arXiv:2311.02825v3 [math.PR] 29 Jan 2024

Entropy-cost type Propagation of Chaos for Mean Field Interacting Particle System^∗

Xing Huang

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

xinghuang@tju.edu.cn

January 30, 2024

Abstract

In this paper, the quantitative entropy-cost type propagation of chaos for mean field interacting particle system is obtained, where the interaction is bounded and the initial distribution of mean field interacting particles converges to that of corresponding McKean-Vlasov SDEs in L^1-transportation cost W^Ψ_1 induced by some cost function Ψ. In the finite dimension case, the interaction is merely assumed to be bounded measurable and the noise can be multiplicative, while for the semi-linear SPDEs, the interaction is required to be bounded and Dini continuous. In addition, an example is presented for the infinite model.

AMS subject Classification: 60H10, 60G44.

Keywords: Mean field interacting particle system, McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Quantitative propagation of chaos, Relative entropy, Semi-linear SPDEs

1 Introduction

The propagation of chaos of mean field interacting particle system characterizes a dynamical mechanism of Kac’s chaos. It describes the evolution of Kac’s chaos on the time variable, and the quantitative convergence rate of the joint distribution of k interacting particles converging to that of the solution to k independent McKean-Vlasov SDEs attracts much attention. There are different senses for the propagation of chaos such as strong sense, Wasserstein distance, relative entropy and information entropy and so on.

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

For any Polish space (E, ρ), let P(E) be the collection of all probability measures on E equipped with the weak topology. For p > 0, let

P_p(R^d ) := { μ ∈ P(R^d ) : μ(| · |^p) < ∞ } , which is a Polish space under the L^p-Wasserstein distance W_p (μ, ν) = inf_{π∈C (μ,ν)} ( ∫ R^d ×R^d |x − y|^pπ(dx, dy) ) 1_{p∨1} , μ, ν ∈ P_p(R^d ), where C (μ, ν) is the set of all couplings of μ and ν. For any increasing and concave function ϕ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) with ϕ(0) = 0, let P_ϕ(R^d ) = {μ ∈ P(R^d ), μ(ϕ(| · |)) < ∞} and define W_ϕ (γ, γ̃) := sup_{[f]ϕ≤1} |γ(f) − γ̃(f)|, γ, γ̃ ∈ P_ϕ(R^d ), where [f]_ϕ denotes the ϕ-continuous modulus of f : R^d → R which is defined by [f]_ϕ := sup_{x≠y}^{|f(x)−f(y)|} ϕ(|x−y|) . In particular, when ϕ(x) = x

p, x ≥ 0 for some p ∈ (0, 1], we have the dual formula W_p (γ, γ̃) = sup_{[f]p≤1} |γ(f) − γ̃(f)|, γ, γ̃ ∈ P_p(R^d ), for [f]_p := sup_{x≠y}^{|f(x)−f(y)|}_{|x−y|p} . We will also use the weighted variation distance, that’s for any p ≥ 0, ‖γ − γ̃‖_{p,var} = sup_{|f|≤1+|·|p} |γ(f) − γ̃(f)|, γ, γ̃ ∈ P_p(R^d ). When p = 0, ‖ · ‖_{p,var} reduces to the twice of usual total variation distance ‖ · ‖_{var}.

Fix T > 0. Let W_t be an n-dimensional Brownian motions on some complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P). b : [0, T ]×R^d ×P(R^d ) → R^d , σ : [0, T ]×R^d ×P(R^d ) → R^d ⊗ R^n are measurable and are bounded on bounded set. Consider McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

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

where X_0 is an F_0-measurable R^d -valued random variable and L_{Xt} is the distribution of X_t. This type SDE, also called distribution dependent SDE, was first introduced in [12]. It is now widely applied in neural networks, mean field games and financial mathematics and has been extensively investigated in recent years. We just list some references here for readers to refer: [1] for Bismut derivative formula of distribution dependent SDEs with memory; [18] for the central limit theorem and moderate deviation principle; [13] for well-posedness, regularities and Wang’s Harnack inequality of singular McKean-Vlasov SDEs; [17] for the Bismut derivative formula and gradient estimate of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps; [25] for the study of phase transition especially the non-uniqueness of stationary distributions for distribution dependent SDEs and so on.

Let 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 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, (1.1) where the distribution of (X^{1,N}_0 , X^{2,N}_0 , · · · , X^{N,N}_0 ) is exchangeable and 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 . Under some conditions, for example, X^{i,N}_0 = X^i_0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N, b_t(x, μ) = ∫ R^d b̃_t(x, y)μ(dy), σ_t(x, μ) = ∫ R^d σ̃t(x, y)μ(dy) for some functions

b̃, σ̃ Lipschitz continuous in spatial variables uniformly in time variable, [19] proved that as the number of particles goes to infinity, the limit equation of a single particle in (1.1) becomes

dX^i_t = b_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + σ_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dW^i_t .

(1.2)

In addition, [19] also gained the quantitative propagation of chaos in strong sense, i.e.

E |X^{1,N}_t − X^1_t |^2 ≤ c N , t ∈ [0, T ] for some constant c > 0 depending on T . When the interaction is bounded or Lipschitz continuous, [10] derives the sharp rate O((k/n)^2) of propagation of chaos in relative entropy by BBGKY hierarchy if the initial distribution of the interacting system has the same rate of propagation of chaos in relative entropy. [15, 16] study the propagation of chaos in strong sense for mean field interacting particle system with regime-switching. [3] investigates the conditional propagation of chaos in L^p(p ≥ 2)-Wasserstein distance for mean field interacting particle system with common noise. [24] obtains the propagation of chaos in L^2-Wasserstein distance for mean field interacting particle system with feedback control. [6] proves the convergence in strong norm for some mollified empirical measures associated to the moderately interacting particle systems with environmental noise and Biot-Savart and repulsive Poisson interaction kernels. [11] establishes the long time propagation of chaos in strong sense.

Recall that the relative entropy is defined as

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

Let (E, ρ) be a Polish space. The L^1-transportation cost W^Ψ_1 induced by a measurable function Ψ : E × E → [0, ∞) with Ψ(x, x) = 0, x ∈ E is defined as

W^Ψ_1 (μ, ν) = inf_{π∈C (μ,ν)} ∫ E×E Ψ(x, y)π(dx, dy), μ, ν ∈ P(E), where as mentioned before, C (μ, ν) denotes the set of all couplings of μ and ν. The entropycost type propagation of chaos is formulated as Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )}) ≤ kg(N) + kh(t) W^Ψ_1 (L_{(X}1,N_{0 ,X}2,N_{0 ,··· ,X}N,N_{0 )}, L_{(X}1_{0 ,X}2_{0 ,··· ,X}N_{0 )}) N , t ∈ (0, T ], 1 ≤ k ≤ N (1.3) for some decreasing function g : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) with lim_{N→∞} g(N) = 0, some measurable function h : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) with lim_{t→0} h(t) = ∞ and the L^1-transportation cost W^Ψ_1 induced by some measurable function Ψ : (R^d )^N × (R^d )^N → [0, ∞) with Ψ(x, x) = 0, x ∈ (R^d )^N . The function h(t) reflects the regularity of the noise in the interacting system.

In [2, 8, 9], the authors introduce the entropy method to derive the quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy in the case with additive noise and bounded/singular interaction, and the result is of form Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{t ,X}2,N_{t ,··· ,X}k,N_{t )}|L_{(X}1_{t ,X}2_{t ,··· ,X}k_{t )}) ≤ ck N + k 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 , t ∈ [0, T ], 1 ≤ k ≤ N (1.4)

for some constant c > 0, which may depend on T . To derive the propagation of chaos by (1.4), it is required that 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.

This excludes the case for instance X^{i,N}_0 = x +^1_N , X^i_0 = x, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Moreover, to derive the rate of O(k/n), one need assume that

sup_{N≥1} Ent(L_{(X}1,N_{0 ,X}2,N_{0 ,··· ,X}N,N_{0 )}|L_{(X}1_{0 ,X}2_{0 ,··· ,X}N_{0 )}) < ∞.

Compared (1.4) with (1.3), the entropy-cost type estimate (1.3) 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 )}. When b_t(x, μ) = ∫ R^d b̃_t(x, y)μ(dy), σ_t(x, μ) only depends on

(t, x) with δ^{−1} ≤ σσ^∗ ≤ δ for some δ > 1 and b̃, σ are Lipschitz continuous in spatial variable uniformly in time variable, the present author has derived (1.3) for g(N) =^c_N , h(t) =^c_t and Ψ(x, y) = |x − y|^2, x, y ∈ (R^d )^N in [7], where one can easily derive from the Lipschitz continuity of b̃, σ that N∑ i=1 E 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),

(1.5)

which together with the Lipschitz continuity of b̃ and a convergence rate L^2 of the law of large number gives a nice estimate for the crucial quantity E | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 b̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ) − ∫ R^d b̃_t(X^{i,N}_t , y)L_{X1t} (dy) | | | | 2 . (1.6)

However, when b̃ is only assumed to be bounded measurable, it is so difficult to obtain (1.5) that it is required to search new technique to deal with (1.6). Fortunately, we will utilize [8, Theorem 3] to overcome the essential difficulty. More precisely, we will consider mean field interacting particle system with merely bounded interaction in finite dimension case and Dini continuous interaction in infinite dimension and derive an entropy-cost type propagation of chaos (1.3), which can be completed by coupling by change of measure, Wang’s Harnack inequality with power and an entropy inequality in [14, Lemma 2.1]. Since the main tool is coupling by change of measure, we assume that the diffusion is not interacting throughout the paper. We should also remark that the price of lowly regular of the interaction is the assumption that (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d..

Before moving on, we simply recall Wang’s Harnack inequality with power. Let {P_t}_{t≥0} be a Markov semigroup associated to a transition kernel {P_t(x, dy)}_{t≥0,x∈B} on a Banach space B . Wang’s Harnack inequality with power is stated as follows: there exists p > 1 such that (P_tf(x))^p ≤ P_tf^p(y) exp{Φ_p(t, x, y)}, t > 0, x, y ∈ B , f ∈ B^+_b (B ) (1.7)

for some measurable function Φ_p : (0, ∞) × B × B → [0, ∞) and B^+_b (B ) being the set of all non-negative bounded and measurable functions on B . By [20, Theorem 1.4.2(1)], (1.7) is equivalent to the estimate ∫ B ( dP_t(x, dz) dP_t(y, dz) ) p_{p−1} dP_t(y, dz) ≤ exp { Φ_p(t, x, y) p − 1 } , t > 0, x, y ∈ B . (1.8)

In [20], the author proves many other applications of (1.7) such as the uniqueness of invariant probability measure, strong Feller property and gradient estimate and gives plentiful models in which (1.7) holds. One can also refer to [4] for SDEs driven by subordinated Brownian motions and [5] for the SDEs driven by fractional Brownian motion.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we investigate the quantitative entropy-cost type propagation of chaos with bounded interaction in finite dimension. An infinite case will be studied in Section 3. Finally, the well-posedness for McKean-Vlasov SDE and mean field interacting particle system and Wang’s Harnack inequality with power in infinite dimension will be provided in Section 4 and Section 5 respectively.

2 Finitely Dimensional Mean field interacting particle system with bounded interaction

In this section, we pay our attention to the McKean-Vlasov SDEs with distribution free diffusion:

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

(2.1)

In this case, (1.2) and (1.1) reduce to

dX^i_t = b_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + σ_t(X^i_t )dW^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ], 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and dX^{i,N}_t = b_t(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dt + σ_t(X^{i,N}_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

The following large deviation type estimate, which can be viewed as the law of large number in exponential scale, is very useful in the proof of quantitative propagation of chaos in relative entropy in the case with bounded interaction, see [8, Theorem 3]. We should remark that although [8, Theorem 3] only considers the state space Π^d, the d-dimensional torus, it is a universal result and also available in general Banach space since the proof only requires the i.i.d. property of the mentioned random variables.

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a Banach space. Assume that {ξ_i}_{i≥1} are i.i.d. B -valued random variables. Then for any bounded measurable function ϕ : B → R with ‖ϕ‖_∞ ≤ (8e)^{−1}, we have

E exp N | | | | 1 N N∑ i=1 ϕ(ξ_1, ξ_i) − ∫ B ϕ(ξ_1, y)L_{ξ1} (dy) | | | | 2 ≤ 3. Proof. Let ψ(z, x) = ϕ(z, x) − ∫ B ϕ(z, x)L_{ξ1} (dx). Then for any z ∈ B , ∫ B ψ(z, x)L_{ξ1} (dx) = 0 and ‖ψ‖_∞ ≤ 2‖ϕ‖_∞ ≤ (4e)^{−1}. Applying [8, Theorem 3], we have

E exp N | | | | 1 N N∑ i=1 ϕ(ξ_1, ξ_i) − ∫ B ϕ(ξ_1, y)L_{ξ1} (dy) | | | | 2

≤ 2 ( 1 + 10(e‖ψ‖_∞)^4 (1 − (e‖ψ‖_∞)^4)^3 + 4(e‖ψ‖_∞)^4 1 − 4(e‖ψ‖_∞)^4 )

≤ 2 ( 1 + 10 × 4^{−4} (1 − 4^{−4})^3 + 4 × 4^{−4} 1 − 4 × 4^{−4} ) ≤ 3. So, we complete the proof.

To derive the quantitative entropy-cost type propagation of chaos, we make the following assumptions.

(A1) There exist constants K_σ > 0 and δ ≥ 1 such that ‖σ_t(x) − σ_t(y)‖_{HS} ≤ K_σ|x − y|, δ^{−1} ≤ σσ^∗ ≤ δ, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d . (A2) b_t(x, μ) = b^{(0)}_t (x) + ∫ R^d b (1) t (x, y)μ(dy). b^{(1)} is bounded and there exists a constant K_b > 0 such that |b^{(0)}_t (x) − b^{(0)}_t (y)| ≤ K_b|x − y|, |b^{(0)}_t (0)| ≤ K_b, t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d . We first give a lemma on the relationship of L^1-transportation costs between a single particle and N particles, which is of independent interest.

Lemma 2.2. Let (E, ρ) be a Polish space and m be a positive integer. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let Ψ^i : E × E → [0, ∞) be measurable and define

Ψ̃(x, y) =^m ∑ i=1 Ψ^i(x^i, y^i), x = (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^m), y = (y^1, y^2, · · · , y^m) ∈ E^m.

Then it holds

W^{Ψ̃}_1 (_m ∏ i=1 μ^i, m∏ i=1 ν^i ) = m∑ i=1 W^{Ψi}_1 (μ^i, ν^i), μ^i, ν^i ∈ P(E), 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Proof. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let P_i(x) = x^i, x = (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^m) ∈ E^m. For any π ∈ C ( ∏_m i=1 μ^i, ∏_m i=1 ν^i), it is clear that π ∘ (P_i)^{−1} ∈ C (μ^i, ν^i), 1 ≤ i ≤ m. This implies that m∑ i=1 W^{Ψi}_1 (μ^i, ν^i) ≤ inf π∈C ( ∏_m i=1 μ^i, ∏_m i=1 ν^i) m∑ i=1 ∫ E×E Ψ^i(x^i, y^i)(π ∘ (P_i)^{−1})(dx^i, dy^i)

= W^{Ψ̃}_1 (_m ∏ i=1 μ^i, m∏ i=1 ν^i ) . On the other hand, for any π_i ∈ C (μ^i, ν^i), 1 ≤ i ≤ m, it is clear that m∏ i=1 π_i ∈ C (_m ∏ i=1 μ^i, m∏ i=1 ν^i ) . Then we have

W^{Ψ̃}_1 (_m ∏ i=1 μ^i, m∏ i=1 ν^i ) ≤ inf π_i∈C (μ^i ,ν^i),1≤i≤m m∑ i=1 ∫ E×E Ψ^i(x, y)dπ_i(dx, dy)

= m∑ i=1 inf π_i∈C (μ^i,ν^i) ∫ E×E Ψ^i(x, y)dπ_i(dx, dy)

= m∑ i=1 W^{Ψi}_1 (μ^i, ν^i).

Therefore, the proof is completed.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (A1)-(A2), (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d. and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending on d, δ, T, ‖b^{(1)}‖_∞ such that for any η ∈ (0, 1), t ∈ (0, T ] and 1 ≤ k ≤ N, ‖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 )}) (2.2) ≤ Ck N + Ck ( t^{1−η} 1 − η + 1 t ) W^{Ψη}_1 (L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ), where Ψ_η(x, y) = |x − y|^{2η} + |x − y|^2, x, y ∈ R^d .

Proof. Let μ^i_t = L_Xi_t , i ≥ 1. Since (2.1) 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. 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. To complete the proof, we introduce

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.

(2.3)

We divide the proof into three steps:

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

(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.

(Step (3)) Estimate Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤k} |L_{{X}i_{t }1≤i≤k} ) for any 1 ≤ k ≤ N. Firstly, by [13, Theorem 2.2], (A1)-(A2) and the fact that both (X̄^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} and (X^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} are independent under P^0, for large enough p > 1, there exists a constant c(p) > 0 independent of N such that Wang’s Harnack inequality with power p holds, i.e. ( 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) ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t } , F ∈ B^+_b ((R^d )^N ), t ∈ (0, T ].

(2.4)

This together with [20, Theorem 1.4.2(1)] completes (Step 2). Moreover, (Step (3)) is a consequence of (Step (1)) and (Step (2)) due to [14, Lemma 2.1] and the sub-additivity of relative entropy. Hence, we devote ourselves to (Step (1)).

Rewrite (2.3) 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) ) . Let t_0 ∈ (0, T ] and 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]. Let (e_i)_{1≤i≤d} be a standard orthogonal basis in R^d . 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_Q0_{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 = 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 ≤ log E^0 [F (X̄^1_{t0} , X̄^2_{t0} , · · · , X̄^N_{t0} )]

(2.5) + d∑ k=1 δ N∑ i=1 E^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ), e_k⟩ − ∫ R^d ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y), e_k⟩L¯_Xi_t (dy) | | | | 2 dt

+ δ N∑ i=1 E^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)L¯_Xi_t (dy) − ∫ R^d b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | |^2 dt =: log E^0 [F (X̄^1_{t0} , X̄^2_{t0} , · · · , X̄^N_{t0} )] + I_1 + I_2.

Applying Young’s inequality, for any ε > 0, we have

εNE^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ), e_k⟩ − ∫ R^d ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y), e_k⟩L¯_Xi_t (dy) | | | | 2 dt ≤ ∫_{t0} 0 Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0)dt + ∫_{t0} 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | | |^1_N ∑^N_{m=1}⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,X̄m_t ),e_k⟩−∫_{Rd}⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄i} t (dy) | | |^2 dt. So, we infer

I_1 ≤ d∑ k=1 δ εN N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0)dt

+ d∑ k=1 δ εN N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | | |^1_N ∑^N_{m=1}⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,X̄m_t ),e_k⟩−∫_{Rd}⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄i} t (dy) | | |^2 dt. (2.6)

To estimate I_2, 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 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, X^i_0 = X^i_0, and dX̄^i_t = b^μ_t (X̄^i_t ) + σ_t(X̄^i_t )dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 .

By [22, Theorem 2.1], there exists a constant c > 0 such that |E^0 f(X̄^i_t ) − E^0 f(X^i_t )| ≤ c ‖f‖_∞ √ t |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|, f ∈ B_b(R^d ), t ∈ (0, T ]. This implies that for any η ∈ (0, 1),

|E^0 f(X̄^i_t ) − E^0 f(X^i_t )| ≤ (2‖f‖_∞)^{1−η}|E^0 f(X̄^i_t ) − E^0 f(X^i_t )|^η ≤ 2^{1−η}c^η‖f‖_∞t^{− η2} |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^η, f ∈ B_b(R^d ), t ∈ (0, T ]. So, we conclude that ‖μ_t − L¯_Xi_t ‖_{var} ≤ 2^{1−η}c^ηt^{− η2} W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 ), t ∈ (0, T ].

This together with the fact that b^{(1)} is bounded implies

I_2 ≤ δ N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 ‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞‖L¯_Xi_t − μ_t‖^2_{var}dt ≤ δN ∫_{t0} 0 ‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞4^{1−η}c^{2η}t^{−η}W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2dt.

(2.7) Combining (2.5)-(2.7) and [20, Theorem 1.4.2(1)], we derive Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t0 }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t0 }1≤i≤N |P}0) ≤ δ ε d∑ k=1 ∫_{t0} 0 Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0)dt

+ d∑ k=1 δ εN N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | | |^1N ∑_N m=1⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,X̄^m_t ),e_k⟩− ∫ Rd⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄it} (dy) | | | 2 dt + δN ∫_{t0} 0 ‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞4^{1−η}c^{2η}t^{−η}W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2dt.

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we derive that for any η ∈ (0, 1), Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0)

≤ e^{d δε t} δ ε d∑ k=1 1 N N∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | |^1_N ∑_N m=1⟨b^{(1)}_s (X̄^i_s,X̄^m_s ),e_k⟩− ∫ Rd⟨b^{(1)}_s (X̄^i_s,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄is} (dy) | |^2 ds

(2.8)

+ e^{d δε t}‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞δN4^{1−η} c^{2η} t^{1−η} 1 − η W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2.

Finally, we turn to (Step (3)). (2.4) together with (2.8), [20, Theorem 1.4.2(1)-(2)], [14, Lemma 2.1] implies that for any η ∈ (0, 1),

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 )] + pe^{d δε t} δ ε d∑ k=1 1 N N∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | | |^1_N ∑_N m=1⟨b^{(1)}_s (X̄^i_s,X̄^m_s ),e_k⟩− ∫ Rd⟨b^{(1)}_s (X̄^i_s,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄is} (dy) | | |^2 ds

+ pe^{d δε t}‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞δN4^{1−η} c^{2η} t^{1−η} 1 − η W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2

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

Taking ε = (64e^2‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞)^{−1} and applying Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 for ϕ = ⟨b^{(1)}, e_k⟩ √ ε, we have E d∑ k=1 ∫_{t0} 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | | |^1N ∑_N m=1⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,X̄^m_t ),e_k⟩− ∫ Rd⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄it} (dy) | | | 2 dt

≤ d∑ k=1 ∫_{t0} 0 log E e^{εN} | | | |^1N ∑_N m=1⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,X̄^m_t ),e_k⟩− ∫ Rd⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄it} (dy) | | | | 2 dt (2.10)

≤ dt_0 log 3.

Taking expectation on both sides of (2.9), noting ε^{−1} = 64e^2‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞ and using Jensen’s inequality, we derive from (2.10) that for any η ∈ (0, 1), 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 )]

(2.11)

+ pe^{64e2‖b(1)‖2∞dδt}‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞ ( 64e^2dδt log 3 + δN4^{1−η} c^{2η} t^{1−η} 1 − η W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2 )

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

For any 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 (2.11) for F = F_f 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 )]

(2.12) + 2k N pe^{64e2‖b(1)‖2∞dδt}‖b^{(1)}‖^2_∞ ( 64e^2dδt log 3 + δN4^{1−η}c^{2η} t^{1−η} 1 − η W_η (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2 )

+ 2 k N c(p)W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N )}, L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N )})^2 t , 0 < f ∈ B_b((R^d )^k).

Since both (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} and (X^i_0)_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d., Lemma 2.2 for E = R^d , m = N, Ψ^i(x, y) = |x − y|^2, x, y ∈ R^d implies W_2 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N )}, L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N )})^2 = N∑ i=1 W_2 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2 = NW_2 (L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 )^2.

This together with (2.12), [20, Theorem 1.4.2(2)] and Pinsker’s inequality implies (2.2).

3 Semi-linear SPDEs

Let (H , ⟨·, ·⟩, | · |) and (H̄ , ⟨·, ·⟩¯_H , | · |¯_H ) be two separable Hilbert spaces and L (H̄ , H ) be the space of bounded linear operator from H̄ to H . Let {e_i}_{i≥1} be a standard orthogonal basis of H . (W_t)_{t≥0} is a cylindrical Brownian motion on H̄ with respect to a complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P). (A, D(A)) is a negative definite self-adjoint operator on H . Let P(H ), P_ϕ (H ), P_p (H ) be defined in the same way as P(R^d ), P_ϕ(R^d ), P_p(R^d ) respectively in Section 1 by replacing R^d with H . b : [0, ∞) × H × P(H ) → H , Q : [0, ∞) → L (H̄ , H ) are measurable and bounded on bounded set. To characterize the low regularity of the interaction, we introduce

A := { ϕ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is increasing and ϕ^2 is concave,

∫_1 0 ϕ(r) r dr ∈ (0, ∞) } . In this section, we consider the semi-linear McKean-Vlasov SPDEs: dX_t = AX_tdt + b_t(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + Q_tdW_t.

(3.1) Let X_0 be an F_0-measurable H -valued random variable, N ≥ 1 and (X^i_0, W^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} be i.i.d. copies of (X_0, W_t). Consider dX^i_t = AX^i_t dt + b_t(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + Q_tdW^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ], 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and dX^{i,N}_t = AX^{i,N}_t dt + b_t(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dt + Q_tdW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (3.2)

We need the following conditions.

(B1) (A, D(A)) is a negative definite self-adjoint operator on H such that (−A)^{α−1} is of trace class for some α ∈ (0, 1), i.e. ∑_∞ i=1 λ^{α−1}_i < ∞ with −Ae_i = λ_ie_i, i ≥ 1.

(B2) There exist constant δ ≥ 1 such that δ^{−1} ≤ Q_tQ^∗_t ≤ δ, t ∈ [0, T ]. (B3) b_t(x, μ) = ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (x, y)μ(dy). There exist ϕ ∈ A and a non-negative sequence {β_i}_{i≥1} with β := ∑_∞ 1=1 β^2_i < ∞ such that |b^{(1)}_t (x, y) − b^{(1)}_t (x̃, ỹ)| ≤ ϕ(|x − x̃|) + ϕ(|y − ỹ|), sup t∈[0,T ],x,y∈H |⟨b^{(1)}_t (x, y), e_i⟩| ≤ β_i, i ≥ 1. Note that ϕ is concave if so is ϕ^2. So, for any ϕ ∈ A , which is concave and increasing, it is not difficult to see that ϕ(x) ≤ ϕ(1)(1 + x), x ≥ 0. (3.3) This combined with (B3) yields that | | | ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (x, y)μ(dy) − ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (x̃, y)ν(dy) | | | ≤ ϕ(|x − x̃|) + W_ϕ (μ, ν) ≤ |x − x̃| + ϕ(1)‖μ − ν‖_{1,var} , μ, ν ∈ P_1(H ). So, (B3) implies (C) with any k ≥ 1 as well as (D) in Section 4 below. As a result, under (B1)-(B3), according to Theorem 4.1 below, (3.1) is well-posed in P_2(H ) and by Theorem 4.2 below, (3.2) is strongly well-posed.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (B1)-(B3), (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d. and L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ∈ P_2(H ). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending on δ, T, β such that for any t ∈ (0, T ] and 1 ≤ k ≤ N, ‖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 )}) (3.4) ≤ Ck N + CkW^Ψ_1 (L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ) t , where Ψ(x, y) = ϕ(|x − y|)^2 + |x − y|^2, x, y ∈ H . Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.3, denote μ^i_t = L_Xi_t , i ≥ 1. Since (3.1) is well-posed in P_2(H ) due to Theorem 4.1 below, μ^i_t does not depend on i and we write μ_t = μ^i_t. Define P^0 := P( · |F_0), E^0 := E ( · |F_0), and let L_{ξ|P}0 denote the conditional distribution of a random variable ξ with respect to F_0. Similar to (2.3), consider

dX̄^i_t = AX̄^i_t dt + ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (X̄^i_t , y)μ_t(dy)dt + Q_tdW^i_t , X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(3.5)

By the same argument to get (2.5), we conclude that for any t_0 ∈ (0, T ],

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 N∑ i=1 ∞∑ k=1 E^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | | 1 N N∑ m=1 ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , X^{m,N}_t ), e_k⟩ − ∫ H ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y), e_k⟩L¯_Xi_t (dy) | | | | 2 dt (3.6)

+ δ N∑ i=1 E^0 ∫_{t0} 0 | | | ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)L¯_Xi_t (dy) − ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) | | | 2 dt =: log E^0 [F (X̄^1_{t0} , X̄^2_{t0} , · · · , X̄^N_{t0} )] + J_1 + J_2.

Let ε_k = (64e^2‖⟨b^{(1)}, e_k⟩‖^2_∞)^{−1}, k ≥ 1. Repeating the argument to derive (2.6) for ε_k, H replacing ε, R^d respectively, we obtain

J_1 ≤ ∞∑ k=1 δ ε_kN N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0)dt

+ ∞∑ k=1 δ ε_kN N∑ i=1 ∫_{t0} 0 log E^0 e^{εkN} | | |^1_N ∑^N_{m=1}⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,X̄m_t ),e_k⟩−∫_H ⟨b^{(1)}_t (X̄i_t ,y),e_k⟩L_{X̄i} t (dy) | | |^2 dt. (3.7)

To deal with J_2, let b^μ_t (x) = b_t (x, μ_t) , t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ H , and let X^{x,μ}_t solve

dX^{x,μ}_t = AX^{x,μ}_t dt + b^μ_t (X^{x,μ}_t )dt + Q_tdW_t, X^{x,μ}_0 = x.

Denote P^μ_t the associated semigroup to X^{x,μ}_t . By [23, (1.6)], there exists a constant c > 0 such that |∇P^μ_t f| ≤ c {P^μ_t |f|^2}^12 √ t , f ∈ B_b(H ), t ∈ (0, T ]. This together with the fact that E |X^{x,μ}_t − e^{At}x|^2 ≤ c̃t, t ∈ [0, T ] for some constant c̃ > 0 and Jensen’s inequality implies that we can find a constant c_0 > 0 such that |∇P^μ_t f| ≤ c_0[f]_ϕ ϕ( √ t) √ t , t ∈ (0, T ], [f]_ϕ < ∞. (3.8)

Observe that

dX^i_t = AX^i_t dt + b^μ_t (X^i_t )dt + Q_tdW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, X^i_0 = X^i_0, and dX̄^i_t = AX̄^i_t dt + b^μ_t (X̄^i_t )dt + Q_tdW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, X̄^i_0 = X^{i,N}_0 .

We conclude from (3.8) that

|E^0 f(X̄^i_t ) − E^0 f(X^i_t )| ≤ c_0[f]_ϕ ϕ( √ t) √ t |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|, t ∈ (0, T ], which yields

W_ϕ (μ_t, L¯_Xi_t ) ≤ c_0 ϕ( √ t) √ t W_1 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 ), t ∈ (0, T ].

Noting that | | | ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)μ_t(dy) − ∫ H b^{(1)}_t (X^{i,N}_t , y)L¯_Xi_t (dy) | | | ≤ W_ϕ (L_{X̄it} , μ_t), we have J_2 ≤ δN ∫_{t0} 0 W_ϕ (L¯_Xi_t , μ_t)^2dt ≤ δNc^2_0 ∫_t 0 ϕ^2( √ s) s dsW_1 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2.

(3.9)

Substituting (3.7) and (3.9) into (3.6) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we derive that Ent(L_{{X}i,N_{t }1≤i≤N |P0}|L_{¯_Xi_{t }1≤i≤N |P}0) ≤ e^{δ ∑∞k=1 ε−1k t}δ ∞∑ k=1 ε^{−1}_k

× 1 N N∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 log E^0 e^{εN} | |_{1N} ∑N_{m=1}⟨b(1)_s (X̄_{is},X̄_{ms} ),e_k⟩−∫_H ⟨b(1)_s (X̄_{is},y),e_k⟩L_{X̄i} s (dy) | |^2 ds (3.10) + e^{δ ∑∞k=1 ε−1k t}δNc^2_0 ∫_t 0 ϕ^2( √ s) s dsW_1 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2.

By Theorem 5.1 below and noting that both (X̄^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} and (X^i_t )_{1≤i≤N} are independent under P^0, for any p > 1 , we get Wang’s Harnack inequality with power p, i.e. there exists a constant c(p) > 0 independent of N such that for any F ∈ B^+_b (H^N ), t ∈ (0, T ], ( 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) ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t + c(p)t N∑ i=1 ϕ(|X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|)^2 } . (3.11)

Finally, combining (3.11), (3.10), [20, Theorem 1.4.2(1)-(2)], [14, Lemma 2.1] and the same technique to get (2.11), we derive 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 )]

(3.12) + pe^{δ ∑∞k=1 ε−1k t} ∞∑ k=1 ε^{−1}_k δt log 3 + pe^{δ ∑∞k=1 ε−1k t}δNc^2_0 ∫_t 0 ϕ^2( √ s) s dsW_1 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2

+ c(p) ∑_N i=1 E |X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|^2 t + c(p)t N∑ i=1 E ϕ(|X^{i,N}_0 − X^i_0|)^2, 0 < F ∈ B_b(H^N ).

Since both (X^{i,N}_0 )_{1≤i≤N} and (X^i_0)_{1≤i≤N} are i.i.d., Lemma 2.2 yields

W^{Ψ̃}_1 (L_{(X}i,N_{0 )1≤i≤N )}, L_{(X}i_{0)1≤i≤N )}) = N∑ i=1 W^Ψ_1 (L_Xi,N_0 , L_Xi_0 )^2 = NW^Ψ_1 (L_X1,N_0 , L_X1_0 ),

where

Ψ(x^i, y^i) = ϕ(|x^i − y^i|)^2 + |x^i − y^i|^2,

Ψ̃(x, y) = N∑ i=1 Ψ(x^i, y^i), x = (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ), y = (y^1, y^2, · · · , y^N ) ∈ (H )^N .

This together with the same procedure to derive (2.12) from (2.11), [20, Theorem 1.4.2(2)] and Pinker’s inequality implies (3.4).

Remark 3.2. Different from the finite dimension case, in infinite dimension, the interaction in the drift is assumed to be bounded and Dini continuous in the spatial variables and the diffusion coefficient Q only depends on the time variable. In fact, Dini continuity is required in [23] to ensure the strong well-posed for semi-linear SPDEs with distribution free coefficients. Moreover, when Q also depends on the spatial variable, it is so difficult to obtain Wang’s Harnack inequality as in Theorem 5.1 below that we leave it in the future research.

Finally, we give an example on stochastic reaction-diffusion equations to illustrate Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.3. Let D ⊂ R^d be a bounded domain and H = L^2(D, m) with m(dx) =^{λ(dx)}_{λ(D)} and λ being the Lebesgue measure on D. Let ⟨x, y⟩ = ∫ D x(z)y(z)m(dz) be the inner product in H and (Δ, D) be the Dirichlet Laplacian on H with eigenvectors {e_i}_{i≥1}. Let ϵ >^d_2 be a fixed constant.

(1) Letting A := −(−Δ)^ϵ, by [20, Example 3.2.3], it holds λ_i ≥ ci^{2ϵd} , i ≥ 1 for some constant c > 0. Then we can take α ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (1 − α)^{2ϵ}_d > 1 such that (B1) holds.

(2) Let b̃ : R → R satisfy |b̃(x) − b̃(y)| ≤ ϕ(|x − y|), x, y ∈ R (3.13) for some ϕ ∈ A . Let b^{(1)}(x, y) = ∞∑ i=1 i^{−1} sin{b̃(⟨x − y, e_i⟩)}e_i, b(x, μ) = ∫ H b^{(1)}(x, y)μ(dy), x, y ∈ H , μ ∈ P(H ). Then it follows from (3.13) and the fact ϕ(s + t) ≤ ϕ(s) + ϕ(t), s, t ≥ 0 due to the concavity of ϕ that

|b^{(1)}(x, y) − b^{(1)}(x̃, ỹ)| ≤ {_∞ ∑ i=1 i^{−2}|b̃(⟨x − y, e_i⟩) − b̃(⟨x̃ − ỹ, e_i⟩)|^2 } 1_2

≤ (_∞ ∑ i=1 i^{−2} ) 1_2 {ϕ(|x − x̃|) + ϕ(|y − ỹ|)}, x, y ∈ H , and sup_{x,y∈H} |⟨b^{(1)}(x, y), e_i⟩| ≤ i^{−1}, i ≥ 1. So, (B3) holds for β_i =^1_i , i ≥ 1.

Consider dX^{i,N}_t = AX^{i,N}_t dt + b(X^{i,N}_t , 1 N N∑ j=1 δ_Xj,N_t )dt + dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and dX^i_t = AX^i_t dt + b(X^i_t , L_Xi_t )dt + dW^i_t , 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

We conclude that Theorem 3.1 holds.

4 Well-posedness of (3.1) and (3.2)

4.1 Well-posedness of (3.1)

To derive the well-posedness of (3.1), we make the following assumptions.

(C) b_t(x, μ) = b^{(0)}_t (x) + b̃_t(x, μ). There exist k ≥ 1, K > 0 and ϕ ∈ A such that |b̃_t(x, γ) − b̃_t(x̄, γ̄)| ≤ K(ϕ(|x − x̄|) + ‖γ − γ̄‖_{k,var}), |b̃_t(0, γ)| ≤ K(1 + γ(| · |^k)^{1k} ), x, x̄ ∈ H , γ, γ̄ ∈ P_k(H ), t ∈ [0, T ] and |b^{(0)}_t (x) − b^{(0)}_t (x̄)| ≤ K|x − x̄|, |b^{(0)}_t (0)| ≤ K, x, x̄ ∈ H , t ∈ [0, T ]. Observe that (C) and (3.3) imply that there exists a constant C > 0 such that |b̃_t(x, γ)| ≤ C(1 + |x| + γ(| · |^k)^{1k} ), x ∈ H , γ ∈ P_k(H ), t ∈ [0, T ]. Let C^w([0, T ], P_k) denote all weakly continuous maps from [0, T ] to P_k(H ). Let C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) = {μ ∈ C^w([0, T ], P_k), sup_{t∈[0,T ]} μ_t(| · |^k) < ∞}.

For any μ ∈ C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) , consider (4.1) dX_t = AX_tdt + b_t(X_t, μ_t)dt + Q_tdW_t.

According to [23, Theorem 1.1], under (B1), (B2) and (C), for any F_0-measurable and H -valued random variable X_0 with L_{X0} ∈ P_k(H ), (4.1) has a unique mild solution starting from X_0 and we denote it X^{X0,μ}_t . Moreover, it is standard to derive from (B1), (B2) and (C) that for any n ≥ 1, there exists a constant c(n) > 0 such that E ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{X0,μ}_t |^n | | |F^0 ) ≤ c(n) ( 1 + |X_0|^n + sup_{t∈[0,T ]}[μ_t(| · |^k)]^{nk} ) . (4.2)

Therefore, we can define a map Φ^{X0} : C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) → C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) with Φ^{X0}_t (μ) := L_XX_0,μ_t , t ∈ [0, T ].

The proof of the following theorem is similar to that of [21, Theorem 3.2]. Theorem 4.1. Assume (B1), (B2) and (C). Then (3.1) is well-posed in P_k(H ). Moreover, let X^γ_t denote the solution to (3.1) from initial distribution γ ∈ P_k(H ), then there exists a constant C > 0 such that E |X^γ_t |^k ≤ C(1 + γ(| · |^k)), t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.3) Proof. Let μ, ν ∈ C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) and ζ^{μ,ν}_s = Q^∗_s(Q_sQ^∗_s)^{−1}(b̃_s(X^{X0,μ}_s , ν_s) − b̃_s(X^{X0,μ}_s , μ_s)), s ∈ [0, T ],

W^{μ,ν}_t = W_t − ∫_t 0 ζ^{μ,ν}_s ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. By (B2) and (C), we conclude that |ζ^{μ,ν}_s |^2 ≤ K^2δ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}, s ∈ [0, T ]. (4.4) Let R(t) = exp {∫_t 0 ⟨ζ^{μ,ν}_s , dW_s⟩ − 1 2 ∫_t 0 |ζ^{μ,ν}_s |^2ds } , t ∈ [0, T ]. Then (R(t))_{t∈[0,T ]} is a martingale under P and Girsanov’s theorem implies that {W^{μ,ν}_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} is a cylindrical Brownian motion on H̄ under the probability measure R(T )P and dX^{X0,μ}_t = AX^{X0,μ}_t dt + b_t(X^{X0,μ}_t , ν_t)dt + Q_tdW^{μ,ν}_t . So, we have [Φ^{X0}_t (ν)](f) = E (R(t)f(X^{X0 ,μ}_t )), f ∈ B_b(H ), t ∈ [0, T ].

(4.5) By (4.4), we conclude that [E (|R(t) − 1|^2|F_0)]^{12} = [E (R(t)^2 − 1)|F_0)]^{12} ≤ [ exp { K^2δ ∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds } − 1 ] 1_2

≤ exp { K^2δ 2 ∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds } × Kδ^{12} (∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds ) 1_2 . This together with (4.5), Hölder’s inequality for conditional expectation and (4.2) yields that there exists some constant c_0 > 0 such that ‖Φ^{X0}_t (ν) − Φ^{X0}_t (μ)‖_{k,var} ≤ E [|R(t) − 1|(1 + |X^{X0,μ}_t |^k)] ≤ E ( [E (|R(t) − 1|^2|F_0)]^{12} [E ((1 + |X^{X0,μ}_t |^k)^2|F_0)]^{12} ) (4.6)

≤ c_0 exp { K^2δ 2 ∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds } × Kδ^{12} (∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds ) 1_2

× ( 1 + E |X_0 |^k + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} μ_t(| · |^k) )

For any N ≥ 1, let

(4.7) P^{N,T}_{k,X0} = { μ ∈ C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) : μ_0 = L_{X0} , sup_{t∈[0,T ]} e^{−Nt}(1 + μ_t(| · |^k)) ≤ N } .

Since P^{N,T}_{k,X0} ↑ P^T_{k,X0} = {μ ∈ C^w_b ([0, T ], P_k) : μ_0 = L_{X0} } as N ↑ ∞, it is sufficient to prove that there exists a constant N_0 > 0 such that for any N ≥ N_0, Φ^{X0} is a contractive map on P^{N,T}_{k,X0} under some complete metric.

Firstly, it follows from (B1), (B2) and (C) that there exists a constant c_1 > 0 such that for any μ ∈ P^{N,T}_{k,X0} ,

e^{−Nt}E (1 + |X^{X0,μ}_t |^k) ≤ E (1 + |X_0|^k) + c_1e^{−Nt} ∫_t 0 E (1 + |X^{X0,μ}_s |^k)ds

+ c_1e^{−Nt} ∫_t 0 (1 + μ_s(| · |^k))ds

≤ E (1 + |X_0|^k) + c_1 N sup_{s∈[0,t]} e^{−Ns}E (1 + |X^{X0,μ}_s |^k) + c_1.

Hence, there exists a constant N_0 > 1 such that for any N ≥ N_0, Φ^{X0} is a map form P^{N,T}_{k,X0} to itself. It remains to prove that Φ^{X0} is strictly contractive under some reasonable metric. To this end, for any λ > 0, define W̃_{k,λ} (μ, ν) := sup t∈[0,T ] e^{−λt}‖ν_t − μ_t‖_{k,var}, μ, ν ∈ P^T_{k,X0} . We derive from (4.6) that

‖Φ^{X0}_t (ν) − Φ^{X0}_t (μ)‖_{k,var} ≤ C_0(N) (∫_t 0 ‖μ_s − ν_s‖^2_{k,var}ds ) 1_2 , μ, ν ∈ P^{N,T}_{k,X0} (4.8)

for some constant C_0(N) > 0. (4.8) implies that W̃_{k,λ} (Φ^X0 (μ), Φ^X0 (ν)) ≤ C^0(N)√ 2λ W̃_{k,λ} (μ, ν), μ, ν ∈ P^{N,T}_{k,X0} . So, we conclude that for any N ≥ N_0, there exists a constant λ(N) > 0 such that Φ^{X0} is a strictly contractive map on (P^{N,T}_{k,X0} , W̃_{k,λ(N)} ). Therefore, the proof is completed by the Banach fixed point theorem and (4.7).

4.2 Well-posedness for (3.2)

It is natural to view (3.2) as a classical SPDEs on H^N . To ensure the well-posedness for (3.2), we make the following assumptions by replacing the weighted variation distance ‖ · ‖_{k,var} in assumption (C) with W_ϕ (·, ·).

(D) b_t(x, μ) = b^{(0)}_t (x) + b̃_t(x, μ). There exist K > 0 and ϕ ∈ A such that |b̃_t(x, γ) − b̃_t(x̄, γ̄)| ≤ K(ϕ(|x − x̄|) + W_ϕ (γ, γ̄)), |b̃_t(0, δ_0)| ≤ K, x, x̄ ∈ H , γ, γ̄ ∈ P_ϕ(H ), t ∈ [0, T ], and |b^{(0)}_t (x) − b^{(0)}_t (x̄)| ≤ K|x − x̄|, |b^{(0)}_t (0)| ≤ K, x, x̄ ∈ H , t ∈ [0, T ].

By (3.3), (D) implies that |b̃_t(x, γ)| ≤ C(1 + |x| + γ(| · |)), x ∈ H , γ ∈ P_1(H ), t ∈ [0, T ] for some constant C > 0, which together with (3.3) tells that (D) yields (C) with k = 1 and hence with any k ≥ 1.

Theorem 4.2. Assume (B1), (B2) and (D). Then (3.2) is strongly well-posed.

Proof. For any t ∈ [0, T ], x = (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ) ∈ H^N , let

b̃_t(x) = ( b̃_t(x^i, 1 N N∑ m=1 δ_xm ) ) 1≤i≤N , b^{(0)}_t (x) = ( b^{(0)}_t (x^i) ) 1≤i≤N , Σ_t = diag ( Q^i_t ) 1≤i≤N with Q^i = Q, A = diag(A_1, A_2, ·, A_N ) with A_i = A and W_t = (W^1_t , W^2_t , · · · , W^N_t ). Consider the classical SPDE on H^N :

dX_t = AX_tdt + b^{(0)}_t (X_t)dt + b̃_t(X_t)dt + Σ_tdW_t.

For any x = (x^1, x^2, · · · , x^N ), x̃ = (x̃^1, x̃^2, · · · , x̃^N ) ∈ H^N and t ∈ [0, T ], it follows from (D) that

|b̃_t(x) − b̃_t(x̃)|^2 = N∑ i=1 | | | | b̃_t(x^i, 1 N N∑ m=1 δ_xm ) − b̃_t(x̃^i, 1 N N∑ m=1 δ_{x̃}m ) | | | | 2

≤ 2K^2 N∑ i=1 ϕ^2(|x^i − x̃^i|) + 2K^2NW_ϕ ( 1 N N∑ m=1 δ_xm , 1 N N∑ m=1 δ_{x̃}m )^2

≤ 2K^2 N∑ i=1 ϕ^2(|x^i − x̃^i|) + 2K^2N 1 N N∑ m=1 ϕ(|x̃^m − x^m|)^2 ≤ 4K^2Nϕ^2(|x − x̃|),

|b̃_t(0)|^2 = N∑ i=1 |b̃_t(0, δ_0)|^2 ≤ K^2N, |b^{(0)}_t (0)|^2 = N∑ i=1 |b^{(0)}_t (0)|^2 ≤ K^2N, and |b^{(0)}_t (x) − b^{(0)}_t (x̃)|^2 = N∑ i=1 |b^{(0)}_t (x^i) − b^{(0)}_t (x̃^i)|^2 ≤ K^2 N∑ i=1 |x^i − x̃^i|^2 = K^2|x − x̃|^2.

The proof is completed by applying [23, Theorem 1.1].

5 Wang’s Harnack inequality for semi-linear SPDE

Let A, Q, W_t be defined in Section 3 and b, B : [0, T ]×H → H be measurable. In this section, we will adopt coupling by change of measure to derive Wang’s Harnack inequality for the SPDE

(5.1) dX_t = AX_tdt + b_t(X_t)dt + B_t(X_t)dt + Q_tdW_t.

To this end, we assume

(H) There exists a constant K_B > 0 such that |B_t(x) − B_t(x̃)| ≤ K_B|x − x̃|, |B_t(0)| ≤ K_B, x, x̃ ∈ H , t ∈ [0, T ]. b is bounded and there exists ϕ ∈ A such that |b_t(x) − b_t(x̃)| ≤ ϕ(|x − x̃|), x, x̃ ∈ H , t ∈ [0, T ]. Under (B1), (B2) and (H), according to [23, Theorem 1.1], (5.1) is strongly well-posed. Denote X^x_t the unique solution to (5.1) with initial value x ∈ H and let P_t be the associated semigroup, i.e. P_tf(x) = E f(X^x_t ), x ∈ H , t ≥ 0, f ∈ B_b(H ). Theorem 5.1. Assume (B1), (B2) and (H). Then for any p > 1, there exists a constant c(p) > 0 such that for any f ∈ B^+_b (H ), x, y ∈ H and t ∈ (0, T ],

(P_tf(x))^p ≤ P_tf^p(y) exp { c(p) [ T K^2_B|x − y|^2 + T ϕ(|x − y|)^2 + |x − y|^2 T ]} . Proof. Construct

(5.2) dY_t = AY_tdt + b_t(X^x_t )dt + B_t(X^x_t )dt + Q_tdW_t + e^{At}(x − y) T dt, Y_0 = y. Then we have

Y_t − X^x_t = e^{At}(y − x) + te^{At}(x − y) T , t ∈ [0, T ]. In particular, Y_T = X^x_T . Let

ξ_t = Q^∗_t (Q_tQ^∗_t )^{−1} [ (b_t + B_t)(Y_t) − (b_t + B_t)(X^x_t ) − e^{At}(x − y) T ] , dW̃_t = dW_t − ξ_tdt.

In view of (B1), (B2) and (H), we can find constants c_0 > 0, c_1 > 0 such that ∫_T 0 |ξ_t|^2dt ≤ c_0 ∫_T 0 [ K^2_B |Y_t − X^x_t |^2 + ϕ(|Y_t − X^x_t |)^2 + |x − y|^2 T^2 ] dt

≤ c_1 [ T K^2_B|x − y|^2 + T ϕ(|x − y|)^2 + |x − y|^2 T ] . (5.3)

Girsanov’s theorem implies that {W̃_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} is a cylindrical Brownian motion on H̄ under the probability measure Q_T := R_T P with

R_T = exp {∫_T 0 ⟨ξ_t, dW_t⟩ − 1 2 ∫_T 0 |ξ_t|^2dt } . So, we conclude that

P_T f(y) = E [R_T f(Y_T )] = E [R_T f(X^x_T )], f ∈ B_b(H ).

Then for any p > 1, it follows from Hölder’s inequality and (5.3) that for any f ∈ B^+_b (H ),

(P_T f(y))^p ≤ P_T f^p(x) [ E (R p p−1 T ) ]_{p−1}

≤ P_T f^p(x))esssup_Ω exp { 1 2 p p − 1 ∫_T 0 |ξ_t|^2dt }

× { E exp { p p − 1 ∫_T 0 ⟨ξ_t, dW_t⟩ − 1 2 p^2 (p − 1)^2 ∫_T 0 |ξ_t|^2dt }}_{p−1}

≤ P_T f^p(x)) exp { 1 2 p p − 1 c_1 [ T K^2_B|x − y|^2 + T ϕ(|x − y|)^2 + |x − y|^2 T ]}

. This completes the proof.

References

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

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

[3] X. Chen, X. Li, C. Yuan, The delay feedback control for the McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with common noise, arXiv:2311.11703.

[4] C.-S. Deng, Harnack inequalities for SDEs driven by subordinate Brownian motions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 417(2014), 970-978.

[5] X. Fan, Harnack inequality and derivative formula for SDE driven by fractional Brownian motion, Sci. China Math. 56(2013), 515-524.

[6] S. Guo, D. Luo, Scaling limit of moderately interacting particle systems with singular interaction and environmental noise, Ann. Appl. Probab. 33(2023), 2066-2102.

[7] X. Huang, Propagation of Chaos for Mean Field Interacting Particle System with Multiplicative Noise, arXiv:2308.15181v6.

[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] Z. Liu, S. Gao, C. Yuan, Q. Guo, Stability of the numerical scheme for stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations, arXiv:2312.12699.

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

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

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

[15] J. Shao, T. Tian, S. Wang, Conditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps and Markovian regime-switching: wellposedness, propagation of chaos, averaging principle, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 534(2024), 128080.

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

[17] Y. Song, Gradient estimates and exponential ergodicity for mean-field SDEs with jumps, J. Theoret. Probab. 33(2020), 201-238.

[18] Y. Suo, C. Yuan, Central Limit Theorem and Moderate Deviation Principle for McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Acta. Appl. Math. 175(2021), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10440- 021-00444-z.

[19] 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.

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

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

China Math. 66(2023), 2411-2456.

[22] F.-Y. Wang, Derivative Formula for Singular McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 22(2023), 1866-1898.

[23] F.-Y. Wang, Gradient estimates and applications for SDEs in Hilbert space with multiplicative noise and Dini continuous drift, J. Differential Equations 260(2016), 2792- 2829.

[24] H. Wu, J. Hu, S. Gao, C. Yuan, Stabilization of Stochastic McKean-Vlasov Equations with Feedback Control Based on Discrete-Time State Observation, SIAM J. Control Optim. 60(2022), 2884-2901.

[25] S.-Q. Zhang, Existence and non-uniqueness of stationary distributions for distribution dependent SDEs, Electron. J. Probab. 28(2023), 1-34.