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APPROXIMATION OF THE ERGODIC MEASURE OF SDES WITH SINGULAR
DRIFT BY EULER-MARUYAMA SCHEME

XINGHU JIN, WEI WANG, LIHU XU, AND TUSHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We study the approximation of the ergodic measure of the following stochastic
differential equation (SDE) on R4
(01) dXt = (bl(Xt) +b2(Xt))dt+O'(Xt)th,

where W, is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and b; : R% — R, by : R? s R¢
and o : R — R?*? are the functions to be specified in Assumption 2.1 below. In particular,
by satisfies by € L®°(R?) NLY(R?) or by € C¥(RY) with o € (0,1), which makes the
standard numerical schemes not work or fail to give a good convergence rate.

In order to overcome these two difficulties, we first apply a Zvonkin’s transform to SDE
(0.1) and obtain a new SDE which has coefficients with nice properties and admits a unique
ergodic measure fi, then discretize the new equation by Euler-Maruyama scheme to approx-
imate /i, and finally use the inverse Zvonkin’s transform to get an approximation of the
ergodic measure of SDE (0.1), denoted by . Our approximation method is inspired by Xie
and Zhang [22].

The proof of our main result is based on the method of introducing a stationary Markov
chain, a key ingredient in this method is establishing the regularity of a Poisson equation,
which is done by combining the classical PDE local regularity and a nice extension trick
introduced by Gurvich [10].

1. INTRODUCATION

We are concerned with the following stochastic differential equation (SDE) on R:

where W, is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and b; : R% — R?, b, : R¢ — R¢
and o : R? — R¥? are the functions to be specified in Assumption 2.1 below. This
assumption guarantees that SDE (1.1) admits a unique ergodic measure, denoted by . We
will propose a numerical scheme for approximating p, in particular when b, is singular so
that standard numerical schemes will not work or fail to give a good convergence rate.

Euler-Maruyama (EM) scheme is a popular method for numerically solving SDE and
has been intensively studied in the past several decades. Most of the known results are
about the convergence of EM schemes in finite time interval, see [, 6, 7, 12, 25, 26] and
references therein, there are not many papers for studying this convergence when the time
tends to infinity. Durmus and Moulines studied the unadjusted Langevin sampling in their
celebrated work [4], where the drift term b is in a gradient form, and obtained a upper bound
for the distance between the ergodic measures of the sampling and the limiting SDE. More
recently, Pages and Panloup [18] gave the error bound in the total variation distance under
the similar conditions. If the drift b is locally Lipschitz, Mattingly et al. [16] obtained the
convergence rate of its EM approximation for invariant measure under a certain distance.
[13, 24] studied the strong convergence of EM scheme in a finite time interval when b is
Holer continuous, in which they used the Zvonkin’s transform.
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In this paper, we assume that the drift term b := b, + b, satisfies one of the following two
conditions: (i) b; € L>®(R%) N LY (RY), (ii) by € C¥(R?) with a € (0, 1). For the case (i),
because the value of b(z) for a given x € RY makes no sense, the EM scheme of SDE (1.1)
usually fails. For the case (i), the corresponding EM scheme will converge very slowly in
particular as « is small.

In order to overcome the aforementioned two difficulties, we first apply a Zvonkin’s trans-
form, denoted by @, to SDE (1.1) and obtain a new SDE which has coefficients with nice
properties and admits a unique ergodic measure 1z, then discretize the new equation by EM
scheme to approximate 7i, and finally use the inverse Zvonkin’s transform ®~! to get an ap-
proximation of . This new scheme is stimulated by the pioneering work by Xie and Zhang
[22]. We shall show that our new EM scheme performs well and provides a nearly optimal
convergence rate.

Let us briefly describe the details for the proof of the main theorem, Theorem 2.4 below.
Under Assumption 2.1 below, following the argument in Xie and Zhang [22], we know the
new SDE (2.7) is ergodic and j = fi o ®. As b; € L>°(R?%) N1L*(RY), the new equation has
a drift term which is y-Holder continuous for any 0 < v < 1. By the method of introducing
a stationary Markov chain, we prove that the approximation error is in an order of 77/ for
any 0 < v < 1 (n is the step size of the EM scheme). A key ingredient in this method is
establishing the regularity of a Poisson equation, in which we use the classical PDE local
regularity results in Gilbarg and Trudinger [9, Theorem 6.2] and a nice extension trick in-
troduced by Gurvich [10]. As b; € C(R?), one can discretize SDE (1.1) directly but only
get an approximation error of the order */2. However, by combining a Zvonkin’s transform
and the EM scheme, we can make the approximation error improved to be 1'/2|log |, this
improvement is especially significant when « is small.

Zvonkin’s transform was first put forward by Zvonkin when he constructed in [28] a
strong solution for the SDE with a "bad" drift. Afterwards, Krylov and Rockner [15] used
the same method to obtain the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to stochastic
equations with a local L;LZ—integrability drift b with d/p + 2/q < 1. Since then, there
has been a surge of studying strong solutions for SDEs with singular drifts, see for instance
[20, 22, 23, 27] and the references therein.

This paper will be divided into five sections. In Section 2, we present assumptions on
the drift term b and introduce the Zvonkin’s transform, EM scheme, and describe the main
theorem. And then we give the regularity for Zvonkin’s transform and the results for ergodi-
city in Section 3. In Section 4, we give the proof of the main results. In Sections 5 and 6,
we prove two propositions about the regularity of Poisson equation by Schauder estimate in
PDE theory.

Let us finish this section with some notations that will be frequently used later. Let C(R¢)
denote the collection of all continuous functions defined on R and C*(R?) denotes the col-
lection of k-th continuously differentiable functions with integers k¥ > 1. For f € C?(RY),
we denote by V f(z) € R? and V2 f(z) € R%*¢ the gradient and Hessian matrix for function
f. And C,(R?) denotes the family of bounded continuous functions.

The a-Holder and Lipschitz continuous functions will play an important role in studying
the regularity of the Poisson equation below.

For o € (0, 1), we say that f is a-Holder continuous with exponent « in R? if the semi-
norm

(12) [f]oz = sup M

z,yCRe Ay ‘ZC - y|a
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is finite. C%(R?) denotes the space of functions whose C®-norm is finite. For non-negative
integers k and o € (0, 1], the Holder space C*(IR?) is defined as the subspace of C*(R?)
consisting of functions whose k-th order partial derivatives are a-Holder continuous. And
let C;”*(R?) be the space containing all the bounded C* functions on R?,

The following notations are adopted from Gilbarg and Trudinger [9, Section 4]. Let D be
an open subset of RY. For integers k = 0, 1,2 and o € (0, 1], denote

[f]k,O;D = [f]k;D = Sup \ka(ﬂf)\a

x€D
VEf(x) — VF
lean = sup V¥ f () af(y)\’
z,yeD,xy |z —yl
k
ko =Y _[flj0m;
=0

|f‘k,a;'D = ‘f|k;'D + [f]k,a;'Du

where |V*f(z) — V*f(y)| represents Euclidean distance for k = 0,1, and |V2f(z) —
V2 f(y)| represents the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. In particular, for k¥ = 0, a € (0,1), we

denote [f]o.a:p = [fla:D-
Let LL”(R?) be the space of all Borel functions f on R? with L.”-norm

= ([ 1) <o

Denote by B, (R?) the space of all bounded Borel-measurable functions. For any f €
By, (R4), its L>° norm is defined by
1£lloo = ess sup,egal f ()]
For (p, q) € [1,00] % (0,2]\ {(00, 1), (00,2)}, let H? := (I — A)~%/*(ILP(R)) denote the

usual Bessel potential space with the norm (see, Xie and Zhang [22, Section 4])

||f||q7p - ||(I - A)q/Qpr = ||f||p + ||Aq/2f||pa

where x =< y, for x, y € R, means that there exist some positive constants ¢ and C' such that
cx <y<Cua, (I — A)q/ 2 f and AY? f are defined through the Fourier transformation

(1= D)2 f = F L+ |- )PFf), AP f=F Y 7Ff),
where F denotes the Fourier transform. In particular for HIQ,, an equivalent norm is defined

by
1 Fllzp = £l + V2 £l

Since we need to consider the distance between two probability measures, we recall the
Wasserstein-1 distance between two probability measures 11 and po defined as follows (see
Hairer and Mattingly [1 1, p. 2056]),

(i, ) = swn{/mmm@w—/mwmmw}

heLip(
(1.3) :,ﬁﬁm{/mmmm@—/mwmww}

where Lip(1) is the set of Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant 1, that is, Lip(1) =
{h(-) : |h(z) — h(y)| < |v — y| for all z,y € R?}, and Lipo(1) := {h(-) € Lip(1) :
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h(0) = 0}. In addition, for a probability measure v and a function f, we denote v(f) =

[ f(z)v(dz).

For any matrix A, B € R¥?, we define the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product as (A, B)ys :=
Ejjzl A;;B;;. Givenamatrix A € R%*4, its Hilbert-Schmidt norm is || A||zs = 1/ ijzl AZ.
For matrixes A and B, A < B means B — A is positive definite, and I4 means the d-
dimensional identity matrix. A’ means the transpose of matrix A.

For any real number R > 0 and = € R, we denote the open ball with radius R and center
x in R? as follows:

Br(z) = {z€R?:|z—z| <R}

2. MAIN RESULTS

Throughout this paper, we impose the following assumptions:

Assumption 2.1. (A1) The drift term b(x) has the following form

2.1) b(z) = bi(z)+ ba(x),

where by is such that there are some positive constants 01, 05, 03 > 0 satisfying
(2.2) (z,ba(7)) < —01|x|* + 6y,

(2.3) |b2(2) = ba(y)] < Oslz —yl,

forall x,y € RY. by is called singular part and satisfies one of the following two conditions:
Case 1: b; € L>°(R?) NLY(RY),
Case 2: b; € C(R?) with a € (0,1).

(A2) The diffusion matrix o is Lipschitz and there is a positive constant \, € (0,1) such
that

(2.4) Mlyg < o(x)d(z) < Mg
Remark 2.2. Assumption (A1) Case 1 implies b; € LLP(R¢) forany 1 < p < oo.
Due to the singularity of b;, we will use the well known Zvonkin’s transform to study the
SDE (1.1).
2.1. Zvonkin’s transform. We consider the following elliptic equation: for A > 0
(2.5) (L5 —Nu+ L0y = —by,

where

Lyu(x) = (bi(z),Vu(2)), Liu(z) = %(0(37)0’(37),V2U(56)>Hs-

Under Assumption 2.1, the Eq. (2.5) admits a unique solution with certain regularity, see
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below. Define

(2.6) P(x) = z+u(x),

and ® : R? — R? is called Zvonkin’s transform. For more details about Zvonkin’s trans-
form, we refer the reader to [8, 15, 23, 27] and the references therein.

Thanks to Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below, we can apply Zvonkin’s transform to the SDE (1.1)
and immediately obtain the following lemma by applying the Itd’s formula.
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Lemma 2.3. X, solves SDE (1.1) if and only if Y; :== ®(X}) solves

~

2.7) dY, = b(Y))dt +5(Y,)dW,
with initial value Yy = ®(X,) and

28) b(y) = Au+ Ve -b)od '(y), d(y) = (VO 0)od '(y),Vy € RL

Under Assumption 2.1, we can show that the processes (Y;);>o in (2.7) and (X;);>o in
(1.1) are both exponentially ergodic, denoting their ergodic measures by 71 and j respect-
ively, see Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 in Section 3.

2.2. EM scheme and main results. We aim to develop a numerical scheme to approximate
the ergodic measure y of the process (X;);>o. Due to the relation

p=pod,

which is established in Xie and Zhang [22, Proposition 2.8], it is natural to first develop a
numerical scheme to approximate j and then transform the approximation by ®. To this
end, let us first consider the EM scheme for SDE (2.7).

Let Zy = Y}, the EM scheme for the SDE (2.7) reads as

(2.9) Ziw = Zp+ub(Ze) + V10 (Z)6rsr, Yk € Ny,

where 77 > 0 is the step size, ({x)ren are independent standard Gaussian random variables.
For an integer k, & is independent of Zy, Z1,- - - , Zx_1. It is easy to see that (Zy )xen, is @
Markov chain. Under Assumption 2.1, we shall show that (Z)xen, is exponentially ergodic,
denote its ergodic measure by /i, see Lemma 3.5 below.

We shall use the measure fi,,0® to approximate £ and derive an error bound in Wasserstein-
1 distance, this is precisely stated in the main theorem as follows.

Theorem 2.4. (i) Let Assumption (A1) Case 1 and (A2) hold, then for any v € (0, 1), there
exists some positive constant C' depending on -y such that

dw (i, fiy0 @) < O3,

2 _2
Furthermore, for any given error € > 0, taking n < €+ and k < ¢~ 7 |log €|, we know

dw (L(®7(Z1)), 1)

where L(®~Y(Z})) is the law of D71 (Z}).
(ii) Let Assumption (A1) Case 2 and (A2) hold, then there exists some positive constant
C independent of n such that

N

<

dw (p, fiy o ®) < Cn2[logn|.

. . 8 _s
Furthermore, for any given error € > 0, taking 1 < €3 and k < €73 |loge|, we know

dw (L(®7H(Z1)), 1) < e,

where L(D~Y(Z})) is the law of D71 (7).
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3. REGULARITY OF ZVONKIN’S TRANSFORM AND ERGODICITY

3.1. Regularity of Zvonkin’s transform. The following Lemma is from Xie and Zhang
[22, Theorem 7.6, (4.2) and (7.23)].

Lemma 3.1 (Regularity, b; € L>°(R%) N LY (R?)). Let Assumption (A1) Case 1 and (A2)
hold. Then, for any p > d, there exists some N\ = \i(p) such that for all \ > \;, we have a
unique solution u € HI% to Eq. (2.5) and constants C' = C(p,d, \), C" = C'(p, d) such that,

IV2ull, < Cllballp,
lulloo + IVullo < CA™,
where v =1 —d/p.
In particular, we have u € C,"" (R?) by the Sobolev embedding H2 C c,.

By the similar method as in Flandoli et al. [&, Section 2], we have the regularity for
by € C(RY) as follows,

Lemma 3.2 (Regularity, b; € C¥(R?)). Let Assumption (A1) Case 2 and (A2) hold. For any
2 € RY let u € CP*(RY) be a classical solution of Eq. (2.5) in By(2), there exist positive
constants C = C(\,d, o) and C" = C'(d, o) such that, for x,y € By 3(2)
[Vu(e) = Viu(y)l < Cllbiloassie) + ulos )z — yI*,
lullso + IVullo < C'A7E
Combining these two lemmas with Lemma 2.3, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.3. (i) Let Assumption (A1) Case 1 and (A2) hold. For A\ > 0 large enough,
then'b,5 € C (R%) with ~ given in Lemma 3.1,

(ii) Let Assumption (A1) Case 2 and (A2) hold. Then, for sufficiently large X > 0,
b,5 € Cle(RY).
Proof. Tt follows from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 that for A large enough, the map = — ®(x)
forms a C!-diffeomorphism and moreover,

1
3.1 5 < Vel Vel < 2.

(i) As by € L®(R%) NILY(RY), it follows from Lemma 3.1 that u € C,”"(R%) with v =
1 —d/p,so® € CH(R?). Itis clear that b, € C7(R?) from expressions of b and 7 in Eq.
(2.8).

(i) As by € C¥(R?) with a € (0,1), it follows from Lemma 3.2 that u € C.**(R%),
so @ € C**(R%). This implies that b,5 € C*(R?) by the expressions of b and & in Eq.
(2.8). 0

0,
b,

3.2. Ergodicity. Let f : R — R be a measurable function. If Y; = y, we denote the
process (Y;)i>0 by (Y¥)i=0, define
Pifly) = EF(YY). t>0,

as long as E|f(Y}Y)| < co. Similarly, we introduce the notation (Z7)xen, and define

Qkf(z) = Ef(Zg), k € Ny,
aslongas E|f(Z7)| < oc.
The following two lemmas are about the ergodicity of the process (Y; )0 and the Markov
chain (Zj)ken,, Whose proofs are standard and not new. For the completeness, we will give
the details in Appendix A.
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Lemma 3.4. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, the process (Y;)i=o given by SDE (2.7) is exponen-
tially ergodic with a unique invariant measure ji. More precisely,

sup {Pof(y) —A(f)} < CO+]y’)e ", VyeR
11+
This implies
dw(L(YY), 1) < C(L+ [y[)e™, Yy € RY,
where L(Y}”) is the law of Y}.
Lemma 3.5. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, the Markov chain (Zy)ken, given in Eq. (2.9) is

exponential ergodic with a unique invariant measure [i,. More precisely, there exist some
positive constants ¢ and C' both independent of k and n such that

sup {Quf(2) ~Biy()} < Oy le™, VzeR"
|fI<1+]- [
This implies
dw (L(Z7), 1) < Cple ™, ¥ 2z e RY,
where L(Z7) is the law of Z}. Furthermore, for any integers k > 1, one has [i,(| - |¥) < C
with some positive constant C' independent of 1.

By the relationship of ergodicity between processes (X;)0 and (Y;);>0 (see [22, Propos-
ition 2.8]), we have

Lemma 3.6. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, the solution process (X;);>o given by SDE (1.1) is
ergodic with an ergodic measure (1. In addition, one has

(3.2) w = jod.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4.

We shall prove the main theorem by introducing a stationary Markov chain associated to
the EM scheme, in which the Poisson equation will play an important role. This trick is very
similar to that in [5].

4.1. Poisson equation. Let A be the generator of the process (Y;);>o in SDE (2.7), that is,

-~

@n A = [, V@) + 5 @), V@, f € DA,

where a(z) = o(z)o’(x) and D(/T) is the domain of generator A. For any h € Lip(1), we
consider the following Poisson equation:
“42) Af(x) = hlx) = a(h).

Regularities of the solution f in Eq. (4.2) play crucial roles in proving our main results.
Before proving those regularities, we first give the representation for the solution f to Eq.
(4.2) as below.

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, and h € Lip(1). Then the solution to Eq. (4.2) is
given by
@3 fla) = = [ Blna) - )

0

where P, is the semigroup of the process (Y;);>o. Furthermore, there exists some positive
constant C' such that

[f(@)] < C+]af?).
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Proof. Since h € Lip(1), we know |h(z)| < C(1 + |z|?) for some positive constant C. It
follows from Lemma 3.4 that

| Binta) = ik
is well defined and
f@ < [CIRRE -awlle < [0 +pRetd < cjoP)
The expression f(;)r f in Eq. (4.3) can be proveg similarly as in Fang et al. [5, Proposition
6.1]. We omit the details here. ]

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.4 (i). In order to prove Theorem 2.4 (i), we need the following
proposition whose proof is given in Section 5.

Proposition 4.2 (Regularities, b; € L>°(R?) NILY(R?)). Let f be the solution to Eq. (4.2)
under Assumption (A1) Case 1 and (A2). Then, for any p > d, there exists some positive
constant C' = C(d, p) such that

V@) < C+lal),
V2 f(@)] < C+]al),
sup V2/ (@) = VoI )l < C(1+ \SL’|4+7)7
yily—x|<1/8 |.I’ _y|,y

where v =1 — ]%l is as in Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.4 (i). For large enough A in Eq. (2.5), we know that
1
S <V, VO < 2.

For h € Lip(1), let h = ®(h). It is clear that & is also Lipschitz continuous with || V|| <
2. Therefore, we have the following relationship between dyy (11, 1i,, © ®) and dyy (12, 1y):

(oo ®) = dw(fo@.fiyo®) = swp (o B(h) ~ iy o 2(0h)}
cLip
_ swp @R =R} = s VRl ——) — 7 (——
ney neL() T IR
< 2 swp {f(h) - iy(h)}
heLip(1)

To get the estimate for dyy (y, 11, o ®), it suffices to bound dy (11, fi,)). Assume the law

of the initial value Z, is the invariant measure jz,,. Then, (Zj)ken, is a stationary Markov
chain. Let & ~ N(0,1,), denote

Let f be the solution to Eq. (4.2). Since Z; and Z; have the same distribution, we have
0 = Ef(Z1) - Ef(Zo)

— E[(5,Vf(Zo))] +E /0 1 /0 (08 T2 (Zo + Fr8))msdidr

A~

- E[(b(ZO),Vf(ZO))]n+E/O /O (868", V2 f(Zo + 7r6))usdidr,

)
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where

E[(5,Vf(Z))] = ENE(5]20), VF(Z))] = E[(b(Z), V f(Zo))]n.

In addition,
E (68", V2 f(Zy + 71r0) yusdrdr
| [ a5z + o
= 1E<55/ VQf(ZQ»HS -+ E/l /1 T<55/ VQf(ZQ + fT(S) — V2f(Z0)>Hsdfdr
2 ’ 0 0 ’
= JEl0(Z0)0"(20), V1 (Z0))us) + "L EIH(Z0)Y (Z). ¥ (Z0))us]

+E /0 /0 {86, N2 f (Zo + i) — V2 f(Zo))usdrdr.

Collecting the terms above, we obtain

n /N
E[Af(Z,)] = 2I+nH’
where
I = —E[B(Zo)V(Z0), V> f(Zo))us),
1 1
II = —-E / / (60", N2 f(Zy + 7r6) — V2 f(Zy) ) usdidr.
0 0

Under Assumption (A1) Case 1 and (A2), we claim that there exists constant C' > 0
independent of 7 such that

(4.5) 1 <
(4.6) < Cp'te,

which implies that

~ 1

sw [BLAS(Z)]] < swp {301+ -[1} < Copb.
heLip(1) heLip(1) n

Combining this with Eq. (4.2), there exists constant C' > 0 independent of 7 such that

dw (B, [ty) = sup ){ﬁn(h)—ﬁ(h)} = sup {EM[Af(Z)]} < Cn?.

heLip(1 heLip(1)

Now we show claims (4.5) and (4.6). By the estimate for | V2 f| in Proposition 4.2 and the
linear growth of b in Lemma A.1, there exists constant C' > 0 independent of 7 such that

1 < E[0(Z0)V (Z0), V2 (Zo)msl] < CE(1+Z)%) < C,

where we have used the fact that 7i,,(| - |°) < C and the constant C is independent of 7 (see
Lemma 3.5). The claim (4.5) is proved.
To prove the claim (4.6), we write

1 1
M - -E / / P(56, 2 F(Zo + 7r8) — V2 f(Zo) s Lyjsen sy didr
0 0

1 1
4.7) -E / / (68", N2 f(Zo + 7r0) — V2 f(Z0))us1{s/>1/syd7dr.
0 0



10 X. JIN, W. WANG, L. XU, AND T. ZHANG

Using the third estimate in Proposition 4.2, there exists some positive constant C' inde-
pendent of 7 satisfying

1 1
E / / P(56, 2 f(Zo + 7r8) — V2 (Zo) s Lyjsen sy diidr

, V2f(Zy+7rd) — V?
N 'E// (66, 0+ 7r9) = VA/(Z0) 17, 510 "Vus1ja)<1/spdidr

|77d|Y

< CE[6[*"7(1 +1Z[")]
48) < Oy'ts,

where the last inequality holds due to (4.4) and the fact that fi,,(|-|*"?”) < C and the constant
C' is independent of 7 (see Lemma 3.5).

Using the second estimate in Proposition 4.2, there exists some positive constant C' inde-
pendent of 7 such that

1 1
|E/ / (68", V2 f(Zo + 7rd) — V* [(Zo))us{s/>1/sydrdr|
0 0

N

CE / / BPIVF (2o + #r6)] + V£ (Zo)[Lapor sy didr
CE[01 (1 + | Zo|* + 16]) L gj61>1/8}]
C (5% (BI(1+ |Zof" + [61))* (B(I8] > 1/89))

Cn (P(l6] = 1/8))3
(4.9) Cn?
where the third inequality holds due to the Chebyshev’s inequality and the fact that 7, (| -

|'?) < C (C is independent of i) by Lemma 3.5), and the last inequality is by the following
observation:

W=

NN N

/N

P(5] > 1/8) < (nll)(Zo)\ 116) +P<W|U(ZO)§1‘ S 11_6>

CE|Z|?
P12 < 10 ) + B (lal € 7o ) < Toth 4 oo
167 16\/_ n3

Combining (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), we prove the claim (4.6).
Next we prove the second part of (i). Noticing
dW(‘C(q)il(Zk)% :u) < dW(‘C(q)il(Zk)% :En © (I)> + dW(:uu ﬁn © (I))u

and that dyy (11, f1,,0®) < Cn3, thus, we just need to give the upper bound for dyy (L(®~1(Z})), fino
®). It follows from definition of dy and the estimate for |[V® || in (3.1) that

(4.10)

(L@ (2). g0 ®) = swp (ERE(Z0) = [ 07 ) ()
1 su L -1 — L LN, (dx
= 190 st (Bl b (20 - | gm0 ) )

— VOl sup {EA(Z)— /R h(e)(dn)}

heLip(1)
IV~ loodw (L(Z1), Fiy)
C,nflefckn’

/N
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where we used Lemma 3.5 for the last inequality and the positive constant C' is independent
of 1. Thus, we know

(4.11) dw (L(®7H(Z), 1) < Onte™ M+ Cy)n3.
For any given error € > 0, taking n < &> and k = 57%| log e|, we have

dw (L(®7'(Z1), 1) < dw(L(®(Zk)), ﬂnO‘P) + dw (1ty © P, 1)
Cn~lte ™ + C(y)n? < e
We obtain the desired result. O

NN

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.4 (ii). In order to prove Theorem 2.4 (ii), we need the following
proposition whose proof is postponed in Section 6.

Proposition 4.3 (Regularities, b; € C¥(R?) ). Let f be the solution to Eq. (4.2), under
Assumption (A1) Case 2 and (A2), there exists some positive constant C = C(«a, d) such
that

Vi@)] < C+lzl),
|Vz f@) < C+lzl),
sup [V2f(x) - (y‘)\ < (14|22,

yily—z|<1/8 |z —y|[log |z — yl|

Proof of Theorem 2.4 (ii). For h € Lip(1), let f be the solution to the Poisson equation
(4.2). With the same notations as in the proof of Theorem 2.4 (i), we have

7 _ oyl
where
I = —E[B(Zo)V(Z0), V> f(Zo))us),
II = -E 68", N2 f(Zo + 7ré) — V? f(Zo))usdidr.
/O/Or(, f(Zy +7ro) f(Zo))usdrdr

Under assumption (A1) Case 2 and (A2), by Proposition 4.3, with the similar calculations
for claims (4.5) and (4.6), we can show that there exists constant C' > 0 independent of 7,
such that

1 < C,
1 < Cn2|logn,
which implies that
~ n 1 1
sup [E[Af(Zo)]] < sup {J[I[+ ~[II[} < Cn2logn].
heLip(1) heLip(1) n

Combining this with Eq. (4.2), there exists constant C' > 0 independent of 7 such that
dw(fi, i) = suwp {f(h) = fy(h)} = sup {EM[Af(Z)]} < Cnz|logn|.

heLip(1) heLip(1)

By the similar calculations as for inequality (4.11), one has
dw (L@ (Zy),p) < Cy'e™ 4 CyE|log .
For any given error € > 0, taking n < £3 and k < 5‘§| log €|, we obtain
(L@ NZ)) ) < dw(L@ N (Z). iy 0 ®) + dw(fiy 0 D, p0)
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O~ e + O log 1|

N

The proof is complete. U

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2.

Before proving Proposition 4.2, we first give some definitions.
For a real number 7 and k = 0,1,2, o € (0, 1], D is a open subset of R¢, we define

oo = f)ib = sup A5V f ()],

T oa+T1 v f ka y
[f]é,;;pz sup dk+ + | (z) — . ( )"

z,yED,x#y |z -yl

k
Flii = D_fljin
j=1
koo = 1l + e

where d, = dist(z,dD),d,,, = min(d,,d,). When 7 = 0, we also write [f]}.p := [f]g?%),
flhap = [f]g?f)x;p and [f[} ,.p = |f|lmD It follows from Gilbarg and Trudinger [9,
(6.11)] that
5.1 Folias” <IfKanlolgen for m+m >0,
if we denote dp = diam(D), one has
(5.2) [u]f 0p < max(1, diy™)[u]kam.
Let D' CC D and dy, = dist(D’, D), then we know
(53) min(17 (d,D)k+a)[u]k704§D, < [u]z,a;'D'

The following is a classic result from Gilbarg and Trudinger [9, Theorem 6.2].

Lemma 5.1 (Schauder interior estimates for C function). Let D be a open subset of R¢,
and let u € C;*(D) be a solution in D of the equation

(5.4) Lu = (a(x), Vu(@))ss + (b(), Vu(z)) = /.

where f € C*(D) and there are positive constants r, K such that

(5.5) a’&&; > KlE?, Vo e D, eRY,

and

(5.6) 9 ln [ g < K-

Then there exists some constant C' = C(d, o, k, K') such that

(5.7) 000 < C (lulom + 11500

Proof of Proposition 4.2. For any x € R? and 0 < 7(x) = a0 +\x < 1/2, denote
Bx = Br(m) (l‘),

and consider the Poisson equaion (4.2) on B, as follows:

58) Af = (5(2), V() + 3(@(2), V(=) = hz) — Alh).
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Recall that
(5.9) b= (Au+ VD by)od .

By Corollary 3.3, we have b € C (R%). Combing this with the linear growth condition for b
in Lemma A.1 below, there exists a constant C'(\) such that

~

~ b —gz
B s = IS, I s < sup dyfb(y)| + sup dlﬂ—' W= o).
yeBz Y, 2€EB ‘y - z|"/

Meanwhile, for the transformed diffusion term, we have
6 = (Vd-0)od ™,

thus @ = 50" € C'(R%). Moreover, it follows from Lemma A.l below that @ is strictly
elliptic.

Taking D = B,, the coefficients of Eq. (5.8) satisfy the conditions (5.5) and (5.6) in
Lemma 5.1, and thus we have

(5.10) . <€ (1flo. + b= A0, )

namely,

9 flos. < C (flos. + 1h = BR)ID,5, ) (1+]a]),
92 los. < C (Iflo. + b = A5, ) (0 + Jo)?

(5.11) oo < C (1 los. + 1h = BRI 5, ) (14 [a])2H.
For any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, we know

U s,
yeBTO ()
thus

(5.12) [f]QmBm(x) < C ZUP( )(‘f|0;8y +|h — (R )|O’yB )(1+ ‘x|)2+~,.
YyEbry (T

Recalling from Lemma 4.1 that | f(z)| < C(1 + |z|?) for all z € R<, one has for all
x € RY,

(5.13)  sup |flos, < sup sup C(1+|z[*) < sup 3C(1+]y|?) <9C(1+|z|),
yeBm (1‘) yeBro (1‘) ZEBZJ yEBm (1‘)

1 2
sup {L@vl} < 3
yilyl<1 1+ |z

Since |h(z)| < C(1 + |z]?), wehave|h|018 C(1+ |z|?) and

where we used the fact that

sup |hl2.5, < C(1+|a]).
yeBﬁ"o( )

Let

H(z) = C(1+ |z[*)(1+ |2])*.
We have, for any x € RY,
IV flos, < H(z)/(1+ [z,

IVI()] < <
| < IV flos, < H(2)/(1+ 2])7,

V2 f (@)
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[f]Qq;Bm (z) gH(SE’)
The proof is complete. U
6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.3.
Before proving Proposition 4.3, we give some definitions.

Definition 6.1 (log-Lipschitz). For a function f, we define its log-Lipschitz semi-norm by

6.1) fu = sp — L@ =S

o<|z—y|<1 |T — Y| log |z — y[|’

and we call the function f is log-Lipschitz if [f]11 < oo.

Define the related norms on open set D, for integers £ = 0, 1, 2, by

k _ Uk
‘f|k,LL;D - |f‘k;p—|— sup |V f(ZL‘) 4 f(y)|

z,y€D,0<|z—y|<1 ‘ZL’ - y|| 10g |'T - yH .

Similarly, we define [u]} ;.5 as

% — vk
6.2) Wigo=  sup  dt L@ VWL
U ayepo<le—yl<t Y |z —yl|log | — y|

where d, = dist(z, 0D), d,,, = min(d,, d,). Denote dp = diam(D). One has

(6.3) [Wiio < max(l,dp™)[uleiio.
Let D' CC D and dp, = dist(D’, 0D), then
(6.4) min(1, (dp)" ) [uleio < [uliiio:

We are at the position to state the following important Lemma which is crucial for proving
Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 6.2. For any z € R let [ be a classical solution of Eq. (4.2) in B,(z) with
0 < p < 1/2. If his Lipschitz, for o € (0, 1) there exists a positive constant C, independent
of z, for x,y € B,4(2) such that

[V2f(x) = V2 (y)]
|z —y||log |z — yl|
The proof will given after the proof of Proposition 4.3.

6.5) < C(flosye +1) (1+]22H0),

Proof of Proposition 4.3. From the inequality (6.8) below, we know that bis locally Lipschitz.
On the other hand, one can verify that @ is a Lipschitz function because of the higher reg-
ularity of b; (b; € CZ(R%)). Moverover, a is strictly elliptic. Meanwhile, we can regard

functions @, b and h as C functions on the varying radius balls 5,. Utilizing the same
arguments as that in proof of Proposition 4.2, we can show that for any x € R?,

V@) < IV los < 1+ [2]?),
V2 f ()] < [V flos, < (1+ |2

Combining with the regularity % presented in Lemma 6.2 and the estimate

for | f(z)| in Lemma 4.1, that is, | f(z)| < C(1 + |z|?) for all € R?, one obtains
2 _ w2
sup ‘v f(x) Vv f<y>| < C(l + |:E|%+1)
yily—z|<1/8 |z — yl|log |z — yl|

The proof is complete. O
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In order to prove Lemma 6.2, we first consider the following simpler equation: for any
fixed point z € R¢,

6.6) Cf@) = %(6(:5),V2f(3:))Hs _ b zeB,2)

The regularity result of Eq. (6.6) that we need is stated in the following lemma, whose proof
is standard, see for instance Wang [2 1, Section 2].

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that h in Eq. (6.6) is locally Lipschitz. Let f € C*(B,(z)) be a
classical solution to Eq. (6.6). Then there exists positive constant C, independent of z, for
all x,y € Bya(2),

V2f(x) = V2f(y)]
|z —y|[log |z — yl|

(6.7) < C(Vflozye + 1 flos,e + hloss,e) -
Proof of Lemma 6.2. Recall the Poisson equation (4.2), that is,
~ 1

(b(x), V£(2)) + 5 (@(x), V*f(x)ms = hlz) = fi(h).

We can rewrite this equality as

o~

Lf(z) = h(z) —(h) — (b(z), Vf(z)) = h(),

where L is defined in Eq. (6.6).
We claim that for any z € RY, there exists some positive constant C, independent of z
such that

(6.8) b(@)ors,) < C1+|2)).

The proof of this claim is given later. Assume for claim (6.8) holds. It follows from Lemma
6.3 that there exists positive constants C', independent of z such that, for any z,y € B,4(2),

(V2 f(z) = V?f(y)
|z — y||log |z — y|
<C (|V2f|o;3,,(z) + [ floB,z) + |R(2)0,1:8,() + [0()]0,1;8,(:) |V f(2)]0,1;8,(z) + 1)
(6.9) <C(1+|z]) [|V2f|0;Bp(z) + | flo:B,z) + IV flo;,2) + 1] ,

where the second inequality follows from the inequality (5.1) and the last inequality holds
by the claim (6.8).

Using a similar interpolation inequality in Du and Liu [3, Lemma 5.2] (or Krylov [14,
Theorem 3.2.1]), we have for Ve > 0 and o € (0, 1),

[flot,) < Cp e flaas,o) + Co e flos, )
[f]Q;Bp(z) < Cpaga[f]Q,a;Bp(z) + Cp72572|f|0;3p(z)7

where C' depends on «, d and is independent of z. Observe that there exists some positive
constant C'(«, p) such that

[f]Q,a;Bp(z) < C(OZ, p) [VQf]LL§Bp(Z)'
Thus, the right hand of inequality (6.9) is smaller than

Cla, p)(L+ [2D{(1 +2p)(p) [V flinis, () + (L +p)(ep) [ flos, (o) + |f o) + L}

while the constant C'(«, p) is independent of 2.

< C (|v2f|0;Bp(z) + |f|0;Bp(z) + |FL(ZL‘)|071;BP(3))
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Taking ep = [4C(a, p)(1 + |2|)]7¥/* A 1, it follows from (6.9) that

1 2
(V2 fliis, () < §[V2f]LL;BP(z) + O+ 2D (1 + | flos,)-
Applying Du and Liu [3, Lemma 5.1], we get

(V2 fliiis, uz) < CU+ 2121+ | flos, @),

which the desired inequality (6.5). To complete the proof, it remains to prove the claim
(6.8). We first give some estimate for [u]; 1, B,(z) forany z € R¢, where u is the solution of
equation (2.5) associated with the Zvonkin transform. By Lemma 3.2 we have

[U]Q,Q;Bl/g(z) < C()\)(|b1|0,a;31(z) + |u|O;Bl(z))a
[ullos + IVulloo < C(A).

Since b; € C¢(R?), we have

Ibilo,iBi(z) = |b1]o;Bicz) + [D1loasBiz) < C.
Thus we deduce that
(6.10) [ul2,0:8,/5(:) < C(A), tllos + [[Vullso < C(A).

Then, by the interpolation inequality, we know that for any € > 0, there is some positive
constant C', independent of z, such that

[U]Q;Bl/s(z) < Cga[u]la;fﬁ/s(z) + C€_2|u|0;31/8(z)'
Taking € = 1 and combining the inequality (6.10), we obtain
[U]Q;Bl/s(z) < C(A)v
where the constant C' is independent of z. Thus, for p > 1/8

(6.11) [ulzip,(z) < sup [u]ap, 4 < C(N).
yEB,(2)

Recall that
b(z) = (Au+VP-by)od ().
It follows that
Vb(z) = AVu(® '(z))VO ! (z) 4 [V2® by + VOVby] 0 & !(z) - VO !(z).

Since the term b, is Lipschitz, it follows from the estimates for |||/, and ||Vu/||o in Lemma
3.2 and the inequality (3.1) that there exists some positive constant C'(\) such that

Vh(@)| < CO)+CO)(L+ 27 (2)))| V(S ()]
< O+ 0N +]2 (@)
< O A [z]),
where the second inequality follows from the inequality (6.11) and the last inequality holds

because ! (x) = z —u(P!(z)). Combining the estimate for | Vb| above with the estimate
for |b| in Lemma A.1, we proves the claim (6.8). The proof is complete. O
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APPENDIX A. ERGODICITY

A.1. Exponential ergodicity for process (Y;);~o. Recall that the process (V)0 in (2.7),
that is,

~

a4, = b(Y)dt+3(Y)dw,

with initial value Yy = ®(X,). By the Zvonkin’s transform, we know that the new coeffi-
cients of the transformed equation maintain the dissipative and linear growth conditions, see
Xie and Zhang [22, Proposition 7.8] for more details.

Lemma A.1. Under Assumption 2.1 (both for Case 1 and Case 2), for sufficiently large \
in Eq. (2.5), one has
(i) there are 01, 05, 05 > 0 such that for all x € R?,

(b(x),2) < ~Bifal + 0y, [b()] < Ba(1 + ).
(ii) Let Ay = %)\J and Ny = 2\, one has
Aol€)? = €5 (2)a" (1) = MiJE)?, Vz e R, € e R

We will prove this lemma after the proof of Lemma 3.4.
Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let the Lyapunov function V' be given by
(A.1) V(z) = 1+|z]* VoeR?
one has

VV(z) = 2z, VV(z) = 2,

From expression of the operator Ain (4.1), by Lemma A.1 and inequality (2.4), we see that
there exists a positive constant ¢; such that

AV(z) = 20(z),z) + G(2)5(2), 1)nus

< =20, (J2)> + 1) + 26, + 260, + d|| V|22
= —20,(|z)>+ 1) + &
(A.2) < =0V (2)+ crla(a),

where the set A = {z : |z[* < £ — 1} and the constant ¢; = 01 + 20, + d|| V|2 A2 It
1

follows from Meyn and Tweedie [! 7, Theorem 6.1] that the process (Y;);>o is exponentially
ergodic and that there exist two positive constants ¢ and C' satisfying

sup {Pif(y) =)} < CV(ye™.

|fI<1+V

We note that there exists some positive constant C' such that for any h € Lipy(1), |h(z)| <
CV (z) for all z € RY. This implies that

sup { Bonly) - ih) }

heLipo(1)

N

CV(y)e .

Combining this with equality (1.3), we obtain
dw (L(YY), 1) < C(L+ [y[)e, ¥V y € R,
where L£(Y}Y) is the law of Y}”. The proof is complete. O
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Proof of Lemma A.1. We shall consider both Case 1 and Case 2 in Assumption 2.1.
(i) Since V& (z) = I+ Vu(x), rewrite b as
b(x) = (At (I+Vu)-by)od ().
Recall that ®(x) = x + u(z), we know # = &~ 1(z) + u o ®~!(z) for any x € R%. We

o~

first show the linear growth for b, that is,
b(z)] = [Muo® ! (z)+ (I+ Vu)-by) o d ' (z)|
< AMulloo + (1 + [[Vulloo)83(1 + 27 (2)])
< O3(1+ [z),

where the first inequality holds from the linear growth for b in (2.3), and the last inequality
holds from the fact that ||u||« and ||Vu||~ are bounded for both Case 1 and Case 2.

Next, we show the dissipation condition for (z, b(x)) by giving estimates for the corres-
ponding three terms {x, \u o ®~1(x)), (x, by 0 = (x)) and (z, (Vu - by) o ®~1(z)).
Since ||u||~ is bounded, we have

(@, duo @ ()] < Mufluoa].

Since || Vu/||« is bounded and since b, is of the linear growth, one has

[z, (Vu-by) 0 @7 (2))] < [[Vulloo|a]|65](1 + |27 (2)])
03[ Vel ool (1 + 2 — wo &7 (x)])
1]l Voo 2| (1 + 2] + [[urfloc)
CN)zf* + 105/ Vulloo(1 + [[ulloo) |1,
where the last inequality holds from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 and the constant C'(\) depends on
constant \.

For the last term, by the dissipation assumption in (2.2) and linear growth condition in
(2.3) for by, we have

(x,by 0 & 1(2))

<
<

(@ (x) +uod 1 (x),byo d 1(2))

—01|®7 (2)|* + O + J|ullocfs(1 + |27 (2)])

= Oz —uo® H(2)]* + Oy + |Jul|nbs(1 + |z —uo @ (2)|)
< =0z + 260, ||ulloo|x] + O + [[uflocbs (1 + |2] + [Ju]|oo)-

N

Combining above three estimates, for large enough A > 0, we can see that there exists
some positive constants ¢, and 6, such that

(b(x),z) < —O,|z|* + b, Yz e R,

proving the dissipation condition.
(i1) Recall that

aly) = (V®-0)od '(y),

by the estimate for ||V ®||, in inequality (3.1) both for Case 1 and Case 2 in Assumption
2.1, thatis, 1 < [|[V®|l < 2, and the inequalities \,I; < o(x)o’(x) < A1y, it follows
that

Mol€? > €5(y)a' (y)€ = MIEP’, Yy e R, €€ RY
with A = %)\J and Ay = 2)\ 1. The proof is complete. OJ
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A.2. Exponential ergodicity for process (X;)o.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Let ﬁt and P, denote the semigroups associated respectively with (Y});>0
and (X;)s>o. Since ® : R? — R? is a homeomorphism, it follows from Xie and Zhang [
Proposition 2.8] that

Pep(y) = [Pi(p o )] (2 (1)),
and that the process (X;):o is also exponentially ergodic with ergodic measure x given by
po= piod,

where /1 is the unique invariant measure of (Y;);>o. The proof is complete. U

A.3. Exponential ergodicity of the Markov chain (Zj)cn,. Recall that
Zior = Zi+0b(Z) + V6(Zk)Ers, Yk € Ny,

where 7 > 0 is the step size and {&, }ren are independent standard Gaussian random vari-
ables.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. (i) Let & ~ N(0,1), denote
b= Zi—x = b))+ 250
Let V(z) = 1 + |z|?, one has

EV(Z]) =V (z) = E[(6,VV(x))] +E/01 /01 {68, V?V (z + 7rd))psdidr

= n(b(x), VV(2)) + E /0 /0 (60", V2V (z))psdidr

— AV (2) + %@@)Z’(x), V2V (2))us,

where the second equality holds from V2V (x) = 2I, for all x € R?. Taking into account
the inequality (A.2), that is, AV (z) < =20,V (x) + ¢, for all x € RY, there exists some
positive constant c3 > 6; independent of 7 such that for sufficiently small n > 0,

2

~

EV(Z]) < V() +n(=20V (@) + ) + T (@) (2), V2V (@)us

< (1= 0V (x) + esn

0
(1= V(@) + canln(a)
where the second inequality holds because of the linear growth of bin Lemma A. 1, and the
set B is defined by B = {x : |z|> < % —1}.
(i1) With similar calculations as in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we know that for any integer

¢ > 1, there exists positive constant C, independent of 7 such that,
(A.4) AViz) < —00,Vi(z)+C, Vo eR%

By the similar calculations in inequality (A.3), one gets from (A.4) that there exists some
positive constant C; independent of 7 satisfying

(A.3)

N

1 ~ .
(A.5) EV'(Z7) < (1- 577591)‘/((95) + Con.
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For any integers n > 1, denote

~

15 0, 1 4 1~
Vo(z) = et"™V(x), Vo € RY r(n) = Zne491”", ¢ = %6491’7
1

and the set
4
{w:V(z) < =2eiln},
1

Since c3 > 51, we know the set %’ is non-empty and compact. By the inequality (A.3), one
yields that

Qo) +r(mV(z) = A" CTIEY(Z]) + r(n)V (2)
< et — )V (« )+ el + 7V @)
= Vp(z)+[(1— 7}91)6491’7 + «9177 —1Je 10, Y (z) 4+ 037)6%51("*1)"

< Val@) +er(n)le(2),
where the last inequality holds from the fact that for sufficiently small > 0,

-~ ~ ]_/\ ].A
(1-— 7701)6%9177 + 10177 —1< —19177.

We claim that the compact set € is petite, then it follows from Tuominen and Tweedie
[19, Theorem 2.1] or Douc et al. [2, Theorem 1.1] that

sup {Quf(z) — ()} < Onleen,
|f1<14]-|2

where 7i,, denotes the unique invariant measure of the Markov chain (Z;)en, and constants
C' and c are independent of 1 and k. We denote that there exists some positive constant
C such that for any h € Lip,y(1), |h(x)| < CV(x) for all z € R% Combining this with
equality (1.3), we obtain

dw(L(ZF), 11,) < O~ te™ ™ ¥V x € R,

where L£(Z7) is the law of Z}.
The reminder is to show that the claim: the compact set % is petite. It is suffice to show
that

(A.6) p(n,z,2) > cv(z), Vo € F,

where p(n, x, z) is the density of Z7, ¢ is some positive constant and v is a probability

measure. Recall that
1

Zt = ot ab(e) +025(2)é,

one gets the expression of p(n, z, z) as below:

pin,z,z) = [(27)"" det(3(2)d ()] 2 exp (—(z —z = ()
It follows from Lemma A.1 (ii) and the fact that,
|z —w = (@)l < 2= + 4l + 870 (L + o),
we know p(n, z, z) is larger than
|Z‘2 2A2 d

(ena) exp(= ) x (52)H exp(— ol 4 PR (1 + Ja),
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thus the inequality (A.6) holds by taking

and

. 2A5, 4 1 2 272 2
e = int {00 expl g lalal + 8B+ o) | > 0

for some non-empty and compact set €.
(ii1) Recall that the inequality (A.5)

1 ~ .
EVY(ZE) < (1-— énwl)v’f(:c) +Cym,
one has
N 1~ ~
(V) < (1- 577691)/%7(‘/5) + Cm,

it implies that there exists some positive constant C' independent of 7 such that

- 2C
iV < = <
06,
Using the relationship between V' and | - |, we can get the desired result. The proof is
complete. U
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