arXiv:2308.15181v6 [math.PR] 4 Jan 2024

Propagation of Chaos for Mean Field Interacting Particle System with

Multiplicative Noise^∗

Xing Huang

Center for Applied Mathematics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China

xinghuang@tju.edu.cn

January 21, 2024

Abstract

In this paper, the quantitative propagation of chaos for mean field interacting particle system with multiplicative noise in L^2-Wasserstein distance is derived. When the diffusion is distribution free, the quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy as well as total variation distance is also obtained, where the initial distribution of mean field interacting particles is allowed to be singular with that of the limit equation. Furthermore, a general result on the long time quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy as well as in L^2-Wasserstein distance is provided and is applied in (path dependent) mean field interacting particle system as well as stochastic Hamiltonian system under dissipative condition.

AMS subject Classification: 60H10, 60G44.

Keywords: Mean field interacting particle system, Wasserstein distance, McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Quantitative propagation of chaos, Relative entropy.

1 Introduction

In the mean field interacting particle system, where the coefficients depend on the empirical distribution of the particles, as the number of particles goes to infinity, the limit equation of a single particle is distribution dependent stochastic differential equation(SDE), which

∗Supported in part by National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2022YFA1006000) and NNSFC (12271398).

is also called McKean-Vlasov SDE in the literature due to the work in [14]. This limit phenomenon is related to propagation of chaos, which can be viewed as a dynamical version of Kac’s chaos. Recall that a family of Polish space E-valued exchangeable random variables {Y^{i,N} }_{1≤i≤N} is called μ-chaotic for some μ ∈ P(E), the space of all probability measures on E equipped with the weak topology, if one of the following equivalent statements holds:

(i) The P(E)-valued random variable^1_N ∑_N i=1 δ_Y i,N converges to μ weakly as N → ∞.

(ii) The joint distribution of (Y^{1,N} , Y^{2,N} ) converges to μ^{⊗2} weakly as N → ∞.

(iii) For any k ≥ 2, the joint distribution of (Y^{1,N} , Y^{2,N} , · · · , Y^{k,N} ) converges to μ^{⊗k} weakly as N → ∞, here μ^{⊗k} denote the k independent product of μ, i.e. μ^{⊗k} = ∏_k i=1 μ. Let (E, ρ) be a Polish space and o be a fixed point in E. For p > 0, let

P_p(E) := { μ ∈ P(E) : μ(ρ(o, ·)^p) < ∞ } , which is a Polish space under the L^p-Wasserstein distance W_p (μ, ν) = inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} ( ∫ E×E ρ(x, y)^pπ(dx, dy) ) 1_{p∨1} , μ, ν ∈ P_p(E), where C(μ, ν) is the set of all couplings of μ and ν. We will also use the total variation distance: ‖γ − γ̃‖_{var} = sup_{‖f‖∞≤1} |γ(f) − γ̃(f)|, γ, γ̃ ∈ P(E). Let {W_t}_{t≥0} be an n-dimensional Brownian motion on some complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P). Consider McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

dX_t = b_t(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ_t(X_t, L_{Xt} )dW_t,

where L_{Xt} is the distribution of X_t, b : [0, ∞)×R^d ×P(R^d ) → R^d , σ : [0, ∞)×R^d ×P(R^d ) → R^d ⊗ R^n are measurable and bounded on bounded set.

Let X_0 be an F_0-measurable random variable, N ≥ 1 be an integer and (X^i_0, W^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} be i.i.d. copies of (X_0, W_t). Consider the non-interacting particle system, which solves independent McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

dX^i_t = b_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + σ_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

(1.1)

and the mean field interacting particle system dX^{i,N}_t = b_t(X^{i,N}_t , μ̂^N_t )dt + σ_t(X^{i,N}_t , μ̂^N_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, (1.2)

where μ̂^N_t is the empirical distribution of (X^{i,N}_t )_{1≤i≤N} , i.e.

μ̂^N_t = 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t .

Throughout the paper, we assume that the distribution of the initial values (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} of the mean field interacting system (1.2) is exchangeable.

When b_t(x, μ) = ∫ R^d b̃_t(x, y)μ(dy), σ_t(x, μ) = ∫_{Rd} σ̃_t(x, y)μ(dy) for some functions b̃, σ̃ Lipschitz continuous in spatial variables uniformly in time variable, the quantitative propagation of chaos in strong convergence is studied in [18] by using synchronous coupling argument. In [2, 8, 9], the entropy method is introduced to derive the quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy with additive noise and singular interaction, for which the initial distribution of interacting particle system is assumed to be absolutely continuous with that of limit equation. In fact, the entropy method depends on the following crucial estimate: for two SDEs with different drifts

dY^i_t = b^i_t(Y^i_t )dt + dW_t, i = 1, 2,

it holds

Ent(L_Y 1_t |L_Y 2_t ) ≤ Ent(L_Y 1_0 |L_Y 2_0 ) + 1 2 ∫_t 0 E |b^1_s (Y^1_s ) − b^2_s(Y^1_s )|^2ds, t ≥ 0,

where the relative entropy of two probability measures is defined as

Ent(ν|μ) = { ν(log(^{dν}_{dμ} )), ν ≪ μ; ∞, otherwise.

In [10], the author obtained the sharp rate of propagation of chaos for some models such as bounded or uniformly continuous interaction by BBGKY hierarchy. Moreover, the uniform in time propagation of chaos also attracts much attention. By using method of reflecting coupling, [3, 5] obtain the uniform in time propagation of chaos in Wasserstein distance, see also [12, Theorem 2.11] for a more explicit and neat result in L^1-Wasserstein distance, while the uniform in time propagation of chaos in relative entropy is derived in [4, 13] by using the log-Sobolev inequality. Combining the BBGKY hierarchy with the uniform in time log-Sobolev inequality of the solution to McKean-Vlasov SDEs, the sharp rate of uniform in time propagation of chaos is proved in [11]. One can also refer to [17] for the propagation of chaos of mean field interacting particle system with regime-switching. However, neither the argument of reflecting coupling nor the log-Sobolev inequality is available to derive the uniform in time propagation of chaos in the path dependent mean field interacting particle system since path dependent SDE is a highly degenerate model. Instead, we will adopt the dimension free Harnack inequality.

In this paper, we will investigate the quantitative propagation of chaos for (path dependent) mean field interacting particle system with Lipschitz continuous interaction. In the study of propagation of chaos in relative entropy, different from [2, 8, 9], the initial distribution of interacting particle system is allowed to be singular with that of the limit equation, which can be done by coupling by change of measure, an entropy inequality in [16, Lemma 2.1] as well as sharp dimension free Harnack inequality with power. Finally, a general result for the long time quantitative propagation of chaos in L^2-Wasserstein distance as well as in relative entropy is presented and applied in several models: (path dependent) mean field interacting system with non-degenerate noise and (path dependent) stochastic Hamiltonian system.

The main contributions include:

(1) In the non-degenerate case, the noise is allowed to be multiplicative.

(2) For the propagation of chaos in relative entropy, the initial distribution of interacting particle system can be singular with that of the limit equation.

(3) The long-time quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy and L^2-Wasserstein distance are derived and hence the chaotic phenomenon is proved for the stationary distribution.

(4) The SDEs can be path dependent and kinetic.

(5) The convergence rate of the propagation of chaos is explicit both in the case of bounded time interval and in the long time case.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we investigate the quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy and in Wasserstein distance on a bounded time interval [0, T ]. In Section 3, the long time quantitative propagation of chaos in L^2- Wasserstein distance and in relative entropy is investigated and applied in some models.

2 Quantitative Propagation of Chaos on finite time interval

Fix T > 0. In this section, we pay our attention to quantitative propagation of chaos on [0, T ] and derive the quantitative propagation of chaos in L^2-Wasserstein distance and relative entropy. To characterize the singularity of the non-interacting part in the drift, we introduce

D := { φ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is increasing and concave, φ(0) = 0,

∫_1 0 φ(r) r < ∞ } . We assume that

(B1) σ_t(x, μ) = ∫ R^d σ̃t(x, y)μ(dy) for some measurable σ̃ : [0, T ]×R

d ×R^d → R^d ⊗R^n . There exist constants K_σ > 0 and δ ≥ 1 such that δ^{−1} ≤ σσ^∗ ≤ δ and ‖σ̃_t(x, y) − σ̃_t(x̃, ỹ)‖_{HS} ≤ K_σ(|x − x̃| + |y − ỹ|), t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̃, y, ỹ ∈ R^d . (B2) b_t(x, μ) = b^{(0)}_t (x) + ∫ R^d b (1) t (x, y)μ(dy) for some measurable b^{(0)} : [0, T ] × R^d → R^d and b^{(1)} : [0, T ] × R^d × R^d → R^d . b^{(0)} is bounded and there exists a constant K_b > 0 and φ ∈ D such that |b^{(0)}_t (x) − b^{(0)}_t (y)| ≤ K_bφ(|x − y|), t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and |b^{(1)}_t (0, 0)| ≤ K_b, |b^{(1)}_t (x, y)−b^{(1)}_t (x̃, ỹ)| ≤ K_b(|x−x̃|+|y−ỹ|), t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̃, y, ỹ ∈ R^d . Before moving on, we give a lemma on the convergence rate of the law of large number in L^2(P). Note that when h is R^d or R^d ⊗ R^n -valued, Lemma 2.1 below still holds for dc̃ or dnc̃ replacing c̃ respectively.

Lemma 2.1. Let (V, ‖ · ‖_V ) be a Banach space. (Z_i)_{i≥1} are i.i.d. V -valued random variables with E ‖Z_1 ‖^2_V < ∞ and h : V × V → R is measurable and of at most linear growth, i.e. there exists a constant c > 0 such that |h(v, ṽ)| ≤ c(1 + ‖v‖_V + ‖ṽ‖_V ), v, ṽ ∈ V. Then there exists a constant c̃ > 0 such that E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 h(Z_1, Z_m) − ∫ V h(Z_1, y)L_{Z1} (dy) | | | | 2 ≤ c̃ N E (1 + ‖Z_1‖^2_V ).

Proof. Since {Z_i}_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d., it follows that

E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 h(Z_1, Z_m) − ∫ V h(Z_1, y)L_{Z1} (dy) | | | | 2

≤ 2E | | | 1 N h(Z_1, Z_1) | | | 2 + 2E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=2 h(Z_1, Z_m) − ∫ V h(Z_1, y)L_{Z1} (dy) | | | | 2

= 2E | | | | 1 N h(Z_1, Z_1) | | | | 2

+ 2E E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=2 h(x, Z_m) − ∫ V h(x, y)L_{Z1} (dy) | | | | 2 | | | |_{x=Z1} = 2E | | | 1 N h(Z_1, Z_1) | | |^2

+ 2E {{ N − 1 N^2

E |h(x, Z_1 )|^2 + 2 − N N^2

(E |h(x, Z_1 )|)^2 } | | | x=Z_1 }

≤ c̃ N E (1 + ‖Z_1‖^2_V )

for some constant c̃ > 0. So, the proof is completed.

Theorem 2.2. Assume (B1)-(B2) and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on T such that E N∑ i=1 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 ≤ C N∑ i=1 E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + C(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2).

(2.1)

Consequently,

sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{t )1≤i≤k} , L_{(X}i_{t )1≤i≤k} )^2 ≤ C k N W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 + C k N (1 + E |X^1_0 |^2), 1 ≤ k ≤ N.

(2.2)

(2) If σ_t(x, μ) does not depend on μ, then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on T such that ‖L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )} − L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )}) (2.3) ≤ C(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2)k N + C t k N W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2, 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ∈ (0, T ]. Proof. (1) Firstly, it is standard to derive from (B1)-(B2) that E [ 1 + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^1_t |^2 ] < c_{1,T} ( 1 + E |X^1_0 |^2 ) (2.4) and E [ 1 + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2 ] < c_{1,T} ( 1 + E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 |^2 ) (2.5)

for some constant c_{1,T} > 0.

Denote μ^i_t = L_Xi_t , i ≥ 1. Since (1.1) is well-posed in P_2(R^d ) due to [21, Theorem 3.1], μ^i_t does not depend on i and we write μ_t = μ^i_t, i ≥ 1. For any λ > 0, consider the following PDE for u : [0, T ] × R^d → R^d :

(2.6) ∂ ∂t u_t + 1 2 tr { (σ_tσ^∗_t )(·, μ_t)∇^2u_t } + ∇_{bt(·,μt)}u_t + b^{(0)}_t = λu_t, u_T = 0.

By [16, (2.18)] and (B1)-(B2), there exist constants λ, c > 0 independent of μ such that (2.6) has a unique solution u^{λ,μ} satisfying ‖u^{λ,μ}‖_∞ + ‖∇u^{λ,μ}‖_∞ ≤ 1 5 , ‖∇^2u^{λ,μ}‖_∞ ≤ c. (2.7)

Let Θ^{λ,μ}_t (x) = x + u^{λ,μ}_t (x). By (2.6) and Itô’s formula, we derive

dΘ^{λ,μ}_t (X^i_t ) = { λu^{λ,μ}_t (X^i_t ) + ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) } dt + { (∇Θ^{λ,μ}_t ) ∫ R^d σ̃_t(·, y)μ_t(dy) } (X^i_t ) dW^i_t ,

(2.8)

and dΘ^{λ,μ}_t (X^{i,N}_t ) = { λu^{λ,μ}_t (X^{i,N}_t ) + ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) } dt + { (∇Θ^{λ,μ}_t ) 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃_t(·, X^{m,N}_t ) } (X^{i,N}_t ) dW^i_t

+ ∇Θ^{λ,μ}_t (X^{i,N}_t ) [ 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) ] dt

+ 1 2 tr {{ 1 N^2 N∑ m,l=1 σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t )σ̃^∗_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{l,N}_t )

− ∫ R^d σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) ∫ R^d σ̃^∗_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) } ∇^2Θ^{λ,μ}_t (X^{i,N}_t ) } dt.

(2.9)

Combining (B1)-(B2), (2.7)-(2.9) and the BDG inequality, we find a constant c_{2,T} > 0 such that E sup_{t∈[0,s]} |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 ≤ c_{2,T} E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + c_{2,T} ∫_s 0 E sup_{t∈[0,r]} |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2dr

+ c_{2,T} ∫_s 0 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | 2 dt (2.10)

+ c_{2,T} ∫_s 0 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS dt, s ∈ [0, T ]. Combining Lemma 2.1 with (B1)-(B2), there exists a constant c > 0 such that

E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | 2

≤ 2E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy)

− ( 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) )| | | 2 (2.11)

+ 2E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | 2

≤ 16K^2_b E |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 + 4K^2_b 1 N N∑ m=1 E |X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t |^2 + 2c N E (1 + |X^1_t |^2), and E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 2E ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy)

− ( 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) )‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS (2.12)

+ 2E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 16K^2_σE |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 + 4K^2_σ 1 N N∑ m=1 E |X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t |^2 + 2c N E (1 + |X^1_t |^2).

Substituting (2.11)-(2.12) and (2.4) into (2.10), taking sum with respect to i, combining

(2.4)-(2.5) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we get (2.1), which implies (2.2) due to the fact W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{t )1≤i≤k} , L_{(X}i_{t )1≤i≤k} )^2 ≤ k N W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{t )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{t )1≤i≤N} )^2, 1 ≤ k ≤ N. (2) By (2.11)-(2.12), (2.4) and (2.1), we can find a constant C_0 > 0 depending on T such

that N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_r (X^{i,N}_r , X^{m,N}_r ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_r (X^{1,N}_r , y)μ_r(dy) | | | | 2

+ N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃_r(X^{i,N}_r , X^{m,N}_r ) − ∫ R^d σ̃_r(X^{i,N}_r , y)μ_r(dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS (2.13)

≤ C_0 N∑ i=1 E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + C_0(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2).

Define

P^0 := P( · |F_0), E^0 := E ( · |F_0).

Let L_{ξ|P}0 denote the conditional distribution of a random variable ξ with respect to F_0. Consider

dX̄^i_t = b^{(0)}_t (X̄^i_t )dt + ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , y)μ_t(dy)dt

+ σ_t(X̄^i_t )dW^i_t , X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(2.14)

(step (1)) Estimate Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0).

We first assume that b^{(1)} is bounded. Rewrite (2.14) as

dX̄^i_t = b^{(0)}_t (X̄^i_t )dt + 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , X̄^m_t )dt + σ_t(X̄^i_t )dŴ^i_t , X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

where

Ŵ^i_t := W^i_t − ∫_t 0 γ^i_sds, γ^i_t := [σ^∗_t (σ_tσ^∗_t )^{−1}](X̄^i_t ) ( 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , X̄^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) ) , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Let t_0 ∈ (0, T ] and set Ŵ_t = (Ŵ^1_t , Ŵ^2_t , · · · , Ŵ^N_t ), R_t := e^{∫ t0 ∑Ni=1⟨γir ,dW ir ⟩− 12 ∫ t0 ∑Ni=1 |γir|2dr}, Q^0_t := R_tP^0, t ∈ [0, t_0].

Since b^{(1)} is bounded, Girsanov’s theorem implies that {Ŵ_t}_{t∈[0,t0]} is an (N × n)-dimensional Brownian motion under the weighted conditional probability Q^0_{t0} . So, we have L^{Q0t0}_{(X̄it )1≤i≤N} = L^{P0}_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤N} , t ∈ [0, t_0]. Using Young’s inequality, for any 0 < F ∈ B_b((R^d )^N ), it holds

E^0 log F (X^{1,N}_{t0} , X^{2,N}_{t0} , · · · , X^{N,N}_{t0} ) ≤ log E^0 [F (X̄^1_{t0} , X̄^2_{t0} , · · · , X̄^N_{t0} )] + δ 2 N∑ i=1 E_Q 0_{t0} ∫_{t0} 0 | | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , X̄^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | | 2 dt (2.15)

= log E^0 [F (X̄^1_{t0} , X̄^2_{t0} , · · · , X̄^N_{t0} )] + δ 2 N∑ i=1 E^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | 2 dt. In general, let b^{(1,(n))} = (−n ∨ ⟨b^{(1)}, e_i⟩ ∧ n)_{1≤i≤d}, n ≥ 1 with (e_i)_{1≤i≤d} being a standard orthogonal basis in R^d . (2.15) follows by an approximation technique, [19, Theorem 1.4.2(2)] and the lower-semicontinuity of relative entropy.

(Step 2) Estimate ∫ (R^d )^N (_{dL{X̄i} t }1≤i≤N |P 0 dL_{{Xit }1≤i≤N |P0} ) p_{p−1} dL_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0 for large enough p > 1. Let b^μ_t (x) = b_t (x, μ_t) , t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d . Observe that

dX^i_t = b^μ_t (X^i_t ) + σ_t(X^i_t )dW^i_t , X^i_0 = X^i_0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and dX̄^i_t = b^μ_t (X̄^i_t ) + σ_t(X̄^i_t )dW^i_t , X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

By [15, Theorem 2.2] and (B1)-(B2), for large enough p > 1 , we get the Harnack inequality with power p: ( E^0 [F (X̄^1_t , X̄^2_t , · · · , X̄^N_t )] )_p ≤ E^0 [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )^p]

(2.16)

× exp { c(p) ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t } , F ∈ B^+_b ((R^d )^N ), t ∈ (0, T ].

In view of [19, Theorem 1.4.2(1)], (2.16) is equivalent to ∫ (R^d )^N ( dL_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0 dL_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0 ) p_{p−1} dL_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0

≤ exp { c(p) ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 (p − 1)t } , t ∈ (0, T ]. (2.17)

(step (3)) Estimate Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤k} |L_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤k} ) for any 1 ≤ k ≤ N.

(2.17) together with (2.15), [19, Theorem 1.4.2(2)], [16, Lemma 2.1] implies that there exists p > 1 such that

E^0 log F (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) ≤ log E^0 [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )] + δ 2 p N∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 E^0 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_r (X^{i,N}_r , X^{m,N}_r ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_r (X^{i,N}_r , y)μ_r(dy) | | | | 2 dr

+ c(p) ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t , 0 < F ∈ B_b((R^d )^N ), t ∈ (0, T ]

for some constant c(p) > 0. Taking expectation on both sides and using Jensen’s inequality and the symmetry of (X^{i,N} )_{1≤i≤N} , we have E log F (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t )

≤ log E [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )] + δ 2 p N∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}_r (X^{i,N}_r , X^{m,N}_r ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_r (X^{i,N}_r , y)L_X1_r (dy) | | | | 2 dr (2.18)

+ c(p)E ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t . By the so-called sub-additivity of relative entropy, we can get the estimate for the quantity Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤k} |L_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤k} ), 1 ≤ k ≤ N. For reader’s convenience, we give the detail. For any 1 ≤ k ≤ N and 0 < f ∈ B_b((R^d )^k), take

F_f (x_1, x_2, · · · , x_⌊ N_{k ⌋k}) = ⌊^N_k ⌋−1∏

i=0 f(x_{ik+1}, x_{ik+2}, · · · , x_{ik+k}). Since X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t are independent and identically distributed under P and ⌊^N_k ⌋^{−1} ≤ 2k N , 1 ≤ k ≤ N, we derive from (2.18) for F = F_f and (2.13) that E log f(X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{k,N}_t ) ≤ log E [f(X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^k_t )] + 2c(p) k N t (_N ∑ i=1 E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + (1 + E |X^1_0 |^2) ) (2.19) 2c(p)k Nt N∑ i=1 E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2, 0 < f ∈ B_b((R^d )^k), 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ∈ (0, T ]

for some constant c(p) > 0. Again using [19, Theorem 1.4.2(2)], we derive (2.3) from Pinsker’s inequality.

Remark 2.3. Compared with [8] for the quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy in the additive noise case, we only assume that lim_{N→∞} W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 N = 0 instead of lim_{N→∞} Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{0 ,X}2,N_{0 ,··· ,X}N,N_{0 )}|L_{(X}1_{0 ,X}2_{0 ,··· ,X}N_{0 )}) N = 0.

The present result allows L_{(X}1,N_{0 ,X}2,N_{0 ,··· ,X}N,N_{0 )} to be singular with L_{(X}1_{0 ,X}2_{0 ,··· ,X}N_{0 )}.

3 Long time propagation of chaos

3.1 A general result

We first give a general result of the long time propagation of chaos in relative entropy by using entropy-cost estimate and long time propagation of chaos in L^2-Wasserstein distance.

Let (E, ρ) be a Polish space. Recall that P(E) is the space of all probability measures on E equipped with the weak topology. P_2(E) and W_2 were introduced in Section 1. For any k ≥ 1, we define the distance in E^k: ρ̃(ξ, ξ̃) := {_k ∑ i=1 ρ(ξ^i, ξ̃^i)^2

} 1_2 , ξ = (ξ^1, ξ^2, · · · , ξ^k), ξ̃ = (ξ̃^1, ξ̃^2, · · · , ξ̃^k) ∈ E^k,

and the associated Wasserstein distance on P_2(E^N ) induced by ρ̃:

W̃_2 (μ, ν) := inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} ( ∫ E^k×E^k ρ̃(ξ, ξ̃)^2π(dξ, dξ̃) ) 1_2 , μ, ν ∈ P_2(E^k). For any N ≥ 1, (X^{i,N}_t )_{1≤i≤N} is an E^N -valued time homogeneous and continuous Markov process with L_Xi,N_t ∈ P_2(E) and the distribution of (X^{i,N}_t )_{1≤i≤N} is exchangeable. {P^∗_t }_{t≥0} is a family of mappings on P_2(E) which satisfies P^∗_0μ = μ, P^∗_sP^∗_t μ = P^∗_{s+t}μ, μ ∈ P_2(E).

(3.1) Recall that for any μ ∈ P(E), k ≥ 2, μ^{⊗k} = ∏_k i=1 μ stands for the k-independent product of μ.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that there exist constants t_0 > 0, c > 0 and a decreasing function r : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) with lim_{t→∞} r(t) = 0 such that for any N ≥ 1 and μ ∈ P_2(E), Ent(L_{(X}i,N_{t0 )1≤i≤N} |(P^∗_{t0} μ)^{⊗N} ) ≤ cW̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , μ^{⊗N} )^2 + c(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)), W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤N} , (P^∗_t μ)^{⊗N} )^2 (3.2)

≤ r(t)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , μ^{⊗N} )^2 + c(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)), t ≥ 0, and sup_{t≥0} (P^∗_t μ)(1 + ρ(o, ·)^2) ≤ c(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)).

(3.3)

Then the following assertions hold.

(i) There exists a constant c̃ > 0 such that for any t ≥ t_0, 1 ≤ k ≤ N < ∞ and μ ∈ P_2(E), it holds W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} , (P^∗_t μ)^{⊗k})^2 + Ent(L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} |(P^∗_t μ)^{⊗k}) ≤ c̃ k N r(t − t_0)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , μ^{⊗N} )^2 + c̃(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)) k N . (ii) If P^∗_t has a unique invariant probability measure μ^∗ ∈ P_2(E), then for 1 ≤ k ≤ N < ∞, it holds W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} , (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2 + Ent(L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} |(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) ≤ c̃ k N r(t − t_0)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , (μ^∗)^{⊗N} )^2 + c̃(1 + μ^∗(ρ(o, ·)^2)) k N .

(iii) If in addition, for any N ≥ 1, there exists μ̄^N ∈ P_2(E^N ) such that lim_{t→∞} W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{t )1≤i≤N} , μ̄^N ) = 0, then for 1 ≤ k ≤ N < ∞, we have

W̃_2 (μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k , (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2 + Ent(μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k |(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) ≤ c̃(1 + μ^∗(ρ(o, ·)^2)) k N , where π_k is the projection mapping form E^N to E^k.

Proof. (i) Note that

W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} , (P^∗_t μ)^{⊗k})^2 ≤ k N W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤N} , (P^∗_t μ)^{⊗N} )^2, 1 ≤ k ≤ N.

This combined with the second inequality in (3.2) implies that W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} , (P^∗_t μ)^{⊗k})^2 (3.4) ≤ k N r(t)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , μ^{⊗N} )^2 + k N c(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)), t ≥ 0, By the Markovian property of (X^{i,N}_t )_{1≤i≤N} , (3.1)-(3.3), we derive for any t ≥ t_0 and μ ∈ P_2(E), Ent(L_{(X}i,N_{t )1≤i≤N} |(P^∗_t μ)^{⊗N} ) ≤ cW̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{t−t0 )1≤i≤N} , (P^∗_{t−t0} μ)^{⊗N} )^2 + c(1 + (P^∗_{t−t0} μ)(ρ(o, ·)^2)) ≤ cr(t − t_0)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , μ^{⊗N} )^2 + (c^2 + c)(1 + μ(ρ(o, ·)^2)).

Applying the same argument to derive (2.19) from (2.18) and combining with (3.4), we complete the proof of (i).

(ii) follows by taking μ = μ^∗ in (i). Finally, noting the simple fact W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤N} , μ̄^N ) ≥ W̃_2 (L_{(Xi,Nt )1≤i≤k} , μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k ), 1 ≤ k ≤ N and letting t → ∞ in (ii), we get (iii) by the lower-semicontinuity of relative entropy.

3.2 Applications in McKean-Vlasov SDEs with uniformly dissipative condition

Let b : R^d × P(R^d ) → R^d , σ : R^d × P(R^d ) → R^d ⊗ R^n be measurable, and W_t and W^i_t be defined in Section 1. In this section, we consider dX_t = b(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ(X_t, L_{Xt} )dW_t.

(3.5) Correspondingly, we investigate dX^i_t = b(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + σ(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and the mean field interacting particle system: dX^{i,N}_t = b(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dt + σ(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. We will derive the long time propagation of chaos. To this end, we make the following assumptions.

(H) b(x, μ) = b^{(0)}(x) + ∫ R^d b (1)(x, y)μ(dy), σ(x, μ) = ∫ R^d σ̃(x, y)μ(dy) and b (0) is continuous.

There exist constants K_1, K_2 > 0 with K_1 > 8K_2 such that 2⟨b^{(0)}(x) − b^{(0)}(x̃), x − x̃⟩ ≤ −K_1|x − x̃|^2, x, x̃ ∈ R^d , ‖σ̃(x, y) − σ̃(x̃, ỹ)‖^2_{HS} ≤ K_2(|x − x̃|^2 + |y − ỹ|^2), x, x̃, y, ỹ ∈ R^d , and |b^{(1)}(x, y) − b^{(1)}(x̃, ỹ)| ≤ K_2(|x − x̃| + |y − ỹ|), x, x̃, y, ỹ ∈ R^d . Theorem 3.2. Assume (H) and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) There exists a constant c > 0 such that E N∑ i=1 |X^i_s − X^{i,N}_s |^2 ≤ e^{− K1−8K22 s}E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + c [ 4 (K_1 − 8K_2)^2 + 4 K_1 − 8K_2 ] (1 + E |X^1_0 |^2), s ≥ 0.

(3.6)

(2) If σ(x, μ) does not depend on μ and δ^{−1} ≤ σσ^∗ ≤ δ holds for some δ ≥ 1, then there exists a constant c > 0 such that ‖L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )} − L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )}) + W_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}, L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )})^2 ≤ c k N e^{− K1−8K22 t}W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 + ck

1 + E |X^1_0 |^2 N , 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ≥ 1. Consequently, it holds ‖L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )} − (μ^∗)^{⊗k}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) + W_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}, (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2 ≤ c k N e^{− K1−8K22 t}W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , (μ^∗)^{⊗N} )^2 + ck

1 + μ^∗(| · |^2) N , 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ≥ 1, and ‖μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k − (μ^∗)^{⊗k}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k |(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) + W_2 (μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k , (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2

≤ ck 1 + μ^∗(| · |^2) N , 1 ≤ k ≤ N, where π_k is the projecting mapping from (R^d )^N to (R^d )^k, μ̄^N and μ^∗ are the unique invariant probability measures of (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) and X^1_t respectively. Proof. Firstly, (H) implies that ‖σ(x, μ) − σ(x̃, ν)‖^2_{HS} = inf π∈C(μ,ν) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^d×R^d [σ̃(x, y) − σ̃(x̃, ỹ)]π(dy, dỹ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} ∫ R^d×R^d ‖σ̃(x, y) − σ̃(x̃, ỹ)‖^2_{HS} π(dy, dỹ) (3.7) ≤ K_2(|x − x̃|^2 + W_2 (μ, ν)^2), x, x̃ ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ), and 2 ⟨∫ R^d b^{(1)}(x, y)μ(dy) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(x̃, ỹ)ν(dỹ), x − x̃ ⟩

≤ 2K_2|x − x̃|^2 + 2K_2W_1 (μ, ν)|x − x̃|

(3.8) ≤ 3K_2|x − x̃|^2 + K_2W_1 (μ, ν)^2, x, x̃ ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ).

So, we conclude that 2⟨b(x, μ) − b(x̃, ν), x − x̃⟩ + ‖σ(x, μ) − σ(x̃, ν)‖^2_{HS} ≤ (−K_1 + 4K_2)|x − x̃|^2 + 2K_2W_2 (μ, ν)^2, x, x̃ ∈ R^d , μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ).

This together with K_1 > 8K_2 and [20, Theorem 3.1] yields that (3.5) has a unique invariant probability measure μ^∗ satisfying W_2 (L_X1_t , μ^∗)^2 ≤ e^{−(K1−6K2)t}W_2 (L_X1_0 , μ^∗)^2, t ≥ 0,

(3.9) and there exists a constant C > 0 such that sup_{t≥0} E (1 + |X^1_t |^2) < C(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2).

(3.10)

Next, observe that

W_2 ( 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{xi} , 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{x̃i} )^2 ≤ 1 N N∑ i=1 |x_i − x̃_i|^2, x_i, x̃_i ∈ R^d , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (3.11)

Combining this with (3.7) and (3.8), we derive 2 N∑ i=1 ⟨b(x_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{xi} ) − b(x̃_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{x̃i} ), x_i − x̃_i⟩

+ N∑ i=1 ‖σ(x_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{xi} ) − σ(x̃_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{x̃i} )‖^2_{HS}

≤ −K_1 N∑ i=1 |x_i − x̃_i|^2 + N∑ i=1 3K_2|x_i − x̃_i|^2 + K_2 N∑ i=1 1 N N∑ i=1 |x_i − x̃_i|^2 (3.12)

+ K_2 N∑ i=1 |x_i − x̃_i|^2 + K_2 N∑ i=1 1 N N∑ i=1 |x_i − x̃_i|^2 ≤ (−K_1 + 6K_2)|x − x̃|^2, x = (x_1, x_2, · · · , x_N ), x̃ = (x̃_1, x̃_2, · · · , x̃_N ) ∈ (R^d )^N .

Recall that K_1 > 8K_2. (3.12) implies that for any N ≥ 1, (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) has a unique invariant probability measure μ̄^N which satisfies W_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{t X}1,N_{t ,··· ,X}N,N_{t )}, μ̄^N )^2 ≤ e^{−(K1−6K2)t}W_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{0 X}1,N_{0 ,··· ,X}N,N_{0 )}, μ̄^N )^2, N ≥ 1, t ≥ 0. (3.13)

Applying Itô’s formula, we derive from (H) that d|X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 ≤ −K_1|X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2dt + dM^i_t + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS dt (3.14)

+ 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy), X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ⟩ dt for some martingale M^i_t . Again by (3.7), (3.8) and (3.11), we have 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy), X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ⟩

≤ 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^i_t , X^m_t ), X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ⟩

+ 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy), X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ⟩ (3.15)

≤ 3K_2|X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 + K_2 1 N N∑ m=1 |X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t |^2 +

K_1 − 8K_2 2 |X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2

+ 2 K_1 − 8K_2 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) | | | | 2 , and ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS + 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS (3.16)

≤ 2K_2|X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t |^2 + 2K_2 1 N N∑ m=1 |X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t |^2

+ 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS . Substituting (3.15)-(3.16) into (3.14) and using Lemma 2.1 and (3.10), we can find a constant c > 0 such that for any s ≥ 0, E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_s − X^i_s|^2

≤ e^{− K1−8K22 s}E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2

+ ∫_s 0 2e^{− K1−8K2}2^{(s−t)} K_1 − 8K_2 N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b^{(1)}(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) | | | | 2 dt

+ ∫_s 0 2e^{− K1−8K22 (s−t)} N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ R^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS dt

≤ e^{− K1−8K22 s}E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + ∫_s 0 2e^{− K1−8K2}2^{(s−t)} K_1 − 8K_2 c(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2)dt + ∫_s 0 2e^{− K1−8K22 (s−t)}c(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2)dt ≤ e^{− K1−8K22 s}E N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 + [ 4 (K_1 − 8K_2)^2 + 4 K_1 − 8K_2 ] c(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2).

Hence, we finish the proof of (1).

(2) We first claim that (2.18) still holds under the present assumption. In fact, by [19, Theorem 3.4.1, Theorem 1.4.2(1)], we get (2.17). Repeating (step (1))- (step (3)) in the proof of Theorem 2.2(3), we derive (2.18).

As a result, we derive from (2.18), (2.11) for K_2 replacing K_b, (3.6) and (3.10) that E log F (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) ≤ log E [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )] + c_0W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 + c_0(1 + E |X^1_0 |^2)t + c_0W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 t , 0 < F ∈ B_b((R^d )^N ), t > 0

for some constant c_0 > 0. Combining this with (3.6), (3.9), (3.10) and (3.13), we may apply Theorem 3.1 for t_0 = 1, [19, Theorem 1.4.2(2)] and Pinsker’s inequality to derive (2).

3.3 Application in path dependent McKean-Vlasov SDEs

Throughout this section, fix a constant r_0 ≥ 0. Let C^d = C([−r_0, 0]; R^d ) be equipped with the uniform norm ‖ξ‖_∞ =: sup_{s∈[−r,0]} |ξ(s)|. For any f ∈ C([−r_0, ∞); R^d ), t ≥ 0, define f_t ∈ C^d as f_t(s) = f(t + s), s ∈ [−r_0, 0]. Recall that P(C^d) is the set of all probability measures in C^d equipped with the weak topology and

P_2(C^d) = { μ ∈ P(C^d) : μ(‖ · ‖^2_∞) < ∞ } . P_2(C^d) is a Polish space under the L^2-Wasserstein distance

W_2 (μ, ν) := inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} ( ∫ C^d×C^d ‖ξ − η‖^2_∞π(dξ, dη) ) 1_2 , μ, ν ∈ P_2(C^d), where C(μ, ν) is the set of all couplings of μ and ν. As in Section 3.1, for any k ≥ 1, define the Wasserstein distance on P_2((C^d)^k):

W̃_2 (μ, ν) := inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} ( ∫ (C^d)^k ×(C^d)^k

ρ̃_∞(ξ, ξ̃)^2π(dξ, dξ̃)

) 1_2

, μ, ν ∈ P_2((C^d)^k),

where

ρ̃_∞(ξ, ξ̃) := {_k ∑ i=1 ‖ξ^i − ξ̃^i‖^2_∞ } 1_2 , ξ = (ξ^1, ξ^2, · · · , ξ^k), ξ̃ = (ξ̃^1, ξ̃^2, · · · , ξ̃^k) ∈ (C^d)^k.

3.3.1 Non-degenerate Case Let W (t) be an n-dimensional Brownian motion on some complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P). Let b : R^d → R^d , B : C^d × P(C^d) → R^d and σ : C^d × P(C^d) → R^d ⊗ R^n be measurable and bounded on bounded set. Consider path dependent McKean-Vlasov SDEs: dX(t) = b(X(t))dt + B(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ(X_t, L_{Xt} )dW (t), (3.17)

Let X_0 be an F_0-measurable and C^d-valued random variable, N ≥ 1 be an integer and (X^i_0, W^i(t))_{1≤i≤N} be i.i.d. copies of (X_0, W (t)). Consider dX^i(t) = b(X^i(t))dt + B(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + σ(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dW^i(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and the mean field interacting particle system: dX^{i,N} (t) = b(X^{i,N} (t))dt + B(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dt

+ σ(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dW^i(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ N. We assume (C1) σ(ξ, μ) = ∫ C^d σ̃(ξ, η)μ(dη). There exists a constant Kσ > 0 and ‖σ̃(ξ, η) − σ̃(ξ̃, η̃)‖^2_{HS} ≤ K_σ(‖ξ − ξ̃‖^2_∞ + ‖η − η̃‖^2_∞), ξ, ξ̃, η, η̃ ∈ C^d. (C2) b is continuous and there exists a constant K_b ≥ 0 such that 2⟨b(x) − b(y), x − y⟩ ≤ −K_b|x − y|^2, x, y ∈ R^d . (C3) B(ξ, μ) = ∫ C^d B̃(ξ, η)μ(dη). There exists a constant K_B > 0 such that |B̃(ξ, η) − B̃(ξ̃, η̃)| ≤ K_B (‖ξ − ξ̃‖_∞ + ‖η − η̃‖_∞), ξ, ξ̃, η, η̃ ∈ C^d. Theorem 3.3. Assume (C1)-(C3) and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(C^d). If 72K_σ + 8K_B < sup_{v∈[0,Kb]} ve^{−vr0} ,

(3.18) then the following assertions hold.

(1) There exists a constant c > 0 such that E N∑ i=1 ‖X^i_s − X^{i,N}_s ‖^2_∞

≤ 2e^{Kbr0} e^{−eKbr0 Λs}E N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ + c(1 + E ‖X^1_0 ‖^2_∞), s ≥ 0,

(3.19)

where Λ = 1 2 { sup v∈[0,K_b] ve^{−vr0} − (72K_σ + 8K_B ) } . (3.20)

(2) If σ is a constant matrix and σσ^∗ is invertible, then there exists a constant c > 0 such that ‖L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )} − L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )}) + W̃_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}, L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )})^2 ≤ c k N e^{−eKbr0 Λt}W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2 + ck N (1 + E ‖X^1_0 ‖^2_∞), 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ≥ r_0 + 1.

Consequently, it holds ‖L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )} − (μ^∗)^{⊗k}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) + W_2 (L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}, (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2 ≤ c k N e^{−eKbr0 Λt}W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , (μ^∗)^{⊗N} )^2 + ck N (1 + μ^∗(‖ · ‖^2_∞)), 1 ≤ k ≤ N, t ≥ r_0 + 1, and ‖μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k − (μ^∗)^{⊗k}‖^2_{var} ≤ 2Ent(μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k |(μ^∗)^{⊗k}) + W_2 (μ̄^N ∘ π^{−1}_k , (μ^∗)^{⊗k})^2 ≤ ck 1 + μ^∗(‖ · ‖^2_∞) N , 1 ≤ k ≤ N, where π_k is the projecting mapping from (C^d)^N to (C^d)^k, μ̄^N and μ^∗ are the unique invariant probability measures of (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) and X^1_t respectively. Proof. Firstly, it is standard to derive from (C1)-(C3) that for any T > 0, E [ 1 + sup t∈[−r_0,T ] |X^1(t)|^2 ] < c_T ( 1 + E ‖X^1_0 ‖^2_∞ ) (3.21) and E [ 1 + N∑ i=1 sup t∈[−r,T ] |X^{i,N} (t)|^2 ] < c̃_{T,N} ( 1 + E N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_0 ‖^2_∞ ) (3.22)

hold for some constants c_T > 0 and c̃_{T,N} > 0.

(1) It follows from Itô’s formula and (C2) that d|X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t)|^2 ≤ −K_b|X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t)|^2dt + 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_t , y)L_{X1t} (dy), X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t) ⟩ dt (3.23)

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS dt + dM^i(t), where

dM^i(t) = 2 ⟨ [ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ] dW^i(t), X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t) ⟩ . Similar to (3.15) and (3.16), we derive from (C1) and (C3) that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 2K_σ‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞ + 2K_σ 1 N N∑ m=1 ‖X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t ‖^2_∞ (3.24)

+ 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS , and 2 ⟨ 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ C B̃(X^i_t , y)L_{X1t} (dy), X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t) ⟩

≤ 3K_B ‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞ + K_B 1 N N∑ m=1 ‖X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t ‖^2_∞ (3.25)

+ 2 Λ | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_t , y)L_{X1t} (dy) | | | | 2 + Λ 2 |X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t)|^2, here Λ is defined in (3.20). Substituting (3.24) and (3.25) into (3.23), we get

d[e^{Kbt}|X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t)|^2] ≤ e^{Kbt}(3K_B + 2K_σ)‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞dt

+ e^{Kbt}(K_B + 2K_σ) 1 N N∑ m=1 ‖X^{m,N}_t − X^m_t ‖^2_∞dt + e^{Kbt} Λ 2 |X^{i,N} (t) − X^i(t)|^2dt

+ e^{Kbt} 2 Λ | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_t , y)L_{X1t} (dy) | | | | 2 dt (3.26)

+ 2e^{Kbt} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_t , X^m_t ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_t , y)L_X1_t (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS dt + e^{Kbt}dM^i(t).

Let η_t = ∑_N i=1 sup_{s∈[−r0,t]} e^{Kbs+} |X^{i,N} (s) − X^i(s)|^2. We conclude from (3.26) that E η_t ≤ N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ + ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} ( 4K_B + 4K_σ + Λ 2 ) E N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_s − X^i_s‖^2_∞ds

+ ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} 2 Λ N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_s, y)L_{X1s} (dy) | | | | 2 ds (3.27)

+ ∫_t 0 2e^{Kbs} N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds

+ N∑ i=1 E sup_{r∈[0,t]} ∫_r 0 e^{Kbs}dM^i(s). Applying BDG’s inequality, we derive from (3.24) that N∑ i=1 E sup_{r∈[0,t]} ∫_r 0 e^{Kbs}dM^i(s)

≤ N∑ i=1 4E { ∫_t 0 e^{2Kbs} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_s , X^{m,N}_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

× |X^{i,N} (s) − X^i(s)|^2ds } 1_2

≤ 1 2 E η_t + 8 N∑ i=1 E ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_s , X^{m,N}_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ds (3.28)

≤ 1 2 E η_t + 16K_σ N∑ i=1 E ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs}‖X^{i,N}_s − X^i_s‖^2_∞ds

+ 16K_σ N∑ i=1 E ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} 1 N N∑ m=1 ‖X^{m,N}_s − X^m_s ‖^2_∞ds

+ 16 N∑ i=1 E ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds.

Combining this with (3.27), the fact η_s ≥ ∑_N i=1 e^{Kb(s−r0)}‖X^{i,N}_s − X^i_s‖^2_∞ and (3.21)-(3.22), we

obtain E η_t ≤ 2 N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ + e^{Kbr0} [72K_σ + 8K_B + Λ] ∫_t 0 E η_s ds

+ ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs} 4 Λ N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_s, y)L_{X1s} (dy) | | | | 2 ds

+ ∫_t 0 36e^{Kbs} N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds.

Gronwall’s inequality implies that E η_t ≤ 2e^{eKbr0 [72Kσ+8KB +Λ]t} N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ + ∫_t 0 e^{eKbr0 [72Kσ+8KB +Λ](t−s)}e^{Kbs} 4 Λ × N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_s, y)L_{X1s} (dy) | | | | 2 ds + ∫_t 0 36e^{eKbr0 [72Kσ+8KB +Λ](t−s)}e^{Kbs}

× N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds. Again noting η_t ≥ ∑_N i=1 e^{Kb(t−r0)}‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞, we arrive at N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞

≤ 2e^{Kbr0} e^{eKbr0 {72Kσ +8KB −Kbe−Kbr0 +Λ}t} N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ + e^{Kbr0} 4 Λ ∫_t 0 e^{eKbr0 [72Kσ +8KB −Kbe−Kbr0 +Λ](t−s)} (3.29)

× N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_s, y)L_{X1s} (dy) | | | | 2 ds + 36e^{Kbr0} ∫_t 0 e^{eKbr0 [72Kσ+8KB −Kbe−Kbr0 +Λ](t−s)}

× N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds. Since (C2) holds for any v ∈ [0, K_b], replacing K_b with any v ∈ [0, K_b] in (3.29) and combining with (3.20), we conclude that N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞

≤ 2e^{Kbr0} e^{−eKbr0 Λt} N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞

+ e^{Kbr0} 4 Λ ∫_t 0 e^{−eKbr0 Λ(t−s)} N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^i_s, y)L_{X1s} (dy) | | | | 2 ds (3.30)

+ 36e^{Kbr0} ∫_t 0 e^{−eKbr0 Λ(t−s)} N∑ i=1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^i_s, X^m_s ) − ∫ C^d σ̃(X^i_s, y)L_X1_s (dy) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ds. Next, similar to (3.7) and (3.8), (C1) and (C3) imply that ‖σ(ξ, μ) − σ(ξ̃, ν)‖^2_{HS} ≤ K_σ(‖ξ − ξ̃‖^2_∞ + W_2 (μ, ν)^2), ξ, ξ̃ ∈ C^d, μ, ν ∈ P_2(C^d) (3.31) and 2⟨B(ξ, μ) − B(ξ̃, ν), ξ(0) − ξ̃(0)⟩ ≤ 3K_B‖ξ − ξ̃‖^2_∞ + K_BW_1 (μ, ν)^2, ξ, ξ̃ ∈ C^d, μ, ν ∈ P_2(C^d). (3.32)

(3.31)-(3.32) together with (C2) yield that for any ξ, ξ̃ ∈ C , μ, ν ∈ P_2(C^d), 2⟨b(ξ(0)) − b(ξ̃(0)) + B(ξ, μ) − B(ξ̃, ν), ξ(0) − ξ̃(0)⟩ + ‖σ(ξ, μ) − σ(ξ̃, ν)‖^2_{HS} ≤ −K_b|ξ(0) − ξ̃(0)|^2 + (3K_B + K_σ)‖ξ − ξ̃‖^2_∞ + (K_B + K_σ)W_2 (μ, ν)^2,

(3.33)

‖σ(ξ, μ)‖^2_{HS} ≤ 2K_σ(‖ξ‖^2_∞ + μ(‖ · ‖^2_∞)) + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS},

(3.34) and 2⟨b(ξ(0)) + B(ξ, μ), ξ(0)⟩ + ‖σ(ξ, μ)‖^2_{HS} ≤ −K_b|ξ(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2K_σ)‖ξ‖^2_∞ + (K_B + 2K_σ)μ(‖ · ‖^2_∞) + 2⟨b(0) + B(0, δ_0), ξ(0)⟩ + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS}

(3.35) ≤ −K_b|ξ(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2K_σ)‖ξ‖^2_∞ + (K_B + 2K_σ)μ(‖ · ‖^2_∞) + Λ 2 |ξ(0)|^2 + 2 Λ |b(0) + B(0, δ_0)|^2 + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS} ,

here 0 is the zero element in C^d. By Itô’s formula and (3.35), we obtain

d[e^{Kbt}|X^1(t)|^2] ≤ e^{Kbt} ( 3K_B + 2K_σ + Λ 2 ) ‖X^1_t ‖^2_∞dt + e^{Kbt}(K_B + 2K_σ)E ‖X^1_t ‖^2_∞dt + e^{Kbt} { 2 Λ |b(0) + B(0, δ_0)|^2 + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS} } dt (3.36)

+ 2e^{Kbt}⟨σ(X^1_t , L_X1_t )dW^1(t), X^1(t)⟩.

Observing (3.18) and applying the same argument to derive (3.30), we conclude from (3.34) and (3.36) that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup_{t≥0} E (1 + ‖X^1_t ‖^2_∞) < C(1 + E ‖X^1_0 ‖^2_∞).

(3.37)

Finally, combining (3.30) with Lemma 2.1 and (3.37), we derive (3.19).

Furthermore, by (3.18), (3.31), (3.33), (3.37) and [6, Remark 2.1], (3.17) has a unique invariant probability measure μ^∗ with

W_2 (L_X1_t , μ^∗)^2 ≤ Ce^{−λt}W_2 (L_X1_0 , μ^∗)^2, t ≥ 0

(3.38)

for some constant C, λ > 0.

(2) We first prove that for any N ≥ 1, (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) has a unique invariant probability measure μ̄^N . Let ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · , ξ_N ), ξ̃ = (ξ̃_1, ξ̃_2, · · · , ξ̃_N ) ∈ (C^d)^N . Observe that (3.31)-(3.33) yield ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ σ(ξ_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ) − σ(ξ̃_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ~_{ξi} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N∑ j=1 {σ̃(ξ_i, ξ_j) − σ̃(ξ̃_i, ξ̃_j)} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 1 N N∑ j=1 ‖σ̃(ξ_i, ξ_j) − σ̃(ξ̃_i, ξ̃_j)‖^2_{HS} (3.39)

≤ 1 N N∑ j=1 K_σ(‖ξ_i − ξ̃_i‖^2_∞ + ‖ξ_j − ξ̃_j‖^2_∞)

≤ K_σ‖ξ_i − ξ̃_i‖^2_∞ + 1 N N∑ j=1 K_σ‖ξ_j − ξ̃_j‖^2_∞, and 2⟨b(ξ_i(0)) − b(ξ̃_i(0)), ξ_i(0) − ξ̃_i(0)⟩ + 2 ⟨ B(ξ_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ) − B(ξ̃_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ~_{ξi} ), ξ_i(0) − ξ̃_i(0) ⟩

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ σ(ξ_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ) − σ(ξ̃_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ~_{ξi} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS (3.40)

≤ −K_b|ξ_i(0) − ξ̃_i(0)|^2 + 3K_B‖ξ_i − ξ̃_i‖^2_∞ + K_B 1 N N∑ j=1 ‖ξ_j − ξ̃_j‖^2_∞

+ K_σ‖ξ_i − ξ̃_i‖^2_∞ + 1 N N∑ j=1 K_σ‖ξ_j − ξ̃_j‖^2_∞. Let (X^{i,N} (t))_{1≤i≤N} and (X̃^{i,N} (t))_{1≤i≤N} be the solutions to the mean field interacting particle system with initial values (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} and (X̃^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} respectively. Applying Itô’s formula, it follows from (3.39) and (3.40) that d[e^{Kbt}|X^{i,N} (t) − X̃^{i,N} (t)|^2] ≤ e^{Kbt}(3K_B + K_σ)‖X^{i,N}_t − X̃^{i,N} (t)‖^2_∞dt

+ e^{Kbt}(K_B + K_σ) 1 N N∑ m=1 ‖X^{m,N}_t − X̃^{m,N}_t ‖^2_∞dt + e^{Kbt}dM̃^i(t), (3.41)

where

dM̃^i(t) = 2 ⟨ [ 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − 1 N N∑ m=1 σ̃(X̃^{i,N}_t , X̃^{m,N}_t ) ] dW^i(t), X^{i,N} (t) − X̃^{i,N} (t) ⟩ . Similar to (3.28), we conclude from BDG’s inequality and (3.39) that N∑ i=1 E sup_{r∈[0,t]} ∫_r 0 e^{Kbs}dM̃^i(s) ≤ 1 2 E η̃_t + 16K_σ N∑ i=1 E ∫_t 0 e^{Kbs}‖X^{i,N}_s − X̃^{i,N}_s ‖^2_∞ds for η̃_t = ∑_N i=1 sup_{s∈[−r0,t]} e^{Kbs+} |X^{i,N} (s) − X̃^{i,N} (s)|^2. By the same argument to derive (3.29), it is not difficult to see from (3.41) that N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_t − X̃^{i,N}_t ‖^2_∞ ≤ 2e^{Kbr0} e^{eKbr0 {36Kσ +8KB −Kbe−Kbr0 }t} N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X̃^{i,N}_0 ‖^2_∞. (3.42) Let Λ̃ = sup v∈[0,K_b] ve^{−vr0} − (36K_σ + 8K_B).

(3.43)

Then Λ̃ > 0 due to (3.18). Again noting that (C2) holds for any v ∈ [0, K_b], replacing K_b with any v ∈ [0, K_b] in (3.42) and combining with (3.43), we have N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_t − X̃^{i,N}_t ‖^2_∞ ≤ 2e^{Kbr0} e^{−eKbr0 Λ̃t} N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X̃^{i,N}_0 ‖^2_∞. (3.44)

Recall that ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · , ξ_N ) ∈ (C^d)^N . By (3.34) and (3.35), we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖σ(ξi, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ 2K_σ(‖ξ_i‖^2_∞ + 1 N N∑ i=1 ‖ξ_i‖^2_∞) + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS} ,

(3.45) and 2⟨b(ξ_i(0)), ξ_i(0)⟩ + 2 ⟨ B(ξ_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ), ξ_i(0) ⟩ + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ σ(ξ_i, 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{ξi} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

HS ≤ −K_b|ξ_i(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2K_σ)‖ξ_i‖^2_∞ + (K_B + 2K_σ) 1 N N∑ i=1 ‖ξ_i‖^2_∞

+ 2⟨b(0) + B(0, δ_0), ξ(0)⟩ + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS}

(3.46)

≤ −K_b|ξ_i(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2K_σ)‖ξ_i‖^2_∞ + (K_B + 2K_σ) 1 N N∑ i=1 ‖ξ_i‖^2_∞ + Λ 2 |ξ(0)|^2 + 2 Λ |b(0) + B(0, δ_0)|^2 + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS} ,

here 0 is the zero element in C^d. Again by Itô’s formula and (3.46), we obtain

d[e^{Kbt}|X^{i,N} (t)|^2] ≤ e^{Kbt}(3K_B + 2K_σ)‖X^{i,N}_t ‖^2_∞dt

+ e^{Kbt}(K_B + 2K_σ) 1 N N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_t ‖^2_∞dt (3.47) + e^{Kbt} Λ 2 |X^{i,N} (t)|^2dt + e^{Kbt} { 2 Λ |b(0) + B(0, δ_0)|^2 + 2‖σ(0, δ_0)‖^2_{HS} } dt + 2e^{Kbt} ⟨ σ(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_Xi,N_t )dW^i(t), X^{i,N} (t) ⟩ . Observing (3.18) and applying the same argument to derive (3.37), we conclude from (3.45) and (3.47) that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup_{t≥0} E ( 1 + N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_t ‖^2_∞ ) < C ( 1 + N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_0 ‖^2_∞ ) . (3.48)

With (3.44) and (3.48) in hand, we conclude from [6, Remark 2.1] that for any N ≥ 1, (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) has a unique invariant probability measure μ̄^N which satisfies W̃_2 (L_{(X1,Nt X1,Nt ,··· ,XN,Nt )}, μ̄^N )^2 ≤ C̃e^{−λ̃t}W̃_2 (L_{(X1,N0 X1,N0 ,··· ,XN,N0 )}, μ̄^N )^2, t ≥ 0 (3.49)

for some constants C̃, λ̃ > 0.

Next, as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we simply denote μ_t = L_Xi_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N and let P^0, E^0 be defined in Theorem 2.2. Firstly, consider

dX̄^i(t) = b(X̄^i(t))dt + ∫ C^d B̃(X̄^i_t , y)μ_t(dy)dt + σdW^i(t), X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

By [19, Theorem 4.2.1] and the fact that {(X^i, X̄^i)}_{1≤i≤N} are independent under P^0, we conclude that for any p > 1, t > r_0, there exists a constant c(p, t) independent of N such that ( E^0 [F (X̄^1_t , X̄^2_t , · · · , X̄^N_t )] )_p ≤ E^0 [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )^p]

× exp { c(p, t) N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ } , F ∈ B^+_b ((C^d)^N ).

Similar to (2.11), we can find a constant c > 0 such that N∑ i=1 E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 B̃(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ C^d B̃(X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | | 2

≤ 20K^2_B N∑ i=1 E ‖X^{i,N}_t − X^i_t ‖^2_∞ + 2cE (1 + ‖X^1_t ‖^2_∞).

(3.50)

Repeating the proof of Theorem 2.2(3), we derive from (2.18), (3.50), (3.6) and (3.37) that for any t > r_0 and p > 1, there exists a constant c(p, t) > 0 such that E log F (X^{1,N}_t , X^{2,N}_t , · · · , X^{N,N}_t ) ≤ log E [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )] + c_0pW̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2

(3.51)

+ c_0p(1 + E ‖X^1_0 ‖^2_∞)t + c(p, t)W̃_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N} , L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N} )^2, 0 < F ∈ B_b((R^d )^N )

for some constant c_0 > 0. Applying (3.19), (3.37), (3.38), (3.51), (3.49), Theorem 3.1 for t_0 = r_0 + 1 and Pinsker’s inequality, we complete the proof.

3.3.2 Degenerate Case

Let m, d ∈ N^+ . For any x ∈ R^{m+d} , let x^{(1)} ∈ R^m and x^{(2)} ∈ R^d denote the first m components and the last d components of x respectively. In this section, we consider path-distribution dependent stochastic Hamiltonian system for X(t) = (X^{(1)}(t), X^{(2)}(t)):

(3.52) { dX^{(1)}(t) = {AX^{(1)}(t) + MX^{(2)}(t)}dt, dX^{(2)}(t) = {b(X^{(2)}(t)) + B(X_t, L_{Xt} )}dt + σdW (t),

where W = (W (t))_{t≥0} is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion with respect to a complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t≥0}, P), A is an m×m matrix, M is an m×d matrix, σ is a d×d matrix, b : R^d → R^d and B : C^{m+d} ×P(C^{m+d}) → R^d are measurable. Let {W^i_t }_{i≥1} be independent d-dimensional Brownian motions. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ N < ∞, let X^i solves (3.52) with W^i_t replacing W_t and i.i.d. F_0-measurable and C^{m+d}-valued initial values (X^i_0)_{1≤i≤N} and let {X^{i,N} }_{1≤i≤N<∞} be the mean field interacting particle system associated to (3.52) with exchangeable initial value {X^{i,N}_0 }_{1≤i≤N<∞}.

To obtain the long time propagation of chaos, we make the following assumptions:

(A1) There exist K_1, K_2 ≥ 0 such that 2⟨b(y) − b(ỹ), y − ỹ⟩ ≤ −K_1|y − ỹ|^2, |b(y) − b(ỹ)| ≤ K_2|y − ỹ|, y, ỹ ∈ R^d . (A2) There exists K_A ≥ 0 such that 2⟨Ax − Ax̃, x − x̃⟩ ≤ −K_A|x − x̃|^2, x, x̃ ∈ R^m .

(A3) B(ξ, μ) = ∫ C^{m+d} B̃(ξ, η)μ(dη). There exists a constant KB > 0 such that |B̃(ξ, η) − B̃(ξ̃, η̃)| ≤ K_B(‖ξ − ξ̃‖_∞ + ‖η − η̃‖_∞), ξ, ξ̃, η, η̃ ∈ C^{m+d}. (A4) σσ^∗ is invertible and there exists an integer l with 0 ≤ l ≤ m − 1 such that Rank[M, AM, · · · , A^lM] = m. Theorem 3.4. Assume (A1)-(A4) and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(C^{m+d}). Let Λ = 1 2 { sup v∈[0,K_1∧K_A] ve^{−vr0} − (4K_B + 2‖M‖) } . Assume Λ > 0, i.e. 4K_B + 2‖M‖ < sup_{v∈[0,K1∧KA]} ve^{−vr0} . (3.53)

Then the assertions in Theorem 3.3 hold.

Proof. By (3.32), (A1)-(A3), for any ξ = (ξ^{(1)}, ξ^{(2)}), ξ̄ = (ξ̄^{(1)}, ξ̄^{(2)}) ∈ C^{m+d} and γ, γ̄ ∈ P_2(C^{m+d}), 2⟨A(ξ^{(1)}(0) − ξ̄^{(1)}(0)) + M(ξ^{(2)}(0) − ξ̄^{(2)}(0)), ξ^{(1)}(0) − ξ̄^{(1)}(0)⟩ + 2⟨b(ξ^{(2)}(0)) − b(ξ̄^{(2)}(0)) + B(ξ, γ) − B(ξ̄, γ̄), ξ^{(2)}(0) − ξ̄^{(2)}(0)⟩

(3.54) ≤ −(K_1 ∧ K_A)|ξ(0) − ξ̄(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2‖M‖)‖ξ − ξ̄‖^2_∞ + K_B W_2 (γ, γ̄)^2, which yields 2⟨Aξ^{(1)}(0) + Mξ^{(2)}(0), ξ^{(1)}(0)⟩ + 2⟨b(ξ^{(2)}(0)) + B(ξ, γ), ξ^{(2)}(0)⟩ + ‖σ‖^2_{HS} ≤ −(K_1 ∧ K_A)|ξ(0)|^2 + (3K_B + 2‖M‖)‖ξ‖^2_∞ + K_Bγ(‖ · ‖^2_∞)

(3.55) + 2 Λ |b(0) + B(0, δ_0)|^2 + Λ 2 |ξ(0)|^2 + ‖σ‖^2_{HS} .

Again simply denote μ_t = L_Xi_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Let {X̄^i}_{1≤i≤N} solve { dX^{(1)}(t) = {AX^{(1)}(t) + MX^{(2)}(t)}dt, dX^{(2)}(t) = {b(X^{(2)}(t)) + B(X_t, μ_t)}dt + σdW^i(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ N with initial value {X^{i,N}_0 }_{1≤i≤N} . Thanks to [1, Lemma 4.1] and the fact that {(X^i, X̄^i)}_{1≤i≤N} are independent under P^0, under (A1)-(A4), for any t > r_0, there exists a constant c(t) > 0 independent of N such that for any F ∈ B^+_b ((C^{m+d})^N ), ( E^0 [F (X̄^1_t , X̄^2_t , · · · , X̄^N_t )]

)_2 ≤ E^0 [F (X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t )^2] exp { c(t) N∑ i=1 ‖X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0‖^2_∞ } . Combining this with (3.53)-(3.55), we can repeat the proof of Theorem 3.3 to derive the assertions in Theorem 3.3 and we complete the proof.

References

[1] J. Bao, F.-Y. Wang, C. Yuan, Hypercontractivity for functional stochastic partial differential equations, Electron. J. Probab. 20(2015), 1-15.

[2] D. Bresch, P.-E. Jabin, Z. Wang, Mean-field limit and quantitative estimates with singular attractive kernels, arXiv:2011.08022.

[3] A. Durmus, A. Eberle, A. Guillin, R. Zimmer, An elementary approach to uniform in time propagation of chaos, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148(2020), 5387-5398.

[4] A. Guillin, P. Le Bris, P. Monmarché, Uniform in time propagation of chaos for the 2D vortex model and other singular stochastic systems, arXiv:2108.08675.

[5] A. Guillin, P. Le Bris, P. Monmarché, Convergence rates for the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation and uniform in time propagation of chaos in non convex cases, Electron. J. Probab. 27(2022), Paper No. 124, 44 pp.

[6] Huang, X., Röckner, M. and Wang, F.-Y.: Non-linear Fokker–Planck equations for probability measures on path space and path-distribution dependent SDEs. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 39(2019), 3017-3035.

[7] X. Huang, P. Ren, F.-Y. Wang, Probability Distance Estimates Between Diffusion Processes and Applications to Singular McKean-Vlasov SDEs, arXiv:2304.07562.

[8] P.-E. Jabin, Z. Wang, Quantitative estimates of propagation of chaos for stochastic systems with W^{−1,∞} kernels, Invent. Math. 214(2018), 523-591.

[9] P.-E. Jabin, Z. Wang, Mean field limit and propagation of chaos for Vlasov systems with bounded forces, J. Funct. Anal. 271(2016), 3588-3627.

[10] D. Lacker, Hierarchies, entropy, and quantitative propagation of chaos for mean field diffusions, Probab. Math. Phys. 4(2023), 377-432.

[11] D. Lacker, L. Le Flem, Sharp uniform-in-time propagation of chaos, Probab. Theory Related Fields 187(2023), 443-480.

[12] W. Liu, L. Wu, C. Zhang, Long-time behaviors of mean-field interacting particle systems related to McKean-Vlasov equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 387(2021), 179-214.

[13] F. Malrieu, Logarithmic sobolev inequalities for some nonlinear PDE’s, Stochastic Process. Appl. 95(2001), 109-132.

[14] H. P. McKean, A class of Markov processes associated with nonlinear parabolic equations, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 56(1966), 1907-1911.

[15] P. Ren, Singular McKean-Vlasov SDEs: well-posedness, regularities and Wang’s Harnack inequality, Stochastic Process. Appl. 156(2023), 291-311.

[16] P. Ren, F.-Y. Wang, Entropy estimate between diffusion processes and application to McKean-Vlasov SDEs, arXiv:2302.13500.

[17] J. Shao, D. Wei, Propagation of chaos and conditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs with regime-switching. Front. Math. China 17(2022), 731-746.

[18] A.-S. Sznitman, Topics in propagation of chaos, In “École d’Été de Probabilités de Sain-Flour XIX-1989”, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1464, p. 165-251, Springer, Berlin, 1991.

[19] F.-Y. Wang, Harnack Inequality for Stochastic Partial Differential Equations, Springer, New York, 2013.

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

[21] F.-Y. Wang, Distribution Dependent Reflecting Stochastic Differential Equations, Sci.

China Math. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11425-021-2028-y.