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ABSTRACT. In this work, we investigate the ergodic behavior of a system of
particules, subject to collisions, before it exits a fixed subdomain of its state
space. This system is composed of several one-dimensional ordered Brownian
particules in interaction with electrostatic repulsions, which is usually referred
as the (generalized) Dyson Brownian motion. The starting points of our analysis
are the work [E. Cépa and D. Lépingle, 1997 Probab. Theory Relat. Fields]
which provides existence and uniqueness of such a system subject to collisions
via the theory of multivalued SDEs and a Krein—-Rutman type theorem derived
in [A. Guillin, B. Nectoux, L. Wu, 2020 J. Eur. Math. Soc.].
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The model. Let N > 1 and consider the open connected set & := {z =
(2t oMY e B x ... xR, xt < ... < 2N} We will simply denote Z X ... x #Z
by #". Note that € is a nonempty unbounded open convex subset of Z. For

r=(2',...,2") € #Z, we consider the confining potential
V(@) =) v(h),
k=1

where v : #Z — [0,+00). We assume throughout this work that v is a smooth
convex function such that its derivative v’ is globally Lipschitz. We will also need,
to construct a suitable Lyapunov function, the following extra assumption on v.
For every ¢ > 0 such that

lim v (u)/2 — 0|V (u)|* = —oo. (1.1)

|u| =00

The prototypical exemple of such a function v is the quadratic potential u € Z —
av|ul?. Note that V, is smooth, convex, and its gradient is globally Lipschitz as
well. Let us also consider the following interaction potential defined by, for v > 0,

[ Y icicjenn(@ —2f) ifred
VI(:E)—{ o A

This proper lower semi-continuous convex function satisfies

dom (V) := {x € Z",Vi(x) < 40} = 0.
1
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Its subdifferential V; is a simple-valued maximal monotone operator, with
dom (VV;) = dom (V;) = 0.

Let (Q, F, (Ft)t>0,P) be a filtered probability space, where the filtration satisfies
the usual condition (namely it is complete and right-continuous), and let (B, t > 0)
be standard 2" Brownian motion. From the theory of multivalued SDEs estab-
lished in [4] (see also [5, 550, [38]), for all # € @, there exists a unique strong
continuous solution ((X;, K3;),t > 0) of

dX, = —VV.(X,)dt — dK, + dB,, (1.2)

such that:

(1) The process (K;,t > 0) has a finite variation and Ky = 0.

(2) The process (X;,t > 0) lies in & for all t > 0.

(3) For every continuous process (a, () such that for all s > 0, (as,5s) €
Gr (0V7) (the graph of 9V;), the measure (X — a5, dKs — Bsds) is a.s. non
negative on Z, .

We denote by ((X¢(x), Ki(x)),t > 0) this unique solution and we write X;(x) =
(z}(z),...,2N(z)). Note that t — dK;(x) may a priori not be necessarily abso-
lutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on #Z. One of the main
contributions of [§] is to prove that it is actually the case and that there is no
boundary term. More precisely the following result is proved there and it is the
starting point of our work.

Theorem 1 ([8]). For for all x € O, the following assertions hold true:

i. P,[{s>0,X; € 00} has zero Lebesque measure] = 1.
ii. Forallt>0and1 <1< j <N, a.s.

t ds
i A, dEK(z) = VVI(X0(2))dt.

Note that Item iii indeed shows that there is no boundary term in the process
(K, t > 0). When v € (0,1/2), collisions occur a.s. and never occur when v >
1/2 (see Lemma []). Item i thus implies that time collisions are very rare in the
sense of Lebesgue measure. In particular, since the trajectories of the process are
continuous, the set of collision times {s > 0, X, € 00} is a.s. never dense in
any subset of #Z. of non zero Lebesgue measure. Item ii in Theorem [ shows
that ¢ > 0 — VV;(X,(2)) is locally integrable. If a collision occurs in finite time,
this is thus done in an integrable way, i.e. in a way that preserves the integrability
conditions (L3)). As initially observed in [20], the process (I2)) appears in a natural
way in the study of the eigenvalues of a randomly-diffusing symmetric matrix,
see [45], [47] and references therein.

1.2. Purpose of this work and motivation. The purpose of this work is to
study, when collisions occur a.s. (which, we recall, is the case if and only if v €
(0,1/2), see Lemma[2)), the long time behavior of the process (I.2]) when conditioned
not to exit an open subregion % of &. This behavior is strongly linked with
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the existence and uniqueness of the so-called quasi-stationary distribution of the
process (L2) inside %, see Definition [ below.

The main result of this work is Theorem [0 below which describes the long time
behavior of the killed (outside %) process (X;,t > 0), see also the intermediate
results Theorems [2], Bl @ and Bl which provide information on the regularity of both
the killed and the non-killed processes. We emphasize that we have no regularity
assumption on the boundary of %, which can be bounded or not.

To prove Theorem [6, we rely on [26], Theorem 2.2] and more precisely, we check
that all the assumptions of this theorem are valid. The long time behavior of the
killed process when the collisions never occur, i.e. when v > 1/2, can be treated
as in [27), Section 4.2] (see also [25]) since in such a setting, the process (X;, ¢ > 0)
lies a.s. in ﬁﬁ] see indeed Section 4.2 below. This is not the case we will focus on
here. As already mentioned above, we will rather consider in this work the case
when collisions occur a.s. combined with the situation where (which is the case of
interest here):

U NOO + 0.

In particular, to use [20, Theorem 2.2], we will have to study the regularity prop-
erties (such as the strong Feller property and the topological irreducibility) of the
non-killed and the killed (outside %) semigroups, see respectively (2.1]) and (8.2),
when the process starts at a point x € 00 N %, i.e. when initially, at least two
particules share the same position (namely starting with a collision) - see more
precisely Theorems [2, Bl 4 and Compared to the framework [27] where colli-
sions never happen, the main difficulty of the analysis here lies in the fact that
the drift VV,, though integrable in time (see Item ii above), is infinite on 00.
This prevents from using (at least directly) standard techniques for solutions of
stochastic differential equations such as for instance the elliptic regularity theory,
the Malliavin calculus, the Stroock-Varadhan support theorem, or Gaussian upper
bounds. Moreover, compared to our previous works, we cannot rely on all the tools
we developed in [26] 27, 25]. We will thus need a little finesse in some places and
argue differently.

1.3. Notation. The set B(&) is the Borel o-algebra of &, and bB(&) is the space
of all bounded and Borel measurable functions f : & — Z equipped with the
sup-norm
[ flloe = sup |f ()]
€0

The set C,(€) denotes the space of bounded continuous real—valued functions over
©. Given an initial distribution v on @, we write P, ( = [P 5 v(dz). The
indicator function of a measurable set A is denoted by 1 4. For T > O the space
C([0,T], ) is the space of continuous functions g : [0, 7] — &, which is equipped
with the supremum norm. For p > 1 and k > 1, LP(#",dz) stands for the space
of functions g : Z — Z* such that ||g||» = [, |9[P(2)dz is finite (note that we
do not refer to the index k in this notation). The set of probability measures over

IThe energy of the system is, when v > 1/2, a Lyapunov function which prevents from
collisions.
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a subset % of @ is denoted by P(%). The infinitesimal generator of the process
(X¢,t > 0) is denoted by .2, i.e.

L =AN2-VV,-V-VV;-V.

We end this section by recalling the notion of quasi-stationary distribution [16, 30,
13] which is the central object to analyse the long time behavior of conditioned
processes. Such an object is at the heart of the study of biological processes [10,
30, 49] or in the study of metastable dynamics [18 19, 33].

Definition 1. A measure p € P(%) is_a quasi-stationary distribution for the
process (X, t > 0) (see (L2)) inside % C O if P,[X, € Alt < o] = p(A), Vt >0
and VA € B(%).

1.4. Related results. The process (L.2) as well as the asymptotic behavior of its
empirical measure in the limit N — +oo have been investigated in [45] in the
absence of collision (i.e. when 7 > 1/2) and, in the collision case, in [8, 9, 10] using
the theory of multivalued stochastic differential equations [4], 5] (see also [50, [38]).
We also refer to [I7] for the study of the radial Dunkl process and its first hitting
time to the boundary Weyl chamber.

The law of large numbers and the propagation of chaos for its empirical measures
have been derived in [35] 24]. The ergodic behavior of (L2) has been studied
in 7, 42], see also [43] 41] for large deviations principles in the small noise regime
and the regularity of the invariant measures for solutions to multivalued SDEs.

The process (2)) is elliptic in the sense that the Brownian noise acts in every
direction of Z%. Existence and uniqueness of a quasi-stationary distribution for
elliptic diffusions over a bounded subdomain 2 of #? having sufficiently smooth
coefficients over 2, is now well-known, see e.g. [40, 23] 14, 1], BI] and references
therein. The quasi-stationarity of elliptic and hypoelliptic processes in the singular
potential case and without collision has been investigated in [27, 25], and in the non
singular case in [26, 34], 2l 1T2]. We also mention [22] for existence and uniqueness of
the quasi-stationary distribution for the stochastic Fisher-Kolmogorov-Petrovsky-
Piscunov on the circle. Finally, more materials on quasi-stationary distributions
can be found in [16] [36].

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Collision time. Let us first notice that by uniqueness of the strong solution,
by standard considerations, (X;,¢ > 0) satisfies the Markov property, see e.g. [7]
or [44, Section 1 in Chapter IX]. We denote its semigroup by

Pf(z) = E,[f(X,)], for f € bB(D), z € O, (2.1)

which is usually called the non-killed semigroup. The following lemma shows among
other things that P; has the Feller property for all £ > 0. In particular, in view of
the proof of [32, Theorem 6.17], (X;,¢ > 0) satisfies the strong Markov property.

Lemma 1. Let z,y € € and T > 0. Then,

E| sup [X,(2) = X(u)F| < Jo — gl
t€[0,T]
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Proof. Using [5, Proposition 4.1] (see also [4]) together with the convexity of V., it
holds:
d|Xi(2) — Xo(y)P = —2(Xi(2) = Xi(y)) - (VVe(Xe(2)) — VVe(Xi(y)) dt
= 2(Xy(x) — Xe(y)) - (dKy(x) — dKy(y))
<0,

which proves the desired result. O
Let us now introduce the first (positive) collision time:
Ocor := inf{t > 0, 2] =z for some i < j}.

Note that o is also the first positive time the process (X;, ¢ > 0) hits the boundary
00 of O (or equivalently, exits ¢'). Depending on the parameter v > 0, collisions
between the N particules either always occur or never occur.

Lemma 2. If v > 1/2, then Pyy[oc = +o0] =1 for all zg € 0. If v € (0,1/2),
Py [0col < +00] =1 for all zg € 0.

Proof. The case when v > 1/2 has already been treated in [45] using the energy x €
O — H(zx):= V.(x)+V;(x) as a Lyapunov function which prevents from collisions.
Assume now that v € (0,1/2). Let us prove that P,[oc, < +00] = 1. Such a result
have been proved in a very similar setting in [9] using Legendre process in the
non confining case. We propose here another proof based on a standard argument
involving Bessel processes. To this end introduce the first positive collision time
between the (-th particule and the (¢ + 1)-th particule (¢ € {1, o, N =1}

Orppr = inf{t > 0,2t = 271, e {1,. — 1}
Clearly, we have a.s. that
Tcol < 00,041

In the following, we omit to write the dependency of the involved processes in the
initial conditions zq € €. Set g, := |zt — x¢|? the squared distance between the
(-th particule and the (¢ + 1)-th particule, £ € {1,..., N — 1}. Note that by Item
iii in Theorem [ for all t > 0, a.s. f(f |IVVi(Xs(z))|ds < 400, and we can thus use
[t6 formula, cf. e.g. [30, Theorem 4.3.10], to deduce that:

t
Or=po+2t—2 / (257 — 22 (0ye1 V(X)) — 0, Va(X,))ds
0

t
2 / Vo d(BY — B

£+1 2t N xé _ :L,€+1
o [[[ 3 Bk, g oty
2y xz+1 _ :L‘j xl — gk
j=1,j£¢ k=1k£0+1 °8 s

Setfor:p:(xl,...,xN)Eﬁ’:
b(z) = —2(z™ — 29)) (0,41 V() — 0,0 Ve()))
D > ]

j:Lj# k=1k#0+1
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Since v is convex, we have for all z = (2!,...,2V) € 0:

l+1 4 4 l+1
T —x r—x
b@) < by +2y 3 [
je{e,e+1}

S 474_2,}/ Z <x€+1 _xg)

j<tlor j>l+1

— xt —
Pt

(T =) — )

‘xf-i-l o l,z‘z
< 4~ —2 . .
=2 v Z (xZJrl _ .TJ><.I‘Z _ .TJ>

j<tlor j>¢+1

< 4y,

where, to deduce the last inequality, we have used that the particules are ordered.
By Item i in Theorem [I], we have a.s. for all ¢ > 0, f(f b(X;)ds = fot 1x,cob(Xs)ds.
Hence, a.s. we have for all £ > 0,

t
pr < WO+2(27+ 1>t+2/ V 295 dws.
0

In the above inequality, w;, := (B — Bf)/v/2 is standard real Brownian mo-
tion. By the comparison theorem of Ikeda and Watanabe for one-dimensional 1t6
processes [2§], it holds a.s.

0< g <%, forallt >0, (2.2)
where (%;,t > 0) solves the equation

dB, = 2(2y + 1)dt + 2+/2%B, dw,, yo = po = |25 — x5|* > 0.

The process (%;/2,t > 0) is thus a squared Bessel process of dimension 2y + 1 €
(1,2), see e.g. [44l, Section 1 in Chapter XI]. It is well known that the Lebesgue
measure of the set {t > 0, %/, = 0} is zero and (%;/2,t > 0) is reflected infinitely
often at the point 0, see [44, Section 11]. Consequently, this implies that P[3t >
0,%; = 0] = 1. In conclusion P, [0/s+1 < +00] = 1. This concludes the proof of
the lemma. 0

Let us mention that it is proved in [10] that multiple collisions can not occur at
any positive time. In all the rest of this work, we will assume that v € (0,1/2) and
thus we will work in the case where a.s. collisions occur (see Lemma [2]).

2.2. On the non-killed semigroup. In this section, we provide results on the
non-killed semigroup we will need to prove Theorem [6] below. We start with the
following theorem.

Theorem 2. For allt > 0 and x € O, X(x) has a density w.r.t. the Lebesque
measure dz over B" .

(Classical arguments usually employed to prove such a theorem, such as e.g.
those based on the Malliavin calculus or those which rely on the elliptic regularity
theory, are difficult to apply directly on the process (X;,¢ > 0) since VV; is not
Lipschitz over &¢. Note that Theorem Bl implies that collision times are random
except possibly at time 0 (indeed, P (o = t] < P, [X; € 00] =0, t > 0).
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Proof. The proof is divided into several steps.

Step 1. Preliminary analysis. Let us recall some results we will need from [4] [7].
Set for n > 1 and y € ZY, c,(y) := —¥n(y) — VV.(y), where 1), is the smooth
convex and globally Lipschitz vector field defined in [7, Eq. (2.20)]. Denote by
(X7 (z),t > 0) the solution on ZV to

dX['(x) = c,(X])dt + dBy, Xy = x.
It is proved in [7, Section 2.4] that for all T > 0 and 2 € €, as n — o0,
(X7(x),t € [0,T]) converges in distribution to (X;(x),t € [0,T]) in C([0,T], Z").
Following the computations led in the proof of [6, Proposition 5.5], for all T > 0
and all compact subset K of &, there exists C' > 0 such that

t
Vn>1l,z € K,tel0,T], / E.[|lc.(XD)|lds < C. (2.3)
0

Step 1. For x € Z" and t > 0, let us denote by f*(¢,z) the density of X}*(z),
namely P,[X[(z) € Al = [, f2(t,2)dz, A € B(%Z") (note by parabolic elliptic reg-
ularity or by Malliavin calculs [37], f*(¢, z) indeed exists and is a smooth function
of (t,x,y) € Z#2 x B~ x #V). In what follows K is a fixed compact subset of &
and T > 0. Note that (23] rewrites

t
sup // |cn(2)| £ (s, 2)dzds < +00. (2.4)
n>1,t€[0,T),zeK JOo J#N

Since ¢, is smooth, for each n > 1 and z € 2%, the function (¢,y) € Z; x ZY —
f%(t,y) is a smooth solution of the following parabolic equation over Z*:

0uf7 = H S — div(e £7)

Let us introduce the heat kernel & defined by 9(t,y) = t~¥2h(t='/%y), t > 0,
y € ZN, where h(w) = (27) M2 exp(—|w|?/2), w € Z". In what follows % denotes
the convolution operator in the space variable. Direct computations shows that for
all t > 0,

1 N N

N1l N _N+1
19, ) lw =25Vl and [VL(t,)[r = 2272 [V 1o

Now let ¢,, € [0,1] be a family of smooth functions indexed by m > 1 such that
Om(z) = 1if |z| <m and ¢,,,(2) =0 if |z] > m+ 1, and

sup sup (|Vom| +|A¢m[)(z) < +00. (2.5)

m>1 ze#N

Set % (t,y) := 4(t/2,y). By Duhamel’s formula and after several integrations by
parts, we have for 0 < € < t,

b2 (1, 2) = / [£5(5, ) (Ab/2 + € - Vo) ()] % [alt — 5, )](2)ds

+ / (205, YV dm + ntm)(-)] * [V(t — s,-)](2)ds
+ (G () fE(e, )] * [t —€,)](2), 2z € #.
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Hence, by Young’s convolution inequality, we have for e <t < T and p > 1,

”(bm<)frf<t7)HLp
< Gyllhll e / 12 (s, ) (Adm + Cp - V) ()]t (t — S)%(%_l)ds

! N Nt1
+CpHVhHL”/ 1152 (5, )2V b + €nm) () l|r (¢ = s)2 7 2 ds
N(1_
+ Colldm () fi (e ) e llBllo (8 = €)=Y,
where C), > 0 depends only on p. Recall that f7 > 0 and || fZ(s,-)||z1 = 1 for all
s > 0. Using (2.4) and (2.5)), for all €,7 > 0 with 2¢ < T" and all compact subset
K of O, there exists C' > 0 such that for alln > 1, ¢t € [2¢,T], x € K, and m > 1,

/ (P |2 (E 2)Pdz < C.
%N

Letting m — 400 and using Beppo Levi’s theorem, we deduce that for such € > 0,
T > 0, and K, it holds:

sup | fr ()| e < 4o0. (2.6)
n>1,t€(2¢,T),ze K
Step 3. We conclude the proof of Theoreml Fixp > 1,z € &, and t > 0. Thanks
to (2.6]), we can consider a subsequence n’ = n/(t, x) and a function f*(t, -) such that
fE(t, ) — f=(t,-) weakly in LP(#",dz) as n’ — +oo. Hence, for all ¢ : ZY — %
continuous and with compact support, it holds in the limit n’ — +oo:

[ oG = [ o 2

Thus, since X}'(z) — X;(x) in distribution (see the first step above), one has for
such functions ¢,

E6(X)] = | o(2)f(t. ) 28)

Note that the previous considerations imply that for all ¢ > 0 and z € £V,
[t z) = 0 dzae., [,y [°(t,z)dz = 1 and 28) holds for ¢ € f € bB(Z").
The proof of this claim is standard but we write it for sake of completeness. For
all bounded Borel set &, there exists (¢,), C CY(ZN), ¢, > 0, s.t. ¢, — 1y
in LV (%N ,dz) (p) = p/(p —1)). By ZR), it holds 0 < [,x ¢u(2)f*(t,2)dz —
Lon Lo (2) f7(t, z)dz. Hence, [, 1o(2)f*(t,z)dz > 0. Now, set B = {f*(t,-) < 0}
and g = B N By~ (0,R), for R > 0. Then, [, x 14,(2)f*(t,z)dz = 0. Thus,
/i has Lebesgue measure 0. Letting R — 400, one gets f*(t,z) > 0 (dz-a.e.).
Moreover, since f%(t,-)dz — f*(t,-)dz vaguely, [ f*(t,z)dz < 1 (see e.g. [29,
Chapter 4]). Thus, f*(¢,-) is integrable. Finally, we have,

1= lim E,[¢n(X;)]= lim fe(t, 2)dz + o (1) = fe(t, z)dz = 1.
m——+0oo m—+00 |z|<m ZN
By [21, Proposition 4.4 in Chapter 3], the probability measures f*(¢,z)dz and
P(z,dz) are equal. The proof of Theorem [] is complete. Note that actually the
whole sequence (f%(t,-)),>1 converges in LP(#",dz) as n — 400, by uniqueness
of its limit point. O
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The following result has been proved in [42] using a coupling method combined
with a change of probability measure (we also refer to [7] when the compact state
space case, using a Bismut type formula as in [39]). We will give another inde-
pendent proof of this fact, based on the analysis led in the proof of Theorem
above.

Theorem 3. Let t > 0. Then, P; has the strong Feller property, i.e. Pif is
continuous on O for any f € bB(0).

Remark 1. One powerful tool to prove the strong Feller property of a solution to
a SDE is to use a Girsanov formula. Let us mention that it is immediate to see
that when N = 2, there is no hope to have a Girsanov formula relating the law of
(X;,t > 0) and the law of a standard Brownian motion over %2, when Xy € 00 .

Proof. Let s > 0 and = € K where K is a compact subset of &. Consider 0 < € <
s/2 and T > s. Because f%(s,-) — f*(s,-) weakly in L?(#",dz) as n — +oo (see
(27)), one has that, using also the bound (2.6]):

175, )z < Tminf | f7(s, ) ll2 < sup — {[f5(E ) [|z2 < 400
n n>1,t€[2e,T],z€K

Hence, one gets that for all 0 <e < T

C*:=  sup ||f%(s,)|lrz < +o0. (2.9)
s€[2e,T],z€K

Let 6 > 0. Equation (29) and Theorem B imply that for all &7 € B(€) such that
f%dzgéandeK,

1/2
PGest)= [ o< [ 1fFePa] oe <o
o %N

where P(z,47) := P;1,(x). Thus, it follows that the family of probability mea-~
sures (Py(, dz))zegq is locally uniformly absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure over &', namely for all compact subset K of &,

lim sup sup Ps(x, o) = 0.
070 7eB(@), [, dz<s €K

The proof of the theorem is complete using [46, Item (b) in Theorem 2.1] (recall
that P, has the Feller property). O

Note that v > 0 and hence V. > 0.

Proposition 1. Assume (LI)). Set fora >0, W =e* > 1. Then, if 1—a/2 > 0,
LW (x)/W(z) = —oc0 as |x| = +o0 (x € O).

Proof. We have for x € O,

) a V() + ?|VV,(z)]*/2

= aAV.(2)/2 — a(l — a/2)|V.(2)]* — aVVi(z) - VV.(z).
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N .
For x € O, recall that —0,,V;(x) = 72]‘:1#2‘ ﬁ Then, for x € €, it holds:

N

ngzg) =a > V'(a)/2 (1 - a/2)V(z)] +’yaz Z xl_ﬂ
i=1 i=1 j=1,j#i
= QZ[V"(%)/Q — (1 — a/2)|v' (2] +fyozz [;/862] + ;/(_x]:zl]
_az V' (x)/2 — (1 —a/2)|V(z +'yaz x]_xl )

Note that since v’ is smooth and Lipschitz, the function

V' (uz) — v'(u)
Uz — U

J: (ug,ug) € {(a,b) € #* a < b} —

is bounded (say by Cy > 0) and has a continuous (bounded) extension over {(a, b) €
#*,a < b}, which is still denoted by J. Then, for all z € O,

LW (x ( i
W) —az "(2)/2 — (1 — a/2)|V'(z;)] +fyozZJ (27,

1<j

Z "(@:)/2 — (1 - a/2)|V/(2,)|*] + CoraN>.

Thanks to (L)), when = € € and |z| — +oco0, LW (x)/W (x) — —oco. The proof
of the proposition is complete. O

3. MAIN RESULTS ON THE KILLED PROCESS
For all nonempty open subset % of €, we set
oy =inf{t >0,X; ¢ %},
which is the first exit time from % for the process (X;, ¢ > 0). In all this work
% is an nonempty open subset of @, (3.1)

i.e. there exists an open subset %, of Z" such that % = %. NO and % NC £ ().
Consider the killed (outside %) semigroup (Pt > 0) defined by:

PY f(x) = Bo[f(X)ieoy, ], f €OB(X), v € % and t > 0. (3.2)

Its associated killed renormalized semigroup is denoted by

P (A
QY () =

for A€ B(%) and v € My(%).

Theorem 4. Assume B.1) and v € (0,1/2). Lett > 0. Then, P has the strong
Feller property.

= IP)V[Xt € A|t < O'O]/],
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In the following Bs(x,r) := {y € O, |y — x| <} is the open ball in O of radius
r > 0 centered at x € 0. Note that Bs(z,7) = By (z,7) N 0. In view of the proof
of [I5] Theorem 2.2], it is enough, to deduce Theorem [ to show the following

lemma.
Lemma 3. For all compact subset K of 0 and T > 0, it holds:

sup E,[ sup |Ki(z)|] < 400 and lim sup P,[og

) S S] = 0.
+
zeK te[0,T 5=07 zcK

&(z,r

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of &.
Step 1. Let us prove that for all ¢ € [0, 77,

sup E, [ sup |Ky(z)|] < +oc. (3.3)

zeK t€[0,T)]
Let us first prove that for all ¢ € [0, 77,

sup E, [ sup |X,(2)*] < +oo0. (3.4)
€K t€[0,T]
Let ag be a point in the interior of the domain of the maximal monotone operator
OVy , namely ap € 0, and let 79 > 0 be such that B(ao,fyo)_c 0. Let pg :=
sup{|y|,y € 9Vi(z) where z € B(ao, )} = sup{|VVi(2)],z € B(ao,7)} < +oo.
From [5, Proposition 4.4] and its proof (see also [4]), for all z € & and all ¢t > 0,

/O (Xs(2) — ao) - dK(x) > 70V (K (7)) — Mo/o | Xs(x) — aolds
— Yokot, (3.5)

where Vi (K (x)) is the total variation of ¢ — K(x) on [0,¢]. Let T > 0 be fixed.
In the following, we simply denote og(ay,n) = inf{t > 0,]|X; — ao| > n} by o,.
The sequence (0,), increases to +oo. Since K is compact, there exists ny, for all
n >ng and y € K, |y — ap| < n. Hence, using [t6 formula and (B.3]), we get for
0<s<t<T.,n>ng,and z € K:

1 1 SN\on
1 Xono (1) = of? = S — agf? - / (Xu(@) — a9) - VVa( X, ())du
0

SA\On,

/0 T (Xu(w) = ag) - dB, — [ X)) s
sN\o,

2
1 SA\Op,
< 5\:6—(10\2—1—/ (Xu(z) — ag) - dB,
0

VI (K (2)) + (a0 + [V Velao)]) / " Xule) — aoldu

T
+ YopoT + 7 (3.6)
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where we have used the convexity of V.. Therefore, since x € K, we have:

SA\On,
sup | Xone, () — aol® < C[l + sup } / (Xu(x) — ag) .dBu’
0

s€[0,1] s€[0,t]

tAon
[ s |Xu(a) — ol du].
0

s€[0,u]

where C' > 0 is a constant which is independent of x € K, n > 1, and (s, t) € [0, T]?,
and which, in the following, can change from one occurence to another. Taking
expectation and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that /z < z+1
for z > 0,

Ea:[ sSup |Xs/\0n(x) - a0| ] < C<1 + Ea:[ Sup} ’ /0 (Xu(x) - aO) . dBu} ]

s€[0,t] s€[0,t
t
+ / E,| sup |X,(z)— a0|2}du>.
0 s€[0,u]
Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities for the stochastic integral, we get:
tAon
E.[ sup [Xoro, (2) — aol’] < C(l +Ex[/ | Xu(z) — ao|*dul
0

s€[0,t]

t
+/ Ex[ sup \XsAan(a:)—a0|2]du>
0

s€[0,u]

t
§0(1+/ E., [|Xuno, () — ao|?] du
0

t

+/ Ex[ sup | Xsno, () —a0|2]du>.
0 s€[0,u]

By Gronwall’s inequality [32, Lemma 8.4] and since ¢ — E, [ sup,cp g [Xsno, () —

ao|?] is bounded (by n?), we deduce that

E.[ sup [Xino, () —aol’] <O, Vo€ K;n > 1.
t€[0,T]

Then Eq. ([B4) follows letting n — 400 and applying Beppo Levi’s theorem. We
now prove ([B3). By B8), forall 0 <t < T, n > ng, and z € K, 1|X,(2) — ao|* <
C+ [[(Xu(x) — ap) - dB, — % V(K(x)) + C [y | Xu(x) — ao|du. Hence,

Vi) < 1+ [0t —ao) dBu+ [ 1X(0) ~ ala]

Taking expectation and using (3.4]) (note that fg (Xu(x) —ap)-dB, is a martingale,
by B.4)), we thus have that E,[sup,co 7 Vo(K(2))] < C forallz € K. This implies
(B3) and proves the first inequality in Lemma [3

Step 2. We now prove the second inequality in Lemma Bl Let © : ZV — [0,1]
be a smooth function such that © = 0 on Byn(0,6/2) and © = 1 on Bf,x(0,4).
Set ©,(z) = ©(z — z). Note that for all z,2 € Z", |VO,|(z) < supy,y VO] and
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|AO,|(2) < supy~ |AB|. Note that for all 2 € K, by Ité formula, (MP"(z),t > 0)
is a martingale, where

MO (2) = 0,(X,(x)) — Ou(z) — /0 26,(X.(x))ds.

Let K5 be the closed d-neighborhood of K (Kj is a compact subset of ﬁ) Since in
addition ©,(x) = 0, we have using the optional stopping theorem,

)
Em [@ (Xt/\UB(zya) )]
<.

t/\UB(x,é)
E, / g@x(xs(a;))ds}
0

<E[[ 7 (1K) VOL(X)] + [VV(X.) - VeL (X)) ds

+ tsup |AB).
%N
When z € K and s < 0p(y,s), Xs(x) € Ks. Consequently, for all z € K, we have
that

INOB(z,5)
SupE, | / [VVA(X,) - VO, (X,)lds| < tsup [VV;| sup |V,
0 Ks RN

zeK
Using (33), we then deduce that for all x € K,
EJ} [@m(Xt/\aB(x’(;))} S tCK,
where C'x > 0 is a constant independent of x € K and t > 0. Note also that

|XJB(I’6) (x) — x| = §. Hence, for all x € K, @x<XoB(z,5) (x)) =1 and
IP)g: |:0-B($76) S t} = Eg; [1UB(x,6)§t@$(XUB(x,5))} S tCK
This ends the proof of the lemma. 0

Theorem 5. Assume [B.1]), v € (0,1/2), and that O N % is connected. Lett > 0.
Then, for all t > 0, PZ is topologically irreducible, i.e. for allt > 0, z,y € %,
and all r > 0,

P, [Xt € Bsy,r),t < 0@} > 0.

Notice that choosing % = € shows that the non-killed semigroup P, is topo-
logically irreducible. Note also that V; is not locally Lipschitz over ¢ (and even
worse, it is infinite on 0€0’) which prevents from using, at least directly, the stan-
dard arguments to show the irreducibility of semigroups of solutions to stochastic
differential equations which are usually based on the Stroock-Varadhan support
theorem [48] [1].

Proof. To prove Theorem [0, we need to investigate the probability for the process
not to exit % before reaching a fixed deterministic ball. As r > 0, it is enough to
consider the case when

T €U andye#No.

The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. The case when
TYEUNO. (3.7)
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Since &' N7 is a connected open subset of ZV (and thus it is path connected), we
can consider an open and connected subset ¥ of N containing x and y, and such
that ¥ C 6 N % . We recall that

H(z) = Ve(2) + Vi(2), 2 € 0.
Using standard techniques (see e.g. [3,25]) and since H is smooth over ¥ (because

¥ C ON%), we have the following Girsanov formula: for all z € ¥, T > 0, and
all F' e bB(C([0,T],7)),

E.[F(Xjo,11)li<oy ] = E[F(Bo) mi 18],
where o2 (x) := inf{t > 0,B; ¢ ¥} is the first exit time of the process (B;(z) =

1+ By, t > 0) from ¥, where we recall that B, = (Bl,..., BY) € #" is a standard
Brownian motion, and

mP(z) = exp [— /Ot VH(Bs(z)) - dBs — %/Ot |VH(Bs(z))‘2ds}.

Note that mf(z)lt@i (2) is a.s. finite. In particular, we have for all z € ¥, ¢ > 0,
and all f € bB(Y),

E.[f(X)li<o,] = Eo[f(B) m{ 1, ,5]. (3.8)
For any r > 0, it is well known that that for all x € ¥ and t > 0,
P.[B; € By(y,7),t < o] > 0.

Indeed, this can be shown using the knowledge of the support of the law of the
trajectories of a standard Brownian motion. Then, using (3.8) with f = 1p, ¢,
(r > 0), we deduce that for all t > 0, z,y € Z N O, and all r > 0,

P.[X: € Bs(y, 7).t < og] > P.[X; € By(y,7),t < oy] > 0. (3.9)
This proves Theorem [{] in this case, namely when (3.7) holds.
Step 2. We are left to prove Theorem B when % N 90 # () and
r €U NOO and y € O, (3.10)

namely when z belongs to the boundary of &' (i.e. when the process starts with a
collision).

Step 2a. Let us prove that for all T > 0, there exists T'=T, € [0, TF|,
P.[Xr € O, T < oy]>0. (3.11)
If it is not the case then there exists T > 0, for all t € [0, Tr], P,[X; € 00 or o4y <
t] =1, and so:
IP’J;[ ﬂ {Xteaﬁor a@gt}]zl,
te0,TrIN2
where 2 stands for the set of rational numbers. This rewrites

P, [w c10,T6]N 2, X, €96 or oy < t} _ 1,
i.e. there exists Q, C Q with P(€2,) = 1 such that for all w € €, and all
t € [0,Tp] N 2, either X;(w) € 00 or {X,(w),u € [0,t]} ¢ %. In what follows,

(2, denotes a set of probability 1 which can change from one occurence to another.
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When X, = x, we have that a.s. supyp,j|Xs — 2| — 0 as u — 0. Therefore,
since © € %, we deduce that when X, = z, for all w € €, there exists ¢(w) €
(0,TF), such that {X,(w),u € [0,e(w)]} € %. Hence, for all w € Q, and all
t € [0,e(w)] N2, Xi(w) € 0. By continuity of the trajectories of the process
(X, t > 0) and because 00 is closed, we deduce that for all w € Q,, it holds

{Xu(w),u € [0,e(w)]} C 00.
This contradicts Item i in Theorem [Il above. The proof of (BI1]) is thus complete.

Step 2b. End of the proof of Theorem Let ¢ > 0. Consider T € [0,t/2]
as in (BI1) and set t = T'+ u, w > 0. By the Markov property of the process
(X¢(z),t > 0), we have

P, [Xt € Bsy,r),t < 0@}
=E, [1T<U%IP’XT (X, €Bsly,r),u< O%]:|
>E, |:1T<o%,XT€ﬁ Px, [X. € Bsly, ), u < U%H-
If the last quantity in the previous inequality vanishes, then a.s. we have:

176y xrco Pxy [Xu €Bs(y,r),u < U%] = 0.

Using (3.11), there exists €, r C €, with P,[Q, 7] > 0 such that for all w € Q, r,
T < oy (w) and Xr(w) € &, and therefore, it holds:

Py [Xu € Bs(y,m),u < 0] =0.

Since Xr(w) € O, this contradicts (39). Hence, P,[X; € B;(y,7),t < o4] > 0,
which is the desired result. The proof of the theorem is complete. O

Note that the proof of the previous theorem implies that if & \ % contains a
nonempty open ball in ZV, for all x € %, P,[o4 < +00] > 0.

4. MAIN RESULT AND EXTENSION

4.1. Main result in the collision case. Let W be as in Proposition [ with
1 —a/2 > 0. Before stating the main result of this work, we define for ¢ >
0, bBwa(% ) as the set of real valued mesurable functions f over % such that
f/W?is bounded. We also define Cowe(%) := {f € bBwa(% ), f is continuous}.
The spectral radius of bounded linear operator P over bBy«(% ) is denoted by
Fop(PloByq(z)). Using [26, Theorem 2.2] (and its note) together with Lemma [I]
Proposition [l and Theorems 3, 4 and B, we deduce the following result on the
behavior of the process (X;,t > 0) conditioned not to exit a nonempty open subset
% of the Polish space O.

Theorem 6. Assume (L), v € (0,1/2), ON% is connected, and O\ % contains
a nonempty open ball in ZN. Let p € (1,+00). Then, there exists a unique quasi-
stationary distribution p* for (Q¥ ,t > 0) in Pym(%) and moreover:
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A. Forallt >0, P : bByw(%) — bByrn(%) is compact and there exists
A>0

such that rsp(Rf}quWl/p(%)) = e MVt > 0. Furthermore, p*P¥ = e p*,
for all t > 0, and p*(O) > 0 for all nonempty open subsets O of % . In
addition, there is a unique function @ € Cypy1/p (%) such that p*(p) =1 and
P?p=e Mo on % ,Vt > 0. Moreover, o > 0 everywhere on % .
B. There exist ¢, >0, and co > 1, s.t. for allt >0 and all v € Pyrs(% ):
sup |vQ¥ —p <c e_cltM.
8, O =] <o

C. Forallz € %, Pyloy < +oo] = 1.

The positive real number \ is the so-called the principal eigenvalue of P# over
bBy 1/ (% ). Tt can be easily shown that both A and p* do not depend on p €
(1, +00).

4.2. Non collision case: extension of Theorem [3 when v > 1/2. Assume for
simplicity that v(u) = u?/2. Since H is lower bounded, we assume that H > 1.
When v > 1/2, since £H < CH over O (see the proof of [45, Lemma 1}), it holds
a.s. forall x € 0, Xy(x) € € for all t > 0. When v > 1/2, the assertions of
Lemma [Iland Theorem 3] are valid on the state space &, providing Xo(z) =z € 0.
The assertions of Theorems [ and [ are also still valid when v > 1/2 and when
% is a subdomain of ¢. All these claims can be proved using e.g. the method
developed in [25]. When v > 1/2 and setting U = exp(aH), it holds following the
computations led in [45, Lemma 1]:

Z2U(x)
U(z)

providing o > 0 is such that v(1 — «/2) > 1/2. Hence, for the process (L2, all

the assertions of Theorem [@ are still valid for a subdomain % of & when v > 1/2

with the Lyapunov function U. When v = 1/2, the construction of a Lyapunov
function U such that ZU /U is inf-compact over & is left for a futur work.
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= —a|VH(z)|* + %AH(I) + %\VH(:L’)F — —o0 as * — 00 U {oo},
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