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Abstract

A general framework for studying McKean-Vlasov SDEs via monotone dynamical sys-
tems is established in this paper. Under a cooperative condition, we show McKean-Vlasov
SDEs admit a comparison principle with respect to the stochastic order, and generate
monotone dynamical systems on the 2-Wasserstein space. Our main results prove the
existence of unstable invariant measures, total orderedness of invariant measures, and
the existence of monotone connecting orbits between order-related invariant measures
for general cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs. To achieve our goals, we adopt the the-
ory of monotone dynamical systems, extend the connecting orbit theorem, and deduce
a dichotomy structure of equilibria. This method is different from existing approaches,
like propagation of chaos and Fokker-Planck equations. A wide range of classical exam-
ples are covered by our framework, such as granular media equations in double-well and
multi-well confinement potentials with quadratic interaction, double-well landscapes with

perturbation, and higher dimensional equations, even driven by multiplicative noises.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation (SDE)
on RY,
dXt = b(Xt,,C(Xt))dt+O'(Xt,ﬁ(Xt)) th, (1)

where {W;}+>0 is an [-dimensional standard Brownian motion, £(X;) is the law of the random
variable X;. McKean-Vlasov SDEs fall in the class of those SDEs with coefficients depending
on laws of solutions, and they dates back to McKean [46]. So far, McKean-Vlasov SDEs have
been used as mathematical models in a variety of areas, varying from physics, biology, network
dynamics, and control theory. We refer to Carmona-Delarue [11, 12] and references therein for
a detailed exhibition of applications.

Invariant measures are one of the most important topics in the study of McKean-Vlasov
SDEs. Roughly speaking, an invariant measure means a steady state of the system — if the
initial condition is well-chosen obeying it, the solution has the identical law thereafter. The
existence of invariant measures for McKean-Vlasov SDEs, as well as the possible uniqueness
and associated global convergence, has been extensively studied. For the existence of invariant
measures, see Bao-Scheutzow-Yuan [4] by a weakly dissipative condition, and Hammersley-

Siska-Szpruch [30] by a Lyapunov condition. To show the uniqueness of invariant measures,



Wang [64] uses a strongly dissipative condition, and Wang [65] imposes another Lyapunov-
type condition. Meanwhile, the unique invariant measure is shown globally asymptotically
stable, which means all solutions converge to it. For granular media equations, we refer to
[5, 16, 41, 62] by the propagation of chaos method, and [6, 14, 15, 27, 58, 59] from the Fokker-
Planck perspective.

McKean-Vlasov SDEs mainly differ from usual SDEs in possibility of non-unique invariant

measures. By a usual SDE, we mean its coefficients do not depend on laws of solutions,

If the diffusion term o is non-degenerate, no matter how small, one often expects a usual SDE
has only one invariant measure. When allowing b, to depend on laws of solutions, multi-
ple invariant measures survive if the noise is not too strong. Dawson [20] and Tugaut [61]
present phase transitions on the number of invariant measures for granular media equations in
double-well landscapes when o varies, and Alecio [1] steps further to the multi-well landscapes.
Carrillo-Gvalani-Pavliotis-Schlichting [13] and Delgadino-Gvalani-Pavliotis [21] also prove there
are phase transitions on the number of invariant measures for weakly interacting diffusion pro-
cesses on tori. For general McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Zhang [68] finds multiple invariant measures
when the equation is locally dissipative at two or more points in R?. See also Tugaut [60]
for the long-time behaviour of granular media equations under the existence of three invariant
measures.

Like usual SDEs with non-degenerate noise, if a McKean-Vlasov SDE has only one invariant
measure, it is common to expect that all solutions converge to this unique invariant measure (see
e.g., [27, 64, 65]). Other than such simple dynamical behavior, some complicated dynamical
phenomena may emerge when there are multiple invariant measures. The research in this aspect
remains vague, and in this paper, we instead investigate the potential dynamics of McKean-
Vlasov SDEs by the tools of monotone dynamical systems. Particularly, our attention is drawn
on the unstable behavior near invariant measures and the connecting orbits between invariant
measures.

A dynamical system, in this paper, means a continuous map ®: R, x X — X on a state
space X with the semigroup property, ®;,; = &, o &, (see Definition 2.1). If there is a partial

)

order relation “<x” on the state space X, we may resort to a delicate object — monotone

dynamical system. “Monotone”, also called “order-preserving”, means the semiflow &, preserves

the partial order relation <y,
r <xy implies ®;(x) <x P;(y) forallt > 0.
Consider the coordinate order in R?,
x <y if and only if x; <y,; forallie {1,2,...,d}.

As a consequence of the comparison theorem for usual SDEs (see e.g., GeiB-Manthey [26]), if the

function b: R? — R in (2) satisfies a cooperative condition (or say, Kamke-Miiller condition,



quasi-monotone condition),

bl(ﬂf) < bz(y) for Ty =Y, Tj < Yj, ] 7& i?

then the pathwise solution is order-preserving on R 1In this case, we call the equation a
cooperative SDE, and its solution flow generates a monotone random dynamical system. For
the study of dynamics of cooperative SDEs by means of monotone random dynamical systems,
we refer to [2, 9, 10, 18, 23, 39, 47, 52| and references therein for details.

In general, the pathwise solutions of a McKean-Vlasov SDE cannot generate a random
dynamical system (see e.g., Buckdahn-Li-Peng-Rainer [8]), we turn to consider the law of its
solution on a space of probability measures. Let P;u be the law of X; with the initial condition
obeying a probability measure . Under natural conditions, we prove the McKean-Vlasov SDE
(1) gives a dynamical system on the 2-Wasserstein space (Py(R%),W,) (see Proposition 2.3).
In this sense, an invariant measure of a McKean-Vlasov SDE corresponds to an equilibrium of
a dynamical system, i.e., P/ = p for all ¢ > 0. For a suitable partial order coming into play,

we use the stochastic order “<” defined by
i <4 v if and only if fdu < / fdv for all bounded increasing functions f: R — R,
Rd Rd

where “increasing” means f(x) < f(y) whenever x < y. We refer to Shaked-Shanthikumar
[51] and references therein for details on the stochastic order. With the cooperative condition
below,

bz<x7ﬂ) < bi(y7y>7 for Ti =Y Tj < Yj, j 7& ia and % <st U,

we prove a McKean-Vlasov SDE generates a monotone dynamical system on Py(R?) with
respect to the stochastic order (see Corollary 3.8). That is, for u, v € Py(RY),

w <g v implies P u <y P/v forallt>0.

The generation of monotone dynamical systems covers a wide range of McKean-Vlasov SDEs,
to name a few, granular media equations confined in double-well and multi-well potentials with
quadratic interaction.

Based on the establishment of monotone dynamical systems, we investigate the potential
unstable dynamics near invariant measures of McKean-Vlasov SDEs. To the best of our knowl-
edge, existing literature on McKean-Vlasov SDEs primarily focuses on characterizing attraction
and stability of invariant measures (see e.g., Tugaut [60]). However, the side of instability has
yet to explore, and this shifts our focus on the key concept in this paper — unstable invariant
measures. An invariant measure v is called unstable, if there exists another order-related in-
variant measure 7 (i.e., U >y v or U <g v) such that, for any € > 0, one can find an initial
condition v, in the open ball Bp,(v,¢) of Py(R?) satisfying Wh(Pjv.,7) — 0 as t — oo (see
Definition 1.2). This means we can find a solution with the initial condition infinitesimally
close to v, would escape from v and eventually tend to v.

Our main result concerning unstable invariant measures is as follows. Assume the McKean-

Vlasov SDE (1) is cooperative, and assume it is locally dissipative at n order-related points, a; <
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ay < -+ < a,, in RY Then there are at least (n — 1) order-related unstable invariant measures,
v <gt Vo <g *-+ <st Un—1- They are inserted in the spacing of another n invariant measures,
Wi, ©=1,2,... n,in an ordered way, namely p; <g V3 <gt Misq foralli=1,2,...,n— 1. And
each p; has a shrinking neighbourhood around the Dirac measure §,, (see Theorem 1.1).

With the prior information of (1) that there are (2n — 1) invariant measures in total, we can
further prove the existence of (2n —2) monotone connecting orbits. By a connecting orbit from
an invariant measure v to another invariant measure p, we mean a path {yu;}scr of probability
measures with p as its forward limit, v as its backward limit, and P;ps = pu45 for all ¢ > 0,
s € R (see Definition 1.3). A monotone connecting orbit means increasing or decreasing with
respect to the stochastic order. To be precise, we show that for each i € {1,2,...,n— 1}, there
are a decreasing connecting orbit from r; to u; and an increasing connecting orbit from v; to
fiv1 (see Theorem 1.2).

Connecting orbit (also called heteroclinic orbit) is an important notion arising from the
investigation of bifurcation and chaos phenomena in dynamical systems (see e.g., Chow-Hale
[17]). The term refers an entire orbit which joins two equilibria in a phase space. Connecting
orbits have been found in significant mathematical models in various areas, such as in biological,
chemical, fluid mechanics models (see e.g., Balmforth [3], May-Leonard [45]). Here, in Theorem
1.2, we show the existence of connecting orbits for a general class of McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

This paper provides a framework to study cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs by monotone
dynamical systems. Classical conclusions of monotone dynamical systems lie in Banach spaces,
require nonempty interior of cones, and at least the semiflows are strictly monotone, or even
stronger monotonicity requirement (see e.g., Hirsch-Smith [35]). But our situation in Section
4 is to deal with a general monotone semiflow on a convex compact subset, enclosed by two
order-related equilibria, in a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space, and the cone
has empty interior. Due to the absence of linear structure in Py(R%), we need an extension.
Let M;(R?) be the space of finite signed Borel measures on R? with finite first moments, and

we give a Kantorovich-type norm,

el = sup{'/ fdu‘ S 1f0)] <1, fis 1—Lipschitz},
R4

where “1-Lipschitz” means |f(z) — f(y)| < |z —y| for all z,y € R?. Then (My(R), |||y, ) is
just a normed vector space (see Lemma 3.4), but not a Banach space (see Remark 3.3). To
extend the stochastic order, we construct the following cone (see Lemma 3.5),

C = { U E Ml(Rd) : fdp > 0 for all nonnegative 1-Lipschitz increasing functions f },

R
and find it has empty interior (see Remark 3.5). Also, the strictly monotone requirement re-
stricts the application of the classical theory of monotone dynamical systems to the monotone
semiflows on Py(R?) generated by the cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Hence, our general-
ization of the results in monotone dynamical systems is necessary.

To promote the applicable scope of monotone dynamical systems onto McKean-Vlasov

SDEs, we make the framework as inclusive as possible. When seeking invariant measures



of McKean-Vlasov SDEs, for u € Py(R?), we define ¥(u) to be the unique invariant measure
of the SDE,
dXt = b(Xt7 ,LL) dt + O'(Xt7 ,LL) th

We prove the measure-iterating map W: Py(RY) — Po(R?) is continuous and compact (see
Proposition 5.3). To unveil the existence of order-related invariant measures, we show W
is order-preserving (see Lemma 5.8), which is facilitated by another comparison theorem of
extrinsic-law-dependent SDEs (see Theorem 3.6). Along the way, we also prove P,(R?) is
compactly embedded into P,(R?) for p > ¢ (see Lemma 5.4), and this helps to show an order
interval enclosed by order-related invariant measures is compact. Such an order interval inherits
equivalent topologies from (My(R?), ][}y, ) and from (Py(R?), W), by equivalent convergence
inside (see Lemma 5.7). It is where we invoke our conclusions of monotone dynamical systems.

At last, we apply our main theorems to concrete equations, like the following on R,

where V : R? — R is a potential function and W : R? — R is a local interaction. We will
consider three examples on R and one example in higher dimensions (see Theorem 1.3-1.6). In

one dimension, we take W (z) = §x2 with 8 > 0, and the potential respectively as

V'(z) =x(x — 1)(z+ 1), (double-well landscape);
V() =x(x —1)(z+1) + f(z), (double-well with perturbation);
Viz) =az(z—1)(z+ 1)(z — 2)(x + 2), (multi-well landscape).

For d = 2, we take the potential and the interaction as
s
VV(ry,22) = (x:{’ - IEQJ% —11), W(ry,12) = 5@% + x%), B> 0.
In these cases, the quantitative bounds of 5 and o, for which our theorems are applicable, are
given, and the phase diagrams are presented (see Figure 1-2). Besides the examples above,
the abstract theorems also apply to asymmetric potentials and polynomial potentials of higher

orders.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall some pertinent results about
dynamical systems, and show McKean-Vlasov SDEs generate dynamical systems on the 2-
Wasserstein space. In Section 3, we give preliminary results concerning monotone dynamical
systems, discuss the stochastic order, and consider its interplay with the Wasserstein metrics.
Then under a cooperative condition, we prove a comparison theorem for McKean-Vlasov SDEs
with respect to the stochastic order, and monotone semiflows are generated. Section 4 gener-
alizes some results in monotone dynamical systems. We extend the connecting orbit theorem
and deduce a dichotomy structure of equilibria for monotone semiflows. Section 5 is concerned
with the existence of order-related invariant measures and their shrinking neighbourhoods if a
McKean-Vlasov SDE is locally dissipative at several points. In Section 6, we prove our main
results, and Appendix A provides a detailed proof of connecting orbit theorem for monotone

mappings on an ordered topological vector space.



1.1 Notations

P(R?)  The set of probability measures on R?

P,(R?)  The set of probability measures on R? with finite p-th moments

Po(R?)  The set of probability measures on R¢ with finite moments of all orders p > 1
<at The stochastic order between probability measures

41, a]p, The order interval consisting of probability measures p € P,(R?) with g <g g <gp o

W, The p-Wasserstein distance

[l The p-th root of the p-th absolute moment of a probability measure p
|b] The 2-norm of a vector b = (b;)%_, € R, |b| := (3, b2)"/?

ol The transpose of a matrix o € R%*!

o] The 2-norm of a matrix o € R¥! | |o| := (Trace(oo"))/?

1.2 Main results

In this subsection, we state our assumptions, some necessary definitions and main results.

Assumption 1. (i) The function b: R? x Py(R?) — R? is continuous and one-sided Lipschitz,
i.e., there exists K > 0 such that, for all x,y € R, u, v € Py(R?),

(z —y,b(z, 1) —b(y,v)) < K|z —y|* + K |z — y| Wa(u,v).

(ii) The function o: R? x Py(R?) — R?*! is Lipschitz continuous, namely, there exists K > 0
such that, for all z,y € RY, p, v € Py(R?),

|O'(SL'7/L) o U(yv I/)‘2 <K |LZ' - y|2 + KW22(ILL7 V)'
Assumption 2. (i) The function b: R? x Py(R?) — R? is cooperative in the following sense,
bz(%ﬂ) S bi<y7y>7 for Ti = Yi, xj S yj7 .] 7£ i7 and % SSt V.
(ii) The function o: R? x Py(RY) — R satisfies, for all i = 1,2,...,d, and for all z,y € R?,

w, v € P2(Rd)7
l

Z loik(, 1) — O—ik(yvyﬂz < Kz — Z/i|2 .
=1

Assumption 3. (i) The function b: R? x Py(R?) — R? has polynomial growth, that is, there
exist K > 0, k > 0 such that, for all z € R, pu € Py(R?),

[b(z, )| < K (L + []" + [|pell2)-

(ii) The function o: R? x Py(RY) — R?*! is non-degenerate, i.e., there exist 0 < ¢ < @, such
that, for all z € RY, € Py(RY),

oly < oo’ (z,p) <7l

where I, is the identity matrix on R%.



Assumption 4. The function b: R? x Py(RY) — R? is weakly dissipative, i.e., there exist
a > f3>0,v >0, such that, for all x € R%, p € Py(RY),

(z,b(z, 1)) < —alz* + B ||plls + -

For the statements of our main results, we stress the following three definitions that are

mentioned previously.
Definition 1.1. The equation (1) is called locally dissipative at a € R? with configuration
(Taa Fa? ga)7 if

(i) the function g,: Ry x Ry — R satisfies
2(x, b (x, 1)) + |o%(z,v)|2 < —ga(|z?, ||v]|3), for all z € RY and v € Py(R?),
where f4(z,v) = f(z +a,0-%), [ =b,0, dv-(y) = dv(y — a);

(i) 7, > r, > 0 and g, satisfy

ga(-,72) is continuous and convex;

inf a = Ya 72);
it gl w) = gl )

a

ga(2,72) >0, for all z > 12,

Definition 1.2. For a semigroup P; on Py(R?), an invariant measure v € Py(R?) is called
unstable, if there exists another order-related invariant measure 7 € Py(RY) (i.e., 7 >4 v or
U <4 v) such that, for any € > 0, one can find some v. € Bp, (v, ¢) satisfying Wh(P}v.,v) — 0
as t — oQ.

Definition 1.3. For a semigroup P; on Py(R?), a path {s; }er C P2(RY) is called an increasing
(decreasing) connecting orbit from an invariant measure v to another invariant measure p if
Plus = ppys for any ¢t >0, s € R;
phs Zst fe (fts >se pe) for all s < ¢

Wa (e, v) = 0 as t — —oo and Wh(ug, u) — 0 as t — oo.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Assumption 1, 2, 3, J hold, and there exists {a;}7_, C R? for some
n > 2 such that the equation (1) is locally dissipative at a; with configurations (v, Ta,, ga;) for
alll <i<n. Ifa; <ay <---<a, and

ri +r2 <27 ay —aiq|?, forall 1<i<n-—1,

ai41 —

then the equation (1) has at least (2n — 1) order-related invariant measures in Pao(R?),

H1 <st V1 <st H2 gt v <gt Hi <st Vi <st Hit+1 lgt t o <st Hn—1 <st Vn—1 <st Hn,

satisfying



(i) each v; is unstable, i = 1,2,...,n —1;
(ii) each p; € Bpy(04;,7a;), 1= 1,2,...,m;
(iii) there exists T > 0 such that P;Bp,(da;,Ta,) C Bp,(da;,7a;) for allt >T,1=1,2,...,n.

Theorem 1.2. Assume the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. If further there are exactly (2n—1)
invariant measures, then for each i € {1,2,...,n — 1}, there are a decreasing connecting orbit

{1i:(t) }rer from v; to p; and an increasing connecting orbit {11 i11(t) }rer from v; to piiq.

The next result pertains to granular media equations in a double-well potential with

quadratic interaction.

Theorem 1.3 (Double-well landscapes, Figure 1). Consider the following one-dimensional
McKean-Viasov SDE,

dX, = — [X,(X;, — 1)(X; + 1) + B (X; — EX,)] dt + o(X,) dW,. (3)

If the parameter B and the Lipschitz function o: R — R satisfy

27(9 17 o1v17 — 107
5>(1+8\/_)’ O<g<0(az)2<\/;T for all x € R,

then

(i) there are exactly three invariant measures, pi_1, fo, b1 € Poo(R) with p_1 <g po <st 1,
and g 1s unstable;

(ii) there are a decreasing connecting orbit {o—1(t)her from po to p—y and an increasing

connecting orbit {1io1(t) }rer from po to pi.

H1

Mo

H—1

Figure 1: Phase diagram for double-well landscapes

Now we present more examples, such as multi-well landscapes, double-well with perturbation
and higher dimensional case.

Theorem 1.4 (Multi-well landscapes, Figure 2). Consider the following one-dimensional
McKean-Viasov SDE,

dX; = — [Xe(Xy — D(Xe + 1)(Xe — 2)(Xe + 2) + 8(X; — EXy)] dE + o (Xy) AW, (4)

If the parameter B and the Lipschitz function o: R — R satisfy

4(13v/13 — 35)
V5 + V1 2 R
f>8\5+V13, 0<ag<o(r) < 5 for all z € R,

then



(i) there are ezactly five invariant measures, [i_o, [i_1, Ho, 1, 2 € Poo(R) with p_o <y
Pt <st po <st 1 <st p2, and pi_y, py are unstable;

(ii) there are a decreasing connecting orbit {p_1 _o(t) }rer from p_y to p_o and an increasing
connecting orbit {p—10(t) }ter from p_y to po;
there are a decreasing connecting orbit {1 o(t) }rer from py to po and an increasing con-

necting orbit {1 2(t) her from py to po.

2

M1

Ho

H—2

Figure 2: Phase diagram for multi-well landscapes

Theorem 1.5 (Double-well with perturbation). Consider the following one-dimensional
McKean-Viasov SDE,

dX; = — [Xo(Xe = D(Xe + 1) + [(Xe) + B (Xe — EXy)] dt + o(X,) AW (5)

If the parameter B and the Lipschitz functions f: R — R, 0: R — R satisfy

1
B>%, |f(x)|<§, 0<g<0(x)2<% for all v € R,

then there are three order-related invariant measures, pi_1 < v < pi1, in Poo(R) with v unstable.

Theorem 1.6 (Higher dimensional case). Consider the following two-dimensional McKean-

Vlasov SDF,
dXi(t) = [Xg(t) — X3(t) — B(X1(t) — EXl(t))] dt + o1 (X1 () dW4 (1), ©)
AX (1) = [X0(t) = X3(t) — B (Xa(t) — EXo())] dt + 0a(Xa(8)) Wi (1),

If the parameter B and the Lipschitz functions o1,09: R — R satisfy
27 5
B> - 0<a<oy(n)?+oo(my)? < 16 for all (zy,25) € R?,

then there are three order-related invariant measures, 1 < v < ji1, in POO(RQ) with v unstable.

2 Generation of Dynamical Systems

We review some results from the theory of dynamical systems, and show a McKean-Vlasov
SDE generates a dynamical system on Py(RY) under the Lipschitz-type conditions. The key
point that we will verify is the joint continity of the semigroup P*.

10



2.1 Preliminaries on dynamical systems

Denote Ty ={x € T:2 >0}, T_- ={x € T: 2z <0}, where T = Ror Z. Let (X,d) be
a complete metric space with a metric d. Firstly, we give the definition of a continuous-time

dynamical system, or named semiflow.
Definition 2.1. A map ® : R; x X — X is said to be a semiflow, if
(i) ®: Ry x X — X is continuous;
(ii) ®(0,x) =
(iii) @(t, P(s,z)) = P(t+ s,x) for all t,s € R, and z € X.

We will henceforth also denote ®(¢,z) by ®;(x). For any x € X, the positive orbit O (z, P)
of zis {®;(z) : t € Ry }. A negative orbit O_(z, ®) of x is anet {zs}secr_ in X such that xy =z
and ®,(z5) = T4y, for any 0 < ¢t < —s. An entire orbit O(z, ®) of x is a net {z,}er in X such
that ®;(zs) = x4, for any t € R,, s € R. Notice that the negative orbit and entire orbit of a
point z may not exist or not be unique. A point z € X is an equilibrium of ®, if &,(z) = x for
any t > 0.

A subset B C X is said to be positively invariant, if ®,(B) C B, for any t € R,, and
invariant, if ®;(B) = B, for any t € Ry. It is not difficult to see that B C X invariant is
equivalent to, for any x € B, there exists an entire orbit {z;};cg C B such that xq = x. For
any set B C X, the w-limit set of B is defined by

w(B,®) :={y € X : there exist sequences t; — oo and y; € B such that klim D, (y) =y}
—00

Now, we give a basic property of w-limit sets which is easy to check by definition, one may also
see Hale [29, Lemma 3.2.1].

Lemma 2.1. If B is a positively invariant compact subset of X, then w(B,®) is a nonempty

imwvariant compact subset of B.

Next, we give some corresponding definitions for discrete-time dynamical systems, or named
mappings. For a continuous mapping ¥ : X — X and any = € X, the positive orbit O, (x, V)
of x is the set {U"(z) : n € Z,}. A negative orbit O_(z, V) of x is a sequence {x, }nez  in X
such that zo = z and ¥(z,,) = 41, for any n < —1. An entire orbit O(x, ¥) of z is a sequence
{Zn}nez in X such that ¥(x,) = x,41 for any n € Z. If U(x) =z, we say «x is a fized point of
v,

2.2 Joint continuity of semigroups of McKean-Vlasov SDEs

Let P,(R?) be the set of probability measures on R? having finite p-th moments,

P,(RY) = {uep(Rd lill, = ([ P aute) )p<oo}.
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For p € [1,00), equip P,(RY) with the p-Wasserstein metric defined as below,
Wyl v) i=inf { (B|X = V") £(X) = p, £(Y) = v},

where L£(-) represents the law of a random variable. Then (P,(R?%),W,) is a complete metric
space (see Villani [63, Theorem 6.18]).

Let C(0,T;P,(R%)) be the set of continuous maps y: [0,T] — P,(R?), on which a natural
metric defined by

Wp,T(M? V) ‘= Sup Wp(uhyt)

0<t<T
makes the space C'(0,T; P,(R?)) complete. Let C(0, 00; P,(R?)) be the set of continuous maps
w: [0,00) = P,(R?). We say a sequence {u"}22; in C(0, 00; P,(RY)) converges to v if

Wp(u",v) = 0 asn — oo, for all t > 0.

It is well-known that the space C/(0, 0o; P,(RY)) is complete under some compatible metric.
Let p € C(0, 00; Po(R?)), and consider a (extrinsic-)law-dependent SDE on R? as follows.

dXt = b(Xt,/,l/t> dt+U(Xt,/,Lt) th, XO = 5, (7)

where b: R x Py(RY) — RY o: R x Py(R?Y) — R and W, is a standard [-dimensional
Brownian motion.

Under Assumption 1, the SDE (7) admits a unique strong solution {X/*};5o. By the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality and Gronwall’s inequality, following the ideas in
Karatzas-Shreve [38, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.9], for any T > 0, there exists a constant Cr > 0
such that

B [ up |Xf’f|ﬂ < (1 FE[ + sup Hutué) .
0<t<T

0<t<T

The law of the solution {£(X/*)},> is also in C(0, 0o; Po(R?)). This induces a map
®: C(0,00; Po(RY)) = C(0,00; Po(R)),  p— LX), (8)
and actually, the following lemma shows that ® has a unique fixed point.

Lemma 2.2. Under Assumption 1, the map ® defined in (8) has a unique fized point. Moreover,
the fized point of ® is the limit of ®"(L(E)) in the space C(0,00; Po(RY)) as n — oo.

Proof. Let u,v € C(0,00;P2(RY)). We consider a family of equivalent metrics and select an
appropriate one. For A > 0 and ¢ > 0, define a new metric by

Waea(p, v) i= sup e Wa (g, vs),
0<s<t

and it is equivalent to Wh ;. We compute

e MW (D(1)e, D(v)e)
< e’Q’\tEHXf Lo X/ ’5‘2} (definition of Wasserstein metric)

12



t
- / (—2)\)e‘2ASE[|X§"’5—X;”fﬁ ds
0

S

t
[ B O XSO )~ B )
0
t
+/ e_Q)‘SEHU(X;"g, 1ts) — o (X2, Vs)|2] ds (Itd’s formula)
0
t t
< / (4K — 20)e B[ X0€ — X7¢|] ds + / 2K e "Wy (s, vs) ds
0 0

(Assumption 1, Young’s inequality).
Choose A = 2K and fix A henceforth, so that
t
e PMW2(D(p)y, ®(v),) < 2K/ e W2 (1, v) ds, for all t > 0,
0

and hence,

t
Wi A (@(p), ®(v)) < 2K / Wi (i, v)ds, for all t > 0. (9)
0
To show the existence of a fixed point of @, we set a sequence {u"}°2, in C(0, 00; Po(R%)),
) =L(€), p=ew" ), foralln € N.

Then by the estimate (9), we have
t
W3 () < 2K/ W3 (™, p" ) ds, forall t >0, n e N.
0

For any ¢ > 0, there exists some Ky(t) > 0 such that Wa, \(u', u%) < Ko(t). It follows from

induction that
Ko(t)(2Kt)"

W22,t,)\<:un+17 ,un) S n

)
so we obtain

ZW%,\(/L"“,/L") < oo, for all t > 0.
n=0

This means {u"}°, is a Cauchy sequence in C'(0, 0o; P2(R?)), and hence, it has a limit fi. The
limit /1 is exactly a fixed point of @, since (9) implies ® is continuous.
As for the uniqueness of the fixed point, we assume u, v are two fixed points of ®. Then by

(9), we get
t
W3 (i, v) < 2K/ Wi (1, v) ds, for all t > 0.
0

Gronwall’s inequality yields Wh z(p,v) =0 for all t > 0, so p = v. O

Remark 2.1. Lemma 2.2 guarantees the existence and uniqueness of solutions of McKean-
Vlasov SDEs. See Wang [64, Theorem 2.1] for another proof of existence and uniqueness
of solutions of McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Also, this lemma is necessitated by the proof of the

comparison theorem (Theorem 3.7).
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Consider a McKean-Vlasov SDE on R? as follows.
dXt = b(Xt,L(Xt>>dt+O'(Xt,£(Xt))dVVt, X() = g (10)

Under Assumption 1, X is a solution of the equation (10) if and only if £(X) is a fixed point of
® defined in (8). It6’s formula together with BDG inequality and Gronwall’s inequality gives
that, for any 7" > 0, there exists Cp > 0 such that

E [ sup |Xf|2] < Cr (14 E[¢). (1)

0<t<T

Then the SDE (10) generates a semigroup Py : Py(RY) — Po(R?) by
Prp = L(X7), with £(£) = p.

Actually, P} is well-defined and has the semigroup property (see Wang [64]). To show P} gives
a semiflow on the metric space (Py(R%), W,) (see Definition 2.1), it suffices to show it is jointly

continuous on [0, 00) X Py(R?).

Proposition 2.3. Under Assumption 1, the semigroup P} of the McKean-Vlasov SDE (10) is
a semiflow on (Po(RT), Ws).

Proof. We only need to show that for a sequence (t,, ti,) € [0,00) X Po(R?) with ¢, — ¢ and
Wa(fin, pr) — 0, we have Wa( P pi,, P i) — 0.

Firstly, we will prove the following two claims.
Claim 1. For any p, v € P2(R?) and 0 < ¢ < T, there exists Cr > 0 such that Wy(P;u, Pfv) <
CrWs(p, v).
Claim 2. For any u € Po(R%), Pfu is continuous in t, i.e., for any ¢, — t, we have
WalPri, Pon) = 0.
Proof of Claim 1: Choose £,n € L*(Q;R?) such that £(£) = p, L(n) = v and W3(u,v) =
E[|¢ — n]?]. Let X%, X be the solutions of (10) with initial conditions &7 respectively. Set
X, = X — X7 and

Joi= FOXE LXD) = F(XT LX), | =10
2

Ito’s formula to | X;|? yields

AIX [ = (2(Xe, by) + (|64]13) dt + 2(X;, 6, AW
AKX dt 4+ 2KW5 (L(X7), L(X7)) dE + 2(X;, 6, AW,
< AK|X,|? dt + 2KE[| X, ?] dt + 2(X,, 6, dW,).

Then it follows that
A t A A
E[|X;]*] < E[|¢ —n*] + EU (AK|X,|* + 2KE[| X,|*]) ds
0
t
< Wi (u,v) + GK/ E[|X|*] ds.
0
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By Gronwall’s inequality, for any ¢ € [0, 7], we have
Wi (P, Prv) < E[| X)) < W3, v).

Taking Cr = 357 we finish the proof of Claim 1.
Proof of Claim 2: Note that the solution is continuous a.s., 0 lim,, ., | X5 — X;[> =0, a.s.

Then it follows from (11) and the dominated convergence theorem that

limsup Wa(F;, . B pr) < lim (B[IXF, - X{7))"* = 0.
n—oo

n—oo

Now we continue the proof of this lemma. Note that there exists T' > 0 such that sup,,>; ¢,V
t <T. By Claim 1, we know that

Wa (P, b, B 1) < WaPy, i, B i) + Wa(Py i, P i)

n n

< CTWQ(,Um U) + WQ(P;;:W Pt*:u)’

which together with Claim 2 implies that lim,,,oc W2 (P} pin, P 1) = 0. O

3 Comparison Principle and Generation of Monotone

Dynamical Systems

In this section, we first summarize some preliminary materials involving ordered spaces and
monotone dynamical systems. After that, some properties of the stochastic order are examined,
and Wasserstein spaces are extended to a normed vector space. We construct a cone inside to
extend the stochastic order as well. With the cooperative condition, we prove a comparison
theorem for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with respect to the stochastic order, and prove a single

equation generates a monotone semiflow P on Py(RY).

3.1 Preliminaries on monotone dynamical systems

Now, we recall the definition of partial order relations.

Definition 3.1. Let S be a topological space. A set R C S x S is called a partial order relation
if the following hold:

(i) (Reflexivity) (z,x) € R for all z € S;
(ii) (Antisymmetry) (z,y) € R and (y,z) € R imply = = y;
(iii) (Transitivity) (z,y) € R and (y,2) € R imply (z,2) € R.

We write x < y if (z,y) € R. Furthermore, R is said to be a closed partial order relation if it
is a closed subset of S x S. The space S is called an ordered space if it is a topological space

together with a closed partial order relation R C S x S.
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Let S be a topological space with a closed partial order relation “<”. If x <y and z # y,
we write z < y. For x,y € S with z < y, the order interval is defined by (x,yls = {z € S :
r<z<uy}, [r,yls ={z €5 :2 <z <y} and similarly we can define [z,y)s, (z,y)s. Points
x,y € S are said to be order-related, if + < y or y < z holds. A totally ordered set (which is
also referred as chain) A in S means that, any two points z and y in A are order-related. A net
{zt}ter €S (T=R,R,R_,Z,Z,or Z_) is called increasing (decreasing), if z; < xs (x; > x5)
for any t,s € T with t < s. Given two subsets A and B of S, we write A < B (A < B) when
r <y (x < y) holds for each choice of x € A and y € B. The reversed signs >, > are used in
the usual way.

A closed partial order relation in a topological vector space can be induced by a cone. To
be more precise, let (V,T) be a topological vector space. A cone C'is a closed convex subset of
V such that A\C' C C for all A > 0 and C N (—=C) = {0}. We call (V,C) an ordered topological
vector space, as the cone C' can induce a closed partial order as follows. For z,y € V, x <y if
and only if y — x € C. It follows that x < y if and only if y — x € C\{0}. In addition, [z,y]y
is clearly a convex closed subset of V.

Let X be a complete metric space with a closed partial order relation “<”. Given A C X,
xr € A is said to be mazimal (minimal) in A, if there is no point y € A such that y > = (y < x).
For a point x € X and a set A C X, wedenote x < A (z > A),if x <y (x > y) for any y € A.
A point x € X is an upper bound (lower bound) of Aif x > A (z < A). An upper bound xq of
A is said to be the supremum of A, denoted by ¢ = sup A, if any other upper bound z satisfies
x > x¢. Similarly, a lower bound z( of A is said to be the infimum of A, denoted by xy = inf A,
if any other lower bound x satisfies © < xy. Clearly, if the supremum (infimum) of A exists, it

must be unique, but may not belongs to A.
Lemma 3.1. Assume that A C X is compact. Then,

(i) every increasing (decreasing) net {x;}ier in A converges ast — 0o and t — —o0;
(i) of A is totally ordered, then sup A (inf A) exists and sup A € A (inf A € A);
(iii) the set A contains a maximal element and a minimal element;

(iv) if a positive (negative) orbit O, (z, ®) (O_(x,®)) of a semiflow ® on X contained in A is
increasing or decreasing, then it must converge to an equilibrium ast — oo (t — —o0).

The corresponding result is also true for mappings.

Proof. For the proof of items (i)-(iii), we refer to Hirsch-Smith [35, Lemma 1.1]. Here, we give
the proof of (iv). We only prove the case for increasing negative orbit of a semiflow ®, as other
cases are similar. Suppose {z;}scr_ is an increasing negative orbit, that is, ®;(xs) = x4, for
any 0 <t < —s, and x5, < x,, for any s < s5 < 0. By (i), we have z; converges to some
point + € A as s - —oo. Then for any fixed t > 0, &;(z) = (I)t(sEIPooxs) = Sgr_noo Oy (z5) =
sEr_noo Zirs = x. Therefore, x is an equilibrium. O

Now, we give the definition of an unstable equilibrium of a semiflow ® on a complete metric

space X with a closed partial order relation “<”.
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Definition 3.2. An equilibrium x € X is called unstable for a semiflow ® on X, if there exists
another order-related equilibrium y (i.e., y < z or y > z) such that, for any € > 0, one can find

ze € B(x, €) satisfying ®;(z.) converges to y, as t — o0.

Remark 3.1. Such instability in Definition 3.2 implies that the equilibrium is not Lyapunov
stable (i.e., having an arbitrarily small positively invariant neighborhood) and does not attract
points locally (i.e., all points within a certain neighborhood are attracted by it). This violates

all the key conditions for the equilibrium to be a possible local attractor (see e.g., Hale [29]).
Finally, we give the definition of monotone dynamical systems.

Definition 3.3. A semiflow ® on X is called monotone (strictly monotone), if x < y implies
Oy (x) < Py(y) (Pi(x) < Py(y)) for any ¢ > 0. Similarly, a continuous mapping ¥ : X — X
is monotone (strictly monotone), if x < y implies ¥(z) < U(y) (¥(x) < ¥(y)). A monotone

semiflow or mapping is also called an order-preserving semiflow or mapping.

3.2 Stochastic order in Wasserstein spaces

Let P(RY) be the set of probability measures on R? with the topology induced by weak

convergence. Fix the coordinate order on R,
x <y ifand only if x; <y, forallie {1,2,...,d},

and a function f: RY — R is called increasing if f(x) < f(y) for < y. Now we give the
definition of the stochastic order.

Definition 3.4. The stochastic order “<y” is a partial order on P(R?), defined by
1 <g v if and only if / fdu < / f dv for all bounded increasing functions f: R? — R.
Rd Rd

Reflexivity and transitivity are obvious, and antisymmetry can be obtained by taking f =
1(z.00), Where © = (2;)4, € R, (z,00) = [T, (:,00). This partial order is also known as
stochastic domination, and for simplicity, we just write p < v if the context is clear. As a basic
fact, Strassen’s theorem (see e.g., Lindvall [40, equation (3)]) says, 1 < v if and only if there

exist two random variables X, Y such that
LIX)=p, LY)=v, X<Yas

According to Hiai-Lawson-Lim [32, Proposition 3.11], test functions f can be taken as bounded
continuous increasing. If p, v both have finite first moments, it is equivalent for test functions
ranging over all 1-Lipschitz increasing functions (see Fritz-Perrone [24, Theorem 4.2.1]), where
a 1-Lipschitz function f means |f(z) — f(y)| < |z — y| for all 2,y € R%. We may confine test
functions in such different sets whenever convenient. The following lemma shows the stochastic
order is closed in P(R?) and in P,(RY).
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Lemma 3.2. The stochastic order is a closed partial order relation in P(RY) with the weak

convergence topology, and also closed in the p-Wasserstein space (P,(RY),W,) for p > 1.

Proof. Suppose p, — u, v, — v, weakly as n — oo, and suppose u,, < v, for each n € N. By

Hiai-Lawson-Lim [32, Proposition 3.11], we only need to show

fdu < fdv for all bounded continuous increasing functions f.
R4

This follows from [ fdu, < [ fdv, for each n € N and taking the limit n — co. For the
Wassserstein space, the closedness of the stochastic order results from that convergence in W,

implies the weak convergence. [
Then, we show that an order interval is bounded by endpoints in P,(R%) as follows.

Lemma 3.3. Given p > 1, let puy, pua € Pp(RY). Then the order interval

[ﬂl,ﬂg]p = {/.L € P(Rd) Ny Sst % Sst MQ}
is bounded in P,(RY).

Proof. For any o = (x1,+-+ ,24) € RY and N > 0, let
;N(x) = (|xl|p A N)l{xiZO}(I)a fz,_N(‘T) = _(|xi|p A N) 1{$i§0}(x)’ 1<i<d.

Then f; "o fiy forall 1 <i <dand N > 0 are bounded increasing functions.
For any u € [p1, u2]p, we have

/szNdNS/ fifn dpa, /fi,NduZ/ findpr, forall 1<di<d.
Rd Ré Rd Rd

Thus

/dz |xz‘p/\N d/JJ / Z ‘xz|p/\N d,ul / Z ‘xl|p/\N d/sz( )
R

Letting N — oo and by the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that

/Z!M”du /Z|xz|pdu1 /Z|x2’pd/,b2

Note that
d
lz|P < (2%71 V1) Z 2P < 215 Y|z P, for all @ = (zq,---,x4) € R%
i=1
We get
lully = [ ol da) < 2871 ( el diste)+ [ ol dpnte ) < 2 ([l 2 + 1o 2).
Therefore, {1, us]p is bounded by 2| + lly) in Py(R?). .
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Next, we extend Wasserstein spaces to a normed vector space equipped with a Kantorovich-
type norm, and find a cone inducing a partial order, which coincides with the stochastic order

when restricted on P;(R?). There is a dual representation of the p-Wasserstein metric (see e.g.,
Rachev [50, Theorem 1]),

1/p
W, (i, v) = sup { / fdu +/ gdv: f, g bounded Lipschitz, f(x)+ g(y) < |z — y|p} :
R4 R4

Particularly, W, has a neater form, called Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality (see e.g., Villani [63,

(5.11)]),
Wi (i, v) = sup {/ fdu— / fdv: fis 1—Lipschitz} : (12)
R Rd

This duality enables us to construct a norm on the space M (R?) of finite signed Borel measures

on R? with finite first moments,
M (RY) = {,u € M(RY) : /Rd |z d |u| (z) < oo} .

Extend the 1-Wasserstein metric on M;(R%) by

el = Sup{‘/Rdfdp,’ S f0) <1, fis 1-Lipschitz} : (13)

and then the following lemma implies (M;(R?), |||y, ) is a normed vector space.

Lemma 3.4. The map ||-||,y, defined in (13) is a norm on My(R?), and (My(R?), ||-|l,y,) is a
normed vector space. Moreover, || — v, = Wi(p,v) for all p,v € Pi(R?).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check |[Apull,,, = [Allull,y, and [|p+ vy, < [lplly, + 7]y, -
By the dual representation (12) of Wy, we have [|u — v, = Wi(u,v) for p,v € Pi(R?). Tt
remains to show that [|p[,,, = 0 implies y = 0. Take = (z;){_; € R? and define f,;: R — R,
fo: R — R by

07 u S Ty, d
fri(w) =S n(u—x;), 7 <u<az;+1/n, Jo(uy, ... uq) := H Fsi(w). (14)
1, u>x;+ 1/n, =

Then | f,(0)] < 1,  f, is 1-Lipschitz, and f, — 1(z,00) as n — co. Since ||ull,,, = 0, it follows
[ fadp = 0 for each n € N. Then the dominated convergence theorem shows u((z,00)) = 0,

and this means p = 0 as x € R? is arbitrary. O

Remark 3.2. The 1-Wasserstein space P;(R?) is a closed convex subset of (My(R?),]]-[|,,),
since (P1(R?), W1) is a complete metric space, and since || — v|,, = Wi(p,v) for all p, v €
P1(RY).
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Remark 3.3. The space (M;(R%),||l,y,) is NOT a Banach space. Let d = 1, and p, =
O1/n2 = 005 Vn = D _p_y Mk, for n € N. Then {v,,} is a Cauchy sequence in (M;(R),[-|,,,), but
its limit is not of finite mass. Assume ||v, — v||,,, — 0 as n — oo for some v € M;(R). Define
fm: R — R by

0, u <0,
fm(uw) = S m?u, 0<u<1/m?
1, u>1/m?,

and we have [ f,, dv, > m for n > m. Let n — oo, and it gives || (R) > [ f,dv > m. Asm
can be arbitrarily large, we obtain |v| (R) = co. Indeed, the limit of {1} lives in the dual of

some Lipschitz function space (see Bouchitté-Champion-Jimenez [7]).

To recover the stochastic order, a candidate cone in M;(R?) is as below,

C = { 1€ Mi(RY) fdup > 0 for all nonnegative 1-Lipschitz increasing functions f }

(15)

R4

Lemma 3.5. The set C given in (15) is a cone in M(R?). In other words, C' is a closed convex
subset of M1(R%), \C' C C for all A > 0, and C N (=C) = {0}. Moreover, for u,v € Pi(RY),
1 <g v if and only if v —p € C.

Proof. 1t is obvious that C' is convex, and A\C' C C for all A > 0. To see C' N (—=C) = {0}, we
only need to show p = 0if [ fdu = 0 for any nonnegative 1-Lipschitz increasing function f.
Consider the functions f,, given in (14). For each n € N, we have % fn is nonnegative 1-Lipschitz
increasing. Also, f, — 1(z) as n — oo. It follows from the dominated convergence theorem
that u((z,00)) = 0. This gives u = 0 since x € R? is arbitrary.

To show C'is closed, suppose ||t — pillyy, — 0, ptn € C for all n € N, and p € M;(R?). We
need to show p € C' as well. Let f be a nonnegative 1-Lipschitz increasing function. Then there
exists some A > 1 such that § [ f(0)] < 1. We observe | [ 5 fduy — [ +f dp| < ||t — pillyy, — 0,
so [ fdu=lim, e [ fdp, > 0, which shows p € C as f is arbitrary.

Next, we want to show the partial order “<,,,” in M;(R?) induced by C' is equivalent to
the stochastic order on P;(R%). It is easy to see u <4 v implies v — pu € C. Conversely, notice
p, v have finite first moments, and by Fritz-Perrone [24, Theorem 4.2.1], we only need to show

[ fdu < [ fdv for any 1-Lipschitz increasing function f. Actually, v — pu € C' gives

/(fv(—n)Jrn)dug/(fv(—n)+n)du for all n € N,

so we have

/f\/(—n)duﬁ/f\/(—n)dl/ for all n € N.

Since |f(z)| < [£(0)| + |x|, u, v € P1(R?), we invoke the dominated convergence theorem to get

[rdu< [ fdv. O
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Remark 3.4. For any 1, iz € M1(R?), denote

[M1>M2]M1 = {:u € Ml(Rd) C M S/\/h 1% S/Vh :uQ}

Even if pi1, 12 € Poo(R?Y), we do not have [y, pio]ar, € P(R?). In fact, let z,y, 2z € R? with
r <y < z. Then it is easy to see that d, <, 0, <a, 0. and hence

(Sx <M, (SZ — (Sy +(Sx <My 5z-
So 6, — 8, + 0, € [0z, 0], However, 6, — &, + 0, ¢ P(R?).

Remark 3.5. The cone C' has no interior point. Indeed, for any p € C' and any € > 0, we can
show there is some v ¢ C' such that ||u — v, < e. Actually, there exists some N > 0 such
that [i, oy (14 [z dlpl < §. Set y=(N+1,0,...,0) € R? and let

dv (@) = Lypjany - dp(z) — Ljej>ny - ddy(2).

22+ N)

By the construction of v, we have v € M(R?) and ||u—vl,,, < e. Consider f: R — R
defined below,

0, T <N,
flx1,...,2q) =< 21— N, N<ax3<N+1,
L, ry > N+ 1.
Then f is nonnegative 1-Lipschitz increasing and [ fdv = —m < 0, which implies v ¢ C.

3.3 Comparison principle with respect to stochastic order

In this subsection, we consider two McKean-Vlasov SDEs with their diffusion terms given

by the same function,

dX (t)
Ay ()

(X (1), L(X (1)) At + o (X (1), L(X (1)) AW (1), X(0) =¢&,

16
(Y (1), LY (1)) dt + o(Y (t), LY (1)) AW (t),  Y(0) =, 1o

and we prove a comparison theorem in the sense of the stochastic order. Our comparison
theorem is in a distinct partial order relation, while the existing versions state pathwise order-

preserving results (see e.g., Huang-Liu-Wang [37, Theorem 1.1]).

Assumption 5. (i) The function c: R? x Py(R?) — R? is continuous and one-sided Lipschitz

(with the same parameter K for the function b in Assumption 1 (i)).
(ii) The functions b, c: R? x Py(RY) — R? satisfy

bi(z,p) < ci(y,v), for x; =y, v; < y;, j # i, and for p <y v.
For the purpose, we start with a comparison theorem for (extrinsic)-law-dependent SDEs,

dX () = b(X(¢), p(t)) dt + o (X (1), u(t)) AW (2), X(0) =¢,
dY (t) = c(Y (1), v()) dt + o(Y (£), v(£)) AW (1), Y (0) = 1.

(17)
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Theorem 3.6. Let u,v € C(0,00; Po(R?)), and let X, Y be the solutions of the SDEs given in
(17). Under Assumption 1, 2, 5, if £, n are square integrable with L£(§) < L(n) and u(t) < v(t)
for allt >0, then L(X(t)) < L(Y(t)) for all t > 0.

Proof. By Strassen’s theorem, we may assume £ < 7 a.s., and it suffices to show X () < Y (¢)

a.s., for any ¢t > 0. We first establish this result under a stronger assumption that
bi(z, 1) < ci(y,v) for x; =vy;, v; <y, j# 1, and for p < w. (18)

Subsequently, we will complete the proof using an approximation argument.
Let us begin to prove this theorem under the assumption (18). For each ¢ € {1,2,...,d},

set stopping times

M. e : M min +O
7 =1inf{t > 0: X;(t) > Yi(t)}, 7 min 7,
& =inf{t > 1V Xi(t) < Yi(0)},

]

where inf () = co. It follows Ti(2) > Ti(l) on the event {Ti(l) < oo} for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Let

inf {t > 7W b (X (1), 1(t)) — & (Ya(t), ..., Yiei (), X;(1), Yiga (1), . .., Ya(t), v(1)))
e < 5 XD 0 = (O] | on 70 = 1Y),
oo otherwise,

Hi::37£m A’ﬁ.
Then

bi(X (@), p(1)) < eiNa(t), -, Yira (), Xi(t), Yiga (1), - Ya(t), v(1))

for t € [, k;], on the event {7} = Ti(l) < 00}

_ A _ _ . . .
For each n € N, denote A\, = 27", )\”H u2du = A;', so there exists a continuous function

fn: R — R supported in the interval [A,;1, A,] such that

2\, An
0 < fu(u) <

= "5
u2

fo(u)du = 1.

An+1

Define F,,: R — R by
0 u < 0,

fou fov fo(w)dwdv, wu >0,

then F), is increasing, twice continuously differentiable, and

F,(u) =

0< F,(u) <ut, F,(u)tu" asn— oo,
2\,

0<F(u)<1l, 0<F'(u)< -
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We argue by contradiction, and assume P(7(Y) < T) > 0 for some 7' > 0. Fixing some
i€ {l,2,...,d}, Ito’s formula gives

EX((tY + ) Ak AT) = Yi((tV 4+ 1) A kg AT)]
= F XtV AT) = Yi(rW AT)]

(T +8) AR AT
+/ FLXi(s) = Yi(s)][bi(X (s), u(s)) — ei(Y(s), v(s))] ds

TWAT
1 /¢ W 4t) Ak AT !
+= F'[X o; — oY (s),v(s))]* ds
s X, Z}k (5)) = o (Y () ¥(5))]
(T AR AT !
+f FLXAS) = (6] DX () l5) = ol () o) i)
TWAT

=1

= G1+G2+G3+G4.

Estimate these terms separately, on the event {7(1) = Ti(l) <T},

G, = F,(0) =0,

(T4t AR AT
@:/ FLIX,(s) — Y| bi(X (s), u(s)
(D)

—c;(Y1(8), ..., Yi_1(s), Xi(8), Yis1(s), ..., Yy(s),v(s))] ds

(4t AR; AT
+/(1> F[Xi(s) = Yi(9)l[ei(Ya(s), - ., Yiea(s), Xi(s), Yiga(s), - -, Ya(s), v(s))

—c;(Y(s),v(s))] ds

(T4t AR AT
s/' K[Xi(s) - Yi(s)]* ds.
ey
Gs < KTA,.
Also note that {7(1) = Ti(l) < T} is F,a-measurable, and hence,

E [1{T<1>:T(1><T}G4} =E [1{7(1>:TK1><T}E [G4|]:T(1>]] =0

Adding them up, we get
E{l{ 0—r @)y P Xa((7 W4 ) Ar; AT) = Yi((r0 + 1) /\/@/\T)]}
< /0 KE{1 0oyl X((7 4 5) A AT) = ¥i((7® 4 ) A, AT)] | ds + KT,
Applying the monotone convergence theorem as n — oo, we have
E {1{T<1 07y (Xa(TO + ) Ak AT) = Yi(7W 1) Ay A T)]*}

/KE{ ey (D 4 9) AR AT) = Vil (0 4 ) A AT ds.
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It follows from Gronwall’s inequality that
B {1{r<1):rf”<T} X (T + ) AR AT) = Yi((7 + ) A kg A T)]+} <0
and thus, for any i € {1,2,...,d},

Xo(tV + ) Ak AT) <Yi((rV + ) Ak; AT) on the event {7V = Ti(l) < T} as. forall t > 0.
(19)
By the assumption P(7(") < T') > 0, there is some i € {1,2,...,d} such that

P(rV =71 < T) > 0. (20)

Note that x; > 7" on the event {r() = 7" < 0o}. Then for any w € {r®) = 7" < T},

Ri(w) AT > Ti(l)(w) = 7W(w). By the definition of Ti(l), we know that
X;(t)(w) > Yi(t)(w) for any t € (71 (w), ks (w) AT), and for all w € {7V = Ti(l) <T}.

This contradicts with (19) and (20), so it follows 78/ > T a.s. As T > 0 is arbitrary, this
implies X () <Y (t), a.s., for t > 0.

Next, we back to the original condition that
bi(z, 1) < ci(y,v) forx; =y, x; <vyj, j#i,and for p < wv.
Let X m € N, be the solution of the SDE
dX () = [p(X"(1), p(t)) = M) dt + o (X (@), u(t) AW (1), X™(0) =€,

where A\, = 27™. Since for each m € N, b;(z, ) — A < bi(y,v) — Ag1 and b;(x, 1) — Ay <
¢i(y,v) for z; = y;, x; < y;, j # 1, and for p < v, it follows from the previous argument under
the assumption (18) that

XOB) <o < XM < X)) <o < X () = lim XM () <Y (1) as.,

m—ro0

and the result follows from the fact that X is a modification of X. This can be seen from

/0 BOX™(5), 14(s)) — A ds — /0 B(X(s), u(s))ds as. asm — oo,
/Ot o (XM (s), u(s)) dW (s) — /(:O’(X(S),/L(S)) dW(s) in probability as m — oc.

The proof is completed. O

Now we pass the comparison theorem to the case of intrinsic-law dependence, namely to
the McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Theorem 3.7. Let X, Y be the solutions of the two McKean-Viasov SDEs in (16). Under
Assumption 1, 2, 5, if €, n are square integrable with L(§) < L(n), then L(X(t)) < L(Y (t)) for
all t > 0.
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Proof. In the same manner as in (8), we define ®;, ®.: C(0, 00; Po(R%)) — C(0, 00; Po(R?)) by
Bulp) = LX), D) = L),

where X&# Y™ are the solutions of

AXE(t) = D(XS(1), () At + o (X (2), pu(t)) AW (2), XE1(0) = ¢,
AY™ (1) = (Y™ (1), v(t)) dt + o (Y™ (£), v(t)) AW (1), Y7 (0) =1

By Lemma 2.2, we see

O (L)) = L(X (1))

in Py(RY), as n — oo, for t > 0.
(L)1) = LY (1))

Also, it follows from Theorem 3.6 that, if u(t) < v(t) for ¢ > 0 then @,(u)(t) < ®.(v)(t) for

t > 0. The conclusion is given by closedness of the stochastic order (Lemma 3.2). O

When considering only one equation, Assumption 5 is covered by Assumption 2 as a co-
operative condition for McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Proposition 2.3 and Theorem 3.7 imply the

following.

Corollary 3.8. With Assumption 1, 2, the following McKean-Vlasov SDFE,
dX(#) = b(X(t), L(X (1)) dt + o(X(¢), L(X (1)) AW (1),
generates a monotone semiflow P; on (Py(RY), W) with respect to the stochastic order.

Remark 3.6. Notice that the cooperative conditions for usual SDEs hold automatically in R.
But our cooperative condition says b(x, ) is increasing with respect to u, which is nontrivial

even in one dimension.

4 Connecting Orbit Theorem and Dichotomy Structure

In this section, we consider monotone dynamical systems on convex compact subsets of a
Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space. Compared to classical results, the require-
ments on the additional order structure in Banach spaces (e.g., the cone which induces the
partial order has nonempty interior) and the stronger monotonicity of systems are relaxed. For
a general class of monotone semiflows, we extend the connecting orbit theorem and provide a
dichotomy result of the structure of equilibria. They play a crucial role in the study of the

dynamics of cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

4.1 Statement of connecting orbit theorem and dichotomy structure

In this subsection, we will formulate our main results of monotone dynamical systems, which

will be proved in the next subsection. Hereafter in this section, we fix the following settings.
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(M1) (V,T) is a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space with a cone C' C V, which
induces a closed partial order relation < on V' (as we introduced in Section 3.1);

(M2) (S,d) is a non-singleton convex compact metric subspace of (V,7T), where d is a metric

on S inducing the relative topology on S;
(M3) p:=infS, ¢ :=sup S exist and belong to S
(M4) @ is a monotone semiflow on S;
(M5) p and q are equilibria of ®.

In particular, (M1)(M2) imply S is a complete metric space with closed partial order relation
<.

Monotone dynamical systems, which are also called order-preserving systems, are a class
of dynamical systems, namely, those enjoying a comparison principle with respect to a closed
partial order relation on the state space. The theory of such systems grew out of the groundwork
of Hirsch [33, 34] and Matano [42, 44]. Large quantities of mathematical models of ordinary,
functional and partial differential equations or difference equations can generate such systems,
which occur in many biological, chemical, physical and economic models. We refer to [35, 53,
54, 55, 69] and references therein for details.

Connecting orbit theorem is a fundamental result in the theory of monotone dynamical
systems, which is crucial in analyzing the existence of further equilibria (fixed points) for strictly
monotone semiflows (mappings) on a compact order interval [a, b] contained in a Banach space
with endpoints a,b as two order-related equilibria (fixed points) (see [19, 67, 31, 36, 43| for
related results and applications). To the best of our knowledge, connecting orbit theorem for
semiflows is obtained for strictly monotone semiflows on a compact order interval in a Banach
space (see Hess [31, Proposition 9.1] and Dancer-Hess [19, Remark 1.2]). However, the Banach
space structure and strictly monotone requirement restrict the application of this theorem to
the monotone semiflows on Py(RY) generated by the cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In the
following, we are going to extend connecting orbit theorem to monotone semiflows on a convex
compact subset of a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space (see Theorem 4.2). The
“strictly monotone” requirement is weakened to “monotone”. The phase space of the semiflow
is also extended from a compact order interval in a Banach space to a convex compact subset
of a topological vector space.

In order to prove the connecting orbit theorem for monotone semiflows (Theorem 4.2), firstly
we need a connecting orbit theorem for monotone mappings (see Theorem 4.1). The proof of
Theorem 4.1 is a natural extension of the existing result for monotone mappings in Banach
spaces (see Dancer-Hess [19, Proposition 1]). We give the detail in Appendix for the sake of
completeness.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (M1)-(M8) hold. Let ¥ : S — S be a continuous monotone map.
If p,q are two fized points of W, then at least one of the following holds:
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(a) U has a fized point distinct from p,q in S;

(b) there exists an increasing entire orbit {x,, tnez from p to q, i.e., V(x,) = Tpi1, Tn < Tpya,
foralln €Z, x, — q, asn — oo and x, — p, as n — —o0;

(c) there exists a decreasing entire orbit {x, }nez from q to p, i.e., Y(x,) = Tpi1, Ty > Tpy,
foralln € Z, x, — p, as n — oo and x, — ¢, as n — —oQ.

With the help of the consequence for mappings in Theorem 4.1, we obtain the connecting
orbit result for semiflows.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that (M1)-(M5) hold. Then at least one of the following holds:
(a) @ has an equilibrium distinct from p,q in S;

(b) there exists an increasing entire orbit {z,}er from p to q, i.e., ®(xs) = xp1s for any
t>0,seR, and xs < ay, forall s <t, and r; — q, ast — 0o, and xy — p, ast — —oo;

(c) there exists a decreasing entire orbit {z;}ier from q to p, i.e., ®y(xs) = x445 for anyt >0,

s€e€R, and vy > xy, for all s < t, and xy — p, ast — oo, and r; — q, ast — —oo.
Now, we give the definition of an arc.

Definition 4.1. An arc is a topological space which is homeomorphic to [0, 1] C R. Denote a
and b as the points of the arc that correspond to the real numbers 0 and 1, then the arc is also

called an arc from a to b.
The following lemma can be found in Wilder [66, Theorem I1.11.15].

Lemma 4.3. For a connected compact metric space L, if there exists two points x,y € L with

x # y such that, L\{z} is not connected for any z € L\{z,y}, then L is an arc from x to y.
A dichotomy result of the structure of equilibria is obtained as a corollary of Theorem 4.2.
Theorem 4.4. Assume that (M1)-(M5) hold. Then at least one of the following holds:
(a) there exists an unstable equilibrium in S;
(b) there exists a totally ordered arc from p to q consisting of equilibria in S.

Remark 4.1. For a mapping on a Banach space with a cone which has nonempty interior,
under the assumption that the mapping is strongly monotone (the neighborhoods of images
of two order-related points can be separated by the partial order) and all equilibria are Lya-
punov stable, Dancer-Hess [19] and Takac¢ [56, 57] proved that (b) holds in Theorem 4.4, and
every positive orbit must converge to some equilibrium. Remark 3.5 shows that the cone with
nonempty interior and strongly monotone requirements cannot be satisfied when we study the
dynamics of cooperative McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Here, we drop these additional assumptions,

and give a dichotomy structure of the equilibria for general monotone semiflows.
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4.2 Proof of connecting orbit theorem and dichotomy structure

Hereafter in this subsection, for z € S and € > 0, denote Bg(x,¢) = {y € S : d(z,y) < €}.
For any subset A C S, denote by A and OA the closure and boundary of A relative to the
topology on S, respectively. For x,y € S with < y, denote [z,y]s :={z € S : 2 < 2 <y} and
[z, yly ={z €V :x <z <y} Clearly, [z,yls = [x,y]y NS. Since [z, y]y is a convex closed
subset of V and (S, d) is a convex compact metric subspace of (V,T), one has [z, y]s is also a

convex compact metric subspace of (V,T).

Proof of Theorem j.2. Assume that there is no further equilibrium of ® distinct from p, ¢ in S.
We are going to prove (b) or (c) holds.
Define
Spi={x €S :Pyx) >z, for any t > 0}.

Then S; is compact, since S; C S is closed and S is compact. Besides, the monotonicity of ®

entails that S; is positively invariant. Similarly, we can define
Sy :={x €S :Pyx) <z, foranyt > 0},

which is also a positively invariant compact subset of S. Lemma 2.1 entails that the w-limit set
w(S;, @) (resp. w(Sy,P)) is a nonempty invariant compact subset of S; (resp. S,). We claim
that,

either  w(S;, ®)\{p,q} #0 or else,  w(Sy,, ®)\{p,q} # 0. (21)

Before we prove (21), we show that how it implies (b) or (c¢) holds in Theorem 4.2. In fact, if
w(S, ®)\{p, q} # 0, take y € w(S;, ®)\{p, q}. Since w(S;, @) is invariant, there exists an entire
orbit {y; hier C w(S;, @) such that yo = y. The fact that w(S;, ®) C S; implies that, y, < y, for
all s < t. By virtue of Lemma 3.1 (iv), y; converges to an equilibrium, as ¢ — oo and ¢t — —o0
respectively. Since there is no further equilibrium of ® distinct from p, ¢ in S, one has y; — ¢,
as t — oo and y; — p, as t — —oo. Thus, we have obtained (b) in Theorem 4.2. Similarly,
w(Su, ®)\{p, ¢} # 0 implies (c) in Theorem 4.2.
Now, we focus on the proof of (21). Firstly, we give the following claims.

Claim 1. If z, € S, 2z, > xasn — 00, t; >ty >t3 >--- — 0, and & z, > (resp. <,=)z,
for any n > 1, then ®;(z) > (resp. <,=)x for any ¢t > 0.

Proof of Claim 1: We only prove the case >, as other cases are similar. In fact, for any ¢ > 0,
we have t = ky, 4ty + Tot, knt € Nand 7,4 € [0,¢,). Then,

Oy(x) —x = (Py(x) — Oy(xy)) + (Pe(xn) — ) + (2, — )
= (D4(2) — Pe(xn)) + (Pryy o (Ph st (T0)) — Phypt (T0))
H(Pry ot (T0) — 20) + (2 — ).

By virtue of the continuity of the semiflow ®, we have ®;(z) — ®4(x,) — 0, as n — oo. Since

Tt — 0, as n — 0o, by the continuity of the semiflow and the compactness of S, we have
®Tn,t<¢kn,ttn (xn)) - (bkn,ttn ('xn> — 07 as n — o0.
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Since ®;,x, > x, and ® is monotone, one has ®, v, > z,. Hence, by the closedness of
the partial order <, (i.e., the cone C' which induces the partial order is closed), we obtain that
®;(xz) —x > 0. Thus, we have proved Claim 1.
Claim 2. For any € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that, if ®;(x) = z for some ¢t € (0,0) and
x € S, then x € Bg(p,€) U Bs(q,¢€).
Proof of Claim 2: Otherwise, there exists € > 0, t; >ty > t3 > --- = 0, x,, € S such that
o, x, =z, and x,, ¢ Bs(p,€) U Bs(q, €). Since S is compact, we assume x,,, converges to some
point z € S and x ¢ Bg(p, €) U Bs(q, €). By virtue of Claim 1, we have ®;(z) = z for any ¢ > 0.
That is, x is an equilibrium of ® distinct from p, ¢ in S, a contradiction. The proof of Claim 2
is completed.

Now, take an integer Ny > 1 such that

1 1
Bs(p, FO) N Bs(q, Fo) = 0. (22)

For any n > Ny + 1, by Claim 2, there exists ¢, > 0 small enough such that, if &, (z) = x for

some x € S, then

—_

v € Bs(p, 1) U Bs(a, ). (23)

We can choose t,, such that
1> tng+1 > tngse > tnges > - — 0. (24)
Now, denote the set of the fixed points of the mapping &, by
E,, ={xe€S: ¥ (x) =z}

Since Ei, is closed and S is compact, we have E; N Bg(p, %) is compact. Obviously, p €
By, N Bs(p, %), so it is not empty. Therefore, Lemma 3.1 (iii) entails that, E,, N Bg(p, +)
contains a maximal element [,,. Moreover, since E; N Bs(q, }1) N [ln, q]s is compact, Lemma 3.1
(iii) again implies that, it contains a minimal element w,,. Since (22) and n > Ny + 1, we have
Bgs(p, %) N Bs(q, %) = (. Thus I,, # u,. By the way wu, is taken, we have [, < u,. So, l,, < u,.
Moreover, we claim that

Ey, 0 [l un)s = {ln, un} (25)

In fact, suppose on the contrary that there exists x € Fy, N [l un]s and x # 1, u,. By (23),
one has x € Bs(p, %) or x € Bg(q, %) If € Bs(p, %), then = > [, contradicts the way [, is
taken. Otherwise, if z € Bg(q, %), then x < wu, contradicts the way u,, is taken. Hence, we
proved (25).

By (25), we can apply Theorem 4.1 to the monotone map ®;, on the convex compact
subspace [l,,, u,]s, and obtain that (b) or (c¢) holds in Theorem 4.1. Without loss of generality,
we assume that, for any n > Ny + 1, (b) occurs in Theorem 4.1 for ®, . That is, there exists
an increasing entire orbit {27 },cz from [, to u, for any n > Ny + 1, i.e., @, (2)) = aith
vl < 22t for all j € Z, and 2/ — u,, as j — oo and ¥/ — I,, as j — —oo. We are

going to prove w(S;, ®)\{p,q} # 0 in (21) occurs (Otherwise, if there exists a subsequence
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{ni}iz1 of {n}n>n, such that (c) occurs in Theorem 4.1 for each @, on [I,;, up,]s, the proof of
w(Su, ®)\{p,q} # 0 in (21) is similar).
Next, we give the following claim.
Claim 3. There exists a sequence z; € S;\{p, ¢} such that z; - p as i — co.
Proof of Claim 3: By continuity of semiflow ® and p being an equilibrium of ®, there exists

6; > 0 for ¢ > 0 such that |

No+1

> 00 >0 >0 >+ =0, (26)

and
®,(Bs(p,9;)) C Bs(p,di—1), for any t € [0,1], 7 > 1. (27)

Now, fix i > 1. Together with the fact that {zJ};cz is an increasing entire orbit from [, €
Bgs(p, %) to u, € Bs(q, %), (27) implies that, for any n > Ny+1 with % < 0;, there exists j,; € Z
such that 22" € Bs(p,0;-1)\Bs(p, d;). Since S is compact, we can assume that xi{;’” converges
to some point z; as k — oo. Clearly, z; € Bs(p, 0;,_1)\Bs(p, §;). By virtue of Dy, (xfﬁc’“) > xi[,;’“
and (24), Claim 1 implies that z; € S;. Hence, we proved Claim 3.

Finally, by Claim 3, we are going to prove w(S;, ®)\{p,q} # 0, ie., (21). In fact, by
the definition of S; and z; € S;)\{p, ¢}, Lemma 3.1 (iv) implies that ®,(z;) converges to some
equilibrium of ® as ¢t — oo. Since there is no further equilibrium of ® except {p, ¢}, one has for
any ¢ > 1, ®4(2;) = g as t — co. On the other hand, (22) entails that ¢ ¢ Bg(p, NLO) By (26),
2z € Bs(p,d;_1) C Bs(p, ﬁ), for any ¢ > 1. Since d(®:(z),p) — d(q,p) > N01+1
by the continuity of d(®,(z;), p) with respect to ¢, for any ¢ > 1, there exists ¢; > 0 such that

as t — o0,

B 1
Ny + 1

d(q)ti(zi)ap) (28)

Since S is compact, one can assume Dy, (2i,) = v, as k — oo. By the continuity of the semiflow
® on the compact space S and the fact that p is an equilibrium of @, one has for any fixed time
T > 0, there exists dr > 0 such that, ®;(Bs(p,dr)) C Bs(p, m) for any t € [0,T]. Together
with the fact that z; — p as i — oo and (28), we have t; — oo. Therefore, by definition of
w(S;, @), one has v € w(S;, P). In addition, d(v,p) = N01+1 and ¢ ¢ Bg(p,NLO) give v # p, q.
Hence, we proved w(S;, ®)\{p, q} # 0, which completes our proof. ]

Proof of Theorem /.4. Assume (b) and (c) in Theorem 4.2 never happen for semiflow ® on the
convex compact set [x,y|s where x < y are two order-related equilibrium in S (Otherwise, (a)
in Theorem 4.4 holds). We are going to prove (b) holds in Theorem 4.4.

Considering the compact metric space S as the whole space, let M be the collection of
M C S consisting of equilibria of ®, such that p,q € M and M is totally ordered. M is
nonempty since {p, ¢} € M. Now, order M by inclusion. Then each chain (M,) in (M,C) has
an upper bound, namely |J, M, in M. Indeed, if z,y € |, Ma, then there exists an a such
that x,y € M,, and hence x < y or y < x, as M, is totally ordered. Thus, by Zorn’s lemma,
(M,C) has a maximal element, say M.

By the closedness of the partial order <, total orderedness of a set M implies that M is also

totally ordered. Thus, M is closed. By virtue of the compactness of S, we have M is compact.
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We are going to prove that M is a connected subset of S. To show this we argue by
contradiction. Suppose that there exist U, W < M which are nonempty and relatively open
(closed) such that UNW = @ and M = U UW. We may as well assume that p € U. Noticing
that M is a closed subset of S, we have U and W are also closed subset of S. Then U and W are
compact. By Lemma 3.1 (ii), w, := inf W exists and w, € W. Define Uy :={u € U : u < w,}.
Uy is nonempty, since p € Uy. The fact that Uy is a closed subset of U entails that Uj is
compact. By Lemma 3.1 (ii) again, u, := sup Uy exists and u, € Uy. Clearly, u, < w,. By
virtue of UNW = (), one has u, < w,. Applying Theorem 4.2 to semiflow ® on [u,, w,]s, since
we assumed that (b) and (c) of Theorem 4.2 never happen in the begining of this proof, there
exists another equilibrium v € [u,, w,]s and v # u,, w.. That is, u, < v < w,.

We claim that v ¢ M and M U {v} is still a totally order set. In fact, if z € W, v < w, < z.
If x € Uy, v > u, > z. If z € U\Uy, then w, < z by the total orderedness of M. Thus,
v < w, < x. Therefore, we have proved the claim. The claim implies that M is not a maximal
element in (M,C), which is a contradiction. Hence, M is connnected.

For any z € M with z # p,q, M\{z} = (M\{z}) N{u € S:u < z}) U (M\{z}))n{ue
S:u>2z}), where (M\{z})N{ue S:u<z}and (M\{z})N{ueS:u> -z} are two disjoint
nonempty relatively closed subset of M\{z}. Therefore, M\{z} is disconnected. By virtue of
Lemma 4.3, we have M is an arc from p to g. O

5 Order-Related Invariant Measures with Shrinking
Neighbourhoods

In this section, our attention returns to the McKean-Vlasov equation,

We derive the existence of order-related invariant measures from the comparison theorem, which
fits into the settings of the theory of monotone dynamical systems. And we prove the order-
related invariant measures have shrinking neighbourhoods with local dissipative conditions.
This serves to exclude the existence of a totally ordered arc in Theorem 4.4, and thus, give the

existence of an unstable invariant measure.

5.1 Properties of measure-iterating map

Given a metric space X, denote by B(X), By(X) and C,(X) the collections of all Borel-
measurable sets in X, all bounded Borel-measurable functions from X to R, and all bounded
continuous functions from X to R respectively. For any fixed p € Py(R?), we consider the
following SDE:

dX; = b( Xy, p) dt + o( Xy, u) dW,, > 0. (30)
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If SDE (30) has a unique solution X/** for any € R? then it generates a Markov transition

kernel and Markov semigroup by the following way:
P! (z,T) := P{X/"" €T}, for any I' € B(R?),
Pif(a):= | S/ (x,dy), forany f € By(RY),
and the dual of P/
Py = /d P!(z,)v(dz), for any v € P(RY).
R

Under Assumption 1, 3, 4, by Theorem 4.8 in Feng-Qu-Zhao [22], we know that SDE (30) has
a unique invariant measure p* € Py(RY). Now define a measure-iterating map ¥ : Py(R?) —
Py (R?) by

U(u) = p* (the unique invariant measure of SDE (30)). (31)

For any p > 1 and u,v € P,(R?), set

dy(p, v) = sup H/ fdu—/ fdv
(i @<itary Ul Jrd Rd

It is easy to check that (P,(R?),d,) is a complete metric space.

}= [t r@. 62

Now we give the following lemma (see Theorem 1.3 in Hairer-Mattingly [28] and Lemma
2.2 in Feng-Qu-Zhao [22]).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that X is a metric space and P(z,T), v € X, T' € B(X) is a discrete
Markovian transition kernel. If there exist a function V : X — [0,00), a probability measure

v € P(X) and nonnegative constants vy, K,n, R such that

PV(z) <~AV(z)+ K foralzxeX, and . .Vi(n)f<R} P(z,T) > nv(l) for allT € B(X),

then for any B > 0 and py, pe € P(X), we have

pa.v (P 1, P*pa) < Cppv(pn, p2),

where 2+ BB 4 2K)
+ B(YR +
= 1— K
S R 9155 1)
and
ppv (p, po) = sup /fd,ul - / fdpal.
{f:1f1<1+8VE | X X

Then we have the following theorem.
Theorem 5.2. Under Assumption 1, 3, /, for any fived i € Po(R?), we have

(i) for any p > 2, there exist C;\ > 0 depending only on (K,«,,v,0,0,k,d,p) and the
bound of ||u||2 such that

dy(P{'(x,), U (1)) < C(L+ Jaf")e™; (33)
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(ii) W(w) has the following estimates:

2 lf3 + 2t p=2

a 2 200 ) ’

ol <9, "\ 2 . (34)
2(22) 7 (2Bl + 2y +5(d+p-2)* p>2

Proof. (i). Let V,(x) := |z|P. First we consider the case p = 2. Applying Itd’s formula to

| X2, we have

X2 = (X7 DX, ) + o (KPP ) At + 2 (XP7, o (X1, ) dWS)

< (= 20| X[+ 28] pll3 + 2y + od) dt 4+ 2 (X[, o (X, p) dWL) (35)
Then we have
de* | X[7|? < e (28] pll3 + 2y + od) dt 4+ 2e** (X[, o (X[, ) dW3)
Hence
PVa(a) = BIIXEP] < e Va(a) + 2l + 257 (36)
In the case of p > 2, It6’s formula to | X}"*|? together with (35) gives
axpp = Dy axpep + L2 (B0t a e, e ),
< —pal X[ dt + (pﬁ!lul!% +p7+ w> | X{ P dt
+p| XX o (X, ) AW (37)
< e+ (pp%f) (268]ull3 + 2y +5(d+p—2))* dt
+ | XX o (X ) AW
Similarly, we have
wwszMWMSe*wm+§x%§fﬁ@mM+m+aMm—m? (38)

On the other hand, by Theorem 3.10 in Feng-Qu-Zhao [22], the density p)(x,y) of the
transition kernel P}(x,-) has the following lower bound estimation: there exist 1,792,735 > 0
depending only on (K, o, §,7,0,7, k,d) and the bound of | ||, such that, for all ¢ <1,

_4d K K —
P, y) = mt™2 exp{—na(L+ [« (1 + o — y|*) —ngt ™ (1 + |2 — )}
Note that for any M > 0 and any t < 1,
inf H(x,y) > it 2 expd—no(1 + M2ATDRY (1 4 (M + 1)%
(oS P EY) Zm p{—72( )1+ ( )™)
=5t (1+ (M +1)%)}
=:7(M,t) > 0.
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Let B; be the unit ball in R? and Leb(-) be the Lebesgue measure on R% Then v(-) :=
Leb(- N By)/Leb(By) is a probability measure and

inf  P(x,T) > 7(M,t)Leb(B,)v(T) for all ' € B(R?).

{w:lx|<M}

Note for t = 1, we already know that for any p > 2 and R > 0,

PV, <V, + K,, and { Vi?f) 0 P (x,T) > n, gv(T) for all T € B(RY),
z:Vp(z)<

where 1, g = 7(RY?,1)Leb(B;) and

e p=2, E\I#H%Jr%i’ p=2,
Yp = o and K, = =2 »
ez, p>2, 1%(%2) (2B||ull3+2v+5(d+p—2))%, p>2.

Now choose

K 2K,
R= Ay > P and ﬁ:min{—m”R, }<np—’R,
=% 1= 2K, Ky
then Lemma 5.1 yields that for any puy, s € P,(R9),
p.v, (P17 p, P i) < Gopp v, (11 pi2), (39)

where

(p = max {1 — Np.r + BK,,

Note also that for any t > 0,

2+ B(yR+ 2K,)
24+ AR } <1

PV, <V, + K,, and inf  Pf(x,T) >0 forall T € B(R?),

1
{2:V, (w)<R}

then it follows from Lemma 5.1 that for any ¢ > 0,

pﬁ,vp(a“’*ﬂla Pl ug) < épﬂﬂ,vp(ﬂla 12), (40)

where

2+ 6R
By (39) and (40), we know that for any ¢ > 0 and p, ue € P,(R?),

Epzmax{1+5Kp 2+5(R+2Kp)}<

* . (o
pﬁ’vp (Ptu7 M1, ]Dtu7 /’LZ) S <_P€(1 ggp)tpﬁyvp (Ml? :u2)
P

Note that 8 < 1, we have

By (1, pt2) < ppv, (p, p2) < dp(per, p2),

then let \, := —log ¢, > 0, we know that for all ¢ > 0 and pu, ue € P,(R?),

\ ) G
dy(P" pa, P pa2) < ie At (g, pis).
D
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Hence, SDE (30) has at most one invariant measure in P,(R?). Note that for any x € R? and
s>t>0,

dp(PtM($’ ')7 P“(g;’ )) - dp(ljtm*éxa Ptm*PS—t(xa ))

S

Ct —Apt P TP
< ?_gpe (2 4 [zfP + E[| X5 (41)

G+ K,
- BG

Then {P'(x,-) }s>0 is a Cauchy sequence (process) in the complete metric space (P,(R?), d,,) and

(1 + Jo[7)e™".

its limit is an (and hence the unique) invariant measure in P,(R?). Since P,(R?) is decreasing
as p increases, the invariant measures in P,(R?) are the same for all p > 1. We conclude (33)
by letting s — oo in (41).

(ii). By (33), (36) and (38), we conclude that

. B 2v+od
[l = lim PAVa(0) < Sl + =5,
and for p > 2,
> Jim PP 2 (p=2\% : - ;
WGl = Jim PV(0) < (P =) F (260l + 27 +7(d +p— 2)) .

Now consider the map W : Py(RY) — Py(R?) defined in (31).

Proposition 5.3. Under Assumption 1, 3, /, the map ¥ : Py(RY) — Py(R?) is continuous and

compact.

We first give the following compact embeddings between the Wasserstein spaces, which is
used in the proof of Propostion 5.3. We denote a sequence { i, }nen C P(R?) weakly converging
to 1 as n — 00 by i, — [1.

Lemma 5.4. For any p > q > 1, the map P,(R?) — P,(R?) is a compact embedding, i.e., any
bounded set in P,(R?) is pre-compact in P,(RY).

Proof. It suffices to show that any sequence {4, }n>1 With R := sup, >, ||pn ||, < 0o has a Cauchy
subsequence in P,(R?). For any N > 0, let By = B(0, N) be the open ball centered at 0 in R?
with radius N. By Chebyshev’s inequality,

»

1 R
sup (i, (B%) < sup — z|P dp,(r) < —.
nzl;u(N)_@Il)Np B]CV|| pn() < -

Then {p,}n>1 is tight and hence weakly pre-compact. Thus there exist a subsequence of

{4t }n>1 which is still denoted by {1, }n>1 and some p € P(R?) such that p, — p, i.e.,

lim fz)dp,(z) = g f(z)du(x) forall f € Cy(RY).

n—oo Rd
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Then by Theorem 6.9 in Villani [63], lim,, e W, (ttn, ) = 0 is equivalent to

im [ ol dyena) = [ fol"dia). (12)

n—o0

Choose fy(z) = |z[P A N. Since p, — u, we have

[ @) = Jim [ @) dpa(a) < su / el dpn () = B (43)

n—oo n>1

Note that fy(x) 1 |z|P as N — oo. Then the monotone convergence theorem yields that
[ et ante) = i [ o) dute) < 1.
Ré Rd
Hence p € P,(RY) C P,(R?). Then we know that

lim ’/ ]x\q/\Ndu(a:)—/ 2|7 dp()| = 0.
R4 Rd

N—oo

For any N > 0, 1, — p implies

lim |x|q A N dp,(z / |z|T A N dp(z).

n—oo

Note also that for all n > 1, Chebyshev s inequality gives

RP
< [ el < 1
N

2] dan () — / 217 A N djon(2)
Rd Rd

Then for any N > 0, it follows that

lim sup / |z|? dpe, (2 /]m|qd,u
n—oo
<timsup| [ foltdn(o) ~ [ [ol? A N (o)
n—oo Rd Rd
+ lim sup / |:B|q/\Ndun(x)—/ |z|? A N du(x) (44)
n—oo
/ ol A N / o7 dn
q a
< spua | [ el N auta /|x| e
Letting N — oo in (44), we get (42). O

Remark 5.1. (i) In the proof of Lemma 5.4, we already show that for any p > ¢ > 1 and
R > 0, the bounded closed ball Bp, (6, R) := {u € Pp(R?) : ||ull, < R} in P,(RY) is compact
in P,(R?).

(ii) In contrast, the space LP(Q; R?) is not compactly embedded into L4(2;R?) if p > ¢ > 1.
For example, consider 2 = [0, 1] with the Lebesgue measure, and let

2" —1

fa(2) = Z(_1)k1[k2—”,(k+1)2—n)(x), n € N.

k=0
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For p > ¢ > 1, we have { f,, }nen is bounded in LP([0, 1]; R), but

n=m,

0,
||fn - meLq =

21-1a £,
implies { f,, }nen is not pre-compact in L9([0, 1]; R).

Now we give the proof of Proposition 5.3. We use the notation u, —» p for a sequence

{tn }nen C Py(R?) converging to p as n — oo under the metric W,.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Compactness: For any M > 0, consider the following ball with
radius M in Py(R?):

Bp, (00, M) = {1 € Po(R?) : Wh(1, &) = [|pa]l2 < M}.

It suffices to show that ¥(Bp,(dy, M)) is pre-compact in Py(R%). By (34) in Theorem 5.2, for
any p > 2,
sup  [|pll, < oo
:U'E\IJ(B'PQ (507M))
The pre-compactness of W(Bp,(dy, M)) in Po(R?) follows from Lemma 5.4.

Continuity: For any sequence {u,},>1 C P2(R?) and for p € Py(R?) with u, LN
as n — 00, we need to prove that lim, . Wa(V(u,), ¥(pr)) = 0. Since we have shown that
{U(1n) }n>1 18 pre-compact, it is equivalent to prove that any Cauchy subsequence of {W (1) bn>1
converges to W(u). It suffices to show that ¥ is a closed map, i.e., for any pu, ULN w1 and

Wa
U(p,) — v, we have v = U(pu).

We first show that W(u,) RN U(u). By Remark 2.6 in Feng-Qu-Zhao [22], for any puq, g €

Py(RY),

1
Wi (1, p2) < §d2(/117/v02)7 (45)

where ds is defined as in (32). Note that p, RAEN w, It is easy to show that sup,,~ [[tnl[2 V|| p]]2 <
oo. In fact,
SUP [|fin |2 = Sup Wa(sin, do) < SUD W (pin, 12) + Walpt, do) < 00.

n>1

Then according to (33) in Theorem 5.2 and (45), there exist C; A > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0,

sup Wi (¥ (1), E(Xf”’o)) VW (T (), E(Xt“’o)) < Ce™,

n>1

Hence, for any € > 0, there exists 7' > 0 such that

sup Wi (W (), LX) V WL (W (), L(X50)) <

n>1

DO | ™

Similar to the proof of Claim 1 in Proposition 2.3, we have
t
(X = XEP) < 2KWE i )t + 4K [ B[O - X2OP)ds,
0
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Then the Gronwall’s inequality shows that

Wi (LX), LX) < Wa (LX), L(XE))
< (Bx5 - x5 P
< V2KTE* Wy (pin, 1)

Therefore

lim sup W, (\I/(un), \Il(,u)) < lim sup {Wl (\I/(un), ﬁ(X;mO))

FWA(LCXE), LX) + W (£, (1) )

< e.

So W(un) LZN U(u) by the arbitrariness of € > 0.
Note that ¥(u,) 12 1 and hence U (1) M, . Then we get v = U(p). O

5.2 Existence of order-related invariant measures

We first show the existence of order-related invariant measures of McKean-Vlasov SDEs.
For any a € R? and v € P(R?), denote by v* the shift probability of v by a:

, f(z)dv(x) = ) f(z —a)dv(x), for any bounded measurable function f. (46)
R R

Then for any a,b € R? we can obtain that (v*)" = v*™. It is easy to prove that W, (u?, v*) =
W, (11, v) for any p, v € P,(R?). Now set

fz,v) = fx+a,v®), f=0bo0, foralaxcRvecPRY, (47)
and we have the following result.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that Assumption 1, 3, 4 hold. If for some a € R?, there exists a

measurable function g, : [0,00)* — R satisfying

e for any x € R? and v € P,(R?) with some p > 1

2(,b"(2,v)) + |0 (2, )5 < —ga(l2 ], [IVI[}); (48)

e there exists ro, > 0 such that

Ga(+,7P) is continuous and convet,

inf pga(z,w) = ga(Zﬂ”g), fOT’ all z > O; (49)

0<w<r

Ga(2,72) >0, for all z > rL.
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Then equation (29) has an invariant measure in Bp,(4,74) N Poo(RY).
Moreover, if b satisfies the cooperative condition (Assumption 2), and for some n > 2, there
exist {(a;, Ta;, ga,) Y1y such that (a;,7a,, ga,) satisfies (48), (49) for all 1 <i <n and

ap <ay<---<a, and ry +rh < 21"Pla; — a1 |P, forall 1<i<n-—1, (50)
then equation (29) has n order-related invariant measures py < pig < +-+ < f,, salisfying

(i) i € Bp,(0a;sTa;) N Poo(R?) for all 1 <i < n;

(ii) Bp,(6a,+7a;) and Bp,(0a,,,,Ta,,,) are disjoint for all 1 <i <mn — 1.
Before the proof of this theorem, we need the following three lemmas.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that Assumption 1, 3, J hold. Then if u € Po(R?) is an invariant
measure of (29), we have p € P (RY). More precisely, for any p > 2,

2y+a(d+p—2
||u||p§\/ itp=2)
a—pf

Proof. Note that 1 € Py(R?) is an invariant measure if and only if u is a fixed point of ¥. By
(34) in Theorem 5.2, we know that

2y +od
2a

2v+od
20a—p)’

p
lpalls = 1 ()llz < = lulls + pell2 <

and hence for any p > 2

2y+o(d+p—2
|m||ps\/ itp=2)
a—pf

O

Lemma 5.7. Given A C Py (RY), suppose that, for any p > 1, there exists C, > 0 such that
sup [|plp < Gy
neA

Then for any sequence {fin }n>1 C A and p € P(RY), the following convergences are equivalent:
Wy
® [, — p forallp > 1;
Wo
® (i, — [ for somep > 1;
o Ly = L.

Proof. By Theorem 6.9 in Villani [63], for any fixed p > 1, p, W, i is equivalent to that
Ln — 1 and

i [ (ol djun(x) = / P dute). (51)

n—oo R4

Hence, to prove Lemma 5.7, it suffices to show that if p1,, — 1, then (51) holds.
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Let
avai= [ (ol AN) (), b= [ lal dpa(a), ex o= [ (il A N) dita).
Rd
Since p, weakly converges to p, we know that for any N > 0, lim,, . an, = cy. Hence

sup cy < sup an, < sup ||,un||p <P
N>1 Nn>1

By monotone convergence theorem, we know that

lim cy :/ 2P dp(x) < CF.
R4

N—o0

Now choose p’ > p, we have for any n > 1,

lanm — bal < / 2P dun () < N5 / 2" dpn() <
{zeR4:|z|P>N} {zeR4:|z|P>N}

Then limy_,« an,, = b, uniformly in n. By Moore-Osgood theorem, we conclude

lim |z|P dpn(x) = lim b, = lim cn :/ |zP dp(x).
n— 00 N—o0 Rd

n—oo R4

O

Remark 5.2. By the proof of Lemma 5.7, we have a stronger result. Suppose that A C P,(R?)
for some p > 1 with sup,c 4 [|p]l, < 0o. Then for any sequence {/in}n>1 C A and p € P(RY),

the following convergences are equivalent:
W,
o i, — pforalll <gq<p;
Waq
® [, — i for some 1 < ¢ < p;

o [l = .

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that Assumption 1, 2, 3 and 4 hold. Then the map U : Py(R?) — Py (R?)
defined by (31) is monotone, i.e., if pi1, pa € Po(RY) with py < pio, we have V(py) < U(us).

Proof. By Theorem 3.6, we know that for any ¢ > 0, £(X/"*) < £(X/"*°). On the other hand,
according to (33) in Theorem 5.2 and (45), we have £(X/"°) LZN U(p;) as t — oo for all
i = 1,2. Finally, the closedness of the partial order (see Lemma 3.5) gives W(uy) < W(u2). O

Now let us give the proof of Theorem 5.5

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Recall the map ¥ defined by (31), and it is easy to check that p € Py(R?)
is an invariant measure of (29) if and only if it is a fixed point of ¥. By Lemma 5.6, to prove
that there is an invariant measure in Py, (R%) N m, we only need to show that ¥ has a
fixed point in m

For any fixed M > 2281 Jrfﬁd) V 1., consider the following closed ball in Pg(Rd):

Bp, (00, M) = {1 € Po(RY) : [l < M}.
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It follows from (34) in Theorem 5.2 that ¥ (Bp, (o, M)) C Bp,(0o, M) N Pse(R?) and

sup {[[ully : 1 € W(Bpy (30, M) } < 00, for amy q > 2. (52)

Since M > r,, then d, € Bp,(0q,7a) N Bp,(do, M) and hence Bp,(0q,74) N Bp,(dg, M) is
nonempty. Now fixing p € Bp, (04, 7a) N Bp, (89, M) in (30), the It6’s formula to | X{** — al?

gives

t
\x;"a—aP:/(2<X5’a—a,ba<x — ) + ot (X0 — a7 ds
0
—1—2/ (X —a,0(XP p)) dW,
< [fae- \/< .
0

Taking expectation on both sides and by the convexity of g, (-, ), we have that for any ¢ > 0,

t t
w7 [ Blxee—araso) < 7 [ Elxze o) ds < —BIXE o] < 0. (53)
0 0

According to (33), there exist C' > 0, A > 0 such that
E[|X% = af?] — [ W(p)|2] = ‘/ @ — a|?(P¥(a, dz) — AU (1 ‘ < C(1+aP)e

Thus

t

. ]- a a
tim = [ B[X2 — o] ds = |9

t—o00 0
Then the continuity of g4 (-,72) and (53) yield go(||W(u)?||P, %) < 0. Hence, by (49), [|W ()| <
P, which means that W(u) € Bp,(dq,74).

Now we have proved that

U (Bp,(64,7a) N Bp, (0, M)) C Bp,(84,74) N Bp,(do, M). (54)

Set

Wavp

M = Cov (W(Bpp((sa,ra) N By, (0o, M))) )

the closed convex hull of \IJ(Bpp(éa,ra) N Bp, (o, )) with respect to the metric Why, in
Payp(RY). Then it follows from (52) and Lemma 5.7 that

SUE | pellg = sup {||,u||q S E \I/(Bpp(5a,ra) N Bp, (do, M))} < oo, forany ¢q>2,
pe

and

Wi

M = Cov <\IJ (Bpp(5a7 7a) N Bp,(do, M))>

Then by Remark 5.1, M is a compact convex subset in P;(R?). Note that P;(R?) is a closed
convex subset of (M7 (R?), W) (see Remark 3.2), where (M;(R?), W) is a normed vector space

(see Lemma 3.4), then M is a compact convex subset of a locally convex topological vector
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space. On the other hand, it is easy to show that Bp,(d,,7,) and Bp,(do, M) are closed convex
sets with respect to Why,, then by (54), we have

Wavp
M = COU<\IJ(B'PP(5CL7 ra) N Bp, (o, M))) C Bp,(0a;7a) N Bp, (o, M).

Hence W(M) C M. By Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.7, we also know that ¥ : M — M is
W, continuous. Then by Tychonoff fixed-point theorem, ¥ has a fixed point in M.

Now we are in the position to prove that there are n order-related invariant measures. Set

Wavp
M; = COU(@(BPP(éai,T%) N sz((SO?M))) ,t=1,2,--- . n,

for some fixed M > S&Jfgd) V Ta, Ve, VooV, . Similarly, we can also show that {M;}"

are n compact convex subsets of (M;(R?), W) and

M; C Bp,(0u;,7a;) N Po(RY),  W(M;) C M;, forall i=1,2--n. (55)
Since rh +rh. < 217P|a; — a; 1P, then M;N M, =0 for all 1 <i < n—1. Otherwise, there
is a
weM;,NM; C Bpp(&li, Tai) N Bpp(éam, Tfl¢+1)
and hence

Wy.6) = [ o =il dua)

> 2'7P|a; — ajq [P — / |7 — aia[" dp(z) 0
Rd
=2"P|a; — a1 [P — Wy (15 0asy)-

Then 2'Pla; — a1 [P < WE(u, 6a,) + WE (i, 0a,yy) < 78+ 18 which gives a contradiction.
Hence (ii) holds.
Now define W : [Py(R%)]®" — [Py(R%)]®" by

W, po, e s pn) = (), Wp2), -+, W)
Set
E = {(pay -+ s pin) € [Pa(RD]™™ o S pip <o < i}

By Lemma 5.8 and (55), we know that
\ff((Ml X Ms X+ X M) NE) C (My x My x -+ x M,)NE.

According to Lemma 3.4, we know that the product space ([M;(R?)]®", W{™) is also a normed
vector space. Then M; X My x -+ x M,, is a compact convex subset of [P;(R?%)]®" and hence
a compact convex subset of [M;(R%)]®". By Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.2, we know that F is
a closed convex subset of [M;(R%)]®". Therefore, (M; x My x -+- x M,) N E is a compact

convex subset of a locally convex topological vector space. Since a1 < as < --- < a, and V¥ is
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monotone, it is easy to check that (U(d,,), U (04,), ++ , ¥(da,)) € (M1 X Mg x -+ x M,)NE,
which means (M; x My x -+ x M, ) N E # (). Note that the continuity of U with respect
to W™ follows from the continuity of ¥ with respect to W;. Summarize all the results above

and by Tychonoff fixed-point theorem, we know that ¥ has a fixed point (p1, flo, -+, ftn) in
(My x My x -+ x M,)NE, ie,

\I]<:ul>:,ul7 :LLzEMM for all i:1727'”7n7 and M1§M2§<,un

Since M; N M1 = () for all 1 < i <n — 1, we conclude that the equation (29) has n distinct
invariant measures fi1, fia, - - - , fip such that py < po < -+ < pi,. Then (i) follows. ]

5.3 Shrinking neighbourhoods of invariant measures

In Theorem 5.5, we prove the existence of order-related invariant measures. The following

result shows further the existence of their shrinking neighbourhoods.

Theorem 5.9. Suppose that Assumption 1, 3, J hold. If the locally dissipative condition holds

at a € R with configuration (rq, 7, ga), i-e., there is a measurable function g, such that
e for any x € R? and v € Py(R?),

2(z, 0" (2, v)) + llo*(z, V)13 < —gallz ], IV]12): (57)

e there exists 7, > 14 > 0 such that

ga(-,72) is continuous and conver

inf g,(z,w) = ga(z,72); (58)

0<w<72

ga(z,f?l) >0, forallz> 7’2.

Then the equation (29) has an invariant measure in Bp,(8q,7,)NPso(R%). Moreover, Bp, (84, 74)

and Bp,(04,74) are positively invariant sets, i.e.,
P! Bp,(8a,Ta) C Bp,(04,7a) and P} Bp,(04,74) C Bp,(0a,74), for all t >0, (59)
and there exists T > 0 such that
P} Bp,(04,7a) C Bpy(0a,7a), forall t>T. (60)

If in addition that b satisfies the cooperative condition (Assumption 2) and the equation (29)

is locally dissipative at {a;}"_, with configurations {(ra,, 7a,, 9a,) }1=1 TESPECtively, and

a < ag < ---<a, and Ti + riﬂ <27 Ya; — ai1)?, forall 1<i<n-—1, (61)
then equation (29) has n order-related invariant measures py < pg < -+ < i, Satisfying

(i) pi € Bpy(04;,74;) for alli=1,2,... n;
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(ii) Bp,(0a;sTa;) and Bp,(0a,,,,Ta,,,) are disjoint for alli=1,2,...,n—1;
(iii) there exists T > 0 such that P} Bp,(04,,Ta;) C Bp,(04,,7q;) for allt >T,i=1,2,... n.

Proof. According to the proof of Theorem 5.5, we only need to prove (59), (60), and the
disjointness of Bp,(d4,,7q,) and Bp,(0q,,,,Ta,,,) forall 1 <i <n — 1.
By (58), we know that there exists 0 < r, < r, such that

ga(2,72) >0, for all z > r2. (62)

To prove (59), it suffices to prove that Bp,(d,,r) is positively invariant for all r, < r < 7,
which implies that Bp,(d,,7) is positively invariant for all r, < r < 7,.

For any fixed r, <r <7, and p € Bp,(d4,7), let
T, :=sup{t>0: Piu € Bp,(6,,r) forall 0<s <t}

To prove that Bp,(d,,7) is positive invariant, it suffices to show that 7, = oo. By Claim 2 in
Proposition 2.3, we know that oy := ||(P;u)?||3 is continuous in ¢. Then it is equivalent to show
that

ﬁ:sup{tZO:QSSTZ for all Ogsgt}:oo.

Otherwise, if 7, < oo, then it follows from the continuity of a and definition of 7, that there
exists Tp > 7, and €y > 0 such that

ar, = rz, and r? < o < 772 for all Ty <t <Ty+ €. (63)

Denote by X/* the solution of (29) with intial distribution p at starting time 0. Then £(X}') =
Pru for all t > 0. Applying Itd’s formula to | X} — al? on [Ty, Ty + €o], we have for any
To <t < T+ e,

t

Xt~ af = |Xf, o +

To

t
+2/ (XF—a,0(XE, Pip)) dW

To

<2<X§‘ —a,b" (Xt —a,(P)*)) + |o*(XE — a, (Pip)®) |2> ds

t t
§|X;O_a|2_/ 9o (| XY —al?,72) ds+2/ (X! —a,o(X, Pru))dW,.

TO TO

Taking expectation on both sides and by the convexity of g,(-,72), we get

a

To+eo
ATyteq < r — / ga(at,F2) dt. (64)
To

Then by (62), (63) and (64), we conclude that ar, ., < r? which contradicts (63).
To prove (60), by (59), it is enough to show that there exists 7' > 0 such that

Piu € Bp,(04,74), forall pu € Bp,(da,7a)\Bpy(0a;Ta)-
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For any fixed p € Bp, (04, 7a)\Bp, (0a;Ta), ie., 72 < [|u?||3 < 72, let

T :=sup {t >0: Py € Bp,(0a,7a)\Bp,(0a,74), forall 0<s <t}

Then by (59), it suffices to prove that 7, < T. Assume again that oy := ||(PFp)®||3, we have

E:sup{tZO:r2§a8<F2, for all Ogsgt}.

Applying Ito’s formula to | X} — a|? on [0, ﬁ], similar to (64), we obtain that

T
az, < 72— / galay, 72) dt. (65)
0
Note that 6 := inf,2<.<;2 go(2,72) > 0 and ag > 2, then we have

r? < Fg —07,.

a

Choose T := Fggr‘%, we conclude that 7, < T

Finally, by (61) and (56) for p = 2, we know that Bp,(dq,,7q,) and Bp,(0a,,,,"a;,,) are
disjoint for all 1 <4 < n — 1. Then by (60), Bp,(0q,, 7a,) and Bp,(da,,,,a,.,) are also disjoint.
In fact, if there exists v € Bp,(0q,,Ta;) NV Bp, (8asy15 Tasrs ), We conclude that Pjv € Bp,(0q,,74,) N

Bp,(da;,1Ta,,,) for t > T, which gives a contradiction. O

Remark 5.3. The prototype of the locally dissipative condition comes from Zhang [68], where
the condition is used to show the existence of multiple invariant measures. We rather utilise
a partial order on R?% and derive the existence of order-related invariant measures. Even fur-
ther, under the locally dissipative conditions, we obtain shrinking neighbourhoods of invariant

measures under semiflow FP;.

As an example, we illustrate how to fulfill the locally dissipative condition in Theorem 5.9

for double-well landscapes.

Proposition 5.10. We consider the following one-dimensional McKean-Viasov SDE:

dX, = — [X;(X, — 1)(X, + 1) + B(X, — EX})] dt + o(X,) dW,. (66)
If
5> 27(914;8\/1_7) and o)’ < % for all z € R, (67)

then the eugation (66) is locally dissipative at +1.

Proof. Suppose o(z)* < @ for all x € R. We will construct g;,¢g_1 and 71 > r; > 0, 7y >
r_1 > 0 such that (57), (58) and (61) hold.
Case a=1. We know that for any z € R, u € P»(R),

2ab' (z, 1) + lo(@)* < = (2lz|* = 6]’ + (4 + 28)|z|* — 28]z u]l2 — [7]*).
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Hence we choose g; as follows: for any z,w > 0,
g1(z,w) = 22* — 622 + (4+4208)z — 2Bz2w? — 7). (68)
Obviously, g is continuous and ¢;(z, -) is decreasing for any z > 0 and hence

inf ¢1(z,w) = g1(z,7%), for any r > 0.

0<w<r2
Note that 9
99:(z, w) =4z — 922 + 4428 — Bwzzz,
0z
and 5 0 )
Then by calculation, we know that for any w > 0, g (-, w) is convex if and only if
27
Bz —7. 69
16w?2 (69)

Note that for any 0 < r; < 1,
g(rfrt) = 2ri(r = 1)(r = 2) = [a]?,

and

0
09 (12,02 = 4% — 0 + 445> 51

Now for any fixed 0 < r; < 1, if we choose

27
8 > Fﬁ’ and |7] < \/27"%(7"1 —1)(ry — 2),

then a
91(7“%,7”%) >0, and %(T%,Tf) <0
2z

991

Thus, by the continuity of g; and & at (r?,r?), there exists 7, > r; such that

0z
27 _ dn _
g > Tor g1(r1,7?) > 0, and E(r%,r%) > 0.
Then by (69), g1(-,71) is convex. Hence,
0 0
ﬂziz Zﬁrl,# >0 forall z > rq,
0z ! 0z !

and thus
g1(2,72) > g1(r1,73) > 0 for all z > 7.

Hence, for any 0 < r; < 1 and choose ¢g; as in (68). Then there exists 71 > 7 such that (57)
and (58) hold if

27 _
B> Tor and |7| < \/27"%(7"1 —1)(ry —2).
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Case a=-1. Similarly, for any 0 < r_; < 1, choose g_; = ¢; as in (68), and then there exists
7—1 > r_y such that (57) and (58) hold if

27
167’_1 '

g > and |7| < \/27’31(7"_1 —1)(r_1 —2).

Notice

V5117 — 107

16 '

max \/2r2(r — 1)(r — 2) = \/2r2(r — 1)(r — 2)

re(0,1)

H

r—=

8

Summarizing all the results above, we choose r; = r_; = g’gm =: r, and then under (67), there
exist 7 = 7_; =: 7 > r such that (57), (58), and (61) in Theorem 5.9 hold. This completes the

proof. ]

6 Proof of Main Results

Before proceeding to the separate proofs of our main theorems, we put at the beginning the
common arguments. They serve to verify the settings (M1)-(M5) proposed in Section 4 with the
prior information that p; < p9 are two order-related invariant measures of the McKean-Vlasov
SDE (1).

(M1) Lemma 3.4 gives that (My(R?), |||l,y,) is a normed space, and Lemma 3.5 shows that C
defined in (15) is a cone in M, (R%).

(M2) Tt is obvious that the order interval [u1, j12]p, is not a singleton and is convex in M (R9).
Under Assumption 1, 3, 4, by Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 3.3, we see that [u1, pe]p, is bounded
in P,(R?) for all p > 1, and thus a subset of P, (R?). Lemma 5.4, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma
5.7 result in the compactness of [p1, pi2]p, in Pi(RY). As Remark 3.2 tells that P;(R?) is
closed in M;(R?), we have [y, pia]p, is compact in M;(R?). By Lemma 3.4 and Lemma
5.7, the 2-Wasserstein metric on [y, po]p, induces its relative topology in M;(R?). Thus,

([11, 2] p,, Wa) is a non-singleton convex compact metric subspace of (M (R%), -l )-

(M3) Since the partial order induced by the cone C' in the normed space M;(R?) coincides
with the stochastic order when restricted on P5(R?) (Lemma 3.5), the infimum and the

supremum of [y, po]p, in M;(R?) are exactly endpoints py, po.

(M4) Under Assumption 1, 2, the semigroup P generated by (1) is a monotone semiflow on

(111, po]p, by Corollary 3.8.

(M5) gy and po are invariant measures (equilibria) of Py

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The statements (ii) and (iii) follow from Theorem 5.9 (i)(iii). By The-
orem 4.4, to show the existence of unstable invariant measures v;, + = 1,2,...,n — 1, we

need to exclude the existence of a totally ordered arc from pu; to p; 41 consisting of invariant
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measures. Assume otherwise there is a totally ordered arc from p; to p;4q consisting of in-
variant measures. Using Theorem 5.9 (ii), p;, ;41 have disjoint open neighbourhoods, i.e.,

Bp,(64;:7a;) N Bp,(0a;,1Tary,) = 0. So we can find an invariant measure i with
fi € Bp,(04;,7:)\Bpy(0a;,7a;), for some r; € (14,,7q;)-

By (iii), however, we have ji = P;'[i € Bp,(04,,7,,;) for all t > T. This contradiction completes
the proof. n

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For each i € {1,2,...,n — 1}, we prove there is a decreasing orbit from
v; to u;, and the existence of increasing orbits from v; to ;11 can be shown similarly.

First, we claim that v; ¢ Bp,(d4,,74,). Assume otherwise, v; € Bp,(d4,,74,), and apply
Theorem 4.2 to the order interval [v;, pt;11]p,. Since there is no other invariant measures in
[Vi, tis1]p,, the situation in Theorem 4.2 (a) cannot happen. By Theorem 5.9 (iii), Bp,(d4,,74,)
and Bp, (04, ,,"a,,,) are positively invariant under Py, so the cases of Theorem 4.2 (b)(c) cannot
happen either. Now we must have v; ¢ Bp,(04;,7a;)-

In the order interval [u;, v4]p,, the total number of invariant measures excludes Theorem 4.2
(a), and v; ¢ Bp,(0a4,,7a,) excludes Theorem 4.2 (b). It remains only Theorem 4.2 (¢) to hold,

i.e., there is a decreasing connecting orbit {p;;(t) }ter from v; to ;. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Proposition 5.10, the equation (3) is locally dissipative at +1. Tt
follows from Theorem 1.1 that, there exist three invariant measures, pu_1 < po < p1 with ug
unstable. By Alecio [1, Proposition 2.5], the equation (3) has at most three invariant measures,
which means exactly p_1, po, p1, and this proves (i). And (ii) directly follows from Theorem
1.2. O

Proof of Theorem 1./. Take

go(z,w) =22 — 1022 + (8 +28)z — 28z2w? — 72, re=—"%47"—""7,
ga(z,w) = 22% — 2022 + 702 — 10027 + (48 +26)z — 2Bz2w? — 72, ro =Ty,
g_o(z,w) = ga(z,w), r_o = Tg.
Through a similar calculation in Proposition 5.10, locally dissipative conditions hold at 0, £2
for the equation (4). Theorem 1.1 gives five invariant measures, p_o < p_1 < pg < p1 < fg
with p_1, p1q unstable. By Alecio [1, Theorem 1.10], the equation (4) has at most five invariant

measures, that is, exactly p_s, fi_1, fto, 41, 12, and this proves (i). The rest of the proof is a

direct application of Theorem 1.2. O
Proof of Theorem 1.5. Take

2 5

g1(z,w) = 22% — 622 + (44 28)z — gz% — 2Bz3w? — 77, ry = %,

g—l(z7w) :gl('zaw)a r_1=m1.
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Similar to the calculation in Proposition 5.10, local dissipative conditions hold at +1 for the
equation (5). As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, there are three invariant measures, p_; < v <

(1 with v unstable. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Take
1
ga)(z,w) = 22— 622+ (4+26)z — 252’%10% — 232 +72), ran = 3
91,1z, w) = gap(z w), T(-1,-1) = T(1,1)-

By a similar calculation in Proposition 5.10, the equation (6) is locally dissipative at
(1,1),(=1,-1). It follows from Theorem 1.1 that, there are three invariant meausres,

-1 < v < pu; with v unstable. O]

Appendix A Proof of Theorem 4.1

In the appendix, we finish the proof of Theorem 4.1. Thanks to the fixed point index lemma
for convex compact subsets of Hausdorff locally convex topological vector spaces (Lemma A.1),
the proof of Theorem 4.1 is a natural extension of the existing result for monotone mappings
in compact order intervals in Banach spaces (see Dancer-Hess [19, Proposition 1]). We give the

detail here for the sake of completeness. Now, we fix the following settings.
(H1) (V,T) is a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space;

(H2) (S,d) is a convex compact metric subspace of (V,T), where d is a metric on S inducing

the relative topology on S.

Hereafter, for any subset G C S, the closure G denotes the closure of G relative to the
topology on S. In order to prove Theorem 4.1, we need the following fixed point index lemma.
For the proof of this lemma, we refer to [25, 48, 49].

Lemma A.1. Assume that (H1)-(H2) hold. Then there exists an integer valued function i(f,G)
defined for any relatively open subset G C S and continuous map f : G — S with no fived point
in G\G, satisfying

(i) (Additivity). If G = S, and G1, Go are relatively open in S, Gy NGy = 0 and all fized
points of f lie in G1 U Gy, then i(f,S) =i(f,G1) +i(f,Gs);

(ii) (Homotopy Invariance). If F : G x [0,1] — S is a continuous map, and Fy(x) := F(z,\)
has no fized point in G\G for all X € [0,1], then i(Fy, G) = i(Fy,G);

(iii) (Normalisation). If there exists y € G such that f(x) =y for allx € G, theni(f,G) = 1.

Besides (H1)-(H2), assume further there is a cone C' C V, which induces a closed partial
order relation < on V' (as we introduced in Section 3.1). A point z € S is called a (strict)
subsolution of a mapping ¥ : S — S, if U(z) > = (V(x) > x). Similarly, x € S is said to be a
(strict) supersolution of U : S — S, if ¥(z) <z (¥(x) < x).
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Proof of Theorem j.1. Assume that there is no further fixed point of ¥ distinct from p =
inf S, ¢ =sup S in S. We are going to prove (b) or (c) holds.
Define maps

Fy(z) = \U(2) + (1 - M,

and
Fy(z) :== AU(z) + (1 — N)g,

for any z € S and A € [0,1]. Clearly, F and F are continuous maps from S x [0,1] to S.
Noticing that Fy = Fy = U, Fy(z) = p and Fy(x) = ¢ for any x € S.
We claim that, if F)\(z) = « for some = € S\{p, ¢}, A € [0,1], then

U(x) > x. (70)
Similarly, if F(z) = z for some z € S\{p, ¢}, A € [0, 1], then
U(z) <z (71)

We only prove the former case, as the latter one is same. In fact, if F\(z) = x for some
z € S\{p, q}, then one has A # 0,1. By \(¥(z) —z) = (1 — A\)(z — p), we have ¥(x) > z, (70)
is proved.

Let r > 0 be such that r < 1d(p, q). Define Bs(y,¢) = {z € S : d(z,y) < €}, for any y € S
and € > 0. m and 0Bg(y, €) means the closure and boundary of Bg(y,€) in S. Now, we
give the following claim.

Claim 1. Either there exists a strict subsolution xz. on 0Bg(p,¢€) for any 0 < € < r, or else
there exists a strict supersolution x. on 0Bg(q, €) for any 0 < € < r.

Proof of Claim 1: If there exists 0 < ¢y < r such that there is no strict supersolution on
0Bs(q, €0). By (71), Fx(z) # x, for any x € 0Bs(q, €), A € [0, 1]. Considering the continuous
map F on Bs(q,€) x [0,1], Lemma A.1 (ii)(iii) entail that

Z'(\IJ7BS<Q7 60)) = Z'(Fh BS((],E())) = Z.(F(), BS(Q760)) =1
Similarly, we also have (¥, S) = 1. By Lemma A.1 (i),
Z(\Ijv S) = Z<\I]7 BS(q) 60)) + Z(\Ija BS(pu E)))

which implies that (¥, Bs(p,€)) = 0, for any 0 < € < r. Suppose on the contrary that, there
exists 0 < €; < r such that there is no strict subsolution on dBg(p, €1). By (70), Fx(x) # z, for
any = € Bg(p, 1), A € [0,1]. Considering the continuous map F on Bg(p,e1) x [0,1], Lemma
A1 (ii)(iii) entail that

i(Fo, Bs(p,€1)) = i(F1, Bs(p,e1)) = i(V, Bg(p,€1)) = 0. (72)

Recall that Fy(x) = p, for any © € Bg(p,€1). Thus, (72) contradicts Lemma A.1 (iii). Hence,

we obtain Claim 1.
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Without loss of generality, we assume that the first case in Claim 1 holds, that is, there
exists a strict subsolution z. on dBg(p,€) for any 0 < € < r. Then, we can choose a sequence
{zg}r>1 in S such that z; — p as k — oo, and

Since there is no further fixed point of ¥ distinct from p, g in S, it follows from Lemma 3.1 (iv)
that for each k > 1, U"(x) — ¢, as n — oo. By continuity of W and p being a fixed point of
W, there exists 9; > 0 for ¢ > 0 such that

T>50>(51>(52>"'—>0,

and
U(Bs(p,d;)) C Bs(p,d;—1) for any i > 1. (73)

(73) entails that, for any x; € Bs(p,d;) with ¢ > 1, there exists j(i) > ¢ — 1 such that
y; = WO (x;) € Bs(p,d)\Bs(p,d1). Since S is compact, y; has a subsequence y converging
to some point uy € Bg(p, dp)\Bs(p, 01). Since y; < ¥(y;), we have

p <y < Ulug) < W2(ug) < -+ - . (74)

Together with the fact that there is no further fixed point of ¥ distinct from p, ¢ in S, Lemma
3.1 (iv) implies that U™ (ug) — ¢, as n — oo.

Since S is compact and j(i') > i’ — 1, one has a subsequence W)= () of W)~ (g,)
converging to some point u_; such that W(u_;) = ug. And W) (zx) < W) (2,0) entails
that u_y < ug. Since S is compact and j(i) > ¢ — 1, recursively, we get an increasing negative
orbit {u;}iez_. That is to say,

o <ug <u_y <wugand V(u;) = uzyq, for any i < —1.

Lemma 3.1 (iv) guarantees that u; converges to a fixed point of ¥, as i — —oo. Recall that
uy € Bs(p, 0y) and 6y < r < %d(p, q), which entails that ug < ¢. Since there is no further fixed
point of ¥ in S except p, g, we have u; converges to p as i — —oo. Therefore, togethter with
(74), we have proved Theorem 4.1 (b). O
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