arXiv:2308.02195v1 [math.PR] 4 Aug 2023

Stochastic averaging principle and stability for multi-valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps

Guangjun Shen, Jie Xiang and Jiang-Lun Wu^∗

August 7, 2023

Abstract

In this paper, we consider the stochastic averaging principle and stability for multivalued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps. First, under certain averaging conditions, we are able to show that the solutions of the equations concerned can be approximated by solutions of the associated averaged multi-valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps in the sense of the mean square convergence. Second, we extend the classical Itô’s formula from stochastic differential equations to multi-valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps. Last, as application of Itô’s formula, we present the exponential stability of second moments, the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness and the almost surely asymptotic stability for their solutions in terms of a Lyapunov function.

Keywords: McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations; stochastic averaging principle; Itô’s formula; stability; Lions derivative.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60H10; 34K33; 35Q83

1 Introduction

As is well known, multi-valued stochastic differential equations are widely applied to model stochastic systems in different branches of science and industry. Averaging principle, stability, boundedness and applications of the solution are the most popular research topic in the field of stochastic dynamic systems and control. In this paper, we consider the following multi-valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (MVSDEs) with jumps: dX_t ∈ − A(X_t)dt + b(t, X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ(t, X_t, L_{Xt} )dB_t + ∫ U_0 f(t, X_{t−}, L_{Xt} , u) ~N(dt, du), t ∈ [0, T ], (1.1)

∗Corresponding author. This research is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (12071003)

where L_{Xt} denotes the probability distribution of X_t, A : R^d → 2^{Rd} is a multi-valued maximal monotone operator and Int(D(A)) ≠ ∅ (Int(D(A)) denotes the interior of the domain D(A)), B is an m-dimensional Brownian motion, N is the counting measure of a stationary Poisson point process with characteristic measure v on some measurable space (U, U ), ~N(dt, du) stands for the compensated martingale measure of N(dt, du) with v(U\U_0 ) < ∞, U_0 ∈ U . The coefficients b : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R^d , σ : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R^{d×m} and f : [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ) × U_0 → R^d are all Borel measurable (see Section 2). It is well known (see Cépa [3]) that these equations include stochastic variational inequalities as a special case where the maximal monotone operator A is the subdifferential operator of some convex function. It is worthwhile mentioning here that stochastic variational inequalities generalize reflected stochastic differential equations in a convex domain.

When A = 0, if we ignore random measure ~N, Equation (1.1) becomes McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (MVSDEs). Generally, nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations can be characterised by MVSDEs, which are also named as distribution dependent SDEs or mean field SDEs. A distinct feature of such systems is the appearance of probability laws in the coefficients of the resulting equations. There has been an increasing interest to study existence and uniqueness for solutions of MVSDEs. Wang [34] established strong well-posedness of MVSDEs with one-sided Lipschitz continuous drifts and Lipschitzcontinuous dispersion coefficients. Under integrability conditions on distribution dependent coefficients, Huang and Wang [13] obtained the existence and uniqueness for MVSDEs with non-degenerate noise. Mehri and Stannat [21] proposed a Lyapunov-type approach to the problem of existence and uniqueness of general law-dependent SDEs. Many interesting studies of MVSDEs have been developed further in Bao et al. [1], Huang et al. [14], Ren and Wang [30], Röckner and Zhang [31], Mishura and Veretennikov [22], Chaudru de Raynal [6], Hammersley et al [12], Shen et al. [32] and the references therein. However, when the noise is the random measure ~N, the results about the existence and uniqueness for solutions of MVSDEs are rarely. Let us mention some related works. Qiao and Wu [24] proved that the path independent property of additive functionals of MVSDEs with jumps can be characterized by nonlinear partial integro-differential equations involving L-derivatives with respect to probability measures introduced by Lions. Liu et al. [18] established large and moderate deviation principles for MVSDEs with jumps by applying the weak convergence method.

When A ≠ 0, in the distribution independent case, there have been many fundamental studies on Multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven Brownian motion. Wu [35] obtained the existence conditions of weak solutions to multi-valued stochastic differential equations with discontinuous coefficients. Ren, Xu and Zhang [25] studied large deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type for multi-valued stochastic differential equations with monotone drifts that in particular contain a class of SDEs with reflection in a convex domain. Ren, Wu and Zhang [26] proved a large deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type for multi-valued stochastic differential equations that is a little more general than the results obatined by Ren et al.[25]. As an application, they derived a functional iterated logarithm law for the solutions. Zhang [37] proved moderate deviation principle for multi-valued stochastic differential equations using weak convergence approach. Stochastic averaging principle for Multi-valued SDEs driven by Brownian motion was obtained by Ngoran and Modeste [23], Xu and Liu [36]. On the other hand, there has been an increasing interest to study the Multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven jump process. Ren and Wu [27] proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions of multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven by Poisson point processes. Guan and Wu [10] studied the exponential ergodicity of diffusions generated by a multi-valued stochastic differential equation with Lévy jumps. Guo and Pei [11] obtained stochastic averaging principles for multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven by Poisson point processes. Mao et al. [19] studied the averaging principle for multivalued SDEs with jumps and non-Lipschitz coefficients. More recently, Gong and Qiao [9] concerned the stability for multi-valued MVSDEs driven by Brownian motion with non-Lipschitz coefficients. Fang et al. [8] presented sufficient conditions and criteria to establish the large and moderate deviation principle for multi-valued MVSDEs by means of the weak convergence method. The authors of this paper obtained stochastic averaging principle for multi-valued MVSDEs driven by Brownian motion [33]. However, to the best of our knowledge, there are no literature study multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps (1.1). In order to fill the gap, the objective of this paper are two folds. Firstly, under certain averaging condition, we show that the solutions of the equations concerned can be approximated by solutions of the associated averaged multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps in the sense of the mean square convergence. Secondly, we extend the classical Itô’s formula from stochastic differential equations to multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps. As application of Itô’s formula, we present the exponential stability of second moments, the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness and the almost surely asymptotic stability for their solutions in terms of a Lyapunov function.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic notation and introduce maximal monotone operators and derivatives for functions on M_2(R^d ). In Section 3, we prove stochastic averaging principle for the equation concerned. In Section 4, we obtain the Itô’s formula for multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps. Then in Section 5 we present the exponential stability of second moments, the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness and the almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solutions of Equation (1.1).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations

We use | · | and ‖ · ‖ for norms of vectors and matrices, respectively. Let ⟨·, ·⟩ denote the scalar product in R^d and let B^∗ denote the transpose of the matrix B. Let C(R^d ) be the collection of continuous functions on R^d and C^2(R^d ) be the space of continuous functions on R^d which have continuous partial derivatives of order up to 2. Define the Banach space

C_ρ(R^d ) := { φ ∈ C(R^d ), ‖φ‖_{Cρ(R}d_) := sup_{x∈Rd} |φ(x)| (1 + |x|)^2

+ sup_{x≠y} |φ(x) − φ(y)| |x − y| < ∞ } . Let B(R^d ) be the Borel σ-algebra on R^d and P(R^d ) be the space of all probability measures defined on B(R^d ) carrying the usual topology of weak convergence. Let M_2(R^d ) be the set of probability measures on B(R^d ) with finite second order moments. That is,

M_2(R^d ) := { μ ∈ P(R^d ) : ‖μ‖^2 := ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) < ∞ } .

Define the following metric on M_2(R^d ):

ρ(μ, ν) := sup ‖φ‖_{Cρ(Rd)}≤1 | | | ∫ R^d φ(x)μ(dx) − ∫ R^d φ(x)ν(dx) | | |, μ, ν ∈ M2(R^d ).

It is clear that (M_2(R^d ), ρ) is a complete metric space and ρ(L_X , L_Y ) ≤ (E |X − Y |^2)^12 , and further that the convergence with respect to the metric ρ is equivalent to the weak convergence (see e.g. Gong and Qiao [9]).

2.2 Multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps

In this subsection, we introduce multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps. Let (Ω, F , P) be a complete probability space, (B_t)_{t≥0} be a m-dimensional Brownian motion, D([0, T ]; R^d ) denote the family of all càdlàg functions, (U, ‖·‖_U) be a finite dimensional normed space with its Borel σ-algebra U , v be a σ-finite measure defined on (U, U ). We fix U_0 = {‖u‖_U ≤ α}, where α > 0 is a constant, with v(U\U_0 ) < ∞ and ∫ U_0 ‖u‖ 2 Uv(du) < ∞. Let p = p(t) be a stationary Poisson point process with characteristic v, D_{p(t)} be a countable subset of R_+ . Denote by N(dt, du) the Poisson counting measure associated with p(t), i.e., N(t, A) := ∑ s∈D_{p(s)},s≤t I_A(p(t)),

with intensity E N(dt, du) = v(du)dt. Denote ~N(dt, du) := N(dt, du) − v(du)dt, that is, ~N(dt, du) stands for the compensated martingale measure of N(dt, du). Moreover, B_. and N(dt, du) are mutually independent. Fix T > 0 and let {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration generated by (B_t)_{t≥0} and N(dt, du), and augmented by a σ-field F^0, i.e. F^0_t := σ{B_s, N((0, s], A) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, A ∈ U }, F_t := (∩_{s>t}F^0_s ) ∨ F^0, t ∈ [0, T ], where F^0 ⊂ F has the following properties:

(i) (B_t)_{t≥0} and N(dt, du) are independent of F^0;

(ii) M_2(R^d ) = {P ∘ ξ^{−1}, ξ ∈ L^2(F^0; R^d )};

(iii) F^0 ⊃ N and N is the collection of all P-null sets.

Lemma 2.1 ([19]) Let ϕ : R_+ × U_0 → R^d and assume that E ( ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 |ϕ(s, u)| 2v(du)ds ) < ∞, then E ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 |ϕ(s, u)|^2N(ds, du) = E ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 |ϕ(s, u)|^2v(du)ds. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that E ( sup 0≤t≤T | | | ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 ϕ(s, u) ~N(ds, du) | | | ) ≤ CE ( ∫ T 0 ∫ U_0 |ϕ(s, u)|^2N(ds, du) ) 1_2 .

2.3 Maximal monotone operators

In the subsection, we introduce the basic definitions and properties of the multi-valued maximal monotone operators. For more details about the maximal monotone operator, we refer to ([4],[38],[9]).

Denote by 2^{Rd} the set of all subsets of R^d , a map A : R^d → 2^{Rd} is called a multi-valued operator on R^d . Given such a multi-valued operator A, define: D(A) = {x ∈ R^d : A(x) ≠ ∅}, Gr(A) = {(x, y) ∈ R^d × R^d : x ∈ R^d , y ∈ A(x)}. A^{−1} is defined by y ∈ A^{−1}(x) ⇔ x ∈ A(y).

Definition 2.2 (i) A multi-valued operator A is called monotone if

⟨x_1 − x_2, y_1 − y_2⟩ ≥ 0, ∀(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2) ∈ Gr(A).

(ii) A monotone operator A is called maximal monotone if and only if

(x_1, y_1) ∈ Gr(A) ⇔ ⟨x_1 − x_2, y_1 − y_2⟩ ≥ 0, ∀(x_2, y_2) ∈ Gr(A).

Given T > 0. Let V_0 be the set of all continuous functions K : [0, T ] → R^d with finite variations and K_0 = 0. For K ∈ V_0 and s ∈ [0, T ], we shall use |K|^s_0 to denote the variation of K on [0, s]. Set

A := { (X, K) : X ∈ D([0, T ], D(A)), K ∈ V_0, and ⟨X_t − α_t, dK_t − β_tdt⟩ ≥ 0 a.s. for any α, β ∈ D([0, T ], D(A)) satisfying (α_t, β_t) ∈ Gr(A) } . Lemma 2.3 ([3]) Suppose (X, K) and (X̃, K̃) are two pairs in A , then ⟨X_t − X̃_t, dK_t − dK̃_t⟩ ≥ 0. Lemma 2.4 ([4]) Let A be a maximal monotone operator on R^d , then, for each x ∈ D(A), A(x) is a closed and convex subset of R^d . Let A^∘(x) := proj_{A(x)}(0) be the minimal section of A, where proj_D is designated as the projection on every closed and convex subset D on R^d and proj_∅(0) = ∞. Then x ∈ D(A) ⇔ |A^∘(x)| < ∞. 2.4 Derivatives for functions on M_2(R^d )

In the rest of the section, we recall the definition of L-derivative for functions on M_2(R^d ). The definition was first introduced by Lions [2]. Moreover, he used some abstract probability spaces to describe the L-derivatives. Here, for the convenience to understand the definition, we apply a straight way to state it (Ref. [29]). Let I be the identify map on R^d . For μ ∈ M_2(R^d ) and ϕ ∈ L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d ), μ(ϕ) := ∫ R^d ϕ(x)μ(dx) and μ ∘ (I + ϕ) −1 ∈ M_2(R^d ).

Definition 2.5 (i) A function h : M_2(R^d ) → R is called L-differentiable at μ ∈ M_2(R^d ), if the functional

L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d ) ∋ ϕ → h(μ ∘ (I + ϕ)^{−1})

is Fréchet differentiable at 0 ∈ L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d ); that is, there exists a unique ξ ∈ L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d ) such that lim μ(|ϕ|^2)→0 h(μ ∘ (I + ϕ)^{−1}) − h(μ) − μ(⟨ξ, ϕ⟩) √ μ(|ϕ|^2) = 0.

In the case, we denote ∂_μh(μ) = ξ and call it the L-derivative of h at μ.

(ii) A function h : M_2(R^d ) → R is called L-differentiable on M_2(R^d ) if L-derivative ∂_μh(μ) exists for all μ ∈ M_2(R^d ).

(iii) By the same way, ∂^2_μh(μ)(y, y^′ ) for y, y^′ ∈ R^d can be defined.

Next, we introduce some related spaces.

Definition 2.6 The function h is said to be in C^2(M_2(R^d )), if ∂_μh is continuous, for any μ ∈ M_2(R^d ), ∂_μh(μ)(·) is differentiable, and its derivative ∂y∂_μh : M_2(R^d ) × R^d → R^d ⊗ R^d is continuous, and for any y ∈ R^d , ∂_μh(·)(y) is differentiable, and its derivative ∂^2_μh : M_2(R^d ) × R^d × R^d → R^d ⊗ R^d is continuous.

Definition 2.7 (i) The function h : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R is said to be in C^{1,2,2}([0, T ]× R^d × M_2(R^d )), if h(t, x, μ) is C^1 in t ∈ [0, T ], C^2 in x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ M_2(R^d ) respectively, and its derivatives ∂_th(t, x, μ), ∂_xh(t, x, μ), ∂^2_xh(t, x, μ), ∂_μh(t, x, μ)(y), ∂y∂_μh(t, x, μ)(y), ∂^2_μh(t, x, μ)(y, y^′ ) are jointly continuous in the corresponding variable family (t, x, μ), (t, x, μ, y) or (t, x, μ, y, y^′ ).

(ii) The function h : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R is said to be in C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d )), if h ∈ C^{1,2,2}([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) and all its derivatives are uniformly bounded on [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ). If h ∈ C^{1,2,2}([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) or h ∈ C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) and h is independent of t, we write h ∈ C^{2,2}(R^d × M_2(R^d )) or h ∈ C^{2,2}_b (R^d × M_2(R^d )).

(iii) The function h : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R is said to be in C^{1,2,2;1}_b ([0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d )), if h ∈ C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) and all its derivatives are Lipschitz continuous. In addition, if h is independent of t, we write h ∈ C^{2,2;1}_b (R^d × M_2(R^d )).

(iv) The function h : [0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d ) → R is said to be in C^{1,2,2}_{b,+} ([0, T ]×R^d ×M_2(R^d )), if h ∈ C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) and h ≥ 0. If h ∈ C^{1,2,2;1}_b ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )) and h ≥ 0, we write If h ∈ C^{1,2,2;1}_{b,+} ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )).

Now, we consider the multi-valued MVSDEs with jumps (1.1).

Definition 2.8 For any T > 0, a pair of F_t-adapted processes (X_., K_.) is called a strong solution of Equation (1.1) with the initial value ξ if the pair (X_., K_.) on a filtered probability space (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]}, P) such that

(i) P(X_0 = ξ) = 1,

(ii) (X_.(ω), K_.(ω)) ∈ A a.s. P,

(iii) it holds that P { ∫ T 0 ( |b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )|+‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2+ ∫ U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du) ) ds < +∞ } = 1, and X_t = ξ − K_t + ∫_t 0 b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )dB_s + ∫ [0,t]×U_0 f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u) ~N(ds, du), t ∈ [0, T ] a.s.. In the following, we give some conditions to assure the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for Equation (1.1). We make the following assumptions:

Assumption 2.9 (i) For any x, y ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ M_2(R^d ) and t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ U_0 , there exists an non-decreasing bounded function L_1 : [0, ∞) → (0, ∞) such that |b(t, x, μ) − b(t, y, ν)|^2 + ‖σ(t, x, μ) − σ(t, y, ν)‖^2 ≤ L_1(t)κ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)), |f(t, x, μ, u) − f(t, y, ν, u)|^2 ≤ L_1(t)‖u‖^2_Uφ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)). where β is a positive constant, κ(·), φ(·) are two concave nondecreasing functions such that κ(0) = φ(0) = 0, and ∫ 0^+ 1 κ(u) + φ(u) + u du = ∞. (ii) For any x, y ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ M_2(R^d ) and t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ U_0 , there exists an nondecreasing bounded function L_2 : [0, ∞) → (0, ∞) such that |b(t, x, μ)|^2 + ‖σ(t, x, μ)‖^2 ≤ L_2(t)(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2), |f(t, x, μ, u)|^2 ≤ L_2(t)‖u‖^2_U(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2). Example 2.10 Let L > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1/e) be sufficiently small. Define κ_1(u) = φ_1(u) = Lu, u ≥ 0. κ_2(u) = φ_2(u) = { u log(u^{−1}), 0 ≤ u ≤ δ; δ log(δ^{−1}) + κ^′_2(δ−)(u − δ), u > δ. κ_3(u) = φ_3(u) = { u log(u^{−1}) log log(u^{−1}), 0 ≤ u ≤ δ; δ log(δ^{−1}) log log(δ^{−1}) + κ^′_3(δ−)(u − δ), u > δ, where κ^′(φ^′) denotes the derivative of the function κ(φ). They are all concave nondecreasing functions satisfying ∫ 0^+ 1 κ_i(u)+φ_i(u)+u du = ∞(i = 1, 2, 3). Furthermore, we observed that the

Lipschitz condition is a special case of our proposed condition.

Assumption 2.11 A is a maximal monotone operator with D(A) = R^d .

Similar to the proof of the existence and uniqueness of solutions ([9], [27]), we can easily obtain the following result under the Assumptions 2.9 and 2.11. We omit the proof.

Theorem 2.12 If X_0 = ξ is a F_0-measurable random variable with E |ξ|^2 < ∞ and Assumptions 2.9, 2.11 hold, then there exists a unique solution (X, K) to Equation (1.1). Moreover, this solution satisfies E (sup_{0≤t≤T} |X_t|^2) ≤ C.

Lemma 2.13 (Bihari’s inequality [20] ) Let T > 0, and c > 0. Let ψ : R_+ → R_+ be a continuous nondecreasing function such that ψ(t) > 0 for all t > 0. Let u(·) be a Borel measurable bounded nonnegative function on [0,T], and let v(·) be a nonnegative integrable function on [0,T]. If u(t) ≤ c + ∫_t 0 v(s)ψ(u(s))ds for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T, then u(t) ≤ G^{−1}(G(c) + ∫_t 0 v(s)ds) holds for all t ∈ [0, T ] such that G(c) + ∫_t 0 v(s)ds ∈ Dom(G^{−1}), where G(r) = ∫_r 1 ds ψ(s) on r > 0, and G

−1 is the inverse function of G.

3 Stochastic averaging principle

In this section, we shall study the averaging principle for multi-valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps. Let us consider the standard form of (3.1)

X^ϵ_t = ξ − ϵK_t + ϵ ∫_t 0 b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s )ds + √ ϵ ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s )dB_s + √ ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) ~N(ds, du) (3.1)

with the initial value X^ϵ_0 = ξ. Here the coefficients b, σ and f have the same conditions as in Assumption 2.9 and ϵ ∈ [0, ϵ_0] is a positive small parameter with ϵ_0 is a fixed number. Thus, under Assumptions 2.9 and 2.11, (3.1) has a unique solution (X^ϵ_t , K_t), t ∈ [0, T ], Moreover, this solution satisfies E ( sup_{0≤t≤T} |X^ϵ_t |^2) ≤ C_ϵ.

Our objective is to show that the solution (X^ϵ_t , K_t), t ∈ [0, T ] could be approximated in the sense of the mean square convergence by the solution (Y^ϵ_t , K̄_t), t ∈ [0, T ] of the following averaged equation

Y^ϵ_t = ξ − ϵK̄_t + ϵ ∫_t 0 b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_{Y ϵs} )ds + √ϵ ∫_t 0 σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )dB_s + √ ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_{Y ϵs} , u) ~N(ds, du), (3.2) where b̄ : R^d × M_2(R^d ) → R^d , σ̄ : R^d × M_2(R^d ) → R^{d×m} and f̄ : R^d × M_2(R^d ) × U_0 → R^d are Borel measurable functions.

Assumption 3.1 (Averaging conditions) For any x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ M_2(R^d ) and T_1 > 0, there exist three positive bounded functions ψ_i : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), i = 1, 2, 3 with lim_{T1→∞} ψ_i(T_1) = 0, such that 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, x, μ) − b̄(x, μ)|^2ds ≤ ψ_1(T_1)(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2), 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, x, μ) − σ̄(x, μ)‖^2ds ≤ ψ_2(T_1)(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2), 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, x, μ, u) − f̄(x, μ, u)|^2ds ≤ ψ_3(T_1)‖u‖^2_U(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2). Remark 3.1 For any x, y ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ M_2(R^d ) and T_1 > 0, we have |b̄(x, μ) − b̄(y, ν)|^2 + ‖σ̄(x, μ) − σ̄(y, ν)‖^2 ≤ 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, x, μ) − b̄(x, μ)|^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, y, ν) − b̄(y, ν)|^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, x, μ) − b(s, y, ν)|^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, x, μ) − σ̄(x, μ)‖^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, y, ν) − σ̄(y, ν)‖^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, x, μ) − σ(s, y, ν)‖^2ds ≤ 3(ψ_1(T_1) + ψ_2(T_1))(2 + |x|^2 + |y|^2 + ‖μ‖^2 + ‖ν‖^2) + 3L_1(T_1)κ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)), (3.3)

|b̄(x, μ)|^2 + ‖σ̄(x, μ)‖^2 ≤ 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, x, μ) − b̄(x, μ)|^2ds + 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |b(s, x, μ)|^2ds + 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, x, μ) − σ̄(x, μ)‖^2ds + 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖σ(s, x, μ)‖^2ds ≤ 2[ψ_1(T_1) + ψ_2(T_1) + L_2(T_1)](1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2).

Taking T_1 → ∞, because L_1(t) and L_2(t) are bounded, there exists a constant M, such that |b̄(x, μ) − b̄(y, ν)|^2 + ‖σ̄(x, μ) − σ̄(y, ν)‖^2 ≤ Mκ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)), |b̄(x, μ)|^2 + ‖σ̄(x, μ)‖^2 ≤ M(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2).

Similarly, for any x, y ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ M_2(R^d ) and T_1 > 0, we have |f̄(x, μ, u) − f̄(y, ν, u)|^2 ≤ 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, x, μ, u) − f̄(x, μ, u)|^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, y, ν, u) − f̄(y, ν, u)|^2ds + 3 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, x, μ, u) − f(s, y, ν, u)|^2ds ≤ 3ψ_3(T_1)‖u‖^2_U(2 + |x|^2 + |y|^2 + ‖μ‖^2 + ‖ν‖^2) + 3L_1(T_1)‖u‖^2_Uφ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)), (3.4)

|f̄(x, μ, u)|^2 ≤ 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, x, μ, u) − f̄(x, μ, u)|^2ds + 2 1 T_1 ∫_{T1} 0 |f(s, x, μ, u)|^2ds ≤ 2(ψ_3(T_1) + L_2(T_1))‖u‖^2_U(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2).

Taking T_1 → ∞, we have |f̄(x, μ, u) − f̄(y, ν, u)|^2 ≤ M‖u‖^2_Uφ(β|x − y|^2 + ρ^2(μ, ν)), |f̄(x, μ, u)|^2 ≤ M‖u‖^2_U(1 + |x|^2 + ‖μ‖^2). Thus, the coefficients b̄, σ̄, f̄ satisfy Assumption 2.9. Therefore, under Assumption 2.9 and 2.11, there is a unique solution (Y^ϵ_. , K̄_.) to the averaged equation (3.2). Moreover, this solution satisfies E ( sup_{0≤t≤T} |Y^ϵ_t |^2) ≤ C_ϵ.

Theorem 3.2 Suppose that E |ξ|^2 < +∞. Then under Assumptions 2.9, 2.11 and 3.1, the following averaging principle holds lim_{ϵ→0} E ( sup_{0≤t≤T} |X^ϵ_t − Y^ϵ_t |^2) = 0.

Proof. It comes from (3.1) and (3.2), we have

X^ϵ_t − Y^ϵ_t = −ϵ[K_t − K̄_t] + ϵ ∫_t 0 [b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )]ds + √ ϵ ∫_t 0 [σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )]dB_s + √ ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 [f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , u)] ~N(ds, du). Using Itô formula, we have

|X^ϵ_t − Y^ϵ_t |^2 = −2ϵ ∫_t 0 ⟨X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s , dK_s − dK̄_s⟩ + 2ϵ ∫_t 0 ⟨X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s , b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )⟩ds + 2 √ ϵ ∫_t 0 ⟨X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s , (σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ))dB_s⟩ + ϵ ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds + ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2 ~N(ds, du) + 2 √ ϵ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 ⟨X^ϵ_{s−} − Y^ϵ_{s−}, f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , u)⟩ ~N(ds, du).

(3.5)

Then, according to Lemma 2.3, it is immediate to conclude that ∫_t 0 ⟨X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s , dK_s − dK̄_s⟩ ≥ 0.

Taking the expectation on both sides of (3.5), it follows that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) ≤ 2ϵE ∫_t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s ||b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|ds + ϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + ϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds + 2 √ ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫_s 0 ⟨X^ϵ_r − Y^ϵ_r , (σ(r, X^ϵ_r , L_Xϵ_r ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_r , L_Y ϵ_r ))dB_r⟩ )

+ ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s]×U_0 |f(r, X^ϵ_{r−}, L_Xϵ_r , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{r−}, L_Y ϵ_r , u)|^2 ~N(dr, du) )

+ 2 √ ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s]×U_0 ⟨X^ϵ_{r−} − Y^ϵ_{r−}, f(r, X^ϵ_{r−}, L_Xϵ_r , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{r−}, L_Y ϵ_r , u)⟩ ~N(dr, du) ) . (3.6)

By the basic inequality 2|a||b| ≤ |a|^2 + |b|^2, we can obtain 2ϵE ∫_t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s ||b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|ds ≤ ϵE ∫_t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2ds + ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds. (3.7)

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality implies that 2 √ ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫_s 0 ⟨X^ϵ_r − Y^ϵ_r , (σ(r, X^ϵ_r , L_Xϵ_r ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_r , L_Y ϵ_r ))dB_r⟩ )

≤ C √ ϵE [ ∫ t 0 |⟨X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s , σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )⟩|^2ds ] 1_2

≤ C √ ϵE [ ∫ t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds

] 1_2

≤ C √ ϵE [ sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds ] 1_2

≤ 1 3 E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) + CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds.

(3.8)

By Lemma 2.1, we have ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s]×U_0 |f(r, X^ϵ_{r−}, L_Xϵ_r , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{r−}, L_Y ϵ_r , u)|^2 ~N(dr, du) )

≤ CϵE { ∑ s∈D_{p(s)},s≤t |f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , p(s)) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , p(s))|^4 } 1_2

≤ CϵE ∑ s∈D_{p(s)} ,s≤t |f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , p(s)) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , p(s))|^2

= CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds,

(3.9)

and 2 √ ϵE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s]×U_0 ⟨X^ϵ_{r−} − Y^ϵ_{r−}, f(r, X^ϵ_{r−}, L_Xϵ_r , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{r−}, L_Y ϵ_r , u)⟩ ~N(dr, du) )

≤ C √ ϵE [ ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |⟨X^ϵ_{s−} − Y^ϵ_{s−}, f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , u)⟩|^2N(ds, du) ] 1_2

≤ C √ ϵE [ sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_{s−}, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_{s−}, L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2N(ds, du) ] 1_2

≤ 1 3 E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) + CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds. (3.10) Combing with (3.6)-(3.10), we obtain E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) ≤ 3ϵE ∫_t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2ds + 3ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds + CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds.

(3.11)

By Assumption 2.9 and ∫ U_0 ‖u‖ 2 Uv(du) < ∞, we have E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) ≤ 3ϵE ∫_t 0 |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2ds + 6ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − b(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds + CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s ) − σ(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, X^ϵ_s, L_Xϵ_s , u) − f(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds

+ 6ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds + CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds ≤ 3ϵ ∫_t 0 E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2ds + Cϵ ∫_t 0 L_1(s) [ κ ( (β + 1)E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ) + φ ( (β + 1)E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 )] ds + 6ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds + CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds + CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds. (3.12) By Assumption 2.9, Assumption 3.1 and Remark 3.1, we obtain 6ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds ≤ 18ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − b(s, ξ, L_ξ)|^2ds + 18ϵE ∫_t 0 |b(s, ξ, L_ξ) − b̄(ξ, L_ξ)|^2ds + 18ϵE ∫_t 0 |b̄(ξ, L_ξ) − b̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )|^2ds ≤ 18ϵE ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)κ ( β|Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 + ρ^2(L_Y ϵ_s , L_ξ) ) ds + 18ϵψ_1(t)E (1 + |ξ|^2 + ‖L_ξ‖^2)t ≤ 18ϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)κ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 ) ds + 18ϵψ_1(t)(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )t. (3.13) By the similar deduction to that in (3.13), we obtain that CϵE ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s ) − σ̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s )‖^2ds ≤ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)κ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 ) ds + Cϵψ_2(t)(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )t, (3.14)

and CϵE ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f(s, Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u) − f̄(Y^ϵ_s , L_Y ϵ_s , u)|^2v(du)ds ≤ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)φ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 ) ds + Cϵψ_3(t)(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )t. (3.15)

Using (3.12)-(3.15), we can get that E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) ≤ 3ϵ ∫_t 0 E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2ds + Cϵ ∫_t 0 L_1(s) [ κ ( (β + 1)E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ) + φ ( (β + 1)E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 )] ds

+ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M) [ κ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 ) + φ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 )] ds + C(ψ_1(t) + ψ_2(t) + ψ_3(t))(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )ϵt.

Let γ(x) = x + κ(x) + φ(x), by Remark 3.1 and the boundness of ψ_i(t), i = 1, 2, 3, we can obtain

E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) ≤ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + 1)γ ( (β + 1)E |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ) ds + Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)γ ( (β + 1)E |Y^ϵ_s − ξ|^2 ) ds + C(ψ_1(t) + ψ_2(t) + ψ_3(t))(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )ϵt ≤ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + 1)γ ( (β + 1)E ( sup_{0≤r≤s} |X^ϵ_r − Y^ϵ_r |^2) ) ds + C(ψ_1(t) + ψ_2(t) + ψ_3(t))(1 + 2E |ξ|^2 )ϵt + Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + M)γ ( 2(β + 1)E ( sup_{0≤r≤s} |Y^ϵ_r |^2) + 2(β + 1)E |ξ|^2 ) ds ≤ Cϵ ∫_t 0 (L_1(s) + 1)γ ( (β + 1)E ( sup_{0≤r≤s} |X^ϵ_r − Y^ϵ_r |^2) ) ds + Cϵt.

Obviously, γ(x) is nondecreasing function on R_+ and γ(0) = 0. Setting G(t) = ∫_t 1 ds γ(s) , it

follows from Lemma 2.13 that E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2 ) ≤ 1 β + 1 G^{−1} ( G(Cϵt) + Cϵ(L_1(T ) + 1)T ) . Noting that Cϵt → 0 as ϵ → 0. Recalling the condition ∫ 0+ ds γ(s) = ∞, we can conclude that G(Cϵt) + Cϵ(L_1(T ) + 1)T → −∞, ϵ → 0. On the other hand, because G is a strictly increasing function, then we obtain that G has an inverse function which is strictly increasing, and G^{−1}(−∞) = 0. That is G^{−1} ( G(Cϵt) + Cϵ(L_1(T ) + 1)T ) → 0, ϵ → 0. Consequently, we have lim_{ϵ→0} E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X^ϵ_s − Y^ϵ_s |^2) = 0.

Therefore we complete the proof.

Remark 3.2 By the Chebyshev-Markov inequality and Theorem 3.2, for any given number δ > 0, we have

lim_{ϵ→0} P( sup_{0≤t≤T} |X^ϵ_t − Y^ϵ_t | > δ) ≤ 1 δ^2 lim_{ϵ→0} E ( sup_{0≤t≤T} |X^ϵ_t − Y^ϵ_t |^2) = 0.

This implies the convergence in probability of the solutions X^ϵ_t to the averaged solution Y^ϵ_t .

4 The generalized Itô formula

In this subsection, we state and prove the Itô formula.

Theorem 4.1 Suppose that Assumptions 2.9 and 2.11 hold. Then, if h belongs to C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ]× R^d × M_2(R^d )) and all the derivatives of the function h in (t, x, μ) are uniformly continuous, it holds that for t ≥ 0, dh(t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) = ∂_th(t, x, μ)|_{x=Xt,μ=LXt} dt + L_{b,σ,f} h(t, X_t, L_{Xt} )dt − ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, L_{Xt} ), dK_t⟩ + ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, L_{Xt} ), σ(t, X_t, L_{Xt} )dB_t⟩ − E ⟨∂_μ h(s, y, L_{Xt} )(X_t), dK_t⟩|_{s=t,y=Xt} + ∫ U_0 [h(t, X_{t−} + f(t, X_{t−}, L_{Xt} , u), L_{Xt} ) − h(t, X_{t−}, L_{Xt} )] ~N(dt, du), (4.1)

where L_{b,σ,f} h(t.x, μ) := ⟨∂_xh, b⟩(t, x, μ) + 1 2 tr((σσ^∗)∂^2_xh)(t, x, μ) + ∫ R^d ⟨b(t, y, μ), (∂_μh)(t, x, μ)(y)⟩μ(dy) + 1 2 ∫ R^d tr((σσ^∗)(t, y, μ)∂_y∂_μh(t, x, μ)(y))μ(dy) + ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d ⟨ ∂_μh(t, x, μ)(y + ηf(t, y, μ, u)) − ∂_μh(t, x, μ)(y), f(t, y, μ, u) ⟩ μ(dy)dηv(du) + ∫ U_0 [h(t, x + f(t, x, μ, u), μ) − h(t, x, μ) − ⟨f(t, x, μ, u), ∂_xh(t, x, μ)⟩]v(du).

Proof. Let μ_t := L_{Xt} , and h(t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) = h(t, X_t, μ_t). Define h̄(t, x) := h(t, x, μ_t), and then h̄(t, X_t) := h(t, X_t, μ_t). Moreover, according to h ∈ C^{1,2,2}_b ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )), it is immediate to conclude that h̄ is C^2 in x. Our objective is to study the differentiability of h̄ in t. Observe that the differentiability of h̄ in t comes from two parts-h(t, x, μ) in t for fixed x, μ and h(s, x, μ_t) in t for fixed s, x. Therefore, in order to apply the classical Itô formula to h̄(t, X_t), we just need to investigate the second part.

Step one. Suppose that b, σ are bounded and |f(t, x, μ, u)| ≤ C‖u‖_U. We consider the differentiability of h(s, x, μ_t) in t for fixed s, x.

We follow the method in Chassagneux, Crisan and Delarue [5] to deal with it. For fixed s, x, we take H(μ_t) := h(s, x, μ_t). For any positive integer N, let

x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ∈ R^d , H^N (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ) := H( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_xl ), (4.2)

and then H^N (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ) is a function on R^{d×N} . In addition, by ([5], Proposition 3.1), it holds that H^N is C^2 on R^{d×N} and

∂_xi H^N (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ) = 1 N ∂_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_xl ) (x^i),

∂^2_xi_xj H^N (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ) = 1 N ∂_y∂_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_xl ) (x^i)δ_{i,j} + 1 N^2

∂^2_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_xl ) (x^i, x^j ), (4.3)

where i, j = 1, 2, · · · , N and δ_{i,j} = 1, i = j, δ_{i,j} = 0, i ≠ j. Moreover, we take N independent copies X^l_t , l = 1, 2, · · · , N of X_t. That is dX^l_t = − dK^l_t + b(t, X^l_t , L_Xl_t )dt + σ(t, X^l_t , L_Xl_t )dB^l_t + ∫ U_0 f(t, X^l_{t−}, L_Xl_t , u) ~N^l(dt, du), l = 1, 2, · · · , N, where B^l, N^l, l = 1, 2, · · · , N are mutually independent and have the same distributions to that of B, N, respectively. Applying the Itô formula to H^N (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t ) and taking the expectation on both sides, we derive that for 0 ≤ t < t + v ≤ T

E H^N (X^1_{t+v}, X^2_{t+v}, · · · , X^N_{t+v})

= E H^N (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t ) − N∑ i=1 E ∫_{t+v} t ⟨ ∂_xi H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ), dK^i_s ⟩

+ N∑ i=1 ∫_{t+v} t E ∂_xi H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )b(s, X^i_s, L_Xi_s )ds

+ 1 2 N∑ i=1 ∫_{t+v} t E tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X^i_s, L_Xi_s )∂^2_xi_xi H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ) ) ds + ∫ [t,t+v]×U_0 E [ H^N ( X^1_s + f(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u), X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ) − H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )

− ∂_x1 H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )f(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u) ] v(du)ds + · · · + ∫ [t,t+v]×U_0 E [ H^N ( X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s + f(s, X^N_s , L_XN_s , u) ) − H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )

− ∂_xN H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )f(s, X^N_s , L_XN_s , u) ] v(du)ds = E H^N (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t ) − NE ∫_{t+v} t ⟨ ∂_x1 H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ), dK^1_s ⟩

+ N ∫_{t+v} t E ∂_x1 H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )b(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )ds + N 2 ∫_{t+v} t E tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )∂^2_x1_x1 H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ) ) ds + N ∫_{t+v} t ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 E [( ∂_x1 H^N (X^1_s + ηf(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u), X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s )

− ∂_x1 H^N (X^1_s , X^2_s , · · · , X^N_s ) ) f(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u) ] dηv(du)ds, where the property of the same distributions for X^l_t , l = 1, 2, · · · , N is used in the second equality. Inserting (4.2) and (4.3) in the above equality, we obtain

E H ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_{t+v} )

= E H ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_t ) − E ∫_{t+v} t ⟨ ∂_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_s ) (X^1_s ), dK^1_s ⟩

+ ∫_{t+v} t E ∂_μ H ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_s ) (X^1_s ) × b(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )ds

+ 1 2 ∫_{t+v} t E tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )∂_y∂_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_s ) (X^1_s ) ) ds

+ 1 2N ∫_{t+v} t E tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )∂^2_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_s ) (X^1_s , X^1_s ) ) ds

+ ∫_{t+v} t ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 E [( ∂_μH ( 1 N δ_X1_{s +ηf(s,X}1_{s ,LX1s ,u)} + 1 N N∑ l=2 δ_Xl_s )

∘ (X^1_s + ηf(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u)) − ∂_μH ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_s ) (X^1_s ) ) f(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u) ] dηv(du)ds.

Next, we take the limit on both sides of the above equality. By ([15], Section 5), it holds that

lim_{N→∞} E [ sup 0≤t≤T ρ^2 ( 1 N N∑ l=1 δ_Xl_t , μ_t )] = 0,

Letting N → ∞, by continuity and boundedness of H, ∂_μH, ∂_y∂_μH, and boundedness of ∂^2_μH, b, σ, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that H(μ_{t+v}) =H(μ_t) − E ∫_{t+v} t ⟨∂_μH(μ_s)(X^1_s ), dK^1_s ⟩ + ∫_{t+v} t E ∂_μ H(μ_s)(X^1_s )b(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )ds + 1 2 ∫_{t+v} t E tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s )∂_y∂_μH(μ_s)(X^1_s ) ) ds + ∫_{t+v} t ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 E [( ∂_μH(μ_s)(X^1_s + ηf(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u))

− ∂_μH(μ_s)(X^1_s ) ) f(s, X^1_s , L_X1_s , u) ] dηv(du)ds.

Consequently, we arrive at

∂_tH(μ_t) = −E ⟨∂_μ H(μ_t)(X_t), dK_t⟩ + ∫ R^d ⟨b(t, y, μ_t), ∂_μH(μ_t)(y)⟩μ_t(dy) + 1 2 ∫ R^d tr ( (σσ^∗)(t, y, μ_t)∂_y∂_μH(μ_t)(y) ) μ_t(dy) + ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d [( ∂_μH(μ_t)(y + ηf(t, y, μ_t, u)) − ∂_μH(μ_t)(y) ) f(t, y, μ_t, u) ] μ_t(dy)dηv(du). (4.4) Step two. Suppose that Assumption 2.9 hold. We focus on dealing with the differentiability of h(s, x, μ_t) in t. To begin with, we choose a smooth function χ_n : R^d → R^d satisfying χ_n(x) = x, |x| ≤ n and χ_n(x) = 0, |x| > 2n such that for x ∈ R^d |χ_n(x)| ≤ C_1, ‖∂χ_n(x)‖ ≤ C_1, (4.5) where the positive constant C_1 is independent of n. Set b^{(n)}(t, x, μ) := b(t, χ_n(x), μ), σ^{(n)}(t, x, μ) := σ(t, χ_n(x), μ), f^{(n)}(t, x, μ, u) := f(t, χ_n(x), μ, u), Letting n → ∞, we can get b^{(n)}(t, x, μ) → b(t, x, μ), σ^{(n)}(t, x, μ) → σ(t, x, μ), f^{(n)}(t, x, μ, u) → f(t, x, μ, u), as .

Besides, by Assumption 2.9, we deduce that b^{(n)}, σ^{(n)} are bounded, |f^{(n)}(t, x, μ, u)| ≤ C‖u‖_U for (t, x, μ, u) ∈ [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ) × U_0 , and b^{(n)}, σ^{(n)}, f^{(n)} satisfy Assumption 2.9. Then according to 2.12, the following equation:

dX^{(n)}_t ∈ − A(X^{(n)}_t )dt + b^{(n)}(t, X^{(n)}_t , L_X(n)_t )dt + σ^{(n)}(t, X^{(n)}_t , L_X(n)_t )dB_t + ∫ U_0 f^{(n)}(t, X^{(n)}_{t−} , L_X(n)_t , u) ~N(dt, du), t ∈ [0, T ] has a unique solution (X^{(n)}_· , K^{(n)}_· ) ∈ A , μ^{(n)}_t := L_X(n)_t for X^{(n)}_0 = X_0 = ξ. Thus taking account of Step one, it holds that for 0 ≤ t < t + v ≤ T

H(μ^{(n)}_{t+v}) − H(μ^{(n)}_t ) = − ∫_{t+v} t E ⟨∂_μ H(μ^{(n)}_r )(X^n_r ), dK^{(n)}_r ⟩ + ∫_{t+v} t ∫ R^d ⟨ b^{(n)}(r, y, μ^{(n)}_r ), ∂_μH(μ^{(n)}_r )(y) ⟩ μ^{(n)}_r (dy)dr + 1 2 ∫_{t+v} t ∫ R^d tr ( (σ^{(n)}σ^{(n)∗})(r, y, μ^{(n)}_r )∂_y∂_μH(μ^{(n)}_r )(y) ) μ^{(n)}_r (dy)dr + ∫_{t+v} t ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d [( ∂_μH(μ^{(n)}_r )(y + ηf^{(n)}(r, y, μ^{(n)}_r , u))

− ∂_μH(μ^{(n)}_r )(y) ) f^{(n)}(r, y, μ^{(n)}_r , u) ] μ^{(n)}_r (dy)dηv(du)dr. (4.6)

Next, we observe the limit of μ^{(n)}_t as n → ∞ for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Taking the expectation on two sides, the Itô formula implies E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 = −2E ∫_t 0 ⟨X^{(n)}_r − X_r, dK^{(n)}_r − dK_r⟩ + 2E ∫_t 0 ⟨b^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r ) − b(r, X_r, μ_r), X^{(n)}_r − X_r⟩dr + E ∫_t 0 ‖σ^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r ) − σ(r, X_r, μ_r)‖^2dr + E ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 |f^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r , u) − f(r, X_r, μ_r, u)|^2v(du)dr ≤ E ∫_t 0 |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2dr + E ∫_t 0 |b^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r ) − b(r, X_r, μ_r)|^2dr + E ∫_t 0 ‖σ^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r ) − σ(r, X_r, μ_r)‖^2dr + E ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 |f^{(n)}(r, X^{(n)}_r , μ^{(n)}_r , u) − f(r, X_r, μ_r, u)|^2v(du)dr.

By Assumption 2.9, we have

E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 ≤ E ∫_t 0 |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2dr + E ∫_t 0 L_1(r)κ ( β|χ_n(X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 + ρ^2(μ^{(n)}_r , μ_r) ) dr + CE ∫_t 0 L_1(r)φ ( β|χ_n(X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 + ρ^2(μ^{(n)}_r , μ_r) ) dr ≤ ∫_t 0 E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2dr + ∫_t 0 L_1(r)κ ( βE |χ_n (X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 + E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 ) dr + C ∫_t 0 L_1(r)φ ( βE |χ_n (X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 + E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 ) dr.

Letting γ(x) = κ(x) + φ(x) + x, we have E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 ≤ C ∫_t 0 (L_1(r) + 1)γ ( βE |χ_n (X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 + E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 ) dr. By (4.5), we have E |χ_n (X^{(n)}_r ) − X_r|^2 ≤ 2E |χ_n (X^{(n)}_r ) − χ_n(X_r)|^2 + 2E |χ_n (X_r) − X_r|^2 ≤ 2C_1E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 + 2E |χ_n (X_r) − X_r|^2, and furthermore

E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 ≤ C ∫_t 0 (L_1(r) + 1)γ ( (2βC_1 + 1)E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 + 2E |χ_n (X_r) − X_r|^2 ) dr.

Therefore

(2βC_1 + 1)E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 + 2E |χ_n (X_t) − X_t|^2

≤ 2E |χ_n (X_t) − X_t|^2 + C ∫_t 0 (L_1(r) + 1)γ ( (2βC_1 + 1)E |X^{(n)}_r − X_r|^2 + 2E |χ_n (X_r) − X_r|^2 ) dr.

Setting G(t) = ∫_t 1 ds γ(s) , the Bihari’s inequality admits us to have that

(2βC_1 +1)E |X^{(n)}_t −X_t|^2 +2E |χ_n (X_t)−X_t|^2 ≤ G^{−1} [ G ( 2E |χ_n (X_t)−X_t|^2 ) +C(L_1(T )+1)T ] . The fact that lim_{n→∞} χ_n(x) = x for x ∈ R^d yields that lim_{n→∞} E |χ_n (X_t) − X_t|^2 = 0. Recalling the condition ∫ 0+ ds γ(s) = ∞, we can conclude that G ( 2E |χ_n (X_t) − X_t|^2 ) + C(L_1(T ) + 1)T → −∞, n → ∞. On the other hand, because G is a strictly increasing function, then we obtain that G has an inverse function which is strictly increasing, and G^{−1}(−∞) = 0. That is G^{−1} [ G ( 2E |χ_n (X_t) − X_t|^2 ) + C(L_1(T ) + 1)T ] → 0, n → ∞. Consequently, we have lim_{n→∞} E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 = 0.

Furthermore, we can obtain

lim_{n→∞} E |χ_n (X^{(n)}_t ) − X_t|^2 = 0.

So, we get that lim_{n→∞} ρ^2(μ^{(n)}_t , μ_t) ≤ lim_{n→∞} E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 = 0.

Finally, note that for any t ∈ [0, T ]

K^{(n)}_t − K_t = X_t − X^{(n)}_t + ∫_t 0 [b^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )]ds + ∫_t 0 [σ^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )]dB_s + ∫ [0,t]×U_0 [f^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_{s−} , L_X(n)_s , u) − f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u)] ~N(ds, du). Hence, by Hölder inequality and Itô’s isometry, we have E |K^{(n)}_t − K_t|^2 ≤ 4E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 + 4E | | | ∫_t 0 [b^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )]ds | | |^2

+ 4E | | | ∫_t 0 [σ^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )]dB_s | | |^2

+ 4E | | ∫ [0,t]×U_0 [f^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_{s−} , L_X(n)_s , u) − f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u)] ~N(ds, du) | |^2

≤ 4E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 + 4tE ∫_t 0 |b^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )|^2ds + 4E ∫_t 0 |σ^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s ) − σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )|^2ds + 4E ∫ [0,t]×U_0 |f^{(n)}(s, X^{(n)}_s , L_X(n)_s , u) − f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds.

(4.7)

By Assumption 2.9, we derive that E |K^{(n)}_t − K_t|^2 ≤ 4E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 + 4(T + 1)E ∫_t 0 L_1(s)κ ( β|χ_n(X^{(n)}_s ) − X_s|^2 + ρ^2(L_X(n)_s , L_{Xs} ) ) ds + CE ∫_t 0 L_1(s)φ ( β|χ_n(X^{(n)}_s ) − X_s|^2 + ρ^2(L_X(n)_s , L_{Xs} ) ) ds ≤ 4E |X^{(n)}_t − X_t|^2 + C(T + 1) ∫_t 0 L_1(s)γ ( βE |χ_n (X^{(n)}_s ) − X_s|^2 + E |X^{(n)}_s − X_s|^2 ) ds.

Let n → ∞, by dominated convergence theorem, we have lim_{n→∞} |K^{(n)}_t − K_t|^2 = 0.

Taking the limit on both sides of (4.6), by dominated convergence theorem, one can still obtain (4.4).

Step three. We prove (4.1) holds.

By Step two, we know that h̄(t, x) is C^1 in t and C^2 in x. Applying the classical Itô formula, we obtain that dh(t, X_t, μ_t) = dh̄(t, X_t) = ∂_th̄(t, X_t)dt − ⟨∂_xh̄(t, X_t), dK_t⟩ + ⟨∂_xh̄(t, X_t), b(t, X_t, μ_t)⟩dt + ⟨∂_xh̄(t, X_t), σ(t, X_t, μ_t)dB_t⟩ + 1 2 tr ( (σσ^∗)(t, X_t, μ_t)∂^2_xh̄(t, X_t) ) dt + ∫ U_0 [h̄(t, X_t + f(t, X_t, μ_t, u)) − h̄(t, X_t) − ⟨f(t, X_t, μ_t, u), ∂_xh̄(t, X_t)⟩]v(du)dt + ∫ U_0 [h̄(t, X_{t−} + f(t, X_{t−}, μ_t, u)) − h̄(t, X_{t−})] ~N(dt, du) = ∂_th(t, x, μ)|_{x=Xt,μ=μt} dt + ∂_th(s, x, μ_t)|_{s=t,x=Xt} dt − ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), dK_t⟩ + ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), b(t, X_t, μ_t)⟩dt + ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), σ(t, X_t, μ_t)dB_t⟩ + 1 2 tr ( (σσ^∗)(t, X_t, μ_t)∂^2_xh(t, X_t, μ_t) ) dt + ∫ U_0 [h(t, X_{t−} + f(t, X_{t−}, μ_t, u), μ_t) − h(t, X_{t−}, μ_t)] ~N(dt, du) + ∫ U_0 [h(t, X_t + f(t, X_t, μ_t, u), μ_t) − h(t, X_t, μ_t) − ⟨f(t, X_t, μ_t, u), ∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t)⟩]v(du)dt.

Inserting (4.4) in the above equation, we have dh(t, X_t, μ_t) = ∂_th(t, x, μ)|_{x=Xt,μ=μt} dt − ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), dK_t⟩ + ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), b(t, X_t, μ_t)⟩dt + ⟨∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t), σ(t, X_t, μ_t)dB_t⟩ + ∫ U_0 [h(t, X_{t−} + f(t, X_{t−}, μ_t, u), μ_t) − h(t, X_{t−}, μ_t)] ~N(dt, du) + 1 2 tr ( (σσ^∗)(t, X_t, μ_t)∂^2_xh(t, X_t, μ_t) ) dt − E ⟨∂_μ h(s, y, μ_t)(X_t), dK_t⟩|_{s=t,y=Xt} + ∫ R^d ⟨b(t, y, μ_t), ∂_μh(t, X_t, μ_t)(y)⟩μ_t(dy)dt + 1 2 ∫ R^d tr ( (σσ^∗)(t, y, μ_t)∂_y∂_μh(t, X_t, μ_t)(y) ) μ_t(dy)dt + ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d ⟨ ∂_μh(t, X_t, μ_t)(y + ηf(t, y, μ_t, u)) − ∂_μh(t, X_t, μ_t)(y), f(t, y, μ_t, u) ⟩ μ_t(dy)dηv(du)dt + ∫ U_0 [h(t, X_t + f(t, X_t, μ_t, u), μ_t) − h(t, X_t, μ_t) − ⟨f(t, X_t, μ_t, u), ∂_xh(t, X_t, μ_t)⟩]v(du)dt. (4.8) This completes the proof.

5 The stability of strong solutions

5.1 The exponential stability of the second moment

In the subsection, we investigate the exponential stability of the second moment for the strong solution to Equation (1.1). Let’s first recall the concept of the exponentially stability of the second moment.

Definition 5.1 If there exist a pair of positive constants α and C such that E |X_t |^2 ≤ Ce^{−αt}E |ξ|^2 , t ≥ 0 for X_0 = ξ, then the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is called exponentially stable in mean square.

Assumption 5.2 There exists a function V : [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ) → R satisfying (i) V ∈ C^{1,2,2}_{b,+} ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )); (ii) ∫ R^d (L_{b,σ,f} V (s, x, μ) + αV (s, x, μ) + ∂_sV (s, x, μ))μ(dx) ≤ 0, where α is a positive constant;

(iii) a_1 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) ≤ ∫ R^d V (s, x, μ)μ(dx) ≤ a_2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx), where a_1, a_2 are two positive constants.

Theorem 5.3 Assume that Assumptions 2.9, 2.11 and 5.2 hold, ξ is a F_0-measurable random variable with E |ξ|^2 < ∞. If the strong solution (X_., K_.) and the Lyapunov function V satisfy for any t ≥ 0, ⟨∂_xV (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ), dK_t⟩ + E ⟨(∂_μ V )(s, x, L_{Xt} )(X_t), dK_t⟩|_{s=t,x=Xt} ≥ 0. (5.1) Then the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is exponentially stable in mean square, i.e. E |X_t |^2 ≤ a_2 a_1 e^{−αt}E |ξ|^2 , t ≥ 0.

Proof. Applying the Itô formula (4.1), we get e^{αt}V (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) − V (0, ξ, L_ξ) = ∫_t 0 αe^{αs}V (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )ds + ∫_t 0 e^{αs}∂_sV (s, x, μ)|_{x=Xs,μ=LXs} ds − ∫_t 0 e^{αs}⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), dK_s⟩ + ∫_t 0 e^{αs}⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )⟩ds + ∫_t 0 e^{αs}⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )dB_s⟩ + ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 e^{αs}[V (s, X_{s−} + f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u), L_{Xs} ) − V (s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} )] ~N(ds, du) + 1 2 ∫_t 0 e^{αs}tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )∂^2_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) ) ds − ∫_t 0 e^{αs}E ⟨(∂_μ V )(r, x, L_{Xs} )(X_s), dK_s⟩|_{r=s,x=Xs} + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d e^{αs}⟨b(s, y, L_{Xs} ), ∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y)⟩L_{Xs} (dy)ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d e^{αs}tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, y, L_{Xs} )∂_y∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y) ) L_{Xs} (dy)ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d e^{αs}⟨∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y + ηf(s, y, L_{Xs} , u)) − ∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y), f(s, y, L_{Xs}, u)⟩L_{Xs} (dy)dηv(du)ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 e^{αs}[V (s, X_s + f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u), L_{Xs} ) − V (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) − ⟨f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u), ∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )⟩]v(du)ds.

(5.2)

By (5.1), it follows that e^{αt}V (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) − V (0, ξ, L_ξ) ≤ ∫_t 0 e^{αs} { αV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + ∂_sV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + ⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )⟩ + 1 2 tr ( (σσ^∗)(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )∂^2_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) ) + ∫ R^d ⟨b(s, y, L_{Xs} ), ∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y)⟩L_{Xs} (dy) + 1 2 ∫ R^d tr((σσ^∗)(s, y, L_{Xs} )∂_y∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y))L_{Xs} (dy) + ∫ U_0

∫_1 0 ∫ R^d ⟨∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y + ηf(s, y, L_{Xs} , u)) − ∂_μV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )(y), f(s, y, L_{Xs}, u)⟩L_{Xs} (dy)dηv(du) + ∫ U_0 [V (s, X_s + f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u), L_{Xs} ) − V (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) − ⟨f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u), ∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} )⟩]v(du) } ds + ∫_t 0 e^{αs}⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )dB_s⟩ + ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 e^{αs}[V (s, X_{s−} + f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u), L_{Xs} ) − V (s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} )] ~N(ds, du) = ∫_t 0 e^{αs}(αV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + ∂_sV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + L_{b,σ,f} V (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ))ds + ∫_t 0 e^{αs}⟨∂_xV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ), σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )dB_s⟩ + ∫_t 0 ∫ U_0 e^{αs}[V (s, X_{s−} + f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u), L_{Xs} ) − V (s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} )] ~N(ds, du). (5.3) Taking the expectation on both sides of the above equality, by Assumption 5.2 we obtain e^{αt}E V (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) − E V (0, ξ, L_ξ) ≤ E ∫_t 0 e^{αs}(αV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + ∂_sV (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ) + L_{b,σ,f} V (s, X_s, L_{Xs} ))ds ≤ 0. Thus, E V (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) ≤ e^{−αt}E V (0, ξ, L_ξ). At last, by Assumption 5.2, we have a_1E |X_t |^2 ≤ E V (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ) ≤ e^{−αt}E V (0, ξ, L_ξ) ≤ a_2e^{−αt}E |ξ|^2 , Hence, E |X_t |^2 ≤ a_2 a_1 e^{−αt}E |ξ|^2 . This completes the proof.

5.2 The exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness

In the subsection, we study the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness for the strong solution to Equation (1.1). We firstly present the following concept of the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness.

Definition 5.4 If there exist positive constants M, λ, W such that E |X_t |^2 ≤ Me^{−λt}E |ξ|^2 + W, t ≥ 0, for X_0 = ξ, then the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is called exponentially 2-ultimately bounded.

Assumption 5.5 There exists a function V : [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ) → R satisfying (i) V ∈ C^{1,2,2}_{b,+} ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d )); (ii) ∫ R^d (L_{b,σ,f} V (s, x, μ) + αV (s, x, μ) + ∂_sV (s, x, μ))μ(dx) ≤ N_1, where α > 0, N_1 ≥ 0 are constants;

(iii) a_1 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) − N_2 ≤ ∫ R^d V (s, x, μ)μ(dx) ≤ a_2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) + N_3, where N_2, N_3 ≥ 0 are constants.

Theorem 5.6 Suppose that Assumptions 2.9, 2.11 and 5.5 hold, ξ is a F_0-measurable random variable with E |ξ|^2 < ∞. If the strong solution (X_., K_.) and the Lyapunov function V satisfy for any t ≥ 0 ⟨∂_xV (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ), dK_t⟩ + E ⟨(∂_μ V )(s, x, L_{Xt} )(X_t), dK_t⟩|_{s=t,x=Xt} ≥ 0, (5.4) then the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is exponentially 2-ultimately bounded, i.e. E |X_t |^2 ≤ a_2 a_1 e^{−αt}E |ξ|^2 + α(N_2 + N_3) + N_1 αa_1 , t ≥ 0. Similar to the proof in Theorem 5.3, we can easily obtain the above result. Thus we omit the proof.

5.3 The almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solution

In the subsection, we require that X_0 = ξ is non-random and consider the almost surely asymptotic stability of the strong solution for Equation (1.1). To begin with, we recall the concept of the almost surely asymptotic stability.

Definition 5.7 If for X_0 = ξ, it holds that P { lim_{t→∞} |X_t| = 0 } = 1, we say that the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is almost surely asymptotically stable.

Next we introduce a function class. Let Υ denote the family of functions ϑ : R_+ → R_+ , which are continuous, strictly increasing, and ϑ(0) = 0. And Υ_∞ means the family of functions ϑ ∈ Υ with ϑ(x) → ∞ as x → ∞. Then we present some assumption. Assumption 5.8 There exists a function V : [0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ) → R satisfying (i) V ∈ C^{1,2,2;1}_{b,+} ([0, T ] × R^d × M_2(R^d ));

(ii) L_{b,σ,f} V (s, x, μ) + αV (s, x, μ) + ∂_sV (s, x, μ) ≤ 0, where α > 0 is a constant; (iii) γ_1(|x|) ≤ V (s, x, μ) ≤ γ_2(|x|), where γ_1, γ_2 ∈ Υ_∞.

Theorem 5.9 Suppose that Assumptions 2.9, 2.11 and 5.8 hold. If the strong solution (X_., K_.) and the Lyapunov function V satisfy for any t ≥ 0 ⟨∂_xV (t, X_t, L_{Xt} ), dK_t⟩ + E ⟨(∂_μ V )(s, x, L_{Xt} )(X_t), dK_t⟩|_{s=t,x=Xt} ≥ 0, (5.5) then the solution X_. of Equation (1.1) is almost surely asymptotically stable, i.e. P { lim_{t→∞} |X_t| = 0 } = 1.

Proof. Above all, since under Assumptions 2.9 and 2.11, Equation (1.1) has a unique strong solution (X_., K_.) with the initial value (ξ, 0). Set τ_n := inf{t ≥ 0, |X_t| > n}. By Itô’s formula, we have |X_{t∧τn} − ξ|^2 = −2 ∫_{t∧τn} 0 ⟨X_s − ξ, dK_s⟩ + 2 ∫_{t∧τn} 0 ⟨X_s − ξ, b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )⟩ds + 2 ∫_{t∧τn} 0 ⟨X_s − ξ, σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )dB_s⟩ + ∫_{t∧τn} 0 ‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2ds + ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds + ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 (|X_{s−} − ξ + f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u)|^2 − |X_{s−} − ξ|^2) ~N(ds, du).

Therefore, E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2) ≤ E ∫_{t∧τn} 0 |X_s − ξ|^2ds + E ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (|b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )|^2 + ‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2)ds + E ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds + 2E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫_{s∧τn} 0 ⟨X_r − ξ, σ(r, X_r, L_{Xr} )dB_r⟩ )

+ 2E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s∧τ_n]×U_0 ⟨X_{r−} − ξ, f(r, X_{r−}, L_{Xr} , u)⟩ ~N(dr, du) )

+ E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(r, X_{r−}, L_{Xr} , u)|^2 ~N(dr, du) ) . (5.6)

Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality implies 2E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫_{s∧τn} 0 ⟨X_r − ξ, σ(r, X_r, L_{Xr} )dB_r⟩ )

≤ CE ( ∫ t∧τn 0 |X_s − ξ|^2‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2ds ) 1_2

≤ 1 3 E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2) + CE ∫_{t∧τn} 0 ‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2ds. (5.7)

With the help of Lemma 2.1, we deduce 2E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s∧τ_n]×U_0 ⟨X_{r−} − ξ, f(r, X_{r−}, L_{Xr} , u)⟩ ~N(dr, du) )

≤ CE ( ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |⟨X_{s−} − ξ, f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u)⟩|^2N(ds, du) ) 1_2

≤ CE ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2 ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , u)|^2N(ds, du) ) 1_2

≤ 1 3 E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2) + CE ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds,

(5.8)

and E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} ∫ [0,s∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(r, X_{r−}, L_{Xr} , u)|^2 ~N(dr, du) )

≤ CE { ∑ s∈D_{p(s)},s≤t∧τ_n |f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , p(s))|^4 } 1_2

≤ CE ∑ s∈D_{p(s)} ,s≤t∧τ_n |f(s, X_{s−}, L_{Xs} , p(s))|^2

= CE ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds.

(5.9)

Gathering all the above estimates (5.7)-(5.9) into (5.6), we obtain E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2) ≤ 3E ∫_{t∧τn} 0 |X_s − ξ|^2ds + CE ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (|b(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )|^2 + ‖σ(s, X_s, L_{Xs} )‖^2)ds + CE ∫ [0,t∧τ_n]×U_0 |f(s, X_s, L_{Xs} , u)|^2v(du)ds. (5.10)

By Assumption 2.9, we have E ( sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ|^2) ≤ 3E ∫_{t∧τn} 0 |X_s − ξ|^2ds + CE ∫_{t∧τn} 0 L_2(s)(1 + |X_s|^2 + ‖L_{Xs} ‖^2)ds ≤ 6 ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (E |X_s |^2 + E |ξ|^2 )ds + CL_2(T ) ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (1 + 2E |X_s |^2)ds ≤ 6 ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (n^2 + E |ξ|^2 )ds + CL_2(T ) ∫_{t∧τn} 0 (1 + 2n^2)ds ≤ C(t ∧ τ_n) ≤ Ct. Using the Chebyshev inequality, we have for any λ > 0, P { sup_{0≤s≤t} |X_{s∧τn} − ξ| > λ } ≤ Ct λ^2

. (5.11)

Finally, we follow up the line in ([7], Theorem 5.2) and apply (5.11) to derive P { lim_{t→∞} |X_t| = 0 } = 1.

This completes the proof.

References

[1] J. Bao, P. Ren and F.-Y. Wang. Bismut formula for Lions derivative of distribution-path dependent SDEs. J. Differential Equations 282, 285-329 (2021).

[2] P. Cardaliaguet. Notes on mean field games, P.-L. Lions lectures at College de France.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228702832.

[3] E. Cépa. Équations différentielles stochastiques multivoques, in: Sém. Prob. XXIX, in:

Lecture Notes in Math., 86-107 (1995) .

[4] E. Cépa. Problème de Skorohod multivoque. Ann. Probab. 26, 500-532 (1998). [5] J.-F. Chassagneux, D. Crisan and F. Delarue. Classical solutions to the master equation for large population equilibria. ArXiv: 1411. 3009.

[6] P. E. Chaudru and de Raynal. Strong well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with Hölder drift. Stochastic Process. Appl. 130, 79-107 (2020).

[7] X. Ding and H. Qiao. Stability for stochastic Mckean-Vlasov equations with non- Lipschitz coefficients. SIAM J. Control Optim. 59(2), 887-905 (2021).

[8] K. Fang, W. Liu, H. Qiao and F. Zhu. Asymptotic Behaviors of Small Perturbation for Multivalued Mckean-Vlasov Stochastic Differential Equations. Appl. Math. Optim. 88, (2023) doi.org/10.1007/s00245-023-10004-6

[9] J. Gong, H. Qiao. The stability for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs with non- Lipschitz coefficients. ArXiv:2106.12080v3.

[10] Y. Guan and J. Wu. Exponential ergodicity for non-Lipschitz multivalued stochastic differential equations with Lévy jumps. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 20, 1750002 (2017).

[11] R. Guo and B. Pei. Stochastic averaging principles for multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven by Poisson point processes. Stoch. Anal. Appl. 36, 751-766 (2018).

[12] W. Hammersley, D. S̆is̆ka and L. Szpruch. McKean-Vlasov SDEs under measure dependent Lyapunov conditions. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 57(2), 1032-1057 (2021).

[13] X. Huang and F.-Y. Wang. Distribution dependent SDEs with singular coefficients.

Stochastic Process. Appl. 129, 4747-4770 (2019).

[14] X. Huang, P. Ren and F.-Y. Wang. Distribution dependent stochastic differential equations. Front. Math. China 16, 257-301 (2021).

[15] J. Horowitz and R. L. Karandikar. Mean rates of convergence of empirical measures in the Wasserstein metric. J. Comput. Appl. Math. 55, 261-273 (1994).

[16] M. Kac. Foundations of kinetic theory. In: Proceedings of the Third Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability. 1954-1955. Vol. III. Berkeley: University of California Press. 1956, 171-197.

[17] R. Khasminskii. On the principle of averaging the Itô stochastic differential equations.

Kibernetika. 4, 260-279 (1968).

[18] W. Liu, Y. Song, J. Zhai and T. Zhang. Large and moderate deviation principles for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps. Potential Anal. (2022) https://doi.org/10.1007/s11118-022-10005-0.

[19] W. Mao, L. Hu, S. You and X. Mao. The averaging method for multivalued SDEs with jumps and non-Lipschitz coefficients. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B. 24, 4937-4954 (2019).

[20] X. Mao. Stochastic differential equations and applications. Chichester: Horwood Publishing Limited, first edition (1997), second edition (2008).

[21] S. Mehri and W. Stannat. Weak solutions to Vlasov-McKean equations under Lyapunov-type conditions. Stoch. Dyn. 19, 1950042 (2019).

[22] Y. Mishura and A. Veretennikov. Existence and uniqueness theorems for solutions of McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations. Theory Probab. Math. Statist. 103, 59-101 (2020).

[23] L. Ngoran and N. Modeste. Averaging principle for multivalued stochastic differential equations. Random Oper. Stoch. Equ. 9, 399-407 (2001).

[24] H. Qiao and J.-L. Wu. Path independence of the additive functionals for McKean- Vlasov stochastic differential equations with jumps. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 24, 2150006 (2021).

[25] J. Ren, S. Xu and X. Zhang, Large deviations for multivalued stochastic differential equations. J. Theoret. Probab. 23, 1142-1156 (2010).

[26] J. Ren, J. Wu and H. Zhang, General large deviations and functional iterated logarithm law for multivalued stochastic differential equations. J. Theoret. Probab. 28, 550-586 (2015).

[27] J. Ren and J. Wu, Multi-valued stochastic differential equations driven by poisson point processes. Progr. Probab. 65, 191-205 (2011).

[28] J. Ren and J. Wu. The optimal control problem associated with multi-valued stochastic differential equations with jumps. Nonlinear Anal. 86, 30-51 (2013).

[29] P. Ren and F.-Y. Wang. Space-distribution PDEs for path independent additive functionals of McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 23, 2050018 (2020).

[30] P. Ren and F.-Y. Wang. Bismut formula for Lions derivative of distribution dependent SDEs and applications. J. Differential Equations 267, 4745-4777 (2019).

[31] M. Röckner and X. Zhang. Well-posedness of distribution dependent SDEs with singular drifts. Bernoulli. 27, 1131-1158 (2021).

[32] G. Shen, J. Song and J-L Wu. Stochastic averaging principle for distribution dependent stochastic differential equations. Appl. Math. Lett. 125, 107761 (2022).

[33] G. Shen, J. Xiang and J-L Wu. Stochastic averaging principle for multi-valued McKean- Vlasov stochastic differential equations. Appl. Math. Lett. 141, 108629 (2023).

[34] F.-Y. Wang. Distribution dependent SDEs for Landau type equations. Stochastic Process. Appl. 128, 595–621 (2018).

[35] J. Wu. On existence of solutions of multivalued stochastic differential equations with discontinuous coefficients. Stochastics 86, 234-256 (2014).

[36] J. Xu and J. Liu. An averaging principle for multivalued stochastic differential equations. Stoch. Anal. Appl. 32, 962-974 (2014).

[37] H. Zhang. Moderate deviation principle for multivalued stochastic differential equations.

Stoch. Dyn. 20, 2050015 (2020).

[38] X. Zhang. Skorohod problem and multivalued stochastic evolution equations in Banach spaces. Bull. Sci. Math. 131, 175-217 (2007).

Guangjun Shen Department of Mathematics, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241002, China

gjshen@163.com

Jie Xiang Department of Mathematics, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241002, China

jiexiangahnu@163.com

Jiang-Lun Wu Department of Mathematics, Computational Foundry, Swansea University Swansea, SA1 8EN, UK

j.l.wu@swansea.ac.uk