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EXPONENTIAL MIXING OF 2D SDES FORCED BY DEGENERATE L EVY
NOISES

LIHU XU

AsstracT. We modify the coupling method established in/[22] and dewel technique to prove
the exponential mixing of a 2D stochastic system forced lgederate Lévy noises. In particular,
these Lévy noises include-stable noises (& a < 2). Thanks to the stimulating discussion
[14], this technique is promising to study the exponentiading problem of SPDEs driven by
degenerateymmetriar-stable noises.

1. INTRODUCTION

We shall study in this paper the exponential ergodicity ajedeerate stochastic evolution
equation

1.1
AXo(t) = [0 + Fo(X(O)]ct N
whereX(t) = (Xy(t), Xo(t))" € R? for everyt > 0, 1,4, > 0, F : R? - R? is bounded and
Lipschitz, z(t) is a one dimensional Lévy process satisfying Assumpfidib2low. We often
simply write the above equation as the following form:

dX(t) = [AX() + F(X(0)]dt + dz, (1.2)

whereA = diag{—11, —1,} andZ; = [z(t),0]".

Since the end of the last century, the ergodicity of stochagstems forced by degenerate
noises has also been intensively studied, [seé€ [3,[4, 5, 8)i¢oBPDEs with degenerate Wiener
noises and |9, 10, 11, 20,121,122, 13] for those forced by kimkes. However, there seems
no ergodicity result for the stochastic systems driven lyederate Lévy jump noises. To our
knowledge, this paper seems the first one in this direction.

The main novelty of the present paper is that we obtain themamtial ergodicity for a family
of 2D SDEs driven by a large class of degenerate Lévy jumpeasowhich includer-stable
noises with O< a < 2. In [9,[10/11] 20, 21, 22], the authors assumed that therlocées come
periodically and are bounded or with exponential momeit3] $tudied polynomial mixing for
the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation driven by random kamikes with allp > 0 moments.
Clearly, all these assumptions in the above literaturesaut the interesting Lévy noises only
with somep > 0 moment such ag-stable noises.

Let us also compare our ergodicity result with those knowrSioEs and SPDEs forced by
Lévy noises.[[1[7] established the exponential mixing féaraily of SPDEs with a form similar
to Eqg. [1.2) under total variational norm, provided that ioéses areon-degenerate-stable
with 1 < @ < 2. The non-degeneracy assumption and the regime ®f1, 2) are crucial for
getting the strong Feller property and applying the Lyapnaction technique. The new point
in the present paper is that our noises are degenerate ar aastable with O< @ < 1. Itis
well known thate = 1 is a critical point ofe-stable noises and-stable type operators. Many
nice results in the case af> 1 can not be extended to the case (0, 1] ([16]). [7] established

some nice criteria of the exponential mixing (under totalatgon norm) for a family of finite
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dimensional SDEs driven by jump noises which include songedamensional equations driven
by a-stable noises.

Our approach is by modifying the coupling method estabtishd22,20], which has been
applied to study the ergodicity problems of many degenestaiehastic systems ([9, 10,111,
20,21, 22| 18]). Roughly speaking, we follow the idealin [2€] to split the dynamics into
two parts, one with noises and the other with strong dissipaiVe apply a maximal coupling
for the part with noises to mix the coupling chain and takeaadizge of strong dissipation to
control the part without noises. There are twiighient points between our modification and the
methods in[[20, 22]. We sample the solution Markov chain etiog to the moment that a jump
larger tharK comes (see Sectidm 3), while the Markov chains in [20] arepsadnperiodically
thanks to their special periodical kick noises. To handis tiew random fect, we need to
estimate some more complicated stopping times in seque.ofiter point is that we use the
jumps larger thaiK to construct the coupling chains, while [22] 20] take thesaddage of small
jumps.

It is natural to ask whether our exponential ergodicity hesan be extended to SPDEs forced
by finite dimensional Lévy noises such#f = >;_; z(t) with z(t), ..., z,(t) being a sequence
of independent purely jump noises. Unfortunately, it seeardechnique is not applicable even
for the case of 3d SDEs driven by 2d Lévy jump noises. Let ustpmut the dificulty (very)
roughly by the following models. Consider

dXa(t) = [~ X () + Fo(X(D)]dt + dza(t),
dXa(t) = [—A2Xa(t) + Fo(X(1)]dt + dzx(t), (1.3)
dXs(t) = [-AsXs(t) + Fa(X(1))]dt

whereds, 15,13 > 0, F : R® — R?is bounded and Lipschitz, (t) andz(t) are independent
1d Lévy jump processes. Lag be suficiently large to make the dissipative terizX;(t)
dominate the third equation. For the first two equations, whét) has a jumpy, at some
momentr, there are no jumps far(t) at r almost surely. We can take the advantage of the
jumpn; to control the growth of the sample pathsXq{t) in a short time intervah], r + §). Due

to the lack of the randomfkect, the growth of the sample pathsX(t) can not be handled in
[1,7 + 0).

From the stimulating discussion [14], our technique is peang to study the exponential
mixing problem of SPDEs driven by finite dimensiorsginmetrice-stable processes. These
type of processes have a nice representatiolVgywith W, being a standard-dimensional
Brownian motion ands; being ane/2-stable subordinator. When a jump®fcomes, all the
n directions ofWs, jumps simultaneously, thus thefidtulties in Eq. [(1.B) will not appear any
more. Symmetriqr-stable processes have recently studied by both analydiprability
communities ([2, 23, 24]).

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 introdismme notations and gives our
main theorem. A coupling Markov chain is introduced in Sat. Section 4 introduces some
stopping times related to this Markov chain, which is usegrave the main theorem in Section
5.

Acknowledgements:The author gratefully thanks Jerzy Zabczyk for the stimngatiscus-
sions and many useful suggestions. He also gratefully thamknen Shirikyan for patiently
teaching him the coupling method in the paperi [22]. Spebiahks are due to Vahagn Ners-
esyan for numerous useful suggestions, carefully reatiemgaper and stimulating discussions

about studying the exponential mixing problem of SPDEsatrilgysymmetriar-stable noises.
2



2. NOTATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

Denote byBy(R?) the Banach space of bounded Borel-measurable funcfiofi® — R with
the norm

Ifllo := supl f(X).

xeR2
Denote bylL,(R?) the Banach space of global Lipschitz bounded functibn®? — R with the
norm

1£1l2 := [1fllo + Il FllLip-

[F)—f )

where||fllLip := SUB.y 5

2.1. Some preliminary of Lévy process [d]). Let (z(t))o<t< be a one-dimensional purely
jumping Lévy process with the characteristic function

Edéd) — ew/(f), t>0,
wherey(¢) is the symbol of(t). Recall

o= [ (1 ) ),

wherev is the Lévy measure associated waft).
For everyt > 0, a Poisson random measNé§, .) is defined by

N(t,T) := Z 1-(AZ(9), Yt>0, VI e B[R\ {0},
se(0.4]
whereAz(s) = z(s) — z(s-). For everyK > 0, define
Z(t) == Z AZ(S)Liaxs)>k;)-

O<s<t

Further define
Ik 1= (-0, K] U [K, ), ¥k = W(Tk).

vk is a decreasing function ¢ andyx < o for K > 0.
Let7y,7,,...,7h, ... be a sequence of random times such that

7~'1,7~'2 _%1" . ',%n _%n—l,' °
are independent exponential random variables with paemgti.e.
P(%n - %n_l > S) = _YKS, S > O.

It is well known thatz{(t) can also be represented by

1) =) e (2.1)
k>1
whereny are independent random variable sequences with distibuti
1
VK = y—Kv|FK. (2.2)

Assumption 2.1. Assume that the following conditions hold:
(Al) Foreveryd > 0and pe (0, a) with @ € (0, 2),

t
f e =9d(s)
0
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(A2) For some K> 0, v¢ has a density functiongsuch that for all z, z, € R

flpK(Z_ z) — px(Z - 2)|dz < Bilz1 — 22,
R

wherepy, 8, > 0 are constants only depending on K.
(A3) There exist some M 0 and someg, = Bo(K, M) € (0, 2) such that ifiz;| + |z| < M,

f|pK(Z_ 71) - pk(z - 2)|dz < Bo.
R

(A4) vk = 2BalIF|Iip-

Remark2.2 The number 2’ inx > 28,||F||uip’ Of (A4) can be replaced by any number 1.
We choose the special '2’ to make the computation in sequegsinple. Roughly speaking,
(A4) means that the proces&t))..o has sificiently many jumps bigger thal. The numbeM
will be chosen in Theorein 4.1.

Proposition 2.3. An a-stable proces§(t))o with 0 < a < 2 satisfies Assumption 2.1.

Proof. Recall that the Lévy measure of thestable process has the form

Co
V(dX) =—1 |X|>0}dX,

| X[+ {
wherec, is some not important constant. It is easy to see that «~ asK | 0, thus (A4)
holds. Sincez(t) has the characteristic function“€!, it is easy to check thajf)t e 9dz has
characteristic function exp- 1‘2;"’" I€|*}. This, together with (3.2) of [19], immediately gives
(Allz)o.r everyK > 0, we have

aK® 1 .
1 |z-z>K}> (l =1 2)

Pe(z-2) = — Zozpi

Since the supports of the functiopg(z— z) andpk(z — z,) have overlaps, it holds that
[ 1Pz - pelz- iz < [ petz-zcz+ [ pelz-z)z=2
R R R

It is easy to check that for aM > 0, there exists som&, € (0, 2) depending oM andK such
that (A3) holds.

It remains to verify (A2). By the easy fact4 (1_}4‘)([ < (a+ 1) for Ir| < %=, when
21— 2| < 55,
2a + 2
flpK(Z_ z) — px(z—-2)ldz < 12 — z4.
R
As |z, — z1| > 5, we have**?|z, — z| > 2 and thus
da +4
flpK(Z_ z1) - px(z—2)ldz < 122 — 7.
R
TakepB; = % andp, = 1, we immediately get (A2). O
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2.2. Main result. Let us first show Eq[(1l1) is well-posed and then give the rttenrem.

Theorem 2.4. For any xe R?, problem(L.1) has a unique strong solutiofX*(t))so with the
form:

{ t
XX(t) = fMx+ f -IF(X*(s))ds + f =94z, (2.3)
0 0

Moreover,(XX(t))wo has a @dlag version inR? and is anR?-valued Markov process starting
from x.

Proof. The existence, uniqueness and Markov property of the ssohugion have been proved

in [19]. Sincez clearly has aadlag version,fot eA-9dz; also has aadlag one. The other two
terms on the r.h.s. of(2.3) are both continuous )6ttf):-o is cadlag. |

Denote by Py):o the Markov semigroup associated with (1.1), i.e.
Pf() = E[f(X(®)], e Bu(R),

and by ;)0 the dual semigroup acting g(R?). Our main resultis the following ergodic
theorem which will be proven in the last section.

Theorem 2.5.LetA; > 0and Assumption 2.1 both hold. There exists s@me Ao(||F|l1, M, Bo, B1, B2),
where Mpo, 1,82 are as in Assumption 2.1, such that &s> Ao, the systenfl.1) is expo-
nentially ergodic under the weak topology/®fR?). More precisely, there exists a probability
measurg: € P(R?) so that for any e (0, @) and any measurg € £(R?) with finite g" moment,

we have

(PiR, ) = G, DI < Ceifl(14 f KPR, f e Ly(R), (2.4)
R
where Cc depend on (X, ||F||1, Bo, 81, B2, A1, A2, M.

Let us briefly give the strategy of the coupling method we Isinsg (it is a modification of
the method established in [22]):

(i) Take awaitingtime T (a fixed number) and defing = 0, we look for the first jump after
the timeT and record its moment kyt. Similarly, we do not look for the next jump immediately
afterr, but do it after the timer; + T, and so on. In this way we get a sequence of stopping
time {7}k=0. The waiting timeT will play an important role for estimating the stopping tisne
associated with the coupling Markov chain below.

(i) For any x,y € R?, take two copies of processeX*(t))wo and XY(t))=o, consider the
corresponding embedded Markov chaiX$(fy))k=0 and X¥(7x))k=0. Using maximal coupling,
we construct a coupling Markov chai8f (k)0 with S*Y(k) = (S*(k), S¥(k)) for everyk > 0.
(S*(K))k=0, (SY(K))k=0 have the same distributions as thoseXf(fx))k=0 and X¥(7«))k=0 respec-
tively.

(iii) Define

o = inf{k > 0;|S*(K)| + |SY(K)| < M},
& = inf {k > 0;1S*(K) - SY(K)| > i/ A%}

The exactis defined in[(5.11), but the above simple version capturessbential part of (511).
The main ingredient for showing Theorém|2.5 is
E[e¥] < 00, P(6 = 0|S;) > 0.

The first inequality implies that the syster8(k))«-0 enters theM-radius ball exponentially

frequently. The second inequality means that as lon§d9)o is in that ball, there exists a set
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of sample paths with positive probability such tf&it(k)—SY(k)| converges to zero exponentially
fast as long ag, is suficiently large.

Without loss of generality, from now on we assume
A1 £ Ao

Our method of course covers the case> 1, in which the dissipative termrAX(t) dominates
the system and the exponential mixing can be shown by a casteargument[([18]).

2.3. Some easy estimates about the solution.
Lemma 2.6. For every xy € R? and pe (0, @), if 12 > ||F|lip we have
EX*®)IP < (3 tv e PixP+C, Vt>0,
EIX*(t) = XY(@®)°P < (3"t v 1)etPx—yP+C, Vit>0,
IX¥(t) — X¥(t)] < €Flex —y], Vt>0,

_ IF I
X5 - X0 < (e e
) =20 IFllup + A2
where av b := maxXa, b} for a,b € R and C depends on, g, ||F||o.

Proof. By (2.3) we have
f t e 1=9dz(s)
0

this, together with (A1) and the assumptiorfgfimmediately gives the firstinequality. Observe

e‘”F”L‘P)|x ~yl. Vt>0,

b

t
IX¥()] < e x| + f e 19| (X*(9))|ds +
0

t
IXX(t) = X(0)] < € x -y + 2 f e =9dg||F|lo,
0
from which the second inequality follows immediately. Fait observe

XXt — X)) < [x— ] + fo IFllupXX(8) — X(S)ds,

from this we immediately get the third inequality by Gronligaihequality.
We also easily have

t
IX5(t) = X3 ()] < e |x -yl + f e 2I|IF I IX¥(9)) — XY(9)lds,
0
which, together with the third inequality, yields the fdudne. O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE COUPLING M ARKOV CHAIN

In this section, we construct a coupling Markov chain whidh e used to prove the ergod-
icity result. Let
T > 0 be a fixed number (3.1)

to be determined later in Theorém4.1. We dalthe waiting time, which means that when a
jump comes we do not look for the next jump immediately buttddter waiting for a timeT .
This waiting timeT will play an important role in estimating the stopping tinesow.
Define
T:=inf{t>T :|Az(t)| > K}, (3.2)
T is a stopping time with probability density

yi exp{=yk(t — T)} Li1). (3.3)
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Definery := 0 and
T =inf{t> 711+ T |AZ(t) > K} forallk > 1.
It is easy to see thdt}-o are a sequence of stopping times such that
{Tk — Tke1}k=1 @re independent and have the same density as (3.4)

Since the solution of probleni (1.1) with the initial daX40) = x has a adlag version,
X*(r1-) is well defined with the form:

T1 T1—
XX(r1-) = X+ f AIF (XX(9))ds + f eNm-9dz, (3.5)
0 0
By (2.1) and strong Markov property @ft), at the timer;, there is only one jumpg almost
surely and; has the probability density (seel(2.R2)). Therefore,
X*(11) = X*(11-) +7[1,0]" a.s.
Denote byP() : B(R?) — [0, 1] the distribution ofX*(r1-) for everyx € R?, and byP?)(.) :
B(R?) — [0, 1] the distribution ofx+ 5[1, 0]" for everyx € R?. For anyA € B(R?), define
Py(A) := f PA(A)PD(dR), (3.6)
R2

(X*(1i))k=0 is @anR?-valued Markov chain with transition probabili€?,(.)) gz
For any random variablX,
denote by/L(X) the law of X.
Let (£(R. 91). £/(%e. 91)) be the maximal coupling af(%; + ) and £(9; + 1), we have
Lemma 3.1. For everyXy, 1 € R, we have
P (&% 1) # &/(%.91)) < Balfa — §at2/2
wherepy, B> are the constants in Assumption|2.1. Furthermorg,if+ [§1] < M, then
P (xR, $1) # &(%a, 1)) < Bo/2.
whereg, is the constant in Assumptibn R.1.
Proof. Since &x(X1, 1), &y(X1, ¥1)) is the maximal coupling oL (X, + n) and L(Y1 + 1),
P (&% 9) # &%, 9)) = L% + 1) = LG+ kv

Note that the distribution£ (X, + ) and L(y, + 1) have the densitiegx (z— %;) andpk(z - 1)
respectively, wher@y is defined in Assumptidn 2.1. It is easy to see that

£+ 1) = LG+ i < 5 [ e(z— %) = pelz= 52

this, together with (A2) and (A3) of Assumption P.1, immedig implies the desired inequali-
ties. O
For everyx;y € R?, define
= o %1, 9 = w %1, 9
E(RS) = [ &5 ] &%) = [ S5 ] . (3.7)
2 Y2
Since L(éx(%, 1)) = L(% + 1) and L(£,(%1, ¥1)) = L(Y1 + n), we have

LER) = L&+n[L,0]"),  LE(R9) = LI +nlL,0]"). (3.8)
7



Denote the probability of{*(r1-), X(r1-)) with (x,y) € R? x R? by

P&, () BR* X R?) — [0, 1], (3.9)
further denote the probability o&((X, 37),%,()“(, 9)) with (%, 9) € R? x R? by
P&, () BR*xR?) - [0,1]. (3.10)
For anyA € B(R? x R?), define
Py (A) = fR P&, (AP, (% df). (3.11)

Proposition 3.2. There exists a probability spade, F, P) and anR? x R2-valued Markov
chain {S(K)}x=0 0N (X, F, P) with transition probability family(Pyy)) (xy)er2xr2. Moreover, for
every(x,y) € R? x R?, the marginal chainS*(k)},.o has the same distribution dX*(ry)}ik=0
and the marginal chaifSY(k)}«-o has the same distribution &XY(7y)}i=0-

Proof. The construction of the coupling Markov chain is classigats the transition probabil-
ity family (P(xy))xy)er2xz2 IS ready. To prove the other claim in the proposition, iffises to
show that for allx € R?, y € R?, A € B(R?), we have
Py (AX R?) = Py(A), Ppy)(R?x A) = Py(A) (3.12)

where Py)yer2 IS the transition probability family ofX(7x))k=o-

We only show the first equality of (3.1.2) since the other onelmaproven similarly. Recall
thatP{(.) is the distribution of*(r;—) and thatP'?(.) is the distribution of* 5[1,0]". Itis
clear that

PG, (- xR =PY(), PE (. xR?) =PY(),

whereP{), andP) are defined by(3]9) anf(3]10) respectively. It follows fithra definitions
of Py () and PX( ) that

Ppey (A X R?) = fR 2 P&, (AX R?)PL) (d%. dy)

= [ PP, @ = [ PRAPPE) = A

4. SOME ESTIMATES OF THE COUPLING CHAIN (S*Y(K))k=0

_(S(K))k=0 constructed in previous section is a Markov chain on the giodity spaceQ, F, P).
(Q, ., P) is not necessarily the same & ¢, P) on which (X(t))wo is located. Without loss of
generality, we assume that o

Q, F,P) = (Q,F, P). (4.1)
Otherwise we can introduce the product spafae<(Q,7f” x F,P x P) and consider$(K))iso
and (X(t))=o both on this new space. However, this will make the notatiomsecessarily
complicated. So, we always assume](4.1) and consB{&})(., and X(t))0 on (Q, ¥, P) from
now on.
For any &, Y) € R? x R?, we denotdS*(k)}=o the coupling Markov chain with initial state
(%, y). Recall thafS*(k)}x=0 and{SY(k)}«=0 denote the two marginal Markov chains.

Let M > 0 andd > 0 both be some number to be determined later, define the spppies
a(xy, M) :=inf {k > 0;|S*(K)| + |SY(K)| < M}, (4.2)
o(xy,d) :=inf {k > O 1IS*(k) — SY(K)| < d}, (4.3)



we writed = (X, y, M), o = o(x, Y, d) in shorthand if no confusions arise, and shall prove the
following two theorems.

Theorem 4.1.Forall p € (0,a), as T > Tp i= %1'1093 v 0, there exist some M, C > 0 all

depending on p1, ||F|lo, T, so that for all xy € R?,

By [€770¥M] < C(L+ X + y1P).
Theorem 4.2. There exists some constaiit<C > 0 depending on pt, ||F||1, d, K, such that for
all p e (0,a) and xy € R?,

E(ey[€"70 9] < C(L+ 4P + Iy1P). (4.4)

Proof of Theorerfi4l1lt suffices to show that for every € (0,), asT > To := =092 v 0,
there exist som& > 0 depending om, 4, ||F|lo, T, v and somej € (0, 1) depending om, 1, M
such that

Puy(@ > K) < g @+ IXP+1yP)  k>1, (4.5)

for all x,y € R2. The proof of [4.5) is by the same argument as that in Lemmafg[57]. To
apply that argument, we only need to show

E (IS"()P +IS¥(1)P) < g*(IXP + IyIP) + C. (4.6)
whereC depends on, p, ||F|lo.
By Propositiori 3.2, for alp € (0, @) we have
E (ISP +1SY(L)P) = E X ()P + EX(r)I°,

which, together with Lemma 2.6, implies

E(IS*Q)P +1S'(1)°) < (3" v 1)E [e_p““] (IXP +Iy?) + C, (4.7)
whereC depends on, ||F||o, p. Therefore, to show (4.6), we only need to show that
(31 A 1E[ePh] < 1. (4.8)

Whenp < 1, (4.8) automatically holds for all > 0. Whenp > 1,
3p—1»yKe—p/11T

Yk + PAy
asT > T,. |

3P 1E[ePuT] = <1

We are now at the position to show Theoriem 4.2, to this end,rstestiow
Proposition 4.3. For all x,y € R?, we have
P {|Sx(k +1) - Sk + 1) > 6S*(k) — Sy(k)||SX’V(k)} < kIS*(K) — SY(K)1*2,
for all k > 0, where
|| |Lip €7kt Fllin
A2 + |[FllLip

with 81, B, being the constants in Assumption|2.1 and T being defin@ii) Furthermore, if
IS*(K)I +1SY(K)l < M,

P{IS*(k + 1) - SY(k + 1) > 6dS*(K) - S(K)|S™(K)} < fo/2.

with 8o being the constant in Assumption|2.1
9
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Proof. The proofs of the both inequalities are similar, we only shtw first one. Since
{S*Y(K)}k=0 is a time-homogeneous Markov chain, itfstes to show the inequality fdr = O,
i.e.

P (IS*(1) - S'(1)| = dolx = ¥i) < «lx — y¥2. (4.10)
By the construction of the Markov chai8*Y(K)}k=0, S*Y(1) has the same distribution as
(GO (1), X (71)), &(X (1), XU (1)), (4.11)

we shall write [Z.11) by, &) in shorthand. By[(317), we havg = [ ng?ﬁ—) ] & =
2

&
[ Xi&n—) ] , thus

P (1éx = &1 > dolx = Y1) < P (Jéx = &l + X5 (r1-) = X3(72-)] > Solx — V)
<P (& # &) + P& = &, IX3(r1-) = X(r1-)| > dolx - V).
It follows from Lemmd 3.1 that
P (£ # &) = E[P(&x # &|(X5(=). X{(r1-))]| < B1E [X{(r1-) = XY(r-)] 7.
this, together with Lemma2.6 and (A4) of Assumption 2.1, lieg
P (& # &) < 1B [@FIoms| [x — yf2/2 < iix — yP2. (4.13)

(4.12)

From Lemma2J6 we have
IX5(r1—) = X3(r1-) < Solx -yl as.,
thus,
P( 1X3(r1-) = XY(r1-)| > Golx — i) = O. (4.14)
Collecting [4.12){(4.14), we immediately get the desimehjuality. O
To prove Theorern 412, we also need

Lemma 4.4. Let xy € R? be such thatx| + |y| < M. As 2, is syficiently large, depending on
IFll, K, T,8, M, d, we have

P{IS*(1) - () > d} < (2+Bo) /4
wheregy € (0, 2) is the constant defined in Assumption 2.1.
Proof. It is easy to have
P{IS*(1) - Y1) > d} < P{IS*(1) — SY(L)| > SolX — VI, S0 < d/M} + P {60 > d/M}
whered, and« are defined in Propositidn 4.3. This inequality, togethahvAropositior 4.3,
Markov inequality, implies
P{IS*(1) - $Y(1)| > d} < Bo/2 + MExy)[60] /d

YK 2Pl 1|1

< Bo/2+ M/d|e T + .
Fo Ye+dz2 A2+ Flge

As 1, is suficiently large, we get the desired inequality. O
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Proof of Theorerh 4]2lt suffices to show that for every € (0, @), there exist somg > 0 and
C > 0 depending o, 4, ||F||1, K, so that

Py (o= K < Ce™ (1 + [XP + |yIP), Vk>0, VxyeR? (4.15)
and
Pxy {o- =0} = 0. (4.16)
Step 1 Write ¢ = 0, define
ok = inf{j > Ga + LIS"(DI+1S°()I < M}, keN.

Since S(K))k0 is a discrete time Markov chain, it is strong Markovian. Tefere, it follows
from Theoreni 411 that

By [ Y] < C(1+IS(G)IP) < CA + MP). (4.17)

whereC, ¢ depends ont, p, M, T, ||Fllo. The above inequality, together with strong Markov
property, implies

Exy (7] = Ey) [eﬂ&lES(&l) [eﬂ(52—5'1) -+ Esyy [eﬂ(&k—&k_l)] .. ”
< CK*(1 + MP)L(L + |XP + y|P).

(4.18)

Step 2 Given anyk € N, define
px =sudj; oj <Kk}
Clearly,d,.1 > Kif px < co. We have
k | k
Poop(@ =K) = > Puy(e =k = 1) < Y Py = )+ D Pay(e = k= j), (4.19)
=0 j=0 j=l+1
wherel < kis to be chosen later. We denote
| k
1= > Pay@r =10 la= ), Puylo =k = ).
j=0 j=l+1

Step 3 Let us now estimatl andl,. By Chebyshev inequality and strong Markov property,
we have

Py (P = 1) < Prey (57 < K/2, i = §) + Py (51 > k/2)

< Py (675 <K/2, 611> K) + Py (75 > k/2)

< Ewy) [PS(&,-) (& 1= 0 > K/ 2)] + e 2R, 6],
By (4.11) and[(4.18), the above inequality implies

Ppey (B = |) < CE/ (1 + MP)e ™2 1 Clel?(1 + MP)I-L(1 + [P + [y|P)e ™2,
Hence,
1 < (CE)*2(L+ MP)"2(1 + |XP + |y|P)e P2, (4.20)

Next we estimaté,. For j € N, define

A= {ISXG1+1) - (G + 1) > d.....IS¥F; + 1) - $(&; + 1) > d}.
11



By the definitions ot andpy, strong Markov property, we have
Py (0 =K pr = ]) < Py (Aj-1) = Prxy) {lSX(5'j—1 +1)- (G + 1) > d,Aj—z}
= By (P 1S%(1) - S¥(D)] > d} Ao}

whereu = S*Y(¢j_1). Combining with Lemma 4]4, the above inequality implies

1 ,30)J -

- ) 1
Py (0 =K pk=j) < ( BL]_)P(Xy)(AJ 2) < ( 7

1 Bo 1 Bo
|2<(2 4)/(5_2) (4.21)

Takel = £k, it follows from the bounds of; andl, that ass > 0 is suficiently small, [4.15)
follows.

Step 4:Let us now show(4.16). Define

Hence,

Poo = SUA ]; T} < oo},

it is clear thato’;_,1 = o if p < 0. Forall j € N U {0}, by strong Markov property and
Theoren 4.1l we have

Pcy) (oo = 1) = By [Psa (67502 = 675 = o0)| = 0. (4.22)
Hence,
Piy) (Poo = ) =1 V X,y €R?
By a similar computation as estimatihgin step 3, we have

Pixy) (0 = 00) = Pyy) (00 = 00, poe = 00) < Pixy)(Aj) < ( + @) — 0, j— oo
O
5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM
Define
a(xy) :=inf{k > 1;|S*(k) = S*(K)| > (6o - . - dk-1)IX — YI} (5.1)

whered; (j = 0,....k — 1) are defined in Proposition 4.3, we shall often write="6-(x, y) in
shorthand.

Lemma5.1.If [x—y < dwithO < d < (i)l/'82 and« defined in Proposition 413, ak > O is
syficiently large, depending on, K, ||F|| iy, 5, we have

Pixy)(0 = 00) > 1/2.
Moreover, there exists sonaeC > 0 depending on 4, ||F||1, K such that
Exy[€ Lip<e)] < C.
Proof. For allk > 0, define
= {IS*(k+ 1) - S¥(k + 1) > oulS*(K) - S' ()1},

= (IS5 + 1) = S+ 1) < (Go...6)Ix =Y. 0= <K,
12



itis easy to see thal, > B N Cy_;. It follows from Propositiori 4.3 that
Py (Ch) 2 Py (B N Cicct) = By [P (B[S (K)) Lo, |
= By {|1 - P(BIS™K)| Lo, } 2 By |(1 - €IS*(K) - SY(WF?) L., |
> Pxy)(Ci-1) — KE(xy) [(50 . -5k—1)ﬂ2] X — y1*2.
This inequality, together with (3.3}, (3.4), (A4) of Assutigm[2.1, implies that
Pry) (Ci) > Py (Cic) — x6¥1x = y*

> Pixy)(Ci_2) — kX — Y12 — k6¥|x — yP?
k+1

>1— k—
Z K 1-9

g YK T, 2( I lip )’*2 L1
Yk + 22 IFllLip + A2 2
as long ast, > 0 is suficiently large. Thus, we get the first inequality.
DefiningDy := {|S*(k+1)—SY(k+1)| > (6¢...0k)|X—VYl} for allk > 0, by a similar calculation
as above we have
Pixy) (0 = K) = P(xy)(Dk-1 N Ck2) < Pxy)(Bx-1 N Cr2)

= By [P (Biea[S™(k = 1)) 1o, , | < KBy [(S0---0-2) 71X — Y*

1 k-1 1 k
< —@ < (=)".

X =y > 1/2

where

~ 2
This immediately implies the second inequality. O
Define
a'(x,y,d) := o+ 5(S(0)) (5.2)
whereo = o(x,y, d) is defined by[(413). Further define
a(xy,d, M) := o' + 57(S(c"), M). (5.3)

whereo’ = o(x, y, d) andd are defined in(4]2).

The motivation for definingris the following: we only knowS*(c’) — S¥(c")| < d, but
have no idea about the bound|8f(c")| + |SY(c")|. This bound is very important for iterating
a stopping time argument as in Step 1 of the proof of Thedré&n ™ this aim, we introduce
(5.3) and thus have

ISY(@) <M V¥xyeR% (5.4)

Lemma 5.2. Let0 < d < (4—1K)1/ﬁ2 and p e (0,a). There exist somg, C > 0 depending on
d, A, ||F|lz, p, M, K such that
Exy) &7 Liseyamyeen| < CL+ IXP + 1),
Proof. Note thato- < o0 a.s. by Theorerin 4.2. By the strong Markov property we have
Exy) [ewf(x’y’d)1{0'*(>cy,d)<oo}] = Eqxy) {]Eu[ey&l{&m}] ew}
whereo = o(X,y,d), u= S (o), o = 6(SY(0)).
By (2) of Lemmd5.1l and Theordm #.2,as 0 is suficiently small we immediately get

Egy [€7 Y1 eyapeont | < CL+ IXP + [yIP) (5.5)
13



whereC is some constant depending @, ||F||1, p, K.
By strong Markov property and the above inequality, we have
Egxy) [€ 7ML sy amyecnr | < By {Bu [€7E | @7 09Dy o}
< CExy) [(1 + |u|p/2)eWT(x’y’d) 1{0T(x,y,d)<oo}]
whereu = S¥Y(o") andC depends oM, 4, ||F||1, p, K. Note from Lemma216 that
EIS(0 )P = EIX*(7o1)IP + EIXY(7,)IP < C(L+ [XP + IyIP).

The inequality[(5.6), together with Holder inequality aidg), immediately implies the desired
inequality asy > 0 is suficiently small. |

(5.6)

Definecq = 0, for allk > 0 we define
Oks1 = 0 + 0 (S™Y(o%), d, M).
Lemma 5.3. For all x,y € R?, we have
Pixy) (0k < ) < 1/2, ke N, (5.7)

Proof. It follows from Theoreni 42 that < « a.s.. By the definition of, strong Markov
property, Lemma&abl1, for ak,y € R? we have

Pixy) (0 = ) = E(xy) [Psxye) (67 = 00)] > 1/2.
This, together with strong Markov property, implies thatgs, < co,
Pu(0k = 01 = ) > 1/2,
whereu = S¥(oy_1). Hence,
Pixy) (0k < 00) = Pyy) (0 < 00,0741 < 0)

- = 1 _
< By [Pu(0k = 01 < ) Lz 1con] < EP(X,y)(o-k_l < )

1

< ZP(X’Y)(EK_Z < OO) <..<Z ?

O

Proof of Theorerh 2]5The existence of invariant measures has been establis&8]inAc-
cording to Section 2.2. of [22], the inequality (P.4) in thedrem implies the uniqueness of the
invariant measure. So now we only need to shiowl (2.4)| by [Ba]ra it sufices to show that
for all p € (0, @) we have

P = P () < Ce I flla(1+ 1XP +1yIP) V f € Lp(R?), (5.8)
whereC, c depend om, 3, K, ||F||1, A. Let us prove[(5J8) by the following four steps.
Step 1 Letl > 2 be some natural number to be determined later. We easity/ hav
[ELf X = E[fF O] < 1o+ 12
with
Iy = [B{Lf X)) = FOO)] L)
l2 1= [B{[f X)) = FOM)] L <o}
By (B.3), we hav&ei7«/2 = @«T1’22i for all j € N, thus

I < 2 flloP(ri1 > 1) < 2/ fllo (267/2) " ev2, (5.9)
14
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Step 2.Now we estimaté,. Observe
> <lo1+ 122, (5.10)

where
21 = [EA[FOX®) = FOXV(0)] Liry_ycter)

l22 = [E{[f(X*(1) = FO0)] Linzn}| -
By a similar argument as fdg, we have

b

o1 < 21 FlB(r; > 1) < 20 Fllo (267772) &2,

Forl,,, by strong Markov property we have

l22 = [E[@OX*(7)) = 90 (7)) Linzo ]
where
g(X*(m)) = E[F(X*O)IX* ()], 9(X*(71)) = E[F (X)X (7)].
By strong Markov property again, on the $gt< t} we have
) = E[f (Xt -n)], o) =E[f(X¥(-n)].
whereuy = X*(11), uy = XY(11), by the third inequality in Lemmia 2.6 we further have
19(ux) — g(uy)l < E[IF(X™(t - 7)) = FX¥(t - 7))I]
< FIRE[IX™(t = 71) = X¥(t = n)l] (5.11)
< [Ifl1:€" e u, — uy).
By Proposition 3.2 and the easy féigt|o < || f|lo, we have
l22 < [E[9(X*(1)) — g(X*(@))]| + [E{[9(X*(71)) = 9 (11))] Lz )|
< [E [g(S*(1)) — 9(SY))]| + 2l flloP(r1 > 1)
< [B[o(S*()) - (S]] + 21 fllo (26%772) eV
where the last inequality is by a similar calculation aslfor
Step 3.Letm = [el] with 0 < £ < 1/2 to be determined later. We have
[E[9(S* (1) - 9(SN]| = I + %2,
where
3 = [B{9S (1) - d(S )] Ligmeont}]» 2 = [E{[9(S (1)) = IS’ )] Ligooy}] -
By the easy faciigllo < || fllo and Lemma5l3, we have

_ f
Ji < 2 flloPixy)fom < oo} < gm_l_lc; < [Ifllo27* (5.12)

Observe
E{lg(S*(1)) — 9(S )| Lzp=e}} = Jo1 + J22.
where

m-1
o1 =) BUYS 1) = ISV Ltz con, dameot}

i=0

m-1
o= ) E{S (1) - oS ) Laiz it} -
i=0
15



By Chebyshev inequality and Lemmals.2

m-1 m-1
[ =
Jz,l < 2||f||02p(x,y) {E <0 < OO} < 2||f||oe_|i7’ ZE(X,y)[eym],
i=0 i=0

and
E(X,y) [eya] — E(x,y) [6751158(51) [ey((;z—ﬁ) .. ES(Ei—l) [ey(o_'i _Eifl)] .. ”
< C'e&'(1+ MP)YHL +[XP + lyP),
where the last inequality is by (5.4). Hence,

m-1
b1 < 2flloe ). &(L+ ML+ xP + yP)

i=0

Recallm = [&l], ase > 0 is small enough we have
Jo1 < € Ffllo(L+ IXP + yP).
It remains to estimaté,,. Recall the definition ofr, &, o', o, & and note that
Oii1=0i+0+0+0, (5.13)
with o = o7(S*Y(0), d), & = 6(S®Y(oi + 7)), 0 = 7(S¥(o + o + &), M). Observe that

Joo =221+ 222,

with
m-1
Bo21:= ) BI9S 1) = 9SO Lgciso, 51503 712001
i=0
-1
Bo22:= ) B[I0(S (1)) = oS M)l Lisctjoimr 3 71| -
i=0

By strong Markov property, Chebyshev inequality, TheoreZehd the clear fa¢g™Y(o)| < M
foralli > 1, ase > 0 is suficiently small we have

m-1

3221 < 2l fllo ), Biey [Bu o > 1/4)]

i=0
< ClIflloe™""*[(M = 1)L+ MP) + (L + X + IyI")] (5.14)

< ClIflloe™™"8(1 + X + IyiP)
whereu, = S*Y(o) andC,  depend or, 4, ||F||1, p, M.
As for J,,, recall [5.18) and note < o a.s. from Theorem 4.1, we have

m-1
Bo22= ) B{I9(S()) - oS ) Lsctjoisored rvirmeol

i=0

m-1
= > B{Ig(8(1)) - 9" ) L5125 3 meel} -

i=0

(5.15)

16



It follows from the above equality, (5.111) and strong Markwoperty that

m-1
Yooz < If1€F18 3" B [IS5(0) = Y0153 oo |
i=0
m-1
< Il > B [1S%0) = S5, 023 e
i=0
m-1

= | file"™e 3" B[y (1S0) - S0/ Lio=e) L e
i=0
whereu = S®¥(oj + o). By the definition ofo- we havelu, — uy| < d. By the definition[(5.11)
with 6 = 6(S™¥(oj + o)) and the previous inequality, as > 0 is suficiently large, depending
onT, K,[IFlLip, we have

m-1
3222 < 1€ > B [Ey(So...01/4)lux — Uy]
i=0

< dm e 2K i 4 oI te )"
Yk + A2 IFILip + 12

2 /4
< el 7<)
A2

Step 4 Collecting the bounds fad, 51, J222, J21, Ji1, we have that there exist soragC > 0
depending om, 4, ||F||1, K such that

[
l2o < J1+ Jo+ 2| fllo (ZeyKT/z) g Kt/2

|
< Jl + \]2,1 + \]2,2,1 + \]2,2,2 + 2|| f ||0 (2€7KT/2) e_th/z

2 /4
< 1111627+ Cll g™/ B(L+ 4P + 1Y) + ol F:1Fks (£ )+ 2] fllg(2677/2) e
2

Choosingl = [6t] with 6 > 0 suficiently small (depending op, 4, ||F||1, K, 3, M) and then
choosingl, suficiently large (depending op, 4, ||F||1, K, 8, M, §), we immediately get

122 < Co& @I flla(L + X + IyIP),

whereCy andcy both depending op, A, ||F|1, K, 8, M.
Combining the estimates ¢f, I,; andl,,, we immediately get the desired (b.8). O
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