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Abstract

We study stochastically forced semilinear parabolic PREe Ginzburg-Landau type. The class
of forcings considered are white noises in time and coloredah noises in space. Existence of
the dynamics in ©, as well as existence of an invariant measure are provenld&/aslaow that the
solutions are with high probability analytic in a strip anolthe real axis and give estimates on the
width of that strip.

1 Introduction

We consider the stochastic partial differential equat®RDE) given by
due(t) = Aug(t) dt + (1 — Jug(t)]*)ue(t) dt + Q dW (t) ,
ue(0)=¢,  E€L®R).

In this equationdI¥ (t) denotes the canonical cylindrical Wiener process on thbddilspace
L*(R, dx), i.e.we have the formal expression

(SGL)

E(dW (s,z)dW (t,y)) = (s —t)d(x —y)dsdt .

Think for the moment ofi(¢) as a distribution on the real line. We will introduce latee 8pace

of functions in which (SGL) makes sense. The symBalenotes a bounded operator of the type
Qf = @1 * (w2 f) Whereg;, the Fourier transform of,, is some positiv€;° function andy, is
some smooth function that decays sufficiently fast at infitotbe square-integrable. In fact, we
will assume for convenience that there are constant$) and/ > 0 such that

()] < W (@)= Vit (1.2)

The space in which we show the existence of the solutiofig(R), the Banach space of complex-
valued uniformly continuous functions. The reason of thisice is that we want to work in a
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translational invariant space which is big enough to contiaé interesting part of the dynamics of
the deterministic part of the equatidre. the three fixed point8 and+1, as well as various kinds
of fronts and waves. The meaning of the assumptiong,cende is the following.

— The noise does not shake the solution too badly at infinityh(@ space variable). If it did,
the solution would not stay in"t.

— The noise is smooth im (it is even analytic), so it will not lead to irregular funatis inz-
space. This assumption is crucial for our existence theaa@merning the invariant measure.

For convenience, we write (SGL) as

due(t) = (Lug(t) + F(ue(t))) dt + Q dW (1) ,

L=A-1, (Fu)e)=ule)+ (1 ule)ulz) . 1.2)

This is also to emphasize that our proofs apply in fact to amtaiger class of SPDE’s of the form
(1.2). For example, all our results apply to the stochakyiperturbed Swift-Hohenberg equation

dug(t) = (1 — &) ug(t) dt + (1 — Jue(t)*)ug(t) dt + QdW(t) ,

but one has to be more careful in the computations, since @erbt know an explicit formula for
the kernel of the linear semigroup. It is also possible tdéa@pthe nonlinearity by some slightly
more complicated expression oft).

For any Banach spac#, a #-valued stochastic procesg(t) is called amild solutionof (1.2)
with initial condition¢ if it satisfies the associated integral equation

ug(t) = e + /Ot U= Fue(s)) ds + /Ot = Q aw (s) (1.3)

in the sense that every term defines a stochastic procegs amd that the equality holds almost
surely with respect to the probability measure on the atispeobability space underlying the
Wiener process. The initial condition does not have to bglmnZ, providede¢ € £ for all
timest > 0.

To a Markovian solution, we can associate (under suitabiditions) thetransition semigroup
P, defined on and into the set of bounded Borel functipns — C by

(Pp)(©) = [ en)Pluct) € dn) . (L.4)

Its dual semigrougP;" is defined on and into the set of Borel probability measures % by

(Pr)(T) = | Pluglt) € D) v(dg) (L5)

wherel is aZ-Borel set. If the existence of the solutions is shown faiiahconditions in a larger
Banach space?’ in which 4 is continuously embedde®; can be extended to a map from the
9%'-Borel probability measures into thg-Borel probability measures.

An invariant measurdor (1.2) is a probability measure o which is a fixed point forP;.
If .7 is a weaker topology o8, we can under appropriate conditions extépjdby (1.5) to a
mapping from theZ7 -Borel probability measures into themselves. In the cadé“gR), we may
for example consider a “weighted topology, induced by some weighted norifo - || .
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If we takeps(z) = 1, itis known (we refer to [DPZ96] for details) that (1.2) pesses a mild
solutionin (R, o(x) dz) for a weight functiorp that decays at infinity. Our choice f@f makes it
possible to work in flat spaces, since the noise is dampediityn In fact, we will show that, for
every initial conditionu, € L*(R), (1.2) possesses a mild solution(i(R), the space of bounded
uniformly continuous functions oR. This leads to slight technical difficulties since neith&(R)
nor C,(R) are separable Banach spaces, and thus standard existeo@ntk do not apply.

After proving the existence of the solutions, we will be cemmed with their regularity. We
prove that with high probability the solution(¢) of (SGL) for a fixed time is analytic in a strip
around the real axis. We will also derive estimates on thehwodlthat strip. These estimates will
finally allow to show the existence of an invariant measureH, provided we equig’, (R) with
a slightly weaker topology. The existence of an invarianasuge is not a trivial result since

a. The linear semigroup of (SGL) is not made of compact opesatof’, (R).

b. The deterministic equation is not strictly dissipative tie sense that there is not a unique
fixed point that attracts every solution.

c. The deterministic equation is of the gradient type, but therator( is not invertible, so we
can not make tha priori guess that the invariant measure is some Gibbs measure.

The results we found in the literature about the existendevafriant measures for infinite-dimen-
sional stochastic differential equations (geg.[JLM85, DPZ92a, DPZ96, BKL0OO] and references
therein) usually assume that the converse of eighdy. or c. holds. The main result of this paper
is the following.

Theorem 1.1 There exist slowly decaying weight functiansuch that the extension &f to the
Z,-Borel probability measures is well-defined and admits afpxeint.

Remark 1.2 The hypotheses of this theorem have been made with the fioldpiuture project in
mind. We hope to prove that the measure found in Theorem lufiicgie The basic idea is to
apply the methods of [EPR99] to the context of SPDE’s to shoigueness of the measure by the
tools of control theory. In this context, it is interestirfighe noise drives the system only in the
dissipative range, namely infaite interval of frequencies which need not contain the unstable
modes of the deterministic Ginzburg-Landau equation. Irtiqdar, such forces dmot have
invertible covariances and hence methods such as thosd fio{inPZ96] do not apply.

This is also the reason why the setting considered in thigmpapposesy; to have compact
support, although the extension to exponentially decaftingtions would have been easy.

The next sections will be organized as follows. In Sectiowg, give detailed bounds on the
stochastic convolution,e. on the evolution of the noise under the action of the semgganer-
ated byL. In Section 3 we then prove the existence of a unique solditio(l.2) and derive aa
priori estimate on its amplitude. Section 4 is devoted to the stfidlyeoanalyticity properties of
the solution. In Section 5, we finally show the existence ohaariant measure for the dynamics,
i.e.we prove Theorem 1.1 which will be restated as Theorem 5.4.appendix gives conditions
under which one can prove the existence of a global strongisnolto a class of semilinear PDE’s
in a Banach space.
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1.1 Definitions and notations

Consider the sets, of functions that are analytic and uniformly bounded in aarogtrip of width
2n centered around the real axis. They are Banach spaces sjftbateto the norms

[/l = sup |f(2)].
z:|lmz|<n
Fix " > 0. We defineZr as the Banach space of functiofig, x) with ¢ € (0,7 andz € R such
that for fixedt > 0, (¢, -) is analytic and bounded in the stdp = = + iy | |[y| < Vt}. We equip
P with the norm

1Al = sup l/F(¢,2)]l vi,oo -
te(0,7

In the sequel we denote by- ||, the norm of E(R, dz). For A a metric space an& a Banach
space, the symbal,(M, A) (resp.C, (M, A)) stands for the Banach space of bounded (uni-
formly) continuous functiond/ — % endowed with the usual sup norm.# = C, it is usually
suppressed in the notation. Moreover, the synthalenotes a constant which is independent of
the running parameters and which may change from one lineet@ther (even inside the same
equation).

The symbolZ(X) denotes the probability law of a random variaBle The symbol3(M, r)
denotes the open ball of radiusentered at the origin of a metric vector spdde

2 The Stochastic Convolution

This section is devoted to the detailed study of the progedf the stochastic process obtained by
letting the semigroup generated byact on the noise.

2.1 Basic properties

Let us denote by(2,.7, P) the underlying probability space for the cylindrical Wiempegocess
dW, and byE the expectation ii2. We define the stochastic convolution

Wi(t,w) = /Ot QAW (s,w), we. (2.1)

The argument will be suppressed during the major part of the discussionakeiscussion on the
definition of the stochastic integral in infinite-dimensabBanach spaces, we refer to [DPZ92b].
Notice that since>, has compact support, we can find’g function ) such thatzﬁ(x) = 1 for

z € suppp. We definel f = ¢ = f and fix a constank such that

suppy C suppy C {z € R||z| < R} . (2.2)
We have of cours&(Q = Q. An important consequence of this property is

Lemma 2.1 Fixn > 0 anda < 1/2. Then there exists a versiondf, with «-Holder continuous
sample paths inz,. Furthermore, for every’ > 0, the mapping

W[ Q= Gy([0,T], o) ,

w Wi w), (2:3)

is measurable with respect to the Bosefield generated by the strong topology ([0, T'], <7,).
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Remark 2.2 The meaning of the word “version” is that the process coegdihere differs from
(2.1) only on a set oP-measurd). We will in the sequel not make any distinction between both
processes.

Proof of Lemma 2.1We first notice thatV;, () has anx-Holder continuous version irf[R). This
is a consequence of the fact that the Hilbert-Schmidt norir? (R) of exp(Lt)(Q is bounded by
e”||o1]l2]l2]]2. Since E(R) is separable, the mapping

W : Q — Cy([0,T],L2(R))
W WL(~,M) )

is measurable [DPZ92b, Prop 3.17]. Sifcand( commute, we can write

Wi(t,w) = /Ot Q%L QAW (s,w) = Q*Wi(t,w) , (2.4)

where we used [DPZ96, Prop. 4.15] to commute the operatottenuhtegral. We will show that
Q* defines a bounded continuous linear operator fr@(ﬁa)_into <,. The claim then follows if
we define the mapl’; = Q% o W, where we denote b@% the operator constructed in an obvious

way fromQ? as a map front; ([0, 7], L*(R)) into C4([0, T], <7,).
Notice first that iff € L?>(R), we have by the Young inequalityf € L°(R) and the estimate
1QFllso < 1¢llall £1I2 (2.5)

holds. Take nowf € L*(R). Since maps any measurable function onto an entire analytic
function, @ f(z) has a meaning for everye C. We have for any € R

(@A) +in)| = | v +in—y)f(y)dy|. (2.6)

By assumption, the Fourier transformwbelongs ta’;°. We know that such functions enjoy the
property — see.g.[RS80] — that for eaclvV > 0 there exists a constaaty such that
Cyelill
(1 + {L'Z + 772)N !
where the constarit is defined in (2.2). We thus have the estimate

(@A) +im)]| < fllo [ 1w +in—y)] dy

[ (x +in)| <

(2.7)
< Ce™M| oo
and thus
1@ f e < Ce™| flloc - (2.8)
Collecting (2.5) and (2.8) proves the claim. O

Remark 2.3 As an evident corollary of the proof of the lemma, note that(¢) € D(L) for all
timest > 0 and that the mapping
Wy :Q— Cy([0,T],D(L)) ,
L »([0, 71, D(L)) (2.9)
W = WL(',W) )

has the same properties as the mappingif we equipD(L) with the graph norm. In particular,
W, has almost surely-Holder continuous sample pathsifL).
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We will now give more precise bounds on the magnitude of tleegssi?’;,. Our main tool will
be the so-called “factorization formula” which will allow get uniform bounds over some finite
time interval.

2.2 Factorization of the stochastic convolution
We define, for € (0,1/2),
t
Via(t) = [ (= s)eH9Qaw(s),
0
t
(G50)(t) = / (t — )" 1eL=)w(5) ds .
0

Notice that we can show by the same arguments as in Lemmaa.ththproces%’, 5(¢) has a
version which takes values i#,. Thus, in particular the expressiofy 5(¢, z) is a well-defined
complex-valued random variable. A corollary of the stoticdaubini theorem (sometimes referred
to as the “factorization formula” [DPZ92b]) shows that

Wo(t) = S GV (). 210

Before we start to estimatg?’; (¢)||.., we state without proof the following trivial consequenée o
the Young inequality:

Lemma 2.4 Denote byg, the heat kernel and chooge > 1. Then there exists a constant
depending om such that
lge * Flloo < et P £, (2.11)

holds for everyf € L’(R).
We have, using (2.10), Lemma 2.4, and the Holder ineqyality

W20l < € [t = 5P gux ¥ip(9)llc ds

<0 [t =91V ), ds
S—1— 1/q t 1/p
<cf /O (t — syo-1-ve gg) o /O IYis(s)2ds) ",

wheregq is chosen such that! +¢~1 = 1. Itis easy to check that the first integral converges when

3
P> % (2.12)

In that case, we have

t 3
IWet)l < Ot [ IVis(s)lpds . y=po—3. (2.13)

So it remains to estimate’z 5(t)|[ -
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2.3 Estimate on the proces¥7 s(t)
This subsection is devoted to the proof of the following leam

Lemma 2.5 Let Y, s be as above and chooge> 2 ando € (0,1/2). There exists a constant
depending om, p, 1 andyp, butindependent afsuch thate || Y7 5(t) |5 < c.

Remember that the convolution of two decaying functionsagiedike the one that decays slower
at infinity:

Lemma 2.6 Let f and g be two positive even functions which are integrable and rmmde-
creasing betweef andocc. Then the estimate

[(f*g)(@)| < [f(x/2)] gl + lg(z/2)] [ flx
holds.

Proof. Assumer > 0 (the case: < 0 can be treated in a similar way) and define= (z/2, 3x/2).
We can decompose the convolution as

(Fro)@< [ 1f@—no)dy+ [ 1F =)o) dy
<lgla/2)| [[1F)|dy + (/2 ‘/R‘g )ldy,
which proves the assertion. O

Proof of Lemma 2.5We use the formal expansion
Z x) dw;(t) ,

where thee; form an orthonormal basis of*(R, dz) (say the eigenfunctions of the harmonic
oscillator) and thelw; are independent Wiener increments. We also denoftE, lifie translation
operaton7,. f)(y) = f(y — x). We then have

1YLt ) = | [ 300 = )70 iy ) o) o)
_ /Ot i(t B s)_256_2(t_s)|(gt—s * 1 % (4,02 ej))(x)|2 ds

t [e.e]
:/O(t—s) Z (P2 Tulgis % 1), €5)[* ds

t
= [ 5B pa Tug, x ) 3 ds
An explicit computation shows the equality

02 To(gs + 1) |5 = (03 * (g * 01)?) () -
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Using Lemma 2.6, the fact that; (z) < Cy{(z))~" for every N, and the well-known inequality
|gs * ©1](x) < ||1]l0, We get the estimate

2
gs*p1)°(z) < C + .
(9:%00%@) < O+ )
Using again Lemma 2.6 and (1.1), we get
e——xz/(64s) 1
o2 Tu(gs x 1) 15 < C( + ) .

(s) ()t

It is now an easy exercise to show that

1 1
supla Ty (gs * o1)|5 < C( + ) :
s>0 «

z)? - (a)tree
Defining 8’ = min{1/2, 8}, and using(z)) > 1, we have

t
E[Ye(t 2)? < Ca) ™2 [ 5% ds < Cfla) 2
0

SinceYy (¢, x) is a Gaussian random variable, this implies,for 2

E||Y25(6)]7 :/RE|YL,5(t,x)|p do < C/R(E\Ym(t,x)\z)m dx
1 (2.14)

This proves the assertion. O
As a corollary of Lemma 2.5, we have the following estimatehmprocess$i; (t).

Corollary 2.7 For anyp > 2, there is a constant’ > 0 such thate||[IV/,(¢)|2, < C for all times
t>0.

Proof. Using again the equality/’,(t) = QW (t), we notice that it is enough to have an estimate
onE[|[WL(t)||b. This can be done by retracing the proof of Lemma 2.5 witeplaced by). O

We have now collected all the necessary tools to obtain the reault of this section.

Theorem 2.8 For everye > 0, there are constantS’, R > 0 depending only on the choicesof,
9 ande such that the estimate

E[We]r < CefVTTY22

holds. O
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Proof. The estimate
[Wellr < Ce™T sup Wi (t)]|w , (2.15)
te(0,7T

holds as a consequence of Egs. (2.6) and (2.8). We thus nezstiavate on| W, (¢)||.. which is
uniform on some time interval. This is achieved by combiniegnma 2.5 with Eq. (2.13). Let
us first choose a constafnt> 1/2, but very close ta /2 and then a (big) constaptsuch that
p > max{2,3/(20)}. Since sup 11 [[Wi(t)||l~ is @ positive random variable, we have

1/p
E( sup [IW2()lx) < C(E(SUR o Wz (1)]|)")
te(0,7
1/p
= C(E(sucion WL (®)]1%))
T 1/
< (J(Tv/o E[|Yzs(s)[5ds) "
< CcTO+/p < CT1/@p) (2.16)
The exponent — 1/(2p) can be brought arbitrarily close 192. This, together with the previous
estimate (2.15), proves the claim. O

We have now the necessary tools to prove the existence ofja@isblution to the SPDE (1.2).

3 Existence of the Solutions

Throughout this section, we denote &¥/the Banach spacdg, (R) of bounded uniformly continu-
ous complex-valued functions on the real line endowed vghrtorm|| - || .. The reason why we
can not use a standard existence theorem isgha not separable. Nevertheless, the outline of
our proof is quite similar to the proofs one can find in [DPZPZbhe technique is to solve (1.2)
pathwise and then to show that the result yields a well-défstechastic process a# which is

a mild solution to the considered problem. In order to prephe existence proof for solutions of
(1.2), we study the dynamics of tideterministicequation

Xe(W,t) = LX(W,t) + F(Xe(W,t) + W(t)),  Xe(W,0) =& (3.1)

In this equation¢ € L>(R) is an arbitrary initial condition antd” € C,,([0, T, «7,) is an arbitrary
noise function withi¥(0) = 0 andn > 0 fixed. For the moment, we choose an arbitrary time
T > 0 and study the solutions up to tif¥eé The reason why we study (3.1) is thatX is a
solution of (3.1), therY,(t) = X,(¢) + W(¢) is a solution of

Ye(t) = LYe(t) + F(Ye(t)) + W (1), Ye(0) =€,

providedW : [0,T] — =, is a differentiable function. Because of the dissipatiaty, we will
show that (3.1) possesses a unique bounded and contindatiersn 4 for all timest € (0, 7.
Consider the map

S¢ = Gy([0, T, o) — Co((0,T), B) ,
W) = Xe(W ),
that associates to every noise functidhand every initial conditiof € L*°(R) the solution of

(3.1). (We do not show explicitly the value gfin the notations, since the mé@ is in an obvious
sense independent gf) We have the following result.
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Lemma 3.1 The map(¢, W) — SE (W) is locally Lipschitz continuous in both arguments. Fur-
thermore, the estimates

IS¢ (W) < max{[|€loe, C(1+ [[W]17)} (3.2a)
IS§ (W) = SEMW)II < el€ = Cllee (3.2b)
hold.

Proof. The proofrelies on the results of Appendix A. As a first step werify that the assumptions
of Theorem A.2 are satisfied with,(z) = F(z + W(t)). It is well-known [Lun95] thatAl is
satisfied for the Laplacean and thus farUsing the easy-to-check inequality

|al® + [b]?
y )
which holds for any;, b € C anda > 0, itis also straightforward to check that the mapping F;

is k-quasi dissipative for all times with = 1 and thereforéA2 holds. AssumptiorA3 can be
checked in a similar way. To che@d, notice that by Cauchy’s integral representation theorem,
<7, C D(L), and soF; mapsD(L) into itself. Furthermore, it is easy to check the inequality

10:0[I3 < Cllvllllzolloe . v ED(L). (3.3)

We leave it to the reader to verify, with the help of (3.3),ttA4 is indeed satisfied. It is clear by
the continuity ofil/’(-) thatA5 holds as well, so we are allowed to use Theorem A.2.

We will show that (3.2) holds for arbitrary initial conditis inD(L). To show that they also
hold for arbitrary initial conditions in €(R), we can apply arguments similar to what is done at
the end of the proof of Theorem A.2.

Until the end of the proof, we will always omit the subscriptin the norms. Denote by (¢)
the solution of (3.1). Sinc& (t) is strongly differentiable by Theorem A.2, the left lowembDi
derivativeD_|| X (t)|| satisfies by (A.2)

D || X0 <liminf A7"(|X(0)]| = [ X(£) = hLX () = hE(X (1))]])

< —IXOI+Ca+ W),

where the last inequality is easily obtained by inspectaisorbing the linear instability into the
strongly dissipative term-X (¢)| X (t) + W (t)|>. The estimate (3.2a) follows immediately from a
standard theorem about differential inequalities [Wal64]

Inequality (3.2b) is an immediate consequence of Theorein A.

It remains to show that/ (W) is a locally Lipschitz continuous function 6F. We call X (t)
andX (t) the solutions of (3.1) with noise functio& andV” respectively. We also denote By
andF the corresponding nonlinearities. In a similar way as abaeeobtain the inequality

I(F” = )X @)l
2

[(a —b) + aalal* = blb]*)| > |a = b](1+ o

(3.4)

D_| X () = Xl < [IX(8) = X0 +

I(F” = FHX @)l
; .

+

The claim now follows from the estimate
I(F)" = FY) (@)l < CIIW = V(L + [lz]* + [[W]]* + [V]]?) ,

and from thea priori estimate (3.2a) on the norms &f(¢) and X (t). O



EXISTENCE OF THESOLUTIONS 11

Before we state the existence theorem, let us define thenioiip

Definition 3.2 A transition semigroufP; on a Banach space&? has theweak Fellerproperty if
Pip € Cy(RB) for everyp € C(B).

Theorem 3.3 For every initial condition inL.>(R), the SPDE defined by (SGL) possesses a unique
continuous mild solution 2 for all times. The solution is Markov, its transition senagp is
well-defined and weak Feller and its sample paths are almostya-Holder continuous for every
a<1/2.

Proof. The main work for the proof was done in Lemma 3.1. Recall tHendien (2.3) of the
mappinglV; that associates to every elementbé continuous noise function it,,. Sinces, is
continuously embedded i, we candefinethe random variable

ug :Q — Cp((0,7),4) ,
W > (Sg oW (w)+ W/ (w),

for somen > 0 and somd’ > 0. This allows to define the stochastic process

u§(t) Q= A ,
w e (ug (W))(E)

for someT > t. Itis clear by the uniqueness of the solutions to the det@stic equation (3.1)
that this expression is well-defineidg. does not depend on the particular choicéloflt is also
independent of the choice gf SincelV’} is measurable ansl is continuousy is a well-defined
stochastic process with valuesda. It is immediate from the definitions d¥/; and S/ that u,
is indeed a mild solution to (SGL). The Markov property felfrom the construction and the
Markov property ofiV/;..

To show that the transition semigroup is well-defined, itisaé by Fubini’s theorem to show
that the function

Pey(D) = P(ug(t) € T) = /Q xr(ue(t, w)) P(dw) |

is measurable as a functionfor every%-Borel setl” and every > 0. This is (again by Fubini’s
theorem) an immediate consequence of the measurability;and the joint continuity of/ ().
The weak Feller property is an immediate consequence db)3sihce

[(Pre)(€) = (Prp)(Q)] < /Q\SO(Us(t’w)) = p(uc(t, w))| P(dw) .

Now choose > 0. Sincep € C, (%), there exists > 0 such thaty(z)—¢(y)| < efor ||z —y|| <
4. It suffices to choosg close enough tQ such that|ue(t, w) — uc(t,w)|| < €*||§ — (]| < ¢ holds.
The a-Holder continuity of the sample paths is a consequencéettrong differentiability
(and thus local Lipschitz continuity) of the solutions of{Band of the almost sure-Holder
continuity of the sample paths of;.. O

We now show that the solution of (1.2) not only exists’if{R) but also stays bounded in proba-
bility. In fact we have
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Lemma 3.4 Let us(t) be the solution of (1.2) constructed above wjtke L>(R). There exist a
time7™ > 0 depending of and a constant’ > 0 such thaE||u(t)||. < C for every time > 7.

Proof. From (3.4), we obtain the estimate

t
lu(t) = Wi(®)lloo < e [[€]loo + C/O eI 1+ Wi (s)]loo)” ds -
This yields immediately

SUPE||u(t)[|oe < e [|€]loc + C SUPE(L + [[Wr(s)[loo + W2 (5)]13) -
t>T s>0
The claim follows now easily from Corollary 2.7. O

4  Analyticity of the Solutions

Our first step towards the existence proof for an invarianasnee consists in proving that the
solution of (SGL) constructed in Section 3 lies for all timassome suitable space of analytic
functions. More precisely, we show that there is a (smatteti” such that the solution of (SGL)
up to timeT" belongs to#%r. (Recall the definition of4; given in Subsection 1.1.) The proof is
inspired by that of [Col94] for the deterministic case, nmakuse of the estimates of the preceding
sections, in particular of Theorem 2.8.

We split the evolution into a linear part and the remaininglmzarity. Recall the definitions

L=A-1 and F(u)(z)=u(x)2 - |u(z)]?) .

Throughout this section, we assume thét) is a stochastic process solving (SGL) in the mild
sensej.e. there exists & € L*(R) such thatu(t) satisfies (1.3). Such a process exists and is
unique (givert) by Theorem 3.3.

For given functiong € L>*(R) andh € %7, we define the mapA,;, : Br — HBr as

(Mya(£))(t) = hit) + g + [ e F(f(t = 7)) dr @)
= h(t) + (Lg)(t) + N /)(E) -
Until the end of this proof, we writé - || instead of| - ||r. It is possible to show — see [Col94] —

that M, j, is always well-defined o8, and that there are constants k., ks such that

1290l < Eallgllo
INFI < kTIPS

[Mgfr = Mgnfoll < ksT(L+ 1AL+ 1LD%06 = £

We now show thati(t) € =7, with high probability for some) > 0. The precise statement of the
result is

Theorem 4.1 For anye > (O there are constants, T,C > 0suchthaP(u(t) € B(,C)) > 1—¢
for every time > T
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Proof. We fix T bigger than the valu&™* we found in Lemma 3.4, s&ay¥ =T" + 1. We also fix
some timel’ < 1 to be chosen later and we choose an arbitrary time7". We show that with
high probability, the solution(t — 7"+ -) belongs toZ,. To begin, we take = u(t — 7") and, for

s > 0, we define
t—T+s

h(s) = /t LT+ 0 W (o) .

-T
Since the Wiener increments are identically distributetbpendent random variables, it is clear
that Z(h(s)) = Z(Wy(s)). In particular, Theorem 2.8 ensures the existence of a aohs}
such thate ||| < C,. By Lemma 3.4, there exists another constansuch that||g||. < Cs.
Since the solution is Markoviag,andh are independent random variables and we have

202 201 202 2C(1
P ~ < — and h<—):P o < — PR < —
(gl < = IR0 <= (lglles < =2)P(IAI < =)
>(1—¢/20*>1—c¢.
From now on we assume that the above event is satisfied. Taresitha constant’; ~ O(1/¢)

such that
IMgnfll < Cs+ kT f]? -

If we impose nowl" < 1/(8k2C%), we see that\1,, , maps the ball of radiudCs centered af) into
itself. If we also impose the condition

1

T -
S Tl 4C5)2

we see that\1, ,, is a contraction on that ball. This, together with the unitgss of the solutions of
(SGL), proves the claim. It moreover shows that the wigtf analyticity behaves asymptotically
like n ~ O(¢). O

The above theorem tells us the probability for the solutmhe analytic in a strip at a fixed time.
Another property of interest is the behavior of the indiatlsample paths. We will show that any
given sample path is always analytic with probabilityRecall that# denotes the-field of the
probability space underlying the cylindrical Wiener prege

Proposition 4.2 There is an evenf € .# with P(I') = 1 such that for every € L*(R), every
w € I', and every positive time > 0, there exists a strictly positive valugt) > 0 such that
ue(t,w) € o,

Proof. Define for each integer the sefl’,, as
Iy ={we Q| Wr(,w) e C(0,n], )} .

We haveP(I',,) = 1 for all n by Lemma 2.1. By-completenesd, = ,-, [, belongs to# and
P(T") = 1. We claim thaf is the right event.

By the construction of’, the sample paths,(-,w) and W (-,w) are continuous and thus
bounded on every finite time interval. FurthermoVg;(t,w) € 7, for every time and every
positiver. The claim now follows easily from the proof of Theorem 4.1. O
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5 Existence of an Invariant Measure

We can now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We first define thefseeight functions?” as the
set of all functiony : R — R which satisfy

a. The functiong(x) is bounded, two times continuously differentiable and:diripositive.
b. For everys > 0 there exists:. > 0 such thato(x)| < ¢ if |z| > ..
c. There exist constants andc, such that

Ox0(2) ‘ < and
o(z)

\ <ecy, (5.1)

forall z € R.

Remark 5.1 The meaning of the expression “slowly decaying” used in Teéenl.1 becomes
clear from the following statement, the verification of whiwe leave to the reader. Fewery
strictly positive decreasing sequenge, }>° , satisfying lim,_,.. z, = 0 and such that,, /x,
remains bounded, it is possible to construct a functios % such thato(n) = x, for every
n € Z. In particular,z,, may decay as slowly as/ log(log(. . .log(C' +n) .. .)), but is not allowed
to decay faster than exponentially.

For everyp € 7, we define the weighted norm

1Flle = lleflle -

We can now consider the topological vector spaggewhich is equal as a set & = C,(R), but
endowed with the (slightly weaker) topology induced by tbem|| - ||,. The space?, is a metric
space, but it is neither complete nor separable. Since padgy of %, is weaker than that of
the original space?, every%,-Borel set is also @&-Borel set and every probability measure on
2 can be restricted to a probability measure#p Let us show that we can define consistently a
transition semigrouf®;, acting on and into the set of,-Borel probability measures. We have

Proposition 5.2 For everyp € #/, the transition semigrouf®; associated to (SGL) can be ex-
tended to a transition semigrodgy’,, such that (1.5) holds for everg,-Borel setl”. Furthermore,
the transition semigrouf; , is weak Feller.

In order to prove this proposition, we will show the Lipsehitontinuous dependence of the so-
lutions on the initial conditions in the new topology. Forsthwe need (see Appendix A for the
definition of a dissipative mapping in a Banach space):

Lemma 5.3 The operatotA is quasi dissipative with respect to the nofm||,.

Proof. We have the equality
A \Y Vo2
o = Aou) = = (ou) + 2=V (ou) = 2| =2 (ou)

The claim follows from (5.1) and the fact that andV are dissipative operators with respect to
I Iloo- =
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Proof of Proposition 5.2Using Lemma 5.3, it is easy to check that the operdtor F; is, for
all times and for a: € R, xk-quasi dissipative with respect to the nofm||,. This yields as in
Lemma 3.1 the estimate

IS¢ (W) = Sy (W), < e llg = nll, -

Using this estimate, we can retrace the arguments expogée joroof of Theorem 3.3 to show
thatP;, is well-defined and weak Feller. O

This construction is reminiscent of what was done in [MS95596] to construct an attractor for
the deterministic case. They also introduce a weightedlidgyoon L°°(R) to overcome the fact
that the attractor of the deterministic Ginzburg-Landauatipn is not compact. Our result is the
following.

Theorem 5.4 For everyp € #, there exists @3,-Borel probability measurg, which is invariant
for the transition semigroug; ,.

The proof follows from a standard tightness argument. Thiep@int is to notice that the unit
ball of &7, is compact in%, for any weight functiorp € . We formulate this as a lemma.

Lemma 5.5 The unit ball of<7, is a compact subset oF, for everyp ¢ 7.

Proof. Since#, is a metric space, compact sets coincide with sequentiaftypact sets [Kot83].
We use the latter characterization. Choose a sequénee {f,},>, of functions in.ez, with

Il frllnco < 1foralln. Itis a standard theorem of complex analysis [Die68] tha@ i C is open
and.F is a family of analytic functions uniformly bounded @n then for every compact domain
K C D there is a subsequenceBfthat converges uniformly oi” to an analytic limit.

We define the subsequencgs inductively by the following construction. First we choose
F_, = F. Then we consider the compact sBts= [—n, n] and we defineF,, as a subsequence of
F,_1 that converges uniformly of,,. Call fn the resulting limit function orD,,. We now define
a global limit functionf., by f.(z) = f.(z) if 2 € D,. This procedure is well-defined since
different f,, must by construction coincide on the intersection of theindins.

It remains now to exhibit a subsequence®fthat converges tg.. in the topology of4,.
For everyn > 1, choosey,, € F, such thatg,(z) — f.(z)| < 1/nfor z € D,.. Theg, form a
subsequence of. We have moreover

; ; P ol o
190 — foollo < llgn — fvlle + 1 fv — foollo < +4 sup |o(x)] -
N j2|>N
By hypotheses. andb. on g, this expression tends toas NV tends tooc. O

Remark 5.6 By the compatibility of the various topologies with the lavestructures, every bound-
ed closed subset a¥, is compact as a subset &f,.

Proof of Theorem 5.4We choose an initial conditiofi € L>(R) and consider the family of8,-
Borel probability measures given by

1t
po= | Pride)dt.
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Fix now an arbitrary > 0. By Theorem 4.1 there exigt C, T" > 0 such thaju(B(.%7,, C)) > 1—¢
for everyt > T'. SinceB(<7,, C) is compact in4, by Lemma 5.5, the family; }+~r is tight and
thus contains a weakly convergent subsequence by Prosdiworem. Denote by, the limit
measure. Remember that a Borel probability measure on &rapticel/ is uniquely determined
by its values onC, (M) [Bil68]. The weak Feller property oP;, is thus sufficient to retrace
the proof of the Krylov-Bogoluboff existence theorem [BKIZPZ96], which states that, is
invariant forP; ,. m

A Dissipative Maps

This appendix will first give a short caracterization of gisgive maps in Banach spaces. We will
then prove a global existence theorem for the solutions nfaidonomous semilinear PDE’s with
a dissipative nonlinearity.

Definition A.1 Given a Banach spac# and a mapF' : D(F') C # — %, one says [DPZ92b]
that F' is dissipativeaf

|z —yll < llz =y — a(F(z) - Fy) (A.1)
holds for everyr, y € D(F') and everyx > 0. If there exists & € R such thatr — F(x) — kz is
dissipative, we say thdft is x-quasi dissipative (or quasi dissipative for short).

In the following,u : (0,00) — % denotes a differentiable map. The functipi(-)|| is of course
continuous and its left-handed lower Dini derivative dagsthe inequality

[u(@)]| = [lult = )|

D_[lu()|| = lim inf :
< (U0 ~ B =) — ) + i)

o — — hi

= oy 10 = ) = ha(t)| -
h—0+ h

This estimate allows to get easily very useful estimateshembrm of the solutions of dissipa-

tive differential equations. For example,ift) = F(u(t)) holds for all times and” is xk-quasi

dissipative, then the estimate

lu(HIF < e u(O)]] = [IFO)] [+ [[F(0)]] (A.3)

holds as a consequence of a standard theorem about diféiaatjualities [Wal64].
We will now use standard techniques to prove a global existémeorem for the Cauchy prob-
lem

(A.2)

Xe(t) = LXe(t) + Fy(Xe(t) . Xe(0) =€, (A.4)
and the associated integral equation

Xe(t) = el¢ + /0 t I (Xe(s)) ds (A.5)

in a Banach spacg4. We donot require that the domain of be dense in4. Let us denote
by D(L) the Banach space obtained by closing the domaih f 2. Since, by assumptioAl
below, L is chosen to be closed, we can eq@ipl) with the graph normiz||, = ||z|| + || Lz|| to

obtain a Banach space. Our assumptiong @md £} will be the following.



DISSIPATIVE MAPS 17

Al. The operatol is sectorial in the sense that its resolvent set containstimplement of a sec-
tor in the complex plane and that its resolvent satisfies siiallbounds [Lun95, Def 2.0.1].

This assumption implies [Lun95] thdt generates an analytic semigrofify) which is strongly
continuous orD(L) and mapsZ into D(L*) for anyk > 0. Furthermore, a bound of the form
IS()]| < Me? holds. We will assume without loss of generality tHdt < 1 andQ = 0.
The latter assumption can be made since a constant can ah&agdded to the nonlinear part.
The former assumption is only made for convenience to sisnglie notations. All the results
also hold forM > 1. Another useful property of(t) is that there exists a constansuch that
1S(t)€|| L < et™Y|€]| for € € % andt > 0.

A2. There exist a positive tim& and a real constant such that the mapping — Lx + Fy(z)
is k-quasi dissipative for all timesse [0, T7.

This assumption will ensure the existence of the solutign®uhe timel’, which may be infinite.

A3. The functionF; is everywhere defined and there exist continuous incredsimgionsa, a :
R, — R, such that

[F ()]l < a(ll]]) ,
() = Bl < llz =yl - alllell + Nyl

holds for everyr, y € % and for everyt € [0, 7.

(A.6)

A4. The mapF; mapsD(L) into D(L) for all times and there exist continuous at most polyno-
mially growing functions, b : R, — R, such that

£ (@) < blllzllz)
1Fi(2) = Fr()lle < lle = ylle - b=l + llyllz)

holds for everyr, y € D(L) and for everyt € [0, 7.

(A7)

A5. The mapping — Fi(z) is continuous as a mappin@, 7’| — % for everyxz € %, and as a
mapping[0, 7] — D(L) for everyx € D(L).

These assumptions allow us to show the existence of the@wudf (A.4) in the mild sense for
any initial condition{ € % and in the strict sense fgr € D(L). Furthermore, we show that
for any initial conditioné € 4, the solution lies inD(L) after an infinitesimal amount of time.
Similar results can be found in the literature (geg[Lun95, Hen81] and references therein), but
with slightly different assumptions. The present resu#t blano means the pretention to generality
but is tailored to fit our needs. Since the proof is not exeedgiong, we give it here for the sake
of completeness.

Theorem A.2 AssumeA1-A5 hold and choos€ € %. Then there exists a unique functidi :
[0, 7] — £ solving (A.5) fort € [0,T]. The solutions satisfyX¢(t) — X, (t)|| < e[| — n]| for
all times. Furthermoret — X,(t) is differentiable fort > 0, X((¢) € D(L) and its derivative
satisfies (A.4).
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Proof. Assume first that the initial conditiohbelongs taD(L). We denote by#,, » the Banach
space’([0, T'], D(L)) with the usual sup norm. We show the local existence of aickassolution
to (A.4) in %, r by a standard contraction argument. Chodgse> 0 and define the map1, :

Brr, — Brm, by

(Mef)(t 5+/ (t — s)Fu(f(s)) ds
It is clear byAl, A3, A4 andA5 that/\/lg is well-defined and that the bounds
IMefIl < llElle + Tob(ll 11 (A.82)
IMef = Megll < Tollf = gll - bl 1T+ Nlgll) (A.8b)
[Mef = Mcfl <Nl =<lle (A.8¢)

hold. It is clearly enough to tak&, small enough, for example

gl 1
Ty < mln{ , = } , (A.9)
' b(2ll¢llL) " b(afie]l)
to find a contraction in the balb(%,, 1, , 2||¢||.). ThusM, possesses a unique fixed pait in
B 1,- By [LUn95, Lem. 4.1.6].X, is strongly differentiable ir¥8 and its derivative satisfies (A.4).
Using (A.2) andA2, we see immediately that for ay( € D(L) andt > 0 such that the
strong solutions\. and X exist up to timet, the estimates

X < [1€]l = a(0)]e™ + a(0) ,

| X () — Xe()]| < e (A.10)

hold. The global existence of the solution now follows byateng the above arguments, using
(A.10) to ensure the non-explosion of the solutions. Wedatto the reader to verify that one can
indeed continue the solutions up to the tifie

We next now show that for any initial conditigne %, the solution of (A.5) exists locally and
lies inD(L) for positive times. We defind1, as above, but replace the spa#g 1, by the larger
spaceZ,, 1, given by the measurable functiofis (0, Ty] — D(L) with finite norm

I£1l = sup [ltf@®)llz+ sup [[f()] -
te(0,To] te(0,To]

We first show thatM is well-defined on%,, ;,. Choosef € %, 1. Itis easy to check that,
by A3, [[(Mcf) ()] < |Inll + Toa(|| f). By A4, we can choose such that andb grow slower
than(1 + z)". We also choose an expone¥it> n and choosd; < 1. We have, by the remark
following Al, the estimate

[H(MeD DI, < 1651 au+/‘ ﬁSt-s ()], ds

WSt—s H

t—tN

<cmn+/’ a(lf ) ds+ [ Lf(s)]2) ds

< cléll + Crt (a1 + Cot™+ (1 + |||f|||)
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A similar estimate holds fof M, f — M,g||. SinceN > n, there exists a functioy such that
estimates of the type

IMeFIl < Tox(IFI) - and [ Mef — Megll < /Toll £ — gllx(IFl + llgl)

hold. It follows that7}, can be chosen sufficiently small to make, a contraction on some ball of
%A1, 1,» and so the fixed point of1, takes its values i®(L).

In order to complete the proof of the theorem, it remains tamstiat (A.10) holds for arbitrary
intial conditions. We again consider the same mappirg, but this time onC((0, 7o), %). It
is straightforward to check, using the assumptions, thahte similar to (A.8), but with| - ||
replaced byj| - || andb, b replaced by, a hold. We notice that, by (A.8a), we can, for arbitrary
e > 0, choose’ so small that|w,(0)|| < (1 +¢)||n||. Sinceu(d) € D(L), this gives the estimate
u, ()] < (1 + €)|In]l — a(0)|e**=9) + a(0), holding for every= > 0. By using (A.8b) and a
similar argument, we can show that, (1) — ug(t)|| < "9 (1 +¢)||n—£|| holds and thus (A.10)
is true forn, £ € A. O
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