arXiv:2405.08803v1 [math.PR] 14 May 2024

A Mimicking Theorem for processes driven by fractional Brownian motion

Kevin Hu kevin_hu@brown.edu

Kavita Ramanan kavita_ramanan@brown.edu

William Salkeld william_salkeld@brown.edu

May 15, 2024

Contents

1 Introduction 2 2 Main Results 5 3 Gaussian processes and the fundamental Martingale 13 4 Mimicking Theorems for fractional SDEs 18 5 Quantitative propagation of chaos 25 6 Dynamics of marginals of locally interaction equations 35 A Appendix 50

1 Introduction

This paper focuses on answering the question “Given a stochastic process, can we find a stochastic differential equation with a weak solution that has the same law as the law of the stochastic process?” The existence of such a stochastic differential equation is referred to as a mimicking theorem since the weak solution to the SDE mimics the properties of the stochastic process.

The first such mimicking theorem was proved in [Gyö86]: unlike subsequent and our present result, the coefficients of the mimicking SDE are functions of time and space, and the proof relies heavily on PDE techniques. More recently, [BS13] proved a mimicking theorem where the coefficients are dependent on the entire path of the solution. This paper was motivated by calibration in financial mathematics and the desire to identify an appropriately rich class of stochastic differential equations for a financial model given asset price data. As asset prices data takes the form of a path, it is natural that the resulting stochastic processes are path-dependent, and therefore non-Markovian.

As we demonstrate below, mimicking theorems have in recent years found a wide range of applications in reinforced learning [JZ23], mean-field games and control problems [LLF23a,DDJ23] and finance [BPS22]. Our interest is focused on two applications: quantitative propagation of chaos following the ideas of [Lac23, LLF23b] and separately in the derivation of marginal dynamics for locally interacting stochastic differential equations [LRW23b].

We prove a new mimicking theorem for a class of processes that are not Itô diffusions. This distinguishes our work from all previous results and demonstrates that mimicking theorems can be proved without needing to reach for semi-martingale or PDE techniques. Following on from our first paper [HRS24], we consider stochastic processes with an additive Gaussian noise. The typical example of a Gaussian noise that we consider is fractional Brownian motion, but we emphasise that our results hold for a rich class of Gaussian processes that satisfy the so-called “securely locally non-deterministic” property.

Originally motivated by the study of the locally interacting stochastic differential equations with an additive fractional Brownian motion, our desire was to prove a mimicking theorem that could be substituted into the techniques of [LRW23b] as part of the derivation of the so-called “local equation”. What we realised was that such stochastic processes were a Volterra kernel convolution away from a semi-martingale, that we could apply a mimicking theorem to. Further. there was another Volterra kernel that transformed the semi-martingale to a stochastic process that had the same distribution as our original process. Essentially, this is the technique used to prove Theorems 2.2 and 4.5.

By studying this problem in more detail, we found that this bijective transformation was only possible because the Hilbert space filtration of reproducing kernels for a fractional Brownian motion is isomorphic to the Hilbert space filtration of reproducing kernels for a Brownian motion. Further, this property also lead to powerful entropy results which were also critical to proving subsequent results in this work. We refer the interested reader to [HRS24] which includes a more thorough study of the necessary Gaussian theory to prove these results.

Quantitative propagation of chaos

Consider some collection of stochastic differential equations

dX^{i,n}_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,n} ) +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i b ( t, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) ) dt + dZ^{i,n}_t , i = 1, ..., n.

Propagation of chaos is the property that as the number of equations is taken to be large, the random empirical measure^1_N ∑_n i=1 δ_Xi,n in the drift term can be replaced in the limit by a deterministic measure μ that corresponds to the law of the resulting dynamics. This McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation dX_t = ( b_0 ( t, X ) + ⟨ μ, b ( t, X, · )⟩) dt + dZ_t μ = P ∘ ( X )_{−1}

is known as the mean-field limit and such equations are frequently used to model the dynamics of large systems of equations that interact via an empirical measure. For a more comprehensive survey of the literature, we refer the reader to [JW17].

Quantitative propagation of chaos is the discipline of establishing a rate of convergence for the empirical measure converging to the associated law of the McKean-Vlasov equation. Many results proving quantitative propagation of chaos rates find their origin in [Szn91], where synchronous coupling arguments and Lipschitz coefficients (in both spatial variables and measure variables) lead to estimates with regard the Wasserstein metric of the form

W^{(2)} [ P^{n,k}, μ^{⊗k} ] = O (_k n ) . Another popular technique is to demonstrate that the relative entropy H [ P^{n,n} | μ^{⊗n} ] is uniform for n ∈ N. From this, one can conclude that ‖ P^{n,k} − μ^{⊗k} ‖_2 TV = O (_k n ) . This work focuses on the techniques of [Lac23], which are extended in [LLF23b], to prove the sharp rates of convergence of the form H [ P^{n,k} | |μ^{⊗k}] = O ((_k n )_2) , see Theorems 2.7 and 5.5 below. Our results, which can be found in Section 5 are distinct from previous results in that we consider interacting stochastic differential equations that are driven by additive Gaussian noises rather than Brownian motion. The entropy estimates and mimicking theorem that we prove in Section 4 are central to the techniques used in the proof. We also provide examples (in the form of fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, see Example 5.9) to demonstrate that the rate of convergence we prove is sharp.

Locally interacting processes

Another distinct collection of stochastic differential equations that we consider in Section 6 are dX^u_t = b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] )) dt + dZ^u_t X^u_0 ∼ λ_0

μ^u(X[t]) =^1_κ ∑ v∈N_u δ_Xu_{[t]} u ∈ V, (V, E) ∈ G.

These processes interact with one another based on some underlying graph structure where the stochastic differential equation associated to a vertex u ∈ V has dynamics that depend only on itself and the dynamics of the neighbouring stochastic processes N_u = { v ∈ V : {u, v} ∈ E } . Such stochastic processes arise in statistical physics [Der03, RRR10], mathematical finance [NS20] and oscillator synchronisation [Med19].

As an application of the Malliavin calculus results relating to the fundamental martingale proved in [HRS24], the authors demonstrate that such stochastic processes form a 2-Markov random field on pathspace. In this paper, we go further in combination with our mimicking theorem and entropy estimates from Section 4 to describe a McKean-Vlasov equation whose law is equal to the marginal dynamics of some small neighbourhood of the graph. Building on the ideas of [LRW23b], we derive the so-called local equation (see Theorem 6.8) and extend previous results to prove a much broader weak uniqueness result for the law of the local equation (see Theorem 6.12).

Other works that consider such locally interacting equations with Brownian motion include [LRW23a, LRW21].

Summary

In Section 2, we provide an accessible summary of the results we prove in this paper. These results are specific to fractional Brownian motion, which is the canonical example of the Gaussian processes that we use as additive noise.

In Section 3, we summarise and extend results from [HRS24] to explain how a fractional Brownian motion and other Gaussian processes that are said to be “securely locally non-deterministic” can be transformed via convolution with a Volterra kernel into a Brownian motion.

In Section 4, we apply this theory of Volterra kernels to consider the fundamental semimartingale associated to a collection of stochastic processes. Next, we use this representation to prove a mimicking theorem (see Theorem 4.5), and entropy and transport estimates (see Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.7).

In Section 5, we prove quantitative propagation of chaos results for a collection of stochastic differential equations driven by additive Gaussian noises as an application of Theorem 4.5. These results adapt the techniques of [Lac23], although the technical results needed to accommodate the additive Gaussian noises (which include Proposition 4.6) are far from immediate.

Separately, in Section 6 we consider collections of locally interacting stochastic differential equations with independent additive Gaussian noises indexed by a κ-regular graph. Using Theorem 4.5, we derive a (κ + 1) × d-dimensional McKean-Vlasov equation that has the same law as the marginal dynamics of a collection of stochastic processes associated to a graph ball of radius 1. We show weak existence, and under additional assumptions weak uniqueness for this McKean-Vlasov equation. Further, these assumptions are more general than the associated results proved in [LRW23b] and rely on the establishment of a conditional Talagrand inequality (see Proposition 6.11) which involves a number of technical adjustments the the proof method of Proposition 4.7.

Notation

For X ∈ C([0, T ]; R^d ) := C^d_T , we denote x[t] ∈ C^d_t for the continuous path up to t and x_t for the evaluation of the path at time t ∈ [0, T ]. We denote the constant 0 path on the interval [0, t] by 0[t].

Measure theory

For p ≥ 1, (X , d) a metric space with Borel σ-algebra B(X ) and two probability measures μ, ν ∈ P(X ) we denote the p-Wasserstein distance by

W^{(p)}_d [ μ, ν ] = ( inf π∈Π(μ,ν) ∫ X ×X d(x, y)^pdπ(x, y) )^1_p where Π(μ, ν) is the set of all measures on ( X × X , σ ( B(X ) × B(X ) )) with marginals μ and ν. For a measure μ ∈ P(X ) and f : X → R we denote ⟨ μ, f ⟩ = ∫ X f(x)dμ(x). For two measures μ, ν ∈ P(X ) we use ν << μ to denote that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to μ. We denote the relative entropy functional by

H [ μ | |ν] = ∫ X log ( dμ dν (x) ) dμ(x) if log (_{dμ} dν ) ∈ L^1 ( X , μ; R ) , ∞ otherwise.

(1.1)

Sometimes, H [ μ | ν ] is referred to as the Kullback–Leibler divergence.

2 Main Results

The main contributions of this paper are three-fold. Firstly, we provide a Mimicking Theorem (Theorem 2.2) for stochastic differential equations driven by an additive fractional Brownian motion (see Definition 2.1 below). A similar result is also proved for a much richer class of stochastic differential equations with an additive Gaussian noise. Previous results rely heavily on semimartingale decompositions for the mimicked process, but our results are able to generalise these ideas to a much wider class of stochastic processes. Further generalisations of these results are discussed and proved in Section 4.

Secondly, as an application of this mimicking theorem we prove a sharp rate of convergence for quantitative propagation of chaos for collections of interacting equations each driven by independent fractional Brownian motions (Theorem 2.7). These results are generalised and contextualised in Section 5

Thirdly, we derive and prove weak existence and uniqueness of a conditional McKean-Vlasov equation whose law is equal to the marginal dynamics of a collection of stochastic differential equations that interact locally with one another and are driven by independent additive fractional Brownian motions (see Theorem 2.8). These results are expounded on in Section 6.

2.1 Fractional Brownian motion

The focus of this work is for stochastic differential equations driven by an additive Gaussian noise, the most intuitive of these being fractional Brownian motion:

Definition 2.1. A one dimensional fractional Brownian motion (Z_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1) is a centered Gaussian process with covariance defined for t, s ∈ [0, T ] by E [ Z_tZ_s ] = R(t, s) =^1_2 ( |t|^{2H} + |s|^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} ) . (2.1)

A d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion is a centred Gaussian process with covariance E [⟨ Z_t, Z_s ⟩] = d · R(t, s).

A fractional Brownian motion is a continuous time stochastic process that satisfies Z_0 = 0 and is the unique centred Gaussian process that is self-similar and has stationary increments: Z_{λt} ∼ |λ|^H · Z_t and Z_t − Z_s ∼ Z_{t−s}. The case H = 1/2 corresponds to that of Brownian motion, but otherwise Z is neither a Markov process nor a semimartingale. However, much like Brownian motion the process is P-almost surely α-Hölder continuous for α < H.

A fractional Brownian motion can be written as a Gaussian Volterra process

Z_t = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dW_s where K(t, s) = 0 for t < s and for s < t

K(t, s) = c_H · s^12^{−H} ∫_t s (r − s)^{H− 3}2 r^{H− 1}2 dr H >^1_2 , c_H (( t(t − s) s )_{H−}^1_2 − ( H −^1_2 ) · s^12^{−H} ∫_t s r^{H− 3}2 (r − s)^{H− 1}2 dr ) H <^1_2

(2.2)

where

c_H = ( H(2H − 1) β(2 − 2H, H −^1_2 )

) 1_2 H >^1_2 , ( 2H (1 − 2H)β(1 − 2H, H +^1_2 )

) 1_2 H <^1_2

see for example [Nua06, Chapter 5]. Through direct computation, we can verify via the Itô isometry that E [ Z_tZ_s ] = ∫_T 0 K(t, u)K(s, u)du = R(t, s).

The fundamental Martingale

The fundamental martingale is concept first introduced in [NVV99] to understand the change of measure for stochastic differential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion and was subsequently developed in [KLBR00a, KLBR00b] to study filtering problems for stochastic differential equations driven by fractional Brownian motion. We use a slightly different Volterra kernel (Equation (2.3) below) to the one stated in [NVV99] which allows us to map directly onto a Brownian motion. The Volterra kernel is somewhat more complicated, but the advantage is that we do not need to account for additional quadratic variation terms that arise in [KLBR00a, KLBR00b].

It is commonly understood that a fractional Brownian motion is not a semimartingale; indeed fractional Brownian motion often chosen as the go-to stochastic process that is not a semimartingale. However, consider the following Volterra process driven by a fractional Brownian motion Z (with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1))

W^∗_t = ∫_T 0 L(t, s)dZ_s where L(t, s) = 0 for t < s and for s < t

L(t, s) = (s(t − s) t )^1_{2 −H}

− (H −^1_2 )s^12^{−H} ∫_t s (r − s)^12^{−H} r^{H− 3}2 dr H >^1_2 ,

s^12^{−H} ∫_t s (r − s)^{−H− 1}2 r^{H− 1}2 dr H <^1_2 .

(2.3)

The Volterra kernel L : [0, T ] → ^H has the unique property that E [ W^∗_t W^∗_s ] = t ∧ s so that W^∗ is a Brownian motion. We prove that the stochastic process (W^∗_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} is a localmartingale with respect to the filtration F^Z = (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} and further the two filtrations F^Z and F^{W ∗} are equal. Therefore, while a fractional Brownian motion is not a semimartingale, it is a Volterra convolution away from a Brownian motion. We prove these results not just for fractional Brownian motion but also for a class of Gaussian processes in Section 3.

The key insight of this paper is to exploit this proximity between a semimartingale and a stochastic differential equation with an additive fractional Brownian motion driving the dynamics to prove a Mimicking Theorem.

2.2 Projection and Mimicking Theorems

Let (Ω, F, P) be a complete probability space, let Z be a fractional Brownian motion on (Ω, F, P) and let F^Z = (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration generated by Z such that F_0 contains all P-null sets. Let b : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d be some F_t-progressively measurable stochastic process and let X_0 be F_0-measurable. Consider a stochastic process of the form

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b_sds + Z_t. (2.4)

The goal is to find stochastic differential equations whose law under the probability measure P is equal to the law under P of the stochastic process defined in Equation (2.4).

Theorem 2.2. Let (Ω, F, P) be a probability space carrying a fractional Brownian motion Z with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1) and let F = (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration such that F^Z_t = σ ( Z_s : s ∈ [0, t] ) such that F^Z_0 contains all P-null sets. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; R ) and L : [0, T ] → ^H be the Volterra kernels defined in Equation (2.2) and Equation (2.3).

Let b : Ω × [0, T ] → R be progressively measurable and suppose that E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_sds ‖ ‖_{HT} ] < ∞. (2.5)

Let X be a stochastic process of the form 2.4 such that X is the canonical process of the Wiener space.

Let F^X = (F^X_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration generated by X. Then, there exists an extension (^ Ω, F̂, (F̂_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̂ ) of ( Ω, F, F^X , P ) carrying a fractional Brownian motion and a weak solution to the SDE

X̂_t = X̂_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q̃ ( s, X̂[s] ) ds + Ẑ_t.

where Q̃(t, X[t]) =E [ d dt ( ∫ t 0 L(t, s)b_sds )| | |X[t] ] (2.6)

=(^1_2 − H)t^{H− 1}2 E [ ∫_t 0 b_s · (t − s)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}s^12^{−H} ds | | |X[t] ] .

Further, the law of P̂ ∘ (X̂)^{−1} is equal to P ∘ (X)^{−1}.

In fact, we prove a similar Theorem for a much wider class of Gaussian processes in Theorem 4.5 (see Section 4.2).

Remark 2.3. Looking ahead to the definition of Q^b in Equation (3.8) which we see present in 2.6. The existence of a measurable function of the form expressed in Equation (2.6) is by no means immediate but is derived from properties of the Volterra kernel. More details on this are given in Section 3 and also [HRS24].

Entropy estimates

Another favourable property of this representation for stochastic processes driven by fractional Brownian motion is that we can calculate the relative entropy between processes explicitly:

Proposition 2.4. Let (Ω, F, P) be a Wiener space carrying a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1). For i = 1, 2, let P^i_0 ∈ P(R^d ) and let b^i : [0, T ] × Ω → R^d be progressively measurable. Suppose that there exists a weak solution P^i to the stochastic differential equations dY^i_t = b^i ( t, Y^i[t] ) dt + dZ^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ] with Y^i_0 ∼ P^i_0. (2.7)

Additionally, suppose that P^i [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_sds ‖ ‖_{HT} < ∞, ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^2_sds ‖ ‖_{HT} < ∞ ] = 1 and E^{P i} [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_s − b^2_sds ‖ ‖^2_{HT} ] < ∞. Then P^1_0 << P^2_0 implies that P^1 << P^2 and for Y [t] ∈ C^d_t , dP^1 dP^2 ( Y [t] ) = dP^1_0 dP^2_0

(Y_0) · exp ( δ ( ∫_{·∧t} 0 K(·, s)Q^{b1−b2} ( s, Y ) ds ) −^1_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 (b^1 − b^2) ( s, Y [s] ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖^2 H_t )

where δ is the Malliavin divergence.

Further, suppose that H [ P^1_0 | |P 2_0 ] < ∞. Then for every t ∈ [0, T ]

H [ P^1[t] | |P^2[t] ] = H [ P^1_0 | |P^2_0 ] + 1 2 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_s − b^2_sds ‖ ‖^2_{Ht} ] . Proposition 2.4, which we generalise in Proposition 4.6, has proved to be highly valuable for proving the relative entropy between two stochastic processes. We apply this in both Section 5 and Section 6.

Talagrand inequalities Let ( X , B(X ) ) be a measurable space, let d : X × E → R^+ be a measurable metric and let μ ∈ P(X ).

We say that μ ∈ T^1_d (X ) with constant γ if for every ν ∈ P(X )

W^{(p)}_d [ ν, μ ] ≤ √ γ · H [ ν | μ ] , for all ν ∈ P(X ). (2.8)

We denote the set of measures that satisfy Equation (2.8) by T^p_d (X ).

That Gaussian measures are T_2(X ) and the associated links to concentration of measure are now well documented [Tal96]. Let (X , H, μ) be an abstract Wiener space. Then for any measure ν ∈ P(X ), inf π∈Π(μ,ν) ∫ X ×X d_H ( x, x^′ )_2 π[dx, dx^′] ≤ 2H [ ν | |μ]. (2.9) A reliable method for establishing that a measure μ ∈ T^1_d (X ) with constant γ which was first proved in [DGW04, Theorem 2.3] involves establishing that for every δ ∈ (0,^1_{4γ} ), ∫ X ∫ X exp ( δ · d(x, y)^2 ) dμ(x)dμ(y) < ∞. (2.10) Typically, we will prove that there exists some δ > 0 such that ∫ X exp ( δ · d(x, 0)^2 ) dμ(x), which implies that Equation (2.10) holds for some appropriately large choice of γ.

Proposition 2.5. Let (Ω, F, P) be Wiener space carrying a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1).

Let P_0 ∈ T^1(R^d ), let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable and suppose that there exists M ∈ L^2 ( [0, T ]; R ) such that | |Q_b(t, X[t]) | | ≤ M_t · (1 + ‖X‖_{∞,t}) P-almost surely. (2.11)

Then there exists a unique weak solution to the SDE dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dZ_t, t ∈ [0, T ] X_0 ∼ P_0, Z ∼ γ, and for every t ∈ [0, T ] the weak solution satisfies that P [t] ∈ T^1_{∞,t} ( C^d_t ) . Again, we prove Proposition 2.5 for a more general class of additive Gaussian processes in Proposition 4.7. Working with measures that satisfy Equation (2.8) will be key to the techniques used in Sections 5 and 6. However, finding drift terms that satisfy (2.11) can be challenging:

Example 2.6. When H <^1_2 , suppose that there exists M : [0, T ] → R such that | |b ( t, X[t] )| | ≤ Mt · ( 1 + ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖_{∞,t} ) and ∫_T 0 ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}|M_s|ds|M_t|dt < ∞. (2.12) In particular, if b satisfies a uniform in time linear growth condition then Equation (2.12) follows. By adapting the techniques first detailed in [NO02], we observe that | |Q^b ( s, X )| | = | |s^{H− 12} · ∫_s 0 (s − r)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}r^12^{−H} b ( r, X ) dr | |

≤ ( s^{H− 1}2 ∫_s 0 (s − r)^{− 1}2^{−H} r^12^{−H} |M_r|dr ) · ( 1 + ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖_{∞,s} ) . Further, by direct calculation we obtain that ∫_T 0 | |s^{H− 1}_2 ∫_s 0 (s − r)^{− 1}2^{−H} r^12^{−H} |M_r|dr | |^2ds = ∫_T 0 s^{2H−1} ( ∫_s 0 (s − r)^{− 1}2^{−H} r^12^{−H} | |M_r | |dr )_2 ds ≤ ∫_T 0 ∫_r 0 (r − u)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}|M_u||M_r|dudr < ∞. As such, Equation (2.11) holds.

Now suppose that H >^1_2 . Consider a function of the form b ( s, x[s] ) := b ( s, x_s ) where b : [0, T ] × R^d → R^d and | |b(s, x) − b(t, y) | | ≤ C(|t − s|_γ + |x − y|_α) for α ∈ (1 −_{12H} , 1), γ > H −_{12} . (2.13)

Again, by adapting the techniques first detailed in [NO02] we have that | |Q_b(s, x[s]) | | =b(s, x_s)s^1_2 −H + (H −_{12} )sH−^1_2 b(s, x_s) ∫_s 0 ( s^12^{−H} − r^12^{−H} ) (s − r)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}dr

+ (H −^1_2 )s^{H− 1}2 ∫_s 0 ( b(s, x_s) − b(r, x_s) ) r^12^{−H} (s − r)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}dr

+ (H −^1_2 )s^{H− 1}2 ∫_s 0 ( b(r, x_s) − b(r, x_r) ) (s − r)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}r^12^{−H} dr.

By applying Equation (2.13), we conclude that for some ε > 0 chosen small enough | |Q_b(s, x[s]) | | ≤C_T s^1_2 −H (|x_0| + ‖x‖_{α∞} + |s|_γ + |b(0, 0)| + ‖x‖α_{H−ε}s_{α(H−ε)}).

2.3 McKean-Vlasov dynamics

Let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d and b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable. First, consider the system of n-interacting (path-dependent) equations given by dX^{i,n}_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,n}[t] ) +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i b ( t, X^{i,n}[t], X^{j,n}[t] )) dt + dZ^{i,n}_t , i = 1, ..., n. (2.14)

where (Z^i_t )_{i=1,...,n} is a family of exchangeable fractional Brownian motions. Let P^{(n)} ∈ P ( (C^d_T )^{×n} ) denote the law the entire system X^n[T ] = (X^i[T ])_{i=1,...,n} and P^{(n,k)} ∈ P ( (C^d_T )^{×k} ) be the marginal for the random variable X^{n,k}[T ] = ( X^i[T ] ) i=1,...,k of the entire system X n[T ]. The dynamics of systems of interacting equations such as Equation (2.14) are often modelled via the dynamics of the associated (path-dependent) McKean-Vlasov equation dX_t = ( b_0 ( t, X[t] ) + ⟨ μ[t], b ( t, X[t], · )⟩ ) dt + dZ_t μ[t] = P ∘ ( X[t] )_{−1} . (2.15)

Recent works studying such distributional dynamics driven additive noice include [Han22, GHM22, GHM23, Lac23].

It is now well known that under various sets of assumptions on b_0 and b, as n → ∞ the empirical distribution 1 n n∑ i=1 δ_Xi,n_{[t]}^P−→ μ[t]. (2.16) Further, (2.16) is equivalent (see [Szn91]) to the alternative limit

P^{(n,k)} → μ^{⊗k}[t]. (2.17)

Results of the form (2.16) are referred to as global chaos whereas results of the form (2.17) are referred to as local chaos. More focus has been paid to studying the global rate of convergence, but the contribution of this paper is to prove a sharp upper bound of the local rate of convergence.

Transform to the fundamental semimartingale

The dynamics of (2.14) and (2.15) can be transformed via a convolution with the Volterra kernel (2.3) into the stochastic process X^{†,i,n}_t =X^{i,n}_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dX^{i,n}_s =X^{i,n}_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X^{i,n}[s] ) ds +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i

∫_t 0 Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}[s], X^{j,n}[s] ) ds + W^{i,n}_t

and X^†_t =X_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dX_s = X_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X[s] ) ds + ∫_t 0 ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X[s], · )⟩ ds + W_t where for any progressively measurable function b : [0, T ]×C^d_T → R^d we define Q^b : [0, T ]×C^d_T → R^d by Q^b ( t, x[t] ) := (^1_2 − H)t^{H− 1}2 ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−( 1}2^{+H)}b ( s, x[s] ) s^12^{−H} ds. (2.18)

This choice of definition is motivated by the fact that ∫_t 0 Q^b ( s, x[s] ) ds = ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b ( s, x[s] ) ds where the Volterra kernel L : [0, T ] → ^H was defined in Equation (2.3).

Quantitative Propagation of chaos

By transforming to the fundamental martingale and establishing key entropy estimates, we are able to adapt the techniques of [Lac23] to conclude the following:

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that there exists a weak solution to the stochastic differential equation (2.14) whose law P^n ∈ P ( C^d_T ) is exchangeable and suppose that there exists a weak solution to the McKean- Vlasov equation (2.15) with law μ ∈ P(C^d_T ).

Further, suppose that

1. Square integrability: sup_{n∈N} ∫ (C^d_T )^{×2} ( ∫_T 0 | |Q_b(s, x[s], y[s]) − ⟨μ, Q_b(s, x[s], ·)⟩ | |^2ds ) P^{(n,2)}(dx, dy) = M < ∞. (2.19)

2. Transport inequality. Let μ be the law of the solution of (2.15). Then there exists a γ > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ C^d_T , and ν ∈ P(C^d_T ) such that Q^b_t ( x[t], · ) ∈ L^1(dν), we have | | | ⟨ ν[t] − μ[t], Q^b_t ( x[t], · )⟩| | | 2 ≤ γ · H [ ν[t] | μ[t] ] . (2.20)

3. There exists C_0 > 0 such that H [ P^{(n,k)}_0 | |μ^{⊗k}_0 ] ≤ C_0 k^2 n^2

. (2.21)

Then, there exists C_H depending on the Hurst parameter H such that for large enough n, k ∈ {1, . . . n}, we have H [ P^{(n,k)}[t] | μ^{⊗k}[t] ] ≤ 2C_H k^2 n^2

+ C exp ( − 2n(e^{−γT} − k n )^2_+ ) . (2.22)

2.4 Marginal dynamics on κ-regular trees

Dynamics of the form described in Equation (2.14) can be rewritten for every i = 1, ..., n as dX^{i,n}_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,n}[t] ) + ⟨ μ^{i,n}[t], b ( t, X^{i,n}[t], · )⟩ ) dt + dZ^{i,n}_t , μ^{i,n}[t] =^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i δ_Xj,n_{[t]}

where the (random) empirical measure μ^{i,n}[t] ∈ P_2(C^d_t ). It is only through the dependency on the dynamics on the empirical measure μ^{i,n}[t] that the random variables X^{i,n} and X^{j,n} exhibit any correlation. Of course, we expect that as the number of interacting equations is taken to be very large, the empirical measure μ^{i,n} will converge P-almost surely to the (deterministic) mean-field limit μ[t] from Equation (2.15) and each equation will decouple from all other equations. However, for fixed n ∈ N each SDE remains dependent on the dynamics of all other equations, a state that we visualise with the complete graph (where each vertex represents an SDE and each edge represents dynamic dependency). Complete graphs contain all possible edges between any two vertices.

In contrast to this, consider a collection of interacting SDEs represented by some sparse graph (V, E). Informally, sparse graphs contain only a small proportion of the total number of possible edges. For each u ∈ V , we denote N_u = {v ∈ V : (u, v) ∈ E} the neighbourhood of the vertex u.

As before, let b_0 : [0, T ]×C^d_T → R^d and b : [0, T ]×C^d_T ×C^d_T be progressively measurable functions. Now consider the system of (path-dependent) stochastic differential equations given by dX^u_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^u[t] ) + ⟨ μ^u ( X[t] ) , b ( t, X^u[t], · )⟩) dt + dZ^u_t μ^u ( X[t] ) =^1_{|Nu|} ∑ v∈N_u δ_Xu_{[t]}. u ∈ V (2.23)

For simplicity, let us turn our attention here to the case where the graph (V, E) is the κ-regular graph. When κ = 2, this corresponds to the graph with vertices indexed by the integers on the real line with edges corresponding to each integers nearest neighbours. Hence, for each integer u ∈ Z, the dynamics of the SDE X^u are dependent on the dynamics of both X^{u+1} and X^{u−1}. Such locally interacting dynamics are of increased interest in recent years due to their applications in opinion dynamics within social media, contagion modelling and the simulation of SPDEs from mathematical physics. For an incomplete list of references, we refer the reader to [LRW23b, CD09, DGL16, BNNS21].

We could approximate the solution of this countably infinite collection of interacting SDEs via a hydrodynamic limit by considering the dynamics corresponding to a finite local neighbourhood of the κ-regular graph, but to get an accurate approximation we would need to take the finite local neighbourhood to be large.

Instead, our focus is on providing a characterisation for the marginal dynamics of some small local neighbourhood of the κ-regular graph. In the case where κ = 2, we might be interested in the dynamics of the triple (X^{−1}, X^0, X^1) taking values in (C^d_T )^{×3}.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that there exists a weak solution to the (countably infinite) collection of stochastic differential equations (2.23). Let γ ( t, X^0[t], X^1[t] ) = E [ Q^b ( t, X^0[t], μ^0 ( X[t] )) | | |X^0[t], X^1[t] ]

Then there exists a unique weak solution to the stochastic differential equation

X^{−1}_t =X^{−1}_0 + ∫_t 0 b_0 ( s, X^{−1}[s] ) ds + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)γ ( s, X^{−1}[s], X^0[s] ) ds + Z^{−1}_t X^0_t =X^0_0 + ∫_t 0 b_0 ( s, X^0[s] ) ds + ∫_t 0 b ( s, X^0[s], μ^0 ( X[s] )) ds + Z^0_t X^1_t =X^1_0 + ∫_t 0 b_0 ( s, X^1[s] ) ds + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)γ ( s, X^1[s], X^0[s] ) ds + Z^1_t (2.24)

Further, the weak solution to Equation (2.24) agrees with the marginal P^{{−1,0,1}} of the weak solution to Equation (2.23).

3 Gaussian processes and the fundamental Martingale

For a useful introduction to some of the ideas of calculus of variations for Gaussian processes (also called Malliavin calculus), we refer the reader to [Nua06].

In this section, we explore how a Gaussian process can be “diagonalised” or “inverted” to a martingale. The existence of such a transformation is not necessary for any Gaussian process, but we will only consider Gaussian processes for which such a transformation exists.

We want to work with a class of Gaussian Volterra processes that can be transformed in a measurable bijecting way into a Brownian motion.

3.1 Gaussian Volterra processes

Let us start by considering a class of Gaussian processes that can be represented as a measurable transformation of a Brownian motion:

Definition 3.1. Let d ∈ N and let (Ω, F, F, P) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion.

Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel (that is K(t, s) = 0 for s > t). We say that a stochastic process is a Gaussian Volterra process if it can be expressed as

Z_t = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dW_s (3.1) where W is a Brownian motion and K is a Volterra kernel.

In particular, this means that the covariance function for a Gaussian processes of the form Equation (3.1) satisfy R(s, t) = E [⟨ Z_t, Z_s ⟩] = ∫_{t∧s} 0 ⟨ K(t, u), K(s, u) ⟩ Lin(R^d ,R^d) du. (3.2) In order to illustrate the key properties of the Gaussian processes that we consider for driving signals, we need to consider three distinct Hilbert spaces:

(i) The reproducing kernel Hilbert space is the closure of the collection of covariance functions

H_T := span { E [ ⟨Z_t, u⟩_Rd Z_· ] : t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ R^d }

with inner product ⟨ E [ ⟨Z_t, u⟩Z_· ] , E [ ⟨Z_s, v⟩Z_· ]⟩ H_T = E [ ⟨Z_t, u⟩ · ⟨Z_s, v⟩ ] . (ii) The first Wiener-Ito chaos is the closure of the collection of step functions

^H_T := span { 1_{[0,t]}(·)e_{i,i} : t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, ..., d} }

with inner product ⟨ 1_{[0,t]}e_{i,i}, 1_{[0,s]}e_{j,j} ⟩ ^H_T = E [ ⟨Z_t, e_i⟩ · ⟨Z_s, e_j ⟩ ] . (iii) The Volterra space is the closure of the collection of Volterra kernels

V_T := span { K(t, ·) : t ∈ [0, T ] } with inner product ⟨ K(t, ·), K(s, ·) ⟩ V_T = R(t, s). We have the following Hilbert space isometric isomorphisms

I : ^H_T → H_T , J : V_T → ^H_T , K : V_T → H_T ,

defined by I [ 1_{[0,t]}(·)I_d ] (s) = R(t, s), J [ K(t, ·) ] (s) = 1_{[0,t]}(s)I_d, K [ K(t, ·) ] (s) = R(t, s), and I ∘ J = K.

3.2 The fundamental martingale

The following Assumption on the Volterra kernel will be central to this work:

Assumption 3.2. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel. Suppose that there exists another Volterra kernel L : [0, T ] → ^H such that for any s, t ∈ [0, T ],

J^∗ [ L(t, ·) ] (s) = 1_{[0,t]}(s)I_d. (3.3)

As the closure of the Hilbert space

span { 1_{[0,t]} : t ∈ [0, T ] } with inner product ⟨ 1_{[0,t]}, 1_{[0,s]} ⟩ = t ∧ s is equal to L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) , we observe that Assumption 3.2 is equivalent to the Volterra space V_T being isomorphic to L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) . Proposition 3.3. Let (Ω, F, F, P) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion, let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2 and let Z be a Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.1).

Then for any t ∈ [0, T ] the reproducing kernel Hilbert space is isometrically isomorphic to

H_t = { ∫_· 0 K(·, s)h_sds : h ∈ L^2 ( [0, t]; R^d )} ⊆ C^d_{0,T} . (3.4)

We define

W^∗_t = ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dZ_s. (3.5) Then W^∗_t is an F Brownian motion. We refer to W^∗ as the fundamental Brownian motion.

For a proof of 3.3, see [HRS24].

Example 3.4. Recalling the Volterra kernel defined in Equation (2.2), we recall the result originally proved in [DÜ99] that the reproducing kernel Hilbert space for Fractional Brownian motion can be written as

H_t = { ∫_· 0 K(·, s)f_sds : f ∈ L^2 ( [0, t]; R^d )} ⊆ C^d_T where K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; R^d ) is the Volterra kernel as defined in Equation (2.2).

Secure local non-determinism

Definition 3.5. Let (I, ≤) be a totally ordered set and suppose that for every i ∈ I we have that ( H_i, +, ⟨·, ·⟩_i ) is a Hilbert space over a common field F. We say that (H_i)_{i∈I} is a filtration of Hilbert spaces if for every i ≤ j H_i ⊆ H_j and ∀f, g ∈ H_i ⟨f, g⟩_j = ⟨f, g⟩_i. Two Hilbert space filtrations (H_i)_{i∈I} and (G_i)_{i∈I} are said to be isomorphic if for every j ∈ I there exists a Hilbert space isomorphism

Ψ^j : ( H_j, ⟨·, ·⟩_j ) → ( G_j, ⟨, ·, ·⟩_j ) such that ∀i ≤ j Ψ^j | |_{Hi} = Ψ^i.

We include the following result from [HRS24] which

Theorem 3.6. Let (Z_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be a d-dimensional Gaussian process with covariance R : [0, T ]^{×2} → R. Let H_t := span { E [ ⟨Z_s, u⟩_Rd · Z_· ] : s ∈ [0, t], u ∈ R^d }

with inner product ⟨ E [ ⟨Z_s, u⟩_Rd · Z_· ] , E [ ⟨Z_r, v⟩_Rd · Z_· ]⟩ H_t = E [ ⟨Z_s, u⟩_Rd · ⟨Z_r, v⟩_Rd ] . Then the following are equivalent:

1. The Hilbert space filtration ( H_t, ⟨ ·, · ⟩ H_t ) t∈[0,T ] is isomorphic to ({ f · 1_{[0,t]} : f ∈ L^2 ( [0, T ]; R )} , ⟨ ·, · ⟩ t ) t∈[0,T ] ; (3.6)

2. There exists a Volterra kernel K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) such that

Z_t = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dW_s and K satisfies Assumption 3.2;

We say that Gaussian processes with a Hilbert space filtration of reproducing kernels that satisfies Equation (3.6) is said to be securely locally non-deterministic.

The Filtration of Gaussian processes

We should interpret Proposition 3.3 as proof of a bijection between the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of a Gaussian Volterra process (that satisfies Assumption 3.2) and the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of Brownian motion. The upshot of the existence of this bijection is that we can define another Gaussian Volterra process that has the same covariance as Brownian motion (the fundamental Brownian motion). Our next step is to show that this new process is in fact the underlying Brownian motion with which the Gaussian process is defined. To establish this, we need to consider the σ-algebra filtration generated by these two processes:

Definition 3.7. Let ( Ω, F, F, P ) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel and let Z be a Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.1). Let (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} where F^Z_t = σ ( Z_s : s ∈ [0, t] ) . Then the Volterra kernel is said to be canonical if for every t ∈ [0, T ] the σ algebra F^Z_t = F_t.

A Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.1) necessarily exists on a probability space that carries a Brownian motion. Under Assumption 3.2, there is a measurable transformation of the process Z to W^∗ which is also a Brownian motion. Here we address whether the fundamental Brownian motion is the same as the underlying Brownian motion:

Proposition 3.8. Let ( Ω, F, F, P ) be a filtered probability space carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2 and let Z be a Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.1).

Then the filtration generated by the Brownian motion F = (F^W_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} is the same as the filtration (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} generated by Z up to sets of measure 0.

Hence, every Gaussian Volterra process that satisfies Assumption 3.2 is canonical.

Proof. It should be clear that for each choice of t ∈ [0, T ] the random variable

Z_t = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dW_s is measurable with respect to F^W_t .

Therefore, we focus on proving the reverse implication.

First of all, we have that ∫_t 0 h(s)dZ_s = ∫_t 0 J^∗ [ h ] (s)dW_s.

Therefore, we have that for any two elements f, g ∈ ^H E [ ∫ T 0 f(s)dZ_s · ∫_T 0 g(s)dZ_s ] = ∫_T 0 J^∗ [ f ] (s) · J^∗ [ g ] (s)ds Thanks to Assumption 3.2, we have that a Volterra kernel L : [0, T ] → ^H that satisfies Equation (3.3) exists. Thus for each choice of t ∈ [0, T ] the random variable

W^∗_t = ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dZ_s is measurable with respect to F^Z_t .

Therefore, we have that F^{W ∗}_t ⊆ F^Z_t ⊆ F^W_t .

Now we show that the two Gaussian processes W and W^∗ are P-almost surely equal. For any t ∈ [0, T ], E [ W_t · W^∗_t ] = E [ ∫_T 0 1_{[0,t]}(u)dW_u · ∫_T 0 L(t, u)dZ_u ]

= E [ ∫_T 0 1_{[0,t]}(u)dW_u · ∫_T 0 J^∗ [ L(t, ·) ] (u)dW_u ]

= E [ ∫_T 0 1_{[0,t]}(u)dW_u · ∫_T 0 1_{[0,t]}(u)dW_u ] = ∫_T 0 1_{[0,t]}(u)du = t

so that E [| |W^∗_t − W_t|^2 ] = E [| |W^∗_t |^2 ] + E [| |W_t|^2 ] − 2E [ W^∗_t · W_t ] = 2t − 2t = 0.

Therefore F^{W ∗}_t = F^W_t and we conclude that F^Z_t = F^W_t .

Having considered Gaussian Volterra processes which have the property (Equation (3.3)), we want to consider a class of stochastic process analogous to semimartingales for which we can embed the solution of our stochastic differential equations:

Definition 3.9. Let ( Ω, F, F, P ) be a complete filtered probability space supporting a d-dimensional F-Brownian motion W . Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2.

Let b : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d be progressively measurable, suppose that t → ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds is absolutely continuous and the integral E [ ∫_T 0 | | d dt ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds | |^2dt ] < ∞. (3.7)

We define Q^b : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d by

Q^b_t := d dt ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds. (3.8)

As first proved in [HRS24], Equation (3.7) is equivalent to ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_sds ‖ ‖ H_t < ∞ (3.9) and ∫_t 0 b_sds = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q^b_sds and ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_sds ‖ ‖_{Ht} = ( ∫_t 0 | |Q^b_s | |^2ds )^1_2 . (3.10)

Proposition 3.10. Let ( Ω, F, P ) be a complete probability carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion and let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2. Let Z be the Gaussian Volterra process of the form Equation (3.1) and let F = (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration generated by Z such that F_0 contains all P-null sets.

Let b : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d and suppose that Equation (3.9) holds. Then b is progressively measurable if and only if Q^b is progressively measurable.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 3.8, we know that the filtration F^Z = (F^Z_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} is the same as the filtration F^W = (F^W_t )_{t∈[0,T ]}, so by choosing F^Z_0 = F_0 we obtain F^Z = F.

First suppose that b is progressively measurable. Then each t ∈ [0, T ], we have that the mapping [0, T ] × Ω ∋ (t, ω) → b_t(ω) is Borel([0, t]) ⊗ F_t measurable so that [0, T ] × Ω ∋ (t, ω) → ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_s(ω)ds is Borel([0, t]) ⊗ F_t -measurable.

Hence by Equation (3.8) [0, T ] × Ω ∋ (t, ω) → ∫_t 0 Q^b_s(ω)ds is Borel([0, t]) ⊗ F_t -measurable.

and we conclude that Q^b_t is Borel([0, t]) ⊗ F_t-measurable.

On the other hand suppose that Q^b_t is progressively measurable and define

b̃ : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d by b̃(ω, t) := d dt ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q^b_sds. A similar argument yields that b̃ is also progressively measurable, and we conclude from Equation (3.10) that P × Lebesgue almost everywhere that b̃(ω, s) = b(ω, s).

4 Mimicking Theorems for fractional SDEs

Following the ideas of [BS13], we prove a mimicking theorem for stochastic processes with additive securely locally non-deterministic Gaussian noises where the drift term is a stochastic process on the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

In section 4.1, we recall the results of [BS13]. In Section 4.2, we introduce the fundamendal semimartingale associated to SDEs with additive Gaussian noise and exploit this process to prove a Mimicking theorem (see Theorem 4.5). In Section 4.3, we provide an entropy estimates for stochastic differential equations driven by Gaussian processes and prove that the laws of such processes satisfy a Talagrand inequality.

4.1 Pathwise Mimicking Theorem for Martingales

Proposition 4.1. Let ( C^d_T , B(C^d_T ), F, P ) be a probability space supporting an F-Brownian motion W taking values in R^d . Let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable, let X_0 : Ω → R^d be F_0-measurable and suppose that E [ ∫ T 0 | b_s |_2 ds ] < ∞, E [| |X_0|^2 ] < ∞. (4.1)

We define the stochastic process

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b_sds + W_t. (4.2)

Let b̌ : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be the progressively measurable functions satisfying b̌(t, X[t]) = E [ b_t | |X[t] ] , P-a.s., for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].

Let F^X = ( F^X_t ) t≥0 denote the filtration generated by X.

Then there exists an extension (ˇ Ω, F̌, (F̌_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̌ ) of the probability space ( Ω, F, (F^X_t )_{t∈[0,T ]}, P ) supporting a F̌-Martingale W̌ such that the stochastic differential equations

X̌_t = ∫_t 0 b̌(t, X̌[t])ds + W̌_t (4.3) admits the weak solution ( (Ω̌, F̌, (F̌_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̌), W̌ , X ) whose law is equal to that of X_t defined in Equation (4.2).

Proof. Let C^∞_c (R^d ) denote the set of smooth functions on R with compact support. Write ∇ and ∇^2 for the gradient and Hessian operators, respectively. By Itô’s formula and Equation (4.1), for each φ ∈ C^∞_c (R) the process φ(X_t) − ∫_t 0 ( b_r · ∇φ(X_r) +^1_2 ∇^2φ(X_r) ) dr is a F-martingale. In particular, if t > s, and if Z is any bounded F_s-measurable random variable then 0 = E [ Z ( φ(X_t) − φ(X_s) − ∫_t s ( b_r · ∇φ(X_r) +^1_2 ∇^2φ(X_r) ) dr )] . Suppose that Z is measurable with respect to F^X_s ⊂ F_s. Then we may use Fubini’s theorem and the tower property of conditional expectations to obtain

0 = E [ Z ( φ(X_t) − φ(X_s) − ∫_t s ( ~b(r, X[r]) · ∇φ(X_r) +^1_2 ∇^2φ(X_r) ) dr )] . This shows that the process φ(X_t) − ∫_t 0 ( ~b(r, X[r]) · ∇φ(X_r) +^1_2 ∇^2φ(X_r) ) dr is a F^X -martingale, for every φ ∈ C^∞_c ( R^d ) . We now follow the usual construction of weak solutions from solutions to martingale problems (using the arguments in [KS91, Proposition 5.4.6 and Theorem 3.4.2]). By [KS91, Proposition 5.4.6], there exists an extended probability space (ˇ Ω, F̌, (F̌_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̌ ) such that the canonical process satisfies (4.3).

4.2 The fundamental semimartingale process

Firstly, we introduce the setting within which we will be working:

Assumption 4.2. Let ( Ω, F, F, P ) be a complete probability carrying a d-dimensional Brownian motion and let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2.

Let X_0 : Ω → R^d be an F_0-measurable random variable and let Z be the Gaussian Volterra process of the form Equation (3.1). Let b : Ω × [0, T ] → R^d be progressively measurable and suppose that for every t ∈ [0, T ] E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_sds ‖ ‖^2_{Ht} ] < ∞. Our goal is to transform a stochastic process driven by a Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.1) into a stochastic process driven by a Brownion motion is such a way that the transformed process becomes a semimartingale.

Definition 4.3. Suppose that Assumption 4.2 holds. For any stochastic process of the form

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b_sds + Z_t, (4.4)

we define

X^†_t :=X_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dX_s = X_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dZ_s =X_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^b_sds + W^∗_t . (4.5)

The key insight of this paper is that stochastic processes of the form (4.4) can be identified bijectively with processes of the form (4.5) and that the key properties for proving a Mimicking Theorem (see Theorem 4.5 below) also translate.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that Assumption 4.2 holds. Let X be a stochastic process of the form (4.4) and let X^† be defined as in Equation (4.5). Then filtration (F^X_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} is equal to the filtration (F^{X†}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} and X^† is an F-adapted semimartingale.

Proof. We have already proved in Proposition 3.8 that the filtrations F = F^Z , and ∫_t 0 Q^b_sds = ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds and W^∗_t = ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dZ_s. Hence the function t → ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_s(ω)ds is P-almost surely absolutely continuous. Further, by Proposition 3.10 and the assumption that b is progressively measurable, we conclude that the map (t, ω) → ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_s(ω)ds is càdlàg adapted process of locally bounded variation. Further, by Proposition 3.3 the process W^∗_t is a local martingale with respect to the filtration F and we conclude that X^† is an F-semimartingale.

Arguing as before, firstly we have that

X^†_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dX_s is measurable with respect to F^X_t .

Next, we define the random variable

X^∗_t := X_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dX^†_s is measurable with respect to F^{X†}_t .

Therefore we have that F^{X∗}_t ⊆ F^{X†}_t ⊆ F^X_t .

Proposition 3.3 implies that P-almost surely for every t ∈ [0, T ] ∫_t 0 b_s(ω)ds = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q^b_s(ω)ds ⇐⇒ ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q^b_s(ω)ds = ∫_t 0 b_s(ω)ds so that the stochastic process

X^∗_t =X_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q^b_sds + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dW_s = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b_sds + Z_t and for every t ∈ [0, T ] E [| |X_t − X^∗_t |^2 ] = 0.

Hence for every t ∈ [0, T ] we have that F^X_t = F^{X∗}_t and we conclude.

The following Theorem is the key result of this work and implies Theorem 2.2:

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumption 4.2 holds. Let X be a stochastic process of the form (4.4) and let F^X = (F^X_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the filtration generated by X.

Then, there exists an extension (^ Ω, F̂, F̂ , P̂ ) of ( Ω, F, (F^X_t )_{t∈[0,T ]}, P ) carrying a Gaussian process with the same covariance as Z and a weak solution to the SDE

X̂_t = X̂_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q̃ ( s, X̂[s] ) ds + Ẑ_t. (4.6)

where Q̃(t, X[t]) = E [ Q^b_t | |X[t] ] , (4.7)

and Q^b : [0, T ] × Ω → R^d is defined in (3.8).

Further, the law P̂ ∘ (X̂)^{−1} is equal to P ∘ (X)^{−1}.

Proof. Under Assumption 4.2, we define X^† as in Equation (4.5) and by Proposition 4.4 X^† is a F^X -semimartingale.

By Proposition 4.1, we can find a filtered probability space (^ Ω, F̂, (F̂_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̂ ) carrying a Brownian motion such that a weak solution to the SDE

X^†_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 E [ Q^b_s | |X_†[s]]ds + W_t (4.8)

exists and has the same distribution as the stochastic process defined in Equation (4.6).

To conclude, we again apply Proposition 4.4 to observe that the stochastic process

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dX^†_s = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)E [ Q^b_s | |X^†[s] ] ds + Z_t.

under P̂ has the same distribution as X under P.

Thanks to Proposition 4.4, we have that any measurable function of a path X^†[t] can be written as another measurable function of X[t]. Thus for clear exposition, we denote the progressively measurable function b̌ : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d defined by Q̌(t, X^†[t]) = E [ Q^b_t | |X^†[t] ]

and (in order to define (4.7)) we define the progressively measurable function Q̃ : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d by Q̃(t, X[t]) = E [ Q^b_t | |X[t] ] = Q̌ ( t, X^†[t] ) . Putting this all together, we get the stochastic differential equation (4.6). As a solution to this is equivalent to a solution to Equation (4.8), we conclude that a weak solution exists and has the same distribution as (4.4).

4.3 Entropy and transport estimates

The additive Gaussian noises in the system of interacting equation (2.14) and the associated McKean Vlasov equation (2.15) ensure that the associated laws on pathspace have many favourable properties. In this section, we illustrate the properties that will be key to sharpening the rate of convergence for propagation of chaos.

In particular, a neat obersveration is that the ideas and techniques of this section are martingale in their nature, but the results apply to stochastic processes that are not semimartingales.

Entropy estimate

First, we establish some results for the distributions of SDEs with additive Gaussian noise:

Proposition 4.6 (Entropy Estimates). Let d ∈ N and let i = 1, 2. Let (C^d_T , H_T , γ) be an abstract Wiener space carrying a Gaussian Volterra process with Volterra kernel K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) that satisfies Assumption 3.2.

Let b^i : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable and suppose that a weak solution to the SDE dY^i_t = b^i ( t, Y^i[t] ) dt + dZ^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ] with Y^i_0 ∼ P^i_0, Z^i ∼ γ (4.9)

exists and denote them by P^i[t] ∈ P(C^d_t ). Next, suppose that P^i [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_sds ‖ ‖_{HT} < ∞, ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^2_sds ‖ ‖_{HT} < ∞ ] = 1, E^{P i} [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_s − b^2_sds ‖ ‖^2_{HT} ] < ∞. (4.10)

If P^1_0 << P^2_0 , then P^1 << P^2 and for Y [t] ∈ C^d_t , dP^1 dP^2 ( Y [t] )

= dP^1_0 dP^2_0

(Y_0) · exp ( δ ( ∫_{·∧t} 0 K(·, s)Q^{b1−b2} ( s, Y ) ds ) −^1_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 (b^1 − b^2) ( s, Y [s] ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_t ) (4.11)

where δ is the Malliavin divergence.

Further, suppose that H [ P^1_0 | |P^2_0 ] < ∞. Then H [ P^1[t] | |P^2[t] ] = H [ P^1_0 | |P^2_0 ] + 1 2 E^{P 1} [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b^1_s − b^2_sds ‖ ‖^2_{Ht} ] .

In particular, Proposition 4.6 implies Proposition 2.4:

Proof. We denote by P^{†,1}, P^{†,2} ∈ P(C^d_T ) the law of the stochastic process

Y^{†,i}_t = Y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dY^i_s = Y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{bi}_s ( Y^i[s] ) ds + W^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ]. Clearly, W is a local martingale and the process ∫_t 0 Q^b_s(Y^i)ds is càdlàg, locally bounded variation

and adapted to the filtration F^Y_t . Thanks to Proposition 4.4, the filtrations F^Y and F^{Y †} are equal and both are contained in the filtration F.

Thus the dynamics Y^{†,i} are a semimartingale and can be written as a measurable function of the dynamics Y^i. Similarly,

Y^i_t = Y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)dY^{†,i}_s = Y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 b^i ( s, Y^i ) ds + Z^i_t , t ∈ [0, T ], so that the dynamics of Y^i can be written as a measurable function of the dynamics of Y^{†,i}. By the data processing inequality and the bijective nature of the measurable maps that transform P^i to P^{†,i} and back, we conclude that H [ P^{†,1}[t] | |P^{†,2}[t]] ≤ H [P^1[t] | |P^2[t]] and H [P^1[t] | |P^2[t]] ≤ H [P^{†,1}[t] | |P^{†,2}[t]] so that H [ P^{†,1}[t] | |P^{†,2}[t]] = H [P^1[t] | |P^2[t]]. (4.12)

As P^{†,i} are the laws of semimartingales and Equation (4.10) holds, we apply [Léo12, Theorem 2.3] to get that H [ P^{†,1}[t] | |P^{†,2}[t]] = H [P^1_0 | |P^2_0 ] + 1 2 E [ ∫_t 0 | |Q_b^1 (s, Y_1) − Q_b^2 (s, Y_1) | |^2ds ] . (4.13)

To conclude, we just combine Equation (4.12) with Equation (4.13) and apply Equation (3.10).

Talagrand Inqualities

Our interest in Talagrand inequalities is derived from the fact that in Theorem 2.7 we estimate the relative entropy between the interactive particle system and the associated McKean-Vlasov equation. A Talagrand inequality allows us to link this directly to the rate of convergence of the Wasserstein distance between the corresponding laws.

Proposition 4.7. Let (C^d_{0,T} , H_T , γ) be an abstract Wiener space carrying a Gaussian Volterra process

with Volterra kernel K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) that satisfies Assumption 3.2.

Suppose that either:

(A.i) The measure P_0 ∈ T^1(R^d ) and b : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d is progressively measurable and satisfies that there exists M ∈ L^1 ( [0, T ]; R ) such that | b(t, X) − b(t, Y ) | ≤ M_t · ‖ X − Y ‖ ∞,t and ∫_t 0 | b(s, 0 )| ds < ∞;

(A.ii) The measure P_0 ∈ P(R^d ) and there exists ϵ > 0 such that ∫ R^d exp ( ϵ | |x | |^2 ) P_0(dx) < ∞. (4.14)

Further, let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d is progressively measurable and satisfies that there exists M ∈

L^2 ( [0, T ]; R ) such that | | |Q^b ( t, X[t] )| | ≤ Mt ( 1 + ‖ X ‖ ∞,t ) ; (4.15)

Then there exists a unique weak solution to the SDE dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dZ_t, t ∈ [0, T ] X_0 ∼ P_0, Z ∼ γ, (4.16)

and for every t ∈ [0, T ] the weak solution satisfies that P [t] ∈ T^1_{∞,t} ( C^d_t ) . Proof. The proof of weak existence and uniqueness is established in [HRS24] and we focus our

attention on proving that a Talagrand inequality is satisfied.

Firstly, under (A.i) we remark that for the product probability space Ω × Ω̃ carrying two inde-

pendent solutions to Equation (4.16), we have that ‖ X − X̃ ‖ ∞,t ≤ | X_0 − X̃_0 | + ‖ Z − Z̃ ‖ ∞,t + ∫_t 0 M_s · ‖ X − X̃ ‖ ∞,sds Applying Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude that ‖ ‖X − X̃ ‖ ‖_{∞,t} ≤ (| |X_0 − X̃_0 | | + ‖ ‖Z − Z̃ ‖ ‖_{∞,t} ) · exp ( ∫ t 0 M_sds )

so that ‖ ‖X − X̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} ≤ 2 (| |X_0 − X̃_0 | |^2 + ‖ ‖Z − Z̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} ) · exp ( 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|ds )

Therefore, E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ ‖ ‖X − X̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )] ≤^1_2 · E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ · 4 exp ( 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|ds ) · | |X_0 − X̃_0 | |^2 )]

+^1_2 · E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ · 4 exp ( 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|ds ) · ‖ ‖Z − Z̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )]

and P_0 ∈ T^1(R^d ) and Z is Gaussian allows us to conclude.

Secondly, under (A.ii) we have that ‖ X − X̃ ‖ ∞,T ≤ | X_0 − X̃_0 | + ‖ Z − Z̃ ‖ ∞,T + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X ) − b ( s, X̃ ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{HT} so that ‖ X − X̃ ‖_2 ∞,T ≤ 3 (| |X_0 − X̃_0|^2 + ‖Z − Z̃‖^2_{∞,T} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X ) − b ( s, X̃ ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_T )

and exp ( δ · ‖ X − X̃ ‖_2 ∞,T ) ≤ exp ( 9δ · | |X_0 − X̃_0 | |^2 ) 3 + exp ( 9δ · ‖ ‖Z − Z̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} ) 3

+ exp ( 9δ · ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X) − b ( s, X̃ ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_T )

3 . Equation (4.14) implies that P_0 ∈ T^1(R^d ) and γ is Gaussian so we conclude via Fernique’s Theroem that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every δ < C, E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ · | |X_0 − X̃_0 | |^2 )] < ∞ and E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ · ‖ ‖Z − Z̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} )] < ∞. Thanks to Equation (4.15) and Equation (3.10), we have that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X ) − b ( s, X̃ ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_T = ∫_T 0 | | |Q^b ( s, X ) − Q^b ( s, X̃ )| |^2ds ≤2 ∫_T 0 |M_t|^2dt · ( 2 + ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} + ‖ ‖X̃ ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} ) . To conclude, note that ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} ≤3 (| |X_0 | |^2 + ‖ ‖Z ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} + ∫_t 0 | |Q^b(s, X) | |^2ds )

≤3 (| |X_0 | |^2 + ‖ ‖Z ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} + 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|^2 · ( 1 + ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds )

so that by Grönwall’s inequality ‖ X ‖_2 ∞,t ≤ 3 (| |X_0|^2 + ‖Z‖^2_{∞,t} + 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|^2ds ) exp ( 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|^2ds ) . Therefore, for an appropriately small choice of δ we conclude that E [ exp ( δ · ‖ ‖X ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )] < ∞ and we conclude that for δ small enough E [ exp ( δ · ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X ) − b ( s, X̃ ) ds ‖ ‖^2 H_T )] < ∞. Hence, for δ small enough E × Ẽ [ exp ( δ · ‖ X − X̃ ‖_2 ∞,T )] < ∞ and we conclude that P ∈ T^1_∞(C^d_T ).

5 Quantitative propagation of chaos

We now prove quantitative propagation of chaos results for collections of interacting stochastic processes with additive Gaussian noises. In Section 5.1, we highlight the previous techniques used to prove quantitative propagation of chaos for systems of interacting stochastic processes in [Lac23]. In Section 5.2, we establish some necessary results and prove Theorem 5.5. Finally, in Section 5.3 we provide an example to show that the rate of convergence we establish is optimal.

5.1 Strategy for interacting equations

Let us now turn our attention to a collection of n (path dependent) SDEs with addititive independent Brownian motions that are coupled together via a dependency on the empirical measure dX^{i,n}_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,n}[t] ) +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i b ( t, X^{i,n}[t], X^{j,n}[t] )) dt + dW^{i,n}_t , i = 1, ..., n. (5.1)

On the other hand, the associated dynamics of the McKean-Vlasov SDE that describes the limiting marginal dynamics as n → ∞ is given by dX_t = ( b_0 ( t, X[t] ) + ⟨ μ[t], b ( t, X[t], · )⟩ ) dt + dW_t μ[t] = P ∘ ( X[t] )_{−1} (5.2)

Definition 5.1. Let n ∈ N and let b : [0, T ] × (C^d_T )^{×n} → (R^d )^{×n} be progressively measurable. We say that the stochastic differential equation dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dW_t is well-posed if for every (t_0, z) ∈ [0, T ) × (C^d_T )^{×n}, there exists a unique in law solution to the stochastic differential equation dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dW_t, t ∈ (t_0, T ] and X_t = z_t t ∈ [0, t_0].

The main result of [Lac23] establishes an optimal rate of convergence for Equation (2.16):

Theorem 5.2 ([Lac23, Theorem 2.2]). Suppose that there exists a weak solution to (5.1) which we denote by P^{(n)} ∈ P ( (C^d_T )^{×n} ) and additionally suppose that P^{(n)} is exchangeable. Suppose that there exists a weak solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation (5.2) with law μ ∈ P ( C^d_T ) . Further, suppose that

1. Suppose that for every k ∈ N and (t_0, z) ∈ [0, T ] × (C^d_T )^{×k}, there exists a unique in law weak solution to the stochastic differential equation dX^k_t = b^{⊗k} ( t, X^k[t] ) dt + dW^k_t t ∈ (t_0, T ] and X^k_t = z_t for t ∈ [0, t_0]

where X^k[t] = ( X^{i,k}[t] ) i=1,...,k b^{⊗k} ( t, X^k[t] ) = k⨂ i=1 ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,k}[t] ) + ⟨ μ[t], b ( t, X^{i,k}[t], · )⟩ ) .

2. Square Integrability:

M := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ∫ C^d_T ×C^d_T | | |b(t, x, y) − ⟨ μ, b(t, x, ·) ⟩| |^2P^{(2)}(dx, dy) < ∞ (5.3)

3. There exists γ > 0 such that for any t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ C^d_T , ν ∈ P(C^d_T ) such that b(t, x[t], ·) ∈ L^1(ν), | | ⟨ μ − ν, b ( t, x[t], · )⟩| |^2 ≤ γ · H [ ν|μ], (5.4)

4. There exists C_0 > 0 such that H [ P^{(n,k)}_0 | μ^{⊗k}_0 ] ≤ C_0 k^2 n^2

. (5.5)

Then for any n ≥ 6 exp(γT ) and k ∈ {1, ..., n}, we have that H [ P^{(n,k)}[T ] | |μ^{⊗k}[T ]] ≤ 2C k^2 n^2

+ C exp ( − 2n(e^{−γT − kn} )^2_+ ) (5.6)

where C := 8 ( C_0 + (1 + γ)MT ) exp ( 6γT )

5.2 Quantitative propagation of chaos

We now return our attention to the main result of this paper, a quantitative propagation of chaos result for collections of interacting stochastic differential equations of the form dX^{i,n}_t = ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,n}[t] ) +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i b ( t, X^{i,n}[t], X^{j,n}[t] ) ) dt + dZ^{i,n}_t , i = 1, ..., n. (5.7)

where (Z^{i,n}) are exchangeable Gaussian processes each of the form (3.1). As in the Brownian setting, we expect the limiting marginal dynamics as n → ∞ to converge to the McKean-Vlasov SDE dX_t = ( b_0 ( t, X[t] ) + ⟨ μ[t], b ( t, X[t], · )⟩) dt + dZ_t μ[t] = P ∘ ( X[t] )_{−1} . (5.8)

We are proving a slightly more general result that Theorem 2.7 where the driving Gaussian signal was taken to be a fractional Brownian motion.

Following on from Definition 5.1, we need a specific notion for well-posedness of our solution in order to prove uniform propagation of chaos:

Definition 5.3. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2 and let Z be Gaussian process of the form (3.1).

Let n ∈ N and let b : [0, T ] × C^n_T → R^n be progressively measurable. We say that the stochastic differential equation dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dW_t is well-posed if for every (t_0, z) ∈ [0, T ) × C^n_T , there exists a unique in law solution to the stochastic differential equation dX_t = b ( t, X[t] ) dt + dW_t, t ∈ (t_0, T ] and X_t = z_t t ∈ [0, t_0].

Our goal is to establish a rate of convergence following the techniques pioneered in [Lac23].

Assumption 5.4. Suppose that there exists a unique weak solution to Equation (5.7) whose law P^{(n)} ∈ P ( (C^d_T )^{×n} ) is exchangeable, and suppose that there exists a weak solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation (5.8) with law μ ∈ P(C^d_T ).

Further, suppose

1. The Volterra kernel K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) satisfies Assumption 3.2 and the collection of Gaussian Volterra processes (Z^i)_{i=1,...,n} defined as in Equation (3.1) are exchangeable.

2. For every k ∈ N, there exists a well defined solution (in the sense of Definition 5.3) to the stochastic differential equation dX^k_t = b^{⊗k} ( t, X^k[t] ) dt + dZ^k_t where X^k_t = (X^{i,k}_t )_{i=1,..,k}, Z^k_t = (Z^{i,k}_t )_{i=1,...,k} and b^{⊗k} ( t, X^k[t] ) = k⨂ i=1 ( b_0 ( t, X^{i,k}[t] ) + ⟨ μ[t], b ( t, X^{i,k}[t], · )⟩ ) .

3. Square integrability: sup_{n∈N} ∫ (C^d_T )^{×2} ( ∫_T 0 | |Q^b ( s, x, y ) − ⟨ μ, Q^b ( s, x, · )⟩| |^2ds ) P^{(n,2)}(dx, dy) = M < ∞. (5.9)

4. Transport inequality. Let μ be the law of the solution of (2.15). Then there exists a γ > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ C^d_T , and ν ∈ P(C^d_T ) such that Q^b_t ( x, · ) ∈ L^1(dν), we have | | | ⟨ ν[t] − μ[t], Q^b ( t, x, · )⟩ | | | 2 ≤ γ · H [ ν[t] | μ[t] ] . (5.10)

5. There exists C_0 > 0 such that H [ P^{(n,k)}_0 | μ^{⊗k}_0 ] ≤ C_0 k^2 n^2

. (5.11)

We implement our Mimicking Theorem (see Theorem 4.5) and Entropy estimates (see Proposition 4.6) to prove a quantitative propagation of chaos result:

Theorem 5.5. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel, and let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d and b : [0, T ]×C^d_T ×C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable. Suppose that Assumption 5.4 is satisfied.

Then, there exists M̄ depending on γ, M, and C_0 such that for large enough n ∈ N and any k ∈ {1, . . . n}, we have H [ P^{(n,k)}[t] | |μ^{⊗k}[t]] ≤ M̄ ( k^2 n^2

+ exp ( − 2n(e^{−γT} − k n )^2_+ )) . (5.12)

By convolving the dynamics of Equation (5.7) and Equation (5.8) with the Volterra kernel L : [0, T ] → ^H (derived from Assumption 3.2), we obtain for i = 1, ..., n the dynamics

(X^†_t )^{i,n} = X^i_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s) · ( b_0 ( s, X^{i,n} ) +^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} )) ds + ∫_t 0 L(t, s)dZ^{i,n}_s

= X^i_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X^{i,n} ) ds + ∫_t 0 1 n−1 n∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) ds + W^{i,n}_t (5.13)

where Q^{b0} and Q^b are defined as in Equation (3.8).

Further,

X^†_t =X_0 + ∫_t 0 L(t, s) · ( b_0 ( s, X ) + ⟨ μ[s], b ( s, X, · )⟩ ) ds + W_t

=X_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X ) ds + ∫_t 0 ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X, · )⟩ ds + W_t. (5.14)

We want to establish a global estimate for the Kullback-Lieber diverence between the measures P^{(n,k)} and μ^{⊗k}. In order to compress notation, we denote

H^{(n)}_t := H [ P^{(n,n)}[t] | |μ^{⊗n}[t]] and H^{(n,k)}_t := H [P^{(n,k)}[t] | |μ^{⊗k}[t]]. (5.15) Proposition 5.6. Under Assumption 5.4 the relative entropy between the law of the n-interacting system of equations (5.7) and the n-tensor of the law of the McKean-Vlasov equation (5.8) satisfies the global estimate

H^{(n)}_T ≤ H^{(n)}_0 + nM 2 (5.16)

where M is the constant from (5.9).

Proof. By applying Proposition 4.6 followed by using the exchangeability of the system, we get

H^{(n)}_T = H^{(n)}_0 + 1 2 E [_n∑ i=1 ∫_T 0 | | |^1_{n−1} n∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) − ⟨ μ, Q^b(s, X^{i,n}, ·) ⟩| |^2ds ]

= H^{(n)}_0 + n 2 E [ ∫_T 0 | |_{1n−1}^n∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{j,n} ) − ⟨ μ, Q^b(s, X^{1,n}, ·) ⟩| |^2ds ]

≤ H^{(n)}_0 + n 2 ∫_T 0 E [| |Q_b(s, X_{1,n}, X_{n,n}) − ⟨μ, Q_b(s, X_{1,n}, ·)⟩ | |^2 ] ds. Finally, apply (5.9) to conclude with Equation (5.16).

Volterra transformations of measure dependent functions

This first Lemma allows us to change the order of integration between between convolution with the Volterra kernel and integration by some measure on pathspace:

Lemma 5.7. Let μ ∈ P_2(C^d_T ). Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies 3.2, let H_T be the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert space and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be a progressively measurable process such that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_sds ‖ ‖ ‖_{HT} < ∞ μ-almost surely.

Then for every t ∈ (0, T ], we have Q^{⟨μ,b⟩}(t, X) = d dt ∫_t 0 L(t, s)⟨μ, b(s, ·)⟩ds = ⟨ μ, d dt ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b(s, ·)ds ⟩ . Proof. By Assumption 3.2, we have L(t, ·) ∈ ^H and is therefore continuous Therefore, we have ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds ∈ L^1(Ω × [0, T ]; dμ × dt), and L(t, s)b_s ∈ L^1(Ω × [0, T ]; dμ × ds). Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, T ); R^d ) be a smooth compactly supported function vanishing at 0 and t. Then, by (3.7) and the Fubini-Tonelli theorem, we have ∫_T 0 ⟨ μ, Q^b_t ⟩ · ϕ_tdt = ⟨ μ, ∫_T 0 Q^b_t · ϕ_tdt ⟩ = ⟨ μ, ∫_T 0 d dt ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds ) · ϕ_tdt ⟩ . Integrating by parts, we have ⟨ μ, ∫_T 0 d dt ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds ) · ϕ_tdt ⟩ = − ⟨ μ, ∫_T 0 ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds ) · ϕ^′_tdt ⟩ . By the assumptions we have − ⟨ μ, ∫_T 0 ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)b_sds ) · ϕ^′_tdt ⟩ = − ∫_T 0 ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)⟨μ, b_s⟩ds ) · ϕ^′_tdt. Integrating by parts again we have − ∫_T 0 ( ∫_t 0 L(t, s)⟨μ, b_s⟩ds ) · ϕ^′_tdt = ∫_T 0 Q^{⟨μ,b⟩}_t ϕ_tdt, and the claim follows.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Thanks to Theorem 4.5 applied to Equation (5.13), we can find an extended probability space ( Ω̂, F̂, (F̂_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, P̂) of (Ω, F, F, P) carrying a family of Gaussian processes (W^{i,n})_{i=1,...,k} such that X^{†,(n,k)}_t = (X^{†,i,n}_t )_{i=1,...,k}

(X^†_t )^{i,n} =X^{i,n}_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X^{i,n} ) ds + ∫_t 0 1 n−1 k∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) ds

+ ∫_t 0 1 n−1 n∑ j=k+1 E [ Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} )| | |X^{(n,k)} ] ds + W^{i,n}_t , i = 1, ..., k.

Notice that for j = k + 1, ..., n E [ Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} )| |X^{(n,k)}[s] ] = ⟨ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(n,k)}[s] , Q b ( s, X^i, · )⟩

so that for i ≤ k, X^{†,i,n}_t =X^i_0 + ∫_t 0 Q^{b0} ( s, X^{i,n} ) ds + ∫_t 0 1 n−1 k∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b_s ( X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) ds

+^{n−k}_{n−1} ∫_t 0 ⟨ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(n,k)}[s] , Q b ( s, X^{i,n}, · )⟩ ds + W^{i,n}_t .

By applying Proposition 4.6 we get that, H^{(n,k)}_t =H [ P^{(n,k)}_0 | |μ^{(n,k)}_0 ]

+ 1 2 k∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 E [| | |^1_{n−1} k∑ j=1 j≠i Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, X^{j,n} ) −^{k−1}_{n−1} · ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{i,n}, · )⟩| |^2 ] ds (5.17)

+ 1 2 k∑ i=1 ∫_t 0 (_{n−k} n−1 )_2 · E [| | | ⟨ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(n,k)}[s] − μ[s], Q b( s, X^{i,n}, · )⟩ | |^2 ] ds. (5.18)

Firstly, by the exchangeability of the collection of random variables (X^{j,n}[t])_{j=1,...,k} and the square integrability condition (5.9),

(5.17) =^{k(k−1)2}

2(n−1)^2 · ∫_t 0 E [| | |Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{n,n} ) − ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ | |^2 ] ds ≤^{k(k−1)2} (n−1)^2 · T M. (5.19)

On the other hand,

(5.18) =^{k(n−k)2}

2(n−1)^2 · ∫_t 0 E [| | | ⟨ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(n,k)}[s] − μ[s], Q b( s, X^{1,k}, · )⟩ | | | 2] ds. Apply the transport inequality (5.10), we get E [| | | ⟨ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(k,n)}[s] − μ[s], Q b( s, X^{1,k}, · )⟩ | |^2 ] ≤ γ · E [ H [ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(k,n)}[s] | |μ[s]] ]

Applying the chain rule for relative entropy E [ H [ P^{(n,k+1|k)} X^{(n,k)}[s] | μ[s] ]] = H [ P^{(n,k+1)} s | |μ[s] ] − H [ P^{(n,k)}_s | |μ[s] ] yields that H^{(n,k)}_t ≤ H [ P^{(n,k)}_0 | | |μ^{(k)}_0 ] +^{k(k−1)2} (n−1)^2 · T M + kγ ∫_t 0 ( H^{(n,k+1)} s − H^{(n,k)}_s ) ds. (5.20)

We apply Gronwall’s inequality to (5.20) to get H^{(n,k)}_t ≤ e^{−γkt} · H^{(n,k)}_0 + ∫_t 0 e^{−γk·(t−s)} · (_{k(k−1)2} (n−1)^2 T M + (γk) · H (n,k+1) s ) ds. (5.21)

Iterate (5.21) (n − k) times to obtain H^{(n,k)}_T ≤ n−1∑ l=k [ B^l_k(T )H^{(n,l)}_0 +^{(l−1)2T M} γ(n−1)^2 · A l k(T ) ] + A^{n−1}_k (T )H^{n,n}_T , (5.22)

where (following [Lac23, Eq (4.19)]) we define

A^l_k(t_k) := (^l∏ j=k (γj) ) · ∫_{tk} 0 ∫_{tk−1} 0 ... ∫_{tl} 0 exp ( − l∑ j=k γ_j (t_j − t_{j+1}) ) dt_{l+1}...dt_{k+2}dt_{k+1}

B^l_k(t_k) := (^{l−1}∏ j=k (γj) ) · ∫_{tk} 0 ∫_{tk+1} 0 ... ∫_{tl−1} 0 exp ( − γlt_l − l−1∑ j=k γj ( t_j − t_{j+1} ) ) dt_l...dt_{k+2}dt_{k+1} (5.23) for t_k > 0 and n ≥ l ≥ k ≥ 1, with B^k (t) := e^{−γkt}. By Lemma A.1, we can estimate A^l_k and B^l_k to get the inequality H^{(n,k)}_T ≤ e^{3γT} n^2 · ( 2C_0k^2 + 5MT k^3 ) + ( C_0 + MnT ) · exp ( − 2n ( e^{−γT} −^k_n )_2 + ) . (5.24)

This is O(k^3/n^2), so we improved the estimate by exploiting exchangeability. Notice that we can find a constant Ĉ such that

H^{(n,3)}_T ≤ Ĉ n^2

. (5.25)

Next, we can improve the estimate (5.19) by expanding the square. By exchangeability,

(5.17) =^{k(k−1)}_{(n−1)2} · ∫_t 0 E [| | | k∑ j=2 Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{j,n} ) − ⟨ μ, Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ | | | 2] ds

=^{k(k−1)(k−2)} (n−1)^2 E [ ∫_t 0 ( Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{2,n} ) − ⟨ μ, Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ )

· ( Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{3,n} ) − ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ ) ds ] + MT k(k − 1) (n − 1)^2 .

Using the transport inequality from Equation (5.10), we get that for any t ∈ [0, T ] E [( Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{2,n} ) − ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ ) · ( Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{3,n} ) − ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ )] ,

=E [( Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, X^{2,n} ) − ⟨ μ[s], Q^b ( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ ) · (⟨ P^{(n,3|2)} (X^{1,n} ,X^{2,n})[s] − μ[s], Q b( s, X^{1,n}[s], · )⟩ )] ,

≤M^{12} · E [| | | ⟨ P^{(n,3|2)} (X^{1,n} ,X^{2,n})[s] − μ[s], Q b( s, X^{1,n}, · )⟩ | | |^2 ] 1_2

≤M^{12} · γ^{12} · E [ H [ P^{(n,3|2)} (X^{1,n} ,X^{2,n})[s] | |μ[s]] ] 1_2

≤ M^{12} · γ^{12} · ( H^{(n,3)}_s − H^{(n,2)}_s

) 1_2 ≤ √ MγĈ n , where the last inequality is due to (5.25). Therefore, for some constant M^∗ ∈ (0, ∞),

(5.17) ≤ MT k(k − 1) (n − 1)^2 + √ MγĈ k(k − 1)(k − 2) n(n − 1)^2 ≤ M_∗ · k^2 n^2 . Thus we improve the original differential inequality (5.20) to

H^{(n,k)}_t ≤ H^{(n,k)}_0 + k^2 n^2

M_∗ + k ∫_t 0 ( H^{(n,k+1)} s − H^{(n,k)}_s ) ds. (5.26)

Just as before, we apply Grönwall’s inequality to get H^{(n,k)}_t ≤ e^{−γkt}H^{(n,k)}_0 + ∫_t 0 e^{−γk(t−s)} ( k^2 n^2 M_∗ + γkH^{(n,k+1)} s ) ds. (5.27)

Iterating (5.27) (n − k)-times yields H^{(n,k)}_T ≤ n−1∑ l=k [ B^l_k(T )

C_0l^2 n^2 + M_∗ l γn^2 A^l_k(T ) ] + A^{(n−1)}_k (T )H^{(n,n)}_T (5.28)

Applying our global entropy estimate (5.16) and Lemma A.1, we find a constant M̄ ∈ (0, ∞) such that H^{(n,k)}_T ≤ M̄ ( k^2 n^2

+ exp ( − 2n ( e^{−γT} − k n )_2 + ) .

Remark 5.8. We emphasise that Theorem 2.7 holds as a Corollary of Theorem 5.5 since it was proved in [HRS24] that a fractional Brownian motion is a Gaussian Volterra process that satisfies Assumption 3.2.

5.3 Examples In this final section, we include some examples to demonstrate the power of Theorem 5.5.

Lower bounds on rate of convergence

Next, we compute the explicit rate of convergence for a couple of examples to illustrate these results:

Example 5.9 (Fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process). Let H >^1_2 . For each n ∈ N, let (Z^i)_{i=1,...,n} be a collection of n-independent fractional Brownian motions, each with Hurst parameter H. Fix a, b ∈ R such that −a ≠ b. Consider the system of n interacting equations dX^{i,n}_t = − ( aX^{i,n}_t +^b_n n∑ j=1 X^{j,n}_t ) dt + dZ^{i,n}_t , X^{i,n}_0 = 0 i = 1, ..., n. (5.29) Notice that we have modified the equation slightly from (5.7). The difference is negligible and clarifies the exposition. Equation (5.29) describes the dynamics of a fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process whose solution can be expressed in vector form X^n = (X^{i,n})_{i=1,...,n} and Z^n = (Z^{i,n})_{i=1,...,n}

dX^n_t = −A_n · X^n_t dt + dZ^n_t .

where A_n = aI_n +^b_n J_n.

Let P^{(n,k)} ∈ P ( (C^d_T )^{×k} ) denote the law of the collection of stochastic processes X^{(n,k)} = (X^{i,n})_{i=1,...,k} where each X^{i,n} is determined by Equation (5.29) and μ denote the law of the McKean-Vlasov limit. The goal of this example is to show that for any t ∈ (0, T ]

lim inf n→∞ n^2 k^2

W^{(2)} [ P^{(n,k)}_t , μ^{⊗k}_t ]_2 > 0. The SDE (5.29) has explicit solution

X^n_t = ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−s)An} dZ^n_s .

It is well known (see for example [CKM03]), that the covariance of P^{(n,k)}_t is given by

Σ^n_t := E[X^n_t ⊗ X^n_t ] = C_H ∫_t 0 ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−u)An} e^{−(t−v)An} |u − v|^{2H−2}dudv. By the change of variable u → t − u and v → t − v, we have

Σ^n_t = C_H ∫_t 0 ∫_t 0 e^{−An(u+v)}|u − v|^{2H−2}dudv. The matrix exponential of the Toeplitz matrix A_n is e^{rAn} = e^{ra} ( I_n +^1_n ( e^{rb} − 1 ) J_n ) . Define the functions

ξ(t) = C_H ∫_t 0 ∫_t 0 e^{−a(u+v)}|u − v|^{2H−2}dudv, η(t) = C_H ∫_t 0 ∫_t 0 e^{−(a+b)(u+v)}|u − v|^{2H−2}. We can then express the covariance Σ^n_t as

Σ^n_t = ξ(t)I_n + 1 n (η(t) − ξ(t))J_n. Using classical propagation of chaos, we see that the covariance of μ^{⊗k}_t is given by Σ̄_t = ξ(t)I_k. To compute the Wasserstein distance, we use (3.2) of [Lac23] to see

n^2 k^2

W^{(2)} [ P^{(n,k)}_t , μ^{⊗k}_t ]_2 = n^2 k^2 [( ξ(t) + k n ( η(t) − ξ(t) ) 1_2

− ξ(t)^{12}

]_2

= n^2 k^2 ξ(t) [( 1 + k n η(t) − ξ(t)) ξ(t) ) 1_2 − 1 ]_2 .

For any t > 0, we have c_{a,b}(t) :=^{η(t)−ξ(t)}_{ξ(t)} ≠ 0 since −a ≠ b. Therefore,

n^2 k^2

W^{(2)} [ P^{(n,k)}_t , μ^{⊗k}_t ]_2 = n^2 k^2 ξ(t) [( 1 + k n c_{a,b}(t) ) 1_2 − 1 ]_2 = ξ(t)c_{a,b}(t)^2 [( 1 +^k_n c_{a,b}(t)

) 1_2 − 1 ]_2 (_k n c_{a,b}(t) )_2 .

As noticed in [Lac23],^{[(1+x)} 1 2 −1]^2 x^2 → 1 4 as x → 0. Since ξ(t)c_{a,b}(t)^2 > 0, we conclude

lim_{n→∞} n^2 k^2

W^{(2)} [ P^{(n,k)}_t , μ^{⊗k}_t ]_2 = ξ(t)c_{a,b}(t)^2 4 > 0.

6 Dynamics of marginals of locally interaction equations

Next, we turn our attention away from mean-field dynamics and instead focus on collections of locally interacting equations.

Let V be a set and let E ⊂ { {u, v} : u, v ∈ V } . Then we say that (V, E) is a graph. For any u ∈ V , let N_u := { v ∈ V : {u, v} ∈ E } . A graph is referred to as a tree if any two vertices are connected by exactly one path. A tree (V, E) paired with a vertex ø ∈ V is said to be a rooted tree. A tree (V, E) is said to be κ-regular if every vertex has exactly κ-neighbours. Given the κ-regular rooted forest (V, E, ø) and vertex u ∈ V , we denote π[u] ∈ V to be the parent vertex of u while C_u is the children of u. Hence, whenever u ∈ V \{ø}, we have that N_u = C_u ∪ {π[u]}.

Let (V, E) be a tree and let (M, d) be a metric space. For some L : V → M, we say that (V, E, L) is a marked graph with marks taking values in the metric space (M, d). Let G_∗(M) be the collection of all rooted trees with marks taking values in a metric space (M, d). We endow G_∗(M) with the topology of local convergence. When (M, d) is a Polish space, we conclude that G_∗(M) is also a Polish space.

For any rooted tree (V, E, ø), we denote G^{(V,E)}_∗ (M) to be the collection of all marked rooted trees (Ṽ , Ẽ, ø̃, L̃) such that the rooted tree (Ṽ , Ẽ, ø̃) is isomorphic to (V, E, ø).

Let (V, E, ø) be a κ-regular rooted tree and consider the system of locally interacting SDEs of the form dX^u_t = b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] )) dt + dZ^u_t X^u_0 ∼ λ_0

μ^u(X[t]) =^1_κ ∑ v∈N_u δ_Xu_{[t]} u ∈ V (6.1)

where the collection (Z^u)_{u∈V} are independent and identically distributed Gaussian Volterra processes.

Our goal (which is achieved in Theorem 6.8 below) is to find a (distribution dependent) stochastic differential equation which has the same probability distribution as the collection of stochastic processes (X^u[t])_{u∈B1 (}ø_) where B_1(ø) = {ø} ∪ Nø is ball of radius 1 centred at the root ø. We refer to this equation as the local equation. The local equation is itself a conditional McKean-Vlasov equation. Further, under stronger assumptions we are also able to show that there is a unique weak solution to the local equation with Theorem 6.12.

First, we need to extend the concept of progressive measurability to more general filtered spaces:

Definition 6.1. Let f : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d be a function. We say that f is progressively measurable if for every t ∈ [0, T ], the map [0, t] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) ∋ (s, X, μ) → f ( s, X, μ ) is B([0, t]) ⊗ B(C^d_t ) ⊗ B ( P_2(C^d_t ) ) -measurable.

Next, we introduce some assumptions under which we start proving weak existence and uniqueness:

Assumption 6.2. Let (V, E, ø) be a rooted tree and let M ∈ L^2 ( [0, T ]; R ) . Suppose that:

1. K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) is a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2;

2. b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d is progressively measurable (in the sense of Definition 6.1) and suppose for every (X, μ) ∈ C^d_T × P_1(C^d_T ) that | |Q^b ( t, X[t], μ[t] )| | ≤ Mt · ( 1 + ‖X^u‖_{∞,t} + W^{(1)}_{∞,t} [ μ[t], δ_{0[t]} ]) < ∞;

Theorem 6.3. Let κ ≥ 2 and let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree. Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d .

Suppose that Assumption 6.2 is satisfied. Then there exists a unique ( (Ω, F, P), ( V, E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) such that

(Ω, F, P) is a probability space and ω → ( V, E, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} ) ∈ G^{(V,E)}_∗ ( R^d × C^d_{0,T} × C^d_T ) and 1. For every finite U ⊆ V , the collection of random variables (X^u_0 )_{u∈U} are independent and identically distributed with distribution λ_0. Similarly, for every finite U ⊆ V , the collection of Gaussian Volterra processes (Z^u)_{u∈U} as defined as in Equation (3.1) are independent;

2. The expectation sup_{u∈V} E [‖ ‖X^u ‖ ‖^2_∞ ] < ∞; 3. The random variable ω → ( V, E, ø, ( ∫ T 0 | |b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] ))| |dt ) u∈V ) ∈ G^{(V,E)}_∗ (R^d ) P-almost surely;

4. The random variables ( V, E, ø, (X^u_· )_{u∈V} ) and ( V, E, ø, ( X^u_0 + ∫_· 0 b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u(X[t]) ) dt + Z_· ) u∈V ) are P-almost surely equal.

We say that ( (Ω, F, P), ( V, E, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) is a weak solution to Equation (6.1);

For a proof of Theorem 6.3, we refer the reader to [HRS24].

6.1 Symmetry condition

The first step to describing the marginal distributions for some local subsets of collection of locally interacting SDEs marking a κ-regular tree is understanding how the random marks associated to different vertices are correlated to one another and what their probability distributions are.

Locally interacting processes as Markov Random Fields

Theorem 6.4. Let κ ≥ 2 and let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree.

Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d .

Suppose that Assumption 6.2 is satisfied. Let ( V, E, ø, (X^u)_{u∈V} ) be the unique in law solution to the stochastic differential equation (6.1).

Then for any t ∈ [0, T ], the collection of random variables ( V, E, ø, (X^v [t])_{v∈V} ) which take their value of G^{(V,E)}_∗ (C^d_t ) is a 2-MRF.

A proof of the 2-Markov Random Field property for a general class of locally interacting processes can be found in [HRS24]

Symmetry of the conditional law

The first thing to note is that the law of any weak solution to Equation (6.1) satisfies a certain symmetry property derived from the inherent symmetry of the κ-regular graph.

Proposition 6.5. Let κ ≥ 2 and let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree and let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø).

Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d .

Suppose that Assumption 6.2 is satisfied and let ( (Ω, F, P), (V, E, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )

be the unique weak solution to Equation (6.1).

Let t ∈ [0, T ]. Then for every u ∈ V the conditional law of the collection of random variables ( X^v [t] ) v∈B_1(u) conditioned on ( X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] ) is independent of the choice of u.

More specifically, for every t ∈ [0, T ] there exists a measurable map

Λ_t : C^d_t × C^d_t → P_2 ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_t ) )

such that for every Borel set A ∈ B ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_t ) ) we have that

Λ_t ( X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] )[ A ] = P [( X^v[t] ) v∈B_1 (u) ∈ A | |X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] ] P-almost surely.

Proposition 6.5 is a generalisation of [LRW23b, Proposition 3.17] which proves a similar result for Galton-Watson random graphs marked with SDEs driven by Brownian motion. We prove this result for completeness:

Proof. For (V, E, ø), let ϕ : V → V be a graph isomorphism ((u, v) ∈ E if and only if (ϕ[u], ϕ[v]) ∈ E) that satisfies ϕ[ø] = u. Then

(Ṽ , Ẽ, ø̃) := ({ ϕ[u] : u ∈ V } , { {ϕ[u], ϕ[v]} : {u, v} ∈ E } , u ) ∈ G_∗ is equivalent to the κ-regular tree and the system of locally interacting equations

dX̃^ũ_t = b ( t, X̃^ũ[t], μ^ũ (~ X[t] )) dt + dZ̃^ũ X̃^ũ_0 ∼ λ_0 μ^ũ (~ X[t] ) =^1_κ ∑ ṽ∈N_ũ δ_Xũ_{[t]} ũ ∈ Ṽ

satisfies Assumption 6.2 and has a weak solution ( (Ω̃, F̃, P̃), (~ V , Ẽ, ø̃, (X̃^ũ_0 , Z̃^ũ, X̃^ũ)_{ũ∈Ṽ} )) defined by

(Ω̃, F̃, P̃) = (Ω, F, P) and ∀u ∈ V, X̃^{ϕ[u]}_0 = X^u_0 , Z̃^{ϕ[u]} = Z^u, X̃^ũ = X^u.

By Theorem 6.3, this weak solution is unique and we conclude that for every A ∈ B ( G^{B1(}ø^)

∗ (C^d_T ) )

P [ (X^v )_{v∈B1(}ø_) ∈ A ] = P̃ [ (X̃^ṽ )_{ṽ∈B1(~}ø_) ∈ A ] = P [ (X^v )_{v∈B1 (u)} ∈ A ] . (6.2)

Next, let u ∈ V and t ∈ [0, T ]. We define the measurable function Λ^u_t : C^d_t × C^d_t → P_2 ( G^{B1(u)} ∗ (C^d_t ) ) by Λ^u_t ( X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] )[ A ] = P [( X^v[t] ) v∈B_1(u) ∈ A | |X_u[t], X_{π[u]}[t]] Under the isomorphism ϕ, there exists v^′ ∈ B_1(ø) such that ϕ[v^′] = π[u]. Let g : C^d_T × C^d_T → R and h : G^{B1(}ø^)_∗ (C^d_T ) → R be bounded and measurable functions. Then by Equation (6.2) E [ g ( X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] ) · ⟨ Λ^u_t ( X^u, X^{π[u]} ) , h ⟩]

=E [ g ( X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t] ) · E [ h ( (X^v [t])_{v∈v∈B1 (u)} )| |X^u[t], Xø[t] ]]

=E [ g ( X^u, X^{π[u]} ) · h ( (X^v )_{v∈B1 (u)} )] = E [ g ( Xø, X^{v′} ) · h ( (X^v )_{v∈B1 (}ø_) )]

=E [ g ( Xø[t], X^{v′} [t] ) · E [ h ( (X^v[t])_{v∈B1 (}ø_) )| |Xø[t], X^v [t] ]]

=E [ g ( Xø[t], X^{v′} [t] ) · ⟨ Λø_t ( Xø, X^{v′} ) , h ⟩] . Further, by a similar argument that concludes Equation (6.2), the measures P ∘ ( X^u, X^{π[u]} )_{−1} = P ∘ ( Xø, X^{v′} )_{−1} ∈ P_2 ( C^d_T × C^d_T )

so we conclude that outside of a P ∘ (X^u[t], X^{π[u]}[t])^{−1}-null set the two measures C^d_t × C^d_t ∋ ( x[t], y[t] ) → Λø_t (x, y) = Λ^u_t (x, y) ∈ P_2 ( G^{B1(}ø^)

∗ (C^d_t ) )

for every t ∈ [0, T ].

6.2 Derivation of the marginal

Before we introduce and derive the local equation for the (finite) neighbourhood B_1(ø), consider the following functional:

Definition 6.6. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted graph, let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø) and let u ∈ Nø. Let L ∈ G^{(V,E)}_∗ (C^d_T ) and let x, y ∈ C^d_T .

Given some function f : G^{(V ,E)}_∗ (C^d_T ) → R^d such that | |f(V , E, (X_v )_{v∈V} ) | | ≤ C ∑ v∈V ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} ,

we denote

Γ[f] : P_2 ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ) → R^d Γ[f](L) = ∫ G^{(V,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) f ( V, E, (X^v )_{v∈V} ) dL ( (X^v)_{v∈V} )

Lemma 6.7. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted graph, let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø) and let u ∈ Nø.

Let B : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d be progressively measurable and let L ∈ G^{(V ,E)}_∗ (C^d_T ). Suppose that for every t ∈ [0, T ] ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) | |B(t, Xø[t],_{1κ} ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[t]} )| |dL (( X^v ) v∈V ) < ∞.

We define f : [0, T ] × G^{(V ,E)}_∗ (C^d_T ) → R^d by f ( t, ( V , E, ø, (X^v )_{v∈V} )) = B ( t, Xø[t],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[t]} ) (6.3)

Next, given u ∈ Nø and (x, y) ∈ (C^d_T )^{×2}, we define

γ^u : [0, T ] × C^d_T × C^d_T → R^d by γ^u ( t, x, y ) := Γ [ f(t, ·) ][ L [ · | (Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ]] . Then the function γ^u : [0, T ] × C^d_T × C^d_T → R^d is progressively measurable.

Proof. Courtesy of the disintegration theorem, see [DM88], we know that there is a measurable mapping (C^d_T )^{×2} ∋ ( x, y ) → L [ · | (Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ] ∈ P_2 ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ) Next, for every choice of g, the operation Γ[g] is measurable mapping. Finally, note that the function f as defined in Equation (6.3) is progressively measurable and the composition of a measurable function and a progressively measurable function is measurable.

Next, let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d be progressively measurable and consider the conditional McKean-Vlasov dynamics

Xø_t = Xø_0 + ∫_t 0 b ( s, Xø[s],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[s]} ) ds + Zø_t

u ∈ Nø, X^u_t = X^u_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Γ [ Q^b(s, ·) ][ μ_{Xu,X}ø ] ds + Z^u_t μ_{x,y} = P [ · | |(Xø, X_u) = (x, y)] ∘ (V , E, ø, (X_u)_{u∈V} )^{−1} (6.4)

This first result (which relies on the Mimicking Theorem) implies the existence result for Theorem 2.8:

Theorem 6.8. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted graph and let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø). Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2 ( C^d_T ) → R^d .

Suppose that Assumption 6.2 is satisfied. Then there exists ( (Ω, F, P), ( V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) such that

(Ω, F, P) is a probability space and ω → ( V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} ) ∈ G^{(V ,E)}_∗ (R^d × C^d_{0,T} × C^d_T ), and 1. The collection of random variables (X^v_0 )_{v∈V} are independent and identically distributed each with distribution λ_0. Similarly, the collection of Gaussian Volterra processes (Z^u)_{u∈V} as defined in Equation (3.1) are independent;

2. The expectation sup u∈V E [‖ ‖X^u‖^2_{∞,T} ] < ∞; 3. The random variable ω → ∫_T 0 | |Q_b(t, Xø[t],_{1κ} ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[t]} )| |^2dt < ∞ P-almost surely;

4. For every u ∈ Nø, we define μ^u_{x,y} := P [ · | |(Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ] ∘ ( V, E, ø, (X^v )_{v∈V} )_{−1} ∈ P ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ) , γ^u ( t, x, y ) := Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ^u_{x,y} ] . For every u ∈ Nø, the random variable ω → ∫_T 0 | |γ^u ( t, X^u[t], Xø[t] )| |^2dt < ∞ P-almost surely;

5. The random variable

Xø_· = Xø_0 + ∫_· 0 b ( t, Xø[t],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[t]} ) dt + Zø_·

and for every u ∈ Nø the random variable

X^u_· = X^u_0 + ∫_· 0 K(·, t)γ^u ( t, X^u[t], Xø[t] ) dt + Z^u_· ;

We say that ( (Ω, F, P), ( V , E, ø, (X^u_u , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) is a weak solution to Equation (6.4)

Secondly, let ( (Ω, F, P), ( V, E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) be a weak solution to Equation (6.8). Then ( (Ω, F, P), ( V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} ))

is a weak solution to Equation (6.4).

Remark 6.9. We emphasise here that we could generalise the assumptions on the rooted tree (V, E, ø) to those of [LRW23b] where the graph structure can be random. We choose not to do this as it simplifies the prerequisite material for this paper. Including this would have allowed for collections of interacting processes indexed by a Galton-Watson tree which corresponds to the case when the spacial environment within which the processes interact is random. These arise naturally in applications since the Galton- Watson tree is the appropriate scaling limit of many configuration models which are commonly used models in random graph theory.

Proof of Theorem 6.8. Firstly, let ( (Ω, F, P), ( X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} ) be a weak solution to Equation (6.1) and consider the distribution of the sub-collection of random variables (X^u)_{u∈V}

Xø_t =Xø_0 + ∫_t 0 b ( s, Xø[s], μø ( X[t] )) ds + Zø_t u ∈ Nø, X^u_t =X^u_0 + ∫_t 0 b ( s, X^u[s], μ^u ( X[t] )) ds + Z^u_t (6.5)

Due to the fact that for each u ∈ Nø, the dynamics of X^u are dependent on N_u (which is not contained in the set B_1(ø)), this is not a stochastic differential equation but only a stochastic process.

For each u ∈ Nø, let us denote Q̃_u : [0, T ] × G^{(V ,E)}_∗ (C^d_T ) → R^d to be the progressively measurable functions Q̃_u ( t, ( X^u[t] ) u∈V ) = E [ Q^b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] )) | | | ( X^u[t] ) u∈V ] . We apply Theorem 4.5 to conclude that there exists an extension (^ Ω, F̂, F̂ , P̂ ) of ( Ω, F, F^{(V ,E,}ø^), P ) (where F^{(V ,E,}ø^) = ( F^{(Xu)u∈V} t ) t∈[0,T ] is the filtration generated by ( V , E, ø, (X^u)_{u∈V} ) ) carrying a Gaussian process with the same covariance as the collection of Gaussian processes (Z^u)_{u∈V} such that a weak solution to the stochastic differential equation

Xø_t =Xø_0 + ∫_t 0 b ( s, Xø[s], μø ( X[t] )) ds + Zø_t u ∈ Nø, X^u_t =X^u_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q̃_u ( s, ( X^u[t] ) u∈V ) ds + Z^u_t (6.6)

exists and is equal in distribution to the law of the stochastic process described in Equation (6.5). We remark that the drift term for Xø has not been changed because E [ Q^b ( t, Xø[t], μø ( X[t] )) | |(X^u[t])_{u∈V} ] = Q^b ( t, Xø[t], μø ( X[t] )) . Next, we remark that thanks to Theorem 6.4 the conditional law L (( X^v[t] ) v∈B_2 (ø) | |(X_u[t])_{u∈V} ) = ∏ u∈V δ_Xu_{[t]} × ∏ u∈Nø L (( X^v[t] ) v∈C_u | |X_u[t], Xø[t]).

Therefore, for every u ∈ Nø we can write Q̃_u ( t, ( X^u[t] ) u∈V ) = E [ Q^b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] )) | | |X^u[t], X ø[t] ]

= ∫ G^{B1(u)} ∗ (C^d_T ) Q^b ( t, X^u[t],^1_κ δ_Xø_{[t]} +^1_κ ∑ v∈C_u δ_{x[t]} ) dL ( (X^v )_{v∈B1 (u)} | |X^u, Xø )( (x^v )_{v∈B1 (u)} ) . (6.7)

Next, thanks to Proposition 6.5, we can conclude that for (x, y) ∈ C^d_T × C^d_T , the condition law L ( (X^v)_{v∈B1 (u)} | |(X^u, Xø) = (x, y) ) = L (( X^v ) v∈V | |(Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ) . Therefore, we can rewrite Equation (6.7) as Q̃_u ( t, ( X^v[t] ) v∈V ) =Γ̃_u ( t, X^u[t], Xø[t] )

where

Γ̃_u ( t, x, y ) =Ê [ Q^b ( t, X̂ø[t],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_{X̂v [t]} )| | | (^ Xø[t], X̂^u[t] ) = ( x[t], y[t] )]

= ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_t ) Q^b ( t, zø[t],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_zv_{[t]} ) dL ( (X^v)_{v∈V} | |(Xø, X^u) = (x, y) )( (z^v)_{v∈V} )

=Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ_{x,y} ] . Therefore, we conclude from Theorem 6.3 that we can take the subgraph associated to the unit ball B_1(ø) of any weak solution to Equation 6.1 and obtain that for Lebesgue almost every t ∈ [0, T ], the random variables ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Γ [ Q^b(s, ·) ][ P̂[ · |(X̂ø, X̂^u) = (X̂^u, X̂ø)] ∘ ((X̂^v )_{v∈V} ) ] ds = ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Q̃_u ( t, (^ X^v[t] ) v∈V ) ds are P̂-almost surely equal.

As such we conclude that ( (Ω, F, P), ( V , E, ø, (X^v_0 , Z^v, X^v )_{v∈V} )) is a weak solution to (6.4). As, by Theorem 6.3, a weak solution to Equation 6.1 necessarily exists, we conclude that a weak solution to Equation (6.4) must also necessarily exist.

6.3 Uniqueness in law of the local equation

We have shown that the local equation (a singular McKean-Vlasov equation) has a weak solution with the same law as the law of some local marginal of a system of locally interacting equations.

Further, as the system of locally interacting equations has a unique weak solution, the question arises: “does the associated local equation have a weak unique solution”. In the original work [LRW23b] this was only proved when the drift term was uniformly bounded (which limits the applicability). Here, we develop the ideas of this proof to prove uniqueness in law of the local equation. To do this, we need to verify a transport inequality (which serves a similar purpose to the transport inequality in [Lac23]) which follows from establishing a Talagrand inequality.

Let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d and b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_2(C^d_T ) → R^d be progressively measurable and let

(V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree. Consider the system of locally interacting equations indexed by (V, E, ø) dX^u_t = b_0 ( t, X^u[t] ) + b ( t, X^u[t], μ^u ( X[t] )) dt + dZ^u_t μ^u ( X[t] ) = 1 |N_u| ∑ v∈N_u δ_Xv_{[t]} u ∈ V. (6.8)

Notice that the dependency on the local interactions now takes the very specific form. As we shall

see below, this will be necessary for the entropy techniques that we use.

Following on from Theorem 6.8, the associated local equation for the unit ball of the dynamics

(6.8) should take the form

Xø_t = Xø_0 + ∫_t 0 b_0 ( s, Xø[s] ) + b ( s, Xø[s], ∑ v∈Nø δ_Xv_{[s]} ) ds + Zø_t

u ∈ Nø, X^u_t = X^u_0 + ∫_t 0 b_0 ( s, X^u[s] ) ds + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)Γ [ Q^b(s, ·) ][ μ_{Xu,X}ø ] ds + Z^u_t μ_{x,y} = P [ · | (Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ] ∘ ( V , E, ø, (X^u)_{u∈V} )_{−1} (6.9)

Given that we consider processes of the form described in Equation (6.8) (rather than Equation

(6.1)), we need a new set of assumptions to work with:

Assumption 6.10. Let κ ≥ 2. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree and let M ∈ L^2 ( [0, T ]; R ) . Suppose that

1. Let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.2;

2. Let λ_0 ∈ P(R^d ) and suppose that there exists δ > 0 such that ∫ R^d exp ( δ · |x|^2 ) λ_0(dx) < ∞;

3. Let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d be progressively measurable and for every X ∈ C^d_T , ∀t ∈ [0, T ], | |Q_{b0} (t, X[t])ds | | ≤ M_t · (1 + ‖X‖_{∞,t}) < ∞;

4. Let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × P_1(C^d_T ) → R^d be progressively measurable and for every X ∈ C^d_T and (μ, ν) ∈ P(C^d_T ), | |Q^b ( t, X[t], μ[t] )| | ≤ Mt · ( 1 + ‖X‖_{∞,t} + W^{(1)}_{∞,t} [ μ, δ_0 ]) and | |Q^b ( t, X[t], μ[t] ) − Q^b ( t, X[t], ν[t] )| | ≤ Mt · W^{(1)}_{∞,t} [ μ, ν ] ; (6.10)

Talagrand inequalities for locally interacting processes

We address whether the solution law to Equation (6.8) and (6.9) are contained in T^1_d (C^d_T ):

Proposition 6.11. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted graph and let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø).

Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) , let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × C^d_T → R^d . Suppose that Assumption 6.10 is satisfied.

Then for any u ∈ Nø and any (x, y) ∈ C^d_T × C^d_T , μ_{x,y} := P [ · | |(Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ] ∘ ( (X^v )_{v∈V} )_{−1} ∈ T^1_∞ ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ) . (6.11)

Proof. We follow the same techniques as those of Proposition 4.7. For u ∈ Nø and for every (x, y) ∈ C^d_T × C^d_T , we denote μ^u_{x,y} := P [ · | |(Xø, X^u) = (x, y) ] ∘ ( (X^v )_{v∈V} )_{−1} and Lø^{,u} := P ∘ ( Xø, X^u )_{−1} . Our goal is to verify that the measure μ_{x,y} satisfies Equation (2.10), that is there exists δ > 0 such that ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) exp ( δ · ∑ v∈V ‖ Z^v ‖_2 ∞,T ) dμ^u_{x,y} ( (Z^v)_{v∈V} ) < ∞ Lø^{,u}-almost surely.

First, we start by remarking that thanks to Assumption 6.10 we have that ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} ≤4 ( ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) | |X^v_0 | |^2 + ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t}

+ ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b_0 ( s, X^v[s] ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_t + ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 b ( s, X^v[s], μ^v ( X[s]) ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H_t )

≤4 ( ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) | |X^v_0 | |^2 + ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} + 2(κ + 1) ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2ds

+ ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 · ( ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖X^v‖^2_{∞,s} + ∑ v∈B_1 (ø)

(_1 κ ∑ w∈N_v ‖ ‖X^w‖^2_{∞,s} )) ds ) .

Therefore, for a choice of δ > 0 we have that exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )

≤ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) | |Xv_0 | |^2 )

5 + exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖Zv ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )

5 + exp ( δ · 20 · ∫_t 0 | M_s |_2 ds )

5 + exp ( 20 · ∫_t 0 | M_s |_2 · δ · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ X^v‖^2_{∞,s}ds )

5 + exp ( 20 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 ·^1_κ ∑_{v∈B1 (}ø_) ( δ · ∑ w∈B_1(v) ‖ ‖X^w‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds )

5 .

By defining

t^′ = inf { t > 0 : sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ∫_{s+t} s 20 · |M_s|^2ds = 1 } , we apply Jensen’s inequality to obtain that for any t ∈ [0, t^′] exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ X^v ‖_2 ∞,t )

≤ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) | |X^v_0 | |^2 )

5 + exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )

5 + exp ( δ · 20 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2ds )

5 + 4 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 · exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖X^v‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds

+ 4 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 ·^1_κ ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) exp ( δ · ∑ w∈B_1(v) ‖ ‖X^w‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds.

Choosing δ small enough, we take expectations followed by supremum over V to conclude that sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )]

≤ sup_{u∈V}^1_5 E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(u) | |X^v_0 | |^2 )] + sup_{u∈V}^1_5 E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t′} )]

+^1_5 exp ( δ · 20 · ∫_t′ 0 | |M_s | |^2ds )

+ 8 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 · sup u∈V E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ ‖X^v ‖^2_{∞,s} )] ds.

Applying Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude that for t ∈ [0, t^′] and δ small enough sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} )]

≤^1_5 ( sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(u) | |X^v_0 | |^2 )] + sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t′} )]

+ exp ( δ · 20 · ∫_t′ 0 | |M_s | |^2ds ) ) · exp ( 8 · ∫_t 0 | |M_s | |^2 ) < ∞. Now, suppose that for some t ∈ [0, T ] and δ > 0 that sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ X^v ‖_2 ∞,t )] < ∞ and consider the random variable ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t+t′} . Arguing as before, we conclude that exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ X^v ‖_2 ∞,t+t^′ )

≤ 1 5 exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1(ø) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t} ) + 1 5 exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ ‖Z^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,T} )

+ 1 5 exp ( δ · 20 · ∫_{t+t}′ t | |M_s | |^2ds )

+ 4 · ∫_{t+t}′ t | M_s |_2 · exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ X^v‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds

+ 4 · ∫_{t+t}′ t | M_s |_2 ·^1_κ ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) exp ( δ · ∑ w∈B_1(v) ‖ X^w‖^2_{∞,s} ) ds. Taking expectations and a supremum over V , sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ ‖X^v ‖ ‖^2_{∞,t+t′} )]

≤ 1 5 ( sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ X^v ‖_2 ∞,t )] + sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · 20 · ∑ v∈B_1 (ø) ‖ Z^v ‖_2 ∞,T )] + exp ( δ ))

+ 8 · ∫_{t+t}′ t | M_s |_2 · sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ X^v‖^2_{∞,s} )] ds so that applying Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude that for δ chosen small enough, sup_{u∈V} E [ exp ( δ · ∑ v∈B_1 (u) ‖ X^v ‖_2 ∞,t+t^′ )] < ∞. As such, we conclude that there exists δ > 0 such that ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) exp ( δ · ∑ v∈V ‖ Z ‖_2 ∞,T ) dμ^u_{x,y} ( (Z^v)_{v∈V} ) < ∞ Lø^{,u}-almost surely,

and we conclude.

Uniqueness of the local equation

This next theorem implies the uniqueness result from Theorem 2.8:

Theorem 6.12. Let (V, E, ø) be the κ-regular rooted tree, let (V , E, ø) be the B_1(ø)-subgraph of (V, E, ø). Let λ_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ), let K : [0, T ] → L^2 ( [0, T ]; Lin(R^d , R^d ) ) , let b_0 : [0, T ] × C^d_T → R^d and let b : [0, T ] × C^d_T × C^d_T → R^d .

Suppose that Assumption 6.10 is satisfied. Then there exists a unique weak solution ( (Ω, F, P), ( V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^u)_{u∈V} )) to Equation (6.9).

Remark 6.13. We emphasise that while we prove these results for a class of locally interacting processes driven by additive Gaussian Volterra processes (motivated by the choice of fractional Brownian motion), these results are new even when the additive Gaussian process is taken to be Brownian motion and a generalisation of the results found in [LRW23b].

Proof. Let us start by supposing that there exist two weak solutions to Equation (6.9) ( Ω_1, F_1, P_1, V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^{u,1})_{u∈V} ) and ( Ω_2, F_2, P_2, V , E, ø, (X^u_0 , Z^u, X^{u,2})_{u∈V} ) and denote L^X_1 [t] =P_1 ∘ ( V , E, ø, (X^{u,1}[t])_{u∈V} )_{−1} , L^X_2 [t] =P_2 ∘ ( V , E, ø, (X^{u,2}[t])_{u∈V} )_{−1} ∈ P_2 ( G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ) .

Therefore, for every v ∈ Nø we also denote the measurable mapping

C^d_T × C^d_T ∋ (x, y) → μ^1_{x,y} :=P_1 [ · | (Xø^{,1}, X^{u,1}) = (x, y) ] ∘ (( V , E, ø, (X^{v,1})_{v∈V} ))−1 μ^2_{x,y} :=P_2 [ · | (Xø^{,2}, X^{u,2}) = (x, y) ] ∘ (( V , E, ø, (X^{v,2})_{v∈V} ))−1 ∈ P_2(C^d_T )

and γ_1(t, x, y) = Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ^1_{x,y} ] and γ_2(t, x, y) = Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ^2_{x,y} ] . Next, we apply Proposition 4.6 to conclude that for any u ∈ Nø, H [ L^X_1 [t] | |L_{X2} [t]] =1 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 ∑ v∈Nø | |γ_1(s, X_v[s], Xø[s]) − γ_2(s, X_v [s], Xø[s]) | |^2ds ]

= κ 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 | |γ1 ( s, X^u[s], Xø[s] ) − γ_2 ( s, X^u[s], Xø[s] )| |^2ds ]

= κ 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 | |Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ^1_{Xu,X}ø ] − Γ [ Q^b(t, ·) ][ μ^2_{Xu,X}ø ]| |^2ds ]

= κ 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 | | | ⟨ μ^1_{Xu,X}ø − μ^2_{Xu,X}ø, Q^b ( s, Xø[s],^1_κ ∑ v∈Nø δ_· )⟩| | | 2 ds ]

Using that for any choice of (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × C^d_T we have that the function Q^b ( t, x[t], ∑ v∈Nø δ_· ) : (C^d_T )^{×κ} → R^d is Lipschitz since by Equation (6.10) | | |Q^b ( t, x[t],^1_{|N} ø^| ∑ v∈Nø δ_yv_{[t]} ) − Q^b ( t, x[t],^1_{|N} ø^| ∑ v∈Nø δ_zv_{[t]} )| | | ≤ M^t ·^1κ ∑ v∈Nø ‖ ‖y^v − z^v ‖ ‖_{∞,t}.

Therefore, by the Kantorovich dual representation for the Wasserstein distance, the progressive measurability of Q^b and Proposition 6.11, we get that κ 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 | | ⟨ μ^1_Xø_{,Xu} − μ^2_Xø_{,Xu} , Q^b ( s, Xø[s],^1_κ ∑ u∈Nø δ_· )⟩| |^2ds ]

≤ 1 2 E^{P1} [ ∫_t 0 |M_s|^2 · W^{(1)}_{∞,s} [ μ^1_Xø_{,Xu} [s], μ^2_Xø_{,Xu} [s]

]_2 ds ]

≤ 1 2 ∫_t 0 |M_s|^2(γ^′)^2 · E^{P1} [ H [ μ^1_Xø_{,Xu} [s] | |μ_2 Xø_{,X}u [s] ]] ds. Finally, we denote Lø^{,u}_1 = P_1 ∘ ( Xø^{,1}, X^{u,1} )_{−1} Lø^{,u}_2 = P_2 ∘ ( Xø^{,2}, X^{u,2} )_{−1} } ∈ P_2(C^d_T × C^d_T ).

By the chain rule of relative entropy, we get E^{P1} [ H [ μ^1_Xø_{,Xu} [s] | | |μ^2_Xø_{,Xu} [s] ]]

= ∫ (C^d_T )^{×2} ( ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) log ( dμ^1_{x,y} dμ^2_{x,y} ( (z)_{v∈V} )) dμ^1_{x,y} ( (z)_{v∈V} ) ) dLø^{,u}_1 (x, y)

= ∫ G^{(V ,E)} ∗ (C^d_T ) ( log ( dL^X_1 dL^X_2 ( (z^v )_{v∈V} )) − log ( dLø^{,u}_1 dLø^{,u}_2 ( zø, z^u ))) dL^X_1 ( (z^v)_{v∈V} )

=H [ L^X_1 | |L^X_2 ] − H [ Lø^{,u}_1 | |Lø^{,u}_2 ] . Therefore, we conclude that H [ L^X_1 [t] | |L_{X2} [t]] ≤ ∫_t 0 γ^2|M_s|^2 · H [ L^X_1 [s] | |L_{X2} [s]]ds

and as such H [ L^X_1 [t] | |L^X_2 [t] ] = 0.

References

[BNNS21] S. Bhamidi, D. Nam, O. Nguyen, and A. Sly, Survival and extinction of epidemics on random graphs with general degree, Ann. Probab. 49 (2021), no. 1, 244–286. MR4203338

[BPS22] M. Beiglböck, G. Pammer, and W. Schachermayer, From Bachelier to Dupire via optimal transport, Finance Stoch. 26 (2022), no. 1, 59–84. MR4356258

[BS13] G. Brunick and S. Shreve, Mimicking an Itô process by a solution of a stochastic differential equation, Ann.

Appl. Probab. 23 (2013), no. 4, 1584–1628. MR3098443

[CD09] S. Chatterjee and R. Durrett, Contact processes on random graphs with power law degree distributions have critical value 0, Ann. Probab. 37 (2009), no. 6, 2332–2356. MR2573560

[CKM03] P. Cheridito, H. Kawaguchi, and M. Maejima, Fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, Electron. J. Probab. 8 (2003), no. 3, 14. MR1961165

[DDJ23] S. Daudin, F. Delarue, and J. Jackson, On the optimal rate for the convergence problem in mean-field control, arXiv preprint (2023), available at 2305.08423.

[Der03] D. Dereudre, Interacting Brownian particles and Gibbs fields on pathspaces, ESAIM Probab. Stat. 7 (2003), 251–277. MR1987789

[DGL16] S. Delattre, G. Giacomin, and E. Luçon, A note on dynamical models on random graphs and Fokker-Planck equations, J. Stat. Phys. 165 (2016), no. 4, 785–798. MR3568168

[DGW04] H. Djellout, A. Guillin, and L. Wu, Transportation cost-information inequalities and applications to random dynamical systems and diffusions, Ann. Probab. 32 (2004), no. 3B, 2702–2732. MR2078555

[DM88] C. Dellacherie and P.-A. Meyer, Probabilities and potential. C, North-Holland Mathematics Studies, vol. 151, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988. Potential theory for discrete and continuous semigroups, Translated from the French by J. Norris. MR939365

[DÜ99] L. Decreusefond and A. S. Üstünel, Stochastic analysis of the fractional Brownian motion, Potential Anal. 10 (1999), no. 2, 177–214. MR1677455

[GHM22] L. Galeati, F. A. Harang, and A. Mayorcas, Distribution dependent SDEs driven by additive continuous noise, Electron. J. Probab. 27 (2022), Paper No. 37, 38. MR4388460

[GHM23] L. Galeati, F. A. Harang, and A. Mayorcas, Distribution dependent SDEs driven by additive fractional Brownian motion, Probab. Theory Related Fields 185 (2023), no. 1-2, 251–309. MR4528970

[Gyö86] I. Gyöngy, Mimicking the one-dimensional marginal distributions of processes having an Itô differential, Probab.

Theory Relat. Fields 71 (1986), no. 4, 501–516. MR833267

[Han22] Y. Han, Solving McKean-Vlasov sdes and spdes via relative entropy, arXiv preprint (2022), available at 2204.05709.

[HRS24] K. Hu, K. Ramanan, and W. Salkeld, The fundamental martingale with applications to Markov Random Fields, arXiv preprint (2024), available at 2405.xxxxx.

[JW17] P.-E. Jabin and Z. Wang, Mean field limit for stochastic particle systems, Active particles. Vol. 1. Advances in theory, models, and applications, 2017, pp. 379–402. MR3644596

[JZ23] Y. Jia and X. Y. Zhou, q-learning in continuous time, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 24 (2023), Paper No. [161], 61.

MR4596108

[KLBR00a] M. L. Kleptsyna, A. Le Breton, and M.-C. Roubaud, General approach to filtering with fractional Brownian noises—application to linear systems, Stochastics Stochastics Rep. 71 (2000), no. 1-2, 119–140. MR1813509

[KLBR00b] M. L. Kleptsyna, A. Le Breton, and M.-C. Roubaud, Parameter estimation and optimal filtering for fractional type stochastic systems, 2000, pp. 173–182. 19th “Rencontres Franco-Belges de Statisticiens” (Marseille, 1998). MR1819294

[KS91] I. Karatzas and S. E. Shreve, Brownian motion and stochastic calculus, Second, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 113, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991. MR1121940

[Léo12] C. Léonard, Girsanov theory under a finite entropy condition, Séminaire de Probabilités XLIV, 2012, pp. 429– 465. MR2953359

[Lac23] D. Lacker, Hierarchies, entropy, and quantitative propagation of chaos for mean field diffusions, Probab. Math.

Phys. 4 (2023), no. 2, 377–432. MR4595391

[LLF23a] D. Lacker and L. Le Flem, Closed-loop convergence for mean field games with common noise, Ann. Appl. Probab.

33 (2023), no. 4, 2681–2733. MR4612653

[LLF23b] D. Lacker and L. Le Flem, Sharp uniform-in-time propagation of chaos, Probab. Theory Related Fields 187 (2023), no. 1-2, 443–480. MR4634344

[LRW21] D. Lacker, K. Ramanan, and R. Wu, Locally interacting diffusions as Markov random fields on path space, Stochastic Process. Appl. 140 (2021), 81–114. MR4276494

[LRW23a] D. Lacker, K. Ramanan, and R. Wu, Local weak convergence for sparse networks of interacting processes, Ann. Appl. Probab. 33 (2023), no. 2, 643–688. MR4564415

[LRW23b] D. Lacker, K. Ramanan, and R. Wu, Marginal dynamics of interacting diffusions on unimodular Galton-Watson trees, Probab. Theory Related Fields 187 (2023), no. 3-4, 817–884. MR4664586

[Med19] G. S. Medvedev, The continuum limit of the Kuramoto model on sparse random graphs, Commun. Math. Sci.

17 (2019), no. 4, 883–898. MR4030504

[NO02] D. Nualart and Y. Ouknine, Regularization of differential equations by fractional noise, Stochastic Process.

Appl. 102 (2002), no. 1, 103–116. MR1934157

[NS20] S. Nadtochiy and M. Shkolnikov, Mean field systems on networks, with singular interaction through hitting times, Ann. Probab. 48 (2020), no. 3, 1520–1556. MR4112723

[Nua06] D. Nualart, The Malliavin calculus and related topics, Second, Probability and its Applications (New York), Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006. MR2200233

[NVV99] I. Norros, E. Valkeila, and J. Virtamo, An elementary approach to a Girsanov formula and other analytical results on fractional Brownian motions, Bernoulli 5 (1999), no. 4, 571–587. MR1704556 [RRR10] F. Redig, S. Rœlly, and W. Ruszel, Short-time Gibbsianness for infinite-dimensional diffusions with space-time interaction, J. Stat. Phys. 138 (2010), no. 6, 1124–1144. MR2601426 [Szn91] A.-S. Sznitman, Topics in propagation of chaos, École d’Été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XIX—1989, 1991, pp. 165–251. MR1108185 [Tal96] M. Talagrand, Transportation cost for Gaussian and other product measures, Geom. Funct. Anal. 6 (1996), no. 3, 587–600. MR1392331

A Appendix

Lemma A.1 ([Lac23, Lemma 4.8]). Let A^l_k and B^l_k be defined as in Equation (5.23). For l > k ≥ 1 and t ∈ R^+ , we have A^l_k(t) ≤ exp ( − 2(l + 1) ( e^{−γt} − k l + 1

)_2 + ) . Moreover, for integers r ≥ 0, ∞∑ l=k l^rA^l_k(t) ≤ (k + r)! (k − 1)! · e^{γ(r+1)t} − 1 r + 1 , ∞∑ l=k l^2B^l_k(t) ≤ k(k + 1)e^{2γt} ≤ 2k^2e^{2γt}.