arXiv:2011.08547v4 [math.AP] 13 Sep 2022

TREND TO EQUILIBRIUM FOR GRANULAR MEDIA EQUATIONS
UNDER NON-CONVEX POTENTIALS AND APPLICATION TO LOG
GASES

SCANDER MUSTAPHA

ABSTRACT. We derive new HWI inequalities for the granular media equation, which ex-
ternal potential V' and interaction potential W are only strictly convex on complementary
parts of the space. Particularly, potentials are not assumed convex. After solving techni-
calities related to the singularity of a logarithmic W, we apply our result to obtain stability
rates of log gases under non-strictly convex or quartic external potentials. We prove that
the distribution of a log gas converges towards an equilibrium with respect to the Wasser-
stein distance at a square root rate. Finally, we establish exponential stability of log gases
under the double-well potential V(z) = % + c””—;, ¢ < 0 and the non-confining potential

V(z) = 9%4 + %, g < 0 for |¢|] and |g| small enough.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Granular media equation and HWI inequalities. The present paper studies the
extension of stability results proved for the granular media equation

1) Ot =V - [W (%HW*M)]

to non-convex potentials. The unknown p is a time-dependent probability measure on R,
V : R? — R is an external potential and W : R? — R is an interaction potential. The
non-local and non-linear partial differential equation () is the formal gradient flow of the

entropy
) D) =5 [ Ve +3 [ W=y,

which dissipation is defined as

(3) D(u)z/ﬂgdv(%v+w*ﬂ)

Under the two sets of assumptions D2V > 2\ and D?*W > 0 or D?V > 0 and D?*W > ),
for some A > 0, Carrillo et al. established in [§] the celebrated HWI inequality

2

p(dz).

() 2(p0) = (1) < VD Walp 1) = 5 Waliw, 1)

W5 being the Wasserstein distance and pg, p1 having finite entropy and belong to Mo,
the set of probability measures with finite second order moment. This inequality implies
successively a transportation inequality, a log-Sobolev inequality and exponential stability
with respect to the Wasserstein distance towards a minimizer p., of the entropy

(5) Wa(pie, fioo) < \/2 (E%);E(“w))e”, vt > 0.

mustapha@princeton.edu.
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The primary aim of this paper is to extend this method to non-strictly convex potentials.
More precisely, we allow V' to be non-convex near the origin, according to the following
assumptions.

Assumptions 1.1. There exist o, 3,7v,7 > 0 such that the C? potentials V,W satisfy
(A1) D2V (2) =~ for o € B,
(A2) D*V(2) > a for [o] > 1,
(A3) V is symmetric: V(z) = V(—x) for v € RY,
(A4) W is convex and D*W (z) > v for |z| < 2r,
(A5) W is symmetric: W (x) = W(—xz) for z € R%.

Under those assumptions, we prove the following

Theorem 1.2. Assume that Assumptions [L1l are satisfied. Let po,p1 € Mo with finite
entropy. Define

(6) P = [t | ().

If po and py have the same center of mass, then

A
(7) 2(po) = Blp1) = V' D(po)Wa(po, pr) = 5 Walpo, p),
where the constant X\ is given by
. o

If po and py are symmetric, then (7) holds with the better constant \:
() \ min (a, 27(1 —2P,) — B) .

2
Remark 1.3.

(i) The method of establishing HWI inequalities is not the only one to derive stability
rates. We can cite the strategy of Bakry-Emery [2], which consists of computing the
dissipation of the entropy dissipation or the method of characteristics or even ad-hoc
computations similar to what is done in [I0]. In any case, the computations turn out
to be very similar.

(ii) HWI inequality (7)) is slightly different from usual HWI inequalities, because A depends
on py and p; through their tail probabilities. Therefore, application of our modified
HWT inequality requires beforehand uniform bound of those tail probabilities, by the
help of bound upon the moments for example.

(iii) Our proof relies heavily on exploiting the convexity of W, which requires the assump-
tions of a fixed center of mass or a symmetric initial data (see Theorem 2.2 [§] for
example or [6] and [7]).

(iv) Consider the internal energy U

(10) i) = [ Ulula)tdo)

where U : R% — R satisfies the dilation condition that A € R% — AU(A™?) is convex
and non-increasing. The conclusions of Theorem hold with the same constants for
the entropy

(11) = U(p) + E(p).

Typically for U(p) = plog p, our approach can be used to prove exponential stability
of Mckean-Vlasov diffusions under non-convex external potentials (see [14]).
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In the same fashion of Theorem 2.3 [8], we investigate the case of V' convex (non necessarily
strictly convex) and W degeneratly convex at infinity.

Assumptions 1.4. V and W belong to C*(RY) and C*(R? — {0}) respectively and there
exist positive constants ¢ and n such that

(B1) D?V(x) >0 for x € RY,

(B2) D*W(x) > mp Jorx e R? — {0}.

Under those assumptions and additional technical Assumptions [l postponed to Section
[, we prove the following

Theorem 1.5. Assume that Assumptions and [{.1] are satisfied. Let py, p1 € Mo with
finite fourth moments and finite entropy. Define

(12 = ([ faltmiao), [ lltpulan) ).

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on m, ¢ and n such that the following
HWI inequality holds

(13) S(po) — X(p1) < v/ D(po)Walpo, pr) — CWalpo, p1)"*>.
This variant of the HWT inequality () implies algebraic stability, meaning

C

1.2. Application to log gases. The second contribution of this paper is the application

of the previous results to log gases. Those gases are obtained by taking W = —log]| - | in
the uni-dimensional case d = 1. It leads to the Fokker-Planck equation

L,
(15) Oty = Oy l/it (5‘/ — Hﬂt)} )

where H denotes the Hilbert transform. The logarithmic potential has a singularity at
the origin and is only convex on the half-lines R* and R*. Because of these difficulties,
the previous theorems do not apply directly and the derivation of the analogue of (@) is
more involved. This is the purpose of Theorem [[.6 which extends the application of HWI
inequalities to log gases.

Theorem 1.6. Let V be a C? symmetric potential satisfying Assumptions (A1)- (A3) and
let W = —log|-|. Then the conclusions of Theorem hold for probability measures in
L®(R), with vy = 7.

This result and its proof have two main applications. The first concerns log gases under
a general convex potential V. Under appropiate growth assumption of V| ensuring the
existence and uniqueness of the minimizer of the entropy puy, we prove that any solution
converges towards py at a square root rate. The definition of a solution to (I3]) is given
afterwards in Section [l

Theorem 1.7. Let V be a C? convexr potential satisfying growth Assumptions [5.1. Let
wy the unique minimizer of the entropy and (ut)i>o be a solution of (I3). Then we have
algebraic stability towards iy

C
(16> W2(:ut7:uV) < %7 vt > 17
for some constant C' > 0.
To our knowledge, in the case of log gases, the weakest assumptions required for an explicit

equilibrium were strict convexity at least away of the origin (see [10]). Our result weakens
this assumption, the cost being a slower rate.
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1.3. Log gases with quartic potentials. The second application of Theorem [L.6] concerns
quartic potentials V', defined by

Assumptions 1.8. For some constants g,c € (—00,0), (C1) or (C2) is satisfied

(C1) V(z) = fl—4+c$2—2 forx € R,

(C2) V(z) = g% + % foraz € R.

For ¢ < 0, quartic potential (C1) is non-convex and does not fall under the scope of the
work of Ledoux and Popescu [10]. After deriving moment estimates (which already imply
stability and provide a simple proof to Theorem 1.1 [9]), we apply Theorem to derive

an exponential stability rate towards the unique minimizer py of the entropy, for solutions
with a fixed center of mass or with a symmetric initial data.

Theorem 1.9. Let ¢ € (—4\%7,0) and V' be defined by (C1). Let (ut)e>o0 be a solution

of {13) with a fixed center of mass and finite fourth moments. Assume that the moment
condition

(17) / po(d) <

is satisfied. Then (ut)i>0 is exponentially stable towards py with respect to the Wasserstein
distance

—c+Vc2+4
2 Y

2(% - X
(18) Wa(pee, py) < \/ ( (/io))\ (Mv))eﬂt, YVt > 0.
The rate X\ is given by
1 c
19 A= +=->0.
1) 16 (—c+Vc2+4) 2

Simalarly, if c € (—%, O) and if (pt)eo s a solution of (I3) with finite fourth moments and

a symmetric initial data po, then under the same moment condition, (u:)e>o is exponentially
stable towards py with respect to the Wasserstein distance with rate A\ given by

1 c
2(—c+\/02+4) +§>

The assumption of a fixed center of mass or a symmetric initial data are required to exploit
easily the strict convexity of W. It leads to tractable computations and exact numerical
values. We are able to relax those assumptions in the following theorem, and assume only
lower-bounded second moments for the initial data. We prove exponential stability under
weaker asssumptions but only for ¢ € (¢*,0) with ¢* ~ 107°.

(20) A= 0.

Theorem 1.10. There exists ¢* < 0, such that if ¢ € (—c*,0) and if ()0 is a solution of
(I3) with finite sixth moments and initial data satisfying

and
(22) /$4M0<d$) < <—C+ \/202 + 12) 7

then (ut)i>o is exponentially stable towards the equilibrium py .
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For ¢ < 0, a new difficulty arises due to the fact that the quartic potential (C2) is
neither convex nor confining. Nevertheless, we manage to establish exponential stability

for g € (—m, 0) and for well-defined solutions. This result is stated in the following

theorem and answers a conjecture formulated in [5] (see Conjecture 7.3 [11] as well).

Theorem 1.11. Let g € (—m, O) and m > 0 satisfying

(23) P .
m - ——=3.
39 Vg
Let g be an initial measure with supp(po) C [—m,m]. Then any solution (u)i>o of (I3)
with quartic V' (C2) is well-defined and converges exponentially towards a stationary measure

[oo

(24) WQ(Ht, ,uoo) <

with rate A\ given by

(25) A:%[1+3g(m2+\/i__g+3)]>o.

Moreover, s is a local minimizer of the entropy:
(26)

VMGM% supp ( \/m2+—+3 m2‘|‘\/——+3> = Z(NOO)SZ(/L).

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall some preliminary facts collected
from [I5] and [§], and we introduce notation. Section [ contains the proof of Theorem
and its corollary concerning stability of solutions. In Section Ml we establish the proof of
Theorem and its implications. In Section [5l we consider log gases and prove Theorems
-[L11 The appendix gathers auxiliary proofs.

NGRS
A

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

In the whole paper, we denote by M the set of probability measures on R?, and we define
forp>1

(27) M, = {u e M: |z[Pu(dx) < oo} :
z€R4

We recall the definition of the Wasserstein metric Wy on Ms

1/2
W2<p07p1)2|: inf / \x—ylzv(dx,dy)} :
R xRd

€l (po,p1)

where T'(pg, p1) denotes the set of couplings between py and p; (see [15]). According to
Brenier Theorem, if py and p; have a density, there exists a unique optimal transport map
T = V¢, gradient of a convex function ¢ : R? — R, pg-almost everywhere, such that p; is
the push-forward measure p; = T#py and such that

(25) )= | [ Jo-1 \po<dx>]1/2.

Recall from [12], that a functional F' : My — R is said to be displacement convex if
s — F(ps) is a convex function, where (p,)sejo,1) is the geodesic in (My, W) joining py to
pPr:

(29) (ps)sefo.) = ([(1 = s)Id + sT]#po)seo.1)-
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Strict displacement convexity is a stronger property, which plays a crucial role in estab-
lishing equilibrium rates. The key to derive a HWI inequality is to prove that X is A-strictly
convex along interpolation (29):

2
ds2

We denote V and W the functionals

VipeM—= - / w(dx),

—55(ps) > AWa(po, p1)?, 0 <5 < 1.

(30)
WipeM=g // W(z — y)p(dz)u(dy).

We define (p1)i>0 € C (R4, M) as a solution of ([Il) with initial data pq if for all t > 0, u;
has a density, that we shall denote y;(z), such that VW * p; € L (R, x RY) and

loc

a1 [ oduc— [ odua = —/Ot s [o-v (5” W *us) iy, ¥ € Co(RY),

where C5°(R?) denotes the space of smooth and compactly supported test functions.
Finally, we end this section by recalling that Proposition 2.1 [8] ensures existence of

solutions to (), under additional technical assumptions concerning the regularity and the

growth at infinity of the C? potentials V and W, and establishes the dissipation property

d
(32) 22 () < =D(pu), V¢ 20,

for (u¢)¢>0 a solution. Moreover, it is straigthforward to prove that ¥ and D are lower-semi
continuous for the weak topology. In Section [3] we assume that those technical assumptions
are satisfied. However, potentials W, as in Theorem [, are not C? and Proposition 2.1 [§]
cannot be applied. As the purpose of this work is not to prove the dissipation property nor
to discuss the existence of solutions, additional assumptions will be therefore assumed to
guarantee the validity of Proposition 2.1 [§].

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof of Theorem[1.2. The main difficulty is to alleviate non-convexity of V' near the origin
with the strict convexity of W, and conversely to use the strict convexity of V' outside a
neighborhood of the origin to alleviate non-strict convexity of W outside the origin.

Let pg, p1 € My with finite entropy and the same center of mass. Let 7" be the optimal
transport map from py to p; described by (28]). Consider interpolation (29) between py and
p1 given by (ps)sepo]- Set 6(x) = T'(x) — x. In these circumstances, we have

,00,,01 / |0(x |P0 (dz)

and
[ f@eitin) = [ o+ so)mian

R4 R4

for all measurable bounded functions f.
Taylor’s formula applied to ¥(p;) between 0 and 1 gives
d 1 d?
(33) 2(p1) = Blpo) = - 2452,

for some s* € (0,1). Following computations of Section 4.1 [8], we find for all s € (0, 1)

(34) < (ps) = =/ D(po)Wa(p1, po)

ds

X(ps) +

*E(ps),

0
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and
(35)
%E(ps) > %/Rd (D?V(z + s6(z)) - (), 0(z)) poldz)
B3
w5 AP =y s(00) — 000) - () = 0(6)). () — 0(0)) o))
< o .
On the one hand, we have using Assumptions (A1) and (A2)
e 7)2po(dz) — b )2 po(dw
(36) e LG ORI )
On the other hand, under (A3)
(37)
@225 [ (Dl g s(0) — 0) - (0) — 0, 600) — 66)) (i)l )
i
1 2 2
> 57 / (10@)* +10()[* = 2(0(x), 0(y)) ) po(dax) po(dy)

la-s6(a)| <r
ly+50(y)|<r

>y [ mldn [ @ -] [ @)

lo4-s6(a) | <r Jo-s6(a)| <r Jao-s6(a)| <r

Using the fact that [, xpo(dx) = [p. zp1(dx), we can write

(33) | twmdn == [ o)

|z+s6(x)|<r |z+s0(x)|>r

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(39)

2 2
[ @) =) [ s@en| <0 [ o [ @R
|z+s0(x)|<r |z+s6(x)|>r |z+s0(x)|>r |z+s6(x)|>r

The first integral in the left-hand side is equal to [

|z|>r
estimations ([37) and (39), it follows
(40)

ps(dz), and therefore combining

@)z (|- [ o] [ P~ [ [ l6@Pm@

lz|>r |x+s0(x)|<r lz|>r |x+s6(x)|>r

Noticing that for s € [0, 1]

an [ il < /|  l) ¢ /ITW mido) = [  ld) ¢ /| ) <2,
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we conclude from (B3)), (36), (@) and (4I), by setting

)= min (oz,227 —p) _oyP,
that
d? 2 2
(42) | S0 22 [ 0P m(de) = AWalor, o)

Combining ([33), (34) ([@2), yields
(43) 2(po) — X(p1) < V/D(po)Wa(po, p1) — %Wz(/?oa pr).

In the special case when py and p; are symmetric, we observe that the quantity (38
vanishes. Indeed, define

A={zeR: |(1-s)z+sT(x)| <r}
and

o= [@-T@mdn = [ s@pmda).

|x+s0(x)|<r
From the uniqueness of the optimal transport map 7', the symmetry of py and p; and the
fact that Wa(po, p1)* = [ga(z+T(—2))?po(dzx), we see that the map T'is odd. Consequently,
A is a symmetric domain and x — x — T'(z) is odd. Therefore, ¢ = 0 and (43) holds with
min (a, 27(1 —2P,) — 6)
5 :

A=

We derive the following asymptotic behavior and inequalities from ().

Corollary 3.1. Assume that Assumptions [I1] are satisfied and that 3 is lower-bounded.
Let (put)e>0 be a solution of (1) with a fized center of mass. Define

(44) O
>0 J|z|>r
and assume that
) o~
(45) p—— (O"Q =8 _9up =0,

If the family (ui)eso is tight with respect to the weak topology then (u:)i>0 exrponentially
converges, with respect to the Wasserstein distance, to the unique minimizer o, of the
entropy % among the class of probability measures p satisfying

(46) / xp(dx) :/ zpo(dx) and P,(|z| > r) < supP,, (x| > r).
Rd R4 120

Moreover, the following inequalities hold:
(i) Logarithmic Sobolev inequality

(47) 2A (S(11) — Z(j1uo)) < Dlpe), Ve > 0.

(ii) Transportation inequality

2 (5(p) = ¥(poo))
A

(48) Wa (gt proo) < \/

(11i) Exponential stability

.Vt > 0.

(49) Wa( e, proc) < \/2 () ; Z(’”“"’))e*”f, vt > 0.
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Finally, if po s symmetric and

(50) \ min (v, 27(12— 2P,) — f) -0,

then the same inequalities hold with this better rate.

Proof. Let pio be a limit point of ()0 for the weak topology. By lower-semi-continuity
of D
d
limsup — () < —liminf D () < —D(poo)-
dt t—o0

t—o00

If —D (o) < 0, then limsup, .. £ (p;) < —D(poo) < 0 and there exist ¢ and ¢ such that
() < —3D(poo)t + ¢ for t > to. That is X(s) 2% _. As ¥ is bounded below by
assumption, D(p) = 0 and ps is a stationary solution.

Moreover, by weak convergence, ji,, will satisfy conditions ([@6). We can therefore ap-
ply Theorem to (po, p1) = (e, o) (notice that in the case of ug symmetric, u; stays
symmetric at all times for ¢ > 0 by symmetry of the potentials). According to the HWI

inequality (7))

A
B(p) = 2(ttoo) = V/ D) Walbis; proc) + 5 Walpte; p1oc)” <0, > 0.
Consequently the following discriminant is non-negative
(51) D(pe) = 2A (5(p) — Elpeo)) 20, VE =0

and the log-Sobolev inequality (47) holds.
For the transportation inequality ([@S]), take p; = p; and py = fieo- Jloo being a stationary
solution of (), D(pg) = 0, which gives

2 (X(pe) — (o))
A

This proves the transportation inequality. Since measure p; can be replaced by any measure
p satisfying (46]) (apply Theorem [[L2 to (peo, p)), we have

(53) 2(p) — Xlpos) =2 0

and if X(p) = X(ueo) it follows that Wa(p, pies) = 0. Therefore, pio, is the unique minimizer
of the entropy ¥ among the class of probability measures p satisfying (46]).

Finally, to prove (49]), use successively the log-Sobolev inequality ([4T), property (B32),
Gronwall’s lemma and the transportation inequality (48)]). O

(52) Wa(pg, pos)? <

V> 0.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

As explained at the end of Section 2 the singularity of W at the origin requires additional
results, that should be proved for each W of application. Indeed, potentials of interest
which satisfy D*W (x) > mm ke W= —log|-|or W =|-|P, p €0,2), do not satisfy the
assumptions of Proposition 2.1 [§]. Therefore, the dissipation property (82) does not hold
necessarily. Moreover, formula (33]) is not justified. To overcome those technical difficulties,
we introduce the following additional assumptions.

Assumptions 4.1. V € C*(R?) and W € C*(R? — {0}) satisfy
(D1) Dissipation property (33):
d

(54) 2 2(e) < =D(p), ¥t 2 0.
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(D2) For any geodesic (ps)o<s<1 = ([(1 — s)Id + sT]#po)o<s<1, po,p1 € May with finite
entropy, the function s € [0,1] — W(ps) is twice differentiable and for all s € (0,1)

(55)
%W(ps) > % / (D*W(z—y+s(0(x) — 0(y)) - (0(x) — 0(y)),0(x) — 0(y)) po(dx)po(dy)

where 0(x) =z — T(x).
We are now ready for the proof of Theorem [LL5l

Proof of Theorem[1.J. Under Assumptions [[L4], V is convex-displacement
d2
ds2

In order to treat W, we follow the proof of Theorem by fixing some r > 0 and taking
v = (27")’7 We have immediately

(56) —V(ps) =

(57)
TW0) > G (=B llal> ) [ WP =Bl >0 [ 0@l

Jao-s6(a)| <r lo4-s6(a) | 2r

and therefore
d? c

58 Ve > G

Polel <) [ 0@Pmd) ~ 5 [ 1@ Em(ds)

lo4-s6(a) | 2r

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have the estimate

(59) / 16()[?po(da) < \// |0(2)|*po(dx) /Py, (|| = 7).

|z+56(z)|>r
Using the fact that

(60) [ 6@ mlda) < s,

we deduce

60 W) 2 Bl < W) — B o] 2 1) Wi )

The tail probability IP,, (|z| > r) can be estimated by

1 8m
(62) Pp (2] = 7) < —4/ sz 4 (1 — 8)T(x)|*po(dz) < —.

r R4 T
Moreover, with the simple estimate Ws(pg, p1)? < 2¢/m, we get

d? C V8me 4me

(63) 22 V(ps) = WWQ (po: p1) = 5 g Walpo, 1) = 52

Choosing optimally r yields for some constant C' > 0 depending only on 1, m and c that
2

d
I ——=W(ps) = CWa(po, pr)"*2, Vs € (0,1),

from which we deduce the desired HWI inequality. U

(64)
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Corollary 4.2. Assume that Assumptions[1.4] and[{.1] are satisfied. Let (jut)i>0 be a solution
of () with uniformly fourth order moments. Set

(65) = sup max (/ || * 1 (dow) )
>0

Then, the following holds for some positive constants 6, C depending only on m, ¢ and n:

(i) Algebraic decay of the entropy
S(p0) — B(poo)

(n+2)/
|14 6 (S(10) — B(pa00))™ 1] o

(66) () — Blpoo) < , Vt > 0.

(i1) Transportation inequality

(67) Waljies pioe) < C (S(p1e) — S(pio)) 772, ¥ > 0.

Therefore, we have algebraic stability with respect to Wy towards the minimizer po. of the
entropy among the class of probability measures p satisfying

(68) sup ||l (da) <m

t>0 JRd
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Corollary Bl The boundedness of moments gives
tightness and we check easily that a limit point p., (for the weak topology) is a stationary
solution. Taking (po, p1) = (oo, f¢) in HWT inequality (I3]) and noticing that the minimum
of power function in Wa(pu, i) ([I3)) is non-positive, we derive

(69) C (1) = Xp10)) 77 < D(pry) < —% [X(pe) = Epoo)], VE 20,

where C" depends only on m, ¢ and 7. Integrating leads to the decay estimate (60). Taking
(po, p1) = (ft, 1oo) in (I3)) allows us to derive the transportation inequality (7). Combining
the two inequalities proves result (I4)).

O
5. APPLICATION TO LOG GASES

This section is devoted to the asymptotic behavior of uni-dimensional log gases. In all of
the following, V' will denote a symmetric external potential and W the logarithmic interac-
tion W = —log|-|. Entropy (2) is now half of the free entropy introduced by Voiculescu
n [16]

1

1
() =5 / V(z)u(dr) — —/ log |z — y|u(dz) u(dy).
2 Jr 2 Jrxr
Define the Hilbert transform of a measure u € M

Hu(o) = ~(W ) (a) = pos. |

where p.v. denotes the principal value.
The granular media equation becomes the Fokker-Planck (I3]), with the weak formulation:

@) g [ fedd) = = [ 7o) (5760 - Huo) o), v € GEm),

or equivalently

— yu(dy)-

< /R Fla)imldn) = 3 / . wutux)m(@)—% /R V(@) f(0)pe(de), Y € CP(R),
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In the rest of the paper, we say that (1;)>0 € C(Ry, M), with initial data g € MoNL>®(R)
with finite entropy, is a solution of ([IH)) if (7)) is satisfied and p; € L*(R) for all ¢ > 0.
Under the assumption

(72) lim V(z)—2log|z| = +o0

|z| =00
the entropy is lower-bounded and there exists a unique minimizer uy (see [13])
(73) S(pv) < X(p), Ve M.
The entropy dissipation (B]) is given by

D = [

The existence of solutions and the dissipation property (B2]) has been essentially proved
by Biane and Speicher in [5] (Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 6.1, see also [I1]) under the
assumption that V is C? and satisfies the growth assumption

2

V() — Hu(x)| pldr).

1
(74) azr® +b < éxV’(x), Vz € R,

for some @ > 0 and b € R.
Combining conditions (72)) and (74]), we introduce the following assumptions ensuring the
existence of a minimizer and the gradient flow property.

Assumptions 5.1. There exist a > 0 and b € R such that
o lim, o V(2) — 2log|z| = 400,
o ax? +b < 1zV'(z), Vo € R.

This section is organized as follows. First, in order to prove Theorem [L.6 we establish that
W = —log]| - | satisfies a property similar to Assumption 4.1 (D2), which allows therefore to
apply Theorems and [L.Alto log gases. We provide then in Proposition 5.5 uniform bounds
for the moments of a solution to (I&]). Those estimates are essential to prove tightness with
respect to the Wasserstein distance and to bound uniformly the quantities P,. We state and
prove Theorem [T that gives algebraic convergence for any convex potential V. Finally, we
consider quartic potential V' and prove in Theorems and [[L.T1] exponential stability, when
the parameters ¢ and g are small enough in absolute value.

5.1. HWI inequality. Despite the singularity of — log| - | at the origin and its non-convexity,
we prove that WV is convex-displacement and lower-bound explicitly the second order deriv-

ative. The case of log gases will then fall under the scope of application of Theorems
and Let first recall the following well known simple fact.

Lemma 5.2. Let py and p; be two measures on R with bounded positive densities. The
optimal transport map T carrying po to p1 s given by

(75) T=F,'oF,
where F, denotes the CDF' of measure p. Moreover, T' is derivable and for all v > 0
Sup|aﬂ|§r pO(x)
76 sup T"'(z) < -
o T S e T
We now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.6. We first prove the result for measures with bounded positive densi-
ties. Let po,p1 € Mo N L*®(R) be as such. Assume either that py and p; have the same
center of mass or are both symmetric. Let T be optimal transport map carrying pp to py

(77) T:Fp_llono.
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and (ps)o<s<1 the geodesic from py to py

(78) ps = ((1 = s)Id + sT) #po.
Let e € (0,3), 7> 0and B, ={z € R:|z| <n}.

Using the monotonicity of T" and Lemma and setting R(x,y) = (”;:Z( ) we have
sup po(z)
z|<n
(79) 0< sup R(z,y) < ——— < 00.
z inf
o ot )
Introduce
R(z,y) =1
80 L.
(30) (@) = e
such that for all s € (¢,1 —¢) and z # y
1— — T(x)—-T
. (L= ) =) + @ =T | (o or o
(1 —e)(x —y) +e(T(x) - T(y))
We see from the monotonicity of 7" and bound ([79) that for all s € (¢,1 —¢)
1—s+sR(z,y)
82 1 —¢)L >e>0
(82) (s —e)lela,y) = 1—e+eR(z,y) — 1-c-°
and that for all distinct  and y in B,
1
(83) 14 (s — (g < 2T o 4o up Riay) < oo
1—¢ z,y€By
T#Y
Define
(59 -3 / [ L gldrim(ay).
Using the inequality —log (1 + z) +x > 0 for z + 1 > 0, we deduce
(85)
1
Wip)=Wip)~(s=ehw. = 5 [ / [~ log 1+ (s = £)Le(, )+ (5—) Le(, ) po(dr) po(dy).
x,y€By
Define the functions
1
(86) Gy:selg,l—¢l = V(ps) = 5/‘/(1’ + s0(x))po(dx)

and
67 Gwisela-dog [ (s - OLe)] mlds)m(ds).

By the regularity of V', Gy is twice derivable with

(39) Gule) = 5 [ V'(a + <bla))ola)m(d)
and for all s € (¢,1 —¢)
(39) Gis) = 5 [ V"o + s0(a))0(e (o).

By bounds (82) and (83)), Gw is twice derivable as well and its derivatives satisfy

(90) Givle) =5 [ Llapm(mm(dy)
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and for all s € (¢,1 —¢)

" y)
(91) Gy // s TT60 g)L G y))2p0<dx)po<dy).
Notice that for all z # y and s € (g,1 — ¢)
La(xvy)Q . (R — 1)2 R? 1 E
(52) (14 (s —e)Le(z,y))?  (1—s+sR)? = (1— s+ sR)? + (1— s+ sR)? S 5

Therefore,

] e it < 5 M'W@T-

We deduce that for all s € (5, 1- 5)

0 G 2 [[ ST - % | [ anowx)r.

Using (83) and Taylor’s formula, we deduce for u € (,1 — ¢) such that

S(p1-c) = Blpe) = (1 =22)(Gy(e) +we) = (Gv + Gw)(1 =€) — (Gv + Gw)(e)
(95) — (1=2¢)(Gv + Gw)'(¢)

= (G + G)(u)(1 — 227

where

(96)

(G + Gu)'(0) = 5 [ V' o+ ubla)o(e)mld) + 5 [ — yﬂ )(y))e(y)))zpo(da:)po(dy)

-5 [/m (daz)] |

From there, we follow the computations of the proof of Theorem Firstly notice that

©O1) Gy +ed = 5 [ V@s@m(d) - 5 [y - Dolda)pldy)

1
(99 = [ (V@) - i) ) mla)
(99) > —/D(po)Wa(po, p1)-
Secondly, taking v = 5 and following (B6)) - (3], we obtain
(100)

% / V//(:E+u0(x))H(x)on(dx)+% / / G —;(ﬁ?(e_(gy_))e@w po(dz)po(dy) = A Walpo, pr_c)?,
where A, is given either by (8) or (@).

Notice that this estimate is independent of u € (e,1 — ¢€). Recalling that Wa(po, p1—c) =
(1 — e)Wa(po, p1), we conclude that for all n > 0

(101) S(p1-e) = S(p2) > (1= 2)[G (€) ] + A1 =) Walpo, 1) — 5 [ / ) po<dx>] .
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From there, do successively n — oo and € — 0 to derive the result. If py and p; do not
have positive densities, apply (7)) for the sequences

o (a—9)?/(20)
V2o

and let 6 — 0. Notice that p? has a positive density and belong to L= (R) with |p?|®) <

\/2#%, and that the map p; — p? leaves the center of mass or the symmetry of the measure p;

(102) pi(dzx) = pi(dy), 6 >0, i=0,1,

invariant. By standard arguments (in particular using the isometry property of the Hilbert
transform and the fact that p; € M(R) N L*(R) C L?(R)) we show that X(p;) < oo,

lims—o 2(p?) = B(p:), lims_,o Wa(ph, p) = Wa(po, p1) and lims_o D(pf) = D(po)- 0

Remark 5.3. Our theorem is similar to Theorem 1.4 [II], but we do not assume any
assumption regarding the compactness of the support. Therefore, our proof can be extended
to gases with a diffusive internal energy (like in [I4] for example). In Theorem 5 [10], the
authors established a HWT inequality for log gases. Their result can recovered by considering
a simpler version of estimate (8H). Indeed, by applying —log (1 4+ =) + x > 0 on the whole
space, we find

(103) W(ps) = W(po) = (s — €)we > 0.
Using this crude estimate, (I0I]) becomes

(104)  S(pre) — Do) > (1 - 26) [ () +] + 5 nf V()1 — =P Walo, 1)

zeR

Therefore under the assumption that inf,cg V" (z) > 2X > 0, letting ¢ — 0, we find

(105) £(00) ~ Slpr) < VDo Walpo. p1) — 5 Walpo, 1)

5.2. Moment estimates. We establish upper-bounds for the moments of solutions of ([IH]).
Those estimates are useful to prove tightness of a solution and to bound uniformly in ¢
the tail probabilities P, (|z| > 7). The idea is essentially to use dynamics (7)) to get a
differential inequation satisfied by the moments.

Let’s start with the following lemma, justifying extension of test functions to power func-
tions. We delay the proof to the appendix.

Lemma 5.4. Let (f1)>0 be a solution of (I3) such that for allt >0, p; has a finite moment
of order p > 1. Assume that
(1) s = [g(L+[V'(@)])|2[us(dz) € Lj, ([0, 00]),

loc

(2) v |V'(z)||z|P € LYR, ps) for all s > 0.
Then the power function x € R — |x|P is a valid test function in (71)).

Using this lemma, we prove

Proposition 5.5. Let (u:)i>0 be a solution of (I3) with finite moments up to order p + 2
for some p > 2. Then, there exists M, > 0 such that

sup/ |z|P e (dz) < M,
>0 Jr

Proof. Denote m,(t) = [ |z[Pp(dz) for t,p > 0. According to Lemma [5.4] we can apply
([7T)) with the test function f : x — |z|P so as to obtain

@) T
LS W vt

pe(d)pe(dy) — pamy(t) + p|blpmy,—o(t).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that |z| < |y|. We see easily that
[f'(@) = Wl _ |zl —ylyP?
|z —y| |z -yl
We check easily that if p > 3, then the previous inequality implies
/(@) = f'()]
|z -y

p—2 _ p—2
- ]

- - |||
< p(l"7% + [yl"~%) + pla]
[l = Tyl

< p(jaP 2 + y77%) + plp — 2) (|27~ + |y ~2)

and if 2 <p <3
[f'(x) = ['(y)]
|z =y
In both cases for all z,y € R
[f'(x) = ['(y)]
|z —y]

Using the fact that my(t) < mfg/p(t) for | < p, and inserting (I07)) in (I06]), we deduce the
ordinary differential inequation

< p(ll"? + [yl"~%) + plp — 2) |22

(107) < p(ll"~? + [ylP~%) + plp — 2) (|27 + [y [72).

(108) g(t) < —pamy(t) +p (o] +p — )mP /P (1), ¢ > 0.
This inequality can be written as

(109) p(t) < QUmy(8)), ¢ > 0

where Q(z) = —paz + p(|b| + p — 1) 2P~2/P satisfies Q(z) o —paz.

We will show that this inequality implies the uniform boundedness of moments. Consider
M defined by:

p/2
M =sup{z >0:Q(x) >0} = (M) :

Notice that m, is non-increasing for m, > M. Set M, = max(M,m,(0)) and T" = {t >
0 : my,(t) < M}. Without loss of generality we may assume that 0 € T, otherwise m,, is
decreasing until t € T'. The set R, \ T is open (in R} ) so can be written as

R+ \ T = U ]Sl,tz[
On the one hand
my(t) <0 for s; <t <t
and on the other hand
my(si) = my(t;) = M.
Those two contradictory statements imply that T'= R, and for all ¢ > 0:
my(t) < M,.

This achieves the proof. O
Remark 5.6. In the next section, we consider quartic potential V' and we derive in the same
way Proposition (.7 providing uniform bounds for the second order moments of a solution
in a more precise way. Still, we would like to stress the usefulness of the more general
Proposition 5.5 which allows to show the stability of any solution with finite moments of

order p + 2 > 2 towards a stationary measure with respect to the Wasserstein distance of
order p. Additionally, we will use this proposition for the proof of Theorem [L.7
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5.3. Stability for convex potentials. From the proofs of Theorems [[.5 and [L.G], we derive
Theorem [L7]

Proof of Theorem[I.7. Fix ¢ € (0,1/2) and r > 0. Let py,p1 € My and T be the optimal
transport map from pg to p;. Set 6 = T — Id. Denote (p,)scio,1) the geodesic between py
and p;. Following to the proof of Theorem [L6], and using that the fact thatD?*V > 0, there
exists u € (¢,1 — &) such that

(110)
S(p1—e) — B(pe) = (1= 20)[G(e) + we] + % // - y(?&)(e_(ﬁ)(y_)) ol

1 2
- — dx)|
-2 [/IQCIZn /)0( )}
where w;. is defined as in (84]).

From there, follow the proof of Theorem by taking ¢ = 1 and n = 2. Estimate (3]
becomes

ay g [ ) = CWalpn, )

Inserting this estimate in (I10) and then letting 7 — oo and € — 0, we get

5P0(dz)po(dy)

(112) %(p1) — B(po) = —v/D(po)Wa(po, p1) + CWalpo, p1)*.
The result follows by mimicking the proof of Corollary A2l and using the tightness of (1):>0
ensured by Proposition (.5 O

5.4. Stability for confining quartic potential. In this subsection, we consider the con-
fining quartic potential V(x) = %4 + 012—2. We recall the following results:
e If ¢ > 0, then V satisfies Ledoux’s assumptions [10], which allows to prove expo-

nential convergence towards the equilibrium measure py [11], which density is given
by

1 /1
(113) ,UV(dx) = ; <§:L’2 + b) Va2 — x21[a7_a](:€),

where

o VIETB-2c | ctyTt3
B 3 C 3 '

o If —2 < ¢ < 0, py is the unique stationary measure, and stability is proved in [9].
The density is again given by (I13)).

e If ¢ < —2, Donati-Martin et al. have proved in [9] that there could be multiple
stationary measures.

a

The main result of this subsection will follow from Theorem [L.6lapplied to quartic potential
V' with ¢ negative and close enough to zero.

The same considerations as in the proof of Proposition lead to the following estimate
of second order moment.

Proposition 5.7. Let (u1)i>0 be a solution of (13) with quartic V (C1). Assume that ()0
have finite fourth moments for all timest > 0. Then

(114) sup/RxQut(dx) < max (/R 22 o (de), % “02+4> .

>0

We are now ready to prove the Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[1.9. Let p satisfying the moment condition (I7) and (4):>0 be a solution
of (I5). According to Proposition 5.5, the second order moments of (u)>¢ are uniformly
bounded in time. ¥ is lower-bounded and D is lower-semi-continuous, so similarly to the
proof of Corollary Bl (1):>0 weakly converges towards a stationary solution fio.. According
to Proposition 2.7 [9], the unique stationary solution for ¢ € [—-2,0) is the minimizer of the
entropy py. Finally, the uniform bounds of the moments give tightness and convergence
with respect to the Wasserstein distance.

Assume that (u):>0 has a fixed center of mass. According to Theorem [ for all measures
Po, p1 € Mo with finite entropy

(115 (p0) = Slp1) < Walpo, 1)/ Do) — 5 Walpos 1)

with constants (a, 3,7y) given by

a=3%+c,
(116) = —c,
V=g

and the optimal rate

(117) A=< 4 sup
2 r>0

Under the assumption that

(118) /R:vzuo(daf) <

we have for ¢ € [—2,0)

—c+ V2 +4
2

—c+ Vet +4
5 :

119 p<_crvera
(119) - 2r
It follows that the constant A (IT7) can be lower-bounded by
1 1
(120) A > g + 75UP 7 [min (6r°,r*) — (—c+ V2 +4)|.
r>0 T

We solve this optimization easily and find

> ! +2

T 16(—c+ Ve +4) 2

We check that this last quantity is positive for any ¢ € (¢*,0) with
1

i

From there, an obvious variant of the reasoning of Corollary B.Ilmakes it possible to conclude.
In the case of py symmetric, the rate A can be slightly improved. Indeed, we can improve
estimate (1) in the following way. Write for py and p; symmetric

(121)

(122) ¢ =

(123) (1 — )z + sT(2))* = (1 — s)%2? + s°T(z) 4 25(1 — s)2T(x).
Now, T being odd and the gradient of a convex function, we have 7'(0) = 0 and
(124) 2T (z) > 0.

Therefore

(125) (1 —8)z + sT(x))” > (1 — s)%2? 4+ s*T(x).
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We deduce that if s < %

(126) (1 —=s)x+sT(x)| <r = |z| <2,

and if s > 1

(127) (1 —=s)x+sT(x)| <r = |T(z)| < 2r

Therefore

a29) [ )z tan [ wl)tlep [ )z 1o P
jal <r 2] <2r 2] <2

This bound is better because P, < 2P,.
Consequently, in the case of pg symmetric, the optimal \ is given by
1

1

Similarly, A can be lower-bounded by

1 1 —c+VeE+4
A > —sup — min 6r6,r2—( ctvetd) +E
r>0 T4 8 2
B 1 n c
et VEFD) 2
This last quantity is positive for any ¢ € (¢*,0) with
1
130 cF=——.
(130) 7
The result follows. O

Finally, we end this section by giving the proof of Theorem [[.10, which overrides the
assumptions of a fixed center of mass or symmetry. The optimal ¢* obtained is numerically
much smaller than the constant obtained in the previous theorem. Therefore, the value of
our result lies in its proof. We first need two technical lemmas. The first one is proved in
the appendix, the second proof is omitted and follows exactly the proof of Proposition

Lemma 5.8. Let (ps)o<s<1 = (((1 — s)Id + sT)#po)o<s<1 be a geodesic between py € My
and a symmetric measure p; € My. Then for all s € [0,1] and r > 0
(131)

/ 22p.(dz) > %min ( / 22 p0(d), / prl(dx)) _ %max ( / +p0(da), / :L’4p1(d:v)) |

|z|<r

Lemma 5.9. Let (pu)i>0 be a solution of (13) with quartic V. Assume that (u:)i>0 have
finite sizth moments for all times t > 0. Then

(132) inf / 2*pu(dr) > min ( / 7 po(d), <—c + ;m) 4)

and

(133) sup/x4ut(d:p) < max /x4u0(dx), <_C+ 202 + 12)

>0
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Proof of Theorem[L.10. As before, tightness is clear. It is enough to show a HWI inequality
with rate A > 0. We use the notations of the proof of Theorem [LG. In the following p, and
p1 denote respectively p, t > 0 and py. Start with (96])

(134)
G+ G2 5 [V ubopotePmiaor g [ DI oyl
1

) = 6(y)))

- [ / N p0<dx>r.

Therefore, denoting ¥ (x) = 3z2, plugging V" (x 4+ uf(z)) = ¥ (z +ub(z)) + ¢ and splitting
the integrals according to |z + uf(x)| < r, we have

(135)

" l 2 3_72 2
(Gy+ Gu)'(u) 27 / g V) ) /| oy, V()

+$ // (0(x) — 0(y))*po(dz)po(dy)

letuf ()| <r
ly+ub(y)| <r

c 1
+§W2(Poap1)2 - —2/ po(dz).
& Jla|=n

We now adapt an idea used in section 4.5 [8] to our specific integrals. Write

(136)
(0@~ 0ot =2 [ potdn) [ oaPplin)

ztud(z)|<r
|z+ub(z)|<r|ly+ub(y)|<r lz+ub(z)|<r | @

From
2
[ owman | < f 1 (dr)
PNEE) | = 1+ 2r2(x + ub(z)) O
(137) x+ub(z)|<r |z+ub(z)|<r
<[ a2t ()bl ()
lz+ud(z)|<r
we derive

Gy + Gw)'(u) 2 % / [1 1y 27%(; n uﬁ(x))} poldz)

z4ub(z)|<r

(138) x (14 2r20(x + ub(2)))0(z)?po(dz)
|e4ul(z)|<r
2
+ ) polda) + 5 Walpo, 1)~ 5 / i)

|z+ub(z)|>r
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The goal is to lower-bound the term

(139) / ll 1t 27%(1; n u@(:p))} polde) = /mgr %p“(d‘”)'

|e4uld(z)|<r

In []], a similar quantity appears and the authors prove that it is bounded away from
zero by using the internal energy. In absence of any internal energy, we have to exploit the
logarithmic repulsive interaction to show that ps - the interpolation between uy and gy -
cannot be concentrated around the origin. This intuition is implemented by looking at the
second order moments.

4 2
Set m = (ﬁ) and M = (L V262+12> . By Lemma B.8 (p1 = py is indeed

symmetric), we have

21272 272 1 8
140 ——pdr) > ——+ |-m — =M .
(140) /|$|§T1+27’2x?p () 2 55 [Qm = }
Use this estimate and 1+ 2r%y(x + uf(z)) > 1 to deduce
1 2
(141) (G + G () 2 A Walpo. 1)? — { / po<dx)}
|z|=n
where )\, is given by
c 1 1 1 8
142 A = = + - mi 2 —m——M| .
(142) r 2+2mm<3r,1+2r4l2m = })
From this point, follow the end of the proof of Theorem to conclude
Ar
(143) %(po) — X(p1) < Walpo, p1)v/ D(po) — 5W2(P0>P1)2-

We see clearly that sup,., A, can be made positive for ¢ negative and close enough to zero.
The optimal rate can be lower-bounded by

c 1 1 /m 8M c m3
144 A=suph > o4 S(m_SMA e, M
(144) A T I {,,,4 (2 2 )} 2 " 13924002
Numerically, we find that A > 0 for ¢ > —3.00 x 107°.

]

5.5. Stability for non-confining quartic potentials. The difficulty of the non-confining
quartic potential

4 2

(145) V(e)=g7 + 5 9<0,

is twofold: how do we define a solution of (IH) and what are the equilibrium and stationary
measures? Indeed, solutions of (I5)) may explode and Assumption [5.1]is not satisfied by this
kind of potential, so we do not necessarily have the existence of an equilibrium measure. In
[1], authors give insights on how to restart solutions after explosion time. This approach is
different from the idea of Biane and Speicher in section 7.1 [5], where the authors explain
how to define bounded solutions of (&), which stay around the origin, and exhibit a good
candidate for the equilibrium measure. In the following, we will adopt this last point of
view.

Let (A, 7, (At)i>0, (St)i>0) be a filtered non-commutative probability space with a free
Brownian motion (S;);>9. Denote A% the algebra A with operation a -4or b = b -4 a for
a,b e A. See [4], [3] and [5] for more details on free probability and free stochastic processes.
For all ¢ > 0, denote p; the density of semi-circular distribution of mean zero and variance
t. In those conditions, S; has a distribution given by p,.
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2
(146) pi(dz) = E\/t — 221 _ 5 (x)dz, ¥t > 0.

In the framework of free probabilities, a solution (u:):>o of (1) can be seen as the dis-
tribution of the free stochastic process (X¢):>o, solution of the free stochastic differential
equation

We shall denote p; = Law(X;). We now recall the free 1t6 formula and the free Burkholder-
Gundy inequality. For any polynomial ¢ = EnZO ¢ X", denote for X € A the element
0p(X) of A® A% defined by

(148) qunZX’f@X" k=t

n>0

Introduce the operator A; defined by

(149) duote) =2 ([ AD=20 ay)).

The free It0’s formula is then written
t 1 t
(150) B(X,) = B(Xo) + / 00X )X+ 5 [ Ao s, 20,
0

where fo 0¢(Xs)id X, denotes the free stochastic integral of the bi-process (0¢(X5))s>0 with
respect to the free It6 process (X¢)i>o0-
The free Burkholder-Gundy inequality states that

t
/ Y,4dS,
0

for any free It6 process (Y)i>o0.
We are now ready to define solutions to (I47), detailing an idea of Biane and Speicher
succinctly presented in [5].

t
(151) ’ <22 / |Ys|2ds, vt >0,
0

Proposition 5.10. Let g € (—81+;6\/5,0> and po be an initial with support included in

(=m(g), m(g)), with m(g) given by
(152) m(g) = \/—i - \/i__g 3.

Then the process (Xi)i>o defined by (147) exists for all times and the support of p, remains
in a set of strict convexity of V. More precisely, if for some m € [0,m(g))

(153) supp(fio) C [=m, m]
then for all t > 0

4 4
(154) supp(pie) C [—\/m2+—+3, \/m2+—+3 :

e V=9

and

4
(155) inf  V"'(x)=1+3yg (m2 +—+ 3) > 0.

xesupp(pt)
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Proof. Let ¢ € (0,1). Set h = ,/_ng and M = /1 — eh. With those notations

(156) inf V"(z) =1+3gM?=¢>0.

x| <M
The idea of the proof is to show that the stopping time
=inf{t > 0:||X;|| > M}

is almost surely infinite.
Fix 6 > 0. We apply free Itd’s formula to e*G(X;) with G(x) = 22:

t t t
e5txfzxg+/ 6585X§ds+/ 6551Ads+/ e (X @144 14 ® X,) #dS,
(157) 0 0 0

1 t
— - / e X,V (X,)ds,
2 0

where we used the fact that A;G(z) =2, € R. Noticing that for s < T

2 3

as self-adjoint operators, because || X|| < M (notice that —g > 0). Therefore, with the
choice § = 25 we have

1 X? X? X? 2
(158) §X?2 — 5st’(Xs) = 23 [20 —gX2—-1] < 23 [20 — gM? — 1] = == (25 _ 7 5)

1
(159) X2 — 5XSI/’(XS) <0.

Observing that || Xs ® 14 + 14 ® X;|| < 2||X;]| < 2M for s < T, we deduce by using free
Burkholder-Gundy inequality that

26t _ ] ot
(160) X < X3+ 4VEMy |+ =

Consequently, for all t < T
6
(161) 1) < m? +4M + 0 +4f,/ h+
24¢ 2+4c¢
If the parameters m, h and ¢ satisfy

1— e 6
162 4 M= (1-¢)h?
(162) m® + 46 to <M= (1o,
then we will have, by the continuity of the norm of the free stochastic integral (X;);>o, that
T = oo and the support of the distribution of X; will be bounded.
Condition (I62)) is satisfied for m and —¢ small enough. Indeed, we have that

1—5 6
(163) (1 —e)h*—4V6 s >0
(164) 2v/6 + V30

(1—8)(24-8).

We are interested in finding the smallest g* such that we can define solutions if the initial
support is included in a small neighborhood of the origin. To achieve this, we minimize the
right of side of (I64) by taking e = 0. Therefore, if

1
165 . <0
(165) $1136v5 7
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and the initial support satisfies

1 4
166 m2<h?—4V3h—-3=—-—— - — 3.
(166) 3 =
then 7T'= oo and for all ¢t > 0

4
167 X2 <m?+ — +3.

This proves (I54]). Finally, we have for all ¢ > 0

4 4
168 inf  V'(zx)=1+3 <m2+——|—3>:—3 <h2—m2———3)>0.
(168) z€supp(pt) (z) g Vaut'} g V4

This proves (I53). O

An immediate consequence is the following lemma.

Lemma 5.11. Let g € (———~—~,0) and m < m(g). The distributions (j1;);>o associated
8143615 Z

with the process (Xi)i>0 have a lower-bounded entropy

(169) %Izng(Mt) > —00.

Moreover, the entropy dissipation is still given by D

d

(170) Ez(ﬂt) = —D(p).

Proof. The non-confining potential V' (I45) does not satisfy the growth assumption on the
whole real line (74)) of Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 6.1 [5]. However, the support of the
solution being bounded, it can be still satisfied locally. More precisely, there exists a modified
potential V satisfying

M
Q
=

)
() =V(x), forx € [-M — 1, M + 1]
() > 2, forz € [-M — 2, M +2].

(171)

<I =I <l

V will therefore satisfy the growth assumption of Theorem 3.1 [5]. (u)i>0 satisfies the
Fokker-Planck equation

1—
(172) Ospiy = Oy l,ut <§V - Hﬂt)] .

The entropy and dissipation of u;, ¢ > 0 are given respectively by

Su) = 3 / V() — / log | — ylue(der)aa(dy)

(173) 1 1 RxR
— 5 [ Vmldn) 5 [ togle slpulde)m(dy

2 Jr 2 Jrxr

and
1, ?
(174) Du) = [ [V (@) — Hpw)| ()
R

The result follows from Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 6.1 [5] applied to V. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [L.T1]
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Proof of Theorem[1.11l The measures (j;);>o have uniformly bounded moments, thanks to
the boundedness of the support. Therefore, we have tightness with respect to the Wasserstein
distance. Let o be a limit point. According to Lemma [5.11] this limit point is a stationary
solution.

Set R = ,/m?+ \/L_—g + 3. Let po, p1 € My with support included in [—R, R]. Let T be
the optimal transportation map from py to p;. We see that for all s € [0, 1]

(175) (1 — s)o+ sT(z) € [-R, B], ¥z € supp(pu).
Using the fact \i&fR V" (x) > 2X > 0, we deduce
1 !
(176) 3 /V’((l — 8w + T (2))(T(x) — x)*po(dx) > \Wa(po, p1)?, Vs € [0, 1].

Following a similar argument to the Remark [5.3] we derive the HWI inequality

(177) 2(po) — X(p1) < V/D(po)Wa(po, p1) — %Wz(/?oapl)Q-

Similarly to Corollary Bl we deduce exponential stability. To see that p is a local min-
imizer, take py = fie and p; = p with support included in [—R, R]. 1 being a stationary
measure, the HWI inequality gives

(178) Dljtoe) S € 2 Walpe, 1)? < 0.
]

Remark 5.12. This result can be slightly improved by allowing g < ¢g*. Indeed, we did not
exploit the logarithmic energy as we did in Theorem [L9 More precisely, we do not need
infzesupp(ue) V" (x) > 0 for all £ > 0 to deduce (I77). Indeed, for solutions with a fixed center
of mass and with a symmetric initial data, it is enough to ensure that

1
(179) inf  V"(z) + >0, Wt > 0.

w€supp(pue) 4 MaXye supp(yu) | 7|

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [5.4]
Proof of Lemma[5.7) Let ¢ € C*(R, 0, 1]) such that

(1) ¢(0) =1 and ¢(1) =0,
(2) ¢ (0) = ¢ (1) = 0 for k > 1.

Set [0 = SUDe(0,1] |p*) (x)|. Define for K > 1:

1 if |z| < K,
ni(w) =4 ollz] = K) if K <o < K+1,
0 if 2| > K + 1.

We check easily that nx € C*(R,[0,1]) and that for all & > 1,

k
7% < Chl6® o

for some C}, > 0.
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Setting f : x — |z|’ and taking fx : z +— nx(z in @ﬂ]) gives
/ Fre(@) () / Fre(@)po(dr) / / Jiel fK( ) ol aldy) ds
RxR €r = )
(180) =) =5(.K)
/ /V’ x)ps(dz) ds.
sK) ’

Using that |fx| < |f| and the dominated convergence theorem, we see that the left-hand
side A(K) converges towards [p |z|Pu(dx) — [; |2[Ppo(dz) when K — +oo.
Likewise, C(s, K) = [, V'(z) - [|z[Pni (z )+p|x|p *ni (z)x|ps(dr) converges towards

C(s,00) = /RpV’(a:) - x|x[P 2 pg(dr).
Moreover
C(s, K) < max(|¢'] o, |¢|oo)/R|V'($)|(|$|p+p|x|p_1)us(dff) e L'([0,£)).

According to the dominated convergence theorem

t t
(181) / C(s, K)ds 221 / /v’(:c) - pr| 2P s (da).
0 o Jr
We treat B(s, K) in a similar way

[ f)' (x) — (i f)' () - (& — y)|

|z — y?

| (@) = (W)l
|z =y

16 [If’(y)| n

We check that for f(z) = |z|P and [ |2z[Pu(dx) < +oo, the right-hand side is integrable.
Therefore, B(s, K) converges towards

Bls.co) = [ FEETW gy an)

Using ([I82), we find an integrable function in L'([0,¢]) dominating [, B(s, K)u,(dz),
and thereupon

(183) /OtB(s,K)ds Kotee, /t/]R RW”s(dﬁ)ﬂs(dQ)d&

Finally, we conclude from (I80), (I81) and (I83), that equation (1)) is satisfied for f(z) =

[P

< 1" ool f ()] + [0l

e £@) = F0)]

|z —y|

U

APPENDIX B. PrROOF OF LEMMA 5.8
Proof of Lemma[2.8. Write

(184) / 2% p,(dx) = /prs(d:c) —/ 2% p,(da).
lz|<r |z|>r

Treat each term independently. First

(185)

/ 2p,(dz) = / (1=8) 24T (2))2po (dr) > %min < / 2 polda), / x2p1(d:c))+25(1—s) / 2T(2)pod).



TREND TO EQUILIBRIUM FOR GRANULAR EQUATION 27

Introduce ¢ the median of py satisfying F), (¢q) = % We see immediately by the assumption
on p; that T'(q) = 0. Therefore, T being the gradient of a convex function

(186) / oT(2)po(de) = / (2—0)(T(2)~T(q))po(dz) +4 / T(x)po(da) > g / £ (d) = 0.

Consequently

(187) /xzps(dx) > %min </ 22 po(dz), /xQ,ol(dx)) .

For the second term, write

(188) /m p,(dr) < :—2 / wp.(dr) < %max ( / p0(da), / x4p1(daj)> |
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