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Abstract

By investigating McKean-Vlasov SDEs, the order preservation and positive correlation are
characterized for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations. The main results recover the corresponding
criteria on these properties established in [3, 5] for diffusion processes or linear Fokker-Planck
equations.
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1 Introduction

Based on [5], complete criteria have been established in [3] for the order preservation and positive
correlation for diffusion processes corresponding to linear Fokker-Planck equations, where the order
preservation links to comparison theorem in the literature of SDEs, and the positive correlation
arises from statistics is known as FKG inequality due to [4]. In the present paper we aim to extend
these criteria to nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations associated with McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In the
following we first recall the criteria of [3].

Consider the following second order differential operator on R%:

d d
L= Z aij(‘)iaj + sz&,
i=1

ij=1

where
a = (aij)lgingd : RY — R? &® Rd, b= (bi)lgigd : RY — R?

are continuous, a is positive definite, such that the martingale problem of L is well-posed, or
equivalently, there exists a unique L-diffusion process for any initial distribution. For any ¢t > 0
and p € 2, the space of all probability measures on R? equipped with the weak topology, let P
be the distribution of the L-diffusion process at time ¢ with initial distribution pu.
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We denote z < y for z := (2;)1<i<d, ¥ := (Yi)1<i<d € R if z; < y; for any 1 < i < d. Let %, (RY)
be the set of all bounded measurable functions on R%. Consider the class of bounded measurable
increasing functions:

Uy = {f € By(RY)|f(z) < f(y) for z,y € R? with z <y},
and the family of probability measures of positive correlations:

Py={ue 2\ u(fg) > u(fule) f.g9€ )},

where we call p satisfies the FKG inequality if p € &,. Moreover, we write ; < v for any two
probability measures pu,v € 2, if u(f) < v(f) holds for any f € %,(R%). Note that definitions
of Z, and pu =< v does not change if we replace %,(R%) by CF(RY) for k € Z4 U {oo}, where
CY(R?) = Cy(RY) denotes the set of all bounded continuous functions on R?, while when k > 1 the
class le(Rd) consists of bounded functions on R? having bounded derivatives up to order k.

Now, for the L-diffusion process, we denote P € P, if P2, C . In this case we call P/
preserves positive correlations. The following result is implied by [3, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem
1.4].

Theorem 1.1 ([3]). P} € &4 for any t > 0 if and only if the following conditions hold:
(a) For any 1 <i,j <d, a;; >0, and a;j(x) depends only on x; and x;.
(b) For any 1 <i<d, bj(z) is increasing in x; for j # i.

Next, let ?: be associated with the diffusion process generated by another operator L satisfying
the same assumption on L:

d d
L= Z Eij&-@j + 25282
ig=1 i=1

We denote P, < P} if B
P:Mjpt*y7 ,LL,VG:@,ILle/.

In this case we call these two diffusion processes (or ﬁ: and P}) order-preserving, and when L = L,
we call the L-diffusion process (or P;*) monotone. The next result follows from [3, Theorem 1.3].

Theorem 1.2 ([3]). ?: < Py for any t > 0, if and only if the following conditions hold:
(a) For any 1 <1i,j <d, @;; = a;j, and a;;(x) depends only on x; and x;.
(b) For any 1 <i<d, bj(x) < b;i(y) for x <y with z; = y;.

According to Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 with L = L, we see that P} € &2, implies the
monotonicity.

To conclude this subsection, we recall the link of diffusion processes and linear Fokker-Planck
equations. By the definition of martingale problem, we see that p; := P;'u solves the following
linear Fokker-Planck equation on &2:

(11) at,ut = L*Mt,



NFP

in the sense that pu € C(]0,00); &) satisfies

D= [ fdi= )+ [ nends, t20.5 € R
On the other hand, according to the superposition principle, see [9, 12], a solution p; of of (1.1)
with .
| nelall + pl)as < o<, ¢=0
0

is given by p; := P} g, t > 0. Since the order preservation and positive correlation are distribution
properties of diffusion processes, they are indeed properties of solutions to linear Fokker-Planck
equations.

As mentioned above, we aim to extend Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to nonlinear Fokker-Planck equa-
tions. Consider the Wasserstein space

Py ={ue 2 (- [2) < oo,

which is a Polish space under the Wasserstein distance

1

2

Wa(uv) = inf L/ & — ylPr(dz,dy) ),
TEC (1,v) R x R4

where %' (u,v) is the space of all couplings of u and v. Consider the following time-distribution
dependent second order differential operators

d d
Lty = Z aij(t, - n)9;0; + Z bi(t, -, n)0;,
ij=1 i=1
(1.2) p
ft,u::ZaU 77;“86 +Z 77:“
ij=1 i=1
where

a = (aij)1<ij<d @ = (@ij)1<ij<d : [0,00) x R x 2y - RI@RY,

b= (bi)lgigda 5 = (bi)lgigd : [0,00) X Rd X ,@2 — Rd
are continuous. The nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations for L and L are formulated as

(1.3) Oupe = Ly fit, Oy = Lo, Ty, s = fls = ot > 5.
We call (pe, i )i>s € C([s,00); Pa) x C([s,0); P2) a solution to (1.3), if

t
/Lt ‘|‘/ IULrurf

t
Be(f +/ ﬂLrqu tZSafGC(C))O(Rd)-



The nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations can be characterized by distribution dependent SDEs, also
called McKean-Vlasov or mean field SDEs. Let W; be a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a
complete filtration probability space (2, {-%#;};>,P). Consider the distribution dependent SDEs

dXt = b(t, Xt, .,%Xt)dt + \/ 2a(t, Xt, th)th,

(1.4) o —
AX, = b(t, Xy, Ly, )dt + [ 2a(t, Xy, L, ) AW,

where .Z¢ denotes the distribution of a random variable £. We call these SDEs well-posed if for any
5 > 0 and any .Z,-measurable random variables X, and X with E[|X,|? + |X;|%] < oo, they have
unique solutions with (Zx, )i>s, (L, )i>s € C([s,00); P2). In this case, we denote

*
Py

= Ix,, Popi=Ly, Lx, =Ly =pc€ Py, t>s
By Ito’s formula, (p; := PJyp, iy := P i) solves (1.3). On the other hand, by the superposition
principle, see [1], if (u¢, 7i;) solves (1.3) with

t t
/ /LT(|b(r7 'nu?‘)| + H(I(?", '7MT)||)dT +/ ﬂr(|b(rv '7;“7“)| + ||a(rv 7ﬂr)”)dr < o0, t > S,

then p; = PJyp and 1, = ﬁ:,t,u,t > 0. Thus, to investigate the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations
(1.3) is equivalent to study the solutions of the distribution dependent SDEs (1.4).

Unlike in the setting of standard Markov processes or linear Fokker-Planck equations the
distribution Z{x,),. . on the path space is no longer determined by its time-marginals PJ,u, so we
will also consider the order preservation and positive correlations for

AS/,L = "%Xt) KS/“L = %Yt)tzs, S 2 0,/J S c@z

t>s’?

In Section 2, we state our main results on the order preservation for (P, P; +) and (A, Ay), a
well as on the positive correlations for Ag. To prove these results, In Section 3 we extend Theorems
1.1 and 1.2 to the time inhomogeneous setting which are also new in the literature. Finally, the
main results are proved in Section 4.

2 Main results

To ensure the well-posedness and to apply the superposition principle, we make the following
assumption.

(A) b,b,a,a are continuous on [0, 00) X R? x P, a and @ are positive definite,

:u(|b(t’ 'Hu)| + Ha(t’ 7/‘)”) = /Rd (|b(t’ 'Hu)| + Ha(t’ '7/‘)”)(1/‘

is locally bounded in (¢, ) € [0, 00) x P9, and there exits an increasing function K : [0, 00) —
[0, 00) such that b, b, o := v/2a and & := \/2a satisfy

max {2(b(t, 3, 1) = blt,y, v), — ) + ot 2, 1) — o (¢ 2, 9) s,
(2.1) 20b(t, 2, 1) = b(t,y,v), — ) + |7t 2, 1) — 7t 2,0) s |
< KO- s+ W), 130, 5.y RS, v € 2.
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According to [13] and the superposition principle in [1], (A) implies the well-posedness of (1.4)
and (1.3), and for any s > 0,4 € P,

pr := Py, iy i= Py, t>s

give the unique solution of (1.3).
To state the main results, we first define the order preservation and positive correlations in the
present setting. For any

¢&,n € Cy = C([s,00); RY),

we denote & < 7 if & <, for all t > s. For any two probability measures ®1, ®5 on the path space
Cs, we denote &1 < Pqy if ®1(F) < Py(F) holds for any bounded increasing function F' on C.
Similarly, let &% denote the set of probability measures on Cj satisfying the FKG inequality for
bounded increasing functions on Cj.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ > s > 0.
(1) We write Py < Py, if ﬁ;tu = P{,v holds for any u,v € &5 with p 2 v.
(2) We write Ay < A, if Agu < Agv holds for any p,v € P with p < v.
(3) We write Py, € &, if P/, &, C &1; and Ay € P77 if Agu € 2% holds for all p € &2,

Obviously, A; = A, for all s > 0 implies ﬁ&t =< P; , for all t > s > 0, but the inverse may not
true in the nonlinear setting. Similarly, A; € 77 implies P, € & for any t > s but the inverse
may not be true.

2.1 Order preservation
The following result provides sufficient conditions for the order preservation.
Theorem 2.1. Assume (A) and the following two conditions:
(1) For any 1 <i<d and s >0, b;(s,x,v) < b;(s,y, ) holds for x <y with x; = y; and v < y;
(2) a=a, and for any 1 <i,j5 < d,s >0 and p € P, a;;j(s,x, 1) depends only on x; and x;.
Then Ay < Ay for all s > 0. Consequently, ﬁ:,t < P;t fort > s.

The next two results include necessary conditions for the order preservation, which are weaker
than the sufficient ones given in Theorem 2.1. However, they coincide with the sufficient conditions
and hence become sufficient and necessary conditions when b(t, z, u) and a(t,z, 1) do not depend
on u, and hence our first three results recover Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

For any p € & and I C {1,--- ,d}, let

pr(A) = p({r e RY: ;€ A}), Ac BR?)

be the marginal distribution of p with respect to components indexed by I, where #1I denotes the
number of elements in /. In particular, we simply denote u; = g

Theorem 2.2. If A, < A, for all s > 0, then the following conditions hold:



(i) for anyv < p withv; = p;, 1 < i < d, there exists a coupling € € (v, p) with w({z < y}) =
such that
bi(s,,v) < bi(s,y,p), s>0, (z,y) € suppm.

Consequently, bi(s,z, 1) < bi(s,x,p) for s > 0,2 € R p € Py,

(1) for any v = p with vy; = pij, 1 < 4,5 < d, there exists a coupling ™ € € (v, ) with 77({3: <
y}) =1 such that
@ij(s,z,v) = a;i(s,y, 1), s >0, (z,y) € suppm.
Consequently, a(s,z,p) = a(s,z,p) for any s > 0,2 € R,y € Py.

Since Ay < A4 implies ﬁ;t =< P; ; for t > s, conditions in the following result are also necessary
for Ay < A,.

Theorem 2.3. If ﬁ;t = Py, fort > s >0, then the following conditions hold:
(i) For any s >0 and 1 <i < d, v(bi(s,-,v)) < u(bi(s,-, 1)) holds for v < p with v; = ;.

(17) For any s >0 and 1 <1i,j <d, @;;(s,,6,) = aij(s,x,0,) holds and a;j(x,d,) depends only
on x; and x;.

2.2 Positive correlations

We first present sufficient conditions for the positive correlations.
Theorem 2.4. Assume (A) and suppose further

(1) For any s >0 and 1 <i <d, bi(s,z,v) <bi(s,y,p), v = p,x <y with x; = y;.

(2) For any 1 <1i,j<d, a;; >0, and for any p € P, ai;j(s,z, ) depends only on x; and x;.
Then As € Z%. Consequently, Py, € & for anyt > s > 0.

Similarly to the above results on the order preservation, necessary conditions for positive corre-
lations presented in the next result are weaker than the above sufficient ones, but they coincide and
hence become necessary and sufficient conditions when b and a do not depend on the distribution.

Theorem 2.5. If AY € &5 for s >0 and p = Pijy X Pijye € P, then the following assertions
hold:

(1) For any s >0, 1<14,j <d, a;j(s,x, ) depends only on x; and x;.

(2) Foranys>0,1<1i<d and f € %, independent on x;,

:u(bi(s’ K :u)f) > /L(f)lu(bi(s’ ) /L))



T1.3

T1.6

3 Time-inhomogeneous diffusion processes

Consider the time-dependent second order diffusion operators: for t > 0 and x € R¢,

d d
1

i,j=1 i=1

(3.1) ; .
Lyo=2 Y @;(t,2)0,0; + Y bilt, )0,

i,j=1 i=1

where a;,@;;, bi, b; € C(]0,00) x RY). Assume that the martingale problems associated with (L¢)¢>0
and (L:);>0 are well-posed so that there exist unique time-inhomogeneous diffusion processes
(Xst)t>s>0 and (X ¢)i>s>0 corresponding to (Li)i>o and (Li)i>0, respectively. Let (Pst)i>s>0

and (Ps)i>s>0 be the Markov semigroups generated by (XT;)(j) X fgijie and (th){ij} X fyijye
with the initial value X = 7575 = x, respectively, i.e.,

(3:2) Pouf (@) = Bf(X3,), Poaf(2) =Ef(Xy,), | € By(RY).
It is well known that for any f € C°(RY)

d d
(33) E s,tf(:E) = _Ps,thf7 aps,tf(in) = LtPs,tfa t>s2>0.

For any z,y € R with <y, f € %, and t > s > 0, if Psif(x) < Pstf(y), we call Ps; preserving
order, written as P:’t = P?,, where for any p € 2, Ps*’tu,P:’tu € & is given by

st

(Prp)(f) = p(Poif), (Poan)(f) = w(Pssf), f € B(R).

Moreover, we denote P;, € &, if P;, &, C Z,.

For any p € 2, let Ay and Agp be the distributions of the processes starting at p from time
s generated by L and L respectively. By the standard Markov property we see that ﬁ:,t = Py, for
t > s> 0if and only if A, < A, for s > 0, while Py, € &, for t > s is equivalent to Ay € Z7.

3.1 Main results

The following two results extend Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to the present time-inhomogeneous setting.

Theorem 3.1. If ﬁ;t = Py fort > s >0, equivalently Ay = Ay for s > 0, if and only if the
following conditions hold:

(1) For any s >0 and 1 <i < d, b;(s,x) < bi(s,y) with x <y and z; = y;.
(2) For any s >0 and 1 <i,j <d, @;j = ai; and a;;(s,z) only depends on x; and x;.

Theorem 3.2. P, € & fort > s, equivalently As € P73 for s > 0, if and only if the following
conditions hold:

(1) Forany s >0 and 1 <i <d, bi(s,z) < b;i(s,y) with x <y and x; = y;;

(2) Forany s >0 and 1 <i<d, a;j >0 and a;j(s,x) > 0 depends only on z; and x;.



3.2 Proofs

Proof oi Theorem 3.1. (a) We first prove the necessity. For any ¢t > s > 0 and = € RY, let AY
(resp. A.) be the distribution of the L;-diffusion (resp. Lg-diffusion) process on the path space
C, = C([s,00); RY) starting from z at time s.

For x € R and 0 < 59 < 51 < 859 < -+ < 8y, let AS, 51,5, be the marginal distribution of A,
at the time sequence (s1,--- ,$;,), which can be expressed via the Markov property as below

AL sy s (Ayr,dy2, -+ dyn) = Pag sy (0, dy1) Py s, (y1,dy2) - -+ Ps,_y s, (Un—1, dyn)-

Then, by an inductive argument together with the Markov property of the associated Markov
process, P, , < P* ', implies AL < AY (e, AL(f) < AY(S) for any f € % N Cy. Therefore, there
exists a couphng PYY ¢ €(AL, AY) such that

(3.4) PIU((€,m) € Cyx Cy i <€) = L.

Let (2, #,P) = (Cs x C5,B(Cs x Cs),Py?Y) with the natural filtration (#);>s induced by the
coordinate process (&, 7¢)¢>s solving

{d@::wugadt+wwu£nd3; €=y

(3.5) 0 i ) B
d77t - b(t7 Ut)dt + 0(t7 nt)dBt ) Ns =X

for some d-dimensional Brownian motions (B} );>s and (B?);>s, and some measurable mappings
0,7 : [5,00) x R? = R @ R? with a = 00*, @ =5 o*. Then, from (3.4), we have & > 7, P5"-a.s.,
for all t > s.

Let x <y with x; = y;. Since & > n;, Ps?-a.s., and (&); = (ns); due to z; = y;, we derive from
(3.5) that

[ itre) - Birnar > [ @une)an - [ outne).anh),

where o;. means the i-th row of o. Taking conditional expectation PgY(-|Z5,) on both sides yields

/ E((bi(r,&) = bi(r,n,))|Fs)dr >0, t>s.

This implies the assertion (1) by taking the continuity of b;, b; and (£., 7.) into account.
Let x < y with (z;,2;) = (vi,y;). Then, by using & > n;, Pg;Y-a.s., again, we have

t

¢ t ¢
(3.6) / bk(s,fs)ds—i-/ (0.(s,&5),dBY) 2/ Ek(s,ns)ds+/ (Gk.(s,m5), dB2), k =i, j.

0 S0 S0

Note that as t | sg,

1 t t — aii(S,y) ai'(svy) .
t—s(](/so <Ji.(s,§8),stl>,/so <aj.(s,§s),d3;>>weakzy N (o, ( o) ajﬂj(s’y) >> ——
and that

/ (7i.(5,€4),dB2) / (35.(5,€:), dBL) ) weakly N(O <z%%(3’y§ @ij (5, y) >> _—

Vi=s0 aj;(s,y)
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T1.4

Then (3.6) implies @ < p. On the other hand, by the symmetry of u and @ due to the symmetry
of a and @, then @ < u implies T < p. Therefore, we have u = 7 so that a = @. For the assertion
that a;; depends only on x; and z; of (2), it can be available by following exactly the arguments

of [3, Lemmas 2.1 & Lemma 2.3].

(b) Following exactly the arguments of [3, Lemmas 2.4, 2.5 & Theorem 1.3] by replacing time
homogeneous semi-group P; by time inhomogeneous semi-group F;;, we prove the sufficiency by

the following Theorem 3.3 on the monotonicity.

O

Theorem 3.3. P;, is monotone, i.e., P;, < Py, fort > s >0, provided the following two condi-

tions hold:

(17) bi(s,z) < bi(s,y) with x <y and z; = y;;

(2') aij(s,x) depends only on x; and x;.

Proof. To get P f € %, for t > s and f € %, it suffices to show

VP, f(x) >0, t>s, fenCPRY

since %4, N C’g’O(Rd) is dense in %4,. Below, we assume f € %, N C’g’O(Rd). Let usy = Psif, t > s.

Then by (3.3), we have
8tus,t = Ltus,ta t>s, Us,s = I

Taking the partial derivative w.r.t. the k-th component (i.e., Jx) on both sides yields

(3-7) at(akus,t) = 8katus,t = aust + Z ak] 5 j Us. s

where

Ly -—AH—Z 8ka]k( 05 + Okbi(t,), aw;(t,-) = (Okbj(t,-

Since Lf is a time-inhomogeneous Schrodinger operator, it generates a positivity-preserving semi-

group (Tsk,t)t>s' So, the operator L; := (Lf)
generates a positivity preserving semigroup

1<k<d

Ty = (Tskﬂf)lgkgd , tzs
Let D, = (ozkj(r, ‘)1§k7j§d) and Vi = VP f = Vug,. Then (3.7) implies
OV =LiViy +DiVsy, t>s, Vos=VF.

This, together with Duhamel’s formula, gives

t
Vet =TstVss +/ Tt Dy Vs pdr, t>s.
S

defined on C? (Rd;Rd) by L,V := (Lka)

1<k<d

Thus, we conclude that V; = VP, f > 0 since Vs, = Vf > 0 due to f € %, and Ts;, D, are

positivity preserving.

O



Remark 3.4. Different from the proof in [5] for the time-homogeneous setting, we adopt the
Duhamel’s formula instead of the Trotter product formula which is less explicit in the present
setting.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Theorem 3.2 can be proved using the same arguments in [5, Proof of Propo-
sition 4.1] by combining Theorem 3.1 and 3.3. So, we omit the details to save space. O

4 Proofs of Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Note that ﬁ;tz/ and PJ,u are marginal distribution at time ¢ of Asv and
Agp, respectively, we infer that ﬁ:,t = Py, for t > s once Ay < A, is available. Therefore, to obtain
the desired assertion, it is sufficient to show Agv < A u. Below, we set pu,v € &5 with v < p. For
any 1" > s, set

Pt = {w, 1) € O, T} 22 x 2o - ) 2, v € [, 7], Wl = vl = i},
which is a complete metric space under the metric for A > 0,

oa (), @), (@0, 7)) = up e W (Y, ) + W™ i) )
tels

For any (u(l), ,u(2)) € @Z%, consider the following time-dependent SDEs:

dX(l)vﬂ(l)
(4.1) { (@)@
dX;

Naw, t=s, xOHY —¢ oy,

o(t, XY i Dyar w e, x O
b Naw, t>s, xPHY

(t, X a4 o(t, x|

(1
Hy
(2
Hy
where 0 = v2a and & = V2@, and £ ~ v means .Z¢ = v. Define the mapping on 32 T by

(4.2) H((uD, u?))(t) = <$X§1>,u<1>,fxt@>,u<z>), t>s.

Since ,u,gl) = u§2), the standard Banach fixed point theorem yields

(43) XX(U,#(U = XX@)’“@)’

[s,T] [s,T]

In the sequel, we aim to prove that H is contractive under the metric p) for large enough A > 0.
Let (u™M), u@), (aM, 71?)) € 2%, By 1to’s formula and the assumption (A) , we get

A(|x O — x WAV 2 | x @ 22y
(44) < K (Ix0 Y - xR
(2) 71(2) ~
+1X P X v i)+ W, 5P)?) + any

for some martingale M;. Then, taking expectation on both sides, using Grownwall’s inequality and

X(l)uu'(l) — X(l)vﬁ(l)

(2) (2
taking = ¢ and Xs(z)’“ = Xs( WA 7 into consideration, we have

e_2)‘t (E|Xt(1)’“(1) _ Xt(l)ﬁ(l) |2 I E|Xt(2)’“(2) _ Xt(g)ﬁ(z) ‘2)
1 s -~
< ﬁK(T)eK(T)(T )tGSElI;w} [e 2)‘t(W2(M§1)7,u£1)) + W, (Mg )“ug)) )]

10



coup

NN3

This yields

[ 1 . [
px(H (W, 1@, HEW, 5?)) < 5K(T)6K(T)(T oa (W, 5@y, @D, g®y).

Hence, for A > 0 large enough, H is contractive under the metric pj. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let s > 0 and v =< p with v; = p;. By Ay =< A, we have Agv < Agpu.
According to [8, Theorem 5], there exists Ps € € (Asv, Agu) such that

(4.5) Ps({(&,n) € Cs x Cs: & > my, t > s}) = 1.

Since A,v and Agpu are solutions to the martingale problems associated with the operators L and
L in (1.2), respectively, according to the superposition principle (see [12]), we have Lienm = Ps,
where (&, ;) solves

(4 6) d& = E(ta U Zm)dt + 6(t7 Wt,fm)dBtl, t 2 S
' d77t = b(tafta"%&)dt—i_U(t7§t7$§t)dBt27 t Z S

for some 2d-dimensional Brownian motions (B}, B?);>s on the probability space (Cs x Cs, B(Cj x
Cs),{F#}i>s5,Ps), where {#}4>s is the natural filtration induced by the coordinate processes
(&t )t>s

Since Z¢ ) = Ps satisfying (4.5), then we have & > n, for all ¢ > s. Moreover, note that

Lieons) € €(v,p) and v; = p; imply ¢t = ni. Thus, we find Ps-a.s.

t t t t
(4.7) / Bilr, &y, uD)dr + / 5u(r, 6, nM)ABY < / by 1o, 1) + / ou (o W)ABL, £ > 5.

Taking conditional expectation with respect to %, we drive

t t
/E(Ei(r7§7”7u£‘1))’95)d745/E(bi(r7n7”7ug‘2))’95)dra tES

(1) (2)

By the continuity of b and b and ju,.’ — v, iy’ — p weakly as 7 | s, we obtain

bi(s,&s,v) < bi(s,ns,v), t>s, Py—a.s.

Consequently, for 7 := Z¢, ) € € (v, u) with F({l‘ < y}) =1,

bi(s,x,v) <bi(s,y, 1), (x,y) € suppm.

Thus, the first assertion of (i) holds true. Hence, for v = u, m({x < y}) = 1 implies x = y, 7w — a.s.
Whence, we have -

bi(S,x,M) < bi(S,IE,/L), T € Suppp.
In general, for any = € R?, let p. = (1 —&)p + 6, It is easy to see that x € suppp.. Thus applying
(4) with p. replaced by p yields

bi(87$7ﬂ€) < bi(87$7ﬂ€)7 52 07 e>0.

Consequently, the second assertion in (7) follows by taking ¢ | 0.
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Below we assume v < p with v;; = ;5 so that v; = p;,v; = pj. Thus, we deduce from (4.7)
that for any € € [0, 1],

t

¢
| BB &) + (1= e n)]dr + [ [l ) + (1= 2 Y)Y
¢ t
< / (€D, me, 18P) + (1 = )b (r, mp, )] drr + / €5.(r, 1, 1)) + (1 = ). (r, 1, p?)) | A B2
Dividing both side by \/%—s and letting ¢ | s, we find
N (07 6267;7;(37 587 ) + 26(1 )alj (S 587 ) (1 - E)2ajj(37 687 V))
< N (0,%aii(s, 75, p) + 26(1 = €)aij(s,ms, 1) + (1 — €)?aj5(s, 75, 1) -
By the symmetry of centred normal distribution, this further implies
e%Ti(8, &5, v) + 2e(1 — &)@ (s, &, v) + (1 — €)?@j;(s,&s, v)
= e%aii(s, 15, 1) + 26(1 — €)agj(s,75, 1) + (1 = €)%aji(s, 15, 1), € € [0,1].
Consequently, dividing by €2 on both sides yields
NN5| (4.8) Gij(s,&s,v) = aij(s,ms, 1), Ps—a.s.,
which gives for m = Z¢, ) € € (v, 1),
aij(s,x,v) = a;(s,y, n), (x,y) € suppm, s > 0.
Thus, by the approximation trick above, we can obtain the second assertion in (ii). O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Due to ?:t = P, we have L% = P:’tu = Php = Zx,, for v X p.
Therefore, in particular for f(x) = z; € %, we obtain

E(Ys,t)i < E(Xs,t)i-

Since v;(f) = wi(f), we then deduce from (4.6) with & and n; replaced by X, and X, in (4.1)
that

t t
/E(Ei(s,ysvr,fxw))drg/ E(b;(s, Xs,r, Zx,.,.))dr.

Dividing by t — s on both side followed by ¢ | s, we get (7).

Since P, stk < Py, for f € w N Oy (R?), we have pu(Ls,f) < p(Ls,f). In particular, taking
p =0y yields Lg s, f(z) < Ls s, f(x). With this at hand, we can get the assertion (ii) by following
exactly the argument of [3, Lemma 3.4]. O

4.1 Proofs of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5

We first present some lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let p = %(u(l) + 1@, where fM, 1 e 2, such that n < p®. Then, p e 2.

12
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Proof. Due to u™ < 1? | we have for any f,g € %,
t — 1 (g) — ¥ (g)) = 0.
(V) = 1)) (1 (9) = 1P (9)) = 0

The above inequality is equivalent to the following inequality

(4.9) 2P (9) + 1P (HrP9)) = (bV () + 1 (1)) (1M (9) + 1P (9)).
Furthermore, in terms of M, u(® € 2, we deduce for any f, g € %,

W(fg) = pV(HuD(g), 1P (fg) > u? ()@ (g).
4.9) yields

(D (fg) + 1@ (f9)) = = (M (f) + 1P () (1M (9) + 1P (9))
so that pe 4. O

Substituting this

N = /-\
»-bl>—‘

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that ( st)t>s preserves positive correlations and let o be the same as that
in Lemma 4.1. Then, for f,g € % N Cy° (RY) such that

(4.10) u(fg) = n(frg),

we have

2(p M (Lsu(£9)) + 1P (L u(£9))) = (B (L u(£)) + 1P (Lo (£)) (1 (9) + 1P (9))

4.11
) + (L u(9)) + P (L u(9))) (WD (F) + 1@ (1))
Equivalently,
2(u(T1(f,9) + 1P (T1(f.9) = (WP (L u(9) — 1V (Ls () (WD (F) — 1@ (f))

(4.12) ©)) 1) Mgy — ,@

+ (P (Lo (1)) + 1 (Ls (1)) (1D (9) = 12 (9)),
where

0 0
Li(f,9)(x) = Ls#(fg)(ﬂ?) - f(x)Ls,ug(x) Ly ,uf Zau (t, N f( )=—9g(x).

8%

Proof. By a direct calculation, we obtain that (4.11) is equivalent to (4.12). Therefore, it is sufficient
to show that (4.11) holds true. From Lemma 4.1, we have u € &, Since (P} ;);>5 preserves positive
correlations, we deduce for any f,g € %, N C;° (RY),

(Pgim)(fg) = (B (F)(Pm)(g), t=>s.
This, together with p = l(,u(l) + 1?), yields

2((P2V)(fF9) + (Pou®)(f9)) = (Prut) () + (Pran®) (1)) (P V) (9) + (Pran®)(9)).
Thus, by taking (4.10) into consideration, we derive that

() (o) + (P2 ®)(Fg) ~ (V) F9) + (1) (F9)

t

> L (BN + EL®) D) (PLan®)a) + (Pian®))

— (V) + 1P (1 (9) + 12 (9)) }-
Consequently, the assertion (4.11) follows by taking ¢ | s. O
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Lemma 4.3. If (P5;)i>s preserves positive correlation and u € & same as in Lemma 4.1, then
aw(s,x,,u) >0 for any s > 0,z € R%.

Proof. For ¢ > 0 and 2 € R?, let B.(z) = {y € R |x —y| < ¢}, the closed ball centred at the point
o with the radius . For f, g € %N C®(RY), let f., 9. € % NCP(RY) with f. € [f(z) —¢, f(x) +¢]
and g. € [g(x) — &, g(x) +¢] on B.(x)¢ be the point-wise approximation of f,g € %N C(RY) (i.e.,
fe = fand g- — g as € — 0). Below we assume that p € &2, is given in Lemma 4.1. By Lemma
4.2, we obtain for f.,g. € %, N C’I‘)’O(Rd),

N(Ls,p(fegs))(x) > N(fe):u(LS,ugs)(x) + ﬂ(gs)N(LS,ufs)(x)a 52> 0.
Then, combining the fact that f.,g. € %, N C’go(Rd) are constants on B.(x)¢, we have

P d )
) [t D ) [ gt e
#(00) [ Lot P,

Observe that
u(f.) = / (fo(2) — Fl@)u(dz) + / (J(2) — F(@))u(dz) + f(z) = f(x)
Be(x) B:(z)°

as ¢ — 0, where the first integral goes to zero since f. is uniformly continuous on B.(x), and
the second integral tends to zero due to f. € [f(x) — ¢, f(x) 4+ €] on B.(x)¢. Similarly, we obtain
u(ge) — g(x) as ¢ — 0. Furthermore, note that % converges weakly to d, as € | 0. Thus,
taking € | 0 on both sides of (4.13) yields

Lsu(f9)(x) = f(2) Lo pg(x) + 9(2) L pu f ().
Thus, by choosing f, g € %, N C°(RY) such that in a neighbourhood of x
f) == a(s) =2,
we deduce that
xjbi(s,x, ) + x;bi(s, x, 1) + azi(s,x, pu) > x;bi(s,x, 1) + x3b;(s, z, 1)
so that a;;(t,z, ) > 0. O
@, @) @ 2 (1) 2 W 2

Lemma 4.4. Assume pV) = =My X e and p = 1y X e with p; = p;~", where p; ", |,

“F{z%c’ M%c € P, and suppose further that ( st)t>s preserves positive correlation. Then,

PO bt ) < p @ (bl 1)),

Proof. Since uﬁl), N1(2)7 M?%ca ,u%c e 2., we deduce pM, @ e 2, . For given i and k # i, take

f,9 €N Cgo(Rd) such that in a neighbourhood of z,

h(ze) p® ()

1+h(zk) 1
F(z) =z — / ruV(dr),  g(z) = ,
R 1 () — M (25)
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where h € C*(R; Ry ) is an increasing function. Note that

w(fg) =pu(f) =0, p= (" +u®)/2.

So applying Lemma 4.2 gives

/ bi(t, z, V) (da) < / bilt, z, n?)u® (da).

O

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Since ?;t,u is the marginal distributions of Agp at time ¢, Ay € &2, implies
Py, € P, fort > s. So, it suffices to prove A; € &3. To this end, we only need to prove that for
any o € Z4 and T' > s > 0, the marginal distribution Ag7pug of Agpg on Cs 7 = C([s, T);RY)
satisfies

(4.14) (As,rp0)(FG) = (Asrp0)(F)As 7 (G)
for any bounded increasing functions F, G on C, 1. To achieve this, let

P ={veC(sTl PR 1 vg =y, v, € Py, t e (s, T},
which is a Polish space under the metric for A > 0 :

(4.15) Wo(u,v) := sup (e”MWa (s, 7).
te(s,T)

For v € O([s,T]; Z2(R%)),x € R% and t € [s,T], let
b () = bilw, ), ol (@) = /2ar(w ).
For v € &4, consider the following time-dependent SDE
(4.16) dXy =b/(X7)dt + oy (X7)dW,, te[s,T], XY= X, ~ po.
For v € 2., we define the mapping v — ®(v) as below,
(Q(v)) := Lxv, telsT].

Under (1) and (2), by pp € & and Theorem 3.2, we have Ly € Z, so that ® : 7 — 7. Below,
we assume that v, 2 € 2. By Ito’s formula and (2.1), it follows that

lll 1/2 1/1 1/2 1/1 1/1 l/2 l/2 1/1 lll l/2 1/2
d’Xt - Xy ‘2:{2<Xt - Xy, by (Xt ) — by (Xy )>+H0t (X{) — oy (Xt )H%{S}dt
lll 1/2 1/1 1/1 1/2 l/2
+2<Xt - Xy, (oy (Xt ) —of (X{))dWy)
l/1 1/2 l/1 l/2 1/1 l/1 l/2 1/2
< K(Xy — X, ’2+W2(thv’/tz)2)dt+2<Xt =Xy (o) (X)) —of (Xy))dWy).

Thus, taking expectation on both side yields,
t
E|X) — XU ]P <EIXY - X¥| + K(T)/ (EIXY — X2+ Wa(v),v2))dr.
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Noting that, X;’l = X;’Q, so we have
! 212 ! 1 2\2 ! ! 212
E|X; — X/ |* < K(T)/ Wo(v,,vy) dr+K(T)/ E| X, — X/ |=dr.
S S

Then Growall’s inequality gives

¢
BIXY — X7 < KT [ W v ar

S

This implies for any A > 0,

t
e—2)\tE|X£/1 o Xé/2|2 < K(T)eK(T)T/ e—2)\(t—r)e—2)\rW2(V;’V3)2dr
(4.17) P s

< Twz)\(’/la’ﬂ)z-

Observe that

[NIES

W (®(11), ®(12)) = up (e MWy (1)), (P2)):)) < up. (e E|XY — XV°?)
tels,T tels, T

K(T)GK(T)T 3 1,2
< (A2
> ( 2\ ) WZ,)\(V yV )7

where the last inequality is due to (4.17). Then, by taking A = 4K (T)e(D)7T | we conclude

WoA(@(), B(2) < 5o,

This implies that 2, > v +— ®(v) is contractive under the metric Wy 5. Therefore, the Banach
fixed point theorem implies that the mapping v — ®(v) has a unique fixed point, denoted by v.

Consequently, we have
(q)(y))t =V = zXé’ S y-l—v te [S7T]7

so that Ag 7 := ,,f(xf)

te(s,T]"

by L; with coefficients (b”,a"), we conclude that the present conditions (1) and (2) imply (4.14) as

desired.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Consider the decoupled SDE

(4.18) AXJf =0t X/, Pryp)dt + o (t, X, Ply)dWs,  t>s, X0 =,

s,t 17 s, s,t 17 s,

where P7,p is the marginal distribution of As at the time ¢. For x € RY, let ASH = ,,%X[x,u X Then,

for any v € &,
AVH = APPy(dr)
R4

is the law of X" | with initial distribution . Note that

[s,00)

A = ABH = Py

[s,00)
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Since AY € 7%, we have

(4.19) AYFG) > AM(FYAXNG), F,Ge%(Cy),pe Py.

For v € Cy, let F(y) = f(vs) with 0 < f € % (R%). Then (4.19) becomes
APH(G) = APH(G), G e % (Cs),

where v(dx) := M()dx) That is, A" > AL". Then there exit 74 € €(AS", AS") and Brownian

u(f
motions Bf and B? on (Q, %, P) := (Cs,0(7, : 7 € [s,1]),7s) such that
(4 20) dft = b(t7 Sta Ps*,tlu)dt + U(t7 §t7 Ps*,tlu)dBtl? "E/ﬂfs =V t Z S
' d77t = b(t7 Nts P;t/j‘)dt + U(t7 Nts P;:t/j‘)dB?? 9%7]5 =k, t>s.
satisfy m5(§ >n) = 1.
For any increasing 0 < f € %, which does not depend on z;,z;, we have v := % with

B = [gij} X pijye such that v = pgj. Thus, £ =nt §§ = ng. So,

t
el = / (bk(r, 9, P pt) — by (s, P2 pt))dlr
(4.21) s

t ¢

+ [ ontrom P a8 — [ {ontron, P, B 20, k=]
S S

Thus, by following the argument to derive (4.8), we have

aij(37§871u’) = Ui~(37§sa/$)0i~(3=§s”u) - 0'7;.(8,7’]5,,”)0']'.(3,7]8,,“) - aij(sa%aﬂ)~

This, together with v = %, Ze, = v and &, = p, leads to

/f(x)az'j(saiﬂa#)#(dx) = p(f)Ea;;(s, &, 1)
(4.22)

= (B (s, ) = ) [ (s, o)

Let g be a function such that
1(fg) = n(f)u(g)-
Then, for f(z) = La(xy : k # i,7) with A € B(R(42)), we obtain

B(Lag) = [ Ia@lg(a)n(ds) = n(Alo)
Now, by the definition of conditional expectation we get

E“(g|:17k tk # i,j) = 1(g),

which obviously implies that g depends only on x;, z;. Thus, (4.22) yields the first assertion.
Dividing by ¢ — s on both side of (4.21) and taking t — s, we get

Ebi(S, 687 M) > Ebi(s7 gsv M)

This, together with v = M, Z¢, = v and .2, = p, leads to the second assertion. O

w(f)

s

17



Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Professor Feng-Yu Wang for his helpful
comments.

References

[1]

2]

[10]

[11]

[12]
[13]

V. Barbu, M. Rockner, From nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations to solutions of distribution
dependent SDE, Ann. Probab. 48(4), 1902-1920(2020).

(Oksendal, Bernt: Stochastic Differential Equations: An Introduction with Applications.
Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg(2003).

M-F. Chen, F-Y. Wang, : On order-preservation and positive correlations for multidimen-
sional diffusion processes, Probab Theory Relat. Fields 95, 421-428(1993).

C.M. Forruin, P.W. Kasteleyn, J. Ginibre, : Correlation inequality on some partially ordered
sets. Comm. Math. Phys. 22, 89-109(1971).

Herbst, 1., Pitt, L.: Diffusion equation techniques in stochastic monotonicity and positive
correlations. Probab Theory Relat. Fields 87, 275-312(1991).

X. Huang, F-Y. Wang: Distribution dependent SDFEs with singular coefficients. Stoch. Proc.
Appl. 129, 4747-4770(2019).

X. Huang, C. Liu, F-Y. Wang: Order Preservation for Path-Distribution Dependent SDFEs.
Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. , 17, 2125-2133, (2018).

T. Kamae, U.Krengel, G. L. O’Brien, Stochastic inequalities on partially ordered spaces, Ann.
Probab. 5, 899-912(1977).

D. Trevisan: Well-posedness of multidimensional diffusion processes with weakly differentiable
coefficients Elect. J. Probab. 21, 1-44(2016).

P. Ren, F.-Y. Wang, Donsker-Varadhan Large Deviations for Path-Distribution Dependent
SPDEs, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 499(1), 125000(2021).

Yu. S. Mishura, A. Yu. Veretennikov,: Existence and uniqueness theorems for solutions of
McKean-Viasov stochastic equations. arXiv:1805.10841.

D. Strook, S.R.S. Varadhan,: Multidimensional Diffusion Processes. Springer, 2007.

F-Y.Wang: Distribution dependent SDEs for Landau type equations. Stoch. Proc. Appl. 128,
595-621(2018).

18



