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Limiting Behavior of Non-Autonomous Stochastic Reversible Selkov
Lattice Systems Driven by Locally Lipschitz Lévy Noises

Guofu Li*, Jianxin Wu' Yunshun Wu!

Abstract

This work investigates the long-term distributional behavior of the reversible Selkov lattice sys-
tems defined on the set Z and driven by locally Lipschitz Lévy noises, which possess two pairs of
oppositely signed nonlinear terms and whose nonlinear couplings can grow polynomially with any
order p > 1. Firstly, based on the global-in-time well-posedness in L?(§, £2 x ¢?), we define a con-
tinuous non-autonomous dynamical system (NDS) on the metric space (P2(€% x £2), dps2x¢2)), where
dp(s2xe2) is the dual-Lipschitz distance on P(¢* x ¢?), the space of probability measures on % x (2.
Specifically, we establish that this non-autonomous dynamical system admits a unique pullback mea-
sure attractor, characterized via measure-valued complete solutions and orbits in the sense of Wang
(DOlL.org/10.1016/j.jde.2012.05.015). Moreover, when the deterministic external forcing terms are pe-
riodic in time, we demonstrate that the pullback measure attractors are also periodic. We also study
the upper semicontinuity of pullback measure attractors as (e1,€2,71,72) — (0,0,0,0). The main
difficulty in proving the pullback asymptotic compactness of the NDS in (Po(€? X £2),dp(s2xs2)) is
caused by the lack of compactness in infinite-dimensional lattice systems, which is overcome by using
uniform tail-ends estimates. And the inherent structure of the Selkov system precludes the possibility
of any unidirectional dissipative influence arising from the interaction between the two coupled equa-
tions, thereby obstructing the emergence of a dominant energy-dissipation mechanism along a single
directional pathway. Compared to the classical case of cubic nonlinearity, our results are significantly
more general in scope and applicability.

Key words: Selkov systems, upper semicontinuity, Lévy noises, Infinite-dimensional coupled lattice
systems.
MSC 2020: 37L55, 35B41, 37L60, 37B40, 60H10.

1 Introduction
1.1 Infinite-dimensional reversible Selkov model driven by Lévy noises

The Selkov equation is a significant and widely-used mathematical model for describing autocatalytic

biochemical processes, such as glycolysis, which can be categorized into irreversible and reversible systems.
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The irreversible Selkov equation was initially introduced by Selkov in 1968 to model two irreversible
chemical reactions (see [43]). In contrast, the reversible Selkov model is primarily designed to represent the

cubic autocatalytic, isothermal, and continuously supplied nature of two reversible biochemical reactions:
A=8, S+2P=3P, P=B8, (1.1)

where A and B are controllable bath concentrations, and the substrate S and the product P form the freely
responding internal part of the system. This model represents a strongly product-activated mechanism,
which, within a suitable range of A and B concentrations, can give rise to oscillatory behavior. The
reversible Selkov model is also known as the two-component Gray-Scott equations (see [3] 21} 22]), which
is part of the Brussels school, led by Ilya Prigogine, the famous physical chemist and Nobel Prize laureate
(1977).

The motivation of this paper is to investigate the long-time distribution behaviors by means of pullback
measure attractors of reversible Selkov lattice systems defined on the integer set Z and driven by locally

Lipschitz Lévy noises:

dui(t) = (dy (wir1 () — 2u; + w1 (t)) — arui(t) + bruP()vg(t) — bou T (£) + fri(t))dt
+ € Z(hk,i<t) + Ok,i0k (T, ui(t)))dWi(t)
k=1
b ) [ onalt) + aualtut-), ) (. dy)
k=1 lvkl<1 , - (1.2)
dvi(t) = (da(vip1(t) — 20i(t) + vi_1(t)) — agui(t) — by ” (t)vi(t) 4+ b, P () + fai(t))dt
+m Z(hk,i(t) + Ok,i0k (¢, vi(t)))dWi(t)
k=1
#2030 [ (alt) + st i), ) ()
r—1 Y lukl<1
with initial conditions
wi(T) = w0,  vi(T) = Vo, (1.3)

where 7 € R, i € Z, u = (u;)iez, v = (vi)iez € 12,0 < €;,7 < 1,7 =1,2, p > 1. dy, da, a1, az, by, by are
positive constants, f1(t) = (f1i(t))icz and fo(t) = (f2i(t))iez € €* are time dependent random sequences.
0(t) = (0,i(t))ken,icz is a positive continuous functions. h(t) = (hy;(t))renicz and k(t) = (ki (t))keNicz
are (?-valued progressively measurable processes. oy = 6j;0x(t,-) and g = qri(t,-,yx) are a sequence
locally Lipschitz continuous functions. (Wj)ken denote a family of mutually independent, two-sided
standard real-valued Wiener processes defined on (Q, F, {F; }tcr, P). The compensated Poisson random

measure Ly arising from a sequence of independent two-sides real-valued Lévy process {Zi}ren-



Lévy noises: The sequence {Wy(t)} represents independent two-sided real-valued Wiener processes
defined on this probability space. We denote by {Zy(t)} a sequence of independent two-sided real-valued
Lévy processes defined on the same probability space. A two-sided Poisson counting random measure is

defined as
#{0<s<t:AZ(s) e A}, ift >0,
Li(t,A) =

#{t < s <0: AZy(s) € A},
where # denotes the cardinality of a set, A € B(R\ {0}), and AZy(s) = Zi(s) — Zx(s—). Let vi(dyx) be

a o-finite Lévy measure associated with a Poisson random measure L (dt, dyy), satisfying

if t <0,

vi(dyg) dt = E[Ly(dt, dyz)] and Z/R (lyl* A 1) vie(dyi) < oo.

keN \{0}

This implies that there exists a positive constant M;ump such that

kGZN /R\{O}

The two-sided compensated Poisson random measure is denoted by

(|yk|2 A 1) Vk(dyk) < AJjump-

Li(dt, dyy,) £ Li(dt, dys) — vi(dyg)dt.

Throughout this paper, we assume that {Wj}reny and {Z;(t)} are mutually independent. This implies
that {Wj}ren and {Lg(dt, dyg) }reny are mutually independent, the pair ((Wg)ren, (Lk)ken) is called a

family of two-sided Lévy noises, see [I] and Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Sample paths of Lévy processes (cadlag process)

1.2 Literature survey and Motivations

For the past few years, the widespread application of lattice dynamical systems (LDSs), such as in
pattern formation, neural pulse propagation, and circuits, has drawn considerable attention from many

researchers, for more detailed information, please refer to [10, 25, [IT]. The solutions of deterministic



lattice systems have been thoroughly investigated in the literature, traveling wave solutions [14] [64],
chaotic solutions [12] [13], and global attractors [8, 27]. For more details and results on the dynamics of
the dynamics of stochastic lattice dynamical systems, see [0}, [5 [16] [44] for deterministic lattice models,
and [7, B0, 15, 23, 52] for stochastic case. When ea = 0, 72 = 0, the reversible Selkov lattice systems
driven by white noises have been discussed by Wang and Zhang, see [50, [65]. Stochastic reversible Selkov
lattice system driven by Lévy noises reduces to the deterministic lattice system (67 = ez = vy =
v = 0). The deterministic reversible Selkov equations have been extensively studied with respect to
the existence, regularity, and stability of global attractors (see [60, [61]). Numerous researchers have also
explored the existence and robustness of random attractors in stochastic reversible Gray-Scott systems
(see [62], (18], 19, 20]). For stochastic lattice reversible Selkov equations, the existence of random attractors
was discussed by Li [30]. In the latest study, Wang et al in [57] studied upper semi-continuity of numerical
attractors for reversible Selkov lattice systems, for the relevant theories on numerical attractors for lattice

systems, please refer to Li, Han, Kloeden Yang, [35] [36] 24, [63].
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Figure 2: The sample path of Brownian motion

The lattice models mentioned above are driven by continuous stochastic processes (Brownian motion).
Nevertheless, many real-valued systems may be affected by sudden disturbances in the environment,
leading to discontinuous sample paths. Therefore, Lévy noise has to be introduced into the systems to
describe random phenomena with jumps. To the best of our knowledge, there are not many literature
results on measure attractors of Selkov lattice systems, and the current results are all devoted to the case
where the type of noises are driven by white noise rather than Lévy noises. Our main interest in this
article is to discuss the existence, uniqueness, periodicity and upper semicontinuity of pullback measure
attractors in (Pa(£% x 62),dp(px ¢2y) for Selkov lattice systems defined on Z and driven by Lévy
noise. For the study on lattice models driven by Lévy noise, the readers can refer to literature by Tomas
et al. |2, @, [17, 59] and the references therein for more details.

To study path-wise random attractors, one must first transform the stochastic evolutionary PDEs into

pathwise evolutionary systems. When the noise coefficients are either additive or linearly multiplicative,



such a transformation is possible through the well-known Ornstein-Uhlenbeck or Cole-Hopf transforma-
tions, see [4, B8, 54, b5, Bl 33]. However, these methods do not apply when the noise coefficients are
nonlinear in the unknown function. In light of this, an alternative approach for analyzing the long-term
dynamics of solutions to stochastic evolutionary PDEs with nonlinear noise coefficients is to adopt the
concept of mean random attractors, as introduced by Kloeden, Lorenz, and Wang [26, 46}, [47, 48]. An-
other promising approach to investigate the asymptotic behavior of solutions to nonlinear noise-driven
PDEs involves the notion of measure attractors. Initially proposed by SchmalfuS[40, 41] to explore the
long-term behavior of solutions to the autonomous Navier-Stokes equations with nonlinear noise, this
concept has recently been extended by Li and Wang [28] (also see [29] [42]) to study the long-term behav-
ior of solutions to monautonomous reaction-diffusion equations under nonlinear noise. This framework
provides a more general and adaptable tool for analyzing complex stochastic Selkov lattice systems where
traditional transformation methods are not applicable. The main focus of this research consists of three

core aims, the details are as follows:

e To establish with rigorous theory of pullback measure attractors that the lattice systems defined
by (1.2) not only possess unique solutions in [31] but also exhibit the existence of pullback measure

attractors;

e To provide a detailed demonstration for uniform moment estimates and D—pullback asymptotic

compact that are used to establish the existence and convergence of pullback measure attractors;

e To prove the upper semicontinuity of D-pullback measure attractors for the non-autonomous

stochastic lattice systems as the noise intensity (€1, €2,71,72) — (0,0,0,0).

1.3 The methods and techniques of the study

e We remark that a key step for establishing the existence, uniqueness and periodicity of measure
pullback attractors of S in (Pa(£? x £2), dp(e2xs2)) is to prove the pullback asymptotic compactness
of S (NDS) in (P2(¢? x £?),dp(s2xs2)), that is, we shall establish the pullback asymptotic tightness
of probability distributions of solution operators of on (Pa(£% x ¢?), dp(xe))- In fact, the
difficulty caused by the lack of compactness in infinite-dimensional lattice systems. Note that this
type of obstacle is similar to that of showing the tightness of distribution of solutions to stochastic
PDEs defined on unbounded domains, see [50, 47, 53]. For stochastic evolutionary PDEs defined
on bounded domains (see 28], 29, [40] [41]), one can use a compactness argument based on compact
Sobolev embeddings to prove such asymptotic tightness. Since most problem is defined on R,
this compactness argument fails to establish such asymptotic tightness. In fact, this idea was

first developed by Wang [49] in proving the existence of global attractors of deterministic reaction-



diffusion equations on R%, and then widely used to solve other problems with lack of compactness in
random /stochastic cases such as the existence of pathwise random attractors and invariant measures
of stochastic evolutionary PDEs and lattice systems on unbounded domains, see [45] [47]. Utilizing
the uniform asymptotic tails-ends-smallness of the solutions in L?(€2, £2 x £2), we are able to establish
the pullback asymptotic compactness and the existence of a unique measure pullback attractor for
the S in (Pa(€? x £2), dp(s2x2)), see Theorem

e For the analysis of Selkov lattice systems, we mathematically allow that the coupled drift term
grows with an arbitrary index p > 1. This is different from the cubic nonlinearity case [30]. In our
case, we need to handle two pairs of oppositely signed drift terms +£F(u,v) and £G(u) in the u-
equation and the v-equation. This obstacle is overcame by carefully rearranging and analyzing these
coupled nonlinear terms, see Lemma and Lemma[4.2] Note a single reaction-diffusion equation,
the dissipativity is established by either imposing or checking the asymptotic sign condition on the

nonlinear function f(u) representing the reaction rate, i.e.,

limsup f(s) s < 0.

|s]—o00

But for most reaction-diffusion systems consisting of two or more equations arising from chemical
and biochemical kinetics, the corresponding asymptotic sign condition in vector version is usually

or inherently not satisfied.

e It is worth noting that this paper focuses on the pullback measure attractors of coupled lattice
equations, which differs from the existing research on single-equation lattice systems in [32, 50, [39]
and overcomes several essential difficulties. Compared to Brownian motion, a Lévy process is more
general and may include jumps, with potentially discontinuous paths, whereas Brownian motion is
merely the continuous special case of a Lévy process. In particular, the application of Lévy-type
1t6’ formulas requires additional technical care, especially in establishing uniform moment estimates
and proving the upper semicontinuity of pullback measure attractors, where the presence of jumps

introduces significant extra challenges.

1.4 Main results

Here are three results results of this article, which establish the existence, uniqueness and periodicity of

the pullback measure attractors for the system ([1.2)), as well as their upper semicontinuity.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (2.8)-(2.10), and (4.1)) hold. Then for every 0 < €;,v; < 1,1 = 1,2, the system S
associated with [2.11)-(2.12)) has a unique D-pullback measure attractor A = {A(7) : 7 € R} € Po(£?x (?),



which is given by, for each T € R,

A1) = w(K,7) = {¢(0,7) : ¢ is a D-complete orbit of S}
= {&(7) : € is a D-complete solution of S}, (1.4)

where K = {K (1) : 7 € R} is the D-pullback absorbing set of S as given by Lemma .

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (2.8))-(2.10), (4.1) and (5.3) hold. then for every 0 < €,v; < 1,1 = 1,2, S
associated with (2.11)-[2.12) has a unique x-periodic D-pullback measure attractor A in Pa(£? x £?).

Theorem 1.3. Suppose (2.8)-(2.9), , and (4.1)) hold. Then for 7 € R,
T a2 (Ar (), A () = 0, (15)

where A = (€1, €2,71,72), Ao = (0,0,0,0), for more details, we refer the reader to the finally section.
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1.5 Outline of paper

The organization of this work is as follows. In Section 2, we explore the existence and uniqueness of
solutions for the non-autonomous stochastic lattice system described by equations to . In
Section 3, we reconsider the key results concerning the existence, uniqueness, and periodicity of pullback
measure attractors for non-autonomous dynamical systems, particularly those defined on the probability
measure space within Banach spaces. Section 4 is dedicated to deriving uniform moment estimates for
solutions as time ¢ — oo, which play a pivotal role in establishing the existence of absorbing sets as well
as the pullback asymptotic compactness of the non-autonomous dynamical systems. These results are
framed in the context of the Markov semigroup generated by the system to . In the final
three sections, we rigorously prove the existence, uniqueness, and periodicity of the pullback measure
attractors for the system (2.11) to , and also investigate the behavior of these attractors in the
limit as the parameters (€1, €2,7v1,72) — (0,0,0,0). In Section 7, we give a numerical simulation for a
one-dimensional stochastic ODE ([7.1))



2 Existence and uniqueness of solutions

In this section, we establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the system —. Some
useful preliminaries and assumptions are provided, which will be frequently used in the subsequent
discussions. Let £ := {u = (ui)icz : ) _;cy |wi|” < +o0} for r > 1, with the norm of £ denoted by || - ||,
while the norm and inner product of #2 are denoted by || - || and (-, ), respectively.

Define the operators A, B : (2> — (2 by
(Au); = —uj—1 + 2u; — ujp1, and (Bu); = ujy1 —uy, for alli € Z. (2.1)
Then, for all u,v € 2, the following relations hold:
(Au,v) = (Bu,Bv), and (Au,u) = |Bu|?*>0. (2.2)
Furthermore, for each k € N, define the operators oy, qi, F, and G as follows:

Uk(ta U) = (5k,l&k(t7 ui))iEZa QIC(tv u, yk) = (Qk,l(ta Uy, yk))i€Z7 for all u € £27

F(u,v) = (u?pvi)iez, Gu) = (u?P ez, for u,v e 2.
In this paper, we will make use of the following inequalities:
2T W KCH X — || 2T Y, V2, ER, p>1, (2.3)
and

biby Xy — b2 202 2 2y 4 poby 2P
=2b1by Y — (52 +01%?) <0, VI, ¥ ER, p>1. (2.4)

According to (2.3]), we have
1F (w1, v1) = F(uz,02)[|* < er(n) (ur = al* + [lor —v2f|?)

[(F(u1,v1) — Fug,v2), ur — u2)| < ex(n) (Jlur — uz||* + o1 — v2?),

[(F(u1,v1) — Fug,v2), v1 — v2)| < e1(n) (Jur — ugl® + |lor — vo|?) (2.5)
and

IG () = G()|* < ea(n)llu— o],
(G(w) -G
(G(w) =G

uz), uy — ug)| < ca(n)|juy — uglf?,

uz),v1 — v2)| < ca(n) (lur — ua|® + o1 — v2l|?) (2.6)

(
(



where u, v, ui, ug, vy, va € £2, and |jul| < n, ||lui| < n, |ual] < n, ||v]| < n, [Jv1]] < n, |Jva]] < n, see [56]

for the proof. For any s € R and k € N, we assume that there exist a > 0 such that
itV [ a9 < (01 + ) (27)
yr|<1

Indeed, for Ck(n) > 0, by (2.7) and oy, gx are locally Lipschits continuous we have

Z llow(t, ur) — on(t, uz)||” \/Z/ e (8 ur, yi) — qr(ts w2, yo)[IPva(dyr) < Cr(n)llur — ugl?, (2.8)

lyr|<1

Z o (t, w) | VZ/ g (£, w, o) [Pva(dye) < 202(18()]1P(1 + [lul®), (2.9)

lyr|<1

where ||§]|2 ;= 3> 3" |6k[%. In addition, we assume that
kENi€Z

| e <||6<t>|r2 LTSS ||hk<t>||2> dt
-0 k=1 k=1
[ S RGP + 1207 dt < o0, vr ek, (2.10)

where w > 0, see (4.1)).

To express the abstract system (1.2)-(T.3) more concisely in the space £ x ¢2 (for t > 7, t,7 € R), we

use the following system of equations:

(du(t) = (= Auft) = aru®) + B (u(t) o) — baG(ul) + ()

+622 k(1) + i (t, u(t=), yx)) Li(dt, dyg),

do(t) = (—dgAv( ) —agu(t) — b1 F(u(t),v(t)) + baG(u(t)) + fa(t)) dt (211)
—i—’ylz hi(t) + okt v(t))) dWi(t)
+72Z ri(t) + gt 0(t=), yr)) Li(dt, dye),
with the initial co;ditions
u(r) = tur, (1) = v, (2.12)



As mentioned in reference [31], an ¢ x ¢2-valued cadlag process p(t) = (u(t),v(t)) is called a solution
of system (2.11)-(2.12)) if F,-measurable initial conditions ¢(7) = (u,,v,) € L3(Q, £? x £?) for any t > 7

and for almost surely w € €,
u(t) = ur + / (= diAu(s) — aru(s) + b1 F(u(s),v(s)) — b2G(u(s)) + fi(s))ds

el / (ho(s) + o3 (£, u(s))) dWi(s)
k=1"T

—i—egZ/ / (/ﬁ:k(s) +qk(t,u(s—),yk))ﬂk(ds,dyk),
k=t 77 <t (2.13)
v(t) = v, + / ( — daAv(s) — agu(s) — b1 F(u(s),v(s)) + boG(u(s)) + fg(s))ds

00t
Fn 3 [ () + onlt o)W (o)
k=1"T

W;[ /ka<l (rk(s) + ax(t,v(s=), y)) Li(ds, dyg).

Therefore, under assumptions (2.8))-(2.10)), the existence and uniqueness of solutions to system (2.11))-
(2.12) can be obtained.

3 Pullback measure attractors

For clarity, we first review the fundamental concepts of pullback measure attractors and then outline
their structural properties(see, e.g., [28]).
We denote by X a separable Banach space with norm || - ||x. Let C,(X) be the space of bounded

continuous functions ¢ : X — R endowed with the norm

[@lloc = sup |o(x)].
zeX

Denote by L(X) the space of bounded Lipschitz functions on X which consists of all functions ¢ € Cy(X)
such that

Lip(6) = sup |p(x1) — P(x2)| <0
1,22€X,T1#T2 ”33‘1 - $2||X

The space Ly(X) is endowed with the norm

18]l = [|¢lloc + Lip(¢).

10



Let P(X) be the set of probability measures on (X, B(X)), where B(X) is the Borel o-algebra of X.
Given ¢ € Cp(X) and p € P(X), we write
~ [ étan(ar)
X

Recall that a sequence {py, 22, C P(X) is weakly convergent to u € P(X) if for every ¢ € Cp(X),

i (¢, pin) = (¢, ).

Define a metric on P(X) by

dp(x) (B, p2) = sup (&, 1) — (D, p2)l, Vi, 2 € P(X).
PeLy(X), [0l L<1

Then (P(X),dp(x)) is a polish space. Moreover, a sequence {un}p>; C P(X) converges to u in
(P(X),dp(x)) if and only if {un}52, converges to u weakly.
Given p > 0, let P,(X) be the subset of P(X) as defined by

Pox) = {ue P00 [ Jalfntan) < oo

Then (P,(X),dp(x)) is also a metric space. Without confusion, we also denote (P,(X),dp(x)) by
(Pp(X),dp,(x))- Given r > 0, denote by

By x)(r) = {MGP (/meudx) < }.

Recall that the Hausdorff semi-metric between subsets of P,(X) is given by
dp,x)(Y, Z) = sup inf dp (x)(y,2), Y,Z CPy(X), Y,Z#0.
yey z€Z
If ¢ > 0 and B C Pp(X), then the open e-neighborhood of B in P,(X) is defined by

Ne(B) = {1 € Py(X) : dp, (1, B) < €}.

Definition 3.1. A family S = {S(¢t,7) : t € R, 7 € R} of mappings from Py(X) to Pp(X) is called a
continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on Pp(X), if for all 7 € R and t,s € R, the following

conditions are satisfied:

(a) S(0,7) = Ip,(x), where Ip (x) is the identity operator on Py(X);

(b) S(t+s,7)=S(t,s+7)0S(s,T);

11



(c) S(t,T): Pp(X) = Pp(X) is continuous.
Definition 3.2. A set D C Py(X) is called a bounded subset if there is v > 0 such that D C Bp,x)(r).

In the sequel, we denote by D a collection of some families of nonempty subsets of P,(X) parametrized

by 7 € R; that is,
D ={D ={D(1) C Pp(X): D(r) # 0,7 € R} : D satisfies some conditions}.

Definition 3.3. A collection D of some families of nonempty subsets of Pp(X) is said to be neighborhood-
closed if for each D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D, there ezists a positive number € depending on D such that
the family

{B(7) : B(7) is a nonempty subset of N.(D(7)), VT € R}
also belongs to D.
Note that the neighborhood closedness of D implies for each D € D,
D ={D(r):D(r) # 0 and D(r) C D(r), T € R} € D. (3.1)
A collection D satisfying is said to be inclusion-closed in the literature.

Definition 3.4. A family K = {K(7) : 7 € R} € D is called a D-pullback absorbing set for S if for each
T € R and every D € D, there exists T = T(7,D) > 0 such that

S(t,r—t)D(r —t) C K(1), forall t>T.

Definition 3.5. The non-autonomous dynamical system S is said to be D-pullback asymptotically com-
pact in Pp(X) if for each 7 € R, {S(tn, T — tn)pn}oe; has a convergent subsequence in P,(X) whenever
tn, — 00 and pu, € D(T —t,) with D € D.

Definition 3.6. A family A= {A(7) : 7 € R} € D is called a D-pullback measure attractor for S if the

following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A(T) is compact in Py(X) for each T € R;

(i1) A is invariant, that is, S(t,7)A(T) = A(T +t), for allT € R and t € RT;
(iii) A attracts every set in D, that is, for each D = {D(1): 7 € R} € D,

lim d(S(t, 7 — )D(r —t), A(7)) = 0. (3.2)

t—o00
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Definition 3.7. A mapping 1 : R xR — P,(X) is called a complete orbit of S if for every s € R,t € RT
and T € R, the following holds:

S(tys+1)(s,7) =t +s,7). (3.3)

If, in addition, there exists D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D such that (¢, ) belongs to D(t + 7) for every
t € R and 7 € R, then v is called a D-complete orbit of S.

Definition 3.8. A mapping & : R — Py(X) is called a complete solution of S if for every t € RT and
T € R, the following holds:

S(t,7)e(T) =E(t+ 7).

If, in addition, there exists D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D such that (1) belongs to D(7) for every T € R,
then & is called a D-complete solution of S.

Definition 3.9. For each D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D and 7 € R, the pullback w-limit set of D at T is
defined by

that 1s,

w(D,7) =limsup S(¢t,7 — t)D(T — t).

t—o00

w(D,T) = {I/ € Pp(X) : there exist t,, — 00, pn, € D(7 — tp,) such that v = lim S(t,,7 — tn)un} :

n—oo

Based on above notation, from Proposition 3.6 in [45], we have the following criterion for the existence

and uniqueness of D-pullback measure attractors.

Proposition 3.10. Let D be a collection of families of subsets of Pp(X) and S be a continuous non-
autonomous dynamical system on P,(X). Then S has a unique D-pullback measure attractor A in Pp(X)
if S has a closed D-pullback absorbing set K € D and S is D-pullback asymptotically compact in Py(X).
The D-pullback measure attractor A is given by, for each T € R,

A(T) =w(K,7) ={¢(0,7) : ¢ is a D-complete orbit of S}
= {&(7) : € is a D-complete solution of S}.
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To emphasize the role of the initial time and initial values, we denote by (¢, 7,£) the solution of

(2.11))-(2.12)) with initial conditions ¢(7) = & = (ur,v;) € L%ET (2,02 x £?) and ¢ € LQE(Q,E2 x £?). Give
a subset E of Pa(£? x (?), define

1
2
| Ellpy g2y = int { >0 sup ( / quzwuuz)) < } ,
nekr 2% 02

with the convention that inf () = co. If E is a bounded subset of Pa(¢? x £2), then || E||p, g2y < 0o. Let

D be the collection of families of bounded nonempty subsets of Pa(¢£2 x £?) as given by
D ={D ={D(r) C Pa(£* x £*) : ) # D(r) bounded in Pr(¢* x *), 7 € R} },
and
: wT 2
Tgr_nooe HD<T)H7>2(z2Xz2) =0, (3.4)

where w > 0 defined later.

4 Uniform moment estimates

In this section, we derive uniform moment estimates of the solution of problem ([2.11))-(2.12) which are
necessary for establishing the existence of pullback measure attractors. To this end, we use L(p) to
denote the distribution law of the random variable, and C' to represent any positive constants that may

change from line to line. We further assume that
1
w = inf {(a1 Nag) =5 = 4021 6() )% (be + bl)} > 0. (4.1)
€

Discuss uniform estimates of solutions of problem (2.11))-(2.12)) in L?(€, £2 x ¢?).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose (2.8)-(2.10) and (4.1) hold. Then for every T € Rt > 0 and random data
¢ = (ur,v;) € LQE%(Q,E2 x £?), and 0 < €1, €2,71,72 < 1, the solution ¢ of [2.11)-(2.12)) satisfies

E (Jo(r, 7~ t.0)IP) + [ ;e—w“—% (lle(s, 7 =1, €DIP) ds < C (e E ([€lEree) + R(T)),  (4:2)

where

R(7) =/T e‘“““”( IImk(s)ll2+lehk(s)ll2+IIfz(s)H2+Hfl(s)HQ) ds
o0 k=1 k=1

+ / e =9)|16(s)||? ds (4.3)

—00

with C' > 0 being a constant independent of T, €1,€2,71, and .
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Proof. By and the It6 formula, we obtain
ballu(s)|12] + [2d1ba]| Bu(s) |2 + 2a1balju(s)[|? + 263(G u(s)), u(s)) | ds
=2ba{ (). u(e) s+ ZnbaPlu(s) (). u(e)) ds

+ bye? Z i (s) + on(t, u(s))||” ds + 2bger Y (hi(s) + ok (t, uls)), u(s)) AWi(s)
k=1

+b22 (1wt ot u) + P = 1)

lyr|<1

+b2e22 / Ikt u(s), ) + e () P () ds, (4.4)

lyr|<1
and
d [ble(s)Hz} + [ngblHBv(s)H2 + 2aby||v(s)||* + 202 (F(u(s),v(s)), v(s))} ds
=2b1(f2(s), vn(s)) ds + 2b2b1 (G™ (un(s)), vn(s)) ds

+ 0197 D k() + ow(t, v(s) > ds + 20im1 > (h(s) + ow(t, v(s)), v(s) )dWi(s)
k=1

o) /| (5= 4 vt o5, w) D) = sl (s )
k=1"19kI<

+b1722/ lgu(t, v(s), yi) + i ()2 (dye) ds. (4.5)

lyr|<1

Taking expectation of (£.4)+(4.13), we get
LE[Joau(s)I? + 1b10()7] = B[ ~ 21| Bu(s) |  2asbalfu(s) | ~ 263(C (), u(s))
+ E[ — 2daby || Bu(s) || — 2asby [[vo(s)||2 — 202 (F (u( v(s))}
+ 2058 [ (fi(s), u(s))| + 2bleE[< (u(s),v(s)), us >>]

+ b26d 3B lhn(s) + ot u(s))]2] + 1o ZE[”hk + ox(t, 0(s))?]
k=1 =1

2B [(fols). 0 ()>}+2bzblﬂﬂ[< (u(s )v<s>>]
+b173 Z/

Wi
lyr|<

By employing inequalities (2.2 . , we deduce that

boby (F(u,v),u) — b3(G(u),u) — b3 (F(u,v),v) 4+ boby (G(u),v) < 0.

E llae (£, v(s), yi) + i (5)|Pvi(cly)|
lyr|<1

E [ llgn (£, u(s), u) + o (3)|2v (i) | (4.6)
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And
d
S E[bulo(s)]2 + balfu(s)|1]
< = 26E (b us) 2 + ba[o(s)[12) + (42} + 46197 + bach + 46153 ) 02 6(5) |

+(1+2b26%+2b1fyf+2b17§+2bge§)E[Z||mk ||2+Z||h;c MNP+ ball f2(8))1? + ball f1 ()|

(14 40282 (ba€} + back + 5193 + b13))E [balu(s) |2 + i Jo(s) ], (4.7)
where ¢ = aj A ag. Utilizing the aforementioned inequality, we have
d 2 2
E[bi][o(s)]I* + balu(s)]

< = 2B (ballu(s)|1? + bul[o(s)[12) + (b€ + 46177 + 4bae} + 46193 ) 0?1 3(s)]*
(14 206} + 20193 + 20193 + 20 B)E[ 3 [k (s ||2+Z||hk 2+l + bl AGIP] (48)

Multiplying (4.24) by e®! and then integrating the resulting inequality on (7 — ¢,7) with t € R", we

obtain
E (bQHU’(Ta T—t, uT)H2 + bl”v(Tv T —t, UT)HZ)

+w/ e “TIE (byllu(s, 7 — t,ur)|* + biflo(s, 7 — t,vr)]|) ds
T—t

E(II&H?zxzz)e‘m+C/ te‘w“‘s) (ZH"% ||2+Z||hk ()17 + bal fa(s )||2+bzllf1(s)\l2> ds
T k=1

+ (4b26% + 4b1y} + 4bges + 4b1'y§>oz2 / e =9)|16(s)||? ds
T—1

E(I!ﬁ!\?zxez)em+0/ e (=) <Z\Iﬂk H2+2Hhk )P+ bl fa(s )I!2+62||f1(s)\2>ds
o k=1

+ (4526% +dby? + dboel + 4bw§)a2 / e==(7=9)|18(s)|12 ds, (4.9)

—00

which concludes the proof. O

Next, we derive uniform estimates on the tails of the solutions of (2.11))-(2.12)) which are crucial for es-
tablishing the D-pullback asymptotic compactness in Pz (¢2 x £2) of the family of probability distributions

of the solutions.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose @— (2.10) and @ hold. Then for every n > 0 and 7 € R, there exists
N = N(7,7n) € N such that for all 0 < €1,€2,71,72 < 1, t >0 and n > N, the solution ¢ of (2.11))-(2.12)

satisfies

Y E(ui(r, 7 = tur) P + |oi(r, 7 = t,0:)°) < Ce™E ([|€]|p2) + 15 (4.10)

li|=n
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when & = (ur,v;) € L% (Q,0% x (7).
Proof. Let 6 : R — R be a smooth function such that 0 < 6(s) < 1 for all s € R and
f(s) =0, for|s| <1, andf(s)=1, for|s|>2

Given n € N, denote by 6, = (0(%))icz and Opu = (0(L)w;)icz, v = (0(L)vy)iez for u = (w;)icz,
v = (v;)iez. By (2.11), we obtain
(dO,u(t) = (—d19 Au(t) — a10,u(t) + b160n F(u(t),v(t)) — b20,G(u(t)) + 60, f1(t)) dt

—i—elz (Onhi(t) + Onop(t, u(t))) AWy (t)
+62Z Onsire(t) + Onar (8, u(t=), yi)) Li(dt, dyp),
Ab0(t) = <—d29 A0(t) = asbuo(®) - bbaF (), o(0) + b Glut) + o)t LD

+712 (Onhi(t) + Onor(t,v(t))) dWi(t)

+sz Onik (8) + Onar(t, v(t=), yi)) Ly (dt, dyg),

From equation (4.11)) and It6’s formula, we respectively obtain the following results

d[bﬂwnu(s)uﬂ n [2d1b2 (Bu(t), B (02u(t)) ) + 2a1bo|0nu(s)|% + 262 (0,G (u(s)), Opu(s)) | ds
=2by (0, f1(8), Opu(s)) ds + 2b1ba (0, F (u(s),v(s)),Opu(s)) ds

+ bye? i 0nhs(s) + Onok(t, u(s))||* ds + 2boe; i(@nhk(s) + 0o (t, u(s)), Opu(s)) dWi(s)

k=1 k=1
+bQZ / (1805 + ca(Bnutt ulo=), i) + Bure I = Wont(s) ) Zaldl, )
k<1
Fnd Y [ 10k u(0)08) + b5 Pl s (112)
=17 lykl<1

and
A |brl|0n0()[12] + [2dab1 (Bu(s), B (620(5))) + 2azba | 80(s) |2 + 263 (00 F (u(s), v(s)), Onv(s)) | ds
=2b1(0 nfg( ), 0nvn(s)) ds + 2b2b1 (0, G™ (un(s)), bpvn(s)) ds

+ 0177 Z 18121 (5) + O (£, v(9)) > ds + 26171 > (Bnhi(5) + On0k(t, v(5)), Onv(s))dWi(s)
k=1 =1

+blZ / (180(5=) + 12(Brui (t, v(s=), i) + i ()2 = [B0(s=)2) Li(ds, dy)

lyr|<1
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. Z / 10010059, ) + B (9) ) s (4.13)
k<

For the second term on the left-hand side of (4.13)), we get

2d1b2FE ((Bo(t), B(H%(t))))

n

=2d,boE (Z Vitl — ;) (z +1/n)vip1 — 0,% (i/n) vz)>

€L

:2d1b2E (Z 92 (Z + 1/Tl) (Ui-i-l - Ui)2> + 2d1b2E (Z (0721 (Z + l/n) - 92 (z/n)) (Ui+1 — Ui) Ui) . (4.14)

€7 1€EL

For the last term of (4.14]), we have

203 (62 + 1/m) — 02(i/m) (001 — )

i€EL

<2d2b1E<i 0(i + 1/n) + 6(i/n)||0(i + 1/n) — 6(i/n)||viqr — vszzD
I€EL

<4d261E(Z 16 + 1/n) = 0(i/n)|[vits — vi\\%\)
€L

Bl (| + i ]
1€

%(%@(\W ~Jul)) < 2Bl (4.15)
1€

Then from ([4.14)) to (4.15)), we have
2d>b1E ((Bu(t), B(0h0(1)))) > —EE(H 1. (4.16)

Analogously, we can deduce that there exists C' > 0 such that

20iE ({Bu(t), BOu(t)))) >~ B(u(t)|). (4.17)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.12)-(4.13)), by the Young inequality, we have

202 ({00 f1, 0nu(t))) < E (bol|Onu(t)]*) +E (Z 62f12i<t)> ; (4.18)
|i|=n
and
261 ((On f2, 0n0(1))) < E (b1]0,0(1)]%) + E (Z mf%(t)) : (4.19)
li|=n
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Applying (2.9) to diffusion terms, we infer that

bact Y E ([10nhx + Ono(t, u(®))|?)
k=1

<202 ) E (||9nhk||2) + 2b26 ( 0(i/n)0g ok (t, ul(t))2>
k=1 1€EZL

<2b26%ZE 6P| |2 +4e§b2a2z (Ze? i/n) 5,“> +4e3a®||0)1*E (b2l 0nu(t)||?)

k=1 k=1 €L
(o]

<2be} > ) hi; 4 Abyefa® Y Zézﬂ- + 4by€; ”E (ba|0nu(t)|?) (4.20)
k=1|i|>n [i|=n k=1

and

bin? ZE 165 s; + 00 (t, v())]1%)

<2172 Z > i+ Abinia® Y 25,“ + 4b173a’E (bl Onv(t)]?) - (4.21)
k=1 |i|>n [i|=n k=1
Likewise, we have
52622/ | E (101 (t, u(t), yr)lI” + Onrir ()]1%] vie(dys)
yr|<1
<262€§Z/ | E [[|6nqe (£, w(t), yi)lI°] vi(dyr) + 2b2€3 > ~ [0 (t)1?
yr|<1 k=1
)
=2byes Y ) / [ () \qr.i(t, wi(t), )| } (dyp) +252622292 ( ) kg (t)[?
iez k=1" [vkI<1 n €7 k=1
<4b262a22202< )5k1+4b262a2|15\| ZZE[#( >|u, |2] +2b26222m,“
i€Z k=1 1€Z k=1 |t|=n k=1
<Aboes0® D Gk + 20265 > Y |k (t)[? + 4boes0®||S]1E [||0nu(t)|?] (4.22)
|i|=n k=1 li|=n k=1

and

b1 Z / E [0 (£, 0(8), i) |12 + O (D11] ()

lykl<1
o0
<dbiyza’ Z Ok + 20173 > Y |kki(H)]* + 401730 ||6]1°E [||6nv(1)[|] - (4.23)
|i|>n k=1 |i|=n k=1
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Combining the preceding relations and inequalities (4.12))-(4.23)), we may conclude that
D¥E b 0,0(3)|2 + ba | 0u(s) |

< = 2098 (b [ 0u(s) |2 + brll0a0()]2) + (4b2e} + 46177 + dbaed + 46193 a2 - D 67 (s)

[i|>n k=1
+ MﬂE{ SN )P+ DD ki) b1 Y (f2i(s)P +b2 Y |f1,i(3)|2}
li|=n k=1 |i]|=n k=1 li|=n [i|>n
+- -k (D2llu@®)]* + brllo@®)]F) , (4.24)

where My = (1+ 2bge? + 2b17F + 2b173 + 2boe3), and D™ is the upper right Dini derivative. Given t € R

and 7 € R, integrating the above over (7 — t,7), we obtain

E (bz||9nu(r, T —t, uT)H2 + by [|0pv(T, T — t, UT)H2)

<C/_T e ST S ()P + 30D w9+ Y (bulfai(s)? + balfri(s)P) | ds

|i|=n k=1 |i|>n k=1 |i|=n
T [e’e}
FE(I0nle) e 40 [ 30 S oo s
T—1 |, _
[i]=n k=1
4C [T
+— e~ FTIE (boflu(s, T — t,ur)||? + bil|u(s, T — t,0,)[%) ds (4.25)
T—t
By Lemma [4.1] we have
g T —w(T—8) o 2 o 2 —wot 2 9
- e E (bo|lu(s, 7 — t,ur)|* + billo(s, 7 — t,07)[|) ds < Ce™ ™ E ([|€]l 720 p2) + —R(7),
T—1

(4.26)

where R(7) is given by (4.3]). Then for every n > 0 and 7 € R, there exists N; = Ni(7,1) € N such that
for all n > Ny, o

n
—R —.
n (7) < 2

By (2.10)), we know for every nn > 0 and 7 € R, there exists No = Na(7,7) € N such that for n > Na,

e /_ Kais (Z M)+ 303 hk,i<s>|2> ds+ C / T_tew<”> S5 [Bkas) 2 ds

li|>n k=1 li|>n k=1 li|>n k=1

s (Z el + 2 |f1,i(s)|2) ds

li|>n li|>n

<

N3

. (4.27)
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Combining (4.25))-(4.27)), we get for every n > 0 and 7 € R, there exists N = max(N7, N2) such that for
all0 <e¢,v<1,i=1,2,andn > N,

E (1020()]F) < Ce™™E (I€]72,s2) + - (4.28)

This completes the proof. O

5 Existence of pullback measure attractors

This section is devoted to the existence, uniqueness and periodicity of D-pullback measure attractors of
.11)-(2.12) in P2(¢2 x £2). As usual, if I : 2 x 2 — R is a bounded Borel function, then for r < t and
£cl?x? we set

p(t,r)3(€) = E(S(e(t,7,8))), (5.1)
and
p(ﬁﬁ;t,r) = (p(t,?")lp)(f), (5'2)

where I € B(I?) and 1r is the characteristic function of T

The following properties of p(t,r), r < t, are standard and the proof is omitted.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (2.8))-(2.10) and (4.1) hold. Then:
(i) The family {p(t,r)}r<; is Feller; that is, for any r < t, the function p(t,r)¢ € Cy(£% x (%) if
& € Cy(£% x 1?).
(ii) For every r € R and & € €2 x (2, the process {@(t,r,&)} sy is an €2 x (2-valued Markov process.

We will also investigate the periodicity of pullback measure attractors of system (2.11)-(2.12)) for
which we assume that all given time-dependent functions are a-periodic in ¢ € R, for some x > 0, that

is, for all t € R and k € N,

ket +X) =Kk, @+ X5 Y) = a(t, - k),
fE+x) = fit), folt+x) = fa(t),
hi(t + x) = hi(t), Ox(t+x,-) = o(t,-). (5.3)

By the similar argument as that of Lemma 4.1 in [34], we get the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (2.8)-(2.10), (4.1) and (5.3) hold. Then we have the family {p(t,r)}r<t is x-

periodic; that is, for all t > r,
p(r,&t, ) =plr+x, 6t +x,7), VEE P x 2
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Given t > r and pu € P(£? x £?), define

P = [ pn€tulde) (54)
02 %02
Then p*(t,7) : P(£2 x £?) — P(£? x £?) is the dual operator of p(t,r). For all t > r, p*(t,r) maps
Pg(ﬂ X 52) to 772(52 X 52).
We now define a non-autonomous dynamical system S(¢,7) : t > 7, for the family of operators p*(¢, 7).
Given t € R and 7 € R, let S(t,7) : P2(£? x £2) — P2(£? x £?) be the map given by

S(t, T =p (T +t, ), p€Pa(l?x (). (5.5)

Note that the mapping S(¢,7) : Po(f? x £2) — Po(¢* x £?) can be equivalently characterized by the

following duality relation:

o(z) [S(t, 7)p)(dx) = / E[¢(o(r+t,7,2))] p(dz), VpePa(? x 2), ¢ € Cy(£* x 7). (5.6)

02 x 02 02 x 02

Lemma 5.3. Suppose (2.8))-(2.10), (4.1) and (5.3) hold. Then S(t,7), t > T, is a continuous non-
autonomous dynamical system in Pa(€% x £?) generated by @.11)-(2.12)). That is, S(t,r) : Po(£? x £?) —
Po(0? x (2) satisfies the following conditions:

(i) S(0,7) = Ip,(2xe2), for all T € R;

(i) S(s+t,7)=S(t,7+5s)oS(s,7), forany T €R and t,s € RT,
(ii3) S(t,7) : Po(f? x £2) — Po(£? x £?) is continuous, for every T € R and t € RT.
(iv) S(t,7)Pa(L% x £2) C Po(£2 x £2) for all t > 0,7 € R.

Proof. Note that (i) follows from the definition of S, and (ii) follows the Markov property of the solutions

of —.

We now prove (iii). Suppose g, — u in Pa(£2 x £2). We will show S(t,7)pn — S(t, 7)u in Pa(£2 x £?)
for every 7 € R and t € RT. Let ¢ € Cy(£? x ¢?). By Lemma we have p(7 +t,7)¢ € Cy(£2 x (%) for
all 7 € R and t € RT, and hence

Jim (6, S(t,7)pn)
= lim (¢, p" (¢ + 7, 7)pin)
= lim (p(t +7,7)¢, pin) = (p(t +7,7)0, 1)
=(¢,p"(t+ 7, 7)) = (6, 5(t, 7)n),

as desired. We finally prove (iv).
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Apply Levi’s theorem for the functions ¢, (z) = ||z|2%, 2 A n, we can deduce from (5.6)) that

/é . 172 gz [S (¢, 7)p)(dar) = lim [, on(@) 1S T)ul(da)
—m [ Bbu(et+nra)udn) = [ E[le(r 4 trolfe]ado). 6D
02 %02 02502

Then by Lemma we get for all u € Po(£? x £2),
1St )l g2 22 =/ 2] g2 [S (¢, 7)1l (d)
02x02
— [, Ello(r+t.7,0) o] )
02 x 02
<ce® [l pnldn
02 x 02
< Ollullp, 2wy + CR(T + 1) < o0, (5.8)

Thus, S(t,T)u € P2(£2 x £2).

By Lemma we obtain a D-pullback absorbing set for S as stated below.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that (2.8))—(2.10)), , and (5.3) hold. Given T € R, define
1/2
K () = B,y (LV(7)) (5.9)

where

of . w73<zumk ||2+Z||h |r2)ds+c/ = 5(s) P ds
s eI + RGN ds (5.10)

Then the family K = {K (1) : 7 € R} belongs to D and constitutes a closed D-pullback absorbing set for
the cocycle S.

Proof. The argument follows the strategy of [37, [38].
Step 1: Closedness of K(1). Let {jtn}nen C K(7) and assume g, — puo in P(¢% x ¢?). By the
definition of K(7), we have

sup [ felfesge ) < La(o) (5.11)
neN J 2 x 02

For each m € N, define the bounded continuous truncation
Om(2) := ||zl A€ Co(€? X 2), 0< 1 ||2[|7e o
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Since ¢, € Cy(£? x £2) and p, — po, it follows that, for each fixed m,

[ om@notdn) =t [ o) ntdn) < sup [ il (o) < L),
02 x 02 02 x 02

N0 Jy2 5 02 neN

Letting m — oo and using the Beppo-Levi monotone convergence theorem yields

Lo el potdn) = Jim [ @) po(da) < Li(r).

m—o0 02 % 02

Hence po € K (1), and therefore each K(7) is closed.
Step 2: Pullback absorption property. Fix 7 € R and D € D. For any ¢t > 0 and u € D(r — t), by

(5.6) and Lemma we obtain

1S(t,7 = Ol o) = / |2, [S(2, 7 — £)11)(da)
02 x 02
— / E[llo(r,7 — t,0)|% vpe] 1(de)
02 x (2
< e / |3, pp(da) + CR(7)
02 x (2
< Ce™™D(r = )|, (g2 g2y + OR(T). (5.12)

By the temperedness condition (3.4)), there exists 7' = T'(7, D) > 0, independent of €;,~; (i = 1,2), such
that for all t > T and 0 < €;,v; < 1,

CB_Wt||D(7' - t)||’2/3’2([2><£2) < R(7).
Combining this with (5.12) gives
1St ™ — t)/‘”%%(ﬁxﬁ) < Li(r), Vt>T,

which implies S(t,7 —t)D(7 —t) C K (7). Hence, K is a pullback absorbing set of S in Ps(¢? x £2).
Step 3: Membership of K in D. By (5.9), (5.10]), and (2.10), we have

eWTHK(T)H%Q(nggz) =e“"Li(r) -0, asT— —o0.
Therefore, K = {K(7) : 7 € R} € D. This completes the proof. O
We now present the D-pullback asymptotically compact of S associated with (2.11))-(2.12]).

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that (2.8)—(2.10) and (4.1) hold. Then S is D-pullback asymptotically compact in
Po(0? x (2); that is, for every T € R, whenever t, — +oo and p, € D(T —t,) with D € D, the sequence

{S(tn, T — tn)in tnen has a convergent subsequence in Po(£? x £2).
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Proof. By the pullback absorption property established in Lemma and the duality relation (5.6)),
there exist Ny = Ni(7, D) € N and a constant M = M(7) > 0, independent of € and D, such that for all
n > Ny,

”S(tn,T—tn)Hn”gpz(@ng) :/

02 x

Z2E[||(,O(T,T — tn,x)HzQng] tn(dx) < M. (5.13)
By Chebyshev’s (Markov’s) inequality, (5.13)) implies that for any R; > 0 and all n > Ny,

M
/ P(HQD(T,T - tnax)”?2><p > Rl) ,Un(d$) < —R — 0
02 x 02

1 Ri—o0
Hence, for every 7 € R, n > 0, and m € N, one can choose Ry = Ra(7,1,m) > 0 such that, for all n > Ny,

2 n
/e?u? P(llo(r, 7 = tn, @) [[f2x e > Ra) pn(dz) < il (5.14)

Since pyn, € D(T —t,) and D € D, the temperedness condition (3.4 ensures that there exists H,, =
H,,(t,D,n,m) > Np such that for all n > H,,,

Ui

—wty 2 —wty 2
Ce ™! ||:UTLH732(€2><£2) < Ce™™ ||D(T—tn)H7;2(g2xg2) < 9mt2

Letting £(w) = z € £2 x £2 in (.10, there exists an integer n, = n, (7, D,n,m) such that for all n € N,

n oot 5
/pw D leilr T —tn,2) | pn(da) < gy + Ce /pw ][22 2 2 ()

[8]>nm

Combining these two estimates yields, for all n > H,,,

2 n
/£2><£2E Z loi(T, T — tn, )] ,un(da:)<W.

1 n
2 2
LB 3 et —teaP > o un(daz)SQm/ﬁxpE '|§>: il | () < s (5.15)
i >nm

Define
}/i,m = {30 € 52 X 62 : HSOH??M? < RQ}’ (5'16)
Vom={pe x> (il +uilP) <27}, (5.17)
li[>nm

and let Yy, := Y1, N Y2 p. From (5.16)), the set {(4:)}ij<n,, : ¢ € Yin} is bounded in the finite-dimensional

space R2mmt1 5 R2mm+1and hence precompact. Therefore, it can be covered by finitely many open balls
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of radius 2~™/2. Together with the small tail estimate from Y5 m, this implies that Y7, can be covered by
finitely many open balls of radius 2~(m~1/2 in ¢2 x (2.
For each fixed 7 € R and m € N, we can choose a compact set K, = K,,(7) such that for all n > H,,,

/ P(o(7,7 — tn, @) € Kpp) pin(da) > 1 — —-.
02 %02 2m

Combining this with (5.14)—(5.15)), define YV, := ¥;, U K,;,. Then Y, admits a finite open cover of balls
of radius 2= (m=1/2 in ¢2 x ¢2, and for all n € N,

02 %02 om

Let Y :=("_y Ym. Then Y is closed and totally bounded, hence compact in 0?2 x 2. Moreover, for every

n €N,
— 7
/ P(o(7,7 = tn, @) € V) pin(dx) > 1= Y —— =1—1.
2 %02 — 2

Since 1 > 0 is arbitrary, the family {S(t,, T —t,)u, } is tight in P(£2 x £?), in combination with Prohorov’s

theorem, we completes the proof. ]

Next, we establish the existence, uniqueness, and periodicity of D-pullback measure attractors for

EID)-ET2) on Po(e2 x £2).
Theorem 5.6. Suppose (2.8))-(2.10), and (4.1]) hold. Then for every 0 < €;,v; < 1,1 = 1,2, the system S
associated with [2.11)-(2.12)) has a unique D-pullback measure attractor A = {A(7) : 7 € R} € Po(£?x 1?),
which is given by, for each T € R,
A(T) =w(K,7) = {¢(0,7) : ¢ is a D-complete orbit of S}
= {&(7) : € is a D-complete solution of S}, (5.18)
where K = {K(7) : 7 € R} is the D-pullback absorbing set of S as given by Lemma/[5.4)

Proof. It follows from Lemmathat S is a continuous non-autonomous dynamical system on P (£2 x £2).
Notice that S has a closed D-pullback absorbing set K in Py(¢£2 x £?) by Lemma and is D-pullback
asymptotically compact in Pa(¢? x £?) by Lemma Hence the existence and uniqueness of the D-

pullback measure attractor for S follows from Proposition [3.10] immediately. O

We now consider the periodicity of the measure attractor A.

Theorem 5.7. Suppose (2.8))-(2.10), (4.1) and (5.3) hold. then for every 0 < €,v; < 1,1 = 1,2, S
associated with (2.11))-[2.12) has a unique x-periodic D-pullback measure attractor A in Pa(£? x (?).

Proof. By (5.9) and (5.10), we find that K is w-periodic. In addition, it follows from Lemma and
(5.4), the non-autonomous dynamical system S associated with system (2.11)-(2.12)) is also x-periodic.
x-periodic. Thus, from proposition [3.10] we can infer the periodicity of the measure attractor A. O
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6 Upper semicontinuity of pullback measure attractors

In this section, we prove the upper semicontinuity of D-pullback measure attractors for the non-autonomous
stochastic lattice systems as the noise intensity (e;,v,7 = 1,2)— 0 , denote by Xy = (0,0,0,0),
A= (€1,€2,71,72)-

We analyze the non-autonomous stochastic lattice systems given by equations —. It is
worth noting that all results derived in the preceding sections hold true for the case where A — Ag. To
emphasize the dependence of the solutions on the parameters ¢; and ~; for ¢ = 1,2, we introduce the
notation ¢*(t,7,€) as the solution to the system —, where 7 represents the initial time and
£ € L% (92,02 x (?) is the initial state.

With the parameters ¢;,v; € [0,1], let p*(t,7) denote the transition operator corresponding to the
solution (¢, 7, &), while (p*)*(t, 7) represents the dual operator associated with p*(¢, 7). For each t € RT
and 7 € R, we define the non-autonomous dynamical system S*(¢,7) : Po(£? x £2) — Pa(£2 x £2) be the

map given by
SAt, )= (P (TH+t, T, Ve Po(f? x 12). (6.1)

Let A* be the D-pullback measure attractor of S*, we establish the convergence of solutions of
problem (2.11))-(2.12) when ¢;,~;,i = 1,2 — 0.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose (2.8)-(2.9) hold. Then given 7 € R and T > 0, we have

Ao
Ahj&lo M:j}()ﬂ dp, (2 x2) (S (t, ), SO(t, 7)) ) =0. (6.2)

where S(t+ T, T)u denotes the null expansion of Sn(7 + T, 7)u and the metric daqx) is defined by

dpx) (B, p2) = sup (&, 1) — (9, p2)|,  Vpa, po € P(X).
d€Lp(X),llollL<1

Proof. Let pMt) = @lete2mm)(t 1 ) and @0 (t) = @(€1.0:2071.0720) (¢ 7, . ) satisfy that for all ¢ €
[r, 7+ T],A € [0,1] x [0,1] x [0,1] x [0,1]. By (2.11)-(2.12)) and the It6 formula, we obtain

[ () — o (1)
—Jjer — )2 — 24y / IB(u(s) — w(5)) | ds — 21 / A (s) — o (s) [2ds

+ b /t< (u,v*) — F(u )‘O,v)‘o),u’\u)‘(’}dsbg/t(G(u)‘)G(u)‘o),uAuAO)ds

2(e1 —€10) Z Nk (5,u™(s)),u™(s) — )\O(S)>de(S)

T keN
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+2€10 Z or(s,u™) — op(s,u™), u(s) — O(s)>de(s)

T keN
+/ Z [(e1 — €1,0)R5(s,u(s)) + er0(o(s,u) — (s, u™))||*ds
T keN
/ / Hu A0 (5=) 4 (e — €2,0)Ri (s, u) + €202
T keN 0<yrp<1

— e (s=) = (s )Lk<ds,dyk>

/ / 10— AR + A= Prgdyrds, (6.3)
T keN 0<yk<1
and
[v*(t) = v (1)
t
)6 - 17— 2 [ 1B6) ~ P (6lds — 20 [ 106) - v0(s) P
t
—bl/ (F(ur,0Y) — F(u?,00), 0t — o )ds+b2/ (G(u?) — G(u™), v — v)
+2(71 — 70 / Z<Nk (s,02(s)),v (S)_UAO(S)>de(S)
T keN
+ 2710 Z o (s,07) = op(s,v™0), v (s) —v)‘o(s)>de(s)
T keN
/ D (v = .0Re(5,03(8)) + 710(0(s,0) = o(s,0™)) | *ds
T keN
f T () (6 + (o~ a0 Rele,0) + 12050
T keN O<yr<1
— o (s=) = v ()] )Lk<ds,dyk>
/ / [(v2 — 72, 0)RL (s, v*(s)) + 72,02 Pvrdyrds, (6.4)
T keN <yk<1
where

Nk(sa ) = hk(s) + Jk(sa ')7
&k(sa ) = K'k(s) + q(S, '7yk)v
(s, yk) = a(s, - yk)- (6.5)

It follows from ([2.2)-(2.6) and (6.3])-(6.4]) that

E ( sup ||¢*(r) — SOAO(T)||2>
re(r,t]
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TETS

/Z Nksu (s)),ur(s) — )‘0(5)>de(5)

T keN

<e(je -evr) +¢ [ (m () - A0<r>||2)ds

)

/:Z<ak(s,u>‘) — ou(s.0)u () — w0 (5) ) AW (s)

keN

+2(e1 —€1,0) ( sup

re(r,t]

)

/ (I (s=) = w2 () + (e2 — e20) R (5,10) + €22
O<yr<1

+2€10E | sup
re[r,t]

+E ( Z [(e1 — €1,0)R5(s,u™(5)) + ero(o(s,u) — U(s,u)‘o))||2ds>

7T keN

/T keN

— [l (s=) = u(s=)[1?) Li(ds, dy) )

+E ( / (2 — €2,0)R + €2,0Z *vpdyrds
T keN O<yr<1

|3 (s 6 020) — () awi)

keN

sup
re(r,t]

)

/:Z@k(s,v*)—ak(s,UAO),UA(@ —0(s)) dWi(s)

keN

+2(71 —11,0)E ( sup
re(r,t]

re(r,t]

)

/ HU -) - ( =)+ (2 - '72,0)&/%(577)) + ’)’2705”2
0<yr<1

+ 271 0E ( sup

+E ( Dl = 710)Re(s,07(5)) + 710(0(s,0%) = U(Savko))ll2d8>

7T keN

/T keN

— [ (s=) —v °<s—>u2)Lk<ds,dyk>\)

Sup
re(r,t]

+E ( / (72 — 2, O)N (s,v (s)) + ")/27[)EH2deyde> . (6.6)
T keN O<yr<1

Next, we estimate each term on the right-hand side of . For the third term on the right-hand side
of , by (2.8)-(2.9) and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we have

2(e1 —€10)E ( sup

re(rt]

|3 (oo e) = () (o

keN

1
2(e1 — €10)CE ( s1[1p] |u (s s)|| </ Z N5 (s, 2™ ||2d8> >
re|T,t
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<2(e1 — €10)CE ((/ D I(s, ()P llut(s) = AO(8)||2<18>

keN



1
<ZE ( sup ||ut(s H2> +4(e1 — €10)? Z 185 (s, u*(5))]|2ds
re(r,t] T keN
1
<7 E ( sup [|u*(s HQ> +8(e —€10) / > k()11 + llow(t, u(s))]1%)ds
re(r,t] T LeN
1
<;E ( sup [lut(s) — u ()1 | +8(e1 — €10)? Z 1 (5)]17)ds
rée(r,t] T keN
¢
+ 16(e — 6170)2()[2”5"2/ (1+ Hu)‘||2)ds, (6.7)
and
(sw | [ (10— (62 + (2 = xRt )
re[nt] ' Jr 0<yr<1

keN
+e20%]? = [[u(s-) — w °<s—>||2)Lk<ds,dyk>])

( sup / / <( € — €9 O)Nk(s u) + €202, u ’\(s—) — u)‘o(s—)> f/k(ds, dyk)
re[rt] |Jr kEN O<yrp<1

sup /
re[rt] |Jr
<CE (( / (€2 — €2,0)Rk(s,u) + e2,0=[[u(s) — AO(S)HQVkOlydeS) )
T keN O<yr<1
C2E (( / (62 — €2 o)Nk(S u) + €9 o_H I/kdykd8>>
T keN O<yr<1
<1E su A _ Ao |12 2 o
< p |lut —u||* | +2C°E (€2 — €2 O)Nk(s u) + €9 OHH vpdyrds
4 re(r,t] T kEN O<yr<1
t
ace(([ [ ((62 —c20)” 3 ) + a6 o))
T JO<yp<l
+ G0 las.u* (), ) — als, ™ (), )|1?) vidyeds) )

keN

1
+ -E ( sup Hu)‘ - u)‘OH2>

4 re(r,t]

t
<8C%(es —62,0>2E(/ Ira(s)]%ds) + 16C%(es —62,0)2042\\51121@((/
t

+ Ce%,OE((/ HuA — u)‘OH2>1/kdykds))

1
+-E ( sup [Jut — u)“’H2> . (6.8)

4 re(r,t]

)

/ (e — €2,0)Rk (s, u) + €2,0Z| 2Ly (ds, dy,)
keN O<yrp<1

[NIES

t

(1 + Hu)‘HQ)ds)
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For the fourth term on the right-hand side of the equation, by (2.8) and the BDG inequality we obtian

2¢10E ( sup / Z <ak(s,u)‘) — op(s,uM), ut(s) — u’\0(3)> dWi(s) )
re[Tt] |V T pen
t
<;B ( sup o (s) - qu<5>”2) +ca, [k ( sup_[(r) — u%(r)n?) ds. (69)
re(r,t] T rée(T,s]

For the fifth term on the right side of we have

E ( S ler — e1,0)Res, w(5)) + e olo(s,u?) a(s,u%»nst)

T keN

<Cla - arn [ E (20200 + [ )) ds

T

+ Ceio/ E < sup |lut(s) — u’\o(s)H2> ds (6.10)

re(T,s]

To address the other terms (v-equation) of , the same approach can be applied. For all t € [7,7+ T
and E(Hg)\H%Q(Q’eQXZQ)) < K(T), we have

t
E( sup [[¢* — )2 | SC\—Xo)? + C/ E | sup [l¢* — |2 | ds. (6.11)
re(r,t] T rée(r,t]
where C' is any positive constants which may change from line to line. Applying Gronwall’s inequality to
(6.11) we have
E ( sup ||¢* — go)‘°H2> < O\ = Xg)2eCt7), (6.12)
re(r,t]

Then we obtain for 7 € R, K(7) and t € RT,

sip  E ([N + 47,6 — o™+ 0l ) <90, (6.13)
E([[€]I*)<K>(7)

where 9(\) — Ao as A — Ag. Following the approach proposed in [37, B8], given € > 0, by the tightness
of A(7), there is a compact set C; in X such that

sup u(X \C:)=sup sup u(X\C:) <e. (6.14)
pEA(T) NEN peA(r)

Noting that |¢(z) — ¢(2)] < 2 for all z,& € X and ¢ € Ly(X) with ||¢|r, < 1, we see from (6.14)) that
for all N € N,

J':= sup sup / E[qﬁ(cp)‘(T +T,7,y)) — ¢((p/\0(7' +T, T, y))] un(dz)
HeA() 8l <1 3\
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<2P(Q2) sup p(X\C:) < 2e.
puEA(T)

Note that |¢p(z) — ¢(2)| < ||z — 2| x for ||¢||r, <1 and C: is compact, by (6.13), we have

J?:= sup sup / E [Gb(@/\(T +T,7,y)) — ¢(90)\0(7' + 7,7, y))} p(dy)
peA(T) ll¢ll, <1/ XNC-

< sup/ EllpMr+ T, 7, y) — @™ (1 + T, 7,9 x p(dy)
peA(T) JXNCe

1/2
< sup / (Bl + Tomy) — 0+ T y)lI%) Y 2u(dy)
peA(T) JXNCe

<e.

Using supp v C X for v € M(X), when A — \g, we have from

/ $(2)[S(t, 7)) (dx) = / Ed(p(t, 7 a))u(dr), Yue M(X), 6 € Cy(X).
X X
that

sup dq(x) <§)‘(T + T, ), SM(r + T, T)/])
REA(T)

— sup  sup /X 6(2) [S(r + 7. 7)u] (dr) - /X 6(2) [S(r + T,7)7] (dx)

HEA() 18]z, <1

— sup  sup / b(y) [S(r + T, 7)) (dy) — / Eo (9™ (7 + T, 7, 2))i(dx)
HEA(r) Iz, <1 |/ x X

~ sup s | [ Bo( 7+ Torta) - | Eqﬁ(wvw,ny))u(dy)\

HEA(T) [|ollL, <1 X
<T'+ TP < 3e,
The whole proof is complete.
By Lemma [5.4] one can verify that

K{K(T) U AA(T):TeR} e D.

A€E[0,1]%[0,1]x[0,1] x[0,1]

Then the main result of this section are given below.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose (2.8))-(2.9), (2.10), and (4.1)) hold. Then for T € R,

i dp a2 (AN(T), Arg (7)) = 0.
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Proof. Set K* = {K*(7) : 7 € R}, defined by (6.17)), serves as a closed D-pullback absorbing set for S
uniformly for all A € [0,1]%. Specifically, for every 7 € R and D = {D(7) : 7 € R} € D, there exists a
time 77 = Ty (7, D) > 0 satisfying

U U s*tr-9DF-t) < K(r). (6.19)
t>T1 Ae[0,1]4
This, combined with the invariance of A*, directly yields that A*(7) C K*(7) for all A € [0,1]* and
T eR.
Next, let 7 > 0 be arbitrary. Since K* = {K*(7) : 7 € R} € D and A* = {AM7) : T € R} € D is
D-PMAs for S in (P2(£? x £2),dp(s2xs2)), it follows that there exists a time Ty = Th(r, K, A) > 0 such
that

sup dp(gzxgz)(S(Tg,T —To)p, A(T)) = dp(gQng)(S(TQ,T —T) K/\(T —1Ty), A(T)) < g (6.20)
HEK(T—T3)
By (6.2),
sup dp(gzxp) (SX(TQ,T_TQ)/,L, STy, T — Tg),u) < g (6.21)

HeEK(r—T2)

Hence, using (6.20)), (6.21]), and the fact that A*(7 — Ty) € K*(7 — T3) for all X € [0, 1]*, we obtain
that for all A € (0,1),

sup  dp(ezxe) (SMNT, 7 — To)u, A(7))

HEAXN (T—T3)
< sup dpgexe) (SNTo T — To)p, S(To, 7 — To)p)
HEK(T—T3)
+ sup dp(gzng)(S(Tg,T — To)p, A(T)) <.
HER(T—T%)

In view of the invariance of A*, it follows that for all X € (0, 1),

dpexe) (ANT), A(T)) = sup dp(exe (1 A(T)) <.
pEAX(T)

This completes the proof. ]

7 Example for numerical simulations

In this section, we give a numerical simulation for a one-dimensional stochastic ODE:
du(t) = [-2.5u(t) + u?(t) v(t) — u’(t) + e "] dt + €1 [h(t) + o(t, u(t))] dW (2)

te / () + a(t,u(t), 9)] L(dy, dt),
R
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do(t) = [—v(t) —u () v(t) + u?(t) + e "] dt + 71 [h(t) + o(t, v(t)] dW (2)

o /R (w(t) + a(t, o(t), )] L(dy, db), (7.1)

with u(0) = 2.0,v(0) = 0.0, where p = 1, A € [0, 1]%,

)
eth‘Q

h(t) = cos(2t), o(t,z)= e 22, k(t) =sin(2t), q(t,z,y) = 15
The numerical scheme is based on the Euler-Maruyama method adapted for SDEs with Lévy noise.
The simulation was performed on the interval [0,7] with 7' = 10.0, using a fixed time step At = 0.001,
yielding N = 10,000 time steps. The Lévy noise was modeled as a compound Poisson process with
jump intensity Apoisson = 2.0 and Gaussian jump amplitude vy, ; ~ N (O,Ufump) with ojump = 1.0. The

Brownian increment was simulated as AW,, ~ N(0, At).

The discretized scheme takes the form:

Upt1 = Up + [—2.5un + u%vn — ui + e*t"] At + e {cos(Qtn) + e*tiuﬂ AW,

n

P e—tay2

+ 150} Z Sln(Ztn) + 1 + 2’!1 yn,j7
j=1 L Yn.j

Upg1 = Vp + [—vp — v, +ud + e "] At +eq [cos(2tn) + e_t%vﬂ AW,

Nl e_t%v?Z

+EQZ sin(2t,,) + T2 | Ynio
i=1 L Yn.j

where P, ~ Poisson(ApgissonAt) is the number of jumps, and y, ; are the jump magnitudes.

u(t) v(t)
2.0 u(® — v(t)
©  Left limits 0.8 ©  Left limits
e Right limits e Right limits

1.541

1.0 1

u(t)
v(t)

0.5+

0.0 1

o 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
Time t Time t

Figure 4: The sample path of Lévy processes (A # \g)
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Trajectory of u(t) and v(t)

2.00 A

u(t)
1.75 4 vit)
1.50
1.25

1.00 4

Value

0.75 4

0.50 1

0.25 4

0.00 +

Time t

Figure 5: The sample path of Lévy processes (A = \g)

By combining the Figure 3, Figure 4, Figure 5, we present simulations for both the deterministic ODE
system (A = )\g) and the stochastic ODE system (A # \g) in the figure. As shown, the ODE trajectories
fluctuate around the deterministic ones due to noise, remaining close overall, and the distance between
the two trajectories decreases as € tends to zero. This numerically illustrates that, in some sense, A*(7) —
AN () as A — Ao.

Acknowledgments and Funding

This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (12161019, 12361046), Guizhou
Provincial Basic Research Program (Natural Science) (QKHJC-ZK [2022] YB 318), Natural Science
Research Project of Guizhou Provincial Department of Education (QJJ [2023] 011).

Data availability

No data was used for the research described in the article.

Author Contributions

Guofu Li: Writing-review & editing, Writing-original draft; Jianxin Wu: Writing-review & editing;
Yunshun Wu: Writing-review & editing.

Declarations

Conflict of interest No conflict of interest exists in the submission of this manuscript.

References

[1] D. Applebaum, Lévy processes and stochastic calculus, Cambridge university press, 2009.

35



2]

[16]

[17]

[18]

D. Applebaum, and M. Siakalli. Asymptotic stability of stochastic differential equations driven by Lévy noise.
Journal of Applied Probability, 46 (2009) 1116-1129.

J.C. Artés, J. Llibre, C. Valls, Dynamics of the Higgins-Selkov and Selkov systems, Chaos, Solitons & Fractals,
114 (2018); 145-150, DOI: 10.1016/j.chaos.2018.07.007.

Z. Brzeniak, T. Caraballo, J.A. Langa, Y. Li, Random attractors for stochastic 2D-Navier-Stokes equa-
tions in some unbounded domains, Journal of Differential Equations, 255.11 (2013): 3897-3919, DOLI:
10.1016/j.jde.2013.07.043.

P. W. Bates, K. Lu and B. Wang, Attractors for lattice dynamical systems, International Journal of Bifurcation
and Chaos, 11 (2001) 143-153.

P.W. Bates, X. Chen, A. Chmaj, Traveling waves of bistable dynamics on a lattice, STAM Journal on Math-
ematical Analysis, 35.2 (2003): 520-546, DOI: 10.1137/S0036141000374002.

P.W. Bates, K. Lu, B. Wang, Attractors of non-autonomous stochastic lattice systems in weighted spaces,
Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, 289 (2014): 32-50, DOI: 10.1016/j.physd.2014.08.004.

W.J. Beyn, S.Y. Pilyugin, Attractors of reaction-diffusion systems on infinite lattices, Journal of Dynamics
and Differential Equations, 15.2 (2003): 485-515, DOI: 10.1023/B:JODY.0000009745.41889.30.

Z. Chen, D. Yang and S. Zhong, Weak mean attractor and periodic measure for stochastic lattice systems
driven by Lévy noises, Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 41 (2023) 509-544.

L.O. Chua, and Tamas Roska, The CNN paradigm, IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems I: Funda-
mental Theory and Applications, 40.3 (1993): 147-156, DOI: 10.1109/81.222795.

L.O. Chua, Y. Yang, Cellular neural networks: theory, IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst, 35 (1988) 12570-1272.

S.N. Chow, W. Shen, Dynamics in a discrete Nagumo equation: spatial topological chaos, STAM Journal on
Applied Mathematics, 55.6 (1995): 1764-1781, DOI: 10.1137/S0036139994261757.

S.N. Chow, J. Mallet-Paret, E.S.V. Vleck, Pattern formation and spatial chaos in spatially discrete evolution
equations, Random and Computational Dynamics, 4.2 (1996): 109-178.

S.N. Chow, J. Mallet-Paret, W. Shen, Traveling waves in lattice dynamical systems, Journal of differential
equations, 149.2 (1998): 248-291, DOI: 10.1006/jdeq.1998.3478.

T. Caraballo, F. Morillas and J. Valero, Attractors of stochastic lattice dynamical systems with a multiplicative
noise and non-Lipschitz nonlinearities, Journal of Differential Equations, 253 (2012) 667-693.

T. Caraballo, F. Morillas and J. Valero, On differential equations with delay in Banach spaces and attractors
for retarded lattice dynamical systems, Discrete and Continous Dynamical Systems, 34 (2014) 51-77.

T. Caraballo, A. Settati, Lahrouz A. Lahrouz, On the stochastic threshold of the COVID-19 epidemic model
incorporating jump perturbations, Chaos, Solitons Fractals, 2024, 180: 114521.

C. Guo, Y. Guo, X. Li, Upper semicontinuity of random attractors for nonautonomous stochastic reversible
Selkov system with multiplicative noise, Advances in Mathematical Physics 2019, DOI: 10.1155/2019/2763245.

A. Gu, S. Zhou, Z. Wang, Uniform attractor of non-autonomous three-component reversible Gray-Scott
system, Applied Mathematics and Computation, 219.16 (2013): 8718-8729, DOI: 10.1016/j.amc.2013.02.056.

A. Gu, Pullback-Attractor of Nonautonomous Three-Component Reversible Gray-Scott System on Unbounded
Domains, Abstract and Applied Analysis, 2013, DOI: 10.1155/2013/719063.

36



[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

P. Gray, S. Scott, Autocatalytic reactions in the isothermal, continuous stirred tank reactor: isolas and other
forms of multistability, Chemical Engineering Science, 38(1983): 29-43, DOI: 10.1016,/0009-2509(83)80132-8.

P. Gray, S. Scott, Autocatalytic reactions in the isothermal, continuous stirred tank reactor: Oscillations and
instabilities in the system A+2B — 3B; B — C, Chemical Engineering Science 39.6 (1984): 1087-1097, DOL:
10.1016/0009-2509(84)87017-7.

X. Han, W. Shen and S. Zhou, Random attractors for stochastic lattice dynamical systems in weighted spaces,
Journal of Differential Equations, 250 (2011) 1235-1266.

X. Han, P.E. Kloeden, S. Sonner, Discretisation of global attractors for lattice dynamical systems, J. Dynam.
Differ. Equ. 32 (2020) 1457-1474.

J.P. Keener, The effects of discrete gap junction coupling on propagation in myocardium, Journal of theoretical
biology, 148.1 (1991): 49-82, DOI: 10.1016,/S0022-5193(05)80465-5.

P.E. Kloeden, T. Lorenz, Mean-square random dynamical systems, J. Differential Equations, 253 (2012)
1422-1438.

N.I. Karachalios, N. Athanasios, Yannacopoulos, Global existence and compact attractors for the dis-
crete nonlinear Schrédinger equation, Journal of Differential Equations, 217.1 (2005): 88-123, DOL:
10.1016/j.jde.2005.06.002.

D. Li, B. Wang, Pullback measure attractors for non-autonomous stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on
thin domains, J. Differential Equations, 397 (2024) 232-261.

R. Li, S. Mi, D. Li, Pullback measure attractors for non-autonomous stochastic 3D globally modified Navier-
Stokes equations, Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst, 23, 246 (2024), https://doi.org/10.1007/s12346-024-01105-w.

H. Li, Attractors for the stochastic lattice selkov equations with additive noises[J], Journal of Applied Math-
ematics and Physics, 2019, 7(06): 1329.

G. Li, X. Yang, L. Zhou, Y. Wang, Weak Mean Random Attractor of Reversible Selkov Lattice Systems
Driven By Locally Lipschitz Lévy Noises, Electronic Journal of Applied Mathematics, (2024)Vol. 2, No. 1,
40-63.

D. Li, X. Yang, G. Li, Y. Wu, Pullback Measure Attractors and Evolution Systems of Measures for Non-
Autonomous Stochastic Porous Media Lattice Systems, Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical
Simulation, (2025) 109227.

D. Li, B. Wang, X. Wang, Limiting behavior of non-autonomous stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on
unbounded thin domains, Journal of Mathematical Physics 60.8 (2019), DOI: 10.1016/j.jde.2016.10.024.

D. Li, B. Wang, X. Wang, Periodic measures of stochastic delay lattice systems, J. Differ. Equ. 272 (2021),
74-104

Y. Li, F. Wang, P.E. Kloeden, Enlarged numerical attractors for lattice systems with porous media degenera-
cies, STAM Journal on Applied Dynamical Systems, 2023, 22(3): 2282-2311.

Y. Li, S. Yang, T. Caraballo, Optimization and convergence of numerical attractors for discrete-time quasi-
linear lattice system. STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 2023, 61(2): 905-928.

Y. Li, C. Qiao, X. Tang, Pullback Measures Attractors and Finite-Dimensional Approximation for Nonlinearly
Stochastic Plate Lattice Equations. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. (2025), 1-16.

37



[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

Y. Li, G. Liu, P.E. Kloeden. Asymptotically Autonomous Measure Attractors for Stochastic Nonlocal
Parabolic Equations with Nonlinear Noise. Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst. 24(5) (2025), 1-33.

S. Mi, D. Li, T. Zeng, Pullback measure attractors for non-autonomous stochastic lattice systems, Proceedings
of the Royal Society of Edinburgh Section A: Mathematics (2024): 1-20.

B. Schmalfuf}, Long-time bahaviour of the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation, Math. Nachr., 152 (1991) 7-20.

B. Schmalfuf}, Qualitative properties for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation, Nonlinear Anal, Theory Meth-
ods Appl., 28 (1997) 1545-1563.

L. Shi, J. Shen, K. Lu, B. Wang, Invariant measures, periodic measures and pullback measure attractors
of McKean-Vlasov stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains, (2024), arxiv preprint
arxiv:2409.17548.

E.E. SelKov, Self-Oscillations in Glycolysis, A Simple Kinetic Model, European Journal of Biochemistry, 4.1
(1968): 79-86, DOI: 10.1111/;.1432-1033.1968.tb00175.x.

E. Van Vleck and B. Wang, Attractors for lattice FitzHugh-Nagumo systems, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenom-
ena, 212 (2005) 317-336.

B. Wang, Sufficient and necessary criteria for existence of pullback attractors for non-compact random dy-
namical systems, Journal of Differential Equations, 253.5 (2012): 1544-1583, DOI: 10.1016/j.jde.2012.05.015.

B. Wang, Weak pullback attractors for mean random dynamical systems in Bochner spaces, J. Dynam. Differ.
Equ., 31 (2019) 2177-2204.

B. Wang, Dynamics of fractional stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains driven by
nonlinear noise, J. Differential Equations, 268 (2019) 1-59.

B. Wang, Weak pullback attractors for stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with nonlinear diffusion terms,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 147 (2019) 1627-1638.

B. Wang, Attractors for reaction-diffusion equations in unbounded domains, Phys. D, 128 (1999) 41-52.

B. Wang, Dynamics of stochastic reaction-diffusion lattice systems driven by nonlinear noise, J. Math. Anal.
Appl. 477(1), 104-132 (2019)

B. Wang, Well-posedness and long-term behavior of supercritical wave equations driven by nonlinear colored
noise on R™, Journal of Functional Analysis, 283.2 (2022): 109498, DOI: 10.1016/j.jfa.2022.109498.

B. Wang and R. Wang, Asymptotic behavior of stochastic Schrédinger lattice systems driven by nonlinear
noise, Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 38 (2020) 213-237.

R. Wang, B. Guo, and B. Wang, Well-posedness and dynamics of fractional FitzHugh-Nagumo systems on
RY driven by nonlinear noise, Science China Mathematics 64 (2021): 2395-2436.

X. Wang, K. Lu, B. Wang, Random attractors for delay parabolic equations with additive noise and deter-
ministic nonautonomous forcing, STAM Journal on Applied Dynamical Systems, 14.2 (2015): 1018-1047, DOL:
10.1137/140991819

X. Wang, K. Lu, B. Wang, Wong-Zakai approximations and attractors for stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations on unbounded domains, Journal of Differential Equations, 264.1 (2018): 378-424, DOI:
10.1016/j.jde.2017.09.006.

38



[56]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

Y. Wang, C. Guo, Y. Wu, Existence and stability of invariant/periodic measures of lattice reversible Selkov
systems driven by locally Lipschitz noise, Revista de la Real Academia de Ciencias Exactas, Fisicas y Natu-
rales. Serie A. Matematicas, 118.1 (2024): 42, DOI: 10.1007/s13398-023-01543-2.

X. Wang, J. Zhang, J. Huang, Upper semi-continuity of numerical attractors for deterministic and random
lattice reversible Selkov systems[J]. Zeitschrift fiir angewandte Mathematik und Physik, 2024, 75(6): 237.

J. Xu, T. Caraballo, Long Time Behavior of Stochastic Nonlocal Partial Differential Equations and
Wong-Zakai Approximations, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 54.3 (2022): 2792-2844, DOL:
10.1137/21M1412645.

J. Xu, T. Caraballo, J. Valero, Dynamics and large deviations for fractional stochastic partial differential
equations with Lévy noise, STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 2024, 56(1): 1016-1067.

Y. You, Global dynamics and robustness of reversible autocatalytic reaction-diffusion systems, Nonlinear
Analysis: Theory, Methods and Applications, 75.6 (2012): 3049-3071, DOI: 10.1016/j.na.2011.12.002.

Y. You, Upper-Semicontinuity of Global Attractors for Reversible Schnackenberg Equations, Studies in Ap-
plied Mathematics, 130.3 (2013): 232-263, DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-9590.2012.00565.x.

Y. You, Random attractors and robustness for stochastic reversible reaction-diffusion systems, Discrete and
continuous dynamical systems, 34.1 (2013): 301-333, DOI: 10.3934/dcds.2014.34.301.

S. Yang, Y. Li, Numerical attractors and approximations for stochastic or deterministic sine-Gordon lattice
equations[J]. Applied Mathematics and Computation, 2022, 413: 126640.

B. Zinner, Existence of traveling wavefront solutions for the discrete Nagumo equation, Journal of differential
equations, 96.1 (1992): 1-27, DOI: 10.1016,/0022-0396(92)90142-A.

J. Zhang, X. Wang, D. Huang, Pullback measure attractors for nonautonomous stochastic lattice reversible
Selkov systems, Stochastics and Dynamics (2025): 2540003.

39



	Introduction
	 Infinite-dimensional reversible Selkov model driven by Lévy noises
	Literature survey and Motivations
	The methods and techniques of the study
	Main results
	Outline of paper

	Existence and uniqueness of solutions
	Pullback measure attractors
	Uniform moment estimates
	Existence of pullback measure attractors
	Upper semicontinuity of pullback measure attractors
	Example for numerical simulations

