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HYPOCOERCIVITY AND GLOBAL HYPOELLIPTICITY FOR THE
KINETIC FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION IN H* SPACES

CHAOEN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to extend the hypocoercivity results for the kinetic
Fokker-Planck equation in H' space in Villani’s memoir [45] to higher order Sobolev spaces.
As in the L? and H'! setting, there is lack of coercivity in H” for the associated operator.
To remedy this issue, we shall modify the usual H* norm with certain well-chosen mixed
terms and with suitable coefficients which are constructed by induction on k. In parallel,
a similar strategy but with coefficients depending on time (c.f. [34]), usually referred as
Hérau’s method, can be employed to prove global hypoellipticity in H*. The exponents in
our regularity estimates are optimal in short time. Moreover, as in our recent work [30], the
general results here can be applied in the mean-field setting to get estimates independent of
the dimension; in particular, an application to the Curie-Weiss model is presented.

Key words : Kinetic Fokker-Planck equation, Langevin equation, Convergence to equilibrium,
Hypocoercivity, Hypoellipticity, Poincaré inequality, Curie- Weiss model.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned in this paper with the hypocoercivity and global hypoellipticity of the
kinetic Fokker-Planck equation which takes the form

0 Ve~ VaV(@) Vuf = Auf + Vo (0f), 120 (L1)
subject to the initial condition f(0,z,v) = fo(x,v), where the unknown function f :=

fi(z,v) := f(t,x,v) stands for the density function at time ¢ with position 2 € R? and
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velocity v € R?, and the function V' = V() : R? — R is a smooth potential. We shall always
assume that [ e V@) dx < oo and thus the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation admits a unique
invariant probability measure

1 v|?
dp(z,v) = 706_‘/(96)_‘2‘ dazdv (1.2)

il . .
where Zy = [[ ¢”V®~ 2 dadv is the normalizing constant.

The evolution (LIJ) preserves mass and positivity. Assume that the initial datum fy is a
probability density function, then, by Ito’s formula, f;(z,v) is the law of a Langevin diffusion
process (X¢, Y2)i>0 on RY x R? evolving according to the stochastic differential equation

dX; = Ydt
dY; = —Yidt — VV(X;)dt + \/2dB;

with the initial law of (X, Yp) being fo(x,v), where (By);>0 is a standard Brownian motion
on RY,

(1.3)

Motivated by the regularizing effect of Kolmogorov’s fundamental solution, L. Hormander
established his celebrated hypoellipticity theorem for second order differential equations in
his seminal 1967 paper [38]. The general structure he discovered is usually referred to as
Hormander’s bracket condition (or sometimes simply hypoelliptic structure): let £ be a
differential operator in the sum-of-squares form in the sense that

L=  X+Xo+e (1.4)

where Xg, X1, -+, X, are smooth vector fields in a domain and ¢ is a smooth function, then
Hormander’s bracket condition of rank r is said to be satisfied if the vector fields generated
by iterated Lie brackets

{th [Xqujz]v """ ’ [XJ'l’[XjZ"” ’Xj"]”.]}j:OL

span the whole tangent space at any point. Hormander’s theorem asserts that the operator
L is hypoelliptic whenever Hormander’s bracket condition holds. It is worth mentioning that
J.J. Kohn simplified Homander’s proof by applying the theory of pseudo-differential operators
(with the price of non-optimal estimates), and that P. Malliavin gave a probabilistic proof
which is the birth of Malliavin calculus.

n

Concerning the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation (II]), by Hérmander’s hypoellipticity theory,
it is the interaction between the transport part and the diffusion part, more precisely the
basic identity [v-V,, V,] = —V,, that results in regularization in the position variable where
ellipticity fails though.

It turns out that the long time behaviour is also connected to such an interaction. It is
well-known that the diffusion part of (I.I]) is coercive in velocity (in the sense that it admits
a spectral gap in velocity) while the transport part is conservative. This lack of coercivity
in position variable leads to a large class of local equilibria. However, as in hypoellipticity
theory, it is again the interaction between the diffusion and the transport that results in ex-
ponential (as usually expected) convergence to the global equilibrium. Moreover, this seems
to be a common feature of many important spatially inhomogeneous kinetic equations. Such
a phenomenon and then the related methods are called “hypocoercivity”, c.f. C. Villani’s
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memoir [45]. The term was suggested to Villani by T. Gallay to emphasize the links and
analogies with hypoellpticity. For instance, at the simplest level, just like the goal of hypoel-
lipticity is to prove regularity estimates in the absence of ellipticity, the goal of hypocoercivity
is to prove exponential decay in the absence of coercivity.

We recall the definition in the simplest case: let L be a densely-defined linear operator on a
Hilbert space H equipped with a norm || - ||, then L is called hypocoercive if there exist some
constants C' and A > 0 such that

lle™* nll < Ce|nl],

for all h € H orthogonal to the space spanned by the global equilibrium. Here the constants
C and A are supposed to be quantitative or constructive. It is rather straightforward to
extend the previous definition to nonlinear PDEs and other kinds of distances, or to other
quantities such as entropy.

Despite their close relations, hypocoercivity is indeed distinct from hypoellipticity (for an
example we refer to [33]) and can be proved independently. A general strategy for hypoco-
ercivity, systematically developed by Villani in [45], is that one may add some well-chosen
auxiliary terms to the usual Lyapunov functional in order to obtain certain coercivity esti-
mates. This strategy might seem simple, but it turns out to be very powerful in the study
of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation and spatially inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation, as
shown in [45], as well as of many other kinetic models.

We refer to [32] and [45] and the references therein for the results and contributions on
hypoelliticity and hypocoercivity. Note that basic well-posedness theorems for the kinetic
Fokker-Planck equation can also be found there.

Let us review some results in the concern of the present article. More or less at the same
time, the rate of convergence for solutions of (1) or (L3)) has attracted attention of both
probability community and PDE community. On the one hand, Wu [46] has established non-
quantitative exponential convergence to equilibrium for the “stochastic Hamiltonian system”
(i.e. general kinetic Langevin diffusion) based on Lyapunov functions and Meyn-Treedie’s
techniques, and Talay [44] proved the exponential convergence in L? for the kinetic Langevin
diffusion. On the other hand, Desvillettes and Villani [I7] have proved convergence to equi-
librium in entropy with quantitative algebraic rates of decay (indeed O(t~°°)). Notably their
approach applies to the spatially inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation.

Later, the work of Hérau and Nier [35] gives the first quantitative exponential convergence
result (excluding those for the special case of quadratic potentials) for the evolution equation
(L10), see also some further development in the book [32] by Helffer and Nier. Their approach
is based on Kohn’s method of hypoellipticity theory and spectral analysis.

The research of hypocoercivity for kinetic equations, with an emphasis on constructive rates
of convergence, was then put much forward by Hérau, Mouhot, Villani, and many others. In
his memoir [45, Part I], Villani proved exponential convergence in H!, L? and entropy under
some boundedness (relative or not) assumptions on the Hessian of the potential. One of his
key ingredients is to take into consideration higher order terms (namely the Dirichlet energy
or Fisher information), and to add auxiliary mixed terms of derivatives which help to make
advantages of the basic identity [v - V,,V,] = —V,. Hérau [34] also obtained exponential
decay in L? under the bounded Hessian assumption. His approach is based on the spectral
methods in the earlier work [35]. Another approach to hypocoercivity in L? under similar
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assumptions was proposed by Dolbeault, Mouhot and Schmeiser in [20] (for previous works,
see [43] and [19]). Based on a micro-macro decomposition, they constructed an auxiliary
operator which helps to make good use of the microscopic and macroscopic coercivity.
Meanwhile, global hypoellipticity for the equation (I.I]) was also initiated by the quoted works
of Hérau and Villani. While Villani’s methods (see [45, A.21]) are based on interpolation
inequalities and a system of differential inequalities, Hérau [34] devised a very nice functional
to study the short time behaviour of the derivatives. His idea was to distinguish the orders of
time for the derivatives in velocity and the ones in position. Moreover the regularity estimates
of Hérau and Villani are in terms of global quantities (i.e. integrals involving derivatives in
the whole phase space), contrary to earlier works on hypoellipticity. We shall adapt Hérau’s
method for global hypoellipticity in higher order Sobolev spaces. Besides, we refer to the work
[31] by Guillin and Wang in which they obtained some local version of Hérau-Villani’s global
hypoellipticity estimates by coupling methods; see also [47] for a related work concerning
Bismut formula. We further remark that uniform-in-time hypoellipticity estimates are of
interest for the study of kinetic equations. We also call attentions to recent developments on
the regularity estimates for general kinetic Fokker-Planck equations, see for instance Mouhot’s
ICM report [42] and the references therein.

In addition, we refer to our recent work [16] for a relaxation of the bounded Hessian condition
with the help of weighted logarithmic Sobolev inequalities. We also refer to [7] and [8] by
Baudoin and his collaborators for works by local I'-calculus. We also mention [I3] for another
reformulation of Villani’s argument by the language of Riemannian geometry, and [27] for
an extension of Dolbeault-Mouhot-Schmeiser’s method together with an application to the
so-called spherical velocity Langevin operator.

Moreover, hypocoercivity can be measured in many different ways, such as entropy, -
entropies, total variation, Wasserstein distance, L? norms, HF norms, or more general

weighted Sobolev norms, see for instance [5], [9], [3], [41], [16], [21], [7], [24](see also re-
lated work [22] and [23]), [25] and the references therein. We also call attentions to [39],

[18], [10], [11], [12], [15], [14] and [30] for some recent results concerning hypocoercivity with
various kinds of potentials. In particular, we highlight [§] and [37] for some results concerning
singular potentials.

The purpose of the present article is twofold. (i) Concerning the long time behaviour, we
extend Villani’s hypocoercivity theorem in H'(i) to the setting of H¥(yu), where k > 1 is
an arbitrary integer. For this we introduce a mixed term involving the derivatives V* and
VE=1v, and modify the coefficients in the usual H*(u)-semi-norm. (ii) Concerning the short
time behaviour, we present higher regularity estimates with optimal exponents in the form
of Hérau-Villani’s global hypoellipticity estimates. For this we adapt Hérau’s method and
hence use time-dependent coefficients.

Plan of the paper. We introduce our main results and the notations in Section 2. The
Sections 3 is devoted to the estimates needed for the proof of our main results. Then the
proof of our hypocoercivity result (Theorem M) is presented in Section 4, while the global
hypoellipticity result (Theorem [)) is proved in section 5. The proof of an application to the
Curie-Weiss model can be found in section 6. The optimality of the exponents in Theorem [3]
is shown in the Appendix A. Some technical lemma concerning quadratic forms is proven in
the Appendix B.
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2. MAIN RESULTS AND NOTATIONS

Let us introduce the basic framework we shall work within. It might be convenient to consider
the density function with respect to the invariant measure p, i.e. the function

h(t,z,v) = Zof(t,x, v)ev(gm'%
(see (L2) for p and Zjy). Then the evolution equation (II]) becomes
Oth+ Lh =0 (2.1)
with L (here and henceforth) being
Lh=—-Ayh+v-Vyh+v-V,h =V, V() Vyh

The weighted square-integrable space L?(p), with the norm HhH%Q(H) = [ h%dp, is standard
for the study of kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. One of the advantages is that the operator
—A, +v -V, is symmetric in L%(u), while v -V, — V.,V (z) - V, is anti-symmetric. Actually,
if we set A:=V,, B:=v-V,—V,V(x)-V,, then L may be rewritten in Hérmander’s form
of a sum of squares
L=A"A+B

where A* is the dual operator of A in L?(p). Here we remark that X* = — X +g¢ for any vector
field X and some function g, as compared to (L4]). In this article we are mainly concerned
with higher order weighted Sobolev spaces H*(y1) (with k being a positive integer), of which
the notations are specified later in this section.

Let us briefly recall Villani’s hypocoercive method in the setting of kinetic Fokker-Planck
equations. As mentioned in the introduction, the dissipative part in (2.I]), namely the diffu-
sion operator —A,+v-V,, only acts on velocity variable and is degenerate in the z-directions.
This leads to the lack of coercivity in the z-variable. It may be illustrated by the computation

below,
1 d 2 o 2
—53/}1 dﬂ—/|vvh| dp,

d IV, h\2
T hlog hdy = / du

where h in the latter equality is assumed to be a positive solution. As one can see, the
entropy production is only in the wv-directions and hence the evolution possesses a large
class of local equilibria. This is very different from the Fokker-Planck equation where the
entropy production is in all the directions and so one can apply entropy-entropy-production
inequalities to deduce quantitative convergence to equilibrium (c.f. [6] or [2]).

To remedy this difficulty, Villani devised certain carefully-chosen Lyapunov functionals for
the evolution equation (2]). More precisely, he constructed

(1) in the Hilbertian setting (L% or H')

((h,h)) g1 = /hzdqua/\Vvh\zdu+2b/vvh-vxhdu+c/]Vxh\zdu;

(2) in the entropic setting

2
/hloghd,u—ka/' d +2b/wd +c /'V””| du
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with some appropriate constants a, b, c. The introduction of the mixed terms [ V,h -V hdp
and [ Wdu turned out very helpful in the analysis of the long time behaviour: thanks
to the commutation relation [v-V,, V,] = =V, it can be used to produce entropy dissipation
in the missing z-direction.

Let us see what happens in the H' setting. According to the proof of [45, Theorem 18,
Theorem 35], it holds

((h, Lh)) g =|Vuhl|* + a([|[V2R|]* + ||V oh][* + (Vyh, Vb))
+b(2(Voh, Vi,h) + (Vuh, Voh) + [[Voh|[* = (Voh, V2V -V, h))
+ ¢(||V2,h|[* = (V h, V2V - V1))

where || - || and (-,-) standard for the norm and inner product in L?(u), c.f. subsection 2.3.
Then it is clear that the missing Dirichlet energy in the x-direction appears in the temporal
derivative of the mixed term (V,h, V,h). When V2V is relatively bounded in the sense of
[22)(see below), the constants a,b,c can be chosen such that ((h,Lh))g > )\’||h||i-[1 for
some \ > 0.

Now we recall the Poincaré inequality which is somewhat standard for the study of long time
behaviour.

Assumption 1. Denote Zy = [~V @) dr. Assume that the measure dv(z) := Zile_v(x)dzn
satisfies a Poincaré inequality with constant k, i.e. it holds

/ (g ) /gd”>2 i < [ [Vl

for all functions g = g(x) € H*(v).

This assumption implies the equivalence of the H' (v)-norm and the H' (v)-seminorm || V|| .2(,).
Note that the gaussian distribution of the velocity also satisfies the Poincaré inequality with
x = 1, we then know the equivalence of the H'(u)-norm and the H!(u)-seminorm, by the
tensorization property of Poincaré inequalities. We refer to the monograph [6, Chapter 4] by
Bakry, Gentil and Ledoux for more on Poincaré inequalities. See also [4] for some criteria
and a simple proof of Poincaré inequalities for a very general class of probability measures.
In particular, whenever ac > b2, the H'(u)-seminorm is equivalent to the norm defined
by ((-,-))g1 due to the Poincaré inequality. By the Gronwall lemma, one can conclude
exponential decay in ((-,-)) 1. Finally one arrives at Villani’s hypocoercivity theorem in H*
for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation,

Theorem 1. ([45, Theorem 35]) Suppose the Assumption[dl holds. Assume furthermore that
the potential V € C(RY) satisfies

[0 uglan < ([ 19+ [ 1950200, (2.2

for all g € H%(11). Then there exist explicitly computable constants C' and X > 0 such that
hy — /hodMHHl(M) < CeM|hg - /hoduquw), V>0 (2.3)
where hy = h(t,xz,v) is the solution to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation with the initial

condition hg € H'(i1). The constants C and X\ only depends on k and M.
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The inequality (2.2)) is slightly different from the one in the original statement of Villani’s
results [45] where (2.2) is verified by the assumption that there exists some positive constant
C such that

|V2V| < C(1+ |VV]).

But the formulation (Z2]) is of interest for the generality and flexibility. One of the advantages
in this formulation is that the constant M can be independent of the number of particles in
the mean-field setting, see for instance in our recent work [30]. Moreover, it is a special case
of the following boundedness assumption which will be used in our main results:

Assumption 2. There exists some constant M such that

[ 19Dl < M( [ vl | |vivg|2du> (2.0

for2 <1<k+1 and any function g € H?*(u), where

d
VLV - Vug? = ) (Z(Dgaij(g;))angQ.

la|=l—1 j=1

with o a multi-indez in the partial derivative D in the x-variable.

This assumption holds trivially for instance whenever the partial derivatives of V' of order 2
or more are uniformly bounded, which is the assumption imposed in [45], [34], and [36].
Roughly speaking, Assumption [ requires relative boundedness of VIV (2 <1 < k4 1) as
operators; and the inequalities (24 can also be viewed as weighted Poincaré inequalities.
One can develop Lyapunov type conditions to ensure the validity of such inequalities.

We also recall the global hypoellipticity estimates of Hérau-Villani for the kinetic Fokker-
Planck equation.

Theorem 2 (Hérau[34], Villani[45]). Let V' be a smooth potential satisfying Assumption [2
with | = 2. Then there exist constant C' > 0 such that

/|th|2du < Ct‘?’/h%du, /|Vvh|2du < C’t‘l/hgdu, foro<t<1
for any solution hy := h(t,xz,v) to @1) with initial datum hg € L*(p).

To this end, Hérau devised a clever Lyapunov functional

/h2du+at/]Vvhlzdu+2bt2/Vvh-Vxhdu+ct3/]Vthdu

with suitable constants a,b,c. Then it can be shown that this functional is monotonic in
time from which one can conclude the results by standard approximation.

The key point here is to notice the different orders of time of the gradients in different
directions. In fact, the choice of the coefficients t,t% 3 is not innocent at all. They are
related to the intrinsic structure of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. As one can see in the
appendix A, the global hypoelliptic estimates above are optimal in certain sense. We shall
follow Hérau’s construction for the global hypoelliptic estimates in H* ().
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2.1. Main results. Now we turn to present the main results. Our strategy for the hypoco-
ercivity and hypoellipticity results in H* closely follows the line of Villani’s proof and
Hérau’s method. To remedy the degeneracy at the z-direction, we introduce a mixed term
(VLI h, VLR) (see the subsection 2.3 for the notations) in the H!(j)-seminorm for each
1 <1 < k. These mixed terms play the same role as the one in Villani’s argument: their tem-
poral derivatives will give the missing pattern ||V.h||? in the temporal derivative of the usual
H'(p1)-seminorm, and so they provide great help to get coercive estimates or monotonicity.

Concerning the global hypoellipticity estimates, we have

Theorem 3. Suppose Assumption[2 holds. Then there exist explicitly computable constants
C, depending only on k and M, such that

IVEVE Ry L2y < ot—<%+l>||ho||L2(m, for0 <t <1, (2.5)

where hy := h(t,z,v) is the solution to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation (21I) with initial
datum hg € L?(u). Here ||V£CVﬁ_lh||Lz(H) is some Hilbert-Schmidt norm defined by

VARl = S / DDA dy.

la|=i,| 8=

Moreover, the exponent % + 1 in the estimate ([2.8) is sharp.

Following Hérau’s method, the key of the proof is to construct the Lyapunov functional
Ft,he) = ||he|* + (01,0t Vohe|* + o118 || Vb + 2013 (Vohe, Vo he))

+ <0'k,oifkllvfht||2 + opat" | VETIV b P 4+ okt [ VR

+ 203 t3F " H(VEIY by, v’;ht>>

with certain coefficients oy ;, 0 (0 <i<I,1<1<k) such that this functional is monotonic
decreasing in time. Indeed, we shall prove a stronger version of monotonicity, i.e.

d Ak 3l l 2 I+1+24 l—i+1x7i 2
—af(taht) Z Z [ Vghel|” + Z t [V T Vo h|
1<i<k 0<i<I<k
for some positive constant Ay, c.f. the Proposition As mentioned above, the terms
IVLA||? (1 <1 < k), which are important in the proof, are due to the introduction of the
mixed terms (V.- 'V,h, VLA), c.f. Lemma@0 The implementation of the proof is presented

in the Section B while the optimality of the exponents can be verified by the fundamental
solutions in the special case of quadratic potentials, see for instance in the appendix A.

Below is our hypocoercivity result in H*(y), where k > 1 is a integer.

Theorem 4. Suppose Assumptions [l and [4 hold. Then there ewist explicitly computable
constants C' and A > 0, depending only on k, k and M, such that

[ / hodiallzr(y < Ce=|Iho — / hodll e (2.6)
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for t > 0, where hy = h(t,x,v) is the solution to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation (2.1
with the initial datum ho € H*(u).

The proof of this result can be found in Section [l The crucial ingredient is to construct a
twisted H*(p) norm, which is equivalent to the usual H*(x) norm, defined by

= ||B]]* + (w1,0l|Vohl[* + wi1||Vah|[* + 2w1 (Vyh, V,h))

+ <wk,0||v5ht||2 + w1 ||[VEIVLR| P+ - 4wkl [VER|? 4 20k (VETIV 0, v’;h>>

with suitable coefficients wy;,w; (0 <i<[,1 <1< k) such that

<<h,Lh>>szAk,o< Ay Hv;vﬁﬂ—lhu?)

1<1<k,0<i<l 0<i<k

for some constant Ao > 0 (c.f. Proposition [3). Here we are led to add the mixed terms
(VI ke, Vi) (1 <1< K) in the new norm for the missing ||VLA||?> (1 <1 < k) in the
dissipation of the usual H*-norm. Combined with Assumption [ the preceding estimates
implies that the evolution equation (2.]]) is coercive under the new norm defined by ((-,-)) k-
From this the hypocoercivity in H*(u) follows, just as in Villani’s proof.

Remark 5. One can also combine Theorem Bl with Theorem [l to prove (28] for ¢t > ¢y > 0,
see the proof of Corollary [l below. However, in small time, hypocoercivity means that the
quantity under consideration is not explosive; in large time, it requires exponential decay
in that quantity; and both of the estimates are in a form with constants independent of
the initial data. In this sense, our proof in Section H] deals with both short and long time
estimates in H* with HF initial data simultaneously; while the proof for ¢t > ¢, > 0 via
regularity estimates in Theorem [l cannot treat the short-time non-explosion in H* directly,
due to the fact that regularization always takes time (i.e. regularity estimates are valid only
for later times, and the constants will explode when approaching the starting time).
Moreover, the proofs of Theorem lland Theorem Blare presented in a more or less unified style.
The former is technically easier since the coefficients in the associated Lyaounov functionals
do not depend on time. We also remark that, in the context of Theorem M| it might be
possible to choose time-dependent coefficients to obtain both hypocoercive (in large time)
and global hypoelliptic estimates (in short time) simultaneously, as in our work [16]; but we
shall not develop this viewpoint for the sake of technical clarity.

An immediate consequence of Theorem [ and Theorem B3] is,
Corollary 6. Suppose the potential V€ C(R?) satisfies with some constant My
DSV (x)| < My,  for any = € RY

for any multi-index « such that 2 < |a] < k+ 1. Suppose that the measure e V@) dr satisfies
a Poincaré inequality. Then there exist explicitly computable constants C and X\ > 0 such
that

||y — /hoduquw) < Ct=3k2e=M | g — /hOdMHLQ(M) (2.7)
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where hy = h(t,x,v) is the solution to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation [2.1) with the initial
datum ho € L*(u).

First proof of Corollary[@ By the assumptions, we can apply Theorem @ and Theorem [3l
Since hy — [ hodp satisfies the same evolution equation, we may assume [ hodp = 0. By
Theorem [B], for 0 < ¢ < 1, there exists some positive constants C’ such that

1Bell ey < CE 2ol 20
By Theorem E], for ¢ > 1, there exists some positive constants C” and A such that
[1hellr ey < C"e™ XD 1| gy < C'C"e™ D] 1ho |2
It suffices to take C' = max{C’e*, C"C"e*} to ensure [27). O

Second proof of Corollary[@. We can also apply the hypocoercivity results in H' (c.f. The-
orem [l or Villani [45]) or in L? (c.f. Hérau [34] or Dolbeault-Mouhot-Schmeiser [20]). For
instance, as in the first proof, we may assume f hodp = 0 and we can apply Theorem [3] for
0 <t <1. For t > 1, there exists some positive constants C’ such that

hell gy < C'lhe1llr2 ()
By applying the hypocoercivity theorem in L?, there exists positive constants C' and A such
that
he-1llp2gay < C"e 2V |ho| |12
which then implies the desired result (27) for ¢ > 1. O

Remark 7 (Further questions). It would be interesting to relax the boundedness assump-
tion 2

2.2. An example in the mean field setting. In this subsection, we present an example
of the mean field model which shows our results could be independent of the number of
particles.

The starting point is the following observation: The constants C' and A in Theorems [ and
have no dependence on the dimension as soon as M (in Assumption[2]) and ~ (in Assumption
[I) do so. It has been shown in our recent work [30] that inequalities in the form of ([24]) are
useful to get uniform-in-dimension convergence to equilibrium in H?!.

Now consider the potential V' of mean-field type, i.e.
1
V(z1, 29, ,aN) :ZU(%)+WZW($%%’) (2.8)

where U(z;) stands for the spatial confinement on the particle at position z; € R, W (x;, x;)
for the interaction between the particle at x; and the one at z;, and N the total number of
particles. Note that the case of W (x;,x;) = Wy(x; — xj) was treated in [30]. Here we shall
focus on the following Curie-Weiss model,

-
U(l‘l) = ﬁ(zl — 7@), W(:Ei,$j) = —5Kl‘i$j (2.9)

where 8 > 0 is the inverse temperature, and the model is ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic
according to K > 0 or K < 0. We remark that the method for Assumption [2] developed in
Section [6] does not make use of uniform log-Sobolev inequalities, unlike the methods in [30].
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We shall prove in Section [0 that Assumption 2 holds with
M = 2020(8%° + 8> + K'5?)

for any k > 1, and that Assumption [Il holds with constant s independent of the number
N of particles under certain conditions which prevent phase transitions. It follows that the
Theorems [ and B apply to this setting with estimates that do not rely on the number of
particles. More precisely,

Proposition 8 (Curie-Weiss model). Let the potential V' be defined by 2.8) and (2.9).

e in the antiferromagnetic case (K < 0), when the number N of particles is sufficiently
large in the sense that

3/2
N 2 25 / K6_5/47

&

the Assumption [ holds with xk = %\/Tfe—ﬁ/él.
e in the ferromagnetic case (K > 0), suppose the temperature is high enough in the

sense that (B is sufficiently small)

Ap = %eﬁ/‘* — BK > 0. (2.10)

Then Assumption [l holds with k= 1/A;.
In both cases, for L? initial data, it holds that the distribution hy becomes smooth at positive
times,
IVEVE bl 2 < OG0 |l 2y, for 0 <t <1
for H* initial data, it holds that the distribution hy decays exponentially fast to the equilib-
rium, namely,

| —/hodullHk(u) < Ce™M||hg —/hodﬂHHk(u)’

where the constants in the above estimates are independent of N (for N large in the first case).
In particular, in both cases, starting from any L*(p)-initial state, the distribution converges
to the equilibrium exponentially fast in H*(u) (for any k > 1) in large time, and the rates of
convergence are independent of the number N of particles.

It is generally believed that the uniform in the number of particles exponential convergence
above holds only in the case of no phase transition. That is exactly the meaning of the
anti-ferromagnetic condition (at any temperature) or of the condition (ZI0) on the inverse
temperature in the ferromagnetic case.

2.3. Notations. We follow the notations in [45]. Let H be a Hilbert space equipped with the
Hilbert norm || - || and the scalar product (-,-). Let A:H — H"™ be a linear densely-defined
operator with domain D(A). So the operator A could be written as a m-tuple vector of linear
operators on H, say
A= (A)lcicm = (A1, Ag, -+ A)T,  with A H — H.
And its adjoint operator A* : H™ — H is then given by
A" = (A icicm = (A1, As, - AR,
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or more explicitly, for a vector g = (g1,92, - ,gm)’ € H™,
A*g = ( T)A; o 7A;kn)(glvg27 o 7gm)T = Z A:gl
1<i<m
Therefore the linear operator A*A has the form
AP A= (A5, A3 AL (AL s AT = S ATALL
1<i<m

Given two operators By, By : H — H, their commutator is defined by [B, Bs] := B1 By —
By B;y. We stress that the commutator [A, B] of A: H — H™ and B : H — H, should be
understood as the m-tuple operator-valued vector ([A;, B]){-;,.; similarly, the commutator
of two operator-valued vectors should be understood as an operator-valued matrix in the
same way.

Hereafter, we set H = L%(i1). Set two operators A:H — H% and B : H — H as
A= (Ai)Igigd =V, B:=v-V,;—=VV(z)-V,,
then
A* = — Div, +v-, B* = —B,
and
A"A=—-A,+v-V,.

We shall mainly consider the weighted H* space H*(u) (with k being a positive integer) with

the norm
1Al = DL /|D§‘th|2du
o, B:|a|+|B|<k

where a, 8 are multi-indexes of respective order |a| and |3|, and the partial derivative D@D g
is given as usual by

lal+18l
DeD8g = — =
Oxt -+ Qxt oyt - - Ouy?
To avoid heavy notations, we shall denote the L?(u) norm by || - ||, the L?(p) scalar product

by (-,-) without subscripts referring to the reference measure p. We should also mention that
(+,+) might be used for the scalar product in Euclidean spaces in certain occasions such as
in local computations or in linear algebra. The notation H* (1) stands for the homogeneous
Sobolev space with the semi-norm defined by

2 2
By = > [1DeDinPd
a,B:|al+|Bl=k
For any non-negative integers i, j and suitably-differentiable function g, we denote
ViVig = (DgDyg)as
where «, 8 run over multi-indexes of respective order |a| =i and 8] = j. In particular, the
squared Hilbert-Schmidt norm of ViVig, denoted by |V V7g|, is defined via

ViviglP = > |DIDIgl,
jal=i1Bl=7
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and so
IViiglgy = [19i¥isPau= Y [1D2D2gPdn (.11)
|lal=i,|8=j
Note that the definition of | V. V-V, h| in AssumptionBlis consistent with the above convention
since

d B d o
VLV . Vuh = ijl (VE10,,V)0,h = (ijl(Dw (0, V) - Oy, h>

where the summation and multiplication in the middle are componentwise.

a:al=l-1

The Hilbertian structure, after polarization, induces a scalar product between the matrices
of partial derivatives. For instance, consider V2, := V,V, = (02,00;) (i,j):1<i,j<d and V2, =
V,Vz(note that these two matrices are not identical), we have

(VoVag, VaVih) = / S(02,,9)(82,, M)
i,
Here is one more example we shall use later. For nonnegative integers mso and [ < m1,
(VIO V) = S (DS DG DYDY, DY DY DY D)

01,02,003,04
= > (D3 D2 Dg# Dyt g) (D3 D2 D Dyt h)dp
a1,02,003,014

where a1, as as, a4 run over multi-indexes of respective order my — I, 1,1 — 1, ms.

3. PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES IN H¥ (1)

The goal of this section is to provide estimates for the temporal derivatives of the terms
in the twisted H* norm. Such estimates will then be applied to obtain hypocoercivity and
global hypoellpticity in the next sections.

To begin with, let us introduce the following commutation relations which will play an es-
sential role. Recall that
A=V,, B=v-V,-V,V(z)-V,, L=A"A+ B.

Lemma 9. By direct computation, it holds

(1) [A,A*] = I, i.€. [AZ,A;] = 52’]’;

(2) C:= [A7B] = Vg,

(3) R:=[C,B] = [V4,v -V, —VV(z) V,]| =-V?*V(x)-V,.
Note also that A commutes with both itself and C.

3.1. Temporal derivatives. Let mj, mo be non-negative integers such that m; + mo = k.
Set

(VT2 A* Ah, VM VT2 h),

= (VMV™2 Bh, VM2 h),

(VE=IV,A* Ah, VER) 4+ (VA1 b, VE A* AR),
(VE=1V, Bh, VER) 4+ (VE-1V,h, VEBR),

ml m2

ml mz :

mzw °
mzx °
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where the pairing is as stated as in section 2, and we also note that A*Ah and Bh are scalar
functions. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 10. Let h € S(R??) be a rapidly decreasing function. Then

T mg = |IVEV2 B[P 4 ma| |V V2, (3.5)
TE oy = i(vg"blvgw—lvxvi,—lh, VY2 ]
=1
+ iw;“—l(—v?v V) Vitymep, ymiymep) (3.6)
=1
TA = 2(VEIV2h, VEV h) + (VETIV b, VER), (3.7)
k—1

T = IVER|? + > (VY (=V?V - V)V 'V, VER)

miz
=1

k
+ Y (VEVh, VA (=YY v, V) (3.8)
=1

where —V?V -V, is understood as a twisted gradient in the pairing.

We may find that T,,‘;‘hmz does not contain the term ||[V¥h||? for all my, ms with a given sum
m1 + mg = k, and that the terms in the expression of T, n]fhmz might be non-positive. This
is the reason to introduce a mixed term (VE~1V,h, V¥h) which helps to obtain ||[V¥h||?, as
shown in the following equality

(Vi 'VuBh, Vih) = (V3 [V, Blh+ Vi~ BVuh, Vih) = [[VEhI[* + (V5T BV,h, Vih)

or in the expression in ([B.8]).
Before turning to the proof of Lemma [I0] we shall present some detailed computation for

k = 2 first which might be helpful to facilitate the reading. Let us consider the temporal
derivative of (V2 h,V2h) + (V2 h,V2h). The desired equalities corresponding to ([B.1]) and
[B8) are respectively
Ty := (V2 A*Ah,V2h) + (V2 h,V2A*Ah) = 2(V,V2h,V2V,h) + (V2 h,V2h),
Tp = (V3,Bh,V3h) + (V3,h, Vi Bh)
= —(V2V - V2h,V2h) + ||V2h|[> — (V2,h, V2V - V2, k) — (V2 1,V (V?V - V,h)).
To this end, we write everything (especially the pairing in the Hilbertian structure) in detailed
subscripts. For the term T4, we can use the fact [A;, A}] = d;;, to find
Ti=Y (<c,~AjA;;Akh, CiCyh) + (CiAjh, cich;;Akm)
ij.k
= Z ((C’i(A,’;Aj + [Aj, AL Agh, C;Cih) 4 (C; Ajh, AZC’iC’jAkm)
ivj.k
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=3 ((A;;CiAjAkh + 6;1C3 Aph, C;ChY + (ALCiA;sh, cichkm)

1,5,k
= (CiAjAkh, ACiCih) + > (CiAjh, C;Cih) + > (C;AjAkh, C;C;i Ayh)
1,5,k ,] 1,7,k

= 2(CA%h,C%Ah) + (CAh,C?h).

For the term Tz, we need to apply the commutation relations between B and A, C' as listed
in Lemma [ Recall that R = [C,B] = —V?V () - V,.

(V2,Bh,V2h) = (CiA;Bh,CiCihy =Y (Ci(BA; + [Aj, B])h, C;C;h)

- ZZJ:((BCZ-A]- +[Cy, BJA; 4: CiC;)h, CiC;h)
4,

-y ({BCiA;h, CiCyh) + (RiAjh, C.Csh) + (CiCih, CiCyh) );

(V2,h, V2Bh) = ZE(C’Z-Ajh, CiCyBh) = 3 (Cidsh, Ci(BC; + G, B)A)

= §<01Ajh, (BCZC] + [CZ,]B]C]' + CZRj)h>
,J

= ((CiAjh, BC,C;hY + (CiAjh, RiCih) + (Ci A h, C,-th>).
i,J

Hence we obtain, by the anti-symmetry of B,

Ts =Y (<R,~Ajh, CiC5h) + (CiC;h, CiC5h) + (CiAsh, RiC;h) + (Ci A h, c,.cjh>)
2
= (RAh,C?h) + ||C?h||* + (CAh, RCh) + (C Ah, CRh).
As a consequence, the equalities ([B.7) and (B.8]) hold with k& = 2.

Proof of LemmalI0. (0). We collect some commutation relations first. Let [, Iy be positive
integers, then

l
(A2, B] = Zl; Al—lo gt (3.9)
l
[Ch, B] = le_l ch-lRc!-1, (3.10)
l l
[ChrAR B =" ChARTloAT £y ChTIRCITI AR, (3.11)

They may be deduced by induction from commutation relations between B and A or C'. We
only provide a proof for (B:I0) here, since (3.9) may be proved in the very same manner, and
(BI1)) follows from the two preceding equalities. For ([B.I0]), the case of I3 = 1 is exactly the
commutation relation between B and C. Now assume that (3I0) holds for iy — 1 (I; > 2),
ie.

[Cl1—17 B] _ Zjl__ll Cll_l_lRCl_l
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then we obtain
[c"',B] = c(C"~'B) — BC"" = ¢[ch~!, B] + [C, Bjch !

l1—1
= C’le_l ChRC! 4 RCY T (by assumption for I — 1)

— S ehlpet-t
=1

as desired. Therefore (3I0]) holds for any positive integer /1 by induction.
Another commutation relation might also be useful, namely,

d d
ijl A Ay Ay ASA; = ijl A5 A Ay A Aj+mAL Agy - Ay (3.12)
Omitting the subscripts 41,12, ,i;,, it may be written as
d * d *
ijl ATATA; = ijl ASA™ A+ mA™.

Again it is a simple application of the commutation relation [AZ-,A;] = d;; and it may be
proved by induction on m.

(1). Now we compute T4 and T3

mi,m2 mi1,m2*

Let us prove (B3] first,

A = (C™ A™2 A* Ah, O™ A™2]) =

my,ma2

(C™ A™2 A5 Ajh, O™ A2 )

d
=1

J

(C™ AZA™2 Ajh, O™ A2 RY + ma(C™ A™2h, C™ A™2h) by (B12)

I
.M&

<
Il
-

(C™ A™2 AR, A;C™ A™ b)Y + my|[C™ A™ |2

I
M=

I
—

i
= || AT B[P 4 mg||C™ A2 R

where the two last equalities follow from the fact both A* and A commutate with C.
Then we prove ([B.6]). As a consequence of ([B.I1]), we find

B = (C™ A™2Bh,C™ A™2h)

mi,m2

m2
= (C™AMTIC AT, O A2 )
=1

mi
+ ) (C™TLRCITT AT R, C A™ h) + (BC™ A h, O™ A™2 )
=1

Then (B6) follows since B is anti-symmetric,

(BC™ A™2h, C™ A™2) = .
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(2). Similarly we proceed with the computations of 74, and T2, . Thanks to (3IZ) and
[A,C] = [A*,C] = 0, we know
d
T, = ((C*AAZAjh, CFhy + (CF1 Ah, CF A% A;h))
j=1

(CF~1Ah, A3CF Ajh)

-

d
= (C*~" AR, C"h) Z (A5CF 1 AA;R, CFh) +

<
Il
—

(C*=TAA;h, C* A;n)

M-

d
= (C*=1Ah, Ckh) Z (C*LAA;h, C*Ajh) +
j=1 1

J
= (C*YAh, C*R) + 2(C*1 A%, C* Ah),

TB.. = (C*"1ABh,C*h) + (C*~* Ah,C* Bh)
—1
= (C*h,C*h) + Z CFI=LRC! AR, C* B + (BC* ' Ah, C* 1)
=1
k
+ ) (CF AR, CFIRC! ) 4 (CF1 AR, BCPR) by BI0)
=1
k—1 k
= |IC*h|* + > (CKRC! AR, CFhy + > (KT AR, CFTIRCT h)
=1 =1
where the last equality holds since B is anti-symmetric. O

3.2. The estimates. To abbreviate the notations, let us introduce

1
Z=( > i+ Y IVLVETh)R): (3.13)
1<I<k—1 0<I<k—1
W= (WJ?7W07W17"' 7Wk)T € Rk+2 (314)
where W, := ||[VER||, W, :=[|[VLVEH=lh)| 0<i<E. (3.15)

So we know Z2+W2=3SF | HhHsz and (Wo, Wy, - -+, Wy) involves all the (k+1)-th partial

derivatives except VA+1h. The next step is to give lower bounds of the terms in Lemma [0 by
Z and W, which will prove helpful in the next sections. Here we denote a binomial coefficient

by <Tln> = % in the lemma.

Lemma 11. In the context of Lemmalld, it holds
T/ i = [[VLVETHIR|2 4 (k — i) | VEVE R |2

)

Th i > —(k = )||VE Ve h) - || VLVEh)|

_EZ:Z ( > (Hvz l1— 1vk H—th_’_Hvz llvk H—th)Hvzvk ZhH

=1 1,=0
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T, > —2||[VEIV2h|| - ||VEV A — ||VETIV,A]] - [ VER]|

k—1k—I1—1
T8, > IVEHP -3 S ( )¢M(Hv’;—h—2v%hu+Hv’;—h—1vzhu>uv§hu
=1 11,=0
k k-1
-2 (klj l) Ve~ Vol - VM([[VoV " Al + (Vo7 h]l).
1=11,=0

As a consequence, we have

T > W7, (3.16)

TEy > =2 MZW, — VMW, W, (3.17)

Th_ i > —kZ* — ZW, — 2'V/M (22> + ZW;), where 0 <i <k — 1. (3.18)
TA., > —2Wp Wy — ZW,, (3.19)

B, > W2 - 2"VMZW, — (k — )WMWy_ W, — 2"V M Z(2Z + Wy). (3.20)

Remark 12 (A possible refinement). One can replace the inequality (Z4]) in Assumption
by

AR M*< [ 1Vusan | rV?;vgr?du> (3.21)

for every a with 0 < |a| < k—1. Subsequently, one can proceed to work with derivatives such

as DO‘DB rather than those like V¢ V%, the results in Lemma [0 hold under corresponding
modlﬁcatlons and so do the first part of Lemma [[1l The price is that one is then led to a
larger (but still sparse in some sense) matrix, rather than a matrix of the Z and W.

Proof. The inequality [B.I6]) follows from (3.5) in Lemma [I0]
Tihei = V2V IR + (k= DI VLV~ Rl > W (3:22)

for 0 < i < k. Note that (k —4)||VLVF*~h||?(0 < i < k) are discarded for the simplification
of our presentation, although they are good terms which might help.
Similarly, for the expressions in ﬂi T4 and T, | the term ||[VER||? in TB,  is the only

one that really helps in our proof. All the other terms will be bounded from below by applying
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality directly.

Due to the (generalized) Leibnitz rule, it holds that

mi—I1 d
mi— — m my — mi1—Il1— m
Vi (VR V0o VTR = Y < I )Z(Vha%ax]vmjvxl V).
11=0 j=1
Substitute it into (B6l), we therefore have
k—i
Tii—z <V2Vk i— lv vl lh vzvk 2h>

o~
Il

1

i 1=l . d
> > < > (VEV10,,V) (0, Vi IVETR), VEVEh)
1=11;=0 j=1
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k—i
> = S IIVLVE LV VLV
=1
— Z Z < ll > || Z (VQVIO%V) (8UjV;—ll—lvﬁ—Zh) || . ||V;Vﬁ_7’h||

> —(k — )| |VEFLVR=i= | | VE VR
i 1=l .
-y <Z B l) VM (VT VET R 4 ||V VTR IVEVETRI (3.23)

=1 1;=0

where in the last inequality we have applied

d
1" (V29200 V) (00, Vi T VETR) || < VAL (||V, VB VA7 ] 4 [V, Vi v )
j=1

= VM (|[VEh T )|+ [V I )

which holds true by our assumption (2.4]). Note that if i = 0, the summation in the last line
of [3:23)) is over a empty set, and hence it equals to zero.
We then reformulate the lower bound in terms of Z, W,, Wy, --- , and W}. First we observe
that
0, ifi =k;
—(k — )| VEFIVET ||| VEVET IR > {0 —ZW,, ifi=k—1;
—kZ?, if0<i<k-—1,

and so for i < k,

— (k= )||VEIVE= =g ||| VEVE—n|| > —k2Z2% — ZW,. (3.24)
Next we observe that for ¢ > 1
272, ifi <k,ly>1;
il —1ok—it1 il o k—it1 i ok—i (Z+W;)Z, if i <k,ly =0;
(VIS 4+ [V A ) IVEVE Rl < {5y 0=kl > 1

(Z + W)W, ifi=k1 =0.

In fact, Vi-1=1VE=i+1} contains derivatives in v-direction and its highest order of derivatives
of h is k — I, so it depends only on Z (W is not involved at all). While the highest order
of derivatives of h in ||[Vi ' VE=1h|| is not greater than k + 1 with equality if and only
if I; = 0; moreover, in the equality case, ||Vi-t'VE=+1h|| becomes W;. If I; > 1, then
i—li+k—i+1<kandk—i+12>1,soit follows that ||[Vi-tVE=i+1p|| can be bounded
by Z. The other factor ||V V% ~?h|| either becomes W, (if i = k), or occurs in Z and thus
can be bounded by Z (if i < k —1).

Therefore for 1 <7 <k — 1, it holds

i il .
S X () VAR O ) 95

=1 1,=0
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> ZZ( > VM (22 +W;) 2

1=11,=0
> — 2V M((2Z% + ZW5). (3.25)
Whereas for ¢ = k, it holds

_ZZ:Z < ) (Hvz l1— 1vk H—th_’_Hvz llvk H—th)Hvzvk ZhH

1=11;=0
{ifi( )\/_ 2ZW, +l§;lz< > Z+Wk)Wx}
> — N/ MZW, — kMW, W, (3.26)

Then [BI7) and (BI8) follows by the lower bounds in [B.23]), (3:24]), (8:25) and (B.24)).

Step 2. Next we give lower bounds for the mixed terms T4, and T8

TA +TB = (VEIV,Lh,VER) + (VE-1V, b, VELR). By @), we find

Tiie = —2/|VEIV2R|| - [|VEV, R — [[VETV 0| - || VER|
> 2Wy Wy — ZW,. (3.27)

and thus for

By ([B.8) and the generalized Leibniz rule, we have
Tz = V2RI + (1) + (11) (3.28)
where (I), (II) are given and bounded from below as follows (again due to (24])),

k—1k—I-1 d
e 30 Sl L D iU IO OB

=1 1;=0 Jj=1

k—1k—I1-1 d
>3 Y (I (7.0, v @, 9 9k
ll — j j
]:

=1 11=0
k—1k—I-1 E—1—1
>3 3 (M) VAl e ) )
=1 11=0
and
k k=l E—1 d
- k— l k—l1—
(== < " ><vx "Woh, Y (VEV0.,V) (05, VE 7 1R))
I=111=0 Jj=1
l

(Viv,0,,V) (0,

J

Vi)l

M&

k—
(5 ) IvE

<"" - l) VA1, b |- VA (|| V. VA0 10| 4 [V, V5 ))).

,_.
-
=
Il
~ o
<.
Il
—_
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Now we give lower bounds of (/) and (II) in terms of Z and W. Note that

27, if Iy > 1;

k‘—ll—2 2 k‘_ll_l 2
sl i < { 2y

Hence we have

1) > — kikifl (k _li - l) VM - 22W, — kf > <k _li a l) VMW, W,

>
I=1 ;=0 1=11;=0
> 2FVMZW, — (k — 1)V MW, W,. (3.29)
Similarly, for (I1), since
k—l1—1 k-1 27, if h > 1;
IV e < { 2
we obtain
Bkl
In=->% ( ] > Z-NM(2Z +Wy).
1=11,=0
> 25/ MZ(2Z +Wy,). (3.30)
Therefore we can deduce the inequality (3.20]). O

4. HYPOCOERCIVITY IN H* (1)

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [l The following coercive estimate is the essential result
to this end. The key of the proof is to construct an auxiliary Sobolev norm. Let us recall
that the H'(p)-seminorm || - || ;7 is defined by

l l
DS ARED DI DR AR
=0 i

=0 |a|=i,|8|=l—1
where «a, f are multi-indexes.
Proposition 13. Under the assumptions in Theorem[]. There exists a twisted H* (p)-norm,
denoted by ((-, ))1%-1’“ which is equivalent to the usual H*(u)-norm and satisfies an estimate
((h L)) e = Ao Y RN + D (IVEVET Al (4.1)
1<i<k 0<I<k

for some constant A\, o > 0 and for any rapidly decreasing function h (i.e. h € S(R?%)). Here
ko depends only on k and M. As a consequence, it holds the following coercive estimate

(L) = Nl [ b~ [ h)) (42)
for some constant N\, > 0 and for all function h € S(R?>?).

Remark 14. Note also that the only difference between Zf:o |[VLVEH=h||12 and ||h||i-{,€+1

is that the former expression does not contain the term ||[V5*1h||? while the latter one does.

Theorem [ is a direct corollary of the proposition above.
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Proof of Theorem [j} It follows from the coercive estimate in Proposition [[3] Note that as
a solution to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation, h; is smooth at positive time t > 0. By
Proposition [I3] and a standard approximation procedure, we know that at positive time

(O Z)ngy = A= [ st = [ k).

Consequently Gronwall’s lemma implies that
(= [ rish = [ b))y < ko~ [ hocdho— [ hodi)) e

Note that the norm induced by ((-, -)) g (,,) 18 equivalent to the usual H k(1) norm with explicit
constants. The theorem then follows. O

Define the twisted H!(j)-seminorms ((h, h))%ﬂ by
((hh) e = D @il V' VEh? + 2 (V Vb, Vih) (4.3)
0<i<l
with all the constants w;;(0 <@ <), w; being strictly positive and satisfying
wl2 < Wi 1wy - (4.4)

It is then clear that such a seminorm is equivalent to the usual H'!(ju)-seminorm in the sense
that there exist constants ¢; = ¢1(1), ca = ¢2(l) > 0 such that

cr| [P35 < (B, ) < eal Bl
For example, one may have a look at the case [ =1 or [ = 2:
((h, h))Hl = w1,0||Vvh||2 + w1,1||Vxh||2 + 2wq <Vvh, th>,
((hy ) g2 = wa ol [VERIP + w2l Va kI[P + w2l [VER|[P + 2w (V3,h, V3h).

We can take w1 = a, w11 = ¢ and wy = b with a, b, ¢ given in Villani’s auxiliary H' norm.
We then define the twisted H¥(u)-norm by

k
((hs k)= |[RA D (s 1)) g (4.5)
=1

= > wullVITVIAIP + Y 2wV Lk, VIR (4.6)
0<i<j<k 1<j<k
with suitable coefficients w; (1 < j < k), w;;(0 < i < j < k) to be determined later (by an

induction argument on k). Here we set wpo =1 as a convention.

Proof of Proposition[13. We prove it by induction on k. The proposition for k = 1 is verified
by the construction in [45]. Or we can start with the induction basis by k = 0: with wpg =1
and the usual L?(p)-norm, we have Ao = 1 since

(h, Lh) = ||Vohl?.
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Now consider k£ > 1. The induction hypothesis asserts that the coercive estimate holds true
1

for k—1, i.e., there exists a seminorm ((-, '))Elk*1 and a constant A\;_19 > 0 (depending only
on k — 1 and M) such that

(A LR gre—r > N1 Y (Bl + D0 (IVEVERIP). (4.7)
1<i<k—1 0<I<k—1
We shall prove the existence of wy, wg 0, wg 1, -+ ,wkr in (@3] such that the norm defined by

satisfies a coercive estimate
((h L)) e = Ao Y RN + D (Ve Ve Al (4.8)
1<I<k 0<I<k
for some Ay g > 0 which depends only on k£ and M.
Now we rephrase (A1) and (48] in terms of Z and W. For convenience we recall that
1
Z:=( Y bl + Y VeV hlP)?
1<I<k—1 0<I<k—1
and W := (W, Wo, Wy, -+, Wi)T € RF2 where
Wo = [Vahll, Wi =[[VoVyt il 0<i<k.

So we have 22 + W2 = Zle Hthl Then the induction hypothesis (£7) is equivalent to

((hy Lh)) et = Ng—1,02°,
and the desired estimate ([A.8]) is equivalent to
((h, Lh)) g > Ao(Z2 + [W]P).

The idea here is to distinguish, on the one hand, the derivatives of order not greater than k
except V];, and on the other hand, V'; and the derivatives of order k + 1 except V];“. The
former collection of derivatives already appeared in the coercive estimate of ((h, Lh))gx-1,
while the latter one is the new ones coming from ((h, Lh)) . Such a division will prove
helpful in the induction procedure .

Then we shall bound ((h, Lh)) g from below in terms of Z and W, more precisely, we shall
prove
((hy Lh)) g > wi(—K1 22 — Ko Z|W | + | W [?) (4.9)

for some constants Ki, Ko, and n = 64R+M, Later in the proof, we shall see that w; can be

chosen as small as one desires (without any modification of K7, Ky and n), and so that we
are able to obtain a coercive estimate in form of (£S8]).

By the definition ([{3]), we have
((hy LB)) g = > wii(VET'VELR, VE Vi D)
0<i<k
+ wi ((VEIV, L, VER) + (V1Y h, VELR))

A B A B
= Z wkvi(T’i,k—i + T’i,k—i) + wk(Tmzm + Tmzx)
0<i<k
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where T4, . TE . TA T8  are defined in Section Blsee Lemma [0 for instance).

i,k—1> T i,k—i) T maiz) T mix

Step 1. First of all, let us set some relation between the coefficients in ((h, h)) .. We may
assume M > 1. Set

641{:2ka, for0<i<k-—1,;

Wk,i = 1

16k2M
where wy, will be determined later. Then by Lemma [22]in the appendix, we know that in the
sense of quadratic forms

Wk 0 0

—kwv M W k—1 0 > Dlag(
—2kwr VM 2w Wik

wy, for i =k,

Wi wkklwkk)
27 4 7 47

(4.10)

It follows that

k
Q(W) = kaVﬁ + thin — (k — 1)wkv MWka_l — kwhkv MWka — 2kak—1Wk
=0

1
Z(ka +Zwl“ . (4.11)
=0

In particular, it holds

1
> —
QW) = 4 16k2M

where n = 25— as claimed in J).

W = e[ W2 (4.12)

Step 2. We then apply the estimates in Lemma [I1] to bound ((h, Lh)) . from below. By
the estimates ([B.16]),([317) and (BI]]), it holds

k k—1
S e T+ TE) Zwk W= [k;z +ZW, + 2V M (222 + ZW)]
=0 =0 =0
— oktly Mwy, 1 ZWy — bV Mwy, 1; Wi, W,
k
> wp WP = Kiwp Z® — Kywi ZIW | — kv Mwy Wi, W,
=0

for some constants K| and Kj. We stress that the constants K| and K/ depend only on k
and M, since the ratio wy ;/wy is a constant depending only on k£ and M (independent of

Wk ).
Sf}rzlilarly, it follows from (B.19) and (3:20) that
T + T
> W AWy, — ZWy + W2 — 25V MZW, — (k — DV MWy W, — 25V M Z(2Z + Wy,)
> W2 = 2Wp_ Wy, — (k — WWMW,;_ W, — K{'Z* — K Z|W|

where the constants K{ and K/ depend only on k and M.
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We now come to conclude that the desired estimate (€9 holds true for some constants K3
and Ko given by

Ky =K+ Ky, Ky=K;+Kj
which depend only on k, M. And it is clear that the constants can be explicitly computed.
Indeed,

0<i<k
k
> Zmef — KjwpZ* — Kywip Z\W| — kv Mwg ;Wi Wa
i=0

+ [Wﬁ W Wi — (k — OV MWy W, — K22 — KU Z|W|
= QW) — wp K1 7% — wp Ko Z|W |
> wpdn|W? — K122 — K2 Z|W| )}

where Q(W) was introduced in (£I1]) and it satisfies (£12]), c.f. Step 1. By the induction
hypothesis,

((hy Lh)) g1 > Ag—1,022,
and so we obtain
((h, Lh)) g = ((h, Lh)) gr—1 + ((h, Lh)) i
> Ne—1,02° + wip{n|W? — K1 2% — K2 Z|W}.
Then it holds that
((hy Lh)) g > Apo(Z% + W?)

= min Ak=1,0 3NAk—1,0 N — min Ak=1,0 Wg1
k 2K1 ) 4K22 ) k,0 4 4 .

By now, the proof of ([@J]) is thus finished.

where

Step 3. To prove its consequence ([€2]), it suffices to observe that the constructed twisted
H'(1)-seminorm associated to ((-, ) is bounded by (in fact, equivalent to) the usual H'(y)-
seminorm up to a constant, for each 1 <[ < k. Indeed, in the setting of Step 1, we may find
Wi w -1 = 4wl2 for each 1 <[ < k, and then

1
20i(V Voh, Vil < 2 (wiimal [V Vbl 2+ wul VAP,
which follows that the seminorm defined by (4.3]) satisfies
3
((hyh)) g < 5maX{%l—hwl,z}HhHéz-
By the tensorisation property of Poincaré inequality (c.f. [6l Proposition 4.3.1]),
b= [ Bdull < [,bI + ol Thl

where « is given in the Poincaré inequality in the assumption [
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Gathering the above inequalities, we obtain that
(0= [ hap = [ ndwe < 022+ w2

with C = max{1, s, 3wy _1, 3wy, |1 <1 < k}. Finally we conclude by (ZI]) that

P L

which completes the proof of ([2l).
O

Remark 15. Although we have no attempt to give a sharp rate of convergence, we comment
on possible refinements of the constants and thus the rate of convergence in the proof of
Proposition [[31 The first possibility is that, just as the inequality ([@.I1]) we have proved for
Q(W), we can also find coefficients wy,wy (0 < i < k) such that

((h, Lh))Hk > (5(ka§ + Zf:() wk’in?)

holds for some § > 0 and for all h € S(R??). Another possibility is to refine the lower bounds
in terms of Z in the proof, for instance, we may distinguish ||V, h||, |[|[Vohl|, [|[V2A]], -,
[IVER||, [|VEIVA]|, -+, |[VPVETIA|| (ie. Toughly all the terms appearing in Z). It may
result in a matrix of very large size. But it is still possible (although technically complicated)
to find coefficients such that a coercive estimate holds. The rate of convergence would be
better especially when k& or M becomes very large.

5. GLOBAL HYPOELLIPTICITY IN H¥(y)

Guided by [45] Section A.21.2], we prove the global hypoelliptic estimates for higher deriva-
tives. We closely follow a method due to F. Hérau which was used to prove global estimates
in H'(u) in short time by constructing a special Lyapunov functional.

To illustrate the efficiency of Hérau’s method, we start by the heat equation. Let f = f(t, z)
solve the heat equation in R? with L?(dz) initial datum, i.e. 9;f = Af. For our purpose, we
assume that f is smooth and well-behaved at infinity. Then the following a priori estimates

hold,
%/fzdx < —2/\Vf\2da;, %/\Vfﬁdx < —2/yv2fy2dx.

Hence for the functional
F(t, f(t,-) = /f2da; + 2t/ |V f2dz,

it holds by the a priori estimates that
d
dt
As a consequence, the functional F is non-increasing in time. In particular, we know that

2t/ \Vf(t,z)|’dz < /f(0,$)2d:17, for t > 0.

By standard approximation, this a priori estimate holds for all solutions of the heat equation
with L? initial datum. It express that [ |Vf(¢,z)|?dx is of order ¢t~! and, in particular,

F(t,f) < —Zt/ V2f[2dz < 0.
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f(t,-) € H'(dz) for any ¢t > 0, provided that f(0,-) € L?(dz). Note also that it implies
higher order global regularity, i.e.

17Ny < CHIFON gy for £ 0.

Indeed, this follows from a simple iteration since the derivatives of f also satisfy the very
same heat equation.

Now we explain how Hérau’s method can be employed to demonstrate regularity of higher
order derivatives for the solutions to (2I]). The crucial point of his method is to assign a
carefully-chosen time-dependent coefficient to each derivative. Following this spirit, we define
the functional
Filt he) := Y ot VIV R P+ 20083 (VLT V) (5.1)
0<i<l
where the to-be-determined coefficients 0y ;, 07 (0 < ¢ < 1,1 <) are strictly positive constants
and
o107 > O'l2. (5.2)
(Note that the preceding inequality implies that #/72¢||V.=Vi hy||? is bounded by Fi(t, hy)
up to certain constant, see the proof below.) We also set 0 := 1 and
Folt, hy) = [|he|%. (5.3)
It is a direct computation to show that
d d
——Fo(t,h) = ——||he| | = 2| |V o] °-
Fo(t ) = —<llmull2 = 2 Vbl
In other words, F is a Lyapunov functional for the evolution (2II). We can also write
Jtl(ta ht) = Ul,OtHVvhtH2 + Ul,lt3HvxhtH2 + 20’1t2<vvht7 vxht>
and then the Lyapunov functional constructed by Hérau is in the form of Fy(¢, hy) + Fi(t, he)
with suitable coefficients.
In the sequel, we shall construct the coefficients of F;(1 < [ < k) by induction, and then
Zf:() Fi(t, hy) will be the the Lyapunov functional designed for the hypoellipticity estimates

in H*(p). We shall also prove a strengthened version of the monotonicity along the line,
namely,

Proposition 16. In the context of Theorem [3, there exist strictly positive constants oy ;,0;
0 <i<Il1<1l<Ek) defining Fi (1 <1 < k) asin (@I, such that for any solution
hi = h(t,-) to the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation (Z1), for 0 <t <1,

d k

A , , ,
— o DBtk > =E | YT VP Y TR VAP ) (5.4)
=0 1<I<k 0<i<I<k

where Ay, > 0 is some constant depending only on k and M. Moreover, the coefficients o ;,0;
0<i<I,1<1<k)depend only onl and M, and

01,1-101,] = 4%, V1<I<Ek.

With this proposition at hand, it is easy to prove the counterparts of Hérau-Villani’s global
hypoellipticity estimates in H*(p).
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Proof of Theorem[3. By Proposition [I6] Zf:o Fi(t, hy) is monotonic increasing in time, and
=)

k
> Filtshe) < Fo(0,ho) = Iho .

Note that o107, > 4O'l2 (1 <1< k) implies

e 1 P
207! 1‘<v; 1vvht,v§cht>‘ <3 [0171_17531 2|V |2 + ot ||V B |2
and hence for 1 <[ <k,

1 o
5 2 ot TIVTIVik P < Fit hy).
0<i<l

Therefore, we conclude that for 0 <t <1

k
1 o
el P+ 530 37 ot 2V Tkl < [lholl? (55)
=1 0<:<l

which completes the proof. ]
Now we turn to

Proof of Proposition [16l Hereafter we assume that 0 < ¢ < 1. The coefficients o;;,0; (0 <
i <1 < k) will be constructed by induction on k. For k = 0, we choose 0¢o = 1 and then
Ay = 2, since

d

gt he) = 2||Vohel[*.

Now suppose the proposition holds true for & — 1 with £ > 1. We divide the construction of
0k, 0% (0 <@ < k) and Ay, into several steps.
We start by a reformulation which might help to simplify the presentation, especially in the
estimates below. Define Z;,;; > 0 by

22 = VIV R 2. (5.6)
We also write
2?2 .= Z ZH+ Z 21 (5.7)
1<i<k—1 0<i<i<k—1

(For example, in the case of k = 1, Z2 = t||V,h||?; in the case of k = 2, 22 = t||V,h|]* +
t][Vahl[? + 2||VERI + ¢1[V3,h]1%)
Then the desired estimate (5.4]) becomes

k

d A
— g 2Rt ) 2 SR 2 2t Y Z | (5.8)
=0 0<i<k

while the induction hypothesis asserts that
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with some constant Ax_; depending only on k£ — 1 and M. To finish the induction, it suffices
to give a lower bound for the temporal derivative for Fi (¢, h;). The rough idea is that the
induction hypothesis will help when we choose the coefficients oy, 0, ; being relatively small.

Step 1. We may assume M > 1. We set the relations between oy, 05 (0 <i < k),

64k*Moy, for 0<i<k—1;
Uk,i:{ L T (5.10)
T6k207 Ok ort=
with oy to-be-determined. Then by Lemma 22] in the appendix,
Ok 0 0 1 1 1
—kvVMo,  oprp—1 0 | > Diag(50k, 70kk=1) Zak,k)
—2kvVMoy —20, Ok
in the sense of quadratic forms. Note that %lmk’k < %ak, then
3 k
Q:= —gkak,kzﬁ,k + > oniZis — RV Moy kZri kZh gk — 208 2k o1 ks
i=0
+ o012 — (k= 1)oxVM Zp1 k1 2k (5.11)
k
3
> (of — §k0k,k)zzz,k + Z OhiZhg1i — 2kV Moy 3 21 12 — 206 21 k-1 2k 1,k
i=0
—koxVMZ 11 12k k
1 k
2 Z <O-kZ]3,k + Z O'k’izlz_i_l’i) . (512)
i=0
Step 2. We present a lower bound for the temporal derivative for Fy(t, ht).
1d 1d k+2i) | ok—ivi 1, |2 3k—1/7k—1 k
— STt ) =54 > o T VETV P 4 204t (VI By, VERY)
0<i<k
1 . o
=5 > (ke + 20)0p t " VETVL R P+ 2(3k — D)oyt HVETIV by, VER)

0<i<k

+ Z Jk7itk+2i(7ﬁc—i + ﬂi—i) + ort* N (T + T
0<i<k
(1) + (1)
2t '

Now we deal with each term in this expression. First, we denote
(Ia) = 3koy 1 t™(|Vihy||* = 3koy k 2} 1.,
(L) == > (k+20)op 2| VETViR> = > (k+2i)ow,: 27,
0<i<k—1 0<i<k—1
(Ie) = 2(3k — oyt M| V5 Vohy|| - [[Vihe]| = 203k — 1)onZrp—1 2k,
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and hence by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(1) < (Ia) + (1) + (Le)- (5.13)
Next we decompose the terms in (I1) by (I1) = (I1,) + (II) with

(Ila) = Z O-k7itk+2i(z“'ixj{k_i + z‘tii_i), (IIb) — O_kt3k‘—l(TA

B
0<i<k

By the estimates in Lemma [IT] we have
(11> 3 aut > { (IVLVE 012 + (5 = )90 hl )
0<i<k
— (k= DIV Ve | VLV |

i 1l

S X () VAR ) 9
1=11,=0 1
Ok,i ) k4241 1vi vrk—it1 (]2
> — <t h
> 3 G
— (k=) - 2 Y|V TRy gt g vk

i 1l

_ Z Z <Z l— l) \/M(i<k+2i_3l1_2)/2vac_ll_1V5_i+1h"
1

=1 1,=0

n t(k+2z’—311+1)/2| |V§C—l1 Vﬁ—i-ﬁ-lhn) ) t(k+2i)/2||vivﬁ—ih| |}

where the last inequality holds since we assumed that ¢ € (0,1]. In terms of Z;;, we obtain

Ok .
0<i<k

i il

_ Z Z <Z l—l l) \/M(Zk—ll,i—ll—l + Zk—ll-i-l,i—ll)zk,i} (5.14)

Then we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma [I1] to conclude that
1(E k—1 ‘
(I1,) > ;{ > okiZRri = D Oni (KD + ZZpp+ 2VM(2E? + ZZp4,0)]
i=0 i=0

— 2N Moy 22 — k\/Mak,kzkH,kzk,k}. (5.15)

Indeed, such a inequality is a direct consequence of the following observations,
0, ifi =k;
(k=1)Zkiv12ki < ZZpp, ifi=k—-1,
k22, if0<i<k-—1,
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and
222, ifi <k,ly>1;
Z4 Zpi14)2, ifi <k, l1=0;
(Zk—ll,i—ll—l + Zk—ll-i-l,i—ll)Zk,i < éZZk’k,—i_ i) 0=k ly > 1

(Z + Zk+1,k)Zk7k, ifi=k 11 =0.
Then the inequality follows from a direct summation, as we did in Lemma [T, since
> onilZl— (k=020 2k 2 D okiZiii— Y, owi(kZ”+ Zpi2),
0<i<k 0<i<k 0<i<k—1
and

i i—l

ZZ 2_: <Z 1_1 l> \/M<Zk—ll,i—ll—1 + Zk—ll+1,i—ll>Zk,i

0<i<k 1=11,=0

i =l

> — Z Ok,i Z <Z l_1 l) \/M<22 + Zk—i—Li)Z

0<i<k—1 =1 11 =0
kLo
— Ok Z < i’ > VM 2225, — koy VM 241 1 Zkk
I=11,=0
k-1
> =) 2op VMQZ + Z1410) 2 — 2"V Mop k225 — bV Moy Zii1,1 2k
i=0

Likewise, we apply the estimates in Lemma [[T] to control (11}).
(ITy) = otk L (T4, + TP

mixr mzx)

> akt%—l{ [ VEIV2R]| - [[VEV A — [V LA - (VA

k—1k—I1-1
VAP -3 Y ( )VM(Hviz—h-?vzhn+||v§—ll—1v%hll)||V£hll
=1 11=0
k k-l
23 (M) I VA ||vuv';—hh||>}
1=11,=0 !
> T o AR TR bl o (| VER
+ £ [7kR 2
R 1 =3t Ol —22 k—l1—12 k
=D Dl Gl IV [l e R i 0 PR A ]
=1 11=0
k k-l
S X (5 ) Il VR 9, v ) |
1=11,=0
ag
ZTk{—2Zk+1k 1Z2k4+1,k — Zhk—12kk + Zi g
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k=1 k—l—1
- Z ( > VM (Zk-t, k—t1-2 + Zh—tr+1,k—11-1) Zh

=1 11=0

ko okl
—ZZ< >\/_Zkk 12kt k—ti—1 + 2kt 15— 11)} (5.16)

I=1l=

o~
o

As above, we observe that

(24 Zig1h-1) B, il =05

(Zr—ty o—ti—2 + Z—ti+1h—t1-1) B < { 222 . i1 > 0

Zism1 (Zh—ty p—tim1 + Zi—titrh-11) < Z(2Z2 + Ziy1k)s

and then we conclude that

Ok
(I1y) > T{ — 221 k1 Bk — Z 20+ Zhp — VM EZZy,

— (k= 1D)VM2Zy1 51268 — 2°VMZ(2Z + Zkﬂ,k)}. (5.17)
Combined with the inequalities (5.13)) and (B.13]), we deduce
‘d k—1
———fk(t ht) > —— | 3koy, ka & + Z k+ 22 O'k 122 + 2(3]€ - 1)akZZk k
2dt —

k k=1
+ { > 0kiZii1i— Y 0k [k‘32 + 22k +2VM (227 + ZZk-i—l,i)]
i=0 =0
— 2N Mop k220 — kv MUk,kaH,ka,k}
+ Uk{ —2Zp 1k 12k — 225k + Z;%k — 2"V MZZy,

— (k= 1)VM2Zpi1 12 — 2"VMZ(22 + Zk-i—l,k)} (5.18)

Step 3. Now we divide the terms in the preceding lower bound into three classes.

e The ones depending only on Zj, , and Zj41; (1 <4 < k) are collected in Q, c.f. Step 1
(GEII). And we have

k k
1 1
Q= (Ukzlz,k + :Uk,izlg—i-l,i) Z sk (ng + :ZI§+1,¢> :

i=0 i=0
e The ones depending only on Z are collected below,

k—1 k—1
1 |
—3 Dk +20)01i27 = Y o (k22 + 271VM 22| - 2oV M 2
=0 i=0

and it can be further bounded from below by
- [(%2 + 2FHL/DT) - 64K2M + 2k+1\/M} b 22 1= — Koo 22.
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(Note here Ky depends only on k and M.)
e The other terms can be bounded from below by

k

K101 Z2(Zg 1 + Z Zhy14)
=0

for some positive constant K; depending only on k& and M.

Putting all together, we have

k k
t d 1
_55]:1“(’5’ ht) > Uk{764k2M (ng + E Zl%—i—l,i) ~KyZ* - K2 <Zk,k + E Zk+1,i) }
=0 i=0

Recall by the induction hypothesis, we have

So it suffices to choose o5 > 0 small enough to conclude

k k
d A
SO ETENS L
=0 =0

Moreover, it is easy to choose o) and hence A depending only on A, 1,k and M. For
instance, one can choose

0} = min A Ak Aj = min Ak Tk
F 4K, ' 128(k + 2)k2MK2 | F 2 128K2M [

By the induction hypothesis, A;_1 depends only on k& — 1 and M. Therefore the proof is
completed.

0

6. AN APPLICATION TO THE MEAN FIELD INTERACTION

In this section we shall focus on the Curie-Weiss model and prove Proposition [§l Recall the

potential V' is given by (Z8) and (2.3, i.e.
V(zy, x )—Zﬁ(x—?—x—?)—iZﬁwa- (6.1)
1,42, s LN ) — : 4 9 IN > ] .
i j#
where z; € R for each 7, 8 > 0 is the inverse temperature, and the model is ferromagnetic or
antiferromagnetic according to K > 0 or K < 0.

6.1. On the Assumption 2l This subsection is devoted to prove
Lemma 17. For the potential V defined by 28]) and 29), Assumption 2 holds with
M = 2020(8%3 + 52 + K*3?).

In particular, M is independent of the number N of particles.
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By direct computation, we have

1
03,V = ﬁ(mf’ -z — N Z Kxj),
J:ig#
_ [ BB -1, ifi=
9V =63
and all the other partial derivatives of V' vanish identically. Therefore the inequalities (2.4])
in Assumption 2 can be reduced to the three inequalities below: for any g € H?(u),

K
7 [ 16t - 00,0 -5 X oaPan <01 [1V.aPdut [I920P0).  62)

JigF

3%{/2}%&MQMgM(/ﬁmm%u+/ﬁ@wﬁm> (6.3)

097 [ Vg < 01 [ 19,08t [ 192900 ).
The third inequality holds trivially for
M > 3662 (6.4)

The first and the second one are weighted Poincaré inequalities which can be proved by
applying the Lyapunov function method. It is well-known that the constants provided by
the Lyapunov function method are usually poor in dimension dependence. However, as
shown in our previous work [30], it is possible to prove the inequalities in Assumption 2] with
constants independent of the number N of particles. Here we show that this idea works for
the Curie-Weiss model as well.

We need the following weighted Poincaré inequalities.

Lemma 18. There exist constants My, My, M4, MY such that

[atin <ty [ sty [ 19,90 dn, (6.5)
[aan<os; [ @y [ 19,920 (6.6)

for all g € H*(1). Moreover, the constants M}, M}, M}, MY are explicitly computable and
independent of N,

3 1 2 4 2C

/:2<_ - 2K2> =, //:_7

M, 2+C+ +B M 52
;L 3 1 2\ 2 2 1 ,,_C 1
1M2—<§+5+2K) +B+§, JM2—@+§

for any parameter C' > 0.

Remark 19. (a). Compared to the results in [30], VIV herein is not uniformly bounded
and we do not attempt to prove a uniform log-Sobolev inequality for the mean field measure
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(which would require extra conditions on 8 and K). Instead, we get rid of the dependence on
N by choosing some suitable coefficients in the application of the Lyapunov function method.
Besides, our method also applies to a class of general potentials of mean-field type.

(b). By the method in our proof, a weighted Poincaré inequality with the weight :17? can be
proved with constants independent of the number of particles as well.

Proof. First note that the second inequality follows from the first one since z? < (x} +1)/2.
So it suffices to verify the existence of M}, M} (being explicit and being independent of V).
By density argument, we may assume that g € Cg°.

Claim: Given C' > 0. For all g € C2°, it holds that

[ 18 (t - -5 X wiay) -5 Frl) < [ 10:.9dn. (6.7)

Jig#
In fact, this is a standard result by the Lyapunov function method. Here we apply a slightly

different argument than the one in [30]. By the identity 9,,Ve ™" = —0,,(e”") and an
integration by parts, it holds

/tIDGxng2du: /Gxi(q)gQ)du: /8xi®g2du+2/q)gaxigdu
1
< /ami<1>92du+0/|5mig|2du+5/92¢>2du,

2
/ (cbaxy — 0, ® — %)deu < C/ |0, g% dpa.

The claim then follows by putting & = Sz;.

or

Now we apply the claim to prove the lemma. By replacing 8 by % and ¢ by j in the inequality
61), we get for all j # i,

2 2.2
/[%(m?—iﬂ? —% > wjen) - ]BV g;;] Py < C’/|8m]g| du.  (6.8)
k:k#j

Combined with inequality (6.1]), these inequalities imply that

C/]ng\ du>/[52(x —x?—%ng&)—B—@]fdu
o3 (635 3 n) - 5 il

Jij#i k:k#£j
= / BUg*du
where the expression ¥ is given by

Wzﬁ(mf—x?—%inxj)—l—%x?+z[%(:ﬂ —x-——Z:ijk) & C’B]gif .

jiii jiii kik#j
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The positive terms involving x? helps to control the crossed term involving x;x;, while the

prefactor % introduced in (6.8]) is crucial in the above expression to obtain dimensionless
constants in the lemma.

Then the first inequality in the lemma follows as soon as we prove

éx4 —ﬁ(g + % +2K2>2 2.

Indeed, using 2K z;2; < K%? + :Ei and 2Kxjx), < K%% + x?, we have

verzal -3 5 a) R S L0350 5 A) -

2
2 N JiyFi ¢ Jiy#i k:k#j N
_ <4_§2>_5_$22_(N—1)K252
i 9 C N2 7
BK* p
TN 2 tity (””?__> Z >, @ Z(JN2
Jij# JiyF# JiyFikik#j ki JiyF#
4 3 1 2\ .2 p 4 s 3  K*N-2) 1 2
YR E
Bla_ 3, L, pn2] BN Lz 3, KAN=2) 142
22[%‘ (2+C+K)} NJ%ZA(KJFQJF N +CN>
/8 4 3 1 2\ 2 ,8 2 3 1\2
> g et = G+ -7+ 54 )
Bo_pg®yL 2
> 5r; =BG+ 5 +2K7)
Thus we have finished the proof of Lemma, [I8] O

With Lemma [I§ at hand, it is a routine to prove the inequalities (6.2) and (G.3)). Indeed, the
inequality (6.3]) follows directly from (G.6) with

M > max {1862 (Mg + 1) 1842 (Mg + 1) } (6.9)
For the inequality (6.2)), Lemma [I§ yields that

Z/w?l%glzdu < MQZ/IamglzdwrMi'Z/IVx@mglz

— M / Vog2dpt + M / Vo Vagl2du

and hence

/|vzv.VUg|2dM _ 52/2 ‘(33:22 —1)dyg — % 3" 89| du
' jiiti
<2003 [ [t = 171000P + |7 3 oo Joo

JijFi
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<188 [ S allonsPdu+ 201+ K5 [ Vgl an
7

< B2(18Mf + 2 + 2K?) / Vog|2du + 1887 M / V2,97 dp.
That is, the inequality (6.2]) holds with
M > max {252(9M4 +1+ K2), 1862MZ{} (6.10)

where M} and M}, given in Lemma [I§] are independent of the number N of particles.
As a conclusion, Assumption [2 holds with any M satisfying (6.10]), (6.9) and (6.4]), namely,
M > max{188*Mj + 28 + 28°K?, 183% M, 183% M}, + 183%, 183 M + 183%, 363 }.
This holds for instance if we take C' = $%/3 and
M = 2020(8%% + p% + K18%).
Therefore the proof of Lemma [I7]is completed.
6.2. Proof of Proposition [B. To verify the Assumption [I we quote the results in [29]

Section 2.2, Example 1] concerning Poincaré inequality for the invariant measure pu. The
proof is omitted. (Note that one should replace the K therein by %K )

Lemma 20 (c.f. [29]). For the potential V defined by (28]) and (29)), the probability measure
dv(z) = Z%e_v(””) dx satisfies a Poincaré inequality with some constant k

(e + BTK)_l , i K <0,

K< -1
(%eﬁ/‘l - 5%1{) . ifK >0,

provided that the RHS expressions are strictly positive.

Proof of Proposition [ By Lemma 20, we know
e in the case K < 0, when N is sufficiently large, x in Assumption [I] can be chosen as
1
2\
e in the case K > 0, suppose [ is small in the sense that

A\ = %eﬁ/‘* — BK > 0.

(Note that the expression above tends to infinity as § — 0.) Then Assumption [
holds with k = 1/A;.

Note also Assumption 2] holds with M given by Lemma [I7 where M does not depend on
N. Therefore, in both cases, Theorems ] and Theorem B apply, and the constants in the
estimates are independent of the number NV of particles. O
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7. APPENDIX A: ON SHORT TIME ASYMPTOTIC OF THE FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTIONS

In this appendix we show that the exponents in the short-time regularity estimates (2.5 of
Hérau-Villani type are optimal, with the help of the fundamental solutions of the kinetic
Fokker-Planck equation in the case of quadratic potentials.

7.1. The fundamental solution of Kolmogorov. Recall that the fundamental solution
to Kolmogorov’s operator 0y + v -V, +n -V, — A, with constant vector n and constant
0 > 0, starting from the initial measure d;, ., is given by

d
V3 exp 1 3|z — xo — vot — nt? /2>
2m0t2 0 t3

3(z — mo — vot — nt?/2) - (v —vo —nt)  |v—vo — nt|?
t2 + t '

(7.1)

(In some sense, this formula in the simplest case of § = 1,29 = v9 = n = 0 is all we need
to test optimality in short time.) It corresponds to the diffusion process (X¢, V;)i>0 evolving
according to the SDE

dX; = V,dt
dV; = ndt + /2604 B,

subject to the initial condition (Xo,Vy) = (zo,v0), where (B;)i>0 is a standard Brownian
motion. The mean and covariance matrix of (X, Y;) are given by

X t? X 20t1, 01

where I is the identity matrix in R?. Note that the fundamental solution can be written as

d
V3 1[3lz =20 — (v +wo)t/2P  |v—vo —nt]
<2w9t2 “PY T 5[ 3 i At } (72)

which is the form given by A.N. Kolmogorov [40] in 1934.

7.2. Sharpness of Theorem [Bl Let us show that the exponents in the regularity estimates

(Z3) are optimal in short time. Set the potential V(z) = %‘%\xlz (with wg > 0). Then it is
well-known that the fundamental solution can be written explicitly for the evolution equation
(CI). Indeed it is standard to derive the explicit formula by Ito’s stochastic calculus: the
fundamental solution starting from the initial measure d(,, ,,) is given by the law of the

R? x Re-valued diffusion process (X, V;);>0 evolving according to

()= (L )G (s)

with initial datum (Xo, V) = (20, vo), where (By);>0 is a standard Brownian motion on RY.
The above SDE can be solved explicitly by

(- () )
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where we denote = = < 02 !

—wj —1
mean value and covariance matrix. Instead of reproducing the exact (but complex) form of
the fundamental solution, we present its asymptotic form from which it is easier to glean
information about the asymptotic behaviour in short time. To avoid heavy expressions we
only consider the case x¢g = vg = 0. We assume furthermore that wy # % (the case wy = %
is a little bit different). Then the matrix = has two distinct non-zero eigenvalues A; and Ay

with respective eigenvector £; and &o, i.e.

(_‘Lg _11> (61.62) = <51,£2)<0 f2>

Let a1, as be two complex numbers such that

0
18y + s = <1>
(for instance, one may set & = (1,\)7, a1 = —as = 1/(A; — A\2)) and so
>k Ak ST 0\" (a1
Dok Aok §12 &22 0 A2 D
(0 1 a (0 1\"/0
— (_wg _1> (€1,&2) <a2> = (_wg _1> <1> : (7.3)
Now we rewrite the martingale part of the diffusion process as
t =(t—s) (O ' A (t—s) Ao (t—s)
=\t—s — 1(t—s 2(t—s
\/5/0 e <dBS> = \/5/0 (Oq&e + aéae >st,

and we compute the covariance matrix by Ito’s isometry. Set & = (&r1,&r0)T, k = 1,2.
Then the covariance matrix is in a 2-by-2 block form with the (4, j)-element ~;;(t)I; where
1<4,j<2and

Moreover, the law of (Xy, Vi) is determined by its

t
i (1) :2/ (alfll H79) 4 apggset i 8)) (a1§1jeh(t ) 4 qobqiet? (- 8)) ds
0

1
—9 E e+t _ q e A4
— A+ A (e o iégi; (7.4)
—9 § [t + -+ N2+ G(Ak + X)) + o(t?’)] ar il

1 ..
- 2a§ ”)t +af 8+ 2ol 4 o(t?)

as t — O+, where the second last line follows by a Taylor expansion and the constants
agw), a(l’]), agl’]) are given by

a{") Z i - Z &y,
(Z’] Z ak)\k&% Z Oélflj + Z akfkl Z al)\lflja
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ay? = DAk Y 0uky 2D oMk Y onhiby + Y onbei ) udiys
k l k ! k !

By ([@3) (with n =0,1), we have

agl’l) =0, agl’z) =0, agm) =1 agl’l) =0 ag,z) =1

9

(D) — o,

It follows that, omitting the identity I;, the covariance matrix has the asymptotic form

_(a(®) mat)\ _ (5P +o(t?) 2+ o(t?)
To\2(t) vee(t) t2+o(t?) 2t +o(t)
as t — 0+. (We remark that this matrix has the same asymptotic behaviour at the starting
time as of the covariance matrix with = 1 in Kolmogorov’s fundamental solutions, just as

expected.) We then calculate the inverse of I' and find the law of (X, V;) with (Xo, V) =
(0,0) is given by the following asymptotic form

d
Golz,v,1) = <\/§> (t—2d+o(t—2d))exp{—[ Bl Bz-v [P ]} (7.6)

(7.5)

o tB3+o0(t3)  t240(t2) " t+oft)

Note that those o(t*)’s above are indeed (different) functions depending only on ¢, in partic-
ular, independent of x and v. Moreover, the density G(t,z,v) with respect to the invariant
measure shares the very same asymptotic form in (Z8) (with different o(t*)’s). One may
reformulate G(t, z,v) as

G(t,x,v) =t 2¢H(t, 2’ ,v)

o (V3Y P’ 3w P
H(t,a',v') = (g) (1+0(1>)6Xp{‘ L+o(1) TTro) 1+o(1)]

as t — 0+, where the o(1)’s are again functions of ¢, and the variables are defined by

x = t_%:n, =t 3.
So ViV%G = t‘zd_(?’”j)/zV;,Vf},H, and da’dv’ = t~2¢dxdv. We thus conclude

L. . . . . w2t3 / /
t2d+3it / |VEVIG(t, x,v) Pdu(z, v) = Z// ]VézVi,H(t,x',v/)Fe_oT'm =51 4z’ do/

— 7' / VL,V H (0,27, 0") Pda’do’ (7.7)

with Z/ = wg(27r)_d, as t — 04, where the convergence is guaranteed by Lebesgue dominated

convergence theorem with the help of the structure of V;,Vf),H (2',v',t). A simple observation
is that the above limit is non-zero.

Remark 21. One may find that this convergence relation (7)) holds for general initial
datum 0., ,,) as well, by a translation in the variables. It is also clear that the invariant
measure 4 therein can be replaced by the Lebesgue measure, while G replaced by Gy. By
a similar argument of the analysis below, the exponent (2d + 3i + j)/2 might be seen as a
possible optimal exponent in the regularity estimates with L' initial data, which is consistent
with the conjectured exponents in [45, Section A.21, Remark A.16].
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From (77), it is easy to conclude that the exponents in the regularity estimates (2.0) in
Theorem [3] are sharp in short time. For a detailed justification, one may argue as follows.
Suppose there exist a constant C' and a function ¢(t) € C((0,t1],R4) such that for any
solution h; to (ZI) with initial datum hg € L?(u),

VLV [720 < Co(t)llhollF2(,),  for 0 <t <t (7.8)
Then, by (Z1), there exists sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that for 0 < s <t

R 1 e
SN VG s 202 = 21V Vi HO.2.0) [ gurav)

s G (s, 2, 0)|[F2(y < 22'[|H(0,2", )22 quraun -

L2 ()

Now consider hy = G(g +t,x,v) with initial datum hg = G(e,z,v) € L?(it). By the assump-
tion above, it holds for 0 < e,t < min{t1,%2}/2 that

Cott) > INASH P _ 4 + €)X || VG (e + t,2,0) |21,
1ol 172, (t + g)2dt3its |G, 2,0)|[72 ()
e\ VI H(0,2,0)[[35 4
T (eI 4 ([H (0,2, ) Bagpraey
We then take ¢ =t to deduce that
o(t) > ct=CF) vt e (0, min{ty, t2}/2] (7.9)

for some constant ¢ > 0. That is, the exponent (3¢ + j)/2 is optimal in the short time
regularity estimates.

8. APPENDIX B: A TECHNICAL LEMMA

The following observation might be helpful in several situations: a real-valued lower-triangular
matriz S = (sij)1<i j<N, with positive diagonal elements, is positive in the sense of quadratic

forms whenever there exists constants {k;; > 0]1 <i,j < N,i # j} such that Zj:jaéz kij <1
and

|5ij1? < 4kijsiikjisjj, for alli> j.
Recall we may assume that M > 1.

Lemma 22. For b >0, b= g5 and ¢ = q55152, we have
b 0 0 11 1
Sw:i=| -bVM a 0| > Diag(zb,-a,—c)
24 4
—2cvM =2b c

in the sense of quadratic forms.

Proof. 1t is equivalent to the positiveness of the 3-by-3 matrix
b 0 0
—bv M %a 0
—2cvV M —2b %c
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in the sense of quadratic forms. In this case we may take k1o = k13 = %, kop = %, kos = %,
k31 = %, k3o = % and it is easy to verify the set of inequalities

1 3 1
2
< . — g = —
bM_4><]€12 2b><k21 4CL 4ba,
1 3 1
42 M < 4 L o= =
C < Xk’13 2b><k‘31 46 4bC,

4b2§4xk23-2axk‘32-262ac.

In fact, these inequalities are equivalent to
AMb < a, 16Mc<b, 4b*<ac
which hold since a = 64Mb, b = 16Mc. O
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