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FUNCTIONAL INEQUALITIES FOR A FAMILY OF INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL

DIFFUSIONS WITH DEGENERATE NOISE

FABRICE BAUDOIN∗, MARIA GORDINA∗∗, DAVID P. HERZOG‡, JINA KIM‡, AND TAI MELCHER†

ABSTRACT. For a family of infinite-dimensional diffusions with degenerate noise, we develop a

modified Γ 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 Γ 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 Rn is a fundamental problem in the theory of diffusion processes. In

the finite-dimensional context of Rn, Hörmander’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, Hörmander’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 Hörmander’s result.

While the mantra of sufficient noise implies smoothness of the law applies readily in the finite-

dimensional setting via Hörmander’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 t > 0. This, in turn, implies that the associated Markov

semigroup is not strong Feller [32, Example 3.15]. Furthermore, while Hörmander’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 Γ 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 Γ calculus. We build off of understanding from

previous work in [5, 7, 9, 12]. Specifically, we design a modified Γ 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 Γ 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 Γ calculus in the context of the finite-dimensional setting. In particular, we derive

our choice of Γ 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 Γ 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 B denote the Borel sigma field of subsets of

Rn. In the finite-dimensional setting, we consider the following stochastic differential equation
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(SDE) on Rn

dxt = Axt dt +σ dBt ,(2.1)

where A and σ are n×n real matrices, and Bt is a standard, n-dimensional Brownian motion defined

on a probability space (Ω,F ,P,E). For all initial conditions x ∈ Rn, equation (2.1) has a unique

pathwise solution xt(x), defined for all times t > 0, which can be explicitly written as

xt(x) = etAx+

ˆ t

0

e(t−s)AσdBs.(2.2)

Unless we must emphasize the initial condition, we will write xt as shorthand notation for a generic

solution of (2.1).

Solutions of (2.1) are Markovian and we let {Pt}t>0 denote the corresponding Markov semi-

group. We recall that {Pt}t>0 acts on bounded, B-measurable functions f : Rn → R by

Pt f (x) := E f (xt(x)), t > 0,

and acts dually on a probability measure ν on (Rn,B) via

νPt(A) :=

ˆ

Rn

ν(dx)Pt1A(x), t > 0, A ∈ B.

A probability measure ν on (Rn,B) is called a stationary distribution if νPt = ν for all t > 0. For

x ∈ Rn, t > 0 and A ∈ B, we let

Pt(x,A) := Pt1A(x) = P{xt(x) ∈ A}
denote the Markov transition probability associated to {Pt}t>0. Throughout, L will denote the

following second-order operator

L =
n

∑
i=1

(Ax)i

∂

∂xi

+
1

2

n

∑
i, j=1

(σσ ∗)i j

∂ 2

∂xi∂x j

.(2.3)

Note that L corresponds to the action of the infinitesimal generator of {Pt}t>0 on a domain of

sufficiently smooth functions, e.g. C2 functions f : Rn → R with compact support. We offer the

slight abuse of terminology and refer to L as the generator of the Markov process xt throughout.

We are interested in the case when the noise in equation (2.1) is degenerate, i.e. rank(σ) < n,

but the process xt has a transition probability density function pt(x,y) respect to Lebesgue measure

which is C∞ for all (t,x,y) ∈ (0,∞)×Rn×Rn. When rank(σ)< 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 σ in essentially two ways. The first and

perhaps most utilized way is to apply Hörmander’s hypoellipticity theorem [35] (see also [48]).

However, Hörmander’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

Aσ :=
[

σ Aσ A2σ . . . An−1σ
]

,

then

rank(Aσ ) = n.

Consider the mean mt(x) and covariance Σt of the process (2.2) given by

mt(x) = etAx and Σt =

ˆ t

0

e(t−s)Aσσ ∗e(t−s)A∗
ds.(2.4)

A short argument (see Lemma 2.1 below) shows that Assumption 1 implies that Σt as in (2.4) is

invertible for all t > 0. This in turn implies that the process xt is multivariate Gaussian with an

explicit transition density given by

pt(x,y) =
1

det(2πΣt)1/2
exp
(

− 1
2
〈Σ−1

t (y−mt(x)),y−mt(x)〉
)

, x,y ∈ Rn, t > 0,(2.5)

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the standard inner product on Rn. Smoothness of pt(x,y) for (t,x,y) ∈ (0,∞)×
Rn ×Rn 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 Hörmander’s theorem [38,39,44] in the simplified

context (2.1).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then for every t > 0, Σt in (2.4) is invertible.

Proof. Fix t > 0 and suppose that there exists x ∈ Rn such that 〈Σtx,x〉 = 0. This implies

0 = 〈Σtx,x〉 =
ˆ t

0

|σ ∗esA∗
x|2 ds.

Hence, by continuity, σ ∗esA∗
x = 0 for all s ∈ [0, t]. Differentiating σ ∗esA∗

x repeatedly with respect

to s and evaluating at s = 0 implies that

σ ∗(A∗)mx = 0 for all m = 0,1,2, . . .

Note by Assumption 1 this implies x = 0 since the rank of the matrix and its transpose are the

same. �

2.2. Elements of Bakry-Émery 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-Émery 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(σ) = n in equation (2.1) [1]. Here, we recall some of the basic elements of

the Bakry-Émery calculus.

To the generator L as in (2.3), we associate the carré du champ Γ and its iterate Γ2, which for

f ,g ∈C∞(Rn;R) are defined by

Γ( f ,g) := 1
2
L( f g)− 1

2
gL f − 1

2
f Lg, Γ( f ) := Γ( f , f ),

Γ2( f ) := 1
2
LΓ( f )−Γ( f ,L f ).



6 BAUDOIN, GORDINA, HERZOG, KIM, AND MELCHER

Importantly, Γ and Γ2 arise naturally in relation to the Markov semigroup {Pt}t>0. If, for example,

the Markov process xt has a stationary distribution ν and f : Rn → R is bounded measurable, then

a formal calculation using stationarity of ν gives

1

2

d

dt
‖Pt f‖2

L2(ν) =

ˆ

Rn

(Pt f )LPt f dν =−
ˆ

Rn

Γ(Pt f )dν ,(2.6)

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Rn

Γ(Pt f )dν =

ˆ

Rn

Γ(LPt f ,Pt f )dν =−
ˆ

Rn

Γ2(Pt f )dν .

In particular, the forms Γ,Γ2 are the resulting objects that arise from iterating time with respect to

the norm ‖ · ‖L2(ν). This calculation has been exploited in several situations in order to study con-

vergence to equilibrium for SDEs with an explicit stationary distribution ν [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 Γ and Γ2. Recalling that 〈·, ·〉 denotes

the standard inner product on Rn, for any n× n real matrix G and f ,g ∈C∞(Rn;R), we introduce

the notation

ΓG( f ,g) = 〈G∇ f ,∇g〉, ΓG( f ) = ΓG( f , f ),(2.7)

ΓG
2 ( f ) =

1

2
LΓG( f )−ΓG( f ,L f ).(2.8)

We see that ΓG is a generalization of Γ since

Γ( f ,g) =
1

2

n

∑
ℓ,m=1

(σσ ∗)ℓm∂ℓ f ∂mg = Γ
σσ∗

2 ( f ,g).

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 xt 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 ΓG( f ) is equivalent to |∇ f |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 ΓG and ΓG
2 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 ΓG
2 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× n symmetric matrix. Then for all f ∈ C∞(Rn;R), we

have the formula

ΓG
2 ( f ) =−ΓAG( f )+

1

2
∑
ℓ

ΓG((σ ∗∇ f )ℓ).(3.1)

If we furthermore assume that G is nonnegative-definite, then

ΓG
2 ( f )>−ΓAG( f )(3.2)

for all f ∈C∞(Rn;R).

Proof. Let f ∈C∞(Rn;R). Standard calculations using symmetry of G give

LΓG( f ) = 2ΓG( f ,L f )−2ΓAG( f )+∑
ℓ,m

(σσ ∗)ℓm〈G∇(∂ℓ f ),∇(∂m f )〉.

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). �

To obtain a gradient estimate using a time-dependent matrix G in ΓG, we fix a horizon time

t > 0, and f ∈ L∞(Rn;R) and consider the functional

φ(s) := PsΓ
G(s)(Pt−s f ), s ∈ [0, t),(3.3)

for a differentiable matrix s 7→ G(s) on [0, t] which is n× n, symmetric. Below, we see that the

expression (3.3) plays a role similar to the L2(ν) 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. Fix t > 0. Suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied and that s 7→ G(s)∈C1([0, t];Mn×n)
is symmetric and nonegative-definite on [0, t]. For any f ∈ L∞(Rn;R), let φ be as in (3.3). Then φ
is defined and continuously differentiable on (0, t) and, moreover, for s ∈ (0, t) we have

φ ′(s) = Ps2Γ
G(s)
2 (Pt−s f )+PsΓ

G′(s)(Pt−s f )> PsΓ
G′(s)−2AG(s)(Pt−s f ).(3.4)

Remark 3.3. The fact that φ as in (3.3) makes sense, is continuously differentiable on (0, t) and

has nice properties permitting the calculations leading to the proof of Lemma 3.2 follows from

Assumption 1 and the explicit representation

Pt f (x) =
1

det(2πΣt)1/2

ˆ

Rn

f (y)exp
(

− 1
2
〈Σ−1

t (y−mt(x)),y−mt(x)〉
)

dy(3.5)

= E f (Σ
1/2
t Z +mt(x)),(3.6)

where t > 0, mt(x) and Σt are as in (2.4), and Z is the standard normal distribution on Rn. Recalling

that the covariance matrix Σt is invertible for t > 0 under Assumption 1 by Lemma 2.1, it follows

from (3.5) that the semigroup {Pt}t≥0 is strong Feller and Mehler. Furthermore, one can use for-

mula (3.5) to explicitly find derivatives of Pt f (x), provided t > 0, to fully justify the regularity of

φ on (0, t) 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, t) and f ∈ L∞(Rn;R), sym-

metry of G(s) implies

φ ′(s) = PsLΓG(s)(Pt−s f )−2PsΓ
G(s)(Pt−s f ,LPt−s f )+PsΓ

G′(s)(Pt−s f )

= Ps2Γ
G(s)
2 (Pt−s f )+PsΓ

G′(s)(Pt−s f ).

The bound in the result follows after applying Proposition 3.1. �

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 7→ G(s, t) on [0, t] by

G(s, t) =

ˆ t

s

e(s−v)Aσσ ∗e(s−v)A∗
dv.(3.7)

Note that this matrix satisfies the backward matrix-valued ODE
{

∂sG(s, t) =−σσ ∗+AG(s, t)+G(s, t)A∗, s ∈ [0, t]

G(t, t) = 0.

By symmetry of G(s, t), for any x ∈ Rn we have that

〈∂sG(s, t)x,x〉 =−〈σσ ∗x,x〉+ 〈2AG(s, t)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

−PsΓ
σσ∗

(Pt−s f ) =−2PsΓ(Pt−s f ) =− d

ds
Ps(Pt−s f )2.

As a consequence, we produce a reverse Poincaré-type inequality/gradient bound for the semigroup

associated to the modified operator ΓG.

Proposition 3.4 (Reverse Poincaré-type inequality). Let t > 0 and s 7→ G(s, t) be as in (3.7) and

suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then for all f ∈ L∞(Rn;R) we have the explicit bound

ΓG(0,t)(Pt f )6 Pt f 2 − (Pt f )2.(3.8)

Remark 3.5. By a nearly identical argument to the one used in Lemma 2.1, under Assumption 1,

the matrix G(0, t) is invertible for t > 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∞
0 (R

n;R) where C∞
0 (R

n;R) denotes the space of smooth real-valued functions with com-

pact support in Rn. If we let φ(s) be as in (3.3) with G(s) := G(s, t), then Lemma 3.2 implies

φ ′(s) = 2PsΓ
G(s)
2 (Pt−s f )+PsΓ

G′(s)(Pt−s f )>−2PsΓ(Pt−s f )(3.9)
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for s ∈ (0, t). Next, notice that for s ∈ (0, t)

d

ds
Ps(Pt−s f )2 = 2PsΓ(Pt−s f ).

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

bound

PεΓG(ε ,t)(Pt−ε f )−Pt−εΓG(t−ε ,t)(Pε f )6 Pt−ε(Pε f )2 −Pε(Pt−ε f )2.

In order to pass to the limit as ε → 0 in the above to arrive at (3.8) for f ∈C∞
0 (R

n;R), it remains to

show that

Pt−εΓG(t−ε ,t)(Pε f )→ 0 as ε → 0.

Using (3.6) for t = ε , we find that

ΓG(t−ε ,t)(Pε f ) = 〈G(t − ε , t)EeεA∗
∇ f (Σ

1/2
ε Z +mε(x)),EeεA∗

∇ f (Σ
1/2
ε Z +mε(x))〉

is both uniformly bounded in ε and converges to 0 as ε → 0. This now establishes the bound (3.8)

for f ∈C∞
0 (R

n;R), finishing the proof. �

Because of the significance of the matrix G(0, t), we introduce the following notation.

Notation 3.1. Throughout the remainder of the paper, we set

Gt := G(0, t)(3.10)

where G(s, t) 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 C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)),
ε > 0, defined by

C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)) := { f : f = ϕ + ε ,ϕ ∈C∞
0 (R

n; [0,∞))}.
Here we recall again that C∞

0 (R
n; [0,∞)) denotes the space of smooth functions ϕ : Rn → [0,∞)

with compact support in Rn. Similar to Lemma 3.2, we need the following computation.

Proposition 3.6. Fix t,ε > 0 and suppose that s 7→ G(s) ∈ C1([0, t];Mn×n) is symmetric for any

s ∈ [0, t] and that Assumption 1 is satisfied. For f ∈C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)) and s ∈ (0, t), define

ψ(s) := Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(logPt−s f )].(3.11)

Then

ψ ′(s) = 2Ps[(Pt−s f )Γ
G(s)
2 (logPt−s f )]+Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG′(s)(log Pt−s f )].

Proof. Let t,ε > 0 and f ∈C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)). Observe that for s ∈ (0, t)

ψ ′(s) = PsL[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(log Pt−s f )]−Ps[L(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(logPt−s f )]

+Ps[(Pt−s f )
d

ds
(ΓG(s)(log Pt−s f ))].(3.12)
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Next, notice that

d

ds
(ΓG(s)(logPt−s f )) = ΓG′(s)(log Pt−s f )−2ΓG(s)(LPt−s f/Pt−s f , log Pt−s f )

= ΓG′(s)(log Pt−s f )−2ΓG(s)(L(log Pt−s f ), log Pt−s f )(3.13)

−2ΓG(s)(Γ(logPt−s f ), log Pt−s f ).

Combining (3.12) with (3.13) gives

ψ ′(s) = PsL[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(log Pt−s f )]−Ps[L(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(logPt−s f )]

+Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG′(s)(log Pt−s f )]

−2Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(L(logPt−s f ), log Pt−s f )]

−2Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(Γ(logPt−s f ), log Pt−s f )]

= 2Ps[(Pt−s f )Γ
G(s)
2 (logPt−s f )]+2Ps[Γ(Pt−s f ,ΓG(s)(logPt−s f ))](3.14)

+Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG′(s)(log Pt−s f )]−2Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(Γ(log Pt−s f ), log Pt−s f )].

Now observe that if B = σσ ∗/2, we have

Γ(Pt−s f ,ΓG(s)(logPt−s f )) = ∑
ℓ,m

Bmℓ∂ℓ(Pt−s f )∂m(G∇(logPt−s f ) ·∇(log Pt−s f ))

= 2 ∑
ℓ,m, j,k

Bmℓ∂ℓ(Pt−s f )G jk∂ 2
km(log Pt−s f )∂ j(log Pt−s f )

and

(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(Γ(logPt−s f ), log Pt−s f )

= (Pt−s f )∑
j,k

G jk∂k(Γ(log Pt−s f ))∂ j(logPt−s f )

= 2(Pt−s f ) ∑
ℓ,m, j,k

G jkBmℓ∂
2
km(log Pt−s f )∂ℓ(logPt−s f ))∂ j(log Pt−s f )

= 2 ∑
ℓ,m, j,k

Bmℓ∂ℓ(Pt−s f )G jk∂ 2
km(logPt−s f )∂ j(logPt−s f ).

The result now follows after considering (3.14) since we just proved that

2Ps[Γ(Pt−s f ,ΓG(s)(logPt−s f ))] = 2Ps[(Pt−s f )ΓG(s)(Γ(log Pt−s f ), log Pt−s f )].

�

As a corollary of the previous computation, we obtain the following result. Below, we extend

x 7→ x log x to [0,∞) 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 7→ G(s, t) is as in (3.7) . Then we have the following reverse log Sobolev inequality

(Pt f )ΓGt (logPt f )6 2Pt( f log f )−2(Pt f ) log Pt f ,(3.15)

which is satisfied for all f ∈ L∞(Rn; [0,∞)) which are not identically zero.
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Proof. Fix t,ε > 0. We first prove the bound for f ∈ C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)). First note that if ψ 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, t)

ψ ′(s) = 2Ps[(Pt−s f )Γ
G(s,t)
2 (log Pt−s f )]+Ps[(Pt−s f )Γ∂sG(s,t)(logPt−s f )]

>−2Ps[(Pt−s f )Γ(log Pt−s f )] =− d

ds
2Ps[(Pt−s f ) log Pt−s f ].

For δ > 0 small, integrating the previous inequality from δ to t −δ produces

Pδ [(Pt−δ f )ΓG(δ ,t)(log Pt−δ f )]− Pt−δ [(Pδ f )ΓG(t−δ ,t)(logPδ f )]

6 2Pt−δ [(Pδ f ) log Pδ f ]−2Pδ [(Pt−δ f ) log Pt−δ f ].

Applying a line of reasoning similar to the one used in the proof of Proposition 3.6, taking δ → 0

gives the desired estimate (3.15) in the case when f ∈C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)). Taking ε → 0, we obtain the

bound for f ∈ C∞
0 (R

n; [0,∞)) which are not identically zero. Density arguments give the claimed

bound for all f ∈ L∞(Rn; [0,∞)) which are not identically zero. �

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 → ∞. To setup the statement

of the result, suppose that K is n×n symmetric, positive-definite. We call a curve γ ∈C1([0,T ];Rn)
subunit for K if for all f ∈C1(Rn;R)

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

ds
f (γ(s))

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

√

(ΓK f )(γ(s)).

For x,y ∈ Rn and t > 0, let

SK
T (x,y) := {γ : [0,T ]→ Rn subunit for K and γ(0) = x,γ(T ) = y}

and define the control distance between x,y ∈ Rn associated to K:

ρK(x,y) := inf{T > 0 : SK
T (x,y) nonempty}.

Note that, in our simplified setting of Rn, a curve γ ∈C1([0,T ];Rn) is subunit for K if and only if

for every t ∈ [0,T ], ‖K−1/2γ ′(t)‖ ≤ 1 and we therefore have

ρK(x,y) = ‖K−1/2(x− y)‖=
√

〈x− y,K−1(x− y)〉.(3.16)

For simplicity, when Assumption 1 is satisfied, we use the notation

ρt(x,y) := ρGt (x,y)(3.17)

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

Theorem 3.8 (Wang-Harnack inequality). Fix t > 0, α > 1 and suppose that Assumption 1 is

satisfied. Then we have the estimate

(Pt f (x))α 6 Pt f α(y)exp

(

αρ2
t (x,y)

2(α −1)

)

.(3.18)

for all x,y ∈ Rn and all f ∈ L∞(Rn; [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 ∈C∞
ε (R

n; [0,∞)) for some ε > 0. Let x,y ∈ Rn.

Since Gt is strictly positive-definite by Lemma 2.1, there exists T > 0 and a curve γ ∈ S
Gt

T (x,y).
Let ℓ : [0,T ]→ R be given by ℓ(s) = 1+(α −1) s

T
and set

ψ(s) =
α

ℓ(s)
log Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s)).

Then applying Corollary 3.7 and using subuniticity of γ , we find that

ψ ′(s) =
α(α −1)

T ℓ2(s)

Pt f ℓ(s) log f ℓ(s)(γ(s))− log Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s))Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s))

Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s))

+
α

ℓ(s)

∇(Pt f ℓ(s))(γ(s)) · γ ′(s)
Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s))

>
α(α −1)

2T ℓ2(s)
ΓGt (logPt f ℓ(s)(γ(s)))− α

ℓ(s)

√

ΓGt (log Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s))).

Now for every λ > 0,

−
√

ΓGt (log Pt f ℓ(s)(γ(s)))>− 1

2λ 2
ΓGt (logPt f ℓ(s)(γ(s)))− λ 2

2
.

By choosing λ 2 = Tℓ(s)
(α−1) we thus obtain

ψ ′(s)>− α

2(α −1)
T

Integrating the inequality above from 0 to T we find that

α log Pt f (x)− log Pt f α(y)6
αT 2

2(α −1)
.

Exponentiating both sides of the inequality above and optimizing over all such subunit curves γ
produces the claimed estimate when f ∈C∞

ε (R
n; [0,∞)), finishing the proof. �

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 Pt(x, ·) and Pt(y, ·) for x,y ∈ Rn using

the control distance ρt .

Corollary 3.9. Let t > 0 and suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then we have

‖Pt(x, ·)−Pt(y, ·)‖TV 6 ρt(x,y).

for all x,y ∈ Rn.

Proof. Let f ∈ L∞(Rn) with ‖ f‖L∞ 6 1 and observe that by Proposition 3.4 we have, for some

ξ ∈ Rn,

|Pt f (x)−Pt f (y)|= |∇(Pt f )(ξ ) · (x− y)|= |G1/2
t ∇(Pt f )(ξ ) ·G−1/2

t (x− y)|

6

√

ΓGt (Pt f )(ξ )ρt(x,y) 6 ρt(x,y),

where in the final inequality we used (3.16) and Proposition 3.4. �
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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 P (Rn)
the set of Borel probability measures on Rn and by P2 (Rn) ⊂ P (Rn) the space of probability

measures having a finite second moment.

For µ ,ν ∈ P2 (Rn) the 2-Wasserstein distance W2 is defined by

W2 (µ ,ν)
2

:= inf

ˆ

Rn×Rn

|x− y|2π (dx,dy) ,

where the infimum is taken over all couplings π ∈ P (Rn ×Rn) with marginals µ ,ν .

We will also consider the 2-Wasserstein distance W
ρt

2 for the control distance associated to the

matrix Gt as in (3.10), which is defined by

W
ρt

2 (µ ,ν)2
:= inf

ˆ

Rn×Rn

ρt(x,y)
2π (dx,dy) ,

where the infimum is taken over all couplings π ∈ P (Rn ×Rn) with marginals µ ,ν . Letting

λ (t) := inf
|x|=1

〈Gtx,x〉,(3.19)

we observe that Assumption 1 implies λ (t)> 0 for all t > 0. Furthermore, Note that

W
ρt

2 (µ ,ν)2 ≤ 1

λ (t)
W2(µ0,µ1)

2, µ0,µ1 ∈ P(Rn).

The 2-Hellinger distance He2 is defined by

He
2
2 (µ ,ν) :=

ˆ

Rn

(

√

dµ

dm
−
√

dν

dm

)2

dm

where m is any measure that µ ,ν are both absolutely continuous with respect to (for example,

m = µ + ν). The definition of He2 is independent of m. Convergence in the Hellinger distance

is equivalent to convergence in total variation, and He
2
2 (µ ,ν) 6 2 for all µ ,ν ∈ P (Rn), with

He
2
2 (µ ,ν) = 2 if and only if µ and ν are mutually singular.

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

He2(µ0Pt ,µ1Pt)
2 6

1

4
W

ρt

2 (µ0,µ1)
2, µ0,µ1 ∈ P(Rn).

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

Let Lipb(R
n) denote the space of all bounded Lipschitz functions on Rn, and for a,b > 0, let

Ea,b denote the class of all positive functions ϕ ∈C1([0,1],Lipb(R
n)), bounded and bounded away

from 0, satisfying the differential inequality

∂sϕs +aϕsΓ
G(t)(lnϕs)+bϕs lnϕs 6 0.
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For probability measures µ0,µ1 ∈ P(Rn), we define

Ta,b(µ0,µ1) := sup
ϕ∈Ea,b

[
ˆ

Rn

ϕ1 dµ1 −
ˆ

Rn

ϕ0 dµ0

]

.

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

T0,b(µ0,µ1) =







Cb

´

Rn

(

dµ1

dµ0

)
eb

eb−1
dµ0, µ1 ≪ µ0

∞, µ1 6≪ µ0

where Cb =
eb−1

ebeb .

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

(3.20) T0,κ/λ(t)(µ0Pt ,µ1Pt)6 Tκ ,κ/λ(t)(µ0,µ1), µ0,µ1 ∈ P(Rn), κ > 0.

In particular, for every x,y ∈ Rn and t > 0

ˆ

Rn

(

pt(x,z)

pt(y,z)

)1/(p−1)

pt(x,z)dz 6 exp

(

p

(p−1)2

ρt(x,y)
2

2

)

, p > 1.

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

(Pt f (x))p 6CpPt f p(y),

with

C := exp

(

ρ2
t (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′ = p
p−1

:

ˆ

Rn

(

pt(x,z)

pt(y,z)

)p′

pt(x,z)dz 6Cp′ = exp

(

p′ρ2
t (x,y)

2(p−1)

)

= exp

(

p

(p−1)2

ρ2
t (x,y)

2

)

.

�

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 T0,b(µ0,µ1) < ∞, then µ0

is absolutely continuous with respect to µ1. Taking in (3.20) with µ0 = δx and µ1 = δy, then

T0,κ/λ(t)(δxPt ,δyPt) < ∞ and therefore δxPt is absolutely continuous with respect to δyPt and by

symmetry δyPt is absolutely continuous with respect to δxPt .
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3.4. The iterate G2 of G. Before proceeding onto concrete applications of the matrix G(s, t) as

in (3.7), in this section, we discuss the iterate G2 of this matrix. From a practical standpoint, the

iterate G2 allows further stochastic mixing while retaining some structure similar to Gt . In partic-

ular in some applications, it will allows us to more easily control the smallest positive eigenvalue

λ (t) of the matrix Gt introduced in (3.19).

Fixing t > 0, we define the iterate s 7→ G2(s, t) of the matrix (3.7) on the interval [0, t] by the

formula

G2(s, t) :=

ˆ t

s

e(s−v)AG(v, t)e(s−v)A∗
dv.

Observe that s 7→ G2(s, t) is the unique solution of the backwards ODE
{

∂sG2(s, t) =−G(s, t)+AG2(s, t)+G2(s, t)A
∗

G2(t, t) = 0.

Although we could re-do the Bakry-Émery calculus used in this section with G2(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 t > 0, let λ2(t) := inf|x|=1〈G2(0, t)x,x〉 be the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix

G2,t := G2(0, t). We have the following:

Proposition 3.13. For t > s > 0, we have the bound

λ (t)>
λ2(t)

t
>

λ (t − s)

t
inf
|x|=1

ˆ s

0

|e−vA∗
x|2 dv.(3.21)

Proof. Fix t > 0 and x ∈ Rn. We first prove the inequality λ (t)> λ2(t)/t. Observe that

〈G2,tx,x〉 =
ˆ t

0

〈G(v, t)e−vA∗
x,e−vA∗

x〉dv =

ˆ t

0

ˆ t

v

|σ ∗e(v−w)A∗
e−vA∗

x|2 dwdv

6

ˆ t

0

ˆ t

0

|σ ∗e−wA∗
x|2 dwdv = t〈Gtx,x〉.

Taking the infimum over x ∈ Rn with |x|= 1 implies λ (t)> λ2(t)/t.

For the remaining bound, fix s > 0 with s < t. For x ∈ Rn, since G(v, t) is nonnegative, we have

that

〈G2,tx,x〉 =
ˆ t

0

〈G(v, t)e−vA∗
x,e−vA∗

x〉dv

>

ˆ s

0

〈G(v, t)e−vA∗
x,e−vA∗

x〉dv.(3.22)

Now, for v ∈ [0,s] we have for any x ∈ Rn

〈G(v, t)x,x〉 =
ˆ t

v

|σ ∗e(v−w)A∗
x|2 dw =

ˆ t−v

0

|σ ∗e−wA∗
x|2 dw > λ (t − s)|x|2.(3.23)
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Combining (3.22) with (3.23) produces

〈G2,tx,x〉 > λ (t − s)

ˆ s

0

|e−vA∗
x|2 dv,

which implies the remaining inequality. �

Remark 3.14. The bound (3.21) allows to utilize the underlying dynamics driven by the ODE

ẋ = −A∗x to lower bound λ (t). In practice, dissipative dynamics for the system ẋ = A∗x leads to

explosive dynamics for the time-reversed system ẋ =−A∗x. In such cases, it is often easy to show

explicitly that
ˆ s

0

|e−vA∗
x|2 dv

grows exponentially fast as s → ∞. We refer the reader to Section 4.2.3 for a concrete example.

4. ESTIMATING THE DISTANCE ρt IN EXAMPLES

The goal of this section is to bound the control distance ρt 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 ρt in terms of the underlying matrices defined below. Importantly, the matrices

A and σ 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 ρt using the underlying

matrices via Proposition 4.1 below.

4.1. Kronecker product form of the examples. Letting j,k ∈N, I = Ik×k denote the k×k identity

matrix and Q denote a k× k, symmetric strictly positive-definite matrix, throughout this section A

and σ are n×n matrices, n = jk, of the following form

A =











a11I a12I . . . a1 jI

a21I a22I . . . a2 jI
...

... . . .
...

a j1I a j2I . . . a j jI











and σ =











σ11Q1/2 σ12Q1/2 . . . σ1 jQ
1/2

σ21Q1/2 σ22Q1/2 . . . σ2 jQ
1/2

...
... . . .

...

σ j1Q1/2 σ j2Q1/2 . . . σ j jQ
1/2











.(4.1)

To A and σ , we associate j× j real matrices A and σ , called the underlying matrices corresponding

to A and σ , given by

A =











a11 a12 . . . a1 j

a21 a22 . . . a2 j

...
... . . .

...

a j1 a j2 . . . a j j











and σ =











σ11 σ12 . . . σ1 j

σ21 σ22 . . . σ2 j

...
... . . .

...

σ j1 σ j2 . . . σ j j











.
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The parameter j will be called the underlying dimension. Observe that we can write A and σ in

terms of the underlying matrices A and σ using the Kronecker product as

A = A⊗ I and σ = σ ⊗Q1/2.

Consequently, using symmetry of Q, we can write the corresponding matrix Gt as in (3.10) as

Gt =

ˆ t

0

e−vAσσ ∗e−vA∗
dv =

ˆ t

0

(e−vA ⊗ I)(σ ⊗Q1/2)(σ ⊗Q1/2)∗(e−vA∗ ⊗ I)dv

=

ˆ t

0

e−vAσ σ∗e−vA∗
dv⊗Q

=: Gt ⊗Q.(4.2)

Notationally, throughout this section, for any x ∈ Rn and any k× k matrix B we write

x =











x1

x2

...

x j











∈ (Rk) j and B̂x =











Bx1

Bx2

...

Bx j











∈ (Rk) j(4.3)

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

Aσ :=
[

σ Aσ . . . A j−1σ
]

,(4.4)

λ ( j, t) := inf
|x|

R j=1
〈Gtx,x〉R j ,(4.5)

we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that Aσ has full rank, x,y ∈ Rn and t > 0. Then Gt is invertible, λ ( j, t)>
0 and

ρt(x,y)
2 = ρGt⊗I(Q̂−1/2x,Q̂−1/2y)2 ≤

j

∑
ℓ=1

〈Q−1(xℓ− yℓ),xℓ− yℓ〉Rk

λ ( j, t)
.(4.6)

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 λ ( j, t) and the fact that if v = (v1, . . . ,v j) ∈ R j is an

eigenvector of a j× j matrix C with eigenvalue λ , then for every i = 1,2, . . . ,k the vector











v1ei

v2ei

...

v jei











,

with ei denoting the standard orthonormal basis element of Rk, is an eigenvector with eigenvalue

λ for the matrix C⊗ I, I = Ik×k. �
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4.2. Examples. We next consider a number of examples with A and σ in the form (4.1) in which

we estimate the control distance ρt 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

A =

[

0 0

I 0

]

and σ =

[

Q1/2 0

0 0

]

where I = Ik×k and Q is k× k, symmetric and strictly positive definite. In this case, the underlying

dimension is j = 2 and the associated underlying matrices are given by

A =

[

0 0

1 0

]

and σ =

[

1 0

0 0

]

.

Observe that

Aσ =
[

σ Aσ
]

=

[

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

]

has full rank. Furthermore, A is nilpotent with A2 = 0. Hence

e−vAσ = (I2×2 − vA)σ =

[

1 0

−v 0

]

,

so that

Gt =

ˆ t

0

e−vAσ σ∗e−vA∗
dv =

ˆ t

0

[

1 −v

−v v2

]

dv =

[

t − t2

2

− t2

2
t3

3

]

.

We observe that the matrix Gt has inverse given by

G−1
t =

[

4
t

6
t2

6
t2

12
t3

]

,

so that by Proposition 4.1, if x̂ = Q̂−1/2x and ŷ = Q̂−1/2x, we have

ρt(x,y)
2 = ρGt⊗I(x̂, ŷ)2 = 〈(G−1

t ⊗ I)(x̂− ŷ), x̂− ŷ〉

=
4

t
‖Q−1/2(x1 − y1)‖2

Rk +
12

t2
〈Q−1(x1 − y1),x2 − y2〉Rk

+
12

t3
‖Q−1/2(x2 − y2)‖2

Rk .

Furthermore, we can calculate the smallest positive eigenvalue λ (2, t)> 0 of Gt to see that

λ (2, t) =
t + t3

3
−
√

(t + t3/3)2 − t4/3

2
=

t4

6(t + t3

3
+
√

(t + t3/3)2 − t4/3)

≃
{

t
4

as t → ∞
t3

12
as t → 0+.
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Observe that the expression above for the distance ρt also reveals a scale invariance for this

particular example. That is, if we define for each a > 0 a dilation δa : R2k → R2k by

δax = δa

[

x1

x2

]

=

[

ax1

a3x2

]

,

then we see that

ρt(x,y) = ρ1(δt−1/2 x,δt−1/2y).

This is appropriate for this example as it coincides with the natural scale invariance that the solution

xt inherits from the standard scaling relation for Brownian motion

√
aBx

t
d
= B

√
ax

at ,

where Bx
t := x+Bt . To see this explicitly, note that for the given A and σ , we may express the

solution of (2.2) as

xt(x) =

[

x1 +Q−1/2B1
t

x2 + tx1 +
´ t

0
Q−1/2B1

s ds

]

,

where {B1
t }t≥0 is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion. From this expression it follows that

{δaxt(x)} d
= {xa2t(δa(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 σ . However, there are

other examples where such relations are possible.

Example 4.2 (Iterated Kolmogorov diffusion). Consider next the SDE (2.1) with n = jk and n×n

matrices A and σ given by

A =















0 0 · · · 0 0

I 0 · · · 0 0

0 I · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · I 0















and σ =











I 0 · · · 0

0 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · 0











,

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

xt(x) = x+

(

Bt ,

ˆ t

0

Bs ds, . . . ,

ˆ

∆ j−1(t)
Bs j−1

ds j−1 · · ·ds1

)

with {Bt}t≥0 a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion and ∆ℓ(t) = {0< sℓ< sℓ−1 < · · ·< s1 < t}.

As with the Kolmogorov diffusion, it is also possible to explicitly compute Gt , but one may also

see the scale invariance just from the above expression for xt . If we define δa : R jk → R jk by

δax = δa(x1, . . . ,x j) :=
(

ax1, . . . ,a
2 j−1x j

)

then the standard scaling relation for {Bt} implies that

{δaxt(0)} d
= {xa2t(0)}
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and, similarly,

{δa(xt(x))} d
= {xa2t(δa(x))}.

This can be expressed in semigroup form as

Pt( f ◦δa) = (Pa2t f )◦δa.

In particular, taking f = f ◦δa in the Wang-Harnack inequality, cf. Theorem 3.8, yields

((Pt( f ◦δa))(x))
α = (Pa2t f )α(δa(x))

6 exp

(

α

2(α −1)
ρa2t(δax,δay)

)

(Pa2t( f α))(δa(y))

= exp

(

α

2(α −1)
ρa2t(δax,δay)

)

(Pt(( f ◦δa)
α))(y).

We may now take f = f ◦δa−1 which gives

((Pt f )(x))α 6 exp

(

α

2(α −1)
ρa2t(δax,δay)

)

(Pt( f α))(y).

Note that the choice of a = t−1/2 gives

((Pt f )(x))α 6 exp

(

α

2(α −1)
ρ1(δt−1/2 x,δt−1/2 y)

)

(Pt( f α))(y).

4.2.1. Linear kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. Recalling that I = Ik×k is the identity and Q is k× k

and positive-definite, consider the case when A and σ are 2k×2k of the following forms

A =

[

0 I

−I −γI

]

and σ =

[

0 0

0
√

γQ1/2

]

where γ > 0 is a constant, called the friction parameter, and the matrix Q is independent of γ . In

this case, the underlying matrices A and σ are 2×2 and satisfy

A =

[

0 1

−1 −γ

]

and σ =

[

0 0

0
√

γ

]

.

Note that

Aσ =
[

σ Aσ
]

=

[

0 0 0
√

γ

0
√

γ 0 −γ3/2

]

(4.7)

has full rank so that λ (2, t)> 0 for all t > 0. Our goal will be to study λ (2, t) in the regimes where

γ ≈ 0 and γ ≫ 1. This analysis will be done on the appropriate time scale depending on the regime.

That is, when γ ≈ 0, we set t = t∗/γ and when γ ≫ 1, we let t = t∗γ where t∗ > 1. These timescales

correspond to the correct scaling of the mixing rate of the Markovian dynamics with respect to

γ [15]. Below, we assume that γ 6= 2.

We find it convenient to diagonalize A. First, observe that A has distinct eigenvalues λ1,λ2 ∈ C

given by

λ1 =
−γ +

√

γ2 −4

2
and λ2 =

−γ −
√

γ2 −4

2
(4.8)
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where
√
−1 = i. Furthermore, we can write

A =

[

1 1

λ1 λ2

][

λ1 0

0 λ2

][

1 1

λ1 λ2

]−1

.

Hence,

e−Atσ =−
√

γ
√

γ2 −4

[

0 e−λ2t − e−λ1t

0 λ2e−λ2t −λ1e−λ1t

]

.

Thus, if cγ = γ/(γ2 −4), we have

Gt =

ˆ t

0

e−Asσσ∗e−A∗s ds

= cγ

ˆ t

0

[

e−2λ1s −2e−(λ1+λ2)s + e−2λ2s λ1e−2λ1s − (λ1 +λ2)e
−(λ1+λ2)s +λ2e−2λ2s

λ1e−2λ1s − (λ1 +λ2)e
−(λ1+λ2)s +λ2e−2λ2s λ 2

1 e−2λ1s −2λ1λ2e−(λ1+λ2)s +λ 2
2 e−2λ2s

]

ds

=: cγ

[

G11 G12

G12 G22

]

.

Observe that for all γ 6= 2, by positive-definiteness of Gt via (4.7), the discriminant

D := G11G22 −G2
12

is strictly positive for all t > 0.

Case 1 (γ ≫ 1). In this case, λ1 6= λ2 are both real and we set t = γt∗ where t∗ > 1 is independent

of γ . Moreover, since cγ > 0,

λ ( j, t) = cγ
G11 +G22 −

√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D

2
= cγ

2D

G11 +G22 +
√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D
.

Using the explicit expressions above along with the values of λ1,λ2 in (4.8), we obtain

G11 =
2

γ
− γ

2
− 2

γ
eγt − λ2

2
e−2λ1t − λ1

2
e−2λ2t ,(4.9)

G22 =
2

γ
− γ

2
− 2

γ
eγt − λ1

2
e−2λ1t − λ2

2
e−2λ2t ,

G12 = eγt − e−2λ1t

2
− e−2λ2t

2
.

Furthermore, note that as γ → ∞ we have the following asymptotic formulas

λ1 =−1

γ
+O(γ−2) and λ2 =−γ +

1

γ
+O(γ−2).(4.10)
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Substituting in t = t∗γ into the expressions following (4.9) and using (4.10) produces the following

bound

D = G11G22 −G2
12

=

{

e−4λ2γt∗

4
− e(−2λ2+γ)γt∗ +

λ 2
2

4
e2γ2t∗ +

λ2γ

4
e−2λ2γt∗ +R1

}

−
{

e−4λ2γt∗

4
− e(−2λ2+γ)γt∗ +

3

2
e2γ2t∗ +R2

}

>
λ 2

2

4
e2γ2t∗

{

1− e−t∗ −Cγ−2

}

which is satisfied for all t∗ > 1 and γ > γℓ ≫ 1 for some constant C > 0 independent of t∗,γ . In a

similar fashion, by increasing γℓ > 0 and C > 0 if needed, we obtain

G11 +G22 +
√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D 6−3λ2

2
e−2λ2γt∗

{

1+C/γ

}

for all t∗ > 1,γ > γℓ. Consequently, by increasing γℓ again if needed, we see that for t∗ > 1 and

γ > γL

λ (2, t∗γ)>
−cγλ2

6
et∗ 1− e−t∗ −Cγ−2

1+Cγ−1
>

et∗

16
.

Case II (γ ≈ 0). In this case, we set t = t∗/γ where t∗ > 1. In this case, since cγ < 0,

λ (2, t) = cγ
(G11 +G22)+

√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D

2
= |cγ |

2D

−(G11 +G22)+
√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D
.

Again, since γ ≈ 0, we find that if β = |
√

γ2 −4|/2, then

G11 =−γ

2
+

2

γ
[1− eγt ]+

γ

2
eγt cos(2β t)+βeγt sin(2β t),

G22 =−γ

2
+

2

γ
[1− eγt ]+

γ

2
eγt cos(2β t)−βeγt sin(2β t)

G12 = eγt(1− cos(2β t)).

Setting t = t∗/γ where t∗ > 1 we find that there exists a constant C > 0 so that

D >
4

γ2
(1− et∗)2{1−Cγ}(4.11)

for all t∗ > 1, 0 < γ 6 γs, where γs > 0 is sufficiently small and C > 0 is independent of γ . In a

similar fashion, by decreasing γs > 0 and C > 0 if needed, we obtain the following bound

−(G11 +G22)+
√

(G11 +G22)2 −4D 6
8

γ
(et∗ −1){1+Cγ}(4.12)
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satisfied for all t∗ > 1 and 0 < γ 6 γs. Combining (4.11) with (4.12) and adjusting γs smaller if

needed we obtain

λ (2, t∗/γ)>
|cγ |
γ

(et∗ −1)
1−Cγ

1+Cγ
>

et∗ −1

8
>

et∗

16

for all t∗ > 1 and γ 6 γs.

4.2.2. Coupled oscillators. For a,d,b ∈ R, let Tri j(a,d,b) denote the j× j tridiagonal matrix sat-

isfying

(Tri j(a,d,c))ℓm =



















a if m = ℓ−1

d if m = ℓ

c if m = ℓ+1

0 otherwise

and let Eℓm be the j× j matrix with (ℓ,m)th entry equal to 1 and all other entries equal to 0. Let

the underlying matrices A and σ be given by

A = Tri j(1,0,−1) and σ = E11.

A short calculation shows that for m = 0,1, . . . , j−1 and ℓ= 1,2, . . . , j

(Amσ)m+1,ℓ = Em+1,ℓ and (Amσ)z,ℓ = 0

for m+ 2 ≤ z ≤ j− 1. Consequently, the matrix Aσ has full rank and so λ ( j, t) > 0 for all t > 0.

The goal of this calculation will be to estimate λ ( j, t) for t ≫ 1. We find it again convenient to

diagonalize A.

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

λℓ = 2icos
( ℓπ

j+1

)

(4.13)

with corresponding (right) eigenvectors vℓ, ℓ= 1,2, . . . , j, defined by

(vℓ)m = im sin
( ℓmπ

j+1

)

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

See, for example, [45, 47]. Moreover, using basic properties of trigonometric functions, it can be

checked that the set of eigenvectors {v1, . . . ,v j} forms an orthogonal family with identical lengths

(see [50])

|vℓ|2 =
j+1

2
, ℓ= 1,2, . . . , j.

Therefore, we define an orthonormal family of (column) eigenvectors {w1, . . . ,w j} by wℓ = vℓ/|vℓ|,
ℓ = 1,2, . . . , j. Setting P = [w1 w2 . . . w j] and letting P∗ denote its Hermitian transpose, for any

x ∈ R
j

6=0 we have by symmetry of σ and antisymmetry of A

〈Gtx,x〉 =
ˆ t

0

|σ∗e−vA∗
x|2 dv =

ˆ t

0

|σevAx|2 dv =

ˆ t

0

|E11Pdiag(evλ1 ,evλ2 , . . . ,evλ j )P∗x|2.
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Let ξ = P∗x ∈ C j and notice that

〈Gtx,x〉 =
ˆ t

0

∣

∣

∣

j

∑
ℓ=1

(wℓ)1ξℓe
λℓv
∣

∣

∣

2

dv =
j

∑
ℓ,m=1

(wℓ)1(wm)1ξℓξm

ˆ t

0

evλℓ+vλm dv

= t ∑
ℓ

|(wℓ)1|2|ξℓ|2 + ∑
ℓ 6=m

(wℓ)1(wm)1ξℓξm

ˆ t

0

evλℓ+vλm dv.

By definition of the eigenvalues λm in (4.13), for ℓ 6= m, ℓ,m ∈ {1,2, . . . , j}, we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ t

0

evλℓ+vλm dv

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
2ticos( ℓπ

j+1
)− e

2it cos( mπ
j+1

)

2icos
(

ℓπ
j+1

)

−2icos
(

mπ
j+1

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1

∣

∣cos
(

ℓπ
j+1

)

− cos
(

mπ
j+1

)∣

∣

.

Using the mean value theorem, we find that for ℓ 6= m, ℓ,m ∈ {1,2, . . . , j}, there exists p = pℓm
strictly between ℓπ/( j+1) and mπ/( j+1) such that

1
∣

∣cos
(

ℓπ
j+1

)

− cos
(

mπ
j+1

)∣

∣

=
1

∣

∣

(ℓ−m)π
j+1

sin(p)
∣

∣

6
( j+1)

π

1

sin( π
j+1

)
=: c j.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑
ℓ 6=m

(wℓ)1(wm)1ξℓξm

ˆ t

0

evλℓ+vλm dv

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c j

(

∑
ℓ

|(wℓ)1ξℓ|
)2

6 c j ∑
ℓ

|(wℓ)1|2 ∑
ℓ

|ξℓ|2

= c j|x|2.
Thus,

〈Gtx,x〉 > t ∑
ℓ

|(wℓ)1|2|ξℓ|2 − c j|x|2 >
(

t sin2
(

π
j+1

)

− c j

)

|x|2

and so we obtain

λ ( j, t) > t sin2
(

π
j+1

)

− c j

for all t > 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 = Tri j(1,0,−1)−E11 and σ = E11.

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 λ ( j, t), we appeal to Proposition 3.13.

Note that, in a similar fashion to the previous example, one can readily check that Aσ has full

rank, so that λ ( j, t)> 0 for all t > 0. We next seek to estimate
ˆ s

0

|e−vA∗
x|2 dv.(4.14)
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Observe that the integrand in (4.14) is precisely |y(v)|2 where y(v) is the solution of the following

ODE on R j at time v:
{

ẏ = (E11 +Tri j(1,0,−1))y

y0 = x ∈ R j.

We claim that

|y(v)|2 > d j|x|2er jv for all v > 0

where d j,r j > 0 are constants. We will prove the claim using a convenient Lyapunov function.

To define our Lyapunov function, let aℓ, ℓ = 0,1,2, . . . , j− 1, be positive constants to be deter-

mined and set a j = 0. Define and function V : R j → R by

V (y) =
a0

2
|y|2 −

j−1

∑
i=1

aiyiyi+1.

We first pick a convenient form for the constants ai; that is, we define

ai−1 = ai +bi, i = 2, . . . , j,

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

that

aℓ =
j

∑
i=ℓ+1

bi, ℓ= 1, . . . , j,

with the convention that the empty sum is zero.

First observe that we have the following explicit bound:

(

a0

2
+∑

j
i=2bi

)

|y|2 > (a0

2
+ a1

2
)y2

1 +
j

∑
i=2

(

a0

2
+ ai−1

2
+ ai

2

)

y2
i

>V (y)(4.15)

>
(

a0

2
− a1

2

)

y2
1 +

j

∑
i=2

(

a0

2
− ai−1

2
− ai

2

)

y2
i

>
(

a0

2
−∑

j
i=2bi

)

|y|2.

In particular, we need to choose

a0 > 2

j

∑
i=2

bi

so that V is nonnegative.
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Next, observe that

d

dt
V (y(t)) =−a1y1(t)y2(t)+

j

∑
i=1

(ai−1 −ai)(yi(t))
2 +

j−2

∑
i=1

(ai −ai+1)yi(t)yi+2(t)

=−a1y1(t)y2(t)+ (a0 −a1)y
2
1 +

j

∑
i=2

bi(yi(t))
2 +

j−2

∑
i=1

bi+1yi(t)yi+2(t)

>−a1y1(t)y2(t)+ (a0 −a1 − b2

2
)y2

1 +(b2 − b3

2
)y2

2 +(b j − b j−1

2
)y2

j

+
j−1

∑
i=3

(bi − bi+1

2
− bi−1

2
)(yi(t))

2.

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

bi >
bi+1

2
+

bi−1

2
, i = 2, . . . , j.

On the other hand, for any β > 0, we have

d

dt
V (y(t))> (a0 −a1 − a2

1

2β −b2)y
2
1 +(b2 − b3

2
− β

2
)y2

2 +(b j − b j−1

2
)y2

j

+
j−1

∑
i=3

(bi − bi+1

2
− bi−1

2
)(yi(t))

2

Pick β = log(2), define b j+1 = log( j+2) and let

a0 = a1 +
a2

1

2β +b2 +b j − b j+1

2
− b j−1

2
.

Using the fact that the function x 7→ log(x)− log(x+1)/2− log(x−1)/2 defined on [2,∞) is strictly

decreasing and using (4.15), we obtain

d

dt
V (y(t))> (b j − b j+1

2
− b j−1

2
)|y(t)|2 > (b j − b j+1

2
− b j−1

2
)

a0 +2∑
j
i=2 bi

V (y(t)).

Hence, letting

r j =
(b j − b j+1

2
− b j−1

2
)

a0 +2∑
j
i=2 bi

and c j =
a0

2
−∑

j
i=2 bi

a0

2
+∑

j
i=2 bi

,(4.16)

we have that

|y(t)|2 > |x|2c je
r jt for all t > 0.

Thus,
ˆ t

0

|e−vA∗
x|2 ds > |x|2 c j

r j

(er jt −1).

Applying Proposition 3.13, we obtain the bound for t ≥ 2

λ ( j, t) > λ ( j, t/2)
c j

tr j

(e
r j t

2 −1)≥ λ ( j,1)

tr j

c j(e
r j t

2 −1)(4.17)
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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 → ∞ 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

〈·, ·〉H and ‖ · ‖H =
√

〈·, ·〉H .

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,σ ,

which were previously used to denote operators on Rk,Rn,Rn, respectively. Here, in this sec-

tion, they will be linear operators on the respective spaces H , H j, H j. We let W = H j denote the

separable Banach space with norm given by

‖X‖W :=
√

‖X1‖2
H + · · ·+‖X j‖2

H

where X = (X1,X2, . . . ,X j) ∈ H j.

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

{eℓ}ℓ∈N of H and real numbers αℓ > 0 for which

Qeℓ = αℓeℓ for all ℓ ∈ N.(5.1)

Note that Q being trace class translates to the summability condition

∞

∑
ℓ=1

αℓ < ∞.(5.2)

Again, offering slight abuses of notation, we assume that

B(t) := (B1(t),B2(t), . . . ,B j(t))

where Bi(t), i = 1,2, . . . , j, are independent, Q-Brownian motions on H . Note that this is the same

as supposing that each Bi can be written as

Bi(t) =
∞

∑
ℓ=1

√
αℓβ

i
ℓ(t)eℓ
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where {β i
k}

∞, j
k=1,i=1 is a collection of mutually independent standard, real-valued Brownian motions

on (Ω,F ,P) [18]. The fact that each Bi has continuous paths in ‖·‖H with probability one follows

by path continuity of each β i
k and the summability condition (5.2).

Recall that associated to Q is the Hilbert space HQ consisting of elements h such that

∞

∑
ℓ=1

〈h,eℓ〉2
H

αℓ
< ∞

equipped with the inner product 〈h,k〉Q := 〈Q−1/2h,Q−1/2k〉H , where Q−1/2 denotes the pseudo-

inverse of Q1/2. The space HQ is called the Cameron-Martin space associated to the Gaussian

measure µ = Law(Bi(1)), and enjoys various important analytic properties with respect to µ . For

example, we recall the Cameron-Martin-Maruyama “quasi-invariance” theorem: The measure µh

defined by µh(Γ) := µ(Γ+ h) is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to µ if and only if

h ∈ HQ. If h /∈ HQ then µh is singular with respect to µ . Let HQ denote the Hilbert space (HQ)
j

equipped with inner product coming from the product structure

〈X ,Y 〉HQ
:= 〈X1,Y 1〉Q + · · ·+ 〈X j,Y j〉Q

and induced norm

‖X‖HQ
:=
√

‖X1‖2
Q + · · ·+‖X j‖2

Q = ‖(I j× j ⊗Q−1/2)X‖W .

Letting IH denote the identity operator on H , we set

A = (A⊗ IH) and σ = (σ ⊗ IH)(5.3)

where A and σ are j× j real matrices. In relation to (2.1), in this context we consider the integral

equation on W := H j

X(t;X0) = X0 +

ˆ t

0

AX(s)ds+σB(t), X0 ∈W.(5.4)

Using a standard iteration procedure, it is not hard to show that for every X0 ∈ W , relation (5.4)

has a unique solution which is a stochastic process X(t) on W with continuous paths in the norm

‖ · ‖W . Furthermore, the process X(t) is Markov and we let Pt denote the corresponding Markov

semigroup.

5.2. Infinite-dimensional Wang-Harnack inequality. Next, consider the projection operator πk :

H → H associated to the orthonormal basis {ek}k∈N given by

πk(h) := πk

( ∞

∑
ℓ=1

〈h,eℓ〉eℓ
)

=
k

∑
ℓ=1

〈h,eℓ〉eℓ,

and then define Πk : W →W as

Πk(h1,h2, . . . ,h j) := (πk(h1), . . . ,πk(h j)).
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We observe that, by (5.3) and (5.4), the process t 7→ ΠkX(t) satisfies the finite-dimensional integral

equation

ΠkX(t;X0) = ΠkX0 +

ˆ t

0

AΠkX(s)ds+σΠkBt .

Let Pk
t denote the Markov semigroup corresponding to ΠkX(t).

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that Aσ as in (4.4) is of full rank. Let α > 1. Then for all bounded,

measurable ϕ : W → R, t > 0, X0,Y0 ∈W , and k ∈ N we have

(Pk
t ϕ(ΠkX0))

α 6 P
k
t ϕα(ΠkY0)exp

(

α

α −1

‖(I j× j ⊗Q−1/2)Πk(X0 −Y0)‖2
W

2λ ( j, t)

)

.(5.5)

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

The following infinite-dimensional Wang-Harnack inequality follows immediately from the pre-

vious result by allowing k → ∞.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Aσ as in (4.4) is of full rank and that X0,Y0 are such that X0−Y0 ∈HQ.

Let α > 1. Then for all bounded, measurable ϕ : W → R and t > 0 we have

(Ptϕ(X0))
α 6 Ptϕ

α(Y0)exp

(

α

α −1

‖X0 −Y0‖2
HQ

2λ ( j, t)

)

.

Proof. One need only show that for any X0 ∈W ,

ΠkX(t)
a.s.−−→ X(t)

as k → ∞, and this follows immediately by uniqueness of solutions and the definition of Πk. �

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 µt := Law(Xt(0)) is quasi-invariant under translations by

elements of HQ, that is, for X0 ∈ HQ the measure µt(X0) := Law(Xt(X0)) is mutually absolutely

continuous with respect to µt . Moreover, for all p > 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

dµt(X0)

dµt

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(W,µt )

6 exp

(

1+ p

2λ ( j, t)
‖X0‖2

HQ

)

.

Remark 5.4. In each of the examples considered in Section 4 we saw that Aσ has full rank. Thus

Theorem 5.3 applies to the infinite-dimensional versions of these equations when the noise be-

comes infinite dimensional (k → ∞) as described above.



30 BAUDOIN, GORDINA, HERZOG, KIM, AND MELCHER

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(t) solv-

ing (5.4) started from two initial conditions X0 and Y0 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 t > 0. Formally taking t,k → ∞
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

∆k := (IW −Πk).

Assumption 3. The matrix Aσ in (4.4) is of full rank and the constant λ ( j, t)> 0 as in (4.5) satisfies

the following conditions:

(i) λ ( j, t)→ ∞ as t → ∞.

(ii) Define by (i) a sequence {tk} of positive times tk → ∞ such that λ ( j, tk) = α−1
k for all k

where we recall that the αk are as in (5.1). Then there exists a p > 1 such that for any

X0 ∈W we have that

E‖∆kX(tk;X0)‖p
W → 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〉R j 6 0 for all

x ∈ R j. Suppose, furthermore, that Assumption 3(i) is satisfied and that the sequence of times {tk}
defined by λ ( j, tk) = α−1

k , k ∈ N, satisfies the condition

tk

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓ → 0 as k → ∞.(5.6)

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

Remark 5.6. Suppose that λ ( j, t) > c jt
3 − d j for all t > 0 for some constants c j,d j > 0 and that

αk = 1/k2. Then in this case,

tk . k2/3

so that

tk

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓ .
1

k1/3
→ 0 as k → ∞.(5.7)

In short, the smallest positive eigenvalue λ ( j, t) must grow sufficiently fast as t → ∞ with respect

to the sequence αk so that (5.6) is satisfied.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let Yk(t) := ∆kX(t;X0) and define

τk,m = inf{t > 0 : ‖Yk(t)‖W > m}.
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Set τk,m(t) = t ∧ τk,m and observe that, by Itô’s formula and the condition 〈Ax,x〉R j 6 0 we have

E‖Yk(τk,m(t))‖2
W = ‖Yk(0)‖2

W +2E

ˆ τk,m(t)

0

j

∑
ℓ=1

〈(AYk(s))ℓ,(Yk(s))ℓ〉H ds

+
j

∑
ℓ1,ℓ2=1

σ2
ℓ1ℓ2

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓEτk,m(t)

6 ‖Yk(0)‖2
W +

j

∑
ℓ1,ℓ2=1

σ 2
ℓ1ℓ2

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓt.

Taking m → ∞ and then plugging in t = tk, we arrive at the following estimate

E‖Yk(tk)‖2
W 6 ‖Yk(0)‖2

W +
j

∑
ℓ1,ℓ2=1

σ 2
ℓ1ℓ2

tk

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓ.

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

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 µ and ν are stationary distributions for the Markov process X(t). Then for any

α > 1 there exists a constant C =C(µ ,ν ,α) > 0 such that

(µ(ϕ))α 6Cν(ϕα)(5.8)

for all ϕ : W → [0,∞) 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 α > 1. In order to prove (5.8), it suffices to prove the bound for all ϕ : W → [0,∞)
which are bounded, Lipschitz and such that ϕα is also Lipschitz; that is, ‖ϕ‖L∞ < ∞,

‖ϕ‖Lip := sup
X ,Y∈W

X 6=Y

|ϕ(X)−ϕ(Y)|
‖X −Y‖W

< ∞ and ‖ϕα‖Lip < ∞.

Let ε ∈ (0,1) and pick R = R(µ ,ν ,α)> 0 large enough so that BR := {‖X‖W < R} satisfies

µ(Bc
R)<

ε
2

and ν(Bc
R)<

ε
2
.

Then by invariance and Jensen’s inequality we have that

µ(ϕ)α =

[
ˆ

µ(dX)Ptk ϕ(X)

]α

6

ˆ

µ(dX)(Ptk ϕ(X))α 6

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)(Ptk ϕ(X))α + ε
2
‖ϕ‖α

L∞ .
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Multiplying the previous inequality by ν(W ) = 1 and writing this as ν(W ) = ν(BR)+ν(Bc
R) gives

µ(ϕ)α 6 ν(BR)

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)(Ptk ϕ(X))α + ε‖ϕ‖α
L∞

=

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(Ptk ϕ(X))α µ(dX)ν(dY )+ ε‖ϕ‖α
L∞.

In order to control the double integral above, observe that

Ptk ϕ(X) = P
k
tk

ϕ(ΠkX)+E(ϕ(X(tk;X))−ϕ(ΠkX(tk;X)))

and

|E(ϕ(X(tk;X))−ϕ(ΠkX(tk;X)))|6 2‖ϕ‖L∞ ∧
{

‖ϕ‖Lip(E‖∆kX(tk,X)‖p)1/p
}

=: Ck(ϕ ,X).

By Assumption 3, we have that Ck(ϕ ,X)→ 0 pointwise in X as k→∞. Hence applying Proposition 5.1

we have
ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(Ptk ϕ(X))α µ(dX)ν(dY )

6 2α

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(Pk
tk

ϕ(ΠkX))α µ(dX)ν(dY )+2α

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)Ck(ϕ ,X)

6 2αC(α ,R)

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(Pk
tk

ϕα(ΠkY ))µ(dX)ν(dY )+2α

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)Ck(ϕ ,X)

6 2αC(α ,R)

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(Ptk ϕα(Y ))µ(dX)ν(dY )+2α

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)Ck(ϕ ,X)

+22αC(α ,R)

ˆ

BR

ν(dY )Ck(ϕ
α ,Y ).

6 2αC(α ,R)ν(ϕα)+2α

ˆ

BR

µ(dX)Ck(ϕ ,X)+22αC(α ,R)

ˆ

BR

ν(dY )Ck(ϕ
α ,Y ).

Taking k → ∞ using Assumption 3 and the bounded convergence theorem and then letting ε → 0

we obtain the desired bound (5.8) for all ϕ : W → [0,∞) bounded, Lipschitz with ϕα Lipschitz.

This finishes the proof. �

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 (γ ≫ 1), we recall

j = 2 and that we obtained the following bound

λ (2, t) >
et/γ

16
(5.9)

for all t > γ > γL. Fixing γ > γL and a summable sequence {αk}k∈N, we observe by (5.9) that the

sequence {tk} in Assumption 3 satisfies, for all k large enough,

tk 6 γ log(α−1
k )+ γ log(16).
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Furthermore, in this context it is clear that 〈Ax,x〉R2 6 0. Thus by Proposition 5.5, for Assumption 3

to be satisfied, it suffices that {αk} satisfy

log(α−1
k )

∞

∑
ℓ=k+1

αℓ → 0 as k → ∞.(5.10)

Clearly, condition (5.10) is satisfied if the noise decays fast enough at large scales, e.g. αk ∼ 1/kp

or even αk ∼ 1/(k log(k)p) 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 γ ≈ 0.

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

λ ( j, t)> λ ( j,1)
c j

r j

(er j(t−1)−1)

for all t > 1 (4.17) where r j and c j are positive constants defined in (4.16). Because λ ( j,1) > 0

and 〈Ax,x〉R j 6 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.
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