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Abstract

We investigate the periodic and stationary solutions of distribution-dependent stochastic

differential equations. While generally, the semigroups associated with the equations are

nonlinear, we show that the methods of weak convergence and Lyapunov functions can be

combined to give efficient criteria for the existence of periodic and stationary solutions.

Concrete examples are presented to illustrate the novel criteria.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

A distribution-dependent stochastic differential equation (DDSDE), also known as a McKean-
Vlasov SDE, is an SDE whose coefficients depend on the distribution of the solution. It describes
a stochastic system with a large number of interacting particles, whose evolution is determined by
both the microcosmic site and the macroscopic distribution of the particles. The study of DDSDEs
has a long history that can be traced back to Kac’s work [18] on chaos propagation and McKean’s
seminal paper [25] on large stochastic interacting particle systems. Since then, the equations
have been widely investigated in the literature; see, e.g., [8, 12, 16, 17, 20, 21, 22, 32] for detailed
developments on the subject. To date, the theory of DDSDEs has found applications across a
broad range of disciplines, including, but not limited to, finance, game theory, communication
networks, neuroscience, population dynamics, and economics (cf. the monograph [6]).
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The concept of stationary solutions plays a fundamental role in studying the long-time be-
havior of random dynamical systems. In the past decades, many works have been devoted to
studying stationary solutions of DDSDEs. Here, we list some of them that are closely related
to our paper. Ahmed and Ding [1], Veretennikov [34], and Butkovsky [5] gave different suffi-
cient conditions for the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures and discussed convergence
to those invariant measures for DDSDEs with additive noise. Wang [36] developed conditions
for the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to DDSDEs and studied the ergodicity of
the solutions, with applications to specific models, including the homogeneous Landau equation.
Bogachev et al. [4] studied convergence in variation of probability solutions of nonlinear Fokker-
Planck-Kolmogorov equations to stationary solutions and obtained sufficient conditions for the
exponential convergence of solutions to the stationary solution. Zhang [38] and Bao et al. [3]
used fixed point theorems to show the existence of invariant measures for DDSDEs and functional
DDSDEs, respectively. Additionally, Zhang considered the non-uniqueness of invariant measures
with applications to the phase transition phenomenon in mathematical physics. By considering
the linearization of nonlinear Fokker-Planck-Kolmogorov equations, Ren et al. [30] characterized
the ergodicity of solutions to DDSDEs. Liu and Ma [23] imposed Lyapunov conditions to show the
existence and uniqueness of invariant measures for DDSDEs with Markovian switching. Du et al.
[9] showed that, under a monotonicity condition, weighted empirical measures can approximate
the invariant measures of DDSDEs.

In this paper, we investigate the existence of periodic and stationary solutions to DDSDEs.
It is well known that periodic solutions have played an important role in the study of dynamical
systems since the pioneering work of Poincaré [26, 27, 28, 29]. However, most of the existing
literature on the long-time behavior of DDSDEs focuses on the time-homogeneous case. In the
time-homogeneous case, a typical method to establish the existence of stationary solutions is to
first freeze the distribution component of DDSDEs to take advantage of the ergodic theory for
linear Markov semigroups, and then use the Schauder fixed point theorem (cf. [3, 38]). It seems
difficult, if not impossible, to apply this standard method to establish the existence of periodic
solutions to time-inhomogeneous DDSDEs. Another method to study stationary solutions of
DDSDEs is to couple the stochastic process with its distribution and then use the projection
technique (cf. [24, 30]). A drawback of this method is that very strong conditions must be
imposed to obtain stationary solutions to the coupled SDEs, which are not necessary if we are
mainly interested in the stationary solutions of DDSDEs. Our paper is among the first to study
periodic solutions of time-inhomogeneous DDSDEs. The method developed here is novel and
can also be applied to obtain new results for stationary solutions to time-homogeneous DDSDEs.
Regarding periodic solutions of ordinary SDEs, we refer the reader to the monograph [19] and
[7, 13, 14, 15, 37, 39] for some previous works related to this paper. We also refer the reader
to the recent preprint [2] which investigated random periodic solutions for DDSDEs. We would
like to point out that the notion of random periodic solution considered in [2] is entirely different
from the notion of periodic solution considered in our paper (cf. [2, Remark 2.3]), and the main
results given in [2, Theorems 2.1 and 2.4] are very distinct from ours.

Let {Bt}t≥0 be a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete probability space
with natural filtration (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P). Denote by P(Rd) the space of all probability measures
on R

d equipped with the weak topology, Lη the distribution of a random variable η on R
d, |·| and

〈·, ·〉 the standard Euclidean norm and inner product, respectively, and ‖A‖ the trace norm of a
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matrix A. Let

b : [0,∞)× R
d ×P(Rd) → R

d, σ : [0,∞)× R
d × P(Rd) → R

d ⊗ R
d

be measurable maps. We are interested in the DDSDE on R
d:

dXt = b(t, Xt,LXt)dt+ σ(t, Xt,LXt)dBt. (1.1)

We restrict ourselves to the following subspace of P(Rd) for some ϑ ∈ [1,∞):

Pϑ(R
d) :=

{

µ ∈ P(Rd) : ‖µ‖ϑ:=
(
∫

Rd

|x|ϑµ(dx)
)

1
ϑ

< ∞
}

,

which is a Polish space under the Wasserstein-ϑ metric:

Wϑ(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C(µ,ν)

(
∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|ϑπ(dx, dy)
)

1
ϑ

, µ, ν ∈ Pϑ(R
d),

where C(µ, ν) is the set of all couplings for µ and ν.

If the DDSDE (1.1) has strong existence and uniqueness in Pϑ(R
d), then the solution {Xt}t≥0

is Markovian. For s ≥ 0, let {Xµ
s,t}t≥s solve (1.1) with initial distribution LX

µ
s,s

= µ ∈ Pϑ(R
d).

By the uniqueness of solutions, we get

X
µ
s,t = X

X
µ
s,r

r,t , 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ t. (1.2)

Further, if the DDSDE (1.1) has also Pϑ(R
d)-weak uniqueness, then we may define a semigroup

{P ∗
s,t}t≥s on Pϑ(R

d) by letting P ∗
s,tµ = LXs,t for LXs,s = µ ∈ Pϑ(R

d). In fact, by (1.2), we have
that

P ∗
s,t = P ∗

r,tP
∗
s,r, 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ t.

For simplicity of notation, denote P ∗
t µ := P ∗

0,tµ for µ ∈ Pϑ(R
d) and t ≥ 0.

A key obstacle to DDSDEs comes from the fact that the semigroup {P ∗
s,t}t≥s is generally

nonlinear. For example, let us consider the following simple DDSDE:

dXt = Var(Xt)dt+ dBt. (1.3)

Suppose that X0 is independent of {Bt}t≥0. Denote by δx the Dirac measure at point x ∈ R
d and

ν0 the standard normal distribution on R
d. Let X

µ
t := X

µ
0,t for µ ∈ P(Rd) and t ≥ 0. Writing

(1.3) in the integral form:

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

Var(Xs)ds+Bt,

we have that

Xδx
t = x+

∫ t

0

Var(Xδx
s )ds+Bt, Xν0

t = Xν0
0 +

∫ t

0

Var(Xν0
s )ds+Bt. (1.4)
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Taking variances on both sides, we get Var(Xδx
t ) = t and Var(Xν0

t ) = 1 + t. Then, substituting
back into (1.4), we obtain the following solutions to (1.3):

Xδx
t = x+

t2

2
+Bt, Xν0

t = Xν0
0 + t+

t2

2
+Bt.

Thus,

P ∗
t δx ∼ N

(

x+
t2

2
, t

)

, P ∗
t ν0 ∼ N

(

t +
t2

2
, 1 + t

)

. (1.5)

By (1.5), we get

∫ ∞

−∞

(P ∗
t δx)ν0(dx) =

∫ ∞

−∞

(

1√
2πt

e−
(y−x− t2

2 )2

2t dy

)

· 1√
2π

e−
x2

2 dx

=
1

2π
√
t

∫ ∞

−∞

e−
(1+t)x2−2(y− t2

2 )x+(y− t2

2 )2

2t dydx

=
1

2π
√
t

∫ ∞

−∞

e−
(
√

1+t·x−
y− t2

2√
1+t

)2

2t · e−
(y− t2

2 )2

2(1+t) dxdy

=
1

√

2π(1 + t)
e
−

(y− t2

2 )2

2(1+t) dy.

Hence,
∫ ∞

−∞

(P ∗
t δx)ν0(dx) ∼ N

(

t2

2
, 1 + t

)

6∼ P ∗
t ν0.

Therefore, the semigroup {P ∗
s,t}t≥0 associated with the DDSDE (1.3) is nonlinear.

To overcome difficulties caused by nonlinearity and time-inhomogeneouity of the semigroup
{P ∗

s,t}t≥0, we will combine the methods of weak convergence (cf. [11]) and Lyapunov functions (cf.
[19]) to give efficient criteria for the existence of periodic and stationary solutions to DDSDEs.
Throughout this paper, we fix a θ > 0.

Definition 1.1 The stochastic process {Xt}t≥0 is said to be a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE
(1.1) if the following conditions hold.

1. {Xt}t≥0 is a solution to the DDSDE (1.1).

2. For any k ∈ N and any sequence 0 ≤ t1 < t2 < · · · < tn, the joint distribution of
Xt1+kθ, Xt2+kθ, . . . , Xtn+kθ is independent of k.

We put the following assumptions:

(H0) The coefficients b and σ are θ-periodic in t, i.e.,

b(t, x, µ) = b(t+ θ, x, µ), σ(t, x, µ) = σ(t+ θ, x, µ), ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd).
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(H1) The DDSDE (1.1) has strong existence and both strong and weak uniqueness in Pϑ(R
d).

(H2) P ∗
θ (Pϑ(R

d)) ⊂ Pϑ(R
d) and P ∗

θ is a continuous map from the Polish space (Pϑ(R
d),Wϑ) to

itself.

Remark 1.2 In [36, Theorem 2.1], Wang showed that conditions (H1) and (H2) are implied
by some assumptions on the continuity, monotonicity and growth of coefficients. Also, Wang
presented the result [36, Theorem 6.3] for the equivalence of the weak existence/uniqueness and
the strong existence/uniqueness under an additional assumption.

Let C1,2([0,∞) × R
d) be the space of all real-valued functions on [0,∞) × R

d which are
continuously differentiable in the first component, and twice continuously differentiable in the
second component. For V ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× R

d), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d and µ ∈ P(Rd), we define

(LV )(t, x, µ) := ∂tV (t, x) + 〈b(t, x, µ), ∂xV (t, x)〉

+
1

2
trace

(

σσT (t, x, µ) · ∂2
xV (t, x)

)

. (1.6)

Theorem 1.3 Let ϑ ∈ [1,∞). Suppose that conditions (H0)–(H2) hold. Then, there exists a
θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1) if one of the following three conditions holds.

(H3a) There exist V ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× R
d), C0, C1, C2 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (t, x) ≥ −C0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ −C1|x|r+C2(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ), ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R
d).

Moreover,
∫ t

0
‖L

X
δ0
s
‖ϑϑds < ∞ for any t > 0.

(H3b) There exist V ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× R
d), C0 > 0, C1 > C2 > 0, C3 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (t, x) ≥ −C0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ −C1|x|r+C2‖µ‖rr+C3, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ Pr(R
d).

Moreover,
∫ t

0
‖L

X
δ0
s
‖rrds < ∞ for any t > 0.

(H3c) There exist V ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× R
d), C1, C2 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (t, x) ≥ V (0, x) ≥ C1|x|r−C2, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ P(Rd).
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We may also consider the time-independent version of the DDSDE (1.1):

dXt = b(Xt,LXt)dt+ σ(Xt,LXt)dBt, (1.7)

where
b : Rd ×P(Rd) → R

d, σ : Rd × P(Rd) → R
d ⊗ R

d

are measurable maps.

Definition 1.4 The stochastic process {Xt}t≥0 is said to be a stationary solution to the DDSDE
(1.7) if the following conditions hold.

1. {Xt}t≥0 is a solution to the DDSDE (1.7).

2. For any h > 0 and any sequence 0 ≤ t1 < t2 < · · · < tn, the joint distribution of
Xt1+h, Xt2+h, . . . , Xtn+h is independent of h.

We put the following assumptions:

(H1’) The DDSDE (1.7) has strong existence and both strong and weak uniqueness in Pϑ(R
d).

(H2’) For any t > 0, P ∗
t (Pϑ(R

d)) ⊂ Pϑ(R
d) and P ∗

t is a continuous map from the Polish space
(Pϑ(R

d),Wϑ) to itself.

Let C2(Rd) be the space of all real-valued twice continuously differentiable functions on R
d.

For V ∈ C2(Rd), x ∈ R
d and µ ∈ P(Rd), we define

(LV )(x, µ) := 〈b(x, µ), ∂xV (x)〉 + 1

2
trace

(

σσT (x, µ) · ∂2
xV (x)

)

.

Corollary 1.5 Let ϑ ∈ [1,∞). Suppose that conditions (H1’) and (H2’) hold. Then, there exists
a stationary solution to the DDSDE (1.7) if one of the following three conditions holds.

(H3a’) There exist V ∈ C2(Rd), C0, C1, C2 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (x) ≥ −C0, ∀x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(x, µ) ≤ −C1|x|r+C2(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ), ∀x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R
d).

Moreover,
∫ t

0
‖L

X
δ0
s
‖ϑϑds < ∞ for any t > 0.

(H3b’) There exist V ∈ C2(Rd), C0 > 0, C1 > C2 > 0, C3 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (x) ≥ −C0, ∀x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(x, µ) ≤ −C1|x|r+C2‖µ‖rr+C3, ∀x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ Pr(R
d).

Moreover,
∫ t

0
‖L

X
δ0
s
‖rrds < ∞ for any t > 0.

6



(H3c’) There exist V ∈ C2(Rd), C1, C2 > 0 and r > ϑ such that

V (x) ≥ C1|x|r−C2, ∀x ∈ R
d,

and
(LV )(x, µ) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ P(Rd).

It is well known that a McKean-Vlasov SDE may have several stationary solutions (cf. [8, 10,
33, 38]). Different from many existing results, e.g., [36, Theorem 3.1], [23, Theorem 4.1] and [2,
Theorems 2.1 and 2.4], our Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5 do not exclude the possibility of non-
uniqueness of stationary or periodic solutions to DDSDEs. It is interesting to further establish
the uniqueness and non-uniqueness criteria for periodic and stationary solutions to DDSDEs in
the framework of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5. We will leave this for future work.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.
The proof of Corollary 1.5 is very similar, which we will omit. In section 3, we present concrete
examples to demonstrate the main results.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Definition 2.1 A probability measure µ on R
d is said to be a θ-periodic measure of the DDSDE

(1.1) if P ∗
θ µ = µ.

We first present a lemma that describes the relationship between a θ-periodic solution and a
θ-periodic measure.

Lemma 2.2 Suppose that conditions (H0) and (H1) hold and LX0 ∈ Pϑ(R
d) for some ϑ ∈

[1,∞). Then, {Xt}t≥0 is a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1) if and only if LX0 is a θ-
periodic measure of the DDSDE (1.1).

Proof. The proof of the necessity is obvious. We only prove the sufficiency. Suppose that {Xt}t≥0

is the unique strong solution to the DDSDE (1.1) with LX0 ∈ Pϑ(R
d) being a θ-periodic measure.

Set µ = LX0 . Then, LX
µ
0
= LX

µ
θ
= µ.

By performing the substitution s = u+ θ, letting B̄t = Bt+θ − B̄θ, and using periodicity of the
coefficients b and σ, we get

Xt+θ = Xθ +

∫ t+θ

θ

b(s,Xs,LXs)ds+

∫ t+θ

θ

σ(s,Xs,LXs)dBs

= Xθ +

∫ t

0

b(u+ θ,Xu+θ,LXu+θ
)du+

∫ t

0

σ(u+ θ,Xu+θ,LXu+θ
)dB̄u

= Xθ +

∫ t

0

b(u,Xu+θ,LXu+θ
)du+

∫ t

0

σ(u,Xu+θ,LXu+θ
)dB̄u.

7



Writing in the differential form, we have that
{

dXt+θ = b(t, Xt+θ,LXt+θ
)dt+ σ(t, Xt+θ,LXt+θ

)dB̄t,

LXθ
= µ.

Then, {Xt}t≥0 and {Xt+θ}t≥0 satisfy the DDSDE (1.1) with Brownian motions {Bt}t≥0 and
{B̄t}t≥0, respectively. Therefore, by the weak uniqueness of solutions, we conclude that for any
sequence 0 ≤ t1 < t2 < · · · < tn, (Xt1 , Xt2 , . . . , Xtn) and (Xt1+θ, Xt2+θ, . . . , Xtn+θ) have the same
joint distribution. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to show that there exists a θ-periodic measure
in Pϑ(R

d) for the DDSDE (1.1).

First, we assume that condition (H3a) or condition (H3b) holds. Let Xδ0
t be the solution

to the DDSDE (1.1) with starting point 0 and V be a function satisfying condition (H3a) or
condition (H3b). By Ito’s formula, we get

V (t, Xδ0
t )− V (0, 0) =

∫ t

0

(LV )(s,Xδ0
s ,L

X
δ0
s
)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(s,Xδ0
s ,L

X
δ0
s
) · ∂xV (s,Xδ0

s )dBs.

Hence, we have that

−C0 − V (0, 0) ≤ E[V (t, Xδ0
t )]− V (0, 0) = E

[
∫ t

0

(LV )(s,Xδ0
s ,L

X
δ0
s
)ds

]

. (2.1)

(i) If condition (H3a) holds, then

(LV )(s,Xδ0
s ,L

X
δ0
s
) ≤ −C1|Xδ0

s |r+C2(1 + ‖L
X

δ0
s
‖ϑϑ).

Thus, by (2.1), we deduce that for any N ∈ N,

C1

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds ≤ C2

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖ϑϑds+ C2t+ C0 + V (0, 0)

≤ C2

N r−ϑ

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds+ C2(1 +Nϑ)t + C0 + V (0, 0). (2.2)

We choose an N0 ∈ N satisfying C2

Nr−ϑ
0

≤ C1

2
. Hence, by (2.2), we get

1

t

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds ≤

2
[

C2(1 +Nϑ
0 ) +

C0+V (0,0)
t

]

C1

. (2.3)

(ii) If condition (H3b) holds, then

(LV )(s,Xδ0
s ,L

X
δ0
s
) ≤ −C1|Xδ0

s |r+C2‖LX
δ0
s
‖rr+C3.

Thus, by (2.1), we get

C1

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds ≤ C2

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds+ C3t + C0 + V (0, 0),
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which implies that

1

t

∫ t

0

‖L
X

δ0
s
‖rrds ≤

C3 +
C0+V (0,0)

t

C1 − C2

. (2.4)

By (2.3) and (2.4), we conclude that if condition (H3a) or condition (H3b) holds then

lim
R→∞

lim sup
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

P (0, 0, s, BR
c
)ds = 0,

where BR := {x ∈ R
d : |x|< R} and P (s, x, t, A) is the transition probability function of {Xt}t≥0

for 0 ≤ s < t < ∞, x ∈ R
d and A ∈ B(Rd). Hence, there exist a sequence of natural numbers

Tn ↑ ∞ and ν ∈ P(Rd) such that

νn :=
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

P ∗
s δ0ds =

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

P (0, 0, s, ·)ds w−→ ν as n → ∞. (2.5)

Moreover, by (2.3) and (2.4), we get

lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

|y|>R

|y|ϑνn(dy) = 0.

Then, by [35, Definition 6.8 and Theorem 6.9], we deduce that ν ∈ Pϑ(R
d) and

lim
n→∞

Wϑ(νn, ν) = 0. (2.6)

Let G be an open subset of Rd. We have

(P ∗
θ νn)(G) =

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

(P ∗
0,θP

∗
0,sδ0)(G)ds

=
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

(P ∗
s,s+θP

∗
0,sδ0)(G)ds

=
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

(P ∗
s+θδ0)(G)ds

=
1

Tn

∫ Tn+θ

θ

(P ∗
s δ0)(G)ds

=
1

Tn

∫ Tn+θ

θ

P (0, 0, s, G)ds.

Then, by (2.5) and [11, Theorem 3.3.1], we get

lim inf
n→∞

(P ∗
θ νn)(G) ≥ ν(G).

Since G is arbitrary, using [11, Theorem 3.3.1] again we get

P ∗
θ νn

w−→ ν as n → ∞. (2.7)
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Further, by condition (H2) and (2.6), we obtain

lim
n→∞

Wϑ(P
∗
θ νn, P

∗
θ ν) = 0,

which together with (2.7) implies that P ∗
θ ν = ν. We have obtained a θ-periodic measure in Pϑ(R

d)
for the DDSDE (1.1).

Next, we assume that condition (H3c) holds. We will use the Schauder fixed point theorem
to complete the proof. First, let us recall the Schauder fixed point theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (cf. [31, Theorem 11.1.2]) Let X be a normed space and K ⊂ X be a non-empty,
compact and convex subset. Then, every continuous mapping T : K → K has a fixed point.

Let M1(R
d) be the set of all finite signed measures on R

d with
∫

Rd|x|µ(dx) < ∞. It is known
that (cf. [6, page 249 and Corollary 5.4]) M1(R

d) is a normed space when equipped with the
Kantorovich-Rubinstein norm:

‖µ‖KR:= |µ(Rd)|+ sup

{
∫

Rd

l(x)µ(dx) : l ∈ Lip1(R
d), l(0) = 0

}

.

Moreover,

‖µ1 − µ2‖KR= W1(µ1, µ2), µ1, µ2 ∈ P1(R
d). (2.8)

Let V be a function satisfying condition (H3c). Define

K :=

{

µ ∈ P(Rd) :

∫

Rd

V (0, x)µ(dx) ≤ |V (0, 0)|
}

.

Obviously, δ0 ∈ K and K is a convex set. By condition (H3c), we get

∫

Rd

|x|rµ(dx) ≤ 1

C1
{|V (0, 0)|+C2} , ∀µ ∈ K. (2.9)

Note that r > 1. Hence, by (2.8), (2.9) and [35, Definition 6.8 and Theorem 6.9], we deduce that
K is a compact subset of (M1(R

d), ‖·‖KR).

Let µ ∈ K. Suppose that LX0 = µ. By Ito’s formula, we get

V (t, Xt)− V (0, X0) =

∫ t

0

(LV )(s,Xs,LXs)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(s,Xs,LXs) · ∂xV (s,Xs)dBs,

which together with condition (H3c) implies that

E[V (0, Xθ)] ≤ E[V (θ,Xθ)] ≤ E[V (0, X0)].
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Then,
∫

Rd

V (0, x)P ∗
θ µ(dx) =

∫

Rd

V (0, x)LXθ
(dx)

≤
∫

Rd

V (0, x)LX0(dx)

=

∫

Rd

V (0, x)µ(dx)

≤ |V (0, 0)|.
Thus, P ∗

θ µ ∈ K. Since µ ∈ K is arbitrary, we conclude that P ∗
θK ⊂ K.

Assume that µn, µ0 ∈ K and µn converges to µ0 with respect to the ‖·‖KR-norm as n → ∞.
Since r > ϑ, by (2.9) and [35, Definition 6.8 and Theorem 6.9], we deduce that limn→∞Wϑ(µn, µ0)
= 0. Then, by condition (H2), we get limn→∞Wϑ(P

∗
θ µn, P

∗
θ µ0) = 0, which implies that limn→∞

W1(P
∗
θ µn, P

∗
θ µ0) = 0. Thus, P ∗

θ µn converges to P ∗
θ µ0 with respect to the ‖·‖KR-norm as n → ∞

by (2.8). Hence, P ∗
θ is a continuous mapping from K to itself. Therefore, by Theorem 2.3, there

exists µ̄ ∈ K ⊂ Pϑ(R
d) such that P ∗

θ µ̄ = µ̄.Proof.

Remark 2.4 From the proof of Theorem 1.3, we can see that under the assumptions of Theorem
1.3 there exists a θ-periodic measure in Pϑ(R

d) for the DDSDE (1.1), and under the assumptions
of Corollary 1.5 there exists an invariant measure in Pϑ(R

d) for the DDSDE (1.7).

3 Examples

In this section, we provide applications for the criteria presented in Section 1. We will mainly
use Theorem 1.3 to give examples for the existence of periodic solutions to DDSDEs. However,
by assuming that the coefficients b and σ are time-independent and modifying the assumptions
correspondingly, we can use Corollary 1.5 to give similar examples for the existence of stationary
solutions to DDSDEs.

Let ϑ ∈ [1,∞). We put the following assumptions:

(A1) σ(t, 0, δ0) is bounded on [0, θ) and there exist Kσ,1, Kσ,2 > 0 such that

‖σ(t, x, µ)− σ(t, y, ν)‖2≤ Kσ,1|x− y|2+Kσ,2{Wϑ(µ, ν)}2,
∀t ∈ [0, θ), x, y ∈ R

d, µ, ν ∈ Pϑ(R
d).

Additionally, Kσ,2 = 0 when ϑ ∈ [1, 2).

(A2) b is locally bounded on [0,∞)× R
d ×Pϑ(R

d) and there exist Kb,1, Kb,2, Kb,3 > 0 such that

〈b(t, x, µ)− b(t, y, ν), x− y〉 ≤ Kb,1|x− y|2+Kb,2Wϑ(µ, ν)|x− y|,
∀t ∈ [0, θ), x, y ∈ R

d, µ, ν ∈ Pϑ(R
d),

and

|b(t, 0, µ)|≤ Kb,3(1 + ‖µ‖ϑ), ∀t ∈ [0, θ), µ ∈ Pϑ(R
d). (3.1)
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Remark 3.1 Note that conditions (H0), (A1) and (A2) imply that the coefficients b and σ satisfy
the continuity, monotonicity and growth conditions of [36, Theorem 2.1]. Then, by [36, Theorem
2.1], we conclude that conditions (H1), (H2) hold and

∫ t

0
‖L

X
δ0
s
‖ϑϑds < ∞ for any t > 0. Moreover,

since ‖µ‖ϑ≤ ‖µ‖ϑ′ for any µ ∈ P(Rd) and ϑ′ > ϑ, conditions (H0), (A1) and (A2) also imply that
condition (H2) holds with ϑ replaced by any ϑ′ > ϑ and

∫ t

0
‖LXs‖ϑ

′

ϑ′ds < ∞ for any LX0 ∈ Pϑ′(Rd)
and t > 0.

Example 3.2

First, we present a general result.

Proposition 3.3 Suppose that the coefficients b and σ satisfy conditions (H0), (A1), (A2)
and one of the following two conditions:

(A3) ϑ ∈ [1, 2) and there exist Kb,4 >
Kσ,1

2
, Kb,5 > 0 such that

〈b(t, x, µ), x〉 ≤ −Kb,4|x|2+Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ), ∀t ∈ [0, θ), x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R

d).

(A4) ϑ ∈ [2,∞) and there exist Kb,4, Kb,5 > 0, r > ϑ such that

〈b(t, x, µ), x〉 ≤ −Kb,4|x|r+Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ), ∀t ∈ [0, θ), x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R

d).

Then, there exists a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1).

Proof. By Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.1, to show that there exists a θ-periodic solution to the
DDSDE (1.1), we need only show that there exists V ∈ C1,2([0,∞) × R

d) satisfying condition
(H3a).

Let V (t, x) = |x|2 for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R
d. By (1.6), we get

(LV )(t, x, µ) = 2〈b(t, x, µ), x〉+ trace
(

σσT (t, x, µ)
)

. (3.2)

First, we assume that condition (A3) holds. Note that condition (A1) implies that

‖σ(t, x, µ)‖≤ K
1
2
σ,1|x|+ sup

0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖, ∀t ∈ [0, θ), x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R

d).

Then, by (3.2) and condition (A3), we get

(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ −2Kb,4|x|2+2Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ) +
(

K
1
2
σ,1|x|+ sup

0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖
)2

≤ −2Kb,4|x|2+2Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ) +Kσ,1|x|2+
(

sup
0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖
)2

+
2Kb,4 −Kσ,1

2
|x|2+2Kσ,1(sup0≤s<θ‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖)2

2Kb,4 −Kσ,1

= −2Kb,4 −Kσ,1

2
|x|2+2Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ)

+
(2Kb,4 +Kσ,1)(sup0≤s<θ‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖)2

2Kb,4 −Kσ,1
.
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Thus, condition (H3a) holds with r = 2.

Next, we assume that condition (A4) holds. Note that in this case condition (A1) implies that

‖σ(t, x, µ)‖≤
(

Kσ,1|x|2+Kσ,2‖µ‖2ϑ
)

1
2 + sup

0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖,

∀t ∈ [0, θ), x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ Pϑ(R

d).

Then, by (3.2) and condition (A4), we get

(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ −2Kb,4|x|r+2Kb,5(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ)

+

{

(

Kσ,1|x|2+Kσ,2‖µ‖2ϑ
) 1

2 + sup
0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖
}2

≤ 2

{

−Kb,4|x|r+Kσ,1|x|2+(Kb,5 +Kσ,2)(1 + ‖µ‖ϑϑ)

+

(

sup
0≤s<θ

‖σ(s, 0, δ0)‖
)2}

.

Thus, condition (H3a) holds. Therefore, the proof is complete. �

We now give a concrete example. For x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R
d and m ∈ N, denote xm =

(xm
1 , . . . , x

m
d ). Let γ1, γ2, γ3 be three bounded θ-periodic functions on [0,∞) with inf0≤s<θ γ1(s) >

0,
b0 : R

d → R
d, σ0 : R

d → R
d ⊗ R

d

be two Lipschitz continuous maps, n ∈ N, and α, β ∈ R. For t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd), define

b(t, x, µ) := −γ1(t)x
2n+1 + γ2(t)

∫

Rd

b0(x− αz)µ(dz),

and

σ(t, x, µ) := γ3(t)

∫

Rd

σ0(x− βz)µ(dz).

Set ϑ = 2. It is easy to see that condition (H0) and (3.1) hold. Define

B0 := |∇b0|∞, C0 := sup
|v|=1,x∈Rd

|(∇vσ0)(x)|2, K0 := sup
x 6=y∈Rd

〈b0(x)− b0(y), x− y〉
|x− y|2 ,

where ∇v denotes the directional derivative along v. Then, B0, C0, |K0|< ∞ since b0 and σ0 are
Lipschitz continuous. For any π ∈ C(µ, ν), we have that

〈b(t, x, µ)− b(t, y, ν), x− y〉

= −γ1(t)〈x2n+1 − y2n+1, x− y〉+ γ2(t)

∫

Rd

{〈b0(x− αz)− b0(y − αz), x− y〉

+〈b0(y − αz)− b0(y − αz′), x− y〉}π(dz, dz′),

13



which implies that

〈b(t, x, µ)− b(t, y, ν), x− y〉 ≤ sup
0≤s<θ

|γ2(s)|·
(

|K0|·|x− y|2+B0|α|W1(µ, ν)|x− y|
)

.

Similarly, we get

‖σ(t, x, µ)− σ(t, y, ν)‖2 ≤ C0 sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2· (|x− y|+|β|W1(µ, ν))
2

≤ C0(1 + |β|) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·
(

|x− y|2+|β|{W2(µ, ν)}2
)

.

Thus, conditions (A1) and (A2) hold. Finally, we have

〈b(t, x, µ), x〉 ≤ − inf
0≤s<θ

γ1(s) ·
d
∑

i=1

x2n+2
i

+ sup
0≤s<θ

|γ2(s)|·|x|{|b0(0)|+B0(|x|+|α|·‖µ‖1)}

≤ − inf
0≤s<θ

γ1(s) ·
d
∑

i=1

x2n+2
i

+ sup
0≤s<θ

|γ2(s)|·
{

[|b0(0)|+B0|x|] |x|+
B0|α|
2

(|x|2+‖µ‖22)
}

,

which implies that condition (A4) holds with r = 2n+ 2. Hence all conditions of Proposition 3.3
hold and therefore there exists a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1).

Remark 3.4 In the above example, if γ1 > 0, γ2, γ3 are constants, then we can show that there
exists a stationary solution to the DDSDE (1.7) by Corollary 1.5. In [23, Example 5.1], by
assuming that b0 and σ0 are linear functions, d = n = 1 and α = β ∈ (−1, 1), Liu and Ma used
the Banach fixed point theorem to obtain the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures for
the DDSDE (1.7).

Example 3.5

In this example, we consider the time-dependent homogeneous Landau equation with Maxwell
molecules. Let α, β ∈ R and γ2 ≥ 0, γ3 be two bounded θ-periodic functions on [0,∞) such that

inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) > |α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) +
3(1 + |β|)2

2
sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2. (3.3)

Define

b0(x) := −2x, σ0(x) :=





x2 0 x3

−x1 x3 0
0 −x2 −x1



 , x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
3,
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b(t, x, µ) := γ2(t)

∫

R3

b0(x− αz)µ(dz), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
3, µ ∈ P(R3),

and

σ(t, x, µ) := γ3(t)

∫

Rd

σ0(x− βz)µ(dz), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
3, µ ∈ P(R3).

Set ϑ = 2. Following the argument of Example 3.2 with B0 = C0 = 2 and K0 = −2, we
can show that conditions (A1) and (A2) hold. Then, by Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.1, to show
that there exists a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1), we need only show that there exists
V ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× R

d) satisfying condition (H3b).

By (3.3), we can choose a q > 1 such that

inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) > |α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) +
(2q + 1)(1 + |β|)2

2
sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2. (3.4)

Define
V (t, x) := |x|2q, t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

3.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, we have
∂xi

V (t, x) = 2q|x|2(q−1)xi,

and for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, we have

∂2
xixj

V (x) = 2q|x|2(q−2)
[

2(q − 1)xixj + |x|2δij
]

. (3.5)

Then,

〈b(t, x, µ), ∂xV (t, x)〉
= 2q|x|2(q−1)〈b(t, x, µ), x〉

≤ 4q|x|2q−1

(

− inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · |x|+|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · ‖µ‖1
)

. (3.6)

By (3.5) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Frobenius inner product, we get

trace
(

σσT (t, x, µ) · ∂2
xV (t, x)

)

≤ trace
(

σσT (t, x, µ)
)

·
∣

∣trace
(

∂2
xV (t, x)

)∣

∣

= 2q(2q + 1)|x|2(q−1)·‖σ(t, x, µ)‖2

≤ 4q(2q + 1)|x|2(q−1) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2· (|x|+|β|·‖µ‖1)2

≤ 4q(2q + 1)|x|2(q−1) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·
{

(1 + |β|)|x|2+(|β|+β2)‖µ‖21
}

. (3.7)

Thus, by (1.6), (3.6), (3.7) and Young’s inequality for products, we deduce that for t ≥ 0, x ∈
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R
3, µ ∈ P2q(R

3),

LV (t, x, µ)

≤ 4q|x|2q−1

(

− inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · |x|+|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · ‖µ‖1
)

+2q(2q + 1)|x|2(q−1) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·
{

(1 + |β|)|x|2+(|β|+β2)‖µ‖21
}

≤ −2q

{

2 inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s)− (2q + 1)(1 + |β|) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2
}

|x|2q

+4q|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · ‖µ‖2q·|x|2q−1

+2q(2q + 1)(|β|+β2) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·‖µ‖22q·|x|2q−2

≤ −2q

{

2 inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s)− (2q + 1)(1 + |β|) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2
}

|x|2q

+2|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · ‖µ‖2q2q+2(2q − 1)|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) · |x|2q

+2(2q + 1)(|β|+β2) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·‖µ‖2q2q

+2(q − 1)(2q + 1)(|β|+β2) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2·|x|2q

= −2

{

2q inf
0≤s<θ

γ2(s)− (2q − 1)|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s)

−(2q + 1)(1 + |β|)[q + (q − 1)|β|] sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2
}

|x|2q

+2

{

|α| sup
0≤s<θ

γ2(s) + (2q + 1)(|β|+β2) sup
0≤s<θ

|γ3(s)|2
}

‖µ‖2q2q.

Hence, condition (H3b) holds with r = 2q by (3.4). Therefore, there exists a θ-periodic solution
to the DDSDE (1.1) by Theorem 1.3.

Remark 3.6 In Example 3.5, if |α|< 1, β ∈ R, and γ2 and γ3 are constants such that

γ2 >
3(1 + |β|)2
2(1− |α|) γ

2
3 ,

then we can show that there exists a stationary solution to the DDSDE (1.7) by Corollary 1.5.
In [36, Corollary 6.2], by assuming that γ2 = γ3 = 1 and 2(|α|+|β|) + β2 < 1, Wang used the
Banach fixed point theorem to obtain the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures for the
DDSDE (1.7).

Example 3.7
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In this example, we explain how to use condition (H3c) to establish the existence of periodic
solutions to DDSDEs.

(a) Suppose that the coefficients b and σ satisfy conditions (H0), (A1), (A2) and the following
condition:

(A5) There exists q > max{1, ϑ
2
} such that

〈b(t, x, µ), x〉+
(

q − 1 +
d

2

)

‖σ(t, x, µ)‖2≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd). (3.8)

Then, there exists a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1).

In fact, by Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.1, we need only show that condition (H3c) holds. Let
q > max{1, ϑ

2
} such that condition (A5) holds. Define

g(y) := y − e−y, y ≥ 0,

and
V (t, x) := g(|x|2q), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

d.

It is easy to see that the first part of condition (H3c) holds. For 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we have

∂xi
V (t, x) = 2q

(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−1)xi,

and for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we have

∂2
xixj

V (x) = −4q2e−|x|2q |x|4(q−1)xixj

+2q
(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−2)[2(q − 1)xixj + |x|2δij ]. (3.9)

Then,

〈b(t, x, µ), ∂xV (t, x)〉 = 2q
(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−1)〈b(t, x, µ), x〉. (3.10)

By (3.9) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Frobenius inner product, we get

trace
(

σσT (t, x, µ) · ∂2
xV (t, x)

)

≤ trace
(

σσT (t, x, µ)
)

·
∣

∣trace
(

∂2
xV (t, x)

)∣

∣

= ‖σ(t, x, µ)‖2·
∣

∣

∣
−4q2e−|x|2q |x|2(2q−1)+2q[2(q − 1) + d]

(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−1)
∣

∣

∣

≤ 2q[2(q − 1) + d]
(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−1)‖σ(t, x, µ)‖2. (3.11)

Thus, by (1.6), (3.8), (3.10) and (3.11), we deduce that

LV (t, x, µ) ≤ 2q
(

1 + e−|x|2q
)

|x|2(q−1)

{

〈b(t, x, µ), x〉+
(

q − 1 +
d

2

)

‖σ(t, x, µ)‖2
}

≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd).

Therefore, the second part of condition (H3c) holds.
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Remark 3.8 Some other Lyapunov conditions of type (A5) have been used to establish the ex-
istence of invariant measures for DDSDEs. We refer the reader to [3, condition (H3)] and [38,
condition (H1)].

(b) Suppose that the coefficients b and σ satisfy conditions (H0), (A1), (A2) and the following
condition:

(A6) 〈b(t, x, µ), x〉 ≤ 0 for any t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd) and there exists Cσ > 0 such that

σ(t, x, µ) = 0 for any t ≥ 0, |x|> Cσ, µ ∈ P(Rd).

Then, there exists a θ-periodic solution to the DDSDE (1.1).

In fact, by Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.1, we need only show that condition (H3c) holds. Let
q > max{1, ϑ

8
}. Define

g(y) :=

{

0, 0 ≤ y ≤ C2q
σ ,

(y − C2q
σ )4, y > C2q

σ ,

and
V (t, x) := g(|x|2q), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R

d.

It is easy to see that the first part of condition (H3c) holds. For 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we have

∂xi
V (t, x) =

{

0, |x|≤ Cσ,

8q(|x|2q−C2q
σ )3|x|2(q−1)xi, |x|> Cσ,

and for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we have

∂2
xixj

V (t, x) =











0, |x|≤ Cσ,

8q(|x|2q−C2q
σ )2|x|2(q−2)

×{(|x|2q−C2q
σ )[|x|2δij + 2(q − 1)xixj] + 6q|x|2qxixj} , |x|> Cσ.

Then, by (1.6) and condition (A6), we get

(LV )(t, x, µ) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P(Rd).

Therefore, the second part of condition (H3c) holds.

Remark 3.9 Note that if b(t, x, µ) = − x
|x|2

when |x| is large, condition (A3) or condition (A4)

is not satisfied. However, if condition (A6) is satisfied, there exists a θ-periodic solution to the
DDSDE (1.1).
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