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Abstract

To characterize the Neumann problem for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations, we
investigate distribution dependent reflecting SDEs (DDRSDEs) 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 [9, 17, 36] 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). To our best knowledge, this is a blank topic.

In the following, 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,
and finally summarize the main results derived in the paper with an example of (singular)
granular media equation with Neumann boundary.

1.1 Assumption on the domain

Let D ⊂ Rd be a connected open domain with boundary ∂D. For any x ∈ ∂D and r > 0,
let

Nx,r :=
{

n ∈ Rd : |n| = 1, B(x− rn, r) ∩D = ∅
}

,

where B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rd : |x− y| < r}. Since Nx,r is decreasing in r > 0, we have

Nx := ∪r>0Nx,r = lim
r↓0

Nx,r, x ∈ ∂D.

We call Nx the set of inward unit normal vectors of ∂D at point x. When ∂D is differentiable
at x, Nx is a singleton set. Otherwise Nx may be empty or contain more than one vectors.
For instance, letting D be the interior of a triangle in R2, at each vertex x the set Nx contains
infinite many vectors, whereas for D being the exterior of the triangle Nx is empty at each
vertex point x.

Following [26, 34], throughout the paper we make the following assumption on D, which
automatically holds for D = Rd where ∂D = ∅.
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(D) Either D is convex, or there exists a constant r0 > 0 such that Nx = Nx,r0 6= ∅ and

OIOI (1.1) sup
v∈Rd,|v|=1

inf
{

〈v,n(y)〉 : y ∈ B(x, r0) ∩ ∂D,n(y) ∈ Ny

}

≥ r0, x ∈ ∂D.

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

(1) According to [34, Remark 1.1], for any x ∈ ∂D and r > 0, n ∈ Nx,r if and only if

〈y − x,n〉 ≥ −|y − x|2
2r

, y ∈ D̄,

so that the condition Nx = Nx,r0 in (D) implies

LCCLCC (1.2) 〈y − x,n(x)〉 ≥ −|y − x|2
2r0

, y ∈ D̄, x ∈ ∂D,n(x) ∈ Nx.

When D is convex, (D) holds for any r0 > 0 so that

CVXCVX (1.3) 〈y − x,n(x)〉 ≥ 0, y ∈ D̄, x ∈ ∂D,n(x) ∈ Nx,

and (1.1) holds if d = 2 or D is bounded, see [37].

(2) When ∂D is C1-smooth, for each x ∈ ∂D the set Nx is singleton. If n(x) ∈ Nx is
uniformly continuous in x ∈ ∂D, then (1.1) holds for small r0 > 0. In particular, (D)
holds when ∂D ∈ C2

b in the following sense.

Cb2 Definition 1.1. For any r > 0, let

∂rD :=
{

x ∈ D̄ : dist(x, ∂D) ≤ r
}

, ∂−rD :=
{

x ∈ Dc : dist(x, ∂D) ≤ r
}

,

∂±rD := (∂rD) ∪ ∂−rD, Dr := D ∪ (∂−rD).

For any k ∈ N, we write ∂D ∈ Ck
b if there exists a constant r0 > 0 such that the polar

coordinate map
I : ∂D × [−r0, r0] ∋ (θ, ρ) 7→ θ + ρn(θ) ∈ ∂±r0D

is a Ck-diffeomorphism, such that (θ(x), ρ(x)) := I−1(x) having bounded and continuous
derivatives in x ∈ ∂±r0D up to the k-th order, where θ(x) is the projection of x to ∂D and

RRRR (1.4) ρ(x) = dist(x, ∂D)1{∂r0D}(x)− dist(x, ∂D)1{∂−r0D}(x), x ∈ ∂±r0D.

Moreover, for ε ∈ (0, 1), we denote ∂D ∈ Ck+ε
b if it is in Ck

b with ∇kρ and ∇kθ being ε-

Hölder continuous on ∂r0D. Finally, we write ∂D ∈ Ck,L
b if it is Ck

b with ∇kρ being Lipschitiz
continuous on ∂r0D.

Note that ∂D ∈ Ck
b does not imply the boundedness of D or ∂D, but any bounded Ck

domain satisfies ∂D ∈ Ck
b .
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1.2 DDRSDE and nonlinear Neumann problem

Let P(D̄) be the space of all probability measures on the closure D̄ of D, equipped with
the weak topology. Consider the following DDRSDE on D̄ ⊂ Rd:

E1E1 (1.5) dXt = bt(Xt,LXt)dt+ σt(Xt,LXt)dWt + n(Xt)dlt, t ≥ 0,

where (Wt)t≥0 is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probability
space (Ω, {Ft}t≥0,P), LXt is the distribution of Xt, n(x) ∈ Nx for x ∈ ∂D, lt is an adapted
continuous increasing process which increases only when Xt ∈ ∂D, and

b : [0,∞)× Rd × P(D̄) → Rd, σ : [0,∞)× Rd × P(D̄) → Rd ⊗ Rm

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

Definition 1.2. (1) A pair (Xt, lt)t≥0 is called a solution of (1.5), if Xt is an adapted
continuous process on D̄, lt is an adapted continuous increasing process with dlt supported
on {t ≥ 0 : Xt ∈ ∂D}, such that P-a.s.

∫ t

0

{

|br(Xr,LXr)|+ ‖σr(Xr,LXr)‖2}dr <∞, t ≥ 0,

and for some measurable map ∂D ∋ x 7→ n(x) ∈ Nx, P-a.s.

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

br(Xr,LXr)dr +

∫ t

0

σr(Xr,LXr)dWr +

∫ t

0

n(Xr)dlr, t ≥ 0.

In this case, lt is called the local time of Xt on ∂D. We call (1.5) strongly well-posed for

distributions in a subspace P̂ ⊂ P(D̄), if for any F0-measurable variableX0 with LX0 ∈ P̂,

the equation has a unique solution with LXt ∈ P̂ for t ≥ 0; if this is true for P̂ = P(D̄),
we called it strongly well-posed.

(2) A triple (Xt, lt,Wt)t≥0 is called a weak solution of (1.5), if Wt is an m-dimensional
Brownian motion under a probability space and (Xt, lt)t≥0 solves (1.5). (1.5) is called weakly
unique (resp. jointly weakly unique), if for any two weak solutions (Xt, lt,Wt)t≥0 under
probability P and (X̃t, l̃t, W̃t)t≥0 under probability P̃, LX0|P = LX̃0|P̃

implies L(Xt,lt)t≥0|P =
L(X̃t,l̃t)t≥0|P̃

(resp. L(Xt,lt,Wt)t≥0|P = L(X̃t,l̃t,W̃t)t≥0|P̃
). We call (1.5) weakly well-posed for dis-

tributions in P̂ ⊂ P(D̄), if it has a unique weak solution for initial distributions in P̂ and

the distribution of the solution at any time is in P̂; it is called weakly well-posed if moreover
P̂ = P(D̄).

(3) We call (1.5) well-posed (for distributions in P̂), if it is both strongly and weakly

well-posed (for distributions in P̂).

To characterize the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation associated with (1.5), consider the
following time-distribution dependent second order differential operator:

LMULMU (1.6) Lt,µ :=
1

2
tr
{

(σtσ
∗
t )(·, µ)∇2

}

+∇bt(·,µ), t ≥ 0, µ ∈ P(D̄),
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where ∇ and ∇2 are the gradient and Hessian operators in Rd respectively, and ∇v is the
directional derivative along v ∈ Rd. Assume that for any µ ∈ C([0,∞);P(D̄)),

SBBSBB (1.7) σµt (x) := σt(x, µt), bµt (x) := bt(x, µt)

satisfy ‖σµ‖2 + |bµ| ∈ L1
loc([0,∞)× D̄; dt µt(dx)).

Let C2
N(D̄) be the class of C2-functions on D̄ with compact support satisfying the Neu-

mann boundary condition ∇
n
f |∂D = 0. By Itô’s formula, for any (weak) solution Xt to

(1.5), µt := LXt solves the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation

NFPNFP (1.8) ∂tµt = L∗
t,µtµt with respect to C2

N(D̄), t ≥ 0

for probability measures on D̄, in the sense that µ· ∈ C([0,∞);P(D̄)) and

NFP2NFP2 (1.9) µt(f) :=

∫

D̄

fdµt = µ0(f) +

∫ t

0

µs(Ls,µsf)ds, t ≥ 0, f ∈ C2
N(D̄).

On the other hand, by establishing the “superposition principle” as in [2, 3] based on [40],
under reasonable conditions we may prove that a solution to (1.8) also provides a weak
solution to (1.5). We leave this to a future study.

To understand (1.8) as a nonlinear Neumann problem on D, let L∗
t,µt be the adjoint oper-

ator of Lt,µt : for any g ∈ L1
loc(D, (‖σt(x, µt)‖2 + |bt(x, µt)|)dx), L∗

t,µtg is the linear functional
on C2

0 (D) (the class of C2-functions on D with compact support) given by

INTTINTT (1.10) C2
0(D) ∋ f 7→

∫

D

{fL∗
t,µtg}(x)dx :=

∫

D

{gLt,µtf}(x)dx.

Assume that LXt has a density function ρt, i.e. µt := LXt = ρt(x)dx. It is the case under
a general non-degenerate or Hörmander condition (see for instance [6]), and it follows from
Krylov’s estimates (2.20) or (2.56) below. When ∂D ∈ C2, (1.8) implies that ρt solves the
following nonlinear Neumann problem on D̄:

NFP3NFP3 (1.11) ∂tρt = L∗
t,ρtρt, ∇t,nρt|∂D = 0, t ≥ 0

in the weak sense, where Lt,ρt := Lt,ρt(x)dx, and for a function g on ∂D

∇t,ng := ∇σtσ∗t n
g + div∂D(gπσtσ

∗
tn)

for the divergence div∂D on ∂D and the projection π to the tangent space of ∂D:

πxv := v − 〈v,n(x)〉n(x), v ∈ Rd, x ∈ ∂D.

If in particular σσ∗n = λn holds on [0,∞)× ∂D for a function λ 6= 0 a.e., ∇t,nρt|∂D = 0 is
equivalent to the standard Neumann boundary condition ∇

n
ρt|∂D = 0.

We now deduce (1.11) from (1.9). Firstly, by (1.10), (1.9) implies

∫

D

(fρt)(x)dx =

∫

D

(fρ0)(x)dx+

∫ t

0

ds

∫

D

(fL∗
s,ρsρs)(x)dx, f ∈ C2

0 (D), t ≥ 0,
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so that ∂tρt = L∗
t,ρtρt. Next, by the integration by parts formula, (1.9) implies

∫

D

(fρt)(x)dx =

∫

D

(fρ0)(x)dx+

∫ t

0

ds

∫

D

(ρsLs,ρsf)(x)dx

=

∫

D

(fρ0)(x)dx+

∫ t

0

(
∫

D

(fL∗
s,ρsρs)(x)dx+

∫

∂D

{

f∇σsσ∗snρs − ρs∇σsσ∗snf
}

(x)dx

)

ds

=

∫

D

(fρ0)(x)dx+

∫ t

0

(
∫

D

(f∂sρs)(x)dx+

∫

∂D

{

f∇σsσ∗snρs + fdiv∂D(ρsπσsσ
∗
sn)

}

(x)

)

ds

=

∫

D

(fρt)(x)dx+

∫ t

0

ds

∫

∂D

{

f(∇t,nρt)
}

(x)dx, f ∈ C2
N(D̄), t ≥ 0.

Thus, ∇t,nρt|∂D = 0.

1.3 Summary of main results

Theorems 2.1-2.3 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 3.1-3.4 present the weak and strong well-posedness of the DDRSDE (1.5)
under different conditions, where the first result applies to locally integrable drifts with the
distribution dependence bounded by ‖·‖k,var+Wk (see Section 2 for definitions of probability
distances), the second result includes a general criterion deducing the well-posedness of (1.5)
from that of reflecting SDEs, and the last two results work for the monotone case with the
dependence on distribution given by Wk(k > 1) or more general Wψ induced by a cost
function ψ.

Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 establish the log-Harnack inequality for solutions to (1.5) 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 5.1, 5.3 and 5.5 include different types of exponential ergodicity for (1.5)
with time-homogenous coefficients, under dissipative, partially dissipative, and fully non-
dissipative conditions respectively.

To conclude this section, we consider an example of (1.11) arising from kenetic mechanics, see
[8, 10, 14] and references within for the study without reflection whenD = Rd. 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). Let D be a
bounded domain with ∂D ∈ C2,L

b . For a potential V : D̄ → R and an interaction functional
W : Rd → R, consider the following nonlinear PDE for probability density functions on D̄:

∂t̺t = ∆̺t + div
{

̺t∇V + ̺t∇(W ∗ ̺t)
}

, ∇
n
̺t|∂D = 0,
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where (W ∗ ̺t)(x) :=
∫

Rd
W (x− z)̺t(z)dz. It is easy to see that this equation is covered by

(1.11) with
b(x, µ) = −∇V (x)−∇(W ∗ µ)(x), σ(x, µ) =

√
2Id,

where Id is the d× d identity matrix, and (W ∗ µ)(x) :=
∫

Rd
W (x− z)µ(dz).

(1) If V and W are weakly differentiable with ‖∇W‖∞ < ∞ and |∇V | ∈ Lp(D̄) for some
p > d ∨ 2, then Theorem 3.1 with k = 0 implies that the associated SDE (1.5) is well-
posed, and Theorem 4.2 provides some functional inequalities for the solution. These
results apply to W (x) := |x|3 which is of special interest from physics [4].

(2) IfD is convex, V andW are second-order differentiable with ∇2V ≥ λId for some λ > 0
and ‖∇2W‖∞ is small enough, then Theorem 5.1 implies the exponential ergodicity of
the solution in both the relative entropy and the L2-Wasserstein distance.

(3) If D is convex, there exists a constant K ≥ 0 such that

〈∇V (x)−∇V (y), x− y〉 ≤ K|x− y|2, x, y ∈ D̄,

and ‖∇2W‖∞ is small enough, then Theorem 5.3 or Theorem 5.5 implies the exponen-
tial ergodicity of the solution in W1.

Note that when D is non-convex, we may make a transform to make it convex so that
Theorems 5.1, 5.3 and 5.5 apply, see [43, 46] for the conformal change of metric making a
non-convex domain convex.

2 Reflecting SDE with singular drift

Let σt(x, µ) = σt(x) and bt(x, µ) = bt(x) do not depend on µ, so that (1.5) reduces to the
following reflecting SDE on D̄:

E01E01 (2.1) dXt = bt(Xt)dt + σt(Xt)dWt + n(Xt)dlt, t ∈ [0, T ],

where T > 0 is a fixed time. The associated time dependent generator reads

LLTLLT (2.2) Lt :=
1

2
tr
{

σtσ
∗
t∇2

}

+∇bt , t ∈ [0, T ].

We aim to solve (2.1) with singular drift.
SDEs with singular coefficients have already been well investigated by using Zvokin’s

transform [56] and Krylov’s estimate [22], see for instances [23, 50, 51, 54] and references
within. However, the corresponding study for singular reflecting SDEs is very limited. With
great effort overcoming difficulty induced by the local time, in the recent work [52] Yang
and Zhang were able to prove the well-posedness of (2.1) for bounded C3 domain, bounded
b and σ = Id. So, the general setup we discussed here is new in the literature.

Before moving on, let us explain the main difficulty of the study by considering the
following simple reflecting SDE on D̄:

E*4E*4 (2.3) dXt = bt(Xt)dt +
√
2dWt + n(Xt)dlt, t ∈ [0, T ],
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where Wt is the d-dimensional Brownian motion and
∫ T

0
‖bt‖qLp(Rd)dt < ∞ for some p, q > 2

with d
p
+ 2

q
< 1. When λ > 0 is large enough, the unique solution of the PDE

(∂t +∆+∇bt)ut = λut − bt, t ∈ [0, T ], uT = 0

satisfies

‖u‖∞ + ‖∇u‖∞ ≤ 1

2
, ‖u‖Lpq :=

(
∫ T

0

‖∇2ut‖qLp(Rd)dt
)

1
q

<∞,

see [23, 54]. Thus, for any t ∈ [0, T ], Θt := id+ut (id is the identity map) is a homeomorphism
on Rd, and by Itô’s formula, Yt := Θt(Xt) solves

dYt = λ{ut ◦Θ−1
t }(Yt)dt+ dWt + {(∇ut) ◦Θ−1

t }(Yt)dWt + {n(Xt) +∇
n
ut(Xt)}dlt.

When D = Rd, we have lt = 0 so that this SDE is regular enough to have well-posedness,
which implies the same property of (2.3) since Θt is a homeomorphism, see [23]. When
D 6= Rd, to prove the pathwise uniqueness of Yt by applying Itô’s formula to |Yt− Ỹt|2, where
Ỹt := Θt(X̃t) for another solution X̃t of (5.39) with local time l̃t, one needs to find a constant
c > 0 such that

〈Θt(Xt)−Θt(X̃t), (n+∇
n
ut)(Xt)〉dlt + 〈Θt(X̃t)−Θt(Xt), (n+∇

n
ut)(X̃t))〉dl̃t

≤ c|Xt − X̃t|2(dlt + dl̃t).
ERTERT (2.4)

This is not implied by (1.2) except for d = 1, since only in this case the vectors Θt(x)−Θt(y)
and (n+∇

n
ut)(x) are in the same directions of x− y and n(x) respectively for large λ > 0.

To overcome this difficulty, we will construct a Zvokin’s transform by solving the associ-
ated Neumann problem on D̄, for which ∇

n
ut|∂D = 0. Even in this case, Θt may also map a

point from D̄ to D̄c such that (1.2) does not apply. To this end, we will construct a modified
process of |Xt − X̃t|2 by using a function from [12]. Our construction simplifies that in [52]
and enables us to work in a more general framework.

2.1 Conditions and main results

We first recall some functional spaces used in the study of singular SDEs, see for instance
[50]. For any p ≥ 1, Lp(Rd) is the class of measurable functions f on Rd such that

‖f‖Lp(Rd) :=
(
∫

Rd
|f(x)|pdx

)
1
p

<∞.

For any ǫ > 0 and p ≥ 1, let Hǫ,p(Rd) := (1−∆)−
ǫ
2Lp(Rd) with

‖f‖Hǫ,p(Rd) := ‖(1−∆)
ǫ
2 f‖Lp(Rd) <∞, f ∈ Hǫ,p(Rd).

For any z ∈ Rd and r > 0, let B(z, r) := {x ∈ Rd : |x− z| < r} be the open ball centered
at z with radius r. For any p, q > 1 and t0 < t1, let L̃

p
q(t0, t1) denote the class of measurable

functions f on [t0, t1]× Rd such that

‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1) := sup
z∈Rd

(
∫ t1

t0

‖1B(z,1)ft‖qLp(Rd)dt
)

1
q

<∞.
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For any ǫ > 0, let H̃ǫ,p
q (t0, t1) be the space of f ∈ L̃pq(t0, t1) with

‖f‖H̃ǫ,p
q (t0,t1)

:=

(
∫ t1

t0

sup
z∈Rd

‖g(z + ·)ft‖qHǫ,p(Rd)dt
)

1
q

<∞

for some g ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) satisfying g|B(0,1) = 1, where C∞

0 (Rd) is the class of C∞ functions on

Rd with compact support. We remark that the space H̃ǫ,p
q (t0, t1) does not depend on the

choice of g. When t0 = 0, we simply denote

L̃pq(t1) := L̃pq(0, t1), H̃ǫ,p
q (t1) := H̃ǫ,p

q (0, t1), t1 > 0.

For a domain D ⊂ Rd, we denote f ∈ L̃pq(t0, t1, D)(=: L̃pq(t1, D) for t0 = 0), if f is a
measurable function on [t0, t1]× D̄ such that

‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) := ‖1Df‖L̃pq(t0,t1) <∞.

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

K :=
{

(p, q) : p, q ∈ (1,∞),
d

p
+

2

q
< 1

}

,

and use the following assumptions on the coefficients b and σ. Let ‖ · ‖∞ denote the uniform
norm for real (or vector/matrix) valued functions.

(Aσ,b0 ) (D) holds, a := σσ∗ and b are extended to measurable functions on [0, T ]× Rd, b has

decomposition b = b(0) + b(1) with b
(0)
t |D̄c = 0, such that the following conditions hold:

(1) at is invertible with ‖a‖∞ + ‖a−1‖∞ <∞, and

*UN*UN (2.5) lim
ε→0

sup
|x−y|≤ε,t∈[0,T ]

‖at(x)− at(y)‖ = 0.

(2) There exists (p2, q2) ∈ K such that |b(0)| ∈ L̃p2q2 (T ). Moreover, b(1) is locally bounded

on [0, T ]× Rd, and there exist a constant L > 1 and a function ρ̃ ∈ C2
b (D̄) such that

LIPLIP (2.6) ‖∇b(1)‖∞ := sup
t∈[0,T ],x 6=y

|b(1)t (x)− b
(1)
t (y)|

|x− y| ≤ L,

GB1GB1 (2.7) 〈b(1)t ,∇ρ̃〉|D̄ ≥ −L, 〈∇ρ̃,n〉|∂D ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ].

(Aσ,b1 ) (Aσ,b0 ) holds with ‖∇σ‖2 ∈ L̃p1q1 (T ) and |b(0)|2 ∈ L̃p2q2 (T ) for some (p1, q1), (p2, q2) ∈ K .
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Remark 2.1. Each of the following two conditions implies the existence of ρ̃ in (2.7):

(a) ∂D ∈ C2
b and there exists a constant K > 0 such that 〈b(1)t ,n〉|∂D ≥ −K for t ∈ [0, T ];

(b) D is bounded and there exist ε ∈ (0, 1) and x0 ∈ D such that

*GB*GB (2.8) 〈x0 − x,n(x)〉 ≥ ε|x− x0|, x ∈ ∂D.

Indeed, if (a) holds then there exists r0 > 0 such that ρ ∈ C2
b (∂r0D). Let h ∈ C∞([0,∞))

with h(r) = r for r ∈ [0, r0/4] and h(r) = r0/2 for r ≥ r0/2. By taking ρ̃ = h ◦ ρ we have
ρ̃ ∈ C2

b (D̄), 〈∇ρ̃,n〉|∂D = 1, and for any x ∈ D letting x̄ ∈ ∂D such that |x− x̄| = ρ(x), we
deduce from (2.6) that

〈b(1)t (x),∇ρ̃(x)〉 = h′(ρ(x))
{

〈b(1)t (x̄),n(x̄)〉+ 〈b(1)t (x)− b
(1)
t (x̄),n(x̄)〉

}

≥ −(1 + r0)L‖h′‖∞.
Therefore, (2.7) holds for some (different) constant L. Next, if (b) holds, by (2.8) we may
take ρ̃(x) = N

√

1 + |x− x0|2 for large enough N ≥ 1 such that 〈∇ρ̃,n〉|∂D ≥ 1. So, by the
boundedness of D and b(1) ∈ C([0, T ]× Rd), (2.7) holds for some constant L > 0.

Assumption (Aσ,b0 ) will be used to establish Krylov’s estimate for functions f ∈ ∩(p,q)∈K L̃pq(T ),
which is crucial to solve singular SDEs, see Lemma 2.5 below. To improve this estimate for
(p, q) satisfying d

p
+ 2

q
< 2 as in the case without reflecting (see [50]), we introduce one more

assumption.
Consider the following differential operators on D̄:

BARLBARL (2.9) Lσ,b
(1)

t :=
1

2
tr
(

σtσ
∗
t∇2

)

+∇
b
(1)
t
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Let {P σ,b(1)

s,t }T≥t1≥t≥s≥0 be the Neumann semigroup on D̄ generated by Lσ,b
(1)

t , that is, for any

φ ∈ C2
b (D̄), and any t ∈ (0, T ], (P σ,b(1)

s,t φ)s∈[0,t] is the unique solution of the PDE

NMMNMM (2.10) ∂sus = −Lσ,b(1)s us, ∇
n
us|∂D = 0 for s ∈ [0, t), ut = φ.

For any t > 0, let C1,2
b ([0, t] × D̄) be the set of functions f ∈ Cb([0, t] × D̄) with bounded

and continuous derivatives ∂tf,∇f and ∇2f .

(Aσ,b2 ) ∂D ∈ C2,L
b and the following conditions hold for σ and b on [0, T ]× D̄:

(1) at := σtσ
∗
t is invertible, (2.5) holds for x, y ∈ D̄ and there exists (p1, q1) ∈ K such that

‖a‖∞ + ‖a−1‖∞ + ‖∇σ‖L̃p1q1 (T,D) <∞.

(2) b = b(1) + b(0) with ∇
n
b
(1)
t |∂D = 0, ‖∇b(1)‖∞ + ‖1∂D〈b(1),n〉‖∞ < ∞ and |b(0)| ∈

L̃p2q2 (T,D) for some (p2, q2) ∈ K with p2 > 2.

(3) For any φ ∈ C2
b (D̄) and t ∈ (0, T ], the PDE (2.10) has a unique solution P σ,b(1)

·,t φ ∈
C1,2
b ([0, t]× D̄), such that for some constant c > 0 we have

AB1AB1 (2.11) ‖∇iP σ,b(1)

s,t φ‖∞ ≤ c(t− s)−
1
2‖∇i−1φ‖∞, 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, i = 1, 2, φ ∈ C2

b (D̄),

where ∇(0)φ := φ.
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Remark 2.2. (1) Let ρ ∈ C2
b (∂r0D) for some r0 > 0. Since ∇ρ|∂D = n, ‖∇b(1)‖∞ +

‖1∂D〈b(1),n〉‖∞ < ∞ implies ‖1∂r0D〈b(1),∇ρ〉‖∞ < ∞, which will be used in the proof of
Lemma 2.6 below.

(2) (Aσ,b2 )(3) holds if D is bounded with ∂D ∈ C2+α for some α ∈ (0, 1), and there exists
c > 0 such that

**A**A (2.12)
{

|b(1)t (x)− b(1)s (y)|+ ‖at(x)− as(y)‖
}

≤ c(|t− s|α+ |x− y|α2 ), s, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄.

Indeed, ∂D ∈ C2+α implies n ∈ C1+α(∂D), so that (2.12) implies estimates (3.4) and (3.6)

in [11, Theorem VI.3.1] with ̺ = ∞ for the Neumann heat kernel pσ,b
(1)

s,t (x, y) of P σ,b(1)

s,t . We
note that according to its proof, the condition (3.3) therein is assumed for some α ∈ (0, 1)

rather than all α ∈ (0, 1). In particular, ∇2pσ,b
(1)

s,t (·, y)(x) and ∂spσ,b
(1)

s,t (x, y) are continuous in
(s, x) ∈ [0, t]× D̄, and there exists a constant c > 1 such that

|∇ipσ,b
(1)

s,t (·, y)(x)| ≤ c|t− s|− d+i
2 e

− |x−y|2

c(t−s) , 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, x, y ∈ D̄, i = 0, 1, 2,

|∂spσ,b
(1)

s,t (x, y)| = |Lσ,b(1)s pσ,b
(1)

s,t (·, y)(x)| ≤ c|t− s|− d+2
2 e−

|x−y|2

c(t−s) , 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, x, y ∈ D̄.

These properties imply (2.11).

The following are main results of this section, where Theorem 2.2 improves the main result
(Theorem 6.3) in [52] for bounded C3 domain D, bounded drift b and σ = Id. Moreover,
going back to the case without reflection (i.e. D = Rd), Theorem 2.3 covers the main result
(Theorem 1.1) of [24] where b(1) = 0 is considered.

T2.1 Theorem 2.1 (Weak well-posedness). If either (Aσ,b1 ) or (Aσ,b2 ) holds, then (2.1) is weakly

well-posed. Moreover, for any k ≥ 1 there exists a constant c > 0 such that

EPPEPP (2.13) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xx
t |k

]

≤ c(1 + |x|k), Eekl
x
T ≤ c, x ∈ D̄,

where (Xx
t , l

x
t ) is the (weak) solution of (2.1) with Xx

0 = x.

T2.2 Theorem 2.2 (Well-posedness). Assume that one of the following conditions holds:

(i) d = 1 and (Aσ,b1 ) holds;

(ii) (Aσ,b2 ) holds with p1 > 2.

Then (2.1) is well-posed, and for any k ≥ 1, there exists a constant c > 0 such that

INNINN (2.14) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xx
t −Xy

t |k
]

≤ c|x− y|k, x, y ∈ D̄.

Consequently, for any p > 1 there exists a constant c(p) > 0 such that

Ptf(x) := E[f(Xx
t )], x ∈ D̄, t ≥ 0, f ∈ Bb(D̄)

satisfies

GRDGRD (2.15) |∇Ptf | ≤ c(p)(Pt|∇f |p)
1
p , f ∈ C1

b (D̄), t ∈ [0, T ].
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T2.3 Theorem 2.3 (Functional inequalities). Assume that (Aσ,b2 ) holds with p1 > 2. Then there

exist a constant C > 0 and a map c : (1.∞) → (0,∞) such that

GRD’GRD’ (2.16) |∇Ptf | ≤
c(p)√
t
(Pt|f |p)

1
p , t ∈ [0, T ], f ∈ Bb(D̄), p > 1,

PCCPCC (2.17) Ptf
2 − (Ptf)

2 ≤ tCPt|∇f |2, f ∈ C1
b (D̄), t ∈ [0, T ],

LHALHA (2.18) Pt log f(x) ≤ logPtf(y) +
C|x− y|2

t
, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄, 0 < f ∈ Bb(D̄).

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 Itô’s formula

A crucial step in the study of singular SDEs is to establish Krylov’s estimate [22]. To this
end, we first introduce the following lemma taken from [53, Theorem 2.1], which extends
[50, Theorem 3.2] where b(1) = 0 is considered. See [50, 54] and references within for earlier
assertions.

LYZ Lemma 2.4. Assume (Aσ,b0 ). For any 0 ≤ t0 < t1 ≤ T and f ∈ L̃pq(t0, t1) for some p, q > 1,
the PDE

PPD5PPD5 (2.19) (∂t + Lt)u
λ
t = λuλt + ft, t ∈ [t0, t1], u

λ
t1
= 0,

has a unique solution in H̃2,p
q (t0, t1). Moreover, for any θ ∈ [0, 2), p′ ∈ [p,∞] and q′ ∈ [q,∞]

with d
p
+ 2

q
< 2−θ+ d

p′
+ 2

q′
, there exist constants λ0, c > 0 increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ) (i.e. they

do not have to be changed when b(0) is replaced by b̃(0) with ‖b̃(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ) ≤ ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T )), such
that for any 0 ≤ t0 < t1 ≤ T , the solution satisfies

λ
1
2
(2−θ+ d

p′
+ 1
q′
− d
p
− 2
q
)‖u‖

H̃θ,p′

q′
(t0,t1)

+ ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u‖L̃pq(t0,t1) + ‖u‖H̃2,p
q (t0,t1)

≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1).

By estimating the local time, this result enables us to derive the following Krylov’s
estimate (2.20) and Khasminskii’s estimate (2.21).

L1 Lemma 2.5. Assume (Aσ,b0 ). Let (p, q) ∈ K .

(1) There exist a constant i ≥ 1 depending only on (p, q), and a constant c ≥ 1 increasing

in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ), such that for any solution Xt of (2.1), and any 0 ≤ t0 ≤ t1 ≤ T, the

following estimates holds.

KRKR (2.20) E

(
∫ t1

t0

|fs(Xs)|ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)m

≤ cmm!‖f‖m
L̃pq(t0,t1)

, f ∈ L̃pq(t0, t1), m ≥ 1,
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KASKAS (2.21) E
(

e
∫ t1
t0

|ft(Xt)|dt
∣

∣Ft0

)

≤ exp
[

c+ c‖f‖i
L̃pq(t0,t1)

]

, f ∈ L̃pq(t0, t1),

KAS’KAS’ (2.22) sup
t0∈[0,T ]

E
(

eλ(lT−lt0 )
∣

∣Ft0

)

< ec(1+λ
2), λ > 0.

(2) For any u ∈ C([0, T ]× Rd) with continuous ∇u and

UUUUUU (2.23) ‖u‖∞ + ‖∇u‖∞ + ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u‖L̃pq(T ) + ‖∇2u‖L̃pq(T ) <∞,

we have the following Itô’s formula for a solution Xt to (2.1):

ITOITO (2.24) dut(Xt) = (∂t + Lt)ut(Xt)dt+ 〈∇ut(Xt), σt(Xt)dWt〉+ (∇
n
ut)(Xt)dlt.

Proof. (1) By first using |f |∧n replacing n then letting n→ ∞, we may and do assume that
f is bounded and nonnegative. By Lemma 2.4, for any (p′, q′) ∈ K , (2.19) has a unique
solution satisfying

λε
(

‖uλ‖∞ + ‖∇uλ‖∞
)

+ ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u
λ‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1)

+ ‖uλ‖
H̃2,p′

q′
(t0,t1)

≤ c1‖f‖L̃p′
q′
(t0,t1)

, λ ≥ λ0,
PPD5’PPD5’ (2.25)

where ε > 0 depends on (p′, q′) and λ0, c > 0 are constants increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ).
To apply Itô’s formula, we make a standard mollifying approximation of uλ, which is

extended to Rd+1 by letting uλt := uλ(t∨t0)∧t1 for t ∈ R. Let 0 ≤ ̺ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd+1) such that

∫

Rd+1 ̺(z)dz = 1. For any n ≥ 1, let

MLLMLL (2.26) uλ,nt (x) = nd+1

∫

Rd+1

uλt−s(x− y)̺(ns, ny)dsdy, t ∈ R, x ∈ Rd.

Then

lim
n→∞

{

‖(∂t +∇b(1))(u
λ,n − uλ)‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1)

+ ‖uλ,n − uλ‖
H̃2,p′

q′
(t0,t1)

}

= 0, (p′, q′) ∈ K ,

so that as shown in the proof of [51, Lemma 5.4],

P*DP*D (2.27) f
{n}
t := (∂t + Lt − λ)uλ,nt

satisfies

FNNFNN (2.28) lim
n→∞

‖f − f {n}‖
L̃p

′

q′
(t0,t1)

= 0, (p′, q′) ∈ K ,

and (2.25) with (p′, q′) = (p, q) implies

PPD6PPD6 (2.29) ‖uλ,n‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,n‖∞ ≤ cλ−ε‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1), n ≥ 1, λ > λ0.
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Let

τk := inf

{

t ∈ [t0, T ] : lt − lt0 +

∫ t

t0

|bs(Xs)|ds ≥ k

}

, k ≥ 1.

By [51, Lemma 5.2] and (2.1), there exists a map c : [1,∞) → (0,∞) such that

*NN*NN (2.30) E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

gs(Xs)ds

)

≤ c(k)‖g‖Lpq(t0,t1), k ≥ 1, g ∈ Lpq(t0, t1).

Applying Itô’s formula to uλ,n, we deduce from (2.27) and (2.29) that

2cλ−ε‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1) ≥ E
{

uλ,nt1∧τk(Xt1∧τk)− uλ,nt0 (Xt0)
∣

∣Ft0

}

= E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

(∂s + Ls)u
λ,n
s (Xs)ds+

∫ t1∧τk

t0

{∇
n(Xs)u

λ,n
s }(Xs)dls

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≥ E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

f {n}
s (Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

− c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1)
{

λ+ λ−εE(lt1∧τk − lt0 |Ft0)
}

.

TTPTTP (2.31)

Therefore,

E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

f {n}
s (Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1)
{

2 + λ+ λ−εE(lt1∧τk − lt0 |Ft0)
}

, n, k ≥ 1, λ > 0.

KR1KR1 (2.32)

Combining this with (2.30), we find a subsequence in → ∞ such that

E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

1B(0,k)fs(Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

= lim
n→∞

E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

1B(0,k)f
{in}
s (Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1)
{

2 + λ+ λ−εE(lt1 − lt0 |Ft0)
}

, λ > 0, k ≥ 1.

KR1’KR1’ (2.33)

On the other hand, by (2.7) and the boundedness of σ, we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

GHHGHH (2.34) dρ̃(Xt) ≥ −c1dt− c1|b(0)t (Xt)|dt + dlt + 〈∇ρ̃(Xt), σt(Xt)dWt〉.

So, (2.33) with (p, q) = (p2, q2) implies

E(lt1∧τk − lt0 |Ft0) ≤ c1(t− t0) + c1E

(
∫ t1∧τk

t0

|b(0)s (Xs)|ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

+ ‖ρ̃‖∞

≤ c2(1 + λ) + c2λ
−εE(lt1∧τk − lt0 |Ft0), t ∈ [t0, T ], λ > 0, k ≥ 1

holds for some constant c2 > 0 increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃pq(T ). Taking λ > 0 large enough such

that c2λ
−ε ≤ 1

2
, we arrive at

E(lt1∧τk − lt0 |Ft0) ≤ c3, k ≥ 1

for some constant c3 > 0 increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃pq(T ). Letting k → ∞ gives

LCTLCT (2.35) E(lt1 − lt0 |Ft0) ≤ c3, t0 ≤ t1 ≤ T.
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This and (2.33) with k → ∞ imply (2.20) for m = 1, which further yields the inequality for
any m ≥ 1 as shown in the proof of [51, Lemma 3.5]. Moreover, taking q′ ∈ (2, q) such that
(p, q′) ∈ K , (2.20) for m = 1 with (p, q′) replacing (p, q) yields

E

(
∫ t1

t0

fs(Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≤ c‖f‖L̃p
q′
(t0,t1)

≤ c(t1 − t0)
q−q′

qq′ ‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1).

This and [51, Lemma 3.5] with L̃pq′ replacing L
p
q imply (2.21) for i = q

q−q′
. Finally, combining

(2.21) with (2.34), b(0) ∈ L̃p2q2 (T ) and ‖σ∗∇ρ̃‖∞ <∞, we derive (2.22).
(2) We first extend u to Rd+1 by letting ut = ut+∧T for t ∈ R, and consider its mollifying

approximation u{n} defined above. Then ‖σ‖∞ <∞ and (2.23) imply

XN0XN0 (2.36) lim
n→∞

{

‖u− u{n}‖∞ + ‖∇(u− u{n})‖∞ + ‖(∂t + Lt)(u− u{n})‖L̃pq(T )
}

= 0.

Combining this with ‖σ‖∞ <∞ and (2.20), we obtain

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|u{n}t (Xt)− ut(Xt)| = 0,

lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

∇
n
u{n}s (Xs)dls =

∫ t

0

∇
n
us(Xs)dls,

lim
n→∞

E

∫ T

0

∣

∣(∂s + Ls)(u
{n}
s − us)

∣

∣(Xs)ds = 0,

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈∇(u{n}s − us)(Xs), σs(Xs)dWs〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0,

XN2XN2 (2.37)

Therefore, we prove (2.24) by letting n→ ∞ in the following Itô’s formula:

u
{n}
t (Xt) =u

{n}
0 (X0) +

∫ t

0

(∂s + Ls)(u
{n}
s )(Xs)ds

+

∫ t

0

〈∇u{n}s (Xs), σs(Xs)dWs〉+
∫ t

0

(∇
n
u{n}s )(Xs)dls, t ∈ [0, T ].

To improve Lemma 2.5 for (p, q) ∈ K with d
p
+ 2

q
< 2, we first extend Lemma 2.4

to the Neumann boundary case. For any k ∈ N, let C0,k
b ([t0, t1] × D̄;Rd) be the space of

f ∈ Cb([t0, t1] × D̄;Rd) with bounded and continuous derivatives in x ∈ D̄ up to order k.
Let C1,2

b ([t0, t1] × D̄;Rd) denote the space of f ∈ C0,2
b ([t0, t1] × D̄;Rd) with bounded and

continuous ∂tf .

LNN Lemma 2.6. Assume (Aσ,b2 ) but without the condition ‖∇σ‖L̃p1q1 (T,D) < ∞. Then (Aσ,b0 ) and

the following assertions hold.

(1) For any λ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ t0 < t1 ≤ T and b̃, f ∈ C0,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd), the PDE

PDEEPDEE (2.38) (∂t + Lσ,b
(1)

t +∇b̃t
− λ)ũλt = ft, ũλt1 = ∇

n
ũλt |∂D = 0, t ∈ [t0, t1]

has a unique solution ũλ ∈ C1,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd).
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(2) For any (p, q), (p′, q′) ∈ K and b̃ ∈ C0,2
b ([0, T ] × D̄;Rd), there exist a constant ε > 0

depending only on (p, q) and (p′, q′), and constants λ0, c > 0 increasing in ‖b̃‖
L̃p

′

q′
(T,D)

,

such that for any 0 ≤ t0 < t1 ≤ T and f ∈ C0,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd),

KGKG (2.39) λε(‖ũλ‖∞ + ‖∇ũλ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D)) ≤ c‖f‖
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
, λ ≥ λ0 (when p > 2),

KG’KG’ (2.40) λε‖∇ũλ‖∞ ≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D), λ ≥ λ0,

and there exists decomposition ũλ = ũλ,1 + ũλ,2 such that

‖∇2ũλ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) + ‖(∂t +∇b(1))ũ
λ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) + ‖∇2ũλ,2‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1,D)

+ ‖(∂t +∇b(1))ũ
λ,2‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1,D)

≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D), λ ≥ λ0.
J2J2 (2.41)

Proof. (1) Let V := C0,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd), which is a Banach space under the norm

‖u‖V,N := sup
t∈[t0,t1]

e−N(t1−t)
{

‖ut‖∞ + ‖∇ut‖∞ + ‖∇2ut‖∞
}

, u ∈ V

for N > 0. To solve (2.38), for any λ ≥ 0 and u ∈ V, let

Φλs (u) :=

∫ t1

s

e−λ(t−s)P σ,b(1)

s,t {∇b̃t
ut − ft}dt, s ∈ [t0, t1].

Then (Aσ,b2 ) implies Φλ(u) ∈ C1,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄) with

NMM’NMM’ (2.42) (∂s + Lσ,b
(1)

s − λ)Φλs (u) = fs −∇b̃s
us, s ∈ [t0, t1],∇n

Φλt (u)|∂D = 0,Φλt1(u) = 0.

So, it suffices to prove that Φλ has a unique fixed point ũλ ∈ V :

KG0KG0 (2.43) ũλs =

∫ t1

s

e−λ(t−s)P σ,b(1)

s,t

{

∇b̃t
ũλt − ft

}

dt, s ∈ [t0, t1],

which, according to (2.42), is the unique solution of (2.38) in C1,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd).

For any u, ū ∈ V, by ‖b̃‖∞ <∞, we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

‖Φλs (u)− Φλs (ū)‖∞ ≤
∫ t1

s

‖b̃t‖∞‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞dt ≤ c1

∫ t

s

‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞dt.

Similarly, (2.11) with i = 1 implies

‖∇{Φλ(u)s − Φλ(ū)s}‖∞ ≤ c

∫ t1

s

(t− s)−
1
2‖b̃t‖∞‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞dt

≤ c1

∫ t

s

(t− s)−
1
2‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞dt,
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while (2.11) with i = 2 and ‖b̃‖∞ + ‖∇b̃t‖∞ <∞ yield

‖∇2{Φλs (u)− Φλs (ū)}‖∞ ≤ c

∫ t1

s

(t− s)−
1
2

∥

∥∇{∇b̃t
(ut − ūt)}

∥

∥

∞
dt

≤ c1

∫ t1

s

(t− s)−
1
2

{

‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞ + ‖∇2(ut − ūt)‖∞
}

dt.

Combining these with (2.42) and the boundedness of a and b̃ ∈ C0,1
b ([t0, t1]× D̄;Rd), we find

a constant c2 > 0 such that

‖Φλ(u)− Φλ(ū)‖V,N

≤ c2 sup
s∈[t0,t1]

∫ t1

s

e−N(t1−s)(t− s)−
1
2

{

‖ut − ūt‖∞ + ‖∇(ut − ūt)‖∞ + ‖∇2(ut − ūt)‖∞
}

dt

≤ c2‖u− ū‖V,N sup
s∈[t0,t1]

∫ t1

s

e−N(t−s)(t− s)−
1
2dt.

So, Φλ is contractive under the norm ‖·‖V,N for large enough N > 0, and hence has a unique
fixed point ũλ in V.

(2) To prove (2.39) and (2.41), we extend the PDE (2.38) to a global one such that
estimates in Lemma 2.4 apply. By (Aσ,b2 ), there exists r0 > 0 such that

ϕ : ∂−r0D → ∂r0D; θ − rn(θ) 7→ θ + rn(θ), r ∈ [0, r0], θ ∈ ∂D

is a C1,L
b -diffeomorphism (i.e. it is a homeomorphism with ∇ϕ bounded and Lipschitz

continuous) and ρD := dist(·, D) ∈ C2
b (Dr0), recall that Dr0 = {ρD ≤ r0}. For any vector

field v on ∂r0D, v⋆ := (ϕ−1)∗v is the vector field on ∂0−r0D := ∂−r0D \ ∂D given by

〈v⋆,∇g〉(x) := 〈v,∇(g ◦ ϕ−1)〉(ϕ(x)), x ∈ ∂0−r0D, g ∈ C1(∂0−r0D).

We then extend b
(1)
t and b̃t to Rd by taking

BABBAB (2.44) b
(1)
t := 1D̄b

(1)
t + h(ρD/2)1∂0−r0D

(b
(1)
t )⋆, b̃t := 1D̄b̃t + 1∂0−r0D

(b̃t)
⋆,

where h ∈ C∞(R) such that 0 ≤ h ≤ 1, h|(−∞,r0/4] = 1 and h|[r0/2,∞) = 0. Since (Aσ,b2 ) implies
‖1D̄∇b(1)‖∞ <∞ and ∇

n
b(1)|∂D = 0, we have ‖∇b(1)‖∞ <∞. Let

SLLSLL (2.45) ϕ̃(x) := x1D̄(x) + ϕ(x)1∂0−r0D
(x), x ∈ Dr0 .

We extend ũλ to [t0, t1]× Rd by setting

UUKUUK (2.46) uλt = h(ρD)(ũ
λ
t ◦ ϕ̃), t ∈ [t0, t1].

We claim that

NB1NB1 (2.47) uλt ∈ C1,L
b (Rd), t ∈ [t0, t1],
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where C1,L
b (Dr0) is the class of C

1
b -functions f on Dr0 with Lipschitz continuous ∇f. Indeed,

since ϕ is a C1,L
b -diffeomorphism from ∂−r0D to ∂r0D, ϕ̃ ∈ C1,L

b (Dr0 \ ∂D) with bounded
and continuous first and second order derivatives, which together with ũλt ∈ C2

b (D̄) yields
uλt ∈ C1,L

b (Rd \ ∂D). So, we only need to verify that ũλt ◦ ϕ̃ ∈ C1,L
b (Dr0). To this end, for any

x ∈ ∂−r0D and v ∈ Rd, let

πxv := v − 〈v,n(θ(x))〉n(θ(x))

be the projection of v ∈ TxR
d to the tangent space of ∂D, recall that θ(x) is the projection

of x to ∂D, i.e. x = θ(x)− ρD(x)n(θ(x)) for ρD(x) := dist(x,D). We have

∇vϕ̃(x) = ∇〈v,n(θ(x))〉n(θ(x))ϕ̃(x) +∇πxvϕ̃(x)

= 1∂D(x)|〈v,n(θ(x))〉|n(θ(x)) + {1D − 1∂0−r0D
}(x)〈v,n(θ(x))〉n(θ(x))

+ πxv + ρD(x)(∇πxvn)(θ(x)).

NB20NB20 (2.48)

Since ũλt ∈ C2
b (D̄) with ∇

n
ũλt |∂D = 0, (2.48) yields

∇v(ũ
λ
t ◦ ϕ̃)(x) = (∇vũ

λ
t ) ◦ ϕ̃(x)− 21∂0−r0D

(x)〈v,n(θ(x))〉 · 〈n(θ(x)), (∇ũλt ) ◦ ϕ̃(x)〉
+ ρD(x)

(

∇(∇πxvn)(θ(x))ũ
λ
t ) ◦ ϕ̃(x), x ∈ Dr0.

*QR*QR (2.49)

Combining this with ∇ũλt ∈ C1
b (D̄),∇

n
ũλt |∂D = 0 and n,∇n are Lipschitz continuous on

∂−r0D) due to ∂D ∈ C2,L
b , we conclude that ∇(ũλt ◦ ϕ̃) is Lipschitz continuous on Dr0 .

Next, we construct the PDE satisfied by uλ. By (2.48), we see that (∇ϕ̃)(∇ϕ̃)∗ = Q
holds on Dr0 \ ∂D, where Q is a d× d symmetric matrix valued function given by

〈Q(x)v1, v2〉 := 〈v1, v2〉+ ρD(x)
2
〈

(∇πxv1n)(θ(x)), (∇πxv2n)(θ(x))
〉

+ ρD(x)
{

〈

v1 − 21∂−r0D(x)〈v1,n(θ(x))〉n(θ(x)), (∇πxv2n)(θ(x))
〉

+ 〈v2 − 21∂−r0D(x)〈v2,n(θ(x))〉n(θ(x)), (∇πxv1n)(θ(x))
〉

}

, x ∈ Dr0 , v1, v2 ∈ Rd.

Then by taking r0 > 0 small enough, on Dr0 the matrix-valued functional Q is bounded,
invertible, Lipchitz continuous, and symmetric with

Q−1(x) ≥ 1

2
Id, x ∈ Dr0.

We extend at :=
1
2
σtσ

∗
t from D̄ to Rd by letting

BAABAA (2.50) at := h(ρD/2)(at ◦ ϕ̃)Q−1 + (1− h(ρD/2))Id.

Since (2.5) holds for x, y ∈ D̄, with this extension of a it holds for all x, y ∈ Rd. Combining

this with (2.44), Remark 2.1(a) for the existence of ρ̃, and noting that bt = b
(1)
t + 1D̄b

(0)
t

extends b from D̄ to Rd, we see that (Aσ,b0 ) holds.
Since h(ρD/2), h(ρD) ∈ C2

b (R
d) with h(ρD/2) = 1 on {h(ρD) 6= 0}, and since (∇ϕ̃)2 = Q

on Dr0 \ ∂D, by (2.38), (2.44), (2.50) and (2.47), we see that uλt in (2.46) solves the PDE

ULLULL (2.51) (∂t + tr{at∇2}+∇
b
(1)
t +b̃t

)uλt = λuλt + f
(1)
t + f

(2)
t , t ∈ [t0, t1], u

λ
t1 = 0,
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where outside the null set ∂D,

f
(1)
t := (h ◦ ρD)ft ◦ ϕ̃+ 2

〈

at∇(h ◦ ρD),∇{ũλt ◦ ϕ̃}
〉

,

f
(2)
t := (ũλt ◦ ϕ̃)(Lσ,b

(1)

t +∇b̃t
)(h ◦ ρD).

By (2.48), h ∈ C∞([0,∞)) with support supph ⊂ [0, r0/2], ‖a‖∞ + ‖1∂r0D∇b(1)ρ‖∞ < ∞
according to (Aσ,b2 ) and Remark 2.2(1), we find a constant c > 0 such that

|f (1)
t | ≤ 1{ρD≤

r0
2
}(|ft|+ |∇ũλt |) ◦ ϕ̃, |f (2)

t | ≤ c1{ρD≤
r0
2
}

{

(1 + |b̃t|)|ũλt |
}

◦ ϕ̃.

Since |f |+ |b̃|+ |ũλ| is bounded on [0, T ]× D̄, so is |f (1)| + |f (2)| on [0, T ]× Rd. Hence, by
Lemma 2.4, the PDE (2.51) has a unique solution in H̃2,p

q (t0, t1), for each i = 1, 2 and λ ≥ 0,
the PDE

ULLiULLi (2.52) (∂t + tr{at∇2}+∇
b
(1)
t +b̃t

)uλ,it = λuλ,it + f
(i)
t , t ∈ [t0, t1], u

λ,i
t1 = 0

has a unique solution in H̃2,p
q (t0, t1) as well, and there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 increasing

in ‖b̃‖
L̃p

′

q′
(T,D)

such that

λ1−
d
p
− 2
q ‖uλ,1‖∞ + λ

1
2
(1− d

p
− 2
q
)‖∇uλ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1)

≤ c1‖f (1)‖L̃pq(t0,t1) ≤ c2
(

‖f‖
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
+ ‖ũλt ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D)

)

, p > 2,
AO1AO1 (2.53)

λ
1
2
(1− d

p
− 2
q
)‖∇uλ,1‖∞ + ‖∇2uλ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1) + ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u

λ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1)
≤ c1‖f (1)‖L̃pq(t0,t1) ≤ c2(‖f‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) + ‖ũλ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D)),

AO2AO2 (2.54)

and

λ
1
2
(1− d

p′
− 2
q′
)
(‖uλ,2‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,2‖∞) + ‖∇2uλ,2‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1)

+ ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u
λ,2‖

L̃p
′

q′
(t0,t1)

≤ c1‖f (2)‖
L̃p

′

q′
(t0,t1)

≤ c2(1 + ‖b̃‖
L̃p

′

q′
(t0,t1,D)

)‖ũλ‖∞.
AO3AO3 (2.55)

By taking large enough λ0 > 0 increasing in ‖b̃‖
L̃p

′

q′
(T,D)

, we derive from (2.53) and (2.55)

that

‖uλ,1‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,1‖L̃pq(t0,t1) ≤
1

2

(

‖f‖
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
+ ‖ũλt ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D)

)

,

‖uλ,2‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,2‖∞ ≤ 1

2
‖ũλ‖∞, λ ≥ λ0.

Noting that the uniqueness of (2.51) and (2.52) implies uλt = uλ,1t +uλ,2t , this and the definition
of uλt yield

‖ũλ‖∞ + ‖∇ũλ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) ≤
2

∑

i=1

(‖uλ,it ‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,i‖L̃pq(t0,t1))
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≤ 1

2

{

‖ũλ‖∞ + ‖f‖
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
+ ‖ũλt ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D)

}

,

so that
‖ũλ‖∞ + ‖∇ũλ‖L̃pq(t0,t1,D) ≤ ‖f‖

L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
, λ ≥ λ0.

This together with (2.53)-(2.55) imply (2.39), (2.40) and (2.41) for some c, ε > 0.

L1’ Lemma 2.7. Assume (Aσ,b2 ) but without the condition ‖∇σ‖L̃p1q1 (T,D) < ∞. For any (p, q) ∈
K with p > 2, there exist a constant i ≥ 1 depending only on (p, q), and a constant c ≥ 1
increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T,D), such that for any solution (Xt)t∈[0,T ] of (2.1), and any 0 ≤ t0 ≤
t1 ≤ T,

KR-2KR-2 (2.56) E

(
∫ t1

t0

|fs(Xs)|ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)m

≤ cmm!‖f‖m
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,t1)
, f ∈ L̃

p/2
q/2(t0, t1), m ≥ 1,

KAS-2KAS-2 (2.57) E
(

e
∫ T
t0

|ft(Xt)|dt
∣

∣Ft0

)

≤ exp
[

c + c‖f‖i
L̃
p/2
q/2

(t0,T )

]

, f ∈ L̃
p/2
q/2(t0, T ), t0 ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. As explained in the proof of Lemma 2.5 that it suffices to prove (2.56) for m = 1. In
the following, all constants are increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ) when b(0) varies. We first observe

that by approximation arguments, it suffices to prove this estimate for f ∈ C∞
0 ([t0, t1]×Rd).

Indeed, let Λt be the conditional distribution of Xt under P(·|Ft0). Then a bounded function
f on [t0, t1] × D̄ with compact support can be approximated by functions {f {n}}n≥1 ⊂
C∞

0 ([t0, t1] × Rd) under the norm ‖ · ‖
L̃
p
2∨

q
2 (dt{Λt(dx)+dx})

, so that the estimate for functions

in C∞
0 ([t0, t1]× D̄) implies the same estimate for bounded functions with compact support.

Moreover, by applying the estimate to 1B(0,N)(|f | ∧ N) and letting N → ∞, we conclude
that the estimate for bounded functions with compact support also implies that for f ∈
L̃
p/2
q/2(t0, t1). So, below we assume f ∈ C∞

0 ([t0, t1]× Rd).

Let (b0,n)n≥1 be the mollifying approximations of b(0) = 1D̄b
(0). We have

APP-1APP-1 (2.58) ‖b0,n‖L̃p2q2 (T ) ≤ ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ), lim
n→∞

‖b0,n − b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ) = 0.

By Lemma 2.6 below for (f, 0, · · · , 0) replacing f , there exist constants c, λ0 > 0 such that
for any λ ≥ λ0, the following PDE on D̄

N2PDEN2PDE (2.59) (∂t + Lσ,b
(1)

t +∇b0,nt
− λ)uλ,nt = ft, t ∈ [t0, t1), ∇n

uλ,nt |∂D = 0, uλ,nt1 = 0

has a unique solution in C1,2([t0, t1]× D̄), and for some constant c1 > 0 we have

ESTNESTN (2.60) ‖uλ,n‖∞ ≤ c1‖f‖L̃p/2
q/2

(t0,t1,D)
, ‖∇uλ,n‖∞ ≤ c1‖f‖∞, λ ≥ λ0, n ≥ 1.

Moreover, since (Aσ,b2 ) implies (Aσ,b0 ) due to Lemma 2.6, by (2.20) for f = |b(0) − b0,n|, we
find a constant c2 > 0 such that

EST-N’EST-N’ (2.61) E

(
∫ t1

t0

|b(0) − b0,n|(Xs)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≤ c2‖b(0) − b0,n‖L̃p2q2 (t0,t1), n ≥ 1.
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By (2.59) and uλ,n ∈ C1,2
b ([t0, t1]× D̄), we have the following Itô’s formula

duλ,nt (Xt) = (∂t + Lt)u
λ,n
t (Xt)dt+ dMt

= {ft +∇
b
(0)
t −b0,nt

uλ,nt }(Xt)dt+ dMt

for some martingale Mt. Combining this with (2.60) and (2.61), we obtain

E

(
∫ t1

t0

ft(Xt)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft0

)

≤ c1‖f‖L̃p/2
q/2

(t0,t1)
+ c1c2‖f‖∞‖b(0)t − b0,nt ‖L̃p2q2 (t0,t1).

Therefore, by (2.58), we may let n→ ∞ to derive (2.56) for m = 1.

2.3 Weak well-posedness: proof of Theorem 2.1

We first introduce some known results for the reflecting SDE with random coefficients:

E011E011 (2.62) dXt = Jt(Xt)dt + St(Xt)dWt + n(Xt)dlt, t ∈ [0, T ],

where (Wt)t∈[0,T ] is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probability
space (Ω, {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P),

J : [0, T ]× Ω× Rd → Rd, S : [0, T ]× Ω× Rd → Rd ⊗ Rm

are progressively measurable, and lt is the local time of Xt on ∂D. Let Λ be the set of

increasing functions h : (0, 1] → (0,∞) such that
∫ (1)

0
ds
h(s)

= ∞, and let Γ be the class of

increasing functions γ : [0,∞) → [1,∞) such that
∫∞

0
ds
γ(s)

= ∞. When D is convex the

following result goes back to [37], and in general it is mainly summarized from [16, Theorem
1, Corollary 1 and Theorem 2], where the condition in the first assertion is more general
than that stated in [16, Theorem 1.1]:

‖St(x)− St(y)‖2HS + 2〈x− y, Jt(x)− Jt(y)〉 ≤ gth(|x− y|2), t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄,

since in the proof of this assertion, one only uses the upper bound of

‖St(Xt)− St(Yt)‖2HS + 2〈Xt − Yt, Jt(Xt)− Jt(Yt)〉,

so that the present condition is enough for the pathwise uniqueness. In assertion (3), the
term tr{StS∗

t∇2Vt} was formulated in [16, Theorem 1.1] as ‖St(x)‖2∆Vt(x), which should be
changed into the present one according to Itô’s formula of Vt(Xt). Moreover, when S and J
are bounded and deterministic, the weak existence is given in [33, Theorem 2.1].

T01 Theorem 2.8 ([16, 33, 37]). Assume (D).

(1) For any two solutions Xt and Yt of (2.62) with X0 = Y0 ∈ D̄, if there exist h ∈ Λ and

a positive L1([0, T ])-valued random variable g such that P-a.s.

‖St(Xt)− St(Yt)‖2HS + 2〈Xt − Yt, Jt(Xt)− Jt(Yt)〉 ≤ gth(|Xt − Yt|2), t ∈ [0, T ],

then Xt = Yt up to life time.
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(2) If P-a.s. S and J are continuous and locally bounded on [0,∞)×D̄, then for any initial

value in D̄, (2.62) has a weak solution up to life time. If or S and J are bounded and

deterministic S and J on [0, T ]× D̄, (2.62) has a global weak solution.

(3) If either D is bounded, or there exist 1 ≤ V ∈ C1,2([0, T ]× D̄) with

lim
x∈D̄,|x|→∞

inf
t∈[0,T ]

Vt(x) = ∞, ∇
n
Vt|∂D ≤ 0,

and a positive L1([0, T ])-valued random variable g such that P-a.s.

tr{StS∗
t∇2Vt}+ 2〈∇V (x), Jt(x)〉 + 2∂tVt(x)

≤ gtγ(V (x)), t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D̄

holds for some γ ∈ Γ, then any solution to (2.62) is non-explosion.

Next, we apply Theorem 2.8 to (2.1) with coefficients satisfying the following assumption,
where (1b) is known as monotone or semi-Lipschitz condition, which comparing with (1a)
allows σ to be unbounded.

(H1) b and σ satisfying the following conditions.

(1) One of the following conditions hold:

(1a) (Aσ,b0 ) holds with ‖∇σ‖2 ∈ L̃pq(T ) for some (p, q) ∈ K , or (Aσ,b2 ) holds. Moreover, there

exists a constant K > 0 such that

H1’0H1’0 (2.63) 〈x− y, bt(x)− bt(y)〉 ≤ K|x− y|2, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄.

(1b) There exists an increasing function h : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with
∫ (1)

0
dr

r+h(r)
= ∞, such that

H1’00H1’00 (2.64) 2〈x− y, bt(x)− bt(y)〉++ ‖σt(x)−σt(y)‖2HS ≤ h(|x− y|2), t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄.

(2) ‖σ‖ ≤ c(1 + | · |2) holds for some constant c > 0, there exist x0 ∈ D and ∂̃D ⊂ ∂D
such that

CVX’CVX’ (2.65) 〈x− x0,n(x)〉 ≤ 0, x ∈ ∂D \ ∂̃D, n(x) ∈ Nx;

and when ∂̃D 6= ∅ there exists a function ρ̃ ∈ C2
b (D̄) such that

GB1’GB1’ (2.66) 〈∇ρ̃,n〉|∂D ≥ 1∂̃D, sup
[0,T ]×D̄

{

‖σ∗∇ρ̃‖+ ‖tr{σσ∗∇2ρ̃}‖+ 〈b,∇ρ̃〉−
}

≤ K.

According to (1.3) and Remark 2.1(a), (H1)(2) holds with ρ̃ = 0 if either D is convex,
and it holds with ρ̃ = ρ in ρr0/2D for some r0 > 0 when ∂D ∈ C2

b and ‖σ‖ + 〈b,∇ρ〉− is
bounded on [0, T ]× ∂r0D.
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L0 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 c > 0 such that

ESTEST (2.67) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xx
t |k

]

≤ c(1 + |x|k), x ∈ D̄, t ∈ [0, T ],

LCLC (2.68) sup
x∈D̄

E
(

ek(l̃
x
t1
−l̃xt0

)|Ft0

)

≤ c, 0 ≤ t0 ≤ t1 ≤ T,

where (Xx
t , l

x
t ) is the solution with Xx

0 = x, and l̃xt :=
∫ t

0
1∂̃(D)(X

x
s )dl

x
s .

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

MDf(x) := sup
r∈(0,1)

1

|B(0, r)|

∫

B(0,r)

(1Df)(x+ y)dy, x ∈ D̄.

NN Lemma 2.10. Let ∂D ∈ C2
b .

(1) For any real function f on D̄ with |∇f | ∈ L1
loc(D̄),

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ c|x− y|
(

MD|∇f |(x) + MD|∇f |(y) + ‖f‖∞
)

, a.e. x, y ∈ D̄.

(2) There exists a constant c > 0 such that for any nonnegative measurable function f on

[0, T ]× D̄,

‖MDf‖L̃pq(T,D̄) ≤ c‖f‖L̃pq(T,D̄), p, q ≥ 1.

Proof. We only prove (1), since (2) follows from [50, Lemma 2.1(ii)] with 1D̄f replacing f .
Let ϕ̃ be in (2.45). Take 0 ≤ h ∈ C∞

b (R) with h(r) = 1 for r ≤ r0/4 and h(r) = 0 for
r ≥ r0/2. We then extend a function f on D̄ to f̃ on Rd by letting

f̃(x) := {h ◦ ρD}f ◦ ϕ̃,

where ρD is the distance function to D. Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

|∇f̃ | ≤ 1D̄|∇f |+ c1∂−r0/2D(|f ◦ ϕ̃|+ |∇f | ◦ ϕ̃).

By [54, Lemma 5.4] and the integral transform x 7→ ϕ̃(x) with ‖(∇ϕ̃)−1‖ bounded on ∂−r0D,
we find constants c1, c2 > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ D̄,

|f(x)− f(y)| = |f̃(x)− f̃(y)|
≤ c1|x− y|

(

M |∇f̃ |(x) + M |∇f |(y) + ‖f‖∞
}

≤ c2|x− y|
{

MD|∇f |(x) + MD|∇f |(y) + ‖f‖∞
}

,

where M := MD for D = Rd.
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Proof of Lemma 2.9. (1) We first prove the existence and uniqueness up to life time. Since
σ and b are locally bounded, by a truncation argument we may and do assume that σ and
b are bounded. Indeed, let for any n ≥ 1 we take

σ
{n}
t (x) := σt

(

{1 ∧ (n/|x|)}x
)

, b
{n}
t (x) := h(|x|/n)bt(x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ D̄,

where h ∈ C∞
0 ([0,∞) with 0 ≤ h ≤ 1 and h|[0,1] = 1. Then σ{n} and b{n} are bounded on

[0, T ]× D̄ and for some constant Kn > 0,

〈b{n}t (x)− b
{n}
t (y), x− y〉+

≤ h(|x|/n)〈bt(x)− bt(y), x− y〉+ +
∣

∣h(|x|/n)− h(|y|/n)
∣

∣〈bt(y), x− y〉+
≤ 〈bt(x)− bt(y), x− y〉+ +Kn|x− y|2, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄, |y| ≤ |x|.

So, by the symmetry of 〈b{n}t (x)−b{n}t (y), x−y〉+ in (x, y), under (1a), σ and b{n} are bounded
on [0, T ]× D̄ and satisfy (2.63) with K +Kn replacing K; while (1b) and

|{1 ∧ (n/|x|)}x− {1 ∧ (n/|y|)}y| ≤ |x− y|

imply that σ{n} and b{n} are bounded and satisfy (2.64) for 2h(r) + Knr replacing h(r).
Therefore, if the well-posedness is proved under (H1) for bounded b and σ, the SDE is
well-posed up to the hitting time of ∂B(0, n) for any n ≥ 1, i.e. it is well-posed up to life
time.

When σ 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 Xt and Yt be
two solutions starting from x ∈ D̄. By Lemma 2.10(1) and (H1)(1),

‖σt(Xt)− σt(Yt)‖2HS + 2〈Xt − Yt, bt(Xt)− bt(Yt)〉 ≤
{

gt|Xt − Yt|2, under (1a),

h(|Xt − Yt|2), under (1b),

where for some constant c > 0

gt := c
{

1 + MD‖∇σt‖2(Xt) + MD‖∇σt‖2(Yt)
}

.

So, by Theorem 2.8(1), it suffices to prove
∫ T

0
gtdt < ∞ under (1a). By Lemma 2.10, this

follows from (2.20) under condition (Aσ,b0 ) with ‖∇σ‖2 ∈ L̃pq(T ) for some (p, q) ∈ K , or

(2.56) under condition (Aσ,b2 ).
(2) To prove the non-explosion, we simply denote (Xt, lt) = (Xx

t , l
x
t ) and let

τn := inf{t ≥ 0 : |Xt| ≥ n}, n ≥ 1.

By (H1)(2), we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

LJLJ (2.69) dρ̃(Xt) ≥ −Kdt+ dMt + dl̃t, t ∈ [0, T ]

holds for dMt := 〈σt(Xt)
∗∇ρ̃(Xt), dWt〉 satisfying d〈M〉t ≤ K2dt. This implies (2.68). Next,

by (H1), we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

2〈bt(x), x− x0〉+ ‖σt(x)‖2HS
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= 2〈bt(x)− bt(x0), x− x0〉+ ‖σt(x)− σt(x0)‖2HS
+ 2〈bt(x0), x− x0〉+ ‖σt(x0)‖2HS + 2〈σt(x0), σt(x)〉HS

≤ c1(1 + |x− x0|2), x ∈ D̄.

Then by (H1)(2) and Itô’s formula, for any k ≥ 2 we find a constant c2 > 0 such that

d|Xt − x0|k ≤ c2(1 + |Xt − x0|k)dt + dM̃t + k|Xt − x0|k−1dl̃t,

where M̃t is a local martingale with d〈M̃〉t ≤ c2(1+ |Xt−x0|k)2dt. By BDG’s inequality and
(2.68), we find constants c3, c4 > 0 such that

η
{n}
t := sup

s∈[0,t∧τn]

(1 + |Xs − x0|k), n ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ]

satisfies

Eη
{n}
t ≤ 1 + |x− x0|k + c3E

∫ t

0

η
{n}
t ds+ 2c3E

x

(
∫ t

0

|η{n}t |2ds
)

1
2

+ kE
[

|η{n}t | k−1
k l̃t

]

≤ 1

2
Eη

{n}
t + c4(1 + |x|k) + c4

∫ t

0

Eη{n}s ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

By Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

E[η
{n}
t ] ≤ 2c4(1 + |x|k)e2c4t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D̄, n ≥ 1,

which implies the non-explosive of Xt and (2.67) for some constant c > 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let X0 = x ∈ D̄. We consider the following two cases respectively.
(a) Let (Aσ,b1 ) hold. Then (H1) holds for b(1) replacing b. By Lemma 2.9, the reflecting

SDE

QPPQPP (2.70) dXt = b
(1)
t (Xt)dt+ σt(Xt)dWt + n(Xt)dlt

is well-posed with (2.67) holding for all k ≥ 1 and some constant c > 0 depending on k.
By Lemmas 2.5-2.7, (2.68) and (Aσ,b0 ) with |b(0)|2 ∈ L̃pq(T ), we see that (2.21) holds for

f := |b(0)|2, so that for some map c : [1,∞) → (0,∞) independent of the initial value x,

YFFYFF (2.71) sup
x∈D̄

Ex|RT |k ≤ c(k), k ≥ 1

holds for

Rt := e
∫ t
0 〈{σ

∗
s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(Xs),dWs〉−

1
2

∫ t
0 |σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s |2(Xs)ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

By Girsanov’s theorem,

W̃t := Wt −
∫ t

0

{σ∗
s (σsσ

∗
s)

−1b(0)s }(Xs)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]
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is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability measure Q := RTP. Rewriting
(2.70) as

dXt = bt(Xt)dt+ σt(Xt)dW̃t + n(Xt)dlt,

we see that (Xt, lt, W̃t)t∈[0,T ] under probability Q is a weak solution of (2.1). Moreover,
letting EQ be the expectation under Q, by (2.67) and (2.71), for any k ≥ 1 we find a
constant c̃(k) > 0 independent of x such that

EQ

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|k
]

= E

[

RT sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|k
]

≤
(

E
[

R2
T

])
1
2

(

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|2k
])

1
2 ≤ c̃(k)(1 + |x|k), x ∈ D̄

for some constant c > 0. Similarly, (2.68) and (2.71) imply

EQe
klT ≤ C(k), k ≥ 1

for constants C(k) > 0 independent of x. So, (2.13) holds for this weak solution.
To prove the weak uniqueness, let (X̄t, l̄t, W̄t)t∈[0,T ] under probability P̄ be another weak

solution of (2.1) with X̄0 = x, i.e.

QPP’QPP’ (2.72) dX̄t = bt(X̄t)dt+ σt(X̄t)dW̄t + n(X̄t)dl̄t, t ∈ [0, T ], X̄0 = x.

It suffices to show

UNIUNI (2.73) L(X̄t,l̄t)t∈[0,T ]|P̄
= L(Xt,lt)t∈[0,T ]|Q.

By Lemma 2.5 the estimate (2.21) holds for X̄t and f = |b(0)|2, so that

GSGS (2.74) EP̄e
λ
∫ T
0

|b
(0)
t (X̄t)|2dt <∞, λ > 0.

By Girsanov’s theorem, this and (Aσ0 ) imply that

Gt(X̄, W̄ ) := W̄t +

∫ t

0

{σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s )

−1b(0)s }(X̄s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]

is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q̄ := R(X̄, W̄ )P̄, where

R(X̄, W̄ ) := e−
∫ T
0 〈{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(X̄s),dW̄s〉−

1
2

∫ T
0 |{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(X̄s)|2ds.

Reformulating (2.72) as

dX̄t = b
(1)
t (X̄t)dt + σt(X̄t)dGt(X̄, W̄ ) + n(X̄t)dl̄t, t ∈ [0, T ],

and applying the well-posedness of (2.70) which implies the joint weak uniqueness, we con-
clude that

L(X̄t,l̄t,Gt(X̄,W̄ ))t∈[0,T ]|Q̄
= L(Xt,lt,Wt)t∈[0,T ]|P.
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Noting that

R(X̄, W̄ )−1 = e−
∫ T
0

|{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(X̄s)|2dsR(X̄, G(X̄, W̄ ))−1,

this implies that for any bounded continuous function F on C([0, T ];Rd × [0,∞)),

EP̄[F (X̄, l̄)] = EQ̄[R(X̄, W̄ )−1F (X̄, l̄)]

= EQ̄[R(X̄, G(X̄, W̄ ))−1e−
∫ T
0 |{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(X̄s)|2dsF (X̄, l̄)]

= EP[R(X,W )−1e−
∫ T
0 |{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1b
(0)
s }(Xs)|2dsF (X, l)]

= EP[RTF (X, l)] = EQ[F (X, l)].

Therefore, (2.73) holds.
(b) Let (Aσ,b2 ) hold. By Lemma 2.7, (2.71) and (2.74) hold, so that the desired assertions

follow from Girsanov’s transforms as shown in step (a).

2.4 Well-posedness: proof of Theorem 2.2

The weak existence is implied by Theorem 2.1. By the Yamada-Watanabe principle, it
suffices to prove estimate (2.14) which in particular implies the pathwise uniqueness as well
as estimate (2.15):

|∇Ptf |(x) := lim sup
D̄∋y→x

|Ptf(x)− Ptf(y)|
|x− y| ≤ lim sup

D̄∋y→x

E

[ |f(Xx
t )− f(Xy

t )|
|x− y|

]

≤ lim sup
D̄∋y→x

(

E
|f(Xx

t )− f(Xy
t )|p

|Xx
t −Xy

t |p
)

1
p
(

E[|Xx
t −Xy

t |
p
p−1 ]

|x− y|
p
p−1

)
p−1
p

≤ c(p)
(

Pt|∇f |p
)

1
p (x), x ∈ D̄, t ∈ [0, T ], f ∈ C1

b (D̄).

Let (X
(i)
t , l

(i)
t ) be two solutions of (2.1) with X

(i)
0 = x(i) ∈ D̄, i = 1, 2. Below we prove (2.14)

in situations (i) and (ii) respectively.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 under (i). In this case, D is an interval or a half-line. For any λ > 0,
let uλt be the unique solution to (2.19) with t0 = 0, t1 = T and f = −b(0), that is,

PPD5NPPD5N (2.75) (∂t + Lt)u
λ
t = λuλt − b

(0)
t , t ∈ [0, T ], uλT = 0.

By (2.25) with f = −b(0) ∈ L̃2p2
2q2 (T ), we take large enough λ > 0 such that

PPD5’’PPD5’’ (2.76) ‖uλ‖∞ + ‖∇uλ‖∞ ≤ 1

2
, ‖uλ‖

H̃
2,2p2
2q2

(T )
<∞.

Then
Θλ
t (x) := x+ uλt (x), x ∈ R

is a diffeomorphism and there exists a constant C > 0 such that

HHHHHH (2.77)
1

2
|x− y| ≤ |Θλ

t (x)−Θλ
t (y)| ≤ 2|x− y|, x, y ∈ R, t ∈ [0, T ].

27



Let (X
(i)
t , l

(i)
t ) solve (2.1) for X

(i)
0 = x(i) ∈ D̄, i = 1, 2, and let

Y
(i)
t := Θλ

t (X
(i)
t ) = X

(i)
t + uλt (X

(i)
t ), i = 1, 2.

By Itô’s formula in Lemma 2.5(2),

YYEYYE (2.78) dY
(i)
t = Bt(Y

(i)
t )dt + Σt(Y

(i)
t )dWt + {1 +∇uλt (X(i)

t )}n(X(i)
t )dl

(i)
t , i = 1, 2

holds for

B**B** (2.79) Bt(x) := {b(1)t + λuλt }
(

{Θλ
t }−1(x)

)

, Σt(x) :=
{

(1 +∇uλt )σt
}(

{Θλ
t }−1(x)

)

.

By (2.76), (2.79) and ‖∇b(1)‖∞ < 1 due to (Aσ,b0 ), we find nonnegative functions F1 and F2

such that

BDDBDD (2.80) ‖∇B‖+ ‖∇Σ‖2 ≤ F1 + F2, Fi ∈ L̃piqi (T ), i = 1, 2.

Since d = 1, for any x ∈ ∂D and y ∈ D we have y − x = |y − x|n(x), so that (2.76) implies

AACDAACD (2.81)
〈

Θλ
t (y)−Θλ

t (x),
{

1 +∇uλt (x)
}

n(x)
〉

≥ |y − x|(1− ‖∇uλ‖∞)2 ≥ 0.

Combining this with (2.78) and Itô’s formula, up to a local martingale we have

d|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |2k ≤ 2k|Y (1)

t − Y
(2)
t |2k

{ |Bt(Y
(1)
t )−Bt(Y

(2)
t )|

|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |

+
k‖Σt(Y (1)

t )− Σt(Y
(2)
t )‖2HS

|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |2

}

dt.

So, by Lemma 2.10, we find a constant c1 > 0 and a local martingale Mt such hat

|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |2k ≤ |Y (1)

0 − Y 2
0 |2k + c1

∫ t

0

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |2kdLs + dMt,

where

LLTLLT (2.82) Lt :=

∫ t

0

{

1 + MD

(

‖∇Bs‖+ ‖∇Σs‖2
)

(Y (1)
s ) + MD

(

‖∇Bs‖+ ‖∇Σs‖2
)

(Y (2)
s )

}

ds.

Combining this with (2.80), (2.21), Lemma 2.10 and the stochastic Gronwall lemma (see [35]
or [51]), for any k > 1 and p ∈ (1

2
, 1), we find constants c2, c3 > 0 such that

(

E

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

Θλ
s (X

(1)
s )−Θλ

s (X
(2)
s )|k

])2

=
(

E sup
s∈[0,t]

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |k
)2

≤ c2|Y (1)
0 − Y

(2)
0 |2k

(

Ee
c1p
p−1

Lt
)
p−1
p ≤ c3|Θλ

0(x
(1))−Θλ

0(x
(2))|2k.

This together with (2.77) implies (2.14) for some constant c > 0.

To prove (2.14) under (Aσ,b2 ), we need the following lemma due to [52, Lemma 5.2], which
is contained in the proof of [12, Lemma 4.4]. Let ∇1 and ∇2 be the gradient operators in
the first and second variables on Rd × Rd.
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L3 Lemma 2.11. There exists a function g ∈ C1(Rd × Rd) ∩ C2((Rd \ {0}) × Rd) having the

following properties for some constants k2 > 1 and k1 ∈ (0, 1) :

(1) k1|x|2 ≤ g(x, y) ≤ k2|x|2, x, y ∈ Rd;

(2) 〈∇1g(x, y), y〉 ≤ 0, |y| = 1, 〈x, y〉 ≤ k1|x|;

(3) |∇i
1∇j

2g(x, y)| ≤ k2|x|2−i, i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, i+ j ≤ 2, x, y ∈ Rd.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 under (ii). Let b0,n be the mollifying approximation of b(0) = 1D̄b
(0).

By Lemma 2.6, there exists λ0 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ0 and n ≥ 1, the PDE

POE2POE2 (2.83) (∂t + Lt +∇
b0,nt −b

(0)
t

− λ)uλ,nt = −b0,nt , uλ,nT = ∇
n
uλ,nt |∂D = 0,

has a unique solution in C1,2
b ([0, T ]× D̄), and there exist constants ε, c > 0 such that

λε
(

‖uλ,n‖∞ + ‖∇uλ,n‖∞
)

+ ‖(∂t +∇b(1))u
λ,n‖L̃p2q2 (T,D) + ‖∇2uλ,n‖L̃p2q2 (T,D)

≤ c‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T,D), λ ≥ λ0, n ≥ 1.
POE3POE3 (2.84)

Then for large enough λ0 > 0, Θλ,n
t := id+ uλ,nt satisfies

POE3’POE3’ (2.85)
1

2
|x− y|2 ≤ |Θλ,n

t (x)−Θλ,n
t (y)|2 ≤ 2|x− y|2, λ ≥ λ0, x, y ∈ D̄.

Since ∂D ∈ C2,L
b , there exists a constant r0 > 0 such that ρ ∈ C2

b (∂r0D) with ∇2ρ Lipschitz
continuous on ∂r0D. Take h ∈ C∞([0,∞); [0,∞)) such that h′ ≥ 0, h(r) = r for r ≤ r0/2
and h(r) = r0 for r ≥ r0.

Let (X
(i)
t , l

(i)
t ) solve (2.1) starting at x(i) ∈ D̄ for i = 1, 2. Alternatively to |X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |2,

we consider the process

Ht := g
(

Θλ,n
t (X

(1)
t )−Θλ,n

t (X
(2)
t ),∇(h ◦ ρ)(X(1)

t )
)

, t ∈ [0, T ],

where g is in Lemma 2.11. By Lemma 2.11(1) and (2.85), we have

POE5POE5 (2.86)
k1
2
|X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |2 ≤ Ht ≤ 2k2|X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |2, t ∈ [0, T ].

Simply denote
ξt := Θλ,n

t (X
(1)
t )−Θλ,n

t (X
(2)
t ), ηt := ∇(h ◦ ρ)(X(1)

t ).

By Itô’s formula, (2.83) and ∇
n
Θλ,n
t |∂D = n due to ∇

n
uλ,nt |∂D = 0, we have

dξt =
{

λuλ,nt (X
(1)
t )− λuλ,nt (X

(2)
t ) + (b

(0)
t − b0,nt )(X

(1)
t )− (b

(0)
t − b0,nt )(X

(2)
t )

}

dt

+
{

[(∇Θλ,n
t )σt](X

(1)
t )− [(∇Θλ,n

t )σt](X
(2)
t )

}

dWt + n(X
(1)
t )dl

(1)
t − n(X

(2)
t )dl

(2)
t ,

dηt = Lt∇(h ◦ ρ)(X(1)
t )dt +

{

[∇2(h ◦ ρ)]σt
}

(X
(1)
t )dWt + {∇

n
∇(h ◦ ρ)}(X(1)

t )dl
(1)
t .

POEEPOEE (2.87)
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Hence, Itô’s formula for Ht reads

POE6POE6 (2.88) dHt = Atdt+B
(1)
t dl

(1)
t − B

(2)
t dl

(2)
t + dMt,

where

At :=
〈

∇1g(ξt, ηt), λu
λ,n
t (X

(1)
t )− λuλ,nt (X

(2)
t )

〉

+
〈

∇1g(ξt, ηt), ∇b
(0)
t −b0,nt

Θλ,n
t (X

(1)
t )−∇

b
(0)
t −b0,nt

Θλ,n
t (X

(2)
t )

〉

+
〈

∇2g(ξt, ηt), Lt∇(h ◦ ρ)(X(1)
t )

〉

+
〈

∇2
1g(ξt, ηt), NtN

∗
t

〉

HS

+
〈

∇1∇2g(ξt, ηt), Ntσt(X
(1)
t )∗∇2(h ◦ ρ)(X(1)

t )
〉

HS

+
〈

∇2
2g(ξt, ηt),

{

[∇2(h ◦ ρ)]σtσ∗
t∇2(h ◦ ρ)

}

(X
(1)
t )

〉

HS
,

Nt :=
{

(∇Θλ,n
t )σt

}

(X
(1)
t )−

{

(∇Θλ,n
t )σt

}

(X
(2)
t ),

POAPOA (2.89)

B
(1)
t :=

〈

∇1g(ξt, ηt),n(X
(1)
t )

〉

+
〈

∇2g(ξt, ηt),∇n
{∇(h ◦ ρ)}(X(1)

t )
〉

,

B
(2)
t :=

〈

∇1g(ξt, ηt),n(X
(2)
t )

〉

,
POBPOB (2.90)

dMt =
〈

∇1g(ξt, ηt),
[

{(∇Θλ,n
t )σt}(X(1)

t )− {(∇Θλ,n
t )σt}(X(2)

t )
]

dWt

〉

+
〈

∇2g(ξt, ηt),
[

{∇2(h ◦ ρ)}σt
]

(X
(1)
t )dWt

〉

.
POCPOC (2.91)

In the following we estimate these terms respectively.
Firstly, (1.2) implies

〈Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),n(x)〉 ≤ |x− y|2
2r0

+ ‖∇uλ,nt ‖∞|x− y|, x ∈ ∂D, y ∈ D̄.

Combining this with (2.84), we find constants ε0, λ1 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ1,

〈Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),n(x)〉 ≤ k1|Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y)|,
x ∈ ∂D, y ∈ D̄, |x− y| ≤ ε0, n ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ].

So, Lemma 2.11 yields
〈

∇1g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),n(x)),n(x)
〉

≤ 1{|x−y|>ε0}|k2|Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y)|
≤ k2ε

−1
0 |Θλ,n

t (x)−Θλ,n
t (y)|2, x ∈ ∂D, y ∈ D̄, n ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ].

POE4POE4 (2.92)

Next, by the same reason leading to (2.92), we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

〈

∇1g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),∇(h ◦ ρ)(x)),n(y)
〉

≥
〈

∇1g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),n(y)),n(y)
〉

−
∣

∣∇1g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),∇(h ◦ ρ)(y))−∇1g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y),∇(h ◦ ρ)(x))
∣

∣

≥ −1{|x−y|>ε0}k2ε
−1
0 |Θλ,n

t (x)−Θλ,n
t (y)|2

− ‖h′‖∞‖∇1∇2g(Θ
λ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y), ·)‖∞|Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y)|2

≥ −c1|Θλ,n
t (x)−Θλ,n

t (y)|2, x ∈ D̄, y ∈ ∂D, n ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ].

POE4’POE4’ (2.93)
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Moreover, by (Aσ,b2 ) and h ◦ ρ ∈ C2,L
b (D̄), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|Lt{∇(h ◦ ρ)}| ≤ C(1 + |b(0)t |), t ∈ [0, T ].

Combining this with Lemma 2.11, Lemma 2.10, (2.86), and (2.89)-(2.93), we find a constant
K > 0 such that

|At| ≤ K
{

|b(0)t − b0,nt |2(X(1)
t ) + |b(0)t − b0,nt |2(X(2)

t )
}

+K|X(1)
t −X

(2)
t |2

{

1 + |b(0)t |(X(1)
t ) +

2
∑

i=1

MD

∥

∥∇{(∇Θλ,n
t )σt}

∥

∥

2
(X

(i)
t )

}

,

d〈M〉t ≤ K|X(1)
t −X

(2)
t |4

{

1 +

2
∑

i=1

MD

∥

∥∇{(∇Θλ,n
t )σt}

∥

∥

2
(X

(i)
t )

}

,

B
(1)
t ≤ K|X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |2, −B(2)

t ≤ K|X(1)
t −X

(2)
t |2.

Combining these with (2.86) and (2.88), for any k ≥ 1, we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

dHk
t ≤ c1|X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |2(k−1)

{

|b(0)t − b0,nt |2(X(1)
t ) + |b(0)t − b0,nt |2(X(2)

t )
}

dt

+ c1|X(1)
t −X

(2)
t |2kdLt + kHk−1

t dMt,
PODPOD (2.94)

where

Lt := l
(1)
t + l

(2)
t +

∫ t

0

{

1 + |b(0)s |(X(1)
s ) +

2
∑

i=1

MD

∥

∥∇{(∇Θλ,n
s )σs}

∥

∥

2
(X(i)

s )
}

ds.LAT’LAT’ (2.95)

For any m ≥ 1, let
τm := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : |X(1)
t −X

(2)
t | ≥ m

}

.

By (2.86) and (2.94), we find a constant c2 > 0 such that

LATLAT (2.96) |X(1)
t∧τm −X

(2)
t∧τm |2k ≤ Gm(t) + c2

∫ t∧τm

0

|X(1)
s −X(2)

s |2kdLs + M̃t

holds for some local martingale M̃t and

Gm(t) := c2|x(1) − x(2)|2k + c2m
2(k−1)

∫ t∧τm

0

{

|b(0)s − b0,ns |2(X(1)
s ) + |b(0)s − b0,ns |2(X(2)

s )
}

ds.

Since (Aσ,b2 ) and (2.84) imply

sup
n≥1

∥

∥∇{(∇Θλ,n)σ}
∥

∥ ≤ F1 + F2

for some 0 ≤ Fi ∈ L̃p1qi (T ), i = 1, 2, by (2.56), (2.57), the stochastic Gronwall lemma, and
Lemma 2.10, for any p ∈ (1

2
, 1) there exist constants c3, c4 > 0 such that

(

E

[

sup
s∈[0,t∧τm]

|X(1)
s −X(2)

s |k
])2

≤ c3(Ee
c2p
1−p

Lt)
1−p
p EGm(t)

≤ c4
(

|x(1) − x(2)|2k +m2(k−1)‖b(0) − b0,n‖L̃p2q2 (T )
)

, n,m ≥ 1.

By first letting n→ ∞ then m→ ∞ and applying (2.58), we prove (2.14) for some constant
c > 0.
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2.5 Functional inequalities: proof of Theorem 2.3

Let {Ps,t}t≥s≥0 be the Markov semigroup associated with (2.1), i.e.

Ps,tf(x) := Ef(Xx
s,t), t ≥ s, f ∈ Bb(D̄),

where (Xx
s,t)t≥s is the unique solution of (2.1) starting from x at time s. We have

SMGSMG (2.97) Ptf(x) = E(Ps,tf)(X
x
s ), s ∈ [0, t], f ∈ C1

b (D̄),

where Xx
s := Xx

0,s. By (2.15) for (2.1) from time s, for any p > 1, we have

GRD2GRD2 (2.98) |∇Ps,tf | ≤ c(p)(Ps,t|∇f |p)
1
p , 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, f ∈ C1

b (D̄).

If P·,tf ∈ C1,2([0, t]× D̄) for f ∈ C2
N(D̄) such that

OPPOPP (2.99) (∂s + Ls)Ps,tf = 0, f ∈ C2
N(D̄),∇

n
Ps,tf |∂D = 0,

then the desired inequalities follow from (2.98) by taking derivative in s to the following
reference functions respectively:

Ps{Ps,t(ε+ f)}p, Ps{Ps,t(ε+ f)}2, Ps{logPs,t(ε+ f)}(x+ s(y − s)/t), s ∈ [0, t],

see for instance the proof of [49, Theorem 3.1]. However, in the present singular setting it is
not clear whether (2.99) holds or not. So, below we make an approximation argument.

(a) Proof of (2.16). Let {b0,n}n≥1 be the mollifying approximations of b(0). By (Aσ,b2 ), for
any f ∈ C2

N(D̄) and t ∈ (0, T ], the equation

uns,t = P σ,b(1)

s,t f +

∫ t

s

P σ,b(1)

s,r (∇b0,nr
uns,t)dr, s ∈ [0, t].

has a unique solution in C1,2([0, t]× D̄), and P n
s,tf := uns,t satisfies

LNNMLNNM (2.100) (∂s + Lσ,b
(1)

s +∇b0,ns
)P n

s,tf = 0, s ∈ [0, t], f ∈ C2
N(D̄).

By this and Itô’s formula for the SDE

dXx,n
s,t = (b

(1)
t + b0,nt )(Xx,n

s,t )dt+ σt(X
x,n
s,t )dWt, t ≥ s,Xx,n

s,s = x,

we obtain
P n
s,tf(x) = Ef(Xx,n

s,t ), 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Let Xt solve (2.1) from time s with Xs = x, and define

Rs := e
∫ s
0
〈ξr ,dWr〉−

1
2

∫ s
0
|ξr |2dr, ξns :=

{

σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s )

−1(b(0)s − b0,nt )
}

(Xs), s ∈ [0, t].

By Girsanov’s theorem, we obtain

|Ps,tf − P n
s,tf |(x) = |E[f(Xt)−Rtf(Xt)]|

32



≤ ‖f‖∞
(

Eec
∫ t
0 |b

(0)
s −b0,ns |2(Xs) − 1) =: ‖f‖∞εn, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T,

where c > 0 is a constant and due to (2.57), εn → 0 as n→ ∞. Consequently,

UNFUNF (2.101) ‖Ps,tf − P n
s,tf‖∞ ≤ εn‖f‖∞, n ≥ 1, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T.

Moreover, the proof of (2.98) implies that it holds for P n
s,t replacing Ps,t uniformly in n ≥ 1,

since the constant is increasing in ‖b(0)‖L̃p2q2 (T ), which is not less that ‖b0,n‖L̃p2q2 (T ). Thus,

GRD2’GRD2’ (2.102) |∇P n
s,tf | ≤ c(p)(P n

s,t|∇f |p)
1
p , 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, f ∈ C1

b (D̄), n ≥ 1.

Now, let 0 ≤ f ∈ C2
N(D̄) and t ∈ (0, T ]. For any ε > 0 and p ∈ (1, 2], by (2.102), (2.100),

(2.101), (Aσ,b2 ) and Itô’s formula, we find constants c1, c2 > 0 such that

d(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p(Xs) =
{

p(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p−1〈b(0)t − b0,nt ,∇P n
s,tf〉

+ p(p− 1)(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p−2|σ∗
s∇P n

s,tf |2
}

(Xs)ds+ dMs

≥
{

c2(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p−2|∇P n
s,tf |2 − c1‖∇f‖∞|b(0)t − b0,nt |

}

(Xs)ds+ dMs, s ∈ [0, t], ε > 0

holds for some martingale Ms. By (2.20), Hölder’s inequality, and ‖b(0) − b0,n‖L̃p2q2 (T ) → 0 as

n→ ∞, we find a constant c3 > 0 and sequence εn → 0 as n→ ∞ such that

εn + Pt(ε+ f)p − (P n
t f + ε)p ≥ c2

∫ t

0

Ps
{

(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p−2|∇P n
s,tf |2

}

ds

≥ c2

∫ t

0

(Ps|∇P n
s,tf |p)

2
p

{Ps(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p}
2−p
p

ds ≥ c3

∫ t

0

|∇PsP n
s,tf |2

{Ps(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p}
2−p
p

ds, ε ∈ (0, 1).

Thus, for any x ∈ D and x 6= y ∈ B(x, δ) ⊂ D for small δ > 0 such that

xr := x+ r(y − x) ∈ D, r ∈ [0, 1],

this implies

|
∫ t

0
(PsP

n
s,tf(x)− PsP

n
s,t(y))ds|

|x− y| ≤
∫ 1

0

dr

∫ t

0

|∇PsP n
s,tf |(xr))ds

≤
∫ 1

0

(
∫ t

0

|∇PsP n
s,tf |2

{Ps(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p}
2−p
p

(xr)ds

)
1
2
(
∫ t

0

{Ps(ε+ P n
s,tf)

p)}
2−p
p (xr)ds

)
1
2

dr

≤
∫ 1

0

c
−1/2
3

{

εn + Pt(ε+ f)p
}

1
2 (x+ r(y − x))

(
∫ t

0

(ε+ PsP
n
s,tf

p)
2−p
p )(xr)ds

)
1
2

dr.

Combining this with (2.101) and letting n→ ∞, ε→ 0, we obtain

|Ptf(x)− Ptf(y)|
|x− y| ≤ 1

t

∫ 1

0

(c−1
3 Ptf

p)
1
2 (xr)

(
∫ t

0

(Ptf
p)

2−p
p (xr)ds

)
1
2

dr.
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Letting y → x we prove (2.16) for some constant c depending on p, for p ∈ (1, 2] and all
f ∈ C2

N (D̄). By Jensen’s inequality the estimate also holds for p > 2, and by approximation
argument, it holds for all f ∈ Bb(D̄).

(b) Proof of (2.17). By (2.102), Itô’s formula and (Aσ,b2 ), we find a constant c4 > 0 and
a martingale Ms such that

d(P n
s,tf)

2(Xs) = 2
{

〈∇P n
s,tf, b

(0)
s − b0,ns 〉+ |σ∗

s∇P n
s,tf |2

}

(Xs)ds+ dMs

≤ c4
{

‖∇f‖∞|b(0)s − b0,ns |+ P n
s,t|∇f |2

}

(Xs)ds+ dMs, s ∈ [0, t].

Integrating both sides over s ∈ [0, t], taking expectations and letting n→ ∞, and combining
with (2.20) and (2.101), we prove (2.17).

(c) Proof of (2.18). Let 0 < f ∈ C2
N(D̄). By taking Itô’s formula to P n

s,t(ε + f)(Xs) for
ε > 0 and taking expectation, we derive

d

ds
Ps logP

n
s,t{ε+ f} = −Ps|σ∗

s∇ logP n
s,tf |2 + Ps〈b(0)s − b0,ns ,∇ logP n

s,t(ε+ f)〉.

For any x, y ∈ D̄, let γ : [0, 1] → D̄ be a curve linking x and y such that |γ̇r| ≤ c|x− y| for
some constant c > 0 independent of x, y. Combining these with (Aσ,b2 ) and (2.15) for p = 2
we find a constant c5 > 0 such that

Pt log{ε+ f}(x)− logP n
t {ε+ f}(y) =

∫ t

0

d

ds
Ps logP

n
s,tf(γs/t)ds

≤
∫ t

0

{

ct−1|x− y||∇Ps logP n
s,tf(γs/t)| − Ps|σ∗

s∇ logP n
s,tf |2

}

(γs/t)ds

≤ c5

∫ t

0

|x− y|2
t2

ds =
c5|x− y|2

t
, t ∈ (0, T ].

Therefore, (2.18) holds.

3 Well-posedness for DDRSDEs

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

ψ : D̄ × D̄ → [0,∞) with ψ(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y,

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

Wψ(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

D̄×D̄

ψ(x, y)π(dx, dy), µ, ν ∈ P(D̄),

where C (µ, ν) is the set of all couplings for µ and ν. In general, Wψ is not necessarily a
distance as it may be infinite and the triangle inequality may not hold. In particular, when
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ψ(x, y) = |x − y|k for some constant k > 0, the Lk-Wasserstein distance Wk := (Wψ)
1

1∨k is
a complete metric on the space

Pk(D̄) :=
{

µ ∈ P(D̄) : ‖µ‖k := µ(| · |k) 1
k <∞

}

,

where µ(f) :=
∫

fdµ for f ∈ L1(µ). When k = 0 we set ‖µ‖0 = 1 such that P0(D̄) = P(D̄)
and W0 reduces to the total variation norm

W0(µ, ν) =
1

2
‖µ− ν‖var :=

1

2
sup
|f |≤1

|µ(f)− ν(f)| = sup
A∈B(D̄)

|µ(A)− ν(A)|,

where B(D̄) is the Borel σ-algebra of D̄. We will also use the weighted variation norm for
k > 0:

‖µ− ν‖k,var := sup
|f |≤1+|·|k

|µ(f)− ν(f)|, µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄).

According to [39, Theorem 6.15], there exists a constant c > 0 such that

001001 (3.1) ‖µ− ν‖var +Wk(µ, ν)
1∨k ≤ c‖µ− ν‖k,var, µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄).

However, when k > 1, for any constant c > 0, Wk(µ, ν) ≤ c‖µ − ν‖k,var does not hold.
Indeed, by taking

µ = δ0, ν = (1− n−1−k)δ0 + n−1−kδne, n ≥ 1, e ∈ Rd with |e| = 1,

we have Wk(µ, ν) = n− 1
k , while

‖µ− ν‖k,var = n−1−k‖δ0 − δne‖k,var ≤ n−1−k
{

δ0(1 + | · |k) + δne(1 + | · |k)
}

≤ 3

n
, n ≥ 1,

so that limn→∞
Wk(µ,ν)

‖µ−ν‖k,var
= ∞ for k > 1.

In Theorem 3.1 below, we use the enlarged probability distance ‖ ·‖k,var+Wk to measure

the distribution dependence of the DDRSDE (1.5). For any subspace P̂ of P(D̄) and any

T ∈ (0,∞], let C([0, T ]; P̂) be the set of all continuous maps from [0, T ]∩ [0,∞) to P̂ under
the weak topology. For any µ ∈ C([0,∞);P(D̄)), let σµ and bµ be in (1.7).

3.1 Singular case

We make the following assumption. Recall that bµt := bt(·, µt) for µ ∈ C([0,∞);P(D̄)).

(A1) Let T > 0 and k ≥ 0. σµ = σ does not depend on µ, and there exists µ̂ ∈ Pk(D̄) such
that at least one of the following two conditions holds.

(1) (Aσ,b̂2 ) holds for b̂ := b(·, µ̂), and there exist a constant α ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ f ∈ L̃p2q2 (T,D)
such that for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D̄, and µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄),

XI11XI11 (3.2) |bµt (x)− b̂
(1)
t (x)| ≤ ft(x) + α‖µ‖k,

XI1XI1 (3.3) |bµt (x)− bνt (x)| ≤ ft(x)
{

‖µ− ν‖k,var +Wk(µ, ν)
}

.
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(2) (Aσ,b̂1 ) holds with f in (3.2)-(3.3) satisfying |f |2 ∈ L̃pq(T,D) for some (p, q) ∈ K .

Since b̂
(1)
t is regular, (3.2) gives a control for the singular term of bµ. Moreover, (3.3) is

a Lipschitz condition on bt(x, ·) in ‖ · ‖k,var +Wk with a singular Lipschitz coefficient.

T1 Theorem 3.1. Assume (A1).

(1) (1.5) is weak well-posed up to time T for distributions in Pk(D̄). Moreover, for any

γ ∈ Pk(D̄), and any n > 0, there exists a constant c > 0, such that

ESSESS (3.4) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|n
∣

∣

∣
X0

]

≤ c(1 + |X0|n), EenlT ≤ c

holds for the solution with LX0 = γ.

(2) (1.5) is well-posed up to time T for distributions in Pk(D̄) in each of the following

situations:

(i) d = 1 and (A1)(2) holds.

(ii) (A1)(1) holds with p1 > 2 in (Aσ,b̂2 ).

To prove Theorem 3.1, we first present a general result on the well-posedness of the
DDRSDE (1.5) by using that of the reflecting SDE (2.1).

For any k ≥ 0, γ ∈ Pk, N ≥ 2, let

P
T,N
k,γ =

{

µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pk(D̄)) : µ0 = γ, sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−Nt(1 + µt(| · |k)) ≤ N
}

.

Then as N ↑ ∞,

NPPNPP (3.5) P
T,N
k,γ ↑ P

T
k,γ :=

{

µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pk(D̄)) : µ0 = γ
}

.

For any µ ∈ PT
k,γ, we will assume that the reflecting SDE

XMXM (3.6) dXµ,γ
t = bt(X

µ,γ
t , µt)dt+ σt(X

µ,γ
t )dWt + n(Xµ,γ

t )dlµ,γt , t ∈ [0, T ],LXµ,γ
0

= γ

has a unique weak solution with

Hγ
t (µ) := LXµ,γ

t
∈ Pk(D̄), t ∈ [0, T ].

(H2) Let k ≥ 0, T > 0. For any γ ∈ Pk(D̄) and µ ∈ PT
k,γ, (3.6) has a unique weak solution,

and there exist constants p, q > 1, N0 ≥ 2 and increasing maps C : [N0,∞) → (0,∞)
and F : [N0,∞) × [0,∞) → (0,∞) such that for any N ≥ N0 and µ ∈ P

T,N
k,γ , the

(weak) solution satisfies

FFGFFG (3.7) Hγ(µ) := L(Xµ,γ
t )t∈[0,T ]

∈ P
T,N
k,γ ,

PFFPFF (3.8)
(

E
[

(1 + |Xµ,γ
t |k)2

∣

∣Xµ,γ
0

])
1
2 ≤ C(N)(1 + |Xµ,γ

0 |k), t ∈ [0, T ],

E

(
∫ t

0

gs(X
µ,γ
s )ds

)2

≤ C(N)‖g‖2
L̃pq(t0,t1)

,

Ee
∫ t
0 gs(X

µ,γ
s )ds ≤ F (N, ‖g‖L̃pq(t,D)), t ∈ [0, T ], g ∈ L̃pq(t, D).

RPPRPP (3.9)
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Obviously, when k = 0, conditions (3.7) and (3.8) hold for N0 = 2.

T3.1 Theorem 3.2. Assume (H2) and let σµ = σ do not depend on µ. Assume that there exist

a measurable map Γ : [0, T ]× D̄ × P(D̄) → Rm such that

XI0XI0 (3.10) bt(x, ν)− bt(x, µ) = σt(x)Γt(x, ν, µ), x ∈ D̄, t ∈ [0, T ], ν, µ ∈ Pk(D̄).

(1) If there exists f ≥ 1 with |f |2 ∈ L̃pq(T ) such that

XI0-1XI0-1 (3.11) |Γt(x, ν, µ)| ≤ ft(x)‖ν − µ‖k,var, x ∈ D̄, t ∈ [0, T ], ν, µ ∈ Pk(D̄),

Then (1.5) is weak well-posed up to time T for distributions in Pk(D̄). If, furthermore,

in (H2) the SDE (3.6) is strongly well-posed for any γ ∈ Pk(D̄) and µ ∈ PT
k,γ, so is

(1.5) up to time T for distributions in Pk(D̄).

(2) Let k > 1 and there exists f ≥ 1 with |f |2 ∈ L̃pq(T ) such that for any µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄),

XI0-2XI0-2 (3.12) |Γt(x, ν, µ)| ≤ ft(x)
{

‖ν − µ‖k,var +Wk(µ, ν)
}

, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× D̄.

If for any γ ∈ Pk(D̄) and N ≥ N0, there exists a constant C(N) > 0 such that for

any µ, ν ∈ P
T,N
k,γ ,

XI0-3XI0-3 (3.13) Wk(H
γ
t (µ), H

γ
t (ν))

2k ≤ C(N)

∫ t

0

{

‖µs−νs‖2kk,var+Wk(µs, νs)
2k
}

ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

then assertions in (1) holds.

Proof. Let γ ∈ Pk(D̄). Then the weak solution to (3.6) is a weak solution to (1.5) if and
only if µ is a fixed point of the map Hγ in PT

k,γ. So, if H
γ on PT

k,γ has a unique fixed point
in PT

k,γ, then the (weak) well-posedness of (3.6) implies that of (1.5). Thus, by (3.5), it

suffices to show that for any N ≥ N0, H
γ has a unique fixed point in P

T,N
k,γ . By (3.7) and

the fixed point theorem, we only need to prove that for any N ≥ N0, H
γ is contractive with

respect to a complete metric on P
T,N
k,γ .

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

Wk,λ,var(µ, ν) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−λt‖µt − νt‖k,var, µ, ν ∈ P
T,N
k,γ .

Let (Xµ,γ
t , lµ,γt ) solve (3.6) for some Brownian motion Wt on a complete probability filtration

space (Ω, {Ft},P). By (3.9), (3.11) or (3.12) with |f |2 ∈ L̃pq′(T ), we find a constant c1 > 0
depending on N such that

sup
µ,ν∈P

T,N
k,γ

E
(

e2
∫ T
0 |Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs)|2ds|F0

)

≤ c21,

sup
µ∈P

T,N
k,γ

E

((
∫ T

0

gs(X
µ,γ
s )ds

)2∣
∣

∣

∣

F0

)

≤ c21‖g‖2L̃pq(T ), g ∈ L̃pq(T ).

RPP-1RPP-1 (3.14)
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Then by Girsanov’s theorem,

W̃t :=Wt −
∫ t

0

Γs(X
µ,γ
s , νs, µs)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]

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

Rt := e
∫ t
0
〈Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs),dWs〉−

1
2

∫ t
0
|Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs)|2ds, t ∈ [0, T ]

is a P-martingale. By (3.10), we may formulate (3.6) as

dXµ,γ
t = bt(X

µ,γ
t , νt)dt+ σt(X

µ,γ
t )dW̃t + n(Xµ,γ

t )dlµ,γt , t ∈ [0, T ],LXµ,γ
0

= γ.

By the weak uniqueness due to (H2), the definition of ‖ · ‖k,var, (3.8) and (3.10), we obtain

‖Hγ
t (µ)−Hγ

t (ν)‖k,var = sup
|f̃ |≤1+|·|k

∣

∣E
[

(Rt − 1)f̃(Xµ,γ
t )

]
∣

∣

≤ E
[

(1 + |Xµ,γ
t |k)|Rt − 1|

]

≤ E

[

{

E
(

(1 + |Xµ,γ
t |k)2|F0

)}
1
2
{

E
(

|Rt − 1|2|F0

)}
1
2

]

≤ C(N)E
[

(1 + |Xµ,γ
0 |k)

{

E(e
∫ t
0 |Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs)|2ds − 1|F0)

}
1
2

]

.

RPP-2RPP-2 (3.15)

Moreover, (3.14) implies

E(e
∫ t
0 |Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs)|2ds − 1|F0)

≤ E

(

e
∫ t
0 |Γs(X

µ,γ
s ,νs,µs)|2ds

∫ t

0

|Γs(Xµ,γ
s , νs, µs)|2ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

F0

)

≤ c1

{

E

((
∫ t

0

|fs(Xµ,γ
s )|2‖µs − νs‖2k,vards

)2∣
∣

∣

∣

F0

)}
1
2

≤ c1e
2λtWk,λ,var(µ, ν)

2

{

E

((
∫ t

0

|fs(Xµ,γ
s )|2e−2λ(t−s)ds

)2∣
∣

∣

∣

F0

)}
1
2

≤ c21e
2λt‖f 2e−2λ(t−·)‖L̃pq(t)Wk,λ,var(µ, ν)

2, t ∈ [0, T ].

Combining this with (3.15) and the definition of Wk,λ,var, we obtain

HX1HX1 (3.16) Wk,λ,var(H
γ(µ), Hγ(ν)) ≤ C(N)(1 + γ(| · |k))c1

√

ε(λ)Wk,λ,var, λ > 0,

where
ε(λ) := sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖f 2e−2λ(t−·)‖L̃pq(t) ↓ 0 as λ ↑ ∞.

So, Hγ is contractive on (PT,N
k,γ ,Wk,λ,var) for large enough λ > 0.

(2) Let k > 1. We consider the metric W̃k,λ,var := Wk,λ,var +Wk,λ, where

Wk,λ(µ, ν) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−λtWk(µt, νt), µ, ν ∈ P
T,N
k,γ .
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By using (3.12) replacing (3.11), instead of (3.17) we find constants {C(N, λ) > 0}λ>0 with
C(N, λ) → 0 as λ→ ∞ such that

HX1HX1 (3.17) Wk,λ,var(H
γ(µ), Hγ(ν)) ≤ C(N, λ)W̃k,λ,var(µ, ν), λ > 0, µ, ν ∈ P

T,N
k,γ .

On the other hand, (3.13) yields

Wk,λ(H
γ(µ), Hγ(ν)) ≤ sup

t∈[0,T ]

(

C(N)e−λkt
∫ t

0

{

‖µs − νs‖2kk,var +Wk(µs, νs)
2k
}

ds

)
1
2k

≤ W̃k,λ,var(µ, ν) sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

C(N)

∫ t

0

e−2λk(t−s)ds

)
1
2k

≤ C(N)
1
2k

(2λk)
1
2k

W̃k,λ,var(µ, ν), λ > 0.

Combining this with (3.17), we concluded that Hγ is contractive in P
T,N
k,γ under the metric

W̃k,λ,var when λ is large enough, and hence finish the proof.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let γ ∈ Pk(D̄) be fixed. By (3.2), for any i = 1, 2, condition (Aσ,b̂i )
implies (Aσ,b

µ

i ) for any µ ∈ C([0,∞);Pk(D̄). So, by Theorem 2.1, (A1) implies the weak
well-posedness of (3.6) for distributions in Pk(D̄) with

*BC*BC (3.18) Hγ
t (µ) ∈ Pk(D̄), Eeλl

µ,γ
T <∞, λ > 0, γ ∈ Pk(D̄), µ ∈ C([0,∞);Pk(D̄)),

and also implies the strong well-posedness of (3.6) in each situation of Theorem 3.1(2).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.7, (A1) implies that (3.9) holds for any (p, q) ∈ K ,

as well as for (p, q) = (p2/2, q2/2) under (Aσ,b̂2 ), (3.10) with (3.11) holds for k ≤ 1 due to
(3.1), and (3.10) with (3.12) holds for k > 1. Therefore, by Theorem 3.2, it remains to verify
(3.4), (3.7), (3.8), and (3.13) for k > 1. Since (3.8) and (3.7) are trivial for k = 0, we only
need to prove:

• (3.4);

• (3.8) and (3.7) for k > 0;

• (3.13) for k > 1 for case (i);

• (3.13) for k > 1 for case (ii).

(a) We first prove that under (A1), there exit a constant c > 0 and an increasing function
c : [1,∞) → (0,∞) such that for any m ≥ 1 and µ ∈ PT

k,γ,

E

(
∫ t

0

|fs(Xµ,γ
s )|2ds

)m

≤ c(m) + c(m)

(
∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
)m

,

E exp

[

m

∫ t

0

|fs(Xµ,γ
s )|2ds

]

≤ c(m) exp

[

c

∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
]

, t ∈ [0, T ],

WY1WY1 (3.19)

where Xµ,γ
t solves (3.6). We will prove this estimates by Lemmas 2.5 and 2.7 for the following

reflecting SDE:

dX̂s = b̂s(X̂s)ds+ σs(X̂s)dWs + n(X̂s)dl̂s, X̂0 = Xµ,γ
0 , s ∈ [0, t].
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By (2.57) under (A1)(1), and (2.21) under (A1)(2), for any m ≥ 1 we find a constant
c1(m) > 0 such that

GP1GP1 (3.20) Eem
∫ t
0 (|b̂

(0)
s |2+|fs|2)(X

µ,γ
s )ds ≤ c1(m), t ∈ [0, T ].

Let γs =
{

[σ∗
s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1](bµs − b̂s)
}

(X̂s), and

Rt := e
∫ t
0
〈γs,dWs〉−

1
2

∫ t
0
|γs|2ds, W̃s := Ws −

∫ s

0

γrdr, s ∈ [0, t].

By Girsanov theorem, (W̃s)s∈[0,t] is a Brownian motion under RtP, and the SDE for X̂s

becomes
dX̂s = bµs (X̂s)ds+ σs(X̂s)dW̃s + n(X̂s)dl̂s, X̂0 = Xµ,γ

0 , s ∈ [0, t].

So, by (3.2), (3.20) and Hölder’s inequality, we find constants c1, c, c(m) > 0 such that

Eem
∫ t
0 |fs(X

µ,γ
s )|2ds = E

[

Rte
m

∫ t
0 |fs(X̂s)|2ds

]

≤
(

Ee2m
∫ t
0 |fs(X̂s)|2ds

)
1
2
(

E[R2
t ]
)

1
2

≤
√

c1(2m)
(

Eec1
∫ t
0 {|b̂

(0)
s |2+(fs+α‖µs‖k)

2}(X̂s)ds
)

1
2 ≤ c(m)ec

∫ t
0 ‖µs‖2kds.

Next, taking c2(m) > 0 large enough such that the function r 7→ [log(r+c2(m))]m is concave
for r ≥ 0, so that this and Jensen’s inequality imply

E

(
∫ t

0

|fs(Xµ,γ
s )|2ds

)m

≤ E
([

log(c2(m) + e
∫ t
0
|fs(X

µ,γ
s )|2ds)

]m)

≤
[

log(c2(m) + Ee
∫ t
0
|fs(X

µ,γ
s )|2ds)

]m ≤ c(m) + c(m)

(
∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
)m

holds for some constant c(m) > 0. Therefore, (3.19) holds.
(b) Proof of (3.7). Simply denote Xt = Xµ,γ

t . By (3.2), the boundedness of σ and the

condition on b̂(1) in (Aσ,b̂0 ) which follows from (Aσ,b2 ) due to Lemma 2.6, we find a constant
c1 > 0 such that

Lt,µ :=
1

2
tr{σtσ∗

t∇2}+∇bµt
, Lσ,b̂

(1)

:=
1

2
tr{σtσ∗

t∇2}+∇
b̂
(1)
t

satisfy

Lt,µρ̃ ≥ Lσ,b̂
(1)

t ρ̃− |bµt − b̂
(1)
t | · |∇ρ̃| ≥ −c1(ft + ‖µt‖k).

Since 〈n, ρ̃〉|∂D ≥ 1, by Itô’s formula we obtain

*BC2*BC2 (3.21) dρ̃(Xt) ≥ −c1
{

ft(Xt) + ‖µt‖k
}

dt+ dMt + dlt

for some martingale Mt with 〈M〉t ≤ ct for some constant c > 0. This together with (3.19)
yields that for some constant k0 > 0,

Elkt ≤ k0 + k0E

(
∫ t

0

{fs(Xs) + ‖µs‖k}ds
)k

.
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Combining this with (2.20), (3.3), (3.19) and ‖σ‖∞ <∞, and using the formula

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

bµs (Xs)ds+

∫ t

0

σs(Xs)dWs + n(Xt)dlt, LX0 = γ,

we find constants k1, k2 > 0 such that

E(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ k1(1 + ‖γ‖kk) + k1E

(
∫ t

0

{

|Xs|+ |fs(Xs)|+ ‖µs‖k
}

ds

)k

≤ k2 + k2E

(
∫ t

0

{

|Xs|2 + ‖µs‖2k
}

ds

)
k
2

, t ∈ [0, T ].

*Y2*Y2 (3.22)

(b1) When k ≥ 2, by (3.22) we find a constant k3 > 0 such that

E(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ k2 + k3

∫ t

0

{

E|Xs|k + ‖µs‖kk
}

ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

By Gronwall’s lemma, and noting that µ ∈ P
T,N
k,γ , we find constant k4 > 0 such that

E(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ k4 + k4

∫ t

0

(1 + ‖µs‖kk)ds ≤ k4 + k4NeNT
∫ t

0

e−N(t−s)ds ≤ 2k4e
Nt, t ∈ [0, T ].

Taking N0 = 2k4 we prove

sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−Nt(1 + ‖Ht(µ)‖kk) = sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−NtE(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ N0 ≤ N, N ≥ N0, µ ∈ P
T,N
k,γ ,

so that (3.7) holds.
(b2) When k ∈ (0, 2), by BDG’s inequality, and by the same reason leading to (3.22), we

find constants k5, k6, k7 > 0 such that

Ut := E

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

(1 + |Xs|k)
]

≤ k5 + k5E

(
∫ t

0

{

|Xs|2 + ‖µs‖2k
}

ds

)
k
2

≤ k6 + k6E

{

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

(|Xs|k + ‖µs‖kk)
]1− k

2

(
∫ t

0

|Xs|kds
)

k
2
}

+ k6

(
∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
)

k
2

≤ k6 +
1

2
Ut + k7

∫ t

0

Usds+ k6

(
∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
)

k
2

, t ∈ [0, T ].

By Gronwall’s lemma, we find constants k8, k9 > 0 such that for any µ ∈ P
T,N
k,γ ,

E(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ Ut ≤ k8 + k8

(
∫ t

0

‖µs‖2kds
)

k
2

k8 + k8NeNt
(
∫ t

0

e−2N(t−s)/kds

)
k
2

≤ k8 + k9N
1− k

2 eNt, t ∈ [0, T ].
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Thus, there exists N0 > 0 such that for any N ≥ N0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−Nt(1 + ‖Ht(µ)‖kk) = sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−NtE(1 + |Xt|k) ≤ k8 + k9N
1− k

2 ≤ N, µ ∈ P
T,N
k,γ ,

which implies (3.7).
(c) Proofs of (3.8) and (3.4). Simply denote (X̂t, l̂t) = (Xµ,γ

t , lµ,γt ) in (3.6) for µt = µ̂, t ∈
[0, T ]; that is,

XXXX (3.23) dX̂t = b̂t(X̂t)dt+ σ(X̂t)dWt + n(X̂t)dl̂t, LX̂0
= γ.

By (A1) and Theorem 2.1, this SDE has a unique weak solution, and for any n ≥ 1 there
exists a constant c > 0 such that

ESS’ESS’ (3.24) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̂t|n
∣

∣

∣
X̂0

]

≤ c(1 + |X̂0|n), Eenl̂T ≤ c.

So, by (3.3), Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.7 under (Aσ,b̂2 ), and Girsanov’s theorem,

W̃t := Wt −
∫ t

0

{σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s)

−1}(X̂s)
{

bµs (X̂s)− b̂s(X̂s)
}

ds, t ∈ [0, T ]

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

RT := e
∫ T
0 〈{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1}(X̂s){b
µ
s (X̂s)−b̂s(X̂s)},dWs〉−

1
2

∫ T
0 |{σ∗s (σsσ

∗
s )

−1}(X̂s){b
µ
s (X̂s)−b̂s(X̂s)}|

2ds.

By (A1), (3.24), Lemma 2.5 when |f |2 ∈ L̃pq(T ) for some (p, q) ∈ K , and Lemma 2.7 when

(Aσ,b̂2 ) holds, we find an increasing function F such that

E(|RT |2|F0) ≤ E(e
∫ T
0 |fs(X̂s)|2{‖µs−µ̂‖k,var+Wk(µs,µ̂)}

2ds|F0) ≤ F (‖µ‖k,T ),

where ‖µ‖k,T := supt∈[0,T ] µt(| · |k). Reformulating (3.23) as

dX̂t = bµt (X̂t)dt + σt(X̂t)dW̃t + n(X̂t)dl̂t, LX̂0
= γ,

by the weak uniqueness we have LX̂ |Q = LXµ,γ , so that (3.24) with 2n replacing n implies

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xµ,γ
t |n

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

= EQ

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̂t|n
∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤
(

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̂t|2n
∣

∣

∣
F0

]

)
1
2

(ER2
T |F0)

1
2 ≤ c(1 + |X̂0|n)F (‖µ‖k,T ).

Since supµ∈P
T,N
k,γ

‖µ‖k,T is a finite increasing function of N , this implies (3.8).

Finally, since Xt := Xµ,γ
t solves (1.5) with initial distribution γ and µt = LXt (i.e. µ is the

fixed point of Hγ), and since Hγ has a unique fixed point in P
T,N
k,γ for some N > 0 depending

on γ as proved in the proof of Theorem 2.1 using (3.9) and (3.7), we have LX· ∈ P
T,N
k,γ , and

hence (3.4) follows from (2.13).
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(d) Proof of (3.13) for k > 1 in case (i). Let uλt and Θλ
t be constructed for bµ replacing

b in the proof of Theorem 2.2 under (Aσ,b1 ) for d = 1. Let X
(1)
0 = X2

0 be F0-measurable
with L

X
(i)
0

= γ, i = 1, 2. As explained in the beginning in the present proof, the following

reflecting SDEs are well-posed:

dX
(1)
t = bt(X

(1)
t , µt)dt+ σt(X

(1)
t )dWt + n(X

(1)
t )dl

(1)
t ,

dX
(2)
t = bt(X

(2)
t , νt)dt+ σt(X

(2)
t )dWt + n(X

(2)
t )dl

(2)
t , t ∈ [0, T ].

Then instead of (2.78), the processes

Y
(i)
t := Θλ

t (X
(i)
t ), i = 1, 2

satisfy

dY
(1)
t = Bt(Y

(1)
t )dt + Σt(Y

(1)
t )dWt + {1 +∇uλt (X(1)

t )}n(X(1)
t )dl

(1)
t ,

dY
(2)
t = Bt(Y

(2)
t )dt + Σt(Y

(2)
t )dWt + {1 +∇uλt (X(2)

t )}n(X(2)
t )dl

(2)
t

+
{

bt(X
(2)
t , νt)− bt(X

(2)
t , µt)

}

dt.

By (3.3), Y
(1)
0 = Y

(2)
0 , Itô’s formula to |Y (1)

t − Y
(2)
t |2k with this formula replacing (2.78), the

calculations in the proof of Theorem 2.2 under (Aσ,b1 ) for d = 1 yield that when λ is large
enough,

|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |2k ≤ c1

∫ t

0

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |2kdLs +Mt

+ c1

∫ t

0

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |2k−1fs(X
(2)
s )

{

‖µs − νs‖k,var +Wk(µs, νs)
}

ds

≤ c1

∫ t

0

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |2kdL̃s + c1

∫ t

0

{

‖µs − νs‖k,var +Wk(µs, νs)
}2k

ds+Mt, t ∈ [0, T ]

holds for some constant c1 > 0 depending on N uniformly in µ ∈ P
T,N
k,γ , some martingale

Mt, Lt in (2.82), and

L̃t := Lt +

∫ t

0

|fs(X(2)
s )| 2k

2k−1ds ≤ Lt +

∫ t

0

|fs(X(2)
s )|2ds.

By the stochastic Gronwall lemma, Lemma 2.5, we find a constant c2 > 0 depending on N
such that

(

E

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Y (1)
s − Y (2)

s |k
])2

≤ c2

∫ t

0

{

‖µs − νs‖k,var +Wk(µs, νs)
}2k

ds,

which implies (3.13) since by (2.77) and the definition of Hγ, there exists a constant c > 0
depending on N such that

(E|Y (1)
t − Y

(2)
t |k)2 ≥ c(E|X(1)

t −X
(2)
t |k)2 ≥ cWk(H

γ
t (µ), H

γ
t (ν))

2k.
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(e) Proof of (3.13) for k > 1 in case (ii). Let uλ,nt solve (2.83) for Lt = Lt,ν , b
(0) = b

(0)
t (·, νt)

and the mollifying approximation b0,n = b0,nt (·, νt). Then in (2.87) the equation for ξt becomes

dξt =
{

λuλ,nt (X
(1)
t )− λuλ,nt (X

(2)
t ) + (b

(0)
t − b0,nt )(X

(1)
t )

− (b
(0)
t − b0,nt )(X

(2)
t ) + b(X

(2)
t , µt)− bt(X

(2)
t , νt)

}

dt

+
{

[(∇Θλ,n
t )σt](X

(1)
t )− [(∇Θλ,n

t )σt](X
(2)
t )

}

dWt + n(X
(1)
t )dlXt − n(X

(2)
t )dl

(2)
t .

So, as shown in step (d) by (3.3), instead of (2.96), we have

|X(1)
t∧τm −X

(2)
t∧τm |2k ≤ Gm(t) + c2

∫ t∧τm

0

|X(1)
s∧τm −X2

s∧τm |2kdL̃s + M̃t

for some local martingale M̃t,

L̃t := Lt +

∫ t

0

|fs(X(2)
s )|2ds, t ∈ [0, T ]

for Lt in (2.95), and due to X
(1)
0 = X

(2)
0 = X0 in the present setting,

Gm(t) :=

∫ t

0

{

c2m
2(k−1)

2
∑

i=1

|b(0)s − b0,ns |2(X(i)
s ) +

(

‖µs − νs‖k,var +Wk(µs, νs)
)2k

}

ds.

By the stochastic Gronwall inequality, Lemma 2.7 and (3.19), we find a constant c > 0 such
that

Wk(H
γ
t (µ), H

γ
t (ν))

2k ≤ (E|X(1)
t −X

(2)
t |k)2

≤ c lim inf
m→∞

lim inf
n→∞

EGm(t) = c

∫ t

0

{

‖µs − νs‖2kk,var +Wk(µs, νs)
2k
}

ds.
EEEEEE (3.25)

Thus, (3.13) holds.

3.2 Monotone case

For any k ≥ 0, Pk(D̄) is a complete metric space under the Lk-Wasserstein distance Wk,
where W0(µ, ν) :=

1
2
‖µ− ν‖var and

Wk(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

(
∫

D̄×D̄

|x− y|kπ(dx, dy)
)

1
1∨k

, µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄), k > 0.

In the following, we first study the well-posedness of (1.5) for distributions in Pk(D̄) with
k > 1, then extend to a setting including k = 1.

(A2) Let k > 1. (D) holds, b and σ are bounded on bounded subsets of [0,∞)× D̄×Pk(D̄),
and the following two conditions hold.
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(1) For any T > 0 there exists a constant K > 0 such that

‖σt(x, µ)− σt(y, ν)‖2HS + 2〈x− y, bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν)〉+

≤ K
{

|x− y|2 + |x− y|Wk(µ, ν) + 1{k≥2}Wk(µ, ν)
2
}

, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄).

(2) There exists a subset ∂̃D ⊂ ∂D such that

A21A21 (3.26) 〈y − x,n(x)〉 ≥ 0, x ∈ ∂D \ ∂̃D, y ∈ D̄,

and when ∂̃D 6= ∅, there exists ρ̃ ∈ C2
b (D̄) such that ρ̃|∂D = 0, 〈∇ρ̃,n〉|∂D ≥ 1∂̃D and

A22A22 (3.27) sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×D̄

{

‖(σµt )∗∇ρ̃‖2(x) + 〈bµt ,∇ρ̃〉−(x)
}

<∞, µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pk(D̄)).

(A2)(1) is a monotone condition, when k ≥ 2 it allows σt(x, µ) depending on µ, but
when k ∈ [1, 2) it implies that σt(x, µ) = σt(x) does not depend on µ.

(A2)(2) holds for ∂̃D = ∅ when D is convex, and it holds for ∂̃D = ∂D if ∂D ∈ C2
b and

for some r > 0

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×∂r0D

{

‖(σµt )∗∇ρ‖2(x) + 〈bµt ,∇ρ〉−(x)
}

<∞, µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pk(D̄)),

where in the second case we may take ρ̃ = h ◦ ρ for 0 ≤ h ∈ C∞([0,∞)) with h(r) = r for
r ≤ r0/2 and h(r) = r0 for r ≥ r0. In general, (A2)(2) includes the case where ∂D is partly
convex and partly C2

b .

T2 Theorem 3.3. Assume (A2). Then (1.5) is well-posed for distributions in Pk(D̄), and for

any T > 0, there exist a constant C > 0 and a map c : [1,∞) → (0,∞) such that for any

solution (Xt, lt) of (1.5) with LX0 ∈ Pk(D̄),

GPPGPP (3.28) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|k
]

≤ C(1 + E|X0|k),

LCKLCK (3.29) Eenl̃T ≤ c(n), n ≥ 1, l̃T :=

∫ T

0

1∂̃D(Xt)dlt.

Proof. Let X0 be F0-measurable with γ := LX0 ∈ Pk(D̄). Then

P
T
k,γ :=

{

µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pk(D̄)) : µ0 = γ
}

is a complete space under the following metric for any λ > 0:

W
λ,T
k (µ, ν) := sup

t∈[0,T ]

e−λtWk(µt, νt), µ, ν ∈ P
T
k,γ.

By Lemma 2.9, (A2) implies the well-posedness of the following reflecting SDE for any
µ ∈ PT

k,γ:

GPP1GPP1 (3.30) dXµ
t = bt(X

µ
t , µt)dt + σt(X

µ
t , µt)dWt + n(Xµ

t )dl
µ
t , Xµ

0 = X0,
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and the solution satisfies

MKKMKK (3.31) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xµ
t |k

]

<∞.

So, as explained in the proof of Theorem 3.2, for the well-posedness of (1.5), it suffices to
prove the contraction of the map

P
T
k,γ ∋ µ 7→ H(µ) := LXµ ∈ P

T
k,γ

under the metric W
λ,T
k for large enough λ > 0.

Denote

l̃µt :=

∫ t

0

1∂̃D(X
µ
s )dl

µ
s , l̃νt :=

∫ t

0

1∂̃D(X
ν
s )dl

ν
s , t ≥ 0.

By (1.2), (A2) and Itô’s formula, for any k ≥ 1 we find a constant c1 > 0 such that

GPP2GPP2 (3.32) d|Xµ
t −Xν

t |k ≤ c1
{

|Xµ
t −Xν

t |k +Wk(µt, νt)
k
}

dt+
k

r0
|Xµ

t −Xν
t |k(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ) + dMt

for some martingale Mt with

d〈M〉t ≤ c1
{

|Xµ
t −Xν

t |2k +Wk(µt, νt)
2k
}

dt.

To estimate
∫ t

0
|Xµ

s −Xν
s |k(dl̃µs + dl̃νs ), we take

PHHPHH (3.33) 0 ≤ h ∈ C∞
b ([0,∞)) such that h′ ≤ 0, h′(0) = −(1 + 2r−1

0 k), h(0) = 1,

where r0 > 0 is in (1.2). Let

F (x, y) := |x− y|k
{

(h ◦ ρ̃)(x) + (h ◦ ρ̃)(y)
}

, x, y ∈ D̄.

By (A2)(2), we have ρ̃|∂D = 0 and ∇
n
ρ̃|∂D ≥ 1∂̃D, so that (3.33) and (1.2) imply

∇
n
F (·, Xν

t )(X
µ
t )dl

µ
t +∇

n
F (Xµ

t , ·)(Xν
t )dl

ν
t ≤ −|Xµ

t −Xν
t |k(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ).

Therefore, by (A2) and applying Itô’s formula, we find a constant c2 > 0 such that

dF (Xµ
t , X

ν
t ) ≤ c2

{

|Xµ
t −Xν

t |k +Wk(µt, νt)
k
}

dt− |Xµ
t −Xν

t |k(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ) + dM̃t

for some martingale M̃t. This and F (X
µ
0 , X

ν
0 ) = F (X0, X0) = 0 imply

YYP0YYP0 (3.34) E

∫ t

0

|Xµ
s −Xν

s |k(dl̃µs + dl̃νs ) ≤ c2

∫ t

0

{

E|Xµ
s −Xν

s |k +Wk(µs, νs)
k
}

ds.

Substituting (3.34) into (3.32) and applying BDG’s inequality, we find a constant c3 > 0
such that

ζt := sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xµ
s −Xν

s |k, t ∈ [0, T ]
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satisfies

YYP1YYP1 (3.35) Eζt ≤ c3

∫ t

0

{

Eζs +Wk(µs, νs)
k
}

ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

so that for any λ > c3,

Eζt ≤ c3

∫ t

0

ec3(t−s)Wk(µs, νs)
kds ≤ c3e

kλtW
λ,T
k (µ, ν)k

∫ t

0

e−(kλ−c3)(t−s)ds

≤ c3e
kλt

kλ− c3
W

λ,T
k (µ, ν)k, t ∈ [0, T ].

MMK2MMK2 (3.36)

Therefore, H is contractive in W
λ,T
k for large λ > 0 as desired.

It remains to prove (3.28) and (3.29). Let Xt be the unique solution to (1.5). By (A2),
for any k > 1, we find a constant c(k) > 0 such that

KKLKKL (3.37) d|Xt|k ≤ c(k)
{

1 + |Xt|k + E|Xt|k
}

dt + k|Xt|k−2〈Xt, σt(Xt,LXt)dWt〉+ k|Xt|k−1dl̃t,

where dl̃t := 1∂̃D(Xt)dlt. By applying Itô’s formula to (1 + |Xt|k)(h ◦ ρ̃)(Xt), similarly to
(3.34) we obtain

*BU*BU (3.38) E

∫ t

0

(1 + |Xs|k)dl̃s ≤ c̃(k)

∫ t

0

E
{

1 + |Xs|k
}

ds

for some constant c̃(k) > 0. Combining (3.38) with (3.37) and using Gronwall’s lemma, we
derive

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|k
]

≤ c′(1 + E|X0|k)

for some constant c′ > 0. Substituting this into (3.37) and using BDG’s inequality, we prove
(3.28) for some constant c > 0.

Finally, by (A1)(2) and applying Itô’s formula to ρ̃(Xt), we prove (3.29).

We now solve (1.5) for distributions in

Pψ(D̄) :=
{

µ ∈ P(D̄) : ‖µ‖ψ := µ(ψ(| · |)) <∞
}

,

where ψ belongs to the following class for some κ > 0:

Ψκ :=
{

ψ ∈ C2((0,∞)) ∩ C1([0,∞)) : ψ(0) = 0, ψ′|(0,∞) > 0, ‖ψ′‖∞ <∞
rψ′(r) + r2{ψ′′}+(r) ≤ κψ(r) for r > 0

}

.
PKKPKK (3.39)

Let

PKK’PKK’ (3.40) Wψ(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

D̄×D̄

ψ(|x− y|)π(dx, dy), µ, ν ∈ Pψ(D̄).

If ψ′′ ≤ 0 then Wψ is a complete metric on Pψ. In general, it is only a complete quasi-metric
since the triangle inequality not necessarily holds.
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(A3) (D) holds, σt(x, µ) = σt(x) does not depend on µ, b and σ are bounded on bounded

subsets of [0,∞)× D̄×Pψ(D̄) for some ψ ∈ Ψκ and κ > 0. Moreover, for any T > 0
there exists a constant K > 0 such that

‖σt(x)− σt(y)‖2HS + 2〈x− y, bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν)〉+

≤ K|x− y|
{

|x− y|+Wψ(µ, ν)
}

, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ Pk(D̄).

T3 Theorem 3.4. Assume (A3) and (A2)(2). Then (1.5) is well-posed for distributions in

Pψ(D̄), and

GPP’GPP’ (3.41) E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ψ(|Xt|)
]

<∞, T > 0,LX0 ∈ Pψ(D̄).

Proof. Let X0 be F0-measurable with Eψ(|X0|) <∞, and consider the path space

P
T
ψ :=

{

µ ∈ C([0, T ];Pψ(D̄)) : µ0 = LX0

}

.

For any λ > 0, the quasi-metric

Wλ,ψ(µ, ν) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−λtWψ(µt, νt), µ, ν ∈ P
T
ψ

is complete. By Lemma 2.9, (A3) implies the well-posedness of the SDE (3.30) for any
µ ∈ PT

ψ . By (A2)(2) and Itô’s formula for γt :=
√

1 + |Xµ
t −X0|2, we find a constant

c1 > 0 such that

dγt ≤ c1{‖µt‖ψ + γt}dt+ γ−1
t 〈Xµ

t −X0, σt(X
µ
t )dWt〉+ dl̃µt ,

where dl̃µt := 1∂̃D(X
µ
t )dl

µ
t . Combining this with ψ ∈ Ψκ and the linear growth of ‖σt‖ implied

by (A3), we find a constant c2 > 0 such that

GGTGGT (3.42) dψ(γt) ≤ c2{‖µt‖ψ + ψ(γt)}dt+ ψ′(γt)γ
−1
t 〈Xµ

t −X0, σt(X
µ
t )dWt〉+ ψ′(γt)dl̃

µ
t .

Next, by (A2)(2), ψ ∈ Ψκ which implies ψ′(γt) ≤ κψ(γt) since γt ≥ 1, and applying Itô’s
formula to ψ(γt){‖ρ̃‖∞ − ρ̃(Xµ

t )}, we find a constant c3 > 0 such that similarly to (3.34),

LCMLCM (3.43) E

∫ t

0

ψ′(γs)dl̃
µ
s ≤ κE

∫ t

0

ψ(γs)dl̃
µ
s ≤ c3E

∫ t

0

{

1 + ‖µs‖ψ + ψ(|Xµ
s |)

}

ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Combining this with (3.42), rψ′(r) ≤ κψ(r), the linear growth of σt ensured by (A3), and
applying BDG’s inequality, we obtain

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ψ(|Xµ
t |)

]

<∞.

Consequently, (3.41) holds for solutions of (1.5) with LX· ∈ PT
ψ . So, as explained in the

proof of Theorem 3.2, it remains to prove the contraction of the map

P
T
ψ ∋ µ 7→ H(µ) := LXµ ∈ P

T
ψ
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under the metric Wλ,ψ for large enough λ > 0.
By (1.2), (A2)(2), ‖ψ′‖∞ <∞ and rψ′(r) ≤ κψ(r), we obtain

*DP*DP (3.44) ∇
n
{ψ(| · −y|)}(x) ≤ κ

2r0
1∂̃D(x)ψ(|x− y|), x ∈ ∂D, y ∈ D̄.

Combining this with (A3) and Itô’s formula, we find a constant c4 > 0 such that

GPP2BGPP2B (3.45) dψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |) ≤ c4
{

ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |)+Wψ(µt, νt)
}

dt+c4ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |)(dl̃µt +dl̃νt )+dMt

for some martingale Mt.
On the other hand, let ε = r0

2κ
and take h ∈ C∞([0,∞)) with h′ ≥ 0, h(r) = r for r ≤ ε/2

and h(r) = ε for r ≥ ε. Consider

ηt := ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |)
{

2ε− h ◦ ρ̃(Xµ
t )− h ◦ ρ̃(Xν

t )
}

.

By (3.44), (A2)(2), ε = r0
2κ

and Itô’s formula, we find a constant c5 > 0 such that

dηt ≤ c5
{

ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |) +Wψ(µt, νt)
}

dt+
(2εκ

2r0
− 1

)

ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |)(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ) + dM̃t

= c5
{

ψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |) +Wψ(µt, νt)
}

dt− 1

2
ψ(|Xµ

t −Xν
t |)(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ) + dM̃t.

Since Xµ
0 = Xν

0 = X0, this implies

E

∫ t

0

ψ(|Xµ
s −Xν

s |)(dl̃µt + dl̃νt ) ≤ 2c5

∫ t

0

{

Eψ(|Xµ
s −Xν

s |) +Wψ(µs, νs)
}

ds.

Substituting this into (3.45), we find a constant c6 > 0 such that

Wψ(Ht(µ), Ht(ν)) ≤ Eψ(|Xµ
t −Xν

t |) ≤ c6

∫ t

0

Wψ(µs, νs)ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

so that H is contractive in Wλ,ψ for large λ > 0. Therefore, the proof is finished.

4 Log-Harnack inequality and applications

As a limit version of the dimension-free Harnack inequality with power founded in [41], the
log-Harnack inequality was introduced in [44] for diffusion semigroups on Riemannian man-
ifolds, see [46] 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
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(A4) Let ∂D ∈ C2,L
b and T > 0. σt(x, µ) = σt(x), and there exists µ̂ ∈ P2(D̄) such that

(Aσ,b̂2 ) holds with p1 > 2, where b̂ := b(·, µ̂) with regular term b̂(1). Moreover, there exist

a constant α ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ f, f̃ ∈ L̃p2q2 (T ) such that

BLIP00BLIP00 (4.1) |bµt (x)− b̂
(1)
t (x)| ≤ f̃t(x) + α‖µ‖2, µ ∈ P2(D̄), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× D̄,

BLIP0BLIP0 (4.2) |bµt (x)− bνt (x)| ≤ ft(x)W2(µ, ν), µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× D̄.

According to Theorem 3.1, (A4) implies the well-posedness of (1.5) up to time T for
distributions in P2(D̄). Let

P ∗
t µ = LXt for Xt solving (1.5) with LX0 = µ ∈ P2(D̄), t ≥ 0.

We consider

Ptf(µ) :=

∫

D̄

fd(P ∗
t µ), t ≥ 0, µ ∈ P2(D̄), f ∈ Bb(D̄),

where Bb(D̄) is the class of all bounded measurable functions on D̄.

T4 Theorem 4.1. Assume (A4). For any N > 0, let P2,N(D̄) := {µ ∈ P2(D̄) : ‖µ‖2 ≤ N}.

(1) For any N > 0, there exists a constant C(N) > 0 such that for any ν ∈ P2,N(D̄) and
any t ∈ [0, T ], the following inequalities hold:

EEE2’EEE2’ (4.3) W2(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

2 ≤ C(N)W2(µ, ν)
2, µ ∈ P2(D̄),

LH’LH’ (4.4) Pt log f(ν) ≤ logPtf(µ) +
C(N)

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, 0 < f ∈ Bb(D̄), µ ∈ P2,N(D̄),

GR’GR’ (4.5)
1

2
‖P ∗

t µ− P ∗
t ν‖2var ≤ Ent(P ∗

t ν|P ∗
t µ) ≤

C(N)

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, µ ∈ P2,N(D̄),

GR0’GR0’ (4.6) ‖∇Ptf(ν)‖W2 := lim sup
µ→ν in W2

|Ptf(ν)− Ptf(µ)|
W2(µ, ν)

≤
√

2C(N)√
t

‖f‖∞, f ∈ Bb(D̄).

(2) If (4.2) holds for α = 0, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

EEE2’NEEE2’N (4.7) W2(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

2 ≤ CW2(µ, ν)
2, µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄).

Moreover, if either ‖f‖∞ <∞ or D is bounded, then (4.4)-(4.6) hold for some constant

C replacing C(N) and all µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄).
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Proof. (1) Since the relative entropy of µ with respect to ν is given by

Ent(ν|µ) = sup
g∈B+(D̄),µ(g)=1

ν(log g),

(4.4) is equivalent to

LH’’LH’’ (4.8) Ent(P ∗
t ν|P ∗

t µ) ≤
C(N)

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, t ∈ (0, T ], µ, ν ∈ P2,N(D̄).

By Pinsker’s inequality
1

2
‖µ− ν‖2var ≤ Ent(ν|µ),

we conclude that (4.8) implies (4.5), which further yield (4.6). So, we only need to prove
(4.3) and (4.8).

For any µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄), let Xt solve (1.5) for LX0 = µ, and denote

µt := P ∗
t µ = LXt , νt := P ∗

t ν, µ̄t := LX̄t , t ∈ [0, T ],

where X̄t solves

dX̄t = bt(X̄t, νt)dt+ σt(X̄t)dWt, t ∈ [0, T ], X̄0 = X0.

Let σ and b̂ := b(·, µ̂) = b̂(1) + b̂(0) satisfy (Aσ,b̂2 ). Consider the decomposition

bνt := bt(·, νt) = b̂
(1)
t + bν,0t , bν,0t := bνt − b̂

(1)
t .

By (3.4) and (4.2), there exists a constant K(N) > 0 such that

BONBON (4.9) |bν,0t | ≤ |b̂(0)t |+K(N)ft, ‖ν‖2 ≤ N, t ∈ [0, T ].

So, by Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3, the estimate (2.14) and the log-Harnack inequality
(2.18) hold for solutions of (2.1) with bν replacing b with a constant depending on N ; that
is, there exists a constant c1(N) > 0 such that

EEE1EEE1 (4.10) W2(µ̄t, νt)
2 ≤ c1(N)W2(µ, ν)

2, t ∈ [0, T ], µ ∈ P2(D̄),

X1X1 (4.11) Ent(νt|µ̄t) = sup
f>0,µ̄(f)=1

(Ptf)(ν) ≤
c1(N)

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, t ∈ (0, T ], µ ∈ P2(D̄).

Moreover, repeating step (e) in the proof of Theorem 2.2 for k = 2 and (Xt, X̄t) replacing

(X
(1)
t , X

(2)
t ), and using (4.2) replacing (3.3), instead of (3.25) where ‖µs−νs‖2k,var disappears

in the present case, we derive

W2(µt, µ̄t)
4 ≤ (E|Xt − X̄t|2)2 ≤ c2(N)

∫ t

0

W2(µs, νs)
4ds, t ∈ [0, T ]
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for some constant c2(N) > 0. This together with (4.10) yields

W2(µt, νt)
4 ≤ 8W2(µt, µ̄t)

4 + 8W2(µ̄t, νt)
2

≤ 8c1(N)2W2(µ, ν)
4 + 8c2(N)

∫ t

0

W2(µs, µs)
4ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Therefore, Gronwall’s inequality implies (4.3) for some constant C(N) > 0.
On the other hand, let ‖µ‖2 ≤ N and define

Rt := exp

[

−
∫ t

0

〈γs, dWs〉 −
1

2

∫ t

0

|γs|2ds
]

,

γs :=
{

σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s )

−1
}

(Xs)
[

bµs (Xs)− bνs(Xs)
]

.

By Girsanov’s theorem, we obtain
∫

D̄

(dµ̄t
dµt

)2

dµt = E

{(dµ̄t
dµt

(Xt)
)}2

= E

{(

E
[

Rt|Xt]
)}2

≤ ER2
t .

As shown in [18, p 14-15], by combining this with the Young inequality (see [1, Lemma 2.4])

YoungYoung (4.12) µt(fg) ≤ µ(f log f) + log µ(eg), f, g ≥ 0, µ(f) = 1, µ ∈ P(D̄),

we derive

Ent(νt|µt) =
∫

D̄

dνt
dµt

dνt =

∫

D̄

{

log
dνt
dµ̄t

+ log
dµ̄t
dµt

}

dνt

= Ent(νt|µ̄t) +
∫

D̄

(dνt
dµ̄t

)

log
dµ̄t
dµt

dµ̄t ≤ 2Ent(νt|µ̄t) + log

∫

D̄

dµ̄t
dµt

dµ̄t

= 2Ent(νt|µ̄t) + log

∫

D̄

(dµ̄t
dµt

)2

dµt ≤ 2Ent(νt|µ̄t) + logER2
t .

X2X2 (4.13)

By (4.2), (4.3), ‖σ∗(σσ∗)−1‖∞ <∞ and (2.57) due to (Aσ,b
µ

2 ), we find constants c3(N), c4(N) >
0 such that

E[R2
t ] ≤

(

E[R2
t ]
)2 ≤ Eec3(N)W2(µ,ν)2

∫ t
0 fs(Xs)

2ds

≤ 1 + E

[

c3(N)W2(µ, ν)
2

(
∫ t

0

fs(Xs)
2ds

)

ec3(N)W2(µ,ν)2
∫ t
0 fs(Xs)

2ds

]

≤ 1 + c3(N)W2(µ, ν)
2

[

E

(
∫ t

0

fs(Xs)
2ds

)2] 1
2 [

Ee2c3(N)W2(µ,ν)2
∫ t
0
fs(Xs)2ds

]
1
2

≤ 1 + c4(N)W2(µ, ν)
2.

XPPXPP (4.14)

Combining this with (4.11) and (4.13), we prove (4.8) for some constant C(N) > 0.
(2) When α = 0, (4.9) holds for K(N) = K independent of N , so that (4.10) and (4.11)

hold for some constant C1(N) = C1 > 0 independent of N and all µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄), and in
(4.14) the constant C3(N) = C3 is independent of N as well. Consequently, (4.7) holds and

E[R2
t ] ≤ EeC3W2(µ,ν)2

∫ t
0
fs(Xs)2ds ≤ eCW2(µ,ν)2

if ‖f‖∞ < ∞, and when D is bounded we conclude that C4(N) = C4 in (4.14) is uniform
in N > 0. Therefore, (4.4) and hence its consequent inequalities hold for some constant
independent of N .
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4.2 Monotone case

(A5) (D) and (A2)(2) hold, σt(x, µ) = σt(x) does not depend on µ and is locally bounded on

[0,∞)× D̄, σσ∗ is invertible, b is bounded on bounded subsets of [0,∞)×Rd×P2(D̄),
and for any T > 0 there exists a constant L > 0 such that

‖σt(x)− σt(y)‖2HS + 2〈x− y, bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν)〉+ ≤ L|x− y|2 + L|x− y|W2(µ, ν),

‖σt(x)(σtσ∗
t )

−1(x)
∥

∥ ≤ L, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄).

By Theorem 3.3, (A5) implies that (1.5) is well-posed for distributions in P2(D̄).

T5 Theorem 4.2. Assume (A5). Then for any T > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

the following inequalities hold for all t ∈ (0, T ] and ν ∈ P2(D̄):

EEE2EEE2 (4.15) W2(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

2 ≤ CW2(µ, ν)
2, µ ∈ P2(D̄),

LHLH (4.16) Pt log f(ν) ≤ logPtf(µ) +
C

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, 0 < f ∈ Bb(D̄), µ ∈ P2(D̄),

GRGR (4.17)
1

2
‖P ∗

t µ− P ∗
t ν‖2var ≤ Ent(P ∗

t ν|P ∗
t µ) ≤

C

t
W2(µ, ν)

2, µ ∈ P2(D̄)

GR0GR0 (4.18) ‖∇Ptf(ν)‖W2 := lim sup
µ→ν in W2

|Ptf(µ)− Ptf(ν)|
W2(µ, ν)

≤
√
2C‖f‖∞√

t
, f ∈ Bb(D̄).

Proof. As explained in the proof of Theorem 4.1 that it suffices to prove (4.15) and (4.16).
To this end, we modify the proof of [47, Theorem 4.1] as follows.

Firstly, for µ0, ν0 ∈ P2(D̄), let (X0, Y0) be F0-measurable such that

INN1INN1 (4.19) LX0 = µ0, LY0 = ν0, E|X0 − Y0|2 = W2(µ0, ν0)
2.

Denote
µt := P ∗

t µ0, νt := P ∗
t ν0, t ≥ 0.

Let Xt solve (1.5). We have

E1’E1’ (4.20) dXt = bt(Xt, µt)dt + σt(Xt)dWt + n(Xt)dl
X
t , t ∈ [0, T ],

where lXt is the local time of Xt on ∂D. Next, for any t0 ∈ (0, T ] consider the SDE

dYt =
{

bt(Yt, νt) +
σt(Yt){σ∗

t (σtσ
∗
t )

−1}(Xt)(Xt − Yt)

ξt

}

dt

+ σt(Yt)dWt + n(Yt)dl
Y
t , t ∈ [0, t0),

CYCY (4.21)
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where lYt is the local time of Yt on ∂D. For the constant L > 0 in (A5), let

XiXi (4.22) ξt :=
1

L

(

1− eL(t−t0)
)

, t ∈ [0, t0).

The construction of Yt goes back to [45] for the classical SDEs, see also [47] for the extension
to DDSDEs. According to Theorem 2.8, (A5) implies that (4.21) has a unique solution up
to times

τn,m :=
t0n

n + 1
∧ inf

{

t ∈ [0, t0) : |Yt| ≥ m}, n,m ≥ 1.

Let h be in (3.33) for k = 2. By (1.2) and (A2)(2), we have

〈∇
{

(1 + h ◦ ρ̃)| · −x0|2
}

(Yt),n(Yt)〉dlYt ≤ 0, x0 ∈ D̄,

so that (A5), for any n ≥ 1 we find a constant c(n) > 0 such that

d
{

(1 + h ◦ ρ̃)(Yt)|Yt − x0|2
}

≤ c(n)(1 + |Yt|2)dt+ dMt, t ∈ [0, τn,m], n,m ≥ 1

holds for some martingale Mt. This implies limm→∞ τn,m = t0n
n+1

, and hence (4.21) has a
unique solution up to time t0.

Next, let Ỹt solve the SDE

INN’INN’ (4.23) dỸt = bt(Ỹt, νt)dt+ σt(Ỹt)dWt + n(Ỹt)dl
Ỹ
t , Ỹ0 = Y0, t ∈ [0, T ],

where lỸt is the local time of Ỹt on ∂D. By (A5), (1.2) and Itô’s formula, we find a constant
c2 > 0 such that

E|Xt − Ỹt|2 ≤W2(µ0, ν0)
2 + c2

∫ t

0

{

E|Xs − Ỹs|2 +W2(µs, νs)
2
}

ds

+
2

r0
E

∫ t

0

|Xs − Ỹs|2(dl̃Xs + dl̃Ỹs ), t ∈ [0, T ].

YYPPYYPP (4.24)

For h in (3.33) with k = 2, we deduce from (A2)(2) that

〈

∇
{

|Xt − ·|2(h ◦ ρ(Xt) + h ◦ ρ)
}

(Ỹt),n(Ỹt)
〉

dl̃Ỹt ≤ −|Xt − Ỹt|2dl̃Ỹt ,
〈

∇
{

|Ỹt − ·|2(h ◦ ρ(Ỹt) + h ◦ ρ)
}

(Xt),n(Xt)
〉

dl̃Xt ≤ −|Xt − Ỹt|2dl̃Xt .
*DN*DN (4.25)

So, applying Itô’s formula to

ηt := |Xt − Ỹt|2(h ◦ ρ(Xt) + h ◦ ρ(Ỹt)),

and using (A5) and (1.2), we find a constant c3 > 0 such that

dηt ≤ c3
{

|Xt − Ỹt|2 +W2(µt, νt)
2
}

dt + dMt − |Xt − Ỹt|2(dl̃Xt + dl̃Ỹt )

holds for some martingale Mt. This together with (4.24) yields

E|Xt − Ỹt|2 ≤ W2(µ0, ν0)
2 + Eη0 + (c2 + c3)

∫ t

0

{

E|Xs − Ỹs|2 +W2(µs, νs)
2
}

ds
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≤ 3W2(µ0, ν0)
2 + 2(c2 + c3)

∫ t

0

E|Xs − Ỹs|2ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

where we have used the fact that W2(µs, νs)
2 ≤ E|Xs − Ỹs|2 by definition. By Gronwall’s

lemma, this and W2(µt, νt)
2 ≤ E|Xt − Ỹt|2, we find a constant c4 > 0 such that

NN0NN0 (4.26) W2(µt, νt)
2 ≤ E|Xt − Ỹt|2 ≤ c4W2(µ0, ν0)

2, t ∈ [0, T ],

so that (4.15) holds.
Moreover, for any n ≥ 1, let

TTATTA (4.27) τn :=
t0n

n+ 1
∧ inf{t ∈ [0, t0) : |Xt − Yt| ≥ n}.

By Girsanov’s theorem,

W̃t := Wt +

∫ t

0

1

ξs
{σ∗

s(σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs − Ys)ds, t ∈ [0, τn]

is an m-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Qn := RnP, where

TTBTTB (4.28) Rn := e
−

∫ τn
0

1
ξs

〈{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs−Ys),dWs〉−
1
2

∫ τn
0

|{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs−Ys)|
2

|ξs|2
ds
.

Then (4.20) and (4.21) imply

dXt =
{

bt(Xt, µt)−
Xt − Yt
ξt

}

dt+ σt(Xt)dW̃t + n(Xt)dl
X
t ,

dYt = bt(Yt, νt)dt + σt(Yt)dW̃t + n(Yt)dl
Y
t , t ∈ [0, τn], n ≥ 1.

INN3INN3 (4.29)

Combining this with (A5), (1.2), (4.26) and Itô’s formula, we obtain

d
|Xt − Yt|2

ξt
− dMt

≤
{L|Xt − Yt|2 + L|Xt − Yt|W2(µt, νt))

ξt
− |Xt − Yt|2(2 + ξ′t)

ξ2t

}

dt

+
|Xt − Yt|2

ξ2t
(dl̃Xt + dl̃Yt )

≤
{L2W2(µt, νt)

2

2
− |Xt − Yt|2(2 + ξ′t − Lξt − 1

2
)

ξ2t

}

dt +
|Xt − Yt|2

ξ2t
(dl̃Xt + dl̃Yt )

≤
{L2e2LtW2(µ0, ν0)

2

2
− |Xt − Yt|2

2ξ2t

}

dt+
|Xt − Yt|2

ξ2t
(dl̃Xt + dl̃Yt ), t ∈ [0, τn],

INN4INN4 (4.30)

where dMt :=
2
ξt

〈

Xt − Yt, {σt(Xt) − σt(Yt)}dW̃t

〉

is a Qn-martingale. By (4.25) for (Yt, l̃
Y
t )

replacing (Ỹt, l̃
Ỹ
t ), and applying Itô’s formula to γt :=

|Xt−Yt|2

ξt
(h ◦ ρ(Xt) + h ◦ ρ(Yt)), we find

a constant c5 > 0 such that

dγt ≤ c5γtdt+ dM̃t −
|Xt − Yt|2

ξt
(dl̃Xt + dl̃Yt ), t ∈ [0, τn], n ≥ 1
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holds for some Qn-martingale M̃t. This and (4.19) imply that for some constants c6, c7 > 0,

EQnγt∧τn ≤ ec4TEγ0 ≤
c6
t0
W2(µ0, ν0)

2,

EQn

∫ τn

0

|Xt − Yt|2
ξt

(dl̃Xt + dl̃Yt ) ≤
c7
t0
W2(µ0, ν0)

2, n ≥ 1, t ≥ 0.

Combining this with (4.26), (4.30) and (A5), we derive

E[Rn logRn] = EQn [logRn] =
1

2
EQn

∫ τn

0

|{σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs − Ys)|2
|ξs|2

ds

≤ c

t0
W2(µ0, ν0)

2, n ≥ 1

RR2RR2 (4.31)

for some constant c > 0 uniformly in t0 ∈ (0, T ]. Therefore, by the martingale convergence
theorem, R∞ := limn→∞Rn exists, and

Nt := e
−
∫ t
0

1
ξs

〈{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs−Ys),dWs〉−
1
2

∫ t
0

|{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs−Ys)|
2

|ξs|2
ds
, t ∈ [0, t0]

is a P-martingale.
Finally, let Q := Nt0P. By Girsanov’s theorem, (W̃t)t∈[0,t0] is an m-dimensional Brownian

motion under the probability Q, and (Xt)t∈[0,t0] solves the SDE

XXXXXX (4.32) dXt =
{

bt(Xt, µt)−
Xt − Yt
ξt

}

dt+ σt(Xt)dW̃t + n(Xt)dl
X
t , t ∈ [0, t0].

Let (Yt)t∈[0,t0] solve

YYYYYY (4.33) dYt = bt(Yt, νt)dt + σt(Yt)dW̃t + n(Yt)dl
Y
t , t ∈ [0, t0].

By the well-posedness of (1.5), this extends the second equation in (4.29) with LYt0 |Q
= νt0 .

Moreover, (4.31) and Fatou’s lemma implies

1

2
EQ

∫ t0

0

|{σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s)

−1}(Xs)(Xs − Ys)|2
|ξs|2

ds

= E[Nt0 logNt0 ] ≤ lim inf
n→∞

E[Rn logRn] ≤
c

t0
W2(µ0, ν0)

2,

XDDXDD (4.34)

which in particular implies Q(Xt0 = Yt0) = 1. Indeed, by (A5), if Xt0(ω) 6= Yt0(ω) then
there exists a small constant ε > 0 such that

|{σ∗
s(σsσ

∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs − Ys)|2(ω) ≥ ε, s ∈ [t0 − ε, t0],

which implies
∫ t0
0

|{σ∗s (σsσ
∗
s )

−1}(Xs)(Xs−Ys)|2

|ξs|2
(ω)ds = ∞. So, (4.34) implies Q(Xt0 = Yt0) = 1.

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

Pt0 log f(ν0) = E[Nt0 log f(Yt0)] = E[Nt0 log f(Xt0)] ≤ E[Nt0 logNt0 ] + logE[f(Xt0)]

≤ logPt0f(µ0) +
c

t0
W2(µ0, ν0)

2, t0 ∈ (0, T ].

Hence, (4.16) holds.
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5 Exponential ergodicity

When (bt, σt) = (b, σ) does not depend on t, the SDE (1.5) is time homogeneous. In this
case, a probability measure µ̄ is called P ∗

t -invariant, if P
∗
t µ̄ = µ̄ holds for all t ≥ 0, where

P ∗
t µ := LXt for the solution with LX0 = µ.
There are already many results derived for the ergodicity of McKean-Vlasov SDEs (i.e.

DDSDEs) on Rd, see for instances [8, 10, 13, 14, 15, 25, 27, 38] 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 ∗

t µ to µ̄ as t → ∞ for three different situations
considered in [48] 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 |x − y|, see [43, 46] 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 W2

In this part, we study the exponential ergodicity of P ∗
t in entropy and W2, such that the

corresponding result derived recently in [32] for DDSDEs is extended to DDRSDEs.

T6 Theorem 5.1. Let D be convex and (σ, b) satisfy (A2) with k = 2. LetK1, K2 ∈ L1
loc([0,∞);R)

such that

2〈bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν), x− y〉+ ‖σt(x, µ)− σt(y, ν)‖2HS
≤ K1(t)|x− y|2 +K2(t)W2(µ, ν)

2, t ≥ 0.
DSSDSS (5.1)

Then (1.5) is well-posed for distributions in P2(D̄), and P ∗
t satisfies

NNWNNW (5.2) W2(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

2 ≤ e
∫ t
0
(K1+K2)(r)drW2(µ, ν)

2, µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄), t ≥ 0.

Consequently, the following assertions hold.

(1) If (bt, σt) does not depend on t and λ := −(K1 + K2) > 0, then P ∗
t has a unique

invariant probability measure µ̄ such that

BBEBBE (5.3) W2(P
∗
t µ, µ̄)

2 ≤ e−λtW2(µ, µ̄)
2, µ ∈ P2(D̄), t ≥ 0.

If moreover σt(x, µ) = σt(x) does not depend on µ and σσ∗ is invertible with ‖σ‖∞ +
‖(σσ∗)−1‖∞ <∞, then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

ET*ET* (5.4) Ent(P ∗
t µ|µ̄) ≤ ce−λtW2(µ, µ̄)

2, t ≥ 1, µ ∈ P2(D̄).

(2) If moreover σ(x, µ) = σ(µ) does not depend on x, then there exists a constant c > 0
such that µ̄ satisfies the following log-Sobolev inequality and Talagrand inequality:

LSILSI (5.5) µ̄(f 2 log f 2) ≤ cµ̄(|∇f |2), f ∈ C1
b (R

d), µ̄(f 2) = 1,

TTITTI (5.6) W2(µ, µ̄)
2 ≤ cEnt(µ|µ̄), µ ∈ P2.
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(3) If furthermore σ(x, µ) = σ is constant with σσ∗ invertible, then there exists a constant

c > 0 such that

W2(P
∗
t µ, µ̄)

2 + Ent(P ∗
t µ|µ̄)

≤ ce−λtmin
{

W2(µ, µ̄)
2,Ent(µ|µ̄)

}

, t ≥ 1, µ ∈ P2(D̄).
NNW2NNW2 (5.7)

Proof. The well-posedness is ensured by Theorem 3.3. Sine D is convex, (1.3) holds. For
any µ, ν ∈ P2(D̄), let Xµ

0 and Xν
0 be F0-measurable such that

NABNAB (5.8) LXµ
0
= µ, LXν

0
= ν, E|Xµ

0 −Xν
0 |2 = W2(µ, ν)

2.

By (5.1), (1.3), and applying Itô’s formula to |Xµ
t −Xν

t |2, where (Xµ
t )t≥0 and (Xν

t )t≥0 solve
(1.5), we obtain

d|Xµ
t −Xν

t |2 ≤
{

K1(t)|Xµ
t −Xν

t |2 +K2(t)W2(P
∗
tµ, P

∗
t ν)

2
}

dt+ dMt

for some martingale Mt. Combining this with (5.8), W2(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

2 ≤ E|Xµ
t − Xν

t |2, and
Gronwall’s lemma, we prove (5.2).

(1) Let (bt, σt) do not depend on t and λ := −(K1 + K2) > 0. Then (5.2) implies the
uniqueness of P ∗

t -invariant probability measure µ̄ ∈ P2(D̄) and (5.3).
Next, the existence of µ̄ follows from a standard argument by showing that for x0 ∈ D,

{P ∗
t δx0}t≥0 is a W2-Cauchy family as t → ∞. Since the term of local time does not make

trouble due to (1.3), the proof is completely similar to that of [47, Theorem 3.1] for the case
D = Rd, so we skip the details to save space.

Finally, when σt(x, µ) = σt(x) and σσ∗ is invertible with ‖σ‖∞ + ‖(σσ∗)−1‖∞ < ∞, by
Theorem 4.2, (A2) with k = 2 implies the log-Harnack inequality

Ent(P ∗
1µ|µ̄) ≤ cW2(µ, µ̄)

2, µ ∈ P2(D̄)

for some constant c > 0. So, (5.4) follows from (5.3) and P ∗
t = P ∗

1P
∗
t−1 for t ≥ 1.

(2) Let σ(x, µ) = σ(µ) be independent of x. Consider the SDE

SS4SS4 (5.9) dX̄x
t = b(X̄x

t , µ̄)dt+ σ(µ̄)dWt + n(X̄x
t )dlt, t ≥ s, X̄x

0 = x ∈ D̄.

The associated Markov semigroup {P̄t}t≥0 is given by

P̄tf(x) := Ef(X̄x
t ), t ≥ 0, f ∈ Bb(D̄), x ∈ D̄.

Let P̄ ∗
t be given by

(P̄ ∗
t µ)(f) := µ(P̄tf), µ ∈ P(D̄), t ≥ 0, f ∈ Bb(D̄).

Since (5.1) with x = y implies K2 ≥ 0, we have

KK1KK1 (5.10) K1 ≤ −λ < 0.

As explained in the above proofs of (5.2) and (5.3), this implies that P̄ ∗
t has a unique invariant

probability measure µ̃ such that

WCCWCC (5.11) lim
t→∞

P̄tf(x) = µ̃(f), f ∈ Cb(D̄), x ∈ D̄.
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Since µ̄ is the unique invariant probability measure of P ∗
t , and when the initial distribution

is µ̄, the SDE (5.9) coincides with (1.5), we conclude that µ̃ = µ̄. Hence, (5.11) yields

RTTRTT (5.12) µ̄(f) = lim
t→∞

Ptf(x0), f ∈ Cb(D̄), x0 ∈ D.

Now, by Itô’s formula, (1.3) and (5.1) with (bt, σt) independent of t, we obtain

|X̄x
t − X̄y

t |2 ≤ eK1t|x− y|2, x, y ∈ D̄, t ≥ 0.

This and (5.10) imply

|∇P̄tf(x)| := lim sup
y→x

|P̄tf(x)− P̄tf(y)|
|x− y| ≤ lim sup

y→x

E|f(X̄x
t )− f(X̄y

t )|
|x− y|

≤ e−
λt
2 lim sup

y→x
E
|f(X̄x

t )− f(X̄y
t )|

|X̄x
t − X̄y

t |
= e−λt/2P̄t|∇f |(x), t ≥ 0, f ∈ C1

b (D̄).

GFFGFF (5.13)

On the other hand, we have

∂tP̄tf = L̄P̄tf, 〈n,∇P̄tf〉|∂D = 0, t ≥ 0, f ∈ C2
N(D̄),

where C2
N(D̄) is the set of f ∈ C2

b (D̄) satisfying with 〈n,∇f〉|∂D = 0, and

L̄ :=
1

2
tr{(σ̄σ̄∗)∇2}+∇b(·,µ̄), σ̄ := σ(µ̄), s ≥ 0.

So, by Itô’s formula, for any ε > 0 and f ∈ C2
N(D̄),

d
{

(P̄t−s(ε+ f 2)) log P̄t−s(ε+ f 2)
}

(X̄s) =
{ |σ̄∗∇P̄t−sf 2|2

ε+ P̄t−sf 2

}

dt+ dMε
s , s ∈ [0, t]

holds for some martingale (Mε
s )s∈[0,t]. Combining this with (5.13), we find a constant c > 0

such that for any f ∈ C2
N(R

d),

P̄t
{

(ε+ f 2) log(ε+ f 2)
}

− (ε+ P̄tf
2) log(ε+ P̄tf

2)

=

∫ t

0

P̄s
|σ̄∗∇P̄t−sf 2|2
ε+ P̄t−sf 2

ds ≤ 4(c1‖σ̄‖∞)2
∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)P̄sP̄t−s|∇f |2ds

= 4(c1‖σ̄‖∞)2(P̄t|∇f |2)
∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)ds ≤ cP̄t|∇f |2, t ≥ 0, ε > 0.

By letting first ε ↓ 0 then t→ ∞, we deduce from this and (5.12) that

µ̄(f 2 log f 2) ≤ c2µ̄(|∇f |2), f ∈ C2
N(D̄), µ̄(f 2) = 1

holds for some constant c2 > 0. This implies (5.5) by an approximation argument, indeed
the inequality holds for f ∈ H1,2(µ̄) with µ̄(f 2) = 1. According to Lemma 5.2 below, (5.6)
holds.

(3) Let σ be constant with σσ∗ invertible. Then (5.7) follows from (5.3), (5.4) and
(5.6).
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The following result on the Talagrand inequality is known by [5] when µ̄(dx) = eV (x)dx
for some V ∈ C(Rd), which is first proved in [30] on Riemannian manifolds under a curvature
condition, see also [42] for more general results. We extend it to general probability measures
for the above application to µ̄ which is supported on D̄ rather than Rd.

LTI Lemma 5.2. Let c > 0 be a constant and µ̄ ∈ P2(R
d). Then the log-Sobolev inequality (5.5)

implies (5.6).

Proof. By an approximation argument, we only need to prove for µ = ̺µ̄ for some density
̺ ∈ Cb(R

d) Let P
(0)
t be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup generated by ∆ − x · ∇ on Rd.

We have

|∇P (0)
t f | ≤ P

(0)
t |∇f |, P

(0)
t (f 2 log f 2) ≤ tP

(0)
t |∇f |2 + (P

(0)
t f 2) logP

(0)
t f 2, f ∈ C1

b (R
d).

Combining this with (5.5), we see that µ̄t := (P
(0)
t )∗µ̄ satisfies

µ̄t(f
2 log f 2) = µ̄(P

(0)
t (f 2 log f 2)) ≤ tµ̄t(|∇f |2) + µ̄((P

(0)
t f 2) logP

(0)
t f 2)

≤ tµ̄t(|∇f |2) + cµ̄
(
∣

∣

∣
∇
√

P
(0)
t f 2

∣

∣

∣

2)

+ µ̄t(f
2) log µ̄t(f

2)

≤ (t+ c)µ̄t(|∇f |2) + µ̄t(f
2) log µ̄t(f

2), f ∈ C1
b (R

d), t > 0,

where the last step follows from the gradient estimate |∇P (0)
t f | ≤ P

(0)
t |∇f |, which and the

Schwarz inequality imply

∣

∣

∣
∇
√

P
(0)
t f 2

∣

∣

∣

2

=
|∇P (0)

t f 2|2

4P
(0)
t f 2

≤ {P (0)
t (|f∇f |)}2

P
(0)
t f 2

≤ P
(0)
t |∇f |2.

Therefore, µ̄t satisfies the log-Sobolev inequality with constant t+ c and has smooth strictly
positive density. According to [5], we have

W2(µ, µ̄t)
2 ≤ (t+ c)Ent(µ|µ̄t), µ ∈ P2(R

d).

Since W2(µ̄t, µ̄) → 0 as t→ 0, and µ = ̺µ̄ with ̺ ∈ Cb(R
d), this implies

W2(µ, µ̄)
2 = lim

t↓0
W2(µ, µ̄t)

2 ≤ lim
t↓0

(t+ c)Ent(µ|µ̄t)

= lim
t↓0

(t+ c)µ̄((P
(0)
t ̺) logP

(0)
t ̺) = cµ̄(̺ log ̺).

Therefore, (5.6) holds.

5.2 Partially dissipative case: exponential convergence in Wψ

In this part, we consider the partially dissipative case such that [48, Theorem 3.1] is extended
to the reflecting setting. Let ψ ∈ Ψκ and Wψ be given in (3.40). Then Wψ is a complete
quasi-metric on the space

Pψ(D̄) :=
{

µ ∈ P(D̄) : µ(ψ(| · |)) <∞
}

.
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(A6) σt(x, µ) = σt(x) does not depend on µ.

(1) (Ellipticity) There exist α ∈ C([0,∞); (0,∞)) and σ̂ ∈ B([0,∞) × D̄;Rd ⊗ Rd) such

that

σt(x)σt(x)
∗ = αtId + σ̂t(x)σ̂t(x)

∗, t ≥ 0, x ∈ D̄.

(2) (Partial dissipativity) Let ψ ∈ Ψκ in (3.39) for some κ > 0, γ ∈ C([0,∞)) with

γ(r) ≤ Kr for some constant K > 0 and all r ≥ 0, such that

A2EA2E (5.14) 2αtψ
′′(r) + (γψ′)(r) ≤ −ζtψ(r), r ≥ 0, t ≥ 0

holds for some for some ζ ∈ C([0,∞);R). Moreover, b ∈ C([0,∞)× D̄×Pψ(D̄)), and
there exists θ ∈ C([0,∞); [0,∞)) such that

〈bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν), x− y〉+ 1

2
‖σ̂t(x)− σ̂t(y)‖2HS

≤ |x− y|
{

θtWψ(µ, ν) + γ(|x− y|)
}

, t ≥ 0, x, y ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ Pψ(D̄).
A3EA3E (5.15)

T7 Theorem 5.3. Let D be convex and assume (A6), where ψ′′ ≤ 0 if σ̂ is non-constant. Then

(1.5) is well-posed for distributions in Pψ(D̄), and P ∗
t satisfies

EXP1’EXP1’ (5.16) Wψ(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν) ≤ e−

∫ t
0
{ζs−θs‖ψ′‖∞}dsWψ(µ, ν), t ≥ 0, µ, ν ∈ Pψ(D̄).

Consequently, if (bt, σt, ζt, θt) do not depend on t and ζ > θ‖ψ′‖∞, then P ∗
t has a unique

invariant probability measure µ̄ ∈ Pψ(D̄) such that

EXP2’EXP2’ (5.17) Wψ(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ e−(ζ−θ‖ψ′‖∞)tWψ(µ, µ̄), t ≥ 0, µ ∈ Pψ(D̄).

Proof. Since D is convex, the proof is similar to that of [48, Theorem 3.1]. We outline it
below for complement.

By Theorem 3.4, the well-posedness follows from (A6)(1) and (A6)(2). Next, according
to the proof of Theorem 5.1(2) with Wψ replacing W2, the second assertion follows from the
first. So, in the following we only prove (5.16).

For any s ≥ 0, let (Xs, Ys) be Fs-measurable such that

O1O1 (5.18) LXs = P ∗
s µ, LYs = P ∗

s ν, Wψ(P
∗
s µ, P

∗
s ν) = Eψ(|Xs − Ys|).

Let W
(1)
t and W

(2)
t be two independent d-dimensional Brownian motions and consider the

following SDE:

E*AE*A (5.19) dXt = bt(Xt, P
∗
t µ)dt+

√
αtdW

(1)
t + σ̂t(Xt)dW

(2)
t + n(Xt)dl

X
t , t ≥ s,

where lXt is the local time of Xt on ∂D. By Theorem 5.1, (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) imply that
this SDE is well-posed and

√
αtdW

(1)
t + σ̂t(Xt)dW

(2)
t = σt(Xt)dWt
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for the m-dimensional Brownian motion

Wt :=

∫ t

s

{

σ∗
r (σrσ

∗
r)

−1
}

(Xr)
{√

αrdW
(1)
r + σ̂r(Xr)dW

(2)
r

}

, t ≥ s,

so that the weak uniqueness of (1.5) implies LXt = P ∗
s,tP

∗
s µ = P ∗

t µ, t ≥ s, where for γ ∈ Pψ

we denote P ∗
s,tγ = LXt for Xt solving (5.19) with LXs = γ.

To construct the coupling with reflection, let

u(x, y) =
x− y

|x− y| , x 6= y ∈ Rd.

We consider the SDE for t ≥ s:

E*1E*1 (5.20) dYt = bt(Yt, P
∗
t ν)dt+

√
αt
{

Id−2u(Xt, Yt)⊗u(Xt, Yt)1{t<τ}
}

dW
(1)
t +σ̂t(Yt)dW

(2)
t +dlYt ,

where
τ := inf{t ≥ s : Yt = Xt}

is the coupling time. Since the coefficients in noises are Lipschitz continuous outside a
neighborhood of the diagonal, according to Theorem 2.8, (5.20) has a unique solution up to
the coupling time τ . When t ≥ τ , the equation of Yt becomes

E*1’E*1’ (5.21) dYt = bt(Yt, P
∗
t ν)dt+

√
αtdW

(1)
t + σ̂t(Yt)dW

(2)
t + dlYt ,

which is well-posed under (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) according to Theorem 3.4. So, (5.20) is
well-posed and LYt = P ∗

t ν by the same reason leading to LXt = P ∗
t µ. Since D is convex,

(1.3) holds. So, by (A6)(1) and (A6)(2) for ψ ∈ Ψ with ψ′′ ≤ 0 when σ̂t is non-constant,
and applying Itô’s formula, we obtain

dψ(|Xt − Yt|) ≤
{

θtψ
′(|Xt − Yt|)Wψ(P

∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)− ζtψ(|Xt − Yt|)

}

dt

+ ψ′(|Xt − Yt|)
[

2
√
αt

〈

u(Xt, Yt), dW
(1)
t

〉

+
〈

u(Xt, Yt), (σ̂t(Xt)− σ̂t(Yt))dW
(2)
t

〉]

, s ≤ t < τ.

ITP’ITP’ (5.22)

By a standard argument and noting that ψ(|Xt∧τ , Yt∧τ |)1{τ≤t} = 0, this implies

e
∫ t
s ζpdpE

[

ψ(|Xt∧τ − Yt∧τ |)
]

= E
[

e
∫ t∧τ
s ζpdpEψ(|Xt∧τ − Yt∧τ |)

]

≤ Eψ(|Xs − Ys|) + ‖ψ′‖∞
∫ t∧τ

s

θre
∫ r
s
ζpdpWψ(P

∗
r µ, P

∗
r ν)dr, t ≥ s.

Consequently,

Eψ(|Xt∧τ − Yt∧τ |)

≤ e−
∫ t
s
ζrdrEψ(|Xs − Ys|) + ‖ψ′‖∞

∫ t∧τ

s

θre
−
∫ t
r
ζpdpWψ(P

∗
r µ, P

∗
r ν)dr, t ≥ s.

W1’W1’ (5.23)
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On the other hand, when t ≥ τ , by (A6)(2) and applying Itô’s formula for (5.19) and (5.21),
we find a constant C > 0 such that

dψ(|Xt − Yt|) ≤{Cψ(|Xt − Yt|)dt+ θt‖ψ′‖∞Wψ(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)

}

dt

+ ψ′(|Xt − Yt|)〈{σ̂t(Xt)− σ̂t(Yt)}∗u(Xt, Yt), dW
(2)
t 〉.

Noting that ψ(|Xτ − Yτ |) = 0, we obtain

E
[

1{t>τ}ψ(|Xt − Yt|)
]

≤ ‖ψ′‖∞eC(t−s)E

∫ t

t∧τ

θrWψ(P
∗
r µ, P

∗
r ν)dr, t ≥ s.

Combining this with (5.23) and (5.18), we derive

Wψ(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν) ≤ Eψ(|Xt − Yt|) = Eψ(|Xt∧τ − Yt∧τ |) + E

[

1{t>τ}ψ(|Xt − Yt|)
]

≤ e−
∫ t
s ζrdrEψ(|Xs − Ys|) + ‖ψ′‖∞eC(t−s)

∫ t

s

θrWψ(P
∗
r µ, P

∗
r ν)dr

= e−
∫ t
s
ζrdrWψ(P

∗
s µ, P

∗
s ν) + ‖ψ′‖∞eC(t−s)

∫ t

s

θrWψ(P
∗
r µ, P

∗
r ν)dr, t ≥ s.

Therefore,

d+

ds
Wψ(P

∗
s µ, P

∗
s ν) := lim sup

t↓s

Wψ(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν)−Wψ(P

∗
s µ, P

∗
s ν)

t− s

≤ −(ζs − θs‖ψ′‖∞)Wψ(P
∗
s µ, P

∗
s ν), s ≥ 0.

This implies (5.16).

As a consequence of Theorem 5.3, we consider the non-dissipative case where ∇bt(·, µ)(x)
is positive definite in a possibly unbounded set but with bounded “one-dimensional puncture
mass” in the sense of (5.26) below.

Let W1 = Wψ and P1(D̄) = Pψ(D̄) for ψ(r) = r, and define

Sb(x) := sup
{

〈∇vbt(·, µ)(x), v〉 : t ≥ 0, |v| ≤ 1, µ ∈ P1(D̄)
}

, x ∈ D̄.

(A6) (3) There exist constants θ0, θ1, θ2, β ≥ 0 such that

H21H21 (5.24)
1

2
‖σt(x)− σt(y)‖2HS ≤ θ0|x− y|2, t ≥ 0, x, y ∈ D̄;

H22H22 (5.25) Sb(x) ≤ θ1, |bt(x, µ)− bt(x, ν)| ≤ βW1(µ, ν), t ≥ 0, x ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ P1(D̄);

H23H23 (5.26) ζ := sup
x,v∈D̄,|v|=1

∫

R

1{Sb(x+sv)>−θ2}ds <∞.

According to the proof of [48, Corollary 3.2], the following result follows from Theorem 5.3.
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NC3.2 Corollary 5.4. Let D be convex. Assume (A6)(1) and (A6)(3). Let

γ(r) := (θ1 + θ2)
{

(ζr−1) ∧ r
}

− (θ2 − θ0)r, r ≥ 0,

k :=
2α

∫∞

0
t e

1
2β

∫ t
0
γ(u)dudt

− β(θ2 − θ0)

2α

∫ ∞

0

te
1
2α

∫ t
0 γ(u)dudt.

G2G2 (5.27)

Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

W1(P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν) ≤ ce−ktW1(µ, ν), t ≥ 0, µ, ν ∈ P1(D̄).

If (bt, σt) does not depend on t and θ2 > θ0 with

NCNC (5.28) β <
4α2

(θ2 − θ0)(
∫∞

0
t e

1
2α

∫ t
0
γ(u)dudt)2

,

then k > 0 and P ∗
t has a unique invariant probability measure µ̄ ∈ P1(D̄) satisfying

W1(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ ce−ktW1(µ, µ̄), t ≥ 0, µ ∈ P1(D̄).

5.3 Non-dissipative case: exponential convergence in Wψ,βV

Finally, we consider the fully non-dissipative case such that [48, Theorem 2.1] is extended
to the reflecting setting. Recall that for any t ≥ 0 and µ ∈ P(D̄),

Lt,µ :=
1

2
tr(σσ∗)t∇2 +∇bt .

We assume the following Lyapunov condition.

(A7) (Lyapunov Condition) There exists a function 0 ≤ V ∈ C2(D̄) with 〈∇V,n〉|∂D ≤ 0,
lim|x|→∞ V (x) = ∞ and

sup
t≥0;x,y∈D̄

{ |∇V (x)−∇V (y)|
|x− y|{1 + V (x) + V (y)}

+
‖σt(x)‖2 · |∇V (x)|+ ‖σt(y)‖2 · |∇V (y)|

1 + V (x) + V (y)

}

<∞,

H11H11 (5.29)

such that for some K0, K1 ∈ L1
loc([0,∞);R) and any

µ ∈ PV (D̄) := {µ ∈ P(D̄) : µ(V ) <∞},

we have

H12H12 (5.30) Lt,µV ≤ K0(t)−K1(t)V, t ≥ 0.
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Next, we introduce the monotone condition with respect to a weighted Wasserstein dis-
tance induced by V and a function ψ in the following class for some l > 0:

Ψ̃l :=
{

ψ ∈ C2([0, l]; [0,∞)) : ψ(0) = ψ′(l) = 0, ψ′|[0,l) > 0
}

.

For each ψ ∈ Ψ̃l, we extend it to the half line by setting ψ(r) = ψ(r ∧ l), so that ψ′ is
non-negative, Lipschitz continuous with compact support, and satisfies

‖ψ′‖∞ := sup
r>0

|ψ′(r)| = sup
r∈(0,l)

ψ′(r) ∈ (0,∞).

For any constant β > 0, define the quasi-distance on PV (D̄):

Wψ,βV (µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

Rd×Rd
ψ(|x− y|)

(

1 + βV (x) + βV (y)
)

π(dx, dy), µ, ν ∈ PV (D̄).

To prove the exponential convergence of P ∗
t under Wψ,βV , the dependence on distribution

for the drift will be characterized by

HWHW (5.31) Ŵψ,βV (µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

D̄×D̄
ψ(|x− y|)(1 + βV (x) + βV (y))π(dx, dy)

∫

D̄×D̄
ψ′(|x− y|)(1 + βV (x) + βV (y))π(dx, dy)

.

Obviously, Ŵψ,βV (µ, ν) ≥ Wψ,βV (µ,ν)

‖ψ′‖∞(1+βµ(V )+βν(V ))
.

(A8) (Local monotonicity) σ satisfies (A6)(1), b is bounded on bounded set in [0,∞)× D̄×
PV (D̄). Moreover, there exist K, θ, q ∈ L1

loc([0,∞); [0,∞)) and a function ψ ∈ Ψ̃l for

some l > 0 satisfying

A5A5 (5.32) 2αtψ
′′(r) +Ktψ

′(r) ≤ −qtψ(r), r ∈ [0, l],

such that

〈bt(x, µ)− bt(y, ν), x− y〉+ 1

2
‖σ̂t(x)− σ̂t(y)‖2HS

≤ Kt|x− y|2 + θt|x− y|Ŵψ,βV (µ, ν), x, y ∈ D̄, µ, ν ∈ PV (D̄).
A33A33 (5.33)

By (A7), V (x) → ∞ as |x| → ∞, when K1(t) > 0 and l is large enough, we have

AA0AA0 (5.34) ζl,β(t) := inf
|x−y|>l

K1(t)V (x) +K1(t)V (y)− 2K0(t)

β−1 + V (x) + V (y)
> 0.

Moreover, (A6)(1) and (A7) imply

αl,β(t) :=‖ψ′‖∞ sup
|x−y|∈(0,l)

{ |∇V (x)−∇V (y)|
|x− y|{β−1 + V (x) + V (y)}

+
|{σ̂t(x)− σ̂t(y)}[(σ̂∗

t∇V )(x) + (σ̂∗
t∇V )(y)]|

|x− y|{β−1 + V (x) + V (y)}

}

<∞
AAAA (5.35)
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for any β, l > 0. For constants K0, ζl,β, αl,β and q given in (A7), (A8), (5.34) and (5.35)
respectively, let

AA2AA2 (5.36) λl,β(t) := min
{

ζl,β(t), qt − 2K0(t)β − αl,β(t)
}

.

The following result enables us to extend assertions in [48, Examples 2.1 and 2.2] to the
present setting with convex D.

T8 Theorem 5.5. Let D be convex. Assume (A7) and (A8), where ψ′′ ≤ 0 if σ̂t(·) is non-

constant. Then (1.5) is well-posed for distributions in PV (D̄), and P ∗
t satisfies

EXP1EXP1 (5.37) Wψ,βV (P
∗
t µ, P

∗
t ν) ≤ e−

∫ t
0{λl,β(s)−θs}dsWψ,βV (µ, ν), t ≥ 0, µ, ν ∈ PV (D̄).

Consequently, if (σt, bt) does not depend on t and λl,β > θ, then P ∗
t has a unique invariant

probability measure µ̄ ∈ PV (D̄) such that

EXP2EXP2 (5.38) Wψ,βV (P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ e−(λl,β−θ)tWψ,βV (µ, µ̄), t ≥ 0, µ ∈ PV (D̄).

Proof. We first prove the well-posedness. Let X0 be F0-measurable with LX0 =: γ ∈
PV (D̄). For any T > 0 and

µ ∈ C
γ
V,T :=

{

µ ∈ C([0, T ];PV (D̄)) : µ0 = γ
}

,

consider the following reflecting SDE on D̄:

E*E* (5.39) dXµ
t = bt(X

µ
t , µt) + σt(X

µ
t )dWt + n(Xt)dLt,µ, Xµ

0 = X0, t ∈ [0, T ].

According to Theorem 2.8, (A8) implies that this SDE is well-posed up to life time. By
〈∇V,n〉|∂D ≤ 0 and (5.24) in (A7), and applying Itô’s formula, we obtain

dV (Xµ
t ) = Lt,µtV (X

µ
t )dt+ 〈∇V (Xµ

t ), σt(X
µ
t )dWt〉+ 〈∇V (Xµ

t ),n(X
µ
t )〉dLt,µ

≤ {K0(t)−K1(t)V (X
µ
t )}dt+ 〈∇V (Xµ

t ), σt(X
µ
t )dWt〉,

By Gronwall’s lemma and lim|x|→∞ V (x) = ∞, this implies the non-explosion of Xµ
t and

H(µ) := LXµ
·
∈ C

γ
V,T .

So, as shown in the proof of Theorem 3.2, it suffices to verify the contraction of H on C
γ
V,T

under the metric

Wψ,V,λ(µ, ν) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−λtWψ,V (µt, νt), µ, ν ∈ Cγ
V,T

for large λ > 0. Let µ, ν ∈ Cγ
V,T . By (A8), 〈n,∇V 〉|∂D ≤ 0, (1.3), and applying Itô-Tanaka

formula, we find a constant C1 > 0 such that

d|Xµ
t −Xν

t | ≤ C1(Ŵψ,βV (µt, νt) + |Xµ
t −Xν

t |)dt +
〈 Xµ

t −Xν
t

|Xµ
t −Xν

t |
,
{

σt(X
µ
t )− σt(X

ν
t )
}

dWt

〉

.
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Then the remainder of the proof is as same as that of [48, Lemma 2.3].
Next, we prove (5.37) which implies (5.38) in the time homogenous case. For any µ, ν ∈

PV (D̄), let X0, Y0 be F0-measurable such that

LX0 = µ, LY0 = ν, E
[

ψ(|X0 − Y0|)(1 + βV (X0) + βV (Y0))
]

= Wψ,βV (µ, ν).

Let (Xt, Yt) be the coupling constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.1. By 〈n,∇V 〉|∂D ≤ 0
and (1.3), the local time terms does not make any trouble when we apply Itô’s formula to
ψ(|Xt − Yt|) or V (Xt) + V (Yt). So, by repeating step C in the proof of [48, Theorem 2.1],
we prove (5.37).

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Xing Huang, S. Wang, W. Hong, B.
Wu and S. Hu for their helpful comments and corrections to earlier versions of the paper.
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