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Abstract
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©1 Introduction

L We study in this paper the following distribution dependent ergodic backward stochastic differential equation (EBSDE for
short) in infinite horizon
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O\ where (Y191, 2191 1) is the unknown with,
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Fi e Y, Z are progressively measurable processes, respectively, R-valued and R*“¢-valued,
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. Land the given data are
e W an R%valued Brownian motion defined on (Q, 7, P) a filtered probability space,

e 0 is an L%(Q) random variable independent with W,

arXiv

e X191 is an R¥-valued process starting from 6 and solving for all ¢ > 0 the following McKean-Vlasov’s type SDE (MV-SDE
for short)

ax! = p(x!, [Xt[e]])dt +o(x1, [X,[‘”])dw,, (1.2)
where, for a given r.v. X, [X] denotes the distribution of X,
e f a deterministic measurable function.

This type of BSDE was first introduced in the non-distribution dependent framework by Fuhrman, Hu and Tessitore in
[14] in order to solve some ergodic stochastic control problem. In their paper, they assumed that o is constant and b has a
strong dissipativity assumption, that is to say,

Ip>0, Vx, ¥ eRY (x—x',b(x) - b)) <-nlx —x'|%,
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which allows to get an exponential confluence of trajectories. The strong dissipative assumption was later dropped by
Debussche, Hu and Tessitore in [9] for a weakly dissipative one: In other words, b can be written as a sum of a bounded
function and a strongly dissipative one. Equivalently, it can be seen as being dissipative at a sufficiently large range. Since
the confluence of trajectories no longer holds, this paper is heavily built around the so-called basic coupling estimate and a
gradient estimate based on the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula for BSDE; see, e.g. [13]. Later on, Hu, Madec and Richou in [16]
make a link between EBSDE and the long time behaviour of finite horizon BSDE given, for T > 0 fixed, by

T T
yf’ng(x;)Jr/ f(X;“,ZST’x)ds—/ zI'xaws, vre[0,T], (1.3)
t t

where X is the solution to an infinite dimension SDE and g is a given function. Namely, they proved that there exist some
constants L € R, C > 0 and n > 0 such that
Y] = AT =Y} = L| < Ce™ 7, (1.4)

where (Y*,Z*, ) is the solution to the following (non-distribution dependent) EBSDE
T T
Yr =Yy +/ (f(XX,Z¥) = 2)ds —/ Z¥dW,, Y0<r<T. (1.5)
t t

It is well known that BSDEs give a probabilistic representation of semi-linear parabolic PDEs, so (1.5) also gives the long
time behavior of the solution to the following HJB equation

oul (t,x) + LuT (t,x) + f ((x, VXMT(I,X)O'()C)) =0 re[0,T],x eRY,
u'(T,.) = g,

where £ is the infinitesimal generator of the semi-group associated to the SDE X. A few years later, Hu and Lemmonier in
[15] extended the previous results for the weak dissipative assumption in finite dimension, assuming now that o is no longer
constant.

The novelty of the present work comes from the fact that we now assume a distribution dependency for the generator f
and X is now the solution to a MV-SDE. This difference leads to additional difficulties. In particular, due to the distribution
dependency, X is no longer Markovian but the couple (X, [X]) is. Taking into account this, we start by decoupling the
MV-SDE (1.2) as follows: for x € R? and 6 an L?(Q) r.v., we consider

ax 1 = b [t e+ oL (X aw,, X =,

where X191 solves (1.2) with starting point 8. We stress that this new equation is not a McKean-Vlasov SDE but is close to
it since X1 gives a solution to (1.2). Consequently, instead of (1.1) we will study the following equation:

T T
y >l =Y;f’“”+/ (f(xj"“”,[xﬁ”],z;"“”)—a)ds—/ zxqwy,. (1.6)
t

t

The first aim of the paper is to establish some existence and uniqueness results for (1.6) under two different sets of
assumptions: a strong dissipativity assumption on one side and a weak dissipativity assumption with a distribution free o on
the other side (see (#spel) and (#spe2)). Then we are able to use this EBSDE in order to study the long time behavior of
(1.3) in our new framework, that is to say,

T T
rP =g [ et [ 20 s - [z aw, v o, (L.7)
t

t

In particular, we obtain an exponential convergence of YOT X0 _ 7 - Yg 191 toward a constant as in (1.4). In an equivalent
way, this result allows to obtain the long-time behavior of the solution of a McKean-Vlasov HJB equation given by

AuT (t,x,[0]) + Lul (t,x,[6]) + f (x, [6], ViuT (2,x,[0])o (x, [6])) + Tl (t,x,[0]) =0, xeR%4t>0,0¢el?Q)
ul (T, x,[0]) = g(x,[6]), xeR% 0el?Q)

where
TG 1 10) 1= [ (0" (110D ) + 0, 0,0” (1 1D D). = 0]

and d,¢(u) denotes the Lions’ derivative of a function ¢ with respect to its distribution valued variable, see e.g. [10, Section
5.2] for further details.



The EBSDE (1.6) can also be used to solve an ergodic optimal control problem where we optimize an ergodic reward with
a controlled MV-SDE,

ax 1o = (b, [x10)) + oo [ x| Ray) dr (210 [ x10aw, (1.8)

over a set of admissible controls @ = (ay)s>0 taking values in a bounded subset of some RX. This stochastic control problem
is also linked to the following ergodic McKean-Vlasov Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (HJB for short) given by:

Lu(x, [0]) + f(x, (0], Vyu(x, [0]) + Ey-ro[0[a1u(t, x, [01)(U)] + Ey~1o)[0udiaju(t,x, [6])(U)] =2, x€RL >0, 0 € L3(Q),

where £ is the infinitesimal generator defined by

Lo(x, 161) = bx, [0V (x, [0]) + 5 T (o707 (v, [0) V20, [6])

and f is the Hamiltonian associated to the control problem. We stress the fact that the problem considered do not allow
to control the law in the decoupled equation (1.8). Consequently, the studied framework is not the classical McKean-Vlasov
ergodic control problem and it explains why we will talk about a partial McKean-Vlasov ergodic control problem. If we see a
McKean-Vlasov SDE as the limit of an interacting particle system, we consider a problem were we control only one particle,
which explains why this control will have no impact on the distribution, whereas the classical McKean-Vlasov ergodic control
problem is looking for an optimal control identically applied to all particles at the same time.

Comparison with other works. Up to our knowledge, there is no work dealing with distribution dependent ergodic
BSDEs. However several paper investigate some questions related to close models, as mean field games (MFG for short) or
McKean-Vlasov control problems, by using other tools. Let us detail here some of them.

A recent paper of Fuhrman and Ruda, see [12], obtain result on ergodic control problem on the Wasserstein space by using
a control approach for strongly dissipative and controlled McKean-Vlasov’s SDE. Namely, the following SDE,

dX; = b(X;, [X;],a;)dt + o (X, [X;], a)dW;.

Their main result is the existence and (partial) uniqueness of a viscosity solution to an ergodic McKean-Vlasov HJB equation
on the Wasserstein space. They link it with an optimal ergodic McKean-Vlasov control problem and show that A (the constant
that is part of the solution of the ergodic PDE) gives the first order term when we look at the long time behavior of a finite
horizon McKean-Vlasov control problem, as in Theorem 4.1. Nevertheless, compared to our work, they only consider a strong
dissipativity condition, and ask their generator f to be bounded and Lipschitz with respect to x where we have instead a
polynomial growth and a locally Hélder condition. Moreover, they do not have the precise exponential convergence (1.4).
Same kind of results, under some close assumptions, were also obtained by Bao and Tang in [1].

Bayraktar and Jian [2] developed ergodicity and turnpike properties, i.e. exponential convergence toward an ergodic
problem, for linear-quadratic Mean Field control problems. Apart from the linear-quadratic framework, the main difference
on the MV-SDE is that theirs only depend on the law through the expectation.

Cecchin, Conforti, Durmus and Eichinger in [7] establish several turnpike properties, under different smoothness assump-
tions and weak dissipativity assumption, of the long time behavior of solutions of mean field PDE systems related to MFG.
These results generalize some previous papers [4, 5, 6] restricted to compact domains of R? and assuming a Lasry-Lions
monotonicity assumption.

Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state some useful estimates on McKean-Vlasov SDEs
under two different sets of assumptions (see (#spgl) and (#5pg2)). Section 3 is devoted to the proof of an existence and
uniqueness result for the EBSDE (1.6) given by Theorem 3.4. In Section 4, we study the long time behavior of the finite
horizon distribution dependent BSDE (1.7) thanks to our EBSDE solution: see Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.5.
In Section 5, we apply results of Sections 3 and 4 to a partial McKean-Vlasov ergodic control problem and the long-time
behavior of a partial McKean-Vlasov control problem. The remaining of the introduction is devoted to notations.

Notations. Let a given filtered complete probability space (,F := (F;);er,,P) which supports a d—Brownian motion
denoted W. Let also, see [23], G be a sub-c-algebra of F such that G is generated by U ~ Unif([0,1]) and is independent of
W. Consequently, we define the filtration ¥ = (%;);er, by 71 = 0(G UF,), for all t > 0. We also set the following:

1. Spaces: For all p > 1, we set:

(a) LP(Q,RY) the set of R%-valued random variable admitting finite moment of order p endowed with the norm

P . _ p — p
16115 = 10117, ¢ ) = ELIBI].



(b) Li(Q; L2([0,T];R?)) the set of predictable processes X on [0,T] such that

T
2 2 _ 2
X0 = X0, g = 3| [ ]

(¢) L2 (Q;L%(R4;RY)) the set of predictable processes X € L;, (Q; L2([0,T];R4)) for any T > 0.

loc

(d) S% the set of continuous, F—adapted processes X on [0,7] with value in R? satisfying

1/2

< 00,

sup |Xs|2

IXllsp :=B| sup_
telo,

(e) Pp (R?) be the set of probabilities measures having finite p—th moment over R¢ endowed with the p-Wasserstein
distance defined by: for v, u € P, (R%)

1/p
= 1 - p
W, (7,10 Hg;,fv’y( [, e=sirmanan)

where P, ,, is the set of all couplings of probability distributions v and p, i.e. the set of all probability distributions
on R4 x RY with marginals v, u.

(f) €F™(RIxP(R?); R) be the set of k times continuously differentiable w.r.t the first variable and m times differentiable
w.r.t to the second one.

We also denote V, f the gradient of f w.r.t x which will be seen as an element of R4

2. Norms: We naturally endow R? with the Euclidean norm denoted |-| and for a o € R?*? we denote ||| the Frobenius
norm. Namely, ||o||? := Tr (oo ")

3. Constants: For ¢ : R? x Py (R?) +— H a Lipschitz function w.r.t both variables and H an Hilbert space, we set, up to
transformations, K¢ (resp. K:;) the Lipschitz constant for the space variable (resp. for the distribution variable). The
constants C will be denoted with a index k to enlighten the dependency w.r.t k. The constants C might change from
one line to another.

2 The forward McKean-Vlasov SDE

In this section, we establish several exponential convergence results for McKean-Vlasov SDEs under two different sets of
assumptions (Wsprl) and (H#spe2). Let us consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:

! (MV-SDE)
x519 = g e LP(Q,RY) is G-measurable ,

{ dxs 1o = p(r, x>191, [Xf’“”])dt + (x5, [Xf’l”]])dw,, >,
where p > 2, b and o satisfy the following assumptions.
Assumption 1. b: R, xR? x Pp = R? and o : R? x Pp = R?*4 are two measurable functions such that
1. for all t > 0 b(¢,-,-) is uniformly Lipschitz,
2. forallx e R? and u € Pp, t = b(t,x,u) is bounded,
3. o is Lipschitz.

We emphasize that Assumption 1 is only here for the well-posedness of (MV-SDE) and this set of assumptions is supposed
to be fulfilled throughout the article. If we consider a r.v. 6’ € L”(Q,R%) that is not G-measurable, then we can construct
a G-measurable r.v. 6, that only depends on u := [0'] and such that [6] = u = [0'] since the probability space (Q,G,P) is
atomless: see e.g. [10, Page 352]. In this case, we define it by a slight abuse of the notation xs:001 .= xs:[0a] Moreover, we
can remark that if 6’ is F; -measurable but not G -measurable, then X*1' is not equal to the solution of (MV-SDE) starting
from 6’ at time s but these two processes are equal in distribution.



For the latter use, we also introduce the decoupled McKean-Vlasov SDE as

{ dxs=L0) Z (g, xow10), [Xf“]])dt F (XLl [Xf,[H]])dW,, t>s, (Decoupled SDE)

X‘;’x’[e] =x eR4,

where x € R, 0 € LP(Q,R?), for p > 2 and X*[?] is the solution to (MV-SDE). Let us remark that (Decoupled SDE) is not a
McKean-Vlasov SDE but we can easily return to (MV-SDE) by evaluating the function x50 in 9, i.e. X510 is solution
to (MV-SDE). Finally, we set X191 := X0-101 and x*[9] .= x0-10] o simplify the notation.

Under Assumption 1 the following result holds: See [12, Proposition 2.1], with @ = 0 in the cited reference, for the first
point; while the second point is a consequence of standard results for classical SDEs.

Theorem 2.1. 1. For all s > 0 and 6 € LP(Q;R9), there exists a unique solution (th’w]),ZS to (MV-SDE) such that
(X1 o0y €SP for all T = 5.

2. Foralls > 0,0 € LP(Q;R?) and x € R, there exists a unique solution (Xf’x’[g]),ZS to (MV-SDE) such that (X,S’x’[g])ze[s,r] €
87’3 for all T > s.

We also recall in the next proposition a flow property for McKean-Vlasov SDEs that will be useful throughout the paper:
see for instance [8, Proposition 2.1] and [22, Lemma 3.1].

Proposition 2.2. Forallp >2,0<s<t, x € R? and § € L (Q;RY)
s x| x{ pae
(X?’X’[H], [Xto,[e]]) - (Xt [ ] [X: | ]l) P-a.s.

We also define, for all ¢ > 0, the non-linear and non-homogeneous semigroup, see again [8, Proposition 2.1] and [22, Lemma
3.1], associated to X*[?1, x e R? and 6 € L (Q;R?),

Pulg1 s 10]) = B[, [x11])]. (2.1)

2.1 The strong dissipative framework

In this subsection, we prove some exponential convergence results for (MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE) under the following
strong dissipative assumptions on b and o .

Assumption (#spgl). Let p > 2.
1. b is v-L-dissipative. Namely, there exists v > 0 such that for all U, U’ € L?(€Q;RY), t > 0,
E[(U - U",b(1,U,[U]) - b(1, U, [U']))] < —vE[|[U - U"]?],
2. b is n-dissipative w.r.t x and is K:;—Lipschitz w.r.t the distribution. Namely, there exists n > 0 and K%, > 0 such that
for all x,x’ € R 0,6’ € L>(Q;R9) and 7 > 0,
(x =", b(t,x,[0]) = b(t,x', [0])) < —nlx — x|,
|b(t,x, [6]) = b(t,x, [0'])] < Ko, Wa([6], [6]).

3. o is bounded and there exists Ky, K¢, > 0 such that for all x, x" € R4, 6, ¢’ € L2(Q;RY), 1 >0,
1 ’ 7 7
Sllo (e, [6]) — o (v, [6 DI? < K7 |x =y + KGWa([0]. [0]),

4. v>K7 + K7 and n > v.

Remark 2.3. 1. (#pgl)-1. depends upon the choice of the probability space only through its atomless property. Indeed,
when a probability space is atomless, we know that for any joint distribution 7 € Po(R? x R?) there exists (U,U’) ~ m,
see e.g. [10, Page 352]. Additionally, the formulation ’L-dissipative’ is here to echo with the L-monotonicity, see, for
instance, [10, Definition 3.31], and the classical dissipativity notion.



2. (MspEl)-3. implies that o is V2K -Lipschitz w.r.t. x and 2K, -Lipschitz w.r.t. the distribution.

3. There are some entanglements between the assumptions (J%pgel)-1. and (H%pel)-2. Indeed, by doing same compu-
tations as in Example 2.4, it is easy to see that, if n > Kf’% then (#pgl)-2. implies (Hspel)-1. with v :==n - Kf’%.
Nevertheless, this upper-bound could be really rough. In order to illustrate the difference between these two assumptions,
we give two examples below.

Ezample 2.4. Let X1?1 be the solution to the following Ornstein-Ulhenbeck MV-SDE
ax[? = b(x ) [ X1V e + aw, i= —nx!%ar + K%B[ X[ ar + aw,.

We can compute that, for all U, U’ € L2(Q;R%),

(U-U",b(U,[U]) - b(U', [U])) =-nlU - U'|* + K4(U - U",E[U - U']),
E[U - U',b(U, [U]) - b(U', [U))] = —nE[|U - U']*| + K% |[E[U - U']]* < —(n - K2)E[lU - U"?]. (2.2)

So, bis (n—K f’%)—L—dissipative as soon as 77 > Kf’%;. Now let us consider X’!?] the solution to the following Ornstein-Ulhenbeck
MV SDE
X1 = b1, [ e + AW, o= ;1 dr - KB X1 |de + aw,

Doing same computations as before leads to
E[U - U',b(U, [U]) = b(U', [U')] = -nE[|U - U'I] - K% [B[U - U'])* < -nE[|U - U], (2.3)

and so, b is always n-L-dissipative. If we compare these two cases, we can see that it is not restrictive to assume that n > v
and we do not penalize the dissipativity constant n if Kf%, has a minus in front, whereas if we only use the Lipschitz property,
we lose the fact that the distribution term could ’helps’.

Ezample 2.5. Let now X1 be the solution to the following MV-SDE
ax = x| e + aw,

where b is defined for any (x, u) € R% x Py as b(x, u) = A&d hi(x = y)du(y) + ho(x) = E[hy(x — X)] + ha(x) with &y : R — R9,
hy : RY — R? and X ~ . We assume that & is O-dissipative (i.e. —h; is monotone), K2, -Lipschitz and hs is n-dissipative (with
n > 0). These assumptions on /1 and hg imply, by some direct computations, that b is p-dissipative and K ;—Lipschitz. Thus,
if n > Kgﬂ we can obtain that b is (- Kf’g)—L—dissipative. Nevertheless, it is also possible to show that b is n-L-dissipative by
assuming that i1 is odd. Indeed we have, for X ~ u, X’ ~ ¢’ and (X, X’) an independent copy of (X, X’),

E[(X = X", b(X, 1) = b(X', 1/))] = B[(X = X, hi(X = X) = hi(X" = X)) | + E[(X = X', ha(X) = h2(X))].

Then, the n-dissipativity of ho gives
E[(X = X', hao(X) = ha(X"))] < —nE[1X - X'|*].

Moreover, since h is odd and (X, X’, X, X’) has the same law as (X, X, X, X’), we get

E[(X - X, hi(X - X) - hi (X' - X))] =E[(X = X", hi (X = X) = (X’ = X'))| = -E[{X = X', hi(X = X) = hi (X' - X")}]
which implies that
E[(X - X', hy(X = X) - hy (X' - X))] :% (E[(X — X' (X = X) = hy (X' = X)) —E[(X = X', hy (X = X) = hy (X — X')>])

=%E[(X X - (X' =X),m(X-X)-h (X' -X))] <E[IX-X-X+X'|*] <0

by using the 0-dissipativity of h;.

Before giving the exponential convergence results, we recall some useful uniform bounds on moments of solutions to
(MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE).



Proposition 2.6. Under (#spgl), for all p > 2, there exists C = C(p, v, Kf,Kgﬂ,Kf’?,O'(O,éo), lolleolps2, sup |b(2,0,80)])
t
such that, for all x e RY, 6 € LP (Q;R%)

p
sup EHX}‘”( ] <C(1+l6lID). (2.4)
teRy
p
sup E[ x10] ] <C(1+ [P + 0]15). (2.5)
teRy

Proof. By classical results on MV-SDEs, see for instance [8, Proposition 2.1] we know that, there exists C; > 0 that might
depend on time (in an increasing way) such that

P
E[X,[g]‘ ] +E[

So it remains to prove that this upper bound is uniform in time. Let us prove first (2.4). We start by proving it for p = 2. By

p
x| < ca e + ol (2.6)

2
Xt[9]| and Young’s inequality we have, for all € > 0,

applying It6’s formula to

d

2 2
I =2t e x| x| )+ ol [XE)| e+ 21 e (x1, [ 61N yaw)
2
< 2(x " bt X1, [X1V]) = b1,0,50) e + (1 + a)Ha(x}g], X! -0, 50)H dr

+ 2sup |b(z,0, 80|
t

x,“”)dt +(1+ & Y[l (0, 60)]1%dr + 2<x}“”,a(x}‘”, [X,[H]])dW,>.

Thanks to (Hsprl)-4, we can set 0 <& < (v — (Ky +K))(1 + K7 + K:;)‘l and 0 <A <v-(e+ (KY +K)(1+e¢)). Thus,
by Young’s inequality we get,

deQ/lt

2
x,[9]| < (2(1 +8)

2 2
I 2(x b, X1 [XE]) = b(2,0,60) )dr + (14 )| (X1, [ X)) - (0, 60)| ) 2 d
+ (7 sup [b(1,0,80) 2 + (1+ &™)l (0, 50) [P)e> Ve + 224 (X1, o (x [, [ x[T |yaw, ). (2.7)
t

Due to (2.6), the last term of the previous inequality is a martingale, we finally obtain by (#spg1)-1-2 and the definition of
4,

eQ/UE

2 t 2
x}‘”‘ S||9||§+2(/l—v+(1+8)Kf+8)/ e%Exs[‘”) ds
0

t
, c
+2(1+s)1<;,/ e%wg([xjgl],aoﬁdﬁﬁ(e”’—1)
0

J 2 C C
<1012 - 2(v - (1 +&) (K% +KT) + &) —/l)/o 2BE X}91| ds + ﬁe% <63 + =

24 ’

which gives us (2.4). Let us now prove it for any p > 2. By applying It&’s formula to |X[‘9]

p=2 -1
X} <X,[‘”,b(t,x}‘”,[X,[‘”])>dt+p—(p2 )

|p, we obtain

d|X;|” =p

p-2 2 p=2
s s i ).

p-2
We set dM, := |Xt[9]) <X,[9],0'(X,[9], [th]])dW,> which is a martingale due to (2.6). Thus, by using (#%spgl) and the
estimate for p = 2, we obtain
~1)

p-1
X KW [x1) o) + 22D

p-1 -1
X" Ky e+ lly)dr + %

d

)4 P p-1
x}‘”‘ < —np’Xt[G]‘ dt+le[9]’ Ib(2,0,50)|ds + p

p-2
x}‘”( o 12.ds + dM,

L1 |P
<-np XN 1b(2,0,60)ldr + p

p
th]‘ dr+p

p-2
X" o 2.de + A,

Now, using Young’s inequality with 0 < & < pn/3, gives

d

P
Xt[9]| < (-pn + 3¢)

[e1)? 1 1 b =2 (p(p—=1) o i
X, | de + (7P D (p|b(2,0,60))? + &P~V (pKLC(A +16l2))7 +&~ = (THO'HOO) dt + dM;



0] |p gives, by taking the expectation

Ifweset 0 <Ad=n- 378, then applying It6’s formula to dep’l’|X[

P t
ep’“EHth]‘ ]g ||9||§’,+/0 C(1+[l6]2)e ds,

which gives the wanted result. We prove (2.5) by using same computations and (2.4). O
Now we give the first exponential convergence result for the solution to (MV-SDE).

Theorem 2.7. Assume that (#sprl) is fulfilled. Then, for allp > 2, 0,6’ € L*>(Q;R9), t > 0 and for A := v— (KT +K7) >0,

Wo([ X[, [x!T]) < Waclel. [oDye . (2.8)
Proof. Let 6, 8’ € L?(Q;R4). By applying It6’s formula to 62/\’|)~(,|2, where X = X191 — X191 "we obtain due to (H&pg1)-3,
de?™ %[ < 208+ KD Par+ 2(x1 = X1 b, x 1 [ %!y = b, X1, | X)) Jae
+ 2K W[ X1 | X7 2e2ar + 228 (Ko, (e (x| x|y = o x, [ X1 pyaws).

Thanks to Proposition 2.6, the stochastic integral in the previous estimate is a martingale. Thus, taking the expectation gives
by (#sprl)-1 and the definition of A,

ME||% ] < B[l - 0] - 20 - (A + k7)) /t B[X, [ [e240ds + 2%, /t Wa(| x|, [x1T])2e2 s
0 0
<x[jg-af),

where 6, 6’ are G-measurable r.v. such that [6] = [8] and [6'] = [#’]. Then we obtain the wanted result by taking an optimal
coupling of ([6],[0"]) for the W>-Wasserstein distance. O

Remark 2.8. Thanks to Remark 2.3, this result still holds if we assume that n > K f’g and we drop the L-dissipative assumption.
This case is already known in the literature, see for instance [12, Proposition 3.1] by replacing, in the cited reference, y by
n — K7 and by considering our slightly different assumption on the Lipschitz constants of o.

Corollary 2.9. Assume that (H#spgl) is fulfilled. Let (B;);>0 be a bounded progressively measurable process such that, by
Girsanov’s theorem, wQ .= w- /0' Bsds is a Q—Brownian motion for Q the associated Girsanov’s probability. Let us assume
that v > K7 +V2K7 |Bl., and set &,y such that 0 < & < v—K{ =V2K{|Bl, 0 <y <v=KJ=V2K{|Bloo—& andy < v—(KJ +K%,).
Then, there exists C > 0 such that, for all x,x’ € R%, 6,6’ € L*>(Q;R%) and t > 0,

~ L9112
EQ[X:"W—X;"W| < C (v =¥+ Wa([6], [0']) e (2.9)

Proof. We write the equation satisfied by X*[?] under Q as
a1 = b X (X0 Dar+ o (P [ X e+ (0T | X aw,

Then, by applying It6’s formula to e27’|)~(,|2, with X = X191 = x¥-19] e have by using (#%pg1)-2, Young’s inequality, the



fact that v < n and Theorem 2.7,

a (e2%[7) < 2031 =1 (e X2 [ X1y = e X, [XIT|))eR ar + 2KT 4 VRRT I + e | [ar
+ 20l 2K G X Wa ([ X[ [ X171 e + 2k G e wa (| X[ [ x!])2ar
4262 (%, (e (G, [y = (1, [T aw)
<=2 (17— (K7 +V2KT|Bl + 7)) e |Xi["ar + 20181 2K + Ko [ W[ x/7)]. [ X7 e
+ 2K % e Wa( [X,“”], [X,W]- )2dr + 227 (X, (o (X719, [X;“[”]]) —ox [X;‘"[H']]))dW;Q>
<21 — (K¢ + V2KT 1Bl + v + &) e |%i "t + (1Bl 2K G + KL)% (2) 71 + 2k ) Wa(| X7, [x]7T])2e2 s
262X, (@O, [ ) - o, [ yawd)

<=2 (v - (K)'CT + WLBLX, +v+ 8)) ezyti)ztfdt + C‘WQ([X,[H]], [th’]])ze%tdt

262X, (O, X)) = o6, [ 1 | paw)
< CWa([61, 10220~ Nrar + 26X, (o (1L, [ ) = o g1, X1 yaw,

Using Proposition 2.10, the stochastic integral is a martingale. Hence, by taking the expectation w.r.t @ and recalling that
vy < A, we have

2B [%[*] < 1 - 17 + CWa(16], [6])2,

which gives the desired result. ]
The next result extend Proposition 2.6 under the new probability Q.

Proposition 2.10. Assume that (Hsprel) is fulfilled. Let B and Q be defined as in Corollary 2.9 and let us assume that
v > K7 +V2K{ |Ble- Then, for all p > 2, there exists C = C(p, v, K;’,K;,K;,O'(O, 00) lo |l p>2, sup |b(2,0,80)|) such that
t

for all x e RY, 6 € LP (Q;RY),

5 p
sup EQHX,[H]‘ ] <C(1+ 0115, (2.10)
teR,
) »
sup EQ[ X;"“”( ] <C(1+x|” + [1611). (2.11)
teR,

Proof. This is a straight forward adaptation of the proof of Proposition 2.6 where we replace (2.7) by the following inequality,
for & small enough and 0 <y <v-(1+¢&)KJ - V2K |8l — &,

2
x| < (2(7 +e+2KT|Bl.)

2
+ 1+ o)t [X1Y]) = (0, 60)|| ¢ dr + (5 sup b(1,0,60)1% + (1 + &™) (0, 60) [2)e
t

2
de2! X}H]) + 2<X,[6’], b, X, [X,[g]]) — b(1,0, 50)>) e ds

+2e2(x!, o (x| X[y aw?).

2
X 2(x b, X1, [X1]) - b, 50)>) e di

< (2()/ +e+2K7|Ble + (1 +)KY)
+ (21(:;(1 +8)C(1+10]12) + & tsup |b(1,0,60)> + (1 + &~ 1)[|o (0, 50)||2) e?'ds
t
+ 202 (X1 (x| %]y aw),

applying (2.4) in the last inequality. From here, the remaining of the proof is the same as for Proposition 2.6. O



2.2 The weak dissipative framework

In this subsection, we consider the equation (MV-SDE) in a simpler framework where o~ does not depend on the distribution,
namely:
dX, = b(t, X, [ X, ])dt + oo (X;)dW,;, >0. (2.12)

It should be possible to extend some results of this subsection when o also depend on the distribution but at the cost of
additional strong constraints on the Lipschitz and monotonicity constants of » and o, see Remark 2.17.

The aim of this subsection is to relax the strong dissipativity assumption on b into a weak one: Generally speaking, b is
now allowed to be dissipative only outside a ball. In order to obtain the same results as Theorem 2.7 and Corollary 2.9 in this
new framework, we use a classical approach based on a reflection coupling as in [7] and [18], themselves based on the seminal
paper [11].

Assumption (Jspg2).
1. There exists R, Kgp, Kf, n > 0 such that for all x,x’ € R, u,u’ € P1(R?) and 1> 0
|b(t’xv /1) - b(t’x,’ :ul)l < K)lc7|x —)C/| + Kc_bgi(wl(ﬂ’ ﬂ,)’
(=", bt 1) = b2, 1)) < —nlx =X 1P 1mpor + KY I = X1 v <k,

2. o is bounded and uniformly elliptic, i.e. there exists o > 0 such that for all x € R?: o(x)o(x)T > o 214,

3. there exists K¢ > 0 such that for all x,x" € R%: ||o(x) — o (x")|| < V2K |x — X',

11+2K)[? 2

4. Kb <(m-KQ)e 2%
We start by giving some uniform estimates on the moments of solutions of (MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE).
Proposition 2.11. Assume that (#spg2) holds. For all p > 2, there exists C = C(p,n, K7, Kf’%;, R,0(0), [lo|lce1lps2, sup |b(t,0, o))
t
such that for all x € R%, 6 € LP (Q;RY),

p
sup E[ ] <C(1+ 0|12, (2.13)
teR,
sup B[ 1| <c+ 1 + o). (2.14)
teR,
Proof. The proof follows same computations as for Proposition 2.6 using the fact that Kf’% <n-K¢. O

We can now obtain the first exponential convergence result for (MV-SDE).

Theorem 2.12. Assume that (#spg2) holds and let p > 2. Then, there exists C = C(n,O'o,Ki’,Kj’%,,Kf,R) > 0 and
n=n(n, UO,K)IZ,KEI’%,K;T,R) > 0 such that, for all 6,0’ € L*P~1(Q;R?) and t > 0,

(Wl([x,[g]], [X}"']]) <Cwi([6), [0 )e ™, (2.15)

W, (X [5E]) < € v el + 161, 7 wa 6. (o) Pe . (2.16)

pP-

Proof. Firstly, we prove (2.15) by using Theorem A.2. By setting b(z, -) = b(t, -, [X["”]])7 b'(t,-) = b(t,-, [X[(”l]]) and (Xo, X{) =
(6,6'), we have that (X, X’) is a coupling of (X[?1, Xl¢1). Moreover, we have My=K’R, &; < K%EHX, - X,’H and we can take
¢ = K%, since (A.4) is satisfied due to (H#%pr2)-4. Hence, by Theorem A.2, (2.15) holds. In order to obtain the results for

p > 1, we use the following suitable Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality. Let (X, X’) be an optimal coupling of (X1, X1} for the
W, -distance. By using, Proposition 2.11 with 2p — 1, we obtain

Wy [ [0y = w6 < 2l -1 =l - - x]
<B[|x, - x| e[, - xi)]?
S i A R
<C(1+ ||e||2p2” + ||9'||2p2p )Wl([ ] [thfj])l/p.

The proof concludes by using (2.15). O
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The next theorem concerns some exponential convergence results for (Decoupled SDE).

Theorem 2.13. Assume that (Hspr2) holds and let p > 2. Then, there exists C = C(n,o-o,K)‘c",Kf’%,Kf,R) > 0 and
1 =1n(n, Uo,Kf,chf,Kf,R) > 0 such that, for all x,x’ € R%, 6,0’ € L*’?"1(Q;R%) and t > 0,

Wi x| [ < € e -+ Wadlon 101 e (2.17)
1 ~
W, (X1 [y < 00+ I 4 15+ ol 1971, %) (1 -1+ WA (16 0D P) e P, (218)
Proof. First, due to triangular inequality, one has

wi ([ [ty < wn et | [Ty w1, [,

For the first term on the right-hand side, we apply Theorem A.2 by setting b(t,-) = b’(z,-) = b(t, -, [th]]) and (Xo, X() = (x,x")
which ensures that (X, X’) is a coupling of (X191, x*[¢1) Moreover we have Mb:KfR and & = ¢ =0 for all t > 0. Then,

wi(|x 1] [ 1)) < e -

For the second term, we set b(t,-) = b(t,-, [X[g]]), b'(t,-) = b(t,-, [Xt[gl]]) with My = K2R and Xj = X{, = x" which ensures
that (X, X’) is a coupling of (X*1¢1 x*"1¢']) Then, Theorem A.2 gives us

t t
‘Wl([X,x,’[HJ], [th/’wlj]) = Wi([X.], [X/]) < CWi([Xol, [X)])e ™™ + Ce‘ﬁt/O &y ds = Ce‘ﬁt/O Eye ds.

Since & < CWi( [X,[‘”], [x}"’]]), we obtain by using (2.15) that

t
(Wl([th’[gJ], [sz’w J]) < Ce_"t/O eM=ms s,

Moreover, by using the following trivial fact: for all ¢1,ce > 0, for all £ > 0,

min (¢1,¢3) ,

e*Clt‘/‘ (c1-e2)sq¢ < Cepcne” 21, (2.19)
0
we can conclude that there exists 7 < min (7, 77) such that

W[, [ 1)) < cwn e, e

Finally, the proof of (2.18) follows with the same Cauchy-Schwarz’s trick used in Theorem 2.12. O

Proposition 2.14. Assume that (#spr2) is fulfilled. Let (B;);>0 be a bounded progressively measurable process such that, by
Girsanov’s theorem, w2 =W - f() Bsds is a Q-Brownian motion for Q the associated Girsanov’s probability. for all p > 2,
there exists C = C(p,n, K;’,Kf,Kb ,R, \,B w1 llo) > 0 such that, for all x € RY, 6 € LP(Q;RY),

= P
sup B2[|x!1|"] <c+ i), (2.20)
teRy

= p
sup EQ[ x;"[‘”( ] <C(1+ x| +[|6]%). (2.21)
teRy

Proof. The proof is the same as the one did for Proposition 2.10. O

Now, let us consider a bounded function g : R, x R4 x Pog2 — R such that B(z,.,.) is Lipschitz uniformly with respect
to ¢t and let us denote PP the semi group associated to the family of SDEs, for all x € R?, § € L24*2(Q; RY),

AxP>101 = (g, xP 10 [x,[‘”]) + o (XL gy, xB10)) [x}‘”])dt +oxXPhaw,, rx0, xPOUT-x (222)

Let us emphasize that (2.22) is not a decoupled McKean-Vlasov’s SDE since the law dependence in b and 8 corresponds to
the original McKean-Vlasov’s SDE, i.e. the SDE where 8 = 0.
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Theorem 2.15. Assume that (#5pg2) is fulfilled and let us consider a bounded function B : Ry X R4 x Pogs2 — R4, for
g > 0, such that B(t,.,.) is Lipschitz uniformly with respect to t. Let € € (0,1] and let us consider a measurable function
Y RYx Pog+2 — R that satisfies for all x,x’" € Ry, p € qu+2(Rd)

0 Ce ) = 0 )] < (L [+ 7+ Wagaa (0. 1) + Wagaa(0. 1)) (v = 2| + Wi 1)) . (2.23)

Then, there exists C = C(q,7, Uo,Kf,Kf,Kf’g,R, 1Bloos llollee) > 0 and 5 = ﬁ(U,O'o,Kf,Kgp,Kf,R, 1Blos lollee) > O such that,
for all x,x’ € R4, 6 € L?4*2(Q;RY) and 1 > 0,

PLIWIC, [0) = PLIUIC, [0D)] < COL+ 12 4 10|72 |32 7 2 - x| . (2:24)

Proof. Let us prove (2.24). We set (U;, U!) an optimal coupling of (X;B’x’[e],ng’x”w]) for the W) —distance. By using the
locally Hélder property of ¢ and Young’s inequality, we have

PEIY](x, [0]) - PP W] (x', [9])’ < ‘E[.p(ru,, [XI[HJ]) — (U, [th]])”

q
< CE (1 1t + ]+ x| ) 2, —fuﬂ
t t t
2q+2
qg+e/2
<CE (1 4 |(th|q+s/2 " |(L{t/|q+5/2 + | Xt[H] v ) |(th _ (th,|e/2] (2-25)

g+e/2
t

<C (1 +E[j22a%] " + IE[|(L1,’|2"+E]1/2 + ) x!¢]

)Enu — U, |1
2q+2

2g+e 1/2 g+e/2

X! Wy (L, ez,

, 2q+e 1/2
Xf’x’[gl) ] +‘

=C (1 +B[xp 1]

o3|

2g+2
Since B is bounded, we can set §; := B(z, Xf’[g], [Xt[g]])dt and remark that

|

where Q is defined in Proposition 2.14. Then, by using (2.13), with p = 2g+€ > 2 if g > 1 and with p = 2 and Jensen’s
inequality otherwise, (2.21), Jensen’s and Young’s inequalities we obtain

2g+e 1/2

>

2q+e€ 1/2 ~
Xl ] =EQ[

th,[e]‘

PP, [0) = PLIGI, [0D] < CO+ 2 415|741 + ol 2y Wh (x5 100, X102, (2.26)

Finally, we deal with the term W, (ng’x’“ﬂ,ng’x/’“ﬂ)e/2 by using Theorem A.2. We set b(t,-) = b'(¢,-) := b(t,-, [X,[G]]) +
o()B(t,-, [XI[H]]) and we check that it satisfies (A.2). By using (4% pg2) we have, for all R” > R,

(= b, [ X)) = b, [X1)) + o [x1)) - e [ X1
< =1l = Plvorr + KRl =2 Pl wi<rr + 20l llo o = x|
2|l

o]l 2
T = Pl sk + (KPR 4 21Bloollolloo) v = ¥ Lo <

<-( R

Thus, by taking R’ large enough, b satisfies (A.2) with n = n — M > K and My = KPR +2|B|,||0||. Hence, we
can apply Theorem A.2 with & = ¢ =0, in order to obtain

fwl([xf’x’[”]], [Xf’x/m]) < Clx x| (2.27)
It just remains to plug the previous estimate into (2.26) in order to get (2.24). O
Remark 2.16. If ¢ is globally e-Hoélder, i.e. ¢ = 0 in (2.23), then (2.25) can be replaced by the better estimate
P, [6) - PP w1, 10D < CE[{t: — 24| < CE[[, - 24] = cwa([ x|, [xP 190 ye.
So, (2.24) can be improved in order to obtain

PLIVI, [6]) - PP Lv] (', [9])’ <Clx—x'|e™ ™.
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Remark 2.17.

1. If b is strongly dissipative, i.e. R — 0, then (S pg2)-4 corresponds to the assumption Kf’%) <n—K¢J which is the usual
constraint needed in the strong dissipative framework: see for instance [19, Assumption (E)] or subsection 2.1.

2. Under (#spg2), we no longer asked b to be Lipschitz under the “Wa-Wasserstein distance, but under the W) one, which
is a stronger assumption than the one used in the strong dissipativity framework.

3. It is possible to add a distribution dependency on o by using same computations as in the proof of [17, Theorem 3.1].
However, these computations need a stronger complicated assumption where Lipschitz constants appear in a strong
intricated way: see assumptions appearing in [17, Theorem 2.1]. In order to ensure the readability of this article, we
decided to consider a simpler framework, i.e. o that does not depend on the distribution. Nevertheless assumption
(AspEel) in the previous subsection allows a distribution dependency of o.

3 The Ergodic Distribution Dependent BSDE

The aim of this section is to prove, under the two different sets of assumptions (#5pgl) and (H5pE2), a result of existence
and uniqueness of the following distribution dependent ergodic BSDE

T T
v = Lo +/ (f(XS[Q], [XS[QJ], zLoh _ /l) ds —/ z%aw,, VOo<t<T (EBSDE)
' 0
where the unknown is the triple (Y191, 1?1 1) and with X1 the solution to (MV-SDE) with s = 0 and b, f satisfying following
assumptions.
Assumption (7). There exists g > 0 such that
1 f:(x,uz) 3R x Pog+2 (RY) x RY - R is uniformly K{—Lipsehitz w.r.t z,

2. (a) there exists C > 0 such that for all x € R¢,6 € L29*2(Q;R9),

(6, 161,00 < L+ <7 + lollg 1),

(b) there exists € € (0,1] and C > 0 such that for all x,x” € R?, 6,6’ € L?4*2(Q;R?) and all z € R,

|f(x, [0],2) = f(, (0], )1 < CQL+ x|+ 1|7 + 116115, 1 + 10115,,0) (WALOL 0D + [x =x"[) . (3.1)

3. for b defined in (MV-SDE), b no longer depends on time.

Remark 3.1. We could work in the larger space P(24+¢)v2 instead of Pay 2 but, for readability reasons, we decided to stay
in Pag+2, underlying the fact that the restriction is very weak.

In order to prove the existence of a solution (¥,Z, 1) to (EBSDE), we will work with the associated decoupled EBSDE
given by

T

T
A :y;’wu/ (f(xg"“”,[X}H]],z;"“”)—ﬁ) ds—/ zo0aw.,  vo<:i<T, (Decoupled EBSDE)
t t

and we will follow the classical proof that introduce a discounted approximation of (Decoupled EBSDE), see for instance
[9],[15],[16]: Let a > 0,

T T
y o 10] =Y;”"’[‘”+/ (f(xg"[“”,[X}’”],Zf’x’[‘”)—aY;”"’["])ds—/ z&o1 g, (a~BSDE)
t

t

Let us remark once again that (Decoupled EBSDE) becomes (EBSDE) when we replace x by a G-measurable r.v. 6 €
L24+2(Q; RY).
Let us now give the two different sets of assumptions we are going to use to prove the main result:

Assumption (547).
1. (%pEl) and () hold,
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2. v>KY +V2KZK/!,

3. o is invertible.

Assumption (543).
1. (HspE2) and (J4) hold.

Proposition 3.2. Let us assume that (J4) or (#3) hold. Then, for all @ > 0, x € R, § € L?9*2, there exists a unique
solution (Y ®*-101 za-x.101y ¢y (a—BSDE) such that zox10] ¢ LIQOC(Q; L?(R4;RY)) and there exists C that does not depend on
@, such that for all x € R, 6 € L29*2(Q;RY):

a,x,[0 C 1
volo s = (1 i+ ongs ) (3.2)

Moreover, there exists a measurable function {% : RY x P2q+2(Rd) — R4 such that Z;”x’[a] = {“(th’w], [X,[e]]) a.s. for a.e.

teRy, allx eR? and § € L2342,

Proof. If we consider a solution (Y®*[01 z@x10]) to (a—BSDE) such that Z**1¢] ¢ L120c
Urso 8%7 then we have the a priori estimate

+00
0

where Q¢ is the Girsanov’s probability associated to the bounded process 8% defined for all s > 0 as

(@ L*(Ry;RY)) and Y191 ¢

q+e
)ds,
2q+2

ds

FexE X 0)

+00
s/ e—‘”cu+EQ"[|X;"“’]|‘1+8]+”XS“”
0

PO [l ze ) - et 61 0y

@ . a,x,[0\T
BY: Za’x’w] (z ) 1Z;t,x,[8]¢0. (3.3)

A

Let us remark that |8%]e < Kf uniformly in @. Then, we can apply Proposition 2.10 under (4#) or Proposition 2.14 under
(), Jensen’s and Young’s inequalities to get that there exists C > 0 that does not depend on a, such that

su]% EQG [|X;c,[9]|q+8] <C (1 + |x|q+8 + ”0”315) <C (1 + |x|(1+1 + ”0”;1;41—2) (34)
s>

and then

xlo) . € 1
gl < = (1 e 0lg)

Thanks to this a priori estimate, we can directly adapt the proof of [3, Lemma 3.1] which is restricted to the bounded
framework in order to get the existence and uniqueness result. Finally, the Markovian representation of Z®*[?] is classical,
see e.g. the 4th step in the proof of [15, Theorem 18].

O

Let us recall the following flow property, see [10, Lemma 4.25 and Remark 4.26], that will be useful later.

Proposition 3.3. For X!91 the solution to (MV-SDE) starting from 6 € L*1*2(Q;R?) and X191 the solution to (Decoupled SDE)
starting from x € R?, we have

x,[6] [yl6]
wlo) _ XX
vl =y .
The main goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Under (#) or (#3) the following holds: there exists a deterministic function @ : RY x P2q+2(Rd) - R
satisfying that there exists C > 0 such that for all x,x’ € R%,0,0" € L*1*%(Q;R%) we have

1. (0, u*) = 0 where u* is the unique invariant measure of (MV-SDE),

2. Jax, [0D)] < C(L+ x| + 1l0]14 ),
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3. depending on the set of assumption, u satisfies
(a) for (71),
la(x, [6]) = a(x', [0'D)] < C(AL+ x|+ [X'|* + 110115, ,5 + 16°]15,,5) (Ix — x| + Wa([6]. [6'D°),

(b) for (),

i, [6) =, [0'D] < CQL+ T2 11972 4 o210 + 10157150 (e = 1 + Waclo), LoD </2)

For x e R? and 0 € L*1*2(Q;RY), we set Y, = ﬁ(X,x’[g], [th]]). Then there exists A € R and Z € L? (Q; L?(R4;RY)) such that

loc

(Y,Z, Q) is a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE). Moreover, there exists a measurable function ¢ : RY x P2q+2(Rd) — RY such
that Z, = Z(th’[e], [XI[H]]) a.s. for a.e. t € R,.

Finally A is unique in the class of Markovian solutions (Y,Z,A) such that Y = u(X*19], [X[e]]) where u satisfies 2., Z €
L2 (Q; L2(Ry;RY) and Z = ¢((X5191, [X[g]]). Moreover, if o is uniformly elliptic, which is already satisfied under (),

loc

then (Y, Z) is unique in this class if we also add that u satisfies 1. and 3.

Remark 3.5. The existence and uniqueness of y* is a direct consequence of [24, Theorem 3.1] and Theorem 2.7 or Theo-
rem 2.12.

Remark 3.6. We obtain an existence and uniqueness result for (EBSDE) by evaluating (Y-[?1, Z1¢1) at § in Theorem 3.4.

The remainder of this section consists of proving Theorem 3.4 separately for each set of assumptions.

3.1 Under the assumptions 74

Let us assume that (J74) holds.
Proof of Theorem 3.4. Existence: Let us define u® : R¢ X Pogr2 — R, as u®(x, [6]) = Yoa’x’[g] for all x € R?, 6 € L2472 (Q; RY)

and let us prove that it satisfies an equicontinuous estimate. Let x,x’ € R and 6,6’ € L24*2(Q;R9). As in [9, Lemma 2.6], we

,[0] a,x’,
~Y,

apply It6’s formula to e~ (¥,"* [0’]), in order to get

T
ua(x’ [9]) _ ua(xl, [9/]) .= Y(;YX,[S] _ YOH/,X ,[6'] - e—aT(Y;l,X,[B] _ YT(‘I’X (o ]) _/ e—as(Z;LX,[Q] _ Z;l’x ,[6 ])dWs
0
T
+/O e (Ot | Xz < e 1 [x Ze 1 as
’ ’ T ’ ’
< ety lol_ypntoly / zye ol =z aw - prds)
0
T
+/0 e (e [z 1) = poe 1, [ x ze 1)) as,
where 8¢ is a bounded progressively measurable process given by, for s > 0,

POl ze 1 - o), [, ze ey

X, [0 X[
B;l : (Z;Y * [ ] - Z;I x [ ])leq‘x‘[9]¢za,x'.[9’]- (35)
Z(t,x,[e] _ Za/,x/,[Q’] s s

A )

|2

Let us set Q“ the Girsanov’s probability associated to 2. Then, by taking the expectation under Q, by using Proposition 3.2,
(#4), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.10 with 2¢ if ¢ > 1 or with 2 and Jensen’s inequality if 0 < ¢ < 1, the
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fact that “W; < W, Jensen’s inequalities and Young’s inequalities,
(. [6]) — o, 6] < e R |11y 1|
T
o [ e [rog L [ 2o < et [z A as
0
C ’ 1 ’ 1 -
< (U I T g + 101G e T
T . q e
+ C/ " RS Xj“” + Hx{g ]“ )
0 2q+2 2g+2
€ ’
x( +wa(| X1 | Xy} | as

C 1 1 +1 1\ _aT
< ;(1 + x|+ T+ |I0||3q+2 + II9’|IZq+2)e ¢

(1+

q
x4

’ 7114
X;"[B]‘ +|

X;\'s[g] _ X;C/,[HI]

T
FCA+ Il + 117+ 101, 4o + 1612, 1) /0

g

where C does not depend on @. Then, we just have to apply Theorem 2.7 and Corollary 2.9 to get

o272 ,
X=X ] +wa(| X!, [Xi“])f)ds,

[e4 /.’ ’ C ’ 1 ’ 1 —a
(2, 161) = u® (6, [O'D] < = (1 + 0 170 4+ 101500, + 161405 )e T

T
£ OO+l 4 17+ 101, + 10'0,.0) (b =1+ WaCl) 0)) [ e s
and, by taking T — +oo,
e (x, [0]) = u® (", [0'D] < CA+ x| + [T+ 10115, 40 + 167115,45) (I = x| + Wa([6], [6DF) .

Therefore, @® := u® — u®(0, u*) satisfies also, for all x,x” € R¢, 6,0" € L29*2(Q;R?), a > 0,

i@ (x, [6]) —a®(x", [0'D)] < C(1+ |x|7 + |x|7 + ||9||3q+2 + ||9'||Zq+2) (Ix = x| + Wa([6], [6'])€) (3.6)
and
@ (x. [0)] < C(1L+ x4 [16]14:1,). (3.7)

Consequently, by using a diagonal procedure, there exists a sequence (a,), \,o and & such that &% — i on a countable dense

subset of RY X Pag40(RY) (which exists since both are separable, see e.g. the paragraph after [10, Corollary 5.6]). We can
extend this convergence on the whole space due to the equicontinuous estimate. It is easy to see that & satisfies 1., 2. and
3. thanks to estimates (3.6)-(3.7). We set Y@*-101 .= o (x*191 [x10]]) and Y*19) .= (x*19] [x191]). Furthermore, since
lau®(0, u*)| < C due to (3.2), we have that there exists A such that (@,u® (0, u*)), tends to 2 up to a subsequence that, by
a slight abuse of notation, we still denote (@,),. Then, due to (3.7) and classical estimates on SDEs, we know that, for any
T >0,

2q+2
sup th,[HJ

t<T

_ 2
Lol ] <C (1 +E

E[sup sup + ||0||‘21q+2) < 400,

t<T a>0

Hence, by dominated convergence theorem, we get, for all T > 0,

T
=),
0
By applying Itd’s formula to \17,\2 where Y := Yon%l0] _yomx.[0] gnq 7 .= zon-510] — zam:x.[0] for n.m € N, one could

get that (Z“"’x’[g]) is a Cauchy sequence in LIQOC(Q; L2(R,,RY)) and thus that there exists Z*[?] e L120c (Q; L?(R4,RY)) such
n
that, for all T > 0,

T
E/
0

_ _ 2
Y;’"’x’[o] - th,[(’]‘ dt — 0 and

2
7 @n,x,[0] _ 5x,[6]
Y, -Y, ) — 0.

_ _ 2
zon 01 _ zx 01 g 0.
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By applying same arguments as in [14], we can also prove the existence of a measurable function ¢ : RY x Pog+2 (R?) — R4
such that Z*191 = Z(Xx*, [X!91]). Finally, we can pass to the limit in the BSDE

T T
ponnl0] _ gonxl0] +/ (f(X;c,IHJ’ [XSLF)J],ZS%,X»[HJ) — g, 710 _anuan(o,u*))ds_/ Zen s L0 qyy
0 0

in order to show that (Y*1¢1, Z%[91 1) is a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE).
Uniqueness: Let (Y*191 zx101 1) and (y/*191, 25191 17} be solutions to (Decoupled EBSDE) with (u, ) and («’, ")

respectively associated to (¥,Z) and (Y’,Z’) with same property as i defined above. Denoting Y = Yy~ —yxlf] and
Z = z%101 _ 7/%10] we have

¥, = Z,fodt — (A= X)dt = Z,dW, = (A = A')dt — Z,dW, (3.8)
where 8 is the progressively measurable process given by

f(XtX’[H]’ I:XZ[H]]’ZIQ’X’[H]) _ f(X;C’[H], I:Xt[g]:l’zt’(l»x,[(ﬂ)
Br =

(Zta,x,[e] _ Ztm,x,[e])T1Zta.x.m¢z,a,x,[a] (3.9)

t

2
Z(I,X, 0 Z/a/,x, 0

and dWZ := AW, — B,dr. Thus, by taking the expectation w.r.t. the new Girsanov’s probability Q associated to 8, we obtain
t

Then, due to the polynomial growth of of u,u” and Proposition 2.10, we obtain

1+ (14 |x]97 + ||6]|9Fh). (3.10)

C -
-als 8 ! ol s

e e e e T e
2g+1 T
Thus, by taking T — +oco, we obtain that A is unique.

Let us show now that u = u’. We can remark that (u(X*#,u*), J(X**, u*), ) and (u' (XK, u*), ' (X5H, u*), 1) are
solutions to the same classical, ergodic BSDE, i.e. a non-distribution dependent one. Since we assume that o is invertible, we
can apply [15, Theorem 20] in order to get that u(.,u*) = u’(., u*). Hence, since for all T > 0, x € R? and 6 € L27*2(Q;RY),
u(X;’[G],,u*) = u’(X;f’[g],,u*), we have, due to (3.7), the locally Lipschitz property of u, u’, Corollary 2.9 and (2.11),

[t [xL)) - ), [X;HJ])”

I
o]
=)

|u(x,0) —u'(x,0)]

_ g0 >u(X;f’[9], ’X;g] ) (X0 iy (O ) (x1O), [X;a]])”

B [ X)) = w1 ||+ [0 6y = o [ x|

IA

g0 u(X;’[e], X;H] ) - M(X;’[Q], [X#])H + |EQ|:MI(X;»[9], [X}‘*]) _ u/(X;,[H], [X[e]])”
w O, [ = o [ )||
+ (W2qq+2 (/J*? 0)) (WQ(X;H]’ [X#x])f

* s — T
(1+ Wl + 1615, . + WS, o (17, 0)) Wa([6], 1) e ™77 =50

< B g X |y = w0 [ || + 29

< C (14117 + 1015,
<C

Uniqueness of Z is a direct consequence of It6’s formula applied to (3.8).

3.2 Under the assumption J%
Let us assume that (523) holds.
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Proof of Theorem 3.4. Existence: As in the proof of Section 3.1 we will prove that u®, defined for all x € R?, 6 € L29*2(Q; RY)

as u?(x, [6]) := Yoa’x’[g]7 satisfies an equicontinuous estimate, firstly with respect to x and then with respect to [6]. Let x € R¢
and 6 € L24*2(Q; R?). We have, by applying It6’s formula to e“”Y,a’x’[g],

T

T
u (x, [60]) = YR10) = gmaTyanlo] +/ e_‘”f(Xf’[g],[XA‘[Q]],ZA?’X’[B])ds—/ Z101 .
0 0

T T
— €_aTY;~1’x’[9] +/ e_‘”f(X;C’[e], [XS[H]],O)dS/ Zsa,x,[H](dWS _ﬂ(c)z(X;v,[H]’ [XS[H]])dS), (3.11)
0 0

with
— f(X’ M, ga(x’ /J)) - f(X’ M, O)
2o (x, p)?

We already know that B is bounded by K ‘Zf, so we can apply Girsanov’s theorem. However, B is not necessarily Lipschitz
but we can approximate it thanks to the following lemma.

Bo (x, 1) : C( ) Lzatepmyz0s Y (5 1) € RY X Poga. (3.12)

Lemma 3.7. There exists a uniformly bounded sequence of Lipschitz function (B, )n such that, sup ||B( , Il < +00,
’ neN ’

1B (x. [0]) = B, (x", [0'])] < Culx = x| + CuWa([61.[']),  V(x.0),(x",0) e R x L*7**(Q;RY),

and
lim B, (x, [60]) = 5 (x. [6]), V(x,0) e RY x L2*2(Q;R),

Proof. By lifting [6] on the Hilbert space L?(€;R%) o L29*2(Q; RY) we get a function 82 : R? x L?(Q;R%) such that for all
6 € L24*2(Q; RY) ~ [0] and x € R?, B%(x,6) = B%(x, [A]). Then, we can apply [9, Lemma 3.5] in order to get the existence of a
uniformly bounded sequence of Lipschitz lifted functions (B(‘)”n)n such that /36’ (X, 6) — B(x,6) when n — +co, which implies
that

B (x. [6]) = B, (x.6) — B (x.0) = B (x. [6]),  V(x.6) € R x L*"*2(Q;R).

Moreover, for all (x,0), (x',8’) € R? x L2*2(Q; R¥) with [6] = [6] and [6'] = [¢], we have
185, (x, [6]) = B, (x, [6'D] = 185, (x,6) = BE.,, (x'.6)] < Culx = x| + C,E[16 — 6'*] /2.

Then, it just remains to take for (6,6’) an optimal coupling of ([6],[6’]) for the Wo—Wasserstein distance in order to
conclude. O

Let us denote (Y®m5101 zanxl0ly the solution of the infinite horizon BSDE (3.11) where By is replaced by Bg,
and u®"(x,[6]) = Yé”"’x’[g]. Then using Girsanov’s theorem we get that there exists Qf, for which WIQO'" =W, -

fot ,BB’H(X;C’[H], [Xs[e]])ds is a Qff ,~Brownian motion and we obtain, for all x € R9, 0 € L24*2(Q,RY),

T
e 10]) = e TESn [urn ), (xR |+ [ e ma pxe ) %] oas
0
T
— e—an;,n[ua,n](x’ [0]) +'/0' e—(lsp;hn[f(.’,’())](x, [6])ds, (313)

where (P"");>0 is the semigroup associated to the following family of SDEs

a,n,x,[0] _ a,n,x,[0] [6] a,n,x,[0]\ pa a,n,x,[0] [6] a,n,x,[0]
{ dX;((;r,n,x,[(i] :;(x, , [X, ])d; + (X! )BE, (X , [x ])dt + (X AW 1200
Let us set #%" := u®" — u®"(0, u*). Then, for all x,x’ € R?,0 € L292(Q,R9), (3.13) gives us
e [0]) — L 10) = e T (PR [ x [6]) - P e [6])
+/OT€_M (PG 0], [6]) = P f (- 0], [6]) ds. (3.15)
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By using Proposition 3.2, Proposition 2.11 and Theorem 2.15 in (3.15), we obtain that there exists C that does not depend
on n and @ such that

C
@ (x, [61) = @ (& [OD] < e T= (14 el + |7+ (o))
[0

T
+c(1+|x|q+1/2+|x’|‘1+1/2+||9||g;i;2)|x_x'|a/ o (@ )5 g
0

q+1/2

T—o0 £
5 C(L+ T2 T2 o) e - |2 (3.16)

Then, the same diagonal argument as in the second step of the proof of [15, Proposition 16] gives us that %" — i :=
u® —u®(0,u") when n — +co, up to a subsequence. It easily implies, thanks to (3.16), that, there exists C that does not
depend on a such that for all x,x” € R?, 0 € L?4*2(Q,RY),

@ (x, [0]) = @ (', [OD)] < C(L+ x| 72 4 /|94 4 1940107 e - 271 (3.17)

2g+2

It remains to deal with % (x’, [8]) —a®(x’, [0']), for all x’ € R%,6,6" € L29*2(Q,R¥). To that end, we will not use the same
probability change as above. Indeed, we write

(', [0]) - a®(x', [0']) —e T (YTa,x’,[H] _Y;x / (Zax 6] ax [0])(dW — Bds)
+/T —as (f(x [X[el] 205101 (g 10] [Xs[e']] Zf”‘"[e']))ds
0

for B given in (3.5) where x is replaced by x’. We have, due to the boundedness of 8% and Girsanov’s theorem, that there
exists Q% under which dW2" := dw; — B&ds is a Q¥-Brownian motion. Hence, we have

B0 [0]) - (7 [0]) = e Tme [ g, [ 6 - a“(x;““"h [X}Q’J])]

/0 ! e (OO [xI], Ze ) < px [xlﬂ’J],z;”"”l"”))ds]. (3.18)

+E*

Thanks to (3.18), let us prove now by induction that #® satisfies, for all n > 0, x’ € R%, 6,6’ € L29*2(Q,R%),

@ (', [6]) — @@ (', [0])] < An(1+ |72 110112512 4 1107 | 25w ([6], [6]) €2

2g+2 2q+2
-aT 1 +1 +1
+ Co(Ce™ )" (L+ |77 + 11611575 + 167115, ,5), (HR»)

with (A,), that satisfies the following induction relation:

Aw1 = Cr+A,Ce™ 5T, neN, Ag=0, (3.19)

where Cq, Ct, C do not depend on n, C, and C do not depend on 7, Cy and C do not depend on a. First, due to Proposition 3.2,

we have c
/.’ /.’ ’ ’ 1 ’ 1
lu®(x’, [0]) —u®(x", [0'])] < 5(1 + |7+ 161155 + 167115,,5),

which proves the initial case. Let us now move on to the inductive step. First, due to the Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Jensen’s
inequalities, (HR,) and (3.17), we have
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| (", [0]) — & (x", [6])]
SefarT (E(I [|IZQ(X;/’[9], [XT[wG]]) _ ﬁa(x;’,[e’]’ [XI[‘H]])” + Ea[ ﬁa(X;',[gl]’ [X;H]]) _ ﬁa(X;/’[o/], [)@f”]])”)

T
+ / emesme [ o, [xd), ze 1) - poe O, [N,z 1 ds
0

T
+/ e BEY Hf(xx’,[g,] I:X[g]:l Z(Y,le[gl]) _f(Xx”[g’] [X[OI]:I ZQ,X’,[Q,])”ds
0 k s s L s s s s &5

1/2 e/4
2g+1 , 112g+1 2g+1 , , 112
<cemorre| (4 e P x4 x| } e |10 xy 1) ]
2q+2
q+1/2 q+1/2 ng+1/2 ,
e T A,E” (1+ x; 1] +H 101 +Hx}“ )]’W ([X[H]],[X o] ])5/2
2g+2 2q+2
—oT —aT\nma AR ” (01| ” [o]||9+!
Cy(C E 1+1|X + (| X X
¢ o(Ce™™) ( T T lag+2 T loge2

T 1/2 /4
+c/ e | (L [ S T P | et s
0 S 2q+2 A} A
T
+c/ e (L [ e T x| }fwl([xs[“],[xy”])fds.
0 2q+2 2q+2

Consequently, by using Proposition 2.14 with p = 2g+1 or 2q if ¢ > 1 and, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Jensen’s inequality,
with p = 2 otherwise, we obtain
2:| €/4

+ Cem T (U |2 0507 + 0115 5 AW ([ X1 [ XA <2

(&, [61) = (', [0 )] < Cem™T (L 11972 ol g + ||e'||‘“”2)E“[X;‘~"“” - X

2q+2 2q+2

—-aT 1 1 +1 +1
+ Co(Ce Y™ (1 1|7 4 [l0l137L, + 10711555

Fer IR g 101G [ e

€/4
101 _ ;',[9'1‘2] ds

2q+2 2q+2
FC+ W72 4 0)40 1L + ||9'||g;1;2)/0 ey ([xl|, [x1Tyer2as. (3.20)

Now we want to obtain a suitable bound on E% || X

2
Lol _ 1] Lol _ oy
=X ) X - X

] , forallt > 0. By applying It6’s formula to

under Q%, we get by the Lipschitz property of b and o, and the boundedness of 3,

d|x, [ :=dxj‘"[9]—x;‘"[9']| —2<Xt,b(X [X[H]]) b(x; 1] [X[“])>dz+2<x,,(a(x ])—a(X;‘"["']))ﬁ;’>dz

+ ”(r(x,x”[”) — (X 1)“ dr + 2(5(,, (o (X1 — o (xX19) ))dW;Q">

< 2K2|X, [P de + 2K | X, Wi ( [X,“”], [X,[g']])dz + 22KT 1B | X, [ dr + 2K 7 |X, [P dr + dM,,

with the martingale dM; = 2<Xt’ (x0T - O'(Xf/’[a/]))dW,Qa>. Hence, by using Young’s inequality, Theorem 2.12 and
Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

C > 12 a ! o |2 ! ’
E’[\Xt\ ] < (21(53 + Kb, + 2K +2\/2K;{|/3’|00)/0 E"[|XS| ]ds+1<f;f/0 wl([xs[“”], [X}“])st
t t
< (2K% + KU + 2K7 + 22K7 1571, /0 B ||% " |as + Kj;f/o e 215 Wy (6], [0'])2ds

b b, b o oga
< 55 Mol [07))26(PRERLREERT (0, [61))2, (3.21)
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Then, using (3.21), Theorem 2.12, Theorem 2.13 and the fact that e=?7 <1 in (3.20), we get

(¢, [0]) — (L [0'])] <(Ce™ 5T A, + Cr)(1+ |72 4 0112 4 101192y wy (6], [07]) /2

2g+2 2g+2
—-aT 1 1 +1 +1
+ Co(Ce Y™ (L ¥/ |7 + 151, + 10711355, ).

which gives that (HR,) holds for all n > 0. Now, for a given @ > 0 we set T, large enough in order to have Ce=*Te < 1 and

Ce zTa < 1in (HR,). Thus (A,), is a contractive sequence and hence admits a limit A, that depends on @. By taking
n — +oo, (HR,) gives us

@ (', [0]) = @ (', [0'])] < A (1 + /|12 0192050 + 167190 )y WA (6], [0]) /2.

But, by doing the same computations as for proving (HR,,), we also get

@ (', [0]) = @ (', [0'])] < An(1+ x| (l6l152 152 + 110" 14250 WA (6], [0') /2, (HR;)

with (A,), that satisfies the following induction relation:
Api1 =Cr+A,Ce™ 2T, neN, Ag=Aw, (3.22)

where Cr and C do not depend on n and @, C does not depend on T. Now we can set T (independently of @) such that

Ce 2T < 1, which gives us that (Ap), is a contractive sequence and hence admits a limit A that does not depend on a.
Thus, letting n — oo in the previous inequality gives the following estimate, uniformly in «a,

(', [0]) = @® (', [0'])] < A1+ [ |72 0114007 + 110719055 ) Wa (6], [0']) /2. (323)

Then, combining it with (3.17) gives us, for all x,x” € R4, 0,6’ € L29*2(Q,RY),

8 (x, 101) = (6, (0D £ 1+ W2 4 1|72 4 04710 + 107145157 (WA (101, 10D/ + v = 1),

which is the wanted equicontinuous estimate. Then we just have to follow the end of the proof of Section 3.1 in order to prove
the existence of a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE).

Uniqueness: The proof of the uniqueness is the same as in Section 3.1, up to the ‘Ws-Wasserstein distance that is replaced
by the ‘W one.
O

Remark 3.8. If f is globally e-Hélder, i.e. ¢ =0 in (3.1), then & is globally e-Holder too. Namely,
lia(x, [6]) —a(x, [0'])] < C (lx = x"|< + Wa([6], [60'])€) .

Indeed, for the x part, it follows from (3.15) and Remark 2.16. For the distribution part, we instead prove, by using the same
computation and the new globally e—Hoélder estimate w.r.t x, the following inductive relation

| (', [0]) —a® (', [0'])] < AeWA([6], [0'])€ + Ca(Ce™ )" (1 + x| + ([0l + 116/ [|2).-
Hence, by following computations, up to Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequalities, leading to (3.20), we obtain

@ (', [60]) - @ (¢, [0'D)] < Ce™ T
+Ca(Ce Y (L4 1|+ 16lly + 11011

T
+ C/O e (E"[

’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ E/2
and we bound B [|x*"101 — x¥"1¢']|] ¢ < B@ [|Xx 101 _ xx'.10 J|2] as before. It is then sufficient to apply the same arguments

to reach a conclusion.

’ ’ ’ € ’
= N cemeTawa (X [ x0T ]e

’ ’ ’ € ’
= x e aw ([xd), [XET)<) as
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4 Long-time behaviour of McKean-Vlasov BSDEs

The main goal of this section is to establish long-time behaviour of the solution of the (decoupled) finite horizon BSDE
towards the solution to the (decoupled) McKean-Vlasov infinite horizon EBSDE. Let us denote (Y7-*:1¢1, ZT-x:191) the solution
of the decoupled McKean-Vlasov finite horizon BSDE, (Y7-1¢1, ZT-1¢1) the solution of the coupled finite horizon BSDE and
(yx[01 zx[01 1) the solution to the decoupled EBSDE. Namely, we set:

T T
vl = g [ x| + / O X | 28 s / zI= g, Vi€ [0,7],  (Decoupled BSDE)
t

t

T T
yol00 2 yto) +/ (f(Xf’[gl, [Xs[e]],Zf’[e]) - /l) ds —f 75 aw,, VO<t<T <o, (Decoupled EBSDE)
t t

where we recall that X*[?1 and X1 are, respectively, the solutions of (Decoupled SDE) and (MV-SDE) and for g : R? x
Pog+2 — R? being such that

Assumption (). There exist ¢ > 0, ¢ > 0 and € € (0, 1] such that, for all x,x’ € RY, 6,0’ € L24+2(Q,RY),

1
L 1g(x [6D] < c(1+ 7" + [16115,),

2. 1g(x, [6]) =g (", [0'D] < c(L+ x| + |7 + 110115, + 167115, ,5) (Ix = x| + Wi([6], [0'])°).

Without loss of generality, we can take the same ¢ in () and (7). We will assume that (7] ) or that (%) hold: Thus,
we can apply Theorem 3.4 in order to get the existence of a triplet (u, {, ) such that (u(X,X’[g], [Xt[g]]),{(th’[g], [X,[g]]),/l)

is a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE) and u has growth and smoothness properties specified in Theorem 3.4. In the remaining
of this section, we will always consider this solution of (Decoupled EBSDE). We will now establish three different long-time
behaviour for (Decoupled BSDE).

Theorem 4.1 (LTB 1). Assume that (43 )-(#3) or that (#3)-(H;) hold. Then, there exists C > 0 such that, for all
x €R4,0 e L?9*2(Q,RY) and all T > 0,

YT,x,[b‘]

0 L+ e+ Jlollg

2g+2
< chiny
T

(4.1)

Proof. Let x e R4, 6 € L24*2(Q,R9) and T > 0. We have

YT,x,[HJ

0 -2
T

Yg’x’[gj _ Yg»[F)J AT

T

x.[0]
YO

<

T

First, by the growth property of u, 2g+2

Yg’[gl) = |u(x, [6])] < C(1+|x|7* +]|0]|2"L.). Furthermore, we have, for Z = ZT-*-[01_zx.[6]

T
YT’X’[Q] _ YS"[(” AT = g(X;’[H], [X}H]]) _ M(X;’[H], [X;H]]) +/ f(X;C’[H], I:Xs[e]:l,zz’x’[(ﬂ) _ f(X;C’[H], [Xs[e]],zf’[e])ds
0

0
T ~
- / stWv
0
= o0 [ ) —u O [ - [ 2w, - ).
0

where
[0 6 T,x,[0 [0 [ [0

e SN POl AR DB O SN PO PARD

By =

T
Z lzfv*[’”;tzf’[”] .

2.

By assumptions on f, 87 is bounded, thus by Girsanov’s theorem, there exists Qr s.t W/ = W, — /Ot Tds is a Qr-Brownian
motion. Then, we get from the polynomial growth of u and the assumption on g

vy O -yl = [B% [0 [ X ) - w0 [ (4.2)
g R PR R
q+1 qg+1
< C(1+E% ||x 210 +HX[9] :
= C( [ T T ll2g+2
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Using Jensen’s inequality and Proposition 2.10 or Proposition 2.14 (depending on the assumptions set), we get

T,x,[60 [0 1
vy oyl ar| < o+ x|9t + (1114 ). (4.3)

which gives the wanted result. O

Remark 4.2. This previous results would still holds if we drop the Markovian assumption on the terminal condition as
long as it satisfies the suitable growth condition. Namely, it is enough to consider a terminal condition &7 such that |§T| <

x (0] [6]]|9*
XT + XT

1
c(1+ ) 2)7 see for instance [15, Theorem 21] in the non-McKean-Vlasov framework. Moreover, it should
q+
also be possible to deal with an unbounded path-dependent terminal condition by adapting the proof of [16, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 4.3 (LTB 2). Assume that (743 )-(;) or that (5)-(H5) hold. Let us also enrich (1) by assuming that o is
uniformly elliptic. Then, there exists € € R, C >0 and n > 0 such that, for all x e R4, 6 € L?3*2(Q;RY), T > 0, we have

‘YOT’X’[G] —ar -yl f( <C (1 + et ¢ ||9||g;2) e (4.4)
Proof. The idea of the proof follows the same as the one in [16, Theorem 4.4]. For all T > 0, we introduce w’ : [0,T] x
R X Poye2 — R, defined for all 1 € [0,T], x € RY, 6 € L2*2(Q;RY) as w! (t,x, [6]) = u” (t,x,[0]) = A(T — 1) — u(x, [6]). The
equicontinuous property of u allows us to obtain the following equicontinuous property on w’ for all T > 0.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that assumptions of Theorem 4.3 hold. There exists C > 0 and 5 > 0 such that, for allT > 0, x, x’ € R?,
6, 0" € L21*2(Q;RY),

1. for (541),
W (0,2, [61) = w" (0,5, [0'D] SC(1+ [x|71/2 4 |3/ |71 s ||ol|52 152 + 116714057 x = x| /e
+ CL+ |7+ 117+ 110113, + 167115, Wa(l6], [0'])°, (4.5)
2. for (74),

w7 0,x, 101) = w! (0,27, [0'D)| < CCL+ |72 4 1 19412 4 0145107 + 1101157122 (I = /12T + WA (0], [0']) /%)
(4.6)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. 1. We start by proving the result under (J#).
1.1. First, let us fix 6 and look only for the estimate w.r.t x, that is to say |w” (0,x, [8]) — w?(0,x’, [6])|. Let ST by given,
for all s € Ry, x € R4, by

£l | X5 | T e [ XE ) = e | X e | X)) .

& = o | x| -0 X

T _
B (s,x) = (€T-0)(x, [X1 200

Due to the Lipschitz property of f w.r.t z, 87 is bounded by K{ . Consequently, let us set QT the Girsanov’s probability
associated to BT under which dW7 := dW, — 87 (s, x)ds is a Brownian motion. Then, w’ (0, x, [#]) writes under QT

WT(O,X, [6]) = BQ” [g(X;’[("], [X;H]]) - M(X;’[H], [X;H]])]

By using Lemma 3.7, we denote (81) a sequence of Lipschitz functions, uniformly bounded with respect to n, approximating
g, (Q7) the associated probabilities coming from Girsanov’s Theorem, and, for all n > 0,

w0, [6]) = B [0, [ X)) - w1, [x)0)))
Then, for all n > 0, we can introduce P" the semi-group associated to the following standard SDE

axf 0 = (et Tty gl xP o (L L) ek e | X aw,, reqo,T),
XO'B’T’X’[Q] =x
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Hence, we can write w’-*(0,x, [0]) = Prlg —ul(x, [6]) and we obtain

w0, x, [6]) = w""(0,x", [6])] = |P} g — ul(x, [6]) — P}g — ul(x', [6])]. (4.7)
Let us prove that

[P (g - ul (x, [6]) = P g = ul (¢, [OD)] < CQL+ |72 4 |3/ |72 4 10140 02 e ™ T 2 e — /|12

Let (U, U’) be an optimal coupling of (Xﬁl,x,[f)], X'Bz’xl’[a]) w.r.t the W;-Wasserstein distance. By using the locally Holder
property of g and u, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.10, we obtain

[Py g - ul(x, [60]) - Pilg - ul (', [6])]

|E[g(Xﬁ,, x.[0] [X;‘”]) _M(ng,x,[m’ [Xl[rol])] _E[g(XﬁZ,x’,[e]’ [X;e]]) _M(ng,x',[e]’ [X;HJ])”
Jefsctr. [ - et [ ] - 5fsct. [ - [ )

<ot [ - et [ ] 2. [ - sy 11|

q
<CE|(1 + 12417 + | + X} ||2 )\ruT-fu;\f] (4.8)
q+1/2 €
<l P o P ol el - )
q+
2g+111/2 s or12q+1]1/2 g+1/2 ,
S(1+EQZ[Xx,w]| +EQZ[X;,[0]’ ] +HX¥)] X 2)Wl([x’;f’x’[g‘],[Xf'{’x’”‘])f/z’
g+

T T 7
SC(I + |x|Q+1/2 + |xl|q+1/2 + ||9||t2];ié2)(wl([Xgn,x,[gl]’ I:Xgn,x ,[9]])6/2.

Now, we want to use Theorem A.2 with b(z,-) = b'(¢,-) = b(-, [XZ[H]])+0'(-, [Xt[g]])BZ(t, -). Firstly, we can check that b satisfies
(A.2) uniformly in n: for all x,x’ € R4, t e Ry, R’ > 0,

(r=a b [XIT) = b [ X)) + (= oo [XE DR ) - o | X g )
—nlx =1 + 2]l [l |B] | oI — x|
<=l = X PL sz + 200 oK 1 = X [(Ljxmnrjo2 + Ljxmrr)<2)

o llwK?

2
<= (0= e =X Pl + 200 oK. Ljs—vi<r-

Kt
Hence, b satisfies Assumption 3 with n =n - IM-'H# > K¢ considering R’ to be large enough. Consequently, we can apply
Theorem A.2 with &; = ¢ = 0 to obtain

T T 7 A
W, ([Xf"’x’[”], [X,B"’x ’[91]) < Ce M|x — | (4.9)
and we get, uniformly in n,
[T (0,x, [0]) = w!™ (0,7, [0])] < C(1+ [x|9412 4 /[ 7712 4 ||o]| 4002 |x — x| /21T T2, (4.10)

Now we want to take n — +oo in order to conclude this first step. Let us remark that (w’ (z, X,X’[g], [th]]), 0Z;)ie[0,1], Where

0Z; = Z[T’x’[g] - th’[g], is solution of the following BSDE

T T
wT(t,x;‘“],[X}@]])=g(x;f’[5’],[X;"]])—u(x;f’[@],[X;Q]]H/ 6ZS,8T(s,Xf’[9])ds—/ 5Z.AW,, € [0,T).
t t

Moreover, by the existence and uniqueness of Lipschitz driven BSDE result, see [21], there exists a progressively measurable
process 6Z" such that (wl"(z, sz,[g], [th]]), 0Z")ie[0,1] is solution of the following BSDE

T T
wT-"(z,xj‘»W],[x}@]])=g(x;‘:[9],[x}gl])—u(x;’[g],[X}H]]H/ 6Z§‘,8,Tl(s,Xf’[0])ds—/ SZ"dW,, te [0,T].
t t
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Then a classical L2-stability result for Lipschitz BSDEs gives us
’ (6] (o1
Iw” (0, x, [6]) = w""(0,x, [6])]* < C/O E[IB" (s, X317 = By (s, X317 P ds

and, applying Lebesgue’s convergence theorem, we obtain lim w7”-"(0,x, [8]) = w? (0, x, [#]). Thus, (4.10) allows to get

n—+oo

W (0,x, [61) = w" (0,27, [6])] < C(1+ x|/ 4 /|72 4 |02 152 e = x| /27T 12,

which is the wanted estimate.
1.2. For the 0 part, let us fix x’ € R?. We recall that, for all 6, 6" € L29*2(Q;R9),

wl(0,x",[61) =w' (0,x", [6']) = u” (0,", [6]) = u” (0,x", [6']) = (u(x', [6]) — u(x', [6])). (4.11)
Since u is e—locally Holder w.r.t [6], see Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove that u” is too. By introducing g’7 given by

716 0 T,x,[6 716 0 T,x',[6
T Fx! ]’[XS[ J]’ZS B ]’[Xs[ J]’ZS w17 T,x',[0] _ T.x,[0]\"
ﬁs = 2 (Zs’ ’ _ZS’ ’ ) 1
ZT10] _ ZsT,x',l9’J|

. (4.12)

T,x',[6]¢zs

ZS

and Q' the associated probability coming from Girsanov’s theorem, we have

u (0,47, [601) = w7 (0., [0']) = g (10, [ x|y = g1, [ 1))

T
+/ (f(va[el, [XS[H]],ZST,x,[e]) _pxxe, [Xs[a ]],ZST’X 10 ]))ds
0
r 4 ’ ’
_/ (Z0 10—zl aw,
0
l, 6 a /’ o’ o
1 - 1
T
+/ (f(XX"[g] [X[G]] 25100 _ p(xxl00 [X[e']] ZT,X',[Q]))dS
0 L N 9 S s . s s s

T
_/ (ZZ’X ,[6] _ Z{’X e ]) (dWs —,B;Tds)
0
T x/’ x/’ ’ ’
=5 g0 X ) - 061, [T
T
+E@'T[/0 (f(X;“WJ,[X}”J],ZZ”““J)—f(X;"“”,[X}“],ZZ’X’”J))ds].

Then, by using the locally Hélder property of g and f, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, Proposition 2.10, Theorem 2.7 and
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Corollary 2.9, we obtain
Ju” (0,7, [61) — u” (0,x", [6'D)]

55 [l 1 T - . 14|

+/0 Y|t [X[‘”] 2D = o XA 28| as

Le'1]|4 x',[6] x',[60] [6] [67]
‘ HX H2q+2+HXT ”25,+2)(X - X ‘ +W2([XT ] [XT ])E)]

T T

4 ’ q
SEQT[C(1+ X;’[H]‘ + X

T
/T ’ 4 q 1119 ’ ’ 11| € ’
+/ B [c(1 + |x [‘”‘ +X§C‘[9]‘ +‘X§9]H +HXS[9]H )(Xf’[Q]—Xf’[e] +w2([xs[9]],[xs“”])f)]
0 2g+2 2g+2
2
q na o7 x',[6] x’,[H’]2 €/ (6] [60'1]: e
<C(L+ W17 41161, p + 167112, 1) [B" |31 - x2 +wa(| X1, [ x17))

2 €/2
EQJ Xx’, 4 Xx’, o’
[ s o] s [ ])

T
F OO+ 17+ 1600305+ 10715,.,5) /O +wp(|xl), [x1? ]]f) s

<C(L+ |7+ 110115, + 167115, ) (77" + e )y Wa([6], [6'])

T
FO+ W7 411615, 0 + 16715, ) /0 (€7 + ey Wy (6], [6'])ds

<SC(L+ 17+ 1160113,,5 + 167115, . 0) Wa (161, [6])<,

which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.4 under (J8).

2. Under (%), the local regularity of w? w.r.t. x, that is to say (4.6) when 8 = 6’, follows by applying (2.24) to (4.7).
It remains to prove the local regularity of w? w.r.t [#]. Using once again the decomposition (4.11) and since u is 5—locally
Hoélder w.r.t. [A], see Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove that u” is too. To that end, we will prove the result using a recursive
argument. Let us consider T > 0 whose value will be precised later and N := |T/T]. By denoting (YT-5-%:101 zT.s.x.[01) the
solution to the finite horizon BSDE (Decoupled BSDE) where (X191, [X[HJ]) is replaced by (X101, [X“’[‘”]) We have, for

all x e R?, 0 € L2972(Q; RY),
~ - T - - . T -
T(NT,x [ ]) g(XNTx[ ] [X;VT’[(’]])+/ ~f(X§\7T,x,[H]’ [XSNT,[H]]’ZZ,NT,x,[H])dS_/ ~ZST,NT,x,[0]dWS.
NT NT

Let us show that u” (NT, x, -) satisfies a locally Holder estimate: we are looking for Ag > 0 that does not depend on N and T
such that } R
[ (NT,x,1601) = u” (NTx, [01)] < Ao(L+ 617 + 1015, + 16113, ) Wi (16, [0'D)<.

First, by a Girsanov’s argument with QN T the probability associated to g T given by

NT,x,[0 NT,[6 T,NT,x,[6 NT,x,[0 NT,[6 T,NT,x,[6
f(Xs x,[ ]7[Xs [ ]]7Zs x, [ ])_f(X.S x,[ ]’[XS [ ]]725 x,[ ])

~ 112
‘Zz,x,[(i] _ ZST,NT,x,[e ]’

= = = T
T,NT,x,[0 T,NT,x,[0
é\/T — (Zs x,[0] _ Zs X[ J) 1

Z}"NT'X'[H] ZI,NT.X.[(J’]’

+

and by using the locally e-Holder property of g and f, (3.21), Theorem 2.13 on [Nf, T] and the facts that 7 — NT < T and
that C; in (3.21) is increasing in 7, we obtain
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‘uT (Nf,x, [0]) —uT (NT,X, [9’]))

< g7 Hg(X;vT,x,[e]’ [X;VT,[Q]]) B g(X;VT,x,[Q']’ [XNT,[H’]])H (4.13)

T
+ /T EQNT[
NT

- - ~ 2
’ NT NT,x,[0 NT,x,[6
< C(L+ x| + 116113, 5 + 167113, ) (EQ [|XT Lo Tl

SO, [N ZENT 100 - Nl [N ZENTo 10

€/2 N -
+(W1([X§V”9]], [X;vr,w 1])5)

€/2

T - - ~ 2
NT NT,x,[0 NT,x,[0
+C(1+|x|q+||6?||‘2’q+2+||6'||‘21q+2)/Nf (EQ [X wlo] _ xNT.xl J)

+w1([xjvi“”],[xﬁvil"’l])f)ds (4.14)

< C(1+ 2l + 1101, + 10135 (i + Ce TND 4 €y (T = NT) + C) Wi (6], [0'])°
S CA+ x| +[10115,.45 + 110°115,,5) (C7 + C) Wi([6].[0'D€

= Ao (L + x|? + 110115, .5 + 16115, ;) Wi ([6], [6'])¢.

Now we want to prove by induction the following estimate: for all k € [0, N,

W (N =0T, x, 161) = T (N = ) Tx, [67])] < ARCL+ x| + 1011, 1, + 16710 Wi (161, [0'])<, (4.15)

where Ay satisfies, for C, Cy > 0 that do not depends on T nor N,
Ac=Cp+Ce "TALy, ke[LN], Ag=Cj.

If N =0, we already have the desired result. Let us now look at the case N > 1. It has already been proven the initial case
k = 0 and we just have to look at the inductive step: for all k € [1, N], we have

~ ~ - N (N+1-k)T N .
u” ((N — T, x, [9]) —u” ((N +1 - k)T, xV-RTx10] [X(N"‘)T’[ﬁ] ) + FXIN-RTx 0] [XEN"‘”’[@]],ZST’X’[H])ds
(N+1-k)T (N+1-k)T (N-0)T
(N+1-k)T
- / zl>aw,.
(N-K)T

Then, replacing g by u’ (N + 1 - k)T, -,-) in previous computations, (4.14) becomes

)uT ((N — T x, [e]) T ((N — )T x, [9'])’

- - - €/2
a q 14 QT || o (N=K)T,x,[0] _ (N—k)T,x,[9'1|2
SCA+ "+ ”9”2q+2 +116 ”2q+2)E (N+1-k)T (N+1-k)T
q q a (N—k)i[e]] [ (N—k)T,[H/]] €
# Aot (L 1617 4 1005, + 1015, ) Wa (X T, [x Q0T L))
+C(1+ |x|? + IIGIIZM + ||9’||Zq+2)
(N+1-k)T (N-k)T (N-k)T,x,[0] (N-Kk)T,x,[0] 2]¢/? (N-Kk)T,[6] (N-K)T,[6]
x/ i E Xy L x) - | +(W1([Xs : ][Xs : ])f ds
(N-Kk)T

< C(L+ (8l + (101, + 1013,.,5) (Cr + Ce™ 7T Ay ) Wi (6], [0'])¢

= AL+ x| + 1161155 + 16115, ,) Wi ([6], 0D,

where we used (2.14) and (2.21). Moreover, for T such that Ce €T < 1, (Ap)n>0 is a contractive sequence and hence has a

unique fixed point As which does not depend on N nor T. Hence, by setting A* = max(Ag, As) Which does not depend on N
nor T, we have for all k € [0, N],

W (V= T, [6]) = T (N = ) Tx, [0])| < A°(L+ 617 + 1613, + 16711,)Wa (1], [0'D.
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In particular,
| (0,x, [61) =" (0,x, [0'D)] < A™(L + x| + 116115, + 16115, ,) Wi ([6], [6']),

which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.4. O

As soon as Lemma 4.4 holds, the proof of Theorem 4.3 is the same under (J#) or (%), up to the differences implied by
the equicontinuous terms and the polynomial growth w.r.t x and 6 in (4.5)-(4.6). Thus, we will only do the proof in the strong
dissipative framework. Firstly, let us remark that setting [0] = u*, with u* the unique invariant measure of the solution to

(MV-SDE), transposes the MKV’s framework to a standard one since [Xt” ] = pu* for all + > 0. Nevertheless, we cannot apply

[15, Theorem 22] to get the result for § ~ u* since our assumptions do not fit perfectly the ones requested in [15]. Using
Lemma 4.4 and a diagonal procedure, there exist w and an increasing sequence (7;); — +oo such that for all (x,[6]) € D a
dense and countable subset of R? x Pog+2 (RY),

lim w?i (0, x, [6]) = w(0,x, [0]),

i—o00

which can be extends on the whole product space due to the equicontinuous estimate (4.5). Moreover, by replacing T by T,
in (4.5), we get that w does not depend on x, i.e. there exists w, such that for all x € R4, 8 € L24*2(Q;R?),

lim w’i (0,x, [6]) = w([6]).
1—00
Using the same notation as in part 1.1. of the proof of Lemma 4.4, we have, for all T > 0, x € R%, 6 € L292(Q; RY),
w’(0,x,[6]) = lim wh(0,x,[0]) and w'"(0,x,[0]) = P}lg —ul(x,[0]), VneN.

Thanks to the semigroup property of " and Lemma 4.4 one could get for all T < S, x € R?, 6 € L?4*2(Q; RY) and n € N, that

W0, 2, 1*) = w0, x, [0])| = [wT"(0,x, ) = P [WT"(0, -, )] (x, [6])]
< E‘wT’” 0, x, 1*) —wh™(0, Xf%’x’[g], [XS[TT])|

_ E‘WT’"(O,X, [Xgir]) — wT,n(O XﬁnT [6] [X[(i] ] )

g+1/2 « 1g+1/2 g+1/2 T €/2
< CE|[1 + |x]2*1/2 )Xﬁn x.[0] qu “ X101 ‘_Xﬁn,x,[el T
<C ( + |x| +||Xg_p 2gs2 5T |ngao X SoT e
q
e e IR At I ot N | R P A BN
( ol 2g+2 S-Tllag+2 2 )

Since the right hand side of the inequality does not depend on n, we can take n — +oco. Then, by using Theorem 2.7,
Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.10, we get, for all T < S, x € R¢ and 6 € L?7*2(Q; R?), that

[T (0,6, %) = wS (0,2, [0D)] < CL+ x| + Wagaa (1, 0)7 + 10118775) (e + Wh(u”, [6])e <7D, (4.16)

We apply (4.16) with 8 ~ p*, S = T; and we take i — +o0 to get
W (0,2, %) = w(p™)| < C(L+ x| + Wagua (u*, 0)4+)e ™7, (4.17)

which implies Tlim wl(0,x,u*) = w(*). Returning to (4.16), we take, S = T;, i — +co and then T — +co to obtain
—+00

lim w7 (0,x,[6]) = w(u*). Since (w?(0,x,[#]))r is bounded and has a unique accumulation point, we conclude that, for all

1—+00

x € R and 0 € L29*2(Q; RY), Jim wT'(0,x,[0]) = w(u*). Finally, by using (4.16) and (4.17), we obtain
—+00

(0,2, [01) = W) < W (0., 101) = wT/2(0, 2, 17) |+ WP /2(0, 0, 7) = (")
< O+ T 4 Wagaa (07 + 16]L5L,) (77712 + Wa 4, [0])e2<T/2)
+C(1+ |7 + Wagra(u*, 0)7H)e 1T/
which gives us the result by setting £ = w(u*). O
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Theorem 4.5 (LTB 3). Let (A )-(#;) or (#)-(#;) be fulfilled. If we assume that b,o are €10 with globally Lipschitz
derivative w.r.t. x, then x — u’ (t,x,[0]) and x — u(x,[6]) are €' for all T >0, t € [0,T), 6 € L*1*2(Q;R4). Moreover, for
all T > 1, there exists C >0 and 5 > 0, such that, for all x € R%, 6 € L?9*2(Q;R?), the following holds

1 —
[V.d” (0,2, [01) = Vau(x, [0])] < C(L+ 6|97 + [lo]I2 L, )e . (4.18)
and there exists a continuous version of ZT*101 and 72*19) satisfying
|z§’x’[9] - zg’[gl( < Cllofloo(1+ X7 + (101101 )e ™ (4.19)

Proof. First of all, [13, Theorem 4.2] applied to BSDEs (Decoupled EBSDE), seen as a finite horizon BSDE on [0,T], and
(Decoupled BSDE) gives us the ¢! regularity of u” (¢, .,[6]) and u(., [8]). Moreover we have the following gradient represen-
tation of Z and Z7, for t € [0,7),

22 = v e (L | X ) = v [ X e ot [ x4 (4.20)

t
zlolo — g yelfl g (xxlo]) [X}‘”]) = Vo (1, x°10 [X}‘”])a(xf’[‘”, [X}‘”]) (4.21)

that gives us some continuous version of Z%¢1 and z7-*101,
Let us set w! := wT — £ with £ given in Theorem 4.3. By definition w” solves the following finite horizon BSDE on [0, T]

T
W X6y =T g x| [ (ot ) 20 < ot [z ) as
t

T
- / (ZST’X’[G] - z;"“‘”) aw,.

t

Rewriting the previous BSDE on [0, §] for some ¢ € (0,T) and using the Markov property gives that w’ solves, for ¢ € [0, §)
the following equation

3
wl (1,2, [61) = wT (6, X517, |51 + / (Foees o | x N, Z8es o) = poee o) [, zeo 1) ) ds
t

5
[ (g g aw,

t

[
=00, X5, [ x5 ]) + / (Foce=t Xl ZEes o) — poxe o [x01T |, zi2 1)) ds
t

- /6 (ZST”’“Q] - Zg”"“”) aw;. (4.22)
t

We want to obtain a suitable bound on V,w’ (0, x, [8]) by applying [13, Theorem 4.2 - (4.6)]. In particular, we want to track
precisely the constant that appears in this estimate. By checking carrefully the proof of [13, Theorem 4.2 - (4.6)], this bound
follows from a standard regularization step and the application of [13, Theorem 3.10 and Corollary 3.11]. In particular, we can
assume that f has the asked regularity by [13, Theorem 3.10] in order to apply it. Due to [8, Proposition 3.2], the regularity
assumption on b, ¢ w.r.t x ensures that X~¢1 is differentiable for all € L29*2(Q). Then, let us set

1 t
U, s) :=:/ <0-(Xﬁ’x’[9],[Xﬁ’[g]])’leXﬁ’x’[g],dWr>, s € (1,9].

2
A direct application of Itd’s isometry and the classical estimate E[ VXX;’X’U)J‘ ] < ¢2¢% give us, for all x € R?, 6 € L29%2(Q; R9)

and all s € (¢, 6], ” 1” P
o | e

Vs—t

We apply [13, Theorem 3.10] to (4.22). Hence, we obtain by using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Theorem 4.3

E[|U(s, )] <

V! (1, [01) = B|w! 00, x5 71, [ x5 e, o)

o
ve| [ (f(Xé’x’m,[Xi’[g]],ZsT”’x’w]—f(Xé’x’w],[Xﬁ’[gl],Z‘i’x’w]))U(t,S)dS},
t

i 5
+K§E[/
t

tx,[0]]1
Xs

‘|

g+1
V.o (1,x, [6])] < E[C(l + X WH )e"l<T‘5>|U(t,5)| ZTx.10] —Zj.‘”’[g]‘lU(t, s)|ds]. (4.23)

1,
S llog+2
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Consequently, due to (4.20)-(4.21), the Markov property and the boundedness of o,

(s, sz [ z[e]M

20 - e < oV

Then, (4.23) writes,

+1
|waT(t,x,[9])|§E[ (1+ X“‘“’J| +( ; 1T 4 k0|l E

x| )|U<r o)l|e

(s, X I o, s>|ds].

Hence, by mimicking the proof of [13, Corollary 3.11], and following their notations, we have

Il(t,x? [0]) = 12(t9-x? [9]) = 07

I5(1,x, [0]) = K{uaumE[ o (5, X0 [0 o, s)|ds],

q+1
X x[0] +|

Li(t,x, [6]) :E[ (1+ ’[9]H )e‘”(T_‘S)IU(t,(S)l},

2q+2

|||VXWT||| = sup sup sup f:lt v,.wl(t,x, [0])|

1 “n(T-6) yc6
1€[0,8]xeRd gel,24+2 (Q;Rd) (1+|x|9* +0l5,50)e n(T-6) gcd

we obtain, for |||/4]|| defined the same way, due to Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.6 or Proposition 2.11

L4(t,x, [6]) < C||rr‘1||m—(1 + |9 4 6Lt e n(T=5)

1/ 2q+2
4]l < C.

Using again Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposition 2.6 or Proposition 2.11, we also get

o
I3(t.x, [a]>s1<{||a||m/ E[ oo (s, X0 ’“”]>|] B[U(. )]s
t
s +2]1/2 +1  -1(T=0) ,c6
SKZf|IJ|Im|||VXwT|||[ (1+E X;’x’[g]| q ] +‘Xt,[0] Zq+2)%E[IU(I 9)| ]1/2
co
< kllotact+wie pong e, [T,

= 7KL [l |0 (1 + |44 + 611501 5)e ‘”IIIWTIII,

2q+2
5]l < 7K o lloo[|o ]|, Voeco || V.o |||

Hence, by taking é small enough such that nK{llo-llooHO'_le\/gec‘s < 1, we obtain, |||V,wT(0,x, [6])]|] < C. Thus, we have for
the well-chosen 6§

cod
_ 1 - -5 ¢
[Vaw” (0,x, [6D)] < C(1+ x| + 116113, ) e 1T~ —
5
1 _
<SCL+ T 1100187, )e ™,

which concludes the proof of (4.18). For (4.19), we use again the gradient representations (4.20) and (4.21) to obtain, due to
the boundedness of o,

zet zg’[91| < |VauT(0.x, [0]) o (x, [60]) = Veu(x, [0D) o (x, [0])] < [l lloo| Vo™ (0,x, [6])].

which concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.6. One could remark that the above results holds for (Y7-¢-101 zT.0.161y =. (yT.10]1 7zT.[9]) the solution to the
following finite-horizon coupled BSDE

T T
Y,T’”J=g(X“”,[X%”J]>+/ f(Xs“”,[X}QJ],ZT’[‘”)ds—/ ZPaw,,  Vie [0.T], 6 € LA(Q)
t t

towards (Y191, ZL91) part of the solution to (EBSDE).
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5 Application to Optimal ergodic control problem

We introduce in this Section a partial McKean-Vlasov optimal ergodic control problem. Let us explain a little bit the
denomination partial. If we see our McKean-Vlasov dynamic as the limit of a particle system where the number of particles
tends to infinity, we are considering a problem where we want to control in an optimal way only one particle of this system.
Then the limiting McKean-Vlasov dynamic is not impacted by the control (which differs from the mean-field game framework).
Let o7 be a closed, bounded subset of R¥, with k € N and let us define an admissible control a : (w,s) € Q xR, — & 3 a, as
an F-progressively measurable process. We make the following assumptions throughout the section.

Assumption 2. Let R € R¥k and L, g be satisfying the following:
1. L: Rdequ,gxgz{ — R and there exists g > 0, C, Kf,KEI:f >0, € € (0,1], such that for all x,x’ € R4, 9,6’ € L29*2(Q; RY),
ac o,

(a) IL(x,[0].a) = L(x", [0'], @) < C(L+ x|? + x| + [|6113, 5 + 1167113,,,) (K)%Ix —x'|C+ KL, Wa (6], [9’])6)7

(b) IL(x, [0],@)] < C(1+ |7 + [|6]| ),

2. g :R¥x Pog+2 — R and there exists ¢ > 0, C, K&, Kf; > 0, such that for all x,x’ € R, 6,6’ € L24*2(Q;RY),

(a) lg(x, [6D) — g, [0'DI < C(L+ [x|? + 1¥'|7 +1161l5,,5 + 16°13,,,5) (Kflx - x|+ KE, Wa([6], [9’])5),
(b) lg(x, [OD] < C(1+ 7™ + [10115,).
Without restriction we can take same constants ¢ and C for L and g.

Let us set, for any admissible control @ and T > 0 the following Girsanov’s change of probability
a 1 r 2 T T a
pr =exp (=3 |Ra;|“ds + (Ra;)'dW;| and P = p7P.
0 0

Thanks to our assumptions, W% := W, — fot Ra,ds is a P4—Brownian motion and so, we can write X'?1 and X9 the re-
spective solutions to (MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE) w.r.t to that new Brownian motion without control on the distribution.
Namely,

ax{ = (x| Xy + o (O (X1 Ras ) drk o (x| pawe, (5.1)
and
ax 1o = (o, [X10]) + oo [ x| Ray ) dr + o (671, [x 1O haw, (5.2)

where X0 satisfies (5.1) without control, i.e. a, = 0 for all ¢ > 0.

Remark 5.1. We stress the fact that (5.2) is no longer of McKean-Vlasov’s type but still have a distribution dependency
w.r.t a McKean-Vlasov SDE.

Let us set the finite horizon cost as

T
I (x.16).0) = E‘;[ [zt [xi00) ads
0

+ B[ gxp 17, [ x|

and the associated optimal control problem as the minimization of J7 over all admissible control @. We can also define the
ergodic cost as

1 T
J(x,[0],a) = limsup TE‘} [/ L(X;‘,[G],a’ [XA[G],O],aS)dS
0

T—co

and the associated optimal control problem as the minimization of J over all admissible control @. As usual, we introduce the
associated Hamiltonian function as

f(x,16],2) := airelfzi{L(x, [6],a) + zRa}. (5.3)

Using Filippov’s theorem (see [20, Theorem 4]), if the infimum is attained, there exists ¢ : R? X Po 40 X RY — o/ measurable
S.t.

f(x, [6].2) = L(x, [0], o(x, [6],2)) + 2R (p(x, [6], 2)).

Following lemmas are direct applications of the definitions and assumptions given above.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that Assumption 2 holds. Then the function f given by (5.3) satisfies that

1. for allx e R? and all 6 € L?9*2, | f(x,[6],0)| < C(1 + |x]7™ + ||0||g;i2),

2. for all x,x’,z,7 € R% and all 6,0’ € L2 (Q;RY),

|f(x [6].2) = f(, (6], 2)] < C(L+ x|+ 1|7 + (1615, + 16°113,,,5) (Kﬁlx -X'|<+ K, Wa([6], [9'])5)
+|RA ||z = 7|

where |Re |, = sup {|Ral, a € &/}. In particular f satisfies () with Kg = |R |.

Proof. 1. is a direct consequence of (5.3) and Assumption 2-1., 2. is a consequence of [13, Lemma 5.2]. O
Assumption (#pcp). Assume that Assumption 2 holds and that one of the following is fulfilled

1. (#%pEl) holds, o is uniformly elliptic and v > K7 + V2K |R | .

2. (spE2) holds.

Lemma 5.3. We assume that (#pcp) holds. For (yT-x101 7zT.x.101) the solution to (Decoupled BSDE), we have that, for
all admissible control a,
I (x, [6], @) = Y1 =LOL,

Moreover, if the infimum is attained for every x,z € R% in (5.3), there exists @' an admissible control s.t. JT(x,[0],a’) =
T,x,[0]
Y where

0
o= g (17 [IO1O] 7101} _ g (ged01” [I0L0] 7 04T [I010), 10147 [ 10101,

Lemma 5.4. We assume that (#pcp) holds. For (Y*101, 25101 Q) the solution to (Decoupled EBSDE), we have that, for
all admissible control a,
J(x,[0],a) > A.

Moreover, if the infimum is attained for every x,z € R? in (5.3), there exists @ an admissible control s.t J(x, [8], @) = A, where
@ = g1 X0, 221 = (A [ x5 (1,710 X0 o (x4 x [0,

Proofs of Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4. The proofs follow from the definition of f, see for instance [14, Theorem 7.1] in the
strong dissipative and non-McKean-Vlasov’s framework O

Theorem 5.5. We assume that (#pcp) holds. For every control a, we have:

lim inf
T—oo

—JT(X’T[H]"I) > A (5.4)

Furthermore, if the infimum is attained for every x, 0],z in (5.3), we have that there exists £ € R, C >0, n > 0 such that:

I (x, 100,@") = I(x, [0, T - Yy 1T — o < C(L+ 6 + 1012 e (5.5)
Proof. Thanks to Lemma 5.2, f satisfies (). Then, (5.4) is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 4.1 while (5.5)
is a consequence of Theorem 4.3. O

Theorem 5.6. If we additionally assume that b,o are €49 with gradient globally Lipschitz w.r.t x, that o/ is convex and
that L is u-strongly converz, then, the infimum is attained in Theorem 5.5 and there exists C that depends on u such that, for
allT > 1, x eR?, 6 € L?1*2(Q; RY),

|ag — ao| < C(1+ [x|**" + 10157, e (5.6)

Proof. Due to the additional u-strongly convex of L and convexity of o/ assumptions, (#pcp) satisfies the assumptions of
[10, Lemma 3.3] which gives that the infimum is attained. Consequently, ¢ (which is the same for @ and a’) exists and is
globally Lipschitz w.r.t z with the constant depending on g. Hence, by applying Theorem 4.5 we obtain the wanted result. [
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A Appendix

Let us consider the following non-homogeneous forward SDE,

dX, = b(¢, X;)dr + o (1, X,)dW,, X € LP(Q,RY), p > 2, (A1)
where we make the following assumptions.
Assumption 3.

1. b: Ry xR? i R? is measurable w.r.t time, K};—Lipchitz w.r.t x and satisfies that there exists i, R, Mp > 0, such that for
all x,x’ e R4, 1t >0,
(x =X/, B(1,x) = B(1,x")) < —qlx = x" Lo sk + Mplx = x'|1|x— v |<k- (A.2)

2. 0 : Ry xR? 5 R¥*4 is \2K 7 -Lipschitz and uniformly elliptic uniformly in time, i.e. there exists oy > 0, such that for
allt eRy, x eRY, oo™ (1,x) > O'gld.

3. n>K7.
Remark A.1. One could remark that it is possible to rewrite (A.2) using the Lipschitz property of b as
(c =¥, B(1,x) = b(1,x')) < —qlx —x'|% + ((Mb AKCx - x'|) +lx - x'|) = X' |1 x| <r- (A.3)

Theorem A.2. Let us set X’ be the solution to (A.1) with drift b that salisfies the suitable assumptions ensuring that X’
exists. We set, for all t =20, & = ||b(t,) = b'(t,")|l- Then, by considering ¢ > 0 that satisfies

2My

+ =

c< (n—Kf)exp(—nzo_f R2), (A4)
0

there exists ) = (, My, R, KT ,¢,00) >0 and C = C(n, R, My, K7, ¢, 00) > 0 such that
t
Wi([X]. [X]]) < CWi([Xo), [X(])e ™ + ce—'ﬂ/ (&5 — cE[| X5 — X}|]) €™ ds. (A.5)
0
Remark A.3. b is assumed to be Lipschitz with respect to the second variable in order to ensure the existence and the

uniqueness of a strong solution to (A.1) but, importantly, (A.4) and (A.5) do not depend on K.

Proof. We want to adapt the proof of [18, Theorem 3.2] to our framework, namely we assume, in their notations, ro = 0 since
we are not path dependent in our case. However, we propose a slightly more general framework with two different drifts. For
W1, W2, W3 three independent Brownian motions and for R > ¢ > 0, ﬂ}s and ﬂ'% : Ry — R, two Lipschitz functions such that

1 _ 1 1fl"26
[0’1]3”5(”‘{ 0 ifr<o/2°
7r}5(r)2 +7r(25(r)2 =1, VreRy,

we define the coupling (X, X”) of (X, X”) as follows:

{ dX; =0, X)dr + 0'07r}$(r,)dW,1 + o-ong(r,)de’ +0 (1, X,)dW?,

dX; =0b'(s,X])dr + 0’071'35(}’,)([(1 —2e;e] ) AW} + Uoﬂfs(r,)thS +0 (1, X))dW? (A.6)

where, we define, for ¢ > 0,

- - X,
T 2 p—
Xi =X - X], re = |X,|, e; = r—lr,;eo, and oo =o0ylixa +T0 .
t

Let us set, for all r > 0,

k(r):= sup

t>0,|x—x"|=r |x —X'l 2|x _x’|

{(x — X, b, x) —b(.xY)) o) - G(I,X')Ilz}

K*(r) = (Mo AK2P)1,<g +rl,<g — (n — KT)r

r 1 S N o 1 u B
D(r) ::./0 exp _E-/O K (v)dv) ([ U exp (ﬁ/o K (v)dv) du) ds. (A7)

By using (A.3), we get x < k*. Moreover, ® satisfies

and
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Lemma A.4. For allr >0, © satisfies
1. 20’3(13"(r) + k(r)®’(r) < —QO'gr,
2. ®(r) 20 and ®”(r) <0,

3.

= Kgr <®(r) <P (0)r

and ®'(0) satisfies

oM, 9
p N+ 2| 29
d'(0) < R . AR
(0) efcp( 102 )n—Kfc’ (A.8)

Proof. The proof is a straight forward adaptation of computations in [18, Theorem 3.2’s proof], namely equations [18,
(3.11),(3.12) and (3.13)] where ® and «* respectively correspond to f and ¥ in the cited reference, and the fact that * > k. O

First, by applying It6-Tanaka’s formula to r, := \/1? , we obtain,

v Y ’ Y (5 2
(X = 7.5, X) -V (1K) i“o-(t,X,)—o-(t,X,’)”dt+<Xh(o—(t’Xt) (1. X)) AW?)

rt rt rt

dr, = + 20075 (r,)e] AW,

Consequently, by applying again I1t6’s formula to ®(r,), one could get

() = |0/ r) <X,—X[,b(t,;\t’t)—b’(t,Xz')>+ 2% . X) — X +20§®”(”)ﬂ}5(”)21 u
+ @ (r,) (X, (o0, X) _rta(t’ XD) dW?) + 20'07r(15(rt)etTth1)
- o SRR gty | 2
A AG x> LAUT.0) PN LA (N0 —r:r(r, KVAWE) el e dwl)
We set,
am, = @y K102 :UX) ) W) 20’07r6(r,)e,dW1)

Hence, by using Lemma A.4, (A.3), the facts that x < «* and «* is increasing on [0, R], we obtain

dd(r) < [@ (ro)k(re) + 205" (r) w5 (r,)? | dt + @ (0)E,ds + dM,
< @ (r)k(re) + 208 @7 (1) | 75 (1) 2dt + @ (r ) k(1) (1 = w5 (1) ?)de + @ (0)E,dt + AM,
< =208r s (r)2dt + @ (0)k* (6)dt + @' (0)E,dt + dM,
= =201 dt + 2081, (1 = g (ry)?)dt + @ (0)*(8)dt + @ (0)E,dt + dM,
< —202r,dt + (2035 + cb’(O)K*(a)) dr + @' (0)&,dr + AM,
2

<-
- q?'(o)

®(r,)dt + £(5)dt + @' (0)E; + dM;,

where we set €(6) := 20'36 + @’ (0)«*() e 0. Due to the non-increasing property of ® and the Lipschitz property of o, we

: tic | i ; , ot F o= 290 _ €@ (0)-KY)
have that the stochastic integral dM; is a martingale. Thus, by (A.4) and (A.8), we can set 7} := >70) oy > 0.
0

Thus, applying It6’s formula to e?'®(r;) and taking the expectation lead to,

ME[D(r1)] < E[D(ro)] + @eﬁt +@'(0) _/t Eseds - w t]E[(D(rs)]eﬁSds
,I 0 20'0 0
N E[®(rg)] + @' (0) /t Sseﬁsds _ w ! E[qD(rs)]eﬁSds.
0 20’0 0
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Hence, by using Lemma A.4-3. and taking (Xp, X)) an optimal coupling for W;-distance, last inequality becomes

n- o R t n- KO’ R
Wi([X], [X]) < Blr] < TS e | B[@(ro)] + @' (0) / & — ¢ L_ZXB[®(r)]| P ds
o 0 o
n- K)(cr ’ ’ —ijt —1jt gy’ ! s
< S (0)E[|Xo — Xp|]e ™ + e D' (0) | (& — cE[ry]) e”ds
207 0
t
= CWi([Xol, [X])e™ + @' (0)e ™ / (&5 — cE[rs]) e ds. (A.9)
0
O
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