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Abstract

In this paper, Wang’s log-Harnack inequality and exponential ergodicity are derived

for two types of distribution dependent SDEs: one is the CKLS model, where the

diffusion coefficient is a power function of order # with 6 € [%, 1); the other one is

Vasicek model, where the diffusion coefficient only depends on distribution. Both
models in the distribution independent case can be used to characterize the interest
rate in mathematical finance.
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1 Introduction
The SDE
(1.1) dX, = (o — 6X,)dt + | X,|?dW,, X, >0,

with @ > 0,6 > 0,60 € [3,1) is called CKLS model, which was introduced in [9]. It can be
used to characterize the evolution of the interest rate in finance. By the Yamada-Watanabe
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approximation [12], (1.1) is strongly well-posed. In particular, when 6 = %, it is called Cox-
Ingersoll-Ross (CIR) model [4, Section 4.6]. For CIR model, one can refer to [5, 8, 17, 20, 21]
for more introductions, applications, the convergence rate of various numerical methods and
functional inequalities. Recently, [11] has proved Wang’s Harnack inequality and super
Poincaré inequality for (1.1) with 6 € (3,1).

On the other hand, there are many results on the distribution dependent SDEs, also
named McKean-Vlasov SDEs or mean field SDEs, in which the coefficients depend on the
law of the solution, see for instance, [3, 6, 7, 10, 13, 15] and references therein. [2] investi-
gated the strong well-posedness and propagation chaos of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with Holder
continuous diffusion coefficients, and the diffusion is assumed to be distribution free.

In this paper, we will first consider the distribution dependent version of (1.1), i.e. mean
field CKLS model:

(1.2) dX; = (@ — 6X,)dt + YE(X,)dt + | X;|’dW;,

where % <#<1 a6>0,v>0and W; is a one-dimensional Brownian motion on some
complete filtration probability space (2, . %, {.%;}+>0,P). Noting that the diffusion in (1.2)
is degenerate at 0, we cannot directly use coupling by change of measure as in [19] to derive
the log-Harnack inequality. Instead, we will adopt Girsanov’s transform together with the
method of coupling by change of measure to obtain the desired log-Harnack inequality. To
this end, we will study the log-Harnack inequality for the decoupled SDEs. The crucial
trick is to estimate E [} | X,|~2’ds, an upperbound of which will be provided in Lemma 2.3
below by constructing appropriate test functions. Moreover, the exponential ergodicity in
L'-Wasserstein distance is also proved by the Yamada-Watanabe approximation in the case

J > 7.
In addition, the Vasicek model

with v, 3,0 € R can also be used to characterize the interest rate and it was proposed in
[16]. Compared with (1.1), the solution to (1.3) can take negative values. Let &2 be the
collection of all probability measures on R equipped with the weak topology. Consider the
distribution dependent case of (1.3):

where b0 : & — R are measurable. Noting that the diffusion in (1.4) depends on dis-
tribution, which produces essential difficulty to study the log-Haranck inequality since the
coupling by change of measure is unavailable. Fortunately, by observing the fact that the
solution to (1.4) follows Gaussian distribution, we can estimate the relative entropy between
two solutions from different initial distributions, which is equivalent to the log-Harnack in-
equality.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give results on the distribution
dependent CKLS model (1.2): the log-Harnack inequality and the exponential ergodicity
in L'-Wasserstein distance; The log-Harnack inequality as well as exponential ergodicity in
L?-Wasserstein distance and in relative entropy for distribution dependent Vasicek model
(1.4) will be given in Section 3.



2 Distribution Dependent CKLS Model

2.1 Log-Harnack Inequality

The monograph [18] gives many applications of dimension-free Harnack inequality and a lot
of models for it being true. For p € [1,00), let

2y={ue o - py= [laputan) < oo},

21 is the subset of &7, with support on [0, 00). It is well known that &7, is a Polish space
under the LP-Wasserstein distance

1/p
Wp(lu“la,UQ) = inf (/ |Zl§' - y|p7T(de',dy)) y o M1, fe € ‘@]M
RxR

€L (p1,142)

where €' (1, pi2) is the set of all couplings for p; and ps. In this section, we investigate the
log-Harnack inequality for (1.2). By Lemma 2.2 below, (1.2) with a,d,v > 0 and Xy > 0 is
equivalent to

(2.1) dX; = (@ — §X;)dt + YE(X,)dt + X dW,.

Noting that [2¢ —¢?| < |z —y|’, 2,y > 0, [2, Theorem 1.2] yields that (2.1) is well-posed. For
any o € 2, let P/ ug be the distribution of the solution to (2.1) with initial distribution
o. Define

Py f(po) = / f@) (P uo)(dz), po € P, t>0,f € By([0,00)).
R
For any u,v € &, the relative entropy between p, v is defined as

B V(log(g—fb))a v
Ent(v|p) = { 00, otherwise.

We shall introduce the intrinsic metric:

Mdr (aVy)tl— (z Ay (210 — y1-0)2
p<x7y>_/:;/\y F_ 1_9 - (1_9)2 9 l’,yE[0,00),

and the L2-Wasserstein distance induced by p:

1
3
Wy, (1, v) = inf (/ p(x,y)zw(dx,dy)) , W, vE P
[0,00)%[0,00)

TEEC (V)

Theorem 2.1. Assume 6 > 0 and v > 0. Then the following assertions hold.



(1) Assume & < 6 < 1 and o > 4. For any T > 0, f € %;([0,00)) with f > 0,

o, Vo € P with po[(-)1=%] < oo, the log-Harnack inequality holds, i.e.
2(1—0)(0 — g)sz(Mo, v)?
(ez(l—e)(a—g)T —1)

+ /72 (6_2(6_7)7‘ =+ 1)W1 (MO? VO)zr(Tv 57 «, 97 Ho, V0)7

Prlog f(vy) < log Prf(io) +

where

F(Ta 59 a, 9? Ho, VO)

—12(1=0)(6— W2, (p0,v0)?
inf { ol + (510 b e m T S (02(1—e>2<6—%>pT_1) }
= 11 ‘

c€(0,%)

o — 3¢ + o — 3¢

(2) Assume 0 = 1 and a > Then for any T > 0, f € %, ([0,00)) with f > 0,

1
5.

o, vo € P satisfying po(|log(+)]) < oo, the log-Harnack inequality holds, i.e.

(0 — ) Wa,p(po, v0)*

(DT 1)

+ 72(6_2(6_7)11 + I)Wl(MOa VO)2F(T7 67 Q, o, VO)a

Prlog f(vy) <log Prf (o) +

where

(6= 3)Wa,p(p0,10)>
i)

po(log()) + (a+ )T + &1

(T, 6, o, po, o) = inf :
56(0,&—%) a—35 —€

2.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Before giving the proof of Theorem 2.1, we make some preparations. The first lemma tells
us that the solution to (1.2) with non-negative initial value is non-negative.

Lemma 2.2. Assume «,y > 0. Let X; be the solution to (1.2) with Fy-measurable non-
negative initial value Xo. Then P-a.s.

Xy >0, t>0.
Moreover, it holds

(2.2) E(X,) = e O VE(X,) + 5&(1 —e 7MY ¢ >0,

here 2 (1 — e~ =M = ot if § = ~.

8]
o=y



Proof. For ¢ € (0,1), noting that f/ex
[0, 00) — [0, 00) with the support [¢/e, €] such that

, x € [e/ee], ) Y (r)dr =1
c/e

Rz VO(x / /we )dzdy.

It is not difficult to see that

(2.3) 0 <e(z) <

Define

(2.4) Vox)=0,0> —¢c/e, o~ —c <V z) <z, z€R,
(2.5) (VO (x) € [-1,0], o< —cfe, (VO(2) =0, v>—c/e,
and

(2.6) 0< (V)(2) < 21y ,0q(z), x€cR.

o
By 1to’s formula, we get
dV2(Xy) = (V2) (Xy) (o — 60X, + VE(Xt))dt
+ (V) (X)X W, + (VO)”(Xt)|Xt|29dt

For any n > 1, let 7,, = inf{t > 0: | X;| > n}. We arrive at

SATn
EVeO(Xs/\Tn) = EVeO(XO) + E/ (V;O)/(Xt)(oz - 5Xt + VE(Xt))dt
0

1 SA\Tn
+ 51@ / (VOY"(X,)| X, *de.
0

Letting n — oo, the dominated convergence theorem yields

EVO(X,) = EVO(X,) + E / VOV (X0 (@ — X, + YE(X)dt

1 S
(2.7) + 51@ / (VOY"(X)| X% dt.
0

This together with (2.4)-(2.6), v >0, X, > 0, € € (0,1) implies
BVI(X,) < BV2(X0) + B [ (V2)(Xo)(a = 6X7 +1E (X)) de
0

(2.8) + /08(|5| + V)E(Xt_)dt + /08 1[€/e,€](Xt_)dt

bt

ldz = 1, there exists a continuous function . :



< [ o1+ MECE+ [ (6
0 0

Letting € — 0, the dominated convergence theorem, (2.4), (2.8) and Gronwall’s inequality
yield

E(X,)=0,t>0.
This combined with the continuity of X, in ¢ implies that P-a.s.
X, >0, t>0.

Finally, by the same argument to obtain (2.7), we have
t
E(X,) = E(Xo) + at — / (0 —v)E(X;)ds.
0

This implies (2.2) immediately. So, we complete the proof. O

With the above preparations in hand, we are in the position to complete the proof of
Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let p, = P} 1o,y = Pf1y. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step (I). For any x > 0, consider

(2.9) AXP" = (o — SXEM)AE + ()t + (XEPMPAW,, X3 = .

For simplicity, we denote X; = X;"*. For any m > 1, define

(2.10) Bm:inf{tZO:thi}.
m

Then by Lemma 2.3 below with oy, = o + v, and ((t) = 0, P-a.s. lim,, . 5, = oo and so
P-a.s. X; > 0,1 > 0. Letting

(2.11) af =a+yp(s), t>0,
we have of > a due to yu4(-) > 0. We rewrite (2.9) as
(2.12) dX; = (o — 6X,)dt + X2dW,, X, =z,

here ¢
W, = W, + / X (yps(-) — () ds.
0

Let
Ro=exp { = [ X = wawi = 5 [ X —w)Pacf s € o.7),
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(2.2) implies that for any m > 1, (Rspg,, )scjo,r] is @ martingale and Girsanov’s theorem yields

that (Wsag,,)sepo,r is @ one-dimensional Brownian motion under Q7 = Rrpg,, [P. Moreover,
it follows from (2.2) that

E(Rs/\ﬁm IOg RS/\ﬁm)
1 Qm S/\Bm —26 2
(2.13) < SE% Xy V() =y (4)]de
0
1 m SABm
s;%ﬂ%—mww%*W+nw%A Xt s € [0,7].

By Lemma 2.3 below for W, = Wt/\ﬁm, ¢ =0and P=Q7, we have

T
sup EQ?/ X2t < oo,
m>1 0
which yields

sup E(Rspgp,, log Rspg,,) < 0o, s € [0,T].

m>1

Then it follows from the martingale convergence theorem and the fact P-a.s. lim,,, o 8, = 00
that ER, = 1, s € [0, 7], which means that {R,}.co,r is a martingale.

Step (II). By Step (I), we know that (Wt)te[O,T] is a one-dimensional Brownian motion
under the probability measure Qr = RrP. Let X/ solve (2.9) with (y,v) replacing (z, i)
for y > 0. Let Y; solve

dY; = (af = 8Y,)dt + Y/ AW, + Y 1o (1)édt, Yo =y,

where
2(5 — 9) (210 — y'=0)el1-O0= )
& = e21-0)(6-9T _ 1 )

and 7 = inf{t > 0: X, = Y}};Set Y, = Xi,t > 7. According to the proof of [11, Theorem
21()], Qr(r <T) =1 and {W, }ieor) with Wy = W + fot &s1p0,1)(s)ds is a one-dimensional
Brownian motion under Qr = R,;Qr, where

B tAT N 1 tAT
Rt = eXp {_/ gdes - 5/ |£S‘2d8} ) te [OvT]
0 0

Moreover, we have %, |Qr = Lxyw,t €[0,T], Qr-a.s. X =Yy and

t>0

(2.14) E% log(R,) = - / " e s < 1200 = Dol y)?

9 (20-06-5)T _ 1)
Step (III). Noting that

AW, = AW, = X7 (ype(-) = ()t = AW, = &l ()t — X (ypue() — ()t



we conclude that
) ) T
E9T log Ry = EQT/ X7 (v () — v ()€l o, (£)dE
1 5 Y
(2.15) +§EQT/0 X () — ()] Pdt
_ T 1 o [T
<B [ X () = ) Pae+ 3B [t

So, (2.14) and (2.15) yield

2(1-0)(0—3%)p
(20-0)0-5)T

B - 2 - T
(2.16)  E9rlog(R.Rr) < (1;” + EOr /0 X2 ye() = ywa()[Pdt.

Applying Young’s inequality, for any f € %, ([0, 00)) with f > 0, we have
(2.17) Elog f(X¥") = B2 log f(Yr) = E9" log f(X71) < log Ef(X3") + E® log(R. Rr).
Rewrite (2.12) as

dX; = (of — 6X,)dt — XPE(t) 1. (t)dt + X[ AW, X, = z.
Applying Lemma 2.3 below for W, = W, ¢(t) = &1, () and P = Qr, combining (2.2) and
(2.16)-(2.17), when £ <6 <1 and o > £,

Y,V x, 2( _9>(5_Q> (xhy)z
(2.18) Elog f(X7") <log Ef(X7") + (21-06-5T _ 1)

+ 42 (e 20T L YW, (10, 10)*T(T, 6, v, 0, 65, 5,),

and when 0 = % and o > %,

g ey, 0= (e, y)?
(2.19) Elog f(X7") <logEf(X7") + (e(‘;_’ )
T

+ 42720 L YW, (0, 10)°T(T, 6, v, 65, 3,).

Noting that both o[(-)17%°] < oo and po(]log(+)|) < oo yield

Prio = Lxzupo(dz), Prrvg = Lxyrvo(dz),

(0,00) [0,00)

for any m € € (o, o), taking expectation with respect to 7, using Jensen’s inequality, and
then taking infimum in 7 on the two sides of (2.18) and (2.19), we complete the proof. [



Let a; be a measurable function from [0, 00) to [a, 00), ((t) be a progressively measurable
process with E f(f ¢(s)|2ds locally bounded in ¢ and X¢ be a non-negative solution to the
SDE

(2.20) dX, = (o — 6X,)dt — XP¢(t)dt + XPdW,, Xy =2 > 0.
For any m > 1, let 85, be defined in (2.10) with X} replacing X.
Lemma 2.3. The following assertions hold.

(1) Assume 0 € (3,1), a0 > 0, we have lim,, o 55, = 00 and

T 1 1 20 +\260 1 20 29 1 —1 2

+ (6 T+e¢ T+e E dt

E / (X$)"%dt < inf 20-L (07)7e i “i'E Jy ¢ ,
0 €1€(0,%) o — 381

(2) Assume 0 =% and a > L1, we obtain lim,,_,« S, = oo and

5

T log (2L + 6T +&7'E
E / (X't < inf 0g(57) + (o )1 TEf ¢
0 616(0704—%) a—35 =&

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the superscript, i.e. we denote X; = Xf and f3,,, = 5.
(1) Define

V(z) = 2971—1:61_26’ x> 0.
Then it is clear that
(2.21) V(z) >0, V'(z)=—2"% V'(z)=20:"%"" 2>0, lim V(z) =
It follows from Ito’s formula, (2.21) and «; > « that
AV (X,) < (o — 0X; — XPCO) (=Xt + X2 (=X, 2)dW, + 0X,7 271 XAt ¢ < B
So, we have

V(Xarg,) = Vi)

S/\ﬁm 5/\Bm
(2.22) < / (—aX; 2 + 0T X2 10X, + X70C(t)))dt — / X dw,.
0 0

Noting that —2 < —26 < —1, a > 0, Young’s inequality implies that for any €, € (0, §),

5+X—29+1 _ ((5+)29 1— 29)%(5 X; 20) S (5+)20 1-20 4 o X; 29

20—

(2.23) X! = (0556 7Y 5 (e X W) H < e, T 4oy XY,

9



COIXT = (P2 (X2 < [C(0)Per! + a1 X ™.
Combining (2.22)-(2.23), we conclude that for any e; € (0, §), it holds
EV (Xonp,) < V() + (07)*e1 s + EI_T;S +E/OS |C(t)|%erMdE, s> 0.
This implies that
P(f < 5) < (20 = )m' " E[V (Xins,,)15,,<5)]
< (20 — 1)m!'~ (V(x) + (07)20el=%s + 5l_ﬁs + E/OS |§(t)|251_1dt) , s>0.

So, P-a.s. lim,, .o B = oo and thus P-a.s. X; > 0,t > 0. Moreover, substituting (2.23)
into (2.22) and taking expectation, we get

inf

TNBm 1 1 20 + 5T 26 2€T—|— 29 1T—i— —1E 2dt
0 €1€(0,5) a — 3e1

Letting m — oo, Fatou’s lemma derives (1).
(2) Define

V(z) =log(z+1) —logz, x> 0.
Then we have

V(z)>0, V@)=@+1) "=z, V(@)= ?—(@@+1)7% >0 limV(z)=occ.

xz—0

By It6’s formula, we arrive at

V(Xang,) = V(z)

SABm 1
(2.24) < / (0= 6X, — X)X, + 1)~ — X ]t
0
1 SABm SABm 1
+—/ X[ X2 — (X, + 1) ]dt+/ XX+ 1) — X aw,
s/\Bm ’
( ) Jrdt+ (a+67)s
s/\Bm 1 SABm 1
+/ X, 2[¢ ()|dt+/ X2[(X, + 1) = X Naw,.
0

Since a > % and

Jun

COIX 2 = (KO (X )2 < [C0)Per! + X,
for any e, € (0, — 3), (2.24) implies

EV (Xopp,) < V(z)+ (a+07)s+E / |C(1)]2e de.
0

10



As a result, it holds
1 177"

< [mg(%m—log%]_ (V(x>+<a+6+>s+1a / S|<<t>|?e;1dt), s3>0,
0

which implies that P-a.s. lim,, .o 8, = 0o and thus P-a.s. X; > 0,¢t > 0. Finally, it follows
from (2.24) that

TABm log (L ST + 7 E [T ¢(t)2dt
E/ xdr < e BER) H(aroTHe R, (67
0

1
516(0,11—%) a— 5 —&1

Letting m — oo, Fatou’s lemma completes the proof. O

2.3 Exponential Ergodicity in Wasserstein Distance

Recall that P}y is the distribution of the solution to (2.1) with initial distribution u € 2;".

Theorem 2.4. Assume that o >0, 0 >~y > 0. Then P} has a unique invariant probability
measure p € Py satisfying

Wi (P, p) < e Wy (v, ), ve P
Proof. Let 1. be defined in (2.3). Define
[z ry
R>zw— V. (z):= / / e (2)dzdy
o Jo

It is not difficult to see that

(2.25) |z| —e < Vi(z) < |z|, sgn(z)V!(z)€[0,1], = €R,
and

" 2
(2.26) 0<Vi(z) < ml[E/o,s](M)a z €R.

Let X; and Y; be solutions to (2.1) with non-negative initial values Xy and Yj respectively.
For any ¢ > 0, it follows from Itd’s formula that

dVo(Xy = Yy) = VI(X, = Vi) (=6(X, = V) +7(E(X) - E(Y)))dt
+ V(X = V)XY =Y/ 1d

1
+ V(X = Y7 - Ve,

11



By (2.26) and the inequality |2/ — 4| < |z — y|?, 2,y > 0, we have
1
2
So, by the same argument to obtain (2.7), (2.25) yields that

VX, = Y)IX! = Y < 2 e (1Xs - Vi),

EV.(X. — Y.) < EV.(Xy — Yo) + / (6 — E|X, - Yildt
0

+/0 820—11[5/675}(|Xt —Y|)dt.
Letting ¢ — 0 and using (2.25), we arrive at
BIX, - Y| < EIXo %+ [~ = 7B, - Yildr
0

Gronwall’s inequality implies that
E|X, — Y, < e O"E|X, — Yyl

Since > 7, it is standard to prove that P has a unique invariant probability p with support
on [0,00) and satisfying

Wl(Pt*Vv :U’) < e—(‘g—’Y)th(V, :u)v ve ’@rv
see [19, Proof of Theorem 3.1(2)]. O

3 Distribution Dependent Vasicek Model

In this section, we consider the distribution dependent Vasicek model (1.4). Assume that

(H1) There exist constants L, L, > 0 such that
b(p) = b(w)| < LeWa(p, v), [o(p) —o(W)] < LeWalp,v), p,v e 2.

(H2) There exists a constant K > 1 such that

K <o (u) <K, pe s

Under (H1), (1.4) is strongly well-posed according to [18]. For any ug € P, let Pjuy be
the distribution of the solution to (1.4) with initial distribution pg, and define

Puf (o) = [ J@Pipa)(do). po € Past 20,1 € B(R),
R
It is standard from (H1) that
2
(3.1) Wy (P o, Plvy) < e(_BJFL"JFLTJ)th(MO, v), t>0.

12



Theorem 3.1. The log-Harnack inequality holds, i.e.
Pilog f(uo) <log Puf () + B(t)Wa(po, 0)?, | € Bo(R), f > 0,t >0, 0,00 € Py
with

2
28K 28K (Lot ")t 1)2
Z(t) _ ﬁ + ﬁ Lg (e 2 = )
(Lo + 5)?

et 1 @28t — ]

e(6+Lb+%)t —1)?

(B+Lb+L—2‘2’)2

K+1 (1—e—2ﬁt

) (
K3L2 —45t
2 28 ) ”

here CéiT_l =t when 6 = 0.

Proof. For any z € R, let
e = et [ ey Bplds, 2 = [ Do Bp)ds, 120
0 0
and define
X[ = ot 4 / t e P (P g)dW,, t>0.
0

Then it is clear that

(32) P:,U() = /Q%Xéto,xluo(dl’), tZ 0,
R
and
dLyro= 1 (z — Tlo)2

. : = A )
(3.3 0= e { g} 0
By (H2), we have

1 —e 20 1 —e 20
4 K-t <y K, t>

Moreover, (H1)-(H2) and (3.1) imply

t
S = 5| < 2VKL, / e HTIWy (P, Pivn)ds,
0
t 2
(3.5) < 2\/ELUW2(,UO>VO)/ R R
0

2
o(B+Ly+52)E _ 1

< VK LyWo (g, v)e 2 t>0,

5+Lb+%?’

13



and
2

t
LE = TP < 207 =y 4 215 / e I (P o, Pivo)ds
0

2

t 2
(3.6) < 20 — g+ 2L W, )? | | @0 g
0

(e(Lb—i-%)t _ 1)2

< —205t _ 2 2 2 —205t >
< 2e Pr —y|* 4+ 2Ly Wo (o, vp)e It L_;’)2 , t>0.
It follows from (3.3) that
Ent(gX:Lo@‘gXtVo,y)
tog 4 227 L e
- [0z 5 Zon ) [ Lo
VIR [ (Bl — D) (z - T{o7)2 4 pe(pper 2
(3.7) = log Nod + g SOEDR Lo (dz)
\/ﬁ (Zuo _ ZVO) (Puo,x _ FVo,y)z
=1 L - - - - t>0.
et Tt mr

Using Lemma 3.3 below for a = /37° and b = /%4 and submitting (3.4)-(3.6) into (3.7),
we get

EIlt (gxétow |$X;’oy)

_ -2 L3
< K+1 (1 —°¢ wt) 3248t (e(mLH 7t 1)2

= W2(/~L07 V0)2
2 26 (B+ Ly + )2

2
1 — o266\ ! (Lo+52)t _ 1)2
+ (L) K | ea — y> + LEW, (1o, vp)2e ™ (e i e ) , t>0.
2p (Ly + )2
According to [18, Theorem 1.4.2(2)], for any f € %,(R) with f > 0, it holds
Elog f(X{"") < log Ef (X;"")
2
K1 /1— 280\ 2 (B+Lo+52)t _ 1)2
S ;— ( 2@ ) K3L36_4Bt (e 2 — ) Wg (MO, 1/0)2
B (ﬁ + Ly + 7")2
2
1— —28t\ —1 (Lb-i-Lf")t —1)2
" ( e ) K e_2ﬁt‘x o y|2 + LgWQ(:u(b V0>2e_2ﬁt (e : ) ) t>0.

28 (Ly + )2

Taking expectation with respect to any m € € (19, ) on both sides of the above inequality
firstly, utilizing (3.2) and Jensen’s inequality and then taking infimum in 7 € € (uo, 1), we
complete the proof. O
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Remark 3.2. When L, = L, = 0, Theorem 3.1 reduces to the classical log-Harnack in-
equality with X(t) = 022?%1, see [18] for more distribution independent models. Moreover,
the method in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is also available for multidimensional distribution
dependent Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, where the diffusion coefficient only depends on the
distribution.

Lemma 3.3. The following inequality holds

b v —a*>  K+1(b—a)? 1 —e—26t 1— e_25t
_ d < ST VK ST VK
]°g<a)'+ 222 = 2 & 28

Proof. Let =% =y, then b=a(l +y), K ' —1 <y < K — 1. So, it is sufficient to prove

y2+2y<K+1y2

< , K'—1<y<K-1.
2 2

(3.8) —log(1+y) +

Define

y? + 2y K—l—ly2

Fly) = —log(1+y) + —5— - —5 , K'—1<y<K-1.

It is easy to see that

1 Ky(K~1—1—y)
Fllyy)=———+1+y—(K+1
() Ty y—( )y = T

, K'—1<y<K-1.

Since y > K~ — 1, we conclude that F(y) takes maximum value at y = 0, i.e.
Fly)<F0)=0, K'-1<y<K—1.

Therefore, (3.8) holds and we complete the proof. O

As an application of Theorem 3.1, we present the exponential ergodicity of P in relative
entropy.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that (H1) — (H2) hold with 5 > L + L—;’ Then P} has a unique
invariant probability measure pu € Py with

max(Wy(Pv, 1)?, Ent(Pv|p))
2
< K(t)e 2=Lo=3 min (W, (v, 1)?, Ent(v|p)), v € Pyt >0
for some function K : (O, 00) — [0, 00).

Proof. When g > L, + =2, it is standard to derive from (3.1) that P/ has a unique invariant
probability measure p € @2 with

2
Wy(Prv, p)? < e 2010, (v, 12,

15



see [19, Proof of Theorem 3.1(2)]. Consider classical SDE:

(3.9)

Since 5 > 0, it is clear that p is the unique invariant probability measure of (3.9). Repeating
the proof of [14, (4.2)], we can get the log-Sobolev inequality

p(f*log f2) < cp(IVfP), fe CpR), u(f*) =1

for some constant ¢ > 0. According to [1], this implies the Talagrand inequality

Wo(v, p)? < cEnt(v|p), v € Po.

Combining [14, Theorem 2.1] and Theorem 3.1, the proof is completed. a
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