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Abstract

We study the long-time behaviour of both the classical second-order Langevin dynamics and the
nonlinear second-order Langevin dynamics of McKean-Vlasov type. By a coupling approach, we establish
global contraction in an L1 Wasserstein distance with an explicit dimension-free rate for pairwise weak
interactions. For external forces corresponding to a κ-strongly convex potential, a contraction rate of
order O(

√
κ) is obtained in certain cases. But the contraction result is not restricted to these forces.

It rather includes multi-well potentials and non-gradient-type external forces as well as non-gradient-
type repulsive and attractive interaction forces. The proof is based on a novel distance function which
combines two contraction results for large and small distances and uses a coupling approach adjusted
to the distance. By applying a componentwise adaptation of the coupling we provide uniform in time
propagation of chaos bounds for the corresponding mean-field particle system.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in the long-time behaviour of the Langevin diffusion (Xt, Yt)t≥0 of McKean-
Vlasov type on R2d given by the stochastic differential equation{

dX̄t = Ȳtdt

dȲt = (ub(X̄t) + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− γȲt)dt+

√
2γudBt, µ̄xt = Law(X̄t),

(1.1)

where b : Rd → Rd and b̃ : R2d → Rd are two Lipschitz continuous functions, u, γ > 0 are two positive
constants and (Bt)t≥0 is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. The functions b and b̃ denote the

external force and the interaction force, respectively. If b̃ ≡ 0, (1.1) corresponds to the classical Langevin
dynamics, which is also of particular interest and whose long-time behaviour will separately be studied in
detail. Existence of a solution and uniqueness in law hold provided the initial conditions have bounded
second moments and b and b̃ are Lipschitz continuous [38, Theorem 2.2].

Equation (1.1) is the probabilistic description of the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation given by

∂tft(x, y) = ∇y ·
[
γ∇yft(x, y) + γyft(x, y) + u

(
b(x) +

∫
Rd

b̃(x, z)µ̄xt (dz)
)
µ̄t(x, y)

]
− u∇x · [yft(x, y)], (1.2)

where ft is the time dependent density function on R2d and µ̄xt is the marginal distribution in the first
component of µ̄t(dxdy) = ft(x, y)dxdy. The solution (ft)t≥0 of (1.2) describes the density function of the

process (X̄t, Ȳt)t≥0 which moves according to (1.1). Often, b and b̃ are of the form b(x) = −∇V(x) and

b̃(x, x′) = −∇xW(x, x′) for all x, x′ ∈ Rd and for some functions V ∈ C1(Rd) and W ∈ C1(R2d), which are
called confinement potential and interaction potential, respectively.

Besides the long-time behaviour of (1.1), we study the mean-field particle system corresponding to (1.1)
with N ∈ N particles which is given by{

dXi,N
t = Y i,Nt dt

dY i,Nt = (ub(Xi,N
t ) +N−1

∑N
j=1 ub̃(X

i,N
t , Xj,N

t )− γY i,Nt )dt+
√

2γudBit, i = 1, ..., N.
(1.3)
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We are interested in establish conditions on b and b̃ such that for all t ≥ 0 for N → ∞ the law of the
particles converges to the law of (X̄t, Ȳt). This phenomenon was stated under the name propagation of chaos
and was first introduced by Kac for the Boltzmann equation in [32]. For finite time horizon, bounds on
the difference between the law of the particle system and the law of N independent solutions to (1.1) are
established by McKean [36] provided b and b̃ are Lipschitz continuous and bounded. This result is further
developed in e.g. [43, 38], see [13, 14] for a overview and the references therein.

The equations (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) and its variants have various applications in physics. If b̃ ≡ 0, the solution
of (1.1) can be interpreted as a particle having a position X̄t and a velocity Ȳt and which moves according to
the external force. The constant γ > 0 corresponds to the friction parameter and u > 0 denotes the inverse
of the mass per particle. Equation (1.3) describes many particles whose moves are additionally determined
by pairwise interactions given by the interaction force. Equation (1.2) describes the limit distribution as the
number of particles tends to infinity.

In the deep learning community, Langevin dynamics with a mean-field interaction provide a tool to
prove trainability of neural networks [37, 42]. Algorithms using Langevin dynamics have a better long-time
behaviour compared to the overdamped Langevin dynamics [15, 16], which forms a degenerated special case
of the Langevin dynamics, where the limit for γ to infinity is taken [41, Section 6.5.1]. Therefore, nonlinear
Langevin dynamics became recently popular for training networks as the Generative Adversarial Network
(GAN) [33].

If b̃ ≡ 0 and b = ∇V, then under some mild conditions on V the unique invariant measure is given by
the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution

µ∞(dx dy) ∝ exp(−V(x)− |y|2/(2u)),

see e.g. [41, Proposition 6.1]. Otherwise, i.e., if b is not of gradient-type or b̃ 6= 0, it is often not clear if
uniqueness of an invariant probability measure holds (see [19]) and how fast the marginal law of a solution
of (1.1) converges towards it.

Getting a clear picture of the long-time behaviour of processes given by stochastic differential equations
with and without nonlinear forces of McKean-Vlasov type is of wide interest and the objective of many
works. For the overdamped Langevin dynamics forming a first-order equation, the long-time behaviour is
studied using both analytic approaches as functional inequalities (e.g. [3, 5]) and probabilistic approaches as
coupling techniques. Via a reflection coupling, Eberle [23] established contraction in L1 Wasserstein distance
with respect to a carefully aligned distance function with explicit rates for locally non-convex potentials.
For the dynamics with an additional nonlinear drift term, which appears to model for example granular
media (see [4]), exponential convergence rates have been investigated for uniformly convex potentials in
[10] using gradient flow structure, Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and transportation cost inequalities (see
[11, 34, 12] for relaxations to certain non-uniformly convex potentials). Further, [34, 12] provide uniform in
time propagation of chaos estimates for the corresponding particle system. Based on a coupling approach
consisting of a mixture of a synchronous and a reflection coupling, uniform in time propagation of chaos is
shown in [22] for possibly non strongly convex confinement potentials and possibly non-convex interaction
potentials. For the unconfined dynamics (i.e., b = 0) exponential convergence is studied in [12, 6] for convex
interaction potentials applying analytic tools. If the convexity assumption on the interaction potential is re-
moved, exponential convergence and propagation of chaos can still be established for unconfined overdamped
Langevin dynamics via a sticky coupling approach (see [21]) for a class of interaction forces that split in a
linear term and a perturbation part.

Proving contraction rates for second-order SDEs given by (1.1) is more delicate as additionally one
has to deal with the hypoellipticity of the diffusion. In the case of the classical Langevin dynamics with
a gradient-type force, i.e., when b = ∇V and b̃ ≡ 0 hold, exponential convergence is studied in e.g.
[1, 17, 18, 28, 30, 29, 45] using analytic methods including the Witten Laplacian, semigroups, functional
inequalities and hypocoercivity. To our knowledge, the best-known contraction rate is obtained for κ-
strongly convex potentials V in [9], where contraction in L2 distance is shown with a rate of order O(

√
κ) via

a Poincaré type inequality. Harris type theorems, involving a Lyapunov drift condition, provide a probabilis-
tic technique to analyse the long-time behaviour of Langevin dynamics, see [2, 46, 35, 44]. An alternative
powerful probabilistic approach, which provides quantitative rates, is based on couplings. Via a synchronous
coupling approach, Dalalyan and Riou-Durand [16] showed contraction in Wasserstein distance with rate of
order O(κ/

√
L) for κ-strongly convex potentials with L-Lipschitz continuous gradients if Lγ−2u ≤ 1 holds.

In [24], Eberle, Guillin and Zimmer introduced a coupling for the Langevin dynamics including non-convex
confinement potentials and showed exponential convergence with explicit rates. There, contraction is shown
in a specific L1 Wasserstein distance with respect to a semimetric involving a Lyapunov function. More
precisely, for large distances, a synchronous coupling is considered and the Lyapunov function in the semi-
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metric yields contraction. For small distances, the noise is synchronized on a line, where contraction for the
position is observed, and reflected otherwise to force the dynamics to return to that line. Combining the
results of the different areas, contraction in average is obtained for a carefully aligned semimetric. Due to
the Lyapunov function, the contraction rate depends on the dimension and the semimetric is not applicable
for nonlinear Langevin dynamics, which suggests getting rid of the Lyapunov function and treating the area
of large distances differently.

To get results on the long-time behaviour for nonlinear Langevin diffusions given by (1.1), we have to
handle both the difficulties coming from the nonlinearity and the hypoellipticity of the equation. Beginning
with the analytic approaches, let us mention the work by Villani [45], where the hypocoercivity is extended
to the framework on the torus with small interactions, see also the work by Bouchut and Dolbeault [8].
Using a free energy approach, convergence to equilibrium is studied in [20] for specific non-convex confining
potentials and convex polynomial interaction potentials. Applying functional inequalities for mean-field
models, established in [26] to prove convergence to equilibrium in weighted Sobolev norm, Monmarché and
Guillin proved propagation of chaos for (1.3) in [39, 27]. There, they considered both strongly convex
confinement potentials and more general confinement potentials and attractive interaction potentials with
at most quadratic growth.

Coupling techniques are also employed in the study of the nonlinear dynamics (1.1). In [7], convergence to
equilibrium is shown via a synchronous coupling for small Lipschitz interactions and a quadratic-like friction
term. The combination of the coupling approach of [24] and a Lyapunov function is used in [33] to prove
exponential contraction in the case of certain small mean-field potentials of non-convolution-type. There, the
results are applied to the numerical discretized version of the dynamics corresponding to the Hamiltonian
Stochastic Gradient Descent, and the connection to the analysis of deep neural networks is drawn, see [31]
for further references on the connection to deep learning. Very closely related to this work is the recent
preprint [25] by Guillin, Le Bris and Monmarché, which has been prepared independently in parallel. They
considered non-globally convex confinement potentials and Lipschitz continuous even interaction potentials
and extended the approach by [24]. More precisely, they modified the semimetric by a sophisticated Lyapunov
function to treat the nonlinear Langevin dynamics and to obtain propagation of chaos bounds. The main
differences between this work and [25] are that here we include forces that are not necessarily of gradient type
and that we establish global contractivity with dimension-free rates by constructing a novel distance function
and modifying the coupling approach of [24] appropriately. In particular, we consider two separate metrics
rl and rs for large and small distances instead of a semimetric involving a Lyapunov function and establish
contraction for both metrics separately. For small distances we make use of the results by [24], whereas for
large distances we consider a twisted 2-norm structure for the metric rl of the form (x·(Ax)+x·(By)+y ·(Cy)
with positive definite matrices A,B,C ∈ Rd×d. This structure is similar to the structure appearing in the
Lyapunov function in [35, 44] and to the norm used in e.g. [1] to prove contraction for certain strongly
convex potentials.

Then, our first main contribution is a global contraction result in Wasserstein distance with respect to a
distance ρ that is carefully glued of rs and rl and that is equivalent to the Euclidean distance. More precisely,
we impose b to be a sum of a linear function −Kx, where K ∈ Rd×d is a positive definite matrix with smallest
eigenvalue κ, and a certain Lipschitz continuous function g(x) with Lipschitz constant Lg which is such that
b includes gradients of asymptotically strongly convex potentials. If the friction parameter γ is sufficiently
large, i.e., γ2 > 2L2

gu/κ, and if the Lipschitz constant L̃ of the interaction force b̃ is sufficiently small, we

prove for two probability measures µ̄0 and ν̄0 on R2d with finite second moment,

Wρ(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ e−ctWρ(µ̄0, ν̄0), and W1(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤M1e
−ctW1(µ̄0, ν̄0), (1.4)

where µ̄t and ν̄t are the laws of the solutions (X̄t, Ȳt) and (X̄ ′t, Ȳ
′
t ) to (1.1) with initial distribution µ̄0 and

ν̄0, respectively. The dimension-free constants c and M1 depend on κ, γ, u, on the largest eigenvalue of K
and on properties of g. Note that the additional constant M1 in the second bound measures the difference
between the distance ρ and the Euclidean distance.

These bounds are established using a modification of the coupling introduced in [24], which is a syn-
chronous coupling for large distances and mainly a reflection coupling for small distances except on one line
the noise is synchronized. In this work, we adjust the transition from synchronous coupling for large distances
to reflection coupling for small distances to suit the underlying distance function. Namely, the synchronous
coupling is applied when rl is considered and the coupling approach of [24] when rs is considered.

This approach which does not rely on a Lyapunov function has the advantage that the upper bound in
(1.4) depends only on the Wasserstein distance between the two initial distributions and is independent of
the two distributions themselves (cf. [24, 33, 25]). Further, the metric rl is chosen such that the rate of the
contraction result for large distances is optimized up to a constant. We emphasize that these bounds give
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also global contractivity for the classical Langevin dynamics and improve the result obtained in [24].
Moreover, using the ansatz for large distances, we contribute to the analysis of the optimal contraction rate

for strongly convex potentials and improve the results of [16]. If the drift corresponds to a κ-strongly convex
potential, we can split V in a linear part x·(Kx), whereK is a positive definite matrix with smallest eigenvalue
κ, and a convex function G with LG Lipschitz continuous gradients. We prove contraction in Wasserstein
distance with respect to a distance function of the same form as rl with rate c = γ/2 min(1/4, κuγ−2)
provided LGuγ

−2 ≤ 3/4 holds. If the perturbation G is sufficiently small, i.e., LG ≤ 3κ, we obtain for
optimized γ a rate of order O(

√
κ), that coincides with the order given in the L2 contraction result in [9],

and otherwise we obtain a rate of the same order as in [16].
Finally, applying a componentwise version of the preceding coupling we establish a uniform in time

propagation of chaos bound for the corresponding particle system (1.3), i.e., we show for a probability
measure µ0 on R2d with finite second moment,

W1,`1N
(µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ C1c

−1N−1/2,

where µNt is the law of the particles driven by (1.3) with initial distribution µN0 = µ⊗N0 and µ̄⊗Nt is the product
law of N independent solutions to (1.1) with initial distribution µ0. Here, C1 is a constant depending on κ,
γ, u, d, on properties of g, and on the second moment of µ0. The normalized `1-distance `1N is given by

`1N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = N−1
N∑
i=1

(|xi − x̄i|+ |yi − ȳi|), for all x, y, x̄, ȳ ∈ RNd, (1.5)

where | · | denotes the Euclidean metric.
Eventually, we note that the construction of the metric for large distance can be applied to prove con-

traction to specific unconfined cases, where b ≡ 0 and b̃ is a small perturbation of a linear force.

Notation: For some space X, which is here either R2d or R2Nd, we denote its Borel σ-algebra by B(X).
The space of all probability measures on (X,B(X)) is denoted by P(X). Let µ, ν ∈ P(X). A coupling ω of
µ and ν is a probability measure on (X × X,B(X) ⊗ B(X)) with marginals µ and ν. The Lp Wasserstein
distance with respect to a distance function d : X× X→ R is defined by

Wp,d(µ, ν) = inf
ω∈Π(µ,ν)

(∫
X×X

d(x, y)pω(dxdy)
)1/p

,

where Π(µ, ν) denotes the set of all couplings of µ and ν. We write Wp if the underlying distance function
is the Euclidean distance.

Outline of the paper: In Section 2, we state the contraction results for the classical Langevin dynamics
and give an informal construction of the coupling and the metric. In Section 3, we state the framework and
the contraction results for Langevin dynamics of McKean-Vlasov type before defining rigorously the metric
and the coupling approach in Section 4. Uniform in time propagation of chaos is established in Section 5.
The proofs are postponed to Section 6.

2 Contraction for classical Langevin dynamics

2.1 Contraction for Langevin dynamics with strongly convex confinement po-
tential

First, we consider the Langevin dynamics without a non-linear drift and with confinement potential V given
by the stochastic differential equation{

dXt = Ytdt,

dYt = (−γYt − u∇V(Xt))dt+
√

2γudBt,
(2.1)

with initial condition (X0, Y0) = (x, y) ∈ R2d and with d-dimensional standard Brownian motion (Bt)t≥0.
We impose for V ∈ C2(Rd):
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Assumption 1. There exist a positive definite matrix K ∈ Rd×d with smallest eigenvalue κ > 0 and a convex
function G : Rd → R with LG-Lipschitz continuous gradients, i.e.,

〈∇G(x)−∇G(x̄), x− x̄〉 ≥ 0 and (2.2)

|∇G(x)−∇G(x̄)| ≤ LG|x− x̄| for all x, x̄ ∈ Rd,

such that

V(x) = x · (Kx)/2 +G(x) for any x ∈ Rd.

We note that Assumption 1 is satisfied for all κ-strongly convex functions V with LV -Lipschitz continuous
gradients, i.e.,

〈∇V(x)−∇V(y), x− y〉 ≥ κ|x− y|2 and

|∇V(x)−∇V(y)| ≤ LV |x− y| for all x, y ∈ Rd.

Note that the splitting of V in K and G is in general not unique. A natural choice is given by K = κId and
G(x) = V(x)− (κ/2)|x|2, where Id is the d× d identity matrix. As we see later, we often want a splitting of
V such that the Lipschitz constant LG is minimized.

We establish a global contraction result for (2.1) in Lp Wasserstein distance with respect to the distance
function r : R2d × R2d → [0,∞) given by

r((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = γ−2u(x− x̄) · (K(x− x̄)) +
1

2
|(1− 2λ)(x− x̄) + γ−1(y − ȳ)|2 +

1

2
γ−2|y − ȳ|2 (2.3)

for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d with

λ = min(1/8, κuγ−2). (2.4)

Theorem 1 (Contractivity for strongly convex potentials). For t ≥ 0, let µt and νt be the law at time t
of the processes (Xt, Yt) and (X ′t, Y

′
t ), respectively, where (Xs, Ys)s≥0 and (X ′s, Y

′
s )s≥0 are solutions to (2.1)

with initial distributions µ0 and ν0 on R2d, respectively. Suppose Assumption 1 holds and

LGuγ
−2 ≤ 3/4. (2.5)

Then, for any 1 ≤ p <∞

Wp,r(µt, νt) ≤ e−ctWp,r(µ0, ν0) and Wp(µt, νt) ≤Me−ctWp(µ0, ν0),

where the contraction rate c is given by

c = γλ = min(γ/8, κuγ−1/2). (2.6)

The constant M is given by

M =
√

max(uLK + γ2, 3/2) max(1/(uκ), 2), (2.7)

where LK denotes the largest eigenvalue of K.

Proof. The proof is based on a synchronous coupling and is postponed to Section 6.1.

Remark 2. If V is a quadratic function, then LG = 0 and the restriction on γ vanishes. In this case, the L2

spectral gap of the corresponding generator is given by

cgap = (1−
√

(1− 4κuγ−2)+)(γ/2),

cf., [41, Section 6.3]. More precisely, cgap = γ/2 if 4κuγ−2 ≥ 1, and κuγ−1 ≤ cgap ≤ 2κuγ−1 if 4κuγ−2 < 1.
Hence, the contraction rate is of the same order as the spectral gap. In particular for γ = 2

√
κu the optimal

contraction rate c =
√
κu/8 is obtained. If LG ≤ 3κ, γ = 2

√
κu satisfies condition (2.5) and yields the

optimal contraction rate of order O(
√
κ). Otherwise, for γ =

√
(4/3)LGu the contraction rate is optimized

and of order O(κ/
√
LG).
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2.2 Framework for classical Langevin dynamics with general external forces

Next, we consider the classical Langevin dynamics (Xt, Yt)t≥0 with a general external drift given by the
stochastic differential equation {

dXt = Ytdt,

dYt = (−γYt + ub(Xt))dt+
√

2γudBt,
(2.8)

with initial condition (X0, Y0) = (x, y) ∈ R2d.
We impose the following assumption on the force b:

Assumption 2. The function b : Rd → Rd is Lipschitz continuous and there exist a positive definite matrix
K ∈ Rd×d with smallest eigenvalue κ ∈ (0,∞) and largest eigenvalue LK ∈ (0,∞), a constant R ∈ [0,∞)
and a function g : Rd → Rd with Lipschitz constant Lg ∈ (0,∞) such that

b(x) = −Kx+ g(x) for all x ∈ Rd, (2.9)

and

〈g(x)− g(x̄), x− x̄〉 ≤ 0 for all x, x̄ ∈ Rd such that |x− x̄| ≥ R. (2.10)

Remark 3. Suppose that b = −∇V where V is a potential function with a LV -Lipschitz continuous gradient
and that is k-strongly convex outside a Euclidean ball of radius R̃, i.e.,

〈∇V(x)−∇V(x̄), x− x̄〉 ≥ k|x− x̄|2 for all x, x̄ ∈ Rd such that |x|, |x̄| ≥ R̃.

Note that ∇V can be split in ∇V(x) = kx + h(x) where h : Rd → Rd is an Lh-Lipschitz continuous
function with Lh ≤ LV + k and 〈h(x) − h(x̄), x − x̄〉 ≥ 0 for all x, x̄ ∈ Rd such that |x|, |x̄| ≥ R̃. Then for
l ≤ 1

2 min(1, Lh

k ), b = −∇V satisfies Assumption 2 with Lg ≤ LV + (1− l)k, κ = (1− l)k ≥ max( 1
2k, k−

Lh

2 )

and R = 2R̃Lh

lk .

Example 4 (Double-well potential). For β > 0, we consider the double-well potential V ∈ C1(R) defined by

V(x) =

β
(
|x|4

4 −
|x|2

2

)
for |x| ≤ 2,

β
(

3|x|2
2 − 4

)
for |x| > 2.

(2.11)

This potential has a Lipschitz continuous gradient and is strongly convex with convexity constant k = 3β
outside a Euclidean ball with radius R̃ = 2. We consider the splitting −∇V(x) = −κx + g(x) with κ =
(2/3)k = 2β and

g(x) =

{
−β(x3 − 3x) for |x| ≤ 2,

−βx for |x| > 2.

Then, the function g is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Lg = 9β and (2.10) is satisfied for
sufficiently large R.

2.3 Construction of the metric and the coupling

We provide an informal construction of the coupling and the complementary metric. Given two Brownian
motions (Bt)t≥0, (B′t)t≥0 and (x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ R2d, let ((Xt, Yt), (X

′
t, Y

′
t ))t≥0 be an arbitrary coupling of two

solutions to (2.8). It holds for the difference process (Zt,Wt)t≥0 = (Xt −X ′t, Yt − Y ′t )t≥0,{
dZt = Wt

dWt = (−γWt + ub(Xt)− ub(X ′t))dt+
√

2γud(Bt −B′t).

Adapting the idea of the coupling construction from [24], the process (Zt, Qt)t≥0 = (Zt, Zt + γ−1Wt)t≥0

satisfies the stochastic differential equation{
dZt = −γZtdt+ γQtdt

dQt = γ−1u(b(Xt)− b(X ′t))dt+
√

2γ−1ud(Bt −B′t).
(2.12)
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As in [24], we apply a synchronous coupling for Qt = 0, since in this case the first equation of (2.12) is
contractive and the absence of the noise ensures that the dynamics is not driven away from this area by
random fluctuations. Apart from Qt = 0, we want to apply a reflection coupling, which guarantees that
the dynamics returns to the line Qt = 0. Note that this construction leads to a coupling that is sticky on
the hyperplane {((x, y), (x′, y′)) ∈ R4d : x − x′ + γ−1(y − y′) = 0}. However, since it is technically hard to
construct this sticky coupling, we consider approximations of the coupling, which are rigorously stated in
Section 4.2 and which suffice for our purpose. Similarly as in [24], we show for rs(t) = α|Zt| + |Qt| < R1

with appropriately chosen constants α, R1 that there exists a concave increasing function f depending on α
and R1 such that f(rs(t)) is contractive on average. Note that the application of a concave function has the
effect that a decrease in rs has a larger impact than an increase in rs.

On the other hand, if the difference process (Zt,Wt)t≥0 is sufficiently far away from the origin, we obtain
under Assumption 2 for the force b contractivity for the process rl(t) = (γ−2uZt · (KZt) + (1/2)|(1−2τ)Zt+
γ−1Wt|2 + (1/2)|γ−1Wt|2)1/2, where τ > 0 is a constant depending on κ, γ, u and Lg. More precisely, we
obtain local contractivity with contraction rate γτ for rl(t)

2 > R for some R > 0 depending on R, κ, γ, u
and Lg. The process rl(t) is designed such that the local contraction rate is optimized up to some constant,
see Lemma 19.

We construct a metric which is globally contractive on average using the previously established coupling.
The key idea lies in combining rs and rl in such a way, that the two local contraction results imply global
contractivity in the new metric. Note that for simplicity, we write rl and rs both for the norm rl(z, w)
(respectively rs(z, w)) of (z, w) ∈ R2d and for the distance rl((x, y), (x′, y′)) (respectively rs((x, y), (x′, y′)))
of (x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ R2d.

As we see in Section 6.2, the lower bound R in the contraction result for large distances is fixed due
to the dependence on the drift assumptions, whereas the upper bound R1 in the result for small distances
is flexible with the drawback that the contraction rate gets smaller for larger R1. To benefit from the
local contraction results, we want for all (z, w) ∈ R2d that rs(z, w) ≤ R1 or rl(z, w)2 ≥ R holds, which
we achieve by choosing R1 sufficiently large. We construct a continuous transition between rs and rl by
considering rs ∧ (DK + εrl), where the constant ε satisfies 2εrl ≤ rs and the constant DK is given such
that rs(z, w) ∧ (DK + εrl(z, w)) = rs(z, w) for (z, w) with rl(z, w)2 ≤ R. Then, we set R1 such that
rs(z, w) ∧ (DK + εrl(z, w)) = DK + εrl(z, w) for (z, w) with rs(z, w) ≤ R1 is guaranteed.

In particular, in this construction the level set rs(z, w) − εrl(z, w) = DK is optimally encompassed by
the level set rs(z, w) = R1 and rl(z, w)2 = R, as illustrated in Figure 1, and rs(z, w) ≤ R1 or rl(z, w)2 ≥ R
is ensured. We define the metric ρ((x, y), (x′, y′)) = f(rs((x, y), (x′, y′)) ∧ {DK + εrl((x, y), (x′, y′))}). As
illustrated in Figure 2, we obtain f(rs) for small distances and f(DK+εrl((x, y), (x′, y′))) for large distances.
A detailed rigorous construction and a proof showing that ρ defines a metric are given in Section 4.

2.4 A global contraction result for the classical Langevin dynamics with general
external force

We establish the main contraction result for the classical Langevin dynamics given by (2.8).

Theorem 5. For t ≥ 0, let µt and νt be the law at time t of the processes (Xt, Yt) and (X ′t, Y
′
t ), respec-

tively, where (Xs, Ys)s≥0 and (X ′s, Y
′
s )s≥0 are solutions to (2.8) with initial distributions µ0 and ν0 on R2d,

respectively. Suppose Assumption 2 holds and

Lguγ
−2 <

κ

2Lg
. (2.13)

Then,

W1,ρ(µt, νt) ≤ e−ctW1,ρ(µ0, ν0) and W1(µt, νt) ≤M1e
−ctW1(µ0, ν0),

where the distance ρ is defined precisely in (4.10) below and the contraction rate c is given by

c = γ exp(−Λ) min
( (LK + Lg)uγ

−2

4
Λ1/2,

1

8
Λ1/2,

τE

2

)
with (2.14)

Λ =
LK + Lg

4
R2

1, and, (2.15)

τ := min(1/8, γ−2uκ/2− γ−4L2
gu

2), and, (2.16)

E :=
1

6
min

(
1,

√
κγ√

8u(LK + Lg)
,

√
κu

2
γ−1, 2(LK + Lg)uγ

−2
)
. (2.17)
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Figure 1: Level sets of the metrics rl and rs.

Figure 2: Sketch of the metric construction f((εrl +DK)∧ rs). Here the metric is evaluated for z = −γ−1w
(i.e., along the dashed line in Figure 1).
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The constants R1 satisfies

2

3
min(1, 2(LK + Lg)uγ

−2)

√
8u1{R>0} + LguR2

τγ2
≤ R1 ≤ 4 max

(√8(LK + Lg)u

γ
√
κ

, 1
)√8u1{R>0} + LguR2

τγ2
,

(2.18)

and is explicitly stated in (4.13). The constant M1 is given by

M1 = max(2(LK + Lg)uγ
−1 + γ, 1)

1

2
exp(Λ) max

(
3,

3γ2

2(LK + Lg)u

)
max(

√
2/(κu), 2). (2.19)

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 6.2.

Remark 6. Compared to the contraction result obtained in [24, Theorem 2.3], global contractivity in Wasser-
stein distance is obtained with rate c given in (2.14) which is independent of the dimension d.

Remark 7 (Kinetic behaviour). If γ is chosen such that κuγ−2, Lguγ
−2 and LKuγ

−2 are fixed and further
LKR

2 and LgR
2 are fixed, we obtain similarly to [24, Corollary 2.9] that the contraction rate is of order

Ω(R−1).

Remark 8. If R = 0, the metric ρ defined in (4.10) reduces to ρ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = (γ−2(x− x̄) · (K(x− x̄)) +
(1/2)|(1− 2τ)(x− x̄) + γ−1(y − ȳ)|2 + (1/2)|γ−1(y − ȳ)|2)1/2 and the coupling given in Section 4.2 becomes
the synchronous coupling. This metric differs from r defined in (2.3) by the constant τ , since here the drift
b is not necessarily of gradient-type and we can not make use of the co-coercivity property as in the proof
of Theorem 1. Following the proof given in Section 6.2, we obtain contraction in L1 Wasserstein distance,
with contraction rate c = min(γ/16, κγ−1/4 − 8γ−3L2

gu
2). We remark that the constant E vanishes in

the contraction rate, which measures the difference between the two metrics that are considered in general
for ρ. If Lg ≤

√
2κ, the contraction rate is maximized for γ = u1/2(2κ + (4κ2 − 8L2

g)
1/2)1/2 and satisfies

c = u1/2(2κ+ (4κ2 − 8L2
g)

1/2)1/2/16, i.e., in this case the rate is of order O(
√
κ).

Example 9 (Double-well potential). For the model given in Example 4, we obtain contraction with respect
to the designed Wasserstein distance if γ > 9

√
β is satisfied.

3 Contraction for nonlinear Langevin dynamics of McKean-Vlasov
type

Consider the Langevin dynamics of McKean-Vlasov type given in (1.1). We require Assumption 2 for the
function b : Rd → Rd. For the function b̃ : R2d → Rd we impose:

Assumption 3. The function b̃ : R2d → Rd is L̃-Lipschitz continuous.

Example 10 (Quadratic interaction potential). Consider b̃(x, y) = ky with k ∈ R. Then L̃ = |k| and b̃
corresponds to the interaction potential W(x, y) = −kx · y. This potential is attractive for k > 0 and
repulsive for k < 0.

Example 11 (Mollified Coulomb, Newtonian and logarithmic potentials). The gradients of the Coulomb
potential and of the Newtonian potential, which describe charged and self-gravitating particles [8], are not
Lipschitz continuous. However, the gradient of a mollified version (see [25]) given by

W(x, y) =
k̃

(|x− y|p + qp)1/p
for p ≥ 2, q ∈ R+ and k̃ ∈ R

satisfies Assumption 3, since ‖Hess W‖ <∞, and therefore ∇xW is Lipschitz continuous. In the same line,
the gradient of the mollified version of the logarithmic potential given by

W(x, y) = −2 log((|x− y|p + qp)1/p) for p ≥ 2, q ∈ R+

satisfies Assumption 3.

Under the above conditions, we establish contraction in an L1 Wasserstein distance.

Theorem 12 (Contraction for nonlinear Langevin dynamics). Let µ̄0 and ν̄0 be two probability distributions
on R2d with finite second moment. For t ≥ 0, let µ̄t and ν̄t be the law at time t of the processes (X̄t, Ȳt)
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and (X̄ ′t, Ȳ
′
t ), respectively, where (X̄s, Ȳs)s≥0 and (X̄ ′s, Ȳ

′
s )s≥0 are solutions to (1.1) with initial distribution

µ̄0 and ν̄0, respectively. Suppose Assumption 2, Assumption 3 and (2.13) hold. Let L̃ satisfy

L̃ ≤ exp(−Λ) min
{γτ

12

√
κ

u
min(1, 2(LK + Lg)uγ

−2),
LK + Lg

4

}
, (3.1)

where Λ and τ are given in (2.15) and (2.16), respectively. Then

W1,ρ(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ e−c̄tW1,ρ(µ̄0, ν̄0) and W1(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤M1e
−c̄tW1(µ̄0, ν̄0),

where the distance ρ is given in (4.10) and c̄ = c/2 with c given in (2.14). The constant M1 is given in
(2.19). Moreover, there exists a unique invariant probability measure µ̄∞ for (1.1) and convergence in L1

Wasserstein distance to µ̄∞ holds.

Proof. The proof is based on the coupling approach and the metric construction given in Section 4.1 and
Section 4.2, respectively, and is postponed to Section 6.2.

Remark 13. In comparison to [25, Theorem 3.1], global contractivity is established with a contraction rate
and a restriction on the Lipschitz constant L̃ that are independent of the dimension d.

Remark 14. Compared to the contraction result in Theorem 5 for classical Langevin dynamics, the contrac-
tion rate deteriorates by a factor of 2 to compensate for the nonlinear interaction terms.

If R = 0, (3.1) reduces to L̃ ≤ τγ
√
κ/u/8 and contraction holds with rate c̄ = min(γ/32, κuγ−1/8 −

L2
gu

2γ−3/2) by Lemma 19 and (6.19). If Lg ≤
√

2κ, the contraction rate is maximized for γ =
√
u(2κ +

(4κ2 − 8L2
g)

1/2)1/2 yielding c̄ =
√
u(2κ+ (4κ2 − 8L2

g)
1/2)1/2/32. If the drift is additionally of gradient-type,

we can adapt the proof of Theorem 1 and use the co-coercivity property to obtain a contraction rate of order
O(
√
κ) for Lg ≤ 3κ and a rate of order O(κ/

√
Lg) for Lg > 3κ.

Remark 15. The contraction results can be extended to unconfined Langevin dynamics. Consider b ≡ 0
and b̃ : R2d → Rd given by b̃(x, y) = −K̃(x − y) + g̃(x − y) where K̃ ∈ Rd×d is a positive definite matrix
with smallest eigenvalue κ̃ and where g̃ : Rd → Rd is an anti-symmetric, Lg̃-Lipschitz continuous function

g̃ : Rd → Rd. If Lg̃ ≤ (γ/2)
√
κ̃/umin(1/8, κ̃uγ−2/2), contraction in an L1 Wasserstein distance can be

shown via a synchronous coupling approach. The underlying distance function in the Wasserstein distance
is based on a similar twisted 2-norm structure as the distance rl given in (4.1). We note that the conditions
on Lg and L̃ are combined in the restrictive condition on Lg̃, which implies Lg̃ ≤ κ̃/8 and which gives
only contraction for small perturbations of linear interaction forces. A detailed analysis of the unconfined
dynamics is given in Appendix A.

4 Metric and coupling

4.1 Metric construction

For both the classical Langevin dynamics and the nonlinear Langevin dynamics, i.e., when Assumption 2
holds, we consider the metrics rl, rs : R2d × R2d → [0,∞) given by

rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2 :=
u

γ2
(x− x̄) · (K(x− x̄)) +

(1− 2τ)2

2
|x− x̄|2 + γ−1(1− 2τ)(x− x̄)(y − ȳ) + γ−2|y − ȳ|2

= γ−2u(x− x̄) · (K(x− x̄)) +
1

2
|(1− 2τ)(x− x̄) + γ−1(y − ȳ)|2 +

1

2
γ−2|y − ȳ|2,

(4.1)
and

rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) := α|x− x̄|+ |x− x̄+ γ−1(y − ȳ)|, (4.2)

for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d, where the constants τ and α are given by (2.16) and

α := 2(LK + Lg)uγ
−2, (4.3)

respectively. Next, we state the rigorous construction of the metric ρ : R2d×R2d → [0,∞), that is applied in
Theorem 5 and Theorem 12, and that is glued together of rl and rs in an appropriate way. Note that rl and rs
are equivalent metrics. More precisely, for all (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d it holds 2εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))
with

ε = (1/2) min(1, (2/3)α/(
√
LKuγ

−1), α). (4.4)
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Indeed, for (z, w) = (x− x̄, y − ȳ)

r2
l ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ LKγ−2u|z|2 +

1

2
|z + γ−1w|2 + 2τ |z||z + γw|+ 2τ2|z|2 +

1

2
|γ−1w|2 and

r2
s((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≥ 1

2
(α|z|+ |z + γ−1w|)2 +

1

2
min(α2, 1)γ−2|w|2

≥ α2

2
|z|2 + α|z||z + γ−1w|+ 1

2
|z + γ−1w|2 +

1

2
min(1, α2)γ−2|w|2,

and

4ε2 ≤ min
( α2

2(LKuγ−2 + 2τLKuγ−2/2)
, 1, α2

)
≤ min

( α2

2(LKuγ−2 + 2τ2)
, 1,

α

2τ
, α2
)
,

since α > κγ−2 and τ ≤ min(1/8, LKγ
−2u/2) by (4.3) and (2.16). Further, for all (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d it holds

Ers((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) with

E = min(
√
κuγ−1/(

√
8α), 1/2), (4.5)

since

rl(t)

rs(t)
≥
(κuγ−2|Z̄t|2 + (1/2)|(1− 2τ)Z̄t + γ−1W̄t|2

2(a+ 2τ)2|Z̄t|2 + 2|(1− 2τ)Z̄t + γ−1W̄t|2
)1/2

≥ min
(√κuγ−1

√
8α

,
1

2

)
.

Define

∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) := rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))− εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) (4.6)

for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d and

DK := sup
((x,y),(x̄,ȳ))∈R4d:(x−x̄,y−ȳ)∈K

∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)), (4.7)

where the compact set K ⊂ R2d is given by

K := {(z, w) ∈ R2d : γ−2uz · (Kz) + (1/2)|(1− 2τ)z + γ−1w|2 + (1/2)|γ−1w|2 ≤ R}. (4.8)

with

R = (1/τ)(8u1{R>0} + LguR
2)γ−2. (4.9)

We define the metric ρ : R2d × R2d → [0,∞) by

ρ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) := f((∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧DK) + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))) (4.10)

for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d, where ∆ and DK are given in (4.6) and (4.7). The function f is an increasing concave
function defined by

f(r) :=

∫ r

0

φ(s)ψ(s)ds, (4.11)

where

φ(s) := exp
(
− αγ2

4u

(s ∧R1)2

2

)
, Φ(s) =

∫ s

0

φ(x)dx,

ψ(s) := 1− ĉ

2
γu−1

∫ s∧R1

0

Φ(x)φ(x)−1dx, ĉ =
1

u−1γ
∫ R1

0
Φ(s)φ(s)−1ds

,

(4.12)

and where R1 is given by

R1 := sup
((x,y),(x̄,ȳ)):∆((x,y),(x̄,ȳ))≤DK

rs(((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))). (4.13)

The construction of the function f is adapted from [23]. Since ψ(s) ∈ [1/2, 1], it holds for r ≥ 0

f ′(R1)r = (φ(R1)/2)r ≤ Φ(r)/2 ≤ f(r) ≤ Φ(r) ≤ r. (4.14)
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Note that the constant R1 is finite and R1 ≤ sup∆((x,y),(x̄,ȳ))≤DK
2∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ 2DK holds, since

∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) − εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≥ (1/2)rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) for any (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d by
(4.4). Hence, ĉ given in (4.12) and f are well-defined. Further,

R1 ≤ 2DK ≤ 2 sup
((x,y),(x̄,ȳ))∈R4d:(x−x̄,y−ȳ)∈K

(E−1 − 2ε)rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ 2(E−1 − 2ε)
√
R.

The constant R1 is also bounded from below by

R1 ≥ sup
((x,y),(x̄,ȳ)):∆((x,y),(x̄,ȳ))≤DK

2εrl(((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))) ≥ 2ε
√
R,

since ∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ DK for all (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d such that rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2 = R. By (4.9), (4.4), (4.5),
the two bounds on R1 imply the relation (2.18) of R and R1 given in Theorem 5.

By this construction for the metric ρ, it holds (∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))∧DK)+εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))
for ∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ DK, and in particular for rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2 ≤ R. Further, (∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧ DK) +
εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = DK + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) for ∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) > DK and in particular for rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) >
R1.

If R = 0, then K = {(0, 0)} and hence DK = R1 = 0 and f(r) = r. In this case, we can omit the factor ε
in (4.10) and (5.1) and set ρ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = rl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) for simplicity.

Lemma 16. The function ρ given in (4.10) defines a metric on R2d and is equivalent to the Euclidean
distance on R2d.

Proof. Symmetry and positive definiteness holds directly. Hence, ρ is a semimetric. To prove the triangle
inequality, we note that for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ), (x̂, ŷ) ∈ R2d,

(∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧DK) + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))

= rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧ (DK + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)))

≤ (rs((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + rs((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ))) ∧ (DK + εrl((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + εrl((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ)))

≤ (rs((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + rs((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ))) ∧ (DK + εrl((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) +DK + εrl((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ)))

∧ (DK + εrl((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + (1/2)rs((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ))) ∧ (DK + (1/2)rs((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + εrl((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ)))

≤ (∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧DK) + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) + (∆((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) ∧DK) + εrl((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ)),

since rl and rs are metrics on R2d and εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ (1/2)rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)). Since f given in (4.11) is a
concave function, ρ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ ρ((x, y), (x̂, ŷ)) + ρ((x̂, ŷ), (x̄, ȳ)) for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ), (x̂, ŷ) ∈ R2d. Hence, ρ
defines a metric.

Further, it holds for all (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d,

∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧DK + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ rs((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ max(α+ 1, γ−1)(|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|)

≤ max(α+ 1, γ−1)
√

2|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)|.
(4.15)

and

∆((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∧DK + εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≥ εrl((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≥ ε(κuγ−2|x− x̄|2 +
1

2
γ−2|y − ȳ|2)1/2

≥ εγ−1 min(
√
κu, 1/

√
2)|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)|

≥ εγ−1 min(
√
κu/2, 1/2)(|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|).

(4.16)

Then, by (4.14),

C1|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)| ≤ ρ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ C2|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)| (4.17)

with C1 = f ′(R1)εγ−1 min(
√
κu, 1/

√
2) and C2 =

√
2 max(α+ 1, γ−1).

4.2 Coupling for Langevin dynamics

To prove Theorem 5 and Theorem 12 we construct a coupling of two solutions to (1.1). The construction is
partially adapted from the coupling approach introduced in [24]. Recall that b̃ ≡ 0 in Theorem 5.
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Let ξ be a positive constant, which we take finally to the limit ξ → 0. Let (Brc
t )t≥0 and (Bsc

t )t≥0 be
two independent d-dimensional Brownian motions and let µ̄0, ν̄0 be two probability measures on R2d. The
coupling ((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t ))t≥0 of two copies of solutions to (1.1) is a solution to the SDE on R2d×R2d given

by{
dX̄t = Ȳtdt

dȲt = (−γȲt + ub(X̄t) + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γusc(Zt,Wt)dB

sc
t +
√

2γurc(Zt,Wt)dB
rc
t

dX̄ ′t = Ȳ ′t dt

dȲ ′t = (−γȲ ′t + ub(X̄ ′t) + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄

′
t, z)ν̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γusc(Zt,Wt)dB

sc
t

+
√

2γurc(Zt,Wt)(Id− 2ete
T
t )dBrc

t ,

(X̄0, Ȳ0) ∼ µ̄0, (X̄ ′0, Ȳ
′
0) ∼ ν̄0,

(4.18)

where µ̄xt = Law(X̄t) and ν̄xt = Law(X̄ ′t). Further, Zt = X̄t − X̄ ′t, Wt = Ȳt − Ȳ ′t , Qt = Zt + γ−1Wt and
et = Qt/|Qt| if Qt 6= 0 and et = 0 otherwise. The functions rc, sc : R2d → [0, 1) are Lipschitz continuous and
satisfy rc2 + sc2 ≡ 1 and

rc(z, w) = 0 if |z + γ−1w| = 0 or (rs(z, w))− ε(rl(z, w)) ≥ DK + ξ · 1{DK>0},

rc(z, w) = 1 if |z + γ−1w| ≥ ξ and (rs(z, w))− ε(rl(z, w)) ≤ DK and DK > 0
(4.19)

for (z, w) ∈ R2d, where ε is given in (4.4). Analogously to (4.1) and (4.2), rl(z, w)2 = γ−2uz · (Kz) +
(1/2)|(1− 2τ)z + γ−1w|2 + (1/2)γ−2|w|2 and rs(z, w) = α|z|+ |z + γ−1w|.

We note that by Levy’s characterization, for any solution to (6.26) the processes

Bt :=

∫ t

0

sc(Zs,Ws)dB
sc
s +

∫ t

0

rc(Zs,Ws)dB
rc
s and

B̃t :=

∫ t

0

sc(Zs,Ws)dB
sc
s +

∫ t

0

rc(Zs,Ws)(Id− esesT )dBrc
s

are d-dimensional Brownian motions. Therefore, (6.26) defines a coupling between two solutions to (1.1).
The constructed coupling denotes a reflection coupling for rc ≡ 1 and sc ≡ 0 and a synchronous coupling for
sc ≡ 1 and rc ≡ 0. Note that we obtain a synchronous coupling if DK = 0.

The processes (Zt)t≥0, (Wt)t≥0 and (Qt)t≥0 satisfy the following SDEs:

dZt = Wtdt = (Qt − γZt)dt,

dWt = −γWtdt+ u
(
b(X̄t)− b(X̄ ′t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄
x
t (dz)−

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄ ′t, z̃)ν̄
x
t (dz̃)

)
dt

+
√

8γurc(Zt,Wt)etet
TdBrc

t ,

dQt = γ−1u
(
b(X̄t)− b(X̄ ′t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄
x
t (dz)−

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄ ′t, z̃)ν̄
x
t (dz̃)

)
dt+

√
8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)etet

TdBrc
t .

(4.20)
If Qt = 0, we note that Zt is contractive, which we exploit in the proof of Lemma 20.

5 Uniform in time propagation of chaos

We provide uniform in time propagation of chaos bounds for the mean-field particle system corresponding
to the nonlinear Langevin dynamics of McKean-Vlasov type.

Fix N ∈ N. We consider the metric ρN : R2Nd × R2Nd → [0,∞) given by

ρN ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) := N−1
N∑
i=1

ρ((xi, yi), (x̄i, ȳi)) for ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ∈ R2Nd × R2Nd, (5.1)

where ρ is given in (4.10). Since ρ is a metric on R2d×R2d by Lemma 16, ρN defines a metric on R2Nd×R2Nd.
By (4.15) and (4.16), ρN is equivalent to l1N given in (1.5), i.e.,

C1/
√

2`1N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ ρN ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) ≤ C2/
√

2`1N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) (5.2)

13



with C1 = exp(−Λ) min(1, 2(LK + Lg)uγ
−2)/3γ−1 min(

√
κu, 1/

√
2) and C2 =

√
2 max(2(LK + Lg)uγ

−2 +
1, γ−1).

For t ≥ 0, we denote by µ̄t the law of the process (X̄t, Ȳt), where (X̄s, Ȳs)s≥0 is a solution to (1.1)

with initial distribution µ̄0. We denote by µNt the law of {Xi,N
t , Y i,Nt }Ni=1, where ({Xi,N

s , Y i,Ns }Ni=1)s≥0 is a
solution to (1.3) with initial distribution µN0 = µ⊗N0 .

Theorem 17 (Propagation of chaos for Langevin dynamics). Suppose Assumption 2 and Assumption 3
hold. Let µ̄0 and µ0 be two probability distributions on R2d with finite second moment. Suppose that (2.13)
holds. If L̃ satisfies (3.1), then

W1,ρN (µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ e−c̃tW1,ρN (µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ) + C1c̃−1N−1/2 and

W1,`1N
(µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤M1e

−c̃tW1,`1N
(µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ) +M2C1c̃−1N−1/2,

where the distance ρN is defined in (5.1) and c̃ = c/2 with c given in (2.14). The constant C1 depends on γ,
d, u, R, κ, Lg, L̃ and on the second moment of µ̄0. The constants M1 and is given in (2.19) and (5.3) and
M2 is given by

M2 = 3 exp(Λ) max
(

1,
γ2

2(LK + Lg)u

)
γmax(

√
2/(κu), 2). (5.3)

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 6.3.

Remark 18. For t ≥ 0, let µNt and νNt be the law of {Xi,N
t , Y i,Nt }Ni=1 and {X ′t

i,N
, Y ′t

i,N}Ni=1 where the

processes ({Xi,N
s , Y i,Ns }Ni=1)s≥0 and ({X ′s

i,N
, Y ′s

i,N}Ni=1)s≥0 are solutions to (1.3) with initial distributions
µN0 and νN0 , respectively. An easy adaptation of the proof of Theorem 17 shows that if Assumption 2,
Assumption 3, (2.13) and (3.1) hold, then

W1,ρN (µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤ e−c̃tW1,ρN (µN0 , ν

N
0 ) and W1,`1N

(µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤M1e

−c̃tW1,`1N
(µN0 , ν

N
0 ),

where ρN and M1 are given in (5.1), and (2.19), respectively, and c̃ = c/2 with c given in (2.14). To adapt
the proof, a coupling between two copies of N particle systems is applied which is constructed in the same
line as (6.26).

6 Proofs

6.1 Proof of Section 2.1

Proof of Theorem 1. Given a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion on (Bt)t≥0 and (x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ R2d,
we consider the synchronous coupling ((Xt, Yt), (X

′
t, Y

′
t ))t≥0 of two copies of solutions to (2.1) on R2d ×R2d

given by {
dXt = Ytdt

dYt = (−γYt − u∇V(Xt))dt+
√

2γudBt, (X0, Y0) = (x, y){
dX ′t = Y ′t dt

dY ′t = (−γY ′t − u∇V(X ′t))dt+
√

2γudBt, (X ′0, Y
′
0) = (x′, y′).

(6.1)

Then, the difference process (Zt,Wt)t≥0 = (Xt −X ′t, Yt − Y ′t )t≥0 satisfies{
dZt = Wtdt

dWt = (−γWt − uKZt − u(∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)))dt.

We note that since by Assumption 1, G is continuously differentiable, convex and has LG-Lipschitz continuous
gradients, G is co-coercive (see e.g. [40, Theorem 2.1.5]), i.e., it holds

|∇G(x)−∇G(x′)|2 ≤ LG(∇G(x)−∇G(x′)) · (x− x′) for all x, x′ ∈ Rd. (6.2)

Let A,B,C ∈ Rd×d be positive definite matrices given by

A = γ−2uK + (1/2)(1− 2λ)2Id, B = (1− 2λ)γ−1Id, C = γ−2Id,
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where λ is given in (2.4) and Id is the d× d identity matrix. Then by Ito’s formula and Young’s inequality,
we obtain

d

dt
(Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt))

= 2Wt · (AZt) +Wt · (BWt) + Zt · (B(−γWt − uKZt − u(∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t))))

+ 2Wt · (C(−γWt − uKZt − u(∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t))))

≤ −uγ−1(1− 2λ)Zt · (KZt)− (1− 2λ)γ−1uZt(∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)) + γ−3u2|∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)|2

+ Zt · ((2A− γB − 2uKC)Wt) + ((1− 2λ)γ−1 − γ−1)|Wt|2.
(6.3)

By (6.2), (2.4) and (2.5), it holds

−(1− 2λ)γ−1uZt · (∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)) + γ−3u2|∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)|2

≤ −((1− 2λ)γ−1u− γ−3LGu
2)Zt(∇G(Xt)−∇G(X ′t)) ≤ 0.

(6.4)

Further by (2.4), it holds

−uγ−1(1− 4λ)Zt · (KZt) ≤ −u(γ−1/2)Zt · (KZt) ≤ −u(γ−1/2)κ|Zt|2 ≤ −λγ|Zt|2 ≤ −λγ(1− 2λ)2|Zt|2

and hence, −uγ−1(1 − 2λ)Zt · (KZt) ≤ −2γλZt · (AZt). Set r(t) = r((Xt, Yt), (X
′
t, Y

′
t )) with r defined in

(2.3). Then by (6.3) and (6.4), we obtain

d

dt
r(t)2 =

d

dt
(Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt))

≤ −2λγ(Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt)) = −2λγr(t)2.

Taking the square root and applying Grönwall’s inequality yields

r(t) ≤ e−ctr(0)

with c given in (2.6). Then for all p ≥ 1 it holds

Wp,r(µt, νt) ≤ E[r(t)p]1/p ≤ e−ctE[r(0)p]1/p.

We take the infimum over all couplings γ ∈ Π(µ0, ν0) and obtain the first bound. For the second bound we
note that for any (x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ R2d√

min(uγ−2κ, γ−2/2)(|x− x′|2 + |y − y′|2)1/2 ≤ r((x, y), (x′, y′))

≤
√

max(uγ−2LK + 1, 3/2γ−2)(|x− x′|2 + |y − y′|2)1/2.

Hence, the second bound in Theorem 1 holds with M given in (2.7).

6.2 Proofs of Section 2.4 and Section 3

To show Theorem 12, we prove two local contraction results using the coupling defined in (4.18). We write
rl(t) = rl((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t )), rs(t) = rs((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t )) and ∆(t) = ∆((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t )).

Lemma 19. Suppose Assumption 2, Assumption 3 and (2.13) hold. Let ((X̄s, Ȳs), (X̄
′
s, Ȳ

′
s ))s≥0 be a solution

to (4.18). Then for t ≥ 0 with ∆(t) ≥ DK, it holds

drl(t) ≤ −c1rl(t)dt+
|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|

2γrl(t)
L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+
√

8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)
(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt

2rl(t)
· etetTdBt,

(6.5)

where c1 = τγ/2 with τ given in (2.16).

Proof. Let A,B,C ∈ Rd×d be positive definite matrices given by

A = γ−2uK + (1/2)(1− 2τ)2Id, B = (1− 2τ)γ−1Id, and C = γ−2Id, (6.6)

15



where τ is given by (2.16) and Id is the d× d identity matrix. By (4.20) and Ito’s formula, it holds

d(Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt))

≤ 2(AZt) ·Wtdt+
(
Wt · (BWt)− γ(BZt) ·Wt − u(BZt) · (KZt) + Lgu(1− 2τ)γ−1|Zt|2 · 1{|Zt|<R}

)
dt

+
(
− 2γWt · (CWt)− 2u(CWt) · (KZt) + 2γ−2Lgu|Wt||Zt|

)
dt+ |BZt + 2CWt|L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+ γ−28γurc(Zt,Wt)
2dt+

√
8γurc(Zt,Wt)(BZt + 2CWt) · etetTdBt

≤ Zt · ((−uBK + γ−1uL2
gC)Zt)dt+ Zt · (2A− γB − 2uKC)Wtdt+ ((1− 2τ)γ−1 − γ−1)|Wt|2dt

+ (1− 2τ)γ−1uLg|Zt|21{|Zt|<R}dt+ |(1− 2τ)γ−1Zt + 2γ−2Wt|L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+ 8γ−1u(rc(Zt,Wt))
2dt+

√
8γurc(Zt,Wt)((1− 2τ)γ−1Zt + 2γ−1Wt) · etetTdBt

≤ −2τγ(Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt))dt

+ (1− 2τ)γ−1uLg|Zt|21{|Zt|<R}dt+ |(1− 2τ)γ−1Zt + 2γ−2Wt|L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+ 8γ−1u(rc(Zt,Wt))
2dt+

√
8γurc(Zt,Wt)((1− 2τ)γ−1Zt + 2γ−1Wt) · etetTdBt,

where we used (2.16) in the last step. More precisely, the definition of τ implies for all z ∈ Rd,

z · ((−(1− 4τ)γ−1uK + γ−3L2
gu

2Id)z) ≤ (−(1/2)κuγ−1 + γ−3L2
gu

2)|z|2

≤ (−τγ)|z|2 ≤ (−τγ(1− 2τ)2)|z|2.
(6.7)

Note that rl(t)
2 = Zt · (AZt) + Zt · (BWt) +Wt · (CWt). Then,

drl(t)
2 ≤ −2τγrl(t)

2dt+ γ−1(1− 2τ)Lgu|Zt|21{|Zt|<R}dt+ γ−1|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+ 8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)
2dt+

√
8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)((1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt) · etetTdBt.

Since ∆(t) ≥ DK, it holds rl(t)
2 ≥ R by (4.7) and (4.8). By (4.19), rc(Zt,Wt)

2 ≤ 1{R>0}, and hence, by
(4.9)

−τγrl(t)2 + γ−1(1− 2τ)Lgu|Zt|21{|Zt|<R} + 8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)
2 ≤ −τγR+ LguR

2γ−1 + 8γ−1u1{R>0} ≤ 0.

We obtain by Ito’s formula and since the second derivative of the square root is negative,

drl(t) ≤ (2rl(t))
−1drl(t)

2 ≤ −c1rl(t)dt+ γ−1|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|(2rl(t))−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+
√

8γ−1rc(Zt,Wt)(2rl(t))
−1((1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt) · etetTdBt,

which concludes the proof.

Lemma 20. Suppose Assumption 2 and Assumption 3 hold. Fix ξ > 0. Let ((X̄s, Ȳs), (X̄
′
s, Ȳ

′
s ))s≥0 be a

solution to (4.18). Let rs be given by (4.2) with α given in (4.3). Then for t ≥ 0 with ∆(t) < DK, it holds

df(rs(t)) ≤ −c2f(rs(t))dt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt−
γα

4
f ′(R1)|Zt|dt+ (1 + α)ξγdt+ dMt,

where f is given in (4.11), (Mt)t≥0 is a martingale and c2 is given by

c2 := min
( 2

γ
∫ R1

0
Φ(s)φ(s)−1ds

,
γ

8

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)

)
. (6.8)

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of the proof of [24, Lemma 3.1]. First, we note that, (Zt)t≥0 given in
(4.20) is almost surely continuously differentiable with derivative dZt/dt = −γZt + γQt and hence t→ |Zt|
is almost surely absolutely continuous with

d

dt
|Zt| =

Zt
|Zt|
· (−γZt + γQt) for a.e. t such that Zt 6= 0 and

d

dt
|Zt| ≤ γ|Qt| for a.e. t such that Zt = 0.

and therefore

d

dt
|Zt| ≤ −γ|Zt|+ γ|Qt| for a.e. t ≥ 0. (6.9)
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By Ito’s formula and by Assumption 2 and Assumption 3, we obtain for |Qt|,

d|Qt|

= γ−1uet ·
(
b(X̄t)− b(X̄ ′t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄
x
t (dz)−

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄ ′t, z̃)ν̄
x
t (dz̃)

)
dt+

√
8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)et

TdBt

≤ γ−1u(LK + Lg + L̃)|Zt|dt+ γ−1L̃uE[|Zt|]dt+
√

8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)et
TdBrc

t .

Note that there is no Ito correction term, since ∂2
q/|q||q| = 0 for q 6= 0 and rc = 0 for Qt = 0. Combining this

bound with (6.9) yields for rs(t),

drs(t) ≤
(

((LK + Lg)uγ
−2 − α)γ|Zt|+ αγ|Qt|+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)

)
dt+

√
8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)et

TdBrc
t .

By Ito’s formula,

df(rs(t)) ≤ f ′(rs(t))
(

((LK + Lg)uγ
−2 − α)γ|Zt|+ αγ|Qt|+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)

)
dt

+ f ′(rs(t))
√

8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)et
TdBrc

t + f ′′(rs(t))4γ
−1urc(Zt,Wt)

2dt.

Case 1: Consider ∆(t) < DK and |Qt| > ξ, then rc(Zt,Wt) = 1 and rs(t) < R1. Hence, we obtain

df(rs(t)) ≤ f ′(rs(t))αγrs(t)dt+ f ′′(rs(t))4γ
−1udt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt−

αγ

2
|Zt|f ′(rs(t))dt+ dMt

≤ −2ĉf(rs(t))dt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt−
αγ

2
|Zt|f ′(R1)dt+ dMt

≤ −c2f(rs(t))dt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt−
αγ

2
|Zt|f ′(R1)dt+ dMt,

where (Mt)t≥0 is a martingale and ĉ is given in (4.12). Note that the second step holds since by (4.11) and
(4.14),

f ′(r)αγr + f ′′(r)4γ−1u ≤ −2ĉf(r) for all r ∈ [0, R1). (6.10)

Case 2: Consider ∆(t) < DK and |Qt| ≤ ξ, then α|Zt| = rs(t)− |Qt| ≥ rs(t)− ξ. We note that

((LK + Lg)uγ
−2 − α)|Zt|+ α|Qt| ≤ −

1

2
rs(t) + (1 + α)ξ.

Since the second derivative of f is negative and ψ(s) ∈ [1/2, 1], it holds

df(rs(t)) ≤ −
γ

2
rs(t)f

′(rs(t))dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ γ−1uL̃(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt+ dMt

≤ −γ
8

inf
r≤R1

rφ(r)

Φ(r)
f(rs(t))dt−

γ

4
f ′(R1)α|Zt|dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt+ dMt

≤ −γ
8

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)
f(rs(t))dt−

γα

4
f ′(R1)|Zt|dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt+ dMt.

(6.11)
Combining the two cases, we obtain the result with c2 given in (6.8).

Proof of Theorem 17. To prove contraction, we consider the coupling ((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄
′
t, Ȳ

′
t ))t≥0 given in (4.18)

and combine the results of Lemma 19 and Lemma 20. We abbreviate ρ(t) = f((∆(t) ∧ DK) + εrl(t)). We
distinguish two cases:
Case 1: Consider ∆(t) < DK. Then rs(t) ≤ R1 and ρ(t) = f(rs(t)). By Lemma 20, it holds for ξ > 0

dρ(t) = df(rs(t)) ≤ −c2f(rs(t))dt+ γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt−
αγ

4
f ′(R1)|Zt|dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ dMt

≤ −c2f(rs(t))dt+ γ−1L̃uE[|Zt|]dt−
αγ

8
f ′(R1)|Zt|dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ dMt, (6.12)

where c2 is given by (6.8) and (Mt)t≥0 is a martingale. The second step holds by (3.1).
Case 2: Consider ∆(t) ≥ DK. We obtain by Lemma 19,

drl(t) ≤ −c1rl(t)dt+
|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|

2γrl(t)
L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt

+
√

8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)
(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt

2rl(t)
· etetTdBt,
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where c1 is given in Lemma 19. Note that d
dxf(DK + εx) = εf ′(DK + εx). Further, since f(DK + εx) is a

concave function, d2

dx2 f(DK + εx) is negative. By Ito’s formula, we obtain

dρ(t) = df(DK + εrl(t))

≤ εf ′(DK + εrl(t))
(
− c1rl(t) +

|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|
2γrl(t)

L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)
)

dt+ dM̃t,
(6.13)

where M̃t is a martingale given by

M̃t =

∫ t

0

εf ′(DK + εrl(s))

2rl(s)

√
8γ−1urc(Zs,Ws)((1− 2τ)Zs + 2γ−1Ws) · esesTdBs. (6.14)

We split the first term of (6.13) and bound each part applying (4.14),

−εf
′(DK + εrl(t))

2
c1rl(t) ≤ −

{
inf
q≥0

f ′(q)q

f(q)

} εc1rl(t)

2(DK + εrl(t))
ρ(t) ≤ −f ′(R1)

εc1rl(t)

2(DK + εrl(t))
ρ(t) (6.15)

and

−εf
′(DK + εrl(t))

2
c1rl(t) ≤ −f ′(R1)

εc1
2
rl(t). (6.16)

We note that since ∆(t) > DK it holds,

rl(t)

DK + εrl(t)
≥ rl(t)

rs(t)
≥ E , (6.17)

where E is given in (4.5). Hence, we obtain for the first term of (6.13), by (6.15), (6.16) and (6.17)

−εf ′(DK + εrl(t))c1rl(t)
2 ≤ −f ′(R1)

c1εE
2

ρ(t)− f ′(R1)
c1ε

2
rl(t). (6.18)

For the second term of (6.13), we note

εf ′(DK + εrl(t))
|(1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt|

2γrl(t)
≤ ε

2γ

√
(1− 2τ)2|Zt|2 + 4(1− 2τ)γ−1Zt ·Wt + 4γ−2|Wt|2

(1/2)(1− 2τ)2|Zt|2 + (1− 2τ)γ−1Zt ·Wt + γ−2|Wt|2
≤ ε

γ
.

(6.19)

Combining (6.18) and (6.19) yields,

dρ(t) ≤ −f ′(R1)
c1εE

2
ρ(t)dt− f ′(R1)

c1ε

2
rl(t)dt+ εγ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt+ dM̃t.

≤ −f ′(R1)
c1εE

2
ρ(t)dt− f ′(R1)

c1ε

2

√
κuγ−2|Zt|dt+

1

2
γ−1L̃u(E[|Zt|] + |Zt|)dt+ dM̃t, (6.20)

where rl(t) ≥
√
κuγ−2|Zt| and 2ε ≤ 1 are applied and where (M̃t)t≥0 is given in (6.14).

Combining (6.12) and (6.20), taking expectation and ξ → 0, yields

d

dt
E[ρ(t)] ≤ −min

(
c2, f

′(R1)
c1εE

2

)
E[ρ(t)]−min

(
f ′(R1)

αγ

8
, f ′(R1)

c1ε

2

√
κuγ−2

)
E[|Zt|] + γ−1L̃uE[|Zt|]

≤ −min
(
c2, f

′(R1)
c1εE

2

)
E[ρ(t)],

where we used (3.1) and (4.3) in the second step. By applying Grönwall’s inequality, we obtain

W1,ρ(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ E[ρ(t)] ≤ e−c3tE[ρ(0)]

with

c3 = min
( 2

γ
∫ R1

0
Φ(s)φ(s)−1ds

,
γ

8

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)
, f ′(R1)γτ

εE
4

)
. (6.21)
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The term εE is bounded from below by E given in (2.17). For the first two arguments in the minimum we
note that∫ R1

0

∫ s

0

exp
(
− αγ2

4u

r2

2

)
dr exp

(αγ2

4u

s2

2

)
ds ≤

√
π

2

(αγ2

4u

)−1/2
∫ R1

0

exp
(αγ2

4u

s2

2

)
ds

≤
√
π

2

(αγ2

4u

)−1/2

2
(αγ2

4u
R1

)−1

exp
(αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)
≤ 4
(αγ2

4u

)−1(αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)−1/2

exp
(αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)
(6.22)

since
∫ x

0
exp(r2/2)dr ≤ 2x−1 exp(x2/2), and

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)
≥
R1 exp(−αγ

2

4u
R2

1

2 )√
π
2 (αγ

2

4u )−1/2
=

2√
π

(αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)1/2

exp
(
− αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)
≥
(αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)1/2

exp
(
− αγ2

4u

R2
1

2

)
.

(6.23)

Hence, W1,ρ(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ E[ρ(t)] ≤ e−c̄tE[ρ(0)] with c given by

c̄ = γ exp(−Λ) min
( (LK + Lg)uγ

−2

4
Λ1/2,

1

8
Λ1/2,

τE

4

)
(6.24)

with Λ, τ and E given in (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17). Taking the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µ̄0, ν̄0)
concludes the proof of the first result.

By (4.17), the second result holds with M1 = C2/C1 given by (2.19).

Proof of Theorem 5. Theorem 5 forms a special case of Theorem 12. We obtain analogously to Lemma 19
for ∆(t) ≥ DK,

drl(t) ≤ −c1rl(t)dt+
√

8γ−1urc(Zt,Wt)(rl(t)
−1/2)((1− 2τ)Zt + 2γ−1Wt) · etetTdBt,

where c1 = τγ/2 with τ given in (2.16). Similarly as in Lemma 20, we get for ∆(t) < DK using L̃ = 0

df(rs(t)) ≤ −c2f(rs(t))dt+ (1 + α)ξγdt+ dMt,

where Mt is a martingale, α is defined in (4.3), f is defined in (4.11) and c2 is given in (6.8). Combining the
two local contraction results as in the proof of Theorem 12 gives the desired result with contraction rate

c = min
( 2

u−1γ
∫ R1

0
Φ(s)φ(s)−1ds

,
γ

8

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)
, f ′(R1)γτ

εE
2

)
. (6.25)

Note that the last two terms in the minimum differ by a factor of 2 from the last two terms in (6.21), as the
first terms in (6.13) and (6.11) are not split up to compensate for the interaction term as in the nonlinear
term.

6.3 Proof of Section 5

Fix N ∈ N. To show propagation in chaos in Theorem 17 we construct in the same line as in Section 4.2 a
coupling between a solution to (1.3) and N copies of solutions to (1.1). We fix a positive constant ξ, which
we take in the end to the limit ξ → 0. Let {(Bi,rc)t≥0 : i = 1, . . . , N} and {(Bi,sc)t≥0 : i = 1, . . . , N} be 2N
independent d-dimensional Brownian motions and let µ0 and µ̄0 be two probability measures on R2d. The
coupling ({(X̄i

t , Ȳ
i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )}Ni=1)t≥0 is a solution to the SDE on R2Nd × R2Nd given by{

dX̄i
t = Ȳ it dt

dȲ it = (−γȲ it + ub(X̄i
t) + u

∫
Rd b̃(X̄

i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γusc(Zit ,W

i
t )dB

i,sc
t +

√
2γurc(Zit ,W

i
t )dB

i,rc
t

dXi
t = Y it dt

dY it = (−γY it + ub(Xi
t) + uN−1

∑N
j=1 b̃(X

i
t , X

j
t ))dt+

√
2γusc(Zit ,W

i
t )dB

i,sc
t

+
√

2γurc(Zit ,W
i
t )(Id− 2eite

i
t
T

)dBi,rct

(X̄i
0, Ȳ

i
0 ) ∼ µ̄0, (Xi

0, Y
i
0 ) ∼ µ0

(6.26)
for i = 1, ..., N , where µ̄xt = Law(X̄i

t) for all i. Further, Zit = X̄i
t −Xi

t , W
i
t = Ȳ it − Y it , Qit = Zit + γ−1W i

t ,
and eit = Qit/|Qit| if Qit 6= 0 and eit = 0 if Qit = 0. As in Section 4.2, the functions rc, sc : R2d → [0, 1) are
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Lipschitz continuous and satisfy rc2 + sc2 ≡ 1 and (4.19). We note that by Levy’s characterization, for any
solution of (6.26) the processes

Bit :=

∫ t

0

sc(Zis,W
i
s)dB

i,sc
s +

∫ t

0

rc(Zis,W
i
s)dB

i,rc
s

B̃it :=

∫ t

0

sc(Zis,W
i
s)dB

i,sc
s +

∫ t

0

rc(Zis,W
i
s)(Id− eiseis

T
)dBi,rcs

are d-dimensional Brownian motions. Therefore, (6.26) defines a coupling between N copies of solutions
to (1.1) and a solution to (1.3). The processes ({Zit}Ni=1)t≥0, ({W i

t }Ni=1)t≥0 and ({Qit}Ni=1)t≥0 satisfy the
stochastic differential equations given by

dZit = W i
t dt = (Qit − γZit)dt

dW i
t =

(
− γW i

t + u
(
b(X̄i

t)− b(Xi
t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(Xi
t , X

j
t )
))

dt

+
√

8γurc(Zit ,W
i
t )e

i
te
i
t

T
dBi,rct

dQit = γ−1u
(
b(X̄i

t)− b(Xi
t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(Xi
t , X

j
t )
)

dt

+
√

8γ−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )e

i
te
i
t

T
dBi,rct ,

(6.27)

for all i = 1, ..., N .
The proof of Theorem 17 relies on three auxiliary lemmata. We abbreviate ril(t) = rl((X̄

i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )),

ris(t) = rs((X̄
i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )) and ∆i(t) = ∆((X̄i

t , Ȳ
i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )).

Lemma 21. Suppose Assumption 2 and Assumption 3 hold. Suppose that (2.13) holds. Let τ > 0 be given
by (2.16). Let ({(X̄i

t , Ȳ
i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )}Ni=1)t≥0 be a solution to (6.26). Then for i ∈ {1, . . . , N} with ∆i(t) ≥ DK,

it holds

dril(t) ≤ −c1ril(t)dt+
|(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t |
2γril(t)

u
(
L̃N−1

N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |) +Ait

)
dt

+
√

2γ−1rc(Zit ,W
i
t )

(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i
t

ril(t)
· eiteit

T
dBit,

(6.28)

where c1 = τγ/2 and {Ait}Ni=1 is given by

Ait :=
∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )
∣∣∣ with µ̄xt = Law(X̄i

t). (6.29)

Proof. By Ito’s formula, it holds for ({Zit ,W i
t }Ni=1)t≥0 = ({X̄i

t −Xi
t , Ȳ

i
t − Y it }Ni=1)t≥0,

dZit = W i
t dt

dW i
t = (−γW i

t + u(b(X̄i
t)− b(Xi

t) +N−1
∑N
j=1(b̃(X̄i

t , X̄
j
t )− b̃(Xi

t , X
j
t )) + Ãit))dt

+
√

8γurc(Zit ,W
i
t )e

i
te
i
t
T

dBit,

where

Ãit :=
(∫

Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )
)

with µ̄xt = Law(X̄i
t)
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for all i = 1, ..., N . Hence, by Ito’s formula it holds for the positive matrices A,B,C given in (6.6),

d(Zit · (AZit) + Zit · (BW i
t ) +W i

t · (CW i
t ))

≤ 2(AZit) ·W i
t dt+

(
W i
t · (BW i

t )− (BZit) · (γW i
t + uKZit) + Lgu(1− 2τ)γ−1|Zit |2 · 1{|Zi

t |<R}

)
dt

+
(
− 2γW i

t · (CW i
t )− 2u(CW i

t ) · (KZit) + 2Lgu|C1/2W i
t ||C1/2Zit |

)
dt

+ |BZit + 2CW i
t |u
(
L̃N−1

N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |) +Ait

)
+ γ−28γurc(Zit ,W

i
t )

2dt+
√

8γurc(Zit ,W
i
t )(BZ

i
t + CW i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit

≤ Zit · ((−uKB + γ−1L2
gu

2C)Zit)dt+ Zit · ((2A− γB − 2uKC)W i
t )dt+W i

t · ((B − γC)W i
t )dt

+ |BZit + 2CW i
t |u
(
L̃N−1

N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |) +Ait

)
dt+ (1− 2τ)γ−1Lg|Zit |2 · 1{|Zi

t |<R}dt

+ 8γ−1u(rc(Zit ,W
i
t ))

2dt+
√

8γurc(Zit ,W
i
t )(BZ

i
t + 2CW i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit

with {Ait}Ni=1 given by (6.29). By (2.16) and (6.7),

dril(t)
2 = d(Zit · (AZit) + Zit · (BW i

t ) +W i
t · (CW i

t ))

≤ −2τγril(t)
2dt+ |(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t |
u

γ

(
L̃N−1

N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |) +Ait

)
dt+ 8γ−1urc(Zit ,W

i
t )

2dt

+ γ−1(1− 2τ)Lgu|Zit |2 · 1{|Zi
t |<R}dt+

√
8γ−1urc(Zit ,W

i
t )((1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit.

Since ∆i(t) ≥ DK, it holds ril(t)
2 > R by (4.7) and (4.8). By (4.9) and (4.19),

−τγril(t)2 + γ−1(1− 2τ)Lgu|Zit |21{|Zi
t |<R} + 8γ−1urc(Zit ,W

i
t )

2 ≤ −τγR+ LguR
2γ−1 + 8γ−1u1{R>0} ≤ 0.

By Ito’s formula and since the second derivative of the square root is negative,

dril(t) ≤ (2ril(t))
−1dril(t)

2 ≤ −c1ril(t)dt+
|(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t |
2γril(t)

u
(
L̃N−1

N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |) +Ait

)
dt

+
√

2γ−1rc(Zit ,W
i
t )r

i
l(t)
−1((1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit,

which concludes the proof.

Lemma 22. Suppose Assumption 2 and Assumption 3 hold. Let ({X̄i
t , Ȳ

i
t , X

i
t , Y

i
t }Ni=1)t≥0 be a solution to

(6.26). Let rs be given in (4.2) with α defined in (4.3). If ∆i(t) < DK with DK given in (4.7), it holds

df(ris(t)) ≤ −c2f(ris(t))dt+ γ−1L̃uN−1
N∑
j=1

(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)dt−
αγ

4
f ′(R1)|Zit |dt

+ γ−1u
∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄t(dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )
∣∣∣dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ dM i

t ,

where f is given in (4.11), (M i
t )t≥0 is a martingale and c2 is given in (6.8).

Proof. The proof works similarly as the proof of Lemma 20. First, note that for all i, (Zit)t≥0 is almost
surely continuously differentiable with derivative dZi/dt = −γZi + γQi and hence t→ |Zit | is almost surely
absolutely continuous with

d

dt
|Zit | =

Zit
|Zit |
· (−γZit + γQit) for a.e. t such that Zit 6= 0 and

d

dt
|Zit | ≤ γ|Qit| for a.e. t such that Zit = 0.
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and therefore

d

dt
|Zit | ≤ −γ|Zit |+ γ|Qit| for a.e. t ≥ 0. (6.30)

By Ito’s formula and by Assumption 2 and Assumption 3, we obtain for |Qit|,

d|Qit| = γ−1ueit ·
(
b(X̄i

t)− b(Xi
t) +

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

N∑
j=1

b̃(Xi
t , X

j
t )
)

dt+
√

8γ−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )e

i
t

T
dBit

≤ γ−1u(LK + Lg)|Zit |dt+ γ−1u(Ait +N−1
N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |))dt+
√

8γ−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )e

i
t

T
dBi,rct ,

where Ait is given by (6.29). Note that there is no Ito correction term, since ∂2
q/|q||q| = 0 for q 6= 0 and rc = 0

for Qt = 0. Combining this bound and (6.30) yields for f(ris(t)) by Ito’s formula,

df(ris(t)) = f ′(ris(t))
(

((LK + Lg)uγ
−2 − α)γ|Zit |+ αγ|Qit|+ γ−1u

(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
))

dt

+ f ′(ris(t))
√

8γ−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )(e

i
t)
TdBi,rct + f ′′(ris(t))4γ

−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )

2dt.

Case 1: Consider ∆i(t) < DK and |Qit| > ξ, then rc(Zit ,W
i
t ) = 1 and ris(t) < R1. Hence, by (6.10) we obtain

df(ris(t)) ≤ f ′(ris(t))αγris(t)dt+ f ′′(ris(t))4γ
−1udt+ γ−1u

(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt

− f ′(R1)
1

2
γα|Zit |dt+ dM i

t

≤ −2ĉf(ris(t))dt+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt− f ′(R1)
γα

2
|Zit |dt+ dM i

t

≤ −c2f(ris(t))dt+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt− f ′(R1)
γα

2
|Zit |dt+ dM i

t .

Case 2: Consider ∆i(t) < DK and |Qit| ≤ ξ, then α|Zit | = ris(t)− |Qit| ≥ ris(t)− ξ. We note that

((LK + Lg)uγ
−2 − α)|Zit |+ α|Qit| ≤ −

1

2
ris(t) + (1 + α)ξ.

Since the second derivative of f is negative and ψ(s) ∈ [1/2, 1], it holds

df(ris(t)) ≤ −
γ

2
ris(t)f

′(rs(t))dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt+ dM i
t

≤ −γ
8

inf
r≤R1

rφ(r)

Φ(r)
f(ris(t))dt−

γα

4
|Zit |f ′(R1)dt+ (1 + α)γξdt

+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt+ dM i
t

≤ −γ
8

R1φ(R1)

Φ(R1)
f(ris(t))dt−

γα

4
|Zit |f ′(R1)dt+ (1 + α)γξdt

+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt+ dM i
t .

Combining the two cases, we obtain the result by using the definition of c2 given in (6.8).

Lemma 23. (Moment control for Langevin dynamics) Suppose that Assumption 2 and Assumption 3 hold.
Suppose that (2.13) and (3.1) hold. Let (X̄t, Ȳt)t≥0 be a solution to (1.1) with E[|X̄0|2 + |Ȳ0|2] ≤ ∞. Then
there exists a finite constant C2 > 0 such that

sup
t≥0

E[|X̄t|2] ≤ C2.

The constant C2 depends on γ, E[|X̄0|2 + |Ȳ0|2], d, R, κ, Lg, u and L̃.
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Proof. We adapt the proof idea from [22, Lemma 8]. By Ito’s formula, by Assumption 2 and by Assumption 3,
it holds

d(γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +
1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2)

≤
(

2γ−2uX̄t · (KȲt) + (1− 2τ)2X̄t · Ȳt + γ−1(1− 2τ)|Ȳt|2
)

dt+ γ−1(1− 2τ)
(
− uX̄t · (KX̄t)− γX̄t · Ȳt

)
dt

+ 2γ−2
(
− u(KȲt) · X̄t + Lg|Ȳt||X̄t| − γ|Ȳt|2

)
dt+

u

γ
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|

(
L̃(E[|X̄t|] + |Xt|) + |b̃(0, 0)|

)
dt

+ (1− 2τ)γ−1u(Lg|X̄t|2 + |g(0)||X̄t|)1{|X̄t|<R}dt+ 2γ−2u|Ȳt||g(0)|dt+ 2γ−1uddt

+
√

2γ−1u((1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt)dBt

≤ −γ−1u(1− 2τ)X̄t · (KX̄t)− 2τγ(γ−2|Ȳt|2 + (1− 2τ)γ−1X̄t · Ȳt) + γ−3u2L2
g|X̄t|2

+
u

γ
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|(L̃(E[|X̄t|] + |Xt|) + |b̃(0, 0)|)dt+ (1− 2τ)γ−1u(Lg|X̄t|2 + |g(0)||X̄t|)1{|X̄t|<R}dt

+ 2γ−2u|Ȳt||g(0)|dt+ 2γ−1uddt+
√

2γ−1u((1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt)dBt

Taking expectation, we obtain

d

dt
E[γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2]

≤ −γ−1u(1− 2τ)E[X̄t · (KX̄t)] + γ−3u2L2
gE[|X̄t|2]− 2τγ

(
γ−2E[|Ȳt|2] + (1− 2τ)γ−1E[X̄t · Ȳt]

)
+ (1− 2τ)γ−1u(LgR

2 +R|g(0)|) + 2γ−1ud+ uγ−1E
[
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|

(
L̃(E[|Xt|] + |Xt|) + |b̃(0, 0)|

)]
+ 2γ−2uE[|Ȳt|]|g(0)|.

We note that by (3.1) and by Young’s inequality,

γ−1E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|u(L̃(E[|X̄t|] + |X̄t|) + |b̃(0, 0)|)]

≤ τ
√
κu

8
E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|(E[|X̄t|] + |X̄t|)] + γ−1uE[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|]|b̃(0, 0)|

≤ τγ

4

(
κuγ−2E[|X̄t|2] +

1

4
E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|2]

)
+
τγ

4

1

4
E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|2] +

4u2

τγ3
|b̃(0, 0)|2

≤ τγ

2

(
κuγ−2E[|X̄t|2] +

1

2
E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2] +

1

2
E[|γ−1Ȳt|2]

)
+

4u2

τγ3
|b̃(0, 0)|2

and

2γ−2uE[|Ȳt|]|g(0)| ≤ τγ

2

1

2
E[|γ−1Ȳt|2] +

4u2

τγ3
|g(0)|2.

Then by (6.7),

d

dt
E
[
γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
≤ −2τγE

[
γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
+ (1− 2τ)γ−1uLgR

2 + 2γ−1ud

+ τγ
(
κγ−2E[|X̄t|2] +

1

2
E[|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 + |γ−1Ȳt|2]

)
+ 4τ−1γ−3u2(|b̃(0, 0)|2 + |g(0)|2)

≤ −τγE
[
γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
+ (1− 2τ)γ−1LguR

2 + 2γ−1ud

+ 4τ−1γ−3u2(|b̃(0, 0)|2 + |g(0)|2).

By Grönwall’s inequality, there exists a constant C such that

sup
t≥0

E
[
γ−2uX̄t · (KX̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2τ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
≤ C <∞.

Thus, we obtain the result for C2 = C/(κuγ−2).
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Proof of Theorem 17. To prove uniform in time propagation of chaos, we consider the coupling
({(X̄i

t , Ȳ
i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )}Ni=1)t≥0 given in (6.26) and combine the results of Lemma 21 and Lemma 22. The

second moment control given in Lemma 23 will be essential to bound the terms involving the non-linearity.
We write here ris(t) = ris((X̄

i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )), ril(t) = ril((X̄

i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )), ∆i(t) = ris(t) − εril(t) and

ρi(t) = f((∆i(t) ∧DK) + εril(t)). We distinguish two cases for all particles i = 1, ..., N :
Case 1: Consider ∆i(t) < DK. Then ρi(t) = f(ris(t)), and by Lemma 22 it holds for ξ > 0

dρi(t) = df(ris(t)) ≤ −c2f(ris(t))dt+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt− αγ

4
f ′(R1)|Zit |dt

+ (1 + α)γξdt+ dM i
t

≤ −c2f(ris(t))dt+ γ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃|Zjt |
)

dt− αγ

8
f ′(R1)|Zit |dt+ (1 + α)γξdt+ dM i

t , (6.31)

where Ait is given in (6.29) and c2 is given by (6.8). Note the last step holds by (3.1).
Case 2: Consider ∆i(t) ≥ DK. We obtain by Lemma 21,

dril(t) ≤ −c1ril(t)dt+
|(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−2W i

t |
2γril(t)

u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt

+
√

2γ−1urc(Zit ,W
i
t )r

i
l(t)
−1((1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit

with c1 given in Lemma 21. Note that d
dxf(DK+ εx) = εf ′(DK+ εx). Further, since f(DK+ εx) is a concave

function, d2

dx2 f(DK + εx) is negative. By Ito’s formula, we obtain

dρi(t) = df(DK + εril(t))

≤ εf ′(DK + εril(t))
(
− c1ril(t)2 +

|(1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i
t |

2γril(t)
u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
))

dt

+
εf ′(DK + εril(t))

ril(t)

√
2γ−1urc(Zit ,W

i
t )((1− 2τ)Zit + 2γ−1W i

t ) · eiteit
T

dBit.

By (6.18) and (6.19), which holds in the same line as in the proof of Theorem 12, it holds

dρi(t) ≤ −f ′(R1)
c1ε

2
min

(√κuγ−1

√
8α

,
1

2

)
ρi(t)dt− f ′(R1)

c1ε

2

√
κuγ−2|Zit |dt

+ 2εγ−1u
(
Ait +N−1

N∑
j=1

L̃(|Zjt |+ |Zit |)
)

dt+ dM i
t ,

(6.32)

where ({M i
t}Ni=1)t≥0 is some martingale.

Combining (6.31) and (6.32), taking expectations and summing over i = 1, . . . , N yields

d

dt
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]
≤ −min

(
c2, f

′(R1)
c1ε

2
min

(√κuγ−1

√
8α

,
1

2

))
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]

+ γ−1uE
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

Ait

]
−min

(
f ′(R1)

γα

8
, f ′(R1)

c1ε

2

√
κuγ−2

)
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

|Zit |
]

+ L̃uγ−1E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

|Zit |
]

≤ −min
(
c2, f

′(R1)
c1ε

4
min

(√κuγ−1

√
8α

,
1

2

))
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]

+ γ−1uE
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

Ait

]
,

(6.33)
where we used 2ε ≤ 1 for the last term and (3.1).

To bound E[Ait], we note that given X̄i
t , X̄

j
t , j 6= i are identically and independent distributed with law

µ̄xt and

E[b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )|X̄i

t ] =

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz). (6.34)
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Hence,

E
[
|
∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− 1

N

N∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )|2

∣∣∣X̄i
t

]
=
N − 1

N2
Varµ̄x

t
(b̃(X̄i

t , ·)) +
1

N2
E
[
|
∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− b̃(X̄i

t , X̄
i
t)|2
∣∣∣X̄i

t

]
+

2

N2

N∑
j=1,j 6=i

E
[
|
∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− b̃(X̄i

t , X̄
j
t )| · |

∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− b̃(X̄i

t , X̄
i
t)|
∣∣∣X̄i

t

]
By Assumption 3, Cauchy inequality and Young’s inequality

E
[∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− 1

N

N∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )
∣∣∣2] ≤ 4L̃2

N

∫
Rd

|x|2µ̄xt (dx) +
4L̃2

N2

∫
Rd

|x|2µ̄xt (dx)

+
8L̃2

N

∫
Rd

|x|2µ̄xt (dx).

(6.35)

Then, by Jensen’s inequality

E[Ait] ≤
4L̃

N1/2

(∫
Rd

|x|2µ̄xt (dx)
)1/2

.

By Lemma 23, there exists a finite constant C1 such that for N ≥ 2 and all i = 1, ..., N ,

sup
t≥0

E[Ait] ≤ γu−1C1N−1/2. (6.36)

Note that C1 depends on γ, E[|X̄0|2 + |Ȳ0|2], d, u, R, κ, Lg and L̃. Inserting the bound for E[Ait] in (6.33)
yields

d

dt
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]
≤ −min

(
c2, f

′(R1)
c1ε

2
min

(√κuγ−1

√
8α

,
1

2

))
E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]

+
C1
N1/2

.

Applying Grönwall’s inequality and (6.22) and (6.23) yields

W1,ρN (µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ E
[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(t)
]
≤ e−c̃tE

[
N−1

N∑
i=1

ρi(0)
]

+ C1N−1/2c̃−1.

with c̃ given in (6.24). Taking the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µ̄⊗0 , µ
N
0 ) concludes the proof of the first

result.
The second bound holds by (5.2) with M1 given in (2.19) and M2 =

√
2/C1 given in (5.3).

A Unconfined nonlinear Langevin dynamics

A.1 Contraction for unconfined nonlinear Langevin dynamics

Consider the unconfined nonlinear Langevin dynamics given by{
dX̄t = Ȳtdt

dȲt = (−γȲt + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γudBt, (X̄0, Ȳ0) ∼ µ̄0,

(A.1)

where γ, u > 0, µ̄0 is a probability measure on R2d, µ̄xt = Law(X̄t) and (Bt)t≥0 is a d-dimensional standard

Brownian motion. We impose for the function b̃ and for the initial distribution:

Assumption 4. The function b̃ : R2d → Rd is Lipschitz continuous, and there exist a function g̃ : Rd → Rd and
a positive definite matrix K̃ ∈ Rd×d with smallest eigenvalue κ̃ ∈ (0,∞) and largest eigenvalue LK̃ ∈ (0,∞)
such that

b̃(x, y) = −K̃(x− y) + g̃(x− y) for all x, y ∈ Rd,

and g̃ is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Lg̃ ∈ (0,∞) and anti-symmetric, i.e., g̃(−z) = −g̃(z)
for all z ∈ Rd.

25



Assumption 5. Let µ̄0 ∈ P(R2d) satisfy
∫
R2d |(x, y)|2µ̄0(dxdy) <∞ and

∫
R2d(x, y)µ̄0(dxdy) = 0.

By Assumption 4, it holds d
dtE[(Xt, Yt)] = E[(Yt,−γYt)] and hence by Assumption 5 E[(Xt, Yt)] = 0 for

all t ≥ 0. Note that this observation is crucial in our analysis, since in general convergence to equilibrium
can not be guaranteed for the unconfined dynamics unless the solution is centered or a recentering of the
center of mass is considered.

We establish contraction in Wasserstein distance with respect to the distance function r̃ : R2d × R2d →
[0,∞) given by

r̃((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2 = γ−2u(x− x̄) · (K̃(x− x̄)) +
1

2
|(1− 2σ)(x− x̄) + γ−1(y − ȳ)|2 +

1

2
γ−2|y − ȳ|2, (A.2)

for (x, y), (x̄, ȳ) ∈ R2d where σ is given by

σ = min(1/8, κ̃uγ−2/2). (A.3)

Theorem 24 (Contraction for nonlinear unconfined Langevin dynamics in L2 and L1 Wasserstein distance).
Suppose Assumption 4 holds. Let µ̄0 and ν̄0 be two probability distributions on R2d satisfying Assumption 5.
For t ≥ 0, let µ̄t and ν̄t be the law of the processes (X̄t, Ȳt) and (X̄ ′t, Ȳ

′
t ), respectively, where (X̄s, Ȳs)s≥0 and

(X̄ ′s, Ȳ
′
s )s≥0 are solutions to (A.1) with initial distribution µ̄0 and ν̄0, respectively. If

Lg̃ ≤
√
κ̃/u(γ/2) min(1/8, κ̃uγ−2/2), (A.4)

then

W2,r̃(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ e−ĉtW2,r̃(µ̄0, ν̄0) and W2(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤M3e
−ĉtW2(µ̄0, ν̄0), (A.5)

where r̃ is defined in (A.2) and where the contraction rate ĉ is given by

ĉ = min(γ/16, κ̃γ−1/4). (A.6)

The constant M3 is given by

M3 = max(
√
LK̃u+ γ2,

√
3/2) max(

√
(κ̃u)−1,

√
2). (A.7)

Moreover, there exists a unique invariant probability measure µ̄∞ for (A.1) and convergence in L2 Wasser-
stein distance to µ̄∞ holds.

If

Lg̃ ≤
√
κ̃/u(γ/4) min(1/8, κ̃γ−2/2), (A.8)

then

W1,r̃(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ e−ĉtW1,r̃(µ̄0, ν̄0) and W1(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤M3e
−ĉtW1(µ̄0, ν̄0) (A.9)

and convergence in L1 Wasserstein distance to µ̄∞ holds.

Proof. The proof uses a synchronous coupling and is postponed to Appendix A.3.

Remark 25. Note that (A.5) implies directly a bound in Lp Wasserstein distance for 1 ≤ p < 2, i.e., by
Jensen’s inequality it holdsWp(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ W2(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤M0M3e

−ĉtWp(µ̄0, ν̄0), whereM0 =W2(µ̄0, ν̄0)/Wp(µ̄0, ν̄0).
The additional constant M0 is finite by Assumption 5, but it might be very large. Here, contraction in L1

Wasserstein distance is stated separately and (A.9) is proven directly.

Remark 26. By (A.4) and (A.8), it holds Lg̃ ≤ κ̃/8 and Lg̃ ≤ κ̃/16, respectively. Hence, contraction is

proven for b̃ being a small perturbation of a linear function. Further, the contraction rate is maximized for
γ = 2

√
κ̃u.

Remark 27. Note that the underlying distance r̃ is defined similarly as rl in (4.1) and coincides with ρ
defined in (4.10) if K̃ = K, σ = τ and K = {(0, 0)}. Moreover, r̃ is equivalent to the Euclidean distance on
R2d, i.e.,

min(κ̃u/2, 1/4)γ−2(|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|)2 ≤ min(κ̃u, 1/2)γ−2|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)|2 ≤ r̃((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2

≤ max(LK̃uγ
−2 + 1, (3/2)γ−2)|(x, y)− (x̄, ȳ)|2

≤ max(LK̃uγ
−2 + 1, (3/2)γ−2)(|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|)2.

(A.10)
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A.2 Uniform in time propagation of chaos in the unconfined case

Next, we establish uniform in time propagation of chaos bounds for the unconfined Langevin dynamics. Fix
N ∈ N. We consider the functions ρ̂N , ρ̃N : R2Nd × R2Nd → [0,∞) given by

ρ̂N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ))2 := N−1
N∑
i=1

r̃(π(x, y), π(x̄, ȳ))2, and (A.11)

ρ̃N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) := N−1
N∑
i=1

r̃(π(x, y), π(x̄, ȳ)) for all x, y, x̄, ȳ ∈ RNd, (A.12)

where r̃ is given in (A.2) and π : R2Nd → R2Nd is given by

π(x, y) =
(
xi −N−1

N∑
j=1

xj , yi −N−1
N∑
j=1

yj
)N
i=1

for (x, y) ∈ R2Nd. (A.13)

The function π defines a projection from R2Nd to the hyperplane HN = {(x, y) ∈ R2Nd : (
∑
i x

i,
∑
i y
i) = 0}.

We note that distances ρ̂N and ρ̃N are equivalent to ˜̀p
N given by

˜̀p
N ((x, y), (x̄, ȳ)) = `pN (π(x, y), π(x̄, ȳ)), for all x, y, x̄, ȳ ∈ RNd, (A.14)

with p = 1 and p = 2, respectively.

Theorem 28 (Propagation of chaos for unconfined Langevin dynamics in L2 and L1 Wasserstein distance).
Suppose Assumption 4 holds. Let µ̄0 and µ0 be two probability distributions on R2d satisfying Assumption 5.
For t ≥ 0, let µ̄t be the law of the process (X̄t, Ȳt), where (X̄s, Ȳs)s≥0 is a solution to (A.1) with initial

distribution µ̄0. Let µNt be the law of {Xi,N
t , Y i,Nt }Ni=1, where ({Xi,N

s , Y i,Ns }Ni=1)s≥0 is a solution to (1.3)
with b = 0 and with initial distribution µN0 = µ⊗N0 . If Lg̃ satisfies (A.4), then

W2,ρ̂N (µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ e−ĉ/2tW2,ρ̂N (µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ) + ĉ−1/2C3N−1/2 and

W2,˜̀2N
(µ̄Nt , µ

N
t ) ≤

√
2M3e

−ĉ/2tW2,˜̀2N
(µ̄N0 , µ

N
0 ) +M4ĉ

−1/2C3N−1/2,

where ĉ, l̃2N and M3 are given in (A.6), (A.14) and (A.7), respectively. The constant M4 is given by

M4 = γmax(
√

2/κ̃, 2). (A.15)

and C3 is a positive constant depending on γ, d, κ̃, LK̃ , Lg̃, u and on the second moment of µ̄0. If Lg̃
satisfies (A.8), then

W1,ρ̃N (µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ e−ĉtW1,ρ̃N (µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ) + ĉ−1C4N−1/2 and

W1,˜̀1N
(µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤

√
2M3e

−ĉtW1,˜̀1N
(µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ) +M4ĉ

−1C4N−1/2,

where C4 is a positive constant depending on γ, d, κ̃, LK̃ , Lg̃, u and on the second moment of µ̄0.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.3.

Remark 29. For t ≥ 0, let µNt and νNt denote the law of {Xi,N
t , Y i,Nt }Ni=1 and {X ′t

i,N
, Y ′t

i,N}Ni=1, where the

processes ({Xi,N
s , Y i,Ns }Ni=1)s≥0 and ({X ′s

i,N
, Y ′s

i,N}Ni=1)s≥0 are solutions to (1.3) with initial distributions
µN0 and νN0 , respectively, and for which Assumption 4 is supposed. An easy adaptation of the proof of
Theorem 17 shows that if (A.4) holds, then

W2,ρ̂N (µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤ e−ĉtW2,ρ̂N (µN0 , ν

N
0 ) and W2,˜̀2N

(µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤

√
2M3e

−ĉtW2,˜̀2N
(µN0 , ν

N
0 ),

and if (A.8) holds, then

W1,ρ̃N (µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤ e−ĉtW1,ρ̃N (µN0 , ν

N
0 ) and W1,˜̀1N

(µNt , ν
N
t ) ≤

√
2M3e

−ĉtW1,˜̀1N
(µN0 , ν

N
0 ),

where ĉ and M3 are given in (A.6) and (A.7), respectively. For the proof, a coupling of two copies of N
particle systems is constructed in the same line as (A.24). As it will clarify by an inspection of the proof
of Theorem 17, we can obtain a slightly better contraction rate in L2 Wasserstein distance for the particle
system compared to the rate in the propagation of chaos result.
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A.3 Proof of Section A.1 and Section A.2

Proof of Theorem 24. Given two probability measures µ̄0, ν̄0 on R2d and a d-dimensional Brownian motion
(Bt)t≥0, we consider the synchronous coupling ((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t ))t≥0 of two copies of solutions to (A.1) on

R2d × R2d given by{
dX̄t = Ȳtdt

dȲt = (−γȲt + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γudBt, (X̄0, Ȳ0) ∼ µ̄0,{

dX̄ ′t = Ȳ ′t dt

dȲ ′t = (−γȲ ′t + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄

′
t, z̃)ν̄

x
t (dz̃))dt+

√
2γudBt, (X̄ ′0, Ȳ

′
0) ∼ ν̄0,

(A.16)

where µ̄xt = Law(X̄t), ν̄
x
t = Law(X̄ ′t). We set Z̃t = X̄t− X̄ ′t and W̃t = Ȳt− Ȳ ′t . By Assumption 4 the process

(Z̃t, W̃t)t≥0 satisfies
dZ̃t = W̃tdt

dW̃t = (−γW̃t + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄t, z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− u

∫
Rd b̃(X̄

′
t, z̃)ν̄

x
t (dz̃))dt

= (−γW̃t − uK̃Z̃t + u
∫
Rd g̃(X̄t − z)µ̄t(dz)− u

∫
Rd g̃(X̄ ′t − z̃)ν̄t(dz̃))dt,

(A.17)

where we used that E[Z̃t] = 0, which holds by Assumption 4 and Assumption 5. Let Ã, B̃, C̃ ∈ Rd×d be
positive definite matrices given by

Ã = γ−2uK̃ + (1/2)(1− 2σ)2Id, B̃ = (1− 2σ)γ−1Id, and C̃ = γ−2Id, (A.18)

where σ is given by (A.3). Then, by Ito’s formula,

d

dt
(Z̃t · (ÃZ̃t) + Z̃t · (B̃W̃t) + W̃t · (C̃W̃t))

≤ 2(ÃZ̃t) · W̃tdt+ (W̃t · (B̃W̃t)− (BZ̃t) · (γW̃t + uK̃Z̃t))dt− 2(C̃W̃t) · (γW̃t + uK̃Z̃t)dt

+ Lg̃u|B̃Z̃t + 2C̃W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])dt
≤ Z̃t · ((−uK̃B̃)Z̃t) + Z̃t · (2Ã− γB̃ − 2uK̃C̃)W̃t + W̃t · ((B̃ − γC̃)W̃t)

+ Lg̃u|B̃Z̃t + 2C̃W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])
≤ −2σγ(Z̃t · (ÃZ̃t) + Z̃t · (B̃W̃t) + W̃t · (C̃W̃t)) + Lg̃u|B̃Z̃t + 2C̃W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|]),

where we applied (A.3) in the last step More precisely, it holds for all z ∈ Rd

z · ((−uK̃(1− 4σ)γ−1)z) ≤ −(κ̃u/2)γ−1|z|2 ≤ −γσ|z|2 ≤ −γσ(1− 2σ)2|z|2 (A.19)

and therefore z · ((−uK̃(1− 2σ)γ−1)z) ≤ −2γσ(κ̃uγ−2 + (1/2)(1− 2σ)2)|z|2.
Then for r̃(t) = r̃((X̄t, Ȳt), (X̄

′
t, Ȳ

′
t )) = (Z̃t · (ÃZ̃t) + Z̃t · (B̃W̃t) + W̃t · (C̃W̃t))

1/2 given in (A.2),

dr̃(t)2 ≤ −2σγr̃(t)2dt+ Lg̃uγ
−1|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])dt. (A.20)

By taking expectation, it holds

d

dt
E[r̃(t)2] ≤ −2σγE[r̃(t)2] + Lg̃uγ

−1E[|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])]. (A.21)

By (A.4), (A.3) and Young’s inequality, we obtain for the last term

Lg̃uγ
−1E[|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])] ≤

σ
√
κ̃u

2
E[|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|]]

≤ σγ
(
κ̃uγ−2E[|Z̃t|2] +

1

4
E[|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|2]

)
≤ σγ

(
κ̃uγ−2E[|Z̃t|2] +

1

2
E[|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + γ−1W̃t|2] +

1

2
E[|W̃t|2]

)
≤ σγE[r̃(t)2].

(A.22)
By inserting this bound in (A.21), we obtain by Grönwall’s inequality,

W2,r̃(µ̄t, ν̄t)
2 ≤ E[r̃(t)2] ≤ e−2ĉtE[r̃(0)2]
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with ĉ given in (A.6). By taking the square root and the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µ̄0, ν̄0), we obtain
the first result in L2 Wasserstein distance. The second bound holds by (A.10) with M3 given by (A.7). To
obtain contraction in L1 Wasserstein distance, we take the square root in (A.20),

dr̃(t) ≤ −σγr̃(t)dt+ Lg̃uγ
−1 |(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|

2r̃(t)
(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])dt

≤ −σγr̃(t)dt+ Lg̃uγ
−1(|Z̃t|+ E[|Z̃t|])dt,

where the last step holds by

|(1− 2σ)Z̃t + 2γ−1W̃t|
2r̃(t)

≤ 1

2

( (1− 2σ)2|Z̃t|2 + 4(1− 2σ)γ−1Z̃t · W̃t + 4γ−2|W̃t|2

(κ̃uγ−2 + (1/2)(1− 2σ)2)|Z̃t|2 + (1− 2σ)γ−1Z̃t · W̃t + γ−2|W̃t|2
)1/2

≤ 1.

(A.23)
Taking expectation and applying (A.8) we obtain

d

dt
E[r̃(t)] ≤ −σγE[r̃(t)] + 2Lg̃uγ

−1E[|Z̃t|] ≤ −σγE[r̃(t)] +
σγ

2
E[

√
κ̃uγ−2|Z̃t|] ≤ −

σγ

2
E[r̃(t)].

Hence by Grönwall’s inequality,

W1,r̃(µ̄t, ν̄t) ≤ e−ĉtE[r̃(0)],

where ĉ is given in (A.6). Taking the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µ̄0, ν̄0), we obtain the first bound in
L1 Wasserstein distance. The second bound follows by (A.10) with M3 given in (A.7).

To prove Theorem 28, we establish a second moment bound of the solution to the nonlinear unconfined
Langevin equation.

Lemma 30 (Moment control for unconfined Langevin dynamics). Suppose that Assumption 4 and (A.4)
hold. Let (X̄t, Ȳt)t≥0 be a solution to (A.1) with initial distribution satisfying Assumption 5. Then there
exists a finite constant C5 > 0 such that

sup
t≥0

E[|X̄t|2] ≤ C5.

The constant C5 depends on γ, d, κ̃, Lg̃, u and on the second moment of the initial distribution.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 23, we adapt the proof idea from [22, Lemma 8]. First, we note that by
Assumption 4 and Assumption 5, E[X̄t] = E[Ȳt] = 0 for all t ≥ 0, since by anti-symmetry of g̃

d

dt
E[X̄t] = E[Ȳt],

d

dt
E[Ȳt] = −γE[Ȳt],

and E[X̄0] = E[Ȳ0] = 0. Hence, X̄t · E[X̄t] = Ȳt · E[X̄t] = 0. Further, we bound |Ex∼µ̄t [g̃(X̄t, x)]| ≤
Lg̃(|X̄t|+ E[|X̄t|]). By Ito’s formula and Assumption 4, it holds for σ ∈ (0, 1/2),

d(γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t) + (1/2)|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 + (1/2)γ−2|Ȳt|2)

≤ (2γ−2uX̄t · (K̃Ȳt) + (1− 2σ)2X̄t · Ȳt)dt+ (1− 2σ)γ−1(|Ȳt|2 − X̄t · (uK̃X̄t)− γX̄t · Ȳt)dt
+ γ−2(−2γ|Ȳt|2 − 2(uK̃Ȳ )t · X̄t)dt+ Lg̃u|(1− 2σ)γ−1X̄t + 2γ−2Ȳt|(|X̄t|+ E[|X̄t|])dt

+ 2γ−1uddt+
√

2γ−1u((1− 2σ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt)dBt

≤ −(1− 2σ)γ−1uX̄t · (K̃X̄t)dt− 2σγ((1− 2σ)γ−1X̄t · Ȳt + γ−2|Ȳt|2)dt+ 2γ−1uddt

+ Lg̃u|(1− 2σ)γ−1X̄t + 2γ−2Ȳt|(|X̄t|+ E[|X̄t|])dt+
√

2γ−1u((1− 2σ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt)dBt.

Then by (A.19) we obtain after taking expectation

d

dt
E[γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2]

≤ −2σγE[γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t) +
1

2
|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2] + 2γ−1ud

+ Lg̃uγ
−1E[|(1− 2σ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|(|X̄t|+ E[|X̄t|])].
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By (A.4) and Young’s inequality, we bound the last term similarly as (A.22) by

Lg̃uγ
−1E[|(1− 2σ)X̄t + 2γ−1Ȳt|(|X̄t|+ E[|X̄t|])]

≤ σγ
(
κ̃uγ−2E[|X̄t|2] +

1

2
E[|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2] +

1

2
E[Ȳt|2]

)
.

Hence,

d

dt
E
[
γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
≤ −σγE

[
γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t) +

1

2
|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2

]
+ 2γ−1ud.

Then by Grönwall’s inequality, there exists a constant C such that

sup
t≥0

E[γ−2uX̄t · (K̃X̄t)
1

2
|(1− 2σ)X̄t + γ−1Ȳt|2 +

1

2
γ−2|Ȳt|2] ≤ C <∞

and we obtain the result for C5 = C/(κ̃γ−2u).

Proof of Theorem 28. We consider a synchronous coupling approach of solutions to (A.1) and (1.3) with
b ≡ 0. Fix N ∈ N. Let {(Bit)t≥0}Ni=1 be N independent d-dimensional Brownian motions and let µ0 and µ̄0

be two probability measrues on R2d. The coupling ({(X̄i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t )}Ni=1)t≥0 of N copies of a solution to

(A.1) and a solution to (1.3) with b ≡ 0 is given on R2Nd × R2Nd by{
dX̄i

t = Ȳ it dt

dȲ it = (−γȲ it + u
∫
Rd b̃(X̄

i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz))dt+

√
2γudBit, (X̄i

0, Ȳ
i
0 ) ∼ µ̄0,{

dXi
t = Y it dt

dY it = (−γY it + uN−1
∑N
j=1 b̃(X

i
t , X

j
t ))dt+

√
2γudBit, (Xi

0, Y
i
0 ) ∼ µ0

(A.24)

for i = 1, ..., N , where µ̄xt = Law(X̄i
t) for all i. For simplicity, we omitted the parameter N in the index

of (Xi
t , Y

i
t ) in the particle model. We set Z̃it = X̄i

t − Xi
t − N−1

∑N
j=1(X̄j

t − Xj
t ) and W̃ i

t = Ȳ it − Y it −
N−1

∑N
j=1(Ȳ jt − Y

j
t ). By Assumption 4, the process ({Z̃it , W̃ i

t }Ni=1)t≥0 satisfies

dZ̃it = W̃ i
t dt

dW̃ i
t = −γW̃ i

t dt+ u
( ∫

Rd b̃(X̄
i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)−N−1

∑N
j=1

∫
Rd b̃(X̄

j
t , z̃)µ̄

x
t (dz̃)

−N−1
∑N
j=1 b̃(X

i
t , X

j
t ) +N−2

∑N
j,k=1 b̃(X

j
t , X

k
t )
)

dt

= −γW̃ i
t dt+ u

(
− K̃Z̃it +N−1

∑N
j=1(g̃(X̄i

t − X̄
j
t )− g̃(Xi

t −X
j
t )) + Ãit +N−1

∑N
j=1 Ã

j
t

)
dt,

(A.25)

where Ãkt =
∫
Rd b̃(X̄

k
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz) −N−1

∑N
j=1 b̃(X̄

k
t , X̄

j
t ) for all k = 1, ..., N . Hence, for the positive definite

matrices Ã, B̃, C̃ given in (A.18), we obtain for i = 1, ..., N ,

d(Z̃it · (ÃZ̃it) + Z̃it · (B̃W̃ i
t ) + W̃ i

t · (C̃W̃ i
t )

≤ 2Z̃it · (ÃW̃ i
t )dt+ (W̃ i

t · (B̃W̃ i
t )− γZ̃it · (B̃W̃ i

t )− (B̃Z̃it) · (uK̃W̃ i
t ))dt+ (C̃W i

t ) · (−2γW i
t − 2uK̃Z̃it)dt

+ |B̃Z̃it + 2C̃W̃ i
t |u
(
Lg̃N

−1
N∑
j=1

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +N−1
N∑
i=j

Ajt

)
dt

≤
(
− (uK̃Z̃it) · (B̃Z̃it) + Z̃it · ((2Ã− γB̃ − 2uK̃C̃)W̃ i

t ) + W̃ i
t · ((B̃ − 2γC̃)W̃ i

t )
)

dt

+ |B̃Z̃it + 2C̃W̃ i
t |u
(
Lg̃N

−1
N∑
j=1

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +N−1
N∑
i=j

Ajt

)
dt,

where Akt = |
∫
Rd b̃(X̄

k
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz) − N−1

∑N
j=1 b̃(X̄

k
t , X̄

j
t )| for all k = 1, ..., N . Then by (A.20) for r̃i(t) =

r̃((X̄i
t , Ȳ

i
t ), (Xi

t , Y
i
t ))

dr̃i(t)2 = d(Z̃it · (ÃZ̃it) + Z̃it · (B̃W̃ i
t ) + W̃ i

t · (C̃W̃ i
t ))

≤ −2σγr̃i(t)2dt+ γ−1|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i
t |
(
Lg̃N

−1
N∑
j=1

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +N−1
N∑
i=j

Ajt

)
dt

(A.26)

30



and hence, for ρ̂t := ρ̂N ((Xt, Yt), (X̄t, Ȳt)) given in (A.11),

dρ̂t ≤ −2σγρ̂tdt+
u

γ
N−1

N∑
i=1

(
|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i

t |
(
Lg̃N

−1
N∑
j=1

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +N−1
N∑
j=1

Ajt

))
dt.

(A.27)

For the last term, we obtain by (A.4) and Young’s inequality

Lg̃uγ
−1 1

N2

N∑
i,j=1

|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i
t |(|Z̃

j
t |+ |Z̃it |) ≤ σγρ̂t

similarly as in (A.22) and

u

γ

1

N2

N∑
i,j=1

|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i
t |(Ait +Ajt ) ≤

σγ

2

1

N

N∑
i=1

(1

4
|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i

t |2
)

+
8u2

γ3σ

1

N

N∑
i=1

(Ait)
2

≤ σγ

2
ρ̂t +

8

γ3σ

1

N

N∑
i=1

(Ait)
2.

Inserting these estimates in (A.27) and taking expectation yields

d

dt
E[ρ̂t] ≤ −

σγ

2
E[ρ̂t] +

8

γ3σ

1

N

N∑
i=1

E[(Ait)
2].

We bound E[Ait
2
] similar as in the proof of Theorem 17. Note that by Assumption 4, b̃ is Lipschitz continuous

with a Lipschitz constant which is bounded from above by LK̃ +Lg̃. Hence, (6.34) and (6.35) hold here with

LK̃ + Lg̃ instead of L̃. Then,

E[Ait
2
] ≤ E

[∣∣∣ ∫
Rd

b̃(X̄i
t , z)µ̄

x
t (dz)− 1

N

∑
j=1

b̃(X̄i
t , X̄

j
t )
∣∣∣2] ≤ 16(LK̃ + Lg̃)

2

N

∫
Rd

|x|2µ̄t(dx).

By Lemma 30, there exists a constant C6 depending on γ, E[|X̄0|2 + |Ȳ0|2], d, κ̃, LK̃ , Lg̃, u such that for
N ≥ 2 and i = 1, ..., N ,

sup
t≥0

E[Ait
2
] ≤ C6N−1.

Hence,

d

dt
E[ρ̂2

t ] ≤ −2σγE[ρ̂2
0] + C2

3N
−1/2,

where C2
3 = 8u2

σγ3 C6. By Grönwall’s inequality,

W2,ρ̂N (Law(X1
t , ..., X

N
t ), (µ̄t)

⊗N )2 ≤ E[ρ̂2
t ] ≤ e−ĉtE[ρ̂2

0] + ĉ−1C2
3N
−1

with ĉ given in (A.6). By taking the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µN0 , µ̄
⊗N
0 ), we obtain the first result

in L2 Wasserstein distance. The second bound holds by (A.10) with M3 and M4 given by (A.7) and (A.15),
respectively. To obtain the bound in L1 Wasserstein distance, we note that by (A.26)

dr̃i(t) =
1

2ri(t)
dr̃i(t)2 ≤ −σγr̃i(t)dt+

|(1− 2σ)Z̃it + 2γ−1W̃ i
t |

2γr̃i(t)
u
(Lg̃
N

∑
j

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +
1

N

N∑
j=1

Ajt

)
dt

≤ −σγr̃i(t)dt+ γ−1u
(Lg̃
N

∑
j

(|Z̃jt |+ |Z̃it |) +Ait +
1

N

N∑
j=1

Ajt

)
dt,

where the last step holds by (A.23). By summing over i and taking expectation, we obtain by (A.8) for
ρ̃t := ρ̃N ((Xt, Yt), (X̄t, Ȳt)) given in (A.12),

d

dt
E[ρ̃t] ≤ −σγ/2E[ρ̃t] + γ−1uN−1

N∑
i=1

E[Ait].
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By Assumption 4 and Lemma 30, there exists a constant C4 depending on γ, E[|X̄0|2 + |Ȳ0|2], d, κ̃, LK̃ , u
and Lg̃ such that

sup
t≥0

E[Ait] ≤ C4γN−1/2

similarly as in (6.36). Hence,

d

dt
E[ρ̃t] ≤ −

σγ

2
E[ρ̃t] + C4N−1/2.

By Grönwall’s inequality,

W1,ρ̃N (µ̄⊗Nt , µNt ) ≤ E[ρ̃t] ≤ e−ĉtE[ρ̃0] + ĉ−1C4N−1/2

for ĉ given in (A.6). Taking the infimum over all couplings ω ∈ Π(µ̄⊗N0 , µN0 ), we obtain the first result in
L1 Wasserstein distance. The second bound holds by (A.10) with M3 and M4 given in (A.7) and (A.15).
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