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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. [5, 16, 21] and recent works
[1, 2, 3, 11, 14, 24, 27] with references therein. Let P denote the space of probability
measures on Rd equipped with the weak topology. Consider the following distribution
dependent SDE on Rd

dXt = b(Xt,LXt)dt+ σ(Xt,LXt)dBt, t ≥ 0, (1.1) equ_DD

where {Bt}t≥0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probabil-
ity space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P), L P

Xt
is the law of Xt under P, and

b : Rd × P → Rd, σ : Rd × P → Rd ⊗ Rd
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are measurable. If σ(x, µ) = σ(x) is independent of µ, (1.1) is also called the McKean-
Vlasov SDE. If b(x, µ) = b(x) moreover, (1.1) becomes the classical time homogenous
Itô-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 (1.1) 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 σ =

√
2I with I the identity matrix on Rd and

b(x, µ) = −∇V (x) − ∇F ∗ µ(x) where V, F ∈ C2(Rd) with F (−x) = F (x), ∇ is the
gradient operator and ∗ stands for the convolution on Rd:

f ∗ µ(x) =
∫

Rd

f(x− y)µ(dy), f ∈ B(Rd),

[4] obtained the explicit exponential convergence in mean field entropy for (1.1) 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 (1.1) with dissipative drifts and distribution
dependent σ satisfying

2〈b(x, µ) − b(y, ν), x− y〉+ ‖σ(x, µ)− σ(y, ν)‖2HS

≤ C1W2(µ, ν)
2 − C2|x− y|2, x, y ∈ Rd, µ, ν ∈ P

2. (1.2) Wdis

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 σ, 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. (1.2) 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 (1.1) with
general distribution dependent σ 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 (1.1). 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 δ0, δ1 and δ2 in Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 below.

Given µ ∈ P, there is a decoupled equation associated with (1.1)

dXµ
t = b(Xµ

t , µ)dt+ σ(Xµ
t , µ)dBt. (1.3) equ_dec

Since µ is fixed, (1.3) is a classical time homogenous Itô-type SDE. When (1.3) is
well-posed and Xµ

0 = x ∈ Rd, we denote by Pµ
t f(x) = Ef(Xµ

t ), where f ∈ Bb(R
d)
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and Bb(R
d) consists of all bounded Borel measurable functions on Rd. Pµ

t is the
Markov semigroup associated with (1.3). There are rich researches on classical Itô-
type SDEs to establish the exponential convergence for the solution to (1.3), see e.g.
[7, 8, 15, 25] and references therein. We derive existence and uniqueness of stationary
distributions for (1.1) from the ergodicity of (1.3). For any p ≥ 1, let

P
p = {µ ∈ P | ‖µ‖p := (µ(| · |p))

1
p < ∞}.

We denote by Wp the Lp-Wasserstein distance on Pp:

Wp(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

(∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|pπ(dx,dy)
)

1
p

, µ, ν ∈ P
p,

where C (µ, ν) consists of all couplings of µ and ν. Pp becomes a complete metric
space under the distance Wp. We assume that

(H) There is p ≥ 1 so that for every µ ∈ Pp, Pµ
t has a unique invariant probability

measure Tµ ∈ Pp, and there are Ĉ > 0, λ̂ > 0 independent of µ such that

Wp((P
µ
t )

∗ν,Tµ) ≤ Ĉe−λ̂tWp(ν,Tµ), ν ∈ P
p. (1.4) exp-c1

Combining this with the Talagrand inequality for (1.3), we prove the mapping µ → Tµ
is contractive on Pp when b, σ depend weakly on the distribution, see Theorem 2.2
below. For concrete conditions that ensure (H), one can see Remark 2.2 or (A2)
with Corollary 2.5 or (A2’) with Corollary 2.7. To establish exponential convergence,
besides using the Talagrand inequality of the stationary distribution (Theorem 2.3),
we introduce a twinned Talagrand inequality of (1.1) and (1.3), 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 (1.1),
which is also equivalent to that there is a unique µ such that (1.3) with initial distri-
bution µ has a unique weak solution. Hence, we only need to concern with the weak
well-posedness of (1.3). We assume that b, σ satisfy the following assumption, which
also implies the strong well-posedness of (1.3) indeed.

(A1) b is continuous in the first variable, σ is bounded and Lipschitz in the first
variable, and there exist K0 ∈ R and δ ≥ 0 such that

2〈b(x, µ) − b(y, ν), x− y〉+ (1 + (p − 2)+)‖σ(x, µ) − σ(y, ν)‖2HS

≤ K0|x− y|2 + δ2Wp(µ, ν)
2, µ, ν ∈ P

p. (2.1) ine-bsi
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To see the strong well-posedness of (1.3) with fixed µ, we can set ν = µ and y = 0
in (2.1). Then, taking into account that σ(x, µ) is bounded in x, there is C > 0 such
that

2〈b(x, µ), x〉 + ‖σ(x, µ)‖2HS ≤ K0|x|2 + 2〈b(0, µ), x〉 + ‖σ(0, µ)‖2HS

+ ‖σ(x, µ)‖HS‖σ(0, µ)‖HS

≤ C(1 + |x|2).

Combining this with (2.1) (setting ν = µ), it follows from Krylov’s criterion, see e.g.
[13, Theorem 3.1.1], that (1.3) has a unique solution.

Before our first theorem, we give a simple proposition which indicates that under
(H), (1.1) has a unique stationary probability measure for small δ.

prp1 Proposition 2.1. Assume that (H) and (A1) hold. If δ < δ0 with

δ0 := sup
t>λ̂−1 log Ĉ







(

2t(1− exp{−(p∨22 K0 +
(p−2)+

2 )t})
(p ∨ 2)K0 + (p− 2)+

)− 1
p∨2

(1 − Ĉe−λ̂t)







,

then there is a unique stationary probability measure for (1.1).

Let H(ν|µ) be the relative entropy of ν with respect to µ:

H(ν|µ) =
{

∫

Rd log
dν
dµdν, if ν ≪ µ,

+∞, otherwise.

If the invariant probability measure of Pµ
t satisfies the Talagrand inequality, then we

have the following theorem. Let

K(m, p) = 2−
1

p∨2
(

(p ∨ 2)(2m−K0)− (p− 2)+
) 1

p∨2 .

thm-uni Theorem 2.2. Assume (H), (A1), and there is σ0 > 0 such that

σ(x, µ)σ∗(x, µ) ≥ σ2
0 , x ∈ Rd, µ ∈ P

p. (2.2) non-de

Suppose that there is κ > 0 such that for all µ ∈ Pp, the invariant probability measure
Tµ of Pµ

t satisfies

Wp(ν,Tµ) ≤
√

2κH(ν|Tµ), ν ∈ P
p. (2.3) ine-Ta1

If δ < δ0 with

δ0 = sup
t>t0,m>m0

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)K(m, 2)[K(m, p) ∨ t
− 1

p∨2 ]

σ0K(m, 2) +m
√
κt[K(m, p) ∨ t

− 1
p∨2 ]

,

t0 = λ̂−1log Ĉ, m0 =

(

(p − 2)+

2(p ∨ 2)
+

K0

2

)+

,

then there is a unique stationary probability measure for (1.1).
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2.2 Exponential convergence

To investigate the exponential convergence in Wasserstein distance, we assume that
the weak well-posedness of (1.1) holds. Let P ∗

t µ = L P
Xt

be the law of weak solution
with initial distribution µ. Since (2.1) implies the pathwise uniqueness of the following
equation

dXt = b(Xt, P
∗
t µ)dt+ σ(Xt, P

∗
t µ)dBt,

this equation has a unique strong solution due to the Yamada-Watanabe principle [12]
and the weak well-posedness of (1.1). As a consequence, (1.1) is strong well-posed.

We first present a result without the assumption (H).

thm-exp0 Theorem 2.3. Let p ≥ 2, and let µ ∈ Pq with some q ≥ p. Assume (A1) and that
|b(0, ·)| is locally bounded on Pq and (2.2) holds for some σ0 > 0. We also assume
that (1.1) is weak well-posed for µ and the mapping t → P ∗

t µ is locally bounded in
Pq. Suppose there is a unique stationary distribution µ̄ for (1.1), and there is κ > 0
such that (2.3) holds with Tµ replaced by µ̄. If

K0 <
σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ
−





(

√

p− 2

p
−
√

σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ

)+




2

, (2.4) K0-pka

then there is δ1 > 0 such that for (1.1) with δ < δ1, there exist C̄ > 0, λ̄ > 0 so that

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ C̄e−λ̄tWp(µ, µ̄). (2.5) Mexp

In particular, if p = 2, we have

δ1 ≥
√

(2m̂−K0)β̂−1(Φ(2) ∧ 1

2
), (2.6) de2

λ̄ ≥ δ2β̂

2



u− (1 + u) log(2u)

log 2u2

β̂+(β̂−2)u



 . (2.7) con-rat

where u = 2m̂−K0

δ2β̂
, m̂ =

σ2
0

2κ , β̂ = 2(1 + κm̂2

σ2
0(2m̂−K0)

) and

Φ(x) = inf{v > 0 | v(vβ̂ + β̂ − 2)−
1
v ≤ x}, x > 0.

Instead of the Talagrand inequality for µ̄, we can also use the twinned Talagrand
inequality of (P µ̄

t )
∗ and P ∗

t to obtain the exponential convergence:

(Ta) There exist nonempty C ⊂ P and κt > 0 such that P ∗
t C ⊂ C and

Wp(ν, (P
µ̄
t )

∗µ) ≤
√

2κtH(ν|(P µ̄
t )

∗µ), ν ∈ P
p, t > 0, µ ∈ C. (2.8) ine-Ta2

The nonempty C can not contain all probability measures in Pp usually. See (A2),
Example 2.6 and Lemma 4.1 for concrete conditions that ensure (Ta).
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thm-exp Theorem 2.4. Let µ ∈ Pq with some q ≥ p. The assumption of Theorem 2.3
hold except the Talagrand inequality. Assume that (H) holds and there is a unique
stationary distribution µ̄ for (1.1) satisfying (Ta). Let

γ(δ, t, θ) = Ĉ

(

1 + θ

θ

)1− 1
2∨p

γ1(δ, t, θ)
1

2∨p e−λ̂t, δ, θ, t > 0,

with

γ1(δ, t, θ) = 1 +
δ2∨pC1(t)

(1 + θ)1−2∨p

∫ t

0
exp

{∫ t

s

(

C1(r)δ
2∨p

(1 + θ)1−2∨p + (2 ∨ p)λ̂

)

dr

}

ds

C1(t) =



1 +
t
p∨2−2
2(p∨2)

√
κt(K0 +

(p−2)+

p∨2 ∨ |K0|)

2σ0

√

|K0| ∨ (p−2)+

p∨2





p∨2

.

Let

δ2 = inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣
inf
t,θ>0

γ(δ, t, θ) ≥ 1

}

.

Then δ2 > 0, and for (1.1) with δ < δ2 ∧ δ0, there are C̄ > 0, λ̄ > 0 such that (2.5)
holds for every µ ∈ Pq ∩ C. Let t1 > 0, θ1 > 0 such that γ(δ, t1, θ1) < 1. Then
λ̄ ≥ t−1

1 log 1
γ(δ,t1,θ1)

.

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

|b(x, µ) − b(x, ν)| ≤ c‖µ − ν‖var, µ, ν ∈ P, 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 σ. Since σ here can
be distribution dependent, the coupling used in [28] can not be applied.

rem0 Remark 2.2. If (A1) holds with K0 < 0 and p ≤ 2, then m0 = 0 and (1.4) holds

with Ĉ = 1, λ̂ = −K0. If σ is bounded in addition, then (2.3) holds with κ = ‖σ‖∞
K−

0

,

see e.g. [6, Theorem 5.6]. In this situation,

δ0 = sup
t>t0

(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)(K(0, 2))2

K(0, 2)
=
√

−K0.

Then δ < δ0 if and only if δ2 + K0 < 0, which is the condition “C2 > C1” used in
[24, Theorem 3.1 (2)] for (1.2). Due to K0 < 0 and p ≤ 2, C1(t) ≡ 1 and

inf
t,θ>0

γ(δ, t, θ)2 = inf
t,θ>0







(1 + θ)
(

(1 + θ)δ2e(1+θ)δ2t + 2λ̂e−2λ̂t
)

θ((1 + θ)δ2 + 2λ̂)







= inf
θ>0











1 + θ

θ







(

2λ̂δ−2

1 + θ

)
1+θ−2λ̂δ−2

1+θ+2λ̂δ−2

∧ 1

















.
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Since 2λ̂/δ20 = 2 and

inf
θ>0,δ=δ0











1 + θ

θ







(

2λ̂δ−2

1 + θ

)
1+θ−2λ̂δ−2

1+θ+2λ̂δ−2

∧ 1

















= 2 > 1

we have that δ2 < δ0. We do not obtain sharp estimate for δ2 in the case that K0 < 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 λ̄ involving Ĉ and λ̂.

(A2) b are continuous in the first variable; σ is Lipschitz in the first variable and
satisfies (2.2) and

‖σ‖∞ := sup
x∈Rd,µ∈Pp

‖σ(x, µ)‖HS < ∞, (2.9) sup-si

there exist constant r0 > 0,K0 ≥ 0,K1 > 0 and δ ≥ 0 such that µ, ν ∈ P1

2〈b(x, µ)− b(y, ν), x − y〉+
(

2
‖σ‖2∞
σ2
0

− 1[d=1]

)

‖σ(x, µ)− σ(y, ν)‖2HS

≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|x−y|≤r0] −K1

)

|x− y|2 + δ2W1(µ, ν)
2.

Then we have the following corollary.

cor2 Corollary 2.5. Assume that (A2) holds. Then there are λ̂ > 0 and Ĉ ≥ 1 such that
for δ < δ0 with

δ0 = sup
t>λ̂−1log Ĉ

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√
K1

√

2σ0‖σ‖∞
√
K1t+K0‖σ‖2∞t

,

there is a unique stationary probability measure for (1.1).
Suppose |b(0, ·)| is locally bounded on P2. Let µ ∈ P satisfy

∫

Rd×Rd

eθ|x−y|2µ(dx)µ(dy) < ∞, θ <
K1

4‖σ‖2∞
∧ K3

4‖σ‖2∞
(2.10) in-mu0

for some K3 > 0, and let

α =

(

1 +
‖σ‖∞
σ0

√

K0

K1 ∧K3

)2

, δ2 =

√

λ̂α−1Φ(2Ĉ2)

where
Φ(u) = inf

{

v > 0 | v
v−1
v+1 ≤ u

}

, u > 0.

Then for (1.1) with δ < δ2 ∧ δ0, there are C̄ > 0, λ̄ > 0 such that

W1(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ C̄e−λ̄tW1(µ, µ̄).

with

λ̄ =

(

αδ2 + λ̂

2

)(

log(2Ĉ2)

log(λ̂/αδ2)
+

αδ2 − λ̂

αδ2 + λ̂

)

.
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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].

exa1 Example 2.6. Let σ satisfy (2.2), (2.9) and there C1, δ > 0 so that
(

2
‖σ‖2∞
σ2
0

− 1[d=1]

)

‖σ(x, µ)− σ(y, ν)‖2HS ≤ C1|x− y|2 + δ2

2
W1(µ, ν)

2.

Let b be of the following form

b(x, µ) = b1(x) +

∫

Rd

b2(x, z)µ(dz), x ∈ Rd,

where b1(x) = −2θ1|x|2x + θ2
2 x with some θ1 > 0, θ2 ≥ 0, b2 : Rd × Rd → Rd is

continuous and

C2 := sup
(x,z)∈R2d

|∂1b2(x, z)| < ∞, sup
(x,z)∈R2d

|∂2b2(x, z)| ≤
δ√
2
.

Then

2〈b1(x)− b1(y), x− y〉 ≤ −θ1|x− y|4 + θ2|x− y|2.
and

2〈µ(b2(x, ·)) − ν(b2(y, ·)), x − y〉
= 2〈µ(b2(x, ·) − b2(y, ·)) + µ(b2(y, ·)) − ν(b2(y, ·)), x − y〉

≤ 2C2|x− y|2 + 2

∫

Rd×Rd

〈b2(y, z1)− b2(y, z2), x− y〉π(dz1,dz2)

≤ 2C2|x− y|2 +
√
2δW1(µ, ν)|x− y|

≤ (2C2 + 1)|x− y|2 + δ2

2
W1(µ, ν)

2.

Therefore, (A2) holds.

If σ(x, µ) is independent of x, then we can assume

(A2’) b is continuously differentiable in the first variable with supµ∈P2 |b(0, µ)| < ∞,
and there exist r0 > 0,K0 ≥ 0,K1 > 0 and δ ≥ 0 such that

2〈b(x, µ) − b(y, ν), x− y〉+ ‖σ(µ)− σ(ν)‖2HS

≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|x−y|≤r0] −K1

)

|x− y|2 + δ2W2(µ, ν)
2, x, y ∈ Rd, µ, ν ∈ P

2.

Suppose that σ also satisfies (2.2) and (2.9). Then (1.1) is well-posed by [24]. It
follows from [25, Theorem 2.1(2)] that there are λ̂ > 0 and Ĉ ≥ 1 such that (1.4)
holds and there is κ > 0 such that (2.3) holds with p = 2. Hence, we have the
following corollary.

cor3 Corollary 2.7. Assume that (2.2), (2.9) and (A2’). Then there are λ̂ > 0, Ĉ ≥ 1
and κ > 0 such that for δ < δ0 with

δ0 = sup
t>λ̂−1log Ĉ

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√

κ(2σ0
√
t+K0κt)

,

there is a unique stationary probability measure for (1.1). If K0 <
σ2
0

2κ in addition, we
obtain the exponential convergence for all µ ∈ P2 with δ1 and the convergence rate
λ̄ given by (2.6) and (2.7).
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3 Proofs of Proposition 2.1 and theorems

Proof of Proposition 2.1

We prove that the mapping µ → Tµ is contractive on Pp. Let ν, µ ∈ Pp. It
follows from (1.4) that

Wp(Tµ,Tν) ≤ Wp(Tµ, (Pµ
t )

∗Tν) +Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν ,Tν)
≤ Ĉe−λ̂tWp(Tµ,Tν) +Wp((P

µ
t )

∗Tν, (P ν
t )

∗Tν). (3.1) ine-Wp

Let Xν
0 = Xµ

0 have the law Tν , and let Xν
t be the solution of (1.3) with µ replaced

by ν. If p ≥ 2, then by the Itô formula and the Hölder inequality that

d|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p

≤ p

2
|Xµ

t −Xν
t |p−2

{

2〈b(Xµ
t , µ)− b(Xν

t , ν),X
µ
t −Xν

t 〉

+ ‖σ∗(Xµ
t , µ)− σ∗(Xν

t , ν)‖2HS + (p− 2)‖σ∗(Xµ
t , µ)− σ∗(Xν

t , ν)‖2
}

dt

+ p|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p−2〈Xµ
t −Xν

t , (σ(X
µ
t , µ)− σ(Xν

t , ν))dBt〉

≤
(

pK0

2
|Xµ

t −Xν
t |p +

pδ2

2
|Xµ

t −Xν
t |p−2Wp(µ, ν)

2

)

dt

+ p|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p−2〈Xµ
t −Xν

t , (σ(X
µ
t , µ)− σ(Xν

t , ν))dBt〉

≤
(

pK0 + p− 2

2
|Xµ

t −Xν
t |p + δpWp(µ, ν)

p

)

dt

+ p|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p−2〈Xµ
t −Xν

t , (σ(X
µ
t , µ)− σ(Xν

t , ν))dBt〉. (3.2) Ito-p

This implies that

Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν , (P ν
t )

∗Tν)p ≤ E|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p

≤
∫ t

0
e−

p(K0+1)−2
2

(t−s)δpWp(µ, ν)
pds

=
2δpt(1− e−

p(K0+1)−2
2

t)

p(K0 + 1)− 2
Wp(µ, ν)

p.

Substituting this into (3.1), we arrive at

Wp(Tµ,Tν) ≤ Ĉe−λ̂tWp(Tµ,Tν) + δ

(

2t(1− e−
p(K0+1)−2

2
t)

p(K0 + 1)− 2

)

1
p

Wp(µ, ν).

Consequently, for t > λ̂−1 log Ĉ,

Wp(Tµ,Tν) ≤ δ

(

2t(1− e−
pK0+(p−2)

2
t)

pK0 + (p − 2)

)

1
p

(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)−1Wp(µ, ν)

= δ





2t(1 − e−(p∨2
2

K0+
(p−2)+

2
)t)

(p ∨ 2)K0 + (p− 2)+





1
p∨2

(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)−1Wp(µ, ν). (3.3) Wp-de0
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If p ∈ [1, 2), then it follows from (3.2) with p = 2 that

E|Xµ
t −Xν

t |2 ≤
∫ t

0
e−K0(t−s)δ2Wp(µ, ν)

2ds =
δ2t(1− e−K0t)

K0
Wp(µ, ν)

2.

This together with (3.1) and Wp ≤ W2 implies (3.3) for p < 2.
Therefore, by the definition of δ0,

Wp(Tµ,Tν) ≤
δ

δ0
Wp(µ, ν), µ, ν ∈ P

p. (3.4) ine-Wp1

The assertion follows by applying the Banach fixed point theorem to T on Pp.

In (3.1), we use the synchronous couplings for ((Pµ
t )

∗Tν , (P ν
t )

∗Tν) to estimate
Wp((P

µ
t )

∗Tν,Tν) under (A1). We can use the coupling by change of measure and the
Talagrand inequality to estimate Wp((P

µ
t )

∗Tν ,Tν).
Proof of Theorem 2.2

By (3.1), we focus on the estimate of Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν,Tν). To this aim, we first
construct a coupling (X̃µ

t ,X
ν
t ) as follows

dX̃µ
t = b(X̃µ

t , µ)dt+ σ(X̃µ
t , µ)dBt

−mσ(X̃µ
t , µ)σ

−1(Xν
t , ν)(X̃

µ
t −Xν

t )dt, X̃µ
0 = Tν ,

dXν
t = b(Xν

t , ν)dt+ σ(Xν
t , ν)dBt, Xν

0 = X̃µ
0 ,

where m > m0 is a constant and X̃µ
0 = Tν means that X̃µ

0 is a random variable
with law Tν . By (2.1) and that σ is bounded and Lipschitz in the first variable, this
coupling is well-posed for any t > 0. Let

B̃t = Bt −m

∫ t

0
σ−1(Xν

s , ν)(X̃
µ
s −Xν

s )ds.

Then (X̃µ
t ,X

ν
t ) satisfies

dX̃µ
t = b(X̃µ

t , µ)dt+ σ(X̃µ
t , µ)dB̃t, X̃µ

0 = Tν ,
dXν

t = b(Xν
t , ν)dt+ σ(Xν

t , ν)dB̃t +m(X̃µ
t −Xν

t )dt, Xν
0 = Tν .

Let

Rµ,ν
t = exp

{

∫ t

0

〈

mσ−1(Xν
s , ν)(X̃

µ
s −Xν

s ),dBs

〉

− m2

2

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣
σ−1(Xν

s , ν)(X̃
µ
s −Xν

s )
∣

∣

∣

2
ds
}

. (3.5) R_t-mn

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, {B̃s}0≤s≤t is a Brownian motion under Q = Rµ,ν

t P and

sup
s∈[0,t]

ERµ,ν
s logRµ,ν

s ≤ tm2δ2Wp(µ, ν)
2

2σ2
0(2m−K0)

, t > 0. (3.6) RlogR0



Exponential convergence of DDSDEs 11

It follows from the Itô formula that

d|X̃µ
t −Xν

t |2 ≤
(

(K0 − 2m)|X̃µ
t −Xν

t |2 + δ2Wp(µ, ν)
2
)

dt

+ 2〈X̃µ
t −Xν

t , (σ(X̃
µ
t , µ)− σ(Xν

t , ν))dB̃t〉. (3.7) Ito-mn-2

If p ≥ 2, then it follows from the Itô formula that

d|X̃µ
t −Xν

t |p ≤
(

p(K0 − 2m) + p− 2

2
|X̃µ

t −Xν
t |p + δpWp(µ, ν)

p

)

dt

+ p|X̃µ
t −Xν

t |p−2〈X̃µ
t −Xν

t , (σ(X̃
µ
t , µ)− σ(Xν

t , ν))dB̃t〉.

Combining this with (3.7), we have that

EQ|X̃µ
t −Xν

t |2∨p ≤
∫ t

0
e

(p∨2)(K0−2m)+(p−2)+

2
(t−s)δp∨2Wp(µ, ν)

p∨2ds

≤ 2δp∨2Wp(µ, ν)
p∨2(1− e−

(p∨2)(2m−K0)−(p−2)+

2 )

(p ∨ 2)(2m−K0)− (p − 2)+

=

(

δWp(µ, ν)

K(m, p) ∨ t−
1

p∨2

)p∨2

. (3.8) ine-X-Xp

Denote by L
Q
Xν

t
and L

Q

X̃µ
t

the law of Xν
t and X̃µ

t under Q. Due to the uniqueness of

(1.3), L
Q

X̃µ
t

= (Pµ
t )

∗Tν . Then

L
Q
Xν

t
(f) = EQf(Xν

t ) = ERµ,ν
t f(Xν

t )

= E (E [Rµ,ν
t |Xν

t ] f(X
ν
t ))

=

∫

Rd

(E [Rµ,ν
t |Xν

t = x] f(x))L
P
Xν

t
(dx), f ∈ Bb(R

d).

Consequently, L
Q
Xν

t
≪ L P

Xν
t
with

dL
Q
Xν

t

dL P
Xν

t

= E [Rµ,ν
t |Xν

t = x] , L
P
Xν

t
-a.s.

Hence, it follows from the Jensen inequality and (3.6) that

H(L Q
Xν

t
|L P

Xν
t
) = E (E[Rµ,ν

t |Xν
t ] logE[R

µ,ν
t |Xν

t ])

≤ E (E[Rµ,ν
t logRµ,ν

t |Xν
t ]) = ERµ,ν

t logRµ,ν
t

≤ m2tδ2Wp(µ, ν)
2

2σ2
0(2m−K0)

= t

(

mδWp(µ, ν)√
2σ0K(m, 2)

)2

. (3.9) ent

By (3.8), we have that

Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν ,Tν) ≤ Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν ,L Q
Xν

t
) +Wp(L

Q
Xν

t
,Tν)

≤
(

EQ|Xµ
t −Xν

t |p∨2
) 1

p∨2
+Wp(L

Q
Xν

t
,Tν)
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≤ δWp(µ, ν)

K(m, p) ∨ t−
1

p∨2

+Wp(L
Q
Xν

t
,Tν). (3.10) ine-Wp-mn0

It follows from (2.3) and (3.9) that

Wp(L
Q
Xν

t
,Tν) ≤

√

2κH(L Q
Xν

t
|Tν) =

√

2κH(L Q
Xν

t
|(P ν

t )
∗Tν)

=
√

2κH(L Q
Xν

t
|L P

Xν
t
) ≤ m

√
κt

σ0K(m, 2)
δWp(µ, ν).

Substituting this into (3.10), we arrive at

Wp((P
µ
t )

∗Tν ,Tν) ≤
(

1

K(m, p) ∨ t
− 1

p∨2

+
m
√
κt

σ0K(m, 2)

)

δWp(µ, ν). (3.11) ine-W-CH

Taking into account (1.4) and (3.1), we have that for t > λ̂−1 log Ĉ, m > m0

Wp(Tµ,Tν) ≤
(

1− Ĉe−λ̂t
)−1

(

1

K(m, p) ∨ t
− 1

p∨2

+
m
√
κt

σ0K(m, 2)

)

δWp(µ, ν).

Hence, it follows from the definition of δ0 that (3.4) holds.
Therefore, the assertion follows from (3.4) and the Banach fixed point theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2.3
Consider the coupling as follows

dX̂t = b(X̂t, µt)dt+ σ(X̂t, µt)dBt

−mσ(X̂t, µt)σ
−1(X̂ µ̄

t , µ̄)(X̂t − X̂ µ̄
t )dt, X̂0 = µ, (3.12) tldXt

dX̂ µ̄
t = b(X̂ µ̄

t , µ̄)dt+ σ(X̂ µ̄
t , µ̄)dBt, X̂ µ̄

0 = µ̄,

where m > m0 and
E|X̂0 − X̂ µ̄

0 |p = Wp(µ, µ̄)
p.

Since t → P ∗
t µ is locally bounded on Pq, (A1) and that |b(0, ·)| is locally bounded

on Pq, (3.12) is well-posed for any t > 0. Then L P

X̂µ̄
t

≡ µ̄ due to (A1) which yields

the well-posedness of (1.3). Let

B̂t = Bt −
∫ t

0
mσ−1(X̂ µ̄

s , µ̄)(X̂s − X̂ µ̄
s )ds.

Then (X̂t, X̂
µ̄
t ) satisfies

dX̂t = b(X̂t, µt)dt+ σ(X̂t, µt)dB̂t,

dX̂ µ̄
t = b(X̂ µ̄

t , µ̄)dt+ σ(X̂ µ̄
t , µ̄)dB̂t +m(X̂t − X̂ µ̄

t )dt.

Similarly, as in [23], we have that {B̂s}0≤s≤t is a Brownian motion under Q̂ = R̂tP

with

R̂t := exp
{

∫ t

0

〈

mσ−1(X̂ µ̄
s , µ̄)(X̂s − X̂ µ̄

s ),dBs

〉
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− m2

2

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣
σ−1(X̂ µ̄

s , µ̄)(X̂s − X̂ µ̄
s )
∣

∣

∣

2
ds
}

.

Moreover, by (p ∨ 2)(K0 − 2m) + (p − 2)+ < 0 since m > m0, we have as (3.8) and
(3.9) that

Wp(L
Q̂

X̂t
,L Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

)p ≤ EQ̂|X̂t − X̂ µ̄
t |p

≤ e−K(m,p)ptE|X̂0 − X̂ µ̄
0 |p +

∫ t

0
e−K(m,p)p(t−s)δpWp(µs, µ̄)

pds

≤ e−K(m,p)ptWp(µ, µ̄)
p + δp

∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

pds (3.13) ine-XXpa

and

H(L Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

∣

∣L
P

X̂µ̄
t

) ≤ ER̂t log R̂t =
m2

2
EQ̂

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣
σ−1(X̂ µ̄

s , µ̄)(X̂s − X̂ µ̄
s )
∣

∣

∣

2
ds

≤ m2

2σ2
0

∫ t

0
e−(2m−K0)sE|X̂0 − X̂ µ̄

0 |2ds

+
m2

2σ2
0

∫ t

0

∫ r

0
e−(2m−K0)(r−s)δ2Wp(µs, µ̄)

2dsdr

≤ m2
(

1− e−(2m−K0)t
)

2σ2
0(2m−K0)

Wp(µ, µ̄)
2

+
m2δ2

2σ2
0(2m−K0)

∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

2ds. (3.14) h-RlogR

Combining (3.13) with (3.14), (2.3) for µ̄ and L P

X̂µ̄
t

≡ µ̄, we arrive at

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄)

p ≤
(

Wp(P
∗
t µ,L

Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

) +Wp(L
Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

, µ̄)
)p

≤ 2p−1Wp(P
∗
t µ,L

Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

)p + 2p−1Wp(L
Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

, µ̄)p

≤ 2p−1Wp(L
Q̂

X̂t
,L Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

)p + 2p−1
(

2κH(L Q̂

X̂µ̄
t

,L P

X̂µ̄
t

)
)

p
2

≤
(

2p−1e−K(m,p)pt +
2

3p
2
−2κ

p
2mp

σp
0(2m−K0)

p
2

)

Wp(µ, µ̄)
p

+ 2p−1δp

(

1 +
2

p
2
−1κ

p
2mpt

p
2
−1

σp
0(2m−K0)

p
2

)

∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

pds

≡ a1(m, t)Wp(µ, µ̄)
p + δpa2(m, t)

∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

pds.

By the Gronwall inequality, we obtain that

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄)

p ≤ γ(δ,m, t)pWp(µ, µ̄)
p

with

γ(δ,m, t) =

(

a1(m, t) + δpa2(m, t)

∫ t

0
eδ

p
∫ t

s
a2(m,r)dra1(m, s)ds

)
1
p

.
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We choose

m̂ =

√

σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ
∨ p− 2

p

√

σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ
.

Then by (2.4), we have that







σ2
0

23−
4
pκ

− σ2
0

23−
4
pκ

√

√

√

√

1− 23−
4
pκ

σ2
0

K0






∨
(

K0

2
+

p− 2

2p

)

∨ 0

< m̂ <
σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ
+

σ2
0

2
3− 4

pκ

√

√

√

√

1− 23−
4
pκ

σ2
0

K0.

This implies that

2
3p
2
−2κ

p
2 m̂p

σp
0(2m̂−K0)

p
2

< 1.

Then

lim
t→+∞

a1(m̂, t) =
2

3p
2
−2κ

p
2 m̂p

σp
0(2m̂−K0)

p
2

< 1.

Choosing large enough t̂ and small δ̂ > 0, one can see that for all 0 < δ < δ̂,
γ(δ, m̂, t̂) < 1. Hence

δ1 := inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣ inf
t>0,m>m0

γ(δ,m, t) ≥ 1

}

≥ δ̂ > 0. (3.15) de2’

For δ < δ1, there exist m̂ > 0 and t̂ > 0 so that γ(δ, m̂, t̂) < 1 and

Wp(µt̂, µ̄) ≤ γ(δ, m̂, t̂)Wp(µ, µ̄).

It follows from the Markov property P ∗
t+s = P ∗

t P
∗
s that

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤

(

γ(δ, m̂, t̂)
)⌊ t

t̂
⌋
Wp(P

∗
t−t̂⌊ t

t̂
⌋µ, µ̄) ≤ C̄(δ, m̂, t̂)e−λ̄tWp(µ, µ̄),

where

λ̄ = t̂−1 log
1

γ(δ, m̂, t̂)
, C̄(δ, m̂, t̂) = γ(δ, m̂, t̂)−1 sup

0≤t≤t̂

γ(δ, m̂, t̂).

In particular, if p = 2, we have that m̂ =
σ2
0

2κ and

γ(δ, m̂, t) = 2
(2m̂ −K0)e

−(2m̂−K0)t

δ2β̂ + 2m̂−K0

+ 2

(

δ2β̂

δ2β̂ + 2m̂−K0

+
κm̂2

σ2
0(2m̂−K0)

)

eδ
2β̂t,
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Then

inf
t>0

γ(δ, m̂, t)2 =







β̂, δ ≥
√

1
2(2m̂−K0)β̂−1,

2
(

β̂
2 +

(

β̂
2 − 1

)

u
)

u
u+1

u
1−u
1+u , δ <

√

1
2(2m̂−K0)β̂−1,

where u = 2m̂−K0

δ2β̂
and for δ <

√

1
2(2m̂−K0)β̂−1, the optimal t is

t̂ =
1

δ2β + (2m̂−K0)
log

u2

β̂
2 + ( β̂2 − 1)u

.

Thus
{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣
inf
t>0

γ(δ, m̂, t)2 ≥ 1

}

=







0 < δ <

√

1

2
(2m̂−K0)β̂−1

∣

∣

∣
2

(

β̂

2
+

(

β̂

2
− 1

)

u

)
u

u+1

u
1−u
1+u ≥ 1







=

{

0 < δ <

√

1

2
(2m̂−K0)β̂−1

∣

∣

∣
2 ≥ v(vβ̂ + β̂ − 2)−

1
v , v =

δ2β̂

2m̂−K0

}

.

Hence

δ1 ≥ inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣ inf
t>0

γ(δ, m̂, t)2 ≥ 1

}

= inf

{
√

(2m̂−K0)β̂−1v
∣

∣

∣
0 < v <

1

2
, v(vβ̂ + β̂ − 2)−

1
v ≤ 2

}

=

√

(2m̂−K0)β̂−1(Φ(2) ∧ 1

2
).

Therefore, (2.6) follows, and

λ̄ ≥ − 1

2t̂
log



2

(

β̂

2
+

(

β̂

2
− 1

)

u

) u
u+1

u
1−u
1+u





=
δ2β̂

2



u− (1 + u) log(2u)

log 2u2

β̂+(β̂−2)u



 .

Proof of Theorem 2.4
Fix µ ∈ Pq ∩ C. Since µ̄ is the stationary distribution, Tµ̄ = µ̄. Since (1.1) is

weak well-posed for µ ∈ Pq, P ∗
t µ is well-defined. By (1.4), we have that

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ Wp(P

∗
t µ, (P

µ̄
t )

∗µ) +Wp((P
µ̄
t )

∗µ, µ̄)

≤ Wp(P
∗
t µ, (P

µ̄
t )

∗µ) + Ĉe−λ̂tWp(µ, µ̄). (3.16) ine-Wmu0

Denote µt = P ∗
t µ. We consider the following coupling

dX̃t = b(X̃t, µt)dt+ σ(X̃t, µt)dBt
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−mσ(X̃t, µt)σ
−1(X µ̄

t , µ̄)(X̃t −X µ̄
t )dt, X̃0 = µ, (3.17)

dX µ̄
t = b(X µ̄

t , µ̄)dt+ σ(X µ̄
t , µ̄)dBt, X µ̄

0 = X̃0,

where m > m0. Let

B̃t = Bt −
∫ t

0
mσ−1(X µ̄

s , µ̄)(X̃s −X µ̄
s )ds.

Then (X̃t,X
µ̄
t ) satisfies

dX̃t = b(X̃t, µt)dt+ σ(X̃t, µt)dB̃t,

dX µ̄
t = b(X µ̄

t , µ̄)dt+ σ(X µ̄
t , µ̄)dB̃t +m(X̃t −X µ̄

t )dt.

We can prove that {B̃s}0≤s≤t is a Brownian motion under Q̃ = R̃tP with

R̃t := exp
{

∫ t

0

〈

mσ−1(X µ̄
s , µ̄)(X̃s −X µ̄

s ),dBs

〉

− m2

2

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣
σ−1(X µ̄

s , µ̄)(X̃s −X µ̄
s )
∣

∣

∣

2
ds
}

, (3.18) eq-R_t

and

sup
s∈[0,t]

ER̃s log R̃s ≤
m2δ2

2σ2
0(2m−K0)

∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

2ds, (3.19) RlogR1

EQ̃|X µ̄
t − X̃t|2∨p ≤

∫ t

0
e−K(m,p)2∨p(t−s)δp∨2Wp(µs, µ̄)

p∨2ds

≤ δp∨2
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

p∨2ds, t > 0,

where we have used in the last inequality that (p ∨ 2)(K0 − 2m) + (p − 2)+ ≤ 0. It

follows from the uniqueness in law of (1.1) that L
Q̃

X̃t
= µt. Then

Wp(P
∗
t µ,L

Q̃

Xµ̄
t

) ≤ Wp∨2(L
Q̃

X̃t
,L Q̃

Xµ̄
t

) ≤
(

EQ̃|X µ̄
t − X̃t|p∨2

)
1

p∨2

≤ δ

(
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

p∨2ds

)
1

p∨2

.

Due to L
Q̃

Xµ̄
t

(f) = ER̃tf(X
µ̄
t ) and (3.19), we also have by µ ∈ C and (2.8) that

Wp(L
Q̃

Xµ̄
t

,L P

Xµ̄
t

) ≤
√

2κtH(L Q̃

Xµ̄
t

|L P

Xµ̄
t

) ≤
√

2κtER̃t log R̃t

≤ mδ
√
κt

σ0
√
2m−K0

(
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

2ds

)
1
2

≤ mδ
√
κtt

p∨2−2
2(p∨2)

σ0
√
2m−K0

(
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

2∨pds

)
1

2∨p

.

Hence,

Wp(P
∗
t µ, (P

µ̄
t )

∗µ) ≤ Wp(P
∗
t µ,L

Q̃

Xµ̄
t

) +Wp(L
Q̃

Xµ̄
t

, (P µ̄
t )

∗µ)
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≤
(

EQ̃|X̃t −X µ̄
t |2∨p

)
1

2∨p
+Wp(L

Q̃

Xµ̄
t

,L P

Xµ̄
t

)

≤ δ



1 +
m
√
κtt

p∨2−2
2(p∨2)

σ0
√
2m−K0





(
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

p∨2ds

)
1

p∨2

. (3.20) ine-WXY

Combining this with (3.16), it follows from the Jensen inequality that for all θ > 0

Wp(µt, µ̄)
2∨p ≤

(

Wp(P
∗
t µ, (P

µ̄
t )

∗µ) + Ĉe−λtWp(µ, µ̄)
)2∨p

=

(

1 + θ

1 + θ
Wp(P

∗
t µ, (P

µ̄
t )

∗µ) +
θ

1 + θ

1 + θ

θ
Ĉe−λtWp(µ, µ̄)

)2∨p

≤ (1 + θ)2∨p−1δ2∨p



1 +
m
√
κtt

p∨2−2
2(p∨2)

σ0
√
2m−K0





p∨2
∫ t

0
Wp(µs, µ̄)

p∨2ds

+

(

1 + θ

θ

)2∨p−1

Ĉ2∨pe−(2∨p)λ̂tWp(µ, µ̄)
2∨p, t > 0.

Let

γ(δ, t,m, θ) = Ĉ

(

1 + θ

θ

)1− 1
2∨p

γ1(δ, t,m, θ)
1

2∨p e−λ̂t, δ, θ, t > 0,

with

γ1(δ, t,m, θ) = 1 +
δ2∨pC1(t,m)

(1 + θ)1−2∨p

∫ t

0
exp

{
∫ t

s

(

C1(r,m)δ2∨p

(1 + θ)1−2∨p + (2 ∨ p)λ̂

)

dr

}

ds

C1(t,m) =



1 +
m
√
κtt

p∨2−2
2(p∨2)

σ0
√
2m−K0





p∨2

.

It follows from the Gronwall inequality that

Wp(µt, µ̄)
2∨p ≤ γ(δ, t,m, θ)2∨pWp(µ, µ̄)

2∨p.

Taking optiaml m, we have that

inf
m>m0

m√
2m−K0

=
m√

2m−K0

∣

∣

∣

m= 1
2

(

(p−2)+

p∨2
∨|K0|+K0

)

=
K0 +

(p−2)+

p∨2 ∨ |K0|

2
√

|K0| ∨ (p−2)+

p∨2

. (3.21) optm

Then

inf
t,θ>0,m>m0

γ(δ, t,m, θ) = inf
t,θ>0

γ

(

δ, t,
1

2

(

(p − 2)+

p ∨ 2
∨ |K0|+K0

)

, θ

)

≡ inf
t,θ>0

γ(δ, t, θ).

Hence

δ2 = inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣ inf
t,θ>0

γ(δ, t, θ) ≥ 1

}
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= inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣
inf

t,θ>0,m>m0

γ(δ, t,m, θ) ≥ 1

}

.

Since lim
t→+∞

lim
δ→0+

γ(δ, t,m, θ) = 0, there are t′,m′ > m0, θ
′ > 0 and δ′ > 0 such that

for all δ < δ′ it holds that γ(δ, t,m, θ) < 1. Thus δ2 ≥ δ′ > 0.

For δ < δ2 ∧ δ0, let (t1, θ1) so that γ(δ, t1, θ1) < 1. Then

Wp(µt1 , µ̄) ≤ γ(δ, t1, θ1)Wp(µ, µ̄).

Due to (Ta) and P ∗
t µ ∈ Pq, we have that P ∗

t (P
q ∩ C) ⊂ Pq ∩ C. Then, it follows

from the Markov property P ∗
t+s = P ∗

t P
∗
s that

Wp(P
∗
t µ, µ̄) ≤ (γ(δ, t1, θ1))

⌊ t
t1

⌋
Wp(P

∗
t−t1⌊ t

t1
⌋µ, µ̄) ≤ C̄(δ, t1, θ1)e

−λ̄tWp(µ, µ̄),

where λ̄ = t−1
1 log 1

γ(δ,t1,θ1)
and

C̄(δ, t1, θ1) = γ(δ, t1, θ1)
−1 sup

0≤t≤t1

γ(δ, t, θ1).

4 Proofs of corollaries

Proof of Corollary 2.5
To prove Corollary 2.5, we first establish the W1-transportation cost inequality

under the assumption (A2). Let ν0 ∈ P1 and {νt}t≥0 ⊂ P1 such that the following
SDE has a unique solution

dYt = b(Yt, νt)dt+ σ(Yt, νt)dBt, Y0 = ν0.

lem-TCI Lemma 4.1. Assume that b, σ satisfies (A2). If ν0 satisfies (2.10), then L P
Yt

satisfies
(2.10) and W1-transportation cost inequality

W1(ν,L
P
Yt
) ≤

√

2‖σ‖2∞(K1 ∧K3)−1H(ν|L P
Yt
), t ≥ 0. (4.1) ine-W1-entr

Proof. We establish W1-transportation cost inequality for (1.3) by using [6, (1.5) and
Theorem 2.3], see also [20, Theorem 3.2].

Let {B̄t}t≥0 be a Brownian motion independent of {Bt}t≥0, and let Ȳt be the
solution of the following equation

dȲt = b(Ȳt, νt)dt+ σ(Ȳt, νt)dB̄t, Ȳ0 = µ0,

and Ȳ0 is independent of Y0. It follows from the Itô formula that

d|Yt − Ȳt|2 = 2〈Yt − Ȳt, b(Yt, νt)− b(Ȳt, νt)〉dt
+ (‖σ(Yt, νt)‖2HS + ‖σ(ȳt, νt)‖2HS)dt

+ 2〈Yt − Ȳt, σ(Yt, νt)dBt − σ(Ȳt, νt)dB̄t〉

≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|Yt−Ȳt|≤r0] −K1

)

|Yt − Ȳt|2dt
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− ‖σ(Yt, νt)− σ(Ȳt, νt)‖2HSdt

+ (‖σ(Yt, νt)‖2HS + ‖σ(ȳt, νt)‖2HS)dt

+ 2〈Yt − Ȳt, σ(Yt, νt)dBt − σ(Ȳt, νt)dB̄t〉

≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|Yt−Ȳt|≤r0] −K1

)

|Yt − Ȳt|2dt+ 2‖σ‖2∞dt

+ 2〈Yt − Ȳt, σ(Yt, νt)dBt − σ(Ȳt, νt)dB̄t〉.

This implies that

deθ|Yt−Ȳt|2 ≤ θeθ|Yt−Ȳt|2
{(

(K0 +K1)1[|Yt−Ȳt|≤r0] −K1 + 4θ‖σ‖2HS,∞
)

|Yt − Ȳt|2dt

+ 2‖σ‖2∞dt+ 2〈Yt − Ȳt, σ(Yt, νt)dBt − σ(Ȳt, νt)dB̄t〉
}

.

For every θ < K1
4‖σ‖2

∞

, we have that K1 − 4θ‖σ‖2∞ > 0. Then there are positive

constants K̃0 and K̃1 independent of t such that

eθx
2 {(

(K0 +K1)1[x≤r0] −K1 + 4θ‖σ‖2∞
)

x2 + 2‖σ‖2∞
}

≤ K̃0 − K̃1e
θx2

.

Thus

deθ|Yt−Ȳt|2 ≤
(

K̃0 − K̃1e
θ|Yt−Ȳt|2

)

dt

+ 2eθ|Yt−Ȳt|2〈Yt − Ȳt, σ(Yt, µ1)dBt − σ(Ȳt, µ1)dB̄t〉.

This yields that

Eeθ|Yt−Ȳt|2 ≤ e−θK̃1tEeθ|Y0−Ȳ0|2 + K̃0

∫ t

0
e−θK̃1(t−s)ds

≤ e−θK̃1t

∫

Rd×Rd

eθ|x−y|2ν0(dx)ν0(dy) +
K̃0

θK̃1

, t ≥ 0. (4.2) in-adY

Due to the uniqueness of solutions to (1.3) and that Y0 and Ȳ0 are independent with
the same law, Yt and Ȳt are independent with the same law. Then it follows from
(4.2) that for any θ < K1

4‖σ‖2
∞

∧ K3
4‖σ‖2

∞

∫

Rd×Rd

eθ|y1−y2|2L P
Yt
(dy1)L

P
Yt
(dy2) = Eeθ|Yt−Ȳt|2 < +∞, t ≥ 0.

Hence, according to [6, (1.5) and Theorem 2.3], (4.1) holds.

We now turn to the proof of Corollary 2.5. According to (2.2), (2.9) 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), (Pµ
t )

∗δx → Tµ weakly as t → +∞, where δx is the Dirac measure
centred on x ∈ Rd. This, together with that (2.10) holds for µ0 = δx and any
K3 > 0, implies by Lemma 4.1 and [6, Lemma 2.2] that (2.3) holds for any Tµ with
κ = ‖σ‖2∞K−1

1 . Then by Theorem 2.2

sup
t>t0,m>m0

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)K(m, 2)[K(m, p) ∨ t−
1

p∨2 ]

σ0K(m, 2) +m
√
κt[K(m, p) ∨ t

− 1
p∨2 ]



20 S.-Q. Zhang

≥ sup
t>λ̂−1log Ĉ,m>K0/2

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√
2m−K0

σ0 +m‖σ‖∞√
K1

√
t

= sup
t>λ̂−1log Ĉ

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√
K1

√

2σ0‖σ‖∞
√
K1t+ ‖σ‖2∞K0t

,

where in the last equality we set

m =
1

2

{

(

2σ0
√
K1 + ‖σ‖∞K0

√
t

‖σ‖∞
√
t

)2

+K0

}

.

Then we have proved the first assertion.
(2) It follows from Lemma 4.1 and (2.10) that (2.8) holds with κt ≡ ‖σ‖2∞(K1 ∧

K3)
−1 and C consists of probability measures satisfying (2.10). The inequality (2.10)

also yields that µ ∈ P2. Since W1 ≤ W2, (A2) implies the strong well-posedness of
(1.1) with initial distribution µ and t → P∗

tµ is locally bounded in P2, see e.g. [24].
It follows from Theorem 2.4 with θ = 1 and Lemma 4.1 that

γ(δ, t, 1)2 =
2Ĉ2

αδ2 + λ̂

(

αδ2e2αδ
2t + λ̂e−2λ̂t

)

Then

inf
t>0

γ(δ, t, 1)2 =











2Ĉ2αδ2

αδ2+λ̂
, δ >

√

λ̂α−1

2Ĉ2
(

λ̂
αδ2

)
αδ2−λ̂

αδ2+λ̂ , δ ≤
√

λ̂α−1
.

Since for δ >
√

λ̂α−1

2Ĉ2αδ2

αδ2 + λ̂
> Ĉ2 ≥ 1,

we have that

inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣
inf
t,θ>0

γ(δ, t, θ) ≥ 1

}

≥ inf

{

δ > 0
∣

∣

∣
inf
t>0

γ(δ, t, 1) ≥ 1

}

= inf







0 < δ ≤
√

λ̂α−1
∣

∣

∣
2Ĉ2 ≥

(

αδ2

λ̂

)
αδ2−λ̂

αδ2+λ̂







= inf

{

δ
∣

∣

∣
0 < u ≤ 1, u

u−1
u+1 ≤ 2Ĉ2, u =

αδ2

λ̂

}

=

√

λ̂α−1Φ(2Ĉ2),

where in the last equality we have used that the function u
u−1
u+1 decrease in (0, 1) and

increase in (1,+∞). Then we obtain δ2.

For δ < δ2 ∧ δ0, then δ <

√

λ̂α−1Φ(2Ĉ2) which yields that λ̂/(αδ2) > 1. Thus we

can choose t̂ = log(λ̂/αδ2)

αδ2+λ̂
so that

γ(δ, t̂(δ), 1)2 = 2Ĉ2

(

λ̂

αδ2

)
αδ2−λ̂

αδ2+λ̂

< 1
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Then

W1(µt̂, µ1) ≤ γ(δ, t̂, 1)W1(µ, µ1).

It follows from the Markov property P ∗
t+s = P ∗

t P
∗
s that

W1(P
∗
t µ, µ1) ≤

(

γ(δ, t̂, 1)
)⌊ t

t̂
⌋
W1(P

∗
t−t̂⌊ t

t̂
⌋, µ1) ≤ C̄e−λ̄tW1(µ, µ1),

with

λ̄ =
1

t̂
log

1

γ(δ, t̂, 1)
=

(

αδ2 + λ̂

2

)(

log(2Ĉ2)

log(λ̂/αδ2)
+

αδ2 − λ̂

αδ2 + λ̂

)

,

C̄ = γ(δ, t̂, 1)−1 sup
0≤t≤t̂

C2
1

(

αδ̂2e2αδ
2t + λ̂e−2λ̂t

)

αδ2 + λ̂
.

Proof of Corollary 2.7
The condition (A2’) yields the strong well-posedness to (1.1), see e.g. [24]. It

follows from (A2’) and [15, Corollary 1.8] that for any µ ∈ P2, there is Tµ ∈ ∩q≥1P
q

and (1.4) holds for p = 1. We use [25, Theorem 2.1 (2)] to prove that (1.4) and (2.3)
holds for p = 2. To this end, we only need to prove that Pµ

t has an invariant
probability measure Tµ and there is θ > 0 independent of µ such that Tµ(eθ|·|

2
) < ∞.

For the solution to (1.3) with Xµ
0 = 0, it follows from (A2’), the Itô formula and the

Hölder inequality that

d|Xµ
t |2 ≤

(

(K0 +K1)1[|Xµ
t |≤r0] −K1

)

|Xµ
t |2 + 2〈Xµ

t , σ(µ)dBt〉

+ ‖σ(µ)‖2HSdt+ 2〈b(0, µ),Xµ
t 〉dt

≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|Xµ
t |≤r0] −

K1

2

)

|Xµ
t |2 + 2〈Xµ

t , σ(µ)dBt〉

+ ‖σ(µ)‖2HSdt+K−1
1 sup

µ∈P2

|b(0, µ)|2dt.

Then

deθ|X
µ
t |2 ≤ θeθ|X

µ
t |2
(

(K0 +K1)1[|Xµ
t |≤r0] −

K1

2

)

|Xµ
t |2dt

+

{

‖σ‖2∞ +
supµ∈P2 |b(0, µ)|2

K1

}

dt

+ 2θ2eθ|X
µ
t |2‖σ‖2∞|Xµ

t |2dt+ 2θeθ|X
µ
t |2〈Xµ

t , σ(µ)dBt〉.

This implies that there is θ0 > 0 independent of µ such that for θ < θ0

deθ|X
µ
t |2 ≤

(

C1 − C2e
θ|Xµ

t |2
)

dt+ 2θeθ|X
µ
t |2〈Xµ

t , σ(µ)dBt〉

with some C1, C2 > 0 independent of µ. Then

1

t

∫ t

0
Eeθ|X

µ
s |2ds ≤ C1

C2
,
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which implies supµ∈P2 Tµ(eθ|·|
2
) < ∞. From this and (A2’), which implies that

2〈b(x, µ)− b(y, µ), x − y〉 ≤
(

(K0 +K1)1[|x−y|≤r0] −K1

)

|x− y|2, µ ∈ P
2,

we have that (1.4) and (2.3) holds for p = 2 according to [25, Theorem 2.1 (2)].

Applying Theorem 2.2 with p = 2, we have that

sup
t>t0,m>m0

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)K(m, 2)[K(m, p) ∨ t
− 1

p∨2 ]

σ0K(m, 2) +m
√
κt[K(m, p) ∨ t−

1
p∨2 ]

≥ sup
t>t0,m>m0

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√
2m−K0

σ0 +m
√
κt

= sup
t>t0

σ0(1− Ĉe−λ̂t)
√

κ(2σ0
√
t+K0κt)

.

Hence the first assertion follows.

Applying Theorem 2.2 with p = 2, we prove the second assertion.
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