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Abstract

Owing to exhibiting phase transitions, we investigate the local convergence around a sta-
tionary distribution for distribution dependent stochastic differential equations. By lineariz-
ing the nonlinear Markov semigroup associated with the distribution dependent equation,
the local exponential convergence of the solution is related to the exponential convergence
of a semigroup of linear operators. Our result can be used a criteria for the local stability
of stationary distributions. Concrete examples, including the granular media equation with
double-wells landscapes and quadratic interaction, are given to illustrate our main result.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential equations (SDEs) whose coefficients depend on the own law of the solution
were introduced by McKean in [23]. Such equations are named distribution dependent SDEs,
McKean-Vlasov SDEs, or mean-field SDEs in the literature, see e.g. [3, 7, 29, 36, 37]. Markov
semigroups associated with DDSDEs are nonlinear. [13] established for the first time the exis-
tence of several stationary distributions, which is referred as phase transition in the literature,
for a DDSDE with a double-well confinement and a Curie-Weiss interaction on the line. Beside
[13], phase transitions for DDSDEs are studied by many works, e.g. an equation with infinite
many stationary distributions was given in [2]; local bifurcations were investigated in [30, 40]; in
a comprehensive series of papers of Tugaut et al., equations with multi-wells confinement have
been studied systemicly, see e.g. [1, 14, 18, 32, 33]; for general DDSDEs, non-uniqueness of
stationary distributions was discussed in [39]; for phase transitions of McKean-Vlasov diffusions
on the torus or nonlinear Markov jump processes, one can consult [9, 17].

For DDSDEs, one way to study the long-time behavior of solutions is developing techniques
in the ergodicity theory for distribution free SDEs, see e.g. [4, 16, 21, 37]. However, systems
investigated there are without phase transitions. Another way is using the gradient flow method
or the free energy method, see e.g. [5, 9, 32]. This method is powerful for concrete equations
with phase transitions, while it relies on that coefficients of SDEs are of gradient forms. In this
paper, we introduce the third way. For a linear Markov semigroup, it is well known that the
spectrum of the generator is closely related to the ergodicity of the associated Markov process,
see e.g. [11, 34, 38]. Moreover, the behavior of a dynamical system near an equilibrium can
be characterized by the linearized system at the equilibrium, see e.g. [27, 31]. Following this
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idea, we want to linearize the nonlinear Markov process associated with the DDSDE around a
stationary distribution in a suitable way, and find out the linearized operator to characterize
the local convergence around the stationary distribution.

Consider the following equation

dXt == b(Xt, gxt)dt + O'(Xt)dBt. (11)

where the coefficients b : R x & — R% and ¢ : R - R?@R? are measurable, 2 is the space of
probability measures on R%, and B, is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration
probability space (Q,.#,{% }i>0,P), Zx, is the law of X; in the probability space (€2, .#,P).
We briefly explain the idea of linearizing the nonlinear Markov semigroup associated with X

for readers’ convenience. For a solution to (1.1) with Xy 4 o, we denote p; = ZLx, and denote
by X' the solution of the following equation

AXI = b(XF, p)dt + o(XI)dB,. (1.2)

Let P/* be the Markov semigroup associated with X!*, and L,, be the infinitesimal generator:
1 *
Ly f(x) = 5Tx(00" V) (@) + b, ) - V (), | € C%,

where C? is the set of twice continuously differentiable functions on R?. Then y; is a solution
of the following nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation on &2:

O = L, .-
If there is a stationary distribution for (1.1), saying fie, then we have a SDE:
dX}'> = b(X}'™, poo)dt + o (X} )d By. (1.3)

Let P/ be the Markov semigroup associated with X", and L, _ be the infinitesimal generator:

L () = 5Tr(00"V2£) () + b{a, poc) - Vf(2), | € O

Then pi, satisfies the stationary Fokker-Planck equation L, it = 0. By using equations of p
and fiso, we have that

Ot — poo) = Ly, it — Ly, poo
= (L = Lpee ) (1t = poo) + (Lpy = L)oo + LZOO (ht — Hoo)-

For simplicity, we set b(x, 1) = u(B(x,-)) for some function B(-,-) on R% x R%. Then, formally,
O (e (f) = 1oo(f)) = (bt = proo) (Lo f) + oo (Lpsy — Lyne ) f) + (bt = o) (L = Lyuoo ) f)
= [ B = o)(@2)+ [ o (B2) V5 (= po)02)
Rd R4
+ (e = piso) ((b(-; pe) = b(s pioc)) - V f)
= [ L)+ i (BC2) - V) (1= o))
+ (ke = pioo) ((0(, pe) = (- 110)) - V).

The last term of the right hand side of this equality is a “second order infinitesimal of p; — oo
Let

Af) = [ (Ba,2)- 9 f(@) o)

Then one can see that the linearization of Oy = L}, pir at peo is given by the linear operator
L,. + A. Note that B(x,-) is an external derivative or linear functional derivative of b(z,-)
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indeed. When b(x, 1) does not depends linearly on u, we can use the linear functional derivative
to linearize b(x,-). For derivatives of functionals on &7, one can consult [8, 26] for detailed
discussions. We study the semigroup generated by L, + A in Section 4. Then we prove that
the exponential convergence of the semigroup leads to the local convergence of solutions to (1.1).

Recently, the long-time behavior of DDSDEs is also investigated by linearizing nonlinear
Markov processes, see [12]. In [12], the Lions derivative, instead of the linear functional deriva-
tive, is used to linearize the nonlinear Markov process. However, their criteria can not deal with
models in [13, 33]. In Section 6, we apply our result (Theorem 2.1) to the model studied in [13],
and the local convergence is established.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we present our main result. In Section 3,
we study the regularity of decoupled SDEs associated with (1.1). In Section 4, we investigate the
semigroup generated by L, + A. The proof of our main result is given in Section 5. Concrete
examples are discussed in Section 6.

Notation: The following notations are used in the sequel.

e We denote by LP (resp. LP(u)) the space of functions for which the p-th power of the absolute
value is Lebesgue integrable (resp. integrable w.r.t. the measure u); Cy (resp. C§°) the space of
all the continuous (resp. smooth) functions with compact support on R?; C* the k continuously
differentiable functions on R Cf the bounded continuously differentiable functions up to k-th
order on R%. For R%-valued functions, similar notations (C*(R?,R%), CF(RY,R%), etc) are
used; for R% ® R%-valued functions, similar notations (C*(R%,R% @ R%), CF(RY, R4 @ R9%),
etc) are used.

o Let

Wa2 = {f € Wil | £,V € Do)} Iflwrz = I lz2um) + 1V F 220

e To emphasise the initial distribution, we use X}*(v) and X['(v), i.e. X} (v) = v and
X5 () < v, respectively. When v = 4, with z € RY, we use X/ (x) and X}'(z).

2 Main Result

We investigate the local convergence near a stationary distribution of (1.1). Thus, assume

(HO) (1.1) has a stationary distribution g such that for any p > 0, peo((1+ |- |)P) < +o0.

For the existence of stationary distributions for DDSDEs, one can consult [39]. For any p > 0,
Ppi=A{p e Z [ |lplly = pn((1+]-])P) < +oo},

and define the weight total variance distance:

lp=vlly = sup |u(f) =v(Hl, wve P
FlS@HHDP

Let
L o(s)

S

9 = {gb: [0, +00) = [0, +00) increasing, $(0+) = 0, $(v/-) is concave, /
0

and for ¢ € 4 and p > 0, let

dS<—|—OO},

_ o l9(z) — g(y)|
e {g € PR Moloo =200 S =D + Ty + AT D) 1} |

Pps={ne€Z [ p((1+o(-N)A+]])P) < +oo}.
Define

s = llpg = sup / 9@t — v)(d2), v € Py,
ge%’d, Rd

We assume that coeflicients b, o satisfy



4 S.-Q. ZHANG

(H1) There is go > 0 such that for any u € £, the drift b(-, u) € C*(R%,R%), and there exist
a nonnegative constant K, a nonnegative function Ko € C°, nonnegative constants K3
and B3 such that for all z,v € R?

(Vb(-, 1) (z)v,v) < (K1 — Ka(2))[v]?, (2.1)
IV2b(-, ) ()| < K3(1+ |z|)™, (2.2)

. Ks(z)
>0 (2.3)

(H2) The diffusion term o € CZ(RY,R? @ R?), and there is a positive constant o such that
o(z)o*(z) > o2, z € R (2.4)
(H3) There is K4 > 0 such that
(1+[2l) 5 b, ), 2) < Ko (L4 2% + luly, ) - (2.5)
There exist ¢g € 4 and constants pg > 0,C > 0 such that for any € R¢, p,v € P oo

(1 + do(lzD) (1 + [z < C(1 + |2[)*, (2.6
[b(2; 1) = bz, v)| < Cllp = vllpg,00-

Since (2.6), we find that for any f € 9, 4, there is

~J
~— ~—

£ () = FO)] < o)) (1 + [z])* + 1) < 2C(1 + [z[)®

which implies that

I =Vllpogo = sup [u(f) —v(f)l = sup  |u(f = f(0)) —v(f — f(0))]

egp(%@') f_f(o)egp0,¢0
<20 sup  |u(g) —v(g)l =2C(p — vllg- (2.8)
gE(1+]-])10

Combining this with (H1), (H2) and (H3), we have from [25] that, for any X, with Zx, € &,
and T' > 0, (1.1) has a unique solution X; with Zx € C([0,T], Z,). (HO)-(H3) imply the
wellposedness of (1.3). To linearize (1.1), we introduce the linear functional derivative of a
function on &, 4.

Definition 2.1. A function u : &, 4 — R is called linear functional differentiable on 22, 4 if
there is a measurable function

R X 2,43 (x,p) Diu(m)

such that

SUp|,, , <L | D u(2)|
sup

S Wt o)+ Jap = T L2 0 (2.9)

and

1
uw) = u(w) = [“ar [ DI @)= )da), py € Py

Remark 2.1. The linear functional derivative is unique up to a constant. Thus, for a linear
functional differentiable function on &), 4, we always choose the linear functional derivative

F F,N —
Dy u(-) such that u(D,, u) = 0.

We also assume that b satisfies following conditions.

Inequ-nnbl

Inequ-nnb2

liminf-K2b

nondege0

nnbl-Lypu

ph-p-q0

bl-mu-nu

norm-p0q0

DFuu
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(H4) There is C' > 0 such that for any 1,22 € R% and u,v € Goo.dos

[b(z1, 1) = b1, v) = (b(x2, ) = b(x2, )| < Collz1 — z2l)l[t = ¥llpo.so- (2.10)

For any = € R%, b(z,-) is linear functional differentiable on 22, 4; there is F' € L?(pio0)
such that

]Dfoob(x,z)\
su
e L+ do(2D) (A + 2P

and there is C' > 0 so that

+ 1D 0, poge < Fl2), € RY, (2.11)

HDib(m, ) — DEb(x, )H < Cllp = vllpo,dos WV € Py & € RY. (2.12)

P00 —

Due to (H4) and fiec € P4, We let

Af(z) = /Rd Dioob(m,z) V(@) poo(dz), f € CL. (2.13)

Due to Remark 2.1 and (2.11), the Fubini theorem implies that o (Af) = 0.
Our main result indicates that the exponential convergence for the semigroup generated by
L, + A can lead to the exponential convergence of ji; to fis in the metric || - |p,,40-

Theorem 2.1. Assume (HO)-(H3) and (2.11). Then L, + A generates a Cy-semigroup,
saying Q¢, on L%(jiso). Suppose in addition that (H4) holds, there is constants Cy > 0 such that

Ci(r A1) < ¢o(r), >0, (2.14)

and there are Cyy > 1 and Ap > 0 such that

HPtﬂoopro,(bo < CWG_)\PtHpr()@m VS gpo,qﬁ’ (2-15)
and Cg > 1 and Ao > 0 such that
HQtfHL2(MOO) < CQei)\QtHfHLQ(MOO% f S LQ(IU'OO)a Moo(f) =0. (216)

Then there exist C > 1 and XA € (0, A\p A AQ) such that for any po € Py, with
1 1+ @x =1\ !
0= bl < 70 (2v EHE)
there is
[kt = too llpo,e0 < 2067}\1&”:[‘0 — oo llpo,gor T = 0. (2.17)

Remark 2.2. This theorem can be used as a criteria for the stability of pioo. (2.16) can be estab-
lished by analysing the spectrum of the generator L, + A if Q; has some reqularity properties,
see [15, Corollary 2.10 and Proposition 2.11].

Remark 2.3. If po = 0 and ¢o(r) = r, then ||u — vpy.0o = Wi(p,v), where Wy is the L'-
Wasserstein metric:

Wi(u,v) = inf / |z — y|m(de,dy), p,v e P, (2.18)
TE€E (1,v) JRI xR

and € (u,v) consists of all couplings of (u,v).
We remark that (2.15) holds if XI'* satisfies

W0 (Lo Lrioe () < Cwe (2 —yl) (L+ ]2l + (L4 [y)) , 2,y € RY, (2.19)

WWw1
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where

Wononlier) = _int [ dulle o) (L [ol)? + (L-+ o)) w(da,dy).
m€ (1,v) JRIxRE

Indeed, let ., be the optimal coupling of <$X#oo (x),gXétoo (y)>. Then for f € 9. ¢,, we have
that

‘Ptuoof(x) - Ptuoof(y)‘ =

/ (F(u) = () y(du, dv)
R x R4

< [ onllu= o (o + 1+ ) 7y o)
Rd x R4

= Wo,60 (fx;‘w (2 Lxpoc (y))

< Core ™ gu(le — ) (L+ ) + (1 + ™), o,y € R,

which implies (2.15).

Since X!' satisfies (1.3), which is distribution free. We can used the coupling method to
establish (2.19). For the exponential convergence of X} in the quasi-distance W, 4, we refer
to [16, 37] and references therein.

Remark 2.4. If ¢g satisfies (2.14) and
[Vb(z, p) = Vb(z,v)| + [b(z, 1) — bz, )| < Cllp = vllpo,g0,

for some constant C > 0, then (2.10) holds.
Indeed, denoting

h(%’) = b(xuu') - b(.%'71/)7
we have that

(1) = h(@2)| < [b(z1, 1) = b1, V)| + [b(za, p) = blxa, V)]
<2001 = Vllipo.pos

1
1) = heo) | [ Voromahloa+ 0(es =20

< C|$1 - $2| : ||,u - V”po@o’

which imply that
|h(z1) — h(@2)| < 2C(Jo1 — 22| A L)1 = vllpg,g0- (2.20) |bhh

This, together with (2.14), yields (2.10).
Remark 2.5. If ¢g satisfies (2.14) and ijb satisfies
VD[ b(z,-)(2) = VD b(a,)(2)| + |Db(x, 2) = DJb(x, 2)] < Clliw = vllpg 00 (1 + |2])P,

then DEb(x,-) — DEb(x,-) satisfies (2.12).
Indeed,

|(be(x, z1) — DEb(x, 21)) — (be(w, 2) — DEb(x, 22))]

1
/0 Va2 (be(a:, ) — DEp(z, ) (22 4 0(z1 — 22))d6

1
< Clar — 2| / 1t — Voo (14 8lz1] + (1 — 6)[z2])? d6
0

< Ol = Viipo.golzr = 22 (L + |22} + (1 + |22])P0)
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and

‘(Dib(x, z1) — DJb(2,21)) — (Dib(x, 2) — DIb(z, 2))|

<2001 = Vlipo.po (L4 [22)P0 + (1 + [22])7°) -
Thus, together with (2.14), we have that

‘(Dib(x, z1) — DEb(x, 21)) — (Dib(a:, z) — DEb(x, z2))|
< Cllpr = Vlpg,go (121 = 22| A1) (1 + [21])7 + (1 + |22[)™)
< Cllp = vllpo.goPo(lzr = 220) (1 + [21)P° + (1 + |220)") -

To illustrate our main result, we give following examples. The first example comes from [12]
and the second one comes from [13]. Detailed discussions are given in Section 6.

Example 2.2. Let § > 0. Consider the following equation

dX; = —X;dt + 3 / cos(y)Lx, (dy)dt + v2d By. (2.21)
R
Let m satisfies
cos(Bm) = y/em,
{ ol 222

Then iy, which is a Gaussian measure with mean Bm and covariance 1, is a stationary distri-
bution of (2.21) and there exist C > 1 and A > 0 such that for any py € P71 with

1 1+ =1\ !
Wi (po, pm) < 102 (2 \ — ,

there is
W1 (15 ) < 2C€ W1 (o, fim)-

Example 2.3. Consider the Dawson’s model [15]:

A%, = —(XF = Xt = 5 [ (X =) Zr ()t + 0. (223)

Due to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.3.2], there is 0. > 0 such that for 0 < o < ., (2.23)
has three stationary distributions, saying 4, fs, i—, which satisfy

/ zp4(dx) > 0, / zps(der) =0, / zp—(dz) < 0.
R4 R4 R4

By using our theorem, there exist C > 1 and A > 0 such that for any ug € &1 with

1+(2>\—1)+>_1

1
2
Wl(/j/Onu':l:) < 402 < v )\

there is
Wi (g, pa) < 2Ce MWy (o, i)
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3 Regularity of diffusions with polynomial growth coefficients

The equation (1.3) is a distribution free SDE with a polynomial growth drift term. We study
the regularity of this kind of SDEs and associated Markov semigroups, which will be used in
following sections. To this end, we consider

dY; = Z(Y)dt + o(Y;)d By, (3.1)
where o and Z satisfy following assumptions.

(A1) The drift term Z € C(R4,R%) and |VZ| has polynomial growth. There exist a nonnega-
tive constant K, and a nonnegative function Ko € C° such that for all z,v € R¢

(VuZ(z),v) < (K1 — Ka(2))[v]*. (3.2)
Let .
r~1  inf . </ Ko(z + 9v)d9> , >0,
K3(r) = oi=teeRt Ao (3.3)
inf Ks(x), r=0.
z€R4

Then K3 is a nonnegative and locally bounded function on [0, +00). We also assume that

(A2) The diffusion term o € C*(R?, R? ® RY) has bounded and continuous first derivative, and
there is a positive constant oy such that

o(z)o*(z) > o2, z € R (3.4)
There exist ag € [0,1], ag > 1 and K, > 0 such that

lo(@) s < Ko(1+ |z)*, © € RY, (3.5)
— (1+T)(a1+1)o¢2

lim

ro+too  Kj(r)r? < Hoo (36)

Remark 3.1. If Z € CY(R*, R?) with Z = —|z|Pz for some B > 0 and large x, then Ko(x) =
Ks|z|? for some positive constant Ko. In this case, Ki(r) > Kor®, where Ky is a positive
constant depending on 5 and K.

In fact, following from the basis inequality:

la? — b <|a—bl?, qe€(0,1],a >0,b>0,

if 6 <2, then

v

B B B 8
wl? —r3la— oI5| < iyl — rle —ol|F <ly+r@@—y)|F, re o)

Consequently,
B, B B
ly” —2r2lyl2 e —yl> + 7Pz =y’ <|y+r(z—y))

and

' B o Sluls 5,8 8
[y —y)lParz [ (o =25l -yl 47l =y dr
4 1
B+2 B+1

2
> g
(B+1)(6+2

il 8
= [y|” ~ yl> |z —yl= + & —yl” (3.7)

)2 ‘.%' - y’ﬁ'

equ-Y

Inequ-nnZ1l

nondege

lim-alilal2

sub-lin-si
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If 8 > 2, then the Jensen inequality yields

B
1 1 5 3
[wsra-nfarz ([are-pfa) 2z tef. ey
Hence, it follows from (3.2), (3.7) and (3.8) that
1 r 1 _
—/ |z + Ov|?de :/ |z + Orv]?d0 > Kor®, ] =1, r > 0.
rJo 0

where
2

N B _8 )
Ky = K 1 12721 :
2T ((,81 T (@22 AT Pl

We can derive from (3.2) with Ky(z) = Ks|z|® that Z is dissipative in long distance :

1
(2(y) - Z(2),y — z) = /0 (Vy—oZ(z + 8y — 7)),y — 2)d6

1
< <K1 - K, / o+ 0y — w)l5d0> ly — |
0
< (K1 = Kaly = al”) Iy - af.
We denote by VY; and V?Y; the first and second order gradient of Y; w.r.t. initial value,

respectively. We denote by DY; the Malliavin derivative. To emphasise the initial value, we use
Y)Y, VYY, V2Y! and DY when Y; = v.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold except (3.4). Then
(1) Equation (3.1) has a unique strong solution, and for any p > 1, there is C, > 0 such that

t
E<sup Yo+ / K(|Va) Y, ds
s€[0,t] 0

%) < Cpe! (ﬂ<ﬁ+ 1)+ |Y0|2p) . (39

If K3 satisfies

lim Kj(r) > Ki, (3.10)
r——+00
then for any p > 1
t
E U m\?pds(ﬁo] < Gy (VEVE+1) + o) . (3.11)
0
If there is By > 0 such that
K3 (r)
1 2 0 3.12
r%l_rfoo 72 - ( )
then .
E U \YS]Q”JFﬁQdS‘?o} < G, (VIVE+1) +[Yo) . (3.13)
0

(2) Let v € R? and Yy = y € R Y, is differentiable w.r.t. initial value along v, and the
derivative process V,Y; satisfies

dV,Y; = Vy,y, Z(Y)dt + Vy,y,0(Y;)dB;, V,Yy =v e Rt > 0.

Let {hi}1>0 be an adapted process with hl, = w(t)V,Y;, where w(-) is a R? @ Re-valued, bounded
and adapted process on [0,00). Then Y; is Malliavin differentiable along h, and the derivative
process DyY: satisfies

dD,Y; = VDhytZ(Y;)dt + thYtO'(Y;g)dBt + O'(Y;g)h;dt, DpYy, = 0. (3.14)

Ineq-mon2

Eest-Y-2p

liminf>K1

Y-2p-unif-0

iyl

K*x-be

Y-be2-2p-0

equ-DhY
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For Y, V,Y:, DYy, we have following estimates for any p > 1

S
E ( sup |vvyt|2p+/ Kz(yt)mm%dt) < Cpefrs|u)?P, (3.15)
t€[0,s] 0

S S
E ( sup |DhYt|2p+/ Kg(}Q)|DhYt|2pdt> < CpeCPSIE/ lo(Ye)hy|Pdt, s >0, (3.16)
t€[0,s] 0 0

where C), is a positive constant which is different in different formula.
(8) If, furthermore, Z € C?*(R% R%), o has bounded and continuous second order derivatives,
and there are nonnegative constants Ks and 51 such that

V22(2)| < Ks(1 + [z)), = € RY, (3.17)
then, the second order derivative of Y w.r.t. the initial value exists and satisfies

sup B sup [V, V,YY|% < Chefr(1 + |y))?P1, s >0 (3.18)
Jul Jo| <1 te[0,5]

for some G, depending on p, K1, K3, B1, a1, as, [[Vol| oo, [ V0 |-
If there is B > (1 such that

K
lim 2(5) >0, (3.19)
|x| =400 ’1" 2

then (3.15) and (3.18) are improved as

t
E | sup \VUYt\Qer/ |72V, Y| ?Pdt | < Cpers v, (3.20)
t€(0,s] 0
S
E( sup yvuvUYtprJr/ Vi |%2|V, Vi [Pdt | < CpeCr®|ul?P|uf?P, s >0, (3.21)
te(0,s] 0

where C), can be different in different formulas.

The proof of this lemma is fundamental, and we give it in the appendix. When VZ, Vo or
V2Z and V20 are continuous, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let v,u € R?. Assume (A1) and (A2) except (3.4). Then for any p > 1

lim E sup |V,Y! — V,Y7[* =0, s >0, (3.22)
=Y telo,s)
L lim E[V,YS - V7 <o, (3.23)

If, furthermore, the assumption of (3) in Lemma 3.1 holds, then

lim E sup |V,V,YY — V, VY7 =0, s >0 (3.24)
=Y tel0,s)
lim E|V,V,Y" -V, V,Y/I* =0. (3.25)
T—=Y,s—1

This corollary can be proved by using estimates in Lemma 3.1 and the dominated convergence
theorem, and we omit it.

Let PZ be the Markov semigroup associated with Y;. Next, we introduce a lemma on the
gradient estimate of PZ for t > 0. The method to prove this lemma is due to [35, Lemma 2.1]
essentially.

Eest-nnY-2p

Eest-DhY-2p

i

Inequ-nnZ2

Inequ-nn2Y

liminf-K2

Eest-nnY-2r

nn2Y-bel-uv

TR

cont-nnl

cont-nnl-ad

cont—-nn2

1l

cont—-nn2-ad
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Lemma 3.3. Assume that (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19) hold. Then for any t > 0 and any
f € BRY) with some p > 0 such that

sup Il < 400, (3.26)

yera (1 +[y))P
there is PZ f € C*(RY) and

Vot = 78 (500) [ asy). 327
Moreover, for any q € (1,+00) (if p=0, q € (1,400]), there is C > 0 such that

VP FI) < — s (PP (1), (3.25)

V2P fI(y) < ﬁ (PZ111%)% (), t> 0,y € R (3.29)

Furthermore, if f € 9, ¢ for some p1 > 0 and ¢ € 4, then (3.26) holds with p = p1 + 1, and
PZ f € C?(RY) satisfies (3.27)-(3.29) and

CeCt 20 15 (tap)ay 20
IVPZf|(y) < = (1 + |y|)™ "\ TFavas P! 4=3 (t?A ST Tar)ag ) , (3.30)
217 C@Ct al/\20‘71+p1 1 l/\m
’V Pt f‘(y) < 5 (1 + ’y‘) (TFaq)ag t ¢ t2 2(1+aq )y . (331)
99

Proof of Lemma 3.3. For any t > 0 and y,v € R% It follows from Lemma 3.1 that Yy is
differentiable w.r.t. initial value. We set h, = %for U*I(Ky)vvﬂyds. Due to Lemma 3.1 again,
Y; is Malliavin differentiable along h on [0, t]. Moreover, { DY}’ },¢jo 4 and {7V, Y },.c(0 4 satisty
the same equation

1
d&. = Vng(Y;,y)dT’ + Vﬁro-(yvry)dBr + ;VUY;,ydr, §&=0,r¢e [O’t]'

Thus D,Y! = V,Y)Y, and for f € C}
VoPZf(y) = B(VF(YY), VYY) = E(Vf(YY), DpYY)

=ED(107)) = {E07) [ (7 (7)9,¥7.dB).

This, together with f € C}, (3.4) and (3.15), yields by the dominated convergence theorem that
V.PZ f € C°. Moreover,

1
PZf(y+v) - Pf(y) = /O V., PZ f(y + 00)do

1

! y+0 ¢ 1 +6 +0
_ v 0_— Yy v y v X .
== /0 (E F(Y; )/O (o (YFH)V,Y; ,dBr>> do (3.32)

For any p > 1, following from (3.4), (3.15), the B-D-G inequality and the Minkowski inequality,
there are positive constants Cywhich depends only on p, and Cy which depends on p, K1, || Vo ||,
such that

s p t g
E sup / <a—1(ny+9“)vvny+90,dBr>‘ < CE ( / |a—1(ny+9v)vvny+9”|2dr>
s€[0,t] [J0 0
Ch t ) 2
< = y+0v|pv2\ P
=l < /0 (EW”Y’" | ) dr (3.33)

C t 2
<2k /6202T|U|2d’l“
=77

o 0

< Claaptgepc2t|v|p.

f-polyg

Bismut

nnpzf

grad-2-est

nnliPph

nn2Pph

Bis-int
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Thus, letting

t
| ot e an,)
0

nid) = | E (M(Yi’*“)

) dg, A e B(RY),

v1 is a finite measure. Let v = vy +.2y+v + Zyv. Since C} is dense in L (v), the equality (3.32)
t

can be extended from C} to L!(v). In particular, for any f € %(R?) with some p > 0 such that
(3.26) holds, we can derive from (3.9) and (3.15) that there are positive constants Cs, Cy such
that

|P7 fy+v) = P7 f(y)]
1 1
<1/
1 1
%/ (B + ) <E
0

1
7 (5™t + Iyl + [o])?) /Crog 12 ol
1

Vit

This implies that PZ f € C°. Moreover, replacing v by ev for € > 0, for any 0 < § < ¢, there is

PZ f(y + ev) — PZ f(y)

1 € t—0
= / <EPaZf(le_f;9”) / <a‘1<ny+9”)vmy+9”,d3r>) de.
et —9) Jo 0

t
Ef(y;fy-i-ev) / <0,71(Yry+«9v)vvyry+€v7 dB7»> do
0

IN

1
t 2\ 2
/ (o~ LYyt v, vt 4B,) ) do (3.34)
0

IN

< —=CaeH (t+ [y| + o)) oy Hol.

_ % (PZ5(PF f)(y + ev) — PZ5(PEf)(y))

Due to Lemma 3.1, VY is continuous in y. Combining this with PZ f € C° and
IP7f(y)] < CE(L+ V)P < Ce (1 +|y|)? (3.35)
for some C' > 0 independent of ¢, the dominated convergence theorem yields

A _ pZ
t\¥ e—0t €
L
t—9

s (3.36)
EPZ (YY) /0 (0~ YY)V, Y, dB,).

By using Lemma 3.1, Corollary 3.2 and PZf € C(R?), we can derive from the dominated
convergence that V,PZ f(y) is continuous in (v,y) € R% x R%. Moreover, by using the Markov

property -
P f(YY ) = E[f(Y; )| Fims] = E[f (V)| Fis),

then

t—0
EPZf(YY,) /O (o~ (Y¥)V, Y, dB,)
t—o
_ Y 0.*1 " , .
_E (E[fm )% s] /0 (0" (VY)Y dB >)

)

_E (E [f(Yf’) /O o ) vLYaB,)

E (f(Yf/) / ”<al<1cy>vmy,d3r>> .
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Putting this into (3.36) and letting § — 0, we obtain (3.27). Combining (3.27) with (3.15),
(3.33) and the semigroup property of PZ, we can prove (3.28) (the proof is similar to that of

(3.29) below, and we omit it).
Next, we shall prove that PZ f € C?. By (3.36) with § = £,

t

2 2,
VuPE () = EPLIOY) [T 0092 aB).

Noting that PZ f € C! and satisfies (3.26), and taking into account (3.15), (3.18) and
2

Vo= (2)] = o~ (2)(Vo(2))o™ (2)] < 05 *|Vo(z)] < 05? Vo,

we can derive by using the dominated convergence theorem that

|+

2
VuVoPif(y) =5EVg vy PEF(YY) / Yo (YY), VY, dB,)
2 2 2 Jo

I

2
+ZEPEAYY) [ (Voo (9,12 B,)
2 2 0

o

2 Z Y 2, 1
+ ;EPL f(Yi) <J (Yvry)vuvvyvrya dBr>a
2 2 0

and V,V,PZ f € C° By using (3.15), (3.33), (3.28) and (3.37), for any ¢ € (1,00) (if p = 0, we

also can choose ¢ = +00), there is C' > 0 such that
C 1
VuV P2 < —ful - o] (PEF19) 7 (u), ¢ € (0,1],
0

Combining this with the semigroup property of PZ, we have for ¢ > 1

Ce® 1
\V2Ptzf(y)] = ‘V2P12Pt%1f(y)’ < 02 (PIZ’PtZﬂf’q)q (y)
0
CeC® 1 Ce€ 1
< 7 (PYPZLIf17) 7 (y) = o7 (PZ1f19) (y).

Thus (3.29) holds.
Let & be the solution of the following equation

d& = Z(&)dt, & = y.
Then
dl&? = 2(Z(&), &)dt < 2(K7 — K5 (|&))1& [ dt,
which implies that
2 +2 [ KDl < R, >0,

Then

13

(3.37)

(3.38)

Ay — & <2 (K - K3(|Y) = &) [V — &Pt + [lo (V) |[Fsdt + 2(Y) — &, 0(Y")dBy)

<2(Ky — K3 (Y — &) [V — &[2dt + K2(1+ [v])* dt
+2(Y) = &, 0(Y")dBy)

<2(K1 — K3(VY — &) [V — &2dt + K2(1+ Y — & + |&))* dt
+2(Y) = &, o (Y)dBy).

<2(Ky — K3(V) — &) [V — &[Pdt + 200"V K21+ [y — g 2)dt
+ 200D K21 4 g )21 dt + 2(Y) — &, 0 (YY) By).

nnsi-1
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Combining this with (3.6) and (7.10), there is C' > 0 which is independent of y and whose value
may vary at each line such that

ElYY - & < CGCS/ (1+ |&l)> dt
0

2
(1+aq)ag—2aq S (IFay)a
ccw B ([0 ema)
0

2a1
(tog)ag—20 s (Iap)ag
< CeCs s ThRR (s—i— / K;(ygt\)\gtﬁdt) Ve
0

C (1+aq)ag—207 4oy
< Ce"? | s+s Otapay ‘y’(lﬂll)%

and
E[YY — &|* < Ces /08(1 +1&])*dt
< 9(2a1-1)*F ~,Cs /5 (1 N ‘&‘zal) dt
0
< 9(2a1-1)F (7,Cs s (1 n 62a1K1t|y|2a1) dt
0
= 9Ra-1)T 5Cs <s + 7620;1::;{1_ ! |?/|2a1> .
Consequently

(I+aq)ag—2a 4o
BIYY — &7 < 0% L+ (lyP) (57 T3y ovties ) |

(1+aq)ag—2a da .
< CGCSSIAW <1 4 ‘y’2a1 A w,%) (3.39)

+a)ag—2aq

(1
881/\ (It+aq)og (1 + ‘y’)20ll/\

4aq
(Atag)og

< Ce®
Since ¢?(y/~) is concave, there is C' > 0 such that

6(r) = \Jo2(Vr?) <\ /CL+72), 7> 0.
Then

[f(y) = F(@)] < ol —yl) (L + [zD)P* + (1 +[y)™)
< VO [z —yP) (A + |2 + (L +[y)P), z,y € RY

This implies that f satisfies (3.26) with p = p; + 1. Then, by using (3.9), (3.28) with f replaced
by f— f(&), (3.39) and ¢2(1/7) is concave, we have for 1 < py < 2 that

IVP? fl(y) = IVPZ(f — f(€)I(y)

70 Z 2 é = L _ 2 é
< — (PP = 60 () = —=(BI (YY) — F(E)™)
< e BV — &P (L4 )P + (L e )]

C 1 2pap1 22_@—1)22
< B - &)%) <E(1 + 1Y) > +1+ |5t|)p1]

CeC’t
<

~ ooVt

o (1YY —&)7) (1+ ly))”
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Ct (Itag)ag—2ay

2 1
< CL2 (1+ |y]) ™ TFam 71 =3 (tZA AT rai)ez ) :
g
0

where in the last inequality we have used

(14aq)ag—2a7

2

TS 1, (Qtay)ag—2ay
§0e0t<1+ry\>““<l+am¢(M et )

since ¢?(+/-) is concave. Similarly

C
od(t A1)
Ct 20 1, (14aq)ag—2a
< O (1 g (AR,
g
0

IV2PZ f|(y) < (PZ|f — F(&)P)7 (y)

O

4 Generation and regularity for the perturbation of P/~ by A

This section is devoted to study the perturbation of P/ by A on L?(uw.). To this end, we
introduce a slightly general framework. Let {P;};>0 be a Cy-semigroup of contractions on L?(jis)
with generator L, and let S be a linear operator in L?(js). In Subsection 4.1, a theorem on
the perturbation of L by S is established. Denote by @ the semigroup generated by L +.S. We
investigate the regularity of (; in Subsection 4.2. By using theorems in the first two subsections,
we study in Subsection 4.3 the Cp-semigroup generated by L, + A.

4.1 A generation theorem for Cj-semigroups
We assume that P; and S satisfy following assumptions.
Assumption (B)

(B1) Restricting on W,}i, {P;}+>0 is a Cp-semigroup on W,}oz, i.e. forany t > 0and f € W,}i,
Pfe W;ﬁ and
Jm (1P f = fllyze =0.

There is Cy > 0 such that

VP 22 (0) < (4.1)

C
ﬁ”f”ﬂ(uw), t>0.

(B2) S is a bounded operator from W22 to L2(is), and {P;S};>0 is continuous in the operator
norm from Wﬁﬁ to L2 (foo)-

We denote by Z(L) the domain of L and by || - ||w,2 the operator norm of bounded operators
from W2 to L2(jise). Then (B2) indicates that

lim [|PS = Sllwe = lim  sup  ||BSf = Sflr20u.) =0 (4.2)
t—0t

1,2
” ”“w

Remark 4.1. A sufficient condition for (4.2) is that S is a compact operator from W,}oz to
L2(piso). Indeed, if S is a compact operator from W12 to L2(juso), then the set {Sf | [ fllyr2 <
Hoo
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1} is a precompact set in L*(us). Thus, for each € > 0, there exist {f,}™ | with anle 2 <1
such that

{SF 1 Flwpe <13 € ULSTTISS = Shallzguey <€ =

n=1 n=1

This indicates that

lim PSf—S < lim P,Sf,—S
Jim ||f||s?z <1H 2SI = SFllL2(uoe) [Jim - max 1 P:S fr — S frll 22 (o)

T P — I)(Sf — Sf»
"I 2 g, 1A= DT = iz

< 2¢

which implies (4.2).

Under the assumption (B), we have the following theorem for the semigroup generated by
L+S.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that P; and S satisfy (B). Then there is a unique Cy-semigroup Q¢ on
L?(uoo) satisfying
t
QI =P+ [ PSQufds, 20, f € L) (4.3)
0

where the integral converges in Wﬁoz, and there is Cy > 0 which depends on Cy in (4.1) and
I|S|lw,2 such that

C
1Qef 2 < e N lliuns >0, f € L2(occ). (4.4)
Moreover,
(1) for any f € L*(uso) and t > 0,
1Qef Nl 22(poe) < (1 + 201||5||W,2\/5601t) I £11 22 (o) (4.5)

(2) Q¢ is a Cy-semigroup on Wﬁﬁ,
(3) the generator of Qi is L+ S and 2(L+ S) = 2(L).

Proof. Since S is a bounded operator from lej to L%(fio), for any e > 0, we have by
[ Pell2(uo)y < 1 and (4.1) that

IPeSFll 2oy < ISF L2 (o) < HSvaszHWw, (4.6)

IVPeSf 12y <

1,2,

C
NSl \/—||5||W2Hf\|w

which yield that P.S is a bounded operator on WM;O Denote by LW the generator of the
semigroup FP; restricted on Wuoo It follows from [24, Proposition 3.1.2 and (1.10)] that L' + P.S
generates a Cy-semigroup on WM which is denoted by Qf, and

t
Qif = Pf + /0 Pu(B.S)Q5_, fds, [ e WL, (47)
Then

t
195 Fll 20y < 1P L2y + /0 |PAPS) QS 2 s
(4.8)

t
<l + [ ISl @iy s

Qt-Pt-int
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and by using (4.1),

t
IVQ 2y < IVl 2y + /O IV PA(PS) Qo 1208

Co /t Co
S = + PeSllwz - |Q¢—s 2d 4.9
= Jin 1||f||L2(;Loo) 0 \/8/\—1|| ||W,2 ||Qt fHWioi S ( )
Co Col|Sllw2
= = T 2105 flly2 ds.
gz + | (t—s)/\lHQ Flwyzds

By setting
1+ Cy

t) = )
71( ) \/t/\—lufHLQ(uoo)
it follows from (4.8) and (4.9) that

Y2(t) = (1 + Co)[IS|Iw2,

t
s
HQ;]PHWL%OO <O 22 (o) + / L)/\lHQZfHWjéds

0 V(t—s)

Then, by using Lemma 7.1, we have that

(14 Co)ll £1I 2 (o)
T
W= ) T renD
Ta(t) < (14 Co)er (O fllr2(uey + (14 Co)?ISIwll £ 1| 22 (o y2(8),

ds = (14 Co)eo (W1 fll L2 (o)

and

. 1
1951z < (14 Co) (2 + (L CollSTwasol®)) 12
2 2
+ (1 + Co)?lIS | aw0(t) [01(t) + (1 + Co)lIS|lwapa(t)] T W@y 1y
where g (t) is defined by (7.2) and
e1(t) = 2Vt gey<q) + (t + 1)Ly,
! 11 4T 22
pa(t) = | o(s)ds =B 25 t+ 3 =g + 573 Ljpg, t > 0.
0
By using fundamental inequalities
2Vr<r+1<e", r>0, (4.10)
there is a constant C; > 0 which is independent of € and depends only on Cy, ||.S||w,2 such that

C 1 eclt
Vit
By the approximation argument, we see that for all t > 0, Q¢ is a bounded operator from L?(i0o)

to Wﬁﬁ and satisfies (4.11) for any f € L?(uo). Consequently,

t
[ 1e s < 260V i 1 (4.12)
t[|Q5 Iy t
/ Ads < CIGCItHfHLQ(poo)/ L
0 V({t—s)A1 0 v/s[(t—s)A1]

=@ (B(53) + 2T ) gy, (013)

in-funda

Qep-e

int-Qep-e

int-Qe-tse
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and (4.7) holds for any f € L?(jie0). We derive from (4.12) and (4.8) that

1Q5 Il L2y < N1 22(unc) + 2C1 S lw2VEE | £l L2 ()
= (1+ 2011w VE) 120 ¢ 0.

Next, we take € | 0. For any e;,ep > 0 and f € L?(jio0), we have that

t
Q5 — Q) f = / _P,)S) Q5L fds + /0 Py (P,S) (Q5t, — Q22,) fds.

This, together with (4.1) and (4.13), implies that
t
1@ = @) Flga < [ 1P (P = Po) $) Q3 Flypa ds

t
b [ 1P (Pa8) (@12 Q) Tl

1+ C
< H(Pq - PE2)S”W,2/ \/—OHQ f”WjoidS
1+ Gy )
+”S”W72/ Tt (@ = Q2) Flhypz ds

< (14 Co)Cae®||(Pey = Peo)Slwezll fll 22

¢ (QS — Q%) fllyyrz
+ (1 4+ Cp)||S Eeo ds,
(1 +Co)lIShwez |~

where Cs > 0 is a constant independent of €1, e5. By setting

1 (1) = (14 Co)Coc™|[(Pey = Pey)Swall fll 2 (uys 728 = (14 Co)1Slwwiz

in Lemma 7.1, we have that

L1(t) < (14 Co)Coc™ o1 ()| (P = Pey) S w2 llf | 22 e )
D(t) < (14 Co) (¢ = 1) [[(Pey = Pe)Slwezllf 122 o)

t
+ (14 Co)*CoIS w2l (Pe, _PEQ)SHWQH]CHLQ(HOO)/O €21 (s)ds

< (1+Go)? (€% = 1) [1(Pey = Pea) Sllwall fll 2 uocy (1 + 1Sl wzeon () -

Then there is a constant C3 > 0 which is also independent of €7, €5 such that

@ = Q) fllyrz < C3e™(|(Pey — Pey)Slwall fll 2 e )-

(419

(1)

Combining this with (4.2), we have proven that Q% f is a Cauchy sequence in W;C’z Thus, there

is Qif € lej such that

: €er — 2
lim [Q5f — Quflypz =0, f € L(unc), £ >0,

(1.10)

Moreover, it is clear that {Q;};>0 is a semigroup from L2(ps) to Wy since so is {QS}iso-
Following from (4.16), (4.11) and (4.14), Q.f satisfies (4.4) and (4.5). Taking ¢ — 0% on
both side of (4.7) in Wﬁﬁ, we find that Q;f satisfies (4.3) and the integral converges in W;C’E

€2

Repeating the argument of estimating (Q;' — Q;?) f, we can prove that there is a unique Q:f

satisfying (4.3) and (4.4).
By (4.3) and (4.4), we have that

t
191 = Pl < WA = Ay + ISTwee [ Qe iz
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t 601 (t—s)

——ds
0 v (t—29)

< HPtf — f”L2(Moo) + 201HSHW72\/560125.

< NP = fll2(uee) + CrllSlIw2

Thus
Am Quf = fllzz(ue) = M [IBf = fllz2gue) = 0.

Hence, {Q¢}1>0 is a Cp-semigroup on L?(fieo).
Next, we prove (2). We first investigate @y on lej. Since P; is a Cp-semigroup on W,}i,
according to [24, Theorem 1.2.2], there are C' > 1 and w > 0 such that

1B flly < Cemllfllwiéi-

Combining this with (4.8) and the first inequality in (4.9), we have for any f € W,}(j that

c "L+ Co)llSllwz e
19: gz < IPflz + [ S EEE21Q1 s

t HQifsfHW;égd
—F————das
0 VvVsAl

This, together with Lemma 7.1, implies that there is Cy > 0 which is independent of € so that

C.
HQEfHW;; < Cye 4tHfHW,ioi

< Cem”f”Wiéi + (14 Co)[[Slw;2

Hence, due to (4.16), we arrive at
1Q¢flly2 < C4€C4t|!fHW;£-

Moreover,

t
1Qf = Flgz < IPF = Flyze + [ IPSQuesflypzds

t
Co
<Ins = flge + [ (14 2 ) ISlwal@eds 1y

<IPf = fllyaz + (1 + Co)Cill Sl
> 0

t €C4 (tfs)

—— dsllF w2

NP = Fllwre +2(1+ Co)CallSllwae™ @ ()] fllyyz -
This implies that Q; is also a Cp-semigroup on lej.

Finally, we investigate the generator of Q;. We first prove that Z(L) C Wﬁﬁ Since P; is
contractive, for any A > 0, there is

AN=L)'f = /+OO e MPfdt, e L*(pioo). (4.17)
0

Since {P;}+>0 is a Cp-semigroup on W,}(j, there is C,w > 0 such that
t 1,2
1Pif gz < Ce™ |l W2

Then the right hand side of (4.17) converges in Wﬁﬁ for any f € W;ﬁ and A > w. This,
together with (4.1), implies that

+o0o
0= D) g < [ NP lypade
o0 0 o0
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o0 CO
< +1)e ™M dt
< [T (5 1) Mgy

+o00 e—At
< (Ch+1 / dt , fewl?
_( 0 ) 0 \/t/\—l Hf”LQ(uoo) f oo

By using the approximation argument, we see that there is C' > 0 such that

IO = L) Fllwre < Clflr2guays | € L?(poo)-

Thus (L) C W,}oz
For f € Z(L), there is

Qf—f Pf—f 17t
R /0 PrsSQ,fds

Pi—f 1 L[
- +¥/O (Pt_S—I)SQSfderZ/O SQsfds

=11+ I + Is.

For I, we have that

1 t
Hz/o (Pr—s — 1) SQsfds

1 t
<7 [ 1= DSl @u ypa ds
L2(pico) 0
C. e
< Gy [ 1P = 1) Slhvads,
o 0

where in the last inequality, we have used f € Z(L) C W,}oz Combining this with (4.2), there
is tE%lJr 122l 22 (o) = O-

Since Z(L) C Wﬁﬁ, S is bounded from Wﬁﬁ to L%(teo) and Q. f is continuous in Wﬁﬁ, we find
that

t
lim %/ SQsfds = Sf, in L (o).
0

t—0t

Since f € (L), we have that lim, o+ I1 = Lf in L?(piso).
Hence, there is

=0.
L2(poo)

This yields that the generator of Q; on L?(jis) is L+ S and 2(L) € 2(L + S). We can prove
similarly that 2(L + S) C 2(L) since

Bif—f _Qf—-f 1
t B t t

lim
t—0t

Quf ~ f
—g LS

t 1 t
| - nsQuas—; [ squas, reaws),
0 tJo

4.2 Regularity of Q)

In Theorem 4.1, we have proven that Q:f(:) is differentiable in the sense of Sobolev for any
f € L?(iuso) and t > 0. Next, we investigate the regularity of Q;f in the strong sense when
f is regular, and stronger assumptions are imposed on F; and S. For simplicity, we denote by
G(t, z) the second term in (4.3) and

t t
(1) _ (2) _ 2
G'2) = [ VRSQipas 605 = [ VIRSQ) s
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Theorem 4.2. Let P, and S satisfy (B). Suppose that for any t > 0 and f € W, PtSf €
CY(R?) and there is some q; > 0 such that

IVPSf|(2) < 2 (14 2] (4.18)

\[ Hwa

Assume also jiso((1+|+1)%%) < +oo. Then for any f € L*(uoo), Gf(+,) € C¥((0,400) x R?)
and VG = G4 with

‘Gg}) (t,2)

< e+ )M |l 2y £ 20, 2 € R, f € L2(pc). (4.19)

Moreover, if f € Wﬁﬁ, then there is G (-, -) € C%1([0, +o00)xRY). Consequently, for f € CL(R?),
if Pf(-) € C%L(0,4+00) x RY), then Q.f(-) € C%L(]0, +00) x RY).

Assume in addition that for any t > 0 and f € Wﬁﬁ, PSf € C*(RY) and there exist a
constant ga > 0 and a positive function 0 € L, ([0,+00)) such that poo((1 + |- [)?%) < 400,

o(t) == /0 " 00) 4 < oo, (4.20)

— S

IV2PSf|(2) < Ce“O(0) | fllyrz (1 +|2))%, 2 €R%E >0, (4.21)
Then for any f € L?(jie), Gy (-, +) € C%2((0,+00) x RY) and V2G; = G?) with
2
G2 (t,2)] < COMC (L + 12D | fllpaunys £ 20, 2 €RY, [ € L2 (1ioc). (4.22)
Moreover, if f € W,}jj, then there is G (-, -) € C%2(]0, +o0) xRY). Consequently, for f € CZ(R%),

if Pf(-) € C%2(]0,4+00) x RY), then Q.f(-) € C%2(]0, +o0) x R%).

Proof. (1) For each f € L?(js) and s € (0,t), it follows from (4.4) and (4.18) that there is
C > 0 such that

Ce®
\/— HQt sfHW1 2 (1 + ’Z‘)

CcleCs C1(t—s)
<
s(t—s)

Then VP,SQ;_sf € L?(io0), and there is a constant C' > 0, whose value may vary at each line,
such that (4.19) holds. Moreover, for any m > 1

IVP:SQi—sf(2)] <

(4.23)

11122 ey (1 4 [21)"

/t t CeCt
sup |VPSSQtfsf(Z)|dS§ HfHL2 ) Sup (1 +|z))"
0 |zl<m Vst —s v (4.24)
11
<cu+mwwm%@BQ2)fﬁ

Combining this with P,SQ;_sf(-) € C*(R?), the dominated convergence theorem yields that

t

V,Gyf(t,z) = lim E (P—sSQsf(z + ev) — P_sSQsf(2)) ds
0t Jo € (4.25)

= / VoPi—sSQsf(2)ds
0

Using PsSQ;_sf(-) € C1(RY) again, we can derive from (4.25), (4.24) and the dominated con-

vergence theorem that GSC )( ) € C(RY) and VG = GS}).
For t; >ty > 0, it follows from (4.18) and (4.24) that there are constants C,, C' > 0 such that

sup chl)(tl, z) — chl)(tg, z)

|lz|<m

PSQf-grow

nnPt-Ptnn
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to t1
§/ sup |VPsSQt,—s(Q, 1, —I)f(z)|ds—|—/ sup |VPsSQy —sf(2)|ds
0 t

|2]<m 2 |2|<m
C
< /t2 eCtQH(Qtl—tz - I)fHL2(Moo)ds n /tl € tlHQtlfsfHW;éi ds
- 0 5(ta — s) to Vs
=: 11 + I.

Since Q; is a Cp-semigroup on L?(jiso), there is

Im  |[(Qt—t, — I)fHL?(uoo) =0,

|t17t2 ‘~>0+

which yields lim I; = 0. For Iy, if there is ¢ > 0 such that t5 > ¢, then

|t1—t2‘—>0+
. t1 HQt — fH 1,2 _ t1 C C(t1—s)
Tim S Wik gs < Tim ¢ ds ) [1£122
Ity —ta|=0F Jy, VsA1 [t;—ta|—0t ts \/ (S A 1)(t1 — S)
tg>c>0 to>c>0
_ t1 C C(t1—s)
< m e 4 £ 122 (o)
‘tlftf‘?oﬁ ts Vi1 —S Venl
27C

if to = 0, then for f € Wﬁﬁ, we find that

—_— t1 Hth—sfHWL2 o t1 CeC(tl—s)
lim - " "o dg < lim / Y s "
[t1—t2| =0T Ji, VsAl TG 0 \/5/\—1 Hf”wioi

Hence, G;l)(-, z) is continuous locally uniformly w.r.t. z on (0,+00) when f € L?(p00) and on
[0, +00) when f € W2, This implies that

t2 >0, f € LQ(MOO)7

. (1) A~ —
lim Gf (t1,21) — G (tQ,ZQ)‘ 0, {t2:0? fGWﬁjj

(tl,Zl)*)(tQ,ZQ) f
For f € CH(RY) C W,}oz, since (4.3) and P.f(-) € C%([0,+00) x RY), we have that Q.f(:) €

C%1(]0, 400) x R%).
(2) It follows from (4.4), (4.20) and (4.21) that V2PSQ;_sf € L?(uso) and for any m > 1

t t
/ sup [V2PsSQs—sf(2)|ds S/ Ce“0()|Qe-sfllyr2 sup (1+ |2])%ds
0 0

|l2|<m o0 |z|<m
t eCseC1t=5)g (s 4.26) [int-nn2PAQ
O i S W (- e
0 Vt—s

< CC (L +m)2e V()| fll L2 (o) -

We can prove (4.22) similarly. Since for ¢t > s > 0, V2P,SQ;_f(-) € C(R%). This, together
with (4.26), (4.20) and the dominated convergence theorem implies that Ggfz) (t,-) € O(RY) is
continuous and V2Gy = G?).

For t; > t9 > 0, it follows from (4.21) and (4.26) that there exist positive constants C' and Cy,
such that

sup ‘G?) (t1,2) — G?) (t2,2)

|z|<m

to t1
§/ sup |V2PSSQtQ,S(QtI,t2 —I)f(z)|ds—|—/ sup |V2P55Qtl,sf(z)|ds
0 t

|z[<m. 2 |z[<m
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to 9(8) t1
< C,p [ €t - d Ctl/ s 0(s)ds | .
<c ( 1Qu-ta = Dy | s+ ™ | 1Qu-sS gz 0(5)ds

Thus, following (4.20) and the same argument as proving assertions in (1), we have that

lim t2 > 07 f € L2£/;OO)7
(t1,21)—(t2,22) ta =0, feW.r..

As a consequence, for f € CZ(RY), if P.f(-) € C%%([0,400) x RY), then there is Q.f(-) €
C%2(]0, +00) x R%).

G;Q) (tl,zl) — G;Q) (tQ,ZQ)‘ = O, {

O

4.3 Semigroup generated by L, -+ A

We come back to investigate the perturbation of P/ by A, and also denote by Q; the semigroup
generated by L, + A.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that (HO) holds, for any x € RY, Dioob(:v, \) exists on Ppy 4, for some
po > 0 and ¢o € 4 such that (2.11) holds, and coefficients (b(-, ioo), o (+)) of (1.3) satisfy (A1),
(A2), (3.17) and (3.19). Then assumptions in Theorem j.1 and Theorem 4.2 hold for P/'> and
A. Moreover, for any f € Cg(Rd), following properties hold for Q:f.

(1) for any q € (1,+00], there is C > 0, which is independent of f, such that for any t > 0

C 1 o 2aq
VQU @) €~ (PESITI(@)T + CeCt (1 ol TR gy (420)
2 c Loo | £1q 1 Ct Pot+aiA gl
QU@ € o (P 0 + Gt ol g (429
(2) Q.f(-) € CT2([0, +00) x RY), and Q.f is a classical solution of the following equation
1 _
Ov(z) = §Tr(aa*v2vt)(x) + b(x, foo) - V() + (Ave) (), vo(x) = f(x). (4.29)

Since ps is an invariant probability measure of P/, it is clear that P/** can be extended
to be a Cop-semigroup of contractions on L?(jis.). The proof of Corollary 4.3 is divided into
following lemmas.

To check that P/ satisfies Assumption (B1), we first prove that C}(R?) is a dense space
in W,}jj
Lemma 4.4. C}(RY) is dense in W,}oz
Proof. Let N > 1, (y € C2(Rd) such that ]IHJB\SN} < (n(z) < ]IH:B‘SNJFH and ’VCN’ < 2. For
any f € Wﬁﬁ, we find that f(y € W(}’Q(BNH), where By11 = {z | || < N + 1}, and

lim  (|If = FCnllr2 ey + IV = FC 22 (uss))

n—-+o0o

< Jim (L n 22 ey + IV AL 2000y + 201 Liv<p <122 (i)
=0.

There are g, € CH(R?) C C}HRY) with supp(g,) C Bn41 such that g, Wi, f¢n. Note that

the coefficients of L,__ are locally Lipschtiz and o is invertible, and ., satisfies

fioo(Lyoo f) =0, f € C2(RY).

It follows from [6, Theorem 1.2.2] or [28, Theorem 2] that pi(dz) < dz and the density dé‘—;" is

continuous. Thus dé‘—;” is locally bounded. Then, we have that

Hoo

T lgn — FCnllypa < Cnn lim llgn — fCxllwrs =0.

Hence, C}(R?) is dense in W,}oz

nnQl-pp

nnQ2-pp

equ-clas
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Next lemma shows that P/ satisfies (B1).

Lemma 4.5. Assume (b(-, o), 0 () satisfy (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19). Then P}'> is

strongly continuous on W;ﬁ and satisfies (4.1).

Proof. For all f € C}(RY) and |v| < 1, due to (3.15), there exist C > 1,w > 0 such that

VP f(@)] = [E(VA(XE™), Vo XE<)] < Ce\ [P~V f[2(2), ae. v € R (4.30)

This implies that

IV ) < CP e P VT P) < CE[9 fl (131) [Pe-tipgeon
This, together with pioo (| P/ £12) < pioo(f?), yields that
1B~ N2 < (Ce” VD fllyie < Ce|fllyre, f e CpRY). (4.32)

For f € C}(R?) and |v| < 1, we have that
Vo PE f(x) = Vo f(2)] < [E(V (X (2)) = V(2), Vo X7 (2))]
+(Vf(2) (BV X (2) — )

< Cevt (BIV £(XP™(x)) — Vf(x)[2)?

1
2

+ [V flloo (EIVX> (x) - 1)

This, together with (3.23) and the dominated convergence theorem, yields that
lim e (IVPIf = Vf) =0, f € CH(R).
t—0+

Combining this with (4.32) and the approximation argument, we prove that P}/*° is strong
continuous on W2, (4.1) can be derived from (3.28) and the density of CLRY) in L (pteo).
O

The following lemma shows that P/ and A satisfy (B2).

Lemma 4.6. The same assumption as Lemma 4.5 holds. If for any = € R?, Dioob(:v, \) exists
on Ppy. for some pg > 0 and ¢9 € G and Dioob € L?(too X o), then P> and A satisfy
(B2). Particularly, the assertion holds under the assumption of Corollary 4.5.

Proof. If Dioob € L?(fioo X iso), then A is a compact operator from Wﬁﬁ to L?(poo). Thus
Remark 4.1 yields that P/ and A satisfy (B2).

In particular, if (2.11) and (HO) holds, then Dioob € L?(ftoo X Jioo). Indeed, it follows from
(2.11) that

AF(2)] < oo (FIVF L+ 2P < |2y 1 f e (1+ |27,

which, together with (HO), implies Dioob € L% (oo X floo)-
Since (2.11) implies that

1Dy, b, lpo.go < Flx), = € RY.

Here, we give another proof by using this inequality. Indeed, there is a positive constant C' such
that

'E/Rd (Dioob(:c,Xf”(z)) - Dfoob(x, 2)) - Vf(2) oo (dz)
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< thoo (FIVFE (¢o(1X7 (2) — 2) [(1+ X7~ () + (1 + [2))
< oo (FIVF]) (BQG(1 X (2) — 2)* (B + [XF™(2))7° + (1 + [2)))

< Cetyung (FIVI1) (1+ |2 6 <¢E|X#°°<z> - z|2> |

1
2

where we have used (3.9) in the last inequality. By (3.17), there is a constant C' > 0 such that
b(z, poo)] < C(1+ |z)2P1, 2 € RY
Then, (3.9) and the It6 formula imply that
E[ X} (2) — 2> < C22H(1 + |2[)* P12,

Thus

[ (Db Xt 2) = DLW, 2) - ¥ o)

< Ce g (FIVH1) 1+ |0 (O (1 4 1))

< Ce e (FIVFI) (14 )20 (et ).

Hence, taking into account (HO), which yields oo ((1 + | - |)P0T2H51) < 400,

m  sup |Bf~Af - Af|7a
0T fll 12 <1 (o)

2 . C 1
< O F 22 (oo y oo (1 + | - |)Pot2+51y Jim < tgb( 2>> 0.

t—0t

O

Up to now, we have shown that assumptions in Theorem 4.1 for P/ and A. Next, we check
assumptions in Theorem 4.2.

Lemma 4.7. The same assumption as Corollary 4.5 holds. Then P['° A satisfies (4.18) and
(4.21) with ¢1 = g2 = po + a1 A m and

(1+aq)ag—207
ot)=t""'¢ (t 2(T+ar)az > :
Proof. For all f € Wﬁﬁ, it follows from (2.11) that

|Af(z1) — Af(22)] < /Rd |D)_bi(z,21) — D} _bi(z,22)| - |V f(2)]|proo (d)
< oo (FIV 1) do(|21 — 22) (L4 2P + (14 [22])P) (4.33)
< Fl 2oy 1V L2y 0121 — 22) (L [P0 + (1 + 2],

This, together with Lemma 3.3, implies that P~ Af € C%(R%) and

A (tap)ay—2a;
’VPtﬂOOAf(z)‘ < \/_ HfHW1 9 (1 + ‘ ’)p0+a1/\(1+a1)a2¢ <t2/\ 2(11+a12)a2 1>
CeCt +a /\20‘71
< (1+t)5||f|| 1,2 (1+ |z|)p0 A0 Fay)as
\/% W#oo
Ce L
< \2 I £llpr2 (14 |2yt N aFaes
Koo
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Thus (4.18) holds with ¢; = po + a1 A (H_Z(;ﬁ Similarly, combining (4.33) with (3.31), we find

)
that

14+aq)ag—2aq

_ 2c (
’VQP#OOAJC(Z)’ < CeCt(l + ‘z’)m/\‘(waill)@+p0t—1¢ (t 2(1+a )ag ) ”vf”L2(Moo)'

(1+aq)ag—207

Hence, (4.21) holds with 6(t) = t~1¢ (t (1t )ag ), which is integrable since

1 (1+aq)ag—2a 1
/t*¢@ﬂﬁﬁml>&:(2u+a”% u/u4¢WMu<ﬂn
0 0

14+ a1)as — 204

O

Up to now, we have proven that assumptions in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 hold for P}**
and A. Finally, we prove that

Lemma 4.8. The same assumption as Corollary 4.3 holds. If f € Cg(Rd), then Q.f satisfies
(4.27), (4.28) and (4.29).

Proof. We can derive directly from (4.3), Lemma 3.3, Lemma 4.7, (4.19) and (4.22) that (4.27)
and (4.28) holds.

For f € CZ(R%), it is clear that L, _f € L?(jc) since (HO), (A1) and (A2). It follows
from the It6 formula that

b= f(x) - f(x)
t

|

This, together with the dominated convergence and that P/** is a Cy-semigroup of contractions
on L?(fiso), implies

Lt (@) = 7 [ ELu fOX0 (@) = Ly (@) ds, 2 € R

Then
Pl~f—f
t

1 t
< [P L = L flgds.
L2 (poo) 0

Thus, C} € 2(L,.. ). Combining this with Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we can derive from
Theorem 4.1 that

DLy, +A)=D(L,..) D CE.

Hence,

S = (L + QS = 5 T00"VQuf) + bl poc) - VQF + AQU.

Due to Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, we derive from Theorem 4.2 that L, Q. f(-) € C°([0, +00) x
R9). Due to (4.33), we have that A is continuous from W,}i to 9,4, This, together with that
Q.f is continuous on W22 since f € C2(RY) C W2, we have that AQ.f(-) € C°([0,+00) x RY).
Hence, %Qtf € C°([0,4+00) x RY). Therefore, Q.f(-) € C12([0,+00) x RY) and Q;f satisfies
(4.29).

O
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Because (HO)-(H3) imply that (b(-, eo),0(+)) satisfies (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19) with
a; =0 and ag € (1,2), the first assertion of Theorem 2.1 can be derived from Corollary 4.3 in
Subsection 4.3. In this section, we focus on the rest of Theorem 2.1.

Due to (H1)-(H3), for any X, with Zx, = po € P4, (1.1) has a unique strong solution
with Zx. € C([0,T], Z,) for any T' > 0. Denote by p; = Zx,. The decoupled equation (1.2)
has a unique strong solution for X}' = x € R since (H1)-(H3) again. (HO)-(H3) imply the
strong wellposedness of (1.3). Denote

/ Dm+1 _r) (x)dr.

We first establish the following crucial equality for p; and poco.

Lemma 5.1. Assume (HO0)-(H3) and (2.11) hold. For any f € CZ(R?) and pg € P, there
18

(e — 100)(f) = (t0 — o) (@ef) + /0 (112 — o) (B(j1) — blioc)) - VQi—o f)dls

y (5.1) |DuHam
/ /R (D, o b, ) = Di_b(@,)) - VQi—s f () oo (d)ds.

d

Proof. Since pi(f) = po(P!' f), we have that

pe(f) = 10(Qef) = po(P{ f) — po(Qef).
It follows from Corollary 4.3 and the It6 formula that

dQi—s f(XE(2)) = —(Lye, + A)Qt—s f (XL (2))ds + Ly, Qu—s f(XE (2))ds
+ (VQi—sf(X{ (), 0(X{ (2))dBs)
= (b(XE (), ps) = b(XL (@), o)) - VQu—s f (XL (@) — AQu—s f (XL (@)
+ (VQi—sf(X{ (7)), 0(X{ (2))dBs).
By using (H2), (4.27), (2.7), (2.11) and f € C?, we have that

1

ﬁ + (1 + ‘x’)p()) HfHOOHMS - ,U'ooHp(J,%?

— bz . i—sflx)] < eCt
bz 1) = b poc)) - T Qs f @) < ( A

(X2 (@) V Q- f (X2 (a))| < O (ﬁ F \X5<x>\>p0> £l

[AQi—sf ()] < p1oo(FIVQi—s ) (1 + do(x)) (1 + [a])P°
ce(1+ ¢o(x)) (1 + [z[)P

< CCppe€
- Fopo (t—s)A1

)

where
Crhpo = 1 F |22 (o) (L 1+ - D7l 220y -

Combining these with p. = Zx. € C([0,T], Zy,) for any T > 0, (2.6), (2.7), (2.8), and the
Fubini theorem, we have that

po(PLf) = mo(Qef) = /Rd (Qi—s f (XE ()] s=t — Qr—sf (X (2))|s=0) po(d2)
_ /0 d

E
/R (b, 1) — B o)) - V Q1o f (2) 1o (d)ds

- / (AQi—sf)(z)ps(dx)ds.
0 Jrd
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For pioo(Qef) — too(f), we find that
e Q) = (1) = o ([ (B + A)Qu105 )
= /0 Moo (( fioo )st)

Due to f € CZ, (2.2), (4.27) and (4.28) with oy = 0, there is
Lo Qof (@)] < Cs(1+ [2)? 272 fllo, @ € RY, 5> 0.

Combining this with (HO) and that s is the invariant probability measure of P/**, we have
that

poo(Lps Qs f) =0, s > 0.

Consequently,

t
/O oo (L Quf) ds = 0,
t —
poc(Qef) — il(F) = [ 1o (AQuF) ds
0

Due to Remark 2.1, foo (D) b(z,-)) = 0 for any z € R%. Then, (4.27) and the Fubini theorem
imply p1oo(AQsf) = 0, and

t
/0 Hoo (AQSf) ds = 0.
Hence, foo(Qtf) = too(f)-

Therefore,

(1t — o) (f) — (o — oo ) (QLf)
= me(f) = 10(Qef) + (1oo (Qrf) — too(f))

t

:/Otﬂs((b(ﬂs)—b(uoo))-VQtsf)ds—/o(us—ﬂoo)(AQtsf)dS
= [ = ) 0l0) — o)) V@1
[ (808 = b)) ¥ Q-
/ /R (100 (DIb(,2) - VQuoof () (s = 1oc) (d2)ds
- /O (15 — 100) (B125) — 1100} - VQi— o f)dls
[ (88 = b)) ¥ Q-
/ /R d ) (DE_b(@.") - VQi—sf(x)) oo (dx)ds
- /O (15 — 100) (B125) — 1100} - VQi— o f)dls
[ (88 = b)) V-

/ /Rd DF b( )) 'VQt,sf(x)) oo (dz)ds
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= [ = ) 0l1) — o)) V@1
//Rd fs,ﬂmb( )= DF b(2,4) - VQi—s f () oo (d)ds.

O

Lemma 5.2. Assume (HO0)-(H3) hold, and wab(x,z) satisfies (2.11). Suppose (2.15) and
(2.16) holds. Then there is C > 1 and 0 < X < Ap A Ag such that

HQtpro@O < Ce_MHprm(bov fe gpm%' (5.2)
Proof. Tt follows from (4.4) that there is C; > 0 such that

Cl CleAQ _
IVQifllr2(uo) < %Hf”LQ(uoo) < NG e fllr2(ua), 0<t <1, f € L*(poo)-

Combining this with the semigroup property and (2.16), we have that

IVQ:ifllr2(ue) = IVQ1Qt-1fl 12(poe) < CLllQi—1flL2(uec)
< C10e V]I 2 )
= ClCQeAQe_)\QtHfHLQ(;LOO)’ Moo(f) =0, t>1.

Note that ;1 = 1, since
%Qtl =Qt (L, +A)1=
Hence, there is C' > 0 such that
C
VEAT
Combining this with (2.15) and (4.33), we find that for any f € ¥4, 4,

IVQtfll2(uee) = IVQ:(f = boo (FD £2(p1ee) <

e | f — Moo ()22 (use)s T > 0.

t
1@ Flo < IR Pl + | IPSAQuS s
t
< Cwe ™l + Cov [ €7 AQu s

t
< Cwe Y| fllpo,oo + CWHFHLWOO)/ e M) VQ, fll 2oy ds

e—Ap(t—s)=Ags
< Cwe | £llpo .60 +CWHFHL2(MOO)C/ e I1f = oo (F)ll 22 (uoe)ds
< Cwe | £llpo.so + CwlIF Il 2y Ce™ AP 2001 ()] f = proe ()] 22 (e -

Note that for f € ¥, 4,, we have

(@)~ Fw)] < dollz — yD)((L+ 2P + (L + [y)™)
< O[]+ lyD((L+ [P + (1 + ™) (5.3)

< Gy (L [)PF 4 (1 + [y r).

Thus

1f = proo(D 172y = /R , (f(x) - /[R ) f(y)ﬂoo(dy)>2ﬂoo(dw)
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2
- [ ([0 = s ntan) st -

2
<o [ ([, @t s @ ) ) ) o)1
< Cpt (11 D7) 11, 0

Hence, there is C' > 0 such that

1QiFllposo < Cor (€771 + Cipr (=MD | £l 6,
< Cw (14 Cor(0) € O Fllp 0, f € G

Therefore, there are C > 1 and 0 < A < Ap A Ag such that (5.2) holds.

Next, we use Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 to estimate ||1ts — fioo||pg,éo-

Lemma 5.3. Suppose assumptions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then there are A > 0 and C' > 1 such
that

—At

t ef)\(tfs) )
+ [ ———lus — ds), t>0. (5.5) |DuHam-2
0 \/m”lu's MooHpo#ﬁo ( ) _

Proof. We first estimate the second term of (5.1). Combining Lemma 3.3 (setting a; = 0 and

p1 = po there) with (5.4), (4.27) and (4.28), we find that there is C' > 0 whose value may vary
at each line such that

VQuf (@) < CeC* 1+ [al)™ (726 (VE) + 1) 1/ llpo.0n
< Ce (1 + 1) 1 o,

V2Quf ()] < Ce (1+ JalP* (£76 (1) + 1) 1 lpo.o:

CeCt

Y

Combining these with the semigroup property of Q; and Lemma 5.2, we find that there is C > 1
and A > 0 such that

IVQef ()] < Ce™ (1 + [2[)P° | f o 60,

Hﬂt - Moo”po,dm <C <HMO - MooHpo#ﬁe

(1+ |x|)p0 ||f||p0,¢0’ S Rd’ Ie gpo,qﬁo-

Ce—)\t
V2Qu (@) < S (L4 al)™ [l € R € G o) =0
Denote ¢;—s(x) = VQ;—sf(z). Then, together with (2.14), as proving (2.20), we have that
Cef)\(tfs)
Gt-s(@1) = Ges (2)] < | e — @2 (14 [@1])7® + (1 + |22 )
(t—s)A1
ACEME (A P+ (1+ |l
< 0 ALY (L4 1) + (1 + fazl)™)
< —(|2] — 22| A + | + (14 |z
O 1 2 1 2
Ce ) fas — anl) (L4 ™ + (14 faal)?)
< — r1— T + | + 1+ |z .
< (t—s)/\l(% 1 al) (( 1 2

Combining this with (2.7) and (2.10), and denoting h(x) = bi(x, ps) — b1(z, pioo), we have that

|h(x1) - gi—s(x1) — h(22) - qi—s(72)]
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< |(h(z1) = h(22)) - gt—s(@1)| + [h(22) - (gt—s(21) — Gi—s(2))]
< Cei)\(tis)(bo(’xl - xQ‘)(l + ’xly)po”lu's - Moo”po@o”f”po,tﬁo

Cef)\(tfs)

+ ———=l1ts — ttsollpo,6o o (|71 — @2|) (1 + [z1)** + (L + [22])"*) | ll .60

(t—s)A1
20 e~ At=s) Po Po
< ———lpts — Boollpo,poPo(lz1 — z2]) ((1 + |21 [)”* + (1 + |22])") || fllpo,00-
(t—s)A1
Thus
Cef)\(tfs) )
(s = poo)((B(s p1s) = b(-s pioo)) - VQi—s f(+)) < m\\us = oo lpo,g0 11 lpoos

and as a consequence,

/ (11 — o) (B 1) — Bl 1oo)) - VQi—of ())ds
’ . (5.6)

< 17 1lp0.0 \/7||us poc o604

Next, we estimate the third term in (5.1). It follows from (2.12) that
praios 2@ 7) = Dy 0, ) g 0

/ ”Drus (1-7)poo ( ) DF b( )Hpo,tﬁodr

1Dy

<c /0 s + (1 — P)ioe — tioollpo.godr

C
= EHMS - Mooupo,qﬁ(r
This yields

(15 = poc) (Dfy, i b, ) = Df_b(&,)) - VQi- o f ()]
§C||us ool 00 [V Qs f ()]
< Ce Mg = piooly 6 (1 + 2P0 1 f oo

Hence,

DE . b(x,-) = D b(x,")) - VQi—s f(x)poo(dz)ds

R4

t
< C (oo (L4117 1 e /0 N 1y — 2, 905

6.7

Substituting (5.6) and (5.7) into (5.1), and together with Lemma 5.2, we have that

t o= At—s)

(Mt—ﬂoo)(f)SC(HMO—M@oHpo,m ﬁ\ms uoon,,mods) 1 lpp.éns (5.8) [Dubtan-1

holds for any f € CZ(R?).

Finally, we extend (5.8) to f € %, 4,- Let ¢ € C%(RY) be a nonnegative function such that
Jga ¢(z)dz = 1 and supp( C B(0,1), and let ¢,(z) = n?((nz). For each f € % 4,, m,n € N,
we set

fm:f\/(_m)/\ma fm,n:fm*gn-
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Then fp, n € Cg and

| frnn(T) = frnn(2)] < / | fn(® —y) = fm(z — y)|Ca(y)dy
R
< 1 fllpo,go@o(lz — 2]) /Rd((l +lz —y)P + (1+ |2 — y)P)n¢(ny)dy

< Wlmawo(o =20 [ (1 1o = 2"+ (142 = )7 Gl

lul<1

1\?° 1\ Po
< Ul ((1+1e1+ )"+ (14 21)")

< N llpogo®o (= 20) (14 2P + (14 [2))") (1 + %)m-

Thus

lim < )
ngrfoo iu>p1 Hfm,n”po,% = Hpro@o

Moreover,
|fmn(@) = fm(2)] < / |fm(@ = y) = fin(2)|Cn(y)dy
R4

< [ enlluD((1+ lx = gl + (L4 ey
Rd

< [ o (B (= 2"+ @) coan
@) < [ Ul = 0)lGal)dy

U1+ [ 1l =) = £l )

<O+ [ oo (lo=21) ((1+1e = 21)" +1) Cluda

ul<1
< [£0)] + ¢o (1 + [z]) (2 + |z)** + 1)
< [fO)]+CQA+ |z[)*,

where we have used (2.6) in the last inequality. Combining the both inequalities with (HO),
pe € Py, | fml < |f] and (2.6), the dominated convergence theorem implies that

dim (e + proo) (| fonn = frnl) = 0,
m (st proo) (| = £1) = 0.

o0

Hence, we can choose a sequence from {fy, »}mn>1, denoting by {fm}lea such that f,, €

CZ(R9) and

m@oo ||mepo7¢o < ||f||p0,¢0’

lim (,us - Moo)(.fm) = (,U's - Moo)(f)

m—-+00

Hence, (5.5) follows from (5.8) and the approximation argument.
O

Finally, we prove the convergence of ||ft: — fioollpy,s0- Let 6 = ||t — phoollpo,60, C be the
constant in (5.5), and

r=inf { 20 0 — poclln.go > 2Ce N5}
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Then on [0, 7], there is

L o= Alt—s) L o= A(t—s)

||t — Hoo 5 g5 < 4C?

0 V({t—s)A1 0 \V({t—s)A1

e 2552ds

A
= 4025262)‘t/ ¢ ds
0 VsAl
2¢2 92Xt At eM— e A
S 4C (5 e <2€ \/E]l[tgl] + <? + 2e > 1[1521})
_ 1\t
< 40252 (2 v H(2+1)> e,
which, together with (5.5), yields that
\ L o= A(t—s) )
(|42t — Moo||po,¢o <C| llpo - Moo||po,¢o€ + 0 m“% - Moo||po,¢od5
1 22 — 1)t
<C <1 +40% (2 v %)) Je M,
For .
1 1+ 22 =1\~
3=l ~ ol < g3 (2V 25 ,
there is

1t = poo o 0 < 205677, (5.9)

Due to (2.8) and t — p is continuous in 2y, we have that
T 5 s o < T (e — gl = 0.
Hence, s — ||its — toollpo,4 i continuous. Consequently, if 7 < 400, then
[1er = Boollpo,o = 206e .
This contradict (5.9). Hence, we have that 7 = +o00. Therefore,

0= Hocllpo.d0 < 2C€™ 110 = ool

6 Proofs of examples

Proof of Example 2.2. To obtain stationary distributions of (2.21), we only need to solve the
following equation

exp {—12—2 + B [p(cos z),u(dz)} dz
Jg exp {—%2 + Bz [(cos z)u(dz)} da

p(dz) =

(6.1)

Let

(o= Bu)?
fio(da) = o

Then p is a solution of (6.1) if and only if g = p, for some w satisfying g, (cos(:)) = w.

N

dx.

Since p,, is a Gaussian measure, there is g, (cos(-)) = e 2 cos(wp). Thus for w satisfying

e 2 cos(wf) = w, py, is a solution of (6.1). Due to the first equality in (2.22), we have that
is a stationary distribution of (2.21).
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In this example, b(x, u) = —x + Bu(cos(-)), and it is clear that (H1)-(H4) hold with ¢y =
1ap0 = Oa Kl = K3 = OaKQ('I) = _17 /81 = 0) O(T) =T, HM - V||p0,¢0 = Wl(,u, V) (See (218) for
definition), and

GDpo.po = Lip = {f ( 1fll.zip = W < 1} : (6.2)

For the stationary distribution pie := fim, it is clear that (HO) holds. Taking into account
tm(cos(+)) = m, we have that

d? d d

LuoofEme:d—x];—xd—i—l—ﬁmd—i, fng,

Dfmb(x, z) = B(cos z — pm(cos(+))) = B(cos z —m)
Af(z) = Blcosz — m)um(f), f € Ch.

It follows from the integration by part formula that

Af(a) = Bloos —m) [ (o~ Bm) (@), f € CF.

Thus A can be extended to a compact operator on L?(p,).

Since Lemma 4.4, L,, is an essential selfadjoint operator in L?(u,,), and we also denote by
L, the selfadjoint extension. Moreover, the essential spectrum of L,, is empty. We denote by
P!'™ the diffusion semigroup generated by L,,. Then P/ is symmetric w.r.t. p,, and

Wi((PF™) 0, (PF™)70y) < e 'lz —yl, @,y €R. (6.3)
Then, following from the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality or Remark 2.3, there is
1P fllzip < e N fllips =0, f € ZLip.

Next, we show the semigroup Q; generated by L,, + A satisfies (2.16). Let A € C with
Re) > 0 and A # 0. Then A ¢ X(L,,) (the spectrum of L,,). We first prove that A ¢ X(L,, + A).
For any g € L?(pum), consider the following equation

(Lm+A=Nf=g. (6.4)

Denote e1(z) = — fm and ex(x) = cosx —m. Then e; is the eigenfunction of L, associated
with the eigenvalue —1. Moreover,

Mm(eleoo) = /RxCOS xlu'(dm) - /BmQ

(Bm cos(Bm) — sin(Bm)) — Bm?

= Bm? — e 2 sin(8m) — fm?

N

:ei

=2 sin(pm),

where we have used cos(8m) = m/e, recalling (2.22), in the last second equality. Due to (2.22),
1+XA+e 28 sin(Bm) # 0.

Let

o = —(1+ XA+ e 2Bsin(Bm)) " pm(er9),
f = (Lm - >‘)_1 (g - /860600) .

Then f € Z(Ly,) C W,};S, and

Mm(f,) = pm(erf) = pmler(Lm — )‘)_19) — Beopm(e1(Lm — )‘)_1600)

lip



CONVERGENCE NEAR THE EQUILIBRIUM FOR DDSDES 35

_ -1 Beo
=—(1+ A" pm(erg) + T m

= —(1+N) " mlerg) - mfiﬂ%
1+ A+ 67%5 sin(fm) e 23 sin(sm)
- 1+ CT T

= (.- (65)

(e1€c0)

€o

Thus -
(L = N f = g = Becoptm(f') = g — Af
which implies that f is a solution of (6.4). Hence, A ¢ ¥(Ly, + A).

Next, we prove that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L,, + A (i.e. the algebraic multiplicity equals to
1). If there is a f € Z(L,;,) such that f # 0, un(f) =0 and

(L + A)f =0. (6.6)
Since 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L,, and 1 is the associated eigenfunction, L,, is invertible on

H o= {f € L*(ttm) | pm(f) = 0},
and we denote by L.! the inverse on Hy. Then L, le, makes sense due to pm(es) = 0. It
follows from (6.6) that
f = =8 (un(f) L' eocs (6.7)
which yields that

d
Mm(f/) = —Bm (aLmleoo> ,um(fl) = _ﬁﬂm(elL;LIBOO)Nm(f/)

= Brm(€1600) (') = —€~ 2 Bsin(Bm) i (')

Due to (2.22), wum(f’) = 0. This, together with (6.7), implies f = 0. This is a contradiction.
Hence, the geometric multiplicity of the eigenvalue 0 is 1. If 0 is not a simple eigenvalue, then
the following equation has a solution

Ly, +A)f=1, f€D(L,.).

This is a contradiction, since fim((Ly,, +A)f) = 0.
Finally, since A is compact on L?(u,,) and the essential spectrum of L,, is empty, the essential
spectral radius Xegs(Ly, + fl) = (0. Taking into account that 0 is simple eigenvalue, there is
ro > 0 such that
(L + A) = (2(Ly,, + A) N {ReX < —rp}) U {0}. (6.8)
Moreover, due to
lim ([P f — pin (F)ll 22 () = 05

t—-+o0

we derive from [15, Proposition V.4.9] that Q; is a quasi-compact semigroup. Since

,U'm(Qtf) :Mm(f)+/0 ,U'm((Lm‘i‘A)st)ds:Oa f€ Q(Lm"i_"i)a

there is pm(Qrf) = pm(f) for any f € P(L,, + A) = 2(L,,). Then H is an invariant space of
Q;. Combining this with (6.8), 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L, + A, and [15, Corollary V.4.7], we
have that there is C' > 0 such that

1Qif I L2y < Ce™ ™ N fllL2(um)s Hm () = 0.

Hence, Theorem 2.1 yields that (2.17) is satisfied for ju,,. Therefore, the exponential convergence
follows from the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality.
O
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Proof of Example 2.3. Consider the following equation
4
exp{-2 (5 - % +§ Jule = y)Pulay))
Jeexp {2 (5 =% +5 Jalr—y)’n(dy)) } do

This equation can be reformulated as follows

pu(dz) =

©9

where m = [, yu(dy). The existence of solutions for (6.9) can be established by solving the
following equation

It is clear that 1(0) = 0. According to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.3.2] or [18, Theorem
4.6], there are my > 0 and m_ < 0 such that ¥)(ms) = 0. Due to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and
Theorem 3.3.2], for o < o, 1'(0) > 0 and 1)(+) is concave on [0, 400). Thus, there is ¢'(m) < 0.
Note that ¥/ (m+) = —1 + p+((- — m+)?), we find that

Dl —m)) <1 D —mo) <, (6.10)

where p4 are solutions of (6.9) associated with my.

In this example, b(z, 1) = —23 +2 — B(z — [ yu(dy)). For simplicity, we consider m., and it
is similar for m_. Since p4 satisfies (6.9) with m = m4, (HO) holds. It is clear that (H1)-(H4)
hold with Ky = (1 — )%, Ka(z) = 322, B1 =1, po = 0, ¢o(r) = 7, |t — V|lpp.6e = Wi (s, v),
Do, = ZLip (see (6.2)) and

Dﬁlb(:ﬂ,y) = By —m4).

Set ftoo = pi4 and L, = L, defined as follows

0.2 2
L d@) = 2 0@ ~ 00 - 0L @) - e —my)

Then L,,, is essential self-adjoint in L?(u, ), and

o
0.2
oL §) = -s (F91) s Fig € A1) (6.11)

We also denote by L, the self-adjoint extension and P'" the associated diffusion semigroup.
For the operator A, there is

Af@) =B —my) [ Vi@ de) = ~8e - my) [ o (—1 o “+)<x>u+<dx>,

which can be extended to be a compact operator on L?(u ) since ( log d‘”) € L(uy).
According to [22, Theorem1.4], there are C' > 0 and Ap > 0 such that

Wl((Pt“m)*(gll?? (Pt“m)*éy) S Ce—)\Pt|x - y|a z,y € R.
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Due to the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality or Remark 2.3, (2.15) holds for P}'*.
Next, we prove that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L,, + A and

S(Lu, +A) C {) € C | ReX < 0} U{0}.

Denote e () = x — m . Let ReA > 0 and \ # 0. For any g € L?(uu, ), consider

(Ly, +A=Nf=g. (6.12)

We prove that (6.12) has a unique solution. Since A & %(L,), (L,, —)~! is a bounded operator
on L?(uy) and f € 2(L,,) C Wﬁf. According to [10, Proposition 3.21], the supper Poincaré
inequality holds for the Dirichlet form associated with L, . Thus, the essential spectrum of L,

is empty. Let {\;};2°F are eigenvalues of —L,, . except 0 and {eZFL T are associated elgenvectors
Note that

253 _
—5 ey (L (L =) fey)] < 222 vl |14 (eie4 )
=11""
26 <=
<3 > lp(eieq)?
i=1
2p
= ;/H(ei)
<1,
where the last inequality holds since (6.10). We can let
_ H+ ( 7 (LM+ - )‘)719)
€+ = 28 1.\’
— Sebt (e Ly, (Lpy — N)7ley)
f=Lu =N g = Ber (L, —N) e
Then, taking into account that (6.11) and e+ =1, there is
/ d d -1
p(f1) = pt a(LM =Nl )+ Berpy d_( —A) ey
20
(1 - —N+(€+Lu+( - )
253 o° d
+—C+M+<2dx+ dm( —A)le )
2p
(1 - —N+(€+Lu+( - )

253
— gt (e Ly (Lyy — N7

=Cy4.

This implies that
f = (Lﬂ+ - )\)—19 - IBC+(L;L+ - )‘)_16+ = (L,u+ - )\)—19 - (L,u+ - A)_lAfa

which yields f is a solution of (6.12).

Next, we prove 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L, + A. Consider (6.12) with g = 0. We prove
that there are no solutions except that f is a constant. Then, we can prove that 0 is a simple
eigenvalue similarly to Example 2.2. For A with ReA > 0 and A # 0. Since py(ey) =0 and 0 is

a simple eigenvalue of L, , there is a unique h € L?(p) such that py(h) = 0 and L, h = e;.
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Set L;je_l’_ = h. Then, for A\ with ReXA >0, (L,, — A)"'e; make sense when A = 0. Thus, for
any solution of (6.12) with g = 0, there is

f==Bur(f) Ly =N es

This, together with (6.11) and %e+ = 1, implies that

p(f') = =By <%(LM+ - /\)_1€+> pe (F)

20 o2 d d _
= o+ (7@@ : @(LM - A) 1€+> 14+ ()
23 )
= 3+ (e+ Ly (Lyy = M) ley) pi(f7) (6.13)
28N~ A Y

If py(f") # 0, then

/ 2 / RIS )‘Z
)] < 2|25 e
i=11""

IN

28, N 2
§|M+(f)|2|ﬂ+(€i€+)|
=1

_ (ff_/jwei)) e (7))

< lp+ (F),

where we have used (6.10) in the last inequality again. This is a contradiction. Hence, py (f') =
0, which yields that f = 0.

Finally, we prove that (2.16) is satisfied. Since A is compact on L?(uy) and the essential
spectrum of L, is empty, Xess(Ly, + A) = 0. Taking into account that 0 is simple eigenvalue,
then there is rg > 0 such that

S(Ly, +A) = (B(Ly, + A) N {ReX < —ro}) U{0}. (6.14)
Since

Lim [P f =y (F)l 2guy) = 0,

t—-+o00

we derive from [15, Corollary V.4.7], (6.14) and py(Q¢f) = p+(f) that there is C' > 0 such that

1Qif I r2uyy < Ce ™ fll L2y 14 (f) =0.

Therefore, Theorem 2.1 and the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality imply that the assertion of this
example holds.
O

7 Appendix

Let 71 be a nonnegative and locally integrable function on (0, +00) such that

< 400, t >0,

AR O
F1(®) '_/o NIy

and let 75 is a positive and nondecreasing function on [0, +00).

mu+nnf
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Lemma 7.1. Assume that a nonnegative function i satisfies

(t) < (7.1)

t
Y

)+ rt) | —m 2 >

@+ | T

Let B (-,-) be the beta function,

11

@o(t) =B <2 2) + 2Vt — 1<) + L9 (7.2)
Ty(t) = / (11(5) + 72(s)T1(s)) ds, ¢ > 0.
0
Then
60 < 0n(0) +0T10) + PO e { [ ralsPntorash. @)

Proof. For any r > t, multiplying both side of (7.1) by
have that

and integrating on [0, 7], we

1
Jron

dt
< Ti(r) +72(r / ( VIr=t) A1/t —s) Al)w( e (7.4)
=T1(r) 4 y(r )/0 po(r — s)¥(s)ds

< T4 (r) + 72(r)po(r) /O " g(s)ds

This, together with (7.1), yields that

910 < (0 +200) (T2(0) + 2000) [ 0(5)s)
y 5
— (1) + 72(OT1 (1)) + 7600 1) /0 (s)ds

This implies that

/Orw(t)dtg /O (12() + 2 (BT (1)) dt + / ( (6200t /’*w(s)ds> y
< To(r) + y2(r)po(r) / </¢ ds)dt > 0.

Then the Gronwall inequality implies

/Ot¢(5)d5 < T'y(t)exp {/Ot 72(5)2900(5)@} _

Combining this with (7.4) and (7.5), we obtain

[ A < traess { [ e},

and (7.3).
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. (1) It follows from (3.2) that

1
(Z(y) - Z(x),y — ) = /0 (Vy—aZ(z +8(y — 7)),y — 2)d8

< (- | 1 Kala +0(y — 2))40) |y ~ of

1 ly—=| —
=Ky — / K2<x—i—9y x)d@ ly — x|
ly — x| Jo ly — x|

< (K1 — K3(ly — =) ly — =/

(7.6)

This, together with that o is Lipschitz, implies by [20, Theorem 3.1.1] that (3.1) has a unique
strong solution. Proofs of rest inequalities are routine, we omit them or one can consult proofs
for estimates of Y below.

(2) It follows from [20, Theorem 3.1.1] and (3.2) that the equation
dny = Vi, Z(Yy)dt 4+ V,,0(Y:)dBy, 10 = v € R% ¢ > 0. (7.7)

has a unique non-explosive strong solution. Moreover, the B-D-G inequality, the It6 formula
and (3.2) imply that for all p > 1, there is C}, > 0 depending on K; and ||Vo||« such that

t
E ( sup |77s|2p+/ K2(Ys)|773|2pd7“> < Cpe!fol . (7.8)
s€[0,t] 0

The proof of that Y; is derivable w.r.t. the initial value along v € R%, and V,Y; satisfies (7.7) is
similar to the following discussion on Malliavin differentiable of Y;, and we omit it. Moreover,
the inequality (7.8) implies (3.15).

Let Y€ be the solution of the following equation:

t t t
Ye— Yo+ / Z(v)ds + / o(YE)AB, + € / o (V). ds. (7.9)
0 0 0
We first prove the well-posedness of (7.9) and estimate Y. Since Vo is bounded, there is
o (2)hs — o (W] < IVollslw(®)] - [VoYi] - 2 =yl

Then, taking into account that o is Lipschitz and (7.6), [20, Theorem 3.1.1] implies that (7.9)
has a unique strong solution.
Next, we estimate Y. By (3.6), there are positive constants rg, C, Cy such that

(1 + r)(1+a1)a2 < ClKS(r)T2]l[r2ro} + (1 + 7n)(lJroq)Cm]1[7"<r0]
< CLE3 () + (CLES () + (14 r)0Fenas ) 1 (7.10)
< ClK;(T)TQ + Cs.

For € € [0,1] and € € (0, 1], by using the It6 formula, (3.3), (7.6) and (7.10), the Holder inequality

Inequ-et-su
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and the Jensen inequality imply that
Y ? = 205, o (Y)dBy) = 2(Z(Yy), Yi)dt + 2e{o(Y)hy, Y, )dt + [lo (V)| Fgdt
= 2(Z(Yy) — Z(0),Yy)dt 4+ 2(Z(0), Y )dt
+ 2o (V)] - Y] - hpldt + KZ(1+ [Y])**de
< 2Ky — K3 (|YED)YE Pt +2|Z(0)] - [v|de
+ 2K, (14 [V Y] - [w(t)V,Y|dt + KZ(1+ Vi) d
< 2(K1 = K3 (Y)Y Pdt + (€7Z(0))* + ¢ vif?) dt
+ Ko (L4 V) 2u(t) VoYt + Ky) dt
< (2K + & — 2K ([Y) Y [Pt + &1 Z(0)
+ Kyop "E(1 4 Y] ITeezqy
+ 202 2D o1u()v, vy + k)7 at
Qo€ o2~1
< (2K + & = 2K5([Yf)) [V [Pat + €71 Z(0)dt
+ Kqaq ECLEG (Y)Y + Co)dt
1
# 2R = (v, vyt + 7 ) de
Qo€ 21

< (C1(8) — Ca® K3 (1Y) i Pt
+ Cy(&)w(t)V, Vi 7 Tdt + Cy(e)dt,

where we have used (7.10) in the last second inequality, and

ag+1

- - - _ - - 2021 -1
Cl(e) = 2K + €, CQ(E) =2— Co'az 10167 03(6) = (?2 ),
a2€a271
1 2a9—1
~ ~—1 2 —1= 202 T K, (a2 — 1)
Cy(€) =€ 1Z(0)|]* + KsCo0; €+ - .
Q€21

Then for any p > 1, there are C p, C3 5, C3 ) such that
dYS[? < p(C1(8) — Co( K3 ([YF]) [Y¥Pdt + pCs (&)Y *r~Ddt

+pCy (&)Y PPV lw(t)V, Y, |7 Tdt
+2p| Y PPV, o (V) By) + 2p(p — 1)V 2P~ |0 (V) Yt

< p(C1(6) — Ca(O) K3 (YD) |Vt + e~ =Dy (e)Pdt + e(p — 1)V dt
+&(p — D)|YE[2dL + & DOy (@) (t)V, Vi 72T dt
+ 2p|Y P2, o (V) By) + 2p(p — DY PP D (1 + [V dt

< (pC1(8) + 26(p — 1) — pCo(O) K3 (|Y¥])) [Vt + & P~V Cy(e)rdt
+ & PN O @ w(t)V, Vil w21 e+ 2]V PP, o (Y1) dBy)

- _ ag —1
+2p(p—1)K§‘Y;E’2(p_l) <60¢21(1—|—’Y;€‘)(1+0‘1)a2+ 2 : )dt (7.11)

a2€a271
< (pC1(8) + 26(p — 1) — pCo( K3 (Y, ]) [V [P dt + & P~ Cy(é)Pdt

+ 00Oy ()P )V, Y| 72T dE + 2| V[P HYE, o (V) dBy)
€Cl " € € gCQ oy —1
K3(VDIYEP +—+ T )dt

Qa2 Qa2 a2€a271

+2p(p — DEZ|Y PP <
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< (pC1(&) +2&(p — 1) — pCa(O K3 (Y, ) Yy PPdt + & P~V Cy(e)Pdt

+ 00Oy P () VY| 72T dE + 2| V[P HYE, o (YA By)

2p(p — 1)K2C
4 2 DRGC e vy o

g
P
2 K2 2 1)K2 5 —1
4 ( ) UE‘Y6’2p ( )1 02+ dt
a2 Qp€P g1

_ogp_
= (C5(8) — Co(&) K5 (1Y) Vi [Pdt + C7(&) [w(t) VY| 2T dt
+ Cg(&)dt + 2p| Y|P3V, o(Y)dBy),

where

. o 2(p — 1)2K2¢
Ca(@) = pCu(e) + 26(p — 1) + 2LEE
g2p(p - 1)K20C,

a9 ’

Cs(€) = pC2(€) —
C7(e) = e P~y (e)p

— 1) K2 -1\
Cx(&) = e Dy + 22— DEs (gcg + 22 1) :

a26p71 caz—1

Applying the B-D-G inequality and the Holder inequality, we get that

1
t 2
sup /|Y€|2p 2 ,o(Y9)dB,) ‘3»70 <CE </ |Yf|4p2(1+|yr€|)2dr> ﬁ()]
s€[0,t]
: :
2
< CE (/ (|Y:|4p+1)dr> Zy c<\/E+E sup |Y,E|P (/ |Y€|2pdr> %D
0 r€[0,t]
t
<C <\/E+E [/ [Y;€|2Pdr 3%]) + iIE sup |Yf|2p‘3'70
0 2p rel0,t]

Combining this with (7.11) and (7.8), the Gronwall inequality and the stopping time argument
imply that there exists C}, > 0 such that for any ¢t > 0

t
sup E | sup [V + / K3(Ye)[Ye2rds| 7
e€[0,1] s€[0,t] 0

(2

¢ o
<G, (x/i(\/% + 1) + |Yo|? +/ E [[w(s)VvY;\a;—pl
0

90] ds> eCrt,
By taking w(-) = 0, we obtain (3.9).
If (3.10) holds, then we can choose small enough € and large enough 7o in (7.11) such that
there is C' > 0 such that
(C5(8) = Co (&) K5 (IY]) [Y*
< —01|Y6|2p]l[|ye|>m} (C5(8) = Co (@) K5 (1Y) 1Y PP v <
~CLlYf P + bup((Cl +C5(€) — Co(e) K3 (r)) 1P).

r<ro

Putting this into (7.11), we find that

AYEP < —CL|YE|Pdt + Co ()| w(t) Vo Y| w1 dt
T Cy(@)dt + 2p| Ve P2V, o (V) dBy)
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where
Cs(€) = Cs(é) + 2172((01 + C5(8) — Ce() K5 (r)) r?P).
Then
sup E Uoty;;e\?pds(%] <c, (ﬁ(ﬁ+ )+ \YOPM/;E [yw(s)vvm% %] ds>.
(7.13)

If (3.12) holds, then a similar argument yields that

t t «
swp & [ vpeas|zl < o, (Vi + w4 B [u v,
e€[0,1] 0 0

%] ds) .

(7.14)
Taking w = 0, we obtain similar estimates (7.12), (3.11) and (3.13) for Y;.
Next, we estimate Y,© — Y;. For h;, because of (3.15) and that w is a bounded process, for
any s > 0 and p > 0, we have that

Esup [P < sup  |w(t,w)E sup [V, Vi

t€(0,s] te[O,?u:eQ te(0,s] (7'15)
< Cpe?'( sup w(t, w)])[ol?
t€(0,s],weN
for some C}, > 0.
Due to (7.6), (A2) and the It6 formula, there is
dlYy = Yi? = 2(2(Yy) = Z(Y), Yy = Yo)dt + |o (YY) — o (V)| gdlt
2V — Vi (oY) — 0(Ye))ABy) + 2e(o (YL, Vi — Vi)t 1

<2(K1 = K5 ()Y = Ya)) [V = YalPdt + (Vo5 + DYy — Yi[*dt
+2(Y = Y, (0(Yf) = 0(Y2))dBy) + €[ (V) hy|*dt.
Moreover, for any p > 1,
dlYf = Y[ < p (2K1 + 1+ (2p — 1)||Vo |3, — 2K;5 (Y = Vi) [V — Y| dt
+pe Yy = Yo P72 o (Vi) byl Pdt
+ 2|V = ViPTYE — Yy, (oY) — o(Ye))dBy)
2p— 1

<p <2K1 + + (2p — D)||Vo % — 2K35 (Y — Yt|)> Y- Vi

+ePlo (V) hy[Pdt + 2p|Y, = Vi T2 (Y — Vi, (o(YS) — 0(Y))dBy).

Combining this with the B-D-G inequality, the Gronwall inequality and the Holder inequality,
there is Cp, > 0 such that

t
B sup (V7= VP + B [ K3V - YIS - YoPrds
s€[0,t] 0

t
< erCpeC"tIE/ lo(YE)h,|?Pds.
0

This, together with (7.12), (7.15) and (7.8), yields that

€ 2p

s -8
€

sup E sup < +o0, t>0. (7.17)

e€(0,1],]v|<1  s€[0,t]

The conditions (A1) and (A2), together with [20, Theorem 3.1.1], yield that the following
equation has a unique strong solution

dD,Y; = thytZ(Y;g)dt + VDhth(Y;)dBt + U(Y})hgdt, DYy =0.

Y-be2-unif
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By using the It6 formula and the B-D-G inequality directly, it can be proved that Dy Y; satisfies
(3.16). Let

Y Y, Y -Y,
=" -DY,, Ui=-"—"
€ €

Ve
Then
dvy :/01 (Vue Z(Yi + 0(Ys = Yy)) — Ve Z(Ye)) dode
+ Ve Z(Y,)dt + Vyeo(V)dB,
+ /01 (Vugo (Y +0(Ys = Y1) — Vpo(Yr)) d0d B,
+ (o(Yy) — o(Yy)) hydt.

By the It6 formula, (A1) and (A2), and the Holder inequality, for any p > 1, there is a positive
constant C' which depends on p, K1, ||Vo ||« such that

d[VE? <2p (C = Ka(YY)) [VEPPdt + |o(YS) — o (Yy) [ by *Pdt

1
- / (Vo (Y: + 0eUy) — Vo (Y3)|*PdO|Uf|*Pdt
0
1
+/ \VZ(Y; + 0Uf) — VZ(Yy;)[*Pd6|US|*Pdt
0

1

+ 21?“46\212—2(‘/,56,/ (Vuso(Ys + €0U;) — Vyeo(Yy)) d0dBy)
0

+ 2p| VI[PV, Veo (V) dBy).

It follows from the B-D-G inequality and the Gronwall inequality that there is a positive constant
C which depends on p, K1, ||Vo||s such that for any ¢ > 0

t
B sup Vi +E [ KaV)|Virds
s€[0,t] 0

t 1
< Cett (E / / Vo (Ys + 0eUS) — Vo (Ys)[*dO|UE P ds
0 JO
t 1
+IE/ / \VZ(Ys + e0US) — VZ(Ys)|*PdO|UE|*Pds
0 JO

t
+| Vol 2E | |U;|2p|h;|2pds>
0
=0+ 1+ I

Since eAUS — 0 in probability, which is implied by (7.17), and Vo (+) is continuous, the dominated
convergence theorem yields that lim,_,o+ I; = 0.
Since VZ has polynomial growth, there exist ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 such that

IVZ(y)| < C(1+ |y|)?.
Then
IVZ(Ys + e0US) — VZ(Ys)|P|US[?P < 20(|Ys| + US> U,

which is integrable on Q x [0, ] x [0,1] under dP ® ds ® df. This, together with that edUS — 0
in probability, implies by using the dominated convergence theorem that lim,_,q+ Io = 0.

By using (7.15) and (7.17), it is clear that lim,_,o+ I3 = 0.

Hence

lim E sup |[VE|* =0.
e=0"  se(0,4]
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Therefore, Y; is Malliavin differentiable along h.
(3) Similarly, following from (A1), (A2) except (3.4), (7.8) and (7.12), we can prove that
V.Y is differentiable w.r.t. y, i.e. Y; is twice differentiable w.r.t. the initial value. Moreover,

V.V, Y; satisfies

dV,V.,Y: =Vv.,v;Vv,v.Z(Yy)dt + Vv,v, Vv, v,0(Y)dB;
+ Vv, v, Z(Y)dt + Vy,v,v,0(Y;)dB;, V,V,Yy =0,

and the It6 formula, (A1) and (3.17) imply

AV Vo Yi? = 2(VuVo Yy, (Vo1 Vv vio (Vi) + Vv, v,v0(Y:)) dBr)
=2(Vy,v: Vv, Z (Y1), Vo Vo Y)dt + 2(V, Vo Yy, Vy, v, v, Z (Y2))dt

+IVy.v: Ve, vio(Y2) + Vv, v,vio (V)| Frgdt (7.18)
<2AV2Z(VY)| - VW VY| - [VuYi| - [V Yildt + 2(K) — Ka(Y7))| V.V, Yi[?dt
+2 (V20| L VL Yi P Vo Ya 2 + Vo2 Vu VY2 ?) dt.

Then for any p > 1, there are positive constants C1, - -- ,C5 such that

AV, VY < plVu VY P (O VLV Y P + Co(IVPZ(Y)P + 1D)IVLYY P - (VYY) dt
+2p|V, VY PPV, VLYY, <VVUY;VVUY;U(Y¢Z/) + Vy,v,vpoY, )) dB)
+ G|V VY P00 (VY PV Y + [V, VYY) d
< CulVu VoY Pdt+ Cs (1+ [V2Z())) 7 [V [V, Y PPt
+ 2|V, VoYY POV VY, (Vo Vo (V) + V0,00 (V) dB).

Then, the B-D-G inequality, the Gronwall inequality and the Holder inequality imply that there
is C' > 0 such that

S
E sup |V, V, Y% < CeCSE/ (1+ |VQZ(Yty)|)2p|Vulgy|2p|vv}@y|2pdt
t€(0,s] 0

1 . 1 . 1
< el <E/ (1+ \VQZ(}/;y)\)4pdt>2 (E/ yvunyﬁpdt>4 (E/ ]Vthy]Spdt>4
0 0 0

Combining this with (3.17) and (3.11), we find that there is a positive constant C' which depends
on p, Kla /81, To, K3, HVO-HOCM ||V20-||oo such that

E sup |V, Vo, YY[*P < Cpes(1 + y))#5 1 |u|?|vf*P, s > 0. (7.19) [nn2Y-bel-uv
te(0,s]

This yields (3.18).
If (3.19) holds, then there are constants Ko > 0, 79 > 1 such that

Ky(z) > I_(g\x]ﬁ2, |z| > 7.
This implies that

Ks(x) > |2 + (Ka(2) — Ka|2|™) L4 <o)

P2 — sup (Ka(z) — Kalz|?2) = Kalz|? — O (7.20)

|z|<ro

K|
K|z
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By (3.17), the Holder inequality and the C-r inequality,
2AV2Z(Y))| - [VuVo Vil - [V Vi - VY]
<2K3(1 + [Vi)A VL VY - VLY - [V, Y]
B B
=2 (K (1 + i)~ % 193] - VoYl (1 i) V. vyl

2(62_1)+K§ 281—PB2 2 2 KQ(l + |Y;5|)ﬁ2 2 (7'21)
< T(l +¥4]) VoY IV + — g [Vu VoYl
9(B2—1)" 2

e R ATV ATEY Y (PR T A AT
2

Putting this and (7.20) into (7.18), we arrive at that
dVu VoY = 2(VuVo Yy, (Vo1 Vv, v (V) + Vv,v,v0(Y:) dBr)
< (2(K1 + C1 +|[Vol%) — Ka|Yi|™)| VLV, Y[ dt
2(52—1)+K§

+ L+ YD TRV P VLY P (7.22)
2
+2||V20 |2 | VLY PV, V) 2dt
< (Cy — Ks|Yi|)|Vu VoY 2dt + (Cs(1 + [Y3]) 2252 + ) VLY |V, Y 2 dt,
where
2(B-1)T f¢2

Cy =2(K1 +C1 +||Vo|k), C3= _

z Cy = 2||V30 %

Then, for any p > 1, we find that
AV, VoY ?P < dM; + p(Cs — Ka|Y;|72)| V., V, Y, |Pdt
+ (Ca(1+ Y72 4 Ca) [V Y PV YV, 0, PVt
+2p(p — 1)|Vu Vo Yy 2PV |V v, Vo, vi0(Y2) + Ve,v,v,0(Ye) 2dt,
where
dM; = 2p|V, VY PPV, VY, (Ve Ve,vio (Vi) + V,v,v,0(Y:) dBy).
Note that for any € € (0, 1), the Holder inequality implies
(1+ Vi) 2|V, Y PV, Y PV V, Vi PP Y

—1
<&l

1+ V)|V VY

+ (1+ |Y2|)(251752)p752(p71)|vun|2p|vvn|2p

per—t
_ (p—1)202-D7¢

(1 + |V72) |V V, Y|P

1
per—t

_ (p—1)202-7¢

+ o (L 2O 0, 2P|, v

(1 + |¥72)| V.V, Y|P

1
+ogm (L4 DRV Y,

where we have used (1 4 |Y;|)2(#1=F2)P < 1 since f; < B in the last inequality. Choosing small
enough €, there are positive constants Cs, Cg, C7 such that

AV VY3 < p(C5 — C6|Y3]72)|V, V. Y|Pt
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+ Cr(1+ (Vi) VLY P [V Y 2P+ d M.

Then, the B-D-G inequality, the Gronwall inequality and the Holder inequality imply that there
are Cg, Cg > 0 such that

E | sup |vuvvyt|2p+/ V3|72V, V, Y;|?Pdt
t€(0,s] 0

_ S
< CyelsE / (1 + [Yi)2|V,Y, 2|V, 7dt
0

1
2

1
- S 3 S
< el (E / (1+|n|)52lvm|4pdt) <E / (1+|n|>52lvml4pdt)
0 0

< Coe 0% |uf?P| ).

where we have use (3.15) and (7.20) in the last inequality.
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