
ar
X

iv
:n

lin
/0

00
30

57
v1

  [
nl

in
.C

D
]  

28
 M

ar
 2

00
0

Invariant Measures for Stochastic
PDE’s in Unbounded Domains

June 12, 2022

J.-P. Eckmann1,2, M. Hairer 1
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Abstract

We study stochastically forced semilinear parabolic PDE’sof the Ginzburg-Landau type. The class
of forcings considered are white noises in time and colored smooth noises in space. Existence of
the dynamics in L∞, as well as existence of an invariant measure are proven. We also show that the
solutions are with high probability analytic in a strip around the real axis and give estimates on the
width of that strip.

1 Introduction

We consider the stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) given by

duξ(t) = ∆uξ(t) dt+ (1− |uξ(t)|2)uξ(t) dt+QdW (t) ,

uξ(0) = ξ , ξ ∈ L∞(R) .
(SGL)

In this equation,dW (t) denotes the canonical cylindrical Wiener process on the Hilbert space
L2(R, dx), i.e.we have the formal expression

E(dW (s, x) dW (t, y)) = δ(s− t)δ(x− y) ds dt .

Think for the moment ofuξ(t) as a distribution on the real line. We will introduce later the space
of functions in which (SGL) makes sense. The symbolQ denotes a bounded operator of the type
Qf = ϕ1 ⋆ (ϕ2 f) whereϕ̂1, the Fourier transform ofϕ1, is some positiveC∞

0 function andϕ2 is
some smooth function that decays sufficiently fast at infinity to be square-integrable. In fact, we
will assume for convenience that there are constantsc > 0 andβ > 0 such that

|ϕ2(x)| ≤
c

〈〈x〉〉1/2+β
, 〈〈x〉〉 ≡

√
1 + x2 . (1.1)

The space in which we show the existence of the solutions isCu(R), the Banach space of complex-
valued uniformly continuous functions. The reason of this choice is that we want to work in a
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translational invariant space which is big enough to contain the interesting part of the dynamics of
the deterministic part of the equation,i.e. the three fixed points0 and±1, as well as various kinds
of fronts and waves. The meaning of the assumptions onϕ1 andϕ2 is the following.

– The noise does not shake the solution too badly at infinity (in the space variablex). If it did,
the solution would not stay in L∞.

– The noise is smooth inx (it is even analytic), so it will not lead to irregular functions inx-
space. This assumption is crucial for our existence theoremconcerning the invariant measure.

For convenience, we write (SGL) as

duξ(t) = (Luξ(t) + F (uξ(t))) dt+QdW (t) ,

L = ∆− 1 , (F (u))(x) = u(x) + (1− |u(x)|2)u(x) . (1.2)

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

duξ(t) = (1−∆)2uξ(t) dt+ (1− |uξ(t)|2)uξ(t) dt+QdW (t) ,

but one has to be more careful in the computations, since one does not know an explicit formula for
the kernel of the linear semigroup. It is also possible to replace the nonlinearity by some slightly
more complicated expression ofu(t).

For any Banach spaceB, aB-valued stochastic processuξ(t) is called amild solutionof (1.2)
with initial conditionξ if it satisfies the associated integral equation

uξ(t) = eLtξ +
∫ t

0
eL(t−s)F (uξ(s)) ds+

∫ t

0
eL(t−s)QdW (s) , (1.3)

in the sense that every term defines a stochastic process onB and that the equality holds almost
surely with respect to the probability measure on the abstract probability space underlying the
Wiener process. The initial condition does not have to belong to B, providedeLtξ ∈ B for all
timest > 0.

To a Markovian solution, we can associate (under suitable conditions) thetransition semigroup
Pt defined on and into the set of bounded Borel functionsϕ : B → C by

(Ptϕ)(ξ) =
∫

B

ϕ(η)P(uξ(t) ∈ dη) . (1.4)

Its dual semigroupP∗
t is defined on and into the set of Borel probability measuresν onB by

(P∗
t ν)(Γ) =

∫

B

P(uξ(t) ∈ Γ) ν(dξ) , (1.5)

whereΓ is aB-Borel set. If the existence of the solutions is shown for initial conditions in a larger
Banach spaceB′ in which B is continuously embedded,P∗

t can be extended to a map from the
B′-Borel probability measures into theB-Borel probability measures.

An invariant measurefor (1.2) is a probability measure onB which is a fixed point forP∗
t .

If T is a weaker topology onB, we can under appropriate conditions extendP∗
t by (1.5) to a

mapping from theT -Borel probability measures into themselves. In the case ofL∞(R), we may
for example consider a “weighted topology”T̺ induced by some weighted norm‖̺ · ‖∞.
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If we takeϕ2(x) = 1, it is known (we refer to [DPZ96] for details) that (1.2) possesses a mild
solution in Lp(R, ̺(x) dx) for a weight function̺ that decays at infinity. Our choice forQ makes it
possible to work in flat spaces, since the noise is damped at infinity. In fact, we will show that, for
every initial conditionu0 ∈ L∞(R), (1.2) possesses a mild solution inCu(R), the space of bounded
uniformly continuous functions onR. This leads to slight technical difficulties since neither L∞(R)
norCu(R) are separable Banach spaces, and thus standard existence theorems do not apply.

After proving the existence of the solutions, we will be concerned with their regularity. We
prove that with high probability the solutionuξ(t) of (SGL) for a fixed time is analytic in a strip
around the real axis. We will also derive estimates on the width of that strip. These estimates will
finally allow to show the existence of an invariant measure for P∗

t , provided we equipCu(R) with
a slightly weaker topology. The existence of an invariant measure is not a trivial result since

a. The linear semigroup of (SGL) is not made of compact operators inCu(R).

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

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

The results we found in the literature about the existence ofinvariant measures for infinite-dimen-
sional stochastic differential equations (seee.g.[JLM85, DPZ92a, DPZ96, BKL00] and references
therein) usually assume that the converse of eithera., b. or c. holds. The main result of this paper
is the following.

Theorem 1.1 There exist slowly decaying weight functions̺ such that the extension ofP∗
t to the

T̺-Borel probability measures is well-defined and admits a fixed point.

Remark 1.2 The hypotheses of this theorem have been made with the following future project in
mind. We hope to prove that the measure found in Theorem 1.1 isunique. The basic idea is to
apply the methods of [EPR99] to the context of SPDE’s to show uniqueness of the measure by the
tools of control theory. In this context, it is interesting if the noise drives the system only in the
dissipative range, namely in afinite interval of frequencies which need not contain the unstable
modes of the deterministic Ginzburg-Landau equation. In particular, such forces donot have
invertible covariances and hence methods such as those found in [DPZ96] do not apply.

This is also the reason why the setting considered in this paper imposeŝϕ1 to have compact
support, although the extension to exponentially decayingfunctions would have been easy.

The next sections will be organized as follows. In Section 2,we give detailed bounds on the
stochastic convolution,i.e. on the evolution of the noise under the action of the semigroup gener-
ated byL. In Section 3 we then prove the existence of a unique solutionfor (1.2) and derive ana
priori estimate on its amplitude. Section 4 is devoted to the study of the analyticity properties of
the solution. In Section 5, we finally show the existence of aninvariant measure for the dynamics,
i.e. we prove Theorem 1.1 which will be restated as Theorem 5.4. The appendix gives conditions
under which one can prove the existence of a global strong solution to a class of semilinear PDE’s
in a Banach space.
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1.1 Definitions and notations

Consider the setsAη of functions that are analytic and uniformly bounded in an open strip of width
2η centered around the real axis. They are Banach spaces with respect to the norms

|||f |||η,∞ ≡ sup
z : |Imz|<η

|f(z)| .

Fix T > 0. We defineBT as the Banach space of functionsf(t, x) with t ∈ (0, T ] andx ∈ R such
that for fixedt > 0, f(t, ·) is analytic and bounded in the strip{z = x+ iy | |y| <

√
t}. We equip

BT with the norm
|||f |||T ≡ sup

t∈(0,T ]

|||f(t, z)|||√t,∞ .

In the sequel we denote by‖ · ‖p the norm of Lp(R, dx). ForM a metric space andB a Banach
space, the symbolCb(M,B) (resp.Cu(M,B)) stands for the Banach space of bounded (uni-
formly) continuous functionsM → B endowed with the usual sup norm. IfB = C, it is usually
suppressed in the notation. Moreover, the symbolC denotes a constant which is independent of
the running parameters and which may change from one line to the other (even inside the same
equation).

The symbolL (X) denotes the probability law of a random variableX. The symbolB(M, r)
denotes the open ball of radiusr centered at the origin of a metric vector spaceM .

2 The Stochastic Convolution

This section is devoted to the detailed study of the properties of the stochastic process obtained by
letting the semigroup generated byL act on the noise.

2.1 Basic properties

Let us denote by(Ω,F ,P) the underlying probability space for the cylindrical Wiener process
dW , and byE the expectation inΩ. We define the stochastic convolution

WL(t, ω) =
∫ t

0
eL(t−s)QdW (s, ω) , ω ∈ Ω . (2.1)

The argumentω will be suppressed during the major part of the discussion. For a discussion on the
definition of the stochastic integral in infinite-dimensional Banach spaces, we refer to [DPZ92b].
Notice that sincêϕ1 has compact support, we can find aC∞

0 function ψ̂ such thatψ̂(x) = 1 for
x ∈ suppϕ̂. We defineQ̃f = ψ ⋆ f and fix a constantR such that

suppϕ̂ ⊂ suppψ̂ ⊂ {x ∈ R | |x| ≤ R} . (2.2)

We have of coursẽQQ = Q. An important consequence of this property is

Lemma 2.1 Fix η > 0 andα < 1/2. Then there exists a version ofWL with α-Hölder continuous
sample paths inAη. Furthermore, for everyT > 0, the mapping

W η
L : Ω → Cb([0, T ],Aη) ,

ω 7→ WL(·, ω) ,
(2.3)

is measurable with respect to the Borelσ-field generated by the strong topology onCb([0, T ],Aη).
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Remark 2.2 The meaning of the word “version” is that the process constructed here differs from
(2.1) only on a set ofP-measure0. We will in the sequel not make any distinction between both
processes.

Proof of Lemma 2.1.We first notice thatWL(t) has anα-Hölder continuous version in L2(R). This
is a consequence of the fact that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm inL2(R) of exp(Lt)Q is bounded by
e−t‖ϕ1‖2‖ϕ2‖2. Since L2(R) is separable, the mapping

WL : Ω → Cb([0, T ], L
2(R)) ,

ω 7→WL(·, ω) ,

is measurable [DPZ92b, Prop 3.17]. SinceL andQ̃ commute, we can write

WL(t, ω) =
∫ t

0
Q̃2eL(t−s)QdW (s, ω) = Q̃2WL(t, ω) , (2.4)

where we used [DPZ96, Prop. 4.15] to commute the operator andthe integral. We will show that
Q̃2 defines a bounded continuous linear operator from L2(R) into Aη. The claim then follows if
we define the mapW η

L = Q̃2
η ◦WL, where we denote bỹQ2

η the operator constructed in an obvious
way fromQ̃2 as a map fromCb([0, T ], L2(R)) intoCb([0, T ],Aη).

Notice first that iff ∈ L2(R), we have by the Young inequalitỹQf ∈ L∞(R) and the estimate

‖Q̃f‖∞ ≤ ‖ψ‖2‖f‖2 (2.5)

holds. Take nowf ∈ L∞(R). SinceQ̃ maps any measurable function onto an entire analytic
function,Q̃f(z) has a meaning for everyz ∈ C. We have for anyx ∈ R

|(Q̃f)(x+ iη)| =
∣

∣

∣

∫

R
ψ(x+ iη − y)f(y) dy

∣

∣

∣ . (2.6)

By assumption, the Fourier transform ofψ belongs toC∞
0 . We know that such functions enjoy the

property – seee.g.[RS80] – that for eachN > 0 there exists a constantCN such that

|ψ(x+ iη)| ≤ CNe
R|η|

(1 + x2 + η2)N
,

where the constantR is defined in (2.2). We thus have the estimate

|(Q̃f)(x+ iη)| ≤ ‖f‖∞
∫

R
|ψ(x+ iη − y)| dy

≤ CeR|η|‖f‖∞ ,
(2.7)

and thus
|||Q̃f |||η,∞ ≤ CeR|η|‖f‖∞ . (2.8)

Collecting (2.5) and (2.8) proves the claim.

Remark 2.3 As an evident corollary of the proof of the lemma, note thatWL(t) ∈ D(L) for all
timest ≥ 0 and that the mapping

WL : Ω → Cb([0, T ],D(L)) ,

ω 7→WL(·, ω) ,
(2.9)

has the same properties as the mappingW η
L if we equipD(L) with the graph norm. In particular,

WL has almost surelyα-Hölder continuous sample paths inD(L).
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We will now give more precise bounds on the magnitude of the processWL. Our main tool will
be the so-called “factorization formula” which will allow to get uniform bounds over some finite
time interval.

2.2 Factorization of the stochastic convolution

We define, forδ ∈ (0, 1/2),

YL,δ(t) =
∫ t

0
(t− s)−δeL(t−s)QdW (s) ,

(GδΨ)(t) =
∫ t

0
(t− s)δ−1eL(t−s)Ψ(s) ds .

Notice that we can show by the same arguments as in Lemma 2.1 that the processYL,δ(t) has a
version which takes values inAη. Thus, in particular the expressionYL,δ(t, x) is a well-defined
complex-valued random variable. A corollary of the stochastic Fubini theorem (sometimes referred
to as the “factorization formula” [DPZ92b]) shows that

WL(t) =
sinπδ
π

(GδYL,δ)(t) . (2.10)

Before we start to estimate‖WL(t)‖∞, we state without proof the following trivial consequence of
the Young inequality:

Lemma 2.4 Denote bygt the heat kernel and choosep > 1. Then there exists a constantc
depending onp such that

‖gt ⋆ f‖∞ ≤ ct−1/(2p)‖f‖p , (2.11)

holds for everyf ∈ Lp(R).

We have, using (2.10), Lemma 2.4, and the Hölder inequality,

‖WL(t)‖∞ ≤ C
∫ t

0
(t− s)δ−1e−(t−s)‖gt−s ⋆ YL,δ(s)‖∞ ds

≤ C
∫ t

0
(t− s)δ−1−1/(2p)‖YL,δ(s)‖p ds

≤ C
(

∫ t

0
(t− s)q(δ−1−1/(2p)) ds

)1/q(
∫ t

0
‖YL,δ(s)‖pp ds

)1/p
,

whereq is chosen such thatp−1+q−1 = 1. It is easy to check that the first integral converges when

p >
3

2δ
. (2.12)

In that case, we have

‖WL(t)‖p∞ ≤ Ctγ
∫ t

0
‖YL,δ(s)‖pp ds , γ = pδ − 3

2
. (2.13)

So it remains to estimate‖YL,δ(t)‖p.
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2.3 Estimate on the processYL,δ(t)

This subsection is devoted to the proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 Let YL,δ be as above and choosep ≥ 2 and δ ∈ (0, 1/2). There exists a constantc
depending onδ, p, ϕ1 andϕ2 but independent oft such thatE‖YL,δ(t)‖pp ≤ c.

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

Lemma 2.6 Let f and g be two positive even functions which are integrable and monotone de-
creasing between0 and∞. Then the estimate

|(f ⋆ g)(x)| ≤ |f(x/2)| ‖g‖1 + |g(x/2)| ‖f‖1

holds.

Proof. Assumex ≥ 0 (the casex < 0 can be treated in a similar way) and defineIx = (x/2, 3x/2).
We can decompose the convolution as

|(f ⋆ g)(x)| ≤
∫

Ix
|f(y − x)g(y)| dy +

∫

R\Ix
|f(y − x)g(y)| dy

≤ |g(x/2)|
∫

R
|f(y)| dy + |f(x/2)|

∫

R
|g(y)| dy ,

which proves the assertion.

Proof of Lemma 2.5.We use the formal expansion

dW (x, t) =
∞
∑

j=1

ej(x) dwj(t) ,

where theei form an orthonormal basis of L2(R, dx) (say the eigenfunctions of the harmonic
oscillator) and thedwi are independent Wiener increments. We also denote byTx the translation
operator(Txf)(y) = f(y − x). We then have

E|YL,δ(t, x)|2 = E
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∞
∑

j=1

(t− s)−δe−(t−s)(gt−s ⋆ ϕ1 ⋆ (ϕ2 ej))(x) dwj(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
∫ t

0

∞
∑

j=1

(t− s)−2δe−2(t−s)|(gt−s ⋆ ϕ1 ⋆ (ϕ2 ej))(x)|2 ds

=
∫ t

0
(t− s)−2δe−2(t−s)

∞
∑

j=1

|〈ϕ2 Tx(gt−s ⋆ ϕ1), ej〉|2 ds

=
∫ t

0
s−2δe−2s‖ϕ2 Tx(gs ⋆ ϕ1)‖22 ds .

An explicit computation shows the equality

‖ϕ2 Tx(gs ⋆ ϕ1)‖22 = (ϕ2
2 ⋆ (gs ⋆ ϕ1)

2)(x) .
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Using Lemma 2.6, the fact thatϕ1(x) ≤ CN〈〈x〉〉−N for everyN , and the well-known inequality
|gs ⋆ ϕ1|(x) ≤ ‖ϕ1‖∞, we get the estimate

(gs ⋆ ϕ1)
2(x) ≤ C

(e−x2/(16s)

〈〈s〉〉 +
1

〈〈x〉〉N
)

.

Using again Lemma 2.6 and (1.1), we get

‖ϕ2 Tx(gs ⋆ ϕ1)‖22 ≤ C
(e−x2/(64s)

〈〈s〉〉 +
1

〈〈x〉〉1+2β

)

.

It is now an easy exercise to show that

sup
s>0

‖ϕ2 Tx(gs ⋆ ϕ1)‖22 ≤ C
( 1

〈〈x〉〉2 +
1

〈〈x〉〉1+2β

)

.

Definingβ ′ = min{1/2, β}, and using〈〈x〉〉 ≥ 1, we have

E|YL,δ(t, x)|2 ≤ C〈〈x〉〉−1−2β′

∫ t

0
s−2δe−2s ds ≤ C〈〈x〉〉−1−2β′

.

SinceYL,δ(t, x) is a Gaussian random variable, this implies, forp ≥ 2

E‖YL,δ(t)‖pp =
∫

R
E|YL,δ(t, x)|p dx ≤ C

∫

R
(E|YL,δ(t, x)|2)p/2 dx

≤ C
∫

R

1

〈〈x〉〉p/2+β′p
dx ≤ C .

(2.14)

This proves the assertion.

As a corollary of Lemma 2.5, we have the following estimate onthe processWL(t).

Corollary 2.7 For anyp ≥ 2, there is a constantC > 0 such thatE‖WL(t)‖p∞ ≤ C for all times
t ≥ 0.

Proof. Using again the equalityWL(t) = Q̃WL(t), we notice that it is enough to have an estimate
on E‖WL(t)‖pp. This can be done by retracing the proof of Lemma 2.5 withδ replaced by0.

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

Theorem 2.8 For everyε > 0, there are constantsC,R > 0 depending only on the choices ofϕ1,
ϕ2 andε such that the estimate

E|||WL|||T ≤ CeR
√
TT 1/2−ε

holds.
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Proof. The estimate
|||WL|||T ≤ CeR

√
T sup

t∈(0,T ]

‖WL(t)‖∞ , (2.15)

holds as a consequence of Eqs. (2.6) and (2.8). We thus need anestimate on‖WL(t)‖∞ which is
uniform on some time interval. This is achieved by combiningLemma 2.5 with Eq. (2.13). Let
us first choose a constantδ > 1/2, but very close to1/2 and then a (big) constantp such that
p > max{2, 3/(2δ)}. Since supt∈(0,T ] ‖WL(t)‖∞ is a positive random variable, we have

E
(

sup
t∈(0,T ]

‖WL(t)‖∞
)

≤ C
(

E(supt∈(0,T ]‖WL(t)‖∞)p
)1/p

= C
(

E(supt∈(0,T ]‖WL(t)‖p∞)
)1/p

≤ C
(

T γ
∫ T

0
E‖YL,δ(s)‖pp ds

)1/p

≤ CT (γ+1)/p ≤ CT δ−1/(2p) . (2.16)

The exponentδ − 1/(2p) can be brought arbitrarily close to1/2. This, together with the previous
estimate (2.15), proves the claim.

We have now the necessary tools to prove the existence of a unique solution to the SPDE (1.2).

3 Existence of the Solutions

Throughout this section, we denote byB the Banach spaceCu(R) of bounded uniformly continu-
ous complex-valued functions on the real line endowed with the norm‖ · ‖∞. The reason why we
can not use a standard existence theorem is thatB is not separable. Nevertheless, the outline of
our proof is quite similar to the proofs one can find in [DPZ92b]. The technique is to solve (1.2)
pathwise and then to show that the result yields a well-defined stochastic process onB which is
a mild solution to the considered problem. In order to prepare the existence proof for solutions of
(1.2), we study the dynamics of thedeterministicequation

Ẋξ(W, t) = LXξ(W, t) + F (Xξ(W, t) +W (t)) , Xξ(W, 0) = ξ. (3.1)

In this equation,ξ ∈ L∞(R) is an arbitrary initial condition andW ∈ Cb([0, T ],Aη) is an arbitrary
noise function withW (0) = 0 andη > 0 fixed. For the moment, we choose an arbitrary time
T > 0 and study the solutions up to timeT . The reason why we study (3.1) is that ifXξ is a
solution of (3.1), thenYξ(t) = Xξ(t) +W (t) is a solution of

Ẏξ(t) = LYξ(t) + F (Yξ(t)) + Ẇ (t) , Yξ(0) = ξ,

providedW : [0, T ] → Aη is a differentiable function. Because of the dissipativityof F , we will
show that (3.1) possesses a unique bounded and continuous solution in B for all timest ∈ (0, T ].
Consider the map

ST
ξ : Cb([0, T ],Aη) → Cb((0, T ],B) ,

W (·) 7→ Xξ(W, ·) ,

that associates to every noise functionW and every initial conditionξ ∈ L∞(R) the solution of
(3.1). (We do not show explicitly the value ofη in the notations, since the mapST

ξ is in an obvious
sense independent ofη.) We have the following result.
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Lemma 3.1 The map(ξ,W ) 7→ ST
ξ (W ) is locally Lipschitz continuous in both arguments. Fur-

thermore, the estimates

‖ST
ξ (W )‖ ≤ max{‖ξ‖∞, C(1 + ‖W‖3)} , (3.2a)

‖ST
ξ (W )− ST

ζ (W )‖ ≤ eT ‖ξ − ζ‖∞ , (3.2b)

hold.

Proof. The proof relies on the results of Appendix A. As a first step, we verify that the assumptions
of Theorem A.2 are satisfied withFt(x) = F (x + W (t)). It is well-known [Lun95] thatA1 is
satisfied for the Laplacean and thus forL. Using the easy-to-check inequality

|(a− b) + α(a|a|2 − b|b|2)| ≥ |a− b|
(

1 + α
|a|2 + |b|2

2

)

,

which holds for anya, b ∈ C andα ≥ 0, it is also straightforward to check that the mappingL+Ft

is κ-quasi dissipative for all times withκ = 1 and thereforeA2 holds. AssumptionA3 can be
checked in a similar way. To checkA4, notice that by Cauchy’s integral representation theorem,
Aη ⊂ D(L), and soFt mapsD(L) into itself. Furthermore, it is easy to check the inequality

‖∂xv‖2∞ ≤ C‖v‖∞‖∂2xv‖∞ , v ∈ D(L) . (3.3)

We leave it to the reader to verify, with the help of (3.3), that A4 is indeed satisfied. It is clear by
the continuity ofW (·) thatA5 holds as well, so we are allowed to use Theorem A.2.

We will show that (3.2) holds for arbitrary initial conditions inD(L). To show that they also
hold for arbitrary initial conditions in L∞(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 subscript∞ in the norms. Denote byX(t)
the solution of (3.1). SinceX(t) is strongly differentiable by Theorem A.2, the left lower Dini
derivativeD−‖X(t)‖ satisfies by (A.2)

D−‖X(t)‖ ≤ lim inf
h→0+

h−1(‖X(t)‖ − ‖X(t)− hLX(t)− hFt(X(t))‖)
≤ −‖X(t)‖+ C(1 + ‖W (t)‖3) ,

(3.4)

where the last inequality is easily obtained by inspection,absorbing the linear instability into the
strongly dissipative term−X(t)|X(t) +W (t)|2. The estimate (3.2a) follows immediately from a
standard theorem about differential inequalities [Wal64].

Inequality (3.2b) is an immediate consequence of Theorem A.2.
It remains to show thatST

ξ (W ) is a locally Lipschitz continuous function ofW . We callX(t)

andX̃(t) the solutions of (3.1) with noise functionsW andV respectively. We also denote byFW
t

andF V
t the corresponding nonlinearities. In a similar way as above, we obtain the inequality

D−‖X(t)− X̃(t)‖ ≤ ‖X(t)− X̃(t)‖+ ‖(FW
t − F V

t )(X(t))‖
2

+
‖(FW

t − F V
t )(X̃(t))‖
2

.

The claim now follows from the estimate

‖(FW
t − F V

t )(x)‖ ≤ C‖W − V ‖(1 + ‖x‖2 + ‖W‖2 + ‖V ‖2) ,

and from thea priori estimate (3.2a) on the norms ofX(t) andX̃(t).
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Before we state the existence theorem, let us define the following.

Definition 3.2 A transition semigroupPt on a Banach spaceB has theweak Fellerproperty if
Ptϕ ∈ Cu(B) for everyϕ ∈ Cu(B).

Theorem 3.3 For every initial condition inL∞(R), the SPDE defined by (SGL) possesses a unique
continuous mild solution inB for all times. The solution is Markov, its transition semigroup is
well-defined and weak Feller and its sample paths are almost surelyα-Hölder continuous for every
α < 1/2.

Proof. The main work for the proof was done in Lemma 3.1. Recall the definition (2.3) of the
mappingW η

L that associates to every element ofΩ a continuous noise function inAη. SinceAη is
continuously embedded inB, we candefinethe random variable

uTξ : Ω → Cb((0, T ],B) ,

ω 7→ (ST
ξ ◦W η

L)(ω) +W η
L(ω) ,

for someη > 0 and someT > 0. This allows to define the stochastic process

uξ(t) : Ω → B ,

ω 7→ (uTξ (ω))(t) ,

for someT > t. It is clear by the uniqueness of the solutions to the deterministic equation (3.1)
that this expression is well-defined,i.e. does not depend on the particular choice ofT . It is also
independent of the choice ofη. SinceW η

L is measurable andST
ξ is continuous,uξ is a well-defined

stochastic process with values inB. It is immediate from the definitions ofW η
L andST

ξ thatuξ
is indeed a mild solution to (SGL). The Markov property follows from the construction and the
Markov property ofWL.

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

Pξ,t(Γ) = P(uξ(t) ∈ Γ) =
∫

Ω
χΓ(uξ(t, ω))P(dω) ,

is measurable as a function ofξ for everyB-Borel setΓ and everyt ≥ 0. This is (again by Fubini’s
theorem) an immediate consequence of the measurability ofWL and the joint continuity ofSη

ξ (W ).
The weak Feller property is an immediate consequence of (3.2b), since

|(Ptϕ)(ξ)− (Ptϕ)(ζ)| ≤
∫

Ω
|ϕ(uξ(t, ω))− ϕ(uζ(t, ω))|P(dω) .

Now chooseε > 0. Sinceϕ ∈ Cu(B), there existsδ > 0 such that|ϕ(x)−ϕ(y)| < ε for ‖x−y‖ <
δ. It suffices to chooseξ close enough toζ such that‖uξ(t, ω)− uζ(t, ω)‖ ≤ et‖ξ − ζ‖ < δ holds.

Theα-Hölder continuity of the sample paths is a consequence of the strong differentiability
(and thus local Lipschitz continuity) of the solutions of (3.1) and of the almost sureα-Hölder
continuity of the sample paths ofWL.

We now show that the solution of (1.2) not only exists inCb(R) but also stays bounded in proba-
bility. In fact we have
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Lemma 3.4 Let uξ(t) be the solution of (1.2) constructed above withξ ∈ L∞(R). There exist a
timeT ∗ > 0 depending onξ and a constantC > 0 such thatE‖u(t)‖∞ ≤ C for every timet > T ∗.

Proof. From (3.4), we obtain the estimate

‖u(t)−WL(t)‖∞ ≤ e−t‖ξ‖∞ + C
∫ t

0
e−(t−s)(1 + ‖WL(s)‖∞)3 ds .

This yields immediately

sup
t>T

E‖u(t)‖∞ ≤ e−T‖ξ‖∞ + C sup
s>0

E(1 + ‖WL(s)‖∞ + ‖WL(s)‖3∞) .

The claim follows now easily from Corollary 2.7.

4 Analyticity of the Solutions

Our first step towards the existence proof for an invariant measure consists in proving that the
solution of (SGL) constructed in Section 3 lies for all timesin some suitable space of analytic
functions. More precisely, we show that there is a (small) timeT such that the solution of (SGL)
up to timeT belongs toBT . (Recall the definition ofBT given in Subsection 1.1.) The proof is
inspired by that of [Col94] for the deterministic case, making use of the estimates of the preceding
sections, in particular of Theorem 2.8.

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

L = ∆− 1 and F (u)(x) = u(x)(2− |u(x)|2) .

Throughout this section, we assume thatu(t) is a stochastic process solving (SGL) in the mild
sense,i.e. there exists aξ ∈ L∞(R) such thatu(t) satisfies (1.3). Such a process exists and is
unique (givenξ) by Theorem 3.3.

For given functionsg ∈ L∞(R) andh ∈ BT , we define the mapMg,h : BT → BT as

(Mg,h(f))(t) = h(t) + eLtg +
∫ t

0
eLτF (f(t− τ)) dτ

≡ h(t) + (Lg)(t) + (N f)(t) .
(4.1)

Until the end of this proof, we write||| · ||| instead of||| · |||T . It is possible to show – see [Col94] –
thatMg,h is always well-defined onBT and that there are constantsk1, k2, k3 such that

|||Lg||| ≤ k1‖g‖∞ ,

|||N f ||| ≤ k2T |||f |||3 ,

|||Mg,hf1 −Mg,hf2||| ≤ k3T (1 + |||f1|||+ |||f2|||)2|||f1 − f2||| .

We now show thatu(t) ∈ Aη with high probability for someη > 0. The precise statement of the
result is

Theorem 4.1 For anyε > 0 there are constantsη, T̃ , C > 0 such thatP(u(t) ∈ B(Aη, C)) > 1−ε
for every timet > T̃ .
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Proof. We fix T̃ bigger than the valueT ∗ we found in Lemma 3.4, saỹT = T ∗ + 1. We also fix
some timeT < 1 to be chosen later and we choose an arbitrary timet > T̃ . We show that with
high probability, the solutionu(t−T + ·) belongs toBT . To begin, we takeg = u(t−T ) and, for
s > 0, we define

h(s) =
∫ t−T+s

t−T
eL(t−T+s−σ)QdW (σ) .

Since the Wiener increments are identically distributed independent random variables, it is clear
that L (h(s)) = L (WL(s)). In particular, Theorem 2.8 ensures the existence of a constantC1

such thatE|||h||| ≤ C1. By Lemma 3.4, there exists another constantC2 such thatE‖g‖∞ < C2.
Since the solution is Markovian,g andh are independent random variables and we have

P
(

‖g‖∞ <
2C2

ε
and |||h||| < 2C1

ε

)

= P
(

‖g‖∞ <
2C2

ε

)

P
(

|||h||| < 2C1

ε

)

> (1− ε/2)2 > 1− ε .

From now on we assume that the above event is satisfied. Thus there is a constantC3 ≈ O(1/ε)
such that

|||Mg,hf ||| ≤ C3 + k2T |||f |||3 .
If we impose nowT < 1/(8k2C

2
3), we see thatMg,h maps the ball of radius2C3 centered at0 into

itself. If we also impose the condition

T <
1

k3(1 + 4C3)2
,

we see thatMg,h is a contraction on that ball. This, together with the uniqueness of the solutions of
(SGL), proves the claim. It moreover shows that the widthη of analyticity behaves asymptotically
like η ≈ O(ε).

The above theorem tells us the probability for the solution to be analytic in a strip at a fixed time.
Another property of interest is the behavior of the individual sample paths. We will show that any
given sample path is always analytic with probability1. Recall thatF denotes theσ-field of the
probability space underlying the cylindrical Wiener process.

Proposition 4.2 There is an eventΓ ∈ F with P(Γ) = 1 such that for everyξ ∈ L∞(R), every
ω ∈ Γ, and every positive timet > 0, there exists a strictly positive valueη(t) > 0 such that
uξ(t, ω) ∈ Aη.

Proof. Define for each integern the setΓn as

Γn = {w ∈ Ω |WL(·, ω) ∈ C([0, n],An)} .

We haveP(Γn) = 1 for all n by Lemma 2.1. Byσ-completeness,Γ =
⋂

n>0 Γn belongs toF and
P(Γ) = 1. We claim thatΓ is the right event.

By the construction ofΓ, the sample pathsuξ(·, ω) andWL(·, ω) are continuous and thus
bounded on every finite time interval. Furthermore,WL(t, ω) ∈ Aη for every time and every
positiveη. The claim now follows easily from the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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5 Existence of an Invariant Measure

We can now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We first define the set of weight functionsW as the
set of all functions̺ : R → R which satisfy

a. The function̺ (x) is bounded, two times continuously differentiable and strictly positive.

b. For everyε > 0 there existsxε > 0 such that|̺(x)| ≤ ε if |x| ≥ xε.

c. There exist constantsc1 andc2 such that

∣

∣

∣

∂x̺(x)

̺(x)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ c1 and
∣

∣

∣

∂2x̺(x)

̺(x)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ c2 , (5.1)

for all x ∈ R.

Remark 5.1 The meaning of the expression “slowly decaying” used in Theorem 1.1 becomes
clear from the following statement, the verification of which we leave to the reader. Forevery
strictly positive decreasing sequence{xn}∞n=0 satisfying limn→∞ xn = 0 and such thatxn/xn+1

remains bounded, it is possible to construct a function̺ ∈ W such that̺ (n) = x|n| for every
n ∈ Z. In particular,xn may decay as slowly as1/ log(log(. . . log(C +n) . . .)), but is not allowed
to decay faster than exponentially.

For every̺ ∈ W , we define the weighted norm

‖f‖̺ = ‖̺f‖∞ .

We can now consider the topological vector spaceB̺ which is equal as a set toB = Cu(R), but
endowed with the (slightly weaker) topology induced by the norm‖ · ‖̺. The spaceB̺ is a metric
space, but it is neither complete nor separable. Since the topology ofB̺ is weaker than that of
the original spaceB, everyB̺-Borel set is also aB-Borel set and every probability measure on
B can be restricted to a probability measure onB̺. Let us show that we can define consistently a
transition semigroupP∗

t,̺ acting on and into the set ofB̺-Borel probability measures. We have

Proposition 5.2 For every̺ ∈ W , the transition semigroupP∗
t associated to (SGL) can be ex-

tended to a transition semigroupP∗
t,̺ such that (1.5) holds for everyB̺-Borel setΓ. Furthermore,

the transition semigroupP∗
t,̺ is weak Feller.

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

Lemma 5.3 The operator∆ is quasi dissipative with respect to the norm‖ · ‖̺.

Proof. We have the equality

̺∆u = ∆(̺u)− ∆̺

̺
(̺u) + 2

∇̺
̺

∇(̺u)− 2
∣

∣

∣

∇̺
̺

∣

∣

∣

2
(̺u) .

The claim follows from (5.1) and the fact that∆ and∇ are dissipative operators with respect to
‖ · ‖∞.
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Proof of Proposition 5.2.Using Lemma 5.3, it is easy to check that the operatorL + Ft is, for
all times and for aκ ∈ R, κ-quasi dissipative with respect to the norm‖ · ‖̺. This yields as in
Lemma 3.1 the estimate

‖ST
ξ (W )− ST

η (W )‖̺ ≤ eκT‖ξ − η‖̺ .
Using this estimate, we can retrace the arguments exposed inthe proof of Theorem 3.3 to show
thatP∗

t,̺ is well-defined and weak Feller.

This construction is reminiscent of what was done in [MS95, FLS96] to construct an attractor for
the deterministic case. They also introduce a weighted topology on L∞(R) to overcome the fact
that the attractor of the deterministic Ginzburg-Landau equation is not compact. Our result is the
following.

Theorem 5.4 For every̺ ∈ W , there exists aB̺-Borel probability measureµ̺ which is invariant
for the transition semigroupP∗

̺,t.

The proof follows from a standard tightness argument. The main point is to notice that the unit
ball of Aη is compact inB̺ for any weight function̺ ∈ W . We formulate this as a lemma.

Lemma 5.5 The unit ball ofAη is a compact subset ofB̺ for every̺ ∈ W .

Proof. SinceB̺ is a metric space, compact sets coincide with sequentially compact sets [Köt83].
We use the latter characterization. Choose a sequenceF = {fn}∞n=1 of functions inAη with
|||fn|||η,∞ ≤ 1 for all n. It is a standard theorem of complex analysis [Die68] that ifD ⊂ C is open
andF is a family of analytic functions uniformly bounded onD, then for every compact domain
K ⊂ D there is a subsequence ofF that converges uniformly onK to an analytic limit.

We define the subsequencesFn inductively by the following construction. First we choose
F−1 = F . Then we consider the compact setsDn = [−n, n] and we defineFn as a subsequence of
Fn−1 that converges uniformly onDn. Call f̂n the resulting limit function onDn. We now define
a global limit functionf̂∞ by f̂∞(x) = f̂n(x) if x ∈ Dn. This procedure is well-defined since
different f̂n must by construction coincide on the intersection of their domains.

It remains now to exhibit a subsequence ofF that converges tôf∞ in the topology ofB̺.
For everyn ≥ 1, choosegn ∈ Fn such that|gn(z) − fn(z)| < 1/n for z ∈ Dn. Thegn form a
subsequence ofF . We have moreover

‖gn − f̂∞‖̺ ≤ ‖gn − f̂N‖̺ + ‖f̂N − f̂∞‖̺ ≤
‖̺‖∞
N

+ 4 sup
|x|≥N

|̺(x)| .

By hypothesesa. andb. on̺, this expression tends to0 asN tends to∞.

Remark 5.6 By the compatibility of the various topologies with the linear structures, every bound-
ed closed subset ofAη is compact as a subset ofB̺.

Proof of Theorem 5.4.We choose an initial conditionξ ∈ L∞(R) and consider the family ofB̺-
Borel probability measures given by

µt =
1

t

∫ t

0
P∗

̺,t(δξ) dt .
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Fix now an arbitraryε > 0. By Theorem 4.1 there existη, C, T > 0 such thatµt(B(Aη, C)) > 1−ε
for everyt > T . SinceB(Aη, C) is compact inB̺ by Lemma 5.5, the family{µt}t>T is tight and
thus contains a weakly convergent subsequence by Prohorov’s theorem. Denote byµ̺ the limit
measure. Remember that a Borel probability measure on a metric spaceM is uniquely determined
by its values onCu(M) [Bil68]. The weak Feller property ofP∗

t,̺ is thus sufficient to retrace
the proof of the Krylov-Bogoluboff existence theorem [BK37, DPZ96], which states thatµ̺ is
invariant forP∗

̺,t.

A Dissipative Maps

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

Definition A.1 Given a Banach spaceB and a mapF : D(F ) ⊂ B → B, one says [DPZ92b]
thatF is dissipativeif

‖x− y‖ ≤ ‖x− y − α(F (x)− F (y))‖ , (A.1)

holds for everyx, y ∈ D(F ) and everyα > 0. If there exists aκ ∈ R such thatx 7→ F (x)− κx is
dissipative, we say thatF is κ-quasi dissipative (or quasi dissipative for short).

In the following,u : (0,∞) → B denotes a differentiable map. The function‖u(·)‖ is of course
continuous and its left-handed lower Dini derivative satisfies the inequality

D−‖u(t)‖ = lim inf
h→0+

‖u(t)‖ − ‖u(t− h)‖
h

≤ lim inf
h→0+

(‖u(t)‖ − ‖u(t)− hu̇(t)‖
h

+
‖u(t− h)− u(t) + hu̇(t)‖

h

)

= lim inf
h→0+

‖u(t)‖ − ‖u(t)− hu̇(t)‖
h

. (A.2)

This estimate allows to get easily very useful estimates on the norm of the solutions of dissipa-
tive differential equations. For example, ifu̇(t) = F (u(t)) holds for all times andF is κ-quasi
dissipative, then the estimate

‖u(t)‖ ≤ eκt| ‖u(0)‖ − ‖F (0)‖ |+ ‖F (0)‖ (A.3)

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

lem
Ẋξ(t) = LXξ(t) + Ft(Xξ(t)) , Xξ(0) = ξ , (A.4)

and the associated integral equation

Xξ(t) = eLtξ +
∫ t

0
eL(t−s)Fs(Xξ(s)) ds , (A.5)

in a Banach spaceB. We donot require that the domain ofL be dense inB. Let us denote
by D(L) the Banach space obtained by closing the domain ofL in B. Since, by assumptionA1
below,L is chosen to be closed, we can equipD(L) with the graph norm‖x‖L = ‖x‖ + ‖Lx‖ to
obtain a Banach space. Our assumptions onL andFt will be the following.
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A1. The operatorL is sectorial in the sense that its resolvent set contains thecomplement of a sec-
tor in the complex plane and that its resolvent satisfies the usual bounds [Lun95, Def 2.0.1].

This assumption implies [Lun95] thatL generates an analytic semigroupS(t) which is strongly
continuous onD(L) and mapsB into D(Lk) for anyk ≥ 0. Furthermore, a bound of the form
‖S(t)‖ ≤ MeΩt holds. We will assume without loss of generality thatM ≤ 1 andΩ = 0.
The latter assumption can be made since a constant can alwaysbe added to the nonlinear part.
The former assumption is only made for convenience to simplify the notations. All the results
also hold forM > 1. Another useful property ofS(t) is that there exists a constantc such that
‖S(t)ξ‖L ≤ ct−1‖ξ‖ for ξ ∈ B andt > 0.

A2. There exist a positive timeT and a real constantκ such that the mappingx 7→ Lx + Ft(x)
is κ-quasi dissipative for all timest ∈ [0, T ].

This assumption will ensure the existence of the solutions up to the timeT , which may be infinite.

A3. The functionFt is everywhere defined and there exist continuous increasingfunctionsa, ã :
R+ → R+ such that

‖Ft(x)‖ ≤ a(‖x‖) ,

‖Ft(x)− Ft(y)‖ ≤ ‖x− y‖ · ã(‖x‖+ ‖y‖) ,
(A.6)

holds for everyx, y ∈ B and for everyt ∈ [0, T ].

A4. The mapFt mapsD(L) into D(L) for all times and there exist continuous at most polyno-
mially growing functionsb, b̃ : R+ → R+ such that

‖Ft(x)‖L ≤ b(‖x‖L) ,

‖Ft(x)− Ft(y)‖L ≤ ‖x− y‖L · b̃(‖x‖L + ‖y‖L) ,
(A.7)

holds for everyx, y ∈ D(L) and for everyt ∈ [0, T ].

A5. The mappingt 7→ Ft(x) is continuous as a mapping[0, T ] → B for everyx ∈ B, and as a
mapping[0, T ] → D(L) for everyx ∈ D(L).

These assumptions allow us to show the existence of the solutions of (A.4) in the mild sense for
any initial conditionξ ∈ B and in the strict sense forξ ∈ D(L). Furthermore, we show that
for any initial conditionξ ∈ B, the solution lies inD(L) after an infinitesimal amount of time.
Similar results can be found in the literature (seee.g.[Lun95, Hen81] and references therein), but
with slightly different assumptions. The present result has by no means the pretention to generality
but is tailored to fit our needs. Since the proof is not excessively long, we give it here for the sake
of completeness.

Theorem A.2 AssumeA1–A5 hold and chooseξ ∈ B. Then there exists a unique functionXξ :
[0, T ] → B solving (A.5) fort ∈ [0, T ]. The solutions satisfy‖Xξ(t) − Xη(t)‖ ≤ eκt‖ξ − η‖ for
all times. Furthermore,t 7→ Xξ(t) is differentiable fort > 0, Xξ(t) ∈ D(L) and its derivative
satisfies (A.4).
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Proof. Assume first that the initial conditionξ belongs toD(L). We denote byBL,T the Banach
spaceC([0, T ],D(L)) with the usual sup norm. We show the local existence of a classical solution
to (A.4) in BL,T by a standard contraction argument. ChooseT0 > 0 and define the mapMξ :
BL,T0

→ BL,T0
by

(Mξf)(t) = S(t)ξ +
∫ t

0
S(t− s)Fs(f(s)) ds .

It is clear byA1, A3, A4 andA5 thatMξ is well-defined and that the bounds

‖Mξf‖ ≤ ‖ξ‖L + T0b(‖f‖) , (A.8a)

‖Mξf −Mξg‖ ≤ T0‖f − g‖ · b̃(‖f‖+ ‖g‖) , (A.8b)

‖Mξf −Mζf‖ ≤ ‖ξ − ζ‖L , (A.8c)

hold. It is clearly enough to takeT0 small enough, for example

T0 < min
{ ‖ξ‖L
b(2‖ξ‖L)

,
1

b̃(4‖ξ‖L)

}

, (A.9)

to find a contraction in the ballB(BL,T0
, 2‖ξ‖L). ThusMξ possesses a unique fixed pointXξ in

BL,T0
. By [Lun95, Lem. 4.1.6],Xξ is strongly differentiable inB and its derivative satisfies (A.4).

Using (A.2) andA2, we see immediately that for anyξ, ζ ∈ D(L) and t > 0 such that the
strong solutionsXζ andXξ exist up to timet, the estimates

‖Xξ(t)‖ ≤ |‖ξ‖ − a(0)|eκt + a(0) ,

‖Xζ(t)−Xξ(t)‖ ≤ eκt‖ζ − ξ‖ ,
(A.10)

hold. The global existence of the solution now follows by iterating the above arguments, using
(A.10) to ensure the non-explosion of the solutions. We leave it to the reader to verify that one can
indeed continue the solutions up to the timeT .

We next now show that for any initial conditionξ ∈ B, the solution of (A.5) exists locally and
lies inD(L) for positive times. We defineMξ as above, but replace the spaceBL,T0

by the larger
spaceB̄L,T0

given by the measurable functionsf : (0, T0] → D(L) with finite norm

|||f ||| = sup
t∈(0,T0]

‖tf(t)‖L + sup
t∈(0,T0]

‖f(t)‖ .

We first show thatMξ is well-defined onB̄L,T0
. Choosef ∈ B̄L,T0

. It is easy to check that,
by A3, ‖(Mξf)(t)‖ ≤ ‖η‖ + T0a(|||f |||). By A4, we can choosen such thatb and b̃ grow slower
than(1 + x)n. We also choose an exponentN > n and chooseT0 < 1. We have, by the remark
following A1, the estimate

‖t(Mξf)(t)‖L ≤ ‖tS(t)ξ‖L +
∫ t−tN

0

∥

∥

∥tS(t− s)Fs(f(s))
∥

∥

∥

L
ds

+
∫ t

t−tN

∥

∥

∥tS(t− s)Fs(f(s))
∥

∥

∥

L
ds

≤ c‖ξ‖+
∫ t−tN

0

ct

t− s
a(‖f(s)‖) ds+

∫ t

t−tN
tb(‖f(s)‖L) ds

≤ c‖ξ‖+ C1t ln(t)a(|||f |||) + C2t
N+1

(

1 +
|||f |||
t

)n
.
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A similar estimate holds for|||Mξf − Mξg|||. SinceN > n, there exists a functionχ such that
estimates of the type

|||Mξf ||| ≤
√

T0χ(|||f |||) and |||Mξf −Mξg||| ≤
√

T0|||f − g|||χ(|||f |||+ |||g|||)

hold. It follows thatT0 can be chosen sufficiently small to makeMξ a contraction on some ball of
B̄L,T0

, and so the fixed point ofMξ takes its values inD(L).
In order to complete the proof of the theorem, it remains to show that (A.10) holds for arbitrary

intial conditions. We again consider the same mappingMξ, but this time onCb((0, T0],B). It
is straightforward to check, using the assumptions, that bounds similar to (A.8), but with‖ · ‖L
replaced by‖ · ‖ andb, b̃ replaced bya, ã hold. We notice that, by (A.8a), we can, for arbitrary
ε > 0, chooseδ so small that‖uη(δ)‖ ≤ (1 + ε)‖η‖. Sinceu(δ) ∈ D(L), this gives the estimate
‖uη(t)‖ ≤ |(1 + ε)‖η‖ − a(0)|eκ(t−δ) + a(0), holding for everyε > 0. By using (A.8b) and a
similar argument, we can show that‖uη(t)−uξ(t)‖ ≤ eκ(t−δ)(1+ ε)‖η− ξ‖ holds and thus (A.10)
is true forη, ξ ∈ B.
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