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Abstract

After proving existence and uniqueness of ergodic distribution dependent Backward Stochastic Differential Equations
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1 Introduction

We study in this paper the following distribution dependent ergodic backward stochastic differential equation (EBSDE for
short) in infinite horizon

𝑌
[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑠 ,L (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ), 𝑍 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑠 ) − 𝜆
)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇 < ∞, (1.1)

where (𝑌 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) is the unknown with,

• 𝑌, 𝑍 are progressively measurable processes, respectively, R-valued and R1×𝑑-valued,

• 𝜆 ∈ R

and the given data are

• 𝑊 an R𝑑-valued Brownian motion defined on (Ω, F , P) a filtered probability space,

• 𝜃 is an L2 (Ω) random variable independent with 𝑊 ,

• 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] is an R𝑑-valued process starting from 𝜃 and solving for all 𝑡 ≥ 0 the following McKean-Vlasov’s type SDE (MV-SDE
for short)

d𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 , (1.2)

where, for a given r.v. 𝑋, [𝑋] denotes the distribution of 𝑋,

• 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 𝜎 is constant and 𝑏 has a
strong dissipativity assumption, that is to say,

∃ 𝜂 > 0, ∀ 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 ⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝑏(𝑥) − 𝑏(𝑥′)⟩ ≤ −𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |2,
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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

𝑌
𝑇,𝑥
𝑡 = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥𝑇 ) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥𝑠 , 𝑍𝑇,𝑥𝑠 )d𝑠 −
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍𝑇,𝑥𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇], (1.3)

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 𝜂 > 0 such that

|𝑌𝑇,𝑥0 − 𝜆𝑇 − 𝑌 𝑥0 − 𝐿 | ≤ 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝑇 , (1.4)

where (𝑌 𝑥 , 𝑍 𝑥 , 𝜆) is the solution to the following (non-distribution dependent) EBSDE

𝑌 𝑥𝑡 = 𝑌 𝑥𝑇 +
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥𝑠 , 𝑍 𝑥𝑠 ) − 𝜆

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍 𝑥𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇. (1.5)

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{

𝜕𝑡𝑢
𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥) + L𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥) + 𝑓

(
(𝑥,∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥)𝜎(𝑥)

)
= 0 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇], 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 ,

𝑢𝑇 (𝑇, .) = 𝑔,

where L 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 𝜎 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 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 an L2 (Ω) r.v., we consider

d𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑋

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
0 = 𝑥,

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

𝑌
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝜆

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 . (1.6)

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 𝜎 on
the other side (see (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2)). 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,

𝑌
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

= 𝑔(𝑋𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

) +
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇] . (1.7)

In particular, we obtain an exponential convergence of 𝑌𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇 − 𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 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{

𝜕𝑡𝑢
𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) + L𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) + 𝑓

(
𝑥, [𝜃],∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])𝜎(𝑥, [𝜃])

)
+ I(𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])) = 0, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝑡 ≥ 0, 𝜃 ∈ L2 (Ω)

𝑢𝑇 (𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑔(𝑥, [𝜃]), 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2 (Ω)

where

I(𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])) :=
∫
R𝑑

(
𝜕𝜇𝑢

𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) (𝑦) + 𝜕𝑦𝜕𝜇𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) (𝑦)𝜇(d𝑦)
)
, 𝜇 = [𝜃]

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

d𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 =

(
𝑏(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
) + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)𝑅𝑎𝑡

)
d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 (1.8)

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

L𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) + 𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃],∇𝑥𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃])) + E𝑈∼[ 𝜃 ]
[
𝜕[ 𝜃 ]𝑢(𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) (𝑈)

]
+ E𝑈∼[ 𝜃 ]

[
𝜕𝑢𝜕[ 𝜃 ]𝑢(𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) (𝑈)

]
= 𝜆, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝑡 ≥ 0, 𝜃 ∈ L2 (Ω),

where L is the infinitesimal generator defined by

L𝜙(𝑥, [𝜃]) := 𝑏(𝑥, [𝜃])∇𝑥𝜙(𝑥, [𝜃]) +
1

2
Tr

(
𝜎𝜎⊤ (𝑥, [𝜃])∇2

𝑥𝜙(𝑥, [𝜃])
)
,

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 Rudà, 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,

d𝑋𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋𝑡 , [𝑋𝑡 ], 𝑎𝑡 )d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝑡 , [𝑋𝑡 ], 𝑎𝑡 )d𝑊𝑡 .

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 𝜆 (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 Hölder 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 R𝑑 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 (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2)). 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 (Ω, F := (F𝑡 )𝑡∈R+ , P) which supports a 𝑑−Brownian motion
denoted 𝑊 . Let also, see [23], G be a sub-𝜎-algebra of F such that G is generated by 𝑈 ∼ 𝑈𝑛𝑖 𝑓 ([0, 1]) and is independent of
𝑊 . Consequently, we define the filtration F = (F𝑡 )𝑡∈R+ by F𝑡 = 𝜎(G ∪ F𝑡 ), for all 𝑡 ≥ 0. We also set the following:

1. Spaces: For all 𝑝 ≥ 1, we set:

(a) L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑) the set of R𝑑-valued random variable admitting finite moment of order 𝑝 endowed with the norm

∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝 := ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝
L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑 ) = E[|𝜃 |𝑝] .
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(b) L2
P (Ω; L

2 ( [0, 𝑇];R𝑑)) the set of predictable processes 𝑋 on [0, 𝑇] such that

∥𝑋 ∥2
L2 := ∥𝑋 ∥2

L2
P ( [0,𝑇 ];𝐸 ) = E

[∫ 𝑇

0
|𝑋𝑠 |2d𝑠

]
.

(c) L2
loc(Ω; L

2 (R+;R𝑑)) the set of predictable processes 𝑋 ∈ L2
P (Ω; L

2 ( [0, 𝑇];R𝑑)) for any 𝑇 > 0.

(d) S2
𝑇
the set of continuous, F−adapted processes 𝑋 on [0, 𝑇] with value in R2 satisfying

∥𝑋 ∥S𝑝
𝑇
:= E

[
sup
𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ]

|𝑋𝑠 |2
]1/2

< ∞.

(e) P𝑝 (R𝑑) be the set of probabilities measures having finite 𝑝−th moment over R𝑑 endowed with the 𝑝-Wasserstein
distance defined by: for 𝜈, 𝜇 ∈ P𝑝 (R𝑑)

W𝑝 (𝜈, 𝜇) = inf
Π∈P𝜈,𝜇

(∫
R𝑑×R𝑑

|𝑥 − 𝑦 |𝑝Π(d𝑥, d𝑦)
)1/𝑝

,

where P𝜈,𝜇 is the set of all couplings of probability distributions 𝜈 and 𝜇, i.e. the set of all probability distributions
on R𝑑 × R𝑑 with marginals 𝜈, 𝜇.

(f) C 𝑘,𝑚(R𝑑×P(R𝑑);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 ∇𝑥 𝑓 the gradient of 𝑓 w.r.t 𝑥 which will be seen as an element of R1×𝑑

2. Norms: We naturally endow R𝑑 with the Euclidean norm denoted |·| and for a 𝜎 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 we denote ∥𝜎∥ the Frobenius
norm. Namely, ∥𝜎∥2 := Tr (𝜎𝜎⊤)

3. Constants: For 𝜑 : R𝑑 × P𝑝 (R𝑑) ↦→ 𝐻 a Lipschitz function w.r.t both variables and 𝐻 an Hilbert space, we set, up to
transformations, 𝐾

𝜑
𝑥 (resp. 𝐾

𝜑

L
) 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 (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2). Let us consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:{

d𝑋𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑠, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑠, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ≥ 𝑠,

𝑋
𝑠, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 = 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑) is G-measurable ,

(MV-SDE)

where 𝑝 ≥ 2, 𝑏 and 𝜎 satisfy the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. 𝑏 : R+ × R𝑑 × P𝑝 ↦→ R𝑑 and 𝜎 : R𝑑 × P𝑝 ↦→ R𝑑×𝑑 are two measurable functions such that

1. for all 𝑡 ≥ 0 𝑏(𝑡, ·, ·) is uniformly Lipschitz,

2. for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜇 ∈ P𝑝, 𝑡 ↦→ 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝜇) is bounded,

3. 𝜎 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. 𝜃′ ∈ L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑) that is not G-measurable, then we can construct
a G-measurable r.v. 𝜃𝜇 that only depends on 𝜇 := [𝜃′] and such that [𝜃] = 𝜇 = [𝜃′] since the probability space (Ω,G, P) is

atomless: see e.g. [10, Page 352]. In this case, we define it by a slight abuse of the notation 𝑋𝑠, [ 𝜃
′ ] := 𝑋𝑠,[𝜃𝜇] . Moreover, we

can remark that if 𝜃′ is F𝑠 -measurable but not G -measurable, then 𝑋𝑠, [ 𝜃
′ ] is not equal to the solution of (MV-SDE) starting

from 𝜃′ at time 𝑠 but these two processes are equal in distribution.

4



For the latter use, we also introduce the decoupled McKean-Vlasov SDE as{
d𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑠, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ≥ 𝑠,

𝑋
𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 = 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 ,

(Decoupled SDE)

where 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑), for 𝑝 ≥ 2 and 𝑋𝑠, [ 𝜃 ] 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 𝑋𝑠, ·, [ 𝜃 ] in 𝜃, i.e. 𝑋𝑠, 𝜃 , [ 𝜃 ] is solution
to (MV-SDE). Finally, we set 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] := 𝑋0, [ 𝜃 ] and 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] := 𝑋0,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] to simplify the notation.

Under Assumption 1 the following result holds: See [12, Proposition 2.1], with 𝛼 = 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 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑), there exists a unique solution (𝑋𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝑡≥𝑠 to (MV-SDE) such that

(𝑋𝑠,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝑡∈[𝑠,𝑇 ] ∈ S𝑝
𝑇

for all 𝑇 ≥ 𝑠.

2. For all 𝑠 ≥ 0, 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑥 ∈ R, there exists a unique solution (𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝑡≥𝑠 to (MV-SDE) such that (𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝑡∈[𝑠,𝑇 ] ∈
S𝑝
𝑇

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. For all 𝑝 ≥ 2, 0 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 𝑡, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑)(
𝑋
0,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
0, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

] )
=

(
𝑋
𝑠,𝑋

𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑠,

[
𝑋

[𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
𝑡

])
, P − 𝑎.𝑠.

We also define, for all 𝑡 ≥ 0, the non-linear and non-homogeneous semigroup, see again [8, Proposition 2.1] and [22, Lemma
3.1], associated to 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑),

P𝑡 [𝜙] (𝑥, [𝜃]) = E
[
𝜙(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
]
. (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 𝜎.

Assumption (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1). Let 𝑝 ≥ 2.

1. 𝑏 is 𝜈-L-dissipative. Namely, there exists 𝜈 > 0 such that for all 𝑈, 𝑈′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑), 𝑡 ≥ 0,

E[⟨𝑈 −𝑈′, 𝑏(𝑡,𝑈, [𝑈]) − 𝑏(𝑡,𝑈′, [𝑈′])⟩] ≤ −𝜈E
[
|𝑈 −𝑈′ |2

]
,

2. 𝑏 is 𝜂-dissipative w.r.t 𝑥 and is 𝐾𝑏
L
-Lipschitz w.r.t the distribution. Namely, there exists 𝜂 > 0 and 𝐾𝑏

L
≥ 0 such that

for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 ,𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0,

⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥′, [𝜃])⟩ ≤ −𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |2,

|𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐾𝑏LW2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]).

3. 𝜎 is bounded and there exists 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾
𝜎
L
> 0 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑), 𝑡 ≥ 0,

1

2
∥𝜎(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝜎(𝑥′, [𝜃′])∥2 ≤ 𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑦 |2 + 𝐾𝜎LW2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])2,

4. 𝜈 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 𝐾𝜎
L

and 𝜂 ≥ 𝜈.

Remark 2.3. 1. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-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 𝜋 ∈ P2 (R𝑑 × R𝑑) there exists (𝑈,𝑈′) ∼ 𝜋,
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.
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2. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-3. implies that 𝜎 is
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 -Lipschitz w.r.t. 𝑥 and

√︁
2𝐾𝜎

L
-Lipschitz w.r.t. the distribution.

3. There are some entanglements between the assumptions (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-1. and (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-2. Indeed, by doing same compu-
tations as in Example 2.4, it is easy to see that, if 𝜂 > 𝐾𝑏

L
then (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-2. implies (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-1. with 𝜈 := 𝜂 − 𝐾𝑏

L
.

Nevertheless, this upper-bound could be really rough. In order to illustrate the difference between these two assumptions,
we give two examples below.

Example 2.4. Let 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] be the solution to the following Ornstein-Ulhenbeck MV-SDE

d𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + d𝑊𝑡 := −𝜂𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 d𝑡 + 𝐾𝑏L E
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
d𝑡 + d𝑊𝑡 .

We can compute that, for all 𝑈, 𝑈′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑),

⟨𝑈 −𝑈′, 𝑏(𝑈, [𝑈]) − 𝑏(𝑈′, [𝑈′])⟩ = −𝜂 |𝑈 −𝑈′ |2 + 𝐾𝑏L ⟨𝑈 −𝑈′,E[𝑈 −𝑈′]⟩,
E[⟨𝑈 −𝑈′, 𝑏(𝑈, [𝑈]) − 𝑏(𝑈′, [𝑈′])⟩] = −𝜂E

[
|𝑈 −𝑈′ |2

]
+ 𝐾𝑏L |E[𝑈 −𝑈′] |2 ≤ −(𝜂 − 𝐾𝑏L )E

[
|𝑈 −𝑈′ |2

]
. (2.2)

So, 𝑏 is (𝜂−𝐾𝑏
L
)-L-dissipative as soon as 𝜂 > 𝐾𝑏

L
. Now let us consider 𝑋 ′ [ 𝜃 ] the solution to the following Ornstein-Ulhenbeck

MV SDE
d𝑋 ′

𝑡
[ 𝜃 ]

= 𝑏(𝑋 ′
𝑡
[ 𝜃 ]
,

[
𝑋 ′
𝑡
[ 𝜃 ]

]
)d𝑡 + d𝑊𝑡 := −𝜂𝑋 ′

𝑡
[ 𝜃 ]d𝑡 − 𝐾𝑏L E

[
𝑋 ′
𝑡
[ 𝜃 ]

]
d𝑡 + d𝑊𝑡 .

Doing same computations as before leads to

E[⟨𝑈 −𝑈′, 𝑏(𝑈, [𝑈]) − 𝑏(𝑈′, [𝑈′])⟩] = −𝜂E
[
|𝑈 −𝑈′ |2

]
− 𝐾𝑏L |E[𝑈 −𝑈′] |2 ≤ −𝜂E

[
|𝑈 −𝑈′ |2

]
, (2.3)

and so, 𝑏 is always 𝜂-L-dissipative. If we compare these two cases, we can see that it is not restrictive to assume that 𝜂 ≥ 𝜈

and we do not penalize the dissipativity constant 𝜂 if 𝐾𝑏
L

has a minus in front, whereas if we only use the Lipschitz property,
we lose the fact that the distribution term could ’helps’.

Example 2.5. Let now 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] be the solution to the following MV-SDE

d𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + d𝑊𝑡 ,

where 𝑏 is defined for any (𝑥, 𝜇) ∈ R𝑑 × P2 as 𝑏(𝑥, 𝜇) =
∫
R𝑑 ℎ1 (𝑥 − 𝑦)d𝜇(𝑦) + ℎ2 (𝑥) = E[ℎ1 (𝑥 − 𝑋)] + ℎ2 (𝑥) with ℎ1 : R𝑑 → R𝑑,

ℎ2 : R𝑑 → R𝑑 and 𝑋 ∼ 𝜇. We assume that ℎ1 is 0-dissipative (i.e. −ℎ1 is monotone), 𝐾𝑏
L
-Lipschitz and ℎ2 is 𝜂-dissipative (with

𝜂 > 0). These assumptions on ℎ1 and ℎ2 imply, by some direct computations, that 𝑏 is 𝜂-dissipative and 𝐾𝑏
L
-Lipschitz. Thus,

if 𝜂 > 𝐾𝑏
L

we can obtain that 𝑏 is (𝜂 −𝐾𝑏
L
)-𝐿-dissipative. Nevertheless, it is also possible to show that 𝑏 is 𝜂-𝐿-dissipative by

assuming that ℎ1 is odd. Indeed we have, for 𝑋 ∼ 𝜇, 𝑋 ′ ∼ 𝜇′ and (𝑋, 𝑋 ′) an independent copy of (𝑋, 𝑋 ′),

E[⟨𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, 𝑏(𝑋, 𝜇) − 𝑏(𝑋 ′, 𝜇′)⟩] = E
[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
+ E[⟨𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ2 (𝑋) − ℎ2 (𝑋 ′)⟩] .

Then, the 𝜂-dissipativity of ℎ2 gives

E[⟨𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ2 (𝑋) − ℎ2 (𝑋 ′)⟩] ≤ −𝜂E[|𝑋 − 𝑋 ′ |2] .

Moreover, since ℎ1 is odd and (𝑋, 𝑋 ′, 𝑋, 𝑋 ′) has the same law as (𝑋, 𝑋 ′, 𝑋, 𝑋 ′), we get

E
[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
=E

[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
= −E

[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
which implies that

E
[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
=
1

2

(
E
[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
− E

[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 ′, ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉] )
=
1

2
E
[〈
𝑋 − 𝑋 − (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′), ℎ1 (𝑋 − 𝑋) − ℎ1 (𝑋 ′ − 𝑋 ′)

〉]
≤ E[|𝑋 − 𝑋 − 𝑋 ′ + 𝑋 ′ |2] ≤ 0

by using the 0-dissipativity of ℎ1.

Before giving the exponential convergence results, we recall some useful uniform bounds on moments of solutions to
(MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE).
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Proposition 2.6. Under (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1), for all 𝑝 ≥ 2, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝑝, 𝜈, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝜎L , 𝐾𝑏
L
, 𝜎(0, 𝛿0), ∥𝜎∥∞1𝑝>2, sup

𝑡
|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |)

such that, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑)

sup
𝑡∈R+

E
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝), (2.4)

sup
𝑡∈R+

E
[���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝). (2.5)

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

E
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] + E
[���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���𝑝] ≤ 𝐶𝑡 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝). (2.6)

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

applying Itô’s formula to
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 and Young’s inequality we have, for all 𝜀 > 0,

d
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 = 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
d𝑡 +




𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)



2d𝑡 + 2

〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡

〉
≤ 2

〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0)

〉
d𝑡 + (1 + 𝜀)




𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(0, 𝛿0)




2d𝑡
+ 2sup

𝑡
|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���d𝑡 + (1 + 𝜀−1)∥𝜎(0, 𝛿0)∥2d𝑡 + 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡

〉
.

Thanks to (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-4, we can set 0 < 𝜀 < (𝜈 − (𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 𝐾𝜎
L
)) (1 + 𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 𝐾𝜎

L
)−1 and 0 < 𝜆 < 𝜈 − (𝜀 + (𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 𝐾𝜎

L
) (1 + 𝜀)). Thus,

by Young’s inequality we get,

d𝑒2𝜆𝑡
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 ≤
(
2(𝜆 + 𝜀)

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 + 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0)

〉
d𝑡 + (1 + 𝜀)




𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(0, 𝛿0)




2) 𝑒2𝜆𝑡d𝑡
+ (𝜀−1sup

𝑡
|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |2 + (1 + 𝜀−1)∥𝜎(0, 𝛿0)∥2)𝑒2𝜆𝑡d𝑡 + 2𝑒2𝜆𝑡

〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡

〉
. (2.7)

Due to (2.6), the last term of the previous inequality is a martingale, we finally obtain by (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-1-2 and the definition of
𝜆,

𝑒2𝜆𝑡E
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 ≤ ∥𝜃∥22 + 2(𝜆 − 𝜈 + (1 + 𝜀)𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 𝜀)
∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒2𝜆𝑠E

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

���2d𝑠
+ 2(1 + 𝜀)𝐾𝜎L

∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒2𝜆𝑠W2 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝛿0)2d𝑠 +

𝐶

2𝜆
(𝑒2𝜆𝑡 − 1)

≤ ∥𝜃∥22 − 2(𝜈 − ((1 + 𝜀) (𝐾𝜎L + 𝐾𝜎𝑥 ) + 𝜀) − 𝜆)
∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒2𝜆𝑠E

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

���2d𝑠 + 𝐶

2𝜆
𝑒2𝜆𝑡 ≤ ∥𝜃∥22 +

𝐶

2𝜆
𝑒2𝜆𝑡 ,

which gives us (2.4). Let us now prove it for any 𝑝 ≥ 2. By applying Itô’s formula to
��𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ��𝑝, we obtain

d|𝑋𝑡 |𝑝 = 𝑝

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−2〈𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
d𝑡 + 𝑝(𝑝 − 1)

2

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−2


𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)



2d𝑡 + ���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

���𝑝−2〈𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡

〉
.

We set d𝑀𝑡 :=
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−2〈𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡

〉
which is a martingale due to (2.6). Thus, by using (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and the

estimate for 𝑝 = 2, we obtain

d
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝 ≤ −𝜂𝑝
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝d𝑡 + 𝑝���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−1 |𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |d𝑡 + 𝑝���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−1𝐾𝑏LW2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
, 𝛿0) +

𝑝(𝑝 − 1)
2

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−2∥𝜎∥2∞d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

≤ −𝜂𝑝
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝d𝑡 + 𝑝���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−1 |𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |d𝑡 + 𝑝���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−1𝐾𝑏L𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥2)d𝑡 +
𝑝(𝑝 − 1)

2

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝−2∥𝜎∥2∞d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡 .

Now, using Young’s inequality with 0 < 𝜀 < 𝑝𝜂/3, gives

d
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝 ≤ (−𝑝𝜂 + 3𝜀)
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���𝑝d𝑡 + (
𝜀−(𝑝−1) (𝑝 |𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |) 𝑝 + 𝜀−(𝑝−1) (𝑝𝐾𝑏L𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥2)) 𝑝 + 𝜀−

𝑝−2
2

(
𝑝(𝑝 − 1)

2
∥𝜎∥2∞

) 𝑝/2)
d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

7



If we set 0 < 𝜆 = 𝜂 − 3𝜀
𝑝
, then applying Itô’s formula to d𝑒𝑝𝜆𝑡

��𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ��𝑝 gives, by taking the expectation

𝑒𝑝𝜆𝑡E
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] ≤ ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝 +
∫ 𝑡

0
𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝)𝑒𝜆𝑠d𝑠,

which gives the wanted result. We prove (2.5) by using same computations and (2.4).

Now we give the first exponential convergence result for the solution to (MV-SDE).

Theorem 2.7. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) is fulfilled. Then, for all 𝑝 ≥ 2, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑), 𝑡 ≥ 0 and for Λ := 𝜈− (𝐾𝜎𝑥 +𝐾𝜎
L
) > 0,

W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])𝑒−Λ𝑡 . (2.8)

Proof. Let 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑). By applying Itô’s formula to 𝑒2Λ𝑡
��𝑋𝑡 ��2, where 𝑋 = 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ] , we obtain due to (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-3,

d𝑒2Λ𝑡
��𝑋𝑡 ��2 ≤ 2(Λ + 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )𝑒2Λ𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 − 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
d𝑡

+ 2𝐾𝜎LW2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)2𝑒2Λ𝑡d𝑡 + 2𝑒2Λ𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊𝑡 ⟩.

Thanks to Proposition 2.6, the stochastic integral in the previous estimate is a martingale. Thus, taking the expectation gives
by (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-1 and the definition of Λ,

𝑒2Λ𝑡E
[��𝑋𝑡 ��2] ≤ E

[��𝜃 − 𝜃′��2] − 2(𝜈 − (Λ + 𝐾𝜎𝑥 ))
∫ 𝑡

0
E
[��𝑋𝑠 ��2]𝑒2Λ𝑠d𝑠 + 2𝐾𝜎L

∫ 𝑡

0
W2 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
)2𝑒2Λ𝑠d𝑠

≤ E
[��𝜃 − 𝜃′��2] ,

where 𝜃, 𝜃′ are G-measurable r.v. such that [𝜃] =
[
𝜃
]
and [𝜃′] =

[
𝜃′

]
. Then we obtain the wanted result by taking an optimal

coupling of ([𝜃], [𝜃′]) for the W2-Wasserstein distance.

Remark 2.8. Thanks to Remark 2.3, this result still holds if we assume that 𝜂 > 𝐾𝑏
L

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, 𝛾 by
𝜂 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 and by considering our slightly different assumption on the Lipschitz constants of 𝜎.

Corollary 2.9. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) is fulfilled. Let (𝛽𝑡 )𝑡≥0 be a bounded progressively measurable process such that, by

Girsanov’s theorem, 𝑊 Q̃ := 𝑊 −
∫ ·
0
𝛽𝑠d𝑠 is a Q̃−Brownian motion for Q̃ the associated Girsanov’s probability. Let us assume

that 𝜈 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 +
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ and set 𝜀, 𝛾 such that 0 < 𝜀 < 𝜈−𝐾𝜎𝑥 −

√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞, 0 < 𝛾 < 𝜈−𝐾𝜎𝑥 −

√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞−𝜀 and 𝛾 < 𝜈−(𝐾𝜎𝑥 +𝐾𝜎

L
).

Then, there exists 𝐶 > 0 such that, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0,

EQ̃
[���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

���2]1/2 ≤ 𝐶 ( |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | +W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])) 𝑒−𝛾𝑡 . (2.9)

Proof. We write the equation satisfied by 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] under Q̃ as

d𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,
[
𝑋 𝜃𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝛽𝑡d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 .

Then, by applying Itô’s formula to 𝑒2𝛾𝑡
��𝑋𝑡 ��2, with 𝑋 = 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ] , we have by using (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1)-2, Young’s inequality, the
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fact that 𝜈 ≤ 𝜂 and Theorem 2.7,

d
(
𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2) ≤ 2
〈
𝑋
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡 + 2(𝐾𝜎𝑥 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ + 𝛾)𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡
+ 2|𝛽 |∞

√︃
2𝐾𝜎

L
𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 2𝐾𝜎L 𝑒2𝛾𝑡W2 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)2d𝑡

+ 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 ⟩

≤ −2
(
𝜂 −

(
𝐾𝜎𝑥 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ + 𝛾

))
𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + 2( |𝛽 |∞
√︃
2𝐾𝜎

L
+ 𝐾𝑏L )𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡

+ 2𝐾𝜎L 𝑒2𝛾𝑡W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)2d𝑡 + 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 ⟩

≤ −2
(
𝜂 −

(
𝐾𝜎𝑥 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ + 𝛾 + 𝜀

))
𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + (
( |𝛽 |∞

√︃
2𝐾𝜎

L
+ 𝐾𝑏L )2 (2𝜀)−1 + 2𝐾𝜎L

)
W2 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)2𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+ 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 ⟩

≤ −2
(
𝜈 −

(
𝐾𝜎𝑥 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ + 𝛾 + 𝜀

))
𝑒2𝛾𝑡

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + 𝐶W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)2𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+ 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 ⟩

≤ 𝐶W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])2𝑒2(𝛾−Λ)𝑡d𝑡 + 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡 ⟨𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
))d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡 ⟩.

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

𝑒2𝛾𝑡EQ̃
[��𝑋𝑡 ��2] ≤ |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |2 + 𝐶W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃]′)2,

which gives the desired result.

The next result extend Proposition 2.6 under the new probability Q̃.

Proposition 2.10. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) is fulfilled. Let 𝛽 and Q̃ be defined as in Corollary 2.9 and let us assume that
𝜈 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 +

√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞. Then, for all 𝑝 ≥ 2, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝑝, 𝜈, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝜎L , 𝐾𝑏

L
, 𝜎(0, 𝛿0), ∥𝜎∥∞1𝑝>2, sup

𝑡
|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |) such that

for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑),

sup
𝑡∈R+

EQ̃
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝), (2.10)

sup
𝑡∈R+

EQ̃
[���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝). (2.11)

Proof. This is a straight forward adaptation of the proof of Proposition 2.6 where we replace (2.7) by the following inequality,
for 𝜀 small enough and 0 < 𝛾 < 𝜈 − (1 + 𝜀)𝐾𝜎𝑥 −

√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ − 𝜀,

d𝑒2𝛾𝑡
���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 ≤
(
2(𝛾 + 𝜀 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞)

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 + 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0)

〉)
𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+ (1 + 𝜀)



𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(0, 𝛿0)




2𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡 + (𝜀−1sup
𝑡

|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |2 + (1 + 𝜀−1)∥𝜎(0, 𝛿0)∥2)𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+ 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡

〉
.

≤
(
2(𝛾 + 𝜀 +

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽 |∞ + (1 + 𝜀)𝐾𝜎𝑥 )

���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

���2 + 2
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0)

〉)
𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+
(
2𝐾𝜎L (1 + 𝜀)𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥22) + 𝜀−1sup

𝑡
|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |2 + (1 + 𝜀−1)∥𝜎(0, 𝛿0)∥2

)
𝑒2𝛾𝑡d𝑡

+ 2𝑒2𝛾𝑡
〈
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 , 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊 Q̃

𝑡

〉
,

applying (2.4) in the last inequality. From here, the remaining of the proof is the same as for Proposition 2.6.
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2.2 The weak dissipative framework

In this subsection, we consider the equation (MV-SDE) in a simpler framework where 𝜎 does not depend on the distribution,
namely:

d𝑋𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋𝑡 , [𝑋𝑡 ])d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝑡 )d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ≥ 0. (2.12)

It should be possible to extend some results of this subsection when 𝜎 also depend on the distribution but at the cost of
additional strong constraints on the Lipschitz and monotonicity constants of 𝑏 and 𝜎, 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 (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2).

1. There exists 𝑅, 𝐾𝑏
L
, 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝜂 > 0 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜇, 𝜇′ ∈ P1 (R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0

|𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝜇) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥′, 𝜇′) | ≤ 𝐾𝑏𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | + 𝐾𝑏LW1 (𝜇, 𝜇′),
⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝜇) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥′, 𝜇)⟩ ≤ −𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>𝑅 + 𝐾𝑏𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

21 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅,

2. 𝜎 is bounded and uniformly elliptic, i.e. there exists 𝜎0 > 0 such that for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑: 𝜎(𝑥)𝜎(𝑥)⊤ ≥ 𝜎2
0 𝐼𝑑,

3. there exists 𝐾𝜎𝑥 > 0 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑: ∥𝜎(𝑥) − 𝜎(𝑥′)∥ ≤
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |,

4. 𝐾𝑏
L
< (𝜂 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )𝑒

− 𝜂+2𝐾
𝑏
𝑥

2𝜎2
0

𝑅2

.

We start by giving some uniform estimates on the moments of solutions of (MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE).

Proposition 2.11. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) holds. For all 𝑝 ≥ 2, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝑝, 𝜂, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝑅, 𝜎(0), ∥𝜎∥∞1𝑝>2, sup
𝑡

|𝑏(𝑡, 0, 𝛿0) |)

such that for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑),

sup
𝑡∈R+

E
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝), (2.13)

sup
𝑡∈R+

E
[���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝). (2.14)

Proof. The proof follows same computations as for Proposition 2.6 using the fact that 𝐾𝑏
L
< 𝜂 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 .

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

Theorem 2.12. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) holds and let 𝑝 ≥ 2. Then, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝑅) > 0 and

𝜂 = 𝜂(𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝑅) > 0 such that, for all 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑝−1(Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0,

W1 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])𝑒−𝜂𝑡 , (2.15)

W𝑝 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥

1− 1
2𝑝

2𝑝−1 + ∥𝜃′∥
1− 1

2𝑝

2𝑝−1 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])1/𝑝𝑒−𝜂𝑡/𝑝 . (2.16)

Proof. Firstly, we prove (2.15) by using Theorem A.2. By setting 𝔟(𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(𝑡, ·,
[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]), 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(𝑡, ·, [𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ] ]) and (𝑿0, 𝑿

′
0) =

(𝜃, 𝜃′), we have that (𝑿, 𝑿′) is a coupling of (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]). Moreover, we have 𝑀𝔟=𝐾
𝑏
𝑥 𝑅, E𝑡 ≤ 𝐾𝑏L E

[��X𝑡 − X′
𝑡

��] and we can take

𝒄 = 𝐾𝑏
L

since (A.4) is satisfied due to (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2)-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 (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]) for the
W1-distance. By using, Proposition 2.11 with 2𝑝 − 1, we obtain

W𝑝 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) = W𝑝 ( [𝑋𝑡 ],

[
𝑋 ′
𝑡

]
) ≤ E

[��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′
𝑡

��𝑝]1/𝑝 = E
[��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′

𝑡

��𝑝−1/2��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′
𝑡

��1/2]1/𝑝
≤ E

[��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′
𝑡

��2𝑝−1]1/2𝑝E[��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′
𝑡

��]1/𝑝
≤ 𝐶

(
E
[
|𝑋𝑡 |2𝑝−1

]1/2𝑝 + E
[��𝑋 ′

𝑡

��2𝑝−1]1/2𝑝) E[��𝑋𝑡 − 𝑋 ′
𝑡

��]1/𝑝
≤ 𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥

1− 1
2𝑝

2𝑝−1 + ∥𝜃′∥
1− 1

2𝑝

2𝑝−1 )W1 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)1/𝑝 .

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

Theorem 2.13. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) holds and let 𝑝 ≥ 2. Then, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝑅) > 0 and

𝜂 = 𝜂(𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝑅) > 0 such that, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑝−1(Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0,

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶 ( |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])) 𝑒−𝜂𝑡 (2.17)

W𝑝 (
[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |1−

1
2𝑝 + |𝑥′ |1−

1
2𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥

1− 1
2𝑝

2𝑝−1 + ∥𝜃′∥
1− 1

2𝑝

2𝑝−1 )
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ |1/𝑝 +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])1/𝑝

)
𝑒−𝜂𝑡/𝑝 , (2.18)

Proof. First, due to triangular inequality, one has

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ W1 (

[
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) +W1 (

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
).

For the first term on the right-hand side, we apply Theorem A.2 by setting 𝔟(𝑡, ·) = 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(𝑡, ·,
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) and (𝑿0, 𝑿

′
0) = (𝑥, 𝑥′)

which ensures that (𝑿, 𝑿′) is a coupling of (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]). Moreover we have 𝑀𝔟=𝐾
𝑏
𝑥 𝑅 and E𝑡 = 𝒄 = 0 for all 𝑡 ≥ 0. Then,

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |𝑒−𝜼𝑡 .

For the second term, we set 𝔟(𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(𝑡, ·,
[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]), 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(𝑡, ·,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) with 𝑀𝔟 = 𝐾𝑏𝑥 𝑅 and 𝑿0 = 𝑿′

0 = 𝑥′ which ensures

that (𝑿, 𝑿′) is a coupling of (𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]). Then, Theorem A.2 gives us

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) = W1 ( [𝑿𝑡 ],

[
𝑿′
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶W1 ( [𝑿0],

[
𝑿′
0

]
)𝑒−𝜼𝑡 + 𝐶𝑒−𝜼𝑡

∫ 𝑡

0
E𝑠𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠 = 𝐶𝑒−𝜼𝑡

∫ 𝑡

0
E𝑠𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠.

Since E𝑡 ≤ 𝐶W1 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
), we obtain by using (2.15) that

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶𝑒−𝜼𝑡

∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒 (𝜼−𝜂)𝑠d𝑠.

Moreover, by using the following trivial fact: for all 𝑐1, 𝑐2 > 0, for all 𝑡 ≥ 0,

𝑒−𝑐1𝑡
∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒 (𝑐1−𝑐2 )𝑠d𝑠 ≤ 𝐶𝑐1 ,𝑐2𝑒−

min (𝑐1 ,𝑐2 )
2 𝑡 , (2.19)

we can conclude that there exists 𝜂 < min (𝜼, 𝜂) such that

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])𝑒−𝜂𝑡 .

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

Proposition 2.14. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) is fulfilled. Let (𝛽𝑡 )𝑡≥0 be a bounded progressively measurable process such that, by

Girsanov’s theorem, 𝑊 Q̃ := 𝑊 −
∫ ·
0
𝛽𝑠d𝑠 is a Q̃−Brownian motion for Q̃ the associated Girsanov’s probability. for all 𝑝 ≥ 2,

there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝑝, 𝜂, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝑅,
��𝛽��∞, ∥𝜎∥∞) > 0 such that, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω;R𝑑),

sup
𝑡∈R+

EQ̃
[���𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝), (2.20)

sup
𝑡∈R+

EQ̃
[���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���𝑝] ≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑝 + ∥𝜃∥ 𝑝𝑝). (2.21)

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

Now, let us consider a bounded function 𝛽 : R+ × R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 → R𝑑 such that 𝛽(𝑡, ., .) is Lipschitz uniformly with respect
to 𝑡 and let us denote P𝛽 the semi group associated to the family of SDEs, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

d𝑋
𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) + 𝜎(𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝛽(𝑡, 𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ≥ 0, 𝑋

𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 = 𝑥. (2.22)

Let us emphasize that (2.22) is not a decoupled McKean-Vlasov’s SDE since the law dependence in 𝑏 and 𝛽 corresponds to
the original McKean-Vlasov’s SDE, i.e. the SDE where 𝛽 = 0.
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Theorem 2.15. Assume that (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) is fulfilled and let us consider a bounded function 𝛽 : R+ × R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 → R𝑑, for
𝑞 ≥ 0, such that 𝛽(𝑡, ., .) is Lipschitz uniformly with respect to 𝑡. Let 𝜖 ∈ (0, 1] and let us consider a measurable function
𝜓 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 → R that satisfies for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜇, 𝜇′ ∈ P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑)

|𝜓(𝑥, 𝜇) − 𝜓(𝑥′, 𝜇′) | ≤ 𝑐(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 +W2𝑞+2 (0, 𝜇)𝑞 +W2𝑞+2 (0, 𝜇′)𝑞)
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W1 (𝜇, 𝜇′) 𝜖

)
. (2.23)

Then, there exists 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝑞, 𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝑅, |𝛽 |∞, ∥𝜎∥∞) > 0 and 𝜂 = 𝜂(𝜂, 𝜎0, 𝐾𝑏𝑥 , 𝐾𝑏L , 𝐾𝜎𝑥 , 𝑅, |𝛽 |∞, ∥𝜎∥∞) > 0 such that,

for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑡 ≥ 0,���P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃])
��� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )𝑒−𝜂𝜖 𝑡/2 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

𝜖
2 . (2.24)

Proof. Let us prove (2.24). We set (U𝑡 ,U′
𝑡 ) an optimal coupling of (𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 , 𝑋

𝛽,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) for the W1−distance. By using the

locally Hölder property of 𝜓 and Young’s inequality, we have���P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃])
��� ≤ ���E[

𝜓(U𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜓(U′

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
] ���

≤ 𝐶E
[(
1 + |U𝑡 |𝑞 +

��U′
𝑡

��𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡




𝑞
2𝑞+2

) ��U𝑡 −U′
𝑡

��𝜖 ]
≤ 𝐶E

[(
1 + |U𝑡 |𝑞+𝜖 /2 +

��U′
𝑡

��𝑞+𝜖 /2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡




𝑞+𝜖 /2
2𝑞+2

) ��U𝑡 −U′
𝑡

��𝜖 /2] (2.25)

≤ 𝐶
(
1 + E

[
|U𝑡 |2𝑞+𝜖

]1/2 + E
[��U′

𝑡

��2𝑞+𝜖 ]1/2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡




𝑞+𝜖 /2
2𝑞+2

)
E[|U𝑡 −U𝑡 |] 𝜖 /2

= 𝐶

(
1 + E

[���𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2𝑞+𝜖 ]1/2 + E
[���𝑋𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2𝑞+𝜖 ]1/2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡




𝑞+𝜖 /2
2𝑞+2

)
W1 (𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 , 𝑋

𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) 𝜖 /2.

Since 𝛽 is bounded, we can set 𝛽𝑡 := 𝛽(𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 and remark that

E
[���𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2𝑞+𝜖 ]1/2 = EQ̃
[���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2𝑞+𝜖 ]1/2,
where Q̃ is defined in Proposition 2.14. Then, by using (2.13), with 𝑝 = 2𝑞 + 𝜖 ≥ 2 if 𝑞 ≥ 1 and with 𝑝 = 2 and Jensen’s
inequality otherwise, (2.21), Jensen’s and Young’s inequalities we obtain���P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃])

��� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 (𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 , 𝑋
𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) 𝜖 /2. (2.26)

Finally, we deal with the term W1 (𝑋𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 , 𝑋
𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) 𝜖 /2 by using Theorem A.2. We set 𝔟(𝑡, ·) = 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·) := 𝑏(𝑡, ·,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) +

𝜎(·)𝛽(𝑡, ·,
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) and we check that it satisfies (A.2). By using (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) we have, for all 𝑅′ ≥ 𝑅,

⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥,
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑡, 𝑥′,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) + 𝜎(𝑥)𝛽(𝑡, 𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝜎(𝑥′)𝛽(𝑡, 𝑥′,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)⟩

≤ − 𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>𝑅′ + 𝐾𝑏𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
21 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅′ + 2|𝛽 |∞∥𝜎∥∞ |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

≤ − (𝜂 − 2|𝛽 |∞∥𝜎∥∞
𝑅′ ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>𝑅′ + (𝐾𝑏𝑥 𝑅′ + 2|𝛽 |∞∥𝜎∥∞) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |1 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅′ .

Thus, by taking 𝑅′ large enough, 𝔟 satisfies (A.2) with 𝜼 = 𝜂 − 2 |𝛽 |∞ ∥𝜎 ∥∞
𝑅′ > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 and 𝑀𝔟 = 𝐾𝑏𝑥 𝑅

′ + 2|𝛽 |∞∥𝜎∥∞. Hence, we
can apply Theorem A.2 with E𝑡 = 𝒄 = 0, in order to obtain

W1 (
[
𝑋
𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |𝑒−𝜂𝑡 . (2.27)

It just remains to plug the previous estimate into (2.26) in order to get (2.24).

Remark 2.16. If 𝜓 is globally 𝜖-Hölder, i.e. 𝑞 = 0 in (2.23), then (2.25) can be replaced by the better estimate

|P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶E
[��U𝑡 −U′

𝑡

��𝜖 ] ≤ 𝐶E[��U𝑡 −U′
𝑡

��] 𝜖 = 𝐶W1 (
[
𝑋
𝛽,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝛽,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) 𝜖 .

So, (2.24) can be improved in order to obtain���P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − P𝛽𝑡 [𝜓] (𝑥′, [𝜃])
��� ≤ 𝐶 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 𝑒−𝜂𝑡 .
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Remark 2.17.

1. If 𝑏 is strongly dissipative, i.e. 𝑅 → 0, then (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2)-4 corresponds to the assumption 𝐾𝑏
L
< 𝜂 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 which is the usual

constraint needed in the strong dissipative framework: see for instance [19, Assumption (E)] or subsection 2.1.

2. Under (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2), we no longer asked 𝑏 to be Lipschitz under the W2-Wasserstein distance, but under the W1 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 𝜎 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. 𝜎 that does not depend on the distribution. Nevertheless assumption
(H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) in the previous subsection allows a distribution dependency of 𝜎.

3 The Ergodic Distribution Dependent BSDE

The aim of this section is to prove, under the two different sets of assumptions (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2), a result of existence
and uniqueness of the following distribution dependent ergodic BSDE

𝑌
[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝜆

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍
[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀ 0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇 (EBSDE)

where the unknown is the triple (𝑌 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) and with 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] the solution to (MV-SDE) with 𝑠 = 0 and 𝑏, 𝑓 satisfying following
assumptions.

Assumption (H0). There exists 𝑞 ≥ 0 such that

1. 𝑓 : (𝑥, 𝜇, 𝑧) ∋ R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) × R𝑑 ↦→ R is uniformly 𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 -Lipschitz w.r.t 𝑧,

2. (a) there exists 𝐶 > 0 such that for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

| 𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 0) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+1),

(b) there exists 𝜖 ∈ (0, 1] and 𝐶 > 0 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) and all 𝑧 ∈ R𝑑,

| 𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧) − 𝑓 (𝑥′, [𝜃′], 𝑧) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 + |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖

)
. (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(2𝑞+𝜖 )∨2 instead of P2𝑞+2 but, for readability reasons, we decided to stay
in P2𝑞+2, underlying the fact that the restriction is very weak.

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

𝑌
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝜆

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇, (Decoupled EBSDE)

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

𝑌
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝛼𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 . (𝛼−BSDE)

Let us remark once again that (Decoupled EBSDE) becomes (EBSDE) when we replace 𝑥 by a G-measurable r.v. 𝜃 ∈
L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑).

Let us now give the two different sets of assumptions we are going to use to prove the main result:

Assumption (H1).

1. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) and (H0) hold,
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2. 𝜈 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 +
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 𝐾

𝑓
𝑧 ,

3. 𝜎 is invertible.

Assumption (H2).

1. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) and (H0) hold.

Proposition 3.2. Let us assume that (H1) or (H2) hold. Then, for all 𝛼 > 0, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2, there exists a unique
solution (𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]) to (𝛼−BSDE) such that 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ∈ L2

loc (Ω;L
2 (R+;R𝑑)) and there exists 𝐶 that does not depend on

𝛼, such that for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑):���𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0

��� ≤ 𝐶

𝛼

(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
. (3.2)

Moreover, there exists a measurable function 𝜁 𝛼 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) → R𝑑 such that 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝜁 𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) a.s. for a.e.

𝑡 ∈ R+, all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ 𝐿2𝑞+2.

Proof. If we consider a solution (𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]) to (𝛼−BSDE) such that 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ∈ L2
loc (Ω; L

2 (R+;R𝑑)) and 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ∈⋃
𝑇>0 S2

𝑇
, then we have the a priori estimate

|𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 | ≤ EQ𝛼
[∫ +∞

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

��� 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 0)

���d𝑠] ≤
∫ +∞

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠𝐶 (1 + EQ𝛼

[
|𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 |𝑞+𝜀

]
+




𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠




𝑞+𝜀
2𝑞+2

)d𝑠,

where Q𝛼 is the Girsanov’s probability associated to the bounded process 𝛽𝛼 defined for all 𝑠 ≥ 0 as

𝛽𝛼 :=
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 0)���𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���2 (𝑍𝛼,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ])⊤1
𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑠 ≠0

. (3.3)

Let us remark that |𝛽𝛼 |∞ ≤ 𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 uniformly in 𝛼. Then, we can apply Proposition 2.10 under (H1) or Proposition 2.14 under

(H2), Jensen’s and Young’s inequalities to get that there exists 𝐶 > 0 that does not depend on 𝛼, such that

sup
𝑠≥0

EQ𝛼
[
|𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 |𝑞+𝜀

]
≤ 𝐶

(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+𝜀 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+𝜀𝑞+𝜀

)
≤ 𝐶

(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
(3.4)

and then

|𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 | ≤ 𝐶

𝛼

(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
.

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 𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] is classical,
see e.g. the 4th step in the proof of [15, Theorem 18].

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 [ 𝜃 ] the solution to (MV-SDE) starting from 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] the solution to (Decoupled SDE)
starting from 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, we have

𝑌
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

𝛼,𝑋
𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
0 .

The main goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Under (H1) or (H2) the following holds: there exists a deterministic function 𝑢 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) → R
satisfying that there exists 𝐶 > 0 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) we have

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

2. |𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2),
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3. depending on the set of assumption, 𝑢 satisfies

(a) for (H1),

|𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢(𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
,

(b) for (H2),

|𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢(𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2 +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2

)
.

For 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), we set 𝑌𝑡 = 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
). Then there exists 𝜆 ∈ R and 𝑍 ∈ L2

loc (Ω;L
2 (R+;R𝑑)) such that

(𝑌, 𝑍, 𝜆) is a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE). Moreover, there exists a measurable function 𝜁 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) → R𝑑 such

that 𝑍𝑡 = 𝜁 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) a.s. for a.e. 𝑡 ∈ R+.

Finally 𝜆 is unique in the class of Markovian solutions (𝑌, 𝑍, 𝜆) such that 𝑌 = 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ,
[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]) where 𝑢 satisfies 2., 𝑍 ∈

L2
loc (Ω;L

2 (R+;R𝑑)) and 𝑍 = 𝜁 ((𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] ,
[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]). Moreover, if 𝜎 is uniformly elliptic, which is already satisfied under (H2),

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 𝜇∗ 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 ·, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 ·, [ 𝜃 ]) at 𝜃 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 H1

Let us assume that (H1) holds.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Existence: Let us define 𝑢𝛼 : R𝑑 ×P2𝑞+2 → R, as 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑)
and let us prove that it satisfies an equicontinuous estimate. Let 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑). As in [9, Lemma 2.6], we

apply Itô’s formula to 𝑒−𝛼𝑡 (𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑡 ), in order to get

𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) : = 𝑌 𝛼𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

0 = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇 (𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

− 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑇
) −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠 (𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍𝛼,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )d𝑊𝑠

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠 ( 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ))d𝑠

≤ 𝑒−𝛼𝑇 (𝑌 𝛼,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

− 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑇
) −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝛼,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 (d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽𝛼𝑠 d𝑠)

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠,

where 𝛽𝛼 is a bounded progressively measurable process given by, for 𝑠 ≥ 0,

𝛽𝛼𝑠 :=
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )���𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���2 (𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑠 )⊤1
𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑠 ≠𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [𝜃′ ]
𝑠

. (3.5)

Let us set Q̃𝛼 the Girsanov’s probability associated to 𝛽𝛼. Then, by taking the expectation under Q̃𝛼, by using Proposition 3.2,
(H0), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.10 with 2𝑞 if 𝑞 ≥ 1 or with 2 and Jensen’s inequality if 0 ≤ 𝑞 < 1, the
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fact that W1 ≤ W2, Jensen’s inequalities and Young’s inequalities,

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝑒−𝛼𝑇 Ẽ𝛼
[���𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑇

���]
+

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠Ẽ𝛼

[��� 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

���]d𝑠
≤ 𝐶

𝛼
(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒

−𝛼𝑇

+ 𝐶
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠Ẽ𝛼𝑇

[
(1 +

���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���𝑞 + ���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)

×
(���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���𝜖 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)]
d𝑠

≤ 𝐶

𝛼
(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒

−𝛼𝑇

+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
Ẽ𝛼

[���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)
d𝑠,

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

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶

𝛼
(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒

−𝛼𝑇

+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

) ∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−Λ̃𝑠d𝑠

and, by taking 𝑇 → +∞,

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
.

Therefore, 𝑢𝛼 := 𝑢𝛼 − 𝑢𝛼 (0, 𝜇∗) satisfies also, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), 𝛼 > 0,

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
(3.6)

and
|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2). (3.7)

Consequently, by using a diagonal procedure, there exists a sequence (𝛼𝑛)𝑛 ↘0 and 𝑢 such that 𝑢𝛼𝑛 → 𝑢 on a countable dense
subset of R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) (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 𝑢 satisfies 1., 2. and
3. thanks to estimates (3.6)-(3.7). We set 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] := 𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ,

[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]) and 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] := 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] ,

[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]). Furthermore, since

|𝛼𝑢𝛼 (0, 𝜇∗) | ≤ 𝐶 due to (3.2), we have that there exists 𝜆 such that (𝛼𝑛𝑢𝛼𝑛 (0, 𝜇∗))𝑛 tends to 𝜆 up to a subsequence that, by
a slight abuse of notation, we still denote (𝛼𝑛)𝑛. Then, due to (3.7) and classical estimates on SDEs, we know that, for any
𝑇 > 0,

E
[
sup
𝑡≤𝑇

sup
𝛼>0

���𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2] ≤ 𝐶
(
1 + E

[
sup
𝑡≤𝑇

���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2𝑞+2] + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2
)
< +∞.

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

E
∫ 𝑇

0

���𝑌 𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2d𝑡 −→ 0 and
���𝑌 𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

���2 −→ 0.

By applying Itô’s formula to
��𝑌𝑡 ��2 where 𝑌 := 𝑌 𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑌 𝛼𝑚 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] and 𝑍 := 𝑍𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑍𝛼𝑚 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , for 𝑛, 𝑚 ∈ N, one could

get that
(
𝑍𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

)
𝑛
is a Cauchy sequence in L2

loc (Ω; L
2 (R+,R𝑑)) and thus that there exists 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ∈ L2

loc (Ω; L
2 (R+,R𝑑)) such

that, for all 𝑇 > 0,

E
∫ 𝑇

0

���𝑍𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡

���2d𝑡 −→ 0.
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By applying same arguments as in [14], we can also prove the existence of a measurable function 𝜁 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑) → R𝑑

such that 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] = 𝜁 (𝑋 𝑥 ,
[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]). Finally, we can pass to the limit in the BSDE

𝑌
𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 = 𝑌

𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝛼𝑛𝑌 𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝛼𝑛𝑢𝛼𝑛 (0, 𝜇∗)

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍
𝛼𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 ,

in order to show that (𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) is a solution to (Decoupled EBSDE).
Uniqueness: Let (𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) and (𝑌 ′𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 ′𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆′) be solutions to (Decoupled EBSDE) with (𝑢, 𝜁) and (𝑢′, 𝜁 ′)

respectively associated to (𝑌, 𝑍) and (𝑌 ′, 𝑍 ′) with same property as 𝑢 defined above. Denoting 𝑌 := 𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] − 𝑌 ′𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] and
𝑍 := 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑍 ′𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , we have

−d𝑌𝑡 = 𝑍𝑡 𝛽𝑡d𝑡 − (𝜆 − 𝜆′)d𝑡 − 𝑍𝑡d𝑊𝑡 = −(𝜆 − 𝜆′)d𝑡 − 𝑍𝑡d𝑊 Q̃
𝑡 , (3.8)

where 𝛽 is the progressively measurable process given by

𝛽𝑡 :=
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
, 𝑍

′𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 )���𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑍 ′𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑡

���2 (𝑍𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑍 ′𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 )⊤1

𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑡 ≠𝑍

′𝛼,𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑡

(3.9)

and d𝑊 Q̃
𝑡 := d𝑊𝑡 − 𝛽𝑡d𝑡. Thus, by taking the expectation w.r.t. the new Girsanov’s probability Q̃ associated to 𝛽, we obtain

𝑌0 − EQ̃
[
𝑌𝑇

]
𝑇

= 𝜆 − 𝜆′.

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

|𝜆 − 𝜆′ | ≤ 𝐶

𝑇
EQ̃

[
1 +

���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1
2𝑞+1

+ |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+1

]
≤ 𝐶

𝑇
(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1). (3.10)

Thus, by taking 𝑇 → +∞, we obtain that 𝜆 is unique.
Let us show now that 𝑢 = 𝑢′. We can remark that (𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,𝜇∗ , 𝜇∗), 𝜁 (𝑋 𝑥,𝜇∗ , 𝜇∗), 𝜆) and (𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,𝜇∗ , 𝜇∗), 𝜁 ′ (𝑋 𝑥,𝜇∗ , 𝜇∗), 𝜆) are

solutions to the same classical, ergodic BSDE, i.e. a non-distribution dependent one. Since we assume that 𝜎 is invertible, we
can apply [15, Theorem 20] in order to get that 𝑢(., 𝜇∗) = 𝑢′ (., 𝜇∗). Hence, since for all 𝑇 > 0, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),
𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗) = 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗), we have, due to (3.7), the locally Lipschitz property of 𝑢, 𝑢′, Corollary 2.9 and (2.11),

|𝑢(𝑥, 𝜃) − 𝑢′ (𝑥, 𝜃) | =
���EQ̃

[
𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

=

���EQ̃
[
𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗) + 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗) − 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

≤
���EQ̃

[
𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗)

] ��� + ���EQ̃
[
𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
, 𝜇∗) − 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

=

���EQ̃
[
𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑇

]
)
] ��� + ���EQ̃

[
𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑇

]
) − 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

≤ EQ̃
[���𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑇

]
)
���] + EQ̃

[���𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑇

]
) − 𝑢′ (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���]

≤ 𝐶
(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 +W𝑞

2𝑞+2 (𝜇
∗, 0)

)
W2 (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑇

]
) 𝜖

≤ 𝐶
(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 +W𝑞

2𝑞+2 (𝜇
∗, 0)

)
W2 ( [𝜃], 𝜇∗) 𝜖 𝑒−𝛾𝜖𝑇

𝑇→∞−→ 0.

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

3.2 Under the assumption H2

Let us assume that (H2) holds.
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Proof of Theorem 3.4. Existence: As in the proof of Section 3.1 we will prove that 𝑢𝛼, defined for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑)
as 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) := 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 , satisfies an equicontinuous estimate, firstly with respect to 𝑥 and then with respect to [𝜃]. Let 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑

and 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑). We have, by applying Itô’s formula to 𝑒−𝛼𝑡𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠

= 𝑒−𝛼𝑇𝑌 𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 0)d𝑠

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍
𝛼,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 (d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽𝛼0 (𝑋

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)d𝑠), (3.11)

with

𝛽𝛼0 (x, 𝜇) :=
f (x, 𝜇, 𝜁 𝛼 (x, 𝜇)) − f (x, 𝜇, 0)

|𝜁 𝛼 (x, 𝜇) |2
𝜁 𝛼 (x, 𝜇)⊤1𝜁 𝛼 (x,𝜇)≠0, ∀ (x, 𝜇) ∈ Rd × P2q+2. (3.12)

We already know that 𝛽𝛼0 is bounded by 𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 , so we can apply Girsanov’s theorem. However, 𝛽𝛼0 is not necessarily Lipschitz

but we can approximate it thanks to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a uniformly bounded sequence of Lipschitz function (𝛽𝛼0,𝑛)𝑛 such that, sup
𝑛∈N

∥𝛽𝛼0,𝑛∥∞ < +∞,

|𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶𝑛 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | + 𝐶𝑛W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]), ∀(𝑥, 𝜃), (𝑥′, 𝜃′) ∈ R𝑑 × L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

and
lim
𝑛→+∞

𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝛽𝛼0 (𝑥, [𝜃]), ∀(𝑥, 𝜃) ∈ R𝑑 × L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑).

Proof. By lifting [𝜃] on the Hilbert space L2 (Ω;R𝑑) ⊃ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) we get a function 𝛽𝛼 : R𝑑 × L2 (Ω;R𝑑) such that for all
𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) ∼ [𝜃] and 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝛽𝛼 (𝑥, 𝜃) = 𝛽𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]). Then, we can apply [9, Lemma 3.5] in order to get the existence of a
uniformly bounded sequence of Lipschitz lifted functions (𝛽𝛼0,𝑛)𝑛 such that 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, 𝜃) → 𝛽𝛼 (𝑥, 𝜃) when 𝑛→ +∞, which implies
that

𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) := 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, 𝜃) −→ 𝛽𝛼 (𝑥, 𝜃) = 𝛽𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]), ∀(𝑥, 𝜃) ∈ R𝑑 × L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑).

Moreover, for all (𝑥, 𝜃), (𝑥′, 𝜃′) ∈ R𝑑 × L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) with
[
𝜃
]
= [𝜃] and

[
𝜃′

]
= [𝜃′], we have

|𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃′]) | = |𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥, 𝜃) − 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑥′, 𝜃′) | ≤ 𝐶𝑛 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | + 𝐶𝑛E[|𝜃 − 𝜃′ |2]1/2.

Then, it just remains to take for (𝜃, 𝜃′) an optimal coupling of ([𝜃], [𝜃′]) for the W2−Wasserstein distance in order to
conclude.

Let us denote (𝑌 𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]) the solution of the infinite horizon BSDE (3.11) where 𝛽𝛼0 is replaced by 𝛽𝛼0,𝑛

and 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) := 𝑌
𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 . Then using Girsanov’s theorem we get that there exists Q𝛼0,𝑛 for which 𝑊

Q𝛼0,𝑛
𝑡 = 𝑊𝑡 −∫ 𝑡

0
𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑋

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)d𝑠 is a Q𝛼0,𝑛−Brownian motion and we obtain, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑),

𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇EQ𝛼0,𝑛
[
𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
]
+

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠EQ𝛼0,𝑛

[
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 0)

]
d𝑠

= 𝑒−𝛼𝑇P𝛼,𝑛

𝑇
[𝑢𝛼,𝑛] (𝑥, [𝜃]) +

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠P𝛼,𝑛

𝑠 [ 𝑓 (·, ·, 0)] (𝑥, [𝜃])d𝑠, (3.13)

where (P𝛼,𝑛
𝑡 )𝑡≥0 is the semigroup associated to the following family of SDEs{

d𝑋𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 = 𝑏(𝑋𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )𝛽𝛼0,𝑛 (𝑋

𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 )d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ≥ 0,

𝑋
𝛼,𝑛,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 = 𝑥.

(3.14)

Let us set 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 := 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 − 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (0, 𝜇∗). Then, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑), (3.13) gives us

𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇
(
P𝛼,𝑛

𝑇
[𝑢𝛼,𝑛] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛼,𝑛

𝑇
[𝑢𝛼,𝑛] (𝑥′, [𝜃])

)
+

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
P𝛼,𝑛
𝑠 [ 𝑓 (·, ·, 0)] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝛼,𝑛

𝑠 [ 𝑓 (·, ·, 0)] (𝑥′, [𝜃])
)
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 𝛼 such that

|𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝑒−𝛼𝑇
𝐶

𝛼
(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)

+𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
𝜖
2

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−(𝛼+ 𝜂𝜀2 )𝑠d𝑠

𝑇→∞−→ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
𝜖
2 . (3.16)

Then, the same diagonal argument as in the second step of the proof of [15, Proposition 16] gives us that 𝑢𝛼,𝑛 → 𝑢𝛼 :=
𝑢𝛼 − 𝑢𝛼 (0, 𝜇∗) when 𝑛 → +∞, up to a subsequence. It easily implies, thanks to (3.16), that, there exists 𝐶 that does not
depend on 𝛼 such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑),

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
𝜖
2 . (3.17)

It remains to deal with 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]), for all 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑). To that end, we will not use the same
probability change as above. Indeed, we write

𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇
(
𝑌
𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

− 𝑌 𝛼,𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑇

)
−

∫ 𝑇

0
(𝑍𝛼,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝛼,𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) (d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽𝛼𝑠 d𝑠)

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠,

for 𝛽𝛼𝑠 given in (3.5) where 𝑥 is replaced by 𝑥′. We have, due to the boundedness of 𝛽𝛼 and Girsanov’s theorem, that there
exists Q𝛼 under which d𝑊Q𝛼 := d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽𝛼𝑠 d𝑠 is a Q𝛼-Brownian motion. Hence, we have

𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) = 𝑒−𝛼𝑇E𝛼
[
𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)
]

+ E𝛼
[∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

]
. (3.18)

Thanks to (3.18), let us prove now by induction that 𝑢𝛼 satisfies, for all 𝑛 ≥ 0, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑),

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐴𝑛 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2

+ 𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2), (𝐻𝑅𝑛)

with (𝐴𝑛)𝑛 that satisfies the following induction relation:

𝐴𝑛+1 = 𝐶𝑇 + 𝐴𝑛𝐶𝑒−
𝜂𝜖

2 𝑇 , 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝐴0 = 0, (3.19)

where 𝐶𝛼, 𝐶𝑇 , 𝐶 do not depend on 𝑛, 𝐶𝛼 and 𝐶 do not depend on 𝑇 , 𝐶𝑇 and 𝐶 do not depend on 𝛼. First, due to Proposition 3.2,
we have

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶

𝛼
(1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2),

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, (𝐻𝑅𝑛) and (3.17), we have

19



|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) |

≤𝑒−𝛼𝑇
(
E𝛼

[���𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���] + E𝛼

[���𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)
���] )

+
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠E𝛼

[��� 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

���]d𝑠
+

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠E𝛼

[��� 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝛼,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

���]d𝑠
≤𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇E𝛼

[
(1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���2𝑞+1 + ���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑇

���2𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




2𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)
]1/2

E𝛼
[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑋 𝑥
′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

���2] 𝜖 /4
+ 𝑒−𝛼𝑇 𝐴𝑛E𝛼

[(
1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑇

���𝑞+1/2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

)]
W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖 /2

+ 𝑒−𝛼𝑇𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛E𝛼
[(
1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑇

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)]
+ 𝐶

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠E𝛼

[
(1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���2𝑞+1 + ���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���2𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠




2𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)
]1/2

E𝛼
[���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /4d𝑠
+ 𝐶

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠E𝛼

[
(1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)
]
W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖 d𝑠.

Consequently, by using Proposition 2.14 with 𝑝 = 2𝑞+1 or 2𝑞 if 𝑞 ≥ 1 and, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Jensen’s inequality,
with 𝑝 = 2 otherwise, we obtain

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )E𝛼
[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

���2] 𝜖 /4
+ 𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )𝐴𝑛W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖 /2

+ 𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛+1
(
1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠E𝛼

[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /4d𝑠
+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖 /2d𝑠. (3.20)

Now we want to obtain a suitable bound on E𝛼
[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

���2] , for all 𝑡 ≥ 0. By applying Itô’s formula to
���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

���2
under Q𝛼, we get by the Lipschitz property of 𝑏 and 𝜎, and the boundedness of 𝛽,

d
��𝑋𝑡 ��2 := d

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 − 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

���2 = 2
〈
𝑋𝑡 , 𝑏(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
d𝑡 + 2

〈
𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ))𝛽𝛼𝑡

〉
d𝑡

+



𝜎(𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 )




2d𝑡 + 2
〈
𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ))d𝑊Q𝛼

𝑡

〉
≤ 2𝐾𝑏𝑥

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + 2𝐾𝑏L
��𝑋𝑡 ��W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑡 + 2

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽𝛼 |∞

��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + 2𝐾𝜎𝑥
��𝑋𝑡 ��2d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡 ,

with the martingale d𝑀𝑡 = 2
〈
𝑋𝑡 , (𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑡 ))d𝑊Q𝛼

𝑡

〉
. Hence, by using Young’s inequality, Theorem 2.12 and

Grönwall’s lemma, we obtain

E𝛼
[��𝑋𝑡 ��2] ≤ (

2𝐾𝑏𝑥 + 𝐾𝑏L + 2𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 2
√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽𝛼 |∞

) ∫ 𝑡

0
E𝛼

[��𝑋𝑠 ��2]d𝑠 + 𝐾𝑏L ∫ 𝑡

0
W1 (

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
)2d𝑠

≤
(
2𝐾𝑏𝑥 + 𝐾𝑏L + 2𝐾𝜎𝑥 + 2

√︁
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽𝛼 |∞

) ∫ 𝑡

0
E𝛼

[��𝑋𝑠 ��2]d𝑠 + 𝐾𝑏L ∫ 𝑡

0
𝑒−2𝜂𝑠W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])2d𝑠

≤
𝐾𝑏

L

2𝜂
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])2𝑒

(
2𝐾𝑏𝑥 +𝐾𝑏L +2𝐾𝜎𝑥 +2

√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝛽𝛼 |∞

)
𝑡
=: 𝐶𝑡W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])2. (3.21)
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Then, using (3.21), Theorem 2.12, Theorem 2.13 and the fact that 𝑒−𝛼𝑇 ≤ 1 in (3.20), we get

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤(𝐶𝑒−
𝜂𝜖

2 𝑇 𝐴𝑛 + 𝐶𝑇 ) (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2

+ 𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛+1
(
1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
,

which gives that (𝐻𝑅𝑛) holds for all 𝑛 ≥ 0. Now, for a given 𝛼 > 0 we set 𝑇𝛼 large enough in order to have 𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇𝛼 < 1 and

𝐶𝑒−
𝜂𝜖

2 𝑇𝛼 < 1 in (𝐻𝑅𝑛). Thus (𝐴𝑛)𝑛 is a contractive sequence and hence admits a limit 𝐴∞ that depends on 𝛼. By taking
𝑛→ +∞, (𝐻𝑅𝑛) gives us

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐴∞ (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2.

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

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐴𝑛 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2, (𝐻𝑅′
𝑛)

with (𝐴𝑛)𝑛 that satisfies the following induction relation:

𝐴𝑛+1 = 𝐶𝑇 + 𝐴𝑛𝐶𝑒−
𝜂𝜖

2 𝑇 , 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝐴0 = 𝐴∞, (3.22)

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

𝐶𝑒−
𝜂𝜖

2 𝑇 < 1, which gives us that (𝐴𝑛)𝑛 is a contractive sequence and hence admits a limit 𝐴∞ that does not depend on 𝛼.
Thus, letting 𝑛 −→ ∞ in the previous inequality gives the following estimate, uniformly in 𝛼,

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐴∞ (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2. (3.23)

Then, combining it with (3.17) gives us, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑),

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )
(
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2 + |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2

)
,

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 W2-Wasserstein distance that is replaced
by the W1 one.

Remark 3.8. If 𝑓 is globally 𝜖-Hölder, i.e. 𝑞 = 0 in (3.1), then 𝑢 is globally 𝜖-Hölder too. Namely,

|𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢(𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
.

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 𝜖−Hölder estimate w.r.t 𝑥, the following inductive relation

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐴𝑛W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 + 𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛 (1 + |𝑥′ | + ∥𝜃∥2 + ∥𝜃′∥2).

Hence, by following computations, up to Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequalities, leading to (3.20), we obtain

|𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝛼 (𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇E𝛼
[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

���] 𝜖 + 𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 𝐴𝑛W1 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖

+ 𝐶𝛼 (𝐶𝑒−𝛼𝑇 )𝑛+1 (1 + |𝑥′ | + ∥𝜃∥2 + ∥𝜃′∥2)

+ 𝐶
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑒−𝛼𝑠

(
E𝛼

[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥
′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���] 𝜖 +W1 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)
d𝑠

and we bound E𝛼
[��𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ] ��] 𝜖 ≤ E𝛼

[��𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ] − 𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ] ��2] 𝜖 /2 as before. It is then sufficient to apply the same arguments

to reach a conclusion.
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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 (𝑌𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]) the solution
of the decoupled McKean-Vlasov finite horizon BSDE, (𝑌𝑇, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]) the solution of the coupled finite horizon BSDE and
(𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) the solution to the decoupled EBSDE. Namely, we set:

𝑌
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇], (Decoupled BSDE)

𝑌
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑌

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝜆

)
d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇 < ∞, (Decoupled EBSDE)

where we recall that 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] and 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] are, respectively, the solutions of (Decoupled SDE) and (MV-SDE) and for 𝑔 : R𝑑 ×
P2𝑞+2 → R𝑑 being such that

Assumption (H𝑔). There exist 𝑞 ≥ 0, 𝑐 > 0 and 𝜖 ∈ (0, 1] such that, for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑),

1. |𝑔(𝑥, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝑐(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2),

2. |𝑔(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑔(𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝑐(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2) ( |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
𝜖 +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 ).

Without loss of generality, we can take the same 𝑞 in (H𝑔) and (H0). We will assume that (H1) or that (H2) hold: Thus,

we can apply Theorem 3.4 in order to get the existence of a triplet (𝑢, 𝜁 , 𝜆) such that (𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
), 𝜁 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
), 𝜆)

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 (H1)-(H𝑔) or that (H2)-(H𝑔) hold. Then, there exists 𝐶 > 0 such that, for all
𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑) and all 𝑇 > 0, �����𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0

𝑇
− 𝜆

����� ≤ 𝐶 1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2
𝑇

. (4.1)

Proof. Let 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω,R𝑑) and 𝑇 > 0. We have�����𝑌𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0

𝑇
− 𝜆

����� ≤
�����𝑌𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇

𝑇

����� +
�����𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0

𝑇

�����.
First, by the growth property of 𝑢,

���𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0

��� = |𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1+|𝑥 |𝑞+1+∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2). Furthermore, we have, for 𝑍 = 𝑍𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]−𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] ,

𝑌
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 − 𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇 = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠

−
∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍𝑠d𝑊𝑠

= 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) −

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑍𝑠

(
d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽𝑇𝑠 d𝑠

)
,

where

𝛽𝑇𝑠 =

𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )��𝑍𝑠 ��2 𝑍⊤

𝑠 1𝑍𝑇,𝑥, [𝜃 ]𝑠 ≠𝑍
𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑠

.

By assumptions on 𝑓 , 𝛽𝑇 is bounded, thus by Girsanov’s theorem, there exists Q𝑇 s.t 𝑊𝑇
𝑡 = 𝑊𝑡 −

∫ 𝑡
0
𝛽𝑇𝑠 d𝑠 is a Q𝑇 -Brownian

motion. Then, we get from the polynomial growth of 𝑢 and the assumption on 𝑔���𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇
��� = ���EQ𝑇

[
𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ��� (4.2)

≤ EQ𝑇
[���𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���] + EQ𝑇

[���𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���]

≤ 𝐶 (1 + EQ𝑇

[���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���𝑞+1] + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

).
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Using Jensen’s inequality and Proposition 2.10 or Proposition 2.14 (depending on the assumptions set), we get���𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇
��� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2), (4.3)

which gives the wanted result.

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 𝜉𝑇 such that

��𝜉𝑇 �� ≤
𝐶 (1 +

���𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

), see for instance [15, Theorem 21] in the non-McKean-Vlasov framework. Moreover, it should

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 (H1)-(H𝑔) or that (H2)-(H𝑔) hold. Let us also enrich (H1) by assuming that 𝜎 is
uniformly elliptic. Then, there exists ℓ ∈ R, 𝐶 > 0 and 𝜼 > 0 such that, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), 𝑇 > 0, we have���𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝜆𝑇 − 𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − ℓ

��� ≤ 𝐶 (
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2

)
𝑒−𝜼𝑇 . (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 𝑤𝑇 : [0, 𝑇] ×
R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 → R, defined for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇], 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) as 𝑤𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) := 𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝜆(𝑇 − 𝑡) − 𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]). The
equicontinuous property of 𝑢 allows us to obtain the following equicontinuous property on 𝑤𝑇 for all 𝑇 > 0.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that assumptions of Theorem 4.3 hold. There exists 𝐶 > 0 and 𝜼 > 0 such that, for all 𝑇 > 0, 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑 ,
𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

1. for (H1), ��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′])�� ≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2𝑒−𝜼𝑇

+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 , (4.5)

2. for (H2),��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′])�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )
(
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2𝑒−𝜼𝑇 +W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 /2

)
.

(4.6)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. 1. We start by proving the result under (H1).
1.1. First, let us fix 𝜃 and look only for the estimate w.r.t 𝑥, that is to say

��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃])��. Let 𝛽𝑇 by given,
for all 𝑠 ∈ R+, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, by

𝛽𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑥) =
𝑓 (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝜁𝑇 (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)) − 𝑓 (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝜁 (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
))���(𝜁𝑇 − 𝜁) (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)
���2 ((𝜁𝑇 − 𝜁) (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
))⊤1(𝜁 𝑇−𝜁 ) (𝑥,

[
𝑋

[𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)≠0.

Due to the Lipschitz property of 𝑓 w.r.t 𝑧, 𝛽𝑇 is bounded by 𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 . Consequently, let us set Q𝑇 the Girsanov’s probability

associated to 𝛽𝑇 under which d𝑊𝑇 := d𝑊𝑡 − 𝛽𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑥)d𝑠 is a Brownian motion. Then, 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) writes under Q𝑇

𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = EQ𝑇
[
𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
]
.

By using Lemma 3.7, we denote (𝛽𝑇𝑛 ) a sequence of Lipschitz functions, uniformly bounded with respect to 𝑛, approximating
𝛽𝑇
𝜃
, (Q𝑇𝑛 ) the associated probabilities coming from Girsanov’s Theorem, and, for all 𝑛 ≥ 0,

𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) := EQ𝑇𝑛
[
𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
]
.

Then, for all 𝑛 ≥ 0, we can introduce P𝑛 the semi-group associated to the following standard SDE{
d𝑋

𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 =

(
𝑏(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) + 𝛽𝑇𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑋

𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 )𝜎(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
)
d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇],

𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
0 = 𝑥.
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Hence, we can write 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = P𝑛
𝑇
[𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥, [𝜃]) and we obtain��𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃])�� = ��P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥′, [𝜃])

��. (4.7)

Let us prove that��P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥′, [𝜃])
�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )𝑒−𝛾𝜖𝑇/2 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2.

Let (U,U′) be an optimal coupling of (𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]) w.r.t the W1-Wasserstein distance. By using the locally Hölder
property of 𝑔 and 𝑢, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.10, we obtain��P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥, [𝜃]) − P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥′, [𝜃])

��
=

���E[
𝑔(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
]
− E

[
𝑔(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

=

���E[
𝑔(U𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(U𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
]
− E

[
𝑔(U′

𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(U′

𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
] ���

≤E
[���𝑔(U𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(U′

𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���] + E

[���𝑢(U𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(U′

𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
)
���]

≤𝐶E
[
(1 + |U𝑇 |𝑞 +

��U′
𝑇

��𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)
��U𝑇 −U′

𝑇

��𝜖 ] (4.8)

≤(1 + E
[
|U𝑇 |2𝑞+1

]1/2 + E
[��U′

𝑇

��2𝑞+1]1/2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

)E
[��U𝑇 −U′

𝑇

��] 𝜖 /2
≤(1 + EQ𝑇𝑛

[���𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���2𝑞+1]1/2 + EQ𝑇𝑛

[���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���2𝑞+1]1/2 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

)W1 (
[
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖 /2

≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 )W1 (
[
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖 /2.

Now, we want to use Theorem A.2 with 𝔟(𝑡, ·) = 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·) = 𝑏(·,
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)+𝜎(·,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝛽𝑇𝑛 (𝑡, ·). Firstly, we can check that 𝔟 satisfies

(A.2) uniformly in 𝑛: for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝑡 ∈ R+, 𝑅′ > 0,〈
𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝑏(𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) − 𝑏(𝑥′,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)
〉
+

〈
𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝜎(𝑥,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝛽𝑇𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑥) − 𝜎(𝑥′,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝛽𝑇𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑥)

〉
≤ − 𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |2 + 2∥𝜎∥∞

��𝛽𝑇𝑛 ��∞ |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
≤ − 𝜂 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>2 + 2∥𝜎∥∞𝐾

𝑓
𝑧 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | (1 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>2 + 1 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤2)

≤ − (𝜂 − ∥𝜎∥∞𝐾
𝑓
𝑧

𝑅′ ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>𝑅′ + 2∥𝜎∥∞𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 1 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅 .

Hence, 𝔟 satisfies Assumption 3 with 𝜼 = 𝜂 − ∥𝜎 ∥∞𝐾
𝑓
𝑧

𝑅′ > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 considering 𝑅′ to be large enough. Consequently, we can apply
Theorem A.2 with E𝑡 = 𝒄 = 0 to obtain

W1

( [
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
,

[
𝑋
𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

] )
≤ 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝑡 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | (4.9)

and we get, uniformly in 𝑛,��𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃])�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2𝑒−𝜂𝜖𝑇/2. (4.10)

Now we want to take 𝑛→ +∞ in order to conclude this first step. Let us remark that (𝑤𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
), 𝛿𝑍𝑡 )𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ] , where

𝛿𝑍𝑡 := 𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 − 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 , is solution of the following BSDE

𝑤𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝛿𝑍𝑠𝛽
𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝛿𝑍𝑠d𝑊𝑠 , 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇] .

Moreover, by the existence and uniqueness of Lipschitz driven BSDE result, see [21], there exists a progressively measurable

process 𝛿𝑍𝑛 such that (𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
), 𝛿𝑍𝑛𝑡 )𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ] is solution of the following BSDE

𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝛿𝑍𝑛𝑠 𝛽
𝑇
𝑛 (𝑠, 𝑋

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝛿𝑍𝑛𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇] .
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Then a classical L2-stability result for Lipschitz BSDEs gives us

|𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) |2 ≤ 𝐶
∫ 𝑇

0
E[|𝛽𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ) − 𝛽𝑇𝑛 (𝑠, 𝑋

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) |2d𝑠

and, applying Lebesgue’s convergence theorem, we obtain lim
𝑛→+∞

𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]). Thus, (4.10) allows to get��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃])�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 + |𝑥′ |𝑞+1/2 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+1/22𝑞+2 ) |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 /2𝑒−𝜂𝜖𝑇/2,

which is the wanted estimate.
1.2. For the 𝜃 part, let us fix 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑. We recall that, for all 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′]) = 𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′]) − (𝑢(𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢(𝑥′, [𝜃′])). (4.11)

Since 𝑢 is 𝜖−locally Hölder w.r.t [𝜃], see Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove that 𝑢𝑇 is too. By introducing 𝛽′𝑇 given by

𝛽′𝑠
𝑇
=

𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥
′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )���𝑍𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���2
(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

)⊤
1
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥′ , [𝜃 ]
𝑠 ≠𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [𝜃′ ]
𝑠

, (4.12)

and Q′𝑇 the associated probability coming from Girsanov’s theorem, we have

𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′]) = 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)

+
∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

−
∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

)
d𝑊𝑠

= 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)

+
∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

−
∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

)
(d𝑊𝑠 − 𝛽′𝑠

𝑇d𝑠)

= EQ′𝑇
[
𝑔(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)
]

+ EQ′𝑇
[∫ 𝑇

0

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

]
.

Then, by using the locally Hölder 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��𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥′, [𝜃′])��
≤EQ′𝑇

[���𝑔(𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)
���]

+
∫ 𝑇

0
EQ′𝑇

[��� 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥

′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

���]d𝑠
≤EQ′𝑇

[
𝐶 (1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

���𝑞 + ���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑇

���𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇




𝑞
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)
(���𝑋 𝑥′ ,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇

− 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

���𝜖 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖

)]
+

∫ 𝑇

0
EQ′𝑇

[
𝐶 (1 +

���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���𝑞 + ���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���𝑞 + 


𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑠




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)
(���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���𝜖 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)]
≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)

(
EQ′𝑇

[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
− 𝑋 𝑥

′ ,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖

)
+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)

∫ 𝑇

0

(
EQ′𝑇

[���𝑋 𝑥′ , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋 𝑥
′ , [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W2 (
[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)
d𝑠

≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2) (𝑒
−𝛾𝜖𝑇 + 𝑒−Λ𝜖 𝑇 )W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])

+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
∫ 𝑇

0
(𝑒−𝛾𝜖 𝑠 + 𝑒−Λ𝜖 𝑠)W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′])d𝑠

≤𝐶 (1 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 ,

which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.4 under (H1).
2. Under (H2), the local regularity of 𝑤𝑇 w.r.t. 𝑥, that is to say (4.6) when 𝜃 = 𝜃′, follows by applying (2.24) to (4.7).

It remains to prove the local regularity of 𝑤𝑇 w.r.t [𝜃]. Using once again the decomposition (4.11) and since 𝑢 is 𝜖
2−locally

Hölder w.r.t. [𝜃], see Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove that 𝑢𝑇 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,𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇,𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]) the
solution to the finite horizon BSDE (Decoupled BSDE) where (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] ,

[
𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] ]) is replaced by (𝑋𝑠,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] ,

[
𝑋𝑠, [ 𝜃 ]

]
) We have, for

all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

𝑢𝑇
(
𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]

)
= 𝑔(𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑁𝑇

𝑓 (𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑁𝑇

𝑍
𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 .

Let us show that 𝑢𝑇 (𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, ·) satisfies a locally Hölder estimate: we are looking for 𝐴0 ≥ 0 that does not depend on 𝑁 and 𝑇
such that ���𝑢𝑇 (

𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]
)
− 𝑢𝑇

(
𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃′]

)��� ≤ 𝐴0 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 .

First, by a Girsanov’s argument with Q𝑁𝑇 the probability associated to 𝛽𝑁𝑇𝑠 given by

𝛽𝑁𝑇𝑠 =

𝑓 (𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠 )���𝑍𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ′ ]𝑠

���2
(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃

′ ]
𝑠

)⊤
1
𝑍
𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [𝜃 ]
𝑠 ≠𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [𝜃′ ]
𝑠

,

and by using the locally 𝜖-Hölder property of 𝑔 and 𝑓 , (3.21), Theorem 2.13 on
[
𝑁𝑇,𝑇

]
and the facts that 𝑇 − 𝑁𝑇 ≤ 𝑇 and

that 𝐶𝑡 in (3.21) is increasing in 𝑡, we obtain
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���𝑢𝑇 (
𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]

)
− 𝑢𝑇

(
𝑁𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃′]

)���
≤ EQ𝑁𝑇

[���𝑔(𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑇
,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) − 𝑔(𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃

′ ]
𝑇

,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
)
���] (4.13)

+
∫ 𝑇

𝑁𝑇

EQ𝑁𝑇
[��� 𝑓 (𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃

′ ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

���]d𝑠
≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)

(
EQ𝑁𝑇

[���𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑇
− 𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃

′ ]
𝑇

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑇

]
) 𝜖

)
+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)

∫ 𝑇

𝑁𝑇

(
EQ𝑁𝑇

[���𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑋𝑁𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃
′ ]

𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W1 (
[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋
𝑁𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)
d𝑠 (4.14)

≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐶𝑇−𝑁𝑇 + 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝜖 (𝑇−𝑁𝑇 ) + 𝐶𝑇−𝑁𝑇 (𝑇 − 𝑁𝑇) + 𝐶

)
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐶𝑇 + 𝐶

)
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

= 𝐴0 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 .

Now we want to prove by induction the following estimate: for all 𝑘 ∈ J0, 𝑁K,���𝑢𝑇 (
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]

)
− 𝑢𝑇

(
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃′]

)��� ≤ 𝐴𝑘 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 , (4.15)

where 𝐴𝑘 satisfies, for 𝐶,𝐶𝑇 > 0 that do not depends on 𝑇 nor 𝑁,

𝐴𝑘 = 𝐶𝑇 + 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝜖𝑇 𝐴𝑘−1, 𝑘 ∈ J1, 𝑁K, 𝐴0 = 𝐶𝑇 .

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 ∈ J1, 𝑁K, we have

𝑢𝑇
(
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]

)
= 𝑢𝑇

(
(𝑁 + 1 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇
,

[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

] )
+

∫ (𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇
𝑓 (𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]

𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )d𝑠

−
∫ (𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 .

Then, replacing 𝑔 by 𝑢𝑇 ((𝑁 + 1 − 𝑘)𝑇, ·, ·) in previous computations, (4.14) becomes���𝑢𝑇 (
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]

)
− 𝑢𝑇

(
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃′]

)���
≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)E

Q(𝑁−𝑘)𝑇
[���𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇
− 𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ′ ]

(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

���2] 𝜖 /2
+ 𝐴𝑘−1

(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2

)
W1 (

[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
(𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

]
) 𝜖

+ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)

×
∫ (𝑁+1−𝑘 )𝑇

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇

(
EQ(𝑁−𝑘)𝑇

[���𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑋 (𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ′ ]

𝑠

���2] 𝜖 /2 +W1 (
[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
,

[
𝑋

(𝑁−𝑘 )𝑇, [ 𝜃 ′ ]
𝑠

]
) 𝜖

)
d𝑠

≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐶𝑇 + 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝜖𝑇 𝐴𝑘−1

)
W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

:= 𝐴𝑘 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 ,

where we used (2.14) and (2.21). Moreover, for 𝑇 such that 𝐶𝑒−𝜂𝜖𝑇 ≤ 1, (𝐴𝑛)𝑛≥0 is a contractive sequence and hence has a
unique fixed point 𝐴∞ which does not depend on 𝑁 nor 𝑇 . Hence, by setting 𝐴∗ = max(𝐴0, 𝐴∞) which does not depend on 𝑁
nor 𝑇 , we have for all 𝑘 ∈ J0, 𝑁K,���𝑢𝑇 (

(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃]
)
− 𝑢𝑇

(
(𝑁 − 𝑘)𝑇, 𝑥, [𝜃′]

)��� ≤ 𝐴∗ (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 .
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In particular, ��𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃′])
�� ≤ 𝐴∗ (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)W1 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖 ,

which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.4.

As soon as Lemma 4.4 holds, the proof of Theorem 4.3 is the same under (H1) or (H2), up to the differences implied by
the equicontinuous terms and the polynomial growth w.r.t 𝑥 and 𝜃 in (4.5)-(4.6). Thus, we will only do the proof in the strong
dissipative framework. Firstly, let us remark that setting [𝜃] = 𝜇∗, with 𝜇∗ the unique invariant measure of the solution to

(MV-SDE), transposes the MKV’s framework to a standard one since
[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑡

]
= 𝜇∗ for all 𝑡 ≥ 0. Nevertheless, we cannot apply

[15, Theorem 22] to get the result for 𝜃 ∼ 𝜇∗ 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 (𝑇𝑖)𝑖 → +∞ such that for all (𝑥, [𝜃]) ∈ D a
dense and countable subset of R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 (R𝑑),

lim
𝑖→∞

𝑤𝑇𝑖 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤(0, 𝑥, [𝜃]),

which can be extends on the whole product space due to the equicontinuous estimate (4.5). Moreover, by replacing 𝑇 by 𝑇𝑖
in (4.5), we get that 𝑤 does not depend on 𝑥, i.e. there exists 𝑤̄, such that for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

lim
𝑖→∞

𝑤𝑇𝑖 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤̄( [𝜃]).

Using the same notation as in part 1.1. of the proof of Lemma 4.4, we have, for all 𝑇 ≥ 0, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = lim
𝑛→+∞

𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) and 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = P𝑛𝑇 [𝑔 − 𝑢] (𝑥, [𝜃]), ∀𝑛 ∈ N.

Thanks to the semigroup property of P𝑛 and Lemma 4.4 one could get for all 𝑇 ≤ 𝑆, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑) and 𝑛 ∈ N, that

��𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − 𝑤𝑆,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃])�� = ��𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − P𝑛𝑆−𝑇
[
𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, ·, ·)

]
(𝑥, [𝜃])

��
≤ E

���𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

]
)
���

= E
���𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑥, [𝑋𝜇∗

𝑆−𝑇

]
) − 𝑤𝑇,𝑛 (0, 𝑋𝛽

𝑇
𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

]
)
���

≤ 𝐶E
[(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1/2 +

���𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

���𝑞+1/2 + 


𝑋𝜇∗
𝑆−𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑆−𝑇




𝑞+1/2
2𝑞+2

) ���𝑥 − 𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

���𝜖 /2] 𝑒−𝜼𝑇
+ 𝐶E

[(
1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 +

���𝑋𝛽𝑇𝑛 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

���𝑞 + 


𝑋𝜇∗
𝑆−𝑇




𝑞
2𝑞+2

+



𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑆−𝑇




𝑞
2𝑞+2

)]
W2 (

[
𝑋
𝜇∗

𝑆−𝑇

]
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑆−𝑇

]
) 𝜖 .

Since the right hand side of the inequality does not depend on 𝑛, we can take 𝑛 → +∞. Then, by using Theorem 2.7,
Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.10, we get, for all 𝑇 ≤ 𝑆, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), that��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − 𝑤𝑆 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃])�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 +W2𝑞+2 (𝜇∗, 0)𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2) (𝑒

−𝜼𝑇 +W2 (𝜇∗, [𝜃])𝑒−Λ𝜖 (𝑆−𝑇 ) ). (4.16)

We apply (4.16) with 𝜃 ∼ 𝜇∗, 𝑆 = 𝑇𝑖 and we take 𝑖 → +∞ to get��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − 𝑤̄(𝜇∗)�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 +W2𝑞+2 (𝜇∗, 0)𝑞+1)𝑒−𝜼𝑇 , (4.17)

which implies lim
𝑇→+∞

𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) = 𝑤̄(𝜇∗). Returning to (4.16), we take, 𝑆 = 𝑇𝑖, 𝑖 → +∞ and then 𝑇 → +∞ to obtain

lim
𝑖→+∞

𝑤𝑇𝑖 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤̄(𝜇∗). Since (𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]))𝑇 is bounded and has a unique accumulation point, we conclude that, for all

𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), lim
𝑇→+∞

𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤̄(𝜇∗). Finally, by using (4.16) and (4.17), we obtain��𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤̄(𝜇∗)�� ≤
���𝑤𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑤𝑇/2 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗)��� + ���𝑤𝑇/2 (0, 𝑥, 𝜇∗) − 𝑤̄(𝜇∗)���

≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 +W2𝑞+2 (𝜇∗, 0)𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2) (𝑒
−𝜼𝑇/2 +W2 (𝜇∗, [𝜃])𝑒−Λ𝜖 𝑇/2)

+𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 +W2𝑞+2 (𝜇∗, 0)𝑞+1)𝑒−𝜼𝑇/2

which gives us the result by setting ℓ = 𝑤̄(𝜇∗).

28



Theorem 4.5 (LTB 3). Let (H1)-(H𝑔) or (H2)-(H𝑔) be fulfilled. If we assume that 𝑏, 𝜎 are C 1,0 with globally Lipschitz
derivative w.r.t. 𝑥, then 𝑥 ↦→ 𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) and 𝑥 ↦→ 𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃]) are C 1 for all 𝑇 > 0, 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇), 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑). Moreover, for
all 𝑇 ≥ 1, there exists 𝐶 > 0 and 𝜼 > 0, such that, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), the following holds��∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) − ∇𝑥𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃])

�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼𝑇 . (4.18)

and there exists a continuous version of 𝑍𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] and 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] satisfying���𝑍𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0

��� ≤ 𝐶∥𝜎∥∞ (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼𝑇 . (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 C 1 regularity of 𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, ., [𝜃]) and 𝑢(., [𝜃]). Moreover we have the following gradient represen-
tation of 𝑍 and 𝑍𝑇 , for 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇),

𝑍
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = ∇𝑥𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) = ∇𝑥𝑢(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) (4.20)

𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = ∇𝑥𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) = ∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
)𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) (4.21)

that gives us some continuous version of 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] and 𝑍𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] .
Let us set 𝑤̄𝑇 := 𝑤𝑇 − ℓ with ℓ given in Theorem 4.3. By definition 𝑤̄𝑇 solves the following finite horizon BSDE on [0, 𝑇]

𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

]
) = 𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑇, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

−
∫ 𝑇

𝑡

(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠

)
d𝑊𝑠 .

Rewriting the previous BSDE on [0, 𝛿] for some 𝛿 ∈ (0, 𝑇) and using the Markov property gives that 𝑤̄𝑇 solves, for 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝛿)
the following equation

𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝑤̄𝑇 (𝛿, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝛿

,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝛿

]
) +

∫ 𝛿

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

−
∫ 𝛿

𝑡

(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠

)
d𝑊𝑠

= 𝑤̄𝑇−𝛿 (0, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝛿

,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝛿

]
) +

∫ 𝛿

𝑡

(
𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ) − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 )

)
d𝑠

−
∫ 𝛿

𝑡

(
𝑍
𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑍 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠

)
d𝑊𝑠 . (4.22)

We want to obtain a suitable bound on ∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) 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, 𝜎 w.r.t 𝑥 ensures that 𝑋 ·, [ 𝜃 ] is differentiable for all 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω). Then, let us set

𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) := 1

𝑠 − 𝑡

∫ 𝑡

𝑠

〈
𝜎(𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑟 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑟

]
)−1∇𝑥𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑟 , d𝑊𝑟

〉
, 𝑠 ∈ (𝑡, 𝛿] .

A direct application of Itô’s isometry and the classical estimate E
[���∇𝑥𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���2] ≤ 𝑒2𝑐𝛿 give us, for all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 , 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑)
and all 𝑠 ∈ (𝑡, 𝛿],

E
[
|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |2

]1/2 ≤


𝜎−1



∞𝑒
𝑐𝛿

√
𝑠 − 𝑡

.

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

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = E
[
𝑤̄𝑇−𝛿 (0, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]

𝛿
,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝛿

]
)𝑈 (𝑡, 𝛿)

]
+ E

[∫ 𝛿

𝑡

( 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 − 𝑓 (𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍

𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ))𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠)d𝑠

]
,��∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])�� ≤ E

[
𝐶

(
1 +

���𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝛿

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]𝛿




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)
𝑒−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) |𝑈 (𝑡, 𝛿) |

]
+ 𝐾 𝑓

𝑧 E
[∫ 𝛿

𝑡

���𝑍𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍 𝑥,𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |d𝑠
]
. (4.23)
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Consequently, due to (4.20)-(4.21), the Markov property and the boundedness of 𝜎,���𝑍𝑇,𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 − 𝑍 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠

��� ≤ ∥𝜎∥∞
���∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)
���.

Then, (4.23) writes,��∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])�� ≤ E
[
𝐶

(
1 +

���𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝛿

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]𝛿




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)
|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝛿) |

]
𝑒−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) + 𝐾 𝑓

𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞E
[∫ 𝛿

𝑡

���∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)
���|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |d𝑠

]
.

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

𝐼1 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝐼2 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 0,

𝐼3 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = 𝐾 𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞E

[∫ 𝛿

𝑡

���∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

] ���|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |d𝑠
]
,

𝐼4 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) = E
[
𝐶

(
1 +

���𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]𝛿

���𝑞+1 + 


𝑋 𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]𝛿




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

)
𝑒−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) |𝑈 (𝑡, 𝛿) |

]
,��

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇

�� := sup

𝑡∈[0, 𝛿 ]
sup
𝑥∈R𝑑

sup
𝜃∈L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑 )

√
𝛿−𝑡

(1+|𝑥 |𝑞+1+∥ 𝜃 ∥𝑞+12𝑞+2 )𝑒−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿) 𝑒𝑐𝛿

��∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃])��
we obtain, for | | |𝐼4 | | | defined the same way, due to Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Proposition 2.6 or Proposition 2.11

𝐼4 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) ≤ 𝐶


𝜎−1



∞
𝑒𝑐𝛿

√
𝛿 − 𝑡

(1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) ,

| | |𝐼4 | | | ≤ 𝐶.

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

𝐼3 (𝑡, 𝑥, [𝜃]) ≤ 𝐾 𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞

∫ 𝛿

𝑡

E
[���∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (𝑠, 𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠 ,

[
𝑋
𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
)
���2]1/2E[

|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |2
]1/2

d𝑠

≤ 𝐾 𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞

��

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇

�� ∫ 𝛿

𝑡

(1 + E
[���𝑋 𝑡 ,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]𝑠

���2𝑞+2]1/2 + 


𝑋 𝑡 , [ 𝜃 ]𝑠




𝑞+1
2𝑞+2

) 𝑒
−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 )𝑒𝑐𝛿
√
𝛿 − 𝑠

E
[
|𝑈 (𝑡, 𝑠) |2

]1/2
d𝑠

≤ 𝐾 𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞ (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒

−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) ��

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇

�� ∫ 𝛿

𝑡



𝜎−1


∞𝑒

2𝑐𝛿

√
𝛿 − 𝑠

√
𝑠

d𝑠

= 𝜋𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞



𝜎−1


∞𝑒

2𝑐𝛿 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) ��

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇

��,

| | |𝐼3 | | | ≤ 𝜋𝐾 𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞



𝜎−1


∞
√
𝛿𝑒𝑐𝛿

��

∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇

��.
Hence, by taking 𝛿 small enough such that 𝜋𝐾

𝑓
𝑧 ∥𝜎∥∞



𝜎−1


∞
√
𝛿𝑒𝑐𝛿 < 1, we obtain, | | |∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃]) | | | ≤ 𝐶. Thus, we have for

the well-chosen 𝛿 ��∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃])�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼 (𝑇−𝛿 ) 𝑒

𝑐𝛿

√
𝛿

≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼𝑇 ,

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 𝜎,���𝑍𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − 𝑍 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0

��� ≤ ��∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃])𝜎(𝑥, [𝜃]) − ∇𝑥𝑢(𝑥, [𝜃])𝜎(𝑥, [𝜃])
�� ≤ ∥𝜎∥∞

��∇𝑥𝑤̄𝑇 (0, 𝑥, [𝜃])��,
which concludes the proof.

Remark 4.6. One could remark that the above results holds for (𝑌𝑇,𝜃,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇,𝜃, [ 𝜃 ]) =: (𝑌𝑇, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]) the solution to the
following finite-horizon coupled BSDE

𝑌
𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 = 𝑔(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑇

]
) +

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑓 (𝑋 [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ]
𝑠

]
, 𝑍𝑇, [ 𝜃 ])d𝑠 −

∫ 𝑇

𝑡

𝑍
𝑇, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑠 d𝑊𝑠 , ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇], 𝜃 ∈ L2 (Ω)

towards (𝑌 [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 [ 𝜃 ]) 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 A be a closed, bounded subset of R𝑘 , with 𝑘 ∈ N and let us define an admissible control 𝒂 : (𝜔, 𝑠) ∈ Ω × R+ → A ∋ 𝑎𝑠 as
an F𝑠-progressively measurable process. We make the following assumptions throughout the section.

Assumption 2. Let 𝑅 ∈ R𝑑×𝑘 and 𝐿, 𝑔 be satisfying the following:

1. 𝐿 : R𝑑 ×P2𝑞+2×A → R and there exists 𝑞 ≥ 0, 𝐶, 𝐾𝐿𝑥 , 𝐾
𝐿
L > 0, 𝜖 ∈ (0, 1], such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

𝑎 ∈ A ,

(a) |𝐿 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑎) − 𝐿 (𝑥′, [𝜃′], 𝑎) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐾𝐿𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 + 𝐾𝐿LW2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
,

(b) |𝐿 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑎) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2),

2. 𝑔 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 ↦→ R and there exists 𝑞 ≥ 0, 𝐶, 𝐾
𝑔
𝑥 , 𝐾

𝑔

L
> 0, such that for all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

(a) |𝑔(𝑥, [𝜃]) − 𝑔(𝑥′, [𝜃′]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐾
𝑔
𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ | 𝜖 + 𝐾𝑔LW2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖

)
,

(b) |𝑔(𝑥, [𝜃]) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2).

Without restriction we can take same constants 𝑞 and 𝐶 for 𝐿 and 𝑔.

Let us set, for any admissible control 𝒂 and 𝑇 > 0 the following Girsanov’s change of probability

𝜌𝒂𝑇 = exp

(
−1

2

∫ 𝑇

0
|𝑅𝑎𝑡 |2d𝑠 +

∫ 𝑇

0
(𝑅𝑎𝑡 )⊤d𝑊𝑡

)
and P𝒂𝑇 = 𝜌𝒂𝑇P.

Thanks to our assumptions, 𝑊𝒂
𝑡 := 𝑊𝑡 −

∫ 𝑡
0
𝑅𝑎𝑠d𝑠 is a P𝒂

𝑇
−Brownian motion and so, we can write 𝑋 [ 𝜃 ] and 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] the re-

spective solutions to (MV-SDE) and (Decoupled SDE) w.r.t to that new Brownian motion without control on the distribution.
Namely,

d𝑋 [ 𝜃 ],𝒂
𝑡 =

(
𝑏(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],𝒂
𝑡

]
) + 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],𝒂
𝑡

]
)𝑅𝑎𝑡

)
d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],𝒂
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝒂

𝑡 , (5.1)

and

d𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 =

(
𝑏(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
) + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)𝑅𝑎𝑡

)
d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)d𝑊𝒂

𝑡 , (5.2)

where 𝑋 ·,0 satisfies (5.1) without control, i.e. 𝑎𝑡 = 0 for all 𝑡 ≥ 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

𝐽𝑇 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂) = E𝒂
𝑇

[∫ 𝑇

0
𝐿 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑠

]
, 𝑎𝑠)d𝑠

]
+ E𝒂

𝑇

[
𝑔(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑇
,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑇

]
)
]

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

𝐽 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂) = lim sup
𝑇→∞

1

𝑇
E𝒂
𝑇

[∫ 𝑇

0
𝐿 (𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑠 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑠

]
, 𝑎𝑠)d𝑠

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

𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧) := inf
𝑎∈A

{𝐿 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑎) + 𝑧𝑅𝑎}. (5.3)

Using Filippov’s theorem (see [20, Theorem 4]), if the infimum is attained, there exists 𝜑 : R𝑑 × P2𝑞+2 × R𝑑 → A measurable
s.t.

𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧) = 𝐿 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝜑(𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧)) + 𝑧𝑅(𝜑(𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧)).
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 all 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑 and all 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2, | 𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 0) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2),

2. for all 𝑥, 𝑥′, 𝑧, 𝑧′ ∈ R𝑑 and all 𝜃, 𝜃′ ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑),

| 𝑓 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧) − 𝑓 (𝑥′, [𝜃′], 𝑧′) | ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞 + |𝑥′ |𝑞 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞2𝑞+2 + ∥𝜃′∥𝑞2𝑞+2)
(
𝐾𝐿𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

𝜖 + 𝐾𝐿LW2 ( [𝜃], [𝜃′]) 𝜖
)

+ |𝑅A |∞ |𝑧 − 𝑧′ |.

where |𝑅A |∞ = sup {|𝑅𝑎 |, 𝑎 ∈ A }. In particular 𝑓 satisfies (H0) with 𝐾
𝑓
𝑧 = |𝑅A |∞.

Proof. 1. is a direct consequence of (5.3) and Assumption 2-1., 2. is a consequence of [13, Lemma 5.2].

Assumption (H𝑂𝐶𝑃). Assume that Assumption 2 holds and that one of the following is fulfilled

1. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸1) holds, 𝜎 is uniformly elliptic and 𝜈 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 +
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 |𝑅A |∞.

2. (H𝑆𝐷𝐸2) holds.

Lemma 5.3. We assume that (H𝑂𝐶𝑃) holds. For (𝑌𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]) the solution to (Decoupled BSDE), we have that, for
all admissible control 𝒂,

𝐽𝑇 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂) ≥ 𝑌𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]0 .

Moreover, if the infimum is attained for every 𝑥, 𝑧 ∈ R𝑑 in (5.3), there exists 𝒂𝑇 an admissible control s.t. 𝐽𝑇 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂𝑇 ) =

𝑌
𝑇,𝑥,[ 𝜃 ]
0 where

𝑎𝑇𝑡 := 𝜑
(
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑇
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
, 𝑍

𝑇,𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡

)
= 𝜑

(
𝑋
𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑇
𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
,∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑇

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)𝜎(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂

𝑇

𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)
)
.

Lemma 5.4. We assume that (H𝑂𝐶𝑃) holds. For (𝑌 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ] , 𝑍 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ] , 𝜆) the solution to (Decoupled EBSDE), we have that, for
all admissible control 𝒂,

𝐽 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂) ≥ 𝜆.

Moreover, if the infimum is attained for every 𝑥, 𝑧 ∈ R𝑑 in (5.3), there exists 𝒂 an admissible control s.t 𝐽 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂) = 𝜆, where

𝑎𝑡 = 𝜑(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
, 𝑍

𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]
𝑡 ) = 𝜑(𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
,∇𝑥𝑢𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑋 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)𝜎(𝑋 𝑥,[ 𝜃 ],𝒂𝑡 ,

[
𝑋

[ 𝜃 ],0
𝑡

]
)).

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

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

lim inf
𝑇→∞

𝐽𝑇 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂)
𝑇

≥ 𝜆. (5.4)

Furthermore, if the infimum is attained for every 𝑥, [𝜃], 𝑧 in (5.3), we have that there exists ℓ ∈ R, 𝐶 > 0, 𝜼 > 0 such that:���𝐽𝑇 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂𝑇 ) − 𝐽 (𝑥, [𝜃], 𝒂)𝑇 − 𝑌 𝑥, [ 𝜃 ]0 − ℓ
��� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒

−𝜼𝑇 (5.5)

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 5.2, 𝑓 satisfies (H0). 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.

Theorem 5.6. If we additionally assume that 𝑏, 𝜎 are C 1,0 with gradient globally Lipschitz w.r.t x, that A is convex and
that 𝐿 is 𝝁-strongly convex, then, the infimum is attained in Theorem 5.5 and there exists 𝐶 that depends on 𝝁 such that, for
all 𝑇 ≥ 1, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜃 ∈ L2𝑞+2 (Ω;R𝑑), ��𝑎𝑇0 − 𝑎0

�� ≤ 𝐶 (1 + |𝑥 |𝑞+1 + ∥𝜃∥𝑞+12𝑞+2)𝑒
−𝜼𝑇 . (5.6)

Proof. Due to the additional 𝝁-strongly convex of 𝐿 and convexity of A assumptions, (H𝑂𝐶𝑃) satisfies the assumptions of
[10, Lemma 3.3] which gives that the infimum is attained. Consequently, 𝜙 (which is the same for 𝒂 and 𝒂𝑇) exists and is
globally Lipschitz w.r.t 𝑧 with the constant depending on 𝝁. 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,

d𝑿𝑡 = 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑿𝑡 )d𝑡 + 𝜎(𝑡, 𝑿𝑡 )d𝑊𝑡 , 𝑿0 ∈ L𝑝 (Ω,R𝑑), 𝑝 ≥ 2, (A.1)

where we make the following assumptions.

Assumption 3.

1. 𝔟 : R+ × R𝑑 ↦→ R𝑑 is measurable w.r.t time, 𝐾𝔟
𝑥-Lipchitz w.r.t 𝑥 and satisfies that there exists 𝜼, 𝑅, 𝑀𝔟 > 0, such that for

all 𝑥, 𝑥′ ∈ R𝑑, 𝑡 ≥ 0,
⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥) − 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥′)⟩ ≤ −𝜼 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |21 |𝑥−𝑥′ |>𝑅 + 𝑀𝔟 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |1 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅 . (A.2)

2. 𝜎 : R+ × R𝑑 ↦→ R𝑑×𝑑 is
√
2𝐾𝜎𝑥 -Lipschitz and uniformly elliptic uniformly in time, i.e. there exists 𝜎0 > 0, such that for

all 𝑡 ∈ R+, 𝑥 ∈ R𝑑, 𝜎𝜎⊤ (𝑡, 𝑥) ≥ 𝜎2
0 𝐼𝑑.

3. 𝜼 > 𝐾𝜎𝑥 .

Remark A.1. One could remark that it is possible to rewrite (A.2) using the Lipschitz property of 𝔟 as

⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥) − 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥′)⟩ ≤ −𝜼 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |2 +
((
𝑀𝔟 ∧ 𝐾𝔟

𝑥 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |
)
+ 𝜼 |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

)
|𝑥 − 𝑥′ |1 |𝑥−𝑥′ | ≤𝑅 . (A.3)

Theorem A.2. Let us set 𝑿′ be the solution to (A.1) with drift 𝔟′ that satisfies the suitable assumptions ensuring that 𝑿′

exists. We set, for all 𝑡 ≥ 0, E𝑡 := ∥𝔟(𝑡, ·) − 𝔟′ (𝑡, ·)∥∞. Then, by considering 𝒄 > 0 that satisfies

𝒄 < (𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )exp
(
−
𝜼 + 2𝑀𝔟

𝑅

2𝜎2
0

𝑅2

)
, (A.4)

there exists 𝜼 = (𝜼, 𝑀𝔟, 𝑅, 𝐾
𝜎
𝑥 , 𝒄, 𝜎0) > 0 and 𝐶 = 𝐶 (𝜼, 𝑅, 𝑀𝔟, 𝐾

𝜎
𝑥 , 𝒄, 𝜎0) > 0 such that

W1 ( [𝑿𝑡 ],
[
𝑿′
𝑡

]
) ≤ 𝐶W1 ( [𝑿0],

[
𝑿′
0

]
)𝑒−𝜼𝑡 + 𝐶𝑒−𝜼𝑡

∫ 𝑡

0

(
E𝑠 − 𝒄E

[��𝑿𝑠 − 𝑿′
𝑠

��] ) 𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠. (A.5)

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 𝐾𝔟

𝑥 .

Proof. We want to adapt the proof of [18, Theorem 3.2] to our framework, namely we assume, in their notations, 𝑟0 = 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 > 𝛿 > 0, 𝜋1

𝛿
and 𝜋2

𝛿
: R+ ↦→ R+ two Lipschitz functions such that

[0, 1] ∋ 𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟) =
{
1 if 𝑟 ≥ 𝛿
0 if 𝑟 ≤ 𝛿/2 ,

𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟)2 + 𝜋2𝛿 (𝑟)2 = 1, ∀ 𝑟 ∈ R+,

we define the coupling (X,X′) of (𝑿, 𝑿′) as follows:{
dX𝑡 = 𝔟(𝑡,X𝑡 )d𝑡 + 𝜎0𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )d𝑊1

𝑡 + 𝜎0𝜋2𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )d𝑊3
𝑡 + 𝜎̄(𝑡,X𝑡 )d𝑊2

𝑡 ,

dX′
𝑡 = 𝔟′ (𝑡,X′

𝑡 )d𝑡 + 𝜎0𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 ) (𝐼𝑑 − 2𝑒𝑡𝑒
⊤
𝑡 )d𝑊1

𝑡 + 𝜎0𝜋2𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )d𝑊3
𝑡 + 𝜎̄(𝑡,X′

𝑡 )d𝑊2
𝑡

(A.6)

where, we define, for 𝑡 ≥ 0,

X̃𝑡 := X𝑡 − X′
𝑡 , 𝑟𝑡 :=

��X̃𝑡 ��, 𝑒𝑡 :=
X̃𝑡
𝑟𝑡

1𝑟𝑡≠0, and 𝜎𝜎⊤ = 𝜎2
0 𝐼𝑑×𝑑 + 𝜎̄𝜎̄⊤.

Let us set, for all 𝑟 ≥ 0,

𝜅(𝑟) := sup
𝑡≥0, |𝑥−𝑥′ |=𝑟

{
⟨𝑥 − 𝑥′, 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥) − 𝔟(𝑡, 𝑥′)⟩

|𝑥 − 𝑥′ | + ∥𝜎̄(𝑡, 𝑥) − 𝜎̄(𝑡, 𝑥′)∥2

2|𝑥 − 𝑥′ |

}
,

𝜅∗ (𝑟) = (𝑀𝔟 ∧ 𝐾𝔟
𝑥𝑟)1𝑟≤𝑅 + 𝜼𝑟1𝑟≤𝑅 − (𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )𝑟

and

Φ(𝑟) :=
∫ 𝑟

0
exp

(
− 1

2𝜎2
0

∫ 𝑠

0
𝜅∗ (𝑣)d𝑣

) (∫ ∞

𝑠

𝑢 exp

(
1

2𝜎2
0

∫ 𝑢

0
𝜅∗ (𝑣)d𝑣

)
d𝑢

)
d𝑠. (A.7)

By using (A.3), we get 𝜅 ≤ 𝜅∗. Moreover, Φ satisfies
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Lemma A.4. For all 𝑟 ≥ 0, Φ satisfies

1. 2𝜎2
0Φ

′′ (𝑟) + 𝜅(𝑟)Φ′ (𝑟) ≤ −2𝜎2
0 𝑟,

2. Φ′ (𝑟) ≥ 0 and Φ′′ (𝑟) ≤ 0,

3.
2𝜎2

0
𝜼−𝐾𝜎𝑥 𝑟 ≤ Φ(𝑟) ≤ Φ′ (0)𝑟

and Φ′ (0) satisfies

Φ′ (0) ≤ exp

(
𝜼 + 2𝑀𝔟

𝑅

4𝜎2
0

𝑅2

)
2𝜎2

0

𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥
. (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 Φ and 𝜅∗ respectively correspond to 𝑓 and 𝛾 in the cited reference, and the fact that 𝜅∗ ≥ 𝜅.

First, by applying Itô-Tanaka’s formula to 𝑟𝑡 :=
√︁
𝑟2𝑡 , we obtain,

d𝑟𝑡 =

〈
X𝑡 − X′

𝑡 , 𝔟(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝔟′ (𝑡,X′
𝑡 )

〉
𝑟𝑡

d𝑡 + 1

2𝑟𝑡



𝜎(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑡,X′
𝑡 )



d𝑡 + 〈
X̃𝑡 ,

(
𝜎̄(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎̄(𝑡,X′

𝑡 )
)
d𝑊2

𝑡

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 2𝜎0𝜋
1
𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )𝑒⊤𝑡 d𝑊1

𝑡 .

Consequently, by applying again Itô’s formula to Φ(𝑟𝑡 ), one could get

dΦ(𝑟𝑡 ) =
[
Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )

( 〈
X𝑡 − X′

𝑡 , 𝔟(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝔟′ (𝑡,X′
𝑡 )

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 1

2𝑟𝑡



𝜎(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑡,X′
𝑡 )



2) + 2𝜎2
0Φ

′′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2
]
d𝑡

+Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )
( 〈
X̃𝑡 ,

(
𝜎̄(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎̄(𝑡,X′

𝑡 )
)
d𝑊2

𝑡

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 2𝜎0𝜋
1
𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )𝑒⊤𝑡 d𝑊1

𝑡

)
=

[
Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )

( 〈
X𝑡 − X′

𝑡 , 𝔟(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝔟(𝑡,X′
𝑡 )

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 1

2𝑟𝑡



𝜎(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎(𝑡,X′
𝑡 )



2) + 2𝜎2
0Φ

′′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2
]
d𝑡

+Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )
〈
X𝑡 − X′

𝑡 , 𝔟(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝔟′ (𝑡,X𝑡 )
〉

𝑟𝑡
d𝑡 +Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )

( 〈
X̃𝑡 ,

(
𝜎̄(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎̄(𝑡,X′

𝑡 )
)
d𝑊2

𝑡

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 2𝜎0𝜋
1
𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )𝑒⊤𝑡 d𝑊1

𝑡

)
.

We set,

d𝑀𝑡 := Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )
( 〈
X̃𝑡 ,

(
𝜎̄(𝑡,X𝑡 ) − 𝜎̄(𝑡,X′

𝑡 )
)
d𝑊2

𝑡

〉
𝑟𝑡

+ 2𝜎0𝜋
1
𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )𝑒⊤𝑡 d𝑊1

𝑡

)
.

Hence, by using Lemma A.4, (A.3), the facts that 𝜅 ≤ 𝜅∗ and 𝜅∗ is increasing on [0, 𝑅], we obtain

dΦ(𝑟𝑡 ) ≤
[
Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜅(𝑟𝑡 ) + 2𝜎2

0Φ
′′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2

]
d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

≤
[
Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜅(𝑟𝑡 ) + 2𝜎2

0Φ
′′ (𝑟𝑡 )

]
𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2d𝑡 +Φ′ (𝑟𝑡 )𝜅(𝑟𝑡 ) (1 − 𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2)d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

≤ −2𝜎2
0 𝑟𝑡𝜋

1
𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)𝜅∗ (𝛿)d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

= −2𝜎2
0 𝑟𝑡d𝑡 + 2𝜎2

0 𝑟𝑡 (1 − 𝜋1𝛿 (𝑟𝑡 )2)d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)𝜅∗ (𝛿)d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

≤ −2𝜎2
0 𝑟𝑡d𝑡 +

(
2𝜎2

0 𝛿 +Φ′ (0)𝜅∗ (𝛿)
)
d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡d𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡

≤ −
2𝜎2

0

Φ′ (0)Φ(𝑟𝑡 )d𝑡 + ℓ(𝛿)d𝑡 +Φ′ (0)E𝑡 + d𝑀𝑡 ,

where we set ℓ(𝛿) := 2𝜎2
0 𝛿 + Φ′ (0)𝜅∗ (𝛿) 𝛿→0−→ 0. Due to the non-increasing property of Φ and the Lipschitz property of 𝜎̄, we

have that the stochastic integral d𝑀𝑡 is a martingale. Thus, by (A.4) and (A.8), we can set 𝜼 :=
2𝜎2

0
Φ′ (0) −

𝒄Φ′ (0) (𝜼−𝐾𝜎𝑥 )
2𝜎2

0

> 0.

Thus, applying Itô’s formula to 𝑒𝜂𝑡Φ(𝑟𝑡 ) and taking the expectation lead to,

𝑒𝜼𝑡E[Φ(𝑟𝑡 )] ≤ E[Φ(𝑟0)] +
ℓ(𝛿)
𝜼
𝑒𝜼𝑡 +Φ′ (0)

∫ 𝑡

0
E𝑠𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠 −

𝒄Φ′ (0) (𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )
2𝜎2

0

∫ 𝑡

0
E[Φ(𝑟𝑠)]𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠

𝛿→0−→ E[Φ(𝑟0)] +Φ′ (0)
∫ 𝑡

0
E𝑠𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠 −

𝒄Φ′ (0) (𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥 )
2𝜎2

0

∫ 𝑡

0
E[Φ(𝑟𝑠)]𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠.
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Hence, by using Lemma A.4-3. and taking (X0,X′
0) an optimal coupling for W1-distance, last inequality becomes

W1 ( [X𝑡 ],
[
X′
𝑡

]
) ≤ E[𝑟𝑡 ] ≤

𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥
2𝜎2

0

𝑒−𝜼𝑡

(
E[Φ(𝑟0)] +Φ′ (0)

∫ 𝑡

0

(
E𝑠 − 𝒄

𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥
2𝜎2

0

E[Φ(𝑟𝑠)]
)
𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠

)
≤ 𝜼 − 𝐾𝜎𝑥

2𝜎2
0

Φ′ (0)E
[��X0 − X′

0

��]𝑒−𝜼𝑡 + 𝑒−𝜼𝑡Φ′ (0)
∫ 𝑡

0
(E𝑠 − 𝒄E[𝑟𝑠]) 𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠

= 𝐶W1 ( [X0],
[
𝑋 ′
0

]
)𝑒−𝜼𝑡 +Φ′ (0)𝑒−𝜼𝑡

∫ 𝑡

0
(E𝑠 − 𝒄E[𝑟𝑠]) 𝑒𝜼𝑠d𝑠. (A.9)
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