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Abstract

We consider certain classes of diffusion and McKean-Vlasov processes and provide
non-asymptotic quantifications of the longtime behavior using coupling methods.
The thesis is divided into three main parts.

In the first part, we consider R? valued diffusions of type
dX, = b(Xy)dt + dB;.

Assuming a geometric drift assumption, we establish Kantorovich contractions with
explicit contraction rates for the transition kernels. The results are in the spirit of
Mattingly and Hairer’s extensions of Harris’ theorem, but do not rely on a small set
condition. Instead we use reflection coupling and adjust the underlying cost func-
tion of the Kantorovich distance in a very specific way to the diffusion model. The
resulting rate is given explicitly in terms of a one-sided Lipschitz bound on the drift
coefficient and the growth of a chosen Lyapunov function. Consequences include
exponential convergence in weighted total variation norms, gradient bounds, bounds
for ergodic averages, and Kantorovich contractions for nonlinear McKean-Vlasov pro-
cesses in the case of sufficiently weak but not necessarily bounded nonlinearities. We
also establish quantitative bounds for subgeometric ergodicity assuming a subgeo-
metric drift condition.

In the second part, we show that a related strategy can also be applied for a class
of infinite-dimensional and degenerate diffusion processes. Given a separable and real
Hilbert space H and a trace-class, symmetric and non-negative operator G : H — HI,
we examine the equation

dX, = =X, dt + b(X;) dt +V2dW,, Xy =z € H,

where (W) is a G-Wiener process on H and b : H — H is Lipschitz. We assume
that there is a splitting of H into a finite-dimensional space H' and its orthogonal
complement H" such that G is strictly positive definite on H' and the nonlinearity b
admits a contraction property on H”. Assuming a geometric drift condition, we derive
a Kantorovich contraction with an explicit contraction rate for the corresponding
Markov kernels. Our bounds on the rate are based on the eigenvalues of G on the
space H', a Lipschitz bound on b and a geometric drift condition.

In the third part, we present a novel approach of coupling two multidimensional and
nondegenerate It6 processes (X;) and (Y;) which follow dynamics with different drifts.
The coupling is sticky in the sense that there is a stochastic process (r;), which solves
a one-dimensional stochastic differential equation with a sticky boundary behavior at
zero, such that almost surely | X; — Y;| < r, for all £ > 0. The coupling is constructed
as a weak limit of Markovian couplings. We provide explicit, non-asymptotic and
longtime stable bounds for the probability of the event {X; = Y;}.
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O Introduction

We consider certain classes of diffusion and McKean-Vlasov processes and provide
non-asymptotic quantifications of the longtime behavior using coupling methods.
This thesis is divided into three main chapters.

In the first chapter, we consider R¢ valued diffusion processes of type

Assuming a geometric drift condition, we establish contractions of the transition ker-
nels in Kantorovich (L' Wasserstein) distances with explicit constants. We retrieve
constants that are explicit in parameters which can be computed with little effort
from one-sided Lipschitz conditions for the drift coefficient and the growth of a chosen
Lyapunov function. Consequences include exponential convergence in weighted to-
tal variation norms, gradient bounds, bounds for ergodic averages, and Kantorovich
contractions for nonlinear McKean-Vlasov diffusions in the case of sufficiently weak
but not necessarily bounded nonlinearities. We also establish quantitative bounds
for subgeometric ergodicity assuming a subgeometric drift condition.

In the second chapter, we consider a class of infinite-dimensional and possibly
degenerate diffusions of type

on a separable Hilbert space H, where W, is a G-Wiener process and G a trace-class,
symmetric and non-negative operator. We assume there is a splitting of H into a
finite-dimensional space H' and its orthogonal complement H" such that G is strictly
positive definite on H' and the nonlinearity b admits a contraction property on H".
Assuming a geometric drift condition, we derive a Kantorovich contraction with an
explicit contraction rate for the corresponding Markov transition functions. The
bounds on the rate are based on the eigenvalues of G on the space H', a Lipschitz
bound on b and a geometric drift condition. In comparison to the diffusions considered
in the first chapter, the major difficulty here is that the driving noise is possibly
degenerate. The results are obtained by a direct coupling approach.

In chapter three, we present a novel approach of coupling two multidimensional and
nondegenerate diffusions (X;) and (Y;) which follow dynamics with different drifts.
Our coupling is sticky in the sense that there is a stochastic process (1), which solves
a one-dimensional stochastic differential equation with a sticky boundary behavior at
zero, such that almost surely | X; — Y;| < for all £ > 0. The coupling is constructed
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as a weak limit of Markovian couplings. We provide explicit, non-asymptotic and
longtime stable bounds for the probability of the event {X; = Y;}. Sticky couplings
generalize the coupling approach for nonlinear diffusions from the first chapter.

Before we present the contributions of this thesis in detail, we recall some basics.
In Section 0.1 we introduce transportation distances. These distances are then used
to formulate contraction inequalities for Markov transition functions in Section 0.2.
We discuss a few of the many remarkable consequences such inequalities have and
make general remarks on how to establish them. In Section 0.3 we recall Harris
type theorems which are among the standard tools for studying ergodic properties of
Markov processes and can be used to derive contraction inequalities. The statements
in Sections 0.1 - 0.3 are formulated for general Markov chains taking values in a Polish
space. In Section 0.4 we get more concrete and discuss existing coupling approaches
for diffusions in R

All statements in this chapter are essentially known and references are provided in
each section. Let us fix a Polish space (S, d) with Borel o-algebra B(S).

0.1 Transportation distances

We introduce transportation distances for measures. The set of probability measures
on B(S) is denoted by P(S). Let p,v € P(S). A measure v € P(S x S) is called a

coupling of the measures (u, v) if
YA xS)=p(A) and ~(S x A)=v(A) for any A € B(S).

The set of all such couplings is denoted by C(u,v). Let ¢ : § x § — [0,00) be a
measurable function. The optimal transportation cost of two measures u,v € P(S
w.r.t. the cost function c is defined by

vEC(p,v)

W.(u,v) =  inf /c(m,y) v(dx dy) € [0, 00]. (0.2)

If ¢ is lower semicontinuous, then there is always a coupling v € C(u,r) which is
optimal in the sense that W.(u,v) = [ ¢(x,y) y(dz dy), cf. [149, Theorem 4.1]. We
give examples of typical cost functions.

Example 1 (Kantorovich distance). Let p: S xS — [0,00) be a metric on S which
is lower semicontinuous. Then W, is a metric on the set

Pu(S) = {u €P(S): /p(ay)u(dy) < 00 for some x € S} ,

cf. [149, Section 6]. The distance W, is called Kantorovich distance w.r.t. p. In the
sequel, we often work with lower semicontinuous functions p which are only semi-
metrics, i.e. which satisfy p(x,y) = p(y,x) for all x,y € S and p(x,y) = 0 if and
only if x = y. In this case, the definition of W, remains meaningful and W, is a
semimetric on P,(S).
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Example 2 (LP Wasserstein distances). Let p € [1,00). More generally, the LP
Wasserstein distance of two measures p,v € P(S) is defined by

veC(p,v

W) —  inf )( / d(x,y)p'y(dxdy)>l/p.

One can show that (WP, PP(S)) is a Polish space, where PP(S) is the set of measures
p € P(S) such that [ d(z,y)? u(dy) < oo for some, and hence all, x € S. Moreover,
if a sequence of measures (p,) in PP(S) converges towards a measure p € PP(S),
then p, — p weakly, cf. [149, Section 6].

Example 3 (Total variation distance). The total variation distance is a Kantorovich
distance w.r.t. p(x,y) = Iz, i.e.

[ = vlrv = sup [u(A) —v(A)] = Wp(p,v).
AeB(S)

Transportation distances have a long and comprehensive history. The statements
and definitions in this section are based on the book [149, Chapter 1 and Chapter
6]. There, one can also find a historic outline on the development of transportation
distances.

0.2 Kantorovich contractions

Fix an index set I = N or / = R,. In the following, (p;)ic; denotes a Markov
transition function on S, i.e. a family of probability kernels p;, : S x B(S) — [0, 1]
such that po(z,:) = 0,(-) and pspy = psyy for any s,t € I, where (psp)(x, A) :=
[ ps(x, dy) pi(y, A). We use the notation ppi(dz) = [ pi(y,dz) p(dy) for measures
p € P(S) and pif(x) = [ f(y)pe(x,dy) for functions f : S — R, whenever the
latter integral is meaningful. Given a Markov transition function (p;);es, one can
show that for any ;i € P(S) there is a unique probability measure P, on the product
space ST = {w : I — S} such that the canonical process (X;)ier, Xi(w) := w(t), is
a Markov process with transition function (p;) and P, o (Xo)™' = g, cf. e.g. [52]. In
this chapter, we always assume that the occurring transitions functions are Feller,
i.e. that for any f € C, and t € I we have that p,f € C}, where () is the set of
continuous and bounded functions f: S — R.

We are interested in contraction inequalities for Markov transition functions. We
say that (p;) satisfies a Kantorovich contraction w.r.t. a semimetric p : S X § —
[0, 00), if there is a constant ¢ € (0, 00) such that

W, (upe,vpr) < e “W,(u,v) holds for any p,v € P(S) and t € I. (0.3)

The constant ¢ is called contraction rate. Inequalities of this type already appear
in a work of Dobrushin in the 70s, cf. [40]. If p is a metric, then the largest c
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such that (0.3) holds is sometimes called Wasserstein curvature of the Markov chain
w.r.t. p [89, 124] which is motivated by a relation to the concept of Ricci curvature
on Riemannian manifolds, cf. [3, 150]. In order to draw from (0.3) conclusions on
the longtime behavior of the Markov process, we impose the following additional
assumption.

Assumption 1. The function p is lower semicontinuous. Moreover, there are a
measurable function V : S — R, and constants Cy,Cy, C3, X € (0,00) such that

d(l‘,y) S Cl p(x,y), (04)
plz,y) < G (1+V(z)+V(y), (0.5)
pV(z) < Cs + e MV (z),

forany x,y e S andt e I.

The function V is called Lyapunov function. We discuss the role of such functions
later on in more detail. For the moment one might just think of it as an integrability
constraint ensuring that sup,.; E,[V (X;)] < co. The main purpose of imposing these
conditions is the following statement:

Consequence 1. If (0.3) and Assumption 1 hold true for a semimetric p, then
there exists a unique measure m € P(S) such that wp, = w for any t € I. Moreover,

m € Py(S) C P,(S) and
WH(up, ) < CioWy(up, m) < Cr e Wy(p, ) (0.7)

for any p € P(S) and t € I.

Here, Py (S) is the set of measures € P(S) such that [ Vdu < co. The proof
is given in the appendix for the readers convenience, cf. page 139. Consequence 1
demonstrates that, in the setting of Assumption 1, one cannot expect inequality (0.3)
to hold for an arbitrary Markov transition function. We discuss sufficient conditions
in the next section. For the moment, we assume that inequality (0.3) holds for a given
Markov transition function together with a semimetric p satisfying Assumption 1, and
discuss a few consequences.

Given a function g : § — R, we define the Lipschitz constant of g w.r.t. p by

lg(z) — g(y)|

oy :x,yES,x;ﬁy} € [0, <] (0.8)

i =500 {

and write Lip(p) for the set of measurable functions g satisfying |g[;;,,) < oo. The
following result is taken from |70, Proposition 2.8]. Similar statements occur in
25, 152, 124, 31].
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Consequence 2 (L*(m) spectral gap). If 7 is reversible w.r.t. (p;), i.e. if

/]Axg(m,y)ﬂ(dx)p(x,dy) = /]BXA(x,y)W(dx)p(:p,dy) for any A, B € B(S),

and if Lip(p) N L>®(x) is dense in L*(x), then

pi- [ 1dr £ [ fan

A sufficient condition for the density assumption is that (S,|:|) is a separable
Banach space and d(z,y) = |z — y|, cf. [70, Theorem 2.15].

2
S e—?ct
12(r)

2
for any f € L*(7) and t > 0.
12(m)

Given a probability measure 7, a typical question in practice is how to estimate
integrals [ fdr. One strategy to approach such a problem is to construct a Markov
chain (X)) admitting 7 as the unique invariant measure and then to argue that the
ergodic averages converge, i.e. that

1 n
ﬁ;f(Xn)%/fdﬂ' for n — oo.

Following the work of Joulin and Ollivier [91, 90, 123], we present a non-asymptotic
quantification of this convergence based on Kantorovich contractions.

Consequence 3. Let g € |gly;,,)- Then, for anyn € N,

%z::g(Xn)] —/gdﬂ

1

E, < - 191 Lip(0) /P(xay)ﬂ(d?/),

%Zg(Xn)] < m |g|iip(p)//p(y,Z)Qpn(x,dy)pn(x,dfc‘)'

A proof can be found in [91]. Related statements for diffusions are given in [51].

The Kantorovich contraction (0.3) has many other interesting consequences and it
is impossible to give a full account here. Hopefully the few examples already show
that it is interesting to examine contraction inequalities of type (0.3). Notice that
for the above statements, p only needs to be a semimetric and the triangle inequality
is not needed.

Now we turn to the question how contractions of type (0.3) can be established.
Let us for the moment assume that I = N, i.e. that (X, )nen is a Markov chain
with one-step kernel p = p;. We call a probability kernel p on § x § a coupling
for p, if 8(z)p € C(0zpn, 0yp) for any z,y € S, i.e. if §(,,)p is a coupling of d,p and
dyp. In classical applications of coupling theory one often takes the ansatz of fixing
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a Kantorovich distance W, e.g. the total variation distance, and then one tries to
construct a suitable coupling which yields an upper bound on W,(6,p,, é,p,) and
allows to conclude that W,(d;pn, 6ypn) — 0 for n — oco. More generally, one can
also consider the underlying distance p as a variable parameter and look for suitable
combinations of couplings and distances. Assume that there exist a semimetric p, a
constant ¢ € (0,1) and a coupling p, such that

Lp(z,y) < —cp(z,y) holds for any =,y € S, (0.9)
where £ := p — I denotes the generator associated with p. Then,
Wy(up,vp) < (1 —c)W,(u,v) holds for any u,v € P(S).

We see that a contraction inequality can be obtained by aligning couplings and
distances such that (0.9) holds. A similar statement can be formulated for continuous-
time Markov processes, but there one needs to be more careful making sense of (0.9)
and one needs to impose some path regularity, cf. [26, Lemma A.6].

Up to the author’s knowledge, the ansatz of aligning couplings and distances in
such a way occurs first in the works [29, 28] by Mu-Fa Chen and Feng-Yu Wang in the
90s, see also [26]. There, the approach is used to retrieve bounds on spectral gaps for
elliptic operators. In the context of Kantorovich contractions, related approaches can
be found in the works of Mattingly, Hairer and Scheutzow [75, 69] and Eberle [50, 51].
Mattingly, Hairer and Scheutzow construct Harris type theorems in a general setup,
which allow to establish Kantorovich contractions for a large class of Markov processes
under verifiable assumptions. Eberle concentrates on a certain class of diffusions and
puts much effort in maximizing the contraction rate. Roughly speaking, the strategy
is to pick a reasonable Markovian coupling for the diffusions and then to construct
an underlying distance p such that (0.9) holds with ¢ being “as large as possible”,
where £ denotes the generator of the coupling. We now present these results in more
detail and start with general Harris type theorems.

0.3 Harris type theorems

In this section, (X, )nen denotes a Markov chain on S with one-step kernel p and
generator L =p — 1.

Harris type theorems are nowadays among the standard tools for studying ergodic
properties of Markov processes. The starting point for these theorems is the seminal
work [77] from T. E. Harris in the 50s. He investigated existence and uniqueness
of invariant measures for Markov chains on general state spaces. The main result is
that the Markov transition kernel p admits an, up to multiplication with constants,
unique invariant measure 7, if there is a set A C S such that P,[T4 < oo] = 1 for
any v € S, where Ty = inf{n > 1: X,, € A}, and if there is a measure m € P(S)
together with a € (0, 1) such that

inf p(z, B) > am(B) for any B € B(S). (0.10)

z€A



0.3 Harris type theorems

The latter condition is typically called small set or minorization condition and can
be interpreted as a local version of Doeblin’s condition, cf. [41, 42|. Harris formulated
the result actually under different conditions, but his conditions are equivalent to the
ones stated here, cf. [8, Corollary 2.1] and [125].

Nowadays, Harris’ type theorems typically use drift conditions to quantify the re-
currence behavior of the Markov process and combine them with small set conditions
to provide explicit bounds on the speed of convergence to equilibrium. In the case
of diffusions such a statement can be found in the work of Khasminskii [79, 96],
and in the general case it has been developed systematically by Meyn and Tweedie
[119, 120, 118]. For a historical overview, describing the development in more detail
and including references to authors which are not named here explicitly, we refer
the reader to the commentaries in [119, Chapter 9-13]. We now state a more recent
version of Harris’ theorem which is due to Mattingly and Hairer [75] and allows to
establish contraction inequalities. The first assumption is a geometric drift condition:

Assumption 2. There exists a measurable function V : & — R, and constants
C,\ € (0,00) such that

LV(z) < C — A\V(x) for any x € S. (0.11)

For given R € (0, 00), we define the level set
Ap = {ze8:V(z) <R}

If R>C/\ ie. R= (14 9)C/\ for some 6 > 0, one can show that (0.11) implies
that Em[exp(%TAR)] < oo for any x € S. Notice that (0.11) implies (0.6) with
C5=C/A.

Known result 1 (Harris’ theorem). If Assumption 2 holds true and if condition
(0.10) is satisfied for a set Agr with R > 2C/\ and corresponding ar € (0,1), then
there exist cg, g € (0,00) such that

Wo(1pn, vpn) < e “B"W,(,v)  for all p,v € P(S) and n € N,

where p(x,y) = [1 + egV(z) + gV (y)] - Lizy. The constants are given explicitly by
¢ = —log(max(l — ag/2,1 — X\, 1 —9g)), 7r = er(AR — 2C)/(1 4+ €gR) and eg =
agr/(4C).

The statement is due to Hairer and Mattingly [75]. The formulation and constants
have been adapted and differ from the version given in the latter source. The proof
given in [75] is quite simple: The minorization condition implies a local contraction
in total variation distance, i.e.

W, (020, 0yp) < (1 —ar) W, (0,p,0yp) for any =,y € Ag,
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where p;(z,y) = I,»,. Moreover, because of (0.11) and R > 2C/\, there is g €
(0,1) such that

W, (020, 0,p) < (1 — Br)W,,(0,p,0,p)  for any (z,y) & Ap X Ag,

where pa(x,y) = [V(x) + V(y)] - Lsy. One can then consider a family of distances
pe := p1+e€ps and, choosing e carefully, it is possible to establish a global contraction.

The result allows to establish global contractions based on local contractions in total
variation norm and a recurrence criteria in form of a geometric drift condition. On
locally compact state spaces the local contraction can often be established. We give
an example in the case of nondegenerate diffusion processes with values in R? further
below. However, for Markov chains on infinite-dimensional spaces, the condition
might either be hard to verify or even false. Extending the result to a more general
setting, Mattingly, Hairer and Scheutzow designed a weak Harris’ theorem, where
the local contraction in total variation norm is replaced by a local contraction in a
possibly weaker distance. The main statement from [69] can be formulated as follows:

Known result 2 (Weak Harris’ theorem). Suppose that Assumption 2 is satisfied
for a continuous function V : & — Ry and that there is a lower semicontinuous
semimetric d : S xS — [0, 1] which is locally contracting for p, i.e. there is o € (0, 1)
such that

Wa(0zp,6yp) < ad(z,y) for all z,y € S with d(x,y) < 1.

Moreover, assume that the levelset A = {x € S : V(x) <4C/\} is d-small, i.e. there
is B € (0,1) such that

Wa(dup,0yp) < for all x,y € A.
Then there ezists c,e € (0,00) such that

W, (1o, von) < e "W,(,v)  for any p,v € P(S) and n € N,

where p(z,y) = /d(z,y) (1 + €V (x) + eV (y)).

0.4 Diffusions

The statements in the latter sections have been formulated in an abstract setting.
Now we consider diffusion processes in R?. First, we motivate why it is particularly
interesting to derive Kantorovich contractions with explicit contraction rates for such
processes. Afterwards, we discuss existing coupling approaches. In this section, ||
and (-,-) denote the euclidean norm and inner product on R? respectively.
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0.4.1 Motivation: Langevin equations

Assume that we are interested in a probabilty measure 7 € P(R?) determined by
n(dr) o« exp(=U(z)) dz,

where U : R? — R is a smooth function satisfying [exp (—U(x)) dz < oo. Typical
questions in practice are how to generate samples from such a distribution or how
to approximate integrals [ fdr for which a direct computation might either not be
possible or feasible. Classical Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods tackle
these question by constructing a Markov process (Z;) with transition function (p;)
admitting 7 as an invariant probability measure and such that d,p; — = for t —
oo. For sufficiently large ¢, one can then use Z; as an approximate sample of .
Similarly, one can use ergodic averages % > or_, f(Zy) to approximate integrals [ fdr.

A comprehensive introduction into MCMC methods, including a historical overview,
can be found in [2].

Among the important dynamics used for these purposes are Langevin equations.
The Langevin equation describes in statistical physics the evolution of a particle in
R? subject to damping, environmental influences and random collisions, cf. [53, 102].
In terms of stochastic differential equations (SDEs) the position (X;) and velocity
(V;) of the particle satisfy the equations

dX, = V,dt,
dVi = —yVidt — m ' VU(X,)dt + \/2ym~1dB,. (0.12)

Here, U : RY — R is a given potential, m € (0,00) denotes the mass of the particle,
v € (0,00) determines the friction and (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion.
Closely related is the overdamped Langevin equation which is given by

dX, = —VU(X,)dt + V2dB,. (0.13)

The latter equation is formally obtained from (0.12) by setting v = m ™! and passing
to the limit m — 0, cf. e.g. [126]. One thing which makes the Langevin equations
(0.12) and (0.13) particularly interesting is that, under reasonable assumption on the
potential U, the unique invariant probability measures on R?? and R are given by
7 @ N(0,m™!) and 7 respectively. It is therefore not surprising that the dynamics
are the foundation for several MCMC techniques, see e.g. [136, 61, 36, 45, 15].

From this point of view it is particularly interesting to obtain explicit and sharp
bounds on the speed of convergence towards the invariant distribution. To this end,
there exist several approaches. One approach to study the speed of convergence
is based on functional inequalities, cf. e.g. [6] for results in this direction regarding
reversible diffusion processes and [148] for applications in non-reversible settings. We
focus in the following on direct coupling approaches.
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0.4.2 Couplings and Kantorovich contractions

We now consider diffusions in R? of type
dXt = b(Xt) dt + dBt, XO = Xy, (014)

where b : R? — R? is locally Lipschitz continuous and (B;) is a d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion. We assume non-explosiveness. Thus, for any given Brownian motion
(B;) and any initial value xy € R? there is a unique and strong solution (X;) of
(0.14), i.e. a stochastic process with continuous trajectories such that, for almost
every trajectory, Xg = zy and

t
X, - X, = /b(XS)derBt, t>0.
0

If (X;) and (X;) are solutions of (0.14) with the same initial value and w.r.t. the
same Brownian motion, then P[X; = X, vt > 0] = 1. More generally, if (X;)
and (X;) are solutions of (0.14) with the same initial value (but possibly defined on
different probability spaces), then the laws of the processes on C'([0, 00), R%) coincide.
The solution is a Markov process and we write (p;) and £ = A + (b, V) for the
corresponding Markov transition function and generator respectively, cf. e.g. [87,
Chapter IV]. Given solutions (X;) and (Y;) of (0.14), a coupling of the processes is
a random variable (X;,Y;) with values in C([0, o0), R?%) such that the marginal laws
(X;) and (Y;) on C([0, 00), R%) coincide with the laws of (X;) and (Y;) respectively.

We discuss conditions and approaches to establish Kantorovich contractions for
(p¢). One possibility is to interpret (X;) as a discrete-time Markov process (X,,)nen
and to apply general Harris type theorems for the one-step kernels p = p;. As we
have seen, two assumptions are needed for this: A drift condition and a minorization
condition. The drift condition can often be verified by elementary computations and
explicit bounds for the resulting constants can be obtained using the representation
of £ as a second order differential operator. For processes of type (0.14) with locally
Lipschitz drift b satisfying a non-explosion criteria, the minorization condition (0.10)
holds true for any compact set A C R% One can argue that there is a continuous
and strictly positive density (x,y) — f(z,y) such that pi(z,B) = [, f(x,y)dy for
any B € B, cf. [11, 10], and thus condition (0.10) is Satlsﬁed with m being the
uniform distribution on A and o = A(A) min, yea f(z,y) > 0, where A\(A) denotes
the Lebesgue measure of the set A, cf. e.g. [101, Discussion after Remark 1.29].
However, the diameter of the set Ag occurring in Harris’ theorem, see Known result
1 further above, typically depends on the dimension and trying to quantify «, one is
likely to end up with bounds which are exponentially small in the dimension, even
for seemingly well behaved drifts b. Moreover, the minorization condition is not
transparent in the sense that it is unclear how a perturbation of the drift b effects the
corresponding « in Harris’ theorem. In this sense, Harris’ theorem is often applied
in a qualitative, rather then a quantitative way. A noteworthy exception is the work
[135] by Roberts and Rosenthal, who provide a way of quantifying the « in the

10
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Xt

Y:

Figure 0.1: Synchronous coupling of one-dimensional diffusions

minorization condition for diffusions of type (0.14) using coupling arguments. There,
the resulting « is expressed in terms of “how much the drift b varies on the set Ag”.
More explicitly, in one-dimension, the authors call a set C' C R a “[a, ¢]-medium set”,
if a <b(z) <cforany x € C. If Ag is [a, ¢]-medium, the resulting « given in [135]
depends on the difference D = ¢—a and vanishes exponentially fast for D — co. In a
multidimensional setting one can formulate similar statements, cf. [135, Theorem 9.
In the first part of this thesis, we go one step further and develop a Harris’ theorem
for diffusions where we replace the minorization condition by a one-sided Lipschitz
bound which yields more precise estimates in general. To this end, we now discuss
direct coupling approaches for diffusions.

A comprehensive discussion of couplings for diffusions has started in the 80s, cf.
[106, 107, 39, 27]. We recall two important couplings and applications regarding
contractions. Given initial values (zg,yo) € R?*? and a d-dimensional Brownian mo-
tion (B;), we define a synchronous coupling of two solutions of (0.14) as a diffusion
process (X, Y;) with values in R?? solving

dXt = b(Xt) dt + dBt, XO = Xy,
dY;t - b<Y;> dt + dBt7 Yb = Yo,

i.e. both processes (X;) and (Y;) are driven by the same Brownian motion. Figure
0.1 shows a trajectory of a synchronous coupling for two one-dimensional diffusions.

Let us for the moment assume that there is ¢ > 0 such that

(b(x) = by),z—y) < —clz—y| holds for any x,y € R (0.15)

11
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Figure 0.2: Diffusions inside a strictly convex potential

The condition is satisfied if b = —VU for a strictly convex function U € C?. Let
(X¢,Y:) be a synchronous coupling. The definition of the coupling and (0.15) imply
that, for almost every trajectory, the difference process t — X; — Y} is continuously
differentiable and that

X, =Y < e |zg—yo| for any t > 0. (0.16)

This pathwise contraction implies in particular a LP Wasserstein contraction for any
p € [1,00), ie.

WP (64001, Oyopt) < e WP (8, dyo) for any t > 0. (0.17)

A similar statement can already be found in the work of Mu Fa Chen and Shao Fu
Li [27] from 1989. If b = —VU for a C? function U, then strict convexity is also a
necessary condition for (0.17) to hold, cf. the more recent result of von Renesse and
Sturm [150]. Let us stress two aspects: First of all, (0.16) also holds for solutions
(Xy,Y:) of the deterministic dynamics

dXt = b(Xt) dta dY;f = b(Y;f) dt? <X07 YvO) = (fﬂo,yo),

and therefore the driving Brownian motion plays no important role for the contraction
result. Secondly, synchronous couplings do not necessarily meet in finite time, cf.
[27]. Consider for example the case where b(x) = —ca with ¢ > 0. A solution with
intial value zg is given by X; = e “'xy + e fg e dB;. If (X,,Y}) is a synchronous
coupling, then, due to pathwise uniqueness, X; — Y; = e “*(zg — yo). We see that
(X, Y;) is an asymptotic coupling in the sense that X; —Y; — 0 for t — oo, but,
unless z¢ = 1o, we have X, # Y} for any ¢ > 0.

We have seen that synchronous couplings are particularly useful if the underlying
deterministic dynamics admits a contraction property. Nevertheless, if the underlying
deterministic system is not globally contractive or if one wants to obtain bounds on
the total variation distance ||d,,p: — 0y,pe||Tv, then purely synchronous couplings are
in general not a good choice.

12
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Figure 0.3: Reflection coupling of diffusions inside a double-well

Another important coupling for diffusions has been introduced by Lindvall and
Roger [107] in the 80s: Given initial values (z¢,%) € R?*? and a d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion (By), a reflection coupling of two solutions of (0.14) is a diffusion process
(X;,Y;) with values in R?? satisfying

dX; = b(X,)dt + dB,,
dY; =b(Y;)dt + (I —2e; (et,-)) dBy for t < T,
Y, =X, fort > T,
(X0, Y0) = (w0, %0),

where T' = inf{t > 0 : X; = Y;} is the coupling time and, for ¢ < T, e; is the unit vec-
tor given by e; = (X; — Y;)/|X: — Yy|. Generalizations of this coupling for diffusions
on manifolds have been constructed in [32, 95|. Figure 0.3 shows a trajectory of a
reflection coupling for two one-dimensional diffusions inside a double-well potential
and Figure 0.4 shows such a coupling for two-dimensional Brownian motions without
drift in the plane.

A reflection coupling has many remarkable properties: One crucial property is that
the process r; := | X; — Y;| satisfies almost surley the SDE

dry = 1 (X, =Y, b(Xy) —b(Y)))dt +2dW,, t<T, (0.18)

where (W;) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion, cf. e.g. [51]. In particular, the
driving noise (W;) has a direct impact on | X; — Y;|. Moreover, the question of whether
the two d-dimensional processes (X;) and (Y;) meet in finite time can be reduced to
a one-dimensional problem by considering (0.18) and, under relatively mild assump-
tions, they actually do so, cf. [107, Lemma 1| for a precise statement. In the case
b =0, i.e. if one just considers Brownian motions without drift, reflection coupling is

13
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Figure 0.4: Reflection coupling of two-dimensional Brownian motions

optimal for the total variation distance, i.e.
10400t = OzolellTv = Elagyo) L (Xe # Y2)] for any ¢ > 0, cf. [27].

We have seen that condition (0.15) implies a LP Wasserstein contraction for the
corresponding Markov transition functions and that synchronous couplings provide
an elegant way of proving this. At least in the case p = 1, one can also use a reflection
coupling to show that (0.17) holds by exploiting (0.18). However, in this case we do
not have a pathwise contraction of |X; — Y;|, but only a contraction on average, i.e.
we have that E[|X, — Y;|] < e |z — yo| for any ¢ > 0.

Unfortunately, condition (0.15) is too restrictive for many applications. In the
recent works |50, 51|, Eberle studies diffusion of type (0.14) assuming the condition
(0.15) only outside of a bounded set and derives Kantorovich contractions for the cor-
responding transition functions. The main result, cf. [51, Theorem 2.2 and Corollary
2.3|, can be stated as follows:

Known result 3. Set

Ii(T’) — inf {2<l‘ — y,b(l‘) B b(y)>

|z — y|?

2,y € R with |z — vy :r}.
Assume that k(r) : (0,00) — R is continuous, that fol re(r)Tdr < oo and that

limsup k(r) < 0. (0.19)

r—00
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Figure 0.5: Diffusions inside a double-well potential

Then, there is ¢ € (0,00) such that for anyt > 0 and any p,v € P(S),

Woppe,vpr) < e “Wy(u,v)  and
W (ups, vpr) < 29(Ro) e Wl(M,V)-

Here, p(z,y) = f(|lz —y|) where f is a strictly increasing, continuous and concave
function with f(0) = 0. The functions f, ¢ and the rate ¢ are given by

) = /OT¢<s>g<s>ds, o= / " B(s) 4(s) ds
1 '

o) = o (1 [sneras), et = [Cotas
w0 = g [ e S

and the constant Ry, Ry € (0,00) are given by

Ry = inf{R>0:k(r)<0 Vr>R},
Ry = inf{R>Ry:k(r)R(R— Ry) < -8 Vr>R}.

Notice that the definition of x above differs from the definition given in [51] by a
factor —1.

The result yields explicit bounds on the contraction rate ¢ and these bounds turn
out to be remarkable sharp in several situations, cf. [51, Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.10]
for precise statements. Notice that the condition (0.19) is satisfied if b = —VU for a
C? function U which is strictly convex outside of a bounded set. In particular, double-
well potentials (see Figure 0.5) are covered. For such potentials, the underlying
deterministic system is locally noncontractive and thus a Kantorovich contraction can
only be established by exploiting the noise. A reflection coupling is quite useful for
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this purpose, since by (0.18), the driving noise has a direct impact on r; = | X; — Y{|.
The idea leading to the above result is to use reflection coupling and then to carefully
construct a concave function f, such that f(|X; — Y;|) is contracting on average, i.e.
such that

Baoulf(1Xi =Y < e flag—pol) forallt>0. (020

To this end, one may assume that f is an increasing and concave function with
f(0) = 0 so that (z,y) — f(|z —y|) is itself a distance. Assuming that f € C?, one
can apply Ito’s formula to f(r,;) and conclude that, almost surely,

df(re) = f'(r)ry (X, =Y, b(Xy) — b(Y,)) dt + 2 f"(r)dt + 2f'(r,) AW,
< (f'(re) 6(re) e+ 2f"(re) ) dt + 2" (re) AWy fort<T

Thus, if f satisfies the inequality
firye(r)r+2f"(r) < —cf(r),  forre(0,00),

one can conclude (0.20). This ordinary differential (in)equality is solved explicitly
in [51] with a focus on maximizing the rate c. The resulting contraction is based
on two arguments. For small distances, x(r) might be positive and thus one has to
choose f sufficiently concave, so that the noise provides a contraction on average. For
large distances, (0.19) implies that x(r) is strictly negative and hence the underlying
deterministic system provides a contraction. This is reflected in choosing f to be
linear for large distances.

Notice that the combination of concave distance functions and reflection coupling
has been exploited by other authors before to obtain bounds on total variation dis-
tances, cf. e.g. [107, 33].

Finally, we remark that it is possible to construct “hybrid couplings” (X;,Y;) who
behave in some regions of the state space as reflection couplings and in other regions
like synchronous couplings. A rigoros way to define such couplings is given in [51,
Section 6]: Fix § > 0 and let (B}) and (B?) be independent d-dimensional Brow-
nian motions. Moreover, fix Lipschitz functions rc,sc : R? x R? — [0, 1] satisfying
rc2 +sc? = 1 and sc(z,y) = 1 for |z — y| < J. Let u € R? be an arbitrary unit vector.
Then, the diffusion process (X;, Y;) with values in R?? solving the SDE

dXt = b(Xt) dt + rc (Ut
dY; = b(Y:) dt + re (U,

) dB} + sc (U;) dB?,

) (Ide —2 Ct <€t, >) dBtl + sc (Ut) dBtZ,

is a coupling of (0.21), where Uy := (X, V), e := (X3 —Yy)/ | Xt — Yy for | X; — Vi > 0
and e, = u for |X; —Y;| = 0. Notice that the concrete choice of u is not relevant
for the dynamics, since rc(z,z) = 0. In [51] such couplings are used to establish
Kantorovich contractions for interacting particle systems. We demonstrate in this
thesis that such mixtures of synchronous and reflection couplings can be applied in
various situations to obtain explicit bounds on Kantorovich distances.
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0.5 Outline: Quantitative Harris type theorems for
diffusions
In the first main chapter, we discuss quantitative Harris type theorems for non-

degenerate diffusions and McKean-Vlasov processes on RY. The results have been
distributed prior as a research paper on the online-portal ArXiv:

A. Eberle, A. Guillin, and R. Zimmer. Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions
and McKean-Vlasov processes. ArXiv e-print 1606.06012, June 2016

The article is a joint work with Andreas Eberle (University of Bonn) and Arnaud
Guillin (Université Blaise Pascal). Chapter 1 contains the article mostly as it has been
distributed on ArXiv subject to minor modifications in formulations and formatting.
One exception is, that the version presented here has an additional Section 1.6 which
is not part of the original article and gives slight extensions of the main results. In
this section, we give an outline of the main results with a focus on presenting ideas.
Mathematical precise statements and comparisons with the literature are given in
Chapter 1.

0.5.1 Diffusions

Let (B;) be a d-dimensional Brownian motion. We consider diffusions of type

with values in R? and assume that the drift b : R — R? is locally Lipschitz. We
assume that non-explosiveness holds and denote the corresponding Markov transition
function and generator by (p;) and £ = (b, V) + 3 A respectively. The euclidean norm
and inner product on R? are called |-| and (-, -) respectively.

In Section 0.3, we have introduced classical Harris type theorems and, in Section
0.4.2, we have explained how one can use them to establish Kantorovich contractions
for diffusions. However, as pointed out, those theorems are typically applied in
a non-quantitative way since a quantification of the minorization condition is not
trivial. Our aim here is to establish a more quantitative version of Harris’ theorem
for diffusion of type (0.21) which is based on two main assumptions: a geometric drift
condition and a one-sided Lipschitz bound on b. We do not impose a minorization
condition.

In Section 0.4.2, we have seen a recent result by Eberle who establishes Kantorovich
contractions for diffusions of type (0.21) with explicit and in several cases sharp
contraction rates, cf. [50, 51]. The approach is based on using reflection coupling for
the diffusions and adapting the underlying cost function for the Kantorovich distance
carefully to the chosen coupling and the diffusion. One of the main assumptions
imposed in [50, 51] is the “contractivity at infinity condition” (0.19), which is satisfied
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if the drift has the form b = —VU for a C? function U which is strictly convex outside
a compact set. One might ask if it is possible to replace this assumption by a more
general recurrence condition. Besides the wish to establish a quantitative Harris
theorem for diffusions, there are several reasons why this question is interesting. First
of all, perturbations or approximations of a drift satisfying (0.19) do not necessarily
inherit this property. One can therefore ask how stable the techniques from |50, 51]
are. Secondly, in more complicated diffusion models the condition (0.19) is typically
not satisfied, while a geometric drift condition often holds. We will see an example in
the second part of this thesis, where related techniques are used to derive Kantorovich
contractions for a class of infinite-dimensional and degenerate diffusions.

We now give an outline of the main results. Our main assumptions are:

Assumption 3 (Geometric drift condition). There is a C? function V : R? — R,
as well as constants C, A € (0,00) such that V(z) — oo as |x| — oo, and

LV (z) < C—AV(z) for any x € R (0.22)

Assumption 4 (Generalized one-sided Lipschitz condition). There is a continuous
function k : (0,00) — [0,00) such that fol’l“/{(’l") dr < oo, and

(=, b(x) =by) < w(lz—y))-lx—y[*  foranyz,y R’

Notice that for constant k, this is just a one-sided Lipschitz bound. Given these
conditions, we aim to establish a Kantorovich contraction for (p;) with a contrac-
tion rate which can be computed given C, A\, V and k. At the end of Section 0.2,
we have seen that contraction inequalities can be established by finding reasonable
combinations of couplings and distances.

Let us first think about the coupling strategy. We aim at using a “hybrid cou-
pling” (X, Y}), i.e. a coupling which behaves in some regions of the state space as
a synchronous coupling and in some regions as a reflection coupling, cf. page 16.
We describe how we want this coupling to behave in different regions of the state
space. Roughly speaking, the geometric drift condition allows us to find a compact
set S which is recurrent for the marginal processes (X;) and (Y;) of any such hybrid
coupling. While X; € § and Y; € S, we use a reflection coupling of the processes
with the aim of driving X; and Y; together. If either X; ¢ S or Y, ¢ S, we use
a synchronous or reflection coupling depending on the application and the chosen
distance. However, in many cases, the concrete coupling in this situation is not par-
ticularly relevant, since the recurrence property is a result of the drift and not the
noise. The coupling approach is visualized in Figure 0.6.

Let us now think about distances. We first consider a distance of type

prle,y) = [flz—yl) + V(@) +eV(y)]- Logy, (0.23)

where f is a concave function, V' the Lyapunov function and e € (0,00) a constant.
The distance is partially motivated by Mattingly and Hairer’s extension of Harris’
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Figure 0.6: Coupling approach for a quantitative Harris’ theorem

theorem [75]. The usage of the concave function is inspired by [50, 51|. Imposing a
growth condition on the chosen Lyapunov function, our first result states that it is
possible to choose f and € in an explicit way such that

WPI (:upta th) < e Wpl (ﬂa l/) (0'24>

holds for all p,v € P(RY) and ¢ > 0, cf. Theorem 1 in Chapter 1. Moreover, we
provide an explicit expression for the contraction rate ¢ which can be quantified with
little effort given A\, C' and V from Assumption 3 and x from Assumption 4. Conse-
quences include exponential convergence towards the unique stationary distribution
in weighted total variation distances (Corollary 1), exponential convergence in L?
Wasserstein distances (Remark 3) and quantifications of ergodic averages (Corollary
2). In the case of convex potentials, i.e. where we can choose £ = 0 in Assumption
4, we obtain contraction rates with a polynomial dimension dependance, cf. Section
1.3.3 for precise statements. We also consider replacing the geometric drift condition
by a subgeometric one. Using the distance p;, we obtain in this case explicit bounds
on the decay of ||d,pr — 0,pe||Tv for t — oo (Theorem 5).

The “additive distance” p; is very simple and contractions w.r.t. W, have many
interesting consequences. However, the distance has the disadvantage that in general
pi(z,y) # 0 as © — y. Therefore, a contraction w.r.t. W,, can only be expected to
hold if there is a coupling (X, Y;) such that P(X; =Y;) — 1 ast — oo. In the case of
nondegenerate diffusions as in (0.21), it is not difficult to construct such a coupling.
However, for degenerate, infinite-dimensional or nonlinear diffusions such couplings
might either be difficult or even impossible to construct. Partially motivated by
the weak Harris” theorem [69] by Mattingly, Hairer and Scheutzow, we also consider
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contractions w.r.t. a semimetric of type

pa(z,y) = [z —y)) (L +eV(z)+eV(y)). (0.25)

This distance allows to derive quantitative bounds for asymptotic couplings in the
sense of [72, 115, 69|, i.e., for couplings (X, Y;) where X; and Y; get arbitrarily
close to each other but do not necessarily meet in finite time. It is therefore also
suited for applications in more complicated diffusion models and it is used within
this thesis to derive contractions for McKean-Vlasov processes, as well as a class of
infinite-dimensional and degenerate diffusions. The corresponding contraction result
for diffusions of type (0.21) w.r.t. this semimetric is given in Theorem 3. Corollary
4 demonstrates that this contraction can be used to derive gradient bounds for the
transition semigroup.

0.5.2 McKean-Vlasov processes

We also consider contractions for nonlinear diffusions satisfying an SDE of type

[Lf = LaW(Xt)

Here 7 € R is a given (small) constant, b : R? — R? and 9 : R? x R? — R? are
Lipschitz functions, and (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Under the imposed
assumptions, Equation (0.26) has a unique solution (X};) which is a nonlinear Markov
process in the sense of McKean, i.e., the future development after time ¢ depends
both on the current state X; and on the law of X3, cf. [144, 117|. Such SDEs arise
naturally as marginal limits of mean field interacting particle systems

dx; = b(X})ydt + = S 0(X,, X])dt + dB}, i=1,...n, (0.27)
n

J=1

as n — oo. Here, the (B}) are independent Brownian motions. For such interact-
ing systems, assuming that |7| is sufficiently small, that b satisfies condition (0.19)
and that ¢ is Lipschitz, Eberle derived in [51] Kantorovich contractions w.r.t. an
underlying distance of type p(z,y) = >, f(|z* — y'|), where f is a suitable concave
function. The coupling approach leading to this contraction can be described as fol-
lows: One considers componentwise couplings (X7,Y;"). Given a parameter § > 0,
one uses a reflection coupling if | X} — Y}’| > ¢ and a synchronous coupling otherwise.
The contraction result is obtained when considering the limit of the resulting bounds
as 0 | 0.

We wanted to understand this coupling approach for the interacting particle system
in more detail and see whether a similar strategy can be applied directly to the
nonlinear SDE to establish contractions for the corresponding laws. It turns out that
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Yy Xi
L[] ]
reflection coupling for large distances

Y, X
o> @
synchronous coupling for small distances

Figure 0.7: Coupling approach for nonlinear diffusions

this is indeed true (Theorem 3). Moreover, using the multiplicative semimetric pa,
we are able to relax assumption (0.19) on the drift b to a geometric drift condition
and establish a (local) contraction result for (0.26) (Theorem 4). We are of course
not the first to study convergence to equilibrium for such equations. References to
existing results and comparisons are given in Section 1.2.3 and Section 1.3.5. Notice
that our contraction results are obtained under the assumption that |7| is sufficiently
small. This assumption is natural, since for large 7, Equation (0.26) can have several
distinct stationary solutions. Nevertheless, we do not claim that our bound on 7 is
sharp. The coupling approach for nonlinear diffusions considered here is extended
and generalized in Chapter 3, where we construct sticky couplings for diffusions with
different drifts.

0.6 Outline: Explicit contraction rates for a class
of degenerate diffusions
In the second chapter, we establish Kantorovich contractions for a class of degenerate

and infinite-dimensional diffusion processes. The results have been distributed prior
as a research paper on the online-portal ArXiv:

R. Zimmer. Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate and infinite-dimensional
diffusions. ArXiv e-print 1605.07863, May 2016

Chapter 2 contains the article mostly as it has been distributed on ArXiv subject
to small changes. In this section, we give an outline of the main results with a
focus on presenting ideas. Mathematical precise statements and comparisons with
the literature are given in Chapter 2.

In the first chapter of this thesis, we derive Kantorovich contractions for diffusions
of type (0.21) on a finite-dimensional state space. In the second chapter, we consider
diffusions on a separable and real Hilbert space (H, |-|). Let G : H — H be a trace-
class, symmetric and nonnegative operator. Such a bounded and linear operator can
be “diagonalized”, i.e. there is an orthonormal basis (ex)ken . of H and nonnegative
real numbers (\;), such that Gey = A\zey, see e.g. [132]. Moreover, the trace-class
property implies that ) ;- A, < co. Denote by (W;) a G-Wiener process on H, i.e.
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let Wy = >"22 | VA BF ey, for independent Brownian motions (Bf). We are interested
in the equation

dX, = =X, dt + b(X;) dt + V2dW,,  Xo==z € H, (0.28)

where b : H — H is Lipschitz. In this setting, one can show (very similar as for
finite-dimensional diffusions) that (0.28) admits a unique and strong solution (X}),
cf. e.g. [103].

The motivation for studying equation (0.28) is, that it has a natural appearance
in the domain of sampling problems and acts as a diffusion limit for Markov chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods, see |71, 114, 38, 143, 70| and the references therein.
In particular, if U : HH — R, is a smooth function, if G is positive definite and if we
choose the nonlinearity b(x) = —GVyxU(z) in (0.28), then the results from |71] imply
that the unique invariant probability measure 7 for the equation is determined by
m(dz) o< exp(=U(x)) N (0,G)(dz), where N(0,G) denotes a centered normal distri-
bution on H with covariance operator G. Such measures appear for example in the
area of diffusion bridges, cf. [71].

From this point of view it is particularly interesting to obtain explicit bounds on
the speed of convergence to equilibrium for solutions of (0.28) in the above setting. It
is most likely possible to use the weak Harris’ theorem [69] to obtain a Kantorovich
contraction for the corresponding Markov transition functions, see in this context
also [70]. However, it is not clear how to apply such a general framework to obtain
explicit bounds. Instead, we use a more direct coupling approach and construct
a simple and very explicit asymptotic coupling using a mixture of reflection and
synchronous couplings. In order to establish a Kantorovich contraction, we adapt
the underlying (semi)distance carefully to the chosen coupling and model following
the strategy from [50, 51| and the first chapter of this thesis.

We discuss this approach in more detail. Inspired by the sampling setup, we
work in the following setting: We consider a splitting of the Hilbert space H into
a space H' = (ey,...,e,), spanned by the first n basis vectors, and its orthogonal
complement H", i.e. H = H! @ H". Here, n € N, is some fixed number. We call H
low-dimensional and H" high-dimensional space. Given x € H, we denote by 2! and
2" the orthogonal projections onto H' and H" respectively.

Assumption 5. There are constants 0 < H;, <1 and L;, L, H; > 0 such that
0" (z) = b"(y)| < Hi|o'—y|+ Hylz" —y"| and (0.29
b'(x) = V'(y)| < Li|oa' —y'|+ Lp|a" —y"|  for any z,y € H.  (0.30)

Assumption 6. G is strictly positive definite on H', i.e. for any k € N with 1 < k <
n, we have A\ > 0.

In the sampling setup described above, assuming that the map = — VU(x) is
Lipschitz on H, it is always possible to find a splitting H = H' @ H" such that
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0.6 Outline: Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Assumptions 5 and 6 are satisfied. In addition to the above conditions, we assume
a geometric drift condition. Based on these assumptions, we derive quantitative
Kantorovich contractions for the associated Markov transition functions (Theorem
9). The resulting contraction rates are given explicitly in terms of the eigenvalues of
G on the space H', the constants from Assumption 5 and a geometric drift condition.
In comparison to the first chapter, the main difficulty here is that the driving noise
is possibly degenerate on the space H".

Let us briefly explain the coupling strategy leading to the contraction result: As-
sume for a moment that (X;, Y;) is a synchronous coupling of solutions to (0.28), i.e.
let the processes (X;) and (Y;) be driven by the same noise. We argue pathwise.
Assume that X; — Y, satisfies for some ¢ > 0 the inequality

X =Y < (- )XY /2 0.31)
then Assumption 5 implies that
[P"(X) = V" (YD) < H X[ =Y + Ha|XP =Y < (L4 Ha) [Xp Y] )/2,

where (1 + Hp)/2 < 1 by assumption. In particular, as long as X; — Y; satisfies
(0.31), }Xth — Y;h‘ decreases exponentially fast. At some point, as time increases,
X; — Y, might not satisfy (0.31) any more. Then, we use a reflection coupling of
X! and Y} in the space H' (on which the noise is nondegenerate by Assumption
6) with the aim of decreasing |th — Y;l| relative to ‘X{‘ — Y;h‘ Iterating these two
arguments, it is possible to construct an asymptotic coupling (X, ;) such that, for
almost every trajectory, X; —Y; — 0 for ¢ — co. The coupling approach is visualized
in Figure 2.1 on page 90. On an abstract level, the strategy can be summarized as
follows: We identify regions of the state space, where the underlying deterministic
system of (0.28) admits a contraction property and then, we use the noise to position
the coupling inside of those regions. Up to the author’s knowledge, asymptotic
couplings have been used first by Mattingly and Hairer [72, 115, 65, 67, 68] in settings
related to the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation to prove exponential mixing
for degenerate systems. The strategy of splitting the underlying Hilbert space into
a finite-dimensional space H" of “unstable modes”, where the dynamics is forced
directly with noise, and an infinite-dimensional complement H?® of “stable modes”,
where the driving noise can be degenerate, also occurs in the literature regarding
the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation, cf. [157, 115, 113, 100, 99, 158, 17, 16]
and also [72]. In comparison to those results, we use a more direct and very explicit
coupling approach leading to explicit bounds on the speed of convergence. A more
comprehensive discussion of the existing literature is given in Chapter 2.

The above coupling is combined with an underlying semimetric of type
plz,y) = [ (| —¢| +ala" —y"|) A+ V(z) +V(y)),

to establish a Kantorovich contraction. As before, f is a concave function, € € (0, 00)
and V is a chosen Lyapunov function. The constant a € [1,00) is used to put
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0 Introduction

additional weight on the components in the space H". This enables us to exploit the
contraction property provided by Assumption 5.

In Section 2.3.2, we argue that a similar strategy can also be applied for finite-
dimensional diffusion approximations of (0.28) yielding contractions with a dimension-
independent and explicit rate.

0.7 Outline: Sticky couplings of diffusions

In the third chapter, we introduce a novel approach of coupling multidimensional
diffusions with different drifts. The results have been distributed prior as a research
article on the online-portal ArXiv:

A. Eberle and R. Zimmer. Sticky couplings of multidimensional diffusions with different
drifts. ArXiv e-print 1612.06125, December 2016

The article is a joint work with Andreas Eberle (University of Bonn). Chapter
3 contains the article mostly as it has been distributed on ArXiv subject to minor
modifications in formulations and formatting. In this section, we give a brief outlook
of the main results with a focus on motivation and presenting ideas in form of a
collage. Mathematical precise statements and more comprehensive comparisons with
the literature are given in Chapter 3.

Let (B,) and (B;) be d-dimensional Brownian motions. We consider two diffusion
processes with values in R? which follow dynamics with different drifts, i.e.

dXt = b(t,Xt) dt + dBt, X() =, (032)
dY, = b(t,Y;) dt +dB,, Y, =y. (0.33)

We assume that the drift coefficients b, b : R, x RY — R? are locally Lipschitz. More-
over, we impose assumptions which imply that a geometric Lyapunov drift condition
holds for (0.32) and that there is a constant M > 0 such that uniformly |b—b| < M.

Diffusions with different drifts occur in many application areas. For example, one
can consider a Langevin diffusion (X;) and a perturbation or approximation (V)
of the latter. Other natural examples are McKean-Vlasov processes, as introduced
in Section 0.5.2 further above. A natural question arising is how to obtain explicit
bounds for the distance of X; and Y; in Kantorovich distances, e.g. in total variation
norm. There are a few articles which try to answer this question in a general setting:
Using Girsanov’s theorem and coupling on the path space, the works [92, 104, 105]
establish bounds on the total variation norm of such diffusions. In [12] bounds for
the distance between transition probabilities of diffusions with different drifts are
derived using analytic arguments, see also the related work [112]. The drawback of
these approaches is that the derived bounds are typically only useful for small time
horizons and are not longtime stable. The article [9] provides bounds for the distance
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0.7 Outline: Sticky couplings of diffusions

between stationary measures of diffusions with different drifts. Coupling methods are
used in [46] to provide longtime stable bounds on the distance between a Langevin
diffusion and its Euler approximation. Howitt constructs in [84| a sticky coupling
of two one-dimensional Brownian motions with different drifts using time-change
arguments which are restricted to the one-dimensional setting.

In Chapter 3, we discuss a novel approach of constructing couplings (X, Y;) of
solutions to (0.32) and (0.33) in a multidimensional setting. Let us point out the
difficulty of this problem: Consider the case where b differs from b by a non-zero
constant m, i.e., b(t,x) = b(t,z) + m for some m € R% and let (X;) and (Y;) be
solutions of (0.32) and (0.33) respectively. In this case, whenever X; and Y; meet, the
drift forces the processes to immediately move apart from each other. It is clear that,
regardless of how the processes are coupled, one cannot hope for the existence of an
almost surely finite stopping time 7" such that P[X; = Y; V¢ > T] = 1. Nevertheless,
we construct a coupling such that for any given ¢ > 0, we have P[X; = Y| > 0
and the coupling is sticky in the sense that there is a continuous semimartingale ()
which solves a one-dimensional stochastic differential equation with a sticky boundary
behavior at zero such that almost surely | X; — Y;| < r; for all ¢ > 0. This allows us
to establish explicit, non-asymptotic and longtime stable bounds for the probability
of the event {X; = Y;}, cf. Theorem 10. A visualization of a sticky coupling for
one-dimensional diffusions is presented in Figure 3.1 on page 109.

Let us describe the setting in more detail. We assume that the drift coefficients
b,b: Ry x R* — R? are locally Lipschitz and impose the following conditions:

Assumption 7. There is a constant M € [0,00) such that
b(t,x) —b(t,x)| < M for any x € RY and t > 0.
Assumption 8. There is a Lipschitz function k : [0,00) — R such that
(. —y,b(t,z) —b(t,y)) < k(lz—y|) - |z —y|* for any z,y € R and t > 0.
Outside of a bounded interval, the function k is constant and strictly negative.

Our sticky coupling generalizes the coupling approach for interacting particle sys-
tems in [51] and for McKean-Vlasov processes in Chapter 1 respectively. This ap-
proach is outlined in Section 0.5.2 further above. The idea is to construct a family of
couplings (X?,Y;), § > 0, where reflection coupling is applied for |Xf — Yf} > ¢ and
a synchronous coupling for X? = Y;?. One can define such a “hybrid coupling” similar
to the one described at the end of Section 0.4.2 on page 16. Moreover, we construct
for any 0 > 0 a one-dimensional diffusion (r{) on Ry such that | X7 —Y?| < rf
holds almost surely for all ¢t > 0. We argue, that the sequence (X?, Y, r?) converges
weakly (along a subsequence) towards a limiting process (X3, Yy, ;) as 6 | 0 and that
| X; — Y;| <7, holds almost surely for all ¢ > 0. It turns out that the process (r;) is
a solution of the equation

d’]“t = (M -+ /i(?”t) Tt) dt + 2](Tt > O) th7 To = |$—y|, (034)
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on R, where (W;) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion, and M and k are given
by Assumption 7 and Assumption 8 respectively (Theorem 13). If M = 0, then zero
is an absorbing boundary for the diffusion process (r;). In the case M > 0, it is a
sticky reflecting boundary. Let us explain this in more detail: Suppose that (r;) is
a solution of (0.34) with M > 0. An application of the Ito6-Tanaka formula to f(r;)
with the function f(z) = max(0,z) and a comparison with (0.34) shows that almost
surely,

t
1
/Ml(rs:O) ds = 56?(7”), 0 <t < o0, (0.35)
0

where ¢9(r) = limjge? f(f I(0 < ry <€) d][r], is the right local time of (1;). Equation
(0.35) shows that there is reflection at zero. Moreover, for almost all trajectories,
the Lebesgue measure of the set {0 < s < ¢ : ry = 0} increases whenever £)(r)
increases. In this sense (r;) is sticky at zero, cf. [54] for a similar argument. The
discovery of a sticky boundary behavior for one-dimensional diffusions seems to go
back to Feller [56, 57]. An overview over the literature regarding sticky processes
is given in Section 3.3. In order to obtain bounds on the probability of the event
{X; = Y,} for the limiting coupling, we argue that equation (0.34) admits an invariant
measure 7 which puts positive mass on the point zero, i.e. 7({0}) > 0 (Lemma 23).
We prove that there exists a synchronous coupling for equation (0.34) (Theorem 13)
and use this coupling to provide explicit and non-asymptotic bounds on the speed
of convergence to equilibrium for the process (r;) (Theorem 14). The above outline
gives only a very rough sketch of the arguments. The precise arguments are given in
Chapter 3, where we also provide references to the works of other authors. Finally,
we remark that it is possible to use sticky couplings to extend the result for McKean-
Vlasov processes from Chapter 1 (Theorem 3) and prove an exponential decay of the
corresponding laws in total variation norm (Theorem 12).
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1 Quantitative Harris type
theorems for diffusions and
McKean-Vlasov processes

We consider R? valued diffusion processes of type
dX, = b(X;)dt + dB;.

Assuming a geometric drift condition, we establish contractions of the transition ker-
nels in Kantorovich (L' Wasserstein) distances with explicit constants. Our results
are in the spirit of Hairer and Mattingly’s extension of Harris” Theorem. In par-
ticular, they do not rely on a small set condition. Instead we combine Lyapunov
functions with reflection coupling and concave distance functions. We retrieve con-
stants that are explicit in parameters which can be computed with little effort from
one-sided Lipschitz conditions for the drift coefficient and the growth of a chosen
Lyapunov function. Consequences include exponential convergence in weighted to-
tal variation norms, gradient bounds, bounds for ergodic averages, and Kantorovich
contractions for nonlinear McKean-Vlasov diffusions in the case of sufficiently weak
but not necessarily bounded nonlinearities. We also establish quantitative bounds
for subgeometric ergodicity assuming a subgeometric drift condition.

A. Eberle, A. Guillin, and R. Zimmer. Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions
and McKean-Vlasov processes. ArXiv e-print 1606.06012, June 2016

Financial support from DAAD and French government through the PROCOPE program, and from the German
Science foundation through the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics is gratefully acknowledged.

1.1 Introduction
We consider R? valued diffusion processes of type

where b : RY — R? is locally Lipschitz, and (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian mo-
tion. We assume non-explosiveness, and we denote the transition function of the
corresponding Markov process by (p;).

The classical Harris” Theorem |77, 118] gives simple conditions for geometric er-
godicity of Markov processes. In the case of diffusion processes on RY it goes back
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

to Khasminskii [79, 96|, in the general case it has been developed systematically by
Meyn and Tweedie [119, 120, 118|. For solutions of (1.1), it is often not difficult to
verify the assumptions in Harris” Theorem, a minorization condition for the tran-
sition probabilities on a bounded set, and a global Lyapunov type drift condition.
However, it is not at all easy to quantify the constants in Harris’ Theorem, and, even
worse, the resulting bounds are far from sharp, and they usually have a very bad
dimensional dependence. Therefore, although Harris’ Theorem has become a stan-
dard tool in many application areas, it is mostly used in a purely qualitative way, a
noteworthy exception being Roberts and Rosenthal [135].

Besides the Harris” approach, there is a standard approach for studying mixing
properties of Markov processes based on spectral gaps, logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ities, and more general functional inequalities, see for example the monograph [6].
This approach has the advantage of providing sharp bounds in simple model cases
but it sometimes yields slightly weaker, and less probabilistically intuitive results.
Recent attempts [5, 4] to connect these functional inequalities to Lyapunov condi-
tions have been proven successful but they are restricted to the reversible setting (or
the explicit knowledge of the invariant measure). The concept of the intrinsic cur-
vature of a diffusion process in the sense of Bakry-Emery leads to sharp bounds and
many powerful results in the case where there is a strictly positive lower curvature
bound k [150]. In our context, this means that 0b(z) < —k I, for all = in the sense
of quadratic forms.

Several of the bounds in the positive curvature case can be derived in an elegant
probabilistic way by considering synchronous couplings and contraction properties in
L? Wasserstein distances. In general, Wasserstein distances have been proven crucial
in the study of linear and nonlinear diffusions both via coupling techniques [27, 109,
22|, or via analytic techniques based on profound results on optimal transportation,
see [20, 21, 149, 13, 14] and references therein. In the case where the curvature is
only strictly positive outside of a compact set, reflection coupling has been applied
successfully to obtain total variation bounds for the distance to equilibrium [107] as
well as explicit contraction rates of the transition semigroup in Kantorovich distances

50, 51].

An important question is how to apply a Harris’ type approach in order to obtain
explicit bounds that are close to sharp in certain contexts. A breakthrough towards
the applicability to high- and infinite dimensional models has been made by Hairer
and Mattingly in [67], and in the subsequent publications [69, 75]. The key idea
was to replace the underlying couplings with finite coupling time by asymptotic
couplings where the coupled processes only approach each other as ¢ — oo [72,
115], and the minorization condition by a contraction in an appropriately chosen
Kantorovich distance. In recent years, the resulting weak Harris’ theorem has been
applied successfully to prove (sub)geometric ergodicity in infinite dimensional models,
see e.g. [19], and to quantify the dimension dependence in high dimensional problems
[70]. Nevertheless, in contrast to the approach based on functional inequalities, the
constants in applications of the weak Harris theorem are usually far from optimal.
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1.2 Main results

This is in particular due to the fact that the corresponding Kantorovich distance is
still chosen in a somehow ad hoc way.

It turns out that a key for making the bounds more quantitative is to adapt the
underlying metric on R? and the corresponding Kantorovich metric on the space
of probability measures in a very specific way to the problem under consideration.
For diffusion processes solving (1.1), this approach has been discussed in [51] as-
suming strict contractivity for the corresponding deterministic dynamics outside a
ball. Our goal here is to replace this “contractivity at infinity” condition by a Lya-
punov condition, thus providing a more specific quantitative version of the (weak)
Harris’ theorem. Indeed, we will define explicit metrics on R? depending both on the
drift coefficient b and the Lyapunov function V' such that the transition semigroup is
contractive with an explicit contraction rate ¢ w.r.t. the corresponding Kantorovich
distances. Such a contraction property has remarkable consequences including not
only a non-asymptotic quantification of the distance to equilibrium, but also non-
asymptotic bounds for ergodic averages, gradient bounds for the transition semi-
group, stability under perturbations etc.

Outline: In Section 1.2, we present our main results. Section 1.3 contains a dis-
cussion of the results including more detailed comparisons to the existing literature.
The couplings considered here are introduced in Section 1.4 and the proofs of our
results are given in Section 1.5. Extensions of the results from Section 1.2 to a more
general setup are discussed in Section 1.6.

1.2 Main results

Let (-, -) and |-|, respectively, denote the euclidean inner product and the correspond-
ing norm on R?. We assume a generalization of a global one-sided Lipschitz condition
for b combined with a Lyapunov condition. These assumptions can be weakened, cf.
Section 1.6 further below for an extension of the results to a more general setup.

Assumption 9 (Generalized one-sided Lipschitz condition). There is a continuous
Junction k : (0,00) — [0,00) such that fol rr(r)dr < oo, and

(@ —y.be) =by) < Klle—yl)-|lz—y  foranyz,yeR’ (1.2)

Notice that for constant x, (1.2) is a one-sided Lipschitz condition. In particular,
if b = —VU for some function U € C?(R?), then the assumption with constant s
is equivalent to a global lower bound on the Hessian of U. If U is strictly convex
outside a ball in R?, then we can choose k(1) = 0 in (1.2) for sufficiently large r. Let
L = 1A + (b(z),V) denote the generator of the diffusion process.

Assumption 10 (Geometric drift condition). There is a C* function V : R? — R,
as well as constants C; A € (0,00) such that V(z) — oo as |x| — oo, and

LV (z) < C— V() for any v € R%. (1.3)
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

It is well-known that Assumption 10 implies the non-explosiveness of solutions for
(1.1), see e.g. |96, 120]. The function V' in (1.3) is called a Lyapunov function.

Remark 1 (Choice of Lyapunov functions). Assume there are R > 0, v > 0 and
q > 1 such that

(b(x),2) < —ylel”  for any |¢] = R.

Then Lyapunov functions of the following form can be chosen depending on the values
of q and ~y:

o Let a>0. If V is a C? function with V(z) = exp(a |z|?) outside of a compact
set, then (1.3) holds for arbitrary A > 0 with a finite constant C(c, \) provided
g>1anda € (0,2v/q), orq=1andy> <+ 2.

o Leta > 0andp € [1,q). If V is C? with V(z) = exp(a|z|’) outside of a
compact set, then (1.3) holds for arbitrary X > 0 with a finite constant C(a, ).

o Letq>2andp > 0. If V is C? with V(x) = |x|P outside of a compact set,
then (1.3) holds with a finite constant C(\,p) if ¢ > 2 and X > 0, or if ¢ = 2
and X € (0,py).

Besides the two key assumptions made above, we will need a growth assumption
on the Lyapunov function, cf. Assumption 11 below for our first main result, or
Assumption 12 below for our second main result.

The Kantorovich distance of two probability measures p and v on a metric space
(S, p) is defined by

W) = inf / plz,y) y(dz dy),

vEC(v,p

where the infimum is taken over all couplings with marginals v and p respectively.
W, (v, 1) can be interpreted as the L' transportation cost between the probability
measures v and g w.r.t. the underlying cost function p(x,y). As such, it is also
well-defined if p is only a semimetric, i.e., a function on & x § that is symmetric
and nonnegative with p(z,y) > 0 for x # y but that does not necessarily satisfy
the triangle inequality. In Subsections 1.2.1 and 1.2.2, we derive contractions of the
transition semigroup with respect to W, based on two different types of underlying
cost functions p. The first one, called the “additive distance”, is a metric, whereas
the second one, called the “multiplicative distance”, in general is only a semimetric.
We then consider a variation of our approach that applies to McKean-Vlasov diffu-
sions, cf. Subsection 1.2.3. Subsection 1.2.4 discusses replacing the geometric by a
subgeometric Lyapunov condition.
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1.2 Main results

1.2.1 Geometric ergodicity with explicit constants:
First main result

We first consider an underlying distance of the form

pzy) = [flz—yl) +eV(e) +eV(y)]- Ly (1.4)

where f is a suitable bounded, non-decreasing and concave continuous function sat-
isfying f(0) = 0, and € € (0,00) is a positive constant. The choice of a distance
is partially motivated by [75|, where an underlying metric of the form (z,y) —
2+ €V (z) + €V (y)] L2y is considered in order to retrieve a Kantorovich contraction
based on a small set condition. We define functions ¢, ® : R, — R, by

o(r) = exp(—%/ort/i(t)dt) and  ®(r) — /Orgzﬁ(t)dt (1.5)

with s as in Assumption 9. For constant k, we have ¢(r) = exp(—rr?/4). We will
choose the function f to be constant outside a finite interval [0, Ry] where Ry is
defined in (1.10) below. Inside the interval, the function f satisfies

L) < () < O(0).

We consider a set S; which is recurrent for any Markovian coupling (X3, Y;) of solu-
tions of (1.1):

Si ={(z,y) e REx R : V(z) + V(y) <4C/\}. (1.6)
The set S; is chosen such that for (z,y) € R?*\ S,

LV@) +LVE) < —5 (V) + V().

Here the factor 1/2 is, to some extent, an arbitrary choice. The “diameter”
Ry = sup{lz —y|: (z,y) € Si} (1.7)

of the set S; determines our choice of € in (1.4):

B Ry B Ry 1 r
el = 40 i p(r)tdr = 40/0 exp<§/0 tli(t)dt) dr. (1.8)

Notice that R is always finite since V(z) — oo as |z| — oco. An upper bound is
given by

Ry < 2sup{|z|: V(x) <4C/)\}.

We now state our third key assumption that links x and V:
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

Assumption 11 (Growth condition). There exist a constant o > 0 and a bounded
set Sy D Sy such that for any (x,y) € R*\ Sy, we have

Vie)+V(y) > % <1+a i 1¢(r)_1dr (I)(]a:—y’)>. (1.9)

Assumptions linking curvature and Lyapunov functions already appeared in [24]
to prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the reversible setting for the case where
the curvature may explode (polynomially). Similarly to Ry, we define

Ry = sup{|lz—y|: (z,y) € S2}. (1.10)

Notice that ® grows at most linearly. If one chooses a™! = fORl é(r)~tdr, then
Condition (1.9) takes the simple form

Viz)+V(y) > % <1+/0w_y exp(—%/on(t)dt)dr)

Lemma 1. If there exists a finite constant R > Ry such that
V(z) > 4CX (142 |x) for any x € R with |z| >R,

then Assumption 11 is satisfied with a=! = fORl é(r)~tdr and

Sy = {(z,y) €R" xR :max(|z], [y[} < R).

The proofs of Lemma 1 and the subsequent results in Section 1.2.1 are given in
Section 1.5.1 below. Let Py (R?) denote the set of all probability measures p on R?
such that [V du < oo. We can now state our first main result:

Theorem 1 (Contraction rates for additive metric). Suppose that Assumptions 9, 10
and 11 hold true. Then there exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing continuous
function f: Ry — Ry with f(0) =0 and constants c,e € (0,00) s.t.

W (pupe,vpe) < e W, (u,v)  for any p,v € P(RY) andt > 0. (1.11)

Here the underlying distance py is defined by (1.4) with € determined by (1.8), and
¢ =min (8, a, A) /2 where

gl = /OPQ@(T) (b(r)lds:/OR2 /Osexp (% /:m(u)du) drds. (1.12)

The function f is constant for r > Ry, and

< f'(r) e}gj(%/{ft/i(t)dt) <1 for any r € (0, Ry).

N | —

The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof in Section 1.5.1.
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Example 4 (Bounds under global one-sided Lipschitz condition). Suppose that there
is a constant k > 0 such that for any x,y € R?, we have

(z—y,b(z) —bly)) < rKlz—yl*.

Then we can state our result in a simplified form. Suppose that Assumption 10 holds,
and there is a bounded set Sy D Sy such that for any (z,y) & So,

lz—yl
Viz)+V(y) > % (1 —I—/O exp (—kr?/4) dr) .

Then (1.11) holds with ¢ =min (2R;* Ry', ) /2 for k =0, and

c= %min <\/§ </OR2 exp (kr?/4) d7’>_1, (/ORl exp (kr?/4) dr) _1, )\) (1.13)

for k > 0. Here Ry and Ry are defined as above, and the underlying distance py is
gwen by (1.4) with e~ ! = 4C fORl exp (ks?/4) ds and a concave, bounded and increas-
ing continuous function f: R, — Ry satisfying f(0) =0 and

1/2 < fl(r)exp (kr?/4) < 1 for 0 <r < Rs.

Remark 2. For k = 0 and, more generally, for kR3 = O(1), the lower bound c
for the contraction rate in the ezample is of the optimal order Q(min(Ry? \)). In
general, under the assumptions made above, the bound on the contraction rate given
by (1.13) is of optimal order in X\, and of optimal order in Ry up to polynomial
factors, see the discussion below Lemma 1 in [51].

It is well-known, see e.g. [73|, that the local Lipschitz assumption on b and As-
sumption 10 imply that (p;) has a unique invariant measure 7 € Py (R?) satisfying
[Vdr < C/X. A result from [75, Lemma 2.1] then shows that the Kantorovich
contraction in Theorem 1 implies bounds for the distance of up; and 7 in a weighted
total variation norm.

Corollary 1 (Exponential Convergence in Weighted Total Variation Norm). Under
the assumptions of Theorem 1, there exists a unique stationary distribution m™ €
Py (RY), and

/ Vdlpp, — 7| < e exp(—ct)W,,(u,m) for any u € P(R?).
Rd
In particular, for any § > 0 and x € R?, the mizing time
T7(6,) = inf{t >0 : / Vd|py(z,e) —m| <o}
R4

1s bounded from above by

Roe '+ V(x)+C/A
)

r(6,z) < ¢t long{
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Remark 3 (Exponential Convergence in LP? Wasserstein distances).
For p € [1,00), the standard L? Wasserstein distance WP can be controlled by a
weighted total variation norm:

W) < 200 (([laf =] <dx>)l/p,

where 1/q + 1/p = 1, see e.g. [149, Theorem 6.15]. Thus if there is a constant
K > 0 such that |z|” < KV (z) holds for all x € R?, then Corollary 1 also implies
exponential convergence in LP Wasserstein distance.

Following ideas from [90, 91, 51|, we show that Theorem 1 can be used to control
the bias and the variance of ergodic averages. Let

9lpy = sup {lg(@) —gW)| /p(x,y) - z,y € RY, x # y} (1.14)

denote the Lipschitz norm of a measurable function g : R? — R w.r.t. a metric p.

Corollary 2 (Ergodic averages). Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 1 hold
true. Then for any x € R? and t > 0,

‘Ex E/Otg(Xs)ds—/gdﬂ]

If, moreover, the function x — V (z)?* satisfies the geometric drift condition

1 _ e—ct

C
< T |g|Lip(p1) (RQ +€V(ZE) —FEX) .

(LV?)(z) < C* = \'V3(a) for any v € R (1.15)

with constants C*, \* € (0,00), then

Var,,

[t 3 c e LA
g/o g(XS)ds} < ]g]iip(pl) (R3+2€° [C*/X\ +e A V()?]).

ct

1.2.2 Geometric ergodicity with explicit constants:
Second main result

The additive distance W,, defined in (1.4) is very simple, and contractivity w.r.t.
W,, even implies bounds in weighted total variation norms. However, this distance
has the disadvantage that in general p;(z,y) 4 0 as x — y. Therefore, a contraction
w.r.t. W, as stated in (1.11) can only be expected to hold if there is a coupling
(X¢, Y:) such that P(X; =Y;) — 1 ast — oo. In the case of nondegenerate diffusions
as in (1.1), it is not difficult to construct such a coupling, but for generalizations
to infinite dimensional or nonlinear diffusions, such couplings might either not be
natural or difficult to construct, see e.g. the results in Chapter 2 and Chapter 3, and
Section 1.2.3 further below.
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1.2 Main results

Partially motivated by the weak Harris Theorem in [69], we will now replace the
additive metric by a multiplicative semimetric. This will allow us to derive quan-
titative bounds for asymptotic couplings in the sense of [72, 69|, i.e., couplings for
which X; and Y; get arbitrarily close to each other but do not necessarily meet in
finite time. To this end we consider an underlying distance-like function

pa(r,y) = [z —y) (1+eV(z)+eV(y)) (1.16)

where f is a suitable, non-decreasing, bounded and concave continuous function
satisfying f(0) = 0. Note that in general, the function p, is a semimetric but not
necessarily a metric, since the triangle inequality may be violated. Nevertheless, the
Lipschitz norm w.r.t. ps is still well-defined by (1.14). In [69, Lemma 4.14], conditions
are given under which p, satisfies a weak triangle inequality, i.e., under which there is
a constant C' > 0 such that pe(x, z) < C(pa(z,y) + pa(y, 2)) holds for all z,y, z € R%
This is for example the case if V' is strictly positive and grows at most polynomially,
or if V(z) = exp(a|z|) for large |z|. In any case, ps has the desirable property that
pa(x,y) = 0asz —y.

As before, we assume that Assumptions 9 and 10 hold true. The growth condi-
tion on the Lyapunov function in Assumption 11 is now replaced by the following
condition:

Assumption 12. The logarithm of V' is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

VV]

sup <

Notice that in contrast to Assumption 11, Assumption 12 does not depend on k.
The global bound on VV can be replaced by a local bound, see Section 1.6 for an
extension. Assumption 12 is satisfied if, for example, V is strictly positive, and,
outside of a compact set, V(z) = |z|* or V(x) = exp(a|z|) for some o > 0.

We define a bounded non-decreasing function @ : (0, 00) — [0, 00) by

VV]

Qe) = sup max(V.1/0)" (1.17)

In contrast to Section 1.2.1, we now allow the constant ¢ in (1.16) to be chosen
freely inside a given range. We require that

(4Ce)! > /ORl /Osexp (%/:um(u)du +2Q(e) (S—T)) drds  (118)

with C' and k given by Assumptions 10 and 9, respectively. Notice that since @) is
non-decreasing, (1.18) is always satisfied for e sufficiently small. Further below, we
demonstrate how the freedom to choose € can be exploited to optimize the resulting
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

contraction rate in certain cases. Similarly to Section 1.2.1, we define functions
¢, (O3 R+ — R+ by

6(r) = exp(—%/ort/{(t)dt—QQ(e)r), B(r) = /OT¢(t)dt. (1.19)

The function f in (1.16) will be chosen such that

%(I)(r) < f(r) <®(r) forr <Ry, and f(r)= f(Ry) forr > Ry,

where we define

S = {(x,y) eRIxRY: V(z) + V(y) <20/A}, (1.20)
Sy = {(z,y) eRIxR*: V(z)+ V(y) <4C(1+ N)/A}, (1.21)
R, = sup{lz —y|: (x,y) € Si}, i=1,2. (1.22)

Here the sets S; and Sy have been chosen such that
LV(x)+ LV (y) < 0 for (z,y) € S, and
LV (z)+eLV (y) < —% min (1,4Ce) (1 + eV (z) + €V (y)) for (z,y) & Ss.
We now state our second main result.

Theorem 2 (Contraction rates for multiplicative semimetric). Suppose that Assump-
tions 9, 10, and 12 hold true. Fiz e € (0,00) such that (1.18) is satisfied. Then there
exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing continuous function f: R, — Ry with
f(0) =0 and a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

W, (o, vp) < e "W, (1, v) for any p,v € P(RY) and t > 0.  (1.23)

Here ¢ = min (3, A\, 4Ce\) /2 where

= [T emee) e

_ /ORQ/OSeXp (%/jum(u)du +2Q(6)(8—7“)> dr ds,

the distance py is defined by (1.16), and f is constant for r > Ry and satisfies

< F(r) exp (%/OTUR(u)du—l—QQ(E)T) <1 forre(0,R).

N | —

The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof in Section 1.5.2.

In order to optimize our bounds by choosing e appropriately, we replace Assump-
tion 12 by a slightly stronger condition:
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1.2 Main results

Assumption 13.

—0 as |z| — oo.

If Assumption 13 holds then Q(¢) — 0 as € — 0. Therefore, by choosing € suffi-
ciently small, we can ensure that the term Q(¢)(s — r) occurring in the exponents in
(1.18) and in the definition of 5 is bounded by 1. Explicitly, we choose

¢ = min (Q‘l(Rgl), (40&1(30)”), (1.24)

where Q71(t) =sup{e >0 : Q(e) <t} € (0,00] for t > 0 by Assumption 13, and

/ / exp< / /f(u)du>drds.

Corollary 3 (Contraction rates for multiplicative semimetric II).
Suppose that Assumptions 9, 10, and 13 hold true. Then the assertion of Theorem 2
is satisfied with € given by (1.24) and

1
c > §min (e72/1(R2), A\, Xe ?/I(Ry), 4CAQ " (1/Ry)) .
The corollary is particularly useful if b = —VU for a convex (but not strictly

convex) function U. In this case we can choose £ = 0, and hence I(r) = r?/2:

Example 5 (Convex case). Let b(x) = —VU(z) for a convex function U € C*(R?),
and suppose that Assumption 10 holds with V satisfying V(z) = |z’ outside of a

compact set for some p € [1,00). Then there is a constant A € (0,00) such that
Q7 '(t) > AtP for any t > 0, and hence

¢ > min (e *Ry%, A/2, Ae TRy %, 2CANAR,7) .
In particular, ¢! = O(R3) if V(z) = |z|* outside a compact set.

Similarly as in Corollary 2 above, the bounds in Theorem 2 can be used, among
other things, to control the bias and variance of ergodic averages. Furthermore, a
statement as in (1.23) implies gradient bounds for the transition kernel:

Corollary 4 (Gradient bounds for the transition semigroup). Suppose that the as-
sumptions in Theorem 2 are satisfied. Then

—ct
|ptg|Lip(p2) < e |9|Lip(pz)

holds for any t > 0 and for any function g : R — R that is Lipschitz continuous
w.r.t. po. In particular, if p;g is differentiable at x, then

VPig()] < 19lLip(py (1+2€V(2)) e (1.25)

The proof is included in Section 1.5.2 further below.
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1.2.3 McKean-Vlasov diffusions
We now apply our approach to nonlinear diffusions on R? satisfying an SDE of type

aX, = WX)dt 47 [OXy) i) dt 4 dBy Xo =@ (120
i = Law(Xj).

Here 7 € R is a given constant and (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Under
appropriate conditions on the coefficients b and ¢/, Equation (1.26) has a unique
solution (X;) which is a nonlinear Markov process in the sense of McKean, i.e., the
future development after time ¢ depends both on the current state X; and on the
law of X [144, 117]. To ensure that standard existence and uniqueness results apply,
we assume that b is Lipschitz (this can probably be relaxed), and in Assumption 14
below we will also assume that ¢ is Lipschitz (this is an essential assumption for our
results below). Corresponding nonlinear SDEs arise naturally as marginal limits of
mean field interacting particle systems

aXj = bX)dt + = S OXLX]dt + dBj, =1, (1.27)
j=1

as n — oco. Here, the (B}) are independent Brownian motions.

Convergence to equilibrium, or contractivity, for the nonlinear equation and the
particle system are longstanding problems. Assuming b = —VV and 9d(z,y) =
VW (y) — VW (x) with smooth potentials V' and W, the convex case for the nonlin-
ear equation was tackled by Carrillo, McCann and Villani [20, 21| using PDE tech-
niques, and by Malrieu [109] and Cattiaux, Guillin and Malrieu [22] using coupling
arguments. More recently, using direct control of the derivative of the Wasserstein
distance, Bolley, Gentil and Guillin [14] have proven an exponential trend to equilib-
rium for small bounded and Lipschitz perturbations of the strictly convex case. In
the spirit of Meyn-Tweedie’s approach, and via nonlinear Markov chains, Butkovsky
[18] established exponential convergence to equilibrium in the bounded perturbation
case. In [51, Corollary 3.4], a contraction property for the particle system (1.27) has
been derived for sufficiently small 7 with a dimension-independent contraction rate
using an approximation of a componentwise reflection coupling.

We now show that a similar strategy as in [51| can be applied directly to the
nonlinear equation. We assume that the interaction coefficient ¥ : R? x R? — RY is
a globally Lipschitz continuous function:

Assumption 14. There exists a constant L € (0,00) such that

|’l9(fl?,33l) o 19(3/72/)’ < L- (l.ﬁL’ - yl + ‘xl - yID fOT’ any 17755/71/73// € Rd'

In our first theorem, we assume the contractivity at infinity condition (1.28) instead
of a Lyapunov condition. Existence and uniqueness of solutions of the nonlinear SDE
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1.2 Main results

can then be proven as in [22|. In that case we can obtain contractivity w.r.t. an
underlying metric of type

po(z,y) = f(lz —yl)

where f is an appropriately chosen concave function. Let W' denote the standard
L' Wasserstein distance defined w.r.t. the Euclidean metric on R?. Notice that in
the upcoming theorem, we allow the function x from Assumption 9 to take negative
values. We obtain the following counterpart to Corollary 3.4 in [51]:

Theorem 3 (Contraction rates for nonlinear diffusions I). Suppose that Assumptions
9 and 14 hold true with a function k : (0,00) — R satisfying

limsup k(r) < 0. (1.28)

r—00

For x € R%, let (u¥) denote the marginal laws of a strong solution (X;) of Equation
(1.26) with initial condition Xy = x. Then there exist a concave and non-decreasing
continuous function f : Ry — Ry with f(0) =0 and constants ¢, K, A € (0,00) such
that for any 7 € R and x,y € R,

Woo (i, 1) < exp ((IT1 K = ¢)t) po(x,y),  and (1.29)
WHpi, i) < 2Aexp((I7| K —e)t) |z —yl. (1.30)

The constants are explicitly given by

R s 1 s
o= / /exp(—/ umﬂu),du)drds,
0 0 2 r
I
A = exp(—/ 3/{+(s)ds),
2 Jo

1 [
K = 4L exp(é/ 3/@+(s)ds>, (1.31)
0

where

Ry = inf{R>0:k(r) <0 forallr> R}, and (1.32)
Ry = inf{R> Ry :k(r)R(R—Ry) < —4 forallr > R}. (1.33)

The function f is linear for r > Ry, and

1 1 rARy
éﬁf/(r) eXp(—/ str(s)ds)gl for 0 <r < Rs.
0

2
The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof in Section 1.5.3.

Our next goal is to replace (1.28) by the following dissipativity condition:
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

Assumption 15 (Drift condition). There exist constants D, \ € (0,00) such that

(@,b(x)) < —Alzf for any x € R with |z| > D.

Let V(z) = 1+ |#|°. Assumption 15 implies that V is a Lyapunov function for the
nonlinear diffusion (1.26), cf. Lemma 3 below.

A major difficulty in the McKean-Vlasov case is that solutions X; and Y; with
different starting points follow dynamics with different drifts. Therefore, it is not
clear how to construct a coupling (X;,Y;) such that X; =Y, for ¢ > T holds for an
almost surely finite stopping time 7". Using the multiplicative semimetric we are still
able to retrieve a local contraction:

Theorem 4 (Contraction rates for nonlinear diffusions II). Suppose that Assump-
tions 9, 14 and 15 hold true. For x € R%, let (u¥) denote the marginal laws of a
strong solution (X;) of Equation (1.26) with initial condition Xo = x. Then there
exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing continuous function f: R, — R, with
f(0) =0 and constants c, e, Ky, K1 € (0,00) such that:

(i) For any R € (0,00) there is 19 € (0,00) such that for any 7 € R and z,y € R?
with |T| < 19 and |z, |y| < R,

Wy, (i, 1) < exp(—ct) pa(x,y),  and (1.34)
Wi, puf) < Ko exp(—ct) [z —y| (1 +eV(z)+eV(y). (1.35)

(ii) There is 7o € (0,00) s.t. for any 7 € R with |7| < 1 and x,y € RY,

Woo (i, 1) < exp(—ct) (pa(z,y) + K1 [eV(2) + eV (y)]) . (1.36)

The function py is given by (1.16). For the explicit definition of the function f and
the constants c, €, 1y, Ko, K1 see the proof in Section 1.5.3.

The assumption that 7 is sufficiently small is natural, since for large 7, Equation
(1.26) can have several distinct stationary solutions. Nevertheless, we do not claim
that our bound on 7 is sharp.

1.2.4 Subgeometric ergodicity with explicit constants

We now consider the case where the drift is not strong enough to provide a Kan-
torovich contraction like (1.11). Instead of Assumption 10, we only assume a subge-
ometric drift condition as it has been used for example in [43].

Assumption 16 (Subgeometric drift condition). There are a function V € C*(R?)
with inf,cpa V(x) > 0, a strictly positive, increasing and concave C function n :
R; — Ry such that n(V(x)) — oo as |z| — oo, as well as a constant C € (0, 00)
such that

LV (z) < C—n(V(x)) for any x € R
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1.2 Main results

The following example shows how V' and 7 can be chosen explicitly, cf. also [43].

Example 6 (Choice of V' and 7). Suppose that
(b(z),z) < —v]a|*

holds for |x| > R with constants R,y € (0,00) and ¢ € (0,1). Let V € C*(R?) be
a strictly positive function such that outside a compact set, V(x) = exp(a|x|?) for
some « € (0,27/q), and fix € (0,7 — aq/2). Then Assumption 16 is satisfied with

2_2
q

oz%*lqﬁr log(r) forr > 6371,

i) = ailp (% — 1)1_5 (261_%(q —1)r?+(4— 3q)7“> forr <ei .

From now on we assume that Assumption 9 holds true, and we define the functions
¢ and ® as in (1.5) above. Let Ry = sup {|z —y| : (x,y) € S1}, where

Si = {(@.y) €RI xR V(@) +n(V(y)) < 4C}.
The set S is chosen such that for (z,y) & S,
LV(z)+LV(y) < = (n(V(2)) + 0(V(y)) /2

Notice that Ry is finite, since n( V(z)) — oo as |x| — 0o. Moreover, S; is recurrent
for any Markovian coupling (X, Y;) of solutions of (1.1). Let

Ry

R
¢! = max (1,40 p(r)~! dr) = max (1,40 / e Jo trlt)dt dr) . (1.37)
0

0

The following growth condition on the Lyapunov function replaces Assumption 11:

Assumption 17 (Growth condition in subgeometric case). There exist a constant
a >0 and a bounded set Sy D Sy such that for any (x,y) € R?*?\ S,, we have

n(V(@)) + (V) > 4C (1 va [ o) dr n@(a - y|>>) .

0

Notice that ® grows at most linearly. Let Ry = sup{|z —y|: (z,y) € So}. We
state our main result for the subgeometric case.

Theorem 5 (Subgeometric decay rates). Suppose that Assumptions 9, 16 and 17 hold
true. Then there exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing continuous function
f Ry — R, with f(0) =0 and constants c,e € (0,00) s.t.

e = My < e for any oy € RY and £20. (139
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Here the distance py is defined by (1.4) and (1.37), the function H : [l,00) — [0, 00)
s given by

t
1
H(t) = /—ds with [ = 2¢ inf V(x),
O =) B

¢ =min («, B,7) /2 where 5 is given by (1.12), and

v = inf{en(r)/nler): r>1/e}.

The function f is constant for r > Rs, and

< f'(r) exp<%/0rt/€(t)dt) <1 for any r € (0, Ry).

DO | —

The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof in Section 1.5.4.

The crucial difference in comparison to Theorem 1 is, that we do not provide upper
bounds on W, , but use the additive distance to derive moment bounds for coupling
times instead. These bounds are partially based on a technique from [74], see Section
1.3.6 further below.

Remark 4. Since n(s) is concave, it is growing at most linearly as s — oo. In
particular, [7(1/n(s))ds = oo, and thus the inverse function H™' maps [0,00) to
[[,00). Since € < 1 and n is increasing, we always have v > € . If n(r) = r® for some
a € (0,1), then v > €.

It is well-known that the local Lipschitz assumption on b together with Assump-
tion 16 implies the existence of a unique invariant probability measure 7 satisfying
[n(V(z))m(dx) < C, see e.g. |74, Section 4]. Theorem 5 can be used to quan-
tify the speed of convergence towards the invariant measure using cut-off arguments.
Following [74, Section 4|, we obtain:

Corollary 5. Under the Assumptions of Theorem 5,

Ry+eV(z) (2¢b+1)C
H-1(ct) n(bH=1(ct))

lpe(x, ) — 7|y < for any x € R? and t > 0,

where b =n"(2C)/1.

The proofs are given in Section 1.5.4.
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1.3 Discussion

1.3 Discussion

1.3.1 Comparison to Meyn-Tweedie approach

The classical Harris theorem, as propagated by Meyn-Tweedie, allows to derive geo-
metric ergodicity for a large class of Markov chains under conditions which are easy
to verify. The approach is very generally applicable, but it is usually not trivial to
make the results quantitative. The first assumption is that the Markov chain at
hand is recurrent w.r.t. some bounded subset S of the state space and that one has
some kind of control over the average length of excursions from this set. The second
assumption which is typically imposed is a minorization condition which often takes
the following form: There are constants t,e¢ € (0,00) and a probability measure @
such that

pe(z,) > eQ() (1.39)

holds for all x € S, where p; denotes the transition kernel of the chain.

The recurrence condition can be quantified performing direct computations with
the generator of the Markov chain via Lyapunov techniques. The minorization con-
dition is usually much harder to quantify. In the context of diffusions of the form
(1.1) there are abstract methods available which allow to conclude that the condition
(1.39) can indeed be satisfied, cf. e.g. [101, Discussion after Remark 1.29|. Never-
theless, using such methods, it is not clear how the resulting constant € depends on
the drift coefficient b and how a perturbation of b translates to a change of €. In the
diffusion setting, Roberts and Rosenthal developed in [135] a method to provide ex-
plicit bounds for € that are closely connected to the drift coefficient b. Their method
is based on reflection coupling and an application of the Bachelier-Lévy formula.
In comparison to their results, we establish contractions of the transition kernels,
and our contraction rates are based only on one-sided Lipschitz bounds for the drift
coefficient. This often leads to much more precise bounds.

1.3.2 Relation to functional inequalities

Functional inequalities are now a common tool to get rates for convergence to equi-
librium in L? distance or in entropy. For the class of diffusion processes considered
here, the Poincaré inequality takes the form

Var, (f) < %cp/wfﬁdw (1.40)

for smooth functions f, where 7 is the stationary distribution. Equation (1.40) is
equivalent to L? convergence to equilibrium (and in fact L? contractivity) with rate
Cp'. Tt turns out to be quite difficult to prove a Poincaré inequality for a general
non-reversible diffusion such as (1.1), as usual criteria rely on the explicit knowledge
of the invariant probability measure 7. If we assume that b(z) = —VV(z)/2, then the
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diffusion is reversible with respect to dm o< e~V dx and plenty criterias are available to
prove Poincaré inequalities. In particular, it is shown in [4], that if there exists a set
B, constants A, C € (0,00), and a positive twice continuously differentiable function
V such that

LV < =2V + Clp,

and a local Poincaré inequality of the form

/B<f—7r(fIB))2dw < %KB/Wf\?dﬁ

holds, then a global Poincaré inequality holds with constant Cp = A~'(1 + C'kp).
Notice that a Poincaré inequality implies back the Lyapunov condition. Using the
additive metric and Corollary 1, one has that a Poincaré inequality holds, but the
identification of the constant is a hard task in general. However, using the multiplica-
tive semimetric and the gradient bounds of Corollary 4, one may prove that in the
reversible case a Poincaré inequality holds with the same constant ¢ than in Corollary
4. Here the reflection coupling serves as an alternative to a local Poincaré inequal-
ity. The latter is usually established via Holley-Stroock’s perturbation argument [82]
which may lead to quite poor estimates.

Notice also that, by a result of Sturm and von Renesse [150], for a reversible
diffusion with stationary distribution given by e~V dz, a strict contraction in L?
Wasserstein distance is equivalent to a lower bound on the Hessian of V. The lat-
ter condition is a special case of the Bakry-Emery criterion and usually linked to
logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, cf. [3]. In [23], a reinforced Lyapunov condition
has been used to prove stronger functional inequalities than Poincaré inequalities
(namely super Poincaré inequalities, including logarithmic Sobolev inequalities). In
a similar spirit, one can replace the global curvature condition (9) by a local one
using a reinforced Lyapunov condition, cf. Section 1.6 further below. Note however
that, although our results are sufficient to prove back some Poincaré inequality, it
does not seem possible to get stronger inequalities starting from our contractions.

1.3.3 Dimension dependence

In our results above, dependence on the dimension d usually enters through the
value of the constant C' in the Lyapunov condition, which affects the size of Ry. For
example, in Theorem 1, the contraction rate is ¢ = min («a, 8, A) /2, where o and
A are given by Assumptions 11 and 10 respectively, and the constant (3 defined in
(1.12) depends both on Ry and on the function x defined in Assumption 9. In order
to illustrate the dependence on the dimension of Ry, let us assume that there are
constants A,y € (0,00) and ¢ > 1 such that

(x,b(x)) < —v]z|? for all |z| > A.
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Suppose first that ¢ = 2. Then V(z) = 1 + |z|? satisfies the Lyapunov condition
in Assumption 10 with constants C' = O(d) and A = Q(1). In this case, the set Sy
in Assumption 11 can be chosen such that Ry = O(v/d). Hence, assuming a one-
sided Lipschitz condition with constant x as in Example 4, the lower bound c for the
contraction rate in Theorem 1 is of order §2(1/d) if kK = 0 (convex case), or, more
generally, if K = O(1/d). On the other hand, for k = (1), ¢ is exponentially small
in the dimension. By Example 5, similar statements hold true for the lower bound
on the contraction rate w.r.t. the multiplicative semimetric derived in Corollary 3.

Now assume more generally ¢ > 1. In this case, a Lyapunov function with poly-
nomial growth does not necessarily exist. Instead, by Remark 1, one can choose
a Lyapunov function V' with constant A = 1 such that outside of a compact set,
V(z) = exp (a|z|?) for some a < 27/q. In this case, C = O(exp(nd)) for some finite
constant 7 > 0, and one can choose R, of order O(d'/?). Again, assuming a one-sided
Lipschitz condition, the constant ¢ in Theorem 1 is of polynomial order Q(d=2/7) if
k = 0 (convex case), or, more generally, if kK = O(d~%7). For the multiplicative
semimetric, we are not able to prove a polynomial order in the dimension in this
case. Nevertheless, for ¢ € (1,2), an application of Corollary 3 with a Lyapunov
function satisfying V' (z) = exp(|z|*) for large |z| for some a € (2 — ¢, 1) yields at
least a sub-exponential order in d. For k = Q(1), the values of ¢ decay exponentially
in the dimension.

We finally remark that, in some situations, it is possible to combine the techniques
presented here with additional arguments to derive explicit and dimension-free con-
traction rates for diffusions, see for example the results presented in Chapter 2 of
this thesis.

1.3.4 Extensions of the results

Similarly as in [51], the results presented above can easily be generalized to diffusions
with a constant and nondegenerate diffusion matrix . In the case of non-constant
and non-degenerate diffusion coefficients o(z), it should still be possible to retrieve
related results replacing reflection coupling by the Kendall-Cranston coupling w.r.t.
the intrinsic Riemannian metric induced by the diffusion coefficients, cf. [95, 32].

The main contraction results, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, are based on Assumption
9, a global generalized one-sided Lipschitz condition. It is possible to relax this
condition to a local bound which, up to some technical details, holds only on the set
for which the coupling (X;,Y;) is recurrent. A corresponding generalization is given
in Section 1.6.

In the recent work [108], Majka extends the results from [51] to stochastic differen-
tial equations driven by Lévy jump processes with rotationally invariant jump mea-
sures, deriving Kantorovich contractions for the transition semigroups with explicit
constants, see also [153|. One of the key assumptions in [108] is the “contractivity at
infinity” condition (1.28). Using an additive distance similar to (1.4), it should be
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possible to extend the results presented there, replacing the latter assumption by a
more general geometric drift condition.

An extension of the theory presented in this article to a class of degenerate and
infinite-dimensional diffusions is considered in Chapter 2 combining asymptotic cou-
plings with the multiplicative distance (1.16).

In this work, we derive explicit contraction rates for diffusion processes. An im-
portant question is whether similar results can be obtained for time-discrete approx-
imations. There are at least two different approaches to tackle this question. The
first approach, which is considered in forthcoming work by one of the authors, is to
establish related coupling approaches directly for Markov chains. Another possibil-
ity is to consider time discretization as a perturbation of the diffusion process, and
to apply directly the contraction results for the diffusion, cf. [36, 45, 46| and also
[134, 138, 121, 128, 58, 137].

1.3.5 McKean-Vlasov equations

For the class of nonlinear diffusions considered above, Theorems 3 and 4 consider-
ably relax assumptions in previous works. Both, the PDE approach in [20] and the
approach based on synchronous coupling in [109, 22| require global positive curva-
ture bounds. In the case where the curvature is strictly positive with degeneracy
at a finite number of points, algebraic contraction rates have been derived by syn-
chronous coupling. The “dissipation of W? approach” in [14] yields exponential decay
to equilibrium for sufficiently small 7 provided the confinement and interaction forces
both derive from a potential, the confinement force satisfies condition (1.28), and the
interaction potential is bounded with a lower bound on the curvature. The approach
in [18] yields exponential convergence to equilibrium in total variation distance in the
small and bounded interaction case. Theorem 3 above relaxes these assumptions on
the interaction potential while requiring only a “strict convexity at infinity” condition
on the confinement potential. Moreover, Theorem 4 replaces the latter condition on
the confinement potential by the dissipativity condition in Assumption 15. With
additional technicalities, it should be possible to relax this dissipativity condition to
(x,b(z)) < —A |z| and generalize Lemma 3.

1.3.6 Subgeometric ergodicity

Our results in the subgeometric case can be interpreted as a variation of statements
from the lecture notes |74, Section 4|. There, M. Hairer derives subgeometric ergodic-
ity for diffusions, estimating hitting times of recurrent sets and combining these with
a minorization condition. While the principle result from [74, Section 4] is already
contained in [5, 43|, the method of proof shows new and interesting aspects avoiding
discrete-time approximations. The main tool used is the following statement, which
gives an elegant proof for the integrability of hitting times:
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Lemma 2 (|74], reformulated). Let n : R, — Ry be a strictly positive, increasing
and concave C function and denote by (Z;) a continuous semimartingale, i.e. Z; =
Zo+ Ai+ My, where (Ay) is of finite variation, (M;) is a local martingale, E[Zy] < oo
and Ag = My = 0. Let T be a stopping time. If there are constants l,c € (0,00) such
that

t
Zy > 1l and A < —c/ n(Zs)ds almost surely fort < T,  (1.41)
0

then T is almost surely finite and satisfies the inequality
E[H Y(cT)]| <E[H "(H(Zr)+cT)] < E[Z],
where H : [l,00) — [0,00) is given by H(t) = flt %S)ds.

Our result for the subgeometric case, Theorem 5, relies on the above tool. The
main difference to [74] is that we do not impose any kind of minorization condition or
renewal theory. Instead, we consider a reflection coupling (X;,Y;) of the diffusions,
defined in Section 1.4.2, and we directly establish bounds on the integrability of the
coupling time 7' = inf{t > 0 : X; = Y;} using Lemma 2 and the additive distance
(1.4). For the reader’s convenience, a proof of Lemma 2 is included in Section 1.5.4.
It should be mentioned that subgeometric ergodicity of Markov processes has been
studied by many others authors in various settings, see [44, 59, 122, 145, 146, 19,
110, 83] and the references therein.

1.4 Couplings

1.4.1 Synchronous coupling for diffusions

Given initial values (xg,70) € R* and a d-dimensional Brownian motion (B;), we
define a synchronous coupling of two solutions of (1.1) as a diffusion process (X;,Y;)
with values in R?? solving

dXt = b(Xt) dt + dBt, XO = X,

dY;, = b(Y;) dt + dBy, Yo = .

1.4.2 Reflection coupling for diffusions

Reflection coupling goes back to [107|. Given initial values (zg, o) € R?*® and a d-
dimensional Brownian motion (B;), we define a reflection coupling of two solutions
of (1.1) as a diffusion process (X, Y;) with values in R?? satisfying
dXt = b(Xt) dt + dBt7
dY; =b(Yy)dt + (I —2e; (et,-)) dBy for t < T,
Y, =X, fort > T,
(X()? Yb) = (Io, yO)u
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where T' = inf{t > 0 : X; = Y;} is the coupling time. Here, for ¢t < T, e; is the unit
vector given by e, = (X; — Y}) /| X, — Yyl

1.4.3 Coupling for McKean-Vlasov processes

We construct a coupling for two solutions of (1.26). The coupling will be realized as
a process (X;,Y;) with values in R?. We first describe the coupling in words: We
fix a parameter > 0 and use a reflection coupling of the driving Brownian motions
whenever | X; — Y;| > 4. If, on the other hand, | X; — Y;| < /2 we use a synchronous
coupling. Inbetween there is a transition region, where a mixture of both couplings
is used. One should think of § being close to zero.

The technical realization of the coupling is near to [51|. In order to implement
the above coupling, we introduce Lipschitz functions rc : RY x RY — [0,1] and
sc: R4 x RY — [0, 1] satisfying

sc?(z,y) +rc?(z,y) = 1. (1.42)

We impose that rc(z,y) = 1 holds whenever |z —y| > § and rc(z,y) = 0 holds if
|z —y| < /2. The functions rc and sc can be constructed using standard cut-off
techniques. Notice that in the case where the drift coefficient b and the nonlinearity
¥ are Lipschitz, equation (1.26) admits a unique, strong and non-explosive solution
(X;) for any initial value 2o € R? The uniqueness holds pathwise and in law.
Moreover, the law z° of X, has finite second moments, i.e. [ |y|* uf*(dy) < oo, see
[117, Theorem 2.2| and [144]. For a fixed zy € R? we define

k) = W)+ [ 0.2 )

The results from [117, Theorem 2.2] imply that the function 6% : R, x R? — R9 is
continuous. It is easy to see that Assumption 14, in combination with a Lipschitz
bound on b, implies that there is M > 0 such that

sup | 0™ (t,y) — b™(t,2)| < M|y —z| for any y, z € RY. (1.43)
>0

Fix now initial values (xg,70) € R??, the parameter § > 0 and two independent
Brownian motions (B}) and (B2). For the given xy and 1y, we construct diffusion
coefficients ™ and b, as above, and define the coupling (U;) = (X;,Y;) as the
solution of the standard diffusion

dX, = b"(t, X;) dt +re(U;) dB} + sc(Uy) dB?,
dY, = b (t,Y;) dt +1c(Uy) (I — 2e; {es,-)) dB} +sc(U,) dB?,
with (Xo, Yo) = (0, y0) and

XY,
et:ﬁ for X; # Y, e, = u for Xy =Y,
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where u € R? is some arbitrary fixed unit vector. Note that the concrete choice of u is
irrelevant for the dynamic, since re(z, x) = 0. Inequality (1.43) implies that the above
diffusion process admits a unique, strong and non-explosive solution. Using Levy’s
characterization of Brownian motion and (1.42), one can verify that the marginal
processes (X;) and (Y;) solve the standard equations

dXt = bH"° (t, Xt) dt+Bt, XO = Xy (144)
dY, = b (t,Y,) dt +B,, Yy =yo. (1.45)

with respect to the Brownian motions
t t
Bt:/ re(Uy) dB;+/ sc(U,) dB?  and (1.46)
0 0
t t
B = / vo(U) (I — 24 (es, ) dBL + / sc(U) dB2.
0 0

Since the solutions (X;) and (Y;) of (1.44) and (1.45) are pathwise unique, they
coincide a.s. with the strong solutions of (1.26) w.r.t. the Brownian motions (B;) and
(B;) and initial values xy and ¥, respectively. Hence (X, Y;) is indeed a coupling for
(1.26).

1.5 Proofs

Let us start with a crucial tool which will be used throughout our proofs: A general
construction of the function f appearing in the main theorems, characterized by a
differential inequality. We define a concave function f : [0,00) — [0, 00) depending

on various parameters. Fix constants Ry, Ry € R, such that Ry < R,, and let
functions

h: [0, Ro] — [0,00), J [0, Re] — [0, 00) and i:[0,Ry] — [0,00)

be given. We suppose that ¢ and j are continuous, j is non-decreasing and h is
continuously differentiable with A’ > 0. The function f is given by

rARg
= d
) = [ o) a)as
where ¢ and ¢ are defined as
¢(r) = exp(=h(r))  and

rARz rARy
gy =1-" / J(B(s)) 6(s) ™ ds — & / (s) 6(s) " ds.
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

Here the function ® and the constants § and & are given by

T Ro> Ry
o) = [ots)ds. 5= [ieE) 6 s 1= [ i) ol ds

’ ’ ’ (1.47)
The function f is a generalization of the concave distance function constructed in [51].
It is continuously differentiable on (0, Ry) and constant on [Ry, 00). The derivative f’
on (0, Ry) is given by the product ¢g, where ¢ and g are positive and non-increasing
functions. Hence f is a concave and non-decreasing function. Notice that g maps
the interval [0, Ry] into [1/2, 1], which implies that the following inequalities hold for
any r € [0, Ryl

ro(Re) < O(r) <2f(r) <2d(r) < 2r. (1.48)

The crucial property of the function f is that it is twice continuously differentiable
on (0, Ry) U (Ry, R2) and that it satisfies on this set the (in)equality

) = ) £ =5 - i) L,
< W) )= L I0) = S0 e, (1.49)

Observe that f is not continuously differentiable at the point Ry and thus we some-
times work with the left-derivative f’ which exists everywhere. The function f can
formally be extended to a concave function on R by setting f(r) = —r for r < 0. We
can associate with f a signed measure piy on R, which takes the role of a generalized
second derivative. For x < y the measure is defined by ps([z,y)) = f.(y) — f.(2).
On the set (0, R;) U (Ry, R2) the measure satisfies

pip(dz) = f"(x) dz,
since f is twice continuously differentiable. Furthermore,

fir ((—00,0] U (R, 00)) =0 and iy ({R1, Ry}) <0.

1.5.1 Proofs of results in Section 1.2.1

Proof of Lemma 1. Let (z,y) € R?*? such that (z,y) € So. Assume w.lo.g. that
max(|z|,|y]) = x| > R. Using our assumption, the triangle inequality and the
estimate ®(r) < r, we get

V(z) >4CA (14 2|z)) > 4CN (1 + |z —y|) > 4CN (1 + @(|lz —y)).
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1.5 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 1. We use the function f defined at the beginning of Section 1.5
with the following parameters: The constants R; and R, are specified by (1.7) and
(1.10) respectively. For r > 0 we set i(r) = 1, j(r) = r and

1

h(r) = 5/ sk(s)ds, where k is defined in Assumption 9. (1.50)
0

We fix initial values (z,y) € R* and prove (1.11) for Dirac measures 4, and d,. This
is sufficient, since for general u, v € Py (R?) one can show, arguing similarly to [149,
Theorem 4.8|, that for any coupling v of p and v we have

Wpl (/’Lpt7 th) S / Wp1 (5xpta 5ypt) ’Y(dﬂf dy)

Let Uy = (X4, Y;) be a reflection coupling with initial values (x,y), as defined in
Section 1.4.2. We will argue that F [e“‘p;(Xy,Y;)] < pi(z,y) holds for any ¢ > 0.
Denote by T' = inf {t > 0 : X; = Y;} the coupling time. Set Z; = X;—Y; and r; = | Z,|.
The process (Z;) satisfies the SDE

dZt = (b(Xt) — b(}/t)) dt + 2 €t <€t7 dBt> for t < T,
dZ; = 0 fort>T, wheree, =Z;/r.

Until the end of the proof, all It6 equations and differential inequalities hold almost
surely for t < T, even though we do not mention it every time. An application of
Ito’s formula shows that (r;) satisfies the equation

dry = (e, b(Xy) —b(Yy)) dt +2 (ey,dB;) fort <T. (1.51)

Let (L}) denote the right-continuous local time of the semimartingale (7). Since f is
a concave function, we can apply the general [t6-Tanaka formula of Meyer and Wang

(cf. e.g. [93, Thm. 22.5] or [133, Ch. VI]) to conclude

f(r) - / £ (rs) {eas B(X,) — B(Y.)) ds +2 / £ (rs) {es dBL)

5/ Ly ps(do) fort < T, (1.52)
where f’ denotes the left-derivative of f and p is the non-positive measure represent-
ing the second derivative of f, i.e., ur([z,vy)) = f.(y) — f.(x) for x < y. Moreover,
the generalized It6 formula implies for every measurable function v : R — [0, 00) the
equality

/Otv(rs) dlrls = /_OO v(x) LY dx  for any t < T. (1.53)

[e.o]

Observe that (1.53) implies that the Lebesgue measure of the set {0 < s < T :rg €
{R1, Ry}}, i.e., the time that (1) spends at the points R; and Ry before coupling,
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

is almost surely zero. Our function f is twice continuously differentiable on (0, c0) \
{R1, Ry}. The measure p¢(dy) is non-positive and thus (1.53) implies

o] 00 t
/ th,uf<dl') < / IR\{R1,R2}($)f”<x)Lfdx = 4/ f”(rs) dS, t<T.
_ 0

[e.e] —00

We can conclude that a.s. the following differential inequalities hold for ¢t < T

df(re) < (f'(re) {er, 0(Xe) = b(Y2)) +2 f"(ry)) dt +2 f'(r1) (er, dBy) (1.54)
< (—(B/2) f(re) Lry<ry — (£/2) Iny<ry) dt + 2 f'(ry) (e, dBy) .

For the second inequality, we have used that f is constant on [Rs,0c0) and that
inequality (1.49) holds on (0, Rs) \ {R:} with h given by (1.50). Moreover, using
Assumption 9, we estimated

(e, 0(X1) = b(Yy)) = (Zi/r4, b(Xe) —b(Y1)) < k(1) 1.
We now turn to the Lyapunov functions. Assumption 10 implies that a.s.
d(eV(Xy)+eV(Yy) < 2Ce— )\ (eV(Xy) +eV(Y)) dt + dM,,
where (M,;) denotes a local martingale. If r, > Ry, the definition of S; implies
20— A (V(X) + V(YD) < —(M2) (VX)) +eV(Ve)).
If r, > Ry, then by Assumption 11,
20— MV(X) + (V) < —(0/2) () — (M2) (VX)) +V(¥)),

where we have used that by (1.8) and (1.47), € = £/(4C) and ®(r) > f(r). We can
conclude that a.s. ,

d(eV(Xy) + €V (V1))
< ((&/2)]r<r, — (@/2)f(ri)Lrzr, — (A/2)(V(Xy) + €V(YY))) di + dM,.
Summarizing the above results, we can conclude that a.s., for t < T,
dp1( X, ) =df (ry) +d(eV(Xy) + eV (Y,)) < —epi(Xy,Y;) dt + dM,

where (M) denotes a local martingale and ¢ = min(«, 5, \)/2. The product rule for
semimartingales then implies a.s. for ¢ < T

d(e'p (X, Yy)) = ce'p(Xy, Yy)dt + e dpi (X, Y;) < et dMy.
We introduce a sequence of stopping times (7}, )nen given by
T,=inf{t>0:|X;—Y <1/n or max(|X,|Y:]) >n}.
We have T,, T T" a.s. by non-explosiveness. Therefore we finally obtain:
Wi (0uprs 0ype) < B [p1(Xy, Vi) lier] = Tim B [p1(Xy, Yi) li<r, ]
< e “!liminf E [e ) py (Xiar,, Yirr,)] < e "W, (04, 0,)

n—oo
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Bounds for Example 4. The statement is a special case of Theorem 1. The only thing
to verify is the lower bound

-1

B > \/f£/_7r< /0 RQeXp (k1% /4) dr)

As [[7 exp(kr?/4) dr = \/7 /K, this follows from the definitions of ® and ¢:

= [ o e < Vi [ e () ar

0

]

Proof of Corollary 1. It is well-known that, in our setup, the Markov transition ker-
nels (p;) admit a unique invariant measure 7 satisfying 7p, = 7 for any ¢t > 0 and
[V(z)n(dz) < C/A, see e.g. [73]. In |75, Lemma 2.1] it is proven that for any
probability measures vy and v, we have

/Rd V(z) |1 — o] (dzx) = i%f/ [(V(x) +V(y)] Lyzyy(dz dy),

where the infimum is taken over all couplings v with marginals v and v; respectively.
In our setup, this implies that for any u € Py (R?) and ¢ > 0,

/d V(2) |upy — | (dz) < 6_1W,01(:uptv7rpt> < et e "Wy, (p, ).
R

This implies the bound on the mixing time, since
W (60, 7) < /[f(|x — )+ V(@) + e V(y) | n(dy) < Ry + e V(z) + e C/A

]

Proof of Corollary 2. The proof relies on arguments from [51]. Let € R%. Assump-
tion 10 implies that d,p; € Py (R?) for any ¢ > 0 and hence p;g(z) = E,.[g(X;)] is well
defined and finite for any measurable g which is Lipschitz w.r.t. p;. Fix (z,y) € R*
and ¢t > 0, and let (X;,Y;) be an arbitrary coupling of é,p; and d,p,. We bound the
Lipschitz norm of x — p,g(z):

Peg(x) = peg(W)] < Eayllg(Xe) = 9(Y)I < 19lLipe) Eawlor(Xe, Y2)].

Since the above inequality holds for any coupling, Theorem 1 implies

|Pt9|Lip(p1) < |g|Lip(m) e .
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This estimate implies bounds on the bias of ergodic averages:

B3 [oexyas— [gar]| < [ [loaate) - st sty o

1— efct
|g|Lip(p1) P1 (:C7 y) ﬂ-(dy)

<
- ct
C
191 Lip(on) (Rg +eV(x) + e;) ,

1 — —ct
where we have used that f is bounded by R.

ct
We now turn to the variance bound. Integrating (1.15) implies
E[V(X)?] < C*/X+e MV (z)* for any t > 0.
For reals a, b, ¢, the inequality (a + b+ ¢)? < 3(a® + b* + ¢?) holds true. Hence

[ [t neannieds < s(rr2e [virnea)
< 3(R3+2e[C/X +e M V(2)Y]).
Let A=3(R3+2e (C*/A*+e'V(x)?)). Fort > 0and h > 0,

A
Var, [g // pt(if dy) p(z,dz) < |g|iip(p1)>

A —2c¢
Var, [(phg)(Xt)] ‘phg‘mp (p1) <35 ’g|L1p(p1) e "

<

We get an estimate on the decay of correlatlons by Cauchy-Schwarz:
Covy [9(Xe), 9(Xisn)] = Covy [9(X2), (rg)(Xe)]
A —c
< Var, [g(X0))* Var, [(prg) (XI5 [9lEip0,) €

Finally, we obtain the variance bound

1
Var, [—/ ds} = t2/ / Cov, [9(Xs),9(X,) ] dsdr
—C 8 T’ A
t2 |g|L1p (p1) / / dsdr = E'gliip(pl)'

1.5.2 Proofs of results in Section 1.2.2

Proof of Theorem 2. We use the function f defined at the beginning of Section 1.5
with the following parameters: The constants R; and R, are specified by (1.22), we
fix € € (0, 00) satisfying (1.18), set i(r) = ®(r) and j(r) = r and define

1

h(r) = 5/(:8/1(8) ds+2Q(e)r, (1.55)
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where ®, k and @ are given by (1.19), Assumption 9 and (1.17) respectively.

Fix initial values (z,y) € R?’. Tt is enough to prove (1.23) for Dirac measures
9, and 0, see the proof of Theorem 1 for details. Let U, = (X,,Y;) be a reflection
coupling with initial values (x,y), as defined in Section 1.4.2. We will argue that
E e po( Xy, Yy)] < pa(x,y) holds for any ¢t > 0. Denote by T'=inf {t > 0: X; = Y;}
the coupling time. Set 7, = X; — Y; and r; = |Z;|. The proof of Theorem 1 shows
that f(r;) satisfies a.s.

df (re) < (f'(re) (e, 0(Xy) = b(Y2)) +2f" (1)) dt +2 f'(ry) (e, dBy) (1.56)

for t < T, where e, = Z;/r;. As in the proof of Theorem 1, the Lebesgue measure of
the set {0 < s < T :r; € {Ry,Ry}}, i.e. the time that (r;) spends at the points R,
and Ry before coupling, is almost surely zero. This justifies to write f’ and f” in the
above inequality. Observe that Assumption 9 implies the upper bound

(er, b(Xs) = b(Y)) = (Zi/re, b(Xy) — b(Y2)) < K(re) 7o

The function f is constant on [Ry,00), and f(r) < ®(r). Moreover, on (0, Rs) \
{R:} the function f satisfies inequality (1.49). By (1.56), (1.49) and (1.55), we can
conclude that a.s. for t < T,

df (re) < (=4Q(e) f'(re) = B/2f (re) Lny<ry, — &/2f (1) Iry<r,) dt (1.57)
+2 f'(re) (e, dBy) .

We now turn to the Lyapunov functions and set G(z,y) = 1+¢V(z) +€eV(y). By
definition of the coupling in Section 1.4.2, we have a.s. for t < T"

dG(X,.Y;) = (eLV(X,) +eLV(Yy)) dt (1.58)
+e (VV(X,) + VV(Y,),dB,) — 2¢ (e, VV(Y})) (e, dB,) .

Assumption 10 implies LV (X;) + LV (Y;) <2C — X (V(X;) +V(Y;)). Notice that by
(1.18), (1.19) and (1.47) with i(r) = ®(r),
-1

20 < (2 /0 o) () dr> _ ¢/

Recall that ¢ = min (3, A\,4Ce)) /2. Using the definitions (1.20) and (1.21) of the
sets S1 and S5 respectively, we can conclude that a.s. for t < T"

d(eV(X;) + €V (YY) < (§/2Lr,<r, — cG(Xe, Yi)I,>R,) di
+e(VV(X,) + VV(Y2),dBy) — 2€ (e, VV(Y)) (e, dBy) .
(1.59)

By (1.52) and (1.58), the covariation of f(r;) and e V(X;) + € V(Y;) is, almost surely
for t < T, given by:

dlf(r),eV(X)+eV(Y)], = 2f'(r)e (VV(X,) — VV(Y)),e) dt.
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Using Cauchy-Schwarz and (1.17), we can derive the following bound for any z, y € R?
with © # y:

e|VV ()| +€|VV(y)|
(1+eV(z)+eV(y))

¢ <vv<x) —VV(y), u> <(I+eV(z)+eV(y)

[z =y
2Q(e) G(z,y).

IN

Hence, almost surely for ¢t < T"
dLf(r),eV(X)+eV(Y)]: < 4Q(e) f'(r) G(Xy, Vi) dt. (1.60)
The product rule for semimartingales implies almost surely for ¢t < 7"
d(f(r)G(Xe, V) = G(Xy, Vi) df (ri) + f(re) dG (X, Vi) + [ (), G(X, V)
By (1.57), we have

G(Xe, Yo)df (re) < (=B/2p2(Xe,Y2) Ir,<ry, — §/2 p2( X4, Y2) L <y ) dt
—4Q(e) f'(r)G(X,,Yy) dt + dM, (1.61)

where (M) is a local martingale. Moreover, (1.59) implies
flr) dG(Xe, Ye) < [€/2 f(re) Ircr — ¢ p2(Xe, Vo) Lo my] dt + MY, (1.62)

where (M?) is again a local martingale. Observe that G > 1. Combining (1.60),
(1.61) and (1.62) we can conclude a.s. for t < T

dp2(Xt7Y;) S _Cp2(Xt7}/i) + tha
d (QCtPQ(Xta Yt)) = CeCt IOQ(Xta Y;) dt + GCt dpQ(Xt7 }/t) S €Ct th7

where (M,) is a local martingale. We can finish the proof of (1.23) using a stopping
argument, see the end of the proof of Theorem 1 for details. m

Proof of Corollary 4. Analogously to the proof of Corollary 2, we can conclude that
peg() is finite for any function g which is Lipschitz w.r.t. ps, any x € R and ¢ > 0.
Moreover,

P9l Lipe) S 19lLip(o) e ct holds for any ¢ > 0.
In particular, for any z,y € R? we can conclude that

|g|Lip(p2) e “pa(z,y)
191ty € o =yl L+ V(@) +eV(y)),

Ipeg(w) — peg(y)|

VARVAN

where we used f(r) < r. If the map = — p,g(x) is differentiable at # € R?, we can
deduce the gradient bound (1.25). O
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1.5.3 Proofs of results in Section 1.2.3

Proof of Theorem 3. In contrast to the proofs above, we do not use the function f
defined in the beginning of Section 1.5, but the one constructed in [51], i.e., we set

fr) = / " 5(s) gls A Ra) ds,

where ¢ and g are defined as

6(r) = exp (—%/Orwwu) du) and  g(r) = 1—5/;@(3) 6(s)" ds.

The function ® and the constant ¢ are given by

B(r) = /O " o(s) ds and 1 /0  B(s) b(s) " ds.

The constants Ry and Ry are defined in (1.32) and (1.33) respectively. Notice that
by definition, k™ (r) = 0 for any r > Ry and thus f is linear on the interval [Ry, 00).
The function f is twice continuously differentiable on (0, R,), and

2f'(r) = —r&"(r) fi(r) = c@(r) < —ru"(r) f'(r) = c f(r). (1.63)

We now prove (1.29) and fix initial values (z,y) € R?? as well as a small constant
d > 0. The coupling U; = (X;,Y;), defined in Section 1.4.3, yields the upper bound

Wo (it 1) < Elpo(X1, V7)) = E[f(|X; — Yi])].

Let v =c—|7| K. Set Z; = X; — Y, and r, = |Z;|. We will argue that there is a
constant C' > 0, independent of 9, such that

'E[f(r)] < f(ro) +€’*C'§  holds true for any ¢ > 0. (1.64)
From this inequality one can then conclude, that for any ¢ > 0 we have
W (i, 1) < €77 polz,y) + C'6,

which finishes the proof of (1.29) since 6 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small. More-
over (1.30) directly follows from (1.29) and the inequality

ro(Ry) < O(r) <2f(r) <2d(r) < 2r.
We now show (1.64). By definition of the coupling in Section 1.4.3,
dZt = (bx(t, Xt) — by(t, K)) dt + 2 I'C(Ut) €t th,

where W, = fot (es, dBL) is a one dimensional Brownian motion. Notice that whenever
ry < 0/2, we have rc(U;) = 0 by definition. Using an approximation argument, cf.
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the proof of Lemma 8 further below or arguing similarly to [51, Lemma 6.2|, one can
show that r; satisfies almost surely the equation

dry = (&, b"(8, X;) = V(. 4)) di + 2 re(U) AW, (1.65)

where &, = Z;/ry for r, # 0, & = (b*(t, Xy) — bY(t,Yy))/ [b"(t, Xy) — 0¥ (¢, Yy)| if r, =0
and |b"(t, X;) — bY(t,Y:)] > 0, and é; is an arbitrary unit vector otherwise. Similarly
as in the proof in Section 1.5.1, we now apply the It6-Tanaka formula for semimartin-
gales to conclude that almost surely,

F(r) — fro) = / F(re) (s b7 (5, X0) — (s, Y2)) dis

+2/ rc(Us)f’(rs)dWsnL%/ L7y (de),
0

—0o0

where L7 is the right-continuous local time of (r;) and py is the non-positive measure
representing the second derivative of f. By (1.53), the Lebesgue measure of the set
{0 < s <t:ry e {R,Re}} is almost surely zero. Since f is twice continuously
differentiable, except possibly at Ry and Rs, we can replace f’ by f’ in the equation
above. Moreover, since f is concave, the measure of the points R, and Ry w.r.t. iy
is non-positive. Hence by (1.53),

/00 LY py(de) < /Ot f(rs)d[r]s = 4/; rc(U,)? f"(rs)ds a.s., and thus

—0o0

flre) = f(ro) + My + /Ot Hds, where (1.66)

M, = Q/trc(Us)f’(rs)dWS, and (1.67)
Hy, < f/(r) (65, b"(t, Xs) — bY(,Ys)) + 2 1c(U,)? f'(r,).  (1.68)

We can bound the inner product using the definitions of *, 0¥ and , as well as the
Lipschitz bounds on b and :

(60, b7(1, X0) — 09(1, i) (1.69)
= b(x) = 800) + 7 (e [ 0060~ [ o, t(a))
< ITt25Tt/€(rt) + I7’t<5 ‘b‘Lip o+ ’T‘ L(Tt + Wl (:U’?a /’L%‘/))

Notice that W(uf, uf) < E[r. Remembering that by (1.31), K = and

combining (1.69) with the inequality r < 2 f(r)/¢(R;), we obtain

4L
#(R1)

(€, b°(1, Xy) — 0Y(1, V7))
< Ip>ert K(Tt) + 15 |b|Lip o+ |T| K/2 (f(rt) + E[f(rtﬂ)
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1.5 Proofs

The product rule for semimartingales shows that
de f(r) = e*dM, + e (v f(r) + Hy) dt.
Using that v = ¢ — |7| K and the bound f’ <1, we can conclude that

A f(r) < e"dMy+ e |7| K/2 (E[f(r)] — f(re) dt
et o <cf(7"t) + bl 5) dt (1.70)
+e" I,>5 (e f(re) +rew(ry) £1(re) +2f"(ry)) dt.

Here we used that f” < 0 and rc(U;) = 1 whenever r, > 6. We now argue that for
any € (0,00) \ {Ra} we have

cf(r)+rea(r) f(r)+2f"(r) <O0. (1.71)

For r € (0, R2) this inequality follows directly from the definition of f, see (1.63). For
r > Ry we have f”(r) = 0, but x(r) is sufficiently negative instead: First notice that
for r > Ry, ¢(r) is constant and hence ®(r) = ®(Ry) + ¢(Ry)(r — R;). Analogously
to [51, Theorem 2.2.] we get

[ a0t s = [ (@) + o) (s - R s

1 = B(R)SR) " (Re — R) + (Ro — R/
> (Ry — Ry)(®(Ry) + ¢(Ry)(Ry — Ry))(Ry) /2
= (Ry — Ry)®(Ra)p(Ry) ™" /2.

For r > Ry we have f'(r) = ¢(R;)/2, and thus we get

¢(f) 7 ¢(R1) @(r)
Fo— R B = “Ry— R O(Ry) = P =),

fr)re(r) < =2

where we used the definition of Ry in (1.33) and the fact that ¢! = 0R2 O (s)/¢(s)ds.
Hence (1.71) holds for any r € (0,00) \ {R2}. By (1.70), we conclude that

t
B[ f(r) — f(ro)] < 6 <]b|Lip + c) / o ds.
0
where we used that f(r) <r. O

We now prepare the proof of Theorem 4 by providing a priori bounds. Notice that
Assumption 14 implies that there are constants A, B > 0 s.t.

19(x,y)| < A+ B(|z| +|y|)  for any z,y € R™ (1.72)
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Lemma 3 (A priori bounds). Let V(z) = 1 + |z|>. Suppose that Assumptions 14
and 15 hold true. Then there is a constant C' € (0,00) such that for any 7 € R with
17| < A/(8B), z € R and t > 0, a solution (X;) of (1.26) with Xy = x satisfies

V(X)) < <c—w<xt>>+(2rT\BrXt|EnXtu—jmﬁﬂ dt +2 (X, dB,).

In particular, EV(Xy)] < C/A+e MV ().

Proof of Lemma 3. Let M, = fot (X,,dBs). By Ito’s formula,
1
5 dV(Xy) = (Xu b(Xt)> dt + 7(Xq, /ﬁ(Xb Y) uf(dy)) dt + d dt + dM;.

Using Assumption 15, inequality (1.72) and |7| < A/(8B), we conclude

1
FdV(Xy) = [Cr = A X7+ 7] (AX] + BOXGI + X Bol| Xl])]dt + dM,

5
< |Co = SAXP + |7 BIX| Ew[|XtH] dt + dM,,

with €1 = sup|,<p |[(z,b(z)) + A |z|* + d| and a constant Cy > C} s.t.
“Ar?/4+ |7 Ar < Cy—Cy foranyr € R,.

It follows that we can find a constant C' > 0 such that
dV(X;) < {(J —A\V(Xy) + 2|7 B |X| E[|X,]] — 2 |Xt|2] dt + 2dM,.
Applying the product rule for semimartingales we get
deMV (X)) < e [O +2|7| B |Xy| E[|X,]] — 2 |Xt|2] dt +2e dM,.

We introduce the stopping times T,, = inf{t > 0 : | X;| > n} and remark that almost
surely, T,, 1 0o, since the solution (X;) is non-explosive. Using Fatou’s Lemma and
monotone convergence, we can conclude that

B[ V(X,)] < liminf By[e* AT V(X )

n—oo

t
<V [ [orz i BEINI -3
0

n E[|X,|%]| ds.

This concludes the proof, since by assumption, |7| < A\/(8B). O
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Proof of Theorem 4. We use the Lyapunov function V (z) = 14 |z|*. Assumption 15
provides a rate A and Lemma 3 a constant C'. We follow Section 1.2.2 defining

S = {(x,y)GRded:V(:v)+V(y)§26’/)\},
Sy = {(m,y)GRded:V(x)+V(y)§8C/)\},
R, = Sup{|x_y| 3(1’,3/)631'}, 1=1,2.
We define f as in the beginning of Section 1.5 w.r.t. the following parameters:

1 1 ¢

h(s) = 5 /OS re(r)dr + 2s,j(s) = s,i(s) = (s),c = Zmin(ﬁ, A, €= WYed

with x given by Assumption 9. We assume |7]| < A/(8B) so that Lemma 3 applies.

Fix initial values (x,y) € R?*!, as well as a small constant § > 0. The coupling
Uy = (X, Y;) defined in Section 1.4.3 yields the upper bound

WP? (:utm7 :U’?tJ) < E[pQ (Xt7 Y;)]

Set Z; = Xy — Y; and r, = |Z;|. Equations (1.65), (1.66), (1.67) and (1.68) are still
valid in our setup. By (1.69) we can conclude that

Hy < <]rt26f,(7“t)“(7“t)7"t + Lni<s bl 4, 5) +210c(U)? f"(r1) + |7] L(re + Elry]).
By definition, f is constant on [Rs, c0), and, for r € (0, Ry) \ {R1},
2f"(r) < =f'(r) [k(r)r +4] = (8/2) f(r) = (£/2) f(r) L<r,-

Using that f is concave with f(r) < r and rc(U;) = 1 for r, > 4, we obtain

df (re) < [—g fre)lr<r, — gf(rt) Ly,<r, —41c(U;)? f’(?“t)] dt
+ (\b|Lip + g + g) ddt + |7| L(ry+ E[ry]) dt + 2 ve(Uy) f'(r) AWy, (1.73)

Next, we observe that Lemma 3 implies
dV(X;) < [C = AV(Xy)] dt +2|7| BV (Xy) E[V(Xy)] dt + 2 (X}, dBy) ,
AV(Yy) < [C = AV (V)] di + 2|7 BV(Y) E[V (Y] dt +2 (Y, dBy)

where (B,) and (B,) are the Brownian motions defined in (1.46). Let
G(z,y) =1+eV(z)+eV(y).
The set S is chosen such that 2Ce — Ae V(X;) + A eV (Y;) < 0 whenever r, > R;.

For r, > Ry we have

20— AeV(Xy)+AeV(Y) < =2Ce— (A2)eV(Xy) — (N/2)eV(Y))

<
< —min(8/2,A/2) G(X,, Y,),
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1 Quantitative Harris type theorems for diffusions

since € = £/(4C) and £ > . We conclude that
dG(X;,Y;) < I,<y2C e — Ty min(B/2, 0/2) G(X,, V) dt + €2 (X, dBy)
+2¢ |7 BIV(X,) BIV(X,)] + V(Y) EV ()]} dt + €2V, dBy ) . (1.74)

Note that |VV (z)| = 2|z| < V(x). Therefore, and by (1.66) and (1.67), we obtain
similarly to (1.60):

dlf(r), G(X,Y)], = 21c(U)? f'(r,) e(VNV(X,) = VV(Y}), e) dt
< 2rc(Uy)? f'(r) G(Xy, V) dt. (1.75)

Using the product rule together with (1.73),(1.74) and (1.75), we see that

dpe(Xy,Yy) = d(f(ri)G(Xy,Yr))
= G(X,Y)df (re) + f(r)dG(Xe, Yz) +d[f(r), G(X,Y)];
<~ min(8/2,0/2) f(r) G(X0 Vo) di + [7] LG(X,,Y:) (s + Elr]) de
+2€ |7 B f(r:) [V(Xe) E[V(X)] + V(Yy) E[V(Y)] dt

FG(XeY5) (Jblygy + (8 +€)/2) 8dt + di,

where (M;) denotes a local martingale. We further bound the perturbation terms
originating from the nonlinearity. For r < Ry, inequality (1.48) holds true and thus
there is a constant Ky € (0,00) s.t. for any x,y € R? we have

[z =yl < Kof(lz =y)) A+ V() +eV(y) = Kopalz,y).
Hence, we can bound
17| LG(Xe, V) (re + Erd]) < [7] L Ko (p2(Xe, V) + G(X, Vi) Ep2(Xe, Y))).
Moreover,
eV(X,) E[V(X)] +eV(Y) B[V(Y))] < ' E[G(X,, Y))] G(X,, YY).
Recall that 2¢ = min(5/2, A/2). Hence by the bounds above,
d(etpy(X0, V1)) = epa( Xy, Yy) et dt + e“ldpy(X,,Y;) < ey dt + ectdM,,
where
Ji = —cpa( Xy, Yy) + |7| L Ko (p2( Xy, V2) + G(Xy, Y1) Elp2(Xe, Y7)])
+ 2| B EIG(GY) o0, Y5) + G0 Y) (bl + (B4 )/2) 8

Optional stopping and Fatou’s lemma now shows that

t
Bl pa(X0, V)] < pol,y) + / ¢ B[], ds.
0
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Using the a priori bounds from Lemma 3, we see that there is a constant C; € (0, 00),
not depending on ¢, such that

(|b|mp+(5+5)/2) /Ote”E[G(XS,YS)] ds < C.

Since GG > 1, we can conclude that
t
17| L Ko / (Elp2(Xs, Ys)] + E[G(Xs, Y5)| Elp2( X5, Y5)]) €7 ds
0
t
1217 Be ! / EG(X., Y2)] Elpa(X., V)] €°* ds
0

t
< 171 Ca [ BIGOX Y] Elpal(X.. Vo)) e ds,
0
where Cy = 2 (L Ky + B/¢). Moreover, the a priori estimates imply

/Ot e® BG(X,, Yy)] Elp2 (X5, Y5)] ds

t t
< Cj / e“® Elpa(Xs, Ys)| ds 4 Cy(z, y) / e Blpy(Xs, Y] ds,
0 0

where C3 =1+ ¢€2C/X and Cy(z,y) = eV (z) + €V (y). If 7 is sufficiently small, i.e.,
if |71 Co(C5 + Cy(z,y)) < ¢, we can conclude that for any 6 > 0,

WP2 (Mf? :u%) S E[pQ(Xt7 }/t)] S e_Ct p2<$0, y()) + Ol J.

However, observe that C, depends on the initial values x and y, i.e. we get a local
contraction in the sense that for a given R > 0, we can find a constant 75 € (0, 00),
such that (1.34) holds for all |7| < 7y and initial values z,y € R? with |z, |y| < R.
Inequality (1.35) follows readily from (1.34) and the definition of K.

In order to obtain a related statement which is valid for any initial condition, see
(1.36), we assume |7| CoC5 < c. Similarly as above, we obtain

E[pQ(Xt7 }/t)]
t
< e po(xg,y0) + C16 + e 7| Cy Cy(m,y) / N Blpy(Xs, Ys)] ds
0
Using once again the apriori estimates and the bound f < R, we see that
t t
/ N Epy(X,,Ys)|ds < Ro(1+2eC/N+ €V (z) + €V (y)) / el s(ds.
0 0

Since A\ > ¢, there is a constant K3 € (0, 00), neither depending on the initial values
(x,y) nor on 9§, such that

Elpa(X,Y2)] < e pa(x0,90) + C1 6 + e " Ky (eV(2) + €V (y))*.

Since 6 > 0 is arbitrary, we have shown (1.36). O
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1.5.4 Proofs of results in Section 1.2.4

Before proving Theorem 5, we include a proof of Lemma 2 from Section 1.3.6 that is
based on |74, Section 4.

Proof of Lemma 2. The function H is C? with strictly positive first derivative, and
thus the inverse function H! : [0, 00] — [[, 00] is also strictly increasing and C?. We
define a function G : [I,00) X [0, 00) — [0, 00) by

G(z,t) = H ' (H(x) +ct).

Observe that for any fixed ¢ > 0 the map x — G(z,t) is a concave C? function on
({,00), which can be seen by the following computation:

/ /
Ye :@x<noG> _ (nn)QoG_(UO?W <o
U U 1

Since x — G(z,t) is concave, [t6’s formula shows that almost surely,
dG(Zy,t) < 0,G(Zy,t) dt + 0,G(Zy, t) dAy + dWr,

where (W;) denotes a local martingale. Observe that ;G = ¢npo G > 0 and
0, G = % > 0. Using our Assumption (1.41), we can conclude that a.s.

dG(Zt, t) S th fort < T.
Let (T},)nen be a localizing sequence for (W;) with T,, T co. We see

E[G(Zt/\T7t/\T)] == E[llni}lnf G(Zt/\T/\Tn ,t/\T/\Tn)]
< liminf E[G( Zrn,s t AT AT)] < E[G(Z, 0)] = E[ Zo)].

n—oo

Since H is nonnegative and H~! is increasing, we get
E[H Y (c(tAT))] < E[G(Zipr, t NT)] < E[Zy] < 00.

Since the inequality holds for any ¢ > 0 and H'(t) — oo as t — oo, the time T is
a.s. finite, and we can finish the proof using Fatou’s lemma:

B[H(cT)] < BE[G(Zr, T)] < liminf B[G(Zyr, t AT)] < B[ 2],

O

Proof of Theorem 5. We use the function f defined in the beginning of Section 1.5
with the following parameters: ¢ = 1 constant, j = 7, and h(r) = 1 [ sx(s)ds,

2
where k is defined in Assumption 9.

We now prove (1.38). Let U; = (X3, Y:) be a reflection coupling with initial values
(x,y), as defined in Section 1.4.2. Denote by 7' = inf {t > 0 : X; = Y;} the coupling
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time. We will argue that the stochastic process (p1(Xy, Y:)) satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 2, except that the map ¢ — p;(X;,Y;) is not continuous at t = 7. Nev-
ertheless, this obstacle can be overcome by a stopping argument. Set Z; = X; — Y;
and r; = |Z;|. Following the lines of the proof of Theorem 1, one can show that a.s.
for t < T, f(r;) satisfies

df (r+) Lf/(re) (e, b(Xy) — b(Y2)) 4+ 2f"(ry)] dt +2 f'(r1) {es, dBy)
[=B/20( f(re)) Lry<py — /2 Lry<ry) dt + 2 f'(14) (e, dBy) .

We turn to the Lyapunov functions. Assumption 16 implies that a.s.,

<
<

deV(Xe) +eV(Yh)) < (2Ce = (en(V(Xe)) +en(V (V1)) dt + dM,

where (M,) is a local martingale. Observe that by definition of v in Theorem 5, and
by concavity of 1, we have

e(n(V (X)) +n(V(Y1))) Z en(V(Xy) + V(Ye)) = yn(eV(Xy) +eV(Vh)).
If r, > Ry, we know by definition of S that
20 = (en(V(Xy)) +en(V(Y2))) < —7/2n(eV(Xy) +eV(V)).
If r, > Ry, then by Assumption 17,
20e = (eV(Xy) + V(W) < —a/2n(f(re)) —7/20(eV(Xy) + V(YY)
where we have used that 7 is increasing, € = {/(4C'), and ® > f. Thus a.s.,

d(eV(Xe) +eV(Y2) < (&/2Lr<r — a/20(f(re)) Ir>Re)
—y/20(eV (X)) + e V(Y,)) dt + dM,.

Summarizing the above results, we can conclude that almost surely, the following
differential inequality holds for ¢ < T"

dp1 (X, Yy) =df (ry) +d(e V(Xy) + eV (VL))
< —min(a, 8)/2 ( £(r)) — /2n(e V(Xe) + € V(Y) di + dM]
< —min(a, 8,7)/2n( p1(Xy,Yy) ) dt + dM],

where (M) denotes a local martingale and min(c, 3,7)/2 = c.

Now let T;, = inf{t > 0 : | X; — ¥;| < 1}. By non-explosiveness we have T}, 1 T". We
have shown that the semimartingale R, = p1(Xyat,, YiaT, ) satisfies the assumptions
of Lemma 2 for the stopping time 7},. Thus

E[H '(cT)] <liminf E[H '(cT,)]

n—o0

<liminf E[H '(H(Rr,)+cT,)] < E[Ro] = pi(z,y).

n—o0
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Inequality (1.38) now follows from an application of the Markov inequality, and by
the fact that H~1! is strictly increasing:

Bl (eT)] _ ple.y)

P[T >t =P[H *cT)>H 'ct)] < Tl S H(ct)

]

Proof of Corollary 5. The proof is similar to the one of [74, Theorem 4.1]. Consider
the probability measure mz(-) = 7(- N Ag)/7(Agr) where Ap = {z € R?: V(x) < R}
for some constant R € (0,00) to be determined below. Since 7p;, = m,

I, ) — iy < / o, ) = piys ey 7r(dy) + Imrpe — 7 pelley

_ [ iay) maldy) Ry + V(@) + ¢ [ V(y) mldy)
- H=1(ct) H=(ct)

+7m(AR) <

+m(AR),

where we have used that f < R,. Similarly to [19, Lemma 4.1], one can see that
Assumption 16 implies that the invariant measure 7 satisfies [ 7n(V(y))w(dy) < C.
Hence, the Markov inequality implies 7(A%) < C/n(R). Since x — n(z)/x is non-
increasing we have

Vi(e) <n(V(x))R/n(R)
for any x € R? such that V(z) < R. This yields the upper bound

/ Vdr < CR/n(R).
V<R

We can conclude that

R2+6V(x)+ ceCR N C
H=Yct)  m(Ar)n(R)H (ct) n(R)

() = 7lloy <

We now choose R. Set b=n"1(2C")/l and define R = b H'(ct). Since
n(b H=1(0)) = n(bl) =2C, we also have a lower bound for 7(Ag):

m(Ag) = 1—m(A%) > 1-C/n(R) > 1/2.
Combining the bounds, we obtain the assertion

Ry+eV(z) C(2eb+1)
H-(ct) n(bH1(ct))"

||pt(l’» ) =7y <
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1.6 Extensions

1.6 Extensions

This section is not part of the original article [48] and has been added by the third
author. We extend Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 from Section 1.2 replacing the global
one-sided Lipschitz condition (1.2) by a local bound.

We assume that the drift coefficient b is locally Lipschitz. Let |b|Lip( sy be the local
Lipschitz constant of b on a bounded set S C R? x R4, i.e.

1b(z) = b(y)|

:(x,y)eS,:c#y}<oo.
|z -yl

[blLip(s) = sup {

In particular, for any bounded set S C R? x R? there is a continuous function
k(S,-) : (0,00) — [0, 00) such that
1
/ re(S,r)dr < oo and (1.76)
0
(@ —y,b(x) =by)) < w(S|e—y|)-|z—y[* forany (z,y) €S (1.77)

Clearly, the constant function £(S) = |bl;, ) satisfies (1.76) and (1.77).

1.6.1 Extension of Theorem 1

We derive Kantorovich contractions w.r.t. the additive distance (1.4). Suppose that
Assumption 10 holds true and fix a function V' with corresponding constants C, A €
(0,00). Exactly as in Section 1.2.1, we define a set S; and its diameter R; by (1.6)
and (1.7) respectively. Assumption 11 is replaced by the slightly more complicated
growth condition:

Assumption 18. There exist a constant o > 0 and a bounded set Sy O S such that
for any (x,y) € R*\ Sy, we have

V@ + 1) 2 L (14 g @ - bl +a k=) )

where 1/£(S2) = fORl exp (3 [5 tK(Sa,t)dt) dr and k(Ss,-) is a continuous function
satisfying (1.76) and (1.77).

Suppose that Assumption 18 holds true and fix «, Sy and k(S;). As before, we
define

Ry = sup{|lz—y|: (z,y) € S2}. (1.78)

Since the set Sy is fixed, we just write x(t) instead of k(S2,t) and use this function
to define the maps ¢ and ® by (1.5), completely analogous to Section 1.2.1.
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Theorem 6 (Contraction rates for additive metric). Suppose that Assumptions 10
and 18 hold true. Then there exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing continuous
function f: Ry — Ry with f(0) =0 and constants ¢, e € (0,00) s.t.

W, (pe, vps) < e W, (n,v)  for any p,v € P(R?) and t > 0. (1.79)
Here the underlying distance py is defined by (1.4) with € determined by (1.8). The

contraction rate is given by ¢ = min (5, a, \) /2, where [ is given by (1.12). The
function f is constant for r > Ry, and

< f'(r) exp<%/0Tt/£(t>dt) <1 for any r € (0, Ry).

N | —

The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof.

Before we prove the theorem, we briefly demonstrate the applicability. We write
Bgr = {x € R: |z| < R} for a ball in R? with radius R.

Lemma 4. If there exists constants o, R € (0,00) s.t. for any x € R? with |z| > R,

4C' 2
V() > BN <1+ ¢(Br x Br) (2 \ysllélﬁvl b(y)| + a |x|)> ;

then Assumption 18 holds true.

The statement can be proven similarly to Lemma 1 in Section 1.2.1.

Example 7. Assume that there are constants A, D, € (0,00), ¢>1 and 0 <p <gq
such that

< —z/! for all |x| > D and

< A+ |z") forallz € R

According to Remark 1 there are constants a, \,C" € (0,00) and a function V satis-
fying V(x) = exp(a|z|?) for large |z|, such that Assumption 10 is satisfied. For any
R >0 and (x,y) € Bg X Br with |x —y| =r > 0, we have that

<x—y b(x)—b(y>> < 2A(1+RP)/r

lr =yl |z —y

and thus (1.76) and (1.77) are satisfied for k(Br X Bgr,t) = 2A(1+ RP)/t. Since
p < q, Lemma 4 is applicable.
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Proof of Theorem 6. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 1 and only small
changes have to be made. We use the function f defined at the beginning of Section
1.5 with the following parameters: The constants R; and R, are the diameter of
the sets S; and Sy, and are given by (1.6) and (1.78) respectively. We set i(r) = 1,

j(r) =r and define
1

h(r) = 5/ sk(s)ds, with k(s) = k(Sz,s) as in Assumption 18.
0

We fix initial values (z,y) € R?? and prove (1.79) for Dirac measures 4, and d,. Let
U, = (X, Y;) be a reflection coupling with initial values (x,y), as defined in Section
1.4.2. We will argue that E [e“!p;(X;,Y;)] < pi(x,y) holds for any ¢ > 0. Denote
by T' = inf{t > 0: X, =Y;} the coupling time. Set Z, = X; — Y; and r, = |Z,].
Notice that the differential (in)equalities (1.51) and (1.54) still hold true. Clearly,
if (X;,Y;) € Sy, then r, < Ry and if (X3,Y;) € Sy, then r, < Ry. Moreover, the
Lebesgue measure of the time (r;) spends at the points R; and Ry before coupling
is almost surely zero, see the proof of Theorem 1 for details. By (1.77), we have for
(X4, Y:) € Seand t < T,

<€t, b(Xt) - b<Yt)> < H(S27 T’t) Tt
Using inequality (1.49), (1.54) and the facts that |f'| < 1 and f” < 0, we can conclude
that almost surely for ¢t < T,
df(re) < (f'(re) (e, (Xe) = b(Ye)) + 2 f"(re)) dt + 2 f'(re) (er, dBy)
< (=(8/2) f(rd) Iixvoes: — (§/2) Iixives,) di
+ ’b(Xt) — b(Y;)| [Xt,Yt VESs dt + 2f (7'75) <€t, dBt> . (180)

We now turn to the Lyapunov functions. Assumption 10 implies that a.s.
d(eV(Xy)+eV(Yy) < 2Ce— )\ (eV(Xy) +eV (VL)) dt + dM,,
where (M;) denotes a local martingale. If (X;,Y;) € Si, then by definition
2Ce— A (eV(Xy) +eV(Yy) < —(A/2) (eV(Xy)+eV (V).
In the case (X;,Y;) € S, Assumption 18 implies
2Ce — A (V(Xy) + €V (Y2))
—(a/2) f(r1) = [b(Xe) = b(Y))| = (A/2) (e V(X)) + €V (V)

where we have used that by (1.8) and (1.47), ¢ = £(S2)/(4C) and that f(r) < r. We
can conclude that almost surely,

deV (X)) +eV(Yy) < ((§/2(xives — (A/2)(V(Xy) +eV(Vh)))dt - (1.81)
= ((@/2)f(re) + [b(Xy) = (YD) [x0vi)gs, db + d M.
Combining (1.80) and (1.81), we can conclude that a.s. for t < T,
dpr( X, Yy) =df (r) + d (e V(Xy) + e V(Yy) < —epi(Xy, Yy) dt + dM,

where (M/) denotes a local martingale and ¢ = min(«, 3, \)/2. The proof can now
be finished in the same way as the proof of Theorem 1. ]
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1.6.2 Extension of Theorem 2

We consider Kantorovich contractions w.r.t. the multiplicative semimetric (1.16). As
before, the aim is to replace the global bounds by local ones. To this end, we need a
slightly more general geometric drift condition.

Assumption 19. There is a C? function V : R? — R, a constant C € (0,00) and
a continuous function ¥ : RY — R, with A\ = inf, ¥(x) > 0 such that V(z) — oo as
|z| = o0, and

LV (z) < C—Y(x)V(x) for any x € R

Similar drift conditions occur in [23]. The idea to use this type of drift condition
in the context of the multiplicative semimetric is due to A. Guillin.

Remark 5. Assume that there are constants R > 0, v > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that
(b(z),z) < —vlzl'  forany [z] = R.

Let V be a C? function with V(z) = exp(a |z|?) outside of a compact set. If a,\ €
(0,00) satisfy G + aiq < 7, then there is C € (0,00) such that Assumption 19 is

satisfied with U(z) = Amax(1, |z[*7?).

We proceed similarly to Section 1.2.2, but replace global bounds by local versions.
The set S; C R?? and its diameter R; are now defined by

Si = {(z,y) eRIxR*: [UV](z) + [TV](y) <2C} and (1.82)
Ry = sup{lz —y|: (z,y) € Si}, (1.83)

where [WV](z) = ¥(z)V(x). Similarly to Assumption 12, we impose the following
condition.

Assumption 20. The logarithm of V is locally Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for any
bounded set S C RY, we have that

YV (2)]
ves V(@)

For bounded sets S C R? x R¢, we define

VV(z)] | [VV(y)
( o T V) )<oo. (1.84)

Q(S) = sup

(z,y)ES

We impose the following growth condition:
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Assumption 21. There exist constants o, R € (0,00) such that for any x,y € R?
with © # y and (z,y) € B% := Br X Bg, we have

V1) + [0VI0) > 2 + (g + Ve + v ) (MR 4 ).
where 1/€(B%) = 0R1 Jo exp (3 [ ur(BE,u)du + Q(B%)(s —r)) dr ds and r(B%, )
is a continuous function satisfying (1.76) and (1.77).

Fix , Sy = B% and k(t) = k(Sa,t). We write Q = Q(S2), £ = £(S2) and set

Ry = sup{|z — y| : (z,y) € S2}. (1.85)

The reason for choosing S5 as a product of balls is only to reduce technical complexity
in the proofs. As before, we define functions ¢ and ® by

6(r) = exp(—%/ortm(t)dt—Qr), B(r) = /Orgzb(t)dt (1.86)

and set € = £/(4C).

Theorem 7 (Contraction rates for multiplicative semimetric). Suppose that Assump-
tions 19, 20 and 21 hold true. Then there exist a concave, bounded and non-decreasing
continuous function f: R, — Ry with f(0) =0 and a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

W, (o, vp) < e "W, (1, v) for any p,v € P(RY) and t > 0.  (1.87)
Here ¢ = min (8, «) /2 where

gt = /R2 r)o(r) " dr

_ /Rz/exp(/ /{(u)du+Q(s—r)>drds,

the distance py is defined by (1.16), and f is constant for r > Ry and satisfies

1 1/

5 < f'(r) exp (5/ uk(u)du + Qr) < 1  forre(0,R,).
0

The precise definition of the function f is given in the proof.

Before we prove the statement, we make brief remarks on applicability.

Lemma 5. Suppose that Assumption 19 holds true. Moreover, we assume that the
function V' is of type V() = V(|z|) and that it is non-decreasing in |z|. If there are
constants a, R € (0,00) and such that for all |x| > R,
1 1
V(z) > 4C max <—, —>> and (1.88)
V() > 6 (b -
('I) - 6 | |Lip<32 ) + 5 ) (189)

then Assumption 21 holds true.
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Proof of Lemma 5. Let (z,y) ¢ B% and assume w.l.o.g. that |z| = max(|z|, |y]) > R.
Using (1.88), (1.89), the monotonicity of V' and that ¥ > A\, we can conclude that

Vi) > V() + V@)
> m7+3vgg(whm@@)+%)
>

2C + (5(479723) +V(z)+ V(y)) (W + %) :

Example 8. Assume that there are constants D,~ € (0,00) and q¢ > 1 such that
(b(z),z) < —~ |z for all |z| > D.

Then, there are constants a, \,C' € (0,00), a function V' satisfying V (z) = exp(a|z|?)
outside of a compact set, and V(z) = Amax(1, |z|**"?) such that Assumption 19 is
satisfied. Moreover, for this choice, there are constants A, B € (0,00) such that

Q(Bgr x Br) < A+ BRT.

Assume that there are constants 0 < p < q—1 and D, E € (0,00) such that for any
R >0,

bluip(py) < D+ E R,

Then, the constant function k(Bgr X Br) = D + E RP satisfies (1.76) and (1.77) and
there are constants F,m € (0,00) such that 1/§(Brx Br) < F exp(m RI™Y) with this
choice of k. In particular, there is R € (0,00) such that (1.88) is satisfied. Moreover,
since 2¢ —2 > q— 1 > p, (1.89) is satisfied for large enough R and arbitrary c.

Proof of Theorem 7. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2. We use the
function f defined at the beginning of Section 1.5 with the following parameters: The
set S7 and its diameter R; are specified by (1.82) and (1.83) respectively. Assumption
21 yields a set Sy = B% and the corresponding diameter Ry is defined by (1.85). We
set j(r) =r,i(r) = ®(r), k(t) = k(52 t) and Q = Q(Sz2), where ®(r) is determined
by (1.86). We define

1

h(r) = §/OTS/{(S)dS +Qr.

Coupling: We construct a coupling of solutions to (1.1). It is realized as a stan-
dard diffusion process (X;,Y;) with values in R??. We use a mixture of synchronous
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and reflection coupling, similar to Section 1.4.3. The technical realization of the cou-
pling is near to [51]. Fix small § > 0. One should think of § being close to zero. We
introduce Lipschitz functions rc,sc : R4 x R? — [0, 1] satisfying (1.42) and

rc(r,y) =1 whenever (z,y) € By ; and |z —y| >0,
rc(x,y) =0 whenever (z,y) € By or |z —y| <0/2.
The functions can be constructed using standard cut-off techniques. Fix initial values
(z,y) € R?? and two independent Brownian motions (B}) and (B?). We define our
coupling Uy = (X4, Y;) as the solution of the SDE
dXt = b(Xt) dt -+ I'C(Ut> dBtl —+ SC(Ut) dBt2
dY, = bY,)dt + rc(U) (I —2e;{ey,-)) dB} + sc(Uy) dBZ,

with (X, Yy) = (z,y) and

X, Y,
€t:ﬁ for X, #Y,, ep = u for Xy =Y,

where © € R? is some arbitrary fixed unit vector. Notice that the concrete choice of
u is irrelevant for the dynamic, since rc(z,z) = 0. The equation is a standard SDE
with locally Lipschitz coefficients satisfying a non-explosive criteria and thus there
is a unique, strong and global solution. Using Levy’s characterization of Brownian
motion and (1.42), one can verify that (X, Y;) is indeed a coupling.

Calculations: We now prove (1.87) and fix initial values (z,y) € R?*? as well as
small 6 > 0. It is enough to prove the statement for Dirac measures 6, and ¢,. The
coupling Uy = (X},Y;), defined in the last paragraph, yields the upper bound

WPQ(éxptaaypt) < E[p2(Xt7YI%>]'

Set Z; = Xy — Y; and ry = |Z|. We will argue that for each ¢t > 0 and § > 0, there
is a constant C'(¢,0) € (0,00) with the property C(t,0) — 0 for § — 0 and fixed ¢,
such that

e Elpy(X,, V7)) < palz,y) + C(t,6) holds true. (1.90)
From this inequality one can then conclude, that for any ¢ > 0 we have
WP2 (51’pt7 5ypt) S 6_Ct PQ(L y) + é(t7 5)7

which then finishes the proof of (1.87) since § > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small.

We now argue (1.90). Observe that W, = fg (e, dB!) is a one-dimensional Brow-
nian motion. The process (Z;) satisfies almost surely the equation

dZ, = (b(X,) — b)) dt + 2 re(Uy) e, W,
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Using an approximation argument, similarly to [159, Lemma 3|, one can show that
(r;) satisfies almost surely the equation

dre = (e, b(X;) —b(Y})) dt + 2 re(Uy) dW,.

Similarly as in the proof in Section 1.5.1, we apply the It6-Tanaka formula for semi-
martingales to conclude that almost surely,

fry) — / I (rs) {es,b(Xs) — b(Yy)) ds

/0 re(Us) [/ (rs) dWy +;/ LY py(dx), (1.91)

[e.e]

where L7 is the right-continuous local time of (r;), f’ is the left derivative of f and
fty is the non-positive measure representing the second derivative of f. By (1.53), we
conclude that, almost surely for all t > 0,

LH{0<s<t:rse{R, Ry} and rc(Us) > 0}) =0, (1.92)

i.e. the Lebesgue measure of the time ry spends at the points R; and Ry while
rc(Us) > 0, is almost surely zero. Notice that f is continuous differentiable on the
set (0,00) \ {R2} and twice continuously differentiable on (0,00) \ {R1, R2}. Since
g is non-positive and by (1.53), we can conclude that, almost surely for all ¢ > 0,

o0 o) t
| Giutdn) < [ Lo Eade) = [ Logtnng 1) dlr),
—~ - 0

[e.9] [e.9]

t
:4/ Log(r.moy re(Us)? f/(rs) ds, e,
0

df (re) < (f7(re) {ee, b(Xe) = b(Y2)) + Lnogqri ro} 2 ve(Up)? f"(r4)) dt + dM],

where M} =2 [\ rc(U,) f'(rs) dW,. We now turn to the Lyapunov functions and set
G(z,y) =1+ €eV(2) + ¢ V(y). By definition of the coupling, we have a.s.

dG(X,,Y,) = (eLV(X,)+eLV(Yy)) dt (1.93)
e sc(Uy) (VV(Xy) + VV(Y}),dB})

e re(Uy) (VV(Xy) + VV(Y,),dB})

— 2erc(Uy) (VV (Y1), &) (er,dB}) .

+
+

By Assumption 19, we can conclude that
dG(X,Y,) < €(2C — [WV]|(Xy) — [WV](Yy)) dt +dM?,

where [UV](z) = U(z)V(x) and M? is a local martingale. By (1.91) and (1.93), the
covariation of f(r;) and G(Xy,Y}) is given by:

dlf(r),G(X, V)], = 21c(U)*f (r) e (VV(X,) — VV(Y}),e,) dt.
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Whenever (X;,Y;) € Ss, we have rc(U;) = 0 by definition. Moreover, using Cauchy-
Schwarz and (1.84), we can derive the following bound for (z,y) € Sy with = # y:
e|VV(z)| +e[VV(y)|
(14+eV(z)+eV(y))

(VW) - V) ) < 1 eV + V)
< QG(x,y).
Hence, almost surely,
)G < 20 QL (XY (194)

The product rule for semimartingales, (1.91), (1.93) and (1.94) imply that, almost
surely,

d(f(r)G(X,Y) = G(X4,Yy)df (re) + f(r) dG(Xe, Y2) + [f(r), GIX, V)]
< H,dt + dM},

where M} is a local martingale and

Hy = G(X,Y) (f/—(Tt) (e, 0(Xy) —b(V1)) + ILrig(ri,Roy 2 rC(Ut)2 f”(rt))
+ef(r) (20 = [PV](Xy) — [PV](V))
+2r1e(U)*Q f' (r) G(X, Yy).

Define

Jio= [L(r) G(X, Yy) [b(Xe) = b(Yy)| + €f(re) 20 — [WV](Xy) — [‘I’V](K()l) )

We argue that there is C'(§) € (0,00) with the property C'(5) — 0 for § — 0 such
that almost surely for all t > 0

9

t t
/Hsdsg—c/ pa(X,, V) ds + C(5) ¢ (1.96)
0 0

We do a case distinction to derive this upper bound.

Case 1: (X,,Y;) € Sy. In this case we have rc(Us) = 0 and thus Hy < J,. By
Assumption 21, we can conclude that

I

IN

(fLm) ! ”) (X0 Yi) 1) — b(YD)| — /2 po(X,, )
< —cep( Xy, V),

where we have used that € = £/(4C), that f(r) > f'(r)r for 0 < r < Ry and that
fl(r) =0 for r > Rs.

Case 2: (X,,Y,) € B% and (X,,Y,) & B%_s. Assume w.l.o.g. that max(| X/, |Y;]) =
| X,| and let X’ be the point on the boundary of the ball Bg = {z € R?: |z| < R}
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which is on the line passing through 0 and X, and is closer to X;. Observe that
| Xs — X!| < 0. We define J! similarly to (1.95), replacing X by X! and ry by
r’ = |X!—Y,|. Observe that (X/,Y,) ¢ S& and thus by Assumption 21, we have
similarly as in Case 1, J. < —cpa(X.,Ys). We define

K, = rC<US>2 G(X,,Ys) (ITSQ{RLRQ}Qf”(TS) + 2 f (rs) Q)

Notice that Hy < J; + K. Observe that Ky = 0 if rc(Us) = 0. If re(Us) > 0, we
may assume by (1.92) that ry & {R;, Ro} and by (1.49) that K < 0. Moreover,

Jo S JiH 1= Jol £ —epa(Xo, Vo) + e pa(XG Ye) = po X, YOI + [0 — il

Observe that the functions f and f’ are uniformly continuous and bounded on the set
[0, Ro]. Moreover, the functions b, ¥ and V' are uniformly continuous and bounded
on the set Bg. Therefore, for any 6 > 0 there is C'(d) € (0, 00) with the property
C'(8) — 0 for 6 — 0 such that

Jo < —cpa( Xy, Ys) + CH(0).

Case 3: (X,,Y;) € B% ; and | X, — Y| < 4. Similarly to the arguments in Case
2, we can conclude that H, < J, + K, and may assume that K, < 0. Notice that
on the ball Bg, V' is bounded and b is Lipschitz. Moreover, f(r) < r for all r > 0.
We can conclude that there is a constant C?(§) € (0, c0) which converges to zero for
§ — 0 such that J, < —cpa( Xy, Ys) + C3(6).

Case 4: (X,,Y,) € B% 5 and |X,—Y,| > §. In this case we have ry < Ry
and rc(Us) = 1. In particular, we may assume by (1.92) that ry # R;. Recall the
definition of H,. By (1.77), we have the bound

G(Xs, Y5) f1(r) (e 0(Xs) = b(Yy)) < G(X,, Y5) ['(rs) (rs) s
Inequality (1.49) implies
G(Xs, Yo)2f"(rs) < —G(Xo,Y) f'(re) (5(re) s +2Q)

5
(X Y) ~ D, S 0a(X0 Vo)

Notice that if ry > Ry, then (X, Y;) ¢ S; and thus
ef(r) (2C = [UV](Xy) = [TV](V1)) < 0.
Moreover, since € = £/(4C) and since G > 1,

ef(r)2C < gpg(Xs,Y;).

We see that Hy < —(5/2) pa(Xs, Ys).
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Combining the arguments from the four cases, we can conclude (1.96). Applying
the product rule for semimartingales and using the latter mentioned inequality, we
see that

e“tdM? + et epo( Xy, Yy) dt 4 et dpy( Xy, V)

(e pa( Xy, Y1) <
< etdMP + et C(6) dt.

Using a stopping argument, we can conclude (1.90) for an appropriate constant C(t,9)
satisfying C(t,9) — 0 for 6 — 0. O
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a
class of degenerate and
infinite-dimensional diffusions

Given a separable and real Hilbert space H and a trace-class, symmetric and non-
negative operator G : H — H, we examine the equation

dX, = =X, dt + b(X,) dt +V2dW,,  X,=uz€H,

where (W;) is a G-Wiener process on H and b : H — H is Lipschitz. We assume there
is a splitting of H into a finite-dimensional space H' and its orthogonal complement
H" such that G is strictly positive definite on H' and the nonlinearity b admits
a contraction property on H". Assuming a geometric drift condition, we derive a
Kantorovich (L' Wasserstein) contraction with an explicit contraction rate for the
corresponding Markov kernels. Our bounds on the rate are based on the eigenvalues
of G on the space H', a Lipschitz bound on b and a geometric drift condition. The
results are derived using coupling methods.

R. Zimmer. Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate and infinite-dimensional
diffusions. ArXiv e-print 1605.07863, May 2016

Financial support from the German Science foundation through the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics is

gratefully acknowledged.

2.1 Introduction

Let (H, (-,-),|-]) be a separable and real Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and
norm |-|. Suppose that a trace-class, symmetric and nonnegative operator G : H — H
is given. Let (e)ren, be an orthonormal basis of H such that for nonnegative real
numbers (), we have Gey, = Apey, and Yo | Ay < 00, see e.g. [132] for the existence
of such a basis. Denote by (W;) a G-Wiener process on H, i.e. W, = > "7 /A, Bf e
for independent Brownian motions (BF). We consider the stochastic differential
equation

dX, = =X, dt + b(X;) dt +V2dW,, Xy =z €H, (2.1)

on the space H and assume that the nonlinearity b : H — H is Lipschitz. In par-
ticular, there is a strong, non-explosive and continuous solution (X;) taking val-
ues in H, see e.g. [103]. Moreover, (X;) is a Feller process and we denote the
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Markov transition kernels by (p;). Given a probability measure p on H, we write
ppe(dz) = [ pi(y, dz) p(dy).

Equation (2.1) has a natural appearance in the domain of sampling problems and
acts as a diffusion limit for Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods, see [71,
114, 38, 143, 70] and the references therein. In particular, if U : H — R, is a smooth
function, if G is positive definite and if we choose the nonlinearity b(z) = —GVyU(x)
in (2.1), then the results from |71] imply that the Markov kernels (p;) admit a unique
invariant probability measure 7 satisfying 7p; = 7 for any t > 0. The measure 7 is
given by

7(dx) o< exp(=U(x)) N(0,G)(dx), (2.2)

where N (0, G) denotes a centered normal distribution on H with covariance operator
G. Such measures appear for example in the area of diffusion bridges, cf. [71].

Let p be a given initial distribution. Given the outlined connection to sampling
problems, an important question is whether the measure pup; converges towards 7 for
t — oo in some reasonable distance and how one can obtain explicit rates for the
speed of convergence. We give conditions under which the convergence takes place
in Kantorovich and LP Wasserstein distances at an exponential rate and focus on
establishing concrete bounds on the speed of convergence. Inspired by the sampling
setup, we work in the following setting: Fix n € N,. We consider a splitting of the
Hilbert space H into a space H' = (ey, ..., e,), spanned by the first n basis vectors,
and its orthogonal complement H", i.e. H = H' @ H". We call H' low-dimensional
and H" high-dimensional space. Given z € H, we denote by ! and 2" the orthogonal
projections onto H' and H" respectively. Our main assumptions are:

Assumption 22. There are constants 0 < Hy, < 1 and L;, L,, H, > 0 such that

" (z) = b"(y)| < Hi|o'—y|+ Hplz" —y"| and (2.3)
‘bl(x) — bl(y)‘ < L ‘xl — yl‘ + Ly ’xh - yh| for any x,y € H. (2.4)

Assumption 23. G is strictly positive definite on H!, i.e. for any k € N with 1 <
k <n, we have \; > 0.

In the sampling setup described above, assuming that the map x — VU (x) is Lips-
chitz on H, it is always possible to find a splitting H = H'@H" such that Assumptions
22 and 23 are satisfied, cf. Section 2.3. In addition to the above assumptions, we need
some kind of localization argument, i.e. we assume either that b is vanishing outside
of a ball or that a geometric drift condition holds, cf. Assumptions 24 and 25 respec-
tively. Based on these assumptions we derive quantitative Kantorovich contractions
for the Markov kernels using coupling methods. The resulting contraction rates are
given explicitly in terms of the eigenvalues of G on the space H, the constants from
Assumption 22 and the localization argument.

Outline. The main results are presented in Section 2.2.1. The key statements
are Theorem 8 and Theorem 9. The couplings are specified in Section 2.2.2 and the
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proofs are given in Section 2.2.3. Applications are considered in Section 2.3. In the
remaining part of the introduction we present additional motivation and references.

The ergodicity of degenerate and infinite-dimensional models has been extensively
studied in the last two decades and by now there exists a comprehensive theory
[67, 69, 68, 34]. Huge parts of the theory have been developed trying to answer the
question, whether the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation is uniquely ergodic in a
hypoelleptic setting, where only a few dimensions are stimulated directly with noise,
cf. [66, 65]. As an intermediate step to tackle the truly hypoelleptic setting, many
authors [157, 115, 113, 100, 99, 158, 17, 16| worked in an intermedium setting: They
considered a splitting of the underlying Hilbert space into a finite-dimensional space
H* of “unstable modes”, where the dynamics is forced directly with noise, and an
infinite-dimensional complement H?® of “stable modes”, where the driving noise can
be degenerate. Stable and unstable modes means in this context that the long time
behavior of the dynamics is determined by the behavior on the space H", cf. [72].
In this context, J.C. Mattingly proposed in [115] a coupling approach to conclude
exponential mixing properties for the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation. In a
related context, M. Hairer demonstrated in |72] the strength of asymptotic couplings
to show mixing properties of degenerate systems. Finally, J.C. Mattingly and M.
Hairer were able to proof the unique ergodicity of the 2D Navier-Stokes equation in
a hypoelleptic setting, which was a milestone in the development of ergodic theory
for degenerate and infinite-dimensional systems [65, 67, 68]. Embedding some of
the key concepts of the theory into a uniformly applicable framework, Mattingly,
Hairer and Scheutzow developed the weak Harris theorem [69]. It can be interpreted
as a generalization of classical Harris type theorems |77, 118, 96, 135, 75| which
have become standard tools for proving geometric ergodicity of finite-dimensional
Markov processes. The weak Harris theorem further extends the range of possible
applications and allows to establish geometric ergodicity under verifiable conditions.
Nevertheless, being a uniform framework, applicable for a large class of Markov
processes, the (weak) Harris theorem usually does not provide sharp constants for
specific models and the resulting constants are often not connected to the structure
of the model in a transparent way. This is due to the fact that the corresponding
Kantorovich distance is usually chosen in a somehow ad hoc way, cf. [48].

In this work we do not have the aim of developing a uniform framework for var-
ious models. We focus on the very specific model (2.1) and establish Kantorovich
contractions with explicit constants by adapting the underlying Kantorovich dis-
tance in a very specific way to the structure of the model. The approach is based
on a technique from [50, 51|. Here, A. Eberle establishes Kantorovich contractions
with explicit constants for finite-dimensional and nondegenerate diffusions using a
combination of reflection coupling [107] and concave distance functions. While the
principle idea to study Kantorovich distances w.r.t. concave underlying distances oc-
curred at other places in the literature before |28, 69|, it is noteworthy that [50, 51]
presents a technique, how one can construct an explicit concave distance function
which, under some reasonable assumptions, maximizes the resulting contraction rate
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

under the reflection coupling up to constant factors. Eberle’s results are based on the
assumption that the underlying deterministic system of the diffusion is contractive
for “large distances”. In the recent work [48] this assumption is replaced by a more
general Lyapunov drift condition combining Lyapunov functions with concave dis-
tance functions and reflection coupling, partially motivated by [69, 75]. In this work,
we use the main ideas from [50, 51, 48] and extend them to the infinite-dimensional
and possibly degenerate process (2.1) by constructing an explicit asymptotic coupling
(Xt,Y;) of solutions to (2.1) in the sense of |72, 115], i.e. a coupling for which the
processes X; and Y; converge to each other but do not necessarily meet in finite time.
The Kantorovich contraction of the Markov kernels is then established by adapting
the underlying cost function in a very specific way to the chosen coupling and model.

Up to the author’s knowledge there are currently two works which use a reflection
coupling to conclude exponential mixing properties of infinite-dimensional systems.
In [33] a reflection coupling is used to prove exponential convergence for a reaction-
diffusion and Burgers equation driven by space-time white noise. The article [151]
makes use of an “approximated reflection coupling” to derive gradient estimates and
exponential mixing for a class of nonlinear monotone SPDES, where the driving
noise is a G-Wiener process, G being trace-class and satisfying (r,Gz) > 0 for any
x € H. Moreover, it is assumed that the solution of the SPDE lies in the image of
g, i.e. that the equation has some kind of smoothing properties. In both articles
exponential convergence in total variation norms is concluded. In contrast to these
settings, we allow the operator G to be degenerate on the infinite-dimensional space
H" and equation (2.1) does not provide the additional smoothing assumed in [151].
Moreover, in our setting it is in general not true that for arbitrary x,y € H we have
102t — dype|lrv — 0 for t — oo, see e.g. |66, Example 3.14].

2.2 Main results

We present our main results. In Section 2.2.1 we formulate the main statements. The
coupling approach leading to those statements is explained in Section 2.2.2. Finally,
the proofs are provided in Section 2.2.3.

2.2.1 Results

We now formulate our contraction results. As a preparation, we first introduce a
norm |-|, on H which is equivalent to the Hilbert space norm, but has the advantage
that it puts additional weight on the components in the space H". This enables us
to exploit the contraction property provided by Assumption 22. We then formulate
three Kantorovich contractions with an increasing level of difficulty: In Proposition 1
we assume that the map b is a contraction w.r.t. |-| , and thus a Kantorovich contrac-
tion can be established with ease. In Theorem 8 we assume that b is a contraction
w.r.t. |-|, only for “large distances” and adapt the underlying metric of the Kan-
torovich distance accordingly by involving a concave function. Finally, in Theorem
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9 we replace the contraction property for large distances by a more general geomet-
ric drift condition and combine the metric considered in Theorem 8 with Lyapunov
functions.

Suppose that Assumption 22 holds true. Denote

1+ L
— ST sy and B = aHi 4+ Li— 1. (2.5)
1— H,

We define a norm |-|, on H, where the H" component is weighted by «:

lela =[] + a2

Observe that ||, is equivalent to |-|, i.e. for any z € H,
lz] < x|, < V2alz|. (2.6)

Assumption 22 implies that the nonlinearity b is a contraction w.r.t. ||, in “certain
regions of H”. More precisely, we have the following statement:

Lemma 6. Assumption 22 implies the inequality

1
) = b0l < (B = o+ (1= 3 ) bt =0, Jorany oy e B (2)
Moreover, if x,y € H satisfy

1+p) 2" =y < =|a" ="

: (2.8)

then it follows

1
) -0l = (155 ) ol (2.9
Proof. Assumption 22 implies the inequalities

b(z) = b(y)l, = |V'(x) =V(y)| + a |b"(z) = b"(y)]
(o Hy + Ly) ‘:I;l—yl‘ + (Hh+Lh/a)a‘xh—yh’
= (1+75) ‘xl—yl‘a + (1—-1/a) ‘xh—yh|a.

IN

If (2.8) holds true, then we can further estimate:

bz) —bo(y)l, < [o" =y, —1/2|a" =3
< e —yl, = |2 =o' = 1/Q2a) |2" = y"|,
< (1 —min{1/(2a), 1}) [z — yl, -
Since o > 1, we conclude that min {1/(2«),1} = 1/(2a). O
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Given a continuous function d : H x H — R,, the L! transportation cost of two
Borel probability measures p and v on H w.r.t. the cost function d is defined by

Walv, p) = igf/ d(z,y) y(dz dy),

where the infimum is taken over all couplings v with marginals v and p respectively.
If the function d is a metric, then Wy is called Kantorovich distance. Let P be the
set of Borel probability measures on H with finite first moment, i.e. [ |z|pu(dz) < oo
for p € P.

If B < 0, then (2.7) reveals that b is a contraction on H w.r.t. |-|, which implies
the following trivial result.

Proposition 1. Let Assumption 22 be true and 5 < 0, then
Wa, (upe, vps) < e " Wy, (n,v)  for any u,v € P and t > 0, (2.10)
where the distance dy and the rate ¢ are given by
di(z,y) = |lz—vyl, and ¢ = min{a™',|f]}.

The assumption 5 < 0 implies that the underlying deterministic system of (2.1)
is contractive and thus the statement even holds in the case G = 0. A proof using
synchronous coupling is given in Section 2.2.3 for the readers convenience.

In order to tackle the case 3 > 0, we demand that the noise in the space H! is
nondegenerate, i.e. that Assumption 23 holds true. Moreover, we assume that b is a
contraction w.r.t. |-|, for “large distances”. More precisely, we assume :

Assumption 24. There are R € (0,00) and 0 < M < 1 such that
b(z) —b(y)|, < M |z—y|, foranyx,yeH wihl|r—y|, > R.

The assumption is for example satisfied, if b vanishes outside of a ball. Subse-
quently, we will replace Assumption 24 by a more general geometric drift condition,
cf. Assumption 25. Denote by A, = min{)\; : k¥ € N;1 < k < n} the smallest
eigenvalue of G on H'. We present our first main statement.

Theorem 8. Let Assumption 22, 23, and 24 be true and assume B > 0. There is a
distance dy and a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

Wy, (upe, vpe) < e P Wy, (u,v)  for any p,v € P and t > 0. (2.11)

The rate c is given explicitly in (2.41). If B > 0, a lower bound is given by

1 1
c > 5 &P (_8§*R2> min {5,1 —M,%}. (2.12)
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The distance dy is equivalent to |-| and is given by

da(z,y) = f(r—yl,),

where f : Ry — Ry is a strictly increasing, concave and continuous function with
f(0) =0. The function is explicitly defined in (2.38). It satisfies the relations

< f(r) eXp( o

8)\*7”2) <1 for 0<r<Rand

10 = @+ e (< ) - R) forrz R

Theorem 8 extends ideas from [50, 51] to an infinite-dimensional and degenerate
setting using asymptotic couplings in a similar spirit as [72, 115]. The proof is given
in Section 2.2.3. The occurring factors 1/2 and 1/8 are, to some extend, arbitrary.
Notice that the degenerate case G|y = 0 is covered by the statement. Given p > 1,
we write

W) = <i£}f/ o — y[” y(da @))w

for the LP Wasserstein distance of two measures 4 and v. The Kantorovich contrac-
tion (2.11) has several consequences. Following [51], we present some applications.

Corollary 6. There is a unique invariant probability measure m € P such that
2
WH(Oppr, 7)) < LaeSn et W' (S,, )  foranyx € H andt > 0. (2.13)
For measurable g : H — R, we denote the Lipschitz constant w.r.t. dy by

19l Lip(an) = sup {l9(z) — g()|/da(2,y) : z,y € H,z # y}. (2.14)

Corollary 7. For any Lipschitz function g andt > 0,

sup { [(peg)(x) — (prg) ()]

|z — y|

cxy,y € H, x # y} < V2a \g\Lip(dz) et

Further consequences are discussed after Theorem 9.

We now generalize Theorem 8 and replace Assumption 24 by a geometric drift
condition using arguments related to the recent work [48]. Lyapunov drift conditions
are widely used to study ergodicity and stability of Markov processes, see e.g. [118, 96,
69] and the references therein. Suppose that a continuous function V : H — [1, 00)
is given for which the Fréchet derivatives DV and D?*V exist, are continuous and
bounded in bounded subsets of H. Let

LV(z) = (DV(x),—z+b(x)) + %Z)\kDQV(x) e, ex. (2.15)
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Assumption 25. There are constants C,n € (0,00) such that for any x € H,

LV(z) < C—nV(x). (2.16)
Moreover, we assume that
o DV (z)|
lim inf V(z) = o and 0 = su
r—00 |z|=r ( ) xeg V(ZE)

The condition # < oo is imposed for simplicity and can be weakened. We call a
function V satisfying the above conditions a Lyapunov function. A typical candidate
for a Lyapunov function is V (z) = 1 + |z|*. Let

S={(z,y) eHxH:V(z)+V(y) <8C/n} and R= sup |z—y|,. (2.17)

(z,y)ES

The set is chosen such that for any (z,y) € S,
LV(z) +LV(y) < =(/2) (V(x)+V(y)) - 2C. (2.18)

Since V' is bounded from below, the set S cannot be empty and by continuity of V',
R > 0. Moreover, Assumption 25 implies that R < co.

Let Py be the set of probability measures p on H satisfying [V (z) p(dz) < oo
and write \* = max{)\, : k € N,;1 < k < n} for the largest eigenvalue of G on H.
We call a continuous function d : H x H — [0,00) a semimetric, if it is symmetric
and satisfies d(z,y) = 0 if and only if 2 = y. We present our main result.

Theorem 9. Let Assumptions 22, 23 and 25 be true and assume B > 0. There is a
semimetric dz and a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

Was (upe, vps) < e " Wy (n,v)  for any p,v € Py and t > 0. (2.19)

The rate ¢ is given explicitly in (2.61). If > 0, then a lower bound is given by

, B A* , g1
> = _ 292 i — o (2
c 5 mm{ exp ( 8)\*R 29>\*R ming S, o~ 7 (2.20)

The semimetric ds is given by

ds(z,y) = f(le—yl,) (T+eV(x)+eV(y), (2.21)

where € € (0,00) is a small constant. The function [ : R, — R is non-decreasing,
concave and continuous with f(0) = 0. It is constant for r > R and satisfies for
0 < r < R the inequality

A*
< f(r) exp (8§ 7‘2+29/\—r) < 1.

N —

The explicit definitions of f and € are given in (2.59) and (2.61) further below.
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The extension of Theorem 8 to the case of a geometric drift condition is in the same
spirit as in the related work [48]. The multiplicative structure of ds is inspired by
[69]. A proof of the theorem is given in Section 2.2.3. Notice that the function ds is
in general not a metric, since the triangle inequality might be violated. Nevertheless,
as pointed out in [69, Lemma 4.14|, one can show that if the Lyapunov function V'
growths at most exponentially in |z|, then d3 satisfies a weak triangle inequality, i.e.
there is K € (0,00) s.t. for all z,y,z € H we have d3(z,y) < Klds(x, z) + d3(z,y)].
This is sufficient for several applications, as we discuss now. The applications are
well-known in the literature.

Corollary 8. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 9 hold true. Let p > 1 and
assume there is a constant K € (0,00) such that |z —y[’ < K (V(x)+V(y)) for
any x,y € H. Then, the Markov kernels (p;) admit a unique invariant probability
measure m € Py such that for any p € Py andt > 0,

B A* K o
P(up, T < 2 ex +20 2 l,——— b e ).

If 7 is symmetric w.r.t. (p;), which is for example the case in the setting considered
in Section 2.3.1 further below, then Corollary 8 implies a L*(7) spectral gap, cf.
[70, Proposition 2.8 and Theorem 2.15] for a precise statement. A Kantorovich
contraction as in Theorem 9 has further remarkable consequences: For example it
allows to make statements about Markov processes which are perturbations of (X;),
cf. e.g. [69, Section 4.1: Stability of invariant measures|. Moreover, it allows for
quantifications of bias and variances of ergodic averages, cf. [91, 51, 48]. Since the
latter sources do not provide statements which are directly applicable in the setting
of Theorem 9, we formulate slightly adapted versions. Notice that similarly to (2.14)
we can define | - |ripa,) for the semimetric ds.

Corollary 9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 9, it holds

w0 { |<ptg><a|2 - gitg)(yn - y} < Vgl (1 V(@) T V()

for any measurable function g satisfying |g|Lipds) < o0 and any t > 0.

In particular, if  — pyg(x) is Fréchet differentiable at some point x € H, then
Corollary 9 provides a bound on |Vp.g(z)]|.

Corollary 10. Under the assumptions of Corollary 8, we have for any measurable
function g : H = R with |g|rip(as) < 00, any x € H and t > 0,

‘Ex E /Otg(Xs) ds—/gdﬂ]

1—e ¢t
< T 9|Lip(as) B (1 + eV (z) +eC/n).
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Corollary 11. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 9 hold true. Moreover, we
assume that the function x — V(z)? satisfies the geometric drift condition

(LVH(z) < C*—n*V(x)? for any v € RY,
with constants C*,n* € (0,00). It follows that

3R2 * [ % —n* —c
[Covalg(Xe), g(Xesn)ll < =9l Eipan (L +2€[C7 /0" + €7V (@) e (2.22)

for any measurable function g satisfying ||g||Lip(as) < 00 and anyt > 0. In particular,

Var, 7 [ o) ds| < 2l (14 2€ [0 + V).

The proofs of Corollaries 9, 10 and 11 are nearly identical to the ones given in
[51, 48] and are not repeated here. We remark that Theorem 9 can also be used to
make statements about the existence of solutions for the Poisson equation —Lu = g
associated with (2.1) for a certain class of functions g. For a precise statement
regarding this topic, we refer the reader to [147, Theorem 3.1].

2.2.2 Couplings

We introduce the couplings used to derive upper bounds on the Kantorovich distances
occurring in Proposition 1, Theorem 8 and Theorem 9.

Synchronous coupling

Fix initial values (zo,y0) € H x H. We call (X3,Y;) a synchronous coupling, if it is a
solution of the equation

dX, = —X,dt + b(X,)dt + V2 dW,,
dYt = _}/t dt + b(Yt) dt + \/étha (X07Y0) = (any0)7

on the space H @ H, where (W;) is a G-Wiener process on H. The coupling is well-
known and used to prove Proposition 1.

Reflection coupling for nondegenerate and finite-dimensional diffusions

In order to explain the coupling leading to Theorem 8 and Theorem 9, we shortly
recall reflection coupling for nondegenerate and finite-dimensional diffusions, which
goes back to [107]. We consider the following SDE in R¢:

th = G(Rt) dt + o dBt, (223)
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where a : R? — R? is (say) Lipschitz, o € R satisfies det(c) > 0 and (B;) is a d-
dimensional Brownian motion. A reflection coupling (R;, S;) starting at (rg, o) € R*?
is a solution of the equation

th = CL(Rt) dt + O'dBt, (RmS@) = (7’0,80)7

a_l(Rt—St) <U_1(Rt—5t) >>
dS; = a(Sy) dt + o [I;—2 , dB;, t<T
t (5) (d o1 (R, — So)] \[o1(R; — Sy)] t

St = Rta tZTv

where T' = inf{t > 0 : X; = Y;} is the coupling time. One of the crucial properties
of reflection coupling is that r; = |R, — S| satisfies almost surley the equation

dry = 17 (R — Si,a(Ry) — a(Sy)) dt + 2|0 (R, — Sp)| " e dWs,  t < T,

where (W) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion. We see that the driving noise
(W) has a direct impact on |R; — Sy, see [51] for details.

Switching between reflection and synchronous coupling

We present the coupling used to prove Theorem 8 and Theorem 9. Before we intro-
duce the coupling in a rigorous way, we shortly explain the strategy: Let (X3, Y;) be
a synchronous coupling of solutions to (2.1), i.e. let the processes (X;) and (Y;) be
driven by the same noise. We argue pathwise. Assume that X, — Y, satisfies for some
t > 0 the inequality

H |X{-Y!| < (1-H)|X!-Y]|/2, (2.24)
then Assumption 22 implies that
0"(Xy) —0"(Vy)| < H X[ =Y} + Hp| X! =Y} < 1+ Hy) | X[ =Y} /2,

where (14 Hp,)/2 < 1 by assumption. In particular, as long as X, — Y, satisfies (2.24),
}Xﬁ - Yth‘ decreases exponentially fast, while |Xf - Y;l| might increase at the same
time. At some point, as time increases, X; — Y; might not satisfy (2.24) any more.
The idea is now to use a reflection coupling of X! and Y} in the space H' with the
aim of decreasing |X§ - Y;l| relative to }Xth - Y;h‘ As soon as X; — Y, satisfies again
(2.24), we switch the coupling to a synchronous coupling and wait for a decrease of
| X! —Y]| If | X} — Y| gets again “small” compared to | X] — Y}!|, we switch to a
reflection coupling in H' and so an and so forth. The coupling is visualized in Figure
2.1. As remarked above, during the phases X; — Y; satisfies (2.24), | X} — Y}!| might
increase. In order to see a contraction of X; — Y;, we measure the distance with
the weighted norm |-|, and replace the sector condition (2.24) by (2.8) provided by
Lemma 6. Indeed, as long as X; —Y} satisfies (2.8), | X; — Y}|,, decreases exponentially
fast. This is of course not true, if X; —Y; fails to satisfy (2.8). Nevertheless, in the
setting of Theorem 8, an exponential decay of f(|X; — Y| ) still holds on average,
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

| X! =Y
Region A
. . . 1
XO _ Y'O i reflection coupling in H'
A <> synchronous coupling in H"
Region B
Xt _ }/t B <$—> synchronous coupling in H

[XE =Y
Figure 2.1: Asymptotic coupling for a degenerate diffusion

if we use an appropriate concave function f following [51|. The coupling strategy
is similar to the ones from [72, 115]: We identify a region where the deterministic
system corresponding to (2.1) has a contraction property and then use the available
noise to drive the coupling into those regions.

We now define the coupling in a rigorous way. Fix small § > 0 and denote

Ssc = {eecH:4B+1) || < | }U{z e 2|, <6/2}, (2.25)
Spe = {zeH:2(8+1)|2'| > |2"|} n{z eH: |z|, >4}.

In comparison to the informal description further above, we add transition regions
to realize transitions between the different coupling types. We describe the coupling
first in words: The driving noise in the subspace H" is always coupled synchronously,
i.e. the same noise is used to drive X} and Y;". In the finite-dimensional subspace H!
we use a reflection coupling of the driving noise if X; — Y, € Sgc and a synchronous
coupling if X; —Y; € Ssc. The definition of the above sets is motivated by Lemma
6. The two sets Src and Sge are closed, disjoint and inf,es,. yesso | — y| > 0. The
region “in between”, i.e. H \ (Src U Ssc), is a transition region where a mixture of
both couplings is used. The parameter § occurs only for technical reasons and one
should think of ¢ being close to 0.

We now specify the technical realization of the coupling which follows [51, Section
6]. For given (z,y) € H x H, we define linear operators R(z,y) : H — H and
S(z,y) : H— H by

l

S(z,y)z = 2" + sc(z,y) 2 and

R(z,y)z = rc(z,y) 2.

Here sc,rc : H& H — [0, 1] are Lipschitz functions, satisfying for any z,y € H,

1 if (x — .
sc?(z,y) +rc*(z,y) = 1 and re(z,y) = {0 ;f Ei—i;iijj (2.26)

90



2.2 Main results

Regarding the existence of the above functions, we remark that it is enough to con-
struct a suitable function h : R, x R, — [0, 1] such that

re(z,y) = h(‘a:h —yh| : |:L‘l —yl‘) and sc(x,y) = /1 —rc?(z,y)

satisfy the above conditions. This can be done using standard cut-off techniques.
Let now W' and W? be independent G-Wiener processes on H and fix some arbitrary
unit vector u € H'. Given starting points (z¢, %) € H x H we define (X;, Y;)i>o as a
strong solution of

dX; = —X; dt + b(X;) dt + V2 R(U;) dW} + V2 S(U,) dW?,
dY, = =Yy dt +b(Y) dt + V2G* (I — 2¢, (e, -)) G* R(U}) AW, + V25(U,) dW7,
on H & H, where (X, Yo) = (20, %0), Ur = (X4, Y;) and

B (R O R IR I S

u if | X!-Y!|=0.
Notice that }th - YZ} = 0 implies rc(Xy,Y;) = 0 and thus the arbitrary value v in
(2.27) is not relevant for the dynamic. The operator G~/2 is well defined on the
space H' due to Assumption 23. Furthermore, by assumption, the maps (z,y) —
(b(x),b(y)), (x,y) — R(z,y) and (x,y) — S(z,y) are Lipschitz on H & H. Observe
that (W,) defined by W; = (W}, W?) is a G-Wiener process on H¢ H with G(z,y) =
(Gzx, Gy). Therefore, the above equation is a standard SDE with Lipschitz coefficients
on the Hilbert space H@® H. The existence of a continuous, unique and non-explosive
solution is well-known, see e.g. [103, Theorem 3.3]. Using the infinite-dimensional
analog of Levy’s characterization of Brownian motion, see e.g. [35, Theorem 4.4,
and (2.26) one can check that

t t
t o / R(U,) dW! + / S(U,) dW? and
0 0

t t
t o /91/2(1—265 (es, ")) G2 R(U,) dW! + / S(U,) dW?
0 0

are G-Wiener processes on H and hence (X3, Y;) is indeed a coupling.

2.2.3 Proofs

Proof of Proposition 1. Fix initial values xo,yo € H. We first show that (2.10) holds
for Dirac measures p = d,, and v = d,,. Let (X;,Y;) be a synchronous coupling as
defined in Section 2.2.2. In the following, all It6 differential (in)equalities hold almost
surely for all ¢ > 0 without further mentioning.

Observe that the difference process Z; = X; — Y; satisfies the equation
Az, = (—Z;+b(Xy) —b(Y,)) ds. (2.28)

As before, we write Z! and Z" for the orthogonal projections of Z; onto H! and H"
respectively.
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Lemma 7. The processes (|Z|) and (|Z}'|) satisfy the equations

l

d|Z{] = Iz <‘ tl| —Z 4+ b(X,) - b(Yt)> dt, (2.29)
t
Zh

d|zy| = Tznz0 <‘Zh‘ —Z; 4+ b(Xy) — b(YZ)> dt. (2.30)
t

We proof Lemma 7 further below and continue, assuming that it holds true. The
coupling (X;,Y};) yields an upper bound for the Kantorovich distance:

Wi, (0agpe: 0pope) < E|Zil,] = e E[e" | Zi, — |Zol,] + 7" E[|Zol,]-
The product rule for semimartingales implies
detZ,|,) = cet|Z], dt + et d|Zy,. (2.31)
Combining Lemma 7 and (2.7), we conclude that
d|zi|, < (B|Zl]—a7"|2}|) dt < —c|Z], dt. (2.32)

By (2.31) and (2.32), E'[e”|Z;|, — |Zo],] < 0 and therefore Proposition 1 holds for
Dirac measures. For the general case, let u, v € P. With arguments similar to [149,
Theorem 4.8| one can show that for any coupling v of  and v, it holds

Wa, (ppe, vpr) < /Wd1(5mpta5ypt) V(dxdy) < e /dl(xay) v(dz dy).

Taking the infimum over all couplings v, we finish the proof of Proposition 1. O

Proof of Lemma 7. We argue pathwise. The chain rule combined with (2.28) yields

d| 2" = 2 (2,2, + b(X;) —b(Y)) dt, (2.33)
d| 2] = 2(Z'~Z + b(X,) = b(V)) dt. (2.34)

We introduce a C? approximation of the map t — v/¢. Given € > 0, we define

— 673/2 7"2 671/27” 61/2 r €
o) = { (1/8) + (3/4) + (3/8) <€ (asm)

T r>e.

For any r € [0,00), s(r) — /7 for € L 0. Let 7l = ’Zl| Using (2.33) and the chain
rule, we see that for any ¢ > 0,

sy — sy = /Otfrbze <éi| 7+ b(X,) — b(Yu)> du (2.36)

t
+ / Iocri <o 8'(rh) 2 (ZL, = Z, + b(X,) —b(Ya)) du. (2.37)
0
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2.2 Main results

Observe that for 0 < 7l <,

Moreover, sup,ep,q [6(Xu) — b(Y,)| can be bounded by a constant, since (X,) and
(Y,) are continuous and b is Lipschitz. Observe that sup,.,. |s'(r)] < ¢ /2. The
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields that the integral (2.37) vanishes in
the limit as € | 0. Arguing similarly for the integral on the r.h.s. of (2.36), we retrieve
(2.29). The proof of (2.30) is analogous. O

Proof of Theorem 8. We first define the function f explicitly. The function is con-
structed using a technique from [51, 50|. Related constructions can be found in
[28, 29, 33, 48]. For real numbers a and b, we write a A b = min{a, b}.

f(r) = /07" o(s ANR)g(s AN R) ds, O(r) = /Or o(s N R) ds, (2.38)

otr) = o (). = [ o et as
o) = 1= [ ot 0t ds.

We summarize important properties. The derivative of the function f at r € (0, 00)
is given by the product ¢(r A R) g(r A R). The functions ¢ and g are strictly positive
and non-increasing on (0, R) and thus f is strictly increasing and concave. Notice
that g(R) = 1/2. On the interval [R, c0) the function f is linear with slope ¢(R)/2.
Moreover, for any r € (0, c0),

ro < G(R)TIR(r),  ®(r) <1, and B(r)/2 < f(r) < O(r), (2.39)

which follows directly from the above definitions. Notice that f(r) is twice continu-
ously differentiable at r € (0, R) and that it satisfies for such r the (in)equality

ANS(r) = =Bf () r=2X2(r) < —Bf(r)r =2 \f(r). (2.40)
We define the rate ¢ by
¢ = min{f(R)(1— M), f'(R)/(20),2\ 7} . (2.41)

In order to see (2.12), observe that f'(R) = ¢(R)/2 and

R R exp (& R?*) -1
-1 -1 ﬁ 2 _ P <8>‘* )
S— /0 o(s) T D(s)ds < /0 exp (8)\*8 ) sds = 4\, 3

Fix (zg,y0) € H x H. We argue that (2.11) holds for Dirac measures p = d,, and
v = 0y. Fix small 6 > 0 and let U; = (X;,Y;) be the coupling with initial values

93



2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

(%0,yo) defined in Section 2.2.2. We use the notation Z, = X; —Y; and r, = |Z,],,.
The coupling yields an upper bound for the Kantorovich distance:

Wiy (0a0Pt, 0yope) < E[f(re)] = e "B [e” f(re) = f(ro)] + e " E[f(ro)]. (2.42)

We now establish bounds on FE [e¢! f(r;) — f(ro)]. All 1to differential (in)equalities
hold almost surely for all ¢t > 0 without further mentioning.

Lemma 8. The process (r;) satisfies

2]

—‘ g_l/QZ” dBy

d’f’t = _[Z£7é0 <‘ } Zt +b Xt) b()/;g)> dt + 2\/§ I'C(Ut)
t

Zh
T adzny <‘Zh —Zp + b(Xy) — b(Yt)> dt,

where By = f(f <Q*1/26t, thl’l> 1s a one-dimensional Brownian motion.
Observe that by (2.26) and (2.25), ZL = 0 implies rc(U;) = 0.
Lemma 9. The process (f(r:)) satisfies
df(re) = f'(re) dry + 41,2r f"(re) vc(Uy)? |Z§\2|g—1/22t’\’2 dt.

Assuming that Lemma 9 holds true, we can apply the product rule for semimartin-
gales to conclude

d(e“f(ry)) = ce f(ry) dt + e df(ry). (2.43)
Lemma 10. There is a function h : Ry — Ry with lim, o h(r) = 0 such that
df(r)) < —cf(r) dt + h(d)dt + f'(r) dM,, (2.44)
where M} = [ 232 ve(Uy) | 21| |G~/ Z}| " dB,.
Notice that M} is a martingale and f’ < 1. By Lemma 10, (2.42) and (2.43),
Wz (020t Oyopr) < 1(8) /¢ + €7 Wy (32, 0y )-

Passing to the limit § — 0, we see that (2.11) holds for Dirac measures. The general
case can be concluded with the same argument used at the end of the proof of
Proposition 1. O

Proof of Lemma 8. We first consider the projection of Z; onto H". From the defini-
tion of the coupling in Section 2.2.2, we see that

dz} = (=2 + v"(Xy) - b"(Y,) ) dt.
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2.2 Main results

Using the same approximation argument as in the proof Lemma 7, we conclude
-1
d|Zth| = IZth;éO |Zf| <Ztha—Zt + b(Xy) — b(Yt)> dt.

Using the definition of the coupling in Section 2.2.2, we see that the projection of Z;
onto H' satisfies

dzi = (=Z{+V(X) = V(Vh) dt + 2V2rc(U) G e <g—1/ﬂet,dwivl>,

Notice that B, = f(; (G~'?e,,dW!') is a one-dimensional Brownian motion, which
follows from Levy’s characterization of Brownian motion. A Hilbert space version of
[to’s formula, see e.g. [60, Theorem 2.9], allows to conclude

dIZ\[° = 2(2, =7, + b(X,) —b(Y,)) dt + 8 rc(U)* |G"/¢,|” dt
+ 42 re(Uy) <Z£>gl/2€t> dB;.

Given € > 0, let s(t) be the C? approximation of ¢ —+ /t defined in (2.35). Ito’s
formula shows

1|2 1|2 Lo
s(]zt}>—s(}zo\) - /Os(|zj 2(Z), =7, + b(X,) = b(Y,)) dv (2.45)

¢

+ /3'(|ij‘ )8 re(U. 2‘91/261)} dv
0
t

+ /s”(‘ZH ) 161c(U,)* ({(Z,G"?e, ) dv
0
t

- / S(|Z ) 4v2 re(U,) (Z,6"%¢,) dB,.
0

We now pass to the limit € | 0. The integral on the r.h.s. of (2.45) converges to

t
[ ot 1247 (2200 = 0000
0

which can be argued similarly as in the proof of Lemma 7. Regarding the limits of
the remaining integrals, notice that by (2.25) and (2.26),

5 . 1

implies rc(U;) = 0. Indeed, if | Z}!| < 0/(4) and (2.46) holds, then |Z,|, < §/2 and
thus Z, € Ssc. If | Z]] > 5/ 4ar) and (2.46) holds, then

4(B+1)]Z] < §/(4a) < |Z]]

and thus again Z; € Ssc. On the other hand, s(t) = v/t for t > ¢, which concludes
the lemma. O
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Proof of Lemma 9. The function f can be continued to a concave function on R by
setting f(z) = x for x < 0. The generalized [t6 formula for concave functions, see
e.g. [93, Thm. 22.5], implies that (f(r;)) satisfies the equation

Fr) - / () dry + 2 / L i), (2.47)

where f’ denotes the left-derivative of f, us is the signed measure induced by f’,
ie. prlr,y) = f.(y) — f.(z) for + <y, and L} denotes the right-continuous local
time of (r;). A further consequence of the generalized It6 formula is that, outside of
a fixed null set, we retrieve for any measurable and nonnegative function v : R — R
the equality

/RLf v(x) de = /Otv(rs) d[r]s vVt >0, (2.48)

see e.g. [93, Thm. 22.5|. Since f’ exists everywhere and is continuous, we have
prl[{R}] = 0. Observe that f is twice continuously differentiable except at the point
R. Hence by (2.47), (2.48) and Lemma 8, we can conclude that (f(r;)) satisfies the
equations

fr0 =10 = [ sy dn + 5 [ Ll ),

o] 00 t
| Lentintan) = [ Lealif@de = [ s d)
oo —oo 0
t ‘Zl|2
= Loz " (rs) 8 re(Us)> ———d
[ o 708 we(wn) G
Proof of Lemma 10. Let
w(Uy) = Ipu |2 (2L ~Z +b(X,) — b(YD))
+ alzny ’Zt}lrl (Z1' =2+ (X)) = b(Yy)) .

Combining Lemma 8 and 9, we conclude

df (re) = (f’(rt)w(Ut) + 41,45 f"(re) vc(U,)? G ‘1/t2|Zl\ )dt+th2.(2.49)

with M2 = [; f'(r,) dM;. Notice that for any ¢ > 0,
G712zl < AP |zl (2.50)
Moreover, Lemma 6 implies that

w(ly) < —r + X)) —b(Y)l, < |20+ 5|2 (251)
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Recall that f is concave and non-decreasing. By (2.49), (2.50) and (2.51),

df(re) < f'(re) (=re + [b(Xy) —b(Yy)[,) dt (2.52)
+ AN g f(re) Te(Uy)* dt + dM.

If r, > R, then Assumption 24 and (2.39) imply
—re 4+ b(Xy) —b(V)], < —(1-M)r, < —(1=M)f(r).  (2.53)
If Z, ¢ Spc and 1y > 9, then by (2.25) and Lemma 6
-1 + [b(Xy) —0b(Y)], < —1/Qa)r, < —1/(2a) f(ry). (2.54)

If Z; € Sprc and § < r; < R, we argue as follows: By definition we have rc(U;) = 1.
Lemma 6 implies the bound

—re + [b(Xe) —b(Yy)], < Br (2.55)
Observe that for r € (0, R), inequality (2.40) holds true and therefore
P Bre +40 f'(n) < —2007 (). (2.56)
Recall (2.38) and (2.39) to see that if r; < 6 holds, then we can estimate
fir)Bry < B and  f(ry) < 1y <6 (2.57)
Combining (2.52), (2.53), (2.54), (2.55), (2.56), (2.57) and (2.41), we conclude
df(r)) < —cf(ry)dt + (c+B)6dt + dM}. (2.58)
The claim follows by setting h(d) = (¢ + ) §. O

Proof of Corollary 6. By (2.39), (2.11) and (2.6), we conclude for any =,y € H,
W (6upe, 6ype) < 2 O(R) Way (62pr, 6ypr) < 4ad(R) ™ e F WH(4,,6,).

The fact that the Markov kernels (p;) admit a unique invariant measure 7 satisfying
mp, = m for any ¢ > 0 now follows by standard arguments, see e.g. [51, Corollary
2.5]. O

Proof of Corollary 7. The proof follows [51, Section 4]. Let (X;) be a solution of
(2.1) with Xy = x. Assumption 24 implies that the first moments of X; are uniformly
bounded in time, i.e. sup,~q E.[|X¢|]] < co. In particular, for any x € H, ¢ > 0 and
any Lipschitz function g, [ g(y) pi(z,dy) < co. Fix ,y € H and let (X;,Y;) be any
coupling of d,p; and d,p,. It follows

(peg) () — (peg) ()| < Ellg(Xe) = 9(Y)I] < [9lLip(ay) Eld2(Xe, YD),
and hence by (2.11), (2.6) and (2.39),

[(pe9)(x) = (2eg) )] < 19lpipiany € F (o = ylo) < V20 [glipa ez — 9l
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Proof of Theorem 9. The proof is close to the proof of Theorem 8. We use again the
coupling from Section 2.2.2, but use a slightly different function f.

0 = [ elat) ds o) = [ ods  @59)

o(r) = exp (_8§ r? — 29?7") 7= /ORCD(S) P(s)~" ds

v rAR .
o) = 1-3 [ e ds

We highlight the differences to the situation in Theorem 8. This time, f is constant
on [R,00) and it is not differentiable at the point R. Nevertheless, it is concave and
the left-derivative f’ exists everywhere. Observe that the inequalities (2.39) still
hold true on the interval [0, R]. Moreover, the function f is twice continuously
differentiable on (0, R) and satisfies there the (in)equality

ANS"(r) = —f'(r) (Br+80XN) =2 . vP(r) (2.60)
< f(r) (Br+80X ) —2A. 7 f(r).

The contraction rate ¢ in (2.19) and the constant € in (2.21) are given by

c = min{)\*’y,%,g} and 2Ce = min{A*v,%}Zc. (2.61)

The lower bound (2.20) can be derived similarly as in the proof of Theorem 8.
Fix small 6 > 0, initial conditions (z¢,yo) € H x H and let U; = (X, Y;) be the
coupling defined in Section 2.2.2. We use the notation
Zt - Xt_}/;fa Ty = |Zt|a7
Glz,y) = 1 + eV(r) +eV(y) Qi = [flr) G(Xi, V),

The coupling yields an upper bound for the Kantorovich distance:

Wiy (00001, 0yopt) < E[Qi] = e “"E[e'Qr — Qo] + e “'E[Qo]. (2.62)

We now estimate F [e“'Q; — Qo] and proceed similarly to the proof of Theorem 8.
Observe that Lemma 8 still holds true, since we use the same coupling as in the proof
of Theorem 8.

Lemma 11. The process (f(r:)) satisfies

df(re) = f'(ry) dry + %/ LY ps(dr)

< fLm) dry 4+ ALyur f'(r) ve(U)? |22 G227 dt.

The notation p1y and LY is defined in the proof of Lemma 9.

98



2.2 Main results

Lemma 12. The process (G(Xy,Y:)) satisfies
dG(X.,Y,) = e (LV(X) +LV(Y,))dt + dM}, (2.63)
where (M?) is a local martingale given by
dME = V2e <DV( \) + DV (Y)), dwfh>
+V2esef <DV ) + DV(}Q),de’l>
+ V2ere(l] <DV ) + DV (Y), dwi”>
— 2V2e 1c(Uy) (DV(Y,) ),GY%e, ) < G V%, thl’l> :
The product rule for semimartingales implies
d(e”@t) = cetQ;dt + €etdQ,. (2.64)
Lemma 13. There is h: Ry — Ry with lim, ;o h(r) = 0 such that
dQ, < —cQ;dt + (1+eV(X,)+eV(Y))h(S) dt + dM}, (2.65)

where M} = fo ) dM3 + fo (X, Yy) f'(rs) dM} is a local martingale.
The martingale (Mtl) is defined in Lemma 10.

Lemma 14. For anyt > 0, there is K; € (0,00), not depending on 6, such that
Ee'Qr— Qo] < K h(d).
Combining Lemma 14 with (2.62) yields
Wiy (020Dt, 0yopt) < K h(0) + € Wiy (0, 0yp)-

Passing to the limit 6 — 0, we see that (2.19) holds for Dirac measures. The general
case can be concluded with the same argument used at the end of the proof of
Proposition 1. O]

Proof of Lemma 11. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 9, except that now
f is not continuously differentiable everywhere. In particular, f” has a discontinuity
at the point R and therefore we do not have puf[{R}] = 0. Nevertheless, since f is
concave we know that p[{R}] < 0. O

Proof of Lemma 12. The assumptions imposed on V' allow to apply Ité’s formula in

a Hilbert space setting, see e.g. [60, Theorem 2.9]. Recalling the definition of the
coupling from Section 2.2.2, we see that (2.63) holds true. O
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Proof of Lemma 13. The product rule for semimartingales implies that (Q;) satisfies
dQr = G(Xy,Yy) df(re) + f(r) dG(X:,Yy) + d[f(r), G(X,Y)],, (2.66)
where [-, -] denotes the quadratic variation. By Lemma 11, (2.50) and (2.51),

G(X.Yy) df(ry) < G(Xu.Yy) f(re) (—|2 +8|2|) dt (2.67)
+ G(X, V) 4N Lysr 7 (r) ve(Uy)2dt + dM?,

where M} = fo (X, Vo) f (rs) dM} is a local martingale.
Lemma 12 and Assumption 25 imply that

f("“t) dG<Xt,Yt) < f(rt) € (20 -0 (V<Xt> + V(K&))) dt + dea (2-68)

with MP = fo (ry) dM?. Using Lemma 8, 11 and 12, we establish the bound

.60 = e [ 1 et LZL (v v 2) o

<4e\ / I (rs) re(U)*( | DV (X,)| + DV (Ys)]| ) ds,
where \* is the largest eigenvalue of G on H!. Assumption 25 implies
t
[f(r),G(X,Y)]; < 80X / f'(r) 1c(U)? G(X,, Ys) ds. (2.69)
0

Combining (2.66), (2.67), (2.68) and (2.69), we conclude that

dQy < G(X.,Y) [ (r0) (= |22 + B|Z{| + 80 N re(U,)?) dt
+ G(X, Y4\ [T#Rf (1) rc(Uy)? dt
+ flr)e(2C —n (V(Xy) +V(Yy)) dt + dM; + dM;.

We are now in a position to argue (2.65) and do a pathwise case distinction:

If r, > R, then (X3, Y;) ¢ S by (2.17). By (2.18) and (2.61),

flr)e (2C —n (V(Xy) + V(Y1) fr) (=2C € =n/2(eV(X;) + €V (V)))

<
< —c f(r) G(X, YY) = —c Q.

Moreover, f is constant on (R, o0) and thus f'(r;) = f"(r;) =0

Now assume that § < r, < R and Z; € Sgc. By (2.26), we have that rc(U;) = 1
Notice that equality (2.48) implies for any fixed ¢ > 0,

Aeb ({0 <s<t:ry=Rand rc(Us) > 0}) =0, (2.70)

i.e. the Lebesgue measure of the time (r4) spends at the point R up to time ¢,
while rc(Us) > 0 is almost surely zero. This allows us to neglect the case r; = R.
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Moreover, f is twice continuously differentiable on (0, R) and fulfils inequality (2.60).
We conclude that for § < r; < R with Z; € Sgc,

G(X,Y:) f'(re) (B|Z}] + 80X) +G(X0, Yo AN f"(re) + f(r:) e2C
< 20N AG(XLY) fr) + fr)e2C < —cQy,

where we used (2.61) and G > 1.

If 6 <r, < Rand Z ¢ Spc, then by (2.25), 2(8+ 1) |Z{| < |Z}'|, but we do not
necessarily have rc(U;) = 1. Nevertheless, (2.70) is still true and (2.60) implies

Fr) 80N 1e(U)? + 4, f"(r) re(Uy)? < 0 for0<r <R (271)
Lemma 6 shows that
—|2¢] + 81z < —1/(2a)re < =1/(2a) f(r) (2.72)
and thus
G(X:, V) fL(re) (|20 +8|Z]) + f(roe2C
< —¢(R)/(4a)Qr + [f(ry)e2C < —cQy,

where we used (2.61) and the fact that f’ is nonnegative and decreasing on (0, R)

with f' (R) = ¢(R)/2.

Now assume 7, < ¢. Similarly to the last case, (2.71) holds true. Since f’ <1 and
f(r) <r, we can estimate

G(X,Y,) fL(r) B|Z)| + f(r)e2C < G(X,Y;) (B+2C¢€)6
We conclude the lemma setting h(d) = (c+ 8+ 2C¢) 0. O
Proof of Lemma 1. We introduce stopping times
T = inf{t>0:X;=Y;} and
T, = inf{t >0:|X; —Y: <1/m or max{|X¢|,|Y:|} > m}.

Since the process (X;,Y;) is non-explosive, we have T,,, T T for m 1 co. We get

E [ew Qt] = K [GCt Q1 ]t<T} = m E [BCMT'" Qint,, ]t<Tm}

li
m—oQ

< liminf F [eCMTm QMTm} .

- m—00

Fix m € N and notice that the stopped process (M, ) defined in Lemma 13 is a
martingale. Using (2.64) and Lemma 13, we conclude

AT,
B [€C(t/\Tm)QMTm ~ Q] < E [/ e G(Xs, Ys) dS] h(9)
0

< B Uot ¢ G(X,, V) ds} h(s).
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Assumption 25 implies that there is a constant A € (0, 00) such that

sup (E[V(Xy)] + E[V(Y)]) < A

te[0,00)
[
Proof of Corollary 8. Let z,y € H with |z —y|, < min{1, R}. By (2.6) and (2.39),

e =y’ < Je—yl, < 207 (min{l,R}) f(lz —yl,) 1+ eV(2) +eV(y)).
On the other hand, if |z — y|, > min{1, R}, then we get

K
(min{1, R})

By (2.39), f(min{l, R}) > ®(min{l, R})/2 > min{l, R} ¢(min{l, R})/2. Com-
bining the bounds, we get for any x,y € H,

v =yl < K(V(x) +V(y)) < o fllz =yl )L+ eVi(z) +eV(y)).

K
—yl? < 2¢ ' (min{1 1, —————~ . 2.
oul < 2o inl R w1 b b, 21
Using (2.73) and Theorem 9, we can conclude that
WP (upy, vp,)? < 2¢ (min{l, R}) max < 1 S S e “Wa, (1, v) (2.74)
’ - ’ e min{l, R} S

for any u,v € Py and t > 0. Notice that Assumption 25 implies that

sup/V(y) (02p¢)(dy) < 00 for any x € H. (2.75)

t>0

In particular, (2.74) and (2.75) together imply that there is a constant C' € (0, c0)
such that

Wp(5xpm,5xpn)p = Wp(drpmfnpméxpn)p < Ce " (276)

for any integers m > n > 0. We see that (0,p,)nen is a Cauchy sequence w.r.t. WP.
Moreover, the LP Wasserstein space is Polish and convergence w.r.t. WP implies weak
convergence. The Krylov-Bogolioubov criteria thus implies that there is a measure
mo such that mop; = m, cf. e.g. |74, Theorem 1.10|. It is straightforward to check that
T = fol Tops ds is invariant w.r.t. (p;), cf. e.g. [98, Section 3|. Moreover, Assumption
25 implies that any invariant probability measure 7* satisfies 7* € Py, cf. e.g. [73,
Proposition 4.24], and thus (2.74) implies that 7 is the only invariant measure. [

2.3 Applications

We demonstrate the applicability of the results from Section 2.2.
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2.3 Applications

2.3.1 Absolutely continuous measures w.r.t. a normal
distribution

General setup

Suppose that G is the covariance operator of a non-degenerate and centered normal
distribution A (0,G) on a separable Hilbert space (H, (-,-),|-|), i.e. G is trace-class,
symmetric and positive-definite. Define a probability measure 7 by (2.2), where U :
H — R is a given potential which is bounded from below, Fréchet differentiable and
for which  — VU (z) is Lipschitz. We define b in equation (2.1) as b(x) = —GVU (z).
The results from [71] imply that 7 is an invariant measure for (p;), i.e. 7p; = m for
any t > 0. We now give sufficient conditions under which the results from Section
2.2 are applicable in this context.

Remark 6. The article [71] by Hairer, Stuart and Voss considers two different
SPDEs for which w is a stationary distribution and which can both be used for sam-
pling purposes. The first one is given by

dX, = AX,dt — VU(X,)dt + V2dW,, (2.77)

where (Wt) 15 a cylindrical Wiener process over H. The second one 1is given by
(2.1) and this is the one we study in this article. Formally, the latter equation is
obtained from (2.77) by “preconditioning”. The solutions for the equations behave
quite differently: While (2.77) only admits mild solutions in general, strong solutions
are possible for (2.1). Moreover, as pointed out in [71] under reasonable assumptions,
the process (Xt) 15 strong Feller and it is possible to apply classical Harris’ theorems
to study ergodic properties. In contrast to this, the process (X;) solving (2.1) is not
strong Feller in general and the study of ergodic properties is more involved.

Fix an orthonormal basis (ej)ren, of H such that Ge, = Aye; holds for a se-
quence (M) of positive reals satisfying y -, Ay < o0o. For the sake of simplicity,
we assume A | 0 and A\; = 1. Observe that Theorem 8 and 9 still hold true, if we
replace Assumptions 22 and 24 by the slightly more general Assumptions 26 and 27
respectively.

Assumption 26. There are constants 0 < H;, < 1 and L;, L,, H; > 0 such that

xh_yh l l . X
<|$h_yh|,b(:[)—b(y)> < H }1‘ —y\ + Hj |ZE -y ‘ (2.78)

for any x,y € H with 2" # y" and in the case x' # 1, we have

2 —yf
(B0 ) < Lje =y Lty e
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

Assumption 27. There are R € (0,00) and 0 < M < 1 such that

g — o ah — oyt
Lyigy <W7 b(z) — b(y)> + Lnpyrc <w, b(z) — b(y)> < Mlz—yl,
for any x,y € H with |z —y|, > R.

In the following we focus on potentials U : H — R of the form
a
Ulw) = Slaf* + m(a), (2.80)

where a > 0 and m : H — R satisfies:

Assumption 28. The function m is bounded from below and Fréchet differentiable.
There is L > 1 such that

\Vm(z) = Vm(y)] < L |z —y] holds true for any x,y € H.

Lemma 15. Let Assumption 28 be true and define n = min {k eNy A\ < ﬁ}
We consider the splitting H = H' @ H" with H' = (ey,...,e,). In this setting,
Assumption 26 is satisfied with

Hl = Hh: 1/2, Ll :Lh:L, Oé:2<1—|—L) and BZQL
Proof. Let z,y € H with 2" — ¢ # 0. We have
— (2" =", G(VU(x) = VU(y))) = —a(z"~y".G(z —y))
— (" — 4, G(Vm(z) - Vm(y)))
Observe that —a <:1:h — ", G(x — y)> < 0. Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we get
(2" — 4", G(Vm(z) — V)| < Auga L |2 =" |2 — |
< 1/2 |xh—yh} |z —y|.

This implies (2.78) with H; = H;, = 1/2. Inequality (2.79) can be argued similarly.
[l

Lemma 16. Assume that there is R > 0 such that Vm(x) = 0 for any |z| > R.
Then Assumption 27 can be satisfied with M = 3/4 and R=8LR.

Proof. Let z,y € H with |x — y|, > R. The statement is clear if min{|z|, |y|} > R.
Assume w.l.o.g. that |x| <R, |y| > R and let z € H with |z] = R, then

h h

Lyisy <u b(z) —b(y)> + Ly o <x+yh‘,b(x) —b(y)>

2! =y’

IN

(G(Vm(z) = V()| + o |G(Tm(z) - V()|
< Llz—z + adpuL|lz—2/<2LR+2(1+L)R < 3/4|z—vy|,.
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Corollary 12. If the assumptions of Lemma 15 and 16 are satisfied, then Theorem
8 holds with 4¢ > exp (=32 L*R?) /(1+ L).

We give a sufficient condition for the existence of a Lyapunov function.

Lemma 17. Let Assumption 28 be true and set V() = 14|x|*. If there are constants
be (0,00) and 0 < ¢ < 1 such that

[Vm(z)] < b + clz| holds for any x € H, (2.81)

then for any 0 <n < 1 —c there is C' € (0,00) such that Assumption 25 is satisfied
with (V,C,n).

Proof. We have to find C such that (2.16) holds true for all z € H. Observe that,
LV (z) = 2 {(x,—x—aGx—GVm(z)) + trace(G)
< 2(- 2> + b |z| + ¢ \a:]Q) + trace(G).
The claim follows since ¢ < 1. O

We see that Theorem 9 is applicable if the assumptions of Lemma 17 are satisfied.

Transition path sampling

We present a concrete sampling context for which the results from the last subsection
are applicable. We follow here [71] and consider the R¢valued SDE

dXt = —de W(Xt> dt + dBt, XO = O, (282)
where (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion.

Assumption 29. The potential W : R* — R is given by
a
W) = Sl + H),

with a > 0 and H : R* = R is a C* function for which all k-fold partial derivatives,
ke {1,2,3,4}, satisfy

|0"H ()| 2" = 0 for |z| = oo.

Suppose that we are interested in the law 7 of (X;)¢cp,1] conditioned on the event
X1 = 0. We describe a typical setup for the above situation. Set H = L?([0, 1], R%)
and let (Ag, Dg) be the self-adjoint Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition, i.e.
the domain Dy is given by all differentiable functions f, such that f’ is absolutely
continuous with f” € L? and such that f(0) = f(1) = 0. Let G = —A;"'. Observe
that e, = V2 sin(mkt), k € N, is an orthonormal basis of H satisfying Gep = Arex
with A\, = (7k)~2. In particular, the operator G is trace-class, symmetric and positive
definite on H. It is well-known, that the distribution of a standard Brownian Bridge
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2 Explicit contraction rates for a class of degenerate diffusions

on H is a centered normal distribution with covariance operator G. Under Assumption
29 one can argue, using Girsanov’s theorem and It6’s formula, that the law 7 of
(Xt)tepo,1) conditioned on X; = 0 is given by (2.2), with U : HH — R defined by
1 [
Ulx) = 5/ d(z,)ds and P(z) = |VedW(@)]> + ApaW(z). (2.83)
0
We refer the reader to |71] for a detailed exposition. It is now a straightforward
calculation to check that Lemma 17 is applicable, if Assumption 29 is satisfied.

2.3.2 Finite-dimensional approximations

In this work we focus on explicit contraction rates for the process (2.1). In the light
of sampling applications one might ask, if it is possible to make related statements
about finite-dimensional approximations. We shortly argue, that this is indeed the
case.

Suppose that Assumptions 22, 23, and 24 are true. Let H' be of dimension n € N_.
Fix some d > n and write H? = (ey,...,e,) for the subspace spanned by the first
d basis vectors. Given z € H, we write 2¢ for the orthogonal projection onto H.
Let (X;) be a solution of (2.1) with X, = xy. A straightforward d-dimensional
approximation (f(t) is given by the solution of the SDE

dX, = =X, dt + bV(X,) dt + V2dW¢, X, =azl (2.84)

A similar approximation is e.g. considered in [38|. Observe that the nonlinearity
x > b¥(x) satisfies Assumptions 22 and 24 on the space H¢ with the same constants
as x — b(x) on H. In particular, we can apply Theorem 8 to equation (2.84) and
see that the corresponding Markov kernels satisfy a Kantorovich contraction with a
dimension-independent and explicit contraction rate. A related statement holds true
for Theorem 9. We remark that the unique invariant measure 7 for (2.84) does in
general not agree with the invariant measure 7 of (2.1). A study of the approximation
error can be found in [38].

It might also be possible to use the presented results to make statements about
the speed of convergence of time-discrete approximations of (2.84), e.g. Euler ap-
proximations. There are at least two different approaches to this question: The
first possibility is to implement a similar coupling strategy directly for Markov
chains. We refer in this context to the forthcoming work [47]. The second possi-
bility is to interpret the approximation as a perturbation of the original equation, see
[138, 121, 128, 137, 36, 45| and the references therein. Nevertheless, the last question
goes beyond the scope of this work.
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3 Sticky couplings of
multidimensional diffusions with
different drifts

We present a novel approach of coupling two multidimensional and nondegenerate
[t6 processes (X;) and (Y;) which follow dynamics with different drifts. Our coupling
is sticky in the sense that there is a stochastic process (r;), which solves a one-
dimensional stochastic differential equation with a sticky boundary behavior at zero,
such that almost surely |X; —Y;| < r, for all ¢ > 0. The coupling is constructed
as a weak limit of Markovian couplings. We provide explicit, non-asymptotic and
longtime stable bounds for the probability of the event {X; = Y;}.

A. Eberle and R. Zimmer. Sticky couplings of multidimensional diffusions with different
drifts. ArXiv e-print 1612.06125, December 2016

Financial support from the German Science foundation through the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics is
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3.1 Introduction

Let (B;) and (B,) be d-dimensional Brownian motions. We consider two diffusion
processes with values in R? which follow dynamics with different drifts, i.e.

dXt = b(t,Xt) dt + dBt, X() =X,
dY; = b(t,Y;) dt +dB,, Yy, =y. (3.2)

We assume that the drift coefficients b, b : R, x RY — R? are locally Lipschitz. More-
over, we impose assumptions which imply that a geometric Lyapunov drift condition
holds for (3.1) and that there is a constant M > 0 such that uniformly |b —b| < M.

Diffusions with different drifts occur in many application areas. For example, one
could consider a Langevin diffusion (X;) and a perturbation or approximation (Y;)
of the latter. Other natural examples are McKean-Vlasov processes, where the drift
coefficients depend not only on the current position of the process but also on the
corresponding law. A natural question arising is how to obtain explicit bounds for the
distance of X; and Y; in Kantorovich distances, e.g. in total variation norm. There are
a few articles which try to answer this question in a general setting: Using Girsanov’s
theorem and coupling on the path space, the works [92, 104, 105] establish bounds on
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

the total variation norm of such diffusions. In [12| bounds for the distance between
transition probabilities of diffusions with different drifts are derived using analytic
arguments, see also the related work [112|. The drawback of these approaches is
that the derived bounds are typically only useful for small time horizons and are not
longtime stable. The article [9] provides bounds for the distance between stationary
measures of diffusions with different drifts. Coupling methods are used in [46] to
provide longtime stable bounds on the distance between a Langevin diffusion and
its Euler approximation. Howitt constructs in [84] a sticky coupling of two one-
dimensional Brownian motions with different drifts using time-change arguments
which are restricted to the one-dimensional setting.

In this article, we discuss a novel approach of constructing couplings (X;,Y;) of
solutions to (3.1) and (3.2) in a multidimensional setting. Consider for example the
case where b differs from b by a non-zero constant m, i.e., b(t,z) = b(t, ) + m for
some m € R% and let (X;) and (Y;) be solutions of (3.1) and (3.2) respectively. In
this case, whenever X; and Y; meet, the drift forces the processes to immediately
move apart from each other. It is clear that, regardless of how the processes are
coupled, one cannot hope for the existence of an almost surely finite stopping time T’
such that P[X; = Y; Vt > T] = 1. Nevertheless, we construct a coupling such that for
any given t > 0, we have P[X; =Y;| > 0 and the coupling is sticky in the sense that
there is a continuous semimartingale (r;) which solves a one-dimensional stochastic
differential equation with a sticky boundary behavior at zero such that almost surely
| Xy — Yy < for all t > 0. This allows us to establish explicit, non-asymptotic and
longtime stable bounds for the probability of the event {X; = Y;}. The coupling is
constructed as a weak limit of Markovian couplings. The idea for the coupling is based
on [51, 48] where coupling approaches for particle systems and nonlinear McKean-
Vlasov processes are discussed, cf. Section 3.2.2 for a comprehensive comparison.
We show that sticky couplings can be applied effectively to provide total variation
bounds between the laws of both linear and nonlinear diffusions with varying drifts.

Outline: The main results are presented in Section 3.2. In Section 3.3 we recall
results on the existence and uniqueness of one-dimensional SDEs with sticky bound-
ary, we establish an approximation result for the latter, and we study the longtime
behavior of solutions to such equations using coupling methods. Based on these re-
sults, the proof of our main theorem and the construction of the sticky coupling are
presented in Section 3.4.

3.2 Main results

3.2.1 Sticky couplings

We impose the following assumptions:

Assumption 30. There is a constant M € [0, 00) such that

b(t,x) — b(t,x)| < M for any x € R and t > 0.
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3.2 Main results

A

Figure 3.1: Sticky coupling of one-dimensional diffusions with different drifts

Assumption 31. There is a Lipschitz function k : [0,00) — R such that
(@ =y, b(t,2) =b(t,y)) < K(lx —yl) - |z —y|*  for any z,y €R? and t > 0.
Outside of a bounded interval, the function k is constant and strictly negative.

The assumptions imply in particular that the unique strong solutions (X;) and
(Y;) of (3.1) and (3.2) respectively are non-explosive. We present our main result:

Theorem 10 (Sticky coupling). Suppose that Assumptions 30 and 31 hold true.
Then for any initial values x,y € RY, there is a coupling (X;,Y;) of solutions to
(3.1) and (3.2), respectively, such that X; —Y; is sticky at zero in the sense that the
difference is controlled by a solution of a one-dimensional SDE with a sticky boundary
behavior at zero. More precisely, there is a real-valued process (ry) solving the SDE

dry = (M + k(ry)ry) dt + 21(ry > 0) dWy, ro = lx—vy|, (3.3)
driven by a one-dimensional Brownian motion (W), such that almost surely,
| X: =Y < r  foranyt>0. (3.4)

The process (r;) is sticky at zero in the sense that almost surely,
t
2M / I(re=0)ds = r), 0 <t < o0, (3.5)
0

where (9(r) is the right local time at 0 of (1), i.e.,

1/t 1 [t
Q) = lim= [ I(0<r,<e)dr]l, = 4lim= [ I(0 <7, <e)ds.
El,o € 0 Eio € 0

Equation (3.3) admits an invariant probability measure 7. For M = 0, m = &y, and
for M > 0, 7w is determined by

r(dz) (% Solda) + exp (% /0 (M + K(y)y) dy> A(Om)(dx)). (3.6)
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

If the initial conditions coincide, i.e., if x =y, then for any t > 0,

-1

PIX, —v] > #[{0}] — (l—l—%/oooexp G /Ow(M—i-/i(y)y) dy> dx) (3.7)

In general, there are constants c,e € (0,00), depending only on M and k, such that
for any t > 0 and any initial values x,y € RY,

PIX, £V < L _°©

~ e et —1

|z —y| + 7[(0,00)]. (3.8)

The constants ¢ and € are given by

IO MR (O g

where ¢(r) = exp (=3 [y (M + &(s) s)"ds), ®(r) = s ¢(s)ds,

Ry = if{R>0:(M + k(r)r) <0 foranyr >R}, and (3.9)
Ry = inf{R>Ry: R(R— Ro) (M/r + k(r)) <—4 for anyr > R¥3.10)

-1

In Section 3.3 we also provide explicit bounds on the expected values E[|.X; — Y]],
cf. Theorem 14 further below.

The coupling (X;,Y;) in Theorem 10 is constructed as a weak limit of Markovian
couplings. The construction of the coupling and the proof of the theorem are given
in Section 3.4.

Remark 7 (Reflection coupling). The classical reflection coupling of Lindvall and
Rogers [107] occurs as a special case of the coupling in Theorem 10 when the drift
coefficients coincide, i.e., b = b. In this case we can choose M = 0 so that 0 is an
absorbing boundary for the diffusion process (r;). The equation (3.11) reduces to

PIX, £V] < L _°©

€ et —1

[z =yl (3.11)

which is a well-known bound for reflection coupling [107, 27].

In the two special cases M = 0 and x = y, the bound in (3.11) takes a very simple
and intuitive form. In general, however, the rate ¢ depends on M. This dependence
can be avoided by considering a modified coupling.

Theorem 11. There is a coupling (X;,Y;) of solutions to (3.1) and (3.2) such that

PIX V) <

S |z —y| + 7[(0,00)]  for any t >0, (3.12)

where ¢, € are defined analogously to ¢ and € but with M = 0.
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Proof of Theorem 11. Consider a process (Z;) satisfying
dZt = b(t, Zt) dt + dBt, ZO =Y.

Let (X;, Z;) be a standard reflection coupling of (X;) and (Z;), i.e., a sticky coupling
in the case where the drifts coincide. Then we can glue this coupling with a sticky
coupling of (Z;) and (Y;), i.e., there are processes (Xy, Z,,Y;) defined on a joint
probability space such that (X,, Z,) is a sticky coupling of (X;, Z;), and (Z;,Y}) is a
sticky coupling of (Z;,Y}), see e.g. the “glueing lemma” in [149]. For ¢ > 0, we obtain
by Theorem 10:

C

P[Xt#fft] < P[)N(t#Zt] +P[Zt7é5~/t] < et 1

|z =yl + 7[(0,00)].

| =

]

To make the bounds in the theorems more explicit, we now assume that we are
given constants R, L € [0,00) and K € (0, 00) such that for any ¢t > 0,

Lz —y|? for any z,y € RY,

3.13
—Klz—y|* forz,yeRst. |z —yl >R (3:13)

<ZE - y,b(t,l‘) - b(t7y)> S {

Hence Assumption 31 is satisfied with x(r) = LI(r < R)— K I(r > R). In this case,
the exponential decay rate ¢ in Theorem 11 is bounded from below by
4 max(R?, K1) if L=0,
¢! < < 3emax(R? 4K71) if LR? < 4,
8mL V(L7 + KR exp (LR?/4) + 16K *R~? if LR? > 4,
see Lemma 1 in [51] (Note that the definitions of the function x and the constant
¢ in [51] differ from the definitions above by a factor —2, 2, respectively). The

following lemma provides explicit upper bounds on the longtime asymptotics of the
probabilities in (3.11) and (3.12). The proof is included in Section 3.4.

Lemma 18. Suppose that Condition (3.13) is satisfied. Then 7[(0,00)] = /(1 + )
where a is a nonnegative constant such that for M < K'R,

a < (n'?ePKTY? 4 2R max(4, LR? + 2MR) ™) M exp (MR/2 + LR?/4),

and for M > KR,

2 M? L+ K
a§< l—i- R )Mexp(——i— * RQ).

K ' max(4,2MR + LR?) 1K 4

The theorems imply bounds on the total variation distance between the laws of X;
and Y; for any time ¢ > 0. We now verify that in two simple examples, the bound in
(3.12) is of the correct order:
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Example 9 (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes). Fiz m € R%\ {0}. We consider Orn-
stein- Uhlenbeck processes on RY, given by

dXt = —Xt/Q dt ‘I— dBt, XO = x, (314)
dY, = —(Y; —m)/2 dt + dB;, Yy =y, (3.15)

where (By) and (By) are d-dimensional Brownian motions. Let d(t) denote the total
variation distance between the laws of X; and Y; at time t. It is well-known that X,
and Y; are normally distributed with

Law(X,) = N (e z, (1-e")1y),
Law(Y)) = N (e y + 1—e)m, (1-e"1y).

The total variation distance between d-dimensional normal distributions N (a,bly)
and N (@, bly) with a,a € R and b € (0,00) is given by ®;(|a — a| /(2v/b)) where

B.(r) = V7 [ expl-atf2)d,

cf. e.g. [37, Exercise 15.12]. Hence for any t > 0,

B _ |m+e*t/2(y—m—x)|
d(t) = ||Law(X;) — Law(Yy)||ry = &4 ( NiT . (3.16)

We now compare the upper bound (3.12) for the total variation distance that has been
derived by sticky couplings to the exact expression (3.16). Observe that Assumptions
30 and 31 are satisfied with M = |m| /2 and the constant function k(r) = —1/2
respectively. By a straightforward computation we obtain

7(0,00)] = 1— (1+w_/ez\mrem%+<1>1<\mr/2>>)‘1. (3.17)

Asymptotically as t — oo, the upper bound for P[X, # Y] in (3.12) approaches
(3.17), whereas the total variation distance d(t) converges to ®1(|m|/2). Comparing
both expressions for small and large values of |m|, we see that as |m| — 0,

7[(0,00)] ~ \/7/8|m|, whereas Pi(|m|/2) ~ |m|/V2m,
and as |m| — oo,

o2

2 2 4
1-— W[(O, OO)] ~ \/Q_Tmlem /8, whereas 1 — <I>1(|m| /2) ~ \/Q_Tml

Hence as m | 0, the bounds for the long time limit of the total variation distance
provided by sticky couplings are of the correct order up to a multiplicative constant,
whereas for m — oo, we loose a factor 4 in the exponential.
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Furthermore, we can compare the decay rate ¢ in (3.12) with the rate of convergence
of d(t) to its limit ®1(|m| /2). Asymptotically as t 1 oo, (3.16) implies

[d(t) = @1(jml /2)| ~ @y(Im]/2)e”? |y —m — x| /2

= (2m) Ve B2 |y —m — . (3.18)
On the other hand, in this case ¢ = 1/8 and & = 1/(2v/8), so by (3.12),
PIX; # Y] —[(0,00)] < 272 —1)7" |z —y|. (3.19)

We see that the exponential rate of decay in our bound differs from the optimal rate
only by a factor 4.

Example 10 (Confined Brownian motion). Fiz R, k,m € (0,00), and let
b(x) =0 for || <R, and b(z)=—k(x— R sgn(z))/2 otherwise.

Moreover, let b(z) = b(x) +m/2. In this case, Condition (3.13) is satisfied with
L=0, K=Fk/6 and R = 3R, and Assumption 30 holds with M = m/2. Assuming
m < kR and mR < 4/3, Theorem 11 and the first bound in Lemma 18 show that
there is a coupling (X,,Y;) of the corresponding solutions to (3.1) and (3.2) with
arbitrary initial values x and y such that

liItnsupP[Xt £V < <%R + (3me?/2)' k‘1/2) m. (3.20)
—00

On the other hand, the unique invariant probability measures for (3.1) and (3.2)
are given ezxplicitly by v(dzr) = Zf_lf(:v) dz, p(dr) = Z;lg(x) dz, respectively, where
f(@) = exp(—kmax(fe] - B,012/2), g(z) = exp(ma)f(x), Zy = [, f(x)dz and
Zy = ffooog(a:) dx. Noting that Z, > Zs, an explicit computation yields the lower
bounds

= vlirv = (exp(—mR) — 1+ mR)/(mR),

and, for RkY? <1,
lw—vlrv > (1 —exp(—mR+m?/(2k)) + 22(7k)"*mexp(—mR)) /4,
see page 134 further below. In particular,

1
liminf [l — viry /m > 7 (R+(2/m)2k77).

Hence for small m, the bound in (3.20) is sharp up to a constant factor.

Remark 8 (Comparison with Girsanov couplings). An alternative approach to con-
struct couplings of solutions to (3.1) and (3.2) is by Girsanov’s Theorem. If the initial
conditions Xo and Yy coincide and T € [0,00) is a fived constant, then Girsanov’s
Theorem can be applied to construct a coupling (Xs,Ys) such that with positive prob-
ability, Xs = Y; for all s € [0,T]. Moreover, explicit bounds on this probability can be
derived via Hellinger integrals [92, 104, 105]. Notice, however, that the corresponding
bounds typically degenerate rapidly asT — oo. Hence Girsanov’s Theorem provides a
very strong coupling over short time intervals, whereas the sticky couplings introduced
above are stable for long times in the sense that liminf; ., P[X; =Y;] > w[{0}] > 0.

113



3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

3.2.2 McKean-Vlasov processes

We consider nonlinear diffusions on R¢ of type

py = LaW(Xt)7

where (B;) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion and 7 € R. The SDE is nonlinear
in the sense of McKean, i.e., the future development after time ¢ depends on the
current state X, and on the law of X;, cf. e.g. [144, 117]. Let n : R? — R¢ and
Y RY x RY — R? be Lipschitz continuous functions. Then the equation above
admits a unique strong solution, cf. [117, Theorem 2.2|. Let us fix initial values
To, 90 € R, 1y # 1o, and consider solutions (X;) and (Y;) of (3.21) with X, = x
and Yy = yo respectively. We define drift coefficients

potte) = nla) + 7 [ o) ) (3.22)

b t, ) =n@)+7/W%qu@% (3.23)

which are uniformly Lipschitz in x and continuous in ¢. Notice that due to pathwise
uniqueness, (X;) and (Y;) are the unique strong solutions to the equations

dXt = b (t,Xt) dt + dBt, X() = 2o, (324)
dY, = B0(t,Y,) dt + dB,, Yy =, (3.25)

and hence we can interpret the processes as two diffusions with different drifts.

Assumption 32. There is a Lipschitz function k : [0,00) — R such that
(@ —y,n(@) =n(y)) < wllz —yl) - le —y[* for any z,y € R? and t > 0.
Outside of a bounded interval, the function k is constant and strictly negative.

Assuming that Assumption 32 holds, we have shown in [48] that there are constants
A, N\, 79 € (0,00) such that for |7| < 7,

WH s, ud) < Ae ™ |z —y| foranyt>0andz,yec R (3.26)

where W! denotes the standard L' Wasserstein distance. The proof is based on
an application of reflection coupling if |X; — Y;| > ¢ and synchronous coupling if
| Xy — Yi| < 0/2, where ¢ is a small positive constant. In the intermediate region,
a combination of both couplings is applied. The bound in (3.26) is obtained when
considering the limit of the resulting bounds as ¢ | 0. The couplings considered in
[48] now turn out to be approximations of a sticky coupling. By applying directly
the sticky coupling and using Corollary 13 further below, we can extend the result
in [48] and derive a corresponding exponential decay in total variation norm:
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3.2 Main results

Theorem 12. Let n and 9 be Lipschitz and let Assumption 32 be true. There is Ty €
(0,00) such that for any |7| < 79 and any x,y € R? there are constants B, c € (0, 00)
such that,

i = wfllrv < B e foranyt > 0. (3.27)

The proof is given in Section 3.4.

3.2.3 Outlook!

The concept of sticky couplings sheds new light onto several results that have been
previously derived using combinations of reflection and synchronous couplings. A
first example of this type has been given in Theorem 12. Without carrying out
details, we mention three further results that probably can be reinterpreted in terms
of sticky couplings:

a) Componentwise reflection couplings for interacting diffusions. In [51], Wasser-
stein bounds for interacting diffusions with small interaction term (for example of
mean-field-type) have been derived by coupling each component independently with
a reflection coupling if the distance is greater than a given constant § > 0, and
with a synchronous coupling otherwise. Instead, one could now directly consider a
componentwise sticky coupling. As time evolves, more and more components in this
coupling would get stuck at nearby positions until, after some finite coupling time, all
components coincide. We expect that such a coupling could be used to derive total
variation bounds similar to those in Theorem 12 for interacting particle systems.

b) Couplings for infinite-dimensional diffusions. In [159], Wasserstein contraction
rates have been derived for a class of diffusions on a Hilbert space with possibly
degenerate noise. Here a reflection coupling has been applied to the projection of the
process on a finite dimensional subspace, whereas the remaining (orthogonal) com-
ponents have been coupled synchronously. Again, because of the interaction between
the components, the reflection coupling is switched off when the finite dimensional
projections of the two copies are close to each other. Similarly as above, it should
be possible to replace the coupling for the finite dimensional projection by a sticky
coupling. The resulting infinite dimensional coupling process would then spend a
certain amount of time at states where the finite dimensional projections of the two
copies coincide. Under the assumptions made in [159], the orthogonal infinite di-
mensional components would approach each other for large ¢, and, consequently, the
finite dimensional projections would coincide for an increasing proportion of time.

c¢) Couplings for Langevin processes. In a forthcoming paper, we consider couplings
for (kinetic) Langevin diffusions (X, V;)i>o with state space R?? that are given by
stochastic differential equations of type
dX, = V.dt, (3.28)
AV, = —4Vidt — uVU(Xy)dt + /2yudB;.

IThis outlook is due to A. Eberle and is not a contribution of this thesis.
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

Here (B;)i>o is a d dimensional Brownian motion, u and 7 are positive constants,
and U is a C' function on R%. We apply a reflection coupling that is replaced by
a synchronous coupling when the values of X, + v~V are close to each other for
both components. Again, at least informally, this coupling could be replaced by a
coupling ((Xy, V4), (X7, V/)) that is sticky when X; + 7'V, = X/ + v~'V/. Under
the assumptions that we impose on U, the coupling would be contractive on the
corresponding 3d dimensional linear subspace of R*, and as time evolves, it would
spend a positive amount of time on this subspace.

We hope that the potential applications listed above show how sticky couplings
provide a valuable concept for building intuition about ways to couple diffusion pro-
cesses in an efficient way. Carrying out carefully the ideas described above would go
far beyond the scope of this paper.

3.3 Diffusions on R, with a sticky reflecting
boundary

In this section we prove some basic results on diffusions on R, with a sticky boundary
at 0. In particular, we prove the existence of a synchronous coupling of two sticky
diffusions and a corresponding comparison theorem, which is then applied to study
the long time behavior of the processes. At first, we need to adapt some known
facts on existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to our setup. We consider the
stochastic differential equation

dry = aft,ry) dt + 2 I(r; > 0) dW,, Law(rg) = u, (3.29)

on the positive real line Ry = [0,00), where (W;) is a one-dimensional Brownian
motion and p is a probability measure on R, . Below, we will impose conditions on
the drift coefficient o : R, x Ry — R which imply existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions. In particular, we will assume that «(t,0) > 0 for any ¢ > 0. Let us briefly
discuss the consequences of this assumption: Suppose that (r;) is a solution of (3.29).
An application of the It6-Tanaka formula to f(r;) with the function f(x) = max(0, z)
and a comparison with (3.29) shows that almost surely,

¢
1
/a(s,O) I(re=0)ds = ifg(r), 0 <t < oo (3.30)
0

where €(r) = lim g~ [; I(0 < 7, < €) d [r], is the right local time of (r;). Equation
(3.30) shows that there is reflection at zero. Moreover, for almost all trajectories, the
Lebesgue measure of the set {0 < s <t:r, =0} increases whenever £)(r) increases.
In this sense (1) is sticky at zero.

Stochastic differential equations with boundary conditions have a long history. The
discovery of a sticky boundary behavior for one-dimensional diffusions seems to go
back to Feller [56, 57]. A historical overview is given in [127]. We give references to the
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3.3 Diffusions on R, with a sticky reflecting boundary

most relevant works for our application and some recent developments. Existence and
uniqueness results for multidimensional diffusion processes with various boundary
behaviors have been established by Ikeda and Watanabe in [85, 155, 156]. These are
based on results by Skorokhod and McKean [139, 140, 116]. Martingale problems
with boundary conditions have been investigated by Stroock and Varadhan [141], see
also the related work [62]. Non-existence of a strong solution to the SDE for sticky
Brownian motion has been established in [30]. In [154], Warren identifies the law of
a sticky Brownian motion conditioned on the driving Wiener process, see also the
related work [76]. A recent publication on existence and uniqueness, which is also a
good introduction into the topic, is the work by Engelbert and Peskir [54] and the
related work [7]. First steps towards sticky couplings in a one-dimensional setting
have been made by Howitt in [84] based on time-changes. The recent articles [63, 64]
use Dirichlet forms to investigate sticky diffusions and provide some ergodicity results.
Récz and Shkolnikov [131] construct a multidimensional sticky Brownian motion as
a limit of exclusion processes, see also [1] and [78§].

3.3.1 Existence, uniqueness and comparison of solutions

We use the concept of weak solutions. Let (2,4, (F;), P) be a filtered probability
space satisfying the usual conditions. An (F;) adapted process (1, W;) on (2, A, P)
is called a weak solution of (3.29) if Pory' = u, (W) is a one-dimensional (F;)-
Brownian motion w.r.t. P, and (r;) is continuous, nonnegative, and P-almost surely,

t t
Ty —To = /06(8,7’5) ds + / 2 I(ry > 0) dWy, 0 <t < o0
0 0

We will make the following assumptions on the drift coefficient:
Assumption 33. For any R > 0, inf;co g a(t,0) > 0.
Assumption 34. For any R > 0 there is Lg € (0,00) such that
la(t,z) —a(s,y)| < Lg (|t—s| + |z—y|) foranyzx,y,s,tel0,R)]
Assumption 35. There is C' € (0,00) such that for any x € R,
P (i) < C (1 + [2])

The assumptions above imply existence and uniqueness in law of weak solutions
to (3.29). This has been proven by Watanabe in [155, 156] assuming that the maps
(t,z) — a(t,x) and t — 1/«(t,0) are bounded and Lipschitz. Using localization

techniques for martingale problems, following the work of Stroock and Varadhan
[142|, Watanabe’s results can be transferred to our slightly more general setup:

117



3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

Uniqueness in law

Let W = C'(R,,R) be the space of continuous functions endowed with the topology
of uniform convergence on compacts, and let B(W) denote the Borel o-Algebra. Let
Fi = o(rs : 0 < s <t) be the natural filtration generated by the canonical process
ri(w) = w(t). Given a solution (r;) of (3.29), defined on a probability space (2, A, P),
we write P = Por~! for the law of r on (W, B(W)). We say that solutions to (3.29)
are unique in law, if any two solutions (r}) and (r?) with coinciding initial law have
the same law on the space (W, B(W)).

In order to apply existing localization techniques for martingale problems, we in-
terpret equation (3.29) as an equation on R, instead of R, setting (¢, x) = «a(t,0)
for x < 0. This does not cause any problems since, under the assumptions imposed
above, any solution (r;) with initial law supported on R satisfies almost surely r; > 0
for all t > 0, see e.g. the argument in [54, Proof of Theorem 5|.

We follow [142, 94] and define a family of second order differential operators

(Lef)(x) = alt,z) f'(z) + (1/2) I(z > 0) f"(x).

A probability measure P on (W, B(W)) is called a solution to the martingale problem
w.r.t. (L) iff for any f € C2(R),

Ml = ) — f(ro) - / (C.f) (1) du

is a continuous (F;)-martingale under P. The solution to the martingale problem is
called unique, if any two solutions P! and P? coincide whenever P! oyt = P2 o ry .
The next two results are well-known:

Lemma 19. [1/2, 9] The following statements are equivalent:
(i) There is a weak solution of (3.29) with initial distribution pu.
(ii) There is a solution P to the martingale problem w.r.t. (L;) s.t. Pory' = p.

Moreover, the uniqueness of solutions to the martingale problem w.r.t. (L;) and the
uniqueness in law of weak solutions to (3.29) are equivalent.

Lemma 20. [155, 156] Assume that the maps (t,x) — «a(t,x) and t — 1/a(t,0) are
bounded and Lipschitz. Then for any initial law p on Ry, there is a weak solution to
(3.29) which is unique in law.

A detailed proof of Lemma 19 can be found in [94, Chapter 5, Section 4.B]. A
proof of Lemma 20 is given in [87, Chapter IV, Section 7|.

Lemma 21. If Assumptions 33 and 34 are satisfied then the solution to the martin-
gale problem w.r.t. (L) is unique for a given initial law, and thus uniqueness in law
holds for solutions to (3.29).
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3.3 Diffusions on R, with a sticky reflecting boundary

Proof. We set a,,(s,z) = a(s An,z An) for n € N. By the assumptions, the maps
(t,x) — ap(t,x) and t — 1/a,(t,0) are bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Hence
uniqueness holds for the corresponding martingale problem for any initial law p on
R, according to Lemma 20 and 19. The uniqueness for the martingale problem
w.r.t. (£;) for such initial laws can now be shown by a localization argument, cf.
[142, Theorem 10.1.2]. O

Approximation, existence and coupling of solutions

We now consider two equations of the form (3.29) with drift coefficients 5 and ~y that
both satisfy Assumptions 33, 34 and 35. We construct a synchronous coupling of
solutions to these equations as a weak limit of solutions to approximating equations
with locally Lipschitz continuous coefficients. We introduce the family of stochastic
differential equations, indexed by n € N, given by

diy = Bt,77) dt + 20"(F) dW,,  Law(ig,55) = i" @ 0", (3.31)
dsy = ~(t,57) dt + 29"(8)) dWs,
Here (W}) is a Brownian motion, and we assume that:

Assumption 36. (") and (0") are sequences of probability measures on R, con-
verging weakly towards probability measures ji and U, respectively.

Assumption 37. For each n € N, the function 9" : Ry — [0, 1] is Lipschitz contin-
wous with 9"(0) =0, 9"(z) > 0 for x > 0, and V" (x) =1 for x > 1/n.

Remark 9. In [5}], a sticky Brownian motion (ry) satisfying
dre = I(ry#0)dW,,  I(ry=0)pdt = d(r),  u€ (0,00),

1s approximated by solutions of equations

& = <\/2,u/n Il < 1/n) + 1(|ry|>1/n)) AW,

The approximation is tailored in such a way that it is compliant with the time-changes
frequently used to show existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to sticky SDFEs,
see e.g. [54, 156]. Our approximation result follows a similar spirit but it does not
rely on time changes.

Lemma 22. Suppose that B and ~ satisfy Assumptions 33, 34 and 35. Moreover,
let Assumptions 36 and 37 be true. Then for each n € N, there is a strong solution
(71", 87") of Equation (3.31) with values in R%. Moreover, uniqueness in law holds.

Proof. Fix n € N. For z < 0 we set 9"(x) =0, B(t,z) = [(t,0), and (¢, z) = v(¢,0).
Equation (3.31) is then a standard SDE on R? with locally Lipschitz coefficients.
Hence there is a strong and pathwise unique solution. Moreover, Assumption 35
implies that the solution is non-explosive. Similarly to |54, Proof of Theorem 5|, we
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

can apply the Ito-Tanaka formula to the negative part of 7' in order to show that
the process is nonnegative. Indeed,

t
1
@ - @) = = [ 16 <o+ 86,
0
where £9(7™) is the right local time of (77), i.e.,

t t

A7) = lim 6_1/ I0 <7 <e)d[f"], = 4lim 6_1/ 10 < 70 <€) 9" (72) ds.
clo 0 €l0 0

Since 9™ is Lipschitz with J"(0) = 0, the local time vanishes. Therefore, and since

B(s,0) > 0 for any s > 0, we have 0 < (7))~ < (ry)~ = 0. A similar argument can

be used for (5}). O

For each n € N, there are a probability space (2", A", P") and random variables
7, 8" Q" — W such that (77, 57) is a solution of (3.31). Let P" = P" o (5", 5")"!
denote the law on W x W. For w = (wy,ws) € W x W, we define the coordinate
mappings 7(w) = w; and s(w) = ws.

Theorem 13. Suppose that 5 and v satisfy Assumptions 33, 34 and 35, and let i
and v be probability measures on R. Suppose that the sequences (V"), (i™) and (0")
satisfy Assumptions 36 and 37. Then there is a random variable (7,3) with values
in W x W, defined on some probability space (2, A, P), such that (7, 5;) is a weak
solution of

di, = B(t,7) dt +2 I(7 > 0) dW,, Law(7,50) = a®v, (3.32)
ds, = ~(t,5) dt +2 I(3 > 0) dW,,

for some Brownian motion (W,). Moreover, there is a subsequence (ng) such that
P o (7™ 5™) 71 converges weakly towards P o (7,3)71. If additionally,

Bt,x) < ~(t, x) for any z,t € Ry, and (3.33)
Py <] =1 for any n € N, (3.34)

then P] 7y < & forallt >0]=1.

Proof. We fix sequences of diffusion coefficients (") and initial conditions (i) and
(0™) satisfying Assumptions 36 and 37.

Tightness: We claim that the sequence (P™),cn of probability measures on (W x
W, B(W) ® B(W)) is tight. This can be shown by similar arguments as in [80, 81],
so we only explain briefly how to adapt these arguments to our setting. At first, we
observe that a uniform Lyapunov condition holds for the Markov processes (77, 5}')
defined by (3.31). Indeed, these processes solve a local martingale problem w.r.t. the
generators

Li = B(t,)0r + y(t,) 0s + 2(9")* (0] + 05) (3.35)
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3.3 Diffusions on R, with a sticky reflecting boundary

defined on smooth functions on R?. Let V(z) := 1 + |z|* for z € R?. Recall that
the drift coefficients in (3.35) do not depend on n and that they satisfy the linear
growth Assumption 35. Moreover, the diffusion coefficients are uniformly bounded
by one. It follows that there is a constant A € (0,00), not depending on n, such
that L'V < AV for any n € N. From this one can conclude that for each finite
time interval [0,7] and every e > 0, there is a compact set K C R? such that for
any n € N, P[(7},8}) € K fort < T] > 1 — e. Moreover, the drift and diffusion
coefficients are uniformly bounded on the set K. Combining these arguments, we
can conclude tightness of the laws on W x W. We refer to [80, 81| for a detailled
proof in a similar setting. By Prokhorov’s Theorem, we can conclude that there is
a subsequence nj, — oo and a probability measure P on W x W such that P — P
weakly. To simplify notation we will write in the following n instead of ny, keeping
in mind that we have convergence only along a subsequence.

Identification of the limit: We now characterize the measure P. In principle, we
follow well-known strategies for identifying limits of semimartingales, cf. [142, 88, 55].
However, we can not apply those results directly, because the diffusion coefficients in

(3.32) are discontinuous.

We know that P o (rg,80)"! = u ® v, since P" o (rg, 89) "' = p" ® 1" converges

weakly to p ® v by assumption. We define maps M, N : W x W — W by

t t
Mt:rt—ro—/ B(u,r,)du and NtZSt—SO—/ v(u, 8y) du.
0 0

We claim that (M, F;,P) and (N, F;,P) are martingales w.r.t. the canonical fil-
tration F; = o((Ty, Su)o<u<t). Indeed, the mappings M and IN are continuous on
W, so by the continuous mapping theorem, P" o (r,s, M, N)~! converges weakly
to Po (r,s, M, N)"!. Notice that for each n € N, (M, F;,P") is a martingale.
Moreover, for any fixed ¢ > 0, the family (M, P™),cy is uniformly integrable. Hence
(M, F;,P) is a continuous martingale, cf. [88, Chapter IX, Proposition 1.12|. In
particular, the quadratic variation ([M],) exists P-almost surely. Notice that, by
(3.31), [M]; < 4t P™-almost surely for every n. Thus for any ¢ > 0,

E [sup |Ms|2] < li}gninfE [Sup M ,|? /\R] = liminf lim E" [Sup M ,|? /\R]
—00

0<s<t 0<s<t R—00 n—oo 0<s<t

< liminf E" [sup \Msﬂ < 4 liminf E" [ [M],] < 16¢,

n—oo OSSSt n—oo
Hence, under P, (M) is a square integrable martingale, and thus (M7 — [M]
martingale, cf. 97, Theorem 21.70|. Similar statements hold for (IN,).
As a next step, we compute the quadratic variations and covariations of (M) and

(IN;) under P. Here we follow arguments from [131]. Similarly as above, the family
(M?,P") is uniformly integrable for any fixed t > 0, i.e.,

,) is a

lim sup E"[|M,|*; |M,|* >4§] = 0. (3.36)

d—00 neN
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Indeed, by Burkholder’s inequality, there is a constant C' € (0, 00) such that

E"[M}!] < CE'[[M]?] < 16C#  foranyneN.

t

Let G : W — R, be bounded, continuous and nonnegative. Equation (3.36) implies

lim supE" [|GM; — G(M; Ad)|] < |G, hmlnfsupE" [M}; M7} >6] = 0.

d—00 peN 6—=00 peN

Hence for any such G and any ¢t > 0,

E[GM;] = lmE|[G(M;A6d)] = lim lim E" [G(M]Ad)] (3.37)

d—00 d—00 N—00

= lim lim E" [G (M} A6)] = lim E" [G M7 .

n—00 d—00

We now show that (M? — 4f0 r, > 0)du,P) is a submartingale. Fix 0 < s < ¢.
Then for any continuous, bounded and ]-" -measurable function G : W — R,

t
lim E" [G/ 419”('ru)2du] = lim E" [G (M} — M?2)] =E [G (M; — M?)].

On the other hand, the map w + [, I(ws > €) ds from W to W is lower semicontin-
uous for any € > 0. Fatou’s lemma and the Portemanteau theorem imply

E {G /:J(ru > 0) du} < liminf [G /:](ru > ¢) du] (3.39)

¢
< liminf liminf E" {G / I(r, >e€) du} .

el0 n—00

Notice that for any fixed € > 0,

lim inf E” [G ( / ()2 du — / I > o) duﬂ > 0. (3.40)

By (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40), we have

E[G (Mf—M§—4/stI(ru>0)du” > 0.

Invoklng a monotone class argument, cf. [130, Theorem 8|, we see that (M? —
4f0 rs > 0)ds, F;,P) is indeed a submartingale. We show that it is also a su-
permartmgale and hence a martingale. By (3.37), for any function G as above,

E[G(M;—-M:—-4(t—s))] = lmE"[G(M;-M:-4(t—-s)] <0

n—o0

Hence, M f — 4t is a supermartingale under P. The uniqueness of the Doob-Meyer
decomposition [130, Theorem 16| implies that the map t — [M]; — 4t is P-almost
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surely decreasing. Observe that (r;, F;, IP) is a continuous semimartingale with [r] =
[M]. Hence the Itd-Tanaka formula implies that P-almost surely,

/Ot I(ry = 0)d[M], — /Ot I(ry = 0)d[r], /oo I(y = ) (r)dy = 0.(3.41)

—00

We conclude that for any 0 < s < ¢,
t t
[M]; — [M]s = / I(r, >0)d[M], < 4/ I(r, > 0)du,

and hence for any F,-measurable function G € C,(W),
t
E {G (Mf—Mi—zL/ I(r, > O)du)] <0.

As above we conclude by a monotone class argument that (M7 — 4 fo (ry > 0)du)
is a supermartingale, and hence a martingale, i.e.,

[M] = 4 / I(r, >0)du P-almost surely. (3.42)
0
Similarly, we can show that
[N] = 4 / I(sy, >0)du  P-almost surely. (3.43)
0
Moreover, we claim that
[M,N] = 4/' I(r,>0,s, >0)du  P-almost surely. (3.44)
0

The proof does not involve new arguments, so we just sketch the main steps: With
the same arguments as before, one can conclude that

t
tr—>MtNt—4/ I(r, >0,8,>0)du
0

is a submartingale and that the map t — M ;N,; — 4t is P-almost surely decreasing.
Moreover, by (3.42), (3.43), and the Kunita-Watanabe inequality, we see that P-a.s.,

t
/I(ruzoorsuzo)d[M,N]u =0 for 0 < s <t, and thus

[M,N], — [M,N], = /tl(ru > 0,8, > 0)d[M,N],

IN

t
4/ I(r,>0,8,>0)du for 0 < s <t.
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This completes the proof of (3.44). Invoking a martingale representation theorem,
see e.g. [87, Ch. II, Theorem 7.1’|, we conclude that there is a probability space
(Q, A, P) supporting a Brownian motion W, and random variables (7,35) such that
Po (7,3~  =Po(r,s)"!, and such that (7, 5, W;) is a weak solution of (3.32).

It remains to show that (3.33) and (3.34) imply Plr; < § forallt > 0] = 1.
Applying a comparison theorem [86, Theorem 1| to the approximating diffusions
(3.31) shows that P"[r; < s, for all ¢ > 0] = 1 for all n. The monotonicity carries
over to the limit, since P" o (7, s)~! converges weakly, along a subsequence, towards
Po(r,s)" L. O

3.3.2 Long time behavior

We now derive bounds for solutions to (3.29) that are stable for long times. We
assume that t — «(t, z) is non-increasing, so that the stickiness of solutions to (3.29)
is non-decreasing in time.

Assumption 38. The function « : [0,00)x[0,00) — R is locally Lipschitz continuous
with a(t,z) < afs,x) for any s <t and x € Ry, a(t,0) > 0 for any t > 0, and

limsup (ra(0,7)) < 0. (3.45)

r—00

Notice that Assumption 38 implies Assumptions 33, 34 and 35 from above.

Invariant measure in the time-homogenous case

We first consider drift coefficients which do not depend on time, i.e., functions of the
form a(t,z) = a(x).

Lemma 23. Suppose that Assumption 38 holds true, and o(t,-) = « for a function
a:[0,00) = R. Let 7w be the probability measure on [0,00) defined by

r(dz) — % <£ Soldz) + exp G /0 " aly) dy) A(O,Oo)(dx)> (3.46)

where Z = ﬁ + fooo exp( fo dy) dx. Then 7 is invariant for (3.29), i.e., if
(1) is a solution with initial law 7, then Law(r;) = m for any t > 0.

Proof. We use an approximation as in (3.31) with 8(¢,2) = a(x) and a sequence of
smooth functions 9" : [0,00) — [0, 1] satisfying Assumption 37. It is well-known
that under our assumptions, for each n € N, the probability measure i on R, with
distribution function

ﬁm( ) fO ﬂn(y 97 ()2 exp (fl/n 2190;22))2 dZ) d
T
fo ﬂ”(y oy XP (fl/n 207 (= dz> dy

x € [0, 00),
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is an invariant measure for the process (7}) defined by (3.31), see e.g. [111, Chapter
4.4, Theorem 7|. Note in particular that by Assumptions 38 and 37, the occurring
integrals are well defined and finite. Let I’ denote the distribution function of 7. We
show that for any = > 0, F*(z) — F(x) as n — oo, which implies that ji, — 7
weakly. Indeed, fix € (0, 00]. Then for n > 1/x,

/ox ﬁ"<1y>2 eXp( U wné) dz) (3.47)

= Juo (o) [ o ([ ) o

If C € (0,00) is a constant then

1/n 1 Y C 1/n 1 y 8.
| e ([mepe) o - [ e (], wm)

! Un ¢ 1

For 0 <y < 1/n, we have the bounds

Y 1 Yooa(z)
- < N\
P (“f”/% o(u) /l/n 20%(2)2“) = o (// W(Z)de)
y 1
< _— .
= O (uerf%ll/n] o) /M wn(z)de>

Using (3.47), the continuity of «, and (3.48), we can conclude that as n — oo,

[ o ([ e = [ ([ o)

Since this also holds for # = oo, we see that F"(z) — F(z) for any 2 > 0, and
hence i, — m weakly. Consequently, by Lemma 21 and Theorem 13, the laws of
the solutions of (3.31) with initial distributions /1" converge weakly to the law of the
solution of (3.29) with initial distribution 7. Since the approximating processes are
stationary, the limit process is stationary, too. Hence 7 is an invariant measure. []

Long time stability in the time-inhomogeneous case

Let (7¢) be a solution of (3.29) with an arbitrary but fixed initial distribution p on
R,;. Our aim is to provide bounds on P[r; > 0] and E[r;] for any fixed ¢ > 0. To
this end we fix a continuous function a : [0,00) — R such that

a(0,7) < a(z) for any z € [0,00), and limsup (rta(r)) < 0. (3.49)

T—00
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

For example, by Assumption 38, we can always choose a(x) = «(0,z). However,
sometimes it can be more convenient to choose the function a in a different way.
Following [50, 51] (see also |27, 28, 29, 33|), we define constants Ry, Ry € (0,00) and
a concave function f: R, — R, by

Ry = inf{R>0:a(r) <0 foranyr > R}, (3.50)
Ry, = inf{R> Ry: R(R— Ry) a(r)/r < —4 for any r > R}, (3.51)

fir) = / 6(s) gs) ds, where ¢(r) = exp (—% /0 Ta(s)ers) and (3.52)

g(r) _ _i rARy (I) //R1 ¢ Z 07“/\R1 //R1 ¢

with & (r fo s)ds. The function f is concave, strictly increasing and continuous.
Observe that (3. 49) implies that 0 < Ry < R; < co. We define constants

¢ = (2 ORI EI;((;) ds)_l, e = min{(Q ORlﬁ ds)_l, c@(Rl)}. (3.53)

Notice that 1/2 < g <1, and thus ®(r)/2 < f(r) < ®(r). Hence for 0 < r < Ry,
2f7(r) + flir)a(r)™ < —e—c®(r) < —(e + c f(r)). (3.54)

Lemma 24. Suppose that Assumption 38 holds true. Let (r;) be a solution of (3.29),
and let Ty = inf{t > 0:r, =0}. Then for anyt > 0,

Elf(r):t<Ty] < et BIf(ro)], and (3.55)
Pi<T) < © o Flf(r)] (356

Proof. Notice that the function f can be extended to a concave function on R by
setting f(z) = x for x < 0. Since the process (r;) is a continuous semimartingale, we
can apply the [to-Tanaka formula to conclude that almost surely,

df(’l“t) = f/(’f’t) Oé(t, T’t) dt + 2 f”(’f‘t> I(Tt > 0) dt + th, (357)

where M; = 2 fot f'(rs) I(rs > 0) dWy is a martingale. By Assumption 38 and (3.49),
a(t,ry) < a(0,7;) < a(ry). Therefore, for 0 < r, < Ry, we can apply (3.54) to bound
the right hand side of (3.57). On the other hand, for r, > R;, we have f”(r;) = 0 and
r; Ya(ry) < 0. Moreover, by definition of f and ¢, f/(r;) = ¢(Ro)/2, and by (3.51),
Ri(Ry — Ro)a(ry)/ry' < —4. Therefore, we can conclude similarly to [51, Proof of
Theorem 2.2| that for r; > Ry,

Fraltr) < d(Roa(r)j2 < —a- AR 1y 0lFo) 2(r)

R1 R()E Rl - RO (I)(Rl)
S —(I) Tt / dS < —2C(D(Tt) (358)
< —c®(Ry) — Cf (r) < —(e+ cf(r)).

126



3.3 Diffusions on R, with a sticky reflecting boundary

Here we have used that [, ®(s)¢(s) " ds > (Ry — Ro)®(R1)$(Ro)'/2. Combining
(3.57), (3.54) and (3.58), we see that almost surely,

df(?”t) S —(€+ Cf(?"t>> dt + th for ¢t < To. (359)
Using It6’s product rule and (3.59), we finally obtain
¢ E[f(r); t <Ty) < Elf(ro)] + Bl f(ring,) — f(ro)]
< Blf(ro)] = 5 (B[] =), and
c

c(tATp) _
B| S| < 1 Bl

P[t<To] oot T

IN

]

For s € [0,00), we denote by 7, the invariant probability measure for the time-
homogeneous sticky diffusion with drift a(s,-) that is given by (3.46), i.e

ms(dx) o do(dx) + exp (% /Ow a(s,y) dy> A(0,00) (d). (3.60)

2
a(s,0)

Theorem 14. Suppose that Assumption 38 holds true, and let (r¢) be a solution of
(3.29) with initial distribution p on Ry. Then for any t > 0,

Elf(r)] < et E[f(ro)] + / fdm, Elr] < 26(Ro)Elf(r)], and

Plry > 0] E[f(ro)] + m0[(0,00)].

<

T e et—1
Proof. Based on the results of Theorem 13, we can construct a filtered probability
space (£, A, (F3), P) satisfying the usual conditions and supporting random variables
r, W, 7,8, W : Q — W such that w.r.t. (Q, A4, (F), P),

r, W) and (7,5, W) are independent,

[ J
—~ —

re, W) is a weak solution of (3.29) with initial distribution p, and

tz/‘\

St W) is a weak solution of (3.32) with 5(¢,x) = a(t, x), y(t,z) = «(0, x),
5 , U = mp, and

Pl#<sforallt>0] = 1. (3.61)
Let T :=inf{t > 0 : r, = 7} be the first meeting time of (r;) and (7). We define
7 = r, fort<T, and 7 := 7 fort>1T. (3.62)

Then (7;) solves the martingale problem corresponding to (3.29) with initial law u,
cf. e.g. [129, Section 3.1]. By Lemma 21, this martingale problem has a unique
solution. Hence, we can conclude that the laws of ¥ and » on W coincide. Let
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

To = inf{t > 0 :r, = 0}. Observe that since ¢t — r, and t — 7, are continuous with
7o = 0 < rg, we have T < Ty. In particular, by Lemma 24, (3.61), and since f is
increasing,

Elf(r)] = E[f(r)] = E[f(n);t<T] + E[f(7 ) t>1T]
< Elf(r)t<T + E[f(3)] < e E[f /fdwo

Here we have used that by Lemma 23, the process (§;) is stationary. By (3.52), (3.50),
and since g > 1/2, we have ' > ¢(Ry)/2. Hence the inequality r < 2¢(Ro)~ f(r)
holds for any r > 0, and thus, we can conclude that

Elr] < 2¢(Ro)™ E[f(ry)].

Finally, by the second part of Lemma 24, we see that

Plry,>0 = Plr;>0] = Plry>0,t<T]+Plry >0,t>T]
< Pit<Ty + Pl >0 < % s Bl ()] + mol(0,00)]

By applying Theorem 14 on the time intervals [s, ¢] and [0, s|, we obtain:

Corollary 13. Suppose that Assumption 38 holds true, and let (1) be a solution of
(3.29). Then for any 0 < s < t,

El[f(r)] < e E[f(ro)] + e / fdmo + / Fdr,  and
1 c

Plry >0 < - ) 1 (e_csE[f(ro)]+/fd7r0) + m[(0, 00)].

€ e (t—s)

where f, ¢ and € are defined as above. Furthermore,

E[fs(ry)] < : e emes(t= s)( ““E[f(ro)] /fd7r0> + /fsdws, and

o)
Pr>0 < e S (Bl + [ fam ) + w050

where fs, cs and €5 are defined by (3.52), (3.53) and (3.46) with a replaced by s, -).
Proof. Fix s € [0,00). Then the process (rs1¢)i>0 solves (3.29) with drift coefficient

as(t,r) = a(s +t,z) and initial distribution P or;!. Since a,(t,z) < a(s,z) < a(z)
for any ¢,z > 0, we can apply Theorem 14 either with a, f, c and € as above, or with
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3.4 Coupling construction and proofs of the main results

a, f,c and e replaced by «(s, ), fs, ¢s and €,. For t > s we obtain

Elf(r)] < eﬁ“ﬂ)EU@J]+‘/fdm,

Plr, > 0] sggmgthvmn+w«mwm

E[fy(r)] < e B[fy(r)] / fsdms,

Pl >0 < 1"— E[f.(rs)] + m[(0,00)].

T €, € (t—s) _

Noting that fs(rs) < rs, the assertion follows by applying Theorem 14 once more. [

3.4 Coupling construction and proofs of the main
results

In this section, we prove our main theorems. First of all, we construct the sticky
coupling (X3, Y;) of solutions to (3.1) and (3.2) respectively, advertised in Theorem
10. The coupling is obtained as a weak limit of Markovian couplings (X?,Y;’), § > 0.
The couplings (X?,Y;°) are reflection couplings for |X? — Y,?| > § and synchronous
couplings for |X? — Y| = 0. Inbetween there is an interpolation between the two
types of couplings. We argue that the family of couplings is tight and thus there is a
subsequence converging to a coupling (X3, Y;)>o. It is then argued that this limiting
coupling is sticky and shares the properties stated in Theorem 10.

We now define the couplings (X?,Y;%) rigorously The technical realization follows
[51]. We introduce Lipschitz functions rc’,sc’ : Ry — [0,1] such that rc®(0) = 0,
A(r)>0for 0 <r<§, rcd(r )—1forr257and

) +s(r)? = 1 forany r > 0. (3.63)

Let (B}) and (B?) be independent d-dimensional Brownian motions, and let u € R?
be some arbitrary unit vector. We define the coupling (X?,Y;?) for (3.1) and (3.2) as
a diffusion process in R?? satisfying the stochastic differential equation

dX? = b(t,X?) dt + e’ (7)) dB} + Sc5(~6) dB?,  (3.64)
dYy = b(t,Y?) dt + vc® (7)) (Idge —2€l {€2,-)) dB} + sc’ (79) dBZ,  (3.65)

with initial condition (X§, YY) = (x,y). Here Z9 = X? —Y?, 7 = ‘Z‘5| ed = 79/ if
7 # 0, and ! = wif 7 = 0. Since rc?(0) = 0, the arbitrary value u is not relevant for
the dynamics. The process (X7, Y,) can be realized as a standard diffusion process in
R?¢ with locally Lipschitz coefficients. Moreover, Assumptions 30 and 31 imply the
non-explosiveness of the process. Using Lévy’s characterization of Brownian motion
and (3.63), one can check that (X?,Y;’) is indeed a coupling of solutions to Equations
(3.1) and (3.2). Notice that the process W) = [/’ (e, dB!) is a one-dimensional
Brownian motion.
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

Lemma 25. Suppose that Assumptions 30 and 31 are satisfied. Then, almost surely,
di = <ef, b(t, X?%) — E(t,Yf)> dt + 21 (/%) dwy (3.66)
< (M + w(F)F) dt + 21 (7)) dW). (3.67)
Proof. By (3.64) and (3.65),
()2 = 2 <Zf, b(t, X%) — b(t, Yf)> dt + 4vc (70)7 dt + 4xc® (72) (20, ¢0) AW
For € > 0, we define a C? approximation of the square root by
S(r) = —(1/8) e * 1% 4 (3/4) e V21 + (3/8) €/? forr <e  (3.68)
Se(r) = +/r for r > €. By Itd’s formula,
AS((7)2) = 28U (Z0,b(t, X0) = bt ¥7) ) db -+ 4L xe (7)) d
+88((70)2) xc® (79)* (7)) dt + 45((70)?) vc® (79) 72 dW.
We can now pass to the limit € | 0 to obtain (3.66). Notice that supy.,< [SL(r)] <
e 12, supg<,<. [S/(r)] < €7¥/? and that rc® is Lipschitz with rc®(0) = 0. Hence, one
can use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem for the convergence of the first

three integrals. Moreover, the stochastic integral converges almost surely, along a
subsequence, to fot 2 rc? (f‘g) dW?. Finally, by Assumptions 30 and 31,

(28,66, X0) = (e, V7)) < (2000t X7) = b(t V) +b(E,Y7) = B(t, V%))
< M7+ R(R) (7).
O

In order to control the distance of X7 and Y, we introduce a one-dimensional
process (r?) that is defined as the unique and strong solution to the equation

dr? = (M + K(rd) -rf) dt + 2rc (rf) dW?, rd =70, (3.69)
with (70) and (W?) as above.
Lemma 26. We have ’Xf - Yﬂ =70 < rd, almost surely for all t > 0.
Proof. The processes (70) and (r?) are driven by the same noise, start at the same
position, and, by (3.67), the drift of (7) is smaller or equal to the one of (r?).

Therefore, the assertion follows by Ikeda-Watanabe’s comparison theorem for one-
dimensional diffusions, cf. [86, Theorem 1.1]. O
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3.4 Coupling construction and proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem 10. We consider the diffusion U := (X?, Y2, r?) on R?¥*!. Let P?
denote the law of U° on the space C'(R,, R**1). We define X,Y : C(R,, R¥+1) —
C(R,,RY) and r : C(R,,R**1) — C(R,,R) as the canonical projections onto the
first d, the second d, and the last coordinate.

Notice that in each of the equations (3.64), (3.65) and (3.69), the drift coefficients
do not depend on ¢ and the diffusion coefficients are uniformly bounded. Moreover,
Assumptions 30 and 31 imply that, similarly as in the proof of Theorem 13, the
diffusions (U}) satisfy uniformly a Lyapunov non-explosion criterion, and the drift
coefficients are uniformly bounded on compact sets. Therefore, the family (P?) is
tight, cf. [80, 81]. In particular, there is a sequence §, | 0 such that (P°*) converges
towards a measure P on C(R,, R2**1). For each 6 > 0, (X?) and (Y;°) are solutions
to (3.1) and (3.2) respectively. Since those solutions are unique in law, we know that
Po(X%) ' =PoX 'and PPo(Y?)"! =PoY ! for any § > 0. Hence, Po (X,Y )}
is a coupling of (3.1) and (3.2). Moreover, Lemma 21 and the proof of Theorem 13
reveal that, after extending the underlying probability space, there is a Brownian
motion (W;) such that (r, W}) is a solution of (3.3). The statement from Lemma
26 carries over to the limiting processes, since such inequalities are preserved under
weak convergence, and thus (3.4) holds. The inequality (3.8) is implied by Theorem
14 setting a(t,z) = a(z) = M + k(z)- . O

Proof of Lemma 18. By (3.6), 7[(0,00)] = £ with

0 = %/Oooexp (%/:(MJrn(y)y)dy) dz.

In order to provide upper bounds on «, we decompose o« = M (a + b)/2 with

a = /7:0 exp (% /Om(]wjL k(Yy)y) dy) dx and

b - /(;Rexp (%/Ox(MJr/f(y)y)dy) da.

By Condition (3.13), we have

%/OI(MJrfﬁ(y)y)dy — %/O (M+Ly)dy+%/7:(]\/[—f(y)dy

= Muz/2— Ka?/4+ (L + K)R?*/4
= —K(zx—M/K)*/4+ M?/(4K) + (L + K)R? /4
for x > R and

1

§/OE(M+H(y)y)dy = %/Ox(MJrLy)dy = Mz/2 + La*/4
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

for x < R. We obtain

a0 = exp(M?/(K) + (L + K)YR?/4) /R " exp (<K (¢ — M/K)? /4) da

= ﬁex 2 2 ex —2’2 Z an
= e (M (K) + (L+ K)R?/4) /(R_M/K)m p(—2/2) d= and

R
b = / exp (Mz/2 + La*/4) dx
0

and give upper bounds for these quantities:
b < Rexp(MR/2+ LR?/4) (3.70)

b = exp(MR/2+ LR*/4) /Rexp (M(R —2)/2— L(R* — 2°)/4) dx(3.71)
R
= exp(MR/2+LR2/4)/O exp (—My/2 — Ly (2R —y) /4) dy

< exp (MR/2+ LR?/4) /OReXp(—My/2—LRy/4) dy

1

< - M 2 .
< M/2+LR/4eXp< R/2+ LR*/4)

Combining (3.70) and (3.71), we conclude that

4R
b < 9 . ‘
=~ max(4,2MR + LR?) exp (MR /2 + LR*/4) (3.72)

We use the bound fooo e=**/2dz < /27 to conclude that

a < 2y/m/Kexp(M?*/(4K)+ (L + K)R?/4) (3.73)
= 2y/m/Kexp (K(R— M/K)*/4) exp (MR/2+ LR*/4)

2, /%e exp (MR/2+ LR*/4) for K(R— M/K)> < 2.

IN

On the other hand, fyoo e 12 dz < e ¥*/2 [y for any y > 0 and thus

2 1
< - -
= KR-M/K

_ \/QE T = e o (VR/2+ LR )

\/% exp (MR/2 + LR?/4)

exp (—K(R—M/K)*+ M?/K + (L + K)R?)/4) (3.74)

IN
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3.4 Coupling construction and proofs of the main results

provided R > M/K and K(R — M/K)? > 2. Combining (3.72), (3.73) and (3.74),
we obtain in the case R > M/K the bound
a = M(a+b)/2
< (n'2PKTV? 4 2R max(4, LR? + 2MR) ™) M exp (MR/2 + LR?/4)

In the case R < M/K, (3.72) implies

b 2;‘47;%7%2) exp (M?/(4K) + (L + K)R?/4) . (3.75)

Combining (3.75) and (3.73), we can conclude for R < M/K the bound

s 2R M? L+ K
< — M S 2.
O‘—( K+max(4,2MR+LR2)> eXp(4K+ 1 R)

]

Proof of Theorem 12. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 10. We fix xq, yo €
R? and corresponding drifts b(t, z) = ™ (¢, z) and B(t, x) =b(t,x) as in (3.22) and
(3.23) respectively. Moreover, we choose 75 € (0,00) such that (3.26) holds for
|7| < 79. Since ¥ is Lipschitz, we can conclude by (3.26) that for any z € R?,

(to)— b(t,2)| — |- ] [0 - ﬂ(x,ym&f%dw'
< 7|l L W, 1) < L Ae ™ |xo — yol,

where L is the corresponding Lipschitz constant. We can now repeat the procedure
leading to the proof of Theorem 10, replacing M by |7| LAe™*|xo — yo|. In partic-
ular, we can conclude that there is a coupling (X;,Y;) of (3.24) and (3.25) and a
solution (1, Wy) of (3.29) with ro = |xo — yo| and drift

alt,x) = |7| LAe ™" 2o — yo| + k(z)x (3.76)

such that | X; — Y;| < ry. Notice that Assumption 32 implies Assumption 38 for the
drift . We now want to apply Corollary 13. First, we fix the function a in (3.49) as
a(-) := «(0,-). Applying Corollary 13 now yields that for any 0 < s < ¢,

X 1 c —CS
1t = p I < Pl — (6 f(\xo—yODJr/deo) + ms[(0, 00)].

By (3.60), Assumption 38, and since f(r) < r, we have f(|zo — yo|) < |ro — yo| and
[ f dmo < co. Moreover, by (3.60), (3.76) and Assumption 38,

msl(0- o)) < %O‘(S’()) /OOOGXP (% /Ox&(s,y)dy) dv < Ce ™
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3 Sticky couplings of diffusions

where C := 1|7|LA [[* exp (3 [ a(s,y) dy) dz is a finite constant. Thus, there is a
constant A € (0, 00) such that

A A
ro __ ,,Y0 —-As _ ,—c(t—s) —As
H/Lt Mt HTV < eclt—s) _ 1 + Ce e 1 — e—cl(t—s) + Ce
for any 0 < s < t. We can now set s = /2 and use the boundedness of || - |7y to see

that there is a constant B € (0, 0c0) such that
lps® — u®llry < B exp(—min(c, \)t/2) for all ¢ > 0.

It should be stressed, that the constants B and ¢ depend on the initial conditions. []

Computations for Example 10
We now prove lower bounds on the total variation distance between the probabil-

ity measures v(dz) = Zf_lf(x) dr and p(dr) = Z;'g(x)dz on R' that have been
considered in Example 10. Noticing that by symmetry of f,

Z, = /00 (x)de = /Ooemxf(x)dzn = /Ooo(emx—l—e_mx)f(x)dx

g
> 2/ f(z)de = / flx)de = Zy, we obtain
0 —00

T —— /Ru _ dpdv)t dv = /R(1 _ ™7,/ 7,)" v(da)

> /O (1— &™) y(dz) = /OOO (1— ™) v(da)

—00

— (0, R)] /OR(1 - em)da:/R

—i—l/[(R,oo)]/ (1 — e ™) He—R)?/2 dx// e F@=RE2 g0 (3.77)

= v[(0,R)] (mR—1+e ™) /(mR)

+V[(R, OO)]/ (1— e—m(R+t)>e—kt2/2 dt // k22 gy
‘ 0

Using that (e — 1+ x)/z < 1—e™* for any = > 0, we obtain the lower bound
li—vliry > (€™ = 1+mR)/(mE).

We now derive an improved bound for small k. Suppose that Rvk < 1. Then

v[(R,0)]/v[(0,R)] = /Oooeth/zdt R = /7/(2k)R™!
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3.4 Coupling construction and proofs of the main results

-1
implies v[(R,00)] = 3 <1 + R\/Zk/w) > +. Hence by (3.77),

1 0 oo
e A T A
0 0
_ (1 o 6—mR+m2/(2k) (1 . /2/71' 6—32/2 dS))
0

(1 — g mm?/(2k) | 2/(7Tk)me_mR> :

v
e N
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Supplements for Chapter O

Proof of Consequence 1. Fix arbitrary z € S. Inequality (0.6) implies that d,p; €
Py (S) for any t € I. Moreover, (0.4) and (0.5) show that Py (S) C P,(S) C P(S).
Fix t,s € I with ¢ > s. The semigroup property, (0.4) and (0.3) allow to conclude
the inequality

Wl(éxptafsxps> = Wl(éxpt—spm(sxps) < C e Wp<5mpt—876m)~ (378)
Moreover, inequalities (0.5) and (0.6) show that

sup Wp(érpta 53?) < 0
tel

and hence, (0,p;)scr is a Cauchy sequence in the Polish space (W?, P1). In particular,
there is 7 € P! such that W (d,p;,m) — 0 for t — oo and thus d,p; — ™ weakly.
Using the Feller property, we can conclude that for any f € C, and t € I,

/ f@)n(dz) = lim [ f(z) Gapa)(dz) = lim | F(2) (Bupare)(do)

= slij?o (pef)(x) (02ps)(dx) = /(ptf)(x)w(da:)
— [ @) (ami)a)

and thus mp, = 7 for any ¢t € I. Let 7 be some invariant probability measure for
(pt). For any n € Nand ¢t € I'\ {0},

/ (V(@) Am) 7(dz) = / (V(x) An) (7p,) (de) = / (pe(V A ) () 7(de)
< /n A (V) () 7(dz) < nACs+ e ™ /n AV (z) 7 (dx)

and thus [(V(z) An)7(dz) < n A Cs. Using Fatou’s lemma, we can conclude that
7 € Py(S). Now (0.3) implies that the measure m obtained above is actually the
unique invariant measure. O]

Similar arguments can be found in |73, 74, 69].
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