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ABSTRACT. For a family of infinite-dimensional diffusions with degenerate noise, we develop a
modified I" calculus on finite-dimensional projections of the equation in order to produce explicit
functional inequalities that can be scaled to infinite dimensions. The choice of our I" operator ap-
pears canonical in our context, as the estimates depend only on the induced control distance. We
apply the general analysis to a number of examples, exploring implications for quasi-invariance and
uniqueness of stationary distributions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding when measures on infinite-dimensional spaces possess smoothness properties
reminiscent of those on R” is a fundamental problem in the theory of diffusion processes. In
the finite-dimensional context of R"”, Hormander’s bracket generating condition [35] provides the
criteria to determine when the law of the diffusion with smooth (C*) coefficients has a smooth
density with respect to Lebesgue measure. At the level of the associated diffusion, Hérmander’s
condition translates to how the external randomness present in the equation propagates internally
to produce a distribution with C* density. Thus, provided there is sufficient randomness in the
equation to ensure the needed propagation, the existence and smoothness of the density follows
from Hormander’s result.

While the mantra of sufficient noise implies smoothness of the law applies readily in the finite-
dimensional setting via Hormander’s classical hypoellipticity result, the story in infinite dimensions
is more nuanced. For example, even in relatively simple settings when noise acts on every basis
direction in an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, which in particular acts as a natural phase space
for the stochastic solution, the laws of two solutions started from close initial conditions may
be mutually singular at any fixed time ¢ > 0. This, in turn, implies that the associated Markov
semigroup is not strong Feller [32, Example 3.15]. Furthermore, while Hérmander’s condition in
finite dimensions allows for the development of regularity theory for the corresponding PDEs even
in the absence of ellipticity, such PDE techniques are not available in infinite dimensions. For
example, even in the context of an infinite-dimensional Brownian motion, the classical Harnack
inequality enjoyed by similar, non-degenerate finite-dimensional processes fails to hold [4].

Because of the prevalence of degenerate noises in applications and these nuances, understanding
what hypoellipticity means for infinite-dimensional diffusions continues to be an active area of re-
search. On the one hand, significant progress has been made in this direction in the context of fluid
mechanics. Indeed, building off of the pioneering works on unique ergodicity of stochastically-
forced PDEs [14, 16, 24, 37] as well as the known behavior of the finite-dimensional Galerkin
approximations [23,46], Hairer and Mattingly introduced the notion of asymptotic strong Feller
property in order to prove unique ergodicity of the two-dimensional Navier—Stokes equations on
the period box under highly degenerate stochastic forcing [32]. This property was further devel-
oped and investigated in the works [31,33,41]. In this context, there is just enough smoothing at
time infinity, as defined by the asymptotic strong Feller property, to conclude uniqueness of steady
states. We refer also to the work [25] which studies the Boussinesq equations under degenerate
stochastic forcing, validating the asymptotic strong Feller property in that context.

On the other hand, smoothness of measures in infinite dimensions can be understood as quasi-
invariance under transformations such as translations. This allows for the definition of smoothness
even in the absence of a natural reference measure such as Lebesgue measure. This point of view
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was pioneered by Malliavin in [40] leading to development of Malliavin calculus. More rele-
vant to the current paper is the connection between hypoellipticity in infinite dimensions to quasi-
invariance properties and their relation to classical functional inequalities, especially in the context
of heat kernel measures on infinite-dimensional Heisenberg-like groups [4-6,20,21,28]. In these
settings, the noise structure in the equations is different than in the fluid models above, as the driv-
ing external randomness is infinite-dimensional as opposed to acting on a few low frequencies in
Fourier space. Furthermore, techniques from Dirichlet forms, classical Cameron-Martin-Girsanov
theorem and I calculus are often employed in place of Harris’ theorem and Malliavin calculus in
the fluids setting. We refer also to [17,26] for related work.

The goal of this paper is to make progress on understanding the meaning of hypoellipticity
in infinite-dimensions by developing a modified I" calculus. We build off of understanding from
previous work in [5,7,9, 12]. Specifically, we design a modified I" operator in order to obtain clas-
sical functional inequalities, e.g. Wang—Harnack and reverse log—Sobolev, for a class of infinite-
dimensional diffusions arising as solutions to certain stochastic differential equations. These are
generalizations of the Kolmogorov diffusion studied in [5,7,9, 12]. An important contribution of
this work is that the choice of our modified I" operator appears canonical, as the constants in the
functional inequality bounds are independent of both the noise and spatial dimension for finite-
dimensional projections of the equation. However, the dependence on these parameters is intrinsic
in the induced distance, which we show can be estimated in a variety of examples. The existence
of a natural notion of distance here is notable, as previously there has been no geometry in which
to work with this class of distributions. This is in contrast to other hypoelliptic models (like the
Heisenberg group) where there is a natural geometric framework coming from the sub-Riemannian
distance. For this class of diffusions, we also study large-time properties when the structure allows
for it, developing a criteria for mutual absolute continuity of stationary distributions for the associ-
ated Markov semigroup. This is done by using the deduced Wang-Harnack type inequality in finite
dimensions, and scaling it appropriately to infinite dimensions.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the finite-dimensional
setting which will later be scaled to infinite dimensions in Section 5. In Section 3, we develop
our modified I' calculus in the context of the finite-dimensional setting. In particular, we derive
our choice of I" operator and deduce a number of functional inequalities based on this choice. In
Section 4, we estimate the control distance associated to our choice of I" operator in several concrete
examples. Based on the derivations of these functional inequalities, the control distance is the only
term one has left to estimate to produce fully explicit estimates. Finally in Section 5, we scale the
functional inequalities and the finite-dimensional setting to infinite dimensions, obtaining criteria
for quasi-invariance as well as mutual absolute continuity of invariant probability measures. At
the end of Section 5, we revisit some of the examples discussed in Section 4, applying the results
obtained in this section.

2. THE FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SETTING

2.1. The main equation and hypoellipticity. Let & denote the Borel sigma field of subsets of
R”. In the finite-dimensional setting, we consider the following stochastic differential equation
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(SDE) on R”
(2.1) dx; = Ax,dt + o dB;,

where A and o are n X nreal matrices, and B; is a standard, n-dimensional Brownian motion defined
on a probability space (Q,.%,P,E). For all initial conditions x € R”, equation (2.1) has a unique
pathwise solution x,(x), defined for all times ¢t > 0, which can be explicitly written as

t
(2.2) x(x) = Ax+ / A GdB,.
0
Unless we must emphasize the initial condition, we will write x; as shorthand notation for a generic
solution of (2.1).
Solutions of (2.1) are Markovian and we let {P, },>¢ denote the corresponding Markov semi-
group. We recall that {P, },>¢ acts on bounded, Z-measurable functions f : R” — R by

Fif(x) = Ef(x(x)), 1 =0,

and acts dually on a probability measure v on (R", %) via
VE(A) ::/ V(d)PAL(Y), 130, A€ B.

A probability measure v on (R", %) is called a stationary distribution if vP, = v for all t > 0. For
xeR"t>0and A € £, we let

P(x,A) := P14(x) =P{x(x) €A}

denote the Markov transition probability associated to {P,};>o. Throughout, L will denote the
following second-order operator
n pa) 1 & . 82

(2.3) L= i;(Ax), FR i,jZ:I(GG )ij Tdr,
Note that L corresponds to the action of the infinitesimal generator of {F;};~o on a domain of
sufficiently smooth functions, e.g. C? functions f : R” — R with compact support. We offer the
slight abuse of terminology and refer to L as the generator of the Markov process x; throughout.

We are interested in the case when the noise in equation (2.1) is degenerate, i.e. rank(o) < n,
but the process x; has a transition probability density function p;(x,y) respect to Lebesgue measure
which is C* for all (¢,x,y) € (0,00) x R” x R". When rank (o) < n, the existence and smoothness of
the transition density, which will be referred to throughout as hypoellipticity, is not immediate pre-
cisely because the noise is degenerate. However, in this context, hypoellipticity can be established
under further conditions on the interaction between A and ¢ in essentially two ways. The first and
perhaps most utilized way is to apply Hérmander’s hypoellipticity theorem [35] (see also [48]).
However, Hérmander’s result is more powerful than needed in the context (2.1). For our purposes,
a more direct way is to verify the Kalman rank condition [36] (see Assumption 1 below) and show
that this condition implies hypoellipticity. The Kalman rank condition is usually employed to en-
sure controllability of the resulting ordinary differential equation (ODE) when the independent
Brownian motions in (2.1) are replaced by deterministic controls.
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Assumption 1. The Kalman rank condition is satisfied; that is, if we define the matrix
Ag:=[0 Ac A’c ... A" o],
then

rank(Ag) = n.

Consider the mean m,(x) and covariance X, of the process (2.2) given by
t
2.4) mt(x) — ele and Y, = / e(l—s)AGG*e(t—s)A* ds.
0

A short argument (see Lemma 2.1 below) shows that Assumption 1 implies that ¥, as in (2.4) is
invertible for all # > 0. This in turn implies that the process x; is multivariate Gaussian with an
explicit transition density given by

1
(2.5) pi(x,y) = Wexp (= 3E& " v—m(x),y—m(x))), x,y €R", >0,

where (-,-) denotes the standard inner product on R”. Smoothness of p;(x,y) for (¢,x,y) € (0,00) X
R"” x R" can then be readily verified from (2.4) and (2.5). It should be noted that the proof of
Lemma 2.1 is Malliavin’s probabilistic proof of Hérmander’s theorem [38,39,44] in the simplified
context (2.1).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then for everyt >0, ¥, in (2.4) is invertible.

Proof. Fix t > 0 and suppose that there exists x € R” such that (¥,x,x) = 0. This implies
t
0= (Xx,x) :/ |o*e* x|? ds.
0

Hence, by continuity, 6*¢*4"x = 0 for all s € [0,7]. Differentiating 6*¢*4 x repeatedly with respect
to s and evaluating at s = O implies that

c*(A")"x=0forallm=0,1,2,...

Note by Assumption 1 this implies x = O since the rank of the matrix and its transpose are the
same. U

2.2. Elements of Bakry-Emery calculus. In Section 3, we provide a framework for establish-
ing classical functional inequalities in the finite-dimensional hypoelliptic setting (2.1), where the
constants in the bounds are independent of the spatial dimension n. Importantly, we employ a
modification of the Bakry-Emery calculus [1] by proposing a natural gradient associated to the
system (2.1) which plays the role analogous to the usual carré du champ in the uniformly elliptic
setting, e.g when rank(o) = n in equation (2.1) [1]. Here, we recall some of the basic elements of
the Bakry-Emery calculus.

To the generator L as in (2.3), we associate the carré du champ I and its iterate I';, which for
f,g € C*(R";R) are defined by

I(f.g) == 4L(fg)—sgLf—1fLg,  T(f):=T(f.f),
Da(f) :== SLT(f) = T(f,Lf).
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Importantly, I" and I", arise naturally in relation to the Markov semigroup {P, };>o. If, for example,
the Markov process x; has a stationary distribution v and f : R” — R is bounded measurable, then
a formal calculation using stationarity of v gives

1d
35 = | pLnsay=— [ riegav
r(rav= [

1d
2dt Jpn
In particular, the forms I',I", are the resulting objects that arise from iterating time with respect to
the norm || - || ;2. This calculation has been exploited in several situations in order to study con-
vergence to equilibrium for SDEs with an explicit stationary distribution v [1,9, 12,19, 30, 34,49].
Such a function was also used to prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality in [2], and this approach
has been employed to prove different functional inequalities as described in the monograph [3].
Crucially in what follows, we employ a generalization of I" and I',. Recalling that (-,-) denotes
the standard inner product on R”, for any n x n real matrix G and f,g € C*(R";R), we introduce
the notation

(2.6)

L(Lrfps)dv = [ Tabf)av.
Rn

n

2.7) T(f.8) =(GVf,Vg),  Tf)=T(f.f),
1
2.8) Y (f) = LE9(f) = TO(f,Lf).
We see that I'C is a generalization of I since
1 & oo*
F(f,g) = 5 Z (GG*)Zmaéfamg =I'2 (f7g)'
l,m=1

Similar functionals with a time-independent G were considered in [8,43]. Below, we find a conve-
nient way to define a time-dependent, natural G associated to x, from which the desired functional
inequalities can be obtained and such that the constants in the bounds of these inequalities are in-
dependent of the dimension n. Although we will not always need to assume it, G should be thought
of as symmetric, positive-definite so that T'C(f) is equivalent to |V |2, and so can be interpreted as
changing the underlying metric.

3. FUNCTIONAL INEQUALITIES BY MODIFIED GRADIENTS

The goal of this section is to construct an appropriate, time-dependent matrix G so that, by
using 'Y and Fg defined in (2.7) and (2.8), we arrive at various functional inequalities where the
constants in the inequalities are independent of the spatial dimension n. We will see that by using
the framework outlined below, we arrive at a natural choice for G. Note that a similar strategy
was employed using a diagonal matrix in the setting of the Kolmogorov diffusion in [5, 13]. Our
construction holds in the more general setting (2.1) for a convenient symmetric positive-definite
matrix G. We also remark that a similar construction was used in the paper [42] in the context
of chain of oscillators, but the matrix used there is not time-dependent. We finally point out [27]
where dimension dependent Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities for similar types of operators
are obtained using heat kernel estimates.
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We begin by computing Fg for a general, symmetric matrix G. Here and in what follows, all
matrices below are assumed to be spatially constant.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that G is an n x n symmetric matrix. Then for all f € C*(R";R), we
have the formula

(3.1) IS(f) = - f) + = ZFG (6*V 1))

If we furthermore assume that G is nonnegatlve—deﬁmte, then
(3.2) rs(f) = -T"°(f)
forall f € C*(R";R).
Proof. Let f € C*(R™;R). Standard calculations using symmetry of G give
LTC(f) = 2TC(f,Lf) — 26 (f) +;(00*)zm<GV(3zf),V(amf)>-
m

Relation (3.1) then follows using matrix arithmetic on the last term on the right-hand side above.
Under the additional assumption that G is nonnegative-definite, the inequality (3.2) follows imme-
diately from (3.1). O

To obtain a gradient estimate using a time-dependent matrix G in I'C, we fix a horizon time
t>0,and f € L”(R"R) and consider the functional

(3.3) ¢(s) :=PICO(P_.f), s€0,1),

for a differentiable matrix s — G(s) on [0,¢] which is n X n, symmetric. Below, we see that the
expression (3.3) plays a role similar to the L?>(v) norm in (2.6). The following lemma yields the
expression which will, in turn, lead to the definition of a convenient G.

Lemma 3.2. Fixt > 0. Suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied and that s — G(s) € C'([0,1]; M)
is symmetric and nonegative-definite on [0,t]. For any f € L*(R";R), let ¢ be as in (3.3). Then ¢
is defined and continuously diﬁ”erentiable on (0,t) and, moreover, for s € (0,t) we have

(3.4) ¢'(s) = P2TSY (s f) + PTOW(P_ f) > PBTY6)-2466)(p_ 7).

Remark 3.3. The fact that ¢ as in (3.3) makes sense, is continuously differentiable on (0,7) and
has nice properties permitting the calculations leading to the proof of Lemma 3.2 follows from
Assumption 1 and the explicit representation

65 P = s [ FO)e (< HE - m).y - m(2) dy
(3.6) =Ef(%/*Z+m(x)),

where 7 > 0, m;(x) and X, are as in (2.4), and Z is the standard normal distribution on R”". Recalling
that the covariance matrix ¥, is invertible for # > 0 under Assumption 1 by Lemma 2.1, it follows
from (3.5) that the semigroup {P,},>¢ is strong Feller and Mehler. Furthermore, one can use for-
mula (3.5) to explicitly find derivatives of P, f(x), provided # > 0, to fully justify the regularity of
¢ on (0,¢) and the remaining derivative calculations in the proof of Lemma 3.2. Later we will also
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use formula (3.6) to do similar calculations under further regularity hypotheses on the test function
f.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Following Remark 3.3, we observe that for s € (0,7) and f € L*(R";R), sym-
metry of G(s) implies

¢'(s) = PLTOO (P f) = 2RT O (P f LP— f) + PTO O (P f)
G /
= RSO (P f) + RLO O (P f).

The bound in the result follows after applying Proposition 3.1. O
3.1. Picking G based on Lemma 3.2. There are many workable choices for the matrix G(s) cor-
responding to the dynamics (2.1). Given the bound in relation (3.4), we argue that the choice given

in the remainder of this section is canonical. In particular, fixing a horizon time ¢t > 0, we define
the matrix-valued function s — G(s,t) on [0,7] by

t
(.7 G(s,1) :/ B VAGG* VA gy,

Note that this matrix satisfies the backward matrix-valued ODE

{8SG(s,t) = —60" +AG(s,t) + G(s,1)A*, s € [0,1]
G(t,t) =0.
By symmetry of G(s,7), for any x € R” we have that

(0sG(s,t)x,x) = — (00" x,x) + (2AG(s,1)x,X).
We observe that picking G in this way allows us to replace the right-hand side of the bound in (3.4)
with

« d
—PI°% (P_f) = —2RT(P_,f) = —%mmf)z.

As a consequence, we produce a reverse Poincaré-type inequality/gradient bound for the semigroup
associated to the modified operator I'C.

Proposition 3.4 (Reverse Poincaré-type inequality). Ler t > 0 and s — G(s,t) be as in (3.7) and
suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then for all f € L*(R";R) we have the explicit bound

G5 rOON(Rf) <SP~ (B

Remark 3.5. By a nearly identical argument to the one used in Lemma 2.1, under Assumption 1,
the matrix G(0,7) is invertible for # > 0. Thus the modified gradient on the lefthand side of (3.8) is
comparable to the usual gradient.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. By Assumption 1 and a density argument, it suffices to prove estimate (3.8)
for f € C;(R";R) where CJ'(R";R) denotes the space of smooth real-valued functions with com-
pact support in R”. If we let ¢ (s) be as in (3.3) with G(s) := G(s,), then Lemma 3.2 implies

(3.9) 0'(s) = 2PTS (P f) + PTOO(P_,f) > —2PT(P,_,f)
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for s € (0,¢). Next, notice that for s € (0,7)

d 2 _
TP(Psf)? = 2RT(Bsf).

Thus for € > 0 sufficiently small, integrating both sides of (3.9) from € to t — € we arrive at the
bound

P.TCEN (P f) = BT (P f) < P (Pef)? — Pe(P_ef)*.

In order to pass to the limit as € — 0 in the above to arrive at (3.8) for f € Ci’(R";R), it remains to
show that

P_TCU¢0)(P.f) = 0as e — 0.
Using (3.6) for t = &, we find that
T (P, f) = (Gt — &,)) BN V(2 Z + me(x)), Ee™ V f(5¢*Z + me(x))

is both uniformly bounded in € and converges to 0 as € — 0. This now establishes the bound (3.8)
for f € Cy(R™;R), finishing the proof. O

Because of the significance of the matrix G(0,7), we introduce the following notation.
Notation 3.1. Throughout the remainder of the paper, we set
(3.10) G, :=G(0,1)
where G(s,?) is as in (3.7).

3.2. Reverse log-Sobolev and Wang-Harnack inequalities. We now see that a similar calcula-
tion to the one used to prove the reverse Poincaré inequality in Section 3.1 can also be used to
establish a reverse log Sobolev inequality and the Wang-Harnack inequality.

To prove the log-Sobolev inequality, for computational ease, we introduce the spaces Cg’ (R”; [0, 0)),
€ > 0, defined by

Ce(RY[0,00)) :={f 2 f = @+ € ¢ €C5(R%[0,%0)) }.

Here we recall again that Ci’(R";[0,0)) denotes the space of smooth functions ¢ : R" — [0, o)
with compact support in R”. Similar to Lemma 3.2, we need the following computation.

Proposition 3.6. Fix t,€ > 0 and suppose that s — G(s) € C'([0,t];M,,,) is symmetric for any
s € [0,¢t] and that Assumption 1 is satisfied. For f € Cg (R";]0,00)) and s € (0,1), define

(3.11) w(s) == B[R/ )TY (log B f)].
Then

W (s) = 2P[(P— /)T5) (log Py )] + B[(P—s )TE ) (log P f)].
Proof. Lett,e >0and f € C7(R";[0,00)). Observe that for s € (0,7)
Y/ (s) = RL(P—of )T (log Py f)] = BIL(Af )T (log A f)]

(3.12) +P[(P_sf) % (L0 (log Py f))]-
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Next, notice that

%(F(”(”(log Psf)) =T9(logh_f) — 2TV (LR f /P f log Pif)
(3.13) =T (logP_f) — 2T (L(log P;_f),log Pr-f)
— 209 (log Pr—f ), log Pr—s f).
Combining (3.12) with (3.13) gives
W' (s) = PL[(P—o /)T (log P f)] — A[L(P—of )T (log P— )]
+ P[P )T (log P f)]
—2P[(P— /)T (L(log P f),log P f)]
— 2P[(P— /)T (D (log Py f ), log P f)]
BG14) = 2P[(P )T (log P, f)] + 2P [C(P, £, T (log P, f))]
+B[(P—s )T ) (log P f)] — 2R [(P—o /)T (D (log P— f ), log P— f)].
Now observe that if B= 66*/2, we have

L(P—of , T (log Py f)) = ¥ ButOr(P—f )9 (GV (l0g P f) - V (l0g P f))
{.m

=2 Z BmZaZ(Pt—sf)ijakzm (IOg Pt—sf)aj(logpt—sf)
lm,jk

and
(P—s )T (D (log P ), log —s )
= (Ptfvf) Zijak(F(logPtfvf))aj (logPt,Yf)
J.k
=2(P—sf) Y. GjiBwdi,(logPi_sf)d(log P—f))d;(log P—sf)
l,m,j.k

=2 Y Buidi(P_sf)G 05, (log P—f)d;(log P_f).
lm,jk

The result now follows after considering (3.14) since we just proved that
2P [C(P—sf,TY (log B f))] = 2P [(P— /)T (T (log P f), log P f)]-
0

As a corollary of the previous computation, we obtain the following result. Below, we extend
x — xlogx to [0,00) by defining it to be zero at x = 0.

Corollary 3.7 (Reverse log Sobolev inequality). Fix ¢t > 0, suppose Assumption 1 is satisfied and
that s — G(s,t) is as in (3.7) . Then we have the following reverse log Sobolev inequality

(3.15) (PS)T (logP.f) < 2P(flogf) —2(P.f)logP.f,
which is satisfied for all f € L*(R";[0,00)) which are not identically zero.
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Proof. Fix t,e > 0. We first prove the bound for f € Cg’(R";[0,0)). First note that if y is given
by (3.11) with G(s) := G(s,t) where G(s,t) is as in (3.7), by Proposition 3.6 we have for s € (0,1)

W(s) = 2P [(P—s TS " (log Pr_y f)] + B(P—s f)T%C04) (log P )]
d
> “2R[(Bf )T (log Fr—sf)] = = - 2P [(P—of)log Py f].

For & > 0 small, integrating the previous inequality from 6 to t — § produces

Ps[(B_s/)T9®) (logP_sf)] — P_s[(Ps.f)TC"%") (log Ps f)]
< 2P,_5[(Psf)logPsf] —2Ps[(P,_s5f)log P,_5f].

Applying a line of reasoning similar to the one used in the proof of Proposition 3.6, taking § — 0
gives the desired estimate (3.15) in the case when f € Cg’(R";[0,0)). Taking € — 0, we obtain the
bound for f € CJ(R";[0,0)) which are not identically zero. Density arguments give the claimed
bound for all f € L*(R";[0,0)) which are not identically zero. O

Next, we turn our attention to establishing a Wang-Harnack inequality. Later, this will be used to
prove a quasi-invariance result when we allow the spatial dimension n — oo. To setup the statement
of the result, suppose that K is n x n symmetric, positive-definite. We call a curve y € C' ([0, T];R")
subunit for K if for all f € C'(R";R)

d

2/ ()] < /(TR (¥(s)).

For x,y € R" and ¢ > 0, let
SK(x,y) := {y:[0,T] — R" subunit for K and y(0) = x,y(T) = y}
and define the control distance between x,y € R" associated to K:
pX(x,y) :=inf{T >0 : S¥(x,y) nonempty}.

Note that, in our simplified setting of R”, a curve y € C!([0,T];R") is subunit for K if and only if
for every ¢ € [0,T], |[K~'/2y(¢)|| < 1 and we therefore have

(3.16) P (ey) = [K 12—yl = [ fe— 3 K1 (=),
For simplicity, when Assumption 1 is satisfied, we use the notation
(3.17) pi(x,y) = p(x.y)

to denote the control distance associated to the matrix G; as in (3.10).

Theorem 3.8 (Wang-Harnack inequality). Fix t > 0, o > 1 and suppose that Assumption I is
satisfied. Then we have the estimate

i)

(3.18) (P f(x)* < Pf*(y)exp <2(a_ )

forall x,y € R" and all f € L (R";[0,)).
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Proof. We use a similar proof as in [10, Proposition 3.4]. By standard approximation arguments,
we may suppose without loss of generality that f € Cg°(R";[0,00)) for some € > 0. Let x,y € R".
Since G; is strictly positive-definite by Lemma 2.1, there exists 7 > 0 and a curve y € S?’ (x,y).
Let £:[0,T] — R be given by £(s) = 1+ (ot — 1) and set

W(s) = g o B (1))
Then applying Corollary 3.7 and using subuniticity of ¥, we find that

W(s) = 2@ 1) BfTlog [0 (1(s)) —log A" (y(s) Bif " (1(5))
T2(s) PO (1(s))
o VRS (1) 7 (5)
Us)  RfO(x(s))

> e T 0e P F O (16) ~ [T l0g P (5
Now for every A > 0,
1 os A2

/TG (0 P10 (1(5)) > = 55T (log Pf"™) (1(s))) - -

By choosing 12 = (Tffsl)) we thus obtain
’ (04
v(s) = “a-1) 1)T
Integrating the inequality above from O to 7 we find that
atlog ()~ log P f(y) < s X1
2(a—1)

Exponentiating both sides of the inequality above and optimizing over all such subunit curves y
produces the claimed estimate when f € Cz’(R";[0,00)), finishing the proof. O

Using similar computations to those for Corollary 3.7 and Theorem 3.8, we can also obtain a
bound on the total variation distance between the measures P;(x, - ) and P;(y, -) for x,y € R" using
the control distance py.

Corollary 3.9. Lett > 0 and suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then we have
||Pt(x7 ) _Pt(yv ')HTV < pt(x7y)'
forall x,y € R".
Proof. Let f € L”(R") with | f||z~ < 1 and observe that by Proposition 3.4 we have, for some
& eR”,

PF() = PfO) = [VBAE) - (=) = |G PVEE) -G P x—)

ST (E)Pi(x,y) < pr(x,y),

where in the final inequality we used (3.16) and Proposition 3.4. U
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3.3. Transportation cost inequalities. Corollary 3.9 can be improved by using the Wasserstein(-
Kantorovich-Rubinstein) distance in addition to the total variation distance. Indeed, functional
inequalities like in Proposition 3.4 and 3.7 imply transportation cost inequalities as in [11].

First recall the definitions of the Hellinger and 2-Wasserstein distances. Denote by & (R")
the set of Borel probability measures on R”" and by &% (R") C & (R") the space of probability
measures having a finite second moment.

For i, v € 22 (R") the 2-Wasserstein distance W is defined by

WG(MWV)2F=inf/1 37 (dx,dy)
R xR"

where the infimum is taken over all couplings & € & (R" x R") with marginals u, v.
We will also consider the 2-Wasserstein distance sz " for the control distance associated to the
matrix G; as in (3.10), which is defined by

WO (v mint [ peyr(andy),
R*xR"

where the infimum is taken over all couplings w € & (R” x R") with marginals i, v. Letting

(3.19) At) = ‘i|nfl<Gtx,x>,
x|=
we observe that Assumption 1 implies A(¢) > 0 for all # > 0. Furthermore, Note that
1
szt (u'av)z < WWZ(.U'OMU'I)Za Ho, U1 € ’@(Rn)

The 2-Hellinger distance He; is defined by

Hes (u,v) := /Rn <\/§:Z—\/j:;>2dm

where m is any measure that u,v are both absolutely continuous with respect to (for example,
m = [+ V). The definition of He; is independent of m. Convergence in the Hellinger distance
is equivalent to convergence in total variation, and He3 (u,v) < 2 for all u,v € & (R"), with
He% (1, v) =2 if and only if u and v are mutually singular.

Proposition 3.10. Let t > 0 and suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then, we have

1
He (toP;, i Pr)* < ZW{”(uo,ul)z, Lo, i € P(R™).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4 and [11, Theorem 3.7]. O

Let Lip,(R") denote the space of all bounded Lipschitz functions on R”, and for a,b > 0, let
&, denote the class of all positive functions ¢ € C'([0, 1], Lip,(R")), bounded and bounded away
from O, satisfying the differential inequality

3,0, 4+ a@,T " (In @) + b, In @, < 0.
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For probability measures Ly, 4 € & (R"), we define
Tap(Ho, tr) := sup { Prdp —/ (Podﬂo} :
oeé,p LIR" R”

Provided b > 0, note by [11, Proposition 5.11] we have

b

A=
TOJ’(:U'OJ.U'I) == beR” (d‘u()) d[.l(), M1 <K Mo
s i K Mo

-1

where Cp, = <.
ebe

Theorem 3.11. Lett > 0 and suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then

(3.20) To.x/a() (MoPr, i Pr) < T iepney (Mo 1), Mo,y € Z(R"), k> 0.
In particular, for every x,y € R" and t >0
1/(p=1) 2
P (m)) < P pxy) >
— pr(x,2)dz < exp , p>1.
AG= (9 p-17 2

Proof. The entropic transportation inequality (3.20) follows from Corollary 3.7 and [11, Theorem
5.15] since we have Wang-Harnack inequality (3.18) for any p > 1

(P f(x))P <CPRfP(y),

with

P (x,y)
2(p— 1)> '

As was observed in different settings in [22, Lemma D1], [6, Lemma 2.11] and [29, Proposition

4.1], this is equivalent to the integrated Harnack inequality with p’ = %:

o (BG3) pimcrs e o () oo (255252

Remark 3.12. We now observe that Theorem 3.11 implies a quasi invariance result (see also [29]).
Relying on [11, Lemma 5.10] which says that if for b > 0 we have Tp; (o, 1) < oo, then Lo
is absolutely continuous with respect to p;. Taking in (3.20) with g = &, and u; = 9y, then
To.xc/2.(1)(8xPr, OyF;) < oo and therefore &,/ is absolutely continuous with respect to 6,7 and by
symmetry 8, P, is absolutely continuous with respect to &,F;.

C:= exp<

0
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3.4. The iterate G, of G. Before proceeding onto concrete applications of the matrix G(s,t) as
in (3.7), in this section, we discuss the iterate G, of this matrix. From a practical standpoint, the
iterate G, allows further stochastic mixing while retaining some structure similar to G;. In partic-
ular in some applications, it will allows us to more easily control the smallest positive eigenvalue
A(t) of the matrix G, introduced in (3.19).

Fixing 7 > 0, we define the iterate s — G(s,t) of the matrix (3.7) on the interval [0,¢] by the
formula

t
Gy(s,t) == / TG (v, 1)y,
N
Observe that s — G(s,1) is the unique solution of the backwards ODE

G, ) —G(s,1) +AGa(s,1) + Ga(s5,1)A"
Ga(t,1) =

Although we could re-do the Bakry-Emery calculus used in this section with G>(s,t) in place
of G(s,t) to produce similar functional inequalities, we find it more expedient to compare their
respective spectra. In particular, our main result in this section is Proposition 3.13 below.

To this end, for # > 0, let Ay (¢) := infjy—;(G2(0,7)x,x) be the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix
Gy, := G2(0,1). We have the following:

Proposition 3.13. Fort > s > 0, we have the bound

(321) A() > ’12:) ; l;‘nfl / e~ X2 d.

Proof. Fixt > 0 and x € R". We first prove the inequality A(¢) > A,(¢)/t. Observe that

t
(G27,x,x>:/ (G(v,1)e ™ x >dv—/ / 6% eV A e k2 dwdy
0
// l6*e ™" x> dwdv = t(Gx,x).

Taking the infimum over x € R” with |x| = 1 implies A(¢) > A(¢) /z.

For the remaining bound, fix s > 0 with s < r. For x € R", since G(v,¢) is nonnegative, we have
that

t
21X,X) = wt)e *x,e_ “x)dv
(Gar) = [ (Glnne e 2y
0
N . .
(3.22) 2/ (G, t)e™ x,e " x) dv.
0
Now, for v € [0, s] we have for any x € R”

dw > At —s)|x|?.

1 t—v
(3.23) (G(v,t)x,x) = / ’G*e(vfw)A*xlz dw — / ‘G*eﬂ"A*x 2
v 0
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Combining (3.22) with (3.23) produces
s *
(Gosxx) > At —) / e xPay,
0

which implies the remaining inequality. O

Remark 3.14. The bound (3.21) allows to utilize the underlying dynamics driven by the ODE
x = —A*x to lower bound A(¢). In practice, dissipative dynamics for the system x = A*x leads to
explosive dynamics for the time-reversed system X = —A*x. In such cases, it is often easy to show

explicitly that
N
/ le ™" x|> dv
0
grows exponentially fast as s — co. We refer the reader to Section 4.2.3 for a concrete example.

4. ESTIMATING THE DISTANCE p; IN EXAMPLES

The goal of this section is to bound the control distance p; as in (3.17) from above in a number
of conrete examples in the form (2.1) where the noise is degenerate but Assumption 1 is satisfied.
Of particular importance will be to produce explicit estimates depending on key parameters in the
specific system. Looking ahead to the following section, how the estimates depend on the spa-
tial dimension parameter will be critical as we consider an infinite-dimensional class of examples
related to the examples treated in this section.

First, in Section 4.1, we outline the general form of each example and use it to deduce a basic
uppers bounds for p; in terms of the underlying matrices defined below. Importantly, the matrices
A and o will be written in tensored form from which some simplifications can be deduced. Then,
in Section 4.2, we consider four, specific examples where we estimate p; using the underlying
matrices via Proposition 4.1 below.

4.1. Kronecker product form of the examples. Letting j,k € N, I = I}« denote the k X k identity
matrix and Q denote a k X k, symmetric strictly positive-definite matrix, throughout this section A
and o are n X n matrices, n = jk, of the following form

anl alzl e dljl GllQliz 612Q1;2 vee Glelf

ayil axpl ... apil Glel 2 Gzle 2 GQ'QI 2
@1y A= 7 and o= . -

ajll ajzl ajjl Gj1Q1/2 Gj2Q1/2 ijQl/z

To A and o, we associate j x jreal matrices A and o, called the underlying matrices corresponding
to A and o, given by
ap ap ... aij o011 O12 ... Oy
azy axp ... ayj Oy O22 ... Opj
A=1| . . . and o= .

a;i ap ... ajj 0j1 Op ... Ojj
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The parameter j will be called the underlying dimension. Observe that we can write A and o in
terms of the underlying matrices A and ¢ using the Kronecker product as

A=A®I and c=0®Q"%

Consequently, using symmetry of Q, we can write the corresponding matrix G; as in (3.10) as
t t
G, = / e oote ™ dy = / (e 2D (c®0"?)(c®0 ) (™ 1)dv
0 0

t
N / e Mocte ™ dv®Q
0
4.2) —.G20.

Notationally, throughout this section, for any x € R" and any k X k matrix B we write

X1 Bx,

X2 N A B)C2 ki
4.3) x=|.]|e®RY and Bx=| . | € (RY)/

Xj B)Cj

where the x,’s above are k-dimensional column vectors. Setting

(44) Ag:=[c Ac ... Allg],

(45) &(J?t) = inf 1<th7-x>Rf7

X Ri=
we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that A has full rank, x,y € R" andt > 0. Then G, is invertible, A(j,t) >
0 and

—_—

46) by = pOI(Q T gy < Y Q0 e,
(=1

A1)

Proof. The equality in (4.6) follows from (3.16) and properties of the Kronecker product. The
estimate in (4.6) follows by definition of A(j,¢) and the fact that if v = (v!,...,»/) € R/ is an
eigenvector of a j x j matrix C with eigenvalue A, then for every i = 1,2,...k the vector

vlei

vzei

ve;

with e; denoting the standard orthonormal basis element of R, is an eigenvector with eigenvalue
A for the matrix C® I, I = Ij . O
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4.2. Examples. We next consider a number of examples with A and ¢ in the form (4.1) in which
we estimate the control distance p; as in (3.17) using Proposition 4.1 and the structure afforded in
the specific dynamics.

Example 4.1 (Kolmogorov diffusion). Consider the Kolmogorov diffusion, whose SDE is of the
form (2.1) with n = 2k for some k € N, and

10 0 B Q1/2 0
A_[I O} and G—[ 0 0

where I = I;«; and Q is k X k, symmetric and strictly positive definite. In this case, the underlying
dimension is j = 2 and the associated underlying matrices are given by

00 10
4_[1 0] and 9_[0 0]'

1 000
0010

Observe that

Ag:[g @]:[

has full rank. Furthermore, A is nilpotent with A% = 0. Hence

—v 0

t . t _ t R
G, :/ e_végg*e_vé dV:/ [ : ZV:| dv= [ 2 32] .
0 0 -V v _ = r

We observe that the matrix G, has inverse given by

| 4 6
a-[; 1.
3

2 P

e_VAG = (12><2—V4)6 = |: ! 0:| s

so that

[oa N

—

so that by Proposition 4.1, if £ = Q~1/2x and $ = Q~1/2x, we have
pi(xy)* = pEHI(E,9)? = (G @) (%~ 5), £~ 7)

4 12,
:;HQ 1/2(X1—y1)|’%{k+t—2<Q Yoer = 1), % — y2) e

F210 72— o)
Furthermore, we can calculate the smallest positive eigenvalue A(2,7) > 0 of G, to see that
&W):Hg—\/(t+t3/3)2—t4/3: 3 tt
2 6(t+5++/(t+13/3)2—1*/3)

ast — oo
1L ast—0t.

~ ~
R

—
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Observe that the expression above for the distance p; also reveals a scale invariance for this
particular example. That is, if we define for each a > 0 a dilation §, : R?* — R* by

6)626 X1 _ axi
“ “1x x|’

P (x,y) =p1 (at*1/2x7 6t71/2y)-
This is appropriate for this example as it coincides with the natural scale invariance that the solution
x; inherits from the standard scaling relation for Brownian motion

d ax
VaB; £ By",

where Bf := x4+ B;. To see this explicitly, note that for the given A and ¢, we may express the
solution of (2.2) as

then we see that

_ x+0'/8
% (x) = X2 +tx1+f(;Q_1/2B§ds ’

where {B}},>¢ is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion. From this expression it follows that
d
{0ax: ()} = {oxg2 (8a(x)) -

Note that control distances in more general settings are not so easily computable. In particular,
the scale invariance observed in Example 4.1 will not hold for general A and ¢. However, there are
other examples where such relations are possible.

Example 4.2 (Iterated Kolmogorov diffusion). Consider next the SDE (2.1) with n = jkand n x n
matrices A and ¢ given by

00 00 /o 0
I 0 00 00 . 0
A= 10 1 00 and o=|. . . .|,
0 0 -+ I 0 0.0 0

with I = I;x. We observe that, in this case, equation (2.1) has explicit solution given by

t
x(x) =x+ B,,/ Bsds,...,/ By, dsj_1---ds
0 Ajfl(l)

with {B, };>0 a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion and Ay(1) = {0 < sy < s/_1 <--- <s1 <1}.
As with the Kolmogorov diffusion, it is also possible to explicitly compute G;, but one may also
see the scale invariance just from the above expression for x;. If we define §, : R/* — R/* by

Ogx = Og(x1,...,xj) := (axl,...,azj_lxj)

then the standard scaling relation for {B, } implies that

{82x:(0)} £ {x,2,(0)}
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and, similarly,
{80 ()} £ {r (8a(x))}-
This can be expressed in semigroup form as
Fi(f08) = (Paf) © Ba-
In particular, taking f = f o d, in the Wang-Harnack inequality, cf. Theorem 3.8, yields

(P (f284)) ()% = (PoeS)* (8a(x))

<oxp 5oy P (0ux.8) ) (B (£ 3.0

—exp 57y P 0k 8) ) (B0 8) )0

We may now take f = f o, 1 which gives

() < exp (5758 80) ) (B0

Note that the choice of a = t~!/2 gives

() < exp (351G e) ) (B0,

4.2.1. Linear kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. Recalling that I = I is the identity and Q is k X k
and positive-definite, consider the case when A and o are 2k x 2k of the following forms

0 1 0 0
[ 4] e

where ¥ > 0 is a constant, called the friction parameter, and the matrix Q is independent of y. In
this case, the underlying matrices A and ¢ are 2 x 2 and satisfy

0 1 0O 0
|
Note that

0 0 0 Vv

@ ag=le ac)=[g 00 T
has full rank so that A(2,7) > 0 for all 7 > 0. Our goal will be to study A(2,¢) in the regimes where
Y~ 0 and y>> 1. This analysis will be done on the appropriate time scale depending on the regime.
That is, when Yy~ 0, we sett = t, / Y and when 7> 1, we let t = ¢,y where t, > 1. These timescales
correspond to the correct scaling of the mixing rate of the Markovian dynamics with respect to
v [15]. Below, we assume that y # 2.

We find it convenient to diagonalize A. First, observe that A has distinct eigenvalues 4,4, € C
given by

/4 ey /P4
(4.8) Alz% and M:%
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where v/ —1 = i. Furthermore, we can write
R I A
= 2‘1 2‘2 0 2‘2 )Ll )112 ’

\/7 0 e—lzt _ e—llt
A /}/2 —410 lzeflzt — klefllt '

Hence,

efétg = —

Thus, if ¢y = y/(y> — 4), we have

[}

t
t:/ e Hoote A ds
0

B t 6—2115 _ 28—(11-&-12)5 + 8—2125 z’l 6—2115 _ (2’1 + lz)e—(ll+lz)s + 2’28—2125
=C o | Me 225 — (A + Ap)e=Mi+)s 4 gy 02 kfe*”” 2y Age itA)s 4 122672123

e G Gn .
"G G

ds

Observe that for all y # 2, by positive-definiteness of G, via (4.7), the discriminant
D= G11G22 — G%Z
is strictly positive for all # > 0.

Case I (y>>1). In this case, 4| # A, are both real and we set t = yr, where ¢, > 1 is independent
of 7. Moreover, since ¢y > 0,

G11+G22—\/(G11+G22)2—4D_ 2D
Y

&(jat):c =c :
2 "G+ G+ /(G + Gn)? — 4D

Using the explicit expressions above along with the values of 41,4, in (4.8), we obtain

2 2 A A
(4.9) Gi="2- 75’_ }ew _ Ezefm N 71672122
G22 = %/— %/_ %ew — %6_211[ _ %6—212t7
g2t —2Mat
Gy = e — _
2=e 2 2

Furthermore, note that as Y — o we have the following asymptotic formulas

1 1
(4.10) A = - +0(y™?) and Ao = —y+ y +0(y ™).
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Substituting in ¢ = ¢,y into the expressions following (4.9) and using (4.10) produces the following
bound

D=GGy—G3,

— A, vt, 2
_ {e 2V _ 6(72127%’)7& + &eZ}/zt* + _2’2’)/@72127”* —I—Rl}
4 4

4
4oy,
B {e e 2R §82y2t* +R2}
4 2
2
2 %62721‘* {1 _ e*l‘* _ C,}/Z}

which is satisfied for all #, > 1 and ¥ > % > 1 for some constant C > 0 independent of ¢,,7. In a
similar fashion, by increasing ¥, > 0 and C > 0 if needed, we obtain

31
G+ G+ \/(Gu +Gx)?*—4D < —7262'1””*{1 +C/}/}

for all £, > 1,7 > . Consequently, by increasing ¥, again if needed, we see that for ¢, > 1 and
Y21
—cyhy  1—e " —Cy 2 _ e

) > >
ARty 2 — = e 16

Case II (y = 0). In this case, we set t =1, /y where ¢, > 1. In this case, since cy <0,

(G114 G2) ++/(G11 +Gxn)? —4D 2D

A2 = "y |
v 2 v —(G11+G2) +/(G11+Gxn)*—4D

Again, since Y~ 0, we find that if 8 = |\/y? —4|/2, then

Gir = =%+ ~[1 ="+ Ler cos(2pr) + Ber sin(2pr),

Gy = —%/ +=[1—e"]+ %/ew cos(2ft) — Be” sin(2B1)

2
Y
Gy =" (1 —cos(2f1)).
Setting t =, /y where 1. > 1 we find that there exists a constant C > 0 so that
4
(4.11) 02?(1—8*)2{1—0;/}

forall t, > 1, 0 <y < ¥, where ¥, > 0 is sufficiently small and C > 0 is independent of y. In a
similar fashion, by decreasing 7, > 0 and C > 0 if needed, we obtain the following bound

8
4.12) —(G11 +G22) + \/(Gn +G22)2 —4D < ;/(et* — 1){1 +C’}/}
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satisfied for all £, > 1 and 0 < ¥ < 7;. Combining (4.11) with (4.12) and adjusting 7, smaller if

needed we obtain
eyl 1-Cy _e~—1 _ e~

AQ2,t.]y) = —= (" —1 Z Z —

forallt, > 1 and y < 7.

4.2.2. Coupled oscillators. For a,d,b € R, let Trij(a,d,b) denote the j x j tridiagonal matrix sat-
isfying

a ifm=/0¢-1
d ifm=/
Trii(a,d =
(Trij(a,d,c))e c ifm=/~¢+1

0 otherwise

and let Eyy, be the j x j matrix with (¢,m)th entry equal to 1 and all other entries equal to 0. Let
the underlying matrices A and o be given by
A =Tri;(1,0,-1) and o =E.
A short calculation shows that form =0,1,...,j—land £=1,2,...,j
(A"O)mr1,6 = Emt1 and (A"0). 0 =0

for m+2 <z < j—1. Consequently, the matrix A, has full rank and so A(j,#) > 0 for all # > 0.
The goal of this calculation will be to estimate A(j,¢) for 7 > 1. We find it again convenient to
diagonalize A.

One can show that A has distinct eigenvalues A, £ = 1,2,..., j, given by

14
(4.13) M:2icos<,—ﬂ)
J+1
with corresponding (right) eigenvectors vy, £ = 1,2,..., j, defined by
tmm >

(Vf)m =i"sin (J+ 1

See, for example, [45,47]. Moreover, using basic properties of trigonometric functions, it can be
checked that the set of eigenvectors {vi,...,v;} forms an orthogonal family with identical lengths
(see [50])

m=1,2,...,j.

» J+1

|V[| - 2 )

Therefore, we define an orthonormal family of (column) eigenvectors {wy,...,w;} by we=v,/|v(|,
¢=1,2,...,j. Setting P = [w; wy ... wj] and letting P* denote its Hermitian transpose, for any

(=1,2,...,]j.

X € R;O we have by symmetry of ¢ and antisymmetry of A

t t t
(G,x,x) :/ ]g*evé*xlzdv:/ \gevéxlzdv:/ |E11 Pdiag(e"™ " ... ") P*x|?.
0 0 0
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Let & = P*x € C/ and notice that

o
(G,x,x) = / Zw; §g'/e’lw

j ot _
dv="} (Wf)l(wm)lézim/o &M dy

{,m=1

:l‘Z|w/ ||‘§i|2+z Wp wm ’é/é / v/lz-&-vlmdv
{#m

By definition of the eigenvalues A, in (4.13), for £ #m, ¢,m € {1,2,..., j}, we obtain
1

t J—
evlg;-‘rvlm dvl = ‘ < .
/0 2icos ( T1) 2’C°S(j+1) ‘Cos(j{fl) cos (j+1)|

Using the mean value theorem, we find that for £ 4 m, ¢,m € {1,2,...,j}, there exists p = py,
strictly between ¢7/(j+ 1) and mm/(j+ 1) such that
1 1 i+ 1 1
(n = [=mn S (Jj; )sm( ) =
‘ cos (j-l-l) cos (j-l-l) ‘ ‘ jEu] Sln(P)| ]+1

Hence, applying the bound above and using Cauchy-Schwarz we obtain

t . 2
¥ (v o &8 [ e <Cj<;|(Wz)15z|> SOUCHIS T,

l#m
= cjlf.

2tlcos( [x

i) _ 21t cos(

/+1)

Thus,

(Gix,x) 2 1Y [(woh [PI&* — cjlx* > (tSinz(,%)_Cj)‘x’Z
/
and so we obtain

A(j,1) > tsin® (111) —cj
forallz > 0.
4.2.3. Oscillators with some damping. We revisit the previous example, but this time we place
damping on the first coordinate. That is, we set
A:Trij(l,O,—l)—EU and QZE“.

In this case, diagonalizing A as before seems challenging because an explicit expression for eigen-
values and eigenvectors is not known. In order to analyze A(j,t), we appeal to Proposition 3.13.

Note that, in a similar fashion to the previous example, one can readily check that A, has full
rank, so that A(j,#) > 0 for all # > 0. We next seek to estimate a

S
(4.14) / le A x 2 dv.
0



FUNCTIONAL INEQUALITIES FOR DIFFUSIONS WITH DEGENERATE NOISE 25

Observe that the integrand in (4.14) is precisely |y(v)|> where y(v) is the solution of the following
ODE on R/ at time v:

y=(E11+Tri;(1,0,-1))y
yo=x€RJ.

We claim that
ly(v)|* = dj|x|*e"" for all v > 0

where d;,r; > 0 are constants. We will prove the claim using a convenient Lyapunov function.
To define our Lyapunov function, let as, £ =0,1,2,...,j— 1, be positive constants to be deter-
mined and set a; = 0. Define and function V : R/ — R by

a it
2
V(y) = 7\)” =Y ayiyis1-
i=1
We first pick a convenient form for the constants a;; that is, we define
ai—1 :ai+bi7 = 27"'7j7

for some positive constants b;, i = 2,..., j, to be determined. Note that, in particular, this means
that

with the convention that the empty sum is zero.
First observe that we have the following explicit bound:

. Jj
(R + X b))y = (% + %)+ 22 (9 +%2+9)y
=

(4.15) zV()

J
> (30t L (g -5 -4
=
> (% —Liabi) P
In particular, we need to choose
J
ag>2 Z b;
i=2

so that V' is nonnegative.
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Next, observe that

j )
Ly(5(0) = s O30 + ¥ @11~ ) 050+ X a1 - s i)yt
i=1 i=1
J =2
= —aiy1()y2(1) + (a0 —a)yi + Y bi(vi(1))* + Y, bir1yi(t)yisa(t)
i=2 i=1

bi_
> —ayy ()2 (t) + (a0 —ar — 2yt + (b2 — B)y3 + (b — 54 )7

Pick b; =log(i+1),i=2,...,j, and notice by concavity we have

bi bi-1 . ,
b; > ’2“+ ’21, i=2,...,].
On the other hand, for any 8 > 0, we have

d 2 b
TVO0) > (a0 —ar— g5 = ba)y+ (b2 =5 = )3 + (b= *54)y;

=) bt b

+ Y (i — 25— 25 (i)
i=3

Pick B = log(2), define b;,; = log(;j+2) and let
2 . .
a0:a1+;_l§+b2+bj—b]7+l—7.

Using the fact that the function x — log(x) —log(x+1)/2 —log(x—1)/2 defined on [2,e0) is strictly
decreasing and using (4.15), we obtain

d b b (b'—hj—“—bj—*l)
j - j
SV 0@) = (0= = 2O > a0+2221-2; ((2))-
1=
Hence, letting
bj bj— j

b, — 2L 2L G _yJ _p.
(4.16) rj:(f 2 - 7) and c,:ji’j:z’,

ao+2Y»bi 7 T Limabi

we have that

ly(t)]* = |x[*cje’i" forallt > 0.

Thus,
4 * Cij
/ le ™A x> ds > |x[* L (/7" —1).

0 T

Applying Proposition 3.13, we obtain the bound for ¢ > 2
. rit A‘ 7 1 rit
@17) A0 > G2 et -2 2PN 8y
Irj Irj
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5. FROM FINITE TO INFINITE DIMENSIONS

The goal of this section is to move from the finite-dimensional setting in relation (2.1) to an
infinite-dimensional version of the system where the noise becomes infinite-dimensional. In the
context of the examples of the previous section, this means that if n = jk, where j is the underlying
dimension j and k is the dimension of the noise, then we take k — o leaving j fixed. Building off
of the general analysis done with the modified gradients in Section 3, we will be able to extend the
the Wang-Harnack inequality in Theorem 3.8 to an infinite-dimensional version. We will then use
this infinite-dimensional version to conclude a quasi-invariance result as well as a “time-infinity”
Wang-Harnack inequality. We conclude the section by revisiting some of the examples considered
in Section 4 as they relate to their associated infinite-dimensional versions.

5.1. The infinite-dimensional setting. Fix a separable, infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H with
inner product and norm respectively denoted by

(oom and |l lm =V
Below, we make several slight abuses of notation to help connect with the finite-dimensional set-
ting (2.1) previously considered. In particular, we will intentionally reuse the notations Q,A, o,
which were previously used to denote operators on R¥, R" R”, respectively. Here, in this sec-

tion, they will be linear operators on the respective spaces H, H/, H/. We let W = H/ denote the
separable Banach space with norm given by

X lhw = I+ 1%

where X = (X!, X2,... X)) c H.
Throughout this section we will employ the following:

Assumption 2. The mapping Q : H — H is a strictly positive symmetric bounded linear operator
of trace-class.

Note that under Assumption 2, we can diagonalize Q in H; that is, there is an orthonormal basis
{er}ren of H and real numbers oy > 0 for which

5.1) Qey = ayey forall £ € N.

Note that Q being trace class translates to the summability condition
(5.2) Y o <o
(=1

Again, offering slight abuses of notation, we assume that
B(1) := (B'(t),B*(t),...,B/(1))

where Bi(t),i=1,2,..., j, are independent, Q-Brownian motions on H. Note that this is the same
as supposing that each B' can be written as

Bi(1) = ; VB (0)er
=1
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where { B,i}:;jl ;1 18 a collection of mutually independent standard, real-valued Brownian motions

on (Q,7,P) [18]. The fact that each B’ has continuous paths in || - | with probability one follows
by path continuity of each 3] and the summability condition (5.2).
Recall that associated to Q is the Hilbert space Hy consisting of elements / such that

X:heg

equipped with the inner product (h,k)o := (Q~'/?h,Q~"/?k)y, where Q~'/2 denotes the pseudo-
inverse of Q'/2. The space Hy is called the Cameron-Martin space associated to the Gaussian
measure (t = Law(B'(1)), and enjoys various important analytic properties with respect to . For
example, we recall the Cameron-Martin-Maruyama “quasi-invariance” theorem: The measure u”
defined by u"(I') := u (I + h) is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to g if and only if
h € Hy. If h ¢ Hp then pu" is singular with respect to it. Let 7% denote the Hilbert space (Hp)’
equipped with inner product coming from the product structure

(XY = (X" Yo+ + (X ¥)g

and induced norm

X1, := \/|le B+ 1X11% = 11 (jxj @ Q7/2)X |-
Letting Iy denote the identity operator on H, we set
(5.3) A=(ARIy) and o= (o®Iy)
where A and o are j x j real matrices. In relation to (2.1), in this context we consider the integral
equation on W := H/

(5.4) X (t;Xo) :X0+/ AX(s)ds+0oB(t), XoeW.
0

Using a standard iteration procedure, it is not hard to show that for every Xy € W, relation (5.4)
has a unique solution which is a stochastic process X (t) on W with continuous paths in the norm
|| - |lw. Furthermore, the process X () is Markov and we let & denote the corresponding Markov
semigroup.

5.2. Infinite-dimensional Wang-Harnack inequality. Next, consider the projection operator 7y :
H — H associated to the orthonormal basis {e }ren given by

(e} k
m(h) == ”k(Z (hyeq €g> Z (hyeg)ey,

(=1
and then define I, : W — W as

Mi(hi,ha, . hy) = ((h), - ., 7 ().
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We observe that, by (5.3) and (5.4), the process ¢ — [T X (¢) satisfies the finite-dimensional integral
equation

'
I X (1;Xo) = i Xo + / AL X (s)ds+ oll;B;.
0

Let @,k denote the Markov semigroup corresponding to IT;X (7).

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that As as in (4.4) is of full rank. Let o > 1. Then for all bounded,
measurable @ : W — R, t > 0, Xo,Yg € W, and k € N we have

o [(Ijx;®Q0 V2T (Xo — Yo)”%v)

k o k O
(5.5) (Z0(ILX0))" < Z/o (HkYO)eXp<a—1 2A(j,1)

Proof. This follows after combining Theorem 3.8 with Proposition 4.1. O

The following infinite-dimensional Wang-Harnack inequality follows immediately from the pre-
vious result by allowing k — oo,

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that A as in (4.4) is of full rank and that Xo, Yy are such that Xo —Yy € 7.
Let oo > 1. Then for all bounded, measurable ¢ : W — R and t > 0 we have

a IIXo —Y0||§fg>

(Z19(X0))" < F19%(Yo)exp <a_ 1 24(j.1)

Proof. One need only show that for any Xy € W,
ILX (1) <5 X (1)
as k — oo, and this follows immediately by uniqueness of solutions and the definition of I1. O

The equivalence of Wang-Harnack inequalities with integrated Harnack inequalities has been
established in [6, 22, 29], along with how these estimates imply quasi-invariance results of the
following kind.

Theorem 5.3. Fix t > 0. The measure L, := Law(X;(0)) is quasi-invariant under translations by
elements of 7y, that is, for Xo € 7 the measure [;(Xo) := Law(X;(Xy)) is mutually absolutely
continuous with respect to ;. Moreover, for all p > 1

H d i (Xo)
diy

l—l-p 2
<exp <—.||Xolljf> .
LP (W) 2A(j,1) ¢

Remark 5.4. In each of the examples considered in Section 4 we saw that A has full rank. Thus
Theorem 5.3 applies to the infinite-dimensional versions of these equations when the noise be-
comes infinite dimensional (k — o) as described above.
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5.3. Mutual absolute continuity at time infinity. Under further conditions, we will use the re-
sults of Section 3 to deduce that the laws of the infinite-dimensional Markov process X (¢) solv-
ing (5.4) started from two initial conditions X and ¥j in W become mutually absolutely continuous
at “time infinity”. This follows from a strengthening of Theorem 5.2, noting that that result only
applies to sufficiently smooth initial conditions in W at a finite time ¢ > 0. Formally taking ¢,k — o
in the bound (5.5) suggests this should hold, but more care needs to be taken when we pass to the
limit.
To this end, for k € N define
Ak = (IW —Hk).

Assumption 3. The matrix A, in (4.4) is of full rank and the constant A (j,7) > 0 as in (4.5) satisfies
the following conditions:
(i) A(j,t) — cast — oo,
(ii) Define by (i) a sequence {#;} of positive times #x — oo such that A(j,%) = o ! for all k
where we recall that the o are as in (5.1). Then there exists a p > 1 such that for any
Xo € W we have that

E||AX (11 Xo) |7, — 0.

Under Assumption 3, we can prove our main result at “time infinity”’. However, we first establish
a natural condition which ensures Assumption 3(ii) is satisfied.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that the underlying matrix A as in (5.3) is such that (Ax,x)g; < 0 for all
x € RY. Suppose, furthermore, that Assumption 3(i) is satisfied and that the sequence of times {t; }
defined by A(j,t) = 0y Lk €N, satisfies the condition

(5.6) e Y, o —0ask— oo
0=kt 1

Then Assumption 3(ii) is satisfied with p = 2.

Remark 5.6. Suppose that A(j,¢) > ¢ jt3 —d, for all t > 0 for some constants c;,d; > 0 and that
o = 1/k%. Then in this case,

I 5 k2/3
so that
s 1
(5.7) Y, oS 5~ 0ask— e,

l=k+1

In short, the smallest positive eigenvalue A(j,7) must grow sufficiently fast as ¢ — co with respect
to the sequence o so that (5.6) is satisfied.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let Yi(t) := AxX (1;Xo) and define

T = {1 >0 [Ve(0) lw > m)}.
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Set Ty () =t A Tin and observe that, by Itd’s formula and the condition (Ax,x)g; < 0 we have

Ten(t) J
E||Yi (i () [[i7 = [V (0)[1 +2E/0 /;((AYk(S))f’ (Ye(s))e)n ds

j (e}
+ Z gglfz Z BT (1)
l,lr=1 l=k+1

] [e e}
<nO)E+ Y ot Y o
l1,0=1 (=k+1

Taking m — o and then plugging in r = #;, we arrive at the following estimate
2 2 d 2 S
E[[Ye(t0)lw < 1Y (0) [l + Z O, Z oy.
l1,0=1 {=k+1

Applying the hypothesis (5.7), we conclude the result. U

We are now prepared to state and prove our uniqueness result.

Corollary 5.7 (Uniqueness of stationary distributions via Wang-Harnack). Suppose that Assumption 3
is satisfied and | and v are stationary distributions for the Markov process X (t). Then for any
o > 1 there exists a constant C = C(u, v, o) > 0 such that

(5.8) (L(9)* <Cv(e®)

forall @ : W — [0,00) bounded, measurable. Consequently, there is at most one stationary distri-
bution corresponding to X (t).

Proof. Note that the final conclusion in the result follows immediately by symmetry of the bound (5.8)
and ergodic decomposition, for any two such stationary distributions must be mutually absolutely
continuous. Let & > 1. In order to prove (5.8), it suffices to prove the bound for all ¢ : W — [0, )
which are bounded, Lipschitz and such that ¢ is also Lipschitz; that is, ||@||z~ < o,

le(X) — oY)

XVl wd 9%y <=

[@llLip := sup
X, Yew

XAY
Let € € (0,1) and pick R = R(l, v, o) > 0 large enough so that Bg := {||X||w < R} satisfies
u(Bg) <% and v(Bg) < 5.

Then by invariance and Jensen’s inequality we have that

1(p)® = [ / u(dX)%w(X)] < [u@0(@u000) < [ u@x)2,000)+ S0l
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Multiplying the previous inequality by v(W) = 1 and writing this as V(W) = v(Bg) + v(B%) gives

1(9)* < v(Bg) : u(dXx)(Z,9(X))* +ellol|z-

=/ (Z40(X))*u(dX)v(dY) + €| ]|
Bg J B
In order to control the double integral above, observe that
Z,9(X) = Z (LX) +E(@(X (1:X)) — o(TLX (1::X)))
and
[E(@(X (26:X)) — @(TWX (16:X)))| < 2[[@ 1= A { @ lip (Bl AX (1, X)[[)!/7 } =: Cil(@,X).

By Assumption 3, we have that C(¢,X ) — 0 pointwise in X as k — 0. Hence applying Proposition 5.1
we have

/B B<%<p<x>>“u<dx>v<dm
2“/BR/ o(IX)) /.L(dX)v(dY)+2°‘/ w(dX)Cr(9,X)

Br

<29C(a,R) / / (Pho Mm@V +2° [ p@x)cio.x)

< 2%C(a.R) / [ (Zorrpm@van +2¢ [ paxico.x)

- 220‘C((x,R)/B v(dY)Cr(®,Y).

<2%C(a,R)v(9%) +2°‘/

’ u(dX)Ck((p,X)+22“C(a,R)/ v(dY)Cr(9%,Y).

Br

Taking k — oo using Assumption 3 and the bounded convergence theorem and then letting € — 0
we obtain the desired bound (5.8) for all @ : W — [0, ) bounded, Lipschitz with % Lipschitz.
This finishes the proof. O

We now revisit the linear kinetic Fokker Planck equation and the degenerately damped oscilla-
tors considered in Section 4.

5.3.1. Linear kinetic Fokker-Planck. In the setting of Section 4.2.1 in Case 1 (y > 1), we recall
Jj =2 and that we obtained the following bound

ey

16

forall ¢ > v > y,. Fixing ¥ > ¥, and a summable sequence {4 }ren, We observe by (5.9) that the
sequence {f;} in Assumption 3 satisfies, for all k large enough,

t < ylog(ey ') + ylog(16).

(5.9) A1) >
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Furthermore, in this context it is clear that (Ax, x)g> < 0. Thus by Proposition 5.5, for Assumption 3
to be satisfied, it suffices that {0y } satisfy

(5.10) log(o ') Y oy — 0ask — o,
l=k+1

Clearly, condition (5.10) is satisfied if the noise decays fast enough at large scales, e.g. oy ~ 1/kP
or even oy ~ 1/(klog(k)?) for some p > 1. In particular, under (5.10), uniqueness of stationary
distributions follows from Corollary 5.7. The same conclusion also holds in the case when y ~ 0.

5.3.2. Oscillators with some damping. In the setting of Section 4.2.3, we obtained the bound

&(j)t) = &(], 1)%(erj([_1) _ 1)
J

for all # > 1 (4.17) where r; and c; are positive constants defined in (4.16). Because A(j,1) >0
and (Ax,x)g; < 0, a similar argument to the one used in Section 5.3.1 implies that, provided (5.10)
is satisfied, there is at most one stationary distribution for the corresponding infinite-dimensional
process (5.4) by Proposition 5.5 and Corollary 5.7.

REFERENCES

[1] D. Bakry and Michel Emery. Diffusions hypercontractives. In Séminaire de probabilités, XIX, 1983/84, volume
1123 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 177-206. Springer, Berlin, 1985.

[2] D. Bakry and Michel Emery. Propaganda for I';. In From local times to global geometry, control and physics
(Coventry, 1984/85), volume 150 of Pitman Res. Notes Math. Ser., pages 39—46. Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow,
1986.

[3] Dominique Bakry, Ivan Gentil, and Michel Ledoux. Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators, volume
348 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences].
Springer, Cham, 2014.

[4] Richard F. Bass and Maria Gordina. Harnack inequalities in infinite dimensions. J. Funct. Anal., 263(11):3707-
3740, 2012.

[5] F. Baudoin, M. Gordina, and P. Mariano. Gradient bounds for Kolmogorov type diffusions. Ann. Inst. Henri
Poincaré Probab. Stat., 56(1):612-636, 2020.

[6] F. Baudoin, M. Gordina, and T. Melcher. Quasi-invariance for heat kernel measures on sub-Riemannian infinite-
dimensional Heisenberg groups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 365(8):4313—4350, 2013.

[7] E. Baudoin, M. Gordina, and T. Melcher. Quasi-invariance for infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov diffusions. Poten-
tial Analysis, pages 1-25, 2023.

[8] Fabrice Baudoin. Wasserstein contraction properties for hypoelliptic diffusions, 2016.

[9] Fabrice Baudoin. Bakry-émery meet Villani. J. Funct. Anal., 273(7):2275-2291, 2017.

[10] Fabrice Baudoin and Michel Bonnefont. Log-Sobolev inequalities for subelliptic operators satisfying a generalized
curvature dimension inequality. J. Funct. Anal., 262(6):2646-2676, 2012.

[11] Fabrice Baudoin and Nathaniel Eldredge. Transportation inequalities for Markov kernels and their applications.
Electron. J. Probab., 26:Paper No. 45, 30, 2021.

[12] Fabrice Baudoin, Maria Gordina, and David P. Herzog. Gamma Calculus Beyond Villani and Explicit Convergence
Estimates for Langevin Dynamics with Singular Potentials. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 241(2):765-804, 2021.

[13] Fabrice Baudoin, Maria Gordina, and Tai Melcher. Quasi-invariance for infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov diffu-
sions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.01422, to appear in Potential Analysis, 2023.

[14] J. Bricmont, A. Kupiainen, and R. Lefevere. Ergodicity of the 2d Navier—Stokes equations with random forcing.
Communications in Mathematical Physics, 224:65-81, 2001.



34 BAUDOIN, GORDINA, HERZOG, KIM, AND MELCHER

[15] Evan Camrud, David P. Herzog, Gabriel Stoltz, and Maria Gordina. Weighted L2-contractivity of Langevin dynam-
ics with singular potentials. Nonlinearity, 35(2):998-1035, 2022.

[16] G. Da Prato and A. Debussche. Ergodicity for the 3d stochastic Navier—Stokes equations. Journal de
mathématiques pures et appliquées, 82(8):877-947, 2003.

[17] G. Da Prato and A. Lunardi. On the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator in spaces of continuous functions. J. Funct.
Anal., 131(1):94-114, 1995.

[18] Giuseppe Da Prato and Jerzy Zabczyk. Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions, volume 152 of Encyclopedia of
Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2014.

[19] Jean Dolbeault, Clément Mouhot, and Christian Schmeiser. Hypocoercivity for linear kinetic equations conserving
mass. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 367(6):3807-3828, 2015.

[20] B. K. Driver and M. Gordina. Heat kernel analysis on infinite-dimensional Heisenberg groups. Journal of Func-
tional Analysis, 255(9):2395-2461, 2008.

[21] B.K. Driver and M. Gordina. Integrated Harnack inequalities on Lie groups. Journal of Differential Geometry,
83(3):501-550, 2009.

[22] Bruce K. Driver and Maria Gordina. Integrated Harnack inequalities on Lie groups. J. Differential Geom.,
83(3):501-550, 2009.

[23] Weinan E and Jonathan C. Mattingly. Ergodicity for the Navier-Stokes equation with degenerate random forcing:
finite-dimensional approximation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 54(11):1386-1402, 2001.

[24] F. Flandoli and B. Maslowski. Ergodicity of the 2-d Navier—Stokes equation under random perturbations. Commu-
nications in mathematical physics, 172:119-141, 1995.

[25] J. Foldes, N.E. Glatt-Holtz, G. Richards, and J.P. Whitehead. Ergodicity in randomly forced Rayleigh—Bénard
convection. Nonlinearity, 29(11):3309, 2016.

[26] M. Fuhrman and M. Rockner. Generalized Mehler semigroups: the non-Gaussian case. Potential Anal., 12(1):1-47,
2000.

[27] Nicola Garofalo and Giulio Tralli. Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities for a class of non-symmetric and non-
doubling hypoelliptic semigroups. Math. Ann., 383(1-2):1-38, 2022.

[28] M. Gordina. Quasi-invariance for the pinned Brownian motion on a lie group. Stochastic processes and their
applications, 104(2):243-257, 2003.

[29] Maria Gordina. An Application of a Functional Inequality to Quasi-Invariance in Infinite Dimensions, pages 251—
266. Springer New York, New York, NY, 2017.

[30] Martin Grothaus and Patrik Stilgenbauer. A hypocoercivity related ergodicity method for singularly distorted non-
symmetric diffusions. Integral Equations Operator Theory, 83(3):331-379, 2015.

[31] M. Hairer, J. C. Mattingly, and M. Scheutzow. Asymptotic coupling and a general form of Harris’ theorem with
applications to stochastic delay equations. Probability theory and related fields, 149:223-259, 2011.

[32] Martin Hairer and Jonathan C Mattingly. Ergodicity of the 2d navier-stokes equations with degenerate stochastic
forcing. Annals of Mathematics, pages 993—-1032, 2006.

[33] Martin Hairer and Jonathan C. Mattingly. Yet another look at Harris’ ergodic theorem for Markov chains. In Sem-
inar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications VI, volume 63 of Progr. Probab., pages 109-117.
Birkhéuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2011.

[34] Frédéric Hérau and Francis Nier. Isotropic hypoellipticity and trend to equilibrium for the Fokker-Planck equation
with a high-degree potential. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 171(2):151-218, 2004.

[35] Lars Hormander. Hypoelliptic second order differential equations. Acta Math., 119:147-171, 1967.

[36] R. E. Kalman, P. L. Falb, and M. A. Arbib. Topics in mathematical system theory. McGraw-Hill Book Co., New
York-Toronto, Ont.-London, 1969.

[37] S. Kuksin and A. Shirikyan. Ergodicity for the randomly forced 2d Navier-Stokes equations. Mathematical
Physics, Analysis and Geometry, 4:147-195, 2001.

[38] S. Kusuoka and D. Stroock. Applications of the Malliavin calculus. III. J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. IA Math.,
34(2):391-442, 1987.



FUNCTIONAL INEQUALITIES FOR DIFFUSIONS WITH DEGENERATE NOISE 35

[39] Paul Malliavin. Stochastic calculus of variation and hypoelliptic operators. In Proceedings of the International
Symposium on Stochastic Differential Equations (Res. Inst. Math. Sci., Kyoto Univ., Kyoto, 1976), pages 195-263.
Wiley, New York-Chichester-Brisbane, 1978.

[40] Paul Malliavin. Hypoellipticity in infinite dimensions. In Diffusion processes and related problems in analysis, Vol.
I (Evanston, IL, 1989), volume 22 of Progr. Probab., pages 17-31. Birkhduser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990.

[41] J.C. Mattingly and E. Pardoux. Malliavin calculus for the stochastic 2d Navier—Stokes equation. Communications
on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 59(12):1742-1790, 2006.

[42] Angeliki Menegaki. Quantitative rates of convergence to non-equilibrium steady state for a weakly anharmonic
chain of oscillators. J. Stat. Phys., 181(1):53-94, 2020.

[43] Pierre Monmarché. Almost sure contraction for diffusions on R?. Application to generalized Langevin diffusions.
Stochastic Process. Appl., 161:316-349, 2023.

[44] James Norris. Simplified Malliavin calculus. In Séminaire de Probabilités, XX, 1984/85, volume 1204 of Lecture
Notes in Math., pages 101-130. Springer, Berlin, 1986.

[45] Silvia Noschese, Lionello Pasquini, and Lothar Reichel. Tridiagonal Toeplitz matrices: properties and novel appli-
cations. Numer. Linear Algebra Appl., 20(2):302-326, 2013.

[46] M. Romito. Ergodicity of the finite dimensional approximation of the 3d Navier—Stokes equations forced by a
degenerate noise. Journal of statistical physics, 114:155-177, 2004.

[47] G. D. Smith. Numerical solution of partial differential equations. Oxford Applied Mathematics and Computing
Science Series. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, third edition, 1985. Finite difference
methods.

[48] Daniel W. Stroock. Partial differential equations for probabilists, volume 112 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012. Paperback edition of the 2008 original.

[49] D. Talay. Stochastic Hamiltonian systems: exponential convergence to the invariant measure, and discretization by
the implicit Euler scheme. Markov Process. Related Fields, 8(2):163-198, 2002. Inhomogeneous random systems
(Cergy-Pontoise, 2001).

[50] Mehdi Tatari and Majed Hamadi. Exponential of tridiagonal toeplitz matrices: applications and generalization,
2020.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT, STORRS, CT 06269, USA
Email address: fabrice.baudoin@uconn.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT, STORRS, CT 06269, USA
Email address: maria.gordina@uconn.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, IOWA STATE UNIVERSITY, AMES, IA 50311, U.S.A.
Email address: dherzog@iastate.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TRINITY UNIVERSITY, SAN ANTONIO, TX 78212, U.S.A.
Email address: jkim7@trinity.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22903, USA
Email address: melcher@virginia.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. The finite-dimensional setting
	2.1. The main equation and hypoellipticity
	2.2. Elements of Bakry-Émery calculus

	3. Functional inequalities by modified gradients
	3.1. Picking G based on lem:firstlem
	3.2. Reverse log-Sobolev and Wang-Harnack inequalities
	3.3. Transportation cost inequalities
	3.4. The iterate G2 of G

	4. Estimating the distance t in examples
	4.1. Kronecker product form of the examples
	4.2. Examples

	5. From finite to infinite dimensions
	5.1. The infinite-dimensional setting
	5.2. Infinite-dimensional Wang-Harnack inequality
	5.3. Mutual absolute continuity at time infinity

	References

