The Annals of Probability

2010, Vol. 38, No. 4, 1401-1443

DOI: 10.1214/09-A0P513

© Institute of Mathematical Statistics, 2010

ON ERGODICITY OF SOME MARKOV PROCESSES

BY ToMASZ KOMOROWSKI!'*, SZYMON PESZAT?* AND TOMASZ SZAREK

Maria Curie-Sktodowska University and Polish Academy of Sciences,
Polish Academy of Sciences and University of Gdarisk

To the memory of Andrzej Lasota (1932-2006)

We formulate a criterion for the existence and uniqueness of an invari-
ant measure for a Markov process taking values in a Polish phase space. In
addition, weak-* ergodicity, that is, the weak convergence of the ergodic aver-
ages of the laws of the process starting from any initial distribution, is estab-
lished. The principal assumptions are the existence of a lower bound for the
ergodic averages of the transition probability function and its local uniform
continuity. The latter is called the e-property. The general result is applied
to solutions of some stochastic evolution equations in Hilbert spaces. As an
example, we consider an evolution equation whose solution describes the La-
grangian observations of the velocity field in the passive tracer model. The
weak-* mean ergodicity of the corresponding invariant measure is used to
derive the law of large numbers for the trajectory of a tracer.

1. Introduction. The lower bound technique is a useful tool in the ergodic
theory of Markov processes. It has been used by Doeblin (see [4]) to show mixing
of a Markov chain whose transition probabilities possess a uniform lower bound.
A somewhat different approach, relying on the analysis of the operator dual to the
transition probability, has been applied by Lasota and Yorke, see, for instance,
[15, 17]. For example, in [17], they show that the existence of a lower bound
for the iterates of the Frobenius—Perron operator (that corresponds to a piecewise
monotonic transformation on the unit interval) implies the existence of a stationary
distribution for the deterministic Markov chain describing the iterates of the trans-
formation. In fact, the invariant measure is then unique in the class of measures that
are absolutely continuous with respect to one-dimensional Lebesgue measure. It is
also statistically stable, that is, the law of the chain, starting from any initial distri-
bution that is absolutely continuous, converges to the invariant measure in the total
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variation metric. This technique has been extended to more general Markov chains,
including those which correspond to iterated function systems; see, for example,
[18]. However, most of the existing results are formulated for Markov chains tak-
ing values in finite-dimensional spaces; see, for example, [29] for a review of the
topic.

Generally speaking, the lower bound technique which we have in mind involves
deriving ergodic properties of the Markov process from the fact that there exists a
“small” set in the state space. For instance, it could be compact, such that the time
averages of the mass of the process are concentrated over that set for all sufficiently
large times. If this set is compact, then one can deduce the existence of an invariant
probability measure without much difficulty.

The question of extending the lower bound technique to Markov processes tak-
ing values in Polish spaces that are not locally compact is quite a delicate matter.
This situation typically occurs for processes that are solutions of stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs). The value of the process is then usually an element
of an infinite-dimensional Hilbert or Banach space. We stress here that to prove the
existence of a stationary measure, it is not enough only to ensure the lower bound
on the transition probability over some “thin” set. One can show (see the coun-
terexample provided in [26]) that even if the mass of the process contained in any
neighborhood of a given point is separated from zero for all times, an invariant
measure may fail to exist. In fact, some general results concerning the existence of
an invariant measure and its statistical stability for a discrete-time Markov chain
have been formulated in [26]; see Theorems 3.1-3.3.

In the present paper, we are concerned with the question of finding a criterion for
the existence of a unique, invariant, ergodic probability measure for a continuous-
time Feller Markov process (Z(¢));>¢ taking values in a Polish space X’; see The-
orems 1 and 2 below. Suppose that (P;);>0 is its transition probability semigroup.
In our first result (see Theorem 1), we show that there exists a unique, invari-
ant probability measure for the process, provided that for any Lipschitz, bounded
function v, the family of functions (P, );>¢ is uniformly continuous at any point
of X' (we call this the e-property of the semigroup) and there exists z € X such
that for any é§ > 0,

T
(1.1) %121}327/0 Pl 5 (x)dt >0 Vx e X.

Here, B(z, ) denotes the ball in X centered at z with radius §. Observe that, in
contrast to the Doeblin condition, we do not require that the lower bound in (1.1)
is uniform in the state variable x. If some conditions on uniformity over bounded
sets are added [see (2.8) and (2.9) below], then one can also deduce the stability
of the ergodic averages corresponding to (Z(¢));>0; see Theorem 2. We call this,
after [29], weak-* mean ergodicity.

This general result is applied to solutions of stochastic evolution equations in
Hilbert spaces. In Theorem 3, we show the uniqueness and ergodicity of an in-
variant measure, provided that the transition semigroup has the e-property and the
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(deterministic) semi-dynamical system corresponding to the equation without the
noise has an attractor which admits a unique invariant measure. This is a natural
generalization of the results known for so-called dissipative systems; see, for ex-
ample, [3].

A different approach to proving the uniqueness of an invariant measure for a sto-
chastic evolution equation is based on the strong Feller property of the transition
semigroup (see [3, 6, 10] and [22]) or, in a more refined form, on the asymptotic
strong Feller property (see [11, 12, 19]). In our Theorem 3, we do not require
either of these properties of the corresponding semigroup. Roughly speaking, we
assume: (1) the existence of a global compact attractor for the system without the
noise [hypothesis (i)]; (2) the existence of a Lyapunov function [hypothesis (ii)];
(3) some form of stochastic stability of the system after the noise is added [hypoth-
esis (iii)]; (4) the e-property (see Section 2). This allows us to show lower bounds
for the transition probabilities and then use Theorems 1 and 2.

As an application of Theorem 3, we consider, in Sections 5 and 6, the La-
grangian observation process corresponding to the passive tracer model x(7) =
V(t,x(t)), where V(t,x) is a time—space stationary random, Gaussian and
Markovian velocity field. One can show that when the field is sufficiently regular
[see (2.16)], the process Z(t) := V (¢, x(¢t) + -) is a solution of a certain evolu-
tion equation in a Hilbert space; see (5.5) below. With the help of the technique
developed by Hairer and Mattingly [11] (see also [5] and [14]), we verify the as-
sumptions of Theorem 3 when V (¢, x) is periodic in the x variable and satisfies
a mixing hypothesis in the temporal variable; see (2.17). The latter reflects, phys-
ically, quite a natural assumption that the mixing time for the velocity field gets
shorter on smaller spatial scales. As a consequence of the statistical stability prop-
erty of the ergodic invariant measure for the Lagrangian velocity (Z(#));>0, we
obtain the weak law of large numbers for the passive tracer model in a compress-
ible environment; see Theorem 4. It generalizes the corresponding result that holds
in the incompressible case, which can be easily deduced due to the fact that the
invariant measure is known explicitly in that situation; see [25].

2. Main results. Let (X, p) be a Polish metric space. Let B(X") be the space
of all Borel subsets of X and let By(X) [resp., Cp(X)] be the Banach space of
all bounded, measurable (resp., continuous) functions on X equipped with the
supremum norm || - ||o. We denote by Lip, (X)) the space of all bounded Lipschitz
continuous functions on X'. Denote by

Lip(/f) = sup Lf &) — fO)I
XF£y ;O(x’y)

the smallest Lipschitz constant of f.

Let (Pr);>0 be the transition semigroup of a Markov family Z = ((Z*(¢));>o0,
x € X) taking values in X'. Throughout this paper, we shall assume that the semi-
group (P;)>0 is Feller, thatis, P;(Cp(X)) C Cp(X). We shall also assume that the
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Markov family is stochastically continuous, which implies that lim;_, o4+ Pr (x) =
Y(x) forall x € X and ¢ € Cp(X).

DEFINITION 2.1. We say that a transition semigroup (P;);>¢ has the e-prop-
erty if the family of functions (P;y);>¢ is equicontinuous at every point x of X
for any bounded and Lipschitz continuous function v, that is, if

V¢ € Lipy(X), x € X, >0,3§ >0
such that
Vz € B(x,6),t >0, | Py (x) — P (2)| <e.

(Z*(1))s>0 is then called an e-process.

An e-process is an extension to continuous time of the notion of an e-chain
introduced in Section 6.4 of [20].

Given B € B(X), we denote by M (B) the space of all probability Borel mea-
sures on B. For brevity, we write M instead of M (X). Let (P;*);>¢ be the dual
semigroup defined on M by the formula P (B) := [ Pi1pdu for B € B(X).
Recall that u, € M is invariant for the semigroup (Ps);>¢ [or the Markov family
(Z*(1))r=0] if Py = iy forall £ > 0.

For a given T > 0 and pu € My, define Q7 := T_lfOT PXuds. We write
QT (x,-) in the particular case when y = §,. Let

2.1 T :={x € X :the family of measures (QT(x))Tzo is tight}.

Denote by B(z, ) the ball in X with center at z and radius §, and by “w-lim”
the limit in the sense of weak convergence of measures. The proof of the following
result is given in Section 3.2.

THEOREM 1. Assume that (Py);=0 has the e-property and that there exists
z € X such that for every 6 > 0 and x € X,

(2.2) liminf Q7 (x, B(z, 8)) > 0.
T 1Too
The semigroup then admits a unique, invariant probability measure (L. Moreover,
2.3 lim QTv =
(2.3) “IZ"Tg;n Q" v =Ly

for any v € M that is supported in T .

REMARK 1. We remark here that the set 7 may not be the entire space X. This
issue is investigated more closely in [27]. Among other results, it is shown there
that if the semigroup (Py);>¢ satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1, then the set
T is closed. Below, we present an elementary example of a semigroup satisfying
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the assumptions of the above theorem, for which 7 # X. Let X = (—oo, —1] U
[1,400), T(x) :=—(x+1)/2—1forx € X andlet P: X x B(X) — [0, 1] be the
transition function defined by the formula

(1 —exp(—1/x2))8_x(-) +exp(—1/x>)8,41(),  forx >1,
370 (), forx < —1.

Define the Markov operator P : By (X) — Bp(X) corresponding to P(-, -), that is,
Pf(x)= /Xf(y)P(x,dy) for f € Bp(X).

Finally, let (P;);>0 be the semigroup given by the formula

P(x,)= {

[e.e] tn
(2.4) Pf=>e'—P'f  fort>0.
b n!

It is obvious that the semigroup is Feller.
We check that (P;);>0 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1 and that 7 =
(=00, —1]. Let z := —1. Since, for every x € X and 6 > 0,

liminf P8, (B(z,8)) > 1 —exp(—1/x?),
t—400

condition (2.2) is satisfied.
To prove the e-property, it is enough to show that for any f € Lip,(&X),

2.5) lim sup| P f(x) = P"f(y)| =0 VxeX.

n>1

If x < —1, then condition (2.5) obviously holds. We may therefore assume that
x > 1. Observe that

n—1

P f(x)=Y f(T" " (—x —k)Gr(x) + Hy(x) f(x +n),  n>1,
k=0

where H,(x) := ]_[:f;(l) exp(—(x + j)72) and Gy (x) :=[1 — exp(—(x + k) ~2)] x

Hi(x). Here, we interpret ]_[17 :1 o as equal to 1. After straightforward calculations,
we obtain that for 1 <x <y, we have

[P f(x) =P f(y)

n—2
=Lip(/H(y —x) + ||f||oo<2 /xy |G (6)|d& +/xy IH,;(S)Idé)-

k=0

Condition (2.5) follows from the fact that ZZ;(Z) |G (§)] and H, (§) are uniformly
convergent on [1, +00).
Finally, it can be seen from (2.4) that for any R > 0 and x > 1, we have

liminf P8, (B°(0, R)) > lim H,(x) >0,
t——+00 n—-+00

which proves that x ¢ 7.
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Following [29], page 95, we introduce the notion of weak-* mean ergodicity.

DEFINITION 2.2. A semigroup (P;);>0 is called weak-* mean ergodic if there
exists a measure . € M such that

(2.6) w-limQTv=pu.  Vve M.
T oo

REMARK 2. In some important cases, it is easy to show that 7 = X. For
example, if (Z*(¢));>0 is given by a stochastic evolution equation in a Hilbert
space X, then it is enough to show that there exist a compactly embedded space
YV — X and a locally bounded, measurable function @ : [0, +00) — [0, +00) that
satisfies limg_, 1 o0 ®(R) = +00 such that

Vx e X 3T =0 sup EQ ([ Z* (1)lv) < oo.

t>To

Clearly, if 7 = X, then the assumptions of Theorem 1 guarantee weak-* mean
ergodicity. In Theorem 2 below, the weak-* mean ergodicity is deduced from a
version of (2.2) that holds uniformly on bounded sets.

REMARK 3. Of course, (2.6) implies uniqueness of invariant measure for
(P;)r>0. Moreover, for any stochastically continuous Feller semigroup (FP;);>0,
its weak-* mean ergodicity also implies ergodicity of i, that is, that any Borel set
B which satisfies P15 = 1p, u4-a.s. for all # > 0, must be p-trivial. This can be
seen from, for instance, part (iv) of Theorem 3.2.4 of [3].

REMARK 4. Note that condition (2.6) is equivalent to every point of X being
generic, in the sense of [8], that is,

(2.7) w-lim QT (x, ) =pux  VxeX.
T1oo

Indeed, (2.6) obviously implies (2.7) since it suffices to take v = §,, x € X. Con-
versely, assuming (2.7), we can write, for any v € M1 and ¢ € Cp(X),

1 T
lim [ Qo0 =lim [ = [* Pydsvan ® [ pep.an
TtooJx TtooJx T Jo X
and (2.6) follows.
The proof of the following result is given in Section 3.3.

THEOREM 2. Let (P;)s>0 satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1. Assume, also,
that there exists z € X such that for every bounded set A and § > 0, we have

(2.8) inf liminf Q7 (x, B(z, 8)) > 0.

xeAT—+0



ERGODICITY OF INVARIANT MEASURES 1407

Suppose, further, that for every € > 0 and x € X, there exists a bounded Borel set
D C X such that

(2.9) liminf Q7 (x, D) > 1 —e.
T—+4o00

Then, besides the existence of a unique invariant measure [y for (P;):>0, the fol-
lowing are true:

(1) the semigroup (P;);>0 is weak-* mean ergodic;

(2) for any ¥ € Lip,(X) and p € My, the weak law of large numbers holds,
that is,

1 rT

(2.10) P,-lim — Y(Z())dt =/ Vdiy.
T—+00 T Jo X

Here, (Z(t))1=0 is the Markov process that corresponds to the given semigroup,

whose initial distribution is | and whose path measure is P,,. The convergence

takes place in P, probability.

Using Theorems 1 and 2, we establish the weak-* mean ergodicity for the family
defined by the stochastic evolution equation

@2.11) dZ(t) = (AZ(t) + F(Z(t)))dt + RdW (7).

Here, X is a real, separable Hilbert space, A is the generator of a Cp-semigroup
S = (S(#))r>0 acting on X, F maps (not necessarily continuously) D(F) C X
into X, R is a bounded linear operator from another Hilbert space H to X and
W = (W (t)):>0 is a cylindrical Wiener process on ‘H defined over a certain filtered
probability space (2, F, (F;)t=0, P).

Let Zo be an Fp-measurable random variable. By a solution of (2.11) starting
from Zy, we mean a solution to the stochastic integral equation (the so-called mild
solution)

Z(t) = S(t)Z(H—/OZ St —s)F(Z(s))ds +AtS(t —$)RAW(s), t>0

(see, e.g., [2]), where the stochastic integral appearing on the right-hand side is
understood in the sense of Itd. We suppose that for every x € X, there is a unique
mild solution Z* = (Z});>¢ of (2.11) starting from x and that (2.11) defines a
Markov family in that way. We assume that for any x € X, the process Z* is
stochastically continuous.

The corresponding transition semigroup is given by P,y (x) = Ey (Z* (1)), ¢ €
By (X)), and we assume that it is Feller.

DEFINITION 2.3. &: X — [0, 400) is called a Lyapunov function if it is mea-
surable, bounded on bounded sets and lim; | 1 100 P (x) = 00.
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We shall assume that the deterministic equation
dY (1)
dt

defines a continuous semi-dynamical system (Y*, x € X)), that is, for each x € X,
there exists a unique continuous solution to (2.12) that we denote by Y* =
(Y*(1)):>0 and for a given ¢, the mapping x +— Y*(¢) is measurable. Furthermore,
we have YY" O (s) = Y*(r +s) forall z,s >0 and x € X.

(2.12) —AY()+ F(Y (),  Y(©0)=x,

DEFINITION 2.4. A set K C X is called a global attractor for the semi-
dynamical system if:

(1) it is invariant under the semi-dynamical system, that is, Y*(¢) € K for any
xelandt >0

(2) for any &, R > 0, there exists T such that Y*(¢r) € K 4+ ¢B(0, 1) for t > T and
Ixllx <R.

DEFINITION 2.5. The family (Z*(¢));>0, x € &, is stochastically stable if

2.13 Ve, R, t >0 inf P(|Z°@) —Y*(¢ 0.
@13 YeRi>0  inf P(IZ0) =Y Olx <e)>

In Section 4, from Theorems 1 and 2, we derive the following result concerning
ergodicity of Z.

THEOREM 3. Assume that:

(1) the semi-dynamical system (Y*, x € X) defined by (2.12) has a compact,
global attractor K,
(i1) (Z*(t));>0 admits a Lyapunov function ®, that is,

Vxe X supE®(Z* (1)) < o0;
>0

(iii) the family (Z*(t));>0, x € X, is stochastically stable and

(2.14) A Ur'e #o,
xe >0

where T (x) = supp P/*8y;

(iv) its transition semigroup has the e-property.
(Z*(t))1>0,x € X, then admits a unique, invariant measure (L, and is weak-*

mean ergodic. Moreover, for any bounded, Lipschitz observable r, the weak law
of large numbers holds:

. 1T . _
P-lim —/0 v(Z (t))dt_fxtpdu*.

T—+oco T
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REMARK 5. Observe that condition (2.14) in Theorem 3 is trivially satisfied
if K is a singleton. Also, this condition holds if the semi-dynamical system, ob-
tained after removing the noise, admits a global attractor that is contained in the
support of the transition probability function of the solutions of (2.11) correspond-
ing to the starting point at the attractor (this situation occurs, e.g., if the noise is
nondegenerate).

Another situation when (2.14) can be guaranteed occurs if we assume (2.13) and
uniqueness of an invariant probability measure for (Y*, x € X’). From stochastic
stability condition (2.13), it is clear that the support of such a measure is contained
in any | J;~oI's(x) for x € K. We do not know, however, whether there exists an
example of a semi-dynamical system corresponding to (2.12) with a nonsingle
point attractor and such that it admits a unique invariant measure.

REMARK 6. The e-property used in Theorem 3 can be understood as an in-
termediary between the strong dissipativity property of [3] and asymptotic strong
Feller property (see [11]). A trivial example of a transition probability semigroup
that is neither dissipative (in the sense of [3]) nor asymptotic strong Feller, but
satisfies the e-property, is furnished by the dynamical system on a unit circle
{z € C:|z] =1} given by z = iz, where «/(27) is an irrational real. For more
examples of Markov processes that have the e-property, but are neither dissipa-
tive nor have the asymptotic strong Feller property, see [16]. A careful analysis of
the current proof shows that the e-property could be viewed as a consequence of
a certain version of the asymptotic strong Feller property concerning time aver-
ages of the transition operators. We shall investigate this point in more detail in a
forthcoming paper.

Our last result follows from an application of the above theorem and concerns
the weak law of large numbers for the passive tracer in a compressible random
flow. The trajectory of a particle is then described by the solution of an ordinary
differential equation,

dax(t)

(2.15) = Vi, x(1)), x(0) = xop,

where V (¢,&), (¢,£) € R?*! is a d-dimensional random vector field. This is a sim-
ple model used in statistical hydrodynamics that describes transport of matter in a
turbulent flow. We assume that V (¢, £) is mean zero, stationary, spatially periodic,
Gaussian and Markov in a time random field. Its covariance matrix

Ri j(t — 5,5 —n):=E[Vi(z,5)V;(s, n)]
is given by its Fourier coefficients,
1
Q)4

= 7RIl k), i,j=1,...,d,

Rijh k)= [ ™Ry (h.6) d
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heR, k eZ% Here, T? := [0, 277)¢, the energy spectrum & := [&; ;] maps Vi
into the space S, (d) of all nonnegative definite Hermitian matrices and the mixing
rates y 74 — (0, +00). Denote by Tr A the trace of a given d x d matrix A and
by P-lim the limit in probability. In Section 6, we show the following result.

THEOREM 4. Assume that
2.16) Im>d/2+1,aec0,) [N := Y y*®IKP" D TreEk) < oo,

kezd

o k

(2.17) f sup e VP k| dt < 0.

0 kezd
There then exists a constant vector vy such that
oX(r
P-lim (—) = V.

ttoo t

REMARK 7.  We will show that v, = E,,, V (0, 0), where the expectation [, is
calculated with respect to the path measure that corresponds to the Markov process
starting with the initial distribution 1., which is invariant under Lagrangian obser-
vations of the velocity field, that is, the vector field-valued process V (¢, x(¢) + -),
t > 0. In the physics literature, v, is referred to as the Stokes drift. Since V is
spatially stationary, the Stokes drift does not depend on the initial value x.

REMARK 8. Note that condition (2.17) holds if
3¢, Ko > Osuch that Vk € Z¢  y (k) = Kolk|' .

Indeed, it is clear that, under this assumption,

o0
/ sup e VW k| dt < 0.
1 kezd

On the other hand, for ¢ € (0, 1], we obtain

sup e % k| < sup exp{—Kolk|' T +log |k[} <

1/(1
kezd kezd t1/+e)

for some constant C > 0. This, of course, implies (2.17).

3. Proofs of Theorems 1 and 2.

3.1. Some auxiliary results. For the proof of the following lemma the reader
is referred to [16]; see the argument given on pages 517 and 518.

LEMMA 1. Suppose that (v,) C M is not tight. There then exist an & > 0,
a sequence of compact sets (K;) and an increasing sequence of positive integers
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(n;) satisfying

3.1 vy (Ki) > ¢ Vi,
and
3.2) min{p(x,y):x € K;,ye K} >¢ Vi # j.

Recall that 7 is defined by (2.1).

PROPOSITION 1. Suppose that (P;);>0 has the e-property and admits an in-
variant probability measure (L. Then supp s C 7.

PROOF. Let u, be the invariant measure in question. Assume, contrary to our
claim, that (QT(x))Tzo is not tight for some x € supp u.. Then, according to
Lemma 1, there exist a strictly increasing sequence of positive numbers 7; 1 oo,
a positive number ¢ and a sequence of compact sets (K;) such that

(3.3) Q'i(x,K)=e Vi,
and (3.2) holds. We will derive the assertion from the claim that there exist se-

quences ( fn) C Lip, (X), (v,) C M and an increasing sequence of integers (11,,)
such that supp v, C B(x, 1/n) for any n, and

(3.4) 1k, < fo<l.s and  Lip(fy) <4/ Vn.

Here, A? := {x € X :dist(x, A) < ¢}, with ¢ > 0, denotes the e-neighborhood of
A C X. Moreover,

o0
(3.5) Pv, (U K;/l_“) <eg/d  Vi=0,
i=n
and
(3.6) [Pt fu(x) — P fu(0)| <&/4 V1 =0,Vy€suppuvy,

fi:=0and f, := Z;:ll fi,n>2. Temporarily admitting the above claim, we
show how to complete the proof of the proposition. First, observe that (3.2) and
condition (3.4) together imply that the series f := ) 2, fi is uniformly con-
vergent and | f|lco = 1. Also, note that for x,y such that p(x,y) < ¢/8, we
have fi(x)#0, or fi(y) # 0, for at most one i. Therefore, for such points,
| f(x)— fy)| < 1667 p(x, v). This, in particular, implies that f € Lip(X). From
(3.3) and (3.4)—(3.6), it follows that

/ QT (x, dy) £ (y) — / 0T v, (dy) £ ()
X X

3.7) > QT (x, Kp,) + f 0T (x. dy) fu(y)
X

— [ @) i) = @7, (U K;{.“).
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By virtue of (3.3), the first term on the right-hand side of (3.7) is greater than or
equal to e. Combining the second and the third terms, we obtain that their absolute
value equals

1 T S ; 56 e
ﬁfo /X“’ Fa() = P* a0 Ivn(dy)ds| < 2.

The fourth term is less than or equal to &/4, by virtue of (3.5). Summarizing, we
have shown that

/ QT (x, dy) £ (y) — / QT v, (dy) £ (3)
X X

_L/T,,md/[PS()—PW)J (dy) > =
=T Jo s/, Sfx fyvny>2

for every positive integer n. Hence, there must be a sequence (¢, y,) such that
[n € [07 Tmn]a Yn € Suppvl’l C B(X, l/n)a for Whlch anf('x) - Ptnf(yn) > 8/27
n > 1. This clearly contradicts equicontinuity of (P f);>¢ at x.

PROOF OF THE CLAIM. We accomplish this by induction on n. Let n = 1.
Since x € supp x, we have u,(B(x,§)) > 0 for all § > 0. Define the probability
measure v; by the formula

u«(B N B(x, 1))
vi(B) = us(B|B(x, 1)) = = . BeB().
ps(B(x, 1))
Since vi < u Y(B(x, 1)) 4, from the fact that w, is invariant, it follows that the
family (P;*v1);>0 is tight. Thus, there exists a compact set K such that

(3.8) P'vi(K€) <e/4 vt > 0.

Note, however, that K N K f /4 # & for only finitely many i’s. Otherwise, in light

of (3.2), one could construct in K an infinite set of points separated from each
other at a distance of at least £/2, which contradicts its compactness. As a result,
there exists an integer m such that

0
P,*vl( U Kf/4> <eg/4 vt > 0.

i=my
Let f; be an arbitrary Lipschitz function satisfying 1 Ky = fi<1

Lip(fi) < 4/e. o
Assume, now, that for a given n > 1, we have already constructed fi, ..., fu,
Vls.ons Vp, M1, ..., my satistying (3.4)—(3.6). Since (P fy+1):>0 is equicontin-
uous, we can choose § < 1/(n + 1) such that |P; f41(x) — P fus1(y)| < &/4
for all > 0 and y € B(x, §). Suppose, further, that v, := u.(-|B(x, §)). Since
the measure is supported in B(x, §), condition (3.6) holds for f;, ;1. Tightness of

4+ and
K,
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(P/vy41)r=0 can be argued in the same way as in the case n = 1. As a conse-
quence, one can find m,| > m, such that

oo
Pt*vnﬂ( U Kf/4)§8/4 vt > 0.
=y

Finally, we let f, be an arbitrary continuous function satisfying (3.4). O

For given an integer k > 1, times t1,...,# > 0 and a measure u € M, we
let Q%" := Q... Q" 1. The following simple lemma will be useful in the
sequel. In what follows, || - ||Tv denotes the total variation norm.

LEMMA 2. Forallk>1andty,...,t; >0,

T,tg,....11

(3.9) limsup sup ||Q w— 0" ity =0.

T—+o00 peM;

PROOF. To simplify the notation, we assume that k = 1. The general case can
be argued by the induction on the length of the sequence 71, ..., #; and is left to the
reader. For any T > 0, we have

51 T T
0"~ @ u=an) [Mar| ["prnds— [ pruds]

51 r
= @)™ [Car [ Plrn—Piwds

The total variation norm of Q7' — Q7 ;4 can therefore be estimated by t1/T and
(3.9) follows. [

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1. The existence of an invariant measure follows from
Theorem 3.1 of [16]. We will show that for arbitrary x1, x, € 7 and ¢ € Lip,(X),

610 im|[ v G d - [ ¥0)Q" wady)| <o

From this, we can easily deduce (2.3) using, for instance, Example 22, page 74
of [24]. Indeed, for any v, as in the statement of the theorem,

| vmeTvan - [ van.

= v(dx)pus@dx) | vMQT(x,dy)— [ v(» Q" (', dy)
X JX X X

and (2.3) follows directly from (3.10) and Proposition 1. The rest of the argument
will be devoted to the proof of (3.10).
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Fix a sequence (n,) of positive numbers monotonically decreasing to 0. Also,
fix arbitrary ¢ > 0, ¢ € Lip,(X), x1, x2 € 7. For these parameters, we define A C
R in the following way: o € A if and only if « > 0 and there exist a positive
integer N, a sequence of times (7 ,) and sequences of measures (MZ’I-), (v(’; ) C
My, i=1,2,such that forn > N,

(3.11) Ty >n,

(3.12) 10« (xi) — 1y ;v < 7

(3.13) Mg,i > vy ; fori =1,2,
and

(3.14) limsupf w(x)QTvgjl(dx)—/ Y ()T, (dx)| <.
Ttoo I/X ' X ’

Our main tool is contained in the following lemma.

LEMMA 3. For given ¢ > 0, (n,), x1,x2 € 7 and € Lipy(X), the set
A # &. Moreover, we have sup A = 1.

Accepting the truth of this lemma, we show how to complete the proof of (3.10).
To that end, let us choose an arbitrary € > 0. Then there exists an o > 1 — ¢ that
belongs to A. By virtue of (3.12), we can replace the Q7 (x;, -) appearing in (3.10)
by ,uzj and the resulting error can be estimated for 7' > T, , as follows:

\/ Ve e an - | w(y)QTocz,dy)]
X X

2
=2
i=l

[ v can - [ vf(y)QT’Tav"(x,-,dy)\
X X

+ ‘ [ voeTu @ | w(y)QTuZ,z(dy)‘
X X

2
T Tan (. _ T.n.
(3.15) 3 [ vme" i an - [ wome ua,,(dw‘

2
=3
i=1

[ oo @an - | vf(y)QT’Tm"(x,-,dy)‘
X X

+ ‘ [ voeTuan- | w(y)QTMZ,z(dy)‘
X X

+ 201V [l co-



ERGODICITY OF INVARIANT MEASURES 1415

To deal with the second term on the last right-hand side of (3.15), we use condition
(3.13). We can then replace u, ; by vy, ; and obtain

‘ [ voeTu an- [ w(y)QTMZ,z(dy)‘
X X

(3.13)

< a'/ voI0Tv @y~ | wy)QTvg,z(dy)‘
(3.16) v X

2
+ ) I lloo(uls ; — avlt H(X)

i=1
< ‘Aw<y>QTvz,l<dy)—/XWy)QTvZ,z(dy)‘+2e||w||oo.

In the last inequality, we have used the fact that 1 — o < . Summarizing, from
Lemma 2, (3.15), (3.16) and (3.14), we obtain that

f wy)QT(xl,dy)—/ W(y)QT(m,dy)‘ <20l lloo + 26 1% [loo + &.
X X

lim sup
T100
Since ¢ > 0 and n were arbitrarily chosen, we conclude that (3.10) follows.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3. First, we show that A # @. Let z € X be such that for
every § > 0 and x € X, condition (2.2) is satisfied. Equicontinuity of (P;y);>¢ at
z € X implies the existence of ¢ > 0 such that

(3.17) |Piyr(z) — Py (y)| <e/2 for y € B(z,o) and t > 0.
By (2.2), there exist 8 > 0 and Tp > O such that
(3.18) 0T (xi,B(z,o))>B NT>Ty,i=1,2.

Set « ;== f and Ty, =n + Tp for n € N, ug,i := QTen(x;) and v;i(-) =
,U,ZJ.(-|B(z,o*)) for i = 1,2 and n > 1. Note that ,LLZJ-(B(Z,O')) > 0, thanks
to (3.18). The measures vg’l., i = 1,2, are supported in B(z,o0) and, therefore,
for all + > 0, we have

‘ [ v@rng o - [ werran
X X

- ‘ [ P i@ = [ P @
X X

< ‘ [ 1P - P @, @
X

(3.17)
<e.

+ ‘ [ 1P = P @1 p(ax)
X
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Hence, (3.14) follows. Clearly, conditions (3.10)—(3.13) are also satisfied. Thus,
A# .

Next, we show that sup A = 1. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that og :=
sup A < 1. Thanks to the previous step, we have o > 0. Let () C A be such
that lim, oo 0ty = tg. Set Ty, := Ty, n, Mn,i i= /"Zn,i and v, ; 1= VZ,,,:’ forn > 1
and i = 1, 2. From conditions (3.12), (3.13) and the fact that the family (0T (x)))
is tight for i =1, 2, it follows that the sequences (u, ;), (vn.i), i = 1,2, are also
tight. Indeed, (3.12) clearly implies tightness of (u, ;),i = 1, 2. As a consequence,
for any o > 0, there exists a compact set K C X such that u, ; (X \ K) < o for all
n>1,i=1,2. In turn, condition (3.13) implies that for sufficiently large n, we
have

2ni(X\K) _20
o o

Vn,i(X\K) <

and tightness of (v, ;), i =1, 2, follows. Therefore, without loss of generality, we
may assume that the sequences (i, ;), (Vn.;), i =1, 2, are weakly convergent. The
sequences

(3.19) lln,i = Mni —CpVni, n>1,

are therefore also weakly convergent for i = 1,2. The assumption that ap < 1
implies that the respective limits are nonzero measures; we denote them by u;,
i =1, 2, correspondingly. Let y; € supp i;, i =1, 2. Analogously to the previous
step, we may choose o > 0 such that (3.17) is satisfied. By (2.2), we choose T > 0
and y > 0 for which

(3.20) 0" (yi.B(z.0/2))>y  fori=1,2.
Since the semigroup (P;);>¢ is Feller, we may find r > O such that
(3.21) Q" (v, B(z,0))=y/2  foryeB(y,r)andi=1,2.

Indeed, it suffices to choose ¢ € Lip, (X') such that 1p(; 5/2) < ¢ < 1p(;,0). From
(3.20), we have [ Xqﬁ(x)QT(y,-, dx) > y. The Feller property implies that there
exists r > 0 such that, for y € B(y;,r) and i = 1, 2, we have

07 (y. Bz, ) z/ @07 (y.dx)> L.
X 2

Set so = min{t1(B(y1,r)), m2(B(y2,r))} > 0. Using part (iv) of Theorem 2.1,
page 16 of [1], we may find N > 1 such that

_ S0 14
(3.22) Hni(B(yi.r)) > = and oy + 507 > a0

for n > N. We prove that «(, := g + soy /8 also belongs to A, which obviously

leads to a contradiction with the hypothesis that og = sup A. We construct se-

quences (Ta(/) R ([LZ/ ;) and (vg/ ;)> 1 =1,2, that satisfy conditions (3.11)~(3.14)
’ 0 0
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with « replaced by “0 Let & ( )= fn,iC|B(y;,r)), i =1,2, be the measure (i, ;
conditioned on the respective balls B(yi,r),i =1,2. Thatis, if it,, ; (B(yi, 1)) #0,
then we let

,unl( N B(yi, r))
Mnt(B(yzar))

while if @1, ; (B(yi, r)) =0, we just let ( -) :=4y,. Also, let [t (-) = (QT[L,,J) X
(:|B(z, 0)). From the above definition, it follows that

S0Y ;i
(3.24) 0" ni = S it +n Q" v,
forn > N and i =1, 2. Indeed, note that from (3.22) and (3.23), we have

OAl

(3.23) () =

(3.25) fini(B)= ST,(B) VB eB(X).
hence, also,
(3.26) 0" ini(B)= Q" ,(B) VB eBWX).

On the other hand, by Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

0"l (B(z,0))

T™ //IB(ZU)(x)P* ' (dx)ds
= 7! / | Pdaoy 0 @) ds
0 X

_ /X 07 (x, B(z, o)), (dx)

(323) / 07 (x, Bz, o N (dx) = L
B(y;,r)

and, consequently, (3.26) implies that

(3.27) 0" fini(B(z,0)) > OTV
Hence, for any B € B(X),
3 19 _
07 11 (B) °2” O fii(B) + @4 Q" v (B)
> Q" (BN B(z,0)) + @ Q" v, :(B)
627 soy -

= TMnt(B)+anQ Vnz(B)

and (3.24) follows. At this point, observe that, by virtue of (3.24), measures

QT,un,i and (soy /4 + o) ! [(soy /D fin,i + an QTvn’,-] would satisfy (3.13), with

o in place of o, admitted them instead of w,, ; and v7, ., respectively. Condi-
0’ 0

tion (3.12) need not, however, hold in such case. To remedy this, we average
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QT jun.i over a long time, using the operator QR corresponding to a sufficiently
large R > 0, and use Lemma 2. More precisely, since 1, > |[|Q7 (x;) — Un.illTv
[thus, also, 1, > [|QRT-Tn(x;) — QR’T,un,iHTV for any R > 0], by Lemma 2, we
can choose R, > T,, such that

(3.28) QR T Tn(x)y — QR (x)lltv < 1 — 1 QB T T () — QR Ty, |1y

Let

(3.29) Topn'=Ru.  pyy ;1= 0" Q i
and
—1
soy S0y -~
630 gy ()08 (w0 v+ W)

fori =1,2,n> 1. By virtue of (3.28), we immediately see that
Ty n n
1Q 0" (xi) — pgy jllrv <mn - Vnz 1.

Furthermore, from (3.24), positivity of Q% and the definitions of o, and measures
w”, V", . we obtain that
gl og,i

/ .
MZg)iZO‘oVZg),- Van>N,i=1,2,

when N is chosen sufficiently large. To verify (3.14), note that from (3.30), it
follows that

‘ / YOS, | (dx) — f Y ()05, ,(dx)
X 0 X 0

-1
soY
fan(an+ 4)

(3.31) X

/ Y005 ReT | (dx) — / ¥ ()OSR T b, 5(dx)
X X

-1
soy S0y
+2 (a, 20

fX Y005 i 1 (dx) ds

- / () QSR i, 5 (dx)
X

for all S > 0. Denote the integrals appearing in the first and the second terms on
the right-hand side of (3.31) by /(S) and I(S), respectively. Condition (3.14) will
follow if we could demonstrate that the upper limits, as S 1 oo, of both of these
terms are smaller than ¢. To estimate 7 (S), we use Lemma 2 and condition (3.14),
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which holds for v, ;, i =1, 2. We then obtain

limsup /(S) < hm sup

/ Y0 QSR Ty, | (dx) — / (1) Q51 (dx)

Stoo
+limsup| [ ¥ @01 @0 — [ 40 w2
Stoo /X X
+limsup| [ ¥ @08 F v, 20 — [ g0 05w <.
Stoo I/X X

On the other hand, since supp /lil C B(z,0),i=1,2, we obtain, from equiconti-
nuity condition (3.17),

11 7S R /
1) = | [ [ [ [ (Pasav ) = Porap ) dsidss

X fp,1(dx)fin2(dX")| < =

Hence, (3.14) holds for vz, ;» 1 =1,2, and function . Summarizing, we have
0)

shown that ), € A. However, we also have «, > ag = sup A, which is clearly
impossible. Therefore, we conclude that sup A =1. [

3.3. Proof of Theorem2. Taking Theorem 1 into account, the proof of the first
part of the theorem will be completed as soon as we can show that 7 = X. Note
that condition (2.8) implies that z € supp .. Indeed, let B be a bounded set such
that p.(B) > 0. We can then write, for any § > 0 and 7 > O,

Wi (Bz8) = /XQT@,B(Z,«S))M*(dy)

= liminf /X 07 (y, B(z. 8) i (dy)

Fatou lem.
= [ i liminf O (y. B(z. ). (dy)
(2.8)
> inf hmlan (v, B(z,8))u(B) > 0.

yeEB

According to Proposition 1, the above implies that z € 7. Now, fix an arbitrary
x € X. Let C; be the family of all closed sets C C X which possess a finite -net,
that is, there exists a finite set, say {xi, ..., x,}, for which C C U/_; B(x;, ¢). To
prove that the family (0T (x)) is tight, it sufﬁces to show that for every ¢ > 0, there
exists C, € C; such that

(3.32) liminf Q7 (x, C,) > 1 — ¢;
T o0
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for more details, see, for example, pages 517 and 518 of [16]. In light of Lemma 2,
this condition would follow if we could prove that for given ¢ > 0, k > 1 and
f,..., % >0, one can find T, > 0 and C; € C, such that

(3.33) QT 1l (x Co)>1—¢ VT > Ts.

Fix an ¢ > 0. Since z € 7, we can find C, /> € C;/» such that (3.32) holds with

¢/2 in place of ¢ and x = z. Let C:= Cg//g be the ¢ /2-neighborhood of C; 5.

LEMMA 4. There exists o > 0 such that

~ 3¢
3.34 inf  liminfQTv(C)>1—=—.
( ) veM(B(z,0)) Ttoo O 4
In addition, if o is as above, then for any k > 1 and t1, ..., ty > 0, we can choose
T, such that

~ 3¢

3.35 inf Lholey( @y >1—= VT >T,.
(3.35) veM; (B(z,0)) 0 © 4 -

PROOF. The claim made in (3.34) follows if we can show that there exists
o > 0 such that

. 3
(3.36) liminf Q7 (y,6) > 1 — = Vye B(z, o).
T——+o00 4

To prove (3.36), suppose that ¥ is a Lipschitz function such that 1¢, , < ¢ < 14.
Since (P;y);>0 is equicontinuous at z, we can find o > O such that | Py (y) —
Py (z)| <e/4forall y € B(z,0). We then have

- e
0" 0= [ ¥Q ) = [ wiHoT ) -5
and, using (3.32), we conclude that
~ 3
(37 liminf (. €)= limin 07 z. Cop) — 3 > 1= -
Estimate (3.35) follows directly from (3.34) and Lemma 2. [J

Let us return to the proof of Theorem 2. Let o > 0 be as in the above lemma
and let y > 0 denote the supremum of all sums o + - - - + «¢ such that there exist
Vi, ..., Vk € M1(B(z,0)) and

l() IO tl tl l‘k tk
(3.38) Q' mo(x) > a1 Q" miy 4 o Q1 ey
for some t?, e t,(,)lo, ey t{‘, ey t,’;k > 0. In light of Lemma 4, to deduce (3.33), it

is enough to show that y > 1 — &/4. Assume, therefore, that

I
3.39 <1--.
(3.39) y =< 1
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Let D be a bounded subset of X, let T, > 0 be such that

(3.40) 07 (x,D)> 1 ‘% VT > T,

and let

(3.41) a:=)ci££li7{1%(i>£1fQT(x,B(z,a)) > 0.
Letal,...,ock>0,t?,...,t,(,)lo,...,t{‘,..., m, > 0and vy, ..., v € M (B(z,0))

be such that

and
s
3.42 hd
(3.42) —(ar+-t+ap) < 7
For a given t > 0, we let
1,19,....10 £t tk
= 010 () — e @Dy — = e @y,

By virtue of Lemma 2, we can choose Ty > 0 such that ||Q" Aoentng (x) —

O'(x)|Itv < £/16 for t > T,. Thus, from (3.40), we obtain that for such ¢,

0 0
(D) > Q' (x, D) = | Q"1 (x) = Q' () v — (@1 + -+ + k)
& £ 3. 39) &
= 16

However, this means that for ¢t > T,

L T Fatou lem.
liminf Q7 u,(B(z, ) / liminf Q7 (y. B(z, @)y (dy)
o0
(3. 41) oE
/ liminf Q" (y. Bz oD@y = T
Choose T, > 0 such that
(3.43) 0BG o) > % VLT>T,.

32

Let v(-) := (QT,lLt)('|B(Z, 0)). Of course, v e M (B(z,0)). From (3.43) and the
definitions of v, u;, we obtain, however, that for 7, T as above,
Ttk 1k

e
Ve + =

0 0 1 1
Q" (x) 2 g @y - g O 32

Hence, y > a1 + - - - 4+ o + ae /32, which clearly contradicts (3.42).
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Proof of the weak law of large numbers. Recall that P, is the path measure cor-
responding to , the initial distribution of (Z(¢));>¢. Let E,, be the corresponding
expectation and dy := [ ¥ d .. It then suffices to show that

1 T
(3.44) TETOOE“[T /0 W(Z(t))dt]zd*
and

1 (T 2
(3.45) TETOOE“[? fo w(Z(t))dt} =d>.

Equality (3.44) is an obvious consequence of weak-* mean ergodicity. To show
(3.45), observe that the expression under the limit equals

%/OT /;(/X P“(wP,_SW)dM> dt ds

(3.46) 5 r
=ﬁf0 <T—s>(/XRY<z/fwT_s)du)ds,
where
1 t
(3.47) W, (x) = /X PO (xdy) = /0 Py (x) ds.

The following lemma then holds.

LEMMA 5. For any ¢ > 0 and a compact set K C X, there exists ty > 0 such
that

(3.48) vt > 1y sup
xekK

<Eé&.

W, (x) — /X Vdp,

PROOF. It suffices to show equicontinuity of (¥;);>0 on any compact set K.
The proof then follows from pointwise convergence of W, to d,. as t — oo and the
Arzela—Ascoli theorem. The equicontinuity of the above family of functions is a
direct consequence of the e-property and a simple covering argument. [

Now, suppose that ¢ > 0. One can find a compact set K such that

(3.49) Vi>0  Q'u(KS) <e.

2;12* /OT(T—S)<fXPSwdu>ds

Then

%/OT<T_S></X PPWr—)dp) ds -
<I1+1,
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where

I:= %/OT(T —s)</X Py(yr (Wr_y —d*)IK)dM> ds

and

- % fo R s>( [ oo, —dotxe) du) ds.

According to Lemma 5, we can find 7 such that (3.48) holds with the compact set
K and ellwll_l. We then obtain || < &. Also, note that

1] = 2009 oo (1 lloo + 14D @7 1(K) 27 26 [l (1l + 1))
The limit on the right-hand side of (3.45) therefore equals

T_)+OO T2/ (T—s)(/ P¢du>ds
= tim 5 [} as [ ([ 0 vaw)as =2

4. Proof of Theorem 3. In what follows, we are going to verify the assump-
tions of Theorem 2. First, observe that (2.9) follows from (ii) and Chebyshev’s
inequality. The e-property implies equicontinuity of (P, t > 0) at any point for
any bounded, Lipschitz function ¢r. What remains to be shown, therefore, is con-
dition (2.8). The rest of the proof is devoted to that objective. It will be given in
five steps.

STEP I. We show that we can find a bounded Borel set B and a positive con-
stant * such that

1
4.1) liminf Q7 (x, B)> =  Vx e K+r*B(0,1).
T1oo 2

To prove this, observe, by (ii) and Chebyshev’s inequality, that for every y € IC,
there exists a bounded Borel set BS such that liminf7 o0 07y, BS) > 3/4. Let

By be a bounded, open set such that By, D B;’ and let ¢ € Cp(X) be such that
lBy >y > 139' Since (P;y);>0 is equicontinuous at y, we can find ry, > 0 such
that | Py (x) — Py (y)| < 1/4 for all x € B(y, ry) and ¢ > 0. Therefore, we have

o NS
th%g)lfQT(x,By) zh}l%égf?/o Psyr(x)ds
> i 'fl/TPw()d !
iminf — - -
=T o syly)as 4

1 1
thn%éng (v, By) 175
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Since the attractor is compact, we can find a finite covering B(y;,ry,), i =
1,..., N, of K. The claim made in (4.1) therefore holds for B := UlNzl By, and
r* > 0 sufficiently small so that X + r*B(0, 1) C UZNZI B(yi,ry,).

STEP II. Let B C X be as in Step I. We prove that for every bounded Borel
set D C X, there exists a y > 0 such that

4.2) liminf QT (x,B)>y  VxeD.
T 100

From the fact that /C is a global attractor for (2.12), for any r > 0 and a bounded
Borel set D, there exists an L > 0 such that Y*(L) € K+ 5B(0, 1) for all x € D.
By (2.13), we have

p(r, D)= inf P(IZ*(L) = Y*(L)|lx <r/2) > 0.

We therefore obtain that
(4.3) Prlx4rpo,1(x) = p(r,D)  VxeD.
Let r* > 0 be the constant given in Step I. Then

liminf Q7 (x, B
1}%2 Q" (x,B)
1 T
zli%l%j)gf?/o Py 1p(x)ds
N
:th%égf?‘/(; Pl 8x(B)ds

1 T
= liminf — P1g(z)Pf8.(dz) d
1TH%£T/(;/;YSB(Z)L1(Z)S

1 T
4.4 >liminf—/ / P1p(2) P8, (d7)ds
4.4) =hmintz ) Jeorson = B(2) Py éx(dz)
Fubini

and Fatou .. T *
> / liminf Q° (z, B) P; 8x(dz)
K+r*B(0,1) T1oo

@11 i
> /X Lt r B0, (2) P8 (d2)

=3 L1+ B(0,1)(X)

@3»  p@r*, D)
2

Vx e D.
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STEP III. We show here that for every bounded Borel set D C X and any
radius r > 0, there exists a w > 0 such that

(4.5) inf liminf Q7 (x, K 4+ rB(0, 1)) > w.
xeD T1oo

We therefore fix D C X and r > 0. From Step II, we know that there exist a
bounded set B C X and a positive constant y > 0 such that (4.2) holds. By (2.13),
we have, as in (4.4),

liminf Q7 (x, K 4 rB(0, 1))
T 100

1T .
(4.6) = liminf fo /X PrlicsrB0.1)(2) P8y (dz) ds

Fubini

> liminf | Pplici,50.1)(2) 07 (x,d2).
Ttoo JB

Using (4.3), we can further estimate the last right-hand side of (4.6) from below
by
.. T 4.2)
4.7 p(r, D) llyl:l’%lan (x,B) > p(r,D)y.
o

We therefore obtain (4.5) with w = yp(r, D).

STEP IV. Choose z € Nyexc U0 I (y) # @. We are going to show that for
every § > 0, there exist a finite set of positive numbers S and a positive constant 7
satisfying

(4.8) inf max PslB(z,S)(x) > 0.
xeK+7B(0,1) seS

Let 7, > 0 for x € K be such that z € supp P; 8,. By the Feller property of
(Py)1>0, we may find, for any x € IC, a positive constant r, such that

4.9 P;:Sy(B(z, 8)) > P;:(SX(B(z, 8))/2 for y € B(x, ry).

Since K is compact, we may choose x1, ..., x, € K such that K C Ule B;, where
B; = B(x;,ry;) fori=1,..., p. Choose 7 > 0 such that X +7B(0, 1) C Ule B;.

STEP V. Fix abounded Borel subset D C X, z € (Nyexc U0 I () and § > 0.
Let a positive constant 7 and a finite set S be such that (4.8) holds. Set

4.10 = inf P1 0.
(4.10) " xelC—i—lgB(O,l))I}lea;( w19 () >

From Step 111, it follows that there exists w > 0 such that (4.5) holds for r = 7.
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Denote by #S the cardinality of S. We can easily check that

.. I
llmlanf_/o Pyislp(z5)(x)ds

T1oo ges
(4.11)
= #Sliminf Q7 (x, B(z,8))  Vx € D.
T oo

On the other hand, we have

1/T

Z_ I | (x)ds
q+s1B(z,6)
quT 0

:/XZquB(z,S)(y)QT(x,dy)

qes

= P,1 T x,d
—/,CHB(O’]); 7 1B(z,6) () Q" (x,dy)

(4.12)

(4.10) N
> uQ?(x,K+7B(0,1))  VxeD.

Combining (4.5) with (4.12), we obtain

1 T
liminfz —/ Pyis1ps)(x)ds > uw Vx e D,
Ttoo quT 0

and, finally, by (4.11),
liminf Q7 (x, B(z,8)) > uw/#S  Vx e D.
T 100

This shows that condition (2.8) is satisfied with o« = uw /#S.

5. Ergodicity of the Lagrangian observation process. This section is in
preparation for the proof of Theorem 4. Given an r > 0, we denote by X" the
Sobolev space which is the completion of

{x € C®(T%; RY): /de(g)ds =0,%(k) e ImE(k), Vk € ng}

with respect to the norm
2 . 2 = 12
113 = ) kIR,
kezd

where
k) = (Zn)_d/ x(&)e g, keZq,
']Td

are the Fourier coefficients of x. Note that Y* C X" ifu > r.
Let A, be an operator on X defined by

(5.1) A x(k):=—y()xk),  keZf,
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with the domain
(5.2) D(A,) = {x eX Y ly®PIkITIRK)* < oo}.
kezd

Since the operator is self-adjoint, it generates a Cp-semigroup (S, (¢));>0 on X”.
Moreover, for u > r, A, is the restriction of A, and S, is the restriction of S,.
From now on, we will omit the subscript » when it causes no confusion, writing A
and S instead of A, and S,, respectively.

Let O be a symmetric positive definite bounded linear operator on

{x e L*(T?, d¢; Rd):/wx(é)ds :0}
given by
0x(k) =y (E®RK),  keZd.

Let m be the constant appearing in (2.16) and let X := X" and V := A1 Note
that, by Sobolev embedding (see, e.g., Theorem 7.10, page 155 of [9]), X —
C1(T?, R?) and hence there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(5.3) XNl o1 (pa.ray < Cllxllx Vx e X.
For any ¢ > 0, the operator S(¢) is bounded from any X" to X" *!. Its norm can
be easily estimated by

”S(I)HL(Xr’Xr«H) < sup |k|e—V(k)t'
kezd

Let ex(x) := e!k* k € Z?. The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the operator S(1)Q'/?
(see Appendix C of [2]) is given by

IS0 17 g xvy = 2 I1S@ Qe
kezd
= Y kPP Dy (e BT E (k).
kezd

Taking into account assumptions (2.16) and (2.17), we easily obtain the following
lemma.

LEMMA 6. (i) For each t > 0, the operator Q'/*S(t) is Hilbert—Schmidt from
X toV and there exists € (0, 1) such that

o0
/0 RIS Q2N e, i < 00.

(ii) For any r > 0 and t > 0, the operator S(t) is bounded from X" into X!
and

o
LISl ey dr < 00,
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Let W = (W (¢)):>0 be a cylindrical Wiener process in X defined on a filtered
probability space A = (2, F, (F;), P). By Lemma 6(i) and Theorem 5.9, page 127
of [2], for any x € X, there exists a unique, continuous in #, X’-valued process V*
solving, in the mild sense, the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck equation

(5.4) dVE@t)=AV*@)dt + 02 dw (@), V*(0) = x.

Moreover, (5.4) defines a Markov family on X (see Section 9.2 of [2]) and the
law L£(V(0,-)) of V(0,-) on X is its unique invariant probability measure (see
Theorem 11.7 of [2]). Note that, since m > d /2 + 1, for any fixed ¢, the realization
of V*(¢,&) is Lipschitz in the & variable. If the filtered probability space A is
sufficiently rich, that is, if there exists an JFp-measurable random variable with
law L£(V (0, -)), then the stationary solution to (5.4) can be found as a stochastic
process over 2. Its law on the space of trajectories C ([0, co0) x T<; R?) coincides
with the law of (V (¢, -))s>o0.

5.1. An evolution equation describing the environment process. Since the re-
alizations of V*(t,-) are Lipschitz in the spatial variable, equation (2.15), with
VX(t, &) in place of V (¢, &), has a unique solution x,(¢), t > 0, for given initial
data xg. In fact, with no loss of generality, we may, and shall, assume that xo = 0.
In what follows, we will also denote by x the solution of (2.15) corresponding to
the stationary right-hand side V. Let Z(s, §) := V (s, £ 4+ x(s)) be the Lagrangian
observation of the environment process or, in short, the observation process. It is
known (see [7] and [13]) that Z(s, -) solves the equations

dZ(t) =[AZ(1) + B(Z(t), Z@t)]dt + Q2dW (1),
Z(0,-) = V(0,x(0) + ),

(5.5)

where W is a certain cylindrical Wiener process on the original probability space
2A and

B(, ¢)(§) := (Z w,<0> Z ¥;(0) —(é‘))
ij] aé}]

(5.6)
v, pe X, EecTe.

By (5.3), B(-, ) is a continuous bilinear form mapping from X x X into xm-=1,
For a given an Fp-measurable random variable Zo which is square-integrable in
X and a cylindrical Wiener process W in X', consider the SPDE

(5.7)  dZ(t)=[AZ(t) + B(Z(t), Z(t)dt + QV2dW (),  Z(0)=

Taking into account Lemma 6(ii), the local existence and uniqueness of a mild
solution follow by a standard Banach fixed point argument. For a different type of
argument, based on the Euler approximation scheme, see Section 4.2 of [7]. Global
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existence also follows; see the proof of the moment estimates in Section 5.1.2
below.

Given x € X, let Z*(¢) denote the value at r > 0 of a solution to (5.7) satisfying
Z¥0,&)=x(),¢ € T<. Since the existence of a solution follows from the Banach
fixed point argument, Z = (Z¥, x € X) is a stochastically continuous Markov fam-
ily and its transition semigroup (P;);>¢ is Feller; for details see, for example, [2]
or [23]. Note that

Py (x) :=Eyr (V¥ (2, %, (1) + ).

The following result on ergodicity of the observation process, besides being of
independent interest, will be crucial for the proof of Theorem 4.

THEOREM 5. Under assumptions (2.16) and (2.17), the transition semigroup
(Pt)r=0 for the family Z = (Z*, x € X) is weak-* mean ergodic.

To prove the above theorem, we verify the hypotheses of Theorem 3.

5.1.1. Existence of a global attractor. Note that Y°(¢) = 0 is the global attrac-
tor for the semi-dynamical system ¥ = (Y*, x € X) defined by the deterministic
problem

dYy*(t)
dt
Clearly, this guarantees the uniqueness of an invariant measure v, for the corre-

sponding semi-dynamical system; see Definition 2.4. Our claim follows from the
exponential stability of ¥, namely,

(5.8) =AY*(t)+ B(Y* (1), Y* (1)), Y*(0) =x.

(5.9) VxeX,t>0 1Y @O llx <e ™ x|l x,
where
(5.10) v = inf y (k)

kezd

is strictly positive by (2.17). Indeed, differentiating || Y*(¢) ||%( over t, we obtain

aY*()
0&;

d
Y ()13 = 2(AY* (D), Y¥())x +2 ) Y@, 0><
j=1

d X

dt X

The last term on the right-hand side vanishes, while the first one can be estimated
from above by —2y,|Y* (t)||%(. Combining these observations with Gronwall’s

inequality, we obtain (5.9).
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5.1.2. Moment estimates. Let B(0, R) be the ball in X with center at 0 and
radius R. We will show that for any R > 0 and any integer n > 1,

(5.11) sup supE[Z* (1) |3 < o0.
x€B(0,R) t=0

Recall that V¥ is the solution to (5.4) satisfying V*(0) = x. Let x, = (X, (¢), 1 > 0)
solve the problem

dx,
(5.12) ?(t) = V(1 X, (1)), X, (0) =0.
We then obtain
513 1Z' 0l i/TdW’"V"(t,xx(nw)Fds = IV¥O)l1%,

where the first equality means equality in law. Since V¥ is Gaussian, there is a
constant C > 0 such that

E|V* (@)% < CLE|VE@)]13)".

Hence, there is a constant C; > 0 such that for |x||x < R,

t n
BV (03 < C(1+ RZ")( fo 1S = )07 gy (.0 ds)

00 n
§C2(1+R2")< /0 ||S<s>Q1/2||%(HS)<X,X)ds) :

Note that there is a constant C3 such that
o
IS0 21 g s = CHIENR < o0,
where [|€]| appears in (2.16) and (5.11) indeed follows.

5.1.3. Stochastic stability. Define Z5(t) := V*(t,%,(t) + -). This satisfies
equation (5.5) and so the laws of (Z*(¢));>0 and (Z*(¢));>0 are identical. On the
other hand, for V*(¢) := S(¢)x and

dys
dt

we have that Y* (¢, -) := v (,yx(t)+-) satisfies (5.8). To show stochastic stability,
it suffices to prove that

(5.14)  Ve,R,T>0 inf P(|Z*(T) — Y*(T)||lx <€) > 0.

Ixllx<R

=V (t,y:(1)),  y(0)=0,

Let M = (M (t));>0 be the stochastic convolution process

(5.15) M) := /OZS(t—s)Ql/de(s), t>0.
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It is a centered, Gaussian, random element in the Banach space C([0,T], &)
whose norm we denote by || - ||oo. We will use the same notation for the norm on
CI[0, T]. Note that V¥ () = V*(r) + M(¢). Since M is a centered, Gaussian, ran-
dom element in the Banach space C ([0, T'], &), its topological support is a closed
linear subspace; see, for example, [28], Theorem 1, page 61. Thus, in particular,
0 belongs to the support of its law and

(5.16) V6>0 q:=P(F5) >0,

where Fs :=[||M||oo < 8]. Since ||[V¥ — V¥||oo < § on Fs, we can choose 8 suffi-
ciently small so that ||x; — yx|lco < p, Where p is chosen in such a way that

1Z*(T) = Y*(T) |l x
< VT % (T) + ) = VT % (T) + )
+ VAT, % (T) + ) = VT, y:(T) + )|, <& VxeB(O,R)
on Fs. Hence, (5.14) follows.

5.1.4. e-property of the transition semigroup. It suffices to show that for any
Yvel 11 (X) and R > 0, there exists a positive constant C such that

(5.17) sup sup [|IDPy(x)lle = Clivlic) -

=0 [Ix]lx <R
Here, D¢ denotes the Fréchet derivative of a given function ¢ € C bl (X). Indeed,
let p, € Cg (R™) be supported in the ball of radius 1/n, centered at 0 and such that
Jrn Pn(§)dE = 1. Suppose that (e,) is an orthonormal base in X’ and Q, is the
orthonormal projection onto span{ey, ..., e,}. Define

wn(x)::/];ann(Q"x_E)w<Z§iei) dg, xeX.
i=1

One can deduce (see part 2 of the proof of Theorem 1.2, pages 164 and 165
in [22]) that for any v € Lip(X), the sequence (v,) satisfies () C Cg(X)
and lim,_, o ¥, (x) = ¥ (x) pointwise. In addition, ||Yy|Le < |[Y/|Le and
sup, | DY, (2)|lx < Lip(y). Let R > 0 be arbitrary and x, y € B(0, R). We can
write

1Py (x) = By = lim [P (x) — Prifn ()]

< sup [[DPYn@lxlx —ylx
llzllx<R

(5.17)

= Clllﬂnllcg(;()llx—yllx

< CllI¥lleo +Lip)]llx — yllx-
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This shows equicontinuity of (P;);>0 for an arbitrary Lipschitz function v in the
neighborhood of any x and the e-property follows.

To prove (5.17), we adopt the method from [11]. First, note that D P, (x)[v],
the value of D Py (x) at v € X, is equal to E{Dvy(Z*(t))[U (¢)]}, where U (¢t) :=
0Z*(t)[v] and

X 1 l X+Ev 7
AZ*(1)[v] ._181?68(2 (1) — Z* (1)),

the limit here taken in L2($2, F, P; X). The process U = (U (t),t > 0);>( satisfies
the linear evolution equation

dU(t) . .
I =AU@)+ B(Z (1), U(t)) + BWU (1), Z* (1)),
(5.18)
U(0) =v.

Suppose that H is a certain Hilbert space and ®: X — H a Borel measur-
able function. Given an (F;);>o-adapted process g:[0, c0) x Q2 — X satisfying
Efé llgs ||§Y ds < oo for each t > 0, we denote by D, ®(Z* (7)) the Malliavin deriv-
ative of ®(Z*(¢)) in the direction of g. That is, the L%(Q, F,P; H)-limit, if exists,
of

o1
D@ (Z5(1)) := }_:lil(} E[CD(Z?g(I)) — O (Z* (1)),
where ng (1), t > 0, solves the equation

dZE(t) = [AZX(0) + B(ZE(0), ZE(0))dt + Q2 (dW (1) + g dt),
Zif(O) =x.

In particular, one can easily show that when H = X and ® = I, where [ is the
identity operator, the Malliavin derivative of Z* (¢) exists and the process D(¢) :=
DyZ*(t),t > 0, solves the linear equation

D X X 1/2
W(t) =AD@{)+ B(Z7(1), D(1)) + B(D(), Z" (1)) + Q/7g(1),
D(0) =0.

The following two facts about the Malliavin derivative will be crucial for us in the
sequel. Directly from the definition of the Malliavin derivative, we derive the chain
rule: if we suppose that ® € C,l (X; H), then

(5.20) Dy ®(Z* (1)) = DP(Z* (1))[D(1)].

In addition, the integration by parts formula holds; see Lemma 1.2.1, page 25
of [21]. If we suppose that ® € C}(X), then

(5.19)

t
(521)  E[D,@(Z*(1)] = E[ob(zxa)) /0 (g(s), Ql/de<s>>X]

We also have the following proposition.
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PROPOSITION 2. For any given v, x € X such that ||v|jx <1, ||x]|lx < R, one
can find an (Fy)-adapted X -valued process g, = g;(v, x) that satisfies

o0
(5-22) sup sup [ B0 g3 ds < oo,
lolx <t lixlx <R J0
(5.23) sup  sup supE[|DZ*()[v] — Dy Z* (1)l x < oo.

iy =1llxllx<R =0

We prove this proposition shortly. First, however, let us demonstrate how it can
be used to complete the argument for the e-property. Let w;(x) := DgZ*(t) and
p1(v,x) := DZ*(t)[v] — Dg Z*(t). Then

DPy (vl = E{DY(Z* ()w; ()]} +E{DY (Z* (1)) ps (v, x)]}
= E{Dgy(Z* ()} + E{DY(Z" () pr (v, )]}

t
(Sé”E{sz(z))/O (g(5). Ql/de(S)bc}

+E{Dy (Z* ()] p: (v, x)]}.
We have

E{w<2)‘<r>>/0t<g<s), Q”de(s)bcH <1~ (E [ 102601 ds)l/2

and

[E{DY (Z* (1) or (0, )Y < 1l 1 a0 Ell s (0, ) L -
Hence, by (5.22) and (5.23), we derive the desired estimate (5.17) with

0 12
c=(E[ 10"k as)

+ sup sup supE|DZ*(#)[v] —DgZ" (1)l x.

lolx<lllxllx<R =0

Therefore, the e-process property would be shown if we could prove Proposition 2.

5.1.5. Proof of Proposition2. Letus denote by I1> y the orthogonal projection
onto span{zeks : |k| > N,z e ImE(k)} and let [T_y :=1 — sy = HiN. Write

Ay :=TIsNA, Oy :=T=y0, Ay =TI_NA, Oy :=T_y0.
Given an integer N, let ¢V (v, x)(r) be the solution of the problem
d N
S0 = A0 + T (BZH 0.6V ) + BE 0, 2 1)
1 _
(5.24) — §n<NcN(r>||n<N;N<z)||X‘,

M) =v.
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We adopt the convention that

(5.25) Doy Moy =0 if MoyeN =o0.
Let

(5.26) g:=07"?f,

where

F() = AN (v, x) ()
(5.27) + TN [B(Z* (1), ¢V (v, ) (1)) + BN (v, x)(1), Z*(1))]
+ 3TN N W, )OI v g™ (0, ) Ol

and where N will be specified later. Note that f takes values in a finite-dimensional
space, where Q is invertible, by the definition of the space A’. Recall that
pr(v, x) := DZ*(t)[v] — Dy Z*(t). We have divided the proof into a sequence of
lemmas.

LEMMA 7. We have

(5.28) o, x) =N, x)t) Ve >0.

PROOF. Adding f(¢) to both sides of (5.24), we obtain

d¢N (v, x)
T(l) + f ()

= AN (0, 0)(1) + B(Z* (1), ¢V (v, ) (1))

+ BN (v, x)(1), Z* (1)),
¢V (v, x)(0) = v.

(5.29)

Recall that DZ* (¢)[v] and Dy Z* (1) obey equations (5.18) and (5.19), respectively.
Hence, p; := p; (v, x) satisfies

dp
d_f = Apr + B(Z*(1), pr) + Bor, Z° (1)) — Q' ?g(1),
o = V.

Since f(r) = Q'/?g;, we conclude that p, and ¢ (v, x)(r) solve the same linear
evolution equation with the same initial value. Thus, the assertion of the lemma
follows. [J

LEMMA 8. Foreach N > 1, we have H<N§N(v,x)(t) =0forallt>2.
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PROOF. Applying 1.y to both sides of (5.24), we obtain

d 1
EH<NCN(U, x)(t) = —5||H<N;N<v,x)(r)||;£n<NgN(v,x><t>,
(5.30)

¢V (v,2)(0) =v.
Multiplying both sides of (5.30) by M_n¢Y (v, x)(f), we obtain that z(¢) :=
ITT<n¢™ (v, x)(2)]|% satisfies

dz 1
(5.31) E(t) = _5\/20)'

Since |lv||lx <1, z(0) € (0, 1] and the desired conclusion holds from elementary
properties of the solution of the ordinary differential equation (5.31). [J

LEMMA 9. Forany R > 0, the following hold.
(i) for any N,

(5.32) sup sup  sup EH{N(U, x)(t)||f\, < 00;
vl x<1lxllx <Rt€l0,2]

(ii) there exists an Ng € N such that for any N > Ny,

o0
(5.33) sup  sup El" w, x) )13 "*dt < oo
lolx<1lxllx<R’O0
and
(5.34) sup sup supEH;N(v, x)(t)||i; < 00.

lvllx<Dlxllx<R =0

Since the proof of the lemma is quite lengthy and technical, we postpone its
presentation until the next section. However, we can now complete the proof of
Proposition 2.

First, we assume that f is given by (5.27) with an arbitrary N > Ny, where Ny
appears in the formulation of Lemma 9. By Lemma 7, p; (v, x) =¢ N, x)(). Of
course, (5.34) implies (5.23). We show (5.22). As a consequence of Lemma 8§, we
have TTx¢™N (v, x)(¢) = 0 for t > 2. The definition of the form B(-, -) [see (5.6)]
and the fact that the partial derivatives commute with the projection operator 1.y
together imply that

Moy B(Z (1), ¢ (v, x) (1)) = B(Z* (1), Ly &N (v, x)(2)).

As a consequence of Lemma 8 and convention (5.25), we conclude from (5.27)
that

f(&) =T_nBEN (@, x)(t), Z°(t)) = B¢ (v, x) (1), Iy Z* (1))  Vt>2.
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By (5.3), for t > 2, we have
I Ollx < Clig™ @, ) O N IT<y Z* (@)l ym1
<CN[IgN @, )OI 1T Z* ()] 2
<CNIgN @, )21 Z* ()]l x.

Consequently,

E/2 102, (v, )| di
=F * 2.d
fz 1LF @112 di

< C2NZsup(B[| 25 (1) [|4) /2 /2 °°<E||¢N<v,x>(t)||§(>l/2 dr.

t>2
Hence, by (5.11) and (5.33), we obtain
o
swp E [ 10240, 0)edr < oc.
Ixlx<R.lvlx<1l Y2
Clearly, by Lemma 9(i) and (5.11), we have

2
sup E/o 102 g, (v, 1)1 di < 00

xllx <R, [vlx=1

and the proof of (5.22) is completed.

5.1.6. Proof of Lemma 9. Recall that for any r, A is a self-adjoint operator
when considered on the space X", and that

(5.35) (AY, ) ar < —vell¥ldr, ¥ € D(A),

where y, > 0 was defined in (5.10). Recall that V* is the solution to the Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck equation (5.4) starting from x and that x,. is the corresponding solution
to (5.12). The laws of the processes (Z*(¢));>0 and (V*(¢, - + X, (¢)));>0 are the
same. By virtue of this and the fact that ||VX(, - + X, () |lx = |V*®)|lx, We
obtain that foreach N > 1 and r > 0,

(5.36) LIT>n VEO lar)e=0) = LAUT>n Z5 @) | x7)e0),
where, as we recall, £ stands for the law of the respective process.

In order to show the first part of the lemma, note that from (5.24), upon scalar
multiplication (in X) of both sides by ¢N (v, x)(r) and use of (5.35), we have
1d
SPTLEAIOL bt

< =N, ) O1I%

1
+ 1N, )@, OZ OV I (0, ) @) |2 + §||§N(U»X)(l‘)||x-
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Here, as we recall, V = A" !, Taking into account (5.3) and the rough estimate
a/2 <1+ a2, we obtain

1d
mncN(v,x)(t)n%( <1 -yl @, 0)01%

+CIEN @ OOIZIZ Oy + 1.
Using Gronwall’s inequality and (5.36), we obtain

IgY 0, )% < (lvllF + r)exp{z(l — Yt + 2C/0 IIZX(S)IlvdS}
< <1+z)exp{2<1 —y*>r+c/0t IIVX(S)IlvdS}

t
=1+ t)eXp{2(1 — Yt + C/(; (IS)xlly + 1M (5)llv) dS},

where M = VO is given by (5.15). By Lemma 6(ii),
o0
sup 1S(s)x|lyds < oo.
llx)| <170

Thus, the proof of the first part of the lemma will be completed as soon as we can
show that

2
(5.37) Eexp{C/O ||M(s)||yds} < 0.

By Lemma 6, M is a Gaussian element in C ([0, 2], V). Therefore, (5.37) is a direct
consequence of the Fernique theorem (see, e.g., [2]).
To prove the second part of the lemma, first observe that for any N > 1,

(M B(Z* (@), ¢ (v, x) (1), ¢V (v, x) (1)) x
= (B(Z* (1), NN N (v, x)(0)), Dy g™ (v, ) (1)) ¥
=0.

Multiplying both sides of (5.24) by N (v, x)(t) and remembering that IT_ NN (v,
x)(t) =0 for t > 2, we obtain that, for those times,

1d N 2
5 18" @ 0OI%
< =y lleY 0, ) OI% + 12N W, )@, O IITs N ZX O VY (v, x) (@) 2

(5.3)
< —plleY 0, )15 + CIITs N ZE O lIv 12N (v, x) ()13
< —ylleN (0, )O3

+ C(ITsnS@Ox[13 + IT=n Z2O V) 12N (v, ) 0115+



1438 T. KOMOROWSKI, S. PESZAT AND T. SZAREK

Define

Z2

h(z) = ——, z>0.
14y 22

Note that there exists a constant C such that
CZ{ZS%g“Z-I—%h(z){Z, z>0,¢ eR.
Therefore,
CIT=nZ°O vl (v, x) (0117
< %n;N(v,x)(t)n%c - %”{N(U,x)(f)”%\ah(”HzNZO(l‘)||V)-

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain, for ¢ > 2,

1™ (w, x)(0)11%

<1V, 0 @15 eXP{—V*(t —2)+ Llx[%

C‘ t
+5/2 h(”HzNZO(S)HV)dS},

where L :=2C [5° ||S(#) || L(x,v) dt. We have, therefore, by virtue of the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality,

Ellc™N (v, )%

< En;N(v,x>(2>||}Eexp{—2y*<r — )+ 2L xR
Y
| h(”HzNZO(S)”v)dS}
5.36
2 gV o, x)<2>||;‘(Eexp{—2y*<t —2)+2L||x|3,

ot
[ h<||H>NM<s>||v>ds},
where M is given by (5.15). Write
ot
o) i=exp|C [ hAIT=n M) ds).

The proof of part (ii) of the lemma will be completed as soon as we can show that
there exists an Ny such that, for all N > N,

o0
supe < "DEWy (1) <00 and / e 2 ([EW N ()2 dt < 0.
>0 2
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To do this, it is enough to show that

(5.38) Vk>0,aN(k)>1 such that supe *'EWy (1) < oo VN > N (k).

t>0

To do this, note that for any Ny > N, My n,(t) := 1y, 1>y M(2) is a strong
solution to the equation

dMy N, (1) = AnMy n, (1) dt + TToy Ty Q2dW ().

Therefore, we can apply the Itd formula to My y, (f) and the function
— 1/2

H) = (14 1(=An ™" 2x3) 2.

As a result, we obtain

(14 (=AM "2 My, (0)]3)"?

t _ —-1/2
—1- /0 1M xy DI (1+ (=AM T M x, (9)13) ™ ds
1/t _
+5 /0 IH” (=AW ™2 My Ny DTy Tz @217 g v s

t
+ [+ 1A 2y 1R)
X (AN My, vy (), Ty TTon Q1 2d W (9)) v
Taking into account the spectral gap property of A, we obtain
My O3+ 1AM ™2 My v, 9)11)

> |My )31+ v My v (9)113)
=h(IMy, N, (S)V).

—1/2

—1/2

Therefore,

~ l ~
é /O R(IMy. v, () ) ds < € + Muw, () + Rv.n, (0),

where
t
Jod _ —1/2
Muy.n, () =C fo (14 [(=AN) "My, ()[13) 7

X ((—AN) "My v, (5), Ty, TI=y QY2 dW (s))y
.
-5 0t I(=An) "My n () 13)

X QY2 (=AN) "My N, (5) 113, ds
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and

C _
Ry.m(0) =~ fo IH" (=A™ My 5 )Ty, Ty Q21 o ) ds

& i ) L
+5 [+ 1A Pryy )1R)

x 102 (=AN) " My v, ()15, ds.
Since
H"(x) = (1+ 1(=An) " 2x)13) 7 (—Ap) ™!
— (L I=AN T }) = Ay e
® (—An) " 'x,
there exists a constant C; such that for all N, N| and ¢,
R.n ) < tCLI—AN) T e 1221 (e
+ =AM T I sy e0)

for all N1 > N. Let « > 0. We can choose sufficiently large Ny such that for N >
No,

CLll=AN T2 ey + 1AM T QI g ) < -

Since (exp{Mn,,~,(t)}) is a martingale, we have shown, therefore, that for N >
No,

t ~
E /O explh(|My.x, (5)]1v) ds} < exp(C +«t).
Letting N1 — oo, we obtain (5.38).

6. Proof of Theorem 4. With no loss of generality, we will assume that the
initial position of the tracer xo = 0. By definition,

x(1) = /Ot Vs, x(s))ds = /Ot Z(s,0)ds,

where Z(t,x) = V(t,x(t) + x) is the observation process. Recall that Z(¢) is a
stationary solution to (5.5). Obviously, uniqueness and the law of a stationary so-
lution do not depend on the particular choice of the Wiener process. Therefore,

X\ (1[5
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and
ccgm)—aium)
dt - ) £

where, as before, £(X) stands for the law of a random element X and 7 is, by
Theorem 5, a unique (in law) stationary solution of the equation

dZ(t)=[AZ(t) + B(Z(t), Z(t)]dt + Q> dW (¢).

Let F: X — R be given by F(x) = x(0). The proof of the first part of the theorem
will be completed as soon as we can show that the limit (in probability)

| B
P-lim— | Z(s,0)ds
ttoo 1 JO

exists and is equal to [ F(x)u.(dx), where i, is the unique invariant measure
for the Markov family Z defined by (5.7). Since the semigroup (Pr);>¢ satisfies
the e-property and is weak-* mean ergodic, part (2) of Theorem 2 implies that for
any bounded Lipschitz continuous function i,

R
%giﬁwamw—ﬁmewm

Since & is embedded in the space of bounded continuous functions, F is Lipschitz.
The theorem then follows by an easy truncation argument.
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