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Abstract

By using Girsanov transformation and martingale representation, Talagrand-type
transportation cost inequalities, with respect to both the uniform and the L? distances
on the global free path space, are established for the segment process associated to a
class of neutral functional stochastic differential equations. Neutral functional stochas-
tic partial differential equations are also investigated.

AMS subject Classification: 65G17, 65G60
Keywords: neutral functional stochastic differential equation, transportation cost
inequality, Girsanov transformation.

1 Introduction

Let (F,%(E)) be a measurable space with p a symmetric non-negative measurable func-
tion on £ x E. For any p > 1 and probability measures u and v on (E,%A(F)), the LP-
transportation cost (or, the LP-Wasserstein distance if p is a distance) induced by p between
these two measures is defined by

1/p
Wyp(pov) = inf {EEpp(x,y)w(dx,dy)} ,

et (p,v)

where €' (u, v) denotes the space of all couplings of 1z and v. In many practical situations, one
wants to find reasonable and simple upper bounds for W), (41, v), where a fully satisfactory
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one is given by the transportation cost inequality first found by Talagrand [I6] for the
standard Gaussian measure p on R%:

Wap (i, f1)? < 2u(flog f), f>0,u(f)=1

with p(x,y) := |z — y|. Since then, this type transportation cost inequality has been inten-
sively investigated and applied for various different distributions. The importance of the
study lies on intrinsic links of the transportation cost inequality to several crucial subjects,
such as functional inequalities, concentration phenomena, optimal transport problem, and
large deviations, see e.g. [2, [1L [8 6] (10, 13| 17, 19 22] and references within.

In the past decade, a plenty of results have been published concerning Talagrand-type
transportation cost inequalities on the path spaces of stochastic processes, see e.g. [5], 25], 26]
for diffusion processes on R?, [14] for multidimensional semi-martingales, [I8] for diffusion
processes with history-dependent drift, [211 22] for diffusion processes on Riemannian mani-
folds, [24] for SDEs driven by pure jump processes, and [I1] for SDEs driven by both Gaussian
and jump noises. Recently, transportation cost inequalities for the reflecting diffusion pro-
cesses on manifolds with boundary have been used in [23] to characterize the curvature of
the generator and the convexity of the boundary.

Moreover, many different arguments have been developed to establish the transportation
cost inequality. Among others, the Girsanov transformation argument introduced in [5] has
been efficiently applied, see e.g. [26] for infinite-dimensional dynamical systems, [14] for
time-inhomogeneous diffusions, [I§] for multi-valued SDEs and singular SDEs, and [I5] for
SDEs driven by a fractional Brownian motion. Following this line, in this paper we aim
to establish transportation cost inequalities for the segment processes associated to a class
of neutral functional SDEs, which is unknown so far. The point of our study is not the
construction of the coupling as it is now more or less standard in the literature, but lies on
the technical details to derive from the coupling reasonable estimates for which difficulties
caused by the neutral part and functional coefficients have to be carefully managed.

Recall that a differential equation is called neutral if, besides the derivatives of the
present state of the system, those of the past history are also involved (see [12]). Let
€ = C(|—7,0]; R?) for some constant 7 > 0, which is a Banach space with the uniform norm
||ls0- Let € be equipped with the Borel o-field induced by ||-||e. For any h € C([—7, 00); R%)
and t > 0, let hy € € such that h.(0) = h(t+0),6 € [—7,0]. We consider the following neutral
functional SDE on R¢:

(1.1) {d{X (1) = G(X0)} = b(Xy)dt + o (X,)dW (1), te€[0,T],

X0:€€<g>

where G,b: € — R? and 0 : € — R? ® R™ are Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets, and
W (-) is an R™-valued Brownian motion defined on a complete probability space (£2,.%,P)
with the natural filtration {.%; }+>0. Throughout this paper, we assume that for any initial
data Xy, a @-valued random variable independent of T (-), this equation has a unique global
solution. This can be ensured by the strict contraction of G, i.e. |G(§) — G(n)| < E[|€ — 1|l
holds for some constant x € [0,1) and all £, € ¥, together with the usual monotonicity
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and coercivity conditions of b and o, see e.g. [20, Theorem 2.3]. We note that the segment
process (X;):>o of the solution is a Markov process.

As in [23], we allow the initial data of the equation to be random, i.e. we consider the
transportation cost inequality for the law of the solution starting from a probability measure
pon €. In Section 2 we study the transportation cost inequality with respect to the uniform
distance on path space, while in Section 3 we consider the L? distance. Finally, in Section
4, we extend our results to a class of neutral functional SPDEs.

2 The uniform distance

Let T' > 0 be fixed. For any £ € €, let Hg be the distribution of X 1] := (X)icp,r) for the
solution to (1) with X, = £. Then, for any p € (%), the set of all probability measures
on %, the distribution of X with initial distribution p is given by

Hﬁ:[gngu(dg).

For any probability density function F' of HZ, i.e. F'is a non-negative measurable function
on the free path space C([0, T]; €) such that I (F) := [, FAII} = 1, let yif be the marginal
distribution of FIIT at time 0. We have

pp(d8) = TIg (F)u(d) € 2(F).

Let || - || and || - || gs denote the operator norm and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm respectively.
To establish the transportation cost inequality for HZ with respect to the uniform distance

(21) pZO(E’ 77]) ‘= sup ||gt - ﬁt”oo, gaﬁ € C([O,T],%ﬂ),

te[0,T

we shall need the following conditions.
(A1) There exists a constant x € [0, 1) such that

G(&) = G| < KllE = nlle, EneET,
(A2) There exist constants A\; € R and Ay > 0 such that

2(£(0) = n(0) = G(&) + G(1), (&) = b(m)) + llo(§) — eIz < Aill€ =I5
lo(€) —a)lFrs < Xall€ = nll%, &ne .

(A3) There exists a constant A3 > 0 such that [[o(§)]| < A3 for all £ € 7.



Let AT =0V Ay and AT =0V (—=);). We will need the following two quantities:

(L +1)2 . [(4e+ /Toh T AT)2 AT exp [1+ 52T
(2.2) a(T) := ——————min . , .
1 r)? (\F)2 OTAF + (1 — k)2

(2.3)  BT):=1+

2 + -
(1+k) in { (2v A2+ V4 + A) exp[2A1_+16A2T}}.

(1—k)? AT (1—k)?
The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (A1)-(A3) and let

(2.4) p(&n) =115 —nlle, &MET.

For anyT > 0,u € Z(€) and non-negative measurable function F' on C([0,T];€) such that
7 (F) =1
j7 Y

(2.5) Wa e (FIUTIE) < /B(T)Way,(p, pg) + v/ a(T)y/TTE (Flog F).

If moreover u satisfies the transportation cost inequality

(2.6) Wao(pt, f11)? < cup(flog f), [ >0,u(f) =1
for some constant c,, > 0, then
(2.7) Wy, (FTIT, TIT)2 (\/ )+ /e, B(T ) 17 (Flog F).

Proof. The proof is based on the following Lemma and Lemma 23 By the triangle
inequality it follows that

War (FTL, T1) < Wz (FILE TG ) + Wi r (I TTE ).

Then (23] follows from Lemma and Lemma 23] and (2.7 is a direct consequence of
(23) and (2.4]). O

Let p = ¢ for £ € €. Then (26]) holds for ¢, = 0, so that ([27) becomes
W o (FIIE T )? < o T (F log F).
This inequality also follows from the following lemma since in this case we have p = pkh = .
Lemma 2.2. Assume (A1)-(A3). For any p € P(€¢) and T > 0,

(2.8) W o (FII, HZ;)Q < (T (Flog F), F >0, II(F) = 1.



Proof. The main idea of the proof is taken from [23] Proof of Theorem 1.1], which indeed

goes back to [5]. According to (b) in the proof of [23] Theorem 1.1], we may and do assume

that yo = 0¢,& € €. In this case I = HC:T = II{. For a positive bounded measurable
F

function F on C([0,T];€) such that IIf (F) = 1 and inf F' > 0, define

b dm(s)

m(t) == E(F(Xjpn)|F) and L(t) := o m(s)

, te€]0,T],

where E is the expectation taken for the probability measure P. Then m(t) and L(t) are
square-integrable .%;-martingales under P due to inf F' > 0 and the boundedness of F'. Note
by the It6 formula that

(2.9) m(t) = eLO-2(L)®),

where (L)(t) denotes the quadratic variation process of L(t), and, by the martingale repre-
sentation theorem, e.g., [0, Theorem 6.6], there exists a unique R™-valued .%;-predictable
process h(t) such that

(2.10) L{t) = /0 t(h(s),dW(s)>.

Since F(Xjor)) is Fr-measurable and (L)(t) = [, |h(s)|?ds, it then follows from (Z3) and
(210) that

FXoa) = () =exp | [ o)awe) - [ phisppas)
Let
(2.11) dQ = F(Xjo.z)dP.

Then Q is a probability measure on §2 due to Hg(F ) = 1. To prove the desired inequality,
we need to characterize II{ (F'log F') and W, ¢ (FIIE, TIE) respectively.

(i) Recalling that F(Xjo 1) = m(T'), m(t) is a square-integrable .7;-martingale under P,
and observing that h(s) is .#,-measurable, we have

(2.12) Eg|h(s)[* = E(m(T)|h(s)[*) = E(|h(s)"E(m(T)|F)) = E(|A(s)[*m(s)).

Moreover, by the Ito formula

d(m(s)logm(s)) = (1 +logm(s))dm(s) + d
(2.13)

= (1 +logm(s))dm(s) + s



where we have used the fact that
d(m)(s) = m*(s)d(L)(s) = m*(s)|h(s)[*ds.

Since m(t) is a square-integrable .Z;-martingale under P, integrating from 0 to 7" and taking
expectations with respect to P on both sides of (ZI3), we get

1" 1 [
(2.14)  If(Flog F) = E(m(T)logm(T)) = 5/ E(m(t)|h(t)]?)dt = 5/ Eg|h(t)|dt.
0 0
(ii) Recalling that m(t) is a square-integrable .#-martingale under P, we deduce from
the Girsanov theorem that

t
(2.15) W) = W) — / h(s)ds
0
is an m-dimensional .%;-Brownian motion on the probability space (£2,.#,Q). Reformulate
@I as
(2.16) {d{X (t) — G(X)} = {b(X:) + o(X)h(t)}dt + o(X)dW (), ¢ € [0,T),
' X, =¢.

Noting that the law of Xy under P is Hg and dQ = F(Xjo,n)dP, for any bounded mea-
surable function G on C([0,7];¢), we have

Eo(G (X)) = E(FG)(Xo,n) = II{ (FG).

Hence the law of X|g ) under Q is F’ Hg. Next, consider the following equation

(2.17) {d{Y(t) — G(Y)} = b(Y)dt + o(Y)dW(t), tel0,T],

Yo=¢.

Since W(t) is the Brownian motion under Q, we conclude that the law of Y|y 7} under Q is
H?. This, together with X = Yy and the law of Xo7) under Q is F’ Hg, leads to

(2.18) W,z (FIIE, TIE)? < Bgpl (Xjor, Yor)® = Bo( sup |X(1) = Y()]?).

0<t<T

Now, combining (ZI8]) with (ZI4]), we need only to prove the inequality

(2.19) IE@( sup \X(t)—Y(t)|2> < @/0 Eq|h(t)[2dt.

Let M(t) = (X(t) =Y (t)) + (G(Y;) — G(X;)). By (A1) and the inequality

(2.20) (a+b)? <1 +e)(a®+b*/e), € >0,
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we obtain that

(2.21) IM(s)” < (1+r)(1X(s) = Y () +|G(Ys) — G(X,) P/ k)
' < (14 r)*1X, = Va2,
and
[ X (s) = Y(s)]* = [M(s) + (G(X,) = G(Yo))?
(2.22)

1
<kl X, - Yi|Z + E|M(S)|2

It thus follows from Xy = Y| that

(223)  (1—n)* sup |X(s) = Y(s)]* < sup [M(s)|* < (14 k) sup [X(s) - Y(s)|*.

0<s<t 0<s<t 0<s<t
By (A2), (A3) and Ito’s formula, one has
d[M(1)* < 2(M(t), (o (Xt) - U(Yi))dW(t»

+ (2% M) [R()] = M]|X, = Yi]2 ),

which, together with the inequality 2ab < §a? + b?/d, § > 0, and (Z21]), gives that

(2.24)

dIM(8)]> < 2(M(t), (0(Xy) — o(Yy)dW (1))
(2.25) A3
+ ( 5

Due to the Burkhold-Davis-Gundy inequality and (A2), this implies that

E(sup | M (s) )<4\FE@ /\M X, — Y||2ds)

0<s<t

(L 2RO + (6 = M)IIX = Vil2)dt, 8> 0.

t
#6-0)Be [ 1~ Villds + 220+ [ Balhts)ds

AN
< (((5—>\1) +—2 EQ/ I1X, — Ya|% ds+aE@<Os<uEt|M(s)|2)
1
M/O Eq|h(s)|%ds, &> 0,e € (0,1).

By an approximation argument using stopping times, we may assume that Eq ( SUPg<o<s | M (5) |2> <
00, so that this is equivalent to

(0— M)t 4\
l—¢ * e(l1—¢)

As(1+k)? /t ,
s0—2) J, Eglh(s)|*ds, 6 >0,e € (0,1).

Eq( sup [M(s)?) < ( )Ee [ X~ Yilds

0<s<t
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Thus, [2.23)) yields that
(6 — M)t + 4>\2

Eo( sup |X(s) ~ Y(s)?) < 25, / X, — Y 2.ds

(2.26) 0ost e(1—e)(1 -
5(33(/1{;(’;)_ 5 /0 Eg|h(s)[2ds, §>0,c € (0,1).

Then, by the Gronwall inequality,

As(1+ k)2 exp |22 7] /TIE |(t)[*dt
O(1— )21 —¢) o

Eo( sup |X(1) - Y () <

0<t<T

holds for all § > 0 and € € (0,1). Taking e = § and § = A\{ + 2T) , we obtain

ANg(1+ k)*Texp [1 + 2Lt ] or

(1-x)2 )
(1 — K)2{2TA\ + (1 — )2} /0 Eg|h(t)|*dt.

(2.27) EQ( sup \X(t)-Y(t)\?) <

0<t<T
On the other hand, if A\; > 0, taking 6 = A\;/2 in (225 we obtain

t 4 1 2 t
2.98 E X, —Y, 2ds§M Eo|h(s)|2ds.
Q 0 o0 )\% 0 Q

Combining this with ([2.26]) with 6 = A\; we derive

Eo( sup [X() - V(D)) < A3(1”)2( (16A2A + lig) /OTIEQ|h(s)|2ds.

0<t<T T M1 =r)2\e(1—e)\

Taking the optimal choice

4o
4/ Xa + VI6ds + A1

E =

we conclude that

Eo( sup IX(0) = Y()P) <

0<t<T

As(1 4+ K)2(4y/ 25 + V16X + 1)? [T )
N ) i Eglh(s)|“ds.
1

Combining this with (227)) we prove ([2Z.19), and hence, finish the proof. O
Lemma 2.3. Let (A1) and (A2) hold. Then
(2.29) W (I 110)? < B(T)Wa (v, ), p,v € P(6).

Proof. Let {X(t)}1>0, {Y () }+>0 be the solutions to (1) with X, = £ and Y, = 7, where
¢ and n are ¥-valued random variables with distributions p and v respectively and are
independent of W (-) such that

(2.30) E([l€ = nll%) = Wa(v, 1)



Then it suffices to show that
(2.31) E( sup |IX, = YilZ) < BT)E(l¢ - nll2).

t€[0,7]
Let h = 0. We have W = W so that ([225) still holds for W in place of W. Combining it
with (2.27]), we obtain that when A; > 0,

t 1 1
(2.32) B [ 11X, - Yilds < SEMOF < A+ x)”
0 A1 A

——Ell¢ —nl%.

Similarly, since in the present case h = 0 and according to Z21)), |M(0)|? < (1+k)?|E—n|%,
we may take § = 0 in the argument leading to (2.20]) to derive that

E( sup [X(s) = ¥ (5)])

0<s<t

(2.33)

e [ - viggas + U me e

for e € (0,1). When A; > 0, combining this with ([2Z32]) we arrive at

E( sup [1X - V%) <E( sup [X(s) = Y(5)]*) + B¢ —nll%

te[0,T) 5€[0,T)
(1+r)2/ 1 4, )
<1 ( ) E|¢ — 1.
= { P e Rl il
Taking
. 2v/ Ay
2V + VAN F N

we deduce that
E( sup X, - Yill2)

te[0,7
(2.34) 9
14+ K)%(2v A0 + V4 + A)?
: (1 " ( ) (>\1(12— K)? 2N E[§ = nll%, A >0.

In general, by the Gronwall inequality, (2.33)) yields that

E( sup 1% - II2) <E( sup |X(s) = Y (5)]*) + B¢ — nll%

te[0,T] s€[0,T]

(14 k)? AL + 4N 2
: <1 T an o g K)2TDE”5 ~ 7l

Taking € = % we obtain

2(1+ k)? 2\ + 16\
B s X0 - Vi) < (1 T o [B 0] Yl - al
te[0,T] (1—r) (1—r)

Combining this with (Z34]) we prove (Z31), and hence, finish the proof. O




Remark 2.1. Obviously, when A; > 0 both «a(7") and S(7") are bounded in 7', so that
Theorem [ZT] works also for T' = oo, i.e. on the global free path space C([0, 00); €). Precisely,
let II,, and II¢ denote the distribution of Xg ) with initial distributions p and d¢ respectively,

let 11p(d€) = e (F)pu(de), and let

pc(&,1) = 8Up poc (&, 1), §,71 € C([0, 00); ).
If A\; > 0, then Theorem 2.1l implies
V2231 + /) (VA2 + V16X + \)

FI11,,11,) < Flog F
Wz,Poo( o H) - (1 o H))\l ( 0g )
1+ k)(2 + V4 a + A
+ <1+( )y + v i, 1))W2,p(u,w)~
0=V
In general, for any A\; € R, we can find A > 0 and constants C1(A), C2(A) > 0 such that
(235) W2,Poo,A (FH“, HH) S Cl()\) HH(F lOg F) -+ CQ()\)WQ,[)(,M, :U’F)v
where

poog(g, 77) = Stg%]) {e_Mpoo(gtaﬁt)}a ga ne C([O> OO); Cg)

A;+8A2
(1-k)2 >

Indeed, for any A >

(2.36) Ze‘””{a(n) + B(n)} < oo.

Noting that
Poo, A Z —2A(n= 1 On} ﬁ[O,n})zv

we have

o0
2 —2X(n—1)11/2
W = Ze W -

n=1
Combining this with Theorem 2T and (2.30)), we may find finite constants C (), Co(A) > 0
such that (2.35) holds.

3 The weighted L? distance on C([0,00); %)

Since for a fixed 7' > 0 the L?-distance on C([0,T];%) is dominated by the uniform norm,
the corresponding transportation cost inequality is weaker than that derived in Section 2.
So, in this section we only consider the global path space C([0,00);%). Let

(31) pen? == [ 160) - nO)Pas, &nes.
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and for A > 0 let

(3.2) par(E ) = / e NpalE )2, &7 € C([0,00); 7).

As mentioned in Remark 2.1, let II, and II¢ denote the distribution of X ) with initial
distributions p and &g respectively. Let pp(d€) = I (F)p(dE).

To derive the transportation cost inequality w.r.t. ps x, we need the following assumptions
to replace (A1) and (A2) in the last section.

(B1) There exists a constant k € [0,1) such that |G(£) — G(n)| < kpa(&,m), {,n € F.
(B2) There exist constants k; € R, ks > 0 and a probability measure A on [—7, 0] such that

2((&( — G(&) + G (), b(&) = b(n)) + lo(&) — o(n)|ls
—E1€(0) — 7(0)* + s / €(6) — n(6)PA(d9).

A simple example such that (B1) and (B2) hold is that

::ﬁ/ﬂgwme

£) = c1€(0 /’g YA, (d6),
€) = c5€(0 /‘g )As(d6)

for some constants k € (0,1),¢; € R and some finite measures Ay, Ay on [—7,0].

Theorem 3.1. Assume (B1), (B2) and (A3). Let po(&,1)? = [£(0)—n(0)[*+p2(&,m)%,&,m €
C. Let p € P(€) and F be non-negative measurable function F on C([0,00);€) such that
I,(F) = 1.

(1) ]f k‘l > k‘g then
V2XA{1 + (14 k)?}
ki — ko

kot +1+k
+ \/T = Wags, (1, o).
ki — ko

W2,p2,o (H/MFHM) < Hu(F 10g F)

(2) If k1 < ky then for any A > 1 k)2’
\/2)\ {1+ (1+k)?}
ki — ko + A1 —k)?

AE(1— k)T + ko + 14k
T4 [T+
ML= k)2 + ky — Ky

W2,P2,A (H FII )

I1,(Flog F)

Wa o (11 o).
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As explained in the proof of Theorem 2] that the result follows immediately from Lem-
mas and B.4] below. To prove these lemmas, we first collect some simple facts.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (B1). Lett > 0,\A > 0,6, € C([0,t];%), and A be a probability
measure on [—,0]. Let

M(s) = &(s) — i(s) — G(&) + G (7).
Then
1) fyeds [7|€(s +0) — (s + 0)PA(d) < 7pa(Eo,70)? + Jy e IE(s) — 7i(s)[2ds.

) Jo e MM (s)Pds < (1+ )7 [y e*[€(s) — n(s)[Pds + (1 + k)kTpa (o, 70)*.
3) Jo e IE(s) — (s)Pds < g Jo €M () Pds + 17 pa (€0, 7o)
Proof. (1) By the Fubini theorem, We have

/ ‘Asds/ E(s +0) — 7(s + O)PA(dD)
= [ agan) [ 1)~ o Pas

< [ e ts) = s) s + mpalo. )
0
(2) By (B1) and applying (2.20) to € = k, we obtain
(3-3) [M ()] < (1+&){I€(s) = () + kpa(&s, 715)* }-
Then .
/0 |M(s)]?e™*ds < (1+ k) / {\5 (8)]? + kpa(&s, 7s)? } —Asds.

On the other hand, taking A(df) = 2d6 on [—T,0], we have

(3.4) / palEer )% ds < / E(s) — i(s)Peds + 7pa(Eo, )

Therefore, the second assertion follows.
(3) By (B1) and (Z20) with € = 1%, we have

_ B o 1 -
€)= ()" < kpa(€e,m)” + 7= IM(s)[.
Combining this with ([3.4]) we arrive at

/ E(s) — 7(s) Peds

<k/ 1€(s) 2o ds + kT pa (&, 7o) +—/ | M (s)|2e*ds.

This implies the third assertion. O

12



Lemma 3.3. Assume (B1), (B2) and (A3).
(1) [f ki > ko then

203{1+ (14 k)*}?
Wvaz,o(FHM>HMF)2 < > (kl I k2)2

M, (Flog F), F>0,I,(F)=1.

(2) [f ki < ko then fOT’ any A > (klz—_kk)l%

203{1 + (14 k)?}?
W2,P2,,\(FHM>H;€F)2 <

II,(FlogF), F>0,I,(F)=1.
“ {k1 — ko + A1 — k)?}2 u(F'log F), > 0,1L,(F)

Proof. By an approximation argument, it suffices to prove the result for Hg and pg, , in place
of II,, and py » respectively with arbitrary 7' > 0, where

T
pg,)\(ga 77)2 = /0 e_)\th(gb ﬁt)2dt> §> 77 € C([O> T]’ Cg)

As indicated in the proof of Lemma that we may and do assume p = d¢. Let h, W(t), Q,
X(t),Y(t) and M(t) be constructed in the proof of Lemma 22 It suffices to prove that

T T
(3.5) Bo [ e palXo Yokt < COVEG [ (0P
0 0

for
{1+ (1+k)2)?

(k1 —ko)*
Aa{l+ (1+k)*}?
{k1 — ko + A(1 — k)2}?

By (B2), (A3) and Itd’s formula, we obtain

lfk‘l >k’2,)\20,
CA) =
k1

if ki < ko, A > ff_‘k)

d[M(0) = 2(M (1), {o(X) — o (¥))}dW (1))

< {kz 0 [X(¢+60) = Y (£ +60)PA() + 20/ A M (2)] - [h(1)] — k| X (1) — Y(t)\2}dt

< i [ 1640 - Y+ 0Pa@0) + 2O+ M0 - kX0 - YO fat
for 6 > 0. Thus, for any A > 0,
UM MO} — 267 (2), {o(X) — o (¥} (1)

(3.6) < e_”{’@ /_ ) | X (t+6) = Y(t+0)]*A(dF)

+ %h(t)ﬁ + (6 = N)|M@))? — k1| X (t) — Y(t)|2}dt, 5> 0.
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(a) Let k; > ky and A = 0. Combining (B.6) with Lemma 32 and noting that Xy = Yj,
we obtain

T 0
0< E@/ e_)‘t{k‘z IX(t+6) = Y(t+6)2A(d6)
0

—T

As|h(t)]”
)

- + 8| M(t)]? — k| X (t) — Y(t)|2}dt

T T
< (k#5047 [ e VEQlX (0~ V(P + 5 [ Ealh)ar

Taking

5o ke
14 (14 k)

we arrive at

T on o A{l+ (1K) [T )
/OeAE@X(t)—Y(m < S /OEQ|h(t)|dt.

Since by Lemma and Xy = Yy we have fOT p2(X,, Y)%ds < fOT | X (t) — Y (t)|*dt, this
implies (B.0) for A = 0 and the desired constant C(0).
(b) Let ky < kg and A > (kf__kk)lz. Similarly to (a), by taking

5_k1—k2+A(1—k)2
1+ (1—k)?

in (3.6), we obtain

T T ’
By [ e Yt < By [ e x) -v(OPar o) [ Eglhar
0 0 ’

Therefore, (B.5) holds. ]
Lemma 3.4. Assume (B1) and (B2). Let

p2(&,m)* = 1€(0) = n(0)* + pa(&,m)*.

Then for any A € [0,00) N (%, 00),

Ae(1— k)T + kot + 14k
N1 — k)2 + by — ko

W27p2,A (Hua Hu)2 < <7_ + )Wlﬁz (,U, l/)2, JIRZAS c@(%)

Proof. Let £, n be ¢-valued random variables with distributions p and v respectively, which
are independent of W ([0, 00)) such that

(3.7) Epa(&,m)? = Wa s, (11, v)°.
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By (B2) and It6’s formula,
d{e MM ()P} = 2e7(M (1), {o(X,) — o(Y2)}dW (1))

< e—”{k2 /0 1 X(t+0) =Y (t+0)*Ad) — k| X () — Y(t)]* — >\|M(t)|2}dt.
Then, it follows from Lemma that
E{|M(O)|2 + /OT e Mk — ko — M1 — k)2Y X () — Y ()2dt
+ k(1 = k)T + kar}pa(€, n)z} > 0.

Since due to (B3)

[M(0)* < (14 k)IE(0) = n(0)[* + k(1 + k)pa(&,m)* < (1+k)pa(€,m)*,

this implies that

A(1— k)T + kor + 14k

Ep 2 T>0.
NItk e&m T>0

E/T M X (1) — Y ()2dt <

Combining this with Lemma B2(1) for A(df) = 1df on [—,0], we conclude that

Ae(1— k)T + kor + 14k
A1 — k)2 +ky — ks

Wap, (1L, 11,)* < E / e M py( Xy, Vp)2dt < (T + )Eﬁz(ﬁm)2-
0

Therefore, the proof is finished according to (31). O

4 An Extension of Theorem [3.1] to neutral functional
SPDEs

In this section we shall discuss the transportation cost inequalities for the laws of seg-
ment processes of a class of neutral functional SPDEs in infinite-dimensional setting. Let
(H,{-,-),|-|) be a real separable Hilbert space, let 4 = C([—,0]; H) be equipped with the

uniform norm p(&,n) = [|€ — 1|, and let pL, py and py , be defined by 1), (1)) and B2)
respectively. Let .Z(H) (resp. Zus(H)) be the set of all bounded (resp. Hilbert-Schmidt)

operators on H equipped with the operator norm || - || (resp. Hilbert-Schmidt norm |- ||gs)-

Let (A, Z2(A)) be a self-adjoint operator on H with spectrum o(A) C (—o0, —Ag] for
some constant \g > 0, and let G,b: ¢ — H and 0 : € — £ (H) be Lipschitz continuous.
Consider the neutral functional SPDE

A Z(t) — G(Z)} = {AZ(t) + b(Z)}dt + o(Z)dW (1), te[0,T],
(4.1) P
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where (W (t)):>0 is the cylindrical Wiener process on H with respect to a complete probability
space (92,.#,P) with natural filtration {# };>0. Throughout the section, we assume that
equation (4.I)) has a unique mild solution, which, by definition, is a continuous adapted
H-valued process {Z(t)};>_, such that Z, = £ and

2() = 4E0) - GO} + Gz + | ' AeIAG(Z,)ds

t t
+/ e(t‘s)Ab(Zs)ds+/ t=945(Z)dW (s), t>0
0 0

holds. For concrete conditions implying the existence and uniqueness of mild solution, we
refer to e.g. [4, Theorem 3.2] and [3| Theorem 6].

Let II,, be the distribution of {Z,},>¢ with initial distribution p. To establish the trans-
portation cost inequality, we further need the following conditions.

(C1) There exist constants A\; € R and Ay > 0 such that
2(£(0) = n(0) + G(n) = G(£), AE(0) — An(0) + b(&) — b(n))

+ e (©) = o is < AllE = 1o,
lo(€) — a()llzzs < A2llE = nlloo,

for £,1 € € with £(0),n(0) € Z(A).
(C2) There exist constants &; € R, Ry > 0 and a probability measure A on [—7, 0] such that
2(€(0) = n(0) + G(n) = G(€), AE(0) — An(0) + b(&) — b(n)) + |o(€) — o(n) || s
< —Rale(0) = n(O) + s / £(6) — n(6) PA(a6)

for &,n € € with £(0),n(0) € Z(A).

Obviously, (C1) (resp. (C2)) holds provided b,o and AG (i.e. G takes vale in Z(A))
are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. p (resp. pa).

Let £ € € and T > 0 be fixed, and as before let Hg denote the law of Zjo 1) := (Z¢)iepo,n)-
For any F' > 0 such that II{ (F) = 1, let Q,m(t) be defined in the proof of Lemma 22 with

Xio,1) replaced by Zjo 7. For the H-valued .%;-Brownian motion W defined by ([2I5) and on
the probability space (€2, #,Q), (A1) can be rewritten as

(12) {d{Z(t) +G(Z)} = {AZ(t) + b(Z,) + o(Z,)h(t)}dt + o(Z,)dAW (1),
' Z(] - 5

Consider the following equation

(4.3) {d{Y@) +G(Y)} = {AY () + b(Yy) }dt + o (YV,)dW (1),

Yo =¢&.
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Then M(t) := Z(t) — Y (t) + G(Y;) — G(Z,) solves the following equation

dM(t) = {A(Z(t) = Y (1) + b(Z) — b(Y3) + o(Z,)h(t)}dt
+(0(Z) — o(Y2))dW (),
Yo = Zo.
Then repeating the proofs of Theorem P.I] and Theorem [B.]] respectively, we obtain the
following results.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (Al),(A3) and (C1l). Let p € P(€¢) and F be non-negative
measurable function F on C([0,00);€) such that 11,,(F) = 1. Then

Wa e (FIU ) < /B(T)Wa,p (1, png) + v/ a(T)/TTE(Flog F),
where a(T) and B(T) are defined by (Z2) and Z3J) with A\, and Xy replaced by Ny and Xy

respectively.

Theorem 4.2. Assume (B1), (C2) and (A3). Let p € P(¥) and F be non-negative
measurable function F on C([0,00);€) such that 11,,(F) = 1.

(1) [f K1 > Ra, then

V2Xs{1 + (1 + £)*}

K1 — Ko

FoT + 14k
+\/T+27W202(,U ).
K1 — Ko

W2,p2,o(Hua FHM) <

IL,(F log F)

(2) If k1 < Ra, then for any A > E‘flz_—:)l%
m‘{l + (1+ x)?}
51_’12‘1‘)\(1—&)

M(1—R)T+Ror+ 1+ K
A1 — K)2 4+ Ry — Ro

Wlﬁz,x(n FII )

II,,(F'log F')

W2,p2 (:U’a MF) .
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