arXiv:2203.05856v1 [math.PR] 11 Mar 2022

Exponential convergence in Wasserstein metric
for distribution dependent SDEs

Shao-Qin Zhang

School of Statistics and Mathematics, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081, China

Email: zhangsq@cufe.edu.cn

March 14, 2022

Abstract

The existence and uniqueness of stationary distributions and the exponential conver-
gence in LP-Wasserstein distance are derived for distribution dependent SDEs from
associated decoupled equations. To establish the exponential convergence, we intro-
duce a twinned Talagrand inequality of the original SDE and the associated decoupled
equation, and explicit convergence rate is obtained. Our results can be applied to
SDEs without uniformly dissipative drift and distribution dependent diffusion term,
which cover the Curie-Weiss model and the granular media model in double-well
landscape with quadratic interaction as examples.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential equations with distribution dependent drifts were introduced
by McKean [17] to investigate Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck systems. These type
SDEs have attracted great attention since then, see e.g. [5l [16] 21] and recent works
[1L 2} 3, 11 [14), 24 27] with references therein. Let &7 denote the space of probability
measures on R? equipped with the weak topology. Consider the following distribution
dependent SDE on R?

dXt == b(Xt,fxt)dt + O'(Xt,gXt)dBt, t Z 0, (11)

where {B;}+>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probabil-
ity space (Q, %, {% }+>0,P), X}?t is the law of X; under P, and

b: R x 22 - RY, o: Rix 2 5 RI@R?
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are measurable. If o(z, u) = o(z) is independent of p, (L) is also called the McKean-
Vlasov SDE. If b(z, 1) = b(z) moreover, (L) becomes the classical time homogenous
Ito-type SDE. Distribution dependent SDEs can be derived from the associated in-
teracting particles system by passing to the mean field limit, and the distribution
dependent part of coefficients reflects the interaction of the particles system, see [21]
for example. The well-posedness for (LI]) in the weak and strong sense has been
intensively investigated, see e.g. [11} 19] 24, 27, [30] and references within.

The convergence to the equilibrium of the solution to McKean-Vlasov SDEs has
been widely studied. In the case that ¢ = v/2I with I the identity matrix on R% and
b(x,p) = —VV(x) — VF % p(z) where V, F € C*(R?) with F(—z) = F(z), V is the

gradient operator and * stands for the convolution on R%:

fru) = [ fe—yuldn). § € #®Y,

[4] obtained the explicit exponential convergence in mean field entropy for (LI) in
a variety of convexity conditions on confining potential V' and interaction potential
F'. Recently, [10] generalized results in [4] by using functional inequalities and estab-
lishing detail estimates on the associated interaction particles system. [24] obtained
existence and uniqueness of stationary probability measures and the exponential con-
vergence in Wasserstein distance for ([LI)) with dissipative drifts and distribution
dependent o satisfying

2<b(wau) - b(y7 V)w%' - y> + ”0’(.%',,[1,) - U(y7 V)H%{S
< CiWa(p,v)? = Colz — y?, 2,y € R pv e 22 (12)

By using the log-Harnack inequality and the Talagrand inequality, [18] established the
exponential convergence in classical entropy and Wasserstein distance under general
setting of b but distribution-free o, which extended researches of [3, [10, 24]. For
the general non-convex case, drift term b is not uniformly dissipative w.r.t. the
first variable, i.e. (L2) holds only for large |x — y|. A quantitative method that
combines Lyapunov functions with reflection coupling and concave distance functions
is developed to investigate the longtime behavior of McKean-Vlasov SDEs without
uniformly dissipative drifts, see e.g. [8, 14, 26]. In this paper, we consider (ILT]) with
general distribution dependent ¢ and without uniformly dissipative drifts. Many
methods mentioned previously fail in this case.

In our previous paper [29], existence results on stationary probability measures
and criteria on phase transition (the existence of multi-stationary states) have been
investigated for (LI). The phase transition can occur for the general non-convex
case with strong interaction in particular, see [29] or [3], [5, 9, 22] as well as references
within. In this paper, the existence and uniqueness of stationary probability measures
and the exponential convergence are established under estimates of the weakness of
the interaction, see dg, §1 and o in Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3l and Theorem 2.4l below.

Given pu € 2, there is a decoupled equation associated with (L)

dX} = (X}, p)dt + o(X}', p)dBy. (1.3)

Since p is fixed, ([I3]) is a classical time homogenous It6-type SDE. When (L.3]) is
well-posed and X[ = z € R9, we denote by P} f(x) = Ef(X}), where f € %,(RY)
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and %y (R?) consists of all bounded Borel measurable functions on R%. P/ is the
Markov semigroup associated with (L3]). There are rich researches on classical It6-
type SDEs to establish the exponential convergence for the solution to (L3]), see e.g.
[7, 18, 15, 25] and references therein. We derive existence and uniqueness of stationary
distributions for (L)) from the ergodicity of (L3]). For any p > 1, let

P ={pe 2| |luly = ()7 < oo},

We denote by W), the LP-Wasserstein distance on ?P:

1
Wy(p,v) :==  inf / | — y|Pmr(dx, dy) ’ , pv € PP,
m€E (nv) \JRIxRA

where € (u,v) consists of all couplings of p and v. P becomes a complete metric
space under the distance W,. We assume that

(H) There is p > 1 so that for every p € &P, P} has a unique invariant probability
measure 7, € P, and there are C >0, > 0 independent of 1 such that

Wo((PE) 0. Ty) < Ce ™MWy, T,), v € PP, (1.4)

Combining this with the Talagrand inequality for (I3]), we prove the mapping u — 7,
is contractive on &P when b, 0 depend weakly on the distribution, see Theorem
below. For concrete conditions that ensure (H), one can see Remark or (A2)
with Corollary 25l or (A2”) with Corollary 271 To establish exponential convergence,
besides using the Talagrand inequality of the stationary distribution (Theorem [2.3]),
we introduce a twinned Talagrand inequality of (LI]) and (3], see (Ta) and Theorem
2.4 for details.

This paper is structured as follows. Our main results and corollaries are stated in
Section 2. Proofs of main results are given in Section 3, and proofs of corollaries are
given in Section 4.

2 Main results and corollaries

2.1 Existence and uniqueness

We first present the existence and uniqueness of stationary distributions to (LII),
which is also equivalent to that there is a unique g such that (I3) with initial distri-
bution p has a unique weak solution. Hence, we only need to concern with the weak
well-posedness of (L3]). We assume that b, o satisfy the following assumption, which
also implies the strong well-posedness of (3] indeed.

(A1) b is continuous in the first variable, o is bounded and Lipschitz in the first
variable, and there exist Ky € R and § > 0 such that

2(b(z, 1) = b(y, v),z = y) + L+ (p = 2)") oz, 1) — o(y. v)llEs
< Kolz — y|* + W, (u,v)?, p,v € PP, (2.1)

ine-bsi
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To see the strong well-posedness of (3] with fixed p, we can set v = pand y = 0
in (Z1)). Then, taking into account that o(zx, ) is bounded in x, there is C' > 0 such
that

2(b(x, ), x) + ||o(@, 1) ll7rs < Kolz|* + 2(b(0, ), z) + ||o(0, 1) |75
+ [lo (@, ) |asllo(0, 1)l 1s
< C(+ |z]).

Combining this with (Z1]) (setting v = ), it follows from Krylov’s criterion, see e.g.
[13, Theorem 3.1.1], that (I3)) has a unique solution.

Before our first theorem, we give a simple proposition which indicates that under
(H), (II) has a unique stationary probability measure for small d.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that (H) and (A1) hold. If 6 < oy with

1
2t(1 — exp{— (B2 K, + =2\ 72
A (( exp{—(P Ko+ P 77

Ceij\t ,
t>A—1logC (p v 2)K0 + (p - 2)+ )

then there is a unique stationary probability measure for (ILTI).
Let H(v|u) be the relative entropy of v with respect to pu:
d

fRd log ﬁdy, it v < p,

400, otherwise.

H(v|p) = {

If the invariant probability measure of P/ satisfies the Talagrand inequality, then we
have the following theorem. Let

1
K(m,p) =277 ((pV 2)(2m — Ko) — (p — 2)*) 77 |
thm-uni| Theorem 2.2. Assume (H), (A1), and there is oy > 0 such that

oz, w)o* (z,p) > o8, x € R, e PP, (2.2)

Suppose that there is k > 0 such that for all u € PP, the invariant probability measure
T, of P}' satisfies

W, To) < \2RH(WIT,), v e 27. (2:3)

If § < 8o with

oo(1 — Ce ) K (m, 2)[K (m, p) V ¢ 772
dp = sup 1
t>to,m>mo gy K (m,2) + mykt[K(m,p) Vi 2]

b2 Ko)”

— )1 A —
to—)\ logC, m0—<2(p\/2) 5

then there is a unique stationary probability measure for (LI).
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2.2 Exponential convergence

To investigate the exponential convergence in Wasserstein distance, we assume that
the weak well-posedness of (L)) holds. Let Py = X}?t be the law of weak solution
with initial distribution p. Since (Z.I]) implies the pathwise uniqueness of the following
equation

dX; = b(Xy, Pl p)dt + o(Xy, P} u)d By,

this equation has a unique strong solution due to the Yamada-Watanabe principle [12]
and the weak well-posedness of (II]). As a consequence, (L)) is strong well-posed.
We first present a result without the assumption (H).

Theorem 2.3. Let p > 2, and let p € P9 with some q > p. Assume (A1) and that
|b(0, )| is locally bounded on P and ([2Z2)) holds for some o9 > 0. We also assume
that (1)) is weak well-posed for p and the mapping t — Pju is locally bounded in
P4, Suppose there is a unique stationary distribution i for (LI), and there is k > 0
such that 23) holds with T, replaced by fi. If

()

then there is 61 > 0 such that for (LI) with § < &1, there exist C > 0,\ > 0 so that

K0<

Wy (P i) < Ce™ MW,y (p1, ). (2.5)

In particular, if p= 2, we have

bz (2 - Kgi @@ n L) (26)
52 1 log(2
3> 52/3 . <I+U>—0g<U> , (2.7)
% Br(6—2u
n— ~ a2 5 KM
/wh,e’[’eu: 277;2;0’77’1/:%’ :2(1—|—m) and

®(x) = inf{v >0 | v(vB + 3 — 2)*% <z}, x>0.

Instead of the Talagrand inequality for fi, we can also use the twinned Talagrand
inequality of (P/')* and P} to obtain the exponential convergence:

(Ta) There exist nonempty C C & and k; > 0 such that P;C C C and

Wy, (PFY 1) < /26 HOA(P]) ), v e 276> 0,peC. (2.8)

The nonempty C can not contain all probability measures in &P usually. See (A2),
Example and Lemma [l for concrete conditions that ensure (Ta).

con-rat
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Theorem 2.4. Let p € % with some ¢ > p. The assumption of Theorem
hold except the Talagrand inequality. Assume that (H) holds and there is a unique
stationary distribution f for (L) satisfying (Ta). Let

-5 .
v(8,t,0) = C <ﬂ> o 71(5,@9)%6*”, 5,0,t >0,

0
with
52Vp(71(t) t t (71(T)52Vp R
pV2—2 (p 2 pV2
Ci(t) = 1+t2W)\/_(K 0 Y 1ol
+
Kol v “’pf;
Let
_ . > .
Jy = inf {5 >0 t}g1>fofy(5,t,9) > 1}

Then 82 > 0, and for (L) with § < d3 A o, there are C > 0, > 0 such that (Z35])
holds for every we P1°0C. Let t1 > 0,07 > 0 such that v(0,t1,601) < 1. Then
A > iy 1 log 7%5 )

Remark 2.1. Recently, exponential convergence in the total variation distance for
(reflecting) McKean-Viasov SDEs has been investigated in [28, Theorem 2.4]. The
following condition are used to character the dependence of b(x,u) on p

|b(xnu) - b(x,u)| < CHIU’ - VHvara JUSZS ‘@’x € Rd’

where || - [|[var denotes the total variation norm. When the constant c is small enough,
the existence and uniqueness and the exponential convergence can be established. We
adapted a similar argument as in [28] but investigate the exponential convergence in
Wasserstein distance for equations with distribution dependent o. Since o here can
be distribution dependent, the coupling used in [28] can not be applied.

Remark 2.2. If (A1) holds with Ky < 0 and p < 2, then mo = 0 and (L4) holds
with C =1, A = —Ky. If o is bounded in addition, then ([Z3) holds with r = ”;{”o"

-
0

see e.g. [0, Theorem 5.6]. In this situation,

_ Ae—j\t 2
L O I

Then § < &g if and only if 62 + Ko < 0, which is the condition “Cy > C1” used in
[24, Theorem 3.1 (2)] for (I2). Due to Ky <0 andp <2, Cy(t) =1 and

(140) (1 +0)2e 007 1 95¢-24)
inf 7(5 t, 6?) = inf i
t,0> t,0>0 9((1_|_9)62 +2)\)

1+9—235 2

Y c—2 \ 1+6+236—2
NS REY <2A5 ) o

6>0 0 1+6
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Since 2)/6% = 2 and

1+9—235 2

Y 5—2\ 1+6+235—2
inf 1+6 220 Al =2>1
6>0,0=50 0 1+6

we have that 69 < §g. We do not obtain sharp estimate for §o in the case that Ky < 0
and p < 2.

2.3 Corollaries and examples

Our results can be applied to SDEs without uniformly dissipative drifts investigated
by [15, 25]. We use the following condition which is a modified form of [25, (2.23)].
In this case, we can derive exponential convergence rate A involving C' and A.

(A2) b are continuous in the first variable; o is Lipschitz in the first variable and

satisfies (2.2)) and
oo = sup llota, m)llus < o, 29)

zCRY, e Pp

there exist constant 79 > 0, Kg > 0, K; > 0 and § > 0 such that pu,v € 2"

o 2
2(b(0,10) = b, = 5) (21252 = Biamy ) o) = ot s
0
< (Ko + K)Ljjayj<ry) — K1) & = y* + 8 Wi (. v)".
Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5. Assume that (A2) holds. Then there are A >0 and C > 1 such that
for 6 < 6o with

0'0(1 — ée_j\t)\/ K
dg = sup ’
> A-1log &V 200]|0||oo VT + Kol|o|| 2t

there is a unique stationary probability measure for (ILI).
Suppose |b(0,-)| is locally bounded on P2. Let € P satisfy
K K
[ P uda)uldy) < o0, 8.< it A (2.10)
R xRd Alloll5 4oz

for some K3 >0, and let
2
o] oo Ko N A
=11 5y =/ Aa~1d(2C2
“ < + 00 KiNnKs )]’ 2 “ ( )

@(u):inf{v>0|v5% §u}, u> 0.

where

Then for (L)) with 6 < &3 A &g, there are C' > 0,\ > 0 such that
WP, i) < Ce™ MWy (1, ).

5 ad? + A log(2C?) n ad? — \
2 log(A/ad?) a2+ X)

with
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We present the following example to illustrate (A2), which covers Curie-Weiss
mean-field model and the granular media model with double-well confinement poten-
tial and quadratic interaction, see e.g. [5, 14}, 22].

Example 2.6. Let o satisfy 2.2)), 29) and there C1,6 > 0 so that

ol 52
(22 1100} ot ) = ot s < ol =l + S W o)
0
Let b be of the following form

b(x, p) = by(z) +/ bo(z, 2)u(dz), = € RY,

R4
where by(z) = —2601|z|?x + %x with some 01 > 0,05 > 0, by : R? x RY — R? s
continuous and
)
Cy:= sup [Oiby(z, )| < oo, sup  |Oaba(z, 2)| < —=.

(z,2)€R2d (z,2)€R2d \/5
Then

2(bi1(x) = bi(y),z —y) < —b1fx —y[* + Oalz -y
and

2(pu(ba(w, ) — v(ba(y,")),;x —y)
= 2(u(b2(z, ") — b2(y, ) + p(b2(y, ) — v(ba2(y, ")), x —y)

<20,z —y|* + 2/ (ba(y, 21) — ba2(y, 22), 2 — y)m(dzy, dzg)
Rd xR4

< 2Cs|w — y|* + V26W1 (1, )|z — |
52
< (20, + )|z —y|* + EW1(,M, v)2.
Therefore, (A2) holds.

If o(z, ) is independent of x, then we can assume

(A2) bis continuously differentiable in the first variable with sup,,c 52 [b(0, 11)| < o0,
and there exist rg > 0, Ky > 0, K7 > 0 and § > 0 such that

2(b(w, 1) = by, v),x = y) + llo(p) — o(v)lls

< ((KO + Kl)]l[|mfy|§ro] - Kl) |,I - y|2 + 52W2(M’ V)Q, T,y € Rd, MV € .
Suppose that o also satisfies (2.2) and (2.9). Then (LI) is well-posed by [24]. It
follows from [25, Theorem 2.1(2)] that there are A > 0 and C' > 1 such that (LZ)

holds and there is k > 0 such that (23) holds with p = 2. Hence, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. Assume that 22), (Z9) and (A2’). Then there are A > 0, C > 1
and k > 0 such that for 6 < dg with

1— éf —Xt
dp= sup 7o ) ,
t>A"1logC \//{,(20’0\/% + Ko/ﬁ;t)
2
there is a unique stationary probability measure for (LI). If Ko < g—g in addition, we

obtain the exponential convergence for all p € 2 with 6, and the convergence rate

A given by ([Z.8) and Z7).
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3 Proofs of Proposition 2.1l and theorems

Proof of Proposition [2.1]
We prove that the mapping p — 7, is contractive on &P, Let v,u € ZP. It
follows from (L4]) that

WolTin o) < WolTos (BEYTo) 4+ Wyl(P) T T)
< CeNW(T To) + Wyl (B To (F)T). (3.)

Let X§ = X} have the law 7, and let X} be the solution of (L3]) with p replaced
by v. If p > 2, then by the It6 formula and the Holder inequality that

dxf — X P
< IXY = Xy 200X p) - (XY v) X - XD)
+ o (Xt 1) = o (XE ) s + (p = D)l (X, o) = o (X, )|t
+PIXY = XY PHXY = XY (X ) = (XY v)dBy)
+p\X#—X:rp—2<X#—X:7<a<Xt7u> o(X{,v))dBi)
< (pKoJ;p—Q

| X! — X[ P+ 8P W (u, I/)p> dt
T pIXE = XPPHXE — XY (o(XE 1) — o(XY,0)dBy). (3.2)
This implies that
Wo((Pf)* T, (PY)'To)P < BIX{ — Xy

t _
</ e~ 20 2(2573)5171/1/1,(,11,V)pds
0

p(Kg+1)—2,

C20Pt(1—e T 2

) P
p(Ko+1) —2 Wali )"

Substituting this into ([B.1]), we arrive at

1
7P(K0+1)72t P
2

Ny 2t(1 — e 1\’
Wy (T, To) < Ce AW(TM,TV)M( R 7173 > Wy (p,v).

Consequently, for t > A1 log C,

PKQ+(p=2),
2

2t(1 —e”
pKo+ (p—2)

Wy(Tu 7o) <6 ( )> p (1= Ce )Wy (u,v)

v2 -2)* V2
2(1 — e (T Kot o) | 7

(V2 Ko+ (p—2) (1-Ce?)  Wy(u,v).  (33)

0
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If p € [1,2), then it follows from (B2 with p = 2 that

62t(1 — e~ Fot)

t
EIX} — X! < /0 U, s = T

Wp(lu‘a V)2'

This together with (B.I) and W, < W5 implies [B.3)) for p < 2.
Therefore, by the definition of g,

0
T To) < —Wp(p, , v € PP, 3.4) |ine-Wp1
W(TTo) < £ Wolpor), v (3.4) [ine-vp1]

The assertion follows by applying the Banach fixed point theorem to 7 on 47P.
O
In (B1), we use the synchronous couplings for ((P/")*T,,(P})*T,) to estimate
W,((P}')*T,, T,) under (A1). We can use the coupling by change of measure and the
Talagrand inequality to estimate W,((P/)*7T,,T,).

Proof of Theorem [2.2]
By (B1), we focus on the estimate of W,((P}')*7,,7,). To this aim, we first
construct a coupling (X, X?) as follows

dX{ = b(X}', p)dt + o (X', p)d By
—mo (X', o (XY, v)(XY = XP)dt, X =T,
AdXy = b(Xy,v)dt + o(X},v)dB;, X§ = XV,

where m > mg is a constant and X’é‘ = 7, means that )2'6‘ is a random variable
with law 7,. By (Z1)) and that o is bounded and Lipschitz in the first variable, this
coupling is well-posed for any ¢t > 0. Let

B, =B — m/ — XY)ds.

Then (X!, X}) satisfies

dX}' = b(X[', p)dt + o (X}, p)d By, XY =Ty,
AdX? = b(XV,v)dt + o(XV,v)dB; + m(X! — XV)dt, Xy =T,.

Let
R —exp{/t< o (XY, 0) (X >st>
/‘ (XY, v)(XE — XY) ds}. (3.5)

As in e.g. [23], by combining the Girsanov theorem with the stopping time technique,
the Fatou lemma and the martingale convergence theorem, we can derive that for any
t > 0, {Bs}o<s<t is a Brownian motion under Q = R}"“P and

tm28° Wy, (1, v)?

v v
sup ERMYlog RH < 203@m — Ko) t>0. (3.6)

s€[0,t]
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It follows from the It6 formula that
AIRY = xpP < (Ko — 2m)| X8 — XY 4 2Wy(pv)?) di
F AR - XY (R ) — o(XE)dB). (37)
If p > 2, then it follows from the It6 formula that

Ko—2m)+p—2
2
+pI XY = XYY - XY (o(XE ) — o (XY, v))dBy).

AR - XY < <p< Kt X 1 W, u>p> dt

Combining this with ([B.7)), we have that

(pvz)(KO—zm)+(p—2)+(
2

t
EQ|X2{‘—X;’|2V” §/ e t_s)5pV2Wp(u,u)pV2ds
0

(pv2)(@m—Kg)—(p—2)T
2

20PV2W,, (p, V)PV (1 — e~
(pV2)(2m — Ko) = (p—2)*

pVv2
:< (‘WP(“”’) ) . (3.8)
K

1
m,p) Vit 2

Denote by fj% and .,Sf;% the law of X} and X’f under Q. Due to the uniqueness of
t
@3), Z¢, = (P/)"T,. Then
t

L3,(f) = BEUf(XY) = ER[™ f(XY)
= E (B[R |XY] f(XY))

= [ BRI = o] f@) (@), ] € ARY,
Consequently, fj% < .,S,”Pty with

Q
2% =E[R"|X! =], ZLY-as.
df;l?ty i

Hence, it follows from the Jensen inequality and (B.6]) that
H(L3.|25%y) = E (B[R] |X{|log E[R}"| X))
< E (E[R!"" log R"|X}]) = ER/"" log Rl"”

m2t0?Wy(pu,v)?* < méWy(p,v) >2
= 203(2m—Ko)  \V200K(m,2))

(3.9) |ent
By (8.8), we have that
Wo((PEY Ton To) < Wol(PE) Ton Z4y) + Wl L3, To)

1
< (EQXY - X71P2)™" + W2, T)
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SWp(p,v)
1
K(m,p) Vvt »2

<

WL T (310

It follows from (2.3]) and (B.9]) that

Wo( L3, To) < \/26H (LG |T) = \[26H(L|(F)*Ty)

mv/kt
O-OK(m’ 2)

= \/QKH(D%%"XP;') < OWp(p,v).

Substituting this into (B.10)), we arrive at

1 VKt
C e W (). (311)
K(m’p) VvVt pv2 O-OK(m’ 2)

Wo(Pf) T, To) < <

Taking into account (L4) and (B, we have that for t > A™1log C, m > my

1 my kt
+ \/_

) \/t_P_\l’Q O'QK(’I’I”L, 2)

w1 e (o ) 50,
m,p

Hence, it follows from the definition of oy that (B.4]) holds.
Therefore, the assertion follows from (3.4]) and the Banach fixed point theorem.
O
Proof of Theorem [2.3|
Consider the coupling as follows
dXt = b(Xt, ,U,t)dt + O'(Xt, ,U,t)dBt
= mo (X, p)o™ (X[, i) (Xe — Xf)dt, Xo=p, (3.12)
dX[ = b(X{', p)dt + o (X[, p)dB:, X§ = i,
where m > mg and .
B|Xo — XEIP = Wy (s, 1)

Since t — P;p is locally bounded on 227, (A1) and that |b(0, )| is locally bounded
on 21, (312) is well-posed for any ¢ > 0. Then .,%;I;ﬁ = [1 due to (A1) which yields
t

the well-posedness of (L3]). Let

A — A~

t
B, =B; — / mo N (X, @) (X, — XH)ds.
0

Then (X;, X/ satisfies
dXt = b(Xt, ,ut)dt + O'(Xt, ,U,t)dBt,
AXF = o(XF, p)dt + o(XF, @)dB, + m(X;, — X)dt.

Similarly, as in [23], we have that {Bs}ogsgt is a Brownian motion under Q = R;P
with

femosp { [ mo™ (K8 @K~ X),8.)
0
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m2 t 3 . . 2
- [ et - s as)
Moreover, by (p V 2)(Kg —2m) + (p — 2)T < 0 since m > myg, we have as ([3.8)) and
B9) that

Wy(£2, 28 < BYX: - XEP

_ t
< KOS - X [ e s s
0

t
< KD i+ [ W s (3.13)

and
_ .12
{ <ERtlogRt —E@/ ‘ _1 é‘ ﬂ)(X — XM ds
2 _
<= e_(Qm_KO)SE|X0 — X[2ds

200

200
(2m Ko)t)
m2(1—e
W, —\2

200(2m Ky) plps 1)

m252 t
—— | W,(us, 1)%ds. 3.14) [h-RlogR
T J, Wl s (3.14)

Combining (B.13) with (.14), 23) for g and qu = [i, we arrive at

P
Wp(Pt*/’La ﬂ)p S (Wp(Pt*:U'a "g ) + W (gxuaﬂ/)>
< 2p*1Wp(P;M,$§ﬁ)p + 21w, (‘ZSW i)
o
2

<2TW (2L L8+ 2! (%H(z;?#,g“” ))

2% =2 b mp
< | orte Kmt Wy (p, 1)
ob(2m — Ko)2

p__

2

Lopigp (14 2 memp /Wus,
(2m K0§

=y (m, )W, (s )? + SPas(m, 1) / Wy (j1a, B,
0
By the Gronwall inequality, we obtain that

Wp(Pt*lu’a /_/J)p S 7(55 m, t)pr(lu’? ﬂ)p

with

=

t
v(6,m,t) = <a1(m,t) + 5pa2(m,t)/ e’ fst”(m’r)dral(m, s)ds>
0
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We choose

This implies that

23717_214%7?#’ <1
ag(Qm — Kj)?2
Then ,
27 2K 5mp
lim ay(m,t) = ——— < 1.
t—+00 ag(Qm — Kp)2

Choosing large enough # and small 5 > 0, one can see that for all 0 < § < 4,
v(8,m,1) < 1. Hence

01 := inf {5 >0 ‘ inf (5, m,t) > 1} >4 > 0. (3.15)

t>0,m>mg
For & < 41, there exist 1 > 0 and £ > 0 so that ~(d,77,%) < 1 and
Wz, 1) < 5(6, 11, E) Wy (1, 1)

It follows from the Markov property Py, , = PP} that

Wy (P, ) < (7(5am’£))m Wp(PtifL%JM,ﬂ) < C’(&m,f)ei;\twp(%ﬂ),

- N 1 _
A=t"1log —,
v(0,1m,t) 0<t<i

2
In particular, if p = 2, we have that m = g—g and

5 (2 — Kg)e~ (2m—Ko)t
828 + 2m — Ko

2 2 .
T (L . A,
52,8+2m—K0 Jo(Qm_KO)

(0,1, t) =
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Then

) 5> /3@ — Ko)p,

inf (6, 1, t)? = R u -
e D

where u = % and for § < \/%(27% — Ky)B3~1, the optimal ¢t is
1 2

P- log
26+ (2 — Ko) ©

Thus

. n 2 <
{5>0 ‘ inf (6,1, 1)? > 1}

1 R A A ut1 _u
= 0<6<\/§(2m—K0)ﬁ1‘2(24_(2_1)”) uime > 1

:{O<5<\/%(2m—KO)B—1‘220(0ﬁ+3_2)i, v 5275}

Hence

> i i h,t)? >
01 _1nf{5>0‘ ;r;(f)’y(é,m,t) _1}

:inf{\/(Qm—Ko)Blv ‘ 0<v< %, v(vﬁ+ﬁ—2)_% < 2}

- \/ (2 — Ko)31(@(2) A 5).

Therefore, ([2.6]) follows, and

o1 B (B ERE
A>——1 21 = ——1 1+u
> 27fog <2+<2 )u) U

823 (1 + u) log(2u)
T | YT g 2
%8 Br(6—2)u
O
Proof of Theorem [2.4]

Fix p € 29NC. Since [ is the stationary distribution, 7; = f. Since (L)) is
weak well-posed for p € 29, Pju is well-defined. By (IL4]), we have that

Wi (P s 1) < Wi (B s (P 1) + Wi (Pf)* i, 12)
< Wy (P, (PF) ) + Ce™ MWy, o). (3.16)
Denote p; = Ppi. We consider the following coupling

dXt = b(Xt, ,U,t)dt + O'(Xt, ,U,t)dBt
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- mU(Xh/’Lt) 71(Xt 7:“)(Xt ﬂ)dt XO = W,
dx} = b(X}, p)dt + o( X}, @)d By, X} = Xo,

where m > mg. Let
t
B = B; — / mo N (XE, 1)(Xs — X[)ds.
0

Then (X;, X!") satisfies
AX, = b(Xy, pe)dt + o( Xy, )d By,
dX{' = b(X{', p)dt + o (X[, i)dB; + m(X; — X{')dt.
We can prove that {Bj}o<s<: is a Brownian motion under Q = R;P with
. t ) . )
R; = exp { / < mo ™ (XI, i) (X, — Xé‘),st>
0

2

-2 [e e me - xpf as),

and

sup ER,log R, < m /tW (s, 1)%d
s s> 5 95 -\ Hs, ) AS,
s€[0,1] 208(2m — Ko) Jo = ”

- t
BUX] < [ RO, g
0
t
< 617\/2/ Wp(,us,ﬂ)pVQdS, t> 0’
0

where we have used in the last inequality that (p V 2)(Ko —2m) + (p —
follows from the uniqueness in law of (LI that fg = . Then
t

1

W (P, tu,f@ ) < Wva( 28, 25) < <E@‘X5 _Xt,pw)pvz

<o ([ Wiy as)™
0

S.-Q. ZHANG

(3.17)

19

319

)t <0. It

Due to .,ngf(f) = ER;f(X}') and BIJ), we also have by p € C and (Z8) that

(fgwfp ) < \/QKtH(fQ | )S \/ 2k ERy log Ry

1

mo./FKt /t o 2
< —— Wy (s, 1)°d
= o0 2m—K0<0 plHs, f1)"ds

pV2—2 1

Mokt 2(PV2) t - p

< —— / W (s, 1)*Pds | .
0'0\/27’)1 - K() 0

Hence,

Wi (P} s, (PYY" 1) < Wip(Py i, 22 )W, (fj?w (P )
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. ) 1
< (B9, - Xé‘l””) WL L)

Y PN W TR L
[ . . ine-WXY
+ oov/2m — Ko </0 p(tss ) 5> ( ) |ine

Combining this with (3.I6), it follows from the Jensen inequality that for all 6 > 0

—\2Vp * o % N =Xt — 2vp
W, )77 < <Wp(Pt w, (P) ) + Ce Wp(u,ﬂ))

1446 . 0 146, _ O\ 2
:<1—JH9Wp(PtM,(P) )+1+—GTC Ath(%M))

pv2—2 \ PV2

m\/_tQ(p\/Q) t
< (1+6)2vP1g2vp [ 1+ / W (s, i)PV2ds
—( ) O_Om 0 p(/’[’S /’1/)

2Vp—1
i <1 —g 9) b= C2VP 7(2\/p))\tW ( )2\/}) t> 0.

Let
-5 .
~(8,t,m,0) = C (#) o yl(a,t,m,e)ﬁe*”, 5,60,t>0,
with
82VPCy(t,m) [! t 7 Cy(r,m)§?vP <
v1(0,t,m,0) =1+ ﬁ)gwg/o exp{/ <m + (2 \/p)A) dr}ds

pv2—2 \ PV2
m /_tQ(p\/Q)
1 (t,m) =14+ ——
oov2m — Ky

It follows from the Gronwall inequality that
Wi (e, )2 < v (8, 8,m, 0)*PWy (11, 1)*P.

Taking optiaml m, we have that
m m

inf ‘
mlilmo V2m — K, \/Zm K() m—*<(p s \/|K0|+K0>
Ky + 2 SV K|

= = (3.21)

’KO,V pV2
Then
inf  (6,t,m,0) = inf (6.t~ (p_2)+v|K|+K 0
= in - ——
t,0>(%,171n>m07 » & 1T t6>07 779 pV2 0 o)
= inf
Inf (6,¢,0).
Hence
= inf inf >1
Jy =in {5>0 t}51>0'y(5,t,9)_ }
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t,0>0,m>mg

:inf{6>0 ( inf  ~(6,t,m,0) > 1}.

Since lim lim ~(d,t,m,0) = 0, there are ¢, m' > mp,0 > 0 and & > 0 such that
t—+00 §—0+

for all § < & it holds that v(,t,m,0) < 1. Thus 6 > ¢ > 0.
For § < 02 A dp, let (t1,61) so that ~(d,¢1,601) < 1. Then

Wp(lLLtl ) /j) < 7(57 t1, Hl)Wp(,U'a /j)

Due to (Ta) and P;u € &4, we have that P(Z9NC) C Z1NC. Then, it follows
from the Markov property P, = PP that

t . _ = Y _
Wy (P, i) < (1(8,t1,61)) L) Wp(Pt—tl\_%J:unu) < C(6,t1,01)e MWy (p, ),

where \ = tfl log m and

C(8,t1,601) = v(0,t1,01)"" sup ~(8,t,61).

0<t<ty

4 Proofs of corollaries

Proof of Corollary

To prove Corollary 25l we first establish the Wi-transportation cost inequality
under the assumption (A2). Let vy € 2! and {11}1>0 C Z! such that the following
SDE has a unique solution

dY; = b(Yy, vy)dt + o(Yi, 14)d By, Yo = 1.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that b, o satisfies (A2). If vy satisfies (2.10), then .,2”5]2 satisfies
(ZI0) and Wi-transportation cost inequality

Wi, 28) < /20102 (K1 A Ks) H| L), t > 0. (4.1)

Proof. We establish Wj-transportation cost inequality for (L3]) by using [6, (1.5) and
Theorem 2.3|, see also [20, Theorem 3.2].

Let {B:}+>0 be a Brownian motion independent of {B;}:>0, and let Y; be the
solution of the following equation

dY; = b(Yz, v)dt + oYz, v4)d By, Yo = puo,
and Yj is independent of Yj. It follows from the It formula that

d‘}/;f - EP - 2<}/;f - }_/;fa b(}/h Vt) - b(}_/h Vt)>dt

+ (lo (Y, )l Es + llo(@e, ve) | s ) dt
+2(Y; — Yz, oYy, v)dBy — U(YL Vt)dBt>

< ((Ko + K1)y, v, 1<ro) — Kl) Y, — Vi [*dt
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— o (Y, ve) — o(Ya, 1) || gdt

+ (lo (Y, )l Es + llo(@e, ve) s )dt
+2(Y; — Yz, oYy, v)dBy — U(YL Vt)dBt>

< ((Ko + K1)y, vy <) — Kl) Y; = Yi[2dt + 2o ||Z.dt
+2(Y; = V3,0 (Y, v4)dB; — o(Yy, v4)dBy).
This implies that
deflVe—Ti < eeG‘Yt*W{ <(K0 + KDLy, g <n — K1+ 4e|ya|yfgsm> Y, — ¥i|2dt
+ 20l dt + 2(Y; — Vi, 0(Yi, v)dBy — o(Yi,v)dBy) }.
For every 6 < A:II{'(W’ we have that Ki — 46||c||>, > 0. Then there are positive
constants Ky and K7 independent of ¢ such that
" { (Ko + K)oy = K1 +46]l0]%) 2 + 2|03} < Ko — Kae™.
Thus
AT < (R — Ry T
2

+2e/M VY, — Vi 0 (Ve i )dBy — o(Yy, 1) By).

This yields that

_ - _ t N
}E69|Yt—Y}|2 S e_GKltIEeﬂYO_YO‘Q +K0/ e—@Kl(t—S)dS
0

. K
< e KAt /d ) 19 (da) v (dy) + e—f(o’ t>0. (4.2)
R4 xR

1

Due to the uniqueness of solutions to (L3)) and that Yy and Yj are independent with
the same law, Y; and Y; are independent with the same law. Then it follows from
([£2)) that for any 0 < ﬁ A s

4loll%

/ M =vel® 28 (dy1) L5, (dyo) = B < o0, ¢ > 0.
RIxR4
Hence, according to [6 (1.5) and Theorem 2.3], (4.1]) holds.
U

We now turn to the proof of Corollary According to (22)), (29) and [25]
Theorem 2.6 and (2.23)], (H) holds with p = 1. It is clear that (A2) implies that
(A1) holds with p = 1.

(1) Due to (H), (P}')*6, — T, weakly as t — +o0, where 4, is the Dirac measure
centred on x € R This, together with that (ZI0) holds for uy = J, and any
K3 > 0, implies by Lemma 1] and [6, Lemma 2.2] that (Z3) holds for any 7, with
k= ||lo||% K, . Then by Theorem 22

oo(1 — Ce™ ) K (m, 2)[K (m,p) V772
sup
t>tom>mo g I (m, 2) + my/wi[K (m,p) V £ 72
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oo(1 — Ce)/2m — K,

= sup Y
t>A"1log C,m>Ko/2 00+m\/K_1 t

oo(1 — Ce M) /E,
sup )
1>A-1og & V 200/ [loo VETE + [lo[|2, Kot

where in the last equality we set

. {<200m+rrarrooKoﬁ>2+Ko}.

m=—
o]l vt

2
Then we have proved the first assertion.

(2) It follows from Lemma ATl and @I0) that (3] holds with x; = ||| (K1 A
K3)~! and C consists of probability measures satisfying (Z.I0). The inequality 2.10)
also yields that p € 222, Since Wy < Wa, (A2) implies the strong well-posedness of
(L) with initial distribution p and t — P}y is locally bounded in 922, see e.g. [24].
It follows from Theorem [2.4] with § = 1 and Lemma [.T] that

2@2 R <
v(6,t,1)* = =3 <a52620‘52t + )\e_”‘t)
o“ +
Then
20002 §>Vial
2 )
inf v(d,t,1)% = oA as2-%

t>0 2@2 (%) a62+5\ , 5 S /5\04_1
Since for § > V a1

we have that

inf inf >1
in {5>O t’1€n>0'y(5,t,9)_ }
> i i >
_1nf{5>0 %257(5,75,1) _1}
62 aéz—/:\
Q N ad A
inf{0<5<\/)\a1 ‘ 202 > <O‘X > i
_ . 2
= inf (5‘0<u§17 uﬁgzc{ u:Oé;f }

= /A~ 1®(2C?2),

u—1
where in the last equality we have used that the function uw«+1 decrease in (0,1) and
increase in (1,+00). Then we obtain ;.

For § < 6y A 8y, then 6 < \/Aa~1®(2C2) which yields that A/(ad?) > 1. Thus we

n ch (= =
can choose t RN
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Then
Wl(lu’fa //Jl) < 7(55 tAa 1)W1 (M, :Ufl)
It follows from the Markov property Py, , = PP} that
- z . ~
Wi(B; 1y 01) < (168, 1) W (B 4o gan) < Ce M Waa, ),

with

v(8,,1) 2 log(A/ad?)  ad?+ A

) o2 (a(§262a62t n 5\6—25\15)
~(6,£,1)7! sup )

0<t<t ad? + A

-1 1 24 log(2C? 2 )
)\:;log7:<a5 —i—)\)( 0g(2C?) +a5 A),

Q
Il

U
Proof of Corollary [2.7]

The condition (A2’) yields the strong well-posedness to (L), see e.g. [24]. It
follows from (A2’) and [15, Corollary 1.8] that for any u € 2?2, there is T, € Ng>1 21
and (L4) holds for p = 1. We use [25, Theorem 2.1 (2)] to prove that (L4) and (2.3])
holds for p = 2. To this end, we only need to prove that P/ has an invariant
probability measure 7, and there is 6 > 0 independent of x such that 7;(69"‘2) < oo0.
For the solution to (I3) with X} = 0, it follows from (A2’), the It6 formula and the
Holder inequality that

d|X{? < ((Ko + K xt <) — K1> X1+ 2(X{ o (p)dBy)
+ o ()| Frsdt + 2(b(0, u), X{')dt

< <(K0 + KL xp1<r0) — %

+llo(lrsdt + K sup [6(0, ).

) X2 4 2(XP, o()dBy)

HEZL
Then
2 2 K1
defIXe < g7 <(K0 + B xp<r) — 7) Xi
SUp,,c p2 |b(0aﬂ)|2
+ {Hauzo e dt

+ 20250 o] 2| X Pdt + 20”0 (XF o(p)dBy).
This implies that there is 6y > 0 independent of yx such that for 6 < 6,
defIXI? < (01 - czef"Xé“Q) dt + 20/ P (XE o (p)dBy)

with some C1,Cs > 0 independent of y. Then

t
l/ Bl Xt s < C1
t 0 02
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which implies sup,,¢ g2 7;(69"‘2) < 0o. From this and (A2’), which implies that

2(b(x, ) — by, ),z — ) < (Ko + Ki)jjoeyj<pg — K1) |2 — 9l p € 27,

we have that (I4]) and (2.3]) holds for p = 2 according to [25, Theorem 2.1 (2)].

Applying Theorem with p = 2, we have that

~ S 1
oo(1 — Ce M) K (m, 2)[K (m,p) V¢ 7]

sup

t>tom>mo g0 K (m, 2) + my/RE[K (m, p) V £ 7v2]
oo(1 — C’e‘j‘t)\/Zm — K
= sup
t>to,m>mo oo + m\/ﬂ
0'0(1 — éeij‘t)
= sup :

t>to \/FL(QO’Q\/Z + Kolﬁ:t)

Hence the first assertion follows.

Applying Theorem with p = 2, we prove the second assertion.
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