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EXISTENCE, STABILITY AND REGULARITY OF PERIODIC

SOLUTIONS FOR NONLINEAR FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATIONS

ERIC LUÇON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

Abstract. We consider a class of nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations describing the
dynamics of an infinite population of units within mean-field interaction. Relying on a
slow-fast viewpoint and on the theory of approximately invariant manifolds we obtain the
existence of a stable periodic solution for the PDE, consisting of probability measures.
Moreover we establish the existence of a smooth isochron map in the neighborhood of
this periodic solution.

1. Introduction

1.1. The model. We are interested in this paper in the existence, stability and regularity
of periodic solutions to the following nonlinear PDE on R

d (d > 1):

∂tut = ∇ ·
(
σ2ut

)
+∇ ·

(
K

(
x−

∫

Rd

yut(dy)

)
ut

)
− δ∇ · (F (x)ut) . (1.1)

Here, t > 0 7→ ut is a probability measure-valued process on R
d, K and σ and diagonal

matrices with positive coefficients and F : Rd → R
d is a smooth bounded function with

bounded derivatives. Equation (1.1) has a natural probabilistic interpretation: if u0 is a
probability distribution on R

d, it is well known [30, 37] that ut is the law of the McKean-
Vlasov process Xt where X0 ∼ u0 and

dXt = δF (Xt) dt−K (Xt − E[Xt]) dt+
√
2σ dBt, (1.2)

The dynamics of the process (Xt)t > 0 is the superposition of a local part δF (Xt)dt, where
δ > 0 is a scaling parameter, a linear interaction term K (Xt − E[Xt]) dt, modulated by the
intensity matrix K, and an additive noise given by a standard Brownian motion (Bt)t > 0

on R
d. The difficulty in the analysis of (1.2) lies in its nonlinear character: Xt interacts

with its own law, more precisely its own expectation E [Xt]. The long-time dynamics
of (1.2) is a longstanding issue in the literature. In particular, the existence of stable
equilibria for (1.1) (that is invariant measures for (1.2)) has been studied for various
choices of dynamics, interaction and regimes of parameters δ,K, σ, mostly in a context
where the corresponding particle dynamics defined in (1.3) below is reversible (see e.g.
[39, 7, 11] for further details and references).

The question we address in the present paper concerns the existence of periodic solutions
to nonlinear equation such as (1.1). In this case, a major difficulty lies in the fact that the
underlying microscopic dynamics is not reversible. From a practical perspective, the emer-
gence of periodicity in such models relates in particular to chemical reactions (Brusselator
model [35]), neurosciences [20, 21, 2, 9, 17, 27, 33, 28, 14], and statistical physics (e.g.
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spin-flip models [13, 16], see also to [12], where the model considered is in fact not mean-
field, but the Ising model with dissipation). An example of particular interest concerns the

FitzHugh-Nagumo model [34, 2] (take d = 2 and F (x, y) =
(
x− x3

3 − y, 1c (x+ a− by)
)
),

commonly used as a prototype for excitability in neuronal models [26] or in physics [3].
Roughly speaking, excitability refers to the ability for a neuron to emit spikes (oscillations)
in the presence of perturbations (such as noise and/or external input) whereas this neuron
would be at rest (steady state) without perturbation. The long-time dynamics of (1.1)
in the FizHugh-Nagumo case has been the subject of several previous works (existence of
equilibria [31, 33] or periodic solutions [27, 28]) under various asymptotics of the param-
eters (δ,K, σ). A crucial feature in this context is the influence of noise and interaction
in the emergence and stability of periodic solutions: generically, some balance has to be
found in the quantity of noise and interaction that one needs to put in the system in order
to observe oscillations (see [26, 27, 28] for further details).

Stability properties and regular isochron map. The purpose of the present paper is to com-
plement the previous results concerning the existence of periodic orbits for (1.1) with
accurate stability properties for this periodic solution and with the existence of a suffi-
ciently regular isochron map, properties that are absent in the previous works cited above.
We obtain these additional properties by applying a result concerning normally hyperbolic
invariant manifolds in Banach spaces proved by Bates, Lu and Zeng [5]. The technical
counterpart is that we require assumptions on F and σ that are somehow stricter than
the ones used in [35, 27, 33, 28], in the sense that we are considering a dynamics F that is
bounded together with all its derivatives (the Brusselator model and FitzHugh Nagumo
model considered in the references given above have polynomial growth) as well as nonde-
generate noise on all components (while in [33, 28] the noise is only present in one of the
two variables).

Large time asymptotics for the mean-field particle system. Standard propagation of chaos
results [37] shows that (1.2) is the natural limit of the following mean-field particle system

dXi,t = δF (Xi,t) dt−K


Xi,t −

1

N

N∑

j=1

Xj,t


 dt+

√
2σ dBi,t, (1.3)

in the sense that one can easily couple (1.3) and (1.2) by choosing the same realization of
the noise, so that the resulting error is of order 1√

N
as N → ∞, at least on any [0, T ] with

T that can be arbitrarily large but fixed independently from N . At the level of the whole
particle system, this boils down to the convergence as N → ∞ of the empirical measure
uN,t =

1
N

∑N
i=1 δXi,t

to ut, solution to (1.1). Hence, supposing that (1.1) has a periodic

solution
(
Γδt
)
t > 0

, if the empirical measure uN,0 is initially close to Γδθ0 , uN,t has, for N

large, a behavior close to being periodic, since it stays close to Γδθ0+t.
The companion paper [29] of the present work is concerned with the behavior of the

empirical measure uN,t on a time scale T that is no longer bounded, but of order N .

We show in [29] that uN,Nt is close to Γδ
θ0+Nt+βN

t

, where βNt is a random process in R

whose weak limit as N → ∞ has constant drift and diffusion coefficient. This kind of
result was already obtained in [15, 8] in the case of the plane rotators model (mean-field
noisy interacting oscillators defined on the circle), for which in the scale Nt the empirical
measure has a diffusive behavior along the curve of stationary points. Our aim in [29] is
to get similar results for models like (1.1) that are defined in R

d, and are not reversible
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(while the plane rotators model is). As we will explain in more details later, the additional
stability and regularity results concerning periodic solution to (1.1) obtained in the present
paper are crucial for the study of long time behavior of the mean-field particle systems
(1.3) made in [29].

1.2. Slow fast viewpoint and application to the FitzHugh-Nagumo model. We
give in this paragraph informal intuition on the possibility of emergence of periodic so-
lutions to (1.1). The point of view we adopt here is a slow-fast approach, based on the
assumption that the parameter δ in (1.1) is small, as it was already the case in [27, 28].
More precisely, the linear character of the interaction term in (1.1) allows us to decom-
pose the dynamics of (1.1) into its expectation mt =

∫
Rd xut(x) and its centered version

pt(x) = ut(x−mt): (1.1) is equivalent to the system
{
∂tpt = Lpt −∇ · (pt(δFmt − ṁt))
ṁt = δ

∫
Fmt dpt

, (1.4)

where

Lu = ∇ · (σ2∇f) +∇ · (Kxf) , (1.5)

and Fm(x) = F (x+m). Remark that (pt,mt) is the weak limit as N → ∞ of the process(
1
N

∑N
i=1 δYi,t ,mN,t

)
, where

mN,t =
1

N

N∑

i=1

Xi,t, and Yi,t = Xi,t −mN,t. (1.6)

In this set-up, pt is here the fast variable, while mt is the slow one. For δ = 0, this system
reduces to {

∂tp
0
t = Lp0t

m0
t = m0

, (1.7)

so p0t = etLp0 is the distribution of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, and thus converges
exponentially fast to ρ, the density of the Gaussian distribution on R

d with mean 0 and
variance σ2K−1 (see Proposition 1.1 for more details on the contraction properties of L).
So heuristically, taking δ small, at first approximation pt stays close to ρ while mt satisfies

ṁt ≈ δ

∫

Rd

Fmt(x)ρ(x) dx = δ

∫

Rd

F (x)ρ(mt − x) dx = δ(F ∗ ρ)(mt). (1.8)

For the non-centered PDE (1.1) this approximation means that ut is close to a Gaussian
distribution with variance variance σ2K−1 and mean mt, where the dynamics of mt is
governed at first order by (1.8). Following this heuristic, we expect a periodic behavior
for the system (1.4) if the approximate dynamics of mt is itself periodic. In this spirit, the
main hypothesis we will adopt below is that the solution zt to

żt = δ

∫

Rd

Fzt(x)ρ(x) dx = δ 〈Fzt , ρ〉 (1.9)

admits a stable periodic solution (αδt )t∈[0,Tα
δ
] (more details on this notion of stability, in

terms of Floquet exponents, will be given in Section 1.4). In Proposition 1.7 we will show

that with these hypotheses, the manifold M̃δ = (ρ, αδt )t∈[0,Tα/δ] is approximately invariant
for (1.4).
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Let us now describe a situation where the above heuristics is true: in [27, 28] we
considered the classical FitzHugh-Nagumo model defined by d = 2 and

F (x, y) =

(
x− x3

3
− y,

1

c
(x+ a− by)

)
. (1.10)

A direct calculation shows that in that case, with K = diag(k1, k2) and σ = diag(σ1, σ2),

∫

Rd

Fz1,z2(x, y)ρ(x, y) dx dy =

((
1− σ21

k1

)
z1 −

z31
3

− z2,
1

c
(z1 + a− bz2)

)
, (1.11)

which defines again a FitzHugh-Nagumo model. The additional factor
σ21
k1

in (1.11) reflects

the influence of noise and interaction in the mean-field system (1.2). For an accurate choice
of parameters (take e.g. a = 1

3 , b = 1 and c = 10), it can be shown that the dynamics

of the mean value (1.9) has a unique steady state when
σ21
k1

= 0 whereas it admits a

stable periodic solution for
σ21
k1

not too small and not too large, for example
σ21
k1

= 0.2. We

refer to [27], § 3.4 for a more details of the corresponding bifurcations). The purpose of
[27, 28] was to show that the heuristics developed above is true, i.e. the periodicity of (1.9)
propagates to (1.4). This emergence of periodic behavior induced by noise and interaction
is a signature of excitability: the system (1.1) exhibits a periodic behavior induced by
the combined effect of the noise and the interaction, which is not present in the isolated
system żt = F (zt). We refer to [27] for a discussion and references on this phenomenon.

As already said, the point of the present work is to go beyond the existence of oscillations
for (1.1), that is to prove regularity for the dynamics around such a limit cycle. Unfortu-
nately the FitzHugh Nagumo model does not satisfy the hypotheses of this present work,
since it has polynomial growth at infinity. However it is easy to see that if ψ : R+ → R+

is a smooth non-increasing function that satisfies ψ(t) = 1 for t 6 1 and ψ(t) = 0 for
t > 2, then for any ε > 0 the function x 7→ F (x)ψ(ε|x|) satisfies our hypotheses, and
that z 7→

∫
Rd Fz(x)ψ(ε|x+z|)ρ(x)dx converges to z 7→

∫
Rd Fz(x)ρ(x)dx in C1(B(0, R),Rd)

for any ball B(0, R) centered at 0 with radius R. So, relying on classical results on nor-
mally hyperbolic manifolds [18, 19, 40] (a definition of this notion will be provided in
Section 1.4), if (1.9) admits a stable limit cycle, then it will also be the case replacing F
with x 7→ F (x)ψ(ε|x|) for ε small enough.

1.3. Weighted Sobolev norms. We present in this section the Sobolev spaces that we

will use in the paper. Let us denote by |x|A = (x ·Ax)1/2 the Euclidean norm twisted by
some positive matrix A, and, for any θ ∈ R, let us define the weight wθ by

wθ(x) = exp

(
−θ
2
|x|2Kσ−2

)
. (1.12)

We denote as L2
θ the L2-space with weight wθ, that is with norm

‖h‖L2
θ
=

(∫

Rd

|h(x)|2wθ(x)dx
) 1

2

. (1.13)

For any θ > 0 we consider the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator

L∗
θf = ∇ · (σ2∇f)− θKx · ∇f. (1.14)
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It is well know (see for example [1]) that L∗
θ admits the following decomposition: for all

l ∈ N
d,

L∗
θψl = −λlψl, with λl = θ

d∑

i=1

kili and ψl(x) := ψl,θ(x) =
d∏

i=1

hli

(√
θki
σ2i
xi

)
,

(1.15)
where hn is the nth renormalized Hermite polynomial:

hn(x) =
(−1)n√
n!(2π)

1
4

e
x2

2
dn

dxn

{
e−

x2

2

}
. (1.16)

The family (ψl,θ)l∈Nd is an orthonormal basis of L2
θ. For f, g with decompositions f =∑

l∈Nd flψl and g =
∑

l∈Nd glψl, we consider the scalar products

〈f, g〉Hr
θ
= 〈(aθ −L∗

θ)
rf, ḡ〉L2

θ
=
∑

l∈Nd

(aθ + λl)
rflḡl, (1.17)

where aθ = θTrK and denote by Hr
θ the completion of the space of smooth function u

satisfying ‖u‖Hr
θ
< ∞. The choice of the constant aθ is made to simplify some technical

proofs given in the Appendix A (see the proof of Proposition A.2). Another choice of
positive constant would produce an equivalent norm. From Lemma A.1 it is clear that
‖∂xif‖Hr

θ
6 ‖f‖Hr+1

θ
, and that, if n ∈ N, the norm ‖f‖Hn

θ
is in fact equivalent to

√√√√
∑

l∈Nd,
∑d

i=1 li 6 n

∥∥∥∂l1x1 . . . ∂ldxdf
∥∥∥
2

L2
θ

. (1.18)

We denote by H−r
θ the dual of Hr

θ . Relying on a “pivot” space structure (for more
details, see Appendix A), the product 〈u, f〉H−r

θ ,Hr
θ
can be identified with the flat L2

product 〈u, f〉: L2
−θ can be seen as a subset of H−r

θ , and for all f ∈ Hr
θ and u ∈ L2

−θ we
have

〈u, f〉H−r
θ ,Hr

θ
= 〈u, f〉. (1.19)

This identification allows us to view the operator Lθ defined by

Lθu = ∇ · (σ2∇f) +∇ · (θKxf) , (1.20)

seen as an operator in H−r
θ , as the adjoint of L∗

θ, seen as an operator in Hr
θ . This is in

particular the case for L = L1, whose contraction properties will be crucial in the results
given in this paper.

Our aim in this paper is to give the existence of a periodic solution for (1.4) viewing
pt as an element of H−r

θ . The necessity of considering H−r
θ instead of simply taking H−r

1
goes back to the companion paper [29], in which we study the long time behavior of
the empirical measure uN,t in the same functional spaces. Since this empirical measure
involves a sum of Dirac distributions, it can be seen as an element of H−r

θ for r > d/2, and
we have ‖δx‖H−r

θ
6 Cw θ

4−η
(x) for η > 0 (see Lemma 2.1 in [29]). Some moment estimates

lead us in [29] to bound terms of the form E

[
w mθ

4−η
(Yi,t)

]
with m large and Yi,t defined in

(1.6). Since we consider cases where Yi,t has a distribution close to ρ, for this expectation
to be bounded we need to consider small values of θ. We need therefore to work in H−r

θ
for general θ and not only for θ = 1.
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It is well known that the semi-group etL satisfies, for λ < min(k1, . . . , kd) and u ∈ H−r
1

with
∫
u = 0, the contraction property

∥∥etLu
∥∥
H−r

1
6 Ct−

α
2 e−tλ ‖u‖

H
−(r+α)
1

. (1.21)

By obtaining similar estimates (see the following Proposition, which is a particular case of
the slightly more general Proposition A.3), we will be able to work in the space H−r

θ with
any value of θ smaller than 1, but with the constraint of considering values of r larger
than a r0 > 0 (independent from θ).

Proposition 1.1. For all 0 < θ 6 1 the operator L is sectorial and generates an analytical
semi-group in H−r

θ . Moreover we have the following estimates: for any α > 0, r > 0 and

λ < min(k1, . . . , kd) there exists a constant CL > 0 such that for all u ∈ H−(r+α)
θ ,

∥∥etLu
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 CL
(
1 + t−α/2e−λt

)
‖u‖

H
−(r+α)
θ

, (1.22)

and for r > 1, ∥∥etL∇u
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 CLt−
1
2 e−λt‖u‖H−r

θ
. (1.23)

Moreover for all r > 0, 0 < ε 6 1 and s > 0,
∥∥∥
(
e(t+s)L − etL

)
u
∥∥∥
H−r

θ

6 CLs
εt−

1
2
−εe−λt ‖u‖

H
−(r+1)
θ

. (1.24)

Finally, there exist r0 > 0 such that for any 0 < θ 6 1, for all r > r0, t > 0 and all
u ∈ H−r

θ satisfying
∫
u = 0,

∥∥etLu
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 CLe
−λt ‖u‖H−r

θ
. (1.25)

1.4. Main results. With the notation µt := (pt,mt) the system (1.4) becomes
{
∂tpt = Lpt + δG1(µt)
ṁt = δG2(µt)

, (1.26)

where

G(µ) = G(p,m) =

(
G1(p,m)
G2(p,m)

)
=

(
−∇ ·

(
p
(
Fm −

∫
Fmp

))
∫
Fmp

)
. (1.27)

We place ourselves on the space Hr
θ := Hr

θ × R
d endowed with the scalar product

〈
(f,m) , (g,m′)

〉
H

r
θ

:= 〈f , g〉Hr
θ
+m ·m′. (1.28)

We will denote H−r
θ the dual of Hr

θ. Clearly H−r
θ = H−r

θ × R and, relying as above on a
“pivot” space structure, the product 〈(ν, h), (φ,ψ)〉

H
−r
θ
,Hr

θ
can be identified with the flat

scalar product 〈〈
(ν, h); (ϕ,ψ)

〉〉
= 〈ν, ϕ〉+ h · ψ. (1.29)

The following theorem states the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions of (1.26).
Its proof, given in Section 2, relies on classical arguments, due to the fact thatG : H−r+1

θ →
H−r
θ is locally Lispchitz and L is sectorial (see [36]).

Theorem 1.2. For any initial condition µ = (p,m) ∈ H−r
θ with

∫
Rd p = 1 there exists a

unique maximal mild solution µt := (pt,mt) = T t(µ) to (1.26) on [0, tc] for some tc > 0,
which satisfies t 7→ T t(µ) ∈ C

(
[0, tc) ;H

−r
θ

)
.
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Moreover, µ 7→ T t(µ) is C2, and for any R > 0, there exists a δ(R) > 0 such that for
all 0 6 δ 6 δ(R) and µ0 = (p0,m0) satisfying ‖p0 − ρ‖H−r

θ
6 R the solution T t(µ0) is well

defined for all t > 0 and there exists a C(R) > 0 such that

sup
t > 0

‖pt‖H−r
θ

6 C(R). (1.30)

Remark 1.3. Since we are interested in the existence of a periodic solution made of
probability distributions, we will only consider initial condition (p0,m0) satisfying

∫
p0 = 1,

and the conservation of mass will induce that
∫
Rd pt = 1 for all t. In the same spirit, we

will only apply the differential of the semi-group DT t(µ) to elements ν = (η, n) ∈ H−r
θ

that satisfy
∫
Rd η = 0.

As it was previously mentioned, we suppose in the following that the ordinary differential
equation (1.9) admits a stable periodic solution (αδt )t∈[0,Tα

δ
]. To state more precisely this

hypothesis we rely on Floquet formalism (see for example [38]): let us denote by πδu+t,u
the principal matrix solution associated to the periodic solution α, that it the solution to

∂tπ
δ
u+t,u = δ〈DFαδ

u+t
, ρ〉πδu+t,u, πδu,u = I. (1.31)

The process πδu+t,u characterizes the linearized dynamics around (αδt )t∈[0,T
δ
]. We will sup-

pose that this linearized dynamics is a contraction on a supplementary space of the tangent

space to (αδt )t∈[0,T
δ
]. More precisely, we suppose that there exist projections P δ,cu and P δ,su

for all u ∈ [0, Tδ ] with u 7→ P δ,cu and u 7→ P δ,su smooth, that satisfy P δ,su + P δ,cu = I (P δ,cu
being a projection on vect(α̇δu)) and that commute with πδ, i.e.

P δ,su + P δ,cu = I, P δ,su+tπ
δ
u+t,u = πδu+t,uP

δ,s
u . (1.32)

We emphasize here the fact that the factor δ in (1.9) is only responsible for a time-scale
of the dynamics (the smaller δ, the slower the dynamics, the period being then Tα/δ): we

have αδt = α1
δt. Its effect on the projections is only a change of parametrization: P δ,su and

P δ,cu are defined on [0, T/δ), and P δ,su/δ = P 1,s
u , P δ,cu/δ = P 1,c

u for u ∈ [0, Tα).

The stability of the periodic solution (αδt )t∈[0,Tα
δ
] is expressed by the following hypoth-

esis: there exist positive constants cα, Cα and λα such that
∣∣∣πδu+t,uP δ,su n

∣∣∣ 6 Cαe
−δλαt|n| and cα|n| 6

∣∣∣πδu+t,uP δ,cu n
∣∣∣ 6 Cα|n|. (1.33)

The factor δ in the rate of contraction is again due to the fact that the factor δ in (1.9)
slows the dynamics.

With these hypotheses (αδt )t∈[0,T
δ
] is in fact a simple example of Normally Hyperbolic

Invariant Manifold (NHIM). We follow here the definition given in [4] for this concept:
on a Banach space X, a smooth compact connected manifold M is said to be a normally
hyperbolic invariant manifold for a continuous semi flow T (such that u 7→ Tt(µ) is C1

for all t > 0) if

(1) T(M) ⊂ M for all t > 0,
(2) For each m ∈ M there exists a decomposition X = Xc

m + Xu
m + Xs

m of closed
subspaces with Xc

m the tangent space to M at m,
(3) For each m ∈ M and t > 0, denoting m1 = Tt(m), we have DTt(m)|Xι

m
: Xι

m →
Xι
m1

for ι = c, u, s, and DTt(m)|Xu
m

is an isomorphism from Xu
m to Xu

m1
.



8 ERIC LUÇON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

(4) There exists a t0 > 0 and a λ > 0 such that, for all t > t0,

λ inf{|DTt(m)[xu]| : xu ∈ Xu, |xu| = 1} > max
{
1,
∥∥DTt(m)|Xc

m

∥∥} , (1.34)

λmin{1, inf |DTt(m)[xc]| : xc ∈ Xc
m, |xc| = 1}} >

∥∥DTt(m)|Xs
m

∥∥ . (1.35)

(1.34) implies that the semi flow Tt is expansive at m in the direction Xu
m at a rate strictly

larger than on M, while (1.35) shows implies that it is contractive at m in the direction
Xs
m at a rate greater than on M.
This kind of structure is known to be robust under perturbation of the semi-flow: it

has been shown in [18, 19] for flows in R
d, and then generalized in [24] in the case of

Riemanian manifolds and in [4, 36] in the infinite dimensional setting. An improvement of
these classical results has been obtained in [5] by Bates, Lu and Zeng, who showed that if
a system admits a manifold that is approximately invariant and approximately normally
hyperbolic (a precise definition of these notions will be given in Section 1.5), then the
system possesses an actual normally hyperbolic invariant manifold in a neighborhood.

We will rely on this deep result in our work. Here, the slow fast viewpoint described

in Section 1.2 suggests that for δ small the manifold M̃δ = {(ρ, αt) : t ∈ [0, Tα)} is an
approximately invariant manifold which is approximately normally hyperbolic (without
unstable direction). This statement will be written rigorously in Section 1.5, and proved
in Section 3. This idea will allow us to prove for δ small enough the existence of a
stable periodic solution to (1.4), as an actual normally hyperbolic invariant manifold in a

neighborhood of M̃δ. For a stable periodic solution, conditions (1.34) and (1.35) reduce
to the fact that DT t(m) is bounded from above and below in the direction of the tangent
space to the invariant manifold defined by the periodic solution, and is contractive on a
stable direction.

Theorem 1.4. There exists δ0 > 0 such that for r0 given in Proposition 1.1 and for all
r > r0, δ ∈ (0, δ0) and θ ∈ (0, 1] the system (1.4) admits a periodic solution

(
Γδt
)
t∈[0,Tδ] :=

(qδt , γ
δ
t )t∈[0,Tδ] in H−r

θ with period Tδ > 0. Moreover qδt is a probability distribution for all

t > 0, and t 7→ ∂tΓ
δ
t and t 7→ ∂2t Γ

δ
t are in C([0, Tδ),H

−r
θ ).

Denoting Mδ = {Γδt : t ∈ [0, Tδ)} and Φu+s,u(ν) = DT s(Γδu)[ν], there exists families of

projection Πδ,cu and Πδ,st that commute with Φ, i.e. that satisfy

Πδ,ιu+tΦu+t,u = Φu+t,uΠ
δ,ι
u , for ι = c, s. (1.36)

Moreover Πδ,ct is a projection on the tangent space to Mδ at Γδt , Π
δ,c
t + Πδ,st = Id, t 7→

Πδ,ct ∈ C1([0, Tδ),B(H−r
θ )), and there exist positive constants cΦ,δ, CΦ,δ and λδ such that

cΦ,δ

∥∥∥Πδ,cu (ν)
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6

∥∥∥Φu+t,uΠδ,cu (ν)
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 CΦ,δ

∥∥∥Πδ,cu (ν)
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

, (1.37)

∥∥∥Φu+t,uΠδ,su (ν)
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 CΦ,δ t
−α

2 e−λδt
∥∥∥Πδ,su (ν)

∥∥∥
H

−(r+α)
θ

, (1.38)

and

‖Φu+t,uν‖H−r
θ

6 CΦ,δ

(
1 + t−

α
2 e−λδt

)
‖ν‖

H
−(r+α)
θ

. (1.39)

Remark 1.5. The invariant manifold Mδ is located at a distance of order δ from M̃δ

and the period Tδ is close to Tα/δ (the period of the slow system (1.9)). Moreover λΦ,δ is
of order δ due to the fact that zt contracts around αt with rate δλα.
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In [5] it is in addition proven that the stable manifold of the actual NHIM (in our case
Mδ is attractive, the stable manifold is in fact a neighborhood Wδ of Mδ) is foliated
by invariant foliations: Wδ = ∪m∈MδWδ

m, where ν ∈ Wδ
m if and only if T t(ν) − T t(m)

converges to 0 exponentially fast. This implies the existence of an isochron map Θδ :
Wδ → R/TδZ that satisfies Θδ(ν) = t if ν ∈ Wδ

Γδ
t

. The deep general result of [5] ensures

that Θδ is Hölder continuous, which is not entirely satisfying in view of the companion
paper [29], in which we aim to apply Itô’s Lemma to Θδ(uN,t). However, the fact that in

the present case we simply deal with a stable periodic solution allow us to prove that Θδ

has in our particular case C2 regularity, as stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. For r and δ as in Theorem 1.4, there exists neighborhood Wδ ∈ H−r
θ

of Mδ and a C2 mapping Θδ : Wδ → R/TδZ that satisfies, for all µ ∈ Wδ, denoting
µt = T tµ,

Θδ(µt) = Θδ(µ) + t mod Tδ, (1.40)

and there exists a positive constant CΘ,δ such that, for all µ ∈ Wδ with µt = T tµ,
∥∥∥µt − ΓδΘδ(µ)+t

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 CΘ,δe
−λδt

∥∥∥µ− ΓδΘδ(µ)

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

. (1.41)

Moreover Θδ satisfies, for all µ ∈ Wδ,
∥∥∥D2Θδ(µ)−D2Θδ

(
ΓδΘδ(µ)

)∥∥∥
BL(H−r

θ
)
6 CΘ,δ

∥∥∥µ− ΓδΘδ(µ)

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

. (1.42)

1.5. An approximately invariant manifold that is approximately normally hy-

perbolic. In view of the slow fast formalism described in Section 1.2, our aim is to view

M̃δ =
{
(ρ, αt) : t ∈ [0, Tδ )

}
as an approximately invariant and approximately normally

hyperbolic manifold, in the sense of [5].
In fact the result of [5] is stated for dynamical systems taking values in a Banach

space, while we will consider here solutions (pt,mt) to (1.4) elements of H−r
θ that satisfy∫

Rd pt = 1 (since we are interested in probability distributions, recall Remark 1.3), so we
will rather consider an affine space. It will not pose any problem, since then (pt − ρ,mt)
is an element of

{
(v,m) ∈ H−r

θ :
∫
Rd v = 0

}
which is a Banach space.

Following the notations of [5] we set

ψ(t) := (ρ, αδt ), t ∈ R/TδZ. (1.43)

With this notation we have M̃δ = ψ(R/TδZ). We will consider the projections Π̃δ,su and

Π̃δ,cu defined for (p,m) ∈ H−r
θ by

Π̃δ,su (p,m) = (p, P δ,su m), Π̃δ,cu (p,m) = (0, P δ,cu m), (1.44)

where P δ,st and P δ,ct are the projections defined in Section 1.4. The subspaces X̃
δ,c
u =

Π̃δ,cu (H−r
θ ) and X̃

δ,s
u = Π̃δ,su (H−r

θ ) will correspond to the approximately tangent space and

stable space of M̃δ. It is clear that for each t ∈ [0, Tδ ) we have

H−r
θ = X̃

δ,c
t ⊕ X̃

δ,s
t . (1.45)

Consider τ such that

e−λατ 6
cα
8Cα

, (1.46)
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where cα, Cα, λα are given by (1.38). The following proposition states that M̃δ satisfies the
hypotheses given in [5], making it an approximately invariant and approximately normally
hyperbolic manifold.

Proposition 1.7. There exists δ0 > 0 such that for r0 given in Proposition 1.1 and for
all r > r0, δ ∈ (0, δ0) and θ ∈ (0, 1), the following assertions are true.

(1) (Definition 2.1. in [5]) There exists a positive constant κ1 such that for all u ∈
R/Tδ Z, ∥∥∥T

τ
δ (ρ, αu)− (ρ, αu+ τ

δ
)
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 κ1δ. (1.47)

(2) (Hypothesis (H2) in [5]) There exist positive constants κ2, κ3, κ4 such that for all
s, t ∈ R/Tδ Z such that |s − u| 6 1, |t− u| 6 1, and ι = s, c,
∥∥∥Π̃δ,ιu

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 κ2,

∥∥∥Π̃δ,ιu − Π̃δ,ιs

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 κ3 ‖ψ(t)− ψ(s)‖

H
−r
θ
, (1.48)

and ∥∥∥ψ(t)− ψ(s)− Π̃δ,cs (ψ(t) − ψ(s))
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ψ(t)− ψ(s)‖
H

−r
θ

6 κ4δ. (1.49)

(3) (Hypothesis H3 in [5]) There exists a positive constant κ5 such that for all u ∈
R/Tδ Z,

max

{∥∥∥Π̃δ,cu+ τ
δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,s

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
,
∥∥∥Π̃δ,su+ τ

δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)

}
6 κ5δ. (1.50)

(4) (Hypothesis H3’ and C3 in [5]) There exist a ∈ (0, 1) and λ̃ > 0 such that for all
u ∈ R/Tδ Z, ∥∥∥∥

(
Π̃δ,cu+ τ

δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u

)−1
∥∥∥∥
−1

B(H−r
θ )

> a, (1.51)

and
∥∥∥Π̃δ,su+ τ

δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,s

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 λ̃min

(
1,

∥∥∥∥
(
Π̃δ,cu+ τ

δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u

)−1
∥∥∥∥
−1

B(H−r
θ )

)
,

(1.52)
(5) (Hypothesis H4 in [5]) There exist positive constants κ6 and κ7 such that

∥∥∥DT
τ
δ |V(M̃δ,1)

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ )
6 κ6,

∥∥∥D2T
τ
δ |V(M̃δ,1)

∥∥∥
BL

(
(H−r

θ )
2
,H−r

θ

) 6 κ7. (1.53)

where V(M̃δ, R0) denote the R0-neighborhood of M̃δ.
(6) (Hypothesis H5 in [5]) For any ε > 0 there exists ζ > 0 such that for all µ =

(p,m) ∈ V(M̃δ, 1) and t ∈ [ τδ ,
τ
δ + ζ],

∥∥∥T t(µ)− T
τ
δ (µ)

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 ε. (1.54)

The first five items of Proposition 1.7 focus on properties of the semi-group
(
T n

τ
δ

)
n > 0

discretized in time, showing that M̃δ is an approximately invariant manifold approximately
normally hyperbolic for this semi-group, while the last item is an uniform in time bound
that implies that this property is also true for the semi-group

(
T t
)
t > 0

. More precisely (1)
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shows that M̃δ is approximately invariant for the discrete semi- group, (2) shows that X̃δ,c
u

is an approximation of the tangent space to M̃δ at (ρ, αu) and that ψ does not twist too

much, (3) implies that X̃δ,c and X̃δ,s are approximately invariant under
(
DT n

τ
δ

)
n > 0

, and

(4) implies that
(
DT n

τ
δ

)
n > 0

contracts more in the direction X̃δ,s than in the direction

X̃δ,c, while it does not contract too much in the direction X̃δ,c. (5) is a technical assumption
useful in their proof.

Remark that we do not quote here the hypothesis (H1) of [5] in this Proposition, since
it is simply (1.45). Moreover in [5] the authors treat first the inflowing invariant case, and
then the overflowing invariant case, while we are here interested in an actual invariant
manifold (both inflowing and overflowing), which is why we mix hypotheses (Hi) and
(C3), as it is done in Theorem 6.5 of [5].

1.6. Structure of the paper. The proof of Theorem 1.2 concerning the well-posedness
of (1.4) is carried out in Section 2. Proposition 1.7 is proven in Section 3. The main result
of existence of periodic solutions (Theorem 1.4) is proven in Section 4. The question of
regularity of the isochron is addressed in Section 5. The Appendix A gathers technical
estimates on the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator and some Grönwall type lemmas are listed
in Appendix B.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We give in this section the existence, uniqueness and regularity result of Theorem 1.2.
We rely here on classical arguments one can find for example in [36] or [23].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first remark that G : H−r
θ → H

−(r+1)
θ is locally Lispchitz.

Indeed, for any (p,m) ∈ H−r
θ and any (ϕ,ψ) ∈ Hr+1

θ ,

〈〈
G(p,m), (ϕ,ψ)

〉〉
= −

〈
p

(
Fm −

∫
Fmp

)
,∇ϕ

〉
+ ψ ·

∫
Fmp. (2.1)

We have
∣∣∫ Fmp

∣∣ 6 ‖Fm‖Hr
θ
‖p‖

H
−r
θ
, and due to the fact that all derivatives of F are

bounded, ‖Fm‖Hr
θ
6 CF independently from m. Moreover, due to the same reason, we

have ‖Fm · ∇ϕ‖Hr
θ
6 CF‖∇ϕ‖Hr

θ
independently from m. This means that

∣∣〈〈G(p,m), (ϕ,ψ)
〉〉∣∣ 6 C‖p‖

H
−r
θ

(
1 + ‖p‖

H
−r
θ

)
‖ϕ‖Hr+1

θ
+ C‖p‖

H
−r
θ
|ψ|. (2.2)

We deduce ‖G(ν)‖
H

−(r+1)
θ

6 C‖ν‖
H

−r

θ

(
1 + ‖ν‖

H
−r

θ

)
, and thus that G is locally Lipschitz.

Remark that when p is a probability distribution
∣∣∫ Fmp

∣∣ 6 CF
∣∣∫ p

∣∣ 6 CF , and in this
case G is in fact Globally Lipschitz.

Now, since the operator L is sectorial in H−r
θ , it also the case of the operator L̃ in H−r

θ

defined by L̃(p,m) = Lp, and thus, applying [36, Theorem 47.8], for all initial condition
µ = (p,m) ∈ H−r

θ there exists a unique maximal mild solution µt := (pt,mt) = T t(µ) to

(1.26) defined on some time interval [0, tc) and which satisfies t 7→ T t(µ) ∈ C
(
[0, tc) ;H

−r
θ

)
.
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Now, for µ = (p,m) and ν = (η, n), the Frechet differential

DG(µ)[ν] =

(
DG1(µ)[ν]
DG2(µ)[ν]

)

=

(
−∇ ·

(
η
(
Fm −

∫
Fmp

))
−∇ ·

(
p
(
DFm[n]−

∫
Fmη −

∫
DFm[n]p

))
∫
Fmη +

∫
DFm[n]p

)
(2.3)

satisfies, by similar arguments as above (in particular the fact that the derivatives of Fm
can be bounded independently from m)

‖DG(µ)[ν]‖
H

−(r+1)
θ

6 C
(
1 + ‖µ‖

H
−r
θ

)
‖ν‖

H
−r
θ
, (2.4)

and by [36, Theorem 49.2], µ 7→ T t(µ) is Frechet differentiable, with derivativeDT t(µ)[ν] =
νt := (ηt, nt) the unique mild solution to

{
∂tηt = Lηt + δDG1(µt)[νt]
ṅt = δDG2(µt)[νt]

. (2.5)

By [36, Theorem 47.5] the solution νt = (ηt, nt) to (2.5) depends continuously on µ =
(p,m), so that the flow T t(µ) is C1. One can proceed similarly for the second derivative.
We have this time, for νi = (ηi, ni), i = 1, 2,

D2G1(µ)[ν1, ν2] =−∇ ·
(
η1

(
DFm[n2]−

∫
Fmη2 −

∫
DFm[n2]p

))

−∇ ·
(
η2

(
DFm[n1]−

∫
Fmη1 −

∫
DFm[n1]p

))

−∇ ·
(
p

(
D2Fm[n1, n2]−

∫
DFm[n1]η2 −

∫
DFm[n2]η1

−
∫
D2Fm[n1, n2]p

))
, (2.6)

and

D2G2(µ)[ν1, ν2] =

∫
DFm[n1]η2 +

∫
DFm[n2]η1 +

∫
D2Fm[n1, n2]p, (2.7)

so that ∥∥D2G(µ)[ν1, ν2]
∥∥
H

−(r+1)
θ

6 C
(
1 + ‖µ‖

H
−r
θ

)
‖ν1‖H−r

θ
‖ν2‖H−r

θ
, (2.8)

and T t(µ) is C2 with D2T t(µ)[ν1, ν2] = ξt = (ξ1t , ξ
2
t ) where ξ0 = 0 and

∂tξt =
(
Lξ1t , 0

)
+ δDG(µt)[ξt] + δD2G(µt)[ν1,t, ν2,t], (2.9)

where νi,t = DT t(µ0)[νi] for i = 1, 2.

To prove that, for R > 0 and ‖p0 − ρ‖H−r
θ

6 R, this solution is in fact globally defined

when δ is taken small enough, remark that it satisfies

pt = etLp0 +
∫ t

0
e(t−s)L∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs)) ds, (2.10)

and

ṁt = δ〈Fmt , pt〉. (2.11)
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The estimates obtained above imply directly |ṁs| 6 δCF ‖ps‖H−r
θ

. Using Proposition 1.1

we get:

‖pt‖H−r
θ

6 CL‖p0‖H−r
θ

+ C1

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

‖ps(δFms + ṁs)‖H−r
θ

ds (2.12)

6 C2

(
‖p0‖H−r

θ
+ δ

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

‖ps‖H−r
θ

(
1 + ‖ps‖H−r

θ

)
ds

)
. (2.13)

Denote t0 = inf
{
t > 0 : ‖pt‖H−r

θ
> 2C2

(
R+ ‖ρ‖H−r

θ

)}
. By continuity, t0 > 0 and for all

t ∈ [0, t0],

‖pt‖H−r
θ

6 C2

(
R+ ‖ρ‖H−r

θ

)
+δ

√
π

λ
2C2

(
R+ ‖ρ‖H−r

θ

)(
1 + 2C2

(
R+ ‖ρ‖H−r

θ

))
. (2.14)

For the choice of δ > 0 sufficiently small such that δ
√

π
λ2
(
1 + 2C2

(
R+ ‖ρ‖H−r

θ

))
< 1,

this yields that t0 = ∞, so that (pt,mt) is a global solution. �

3. Proof of Proposition 1.7

In this section we give the proof of Proposition 1.7 which shows that M̃δ is an ap-
proximately invariant approximately normally hyperbolic manifold. We do not prove the
assertions in the order they are given in Proposition 1.7.

Proof of Proposition 1.7.
Proof of (1). Take p0 = ρ and m0 = αu. We then have

pt − ρ =

∫ t

0
e(t−s)L∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs)) ds, (3.1)

and

ṁt − α̇u+t = δ〈Fmt , pt〉 − δ〈Fαu+t , ρ〉. (3.2)

As it was already proved in the preceding section, we have |ṁs| 6 CF δ‖ps‖H−r
θ

, and since

Theorem 1.2 with R = 1 implies that, choosing δ small enough, ‖pt‖H−r
θ

6 C(1), we get

from Proposition 1.1,

‖pt − ρ‖H−r
θ

6 C1

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

‖ps(δFms + ṁs)‖H−r)
θ

ds

6 C1δ

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

‖ps‖H−r
θ

(
1 + ‖ps‖H−r

θ

)
ds 6 C2δ. (3.3)

Now since

1

δ
(ṁt − α̇u+t) = 〈DFαu+t , ρ〉(mt − αu+t) + 〈Fmt − Fαu+t −DFαu+t(mt − αu+t), ρ〉

+ 〈Fmt , pt − ρ〉, (3.4)

we have the following mild representation (recall that m0 = αu):

mt−αu+t = δ

∫ t

0
πδu+t,u+s

(
〈Fms−Fαu+s−DFαu+s(ms−αu+s), ρ〉+〈Fms , ps−ρ〉

)
ds, (3.5)
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which leads to (recall that the derivatives of F are bounded and that (3.3) is valid for all
t > 0):

|mt − αu+t| 6 C3δ

∫ t

0
|ms − αu+s|2 ds+ C3δ

2t. (3.6)

Consider t1 = inf{t > 0 : |mt − αu+t| > 2τC4δ} (recall the definition of τ in (1.46)). By
continuity, t1 > 0 and for all t 6 t1 we have

|mt − αu+t| 6 (4τ2C3
3δ

3 + C3δ
2)t, (3.7)

which means that t1 >
τ
δ for δ small enough, and implies (1).

Proof of (2). The two first points follow directly form the fact that the projections P cu are
smooth. For the third point we have

∥∥∥ψ(t)− ψ(s)− Π̃δ,cs (ψ(t) − ψ(s))
∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ψ(t) − ψ(s)‖
H

−r
θ

=

∣∣∣αδt − αδs − P δ,cs (αδt − αδs)
∣∣∣

∣∣αδt − αδs
∣∣ , (3.8)

and since

αδt − αδs = α1
δt − α1

δs = δ(t− s)
d

du
α1
u|u=δs +O(δ2(t− s)), (3.9)

and

P δ,cs
d

du
α1
u|u=δs = P 0,c

δs

d

du
α1
u|u=δs =

d

du
α1
u|u=δs, (3.10)

the term

∥∥∥ψ(t)−ψ(s)−Π̃δ,c
s (ψ(t)−ψ(s))

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ψ(t)−ψ(s)‖
H

−r
θ

is indeed of order δ.

Proof of (5). We choose in the following R0 = 1. For any (p,m) ∈ V(M̃δ , R0), wich means
in particular ‖p− ρ‖H−r

θ
6 R0, we deduce from Theorem 1.2, if δ is small enough, that

sup
t > 0

‖pt‖H−r
θ

6 C(R0). (3.11)

This means in particular, since mt = m0 + δ
∫ t
0 〈Fms , ps〉ds, that for C4, C5 > 0

sup
t > 0

|ṁt| 6 δC4, and sup
t∈[0, τ

δ
]
|mt| 6 C5, (3.12)

where C5 depends on τ . Now, using (2.5) we have, with µs = (ps,ms),

ηt = etLη0 + δ

∫ t

0
e(t−s)LDG1(µs)[ηs, ns] ds, (3.13)

and

nt = n0 + δ

∫ t

0
DG2(µs)[ηs, ns] ds. (3.14)

From (2.4) and Proposition 1.1 (recall that
∫
Rd η0 = 0, see Remark 1.3), we obtain

‖ηt‖H−r
θ

6 CLe−λt‖η0‖H−r
θ

+ C6δ

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

(
‖ηs‖H−r

θ
+ |ns|

)
ds, (3.15)

and

|nt| 6 |n0|+ C6δ

∫

0

(
‖ηs‖H−r

θ
+ |ns|

)
ds. (3.16)
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We deduce that, for νt = DT t(p,m)[ν0] = (ηt, nt),

‖νt‖H−r
θ

6 C7‖ν0‖H−r
θ

+ C8δ

∫ t

0

(
1 +

1√
t− s

)
‖νs‖H−r

θ
ds. (3.17)

Applying Lemma B.1, we get the desired bound for the DT
τ
δ with κ6 = 2C7e

3C8τ , when
δ is small enough.

For the second derivative, recall that D2T t(µ)[ν1, ν2] = ξt = (ξ1t , ξ
2
t ), where ξ0 = 0 and

(recall (2.9))

ξ1t = δ

∫ t

0
e(t−s)L

(
DG1(µS)[ξs] +D2G1(µs)[ν1,s, ν2,s]

)
ds, (3.18)

and

ξ2t = δ

∫ t

0

(
DG2(µS)[ξs] +D2G2(µs)[ν1,s, ν2,s]

)
ds (3.19)

where µt = (pt,mt), and νi,t = DT t(µ0)[νi] for i = 1, 2. This induces for t ∈ [0, τδ ],
recalling (2.4), (2.8) and since ‖νi,t‖H−r

θ
6 κ6‖νi,0‖H−r

θ
,

∥∥ξ1t
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 δC9

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

(
‖ξs‖H−r

θ
+ ‖ν1,0‖H−r

θ
‖ν2,0‖H−r

θ

)
ds, (3.20)

and
∣∣ξ2t
∣∣ 6 δC9

∫ t

0

(
‖ξs‖H−r

θ
+ ‖ν1,0‖H−r

θ
‖ν2,0‖H−r

θ

)
ds. (3.21)

So for t 6 τ
δ ,

‖ξt‖H−r
θ

6 C10‖ν1,0‖H−r
θ
‖ν2,0‖H−r

θ
+ δC10

∫ t

0

(
1 +

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

)
‖ξs‖H−r

θ
ds, (3.22)

and one deduces from Lemma B.1 that ‖ξt‖H−r
θ

6 κ7‖ν1,0‖H−r
θ
‖ν2,0‖H−r

θ
with κ7 =

2C10e
3C10τ for t 6 τ

δ and δ small enough, which concludes the proof of (5).

Proof of (3). We are now interested in DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)(η0, n0) = (η τ

δ
, n τ

δ
) = ν τ

δ
. From the

proof of point (3) we already know that supt∈[0, τ
δ
] ‖νt‖H−r

θ
6 κ6‖ν0‖H−r

θ
, which means,

recalling (3.15), that

‖ηt‖H−r
θ

6 CLe−λt‖η0‖H−r
θ

+ C11δ

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)√
t− s

(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
ds

6 CLe−λt‖η0‖H−r
θ

+ C12δ
(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
. (3.23)

Moreover, since

1

δ
ṅt = 〈DFαu+t [nt] , ρ〉 − 〈DFαu+t [nt]−DFmt [nt] , ρ〉+ 〈DFmt [nt] , pt − ρ〉

+ 〈Fmt , ηt〉, (3.24)

we have the mild representation

nt = πδu+t,un0 + δ

∫ t

0
πδu+t,u+s

(
− 〈DFαu+s [ns]−DFms [ns] , ρ〉

+ 〈DFms [ns] , ps − ρ〉+ 〈Fms , ηs〉
)
ds. (3.25)
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From the proof of point (1), for t 6 τ
δ , ‖pt − ρ‖H−r

θ
and |mt − αu+t| are of order δ, and

thus we obtain (recall also that supt∈[0, τ
δ
] |nt| 6 κ6‖ν0‖H−r

θ
):

∣∣∣nt − πδu+t,un0

∣∣∣ 6 C13δ

∫ t

0

(
‖ηs‖H−r

θ
+ δ|n0|

)
ds

6 C13δ

∫ t

0

(
CLe−λs‖η0‖H−r

θ
+C12δ

(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
+ δ|n0|

)
ds

6 C14δ
(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
. (3.26)

Suppose now that (η0, n0) ∈ X̃
δ,s
u , that is P δ,cu n0 = 0. Then we have P δ,cu+ τ

δ

πδu+ τ
δ
,un0 =

P δ,cu n0 = 0, and thus, recalling (3.26) and (3.23),
∣∣∣P δ,cu+ τ

δ

n τ
δ

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣P δ,cu+ τ

δ

(
n τ

δ
− πδu+ τ

δ
,un0

)∣∣∣ 6 C15δ
(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
. (3.27)

This shows that ∥∥∥Π̃δ,cu+ τ
δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,s

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 C15δ. (3.28)

On the other hand, suppose that (η0, n0) ∈ X̃
δ,c
u , that is η0 = 0 and P δ,su n0 = 0. We then

have directly
∥∥∥η τ

δ

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

6 C12δ|n0|, and since P δ,su+ τ
δ

πδu+ τ
δ
,un0 = P δ,su n0 = 0, from (3.26) we

deduce
∣∣∣P su+ τ

δ
n τ

δ

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣P su+ τ

δ

(
n τ

δ
− πδu+ τ

δ
,un0

)∣∣∣ 6 C16δ
2

∫ τ
δ

0
|n0|ds 6 C16τδ|n0|. (3.29)

This means that ∥∥∥Π̃δ,su+ τ
δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 (C12 +C16δ)δ. (3.30)

Proof of (4). On one hand consider (η0, n0) ∈ X̃
δ,s
u , that is P δ,cu n0 = 0. Then, considering

δ small enough such that CLe−λ
τ
δ 6 C12δ, by (3.23) we obtain

∥∥∥η τ
δ

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

6 2C12δ
(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
. (3.31)

Moreover, since P δ,su+ τ
δ

πδu+ τ
δ
,un0 = πδu+ τ

δ
,un0 and P

δ,c
u n0 = 0 we obtain, by (3.26) and (1.33),

∣∣∣P su+ τ
δ
n τ

δ

∣∣∣ 6
∣∣∣P su+ τ

δ
πδu+ τ

δ
,un0

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣P su+ τ

δ

(
n τ

δ
− πδu+ τ

δ
,un0

)∣∣∣ (3.32)

6 Cαe
−λατ |n0|+ C17δ

(
‖η0‖H−r

θ
+ |n0|

)
. (3.33)

We deduce that for δ small enough∥∥∥Π̃δ,su+ τ
δ
DT

τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,s

u

∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ )
6 2Cαe

−λατ . (3.34)

On the other hand consider (η0, n0) ∈ X̃
δ,c
u , which means η0 = 0 and P δ,su n0 = 0. Then

similar arguments as above (recall that this time η0 = 0) lead to
∣∣∣P δ,cu+ τ

δ

(
n τ

δ
− πδu+ τ

δ
,un0

)∣∣∣ 6 C18δ|n0|. (3.35)

We then obtain, for δ small enough, recalling (1.33),
∣∣∣P cu+ τ

δ
n τ

δ

∣∣∣ > (cα − C18δ) |n0| >
cα
2
|n0|. (3.36)
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This means in particular that Π̃δ,cu+ τ
δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u
, which is a linear mapping in finite

dimensional spaces, is invertible and satisfies∥∥∥∥
(
Π̃δ,cu+ τ

δ

DT
τ
δ (ρ, αu)|X̃δ,c

u

)−1
∥∥∥∥
B(H−r

θ )

6
2

cα
. (3.37)

We deduce (4) with a = ca
4 and λ̃ = 4Cαe−λατ

cα
, recalling (1.46).

Proof of (6). For any initial condition µ = (p0,m0) ∈ V(M̃δ, 1) recall that Theorem 1.2
implies supt > 0 ‖pt‖H−r

θ
6 C(1). Then for τ

δ 6 t < t′, t′ − t 6 ζ, for some ζ 6 1 to be

chosen later, relying on (3.1), the following is true:

‖pt′ − pt‖H−r
θ

6

∥∥∥
(
et

′L − etL
)
p0

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

+

∫ t

0

∥∥∥
(
e(t

′−s)L − e(t−s)L
)
∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs))

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

ds

+

∫ t′

t

∥∥∥e(t′−s)L∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs))
∥∥∥
H−r

θ

ds (3.38)

Using Proposition 1.1, the first term above may be bounded as
∥∥∥
(
et

′L − etL
)
p0

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

6 CL(t′ − t)ε
e−λt

t
1
2
+ε

‖p0‖H−(r+1)
θ

6 C19ζ
εδ

1
2
+ε e

−λ τ
δ

τ
1
2
+ε
. (3.39)

Concerning the second term,
∫ t

0

∥∥∥
(
e(t

′−s)L − e(t−s)L
)
∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs))

∥∥∥
H−r

θ

ds

6 CL(t′ − t)ε
∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)
1
2
+ε

‖ps(δFms + ṁs)‖H−r
θ

ds

6 C20δ(t
′ − t)ε

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)
1
2
+ε

‖ps‖H−r
θ

(
1 + ‖ps‖H−r

θ

)
ds

6 C21δζ
ε. (3.40)

Now turning to the third term, relying again on Proposition 1.1,
∫ t′

t

∥∥∥e(t′−s)L∇ · (ps(δFms + ṁs))
∥∥∥
H−r

θ

ds

6 C22δ

∫ t′

t

e−λ(t
′−s)

√
t′ − s

‖ps‖H−r
θ

(
1 + ‖ps‖H−r

θ

)
ds,

6 C23δζ
1
2 . (3.41)

Gathering (3.39), (3.40), (3.41) into (3.38) yields

‖pt′ − pt‖H−r
θ

6
ξ

2
(3.42)

if ζ 6 1 is chosen sufficiently small. We now turn turn to the control of the mean: since

ṁt = δ
∫
Fmtdpt we have that for t 6 t′ 6 t+ ζ,

mt′ −mt = δ

∫ t′

t
〈Fms , ps〉ds.
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Since we have the uniform bound sups > 0 ‖ps‖H−r
θ

6 C(1) and since F and its derivatives

are bounded, the above quantity is easily bounded by some Cδ(t′ − t) which can be made
smaller than ξ/2, provided ζ is taken small enough. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

Proof of Theorem 1.4. From Proposition 1.7 we know that the hypotheses needed in [5] are
satisfied for δ small enough, which means that the system (1.4) admits a stable normally

hyperbolic manifold Mδ that is at distance δ from M̃δ. Indeed in [5] some constants
η, χ, σ need to be small for their result to be true, but in our case these constants are
of order δ, so we only need to suppose δ small enough. Moreover Mδ is contructed at a

distance δ0 from M̃δ, with (see [5], Theorem 4.2) δ0 chosen such that η/ε and ε/δ0 are
bounded for some ε > 0. Since η is in our case of order δ, we can take δ0 of order δ, and

Mδ is indeed at distance δ from M̃δ.
The invariant manifold Mδ is one dimensional, since M̃δ is, so to prove that it corre-

sponds to a periodic solution it is sufficient to prove that it does not possess any invariant
point. But for any (p0,m0) ∈ Mδ we have, since ‖p− ρ‖H−r

θ
and |m0 − αδu| are of order δ

for some u ∈ [0, Tαδ ],

ṁ0 = δ

∫
Fm0p0 = δ

∫
Fαuρ+O(δ2) = α̇u +O(δ2). (4.1)

Since there exists c > 0 such that |α̇δu/δ| > c independently from u, we have ṁ0 6= 0 for
the solutions starting from any point of Mδ, which means that Mδ does not possess any
fixed-point, and is thus defined by a periodic solution of positive period Tδ, that we denote
Γδt = (qδt , γ

δ
t ) for t ∈ [0, Tδ ].

Now, by the Herculean Theorem (see [36], Theorem 47.6), since Mδ is invariant, Γδt
is in fact an element of H−r+2

θ and, by [36] Theorem 48.5, ∂tΓ
δ
s+t = (∂tq

δ
s+t, γ̇

δ
s+t) is in

C([0, Tδ),H
−r
θ ) and is is solution to

{
∂tηt = Lηt + δDG1(Γ

δ
s+t)[νt]

ṅt = δDG2(Γ
δ
s+t)[νt]

, (4.2)

which means in particular that ∂tΓ
δ
s+t = Φs+t,s∂tΓ

δ
s. Now ∂tΓ

δ
s+t is a periodic solution to

(4.2), and the same arguments induce that ∂2t Γ
δ
s+t is in C([0, Tδ),H

−r
θ ).

In addition, it is proved in [5] that Mδ is foliated by C1 invariant foliations: a neigh-
borhood Wδ of Mδ satisfies the decomposition Wδ = ∪s∈[0,Tδ)Wδ

s , where Wδ
s corresponds

to the elements of µ ∈ H−r
θ such that T nTδ(µ) converges exponentially fast to Γδs as n goes

to infinity. The projections Πδ,cs and Πδ,ss correspond then respectively to the projections
on the tangent space to Mδ and to Wδ

s at Γδs. The linear operator Φ
δ
s+t,s = DT t(Γδs) com-

mutes then with these projections, and is bounded from above and below in the direction
of the tangent space to Mδ, while it is contractive in the direction of the tangent space to
stable foliations.

In addition to the contractive property, the regularization effect of Φδ given in (1.38) is
a consequence of the fact that Φt+s,sν = νt where ν0 = ν and νt = (ηt, nt) is solution to

{
∂tηt = Lηt + δDG1(Γ

δ
s+t)[νt]

ṅt = δDG2(Γ
δ
s+t)[νt]

. (4.3)
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The operator L̃(η, n) = (Lη, 0) is sectorial in H−r
θ and thus induces regularization prop-

erties for the solutions to (4.3), and thus for Φδ. More precisely we are in fact exactly in
the situation of [23], Theorem 7.2.3 and the following remark. Indeed, for s ∈ [0, Tδ) we
can define the operator U δs = Φδs+Tδ,s, and we can deduce from above spectral properties

for U δt . Since Γδ is a periodic solution U δs admits 1 as eigenvalue, with eigenfunction ∂sΓ
δ
s

and corresponding projection Πδ,cs , and due to the contractive properties Φδ the rest of the
spectrum of U δs is located in a disk centered at 0 with radius e−λδTδ . We can then apply
Theorem 7.2.3 and the following remark to obtain (1.38) (reducing slightly the value of
λδ).

The C1 regularity of s 7→ Πδ,cs is not a direct consequence the normally hyperbolic
results of [5] (they prove that Wδ

s has a Hölder regularity with respect to s), but since we

are in the case of a periodic solution we have an explicit formula for Πδ,cs : 1 is an isolated
eigenvalue of U δt , so for Cε the circle centered at 1 with radius ε > 0, with ε small enough,
we have

Πδ,cs =
1

2iπ

∫

Cε
(λ− U δs )

−1 dλ. (4.4)

But applying [23], Theorem 3.4.4., t 7→ U δs is C1, with ∂sU
δ
s ζ = ζTδ = (ζ1Tδ , ζ

2
Tδ
), where

ζ0 = ζ and
{
∂tζ

1
t = Lζ1t + δDG1(Γ

δ
s+t)[ζt] + δD2G1(Γ

δ
s+t)[∂tΓ

δ
s+t, ζt]

ζ̇2t = δDG2(Γ
δ
s+t)[ζt] + δD2G2(Γ

δ
s+t)[∂tΓ

δ
s+t, ζt].

, (4.5)

and thus s 7→ Πδ,cs is also C1.
It is not immediate that qδs is a probability distribution, since we apply the results of [5]

considering solutions pt ∈ H−r
θ satisfying

∫
Rd pt = 1 but without any hypotheses on non

negativeness. However, M̃δ is in the basin of attraction of Mδ, so any (qδs ,m
δ
s) ∈ Mδ is

the limit in H−r
θ of (pt,mt) = T t(ρ, αδu) for some u ∈ [0, Tαδ ). So, since in this case pt is a

probability distribution (recall that it is the probability distribution of Xt − E[Xt], where
Xt satisfies (1.2) with initial distribution ρ), we deduce that 〈qδs , ϕ〉 > 0 for any smooth
function ϕ with compact support, and thus qδs is also a probability distribution. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.6

As it was already explained in Section 1.4, the existence of the map Θδ is a consequence
of the foliation property proved in [5]. Θδ satisfies moreover the relation

ΓδΘ(µ) = lim
n→∞

T nTδµ. (5.1)

Our aim in the present section is to prove the C2 regularity of Θδ. Following ideas of [22],
we will prove uniform in time bounds for the first and second derivatives of the flow T t,
which will induce the regularity of

S(µ) := lim
n→∞

T nTδµ (5.2)

and thus the regularity of Θδ.

Proof of Theorem 1.6.
Step 1: Let us first show that for some constant c1 > 0

sup
t > 0

sup
µ∈V(Mδ,ε)

∥∥DT t(µ)
∥∥
B(H−r

θ
)
6 c1 (5.3)
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where V(M, ε) :=
{
µ ∈ H−r

θ , dist
H

−r
θ

(µ,M) < ε
}

is a neighborhood of M on which the

trajectories are attracted to the cycle. For µ0 = (p0,m0) ∈ V(M, ε) and u = Θ(µ0), we
have, denoting by νt = (ηt, nt) = DT t(µ0)[ν0],

νt = Φδu+t,uν0 + δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds. (5.4)

Let us now prove that there exists a constant CG such that, for µ = (p,m) and Γ = (q, γ),

‖DG(µ)−DG(Γ)‖B
(
H

−r
θ
,H

−(r+1)
θ

) 6 CG ‖µ− Γ‖
H

−r
θ
. (5.5)

We have, for ν = (η, n)

(DG1(µ)−DG1(Γ)) [ν] =−∇ · (η(Fm − Fγ)) +∇ ·
(
η

(∫
Fmp−

∫
Fγq

))
(5.6)

−∇ · (pDFm[n]− qDFγ [n]) (5.7)

+∇ ·
(
p

∫
Fmη − q

∫
Fγη

)
(5.8)

+∇ ·
(
p

∫
DFm[n]p− q

∫
DFγ [n]q

)
, (5.9)

and

(DG2(µ)−DG2(Γ)) [ν] =

∫
(Fm − Fγ)η +

∫
DFm[n]p−

∫
DFγ [n]q. (5.10)

For the first term, we obtain

‖∇ · (η(Fm − Fγ))‖H−(r+1)
θ

6 C1 ‖η(Fm − Fγ)‖H−r
θ
, (5.11)

and since, for f ∈ Hr
θ ,

〈η(Fm − Fγ), f〉 6 ‖η‖H−r
θ

‖(Fm − Fγ)f‖Hr
θ
6 C2|m− γ|‖η‖H−r

θ
‖f‖Hr

θ
, (5.12)

where we have used the fact that all the derivatives of F are Lipschitz, we get, for some
C3 > 0,

‖∇ · (η(Fm − Fγ))‖H−(r+1)
θ

6 C3|m− γ|‖η‖H−r
θ
. (5.13)

For the second term, since
∣∣∣∣
∫
Fmp−

∫
Fγq

∣∣∣∣ 6
∣∣∣∣
∫
Fm(p− q)

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

(Fm − Fγ)q

∣∣∣∣ 6 C4

(
‖p − q‖H−r

θ
+ |m− γ|

)
,

(5.14)
we have∥∥∥∥∇ ·

(
η

(∫
Fmp−

∫
Fγq

))∥∥∥∥
H

−(r+1)
θ

6 C5

(
‖p − q‖H−r

θ
+ |m− γ|

)
. (5.15)

The other terms can be tackled in a similar way. Now, since µ0 ∈ Wδ
u, we have for some

CΓδ > 0, ∥∥∥µs − Γδu+s

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 CΓδe−λδs
∥∥∥µ0 − Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

, (5.16)

and from the estimates obtained above , we deduce

‖νt‖H−r
θ

6 C6‖ν0‖H−r
θ

+C6δ

∫ t

0

(
1 + (t− s)−

1
2 e−λδ(t−s)

)
e−λδs‖νs‖H−r

θ
ds. (5.17)



PERIODIC SOLUTIONS FOR NONLINEAR FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATIONS 21

Applying Lemma B.2 for φ(u) = u−
1
2 e−λδu, we obtain from (B.3) that

sup
t > 0

‖νt‖H−r
θ

6 c1 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

(5.18)

for some c1 > 0.

Step 2: let us now show that
(
DT nTδ

)
n > 0

in the space C
(
V(Lδ, ε),B

(
H−r
θ

))
is a Cauchy

sequence, which implies that µ 7→ S(µ) is C1 (recall (5.2)).

For n > m we have

νnTδ − νmTδ =
(
Φδu+nTδ,u − Φδu+mTδ,u

)
ν0 (5.19)

+ δ

∫ nTδ

mTδ

Φδu+nTδ,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds

+ δ

∫ mTδ

0

(
Φδu+nTδ,u+s − Φδu+mTδ,u+s

)(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds.

For the first term, we get

‖(Φu+nTδ,u − Φu+mTδ,u) ν0‖H−r
θ

= ‖(Φu+nTδ,u − Φu+mTδ,u)Πδ,uν0‖H−r
θ

6 C7e
−λδmTδ ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.20)

For the second one, using (5.18),
∥∥∥∥
∫ nTδ

mTδ

Φδu+nTδ,u+s
(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C8

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ

∫ nTδ

mTδ

(
1 + (nTδ − s)−

1
2 e−λδ(nTδ−s)

)
e−λδs ds

=
C8

∥∥µ− Γδu
∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ

λδ
e−λδmTδ

(
1 + e−λδ(n−m)Tδ

(
2λδ
√

(n−m)Tδ − 1
))

6 C9

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ
e−λδmTδ . (5.21)

For the last term, remark first that

Φδu+nTδ,u+s − Φδu+mTδ,u+s =
(
Φδu+nTδ,u+mT − Id

)
Πδ,su+mTδΦ

δ
u+mTδ,u+s

, (5.22)

so that, using again (5.18),
∥∥∥∥
∫ mTδ

0

(
Φδu+nTδ,u+s−Φδu+mTδ,u+s

)
(DG(µs)−DG(Γu+s)) [νs]ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C10

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ

∫ mTδ

0
(mTδ − s)−

1
2 e−λδ(mTδ−s)e−λδsds

= 2C10

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ

√
mTδe

−λδmTδ . (5.23)

Since the constants above are uniform in µ ∈ V, we deduce that
(
DT nTδ

)
n > 0

is indeed a

Cauchy sequence. Thus S is C1 with DS(µ) = limn→∞DT nTδ(µ).
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Before moving to the second derivative, let us have a closer look at DS. We have
∥∥∥Πδ,su+nTδνnTδ

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6

∥∥∥Πδ,su+nTδΦ
δ
u+nTδ,u

ν0

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ nTδ

0
Πδ,su+nTδΦ

δ
u+nTδ,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs]ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

,

(5.24)

and we can bound the right hand side in three steps. Firstly,
∥∥∥Πδ,su+nTδΦ

δ
u+nTδ,u

ν0

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 CΦ,δe
−λδnTδ ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.25)

Secondly, since supµ∈V ‖DG(µ)‖B
(
H

−r
θ
,H

−(r+1)
θ

) 6 CG,

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ nTδ
2

0
Πδu+nTδΦ

δ
u+nTδ,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds

∥∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C11

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν0‖H−r
θ

∫ nTδ
2

0
(nTδ − s)−

1
2 e−λδ(nTδ−s) ds

6 C12

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

n
1
2 e−

λδnTδ
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.26)

Thirdly, by similar arguments as above (replacing mTδ with n
Tδ
2 ),

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ nTδ

nTδ
2

Φδu+nTδ,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
[νs] ds

∥∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C13

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

e−λδn
Tδ
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.27)

We deduce that ΠΘ(µ)DS(µ) = 0, so that DS has rank 1 and thus there exists a family of

linear forms lµ ∈ B
(
H−r
θ ,R

)
(that depend continuously on µ) such that, for u = Θ(µ),

DS(µ)[ν] = lµ[ν]∂uΓu, (5.28)

and we have proved, for νt = DT t(µ)[ν0],

‖νnTδ − lµ[ν0]∂uΓu‖H−r
θ

6 C13n
1
2 e−λδn

Tδ
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.29)

With similar computations one can in fact show that

‖νt − lµ[ν0]∂uΓu+t‖H−r
θ

6 C14t
1
2 e−λδ

t
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.30)

In the case of µ = Γδu, we deduce in particular that

DS(Γδu) = Πδ,cu . (5.31)

In fact, we have proved a more precise estimate: if ν2t = DT t(µ)[ν0], ν
1
t = DT t(Γδu)[ν0]

with u = Θ(µ), the estimates above lead to
∥∥∥ν2t − ν1t −

(
lµ[ν0]− lΓδ

u
[ν0]
)
∂uΓu+t

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C15

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

t
1
2 e−λδ

t
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
. (5.32)
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Step 3: let us now show that for a constant c2 > 0,

sup
t > 0

sup
µ∈V(Γδ,ε)

∥∥D2T t(µ)
∥∥
BL(H−r

θ
)
6 c2. (5.33)

From (2.9), we deduce, for ξt = D2T t(µ)[ν,w], the following mild formulation (recall
that ξ0 = 0):

ξt = δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
D2G(µs)[νs, ws] +

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
ξs

)
ds, (5.34)

where νt = DT t(µ0)[ν], wt = DT t(µ0)[w]. With similar arguments as above, we obtain
∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
D2G(µs)[νs, ws]−D2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws]

)
ds

∥∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C16

∫ t

0

(
1 + (t− s)−

1
2 e−λδ(t−s)

)∥∥∥µs − Γδu+s

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖νs‖H−r
θ

‖ws‖H−r
θ

ds

6 C16 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ
. (5.35)

Remark now that

∂2t Γ
δ
u+t = (L∂tqδu+t, 0) + δDG(Γδu+t)[∂tΓu+t], (5.36)

and

∂3t Γ
δ
u+t =

(
L∂2t qδu+t, 0

)
+ δDG(Γδu+t)[∂

2
t Γ

δ
u+t] + δD2G(Γδu+t)[∂tΓ

δ
u+t, ∂tΓ

δ
u+t], (5.37)

and thus

∂2t Γ
δ
u+t = Φδu+t,u∂

2
t Γ

δ
u + δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[∂sΓ
δ
u+s, ∂sΓ

δ
u+s]ds. (5.38)

So, in particular, since

Πδ,cu Φδu+Tδ,u∂
2
uΓu = Πδ,cu (∂2uΓu), (5.39)

we deduce from (5.38) that

Πδ,cu

(∫ Tδ

0
Φδu+Tδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[∂sΓ
δ
u+s, ∂sΓ

δ
u+s]ds

)
= 0. (5.40)

Now, recalling (5.30),

‖νt − lµ[ν0]∂uΓu+t‖H−r
θ

6 C14t
1
2 e−λδ

t
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
, (5.41)

‖wt − lµ[w0]∂uΓu+t‖H−r
θ

6 C14t
1
2 e−λδ

t
2 ‖w0‖H−r

θ
, (5.42)

and we deduce
∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t

0
Φu+t,u+sD

2G(µs)[νs, ws]ds

− lµ[ν0]lµ[w0]

∫ t

0
Φu+t,u+sD

2G(µs)[∂uΓu+s, ∂uΓu+s] ds

∥∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C17 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ
. (5.43)
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So, recalling (5.40), and since

∥∥∥∥∥Π
δ,s
u+t

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+sD

2G(µs)[∂uΓ
δ
u+s, ∂uΓ

δ
u+s] ds

∥∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C18

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1
2 e−λδ(t−s)ds 6 C19, (5.44)

we deduce, coming back to (5.34), that

‖ξt‖H−r
θ

6 C19 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ

+ δ

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
ξsds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

.

(5.45)

Relying again on (5.16), we deduce that, for some c2 > 0,

‖ξt‖H−r
θ

6 c2 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ
, (5.46)

which implies (5.33).

Step 4: let us now prove that
(
D2T nTδ

)
n > 0

in the space C
(
V(Mδ, ε),BL

(
H−r
θ

))
is

a Cauchy sequence, which implies that µ 7→ S(µ) is C2.

We have, for n > m,

ξnTδ − ξmTδ =

∫ nTδ

0
Φδu+nTδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws] ds (5.47)

−
∫ mTδ

0
Φδu+mTδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws] ds

+

∫ nTδ

mTδ

Φδu+nTδ,u+s

(
D2G(µs)[νs, ws]−D2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws]

)
ds

+

∫ mTδ

0

(
Φδu+nTδ,u+s − Φδu+mTδ,u+s

)

×
(
D2G(µs)[νs, ws]−D2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws]

)
ds

+

∫ nTδ

mTδ

Φδu+nTδ,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
ξs ds

+

∫ nTδ

0

(
Φδu+nTδ,u+s − Φδu+mTδ,u+s

)(
DG(µs)−DG(Γδu+s)

)
ξs ds.

Let us define

Rnormn :=

∫ nTδ

0
Πδ,su+nTδΦ

δ
u+nTδ,u+s

D2G(Γδu+s)[∂sΓ
δ
u+s, ∂sΓ

δ
u+s] ds (5.48)

=

n−1∑

j=0

(
Φδu+Tδ,uΠ

δ,s
u

)j ∫ Tδ

0
Φδu+Tδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[∂sΓ
δ
u+s, ∂sΓ

δ
u+s] ds,
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and

Rtangn [ν0, w0] :=

∫ nTδ

0
Πδ,cu+nTδΦ

δ
u+nTδ,u+s

D2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws] ds (5.49)

=
n−1∑

j=0

∫ Tδ

0
Πδ,cu+TδΦ

δ
u+Tδ,u+s

D2G(Γδu+s)[νjTδ+s, wjTδ+s] ds. (5.50)

It is clear that

‖Rnormn −Rnormm ‖
H

−r
θ

6 Ce−λδmTδ . (5.51)

Now, for j > 1, recalling (5.40), (5.41) and (5.42) we have
∥∥∥∥
∫ Tδ

0
Πδ,cu+TδΦ

δ
u+Tδ,u+s

D2G(Γδu+s)[νjTδ+s, wjTδ+s] ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C20 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ

∫ Tδ

0

(
1 + (Tδ − s)−

1
2 e−λδ(Tδ−s)

)
(jTδ + s)

1
2 e−λδ

jTδ+s

2 ds

6 C21 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ

(j + 1)
1
2 e−λδj

Tδ
2 , (5.52)

so that
∥∥Rtann [ν0, w0]−Rtangm [ν0, w0]

∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C22e
−λδmTδ

4 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ
. (5.53)

Using similar argument as above, relying on (5.41) and (5.42),
∥∥∥∥
∫ nTδ

0
Φδu+nTδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws]ds−Rtann [ν0, w0]− lµ[ν0]lµ[w0]R
norm
n ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C23 ‖ν0‖H−r
θ

‖w0‖H−r
θ

∫ nTδ

0
(nTδ − s)−

1
2 e−λδ(nTδ−s)s

1
2 e−λδ

s
2 ds

6 C24n
1
2 e−λδn

Tδ
2 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
‖w0‖H−r

θ
. (5.54)

With all these estimates we are able to tackle the first two lines of (5.47):
∥∥∥∥
∫ nTδ

0
Φδu+nTδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws] ds−
∫ mTδ

0
Φδu+mTδ,u+sD

2G(Γδu+s)[νs, ws] ds

∥∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C25n
1
2 e−λδn

Tδ
4 ‖ν0‖H−r

θ
‖w0‖H−r

θ
. (5.55)

The other terms can be treated in a straightforward way, with similar estimates as the
ones used in Step 2 and Step 3. At the end, one obtains

‖ξnTδ − ξmTδ‖H−r
θ

6 C26m
1
2 e−λδm

Tδ
4 , (5.56)

with a constant C25 uniform in V. Hence, µ 7→ S(µ) is thus C2. Remark that we have in
particular

D2S(Γu)[ν,w] = lim
n→∞

∫ nTδ

0
Φu+nTδ,u+sD

2G(Γu+s)[Φu+s,uν,Φu+s,uw] ds. (5.57)

Step 5: from the previous steps, and the fact that t 7→ Γδt is a C
2 bijection from R/TδZ

to Mδ implies that Θδ is itself C2.
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For the last estimate of the Theorem, let us denote ξ2t = D2T t(µ)[ν,w], ξ1t = D2T t(Γδu)[ν,w],
ν2t = DT t(µ)[ν], ν1t = DT t(Γδu)[ν], w

2
t = DT t(µ)[w] and w1

t = DT t(Γδu)[w]. We then have
the decomposition

ξ2t − ξ1t =δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
DG(µs)−DG

(
Γδu+s

))
ξ2s ds (5.58)

+ δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+s

(
D2G(µs)−D2G

(
Γδu+s

))
[ν2s , w

2
s ] ds

+ δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+sD

2G
(
Γδu+s

)
[ν2s − ν1s , w

2
s ] ds

+ δ

∫ t

0
Φδu+t,u+sD

2G
(
Γδu+s

)
[ν1s , w

2
s − w1

s ] ds.

Following similar estimates as in the previous steps, relying in particular on (5.32), we
obtain

∥∥ξ2t − ξ1t
∥∥
H

−r
θ

6 C27

∥∥∥µ− Γδu

∥∥∥
H

−r
θ

‖ν‖
H

−r
θ

‖w‖
H

−r
θ
, (5.59)

which implies indeed that
∥∥D2Θδ(µ)−D2Θδ

(
Γδu
)∥∥

BL(H−r
θ

)
6 C28

∥∥µ− Γδu
∥∥
H

−r
θ

. �

Appendix A. Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operators

We first prove the following lemma, which shows the link between the norm ‖f‖Hr
θ
and

the space derivatives.

Lemma A.1. For all θ > 0, there exists explicit positive constants C1, C2 such that for
all r > 0:

C1

(
‖u‖2Hr

θ
+

d∑

i=1

‖∂xiu‖2Hr
θ

)
6 ‖u‖2

Hr+1
θ

6 C2

(
‖u‖2Hr

θ
+

d∑

i=1

‖∂xiu‖2Hr
θ

)
. (A.1)

Proof. For u with decomposition u =
∑

l∈Nd ul ψl, we have ∂xiu =
∑

l∈Nd ul ∂xiψl, and
straightforward calculations (recalling (1.15) and using the fact that h′n(x) =

√
nhn−1(x))

show that

∂xiψl =
√
li

√
θki
σ2i
ψľi1li > 1, (A.2)

where we used the notation ľi = (l1, . . . , li−1, li− 1, li+1, . . . , ld). Then we have the decom-
position

∂xiu =

√
θki
σ2i

∑

l∈Nd

√
li1li > 1ul ψľi , (A.3)

so that

‖u‖2Hr
θ
+

d∑

i=1

‖∂xiu‖2Hr
θ
=
∑

l∈Nd

u2l

(
(aθ + λl)

r +
d∑

i=1

li1li > 1
θki
σ2i

(aθ + λl − θki)
r

)
. (A.4)
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Let us prove the upper bound in (A.1): note that for li > 1, we have λl > θki. Hence,

since for all µ > 0, r > 0, λ > µ, (aθ + λ− µ)r > arθ
(aθ+λ)

r

(aθ+µ)
r , we deduce that

‖u‖2Hr
θ
+

d∑

i=1

‖∂xiu‖2Hr
θ
>
∑

l∈Nd

u2l (aθ + λl)
r

(
1 +

d∑

i=1

li1li > 1
θkia

r
θ

σ2i (aθ + θki)
r

)
,

>
∑

l∈Nd

u2l (aθ + λl)
r

(
1 +

arθ
σ2max (aθ + θkmax)

r λl

)
,

so that the upper bound in (A.1) is true for C2 := max
(
σ2max(aθ+θkmax)

r

ar
θ

, aθ

)
. Concerning

the lower bound in (A.1), we have from (A.4),

‖u‖2Hr
θ
+

d∑

i=1

‖∂xiu‖2Hr
θ
6
∑

l∈Nd

u2l (aθ + λl)
r

(
1 +

λl
σ2min

)
,

so that the upper bound holds for C1 :=
1

min(σ2min,aθ)
. �

For all θ > 0, the operator −L∗
θ (recall its definition (1.14) and its decomposition (1.15))

is sectorial in L2
θ and generates a semigroup etL

∗
θ satisfying (see e.g. [23]) for all α > 0,

r > 0, and λ < θmin(k1, . . . , kd), there exists some C > 0 such that for all f ∈ Hr
θ ,

∥∥∥etL∗
θf
∥∥∥
Hr+α

θ

6 C
(
1 + t−α/2e−λt

)
‖f‖Hr

θ
, (A.5)

and for all f ∈ Hr
θ such that

∫
fwθ = 0,

∥∥∥etL∗
θf
∥∥∥
Hr+α

θ

6 Ct−
1
2 e−λt‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.6)

Let θ′ > 0. The point of the following result is to state similar contraction results for
L∗
θ′ in H

r
θ , in the case θ′ 6= θ:

Proposition A.2. For all 0 < θ 6 θ′ the following is true: the operator L∗
θ′ generates an

analytic semigroup in Hr
θ and for all r > 0, α > 0 and λ < θmin(k1, . . . , kd), there exists

a constant C > 0 such that for all f ∈ Hr
θ and t > 0

∥∥∥etL∗
θ′f
∥∥∥
Hr+α

θ

6 C
(
1 + t−α/2e−λt

)
‖f‖Hr

θ
, (A.7)

and for all r > 1, ∥∥∥∇etL∗
θ′f
∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 Ct−
1
2 e−λt‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.8)

Moreover for all r > 0, 0 < ε 6 1 and s > 0,
∥∥∥
(
e(t+s)L

∗
θ′ − etL

∗
θ′

)
f
∥∥∥
Hr+1

θ

6 Csεt−
1
2
−εe−λt ‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.9)

Finally, there exists r0 > 0 such that for all r > r0, t > 0 and all f ∈ Hr
θ ,

∥∥∥∥∥e
tL∗

θ′f −
∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

∥∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 e−λt
∥∥∥∥f −

∫

Rd

fwθ

∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

. (A.10)
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Proof of Proposition A.2. First remark that for all smooth test function u

(L∗
θ − L∗

θ′)u = (θ′ − θ)Kx · ∇u. (A.11)

Recalling the decomposition (1.15),since h′n(x) =
√
nhn−1(x) and xhn−1(x) =

√
nhn(x) +√

n− 1hn−2(x) (see e.g. [6], p.102), we get, for all l ∈ N,

(L∗
θ − L∗

θ′)ψθ,l = (θ′ − θ)

d∑

i=1

ki

√
θki
σ2i

√
lixiψθ,l↓i (A.12)

= (θ′ − θ)

d∑

i=1

ki

(
liψθ,l +

√
li(li − 1)ψθ,l�i

)
, (A.13)

where we used the following notations for the shifts w.r.t. the ith coordinate

l↓i = (l1, . . . , li−1, li − 1, li+1, . . . , ld), (A.14)

l↑i = (l1, . . . , li−1, li + 1, li+1, . . . , ld) (A.15)

and the convention ψl = 0 if li < 0 for some i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. In particular we have, recalling

that λθ,l = θ
∑d

i=1 kili,

− L∗
θ′ψθ,l =

θ′λθ,l
θ

ψθ,l + (θ′ − θ)

d∑

i=1

ki
√
li(li − 1)ψθ,l�i

, (A.16)

So, we deduce that for f =
∑

l flψθ,l, with fl ∈ C for all l,

∥∥∥∥
(
L∗
θ −

θ

θ′
L∗
)
f

∥∥∥∥
2

Hr
θ

=

(
1− θ

θ′

)2∑

l

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)fl⇈i

∣∣∣∣∣

2

.

Setting

I(r, f) :=
∑

l

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

(
d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)fl⇈i

)2

. (A.17)

Using Jensen’s inequality, we obtain (recalling that aθ = θTr(K)),

I(r, f) 6

+∞∑

l1,...,ld=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

(
d∑

i=1

θki(li + 1)

)(
d∑

i=1

θki(li + 2)
∣∣∣fl⇈i

∣∣∣
2
)

=
+∞∑

l1,...,ld=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+1

(
d∑

i=1

θki(li + 2)
∣∣∣fl⇈i

∣∣∣
2
)

=

+∞∑

l1,...,ld=2

(aθ + λθ,l−2)
r+1

(
d∑

i=1

θkili
∣∣fl1−2,...,li,li+1−2,ld−2

∣∣2
)

=
d∑

i=1

+∞∑

l1,...,ld=2

(aθ + λθ,l−2)
r+1 θkili

∣∣fl1−2,...,li,li+1−2,ld−2

∣∣2

=

d∑

i=1

+∞∑

li=2

+∞∑

lp=0
p 6=i

(
aθ + λθ,l�i

)r+1
θkili |fl|2 .
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Now we use that λθ,l�i
6 λθ,l for any l and i, so that

I(r, f) 6
d∑

i=1

+∞∑

li=2

+∞∑

lp=0
p 6=i

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+1 θkili |fl|2 , (A.18)

This sum is anyway smaller than

I(r, f) 6

d∑

i=1

+∞∑

li=0

+∞∑

lp=0
p 6=i

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+1 θkili |fl|2 =

+∞∑

l1=0

. . .

+∞∑

ld=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+1 λθ,l |fl|2 ,

6

+∞∑

l1=0

. . .
+∞∑

ld=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+2 |fl|2 = ‖(aθ −L∗

θ)f‖2Hr
θ
. (A.19)

Coming back to (A.17), we obtain
∥∥∥∥
(
L∗
θ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)
f

∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6

(
1− θ

θ′

)
‖(aθ − L∗

θ)f‖Hr
θ
, (A.20)

which implies in particular that
∥∥∥∥
(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)
f

∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6

(
2− θ

θ′

)
‖(aθ − L∗

θ)f‖Hr
θ
=

(
2− θ

θ′

)
‖f‖Hr+2

θ
. (A.21)

Let us now look for a lower bound. Using (a+ b)2 > ε
1+εa

2 − εb2 (ε > 0), we get

∥∥∥∥
(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)
f

∥∥∥∥
2

Hr
θ

=
∑

l

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

(
(aθ + λθ,l)fl

+

(
1− θ

θ′

) d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)fl⇈i

)2

>
ε

1 + ε

∑

l

(aθ + λθ,l)
r+2f2l − ε

(
1− θ

θ′

)2

I(r, f). (A.22)

Hence, recalling (A.19), we obtain
∥∥∥∥
(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)
f

∥∥∥∥
2

Hr
θ

> ε

(
1

1 + ε
−
(
1− θ

θ′

)2
)
‖(aθ − L∗

θ)f‖2Hr
θ

(A.23)

So for ε > 0 small enough (depending only on θ, θ′), there exists a constant cθ,θ′ > 0

such that we have
∥∥(aθ − θ

θ′L∗
θ′
)
f
∥∥
Hr

θ

> cθ,θ′ ‖(aθ − L∗
θ)f‖Hr

θ
. This means, together with

(A.21), that

cθ,θ′ ‖f‖Hr+2
θ

6

∥∥∥∥
(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)
f

∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6

(
2− θ

θ′

)
‖f‖Hr+2

θ
. (A.24)

In particular 0 is in the resolvent set of aθ− θ
θ′L∗

θ′ , and aθ− θ
θ′L∗

θ′ has a compact resolvent,
since it is the case for aθ −L∗

θ. So L∗
θ′ has a discrete spectrum, composed of a sequence of

eigenvalues with modulus going to infinity. But any eigenfunction ψ of L∗
θ′ in H

r
θ is also

an eigenfunction of L∗
θ′ in H

r
θ′ , and thus the eigenvalues of L∗

θ′ in H
r
θ are the λl,θ′ ’s, with
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associated eigenfunctions the ψl,θ′ ’s. So in particular L∗
θ′ is sectorial, and thus generates

an analytic semigroup etL
∗
θ′ in Hr

θ .

Let us now prove that the interpolation spaces induced by L∗
θ′ and L∗

θ in H
r
θ are equiva-

lent. Since the operator
(
θ
θ′L∗

θ′ − L∗
θ

) (
aθ − θ

θ′L∗
θ′
)−1

(and thus (1+(θL∗−L∗
θ)(aθ−θL∗)−1)α

for α > 0) is bounded in Hr
θ , we obtain

‖f‖Hr+α
θ

=
∥∥∥(aθ − L∗

θ)
α/2 f

∥∥∥
Hr

θ

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
1 +

(
θ

θ′
L∗
θ′ − L∗

θ

)(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)−1
)α/2(

aθ −
θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)α/2
f

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

(A.25)

6 C

∥∥∥∥∥

(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)α/2
f

∥∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

.

The inverse bound
∥∥∥
(
aθ − θ

θ′L∗
θ′
)α/2

f
∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 C‖f‖Hr+α
θ

follows from similar arguments.

We are now in condition to prove (A.5), applying [23], Th. 1.4.3. Indeed, L∗
θ′ has

a real spectrum smaller than −θ′min(k1, . . . , kd) on the the subspace of Hr
θ generated

by the eigenfunctions ψl,θ′ with l 6= 0, so applying this Theorem we get, denoting Pθ′f =

f−
∫
Rd
fwθ′

(
∫
Rd
wθ′)

2 the projection on this subspace (which is an element of B(Hr
θ ) for 0 < θ 6 θ′),

∥∥∥etL
∗
θ′Pθ′f

∥∥∥
Hr+α

θ

6 C1

∥∥∥∥∥

(
aθ −

θ

θ′
L∗
θ′

)α/2
etL

∗
θ′Pθ′f

∥∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 C2t
−α/2e−λt ‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.26)

This implies (A.5), since etL
∗
θ′ (1− Pθ′) f = (1− Pθ′) f .

The proof of (A.6) relies on the classical identity, valid for f ∈ L2
θ′ ,

etL
∗
θ′f = E

[
f
(
e−tθ

′Kx+
√

1− e−2tθ′KGθ′
)]
, (A.27)

where Gθ′ a gaussian variable on R
d with mean 0 and variance (θ′K)−1σ2. This implies

directly, for f ∈ Hr
θ with r > 1,

∇etL∗
N f = e−tθ

′K etL
∗
N∇f, (A.28)

and thus, denoting K = min{k1, . . . , kd},
∥∥∥∇etL∗

N f
∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 e−θ
′Kt
∥∥∥etL∗

N∇f
∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 C
(
1 + t−

1
2 e−λt

)
e−θ

′Kt ‖∇f‖Hr−1
θ

6 C ′t−
1
2 e−λt ‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.29)

For the proof of the third assertion, since [23], Th. 1.4.3. implies that for 0 < ε 6 1,
∥∥∥
(
esL

∗
θ′ − 1

)
f
∥∥∥
Hr

θ

6 Cεs
ε ‖f‖Hr+2ε

θ
, (A.30)
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we obtain, since
(
esL

∗
θ′ − 1

)
Pθ′f =

(
esL

∗
θ′ − 1

)
f and Pθ′ commutes with etL

∗
θ′ ,

∥∥∥
(
e(t+s)L

∗
θ′ − etL

∗
θ′

)
f
∥∥∥
Hr+1

θ

=
∥∥∥
(
esL

∗
θ′ − 1

)
etL

∗
θ′Pθ′f

∥∥∥
Hr+1

θ

6 Cεs
ε
∥∥∥etL∗

θ′Pθ′f
∥∥∥
Hr+1+2ε

θ

6 Csεt−
1
2
−εe−λt ‖f‖Hr

θ
. (A.31)

The last assertion is not a direct consequence of the estimates obtained above, since the
hypothesis

∫
Rd fwθ = 0 is not well adapted to the eigenfunctions ψl,θ′ of L∗

θ′ . In particular,

having
∫
Rd fwθ = 0 does not imply

∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ = 0, while it is the case when θ = θ′.

We will only be able to obtain this estimates for r large enough, via direct calculations.
Remark first that

1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥∥∥e
tL∗

θ′f −
∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

Hr
θ

=

〈
L∗
θ′e

tL∗
θ′f −

∫
Rd L∗

θ′e
tL∗

θ′fwθ∫
Rd wθ

, etL
∗
θ′ f −

∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

〉

Hr
θ

. (A.32)

Recalling that L∗
θ′a = 0 and remarking that

〈
a, etL

∗
θ′ f −

∫
Rd
e
tL∗

θ′ fwθ∫
Rd
wθ

〉

Hr
θ

= 0 for any

constant a, we get

1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥∥∥e
tL∗

θ′f −
∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

Hr
θ

=

〈
L∗
θ′

(
etL

∗
θ′f −

∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

)
, etL

∗
θ′ f −

∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

〉

Hr
θ

, (A.33)

so the proof of the last assertion reduces to the study of 〈L∗
θ′f, f〉Hr

θ
with

∫
Rd fwθ = 0.

Now for f satisfying
∫
Rd fwθ = 0, with decomposition f =

∑
l 6=0 flψl,θ, we get

− θ

θ′
〈L∗

θ′f, f〉Hr
θ
=
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2

+

(
1− θ

θ′

)
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)flf̄l⇈i


 .

(A.34)
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Now remark that for the second term, using Cauchy Schwarz inequality, we get
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)flf̄l⇈i

∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

{
(aθ + λθ,l)

r/2
√
λθ,lfl

}{(aθ + λθ,l)
r/2

√
λθ,l

d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)f̄l⇈i

}∣∣∣∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

1
2
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

λθ,l

(
d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)f̄l⇈i

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣

1
2

.

Using Jensen’s inequality

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

λθ,l

(
d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)f̄l⇈i

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣

6
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

λθ,l

(
d∑

i=1

θki(li + 2)

)
d∑

i=1

θki(li + 2)
∣∣∣fl⇈i

∣∣∣
2
,

=
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

λθ,l
(2aθ + λθ,l)

d∑

i=1

θki(li + 2)
∣∣∣fl⇈i

∣∣∣
2
,

Denoting by Ni :=⇈i

(
N
d \ {0}

)
=
{
l ∈ N

d, li > 2,
∑d

j=1 lj > 3
}
, we obtain

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

λθ,l

(
d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)f̄l⇈i

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣

6 2

d∑

i=1

∑

l∈Ni

(
aθ + λθ,l�i

)r

λθ,l�i

(
2aθ + λθ,l�i

)
θkili |fl|2

=
d∑

i=1

∑

l∈Ni

(aθ + λθ,l − 2θki)
r

λθ,l − 2θki
(2aθ + λθ,l − 2θki) θkili |fl|2

=

d∑

i=1

∑

l∈Ni

bθ,l,i (aθ + λθ,l)
r θkili |fl|2 ,

where

bθ,l,i :=
(aθ + λθ,l − 2θki)

r (2aθ + λθ,l − 2θki)

(aθ + λθ,l)
r (λθ,l − 2θki)

=

(
1− 2θki

aθ + λθ,l

)r (
1 +

2aθ
λθ,l − 2θki

)
.

(A.35)
Now, for l ∈ Ni, we have

aθ + λθ,l 6 dθkmax + λθ,l 6 (d+ 1)
kmax
kmin

λθ,l, (A.36)
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and

λθ,l − 2θki > θ




d∑

j=1

lj − 2


 kmin >

kmin
3kmax

λθ,l, (A.37)

so that

bθ,l,i 6

(
1− 2k2min

(d+ 1)kmax
· 1
∑d

j=1 kj lj

)r(
1 +

6d k2max
kmin

1
∑d

j=1 kj lj

)
. (A.38)

Now, observe that for c1, c2 > 0, x 7→
(
1− c1

x

)r (
1 + c2

x

)
is strictly increasing with limit

1 as x → ∞, provided that r > c2
c1
. Hence, taking r large enough in (A.38) (r depending

only on K and d, not on l, i nor θ) we have |bθ,l,i| 6 1, which means that the second term
of the right-hand side of (A.34) is bounded as follows:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
r

d∑

i=1

θki
√

(li + 1)(li + 2)flf̄l⇈i

∣∣∣∣∣∣
6
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2. (A.39)

We deduce from (A.34) and this estimate that
∣∣∣∣∣∣
− θ

θ′

〈
P⊥
θ L∗

θ′P⊥
θ f, f̄

〉
Hr

θ

−
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
6

(
1− θ

θ′

)∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2,

(A.40)
which means that

− Re
〈
L∗
θ′f, f̄

〉
Hr

θ

>
∑

l 6=0

(aθ + λθ,l)
rλθ,l|fl|2 > θkmin‖f‖2Hr

θ
. (A.41)

�

As already stated in Section 1.3, we rely in this paper on a “pivot” space structure (see
[10], pp.81-82): observe first that for u ∈ L2

−θ, v ∈ L2
θ 7→

∫
Rd uvdx defines a continuous

linear form on L2
θ. Respectively, for u ∈

(
L2
θ

)′
, the mapping ψ 7→ Tu(ψ) := 〈u , ψw−θ〉

defines a continuous linear form on L2 (that is the usual L2 space without weight, i.e.
w ≡ 1 in (1.13)). By Riesz Theorem, there exists v ∈ L2, such that Tu(ψ) =

∫
vψ =∫

ṽψ̃, ψ ∈ L2, for ṽ := vwθ/2 ∈ L2
−θ, ψ̃ = ψw−θ/2 ∈ L2

θ. This observation permits the

identification of (L2
θ)

′ with L2
−θ (and hence, 〈·, ·〉(L2

θ
)′×L2

θ
with 〈·, ·〉L2 = 〈·, ·〉). Now, since

Hr
θ → L2

θ is dense, we have a dense injection (L2
θ)

′ → H−r
θ . With the identification

(L2
θ)

′ ≈ L2
−θ, we obtain, for all u ∈ L2

−θ ⊂ H−r
θ and all f ∈ Hr

θ ,

〈u, f〉H−r
θ

×Hr
θ
= 〈u, f〉.

Remark in particular that if u ∈ L2
−θ, then for all f ∈ Hr+1

θ we have

|〈∂xiu, f〉| = |−〈u, ∂xif〉| 6 C‖u‖H−r
θ

‖f‖Hr+1
θ

, (A.42)

so that if u ∈ H−r
θ then ∇u ∈ H

−(r+1)
θ with

‖∇u‖
H

−(r+1)
θ

6 C‖u‖H−r
θ
. (A.43)
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With this structure, since L2
θ is reflexive the closure of Lθ′ , seen as an operator on (L2

θ)
′,

is the adjoint of L∗
θ′ ([25], Th. 5.29) and is thus sectorial and defines an analytical semi-

group etLθ′ in H−r
θ . In the same way, since Hr

θ is reflexive, the adjoint of etL
∗
θ′ seen as an

operator on Hr
θ is etLθ′ seen as an operator on H−r

θ ([32], Cor. 10.6).
From Proposition A.2 and the structure described above we deduce directly the following

estimates for the semi-group induced by Lθ′ (recall (1.20)) in H−r
θ and t > 0.

Proposition A.3. For all 0 < θ 6 θ′ the operator Lθ′ is sectorial and generates an
analytical semi-group in H−r

θ . Moreover we have the following estimates: for any r > 0,
α > 0 and λ < θmin(k1, . . . , kd) there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all u ∈
H

−(r+α)
θ ,

∥∥etLθ′u
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 C
(
1 + t−α/2e−λt

)
‖u‖

H
−(r+α)
θ

, (A.44)

and for all r > 1,
∥∥etLθ′∇u

∥∥
H−r

θ

6 Ct−
1
2 e−λt‖u‖H−r

θ
. (A.45)

Moreover for all r > 0, 0 < ε 6 1 and s > 0,

∥∥∥
(
e(t+s)Lθ′ − etLθ′

)
u
∥∥∥
H−r

θ

6 Csεt−
1
2
−εe−λt ‖u‖

H
−(r+1)
θ

. (A.46)

Finally, there exist r0 > 0, C > 0 such that for any 0 < θ 6 θ′, for all r > r0, t > 0 and
all u ∈ H−r

θ satisfying
∫
u = 0,

∥∥etLθ′u
∥∥
H−r

θ

6 Ce−λt ‖u‖H−r
θ
. (A.47)

Proof of Proposition A.3. The spectral structure of Lθ′ follows directly from the one of
L∗
θ′ . To prove the first estimate of the proposition it is now sufficient to remark that for

all f ∈ Hr
θ , u ∈ L2

−θ,

∣∣〈etLθ′u, f〉
∣∣ =

∣∣∣〈u, etL∗
θ′ f〉

∣∣∣ 6 C
(
1 + t−α/2e−λt

)
‖f‖Hr

θ
‖u‖

H
−(r+α)
θ

.

For the second point,

∣∣〈etLθ′∇u, f〉
∣∣ =

∣∣∣〈u,∇etL∗
θ′f〉

∣∣∣ 6 Ct−α/2e−λt ‖f‖Hr
θ
‖u‖

H
−(r+α)
θ

.

The third point follows from similar estimates. For the last point, remark that if 〈u , 1〉 =
0,

∣∣〈etLθ′u, f〉
∣∣ =

∣∣∣
〈
u, etL

∗
θ′ f
〉∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

〈
u, etL

∗
θ′f −

∫
Rd e

tL∗
θ′fwθ∫

Rd wθ

〉∣∣∣∣∣

6 Ct−α/2e−λt
∥∥∥∥f −

∫
fwθ

∥∥∥∥
Hr

θ

‖u‖
H

−(r+α)
θ

, (A.48)

and
∥∥f −

∫
fwθ

∥∥
Hr

θ

6 2‖f‖Hr
θ
.

�
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Appendix B. Grönwall Lemma

Lemma B.1. Let t 7→ yt be a nonnegative and continuous function on [0, T ) satisfying,
for all t ∈ [0, T ) and some positive constants c0 and c1,

yt 6 c0 + c1

∫ t

0

(
1 +

1√
t− s

)
ys ds. (B.1)

Then for all t ∈ [0, T ), yt 6 2c0e
αt with α = 2c1+4c21

(
Γ
(
1
2

))2
, where Γ is the usual special

functionΓ(r) =
∫∞
0 xr−1e−xdx.

For the proof of this Lemma, see [20], Lemma 5.2.

Lemma B.2. Let a, b, λ > 0 and φ a nonnegative measurable function on [0,+∞) such
that φ is integrable on [0,+∞). Suppose that t > 0 7→ ut is a nonnegative function
satisfying

ut 6 a+ b

∫ t

0
(1 + φ(t− s)) e−λsusds. (B.2)

Then, there exists some constant C(b, φ) > 0 such that

sup
t > 0

ut 6 2a exp

(
C(b, φ)

λ

)
. (B.3)

Proof of Lemma B.2. Define A = A(b, φ) > 0 such that
∫ +∞
0 φ(u)1{φ(u) > A}du 6 1

2b .
Then, for all v 6 t

uv 6 a+ b

∫ v

0
e−λsusds+ b

∫ v

0
φ(v − s)1{φ(v−s) > A}e

−λsusds

+ b

∫ v

0
φ(v − s)1{φ(v−s) 6 A}e

−λsusds,

6 a+ b

∫ v

0
e−λsusds+ b sup

s 6 v
us

∫ v

0
φ(v − s)1{φ(v−s) > A}ds+ bA

∫ v

0
e−λsusds,

6 a+ b (1 +A)

∫ v

0
e−λsusds+

1

2
u∗v 6 a+ b (1 +A)

∫ t

0
e−λsu∗sds+

1

2
u∗t ,

where we have defined u∗(s) := supr 6 s ur. Since the last inequality is true for all v 6 t,
we get

u∗t 6 2a+ 2b (1 +A)

∫ t

0
e−λsu∗sds.

The usual Grönwall lemma applied to t 7→ u∗t gives the conclusion, for C(b, φ) = 2b(1 +
A(b, φ)). �
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