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Abstract

This paper investigates the exit-time problem for time-inhomogeneous diffusion
processes. The focus is on the small-noise behavior of the exit time from a bounded
positively invariant domain. We demonstrate that, when the drift and diffusion
terms are uniformly close to some time-independent functions, the exit time grows
exponentially both in probability and in L; as a parameter that controls the noise
tends to zero. We also characterize the exit position of the time-inhomogeneous
process. Additionally, we investigate the impact of relaxing the uniform closeness
condition on the exit-time behavior. As an application, we extend these results
to the McKean-Vlasov process. Our findings improve upon existing results in the
literature for the exit-time problem for this class of processes.
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1 Introduction

The Freidlin-Wentzell theory emerged in the late 1960s, beginning with several works by
the two authors (most notably [14]), which were later compiled in their seminal book
[9]. The problem originated from the study of small random perturbations in dynamical
systems of the form

Q.St = b(ﬁbt), o = x; (1-1)

where b € C1(R%;RY) is a vector field defining the flow, and = € R? is the initial point.
In particular, Freidlin-Wentzell theory focused on perturbations in the form of Brown-
ian motion with a small diffusion parameter. Thus, they examined the family of processes
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7Z = Z(x,¢), parameterized by the starting point z € R? and a parameter ¢ that controls
the noise. Consider the following definition:

dZt = \/EO'(Zt) th -+ b(Zt) dt, Z() = T a.s., (12)

where o € C1(R% R%*9) is a matrix-valued function that introduces spatially dependent
noise. In what follows, we will always assume that b and o are continuous Lipschitz
functions. Under this condition, the existence and uniqueness results for are stan-
dard. Additionally, every object will be defined on a sufficiently rich filtered probability
space (Q, F, (F;)i>0,P) and W will be a F;-Brownian motion. By (F}V);>0, we denote
the Brownian filtration associated to W.

Several problems were considered for by M. Freidlin and A. Wentzell, among
them, the question of the first exit time from a positively invariant for the flow set
D. Let D C R? be some open, bounded domain. We recall the standard assumptions of
the Freidlin-Wentzell theory.

Assumption 1.1. There exists a unique stable equilibrium point for the flow induced by
b inside D, denoted by a € D. That is, ¢g € D = {¢1}1>0 C D and tlirn ¢¢ = a, where ¢
- — 00

is defined in (L.1).

The first assumption states that, indeed, the set D is a positively invariant set and
with a unique attractor inside it. In particular, it means that b(a) = 0. The second
assumption states that the vector field b points strictly inside the set D on its boundary
0D.

Assumption 1.2. (b(x),n(x)) < 0 for all x € 0D, where n(z) is the unit outward
normal at x € OD.

The next assumption concerns the behavior of b around the attractor a.
Assumption 1.3. All eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix (gTb;(a))” are negative.

In particular, Assumption means that the field b exhibits very strong attractive
behavior around a with an additional term. In particular, there exists L > 0 such that
(b(z),x — a) < —L|z — al?>. The next assumption introduces some restrictions on the
diffusion term.

Assumption 1.4. There exists A > 0 such that for any x € D, we have 5 < |lo(z)| < A.
Moreover, for any x € D, (00*)(x) is a non-singular matriz that is uniformly positive

definite on 0D U {a}.

Note that our assumptions can be generalized, as can be seen, for example, in As-
sumptions (A-1) to (A-4) of [7, Chapter 5|. Additionally, see Exercise 5.7.29 in the same
reference for an explanation of how the assumptions used in this paper are special cases
of those presented in the book.

As was said before, the Freidlin-Wentzell theory addresses the exit-time problem, i.e.
the study of 7(Z) := inf{t > 0: Z; ¢ D}— the first time when the process Z leaves the
domain D.



The last ingredient that we need to formulate the exit-time result of Freidlin-Wentzell
theory is the notion of quasi-potential and its height within D. For any t > 0, z € R%,
and f € C[0,t] define the following functional. Let:

6= [ (F =000 G~ ) .

if f exists and belongs to Lo and IZ(f) = +oo otherwise. I7 is called the rate function
and comes from the large deviation principle for stochastic processes of the form .
For more information on the large deviation theory see [7].

Let us now define U(z,y,t) := fEC[(i)I,}f]f:ftzy IF(f) and U(z,y) := %rzl(f) U(z,y,t).

The following function Q(y) := U(a,y) is called the quasi-potential. The name quasi-
potential comes from the fact that if b = —VV for some function (potential) V : R4 — R
and o is simply an identity matrix, then Q(y) = V(y) — V(a) for all y inside D. Note
that, under our assumptions, the quasi-potential @) is continuous on 9D and at point a
(see e.g. |7, p.236 Exercise 5.7.29]).

Finally, denote as

H:= inf Qy) (1.3)

the height of the quasi-potential within the domain D.
Under the Assumptions above, we have the following classical result of the Freidlin-
Wentzell theory.

Proposition 1.5 (M.I. Freidlin, A.D. Wentzell). For any compact K C D, we have:
2(H — 2(H
1. for any n > 0: lim inf P <exp{(n>} <7(2)< exp{(—m}> =1,
e=+0zeK € 3

2. lir% % logE[7(Z)] = H uniformly for z € K,
E—

3. for any closed N C 9D such that me\’[Q(y) > H, we have
ye

li P(Z N)=0.
lim sup P (Zr(z) € N) =0

This result shows that the exit time of the time-homogeneous It6 diffusion grows
exponentially as € — 0, both in probability and in L;. Furthermore, the exit-position
result indicates that, with high probability, the exit occurs near the subset of 9D that
minimizes the quasipotential Q).

This classical result from Freidlin-Wentzell theory has since been refined in several
ways. First, one may consider D as a characteristic domain for the flow, meaning it
can include saddle points of b—something that is precluded by Assumption [1.2] in our
case. This extension was achieved, for example, in [6] by introducing a reflection on
the boundary for and applying techniques similar to those in Freidlin and Wentzell
theory to this modified process.



Another question of significant interest in the field, due to its relevance for applica-
tions, is the derivation of sharper asymptotics or prefactors. Most results in this direction
have been obtained for the reversible case (i.e., when b is the gradient of some function,
as in the Langevin equation) and without the diffusion matrix o. This focus arises be-
cause PDE techniques are used in these cases, rather than the large deviations principles
employed in the Freidlin and Wentzell approach. The exit-time result in this context is
known as the Eyring-Kramers formula:

E[r(Z)] = C(1+ 0:(1)) exp{ff}.

For the exact form of prefactors in the Eyring-Kramers formula and their derivation using
a potential-theoretic approach, see [4, 5] and references therein. See also [12] for recent
advancements in this area. For results on exit times with prefactors in the nonreversible
case (though still considering specific forms of b), see [3]. Proving the Eyring-Kramers
formula under the general assumptions of Freidlin and Wentzell remains an open problem.

In this paper, we study the small-noise asymptotics of the exit time for a family of
processes Y = Y (e, x), parametrized by the noise parameter €, each represented in the
form:

dY; = Ve X(t,Y;)dW; + B(t,Y;)dt, Yy =z as., (1.4)

where ¥ and B may vary with . Our goal is to identify conditions under which Freidlin-
Wentzell-type exit-time estimates remain valid for such families of processes and to ex-
plore the implications of these conditions for specific choices of X and B.

There are a lot of processes of this form. For example, McKean-Vlasov process, which
is defined as a solution of the following stochastic differential equation

A = e (Vi, ) AWy + 0" (Vi ) it

where p; = L(Y;) represents the law of the process Y. The exit time problem for this
process was considered in several papers [10], [I3] [] in the case pY (x,p) = =VV(x) —
[ VF(z — 2)u(dz), for some regular functions V, F' : R — R, also known as confinement
and interaction potentials and P being an identity matrix.

Another process of interest that can be represented in the form ((1.4) is

dY; = vea(p () dW; — VV(Y)dt,

where, as before, V : R* — R is some regular confinement potential, p; is the density of
Y; and o : R — R is some function that controls the the diffusion term (see [2]).

1.1 Main Results

In the following, we will describe the precise assumptions on the process (1.4) under
which the Freidlin-Wentzell type exit-time result is shown. We will only consider the
processes such that their diffusion and drift terms a close enough to some functions that
are independent of the time parameter, at least for some time. Define the following set
of processes.



Definition 1.6. For any ¢ > 0, k > 0, and x € RY, define the set X = X(e,k,2) of
all 7}V -adapted processes that are strong solutions of the following stochastic differential
equation

dX; = Ve X(t, Xy)dW; + B(t, Xy) dt, (15)
Xo =z eR?as, '
for some ¥ € C1(Ry x R:R¥) and B € C1(Ry x R%GRY) such that
sup sup [|-(t,y) — o (W)l <%,
= ver (1.6)
sup sup |B(t,y) —b(y)| < k.
£>0 yeRd

In other words, X is the set of stochastic processes such that they can be represented
as solutions to the stochastic differential equation with drift and diffusion terms
that are close to o and b from Equation . Note that the set X is not empty for any
e,k > 0 and for any = € R?, since the process Z, defined in for the corresponding
e, always belongs to X. In what follows, we omit the parameters (e, k,x) when their
meaning is clear from the context.

Let us consider the three parameters ¢, x, and x that are present in the definition of
X(e,k,z). The third parameter = defines the starting point for all the processes X that
we consider. The parameter € controls the noise of the processes that we consider. When
¢ is small, for fixed-independently-of-¢ periods of time, the trajectory of X tends to stay
around the deterministic flow defined by ét = B(t, ¢+), which could be shown using It6
calculus or more accurate exponential estimates provided by the large deviation principle
(see e.g. [8]). The parameter k > 0 controls how close the drift term B and the diffusion
term X of the processes that we consider are to those of Z. Note that for k1 < ko,
we have X(g,k1,2) C X(e, ko, z). Moreover, the set X(g,0,x) is also well-defined and
consists of only one process, that is Z, the strong solution of with corresponding e
and x.

Any process X that is a strong solution of is also a time-inhomogeneous strong
Markov process. This property is thus preserved by the set X, which we point out in the
following remark.

Remark 1.7. Tuke some X € X(¢,r, ) and a stopping time 7. For tg > 0 and ' € R?
define X' the strong solution of the SDE

AdX! = EX(to+t, X]) AW, + B(to + ¢, X)) dt ,
X, =12 as.

The functions L(to+-,-) and B(to+-,-) satisfy conditions (1.6 and thus X' € X(e, K, 2').
Moreover, by the strong Markov property of X, for any measurable function f, we have
E[f(X})] = E[f (Xr40)| X7 = 2/, 7 = to] for any t > 0.

Finally, for a continuous J;-adapted process X, let us define the random time

7(X) :=inf{t >0: X; ¢ D}. (1.7)



Note that, under our assumptions, 7(X) is a stopping time (see, e.g. [I1, p.11]). Now,
we are ready to state the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.8. Fiz some compact K C D. For any n > 0 there exists k > 0 such that

1 ting inf int P (expf 250 < o) < ep{ L) 2

e—=0zeK XeX £ IS

2. H—n<lim glog inf inf E[7(X)] < lim = log sup sup E[7(X)] < H +n,
e—0 zeK XeX e—0 reK XeX

3. moreover, for any closed N C 9D such that meVQ(y) > H +n, we have
ye

lim sup sup P (XT(X) € N) = 0.
e20zeK Xex

The result above shows that the exponential growth of the exit time, both in proba-
bility and in Ly, also holds for a family of inhomogeneous diffusions as long as their drift
and diffusion terms are close to those of . The parameter 1 determines the desired
precision of the exponential growth rate. The parameter s, which controls the closeness
of the drift terms B and b, as well as the diffusion terms ¥ and o, is then chosen as
a function of . Note that the choice of ¥ may also depend on other objects fixed by
our assumptions, such as the functions b, o, and the domain D. In principle, an explicit
formula describing the dependency of x on 7 can be obtained, but it requires more precise
estimates than those provided in this paper.

The inverse is also true. Namely, if the process Y (e, z) is given by with some
B and X such that there exist b, o, a, and D that satisfy Assumptions and such
that Y(e,z) € X(e, k,x), for any € and for small enough x > 0, then there exists n such
that the exit time 7(Y") exhibits the exponential growth of the form of Theorem
Therefore, the Freidlin-Wentzell type exit time estimate holds even in the case when B
and ¥ does not tend to b and ¢ with € — 0. Although, the fact that x shall be "small
enough" is essential. Its exact value can be found using more accurate estimates on the
dependency of x on 7 in Theorem

If in fact the drift B and diffusion ¥ tend to some independent-of-time limits b and o
as € — 0, then Theorem [I.§ boils down to an equivalent to the Freidlin-Wentzell theory
result. Consider the following simple corollary.

Corollary 1.9. Fiz some compact K C D. Let Y(e,z) be a family of Fi-adapted pro-
cesses such that for any k > 0 and for any € > 0 small enough we have

Y(e,x) € X(e,k,x), for any x € K. (1.8)

Then we have the following three results:

1. for any § > 0: lim inf([F’ (exp{w_&)} <7(Y) < exp{w}> =1,

e—=0xe S 3



2. lim - logE[7(Y)] = H uniformly for z € K,
e—0 2
3. moreover, for any closed N C 9D such that in]fVQ(y) > H, we have
ye

ig% :g}}gﬂ” (YT(y) € N) = 0.

In this paper, the term ’small enough’ indicates that the upper bound of a parameter
depends on the parameters specified earlier. For instance, in the case above, the equiva-
lent formulation would be: ¢ <...> for any x > 0 there exists e(x) > 0 such that for any
positive € < e(k) we have <...>".

The first result of the corollary can be achieved by simply taking for any 6 > 0 the
parameter x given by Theorem [I.8] Then, we observe that, due to our condition on Y,
regardless of the value of &, in the limit ¢ — 0, we have Y (e, z) € X(e, k, ), thus giving

lim P (eXP{Q(H_é)} <7(Y) < exp{wb

9 9

2 i (oo 20} ) e 200

e—0XeX £

This estimate, of course, holds uniformly in z € K. The same holds for the exit position:

hmsup]P’(Y( )GN) < hmsup sup]P’(X( )EN) =0.
—0gzek —0zeK Xex

For the Li-asymptotics, one can proceed similarly and note that, if hm log E[r(Y)]
exists, then it should satisfy both

€
im — > lim — > H—
fng 5 o8 B{r () 2 li 5 log o Elr(X) 2 H
and -
lim — log E[7(Y)] < hm = log sup E[7(X)] < H + 6.
e—0 2 Xex

These two bounds on the limit hm 15 log E[7(Y)], which does not depend on & or 4, hold

for any 6 > 0. Moreover, it holds unlformly on z € K, thus giving us the second result
of the corollary.

One may argue that the conditions used for Y in the corollary above are too strong.
Indeed, we suppose that, in the small-noise regime, the processes Y (e, z) lose their time
inhomogeneous properties for all t > 0. This, in general, is not true for many processes of
interest, as will be seen below for the McKean-Vlasov process. In the following remark,
we note one obvious way to relax the condition ((1.8)).

Remark 1.10. The result of Corollary still holds if we change the condition (1.8]) to
the following. For any k > 0, for any € > 0 small enough, and for any x € K there exists
a process X € X(e,k,x) that is indistinguishable from Y until time 7(X). Specifically,

PVt<7(X):Yi=X;) =1. (1.9)



The proof of the Freidlin-Wentzell exit time result in this case is obvious; one needs
to slightly modify the argument above using the fact that, though Y may not belong to
X, there exists X € X(e, k, x) such that 7(X) = 7(Y) almost sure.

Another possible way to relax the condition is to consider processes Y (g, ) that
belong to X(e, k,z) only until some deterministic time that is big enough for the exit
event to occur. Consider the following corollary.

Corollary 1.11. Fiz some compact K C D. Let Y(e,x) be a family of Fi-adapted
processes. Suppose that there exists &' > 0 such that for any k > 0, for any & > 0 small

enough, and for any v € K there exists a process X € X(e, k,x) that is indistinguishable

from'Y until time exp{w}. Specifically,

€

!
IP’(W < exp{2(H€m} 1Y, :Xt> =1.

Then for any § > 0, we have:

1 tin ing P (expf 2E =) < o) <o KDL ) 2

e=>0zeK e g

g
. lim — i >
2 ling 3 log ]l B (V)] = 1,

3. moreover, for any closed N C D such that in]va(y) > H, we have
ye

ll_I)% EEE]P’ (YT(y) € N) = 0.

The proof of this result is direct. Take, without loss of generality, § < ¢’. Then, since

Y is indistinguishable from some X until time exp{ﬂ%w}, we have:

2(H-8) 2(H+5) 2(H-5) 2(H+0)
IP’(e = <7(Y)<e = )ZIP’(e = <7(X)<e = >

The exit-position result can be achieved using the estimate on the exit time 7(Y"). Indeed:

P (Vo) € N) < P (Ko € ) + P (7(1) > 557,

which tends to zero by Theorem and the estimate in P on the exit time 7(Y).
For the lower bound in Lj, that is the second result of the corollary, we can simply
use the Markov’s inequality to get for any ¢ > 0:

P (e@ < () Y < Elr(Y).

(H-9)
Since P (e2 = < T(Y)) —>0 1, that gives us
E—r

€
. . >
im(l) 3 log ;gf E[r(Y)] > H — ¢,

8



for any § > 0 thus proving the second statement of the corollary.

Note that, unlike before, in Corollary we get only a lower bound on the expo-
nential rate of growth in Ly. In fact, under the conditions on the process Y, we can not
hope for more. Indeed, take for example the process

2(H+1)

2(H+1)
Yi(e,z) := Zi(e,x)1 {tge e }—i—a]l {t>e c },

where Z is defined in (1.2)) (we recall that Z(e,z) € X(e,0,x)). The following probability

2(H+1) 2(H+1)>

P(T(Y)>e : >2P<T(Z)>e :

is positive for any ¢ > 0, thus making E[7(Y)] = oo, since the process Y is forever
trapped in a after time exp{@}.
Although this example may appear artificial, it illustrates an important concept: the
2(H+1)

behavior of Y after the time exp{f} influences the expectation of the exit time

7(Y'), but not its exponential asymptotics in P.

1.2 Applications for the McKean-Vlasov process

In this section, we present the exit-time result for the McKean-Vlasov process that we
establish using Theorem

Let us define the McKean-Vlasov process that is considered in this section. For each
e >0 and z € R?, consider the following equation:

av; = veo (Vi pe) dWs + 0™ (Y, e dit
w =LY, (1.10)

Yo ==z as.

where o © € C1 (R x Po(RY); R*D) and b € C1(RY x Py(R?); RY).

Let us introduce some assumptions on the drift and diffusion terms. Since this pa-
per does not address the questions of existence and uniqueness, we proceed under the
following condition:

Assumption 1.12. The functions o and b™" are such that foranye >0 and x € R
there exists a unique strong solution to (1.10)). Furthermore, there exist M > 0 and p > 2
such that for some compact K' C R?

sup sup supE|Y;|P < M.
0<e<1zeK’ t>0

We refer to [I, [I0] for some possible conditions that can be taken to ensure Assump-
tion in the gradient case where b (2, 1) = —VV (2) =V Fxpu(x) and o (z, ) = Id.
The process ([1.10) can also be viewed in the form ([1.4) by associating ¥ (¢,x) =

MV
(

o (z,u) and B(t,z) = b (z, ). However, the nature of nonhomogeneity of Y is



important. Theorem [I.8] addresses the exit-time problem from a positively invariant set
of some kind, with a unique attractor inside it. Since we consider the exit time in the
small noise regime, it is natural to expect the law u; to be close to the Dirac delta
function centered at the attractor. Consider the following assumption.

Assumption 1.13. There exists a € RY such that b = b" (-,8,) and ¢ = o' (-,84)
satisfy Assumptions for some open D C K.

Assumption not only introduces some restrictions on b and UMV, but also
brings us back in the framework of Theorem by associating b = bMV(-,5a) and

o= O'MV(',(SQ). Note that in the following it is these b and o that are understood in

Equation (|1.5)) and Definition
However, in order to obtain the exit-time result in the case of McKean-Vlasov diffusion
process, we need three additional assumptions.

Assumption 1.14. There exists an increasing positive function C : R x R — R such
that for any p,v € P2(R?), we have:

sup 0" (2, ) — 0"
z€R4

(o) < C ( [1zputaz), [ \z|pu<dz>) W, ),

MV MV
sup |0 (z,p) — 0
z€R4

where p is defined in Assumption [I.13.
Note that Assumptions and give us that for Cy := C(M, |a[P), for any ¢ > 0,

we have:

(ev) < C ( JEey \z|pu<dz>) Wa(p, ),

sup |bMv(x,ut) —b(x)| < 51W2(Mt,5a),

ek (1.11)

v

sup |0 (2, 1) — o(@)] < CrWa(ps, 8a),

z€R4

Assumption 1.15. There exists a radius R > 0 such that for any p,v € Po(R?), we
have:

sup V™" () — Vb (2,0 < © ( [1putaz), | \z|Pv<dz>) W, ).

z€BR(a)

Similarly to Equation (1.11f), we get for any t > 0:

sup HVachV (x, ) — Vb(z)]| < 51W2(,ut, da)-
z€BR(a)

Note that by Assumption the Jacobian matrix Vb (a,0,) = Vb(a) is negative-
definite, that is there exists a positive constant K > 0 such that:

Vob' (a,6,) = Vb(a) = —K Id.

10



Note also that beMV (x,d,) is assumed to be continuous and, therefore, this convexity

property is preserved in any small neighborhood of a. Specifically, there exists a function

K(r) € (0, K] such that K(r) — K and for any r > 0 small enough, and for any
r—

x € By(a) we have:
Vo' (2,8,) = Vb(z) = —K(r)1d. (1.12)

Without loss of generality, let us say that R is chosen to be small enough such that the
property holds for any r € [0, R].

The last assumption we have to make concerns the control of the drift term subjected
to a small perturbation of the measure around the attractor a. We recall that B (a,0q) =
b(a) = 0. Consider the following assumption.

Assumption 1.16. For any i € Po(R?), we have |b" " (a, p)| < KWa(u,8a).

In particular, the assumption above means that there exists K; € (0, K ) such that:
MV fayd
16" (0, )] < K Wa(p, ). (1.13)

We will make use of this notion in what follows.

The general approach used to resolve the exit-time problem for McKean-Vlasov pro-
cess consists in utilizing the tool presented in Corollary In order to do so, we
need to control in some sense the variation of the drift and diffusion terms. In light
of Equation , it is in fact enough to control the Wo-distance between the law of
the process u; and §, for a sufficiently long time. Namely, it is sufficient to prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 1.17. There exists ' such that for any k > 0 and for any € > 0 small enough,
we have: _
Wa(ue, 0a) < k/Ch, (1.14)

2(H+¢'
for any t < exp{%ﬂ}.

By Equation (|1.11)), the result of the lemma gives us

sup sup b (z, ) — b(x)| < K,
tgexP{ AH+Y) } zeRd

MV
sup sup |0 (z, ) — o(z)| < K,
tSexp{i(H:"s/) } z€R4

which brings us back to the conditions of Corollary [L.11]

The intuition behind this statement is clear. As a result of D being a basin of
attraction for a for the noiseless flow G(t) = b (¢(s),dq), for small values of the noise
parameter €, we expect Y; to be found around a with high probability. However, the

2(H+8")

proof of such a statement is not obvious, since the window of time [O,exp{f}

also expands with a decrease of €. Corollary gives us the following result in the case
of McKean-Vlasov process.

11



Theorem 1.18. Let Assumptions[I.12H1.16 hold and let Y be the unique strong solution
of (1.10)) with © = a. Then for any § > 0, we have:

1ty g P (o 20 ) e 201

e—=0zeK
€
im & : N
g le Bl A
3. moreover, for any closed N C D such that in]fVQ(y) > H, we have
ye

li P (Y, N)=0.
lim sup P (Yr(y) € N) =0

This result extends the findings in [I], which considered the specific case bMV(x, pe) =
—VV(z) — VF % py(x) and P (x, p¢) as the identity matrix, by providing analogous
results for more general drift and diffusion terms. Furthermore, Corollaries [I.9] and
clarify why, in [I], the authors could only show the exit-time asymptotics in P. In
contrast, the earlier study [10], which assumes convexity of both V' and F, additionally
established: -

ii_r)r[l)§logxié1[f<E[T(Y)] =H.

The convexity of V and F' ensures control of the law p; for all t > 0, thereby aligning
with the framework of Corollary rather than Corollary [[L.1I} At the same time, in
[1], potentials V and F' are not assumed to be convex, thus making the uniform in time
control of the law impossible in general. This shows that both results in [I0] and [I] can
be viewed as particular cases of the broader results presented in this paper.

2 Proof of the main result

Our proof of Theorem follows the logic of the Freidlin-Wentzell theory for the time-
homogeneous case, as presented in [9, [7]. However, adapting their results to our time-
inhomogeneous setting is challenging and requires careful consideration. We start the
proof by providing some auxiliary lemmas.

The first result demonstrates that, with high probability, the distance between X and
Z remains within a predetermined interval over a given in advance time. Additionally,
by reducing k, we can make sure that the probability approaches 1 exponentially fast,
when ¢ tends to 0. This lemma is not used directly in the proof of Theorem [I.8] yet it is
essential for other auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.1. For any x > 0, for any T,6 > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for any e <1, we have

2
€ K

— log sup sup P( sup | Xz — Z¢| > 6 §C+log<> =: —(r,T,6
2 z€D XEX (te[O,T} X . ) K2 4 G262 ( )
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The next lemma provides a uniform in z € D and in X € X lower bound for the
probability that the stopping time 7(X) is less than or equal to a given in advance positive
time T7. This lower bound is given in terms of an exponentially decaying function of e.

Lemma 2.2. For any n > 0 there exist k > 0 and a positive time T, such that for any
0 < e <1 we have

inf inf P(7(X) <Ty) > exp{—2(H+77/2)},
z€D XeX e

The following lemma shows that the probability that the process, starting from a
small sphere around a, hits 9D before coming closer to a and hitting an even smaller
sphere is exponentially small, uniformly in X € X. Define

(X)) :==inf{t > 0: X; € B.(a) UOD} (2.1)
and consider

Lemma 2.3. For any n > 0 and for any p > 0 small enough there exists k > 0 such that

lim sup = log sup sup P(X,(x)€0D) < —H+ iy
£0 £€8,(a) XEX ? 2

Lemma [2.3] is a particular case of the following result of Lemma [2.4 We present
them separately to increase readability and since Lemma [2.3]is used for the proof of the
exit time result while Lemma is used for the exit location. Nevertheless, they will be
proved together.

Lemma 2.4. For any closed N C 0D, for any § > 0 and for any p > 0 small enough
there exists kK > 0 such that

limsupE log sup sup P(X,(x) € N) < — inf Q(y) +6.
e—0 x€82,(a) XEX e yeEN

The following result is similar to Lemmas and 2.4 The main difference here is
that the process X starts within a fixed compact subset of D, rather than in a small
neighborhood around a. Nevertheless, since D is the domain of attraction, the process
X will, with high probability, still approach a before exiting D. The trade-off is that, in
Lemmas and the probability decreases exponentially fast as € — 0, whereas in
the following result, we only assert that this probability tends to zero, without specifying
the rate.

Lemma 2.5. For any K C D and for any p > 0 small enough there exists k > 0, such
that:

sup sup P(7,(X) = 7(X)) = sup sup P(X,(x) € 9D) — 0.
zeK XeX zeK XeX ? e—0

13



The last lemma establishes that the process X remains close to its starting point
x € D over a short time interval. Specifically, for any predetermined distance r > 0,
there exists a small positive time 75 such that the probability that X moves more than
r away from its starting point & within time 75 tends to zero exponentially fast when
€ — 0. Furthermore, this convergence is uniform over z € D. Consider the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.6. For any n,p > 0 there exist kK > 0 and a positive time T such that

lim sup = logsup sup P | sup |X; —z| > p/2 | < —H — 2.
e—0 €D XeX t<Ty

Now we are ready to present the proof of Theorem

2.1 Proof of Theorem [1.§

Before proceeding with the proof, we clarify the choice of certain parameters used
throughout. We recall that additionally to the objects defined by the assumptions of
the paper, we are also given a compact K C D and a closed set N € 9D by the state-
ment of the proposition. Fix any n > 0 and choose > 0 such that

inf Qly) —6d > H+n+0. (2.2)
yeN

That is possible by the assumption on the set N provided in the proposition. Fix p > 0
small enough as required by Lemmas [2.3] 2.4 and 25

After that, choose x as the minimum of the x’s defined in Lemmas 2.6l Since
each lemma remains valid when « is reduced, this choice ensures that all the lemmas
hold simultaneously. With this being said, we are now ready to start the proof of the
proposition.

Upper bound in P. Define q := infj )i(nf%IP)(T(X) < T1), where T} is the positive time

re S

defined in Lemma[2:2] According to this lemma, we have
2(H + 3) }

(2.3)

9

By Remark we can use the Markov property of the processes X € X and get:

P(r(X) > (k + 1)T}) = [1 CP(r(X) < (k+ )T | 7(X) > k:Tl)]IP’(T(X) > KTy)
< (1-q)P(r(X) > kTh).
Therefore, by induction on k, we get the following bound:

sup sup P(7(X) > kT1) < (1 — ¢)~.
€D XeX

14



Figure 1: An illustration of the stopping times 0;.

For any positive random variable £, we can estimate its expectation by a simple formula

E¢] <Th (1 + ZIP’({ > k:Tl)). In the case of 7(X), that gives us:

k=1
o oo T
sup sup E[7(X)] < Ty (1 + Z sup sup P(7(X) > k:Tl)> <T Z(l — gk ==L
€D XEX —1 *€D X€x =0 q

Using this upper bound and the inequality (2.3]), we finally get the following upper bound

2(H + 1
sup sup E[7(X)] < T} exp{(z)}, (2.4)
z€D XeX €

which, by Markov’s inequality, gives us:

2(H
sup sup P <7-(X) > exp{(—m}> < o sup sup E[7(X)] < Tye ",
z€D XEX € z€D XEX

which tends to 0 when € — 0, which proves the upper bound.
Lower bound in P. To prove the lower bound, let us define the following stopping
times (see Fig.[I)). Let 6y = 0 and define for i = 1,2,...:
091 := inf{t >0y _o: X; € Bp(a) @] 8@},
O; = inf{t >09_1:Xs € Sgp(a)}, if X92i71 € Bp(a);
Ak
oo, if X92i71 € dD.
Note that { Xy, }i>0 is a sequence of random variables that take their values on B,(a)U

Sap(a) UOD and P(Fi : Og;—1 = 7(X)) = 1. Moreover, using Lemmas [2.3 we can
estimate the time-length of the transitions. First, by Lemma [2.5] we have

sup sup P(0; = 7(X)) — 0. (2.5)
2K XeEX e—0
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Second, for 09;_1, with ¢ > 2, we shall use a different approach. Use Remark[1.7] that
is the strong Markov property of the processes X € X and Lemma [2.3] and get
—2(H-4)

sup sup P(f2; 1 = 7(X)) < sup sup P(X(x)€9D) <e = (2.6)
zeD XeX w€Sa,(a) XEX r

for € small enough. Third, note that for any ¢ > 1, by Lemma [2.6] we get:

—2(H+2n)
sup sup P(0a; — 62i—1 <Tp) < sup sup P(sup | X; —z| > p/2) <e e , (2.7
€D XeX z€By(a) XEX  t<T»

for € small enough.

Note that if the event {7(X) < kT3} holds true, then either {fy;_1 = 7(X)} occurs
for some 1 < ¢ < k or one of the intervals 0o; — 09;_1 is less or equal to T5. In particular,
we have the following upper bound for any z € K and for any X € X = X(¢, K, x):

k
P(r(X) < kT3) < ZP(in—l =7(X))+P <€Igi1(9zz —0i—1) < T2> :
i=1 =

i : _2(H+2n)
Using Remark and (2.6), we get that P <n21161(021 — 1) < TQ) < ke =, thus
giving us: -

2(H —n/2
P(r(X) < kT5) < P(6: = 7(X)) + lexp{_(e”/)}_

We can apply this inequality for k = [exp{@}/ TQJ + 1 and get

;%I;P <T(X) < exp{ﬂHg_")}) < ;%gp(el = 7(X)) + 4 "¢ /Ty,

which tends to zero by (2.5)).

Upper and lower bounds in L. The second result of the proposition is a simple
consequence of the previous proof. Indeed, for the fixed above n and k, Equation ([2.4)
gives:

c log sup sup E[7(X)] < < log(Th) + (H +n) — H + 1.
2 Taek xex 2 £—0

For the lower bound, we will use Markov’s inequality and get:

500 2 oo 20 i (o 2= )

reK XeX £ reK XeX £

which gives us

€ P € T 2(H —n)
=1 f inf > (H — =1 f inf — <
o inf, Jt EIFC01 > (o) + S1og ot P (e 272 p <700

— (H —n).

e—0
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Ezit location. The proof of this statement is based on the estimate already obtained
for the exit time 7(X) and Lemma[2.4] that suggests that the probability to exit through
the set IV is exponentially smaller than that from 9D in general. As we know, due to
the estimate on the exit time, the probability that 7(X) > exp{@} tends to zero

as € — 0. Thus, consider:

2(H+n)

( )
P(X,(x) € N) <P (XT(X) EN,7(X)<e * ) 4P (T(X) > e et ) .
Similarly to the upper bound, for any integer k, we can separate the first event the
following way.

2(H+n)

k
{X,;(x) € N,7(X) <e b UKo, e N} Uy < 7(X) <e
i=1

2(H+n)
&

The probability of the event on the right can be expressed as:

P02 < 2(HM)) <P (Hgl? (O2; — O2i—1) < o /k’>
i 2(H+n)
SZP<927;—92¢—1§€ e /k)

1

-.
Il

Indeed, if all the intervals of the form 69; — 02, 1 were greater than e e / k then 0y

2(H+n)
would be also greater than e” . Remark |1.7| allows us to use the Markov property

and conclude that

( ) )
P (9% <ee ) <k sup supP(fy<e A k)
z€B,(a) XEX

<k sup supP( sup |X;—z|>p/2).
r€Bp(a) X€X t§e2(H€+n) Ik

Similarly, using Remark for k > 1, we get:

sup sup P( U{Xgm L € N}) < sup sup P(X m(X) € D)
veK XeX 5 reK XeX

+(k—1) sup sup P(X. (x)€ N).
x€S2,(a) XEX ’

By Lemmas [2.4] and [2.6] and by our choice of §, we get the following estimate:

{_ 2infyen Qy) — 0) }

3

sup sup P( U{X@zl LEN} <ale)+ (k—1)exp
rzeK Xex T,

<ale)+ (k- 1)exp{—2(H+n+6>},

3
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where a(e) — 0.
e—0

Combining the estimates, we finally get:

P(X;x)€ N)<a(e)+k sup supP sup | Xi—zx| > p/2
2eBy(a) XEX |\ |_ 20
2(H +n+90) }

e o2

€

Take k = LTL? exp M}J This makes sure that exp{ Q(H;m }/ k < T5, which allows
. We thus get:

us to use Lemma
3
P(X,(x) € N) < a(e) + Te—%/s —— 0,
which ends the proof.

2.2 Proofs of auxiliary lemmas

Before proving the lemmas, we provide some remarks. Note that for any p > 0, we can
define D§ O D as an enlargement of D that satisfies Assumptions E @ and El, and
ensures d(Dy, D) > p. Additionally, let us denote Hj := inf{V(a,2) : z € Dj} as the
height of the quasipotential inside the set D. Finally, note that the results concerning
the process Z used in the following computations are presented in the Appendix on
page With these remarks in place, we are now ready to prove the auxiliary results.

Proof of Lemma[2.1. The following result [7, Lemma 5.6.18] states that, for any Ito
process D of the form
dD; = \/EEO't dWy + by dt,

where b is a progressively measurable processes and o is progressively measurable and
bounded, such that, for some positive constants C, Co, and p, we have

o] < C1(p* + | D))V,
|be| < Ca(p? + | Def?)/?

Then for any § > 0, positive time T and for any € < 1, we have

2 2
£ P +’D0’>
—logP(sup |D¢| > ) < K +log | —————— |,
2 g (t§¥| t|— )— g( p2 52

where K = 2C5 + C?(2 + d), which, importantly, does not depend on D itself.
In our case, Dy = Xy — Z; and, therefore

dDy = Ve (X(t, Xy) — 0(Zy)) dWe + (B(t, X¢) — b(Zy)) dt .

18



The conditions on ¢ and b are also satisfied. Consider e.g. oy
1X(t, X1) — o(Z) || < [1E(8, X)) — o(Xy) + 0(Xy) — 0(Zy)|| < 5+ C| Xy = Zy,

where we get the last inequality by the definition of X and the Lipshitz condition on o.
Therefore,

IS(t, X0) — 0(Z)]| < V2C ((5/C)% +1X, — Zi2)"? = V2C ((5/C)2 + |Dy2) .

The same holds for by = B(t, X;) — b(Z;). Now we just have to use the result for D that
is independent of the choice of x € D and X € X and since Dy = 0 a.s., we get:

2
€ K
—logsup sup P(sup | Xy — Z;| > 6) < K +log | ———= |,
g log sup sup B(sup|X; — %[ 2 9) < g<n2+0252>

which shows the result of the lemma by renaming the constants. O

Proof of Lemma[2.3 Recall that D; O D is an enlargement of D that satisfies Assump-
tions , and and d(Dg, D) > p. Hy; := inf{V(a,2) : z € Dj} denotes the height
of the quasipotential inside the set Dj. Since the quasipotential @ is continuous, we can
fix p > 0 as a small enough constant such that Hj < H + g.

For any continuous F-adapted process X, define the stopping time 75(X) := inf{t >

)
0:X; ¢ Dyg}. By Lemma , for any p > 0, there exists T7 > 0 such that we have

) 2(H; + 3) 2(H+7)

;g%P(TS(Z) <Ty) > exp{—s} > exp{—g}. (2.8)

As the next step, note that for each x € D and for each X € X, the following

inclusion of events holds {7;,(Z) <T1, sup |X;— Z| < p/2} C{7(X) <T1}. Consider
t€[0,T1]
the following computations:

inf inf P(7(X) <Ty)> inf inf P(75(Z) <T X, — Z,| < p/2
26D Xex (T(X) < 1)—1},2@}(%% (Tp( ) < 1’t€S[1()1,17)“1}| t t|_P/>

> inf P(7,(Z) <T1) —supsup P | sup |X;— Z] > p/2
ze€D z€D XX t€[0,11]

N exp{_2(H+ 2)} - exp{ ~2(k, T1, 2) }

3 9

where the last inequality is obtained from ([2.8]) and Lemma Therefore, for e < 1,
we have:
_2(H+])

e P n
<T) > : — _ Py g -
muellfj)l(ré{;IP’(T(X) <T))>e (1 exp{ 2(¢(k, T, 2) H )})

Choose k > 0 to be small enough such that

exp{—Zg} < (1 - exp{—2(§(/1, T, g) — H — Z)}) ,
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which is possible since ¢(k, 11, g) —O> +o00. Finally, that gives us
K—

. . 2(H 77/ 1) 277 2(H 77/2)
T < > e [ ——_ >
inf inf ]P)( (X) Tl) Xp{ exp R

since € < 1. That completes the proof, since ¢ — 0. ]

Proof of Lemmas and[2 As was pointed out above, Lemma[2.3]is a particular case
of Lemma therefore, we will only prove the second one. Fix closed N C 0D and
any 6 > 0. Consider the set N, := {z € R?: d(x,N) < p}. Fix p > 0 small enough so
)
that, first, So,(a) C D and, second, inf Q(y) > inf Q(y) — -, which is possible due to
yeN, yeEN 4
continuity of @ on 9D. Moreover, since @ is also continuous around a and Q(a) = 0, we
)
have lim sup Q(z) = 0. Decrease p so that sup @Q(z) < —. The parameter x will
p—0 z2€82,(a) 2€89,(a) 4
be chosen later. We will prove this lemma in two steps.

Step 1. First, let us prove the following. There exists 7" > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0
small enough, we have

sup sup P(7,(X) > T") < e 2H/e,
z€S2,(a) XEX

Indeed, by Lemma there exists a time 7" > 0 such that for 7,1) = inf{t > 0:
Zi € B,jy(a) UD;pM} we have

lim sup = log sup ]P’(fy; >T)<—-H—1. (2.9)
e—0 €S2, (a)

Note that the following inclusion of the events holds: {7,(X) > T, sup,<p [Xi—Z;| <
p/2} € {7y} > T'}. Then we have

P(r}(X) > T') <P( sup |X; — Z| > p/2) +P(3} > T).
t<T"

By Lemma and Equation ((2.9)), for any € > 0 small enough, we have the following
upper bound:

sup sup P(7(X) > T') < exp{—2g(/€,T/, ) /5} +exp{—2(H + 1)/}
z€Sp(a) XEX 2

ol 2] (o 2T )

Therefore, we can finally choose k to be small enough such that (((H,T’ 85— H ) >1
and thus:

2H
sup sup P(7,(X) > T') < exp{—}.
x€S2,(a) XEX €
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Step 2. To finish the proof, we introduce ® := {f € C[0,T'] : f(0) € S2,(a), and It <
T’ such that f(t) € N,}. According to Lemma and our choice of p, we have:

4]
lim Elog sup P(Z € ®) < — inf Q(y) + =.
yeN 2

e=0 x€S2,(a)

We use the decomposition of the events to get that, if XT;)(X) € N, then either T;(X) > T

or sup |Zs — Xs| > p/2, or, in none of these cases, P(Z € ®). Consider the following
s<T'
inequality:

P(X.x) € N) S P(r,(X) > T') + P(Z € @) + P(sup |Z, — X;| > p/2).

SST/;

By Lemma |2.1] we have

sST")

P (sup |Zs — Xg| > p/2> < eXP{—2<(H’T,; g)/g}

Choose x > 0 small enough so that ¢(x, 1", g) > inﬁ] Qy)— g This gives us the following
ye

upper bound for small enough ¢:

sup sup IP’(XT;)(X) € N) < 3exp

z€S2,(a) XEX £

{2(— infyeny Qy) +9/2) }’

thus proving the lemma.
O

Proof of Lemma[2.5 Note that, by our assumptions, there exists a uniform in z € K
upper bound for the time of convergence of the dynamical system by = b(¢:) inside
B,/4(a). Moreover, the trajectories of ¢ do not leave from D. Rigorously, there exists a
positive time 7', such that for any x € K, we have ¢r € B,/4(a) and also

U {éhier ¢ D.

zeK

Let us fix § < infyex d(9D, {¢+}1<7) A p, which is possible since inf e g d(OD, {¢pt }i<1) >
0. By Lemma [A4] we have

sup P(sup | Z; — ¢¢| > §/4) — 0.
zeK  t<T =0

Additionally, by Lemma 2.1 we can choose x small enough such that

sup sup P(sup|Z; — X¢| > 0/4) — 0.
zeK Xex t<T e—0
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In order to finish the proof, note that

sup sup P(X./ (x) € 0D) < sup sup P(sup | Xt — e > 6/2).
reK XeX zeK Xex t<T

Indeed, otherwise, the process X would hit B,(a) before leaving from D. We finish the
proof by noting that

sup sup P(sup [ Xy — ¢| > 6/2) < sup P(sup |Z; — ¢ > 6/4)
rzeK Xex t<T zeK t<T

+ sup sup P(sup | Z; — Xy| > 6/4),
€K XeX t<T
which tends to zero as € — 0, as was shown above. [
Proof of Lemma[2.6. Fix some p,n > 0. By Lemma there exists 75 > 0 such that
hmsup logsup P | sup |Z; — z| > p/4 | < —(H + 27). (2.10)
e=0 2 Tzep \u<h
Note that we have the following inequalities:

sup sup P | sup | Xy — x| > P <supP | sup |Z; — z| > p/4
eeD Xex \t<D 2 2€D  \I<Ty

+supsupP | sup | Xy — Z¢| > p/4 | .
z€D zeX t<T>

By Lemma and Equation (2.10)), for € < 1, the last expression is bounded by:

sup sup P [ sup | X; — x| > £ | < o 20 +2m/e (1 + e—2<<<n,T2,§>—H—2n>) ‘
€D XeX \t<Ty 2

Choose k > 0 to be small enough such that exp{—2(c(x,T», 5) — H —2n)} < 1. Then
the following upper bound holds:

sup sup P | sup | X; — | > 5 | < 2exp{-2(H + 2n)/e},
2D XEX \t<T»

for & small enough, which proves the lemma, after taking §log from both sides of the
inequality. O
3 Exit time for McKean-Vlasov diffusion

Recall that Theorem [T.18] follows directly from Lemma [I.17] that is control of the law of
the process Y in the form:

Wa (e, 0a) < k/Ch.

22



We can prove the control of the law in the form above not only for the McKean-Vlasov
but for any inhomogeneous process attracted strong enough to a.

Let M,R,K; > 0 be as defined in Assumptions Consider the following
subset of X.

Definition 3.1. For any ¢ > 0, k > 0, and x € RY, let %(E,/ﬁ;, x) be the set of F}V-
adapted processes that belong to X(e, k,x) and satisfy three additional conditions:

1. sup sup supE|X; —a|* < M,
z€R? x X t>0

2. sup sup ||VuB(t,z) — Vb(x)| <k,
t>0 a:EBR(a)

3. sup |B(t,a)| < I?lg
t>0 C’l
The conditions of the definition are clearly inspired by Assumption @ and Equa-
tions and- In fact, it is easy to check that if we define S, := inf{t > 0 :
Wg(,ut,d ) > k/Ch1}, then the stopped process {Yins, }+>0 belongs to %(5 k,a) for any
k,e > 0. This makes the following lemma of particular interest.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions of this section, there exists &' > 0 such that for any
k> 0 small enough, for any € > 0 small enough, and for any x € R? such that |z — a| <
k/(2C)), we have: N
sup sup Wo(L(Xy),6q) < k/Ch.
tgexp{z(HTm} XeX

This lemma means that for any process X € X its law satisfies Wo(L(X1),0a) <

K/ C} until time exp 2(%”/)} That includes the stopped process {Yins, }+>0 and thus

shows that S, > exp{z(%ﬂsl)}. That in turn gives us Lemma [1.17, since there is an

indistinguishable, up to time exp{ (H+6 ) } copy of Y that belongs to XCX. Therefore,
it is enough to prove Lemma (3.2

To achieve this, we first present the following result, which demonstrates that for any
fixed neighborhood around the point a, the probability of the process X; being outside
this neighborhood tends to zero as € — 0.

Lemma 3.3. Under Assumptions there exists &' > 0 such that for any p > 0
small enough and for any k > 0 small enough we have:

sup sup sup P(X; ¢ By(a)) — 0.
tSexp{LH;y) } x€By/4(a) XEX

Proof. We will prove the lemma in three steps.

Step 1. Let us first define ¢’ > 0 then, given its value, we will fix some small enough
parameters p > 0 and £ > 0 and prove the lemma by taking the limit with ¢ — 0. As was
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pointed out on page @ there exists an enlargement of the set D, that we call D¢ D D,

that itself satisfies Assumptions but d(0DE, D) > 0. Since the quasipotential is

continuous, its height H; = i]g% Q(y) > H and thus we can fix some positive ¢’ such
yeoDe

that H + 20’ < HE for some r > 0. That in particular means that by Theorem for
any compact set K C D¢ and for 77(X) :=inf{t > 0: X; ¢ D¢}, we have

2(H + ¢
sup sup P <7'f(X) < exp{ (H + )}> 0. (3.1)
zeK XeX € e—0

Given ¢, let us now choose p. Fix p > 0 to be small enough such that p < d(9D¢, D)
and B,(a) C D. Let p be small enough such that Corollary holds for the enlargement
D¢ and with § = p/4. Therefore, there exists a positive time T r} such that

sup IP’(ZT[} ¢ B,/4(a)) — 0. (3.2)
z€DE e—0

Let p be small enough such that Corollary holds with ¢ replaced by p/2, T' by
T t} chosen above and 8 = 3/2. That gives us:

3
sup P | sup|Z;—a|l>-p|] —0. (3.3)
z€B,/5(a) t<T} 4 e=0

Based on the selected p and ¢’, we will now specify a particular x for which subsequent
calculations will be performed, though these could be conducted for any « that is smaller
than the fixed one. First, let us use Lemma with 0 = p/4and T =T, pl, and chose a
small enough x > 0 such that

sup sup P | sup |X; — Z¢| > Pl —so. (3.4)
ze€Dg XeX  \t<T} 4] =0

As the final remark of this step, note that Equations (3.2)), (3.4) provide the following

estimate:

sup sup P(X71 ¢ Bya(a)) < sup P(Zr1 ¢ B,a(a))
z€DE X EX xeDg

(3.5)
+ sup sup P | sup |X; — Z¢| > Pl .
z€Dg XeX  \t<T} 4] =0
Step 2. Let us now prove the lemma. First, we show the result for discrete times of
the form kT/}, where K =1,..., {ew{:é : /T/}J. For any X € X we have
sup  sup P(XkTI} ¢ Byja(a)) <sup  sup P(XkTpl ¢ Bp/Z(a)aX(k—l)Tpl € Dy)
k z€B,/4(a) k zeB,/4(a)
+sup  sup  P(Xp-1yr2 € Dy),
k zeB, 4(a)
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2(H+8")
where the suprema are taken over k = 1,..., { A /TlJ. Using Remark the

expression above is bounded by

sup P(Xr1 ¢ Bya(a)) +sup  sup  P(r°(X) < (k- 1)T,)

zeDe k zeB,/4(a)
20H + ¢
< sup IP’(XTl ¢ B,jp(a))+ sup P <T6(X) < exp{(—i—)}> ,
zeDe z€B,/4(a) €

which tends to zero as ¢ — 0 independently of X € X due to (3.5 and (3.1)). Therefore,
we get

sup sup IP’(Xk;m ¢ B,ja(a)) — 0, (3.6)
k IEBP/4( a) e—0
. . 2H+8)
where, again, the supremum is taken over k =1,..., |e T, |

Step 3. To complete the proof, consider ¢t € [k:Tpl, (k + 1)Tg] for some
k< Lexp{ 2(H+5l }/T1J Then we have

sup P(Xy ¢ By(a)) < sup P(X; & By(a), Xy11 € Byja(a)) + sup P(Xyr1 ¢ B,a(a))
Xex Xex Xex
< sup sup P(X[_ kT ¢ By(a)) + sup ]P)(XkT[} ¢ B,/2(a))
wEB,y(a) X'E€X Xe
< sup sup P(sup [X; —a| >p)+ sup P(Xyr1 & Byja(a)).
z€B, 5(a) X'€X  1<T}

The expression above is less or equal than

3
sup sup P | sup | X] — Z;| > 2+ sup P | sup |Z; —al > =P
z€B,/(a) X'€X t<T} 4 z€B,/3(a) t<T} 4

+ sup P(Xy71 € By)a(a)),
Xex

which tends to zero with ¢ — 0 by Equations (3.4]), (3.3) and (3.6). Moreover, conver-
gence in (3.6) does not depend on k. This proves the lemma. ]

We are now prepared to prove Lemma which establishes control of the law
and, as a consequence, provides a proof of Theorem

Proof of Lemma[3.3. We prove this lemma in several steps.

Step 1. Let us first fix the constants that we use in the proof. In the following steps,
we will only adJust e. Take some positive p that satisfies p < R/2 A1, where R is defined
in Assumption Decrease it if necessary so that K(2p) > Ky := (K, + K)/2 (sce
Fig. |2 , which is pOSSlble since K (r) — K. Obviously, for any p < p we would still

have K(2p) > K. This seemingly arbitrary choice of p will be apparent soon.
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Fix ¢ as in Lemma[3.3] Take some p and & that are small enough so that Lemma[3.3]
holds. decrease p if necessary to have p < p. Decrease k if necessary, to satisfy Lemma (3.3
with the new value of p. This update is of importance since in this Lemma the upper
bound for the values of s for which the result of the lemma holds depends on the choice
of p. The parameter p is finally fixed and will not be adjusted anymore, though we will
still decrease . This will not change the fact that, due to Lemma |3.3] we have:

sup sup sup P(X; ¢ By(a)) — 0. (3.7)
tSexP{ 2(Hs+6,) } z€B,/4(a) XEX =0

Decrease k to have I~((2,0) — k > Ky. Now we can see the reason behind choosing P
this way. Since p < R/2, for any x € Bs,(a) and for any ¢ > 0 we have

VB(t,z) = Vb(z) + (VB(t,z) — Vb(z)) = (—K(2p) + k)Id < —KoId.  (3.8)

Finally, note that Bs,(a) being a positively invariant for the flow by = b(¢:) do-
main, satisfies the conditions of Assumptions thus the exit-time results as in
Theorem [I.8 hold inside it. In particular, if we fix

207
T o= —=—L (3.9)
(KQ — Kl)l-i
a positive time the meaning of which will be apparent in Step 2, then, since it does not
depend on ¢, by Theorem we have:

sup sup P( sup |X;—al>2p) — 0. (3.10)
v€By(a) xeX  te[0Ti] =0

With this remark, we conclude specifying the constants used in the proof and are ready
to proceed to the next step.

Step 2. Define the following stopping time 6 := inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ Bs,(a)}. In this
step, we prove, first, that there exists 1/2 < m < 1 such that for any ¢ small enough we
have

|z —a| < p= sup Wa(L(Xp,p0),00) <M <f) , (3.11)
Xex Cl
and, second, we have:
K K
r—a SijtE O,T : sup Wo (L(X, 75(1 S(,v) 3.12
| | 2 [0, T3] sup 2(L£(Xin0), 0a) 2 (3.12)
I?l IA(/—Q [?(2p) — K I?

Figure 2: Depiction of the relationship between K1, Ko, (Iz'(2p) — k), and K.
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In order to do so, define for any X € .’%(5, k,x) the following:
£(t) = E|Xipo — al” = W3(L(Xip), 0a)-

The It6 lemma gives us that for any ¢t < T7:
1 tAl €
S0 = IE/ (X, — 0, VR (5, X)W, + B(s, X.) ds) + 5 (57 (5, X,) (s, X,) ]
0

Note that the expectation of the martingale part is equal to zero. Note also that,
by the definition of X, ||X(s,z) — o(x)|| < k < 1 and, by Assumption llo(x)]| < A.

Therefore, there exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that:

%g(t) <E [/OWQ(S — a,B(s, X.) ds>} + Cet

_E [/OM9<XS ~ a,B(s, X,) + B(s, ) ds} +E [/OW@(S ~ a,B(s,0)) ds} +Cet.

By Equation (3.8) and using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get:
1 ~ N N
55(75) < —Ks3(p)E [/ | Xs — a|2ds} +E [/ | Xs —al |B(s,a) ds} + Cet.
0 0

Note that for any t,u € Ry and any function f, the following holds g/\u fsds =
fg fsauds — ful{u < t}(t —u). Moreover, the definition of X gives us control of the term
IB(s,a)|. We get:

1 ~ ¢ ~
55@) < —KsE [/ |Xs/\9 — a|2ds] + KoE [|X9 - a\2]1{0 < t}] t
0

~ Kk tAO
+K17]E |:/ ’Xs—(l|d5:| +C€t
1 0

In the following, we use the definition of §, which gives | Xy — a|? = 4p? a.s., and the fact
that fg/\u fsds < fg fsauds for f >0 to get:

1 . t . t »
if(t) < —Kg/ ]E‘Xs/\@ — a’ZdS + Klg/ E|Xs/\9 — a\ds + (CE + 4K2p2 P(Q < t))t
0 0

1

:—KQ/O f(s)ds—kKlél/O VE(s)ds + <C€+4K2p2 ]P’(9<t)>t.

Recall that we consider only ¢ < T} and thus, by Equation (3.10), P(6 < t) < P(8 <
Ty) p—y 0. Therefore, there exists a(e) that tends to 0 when € — 0 such that
e—

£(t) < —2R, /O g(s)ds+2f<1g1 /0 VEG)ds + alo)t.
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/ s,

Figure 3: The dependency between 1(t) and w(t)

Note that X, being a strong solution of the form ([1.5)), gives £ that is continuous. That
means that if we take i the solution of

{zﬁ(t) —2Kah(t) + 2K1 Z-/0(0) + a(e

then {(t) < ¢(t) for any t > 0. Let us study the graph of ¢. Simple computations show
that ¢(¢) < 0 whenever we have

;Q+ﬁ+@(mﬁw>g£

K&+ (K1 £) +ale)
2K,

K1 K

K2 Ci'

V() >

— Ae) =t

See Fig. for a graphical depiction. By the definition of IN(Q, we have INQ/IN(Q < 1.
Let us define m := (K;/Ks + 1)/2 and let us choose ¢ to be small enough such that
A(e)K1 /Ky <m < 1 (sec Fig. .

Let us now estimate the time of convergence T := inf{t > 0 : ¢(t) < (mx/C1)}.
By the definition of ¢, we have

~ T2
Y(Tz) — p = —2K> (s )ds—i-Qch/ V(s)ds + ale

0

Note that for any ¢ < Ty, the derivative ¢(t) < 0, which means that the smallest value
of ¢ on the time interval [0,75] is actually obtained at 7. Since both the left- and
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§(t)

T T t

Figure 4: Convergence of 1.

right-hand sides of the equation above are negative, that gives us the following estimate:

B(T) —p< (—ﬂ?zwfrz) 2k 2 Wg)) Ty + afe)
1

=2 (—I?gm + IZ]) m <g1>2 Ts + a(e).

We use the definition of m, i.e. m = 2](71 + % and a simple bound m > % and get
2

=~ ~ 2 2
Y(Tr) —p < (Kl e + I~(1> <g1> Tr +ae) < %(fﬁ — K>) (é) Ts + a(e).

Since I?l < I?g, we get:

p+a(e) — (1) < 203

Y AR o
%(Kz—Kl)(éi) (Ko — Ki)s

IN

where we obtain the last inequality by choosing € to be small enough such that ae) <
Y(Ty) = (mk/C1)?. Recall our choice of 77 in (3.9). It was chosen to be exactly equal
to the right-hand side of the inequality above. That means that

T, <T1,

which in turns finally gives us that at the point of time 77, we have:

E(T) < (Ty) < m? <g1>2 < (Clj'1>2
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2
Moreover, note that, if £(0) < (%) , then we can easily show that the function
1

K

2
starting at ¥(0) = (5—> will decrease with time, which gives that
1

o<(z)

for any ¢ < Tj. All the estimates in this step are made independently of the choice of
X € X, which finally gives us (3.11)) and (3.12)).
Step 3. In this step, we will remove # from the result of the previous step (Equa-

tions (3.11)), (3.12))). Namely, we will prove three following equations.

x—al < p= sup Wo(L(X7,),dq) < mtl g, and 3.13
! 2
Xex 1
@ —a| < —= =Vt € [0,T4] : sup Wa(L(X,),6) < = (3.14)
2Ch XeX Cy

The trade-off of removing ¢ is that now the upper bound in both equations increased.
In order to prove this, for any € D and X € X, consider

E|X; —a] = E[|X; - a*(Lyi<oy + Lii0y)]
<E[|Xino — al?] + VE[X: — a*/P(0 < t).

The probability P(6 < t) < P(§ < T3) tends to zero as ¢ — 0 by Equation (3.10).
Since X € X, the expectation E|X; —a|* < M (see Deﬁnition. Lastly, E [| X;ng — a|?]
is equal to £(t) by the definition of the latter. Therefore, we get

E|X, —a|?> < £(t) + VMa(e), (3.15)

for some « that tends to zero when € — 0. That proves Equation (3.13|) by choosing &
small enough. In order to prove (3.14)), we use (3.12) and the same reasoning as above.
Step 4. This is the final step of the proof. Recall that we have to show that

sup  sup Wy (L(Xy),0q) < i,

z€B_r (a) XeX 1
2C

for all t € [0, exp{ﬂHf%/)H. We will treat two different cases separately; when t < T}

and when t € <T1,exp{2(H7+6/)H.

3
4.1. Let t < Ty. Note that, since the starting point |z — a| < x/(2C}), by Equa-
tion (3.14)), we simply have

Vs € [0,T1] : sup Wo(L(X}),0q) < .
Xex ¢
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4.2. Now take some ¢ € (Tl,exp{w}] For any © € B« (a) and for any

€ 2C
X € X(e,k,x), we have

E|X, —af? = E ||X; — af’ (Lpx, s, @) + Lixen¢Baa )|

<E[lix, @Bl — aPlFn] | + VP (X1, ¢ By(a)),

where we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and, once again, the definition of X to
have E[|X; — a*] < M. By Lemma there exists a(e) that tends to zero as e — 0
such that

VP (i, ¢ By(a)) < a(e).

Moreover, « is independent of the choice of ¢, z or X that we made (see Lemma .
Therefore, we get the following:

E‘Xt — a|2 <E ﬂ{thTleBp(a)} X N sup E|X§~1 — CL|2 + Vv MO((E)
X/GX(E,K,Xt_Tl)

< sup sup  E|X7, — al® + VMa(e).

2€B,(a) X1 X (e m,2)

By Equation (3.13)), the first item is bounded by (mT—H) éi and for the second we
1
decrease € to finally get the following uniform upper bound:

sup sup E’Xt - a|2 < g’ (316)
xeB% (@) XeX(e,k,x) G
1

which proves the lemma.
O

This proof concludes the main part of the paper. In the following, we present some
auxiliary results related to the process Z.

A Appendix

In this section, we will provide some facts about the linear diffusion Z defined by Equa-
tion . The first lemma describes the classical large deviation principle for the process
Z. Let us recall the notion of the large deviation principle (LDP). See [7] for more details.
Consider the following definition.

Definition A.1. Let X denote a Banach space and B denote the Borel o-algebra defined
on it. Let {v:}eso be a family of measures on the measurable set (X,B). We say that the
family {ve}eso satisfies the LDP with a good rate function I if
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1. There exists a lower semicontinuous function I : X — [0,00] such that the level
sets {x € X : I(x) < a} are compact subsets of X,

2. For any T € B, the family of measures {v.}e=o satisfies

— inf I(z) <lim infilog ve(I) < limsupglog ve(I') < — inf I(x),

z€Int(I) e—0 2 e—0 z€CI(T)
where Int denotes interior and Cl the closure of sets.

In the case of diffusion ([1.2)), the classical result that we provide here gives us the
behavior of trajectories of Z as elements of C[0,T]. For any f € C[0,T], consider the
following function:

T
B = [ (f =000 o) (= 070)) s, (A1)
where x € R? is the starting point of Z provided by (I.5). Note that I* is a function
that satisfies condition 1 of the Definition above (see Section 5.6 of [7]).

Lemma A.2 ([7, Theorem 5.6.7|). Under Assumptions for any T > 0, the
family of measures {ve}eso induced by {Zs}seor) on C[0,T] satisfies the LDP with the

good rate function (A.1)).

More precisely, by the family of measures, we mean that if we take the process Z
solution of as a measurable function Z : Q — C[0,T] that for each w € § returns
the trajectory of Z that corresponds to it, then v. = Z4P for each respective € > 0. In
particular, that gives us:

1. for any closed F' C C[0,T:

lim sup g log (2 € F) < — inf T}(/)
€

e—0
2. for any open G C C10,T):

€
.. o€ > _inf IE(F).
hgn_:(l)lf 5 logP(Z € G) > }QéjT(f)

Observe that the rate function I* > 0. Moreover, zero is obtained only for the unique
solution of

t
¢ =x +/ b(¢y)ds. (A.2)
0
For any other f # ¢%, we have If(f) > 0 and thus for any closed F' C C[0,T] with
¢* ¢ F, we have }n}fl7 IZ(f) > 0. This observtion is important for the following inequality
€
that is used throughout the paper. For any § > 0, we have

€
limsup = log P(||Z — ¢*||oc > 0) < — inf I7 < 0. A3
nowp S0 F(1Z — o 20) <= int _IF(P) (A3)

Yet, in the case of the diffusion process Z, more interesting estimates could be pro-
vided. Consider the following.
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Lemma A.3 ([7, Corollary 5.6.15]). For any compact K C R we have
1. for any closed F C C[0,T]:

€
limsup = logsup P(Z € F) < — inf inf I%
nsup 5 log sup ( ) < nf inf 7(f)

2. for any open G C C[0,T):

5
PSR > _ 15 ().
llgglf 5 log mlg[f( P(Z €G) > jg}g }g(f} IE(f)

Obtaining an equation in the form of (A.3)) uniformly in z is challenging. However, if
an exponential rate of convergence to zero is not required, achieving this result becomes
more straightforward. Consider the following lemma:

Lemma A.4. For any § > 0 and for any positive time T, we have

sup P(sup|Z; — ¢f| > §) — 0.
zeR?  t<T &0

Proof. We use the Lipschitz continuity of b and simply get:

t t
2~ ot < Ve | [ ozaw| + [z, tlas,
0 0

where C' > 0 is the Lipschitz constant and thus independent of the starting point x.
Taking supremum, we get:

t

+C [ supl|Z,— ¢;|ds.

sup | Zy, — ¢iy| < Vesup
u<t 0 u<s

u<t

/0 " o(2) aw,

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

/Ou o(Z,) dW,| .

2 5e—CT>

] e“T/s.

sup | Z, — ¢ < Vee T sup
u<T u<T

All the inequalities above hold a.s. Therefore, we get

t
P(sup |Z; — ¢f| > ) <P (ﬁsup / o(Zs)dWs
t<T 0

t<T

< v

t<T

[ ozaw,

By the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, we get:
T
P(sup|Z; —¢f| >6 | < VeE / 02(Zs)ds| e“T /s,
t<T 0
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which due to Assumption (i.e. |lo(x)|| < A) gives us
P (sup \Z, — &7 > 5) < VEMNWTET J§ — 0.
t<T e—0

The upper bound for the above probability does not depend on the starting point z € R?
thus proving the lemma. O

Since D is assumed to be a positively invariant domain and a is the unique attractor
within it, the result above implies, in particular, that the process Z will also converge to
a within a deterministic time. Consider the following corollary.

Corollary A.5. Under Assumptions for any 6 > 0 small enough there exists a
positive time Ty such that

sup P (Zr, ¢ Bs(a)) — 0.
€D e—0

Proof. Fix § > 0 such that Bs(a) C D. Since D is a compact that is positively invariant
for the dynamical system (A.2]), there exists T5 such that :gg o7, —al < 6/2.

We use Lemma with /2 instead of 0 and T' = T5. We finally get

sup P (Zz, ¢ Bs(a)) < sup P (|Zr, — %, | > 6/2) < sup P <sup 12, — 6] > 5/2) ,
z€D z€D z€D t<Tjs

which tends to zero as ¢ — 0. O]

In addition to Corollary [A’5] we can also state that if the process Z starts suffi-
ciently close to the attractor a, it is expected not to deviate far from it over any given
deterministic time. We provide a rigorous formulation of this statement in the following
corollary.

Corollary A.6. Under Assumptions for any 6 > 0 small enough, for any
positive time T and for any B > 1 we have

sup P (sup |Zy — a| > Bé) — 0.

r€Bs(a) t<T e=0

Proof. Let us fix § > 0 to be small enough so that (b(x),z — a) < 0, meaning that the

vector field b points inside Bs(a). This is possible due to Assumption Then Bs(a)

is positively for the flow ¢f = b(y¢) and for any = € Bs(a) we have {¢} }+>0 C Bs(a).
Choose any positive T" and S > 1. Since ¢ always stays inside Bs(a) and by

Lemma [A74] we finally get

sup P (sup |Zy — a| > ﬁé) < sup P (sup|Zt —¢fl > (B — 1)5) — 0.

z€Bs(a) \!=T z€Bs(a) \t<T e—0
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In the following, we present some known in the literature results about the process Z
derived using large deviations techniques. For further details on these methods, we refer
to [7, Chapter 5].

Based on the estimates already established for the process Z, we know that the
probability of exiting the domain D within any positive time T tends to zero. The
following result demonstrates that there exists a time 7" such that this convergence is, in
fact, no faster than exponential, with a rate determined by the height of the quasipotential
H.

Lemma A.7 (|7, Lemma 5.7.18]). Under Assumptions for any n > 0 and any

p > 0 small enough, there exists a positive time T such that

5
. L€ : < B .
llgglf 5 log zeljgpf(a)P(T(Z) <T)>—(H+n)

The next lemma shows that it is highly unlikely for Z to remain inside the domain
D for a long period without reaching either 9D or a small neighborhood around the
attractor a. Recall the definition of 7,: for any p > 0 such that B,(a) C D, we define

7,(Z) :=1inf{t > 0: Z; € B,(a) UJD}, which represents the first time the process either

approaches a or exits D.

Lemma A.8 (|7, Lemma 5.7.19]). Under Assumptions we have

lim lim sup = log sup P(7,(Z) > t) = —oc.

t=oo o0 xE€D

The following result shows that the probability that the process Z starts around the
point a and touches some closed subset of D in some finite time T is exponentially small.

Lemma A.9. Let Assumptions hold. For any positive time T and for any com-
pact C C R such that 1n£Q(y) < oo define @ :={f € C[0,T]: f(0) € Sap(a) and It <
=

T such that f(t) € C}. Then, we have

limsupilog sup P(Ze€®) < —inf Q(y)+ sup Q(z).
=0 2€S5,(a) yeC 2€82,(a)

Proof. The proof consists in noting that, first, by Lemma [A-3] we have:

9
limsup - log sup P(Z € ®) < inf inf I¥(f).
e—0 zE€S2,(a) ( ) yE€S2p(a) fED T( )

Second, we use the definition of the function U, and get

inf inf IY > inf inf U(z,y).
yeSZp(a) f€<1> T(f) ZGSQp(a) yel ( y)

By triangular inequality, we then have:

inf inf U(z,y) > inf — su z).
pet o anf (2,y) 2 inf Q(y) zESQ,I,)(a)Q()
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The next result shows that the process Z does not move far from its initial position
z within a small time interval. Furthermore, for any specified level of proximity r to the
starting point x, and any desired exponential rate c, it is possible to choose a sufficiently

small time T'(r, ¢) such that the probability of the event { sup |Z; — x| > r} decreases
t<T(r,c)
to zero exponentially fast as € — 0, with the rate ¢ specified in advance.

Lemma A.10 ([7, Lemma 5.7.23]). Under Assumptions for any r > 0 and for

any ¢ > 0, there exists a positive time T'(r,c) such that

€
limsup = logsupP | sup |Z;—z|>7r| < —c.
e—0 z€D t<T(r.c)
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