arXiv:2405.16760v1 [eess.SY] 27 May 2024

Graphon Particle Systems, Part I: Spatio-Temporal Approximation and Law of Large Numbers

Yan Chen and Tao Li, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract

We study a class of graphon particle systems with time-varying random coefficients. In a graphon particle system, the interactions among particles are characterized by the coupled mean field terms through an underlying graphon and the randomness of the coefficients comes from the stochastic processes associated with the particle labels. By constructing two-level approximated sequences converging in 2-Wasserstein distance, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the system. Besides, by constructing two-level approximated functions converging to the graphon mean field terms, we establish the law of large numbers, which reveals that if the number of particles tends to infinity and the discretization step tends to zero, then the discrete-time interacting particle system over the large-scale network converges to the graphon particle system. As a byproduct, we discover that the graphon particle system can describe the dynamic evolution of the distributed stochastic gradient descent algorithm over the large-scale network and prove that if the gradients of the local cost functions are Lipschitz continuous, then the graphon particle system can be regarded as the spatio-temporal approximation of the discretetime distributed stochastic gradient descent algorithm as the number of network nodes tends to infinity and the algorithm step size tends to zero.

Index Terms

This work was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 62261136550. This paper was presented in part at the 62nd IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, Marina Bay Sands, Singapore, Dec. 13-15, 2023. Corresponding author: Tao Li.

Yan Chen is with the School of Mathematical Sciences, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China (e-mail: YanChen@stu.ecnu.edu.cn).

Tao Li is with the Shanghai Key Laboratory of Pure Mathematics and Mathematical Practice, School of Mathematical Sciences, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China, and he is also with the Institute of Mathematical Sciences at New York University Shanghai, Shanghai, 200062, China (email: tli@math.ecnu.edu.cn).

Graphon mean field theory, graphon particle system, law of large numbers, stochastic gradient descent algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION Many systems in statistical physics, biological systems and neuroscience are weakly interacting particles, in which the interaction strength among each particle and its neighbours is inversely proportional to the number, such as continuous ferromagnetism model ([1]), Kuramoto oscillator ([2]-[3]), Cucker-Smale ensemble ([4]), FitzHugh-Nagumo neuron ([5]-[6]) and so on. Weakly interacting particle systems can be divided into homogeneous and heterogeneous ones. In a homogeneous system, each particle interacts with the other particles with the same strength. For homogeneous systems, Vlasov proposed the concept of mean field interaction originally in 1938, reprinted in [7]. Mean field interaction means that the overall system acts over a given particle through the empirical measure of the system. This interaction can be represented by the mean field term. Mckean ([8]) introduced the McKean-Vlasov equation to describe the behaviors of the limiting homogeneous weakly interacting particle systems as the number of particles tends to infinity. In a heterogeneous system, the interactions among particles depend on the particle labels and the interaction strength among particles depends on the weights of the edges of the adjacency network. To model the heterogeneous interactions among a continuum of particles, Lovász and Szegedy ([9]) proposed the graphon theory. A graphon, defined by a symmetric measurable function A : [0,1] × [0,1] → [0,1], (p,q) → A(p,q), represents the limit for the sequence of adjacent networks as the number of particles increases to infinity. Recently, the heterogeneous weakly interacting particle systems over the graphons have been extensively studied ([10]-[22]). By investigating the limits of the non-cooperative dynamic games of heterogeneous weakly interacting particle systems, Huang and Caines ([10]) proposed the graphon mean field game theory, which has been further studied in [11]-[17]. Based on the reinforcement learning algorithms, Cui and Koeppl ([16]-[17]) designed the algorithms to approximate Nash equilibria for the discrete-time graphon mean field games. Bayraktar et al. ([18]-[20]) focused on the dynamics of the heterogeneous weakly interacting particle systems over the graphons (also called graphon particle systems).

Notice that in the Kuramoto oscillator model, for each oscillator, there is a stochastic process representing its intrinsic frequency in the phase equation. Then, the models in [3], [5] and [23] come down to the following graphon particle system with time-varying random coefficients. Let

[0,1] be the set of a continuum of particles, each element of which represents a particle. The connecting structure among particles is given by the graphon A. The dynamic equation of the graphon particle system is given by

dz_p(t) = [ ∫ [0,1]

A(p,q) (∫ R^n

F(t, p,q,z,z_p(t))μ_{t,q}(dz) ) dq + G(t, p,η_p(t),z_p(t)) ] dt + H(t, p,η_p(t),z_p(t))dw_p(t), ∀ p ∈ [0,1], (1)

where z_p(t) ∈ R^n is the state of particle p at time t. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space with a family of non-decreasing σ-algebras {F_t , t ⩾ 0} ⊆ F . Given q ∈ [0,1], μ_{t,q} is the distribution of z_q(t). Here, ∫ [0,1] A(p,q) (∫ R^n F(t, p,q,z,zp(t))μt,q(dz) ) dq is the coupled mean field term based on the graphon A, and G : [0,∞) × [0,1] × R^n × R^n → R^n , F : [0,∞) × [0,1] × [0,1] × R^n × R^n → R^n and H : [0,∞) × [0,1] × R^n × R^n → R^{n×n} are the functions satisfying some appropriate conditions. The process {(w_p(t),F_t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]} is a family of independent n-dimensional standard Brownian motions and {(η_p(t),F_t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]} is a family of independent n-dimensional stochastic processes. The processes {w_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]} and {η_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]} are mutually independent. The initial states {z_p(0),∀ p ∈ [0,1]} are adapted to F_0, mutually independent and independent of {w_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]} and {η_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]}.

We will give some special examples of the graphon particle system (1). Example 1: If the distribution of z_p(0), η_p(t), G(t, p,x,y), F(t, p,q,z,y), H(t, p,x,y), w_p(t), A(p,q) and μ_{t,p}(dz) do not depend on the label p in (1), and are denoted by μ_0, η(t), G(t,x,y), F(t,q,z,y), H(t,x,y), w(t), A_q and μ_t (dz), respectively, then the system (1) degenerates to

dz(t) = [ ∫ [0,1]

A_q (∫ R^n

F(t,q,z,z(t))μ_t(dz) ) dq + G(t,η(t),z(t)) ] dt + H(t,η(t),z(t))dw(t)

in the sense of weak solution, which is the classical Mckean-Vlasov equation ([1]).

Example 2: The graphon particle system (1) describes not only the models in [2], [5] and [23] but also the dynamics of the consensus-based distributed optimization algorithm over the graphon. Consider the following optimization problem over a graphon. Let [0,1] be the set of a continuum of nodes, each element of which corresponds to a node. The connecting structure among nodes is given by the graphon A. Any node p ∈ [0,1] has a private local cost function V (p,x) : [0,1] × R^n → R, which is strongly convex and continuously differentiable w.r.t. x ∈

R^n and is integrable w.r.t. p ∈ [0,1]. The objective of all nodes is to cooperatively solve the optimization problem

min_{z∈Rn} V (z) ≜ ∫ [0,1]

V (p,z)d p. (2)

Denote the unique minimizer of V (z) by z^∗. We have proposed the following distributed stochastic gradient descent (SGD) algorithm in [24]. Given the initial states { z_p(0), p ∈ [0,1] } , for any node p ∈ [0,1],

dz_p(t) =α_1(t) ∫ [0,1]

A(p,q) (∫ R^n

(z − z_p(t))μ_{t,q}(dz) ) dqdt − α_2(t)∇_zV (p,z_p(t))dt

− α_2(t)Σ_1dw_p(t), (3)

where z_p(t) ∈ R^n is the state of node p at time t, representing its local estimate of z^∗, ∇_zV (p,z_p(t)) ∈ R^n is the gradient value of the local cost function at z_p(t) and ∫ [0,1] A(p,q) ∫ R^n (z−zp(t))μt,q(dz)

dq is the coupled mean field term based on the graphon A. The initial states {z_p(0),∀ p ∈ [0,1]} are adapted to F_0, mutually independent and independent of {w_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]}. The terms α_1(t) and α_2(t) are time-varying algorithm gains and Σ_1 ∈ R^{n×n} . Note that the system (3) is a special case of (1) with G = −α_2(t)∇_zV (p,z_p(t)), F = α_1(t)(z − z_p(t)) and H = −α_2(t)Σ_1.

For the system (1), there are some fundamental problems worth studying. Firstly, the existence and uniqueness of the solution is the theoretical basis. Secondly, the discrete-time distributed SGD algorithm over the network with finite nodes has been extensively studied ([25]-[28]). A natural question is whether there is an intrinsic connection between the algorithm and the graphon particle system (3). In this paper, we prove that the system (3) is the limit of the discrete-time distributed SGD algorithm over the large-scale network in [25]-[28] as the number of nodes tends to infinity and the algorithm step size tends to zero. The third one is the asymptotic property. Especially, for the algorithm (3), people expect to figure out whether the states {z_p(t), p ∈ [0,1], t ⩾ 0} of the system (3) converge to the minimizer of the global cost function under some proper assumptions. For the above motivations, the first and second problems are studied in this paper. The third one is investigated in the companion paper [39].

We prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the system (1). Existing works ([18]- [21]) have been restricted to the cases with time-invariant and deterministic coefficients. However, the system (1) has time-varying random coefficients due to the stochastic processes {η_p(t),t ⩾ 0, p ∈ [0,1]}. Then, the difficulty of the existence and uniqueness lies in proving the measurability of the map p → L (z_p(t)) to ensure that the term ∫ [0,1] A(p,q)( ∫ R^n F(t, p,q,z,zp(t))μt,q(dz))dq

is well-defined, where L (z_p(t)) is the distribution of z_p(t). To this end, we construct two-level approximated sequences. On the first level, we construct an approximated sequence {{z^k_p(t),t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]},k ∈ N} with L (z^k_p(t)) converging to L (z_p(t)) in 2-Wasserstein distance, and on the second level, we construct an approximated sequence {z^{k,l}_p (t),l ∈ N} and prove that the 2-Wasserstein distance between L (z^k_p(t)) and L (z^{k,l}_p (t)) vanishes as l goes to infinity. To overcome the difficulties due to the time-varying random coefficients, noting that the probability distributions here are all in Wasserstein space of order 2, it is sufficient to show that the sequence {z^{k,l}_p (t),l ∈ N} converges to z^k_p(t) in probability. This is proved by using that the distributions {μ_{t,p},t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]} are uniformly continuous w.r.t. t for all p and the 2-Wasserstein distance of two probability measures is not less than the difference of the integrals of the 1- Lipschitz function with respect to these measures. Then noting that the limit of a sequence of measurable maps is measurable, we prove the measurability of the map p → L (z_p(t)).

We prove the law of large numbers, which reveals that the discrete-time interacting particle system over the large-scale network spatio-temporally approximates the graphon particle system (1) as the number of particles tends to infinity and the discretization step tends to zero. Most recently, different laws of large numbers are established for different types of step graphons, which implies the connection between the graphon particle systems and the interacting particle systems over the large-scale networks. Bayraktar et al. ([18]-[20]) gave the laws of large numbers over the dense and not-so-dense step graphons, in which the empirical distribution of the states in the interacting particle system converges to the integral of the state distributions of the corresponding graphon particle system in probability. Bet et al. ([21]) showed the law of large numbers of the state distributions over the exchangeable step graphons. All the above laws of large numbers ([18]-[21]) for the graphon particle systems are established in the space dimension. Different from the existing results, we develop the law of large numbers in both time and space dimensions, that is, we prove that the graphon particle system (1) is the limit of the discretetime interacting particle system over the large-scale network. Specially, we prove that if the gradients of the local cost functions are Lipschitz continuous, then the dynamics of the discretetime distributed SGD algorithm converges to the graphon particle system (3) as the number of network nodes tends to infinity and the algorithm step size tends to zero.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the graphon particle system (1) is presented. In Section III, the laws of large numbers for the systems (1) and (3) are given. In Section IV, the conclusions are given.

The following notations will be used throughout this paper. Denote the n-dimensional Euclidean space by R^n and the Euclidean norm by ‖·‖. For a given matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} , Tr(A) denotes its trace. For a number x ∈ R, denote the greatest integer less than or equal to x as ⌊x⌋. Denote the space of continuous functions from [0,T ] to R^n by C^n_T , endowed with the uniform norm ‖ · ‖_∞, that is, ‖x(·)‖_∞ ≜ sup_{t∈[0,T]} ‖x(t)‖, where x(·) ∈ C^n_T . Denote B(C^n_T ) as the Borel algebra induced by the norm ‖ · ‖_∞. For any B ∈ B(C^n_T ), if the map X(ω) : Ω → C^n_T satisfies X^{−1}(B) ∈ F , then X(ω) is a random element in C^n_T . For a given random vector X ∈ R^n , denote its mathematical expectation and distribution by E[X] and L (X), respectively. Denote the sets of probability measures on R^n and C^n_T by P(R^n ) and P(C^n_T ), respectively. Denote the 2-Wasserstein distance on P(R^n ) as

W_2(μ,ν) = ( inf { E [ ‖X − X̃‖^2 ] : L (X) = μ,L (X̃) = ν

}) 1_2 , μ, ν ∈ P(R^n ). (4)

Denote ‖X‖_{∗,t} = sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖X(s)‖,t ∈ [0,T ],X(·) ∈ C^n_T . Denote the 2-Wasserstein distance on P(C^n_T ) as

W_{2,t} (μ,ν) = ( inf { E [ ‖X − X̃‖^2_{∗,t} ] : L (X) = μ,L (X̃) = ν

}) 1_2 , (5)

where t ∈ [0,T ] and μ, ν ∈ P(C^n_T ). Denote ‖G_1 − G_2‖_□ = sup_{S1,S2∈B([0,1])} | | ∫_{S1×S2} (G_1(u,v) − G_2(u,v))dudv | |,∀ G_1, G_2 ∈ G , where G is the set of all bounded symmetric measurable functions G : [0,1] × [0,1] → R. For any two measurable spaces (F_1, B(F_1)), (F_2, B(F_2)) and the measurable map f : F_1 → F_2, where B(F_1) and B(F_2) are the σ-algebras on F_1 and F_2 respectively, for any finite measure μ on B(F_1) (i.e. μ(F_1) < ∞), the image measure of μ under the map f is given by μ ∘ f^{−1}(A) = μ ( f^{−1}(A) ) , ∀ A ∈ B(F_2). For a given measurable space (F, G ) and x ∈ F, where G is a σ-algebra on F, the Dirac measure δ_x at x is the measure defined by

δ_x(A) :=

1, x ∈ A 0, x /∈ A , ∀ A ∈ G .

II. THE EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS In this section, we will prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the graphon particle system (1) on any given interval [0,T ].

To prove the existence and uniqueness, we consider the following space of probability measures M ≜ { ν = { ν_p : p ∈ [0,1] } ∈ [P (C^n_T )]^{[0,1]} | | | the map [0,1] ∋ p → νp ∈ P(C^n_T ) is measurable, sup_{p∈[0,1]} ∫ C^n_T

‖x‖^2_{∗,T} ν_p(dx) < ∞, and for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0,such that if |t_1 − t_2|

< δ , then W_2(ν_{t1,p},ν_{t2,p}) < ε,∀ t_1, t_2 ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1] } . Denote W_{2,M ,t} (μ,ν) = sup_{p∈[0,1]} W_{2,t} (μ_p,ν_p),∀ μ, ν ∈ M , t ∈ [0,T ]. We give the following assumptions on the graphon particle system (1).

Assumption 2.1: Graphon A(p,q) is continuous w.r.t. (p,q) ∈ [0,1] × [0,1]. Assumption 2.2: There exist ζ ⩾ 0 and υ ⩾ 0 such that sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ ‖z_p(0)‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ ζ ; the map [0,1] ∋ p → L (z_p(0)) ∈ P(R^n ) is measurable; z_p(0) is uniformly continuous w.r.t. p in mean square, that is, for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0, such that if |p_1 − p_2| < δ , then E [ ‖z_{p1} (0) − z_{p2} (0)‖^2 ] < ε,∀ p_1, p_2 ∈ [0,1].

Assumption 2.3: There exist positive constants σ_i, i = 1,2,··· ,6, C_1 and C_2, such that the following conditions hold.

(i) For the υ given by Assumption 2.2, E [ ‖G(t, p,η_p(t),y)‖^{2+υ} + ‖H(t, p,η_p(t),y)‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ C_1(1+‖y‖^{2+υ} ),∀ y ∈ R^n , t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]; ‖G(t, p,x_1,y_1)−G(t, p,x_2,y_2)‖^2 +‖H(t, p,x_1,y_1)− H(t, p,x_2,y_2)‖^2 ⩽ σ_1(‖x_1 − x_2‖^2 + ‖y_1 − y_2‖^2), ∀ x_1, x_2, y_1, y_2 ∈ R^n , t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]; for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |p_1 − p_2| < δ , then ‖G(t, p_1,x,y) − G(t, p_2,x,y)‖ + ‖H(t, p_1,x,y) − H(t, p_2,x,y)‖ < ε, ∀ p_1, p_2 ∈ [0,1], t ∈ [0,T ], x, y ∈ R^n ; for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |t_1 − t_2| < δ , then ‖H(t_1, p,x,y) − H(t_2, p,x,y)‖^2 + ‖G(t_1, p,x,y) − G(t_2, p,x,y)‖^2 ⩽ ε(σ_2‖x‖^2 + σ_2‖y‖^2 + σ_3), ∀ t_1, t_2 ∈ [0,T ], x, y ∈ R^n , p ∈ [0,1].

(ii) ‖F(t, p,q,z_1,y_1)−F(t, p,q,z_2,y_2)‖ ⩽ σ_4(‖z_1 −z_2‖+‖y_1 −y_2‖), ∀ z_1, z_2, y_1, y_2, ∈ R^n , t ∈ [0,T ], p, q ∈ [0,1]; for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |p_1 − p_2| + |q_1 − q_2| < δ , then ‖F(t, p_1,q_1,z,y) − F(t, p_2,q_2,z,y)‖ < ε, ∀ p_1, p_2, q_1, q_2 ∈ [0,1], t ∈ [0,T ], z, y ∈ R^n ; for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |t_1 − t_2| < δ , then ‖ ‖F(t_1, p,q,z,y) − F(t_2, p,q,z,y) ‖ ‖^2 ⩽ ε(σ_5‖z‖^2 + σ_5‖y‖^2 + σ_6),∀ t_1, t_2 ∈ [0,T ], z, y ∈ R^n , p, q ∈ [0,1]; ‖F(t, p,q,z,y)‖ ⩽ C_2(1 + ‖z‖ + ‖y‖),∀ z, y ∈ R^n , t ∈ [0,T ], p, q ∈ [0,1].

(iii) The map [0,1] ∋ p → L (η_p(t)) ∈ P(R^n ) is measurable; E[η_p(t)] = 0,∀ p ∈ [0,1], t ⩾ 0; there exists r ⩾ 0 such that sup_{t∈[0,T], p∈[0,1]} E [ ‖η_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ r; η_p(t) is uniformly continuous in mean square w.r.t. (p,t).

The following theorem shows the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the system (1). Theorem 2.1: If Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold, then there exists a unique solution {z_p, μ_p, p ∈ [0,1]} to the system (1) on [0,T ], satisfying that sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup_{t∈[0,T]} ‖z_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ] < ∞ and the map [0,1] ∋ p → μ_p ∈ P (C^n_T ) is measurable, where μ_p = L (z_p) ∈ P (C^n_T ).

Proof 1: See Appendix A for the proof.

III. SPATIO-TEMPORAL APPROXIMATION AND LAW OF LARGE NUMBERS

A. Spatio-Temporal Approximation of Graphon Particle System

In this subsection, we prove that the graphon particle system (1) is the spatio-temporal approximation of a discrete-time interacting particle system over the large-scale network.

Consider the spatial discretization of the graphon particle system (1). For any given positive integer N, define a step graphon A^N : [0,1] × [0,1] → [0,1] as A^N(0,0) = A(0,0), A^N(p,q) = A (_{⌈N p⌉} N ,^{⌈Nq⌉}_N ) = A (_i N ,^j_N ) , p ∈ (_{i−1} N ,^i_N ] , q ∈ (^{j−1}_N ,^j_N ], i, j = 1,2,...,N. Define z_{N,p}(t) = z i_N (t), η^N_p (t) = η i_N (t), w^N_p (t) = w i_N (t), p ∈ (^{i−1}_N ,^i_N ], i = 1,2,...,N. Let μ^N_t (dz,dq) be the distribution on R^n ×[0,1] satisfying the following conditions. (i) The marginal distribution μ^N_t (dq) is always the uniform distribution on [0,1], that is, μ^N_t (dq) = dq, ∀ t ⩾ 0. (ii) For any j = 1,2,...,N, given q ∈ (_{j−1}

N ,^j_N ] , the conditional distribution μ^N_t ( dz|q ) = δ_zN_j N (t)(dz). This together with (1) leads to the following system

dz_{N,p}(t) = [ ∫ [0,1]

A^N(p,q) (∫ R^n F ( t, p,q,z,z_{N,p}(t) ) μ^N_{t,q}(dz) ) dq + G ( t, p,η^N_p (t),z_{N,p}(t) ) ] dt + H ( t, p,η^N_p (t),z_{N,p}(t) ) dw^N_p (t), ∀ p ∈ (0,1]. (6)

Take p =^i_N , i = 1,2,...,N in (6) and denote z^N_i (t) = z_{N,} i_N (t) and a_{N,i j} = A^N (^i_N ,^j_N ), i, j = 1,2,...,N. Notice that μ^N_t (dz,dq) = μ^N_t ( dz|q ) dq. Then we have the N-particle system

dz^N_i (t) = [_N

∑_{j=1} ∫ (^{j−1}_N ,^j_N ]

a_{N,i j} (∫ R^n F ( t, i N , j N ,z,z^N_i (t) )) μ^N_t (dz,dq) + G ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) ] dt + H ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) dw i_N (t) = [_N

∑_{j=1} ∫ (^{j−1}_N ,^j_N ]

a_{N,i j} ( ∫ R^n F ( t, i N , j N ,z,z^N_i (t) ) μ^N_t (dz|q) ) dq + G ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) ] dt + H ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) dw i_N (t) = [_N

∑_{j=1} ∫ (^{i−1}_N ,^i_N ]

a_{N,i j} ( ∫ R^n F ( t, i N , j N ,z,z^N_i (t) ) δ_zN_{j (t)}(dz) ) dq + G ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) ] dt + H ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) dw i_N (t)

= [ G ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) + N ∑_{j=1} ∫ (^{j−1}_N ,^j_N ]

a_{N,i j}F ( t, i N , j N ,z^N_j (t),z^N_i (t) ) dq ] dt + H ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) dw i_N (t) = [ G ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) + 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^aN,i j^{F(t, i}_N^{, j}_N^{,zN}j^{(t),zN}i^{(t))} ] dt + H ( t, i N ,η i_N (t),z^N_i (t) ) dw i_N (t), i = 1,2,...,N. (7)

We then consider the time discretization of the above stochastic differential equation. For any given positive integer k and a sequence {t_m =^{mT}_k , m = 0,1,...,k − 1} of the time interval [0,T ], T k is the discretization step. By (7.1) in [29], the Euler-Maruyama approximate solutions to (7) satisfy that

z^{N,k}_i (t_{m+1})

=z^{N,k}_i (t_m) + (t_{m+1} − t_m) [ G ( t_m, i N ,η i_N (t_m),z^{N,k}_i (t_m) )

+ 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^aN,i j^{F(t}m^{, i}_N^{, j}_N^{,zN,k}j^{(t}m^{),zN,k}i^{(t}m^{))} ]

+ H ( t_m, i N ,η i_N (t_m),z^{N,k}_i (t_m) )( w i_N (t_{m+1}) − w i_N (t_m) ) , m = 0,1,...,k − 1, i = 1,2,...,N, (8) where { z^{N,k}_i (0) = z i_N (0),i = 1,2,...,N } , k = 1,2,... Now, we establish the connection between the systems (1) and (8) in both time and space dimensions.

For the time dimension, we construct the Euler-Maruyama approximate solutions to the system (7). Then we show that the difference between the Euler-Maruyama approximate solutions and the true solution to the system (7) vanishes as the discretization step tends to zero.

At first, we construct the continuous-time approximation {{z^{N,k}_i (t), t ∈ [0,T ], i = 1,2,...,N}, k = 1,2,...} of the system (8), defined as follows. For any k = 1,2,..., t ∈ (t_m,t_{m+1}], m = 0,1,...,k − 1 and i = 1,2,...,N, z^{N,k}_i (t)

=z^{N,k}_i (t_m) + ∫ t t_m [ G ( t_m, i N ,η i_N (t_m),z^{N,k}_i (t_m) ) + 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^aN,i j^{F(t}m^{, i}_N^{, j}_N^{,zN,k}j^{(t}m^{),zN,k}i^{(t}m^{))} ] ds + ∫ t t_m H ( t_m, i N ,η i_N (t_m),z^{N,k}_i (t_m) ) dw i_N (s). (9)

Note that {z^{N,k}_i (t), t ∈ [0,T ], i = 1,2,...,N}, k = 1,2,... are also the Euler-Maruyama approximate solutions to the system (7).

We give the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the system (7). Lemma 3.1: If Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold, then the system (7) has a unique solution {z^N_i (t), t ∈ [0,T ], i = 1,2,...,N} satisfying that sup_{i∈{1,...,N}} E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖z^N_i (t)‖^2 ] < ∞. The proof of the above lemma is similar to that of Theorem 5.2.1 in [30] and is therefore omitted.

Denote z̄^N_p (t) = z_0(t)δ_p({0}) +^N∑_{i=1} z^N_i (t)δ_p ((_{i−1} N ,^i_N ]) and ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) = z_0(t)δ_p({0}) + ∑^N_{i=1} z^{N,k}_i (t) δ_p ((_{i−1} N ,^i_N ]) , t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1].

For the time dimension, we establish the connection between the systems (7) and (8) by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2: For any given positive integer N ⩾ 1, if Assumptions 2.1-2.3 hold, then the Euler- Maruyama approximate solutions (9) converge to the solution to the continuous-time interacting particle system (7) in the sense that lim_{k→∞} ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) − z̄^N_p (t) ‖ ‖^2 ] d p = 0.

The proof of the above lemma is similar to that of Theorem 7.3 in [29] and is therefore omitted.

For the space dimension, we will establish the approximation relation between the systems (1) and (7). The difficulty lies in the analysis of the difference between the step graphon A^N and the graphon A coupled with F(t, p,q,z,z_p(t)). To solve this, we construct two-level approximated functions converging to the graphon mean field terms. On the first level, we approximate F(t, p,q,z,z_p(t)) with an indicator function of a bounded set and on the second level, we construct a polynomial of z and z_p(t) to approximate the part of F(t, p,q,z,z_p(t)) inside the bounded set, with the approximation error decreasing as the bounded set expands. Then, we prove that the coupling term inside the bounded set can be controlled by the approximation error of the polynomial and the difference between the step graphon A^N and the graphon A. For the coupling term outside the bounded set, using Hölder inequality and Chebyshev inequality, we prove that it vanishes with the expansion of the bounded set. Then, by the continuity of the graphon, we prove that the coupling term vanishes with the increase of the number of particles and the expansion of the bounded set, which in turn gives the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3: If Assumption 2.1, Assumption 2.2 with υ > 0 and Assumption 2.3 hold, then the continuous-time interacting particle system (7) over the large-scale network approximates the graphon particle system (1) in the sense that

lim_{N→∞} ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z̄^N_p (t) − z_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ] d p = 0. (10)

Proof 2: See Appendix B for the proof.

By Lemmas 3.2-3.3, we give the following law of large numbers.

Theorem 3.1: If Assumption 2.1, Assumption 2.2 with υ > 0 and Assumption 2.3 hold, then the continuous-time approximation (9) of the discrete-time interacting particle system (8) over the large-scale network approximates the graphon particle system (1) in the sense that

lim_{N→∞} lim_{k→∞} ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ ‖ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) − zp(t) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] d p = 0. (11)

Proof 3: By C_r inequality, we have ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) − zp(t) ‖ ‖^2 ] d p ⩽2 ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ ‖ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) − z̄^N_p (t) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] d p + 2 ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z̄^N_p (t) − z_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ] d p.

This together with Lemmas 3.2-3.3 leads to (11).

B. Spatio-Temporal Approximation of SGD Algorithm

In this subsection, we will prove that a special graphon particle system (3) can be regarded as the spatio-temporal approximation of the distributed SGD algorithm over the large-scale network.

We give assumptions on the graphon particle system (3).

Assumption 3.1: There exists a constant κ > 0, such that ‖∇_zV (p,z_1) − ∇_zV (p,z_2)‖ ⩽ κ‖z_1 − z_2‖, ∀ z_1, z_2 ∈ R^n , p ∈ [0,1]; there exist constants σ_v > 0 and C_v > 0 such that ‖∇_zV (p,z)‖ ⩽ σ_v‖z‖ +C_v, ∀ z ∈ R^n , p ∈ [0,1]; for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0, such that if |p_1 − p_2| < δ , then ‖V (p_1,z) −V (p_2,z)‖ + ‖∇_zV (p_1,z) − ∇_zV (p_2,z)‖ < ε, ∀ p_1, p_2 ∈ [0,1], z ∈ R^n .

Assumption 3.2: There exist constants ζ_2 > 0 and υ_1 ⩾ 0, such that sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ ‖z_p(0)‖^{2+υ1} ] ⩽ ζ_2, the map [0,1] ∋ p → L (z_p(0)) ∈ P(R^n ) is measurable and z_p(0) is uniformly continuous w.r.t. p in mean square.

Assumption 3.3: The time-varying algorithm gains satisfy that α_1(t) > 0, α_2(t) > 0 and α_1(t), α_2(t) are continuous w.r.t. t.

By the spatial and temporal discretization, we can show how (2) and (3) are related to the distributed optimization over the network with finite nodes.

For any given positive integer N, we define V^N(p,z) = V (^i_N ,z), p ∈

(_{i−1} N ,^i_N ] , i = 1,2,...,N and denote v_{N,i}(z) = V^N (^i_N ,z), i = 1,2,...,N. Then one obtains the distributed optimization problem over the network with N nodes, that is,

min_{z∈Rn} ∫ [0,1]

V^N(p,z)d p = min_{z∈Rn} 1 N N ∑_{i=1}^vN,i^{(z).}

By Assumption 3.1, we have lim_{N→∞} ∫ [0,1] V

N(p,z)d p = ∫ [0,1] V (p,z)d p, ∀ z ∈ R n . Similar to the proof of (7)-(8), we have the following discrete-time interacting particle system over the large-scale network. For any k = 1,2,..., m = 0,1,...,k − 1 and i = 1,2,...,N, z^{N,k}_i (t_{m+1})

=z^{N,k}_i (t_m) + α_1(t_m)(t_{m+1} − t_m) 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^aN,i j^{(zN,k}j^{(t}m^{) − zN,k}i^{(t}m^{))}

− α_2(t_m)(t_{m+1} − t_m)∇_zv_{N,i} ( z^{N,k}_i (t_m) ) − α_2(t_m)ξ^{N,k}_i (t_m), (12) where ξ^{N,k}_i (t_m) = Σ_1 ( w i_N (t_{m+1}) − w i_N (t_m) ) is an n-dimensional martingale difference sequence with zero mean and covariance matrix (t_{m+1} − t_m)Σ_1Σ^T_1 . It can be verified that (12) is just the distributed SGD algorithm over the network with finite nodes in [25]-[28].

Note that the distributed SGD algorithm (12) can be written as

z^{N,k}_i (t_{m+1}) =z^{N,k}_i (t_m) + α_1(t_m)(t_{m+1} − t_m) 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{AN( i}_N^{, j}_N^{)(zN,k}j^{(t}m^{) − zN,k}i^{(t}m^{))}

− α_2(t_m)(t_{m+1} − t_m)∇_zV ( i N ,z^{N,k}_i (t_m) ) − α_2(t_m)ξ^{N,k}_i (t_m), (13) where m = 0,1,...,k − 1, i = 1,2,...,N, k = 1,2,... Denote^T_k as the algorithm step size.

The continuous-time approximation of the system (13) is given as follows. Given the initial states { z^{N,k}_i (0) = z i_N (0), i = 1,2,...,N, k = 1,2,... } , for any k = 1,2,..., t ∈ (t_m,t_{m+1}], m = 0,1,...,k − 1 and i = 1,2,...,N, z^{N,k}_i (t)

=z^{N,k}_i (t_m) + ∫ t t_m [ α_1(t_m) 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{AN( i}_N^{, j}_N^{)(zN,k}j^{(t}m^{) − zN,k}i^{(t}m^{))}

− α_2(t_m)∇_zV ( i N ,z^{N,k}_i (t_m) )] ds − ∫ t t_m

α_2(t_m)Σ_1dw i_N (s). (14)

Denote ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) = z_0(t)δ_p ({0}) +^N∑_{i=1} z^{N,k}_i (t)δ_p((^{i−1}_N ,^i_N ]),t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]. Next, we show that the step graphon particle system {ẑ^{N,k}_p (t),t ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]} converges to the graphon particle system (3). If Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions 3.1-3.3 hold, then the graphon particle system (3) and the interacting particle system (14) are the special cases of the systems (1) and (9), respectively. Then, by Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.1, we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 3.1: If Assumptions 3.1-3.3 hold, then the graphon particle system (3) has a unique solution { z_p, μ_p, p ∈ [0,1] } on [0,T ] satisfying that the map [0,1] ∋ p → μ_p ∈ P(C^n_T ) is measurable and sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup_{t∈[0,T]} ‖z_p(t)‖^{2+υ1} ] < ∞, where μ_p = L (z_p) ∈ P(C^n_T ).

Corollary 3.2: If Assumption 2.1, Assumption 3.1, Assumption 3.2 with υ_1 > 0 and Assumption 3.3 hold, then the continuous-time approximation (14) of the SGD algorithm (13) over the large-scale network approximates the graphon particle system (3) in the sense that

lim_{N→∞} lim_{k→∞} ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ ‖ẑ^{N,k}_p (t) − zp(t) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] d p = 0.

Corollary 3.2 has shown the relation between the graphon particle system (3) and the discretetime SGD algorithm (13). For the distributed optimization problem (2) and the SGD algorithm (3) over the graphon, people are also concerned with the convergence of the algorithm, which will be investigated in the companion paper [39].

IV. CONCLUSIONS We study a class of graphon particle systems with time-varying random coefficients and prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions under some suitable conditions. We then prove the law of large numbers in both time and space dimensions, that is, this class of graphon particle systems is the limit of the discrete-time interacting particle system over the large-scale network as the number of particles tends to infinity and the discretization step tends to zero. Moreover, we prove that the limiting dynamics of the distributed SGD algorithm over the large-scale network is a graphon particle system.

APPENDIX A The following notations will be used in the appendix. For a graphon G, denote ‖G‖_{∞→1} = sup_{g∈E} ∫ [0,1] ‖ ∫ [0,1] G(u,v)g(v)dv‖du, where E = {g ∈ L

∞([0,1],R^n ) | ess sup‖g‖ ⩽ 1} and L^∞([0,1], R^n ) = { f | f : [0,1] → R^n , f is measurable and bounded almost everywhere}. Denote the Wasserstein space of order 2 on C^n_T as P^2(C^n_T ) = {μ ∈ P(C^n_T ) : ∫ C^n_T ‖θ‖ 2 ∗,T μ(dθ) < ∞}. For notational convenience, {z_p(t),0 ⩽ t ⩽ T } ∈ C^n_T is denoted by z_p.

Proof of Theorem 2.1: For any given t ∈ [0,T ], denote the map π_t : C^n_T → R^n , θ → θ(t). Define the map M ∋ μ → Φ(μ) ∈ [P (C^n_T )]^{[0,1]} as Φ(μ) = { L (z_p), p ∈ [0,1] } , where z_p is the solution to the equation

z_p(t) − z_p(0) = ∫ t 0 [ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq + G(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ] ds + ∫ t 0 H(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s))dw_p(s) (A.1)

and μ_{s,q} = μ_q ∘ π^{−1}_s .

We will prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the system (1) by that of the fixed point of the map Φ. What’s more, we need to prove the measurability of the map [0,1] ∋ q → μ_q ∈ P (C^n_T ) to guarantee that the term ∫ [0,1] A(p,q) (∫ R^n F(t, p,q,z,zp(t))μt,q(dz) ) dq in (1) is well-defined, that is, the map [0,1] ∋ q → ∫ R^n A(p,q)F(t, p,q,z,zp(t))μt,q(dz) ∈ R

n is measurable. So, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the fixed point of the map Φ in M .

The proof can be divided into the following three steps. (i) The map Φ is well-defined. (ii) The fixed point of the map Φ in M exists. (iii) The fixed point of the map Φ in M is unique.

At first, we will prove that the map Φ is well-defined, that is, for any given μ ∈ M , (A.1) has a unique strong solution and Φ(μ) ∈ M . Now, we show the existence. Let z^0_p(t) = z_p(0) and z^k_p(0) = z_p(0), ∀ t ∈ [0,T ], k ∈ N. For any k = 1,2,..., let

z^k_p(t)

=z^{k−1}_p (0) + ∫ t 0 [ G ( s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s) ) + ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ] ds + ∫ t 0 H ( s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s) ) dw_p(s). (A.2)

We will prove sup_{k∈N,p∈[0,1]} E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖z^k_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ] < ∞ by induction. For k = 0, by Assumption 2.2, we know that the conclusion holds. Now, suppose that sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖z^m_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ] < ∞ holds for k = m, m = 0,1,2,... By Assumption 2.3 (i) and C_r inequality, we have E [ ∫_T 0 ‖ ‖H (s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s)) ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ds ] ⩽C_1 ∫ T 0 E [ 1 + ‖z^m_p (s)‖^{2+υ} ] ds ⩽TC_1 ( 1 + E [ sup t∈[0,T]

‖z^m_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ]) < ∞. Then, by Theorem 7.2 in [29], we have E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 H ( s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ]

⩽ ( (2 + υ)^3 2(1 + υ)

)^{2+υ}_2

T^{υ2} E

[ ∫_T 0 ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s))‖^{2+υ} ds ]

⩽C_1 ( (2 + υ)^3 2(1 + υ)

)^{2+υ}_2

T^{υ2} ∫ T 0 E [ 1 + ‖z^m_p (s)‖^{2+υ} ] ds

⩽C_1 ( (2 + υ)^3 2(1 + υ)

)^{2+υ}_2

T^{υ2 +1} ( 1 + E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z^m_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ]) . (A.3)

By ‖ ∫ [0,1]×R^n A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z m p (s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq‖^{2+υ} ⩽ (∫ [0,1]×R^n ‖F(s, p,q,z,z m p (s))‖ μ_{s,q}(dz)dq

)_{2+υ}

, Assumption 2.3 (ii), Lyapunov inequality and C_r inequality, we have ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F ( s, p,q,z,z^m_p (s) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ] ds

⩽C^{2+υ}_2 ∫ T 0 E [( ∫ [0,1]×R^n ( 1 + ‖z‖ + ‖ ‖z^m_p (s) ‖ ‖)μ_{s,q}(dz)dq

)_{2+υ} ] ds

⩽3^{1+υ}C^{2+υ}_2 ∫ T 0 E [ 1 + ‖ ‖z^m_p (s) ‖ ‖^{2+υ} + ( ∫ [0,1]×R^n

‖z‖^2 μ_{s,q}(dz)dq

) 2+υ_2 ] ds

⩽3^{1+υ}C^{2+υ}_2 T ( 1 + E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ z^m_p (t)

‖_{2+υ} ] + ( sup q∈[0,1] ∫ C^n_T

‖z‖^2_{∗,T} μ_q(dz)

) 2+υ_2 ) . This together with Assumption 2.2, Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), (A.2)-(A.3), Hölder inequality, C_r inequality and μ ∈ M gives E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z^{m+1}_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ]

⩽4^{1+υ} ( E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 G(s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s))ds ‖ ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ]

+ E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 H(s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s))dw_p(s) ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ] + E [ ‖z_p(0)‖^{2+υ} ]

+ E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^m_p (s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ])

⩽4^{1+υ} ( ζ +C_1T^{1+υ} ( 1 + E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z^m_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ])

+ E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 H(s, p,η_p(s),z^m_p (s))dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ]

+ T^{1+υ} E

[ ∫_T 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^m_p (s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2+υ ds ])

⩽P_1E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z^m_p (t)‖^{2+υ} ] + P_3 + P_2 ( sup q∈[0,1] ∫ C^n_T

‖z‖^2_{∗,T} μ_q(dz)

) 2+υ_2

< ∞, (A.4)

where P_1 = 4^{1+υ}C_1T^{1+υ} + 4^{1+υ}C_1

(_{(2+υ)3}

2(1+υ)

) 2+υ_2

T^υ2^{+1} + (12T )^{1+υ}C^{2+υ}_2 T , P_2 = (12T )^{1+υ}C^{2+υ}_2 T

and P_3 = 4^{1+υ} (ζ +C_1T^{1+υ} )+4^{1+υ}C_1

(_{(2+υ)3}

2(1+υ)

) 2+υ_2

T^υ2^{+1} +(12T )^{1+υ}C^{2+υ}_2 T . Then, we know that

the conclusion holds for m + 1. Therefore, there exists M_1 ⩾ 0 such that sup k∈N, p∈[0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z^k_p(t) ‖ ‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ M_1. (A.5)

By (A.2), z^k_p(0) = z_p(0), k = 1,2,... and C_r inequality, we have E [‖ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( G(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ]

+ 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

+ 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] . (A.6)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of the above inequality, by Assumption 2.3 (i) and Hölder inequality,

we have E [‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 (G(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)))ds ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽T ∫ t 0 E [ ‖G(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds ⩽T σ_1 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds. (A.7)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (A.6), by Assumption 2.3 (ii) and Hölder inequality, we

have 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

⩽3T E

[ ∫_t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n ‖ F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s)) ‖_2 μ_{s,q}(dz)dqds ]

⩽3σ^2_4 T ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds. (A.8)

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (A.6), note that the solutions satisfy that sup_{t∈[0,T]} E [ ‖z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] < ∞ and sup_{t∈[0,T]} E [ ‖z^{k−1}_p (t)‖^2 ] < ∞. This together with Assumption 2.3 (i) leads to E [ ∫_t 0 ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2ds ]

⩽σ_1 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds ⩽2T σ_1 ( sup t∈[0,T ] E [ ‖z^{k−1}_p (t)‖^2 ] + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z^k_p(t)‖^2 ]) < ∞, which together with Itô isometry and Assumption 2.3 (i) gives 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

=3 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds ⩽3σ_1 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds. This together with (A.6)-(A.8) gives E [ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ L ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds, (A.9)

where L = 3T σ_1 + 3σ_1 + 3T σ^2_4 . By (A.6)-(A.9), we have E [ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ L ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds. By Cauchy formula (∫_t t_0

∫ t_{k−1}

t_0 ···

∫ t_1

t_0 f (s)dsdt1···dtk−1 = 1 (k−1)! ∫ t t_0 (t − s)

k−1 f (s)ds ) and the above

inequality, we have E [ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ L^k

(k − 1)! ∫ t 0 (t − s)^{k−1}E [ ‖z^1_p(s) − z^0_p(s)‖^2 ] ds. (A.10)

By C_r inequality, Assumption 2.2 and (A.5), we know that there exists a constant L_1 = 2M_1 +2ζ

such that sup_{t∈[0,T]} E [ ‖z^1_p(t) − z^0_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ 2sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z^1_p(t)‖^2 ] + 2sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z^0_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ L_1.

Note that L and L_1 are uniform w.r.t. p ∈ [0,1] and t ∈ [0,T ]. Then, by (A.10) and the above

inequality, we have sup p∈[0,1], t∈[0,T ] E [ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ L^kT^kL_1 k! . Combining this with Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), C_r inequality, (A.2), (A.5) and Theorem 3.6 in [31]

gives E [( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t) ‖)^2 ]

=E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽3E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( G(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

+ 3E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ]

+ 3E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s))

− F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

⩽3T ∫ T 0 E [ ‖G(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − G (s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds + 12 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds + 3T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s))

− F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽(3T σ_1 + 12σ_1) ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds + 3T ∫ T 0 E [ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

‖F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ] ds ⩽ (L + 8σ_1)T sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z^k_p(t) − z^{k−1}_p (t)‖^2 ]

⩽ (L + 8σ_1)T

L^kT^kL_1 k! .

Noting that the term on the r.h.s. of the last inequality is independent of p ∈ [0,1], we have E [( sup t∈[0,T] ‖ z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t) ‖)^2 ] ⩽ (L + 8σ_1)T

L^kT^kL_1 k! ,∀ p ∈ [0,1]. (A.11)

By the above inequality and Chebyshev inequality, we have ∞ ∑_{k=1}^P { sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t) ‖ ‖ > 1 k^2 } ⩽ (L + 8σ_1)T L_1 ∞ ∑_{k=1}^{LkT kk4}_{k!}^{,∀ p ∈ [0,1]. (A.12)}

It can be proved that ∑^∞_{k=1}^{LkT kk4}_{k!} < ∞. This together with Borel-Contelli Lemma shows that sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖z^{k+1}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖ converges to 0 a.s. Then, for any p ∈ [0,1], { z^k_p, k ∈ N } is a Cauchy sequence of (C^n_T , ‖ · ‖_∞). As (C^n_T ,‖ · ‖_∞) is complete, for any p ∈ [0,1], there exists z_p ∈ C^n_T , such that z^k_p converges to z_p ∈ C^n_T a.s. as k → ∞. By Theorem 4.5.1 in [32] and (A.5), we have

sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ ‖z_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ sup_{p∈[0,1]} liminf_{k→∞} E [ ‖z^k_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ]

⩽ sup p∈[0,1],k∈N E [ ‖z^k_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ M_1,∀ t ∈ [0,T ].

Similar to the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 in [30] and by the above inequality, (A.11) and Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), it can be proved that {z_p, p ∈ [0,1]} satisfies (A.1). Now, we show the uniqueness. If { z_p, p ∈ [0,1] } and { ~z_p, p ∈ [0,1] } are the strong solutions to the system (A.1) given μ ∈ M , then by z_p(0) = ~z_p(0), (A.1) and (A.12) and similar to the proof of (A.6)-(A.9), we have E [ ‖z_p(t)−~z_p(t)‖^2 ] = 0, ∀ t ∈ [0,T ]. Then, by the continuity of z_p(·) and ~z_p(·) and similar to the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 in [30], we know that, if the strong solution to the system (A.1) given μ ∈ M exists, then it must be unique. Denote ν_p = L (z_p) and ν^k_p = L (z^k_p) ∈ P(C^n_T ). Now, we will prove that {ν_p, p ∈ [0,1]} ∈ M . By μ ∈ M , we have sup_{p∈[0,1]} ∫ C^n_T ‖θ‖ 2 ∗,T μ_p(dθ) < ∞.

Denote

K_2 = sup_{p∈[0,1]} ∫ C^n_T

‖θ‖^2_{∗,T} μ_p(dθ). (A.13)

Similar to the proof of (A.4) and by the above equality, Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), (A.1), C_r inequality and Hölder inequality, we have E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ]

⩽P_2 ( sup q∈[0,1] ∫ C^n_T

‖z‖^2_{∗,T} μ_q(dz)

) 2+υ_2

+ P_3 + P_1 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z_p(t)‖^{2+υ} ] ⩽ P_1M_1 + P_2K_2 + P_3. (A.14)

Noting that the r.h.s. of the above inequality is independent of p, then we have sup_{p∈[0,1]} ∫ C^n_T ‖x‖ 2 ∗,T ν_p(dx) < ∞. Therefore, by Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), (4) and (A.1), it can be proved that for any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0, such that if |t_1 −t_2| < δ , then W_2(ν_{t1,p},ν_{t2,p}) < ε,∀ t_1, t_2 ∈ [0,T ], p ∈ [0,1]. By (A.1), (A.5) and (A.14), we have ν^k_p, ν_p ∈ P^2(C^n_T ). Then, it’s sufficient to prove that the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν_p ∈ P^2(C^n_T ) is measurable for Φ(μ) = ν ∈ M . Noting that z^k_p converges to z_p as k → ∞ a.s. and by Theorem 7.1.5 in [33], we have lim_{k→∞} W_{2,T} (ν^k_p,ν_p) = 0,∀ p ∈ [0,1]. Then, by Theorem 4.2.2 in [34], it’s sufficient to prove the measurability of the maps [0,1] ∋ p → ν^k_p ∈ P^2(C^n_T ), k ⩾ 0 for the measurability of the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν_p ∈ P^2(C^n_T ). Noting that (C^{3n}_T ,‖ · ‖_∞) is a separable metric space and by Lemma 7.26 in [35], we know that the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν_p ∈ P(C^{3n}_T ) is measurable if and only if for any B ∈ B(C^{3n}_T ), the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν_p(B) ∈ [0,1] is measurable. Denote ~ν^k_p = L (z^k_p,η_p,w_p) ∈ P(C^{3n}_T ). Notice that if the map [0,1] ∋ p → ~ν^k_p ∈ R is measurable, then for any B ∈ B(C^n_T ), the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν^k_p(B) = ~ν^k_p(B × C^{2n}_T ) ∈ R is measurable. Then, it’s sufficient to prove the measurability of the map [0,1] ∋ p → ~ν^k_p ∈ P(C^{3n}_T ) for the measurability of the map [0,1] ∋ p → ν^k_p ∈ P(C^n_T ). We will prove that the maps [0,1] ∋ p → ~ν^k_p ∈ P(C^{3n}_T ), k ∈ N are measurable by induction. By Assumption 2.2, the conclusion holds for k = 0. Suppose that the conclusion holds for k = ~k, ~k = 0,1,2,... and we will prove that it holds for k = ~k + 1. Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [18], it’s sufficient to prove that for all 0 ⩽ t_1 ⩽ ··· ⩽ t_m ⩽ T and any bounded continuous functions f_i, g_i, h_i : R^n → R, i = 1,...,m, the map [0,1] ∋ p → E [ ∏^m_{i=1} fi(z^{~k+1}_p (ti))hi(ηp(ti))gi(wp(ti)) ] ∈ R is measurable. Denote s_l = ⌊sl⌋^1_l , where l is a positive integer. For any given t ∈ [0,T ] and p ∈ [0,1], consider the following process

z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) =z^{~k}_p(0) + ∫ t 0 G(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l))ds + ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l))μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dqds + ∫ t 0 H(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l))dw_p(s). (A.15)

Then z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) = h(t, p,η_p,z^{~k}_p,w_p), where

h(t, p,η_p,z^{~k}_p,w_p) = ⌊tl⌋ ∑_{j=0}^1_l^{G(l} j^{, p,η}p^{(l} j^{),z~k}p^{(l} j^{)) + z~k}p^{(0)} + 1 l ⌊tl⌋ ∑_{j=0} ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(l_j, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(l_j))μ_{l j,q}(dz)dq

+ ⌊tl⌋ ∑_{j=0}^1_l^{H(l} j^{, p,η}p^{(l} j^{),z~k}p^{(l} j^{))(w}p^{(l} j+1^{) − w}p^{(l} j^{)) + (t − t}l^{)G(t}l^{, p,η}p^{(t}l^{),z~k}p^{(t}l^{))} + ( t − t_l )∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F ( t_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p ( t_l )) μ_{tl ,q}(dz)dq + H ( t_l, p,η_p ( t_l ) ,z^{~k}_p ( t_l ))( w_p(t) − w_p ( t_l )) and l_j =^j_l . Then, by Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), h(t, p,x,z,y) is measurable w.r.t. p and con-

tinuous w.r.t. (x,z,y), that is, h is measurable. By E [ ∏^m_{i=1} fi(z^{~k+1,l}p (ti))hi(ηp(ti))gi(wp(ti)) ] = E [ ∏^m_{i=1} hi(ηp(ti)) fi(h(ti, p,ηp,z^{~k}_p,wp))gi(wp(ti)) ] , the measurability of the map [0,1] ∋ p →

L (z^{~k}_p,η_p,w_p) and (5.3.1) in [33], we know that the map

[0,1] ∋ p → E

[_m

∏_{i=1}^fi^{(z~k+1,l}p^{(t}i^{))h}i^{(η}p^{(t}i^{))g}i^{(w}p^{(t}i^{))} ] ∈ R (A.16)

is measurable. Now, we will prove that z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) converges to z^{~k+1}_p (t) as l → ∞ in probability,

that is, for any ε, ε_0 > 0, we will prove that there exists l_1 > 0, such that if l ⩾ l_1, then P {‖ z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) − z^{~k+1}_p (t) ‖ ‖ > ε} < ε_0. By Chebyshev inequality, we have P{ ‖ ‖z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) − z^{~k+1}_p (t) ‖ ‖ > ε } ⩽ E [ ‖z^{~k+1,l}_p (t)−z^{~k+1}_p (t)‖^2 ] ε^{−2}. Then, it’s sufficient to prove E [ ‖z^{~k+1,l}_p (t)−z^{~k+1}_p (t)‖^2 ] < ε_0ε^2.

By (A.2), (A.15) and C_r inequality, we have E [ ‖z^{~k+1}_p (t) − z^{~k+1,l}_p (t)‖^2 ]

⩽3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − G(s_l, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l)) ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

+ 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)

− F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s_l))μ_{sl ,q}(dz) ) dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

+ 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] . (A.17)

Denote M_2 = M^{22+υ}_1 . By Lyapunov inequality and (A.5), we have sup_{k∈N,p∈[0,1],t∈[0,T ]} E [ ‖z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ M_2. Denote l_r = σ_2(M_2 + r) + σ_3. By Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), (A.5) and (A.13), we know that,

for any ε > 0, there exists ε_1 > 0, such that if ‖s − s_l‖ < ε_1, then E [ ‖G(s, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l)) − G(s_l, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l))‖^2 ]

⩽ ε^2ε_0

54T^2l_r ( σ_2E [ ‖z^{~k}_p (s_l)‖^2 ] + σ_3 + σ_2E [ ‖η_p (s_l)‖^2 ]) ⩽ ε^2ε_0

54T^2

, (A.18)

E [ ∫ [0,1]×R^n ‖ ‖F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s_l)) − F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s_l)) ‖ ‖^2μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dq ]

⩽ ε^2ε_0 81T^2(σ_5M_2 + σ_5K_2 + σ_6) ( σ_5E [ ‖z^{~k}_p(s_l)‖^2 ] + σ_5 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

‖z‖^2μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dq + σ_6 ) ⩽ ε^2ε_0 81T^2

(A.19) and E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s))‖^2 ]

⩽ ε_0ε^2 216T l_r ( σ_2E [ ‖z^{~k}_p(s)‖^2 ] + σ_2E [ ‖η_p(s)‖^2 ] + σ_3 ) ⩽ ε_0ε^2 216T

, (A.20)

∀ s ∈ [0,T ]. By Assumption 2.3 (iii), there exists ε_2 > 0, such that if ‖s − s_l‖ < ε_2, then E [ ‖η_p(s) − η_p(s_l)‖^2 ] < ε^2ε_0 216σ_1T^2

, (A.21)

∀ s ∈ [0,T ]. By μ_p ∈ M , there exists ε_3 > 0 such that if ‖s − s_l‖ < ε_3, then

W_2 ( μ_{s,p}, μ_{sl ,p} ) ⩽ ε √ ε_0 9T σ_4

, (A.22)

∀ s ∈ [0,T ]. By Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), (A.2) and (A.5), we know that there exists ε_4 > 0, such

that if ‖s − s_l‖ < ε_4, then E [ ‖z^{~k}_p(s) − z^{~k}_p (s_l)‖^2 ] ⩽min { ε^2ε_0 81T σ^2_4 , ε^2ε_0 216σ_1T^2 } , (A.23)

∀ s ∈ [0,T ]. Denote ε_5 = min{ε_1, ε_2, ε_3, ε_4}. By lim_{l→∞} s_l = s, ∀ s ⩾ 0, there exists l_1 > 0,

such that if l ⩾ l_1, then ‖s_l − s‖ < ε_5,∀ s ∈ [0,T ]. Therefore, for the first term on the r.h.s. of

(A.17), by Assumption 2.3 (i), C_r inequality, Hölder inequality, (A.18), (A.21) and (A.23), we

have 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − G(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

⩽6T ∫ T 0 E [ ‖G(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l))‖^2 ] ds + 6T ∫ T 0 E [ ‖G(s, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l)) − G(s_l, p,η_p(s_l),z^{~k}_p(s_l))‖^2 ] ds ⩽6T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖η_p(s) − η_p (s_l)‖^2 ] ds + 6T^2 ε^2ε_0 54T^2

+ 6T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^{~k}_p(s) − z^{~k}_p (s_l)‖^2 ] ds ⩽ ε^2ε_0 3 , ∀ l ⩾ l_1. (A.24)

By Remarks 6.5-6.6 in [36], we have W_2(μ,ν) ⩾ sup_{f : f is 1-Lipschitz} ‖ ‖ ∫_{Rn} f (z)μ(dz)−∫_{Rn} f (z)ν(dz) ‖ ‖, where μ, ν ∈ P(R^n ). Then, for the second term on the r.h.s. of (A.17), by Assumption 2.3 (ii),

C_r inequality, Hölder inequality, (5), (A.19) and (A.22)-(A.23), we have 3E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz) − F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l))μ_{sl ,q}(dz) ) dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

⩽9E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s)) ( μ_{s,q}(dz) − μ_{sl ,q}(dz) ) dqds ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ]

+ 9E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s_l)) ) μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

+ 9E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q) ( F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l)) − F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ) μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dqds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2]

⩽9T σ^2_4 ∫ T 0 ∫ [0,1]

W^2_2 ( μ_{s,q}, μ_{sl ,q} ) dqds

+ 9T ∫ T 0 E [∫ [0,1]×R^n ‖ ‖F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ‖ ‖^2μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dq ] ds + 9T ∫ T 0 E [∫ [0,1]×R^n ‖ ‖F(s, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l)) − F(s_l, p,q,z,z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ‖ ‖^2μ_{sl ,q}(dz)dq ] ds ⩽9T σ^2_4 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^{~k}_p(s) − z^{~k}_p (s_l)‖^2 ] ds + 9T^2σ^2_4 ε^2ε_0 81T^2σ^2_4

+ 9T^2 ε^2ε_0 81T^2 ⩽ ε^2ε_0 3 , ∀ l ⩾ l_1. (A.25)

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (A.17), by Assumption 2.3 (i), Theorem 3.6 in [31], C_r

inequality, Hölder inequality, (A.20), (A.21) and (A.23), we have 3E [‖ ‖ ∫ t 0 ( H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l)) ) dw_p(s) ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽12 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l))‖^2 ] ds ⩽24 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{~k}_p(s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p (s),z^{~k}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds + 24 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖H(s_l, p,η_p (s),z^{~k}_p (s)) − H(s_l, p,η_p (s_l),z^{~k}_p (s_l))‖^2 ] ds ⩽24 ε_0ε^2 216T

+ 24σ_1 ∫ T 0 ( E [ ‖η_p (s) − η_p (s_l)‖^2 ] + E [ ‖z^{~k}_p (s) − z^{~k}_p (s_l)‖^2 ]) ds ⩽ ε^2ε_0 3 , ∀ l ⩾ l_1.

This together with (A.17) and (A.24)-(A.25) leads to E [ ‖z^{~k+1}_p (t) − z^{~k+1,l}_p (t)‖^2 ] < ε^2ε_0. Therefore,

for any ε, ε_0 > 0, there exists l_1 > 0, such that if l ⩾ l_1, then P { ‖z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) − z^k_p(t)‖ > ε } ⩽ E [ ‖z^{~k+1,l}_p (t)−z^k_p(t)‖^2 ] ε^{−2} < ε_0, that is, z^{~k+1,l}_p (t) converges to z^{~k+1}_p (t) in probability. Then, noting

that f_i, g_i and h_i are bounded and continuous, we know that E [ ∏^m_{i=1} fi(z^{~k+1,l}p (ti))hi (ηp (ti)) g_i (w_p(t_i)) ] converges to E[∏^m_{i=1} f_i(z^{~k+1}_p (t_i))h_i(η_p(t_i))g_i(w_p(t_i))] as l → ∞. This together with

Theorem 4.2.2 in [34] and (A.16) gives that the map [0,1] ∋ p → E [ ∏^m_{i=1} fi(z^{~k+1}_p (ti))hi(ηp(ti))

g_i(w_p(t_i)) ] ∈ R is measurable. Then, for any k ∈ N, the map [0,1] ∋ p → ~ν^k_p ∈ P(C^{3n}_T ) is

measurable. In conclusion, the map Φ is well-defined.

Second, we will prove the existence of the fixed point of the map Φ in M . Let z^0_p(t) = z_p(0),

∀ t ∈ [0,T ], ~μ = {L ( z^0_p(t),t ∈ [0,T ] ) , p ∈ [0,1]} and Φ_0(~μ) = ~μ. For any k ∈ N, define the

following iterative sequence

z^{k+1}_p (t) =z^k_p(0) + ∫ t 0 [ G ( s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s) )

+ ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F ( s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s) ) Φ_{k,q}(~μ) ∘ π^{−1}_s (dz)dq ] ds + ∫ t 0 H ( s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s) ) dw_p(s), (A.26)

where Φ_{k,q}(~μ) = L (z^k_q). Denote Φ_k(~μ) = {Φ_{k,p}(~μ), p ∈ [0,1]}. Similar to the proof of (A.11)

and by (A.26), Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii), C_r inequality, Hölder inequality and Theorem 3.6 in [31],

we have E [( sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖z^{k+1}_p (s) − z^k_p(s)‖

)_2]

⩽3T σ_1E ∫ t 0 [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds + 6T E

[ ∫_t 0 ∫ [0,1] ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n F ( s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s) )

(Φ_{k,q}(~μ) ∘ π^{−1}_s (dz) − Φ_{k−1,q}(~μ) ∘ π^{−1}_s (dz)) ‖ ‖ ‖^2dqds ]

+ 6T ∫ t 0 ∫ [0,1]×R^n E [ ‖F(s, p,q,z,z^k_p(s)) − F(s, p,q,z,z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] Φ_{k−1,q}(~μ) ∘ π^{−1}_s (dz)dqds

+ 12σ_1 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖H(s, p,η_p(s),z^k_p(s)) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z^{k−1}_p (s))‖^2 ] ds ⩽L_2 ∫ t 0 E [ ‖z^k_p(s) − z^{k−1}_p (s)‖^2 ] ds + 6T σ^2_4 ∫ t 0 sup_{p∈[0,1]}W^2_{2,s}(Φ_{k,p}(~μ),Φ_{k−1,p}(~μ))ds

⩽L_2 ∫ t 0 E [( sup s_1∈[0,s]

‖z^k_p(s_1) − z^{k−1}_p (s_1)‖

)_2]

ds + 6T σ^2_4 ∫ t 0 sup_{p∈[0,1]}W^2_{2,s}(Φ_{k,p}(~μ),Φ_{k−1,p}(~μ))ds.

(A.27)

This together with Gronwall inequality gives E [( sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖ ‖ ‖z^{k+1}_p (s) − z^k_p(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ )_2]

⩽ 6T σ^2_4 e^{L2T} ∫ t 0 sup_{p∈[0,1]}W^2_{2,s}(Φ_{k,p}(~μ),Φ_{k−1,p}(~μ))ds.

Then, by W^2_{2,t} (L (z^k_p),L (z^{k−1}_p )) ⩽ E [( sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖z^k_p(s)−z^{k−1}_p (s)‖

)_2]

, we have W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ_{k+1}(~μ), Φ_k(~μ)) ⩽ 6T σ^2_4 e^{L2T} ∫ T 0 W^2_{2,M ,s}(Φ_k(~μ),Φ_{k−1}(~μ))ds. Then, by Cauchy formula, we have

W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ_{k+1}(~μ),Φ_k(~μ)) ⩽ ( 6T σ^2_4 e^{L2T}

)_k T^2W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ1(~μ), ~μ) k! . (A.28)

Combining Assumption 2.2, (A.14), C_r inequality and ~μ, Φ_1(~μ) ∈ M gives

W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ_1(~μ), ~μ) ⩽ sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup t∈[0,T] ‖ ‖z^1_p(t) − z^0_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽2 sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup t∈[0,T ]

‖z^1_p(t)‖^2 ] + 2 sup_{p∈[0,1]} E [ sup t∈[0,T]

‖z^0_p(t)‖^2 ] < ∞. Then, by (A.28), we know that {Φ_k(~μ), k ∈ N} is a Cauchy sequence in [ P^2(C^n_T )

]_{[0,1]} . Nothing that the space ( P^2(C^n_T ),W_{2,T} ) is complete, there exists μ ∈ [ P^2(C^n_T )

]_{[0,1]}

such that lim_{k→∞} W^2_{2,M ,T} Φ_k(~μ), μ) = 0 and sup_{p∈[0,1]} ∫ C^n_T ‖x‖ 2 ∗,T μ_p(dx) < ∞. By Φ_k(~μ) ∈ M , we know that the map [0,1] ∋ p → Φ_{k,p}(~μ) is measurable. Then, by Theorem 4.2.2 in [34], we know that the map [0,1] ∋ p → μ_p is measurable. This together with the triangle inequality of the 2-Wasserstein distance gives μ ∈ M . By W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ(μ), μ) = lim_{k→∞} W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ_{k+1}(~μ),Φ_k(~μ)) = 0, we know that μ is the fixed point of the map Φ in M .

At last, we prove the uniqueness of the fixed point of the map Φ in M . Suppose that z^μ_p (0) = z^ν_p(0) = z_p(0), and {z^μ_p , μ_p = L (z^μ_p )} and {z^ν_p, ν_p = L (z^ν_p)} are the solutions to the following equations

z^μ_p (t) =z^μ_p (0) + ∫ t 0 [ G ( s, p,η_p(s),z^μ_p (s) ) + ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^μ_p (s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ] ds + ∫ t 0 H ( s, p,η_p(s),z^μ_p (s) ) dw_p(s) and z^ν_p(t) =z^ν_p(0) + ∫ t 0 [ G ( s, p,η_p(s),z^ν_p(s) ) + ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z^ν_p(s))ν_{s,q}(dz)dq ] ds + ∫ t 0 H ( s, p,η_p(s),z^ν_p(s) ) dw_p(s),

where μ_{s,q} = μ_q ∘ π^{−1}_s and ν_{s,q} = ν_q ∘ π^{−1}_s . Then similar to the proof of (A.27)-(A.28), we have W^2_{2,M ,T} (μ,ν) = W^2_{2,M ,T} (Φ(μ),Φ(ν)) = 0, which shows the uniqueness of the fixed point of the map Φ in M .

Combining the above three steps, we know that there exists a unique solution to the system (1). ■

APPENDIX B

Proof of Lemma 3.3: For any p ∈

(_{i−1}

N ,^i_N ] , by (1), (7), C_r inequality, Hölder inequality and

Theorem 3.6 in [31], and similar to the proof of (A.11), we have E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖z^N_i (t) − z_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ]

⩽4E [ ‖z i_N (0) − z_p(0)‖^2 ] + 4T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖G ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds + 16E ∫ T 0 [‖ ‖ ‖H ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ‖ ‖^2 ] ds + 4T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ( A^N ( i N , j N ) F ( s, i N , j N ,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) ))

− ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds. (B.1)

Denote ε_1(T,N, p) = 4E [ ‖z i_N (0) − z_p(0)‖^2 ] , ε_2(T,N, p) = ∫ T 0 E [ ‖G(s, p,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s)) − G(s,^i_N ,

η i_N (s),z^N_i (s))‖^2 ] ds and ε_3(T,N, p) = ∫ T 0 E [ ‖η i_N (s) − η_p(s)‖^2 ] ds. For the second term on the

r.h.s. of (B.1), by Assumption 2.3 (i) and C_r inequality, we have 4T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖G ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − G ( s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽8T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖G ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − G ( s, p,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds + 8T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖G(s, p,η_{iN} (s),z^N_i (s)) − G(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽8T ε_2(T,N, p) + 8T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖η i_N (s) − η_p(s)‖^2 ] ds + 8T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^N_i (s) − z_p(s)‖^2 ] ds ⩽8T ε_2(T,N, p) + 8T σ_1ε_3(T,N, p + 8T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖z^N_i (s) − z_p(s)‖^2 ] dt. (B.2)

Denote ε_4(T,N, p) = ∫ T 0 E [ ‖H(s,^i_N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s))−H(s, p,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s))‖^2 ] ds. For the third term

on the r.h.s. of (B.1), similar to the proof of the above inequality and by Assumption 2.3 (i)-(ii)

and C_r inequality, we have 16 ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖H ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽32T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖H ( s, i N ,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − H ( s, p,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) )‖ ‖^2 ] ds + 32T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖H ( s, p,η i_N (s),z^N_i (s) ) − H(s, p,η_p(s),z_p(s)) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds

⩽32T ε_4(T,N, p) + 32T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖η i_N (s) − η_p(s)‖^2 ] ds + 32T σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^N_i (s) − z_p(s)‖^2 ] ds ⩽32T ε_4(T,N, p) + 32T σ_1ε_3(T,N, p) + 32σ_1 ∫ T 0 E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖ ‖z^N_i (s) − z_p(s) ‖ ‖^2 ] dt. (B.3)

For the fourth term on the r.h.s. of (B.1), by C_r inequality, we have 4T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{AN ( i}_N^{, j}_N^{)F(s, i}_N^{, j}_N^{,zN}j^{(s),zN}i^{(s))} − ∫ [0,1]×R^n

A(p,q)F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ N ∑_{j=1} ∫ (_{j−1}

N ,^j_N

] A^N ( p,q )( F ( s, i N , j N ,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )

− F ( s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )) dq ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

+ 12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ N ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^n ×

(_{j−1}

N ,^j_N

] A^N ( p,q )( F ( s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )

− F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds

+ 12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N(p,q) − A(p,q) ) F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds. (B.4)

Denote ε_5(T,N, p) = ∫ T 0 N ∑_{j=1} ∫ (^{j−1}_N ,^j_N ] E [ ‖F(s,^i_N ,^j_N ,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s)) − F(s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s))‖^2 ] dq ds. For the first term on the r.h.s. of the above inequality, by Hölder inequality, we have 12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖^N∑ j=1 ∫ (_{j−1}

N ,^j_N

] A^N ( p,q )( F ( s, i N , j N ,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )

− F ( s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )) dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds ⩽ 12T ε_5(T,N, p). (B.5)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (B.4), by Hölder inequality and Assumption 2.3 (ii), we

have 12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖^N∑ j=1 ∫ R^n ×

(_{j−1}

N ,^j_N

] A^N ( p,q )( F ( s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) )

− F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽12T ∫ T 0 N ∑_{j=1} ∫ (_{j−1}

N ,^j_N ] E [ ∫ R^n ‖ F ( s, p,q,z^N_j (s),z^N_i (s) ) − F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) ‖_2 μ_{s,q}(dz) ] dqds

⩽24T σ^2_4 ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z^N_i (s) − z_p(s)‖^2 ] ds + 24T σ^2_4 ∫ T 0 N ∑_{j=1} ∫ (_{j−1}

N ,^j_N ] E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖z^N_j (s) − z_q(s)‖^2 ] dqdt.

(B.6)

Fix M ∈ (0,∞) and define F_M(s, p,q,x,y) = F(s, p,q,x,y)I_{{‖x‖⩽M,‖y‖⩽M}}, where I_{{‖x‖⩽M,‖y‖⩽M}}

equals 1 when ‖x‖ ⩽ M and ‖y‖ ⩽ M, and 0 otherwise. Note that by Assumption 2.3 (ii), F_M is

Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x,y) and the Lipschitz constant is unform for all t, p and q. Then, by

Corollary 2 in [37], there exist m = m(M) and ~F_M(s, p,q,x,y) = ∑^m_{k=1} F_1(s, p,q,k,m)a_k(x)c_k(y)

I_{{‖x‖⩽M,‖y‖⩽M}} such that, for any x, y ∈ R^n , s ∈ [0,T ], p, q ∈ [0,1],

‖ ~F_M(s, p,q,x,y) − F_M(s, p,q,x,y)‖ ⩽ 1 M , (B.7)

where a_k and c_k are the polynomials of x and y, respectively, and F_1(s, p,q,k,m) is a function

of s, p, q, k, m. By Hölder inequality and C_r inequality, we have 12T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N (p,q) − A(p,q) ) F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽36T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N (p,q) − A(p,q) )( F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))

− F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds + 36T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1]

(A^N(p,q) − A(p,q))(F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))

− ~F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds + 36T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N (p,q) − A(p,q) ) ~ F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds. (B.8)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of (B.8), by Assumption 2.3 (ii), C_r inequality, Hölder inequality,

Jensen inequality and Chebyshev inequality, we have 36T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N(p,q) − A(p,q) )( F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))

− F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽36T ∫ T 0 E [( ∫ R^n ×(0,1]

‖F(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) − F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))‖μ_{s,q}(dz)dq

)_2] ds

⩽36TC^2 ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1]

(1 + ‖z‖ + ‖z_p(s)‖) ( I_{{‖z‖>M}} + I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ) μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽36TC^2 ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ (0,1] E [ I_{{‖zq(s)‖>M}} ] dq + I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} + I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ∫ (0,1] E [ z_q(s) ] dq + ‖z_p(s)‖ ∫ (0,1] E [ I_{{‖zq(s)‖>M}} ] dq + ‖z_p(s)‖I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} + ∫ (0,1] E [ z_q(s)I_{{‖zq(s)‖>M}} ] dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽432TC^2 sup_{p∈(0,1]} ∫ T 0 E [ I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ] ds + 432TC^2 sup_{p∈(0,1]} ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^2I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ] ds + 432TC^2 sup_{p∈(0,1]} ∫ T 0 E [ I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ] E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^2 ] ds

⩽ 432TC^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ∫ T 0 E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^2 ] ds +

432TC^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ∫ T 0 ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^2 ])_2 ds + 432TC^2 sup_{p∈(0,1]} ∫ T 0 ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

]) 2_{2+υ} ( E [ I_{{‖zp(s)‖>M}} ])^υ_{2+υ} ds

⩽ 432TC^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ∫ T 0 ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

]) 2_{2+υ} ds + 432TC^2 M^{− 2υ2+υ} sup_{p∈(0,1]} ∫ T 0 ( ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

]) 2_{2+υ} ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

])^{2υ}_{(2+υ)2} ) ds

+ 432TC^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ∫ T 0 ( E [ ‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

]) 4_{2+υ} ds

⩽ 432T^2C^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ( E [ sup s∈[0,T ]

‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

])^2_{2+υ}

+ 432T^2C^2 M^{− 2υ2+υ}

× sup_{p∈(0,1]} ( E [ sup s∈[0,T ]

‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

])^2_{2+υ} sup p∈(0,1] ( E [ sup s∈[0,T]

‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

])^{2υ}_{(2+υ)2}

+ 432T^2C^2

M^2 sup p∈(0,1] ( E [ sup s∈[0,T]

‖z_p(s)‖^{2+υ}

])^4_{2+υ}

= L_3(M,T ). (B.9)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (B.8), by (B.7) and Hölder inequality, we have 36T ∫ T 0 E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1]

(A^N(p,q) − A(p,q))(F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))

− ~F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽36T ∫ T 0 E [∫ R^n ×(0,1]

‖F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s)) − ~F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))‖^2μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ] ds ⩽

36T^2 M^2 . (B.10)

By Corollary 2 in [37] and Assumption 2.3 (ii), there exists a constant K(T,m) > 0, such that sup p,q∈[0,1],s∈[0,T],k=1,2,...,m ‖F_1(s, p,q,k,m)‖ ⩽ K(T,m).

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (B.8), by Hölder inequality and noting that a_k and c_k are the

polynomials independent of p and q, we know that there exists C_{M,T} such that 36T ∫ [0,T ] E [‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N (p,q) − A(p,q) ) ~ F_M(s, p,q,z,z_p(s))μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2] ds

⩽36T m m ∑_{k=1} ∫ [0,T ] E [‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^n ×(0,1] ( A^N (p,q) − A(p,q) ) F_1(s, p,q,k,m)a_k(z)I_{{‖z‖⩽M}}

× c_k(z_p(s))I_{{‖zp(s)‖⩽M}}μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ] ds ⩽36T^2mK^2(T,m) sup_{s∈[0,T]} m ∑_{k=1}^{E[‖c}k^{(z}p^{(s))I}{‖zp(s)‖⩽M}^{‖2]} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ (0,1] ( A^N ( p,q ) − A(p,q) )

× ∫ R^n

a_k(z)I_{{‖z‖⩽M}}μ_{s,q}(dz)dq ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ⩽ C_{M,T} ‖ ‖A^N − A ‖ ‖^2_{∞→1} .

Combining (B.1)-(B.6) and (B.8)-(B.10) with the above inequality gives ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T]

‖ẑ^N_p (t) − z_p(t)‖^2 ] d p

= N ∑_{i=1} ∫ (_{i−1}

N ,^i_N ] E [ sup t∈[0,T]

‖z^N_i (t) − z_p(t)‖^2 ] d p ⩽ ( ε_1(T,N) + 8T ε_2(T,N) + 8T σ_1ε_2(T,N) + 32T ε_4(T,N) + 32T σ_1ε_3(T,N) + 12T ε_5(T,N)

+ L_3(M,T ) +

36T^2 M^2

+C_{M,T} ‖A^N − A‖^2_{∞→1} )

+ ( 8T σ_1 + 32σ_1 + 48T σ^2_2

) ∫^T 0 ∫ [0,1] E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} ‖ẑ^N_p (s) − z_p(s)‖^2 ] d pdt,

where ε_1(T,N) = ∫ [0,1] ε1(T,N, p)d p, ε2(T,N) = ∫ [0,1] ε2(T,N, p)d p, ε3(T,N) = ∫ [0,1] ε3(T,N, p)

d p, ε_4(T,N) = ∫ [0,1] ε4(T,N, p)d p and ε5(T,N) = ∫ [0,1] ε5(T,N, p)d p. Then, by Gronwall inequal-

ity, we have ∫ [0,1] E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖ ‖ẑ^N_p (t) − z_p(t) ‖ ‖^2 ] d p

⩽ ( ε_1(T,N) + 8T ε_2(T,N) + 8T σ_1ε_2(T,N) + 32T ε_4(T,N) + 32T σ_1ε_3(T,N) + 12T ε_5(T,N) + L_3(M,T ) +

36T^2 M^2

+C_{M,T} ‖ A^N − A ‖_2 ∞→1 ) e^T (^{8T σ1+32σ1+48T σ 22} ). (B.11) By Assumption 2.1 and Lemma 8.11 in [38], we have lim_{N→∞} ‖A^N − A‖^2_{∞→1} = 0. (B.12) By Assumption 2.2, we have lim_{N→∞} ε_1(T,N) = 0. (B.13) By Assumption 2.3 (i) and (ii), we have lim_{N→∞} ε_2(T,N) = 0, lim_{N→∞} ε_3(T,N) = 0. (B.14) By Assumption 2.3 (i), we have lim_{N→∞} ε_4(T,N) = 0. (B.15) By Assumption 2.3 (ii), we have lim_{N→∞} ε_5(T,N) = 0. (B.16) By Theorem 2.1, we have lim_{M→∞} L_3(M,T ) = 0. (B.17) Letting N and M tend to infinity and by (B.11)-(B.17), we have (10). ■ REFERENCES [1] J. Gärtner, “On the McKean-Vlasov limit for interacting diffusions,” Math. Nachr., vol.

137, no. 1, pp. 197-248, 1988.

[2] M. A. Gkogkas and C. Kuehn, “Graphop mean-field limits for Kuramoto-type models,” SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 248-283, 2022.

[3] E. Luçon and C. Poquet, “Long time dynamics and disorder-induced traveling waves in the stochastic Kuramoto model,” Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., vol. 53, No. 3, pp. 1196-1240, 2017.

[4] S. Y. Ha, J. Jung and M. Röckner, “Collective stochastic dynamics of the Cucker-Smale ensemble under uncertain communication,” J. Differ. Equ., vol. 284, pp. 39-82, 2021.

[5] J. Baladron, D. Fasoli, O. Faugeras and J. Touboul, “Mean-field description and propagation of chaos in networks of Hodgkin-Huxley and FitzHugh-Nagumo neurons,” J. Math. Neurosc., vol. 2, pp. 1-50, 2012.

[6] E. Luçon, “Quenched asymptotics for interacting diffusions on inhomogeneous random graphs,” Stoch. Process. Their Appl., vol. 130, no. 11, pp. 6783-6842, 2020.

[7] A. A. Vlasov, “The vibrational properties of an electron gas,” Phys. Usp., vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 721-733, 1968.

[8] H. P. McKean, “A class of Markov processes associated with nonlinear parabolic equations,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 1907-1911, 1966.

[9] L. Lovász and B. Szegedy, “Limits of dense graph sequences,” J. Comb. Theory Ser. B, vol. 96, no. 6, pp. 933-957, 2006.

[10] P. E. Caines and M. Huang, “Graphon mean field games and their equations,” SIAM J.

Control Optim., vol. 59, no. 6, pp. 4373-4399, 2021.

[11] S. Gao, P. E. Caines and M. Huang, “LQG graphon mean field games: Graphon invariant subspaces,” in Proc. 60th IEEE Conf. Decision Control, Austin, USA, Dec. 13-17, 2021, pp. 5253-5260.

[12] S. Gao, P. E. Caines and M. Huang, “LQG graphon mean field games: Analysis via graphoninvariant subspaces,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 68, no. 12, pp. 7482-7497, 2023.

[13] R. F. Tchuendom, S. Gao, P. E. Caines and M. Huang, “Infinite horizon LQG graphon mean field games: Explicit Nash values and local minima,” Syst. Control Lett., vol. 187, pp. 105780, 2024.

[14] R. F. Tchuendom, P. E. Caines and M. Huang, “Critical nodes in graphon mean field games,” in Proc. 60th IEEE Conf. Decision Control, Austin, USA, Dec. 13-17, 2021, pp. 166-170.

[15] C. Fabian, K. Cui and H. Koeppl, “Mean field games on weighted and directed graphs via colored digraphons,” IEEE Control Syst. Lett., vol. 7, pp. 877-882, 2022.

[16] K. Cui and H. Koeppl, “Learning graphon mean field games and approximate Nash equilibria,” arXiv:2112.01280, 2021.

[17] C. Fabian, K. Cui and H. Koeppl, “Learning sparse graphon mean field games,” in Proc.

26th AISTATS, Valencia, Spain, Apr. 25-27, 2023, pp. 4486-4514.

[18] E. Bayraktar, S. Chakraborty and R. Wu. “Graphon mean field systems,” Ann. Appl. Probab., vol. 33, no. 5, pp. 3587-3619, 2023.

[19] E. Bayraktar and R. Wu, “Stationarity and uniform in time convergence for the graphon particle system,” Stoch. Process. Their Appl., vol. 150, pp. 532-568, 2022.

[20] E. Bayraktar and R. Wu, “Graphon particle system: Uniform-in-time concentration bounds,” Stoch. Process. Their Appl., vol. 156, pp. 196-225, 2023.

[21] G. Bet, F. Coppini and F. R. Nardi, “Weakly interacting oscillators on dense random graphs,” J. Appl. Probab., pp. 1-24, 2023.

[22] D. Vasal, R. Mishra and S. Vishwanath, “Sequential decomposition of graphon mean field games,” in Proc. 2021 Amer. Control Conf., virtually, May. 25-28, 2021, pp. 730-736.

[23] S. I. Amari, “Dynamics of pattern formation in lateral-inhibition type neural fields,” Biol.

Cybern., vol. 27, no. 2, pp. 77-87, 1977.

[24] Y. Chen and T. Li, “A large-scale stochastic gradient descent algorithm over a graphon,” in Proc. 62nd IEEE Conf. Decision Control, Marina Bay Sands, Singapore, Dec. 13-15, 2023, pp. 4806-4811.

[25] A. Nedić and A. Ozdaglar, “Distributed subgradient methods for multi-agent optimization,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 54, no. 1, pp. 48-61, 2009.

[26] K. Yuan, Q. Ling and W. Yin, “On the convergence of decentralized gradient descent,” SIAM J. Control Optim., vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 1835-1854, 2016.

[27] B. Swenson, R. Murray, H. V. Poor and S. Kar, “Distributed stochastic gradient descent:

Nonconvexity, nonsmoothness, and convergence to local minima,” J. Mach. Learn. Res., vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 14751-14812, 2022.

[28] Y. Chen, A. L. Fradkov, K. Fu, X. Fu and T. Li, “Distributed stochastic optimization with unbounded subgradients over randomly time-varying networks,” arXiv: 2008.08796, 2024.

[29] X. R. Mao, Stochastic Differential Equations and Applications. Amsterdam: Elsevier, 2007. [30] B. /0ksendal, Stochastic Differential Equations: An Introduction With Applications, 6th ed.

Berlin: Springer, 2003.

[31] A. Friedman, Stochastic Differential Euqation and Application. Massachusetts: Courier Corporation, 2012.

[32] K. L. Chung, A Course in Probability Theory. Cambridge: Academic Press, 2001. [33] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli and G. Savaré, Gradient Flows: in Metric Spaces and in the Space of Probability Measures. Berlin: Springer Science & Business Media, 2005.

[34] R. M. Dudley, Real Analysis and Probability. Florida: CRC Press, 2018. [35] D. Bertsekas and S. E. Shreve, Stochastic Optimal Control: the Discrete-Time Case, 5th ed. New Hampshire: Athena Scientific, 1996.

[36] C. Villani, Optimal Transport: Old and New. Berlin: Springer, 2009. [37] M. H. Schultz, “L^∞ multivariate approximation theory,” SIAM J. Numer. Anal., vol. 6, no.

2, pp. 161-183, 1969.

[38] L. Lovász, Large Networks and Graph Limits. Rhode Island: American Mathematical Society, 2012.

[39] Y. Chen and T. Li, “Graphon particle systems, part II: Dynamics of distributed stochastic continuum optimization.” submitted, 2024.