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Abstract

In this paper, the weak Harris theorem developed in [1§] is illustrated by using
a straightforward Wasserstein coupling, which implies the exponential ergodicity
of the functional solutions to a range of neutral type SDEs with infinite length of
memory. A concrete example is presented to illustrate the main result.
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1 Introduction

The erodicity theory is a rich and active area in the study of Markov processes and related
topics. Existing results include both qualitative characterizations (for instance, existence
and uniqueness of invariant probability measures, strong Feller property, irreducibility)
and quantitative estimates (convergence rate of Markov transition semigroups, gradient
and heat kernel estimates, etc.). Among many other references, we would like to mention
[9, 11 15 16, 23] 29] for the study of non-degenerate stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) and stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs), and [1l 12} [13] 14 17, 22
27, 31] for degenerate SDEs/SPDEs. In these references, several different probability
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distances (for example, total variational distance, L? distance, and Warsserstein distance)
have been adopted to measure the convergence rate of Markov transition semigroups.
Efficient tools developed in the literature include functional inequalities (for instance,
weak Poincaré, Poincaré, and log-Sobolev inequalities), Lyapunov type criteria, Harris’
theorem, and coupling method, etc.

For path-dependent SDEs (i.e., the coefficients depend on the history), which are also
called functional SDEs or SDEs with memory, the solutions are no longer Markovian.
In this case, one investigates the functional solutions (i.e., the segment process, also
called window process, of the solutions), which are Markov processes on the path space
determined by the length of memory. However, the above tools mentioned are very hard
to apply to this type infinite-dimensional Markov processes:

e Due to the lack of characterization on Dirichlet forms, functional inequalities are
not yet established;

e The Lyapunov condition on the path space is less explicit since the formulation
of infinitesimal generator is not yet available; on account of the same reason, the
classical coupling argument via coupling operator is invalid;

e Since the functional solutions are highly degenerate (infinite-dimensional Markov
processes with finite-dimensional noises), the classical Harris” theorem does not ap-

ply.

In recent years, some new approaches have been developed to investigate the ergod-
icity and related properties for path-dependent SDEs. When the noise term is path-
independent and the drift depends only on a finite segment of path, the ergodicity under
the total variational distance was investigated in [§], while gradient estimates and Har-
nack type inequalities (which in particular imply the strong Feller and irreducibility) have
been established in [2] B 82], 30], to name a few, by using coupling by change of mea-
sures. When the noise part is also path-dependent, but both drift and noise parts depend
only on a fixed length of past path, a weak Harris’ theorem has been established in [I§]
to derive the exponential ergodicity under the Wasserstein distance. In case the noise is
path-dependent, we would like to emphasize that the ergodicity under the total variational
distance and the strong Feller property are not available since the laws of functional solu-
tions with different initial data are mutually singular. The weak Harris’ theorem has been
applied in, e.g., [7, 10, 20, 26] to establish the ergodicity for highly degenerate stochastic
dynamical systems including Markov processes with random switching.

In this paper, we aim to investigate the exponential ergodicity for path-dependent
SDEs of neutral type and with infinite length of memory. Such kind of model fits more
real world systems whose time evolution depends on the whole history (cf. [2I, Chapter
6]). Intuitively, the farer the history, the weaker the influence to the evolution of the
system. So, in the following we will take a reference norm on the path space which
indicates that the influence of history exponentially decay when the time goes to —oo.

For an integer d > 1, let (R%, (-,-),|-|) be the standard d-dimensional Euclidean space,
and RY @ R? the family of all d x d-matrices equipped with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm



|-|las. € = C((—o0,0]; RY) stands for the space of all continuous maps f : (—oo, 0] — R%.
For a map f(-) : (—00,00) — R?, define its segment map f. : [0,00) — € by setting

fil0) = f(t+0), t>0,0€ (—o0,0.

For a fixed number r € (0, 00), let

G={oe@: ol = sw (]6(0)]) < oo}.

—00<6<0

Then, (%, | - ||-) is a Polish space. The norm || - ||, fits the intuition of exponential decay
with regard to the influence of history; that is, the contribution to the norm from the
history at time § < 0 has a minus exponential discount e’". For any § € (—oo,0], let
&(0) = 0, a d-dimensional zero vector.

Consider the following path-dependent SDE on R? of neutral type

(11)  d{X(t) — G(X)} = b(X)dt + o(X)dW (t), t>0, Xo=£(€C,

where G,b : 6, — R? and 0 : 6, — R? ® R? are measurable with G(&) = 0, (X)s>o is
the segment process associated with (X (¢))i0, (W (t))i>0 is the d-dimensional Brownian
motion on a complete filtration probability space (2, .Z#, (%;)i>0, P). For more motivating

examples of ([LLT), please refer to [21, p.201-2].
A continuous adapted process (X());>o is called a solution to (ILI]) with the initial
value Xy, if P-a.s.

X (1) = X(0) + G(X,) — G(Xy) + /t b(X,)ds + /ta(Xs)dW(s), t>0.

We call (X%),~o a functional solution to (1) with the initial value X§ = & € %,.
To investigate the exponential convergence of P;(, -) under the metric W, , we impose
the following assumptions.

(A0) b and o are continuous and bounded on bounded subsets of %, and there exists
« € (0,1) such that

G(&) =Gl < all€ =l &neG.

(A1) There exists a constant Ly > 0 such that
(€(0) =n(0) + G(n) = G(&),b(§) = b(n)) " +lo(€) —a(n)lliis < LollE —nll7, &€

(A2) For each & € €, 0(§) is invertible, and supgeq, { |0 (&)|| + lo (&)~} < oo;

(A3) There exists a continuous function V' : ¢, — Ry with lim¢, oo V(§) = oo such
that
BV(§) < Ke"'V(§) + K

holds for some constants K,~ > 0.



Theorem 1.1. Let (AO) and (A1) hold. Then (1) has a unique solution. Moreover,
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

E|X{7 < O+ [€7)e!, t20, €.

In the case G = 0, the existence and uniqueness of solutions has been investigated
in, e.g., [21 24, 33] under the local Lipschitz and coercive conditions. When the length
of memory is finite, the local Lipschitz condition was developed in [28] by the local weak
monotone condition. Theorem [[T] extends the result of [28] to path-dependent SDEs of
neutral type and with infinite length of memory. Since we are interesting in ergodicity of
the functional solutions, we are not going for giving a proof for this Theorem.

Next, we consider the ergodicity of the functional solutions to (II]). In the situation
of Theorem [T} for any £ € %, let (X(t));>0 be the unique solution to (LI with the
initial datum X§ = £. Then, the functional solution (X),~ is a Markov process with the
semigroup

Pf(€) =Ef(Xy) = | JBE ), 120, [ € B(€) EE,

where P,(€, ) is the distribution of X*. As explained above, P,(, ) does not converges in
the total variational distance. To investigate the ergodicity, we will take the Wasserstein
distance induced by the distance

(1.2) pr(&n) = 1A[E =1l &neE.

For any p, v € Z(%,), the collection of all probability measures on %, the L'-Warsserstein
distance between p and v induced by p, is defined by

(1.3 Woer) = nf [ pemmiac.an),

TEE (1,v)

where € (u, v) is the set of all couplings of p and v; that is, m € € (u,v) if and only if 7
is a probability measure on %, x %, such that 7(- X ¢,) = p and 7(%, x -) = v.

Condition (A1) with G(&) = 0 implies (H2) and (H3) and according to Theorem
[Tl yields the existence and uniqueness of (I.I]). For the Lyapunov function V in (A3),
let

prv(&n) =V (EnA+VE) + V), &neEE.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (H1) and (A1)-(A3). Then P; has a unique invariant probability
measure 7, and there exist constants ¢, \ > 0 such that

(1.4) W, (uPr,vP) < ce W,  (u,v), pve P(E),t>0.
Consequently, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(1.5) W, (P&, ), m) S Ce ™M1+ V(E), t>0.
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The proof of Theorem is based on the weak Harris’ theorem developed in [I§]; see
Theorem 2] below for more details. To meet the conditions of this theorem, one has to
overcome the difficulties caused by the infinite length of memory.

Unlike conditions (A1) and (A2) which are explicitly imposed on the coefficients, the
Lyapunov condition (A3) is set by means of the semigroup P, which is less explicit. In
many cases, one may verify (A3) by using the Lyapunov condition

(1.6) ZLV(E) < =NV () +¢c, £€E,

for some constants ¢, A\ > 0, where £ is the extended generator corresponding to the
semigroup (F;):>0. However, as already explained before, .Z is not yet available for the
present model. Indeed, there are a number of examples satisfying (A3) but not (L6); see,
e.g., [B] for such an example on path-dependent SDEs without dissipativity. In this spirit,
we present below explicit conditions for (A3).

Proposition 1.3. Let g € Z((—o0,0]) such that

(1.7) 3r (o) ::/ e 2 119 (d) < oo,

— 00

and set

(1) 8= (14 Var + azd () -

Then (A3) holds for V(&) := ||€]|? provided that the following two conditions hold:

(1) For any & € 6,, there exist constants oy, ag > 0 with oy + o6, (po) < 1 such that

0

(1.9) G(E) < anlEO) + a / £(6) 2o (d6).

—00

(13) There exist constants co, A1, A > 0 with v := Ay — 2rf — X\2d, (o) > 0 such that

0

(1.10)  2(£(0) = G(£),b(&)) + llo(©)llizs < co — MlE(0)* + )\2/ [€(0)[*110(d0),

—00

0

(111) @) ls < o 1+ €O + |

—00

£(0) 210(d9)).

To conclude this section, we present below a concrete example to illustrate Theorem
1.2l



Example 1.4. Let po(df) = ’"Oedﬁ € Z((—0o0,0]) for some ro > 2r and let

—71/ £(0)110(d9), a<s>:1+72/ (1A €(9) ) o 9),

b(E) = —13£(0) — 1 (£(0 / EO)a(d0)) +7s / £(0)1o(d6)

for some constants v; > 0,1 =1, -
(1.12)

2 2 2
Vi <ro(ro—2r) and 2y > 2r<1 + n )) + ( V2 " (5 + 7173)
To

ro(ro — 2r To — 2r) ro(ro — 2r)
assertions in Theorem 1.4 hold.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, Theorem is
proved by using weak Harris’ theorem and asymptotic coupling. In Section 4, we prove
Proposition and Example [[L4

2 Proof of Theorem

For simplicity, we introduce the following notation. Let f,g € C(R;R?), define
(2.1) M) = f(t) = G(fr), AP(t) =N (1) = A(t), ¢>0.

By (A0) and using ¢ = %=, we obtain

||2 — |Af7g(t)|2
" o

11— +allfi — all?.

[f() =g < (1 +e)[AMOF + (1 +e7)a?| f — g

When fy = go, this implies

T T8 1 T8 T
e fi — gl = sup (€] f(s) — g(s)[*) < 1 sup (€ *[AT9(s)?) + ae®|| f; — gi7,
0<s<t — O 0<s<t
so that
(2.2) | fy — gell? < 5 sup (e7°[AT9(s)]),  fo=go
(1 ) 0<s<t
Similarly,
‘s 1 T8
(2.3) e fll? < ——Ifoll? + sup (e*”*|A7(s)[?).

T_l_ ( a>20 <s<t

We shall complete the proof of Theorem by the aid of weak Harris’ theorem intro-
duced in [I§]. For readers’ convenience, we state it below in details. We first recall some
notions.



Definition 2.1. Let X be a Polish space, and (P;):>o a Markov semigroup with transition
kernel P,(&,-) on X.

(1) A continuous function V' : X — R, is called a Lyapunov function for (P):>, if
there exist constants v, K > 0 such that

24 RVE = [VOREW) KTV K, (X, 20
(2) A function p : X x X — [0,1] is said to be distance-like if it is symmetric, lower
semi-continuous, and p(§,n) = 0 if and only if £ = 7.
(3) A set A C X is said to be p-small for P, if there exists ¢ € (0, 1) such that
Wo(B(E, ), Pi(n,-)) ST —e, &neA,
where W, is defined as in (IL3)) for (X, p) replacing (%, p;).

(4) p is said to be contractive for P, if there exists € € (0, 1) such that
W (P&, ), Puln, ) < ep(&m), & neX with p(§,n) < 1.

The following result is due to [I8, Theorem 4.8].

Theorem 2.1. Let p be a distance-like function on X x X, and V' a Lyapunov function
such that (24) holds for some constants v, K > 0. If there exists a constant t* > 0 such
that {V < 4K} is p-small and p is contractive for Py, then there exists a constant t > 0
such that

1
WPV(MPthPt) < §WPV(M7 V), Vv e c@(X)a

where py(&,n) == /p(&N)(L+ V() +V(n),&neX.

To apply this result to the present model, for any § > 0 and R > 0, let

prs = 1N (5_1/0r)> Br={§ €% : [[£], < R},

1 3 22" O\ 2 R2
(2.5) trs =1+ 5 log (g—y(m@f‘”g) i 1-a))’

where p, was given in ([Z). Obviously, the metric p, s is equivalent to p,. To check the
conditions in Theorem 2.1] for the present setup, we need to prepare the following four
lemmas concerned, respectively, with the (local) irreducibility, the continuity with respect
to the initial variable, p,s-small property, and p, s-contractive property for the Markov
transition kernel.



Lemma 2.2. Under the conditions of Theorem[L2], for any R,6 > 0,

(2.6) inf P(Xf € Bs) >0, t>tps.
§EBR

Proof. The crucial point of the proof is to apply a standard result (e.g., [0, Lemma 1.8.3])
that a uniform elliptic diffusion process is irreducible. So, below we will compare the
radial process |X¢|(s) with an elliptic diffusion process. For any £ € By and § > 0, let
h € Cg°(R,; R?) such that

(1 —a)
3

where « € (0,1) was introduced in (H1). According to (2.3)), we have

(2.7) h(0) = £(0) — G(€) — (1,0,--,0), |h| <|h(0)], and h(s) =0 for s > 1,

(28)  (L—a)? sup ("[X(w)]*) < (1 - a)|l&]f} + sup (A @), =0,

0<u<s
in which AX* was defined as in (ZI) with f = X¢. Consider the following radial process

62(1 — a)?

(2.9) D(s) = [AX(s) = h(s)* = ——

, s>0.

By It6’s formula, it follows that
d(e**D(s)) = 2re**D(s)ds + e**dD(s)
(2.10) = {27 D(s) + 2(A* () = h(s), b(XS) = W'(s)) + [ o(X$)|[Fis }ls
+ 262 (AX(s) = h(s), o(XE)AW (s)), s> 0.
Define the stopping time
201 _ )2
(2.11) Tzinf{szozemw(sﬂ > %}.

Since D(0) = 0 and D(s) is continuous with respect to s, we have P(7 > 0) = 1. In terms

(29) and (2ZI1]), we therefore have

52(11; O S s ()| > 1D(s)| > . A (s) — h(s) s € [0,7].
As a consequence, we arrive at
(2.12) IAX(s) — h(s)]? > 62(117;“)2, s € [0,7].
Combining (Z12]) with (A2), we obtain from (ZI0) that
d

(2.13) e D(s)) = 46" |0 (X (AN (s) — h(s))? € 1, o], s € [0,7 A ]

!
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for some constants ¢ > ¢; > 0. Herein () means the quadratic variation of a continuous
semi-martingale and ¢ > tg 5, which is to be fixed in what follows. Next, we are going to
claim that (2.I3]) implies that

(2.14) IP( sup (2 D(w))) < L=

0<u<s 18

>>0, s> 0.

To achieve ([2I4)), we extend (e*"*D(s))seo,- into (€*"*D(s))s>0 in the following manner
(2.15) Y(s) = N ID(s AT) + Lpmry (W(s) = WH(r)), s2>0,

where (W1(s))s>0 stands for the first component of (W (s))s>o. Consequently, [2I3) gives
that

d
E<Y(S)> €leg Al,c V1.

By [0, Lemma 1.8.3] and using Y (0) = 0, this yields

(2.16) IP’( sup |Y(u)| < c) >0, sc>0.

0<u<s

Combining this with (2.I1]) and (2.15]), we obtain

IP’( sup (| D(u)|) < M) :IP’< sup (€2 D(u)]) < M

5 < 7')
0<u<s 18 0<u<sAT 18

= B( sup [Y(u)] < M) > 0.

0<u<s 18

So, (ZI4) holds true.
By using the fundamental inequality: |ul®* — [v]* < |u —v|*,u,v € R, and recalling
that h(s) =0 for s > 1, we deduce from (2.8) and £ € Bg that

p( sup (¢p(s))) < T2

0<s<t 18

201 _ N2

< IP)( sup (e2r5|AX§(S) - h($)|2) < Me%“t)
0<s<t 6

201 _ )2

217)  <P( suwp (le%smxﬁ(s)ﬁ—e2"8|h(s)|2) < Me%)
0<s<t \2 6

0<s<t 0<s<1 3
2

)
2rs h 2 o a2rt )
T S )P + e )

(
< P((sup (IAX($)) < 2 sup (e Ju(s)?) + T W)
(



On the other hand, we observe that

P(X¢ € Bs) = P(e—% sup (€2 XE(s)|?) < 52)

—oo<s<t

= (12 v sup (@ X4()P) < ')
0<s<t

> IP’( sup (€| X%(s)]?) < ez’"téz).

0<s<t

Combining this with ([2I4) and (ZI7), it follows that

2 &
R2 2rs h 2 2 A2rt < 27‘t52 t>tps.
1 — + (1 _ Oé)2 Osgljgl(e ‘ (8)‘ ) + 3 € —_ € ) — R75

(2.18)

So it remains to prove (2.I8). By 2.7), (H1), G(£) = 0 and & € Bg, we infer that
5N 2
2 < 2 < -
B < W) < (2R+3) .

which incurs
2rs 2 2r 6 2
sup (e2*|h(s)[?) < e <2R+—> .

0<s<1 3

Then (2.18) holds definitely provided

202 2% e R
207 ot 2R —)
3¢ _(l—a)2( T3) T,

which indeed is true for t > tp ;. O

)

Lemma 2.3. Under conditions of Theorem[L2], there exists a constant K > 0 such that
(2.19) EX; = X7 < KeM' g —nll?, >0, &ne .
Proof. Let A&7(t) = AX“X"(t) be defined by @) with f = X¢ and g = X". Then, as in
(22]) we have

1

(2.20) X = X2 < ———lE =l +

— sup (& [AS7(5)]).

(1 —a)? g<s<t

Thus, to obtain the desired assertion (2.19), it is sufficient to show that

(2:21) 0(t) = E( sup (A(s)?)) < Jel€ —nlP, ¢20, £n€%,

0<s<t

for some constant J > 0. Applying It6’s formula and using (A1) and (AZ2), we obtain
t
AN ()] < 4lle — ll? +/ e {2r[A(s)|* + Lol XE — X77}ds
0
t
2 [ @A), (X9 - (XA s))
0

10



Combining this with (220), (A2) and BDG’s inequality, we find out constants ¢y, ¢z, c3 > 0
such that

L(t) < 4ll€ —nll; + 61/0 {lI€ = nll7 +T(s)}ds

t 1/2
+B( sup (@A) [ e o) (XD )

0<s<t 0

t 1 t
<alle =l +er [ €=l + (o) + 500 + en [ B - X2
0 0

< 20(t) + e+ )€ — nll2 + s / D(s)ds.

[\]

Consequently,

P(t) < 2e5(1+ )€ = l]? + 25 / P(s)ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
D(t) < 2e5(1 + )™ [|€ —n]l.
Therefore, (2.21)) follows from (220) immediately. O

Lemma 2.4. Under conditions of Theorem[L2, for any R, > 0,

2
«
(222> WPT,J(B(£7 )7B(n7 )) <1- é < 17 t > tR,5/47 é-v,r] S BR7

holds for tgs/a in (Z3) and oy == infecp, P(Xf € Bysa).

Proof. For any &, € Bg, let (X, )t>0 be the functional solution to (ILI]) with the initial
value X ¢ = £ €%, and (X >0 the functional solution to (LI]) with the initial datum
X! = n but for an independent Brownian motion (W(t))tzo replacing (W(t))i>0. We
call (Xf , X /) an mdependent couphng of the functional solutions to ([ILI]). In view of the
independence of (X¢);50 and (X! !)i>0, we deduce that

W, (P&, ), Pi(n, ) < E(LA (67HIXE = X7|I,))

1
< §P(Xt§ € Bija, X[ € Byja) + P({X{ ¢ Bsja} U{X] ¢ Bja})

1
=1 — ZP(X; € Bs4)P(X] € Bss)

2
2
<1-2
2
Hence, (2:22)) holds true due to Lemma O

11



Lemma 2.5. Under the conditions of Theorem[L2], for any B € (0, 1) there exist constants
55,t5 > 0 such that

(223> Wﬁr,a (R‘/(gv ')7 Rt(nv )) < 5pr,5(£777)7 t > tﬁv (NS (07 55]

for any &,n € 6, with p,s(&,n) < 1.

Proof. Our proof is based on the Girsanov transform and Warsserstein coupling, which
is more straightforward than the “binding construction” argument adopted in [I8] p.254-
257). For &,n € 6, let (X$)s>0 be the functional solution to (), and let (Y7(s))s>0
solve the following SDE

(2.24) d{Y"(s) — G(Y"} = {b(Ys") + )\Ag’"(s)}ds +o(YNdW(s), s>0, Yj=n,

where A > 0 is a constant, A&7(s) := AX**X"(s) is defined in (ZI). For A > 0 sufficiently
large, the additional drift A\ A®"(s) strongly pushes Y moving toward to X$ whenever
s 1 oo. Indeed, when A > 0 is sufficiently large, for any ro € (0,r), there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that

(2.25) E|XS = Y27 <ce™ (g =l s>0,&n€%E,
and, for any stopping time 7,

(2.26) E|lX5,, — Y

SAT

||2 §C||€_77||§> 8207 fﬂ?ecgr

as shown in the proof of [4], (3.11)],
To compare Y7 with X7 via the Girsanov theorem, let h(s) = Ao~ 1(Y)AS"(s) and
set

R, :zexp(—/ot(h(s),dW(s))—%/Ot|h(s)|2ds>.

Generally, R; may not be a well defined probability density, so we shall restrict it by the
following stopping time

7. = inf {s >0: / |h(s)]*ds > e7H|¢ — 77”?}
0

for some constant ¢ € (0, 1) sufficiently small to be determined later. By Girsanov theo-
rem, dQ. := Ryx,.dP is a probability measure on (2, .#) under which

Wi(s):=W(s)+ /OSATE h(u)du, s>0

is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let 57"(3) solve the SDE

A{Y"(s) = G} = {bY)) + Lo A A(s) Jds + o (Y)AW (s),  s>0, Y=n,

12



where AS7(s) = AXES/"(S). By the weak uniqueness of solutions to (2.24]) up to time t A7,
we have

(2.27) P(X) €)= Qu¥ € ), Vb, =Y., t>0.
To estimate W, ,(P;(&,-), Pi(n,-)), we take the following Wasserstein coupling of P
and Q.:
[I(dw, dw) =(1 A Ripr. ) (w)P(dw)d,, (dw)
(2.28) 4+ (= Ben )" (@) (Benr, — 17 (&)
E[(1 = Rirr. )]

where ¢, is the Dirac measure at point w, and the last term vanishes if E[(1— Rn..)"] =0
which is only possible when & = 7. Combining this coupling with (Z.27), and noting that
prs < 1, we obtain that

Wpr,é(Pt(€7 ')7 Pt(n’ ))
< [ o). T2 @)1, )
QAxQ

< E[prs(X5, YY) (LA Rinr)] + E[(Rinr, — 1)*]
< E[Lpenyprs(X5 Y] + E[Loryors (X5 V)] + E[(Rinr, — 1)*]

Next we are going to estimate three terms above, one-by-one.
Firstly, by ([2:25)), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(2.30) Li(t) < ce ™25 — |, = ce ™ 2p, 5(€,m)

for arbitrary &, n € 6, with p,5(§,n7) < 1. Next, by Holder’s inequality, the strong Markov

property, (ZI9), Z28), Z28), Y%, = Y. due to (ZZ7), and noting that the SDE for
Y coincides with (1)) when s > 7., we obtain that

L(t) < SE[IXF = Yl Lgr<n]
= B[ 1 {EIXE., - V71 }

P(dw)P(d%),

(2.29)

t—Te (a'm'):(XfMEmTE)]

(2.31)
< 57\ B(r. < ) KRB XS, — Y. |2

< VeKeRKP(r < t) prs(€,m)
for any &,n € €, with p,s(&,n) < 1. On the other hand, Chebyshev’s inequality, (H1),
(A1), (A2) and ([2:25) imply

P(r. < 1) < P( / h(s)[ds > e e — n||3)

t
(2.32) < crelle — 2 / E||X¢ — Y7|2ds
0

t

_ Cy €&
§025/ e 0%ds < 2
0

To
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for some constants ¢y, co > 0. Combining (232]) with (Z31)), we may find out a constant
c3 > 0 such that

(2.33) L(t) < c3v/ee™p,s(E,m), &n € G, prs(€n) < 1.
By Holder’s inequality and the definition of the stopping time 7., we obtain
() <ERS, 1
tATe tATe
<Eexp ( - 2/ (h(s), A1V (s)) — / h(s)Pds) — 1
0 0

1/2

< (Eexp (o /0 o |h(s)|2ds>) 1

< e IR 1 < 3e7 g — |2t IR,

where the last step is due to the inequality: e* — 1 < xe”, x > 0. Hence, for any &, 7 € €,
with p,5(&,m) < 1, we infer that

1/ Be- 125 3e-1
Io(t) < V3 ez je — . = Ve 02 py (6 m).
Combining this with (Z29), (Z30) and (2.33)), we arrive at
L 126 Bem
WPr,é (Pt(ga ')a Pt(777 )) S C3{e ot/2 + eKt/2€ +e€ 1/2562 R }pr,5(§a 77)

for any &,n € 6, with p,5(¢,n) < 1. Thus, (2.23) holds by taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently large
and € = § € (0, 1) sufficiently small. O

Proof of Theorem[L2l Since limjg||, o0 V() = 00, there is a constant R > 0 such that
{V < 4K} C Bg. By Lemmas and 24] there exists o > tg /4 such that {V < 4K} is
prs-small and p, s is contractive for P, for any ¢ > ¢, and § > 0. So, in terms of Theorem
2.1, P, has a unique probability measure m, and there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that

1
Pr,5,v (:UPtl’ VPtl) < iwpr,a,v (:u’ V)a V€ 32(%7’)

Combining this with the semigroup property, to prove ([L4)) it suffices to find out a constant
C > 0 such that

(235> me;’v (5§Pt7 517Pt) S Cpr,&,V(gu 77)7 te [07 tl]u 57 n c (gr-

(2.34) W

By ([24) and (2.19), there exists from Holder’s inequality a constant C' > 0 such that

W, (0 Prs 6, P) < En/ pra(XE X1+ V(XE) + V(X))

< \/Epns (XS XDE(L + V(XE) + V(X))

< CVp (& A+V(E) +V(n)
= Cpr,a,v(fjn)
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for any ¢t € [0,t1],&,n € €,. Therefore, (Z30) holds true so that (I4) is available by in
addition taking the equivalence of p, and p, ;.
Next, by ([2.4), we have 7(V) := f%’r Vdr < oo, so that (L4)) implies

W%Mﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ%w@ﬂmﬂhwgmfpw@mh@ﬂ§0€%ﬁ?V®

T

for some constant C' > 0. O

3 Proofs of Proposition and Example 1.4

Proof of Proposition[I.3 . For simplicity, we write X (t) = X¢(t) and X, = X¢. By (23),
it is sufficient to find out a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.1) E( sup (AN < e ((W+ )l + ).

By Fubini’s theorem and integration by substitution, we deduce from (L) that

t 0
//méﬂxw+wmwmw
0 —00
t —s 0 t+6
32) = [ [ e m e X (s o) Puaopds + [ e [ e x (o) Pdsuo(as)
0 —00 —t 0

t
sawmmw+@mw/¥ﬂX@mm
0

which, together with (L9), leads to: for any € > 0, there exists a constant ¢. > 0 such
that

t t
/ | A% (s)2ds < (1 +e+(1+ 1/5)a1> / e X (s)|*ds
0 0
t 0
HUUeas [ [ X (s 4 0P o(dn)ds
0 —00

t
gca||g||,%t+<1+a1+a25r(u0)+e+(a1+azar(u0))/5)/ e¥*| X () |ds.
0

Taking ¢ = (a1 + a6, (10))*?, we find out a constant ¢; > 0 such that

t t
3.3) [ era¥spas < el o [ e ixes)Pas
0 0
where 3; > 0 is in (L8)). Now, by It6’s formula, it follows from (ILI0) that

AT (1) < [AS(0)]7 +/ 62”{60 +2r[A% (5)[* = M X (s)[?
(3.4) . ! .
+>\2/ \X(s+9)|2u0(d«9)}ds+2/0 e (AX(s), 0 (X, )dW (s)).
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Plugging (32) and [B3)) into (B4) and utilizing (H1) gives

t
RN (1)]2 < 02((1+t>y|gy|,%+e%) - <>\1 — B — >\2(5r(u0)> / | X (s)[2ds
0

for some constant ¢y > 0. Since A\ — 275 — A2, (o) > 0, this implies
t
(3.5) | B ) Pas <l ¢ + ot
0

for some constant c¢3 > 0. On the other hand, by BDG’s inequality, we deduce from (.IT])
and ([3.2) that

2 sup
0<s<t

(3.6) <82 E< sup (€27*|AX (5)]2) /0 t e2T3]|J(Xs)||%ISds>

0<s<t

/0 "2 (AX (), o (X)W (u)) ‘
1/2

1 t
< 5B ( sup @A) + e (@ el + [ e EIX(9)Pds)

0<s<t 0

for some ¢4 > 0. Thus, by taking (3] and ([34) into account and making use of (B.0)
and (H1), there exists a constant ¢5 > 0 such that

E( sup (A% (s)?)) < 5 ((1+ )] + e + / t " E|X (5)ds ).

0<s<t 0
Henceforth, (3] follows directly from (B.3). O

Proof of Ezample[1.] 1t suffices to verify (H1), (A1)-(A2) and conditions in Proposition
Lol

By Holder’s inequality, one has

0

(37) G -G < 7?/ 1€(0) — 1(0)*10(d0) < 770, (ko)ll€ — nll7, & € .

—00

Therefore, (H1) holds for o = 714/, (p0) < 1 owing to (LI2)). By Holder’s inequality
and (B.7)), we can find some constants ¢y, co > 0 such that

(£(0) = 1(0) = (G(&) = Gm)),b(E) = b(m)* + o (€) — o )
< ((€0) = 1(0) = (6(©) ~ G ~ (&)~ n(O) +15 [

—0o0

0

(€(6) ~ n(6))o(d0) } )
w3 ([ 1) - nlnotan))’

— 00

< a{l60) = n(0) + G() - G}
S;C2H€ _'nH§> gan € %a>
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where the first inequality is due to

—74(€(0) = G(£) = (n(0) — G(n)), (£(0) — G())* = (n(0) — G(n))"*) < 0.

Consequently, (A1) holds true. According to the formula of ¢(¢), (A1) holds trivially.
Finally, we verify conditions in Proposition Obviously, (L1) holds with 0, (ug) =
m < 0o due to 19 > 2r. Thanks to G(§) = 0 and ([B1), (LI) holds for a; = 0 and

ap = 2. By Holder’s inequality, it follows that

0
38 Jo@P<t4 o+ (rapd [ EOP@), a0 ceE.

—00

Next, by using (B.8)), for any € > 0 and £ € %,
2(£(0) — G(€)b(€) + o (&)
0

<1 2= 20 + 20+ 0060) [ EOmlan) + (1) [ 160)Pro(ad)

—00

1 1 0
<142 (2= G+ w0 0 + (Z0s+ 1109 + (14 a)3) [ 1660)Pralad)
Taking € = /0, (o) and « € (0,1) sufficiently small and combining (L.I2]), we conclude

that (LI0) holds.
]
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