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Abstract

To characterize the Neumann problem for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations, we
investigate distribution dependent reflecting SDEs (DDRSDESs) in a domain. We first
prove the well-posedness and establish functional inequalities for reflecting SDEs with
singular drifts, then extend these results to DDRSDEs with singular or monotone co-
efficients, for which a general criterion deducing the well-posedness of DDRSDEs from
that of reflecting SDEs is established. Moreover, three different types of exponential
ergodicity are derived for DDRSDEs under dissipative, partially dissipative, and fully
non-dissipative conditions respectively.
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1 Introduction

Because of intrinsic links to nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations/mean-field particle systems
and many other applications, distribution dependent (McKean-Vlasov) SDEs have been in-
tensively investigated, see for instances the monograph/surveys [8 [16, [35] among many other
references. To characterize the Neumann problem for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations in
a domain, we aim to develop a counterpart theory for distribution dependent reflecting SDEs
(DDRSDEs for short).

In this section, we first state the fundamental assumption on the domain in the study
of reflecting SDEs, then introduce the link of DDRSDEs and nonlinear Neumann problems
with a specific example of granular media equations in a domain, and finally summarize the
main results derived in the paper.

1.1 Assumption on the domain

Let D C R? be a connected open domain with boundary dD. For any z € D and r > 0,
let
Npr i ={n€R: |n|=1,B(x—rn,r)ND =0},

where B(x,r) = {y € RY: |z —y| < r}. Since .4, is decreasing in r > 0, we have

Ny = UpsoMer = lii%l Ny, x € 0D.
T

We call 4, the set of inward unit normal vectors of D at point z. When 0D is differentiable
at x, .4, is a singleton set. Otherwise .4, may be empty or contain more than one vectors.
For instance, letting D be the interior of a triangle in R?, at each vertex x the set .4} contains
infinite many vectors, whereas for D being the exterior of the triangle .4, is empty at each
vertex point x.

Following [25], B3], throughout the paper we make the following assumption on D, which
automatically holds for D = R? where 0D = 0.



(D) Either D is convex, or there exists a constant 7o > 0 such that A, = A, # 0 and

(1.1) sup inf {(v,n(y)) : y € B(z,r0) NOD,n(y) € A} >ry, x € ID.

veR4 |v|=1

Remark 2.1. We present below some facts on assumption (D).

(1) According to [33, Remark 1.1], for any z € 0D and r > 0, n € .4, if and only if

2
— T _
(y—:c,n>>—u y €D,

- 2r
so that the condition A4, = A4, ,, in (D) implies

Cly—af

, y€D,r €0D,n(z) € .
2’/“()

(1.2) (y —z,n(z)) >

When D is convex, (D) holds for any 79 > 0 so that
(13) <y—x,n(z))20, yeDaxeaD>n(I)€%a
and (LI) holds if d = 2 or D is bounded, see [36].

(2) When 0D is C'-smooth, for each z € 9D the set .4, is singleton. If n(z) € A, is
uniformly continuous in x € 9D, then (L)) holds for small ry > 0. In particular, (D)
holds when D € C? in the following sense.

Definition 1.1. For any r > 0, let

0D = {x € D:dist(z,0D) <r}, 0_.D:={xe D:dist(z,0D) <r},
01D := (0, D)UO_.D, D,:=DU(J_.D).

For any k € N, we write 9D € O} if there exists a constant 79 > 0 such that the polar

coordinate map
I:0D x [—rg,r0] 2 (0,p) = 0+ pn(0) € 0yp, D

is a C*-diffeomorphism, such that (6(x), p(x)) := I~'(x) having bounded and continuous
derivatives in « € 01,,D up to the k-th order, where 6(z) is the projection of z to D and

(1.4) p(z) = dist(z,0D)1p, py(x) — dist(z,0D) 1, py(2), T € OiyyD.

Moreover, for ¢ € (0,1), we denote 0D € C'{f“ if it is CF with V¥p being e-Holder
continuous on 0,,D. Finally, we write 0D € C’f LOif it s CF with V¥p being Lipschitiz
continuous on 0,,D.

Note that a CF domain is not necessarily bounded.



1.2 DDRSDE and nonlinear Neumann problem

Let Z(D) be the space of all probability measures on the closure D of D, equipped with
the weak topology. Consider the following DDRSDE on D C R¢:

(15) dXt = bt(Xt,gxt)dt -+ O-t(XtagXt)th + H(Xt)dlt, t Z 0,

where (W});>0 is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probability
space (2, {Z}i>0,P), Ly, is the distribution of X;, n(x) € A; for z € ID, I; is an adapted
continuous increasing process which increases only when X; € 0D, and

b:[0,00) xR x 2(D) - R :[0,00) x R x (D) - RI@R™

are measurable. When different probability measures are considered, we denote by Zxp the
distribution of a random variable X under the probability P.

Definition 1.2. (1) A pair (X;,[;)>0 is called a solution of (L), if X; is an adapted
continuous process on D, [; is an adapted continuous increasing process with di; supported
on {t > 0: X, € 0D}, such that P-a.s.

t
| 2]+ o (6, 2P < 0, 220
0
and for some measurable map 0D > z — n(x) € A;, P-as.

t t t
X = Xy —I—/ b (X, Lx, )dr +/ o (X, Ly, ) dW, +/ n(X,)dl., t>0.
0 0 0

In this case, [; is called the local time of X; on 9D. We call (LLE) strongly well-posed for
distributions in a subspace P C P(D), if for any .Fy-measurable variable X, with Ly, € 33,
the equation has a unique solution with Zy, € P for t > 0; if this is true for & = P (D),
we called it strongly well-posed.

(2) A triple (X4, 1, Wi)i>o is called a weak solution of (L)), if W; is an m-dimensional
Brownian motion under a probability space and (X, ;)0 solves (L3). (L3 is called weakly
unique (resp. jointly weakly unique), if for any two weak solutions (Xj,!l;, W;);>0 under
probability P and (X, 1;, W;)i=o under probability P, Ly,p = Ly, 5 implies Z(x, 1), =
LR i) esolP (resp. Lxui,Wi)isolP = ‘”%Xtit,Wt)tgolﬂi’)' We call (5] weakly well-posed for dis-
tributions in & C (D), if it has a unique weak solution for initial distributions in 2 and
the distribution of the solution at any time is in @; it is called weakly well-posed if moreover
P = 2 (D).

(3) We call ([LF) well-posed (for distributions in 22, if it is both strongly and weakly

A

well-posed (for distributions in &2).

To characterize the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation associated with (L), consider the
following time-distribution dependent second order differential operator:

(1.6) Ly = 2t (@) ()W) + b)) V. 12 0.0 € P(D),

4



where V and V? are the gradient and Hessian operators in R? respectively. Let V, be the
directional derivative along v € R, so that in (L6) we have by(-,u) - V = V(). Assume
that for any p € C([0,00); Z(D)),

(L.7) op (x) = oz, ), b (x) = by, f1r)

satisfy ||o*[|? + [b*] € L} ([0, 00) x D;dt pus(dz)).

Let C%(D) be the class of C2-functions on D with compact support satisfying the Neu-
mann boundary condition V,f|sp = 0. By Itd’s formula, for any (weak) solution X, to
(@A), uy := Zx, solves the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation

(1.8) Oupue = i, e with respect to C3(D), ¢ >0

for probability measures on D, in the sense that u. € C([0,00); 2(D)) and

(1.9) wi0) = [ =)+ [ (e s, ¢20.5 € CR(D)

On the other hand, by establishing the “superposition principle” as in [I], 2] based on [39],
under reasonable conditions we may prove that a solution to (L8) also provides a weak
solution to (LH). We leave this to a future study.

To understand (L) as a nonlinear Neumann problem on D, let L; ,, be the adjoint oper-
ator of Ly ,,: for any g € Lj, (D, (lo¢(z, ) [|* + |be(, pe)|)d), L} ,, 9 is the linear functional

loc

on CZ(D) (the class of C*-functions on D with compact support) given by

(1.10) C3(D)> f s /D (FL 0} ()de = /D {9Lop f}(@)de.

Assume that Zy, has a density function p;, i.e. p; == Ly, = pi(x)de. It is the case under
a general non-degenerate or Hormander condition (see for instance [5]), and it follows from
Krylov’s estimates (220) or (2.37) below. When 0D € C?, (L) implies that p; solves the

following nonlinear Neumann problem on D:
(1.11) Oipr = Ly ,, pt, Vinptlop =0, t >0
in the weak sense, where L ,, := Ly ,,(z)dz, and for a function g on 9D
Ving = Voorng + divop(g9moio/n)
for the divergence divgp on D and the projection 7 to the tangent space of dD:
v :=v — (v,n(z))n(z), veR 2z edD.

If in particular co*n = An holds on [0, 00) x 0D for a function A # 0 a.e., Vinpt|lop = 0 is
equivalent to the standard Neumann boundary condition Vyp;|ap = 0.

We now deduce (LI from (L9). Firstly, by (ILI0), (IC3) implies
[ oz = [ oo+ [ as [ (¢L,00@0e 1 eciD)e=0

bt



so that Oyp; = Ly, pi- Next, by the integration by parts formula, (LJ) implies

[ = [ o+ [ ds [ Lo, i

= [o@ars [ [ L)@t [ {Veminpe = pFmnf} a1 )
= [ [ ([0t [ {1Veiiap+ faa(porin)} o)) s
= /D(fpt)(x)dx + /Ot ds . {f(Vinp) }(z)dz, f€CR(D),t>0.

ThUS, Vt,npt|8D = 0.

To conclude this part, we consider an example of (LTT]) arising from kenetic mechanics,
see [7, O 3] and references within for the study without reflection when D = R?  For
simplicity, we only consider bounded domain, but our general results also work for unbounded
domains.

Example 1.1 (Granular media equation with Neumann boundary). For a potential
V' : D — R and an interaction functional W : R? — R, consider the following nonlinear
PDE for probability density functions on D:

(%pt = Apt + dlv{ptVV + ptV(W * pt)}» vnpt|6[) = 0,
where (W s p;)(x) := [pua W(x — 2)py(2)dz. Tt is easy to see that this equation is covered by

(CLII) with
bz, ) = —VV(x )—V(W*M)( ) o(z, ):\/_ch

where I, is the d x d identity matrix, and (W * p)(x) := [pu W (2 — 2)u(dz). For simplicity,
we let D be a bounded C?*¢ domain for some € > O

(1) V and W are weakly differentiable with [|[VW || < oo and |[VV| € LP(D) for some
p > dV 2, then Theorem Bl with £ = 0 implies that the associated SDE (LH]) is well-
posed, and Theorem provides some functional inequalities for the solution. This
include the case W (z) := |z|*> which is of special interest from physics [3].

(2) If D is convex, V and W are second-order differentiable with V2V > A, for some A > 0
and [|[V?W || is small enough, then Theorem 5.1l implies the exponential ergodicity of
the solution in both entropy and Wj.

(3) If D is convex, there exists a constant K > 0 such that
<VV(I’) - VV(y),l’ - y> S K|ZI§' - y|27 T,y € Da

and ||V2W || is small enough, Theorem or Theorem implies the exponential
ergodicity of the solution in Wj.

Note that when D is non-convex, we may make a transform to make it convex so that
Theorems [5.1] and B0l apply, see [42] [45] for the conformal change of metric transforming
a non-convex domain into convex.



1.3 Summary of main results

Theorems provide sufficient conditions for the well-posedness and functional inequal-
ities of reflecting SDEs with singular drifts. These results generalize the corresponding ones
derived in recent years for singular SDEs without reflection, and improve some existing re-
sults for reflecting SDEs. The essential difficulty in the study of singular reflecting SDEs is
explained in the beginning of Section 2.

Theorems BIH3Al present the weak and strong well-posedness of the DDRSDE (L)
under different conditions, where the first result applies to locally integrable drifts with the
distribution dependence bounded by ||+ |[1ar + W, (see Section 2 for definitions of probability
distances), the second result includes a general criterion deducing the well-posedness of ([LH])
from that of reflecting SDEs, and the last two results work for the monotone case with the
dependence on distribution given by Wy(k > 1) or more general Wy, induced by a cost
function .

Theorems [4.1] and establish the log-Harnack inequality for solutions to (LLH]) with
respect to the initial distributions, which in particular implies the gradient estimate and
entropy-cost inequality for the distributions of the solutions. The first result applies to the
singular case and the other works for the monotone case.

Theorems [ and include different types of exponential ergodicity for (.3
with time-homogenous coefficients, under dissipative, partially dissipative, and fully non-
dissipative conditions respectively.

2 Reflecting SDE with singular drift

Let oy(z, ) = o4(z) and b;(z, u) = by(x) do not depend on 4, so that (LH) reduces to the
following reflecting SDE on D:

(21) dXt = bt(Xt)dt + O't(Xt)th + H(Xt)dlt, t e [O, T],

where T' > 0 is a fixed time. The associated time dependent generator reads
1
(2.2) L, = itr{athVZ} +Vy,, t€]0,T].

We aim to solve (Z1]) with singular drift by using Zvokin’s transform developed from [55].
Before moving on, let us explain the main difficulty of the study by considering the
following simple reflecting SDE on D:

(2.3) dX, = by(X,)dt + V2dW, +n(X,)dl,, t€[0,T],

where W, is the d-dimensional Brownian motion and fOT ||0¢ || ydt < oo for some p,q > 2

q
Lr(Rd
with ;?l + % < 1. When A > 0 is large enough, the unique solution of the PDE

(@ + A + Vbt)ut = )\ut — bt, te [O,T],UT =0

satisfies

1

T q
ol # 1Vl < 51 Ballag = ([ 19200 ) <
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see [22153]. Thus, for any ¢t € [0, 7], ©; := id+u, (id is the identity map) is a homeomorphism
on R? and by It6’s formula, Y; := ©,(X;) solves

dY; = —Muy 0 ©71 1 (V) dt + AW + {(Vay) 0 07 1 (V) AW, + {n(X;) + Vauy(X,) bl

When D = R? we have [; = 0 so that this SDE is regular enough to have well-posedness,
which implies the same property of (2.3) since ©; is a homeomorphism, see [22]. When
D 7& R?, to prove the pathwise uniqueness of Y; by applying Ito’s formula to [Y; — Y;|?, where

@t(Xt) for another solution X, of (5.38) with local time I;, one needs to find a constant
c > 0 such that

(04(X}) — O4(Xy), (0 + Viaue) (X))dly + (04(X;) — O4(Xy), (0 + Vipuy) (X)) dl,
<ol X, — X,)2(dly + diy).

This is not implied by (L2) except for d = 1, since only in this case the vectors O,(z) — ©,(y)
and (n + Vyu)(z) are in the same directions of z — y and n(z) respectively.

To overcome this difficulty, we will construct a Zvokin’s transform by solving the associ-
ated Neumann problem on D, for which V,u|sp = 0. Even in this case, ©, may also map a
point from D to D¢ such that (L2) does not apply. To this end, we will take a modification
of the square of distance constructed in [11], see Lemma 211l below. We note that this type
of Zvonkin’s transform has been used in a recent paper [51] to prove the well-posedness of
[23) for bounded C? domain D and bounded drift b. In this section, we will prove the well-
posedness and establish functional inequalities for (2.1) under local integrability conditions
on b and Vo.

(2.4)

2.1 Conditions and main results

We first recall some functional spaces used in the study of singular SDEs, see for instance
[49]. For any p > 1, LP(R?) is the class of measurable functions f on R? such that

£l o (rey == </ |f(x \pdx) < 00.

For any € > 0 and p > 1, let HP(R?) := (1 — A)~2LP(R?) with

If] Hep(Rd) “= (1 - A>§f’|LP(Rd) <oo, f€ Hﬁ’p(Rd)-

For any z € R and r > 0, let B(z,7) := {z € R : [z — z| < r} be the open ball centered
at z with radius r. For any p,q > 1 and to < t;, let LP(to,?;) denote the class of measurable
functions f on [tg, ;] x R? such that

1

t1 7
to

z€R4

For any € > 0, let ﬁg’p(to,tl) be the space of f € E{;(to,tl) with

If1

t1 %
o = ([ 5 I+ M flfandt) < o6

0 2z€R4



for some g € C5°(R?) satisfying g|p,1) = 1, where C5°(R?) is the class of C* functions on
R? with compact support. We remark that the space ﬁ;,p (to,t1) does not depend on the
choice of g. We write f € f]ﬁq(to,tl), if f e i{’]’(to, t1) is a.e. differentiable in t € (tg, 1) with
of e E{;(to, t1). When ty = 0, we simply denote

LP(t) = LP(0,t1), HP(th) = HeP(0,t,), HY (t) = HL (0,t) ¢ > 0.

For a domain D C R? we denote f € i{l’(to,tl,D)(:: E{;(tl,D) for to = 0), if f is a
measurable function on [tg, ;] x D such that

||f“l~/g(t0,t1,D) = HlDin/g(to,tl) < 00.

A vector or matrix valued function is said in one of the above introduced spaces, if so are
its components.
We will take (p, q) from the class

d 2
H = {(p,q)-p,qE(l,oo), 5+5<1},

and use the following assumptions on the coefficients b and o. Let || - || denote the uniform
norm for real (or vector/matrix) valued functions.

(AJ") (D) holds, a :== oo* and b are extended to measurable functions on [0,T] x R, b has
decomposition b = b + b with b\”| 5. = 0, such that the following conditions hold:

(1) a; is invertible with ||a|| + ||[a™ oo < 00, and

(2.5) lim  sup  |la(z) — a(y)| = 0.
€205y |<e te[0,T]

(2) There exists (py, q2) € H such that || € Efl’g (T). Moreover, bV is locally bounded
on [0,T] x R, and there exist a constant L > 1 and a function p € CZ(D) such that

b () — 0 ()]

(2.6) VO |0 :=  sup <L,
te[0,T),ay |$ - y‘
(2.7) 0 Vi)p > —L, (Vpn)op =1, te0,T].

(A‘f’b) (Ag’b) holds with |Vol|* € EZ;(T) and |b|? € ﬂ{l’j(T) for some (p1,q1), (p2, @2) € K .



Remark 2.1. Each of the following two conditions implies the existence of p in (21):
(a) 0D € Cf and there exists a constant K > (0 such that (bgl), n)|sp > —K fort € [0,T7];

(b) D is bounded and there exist ¢ € (0,1) and zy € D such that
(2.8) (v —x,n(x)) > e|lr — 20|, =€ ID.

Indeed, if (a) holds then there exists ro > 0 such that p € C%(9,,D). Let h € C°°(]0,00))
with h(r) = r for r € [0,70/4] and h(r) = ro/2 for r > ry/2. By taking p = h o p we have
p € CYD), (Vp,n)|sp =1, and for any x € D letting Z € dD such that |z — z| = p(x), we
deduce from (2.6 that

(b1 (), Vi) = W (p(@) {05 (@), m(@)) + (0 (@) = b7 (), (@) } = =(1+ 1) L1
Therefore, (Z77) holds for some (different) constant L. Next, if (b) holds, by (Z38]) we may
take p(z) = Ny/1 + |x — x¢|? for large enough N > 1 such that (Vp,n)|sp > 1. So, by the
boundedness of D and b € C([0,T] x R?), ([27) holds for some constant L > 0.

Assumption (A7?) will be used to establish Krylov’s estimate for functions f € Nip,q)e Jgi{]’(T),
which is crucial to solve singular SDEs, see Lemma below. To improve this estimate for
(p, q) satisfying Ii‘f + % < 2 as in the case without reflecting (see [49]), we introduce one more
assumption.

Consider the following differential operators on D:

1
(2.9) Lot = SRGARE b v, telo,T].
Let {Py ;b(l)}TZtlthSZO be the Neumann semigroup on D generated by Lf’b(l), that is, for any

¢ € C}(D), and any t € (0,7, (Ps‘f;b(l)@se[o,t] is the unique solution of the PDE

(2.10) Ostiy = —L;"b(l)us, Vatslap =0 for s € [0,1), uy = ¢.

For any t > 0, let C'*([0,¢] x D) be the set of functions f € Cy([0,t] x D) with bounded
and continuous derivatives 9, f, Vf and V2f.

(AS") 0D € CP" and the following condition hold for o and b defined on [0,T] x D:
(1) a; := 0,07 is invertible, Z8) holds for x,y € D and there exists (p1,q) € A such that

lollse + lla™ oo + Vel 221 () < 00

(2) b~: bW 1 pO) with an§1)|aD = 0, HVb(l)HOO + H13D<b(1)7n>Hoo < 0o and ‘b(0)| c
Lr2(T, D) for some (pa, q2) € A with py > 2.

(3) For any ¢ € C}(D) and t € (0,T], the PDE [2I0) has a unique solution P,‘:;b(l)gb €
C*([0,t] x D), such that for some constant ¢ > 0 we have
(211) VP bl < et =) 2|V T bl 0<s<t<T, i=12,6€C(D),
where VO ¢ := ¢.

10



Remark 2.2. (1) Let p € C%(9,,D) for some ry > 0. Since Vplop = n, ||[VOW || +
11op(b™), n)||se < oo implies |15, p(bY), Vp)|leo < oo, which will be used in the proof of
Lemma 2.7 below.

(2) (AS")(3) holds if D is bounded with dD € C*t* for some a € (0,1), (AJ") holds for

po > 2, and there exists ¢ > 0 such that a, := lasa;k satisfies

(2.12) {|bY(2) = bV ()] + llaw(@) — as ()|} < et — 8|+ |z —y|?), s,t€[0,T),2,y € D.

Indeed, 0D € C*™ implies n € C'T*(9D), so that ([Z.I12) implies estimates (3.4) and (3.6)

in [I0, Theorem VI.3.1] with ¢ = oo for the Neumann heat kernel pgjf(l) (x,y) of Pscf’tb(l). We
note that according to its proof, the condition (3.3) therein is assumed for some a € (0,1)

rather than all a € (0,1). In particular, V2p‘8’f( )(~, y)(x) and 8sp5t (x, y) are continuous in
(s,x) € [0,t] x D, and there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that

lz—y|? 3
Vi (L y) ()] < eft — 8|~ Fe T, 0<s<t<T,zyeD,i=012
—y|2

B _
002" (. 9)| = 1L D3 () (@) < el — | Fe T, 0<s<t<TayeD.
These properties imply (ZIT)).
The following are main results of this section, where Theorem 2.2]improves the main result
(Theorem 6.3) in [51] for bounded C* domain D, bounded drift b and ¢ = I;. Moreover,

going back to the case without reflection (i.e. D = R?), Theorem [Z3 covers the main result
(Theorem 1.1) of [23] where b = 0 is considered.

Theorem 2.1 (Weak well-posedness). If (A7%) or (AJ") holds, then 1)) is weakly well-
posed. Moreover, for any k > 1 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(2.13) E[ sup |Xf|k} <c(1+|zF), Eef'r <e¢, z €D,
t€[0,T

where (X7, 1¥) is the (weak) solution of [ZT)) with X§ = .

Theorem 2.2 (Well-posedness). Assume that one of the following conditions holds:
(i) d =1 and (A7) holds;
(i7) (AT®) holds with p, > 2.

Then 211) is well-posed, and for any k > 1, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(2.14) E| sup | X7 — X!|"| <clz —ylF, t€[0,T),z,y € D.

s€[0,t]
Consequently, for any p > 1 there exists a constant c(p) > 0 such that
P f(x) :=E[f(X})], v€D,t>0,fe %(D)
satisfies

(2.15) IVEf| < c(p)(PIVFP)?, feCHD), telo,T).
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Theorem 2.3 (Functional inequalities). Assume that (A3") holds with p; > 2. Then there
exist a constant C > 0 and a map ¢ : (1.00) — (0, 00) such that

(2.16) VA < ifgm\fm%, te(0,7),f € B(D), p> 1,
(2.17) Bf? — (B2 <tCPIVIP, feClD). teoT)
Clz—y|?

(2.18) Plog f(z) <log Pif(y) + , te€0,T],z,y € D,0< feB(D).

To prove these results, we first establish Krylov’s estimates under different conditions,
then prove the weak and strong well-posedness by using Girsanov’s transform and Zvokin’s
transforms respectively.

2.2 Krylov’s estimate and Ito’s formula

A crucial step in the study of singular SDEs is to establish Krylov’s estimate [21]. To this
end, we first introduce the following lemma taken from [52], Theorem 2.1, which extends

[49, Theorem 3.2] where b") = 0 is considered. See [49, 53] and references within for earlier
assertions.

Lemma 2.4. Assume (Ag’b). Forany 0 <ty <t; <T and [ € E{;(to,tl) for some p,q > 1,
the PDE

(2.19) (0 + Lo)u) = Aup + fr, t € [to,ta],up) =0,

has a unique solution in flg’p(to, t1). Moreover, for any 6 € [0,2),p" € [p,o0] and ¢’ € [q, ]
with g + % <2—-0+ z% + %, there exist constants \g,c > 0 increasing in ||b(0)||L§§(T) (i.e.
it does not have to be changed when b© is replaced by b© with HB(O)Hi{g(T) < Hb(O)Hifg(T));
such that for any 0 <ty < t; <T, the solution satisfies

l(g_pyd 1 _d_2

)\2( Tty T q)”u”He,pr ot + ||(8t +Vb(1))UHip(t0’t1) + HUHgQP to,t1 < C’|f||£p(t07t1).
/7 (to,t1) q a"( ) q

q

By estimating the local time, this result enables us to derive the following Krylov’s
estimate (2.20) and Khasminskii’s estimate ([2:21]).
Lemma 2.5. Assume (AS"). Let (p,q) € .

(1) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 increasing in ||b(0)||E§§(T) such that for any solution X,
of @), and any 0 <ty <ty < T, the following estimates holds.

(2.20) 5( [ YR s

to

54*) < Clflipny: | € E2ltont),

ty ~
(2.21) E (el WO 2, ) < exp [el flzagoun], | € Li(to, 1),
(2.22) sup E(e’\(lT_lto)‘ﬁto) <) x> 0.

tOE[OvT]
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(2) For any u € C([0,T] x R%) with continuous Vu and
(2.23) [lloo + 1 Vtlloo + [1(8: + Vi ull gz + 1Vl 2y < 00,
we have the following Ité’s formula for a solution X, to (2.1I):

(224)  duy(Xy) = (0 + Lo)uy(X)dt + (Vug(Xy), 00 (X)dW) + (Vaue)(X,)dl,.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 2.4 (Z19) has a unique solution satisfying

(14 X (e e + 1V ) + 104 + 60 - DMy ) + 1 g
< Cl”f”i{]’(tmtly A < Ao,

(2.25)

where \g, ¢ > 0 are constants increasing in ||b(|| r2(r)-
2

To apply Ité’s formula, we make a standard mollifying approximation of u*, which is
extended to RI¥*! by letting u} := u Cfort € R Let 0 < ¢ € C°(R*™!) such that

Jgar1 0(z)dz = 1. For any n > 1, let

A
(tVto)AL

(2.26) u)"(z) = ndtt / up (v —1y)o(ns,ny)dsdy, tcR,zecR%
Rd+1
Then
r}l_{glo {||(8t +ot V) (" — u/\)HLg(tO,tl) + flutm - U/\”Hgvp(to,tl)} =0,
so that
(2.27) = (0, + Ly — "
satisfies
(2.28) nh_g)lo 1f = f{n}HE{;(to,tl) =0,
and (Z25) implies
(2:29) [ s + 196 oo < a1+ N gy 72 1A >0,
Let

Tm ‘= lnf{t 2 t() : lt — lto 2 m}, m 2 1.
Applying Ito’s formula to u™", we deduce from ([2.27) and ([2.29) that

204(1 + )\)—a

\n An
|f||f,§(t0,t1) > E{utmrm (Xt1/\Tm) — Uy, (Xto)‘yto}

1 NATm t1NATm
(2.30) :E< / (05 + LoJuy™(X;)ds + / {Vnxud"HX,)dl

to to

1 NATm
> E( [ s

to

»)

gf/o) - C4Hf||ﬂ{1’(to,t1){)‘ + (1 + )‘>_€E(lt1ATm - lto‘yto)}’
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Therefore,

t1NATm { }
E / I (X,)ds|.7, )
. ( AR ATES
< call fllzrie {2+ X+ (04N E(lyar, = bigl i)}, nym > 1,0 > 0.

Since under P(-|.%;,) the law of X; for ¢ > ¢, is absolutely continuous (see for instance [0,
Corollary 2.2], or [B, Theorem 6.3.1, Corollary 6.3.2]), by (Z28) and Fatou’s lemma, this
with n — oo implies

5)

t1

E( £.(X,)ds
to

< C4||f||ig(t0,t1){2 + A+ (1 + )‘)_EE(ZH - lto|<g;to)}a A > O>m > 1.

(2.32)

On the other hand, by (2.7) and the boundedness of o, we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
(2.33) Ap(X,) > —csdt — es b (X)) |t + dly + (VA(X,), 00(X;)dW,).
So, ([232) implies

t1NATm
Bl — ol Fa) < ot~ ) + ([ OO\, ) + 17l
to

< o1+ \) + co(1+ N Elynn, — by Fu), t € [to,T], A>0,m>1

holds for some constant cs, cg > 0 increasing in ||6(® || - Taking A > 0 large enough such
that cs(1 + \) ™% < 3, we arrive at

E(linrm = lio| F1) < ¢, m>1
for some constant ¢ > 0. Letting m — oo gives

(234) E(ltl - lt0|§t0) S C, t(] S tl S T.

This and ([2.32)) with m — oo imply ([2.20). Moreover, combining ([2.2I) with ([2.33), b
LP2(T) and ||0*Vp||oe < 00, we derive ([2.22).

(2) We first extend u to R4 by letting u; = us+ o7 for t € R, and consider its mollifying
approximation u{™ defined above. Then ||o||o < 0o and ([Z23)) imply

(2.35) lim {]u— ™ oo + |V (u = ™) [loo + [ + Lo) (u = u!™) || gz } = 0.
n—o0 q( )
Combining this with [|o || < oo and (2.20), we obtain
lim sup Jui™ (X,) — w(X,)] =0,

n—o0 tE[O T)

lim Vnu{"} S)dl, = / Vatts (X

n—oo

(2.36) T
lim E / (0, + L) (uf™ — )| (X,)ds = 0,

n—oo

/0 <v(u£n} - us)(Xs)a Us(Xs)dWs> = 07

lim E sup

N0 10,7
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Therefore, we prove ([224)) by letting n — oo in the following It6’s formula:
t
al00) =uf"(X0) + [ (0, + L) (X )ds
0

+ / t<vu§"}(xs),o—s(xs)dws>+ / t(Vnuin})(Xs)dls, t € [0,7].

O

Lemma 2.6. Assume (AS") but without the condition ||VU||E§}(T,D) < 00. For any (p,q) €

- with p > 2, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 increasing in Hb(O)HmB(T’D) such that for any
solution (Xy)icpo,r of @), and any 0 <ty <t < T,

(237 5( [ YA )ds

to

Fp/2
) < el 1 € Bt

T ~
(2.38) E(efto \ft(Xt)\dt‘?to) < exp [CHfHLZg(tO,T)}’ fe Lp/z(tO,T),to € [0,7].

q/2

Proof. As explained in the proof of Lemma that it suffices to prove (237). In the
following, all constants are increasing in ||b(®|| i#2(r) When b©® varies. We first observe that

by approximation arguments, it suffices to prove this estimate for f € C5°([to, t1] x R9).
Indeed, let A; be the conditional distribution of X; under P(-[.7%,). Then a bounded function
f on [ty,t;] x D with compact support can be approximated by functions { f{"}}n21 -
00 d . .
C5°([to, t1] x R*) under the norm || - Hf,gv%(dt{At(dx)—i-dx})’ so that the estimate for functions

in Cg°([tg, t1] x D) implies the same estimate for bounded functions with compact support.
Moreover, by applying the estimate to 1pon)(|f| A V) and letting N — oo, we conclude
that the estimate for bounded functions with compact support also implies that for f &
Ef;g(to, t1). So, below we assume f € C§°([to, t1] x R?).

Let (b°"),>1 be the mollifying approximations of 6@ = 15b(?). We have
239 1 sy < 160z T 897 — 69 g, =

By Lemma 2.7 below, there exist constants ¢, Ag > 0 such that for any A > Ao, the following
PDE on D

o (1) n n n
(2.40) 0, + L7 + Vion — Nuy™ = fi, t€[to,tr), V" lop = 0,u"™ =0
has a unique solution in CV2([ty,#;] x D), and for some constant ¢; > 0 we have

(2.41) [ oo < cullfllzerz 00,0y IV lloe < call flloc, A > Ao,n > 1.

Moreover, since (A¥a, b) implies (AT") due to Lemma 27 by Z20) for f = [b© — 6%7|, we
find a constant ¢y > 0 such that

(2.42) IE( / " O — 0n)(5)as

to

ﬁ) < allVO = B g ys 72 1.
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By 40) and u™" € C,*([to, t1] x D), we have the following Itd’s formula

du™(X,) = (8, + Lo)u}" (X)dt + dM,
={fi + ngm_bg,nul?’"}(Xt)dt + dM,

for some martingale M;. Combining this with (Z41]) and [242]), we obtain

t1
0 0,n
E(/to ft(Xt)dt)c%o) < Cl”f”f/s;;(t()’tl) + C1C2||f||c>o||blg ) — by ||E’q’§(t0,t1)'

Therefore, by (2.39), we may let n — oo to derive (2.37]). O

For any k € N, let C’I?’k([to,tl] x D;R?) be the space of bounded continuous maps f :
[to,t1] x D — RY with bounded and continuous derivatives up to order k. We denote
fe C;’2([t0, t1] x D;RY) if f € 05’2([150, t1] x D;R?) with bounded and continuous ;f. The
following result extends Lemma 2.4l to the Neumann boundary case.

Lemma 2.7. Assume (AJ") but without the condition ||VO’||L§% (r.py < 00. Then (AZ") and
the following assertions hold.

(1) Forany A>0,0<ty<t; <T and b, f € CY*([to, t1] x D;RY), the PDE
o) _ _ _
(243) (at + Lt7b ' + Vi)t - )\)ui‘ = ftv “?1 = Vnui‘|3D = O,t c [to, tl]
has a unique solution @ € Cy*([to, t1] x D;RY).

(2) For any ro > 0,(p,q), (¢, ¢) € X and be C’l?’l([O,T] x D;RY), there exist constants
Xos ¢, e > 0 increasing in ||b|| ) such that for any 0 < to < t; < T and f €

ES:(T,D
Cy*([to, ta] x D;RY),
041 X + 1P ig0) < sy P> 222 N0
(2.45) NIV o < el fligonnny A2 Do

and there exists decomposition @ = @M + aM? such that

2~N1 ~A 1) 2~)0,2
||V u ||L§(t07t1,D) + ||(at + Vb(l))u ||L1q’(to,t1,D) + ||V u ||Z§:(to,t1,D)

(2.46) )
10+ Vue)@ g, 4, ) < 0.0 A2 Ao

Proof. (1) Let V := CY*([to, t1] x D), which is a Banach space under the norm
lullvs = sup e {Jlufloc + [Varlloo + [Vl }, weV

te [to ,tﬂ
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for 6 > 0. To solve (Z43)), for any A > 0 and u € V, let

t1
PA(u) = / N0 PTGy, £1dE, s € [to, h].
Then (A3") implies ®*(u) € C*([to, t1] x D) with
(247) Do+ LM + V5 = NONu) = fo, s € [to, 1], Va® (u)]op = 0,87 (u) = 0.
So, it suffices to prove that ®* has a unique fixed point @* € V :
h J6))
(2.48) i = / NI PTG @) — fihdt, s € [to, tl,

which, according to (247), is the unique solution of ([2Z.43) in Cy*([to, t1] x D;RY).
For any u, 4 € V, by ||b||e < 00, we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

t1 B t B
193 (u) — @3() o _/ ||thooHV(ut—ﬂt)||oodt§Cl/ 16l oo |V (e = ) [ o dt.

Similarly, (ZI1) with ¢ = 1 implies
11 N
V{8 (), — (@)}l < / (= ) Bl ¥ (s — ) ot
t
<o / (t— 5) |V (uy — ) o,

while ZII) with ¢ = 2 and [|b]|os + || Vb¢||co < o0 yield

V{3 (u) — 3(@)}Hl < C/ (t-s) 2| V{V3, (u — @)} dt
<a / (- $) 72|V (e = ) [loo + |V (ty = 00) [ bl

Combining these with (ZZ7) and the boundedness of a and b € Cy''([to, t1] x D; RY), we find
a constant ¢y > 0 such that

2% (w) — @*(@) v

t1
< ¢y sup / e_é(t_s)e_é(tl_t){nut — Ugloo + [V (1w — U)o + [V (1 — ) || oo

s€[to,t1] Js

t1
_ st c _
< epflu—llvs sup / e 9 qt = §||U—UHW-

s€[to,t1] Js

So, ®* is contractive under the norm || - ||y s for & > ¢y, and hence has a unique fixed point
~>\ .
u”in V.

17



(2) To prove ([ZZ4) and (248), we extend the PDE (243) to a global one such that

o,b

existing estimates apply. By (AJ"), there exists ry > 0 such that
©:0_yyp = OryD; 0 —1n() — 0+rn(d), re|0,r),0 € 0D

is a C;’L-diffeomorphism (i.e. it is a homeomorphism with V¢ bounded and Lipschitz
continuous) and pp := dist(-, D) € CZ(D,,), recall that D,, = {pp < ro}. For any vector
field v on 9,,D, v* := (¢~ ')*v is the vector field on 8°, D :=9_, D\ 9D given by

(v*, Vg)(2) = (v, V(g o ) (p(x)), =€, D, geC (D)

We then extend bgl) and b, to R? by taking

(2.49) b= 1pb" 4+ h(op/2)an, p(0F)", bei= 1pbi+ 1o, p(Bi)"

where h € C°(R) such that 0 < h < 1, h|(—0o /) = 1 and hlp,/2,00) = 0. Since (AZ") implies
115 VDY | < 00 and VubM|sp = 0, we have ||VbWV|| < oo. Let

(2.50) p(x) = xlp(r) + ()l pl@), =€ Dy,
We extend @ to [to, 1] x R? by setting

(2.51) ) = h(pp) (3 0 ), t € [to, 1]

We claim that

(2.52) u) € CPH(RY), t € [to, 1],

where C*(D,,) is the class of C}-functions f on D,, with Lipschitz continuous V f. Indeed,
since ¢ is a O, "-diffeomorphism from d_,,D to 9,,D, ¢ € Cp*(D,, \ dD) with bounded
and continuous first and second order derivatives, which together with @ € CZ(D) yields
u} € CFF(RY\ OD). So, we only need to verify that 4} o ¢ € Cp"(D,,). To this end, for any
€ 0_,,D and v € R?, let

0 = v — (v,n(0(x)))n(f(zx))

be the projection of v € T,R? to the tangent space of 9D, recall that §(x) is the projection
of x to 0D, i.e. x = 6(x) — pp(xz)n(f(x)) for pp(z) := dist(x, D). We have

Vo@(2) = Vi n@o@)n0@) P(2) + V()
(2.53) = Lop()[(v,n(0(x)))[n(0(x)) + {1p — 1p0, p}(x)(v, n(0(x)))n(0(z))
+ 7,0 + pp(2)(Vie,on)(0(x)).

Since @y € CZ(D) with V,a}sp = 0, (Z53) yields

Vu(iig 0 @)(w) = (Vui) 0 p(x) = 210 p(x)(v,n(0(x))) - (n(0(x)), (Var) o &(x))

(2.54) o
+p0(2) (V(©rumee@) @) © ¢(x), T € Dy,
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Combining this with Vi € CL(D), Vyaiiplop = 0 and n, Vn are Lipschitz continuous on
d_, D) due to dD € CP*, we conclude that V (@} o ¢) is Lipschitz continuous on D,,.

Next, we construct the PDE satisfied by u*. By (2353), we see that (V@) (V@)* = Q
holds on D, \ 0D, where @ is a d x d symmetric matrix valued function given by

(Q(@)v1,v2) = (v1,02) + pp(2)* (V0 1) (0(2)), (Vi) (0(2)))
+ pp(z {<v1 = 2lp_, p(2){v1, n(0(2))n(0(x)), (Vr,en)(0(z)))
+ (02 — 21@,T0D(x)(v2, n(f(x)))n(6(z)), (len)(9($))>}> z € Dyyyv1, 03 € RY.

Then by taking ry > 0 small enough, on D, the matrix-valued functional () is bounded,
invertible, Lipchitz continuous, and symmetric with

1
Q_l(x) 2 §Id> YIS DT’O'

We extend a; := %Uta;f from D to R? by letting

(2.55) a, = pp/2)(a; 0 $)Q" + (1 = h(pp/2))L4

Since (Z.5) holds for z,y € D, with this extension of a it holds for all z,y € R?. Combining
this with (249) and noting that b, = bgl) + 1Db§0) extends b from D to RY, we see that (A"
holds.

Since h(pp/2), h(pp) € CZ(RY) with h(pp/2) =1 on {h(pp) # 0}, and since (V§)? = Q
on Dy, \ 0D, by 243), 249), 257) and ([252), we see that v} in (Z5]I) solves the PDE

(2.56) (0 + tr{a,V?} +V b0 15, Jud = Au + ft + ft@), t € [to, 1], uf‘l =0,
where outside the null set 0D,
1= (hopp)fio ¢+ 2(aV(ho pp), V{i o B}),

b1

P = (@} 0 ) (L7 + V3,)(ho pp),

By @53), h € C*([0,00)) with support supph C [0,70/2], ||alles + [[15,,0 Vi pllc < 00
according to (A5") and Remark 2.2(1), we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

1 _ . 2 N .
1Y) < Liop<may([fel + Vi) oa, |7 < Cl{ng%O}{(l + [be]) @} 0 .
Since |f| 4 |b| + |@*| is bounded on [0,7] x D, so is |fO1+ [ fP] on [0,T] x R?. Hence, by
Lemma 2.4 the PDE (2.56) has a unique solution in H}"(to, 1), for each i = 1,2 and A > 0,
the PDE

(257) (8t + tr{atV2} + \V4 (1)+b ) )\u;\ ot + ft y [to, tl] utl =0
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has a unique solution in H 3,]) (t—0,t1) as well, and there exist constants ¢, ca > 0 increasing
in |b]]; (T.0) such that
ql ’

_d_2 d_2

(258) (140755 o + (1 4+ 2) 20757 |t 2o

. < 61||f(1)||£%;(t0,t1) < C2(||f||i§;§(to7tl’[)) + ||u?||if]’(to,t1,D))a p> 2,

lq_d_2

(2.59) L+ 22DV oo + V2 20y + 1100+ Vo) uM [ 220 )

: -\

< Cl||f(1)||£g(to,t1) < C2(||f||£g(t0,t1,D) + [ ||Lg(to,t1,D))a
and
1(1—4_2

2.60) (1422077 (0| + V2] ) + V% M2 ” (tos)
2.60

100+ V)0 g ) < 1P 0 < (U4 Bl o)l
q q

By taking large enough A\ > 0 increasing in ||b|| i7 (n.py We derive from (Z58) and (260)
ql ’
that

1
I Moo 1V 0000y = 5 Wiz, 18 N 50001.00):

[ [loo + VUl < §|lﬂAHom A2 Ao

Noting that the uniqueness of ([Z56) and ([Z57) implies v} = u;"' +u,", this and the definition
of u yield

2
18 oo + IV | 25 0.0,0) < D142 oo + IV | 22 00009)
=1

1 -
< 5 U@ oo + 1l 27201 00,y 1821 27000,

so that
l@loo + IV@ N z00.1,0) < IS 2220000070 A Z Do

This together with (2.58))-(2.60) imply (2.44), (245) and (2.40) for some ¢, > 0.

2.3 Weak well-posedness: proof of Theorem [2.1]
We first introduce some known results for the reflecting SDE with random coefficients:
(261) dXt = Jt(Xt)dt -+ St(Xt)dVVt + n(Xt)dlt, t e [O, T],

where (W;)¢cjo,r is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probability
space (Qa {ﬁt}tG[O,T} ) IP))?

J:0,T)x QxR - R S:[0,7] x QxR —» RE@R™

20



are progressively measurable, and [; is the local time of X; on dD. Let A be the set of

increasing functions h : (0,1] — (0,00) such that fo(l) hcéz) = oo, and let I" be the class of

increasing functions v : [0,00) — [1,00) such that [~ chj)
following result goes back to [36], and in general it is mainly summarized from [I5, Theorem
1, Corollary 1 and Theorem 2|, where the condition in the first assertion is more general

than that stated in [15, Theorem 1.1]:

= o0o. When D is convex the

1S:(x) = Se(w)I7rs + 2(x =y, Ju(x) = Jy)) < gehl|z —yl?), t€[0,T),z,y € D,
since in the proof of this assertion, one only uses the upper bound of
15:(X¢) — Se(Yo)llzzs + 2(Xs = Vi, Jo(X) — Ji(Y)),

so that the present condition is enough for the pathwise uniqueness. In assertion (3), the
term tr{S;S;V?V;} was formulated in [I5, Theorem 1.1] as ||S;(z)||?AV;(z), which should be
changed into the present one according to 1t6’s formula of V;(X;). Moreover, when S and J
are bounded and deterministic, the weak existence is given in [32] Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 2.8 ([15] 32, [36]). Assume (D).

(1) For any two solutions X, and Y, of [Z61) with X, = Yy € D, if there exist h € A and
a positive L' ([0, T))-valued random variable g such that P-a.s.

19:(Xe) — Sy (Y|l his + 2(Xe — Y, Jy(Xy) — J(V2)) < geh(| X, = Yif?), ¢ € (0,71,
then X; =Y, up to life time.

(2) IfP-a.s. S and J are continuous and locally bounded on [0, 00) x D, then for any initial
value in D, (261)) has a weak solution up to life time. If or S and J are bounded and
deterministic S and J on [0,T] x D, (Z&1) has a global weak solution.

(3) If either D is bounded, or there exist 1 <V € CY%([0,T] x D) with

lim inf Vi(z) =00, VaViop <0,

z€D,|z|—o0 t€[0,T]
and a positive L*([0, T|)-valued random variable g such that P-a.s.

tr{S,S;V?V;} + 2(VV(2), J(z)) + 20,Vi(x)
< gtV(V(z))a te [O>T]>I eD

holds for some v € I', then any solution to (2.61]) is non-explosive.

Next, we apply Theorem 28 to ([2]) with coefficients satisfying the following assumption,
where (1,) is known as monotone or semi-Lipschitz condition, which comparing with (1,)
allows o to be unbounded.
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(H1) b and o satisfying the following conditions.
(1) One of the following conditions hold:

(1a) (AS") holds with ||Vo|)? € E{;(T) for some (p,q) € A, or (AJ") holds. Moreover, there
exists a constant K > 0 such that

(262) <ZE - Y, bt(z) - bt(y)> < K|ZI§' - y|27 te [OaT]ax>y € D
(1) There exists an increasing function h : [0, 00) — [0, 00) with fo(l) Tﬁ:’m = 00, such that

(2.63) 2(z =y, bi(x) = be(y) " +llow(z) —or(W)s < M|z —yl*), t€[0,T], 2,y € D.

(2) o]l < e(1 +|-|?) holds for some constant ¢ > 0, there exist xo € D and 0D C 0D
such that

(2.64) (x — xo,n(x)) <0, z€dD\ID, n(x) € AN
and when dD # 0 there exists a function p € C2(D) such that

(2.65)  (Vp,m)lop = 15p, o {Ile"Vall + l[tr{oa"V?p}| + (b, V)~ } < K.
0,7xD

According to (L3) and Remark 2.1(a), (H1)(2) holds with p = 0 if either D is convex,
and it holds with p = p in p,, 2D for some ro > 0 when 9D € CZ and |o|| + (b, Vp)~ is
bounded on [0, 7] x 0,,D.

Lemma 2.9. Assume (D) and (H1)(1). Then the reflecting SDE (2.1)) is well-posed up to
life time. If (H1)(2) holds, then the solution is non-explosive, and for any k > 0 there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(2.66) E[ sup |X;v|'f} <c(1+|z%), zeD,tel0,T]
te[0,7

(2.67) supE(e 50| 7,) < ¢, 0<ty<t; <T,
z€D

where (XF,17) is the solution with X¢ =z, and [¥ = fot L5py (X)L

To prove this result, we need the following lemma on the maximal functional for nonneg-
ative functions f on D:

1 _
Mpf(x) = sup)m/B(o’r)(lDf)(:c—iry)dy, reD.

re(0,1

Lemma 2.10. Let 0D € C?.
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(1) For any real function f on D with |Vf| € L}, .(D),

loc

[f(x) = fW)] < clz — y|(Ap|V f|(z) + Ap|VI(y) + | fllx), ae xy€D.

(2) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any nonnegative measurable function f on
0,7] x D,
||///Df||£%;(T,D) < C||f||ig(T,D)’ p.q =1
Proof. We only prove (1), since (2) follows from [49, Lemma 2.1(ii)] with 15 f replacing f.
Let ¢ be in (Z50). Take 0 < h € Cp°(R) with h(r) = 1 for r» < 79/4 and h(r) = 0 for

r > 19/2. We then extend a function f on D to f on R by letting
f(x) = {hopp}fop,
where pp is the distance function to D. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
IV <1pIVf+clo, ,o(lf o @l + |V flod).

By [53, Lemma 5.4] and the integral transform z — () with [|(V)™!| bounded on d_,, D,

we find constants ¢y, co > 0 such that for any x,y € D,

|f(x) = f(y)| = |f(if) — ()l
< ale—yl(A|\Vf1(@) + AV (y) + [ Flloo }
< eolx —y[{ M|V fl(x) + AD|V FI(y) + | flloo }
where 4 = .#p for D = R, O

Proof of LemmalZ.9. (1) We first prove the existence and uniqueness up to life time. Since
o and b are locally bounded, by a truncation argument we may and do assume that o and
b are bounded. Indeed, let for any n > 1 we take

oi™(z) == oy ({1 A (n/]z))}x), ™ (x) := h(jz|/n)by(z), t>0,2 € D,

where h € C5°([0,00) with 0 < h < 1 and h|py = 1. Then ot} and 1" are bounded on
[0,7] x D and for some constant K,, > 0,

B (@) — b (y) 2 — y)*
< h(z| /) {bi(z) = bi(y), @ —y)* + [R(|z|/n) = (lyl/m)|(baly), x = y)*
< (be(x) = bi(y),x — y)t + Koo —yl?, t€[0,T],2,y € D, Jy| < |a].

So, by the symmetry of (0™ (2)=b™ (y), z—y)* in (z,y), under (1,), o and b are bounded
on [0, 7] x D and satisfy (262) with K + K, replacing K; while (1) and

{1A (n/lz]) e = {1 A (n/lyD)}yl <l =y

imply that o™ and b are bounded and satisfy ([2.63) for 2h(r) + K,r replacing h(r).
Therefore, if the well-posedness is proved under (H1) for bounded b and o, the SDE is
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well-posed up to the hitting time of dB(0,n) for any n > 1, i.e. it is well-posed up to life
time.

When ¢ and b are bounded, the weak existence is implied by Theorem [2.8(2). By the
Yamada-Watanabe principle, it suffices to verify the pathwise uniqueness. Let X; and Y; be
two solutions starting from = € D. By Lemma 2.T0(1) and (H1)(1),

X —Yi)? under (1,)
X)) = (Vo) + 20X, — Yo, be () — by(vp)) < 4 9K =Yl o
lo0(Xe) = o (Yi)llrs + 2(Xe = Yo, be(Xe) — i (V) < {h(|Xt_Yt|2), under (1),

where for some constant ¢ > 0
g = c{l + ,///D||Vat]|2(Xt) + %D]|Vat]|2(}ﬁ)}.

So, by Theorem 2.§|(1), it suffices to prove fOT gdt < oo under (1,). By Lemma 2T0 this
follows from (Z20) under condition (AJ") with ||Vo|? € E{;(T) for some (p,q) € %, or
(Z37) under condition (A5").

(2) To prove the non-explosion, we simply denote (X, ;) = (X7, [7) and let

Tpi=1inf{t > 0:|X¢| >n}, n>1
By (H1)(2), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
(2.68) dp(X;) > —Kdt + dM, +dl;, t€[0,7]

holds for dM; := (o,(X;)*Vp(X}), dW,) satisfying d(M), < K2dt. This implies ([267). Next,
by (H1), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

2(bi(x), @ — xo) + llov(2) | Fs

= 2(be(x) = bi(20), © — wo) + [|ov(x) — (o) |1
+2(bi(0), @ — o) + llow(wo) | Frs + 2(04(x0), 01(2)) s

<o (14 |z — 2%, ze€D.

Then by (H1)(2) and It6’s formula, for any & > 2 we find a constant ¢, > 0 such that
d|Xt — Io‘k S 02(1 + ‘Xt — l’0|k>dt + th -+ ]{?|Xt — Io‘k_ldl;,

where M, is a local martingale with d(M), < ¢y(1 4 |X; — 20|*)?dt. By BDG’s inequality and
(2.67), we find constants c3, ¢4 > 0 such that

= sup (14X, —20), n>1,t¢€ [0, 7]

SE[0,tATR]

satisfies

t t 3 .
En™ <1+ |2 — 2" + ;B / nj"}ds+2c3Ew( / \n§“}|2ds) + KE || 'L
0 0
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t
< Enj"}+c4(1+\x|’f)+c4/ En{™ds, te0,T].
0

NN

By Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain
En™] < 2e4(1 + |e[F)e*', t € [0,T],w € Dyn > 1,

which implies the non-explosive of X; and (2.66]) for some constant ¢ > 0.
U

Proof of Theorem .1l Let Xy = 2 € D. We consider the following two cases respectively.
(a) Let (AT") hold. Then (H1) holds for b replacing b. By Lemma 3, the reflecting
SDE

(2.69) dX, = bV (X,)dt + oy (X,)dW, + n(X,)dl,

is well-posed with (2.66) holding for all £ > 1 and some constant ¢ > 0 depending on k.
By Lemmas ZH26, ([Z67) and (A7) with [b@> € LI(T), we see that (ZZI) holds for

f = [b@|2, so that for some map c: [1,00) — (0, 00) independent of the initial value z,
(2.70) sup E*|Rp|F < c(k), k>1

zeD
holds for

Ry = od Wt (oson) 0OV X)aW) =4 [ o 00t) B (X)as 4 ¢ [0 7.

By Girsanov’s theorem,
t
W, =W, — / {07 (0,07) WO} (X,)ds, t€0,T]
0

is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability measure Q := RyP. Rewriting

(269) as )
dXt = bt(Xt)dt + O't(Xt)th + H(Xt)dlt,

we see that (Xt,lt,Wt)te[o,T} under probability @ is a weak solution of (2ZII). Moreover,
letting Eg be the expectation under Q, by (2.60) and 270), for any & > 1 we find a
constant ¢(k) > 0 independent of = such that

E@[ sup \Xt\k} :E[RT sup ‘Xt|k:|

te[0,T] te[0,T]

< B[R]} (E swp [X*])" a1 +[ef), veD

te[0,T
for some constant ¢ > 0. Similarly, (2.67) and (2.70) imply

Egef't < C(k), k>1
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for constants C'(k) > 0 independent of z. So, (2.I3)) holds for this weak solution.
To prove the weak uniqueness, let (X4, li, Wi)tejo,r) under probability P be another weak
solution of (Z.I)) with X, = z, i.e.

(271) dXt = bt(Xt)dt + O't(Xt)dVT/t + H(Xt)dl_t, t e [O, T], X() = XT.
It suffices to show

(2.72) Lz P = LX)

tefo,7) P — tefo,7)Q-

By Lemma 2.5 the estimate (Z2I)) holds for X; and f = [0(?|?, so that
(2.73) Epe’\f(ﬂbgm(&)‘zdt < o0, A>0.

By Girsanov’s theorem, this and (A§) imply that
t
G X, W) =W, +/ {o*(0s0) O} X,)ds, te[0,T]
0

is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q := R(X, W)P, where
R(X, W) i= e~ Jo o3 (uo) 0 WX AW =3 T o3 (raot) 7107 HE) P,
Reformulating ([2.77]) as
dX, = bV (X)dt + 00 (X,)dG(X, W) +n(X)dl,, t € [0,T],

and applying the well-posedness of (2.69)) which implies the joint weak uniqueness, we con-
clude that

ZXt7[t7Gt(X7W))tE[O,T]‘@ = ﬂXtvlmwf)tE[O,T]‘P'
Noting that
R(X, V_V)—l — e s \{a;‘(Jsag)*lbgo)}(Xs)lzdsR(X’ G(X, W))—l’
this implies that for any bounded continuous function F on C([0,T]; R? x [0, c0)),
Es[F(X,1)] = Eg[R(X, W)™ F(X,1)]
G(X, W) te o \{02(Usai)’lbgo)}(Xs)|2d8F(X’ )]
— Ep[R(X, W) Lo~ Jo Hoi(euon) Ty XPds o ¢ )]
= Ep[RrF(X,1)] = Eg[F(X,1)].
Therefore, (2.72) holds.

(b) Let (A2") hold. By Lemma 28, (270) and (273) hold, so that the desired assertions
follow from Girsanov’s transforms as shown in step (a). O

26



2.4 Well-posedness: proof of Theorem [2.2

The weak existence is implied by Theorem P11 By the Yamada-Watanabe principle, it
suffices to prove estimate (2.14]) which in particular implies the pathwise uniqueness as well

as estimate (2.17]):
P —P X{E _ Xy
Doy—a |$—y\ Day—z ‘x_y|
T\ _ Y\ip\ L x y p% p—1
< lim sup <E|f(th f(j(t” >P<E[‘Xt ti| 1]) P
Day—zx |Xt _Xt |p |x—y|ﬁ

< c(p)(PIVSP)? (). =€ D.te0.T].f € Ci(D).

Let (X7, 1) be two solutions of ) with X’ = 2 € D,i = 1,2. Below we prove (Z14)
in situations (7) and (i7) respectively.

Proof of Theorem [2.2 under (i). In this case, D is an interval or a half-line. For any A > 0,
let u) be the unique solution to [2I9) with ¢ty = 0,¢, = T and f = —b®| that is,

(2.74) (0 + Loyuy = M} —b”, t€[0,T],u) =0.

By Z2) with f = —b® € L3?*(T), we take large enough A > 0 such that
1

(2.75) [ || so + || VU || oo < 3 HuAHﬁzzépg(T) < 0.

Then
O)Nz) =z +u)(z), zE€R

is a diffeomorphism and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
1
(2.76) 51T =yl <[08(x) —OR(y)| < 20w —yl, wyeR,te[0,T].

Let (X, 1) solve @) for X\’ =2® € D,i=1,2, and let
v = 00(X7) = X0+ ud(X[), i=1.2.
By Itd’s formula in Lemma 2.5(2),
(2.77) 4Y," = B,(Y;")dt + Zy(V, N aW, + {1 + Ve (X)) n(xX)dl? | i =1,2
holds for
(278)  Byw):= {0 + X ({01} (@), Eilw) = {(1+ Vu)ar } ({67} (@)

By 279), @18) and || VbW || < 1 due to (AS?), we find nonnegative functions F; and F,
such that

(2.79) IVB||+ |VE|]* < Fy + Fa, F; € L¥(T), i=1,2.
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Since d = 1, for any x € 0D and y € D we have y — x = |y — z|n(x), so that ([2.75) implies
(2.80) (©7(y) — ©3(2), {1 + Vui(z) fn(z)) > |y — 2[(1 — [Vu*]x)* > 0.

Combining this with (Z77)) and It6’s formula, up to a local martingale we have

My (2) 1y (2)y12
d|Yt(1)_Yt(2)|2k§2km(1)_yt(2)|2k{|3t(yt ) — Bu(Y, )|+k||2t(yt ) — XY, )HHS}dt

1 2 1 2
|Yt()—Y2()| |Y;()—Y;()|2

So, by Lemma 2.10, we find a constant ¢; > 0 and a local martingale M; such hat
DA A e S e / YO YO PAZ + dM,
0
where
(281) & = /0 t{1 + p([VBU| + IVEP) V) + i ([VB] + | VE.IP) (1) s,

Combining this with ([2.79), (Z21), Lemma [ZT0 and the stochastic Gronwall lemma (see [34]
or [50]), for any k > 1 and p € (3,1), we find constants cs, c; > 0 such that

2 2
(B[ sup 02(X1) ~ 02X} = (B sup [y = v2[F)
s€[0,t] s€[0,4]

p—

c . 1
< 02|Y[)(1) _ }/6(2)‘%(1@6%&) r< 03‘@8@(1)) _ @S(x(2))|2k.
This together with (Z70]) implies (2.14) for some constant ¢ > 0. O

To prove (2I4) under (A5"), we need the following lemma due to [51, Lemma 5.2], which
is contained in the proof of [I1, Lemma 4.4]. Let Vi and Vs, be the gradient operators in
the first and second variables on RY x R?.

Lemma 2.11. There ezists a function g € C*(R? x R?) N C%((R?\ {0}) x R?) having the
following properties for some constants ks > 1 and ki € (0,1) :

(1) kilz|? < g(z,y) < ko|z|?, =,y € R

(2) (Vig(z,y),y) <0, |yl =1,(z,y) < kl|z;

(3) |ViVig(x,y)| < kalz>~%, 4,5 € {0,1,2},i+j < 2,2,y € R

Proof of Theorem[Z.2 under (i1). Let b%" be the mollifying approximation of b® = 1,0,
By Lemma [2.7] there exists Ag > 0 such that for any A\ > )\ and n > 1, the PDE

(282) (at + Lt + vbg,n_bio) - )\)ui\’n = —bgvn’ u;‘:n = VHU?7H|6D = 0,
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has a unique solution in C2([0, 7] x D), and there exist constants €, ¢ > 0 such that

(1 + 2 (Il lloo + Ve o) + 11Be + Vo )u™ 227, 5y + IV*4™ 2227,y

(2.83)
< elbOllmenpy A= Aon > 1

Then for large enough Ay > 0, O™ := id + u)"" satisfies
1 _
(2.84) sle—ul’ < 107" (x) = O ()P < 2w =y, A= o 2,y € D.

Let ro > 0 be small enough such that p € CZ(,,D) with V?p Lipschitz continuous on 9,, D,
and take h € C'OO([O 00); [0, 00)) with A’ > O h(r) =r for r < ro/2 and h(r) = ro for r > ro.

Let (X Dl ) solve (1)) starting at ¥ € D for i = 1,2. Alternatively to \X(l 52)\2,
we consider the process

H; = g(07"(X;") = 02" (X,”), V(ho p)(X{")), t€0.T],
where ¢ is in Lemma 211l By Lemma [ZTT|(1) and (2.84), we have
k
(2.85) 31|X§” — X2 < H, < 2k X — XPPR, e, 7]
Simply denote
&= 0" (XY) = O (XP), = V(o p) (X,
By It6’s formula, (282) and V,0,"|sp = n due to Vau,"|op = 0, we have
g = {2 (X) = 2" (07) + (07 = B)(GY) = (0 = () e
280 +{{(VOR)Al(X) — (VO] (X v + n<X“ i = n(x;?)di?,
diy = LV (ho p)(X{)dt + {[V2(h o p)loy (X)W, + {VaV (ko p)} (X M)l
Hence, [to’s formula for H; reads
(2.87) dH, = A,dt + BP a4l — B24i? + dm,,
where
A= (Vag(&om), X" (X)) = ™ (X(7))
+(Vig(&om), Vyo 0" (XGY) = Vyo_pn©2"(X))
+ <Vzg(€t,77t), LiV(ho P)(Xt(l))> + <V%9(fta ), NtNt*>HS
+(ViVag(&m), Neo(X) V2 (o p) (X))

+(V3g(&m), {[V*(hop)ooiVi(ho p) HXM)) e
N, ={(verMo } (X)) — {(Ver™ e H(x?)

(2.88)
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BY =(V1g(&m), n(X ")) + (Vag (1), Va V(b o p) X)),
B? :=(V1g(&,m), (X)),
dM, =(Vig(&.m). [{(VO; ™o H(XM) — {(VO; ™o, (X)) dW, )
+(Vag(&.m). [{V3(ho p)}o] (X V)dW,).

In the following we estimate these terms respectively.
Firstly, (I2)) implies

(2.89)

(2.90)

2
n n r—y n a
(@) = 01" () n(e)) < L4 |Vl — . v € 0D,y € D.

Combining this with (283]), we find constants £y, Ay > 0 such that for any A > Ay,

(07" (x) = 6, (y), n(2)) < k|0, (z) — O ()],
x€0D,y € D,|lx—y| <ey,n>1tel0,T]

So, Lemma P.TT] yields

(V19(07" () = € (), n(x)), 0(2)) < Ljomyimeny [R2|07" (2) — 07" (y)]

(291) —11oAn An 2 B
< kogy |10, () — O (y)|*, v €0D,ye D,n>1,tel0,T].

Next, by the same reason leading to (2.91]), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

(V1g(07" (z) — ©;"(y), V(h ° ,0) (z)),n(y))

> (Vig(67"(x) — @A (v),n(y)),n(y))
(2.09) — |V19(6)" (z) — 67" (y), V(ho,o (y))2 Vig(0;"(x) — ©;"(y), V(h o p)(x))|
= _1{|m y|>€o}k250 |@ (ZL’)

)\

t (y)|

— W[ V1V29(07"(z) — O™ (1), ) [|oo|©7 " (z) — O () |2
> —¢1|0"(x) — 0" (y)|%, @ € D,y € dD,n>1,te[0,T).

Moreover, by (AS") and h o p € CP" (D), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
LAV (hop)} < CO+ ), t€[0,T).

Combining this with Lemma 2T, Lemma 210, (2.85)), and (2Z.88)-(2.92)), we find a constant
K > 0 such that

1Al < K{B” — 00" 2(x ) + b — b?’"P( o)

+ KX - X7 |2{1+\b<°| +Z//1DHV{ (VOrMa ||’ (x }
(M), < K|x{ - X§2’\4{1 + Z//JDHV{(V@jv")at}H?(Xf”)},
1=1
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B < KIX{V - XxPP, B} < KXV - XPP.
Combining these with (2.85]) and ([2.87]), for any & > 1, we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

i < e X = XPPEDp - o) PO 0 - 0P Yt

(2.93)
+ | XV = XP L + kHF M,

where
t 2

(294)  Z=1"+1P + / {14 BOUXD) + 3 o [ V{TOR) o} [*(X) bas
0 i=1

For any m > 1, let
T i=inf {t >0 |Xt(1) — Xt(2)| >m}.

By (2:83) and (2.93)), we find a constant ¢, > 0 such that
295 X, - X< Gu b [ XY - XPPAZ A
holds for some local martingale M, and
Gon(t) = a2 — 2@ 2 4 cy2E=D) / B0 — B0 4 ) — B0 2(X @) Y.
0

Since (A7?) and (Z83) imply

sup | V{(VOM)o}|| < Fi + Fy

n>1
for some 0 < F; € LEY(T),i = 1,2, by 237), [Z38), the stochastic Gronwall lemma, and
Lemma 210, for any p € (3,1) there exist constants c3, ¢y > 0 such that

2 2P —-Pp
(B] swp X0~ XOP])" < (@) FECA()
[

SE[0,tATm ]

< C4(|£L'(1) _ $(2)|2k —l—m2(k_1)||b(0) . bom”i{g(T))a n,m > 1.

By first letting n — oo then m — oo and applying (Z39), we prove (Z.I4)) for some constant
c>0. U

2.5 Functional inequalities: proof of Theorem
Let {P;;}i>s>0 be the Markov semigroup associated with (2.1]), i.e.

Poif(x) =Ef(X],), t>s,f€ $y(D),

where (X{,):>s is the unique solution of ([2.)) starting from z at time s. We have
(2.96) P f(x) = E(Porf)(X]), s€[0,t],f € C(D),
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where X7 := X§ . By (2I3) for Z.I)) from time s, for any p > 1, we have

(297> |VPs,tf‘ S C(p)(P&t‘Vf‘p)%, 0 S S S t S T, f S Cl}(D>
If P.f € C**([0,t] x D) for f € C%(D) such that
(2.98) (0s+ Ly)Poyf =0, f€CX(D),VaPsiflop =0,

then the desired inequalities follow from (2.97) by taking derivative in s to the following
reference functions respectively:

P{Pss(e + 1)}, P{Pus(e + £)}, Pflog Pos(e + f)}a +s(y —5)/t), s €[0,1],

see for instance the proof of [48, Theorem 3.1]. However, in the present singular setting it is
not clear whether (2.98]) holds or not. So, below we make an approximation argument.

(a) Proof of [ZI0). Let {b°"},>; be the mollifying approximations of b®. By (AJ"), for
any f € C%(D) and t € (0,T], the equation

t
ut, = P f 4 / P (Wl )dr, s € [0,4].

s

has a unique solution in C"2([0,¢] x D), and PP, f := u?, satisfies

(2.99) (0 + LT + Vyou) P f =0, s € [0,8], f € C3(D).
By this and [to’s formula for the SDE
AXI7 = (0 + b)) (XEAE + o (XE) AW, ¢ > s, X5 =,

we obtain
Pl f(r) = Ef(XY), 0<s<t.

Let X; solve (2)) from time s with Xy = z, and define
R, = eld @ W= o lefr e (07100 — ")) (X,), s € [0,4]
By Girsanov’s theorem, we obtain

[Puutf = PLuf\(x) = [BLF(X0) — Rif (X))
< 1 lloo (Bt T 157 BB 1) = || fll e, 0< s <E<T,

where ¢ > 0 is a constant and due to ([2.38), ¢,, — 0 as n — oo. Consequently,

(2.100) 1Psef = Piifllse < nllflloc, n=1,0<s <t <T.

Moreover, the proof of ([2.97) implies that it holds for P, replacing P;; uniformly in n > 1,
since the constant is increasing in ||| i72(r), which is not less that |0%7| i (T"). Thus,

(2101)  |[VPLf| < c(p)(PLIVIP)F, 0<s<t<T.feChD)n>1L
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Now, let 0 < f € C%(D) and t € (0,T]. For any € > 0 and p € (1,2], by (I01), Z39),
ZI00), (AS") and Itd’s formula, we find constants ¢;, ¢, > 0 such that

d(e + P2 f)P(XL) = {p(e + PP (0 — 0" VPLLf)
+p( —1)(e + P f)P~ 2|0*VP"tf\ HX)ds + dM,
> Ley(e+ PP VPR — a|Vfllaolb® = 007} (X,) +dM;, s € [0,],6 >0

holds for some martingale M,. By (Z20), Holder’s inequality, and [[b(® — 6%" || i) — 0 as
n — oo, we find a constant c¢3 > 0 and sequence ¢, — 0 as n — oo such that

kPl Iy = (P +epza [ P(e 4 PILAPIV P £ ds
0

t P\ o t n 2
> 02/ BV FLIP) —ds > 03/ VAP —ds, €€ (0,1).
{P(e+ Prf} {Pue + oS} 7

Thus, for any x € D and = # y € B(x,0) C D for small § > 0 such that

hSAIN)

r,=x+r(y—z) €D, rel0,1],

this implies

(PP f(x) — PPly(y))d [
|f0 s,t(y)) s| S/ dr/ ‘VPsP:tf‘(xT»dS

va—y\
S/(/ {P!vfffff)'} ) (/ (Rle PPV s ) 0

§/lcgm{an—i—Pt(a—i—f)p}é(:chr(y x))</0(5+PP”tfp) It )ds)%dr.

0

Combining this with (ZI00) and letting n — oo, — 0, we obtain

IO BIN L [ it ([ (o # gis)

[z =y
Letting y — = we prove (2.I0) for some constant ¢ depending on p, for p € (1,2] and all
f € C%(D). By Jensen’s inequality the estimate also holds for p > 2, and by approximation
argument, it holds for all f € %,(D).

(b) Proof of (ZI7). By [ZI0I), Ito’s formula and (A3?), we find a constant ¢, > 0 and
a martingale M, such that

N

A(PRF)2(XS) = 20(V P2, — 007 4+ |02V PE, f2}(X,)ds + dM,
< ea{ [V lllb? = 007" + PLIV P H(X)ds + dM,, s € [0,1].

Integrating both sides over s € [0, t], taking expectations and letting n — oo, and combining

with (220) and (Z100), we prove (2.17).
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(¢c) Proof of (ZI8). Let 0 < f € C}(D). By taking It6’s formula to P7,(c + f)(X,) for
e > (0 and taking expectation, we derive

d
Plog PLy{e + f} = =PV 1og PL,f + P4 — 127, Vlog Pl (e + ).

For any z,y € D, let v : [0,1] — D be a curve linking = and y such that 19| < c|x —y| for
some constant ¢ > 0 independent of z,y. Combining these with (A7") and (2I5) for p = 2
we find a constant c¢5 > 0 such that

Plogle + f}(x) — log PM{e + f}(y /—m%mmmm
t
g/ {ct™Ya — y||V P log P, f(vse)| — Pilo:V log P f12} (vse)ds
0
ty. 12 2
§c5/| Y% g = alr =yl t € (0,7).
. t

Therefore, (2.I8) holds.

3 Well-posedness for DDRSDEs

To characterize the dependence on the distribution, we will use different probability dis-
tances. For a measurable function

Y : D x D — [0,00) with ¢(x,y) = 0 if and only if z =y,

we introduce the associated Wasserstein “distance” (also called transportation cost)

Wy(p,v) = inf V(@ y)r(de,dy), p,ve P(D),

7'('6((«1&(/.1,,1/) DXD

where € (i, v) is the set of all couplings for p and v. In general, W, is not necessarily a
distance as it may be infinite and the triangle inequality may not hold. In particular, when
Y(x,y) = |z — y|* for some constant k& > 0, the L*-Wasserstein distance W, := (Ww)ﬁlk is
a complete metric on the space

Zi(D) = {pe Z(D): |ul=p(l-I*

When k& = 0 we set [[ullo = 1 such that Zy(D) = Z(D) and W, reduces to the total
variation norm

1 1
WO(,U> V) = _H:u - VHvar = 5 sup |,u( ) (.f)| = Sup. |:u(A) - V(A)|>
2 2 |p1<1 AeA(D)

)E < 00}

where %(D) is the Borel o-algebra of D. We will also use the weighted variation norm for
k> 0:

I = Vlkwar == sup |u(f) —v(f)], p,ve Pu(D).
|FI<1+]|*
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According to [38, Theorem 6.15], there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(3.1) i = Vllvar + Wi (i, )™ < el = Viikwar, p.v € Pi(D).

However, when k& > 1, for any constant ¢ > 0, Wg(u,v) < ¢||[pt — V|| ver does not hold.
Indeed, by taking

p=>0, v=>0-n""""+n"*5,. n>1ecR?with|e| =1,

we have Wy, (i1, v) = n~%, while
o o 3
||:u - VHk,var =n ! k||50 - 5ne||k,var S n ! k{50(1 + | . |k) + 5n5(1 + | . |k)} S E, n 2 ]_,
so that lim,,_.~ W = oo for k > 1.

In Theorem B below, we use the enlarged probability distance || - ||,var + W} to measure
the distribution dependence of the DDRSDE (ILH)). For any subspace & of #(D) and any
T € (0,00], let C([0,T]; &) be the set of all continuous maps from [0, 7] N[0, o) to & under

the weak topology. For any ;1 € C([0,00); Z(D)), let o and b* be in (7).

3.1 Singular case

We make the following assumption. Recall that b}’ := b,(-, u;) for u € C([0, 0); Z(D)).

(A1) Let T >0 and k > 0. 0" = o does not depend on u, and there exists i € Py(D) such
that at least one of the following two conditions holds.

(1) (Ag’i’) holds for b := b(-, i), and there exist a constant « > 0 and 1 < f € f){l’j (T, D)
such that for any t € [0,T], v € D, and p,v € P(D),
(32) V(@) = " (@)] < fulw) +allul,
(3.3) b} () = 0/ (2)] < (@) {1t = vllar + Wi, v) }-

(2) (A‘f’i’) holds with f in B2)-B3) satisfying |f]* € INL{I’(T,D) for some (p,q) € A .

Since 8§” is regular, ([3.2]) gives a control for the singular term of b*. Moreover, ([B.3) is
a Lipschitz condition on by(z,-) in || - ||gver + W, with a singular Lipschitz coefficient.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (Al).

(1) (LH) is weak well-posed up to time T for distributions in F(D). Moreover, for any
v € P%(D), and any n > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that

(3.4) E[ sup | X[

te[0,7

XO] <c(l1+]Xo|"), Ee™ <c¢, v€D
holds for any (weak) solution with Lx, = .
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(2) (@A) is well-posed up to time T for distributions in P(D) in each of the following
situations:

(1) d =1 and (A1)(2) holds.
(i7) (A1)(1) holds with p, > 2 in (AY).

To prove Theorem Bl we first present a general result on the well-posedness of the
DDRSDE (LH) by using that of the reflecting SDE (2.1]).
For any k > 0,y € &, N > 2, let

PN = {1 e 0,71 Z4(D)) : o =, sup ™™ (1 + py(| - [5)) < N},

t€[0,7]

Then as N 1 oo,
(3.5) PNt 2L = {peC(0,T]; 2D =7}
For any p € 93,?’7, we will assume that the reflecting SDE
(3.6) dX[7 = b (X7, py)dt + o (X)) AW, + n( XA, ¢ e [0,T], Lxpn =1y
has a unique weak solution with
H] (p) :== Lxpn € P(D), telo,T).

(H2) Let k> 0,7 > 0. For any v € (D) and i € e@,m, (B6) has a unique weak solution,
and there exist constants p, ¢ > 1, Ny > 2 and an increasing map C' : [Ny, 00) — (0, 00),
such that for any N > Ny and p € @TN the (weak) solution satisfies

kyy 0
(3.7) H (1) = Lxieom € Phy
(3.8) (E[(L+1X79?[XE7]) 2 < O+ X577, teo,T],

9 / gu(X87)ds

Obviously, when k = 0, conditions (3.7) and (B8] hold for Ny = 2.

Theorem 3.2. Assume (H2) and let 0 = o do not depend on 1. Assume that there erist
a measurable map I' : [0,T] x D x Z(D) — R™ such that

.%0) < C(N)Igllzzgesy, 0<to <ty <T,ge LE(T).

(3.10) bi(w,v) — by(z, 1) = oy (x)Ts(z, v, 1), x € Dt €[0,T],v,10 € Py(D).
(1) If there exists f > 1 with |f|* € E{;(T) for (p,q) in (H2) such that
(3.11) Te(z,v, )| < fo(@) v = pillowar, @€ Dt €0, T],v, 1€ Pi(D),

Then (ILT) is weak well-posed up to time T for distributions in 2y, (D). If, furthermore,
in (H2) the SDE ([B.6) is strongly well-posed for any v € Z(D) and p € Pr s 80 18
(@LR) up to time T for distributions in Py(D).

36



(2) Let k > 1 and there exists f > 1 with |f|* € E{;(T) for (p,q) in (H2) such that for any

n, v e gzk(D),

(3.12) ITe(z, v, )] < fil@) {1y = plliwar + Wi, )}, (t2) €[0,T] x D.

If for any v € P.(D) and N > Ny, there exists a constant C(N) > 0 such that for
any p, v € ‘@kv ,

(3.13) Wi(H{ (1), H (v))** < C(N / s = Vsl Roar + Wi(ss, v5)* }ds, ¢ € 10,71,

then assertions in (1) holds.

Proof. Let v € 2,(D). Then the weak solution to (B.6) is a weak solution to (LLF) if and
only if p is a fixed point of the map H” in Qk So, if H” on Qk has a unique fixed point
in Z[_, then the (weak) well-posedness of (BII) implies that of (I]ﬁl) Thus by B3), it

suffices to show that for any N > Ny, H” has a unique fixed point in 9 sy N By B1) and
the fixed point theorem, we only need to prove that for any N > Ny, H” is contractive with
respect to a complete metric on (@,?VN

(1) For any A > 0, consider the metric

Wk,)\,var(,ua V) ‘= sup e_)\tH:U“t - Vt”k,vara My V€ ‘@Z}’YN
te[0,T

Let (X7 1"7) solve (3.6 for some Brownian motion W; on a complete probability filtration

space (€, {#},P). According to [49, Lemma 4.1], by B3), BII) or BI2) with |f]* €
LA(T), we find a constant ¢; > 0 depending on N such that

T
sup E(62f0 [T (XS ws,us) s gz ) <di,
M,VE?/T’,Z“,LYN

T 2
sup E((/ gs(Xf”)dS)
ey 0

Then by Girsanov’s theorem,

(3.14)

%) < Aol 9 L),

t
W W, — / PA(X5 b, p)ds, t € [0, 7]
0

is a Brownian motion under the probability Q := RyP, where

By = e X v W)=} X vags)Pds 4 & [0, ]

is a P-martingale. By (B.10), we may formulate (3.0]) as

AX{ = by( X[, 1) dt + oy (X T)AW, + (X[ ALY, € [0,T], Lypn = .
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By the weak uniqueness due to (H2), the definition of || - ||x.var, (B8) and (BI0), we obtain
HH;Y(:U’) - Hg(”)“k,var = sup }E[(Rt — 1)f(Xt“’7):| ‘

| FI<1+] |k
(3.15) E[(1+\X“V| )| Ry — 1] <E[{E( 1+ | X192 o)}%{E(\Rt—lmﬁo)}ﬂ
< CUNE[(1+ 57 P {E(e o0 T mmte ) )33

Moreover, ([B.14]) implies
E(eﬂf s (X8 e ) s ) gz

t
< E(ef(f IFS(Xé‘”,vs,us)zds/ T (XY v, ) |Pds 90)

NS

Scl{ (( / X P — us||z,vards) ﬁ)}
2
2>\th)\1)¢17“ ,Ua { ((/ |.fs |2 —2A(t- s)dS)

)

< C1e2M||f2 T HLZ(t)WkQ\,UaT(M v)?%, € [0,77.
Combining this with ([B.I5]) and the definition of Wy .4, We obtain
(3.16) Wi war (H (1), H(v)) < C(N)(L+ (- [")arvVe(N)Werwar, A >0,
where
g(A) == sup Hf2e_2A(t_')Hip(t) 10 as AT oo.
te[0,T] !
So, H7 is contractive on (‘@lm , Wi A var) for large enough A > 0.

(2) Let k£ > 1. We consider the metric Wk,&mr = Wi war + Wy a, where

Wk,)\(,u’ V) ‘= sup e_Ath(:utth)? M, v € ‘@]Z?—iv
te[0,7

By using (B.12) replacing (3.I1), instead of ([B.I7) we find constants {C' (N, \) > 0},5¢ with
C(N,)\) — 0 as A — oo such that

(317> Wk,)\,var(H,Y(:u)v HPY(V)) S C(N7 )\)Wk,)\,var(:uv V)v )\ > 07 H, v € QZ]Z}WN

On the other hand, (B13) yields

o
WoA(H (1), H()) < sup ( / (s — usr|m+wk<us,us>2’f}ds)

te[0,T]
1

- 2k N ~
S Wk,)\,var’(,ua V) sup (C(N) / 6_2)\k(t S)ds) S C( )i Wk A var (,UH V)a )\ > 0.
te[0,T] 0 (2\k)zF

Combining this with ([BI7)), we concluded that H7 is contractive in ,@gVN under the metric
Wk, Avar When A is large enough, and hence finish the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 3. Let v € Z,(D) be fixed. By (B.2), for any i = 1,2, condition (Afb)
implies (A7"") for any p € C([0,00); Z4(D). So, by Theorem 21, (A1) implies the weak

7

well-posedness of ([B.6) for distributions in 92 (D) with
(318)  H}(p) € Zu(D), ENT < o0, A>0,v€ P(D), e C([0,00): P(D)),

and also implies the strong well-posedness of ([B.6]) in each situation of Theorem [B.II(2).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, (A1), we see that (8.9) holds for any (p,q) € %

as well as for (p,q) = (p2, q2) under (A3"), BI0) with 3II) holds for & < 1 due to (1),
and (310) with (BI2) holds for k£ > 1. Therefore, by Theorem B.2] it remains to verify (B.4)),

B0, B8), and BI3) for £ > 1. Since [B.8) and B.1) are trivial for £ = 0, we only need to

prove:
e B.4);
e (3.8) and (B7) for k£ > 0;
e ([BI3) for k > 1 for case (i);
e ([BI3) for k& > 1 for case (i1).

(a) We first prove that under (A1), there exits an increasing function ¢ : [1,00) — (0, 00)

such that for any m > 1 and u € 2} e

e [1neanras) <com( [ s niias)”

R [ as] < o etm) [0+ i), e 0.1

where X7, By ([B2), the boundedness of ¢ and the condition on b in (AS’E), we find a
constant ¢; > 0 such that

1 : 1
Lty = §tr{atafV2} + Vi, Lo = §tr{atafV2} + Vi

satisfy
- b ~ (1 -
Liyp > LY 5= |0 = 0] [V 3] > —er(fi + ||| 1)-

Simply denoting X; = X}*7, by combining this with (n,p)|sp > 1 and It6’s formula, we
obtain

(3.20) dp(Xy) = —er{ fi(Xe) + ||peell pdt 4+ dM, + di

for some martingale M;. Then there exists a constant K.0 such that

»)

yto)"i_K/ 1+H,U/s||)57 OgtogtlgT

B (1, - ltovto)<||p||oo+clza( / (R0 + s

< {E (/ £(X,)2ds

(3.21)
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(al) Let f? € f)g(T) for some (p,q) € # . Let u; solve the PDE

@+ L7 Yy = Mug + f2, wy, = 0,1 € [to, 1] = 0.

By Lemma 4] for larger enough A > 0 we have ||u||o + [|[Vu|lx < 1. By Lemma 23] and
B2), we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that up to a martingale,

dug(X0) 2 (Vg + f7 = Vg ue)(Xo)dt = [[Vael|oodls
(A+ ft2 — fr — o|pe|lg) (X3)dt — diy

1
(342 = 2= alll) (X — i

E( [ inecopas

Noting that (A1) implies (AJ""), by Lemma 23 and |f|? € ZNL{;(T) we obtain

v

v

Thus,

t1
‘gt()) §202—|—2a/ ||/.Lt||kdt+E(lt1 _lt0|<g;to)-

to

(3.22) / fo(X)*ds < oo,

combining the above estimate with ([3.21]), we find a constant ¢z > 0 such that

CET / F(X)ds

As shown in the proof of [49, Lemma 4.1], this implies (B.19).
(a2) Let (A” b) hold. Let {6°"},>; and {g™},>1 be the mollifying approximation of

t1
ﬁto) < 03/ (L+pslf)ds, 0<ty<t, <T.

to

b© = pr — bW and f? respectively. We have
(3.21) i {57 =5l + 19 ~ Pl s} =0

By Lemma 2.7 the SDE

@+ LI + Vi ud™ = A + g™, ™ = 0, Vi |op = 0,1 € [to, 1]
has a unique solution in C’;’z([to, t1] x D), and there exist A, ¢; > 0 such that
(3.25) [ e + 190 33000y < €10 1 > 1.
By It6’s formula, this together (B2]) implies

du™(Xp) = {0 + g = [V o™ = Vo o™ }(Xo)dE + dM,
> g™ —eh — (fi + allpelle + 107 — 0"V }(Xe)dt + dM,
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for some martingale M;. Combining this with Lemma 271 and (325]), we find a constant
¢y > 0 such that
Jt())

E( / g(X,)ds

t1 1 - ~
< et —t0) +B( [ {FAO07+ il + 1927+ 5 307 (X

_2(/ f(X dsto

t1
7(0 70,n
) ten [ s + alB = BNy,
By ([B24) and Fatou’s lemma, we may let n — oo to derive

g / rx|7) < g5 / FX|2,) +e /t:l<1+||us||i>ds

Combining this with ([:22) which now follows from Lemma 2.6, we derive (3:23)) for some
constant ¢3 > 0, hand hence prove (3.19).

(b) Proof of (B7). By [220), (33), (B19) and ||o|l« < oo, and using the formula

)

t t
Xt - XO + / bl;(Xs)dS + / O-s(Xs)dWsa gXo =7
0 0

we find constants ki, ko > 0 such that

E(1+ [ X,%) < ka(1+ ] + Hz( [ X+ + ||us||k}ds)
(3.26) )

t 2
gmw(/ {|Xs|2+||us||i}ds) telo,T)
0

(bl) When k > 2, by (8:26) we find a constant k3 > 0 such that
t
B+ X0 < b+ ks [ (BN + li}ds, ¢€ 0.7)
0

By Gronwall’s lemma, and noting that u € ,@kTVN, we find constant k; > 0 such that
t t
E(1 4 | X |F) < kg + k:4/ (14 [|ps||F)ds < kg + k:4NeNT/ e N=9ds < 2Kyt € [0,T].
0 0

Taking Ny = 2k, we prove

sup e V(1 + |Hy(w)||F) = sup e VE(Q +|X,|*) < Ny < N, N> Ny,ue 2N

kyy
t€[0,T] te[0,T]

so that ([B.1) holds.
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(b2) When k € (0,2), by BDG’s inequality, and by the same reason leading to (3.20]), we
find constants ks, kg, k7 > 0 such that

t 2
U = E[ sup (1 + |Xs\k)] < ks + ksE(/ {17+ ||:“8Hi}d3)

s€[0,t]

1_k t &
<ok [ 5+ ]~ (1) ) ([ i)
s€[0,t] 0
1
<k:6+2Ut+k7/ Uds+k6</ ||u8||kds) Ctelo,T].

By Gronwall’s lemma, we find constants kg, kg > 0 such that for any u € t@gﬁfv ,

t
E(1+|X,J") < Ur < ks + k( / IIMSIIid8>
0

t
k8+k8NeNt( / e—2N<t—S>/'fds> < ks + koN'"2eN, € [0, 7).
0

Thus, there exists Ny > 0 such that for any N > N,

sup e N(1+ [H(p)[f) = sup e ME(1L+ X)) < ks + kN2 <N, pe P
t€[0,7)] t€[0,T
which implies (3.

(c) Proofs of BX) and B4). Simply denote (X, 1) = (X7, 1) in BB) for py = fi,t €
0, T; that is,

k'y’

(3.27) AX; = b(X)dt + o(X,)dW; + n(X,)dly, Ly, = 7.

By (A1) and Theorem [2ZT] this SDE has a unique weak solution, and for any n > 1 there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.28) E| sup |Xt\"‘f(0] < (14 | Xo|"), Eer <.

te[0,7

So, by (3], Lemma 2.5] Lemma 2.6] under (Ag’i’), and Girsanov’s theorem,

W, =W, — /{a 0,00) T HX) (B (X,) — by(Xo) bds, te€[0,T]

is a Q-Brownian motion for Q := RrP, where

Ry = olo ({02 (0503) T HX )b (Xo) =bs (X0) 1. dWa) =5 fg Hot(0s0%) T H(Xa) {05 (Xo)=bs (Xa)}[2ds

By (A1), B28), Lemma 23 when |f|? € L?(T) for some (p,q) € %, and Lemma 26 when

(Ag’i’) holds, we find an increasing function F such that

E(|RT|2|9“0) < E(efoTIfs(Xs)\2{|Ius—ﬂllk,WJer(us,ﬂ)}zds|g‘0) < F(||M||k,T)2a
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where ||ztl[x,r := sup,epo.r pe(| - |¥). Reformulating [B27) as
dXt = b?(Xt)dt + O't(Xt)th + H(Xt)d[t, gXU =7,

by the weak uniqueness we have £ = Zxu-, so that ([328) with 2n replacing n implies

E| sup [X}7]"

t€[0,T

,@0] :E@[ sup ‘Xt‘n‘yo}
te[0,T
2
< (B s 1] 73] ) @R} < o1+ 1) F (il

te[0,T

Since sup FTN | ¢l is a finite increasing function of N, this implies (B.8]).

Finally, since X; := X}!"7 solves (L)) with initial distribution v and p; = Zx, (i.e. uis the
fixed point of H?), and since H" has a unique fixed point in c@giv for some N > 0 depending

on 7y as proved in the proof of Theorem 2.1l using (3:9) and ([B.71), we have Ly € %TVN, and
hence ([B.4) follows from (ZI3).

(d) Proof of B.I3) for k > 1 in case (7). Let u} and ©) be constructed for b* replacing b
in the proof of Theorem 22 under (A7") for d = 1. Let Xél) = X2 be Fp-measurable with

Z i) =17,1=1,2. As explained in the beginning in the proof of the present Theorem, the
0

following reflecting SDEs are well-posed:

dXY = b (XY, p)dt + o (X aW, + n(xXM)ar,
dX? = b(X?, v)dt + o (XP)aW, + n(X)l®, te [0, T].

Then instead of ([271), the processes
v = opx), i=1.2
satisfy

dv;' = By(Y)dt + Zy(V)AW, + {1+ V(X)) pn(x )i,
AV = By(Y2)dt + 2y (Y2) AW, + {1+ V) (X)) n(x(?)dif”
+ {0u(XP, 11) = 0(XP, i) }t.

By B3), YV = ¥, Ito’s formula to |V;' — Y2 with this formula replacing (ZZ7), the
calculations in the proof of Theorem under (A7") for d = 1 yield that when X is large
enough,

t
‘Y;(I) . Y;(2)|2k < Cl/ |Ys(1) _ Ys@)‘%di’; LM,
0
t
ben [V YOO it~ e + Wil v2) Y
0
t t
S Cl/ |Y:s(1) - }/:9(2)|2kd°29 + Cl/ {H,Us - Vs”k,var + Wk(,usa Vs)}2kd5 + Mta t e [Oa T]
0 0
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holds for some constant ¢; > 0 depending on N uniformly in pu € Pr

M, % in (Z8])), and

k . » some martingale

t
Zo= 2k [ 1PN < Zov [ RS
0

By the stochastic Gronwall lemma, Lemma 2.5] we find a constant ¢; > 0 depending on N
such that

9 t
<E[ Sup |Y;(1) - Ys(2)|k]) < 02/ {H:us - VSHk,var +Wk(/~LS= VS>}2de’
0

s€[0,t]

which implies (3.13) since by (Z.76) and the definition of H7, there exists a constant ¢ > 0
depending on NN such that

B[V, — V2192 > B XM — XD RV > Wi (H] (1), H (v))*

(e) Proof of (3I3) for k > 1 in case (ii). Let u)" solve 2.82) for L; = Ly, b = B9 (-, 1)
and the mollifying approximation b%" = b (-, ;). Then in (Z80) the equation for & becomes

dg = L (X0) = xa (X)) + (0 = o) (x()
= (0 = ) () + 0P ) = 0K ) fat
+{I(VOr")a] (XY) — [(VOr™)a) (X)) }aW, + n(X{")di —n(X)d;”

So, as shown in step (d) by (B.3]), instead of (2.95]), we have

SATm |2kd°ZZS + Mt

tATm
X0 = X <Gl e [, -2
0
for some local martingale M,,
t
%= +/ F(XD)Pds, ¢ € [0,T]
0

for % in (2.94)), and due to Xél) = X2 = X, in the present setting,

t
Gn(t) = / {c2m2(k_1) Z 16O — 072X D) 4 (1es = sllkwar + Wi(ps, Vs))%}ds.
0 —
By stochastic Gronwall’s lemma, Lemma [2.6] and ([319), we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.29) (E|XMY =X ?)% < clim inf lim inf EG,,, —c/ {Nis=vs I var+ Wi (s, vs)? }ds.

m—0o0 n—o0

Thus, ([3.I3) holds. O
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3.2 Monotone case
For any k > 0, 9,(D) is a complete metric space under the L*-Wasserstein distance Wy,
where Wo(u, v) == 1| — v||var and

1

)= it ([ e-alttandn) L wve 20) k>0

DxD

In the following, we first study the well-posedness of (LT for distributions in &2, (D) with
k > 1, then extend to a setting including k& = 1. Comparing with (A1), the following
assumption allows o;(z, 1) depend on p.

(A2) Letk > 1. (D) holds, b and o are bounded on bounded subsets of [0,00) x D x P(D),

and the following two conditions hold.

(1) For any T > 0 there exists a constant K > 0 such that

lov(, 1) — ou(y, V) lirs + 20z — y, be(, ) — be(y, v))*
< K{lz =yl + |z — y[Wi(p, v) + Loy Wi, v)*}, t€[0,T),2,y € D,p,v € Pp(D).

(2) There exists a subset 0D C D such that

(3.30) (y—x,n(z)) >0, z€dD\ID, ye D,

and when D # 0, there exists p € C2(D) such that plap =0, (Vp,n)|op > 15, and

(3.31) A {1y Vpl* () + (0, Vo)~ (2)} < o0, peC([0,T]; (D))
t,2)€[0,T]x D

(A2)(1) is a monotone condition, when k > 2 it allows oy(z, ) depending on p, but
when %k € [1,2) it implies that o;(z, u) = o(x) does not depend on p. (A2)(2) holds for
0D = () when D is convex, and it holds for 9D = 9D if 9D € C} and for some r > (

sup — {[I(of")"Vpll*(z) + ()", V)~ (2)} < 00, p € C([0,T]; Z1(D)),

(t,2)€[0,T] XDy D

where in the second case we may take p = hop for 0 < h € C*([0,00)) with A(r) = r for
r < ro/2 and h(r) = ro for r > ro. In general, (A2)(2) includes the case where 0D is partly
convex and partly C?.

Theorem 3.3. Assume (A2). Then (L) is well-posed for distributions in 2,(D), and for
any T > 0, there exist a constant C > 0 and a map c : [1,00) — (0,00) such that for any
solution (X3, l;) with Lx, € P(D),

(3.32) E[ sup |Xt|’f} < O(1+E| XM,
te[0,7
~ B T
(3.33) Ee"m < ¢(n), n>1,lp ::/ 15p(Xy)dl,.
0
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Proof. Let Xy be Fy-measurable with v := Ly, € (D). Then
P, = {peC(0,T); 2D =~}
is a complete space under the following metric for any A > 0:

WA,k(Mu V) ‘= Sup e_Ath(:uh Vt)? w, v S 9[3?7
te[0,T]

By Lemma 2.9 (A2) implies the well-posedness of the following reflecting SDE for any
e BZRTW:

(3.34) dX} = b(XY, pe)dt + o (XY p)dW, + (XA, X = Xo,
and the solution satisfies

(3.35) E[ sup |X{‘|k] < 00

te[0,7

So, as explained in the proof of Theorem B.2] for the well-posedness of (L), it suffices to
prove the contraction of the map

P o H(p) = Lxn € P},

under the metric W, ;, for large enough A > 0.
Denote

.= /Ot Ly (XM)dir, 1V = /Ot 15,(XV)dlY, t>0.
By (L2), (A2) and It6’s formula, for any k£ > 1 we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
(3.36) d|Xf — X/|F < et {| X} = X/ + Wi(pe, v4)F }dt + %|X# — X7 Ml + dly) + dM,
for some martingale M; with

A(M)y < e {| X} = X712 + W(pee, 1) > }dt.

To estimate [ | X% — X¥|*(di* + dI¥), we take
(3.37) 0 < h e C([0,00)) such that ' <0, 1'(0) = —(1 + 2ry k), h(0) =1,
where 79 > 0 is in (L2). Let

F(z,y) =z —yl*{(hop)(z) + (hop)(y)}, z,y€D.
By (A2)(2), we have plsp = 0 and Vyuplap > 155, so that (B37) and (L2)) imply

VaF (-, X7 (XE) A + Vo F(XE, (X))l < —|XE — X5l +dE).
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Therefore, by (A2) and applying Itd’s formula, we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
AP (X}, XY) < eo{ | XY = XP1F 4+ Wi, )" pdt — [ XY = X7|M(dlf + diy) + dM,

for some martingale M,. This and 7y = 0 imply
t t
(3.38) IE/ |XF — XVR(IF 4 dlY) < 62/ {E|X# — X" + Wi(ps, vs)* Hds.
0 0

Substituting (3:38) into (B36) and applying BDG’s inequality, we find a constant c¢; > 0
such that

Ct ‘= sup |X5 _X:|k> te [O>T]

s€[0,t]

satisfies
t

(3.39) E( < 03/ {ECS + Wy (s, l/s)k}ds, t € 0,7,
0

so that for any \ > c3,

t t
EG < 63/ B UmIWy (g, v5)Fds < c3PMWy 4 (u, u)k/ e~ (RAes)=s) g
0 0

3 ek)\t

— k
- k}\_cgw)\,k(uvy) ) te [OvT]

(3.40)

Therefore, H is contractive in W) 5 for large A > 0 as desired.
It remains to prove (832) and (833). Let X; be the unique solution to (LI). By (A2),
for any k£ > 1, we find a constant c¢(k) > 0 such that

(3.41) d|Xy|" < c(B){1 + | X + EIX [ bt + k| X 2(X5, 00( X, Ly, )AWE) + k| X |,

where dl, := 15,(X,)dl,. By applying Ito’s formula to (1 + |X,|*)(h o p)(X,), similarly to
([338) we obtain

(3.42) E/t(l + | X,|5)di, < é(k) /tIE{l + [ X [} ds

for some constant ¢(k) > 0. Combining ([B.42)) with (8:41]) and using Gronwall’s lemma, we
derive
E[ sup |Xt|’f} < (1 +E|Xo[")
te[0,T]
for some constant ¢ > 0. Substituting this into ([B:41]) and using BDG’s inequality, we prove
[B32) for some constant ¢ > 0.
Finally, by (A1)(2) and applying It6’s formula to p(X;), we prove (B.33)). O
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We now solve (LH) for distributions in

Py(D) = {pe P(D):|lully = p@(l- ) < oo},
where 1 belongs to the following class for some x > 0:

W, = {1 € C%((0,00)) N C*([0,50)) = (0) = 0, ¥](o,m) > 0, ¥/l < o

(3.43) r/(r) + {0 () < w(r) for 7> 0.
Let
(3.44) Wy (u,v) = inf (e — y))w(de, dy), p,v € Py(D).

WE(K(MV) DxD

If 4" < 0 then Wy, is a complete metric on &,. In general, it is only a complete quasi-metric
since the triangle inequality not necessarily holds.

(A3) (D) holds, o(x,n) = oy(x) does not depend on p, b and o are bounded on bounded
subsets of [0,00) x D x Py(D) for some ¢ € ¥,. and k > 0. Moreover, for any T > 0
there exists a constant K > 0 such that

loe(x) = ou(y)Irs + 202 — ., b, ) — by, v))*
< Klz—yl{|lz —yl+ Wy(u,v)}, t€[0,T],2,y € D, pu,ve P(D).

Theorem 3.4. Assume (A3) and (A2)(2). Then (LI) is well-posed for distributions in
Py(D), and

(3.45) E[ sup ¢(|Xt|)} <00, T>0,%y, € P2yD).

te[0,T
Proof. Let X be Zy-measurable with Ey(|Xy|) < oo, and consider the path space
25 = {pneC([0,T); Py(D)) : po = %Lx, }-
For any A > 0, the quasi-metric

Wi, v) = sup e MWy (g, 1), pv e Py
t€[0,T

is complete. By Lemma [Z0] (A3) implies the well-posedness of the SDE ([B.34]) for any
p€ 2% By (A2)(2) and It6’s formula for v := \/1+[X}' — X[?, we find a constant
c1 > 0 such that

dve < er{{lplly + et + 7 HXE — Xo, o0 (X[)AW,) + dif,

where di¥ := 15, (X/")dl*. Combining this with ¢ € W, and the linear growth of ||o¢|| implied
by (A3), we find a constant ¢, > 0 such that

(3.46)  di(ve) < cafllpelly + V() Fdt + 4 (v (XL = Xo, oo (X[)AW;) + o ()i
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Next, by (A2)(2), ¢ € ¥, which implies ¢'(y;) < ktb(7y;) since v, > 1, and applying 1t6’s
formula to Y () {||plle — p(X[)}, we find a constant c3 > 0 such that similarly to (3:38)),

(3.47) E /0 W (vs)dit < KE /0 P(7s)di¥ < ;R /0 {1+ [lpslly + (1 XH]) }ds, te[0,T).

Combining this with (B:46]), 7' (r) < ki (r), the linear growth of o; ensured by (A3), and
applying BDG’s inequality, we obtain

E| sup w(|XF])] < oc.

te[0,T

Consequently, ([B43) holds for solutions of (L3) with Zx. € Z7]. So, as explained in the
proof of Theorem B.2] it remains to prove the contraction of the map

P 3 p H(p) = Lxn € P

under the metric W, ,, for large enough A > 0.
By (L2), (A2)(2), |#]le < 00 and r4)/(r) < w1)(r), we obtain

(3.48) Valt(| - —yD}Hw) < s—15p(@)(lw —yl), v €D, ye D.

< v
- 27’0
Combining this with (A3) and It6’s formula, we find a constant ¢4 > 0 such that

(3.49) dup(| X} = X7]) < ea{ (| X = X7 1)+ W (e, 1) pelt - eap (| X7 = X7 ) (Al +dly) +dM,

for some martingale M;.
On the other hand, let ¢ = 32 and take h € C*°([0, 00)) with &' > 0, h(r) = r for r < ¢/2
and h(r) = e for r > . Consider

= (XY = X7 {28 — ho p(XY) — ho p(X})}.

By [.48), (A2)(2), € = 52 and It6’s formula, we find a constant c5; > 0 such that

dip < es{ (X} = XV]) + Wy (i, v) it + (2;7’0‘ — 1)(IXY = X{ D)l +dIy) + i,
= es{YXY — XY+ W) Jt = S9(5 — X + i) + a3,
Since X = X{ = X, this implies
B [ 0 = X + ) < 2 [ {BO(XE X+ W) .
Substituting this into (B:49]), we find a constant ¢g > 0 such that
Wy (Hy(p), Hi(v)) < By (IXE — X7) < co /Oth(us,us)ds, t€[0,77,

so that H is contractive in W, 4, for large A > 0. Therefore, the proof is finished. O
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4 Log-Harnack inequality and applications

As a limit version of the dimension-free Harnack inequality with power founded in [40], the
log-Harnack inequality was introduced in [43] for diffusion semigroups on Riemannian man-
ifolds, see [45] for a general theory on these types of Harnack inequalities and applications.
In this section, we study the log-Harnack inequality and applications for DDRSDEs with
singular drift or under monotone conditions.

4.1 Singular case

In this part, we establish the log-Harnack inequality ({I2) for the DDRSDE (LI) with
singular drift satisfying the following assumption.

(A4) Let OD € C2F and T > 0. oy, 1) = oy(x), and there exists i € Py(D) such that

(A3") holds with py > 2, where b := b(-, ft) and b s its singular term. Moreover,
there exist a constant o > 0 and 1 < f € LP2(T) such that for any (t,r) € [0,T] x D,

(4.1) b () — 0" ()] < filw) + allullz, 1€ Po(D),
(4.2) sup |l (x) — b (2)] < full)Wo(p,v), v € Po(D).
t€[0,T],z€D

According to Theorem B.1], (A4) implies the well-posedness of (L3) up to time T for
distributions in &,(D). Let

Pru= %, for X; solving ([H) with Lx, = pu € Po(D), t > 0.
We consider
Pf) = [ FA(P), £ 0.0 22(D). S € #(D).
where %, (D) is the class of all bounded measurable functions on D.
Theorem 4.1. Assume (A4). For any N > 0, let Py n(D) :={u € Po(D) : ||ulla < N}

(1) For any N > 0, there exists a constant C(N) > 0 such that for any v € Py n(D) and
any t € [0, T, the following inequalities hold:

(43) WQ(Pt*:u7 Pt*y)2 < C(N)WQ(:UH V)2a e 322([))7
W)y : :
(44)  Blog f(v) slog Bf(p) + ——Walu, )", 0<f € By(D),ue Pon(D),
1 * * 2 * * C( ) 2 B
(45) §||Pt:u_Pt V||var SEnt(F)t V|F)t lu’) < TW2(:U’7 V) RS ’@27N(D)7

T P f(v) = Pof ()] 2C(N)
(4.6) |VBf(V)I~—hrBjyp Walrv) < NG
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(2) If @2) holds for a = 0, then the above inequalities hold for all p,v € Po(D) with a
constant C' independent of N.

Proof. (1) Since the relative entropy of pu with respect to v is given by

Ent(vlu) = sup  v(log f),
f20,u(f)=1

by Pinsker’s inequality
1
Sl = vl < Ent(wln),

we conclude that (L4 implies ([@H), which further yield ([£6]). So, we only need to prove
(@3) and ([@.4). )
For any p,v € P5(D), let X, solve (LH) for Zx, = i, and denote

pe=Pip=%2x,, w="PFv p=%2Lx, tel0,T]
where X, solves

dX; = b( Xy, vp)dt + oy (X,)dW;, t€[0,T), Xo = Xo.
Let o and b := b(-, i) = b + b satisfy (Agb) Consider the decomposition

b= by(- ) = 0+ b0, B0 =y — b

By (B84)) and (2, there exists a constant K (/N) > 0 such that
(4.7) 0 < b7+ KN fey vl < N, te (0,7,

So, by Theorem and Theorem 23 the estimate (ZI4]) and the log-Harnack inequality
(2I8) hold for solutions of (2.1 with b” replacing b with a constant depending on N; that
is, there exists a constant ¢;(N) > 0 such that

(4.8) Wy (fig, v)* < er(N)Wy(p, v)?, t € [0,T),

(49)  Entwlp)= s (PHw) < 2V
f>0,a(f)=1 t

Wo(p, v)?, t€(0,T], u,ve Pa(D).

Moreover, repeating step (e) in the proof of Theorem for k = 2 and (X,, X;) replacing
(XM, X?), and using (@) replacing (33), instead of (F29) where || — Vs|} var disappears
in the present case, we derive

t
E|X, — X|* < cz(N)/ Wy (js, vs)?ds, t€[0,T].
0

for some constant cy(N) > 0. Since Wy (pu¢, jiy)? < E|X, — X;|?, this together with (3] yields
([@3) for some constant C'(N) > 0.
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On the other hand, let ||u||2 < N and define

t 1 t
Ry := exp [—/ (s, dWy) — —/ |%|2ds],

o= {ou(o0?) HCI B — K.
The calculations on pages 14-15 in [17] imply
(4.10) Pilog f(v) < log Pif (1) + log E[R?] + 2Ent (14| ), t € [0, 7).
By ([@2), @3), (A7) and ([Z38), we find constants c3(N), c4(N) > 0 such that

E[R?] < EecsMNWa(up)? [5 f+(Xs)?ds < eeaN)Wa(uv)?

Combining this with (£9)) and (£I0Q), we prove (44 for some constant C(N) > 0
(2) When o = 0, (£1) holds for K(N) = K independent of N, so that all constants used
in step (1) are uniform in N. Then the proof is finished. O

4.2 Monotone case

(A5) (D) and (A2)(2) hold, o1(z, 1) = o4(z) does not depend on p and is locally bounded on
[0,00) x D, o0* is invertible, b is bounded on bounded subsets of [0, 00) x R x Py(D),
and for any T > 0 there exists a constant L > 0 such that

low(z) — ouly )||?{s +2(z =y, bi(, 1) = bi(y,v))" < Lz —y|* + Ll — y[Wa(u, v),
|low(z)(ov0; )~ H <L, te0,T),2,y € D,u,ve PyD).

According to Theorem B3] (A5) implies that (LI) is well-posed for distributions in
Py(D).

Theorem 4.2. Assume (A5). Then for any T > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
inequalities (A3) -8 hold for C' replacing C(N) for any N > 0:

(4'11) W2(Pt*u>Pt*V)2 < CW?(M) V)2> te [O,T],ILL,I/ € 322([))7

(4.12) Pylog f(v) <log P, f(u) + %Wg(,u, V)2, 0< feB(D),te(0,T],uve PyD),

(4.13) —IIPt*u Piv|s, < Ent(Pv|Pip) < ng(u, v)?, te€(0,T],u,v € Py(D)
\/_ _ _
(4.14) VRS0 < =2l f € Z(D), L€ (0,T],v € P5(D).
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Proof. As explained in the proof of Theorem E.T] it suffices to prove (£I1l) and (@I2). To
this end, we modify the proof of [46, Theorem 4.1] as follows.
Firstly, for ug, vg € Po(D), let (Xo, Yy) be Fp-measurable such that

(4.15) Lxy = o, Ly =10, E|Xo— Yo? = Wa(uo, n)°.

Denote
pe = P, vei= Py, t2>0.

Let X; solve ([LH]). We have
(4.16) dX, = by(Xy, py)dt + o (X,)dW, +n(X,)dl*, t € [0,T],
where [;* is the local time of X; on D. Next, for any ¢y € (0,7 consider the SDE

av, ={bi(¥, 1) + Ut(m{gf(g’f“:);}()(t)(& —%) bt

+ o (V) AW, +n(Y)dlY, t€[0,t),

(4.17)

where [} is the local time of Y; on D, and for the constant L > 0 in (A5),

1
(4.18) &= (1 - eL(t_t°)>, t € [0,t0).

The construction of Y; goes back to [44] for the classical SDEs, see also [46] for the extension
to DDSDEs. According to Theorem 2.8 (A5) implies that (4.I7) has a unique solution up
to times

ton

Tom = Ainf {t € [0,0) : |Yy| = m}, n,m > 1.

Let h be in (837) for £ = 2. By (L.2)) and (A2)(2), we have

(V{(@+hop)| —zo|*}(Y2),n(Yy))dl <0, xo€ D,
so that (A5), for any n > 1 we find a constant ¢(n) > 0 such that
A{(1+ho p)YIY; = w0} < clm)(1+ Vi)t + My, ¢ € 0. 7), mom > 1

holds for some martingale M;. This implies that lim,, . Tpm = io—ﬁ, and hence ([AI7) has
a unique solution up to time .
Next, let Y; solve the SDE

(4.19) AY; = by (Y, 1) dt + o, (Y)AW, + n(Y,)dlY | Yy = Yo, t € 0,77,

where 1} is the local time of ¥; on dD. By (A5) and (L2), we find a constant ¢, > 0 such
that

t
E|X, — Vil <Wa(ji016)? + 5 / (EIX, — Vo2 + Wa(us, 1) }ds
(4.20) o 0 ]
4B [ X - TP ), te T
0 0
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For h in (B31) with k£ = 2, we obtain from (A2)(2) that

wany (VX = Plop(X0) + o () 0T} < X, - ViPar}
(VY = (o p(Ys) + hop) }(Xy), n(Xy))dl¥ < —|X, — Y [*di}¥.
So, applying It6’s formula to

= | Xy = Yi(ho p(Xy) + h o p(Yy)),
and using (A5) and (L2)), we find a constant ¢z > 0 such that
dny < es{| Xy — Vil? + Wa(pg, )2 Yt + dM; — | X, — Vi2(dE¥ + di})

holds for some martingale M;. This together with (£.20]) yields
t
E|X, — Vi[> < Wa(po, v0)* + Eno + (c2 + ¢3) / {E|Xs — Yi|* + Wa(us, Vs)z}ds
0
t
< 3Ws(po, 1/0)2 +2(co + Cg)/ E| X — Y;Pds, t €[0,7],
0
where we have used the fact that Wy(us, v)* < E[X, — Y,|? by definition. By Gronwall’s
lemma, this and Wy (py, 14)? < E|X; — Y;|?, we find a constant ¢4 > 0 such that
(4.22) W (1, )2 < EIX, — Yi|? < esWo (o, 10)%, t €[0,7T],

so that ({II]) holds.

Moreover, for any n > 1, let

ton

(4.23) Tn = Ainf{t € [0,19) : | X; — Yi| > n}.

By Girsanov’s theorem,

W, =W, —i—/o é{a:(asa:)_l}(Xs)(Xs — Ys)}ds, t €0,7,]

is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q,, := R,P, where

* sy —1 2
_ (™ 1 (g0 -1 X ) Xs—Ys),dWs 1 pmn Hog(osog) ™ H(Xs)(Xs—Ys)| d
(424) Rn = e 0 Es <{05(0 ‘75) HXs)( ),dWs) ) fo €52 s‘

Then ({L.16) and (A7) imply

X, Y,
dX; = {bt(thut) - tg !
t

AY; = by(Yy, v)dt + o, (Y,)dW, + n(Y,)dlY, t € [0,7,],n > 1.

1 X
(4.25) }dt + 0 (Xy)dW; + n(X)dl],
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Combining this with (A5), (L2), (@22) and It6’s formula, we obtain

NEER {L\Xt = Yol + LIX, = Vi Walui, 1) [Xe = Vi[*(2 +§t)} a
gt - ft é-tz
X, — Y|?
&
S {L2W2(/J“ta Vt)2 ‘Xt ‘ (2 + gt Lé_t T %) }dt

(4.26) 2 &

+an, 1K=l - VP i 4
t

< {L262LtW2(M0, Vo) |Xt - Yt|2 }dt

+dM, + (X +ai))

2 253

X, —Y]?, -

[Xe — Yif” t§2 i (dIX +diY), telo,7],
t

where dM; = 3<Xt — Y, {ou(Xy) — 0o(Y;)}dW,) is a Q,-martingale. By (@ZI) for (Y, 1)

replacing (Y;,1Y), and applying It6’s formula to 7y, := ‘Xt Yt (hop(Xy) 4+ hop(Y:)), we find
a constant cs > 0 such that

+dM, +

o T e
Yt _C5’}/tdt+th—T(dlt +dlt ), t e [O,Tn],n21

holds for some Q,,-martingale M,. This and (413) imply that for some constants cg, c7 > 0,
c
Eq, Yirr, < e“TEy < —6W2(M0> w)?,
Tn X
EQn/ %(dlx +di)) < WQ(MO,VO)Z, n>1,t>0.
0 t

Combining this with (Z22), (£28) and (A5), we derive

X)X, — V)
&P ds

1 " sO
E[R, log R,] = Eq,[log R] = 5Eq, / [{os(os00)”
(4.27) . 0
S t_W2(M0’ V0)27 n Z 1
0
for some constant ¢ > 0 uniformly in ¢y, € (0, 7. Therefore, by the martingale convergence
theorem, R, := lim,,_.., R, exists, and

[t A (o (00t H(X ) (XemYa),dWe)— b [t Lo lrsod) T (X (X Yo)I? 4
Nt = e 0 &5 <{0’5 (U Us) }( )( ) > f \és\ , t 6 [0’ tO]

is a martingale. )
Finally, let Q := Ny P. By Girsanov’s theorem, (W;)icpo,4,) is an m-dimensional Brownian
motion under the probability Q, and (X}).c[0.4] solves the SDE

X~ Y, .
(4.28) dx, = {bt(Xt, ) — 2 : t}dt+at(Xt)th+n(Xt)dz§<, t e [0,t).
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Let (Y})ie[o,4] sOlve
(4.29) AY; = by(Yy, vy)dt + o, (Y,)dW, 4+ n(Y,)dLY, t € [0, ).

By the well-posedness of (L), this extends the second equation in ([.25)) with £y, 1o = v4,.
Moreover, ([A.27) and Fatou’s lemma implies

1 to * *\—1 X X _ Y 2

le, / [{o2(0:0) X)X = V)R

(4.30) 2 " Jo €] .

= E[N;, log N;,] < liminf E[R,, log R,,] < t—WQ(uo, )%,
n—oo 0

which in particular implies Q(X;, = Y;,) = 1. Indeed, by (A5), if Xy, (w) # Y, (w) then
there exists a small constant ¢ > 0 such that

{oi(o:00) T HX) (XS = Yol (w) 2 &, s € [to— e, o],

which implies foto I{Uz(Usaz)fif}fés)(xs_ysnz(w)ds = 00. So, [@30) implies Q(X;, = Y;,) = 1.

Combining this with the Young’s inequality, we arrive at

Py, log f(r0) = E[Ny, log f(Yy,)] = E[Ny, log f(Xy,)] < E[Ny, log Ny| + log E[f(X4,)]
S lOg Ptof(uo) + %Wg(,uo, 1/0)2, t() € (0, T]

Hence, (£12)) holds. O

5 Exponential ergodicity

When (b, 0,) = (b,0) does not depend on ¢, the SDE (LH) is time homogeneous. In this
case, a probability measure f is called Pj-invariant, if Pz = p holds for all ¢ > 0, where
P = ZLx, for the solution with Zx, = i

There are already many results derived for the ergodicity of McKean-Vlasov SDEs (i.e.
DDSDEs) on R? see for instances [7, [0, 12, 13| 14, 24| 26, [37] among other references.
It should be possible to extend most results to the reflecting setting. In this section, we
investigate the exponential convergence of P}y to i as t — oo for three different situations
considered in [47] for DDSDEs. For simplicity, we only consider convex D, for which the
local time on boundary does not make trouble in the study. When D is non-convex, we may
make a conformal change of metric to make it convex so that our proofs apply to the new
metric in place of the usual distance |z — yl|, see [42, [45] for the technique developed for
diffusion processes on non-convex domains. We leave this to the future study.

5.1 Dissipative case: exponential convergence in entropy and W,

In this part, we study the exponential ergodicity of P in entropy and Wy, such that the
corresponding result derived recently in [31] for DDSDEs is extended to DDRSDEs.
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Theorem 5.1. Let D be convex and (o,b) satisfy (A2). Let Ky, Ky € L} ([0,00);R) such

that
(5.1) 2(b(, p1) — bt(yz, v),r —y) + ||at<;a 1) = ou(y, V)| hs
< Ki(t)|r =y + Ka(t)Wa(u, v)*, > 0.
Then
(5.2) WP, Prv)? < el Bt K)dryy, (002 € 9y (D), t > 0.

Consequently, the following assertions hold.

(1) If (by,00) does not depend on t and N\ := —(K; + Ky) > 0, then P} has a unique
wnwvariant probability measure i such that

(5.3) W (P, 1)* < e MWa(p, i)?, p € Po(D), t>0.

(2) If moreover o(x, ) = o(p) does not depend on x, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that i1 satisfies the following log-Sobolev inequality and Talagrand inequality:

(5.4) A(f*log f2) < ca(IV fI?), [ € Cy(RY),a(f*) =1,

(5.5) Wo(p, 1)* < cEnt(p|p), pe Ps.

(3) If furthermore o(x, u) = o is constant with oo* invertible, then there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that

Wy (P 1, i)* + Ent(F; | 1)

5.6 _
(5:6) < ce™ min {Wa(p, 0)*, Ent(u|p)}, t>1,n€ Po(D).

Proof. Sine D is convex, (IL3)) holds. For any u, v € P5(D), let X} and X} be .Zy-measurable
such that

(57) ng = K, ng =, E|Xg _Xg|2 :W2(:ua V)2'

By 1), (L3), and applying Ito’s formula to | X} — X/ |?, where (X}')i>0 and (X} )0 solve
(LH), we obtain

dIX} — X7 PP < {K ()| X] — X[ |? + Ko ()W (P, Pfv)? bt + dM,

for some martingale M;. Combining this with (5.7), Wy(P/u, Prr)? < E|X} — X/]?, and
Gronwall’s lemma, we prove (5.2)).

(1) Let (b, 04) do not depend on t and A := —(K; + K3) > 0. Then (5.2) implies
the uniqueness of P;-invariant probability measure i € £5(D) and (B3). Moreover, the
existence of i follows from a standard argument by showing that for zo € D, {P/d,, }+>0 is
a Wo-Cauchy family as t — oo. Since the term of local time does not make trouble due to
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([C3), the proof is completely similar to that of [46], Theorem 3.1] for the case D = R?, so
we skip the details to save space.
(2) Let o(z, u) = o(p) be independent of x. Consider the SDE

(5.8) dX7 = b(X], p)dt + o(@)dW; + n(XF)dly, t> s, Xj=x€ D.
The associated Markov semigroup {P,};>o is given by
Pif(z) =Ef(X}), t>0,f € By(D),r € D.
Let P/ be given by
(Prw)(f) = wPf), ne P(D),t=0,f€BD).
Since (B.J]) with z = y implies K, > 0, we have
(5.9) K, <-A<0.

As explained in the above proofs of (5.2) and (5.3)), this implies that P has a unique invariant
probability measure i such that

(5.10) lim P.f(x) = il{), 1 € Cy(D).x € D.

Since [ is the unique invariant probability measure of P}, and when the initial distribution
is f1, the SDE (&.8)) coincides with (L), we conclude that fi = fi. Hence, (510) yields

(5.1) () = Jim Pif (@), | € C(D).an € D.
Now, by I1t6’s formula, (L3) and (5.1]) with (b, 0;) independent of ¢, we obtain
X7 = XY < ez —y’, zyeDt>0.

This and (5.9) imply

_ . e
VP, f(x)| := lim sup [Lof () — Pf(y)] < limsup E|f(X7) — f(XP)]
y—x |z —y| s |z — |
o i
< e_%limsupEM(Xf) f_(Xt)|
y—z | X7 — X/

(5.12)

= e M2P|Vf|(z), t>0,fecCHD).

On the other hand, we have
atf_)tf = Eptf, <n, thf>‘aD = O, t Z 0, f - CJ%(D),

where C%,(D) is the set of f € CZ(D) satisfying with (n, Vf)|sp = 0, and

L= %tr{(aa*)vz} b)Y, &= o), s> 0.
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So, by Itd’s formula, for any € > 0 and f € C%,(D),

‘5*th—sf2|2

A{(Pese P lor P+ ) (K0 = {5

}dt +AME, s e 0,4

holds for some martingale (M )seo,q. Combining this with (5.12), we find a constant ¢ > 0
such that for any f € C%(R?),

P{(e+ f)log(e + f3)} — (e + Bif?)log(e + P.f?)
t |5_*vpt_sf2|2
= | B
0 €+ t—s.f
t
_ 4(01H6H00)2(B\Vf\2)/0 M) ds < (BIVIP, 30,6 0.

t
ds < 4(cl||a||oo)2/ e_’\(t_s)pspt_s|Vf|2ds
0

By letting first € | 0 then t — 0o, we deduce from this and (G.I1]) that

a(f*log f?) < eu(IVf?), fe CR(D), u(f*) =1

holds for some constant ¢ > 0. This implies (5.4]) by an approximation argument, indeed
the inequality holds for f € HY2(i) with ju(f?) = 1. According to Lemma [5.2] below, (5.5)
holds.

(3) Finally, let o be constant with oo* invertible. By (5.3)) and the log-Harnack inequality
in Theorem E.2] and noting that P;,, = P;P; for s,t > 0 since (b;, 0y) does not depend on
t, we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

Ent(P; plp) = Ent(P; Pl Py i)
< AWy (P, i) < ere M Wa(p, i), t>0, pe Py(D).

Then (5.6) follows from (5.3) and (B.3]). O

The following result on the Talagrand inequality is known by [4] when ji(dz) = eV @ dx for
some V € C?(R?), which is first proved in [29] on Riemannian manifolds under a curvature
condition, see also [41] for more general results. We extend it to general probability measures
for the above application to & which is supported on D rather than R

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant and i € P5(R?). Then the log-Sobolev inequality (5.4)

implies (B.5]).

Proof. Let Pt(o) be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup generated by A — z -V on R%. We
have

VPO f < POV, PO(flog ) <tPO|V 2+ (PO ) log PV f € CHRY).
Combining this with (52), we see that ji, := (P”)*[i satisfies
fir(f2log £2) = (P (f*log f2)) < ta(|V £1?) + (5 1) log P f?)

59



a1V F12) + ea([V PO £2) + e (f2) log fis(f2)

<t
< (t+ [V fI?) + a(f*) log i (f*), f € CGy(RY), t>0,

where the last step follows from the gradient estimate |VPt(0) fl < Pt(o)|V f], which and the
Schwarz inequality imply

vrOsz  (pOfv
\v«/ 0 2| _ P(Of\ _{ ;\(gﬁfl)} < POV 2.

Therefore, fi; satisfies the log-Sobolev inequality with constant ¢ + ¢ and has smooth strictly
positive density. According to [4], we have

Wa(u, ) < (t+ )Ent(ulfu), n€ Po(RY).

Since Wy (fig, i) — 0 as t — 0, for any probability measure u := pji with 0 < p € Cy(R?),
this implies

Walpe: )” = lm Wy (p, fe)* < m(t + ) Ent(yl i)
= lim(t + )((P"p) log P{"p) = cii(plog p).

Therefore, (5.0) holds. O

5.2 Partially dissipative case: exponential convergence in W,

In this part, we consider the partially dissipative case such that [47, Theorem 3.1] is extended
to the reflecting setting. Let ¢ € ¥, and W,, be given in (3.44)). Then W, is a complete
quasi-metric on the space

P,(D) = {ne P(D): p(s(|-])) < oo}

(A6) o (z,p) = oi(x) does not depend on .
(1) (Ellipticity) There exist o € C([0,00); (0,00)) and a measurable map
6:[0,00) x D - R*@R?

such that )
o(z)or(x)” = auly + o4(v)o(x)*, t> 0,2 € D.

(2) (Partial dissipativity) Let ¢ € V. in B43) for some k > 0, v € C([0,00)) with
v(r) < Kr for some constant K > 0 and all r > 0, such that

(5.13) 200" (1) + (v (r) < =Cp(r), r>0,t>0
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holds for some for some ¢ € C([0,00); R). Moreover, b € C([0,00) x D x 24(D)), and
there ezists 0 € C([0,00); [0, 00)) such that

1. )
(be(x, ) = by, v), o —y) + §H0't(3€) —6:(y)|lrs
<z —y{0:Wy(u,v) +7(lz =y}, t>0,2,y€D,p,ve Py(D).

(5.14)

Theorem 5.3 (Partially dissipative case). Let D be conver and assume (A6) with " <0
if & is non-constant. Then (LI)) is well-posed for distributions in Py (D), and P} satisfies

(5.15) Wy (P, Pfv) <e” fot{cs_es”w/””}dsww(u, v), t>0,u,v€ PyD).

Consequently, if (b, 01, (i, 0:) do not depend on t and ¢ > 0[|{'||w, then P} has a unique
invariant probability measure i € Py (D) such that

(5.16) Wo(B ) < e YN (), ¢ > 0,4 € 24(D).

Proof. Since D is convex, the proof is similar to that of [47, Theorem 3.1]. We outline it
below for complement.

By Theorem B.4] the well-posedness follows from (A6)(1) and (A6)(2). Next, according
to the proof of Theorem [.1)(2) with W, replacing W, the second assertion follows from the
first. So, in the following we only prove (5.17).

For any s > 0, let (X, Ys) be Z,-measurable such that

(5.17) Lx, = Plp, Gy, = Plv, Wy(Pip, Plv) = By(|X, = Yil).

Let VVt(l) and W2 be two independent d-dimensional Brownian motions and consider the
following SDE:

(5.18) AX, = by(Xy, P p)dt + /agdW + 6,(X)dW2 + n(X,)dIX, ¢ > s,

where [;* is the local time of X; on 9D. By Theorem B.I], (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) imply that
this SDE is well-posed and

\/CTtth(l) + 61 (X)) AW = 04(X,;)dW,

for the m-dimensional Brownian motion
t
W - / (05(0,0) 1 X ) (V@ dW D +6,(X,) W2}, ¢ > s,

so that the weak uniqueness of (LI) implies L, = P}, Piu = Pfu,t > s, where for v € 2,
we denote P,y = Ly, for X; solving (.18 with £y, = 7.
To construct the coupling with reflection, let

r—Y
U(xay)zma x#yeR
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We consider the SDE for ¢ > s:
(5.19) dY; = by(Y, Prv)dt+/a {Ty—2u(X,, Y2) @u(X;, i) 1 yery JAWSY 46,(Y)dAW2 +d1)

where

To=inf{t > s:Y;, = X}

is the coupling time. Since the coefficients in noises are Lipschitz continuous outside a
neighborhood of the diagonal, according to Theorem 2.8, (5.19) has a unique solution up to
the coupling time 7. When ¢ > 7, the equation of Y; becomes

(5.20) dY; = bi(Ys, Prv)dt + /aed W + 6,(Y)dW? + diy,

which is well-posed under (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) according to Theorem B4l So, (BI9) is
well-posed and %y, = P;v by the same reason leading to Zx, = FP;u. Since D is convex,
(L3) holds. So, by (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) for » € ¥ with ¢ < 0 when &; is non-constant,
and applying [t0’s formula, we obtain

dyp(|X; — Vi) <{ 00" (|1 Xy = Vi)W (P, Piv) — (| Xy — Vi) pdt
(5.21) F (X = i) [2v/ai (u(Xe, Vi), A B
n <u(Xt, Yh), (6:(X;) — &t(y;))d33>], s<t<r

By a standard argument and noting that (| Xiar, Yirr|)1ir<¢p = 0, this implies
/s SPE[Y(|Xinr — Yine)] = Efel " S PEY(|Xinr — Yine|)]

tAT i
< EY(1X, — Vi) + []c / 6,0l SWW, (P2, Pro)dr, ¢ > s.

Consequently,

IEw(|)(t/\'r - Y;f/\'r|)

(5.22) te g T fed
< e FOTEY(|X, = Vi) + 4]l / 0,07 Ir SV (P, Prv)dr, t> s,

On the other hand, when ¢t > 7, by (A6)(2) and applying [t6’s formula for (5.1I8]) and (5.20),
we find a constant C' > 0 such that

dyp(1X; = Yil) <{CY(|Xe = Yil)dt + 0|9 || oW (P o, Pv) } ot
+ (1% = Vi) ({G2(Xe) — 6:(Yo) }u(Xe, Vo), W),
Noting that ¢ (| X, — Y;|) = 0, we obtain
t

E[lisn(|X: = Yi])] < HWHOOeC(t_S)E/ 0, W, (P, Prv)dr, t>s.

tAT
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Combining this with (5.22]) and (GI7), we derive
Wy (P, Prv) < E(1X, = Yi|) = B (| Xenr — Yinr|) + E[1sry (| Xe — Vi)

t
< e ESTBY(X, — i)+ [0 [ 0P P

t
= el Wy (P, Piv) + ||¢'||ooec(t_8)/ 0, Wy (P, Plv)dr, t>s.

S

Therefore,
_Ww(P:%P:V) = limsup w( t'u’ ty) 7/’( s/J“a sl/)
ds i P—
< (G Ol o) WP, P, s> 0.
This implies (5.15). -

As a consequence of Theorem [5.3] we consider the non-dissipative case where Vb, (-, u)(z)

is positive definite in a possibly unbounded set but with bounded “one-dimensional puncture
mass” in the sense of (£.25) below.
Let Wy =Wy, and 2 (D) = Py (D) for ¢(r) = r, and define

Sp(x) = sup {(Vobi (-, ) (), v) : t>0,[v| <1,u€ 2(D)}, ze€D.

(A6) (3) There exist constants 6y, 0y, 602, f > 0 such that

1 _
(5.23) slloe@) = ou()llizs < bole = yl*, t > 0,2,y € D;

(5.24)  Sy(w) <01, |b(z, 1) — bz, V)| < BWy(p,v), t>0,2€ D, pu,ve P (D);
(5.25) C = sup / 1{Sb(:c+sv)>—92}d5 < 0.
z,veD,|v|=1JR
According to the proof of [47, Corollary 3.2], the following result follows from Theorem 5.3
Corollary 5.4. Let D be convex. Assume (A6)(1) and (A6)(3). Let

v(r) = (01 + 6’2){((’7“_1) A 7’} — (6 — ), >0,
(526) k- 2 5(92 - 90) /OO te% f(f'y(u)dudt
0

T ted g 20
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
W (P, Piv) < ce ™™ Wi (u,v), t>0,puve P(D).
If (by, 0y) does not depend on t and 0y > 6y with
_ 4a21 t |
(0 = B)(Jy~ te2a Jor(duqy)2
then k > 0 and P} has a unique invariant probability measure ji € 21(D) satisfying
Wi (P, ) < ce ™ Wy(u, i), ¢>0,u€ P(D).

(5.27)
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5.3 Non-dissipative case: exponential convergence in W gy

Finally, we consider the fully non-dissipative case such that [47, Theorem 2.1] is extended
to the reflecting setting. Recall that for any ¢ > 0 and p € (D),

1
Ly, = §tr(aa*)tv2 + Vy,.

For any probability measure p and a measurable function f, we denote pu(f) = [ fdu if the
integral exists. We assume the following Lyapunov condition.

(A7) (Lyapunov Condition) There exists a function 0 <V € C?(D) with (VV,n)|sp < 0,
lim|, 0 V(2) = 00 and
o {1V V)
|z —yl{1+ V() +V(y)}

low(@)[I? - [VV ()] + [lov(w)]]* - |VV(?/)|} —
1+ V(z)+V(y) ’

such that for some Ko, Ky € L, ([0,00);R) and any
pe Py(D):={pe PD): V) < oo},

t>0;z,y€D

(5.28)

_l_

we have

(5.29) L,V < Ko(t) — Ki()V, t>0.

Next, we introduce the monotone condition with respect to a weighted Wasserstein dis-
tance induced by V' and a function v in the following class for some [ > 0:

By = {0 € CX([0,1]; [0,00))  ¥(0) = ¥/(1) = 0,4 0y > O}

For each 1) € Wy, we extend it to the half line by setting ¥(r) = ¥ (r A ), so that ¢/’ is
non-negative, Lipschitz continuous with compact support, and satisfies

[0 oo = sup W' (r)| = Sup)@b'(r) € (0,00).

re (0,1

For any constant 3 > 0, define the quasi-distance on £y (D):

Woaur) = _int [ wle=y)(1+8V(@) + BV () n(dady). v € Zu(D)

TEE (1,v)

To prove the exponential convergence of P/ under Wy, gy, the dependence on distribution
for the drift will be characterized by

; oz =y BV (2) + BV (y))w(dz, dy)
30 Woovlir) = T e gL+ AV (@) + BV (y))m(dw, dy)

Wy gv (1,v)

Obviously, Wy.sv (1. V) 2 ¥ suviranmy-
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(A8) (Local monotonicity) o satisfies (A6) (1), b is bounded on bounded set in [0,00) X D x
Py (D). Moreover, there exist K,0,q € L}, ([0,00);[0,00)) and a function ¢ € ¥, for
some | > 0 satisfying

(5.31) 200" (1) + K’ (1) < —qub(r), 7€ 10,1,
such that

L. .
(b2, p) = be(y, v), x —y) + §||Ut($) — ()l s
< Kilo — y|* + Olz — y[{ Wy sv /\quﬁv}(,u, v), z,y € D,u,ve Py(D).

(5.32)

By (A7), V(z) = oo as |z| — oo, when K;(t) > 0 and [ is large enough, we have

(5.33) o(t) = inf KLOV@) + K(OV(Y) — 2K0()

L BT V(D) + V() > 0.

Moreover, (A6)(1) and (A7) imply

Il “u |VV (z) — VV(y)|
(5.34) ualt) =l Ir—y|§0,l) { |z —y{B~1+ V() +V(y)}

[{0:(x) = 6u(y)}H(6;VV)(x) + (@?VV)(y)H} —
[ —y{p~1 + V(z) + V(y)}
for any 8,1 > 0. For constants Ky, (; 3,3 and ¢ given in (A7), (A8), (5.33) and (534)

respectively, let

(5.35) Ag(t) == min {G (1), ¢ — 2Ko(t)8 — aup(t)}.

The following result enables us to extend assertions in [47, Examples 2.1 and 2.2] to the
present setting with convex D.

Theorem 5.5. Let D be conver. Assume (AT) and (A8) with ¢" < 0 when 6,(-) is non-
constant. Then (L3) is well-posed for distributions in Py (D), and P} satisfies

(5.36) Wy pv (Prp, Prv) < e Jous@=0dsyy o0y ¢> 0, 5,0 € Py (D).

Consequently, if (o1,b;) does not depend ont and N g > 0, then P has a unique invariant
probability measure i € Py (D) such that

(537) W%BV(Pt*:una) < e_o\lﬁ_g)tww,ﬁv(ua la)a t> Onu € ‘@V(D)

Proof. We first prove the well-posedness. Let X, be Fp-measurable with Zy, =: v €
Py (D). For any T > 0 and

1e G = {peC(0,T; Pv(D)): o=},
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consider the following reflecting SDE on D:
(5.38) dX} = b( XY, pe) + oo(X{)AW, + n(Xy)d Ly, X = Xo,t € [0,T7.

According to Theorem 28 (A8) implies that this SDE is well-posed up to life time. By
(VV.n)|sp < 0 and (523) in (A7), and applying It6’s formula, we obtain
dV(X{) = Ly, V(XP)dt + (VV(XY), 0o(X7)dWy) + (VV(X]), n(XT))d Ly,
< {Ko(t) = Ky (O)V(X]) pdt + (VV(X]), 0o (X])dWy),

By Gronwall’s lemma and limj,|_ V(2) = oo, this implies the non-explosion of X} and
H(p) := Lxr € Gy

So, as shown in the proof of Theorem B.2] it suffices to verify the contraction of H on %&’T
under the metric

qu,v,,\(ﬂa V) = sup e_/\twwv(ﬂt,%), JRZAS C{;;T
te[0,7

for large A > 0. Let pu,v € Cy, . By (A8), (n,VV)|sp <0, (L3), and applying It6-Tanaka
formula, we find a constant C; > 0 such that

Xi— Xy

A1} = X7 < CrWy v (e, ) + [XE = X7))at + (St
XF = X1

{ou(Xt) = ou(X7) Jawh ).

Then the remainder of the proof is as same as that of [47, Lemma 2.3].
Next, we prove (£.36) which implies (£.37) in the time homogenous case. For any p,v €
Pyv(D), let Xy, Yy be Zy-measurable such that

Ly =ty Lo = v, E[B(1Xo — Yol)(L+ BV (X0) + BV (Y)] = W0 (11, ).

Let (Xy,Y;) be the coupling constructed in the proof of Theorem Bl By (n,VV)|sp < 0
and (I3]), the local time terms does not make any trouble when we apply It6’s formula to
(| Xy —Yy]) or V(Xy) + V(Y;). So, by repeating step C in the proof of [47, Theorem 2.1],
we prove (5.30]). O
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