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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,LXt)dt+ σ(Xt)dBt. (1.1) main-equ

where the coefficients b : Rd×P → R
d and σ : Rd → R

d⊗R
d are measurable, P is the space of

probability measures on R
d, and Bt is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration

probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P), LXt is the law of Xt in the probability space (Ω,F ,P).
We briefly explain the idea of linearizing the nonlinear Markov semigroup associated with Xt

for readers’ convenience. For a solution to (1.1) with X0
d
= µ0, we denote µt = LXt and denote

by Xµ
t the solution of the following equation

dXµ
t = b(Xµ

t , µt)dt+ σ(Xµ
t )dBt. (1.2) freezing

Let Pµ
t be the Markov semigroup associated with Xµ

t , and Lµt be the infinitesimal generator:

Lµtf(x) =
1

2
Tr(σσ∗∇2f)(x) + b(x, µt) · ∇f(x), f ∈ C2,

where C2 is the set of twice continuously differentiable functions on R
d. Then µt is a solution

of the following nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation on P:

∂tµt = L∗
µt
µt.

If there is a stationary distribution for (1.1), saying µ∞, then we have a SDE:

dXµ∞
t = b(Xµ∞

t , µ∞)dt+ σ(Xµ∞
t )dBt. (1.3) equ-mu-inf

Let Pµ∞
t be the Markov semigroup associated withXµ∞

t , and Lµ∞ be the infinitesimal generator:

Lµ∞f(x) =
1

2
Tr(σσ∗∇2f)(x) + b(x, µ∞) · ∇f(x), f ∈ C2.

Then µ∞ satisfies the stationary Fokker-Planck equation Lµ∞µ∞ = 0. By using equations of µt
and µ∞, we have that

∂t(µt − µ∞) = L∗
µt
µt − L∗

µ∞
µ∞

= (Lµt − Lµ∞)∗(µt − µ∞) + (Lµt − Lµ∞)∗µ∞ + L∗
µ∞

(µt − µ∞).

For simplicity, we set b(x, µ) = µ(B(x, ·)) for some function B(·, ·) on R
d × R

d. Then, formally,

∂t (µt(f)− µ∞(f)) = (µt − µ∞)(Lµ∞f) + µ∞ ((Lµt − Lµ∞)f) + (µt − µ∞) ((Lµt − Lµ∞)f)

=

∫

Rd

Lµ∞f(z)(µt − µ∞)(dz) +

∫

Rd

µ∞ (B(·, z) · ∇f) (µt − µ∞)(dz)

+ (µt − µ∞) ((b(·, µt)− b(·, µ∞)) · ∇f)

=

∫

Rd

(Lµ∞f(z) + µ∞ (B(·, z) · ∇f)) (µt − µ∞)(dz)

+ (µt − µ∞) ((b(·, µt)− b(·, µ∞)) · ∇f) .

The last term of the right hand side of this equality is a “second order infinitesimal of µt−µ∞”.
Let

Āf(z) =

∫

Rd

(B(x, z) · ∇f(x))µ∞(dx).

Then one can see that the linearization of ∂tµt = L∗
µt
µt at µ∞ is given by the linear operator

Lµ∞ + Ā. Note that B(x, ·) is an external derivative or linear functional derivative of b(x, ·)
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indeed. When b(x, µ) does not depends linearly on µ, we can use the linear functional derivative
to linearize b(x, ·). For derivatives of functionals on P, one can consult [8, 26] for detailed
discussions. We study the semigroup generated by Lµ∞ + Ā 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 Lµ∞ + Ā. 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.
• We denote by Lp (resp. Lp(µ)) the space of functions for which the p-th power of the absolute
value is Lebesgue integrable (resp. integrable w.r.t. the measure µ); C0 (resp. C∞

0 ) the space of
all the continuous (resp. smooth) functions with compact support on R

d; Ck the k continuously
differentiable functions on R

d; Ck
b the bounded continuously differentiable functions up to k-th

order on R
d. For R

d1-valued functions, similar notations (Ck(Rd,Rd1), Ck
b (R

d,Rd1), etc) are
used; for R

d1 ⊗ R
d2-valued functions, similar notations (Ck(Rd,Rd1 ⊗ R

d2), Ck
b (R

d,Rd1 ⊗ R
d2),

etc) are used.
• Let

W 1,2
µ∞

= {f ∈W
1,2
loc | f,∇f ∈ L2(µ∞)}, ‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

= ‖f‖L2(µ∞) + ‖∇f‖L2(µ∞).

• To emphasise the initial distribution, we use Xµ∞
t (ν) and X

µ
t (ν), i.e. X

µ∞
0 (ν) = ν and

X
µ
0 (ν)

d
= ν, respectively. When ν = δx with x ∈ R

d, we use Xµ∞
t (x) and Xµ

t (x).

2 Main Result

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

(H0) (1.1) has a stationary distribution µ∞ such that for any p > 0, µ∞((1 + | · |)p) < +∞.

For the existence of stationary distributions for DDSDEs, one can consult [39]. For any p > 0,

Pp := {µ ∈ P | ‖µ‖p := µ((1 + | · |)p) < +∞},
and define the weight total variance distance:

‖µ − ν‖p = sup
|f |≤(1+|·|)p

|µ(f)− ν(f)| , µ, ν ∈ Pp.

Let

G =

{

φ : [0,+∞) 7→ [0,+∞) increasing, φ(0+) = 0, φ2(
√
·) is concave,

∫ 1

0

φ(s)

s
ds < +∞

}

,

and for φ ∈ G and p ≥ 0, let

Gp,φ =

{

g ∈ B(Rd)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖g‖p,φ := sup
x 6=y

|g(x) − g(y)|
φ(|x− y|)((1 + |x|)p + (1 + |y|)p) ≤ 1

}

,

Pp,φ = {µ ∈ P | µ ((1 + φ(| · |))(1 + | · |)p) < +∞} .
Define

‖µ− ν‖p,φ = sup
g∈Gp,φ

∫

Rd

g(x)(µ − ν)(dx), µ, ν ∈ Pp,φ.

We assume that coefficients b, σ satisfy
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(H1) There is q0 > 0 such that for any µ ∈ Pq0 , the drift b(·, µ) ∈ C2(Rd,Rd), and there exist
a nonnegative constant K1, a nonnegative function K2 ∈ C0, nonnegative constants K3

and β1 such that for all x, v ∈ R
d

〈∇b(·, µ)(x)v, v〉 ≤ (K1 −K2(x))|v|2, (2.1) Inequ-nnb1

|∇2b(·, µ)(x)| ≤ K3(1 + |x|)β1 , (2.2) Inequ-nnb2

lim
|x|→+∞

K2(x)

|x|β1
> 0. (2.3) liminf-K2b

(H2) The diffusion term σ ∈ C2
b (R

d,Rd ⊗ R
d), and there is a positive constant σ0 such that

σ(x)σ∗(x) ≥ σ20 , x ∈ R
d. (2.4) nondege0

(H3) There is K4 > 0 such that

(1 + |x|2)
q0
2
−1〈b(x, µ), x〉 ≤ K4

(

(1 + |x|2)
q0
2 + ‖µ‖q0

)

. (2.5) nnb1-Lypu

There exist φ0 ∈ G and constants p0 ≥ 0, C > 0 such that for any x ∈ R
d, µ, ν ∈ Pp0,φ0

(1 + φ0(|x|))(1 + |x|)p0 ≤ C(1 + |x|)q0 , (2.6) ph-p-q0

|b(x, µ)− b(x, ν)| ≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 . (2.7) b1-mu-nu

Since (2.6), we find that for any f ∈ Gp0,φ0 there is

|f(x)− f(0)| ≤ φ0(|x|)((1 + |x|)p0 + 1) ≤ 2C(1 + |x|)q0

which implies that

‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 = sup
f∈Gp0,φ0

|µ(f)− ν(f)| = sup
f−f(0)∈Gp0,φ0

|µ(f − f(0))− ν(f − f(0))|

≤ 2C sup
g∈(1+|·|)q0

|µ(g)− ν(g)| = 2C‖µ− ν‖q0 . (2.8) norm-p0q0

Combining this with (H1), (H2) and (H3), we have from [25] that, for any X0 with LX0 ∈ Pq0

and T > 0, (1.1) has a unique solution Xt with LX· ∈ C([0, T ],Pq0). (H0)-(H3) imply the
wellposedness of (1.3). To linearize (1.1), we introduce the linear functional derivative of a
function on Pp,φ.

Definition 2.1. A function u : Pp,φ 7→ R is called linear functional differentiable on Pp,φ if
there is a measurable function

R
d × Pp,φ ∋ (x, µ) 7→ DF

µ u(x)

such that

sup
x∈Rd

sup‖µ‖p,φ≤L |DF
µ u(x)|

(1 + φ(|x|))(1 + |x|)p < +∞, L ≥ 0, (2.9) DFuu

and

u(µ)− u(ν) =

∫ 1

0
dr

∫

Rd

DF
rµ+(1−r)νu(x)(µ − ν)(dx), µ, ν ∈ Pp,φ.

re-DF Remark 2.1. The linear functional derivative is unique up to a constant. Thus, for a linear
functional differentiable function on Pp,φ, we always choose the linear functional derivative
DF

µ u(·) such that µ(DF
µ u) = 0.

We also assume that b satisfies following conditions.
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(H4) There is C > 0 such that for any x1, x2 ∈ R
d and µ, ν ∈ Gp0,φ0 ,

|b(x1, µ)− b(x1, ν)− (b(x2, µ)− b(x2, ν))| ≤ Cφ0(|x1 − x2|)‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 . (2.10) hhh0

For any x ∈ R
d, b(x, ·) is linear functional differentiable on Pp0,φ0 ; there is F ∈ L2(µ∞)

such that

sup
z∈Rd

|DF
µ∞
b(x, z)|

(1 + φ0(|z|))(1 + |z|)p0 + ‖DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)‖p0,φ0 ≤ F (x), x ∈ R

d, (2.11) DF-DF

and there is C > 0 so that

∥

∥DF
µ b(x, ·)−DF

ν b(x, ·)
∥

∥

p0,φ0
≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 , µ, ν ∈ Pp0,φ0 , x ∈ R

d. (2.12) DFb-pph

Due to (H4) and µ∞ ∈ Pp0,φ0 , we let

Āf(z) =

∫

Rd

DF
µ∞
b(x, z) · ∇f(x)µ∞(dx), f ∈ C1

b . (2.13) def-barA

Due to Remark 2.1 and (2.11), the Fubini theorem implies that µ∞(Āf) = 0.
Our main result indicates that the exponential convergence for the semigroup generated by

Lµ∞ + Ā can lead to the exponential convergence of µt to µ∞ in the metric ‖ · ‖p0,φ0 .

thm0 Theorem 2.1. Assume (H0)-(H3) and (2.11). Then Lµ∞ + Ā generates a C0-semigroup,
saying Qt, on L

2(µ∞). Suppose in addition that (H4) holds, there is constants C1 > 0 such that

C1(r ∧ 1) ≤ φ0(r), r ≥ 0, (2.14) Cr<ph

and there are CW ≥ 1 and λP > 0 such that

‖Pµ∞
t f‖p0,φ0 ≤ CW e

−λP t‖f‖p0,φ0 , f ∈ Gp0,φ, (2.15) con-W1

and CQ ≥ 1 and λQ > 0 such that

‖Qtf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ CQe
−λQt‖f‖L2(µ∞), f ∈ L2(µ∞), µ∞(f) = 0. (2.16) Q-exp-dec

Then there exist C ≥ 1 and λ ∈ (0, λP ∧ λQ) such that for any µ0 ∈ Pq0 with

‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0 <
1

4C2

(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ − 1)+

λ

)−1

,

there is
‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 < 2Ce−λt‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0 , t ≥ 0. (2.17) th-loc-cov

Remark 2.2. This theorem can be used as a criteria for the stability of µ∞. (2.16) can be estab-
lished by analysing the spectrum of the generator Lµ∞ + Ā if Qt has some regularity properties,
see [15, Corollary 2.10 and Proposition 2.11].

rem-WW-pp Remark 2.3. If p0 = 0 and φ0(r) = r, then ‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 = W1(µ, ν), where W1 is the L1-
Wasserstein metric:

W1(µ, ν) = inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|π(dx,dy), µ, ν ∈ P1, (2.18) WW1

and C (µ, ν) consists of all couplings of (µ, ν).
We remark that (2.15) holds if Xµ∞

t satisfies

Wp0,φ0

(

LX
µ∞
t (x),LX

µ∞
t (y)

)

≤ CW e
−λP tφ0(|x−y|) ((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |y|)p0) , x, y ∈ R

d, (2.19) WW-p-ph
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where

Wp0,φ0(µ, ν) = inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

∫

Rd×Rd

φ0(|x− y|) ((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |y|)p0)π(dx,dy).

Indeed, let πx,y be the optimal coupling of
(

LX
µ∞
t (x),LX

µ∞
t (y)

)

. Then for f ∈ Gp0,φ0, we have

that

|Pµ∞
t f(x)− P

µ∞
t f(y)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd×Rd

(f(u)− f(v))πx,y(du,dv)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫

Rd×Rd

φ0(|u− v|) ((1 + |v|)p0 + (1 + |u|)p0)πx,y(du,dv)

= Wp0,φ0

(

LX
µ∞
t (x),LX

µ∞
t (y)

)

≤ CW e
−λP tφ0(|x− y|) ((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |y|)p0) , x, y ∈ R

d,

which implies (2.15).
Since Xµ∞

t satisfies (1.3), which is distribution free. We can used the coupling method to
establish (2.19). For the exponential convergence of Xµ∞

t in the quasi-distance Wp0,φ0, we refer
to [16, 37] and references therein.

Remark 2.4. If φ0 satisfies (2.14) and

|∇b(x, µ)−∇b(x, ν)|+ |b(x, µ)− b(x, ν)| ≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 ,

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

h(x) = b(x, µ) − b(x, ν),

we have that

|h(x1)− h(x2)| ≤ |b(x1, µ)− b(x1, ν)|+ |b(x2, µ)− b(x2, ν)|
≤ 2C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 ,

|h(x1)− h(x2)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
∇x1−x2h(x2 + θ(x1 − x2))θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C|x1 − x2| · ‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 ,

which imply that
|h(x1)− h(x2)| ≤ 2C(|x1 − x2| ∧ 1)‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 . (2.20) hhh

This, together with (2.14), yields (2.10).

Remark 2.5. If φ0 satisfies (2.14) and DF
µ b satisfies

∣

∣∇DF
µ b(x, ·)(z) −∇DF

ν b(x, ·)(z)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣DF
µ b(x, z) −DF

ν b(x, z)
∣

∣ ≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0(1 + |z|)p0 ,

then DF
µ b(x, ·) −DF

ν b(x, ·) satisfies (2.12).
Indeed,

∣

∣

(

DF
µ b(x, z1)−DF

ν b(x, z1)
)

−
(

DF
µ b(x, z2)−DF

ν b(x, z2)
)∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
∇z1−z2

(

DF
µ b(x, ·)−DF

ν b(x, ·)
)

(z2 + θ(z1 − z2))dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C|z1 − z2|
∫ 1

0
‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 (1 + θ|z1|+ (1− θ)|z2|)p0 dθ

≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0 |z1 − z2| ((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0) ,
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and

∣

∣

(

DF
µ b(x, z1)−DF

ν b(x, z1)
)

−
(

DF
µ b(x, z2)−DF

ν b(x, z2)
)
∣

∣

≤ 2C‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 ((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0) .

Thus, together with (2.14), we have that

∣

∣

(

DF
µ b(x, z1)−DF

ν b(x, z1)
)

−
(

DF
µ b(x, z2)−DF

ν b(x, z2)
)∣

∣

≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0(|z1 − z2| ∧ 1) ((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0)
≤ C‖µ− ν‖p0,φ0φ0(|z1 − z2|) ((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0) .

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.

exa1 Example 2.2. Let β > 0. Consider the following equation

dXt = −Xtdt+ β

∫

R

cos(y)LXt(dy)dt+
√
2dBt. (2.21) exa-Gaus

Let m satisfies
{

cos(βm) =
√
em,

β sin(βm) > −√
e.

(2.22) eq-mm

Then µm, which is a Gaussian measure with mean βm and covariance 1, is a stationary distri-
bution of (2.21) and there exist C ≥ 1 and λ > 0 such that for any µ0 ∈ P1 with

W1(µ0, µm) <
1

4C2

(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ− 1)+

λ

)−1

,

there is

W1(µt, µm) ≤ 2Ce−λt
W1(µ0, µm).

.

exa2 Example 2.3. Consider the Dawson’s model [13]:

dXt = −(X3
t −Xt)dt− β

∫

R

(Xt − y)LXt(dy)dt+ σdBt. (2.23) eq-Daw

Due to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.3.2], there is σc > 0 such that for 0 < σ < σc, (2.23)
has three stationary distributions, saying µ+, µs, µ−, which satisfy

∫

Rd

xµ+(dx) > 0,

∫

Rd

xµs(dx) = 0,

∫

Rd

xµ−(dx) < 0.

By using our theorem, there exist C ≥ 1 and λ > 0 such that for any µ0 ∈ P1 with

W1(µ0, µ±) <
1

4C2

(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ− 1)+

λ

)−1

,

there is

W1(µt, µ±) ≤ 2Ce−λt
W1(µ0, µ±).
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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

dYt = Z(Yt)dt+ σ(Yt)dBt, (3.1) equ-Y

where σ and Z satisfy following assumptions.

(A1) The drift term Z ∈ C1(Rd,Rd) and |∇Z| has polynomial growth. There exist a nonnega-
tive constant K1 and a nonnegative function K2 ∈ C0 such that for all x, v ∈ R

d

〈∇vZ(x), v〉 ≤ (K1 −K2(x))|v|2. (3.2) Inequ-nnZ1

Let

K∗
2 (r) =















r−1 inf
|v|=1,x∈Rd

(
∫ r

0
K2(x+ θv)dθ

)

, r > 0,

inf
x∈Rd

K2(x), r = 0.

(3.3) lim-K2

Then K∗
2 is a nonnegative and locally bounded function on [0,+∞). We also assume that

(A2) The diffusion term σ ∈ C1(Rd,Rd⊗R
d) has bounded and continuous first derivative, and

there is a positive constant σ0 such that

σ(x)σ∗(x) ≥ σ20 , x ∈ R
d. (3.4) nondege

There exist α1 ∈ [0, 1], α2 > 1 and Kσ > 0 such that

‖σ(x)‖HS ≤ Kσ(1 + |x|)α1 , x ∈ R
d, (3.5) sub-lin-si

lim
r→+∞

(1 + r)(α1+1)α2

K∗
2 (r)r

2
< +∞. (3.6) lim-al1al2

Remark 3.1. If Z ∈ C1(Rd,Rd) with Z = −|x|βx for some β > 0 and large x, then K2(x) =
K2|x|β for some positive constant K2. In this case, K∗

2 (r) ≥ K̃2r
β, where K̃2 is a positive

constant depending on β and K2.
In fact, following from the basis inequality:

|aq − bq| ≤ |a− b|q, q ∈ (0, 1], a ≥ 0, b ≥ 0,

if β ≤ 2, then

∣

∣

∣
|y|β2 − r

β
2 |x− y|β2

∣

∣

∣
≤ ||y| − r|x− y||

β
2 ≤ |y + r(x− y)|

β
2 , r ∈ [0, 1].

Consequently,

|y|β − 2r
β
2 |y|

β
2 |x− y|

β
2 + rβ|x− y|β ≤ |y + r(x− y)|β

and

∫ 1

0
|y + r(x− y)|βdr ≥

∫ 1

0

(

|y|β − 2r
β
2 |y|

β
2 |x− y|

β
2 + rβ|x− y|β

)

dr

= |y|β − 4

β + 2
|y|β2 |x− y|β2 +

1

β + 1
|x− y|β

≥ β2

(β + 1)(β + 2)2
|x− y|β.

(3.7) Ineq-mon1
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If β > 2, then the Jensen inequality yields

∫ 1

0
|y + r(x− y)|β dr ≥

(
∫ 1

0
|y + r(x− y)|2 dr

)

β
2

≥ 12−
β
2 |x− y|β. (3.8) Ineq-mon2

Hence, it follows from (3.2), (3.7) and (3.8) that

1

r

∫ r

0
|x+ θv|βdθ =

∫ 1

0
|x+ θrv|βdθ ≥ K̃2r

β, |v| = 1, r > 0.

where

K̃2 = K2

(

β2

(β1 + 1)(β + 2)2
1[β≤2] + 12−

β
2 1[β>2]

)

.

We can derive from (3.2) with K2(x) = K2|x|β that Z is dissipative in long distance :

〈Z(y)− Z(x), y − x〉 =
∫ 1

0
〈∇y−xZ(x+ θ(y − x)), y − x〉dθ

≤
(

K1 −K2

∫ 1

0
|x+ θ(y − x)|βdθ

)

|y − x|2

≤
(

K1 − K̃2|y − x|β
)

|y − x|2.

We denote by ∇Yt and ∇2Yt the first and second order gradient of Yt w.r.t. initial value,
respectively. We denote by DYt the Malliavin derivative. To emphasise the initial value, we use
Y

y
t ,∇Y

y
t , ∇2Y

y
t and DY y

t when Y0 = y.

lem-Malli 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 Cp > 0 such that

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Yt|2p +
∫ t

0
K∗

2 (|Ys|)|Ys|2pds
∣

∣

∣
F0

)

≤ Cpe
Cpt
(√

t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p

)

. (3.9) Eest-Y-2p

If K∗
2 satisfies

lim
r→+∞

K∗
2 (r) > K1, (3.10) liminf>K1

then for any p ≥ 1

E

[
∫ t

0
|Ys|2pds

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ Cp

(√
t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p

)

. (3.11) Y-2p-unif-0

If there is β2 > 0 such that

lim
r→+∞

K∗
2 (r)

rβ2
> 0, (3.12) K*-be

then

E

[
∫ t

0
|Ys|2p+β2ds

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ Cp

(√
t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p

)

. (3.13) Y-be2-2p-0

(2) Let v ∈ R
d and Y0 = y ∈ R

d. Yt is differentiable w.r.t. initial value along v, and the
derivative process ∇vYt satisfies

d∇vYt = ∇∇vYtZ(Yt)dt+∇∇vYtσ(Yt)dBt, ∇vY0 = v ∈ R
d, t ≥ 0.

Let {ht}t≥0 be an adapted process with h′t = w(t)∇vYt, where w(·) is a R
d ⊗R

d-valued, bounded
and adapted process on [0,∞). Then Yt is Malliavin differentiable along h, and the derivative
process DhYt satisfies

dDhYt = ∇DhYtZ(Yt)dt+∇DhYtσ(Yt)dBt + σ(Yt)h
′
tdt, DhY0 = 0. (3.14) equ-DhY
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For Yt,∇vYt,DhYt, we have following estimates for any p ≥ 1

E

(

sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇vYt|2p +
∫ s

0
K2(Yt)|∇vYt|2pdt

)

≤ Cpe
Cps|v|2p, (3.15) Eest-nnY-2p

E

(

sup
t∈[0,s]

|DhYt|2p +
∫ s

0
K2(Yt)|DhYt|2pdt

)

≤ Cpe
CpsE

∫ s

0
|σ(Yt)h′t|2pdt, s ≥ 0, (3.16) Eest-DhY-2p

where Cp is a positive constant which is different in different formula.

(3) If, furthermore, Z ∈ C2(Rd,Rd), σ has bounded and continuous second order derivatives,
and there are nonnegative constants K3 and β1 such that

|∇2Z(x)| ≤ K3(1 + |x|)β1 , x ∈ R
d, (3.17) Inequ-nnZ2

then, the second order derivative of Yt w.r.t. the initial value exists and satisfies

sup
|u|,|v|≤1

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vY
y
t |2p ≤ Cpe

Cps(1 + |y|)2pβ1 , s ≥ 0 (3.18) Inequ-nn2Y

for some Cp depending on p,K1,K3, β1, α1, α2, ‖∇σ‖∞, ‖∇2σ‖∞.
If there is β2 ≥ β1 such that

lim
|x|→+∞

K2(x)

|x|β2
> 0, (3.19) liminf-K2

then (3.15) and (3.18) are improved as

E

(

sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇vYt|2p +
∫ t

0
|Yt|β2 |∇vYt|2pdt

)

≤ Cpe
Cps|v|2p, (3.20) Eest-nnY-2p-new

E

(

sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vY
y
t |2p +

∫ s

0
|Yt|β2 |∇u∇vYt|2pdt

)

≤ Cpe
Cps|u|2p|v|2p, s ≥ 0, (3.21) nn2Y-be1-uv-im

where Cp can be different in different formulas.

The proof of this lemma is fundamental, and we give it in the appendix. When ∇Z,∇σ or
∇2Z and ∇2σ are continuous, we have the following corollary.

cor-nnY-con Corollary 3.2. Let v, u ∈ R
d. Assume (A1) and (A2) except (3.4). Then for any p ≥ 1

lim
x→y

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇vY
y
t −∇vY

x
t |2p = 0, s > 0, (3.22) cont-nn1

lim
x→y,s→t

E|∇vY
x
s −∇vY

y
t |2p = 0. (3.23) cont-nn1-ad

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

lim
x→y

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vY
y
t −∇u∇vY

x
t |2p = 0, s > 0 (3.24) cont-nn2

lim
x→y,s→t

E|∇u∇vY
x
s −∇u∇vY

y
t |2p = 0. (3.25) cont-nn2-ad

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

Let PZ
t be the Markov semigroup associated with Yt. Next, we introduce a lemma on the

gradient estimate of PZ
t for t > 0. The method to prove this lemma is due to [35, Lemma 2.1]

essentially.



Convergence near the equilibrium for DDSDEs 11

lem-grad-est Lemma 3.3. Assume that (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19) hold. Then for any t > 0 and any
f ∈ B(Rd) with some p ≥ 0 such that

sup
y∈Rd

|f(y)|
(1 + |y|)p < +∞, (3.26) f-polyg

there is PZ
t f ∈ C2(Rd) and

∇vP
Z
t f(y) =

1

t
E

(

f(Y y
t )

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

)

. (3.27) Bismut

Moreover, for any q ∈ (1,+∞) (if p = 0, q ∈ (1,+∞]), there is C > 0 such that

|∇PZ
t f |(y) ≤

C

σ0
√
t ∧ 1

(

PZ
t |f |q

)

1
q (y), (3.28) nnpzf

|∇2PZ
t f |(y) ≤

C

σ20(t ∧ 1)

(

PZ
t |f |q

)

1
q (y), t > 0, y ∈ R

d. (3.29) grad-2-est

Furthermore, if f ∈ Gp1,φ for some p1 ≥ 0 and φ ∈ G , then (3.26) holds with p = p1 + 1, and
PZ
t f ∈ C2(Rd) satisfies (3.27)-(3.29) and

|∇PZ
t f |(y) ≤

CeCt

σ0
(1 + |y|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

+p1 t−
1
2φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

, (3.30) nn1Pph

|∇2PZ
t f |(y) ≤

CeCt

σ20
(1 + |y|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

+p1 t−1φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

. (3.31) nn2Pph

Proof of Lemma 3.3. For any t > 0 and y, v ∈ R
d. It follows from Lemma 3.1 that Y y

t is
differentiable w.r.t. initial value. We set hr =

1
t

∫ r

0 σ
−1(Y y

s )∇vY
y
s ds. Due to Lemma 3.1 again,

Yt is Malliavin differentiable along h on [0, t]. Moreover, {DhY
y
r }r∈[0,t] and { r

t
∇vY

y
r }r∈[0,t] satisfy

the same equation

dξr = ∇ξrZ(Y
y
r )dr +∇ξrσ(Y

y
r )dBr +

1

t
∇vY

y
r dr, ξ0 = 0, r ∈ [0, t].

Thus DhY
y
t = ∇vY

y
t , and for f ∈ C1

b

∇vP
Z
t f(y) = E〈∇f(Y y

t ),∇vY
y
t 〉 = E〈∇f(Y y

t ),DhY
y
t 〉

= EDh(f(Y
y
t )) =

1

t
Ef(Y y

t )

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉.

This, together with f ∈ C1
b , (3.4) and (3.15), yields by the dominated convergence theorem that

∇vP
Z
t f ∈ C0. Moreover,

PZ
t f(y + v)− PZ

t f(y) =

∫ 1

0
∇vP

Z
t f(y + θv)dθ

=
1

t

∫ 1

0

(

Ef(Y y+θv
t )

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

)

dθ. (3.32) Bis-int

For any p ≥ 1, following from (3.4), (3.15), the B-D-G inequality and the Minkowski inequality,
there are positive constants C1which depends only on p, and C2 which depends on p,K1, ‖∇σ‖∞,
such that

E sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ C1E

(
∫ t

0
|σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r |2dr

)

p
2

≤ C1

σ
p
0

(
∫ t

0

(

E|∇vY
y+θv
r |p∨2

)
2

p∨2
dr

)

p
2

≤ C1

σ
p
0

(
∫ t

0
e2C2r|v|2dr

)

p
2

≤ C1σ
−p
0 t

p
2 epC2t|v|p.

(3.33) in-MM
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Thus, letting

ν1(A) =

∫ 1

0
E

(

1A(Y
y+θv
t )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dθ, A ∈ B(Rd),

ν1 is a finite measure. Let ν = ν1+L
Y

y+v
t

+LY
y
t
. Since C1

b is dense in L1(ν), the equality (3.32)

can be extended from C1
b to L1(ν). In particular, for any f ∈ B(Rd) with some p ≥ 0 such that

(3.26) holds, we can derive from (3.9) and (3.15) that there are positive constants C3, C4 such
that

|PZ
t f(y + v)− PZ

t f(y)|

≤ 1

t

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ef(Y y+θv
t )

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

dθ

≤ 1

t

∫ 1

0

(

E(1 + |Y y+θv
t |)2p

)
1
2

(

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

1
2

dθ

≤ 1

t

(

C3e
C3t(t+ |y|+ |v|)p

)

√

C1σ
−1
0 t

1
2 eC2t|v|

≤ 1√
t
C4e

C4t(t+ |y|+ |v|)pσ−1
0 |v|.

(3.34) PPint

This implies that PZ
t f ∈ C0. Moreover, replacing v by ǫv for ǫ > 0, for any 0 < δ < t, there is

PZ
t f(y + ǫv)− PZ

t f(y)

ǫ
=

1

ǫ

(

PZ
t−δ(P

Z
δ f)(y + ǫv)− PZ

t−δ(P
Z
δ f)(y)

)

=
1

ǫ(t− δ)

∫ ǫ

0

(

EPZ
δ f(Y

y+θv
t−δ )

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y+θv

r )∇vY
y+θv
r ,dBr〉

)

dθ.

Due to Lemma 3.1, ∇Y y
t is continuous in y. Combining this with PZ

t f ∈ C0 and

|PZ
t f(y)| ≤ CE(1 + |Y y

t |)p ≤ CeCt(1 + |y|)p (3.35) plygrow

for some C > 0 independent of t, the dominated convergence theorem yields

∇vP
Z
t (y) = lim

ǫ→0+

PZ
t f(y + ǫv)− PZ

t f(y)

ǫ

=
1

t− δ
EPZ

δ f(Y
y
t−δ)

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉.

(3.36) bis1

By using Lemma 3.1, Corollary 3.2 and PZ
δ f ∈ C(Rd), we can derive from the dominated

convergence that ∇vP
Z
t f(y) is continuous in (v, y) ∈ R

d × R
d. Moreover, by using the Markov

property

PZ
δ f(Y

y
t−δ) = E[f(Y

Y
y
t−δ

δ )|Ft−δ ] = E[f(Y y
t )|Ft−δ ],

then

EPZ
δ f(Y

y
t−δ)

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

= E

(

E[f(Y y
t )|Ft−δ ]

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

)

= E

(

E

[

f(Y y
t )

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

∣

∣

∣
Ft−δ

])

= E

(

f(Y y
t )

∫ t−δ

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

)

.
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Putting this into (3.36) and letting δ → 0, we obtain (3.27). Combining (3.27) with (3.15),
(3.33) and the semigroup property of PZ

t , 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
t f ∈ C2. By (3.36) with δ = t

2 ,

∇vP
Z
t f(y) =

2

t
EPZ

t
2
f(Y y

t
2

)

∫ t
2

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉.

Noting that PZ
t
2

f ∈ C1 and satisfies (3.26), and taking into account (3.15), (3.18) and

|∇σ−1(x)| = |σ−1(x)(∇σ(x))σ−1(x)| ≤ σ−2
0 |∇σ(x)| ≤ σ−2

0 ‖∇σ‖∞, (3.37) nnsi-1

we can derive by using the dominated convergence theorem that

∇u∇vPtf(y) =
2

t
E∇∇uY

y
t
2

PZ
t
2
f(Y y

t
2

)

∫ t
2

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

+
2

t
EPZ

t
2
f(Y y

t
2

)

∫ t
2

0
〈∇∇uY

y
r
σ−1(Y y

r )∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉

+
2

t
EPZ

t
2
f(Y y

t
2

)

∫ t
2

0
〈σ−1(Y y

r )∇u∇vY
y
r ,dBr〉,

(3.38) nn2P

and ∇u∇vP
Z
t f ∈ C0. By using (3.15), (3.33), (3.28) and (3.37), for any q ∈ (1,∞) (if p = 0, we

also can choose q = +∞), there is C > 0 such that

|∇u∇vP
Z
t f(y)| ≤

C

σ20t
|u| · |v|

(

PZ
t |f |q

)

1
q (y), t ∈ (0, 1].

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

|∇2PZ
t f(y)| = |∇2PZ

1 P
Z
t−1f(y)| ≤

CeC

σ20

(

PZ
1 |PZ

t−1f |q
)

1
q (y)

≤ CeC

σ20

(

PZ
1 P

Z
t−1|f |q

)

1
q (y) =

CeC

σ20

(

PZ
t |f |q

)

1
q (y).

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

dξt = Z(ξt)dt, ξ0 = y.

Then

d|ξt|2 = 2〈Z(ξt), ξt〉dt ≤ 2(K1 −K∗
2 (|ξt|))|ξt|2dt,

which implies that

|ξs|2 + 2

∫ s

0
K∗

2 (|ξt|)|ξt|2dt ≤ e2K1s|y|2, s ≥ 0.

Then

d|Y y
t − ξt|2 ≤ 2 (K1 −K∗

2 (|Y y
t − ξt|)) |Y y

t − ξt|2dt+ ‖σ(Y y
t )‖2HSdt+ 2〈Y y

t − ξt, σ(Y
y
t )dBt〉

≤ 2 (K1 −K∗
2 (|Y y

t − ξt|)) |Y y
t − ξt|2dt+K2

σ(1 + |Y y
t |)2α1dt

+ 2〈Y y
t − ξt, σ(Y

y
t )dBt〉

≤ 2 (K1 −K∗
2 (|Y y

t − ξt|)) |Y y
t − ξt|2dt+K2

σ(1 + |Y y
t − ξt|+ |ξt|)2α1dt

+ 2〈Y y
t − ξt, σ(Y

y
t )dBt〉.

≤ 2 (K1 −K∗
2 (|Y y

t − ξt|)) |Y y
t − ξt|2dt+ 2(2α1−1)+K2

σ(1 + |Y y
t − ξt|2α1)dt

+ 2(2α1−1)+K2
σ(1 + |ξt|)2α1dt+ 2〈Y y

t − ξt, σ(Y
y
t )dBt〉.
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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

E|Y y
s − ξs|2 ≤ CeCs

∫ s

0
(1 + |ξt|)2α1dt

≤ CeCss
(1+α1)α2−2α1

(1+α1)α2

(
∫ s

0
(1 + |ξt|)(1+α1)α2dt

)

2α1
(1+α1)α2

≤ CeCss
(1+α1)α2−2α1

(1+α1)α2

(

s+

∫ s

0
K∗

2 (|ξt|)|ξt|2dt
)

2α1
(1+α1)α2

≤ CeCs

(

s+ s
(1+α1)α2−2α1

(1+α1)α2 |y|
4α1

(1+α1)α2

)

and

E|Y y
s − ξs|2 ≤ CeCs

∫ s

0
(1 + |ξt|)2α1dt

≤ 2(2α1−1)+CeCs

∫ s

0

(

1 + |ξt|2α1
)

dt

≤ 2(2α1−1)+CeCs

∫ s

0

(

1 + e2α1K1t|y|2α1
)

dt

= 2(2α1−1)+CeCs

(

s+
e2α1K1s − 1

2α1K1
|y|2α1

)

.

Consequently

E|Y y
s − ξs|2 ≤ CeCs

{

s+
(

s|y|2α1
)

∧
(

s
(1+α1)α2−2α1

(1+α1)α2 |y|
4α1

(1+α1)α2

)}

≤ CeCss
1∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
(1+α1)α2

(

1 + |y|2α1 ∧ |y|
4α1

(1+α1)α2

)

≤ CeCss
1∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
(1+α1)α2 (1 + |y|)2α1∧

4α1
(1+α1)α2 .

(3.39) Yxit

Since φ2(
√·) is concave, there is C > 0 such that

φ(r) =

√

φ2(
√
r2) ≤

√

C(1 + r2), r ≥ 0.

Then

|f(y)− f(x)| ≤ φ(|x− y|) ((1 + |x|)p1 + (1 + |y|)p1)
≤
√

C(1 + |x− y|2) ((1 + |x|)p1 + (1 + |y|)p1) , x, y ∈ R
d.

This implies that f satisfies (3.26) with p = p1+1. Then, by using (3.9), (3.28) with f replaced
by f − f(ξt), (3.39) and φ

2(
√·) is concave, we have for 1 < p2 < 2 that

|∇PZ
t f |(y) = |∇PZ

t (f − f(ξt))|(y)

≤ C

σ0
√
t ∧ 1

(PZ
t |f − f(ξt)|p2)

1
p2 (y) =

C

σ0
√
t ∧ 1

(E|f(Y y
t )− f(ξt)|p2)

1
p2

≤ C

σ0
√
t ∧ 1

[E (φ(|Y y
t − ξt|)p2 ((1 + |Y y

t |)p2p1 + (1 + |ξt|)p2p1))]
1
p2

≤ C

σ0
√
t ∧ 1

(

Eφ(|Y y
t − ξt|)2

)
1
2

[

(

E(1 + |Y y
t |)

2p2p1
2−p2

)

2−p2
2p2

+ (1 + |ξt|)p1
]

≤ CeCt

σ0
√
t
φ
(

(

E|Y y
t − ξt|2

)
1
2

)

(1 + |y|)p1
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≤ CeCt

σ20
(1 + |y|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

+p1 t−
1
2φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

,

where in the last inequality we have used

φ

(

CeCtt
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2 (1 + |y|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

)

≤ CeCt (1 + |y|)α1∧
2α1

(1+α1)α2 φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

,

since φ2(
√·) is concave. Similarly

|∇2PZ
t f |(y) ≤

C

σ20(t ∧ 1)
(PZ

t |f − f(ξt)|p2)
1
p2 (y)

≤ CeCt

σ20
(1 + |y|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

+p1 t−1φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

.

4 Generation and regularity for the perturbation of P
µ∞

t by Ā

This section is devoted to study the perturbation of Pµ∞
t by Ā on L2(µ∞). To this end, we

introduce a slightly general framework. Let {Pt}t≥0 be a C0-semigroup of contractions on L2(µ∞)
with generator L, and let S be a linear operator in L2(µ∞). In Subsection 4.1, a theorem on
the perturbation of L by S is established. Denote by Qt the semigroup generated by L+S. We
investigate the regularity of Qt in Subsection 4.2. By using theorems in the first two subsections,
we study in Subsection 4.3 the C0-semigroup generated by Lµ∞ + Ā.

4.1 A generation theorem for C0-semigroups
4.1

We assume that Pt and S satisfy following assumptions.

Assumption (B)

(B1) Restricting on W 1,2
µ∞ , {Pt}t≥0 is a C0-semigroup on W 1,2

µ∞ , i.e. for any t > 0 and f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ ,

Ptf ∈W
1,2
µ∞ and

lim
t→0+

‖Ptf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

= 0.

There is C0 > 0 such that

‖∇Ptf‖L2(µ∞) ≤
C0√
t ∧ 1

‖f‖L2(µ∞), t > 0. (4.1) nnP-L2

(B2) S is a bounded operator fromW
1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞), and {PtS}t≥0 is continuous in the operator

norm from W
1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞).

We denote by D(L) the domain of L and by ‖ · ‖W,2 the operator norm of bounded operators

from W
1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞). Then (B2) indicates that

lim
t→0+

‖PtS − S‖W,2 ≡ lim
t→0+

sup
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

≤1
‖PtSf − Sf‖L2(µ∞) = 0. (4.2) S-W120

rem-comp Remark 4.1. A sufficient condition for (4.2) is that S is a compact operator from W
1,2
µ∞ to

L2(µ∞). Indeed, if S is a compact operator from W
1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞), then the set {Sf | ‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

≤
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1} is a precompact set in L2(µ∞). Thus, for each ǫ > 0, there exist {fn}mn=1 with ‖fn‖W 1,2
µ∞

≤ 1

such that

{Sf | ‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ 1} ⊂
m
⋃

n=1

{Sf | ‖Sf − Sfn‖L2(µ∞) < ǫ} ≡
m
⋃

n=1

Sn.

This indicates that

lim
t→0+

sup
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

≤1
‖PtSf − Sf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ lim

t→0+
max

1≤n≤m
‖PtSfn − Sfn‖L2(µ∞)

+ lim
t→0+

max
1≤n≤m

sup
Sf∈Sn

‖(Pt − I)(Sf − Sfn)‖L2(µ∞)

≤ 2ǫ,

which implies (4.2).

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

pert Theorem 4.1. Assume that Pt and S satisfy (B). Then there is a unique C0-semigroup Qt on
L2(µ∞) satisfying

Qtf = Ptf +

∫ t

0
PsSQt−sfds, t ≥ 0, f ∈ L2(µ∞) (4.3) Qt-Pt-int

where the integral converges in W
1,2
µ∞, and there is C1 > 0 which depends on C0 in (4.1) and

‖S‖W,2 such that

‖Qtf‖W 1,2
µ∞

≤ C1√
t
eC1t‖f‖L2(µ∞), t > 0, f ∈ L2(µ∞). (4.4) Q-W12

Moreover,
(1) for any f ∈ L2(µ∞) and t ≥ 0,

‖Qtf‖L2(µ∞) ≤
(

1 + 2C1‖S‖W,2

√
teC1t

)

‖f‖L2(µ∞), (4.5) exp-Qt

(2) Qt is a C0-semigroup on W 1,2
µ∞ ,

(3) the generator of Qt is L+ S and D(L+ S) = D(L).

Proof. Since S is a bounded operator from W
1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞), for any ǫ > 0, we have by

‖Pǫ‖L2(µ∞) ≤ 1 and (4.1) that

‖PǫSf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖Sf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖S‖W,2‖f‖W 1,2
µ∞
, (4.6) PS-W2

‖∇PǫSf‖L2(µ∞) ≤
C0√
ǫ ∧ 1

‖Sf‖L2(µ∞) ≤
C0√
ǫ ∧ 1

‖S‖W,2‖f‖W 1,2
µ∞
,

which yield that PǫS is a bounded operator on W
1,2
µ∞ . Denote by LW the generator of the

semigroup Pt restricted onW 1,2
µ∞ . It follows from [24, Proposition 3.1.2 and (1.10)] that LW+PǫS

generates a C0-semigroup on W 1,2
µ∞ , which is denoted by Qǫ

t , and

Qǫ
tf = Ptf +

∫ t

0
Ps(PǫS)Q

ǫ
t−sfds, f ∈W 1,2

µ∞
. (4.7) Qep=Pt

Then

‖Qǫ
tf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖Ptf‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0
‖Ps(PǫS)Q

ǫ
t−sf‖L2(µ∞)ds

≤ ‖f‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0
‖S‖W,2‖Qǫ

t−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

ds,

(4.8) nnQep0



Convergence near the equilibrium for DDSDEs 17

and by using (4.1),

‖∇Qǫ
tf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖∇Ptf‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0
‖∇Ps(PǫS)Q

ǫ
t−sf‖L2(µ∞)ds

≤ C0√
t ∧ 1

‖f‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0

C0√
s ∧ 1

‖PǫS‖W,2 · ‖Qǫ
t−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

=
C0√
t ∧ 1

‖f‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0

C0‖S‖W,2
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖Qǫ

sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

ds.

(4.9) nnQep

By setting

γ1(t) =
1 + C0√
t ∧ 1

‖f‖L2(µ∞), γ2(t) = (1 + C0)‖S‖W,2,

it follows from (4.8) and (4.9) that

‖Qǫ
tf‖W1,2µ∞

≤ γ1(t)‖f‖L2(µ∞) +

∫ t

0

γ2(s)
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖Qǫ

sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

ds.

Then, by using Lemma 7.1, we have that

Γ1(t) ≤
∫ t

0

(1 + C0)‖f‖L2(µ∞)
√

((t− s) ∧ 1)(s ∧ 1)
ds = (1 + C0)ϕ0(t)‖f‖L2(µ∞),

Γ2(t) ≤ (1 + C0)ϕ1(t)‖f‖L2(µ∞) + (1 + C0)
2‖S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞)ϕ2(t),

and

‖Qǫ
tf‖W 1,2

µ∞
≤ (1 + C0)

(

1√
t ∧ 1

+ (1 + C0)‖S‖W,2ϕ0(t)

)

‖f‖L2(µ∞)

+ (1 + C0)
3‖S‖2W,2ϕ0(t) [ϕ1(t) + (1 + C0)‖S‖W,2ϕ2(t)] e

(1+C0)2‖S‖2W,2ϕ2(t) ‖f‖L2(µ∞),

where ϕ0(t) is defined by (7.2) and

ϕ1(t) = 2
√
t1[0≤t≤1] + (t+ 1)1[t>1],

ϕ2(t) =

∫ t

0
ϕ0(s)ds = B

(

1

2
,
1

2

)

t+
4

3

√
t− 11[1≤t≤2] +

(

t2

2
− 2

3

)

1[t>2], t ≥ 0.

By using fundamental inequalities

2
√
r ≤ r + 1 ≤ er, r ≥ 0, (4.10) in-funda

there is a constant C1 > 0 which is independent of ǫ and depends only on C0, ‖S‖W,2 such that

‖Qǫ
tf‖W 1,2

µ∞
≤ C1e

C1t

√
t

‖f‖L2(µ∞), f ∈W 1,2
µ∞
, t > 0. (4.11) Qep-e

By the approximation argument, we see that for all t > 0, Qǫ
t is a bounded operator from L2(µ∞)

to W 1,2
µ∞ and satisfies (4.11) for any f ∈ L2(µ∞). Consequently,

∫ t

0
‖Qǫ

sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

ds ≤ 2C1

√
teC1t‖f‖L2(µ∞), (4.12) int-Qep-e

∫ t

0

‖Qǫ
sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
ds ≤ C1e

C1t‖f‖L2(µ∞)

∫ t

0

ds
√

s[(t− s) ∧ 1]

= C1e
C1t

(

B

(

1

2
,
1

2

)

+ 2
√

(t− 1)+
)

‖f‖L2(µ∞), (4.13) int-Qe-tse
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and (4.7) holds for any f ∈ L2(µ∞). We derive from (4.12) and (4.8) that

‖Qǫ
tf‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖f‖L2(µ∞) + 2C1‖S‖W,2

√
teC1t‖f‖L2(µ∞)

=
(

1 + 2C1‖S‖W,2

√
teC1t

)

‖f‖L2(µ∞), t ≥ 0.
(4.14) exp-Qt-ep0

Next, we take ǫ ↓ 0. For any ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0 and f ∈ L2(µ∞), we have that

(Qǫ1
t −Qǫ2

t ) f =

∫ t

0
Ps ((Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S)Q

ǫ1
t−sfds+

∫ t

0
Ps (Pǫ2S)

(

Qǫ1
t−s −Qǫ2

t−s

)

fds. (4.15) Qep-ep

This, together with (4.1) and (4.13), implies that

‖ (Qǫ1
t −Qǫ2

t ) f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤
∫ t

0
‖Ps ((Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S)Q

ǫ1
t−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

+

∫ t

0
‖Ps (Pǫ2S)

(

Qǫ1
t−s −Qǫ2

t−s

)

f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

ds

≤ ‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2

∫ t

0

1 + C0√
s ∧ 1

‖Qǫ1
t−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

+ ‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0

1 +C0√
s ∧ 1

‖
(

Qǫ1
t−s −Qǫ2

t−s

)

f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

ds

≤ (1 + C0)C2e
C2t‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞)

+ (1 +C0)‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0

‖ (Qǫ1
s −Qǫ2

s ) f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
ds,

where C2 > 0 is a constant independent of ǫ1, ǫ2. By setting

γ1(t) = (1 + C0)C2e
C2t‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞), γ2(t) = (1 + C0)‖S‖W,2

in Lemma 7.1, we have that

Γ1(t) ≤ (1 + C0)C2e
C2tϕ1(t)‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞),

Γ2(t) ≤ (1 + C0)
(

eC2t − 1
)

‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞)

+ (1 + C0)
2C2‖S‖W,2‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞)

∫ t

0
eC2sϕ1(s)ds

≤ (1 + C0)
2
(

eC2t − 1
)

‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞) (1 + ‖S‖W,2ϕ1(t)) .

Then there is a constant C3 > 0 which is also independent of ǫ1, ǫ2 such that

‖ (Qǫ1
t −Qǫ2

t ) f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ C3e
C3t‖(Pǫ1 − Pǫ2)S‖W,2‖f‖L2(µ∞).

Combining this with (4.2), we have proven that Qǫ
tf is a Cauchy sequence in W 1,2

µ∞ . Thus, there
is Qtf ∈W

1,2
µ∞ such that

lim
ǫ→0+

‖Qǫ
tf −Qtf‖W 1,2

µ∞
= 0, f ∈ L2(µ∞), t > 0. (4.16) limQQ

Moreover, it is clear that {Qt}t>0 is a semigroup from L2(µ∞) to W
1,2
µ∞ since so is {Qǫ

t}t>0.
Following from (4.16), (4.11) and (4.14), Qtf satisfies (4.4) and (4.5). Taking ǫ → 0+ on
both side of (4.7) in W 1,2

µ∞ , we find that Qtf satisfies (4.3) and the integral converges in W 1,2
µ∞ .

Repeating the argument of estimating (Qǫ1
t −Qǫ2

t ) f , we can prove that there is a unique Qtf

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

‖Qtf − f‖L2(µ∞) ≤ ‖Ptf − f‖L2(µ∞) + ‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0
‖Qt−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds
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≤ ‖Ptf − f‖L2(µ∞) +C1‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0

eC1(t−s)

√

(t− s)
ds

≤ ‖Ptf − f‖L2(µ∞) + 2C1‖S‖W,2

√
teC1t.

Thus
lim
t→0+

‖Qtf − f‖L2(µ∞) = lim
t→0+

‖Ptf − f‖L2(µ∞) = 0.

Hence, {Qt}t≥0 is a C0-semigroup on L2(µ∞).
Next, we prove (2). We first investigate Qt on W

1,2
µ∞ . Since Pt is a C0-semigroup on W 1,2

µ∞ ,
according to [24, Theorem 1.2.2], there are C ≥ 1 and w ≥ 0 such that

‖Ptf‖W 1,2
µ∞

≤ Cewt‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞
.

Combining this with (4.8) and the first inequality in (4.9), we have for any f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ that

‖Qǫ
tf‖W 1,2

µ∞
≤ ‖Ptf‖W 1,2

µ∞
+

∫ t

0

(1 + C0)‖S‖W,2√
s ∧ 1

‖Qǫ
t−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

≤ Cewt‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

+ (1 + C0)‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0

‖Qǫ
t−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞√
s ∧ 1

ds.

This, together with Lemma 7.1, implies that there is C4 > 0 which is independent of ǫ so that

‖Qǫ
tf‖W 1,2

µ∞
≤ C4e

C4t‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞
.

Hence, due to (4.16), we arrive at

‖Qtf‖W 1,2
µ∞

≤ C4e
C4t‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞
.

Moreover,

‖Qtf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ ‖Ptf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

+

∫ t

0
‖PsSQt−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

≤ ‖Ptf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

+

∫ t

0

(

1 +
C0√
s ∧ 1

)

‖S‖W,2‖Qt−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

ds

≤ ‖Ptf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

+ (1 + C0)C4‖S‖W,2

∫ t

0

eC4(t−s)

√
s ∧ 1

ds‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ ‖Ptf − f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

+ 2(1 + C0)C4‖S‖W,2e
C4tϕ1(t)‖f‖W 1,2

µ∞
.

This implies that Qt is also a C0-semigroup on W 1,2
µ∞ .

Finally, we investigate the generator of Qt. We first prove that D(L) ⊂ W
1,2
µ∞ . Since Pt is

contractive, for any λ > 0, there is

(λ− L)−1f =

∫ +∞

0
e−λtPtfdt, f ∈ L2(µ∞). (4.17) resol

Since {Pt}t≥0 is a C0-semigroup on W 1,2
µ∞ , there is C,w > 0 such that

‖Ptf‖W 1,2
µ∞

≤ Cewt‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞
, f ∈W 1,2

µ∞
.

Then the right hand side of (4.17) converges in W
1,2
µ∞ for any f ∈ W

1,2
µ∞ and λ > w. This,

together with (4.1), implies that

‖(λ− L)−1f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤
∫ +∞

0
e−λt‖Ptf‖W 1,2

µ∞
dt
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≤
∫ +∞

0

(

C0√
t ∧ 1

+ 1

)

e−λt‖f‖L2(µ∞)dt

≤ (C0 + 1)

∫ +∞

0

e−λt

√
t ∧ 1

dt‖f‖L2(µ∞), f ∈W 1,2
µ∞
.

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

‖(λ− L)−1f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ C‖f‖L2(µ∞), f ∈ L2(µ∞).

Thus D(L) ⊂W
1,2
µ∞ .

For f ∈ D(L), there is

Qtf − f

t
=
Ptf − f

t
+

1

t

∫ t

0
Pt−sSQsfds

=
Ptf − f

t
+

1

t

∫ t

0
(Pt−s − I)SQsfds+

1

t

∫ t

0
SQsfds

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I2, we have that

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

t

∫ t

0
(Pt−s − I)SQsfds

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(µ∞)

≤ 1

t

∫ t

0
‖ (Pt−s − I)S‖W,2‖Qsf‖W 1,2

µ∞
ds

≤ C4e
C4t‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

1

t

∫ t

0
‖ (Ps − I)S‖W,2ds,

where in the last inequality, we have used f ∈ D(L) ⊂ W
1,2
µ∞ . Combining this with (4.2), there

is lim
t→0+

‖I2‖L2(µ∞) = 0.

Since D(L) ⊂W
1,2
µ∞ , S is bounded from W

1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞) and Q·f is continuous in W 1,2

µ∞ , we find
that

lim
t→0+

1

t

∫ t

0
SQsfds = Sf, in L2(µ∞).

Since f ∈ D(L), we have that limt→0+ I1 = Lf in L2(µ∞).
Hence, there is

lim
t→0+

∥

∥

∥

∥

Qtf − f

t
− Lf − Sf

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(µ∞)

= 0.

This yields that the generator of Qt on L
2(µ∞) is L+ S and D(L) ⊂ D(L+ S). We can prove

similarly that D(L+ S) ⊂ D(L) since

Ptf − f

t
=
Qtf − f

t
− 1

t

∫ t

0
(Pt−s − I)SQsfds−

1

t

∫ t

0
SQsfds, f ∈ D(L+ S).

4.2 Regularity of Qt
4.2

In Theorem 4.1, we have proven that Qtf(·) is differentiable in the sense of Sobolev for any
f ∈ L2(µ∞) and t > 0. Next, we investigate the regularity of Qtf in the strong sense when
f is regular, and stronger assumptions are imposed on Pt and S. For simplicity, we denote by
Gf (t, z) the second term in (4.3) and

G
(1)
f (t, z) =

∫ t

0
∇PsSQt−s(z)fds, G

(2)
f (t, z) =

∫ t

0
∇2PsSQt−s(z)fds.
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thm-regu Theorem 4.2. Let Pt and S satisfy (B). Suppose that for any t > 0 and f ∈ W
1,2
µ∞, PtSf ∈

C1(Rd) and there is some q1 ≥ 0 such that

|∇PtSf |(z) ≤
CeCt

√
t
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)q1 . (4.18) nnPS-p

Assume also µ∞((1 + | · |)2q1) < +∞. Then for any f ∈ L2(µ∞), Gf (·, ·) ∈ C0,1((0,+∞)× R
d)

and ∇Gf = G
(1)
f with

∣

∣

∣
G

(1)
f (t, z)

∣

∣

∣
≤ CeCt(1 + |z|)q1‖f‖L2(µ∞), t ≥ 0, z ∈ R

d, f ∈ L2(µ∞). (4.19) nnG1

Moreover, if f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ , then there is Gf (·, ·) ∈ C0,1([0,+∞)×R

d). Consequently, for f ∈ C1
b (R

d),
if P·f(·) ∈ C0,1([0,+∞) × R

d), then Q·f(·) ∈ C0,1([0,+∞) × R
d).

Assume in addition that for any t > 0 and f ∈ W
1,2
µ∞ , PtSf ∈ C2(Rd) and there exist a

constant q2 ≥ 0 and a positive function θ ∈ L1
loc([0,+∞)) such that µ∞((1 + | · |)2q2) < +∞,

Θ(t) :=

∫ t

0

θ(s)√
t− s

ds < +∞, (4.20) int-ths

|∇2PtSf |(z) ≤ CeCtθ(t)‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)q2 , z ∈ R
d, t ≥ 0. (4.21) nn2PS-p

Then for any f ∈ L2(µ∞), Gf (·, ·) ∈ C0,2((0,+∞)× R
d) and ∇2Gf = G

(2)
f with

∣

∣

∣
G

(2)
f (t, z)

∣

∣

∣
≤ CΘ(t)eCt(1 + |z|)q2‖f‖L2(µ∞), t ≥ 0, z ∈ R

d, f ∈ L2(µ∞). (4.22) nnG2

Moreover, if f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ , then there is Gf (·, ·) ∈ C0,2([0,+∞)×R

d). Consequently, for f ∈ C2
b (R

d),
if P·f(·) ∈ C0,2([0,+∞) × R

d), then Q·f(·) ∈ C0,2([0,+∞) × R
d).

Proof. (1) For each f ∈ L2(µ∞) and s ∈ (0, t), it follows from (4.4) and (4.18) that there is
C > 0 such that

|∇PsSQt−sf(z)| ≤
CeCt

√
s

‖Qt−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)q1

≤ CC1e
CseC1(t−s)

√

s(t− s)
‖f‖L2(µ∞)(1 + |z|)q1 .

(4.23) PSQf-grow

Then ∇PsSQt−sf ∈ L2(µ∞), and there is a constant C > 0, whose value may vary at each line,
such that (4.19) holds. Moreover, for any m ≥ 1

∫ t

0
sup
|z|≤m

|∇PsSQt−sf(z)|ds ≤
∫ t

0

CeCt

√

s(t− s)
‖f‖L2(µ∞) sup

|z|≤m

| (1 + |z|)q1 ds

≤ C(1 +m)q1‖f‖L2(µ∞)B

(

1

2
,
1

2

)

eCt.

(4.24) nnintP

Combining this with PsSQt−sf(·) ∈ C1(Rd), the dominated convergence theorem yields that

∇vGf (t, z) = lim
ǫ→0+

∫ t

0

1

ǫ
(Pt−sSQsf(z + ǫv)− Pt−sSQsf(z)) ds

=

∫ t

0
∇vPt−sSQsf(z)ds.

(4.25) nnPt-Ptnn

Using PsSQt−sf(·) ∈ C1(Rd) again, we can derive from (4.25), (4.24) and the dominated con-

vergence theorem that G
(1)
f (t, ·) ∈ C(Rd) and ∇Gf = G

(1)
f .

For t1 > t2 ≥ 0, it follows from (4.18) and (4.24) that there are constants Cm, C > 0 such that

sup
|z|≤m

∣

∣

∣
G

(1)
f (t1, z) −G

(1)
f (t2, z)

∣

∣

∣
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≤
∫ t2

0
sup
|z|≤m

|∇PsSQt2−s(Qt1−t2 − I)f(z)|ds +
∫ t1

t2

sup
|z|≤m

|∇PsSQt1−sf(z)|ds

≤ Cm

(

∫ t2

0

eCt2‖(Qt1−t2 − I)f‖L2(µ∞)
√

s(t2 − s)
ds+

∫ t1

t2

eCt1‖Qt1−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞√

s
ds

)

=: I1 + I2.

Since Qt is a C0-semigroup on L2(µ∞), there is

lim
|t1−t2|→0+

‖(Qt1−t2 − I)f‖L2(µ∞) = 0,

which yields lim
|t1−t2|→0+

I1 = 0. For I2, if there is c > 0 such that t2 ≥ c, then

lim
|t1−t2|→0+

t2≥c>0

∫ t1

t2

‖Qt1−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞√

s ∧ 1
ds ≤ lim

|t1−t2|→0+

t2≥c>0

(

∫ t1

t2

CeC(t1−s)

√

(s ∧ 1)(t1 − s)
ds

)

‖f‖L2(µ∞)

≤ lim
|t1−t2|→0+

t2≥c>0

(

∫ t1

t2

CeC(t1−s)

√
t1 − s

ds

)

‖f‖L2(µ∞)√
c ∧ 1

= 0;

if t2 = 0, then for f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ , we find that

lim
|t1−t2|→0+

∫ t1

t2

‖Qt1−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞√

s ∧ 1
ds ≤ lim

t1→0+

(

∫ t1

0

CeC(t1−s)

√
s ∧ 1

ds

)

‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

= 0.

Hence, G
(1)
f (·, z) is continuous locally uniformly w.r.t. z on (0,+∞) when f ∈ L2(µ∞) and on

[0,+∞) when f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ . This implies that

lim
(t1,z1)→(t2,z2)

∣

∣

∣
G

(1)
f (t1, z1)−G

(1)
f (t2, z2)

∣

∣

∣
= 0,

{

t2 > 0, f ∈ L2(µ∞),

t2 = 0, f ∈W 1,2
µ∞ .

For f ∈ C1
b (R

d) ⊂ W
1,2
µ∞ , since (4.3) and P·f(·) ∈ C0,1([0,+∞) × R

d), we have that Q·f(·) ∈
C0,1([0,+∞) × R

d).
(2) It follows from (4.4), (4.20) and (4.21) that ∇2PsSQt−sf ∈ L2(µ∞) and for any m ≥ 1

∫ t

0
sup
|z|≤m

|∇2PsSQt−sf(z)|ds ≤
∫ t

0
CeCsθ(s)‖Qt−sf‖W 1,2

µ∞
sup
|z|≤m

(1 + |z|)q2ds

≤ CC1(1 +m)q2‖f‖L2(µ∞)

∫ t

0

eCseC1(t−s)θ(s)√
t− s

ds

≤ CC1(1 +m)q2e(C∨C1)tΘ(t)‖f‖L2(µ∞).

(4.26) int-nn2PAQ

We can prove (4.22) similarly. Since for t > s > 0, ∇2PsSQt−sf(·) ∈ C(Rd). This, together

with (4.26), (4.20) and the dominated convergence theorem implies that G
(2)
f (t, ·) ∈ C(Rd) is

continuous and ∇2Gf = G
(2)
f .

For t1 > t2 ≥ 0, it follows from (4.21) and (4.26) that there exist positive constants C and Cm

such that

sup
|z|≤m

∣

∣

∣
G

(2)
f (t1, z) −G

(2)
f (t2, z)

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ t2

0
sup
|z|≤m

|∇2PsSQt2−s(Qt1−t2 − I)f(z)|ds+
∫ t1

t2

sup
|z|≤m

|∇2PsSQt1−sf(z)|ds



Convergence near the equilibrium for DDSDEs 23

≤ Cm

(

eCt2‖(Qt1−t2 − I)f‖L2(µ∞)

∫ t2

0

θ(s)√
t2 − s

ds+ eCt1

∫ t1

t2

‖Qt1−sf‖W 1,2
µ∞
θ(s)ds

)

.

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

lim
(t1,z1)→(t2,z2)

∣

∣

∣
G

(2)
f (t1, z1)−G

(2)
f (t2, z2)

∣

∣

∣
= 0,

{

t2 > 0, f ∈ L2(µ∞),

t2 = 0, f ∈W 1,2
µ∞ .

As a consequence, for f ∈ C2
b (R

d), if P·f(·) ∈ C0,2([0,+∞) × R
d), then there is Q·f(·) ∈

C0,2([0,+∞) × R
d).

4.3 Semigroup generated by Lµ∞ + Ā
4.3

We come back to investigate the perturbation of Pµ∞
t by Ā, and also denote by Qt the semigroup

generated by Lµ∞ + Ā.

cor-L+A Corollary 4.3. Assume that (H0) holds, for any x ∈ R
d, DF

µ∞
b(x, ·) exists on Pp0,φ0 for some

p0 ≥ 0 and φ0 ∈ G such that (2.11) holds, and coefficients (b(·, µ∞), σ(·)) of (1.3) satisfy (A1),
(A2), (3.17) and (3.19). Then assumptions in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 hold for Pµ∞

t and
Ā. Moreover, for any f ∈ C2

b (R
d), following properties hold for Qtf .

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

|∇Qtf(x)| ≤
C√
t ∧ 1

(Pµ∞
t |f |q(x))

1
q + CeCt(1 + |x|)p0+α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2 ‖f‖L2(µ∞), (4.27) nnQ1-pp

|∇2Qtf(x)| ≤
C

t ∧ 1
(Pµ∞

t |f |q(x))
1
q + CeCt(1 + |x|)p0+α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2 ‖f‖L2(µ∞). (4.28) nnQ2-pp

(2) Q·f(·) ∈ C1,2([0,+∞)× R
d), and Qtf is a classical solution of the following equation

∂tvt(x) =
1

2
Tr(σσ∗∇2vt)(x) + b(x, µ∞) · ∇vt(x) + (Āvt)(x), v0(x) = f(x). (4.29) equ-clas

Since µ∞ is an invariant probability measure of Pµ∞
t , it is clear that Pµ∞

t can be extended
to be a C0-semigroup of contractions on L2(µ∞). The proof of Corollary 4.3 is divided into
following lemmas.

To check that Pµ∞
t satisfies Assumption (B1), we first prove that C1

b (R
d) is a dense space

in W 1,2
µ∞ .

den-C1-W12 Lemma 4.4. C1
b (R

d) is dense in W 1,2
µ∞.

Proof. Let N ≥ 1, ζN ∈ C2(Rd) such that 1[|x|≤N ] ≤ ζN (x) ≤ 1[|x|≤N+1] and |∇ζN | ≤ 2. For

any f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ , we find that fζN ∈W

1,2
0 (BN+1), where BN+1 = {x | |x| ≤ N + 1}, and

lim
n→+∞

(

‖f − fζN‖L2(µ∞) + ‖∇(f − fζN )‖L2(µ∞)

)

≤ lim
N→+∞

(

‖f1[|·|≥N ]‖L2(µ∞) + ‖(∇f)1[|·|≥N ]‖L2(µ∞) + 2‖f1[N≤|·|≤N+1]‖L2(µ∞)

)

= 0.

There are gn ∈ C1
c (R

d) ⊂ C1
b (R

d) with supp(gn) ⊂ BN+1 such that gn
W 1,2

−−−→ fζN . Note that

the coefficients of Lµ∞ are locally Lipschtiz and σ is invertible, and µ∞ satisfies

µ∞(Lµ∞f) = 0, f ∈ C2
c (R

d).

It follows from [6, Theorem 1.2.2] or [28, Theorem 2] that µ∞(dx) ≪ dx and the density dµ∞

dx is

continuous. Thus dµ∞

dx is locally bounded. Then, we have that

lim
n→+∞

‖gn − fζN‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ CN+1 lim
n→+∞

‖gn − fζN‖W 1,2 = 0.

Hence, C1
b (R

d) is dense in W 1,2
µ∞ .
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Next lemma shows that Pµ∞
t satisfies (B1).

lem-PWnn Lemma 4.5. Assume (b(·, µ∞), σ(·)) satisfy (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19). Then P
µ∞
t is

strongly continuous on W 1,2
µ∞ and satisfies (4.1).

Proof. For all f ∈ C1
b (R

d) and |v| ≤ 1, due to (3.15), there exist C ≥ 1, w ≥ 0 such that

|∇vP
µ∞
t f(x)| = |E〈∇f(Xµ∞

t ),∇vX
µ∞
t 〉| ≤ Cewt

√

P
µ∞
t |∇f |2(x), a.e. x ∈ R

d. (4.30) nnp-pnn

This implies that

‖∇Pµ∞
t f‖2L2(µ∞) ≤ C2e2wtµ∞(Pµ∞

t |∇f |2) ≤ C2e2wt‖∇f‖2L2(µ∞). (4.31) Pt-lip-grow

This, together with µ∞(|Pµ∞
t f |2) ≤ µ∞(f2), yields that

‖Pµ∞
t ‖

W
1,2
µ∞

≤ (Cewt ∨ 1)‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞

≤ Cewt‖f‖
W

1,2
µ∞
, f ∈ C1

b (R
d). (4.32) Pt-W12

For f ∈ C1
b (R

d) and |v| ≤ 1, we have that

|∇vP
µ∞
t f(x)−∇vf(x)| ≤ |E〈∇f(Xµ∞

t (x))−∇f(x),∇vX
µ∞
t (x)〉|

+ |(∇f(x)) (E∇vX
µ∞
t (x)− v)|

≤ Cewt
(

E|∇f(Xµ∞
t (x))−∇f(x)|2

)
1
2

+ ‖∇f‖∞
(

E|∇Xµ∞
t (x)− I|2

)
1
2 .

This, together with (3.23) and the dominated convergence theorem, yields that

lim
t→0+

µ∞

(

|∇Pµ∞
t f −∇f |2

)

= 0, f ∈ C1
b (R

d).

Combining this with (4.32) and the approximation argument, we prove that Pµ∞
t is strong

continuous on W 1,2
µ∞ . (4.1) can be derived from (3.28) and the density of C1

b (R
d) in L2(µ∞).

The following lemma shows that Pµ∞
t and Ā satisfy (B2).

lem-PAB2 Lemma 4.6. The same assumption as Lemma 4.5 holds. If for any x ∈ R
d, DF

µ∞
b(x, ·) exists

on Pp0,φ0 for some p0 ≥ 0 and φ0 ∈ G and DF
µ∞
b ∈ L2(µ∞ × µ∞), then P

µ∞
t and Ā satisfy

(B2). Particularly, the assertion holds under the assumption of Corollary 4.3.

Proof. If DF
µ∞
b ∈ L2(µ∞ × µ∞), then Ā is a compact operator from W

1,2
µ∞ to L2(µ∞). Thus

Remark 4.1 yields that Pµ∞
t and Ā satisfy (B2).

In particular, if (2.11) and (H0) holds, then DF
µ∞
b ∈ L2(µ∞ × µ∞). Indeed, it follows from

(2.11) that

|Āf(z)| ≤ µ∞(F |∇f |)(1 + |z|)p0+1 ≤ ‖F‖L2(µ∞)‖f‖W 1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)p0+1,

which, together with (H0), implies DF
µ∞
b ∈ L2(µ∞ × µ∞).

Since (2.11) implies that

‖DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)‖p0,φ0 ≤ F (x), x ∈ R

d.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫

Rd

(

DF
µ∞
b(x,Xµ∞

t (z))−DF
µ∞
b(x, z)

)

· ∇f(x)µ∞(dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤ µ∞ (F |∇f |)E (φ0(|Xµ∞
t (z)− z|) [(1 + |Xµ∞

t (z)|)p0 + (1 + |z|)p0 ])

≤ µ∞ (F |∇f |)
(

Eφ20(|Xµ∞
t (z) − z|)

)
1
2
(

E(1 + |Xµ∞
t (z)|)2p0 + (1 + |z|)2p0

)
1
2

≤ CeCtµ∞ (F |∇f |) (1 + |z|)p0φ0
(

√

E|Xµ∞
t (z)− z|2

)

,

where we have used (3.9) in the last inequality. By (3.17), there is a constant C > 0 such that

|b(x, µ∞)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2+β1 , x ∈ R
d.

Then, (3.9) and the Itô formula imply that

E|Xµ∞
t (z)− z|2 ≤ C2e2Ctt(1 + |z|)2(β1+2).

Thus
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫

Rd

(

DF
µ∞
b(x,Xµ∞

t (z))−DF
µ∞
b(x, z)

)

· ∇f(x)µ∞(dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CeCtµ∞ (F |∇f |) (1 + |z|)p0φ0
(

CeCtt
1
2 (1 + |z|)2+β1

)

≤ CeCtµ∞ (F |∇f |) (1 + |z|)p0+2+β1φ0

(

CeCtt
1
2

)

.

Hence, taking into account (H0), which yields µ∞((1 + | · |)p0+2+β1) < +∞,

lim
t→0+

sup
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

≤1
‖Pµ∞

t Āf − Āf‖2L2(µ∞)

≤ C‖F‖L2(µ∞)µ∞((1 + | · |)p0+2+β1) lim
t→0+

(

eCtφ
(

t
1
2

))

= 0.

Up to now, we have shown that assumptions in Theorem 4.1 for Pµ∞
t and Ā. Next, we check

assumptions in Theorem 4.2.

nnPS-nn2PS Lemma 4.7. The same assumption as Corollary 4.3 holds. Then P
µ∞
t Ā satisfies (4.18) and

(4.21) with q1 = q2 = p0 + α1 ∧ 2α1
(1+α1)α2

and

θ(t) = t−1φ

(

t
(1+α1)α2−2α1

2(1+α1)α2

)

.

Proof. For all f ∈W
1,2
µ∞ , it follows from (2.11) that

∣

∣Āf(z1)− Āf(z2)
∣

∣ ≤
∫

Rd

∣

∣DF
µ∞
b1(x, z1)−DF

µ∞
b1(x, z2)

∣

∣ · |∇f(x)|µ∞(dx)

≤ µ∞ (F |∇f |)φ0(|z1 − z2|)((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0)
≤ ‖F‖L2(µ∞)‖∇f‖L2(µ∞)φ0(|z1 − z2|)((1 + |z1|)p0 + (1 + |z2|)p0).

(4.33) Af-Af

This, together with Lemma 3.3, implies that Pµ∞
t Āf ∈ C2(Rd) and

|∇Pµ∞
t Āf(z)| ≤ CeCt

√
t
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)p0+α1∧
2α1

(1+α1)α2 φ

(

t
1
2
∧

(1+α1)α2−2α1
2(1+α1)α2

)

≤ CeCt

√
t
(1 + t)

1
2 ‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)p0+α1∧
2α1

(1+α1)α2

≤ CeCt

√
t
‖f‖

W
1,2
µ∞

(1 + |z|)p0+α1∧
2α1

(1+α1)α2 .
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Thus (4.18) holds with q1 = p0 +α1 ∧ 2α1
(1+α1)α2

. Similarly, combining (4.33) with (3.31), we find
that

|∇2P
µ∞
t Āf(z)| ≤ CeCt(1 + |z|)α1∧

2α1
(1+α1)α2

+p0t−1φ

(

t
(1+α1)α2−2α1

2(1+α1)α2

)

‖∇f‖L2(µ∞).

Hence, (4.21) holds with θ(t) = t−1φ

(

t
(1+α1)α2−2α1

2(1+α1)α2

)

, which is integrable since

∫ 1

0
t−1φ

(

t
(1+α1)α2−2α1

2(1+α1)α2

)

dt =
2(1 + α1)α2

(1 + α1)α2 − 2α1

∫ 1

0
u−1φ (u) du < +∞.

.

Up to now, we have proven that assumptions in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 hold for Pµ∞
t

and Ā. Finally, we prove that

Lemma 4.8. The same assumption as Corollary 4.3 holds. If f ∈ C2
b (R

d), then Qtf 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 ∈ C2
b (R

d), it is clear that Lµ∞f ∈ L2(µ∞) since (H0), (A1) and (A2). It follows
from the Itô formula that

P
µ∞
t f(x)− f(x)

t
− Lµ∞f(x) =

1

t

∫ t

0
(ELµ∞f(X

µ∞
s (x))− Lµ∞f(x)) ds, x ∈ R

d.

Then
∥

∥

∥

∥

P
µ∞
t f − f

t
− Lµ∞f

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(µ∞)

≤ 1

t

∫ t

0
‖Pµ∞

s Lµ∞f − Lµ∞f‖L2(µ∞)ds.

This, together with the dominated convergence and that Pµ∞
t is a C0-semigroup of contractions

on L2(µ∞), implies

lim
t→0+

∥

∥

∥

∥

P
µ∞
t f − f

t
− Lµ∞f

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(µ∞)

= 0.

Thus, C2
b ⊂ D(Lµ∞). Combining this with Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we can derive from

Theorem 4.1 that

D(Lµ∞ + Ā) = D(Lµ∞) ⊃ C2
b .

Hence,

d

dt
Qtf = (Lµ∞ + Ā)Qtf =

1

2
Tr(σσ∗∇2Qtf) + b(·, µ∞) · ∇Qtf + ĀQtf.

Due to Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, we derive from Theorem 4.2 that Lµ∞Q·f(·) ∈ C0([0,+∞)×
R
d). Due to (4.33), we have that Ā is continuous from W

1,2
µ∞ to Gp0,φ0 . This, together with that

Q·f is continuous on W 1,2
µ∞ since f ∈ C2

b (R
d) ⊂W

1,2
µ∞ , we have that ĀQ·f(·) ∈ C0([0,+∞)×R

d).
Hence, d

dtQtf ∈ C0([0,+∞) × R
d). Therefore, Q·f(·) ∈ C1,2([0,+∞) × R

d) and Qtf satisfies
(4.29).
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Because (H0)-(H3) imply that (b(·, µ∞), σ(·)) satisfies (A1), (A2), (3.17) and (3.19) with
α1 = 0 and α2 ∈ (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 X0 with LX0 = µ0 ∈ Pq0 , (1.1) has a unique strong solution
with LX· ∈ C([0, T ],Pq0) for any T > 0. Denote by µt = LXt . The decoupled equation (1.2)
has a unique strong solution for Xµ

0 = x ∈ R
d since (H1)-(H3) again. (H0)-(H3) imply the

strong wellposedness of (1.3). Denote

DF
µ,νu(x) =

∫ 1

0
DF

rµ+(1−r)νu(x)dr.

We first establish the following crucial equality for µt and µ∞.

Dhr0 Lemma 5.1. Assume (H0)-(H3) and (2.11) hold. For any f ∈ C2
b (R

d) and µ0 ∈ Pq0, there
is

(µt − µ∞)(f) = (µ0 − µ∞)(Qtf) +

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µs,µ∞

b(x, ·)−DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)µ∞(dx)ds.

(5.1) DuHam

Proof. Since µt(f) = µ0(P
µ
t f), we have that

µt(f)− µ0(Qtf) = µ0(P
µ
t f)− µ0(Qtf).

It follows from Corollary 4.3 and the Itô formula that

dQt−sf(X
µ
s (x)) = −(Lµ∞ + Ā)Qt−sf(X

µ
s (x))ds+ LµsQt−sf(X

µ
s (x))ds

+ 〈∇Qt−sf(X
µ
s (x)), σ(X

µ
s (x))dBs〉

= (b(Xµ
s (x), µs)− b(Xµ

s (x), µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf(X
µ
s (x)) − ĀQt−sf(X

µ
s (x))

+ 〈∇Qt−sf(X
µ
s (x)), σ(X

µ
s (x))dBs〉.

By using (H2), (4.27), (2.7), (2.11) and f ∈ C2
b , we have that

|(b(x, µs)− b(x, µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf(x)| ≤ CeCt

(

1
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
+ (1 + |x|)p0

)

‖f‖∞‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0 ,

|σ(Xµ
s (x))

∗∇Qt−sf(X
µ
s (x))| ≤ CeCt

(

1
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
+ (1 + |Xµ

s (x)|)p0
)

‖f‖∞,

|ĀQt−sf(x)| ≤ µ∞(F |∇Qt−sf |)(1 + φ0(x))(1 + |x|)p0

≤ CCF,p0e
Ct (1 + φ0(x))(1 + |x|)p0

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
,

where
CF,p0 = ‖F‖L2(µ∞)

(

1 + ‖(1 + | · |)p0‖L2(µ∞)

)

.

Combining these with µ· = LX· ∈ C([0, T ],Pq0) for any T > 0, (2.6), (2.7), (2.8), and the
Fubini theorem, we have that

µ0(P
µ
t f)− µ0(Qtf) =

∫

Rd

E (Qt−sf(X
µ
s (x))|s=t −Qt−sf(X

µ
s (x))|s=0)µ0(dx)

=

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(b(x, µs)− b(x, µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf(x)µs(dx)ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(ĀQt−sf)(x)µs(dx)ds.
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For µ∞(Qtf)− µ∞(f), we find that

µ∞(Qtf)− µ∞(f) = µ∞

(
∫ t

0
(Lµ∞ + Ā)Qsfds

)

=

∫ t

0
µ∞

(

(Lµ∞ + Ā)Qsf
)

ds.

Due to f ∈ C2
b , (2.2), (4.27) and (4.28) with α1 = 0, there is

|Lµ∞Qsf(x)| ≤ Cs(1 + |x|)p0+β1+2‖f‖∞, x ∈ R
d, s > 0.

Combining this with (H0) and that µ∞ is the invariant probability measure of Pµ∞
t , we have

that

µ∞(Lµ∞Qsf) = 0, s > 0.

Consequently,

∫ t

0
µ∞ (Lµ∞Qsf) ds = 0,

µ∞(Qtf)− µ∞(f) =

∫ t

0
µ∞

(

ĀQsf
)

ds.

Due to Remark 2.1, µ∞(DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)) = 0 for any x ∈ R

d. Then, (4.27) and the Fubini theorem
imply µ∞(ĀQsf) = 0, and

∫ t

0
µ∞

(

ĀQsf
)

ds = 0.

Hence, µ∞(Qtf) = µ∞(f).
Therefore,

(µt − µ∞)(f)− (µ0 − µ∞)(Qtf)

= µt(f)− µ0(Qtf) + (µ∞(Qtf)− µ∞(f))

=

∫ t

0
µs((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds−

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)(ĀQt−sf)ds

=

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

+

∫ t

0
µ∞((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(

µ∞
(

DF
µ∞
b(·, z) · ∇Qt−sf(·)

))

(µs − µ∞)(dz)ds

=

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

+

∫ t

0
µ∞((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(

(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)
)

µ∞(dx)ds

=

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

+

∫ t

0
µ∞((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(

(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)
)

µ∞(dx)ds
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=

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(µs)− b(µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf)ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µs,µ∞

b(x, ·)−DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)µ∞(dx)ds.

exp-con-Q Lemma 5.2. Assume (H0)-(H3) hold, and DF
µ∞
b(x, z) satisfies (2.11). Suppose (2.15) and

(2.16) holds. Then there is C ≥ 1 and 0 < λ < λP ∧ λQ such that

‖Qtf‖p0,φ0 ≤ Ce−λt‖f‖p0,φ0 , f ∈ Gp0,φ0 . (5.2) exp-Lip0

Proof. It follows from (4.4) that there is C1 > 0 such that

‖∇Qtf‖L2(µ∞) ≤
C1√
t
‖f‖L2(µ∞) ≤

C1e
λQ

√
t
e−λQt‖f‖L2(µ∞), 0 < t ≤ 1, f ∈ L2(µ∞).

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

‖∇Qtf‖L2(µ∞) = ‖∇Q1Qt−1f‖L2(µ∞) ≤ C1‖Qt−1f‖L2(µ∞)

≤ C1CQe
−λQ(t−1)‖f‖L2(µ∞)

= C1CQe
λQe−λQt‖f‖L2(µ∞), µ∞(f) = 0, t ≥ 1.

Note that Qt1 = 1, since
d

dt
Qt1 = Qt

(

Lµ∞ + Ā
)

1 = 0.

Hence, there is C̃ > 0 such that

‖∇Qtf‖L2(µ∞) = ‖∇Qt(f − µ∞(f))‖L2(µ∞) ≤
C̃√
t ∧ 1

e−λQt‖f − µ∞(f)‖L2(µ∞), t > 0.

Combining this with (2.15) and (4.33), we find that for any f ∈ Gp0,φ0

‖Qtf‖p0,φ0 ≤ ‖Pµ∞
t f‖p0,φ0 +

∫ t

0
‖Pµ∞

t−s ĀQsf‖p0,φ0ds

≤ CW e
−λP t‖f‖p0,φ0 + CW

∫ t

0
e−λP (t−s)‖ĀQsf‖p0,φ0ds

≤ CW e
−λP t‖f‖p0,φ0 + CW‖F‖L2(µ∞)

∫ t

0
e−λP (t−s)‖∇Qsf‖L2(µ∞)ds

≤ CW e
−λP t‖f‖p0,φ0 + CW‖F‖L2(µ∞)C̃

∫ t

0

e−λP (t−s)−λQs

√
s ∧ 1

‖f − µ∞(f)‖L2(µ∞)ds

≤ CW e
−λP t‖f‖p0,φ0 + CW‖F‖L2(µ∞)C̃e

−(λP∧λQ)tϕ1(t)‖f − µ∞(f)‖L2(µ∞).

Note that for f ∈ Gp0,φ0 , we have

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ φ0(|x− y|)((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |y|)p0)
≤ C(1 + |x|+ |y|)((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |y|)p0)
≤ Cp0

(

(1 + |x|)p0+1 + (1 + |y|)p0+1
)

.

(5.3) ph-ppp

Thus

‖f − µ∞(f)‖2L2(µ∞) =

∫

Rd

(

f(x)−
∫

Rd

f(y)µ∞(dy)

)2

µ∞(dx)
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=

∫

Rd

(
∫

Rd

(f(x)− f(y))µ∞(dy)

)2

µ∞(dx) (5.4) f-L2-ph

≤ C

∫

Rd

(
∫

Rd

(

(1 + |x|)p0+1 + (1 + |y|)p0+1
)

µ∞(dy)

)2

µ∞(dx)‖f‖2p0,φ0

≤ Cµ∞
(

(1 + | · |)2p0+2
)

‖f‖2p0,φ0
.

Hence, there is C̃ > 0 such that

‖Qtf‖p0,φ0 ≤ CW

(

e−λP t + C̃ϕ1(t)e
−(λP∧λQ)t

)

‖f‖p0,φ0

≤ CW

(

1 + C̃ϕ1(t)
)

e−(λP∧λQ)t‖f‖p0,φ0 , f ∈ Gp0,φ0 .

Therefore, there are C ≥ 1 and 0 < λ < λP ∧ λQ such that (5.2) holds.

Next, we use Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 to estimate ‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 .

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

‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 ≤ C

(

‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φe−λt +

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds

)

, t ≥ 0. (5.5) DuHam-2

Proof. We first estimate the second term of (5.1). Combining Lemma 3.3 (setting α1 = 0 and
p1 = p0 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

|∇Qtf(x)| ≤ CeCt(1 + |x|)p0
(

t−
1
2φ
(√

t
)

+ 1
)

‖f‖p0,φ0

≤ CeCt(1 + |x|)p0‖f‖p0,φ0 ,

|∇2Qtf(x)| ≤ CeCt (1 + |x|)p0
(

t−1φ
(

t
1
2

)

+ 1
)

‖f‖p0,φ0 ,

≤ CeCt

√
t

(1 + |x|)p0 ‖f‖p0,φ0 , x ∈ R
d, f ∈ Gp0,φ0 .

Combining these with the semigroup property of Qt and Lemma 5.2, we find that there is C ≥ 1
and λ > 0 such that

|∇Qtf(x)| ≤ Ce−λt(1 + |x|)p0‖f‖p0,φ0 ,

|∇2Qtf(x)| ≤
Ce−λt

√
t ∧ 1

(1 + |x|)p0 ‖f‖p0,φ, x ∈ R
d, f ∈ Gp0,φ0 , µ∞(f) = 0.

Denote qt−s(x) = ∇Qt−sf(x). Then, together with (2.14), as proving (2.20), we have that

|qt−s(x1)− qt−s(x2)| ≤
[

Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
|x1 − x2| ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0)

]

∧
[

Ce−λ(t−s) ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0)
]

≤ Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
(|x1 − x2| ∧ 1) ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0)

≤ Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
φ0(|x1 − x2|) ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0) .

Combining this with (2.7) and (2.10), and denoting h(x) = b1(x, µs)− b1(x, µ∞), we have that

|h(x1) · qt−s(x1)− h(x2) · qt−s(x2)|
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≤ |(h(x1)− h(x2)) · qt−s(x1)|+ |h(x2) · (qt−s(x1)− qt−s(x2))|
≤ Ce−λ(t−s)φ0(|x1 − x2|)(1 + |x1|)p0‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0‖f‖p0,φ0

+
Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0φ0(|x1 − x2|) ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0) ‖f‖p0,φ0

≤ 2Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0φ0(|x1 − x2|) ((1 + |x1|)p0 + (1 + |x2|)p0) ‖f‖p0,φ0 .

Thus

(µs − µ∞)((b(·, µs)− b(·, µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf(·)) ≤
Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

‖f‖p0,φ0 ,

and as a consequence,

∫ t

0
(µs − µ∞)((b(·, µs)− b(·, µ∞)) · ∇Qt−sf(·))ds

≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0

∫ t

0

Ce−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds.

(5.6) 5.1-2term

Next, we estimate the third term in (5.1). It follows from (2.12) that

‖DF
µs,µ∞

b(x, ·) −DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)‖p0,φ0

≤
∫ 1

0
‖DF

rµs+(1−r)µ∞
b(x, ·) −DF

µ∞
b(x, ·)‖p0,φ0dr

≤ C

∫ 1

0
‖rµs + (1− r)µ∞ − µ∞‖p0,φ0dr

=
C

2
‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0 .

This yields

∣

∣(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µs,µ∞

b(x, ·) −DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)
∣

∣

≤ C‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0
|∇Qt−sf(x)|

≤ Ce−λ(t−s)‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ(1 + |x|)p0‖f‖p0,φ0 .

Hence,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(µs − µ∞)
(

DF
µs,µ∞

b(x, ·) −DF
µ∞
b(x, ·)

)

· ∇Qt−sf(x)µ∞(dx)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C (µ∞ ((1 + | · |)p0)) ‖f‖p0,φ0

∫ t

0
e−λ(t−s)‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds.

(5.7) 5.1-3term

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

(µt − µ∞)(f) ≤ C

(

‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0e
−λt +

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds

)

‖f‖p0,φ0 , (5.8) DuHam-1

holds for any f ∈ C2
b (R

d).
Finally, we extend (5.8) to f ∈ Gp0,φ0 . Let ζ ∈ C2(Rd) be a nonnegative function such that

∫

Rd ζ(x)dx = 1 and suppζ ⊂ B(0, 1), and let ζn(x) = ndζ(nx). For each f ∈ Gp0,φ0 , m,n ∈ N,
we set

fm = f ∨ (−m) ∧m, fm,n = fm ∗ ζn.
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Then fm,n ∈ C2
b and

|fm,n(x)− fm,n(z)| ≤
∫

Rd

|fm(x− y)− fm(z − y)|ζn(y)dy

≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0φ0(|x− z|)
∫

Rd

((1 + |x− y|)p0 + (1 + |z − y|)p0)ndζ(ny)dy

≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0φ0(|x− z|)
∫

|u|≤1

((

1 + |x− u

n
|
)p0

+ (1 + |z − u

n
|)p0
)

ζ(u)du

≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0φ0(|x− z|)
((

1 + |x|+ 1

n

)p0

+

(

1 + |z|+ 1

n
|
)p0
)

≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0φ0(|x− z|) ((1 + |x|)p0 + (1 + |z|)p0) (1 + 1

n
)p0 .

Thus
lim

n→+∞
sup
m≥1

‖fm,n‖p0,φ0 ≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0 .

Moreover,

|fm,n(x)− fm(x)| ≤
∫

Rd

|fm(x− y)− fm(x)|ζn(y)dy

≤
∫

Rd

φ0(|y|)((1 + |x− y|)p0 + (1 + |x|)p0)ndζ(ny)dy

≤
∫

|u|≤1
φ0

( |u|
n

)

((

1 + |x− u

n
|
)p0

+ (1 + |x|)p0
)

ζ(u)du,

|fm,n(x)| ≤
∫

Rd

|fm(x− y)|ζn(y)dy

≤ |fm(0)| +
∫

Rd

|fm(x− y)− fm(0)|ζn(y)dy

≤ |f(0)|+
∫

|u|≤1
φ0

(

|x− u

n
|
)((

1 + |x− u

n
|
)p0

+ 1
)

ζ(u)du

≤ |f(0)|+ φ0 (1 + |x|) ((2 + |x|)p0 + 1)

≤ |f(0)|+ C(1 + |x|)q0 ,

where we have used (2.6) in the last inequality. Combining the both inequalities with (H0),
µt ∈ Pq0 , |fm| ≤ |f | and (2.6), the dominated convergence theorem implies that

lim
n→+∞

(µt + µ∞)(|fm,n − fm|) = 0,

lim
m→+∞

(µt + µ∞)(|fm − f |) = 0.

Hence, we can choose a sequence from {fm,n}m,n≥1, denoting by {f̃m}m≥1, such that f̃m ∈
C2
b (R

d) and

lim
m→+∞

‖f̃m‖p0,φ0 ≤ ‖f‖p0,φ0 ,

lim
m→+∞

(µs − µ∞)(f̃m) = (µs − µ∞)(f).

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

Finally, we prove the convergence of ‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 . Let δ = ‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0 , C be the
constant in (5.5), and

τ = inf
{

t ≥ 0
∣

∣

∣
‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 ≥ 2Ce−λtδ

}

.
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Then on [0, τ ], there is

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds ≤ 4C2

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
e−2λsδ2ds

= 4C2δ2e−2λt

∫ t

0

eλs√
s ∧ 1

ds

≤ 4C2δ2e−2λt

(

2eλt
√
t1[t≤1] +

(

eλt − eλ

λ
+ 2eλ

)

1[t≥1]

)

≤ 4C2δ2
(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ− 1)+

λ

)

e−λt,

which, together with (5.5), yields that

‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 ≤ C

(

‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0e
−λt +

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

√

(t− s) ∧ 1
‖µs − µ∞‖2p0,φ0

ds

)

≤ C

(

1 + 4C2δ

(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ− 1)+

λ

))

δe−λt.

For

δ = ‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0 <
1

4C2

(

2 ∨ 1 + (2λ− 1)+

λ

)−1

,

there is

‖µτ − µ∞‖p0,φ0 < 2Cδe−λτ . (5.9) mu-ta<

Due to (2.8) and t 7→ µt is continuous in Pq0 , we have that

lim
t→s

‖µt − µs‖p0,φ0 ≤ lim
t→s

‖µt − µs‖q0 = 0.

Hence, s 7→ ‖µs − µ∞‖p0,φ0 is continuous. Consequently, if τ < +∞, then

‖µτ − µ∞‖p0,φ0 = 2Cδe−λτ .

This contradict (5.9). Hence, we have that τ = +∞. Therefore,

‖µt − µ∞‖p0,φ0 < 2Ce−λt‖µ0 − µ∞‖p0,φ0 .

6 Proofs of examples

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

µ(dx) =
exp

{

−x2

2 + βx
∫

R
(cos z)µ(dz)

}

dx

∫

R
exp

{

−x2

2 + βx
∫

R
(cos z)µ(dz)

}

dx
. (6.1) fix-exa1

Let

µw(dx) =
e−

1
2
(x−βw)2

√
2π

dx.

Then µ is a solution of (6.1) if and only if µ = µw for some w satisfying µw(cos(·)) = w.

Since µw is a Gaussian measure, there is µw(cos(·)) = e−
1
2 cos(wβ). Thus for w satisfying

e−
1
2 cos(wβ) = w, µw is a solution of (6.1). Due to the first equality in (2.22), we have that µm

is a stationary distribution of (2.21).
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In this example, b(x, µ) = −x + βµ(cos(·)), and it is clear that (H1)-(H4) hold with q0 =
1, p0 = 0, K1 = K3 = 0,K2(x) = −1, β1 = 0, φ0(r) = r, ‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 = W1(µ, ν) (see (2.18) for
definition), and

Gp0,φ0 = L ip :=

{

f
∣

∣

∣
‖f‖L ip :=

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y| ≤ 1

}

. (6.2) lip

For the stationary distribution µ∞ := µm, it is clear that (H0) holds. Taking into account
µm(cos(·)) = m, we have that

Lµ∞f ≡ Lmf =
d2f

dx2
− x

df

dx
+ βm

df

dx
, f ∈ C2

b ,

DF
µm
b(x, z) = β(cos z − µm(cos(·))) = β(cos z −m)

Āf(x) = β(cos x−m)µm(f ′), f ∈ C1
b .

It follows from the integration by part formula that

Āf(x) = β(cos x−m)

∫

R

(x− βm)f(x)µm(dx), f ∈ C1
b .

Thus Ā can be extended to a compact operator on L2(µm).
Since Lemma 4.4, Lm is an essential selfadjoint operator in L2(µm), and we also denote by

Lm the selfadjoint extension. Moreover, the essential spectrum of Lm is empty. We denote by
P

µm

t the diffusion semigroup generated by Lm. Then Pµm

t is symmetric w.r.t. µm and

W1((P
µm

t )
∗
δx, (P

µm

t )
∗
δy) ≤ e−t|x− y|, x, y ∈ R. (6.3) exa1-W1

Then, following from the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality or Remark 2.3, there is

‖Pµm

t f‖L ip ≤ e−t‖f‖L ip, t ≥ 0, f ∈ L ip.

Next, we show the semigroup Qt generated by Lm + Ā satisfies (2.16). Let λ ∈ C with
Reλ ≥ 0 and λ 6= 0. Then λ 6∈ Σ(Lm) (the spectrum of Lm). We first prove that λ 6∈ Σ(Lm+ Ā).
For any g ∈ L2(µm), consider the following equation

(Lm + Ā− λ)f = g. (6.4) LAlafg

Denote e1(x) = x− βm and e∞(x) = cos x−m. Then e1 is the eigenfunction of Lm associated
with the eigenvalue −1. Moreover,

µm(e1e∞) =

∫

R

x cos xµ(dx)− βm2

= e−
1
2 (βm cos(βm)− sin(βm)) − βm2

= βm2 − e−
1
2 sin(βm)− βm2

= −e− 1
2 sin(βm),

where we have used cos(βm) = m
√
e, recalling (2.22), in the last second equality. Due to (2.22),

1 + λ+ e−
1
2β sin(βm) 6= 0.

Let

c0 = −(1 + λ+ e−
1
2β sin(βm))−1µm(e1g),

f = (Lm − λ)−1 (g − βc0e∞) .

Then f ∈ D(Lm) ⊂W
1,2
µm , and

µm(f ′) = µm(e1f) = µm(e1(Lm − λ)−1g)− βc0µm(e1(Lm − λ)−1e∞)
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= −(1 + λ)−1µm(e1g) +
βc0

1 + λ
µm(e1e∞)

= −(1 + λ)−1µm(e1g)−
e−

1
2β sin(βm)

1 + λ
c0

=
1 + λ+ e−

1
2β sin(βm)

1 + λ
c0 −

e−
1
2β sin(βm)

1 + λ
c0

= c0. (6.5) muf’0

Thus
(Lm − λ)f = g − βe∞µm(f ′) = g − Āf

which implies that f is a solution of (6.4). Hence, λ 6∈ Σ(Lm + Ā).
Next, we prove that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of Lm + Ā (i.e. the algebraic multiplicity equals to
1). If there is a f ∈ D(Lm) such that f 6= 0, µm(f) = 0 and

(Lm + Ā)f = 0. (6.6) LAf0

Since 0 is a simple eigenvalue of Lm and 1 is the associated eigenfunction, Lm is invertible on

H := {f ∈ L2(µm) | µm(f) = 0},

and we denote by L−1
m the inverse on H0. Then L−1

m e∞ makes sense due to µm(e∞) = 0. It
follows from (6.6) that

f = −β
(

µm(f ′)
)

L−1
m e∞, (6.7) fLe

which yields that

µm(f ′) = −βµm
(

d

dx
L−1
m e∞

)

µm(f ′) = −βµm(e1L
−1
m e∞)µm(f ′)

= βµm(e1e∞)µm(f ′) = −e− 1
2β sin(βm)µm(f ′)

Due to (2.22), µm(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

(Lµm + Ā)f = 1, f ∈ D(Lµ∞).

This is a contradiction, since µm((Lµm + Ā)f) = 0.
Finally, since Ā is compact on L2(µm) and the essential spectrum of Lm is empty, the essential
spectral radius Σess(Lm + Ā) = 0. Taking into account that 0 is simple eigenvalue, there is
r0 > 0 such that

Σ(Lm + Ā) =
(

Σ(Lµm + Ā) ∩ {Reλ < −r0}
)

∪ {0}. (6.8) spe-L-A1

Moreover, due to
lim

t→+∞
‖Pµm

t f − µm(f)‖L2(µm) = 0,

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

µm(Qtf) = µm(f) +

∫ t

0
µm((Lm + Ā)Qsf)ds = 0, f ∈ D(Lm + Ā),

there is µm(Qtf) = µm(f) for any f ∈ D(Lm + Ā) = D(Lm). Then H is an invariant space of
Qt. Combining this with (6.8), 0 is a simple eigenvalue of Lm+ Ā, and [15, Corollary V.4.7], we
have that there is C > 0 such that

‖Qtf‖L2(µm) ≤ Ce−r0t‖f‖L2(µm), µm(f) = 0.

Hence, Theorem 2.1 yields that (2.17) is satisfied for µm. Therefore, the exponential convergence
follows from the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality.
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Proof of Example 2.3. Consider the following equation

µ(dx) =
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2

∫

R
(x− y)2µ(dy)

)}

dx

∫

R
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2

∫

R
(x− y)2µ(dy)

)}

dx
.

This equation can be reformulated as follows

µ(dx) =
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x

2 − 2mx)
)}

dx

∫

R
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x

2 − 2mx)
)}

dx

=
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x−m)2

)}

dx

∫

R
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x−m)2

)}

dx
,

(6.9) imp-mu

where m =
∫

R
yµ(dy). The existence of solutions for (6.9) can be established by solving the

following equation

ψ(m) :=

∫

R
(x−m) exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x−m)2

)}

dx

∫

R
exp

{

− 2
σ2

(

x4

4 − x2

2 + β
2 (x−m)2

)}

dx
= 0,

It is clear that ψ(0) = 0. According to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.3.2] or [18, Theorem
4.6], there are m+ > 0 and m− < 0 such that ψ(m±) = 0. Due to [13, Theorem 3.3.1 and
Theorem 3.3.2], for σ < σc, ψ

′(0) > 0 and ψ(·) is concave on [0,+∞). Thus, there is ψ′(m±) < 0.
Note that ψ′(m±) = −1 + µ±((· −m±)

2), we find that

2β

σ2
µ+((· −m+)

2) < 1,
2β

σ2
µ−((· −m−)

2) < 1, (6.10) mu+-2

where µ± are solutions of (6.9) associated with m±.
In this example, b(x, µ) = −x3+x−β(x−

∫

R
yµ(dy)). For simplicity, we consider m+, and it

is similar for m−. Since µ+ satisfies (6.9) with m = m+, (H0) holds. It is clear that (H1)-(H4)
hold with K1 = (1 − β)+, K2(x) = 3x2, β1 = 1, p0 = 0, φ0(r) = r, ‖µ − ν‖p0,φ0 = W1(µ, ν),
Gp0,φ0 = L ip (see (6.2)) and

DF
µ+
b(x, y) = β(y −m+).

Set µ∞ = µ+ and Lµ∞ ≡ Lµ+ defined as follows

Lµ+f(x) =
σ2

2

d2f

dx2
(x)− (x3 − x)

df

dx
(x)− β(x−m+)

df

dx
(x), f ∈ C2

b .

Then Lµ+ is essential self-adjoint in L2(µ+), and

µ+(gLµ+f) = −µ+
(

σ2

2
g′f ′

)

, f, g ∈ D(Lµ+). (6.11) dirich

We also denote by Lµ+ the self-adjoint extension and P
µ+
t the associated diffusion semigroup.

For the operator Ā, there is

Āf(x) = β(x−m+)

∫

R

∇f(x)µ+(dx) = −β(x−m+)

∫

R

f(x)

(

d

dx
log

dµ+
dx

)

(x)µ+(dx),

which can be extended to be a compact operator on L2(µ+) since
(

d
dx log

dµ+

dx

)

∈ L2(µ+).

According to [22, Theorem1.4], there are C > 0 and λP > 0 such that

W1((P
µm

t )
∗
δx, (P

µm

t )
∗
δy) ≤ Ce−λP t|x− y|, x, y ∈ R.
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Due to the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality or Remark 2.3, (2.15) holds for P
µ+
t .

Next, we prove that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of Lµ+ + Ā and

Σ(Lµ+ + Ā) ⊂ {λ ∈ C | Reλ < 0} ∪ {0}.

Denote e+(x) = x−m+. Let Reλ ≥ 0 and λ 6= 0. For any g ∈ L2(µ+), consider

(Lµ+ + Ā− λ)f = g. (6.12) LAlafg1

We prove that (6.12) has a unique solution. Since λ 6∈ Σ(Lµ+), (Lµ+−λ)−1 is a bounded operator

on L2(µ+) and f ∈ D(Lµ+) ⊂ W
1,2
µ+ . According to [10, Proposition 3.21], the supper Poincaré

inequality holds for the Dirichlet form associated with Lµ+ . Thus, the essential spectrum of Lµ+

is empty. Let {λi}+∞
i=1 are eigenvalues of −Lµ+ except 0 and {ei}+∞

i=1 are associated eigenvectors.
Note that

2β

σ2

∣

∣µ+(e+
(

Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+
)∣

∣ ≤ 2β

σ2

+∞
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

λi

λi + λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |µ+(eie+)|2

<
2β

σ2

+∞
∑

i=1

|µ+(eie+)|2

=
2β

σ2
µ+(e

2
+)

< 1,

where the last inequality holds since (6.10). We can let

c+ =
µ+
(

d
dx(Lµ+ − λ)−1g

)

1− 2β
σ2µ+(e+Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+)

,

f = (Lµ+ − λ)−1g − βc+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+.

Then, taking into account that (6.11) and d
dxe+ = 1, there is

µ+(f
′) = µ+

(

d

dx
(Lµ+ − λ)−1g

)

+ βc+µ+

(

d

dx
(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+

)

=

(

1− 2β

σ2
µ+(e+Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+)

)

c+

+
2β

σ2
c+µ+

(

σ2

2

d

dx
e+ · d

dx
(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+

)

=

(

1− 2β

σ2
µ+(e+Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+)

)

c+

− 2β

σ2
c+µ+

(

e+Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+
)

= c+.

This implies that

f = (Lµ+ − λ)−1g − βc+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+ = (Lµ+ − λ)−1g − (Lµ+ − λ)−1Āf,

which yields f is a solution of (6.12).

Next, we prove 0 is a simple eigenvalue of Lµ+ + Ā. 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 λ with Reλ ≥ 0 and λ 6= 0. Since µ+(e+) = 0 and 0 is
a simple eigenvalue of Lµ+ , there is a unique h ∈ L2(µ+) such that µ+(h) = 0 and Lµ+h = e+.
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Set L−1
µ+
e+ = h. Then, for λ with Reλ ≥ 0, (Lµ+ − λ)−1e+ make sense when λ = 0. Thus, for

any solution of (6.12) with g = 0, there is

f = −βµ+(f ′)(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+.

This, together with (6.11) and d
dxe+ = 1, implies that

µ+(f
′) = −βµ+

(

d

dx
(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+

)

µ+(f
′)

= −2β

σ2
µ+

(

σ2

2

d

dx
e+ · d

dx
(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+

)

µ+(f
′)

=
2β

σ2
µ+
(

e+Lµ+(Lµ+ − λ)−1e+
)

µ+(f
′) (6.13) mu+nnf

=
2β

σ2
µ+(f

′)
+∞
∑

i=1

λi

λi + λ
|µ+(eie+)|2.

If µ+(f
′) 6= 0, then

∣

∣µ+(f
′)
∣

∣ ≤ 2β

σ2
|µ+(f ′)|

+∞
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

λi

λi + λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

· |µ+(eie+)|2

≤ 2β

σ2
|µ+(f ′)|

+∞
∑

i=1

|µ+(eie+)|2

=

(

2β

σ2
µ+(e

2
+)

)

|µ+(f ′)|

< |µ+(f ′)|,

where we have used (6.10) in the last inequality again. This is a contradiction. Hence, µ+(f
′) =

0, which yields that f = 0.
Finally, we prove that (2.16) is satisfied. Since Ā is compact on L2(µ+) and the essential

spectrum of Lµ+ is empty, Σess(Lµ+ + Ā) = 0. Taking into account that 0 is simple eigenvalue,
then there is r0 > 0 such that

Σ(Lµ+ + Ā) =
(

Σ(Lµ+ + Ā) ∩ {Reλ < −r0}
)

∪ {0}. (6.14) spe-L-A

Since
lim

t→+∞
‖Pµ+

t f − µ+(f)‖L2(µ+) = 0,

we derive from [15, Corollary V.4.7], (6.14) and µ+(Qtf) = µ+(f) that there is C > 0 such that

‖Qtf‖L2(µ+) ≤ Ce−r0t‖f‖L2(µ+), µ+(f) = 0.

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

7 Appendix

Let γ1 be a nonnegative and locally integrable function on (0,+∞) such that

Γ1(t) :=

∫ t

0

γ1(s)
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
< +∞, t > 0,

and let γ2 is a positive and nondecreasing function on [0,+∞).
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lem-Gron Lemma 7.1. Assume that a nonnegative function ψ satisfies

ψ(t) ≤ γ1(t) + γ2(t)

∫ t

0

ψ(s)ds
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
, t > 0. (7.1) in-Gron

Let B (·, ·) be the beta function,

ϕ0(t) = B

(

1

2
,
1

2

)

+ 2
√
t− 11[1≤t≤2] + t1[t>2] (7.2) app-phi0

Γ2(t) =

∫ t

0
(γ1(s) + γ2(s)Γ1(s)) ds, t > 0.

Then

ψ(t) ≤ (γ1(t) + γ2(t)Γ1(t)) + γ2(t)
2ϕ0(t)Γ2(t) exp

{
∫ t

0
γ2(s)

2ϕ0(s)ds

}

. (7.3) in-App1

Proof. For any r > t, multiplying both side of (7.1) by 1√
(r−t)∧1

and integrating on [0, r], we

have that
∫ r

0

ψ(t)dt
√

(r − t) ∧ 1
≤
∫ r

0

γ1(t)dt
√

(r − t) ∧ 1
+

∫ r

0

γ2(t)
√

(r − t) ∧ 1

∫ t

0

ψ(s)ds
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
dt

≤ Γ1(r) + γ2(r)

∫ r

0

(

∫ r

s

dt
√

(r − t) ∧ 1 ·
√

(t− s) ∧ 1

)

ψ(s)ds

= Γ1(r) + γ2(r)

∫ r

0
ϕ0(r − s)ψ(s)ds

≤ Γ1(r) + γ2(r)ϕ0(r)

∫ r

0
ψ(s)ds.

(7.4) int-rtps-0

This, together with (7.1), yields that

ψ(t) ≤ γ1(t) + γ2(t)

(

Γ1(t) + γ2(t)ϕ0(t)

∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds

)

= (γ1(t) + γ2(t)Γ1(t)) + γ2(t)
2ϕ0(t)

∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds.

(7.5) int-rtps-1

This implies that

∫ r

0
ψ(t)dt ≤

∫ r

0
(γ1(t) + γ2(t)Γ1(t)) dt+

∫ r

0

(

γ2(t)
2ϕ0(t)

∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds

)

dt

≤ Γ2(r) + γ2(r)
2ϕ0(r)

∫ r

0

(
∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds

)

dt, r > 0.

Then the Gronwall inequality implies

∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds ≤ Γ2(t) exp

{
∫ t

0
γ2(s)

2ϕ0(s)ds

}

.

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

∫ t

0

ψ(s)ds
√

(t− s) ∧ 1
≤ Γ1(t) + γ2(t)ϕ0(t)Γ2(t) exp

{
∫ t

0
γ2(s)

2ϕ0(s)ds

}

,

and (7.3).



40 S.-Q. Zhang

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

〈Z(y)− Z(x), y − x〉 =
∫ 1

0
〈∇y−xZ(x+ θ(y − x)), y − x〉dθ

≤
(

K1 −
∫ 1

0
K2(x+ θ(y − x))dθ

)

|y − x|2

=

(

K1 −
1

|y − x|

∫ |y−x|

0
K2

(

x+ θ
y − x

|y − x|

)

dθ

)

|y − x|2

≤ (K1 −K∗
2 (|y − x|)) |y − x|2.

(7.6) ZZ

This, together with that σ 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 ǫ

t below.

(2) It follows from [20, Theorem 3.1.1] and (3.2) that the equation

dηt = ∇ηtZ(Yt)dt+∇ηtσ(Yt)dBt, η0 = v ∈ R
d, t ≥ 0. (7.7) equ-et

has a unique non-explosive strong solution. Moreover, the B-D-G inequality, the Itô formula
and (3.2) imply that for all p ≥ 1, there is Cp > 0 depending on K1 and ‖∇σ‖∞ such that

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|ηs|2p +
∫ t

0
K2(Ys)|ηs|2pdr

)

≤ Cpe
Cpt|v|2p. (7.8) Inequ-et-sup

The proof of that Yt is derivable w.r.t. the initial value along v ∈ R
d, and ∇vYt satisfies (7.7) is

similar to the following discussion on Malliavin differentiable of Yt, and we omit it. Moreover,
the inequality (7.8) implies (3.15).

Let Y ǫ be the solution of the following equation:

Y ǫ
t = Y0 +

∫ t

0
Z(Y ǫ

s )ds+

∫ t

0
σ(Y ǫ

s )dBs + ǫ

∫ t

0
σ(Y ǫ

s )h
′
sds. (7.9) Yep0

We first prove the well-posedness of (7.9) and estimate Y ǫ
t . Since ∇σ is bounded, there is

|σ(x)h′s − σ(y)h′s| ≤ ‖∇σ‖∞|w(t)| · |∇vYt| · |x− y|.

Then, taking into account that σ is Lipschitz and (7.6), [20, Theorem 3.1.1] implies that (7.9)
has a unique strong solution.
Next, we estimate Y ǫ

t . By (3.6), there are positive constants r0, C1, C2 such that

(1 + r)(1+α1)α2 ≤ C1K
∗
2 (r)r

2
1[r≥r0] + (1 + r)(1+α1)α21[r<r0]

≤ C1K
∗
2 (r)r

2 +
(

C1K
∗
2 (r)r

2 + (1 + r)(1+α1)α2

)

1[r≤r0]

≤ C1K
∗
2 (r)r

2 + C2.

(7.10) rr_0

For ǫ ∈ [0, 1] and ǫ̃ ∈ (0, 1], by using the Itô formula, (3.3), (7.6) and (7.10), the Hölder inequality
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and the Jensen inequality imply that

d|Y ǫ
t |2 − 2〈Y ǫ

t , σ(Y
ǫ
t )dBt〉 = 2〈Z(Y ǫ

t ), Y
ǫ
t 〉dt+ 2ǫ〈σ(Y ǫ)h′t, Y

ǫ
t 〉dt+ ‖σ(Y ǫ

t )‖2HSdt

= 2〈Z(Y ǫ
t )− Z(0), Y ǫ

t 〉dt+ 2〈Z(0), Y ǫ
t 〉dt

+ 2ǫ|σ(Y ǫ
t )| · |Y ǫ

t | · |h′t|dt+K2
σ(1 + |Y ǫ

t |)2α1dt

≤ 2(K1 −K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |))|Y ǫ
t |2dt+ 2|Z(0)| · |Y ǫ

t |dt
+ 2Kσ(1 + |Y ǫ

t |)α1 |Y ǫ
t | · |w(t)∇vY

ǫ
t |dt+K2

σ(1 + |Y ǫ
t |)1+α1dt

≤ 2(K1 −K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |))|Y ǫ
t |2dt+

(

ǫ̃−1|Z(0)|2 + ǫ̃|Y ǫ
t |2
)

dt

+Kσ(1 + |Y ǫ
t |)1+α1 (2|w(t)∇vY

ǫ
t |dt+Kσ) dt

≤ (2K1 + ǫ̃− 2K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |))|Y ǫ
t |2dt+ ǫ̃−1|Z(0)|2dt

+Kσα
−1
2 ǫ̃(1 + |Y ǫ

t |)(1+α1)α2dt

+
Kσ(α2 − 1)

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

(2|w(t)∇vY
ǫ
t |+Kσ)

α2
α2−1 dt

≤ (2K1 + ǫ̃− 2K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |))|Y ǫ
t |2dt+ ǫ̃−1|Z(0)|2dt

+Kσα
−1
2 ǫ̃(C1K

∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)|Y ǫ
t |2 + C2)dt

+
2

1
α2−1Kσ(α2 − 1)

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

(

(2|w(t)∇vY
ǫ
t |)

α2
α2−1 +K

α2
α2−1
σ

)

dt

≤ (C1(ǫ̃)− C2(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2dt

+ C3(ǫ̃)|w(t)∇vYt|
α2

α2−1dt+ C4(ǫ̃)dt,

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

C1(ǫ̃) = 2K1 + ǫ̃, C2(ǫ̃) = 2− Cσα
−1
2 C1ǫ̃, C3(ǫ̃) =

2
α2+1
α2−1Kσ(α2 − 1)

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

,

C4(ǫ̃) = ǫ̃−1|Z(0)|2 +KσC2α
−1
2 ǫ̃+

2
1

α2−1K

2α2−1
α2−1
σ (α2 − 1)

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

.

Then for any p ≥ 1, there are C1,p, C2,p, C3,p such that

d|Y ǫ
t |2p ≤ p (C1(ǫ̃)− C2(ǫ̃)K

∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ pC3(ǫ̃)|Y ǫ

t |2(p−1)dt

+ pC4(ǫ̃)|Y ǫ
t |2(p−1)|w(t)∇vYt|

α2
α2−1dt

+ 2p|Y ǫ
t |2p−2〈Y ǫ

t , σ(Y
ǫ
t )dBt〉+ 2p(p − 1)|Y ǫ

t |2(p−2)|σ∗(Y ǫ
t )Y

ǫ
t |2dt

≤ p (C1(ǫ̃)− C2(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C3(ǫ̃)

pdt+ ǫ̃(p− 1)|Y ǫ
t |2pdt

+ ǫ̃(p − 1)|Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C4(ǫ̃)

p|w(t)∇vYt|
α2p
α2−1dt

+ 2p|Y ǫ
t |2p−2〈Y ǫ

t , σ(Y
ǫ
t )dBt〉+ 2p(p − 1)K2

σ |Y ǫ
t |2(p−1)(1 + |Y ǫ

t |)2α1dt

≤ (pC1(ǫ̃) + 2ǫ̃(p− 1)− pC2(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C3(ǫ̃)

pdt

+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C4(ǫ̃)
p|w(t)∇vYt|

α2p
α2−1dt+ 2p|Y ǫ

t |2p−2〈Y ǫ
t , σ(Y

ǫ
t )dBt〉

+ 2p(p − 1)K2
σ |Y ǫ

t |2(p−1)

(

ǫ̃α−1
2 (1 + |Y ǫ

t |)(1+α1)α2 +
α2 − 1

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

)

dt (7.11) Yep2p

≤ (pC1(ǫ̃) + 2ǫ̃(p− 1)− pC2(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C3(ǫ̃)

pdt

+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C4(ǫ̃)
p|w(t)∇vYt|

α2p
α2−1dt+ 2p|Y ǫ

t |2p−2〈Y ǫ
t , σ(Y

ǫ
t )dBt〉

+ 2p(p − 1)K2
σ |Y ǫ

t |2(p−1)

(

ǫ̃C1

α2
K∗

2 (|Y ǫ
t |)|Y ǫ

t |2 +
ǫ̃C2

α2
+

α2 − 1

α2ǫ̃
1

α2−1

)

dt
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≤ (pC1(ǫ̃) + 2ǫ̃(p− 1)− pC2(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C3(ǫ̃)

pdt

+ ǫ̃−(p−1)C4(ǫ̃)
p|w(t)∇vYt|

α2p
α2−1dt+ 2p|Y ǫ

t |2p−2〈Y ǫ
t , σ(Y

ǫ
t )dBt〉

+ ǫ̃
2p(p − 1)K2

σC1

α2
K∗

2 (|Y ǫ
t |)|Y ǫ

t |2pdt

+
2(p − 1)2K2

σ ǫ̃

α2
|Y ǫ

t |2p +
2(p − 1)K2

σ

α2ǫ̃p−1

(

ǫ̃C2 +
α2 − 1

ǫ̃
1

α2−1

)p

dt

= (C5(ǫ̃)− C6(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2pdt+ C7(ǫ̃)|w(t)∇vYt|

α2p

α2−1dt

+C8(ǫ̃)dt+ 2p|Y ǫ
t |2p−2〈Y ǫ

t , σ(Y
ǫ
t )dBt〉,

where

C5(ǫ̃) = pC1(ǫ̃) + 2ǫ̃(p − 1) +
2(p− 1)2K2

σ ǫ̃

α2
,

C6(ǫ̃) = pC2(ǫ̃)− ǫ̃
2p(p− 1)K2

σC1

α2
,

C7(ǫ̃) = ǫ̃−(p−1)C4(ǫ̃)
p

C8(ǫ̃) = ǫ̃−(p−1)C3(ǫ̃)
p +

2(p − 1)K2
σ

α2ǫ̃p−1

(

ǫ̃C2 +
α2 − 1

ǫ̃
1

α2−1

)p

.

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

E

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0
|Y ǫ

r |2p−2〈Y ǫ
r , σ(Y

ǫ
r )dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ CE

[

(
∫ t

0
|Y ǫ

r |4p−2(1 + |Y ǫ
r |)2dr

)

1
2 ∣
∣

∣
F0

]

≤ CE

[

(
∫ t

0

(

|Y ǫ
r |4p + 1

)

dr

)

1
2 ∣
∣

∣
F0

]

≤ C

(

√
t+ E

[

sup
r∈[0,t]

|Y ǫ
r |p
(
∫ t

0
|Y ǫ

r |2pdr
)

1
2 ∣
∣

∣
F0

])

≤ C

(√
t+ E

[
∫ t

0
|Y ǫ

r |2pdr
∣

∣

∣
F0

])

+
1

2p
E

[

sup
r∈[0,t]

|Y ǫ
r |2p

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

.

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

sup
ǫ∈[0,1]

E

[

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Y ǫ
t |2p +

∫ t

0
K∗

2 (|Y ǫ
s |)|Y ǫ

s |2pds
∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ Cp

(√
t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p +

∫ t

0
E

[

|w(s)∇vYs|
α2p
α2−1

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

ds

)

eCpt.

(7.12) supYep2p

By taking w(·) ≡ 0, we obtain (3.9).
If (3.10) holds, then we can choose small enough ǫ̃ and large enough r0 in (7.11) such that

there is C > 0 such that

(C5(ǫ̃)− C6(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2p

≤ −C̄1|Y ǫ
t |2p1[|Y ǫ

t |≥r0] + (C5(ǫ̃)− C6(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t |)) |Y ǫ
t |2p1[|Y ǫ

t |<r0]

≤ −C̄1|Y ǫ
t |2p + sup

r≤r0

(
(

C̄1 + C5(ǫ̃)− C6(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (r)

)

r2p).

Putting this into (7.11), we find that

d|Y ǫ
t |2p ≤ −C̄1|Y ǫ

t |2pdt+ C7(ǫ̃)|w(t)∇vYt|
α2p
α2−1dt

+ C̄8(ǫ̃)dt+ 2p|Y ǫ
t |2p−2〈Y ǫ

t , σ(Y
ǫ
t )dBt〉
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where
C̄8(ǫ̃) = C8(ǫ̃) + sup

r≤r0

(
(

C̄1 + C5(ǫ̃)− C6(ǫ̃)K
∗
2 (r)

)

r2p).

Then

sup
ǫ∈[0,1]

E

[
∫ t

0
|Y ǫ

s |2pds
∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ Cp

(√
t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p +

∫ t

0
E

[

|w(s)∇vYs|
α2p
α2−1

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

ds

)

.

(7.13) Y-be2-unif

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

sup
ǫ∈[0,1]

E

[
∫ t

0
|Y ǫ

s |2p+β2ds
∣

∣

∣
F0

]

≤ Cp

(√
t(
√
t+ 1) + |Y0|2p +

∫ t

0
E

[

|w(s)∇vYs|
α2p
α2−1

∣

∣

∣
F0

]

ds

)

.

(7.14) Y-be2-2p

Taking w ≡ 0, we obtain similar estimates (7.12), (3.11) and (3.13) for Yt.
Next, we estimate Y ǫ

t − Yt. For ht, because of (3.15) and that w is a bounded process, for
any s > 0 and p > 0, we have that

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|h′t|p ≤ sup
t∈[0,s],ω∈Ω

|w(t, ω)|E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇vYt|p

≤ Cpe
Cpt( sup

t∈[0,s],ω∈Ω
|w(t, ω)|)|v|p

(7.15) Inhsup

for some Cp > 0.
Due to (7.6), (A2) and the Itô formula, there is

d|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2 = 2〈Z(Y ǫ

t )− Z(Yt), Y
ǫ
t − Yt〉dt+ |σ(Y ǫ

t )− σ(Yt)|2HSdt

+ 2〈Y ǫ
t − Yt, (σ(Y

ǫ
t )− σ(Yt))dBt〉+ 2ǫ〈σ(Y ǫ

t )h
′
t, Y

ǫ
t − Yt〉dt

≤ 2 (K1 −K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t − Yt|)) |Y ǫ
t − Yt|2dt+ (‖∇σ‖2∞ + 1)|Y ǫ

t − Yt|2dt
+ 2〈Y ǫ

t − Yt, (σ(Y
ǫ
t )− σ(Yt))dBt〉+ ǫ2|σ(Y ǫ

t )h
′
t|2dt.

(7.16) YYep1

Moreover, for any p ≥ 1,

d|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2p ≤ p

(

2K1 + 1 + (2p − 1)‖∇σ‖2∞ − 2K∗
2 (|Y ǫ

t − Yt|)
)

|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2pdt

+ pǫ2|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2p−2|σ(Y ǫ

t )h
′
t|2dt

+ 2p|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2p−2〈Y ǫ

t − Yt, (σ(Y
ǫ
t )− σ(Yt))dBt〉

≤ p

(

2K1 +
2p− 1

p
+ (2p − 1)‖∇σ‖2∞ − 2K∗

2 (|Y ǫ
t − Yt|)

)

|Y ǫ
t − Yt|2pdt

+ ǫ2p|σ(Y ǫ
t )h

′
t|2pdt+ 2p|Y ǫ

t − Yt|2p−2〈Y ǫ
t − Yt, (σ(Y

ǫ
t )− σ(Yt))dBt〉.

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

E sup
s∈[0,t]

|Y ǫ
s − Ys|2p + E

∫ t

0
K∗

2 (|Y ǫ
s − Ys|)|Y ǫ

s − Ys|2pds

≤ ǫ2pCpe
CptE

∫ t

0
|σ(Y ǫ

s )h
′
s|2pds.

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

sup
ǫ∈(0,1],|v|≤1

E sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

Y ǫ
s − Ys

ǫ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

< +∞, t ≥ 0. (7.17) YYep

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

dDhYt = ∇DhYtZ(Yt)dt+∇DhYtσ(Yt)dBt + σ(Yt)h
′
tdt, DhY0 = 0.
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By using the Itô formula and the B-D-G inequality directly, it can be proved that DhYt satisfies
(3.16). Let

V ǫ
t =

Y ǫ
t − Yt

ǫ
−DhYt, U ǫ

t =
Y ǫ
t − Yt

ǫ
.

Then

dV ǫ
t =

∫ 1

0

(

∇Uǫ
t
Z(Yt + θ(Y ǫ

t − Yt))−∇Uǫ
t
Z(Yt)

)

dθdt

+∇V ǫ
t
Z(Yt)dt+∇V ǫ

t
σ(Yt)dBt

+

∫ 1

0

(

∇Uǫ
t
σ(Yt + θ(Y ǫ

t − Yt))−∇Uǫ
t
σ(Yt)

)

dθdBt

+ (σ(Y ǫ
t )− σ(Yt)) h

′
tdt.

By the Itô formula, (A1) and (A2), and the Hölder inequality, for any p ≥ 1, there is a positive
constant C which depends on p,K1, ‖∇σ‖∞ such that

d|V ǫ
t |2p ≤2p (C −K2(Y

ǫ
t )) |V ǫ

t |2pdt+ |σ(Y ǫ
t )− σ(Yt)|2p|h′t|2pdt

+

∫ 1

0
|∇σ(Yt + θǫU ǫ

t )−∇σ(Yt)|2pdθ|U ǫ
t |2pdt

+

∫ 1

0
|∇Z(Yt + ǫθU ǫ

t )−∇Z(Yt)|2pdθ|U ǫ
t |2pdt

+ 2p|V ǫ
t |2p−2〈V ǫ

t ,

∫ 1

0

(

∇Uǫ
t
σ(Yt + ǫθU ǫ

t )−∇Uǫ
t
σ(Yt)

)

dθdBt〉

+ 2p|V ǫ
t |2p−2〈V ǫ

t ,∇V ǫ
t
σ(Yt)dBt〉.

It follows from the B-D-G inequality and the Gronwall inequality that there is a positive constant
C which depends on p,K1, ‖∇σ‖∞ such that for any t ≥ 0

E sup
s∈[0,t]

|V ǫ
s |2p + E

∫ t

0
K2(Y

ǫ
s )|V ǫ

s |2pds

≤ CeCt

(

E

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
|∇σ(Ys + θǫU ǫ

s)−∇σ(Ys)|2pdθ|U ǫ
s |2pds

+ E

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
|∇Z(Ys + ǫθU ǫ

s)−∇Z(Ys)|2pdθ|U ǫ
s |2pds

+ǫ2p‖∇σ‖2p∞E

∫ t

0
|U ǫ

s |2p|h′s|2pds
)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

Since ǫθU ǫ
s → 0 in probability, which is implied by (7.17), and∇σ(·) is continuous, the dominated

convergence theorem yields that limǫ→0+ I1 = 0.
Since ∇Z has polynomial growth, there exist q > 0 and C > 0 such that

|∇Z(y)| ≤ C(1 + |y|)q.

Then

|∇Z(Ys + ǫθU ǫ
s)−∇Z(Ys)|2p|U ǫ

s |2p ≤ 2C(|Ys|+ |U ǫ
s |)2pq|U ǫ

s |2p,

which is integrable on Ω× [0, t] × [0, 1] under dP⊗ ds⊗ dθ. This, together with that ǫθU ǫ
s → 0

in probability, implies by using the dominated convergence theorem that limǫ→0+ I2 = 0.
By using (7.15) and (7.17), it is clear that limǫ→0+ I3 = 0.
Hence

lim
ǫ→0+

E sup
s∈[0,t]

|V ǫ
s |2p = 0.
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Therefore, Yt is Malliavin differentiable along h.

(3) Similarly, following from (A1), (A2) except (3.4), (7.8) and (7.12), we can prove that
∇vY

y
t is differentiable w.r.t. y, i.e. Yt is twice differentiable w.r.t. the initial value. Moreover,

∇u∇vYt satisfies

d∇u∇vYt =∇∇uYt∇∇vYtZ(Yt)dt+∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt)dBt

+∇∇u∇vYtZ(Yt)dt+∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)dBt, ∇u∇vY0 = 0,

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

d|∇u∇vYt|2 − 2〈∇u∇vYt, (∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt) +∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)) dBt〉
= 2〈∇∇uYt∇∇vYtZ(Yt),∇u∇vYt〉dt+ 2〈∇u∇vYt,∇∇u∇vYtZ(Yt)〉dt

+ ‖∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt) +∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)‖2HSdt

≤ 2|∇2Z(Yt)| · |∇u∇vYt| · |∇uYt| · |∇vYt|dt+ 2(K1 −K2(Yt))|∇u∇vYt|2dt
+ 2

(

‖∇2σ‖2∞|∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2 + ‖∇σ‖2∞|∇u∇vYt|2
)

dt.

(7.18) nn2Y2

Then for any p ≥ 1, there are positive constants C1, · · · , C5 such that

d|∇u∇vY
y
t |2p ≤ p|∇u∇vY

y
t |2(p−1)

(

C1|∇u∇vY
y
t |2 + C2(|∇2Z(Y y

t )|2 + 1)|∇uY
y
t |2 · |∇vY

y
t |2
)

dt

+ 2p|∇y∇vY
y
t |2(p−1)〈∇u∇vY

y
t ,
(

∇∇uY
y
t
∇∇vY

y
t
σ(Y y

t ) +∇∇u∇vY
y
t
σ(Y y

t )
)

dBt〉

+ C3|∇u∇vY
y
t |2(p−1)

(

|∇uY
y
t |2|∇vY

y
t |2 + |∇u∇vY

y
t |2
)

dt

≤ C4|∇u∇vY
y
t |2pdt+ C5

(

1 + |∇2Z(Y y
t )|
)2p |∇uY

y
t |2p|∇vY

y
t |2pdt

+ 2p|∇y∇vY
y
t |2(p−1)〈∇u∇vY

y
t ,
(

∇∇uY
y
t
∇∇vY

y
t
σ(Y y

t ) +∇∇u∇vY
y
t
σ(Y y

t )
)

dBt〉.

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

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vY
y
t |2p ≤ CeCs

E

∫ s

0

(

1 + |∇2Z(Y y
t )|
)2p |∇uY

y
t |2p|∇vY

y
t |2pdt

≤ CeCs

(

E

∫ s

0

(

1 + |∇2Z(Y y
t )|
)4p

dt

)
1
2
(

E

∫ s

0
|∇uY

y
t |8pdt

)
1
4
(

E

∫ s

0
|∇vY

y
t |8pdt

)
1
4

.

Combining this with (3.17) and (3.11), we find that there is a positive constant C which depends
on p,K1, β1, r0,K3, ‖∇σ‖∞, ‖∇2σ‖∞ such that

E sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vY
y
t |2p ≤ Cpe

Cps(1 + |y|)2pβ1 |u|2p|v|2p, s ≥ 0. (7.19) nn2Y-be1-uv

This yields (3.18).
If (3.19) holds, then there are constants K̄2 > 0, r0 ≥ 1 such that

K2(x) ≥ K̄2|x|β2 , |x| ≥ r0.

This implies that

K2(x) ≥ K̄2|x|β2 + (K2(x)− K̄2|x|β2)1[|x|<r0]

≥ K̄2|x|β2 − sup
|x|≤r0

(K2(x)− K̄2|x|β2) ≡ K̄2|x|β2 − C̄1.
(7.20) K2-K2C
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By (3.17), the Hölder inequality and the C-r inequality,

2|∇2Z(Yt)| · |∇u∇vYt| · |∇uYt| · |∇vYt|
≤ 2K3(1 + |Yt|)β1 |∇u∇vYt| · |∇uYt| · |∇vYt|

= 2
(

K3(1 + |Yt|)β1−
β2
2 |∇uYt| · |∇vYt|

)(

(1 + |Yt|)
β2
2 |∇u∇vYt|

)

≤ 2(β2−1)+K2
3

K̄2
(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 |∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2 +

K̄2(1 + |Yt|)β2

2(β2−1)+
|∇u∇vYt|2

≤ 2(β2−1)+K2
3

K̄2
(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 |∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2 + K̄2

(

1 + |Yt|β2

)

|∇u∇vYt|2.

(7.21) Znn2nn-nn

Putting this and (7.20) into (7.18), we arrive at that

d|∇u∇vYt|2 − 2〈∇u∇vYt, (∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt) +∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)) dBt〉
≤ (2(K1 + C̄1 + ‖∇σ‖2∞)− K̄2|Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2dt

+
2(β2−1)+K2

3

K̄2
(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 |∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2dt

+ 2‖∇2σ‖2∞|∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2dt
≤ (C̄2 − K̄2|Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2dt+ (C̄3(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 + C̄4)|∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2dt,

(7.22) nn2Y2-new

where

C̄2 = 2(K1 + C̄1 + ‖∇σ‖2∞), C̄3 =
2(β2−1)+K2

3

K̄2
, C̄4 = 2‖∇2σ‖2∞.

Then, for any p ≥ 1, we find that

d|∇u∇vYt|2p ≤ dMt + p(C̄2 − K̄2|Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2pdt

+
(

C̄3(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 + C̄4

)

|∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2|∇u∇vYt|2(p−1)dt

+ 2p(p− 1)|∇u∇vYt|2(p−1)|∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt) +∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)|2dt,

where

dMt := 2p|∇u∇vYt|2(p−1)〈∇u∇vYt, (∇∇uYt∇∇vYtσ(Yt) +∇∇u∇vYtσ(Yt)) dBt〉.

Note that for any ǫ̃ ∈ (0, 1), the Hölder inequality implies

(1 + |Yt|)2β1−β2 |∇uYt|2|∇vYt|2|∇u∇vYt|2(p−1)

≤ ǫ̃
p− 1

p
(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇u∇vYt|2p

+
1

pǫ̃p−1
(1 + |Yt|)(2β1−β2)p−β2(p−1)|∇uYt|2p|∇vYt|2p

≤ (p− 1)2(β2−1)+ ǫ̃

p
(1 + |Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2p

+
1

pǫ̃p−1
(1 + |Yt|)2(β1−β2)p+β2 |∇uYt|2p|∇vYt|2p

≤ (p− 1)2(β2−1)+ ǫ̃

p
(1 + |Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2p

+
1

pǫ̃p−1
(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇uYt|2p|∇vYt|2p,

where we have used (1 + |Yt|)2(β1−β2)p ≤ 1 since β1 ≤ β2 in the last inequality. Choosing small
enough ǫ̃, there are positive constants C̄5, C̄6, C̄7 such that

d|∇u∇vYt|2p ≤ p(C̄5 − C̄6|Yt|β2)|∇u∇vYt|2pdt
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+ C̄7(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇uYt|2p|∇vYt|2p + dMt.

Then, the B-D-G inequality, the Gronwall inequality and the Hölder inequality imply that there
are C̄8, C̄9 > 0 such that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,s]

|∇u∇vYt|2p +
∫ s

0
|Yt|β2 |∇u∇vYt|2pdt

)

≤ C̄8e
C̄8sE

∫ s

0
(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇uYt|2p|∇vYt|2pdt

≤ C̄8e
C̄8s

(

E

∫ s

0
(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇uYt|4pdt

)
1
2
(

E

∫ s

0
(1 + |Yt|)β2 |∇vYt|4pdt

)
1
2

≤ C̄9e
C̄9s|u|2p|v|2p.

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