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Abstract

We propose a new type SDE, whose coefficients depend on the image of solutions,
to investigate the diffusion process on the Wasserstein space %5 over R?, generated by
the following time-dependent differential operator for f € CZ(%s):

1

At = 5 [, (olta oty D)) uda)n(dy)

" /R (5{(0")t2.0. VDS Ha)) + (bt . ). DI ) @) )l da). € P,

where (-,-) is the inner product on R? or R? ® R?, V is the gradient operator on R¢,
D is the intrinsic (or Lions) derivative on 22, and

b:[0,00) x R x Py - RL 0 :]0,00) x R x Py — R @ R™

are measurable. We study the exponential convergence of the diffusion process, and
use the diffusion process to solve the following PDE

(at + »Q{t)U(tnu) + (VU)(tnu) + F(twu) =0, (tnu) € [OvT] X P,

where V and F are functions on [0, 7] x &5. Moreover, the structure of the invariant
probability measure is described.
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1 Introduction

Let 22, be the space of all probability measures ; on R? such that

bl = [ teutan) <o

where | - | is the norm in R?. We will use || - || to denote the operator norm of a matrix or
linear operator, and use || - || gs to stand for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. It is well known that
P, is a Polish space under the Wasserstein distance

1

Wa(p,v) = inf </ Ix—y\2ﬂ(dx,dy))2,
TEE (1) R xR

where & (p, v) is the set of couplings for p and v.

Since 1996 when Albeverio, Kondratiev and Réckner [I] introduced the intrinsic deriva-
tive on the configuration space over manifolds, diffusion processes on the space of discrete
Radon measures have been investigated by using Dirichlet forms, see [10] and references
within. This derivative provides a natural Riemannian structure on the Wasserstein space
(P, Wy), see Subsection 1.2 below.

To develop stochastic analysis and applications on this space, we intend to construct
diffusion processes generated by second order differentiable operators and solve the associated
PDEs on &. Below we first recall the intrinsic/Lions derivative on &7,.

According to [I], let L?(R? — R% ;1) be the tangent space of &2, at point pu € &2, and
define the directional derivative by

Dy (1) := lim flpo (Id+€j)_ ) — F(u)

, ¢ € LR = R p).

When ¢ +— Dyf(p) is a bounded linear functional on L*(R? — R% i), or equivalently the
map

(1.1) LR = R% 1) 5 ¢ — f(po(Id+¢)™")

is Gateaux differentiable at ¢ = 0, there exists a unique element D f(u) € L*(R? — R%; p)
such that

(Df(1), d) 12y = Do f (1), ¢ € L*(R? — R pu).

In this case, we call f intrinsically differentiable at p with derivative D f(u). According to
Lions (see []), if Df(u) exists and

-1 _ _
(1.2) i o dd+¢)7) — f(u) — Do f(p)
u(19l*)—0 1(|9]?)
i.e. the map in (ILI)) is Fréchet differentiable at ¢ = 0, we call f L-differentiable at u € Z,.

If fis L-differentiable at any p € 5, we call it L-differentiable. Note that D f(u) is a u-a.e.
defined Re-valued function. Let {Df(u)}; be its i-th component for 1 < i < d.

=0,

2



In this paper, we investigate diffusion processes and applications to PDEs on &,. Let
m > 1, and let

b:[0,00) x R x Py = RY 5:[0,00) x R x Py — RE@R™

be measurable such that |b(t, -, )| + ||o (¢, -, 1)||%¢ € L' () for any (¢, u) € [0,00) x Py. We
consider the following time-dependent second order differential operators on “s:

1

f(u) =5 [ otttz D0 )l

(1.3)

i / (500"t .1, VADF G0} () + (b(t, v, 1), DF (1)) ().

where (-,-) is the inner product on R? or R? ® R?. We also consider the following extension
of o7, on R4 x Py:

", A f (x, ) = %tf(x,-)(u)+%(0’(15,:6,#)0'(1%%#)*,sz(:r,u»+<b(t,xau),vf(x,u)>
1.4
+ Rd<(DVf)(év,u)(y),U(t,y,u)o(t,x,u)%(dy)-

To present reasonable pre-domains of <% and &, we introduce below some classes of
L-differentiable functions.

(1) We write f € C1(P), if f is L-differentiable and the derivative has a pu-version
Df(u)(z) which is jointly continuous in (u,r) € Py x R If moreover D f(u)(z) is
bounded in (z,u) € R? x P, we denote f € C}H(Py).

(2) We write f € COV(22), if f € CH(P,) and Df(u)(x) is differentiable in 2 such that
the R? @ R%valued function

V{Df(u)}(x) = (arj{Df(N)(x)}i)1gi,jgd

is jointly continuous in (p, z) € P x RL If moreover D f(uu)(x) and V{D f(u)}(z) are
bounded in (z, u) € R? x P, we denote f € Cél’l)(92).

(3) We write f € C?(2,), if f € OBV (P,) and Df(u)(x) is L-differentiable in p such
that the R? @ R-valued function

D?f(p)(z,y) == ({DIDF()@)]i(y)} ;) 121 524

is jointly continuous in (u,x,y) € P, x RY x R If moreover f € Cél’l)(92) and
D?f(p)(z,y) is bounded in (x,y, ) € R? x RY x Py, we denote f € CZ(Py).

(4) We write f € C*2(R* x Z2,) for some k > 1, if f is a continuous function on R* x 22,
such that f(-, pu) € C*(RF) for u € Py, f(x,-) € C*P,) for x € RF,

(DV f)(x, 1) (y) = ({D10x: f(w, )]} ,) 12, cq € R @ RY

exists, and the derivatives

V@, pw), V2 f(x, 1), Df (z, 1) (y), (DV f)(a, 1) (y), VADf (2, 1) () }(y), D*f (z, 1) (y, 2)

are bounded and jointly continuous in the corresponding arguments.
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Example 1.1. For any p > 1, consider the following class of cylindrical functions
FCYP2) = { (1) = g(p(hn), -+, pu(ha)) :

n>1g¢€ClR"),h € CIRY),1<i<n}.
When p = 2, such a function is in the class C?(%,) with

n

Df(p)(x) = Z(&-g)(u(hl), coo pu(hn)) Vhi(z),

(1.6) n
Df(u)(w.y) = Y (0959)(u(hr). -+, u(ha) {V hi()} © {Vh ()},

where {Vh;(x)} @ {Vh;(y)} € R? @ R? is defined as
(Vh@)} & {Thy(u)}),, = (Oehs(a)}ouhy(y), 1< k1< doay € B

Moreover, f € C?*%(R? x Py if f(a,p) = gz, u(hy), -, u(hy)) for some n > 1, g €
Cy(R™ ) and {h;}1<i<n C CF(R?).

(1.5)

We will construct the .o7-diffusion process by solving the following SDE on R¢:
(L7) dXT/ =b(t, X3 AL )dt 4+ o(t, X3 AL AW, AL o= po (X;f;)_l, t>s, Xl =n,

st st

where W, is the m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtration probability space
(Q,{F}i50,P), (s,2,1) € [0,00) x R x &,. Since this SDE depends on the image of
solutions, we call it image SDE.

In the remainder of this section, we first summarize the main results of the paper, then
present a link of the present model to the Brownian motion on &, for further study, and
finally introduce some previous work for analysis on the Wasserstein space.

1.1 Summary of main results

Existence and uniqueness. Under a monotone condition, Theorem 1] ensures the ex-
istence, uniqueness and moment estimates of solutions to the image SDE (I]:_.'_H), and that
the unique solution is the diffusion processes generated by .7 on %, and 7 on R? x 2,
respectively.

Feyman-Kac formula. By using the diffusion process (X}, AL;), Theorem B.Ilsolves the
following PDE for U on [0,T] x RY x 2, :

QU (t,x, 1) + AUt x, ) () + (VU)(E, 2, 1) + F(t, @, 1) = 0,
U(T,x, 1) = ®(x, 1), (t,2, 1) €1[0,T] x R x 2,

where T > 0 is a fixed time, ® is a function on R? x %, and V, F are functions on
[0,T] x R x Z2,. When ®, F and V' do not depend on x € R%, this PDE reduces to

Ut ) + AUt ) (1) + (VU)(E, ) + F(t, p) =0,
U(T> :u) = Q(M)’ (ta:u) S [O’T] X Ps.

(1.8)

(1.9)
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Exponential ergodicity and structure of invariant probability measures. Let 0
and o do not depend on t. Under a dissipativity condition, Theorem AT provides the
exponential convergence rate of the diffusion process (X", A}) := (Xg}', Aj,) to its unique
invariant probability measure II. Consequently, the diffusion process A}’ converges at the
same rate to the invariant probability measure II := II(R? x -).

Moreover, let by(x) = b(z, ), 00(x) = o(z,d,), and let 1 be the unique invariant prob-
ability measure for the classical SDE

By Theorem E2] II and II have the representations

(1.11) fi(de, dp) = pa(de)ds. (d), 1= [ s pocda),

R
where d5, is the Dirac measure at point §, € H5. This structure describes an asymptotic
collision property of the diffusion process A}': starting from any probability measure y € &2,
the measure-valued process eventually decays to a Dirac random variable, for which the whole
mass focus on a single random point.

1.2 Link to the Brownian motion on %%

A Riemannian structure has been introduced in [2] on the Wasserstein space (P, Ws). With
the intrinsic/Lions derivative, this space is an infinite-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
gradient D and Riemannian metric (-, )7z2(,) on the tangent space L*(R? — R% p); that is,
W, is the Riemannian distance induced by D.

As in the finite-dimensional Riemannian setting, we introduce the square field

I'(f,9) (k) ;:/ (Df (1) (), Dg(p)(x))p(dx), f.g € Cy(P),

R4

and the Laplace operator

A0 = [ DG bulda). | € CH()

Then by the chain rule we have

D(f,0) = L{A(fo) ~ FAg— AT}, fg € CH(P)

This structure can be easily extended to the Wasserstein space %5(M) over a Riemannian
manifold M. Note that when M is compact we have P5(M) = P (M), the space of all
probability measures on M.

To develop stochastic analysis on &, it is interesting to construct the Brownian motion,
i.e. the diffusion process generated by %A; or more generally, to construct diffusion processes
on Py with square field I'. This is the main motivation of [I5] introduced in the next
subsection.



Below we explain that when oo* = Id and g = 9§, is a Dirac measure at some point
r € RY, the process (AG)e=0 is such a diffusion process. Indeed, it is easy to check that the
square field of the .7-diffusion process is

Li(f, 9) (1) = { e (fo)(p) — f«%g—gézft}(u)
[ (o DI 0 DI HI) g € R 2,

In particular, when oo* = Id, we have

Lo(f, 9) (1) = T(f,9) (1), ne 25 ={0:x € R

Since when p = §, for some x € R?, A* =0 X7 is a diffusion process on 229, Theorem

21(2) below implies that (Af,);>s for p € 29 is a diffusion process with square field I'.
However, this does not hold for ¢ 223.

1.3 Some previous work

Let Z2(S') be the space of all probability measures on the unit circle S'. A family of prob-
ability measures {Ps}z=0 on Z(S'), called “entropic measures” with inverse temperature
f > 0, have been constructed by von Renesse and Sturm [15] such that for each 5 > 0, the
bilinear form

S(.0)= [ (DS gl iaPo(dn)

gives a symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(Ilg), which refers to a Pg-a.e. starting diffusion
process on Z(S'). See also [16] for a different Dirichlet form on Z([0,1]) with square field
I'. The construction of Dirichlet forms in these papers heavily relies on the one-dimensional
property. In contrast, our diffusion process (Af ;)¢ is defined for any staring point p € P,
and by establishing 1t0’s formula for the image SDE, we are able to investigate the ergodicity
and the corresponding PDEs as in the classical case.

Next, the distribution-dependent (also called mean-field or McKean-Vlasov) SDEs have
been used in [3, [7, 8 1] to solve PDEs on R? x &2, with the following type of differential
operator:

Lo, 10) = 5 (00" 1), V2 ) + (b ), V1)

+/Rd [%« Vy, 1), V(D f(, 1)) ()} y)) + (bly, p), (Df(x,,u))(y)ﬂlu(dy).

Since this operator only involves in the first order derivative in p, the associated diffusion
process on R x &, has a deterministic marginal (ft)t>0 on Hy, which solves the nonlinear
Fokker-Planck equation

Oty = (Lut>*ru’t7

where L, = %szzl(aa*)m(m,u)&ﬁj + S°%  bi(a, 1)d;. See also [9] for nonlinear Fokker-
Planck equations on the path space. In the present work, <7 contains the second-order
L-derivative, so that the associated process Af; is a non-trivial diffusion process on Z,.

6



Moreover, Otto [I3] introduced a different gradient formula for functions of the proba-
bility density. More precisely, let v(dz) = e™V®dx for some V € C'(R%), and let

U () = / ()

for U € C'(]0,0)) and p(dz) = p(x)v(dz) € P,. The gradient of U, at u = pv is given by
the signed measure
DU, := —{Ap(p) = (VV, Vp(p)) }v,

where p(r) := rU'(r) — U(r). In particular, when V' = 0 and U(r) = plogp, we have
D, U, = —=Ap = —(Ap)(z)dz for p(dz) = p(x)dz. See [18, pages 430, 431] for remarks on
further development in this direction.

2 Image SDE and diffusion processes on %

We will construct the o7-diffusion process by solving the image SDE (7). In general, we
allow the coefficients

b:Qx[0,00)x Py =R 0:Qx[0,00) x Py = R@R™

to be random but progressively measurable with respect to the filtration .%;. We first present
the definition of solution.

Definition 2.1. Let (s, 1) € [0,00) x Z,. A family of adapted processes {(X {")i>s : © € R%}
is called a solution to (7)), if the following conditions hold P-a.s.:

(a) X" is continuous in ¢ € [s, 00) and measurable in 2 € R
(b) A%, = po (X)) € P, is continuous in t > s;

) B [I(b(r, X2 AL )| + [lo(r, X228, A2 )|[2g)dr < oo and

s,r 7 S,r )

s,r s,r

t t
th“:x—i—/ b(r, XZH AY )dr—i—/ o(r, X5 AL )AW,, t> s,z € R™
The image SDE (7)) is called well-posed, if it has a unique solution for any (s, i) € [0, 00) X
Py.
To ensure the well-posedness of (LL7), we make the following assumption on b and o.

(A) The progressively measurable coefficients b(t,x, ) and o(t,x, ) are continuous in
(z,p) € R? x 22, there exists K € L} ([0,00) — [0,00)) for some ¢ > 1 such that
P-a.s. for any t > 0,

(21) [t ) + llo(t 2 w)lls < K(@)(L+[al? + lull3), (2,p) € R x 2y,

2<b<t7$7 :u) - b(tu Y, V)? T — y>+ + ||O'(t, .CL’,,U) - U<t7y7 V)H%{S

22) < K(0) (2 — o + Wl ), (2o12), (y9) € RO x 2,

7



Theorem 2.1. Assume (A). Then the image SDE (7)) is well-posed, and the unique solu-
tion X1 is jointly continuous in (t,x) € [s,00) x R%. Moreover:

(1) For any p > 1, there exists an increasing function C, : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that
(2.3) E up (X7 + p(1 X)) < Cot) (L + |2+ lull”),
rels,
(2.4) Sl[lp]E{lXi;“ — XU + Wa (AL, ALY < Co(t)(Jo — ™ + Wa(p, 1))
re|s,t

hold for all0 < s < t,x,y € R and u,v € . Consequently, Xl is jointly continuous
n (t,r) € [s,00) x R%.

(2) When (b,0) is deterministic, {(Ay,)i>s 1 p € Pa} is a diffusion process on P gen-

erated by <7;; i.e. it is a continuous strong Markov process such that for any p € P,
and any f € CF(Py),

f(A/;t /'Q{f t>s

1s a martingale.

(3) When (b,0) is deterministic, {(XJ{', AL )i>s € Po} is a diffusion on R x 2,
generated by <7, i.e. it is a continuous strong Markov process such that for any (z, u) €
R x Py and any f € C* (R x ),

FOXEE AL = F(, 1) /ﬂf (XEE Ay )dr, £ 8

15 a martingale.

In the following two subsections, we prove Theorem 2.I(1) and (2)-(3) respectively.

2.1 Proof of Theorem [2.7](1)

Obviously, the uniqueness follows from ([2.4]). Below we prove (2.3]), ([24]), joint continuity
and the existence of the solution respectively.

(I) Estimate ([23). Let (X{/),cras>s be a solution of (7). We have
(2.5) IALZ = Nl o (XT3 = n(IXEP), t=s.
So, by (1)) and Itd’s formula, we may find out x € L}, ([0,00) — [0, 00)) such that

(2.6)  dIXZFP < R0 (L+ [XEPP + p(X42)dt + 2(X20, o, XEF, AL AW,



Let 7f = 20(t, X', AL)* X/ Since (AL,);> is an adapted continuous process on &%, and
due to 1)), o(t, x, ) has linear growth in z, there exists an increasing function ¢ : [0, c0) —
[0, 00) such that

plil) < {1+ XA} = {1+ AL )12} < oc.
So, integrating (2.6) with respect to p(dz) leads to
(2.7) dp(|X3HT7) < w() (1 + 2u(|X51%)) dt + (u(y), dWr), > s.
Let hg, :=€? JSR@)Ar and
=inf {t > s: pu(| X)) + | XS/ P > n}, n>1

Then (Z7) implies

t tATh
(28)  p(Xt 1) < hodlluld + / hyari(r)dr + / hral(), W), € > s,

so that by (2.0,

tATh
Xt P < e+ [ (), )
(2.9) :

tATh r r
+/ /@(r){l—l—|X;;“|2+h8,r||u||§—l—h8,r/ /f(é’)d@%—/ hg,mg,de)}dr

s

holds for ¢t > s. Moreover, (Z]) implies
(2.10) VEI? = [20(8 X3F AL) X < AKX (L + X P + n(IX5%).
This together with the Schwarz inequality gives
(2.11) () < 4K () p(|X5 1) (1 + 2u(1X51%).
Then for any p > 1 and € > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(p, ) > 0 such that
tATR g tATh
([ mbnrar) < s gugxpy e [ RO+ 0320

Combining this with (Z8) and using the BDG inequality, we may find an increasing function
Cy : [0,00) = [0,00) such that

B[ sw {u(X:4P)Y]

[svt/\Tn}

1 Col(t !
<58 s (0] + L0 (1l + B [ {2 ar ).

rE[s,tATh]




By Gronwall’s inequality, this implies

(2.12) E[ sup {s(IX22)}] < Colt)el (1 + a3

re(s,tATh)

Similarly, by (2.9)-(212]) and the BDG inequality, we conclude that for any p > 1 there exist
increasing functions Cy, Cy : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

p

tATh
B[ swp X2 < G+l + ) + ([ st
reE[s,tATh] s

ya
2

re@e( [ ol + b

1 t
< SE[ swp |XZE) 4 Cot)(1+ [af + [ul) + Ca()E / R(n)|XEpPrdr, > s

rE[s,tATh]

By Grownwall’s lemma, there exists an increasing function @ : [0, 00) — (0, 00) such that

E[ sup [X2p%) < Q) +|af + |ulF), ¢ >

rE[s,tATh)

By letting n — oo in this inequality and ([2.12), we prove (23]) for some increasing function
C, : [0,00) = [0, 00).

(IT) Estimate (24). Let 7 € € (u,v) such that

(2.13) Wy(yu,v)? = / & — y[*n(dz, dy).

R xRd

Then 7, :=mo (X}, X7)"' € €(AL

sty

AY,), so that

Wa(A",, AY,)? < / & — yPre(de, dy)
d Rd
(2.14) R

- / X = XU Pr(de, dy) = Loy, > s,
RixRd ’
Thus, by (2.2)) and It6’s formula, we obtain
AIXTF=XEY P < KO{IXD) = XU PP + £, pdt
DX = XU o X ML) — olr, XU ALY, £ s,

s,t

(2.15)

Integrating both sides with respect to 7, +(dx, dy), and letting
N = 2/ {O'(t, X;E,%‘uu Ag,t) o U(tv Xg},yu AZ,t>}*(Xsm,7t‘u o Xg;fy) ﬂ-(dxu dy)v
Rd xR4

we arrive at
dﬁs’t S 2K(t)€57tdt + <77t, dVVt>, t Z S.
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This together with £y, = Wy(p, v)? implies

t
(2.16) lsr < Wy(p, V)2e2fs K(r)dr +/ 2 K(Q)‘w(m, dW,), t>s.

s

Moreover, (A) and the Schwarz inequality yield

P < AK (1)L, /

R4 x

{IXZ8 — XUV 4+ Wo(AF LAY )2 b r(da, dy)
Rd

s,

(2.17)
< 8K (r)¢?

S,

T > S.
For given z,y € R? and p,v € 2, let
T = inf {t > s 0 |ALllo + A [l + [ XC5F] + (X5 > n}

By ([216), 2I7) and using the Holder and BDG inequalities, we may find out increasing
functions ¢q, ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

tATn %
B[ sup ,0,] < W +aE( [ )

re(s,t]

t
1
< 1 (t)Wy(p, v)* + cz(t)/ L\, dr + §E[ sup * }, t>s.

8,7 N\Tn,
re(s,t]

Then it follows from Gronwall’s lemma that

E[ sup 7 ] < 2¢1(1)e? 2 OWy(p, )P, t > s.

S, " N\Tn,
rels,t]

By letting n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

(2.18) E[ sup E?T} < 2c(t)eH P OW, (u, )%, t > s.

re(s,t]
Similarly, by (2.13]), ([2.I8), assumption (A) and using the Holder and BDG inequality, for
any p > 1 we find out increasing functions K7y, K : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that
tATn

E| sup | X% — XYV \ﬂ <z —y|*+ K (t)E K(r){| X5 — X002 + 2 Ydr

S,7N\Tn, 8, \Tp,
rels,t] s

t
< |z —y|*+ K(tE / K(r)|XTH = XP0 2 dr + Ky(t)Wa(p, ), ¢ > s.

S, 7 \Tn, S, " N\Tn

Therefore, by Grownwall’s lemma, there exists an increasing function C' : [0,00) — (0, 00)
such that

E[ sup | XIH _— XV

S, TN\Tp, S, \Tp,
rels,t]

7| <Ol =y + W, v)7), t>s.

Letting n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, we arrive at

E[ sup X2y — X2YPP] < C@) (e =y + Wa(u,0)?), >

re(s,t]

Combining this with ([2.14) and ([2.I8)), we prove (2.4) for some increasing function C, :
[0,00) = [0, 00).

11



(III) Joint continuity of X/ in (¢,z). Let K € L] ([0,00) — [0,00)) for some g > 1.
By (1), @23) and (24), for any n,p > 1, there exist constants Cy, Cy > 0 such that for any
n>t>r>s, and |z|, |y| < n,

E(1X5) — XUy < 22 Y(BIXJ — XU + BIXE — XUE1P)

2p

t
< Cule g+ CiE| [ K(6) T X+ X s

+01E</K {1+ | XV + (| X }d@)

2p(g—1)

(2.19)

t

S Cl‘ilf — y|2p + Cl<

+01</:K(9)) (/ {14+ [ X201 4 (| X2y )}ﬁde)

(g—1)
< 02{\x N }

qde) B| [ (4 X 2 ) s

prlg—1)

QN h

By Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, for large enough p > 1 this implies that X 7" has a
P-version jointly continuous in (¢, z) € [s,n] x {z € R?: |x| < n}. Since n > 1 is arbltrary,
X1 has a version jointly continuous in (¢,z) € [s,00) x R%

(IV) Existence of solution. It suffices to construct a solution up to an arbitrarily fixed
time 7" > 0. To this end, we adopt an iteration argument as in [17].

or fixed (s, p X P, let Ay = pand X" = for all v € and ¢ > s.
1) For fixed €[0,T] x Py, let A2 d X" =z for all z € R? and

(2) Assume that for some n € Z, we have constructed adapted (X{"");>; ,ere which is
jointly continuous in (t,z) € [s,00) X P, and satisfies

(2.20) E{ sup IXZ;?””IQ] < o)1+ o + ), ¢> 5,0 € RY
re(s,t]

for some increasing ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00). Consequently, AL} := po (X[7")™' € Py is

continuous in ¢ > s. Indeed, by the Fubini theorem, (MII) implies

B |1 sup 1X24P)| < 0+ 20l <00, 0

re(s,t]

so that P-a.s
,u( sup | X[ ) < oo, t>s.

rels,t]

Then by the dominated convergence theorem and the continuity of X" in t > s, we
obtain P-a.s.

lim Wo (AR ATH)? < lim p (| X500 — X0"7) =0, t>s.
r—t ’ r—t ’

s,rVs) s,7Vs
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(3) Let (XI7""");>, solve the SDE
AXTIo = (e, X2V AT dE + o (8, XDV AL AW, > s, XITh0 = g,

By (A) and ([Z20), it is easy to see that this SDE is well-posed, and when z varies the
inequality (Z20) holds for X} Lok peplacing X" with possibly a different function
¢ : [0,00) — [0,00). Moreover, as in (III), (A) and (2Z20) also imply the joint
continuity of ngzrl’x’” in (t,7) € [s,00) x R%. Consequently, as shown in step (2) that

1, Ly — . . .
ATTH = o (X7~ € 2, is continuous in t > s.

n,z, n, - 3
Therefore, we have construct a sequence {( X}, ATf);>5 verd fn>0, Which satisfies (2.20),
X1 is jointly continuous in (¢,z) € [s,00) x RY, and P-a.s.

t t
(2.21) X hon ::H—/ b(r, ngl’m’“,/\:,“)dr—l—/ o(r, X HHor AP AW, t > 5,2 € RY
The following lemma gives a constant ¢, > 0 independent of (s, z, ) € [0,T] x R? x &,
such that {X[""#},>; is a Cauchy sequence in L*(Q2 — C([s, s + to] — R?); P).
Lemma 2.2. Assume (A). For fivzed T > 0, there ezists a constant to > 0 such that

m,T,l 0,51 2
Esupte[s,s—l-to} |Xs,t - Xs,t | —0

lim sup
MO0 (g 1 1) €[0,T] xR x 5 1+ |z]2 4 [| I3

Proof. Asin (ZI4), we have Wo(ALf, AL V)2 < u(| X0 — X7, 1"|?) for n > 1. Combining
this with By (2.2) and It6’s formula, we obtain

AIXZF o = X < KO{ X = X 4 (X = X ) fr
+ (X = XU fo (8, X0 NS — o (, XOT AT AW, > s,
So, by (22) and using the BDG inequality, we may find out constants ¢;, co > 0 such that

n+1,z,1 n,T, 4|2
E|: sup |Xs,t - Xs,t | }

te(s,s+to]

t
< / K (B[ X Xman2 (| Xnon - X 7 2)] d

D=

t
([ RO = NI PN X (X - X )

< 0_22 K(T)EUXZ:_L%M _ XZ}I’“F + ,U(|X;L,;~.7M _ XZZ17.7M|2)} dr
1
28] sup X X
2 te[s,s+to]

Since (2.20)) holds for all n, this and Grownwall’s inequality imply

¢
(222)  E sup |X7P0H — XIPH? < 02/ o2 s K(G)deEuﬂXZ;’“ — X2, t> s

rels,t] s
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for all (s,z) € [0, T] x R%. Taking integral with respect to pu(dz) leads to

sup Ep(| X2 = X P) < ot — s)e KO sup Bpu(|XIpt — X7 om2), 1> s

s,
re(s,t] rels,t]

Now, taking ¢ty > 0 such that
(2.23) £ = cytge2 o KM

by iterating in n we arrive at

sup  Bp(| XD - XIPMP) <e o osup Bp(IXIM - XU
s€[0,T],te[s,s+to) €[0T t€s, s+to]

<< sup E,LL(\X;}:’“ - Xg’t"” ?) = c(z, p)e™ < oo,
s€[0,T],te[s,s+to]

where due to (Z20),

c(w,p) = sup  sup Ep(| X" — ) <e(l+ [z +[|p3)
s€[0,T] te[s,s+to)

for some constant ¢ > 0. Substituting this into (2.22]) and using (2.23)), we get

sup B sup [ XU — XU < (1 |2 A+ ull3)e”, n> 1
s€[0,T]  te[s,s+to]

This finishes the proof. O

By Lemma 2] there exist a constant ¢, > 0 depending on 7" > 0, such that for any
s € [0,T) we have a family of continuous processes

{(X§%u>t€[s,s+to] x e Rd, n e ,@2}
which are measurable in x and

lim IE[ sup (|X;f;fc’” - Xt R p( X — X% 2))] = 0.
re

o [S,S—l—to]

Letting Ay, = po (X})~", by this and (ZI4) we obtain

lim E| sup Wa(ALf,AL?| SE| swp p(|Xi = Xot2)] = 0.
re

s,t
nee [s,5+t0] ’ r€ls,s+to)

Thus, the continuity of AL/ int € [s, s + to] implies that of A{;; due to (220) we may find
out a constant ¢; > 0 such that

(224) B[ swp {u( X5 +IXIPY| < er (1 le+ ul), (s.2.0) € [0,T) xR x 25;

te(s,s+to]

and finally, by assumption (A) we may let n — oo in (ZZI)) to derive

t t
X =x —I—/ b(r, X3k, AL )dr —I—/ o(r, X AL AW, t € [s, s+ 1], 7 € R4,

s,r 7 s,r
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So, when T' < s + tg we have solved the SDE up to time 7.

In the case that T > s 4o, let 5 = s +to, 2 = X\, and g = AL, . Since given
Fsi1, the process (W, — Ws)i>5 is an m-dimensional Brownian motion, and (Z, 1) is given as
well, as in above we may construct a solution (Xft” , Ast)te [5,5+9] for (I]:Zl) with 5 replacing
s. Then extending (X7}, AL,) to t € [3,5 + to] by letting

Xof =Xl A, =AML, te[s,5+ ),

we see that (X7, AL ,)iefs,s+2t0) solves (LT) up to time 5419 = s+ 2t. Runing this procedure
for k times until s + kty > T, we construct a solution to (7)) up to time 7'

2.2  Proof of Theorem 2.1](2)-(3)

We first establish It6’s formula for the diffusion process (A%,);>s. To this end, we need the
following chain rule for the L-derivative, which is essentially due to [4, Theorem 6.5] where
the reference probability space is Polish, see also [6, Proposition A.2] for general probability
space but bounded random variables {£;}scp0, (note that Dy, therein is compact).

Lemma 2.3. Let {&}scio for some e > 0 be a family of square integrable random variables
on R with respect to a probability space (Q, F,P), and let %, denote the law of &. If

. 58 - 50
§ = lim ==

exists in L?(Q — R% P), then for any f € CH(Ps),

510 s

E(D (L&) (&), &o)-

Proof. By a standard extension argument, we may and do assume that (€2, .7, P) is atomless.
For instance, we enlarge (2,.%,P) by (Q x [0, 1],.# x #([0,1]),P x dr) and use & to replace
&, where fs(w r) = &(w) for (w,r) € 2 x [0,1], so that £ under P’ x dr coincides with
Ze, under P. Then the proof is completely similar to that of [14, Proposition 3.1] for &
replacing X + sY. O

Lemma 2.4 (Itd’s formula). Assume (A) and let {AL, = po (X)) }iss for the solution
to (LT). Then for any f € CZ(,),

A7) = @ADL+ [ {olta L) (DAL u(da). ), 0.
Proof. For any t > s and small € > 0, let
&=01-rXA+rX R'RY relo1].
Then 0 &1 is the law of &, on the probability space (R?, Z(R%), u). By (23),

sup Ellpo &3 <E| sup p(l&[*)| <oo, t>s.
r€[0,1] ref0,1]
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Moreover, & := L&, = X[ — XY exists in L*(R? — R% p). So, Lemma 3 implies

d

PN~ V) = S0 &)~ flnog™) = [ (sfwogh)ar

22 = [ (DA €)Xl — Xl

:/ Il(:v)u(d:z)+/ Ig(x,r)u(dx)dr+/ Is(z,r)p(dx)dr,
R4 R4x[0,1] R4x[0,1]

where, since po &;' = A%,

I(x ):= <Df(A5t)(X;”;e“) Xt = X3,
L(z,r) = (Df(po& ")E) — Df(po &) (&), Xot. — X1,
I;(x (Df(AL)(E) — DF(AE ), Xote — X34,

Below, we calculate [;(z), Iy(z) and I3(z) respectively.
Firstly, by (IL7) and f € CZ(%,), we have

/ ((DfYNEN(XTE), dXTE) = / ((Df)(AE)(XEE), dXEE) + ofe)
(2.26) / (D) (AL )XEE), b(u, XTE AL ) )du
/ ((Df)(AL)(XEE), o (u, dXTE, AL AW, ) + o(e)

where and in the following, o(¢) means e-dependent (real, vector or matrix valued) random
variables satisfying lim. e to(g)| = 0.
Next, (L) implies
t+e
227) (X2t~ X2t © (X0, = X2) = [ ol Xoit A% o, X2 A%+ ofe)
t

S, u? S, u

Combining this with f € C%(Z,), we deduce from Lemma and & = X4 . — XY that
up to an error term o(e),

L) = [00 [ (D100 &) (& 60, (Xathe = X5t © () Dty
r t+e
228) = [0 [ du [ ((DP) G0 )€ 60 ol X Aol X22 L) D)

/ du Rd<D2 NXDE XU, o(u, XT8N Vo (u, XUE AR ) u(dy).

Similarly, by using (2.27) with = = y, we obtain that up to an error term o(¢),
Ii(w,r) = ((Df) (o & (&) — (Df) (o &)(&), Xt — X
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= [ (TUDWEINE). (X5 - Xet) @ (Xt — Xei)ar
= [ (DAL, (o)1, X2t A e
Combining this with Z2Z5)-Z25), we arrive at
A0 = [ (DAL @), ot M) AW: (e
= ( | (DDA, bt XS, AL >u<dw>)dt
+ (5 [ (TUON@ENCED. (00, X200 ()

+ (1/ <(D2f)(Ag,t)( sxtuaXy H) (t Xsmt“aAu ) ( th“>A“ >,U dl’ dy))d
2 Rd xRd

= (A f)(AL,)dt.
Then the proof is finished. 0

Proof of Theorem[2Z1(2)-(3). By the uniqueness result in Theorem B we have the flow
property

THAR,
(2.29) XIp = X Ag‘t:AM, 0<s<r<t,

which implies that both (A%,);>s and (X}, AL,)i>, are Markov processes.

Next, by (24]), these two Markov processes are Feller and hence, strong Markovian.
Therefore, Theorem [21(2) follows from Lemma 2.4

Finally, for any f € 05’2(Rd, P5), Lemma 24 and the classical 1t6’s formula for the
semimartingale (XJ/);>s imply

Af(XSH AL = () (X AL dE+ (VAL (X, ot XEH AL)dWG)
(2.30) i
/ <D.f Xstuﬁ' Ait)(l'),O'(t,l',A/;’t)th>/L(dl'), tzs

This proves Theorem 2.11(3). O

3 Feyman-Kac formula for PDEs on R? x £,

In this section, we solve the PDEs (L8) and (L9) by using (X}, AL, )o<s<i<r. A function
on U on [0,T] x R? x &, is called a solution to (L), if U(t,, ,u) is differentiable in ¢ and
Ul(t,-,-) € C**(RY x P,) such that (L) holds. If moreover U(t,z, i) does not depend on
x, it is called a solution to (L.9).

We first introduce the following class Cy ([0, T] x R? x 2,).

17



Definition 3.1. Let f be a real, vector or matrix valued function on [0, 7] x RF x 22, for
some k > 1. We write f € Cp>*([0,T] x RF x &2,), if f is jointly continuous, f(t,-,-) €
C’g 2(R* x 22,) for every t € [0, 77, and all derivatives

Vit z,p), Vf(t,z,p), Df(tx,uw)(y),
D{Vf(t,x, ) }(y), VADf(t,z, 1))} y), D*f(t,z, 1)y, 2)

are bounded and jointly continuous in corresponding arguments. If moreover f(¢,z, ) does
not depend on x, we denote f € Cl?’z([O,T] X Py).

Theorem 3.1. Assume that b,o € Cy>*([0,T] x R? x P,) are deterministic.

(1) Forany ® € CP*(RIx D), F € CP**([0, T|xRIx ), and bounded V € Cy*>([0, T x
Rd X e.@g),

T, p

T
Ut 1) = B | Mgl VS5 4000 [, X ol VO N
t

t,r

is the unique solution of (L) in the class C>*([0, T] x RYx 22,) with 8,U € C([0,T] x
Rd X 322)

(2) For any ® € C}(R? x 2,), F € CP*((0,T] x ), and bounded V € Cp*([0,T] x Py),
T
Ult,p) = E[@(AgT)eftT V(rAL,)dr +/ F(r, Aﬁr)eftr V(O.AL5)d6 .
t

is the unique solution of (L) in the class CY*([0,T] x Py) with d,U € C([0,T] x 2,)

Proof. Since ./, F(z, ) = <, F () holds for F' € C2(2,), (2) follows from (1). So, it suffices
to prove Theorem B.I](1).
If U e CP**([0,T] x R? x ) is a solution of (I8), then 230) yields

dU(t, XZF, AL = (0,U + ) U (8, X5 ALt + dM,

s,t

=dM, — (VU + F)(t, X', Ab)dt, te[s,T)

for some martingale (M,);c[s,r- Thus, the process

t
M= UG XOf Al el VXA g / F(r, X2, Al Jels VOXGN0Y ¢ e [5,T]

ERA

satisfies )
dn, = els VOXSHEALDdr gy -t e [s, T7.

So,

U(87 ZI}', :U’) = Ens = EUT

ST

T
T Ty AR T T A
= E q)(X:ZI/’_‘l"A/’SI’T)efs V(T,Xs,r 7As,7“)d’f‘ _'_/ F(T, Xw,,U« A/»slfr>efs V(Q,XS)Q 7As'e)d9dr
S

18



as claimed in Theorem BI|(1).
On the other hand, let U be given in TheoremB.I)(1). For any ¢t € [0,7") and € € (0,7 —t),
by (2:29) and the formula of U(¢,z, i) in Theorem B.II(1),

Ult,z,p) —E[U(t+e, X[ A )] = Li(e) + L(e) + Is(e)

holds for

[ Xyl eMipe A Mliye fTV(T’Xz’“ A Ydr fT V(r,X5HE AR dr
Il (5) = E ®(Xt+€,T ’At-i-E,T)(e t r,T r,T — @Jltt+e r,T r, T ) ,

t,r

t+e
, "V(0,XTH AP YA
/ Fr, X, A, )ele VOXGALPqy |
t

T
I3(e) . =E / F(r, X5M AL (eftr VOX5AL0A0 o/ V(Q’Xibu’A%)dg)dr} .
t+e 7 7
Therefore,
o Ut ) ~ U+, Xit A, )
e—0 g
(51) = V(t, 2, )E[O(X[H, Al p)elt VOXEADINT 4 F(t 3 p)

g ' Tyl AM
+ V(t> x, ILL)]E [/ F(Ty sz’“ua AZr)eft V(G’Xt,ﬂ ’At,e)d9:|
t
= (VU + F)(t, z, ).

By Proposition below, U € CP**([0,T] x R? x #,) and AU (t,x, ;1) is continuous in
(t,z, ). Then ([230) implies

t+e _
E[U(t 4 &, X2, Afyy )] = Ult + 2,2, 1) + E / AU (r, X2 AL )dr,
t

Combining this with (3] we arrive at

—oU(t,x,pu) = li_r>r(1) Ult,z,p) — g(t +e,x, 1)

= AU (t,x, 1) + UV + F)(t, 2, ).

Therefore, U solves (LX) with continuous .o7,U. O

The remainder of this section devotes to the proof of the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Under conditions of Theorem 3.1l and let U be given in Theorem B.I(1).
Then U € CP2*([0,T] x R x ), so that AU is continuous on [0,T] x R x 22y,

We first introduce some notations which will be used in calculations.
(a) For f € C*(RY),
(Vf(x))vy = (Vf(z),v1) =V, f), (V2f(:v))(v1,v2) = Hessf(vl,vg), T,V1, V2 € R4,
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(b) For f € C*(2),

(DF()}6 = Dof () = / (Df (1) (@), $a))u(de), ¢ € IR — RY ).

R4

(c¢) Derivatives of vector or matrix valued functions are given by those of component func-
tions. For instance, for f = (fi;) € C*(R? x #, — R' @ R¥),

Vof (@, 1) = ((Vfii(,n),v)), Dof(x,p) = (Dyfis(x, 1),
where z,v € R4, € P, and ¢ € L2(R? — R%; ).
We will also need the following notion of uniform boundedness and continuity.
Definition 3.2. Let B be a Banach space, and let E be a topological space. The family
{n(z) e L'(Q—B;P):z € E}
is called L>~(PP) bounded continuous, if for any p > 1,

sup E[|n(z)[|” < oo, limE|n(z) —n(y)[|” =0, z € E.
zeE y—z

Let Z(B; — By) denote the space of all bounded linear operators from a Banach space
B, to the other one By. When B; and By are finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, we regard
Z(B; — B,) as Euclidean space. The following lemma can be easily proved by using It6’s
formula, so we omit the proof to save space.

Lemma 3.3. Let k, [ > 1, and let

B :Ox[0,T] xR x 2y = R*, ¥,:Qx[0,7T] xR x &, - R @ R™,
By: QOx[0,T] xR x Zy > RFQRF, 5,: Q% [0,T] xR x 2, - Z(R* - RF @ R™)

be progressively measurable. If { By, X9} are uniformly bounded and continuous in (t,x, ) €
0, 7] x R x Py, and {By(t,z, 1), L1 (t,z, 1)} are L=~ (P) bounded continuous, then for any
e € R¥ and (z, ) € R! x Py, the solution (1,1 )ie(sr) for the SDE

dngy' = {Bu(t, @, o)+ Ba(t, @, )i " ydt+-{Sa(t, @, ) + 32 (t, @, p)ny ™ dWe, 17t = e, t € [5, T
is L (P) bounded continuous.

In the following subsections, we calculate the first and second order derivatives of (X}, AL,)
in x and p respectively, which will be used in the proof of Proposition 3.2
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3.1 Formulas for VX/" and V?X/'

Let {e;}1<i<a be the canonical orthonormal basis of R%.  Given (AL,);,, the SDE (1)
becomes the classical one with random coefficients of bounded and continuous first and
second order derivatives in x. So, when Vb(t,z, ) and Vo(t, z, u) are L (P) bounded
continuous, by taking d,, to X{}" in (L), we see that for any 1 <i < d,

v””.—@ X t>s

s,t

solves the linear SDE
duf = ({90t ML) (X ol at + [{9o(t, - AL)(XE) Jolp | aws,

t>s, v;’fg’“ = e;.

(3.2)
If moreover V2b(t, x, 1) and V2o (t, z, u) are L=~ (P) bounded continuous, then by taking 9;
to the SDE ([B2), we see that for 1 < j <d
v;{m“ = 0,0, X, t2>s

solves the SDEs
aviy ™ = [(t. ) S A R C G gty 9] a

(Tt ML) (X o™ + {20 (t, -, AL (KT (b5, vl ) W, oo =
Combining these with Lemma [3.3] we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Assume (A) and that Vb(t,z, p), V2b(t,z, u), Vo(t,z, 1) and V3a(t,x, p) are
L>~(P) bounded continuous, then so are VX" and V*XT}'.

3.2  Formula for DX/
We will establish the SDE for DX(/'(y) under the following condition (C) on b and o.

(C) Assume that b and o are progressively measurable such that the derivatives

Vo(t,z,pu), Vo(t,z,p), Dbt,z,p)(y), Do(t ,z,p)(y)
are uniformly bounded and continuous in (z, i, y) € R? x &, x R%.

Lemma 3.5. Assume (C). Then for any (z,p,y) € R? x Py x RY, wit'(y) = (DX} (y)
fort € [s,T] exists and solves the SDE

[{w } Vb(t, ,Agt)(th“) (VXg’t“)*{Db(t X:t“’.)(Ag’t)}(Xg’%u)
+/Rd {wit ()} {Db(t, X3 ) (AL (X p(dz) | dt
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- [{ust )} (Vo AL} + (VXL (Do, X2 VA HAEE)
+ [ it )} (Dot X2t (A0} (CH () | AW, wis =0,
R

where {w;’t“(y)}* is the transposition of the matriz wif (y). Consequently, (DXJ[)(y) is
L>*=(P) bounded continuous.

To prove the existence of DX/, for fixed ¢ € L*(R? — R%; 1), let p. = po (Id + e¢) ™
and consider
z,€ X:;fug - X;’C%M
657}’ = ﬁ, €€ (0, ]_),t € [S,T].
We first establish the SDE for Dy X7/ := lim. &7, To this end, we need the following
lemma.

ztep(z),m ,
X 5 —X;C, He

Lemma 3.6. Assume (A) and let é;f = ot ‘. Then for any f € CLL(R? x Py)
with

£

Ky := sup (IVf(:):,,u)|2 + ||Df(5”’“)”%2(u)) < 0,
(2,1) ERI X Py

the process

FOXG, AGY) — FOXGE, AGY)

EU(f) = . — Vere f( AL (X
- /R (€7 + &5 ADFXEE, VN HX ) ) u(dz), t € s, T)
satisfies
(3.3) =0E(NF < 8K (€517 + p(|€5 + E517), tels T,
(3.4) lim E[Z25(f)|° = 0.

el0

Proof. Let nf = X7V + T(X;:rw(x)"“ — X7, € [0,1]. Then n§ = X7/, ni = X;:rw(x)’”s,
so that

Lol = MO (Xs?)_l = A;

st

Loyl =10 (XFH) ™ = e o (X4 = AL
Moreover, dp* = 77 + fff. Then by Lemma 23] we have

d d
Ef(?% gnr\u) = <Df(y, ‘)(gnrlu)(n?“)’ @m>L2(u)

=€ /]R;d <Df(y7 ')(gnr\ﬂ)(nf>7£§f + éjf%u,(dz), e [O, 1],y S Rd.
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So, letting ¢ = (1 — r) X7/ + r X}, we obtain

s,t

9 9

f(X:,’uEa Agf) - f(X§,7M> Ag, ) 1 ! d z
i ¢ i t) /0 {Ef( T,gmw)}dr

1
0

- / {<Vf (L) (6, €5) + / (DG Lo 0), €55 + §~§,’f>u(dz)}dr.

This together with the definition of Z{7 (f) gives

=50 = (VI L) (6F) = VI AL (X, €67)
0

2

B [ DA )6 = DI WXL, €6 + () far

<8E;(|&7 1P + n(l&s + &)

which implies ([3.3]). On the other hand, it is easy to see that (24]) implies

(3.6) up B[ sup (1€ + (60} < anllof), o € LR - R

z€R4 £€(0,1) tels, T

for some constant ¢ > 0. Combining this with the facts that (V f, D f) is bounded continuous,

lim, 0 (7 = X}, and lim,_,0 .2, |, = A, we may apply the dominated convergence theorem
to deduce ([B.4]) from the first equality in (B.5) with € | 0. O

Lemma 3.7. Assume (C). For any (s,z,u) € [0,T] x RY, x Py and ¢ € L*(R? — RY),
wilt? == Dy XTI} for t € [s,T) emists in L*(Q — C([s,T] — R%);P), and there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

(3.7) E| sup [wit 2] < Cullol?), (s.z.) € [0,T) x R x 2y,

s<t<T

Moreover, for anyt € [s,T),

t t
wit? = [T bt 8O bt [ {9 poote M)OCE) fai,

s,t

dWw,.

t
35) # (] Gt X AN w2 + Vi X ()
t
[ (] 0ot Xt AN i + Vo Xit ) )
s R4

Proof. To prove the existence of wif"? := DyX7} in L2(Q — C([s, T] — R?); P), it suffices
to show

(3.9) lim E[ sup |€5F — €7012| = 0.
00 Lyels) 7
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By the definition of £ and letting

Ei’f(b) = (Hif(b >)1§i§d’ Ei’te(o-) = (Hif(02]>)1<l<d 1<5j<m’

Syl ) >

we obtain
1 t
€2 = = [ {0 X ) — bl X A e
/{U szrustus)_ ( ngvAu }dWT
t
- / E?f(b)+Vggi;fb(7’,'aAZr)(X;}M)}dT
(3.10) ;

L[ ot e ) 06655+ € utan) o
R4
{Z2500) + Vergolr AL)(X30) faw,

w [ ] oot xep @ Hc. 6 + i baw,

Combining this with (C) and using the BDG inequality, we may find out a constant C' > 0
such that for any t € [s, T7,

t
B s fer - 7P < CB [ {=z0 =0 +1250) - 220
rels, s

(3.11)
T lezs = € 4l - 81 + 1 - €57 far.

Integrating both sides with respect to p(dz), we obtain
Ep(|€5 — &41) < CE /:u(E;i(b) —ES50)F + I1E5(0) = E50)|° + €5 — &5P)dr
v20 [ Bl - €3, el
Then by Grownwall’s inequality, [34]), (B.4]), and the existence of
lim &7 = VX% in ()
as explained in Subsection 4.1, which implies lim, 50 E|§ O E;f;|2 = 0, we derive
¢ 2P

lim sup Eu(les; —
€040 ¢ (5,17

T
< T im B / p(=550) = Z5.0)1° + 125(0) = Z0.)|° + &5 — &%) dr = 0.
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Substituting this into (BI1]) and using Gronwall’s inequality again, we arrive at

limE[ sup [£57 — ff 2]

€,60 te(s, T
T
<ce i [ {1Z50) - S0P + 1555 0) - )1
(165 = €81+ 15 — &8 far = 0.
Therefore, (39) holds, so that

wii? == Dy X5/ —hmfst, tels,T)

exists in L2(Q — C([s,T] — R9);P), and [B.7) follows from ([B.6). Moreover, by (C) and
Lemma [3.6, we may let ¢ | 0 in (3.I0) to derive the desired equation for wg;" ¢. O

Proof of Lemma[38. By B1), (DX )e[s,r) exists with

(3.12) (DXT), @) 12s) = D X0t = wl™®, ¢ € L*(R? — R p).
On the other hand, let w({(y) solve the SDE in Lemma Then wj’f’d’ = (Wil d) 2y
solves the SDE in Lemma B for w}” . By the uniqueness, we have wyf" ¢ = wyy Al

Combining this with [3.I2), we obtain p-a.e. wif" = DX}, Then the proof i is ﬁnlshed O

3.3 Some other derivatives
We first present a formula for D f(AL,).
Lemma 3.8. Assume (C). For any f € CLH(Z,),

{DFAL) ()} y)

By opuecn + [ (0XE) 0UBNAL ()

Proof. Let ¢ € L*(R? — R% ). Since ALY, = po (X,))™!, for any £ > 0 we have

/ B() (M09 (02 = / B(XEP00 (6 (1d 4 26) ) (da)
R4 Rd

_ /R Ry qn), e (R,

So, Agﬁ‘;“d“@” is the law of

TreP(T),u0 ep)~ 1
T Xs,j ¢ (x),po(Id+e¢)
on the probability space (RY, Z(R?), i1). Therefore, by Lemmas 2.3 and B.5], we obtain
. d o(Id+e¢)~1
(DI )10, B)p2 2= T FA0)

e=0
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= [ (1D X
— [ DD, Ta X2+ DXL ()
= [ (X (DD ALIHEE), o))

+ /R DX UDHAZDNECL), o))l de)(dy)

e=0

= (VX2 (DL + [ (DXI) OUDNALNN X3P utaa) )

L2(p)
Therefore, (B13]) holds. O

Next, when b, o € CP**([0,T] x R? x ), by making derivatives to the SDE for wit (y)
presented in Lemma B3], we derive the following result.

Lemma 3.9. Assume that b,o € Cy**([0,T] x R? x 9,). Then all derivatives
{DVXTIHy), VIDX ()} ), VIDXL!()Hy), D*X(H(y,2)
are L~ (P) bounded continuous.

Proof. (a) We first consider {DVX;;“ (y). Since b,o € CP**([0,T] x R? x 22,), by B2)
and Lemmas BAHZE], vg{ := V, X[} for v € R? solves the SDE

dvlf = Zy(t, @, polf'dt + { Zo(t, @, ol FdW,, o2t =,

S,8

where

71 [0,T] x REx Py - RY Z,:[0,T] x R x &2y — R4 @ R?
are progressively measurable and satisfy

(D) Zi(t,z,pn) and Zs(t, x, u) are uniformly bounded and continuous in (¢, x, x) € [0,7] x
R x Py, DZ,(t,x, 1) (y) and DZy(t, z, 1)(y) are L=~ (P) bounded continuous.

TyMe
s,t

£

T, p

v vl

Then for any ¢ € L*(R? — R% 1) and pe := po (Id+¢e¢)~" for small & > 0, 75, :=
solves the SDE

d'Vi,t =1{Z:(t,z, ,U)’Yit}dt +{Z:(t, :L',,u)vi’t}dVVt

Zi(t, x, Zy(t, x, p) fogte Zo(t, x, i) — Zo(t, x, ) vt
JRCAIUEYS B AR 7 SO (VA L LR ') LY

By (D), we may repeat the proof of Lemma B.7to conclude that Dyvg" := lim. 75, exists
and solves the SDE

d{ Dty = {Zi(t, x, ) Dyvst' + (DyZi (L, x, 1)) }dt
+{Za(t, 2, ) Dyvgt' + (DyZo(t, x, p))vst }dWy, Dyvltt = 0.
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Hence, Dvgf(y) solves the SDE
HDvt ()} = {Zu(t, 2, ) Dt (y) + (D Za(t, 2, ) (y))vst' bt
+{Za(t, 2, 1) DV (y) + (D Za(t, x, ) (y) vt }dWe, Dol (y) = 0.
Therefore, by Lemma B4 and (D), Lemma B3 yields that { DVXT{'}(y) is L=~ (IP) bounded

continuous.
(b) To calculate V{DX (Y (y)}(x), V{DXT/(-) }(y) and D*XT/(y, 2) := D{DXT{(y)}(2),
we reformulate the SDE in Lemma B.5] for wif (y) := DX (y) as

dwit = {Ai(t, 2, pwil + As(t, o, p) pdt + {By (¢, @, p)wit + Bo(t, @, p) jdWy, wi =0,

where, due to Lemmas B.4H3.5 and (a), {A;, B; }i—1,2 are progressively measurable maps such
that

e A, and B; are uniformly bounded and continuous in (¢, x, u) € [0,T] x RY x Py;

o {A,, B;,VA,; VB;,DA; DB,},—1 5 are L~ (P) bounded continuous in corresponding
arguments.

So, as explained in (a), by taking derivatives 0,,,0,, and D, to this SDE respectively and
applying Lemma B3] we prove that 9, DXV (y) and D*X[}'(y,z) are L>(P) bounded
continuous in related arguments. We omit the details to save space. O

3.4 Proof of Proposition

Since b, o € C**([0, T] x R x ,), assertions in Lemmas 34}, B3, and B9 hold. Then it is
straightforward to show that U given in Theorem BII(1) is in the class C%22([0,T] x Z2y).
Firstly, for any 1 <1 < d, by taking derivative 0., to the formula of U, we obtain

0 Ut 7, ) = E[(TO(, Alp) (X[H), 00 Xyl VOXEF M0
+E{CI)(X§E#,AZT)eftT (r XEH AL ) / <VV ,,AZT)(X;}M)aaxiX;}u>dr}
VB [ (MO, 00 XYl V0NN gy

T
+ E/ {F( Xf,,“,A“ Je I V(G,Xt,by‘J\ﬁQ)de/ <VV(9, wAife)(Xifé;“),@miX;fg)”>d9} dr.
t t

By assumptions on ®, V, F' and Lemmas 3.4 B0 and 9] this formula implies that VU (¢, z, i)
is bounded and continuous. Moreover, by taking derivatives d,; and D to the formula, we
conclude that V?U(t,z, 1) and D{VX_/}(y) are bounded and continuous as well.

Similarly, we may prove the assertion for DU (¢, x, ) (y), 0, { DU (t, z, 1) (y) }, 0, { DU (¢, x, 1) (y) }
and DU (t,x, u)(y, z). For simplicity, we only consider the case for V' = F = 0, for the gen-
eral case the formulation is only more complicated due to derivatives to F' and V', but there
is no any essential difference for the proof. For V= F = 0 the formula for U becomes

U(t> €, :U) = E(I)(ij&/fa Ag,t)'
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Then by (813) and the chain rule we obtain
DU(t,x,p)(y) = E[{Vé(wA’S,t)(Xﬁ’t”)}(DXﬁ’t”)(y) + (VXL (D, X ) (ML) F (X2
+Ad(DXﬁ,}“)*(y){DQ(X§%“7')(Aﬁ,t)}(Xﬁ,%“)M(dZ) :

Since ® € CP*(R? x ), by Lemmas 34 and we deduce from this formula that
DU(t, x, it)(y) is bounded and continuous. Moreover, by taking derivatives 0,,, d,,, D to this
formula, we conclude that 9., {DU (¢, x, u)(y)}, 0,,{ DU (¢, z, u)(y)} and D*U(t,z, u)(y, z) are
bounded and continuous as well. In conclusion, U € C%22([0,T] x R? x 2%,).

4 Ergodicity and structure of invariant measures

In this part, we assume that b(¢,z, ) = b(x, ) and o(t,x, u) = o(x, p) are deterministic,
and consider the ergodicity of the diffusion processes generated by &/ and <.

Recall that a Markov process is called ergodic, if for any initial distribution, when t —
oo the process converges weakly to the unique invariant probability measure. For square
integrable Markov processes, the weak convergence is equivalent to the convergence under

the Wasserstein distance. To estimate the Wasserstein distance for solutions to the image
SDE (IL7)), we take the following hypothesis:

(H) b(t,z,u) = b(x, ) and o(t,z, u) = o(z, u) are deterministic, continuous in (x, 1) and
do not depend on t. There exist constants A € R and «,d, K > 0 such that

2(b(z, 1) — by, v),z —y) + |lo(z, 1) — o(y, V) |5y < kW (p, v)> = Nz — y*,
lo(z, 1) — oy, v) s < K{W(u,v)* + |z —y|*},
bz, ) |* + [lo (2, p)I7rs < 0L+ |z + [|pl3), 2.y € RY pv € P

By Theorem 1] (H) implies the well-posedness of (7). In the present time-homogenous
case, we only consider the solution from time s = 0, i.e. (X", A}) = (Xg/', Ag,) for t > 0.

Let Py(u;-) and Py(x, u;-) denote the laws of A¥ and (X", A¥) respectively. Then the
associated Markov semigroups P, and P, are given by

RS =) = [ J0)PGudn). | e #(2),
Pug(e, 1) = Eg(X", Ab) = / oy, V) By, s dy, dv), g € Bo(R% x Py).
Rax Py

Let 25( %) (tesp. P5(RY x ;) be the set of probability measures on &, (resp.
R? x 22,) with finite second moments, and let W3 be the L?>-Warsserstein distance on

Py(P5) induced by W, while Wﬂfdx% be that on Zy(R¢ x ;) induced by the metric

p((z, 1), (y,v)) = ]z — Y + Wa(p, v)2.
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For any Q € P,(%,) and Q € P5(R% x P,), let

QP, = /] Pp;)Q(dp), QP = /R Py(x, 113 )Q(d, dpa).

dX@z
In the following two subsections, we first investigate the exponential ergodicity of the
diffusion processes generated by 7 and .7, then figure out the structure of the invariant
probability measures.

4.1 Exponential ergodicity
Theorem 4.1. Assume (H). Then for any (z,u) € R? x Ps,

(4.1) EW,(A¥, AY)? < Wy (pu,v)2e” A0 ¢ >0,

(4.2) E|XPH — XPY 2 < o —y)Pe™ + Wy(p, v)2e= P9 ¢ >0.
Consequently, if A > K then:

(1) Jz’t has a unique invariant probability measure TI € Py(R? x Py) such that for any
Q c gzg(Rd X gzg),

(4.3) WESZ2(QP, IT)? < 2¢O~ PWEXZ2(Q T1)?, t > 0;

(2) II := f[(]Rd X ) is the unique invariant probability measure of P, such that for any
Q € Py (P,),
(4.4) W2 (QP,(s-), TT)* < e O W(Q,T1)%, &> 0.

Proof. (a) We first prove (A1) and (£2]). Let m € € (i, ) such that
Walr)? = [ o= yPadndy)
Rd xRd
Then for any t > 0,
m = mo (XM, Xp) T € C(ALLAY),
so that
(45)  Wa(Al, AY)? < /

R xR4

|z — y*my(dz, dy) = / | XPH — X2 r(de, dy) =: 4.

R xRd

Combining this with (H) and It6’s formula, we obtain
d| X7 — XP7)P < kb — N X! — XPY)P}E+ dM,

for some martingale M;, which implies

t
(4.6) ME|XPH — XPY)? < e —y]2 + /@/ eMElds, t>0.
0
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Integrating with respect to 7(dz, dy) gives
t
MEL, < Wy(p,v)? + KJ/ “El,ds, t>0,
0

which together with Grownwall’s lemma and ([L3]) leads to
EW,y (A, AY)? < Bl < Wy(p, v)2e” P90 ¢ > 0.

Thus, (41]) holds. Substituting (4.1]) into (L.6]) we arrive at

t
BIX; — XY < 0 Mo = yff kWl w)e ™ [ s
0

< e_)‘t|x _ y|2 + Wg(,u, V)2e—()\—n)t'

Hence, (41.2)) holds.

(b) Existence of invariant probability measures. Consider, for instance (X, o A%), where
8o is the Dirac measure at 0 € R% Let I, = P,(0,dp;-) be the law of (X%, A%). By the
completeness of the Wasserstein space, if

(4.7) lim WE72(11,,11,)? = 0,

s,t—00

then there exists a probability measure I on R? x 22, with ||II||3 := II(p?) < oo such that

limy o WRdX%(Ht,H) — 0. Consequently, II is an invariant probability measure for P,.
Moreover, since the law of A% is IT,(R? x -), which converges to IT := II(R? x -) weakly as
t — 00, we see that Il is an invariant probability measure of P,.

To prove (@), let t > s > 0. By the Markov property we have

L= P06 = [ Pula s flu(do, )
Rax Py
Combining this with (£1]) and (£.2) we obtain

Wﬂfdx‘% (ﬂt’ﬂsf S/ Wﬂfdx‘%(li3 (x, s -), ps((),éo;')fﬂt—s(dy,dV)
R4 x Py

< / {E|X0%0 — X212 4 Wy (A, AP)? T,y (dz, dp)
Rax Po

< [ el 2Wa e Y (e dp)
Rax Py
— e—)\sE|XO 6o|2 + 26 A=k 8EW2(5OaAt 3)2 _ (e—)\s + 2e_(A_H)S)E|XEL(SSO|2.
So, to prove (A1) it remains to show that

(4.8) sup B[ X% < oo.
t>0
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By assumption (H) with A > &, for any A > X > &’ > & there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that
2(b(z, ), ) + llo(z, wllirs < e+ &' llpllz = Nal, (2, 1) € R x Py,

Combining this with It6’s formula, and noting that [[A%|2 = 6 (|X;%2) = | X272, we
obtain
dIXP%)2 < e+ (8 = N)| XDt + dM,

for some martingale M;. This implies
t / !
E| X% 12 < c/ e" N sds 1> 0.
0

Since \' > #/, we derive (£8) and hence finish the proof of the existence of invariant proba-
bility measures. Moreover, the invariant probability measure II satisfies

/ (|2 + |2 Ti(de, dp) < Jim E[XP*)2 < =5 < o0
Rl x Py t—o00 N —kK

Hence, I1 € Z,(R? x 2,). o
(c) It is easy to see that ([A3]) follows from (A1) and (L2). Indeed, letting I € € (Q, II)
such that

W (Q 1) = / pdl,
(Rdxﬂg)z
we deduce from @), @) and II = IIP, that
Wi (QP, TT)? = Wi 7 (QR, TIR,)?
: / W57 (B, ), Py, v; )T (de, dps; dy, dv)
(Rdxﬁzg)z

< [ B{IXE - X WA AP, s dy, d)
(Ré x 975)2

< / {|lz — ylPe™ + 2Wy(p, V)2e_(’\_“)t}F(dx, dp; dy, dv)
(Rd x 975)2
< 20~ AWESXZ2 () )2 ¢ > 0.

In particular, II is the unique invariant probability measure of P,.

(d) As shown in (b) and (c), (@) for A > & implies that P, has a unique invariant
probability measure II satisfying the estimate @Z)). Noting that P(u;-) = Py(x, ju; R x -)
holds for all (z, 1) € R? x &y, we have IT = II(R? x -). O

4.2 Structure of invariant probability measures

Under condition (H), let by(z) = b(x,d,) and oo(x) = o(z,d,). Then the SDE (II0) is
well-posed. Let P? be the associated Markov semigroup.
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Theorem 4.2. Assume (H). If P? has an invariant probability measure pg, then

Mo (da, dp) := po(dx)ds, (dp)

is an invariant probability measure of P,. Consequently, 11y = IIo(R% x ) = Sz 05, 110(d)
is an invariant probability measure of Py, and when A\ > k, the unique invariant probability
measures 11 and 11 in Theorem Il satisfy (LIT)).

Proof. Recall that (X", A}') solve the SDE
dXF = 0(XH AY)dE + o(XPH, AY) AW, Xt = x,

where A} := po (X;#)~'. Then, when p = §, we have A} = d,..s., so that (X% )50 solves
the SDE (LI0). By the uniqueness of this SDE and that puo is an invariant probability
measure of P, we obtain

[ Baxr)aldo) = [ Powalde) = [ alahuo(da), ¢ 0.9 € #(R).

Combining this with P, f(x,d,) = Ef (X", 5Xf'6’”) for f € B,(R? x &,), and taking g(x) =
f(x,6,), we obtain

/Rd ) Pyf (z, )Tl (de, dpe) =/Rd P,f(x,6,)po(dz)
N /Rd [Ef(X?ém’éXf"s””)}”o(dx) :/ [Bg(X7°)] po(da)

Rd

= [ otemtan) = [ sledmatan) = [ . G (ar, du).

Therefore, Il is an invariant probability measure of P,. In particular, by taking f (x,p) =
f(p), we see that Il is an invariant probability measure of P;.

Finally, if A > &, by Theorem LT}, IT and I are the unique invariant probability measures
of P, and P, respectively. So, I = Iy and II = IIy; that is, (CII) holds. O
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