arXiv:2312.12699v1 [math.NA] 20 Dec 2023

Stability of the numerical scheme for stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations

Zhuoqi Liu^a, Shuaibin Gao^a, Chenggui Yuan^b, Qian Guo^a

aDepartment of Mathematics, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China bDepartment of Mathematics, Swansea University, Bay Campus, Swansea, SA1 8EN, U. K.

Abstract

This paper studies the infinite-time stability of the numerical scheme for stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations (SMVEs) via stochastic particle method. The long-time propagation of chaos in mean-square sense is obtained, with which the almost sure propagation in infinite horizon is proved by exploiting the Chebyshev inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Then the mean-square and almost sure exponential stabilities of the Euler-Maruyama scheme associated with the corresponding interacting particle system are shown through an ingenious manipulation of empirical measure. Combining the assertions enables the numerical solutions to reproduce the stabilities of the original SMVEs. The examples are demonstrated to reveal the importance of this study.

Keywords: The stability; Stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations; Numerical scheme; Propagation of chaos

1. Introduction

The application of stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations (SMVEs) has been presented in many scientific fields, such as biological model, mathematical fiance, physics, which leads to the widespread researches by scholars [1, 12, 18]. After the pioneering works by McKean in [31, 32], the existence, uniqueness and moment boundedness of SMVEs have been wellestablished [10, 35, 39]. Moreover, the results, including Harnack inequalities [39], Feyman-Kac formula [8], gradient estimate [37] and ergodicity [13] have been shown.

Preprint submitted to Elsevier December 21, 2023

In general, the numerical solutions are investigated to help scholars to obtain the properties of analytical solutions to SMVEs, which is difficult to be solved explicitly. The stochastic particle method in [5, 6] is a well-known way to approximate SMVEs. The main idea is to use the empirical measure of the corresponding interacting particle system to approach the law of original SMVE, then the numerical schemes can be established to approximate such interacting particle system. By means of the stochastic particle method, many scholars have discussed the numerical schemes, such as the tamed EM scheme [11, 34], split-step scheme [7], multi-level Monte-Carlo scheme [2], implicit EM scheme [11] and so on. To improve the convergence rate of the numerical scheme to the interacting particle system, the tamed Milstein scheme were discussed in [2, 3]. By exploiting a new method, the existence and uniqueness of the SMVEs whose drift and diffusion coefficients both can grow superlinearly were shown in [22], then the tamed EM and Milstein schemes were proposed. Moreover, the numerical schemes for SMVEs with irregular coefficients were also analyzed via the Yamada-Watanabe approximation technique and the Zvonkin transformation in [4, 27].

On the other hand, the infinite-time stability of stochastic system is crucial in some application scenarios. For the classical stochastic differential equations (SDEs) (whose coefficients are independent of the law), the moment stability and almost sure stability have been systematically investigated in [21, 28]. Then these two types of stability of the numerical schemes for classical SDEs have been widely discussed, such as EM scheme [30, 33, 36], θ-EM scheme [20, 29, 40, 42], truncated EM scheme [15, 24], backward EM scheme [19], split-step EM scheme [38], adaptive EM scheme [23] and so on.

Returning to SMVEs, there are a few papers which analyze the stability of their analytical solutions. The exponential stability of the semilinear McKean-Vlasov stochastic evolution equation was shown in [17]. Then the moment stability and almost sure stability of SMVEs [9] and multivalued SMVEs [16] were presented. Based on [9], the stabilization of SMVEs with feedback control via discrete time state observation was revealed in [41], where the stability of the corresponding interacting particle system was also analyzed due to the unobservability of the law of SMVEs. Unfortunately, although the example was provided in [41], the corresponding numerical solution was not performed, and the theoretical analysis of the numerical scheme was not shown either.

Nevertheless, to our best knowledge, the moment and almost sure exponential stabilities of the numerical schemes for SMVEs have not been studied yet. Accordingly, based on the stochastic particle method, this paper focuses the infinite-time exponential stability of the EM scheme for the interacting particle system related to the original SMVE. Firstly, the mean-square and almost sure exponential stabilities of the interacting particle system are given. Then, the long-time propagation of chaos in mean-square sense is proved. Since the almost sure propagation of chaos in infinite horizon is difficult to obtain directly, the Chebyshev inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma are utilized to achieve the purpose. Next, the mean-square and almost sure exponential stabilities with rates of EM scheme for the interacting particle are revealed. Finally, the stochastic opinion dynamics model and feedback control problem are shown to check the effectiveness of numerical scheme.

The paper is organized as follows. Some notations, assumptions and particle systems are presented in Section 2. The mean-square and almost sure stabilities of the interacting particle system are discussed in Section 3. The theories about propagation of chaos in infinite horizon are analyzed in Section 4. The mean-square and almost sure stabilities of EM scheme are stated in Section 5. In last section, we give two numerical examples.

2. Preliminary Let ( Ω, F, (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ) be a complete probability space with the filtration (F_t)_{t≥0} that satisfies the usual conditions. Denote by E the probability expectation with respect to (w.r.t.) P. Let | · | and ‖ · ‖ represent the Euclidean norm for the vector in R^d and the trace norm for the matrix in R^d ⊗ R^m , respectively. For p ≥ 1, the set of random variables Z in R^d with E |Z|^p < ∞ is denoted by L^p(R^d ). Let c_1 ∧ c_2 = min{c_1, c_2} and c_1 ∨ c_2 = max{c_1, c_2} for real numbers c_1, c_2. Let P(R^d ) be the collection of all probability measures on R^d . For p ≥ 1, define

P_p(R^d ) = { μ ∈ P(R^d ) : (∫ R^d |x|^pμ(dx) )_{1/p} < ∞ } . Denote by δ_x(·) the Dirac measure at point x ∈ R^d , which belongs to P_p(R^d ). For p ≥ 1, the Wasserstein distance between μ, ν ∈ P_p(R^d ) is denoted by W_p (μ, ν) := inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} (∫ R^d ×R^d |x − y|^pπ(dx, dy) )_{1/p} , where C(μ, ν) is the family of all couplings for μ, ν, i.e., π(·, R^d ) = μ(·) and π(R^d , ·) = ν(·). Remark 1. For any μ ∈ P_p(R^d ) with p ≥ 1, let W_p(μ) = (∫ R^d |x| pμ(dx) )_{1/p} . Then the assertion W_2 (μ, δ_0) = W_2(μ) holds with μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), which is proved in Lemma 2.3 in [10].

Consider the following general SMVE of the form: dX_t = b(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ(X_t, L_{Xt} )dW_t, t ≥ 0, (2.1) with the initial vale X_0 ∈ L^{p̃}_{F0} , where L^{p̃}_{F0} is the collection of all F_0-measurable random variables X_0 in R^d with E |X_0 |^{p̃} < ∞ for any p̃ > 0. Here, L_{Xt} is the law of X at time t, and b : R^d × P_2(R^d ) → R^d , σ : R^d × P_2(R^d ) → R^d ⊗ R^m are both Borel-measurable. And W(t) is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on the given probability space. Our main results of this paper are based on the following two assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. For any R > 0, there exist constants K_R > 0 and K_0 > such that |b(x, μ) − b(y, ν)|^2 ∨ ‖σ(x, μ) − σ(y, ν)‖^2 ≤ K_R|x − y|^2 + K_0W_2 (μ, ν)^2, for any μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ) and x, y ∈ R^d with |x| ∨ |y| ≤ R. Assumption 2.2. There exist positive constants K_1, K_2 such that 2⟨x − y, b(x, μ) − b(y, ν)⟩ + ‖σ(x, μ) − σ(y, ν)‖^2 ≤ −K_1|x − y|^2 + K_2W_2 (μ, ν)^2, for any x, y ∈ R^d and μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Assumption 2.3. There exist three constants a_1, a_2 > 0 and q > 2 such that 2⟨x, b(x, μ)⟩ + (q − 1)‖σ(x, μ)‖^2 ≤ −a_1|x|^2 + a_2W_2(μ)^2, for any x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Under these assumptions, the SMVE (2.1) admits a unique strong solution [22]. The interacting particle system is the most common way to approximate SMVE, whose crucial point is exploiting the empirical measure to approximate the law L_{Xt} . For any j ∈ S_N := {1, 2, · · · , N}, let (W^j, X^j_0 ) be independent copies of (W, X_0). Then, the non-interacting particle system w.r.t. (2.1) is introduced by

dX^j_t = b(X^j_t , μ^{Xj}_t )dt + σ(X^j_t , μ^{Xj}_t )dW^j_t , j ∈ S_N, (2.2)

with the initial value X^j_0 , where μ^{Xj}_t is the law of X_j at t. It is obvious that μ^{Xj}_t = μ^X_t holds for any j ∈ S_N. To approximate the law, the corresponding interacting particles system is defined by dX^{j,N}_t = b(X^{j,N}_t , μ^{X,N}_t )dt + σ(X^{j,N}_t , μ^{X,N}_t )dW^j_t , j ∈ S_N, (2.3) with the initial value X^j_0 , where the empirical measure is defined by μ^{X,N}_t (·) = 1 N ∑_N i=1 δ_Xi,N_t (·). The mean-square and almost sure stabilities of the noninteracting particle system (2.2) follow from the corresponding results of SMVEs in [9]. Then we focus on the stability of interacting particle system.

3. Stability of interacting particle system

In this section, the mean-square and almost sure stabilities of the interacting particle system (2.3) are presented. Moreover, the rates of stabilities are also revealed. We first give the definitions of these two stabilities. Definition 3.1. The solution X^{j,N}_t to interacting particle system (2.3) is said to be exponentially stable in mean-square sense if lim_{t→∞} 1 t log(E |X^{j,N}_t |^2) ≤ −π_0,

holds for some positive constant π_0 and any j ∈ S_N.

Definition 3.2. The solution X^{j,N}_t to interacting particle system (2.3) is said to be almost surely exponentially stable if lim_{t→∞} 1 t log( 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2) ≤ −π_0 a.s. holds for some positive constant π_0.

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold. If a_1 > a_2, then the solution X^{j,N}_t to interacting particle system (2.3) is exponentially stable in meansquare sense, i.e., for any j ∈ S_N and some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), lim_{t→∞} 1 t log(E |X^{j,N}_t |^2) ≤ −a.

Proof. For any j ∈ S_N and some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), an application of Itô’s formula on e^{at}|X^{j,N}_t |^2 gives that

e^{at}|X^{j,N}_t |^2 =|X^j_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 ae^{as}|X^{j,N}_s |^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 e^{as}⟨X^{j,N}_s , b(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩ds + ∫_t 0 e^{as}‖σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s ‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 e^{as}⟨X^{j,N}_s , σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩dW^j_s . (3.1) Since the particles are all identically distributed for any j ∈ S_N, we derive E [ 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2 ] = E [ |X^{j,N}_t |^2 ] . By taking the expectation on both sides of (3.1) and taking Assumption 2.3 into consideration, we have

e^{at}E |X^{j,N}_t |^2 =E |X^j_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 ae^{as}E |X^{j,N}_s |^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 e^{as}E ⟨X^{j,N}_s , b(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩ds + ∫_t 0 e^{as}E ‖σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )‖^2ds ≤E |X^j_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 ( (a − a_1)E |X^{j,N}_s |^2 + a_2E [ 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_s |^2 ]) ds ≤E |X^j_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 (a_2 − a_1 + a)E |X^{j,N}_s |^2ds,

where we use a result of Wasserstein metric W_2 (μ^{X,N}_t , δ_0)^2 ≤^1_N ∑_N i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2. Then, for some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), we see E |X^{j,N}_t |^2 ≤ e^{−at}E |X^j_0 |^2, which gives the desired result.

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold. If a_1 > a_2, then the solution X^{j,N}_t to interacting particle system (2.3) is almost surely stable, i.e., for some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), lim_{t→∞} 1 t log( 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2) ≤ −a a.s.

Proof. For some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), summing (3.1) from j = 1 to N and then dividing it by N lead to e^{at} 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2

= 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_0|^2 + ∫_t 0 e^{as} ( (a − a_1) 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_s |^2 + a_2 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_s |^2 ) ds

+ 2 ∫_t 0 e^{as} 1 N N∑ i=1 ⟨X^{i,N}_s , σ(X^{i,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩dW^i_s

≤ 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_0|^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 e^{as} 1 N N∑ i=1 ⟨X^{i,N}_s , σ(X^{i,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩dW^i_s , where Assumption 2.3 is uesd. Since the second term in above inequality is a martingale, applying Lemma 2.2 in [26] gives that lim_{t→∞} e^{at} 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^{i,N}_t |^2 < ∞ a.s. (3.2) Then the assertion holds.

4. Propagation of chaos in infinite horizon

To reproduce the stabilities of SMVE (2.1) by the numerical scheme, the long-time convergences from interacting particle system to non-interacting particle system are needed. We first give the propagation of chaso in meansquare sense in the following theorem, where Theorem 1 in [14] plays a key role.

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold. If 2K_2 < K_1 and a_2 < a_1, then for some a ∈ (0, a_1 − a_2), 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−at}Φ(N)

K_1 − 2K_2

, (4.1) where Φ(N) :=

N^{− 1}2 + N^{− q−2q} , d < 4 and q ≠ 4, N^{− 1}2 log(1 + N) + N^{− q−2q} , d = 4 and q ≠ 4, N^{− 2}d + N^{− q−2q} , d > 4 and q ≠^d_{d−2} .

Obviously,

lim_{t→∞} lim_{N→∞} 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 = 0.

Proof. By Itô’s formula, we derive from (2.2) and (2.3) that

|X^j_t − X^{j,N}_t |^2 =2 ∫_t 0 ⟨X^j_s − X^{j,N}_s , b(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s ) − b(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩ds + ∫_t 0 ‖σ(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s ) − σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨X^j_s − X^{j,N}_s , σ(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s ) − σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩dW^j_s . (4.2)

Taking the expectation on both sides of (4.2) and taking the derivative w.r.t. t yield that d dt E |X^j_t − X^{j,N}_t |^2 =2E ⟨X^j_s − X^{j,N}_s , b(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s ) − b(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )⟩ + E ‖σ(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s ) − σ(X^{j,N}_s , μ^{X,N}_s )‖^2. Then, we take into account Assumption 2.2 to arrive at d dt E |X^j_t − X^{j,N}_t |^2 ≤ − K_1E |X^j_t − X^{j,N}_t |^2 + K_2E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^{X,N}_t )^2 ] . (4.3)

By summing (4.3) from j = 1 to N and then dividing it by N, one can see that d dt 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2

≤ − K_1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 +

2K_2 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 + 2K_2E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^N_t )^2 ]

≤(2K_2 − K_1) 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 + 2K_2E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^N_t )^2 ] ,

(4.4) where we use the fact that E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^{X,N}_t )^2 ] ≤ 2E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^N_t )^2 ] + 2E [ W_2 (μ^N_t , μ^{X,N}_t )^2 ] , with μ^N_t :=^1_N ∑_N i=1 δ_Xi_t . By choosing p = 2 in Theorem 1 of [14], we get that, for q > 2 and t ≥ 0, E [ W_2 (μ^{Xj}_t , μ^N_t )^2 ] ≤ G_{d,q}(E |X_t |^q)^{2q} Φ(N), (4.5)

where G_{d,q} is a constant which only depends on d, q, and

Φ(N) :=

N^{− 1}2 + N^{− q−2q} , d < 4 and q ≠ 4, N^{− 1}2 log(1 + N) + N^{− q−2q} , d = 4 and q ≠ 4, N^{− 2}d + N^{− q−2q} , d > 4 and q ≠^d_{d−2} .

Then we can show (E |X_t |^q)^{2q} ≤ e^{−at}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} (4.6) Actually, for β > 0, the Itô formula with Assumption 2.3 leads to e^{βt}E |X^j_t |^q ≤E |X^j_0 |^q + ∫_t 0 βe^{βs}E |X^j_s |^qds + q 2 E [ ∫ t 0 e^{βs}|X^j_s |^{q−2} ( 2⟨X^j_s , b(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s )⟩ + (q − 1)‖σ(X^j_s , μ^{Xj}_s )‖^2 )] ds ≤E |X^j_0 |^q + ∫_t 0 βe^{βs}E |X^j_s |^qds + q 2 E [ ∫ t 0 e^{βs}|X^j_s |^{q−2} ( − a_1|X^j_s |^2 + a_2W_2(μ^{Xj}_s )^2 )] ds ≤E |X^j_0 |^q + ∫_t 0 βe^{βs}E |X^j_s |^qds + q 2 ∫_t 0 e^{βs} ( − a_1E |X^j_s |^q + a_2(q − 2) q E |X^j_s |^2 +

2a_2 q E [ W_2(μ^{Xj}_s )^q ]) ds ≤E |X^j_0 |^q + ∫_t 0 e^{βs} ( β − qa_1 2 + qa_2 2 ) E |X^j_s |^qds.

Then (4.6) holds by letting β =^{qa}_2 . Therefore, inserting (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.4) yields that d dt 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2

≤ (2K_2 − K_1) 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 + 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−at}Φ(N).

(4.7)

Denote ϱ(t) = 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2. From (4.7), it holds that

ϱ^′(t) ≤ (2K_2 − K_1)ϱ(t) + 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−at}Φ(N),

with ϱ(0) = 0. By integrating this Gronwall-like differential inequality, we draw the conclusion that, for t > 0, 1 N N∑ i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−at}Φ(N) K_1 − 2K_2 . So the result is proved.

Based on Chebyshev’s inequality and Borel-Cantelli’s lemma with (4.1), the following theorem is concerned with the almost sure convergence in infinite horizon of interacting particle system to non-interacting particle system.

Theorem 4.2. Let all conditions in Theorem 4.1 hold. Then

lim_{t→∞} lim_{N→∞} 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 = 0 a.s. Proof. Firstly, let ϵ ∈ (0, a) be arbitrary. By the technique of Chebyshev’s inequality and (4.1), we have P ( 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 > e^{−(a−ϵ)t}Φ(N) )

≤ 1 N ∑_N i=1 E |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 e^{−(a−ϵ)t}Φ(N) ≤ 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−at}Φ(N) (K_1 − 2K_2)e^{−(a−ϵ)t}Φ(N) ≤ 2K_2G_{d,q}(E |X_0 |^q)^{2q} e^{−εt}

(K_1 − 2K_2) , where Φ(N) is defined in Theorem 4.1. The Borel-Cantelli lemma allows us to know that, for almost all ω ∈ Ω, 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ e^{−(a−ϵ)t}Φ(N) (4.8)

holds for all but finite t. Thus, there exists a T^∗(ω), ∀ω ∈ Ω such that (4.8) holds whenever t ≥ T^∗, which means

lim_{t→∞} lim_{N→∞} 1 N N∑ i=1 |X^i_t − X^{i,N}_t |^2 = 0 a.s.

5. Stabilities of EM scheme for interacting particle system

In this section, after constructing the conventional EM scheme for interacting particle system, we provide the mean-square and almost sure stabilities of the numerical solution. Suppose that there exists a positive integer M such that Δ =^1_M . For each j ∈ S_N and the given time-step Δ, the EM scheme of (2.3) in discretization version is: Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} = Y^{j,N}_{tk} + b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )Δ + σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )ΔW^j_{tk} , (5.1) where ΔW^j_{tk} = W^j_{tk+1} −W^j_{tk} and μ^{Y,N}_{tk} (·) =^1_N ∑_N i=1 δ_Y i,N_{tk} (·). The definitions of two kinds stabilities of EM scheme for interacting particle system (2.3) are stated as follows.

Definition 5.1. The numerical solution Y^{j,N}_{tk} of EM scheme (5.1) is said to be exponentially stable in mean-square sense if lim_{k→∞} 1 kΔ log ( E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ) ≤ −π_0, holds for some positive constant π_0 and any j ∈ S_N.

Definition 5.2. The numerical solution Y^{j,N}_{tk} of EM scheme (5.1) is said to be almost surely exponentially stable if lim_{k→∞} 1 kΔ log ( 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ) ≤ −π_0 a.s. holds for some positive constant π_0.

To achieve the goal, the condition that the drift coefficients grow linearly is imposed.

Assumption 5.1. There exist two constants b_1, b_2 > 0 such that |b(x, μ)|^2 ≤ b_1|x|^2 + b_2W_2(μ)^2, for any x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Theorem 5.2. Let Assumptions 2.1-2.3 and 5.1 hold with 0 < a_2 < a_1. Then for any j ∈ S_N, there exists a stepsize Δ_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for any Δ ∈ (0, Δ_0), the numerical solution Y^{j,N}_{tk} is exponentially stable in meansquare sense, i.e., lim_{k→∞} 1 kΔ log ( E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ) ≤ −θ^∗_Δ, where θ^∗_Δ is a positive constant satisfying lim_{Δ→0} θ^∗_Δ = a_1 − a_2.

Here, the constraint on Δ_0 is given in the proof.

Proof. After squaring and taking expectation on both sides of (5.1), we obtain that E |Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 =E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + E |b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )|^2Δ^2 + E ‖σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )‖^2Δ + 2E ⟨Y^{j,N}_{tk} , b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )⟩Δ.

By Assumptions 2.3 and 5.1, it is easy to see that

E |Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 ≤E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + b_1Δ^2E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + b_2 N Δ^2 N∑ i=1 E |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 − a_1E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2Δ

+ a_2 N Δ N∑ i=1 E |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + (b_1 + b_2)Δ^2E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + (a_2 − a_1)ΔE |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2. (5.2)

For any constant λ > 1, we get that λ^{(k+1)Δ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 − λ^{kΔ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 = λ^{(k+1)Δ} ( |Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 − |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ) + ( λ^{(k+1)Δ} − λ^{kΔ} ) |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2. (5.3)

Taking (5.2) and (5.3) into consideration leads to λ^{(k+1)Δ}E |Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 − λ^{kΔ}E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤λ^{(k+1)Δ}(b_1 + b_2)Δ^2E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + λ^{(k+1)Δ}(a_2 − a_1)ΔE |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + ( λ^{(k+1)Δ} − λ^{kΔ} ) E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤λ^{(k+1)Δ} [ (b_1 + b_2)Δ^2 + (a_2 − a_1)Δ + 1 − λ^{−Δ} ] E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2, which yields λ^{kΔ}E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2−E |Y^{j,N}_0 |^2 ≤ k−1∑ l=0 λ^{(l+1)Δ} [ (b_1+b_2)Δ^2+(a_2−a_1)Δ+1−λ^{−Δ} ] E |Y^{j,N}_{tl} |^2. Define h(λ) = λ^Δ ( (b_1 + b_2)Δ^2 + (a_2 − a_1)Δ + 1 ) − 1. Denote Δ_1 =^{a1−a2}_{b1+b2} . It is obvious that for any Δ < Δ_1 ∧ 1, the assertion h(1) < 0 holds. Moreover, there exists a Δ_2 such that for any Δ < Δ_2 ∧ 1, the assertion (b_1 + b_2)Δ^2 + (a_2 − a_1)Δ + 1 > 0 holds, which means that for any λ > 1, h^′(λ) > 0 and lim_{λ→∞} h(λ) = ∞. Therefore, for any Δ ∈ (0, Δ_0) with Δ_0 = Δ_1 ∧ Δ_2 ∧ 1, there exists a unique λ^∗_Δ > 1 such that h(λ^∗_Δ) = 0, where λ^∗_Δ depends on the stepsize Δ. Letting λ = λ^∗_Δ gives that λ^∗_Δ^{kΔ}E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ E |Y^{j,N}_0 |^2.

By choosing θ^∗_Δ > 0 such that λ^∗_Δ = exp(θ^∗_Δ), we can get that E |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ exp(−kΔθ^∗_Δ)E |Y^{j,N}_0 |^2. Define h̃(λ) = h(λ) Δλ^Δ

= (b_1 + b_2)Δ + a_2 − a_1 +

(1 − λ^{−Δ}) Δ , with h̃(λ^∗_Δ) = h(λ^∗_Δ) = 0.

It is worth noting that lim_{Δ→0}^{(1−λ∗Δ−Δ)}_Δ = lim_{Δ→0} θ^∗_Δ. Thus, lim_{Δ→0} h̃(λ^∗_Δ) = lim_{Δ→0} θ^∗_Δ + a_2 − a_1 = 0.

The desired result can be proved.

Remark 2. By Theorem 5.2, we observe that the rate of stability is related to the stepsize. When the stepsize is smaller, the rate is larger. This will be presented by Figure 3 in numerical simulation.

To get the almost sure exponential stability of EM scheme, the dissipative condition about the dimension of Brownian motion is necessary. Assumption 5.3. There exist constants c_1, c_2 > 0 such that 2⟨x, b(x, μ)⟩ + m‖σ(x, μ)‖^2 ≤ −c_1|x|^2 + c_2W_2(μ)^2, for any x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), where m is the dimension of Brownian motion.

Theorem 5.4. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 5.1 and 5.3 hold with 0 < c_2 < c_1. Then there exists a stepsize Δ̄_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for any Δ ∈ (0, Δ̄_0), the numerical solution Y^{j,N}_{tk} is almost surely exponentially stable, i.e., lim_{k→∞} 1 kΔ log ( 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ) ≤ −ξ^∗_Δ, where ξ^∗_Δ is a positive constant satisfying lim_{Δ→0} ξ^∗_Δ = c_1 − c_2.

Here, we provide the constraint on Δ̄_0 in the proof.

Proof. Firstly, we transform (5.1) into

|Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 =|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + Δ ( 2⟨Y^{j,N}_{tk} , b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )⟩ + m‖σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )‖^2 |b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )|^2Δ ) + γ^j_k, where γ^j_k =‖σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )‖^2|ΔW^j_{tk} |^2 − m‖σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )‖^2Δ + 2⟨Y^{j,N}_{tk} , σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )ΔW^j_{tk} ⟩ + 2⟨b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )Δ, σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )ΔW^j_{tk} ⟩. By Assumptions 5.1 and 5.3, we obtain |Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 ≤|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + Δ ( − c_1|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + c_2 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 + b_1Δ|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2

+ b_2Δ N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ) + γ^j_k

≤|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + Δ(b_1Δ − c_1)|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 + γ^j_k. (5.4) Combining (5.3) and (5.4) gives that λ^{(k+1)Δ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk+1} |^2 − λ^{kΔ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤λ^{(k+1)Δ}(b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ)|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + λ^{(k+1)Δ}(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 + λ^{(k+1)Δ}γ^j_k + ( λ^{(k+1)Δ} − λ^{kΔ} ) |Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤λ^{(k+1)Δ} [ (1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ − λ^{−Δ})|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 + (b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 + γ^j_k ] , which implies that λ^{kΔ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 − |Y^{j,N}_0 |^2 ≤ k−1∑ l=0 λ^{(l+1)Δ} [ (1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ − λ^{−Δ})|Y^{j,N}_{tl} |^2

+ (b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tl} |^2 + γ^j_l ] .

Let us introduce the function

f(λ) = λ^Δ(1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ) − 1. (5.5)

Choose Δ̄_1 > 0 to make 1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ > 0 hold for any Δ < Δ̄_1 ∧ 1. Then, we derive that f^′(λ) > 0 and lim_{λ→∞} f(λ) = ∞ for any λ > 1. Moreover, there has Δ̄_2 such that for any Δ < Δ̄_2 ∧ 1, f(1) < 0. Therefore, for any Δ < Δ̄_1 ∧ Δ̄_2 ∧ 1, there exists a unique ϑ^∗_Δ > 1 such that f(ϑ^∗_Δ) = 0, where ϑ^∗_Δ depends on the stepsize Δ. By taking λ = ϑ^∗_Δ, we have

ϑ^∗_Δ^{kΔ}|Y^{j,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤|Y^{j,N}_0 |^2 + 1 N (b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) k−1∑ l=0 N∑ i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}|Y^{i,N}_{tl} |^2

+ k−1∑ l=0 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}γ^j_l .

(5.6)

Every particle satisfies (5.6). Summing N inequalities gives the result N∑ i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{kΔ}|Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_0 |^2 + (b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) k−1∑ l=0 N∑ i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}|Y^{i,N}_{tl} |^2

+ N∑ i=1 k−1∑ l=0 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}γ^i_l .

Let A_l = ∑_N i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{lΔ}|Y^{i,N}_{tl} |^2, B_l = ∑_N i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}γ^i_l , l ∈ {0, 1, · · · , k − 1}, and

X_k = N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_0 |^2 + ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) k−1∑ l=0 A_l + k−1∑ l=0 B_l. We construct

X_k − X_{k−1} = ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ)A_{k−1} + B_{k−1}. (5.7)

Since A_l ≤ X_l for l ∈ {0, 1, · · · , k}, (5.7) becomes into

X_k =X_{k−1} + ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ)A_{k−1} + B_{k−1} ≤ ( 1 + ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) ) X_{k−1} + B_{k−1}. (5.8)

Owing to (5.8), it can be obtained by iteration that X_k ≤ ( 1 + ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) )_{k−1} X_1 + k−1∑ l=0 ( 1 + ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ) )_{k−1−l} B_l. Thus, N∑ i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{kΔ}|Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ exp ( kΔϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) )(^N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_0 |^2 + k−1∑ l=1 B_l ) , (5.9)

which follows from an elementary inequality 1 + z ≤ e^z for z ∈ R.

Then, dividing both sides of (5.9) by N exp ( kΔϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) ) yields that

( ϑ^∗_Δ^{kΔ} exp ( kΔϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) )) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_0 |^2 + 1 N k−1∑ l=1 B_l. (5.10)

Define

Z_k = 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_0 |^2 + M_k,

where M_k =^1_N ∑_{k−1} l=1 B_l =^1_N ∑_{k−1} l=1 ∑_N i=1 ϑ^∗_Δ^{(l+1)Δ}γ^i_l .

The following will demonstrate that M_k is a martingale. For any j ∈ S_N, it is worth noting that E [ (|ΔW^j_{tk−1} |^2 − mΔ)|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] = 0, so E [ γ^j_{k−1}|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] =‖σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk−1} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk−1} )‖^2E [ (|ΔW^j_{tk−1} |^2 − mΔ)|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] + 2E [ ⟨Y^{j,N}_{tk} , σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )ΔW^j_{tk} ⟩|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] + 2E [ ⟨b(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )Δ, σ(Y^{j,N}_{tk} , μ^{Y,N}_{tk} )ΔW^j_{tk} ⟩|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] =0. Then, E [ M_k|F_{(k−1)Δ} ] =E [ M_{k−1} + 1 N N∑ i=1 γ^i_{k−1} | |F_{(k−1)Δ}]

=M_{k−1} + 1 N N∑ i=1 E [ γ^i_{k−1}|F_{(k−1)Δ} ]

=M_{k−1}.

Therefore, applying Lemma 2.2 in [26] with (5.10) gives that for any j ∈ S_N and Δ < Δ̄_1 ∧ Δ̄_2 ∧ 1, lim_{k→∞} η^∗_k 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 ≤ lim_{k→∞} Z_k < ∞ a.s. (5.11) where η^∗_k = ϑ^∗_Δ^{kΔ}/ exp ( kΔϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) ) . Choose τ^∗_Δ and ξ^∗_Δ such that ϑ^∗_Δ = exp(τ^∗_Δ) and η^∗_k = exp(kΔξ^∗_Δ), then (5.11) reads

lim_{k→∞} exp(kΔξ^∗_Δ) 1 N N∑ i=1 |Y^{i,N}_{tk} |^2 < ∞. Define f̃(λ) = b_1Δ − c_1 + (1 − λ^{−Δ}) Δ . According to f(ϑ^∗_Δ) = 0, we obviously have

f̃(ϑ^∗_Δ) = b_1Δ − c_1 + (1 − ϑ^{∗Δ−Δ}) Δ = b_1Δ − c_1 +

(1 − exp(−Δτ^∗_Δ)) Δ = 0.

Thus, lim_{Δ→0} τ^∗_Δ = c_1.

From (5.5) and the chosen τ^∗_Δ and ξ^∗_Δ, we therefore have that

ξ^∗_Δ = τ^∗_Δ − ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) = − log(1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ) Δ − b_2Δ + c_2 1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ . Define g(Δ) = log(1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ) + b_2Δ^2 + c_2Δ 1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ . Then,

g^′(Δ) =

2b_1^2Δ^3 − (b_1c_2 + c_1b_2 + 3b_1c_1)Δ^2 + (2b_1 + 2b_2 + c_1^2)Δ + c_2 − c_1 (1 + b_1Δ^2 − c_1Δ)^2 . Thus, there exists a Δ̄_3 such that g^′(Δ) < 0 for Δ ∈ (0, Δ̄_3). Let Δ̄_0 = Δ̄_1 ∧ Δ̄_2 ∧ Δ̄_3 ∧ 1. Since g(0) = 0 and g′(Δ) < 0 for Δ ∈ (0, Δ̄_0), we have g(Δ) < 0 for Δ ∈ (0, Δ̄_0), which implies ξ^∗_Δ > 0. It follows that lim_{Δ→0} ξ^∗_Δ = lim_{Δ→0} τ^∗_Δ − lim_{Δ→0} ( ϑ^∗_Δ^Δ(b_2Δ + c_2) ) = c_1 − c_2.

Then we derive the desired statement.

6. Numerical examples

In this section, three numerical examples are demonstrated to highlight the importance of the stability of the numerical scheme.

Example 6.1. Consider stochastic opinion dynamics model with a stubborn opinion in [25]: dX_t = ( f(t)[X̄_t1 − X_t] − g(t)X_t ) dt + σX_tdW_t, (6.1) with random initial data X_0 ∼ N (2, 1), where N (·, ·) is normal distribution.

Let X_t = [ X^1_t , X^2_t , · · · , X^N_t ]_T be a vector in which each component X^i_t represents the opinion held by each individual at time t. And X̄_t = (1/N) ∑_N i=1 X^i_t denotes the average opinion. Here, 1 = [1, 1, · · · , 1]^T .

The part f(t)[X̄_t1 − X_t] represents the interaction between an individual and its neighbors, and the other part −g(t)X_t means the interaction between an individual and the stubborn ones. Compared with additive noise, the diffusion term of (6.1) can take fading, frequency selectivity, interference into account.

Let f(t) = 1, g(t) =^5_2 , σ = 1, and b(x, μ) = −^7_2 x + μ, σ(x, μ) = x. Then, it is easy to see that 2⟨x, b(x, μ)⟩ + ‖σ(x, μ)‖^2 ≤ −5x^2 + W_2(μ)^2, and 2⟨x − y, b(x, μ) − b(y, ν)⟩ + ‖σ(x, μ) − σ(y, ν)‖^2 ≤ −5|x − y|^2 + W_2 (μ, ν)^2, which implies that the coefficients of (6.1) satisfy the conditions in theorems with b_1 = 7, b_2 = 2, a_1 = 5, a_2 = 1.

Therefore, on the basis of theories in the above sections, we can use EM scheme to simulate the stability of (6.1). The stability of (6.1) implies that the system’s response to the changes in its environment becomes less sensitive. By choosing Δ = 10^{−2}, which satisfies the restrictions on stepsize of the theoritical results, the simulations of interacting particle system corresponding to (6.1) are shown below.

To illustrate the mean-square stability result in Theorem 5.2, we simulate 1000 particles with 100 trajectories, and we observe that the sample average of particle average is stable in Figuer 1.

Figure 1: mean-square stability of (6.1) Figure 2: the stability with 100 trajectories

To show the almost sure stability result in Theorem 5.4, we simulate 100 trajectories, and we find out that the average of 1000 particles’ numerical solutions driven by each trajectory tends to zero in Figure 2.

To check the assertion in Remark 2, we choose three different stepsizes Δ = 0.005, 0.3, 0.4. We infer from Theorem 5.2 that the rate of mean-square stability is a_2 − a_1 = −4 as Δ → 0. By using 1000 particles and 100 trajectories, we find out that the rate of mean-square stability gradually approaches to −4 as the stepsize decreases in Figure 3, which supports Remark 2.

Figure 3: mean-square stability with three stepsizes

Example 6.2. Consider the following scalar SMVE: dX_t = ( − 7 2 X_t + E X_t ) dt + ( X_t + 1 2 E X_t ) dW_t, (6.2)

with random initial data X_0 ∼ N (2, 1), where N (·, ·) is normal distribution.

Obviously, the coefficients of (6.2) satisfy the required assumptions. By means of simulating (6.2) with stepsize Δ = 10^{−2}, we display the theoritical result that the rate of stability is independent of the number of particles, which is supported by Figure 4 and Figure 5.

From Figure 4, we can see that the three lines almost coincide, which exhibits that the rate of stability in mean-square sense simulated by 100 trajectories is not greatly affected by the number of particles. Figure 5 displays that the average of N particles’ numerical solutions driven by one trajectory tends to zero at nearly the same speed.

Figure 4: mean-square stability of (6.2) Figure 5: the stability with 1 trajectory

Inspired by [41], we will take advantage of the following example to illustrate that an unstable system can become stable after exerting control, which supports the theories of [41]. The numerical experiments in this example are simulated with 100 trajectories and 1000 particles.

Example 6.3. Consider the following scalar SMVE: dX_t = ( 2X_t + E X_t ) dt + X_tdW_t, (6.3)

with random initial data X_0 ∼ N (2, 1), where N (·, ·) is normal distribution.

We use EM scheme with the stepsize Δ = 10^{−2} to approximate the interacting particle system w.r.t. (6.3). From Figure 6 and Figure 7, we can

Figure 6: mean-square unstability of (6.3) Figure 7: the unstability with 100 trajectories

see clearly that the numerical solution blows up very quickly, either in almost sure sense or in mean-square sense.

In order to control the system and make it stable, we add feedback control terms to (6.3). Then, a new system with discrete time feedback control is introduced by: dX_t = ( 2X_t + E X_t − k_1X_{tδ} − k_2E X_{tδ} ) dt + X_tdW_t, (6.4)

with random initial data X_0 ∼ N (2, 1). And t_δ is the symbol of discrete times such as δ, 2δ, · · · , where δ is the discrete-time observation gap. Here, k_1, k_2 are constants.

We impose discrete-time control on the unstable system only at t = 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, · · · , namely δ = 0.05. To display that different values of k_1, k_2 will provide different controlled results, we perform numerical simulations with stepsize Δ = 10^{−2} for k_1 = 7, k_2 = 8 and k_1 = 12, k_2 = 10, respectively. In the case k_1 = 7, k_2 = 8, Figure 8 and Figure 9 show that the unstable system can be controlled within a bounded range after exerting control, both in almost sure sense and mean square sense. In the case k_1 = 12, k_2 = 10, it can be observed from Figure 10 and Figure 11 that the unstable system can be controlled and tends to 0 as time increasing in two senses.

Funding

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 12271368, 11871343) and China Scholarship Council (202308310272).

Figure 8: mean-square sense with k_1 = 7, k_2 = 8

Figure 9: 100 trajectories with k_1 = 7, k_2 = 8

Figure 10: mean-square stability with k_1 = 12, k_2 = 10

Figure 11: 100 trajectories with k_1 = 12, k_2 = 10

References

[1] J. Baladron, D. Fasoli, O. Faugeras, J. Touboul, Mean-field description and propagation of chaos in networks of Hodgkin-Huxley and FitzHugh- Nagumo neurons, J. Math. Neurosci. 2 (2012) 1-50.

[2] J. Bao, C. Reisinger, P. Ren, W. Stockinger, Milstein schemes and antithetic multi-level Monte-Carlo sampling for delay McKean-Vlasov equations and interacting particle systems, arXiv preprint, arXiv:2005.01165, 2020.

[3] J. Bao, C. Reisinger, P. Ren, W. Stockinger, First-order convergence of Milstein schemes for McKean-Vlasov equations and interacting particle systems, Proc. R. Soc. A 477 (2245) (2021) 20200258.

[4] J. Bao, X. Huang, Approximations of McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with irregular coefficients, J. Theoret. Probab. 35 (2) (2022) 1187-1215.

[5] M. Bossy, D. Talay, A stochastic particle method for the McKean-Vlasov and the Burgers equation, Math. Comp. 66(217) (1997) 157-192.

[6] M. Bossy, D. Talay, Convergence rate for the approximation of the limit law of weakly interacting particles: application to the Burgers equation, Ann. Appl. Probab. 6 (3) (1996) 818-861.

[7] X. Chen, G.D. Reis, A flexible split-step scheme for solving McKean- Vlasov stochastic differential equations, Appl. Math. Comput. 427 (2022) 127180.

[8] D. Crisan, E. McMurray, Smoothing properties of McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Probab. Theory Related Fields, 171 (2018) 97-148.

[9] X. Ding, H. Qiao, Stability for Stochastic McKean–Vlasov Equations with Non-Lipschitz Coefficients, SIAM J. Control Optim. 59(2) (2021) 887-905.

[10] G.D. Reis, W. Salkeld, J. Tugaut, Freidlin-Wentzell LDP in path space for McKean-Vlasov equations and the functional iterated logarithm law, Ann. Appl. Probab. 29 (3) (2019) 1487-1540.

[11] G.D. Reis, S. Engelhardt, G.Smith, Simulation of McKean–Vlasov SDEs with super-linear growth, IMA J. Numer. Anal. 42(1) 2022.

[12] W. Dreyer, M. Gaberšček, C. Guhlke, et al. Phase transition in a rechargeable lithium battery, European J. Appl. Math. 22(3) (2011) 267- 290.

[13] A. Eberle, A. Guillin, R. Zimmer, Quantitative Harris-type theorems for diffusions and McKean-Vlasov processes, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 371 (2019), 7135-7173.

[14] N. Fournier and A. Guillin, On the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distance of the empirical measure. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 162(3):707-738, 2015.

[15] Y. Geng, M. Song, Y. Lu, M. Liu, Convergence and stability of the truncated Euler-Maruyama method for stochastic differential equations with piecewise continuous arguments, Numer. Math. Theory Methods Appl. 14(1) (2021) 194-218.

[16] J. Gong, H. Qiao, The stability for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs with non-Lipschitz coefficients, arXiv preprint, arXiv:2106.12080, 2021.

[17] T.E. Govindan, N.U. Ahmed, On Yosida approximations of McKean–Vlasov type stochastic evolution equations, Stoch. Anal. Appl. 33(3) (2015) 383-398.

[18] C. Guhlke, P. Gajewski, M. Maurelli, P. K. Friz, W. Dreyer, Stochastic many-particle model for LFP electrodes, Contin. Mech. Thermodyn. 30 (2018) 593-628.

[19] P. Guo, C. Li, Almost sure exponential stability of numerical solutions for stochastic pantograph differential equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 460(1) (2018) 411-424.

[20] C. Huang, Exponential mean square stability of numerical methods for systems of stochastic differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 236(16) (2012) 4016-4026.

[21] R. Khasminskii, Stochastic Stability of Differential Equations, second, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012.

[22] C. Kumar, Neelima, C. Reisinger, W. Stockinger, Well-posedness and tamed schemes for McKean-Vlasov equations with common noise, Ann. Appl. Probab. 32 (2022) 3283-3330.

[23] H. Lamba, J. C. Mattingly, A. M. Stuart, An adaptive Euler–Maruyama scheme for SDEs: convergence and stability, IMA J. Numer. Anal. 27(3) (2007) 479-506.

[24] G. Lan, F. Xia, Q. Wang, Polynomial stability of exact solution and a numerical method for stochastic differential equations with time-dependent delay, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 346 (2019) 340-356.

[25] H. Liang, Z. Zhou, Stochastic stability of opinion dynamics with stubbornness, 2017 11th IEEE Asian Control Conference (ASCC), (2017) 2340-2345.

[26] X. Liao, X. Mao, Almost sure exponential stability of neutral stochastic differential difference equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 212(2) (1997) 554- 570.

[27] H. Liu, B. Shi, F. Wu, Tamed Euler–Maruyama approximation of McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equations with super-linear drift and Hölder diffusion coefficients, Appl. Numer. Math. 183 (2023) 56-85.

[28] X. Mao, Exponential Stability of Stochastic Differential Equations, Marcel Dekker, New York, 1994.

[29] X. Mao, Almost sure exponential stability in the numerical simulation of stochastic differential equations, SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 53(1) (2015) 370-389.

[30] D. J. Higham, X. Mao, C. Yuan, Almost sure and moment exponential stability in the numerical simulation of stochastic differential equations, SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 45(2) (2007) 592-609.

[31] H.P. McKean, A class of Markov processes associated with nonlinear parabolic equations, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 56 (6) (1966) 1907-1911.

[32] H.P. McKean, Propagation of chaos for a class of non-linear parabolic equations, Lecture Series in Differential Equations. 2 (1967) 41-57.

[33] M. Milošević, Almost sure exponential stability of solutions to highly nonlinear neutral stochastic differential equations with time-dependent delay and the Euler–Maruyama approximation, Mathematical and Computer Modelling, 57(3-4) (2013) 887-899.

[34] Neelima, S. Biswas, C. Kumar, G.D. Reis, C. Reisinger, Well-posedness and tamed Euler schemes for McKean-Vlasov equations driven by Lévy noise, arXiv preprint, arXiv: 2010.08585, 2020.

[35] A.S. Sznitman, Topics in propagation of chaos, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1991.

[36] S. Pang, F. Deng, X. Mao, Almost sure and moment exponential stability of Euler–Maruyama discretizations for hybrid stochastic differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 213(1) (2008) 127-141.

[37] Y. Song, Gradient estimates and exponential ergodicity for Mean-Field SDEs with jumps, J. Theoret. Probab. 33 (2020) 201–238.

[38] Y. Xie, C. Zhang, Compensated split-step balanced methods for nonlinear stiff SDEs with jump-diffusion and piecewise continuous arguments, Sci. China Math. 63 (2020) 2573-2594.

[39] F.Y. Wang, Distribution dependent SDEs for Landau type equations, Stochastic Process. Appl. 128 (2) (2018) 595-621.

[40] X. Wang, S. Gan, Compensated stochastic theta methods for stochastic differential equations with jumps, Appl. Numer. Math. 60(9) (2010) 877- 887.

[41] 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(5) (2022) 2884-2901.

[42] X. Zong, F. Wu, Choice of θ and mean-square exponential stability in the stochastic theta method of stochastic differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 255 (2014) 837-847.