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Abstract

We study the long-time behavior of some McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations
used to model the evolution of large populations of interacting agents. We give conditions
ensuring the local stability of an invariant probability measure. Lions derivatives are used
in a novel way to obtain our stability criteria. We obtain results for non-local McKean-
Vlasov equations on R

d and for McKean-Vlasov equations on the torus where the interaction
kernel is given by a convolution. On R

d, we prove that the location of the roots of an
analytic function determines the stability. On the torus, our stability criterion involves the
Fourier coefficients of the interaction kernel. In both cases, we prove the convergence in the
Wasserstein metric W1 with an exponential rate of convergence.

Keywords McKean-Vlasov SDE, Long-time behavior, Mean-field interaction, Lions deriva-
tive
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the long-time behavior of the solutions of a class of McKean-Vlasov
stochastic differential equations (SDE) of the form:

dXν
t = V(Xν

t , µt)dt + σdBt, (1.1)

µt = Law(Xν
t ), µ0 = ν.

In this equation, (Bt)t≥0
is a standard R

d-valued Brownian motion, σ is a deterministic
matrix, and ν is the law of the initial condition Xν

0 , assumed to be independent of (Bt)t≥0.
McKean-Vlasov equations appear naturally as the limit N → ∞ of the following particle
system (Xi,N

t )
t≥0

, solution of

dX
i,N
t = V(Xi,N

t , µ
N
t )dt + σdB

i,N
t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, (1.2)

where µN
t is the empirical measure µN

t = 1

N ∑N
j=1 δX

j,N
t

and (Bi,N
t )t≥0

are N independent

standard Brownian motions. We refer to [45] for an introduction to this topic.

∗Inria, CMAP, CNRS, École polytechnique, Institut Polytechnique de Paris, 91120 Palaiseau, France.
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Such particle systems and their mean-field counterparts are used in a wide range of
applications such as plasma physics [22, 32], fluid mechanics [26], astrophysics (particles are
stars or galaxies [51]), bio-sciences (to understand the collective behavior of animals [8]),
neuroscience (to model assemblies of neurons, such as integrate and fire neurons [21, 25] or
FitzHugh–Nagumo neurons [39]), opinion dynamics [18] and economics [10].

In these applications, one important question concerns the long-time behavior of the
solutions. As such, the ergodic properties of McKean-Vlasov equations (1.1) have been
studied in many different contexts and approaches.

Two families of assumptions are known to ensure that (1.1) admits a unique, globally
attractive invariant probability measure. The first type of assumption deals with kernels
given by V(x,µ) = −∇V (x) − ∇W ∗ µ(x), where V,W have suitable convexity properties.
The first results in this direction were obtained in [3, 4] in dimension one. In larger dimen-
sions, [41, 50] proved the convergence uniformly in time of a suitable particle system towards
the mean-field equation. As such, they obtained the ergodicity of the McKean-Vlasov equa-
tion from the ergodicity of the particle system. These uniformly in time propagation of
chaos arguments have been used wisely; see for instance [19, 31] for recent results in this
direction. These results have also been obtained by using functional inequalities [5, 11]: the
idea is to define a measure-valued functional (known as the entropy or free energy), which
only decreases along the trajectories of the solution of (1.1).

The second kind of assumption involves weak enough interactions. When the dependence
of V with respect to the measure is sufficiently weak, one expects global stability because this
situation can be seen as a perturbation of the case without interactions. As such, it is possible
to extend techniques from ergodic Markov processes to the case of weak interactions. This
includes, for instance, coupling techniques [27, 9, 1, 23, 24] or Picard iterations in suitable
spaces [16].

It is also well-known that, in general, such global stability results cannot hold be-
cause (1.1) may have multiple invariant probability measures and periodic solutions [43,
34, 49]. These examples motivate the current question of the paper, namely the study of the
local stability of a given invariant probability measure of (1.1). That is, being given ν∞ an
invariant probability measure of (1.1), we address the following question:

Is there exist an open neighborhood of ν∞ such that for all initial conditions ν within this
neighborhood, the law of Xν

t converges to ν∞, as t goes to infinity? If so, for which metric
does the convergence hold, and what is the rate of convergence?

Such local stability results can be obtained via partial differential equation (PDE) tech-
niques, using that the marginals of the non-linear process solve a non-linear PDE (the
Fokker-Planck equation). The strategy is to linearize the non-linear PDE around ν∞, to
study the existence of a spectral gap for the linear equation in appropriate Banach spaces,
and to use perturbation techniques to obtain the convergence for the non-linear PDE. We
refer to [33, 40] for an overview of these techniques. When the non-linear PDE admits a gra-
dient flow structure, it is also possible to study the local stability of an invariant probability
measure using functional inequalities; see [47, 48, 12]. In [47], the author study the local
stability of an invariant probability measure in weighted L2 norm. The result is obtained
assuming a spectral condition related to the positivity of the Hessian of the free energy
functional, evaluated at the invariant distribution.

Our approach differs from these two methods on several points. We do not rely on the
non-linear Fokker-Planck PDE nor need a gradient flow structure. Instead, we use directly
the stochastic representation (1.1). Our strategy is to differentiate the interaction kernel
with respect to the initial probability measure, in the neighborhood of ν∞. There are several
notions of derivation with respect to probability measures (see [10]): we use here the Lions
derivatives. We denote by P2(Rd) the set of probability measures on R

d having a second
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moment. For all x ∈ Rd and t ≥ 0, we consider the function

P2(Rd) ∋ ν ↦ V(x,Law(Xν
t )) =∶ vx

t (ν) ∈ Rd
,

where Xν
t is the solution of (1.1) starting with law ν at time 0. We prove that under suitable

assumptions, this function is Lions differentiable at ν∞, meaning that for all ν ∈ P2(Rd), we
have

V(x,Law(Xν
t )) = V(x, ν∞) +E∂νv

x
t (ν∞)(Z0) ⋅ (Z − Z0) + o((E∣Z −Z0∣2)1/2).

In this equation, Z,Z0 are any random variables defined on the same probability space, with
laws equal to ν and ν∞. We write E(Z −Z0∣Z0) = h(Z0), where h is a deterministic function
from R

d to R
d. As such, the function h encodes the correlations between the initial conditions

Z and Z0. It follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that E∣h(Z0)∣2 ≤ E∣Z − Z0∣2 <∞.
Therefore, h ∈ L2(ν∞). We define the linear operator Ωt ∶ L

2(ν∞)→ L2(ν∞) by

Ωt(h) ∶= x↦ E∂νv
x
t (ν∞)(Z0) ⋅ h(Z0).

The fact that Ωt(h) ∈ L2(ν∞) for all h ∈ L2(ν∞) is not granted apriori and will follow from
our assumptions on the function V. So we have (recall that ν = Law(Z) and E(Z −Z0∣Z0) =
h(Z0))

V(x,Law(Xν
t )) = V(x, ν∞) +Ωt(h)(x) + o((E∣Z −Z0∣2)1/2).

Our spectral conditions under which we prove that ν∞ is locally stable can be stated in terms
of the decay of the function t ↦ Ωt, as t goes to infinity. We show that the integrability of
this function on R+ implies the stability of ν∞. In addition, the decay of t ↦ Ωt as t goes
to infinity gives precisely the rate of convergence of Law(Xν

t ) towards ν∞, in Wasserstein
metrics. Crucial to our analysis, we provide an explicit integral equation to compute this
function Ωt. To do so, we consider the linear process (Y ν

t )t≥0
associated with (1.1) and ν∞,

defined as the solution of
dY

ν
t = V(Y ν

t , ν∞)dt + σdBt,

starting from Law(Y ν
0 ) = ν. We define similarly for x ∈ Rd and t ≥ 0 the function

P2(Rd) ∋ ν ↦ u
x
t (ν) ∶= V(x,Law(Y ν

t )).
Under non-restrictive assumptions, ux

t is Lions differentiable at ν∞, and we can define

∀h ∈ L2(ν∞), Θt(h) ∶= x ↦ E∂νu
x
t (ν∞)(Z0) ⋅ h(Z0).

We prove the following key relation between Θt and Ωt

∀t ≥ 0, Ωt(h) = Θt(h) +∫
t

0
Θt−s(Ωs(h))ds.

That is, Ω is a solution of a Volterra integral equation whose kernel is given by Θ: in the
language of integral equations, Ω is the resolvent of Θ. This relation is helpful because
it is easier to get estimates on ux

t , which involves a linear Markov process, rather than
getting estimates on vx

t , which involves the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation (1.1).
In particular, this relation allows to deduce the decay properties of Ω from properties of Θ,
using Laplace transform. We obtain our stability results for the Wasserstein W1 metric.

The contributions of this work are the following. First, in Section 2, we consider dynamics
of the form V(x,µ) = b(x) + ∫Rd F (x, y)µ(dy), for some smooth functions b ∶ Rd → R

d and

F ∶ Rd
×R

d → R
d. The function b is assumed to be confining. Our main result, Theorem 2.5,

states that the stability of an invariant probability measure is determined by the location
of the roots of an explicit analytic function associated with the dynamics. Stability holds
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when all the roots lie on the left half-plane, and we prove convergence in Wassertein metric
W1 with an exponential rate. Our result shows that the stability is completely determined
by a discrete set, this set being given by the zeros of an analytic function associated to the
underlying Markov process. Note that we do not require any structural assumption on b

and F : in particular, we do not require any convexity assumption on the coefficients. Our
stability criterion is analogous to the Jacobian stability criterion for ODE, for which the
location of the zeros of the characteristic polynomial determines the stability.

Second, in Section 3, we consider a McKean-Vlasov equation on the torus Td
∶= (R/(2πZ))d,

with an interaction kernel given by a convolution: V(x,µ) = − ∫Td ∇W (x − y)µ(dy), where

W is a smooth function from T
d to R. We assume that σ = √2β−1Id for some β > 0, where

Id is the identity matrix. This setting covers many interesting models; see [12]. We study
the stability of the uniform probability measure U(dx) ∶= dx

(2π)d . Our second main result,

Theorem 3.2, states that when infn∈Zd∖{0} ∣n∣2(β + W̃ (n)) > 0, W̃ (n) being the n-th Fourier
coefficient of W , then U is locally stable for the W1 metric. Our result complements the
results of [12], for which static bifurcations are studied: in particular, we exhibit the same
critical parameter. In both parts, we use the strategy described above, using Lions deriva-
tives and probabilistic tools. The criteria we obtain are optimal: violations of the criteria
occur strictly at bifurcation points.

The strategy presented in this work also applies to mean-field models of noisy integrate-
and-fire neurons. In an unpublished preliminary version of this work [15], we study the
stability of the stationary solutions of such a mean-field model of noisy neurons. In addition,
periodic solutions via Hopf bifurcations are studied in [17]. For the sake of clarity, we restrict
here ourselves to a diffusive setting.

Finally, we mention an important open problem concerning the long-time behavior of
the particle system (1.2). On the one hand, general conditions are known to ensure that
the particle system is ergodic. On the other hand, numerical studies show that this particle
system can have metastable behavior in the sense that the convergence of the empirical
measure µN

t towards its invariant state can be very slow when N is large. The locally stable
invariant probability measures of the non-linear equation (1.1) are good candidates to be
metastable states of the particle system (1.2). Characterizing those metastable states in
quantitative terms is a challenging mathematical question. Recent partial results have been
obtained in this direction [7, 2, 37, 14, 20], and we hope to progress on this question in future
works.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to express his gratitude to Etienne Tanré for
many suggestions at different steps of this work and hearty encouragement. He also thanks
Romain Veltz and René Carmona for their valuable advice. This research has received
funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Framework Programme for Research and
Innovation under the Specific Grant Agreement No. 945539 (Human Brain Project SGA3)
and was supported by AFOSR FA9550-19-1-0291.

2 McKean-Vlasov equations on Rd

2.1 Main result

Let P1(Rd) be the space of probability measures on R
d with a finite first moment. We

consider the following McKean-Vlasov equation on R
d:

dX
ν
t = b(Xν

t )dt +∫
Rd
F (Xν

t , y)µt(dy)dt + σdBt with µt = Law(Xν
t ). (2.1)

4
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The initial condition Xν
0 has law ν ∈ P1(Rd). Here, (Bt)t≥0

is a d-dimensional standard
Brownian motion, σ ∈Md(R) is a constant d × d matrix with detσ > 0.

Assumption 2.1. The functions b ∶ Rd → R
d and F ∶ R2d → R

d are C2, b is globally
Lipschitz, and the derivatives of F are bounded (b and F are not assumed to be bounded
themselves):

∀i, j ∈ {i, . . . , d}2
, ∥∂xiF ∥∞ + ∥∂2

xi,xj
F ∥∞ <∞.

This ensures in particular that (2.1) has a unique path-wise solution. Let ν∞ ∈ P1(Rd)
be an invariant probability measure of (2.1), that is:

∀t ≥ 0, Law(Xν∞
t ) = ν∞.

Denote by α(x) the interaction term under ν∞:

∀x ∈ Rd
, α(x) ∶= ∫

Rd
F (x, y)ν∞(dy). (2.2)

Each invariant probability measure of (2.1) is characterized by its associated function α, and
we sometimes denote by να

∞ such invariant probability measure to emphasize the dependence
on α. We assume:

Assumption 2.2. There exists β > 0 and R ≥ 0 such that

∀x,x
′ ∈ Rd

, ∣x − x′∣ ≥ R Ô⇒ (x − x′) ⋅ [(b +α)(x) − (b +α)(x′)] ≤ −β∣x − x′∣2.
Remark 2.3. In particular, this is satisfied provided that F is bounded (or independent of
x) and there exists β > 0 and R ≥ 0 such that:

∣x − x′∣ ≥ R Ô⇒ (x − x′) ⋅ (b(x) − b(x′)) ≤ −β∣x − x′∣2.
Let (Y α

t )t≥0 the solution of the linear SDE

dY α
t = b(Y α

t )dt + α(Y α
t )dt + σdBt. (2.3)

Note that ν∞ = να
∞ is also an invariant probability measure of this linear SDE. In addition,

a result of Eberle [23] (see (2.7) below) ensures that ν∞ is the unique invariant probability
measure of (2.3).

Consider H ∶= L2(ν∞) the Hilbert space of measurable functions h ∶ Rd → R
d satisfying:

∥h∥2H ∶= ∫ ∣h(y)∣2ν∞(dy) <∞.
We denote by L(H) the space of bounded linear operators from H to itself. Key to our
analysis is the following family of bounded linear operators Θt ∈ L(H), t ≥ 0:

∀h ∈H, Θt(h)(x) ∶= ∫
Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

t ) ⋅ h(y)να
∞(dy). (2.4)

The notation EyF (x,Y α
t ) means that the initial condition of (Y α

t ) is set to be y ∈ Rd (that is
Y α

0 = y). In addition, ∇yEyF (x,Y α
t ) is the Jacobian matrix of y ↦ EyF (x,Y α

t ). The result
of Eberle [23] (see (2.8) below) implies that there exists κ∗ > 0 and C > 0 such that

∀h ∈ H, ∥Θt(h)∥∞ ≤ Ce−κ∗t∥h∥H. (2.5)

Denote by I ∈ L(H) the identity operator. Let D = {z ∈ C, R(z) > −κ∗}. For all z ∈ D,
consider the Laplace transform of Θt:

Θ̂(z) = ∫
∞

0
e
−ztΘtdt.

We recall some properties of this operator-valued function.

5
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Proposition 2.4. We have:

(a) For all z ∈ D, Θ̂(z) ∈ L(H) is an Hilbert-Schmidt operator. In particular, Θ̂(z) is a
compact operator.

(b) D ∋ z ↦ Θ̂(z) is an analytic operator-valued function, and (I − Θ̂(z))−1
exists for all

z ∈D∖S, where S is a discrete subset of D. In addition, (I − Θ̂(z))−1
is meromorphic

in D, holomorphic in D ∖ S.

(c) The function D ∋ z ↦ det(I−Θ̂(z)) ∈ C is analytic, where det is the regularized Fredholm
determinant. In addition, I − Θ̂(z) is invertible if and only if det(I − Θ̂(z)) ≠ 0.

Proof. By Fubini, we have

Θ̂(z)(h) = x ↦ ∫
Rd
Kz(x, y)h(y)ν∞(dy),

where Kz(x, y) ∶= ∫ ∞0 e−zt
∇yEyF (x,Y α

t )dt. Using (2.8), it holds that supx,y∈Rd ∣Kz(x, y)∣ <∞
for all z ∈D. Therefore, Kz(⋅, ⋅) ∈ L2(Rd

×R
d, ν∞⊗ν∞) and so Theorem VI.23 in [42] applies

and gives the first point. For R(z) large enough, it holds that ∥Θ̂(z)∥H < 1. Therefore,
I − Θ̂(z) is invertible provided that R(z) is large enough, the inverse is given by its Neu-
mann series. So the second point follows from the analytic Fredholm theorem, see Theorem
VI.14 in [42]. Finally, the third point is a fundamental result of the theory of Fredholm
determinants for Hilbert-Schmidt operators, see for instance [44].

Our main result is

Theorem 2.5. Consider ν∞ an invariant probability measure of (2.1) and let α be given
by (2.2). Assume that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Define the “abscissa” of the rightmost
zeros of det(I − Θ̂(z)):

−λ
′
∶= sup{R(z) ∣ z ∈D, det(I − Θ̂(z)) = 0}. (2.6)

Assume that λ′ > 0. Then ν∞ is locally stable: there exists C, ǫ > 0 and λ ∈ (0, λ′) such that
for all ν ∈ P1(Rd) with W1(ν, ν∞) < ǫ, it holds that

∀t ≥ 0, W1(Law(Xν
t ), ν∞) ≤ CW1(ν, ν∞)e−λt

.

2.2 Remarks and examples

We now give explanations on Theorem 2.5, in particular on the spectral assumption involv-
ing (2.6). From now on, the constants may vary from one line to the other.

Gradients bounds

We denote by (Y α,δx
t ) the solution of (2.3) with initial condition Y

α,δx

0 = x. Under assump-
tions 2.2, Theorem 1 in [23] applies: there exists κ∗ > 0 and C∗ > 1 such that for all x, y ∈ Rd

and all t ≥ 0,
W1(Law(Y α,δx

t ),Law(Y α,δy

t )) ≤ C∗e−κ∗t∣x − y∣. (2.7)

We deduce from this inequality the following gradient bound. For all f ∈ C1(Rd):
∀y ∈ Rd

, ∣∇yEyf(Y α
t )∣ ≤ C∗∥∇f∥∞e−κ∗t

, (2.8)

In particular, by choosing f = F (x, ⋅), we obtain the estimate (2.5). Note that it is possible
to get gradient bounds similar to (2.8) under less restrictive assumptions on b and σ; see [46].
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On the spectral condition

We consider the following bounded linear operator Ωt ∈ L(H) by taking the Neumann series:

∀h ∈H, Ωt(h) ∶=∑
i≥1

Θ⊗i
t (h), (2.9)

where the linear operators Θ⊗(i)t are defined recursively by

∀t ≥ 0, Θ
⊗(i+1)
t (h) = ∫

t

0
Θt−s(Θ⊗i

s (h))ds, and Θ
⊗1
t (h) = Θt(h).

The series (2.9) converges uniformly on any compact [0, T ] for T > 0. The operators Ωt and
Θt satisfy the following Volterra integral equation:

∀h ∈H, Ωt(h) = Θt(h) +∫ t

0
Θt−s(Ωs(h))ds (2.10)

= Θt(h) +∫ t

0
Ωt−s(Θs(h))ds.

We denote by ∥Ωt∥L(H) the operator norm of Ωt:

∥Ωt∥L(H) ∶= sup
∥h∥H≤1

∥Ωt(h)∥H.
Then the spectral condition λ′ > 0 is equivalent to the exponential decay of t↦ ∥Ωt∥L(H):
Proposition 2.6. The two following statements are equivalent

(a) λ′ > 0, where λ′ is given by (2.6).

(b) ∃λ > 0 such that supt≥0 e
λt∥Ωt∥L(H) <∞.

Proof. We first show that (b) implies (a): by assumption, there exists λ ∈ (0, κ∗) such that
z ↦ Ω̂(z) is an analytic operator-valued function on R(z) > −λ. In view of (2.10), we have
for R(z) > −λ, Ω̂(z) = Θ̂(z) + Θ̂(z) ⋅ Ω̂(z) = Θ̂(z) + Ω̂(z) ⋅ Θ̂(z), and so

I = (I + Ω̂(z))(I − Θ̂(z)) = (I − Θ̂(z))(I + Ω̂(z)).
Therefore, I − Θ̂(z) is invertible for all R(z) > −λ, and consequently λ′ ≥ λ > 0.

We then show that (a) implies (b): this follows from a Paley-Wiener theorem. Let
λ ∈ (0, λ′) and define Kt ∶= eλtΘt and Rt ∶= eλtΩt. It holds that K ∈ L1(R+;L(H)) (because
λ < κ∗) and I − K̂(z) is invertible for all R(z) ≥ 0 (because λ < λ′). Therefore, by [30, Ch. 2,
Th. 4.1]∗, it holds that R ∈ L1(R+;L(H)). Using the estimate (2.5) and (2.10), we find that

∥Ωt(h)∥∞ ≤ Ce−κ∗t∥h∥H +C ∫ t

0
e
−κ∗s∥Ωt−s∥L(H)∥h∥Hds

≤ C∥h∥H (e−κ∗t
+ e
−λt ∫

t

0
e

λ(t−s)∥Ωt−s∥L(H)ds)
≤ C∥h∥H (1 +∫ ∞

0
∥Rs∥L(H)ds)e−λt

.

This shows that supt≥0 e
λt∥Ωt∥L(H) <∞. This ends the proof.

∗The result in [30] is stated and proved for matrix valued operators. The extension to Hilbert-Schmidt
operators is straightforward by the exact same arguments.
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The spectral condition is necessary

Let h ∈H be fixed and let Z0 be a random variable of law ν∞. For ǫ ∈ R, let νǫ ∶= Law(Z0 +

ǫh(Z0)). We will see that the operator Ωt admits the following probabilistic representation
(see Remark 2.23 below):

∀t ≥ 0, Ωt(h)(x) = lim
ǫ→0

1

ǫ
∫

Rd
F (x, y)(Law(Xνǫ

t ) − ν∞)(dy), x ∈ Rd
, (2.11)

where (Xνǫ
t ) is the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation (2.1) starting with law νǫ. We

have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

W1(νǫ, ν∞) ≤ ǫE∣h(Z0)∣ ≤ ǫ∥h∥H.
Assume that the conclusion of Theorem 2.5 holds. Then there exists C, λ > 0 such that for
all ǫ small enough,

W1(Law(Xνǫ
t ), ν∞) ≤ Cǫe−λt∥h∥H.

We deduce that:

∀x ∈ Rd
, ∣∫

Rd
F (x, y)(Law(Xνǫ

t ) − ν∞)(dy)∣ ≤ Cǫ∥∇yF ∥∞e−λt∥h∥H.
Therefore, ∥Ωt(h)∥∞ ≤ C∥∇yF ∥∞e−λt∥h∥H.
Using Proposition 2.6, we deduce that λ′ > 0, where λ′ is given by (2.6). In other words, the
spectral condition λ′ > 0 is necessary to have stability in W1 norm.

Structural stability with convex coefficients

The classical situation where stability is known to hold globally is the following: assume that
there exist functions V,F ∶ Rd → R such that b(x) = −∇V (x) and F (x, y) = −∇W (x−y).
Assume that W is convex and even and that V is strongly convex:

∃θ > 0,∀x ∈ Rd
, W (x) =W (−x), ∇

2
W (x) ≥ 0, and ∇

2
V (x) ≥ θId. (2.12)

Then, by [13, Th. 7], it holds that

∀t ≥ 0,∀ν,µ ∈ P2(Rd), W2(Law(Xν
t ),Law(Xµ

t )) ≤ e−θt/2
W2(ν,µ).

Therefore, these structural conditions ensure that (2.1) has a unique invariant probability
measure, which is globally stable in W2 norm. We show that our spectral condition is
satisfied under these conditions.

Lemma 2.7. Under the structural assumption (2.12), it holds that λ′ > 0, λ′ given by (2.6),
and so Theorem 2.5 applies.

Proof. Let ν∞ be the unique invariant probability measure of (2.1). Let h ∈H, ǫ ∈ R and let
νǫ = L(Z0 + ǫh(Z0)), where Law(Z0) = ν∞. We have

∣∫
Rd
∇W (x− y)(Law(Xνǫ

t ) − ν∞)(dy)∣ ≤ ∥∇2
W ∥∞W1(Law(Xνǫ

t ), ν∞)
≤ ∥∇2

W ∥∞W2(Law(Xνǫ
t ), ν∞)

≤ ∥∇2
W ∥∞e−θt/2

W2(νǫ, ν∞)
≤ Ce−θt/2√

E∣ǫh(Z0)∣2 = C ∣ǫ∣e−θt/2∥h∥H.
Therefore, by (2.11), we have

∀h ∈H, ∥Ωt(h)∥∞ ≤ Ce−θt/2∥h∥H.
So Proposition 2.6 applies and λ′ > 0.

8
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Case of weak interactions

One way to check that the spectral condition λ′ > 0 holds, λ′ given by (2.6), is to compute
the L1 norm of Θt. Recall that ∥Θt∥L(H) = sup∥h∥H≤1∥Θt(h)∥H.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that ∫ ∞0 ∥Θt∥L(H)dt < 1. Then λ′ > 0 and so ν∞ is locally stable.

Proof. Recall that by (2.5), it holds that supt≥0 e
κ∗t∥Θt∥L(H) < ∞. Therefore, there exists

δ > 0 small enough such that

∫
∞

0
e

δt∥Θt∥L(H)dt < 1.

For R(z) ≥ −δ, it holds that ∥Θ̂(z)∥L(H) ≤ ∫ ∞0 e−R(z)t∥Θt∥L(H)dt < 1. We deduce that

I − Θ̂(z) is invertible for R(z) ≥ −δ, with inverse given by ∑k≥0 (Θ̂(z))k. So λ′ ≥ δ > 0.

This assumption is typically satisfied if the non-linear part in (2.1) is weak enough.
Given M ∈ Md(C), let ∥M∥2 be the spectral norm of the matrix M . We let [F ] ∶=
supx,y∈Rd∥∇yF (x, y)∥2. Then, from (2.7), we have ∥Θt∥L(H) ≤ C∗[F ]e−κ∗t. Therefore, if[F ] < κ∗/C∗, then λ′ > 0, and so any invariant probability measure of (2.1) is locally stable.

Case of “separable” interactions

Assume that F is “separable”, in the sense that there exist functions wi ∶ R
d → R

d and
fi ∶ R

d → R such that

∀x, y ∈ Rd
×R

d
, F (x, y) = p

∑
i=1

fi(y)wi(x).
Let H0 be the following subspace of H of finite dimension

H0 ∶= {h ∣ h = p

∑
i=1

βiwi, β ∈ Rp}.
For all h ∈H and for all t ≥ 0, it holds that Θt(h) ∈ H0. The restriction of Θt to H0 can be
represented by a p × p matrix, again denoted by Θt, and we have

Θi,j
t = ∫

Rd
∇yEyfi(Y α

t ) ⋅wj(y)ν∞(dy), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p.

In that case, the determinant in Theorem 2.5 is the standard determinant of matrices. This
instance already covers a number of interesting examples.

Case with small noise (σ ≃ 0)

We now discuss the case where the noise σ is small. The case σ ≡ 0 would require a special
treatment and is not included in Theorem 2.5. It is however instructive to see that the
criterion involving (2.6) is equivalent to the classical stability criterion of a deterministic
dynamical systems in R

d. When σ ≡ 0, the invariant measures are of the form δx∗ for some
x∗ ∈ Rd. Let V(x, y) = b(x) + F (x, y). Assume that

∃κ > 0, sup
t≥0

e
κt∥et∇xV(x∗,x∗)∥2 <∞. (2.13)

This condition means that x∗ is a stable equilibrium point for the ODE ẏ = V(y,x∗). In-
deed, (2.13) is equivalent to the fact that the Jacobian matrix of the vector field x ↦ V(x,x∗)
has all its eigenvalues in the left half-plane R(z) < 0.

9
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Lemma 2.9. Assume (2.13) holds and σ ≡ 0. Then, the criterion λ′ > 0, λ′ given by (2.6),
is equivalent to the fact that the Jacobian matrix of the vector field x ↦ V(x,x) at the point
x∗ has all its eigenvalues in the left half-plane R(z) < 0.

The proof is given in the Appendix. We now treat the case σ small using a perturbation
argument of σ ≡ 0. Assume that for ∥σ∥2 small enough, the McKean-Vlasov equation (1.1)
has a unique invariant measure in the neighborhood of δx∗ . That is, we assume that there
exists ρ0, σ0 > 0 such that for any σ ∈Md(R) with det(σ) > 0 and ∥σ∥2 ≤ σ0, it holds that:

Card{ν ∈ P1(Rd) ∶ W1(ν, δx∗) ≤ ρ0 and ν is an invariant probability measure of (1.1)} = 1.

We denote by νσ
∞ be this invariant distribution. To emphasize the dependence on σ, until

the end of this section, we also denote by Θσ
t the operator given by (2.4) when the SDE (2.3)

has diffusion coefficient σ. Similarly, we denote by Ωσ
t the operator defined by (2.9). The

precise description of Θ0
t and Ω0

t is given in the proof of Lemma 2.9. In particular, we have

Θ
0
t(h)(x) = ∇yV(x,x∗)et∇xV(x∗,x∗)

⋅ h(x∗).
Assume that x∗ is a stable point for the ODE ẋ = V(x,x). Then, by (2.13) and Lemma 2.9,
it holds that

∃κ > 0, sup
t≥0

e
κt [∥Θ0

t∥L(H) + ∥Ω0
t ∥L(H)] <∞. (2.14)

Proposition 2.10. Assume that (2.14) holds. In addition assume that for all ǫ > 0, there
exists θ > 0 such that ∥σ∥2 ≤ θ Ô⇒ sup

t≥0

e
κt∥Θσ

t −Θ
0
t ∥L(H) ≤ ǫ. (2.15)

Then there exists σ0, λ > 0 such that

∥σ∥2 ≤ σ0, sup
t≥0

e
λt∥Ωσ

t ∥L(H) <∞.
Therefore Theorem 2.5 applies and νσ

∞ is locally stable.

This result can be summarize has follows: assuming that x∗ is a stable equilibrium for the
ODE ẋ = V(x,x), if (2.15) holds then stability also hold with small noise. Again, the proof
is given on the Appendix. Finally, let us comment on how the rate of convergence depends
on σ. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.10, the constant λ′ given by (2.6) is lower
bounded by a strictly positive constant independent of ∥σ∥2 ∈ [0, σ0]. However, the rate of
convergence is W1 norm still depends on σ: the bottleneck is coming from the constant κ∗
of (2.7), which in general vanishes as the noise goes to zero. In some specific examples, the
rate of convergence does not vanish as σ goes to zero. Consider for instance the case where
b(x) + ∫Rd F (x, y)νσ

∞(dy) = −∇V σ(x) for some function V σ
∶ R

d → R. Assume that V σ is a
uniformly convex function, uniformly in σ ∈ [0, σ0]:

∃σ0, η0 > 0 ∶ ∀σ with ∥σ∥2 ≤ σ0,∀x ∈ Rd
, ∇

2
V

σ(x) ≥ η0Id,

where Id denoted the identity matrix on Md(R). Then (2.7) holds with constants indepen-
dent of σ. In that case, the rate of convergence in W1 norm in Theorem 2.5 does not vanish
as the noise vanishes.

A simple explicit example

We close this Section with a simple explicit example. Consider for J ∈ R∗ the following
McKean-Vlasov SDE on R:

dXt = −Xtdt + JE cos(Xt)dt +√2dBt. (2.16)

10
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The associated linear process (Y α
t ) is the solution of the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck SDE

dY α
t = −Y α

t dt +αdt +
√

2dBt.

This linear process admits a unique invariant probability measure given by να
∞ = N (α,1),

such that if G is a standard Gaussian random variable, E cos(Y α,να
∞

t ) = E cos(α+G) = cos(α)√
e

.

We deduce that the invariant probability measures of (2.16) are {N (α,1) ∣ α ∈ R, √e

J
α =

cos(α)}. Let α ∈ R such that
√

e

J
α = cos(α). We have:

∀t ≥ 0, Θt = J ∫
R

d

dy
Ey cos(Y α

t )να
∞(dy) = − J√

e
e
−t sin(α).

So, for R(z) > −1, Θ̂(z) = − J
z+1

e−1/2 sin(α) and the equation Θ̂(z) = 1 has a unique solution

z = −Je−1/2 sin(α) − 1. This root is strictly negative if and only if J sin(α) > −√e. We
deduce by Theorem 2.5 that να

∞ is locally stable provided that J sin(α) > −√e. Recall that
α
√
e = J cos(α). So among all the invariant probability measures of (2.16), the (locally)

stable ones are the N (α,1) with
α tan(α) > −1.

2.3 Notations

For x ∈ Rd, we denote by ∣x∣ its Euclidean norm. Recall that H ∶= L2(ν∞) is the Hilbert
space of measurable functions h ∶ Rd → R

d such that

∥h∥2H ∶= ∫ ∣h(x)∣2ν∞(dx) <∞.
We denote by K ∶=W 1,∞(Rd;Rd) the subspace of H consisting of all bounded and Lipschitz
continuous functions k ∶ Rd → R

d. We equip K with:

∀k ∈ K, ∥k∥K ∶= ∥k∥∞ + ∥∇k∥∞.
Note that, using Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, the operators Θt and Ωt, defined by (2.4)
and (2.10), map H to K. Given I a closed interval of R+, we denote by C(I ;K) the space
of continuous functions from I to K. Let α ∶ Rd → R

d satisfying (2.2). Let k ∈ C(R+;K).
Consider Y α+k,ν

t the solution of the following linear non-homogeneous R
d-valued SDE

dY α+k,ν
t = b(Y α+k,ν

t )dt +α(Y α+k,ν
t )dt + kt(Y α+k,ν

t )dt + σdBt, (2.17)

where the initial condition satisfies Law(Y α+k,ν
0 ) = ν. Note that Y α+k,ν

t is a solution of (2.1)
provided that k satisfies the following closure equation:

∀x ∈ Rd
, ∀t ≥ 0, α(x) + kt(x) = EF (x,Y α+k,ν

t ). (2.18)

Finally, for y ∈ Rd and g a test function, we write Eyg(Y α+k
t ) ∶= Eg(Y α+k,δy

t ).
A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.5 is the notion of Lions derivatives. A

function u ∶ P2(Rd)→ R is Lions differentiable at ν0 ∈ P2(Rd) if there exists a deterministic
function ∂νu(ν0) ∶ Rd → R

d such that for every random variables Z0,H defined on the same
probabilistic space (Ω,F ,P) with Law(Z0) = ν0 and E∣H ∣2 <∞, we have for ν = Law(Z0+H):

u(ν) = u(ν0) + E [∂νu(µ0)(Z0) ⋅H] + o(√E∣H ∣2), as E∣H ∣2 goes to zero.

We refer to [10] for a detailed presentation of this theory. Let ψ ∈ C1(Rd) with ∥∇ψ∥∞ <∞.
We recall that the linear functional

u(ν) = ∫
Rd
ψ(y)ν(dy)

is Lions differentiable at every ν0 ∈ P2(Rd), with a Lions derivative given by

∂µu(ν0)(y) = ∇ψ(y).
11
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2.4 An integrated sensibility formula

Let α ∶ Rd → R
d satisfying (2.2). The goal of this Section is to prove the following “integrated

sensitivity formula”.

Proposition 2.11. Let k ∈ C(R+;K) and ν ∈ P1(Rd). Let g ∈ C2(Rd) with ∥∇g∥∞ +∥∇2g∥∞ <∞. It holds that for all t ≥ 0,

Eg(Y α+k,ν
t ) −Eg(Y α,ν

t ) = ∫ t

0
∫

Rd
[∇yEyg(Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kθ(y)]Law(Y α+k,ν

θ )(dy)dθ.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that the initial condition ν belongs to P2(Rd).

We define for all 0 ≤ θ ≤ t:
∀ν ∈ P2(Rd), u

g

t,θ(ν) ∶= Eg(Y α,ν

t−θ ).
By the Markov property, ug

t,θ is linear with respect to ν:

u
g

t,θ(ν) = ∫
Rd

Eyg(Y α
t−θ)ν(dy).

By [29, Th. 7.18], the function y ↦ Eyg(Y α
t−θ) is continuously differentiable with a bounded

derivative. So ug

t,θ is Lions differentiable with

∂νu
g

t,θ(ν)(y) = ∇yEyg(Y α
t−θ).

Therefore, it suffices to prove that

Eg(Y α+k,ν
t ) −Eg(Y α,ν

t ) = ∫ t

0
E [∂νu

g

t,θ(Law(Y α+k,ν

θ ))(Y α+k,ν

θ ) ⋅ kθ(Y α+k,ν

θ )]dθ.
Given θ ≥ 0 and k ∈ C(R+;K), we write for all u ≥ 0:

∀y ∈ Rd
, k

[θ]
u (y) ∶= ⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

ku(y) if u ≤ θ
0 if u > θ (2.19)

The proof of Proposition 2.11 is deduced from the following Lemma and from the fundamen-
tal theorem of calculus.

Lemma 2.12. The function θ ↦ Eg(Y α+k[θ] ,ν
t ) is differentiable for all θ ∈ (0, t) and

d

dθ
Eg(Y α+k[θ] ,ν

t ) = E∂νu
g

t,θ(Law(Y α+k,ν

θ ))(Y α+k,ν

θ ) ⋅ kθ(Y α+k,ν

θ ). (2.20)

Proof. Fix θ ∈ (0, t) and δ > 0 small enough such that θ + δ ∈ (0, t). We write

Yθ ∶= Y α+k,ν

θ , Y 1
θ+δ ∶= Y α+k[θ] ,ν

θ+δ , Y 2
θ+δ ∶= Y α+k,ν

θ+δ

µθ ∶= Law(Yθ), µ1
θ+δ ∶= Law(Y 1

θ+δ), µ2
θ+δ ∶= Law(Y 2

θ+δ).
The notations are illustrated on Figure 1. We have by the Markov property satisfied by Y

at time θ + δ

Eg(Y α+k[θ+δ] ,ν
t ) − Eg(Y α+k[θ],ν

t ) = Eg(Y α,µ2

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
) −Eg(Y α,µ1

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
).

By definition of the Lions derivative at the point µ1
θ+δ we have

Eg(Y α,µ2

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
) − Eg(Y α,µ1

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
) = E∂νu

g

t,θ+δ(µ1
θ+δ)(Y 1

θ+δ) ⋅ (Y 2
θ+δ − Y

1
θ+δ) + o(√E∣Y 2

θ+δ − Y
1

θ+δ ∣2).
(2.21)

12
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0 θ θ + δ t

Yθ ∼ µθ

Y 2

θ+δ ∼ µ2

θ+δ

Y 1

θ+δ ∼ µ1

θ+δ

time

(Y α+k[θ]

u )u∈[0,t]

(Y α+k[θ+δ]

u )u∈[0,t]

Figure 1

By Lemma 2.13 (a) below, it holds that o(√E∣Y 2
θ+δ − Y

1
θ+δ ∣2) = o(δ) as δ goes to zero. We

now approximate Y 1
θ+δ and Y 2

θ+δ by a one-step Euler scheme:

Y
1

θ+δ ≈ Ỹ 1
θ+δ ∶= Yθ +α(Yθ)δ + σ(Wθ+δ −Wθ) (2.22)

Y
2

θ+δ ≈ Ỹ 2
θ+δ ∶= Yθ +α(Yθ)δ + kθ(Yθ)δ + σ(Wθ+δ −Wθ)

Note that Ỹ 2
θ+δ − Ỹ

1
θ+δ = kθ(Yθ)δ. These one-step Euler schemes have an error in L2 norm of

size o(δ) (see Lemma 2.13 (c) below), therefore:√
E∣Y 1

θ+δ − Ỹ
1

θ+δ ∣2 +√E∣Y 2
θ+δ − Ỹ

2
θ+δ ∣2 = o(δ),

so (2.21) gives

Eg(Y α,µ2

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
) −Eg(Y α,µ1

θ+δ

t−(θ+δ)
) = δE [∂νu

g

t,θ+δ(µ1
θ+δ)(Y 1

θ+δ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)] + o(δ).
Finally, one has

∣E [∂νu
g

t,θ+δ(µ1
θ+δ)(Y 1

θ+δ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)] −E [∂νu
g

t,θ(µθ)(Yθ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)]∣
≤ ∣E [∂νu

g

t,θ+δ(µ1
θ+δ)(Y 1

θ+δ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)] −E [∂νu
g

t,θ+δ(µθ)(Yθ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)]∣
+ ∣E [∂νu

g

t,θ+δ(µθ)(Yθ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ) − E∂νu
g

t,θ(µθ)(Yθ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ)]∣ =∶ A1 +A2.

By Lemma 2.14 (a) there exists a constant C(t) such that

A1 ≤ C(t)∥kθ∥K√E∣Y 1
θ+δ − Yθ ∣2 Lem. 2.13 (b)≤ C(t)√δ sup

θ∈[0,t]

∥kθ∥K.
Let ǫ > 0 be fixed. Lemma 2.14 (b) yields for δ small enough:

A2 ≤ ǫ sup
θ∈[0,t]

∥kθ∥K.

13
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Altogether, we find that

Eg(Y a+k[θ+δ],ν
t ) −Eg(Y a+k[θ],ν

t ) = δE∂νu
g

t,θ(µθ)(Yθ) ⋅ kθ(Yθ) + o(δ).
This ends the proof.

We used the following classical estimates (the constants depend on α and k):

Lemma 2.13. We have, with the notations introduced in the proof of Lemma 2.12,

(a) it holds that E∣Y 2
θ+δ − Y

1
θ+δ ∣2 ≤ C(t)δ2.

(b) it holds that E ∣Y 1
θ+δ − Yθ ∣2 ≤ C(t)δ.

(c) the Euler scheme (2.22) satisfies E∣Y 1
θ+δ − Ỹ

1
θ+δ ∣2 + E∣Y 2

θ+δ − Ỹ
2

θ+δ ∣2 = o(δ2), as δ goes to
zero.

We also used the following regularity results on ∂νu
g
t,s(ν)(y) = ∇yEyg(Y α

t−s). The proofs
follow easily from the stochastic representation of y ↦ ∇yEyg(Y α

t−s): in particular this func-
tion has a bounded derivative (because ∥∇g∥∞ + ∥∇2g∥∞ <∞, see [29, Th. 7.18]).

Lemma 2.14. It holds that:

(a) there exists a constant C(t) such that any square-integrable variables Z,Z′,

sup
0≤s≤t

E ∣∂νu
g
t,s(Law(Z))(Z) − ∂νu

g
t,s(Law(Z′))(Z′)∣2 ≤ C(t)E∣Z −Z′∣2.

(b) the function s↦ ∂νu
g
t,s(Law(Z))(Z) is continuous: for all ǫ > 0 there exists δ > 0:

∀s, s
′ ∈ [0, t], ∣s − s′∣ ≤ δ Ô⇒ E ∣∂νu

g

t,s′(Law(Z))(Z) − ∂νu
g
t,s(Law(Z))(Z)∣2 < ǫ.

Remark 2.15. It is also possible to prove Proposition 2.11 without using Lions derivatives.
Fix t > 0 and define for s ∈ (0, t)

(s, y) ↦ φ(s, y) ∶= Eyg(Y α
t−s).

Given k ∈ C([0, t];K), we denote by

Lα+k
θ ψ ∶= (b +α + kθ) ⋅ ∇ψ + 1

2

d

∑
i,j=1

(σσ∗)i,j∂xi∂xjψ, θ ∈ [0, t],
the infinitesimal generator associated to Y α+k. It holds that φ ∈ C1,2([0, t) ×Rd) with

∂

∂s
φ(s, y) = −Lα

s φ(s, y).
So, by Itô’s lemma,

Eφ(s,Y α+k,ν
s ) = Eφ(0, Y α+k,ν

0 ) −∫ s

0
ELα

θ φ(θ,Y α+k,ν

θ )dθ +∫ s

0
ELα+k

θ φ(θ,Y α+k,ν

θ )dθ
= Eφ(0, Y α+k,ν

0 ) +∫ s

0
E∇yφ(θ,Y α+k,ν

θ ) ⋅ kθ(Y α+k,ν

θ )dθ.
We used that Lα+k

θ ψ −Lα
θψ = ∇ψ ⋅ kθ. Using the definition of φ, we find:

Eφ(s,Y α+k,ν
s ) = Eg(Y α,ν

t ) +∫ s

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyg(Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kθ(y)L(Y α+k,ν

θ )(dy)dθ.
Finally, we let s converges to t and find the stated formula.
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As a corollary, we obtain the following apriori control of the Wasserstein distance between
two solutions of SDE driven by slightly different drifts. Recall that C∗, κ∗ > 0 are given
by (2.7).

Corollary 2.16. For all t ≥ 0 and k ∈ C([0, t];K), it holds that

W1(Law(Y α+k,ν
t ),Law(Y α,ν

t )) ≤ C ∫ t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kθ∥∞dθ.

Proof. Let g ∈ C2(Rd). Using (2.8) and Proposition 2.11, we have for g ∈ C2(Rd),
∣Eg(Y α+k,ν

t ) −Eg(Y α,ν
t )∣ ≤ C∗∥∇g∥∞∫ t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kθ∥∞dθ.

This inequality also holds if g ∈ C1(Rd) by a standard approximation argument.

Note that by choosing g = F (x, ⋅), Proposition 2.11 gives:

EF (x,Y α+k,ν
t ) −EF (x,Y α,ν

t ) = ∫ t

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kθ(y)Law(Y α+k,ν

θ )(dy)dθ. (2.23)

Recall that Θt(k) is defined by (2.4). When ν = ν∞ and when k is small, we obtain:

EF (x,Y α+k,ν∞
t ) − α(x) ≈ ∫ t

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kθ(y)ν∞(dy)dθ = ∫ t

0
Θt−θ(kθ)(x)dθ.

This observation is crucially used in the next Section.

2.5 Control of the non-linear interactions

Recall that (Xν
t ) denotes the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation (2.1). For all t ≥ 0

and ν ∈ P1(Rd), we define

ϕ
ν
t (x) ∶= EF (x,Y α,ν

t ) −α(x),
k

ν
t (x) ∶= EF (x,Xν

t ) −α(x).
Recall that Ωt(h) is defined by (2.9). In this Section, we prove that:

Proposition 2.17. For all T > 0, there is a constant CT such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], for all
x ∈ Rd and for all ν ∈ P1(Rd):

∣kν
t (x) −ϕν

t (x) −∫ t

0
Ωt−s(ϕν

s)(x)ds∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2.
The first step is to show the following apriori estimate on kν

t :

Lemma 2.18. Let T > 0. There exists a constant CT such that

∀ν ∈ P1(Rd), sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥kν
t ∥K ≤ CTW1(ν, ν∞).

In addition, kν ∈ C([0, T ];K).
Proof. We have

k
ν
t (x) = ∫

Rd
F (x, y)(Law(Xν

t ) − ν∞)(dy).
Using Lemma 2.20 below, we deduce that ∣kν

t (x)∣ ≤ CT ∥∇yF ∥∞W1(ν, ν∞). Similarly,

∣∇kν
t (x)∣ ≤ CT ∥∇2

x,yF ∥∞W1(ν, ν∞).
15
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This shows the bound on supt∈[0,T ]∥kν
t ∥K. Moreover,

k
ν
t (x) − kν

s (x) = ∫
Rd
F (x, y) (Law(Xν

t ) −Law(Xν
s )) (dy).

In addition, for all T > 0 and ν ∈ P1(Rd), there exists a constant C(T, ν) such that

∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, W1(Law(Xν
t ),Law(Xν

s )) ≤ E ∣Xν
t −X

ν
s ∣ ≤ C(T, ν)√t − s.

We deduce that kν ∈ C([0, T ];H).
Next, using Proposition 2.11, we show that:

Lemma 2.19. For all T > 0, there is a constant CT such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], for all x ∈ Rd

and for all ν ∈ P1(Rd):
∣kν

t (x) −ϕν
t (x) − ∫ t

0
Θt−s(kν

s )(x)ds∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2.
Proof. Using the closure equation (2.18), we have:

k
ν
t (x) = EF (x,Y α+kν ,ν

t ) −α(x)
= EF (x,Y α+kν ,ν

t ) −EF (x,Y α,ν
t ) +ϕν

t (x).
We apply Proposition 2.11 and obtain:

k
ν
t (x) −ϕν

t (x) = ∫ t

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kν
θ (y)Law(Xν

θ )(dy)dθ.
We used that Law(Y α+kν ,ν

θ ) = Law(Xν
θ ). Let

G
x
t,θ(y) ∶= ∇yEyF (x,Y α

t−θ) ⋅ kν
θ (y).

We deduce that:

k
ν
t (x) −ϕν

t (x) = ∫ t

0
Θt−θ(kν

s )(x)ds +Rt(x),
where

Rt(x) ∶= ∫ t

0
(EGx

t,θ(Xν
θ ) −EGx

t,θ(Xν∞
θ ))dθ.

Using Lemma 2.18, we deduce for all T > 0, there exists a constant CT , such that

∀x ∈ Rd
,∀0 ≤ θ ≤ t ≤ T, ∥∇Gx

t,θ∥∞ ≤ CTW1(ν, ν∞).
Therefore, using Lemma 2.20 below, we deduce that ∣Rt(x)∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2.

By iterating the estimate of Lemma 2.19, we deduce the proof of Proposition 2.17.

Proof of Proposition 2.17. For i ∈ N, define:

ψ
i
t(x) ∶= ϕν

t (x) +∫ t

0
Θt−θ(ϕν

θ)(x)dθ +⋯+∫ t

0
Θ
⊗i
t−θ(ϕν

θ)(x)dθ.
Let DT a constant such that for all k ∈ K, supt∈[0,T ]∥Θt(k)∥∞ ≤ DT ∥k∥∞. By induction, we
have:

∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∥Θ⊗i
t (k)∥∞ ≤ (DT )i ti−1

(i − 1)! ∥k∥∞.
Let CT be the constant of Lemma 2.19. By induction, we deduce that:

∥kν
t − ψ

i
t −∫

t

0
Θ
⊗(i+1)
t−θ (kν

θ )dθ∥∞ ≤ CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2 (1 +DT t +⋯+
(DT t)i
i!

) .
To conclude, it suffices to take the limit i→∞: ψi

t converges uniformly to ϕν
t +∫ t

0
Ωt−θ(ϕν

s)ds,
and ∫ t

0
Θ
⊗(i+1)
t−θ (kν

θ )dθ converges uniformly to zero. This ends the proof.
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We used the following apriori estimate on the solution of (2.1).

Lemma 2.20. Let T > 0. There exists a constant CT such that for all µ1, µ2 ∈ P1(Rd),
∀t ∈ [0, T ], W1(Law(Xµ1

t ),Law(Xµ2

t )) ≤ CTW1(µ1, µ2).
Proof. Consider (Xµ1

t ,X
µ2

t ) the solutions of (2.1) coupled with the same Brownian motion.
The initial conditions (Xµ1

0 ,X
µ2

0 ) are chosen such that E∣Xµ1

0 − X
µ2

0 ∣ = W1(µ1, µ2). Let
µ1

t ∶= Law(Xµ1

t ) and µ2
t ∶= Law(Xµ2

t ). From (2.1) and Assumption 2.1, we have

E ∣Xµ1

t −X
µ2

t ∣ ≤ E ∣Xµ1

0 −X
µ2

0 ∣ +E∫ t

0
∣b(Xµ1

s ) − b(Xµ2

s )∣ds
+∫

t

0
∫

Rd
∣EF (Xµ1

s , y) −EF (Xµ2

s , y)∣Law(Xµ1

s )(dy)ds
+∫

t

0
∣∫

Rd
EF (Xµ2

s , y)(Law(Xµ1

s ) −Law(Xµ2

s ))(dy)∣ds.
The functions F and b are Lipschitz, so there exists a constant L such that

E ∣Xµ1

t −X
µ2

t ∣ ≤ E ∣Xµ1

0 −X
µ2

0 ∣ +L∫ t

0
E ∣Xµ1

s −X
µ2

s ∣ds.
By Grönwall’s inequality, we deduce that

W1(Law(Xµ1

t ),Law(Xµ2

t )) ≤ E∣Xµ1

t −X
µ2

t ∣ ≤ eLt
E∣Xµ1

0 −X
µ2

0 ∣ = eLt
W1(µ1, µ2).

2.6 Proof of Theorem 2.5

We now give the proof of Theorem 2.5. By combining Proposition 2.17, Corollary 2.16, and
Proposition 2.6, we obtain:

Lemma 2.21. Assume that λ′ > 0, where λ′ is given by (2.6). Let λ ∈ (0, λ′). There exists
a constant Cλ such that for all T > 0, there is a constant CT such that for all ν ∈ P1(Rd)
and for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

W1(Law(Xν
t ), ν∞) ≤ Cλe

−λt
W1(ν, ν∞) +CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2.

Importantly, the constant Cλ above does not depend on T .

Proof. We write

W1(Law(Xν
t ), ν∞) =W1(Law(Y α+kν ,ν

t ), ν∞)
≤W1(Law(Y α+kν ,ν

t ),Law(Y α,ν
t )) +W1(Law(Y α,ν

t ), ν∞)
≤ C∗∫

t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kν

θ ∥∞dθ +C∗W1(ν, ν∞)e−κ∗t
.

We used Corollary 2.16 to estimate W1(Law(Y α+kν ,ν
t ),Law(Y α,ν

t )) and (2.7) as well as
Markov property to estimate W1(Law(Y α,ν

t ), ν∞). Applying Proposition 2.17, we deduce
that

∫
t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kν

θ ∥∞dθ ≤ ∫
t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ) [∥ϕν

θ∥∞ +∫ θ

0
∥Ωθ−u(ϕν

u)∥∞du]dθ +CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2.

17



Cormier Stability of the stationary solutions of McKean-Vlasov equations

The estimate (2.8) implies that ∥ϕν
θ∥∞ ≤ C∗W1(ν, ν∞)∥∇yF ∥∞e−κ∗θ. Fix λ ∈ (0, λ′). In view

of (2.5), (2.10) and the proof of Proposition 2.6, the spectral assumption λ′ > 0 implies that
there exists a constant C such that

∀h ∈H, ∥Ωt(h)∥∞ ≤ Ce−λt∥h∥H.
Therefore, using that λ < κ∗, we have

∫
θ

0
∥Ωθ−u(ϕν

u)∥∞du ≤ C ∫
θ

0
e
−λ(θ−u)

e
−κ∗u

W1(ν, ν∞)du ≤ Cλe
−λθ

W1(ν, ν∞).
Altogether, we deduce the stated inequality.

Finally, the proof of Theorem 2.5 is deduced from Lemma 2.21 by following the argument
of [7, Proposition 5.2].

Proof of Theorem 2.5. We choose T large enough such that Cλe
−λT ≤ 1

4
. We choose ǫ > 0

small enough such that

W1(ν, ν∞) ≤ ǫ Ô⇒ CT (W1(ν, ν∞))2 ≤ 1

4
W1(ν, ν∞).

Therefore we have, by induction, provided that W1(ν, ν∞) ≤ ǫ:
W1(Law(Xν

kT ), ν∞) ≤ (1/2)kW1(ν, ν∞).
We write t = kT + s for some s ∈ [0, T ). Using Lemma 2.20, there exists a constant C such
that

W1(Law(Xν
t ), ν∞) ≤ C(1/2)kW1(ν, ν∞) ≤ C

2
e
−ct
W1(ν, ν∞),

where c ∶= log(2)

T
. This ends the proof of Theorem 2.5.

2.7 Connections with Lions derivatives

In this Section, we give a probabilistic interpretation of the linear maps Θt(h) and Ωt(h).
Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space. Let Z0,H ∈ L2(Ω,F ,P) such that Law(Z0) = ν∞. We
denote by h ∶ Rd → R

d a measurable function such that:

P(dω)p.s. E[H ∣ Z0] = h(Z0).
It follows from E∣H ∣2 < ∞ and from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that h ∈ H. Define for
all x ∈ Rd, t ≥ 0 and ν ∈ P2(Rd):

u
x
t (ν) ∶= EF (x,Y α,ν

t ),
v

x
t (ν) ∶= EF (x,Xν

t ).
Proposition 2.22. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we have:

(a) There exists a constant CT such that for all random variables Z0,H with Law(Z0) = ν∞
and E∣H ∣2 <∞, for all t ∈ [0, T ] and for all x we have, for ν = Law(Z0 +H):

∣ux
t (ν) − α(x) −Θt(h)(x)∣ ≤ CTE∣H ∣2.

(b) The function ux
t is Lions differentiable at ν∞, with a derivative given by

∂νu
x
t (ν∞)(y) = ∇yEyF (x,Y α

t ).

18
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(c) There exists a constant CT such that for all random variables Z0,H with Law(Z0) = ν∞
and E∣H ∣2 <∞, for all t ∈ [0, T ] and for all x we have, for ν = Law(Z0 +H):

∣vx
t (ν) − α(x) −Ωt(h)(x)∣ ≤ CTE∣H ∣2.

(d) The function vx
t is Lions differentiable at ν∞, with a derivative given by

∂νv
x
t (ν∞)(y) = ∇yEyF (x,Y α

t ) + ∫ t

0
Ωt−s(∇yEyF (⋅, Y α

s ))(x)ds. (2.24)

Remark 2.23. In particular, from points 1 and 3, we have for all h ∈H:

Θt(h)(x) = lim
ǫ→0

ux
t (Law(Z0 + ǫh(Z0))) − α(x)

ǫ
,

Ωt(h)(x) = lim
ǫ→0

vx
t (Law(Z0 + ǫh(Z0))) −α(x)

ǫ
.

Proof. The first two points follow from the fact that ux
t (ν) depends linearly on ν: ux

t (ν) =
Eg(Z0 +H), with g(y) ∶= EyF (x,Y α

t ). This function g is C2 and there exists a constant CT

such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], for all x ∈ Rd, ∥∇2g∥∞ ≤ CT . Therefore:

u
x
t (ν) −α(x) = Eg(Z0 +H) −Eg(Z0) = E∫ 1

0
∇g(Z0 + θH) ⋅Hdθ

= E∇g(Z0) ⋅H + E∫ 1

0
(∇g(Z0 + θH) −∇g(Z0)) ⋅Hdθ

= E∇g(Z0) ⋅H +OT (E∣H ∣2).
So ux

t is Lions differentiable at ν∞ with ∂νu
x
t (ν∞)(y) = ∇g(y). In addition:

E∇g(Z0) ⋅H = E[∇g(Z0) ⋅ E(H ∣ Z0)] = E∇g(Z0) ⋅ h(Z0) = Θt(h)(x).
The third point is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.17 and of the inequality:

W1(ν, ν∞)2 ≤W2(ν, ν∞)2 ≤ E∣H ∣2.
To check the last point, it suffices to show that

E[∂νv
x
t (ν∞)(Z0) ⋅ h(Z0)] = Ωt(h),

where ∂νv
x
t (ν∞)(y) is given by the right-hand side of (2.24). This equality follows by the

linearity of h↦ Ωt(h) and by Fubini’s theorem.

2.8 Static bifurcation analysis: a Green-Kubo formula

Our result also provides some information on the number of invariant probability measures
of (2.1). In this Section, in addition to Assumption 2.1, we assume that F is bounded

sup
x,y∈Rd

∣F (x, y)∣ <∞,
and that the drift is confining in the sense that:

∃R,β > 0, ∣x − y∣ ≥ R Ô⇒ (b(x) − b(y)) ⋅ (x − y) ≤ −β∣x − y∣2.
We consider the following open ball of K

K0 ∶= {α ∈ K ∶ ∥α∥K ≤ ∥F ∥∞ + ∥∇xF ∥∞}.
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Let α ∈ K0. Then Assumption 2.2 holds with constants R,β independent of α. So the
SDE (2.17) has a unique invariant probability measure, denoted by να

∞. In addition, the
bound (2.7) holds, for some constants C∗ and κ∗ which do not depend on α. We consider
Ψ ∶ K0 → K0, defined by:

∀α ∈ K0, Ψ(α) ∶= x ↦ ∫
Rd
F (x, y)να

∞(dy).
Note that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the invariant probability measures
of (2.1) and the fixed-points of Ψ in K0. The following result is a generalization of the
Green-Kubo formula [36, Ch. 5]:

Proposition 2.24. The function Ψ is Frechet differentiable at every α ∈ K0 and

DαΨ(α) ⋅ ǫ = ∫ ∞

0
Θt(ǫ)dt = Θ̂(ǫ)(0), ǫ,α ∈ K0,

where Θt is given by (2.4).

Proof. We have for all T ≥ 0,

∫
Rd
F (x, y)(να+ǫ

∞ − ν
α
∞)(dy) = [EF (x,Y α+ǫ,να+ǫ

∞
T ) −EF (x,Y α+ǫ,να

∞
T )]

+ [EF (x,Y α+ǫ,να
∞

T ) −EF (x,Y α,να
∞

T )]
=∶ A(x) +B(x).

By (2.7), there exist positive constants C,κ∗ such that ∥A∥K ≤ Ce−κ∗TW1(να+ǫ
∞ , να

∞): this
term can be made arbitrarily small by choosing T sufficiently large. In addition, using
Proposition 2.11, we have

B(x) = ∫ T

0
∫

Rd
[∇yEyF (x,Y α

T−θ) ⋅ ǫ(y)]Law(Y α+ǫ,να
∞

θ )(dy)dθ.
It follows that ∥B∥K ≤ C∥ǫ∥∞. Letting T → ∞ proves that Ψ is continuous. By refining
the previous argument, we show that this function is Frechet differentiable with the stated

derivative. Define Gx
t (y) ∶= ∇yEyF (x,Y α

t ) ⋅ ǫ(y). We have B(x) = ∫ T

0
EGx

T−θ(Y α+ǫ,να
∞

θ )dθ
and, by Girsanov’s theorem, provided that ∥ǫ∥2∞T < 1, we have:

∣EGx
T−θ(Y α+ǫ,να

∞
θ ) −EGx

T−θ(Y α,να
∞

θ )∣ ≤ C∥Gx
T−θ∥∞√θ∥ǫ∥∞

≤ Ce−κ∗(T−θ)∥ǫ∥2∞√T .
Therefore, we deduce that

∣B(x) −∫ ∞

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

θ ) ⋅ ǫ(y)να
∞(dy)dθ∣ ≤ C(√T∥ǫ∥2∞ + e−κ∗T ).

Overall, there exists a constant C such that

∣∫
Rd
F (x, y)(να+ǫ

∞ − ν
α
∞)(dy) −∫ ∞

0
∫

Rd
∇yEyF (x,Y α

θ ) ⋅ ǫ(y)να
∞(dy)dθ∣

≤ C[e−κ∗T
+ ∥ǫ∥2∞√T ].

We choose T = 1/∥ǫ∥∞ and let ∥ǫ∥∞ goes to zero: the right-hand term is a o(∥ǫ∥∞). The
same estimate holds on the derivative of Ψ with respect to x:

∣∫
Rd
∇xF (x, y)(να+ǫ

∞ − ν
α
∞)(dy) −∫ ∞

0
∫

Rd
∇yEy∇xF (x,Y α

θ ) ⋅ ǫ(y)να
∞(dy)dθ∣

≤ C[e−κ∗T
+ ∥ǫ∥2∞√T ].

Altogether, we deduce that α ↦ ∫Rd F (⋅, y)να
∞(dy) is Frechet differentiable with the stated

derivative.
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The interpretation of this result is the following: static bifurcations, leading to a change
of the number of invariant probability measures of (2.1), occur for parameters satisfying
det(I − Θ̂(0)) = 0. On the other hand, we expect Hopf bifurcations to occur at parameters
for which det(I − Θ̂(iω)) = 0, for some ω > 0. Altogether, this covers the two canonical
ways to break the stability condition λ′ > 0, where λ′ is given by (2.6). The study of these
bifurcations is left to future research.

3 McKean-Vlasov of convolution type on the torus

Let β > 0. We consider the following McKean-Vlasov equation on the torus T
d
∶= (R/2πZ)d:

dXν
t = −∫

T

∇W (Xν
t − y)µt(dy)dt +√2β−1dBt with µt = Law(Xν

t ). (3.1)

with initial condition Law(Xν
0 ) = ν ∈ P(Td). Here (Bt) is a Brownian motion on T

d. This
equation generalizes the Kuramoto model [1, 6, 38, 28], for which d = 1 and W = −κ cos for
some constant κ ≥ 0. We refer to [12] for a detailed presentation of examples that fit in the
framework of (3.1), as well as a study of the static bifurcations of this equation. In this
Section, we study the local stability of the uniform probability measure using the strategy
and the tools introduced in Section 2.

3.1 Main result

Write the interaction kernel W ∶ Td → R in Fourier:

W (x) = ∑
n∈Zd

W̃ (n)ein⋅x
, x ∈ Td

, (3.2)

where n ⋅ x = ∑d
i=1 nixi. Let ∣n∣2 = n ⋅ n. The Fourier coefficients of W are given by

W̃ (n) = 1(2π)d ∫Td
W (y)e−in⋅ydy, n ∈ Zd

.

Assumption 3.1. Assume that W ∈ C3(Td) and that ∑n∈Zd ∣n∣2∣W̃ (n)∣ <∞.

The uniform probability measure

U(dx) ∶= dx(2π)d
is an invariant probability measure of (3.1) and

Theorem 3.2. In addition to Assumption 3.1, assume that

λ
′
∶= inf

n∈Zd∖{0}
∣n∣2 (β−1

+R(W̃ (n))) > 0. (3.3)

Then U(dx) = dx

(2π)d
is locally stable: there exists λ ∈ (0, λ′), ǫ > 0 and C > 1 such that for all

ν ∈ P(Td) with W1(ν,U) < ǫ, it holds that

∀t ≥ 0, W1(Law(Xν
t ),U) ≤ CW1(ν,U)e−λt

.

Remark 3.3. The constant λ′ is the exact analogue of (2.6) in Section 2. When the inter-
action kernel W is even, [12] studies the existence of bifurcations of the invariant probability
measures of (3.1), provided that there exists n ∈ Z

d
∖ {0} such that β−1

+ R(W̃ (n)) = 0.
Therefore, criterion (3.3) is sharp: we prove that the uniform measure is stable up to the
first bifurcation. Note that we do not require here W to be even.
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3.2 Proof

To simplify the notations, we first assume that d = 1. We discuss the case d > 1 afterward,
most of the arguments being the same. We write σ ∶=√2β−1. The proof is divided into the
following steps.

Step 1. Because ∇W is Lipschitz, the equation (3.1) has a unique path-wise solution satis-
fying the following apriori estimate:

∀T > 0,∃CT ∶ ∀ν,µ ∈ P(T), sup
t∈[0,T ]

W1(Law(Xν
t ),Law(Xµ

t )) ≤ CTW1(ν,µ).
Step 2. We define for ν ∈ P(T), x ∈ T and t ≥ 0:

k
ν
t (x) ∶= −E∇W (x−Xν

t ).
Recall that U(dx) = dx

2π
. Because kU

t ≡ 0, we have, by Step 1

∥kν
t ∥∞ = sup

x∈T
∣kν

t (x) − kU
t (x)∣ ≤ CT ∥∇2

W ∥∞W1(ν,U).
In addition, x↦ kν

t (x) is differentiable and

∥∇kν
t ∥∞ = sup

x∈T
∣∇kν

t (x) −∇kU
t (x)∣ ≤ CT ∥∇3

W ∥∞W1(ν,U).
Step 3. We now use that there exists C∗ > 1 and κ∗ > 0 such that

∀x, y ∈ T,∀t ≥ 0, W1(Law(x + σBt),Law(y + σBt)) ≤ C∗e−κ∗t∣x − y∣.
We refer to [35, Prop. 4]. We define for all t ≥ 0, x ∈ T and ν ∈ P(T):

ϕ
ν
t (x) ∶= −E∇W (x −Xν

0 − σBt),
where Xν

0 is independent of (Bt)t≥0
and has law ν. Because ∥∇2W ∥∞ <∞, by the preceding

result and the dual formulation of the W1 norm, there exists a constant C > 0 such that:

∥ϕν
t ∥∞ ≤ Ce−κ∗t

W1(ν,U).
Step 4. Let K ∶=W 1,∞(T) be the space of bounded and Lipschitz continuous functions from
T to R. For k ∈ C(R+;K) and ν ∈ P(T), we consider (Y k,ν

t ) the solution of the following
linear non-homogeneous SDE

dY k,ν
t = kt(Y k,ν

t )dt + σdBt,

starting with Law(Y k,ν
0 ) = ν. Let g ∈ C2(T). The integrated sensibility formula of Proposi-

tion 2.11 is, in this context:

Eg(Y k,ν
t ) − Eg(Y 0,ν

t ) = ∫ t

0
∫

T

∇yEyg(y + σBt−θ) ⋅ kθ(y)Law(Y k,ν

θ )(dy)dθ.
Step 5. We let for h ∈ L2(T) and x ∈ T:

Θt(h)(x) ∶= −∫
T

∇yEy∇W (x − y − σBt) ⋅ h(y)dy

2π
.

Using that EeinσBt = e−n2σ2

2
t = e−n2t

β , we find that the Fourier series of Θt(h)(x) is:

Θt(h)(x) = −∑
n∈Z

n
2
W̃ (n)h̃(n)e−n2t

β e
inx
.
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So Θt is diagonal in the Fourier basis (einx)n∈Z and Θ̃t(h)(n) = −n2W̃ (n)e−n2t
β h̃(n). In

addition, using ∣h̃(n)∣ ≤ ∥h∥∞ we have:

∥Θt(h)∥∞ ≤ C0e
−t/β∥h∥∞,

where C0 ∶= ∑n∈Z n
2 ∣W̃ (n)∣ <∞.

Step 6. We then define Ωt(h) to be the unique solution of the Volterra integral equation:

∀t ≥ 0, Ωt(h) = Θt(h) +∫ t

0
Θt−s(Ωs(h))ds.

Again, Ωt is diagonal in the Fourier basis:

Ωt(h)(x) = −∑
n∈Z

n
2
W̃ (n) exp (−n2

t [β−1
+ W̃ (n)]) h̃(n)einx

.

Let λ′ be given by (3.3). We have:

∥Ωt(h)∥∞ ≤ C0e
−λ′t∥h∥∞.

So, under the condition λ′ > 0, (Ωt) decays at an exponential rate towards zero.

Step 7. Let x ∈ T be fixed. We now apply Step 4 with g(y) ∶= −∇W (x − y), and with
kt(y) ∶= kν

t (y), where kν
t is defined in Step 2. Note that with this choice, Y k,ν

t = Xν
t and so

Eg(Y k,ν
t ) = kν

t (x). Similarly, Eg(Y 0,ν
t ) = ϕν

t (x), where ϕν
t (x) is defined in Step 3. Therefore,

we have:

k
ν
t (x) − ϕν

t (x) = ∫ t

0
∫

T

E∇
2
W (x − y − σBt−θ) ⋅ kν

θ (y)Law(Xν
θ )(dy)dθ

= ∫
t

0
Θt−θ(kν

θ )(x)dθ +Rt(x),
where

Rt(x) ∶= ∫ t

0
E [Gx

t,θ(Xν
θ ) −Gx

t,θ(XU
θ )]dθ,

G
x
t,θ(y) ∶= E∇2

W (x − y − σBt−θ) ⋅ kν
θ (y).

Using the apriori estimates of Step 2, we deduce that there exists a constant CT such that
for all 0 ≤ θ ≤ t ≤ T : ∣∇yG

x
t,θ(y)∣ ≤ CTW1(ν,U).

Using Step 1, we conclude that ∣Rt(x)∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν,U))2. To summarize, we have proven
that for all T > 0, there exists a constant CT such that for all ν ∈ P(T) and for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

∣kν
t (x) −ϕν

t (x) −∫ t

0
Θt−θ(kν

s )(x)dθ∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν,U))2.
Step 8. By iterating the last inequality of Step 7, we obtain that for all T > 0, there exists
a constant CT such that

∣kν
t (x) −ϕν

t (x) −∫ t

0
Ωt−θ(ϕν

s)(x)dθ∣ ≤ CT (W1(ν,U))2.
Step 9. We prove that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t > 0, for all k ∈
C([0, t];K) and for all ν ∈ P(T), it holds that

W1(Law(Y k,ν
t ),Law(Y 0,ν

t )) ≤ C ∫ t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kθ∥∞dθ.

The proof is obtained exactly as in Corollary 2.16; it uses the estimates of Step 3.
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Step 10. We fix λ ∈ (0,min(κ∗, λ′)). Using Step 8, Step 6, and Step 3, we deduce that
there exists Cλ > 0 such that for all T > 0, there is a constant CT such that for all t ∈ [0, T ]
and ν ∈ P(T): ∥kν

t ∥∞ ≤ CT (W1(ν,U))2 +CλW1(ν,U)e−λt
.

Let kt(x) ∶= kν
t (x). Using that Xν

t = Y k,ν
t , we have:

W1(Law(Xν
t ),U) ≤W1(Law(Y k,ν

t ),Law(Y 0,ν
t )) +W1(Law(Y 0,ν

t ),U).
By Step 3, we have

W1(Law(Y 0,ν
t ),U) ≤ C∗e−κ∗t

W1(ν,U).
By Step 9, we have

W1(Law(Y k,ν
t ),Law(Y 0,ν

t )) ≤ C ∫ t

0
e
−κ∗(t−θ)∥kν

θ ∥∞dθ.

Altogether, we deduce that there is a constant Cλ such that for all T > 0, there exists CT > 0
such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], for all ν ∈ P(T), we have:

W1(Law(Xν
t ),U) ≤ CλW1(ν,U)e−λt

+CT (W1(ν,U))2.
The proof of Theorem 3.2 is deduced from this estimate, exactly as we did at the end of
Section 2.6. This ends the proof for d = 1.

The case d > 1 is similar; the only differences are in the expressions of Θt and Ωt of Steps 5
and 6. Given n ∈ Zd, we denote by P(n) the d×d matrix defined by P(n) = (ninj)1≤i,j≤d. We

find that for all h ∈ L2(Td;Rd) and for all x ∈ Td,

Θt(h)(x) = − ∑
n∈Zd

e
in⋅x

W̃ (n)e− ∣n∣2t

β P(n)h̃(n),
and

Ωt(h)(x) = − ∑
n∈Zd

e
in⋅x

W̃ (n)e− ∣n∣2t

β P(n)e
−tW̃(n)P(n) h̃(n).

The eigenvalues of P(n) are ∣n∣2 (of order 1) and zero (of order d − 1). In addition, it holds
that for θ ∈ R, (eθP(n))i,j = δ{i=j} +

ninj∣n∣2 (eθ∣n∣2
− 1).

Therefore, the estimates of Steps 5 and 6 still hold in dimension d > 1. This ends the proof.

A Appendix

Proof of Lemma 2.9

Recall that V(x, y) ∶= b(x) + F (x, y). When σ ≡ 0, then ν∞ = δx∗ for some x∗ ∈ Rd. There-
fore (2.4) writes:

Θt(h)(x) = ∇yV(x,x∗)et∇xV(x∗,x∗)
⋅ h(x∗) =∶ Ax

t ⋅ h(x∗).
We look at solutions of (2.10) of the form: Ωt(h)(x) ∶= Bx

t ⋅ h(x∗), for some matrices Bx
t .

We find that Bx
t satisfies

∀t ≥ 0, B
x
t = Ax

t +∫
t

0
A

x
t−s ⋅B

x∗
s ds. (A.1)

We first study this equation for x = x∗. For all z ∈ C with R(z) > −κ,

Âx∗(z) = ∇yV(x∗, x∗)∫ ∞

0
e
−t(zId−∇xV(x∗,x∗))dt = ∇yV(x∗, x∗)(zId −∇xV(x∗, x∗))−1

.
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Lemma A.1. Let z ∈ C such that R(z) > −κ. Then det (Id − Âx∗(z)) = 0 if and only if z is
an eigenvalue of ∇xV(x∗, x∗) +∇yV(x∗, x∗).
Proof. When det (Id − Âx∗(z)) = 0, there exists u ∈ Rd

∖ {0} such that

u = ∇yV(x∗, x∗)(zId − ∇xV(x∗, x∗))−1
u.

Setting v = (zId −∇xV(x∗, x∗))−1
u, we have v ≠ 0 and

zv = (∇xV(x∗, x∗) + ∇yV(x∗, x∗))v.
So z is an eigenvalue of ∇xV(x∗, x∗) + ∇yV(x∗, x∗). The converse statement is proved
similarly.

Now, assume that all the real parts of the eigenvalues of ∇xV(x∗, x∗) +∇yV(x∗, x∗) are
less than −λ′, for some λ′ ∈ (0, κ). Then, for all R(z) ≥ −λ′, det(I −Ax∗

t ) ≠ 0. Applying [30,

Th. 4.1], we deduce that ∫ ∞0 eλ′t∥Bx∗
t ∥dt <∞. Using (A.1), one deduces that ∥Bx∗

t ∥eλ′t <∞,
and so ∥Ωt(h)∥H = ∣Ωt(h)(x∗)∣ = ∣Bx∗

t ⋅ h(x∗)∣ ≤ Ce−λ′t∣h(x∗)∣ = Ce−λ′t∥h∥H.
Therefore, λ′ > 0. Conversely, if λ′ > 0 where λ′ is given by (2.6) holds, then for R(z) > −λ′,
det(Id− Âx∗(z)) ≠ 0. So by Lemma A.1, z is not an eigenvalue of ∇xV(x∗, x∗)+∇yV(x∗, x∗).
We deduce that all the eigenvalues of this matrix have real parts less or equal to −λ′.

Proof of Proposition 2.10

Denote by Θ̄t ∶= Θσ
t −Θ0

t and let Lt(h) ∶= Θ̄t(h) + ∫ t

0
Ω0

t−s(Θ̄s(h))ds. We also let R be the
resolvent of L, such that R solves

Rt = Lt + ∫
t

0
Lt−s ⋅Rsds.

Lemma A.2. It holds that for all t ≥ 0, Ωσ
t = Ω0

t +Rt + ∫ t

0
Rt−s ⋅Ω

0
sds.

Proof. Let Qt ∶= Ω0
t +Rt+∫ t

0
Rt−s ⋅Ω

0
sds. To simplify the notation, we write for A,B ∈ L(H):

(A ∗B)t = ∫ t

0
At−s ⋅Bsds.

We have L ∗ Q = L ∗ Ω0
+ L ∗ R + (L ∗ R ∗ Ω0) = R ∗ Ω0

+ L ∗ R. Therefore, using that
L ∗R = R −L and the definition of Q, we find that Q solves

Q = Ω
0
+ L +L ∗Q. (A.2)

As L = Θ̄ +Ω0
∗ Θ̄, we have

Q − (Θ̄ +Ω0
∗ Θ̄) ∗Q = Ω0

+ Θ̄ +Ω0
∗ Θ̄.

We multiply on the left by Θ0. Using that Θ0
∗Ω0 = Ω0

−Θ0, we find that

Θ0
∗Q −Ω0

∗ Θ̄ ∗Q = Ω0
−Θ0

+Ω0
∗ Θ̄.

Finally, using that Θ̄ = Θσ
−Θ0, we find that Θ0

−Ω0
∗ Θ̄ ∗Q = Ω0

∗Θσ. Altogether:

L ∗Q = Θσ
∗Q −Ω0

∗Θσ
.

We substitute this equality in (A.2) to finally obtain that

Q = Θ
σ
+Θ

σ
∗Q.

As Ωσ is the unique solution of this Volterra integral equation, we deduce that Ωσ = Q as
claimed.

25



Cormier Stability of the stationary solutions of McKean-Vlasov equations

By Assumptions, there exists σ0, κ > 0 small enough such that for all σ ∈ Md(R) with
det(σ) > 0 and ∥σ∥2 ≤ σ0, we have

sup
t≥0

e
κt∥Lt∥L(H) ≤ κ

4
.

Therefore, we deduce that supt≥0 e
κ
2

t∥Rt∥L(H) ≤ κ
2

and so the stated result follows using
Lemma A.2.
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