylo-
IDF o
By the dominate convergence theorem, it follows that (22)) holds and so
P,p € Cy(H) as claimed. Theorem H is proved. 0O 0O

7 Irreducibility

A basic tool for proving irreducibility of P, is the approximate controllability
of the following controlled system

{ym = Ay(t) + DeF(y(t)) + u(t)
y(0) ==

where u € L?([0,T]; H). Let us denote by y(-, z; u) the mild solution of (23),
that is the solution of the integral equation

(23)

) = ¢ £E—|-/ K(t—s)F(y(s))ds + a.(t), (24)
where .
ou(t) = /0 elt=54y(s)ds.

We say that the sistem (23) is approximatively controllable if for any ¢ >
0,7 >0, x, z € H, there exists u € L*([0,T]; H) such that

(T, z5u) — 2| <e. (25)

We have

12



Lemma 4. The system (Z3) is approzimatively controllable.

Proof. Let be e > 0, T > 0, x, z € H. we have to show that there exists
u € L*([0,T]; H) such that (Z5) holds.
Step 1. The mapping

o L*([0,T); H) — Co([0,T); H) u+ oy,
where
Co([0,T]; H) = {z € C([0, T]; H) = x(0) = 0}
has dense range. In fact is easy to check that the set
Do = {p € C'([0,T]; D(A)) : 2(0) = 0}
is dense in Cy([0,T); H). Now let ¢ € Dy and set

u(t) = ¢(t) — Ap(t) — Dep(t).

It is clear that o, = ¢, so the range of ¢ is dense as claimed.
Step 2. Conclusion.
Choose ¢ € C([0,T]; H) such that 1(0) = 0, ¥(T") = z, for istance

T—1t t
r+ =z, t€[0,T],

o) = "o+ o

and set
t
o) = o(t) o = [ K(t =) P(o)ds, t € 0.7,
0
Now, given € > 0, by Step 1 there exists u € L*([0, T|; H) such that

lou(t) —g(t)| < C, t € [0,T],

where the constant C' will be choosen later. Let us show that (23) holds. In
fact, let y(-, x; u) be the solution of (23)). By ([) we have

ly(t) = p(t)l2 < /O (K (t = s)(F(y(s)) — F(¥(s)))|2ds + |ou(t) — g(t)]2 <

t
< ff||DFHo/ o~ (t = 5) T2 y(s) — w(s)lads + |ou(t) — g(t)]s.
0
Then by Lemma B it follows that

ly(t) = ¥ (t)]2 < CEpa(61)

and consequently
[y(T) — 2|2 < CEy2(0T).

Now it is enough to choose C' < E1/4(9T)_15. O O

13



Theorem 6. The transition semigroup P, defined in () is irriducible.

Proof. Let bee, T >0, x, z € H. We have to show that

PiXae(o (@) = P(X(t2) 2 > ) < L (26)
where X (¢, z) is the solution of (). For this purpose we choose a control
u € L*([0,T); H) such that |y(T,z;u) — 2| < /2, where y is the solution of

4. Since

£
|X(T7 .T) - Z‘2 S |X(T7 .T) - y(Ta .Z')|2 + 57

we have
PIX(T0) - > 1) S PX(Tr) =Tl > 5. (20
But by (@) it holds
X(t.2) ~ y(t)l <
< [ 1K = ) (FOX 5, = Flolo,a)lads + Wal6) = ) <
< RIDFo [ ¢ =) 21X 5,2) ol + (Wal0) = o)

consequently, by Lemma B it follows that

(X (&, 2) = y()]2 < [Wal(t) = oult)]2 + 9/ E15(0(t = ) [Wals) = ouls)l2-

Moreover, since W, (-) is a nondegenerate continuous Gaussian random vari-
able, we have that P(sup,c(o 7y |[Wa(t) — o(t)]2 > ¢) < 1. This implies that

POX(T,2) —y(T)]2 > ¢) <
P(IWa(t) — ou(t)]2 + 9/0 1720 = 5))[Wa(s) = ou(s)]2 > €) < 1,

and therefore (28]) is proved. O O

8 Existence and uniqueness of an invariant
measure

In this section we shall assume that

14



Hypotesis 6.1.

[Fllo < o0
or
IDFjo <2
or
F € CYR;R) and ||F'||op < oo

(30)

In order to prove the existence of an invariant measure we set Y (t) =
X(t,x) — Wyu(t), where X (t, z) is the solution of problem (H). Since Y () is

the solution of the integral equation

) =¢ x—i-/Kt—s Y (s) + Wa(s))ds,

it follows easily that Y'(¢) is the strong solution of

d

dt
Y (0) = z.

—Y(t) = AY (t) + D F (Y (t) + Wa(t)),

(31)

Multiplying both sides of (BIl) by Y'(¢) and integrating over [0, 27| we find

1d
2 dt

We have the next

V(02 = (AY (1), V() + (DeF(Y () + Wa(t), Y (1)) (32)

Lemma 5. Assume that [28) holds. Then for all 0 < e <1 it holds

t t
YOB+ [ 090Dy (9)fhds < foloe 07 4 [P [ 20700
0 0

Proof. Fix 0 < e < 1. By [28) and (B2) it holds

L , | IDY (BB
g Y )z < (AY (1), ()>+||FHO+%:
e O T Ul

Now (B3)) follows by the Gronwall lemma.

15

DY (1)]3

(33)

|
S22

0 0



Lemma 6. Assume that [E9) holds. Then for all | DF||2/4 < & <1 it holds

_ IDFIS

YR+ -

t
) / ¢~ (1= Doy (s)2ds <
0

< 6_(1_8)t‘x|2—|— ||DFH3 ( te—(l—a)(t—s)‘WA(S”QdS) (34)
= 20 _IPERR N ?

4e

Proof. Fix |DF||3/4 < ¢ < 1. Integrating by parts and applying the Young
inequality we find, for all M > 0,

[(DeE(Y () + Wa(1), Y ()] < [F(Y () + Wa(t))|o| DeY (1) |2 <
< IDF (oY ()]2|DeY (@) 2 + [ DE o] Wa(t) 2| DeY ()]2 <

IDE IDF3 M

< ey ()l + 1270 pey (), + L2800 1y, + Y1y (1))
Then by (B2) we have
1d M | DF|S IDF3
S Y < —(1=a)[Y () 3+ (5 +——2—1)|DeY (t)|a+ 2| Walt
Ly @B <~V O+ o+ 20y Doy o)+ L0
Since |[DF||o < 2 we can set M = 1 — ||DF||3/4¢ and so we find
1d 5 o 1. IDFI3 IDF[3 5
i O < ==Y =50~ D O+ L
Now applying the Gronwall lemma we find (B4]). O O

Lemma 7. If BU) holds, then DF = F’ and for all 0 < e <1 it holds
t
YO+ [ 209Dy (9)ds <
0
t
< Naf DI [ I (35)
Proof. Since F € C'(R;R), it is easy to see that for all z € H, £ € [0, 27],
we have F(z)(§) = F(xz(§)) and therefore DF' = F’. We have also that for

all x € H! it holds
(DeF(x),7) = 0. (36)

In fact we have
(DeF(x), ) = —(F(x), Dex) =

2w 2m z(§)
= [ Pt = [ o [ e~ o
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This implies that for all z € H', y € H it holds
[(DeF(z +y), )| < [|DFlo|yl2| Dexla (37)
In fact, taking into account (B) we have
[(DeF(x +y),x)| = [(F(x+y), Dex)| = {F(z +y) — F(z), Dex)|
that implies [B7). Now fix € > 0. Then, by (B2), it follows

L9y ()2 < (A (0, Y (1)) + | DF|JoWa(t)|2 | DeY (1) =

2dt
DY ()2 DF
DY ()3 ||[DF
<~ -orpp - PLOE WP oy )
and so applying the Gronwall lemma yields (BH). O O

Now we are able to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 7. Let X(t,z) be the mild solution of problem ([H). If hypote-
sis 5.1 holds then there exists a unique invariant measure for the transition

semigroup Py defined in (I9).

Proof. Since for Theorem Bl and Theorem [l the transition semigroup P, is
strong Feller and irreducible, it is sufficient to prove the existence of an
invariant measure (see [B]). So, fix x € H and denote with \;, the law of
X(t,z) and by pr the measure

1 (T
= — A dt
ur T/O t,

Now we shall prove that the family of measure {ur}r>¢ is tight. So, denote

with Bp the set B = {w € H'* : [[3, , < R}. Notice that since H'/* C H

with compact embedding, the set By is compact in H. Moreover we have
X ()l = 2AWa®)ly < 2V (5 2)f, <

< 22(=A+ DY (8 2)]3 < 8|DeY (8 2)f,

where Y (¢, ) is a strong solution of (BIl). Setting ¢ = 1 in (B3), B4), B3),
it is clear that there exists a constant C'(x), depending by x, such that

/T |DeY (¢, 2)|5dt < O(x)(1+T).

17



Then

(& 1 ’ C 1 ’
WBa) = 1 [ MaBRd= g [ ROX ) > R <

1 T
TR J,

IN

T
BX (L o)a)dt < 7o [ BIDeY ()t +
TR J,

T

2 ) 8
tTh ; E[Wa(t)[1)4dt < EC(@

(1+7) 2 9
— E|Wa(t )
T + Rstg(l)) [Wal( )‘1/4

So, it follows that {ur}i>0 is tight. Now, by the Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem
it follows that there exists an invariant measure for the transition semigroup
P,. The theorem is proved. O O

Lemma 8. Assume that hypotesis 5.1 holds. Then for any n € N we have

/ 22" (d) < +o0 (38)
H
Proof. Fix n € N. For any ¢t > 0 we have

(X (t,2)[3" < 2n[Y (8, 2) 3" + 2n|Wa(t)[3",

where Y (¢, ) is the solution of problem (BII). Setting ¢ = (1 + ||DF||2/4)/2
in (B3), B4), [Ba) it is clear that there exist 7,, ¢, > 0 such that

E|Y (¢, x) 3” <cp(1+ e_%t\x@”).

Then, since Wy(t) is a gaussian random variable, it follows than for some
¢, > 0 it holds
E[X(t,2)[3" < c,(1+ezl3").

Now denote with A;, the law of X (¢,z). For any a > 0 it holds

ta(dy) < H\yb te(dy) =

w1+ alyl3"
= E[X(t,2)[3" < ¢, (1+e ™" z]3").

Since \;, converges weakly to v, it follows that

‘y‘gn /
———\.(dy) < c,.
/H 1+ alyl3" v={)

Letting a — 0 yields (BS). O O

18



9 Kolmogorov equations

We are concerned with the semigroup P, in L?*(H,v), where v is the unique
invariant measure for P,. In the following we only assume that [, |z]3dv, oc.
We denote by Ky the infinitesimal generator of P; in L?(H,v) and by E4(H)
is linear span of the set of the functions

x +— cos({x,h)),z — sin({x, h)), x € H h € D(A").
Let us consider the Kolmogorov operator
Kop = Lo — (F(x), DeDyp), ¢ € Ea(H)
where

Lo() = STrID% ()] + ¢ ADp()

is the Ornstein-Uhlenbek generator (see [7]). Notice that £4(H) C L*(H,v)
and £4(H) is dense in L*(H,v), since D(A) is dense in H. Our aim is to
prove that K, = K, in L?(H,v). First we have

Lemma 9. For any ¢ € E4(H) we have ¢ € D(K3) and Kep = Kop.

Proof. By Ito’s formula it follows that for all ¢ € E4(H)

lim 5 (Pepla) — o(a)) = Koola), =€ H

pointwise. Now it is sufficient to show that 1 (Pup(z) — ¢(2)), t € (0,1] is
equibounded in L?*(H,v). For all ¢ € E4(H) and z € H we have

|Prp(x) — ()] <

< 2t/0 E\L@(X(s,x))\%ds+2t/o E|(D§D¢(X(s,x)),F(X(s,x))}\%ds.

It is clear that there exist two positive constants a, b (depending on ¢) such
that for all x € H it holds

|Lo(x)]2 < a+blely, [z, DeDe(x))| < blals.

Then we have

t t
Pun(o) = en(@) <2t | Bla+ X (svn)l)ids + 20 | |P(X(s,0)fids
0 0
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Integrating with respect to v and taking into account the invariance of P,
with respect to v yields

1Pion — onll 22z, < 263 /

H(a + blx|y)*v(dz) + b/H |F(2)|3dv(dx)).

Since [, |z|3dv < oo by assumption, the equiboundness of ¢~ (P, — @)
follows easily. O O

Before concluding that K, = K, we need two lemmas

Lemma 10. There exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that for all h € H we have
InPeh(t, )]s < ¢ (t_1/2 + eet) |hla, (39)

where 0 = (K,HDFH()F(l/Q))z and n*(t,x) is defined as in ().

Proof. Notice that by the density of H' in H it is sufficient to prove (B9) for
h € H'. So, if h € H', nP¢"(t,z) is the solution of

nPh(t, x) = K(t)h + /Ot K(t —s)(DF(X(s,x)),n"" (s, z))ds.
By (@) it follows that
P02 < Rt bl + Dl [ (0= )7 o)
and by Lemma B that
[P (t, )|, < Kkt™V2|h|y + KO /Ot L2 (0(t — 5))s™ /2 ds| bl (40)

Since Ey/5(-) : R* — R is a continuous function with
B py(z) ~ 2:712 as 2z — 0t 1ja(2) ~ 2% as z — +oo,
it is clear that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
12(2) < Cz?+¢*) z2>0.

Taking into account that

t 1
/ (t —s) 12571205 = / (1—s)"Y2s7V2ds = 3(1/2,1/2),
0 0

where (-, ) is the Euler beta funtion, by an easy computation we find (B9)
U U
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Lemma 11. Assume that f € C}(H). Then there exists c; > 0 such that
for all A > 6, h € H we have

{DeDip(a), )| < ex(A2 + 522 Ly (41)
where )
0 = (x| DF|oT(1/2)

and

o) = | T MBI

0

Proof. Notice that since H' is dense in H it is sufficient to prove (HI) for
h € H'. We have

(DeDp(x),h) = —(Dp(x), Deh) =
_ /0 e ME[(DF(X(t 2)), (Xo(t, x), Deh))]dt =

=~ [ MDA ) i )]
0
So, taking into account (BY),

(DeDo(@), ) < £ / e NP (1 )dt <
0
< ||fH161/ e M2 4 e™)dt|h,
0

that implies (EII). O O
Now we are able to prove the main result of this section.
Theorem 8. K, is the closure of Ky in L*(H,v).

Proof. By Lemma @ we know that K, extends K. Since K, is dissipative,
so is K. Consequently, Kj is closable. Let us denote by K its closure. We
have to show that Ky = K,. For this pourpose, we will show that the range
of A — Ky is dense in L?*(H,v) for some A > 0. In fact by the Lumer-Philipps
theorem this implies that K is m-dissipative and it is the generator of a
semigroup of contraction. Therefore, since K, extends Ky, it must coincide
with Ky. So, if f € E4(H), we are interested in solving the problem

Ao — Kop = f.
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Setting .
o) = RO\ Ko) f(x) = / NP, f(2)dt
0

we will show in the next two steps that ¢ € D(K), that implies Ao — Ko =
f, since K, extends Kj. Let us denote with Cj,;(H) the Banach space of all
continuous function 1) : H — R such that ¢ (z)/(1 + |z|2) € Cy(H).

Step 1. o € D(L,Cy1(H))

Notice that by Theorem [ it follows that ¢ € C}(H). We have to compute
the derivative g

—R _
di t90|t_07

where

Rip(z) =E[p(Z(t,2))], Z(t,x) =z + Walt).
We have

Rip(z) = E[p(Z(t,2))] = E[p(X(t,2) — /0 K(t — )F(X(s,2))ds)] =
= Pp(z) — E[(D@(X(t, x)),/o K(t — s)F(X(s,x))ds}] +o(t), (42)

where hmHo = 0. Now, since Vo € H we have that P—a.s.

t—0+ ¢

i +(Dp(X(1.2). [ K1 = )P(X(5.))ds) = ~(DeDela). Flw) (43)
Taking into account (El) with A > 6 we find

D) o [ Kl )P0, =
= TUDpla), [ K= )F(X(s,0)ds)] =

1 t
e”; (DDs(@), [ P (s,2))ds)] <
0

—t

< 1/2
< Mo+ ) IDF

sup | X (s, z)|gd4)
0<s<T

So, since ([@J), E4) hold, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem
in (@) and obtain

i fe#(@) — 9(2)

t—0 t

= Ap(x) = f(x) + (DeDp(x), F(x))
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for all z € H. Now we have to prove that t~! (Ryp(z) —¢(z)) is equibounded
in Cy1(H) for t € (0,1]. To see this we need to observe that by (@) it follows
easily that

sup E|X (¢, 2)|2 < |z]2C,
te(0,1]

where C' = sup, E|W4(t)|2E1/2(0). Now set
1
"= (N2 )| DF)|oC.
C'=c(A 7+ P Q)H [oC
By ([#2) and () we have

[Bip(z) — p(@)| _ |Prp(x) — p(2)]

t1+ ) = (4 xfo)
1 t of1)
_ mEKD(P(X(t, a:)),/o K(t — s)F(X(s,z))ds)] + — <
< g+ el old)

-t t(1+ |z]2) t
which is equibounded in (0, 1].

Step 2. D(L, Cb71(H)) C D(Ko)

By Proposition 2.6 of [§] there exists a 4-index sequence (@n, nynsns) C
Ea(H) such that for all z € H

lim lim lim lim @, 000 (2) = @(2)
Nn1—>00 N2—>00 N3—>00 N4 —> 00

lim lim lim lim L@n, pynsn, () = Leo(x)
N1 —>00 M2 — 00 NZ—00 N4—+00 e

lim lim lim lim Dyn, jngnsn (@) = Do(z)

N1 —00 Ny —>00 N3—+00 N4 —>00

and

sup {||90n17n2,n37n4||b,2 + ’|D90n1,n27n37n4“b72 + ||L90n17n2,n37n4||b,2} < 0.

ni,n2,n3,n4

So, by the dominated convergence theorem it follows that

lim KOQOn - nh_?olo(LQOn - <D£D§0m F>) = L()O - <D§D()07 F>

n—o0

in L2(H,v), that implies ¢ € D(Kj). The theorem is proved. O O
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10 Integration by parts formula

Let us denote by v the invariant measure for the transition semigroup P, and
by K, its infinitesimal generator in L?(H, v).

Proposition 9. The operator D : Eo(H) — Cy(H, H), v — D, is uniquely
extendible to a linear bounded operator D : D(K,) — L*(H,v; H). Moreover,
@) holds.

Proof. Let ¢ € E4(H). Taking into account Lemma [ and that ¢? € E4(H)
by a simple computation we see that Ks(p?) = 20Ky + |Dypl3. Integrating
both sides over H with respect to v and taking into account that

/H Ky (o*)dv =0

by the invariance of P, with respect to v, it follows (B). Now we will prove
that (B]) holds for all ¢ € D(K3). Let us fix ¢ € D(K3). Since E4(H) is a
core for P, there exists a sequence {¢,} C E4(H) such that

On — 0, Kopn — Koo in L*(H,v),

and consequently

/ D(gn — on)Pd < 2 / 0n — Ermlal Kol — ) adv <
H H

< llen = mllZar) + 12000 = @m)llL2(a)-

A

Therefore the sequence { D¢, } is Cauchy in L?(H,v; H), and the conclusion
follows. O O

11 The Sobolev space W1?(H, v)

We want to show that the mapping
D:E4(H) C L*(H,v) — L*(H,v; H), ¢+ Dy
is closable.

Theorem 10. D is closable. Moreover, if ¢ belongs to the domain D of the
closure of D and Dy = 0 we have that DPyp = 0 for any t > 0.

Proof. Since ||R(X, L)|| z(2(aw)) < v/ A/t A >0 and (8) holds, we can apply
Proposition 3.5 of [9]. The theorem is proved. O O
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We define by W2?(H, v) the domain of D in L*(H,v). By @) it follows
that D(K,) C WY2(H,v). We have the next

Proposition 11. Let p € L*(H,v) and t > 0. Set u(t,z) = Pup(z). Then,
for any T > 0, we have u € L2(0,T; WY2(H,v)) and the following indentity

holds .
/(Pt¢)2du+/ ds/ \DP8g0|2d1/:/ O dv. (45)
H 0 H H

Proof. Let first ¢ € D(K,). We have that P,p € D(K,) and for all ¢ > 0

d
EPtSO(I) = Ky Fp(z).

Multiplying both sides of this identity by Pip(x) and integrating with respect
to x over H, by (@) yields

1d

— 1
Z (PtSO)QdI/ = / PtSOK2PtQ0dV = __/ ‘DPt(PPdI/
23t |y ; 5 /.

Integrating with respect to t it yields [#X). Now the conclusion follows by
the density of D(K>) in L*(H,v). O O

Letting ¢ — oo in (@H) we have

Proposition 12. For any ¢ € L*(H,v), we have

/ o — P2y = / dt / DP.dv, (46)
H 0 H

where p = [, pdv.

12 Poincaré and log-Sobolev inequality, spec-
tral gap

As in (HG) we will use the notation @ = [;, ¢dv. Let us prove the Poincaré
inequality.

Theorem 13 (Poincaré inequality). Let us assume |[DF|o < 2. Then
for any o € WY2(H, v) inequality @) holds.
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Proof. Let first ¢ € E4(H). Then for any h € H and t > 0 we have
(DPyp(z), h) = E(Dp(X(t,2)), 1" (t, 2))]
Taking into account (M) it follows that

[(DPip(x), h)[* < E[|Dp(X (t,2))l3ln" (t, 2)[3] <

IDF|3 IDF|

< 22 Do (x (8, 0)) A2 = 2T )P (| Df2) () 2.

oN

By the arbitrariness of A it yields

IDFIZ
IDPp(a)2 < (011 B Dgf2) ()

for all z € H, s > 0. Taking into account (B6) and the invariance of v, we

obtain
o0 IDF)|3
/ o —gPdy < / dt / (1)1, (| D)y =
H 0 H

S
= Dol3dv
2(1 — 12H&Y Jy

and the conclusion follows. If ¢ € W2?(H, v) we proceed by density. O [

Now we show that if () holds then there is a gap in the spectrum of K,
and that the convergence to the equilibrium point is exponential. We have

Theorem 14 (Spectral gap). Let us assume | DF||o < 2. Then we have

DF|?

o(Kx)\ {0} c{AeC:ReX < —(1— | 1 HO)}. (47)

Moreover 2

IDF
[ 1o =ar < 20 [ popas (48)
H H

Proof. The proof is an easy consequence of ([Bl) and (H) ( see [9] and [I0,
Prop. 2.3]). O O

Theorem 15 (Log-Sobolev inequality). Let us assume ||DF|o < 2. Then
or any ¢ € WY2(H, v) we have

1
I Yos(6) 12011 < — gz | Do+ 167l B 5200
~IorR

(49)
Moreover, the transition semigroup {P;}i>o is hypercontractive.
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Proof. Let us take ¢ € E4(H), with ¢ # 0. We have

d

G | P sl = [ KPP s PN+ [ KaPiin

where the last term vanishes due to the invariance of v. Moreover, it holds
the identity

| d@ sty =5 [ gD (50)

Since
DP(¢?) = 2B[p(X (t,2)) DX (1,2)) - X, (t, )]

it follows, from the Hoélder inequality and ([II) that

IDP(*)]” < AE[|o* (X (¢, 2))]E[| Dl (X (¢, 2))Je 2T IPFIG/E —
4e 2 IPFISIL P, (|o0]?) () P(| D) ().
Therefore, by (B0) it yields

d

G | P op(BNy > —2e 00T [ B(Do) @)y —

due to the invariance of v. Integrating with respect to ¢ gives
[ P 0PN =
H

>/ 2 1og()d 1 — e 201—|IDF|3/4)t / Doz
= [ ¥ logly)ar — ¥
" 2(1 - [DF3/4)

Then the conclusion follows letting ¢ — oo. Finally, as shown in [I0], a
logarithmic Sobolev inequality implies that the transition semigroup { P }>o
is hypercontractive.

U U
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