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A uniform-in-time nonlocal approximation of the

standard Fokker-Planck equation
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Abstract

We study a nonlocal approximation of the Fokker-Planck equation in which we
can estimate the speed of convergence to equilibrium in a way which respects the
local limit of the equation. This uniform estimate cannot be easily obtained with
standard inequalities or entropy methods, but can be obtained through the use of
Harris’s theorem, finding interesting links to quantitative versions of the central
limit theorem in probability. As a consequence one can prove that solutions of this
nonlocal approximation converge to solutions of the usual Fokker-Planck equation
uniformly in time—hence we show the approximation is asymptotic-preserving in
this sense. The associated equilibrium has some interesting tail and regularity

properties, which we also study.
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1 Introduction

We consider the linear partial differential equation
1
Ou = = (J % u — u) + div(zu) =: L.u, (NLFP)

where u: [0,+00) x R — R is the unknown whose variables we usually name by
u=u(t,z), and € > 0 is a scaling parameter. This PDE involves a nonnegative kernel

J: R% — [0, +00) which we always assume at least integrable, and such that

/Rd J(z)dz =1, /Rd J(x)rdz =0 /Rd J(z)zx; de = 20,4, (1)

for 4,7 = 1,...,d. Making straightforward scaling arguments one can also apply our
results if J is not of mass 1.

A canonical example of J for which our results are meaningful is any smooth, com-
pactly supported probability distribution satisfying the above, which is a helpful case
to keep in mind. The scaled kernel J. is defined by

Je(z) = e’%](%), r € RY,

and the convolution in (NLFP) is understood to be in the z variable. Thus (NLFP)
is, strictly speaking, a partial integro-differential equation since it involves an integral

kernel. We choose this particular scaling in ¢ since it is well known that as ¢ — 0 the
PDE (NLFP) resembles the standard Fokker-Planck PDE

Oyu = Au + div(zu) =: Lou. (FP)

In contrast with the local diffusion, the nonlocal PDE (NLFP) does not have instan-
taneous regularization properties. We refer to the book by Andreu-Vaillo et al. (2010)
for a good explanation of this limit. Hence, equation (NLFP) can be understood as a
nonlocal version of the standard Fokker-Planck equation. Both PDE (NLFP) and (FP)
have a stochastic interpretation in terms of a Markov process; we refer to standard texts
such as Risken (1996) for this. In this paper we are interested in understanding the
asymptotic behavior of solutions to (NLFP) as t — +oo by the use of a new method
based on Harris’s theorem, since techniques for nonlocal PDE still have many shortcom-
ings and this equation is a good test case. We pay particular attention to whether the
asymptotic behavior of (NLFP) matches that of the standard Fokker-Planck equation



as € — 0. The use of Harris’s theorem is by no means new in the study of nonlocal
PDE, but as far as we know it is the first time that it can be applied to give a result
which is stable under the scaling in (NLFP). We consider this the main novelty of this
paper.

Obviously, since our results will be valid also for a fixed €, we may frame the problem

in a slightly different way by studying the PDE
Ou = c(J *u — u) + div(zu),

for J a general probability distribution satisfying (1). We have chosen to write the PDE
as in (NLFP) in order to empasise that we are especially interested in its scaling limit
to the Fokker-Planck equation.

We are not aware of any studies regarding the specific PDE (NLFP) except for
Mischler and Tristani (2017), whose results are similar to ours but use very different
techniques. There are plenty of results on related equations, of which we give a short
summary now, but we highlight that nonlocal-to-local limits which preserve the asymp-
totic behavior in the limit are comparatively rare, and are a current source of interest
in several contexts (this is also the point of view of Mischler and Tristani (2017), where
other nonlocal PDE are investigated as well).

The approach from nonlocal diffusion-type operators of the form J * u — u to local
diffusion operators has been the subject of many previous works. The PDE Ou =
J x u — u is studied in Chasseigne et al. (2006), and a review of related techniques
(making strong use of explicit solutions via the Fourier transform) is given in Andreu-
Vaillo et al. (2010). Generalizations of this result to similar nonlocal PDE with different
integral kernels are given in Molino and Rossi (2019). The same PDE is studied in Rey
and Toscani (2013), with a focus on its large-time behavior. In this case the motivation
comes from both physics (since this PDE is thought to be a more appropriate diffusion
model in some cases) and numerical analysis (see below for more on this). Some results
on its large-time behavior can be obtained by using Fourier-type distances (Carrillo and
Toscani, 2007), again by taking advantage of the fact that the PDE is explicitly solvable
in Fourier variables. A different nonlocal and nonlinear version of the Fokker-Planck
PDE (FP) is studied in Ignat and Rossi (2007). Its relationship to the local problem
is also studied there, but the results on asymptotic behavior are not preserved when
passing to the local limit. Still a different nonlocal version has been recently considered
in Auricchio et al. (2023), motivated by a model in collective behavior.

We mentioned that equation (NLFP) is a good test case for ideas to study the
asymptotic behavior of nonlocal PDE, and we would like to describe a few more involved
situations where this is relevant. An equation close to (NLFP) was proposed in Cai et al.
(2006) as a model for the probability of the concentration of a certain protein which is

being expressed by a particular gene. This equation was later studied in Canizo et al.



(2019) by means of an entropy inequality developed specifically for this PDE, which
highlights that a general strategy is lacking even for such simple nonlocal equations.

Another important domain where these ideas are relevant is numerical analysis.
In dimension d = 1, if we formally take J = 1(d_1 + &;) then the equation du =
% (Jexu—wu), when evaluated at a set {z;}i—o,....n of equally spaced nodes at distance e,
becomes a numerical scheme for solving the standard heat equation on R. The question
of whether a numerical method preserves the large-time behavior of its limiting equation
is of practical importance, and it is a subject of recent research Ayi et al. (2022),
Dujardin et al. (2020), Cances et al. (2020) and Bessemoulin-Chatard et al. (2020). We
sometimes refer to this as the property of the scheme being time asymptotic-preserving
(just “asymptotic-preserving” is often used for schemes which are well-behaved under a
certain scaling limit of their associated PDE, which is not our case). Numerical schemes
for PDE are nonlocal (in the sense that the equation at one of the nodes depends on
the value at other nodes, which are at a fixed positive distance) and the study of their
asymptotic behavior often encounters similar difficulties as for nonlocal PDE. This was
one of the motivations of Rey and Toscani (2013), and we have the same hope that
developing different methods for nonlocal PDEs can also suggest ideas to understand
the behavior of some numerical methods.

We finally mention that several methods to study the asymptotic behavior of nonlo-
cal PDE have been developed in the context of kinetic theory. Some examples for linear
PDE include semigroup tools and spectral methods (Gualdani et al., 2018), techniques
for hypocoercive PDE (Villani, 2009; Dolbeault et al., 2009), applications of Harris’s
theorem (Canizo et al., 2020), and entropy techniques, which are often useful also for
nonlinear PDE (Lods et al., 2008; Carrillo and Toscani, 2007; Bisi et al., 2015). Of
these methods, the first one based on spectral methods is the basis of Mischler and
Tristani (2017); entropy techniques are the main tool of Canizo et al. (2019) on a very
similar PDE; and as far as we know our paper is the first time Harris-based techniques
are used to get the correct behavior as € — 0. It does not seem straightforward to use
entropy techniques to get a similar result, since an inequality along the lines of Canizo
et al. (2019) does not respect the scaling as € — 0, but finding a way to do so is in our

opinion an interesting problem.

Let us describe more precisely the results we are able to show. We denote by B,.(zg),
the ball in R centered at z, with radius . When the ball is centered at 0, we use B,

as a shorthand. We always denote by L the usual weighted Lebesgue space with norm

el = [ 1+ laPlo(o)] da

or with the equivalent norm

ey, = [, @) let@)ldz
R4
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where ()" := (1 + |z|2)*/2, a “smoothed k-th power” which avoids regularity problems
at z = 0. We denote by (x) the smoothed 15 power. Similarly we define L. _ , as the

exp,a

Lebesgue space with weight e?®l with natural norm

[l = [, lot@)] do
R4

or with equivalent norm

el gy = [, € ole)] d
R4

An equilibrium of equation (NLFP) is a function F. € L' which satisfies the sta-
tionary PDE

E—IZ(JE*F—F)+diV(xF):O

in the distributional sense. A probability equilibrium is a nonnegative equilibrium F,.
with fRd F.(x)dz = 1. It is easy to see that there exists at most one probability
equilibrium (see Theorem (10)) and under mild additional conditions we also show
existence (and additional estimates). Here is the main theorem we prove in this paper

regarding asymptotic behavior of mild solutions.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € (0,1] and let J: RY — [0,400) satisfy (1) and, moreover,
J € LP for some p € (1,00]. Then,

(1) If J € Li, for some k' > 2, then there exists a unique equilibrium F. of (NLFP)
in L},. Additionally, for every 0 < k < k' there exist (explicit) constants C' > 1
and v > 0, independent of ¢, such that any (mild) solution u of (NLFP) with a

probability initial condition uy € L}, satisfies

|u(t,-) — FaHLi < Ce M ||wo — F5||L]1€ for every t > 0.

(i) If J € L} for some a’ > 0, then there exists a unique equilibrium F. of

exp,a’”?

(NLFP) in L! for all a < a'. Additionally, there exist (explicit) constants

exp,a’

C > 1 and v > 0, independent of €, such that any (mild) solution u of (NLFP)

1

exp.a Salisfies

with a probability initial condition uy € L
Ju(t, ) — FaHLé b < Ce™ o — FeHLé b Jor every t > 0.

We remark that the unique equilibrium F. also belongs to the (smaller, but e-

dependent) space L, , for any b < a'e™".

In fact, from our proof of the theorem (or directly as a simple consequence) we
get the same estimates substituting u — F. by any solution w with initial mass 0 (i.e.

Jge wo(z) dz = 0). For example, we prove that under the conditions of point (i),

Jw(t, ')HL}C < Ce HwOHLi for every t > 0.

5



This is indeed more general than our statement since one can take wy = ug — F., but
we choose to state the theorem as above for readability.

We remark that both points (i) and (ii) of the previous theorem, and all of our results
concerning asymptotic behaviour, require in particular that there exists s € (0, 1] such
that

/ J(x)|z|*** do =: pays < 00. (2)
R4

This quantity ps;s will be fundamental for our estimates in Section 3.

Proving an estimate like the previous one has several consequences. One of these is
the following uniform-in-time result on the closeness solutions to the local and nonlocal
problems, which we prove in Section 4. For readability, we state the theorem with
likely non-optimal hypotheses, since optimising it is not the main goal of this paper. It

requires the following additional hypothesis on J:
/ J(z)x* =0  for all multiindices « of order |a| = 3. (3)
R4

(Which is satisfied for example if J is symmetric.)

Theorem 1.2 (Nonlocal-to-local approximation). Take k > 0 and assume J € Ly, ,
satisfies (1) and (3), J € LP for some p € (1,00]. Let u be the mild solution to equation
(NLFP) with a probability initial condition ug € Li,NC*, and such that there exist ¢ > (
and K > k + d with |D*ug(z)| < ¢ (z)™ % for all multiindices o with || = 4.

Let v the (unique) integrable solution to the (local) Fokker-Planck equation (FP)

with the same initial condition. Then, there exists C > 0 such that
|lu(-,t) —v(-, t)HLi < Ce? for every t > 0 and € € (0, 1]. (4)
We emphasize that the constant C' is independent of €.

Remark 1.3. If we do not assume (3), then under slightly weaker assumptions (uy €
LpNC* Je L; 4., one can show that

|lu(-,t) — v(-,t)HL}C < (Ce for every t > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1], (5)

for some (other) constant C' > 0 depending only on d and wy. In order to obtain this it

is enough to carry out the Taylor expansions in Section 4 to one order less.

Remark 1.4. With the same strategy one can prove the previous statement also in

Lebesgue spaces with exponential weight. Assume J € L., and uy € L., NC3.

exp,a exp,a

Then (5) holds also in Ll _ , for every a < a’/2. Moreover if (3) holds and uy € C?,

exp,a

then equation (4) is also valid in L} for every a < a’/2. We don’t give the proofs,

exp,a’

since they are essentially the same as the ones in L} spaces.



Throughout the paper (as was used in the theorem above), we will use multi-index

notation for derivatives, so if @ € N? is a multi-index we write |a| = > a;, 2% =
rtwy? e wg?s ol = aglag! -yl and Do(z) = 091052 ... 05dp().

We empasise once more that, although being far from optimal, the constants we

find are all explicit, since proofs are completely constructive.

We will also make a few remarks regarding the unique probability equilibrium F.
associated to (NLFP). Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 imply in particular that [|F. — G| < Ce,
where G is the standard Gaussian probability distribution in R¢. But the properties
of F. are quite interesting in their own right. Theorem 1.1 includes the fact that F.
has exponentially-decaying tails as long as J has the same property. However, when
J is compactly supported we suspect that F. has tails which decay like the Poisson
distribution, that is F. ~ e~@*l°¢lel for large |z|. We are able to show an incomplete
version of this statement in Section 5.3. We suspect that in general F. does not have
Gaussian tails, but we haven’t been able to prove this.

The regularity of F. is also interesting, as we explore in Section 5.1: independently
of the regularity of J, F. appears to be smooth everywhere except at x = 0; and its
regularity at x = 0 depends on €, not on the regularity or tails of J. The equilibrium
F. becomes more regular as ¢ — 0. We think a more complete study of the properties

of F. would be interesting for a future work.

Strategy of the proof The central point of our results is the proof of (i) and (ii) in
Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.2 can then be obtained as a consequence with
fairly standard estimates. As mentioned, the proof of Theorem 1.1 uses Harris’s theorem
from probability, which requires us to show a certain positivity property of solutions of
our nonlocal equation (NLFP); see Section 3.1, where we give a short introduction to
this. Showing that solutions are positive for any fized € > 0 is not hard; and the fact
that solutions to the (local) Fokker-Planck equation (FP) are positive is well known,
and a consequence of its regularization properties and the parabolic Harnack inequality
(or just a consequence of its explicit solution!). However, finding a positivity result
which is valid for all € > 0 and which does not degenerate in the limit ¢ — 0 is not
an easy task. We notice that it is linked to convergence results in the central limit

theorem, since the solution u to (NLFP) can be written as (see Section 2.3)

u(t)(z) = 52 / / / Tt sou(ela) dt, . .. dt,

where it is understood that the term for n = 0 is just ug(e'z), and
ng""’t" = Jootr ek Joetn (7).

Each of the terms represents the distribution of particles which have undergone n ran-

dom jumps, if we see (NLFP) as the PDE for the distribution of a jump stochastic
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process. Proving positivity of u can then be translated to the problem of understand-
ing the behavior of repeated convolutions of scalings of the function J, which can in
turn be understood in terms of the central limit theorem in probability. This can be
made into a rigorous proof, as we show in this paper. We think it provides an intriguing
link among these different tools, and it yields a result which is otherwise non-obvious

to obtain.

Structure of the paper In Section 2, we present results related to the well-posedness
of the equation (NLFP) in Lj. For this purpose we define the mild solutions of (NLFP)
by a standard use of Duhamel’s formula, for which we prove existence, uniqueness and
continuous dependence on the initial data via the well known fixed-point strategy. We
point out that the same strategy can be used to prove well-posedness in measure spaces,
and interpret these results also in terms of semigroups.

In the last part of Section 2 we give two explicit representations of the solution: a
classical one via Fourier transform, and the Wild sum representation which we use in a
crucial way.

Section 3 contains the proof of Theorem 1.1. We give a short introduction to Harris’s
Theorem, which requires two main conditions: a Lyapunov confinement condition which
is fairly straightforward in our case, based on a Taylor’s expansion; and a positivity
condition which is the key part of our argument, as we discussed above. Proving this
positivity condition requires a suitable version of the Berry-Esseen Theorem, a form
of the Central Limit Theorem which gives a rate of convergence in the L> norm. We
need a result for independent, not necessarily identically distributed, random vectors.
Afterwards, the proof of positivity is straightforward once a suitable scaling is carried
out.

Section 4 deals with the speed of convergence of the Nonlocal Fokker Planck equation
(NLFP) to the local on (FP) at all time ¢, and gives the proof of Theorem 1.2. The rate
of convergence at finite times comes from a standard consistency and stability argument
in the spirit of numerical methods. The latter result, combined with Theorem 1.1, allows
us to extend the convergence for all times.

In the last section 5 we gather some independent results on the regularity of the
equilibrium, showing that it improves as ¢ — 0. Moreover, we give a representation of
the solution of (NLFP) in terms of the cumulative generating function, which is nothing
else than the logarithm of the moment generating function. This gives in particular an
explicit representation for the moments of the equilibrium. We also investigate on the
tails of the solution of (NLFP) and its equilibrium F;. In the local case, the equilibrium
is a Gaussian and the solution has Gaussian tails if the initial data has. For the nonlocal
equation (NLFP) we strongly suspect this is not the case, even for very nice initial data
and kernel. We are able to prove that for compactly supported J the tails are at least

Poisson-like.



2 Well-posedness of the initial value problem

We gather in this section some results on the well-posedness of equation (NLFP), that
is,
1 )
Ou = i (Je % u—u) + div(zu),

with the addition of an initial condition uy € Lj.
u(0, ) = up(x), r € R

Though they are mostly standard results for linear PDE;, it is useful to lay out the basic
theory.

2.1 Existence and Uniqueness

Solutions to equation (NLFP) can be studied (for example) by using semigroup theory,
which easily yields mild solutions u € C([0,00), Li(R?)) whenever ug € Li, for some
k > 0. Alternatively, we give a direct simple proof of existence of mild solutions. The

first observation is that the equation

1
Oyu = div(zu) — ot u(0, ) = ug(x)
has the explicit classical solution
u(t, z) = ey (el), t>0,r€RY

at least for a differentiable uy. Hence, for any vy € L' we define
Tifuo)(z) = Tyuo(z) = e~/ yy (et z) for t >0, r € R (6)

Following a well known strategy, we use Duhamel’s formula to define mild solutions of
equation (NLFP) as follows:

Definition 2.1 (Mild solution). Let & > 0, and take J satisfying Hypothesis (1) on J
and J € L;. Take ug € L}, and take T* € (0, +00]. A mild solution of equation (8) on
[0, 7*) with initial condition ug is a function u € C([0,T*), L}) such that

1 t
u(t) = Tyuo + —2/ Ty—s[Je * u(s)] ds forallt € I,
&€ Jo
where the integral is understood (equivalently) in the Riemann or Bochner sense.

2.1.1 Existence of L; solutions

We are going to show the following result:



Theorem 2.2. Take k > 0 and let J satisfy (1) and, in addition, J € LY. Then, there
exists a unique mild solution of equation (NLFP) with initial condition uy € Li (in
the sense of Definition 2.1). In addition, the solution is continuously dependent on the
initial data, in the following sense: for any two mild solutions u and v of (NLFP) with

mitial data ug and vy
L(ep—1
lut) = vl < e* lug — woll

The proof of this is fairly straightforward, and we give it after a couple of lemmas.
We first notice that the convolution operator u — J * u is a continuous operator under
fairly mild conditions. For any measurable functions u: R? — R and V: R? — [1, +00)

we denote
lully = / fu(2)|V () de.
]Rd

We need the following generalization of Young’s inequality in weighted spaces

Lemma 2.3. Take a measurable J: R — R such that || J||v||ully < +o0o. Then for
every sub-additive function V: RY — [1,00) (that is, satisfying for all x,y € R V(x +
y) < C(V(x) +V(y)) for some C >0 ) it holds that

1+ ully < 2C 1Tl [lully,

for all measurable u: R — R such that ||ully < +oo. In particular, for V(z) := 1+ |z|*
with k > 0 we have
15 ully < 25171 Nl ™)

Proof. We write a direct estimate as follows:
| J *ully, = / ‘ / J(z —y)u(y)dz|V (z) dx
Re | JRd

<c [ [ 1=V -9+ Vi) dyds

= Clully [171y + Nl 171 < 2C (11 fully

where in the last inequality we used the assumption that V' > 1 at all points. The last

statement is a consequence of this, since V(z) = 1 + |x|¥ satisfies for all z,y € R? that

Vie+y) =1+]z+y/" <1+2"(Ja" +[y") <2"7(V(2) + V(y))

where we used that the convexity of | - [¥ implies
k k k
rty|” _ 2" £yl -
U < EEE ok <2t 4 i

10



We also notice that for any ¢ > 0, the operator T} is contractive in all L; for any

k> 0:

Lemma 2.4 (Contractivity). For all k >0, t > 0 and u € L}, the operator Ty defined
in (6) satisfies
2
| Tvull s < e " lul| s

Proof. We just write the following direct estimate:
ey = [ (al* + DTl de = [ (il + Dfutze)]e dz

= /(|e‘ty|’“ + D]u(y)dy < /(|y|k + Du(y) dy.
O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. This is done via a standard contraction argument. Take 7™ > 0
and define the Banach space ) := C([0,T*], L}) equipped with the norm
[ully == sup Ju(@); -
t€[0,7%]

Let us define ¥ : Y — ) by

Uu](t) := Tyup + 8—12 /0 Ti—s[Je % u(s)] ds

for any v € ), so that w is a mild solution if and only if u is a fixed point for V. In
the following estimate us and v, will be used as shorthand for u(s) and v(s). For every

ug, vy € L}, use Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 we have

1 t
?/ T [Je*(us—vs)] ds
<5 / [Tims [ (s = )] s

(us = vo)ll 1 ds

HMM@—@@WW%:’

1
Lk

S_

g—%/w% 0ol ds
< g—th |u —vlly,

where ¢, = 2F ”JHLi > ok ”J€HL}€ from Lemma 2.3. Iterating the process, we obtain

n n cpt\"™ 1 T\ 1
o u)(t) = o IOy < (%) —llu—vly < (5-) Sl —vlly

and then, taking the supremum, leads to

o ul(e) - v l(e)ly < (

T\ 1
e

11



CkT*

n . . .
= ) % < 1. There is a specific version of

For every T, there exists n € N such that (
the contraction mapping theorem (see for example Miklavcic (1998, Thm. 1.1.3)) which
now implies ¥ has a fixed point which is a solution of (NLFP) in the sense of Definition
2.1. (Alternatively, one can consider the sequence (VU"(ug))n>0, where uy € Y is the
function constantly equal to ug on [0, T*]; our last inequality easily shows that it is a
Cauchy sequence, and hence must have a limit. This can be done for any 7% > 0, easily
obtaining the result on [0, +00).)

To prove continuity with respect to initial data we proceed as before: let v be

another mild solution for some other initial data vy, then for every t
1 t
Ju(t) = o)l < [T uo —vo)llLs + 5—2/0 1 To—s[Je * (us — vs)]lly ds

t
C _1i=s
< o=l + 5 [ ) = 0l 0
0

By the standard Gronwall inequality applied to e |u(t) —v(t)]| 11 we obtain the result.
U

2.1.2 Existence of measure solutions

We sketch similar arguments that give existence of solutions in a space of measures,
since the Harris theorem we use later is usually stated for semigroups in a space of
measures (or Markov semigroups in the context of probability). This is really not
strictly necessary, since there are versions of the Harris theorem which hold similarly in
weighted L' spaces (see Canizo and Mischler (2021)), but since the proof is very similar
we give the main steps.

Let us denote with M (R?) the space of signed finite Radon measures over R? and by
[l 7y and [|-[| 4, the total variation norm and the weighted total variation, respectively.

Let us recall the definition of Bounded Lipschitz norm, i.e.

oo

where F = {f € W'*(RY) : ||fll, . < 1}, with [[f]l,, = [[fll + Lip(f) and
Lip(f) denoting the Lipschitz constant of f. In the literature, the bounded Lipschitz
norm is sometimes defined as the equivalent norm obtained by choosing in the previous
definition F := {f : R = R : || f]|, < 1,sup,, LP=Ll <13},

We define the ball Xp := {1z € M : [|u|l,,, < R} and the set Z = C([0, T*], Xr) of

functions which are continuous from [0, 7*] to X' in the bounded Lipschitz norm. Z is

l1ell g, = sup
fer

a complete metric space with the metric induced by the norm

lullz = sup [lu@®)] gy, -
te[0,7%]

12



We stress that the same claim in the space C([0, 00), M}) does not hold since in (W1%°)*
there are elements that are not measures which can be approximated by Cauchy se-
quences in M.

Following the path of the previous proof, we can prove existence and uniqueness of
the mild solution of equation (NLFP) in Z choosing a suitable R such that ug € Xg.

One can prove a version of inequality (7) in weighted total variation norms:

1T 5 ol gy, < i Ml g,

Moreover, the contractivity Lemma 2.4 still holds in the sense of measures in weighted

total variation norm. The functional ¥, defined as

1 t
WM@=ﬂm+§/ﬂsMHM®
0

is such that if ¢ — p(t) € Z, then so is ¢ — U[u|(t) for small enough 7*. We briefly
show a proof of this. Continuity comes straightforwardly from the fact that T, is a
continuous semigroup (in the bounded Lipschitz norm) and all the other operations are
continuity-preserving.

We have left to show that U[u|(t) € X for every t € [0,T*] when u(t) € Xg. Set
R = 2 Juol g,

1 t
W[l ag,, < 1 Tettoll g, + ;/ 1 Ti-s[Je * pus] ds]| oy,
0

1/ 1 ..
< lpollt, + %5 | Collnlln, ds < ol ag, + 5T il < R

for T* < % We then iterate the process for another time 77 until we extend the

existence and uniqueness globally.

1

With the same approach, one can prove the previous results in the space L, ,-

Since the procedure is the same mutatis mutandis, we have chosen to omit it.

2.2 Semigroup results

Our result on the well-posedness of the nonlocal Fokker-Planck equation (NLFP) can
also be phrased in terms of semigroup theory. For an introduction and further details
on the results we will be using below, we refer the reader to the books Engel and Nagel
(2001) or Pazy (1983). We first point out that for any & > 0, the operators (73);>0
given in (6) define a strongly continuous semigroup on the Banach space L} ; it is easy

to check this directly. The generator of this semigroup is the operator B given by

Bou = div(zu) — —u
5

with domain
D(B.) = {u € L, | div(zu) € L},
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which is a closed linear operator. Then, equation (NLFP) can be written as

d
¢ = L.u= A.u+ B.u, (8)

where L. and A, denote the operators

1
Acu = —Je *u,
€

1
Leu = A.u+ Bou = = (Je xu—u) + div(zu).

Due to Lemma 2.3 we know that A.: L} — L; is a bounded linear operator. Since we
know B. is a generator in L}, standard results for bounded perturbations in semigroup
theory (see for example Engel and Nagel (2001, chapter III1.1)) ensure then that the
operator L. = A. + B. is also a generator with domain D(L.) = D(B.). This is
equivalent to the well-posedness of equation (8) in the sense of semigroups (Engel and
Nagel, 2001, Chapter I1.6). Solutions to (8) in the sense of semigroups must also be
mild solutions in the sense of Definition 2.1 (Engel and Nagel, 2001, Section III.1.3,

Corollary 1.4), so they coincide with the solutions given in Theorem 2.2.

2.3 Representation of the solution

For this kind of problems, we can express the solution via the classic Fourier transform
or with the so-called Wild sum. We use the latter as an important tool in our later
proofs, emphasizing that our main results do not seem easy to obtain by using the
explicit representation in the terms of the Fourier transform. More importantly, we
would like to explore strategies which would be valid even in cases in which Fourier
transform methods are not available.

For the sake of completeness and to obtain regularity results in section 5.1, we will

also briefly comment on the Fourier solution. From (1) we deduce that
JE)=1-+o(l¢f) as&—0.

Then if we take uy as an initial probability distribution in L!, we can prove that
there exists at most one solution of (NLFP) in C([0,00), L'). If it exists, it must satisfy

(t,€) = dig(e"g)e b <O o)

with ¢.(€) = J.(€) — 1. Moreover, there exists at most one equilibrium in L' of (NLFP),

and it must satisfy

A

FL(§) = ez Jom celemr0)ds (10)

Indeed, passing to Fourier variables, equation (NLFP) becomes



which has equation (9) as its unique solution. We also notice that the transform of the

equilibrium must satisfy
Fo(€) = a(r,€) = Eo(e"¢)e Jo 70 g1 avery 7> 0
with the initial condition F.(0) = 1, since ||F¢||;, = 1. In particular
FL(€) = lim Fy(e77€)ei o c(e770ds — o3 Jo GeleT s,
r—yo0
Remark 2.5. With a more careful study of these arguments or other classical ones (like
Tychonoff’s Theorem) one could prove existence of a solution and of the equilibrium.

We don’t want to insist on these details since in the next section we will give a different

proof for the existence and uniqueness of the equilibrium.

Wild Sum When dealing with linear convolution-type operators, Wild Sum—or
Dyson-Phillips ’s Series (Engel and Nagel, 2001, p. 163 )—give a particularly sim-
ple way to express the solution, based on a “Picard iteration” for PDEs.

We first present the following lemma that, for a fixed ¢, allows us to exchange the

order of the operator 7T; with the convolution operator and vice versa.
Lemma 2.6. Let (1}) be the semigroup associated to the solution of equation (6). Then
Je * (,I;tf) = ,I;t[‘]eet * f]
Proof. For every x
x — 1 4 (T
(s Tf) ) = [ 3 (2 TP dy =2 [ eta () ey dy

t

—e /g_dj(i(etx - z))f(z) dz

3

_ / eli= )t (e_dtg_d)J<etx - z) F(2)dz = e (L x f)(e'x) (1)

ete

where we have used the change of variable z = e'y. Hence,
Ja*j—‘tf:E[Jaet*f]' [

Theorem 2.7. Let u be the unique solution to equation (NLEFP) with initial condition
uy € L'. Then, in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2, we can write the solution of the

equation via Wild sum, namely for everyt > 0

0 1\n t t1 tn—1
u(t)(z) = eld= )t [uo(etx) + Z (;) / / . / Jitn soyg(efa) dt, .. dtl.]
— o Jo 0

where the convergence in the RHS is understood to be in L' for everyt, and

t1,...,t
ngv QL Jeetl % ook Jsetn ([L‘)
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Proof. Define

h(t) =T u(t) =T |:Ttuo n /t Tt_s[iJE * u(s)] ds]

—u0+—/ s[Je xu(s)]

T g[Jexug) =T s[Jo % To(T_su)] = T_o[TsJees * h(8)] = Jees * h(s)

Using Lemma 2.6

This means that u is a mild solution for Equation (NLFP) iff

I 1 [t
h(t) = ug + = / Jees ¥ T_gu(s) ds = ug + = / Jees x h(s) ds,
0 0

that is if A is a fixed point for the functional ¥

1 t
\II(g) = ug + ;/ Jz—:es * Js ds
0

To find an expression for this fixed point we perform a Picard Iteration defining hg = uyg
and
Bt = W(ha) (12)

1.e.

Jtl """ tn = Jget1 ¥ Jeetg koo 5k Jz—:etn

Clearly the sequence (h,,), is pointwise monotone increasing. Since the functions h,,
are all nonnegative and bounded above by A, the monotone convergence theorem shows

that h, converges in L' to some function i = iL(t) > 0 when n — oo, namely

t1 tn—1
0 0

Passing to the limit in (12), one obtains that & is a fixed point for the functional ¥, so
in fact h = h. Therefore,

u(t)(z) = (T, h) () = e~V yg () +

+ eld—1/e?) Z —2"// / Jtl """ t"*uo)(etx)dtn...dtl. 0

Remark 2.8. From the previous is immediate to see that if uy and J are radially sym-
metric functions then also the solution is radially symmetric. One can also say this of
any property which is preserved by convolution with J. Analogously, the equilibrium

will preserve the same properties.
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3 Asymptotic behavior

In this section we study the asymptotic behavior of equation (NLFP). For this we use
Harris’s theorem from probability, establishing exponential convergence to equilibrium
of solutions in M, for £ > 0. Our crucial advantage of our approach is that it yields a

uniform bound on the convergence rate to equilibrium for all € € (0, 1].

3.1 Harris’s Theorem

Let us first give a short overview of Harris’s theorem, in order to make this paper
as self-contained as possible. We refer again to Hairer and Mattingly (2011); Canizo
and Mischler (2021) and the book by Meyn and Tweedie (2010) for a more complete
exposition.

Let us denote by M = M(£2), the space of finite signed measures over a measurable
space €, with ||u|| = ||ull; = [ ||, the total variation norm. P will denote the set of
probability measures in M. If V' : Q — [1,00) is a measurable function (which we call
a weight function), we denote by My the subspace of measures y € M such that the
norm |||, = [ V]u| < co. We will use Py to denote My NP.

A linear operator S : M — M is stochastic if it leaves P invariant. A stochastic
semigroup (S;);>o is a family of stochastic operators S; parameterised by ¢ such that
So=1d and S; o0 S5 = Sy for all t, s > 0.

We say that S is a stochastic operator on My, if it is a stochastic operator on M
and its restriction on My is bounded in the |[-||;, norm. Similarly, S; is a stochastic
semigroup on My if it is a stochastic semigroup on M and each S; is a stochastic
operator on My, .

A basic tool in the study of the asymptotic behavior of Markov Processes is Doe-
blin’s Theorem that under a (strong) positivity hypothesis gives existence of a unique
stationary state, which is additionally exponentially stable. A well known generaliza-
tion of it is Harris’s Theorem where Doeblin’s condition is replaced by a weaker local

positivity condition and a Lyapunov confinement, which we state next.

Hypothesis 1 (Semigroup Lyapunov condition). Let V': Q — [1,00) be a measurable
(“weight”) function and let (S¢)i>0 be a stochastic semigroup on My . We say that
(St)i>0 satisfies a semigroup Lyapunov condition if there exist constants A, C' > 0 such
that

_ C _
[Selly < e llplly + (=) [l (SLC)

If S; is a semigroup with generator L, a natural and better known version of this

condition is to impose

L'V <C—AV (13)

where L* is the (formal) dual operator of L acting on “nice enough” functions. The

latter condition has the technical burden of appropriately defining L* (see for example
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Hairer (2010)), where inequality (13) must be understood in a submartingale sense).
Our approach is really the same as this, but we prefer to use Hypothesis 1, which does
not have any technical issues. We actually show condition (13), in a suitable sense, for
the generator associated to equation (NLFP) in Theorems 3.2 and 3.4. From this we
will deduce Hypothesis 1.

The second condition needed is the Harris condition:

Hypothesis 2 (Harris condition). A stochastic operator S on M satisfies a Harris
condition on a set S C ) if there exist 0 < a < 1 and p € P such that

SuZa,o/,u for every 0 < p € M. (HC)
S
We will use the following version of Harris’s Theorem:

Theorem 3.1 (Harris’s theorem for semigroups.). Let V : R4 — [1,00) be a measurable

function and let (S)i>0 be a stochastic semigroup on My . Assume that:
1. the semigroup (St)i>o0 satisfies the semigroup Lyapunov condition (SLC), and
2. for someT* > 0 and some R > %, the operator S« satisfies the Harris condition
(HC) on the set S :={xz: V(z) < R}.

Then the semigroup has an invariant probability p* € Py which is unique in Py, and
there exist C; \ > 0 such that

1Sy, < Ce|lv|l,  for all v € Py with / v=0and allt >0,
Q

and in particular

|Sep — 1|l < Ce || — |y, for all w € Py and t > 0.

Theorem 1.1 automatically follows once we prove the two conditions of Harris’s
Theorem with weight V(z) = (z)*. We notice that, since solutions to (NLFP) with
L; initial data remain in L, for all times (and the Mj norm in L} is just equal to
the L; norm), Theorem 1.1 in L} really follows once we are able to apply Theorem
3.1 in Mj. A similar consideration holds with exponential weights. Hence, the next
two sections are devoted to proving the hypotheses required in Theorem 3.1 for the

semigroup generated by equation (NLFP).

3.2 Lyapunov condition

We define L}, the formal dual operator of L., acting on functions ¢ € C? (with appro-

priate growth as |z| — +00) as
* * * 1
Lip = Azp+ Bip = Sl x o — ¢l =2V
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This “appropriate growth” is just to ensure the convolution J. * ¢ is properly defined.

Let (St)i>0 be the semigroup associated to equation (NLFP).

Theorem 3.2. Let J satisfy (1) and let J € L},, for k' > 2. Then for every 0 < k <k’
there exist constants C; A > 0 depending only on k and J such that

Li((@)") < C =X (@)
for any 0 <e < 1.

Proof. To lighten the notation in the following, we will use C'y, Cy as general constants,
whose value may change from line to line. Recall from (1), that for every « such that

o] =1,
/J(z)zo‘ dz=0

Therefore, for every ¢ € C*°, expanding around =z,

SWexp—dl= 5 [ T —e2) — pla)) ds

_ 1 J(2) (go(x) + % Z Ro ()2 — @(z)) dz

2
g d
R la|=2

1 d
-5 /.7 > ofele)s oz

where R, (&) is the Lagrange reminder for some {(z,2) € [x,x — £z], the segment that
joins z and 2 — ez. Set o(z) = (z)".

With a simple computation
Op(w) = k( (@) + (k = 2)af (0)"") (14)

For k € (0,2) 0?p(€) < k, for every i,& . Hence

k

1 k k 21, _
S @) =<5 [ TP =k

For k > 2, since (>] is a radially nondecreasing subadditive function for every 5 > 0,

we can bound (14), by

7€) < k(k = 1)(€)" 2 < k(k — 1) (|z] +elzl)_p < CL({@)" 7+ (2)"7)

It follows that

3

i2[‘]6 s (2)" — (2)"] < % /Rd J(2) Z 201 ((2)F 2 + () dz

< Cl<x>“% /R J(2)|2? d= + 01/ J(2)(2)F dz < Oyl

R4
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Consequently, for every k > 0

Lip = [J *p— 90] — 2V < Cy ()" = k| ()"
= (02 k) (@) = k(L [2?) (@) < 0 = M a)"

for some C, A > 0.

Remark 3.3. We point out that as k approaches 0, the RHS of (15) goes to 0 as well,

since we don’t have Lyapunov confinement in Lebesgue spaces without weight.

With almost the same procedure, we can prove Lyapunov condition in Lexp -

Theorem 3.4. Assume J € L, for some a’ > 0. Then for every 0 < a < a’ there

exp,a’

exist C;\ > 0 (only depending on a, d and J), such that
L (e4®) < € — \e®®

Proof. To lighten the notation in the following, we will use C', Cy as general constants,

whose value may change from line to line. Again we notice that for every « such that

la| =1
/J(z)zo‘ =0

As before, for every ¢ € C*, we Taylor expand around x, obtaning

[J * o — | = 252/ 282 )e22? dz

where the Lagrange reminder is evaluated at some {(z,2) € [z, x — ez].
Set now ¢ = e¥®),
One can see that there exists C'; > 0 a dimension dependent constant, such that
ae™& £2

(€)s (€

since ¢ is a symmetric, positive and increasing function in every component and,

Oko(§) = " (ag2 + (6) -

) < 016 < 016a<§> < Clea(\xH—e\z\) < Clea((x)-i—a(z))

(I +elyl) < (z) +&(y)-

Thus

VAN
DO | =

1
=ILAE

=1

d
7 O elleltelzh 2 g
/Rd (z)z e z; dz
1 a(z

IA
1\3|Q

e >/ J(2)e®? 2|2 dz < Coe™®
R4

since
/ J(2)|z?e=#) dz < C'g/ J(2)e? ) dz < oo.
R Ré
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(Let us point out that this is where the remark at the end of Theorem 1.1 comes from).
Then

1 2
Lre®® = 8_2[JE %o — | — 2V < Che™® — aﬂe“‘<m> < C = Ae®

()

for some C, \ > 0. O

We thus have proved Lyapunov condition on the generator for V = (-)* and V = e*().
For these weight functions (and in generally for C? functions), we see that actually As-

sumption (13) implies Assumption (SLC), which is the statement of the next Theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (Semigroup Lyapunov condition). Assume uy and J satisfy the hypoth-
esis of Theorem 3.2 (respectively 3.4). For ¢ = (x)* (respectively o = e*®)), the
semigroup associated to equation (NLFP) satisfies a Lyapunov condition (SLC) with
V = ¢ and the same C and A of Theorem 3.2 (respectively 3.4).

Proof. We just prove it for L}, being analogous in the other case.
Let uy be in D(L) by standard semigroup theory u(t) € C'([0,00); L1), and conse-

quently we compute
d d
;)o@ ds = [ Sultols)da
R4 dt

dt Jpa
:/Rd(Lu)ap(x)i/Rdu(L*sO) S/Rdu(—)\cp+0)

where to prove = we use classic cutoff arguments with bump functions.
We then use Gronwall Lemma with the C' function f(t) := [,. u(t)p: That is,
¢ 7>\t>

F) <=M +C = f(t) <e™Mf(0)+ ~(1—e

Since the D(L) is dense in L}, the claim is true also for any ug € L) by classic

density argument. O

3.3 An L™ version of Berry-Esseen’s central limit theorem

Berry-Esseen-type theorems are quantitative versions of the central limit theorem which
provide an estimate on the error between the normal distribution and the scaled law. A
result of this kind will be crucial for our proof in Section 3.4 of positivity for the nonlocal
Fokker-Planck equation. The first version of this theorem was proved independently by
Berry (1941) and Esseen (1942) for real, centred i.i.d. random variables X7, ... X,, with
Var (X;) = 02 and E(]X;|?) = p, obtaining a result of the type

Cp
Vno?

| Fn(z) — ®(2)] <
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where @ is the cumulative distribution function (c.d.f.) of the normal distribution,
F, is the c.d.f. of S,, = 0—\1/5 >, Xi, and C is a universal constant depending on the
dimension d. Several generalisations have been developed, proving the same kind of
results for not i.i.d. random vectors in R?, as well as improving the precision of the
value of C. Recent versions can be found in Bentkus (2005) and Rai¢ (2019).

The majority of this kind of results are “weak” results in the sense that they deal
with the cumulative distribution function. For our results we would like to work with
the density instead. An important result in this direction is Lions and Toscani (1995)
in which the authors provide a stronger version of the CLT on the densities, and later in
Goudon et al. (2002), Carlen et al. (2010), Hauray and Mischler (2014) . For this paper
we need an estimate on the densities of independent but not identically distributed
random vectors in R?, so we will extend the proofs of the previous cited papers to our
case. Following the ideas in Goudon et al. (2002), we weaken the hypothesis of finiteness
of the third moment. We require only a “bit more” than finite variance, paying a price
on the speed of convergence to zero of the error.

Let f : RY — [0, 00) be a probability density function such that there exists s € (0, 1]
with

/ zf(z)dr =0, / zix; f(x) de = 0y, / |z|?5 f(x) dz := poys < 00.  (16)

Notice that this normalisation of moments of order 2 is different from (1) by a factor
of 2. We prefer the present normalisation in this section, which is a natural one in a
probabilistic setting, and is the same one used in most statements of Berry-Esseen’s
theorem. By a simple scaling it is straightforward to apply the result if one assumes
the normalisation (1) instead.

The main result of this section is the following L version of Berry-Esseen’s Theorem

for independent, non-identically distributed random vectors:

Theorem 3.6. Let p € (1,00) and f € L*(R) N LP(R) satisfying (16). Let (0;)i>1 be a

sequence of positive numbers, and define forn > 1,

oo (@) = for * fou %+ x fo, ()
fu(e) o= (@) 92 7 (),

with 6% = %Z?:l o?. Suppose, in addition, that there exist [, L > 0 such that
0<l<o; <L 1=1,...,n

Then there exist an integer N = N(p) and a constant Cgg depending on %,p, d, pats: || fll v
such that f, € L> for alln > N and

C
(e ————

< 7 for everyn > N,
n

where G is the density of the standard normalised Gaussian.

22



In order to prove this we first present some preliminary results. The first one is a

generalisation of the identity a™ — b = Y | (a — b)a’ """, that can be easily proven

by induction:

Lemma 3.7. For real aq,...,a, and by,...b,, for anyn > 1
n n n i—1 n
Hai - Hbi = Z [(az - bz’)(Hbj)( H aj)]
i=1 i=1 i=1 j=1 j=it+1

The second one is a Holder regularity result for the Fourier transform.

Lemma 3.8. Let f : R? — R be a probability distribution such that for some s € (0,1),

/ f(z)|z]*" do = poys < +00.
R4

Then f € C25; that is, f € C* and for every x,y € R

max |D°f(x) — D*f(y)| < Llz +yl*,

’LUZIfh L = 4p2+s.

Proof. The C*—regularity is immediate from Fourier transform properties. We are left
to show the Holder-continuity of the derivatives of order 2, namely, for every multi-index
a such that |of = 2,

D°f(&) = D*f(m)| = |~=1(&) + =7 ()| =

/ (e’m’ — e " f(x) da
]Rd
< / e |22 f(x) do + / e — e f(z) da

lz|<R

|z[>R
<ol [Pl p@) et 2R [ Pt ds
lz|<R lz|>R
< 2p05(|€ =R+ R™°).
Choosing R = |€ — n|~! we conclude the proof. O

The last ingredient we need is the following technical Lemma, that is basically

(Hauray and Mischler, 2014, lemma 4.8) with a weaker assumption on moments.
Lemma 3.9. Let f be a probability distribution on R satisfying (16). Then

(i) There exist § € (0,1) depending on pays such that

lel?

Ve e Bs(0) |f() <e

(11) Assume additionally that f € LP, with p € (1,00]. For any 6 > 0 there exists
5 = (0210, [ fl110) € (0, 1) such that

sup [ f(€)] < #(9).

[§1>6
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Proof. (i) For f : RY — R and for ¢ define & : [0, |€[] — R such that h(t) := f(t%).

Applying twice the fundamental theorem of calculus to h we write

R _ _ |§|2 €l " "
F(&) =h(l¢) =1 - 7+/0 (" (z) = h"(0))(z — [¢]) d=

where

= (i) #(g) ()

Hence, applying Lemma 3.8, we can bound the reminder

/f' <%>T<Hf<zé>—ﬂ<o>><@><z—'€'>

€l
A0l |12 — €] d=
J, Jeneg) - o] =
\5\ L‘g‘Z—l—s
< Liz’lz = [¢||dz = ——————=,
_/0 = kel ds = o
where Hy(z) is the Hessian matrix of f applied at point x and |-|| is the spectral

norm which is always less or equal than the max- norm used in Lemma 3.8.
Thus, for small || < § which explicitly depends only on s and pyys we have

_le?
4

G-

This statement is a direct consequence of (Carlen et al., 2010, Prop. 26 (i),
where the assumption of finiteness of the entropy is ensured by our assumption
that f € L' N LP and has some finite moment. O

We can now present the proof of our version of Berry-Esseen theorem, that follows
the ideas presented in (Goudon et al., 2002, Thm. 1) and (Hauray and Mischler, 2014,
Thm 4.6).

Proof of Theorem 3.6. First, we notice that f, satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 3.9

for every n, and, in particular

Rd

We can rewrite




and

Without loss of generality, we can assume p < 2. Hausdorff-Young’s inequality then

implies that f is in LP' N L™ with p’ € [2,00). Using Holder’s inequality,

)| =TI, <ICLY ", =ty

which is finite for n > p/, i.e. ]En is in L! for any n > p’. We can thus control the L>

n

~

f

I’

(7a5)
\V/ne
norm with L' norm of the Fourier transform, since

[ ) - Geneeag] < n [ [in-

a(2) = G()| = (27)" G| dg

Let 6 be given by Lemma 3.9 (i) for f and define By = Bs(n, 1, L) := {¢ : |¢] < Vnkéy.
Following known techniques, we split the integral into high and low frequencies

|m—mms/‘|M%+/ |m%+/ o= Glde =Ty + o + T
€eBg, eeBg, £€Bs

The first two terms can be bounded in a similar way. For T}, and without loss of
generality, assume p’ is an integer (otherwise we can work with [p’], the smallest integer

larger or equal than p/, since f is also in LTy, Then

o) ac=e [ TG
[T o= [ TTI(%0)] 0
/2 f( Ot ’ i(n ’/ F(oL ”U_p ’ _
=nt \S|1>lpa f( g ) Inl> L5 f<577) Inl> %5 f(5n> f(5?7> - 4
Foreachi=9p +1,....,n
A0 A% . rr
|n7;§a f(gﬂ)) < \n?sga ’f(gn)’ = \:}ng )| < K(0) (18)

with x(0) € (0,1), coming from Lemma 3.9 (i). The factors inside the integral in
Equation (17) can be bounded by using Hélder’s inequality: we rewrite

/Inz%a f(%TI)“f(U?p”)‘ dn

<Ll )" (LlGa)"
:{i)um)(%)|mw§ﬁfwgsg)wmm
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after first applying Holder’s inequality and then Hausdorff-Young’s inequality (C, is
the Hausdorff-Young constant). Hence, plugging (18) and (19) into equation (17) we

obtain N
T < G (Vi) w) IS (20)
Proceed similarly for 75, to get that there exists C; such that
C
T 4Ty < —- for n > p'.
ns/2

Now we focus our attention on 7T3. Using the factorisation in Lemma 3.7 we obtain

and

Then
fa(§) — G e e e .
oA el - o)

n

< i) (52|

i=1

1 - §oi
= 2 v

i=1

1 <L>2+s [f() = GO 121y
= 2+s l |?7,‘2+s

Since f and G are both centred and have the same covariance matrix, in the same spirit
of the proof of Lemma 3.9 (i), we obtain

f) -Gy f) = fO)  |G@) -G
ap =GNl _ (1) = FOI 160 =GO
i 7 " 'l u

where Mo 5(G) = [ |z[*"*G(x) dz. This leads to the final estimate on the third term
(with the “correct” rate of decay), that is

Cy /LN 2+s _le? 12
T3 S ns—}2(7> (p2+s+M2+S(G)) /Rde s (L) dg
1 Ly2+s
- ns/2 (7) (p2+s + MQ‘FS(G))C%J'
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Adding up 77, T, and T3, the proof is completed. O

3.4 Positivity of the solution

In order to show Harris’s positivity condition (Hypothesis (HC)) we are in fact able to

prove a stronger result, namely a local positivity condition at any positive time ¢ > 0:

Theorem 3.10 (Lower bound). Let J: R — [0,00) satisfy (1), (2), and J € LP for
some p € (1,00]. Then, the solution u of equation (NLFP) with a probability initial
condition ug 1s uniformly positive on compact sets for all 0 < e < 1. That is: for every
0<e<1,t>0, Ry >0 and Ry > 0, there exists an e—independent constant o, such
that the solution of (NLFP) with initial data ug € Ly is such that

u(t, x) 204/ U for x € Bp,.
Br,

This is a nontrivial estimate since we seek the independence of o from ¢; in partic-
ular, we seek positivity that holds uniformly in the limit ¢ — 0.

Our proof of this estimate is based on the Wild sum representation of the solution
from Section 2.3 and on the version of Berry-Esseen’s theorem we proved in Section

3.3. We distinguish two cases which are described by the two following Lemmas:

Lemma 3.11. Let J satisfy (1) and (2). Then, for any t,n > 0, there exists g9 > 0
and a (e—independent) constant A > 0 such that

Jitn () > A for all x € B,
for all e < eqg and for any ty,...,t, witht >t > ...t, >0 and n such that
t

t
— < n<2—.
g2~ T g2

Proof. Define the independent random vectors X; ~ J_. for which
/ xJ. e, de =0 / Tt () do = 2621 5y..
R R4

This implies that S, = > | X; ~ Jit and

/ xJotn(z)de = 0 / zjrp JI i (x) doe = 2620726y,

R4 R4

where 72 := 1 3™ ¢? and 1 < 72 < €. Notice that

n 1=

[:=e<eeln <...<egelt <gel i =1L

and thus % = ¢e'. Let N > 0 be the threshold for which the Berry-Esseen estimate 3.6
holds, and define ¢; = \/% Let €9 > 0 be such that

o(2) - e = Jo(2).
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Take 50 := min{e, e9}. For all € < g, we can apply Theorem 3.6, since, by hypothesis,

n>4 > % = N. Hence, since G is radially decreasing,
€1

Joet(a) > ey fo (2 ) - <2
> (2:2n72) /2 G(i) - @58}
> (2e2n7%) 42 G(i) — @58]

Z (4t€2t)d/2%G<%> = . ]

Notice that the BE constant depends on % = ¢! which is e—independent.

If € has a positive lower bound ¢(, then we prove the following Lemma in the same
spirit:
Lemma 3.12. Let J satisfies (1) and (2). Take g9 € (0,1], t > 0 and n > 0. Then,
there exist an explicit N € N, B > 0 such that for alln > N and ¢ € [eg, 1],

Jtl 7777 tn(x) > _— = Bn fOT’ CLZZ X E Bn

€ — d
2

3

where B depends on g, t, d, n and the Berry-Esseen constant.

Proof. Let N = max{Nj, Na}, where N; is the threshold for which estimate in Theorem
3.6 holds, and N, is such that e.g.

C 1
6(3) ~ 3w 2 26(5)
€0 N, 2 \gg
Then for n > N, applying Berry - Esseen CLT, we obtain

J t"($)2(252n7‘2)_d/2[G< \/fm)_ggﬂ

> () [e() - 5

= 1% (\/le)dQG(Q) - n%

0

The last ingredient we need to prove Theorem 3.10 is the following lemma on the

partial sums of the densities of Poisson-distributed random variables.

Lemma 3.13. There exists an explicit constant C'y, such that
2m mn
S, ::e’mZFZCL forallm>1,

and limy, o0 Sy = 3.
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Proof. Let X,, be a Poisson random variable of parameter m. For a fixed m, using a
known result on bounds for the tail probabilities of a Poisson random variable, we have
that
1 m N\ 2m+1
m=1—P(X,, <m) —P(X,, <2m+1) > = — m“(i) :
s ( m)—P(X,, <2m+1) > 5 ¢ 1
since by, is increasing for m > 1. To prove that s,, — 1/2, let us now take a random
variable X,,, Poisson-distributed with parameter m. Let Y;,2 = 1,..., m be Poisson-
distributed random variables with parameter 1 so that X,, = Z:il Y;. We have

m 2m

o mn R mn o mn
PR B B
(Y Vi-m<m) P (3 Yi-m) <0) »1-1- 1
i=1 B vm i=1 B 2 2
thanks to the law of large numbers and the central limit theorem. O

Remark 3.14. For our proofs we will use the above lemma as stated. However, with a
very similar proof one can show that for any » > 1, the lemma still holds with a partial

sum from m to [rm] (instead of m to 2m), with the same limit of 1/2.

Proving Theorem 3.10 is now straightforward:

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Expressing the solution via Wild sums we have.
1 o t tn—1
u(t,x) > el =) Z 5_2"/ . / Jiote sy (ela) dt, ... dty
n=1 0 0

Set n = 'R, + Ry and take gy from Lemma 3.11. If ¢ < &, := min{e,, v/t}, applying

Lemma 3.11 we have

% tn
u(t, z) > e _Q)tZ»S_Z"/ / / Jitn ety — y)ug(y) dy dt,, . .. dty

— 0 0 Rd

2 5]



with m = LE%J > 1 and O, the constant found in Lemma 3.13. Notice that we have
used &y < g¢ in order to apply Lemma 3.11, and also &, < v/t to make sure that the
bound we obtain is not trivial (that is, to avoid m = 0).

If € > &y then, applying Lemma 3.12 to &y, for all z € B,, we obtain

© t tn—1
u(t,z) > e(ds%)tZes_Q"/ / / Jitn(ela — y)ug(y) dy dt, ... dt

n=1 0 0 R?
L o0 t tn—l
oy e [ [T e = unly) dy . e
— 0 0 Br,
L o t\n 1 (d-IHt s t N 1
> U )t <—> —Bn/ U dy > Be ¢ <—> —/ U dy.
> nZN =) u ), o(y) dy > 2) N Lo o(y) dy

We finally take
d—H) r t\N 1
o = min{ AC e !, Be' 53)t(—> — 1}

O

Remark 3.15. The previous proof of positivity works almost without changes for the
equation
1
Oru = g(JE xu—u) 4+ div(VVu)

for any, even time-dependent potential V : R? x R — R such that
d
dt

is a linear ODE. It seems harder to extend the proof to potentials with different expres-

X(t) =VV(X(t),t)

sions.

Proof of the main result
We have now all the ingredients to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof. The proof comes straightforwardly thanks to Harris’s Theorem 3.1. From The-
orem 3.10, at every time ¢ > 0 and for every Ry, Ry > 0, the operator S; satisfies
Hypothesis (HC)

Sy = iy, [ ualy)dy
S
on the "small set" S = Bp,.
Theorem 3.2 gives the confining condition on the generator L. in L}m and conse-
quently in L}. Let ug be in D(L.). By standard semigroup theory u(t) € C'([0, 00); L}),
and consequently we compute with ¢ = <x)k,

% Rdu(t,~)g0(a:)dx:/ iu(ﬁ')@(ﬂf)dx



x
where to prove = we use a classical cutoff argument with a bump function. We then

use Gronwall’s lemma with the C' function f(t) := [, u(t)¢: That is,
C

fO) <=M +C = f() < f(0)+ (1 —e™)

Since D(L) is dense in Lj, the claim is true also for any ug € L} by standard density
arguments, hence proving the Lyapunov condition on semigroups. Similarly, part (ii) of
Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.10 and Theorem 3.4, proving

a semigroup Lyapunov condition in a similar manner with ¢ = e}, O

4 Convergence: from nonlocal to local

As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, proved in Section 3, will now prove results on con-
vergence of the nonlocal Fokker-Planck equation (NLFP) to the local one (FP). We
present proofs which give a speed of convergence of order £2, assuming the “symmetry”
condition (3) on the kernel J. As we mentioned in Remark 1.3, one may make minor
modifications in the proofs below in order to avoid condition (3), at the price of ob-
taining a slower speed of convergence of order €. Since the proofs are very similar, for
the sake of brevity we present only the 2 case. We will thus assume (3) for the whole
section.

We follow a strategy of proof which is common in numerical analysis. We begin
by proving suitable consistency and stability results in order to prove convergence for

finite times, assuming nice regularity and decay hypotheses.

Proposition 4.1 (Consistency). Take k > 0. Assume J satisfies (1), (3), and suppose
additionally J € L} 4.,. Let v e C*N L} be a function such that there exist ¢ > 0 and
K > k+ d with |D*v(z)| < ¢ (x)™ " for all multiindices o with || = 4.

Then, there exists a constant C = C(K,d, k, ||J||L411+k+d ,¢) > 0 such that

I(Ls = Loy < Ce?

Proof. To lighten the notation we denote by ¢ = (-)~%. We write (understanding that

all operators are evaluated at r € RY)

L.v— Lov = ;—Q[JE xv—v] — Av = /Rd J(z)[g—i(v(x —ez) —v(x)) — Ayv]dz,

and we Taylor-expand v around z up to the fourth order:
(—e2)*

v(r —ez) = Z Dav(x)% + Z Do‘v(gmz)T

lo|<3 |o|=4
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with &, .. € [x,x —ez]. From assumptions (1) and (3) when integrating in z, for o with

odd entry «;, all terms in the first sum disappear. This leads to

Lov — Lov| = /R d J(z)[;z (0(z — £2) — v(x)) — Ayo] dz
<2 [ 1) X LDl Galel as < 2 [ TEele ol d

jof=4

Thus, we are left with

(L. — Ly) HL1 < ce / (1+ |z|%) / J(2)p(€pez) 2| dz da
=ce / J(z z|4/ (€pez)(1+ |2|F) dz de.
Rd
We split the inner integral:
/ P(Eaez)(1+ |2]F) do = / P(Eaex) (1 + [2]*) da + / P(€aez)(1+ [2]") dz
Rd |z|<2e|z| || >2¢|z|
The first term can be bounded by

/ P(€aez) (1 + [2]7) do < p(0)(1 + |2¢][2%) [ Baepsg | < Crela]” + Cogt )
|z|<2e|z]|
Since in the second integral ¢|z| < %' and ¢ is radial, we can bound

/ P(Erez) (1 + |2|") da S/ p(lx] —elz)(1 + []*) dz
|z|>2¢|z]| |z|>2¢|z]|
<[ e ayde <2l
|z|>2¢|z]|
Then
(2~ Loollyy < e [ IR lipllgy + Costlo + Coet* 4] a
R4
<o / J(2)]2) d + et / J(2)]2| M dz + Cyeh /
R R4 R
) < COg?

J(Z)‘z|4+k+d dz}

d

< (|1l + Co® |y, + Cost* |11

4+k+d

where C' only depends on ¢, k, K, d,, and ||J|| . O

4+Ic+d
Remark 4.2. Notice that for any v such that D*v = 0 with || < 4, like polynomials of

order 3 or lower, the local and the nonlocal operators agree.

We now study the stability of our nonlocal PDE under small perturbations:

Proposition 4.3 (Stability). Let u € C([0,00); L}.) be the solution of
o = L.u
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Let h,v € C([0,00); L}) satisfy in the mild sense
0w = Lev + h(t)

with the same initial data uw(0) = v(0) = ug. Then, there exists constants w > 0, M > 1
depending only on k and d such that

t
|lu(t) — 1)(15)||L11c < M/ e (=) ||h(s)||LI1c ds forallt > 0.
0

Proof. 1 := v — u solves
Opp = Leap + h(t)
$(0) =0

Using Duhamel’s formula we have

t
/ e p(s) ds
0

since for a semigroup there exist w > 0, M > 1, such that

t
90l = M [ )l ds

Ly

e £l < Me |1 £l - 0

Remark 4.4. One could improve the growth rate in the above result by a more careful
estimate of e*=*)L=h(s). However, since the point of this is to later obtain a local-in-time

bound, we give only the above rough estimate.

We can therefore prove the following:

Proposition 4.5 (Local-in-time convergence). Let J satisfy assumptions (1), (3), and
assume J € Ly, 4., k > 0. Let u be the solution of the nonlocal Fokker-Planck equation
(NLFP) and v the solution of the local Fokker-Planck equation (FP) with the same
initial data ug € Li N C*. Suppose that there exists ¢ > 0 and K > k + d with
|Dug(z)| < e(x)™™ for all multiindices o with |a| = 4. Then for all T* > 0 there
exist C,w > 0 such that,

|lu(t) — U(t)”Li < Cet¢? fort e [0,T7].

Proof. By standard theory of Fokker-Planck equation, the solution v = v(¢, x) of (FP)
is in C*, for every t € [0, 7% and |[D®v(t, z)| < ¢ (z)”* uniformly in [0, 7*], due to our
assumptions on the derivatives of ug. Hence, v satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition
4.1, uniformly for all ¢t € [0, T*]. We rewrite

Lv = L.ov+ (Lyv — L.v) := Lev + h(t).

Then

ewt — 1

t
Jut) —v(®)l,; < Me”t/ e | Lov — Lovllyy € ME——L01e? < 0ot
0

where we used our results on stability of Proposition 4.3 in the first inequality and the

consistency with constant C'; of Proposition 4.1 in the second inequality. O
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Once we have studied the convergence for finite times, we use Theorem 1.1 to gather
information on the equilibrium and the behaviour of the solution at large times. As
a first consequence of the previous results, we can estimate the speed convergence of
the equilibrium F; of (NLFP) to the equilibrium G of (FP) as ¢ — 0. Indeed, having
a spectral gap for an operator (semigroup) provides information of the norm of the
resolvent of the latter, assuring that the norm of the resolvent remains bounded by a

constant.

Proposition 4.6 (Convergence of the equilibria). Let k > 0 and suppose J satisfies
(1) and (3). Additionally assume J € Ly, 4. 4. Then

|F. Gl < C€?

Proof. Feller-Miyadera-Philips’s general case of Hille-Yosida Theorem for semigroups—
see (Engel and Nagel, 2001, Part 2, Thm. 3.8)—states that having an estimate for a

strongly continuous semigroup (5;) in a Banach space ) of the type
15| < Me™* fory>0,M >1,t>0

(where ||-|| denotes the operator norm) is equivalent to the property that for every
A > —7, A is in the resolvent set p(L.) of its infinitesimal generator (L., D(L.)), and

|R(A, L))" < for every n € N, (21)

B

where R denotes the resolvent operator. Choosing n =1 and A =0 > —v in (21), from
Theorem 1.1 it follows that L. has an inverse with ||L-!|| < M/~. Then,

HFE - G”L}c = HL;1L6<F6 - G)H < HLQIH ' ”LsFa - LEGHL}C

M M
< < 1EGlly = == lI(Le = Lo) Gy -

Given the regularity and decay properties of the Gaussian, by consistency 4.1 we obtain
I(L: = Lo)Glx < C€?,
concluding the proof O

As a consequence of the previous proposition and, again, Theorem 1.1 we can esti-

mate the speed of convergence at large times.

Proposition 4.7 (Convergence for large times). Let J satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem
1.1 (i), Assumption (3) and, additionally J € L} 4. ,. Let u be the solution of (NLFP)
and v be the solution of (FP) with the same initial data ug € Lj. Then, there exist
T* >0 and C > 0 (depending on d, k, p, and ug) such that

u(t,-) — v(t, -)||L11€ < Cg? forallt > T.
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Proof. From Theorem 1.1
Ju(t, ) = Follyy < Cre™* lua = Fel .

Moreover, we have a similar result for the local case— see e.g. Gualdani et al. (2018).
Jo(t,) = Gl < Coe ™ flug — Gl

where v is the solution of the local Fokker Planck equation with the same initial data.

This means
lut, ) = vt gy < I1Fe = Gl gy + Ce (o = Fll s — o — Gl ).

From Theorem 4.6,
||EE — GHLI < 652.
k

Let us define T* such that
e (lluo = Fllyy = lluo = Gl ) <€

Then for all ¢t > T*
fult, ) = ot )y < O =

We finally combine the previous results to give the proof of Theorem 1.2:

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof comes directly from the previous estimates in this
section. Indeed, take T* as in Proposition 4.7. If ¢t € [0, T*], then apply Proposition
4.5. If t > T, then Proposition 4.7 gives the result. O

5 Analysis of the equilibrium: regularity, moments,

cumulants and tails

Thanks to Harris’s Theorem we have proved the existence and uniqueness of an expo-
nentially stable equilibrium for the equation (NLFP) at each F.. We can infer some
information about its regularity and shape, especially on the cumulants, moments and

tails.

5.1 Regularity

Thanks to the the explicit form (10) of the equilibrium in the frequency domain, one

can study the regularity by standard results on the Fourier transform.

Theorem 5.1. The equilibrium F. of equation (NLFP) has the following regularity
properties. For all ¢ € (0,1]
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(i) F. € C*4 for all k < % such that k > d.

=
(it) F. & C* for all k > %.
Proof. Recall that the Fourier transform of the equilibrium is
e e (5 | e ds)
with (.(§) = J;(S) — 1. Let us assume (. radially symmetric. If not, define ¢_and ¢. by
¢ (2) = min ((y)  C.(2) = max ((y).

- lyl=|z] lyl=|z]

These functions are then radially symmetric and satisfy

C (&) <¢(8) <¢.(9),

1

C.(&) =—lEl +o(l]’) and (€)= —[]* +o(lEf)  as&—0.

After a change of variable y = e~*|{|, we obtain

/OOO Cele]) ds = /Olgl %dy

Since (. (y) = —&%y* + o(y?), the singularity at zero is cancelled and, moreover, close to
¢ =0 we have
[

(&) ~e 2.

To study the regularity, we are interested in the decay properties of the Fourier trans-

form

(i) To prove the first claim, it suffices to show that

c 1

|Fe(f)| < W for k < 2 (22)

for some (small) positive . Indeed, by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, .J(y) — 0
as |y| — oo. Let ys > 0 be such that
. e
)l <o:=S(5—k)  foralllyl >y,
Without loss of generality, we can assume ys < |£], otherwise there is nothing to

prove. Then

I€] Ys €l
/0 %dy:/o %dw/% %dyﬁ@—(l—@(bg\f\—10g|y5|)

which implies that

. -9 C C
|F€(§)| — CeXp < 52 log |€|) ‘é‘ 15—26 — ‘é“k+(gi27k)/2
For |¢| large, the previous implies condition (22) with n < (& — k)/2 and by

standard argument on Fourier transform F. € C*~¢ for all k < 6%
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11 o prove the second claim, we will show that
ii) T h d clai ill sh h
k| %) 1
MBI ¢ L fork> 5

proceeding in a similar way as before. Notice that since & — J (£) is continuous
and decays to zero as |{| — +o00, there exists ys such that we can bound J from

below by
A 1
J(x) > == 8—(——]6) for all y > ys.

£2
As a consequence we see that

1+
22

146

2 ¢ L

€1 EL(€) > I Cexp (- — " loga]) =[]

and thus by standard properties of the Fourier transform, F. ¢ C*.

0

Remark 5.2. We just pointed out that the regularity keeps improving when ¢ — 0
although the result is not optimal. It would be interesting to study the regularity of

the equilibrium which is, as far as we know, an open question.

Hence we have proved that the regularity of the equilibrium keeps improving as
e — 0. In fact, we suspect that under quite general conditions, the only point at which
F_ is not C* is the origin. We are able to show this in dimension 1, and for radially

symmetric J:

Theorem 5.3. Let Q@ CC R such that 0 ¢ Q. Suppose (at least) one of the two

following condition is verified
(a) d=1

(b) J is radially symmetric.
then F. € C*(R®\ {0}).

Proof. We proceed via a bootstrap argument: the equilibrium satisfies the stationary

equation
: 1
div(zF;) = —;(J6 x F. — F.) (23)
Since F. € L'(Q), the RHS is also in L'(2), and thus div(xF.) must be in L'(Q2) as

well.

(a) If d = 1 then div(zF.) € L'(Q) and F. € L'(Q) implies that zF" € L'(Q) and,
being dist(0,2) >, also F” is integrable. This, by the fundamental theorem of
calculus, leads to continuity for F' and consequently for the RHS of (23). Iterating

the process one gets the result.
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(b) If d # 1, the fact that div(zF}) is integrable in © does not assure that VF € LY(),
even when we are far from 0. Therefore, we need an additional hypothesis. If
J is radially symmetric, F. inherits this property (see Remark 2.8), and for such

functions the following holds:
F. e WPHQ), div(zF.) € WPH(Q) = F. e WiTHY(Q) for all 7 >0

Indeed, since div(zF.) = dF. + x - VF. and, by hypotheses x - F. € W1(Q), due

to radial symmetry we can write

0o VE = o FilJal) i = Fi(aDlal
Since 0 ¢ Q, (i.e.|z| > d), it follows that F'(|z|) € W1(Q). By definition of VF.

and again the fact that 0 ¢ €, we conclude that VF. € W71(Q), which implies that
F. e Withl(Q).

We then iterate the process as in step (a) using (23), improving the regularity up
to F. € W%(Q), where d is the dimension. By the Sobolev embedding theorem,
this implies that F. € C(92).

If we keep repeating the argument (k + 1)d times, we have that F. € C*(Q) for
every k and thus the C*> regularity follows.

5.2 Moments and cumulants

Let o = (aq,...,aq) be a multi-index with order || = n. For a nonnegative Borel

measure f on RY We define the absolute moment of order n by

M) = [ Jal (o),

(always well-defined but possibly +o00) and the a-moment by
malf)i= [ atf@yde= [ ot afpe) de
Rd R4
which is well-defined whenever M, [f] < +o0c. The moment generating function IM(E)
is given by

mwmra@&%mmm

whenever z — e®u(t, z) is integrable. Moments can then also defined via the moment

generating function by

ma(f) = D*MF)(E)]

€=0
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Cumulants are an alternative way to describe a distribution, similar to the moments.
They can be defined through the cumulative generating function (c.g.f.) C[f], which is
the logarithm of the moment generating function 9%(¢):

ClN) =log [ () s
R
The a—cross cumulant is then defined by

kalf) = DCIANE)|

£=0
If two distributions have the same moments than they have the same cumulants and
vice versa. However, moments always depend on the moments of lower order while the
cumulants don’t.

Using Faa di Bruno’s formula, a generalization of the chain rule for repetitive deriva-
tives, one can prove that cumulants and moments are linked via Bell’s polynomials,
defined in Comtet (1974). These are well known combinatorial objects in R, defined

through their exponential generating function, that is

=z ; > B (z1,...,2,)
o (350 ) - 3 B 2

=1 n=0

In the rest of this section, u denotes a solution to (NLFP), and C' = C(t,£) is its

cumulative generating function:

C(t, &) = log/ e®u(t, z) dr.
R4
This can be explicitly computed in a simple way:

Theorem 5.4. Let J satisfy (1) and let u be the solution of (NLFP) with initial data
ug. Assume that [o, e™ugdz < oo and [, el*lJdz < co. Then

C(t,€) = /cs

with Co(€) =1og [z €™ uo(z) dz and (&) = M(J) — 1 = [p.e™J(z)dz — 1.

Proof. We proceed similarly to the work of Alfaro and Veruete (2020) and Gil et al.
(2017). The partial derivatives of the c.g.f. are

f]Rd zie®

C(t, &) = fdexgdx

and

Ot €) = Jpa € 0udz _ 1 Jga € (J % u—u) da N Jga €7 div(zu) dz
Jpa € udz 2 fR ey dx Jpa €udz
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Analysing the first term we get

/Rd e™(J. xu)dr = /Rd ew&(/Rd Jo(x —y)u(t,y) dy) dz
B /R ult,y) dy /R Je(w = y)et T do = (/R St y) dy ) M(J).

For the second term, integrating by parts,
/ ™ div, (ru) dz = —/ V(") (zu) = —5-/ e"tru = —¢-VeO(t, 5)/ e"udx
R4 R4 R4 R
Therefore .
OC(1,€) = 5C(€) — £ VeC(16).
One can check that the only solution to this above first order PDE is the function C'
in the statement (of course, the PDE can be solved, for example by the method of

characteristics, to obtain the given formula). Hence the proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.5. In the hypotheses of the previous theorem, let o be a multi-index with

la| =n. Then,

(i) The a-cross cumulant is

Fa(u(t)) = e 1 kg (ug) + (1 — e’la‘t)wma(c]e)
As a consequence
1
Ka(F:) = Wma(Ja)
(ii) If d =1, then, the n — th moment is
M (u) = Bu(k1, .. kn) = Bug(kr, .- Knogs1) (25)
k=1

where B, are the complete (exponential) Bell’s Polynomials defined in (24) and
B, are called partial Bell’s Polynomials'.
Proof. From Theorem 5.4 the a-th derivative of the c.g.f. is

1 _ efnt
2

ne

DC(t,&) = e ™(DCo)(e™'€) + (D*B)(e"€)

and thus, evaluating at ¢ = 0 we get the a-mixed cumulant

Ka(u(t)) = e ko (ug) + (1 — e_"t)nima(t]g)

82
Expression (25) comes directly from the definition of Bell’s olynomials (24). O
'From a combinatorial point of view By, k(x1,. .., Tp_k+1) enumerate the possible ways to partition

a set of n elements into £ non-empty subsets. Each term of the polynomials express specific way to
distribute the n elements in the k subsets. For example, Bs 2 = 10z223 + 5z124 means that there are
10 ways to partition a set of 5 elements into two subsets of cardinality respectively 2 and 3 and 5 ways
of doing so in two subsets of cardinality 1 and 4.
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Remark 5.6. One can generalise the last result to higher dimension but it appears that
the multidimensional version of Bell’s polynomials is not very well known. We refer
to Withers and Nadarajah (2010), Schumann (2019) and references therein for further

information.

Remark 5.7. With a direct computation one can obtain a recursive formula for the

moments of the solution (and consequently for the equilibrium)

Ma(u(t)) =va(l —e™) + e "ma(uo)

where
1 [«
= D5 (1)
=)y (5)mama-ste)
B#0

This can be obtained by looking at the time derivative of the o moment, given by:

d 1 )
&ma(u(t)) = g(ma(JE ku) — Mo (u)) — me(div(zu)).

5.3 Tails

For the usual (local) Fokker-Planck equation (FP), the the is a Gaussian. In the nonlocal
approximation we have proposed the tails of the equilibrium seem to decay slower, no
matter how fast the kernel J is decaying. Indeed, as a consequence of the Lyapunov

condition (Theorem 3.4), for an exponentially decaying kernel J € Leyp, o, the unique

probability equilibrium has exponentially decaying tails; that is, for every a < a’e™*

/Fa(x)e“m dz < o0.

We conjecture that for a kernel J decaying fast enough, the tails of the equilibrium have
a “Poisson-like” behaviour: they decay roughly like e~1#l18(zI+1) " This implies that

/Fa(x)eamw dr =00 for every v > 1.

We have not been able to prove the previous claim in general, but we can give a good

approximation when J has compact support:

Proposition 5.8. Let J : R? — R be compactly supported and its support is in the ball
Bpgr for some R > 0. Then

/Fa(x)eaxlog(:erl) dr < 0o

1
for any a < .
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Proof. Let p(x) = exp{alz|log(1+ |z])} € C* with a to be determined later. It follows

Jo x p(r) = /Rd J-(y)p(r —y)dy = /B J(2)p(z —e2)dz

R

< o(|2] +<R) / J(=)dz = (|| + R)

a(||z|+eR|) log(||z|+eR|+1) _ 6a|m|log(|m|+6R+1)eaeRlog(\x\-{—eR—i—l)

=€
= (Jz| + €R)€aRe“|m|IOg(|r|+sR+1)

with a slight abuse of notation, having denoted with ¢ also the function ¢ : R — R.

Moreover,
x-V :x-a(—lo r+1)+ ) = alx|o(log(|lz| + 1)+
o =a-a( gl + 1)+ 7)o = alelo(loa(e] + 1)+ )
Hence,

Lip=J.xp—¢—2-Vp < p(lz| +eR) — p(x) — 2 - V()

a a|x| 10 xT ad
_ (|$| +ER) 6Re || log(|z|+eR+1) _ a[s@(l’)|l‘||:10g(|x| + ].) + |I“‘ _'|_ 1:|

< (@) Calle] + =R)*“" — alz| (log(le] + 1)) < C = A

for some C; A > 0 and a < 1/R. O

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Jo Evans for discussions which gave rise to the early ideas of
this paper. We would also like to thank Alejandro Gérriz for several discussions and
suggestions.

The project that gave rise to these results received the support of a fellowship from
the “la Caixa” Foundation (ID 100010434). The fellowship code is LCF/BQ/DI22/11940032.
Both authors acknowledge support from the “Maria de Maeztu” Excellence Unit IMAG,
reference CEX2020-001105-M, funded by MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033/. They
were also supported by grant PID2020-117846GB-100 and the research network RED2022-
134784-T from MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033/.

References

Alfaro, Matthieu and Veruete, Mario. Density dependent replicator-mutator models
in directed evolution. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems - B, 25(6):2203—
2221, May 2020. ISSN 1531-3492. Publisher: Discrete and Continuous Dynamical
Systems - B.

42


http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/dcdsb.2019224

Andreu-Vaillo, Fuensanta; Mazon, José M.; Rossi, Julio D., and Toledo-Melero,
Julidn J. Nonlocal diffusion problems. American Mathematical Society ; Real So-
ciedad Matematica Espanola, 2010. ISBN 9780821852309.

Auricchio, Ferdinando; Toscani, Giuseppe, and Zanella, Mattia. Trends to equilibrium
for a nonlocal Fokker—Planck equation. Applied Mathematics Letters, 145:108746,
2023. ISSN 0893-9659.

Ayi, Nathalie; Herda, Maxime; Hivert, Héléne, and Tristani, Isabelle. On a struc-
ture-preserving numerical method for fractional Fokker-Planck equations, July 2022.
arXiv:2107.13416 [cs, math].

Bentkus, V. A Lyapunov-type Bound in R%. Theory of Probability & Its Applications,
49(2):311-323, 2005, https://doi.org/10.1137/50040585X97981123.

Berry, Andrew C. The Accuracy of the Gaussian Approximation to the Sum of Inde-

pendent Variates. Transactions of the american mathematical society, 1941.

Bessemoulin-Chatard, Marianne; Herda, Maxime, and Rey, Thomas. Hypocoercivity
and diffusion limit of a finite volume scheme for linear kinetic equations. Mathematics
of Computation, 89(323):1093-1133, 2020.

Bisi, Marzia; Canizo, José A., and Lods, Bertrand. Entropy dissipation estimates for
the linear Boltzmann operator. Journal of Functional Analysis, 269(4):1028-1069,
2015.

Cai, Long; Friedman, Nir, and Xie, X Sunney. Stochastic protein expression in individ-
ual cells at the single molecule level. Nature, 440(7082):358-362, 2006.

Cances, Clément; Chainais-Hillairet, Claire; Herda, Maxime, and Krell, Stella. Large
time behavior of nonlinear finite volume schemes for convection-diffusion equations.
SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 58(5):2544-2571, 2020.

Canizo, José A.; Carrillo, José A., and Pajaro, Manuel. Exponential equilibration of
genetic circuits using entropy methods. Journal of Mathematical Biology, 78(1-2):
373-411, aug 2019.

Canizo, José A; Cao, Chuqi; Evans, Josephine, and Yoldas, Havva. Hypocoercivity
of linear kinetic equations via harris’s theorem. Kinetic and Related Models, 13(1):
97-128, 2020.

Canizo, José A. and Mischler, Stéphane. Harris-type results on geometric
and subgeometric convergence to equilibrium for stochastic semigroups, 2021,
arXiv:2110.09650v1.

43


http://www.worldcat.org/isbn/9780821852309
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aml.2023.108746
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2107.13416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S0040585X97981123
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/S0040585X97981123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00285-018-1277-z
http://dx.doi.org/arXiv:2110.09650v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2110.09650v1

Carlen, E.A.; Carvalho, M.C.; Le Roux, J.; Loss, M., and Villani, C. Entropy and chaos
in the Kac model. Kinetic and Related Models, 3(1):85-122, 2010. ISSN 1937-5077.

Carrillo, J. A. and Toscani, G. Contractive probability metrics and asymptotic behavior
of dissipative kinetic equations. Riv. Mat. Univ. Parma (7), 6:75-198, 2007.

Chasseigne, Emmanuel; Chaves, Manuela, and Rossi, Julio. Asymptotic behavior for
nonlocal diffusion equations. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 86:
271-291, 09 2006.

Comtet, Louis. Advanced combinatorics: Theory of finite and infinite expansions. Rei-
del, Dordrecht, rev. and enlarged ed edition, 1974. ISBN 978-90-277-0441-2.

Dolbeault, Jean; Mouhot, Clément, and Schmeiser, Christian. Hypocoercivity for ki-
netic equations with linear relaxation terms. Comptes Rendus Mathematique, 347(9):
511-516, 2009. ISSN 1631-073X.

Dujardin, Guillaume; Hérau, Frédéric, and Lafitte, Pauline. Coercivity, hypocoercivity,
exponential time decay and simulations for discrete fokker—planck equations. Nu-
merische Mathematik, 144(3):615-697, 2020.

Engel, Klaus-Jochen and Nagel, Rainer. One-parameter semigroups for linear evolution
equations. Semigroup Forum, 63:278-280, 06 2001.

Esseen, Carl-Gustav. On the liapunov limit error in the theory of probability. Ark.
Mat. Astr. Fys., 28:1-19, 1942.

Gil, Marie-Eve; Hamel, Francois; Martin, Guillaume, and Roques, Lionel. Mathematical
Properties of a Class of Integro-differential Models from Population Genetics. SIAM
Journal on Applied Mathematics, 77(4):1536-1561, January 2017. ISSN 0036-1399.
Publisher: Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics.

Goudon, Thierry; Junca, Stéphane, and Toscani, Giuseppe. Fourier-Based Distances
and Berry-Esseen Like Inequalities for Smooth Densities. Monatshefte fir Mathe-
matik, 135(2):115-136, March 2002. ISSN 1436-5081.

Gualdani, Maria P.; Mischler, Stéphane, and Mouhot, Clément. Factorization for non-
symmetric operators and exponential H-theorem. Mémoires de la Société Mathéma-
tique de France, 2018, arXiv:1006.5523. To appear.

Hairer, Martin. Convergence of Markov processes. Unpublished lecture notes, 2010.

Hairer, Martin and Mattingly, Jonathan C. Yet another look at Harris’ ergodic theorem
for Markov chains. In Dalang, Robert; Dozzi, Marco, and Russo, Francesco, editors,
Seminar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications VI, pages 109-117,
Basel, October 2011. Springer Basel. ISBN 978-3-0348-0020-4, arXiv:0810.2777.

44


http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/krm.2010.3.85
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2006.04.005
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crma.2009.02.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002330010042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/16M1108224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s006050200010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.5523
https://www.hairer.org/notes/Convergence.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-0021-1_7
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.2777

Hauray, Maxime and Mischler, Stéphane. On Kac’s chaos and related problems. Journal
of Functional Analysis, 266(10):6055-6157, May 2014. ISSN 0022-1236.

Ignat, Liviu I and Rossi, Julio D. A nonlocal convection—diffusion equation. Journal of
Functional Analysis, 251(2):399-437, 2007.

Lions, Pierre Louis and Toscani, Giuseppe. A strengthened central limit theorem for
smooth densities. Journal of Functional Analysis, 129(1):148-167, 1995.

Lods, Bertrand; Mouhot, Clément, and Toscani, Giuseppe. Relaxation rate, diffusion

approximation and fick’s law for inelastic scattering boltzmann models. Kinetic and
Related Models, 1(2):223-248, 2008.

Meyn, Sean P. and Tweedie, Richard L. Markov chains and stochastic stability. Cam-
bridge University Press, 2010. ISBN 9780521731829.

Miklavcic, Milan. Applied Functional Analysis And Partial Differential Equations.
World Scientific, August 1998. ISBN 978-981-4495-90-5.

Mischler, Stéphane and Tristani, Isabelle. Uniform semigroup spectral analysis of the
discrete, fractional and classical Fokker-Planck equations. In Journal de I’Ecole poly-
technique — Mathématiques, volume 4, pages 389-433, March 2017. ISSN: 2270-518X.

Molino, Alexis and Rossi, Julio D. Nonlocal approximations to Fokker-Planck equa-
tions. Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, 62(1):35-60, 2019.

Pazy, A. Semigroups of Linear Operators and Applications to Partial Differential Equa-
tions, volume 44 of Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer, New York, NY, 1983.
ISBN 978-1-4612-5563-5 978-1-4612-5561-1.

Rai¢, Martin. A Multivariate Berry-Esseen Theorem with explicit constants. Bernoulls,
25(4), 2019. ISSN 1350-7265, 1802.06475 [math].

Rey, Thomas and Toscani, Giuseppe. Large-Time behavior of the solutions to Rosenau—
Type approximations to the heat equation. SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics,
73(4):1416-1438, January 2013. ISSN 0036-1399.

Risken, Hannes. The Fokker-Planck equation. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1996. ISBN
9783642615443.

Schumann, Aidan. Multivariate bell polynomials and derivatives of composed functions.
arXw preprint arXiw:1903.035899, 2019.

Villani, C. Hypocoercivity. Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, 202:0-0,
2009.

45


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2014.02.030
http://www.worldcat.org/isbn/9780521731829
http://dx.doi.org/10.5802/jep.46
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-5561-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3150/18-BEJ1072
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06475 [math]
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/120876290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61544-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/s0065-9266-09-00567-5

Withers, C. S. and Nadarajah, S. Multivariate bell polynomials. International Journal
of Computer Mathematics, 87:2607-2611, 2010.

JOSE A. CANIZO. DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICA APLICADA & IMAG, UNIVERSIDAD DE GRANADA.
AvDA. FUENTENUEVA S/N, 18071 GRANADA, SPAIN. E-mail address: canizo®ugr.es

NiccoLO TAsSI. DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICA APLICADA & IMAG, UNIVERSIDAD DE GRANADA.

AvDA. FUENTENUEVA S/N, 18071 GRANADA, SPAIN. E-mail address: tassiQugr.es

46


http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207160802702418
mailto:canizo@ugr.es
mailto:tassi@ugr.es

	Introduction
	Well-posedness of the initial value problem
	Existence and Uniqueness
	Semigroup results
	Representation of the solution

	Asymptotic behavior
	Harris's Theorem 
	Lyapunov condition
	An L version of Berry-Esseen's central limit theorem
	Positivity of the solution

	Convergence: from nonlocal to local
	Analysis of the equilibrium: regularity, moments, cumulants and tails
	Regularity
	Moments and cumulants
	Tails

	References

