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A simple approach to proving the existence, uniqueness, and
strong and weak convergence rates for a broad class of
McKean—Vlasov equations
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Abstract

By employing a system of interacting stochastic particles as an approximation of the
McKean—Vlasov equation and utilizing classical stochastic analysis tools, namely Itd’s formula
and Kolmogorov—Chentsov continuity theorem, we prove the existence and uniqueness of strong
solutions for a broad class of McKean—Vlasov equations. Considering an increasing number of
particles in the approximating stochastic particle system, we also prove the L? strong conver-
gence rate and derive the weak convergence rates using the Kolmogorov backward equation and
variations of the stochastic particle system. Our convergence rates were verified by numerical
experiments which also indicate that the assumptions made here and in the literature can be
relaxed.
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1 Introduction

For a,o,k1,k2 : RxR = R, ¢ > 0 and {W(s)}s>0 being a one-dimensional Wiener process defined
on some probability space with the natural filtration, we consider the following McKean—Vlasov
equation:

Z(t)=¢ —|—/0ta(Z(s),/Rm(Z(s),z)us(dz)> ds "
. 1
—i—/o U(Z(s),/R@(Z(s),z)us(dz)> dW(s) ,

where 5 denotes the law of Z(s) for all s > 0, and & denotes a random initial state whose law is
to. For a(z,y) = y, with o being constant and x1 being bounded and Lipschitz, [23, Theorem I1.1.1]
demonstrates the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to (1). A recent analysis yielded the
same result in [18] when the initial condition & has a finite fourth moment, a(x,y) = o(z,y) = y,
ko does not change sign, and for all z,z’,y € R, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

k1 (2, y)| + [k2(z,y)| < C(L+ [2])
|2 (2,y) — k2(z',y)] < C L+ [yf*) |z — 2’| .

A typical method for obtaining strong approximations of Z is to solve the following d—dimensional
system of It6 stochastic differential equations (SDEs), also known as an interacting stochastic
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particle system with pairwise interaction kernels
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for i € {1,2,...,d}, & are i.i.d. and have the same law, pg, and {W;(s)}s>o are independent
one-dimensional Wiener processes and independent of {£;}9_,. In other words, the law p; for ¢ > 0
is approximated by an empirical measure based on the particles X% := {X4(t)}L,. It should be
noted that these particles are identically distributed but not independent.

The rate of strong convergence of X to a corresponding Z;, which satisfies (1) with & and
W;, as the size of the particle system, d, increases when a(z,y) = y and o is a constant was
shown to be O(1/+/d) in the classical reference [23, Theorem I1.1.4]. See also the works [5, 6] and
others by the same authors. For Z := {Z;-l};-l:l being d independent samples of the solution to the
McKean—Vlasov equation (1), we define the rate of weak convergence of as the rate of convergence
of E[g(X%)] to E[g(Z)] for a certain class of functions, g : R? — R. The rate of weak convergence
was established to be O(1/d) in, e.g., [16, Chapter 9] and [17, Theorem 6.1]. These works assume
that k2 = 0 and build upon semigroup theory in measure-valued function spaces to prove their
results. Recently, there has been an increasing interest in extending proofs of strong and weak
convergence in more general settings with nonlinear drift /diffusion coefficients. To that end, works
such as [24, Theorem B.2] and [10, Theorem 2.17] use Lions-derivatives [8] to calculate derivatives
with respect to measures and a master equation for probability measures [9]. For a more exhaustive
literature review, see [10].

Our study proves the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1) and derives, we believe more
simply, the same rates of strong and weak convergence of X¢ — Z; as in the literature using the
stochastic particle-based approximation (2) and classical stochastic analysis tools. In particularly,
we employ It6’s formula, the classical Kolmogorov—Chentsov continuity theorem, the Kolmogorov
backward equation and the first, second, and third variations of the SDE (2). [11]. We believe
that this new analysis is simpler than the analysis in the literature and is fully presented in this
manuscript. Moreover, it leads to clearer conditions on the class of admissible drift and diffusion
coefficients. In some cases, such conditions are relaxed (cf. the main condition on strong existence
(4) and those in [18] and the conditions on the O(1/d) weak convergence rate in Theorem 3.1 and
[10, Theorem 2.17]). We emphasize that the tools and proofs we present here can be extended to
more general settings with vector-valued Z(t) € R™ for some integer n > 1 or time heterogeneous
coeflicients. However, we restrict ourselves to the above setting for a more transparent exposition.

In Section 2, we prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to (1) by first bounding
moments and strong errors of (2) as functions of the particle system d. We then prove that
the conditional expectation of particles in (2) converges to a limit satisfying the McKean—Vlasov
equation (1). We also establish the standard strong convergence rates in this section.

In Section 3, we derive the rate of weak convergence. The principal steps to achieve this result
use the Kolmogorov backward equation to represent the weak error and the stochastic flows and the
dual functions to bound the weights in the resulting dual weighted residual representation. Using
the Kolmogorov backward equation to estimate the weak error in SDEs goes back to the ideas
of Talay and Tubaro [25], who estimated the time discretization error for uniform deterministic
time-steps. Later, the works [1, 2], extended the analysis to approximations with non-smooth
observables and the probability density of the solution at a given time. Kloeden and Platen [15]
generalized the analysis in [25] to weak approximations of a higher order. Later, in a series of works
inspired by [25], the authors developed methods based on stochastic flows and dual functions to
bound the weights in the resulting dual-weighted residual representation. This approach provided
the analysis for the weak approximation of SDEs using nonuniform, possibly stochastic, time-steps,
see [4, 19, 20, 22]. Furthermore, the same analysis line extended into the adaptive Multilevel Monte
Carlo realm, [12, 13]. The closest inspiration for deriving the weak convergence rate goes back
to the use of the mentioned techniques in the context of multiscale approximation. Those works
derived macroscopic SDEs continuum models by choosing their drift and diffusion functions to



minimize the weak error in the given macroscopic observables when compared with a given base
model. Particularly, [14] employed master equations with long-range interaction potentials as a
base model as the stochastic Ising model with Glauber dynamics, whereas [26] determined the
stochastic phase-field models from atomistic formulations by coarse-graining molecular dynamics
to model the dendritic growth of a crystal in an under-cooled melt. Systems of coupled SDEs,
with increasing size could be useful for approximating a non-Markovian behavior. For example, the
recent work [3] investigated weak convergence rates for a rough stochastic volatility model emerging
in mathematical finance, namely, the rough Bergomi model. As in this study, the analysis in [3]
also employed a dual-weighted representation of the weak error, yielding an error expansion that
characterizes the weak convergence rate.

Finally, we verify in Section 4 the strong and weak convergence rates that we obtained. In
particular, we show numerically that the weak convergence rate is the same for an example stochastic
particle system that does not satisfy regularity conditions of our theory or those of other theories
in the literature cited above. Therefore, further work might be necessary to extend the current
approaches. We then conclude the principal part of the manuscript and dedicate the appendix to
prove the technical results and determine sufficient conditions to bound the derivatives of the value
function for a generic multidimensional SDE. Given certain assumptions, we prove that the first,
second, and third variations of an SDE have bounded moments. We then prove that the value
function has bounded first, second and third derivatives based on these bounded moments.

In what follows, we will use the notation A < B to denote that there is a constant 0 < ¢ < o
which is independent of d, the size of the particle system (2), such that A < ¢B. We will also denote
the p-ary Cartesian power of a set Z by ZP.

2 Strong Analysis

In this section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to (1) and establish the
rates of strong convergence of X¢ to such a solution. First observe that for any ¢, the particles
{X4(t)}4_, in (2) are exchangeable. Therefore, for any function g : R? — R, we have

E[g(X{(t), X3(1), ..., X{(t))] = E[g(X7 (1), X, (), ..., X7, (1))]

for any permutation {i1,1i2,...,i4} of {1,2,...,d}. In particular, for any ¢ € {1,2,...,d} we have
E[g(X(t))] = E[g(X&(t))] . When such exchangeability is possible and the dependence on the
index 4 is unimportant, we could write E[g(X9)] := E[g(X?)]. In the rest of the manuscript,
for notational convenience, we will work under the probability space (2, F,P) where F denotes
the o-algebra generated by {&;, (Wi(s))o<s}ien. However, observe that our results rely only on
probability spaces that involve finitely many Wiener processes and initial states. For some p > 1,
we also consider the Lebesgue space

LP(Q) ={f:(Q,F) = (R,B(R)), wheref is measurable and E[|f[’] < oo},
where B(R) denotes the Borel o-algebra of R, and the Bochner space

L>([0,T],LP()) = {f : [0,T] — LP(Q),  wheref is Borel-measurable and esssup E[|f(t,-)[’] < oo} |
0<t<T

In this section, all lemmas and corollaries implicitly assume the following:

Assumption 2.1. There exists a constant, C > 0, such that for all x,y,z,w € R,

la(z,y) — a(w, 2)| + |o(2,y) — o (w, 2)|

T () — ma(w, 2)] + o) — maw,2)] < Ol — w] + |y — 2]) ®)

and
la(z,y)| + |o(z,y)| + k1 (2, )| + [k2(z,y)| < C(L+[z] + |y]) , (4)

for all z,y € R. Note that (3) implies the linear growth condition (4) for sufficiently large C.



The existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to the system of particles (2) under the
previous assumption are well established [21]. In what follows, for any integer 4, let F;(t) be the
o-algebra generated by {&;, (W;(s))o<s<:} and define the F;(t)-adapted process

Z(t) = E[X{(t) | Fi(t)]- (5)

Note that, given two independent Wiener processes W; and W, the two corresponding processes,
Z& and Z Jd, are similarly independent and have the same law by exchangeability.

Lemma 2.2 (Bounded moments of particles). Let { X} | be the strong solution of (2); then, for
any p > 1 and any T > 0, we have

sup E[|X(6)]*] S 1+E[|¢*]
0<t<T

where the hidden constant depends on p, T, and C only.

Proof. By Itd’s formula and Tonelli’s theorem

T d
E[|X{(t)P] <E[|&]*] +p/0 E||a| X{(), S mi(Xi(s), X)) || 1X5s)2P" | ds
j=1

T 2 1 (6)
+(21"”/0 £l |o| X0, 5 mxs), X0 || X2 | as

Using (4) and Young’s inequality,

E| |a

&I}—*

d
Z X,(5)) || 1X3(s) 2
d
<CE[ (14 1X{6) + [ 14 X6+ 2 S IXs() | | 1XE )P

d
SE[IX ()P ] +E[1X{(s) ] %Z (X ) X )]

1+2 -1
_219 2p

E[1X{(s)1 ] + 3, E[1X{(s)]*"]

we used Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and the fact that E[|X{(s)|] = E[|X{(s)|] for all j €
{1,...,d} by exchangeability. Similarly, we bound the second term in (6)

2

d
1 ~ 1 2p—1
E )3 L), X)) | I | S

E[|X{(s)/*" ] .

Substituting these bounds back and using Gronwall’s inequality we arrive at the result. O

Lemma 2.3 (L°°([0, T], L?(12)) error of particle systems). Let {X}L | and {X24}24, be the strong
solution of (2) with d and 2d particles, respectively. Then for any T > 0, any i € {1 ...,d}, and
any integer p > 1, we have

sup B[IX{() - XM0)] 5 a7 (1+E[|g*]) ™

where the hidden constant depends only on p,T, and C.



Proof. By exchangeability, we consider i = 1 only. By Itd’s formula, we can bound

E[|X{() - XP0*] < 2 / B [1Adl[X(s) - X2 ] ds
’ t (8)
+p(2p — 1)/0 E[(AU)2 |X{l(s) — de(s)|2p72} ds

where
d
Aa=a XU(s éz x4(s)) | —a me ), X2(s))

and Ao is defined similarly. Using Young’s inequality yields

Bl Al X{(s) — XFH )PP ) < B0 |+ L2B{IX{(9) - XP ] (©)
We then bound using (3)
d
Ba < CIX{(s) ~ XPUs) +C |5 D ma(X{(s), X Zm (X2%(s), X'(s))
j=1

Then, taking the 2p moment and using Jensen’s inequality yield

E[|Aaf?] < 27O E[|IX7(s) - X{(5)]*")

2p
o\ 1 (10)
2p—1
422 (5> E EZA@» :
=1

where we denote

Akj = k1 (X7(s), X3U(s)) — m1(X7U(s), X31,(5)) -
Here, for Z = {1,...,d},

d %
1
E p ZAKaj d2p Z E H Aky; | - (11)
j=1 kcT2p

Let Z?P = Jr2p UUy 1 UUy, 1 with Jrep is as defined in (55), i.e., the set of all multi-indices from
7% with no unique indices, U 1 is the set of multi-indices with exactly one unique index equal to

1, and U, is the set of multi-indices with at least one unique index different from 1. We note
that for k € Uy _1, i.e., there is an £ € 7\ {1} such that k, # k; for all j # £, we have

2p 2p
H Alikj =E Alik[ X H Alikj =0 y

J=1,j7#¢

as the particles k; and d + k; inside Aky, in the previous expectation are exchangeable. For other
k € Jzr2» UU; 1, we bound using the Lipschitz condition (3) on k1 and Jensen’s and Holder’s
inequalities

[]am, || <22 E[|x2(s) "] .

Finally noting, by Lemma A.1, that

| Tz2r| < c2p dP

< cogp1 (2p) (d— NPV <20y, paP

Uil = 2p ‘»7@\{1})2?*1



we conclude that
2p

d
1 . - 2d 4\ |2P
E d;m] gdpongE“X (t)] } (12)

We then substitute (12) into (10) and the result into (9) and then into (8). By similarly obtaining
the corresponding bounds for the second term in (8) (involving Ao), we arrive at

B[1x{(0) - X207 ] 5 [ I - X301 ds
0

) (13)
+d P sup E[ |X2d(s)| p} .
0<s<T
Using Gronwall’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we arrive at the claimed result. O

Corollary 2.4 (L>([0,T], L?(f2)) distance of equally-sized particle systems). Let { X} | be the
strong solution of (2) with d particles, for a given {&,(Wi)i>0}d—,. Define a copy of the system,
(2), {X4Y4 |, satisfying for all i € {1,...,d},

Xdt) = §& —I—/ta Xd(s) lzd:m(x.d(s) )?f.l(s)) ds
i % 0 i " d - % )y g
" (14)
d
£(s) £(s)

SHNC

) i
N RIEIERD I TR T LR
0

j=1

where {&Y0_, are ii.d. samples of &, and {(Wi(t))tzo}‘ii:l are mutually independent Wiener
processes and independent of {&}% . Assume that for some i € {1,...,d}, we have & = &
and, for all t, we have Wi(t) = Wi(t) almost surely and {&;, (W;(t))i>0}l_, is independent of

)

J#i
{&, (W (f))tzo}?:l- Then, for any T > 0 and any integer p > 1, we have
~ 2p
o, | [%t0 -t | 5 Rl )
0<t<T

where the hidden constant depends only on p, T, and C.

Proof. By exchangeability, we only consider i = 1. We construct a particle system {X?9}2¢,  which
satisfies (2) for 2d particles and where for ¢ € {2,...,d} we set §g4; = & and Wyy,(t) = W;(¢) for
all t. Then, using Jensen’s inequality

E[IX{0 - X{0P ]| < 22 E[IX0) - XF@P | + 22 B[1X1(0) - X3P ]
we conclude using Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.2. O

Lemma 2.5 (L°°([0,T], L?(2)) error of conditional expectations). For any integer p > 1, any
T >0 and any i € {1,...,d}

sup E[|Z{(t) = Z0)] S 4 (1+ L)) (16)

where the hidden constant depends only on p,T and C'.

Proof. The result follows by using Jensen inequality for conditional expectations in (15) and
Lemma 2.2. O

Lemma 2.6 (Moments of increments and pathwise Holder regularity of conditional expectations).
Foranyp>1and T,h >0 and any i € {1,...,d}, we have

sup B[ (22() — 22t + )™ | < h0(1+E[[g*]) (17)
0<t<T

where the hidden constant depends only on p, T and C. Furthermore, when p > 1 and E[|£]?P] is
finite, the process Z% is a.s. y-Hélder continuous in t, with v € (0,1/2 —1/(2p)).



Proof. By exchangeability, we only consider i = 1. Recall that Z¢(t) = E[ X{(¢) | F1(t)]; hence, we
start by taking the conditional expectation of both sides of (2):

Zi(t) =& +E[/Ota1(8)d5 fl(f)] +E[/Ot01(3)dW1(3)

7o)

:sl+/0 E[a1<s>|f1<s>1ds+/0 Elo1(s) | Fi(s) ] dWi(s) |

where
d
() = a| Xi5), 3 3 m(Xa(s), X, (5)
1 d
71(9) = o | Xi(5),3 Y ma(X1(6), X (9))

Next, we bound

]E[|Zf(t+h) —Zfl(t)|2”]

2p
p]

where we used Jensen’s and Burkholder-Davis—Gundy’s (BDG) inequalities (Cppg,2p is the BDG
constant [7]). Using (4) and Jensen’s inequality, we can bound

2p

t+h t+h
<2 1R /+ Elai(s)| Fi(s)]ds| | +2%7'E /+ Elo1(s) | F1(s)]dWa(s)

t+h t+h
< 92p—1p2p—1 / E[ |a1(s)|2p} ds + 227”710313(;721) E / (E[o1(s) | F1(s) ])2 ds
t t

t+h t+h
< 22p*1h2p*1/ E[|a1(s)|2p}ds—|—22pflC'BDG72php’1/ E[lo ()] ds |
t t

] < 3711 300) 3 2 ) s BN
<t<

2p

and similarly for E[|al(s)| } Substituting back and using Lemma 2.2 yield the claimed (17).

Finally, when p > 1, we can use the Kolmogorov—-Chentsov continuity theorem to conclude that
there exists a modification of Z? that is a.s. pathwise y-Holder continuous in ¢ with v € (0,1/2 —

1/(2p))- .

Lemma 2.7 (L>([0,T], L?(Q)) convergence of conditional expectations). For an integer p > 1,
assume that E[ |£|?P] is finite. Then, for any integer i < 2% the sequence {ka}zozko converges
in L>([0,T], L?P(2)) to the F;(t)-adapted process Z2°. Furthermore, for any integers i # j, the
processes Z7° and Z7° are independent and have the same law. Additionally, when p > 1, the
process Z2° is y-Holder continuous in t, with v € (0,1/2 —1/(2p)).

Proof. First, observe that Lemma 2.5 with p = 2 implies that {ka}zozko is a Cauchy sequence in
the space L>°([0,T7], L?*(£2)) and hence converges to Z®° in that space. The limit is F;(¢)-adapted
as Z% is F;(t)-adapted for all d. In addition, for any i # j, the limiting processes Z%° and Z3° are
independent and have the same law as Z¢ and ij-l are independent and have the same law for any
d (recall that the filtrations F;(¢) and F;(t) are independent). Then, consider the estimate

E[1Z2(6) - Z2@+ I | < 3% B[ |2°() - 2207 | + 37 B[ 2840) - 28+ 0| |

+37 R |20+ h) - 22+ )|
(18)



We bound the first and third terms by a multiple of d? using (16), for example,
) (o]

<38
i=1

< Z(2i71d)71/2 < d-1/2

1=

1/(2p

E[|22(t) - z40)* | Z24(t) - 727 ()

‘Qp ] 1/(2p)

(19)

8

—

Then, using Lemma 2.6 to bound the second term in (18), substituting back in (18) and taking
d — oo yield

E[(Z7(0) - 2=+ h)™ | S 07,
where the constant is bounded for all ¢ € [0,T] and h. Since p > 1, we can use the Kolmogorov—

Chentsov continuity theorem to conclude that there exists a modification of Z{° that is a.s. pathwise
~-Hélder continuous with v € (0,1/2 — 1/(2p)). O

Corollary 2.8 (Rates of L°°([0,T], L?(2)) convergence). Let {X&}¢ | be the strong solution of
(2) with d particles. For anyi € {1,...,d}, the following is true:

for anyp>1, sup E[|Z§°(t)|2p] <1 +E[|§|2p] , (20a)
0<t<T

sup E[|Z](t) - X/ ()P] Sd "1+ E[£?)]), (20b)
0<t<T

sup E[|Z7°(t) — X ()P ] Sd (1 +E[£]) . (20c)
0<t<T

Here, the hidden constants depend only on p, T, and C.
Proof. Using (19), we bound
E[|Z=@0)] < 227 'E[|Z7°(t) — Z(1)[*P] + 2%~ B[ | 2] (1))

<
S AT+ 1+ E[],
taking the limit d — oo yields (20a). For (20b), we know that for any J;(t)-measurable Z(t)
E[(Z{(t) - X}(t)*] <E[(Z(t) - X{1(1))*] ,
because
Z(t) = E[X](1) | Fi(t)]
and the L2(2) optimality of the conditional expectation. In particular, consider a particle system
{X{}9_, that satisfies (14) and set & = & and W;(t) = W;(t) for all ¢ almost surely. Let G(t) be
the o-algebra generated by {Wj(s)}ogsgt and EJ for all j € {1,...,d}\ {i}. Then
E[(Z{(t) = X}(t)*] < B[(X{(t) — X{'(1)*16(1)] -
Hence, N
E[(Z](t) = X} (1))*] < E[(X{(t) - X{(1)*) s d ',
using Corollary 2.4. Finally, for (20c),
B[ 23°(t) - X{(0)P] < 2B[|23°(t) - Z(0)[*] + 2Bl |Z(0) - X{ )]

3

I,

and we conclude by bounding the first term using (19) and the second term using (20b). O

Lemma 2.9 (McKean-Vlasov equation). Assume that E[£*] is bounded. Given the initial state &;
and the Wiener process (W;(t))i>0 and letting F;(t) be the o-algebra generated by {&;, (W;(s))o<s<t},
the L>°([0,T], L*(Q)) limit, Z°, satisfies the McKean-Viasov equation:

ZFt) =& +/Ota<Zi°°(s),Aﬂl(Z?(s),Z>#s(dz>> & (21)

N /O to(z;o(s), /R ng(Zf"(s),z)us(dZ)) dWi(s) ,

where ps denotes the law of Z°(s).



Proof. Without loss of generality set 4 = 1. Denote the right hand side of (21) by Z; (t), then
E[|Z7°(t) - Z1 ()] < 2E[|Z7°(t) — X{ ()] + 2E[|X{(t) = Z1(0)*] - (22)

We bound the first term using (20c). For the second term, by Ito’s formula, we can bound (recall
that X{(0) = Z£°(0))

e T T
E[|X{1(T) -7, (T)H < 2/ E[|Aal | X{(t) — Z3°(1)]] dt+/ E[|Ac?]dt,  (23)
0 0

where
d
Aa=a (Xf(t), 2> Xt ) Xf(t))) — a2z, [ 0. |

and Ao is similarly defined. Using Young’s inequality yields

1

E[|Aal [X{(t) = 22°(1)]] < SE[|Aal*] + SE[IX{(t) - 22°(1)]*] - (24)

N =

We then use (3) to bound

d
Ad < o220, [ w0 om@) - o K0, 5 Ym0, X50)

d
< CIZR0) - XIO|+C| [ Mz, m(d) - § 3 m (X0, X (0)

1 d
40| [ Mz, 2m(@:) ~ § 30 m (20, Z7(0)|

j=1
The second term can again be bounded using (3). Taking the second moment using Jensen’s
inequality and (20c) yield
2

d
E[|Aa)?] < (C?+2C*d ! +3C°E > Ak : (25)
j=1

IS

where we denote

Here,

When 4,5 and k are distinct, we have
E[Ar;Ary ] = E[E[Ark; | Z1°(t) ] x B[Ary [ Z7°(8)]] =0,

since, for a given Z{°(t), Ax; and Aky, are independent and E[ Ax; | Z7°(t) ] = 0 when j # i. When
i,7j and k are not distinct, we bound using Holder’s inequality and the Lipschitz condition (3) on
K1

IE[ Ak;Arg ]| < E[(Ak;)?] < 4021@[ yZOO(t)ﬂ .



Substituting back, we have

2

d
1 3 x 4C?
E E J:E ‘ Alij S

OzlslgTE“Zoo(s)f} . (26)

We then substitute (26) into (25) and the result into (24) and then into (23). Similarly, obtaining the
corresponding bounds for the second term in (23) (involving Ac) and using Gronwall’s inequality
and Lemma 2.2, we arrive at

E[|Z7°(t) = Z1(t))?] s d ™" .
Taking d — oo, we have that for some 7' > 0 and for all ¢ € [0,T], Z*(t) = Z(t) almost surely.
Then, using the continuity of the map ¢ — |Z°°(t) — Z(t)|, we conclude that
P[|Z>(t) - Z(t)|=0forallt € [0,T]]=1,
and hence, Z*° satisfies the McKean—Vlasov equation (21). O

Theorem 2.10 (Existence and uniqueness). Under Assumption 2.1 and assuming that E[£*] is
bounded, a strong solution to the McKean-Viasov equation (1) exists and is unique.

Proof. The existence of a solution is a direct implication of Lemma 2.9. The uniqueness follows in
the usual way by assuming that two solutions to (1), Z° and Z, exist whose laws at time ¢ are ju;
and 7i;, respectively. Then, using It6’s formula, we bound
E[1Z>(t) = Z(t)|*] < E[|Z>(0) — Z(0)|]
t - t (27)
+/ E[|Aa| x | Z%°(s) — Z(s)|]ds+/ E[|Ac|?]ds ,
0 0

e Aa :_a(Zoo(t), /R m(zw(t),z)m(dz)> _Q(Z(t), /R /11(7(t),z)ﬁt(dz)> ,

and Aoc is similarly defined. As before, using Young’s inequality,
. - 1 1 - _
B[] x 12%(s) - Z(s)|] < 3E{|Aal] + 5E[12(s) - Z(s)P]

Here,

2
|Aa|? <2C?|Z2%(s) — Z(s)]* +2C?

)

/ 51(Z2%(5), =)y dz) — / k1 (Z(s), =), ()
]Rd

Rd

using (3). We then recognize that for some random variables, Y'*°(s) and Y (s), being independent
of Z>°(s) and Z(s) and identically distributed, respectively, we have

/ 51(2%(5), 2) () — / w1 (Z(5), 2) i, ()
Rd

Rd
= [E[51(Z%(5),Y>(s) = 51(Z(5), Y (5)) | Z2%(s), Z(5)]|
C|Z2%(s) = Z(s)| + CE[[Y>(s) = Y (s)|] ,

IN

using (3) again. Finally, since
E[|Y>(s) = Y(s)|] = E[|2%(s) = Z(s)]] ,
we have, by further using Jensen’s and Hélder’s inequalities, that
E[|Aaf] < 20 (1 +4C2) E[|2°(s) - Z(s)] -

Similarly, we bound E[|Ac|?] and substitute into (27) and conclude using Grénwall’s inequality
that
E[|Z%(t) = Z(t)]?] < exp(4C® (1 +4C?)) E[|1Z2*(0) - Z(0)|*] .

10



Hence, when Z>°(0) = Z(0) we have that for some T' > 0, for all t € [0,T], Z*(t) = Z(t) almost
surely. By using the continuity of the map ¢t — |Z°°(¢t) — Z(t)|, we conclude that

P[|Z>=(t) - Z(t)] =0forall t € [0,T]] =1,
and uniqueness is proven. O

Theorem 2.11 (Rates of L>°([0, T, L2P(Q)) convergence). Under Assumption 2.1, let {Xp} be
the strong solution of (2) and {Z°}d_, be the strong solution of (21); then, for anyi € {1,...,d}
and any integer p > 1 we have

sup E[123°(6) = X[()7 ] S d ™ (1+E[¢[*]) . (28)

Here, the hidden constant depends only on p, T, and C.

Proof. This result is a generalization of (20c¢) for higher moments. The proof presented here has
the same steps as the proofs of Lemmas 2.3 and 2.9 and is a simple extension of the proof in [23,
Theorem 1.1.4] using It6’s formula and Lemma A.1. By exchangeability, we only consider i = 1;
then, we can bound using It6’s formula (recall that X¢(0) = Z°(0))

E[|X8(t) - Z2(0)*] < p / E[|Aal|X%(s) — Z2°(s)[2~1 ] dt

. (29)
4p(p=1) [ E[(80) [Xi(9) - 22() ]t
0
where
1 d

Ba = a| X405 S (X6 K10 | - o226 [z nao)
and Ao is similarly defined. Using Young’s inequality yields

E[|8al [X{(s) — 22°(5)P7 ] < o E[IAaP?] + L 2E[|X{(s) ~ Z25(5)] . (30)

P P

We then bound

d
Aal s o280 [ Rz () - o X095 3 m (X))

d
< C|Zf°<s>—xf<s>|+c/Rm<Zf°<> 2)s(dz) - Z X(s)
d
< C1ZEGe) - X éz\ (5), Z3°(5)) = s (X{(5), XJ(5)

+elf (26, () - 3w (29060, 237050

j=1

The second term can be bounded using (3). Taking the p moment, using Jensen’s inequality and
the fact that for ¢,5 =1,...,d we have

E[|X{(s) = Z°(s)[*] = E[|X](s) — Z° ()]
by exchangeability, yield
E[|Aa[] < 3271 (C% + 2071 O) E[|X{(5) — Zi(s)*" ]
2p

d
1 (31)
2p—1 2
+3%1CP R EE‘_:A@» :

11



where we denote

Ak = AR(Zi(s), Z4(s)) = / R1(Z1(5), 2)s(dz) — R(Z1(5), Z4(s) -

Here, for Z = {1,...,d},

2p

d 1 2p
ZIAHJ- =T Z E 1_[1A/£kj
j= j=

keZ2pr

IS

This term is analogous to (11) and can be similarly bounded by noting that E[Ak; | Z1(s)] =0
when j # 4 and that for a multi-index k € Z?, such that there exists ¢ € Z\ {1} for which k, # k;
for all j # ¢, we have

2p 2p
E|[[Akk, | =E|E[Akk, | Z1(s)|E| ] Arw, |[Zils) || =0,
j=1 j=1,j#¢

since, for a given Zi(s), {Ax; }‘j:l are independent. Thus, we conclude, similarly to (12), that

2p

d
1 _ 2p
E E;ﬂ:mﬁ < OilslgTE“Z(s)‘ } . (32)

We then substitute (32) into (31) and the result into (30) and (29). By similarly obtaining the
corresponding bounds for the second term in (29) (involving Ac) and using Gronwall’s inequality
and (20a), we arrive at the result. (]

3 Rate of Weak Convergence

We now prove the rate of weak convergence of X, satisfying (2), to Z, the solution to (1). In this
section, for a multi-index £ € N¢, we define the derivative

ol o

ot Hd axg] )

J=1""7
where [£| is the ¢! norm of £. For = € RY, let |z|| denote the Euclidean norm. Let C°(R?)
denote the space of continuous functions and C(R?) denote the space of continuous and bounded

. —k . . . . .
functions. Define the space C, (R?) of continuous functions whose partial derivatives up to order k
are continuous and bounded. That is

— 9!l
Ty (RY) = {u € C°(RY) - ﬁ cC)RY V1< < k}
with the associated semi-norm
oy
D N =
(R4) _
! LENY 1<||<k Cy (RY)

Theorem 3.1 (Weak convergence result). Let X% = {X39_| be the strong solution to (2) and let
Z ={Z;}L_ | be d independent samples of the strong solution to (1). Assume that

a,0,k1 and ko € UZ(R x R) , (33)

and that E[ |€|2] is bounded. Then for g : R? — R, we have
[E[o(X(1) - 9(Z(T) ]| S a7 19lesaa - (34)

12



Proof. Note that (33) implies (3) and hence (4), and, because E[[£]? | is bounded, supy<, < E[|Z(t)]? ]
is also bounded by (20a). For convenience, let

C = HaHé‘;’(RxR) + HO'HG‘;’(RXR) + ”ﬁlHé‘Z’(RxR) + ”ﬁ?”ég(RxR) + E[ |§|3] :
Define the operators

d 1¢ ou 1 , 1
Liw=>) a xi’az @i zy) | 5=+ 50 Ii,EZHz(Iqu) 922

=1 o Jj=1

and Z (:vz,/m - )ut(dz)> g“ ; 2(@,/@(@,2)#((12))%.

Consider the value function u(t, ) for z € R?, satisfying the PDE

%—l—ﬁdu_O for0<t<T (35)
and uw(T,x) =g(x) .
Under (33), u satisfies [11, Theorem 6.1 in Chapter 5]
u(t, ) = E[g(Xd(T)) ‘ Xi(t)=a; forie{1,2,.. .,d}] .
For U(t) == u(t, Z(t)), Ito formula yields

E[g(Z(T))] - E[g(X"(T)) ] = E[U(T) - U(0)]

T
/ dU (t)
0
T
= l / (Eoo—ﬁd)u(t,Z(t))dt]
0

_ /OTIE[ (Loo — La)u(t, Z(1))] dt .

=E

The last equality is satisfied under the boundedness conditions in (33), the integrability of Z, and
the boundedness of the derivatives of u, which we will establish later. Dropping the u dependence
on Z(t) and t, for brevity, we write

E[(Ew—ﬁd)u]zzd:OE[Ai g“]Jr E{Aza ng;D (37)

i=1

where

d
Aja = a(Zi(t), / k1(Z;(t), Z)/Lt(dz)) —al Zi(t), é Z k1(Z;(1), Zj(t))

d
and A;o? = o? (Zi(t), / ko (Zi(t), z)ut(dz)) — % | Zi(t), é Z ko(Zi(t), Z;(t))

Focusing first on the term involving a, by Taylor expanding, we can bound

d
ou
ZAZ'I{LJ' a_J,'l
j=1

1< i
1 o
neny | | @25 2705

’]E{A §“H < [Elm@o

SHN

ou

”a?HC“(R) (%
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where
Ak = Ak1(Zi(t), Z;(t)) = /Hl(Zi(t)az)ﬂt(dZ) —r1(Zi(t), Z;(1)) ,

a1 (x) = g—z (x,/nl(x,z)ut(dz)) ,

_ 9%
and as(x) = a7 x, [ ki(z, 2)pue(dz) ) .
By (12), we have

0<s<T

2
d
1
E (E;Aiﬁl’j) <d' sup E“Z(s)ﬁ] <dt. (39)

Furthermore,

(40)
1 d ou
+|E| a1 (Zi(t)) E‘Z .Aml] 5
J=1,j7#i
Here,
_ ou _ ou
[ @(20) Qi g || < Il < || % Bllaw
xl :Cz Cg(]Rd)
) (41)
<20% || = E[|Z(t)|]
i llcgme)

and for j # 4, using a Taylor expansion of gm"i ,

‘E{al(zi(t)) Aikir g;‘i ]

< [e[mem am, ftuzm)

0%u ~ ] | (42)

+|E 5o (b i) da

Z;(t)
@(Zi0) Ay [
0

Here, Z;(t) and Zj(t) are the same as Z(t) but with the j’th entry replaced by 0 or Z, respectively.
Note that

_ ou, — _ ou, —
B|m(Z0) Ay (6 Z(0) | = B[ m o) E[ sy | 20) e Zio) |
= 0 5
because Z;(t) has law y; and is independent of Z;(t). Using (33), we bound
B Z;() 92y _ )
B|mZ0) Ay | S Z,0) a
O?ul(t,-)
< [[@fl o ‘7 E[|Ak(Zi(t), Z; ()] - 1Z;(1)]] 44
1 Cp(R) aJ]la{I:] CE(Rd) J J ( )
2 .
<202 |ZHEI gz
8wi6xj Cg(]Rd)

Substituting (43) and (44) into (42), and the result and (41) into (40), and then substituting the
result and (39) into (38), we arrive at

ou

d
ZE[A - } <d 7 ult, ) (45)

o2 @y -
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The term involving o is treated similarly. By Taylor expanding o2, we can bound

d 2u
E [a%(zi(t)) (é;Am,j) g—ng] |

2
d
0%u 1
|2| - Ailigy'
S L T

+

62

where

o2 (z) = %(L / nz(x,z)ut(dZ)) ;

1 ) 1 d
b)) ::/O 75 (s (E;Ai@’j) —i—/mg(Zi(t),z)ut(dz)) (1-3s) ds,

%02
and  75(z) = e <x,//§2(:17,z),ut(dz)>
for all z € R. Note that by (33), which implies (4), we have

71(z) < 2C% (2 +2|z| + E[|Z(1)]]
Fa(z) < 2C% (3 +2|z| + E[|Z(1)]]

|E|§/ 02( ( ZA,@J /AQ(Zi(t),z),ut(dz))
2 ! 1 2
<20 /O (3+E[|Z +25(32Am]) /@(Zl-(t),z)ut(dz)

C( +IZ()I)

1 d
72 A
j=1

)
)

(1—s5) ds

)(1—5) ds

< (3+E[|Z(t)

ZA R2 5

wl o
N | Ot

S1+ +|Z;(t)]

Next, by Holder’s inequality, (12) and (20a), we have

Furthermore,




0? 0?
‘E[E?(Z» (Airzi) 5 Z‘H < Ha—;; E[[63(Z:)] - | Azl ]
e (19)
62
<4¢? (2E[1Z(t)|] + 2(E[|Z()]])* + E[1Z(1)]*])
817 CP (R4)
and for j # 4, using a Taylor expansion of %,
__ 8211, . 8211, —
‘E|:O'§(ZZ) Ailigyj 6—(El2j| S }E[O’%(ZZ) Ailizja—w?(t, ZJ):H
N2 U 1.7 v
+ |E|a7(Z; Aiﬁg)‘ —(t,Z;)dx

! J 8I$8IJ J

Here, 7j, Zj are the same as Z but with the j’th entry replaced by 0 or Z, respectively. Note that

_9 Pu, — 2 9%u
E Ul(Zi) Ailizja—w?(t,zj) = 0’1( ) [A IQQJ‘Z } 6 2(t Z ) (51)
= O 5
because Z; has law p and is independent of Z,(¢). Using (33), we bound
_ G o
E O'%(ZZ) Ail{lj/o W(t,zj)dx
_2 . . . . . .
< | Fne? L IR AR 52)
<gcs [Tt E[|Z(1)]))? + 3(E[|Z(1)]])? E[1Z()|)E[|Z(#)?
<2 75 (2E[[Z@®)[])* +3E[1Z(B)]])” + 2+ 3E[1Z (&) DE[|Z(®)*]) |
dz;0z; CY(RY)

Substituting (51) and (
result and (39) into (46

e[

It is straightforward to see that Assumption B.1 is satisfied for ¢ = 3 and

1
vi(e) = a<517ia P Z k1 (@i, 17]))
1_dl
2

1
and  gi(x) = a(xi, 7 Hz(%,%‘)) ;
i1

52) into (50), and the result and (49) into (48), and then substituting the
), we arrive at

d

<dt Z

i=1

d d

2.2

Cp(RY) =1 j=1

O?ult,-)
ox?

PBult,-)
Ox20x;

(53)

CO (RY)

given (33). See thw discussion after Assumption B.1. Hence, we use Proposition B.3 to bound
|u(t, )|C Ry S |g|c (rey and substitute this bound into (45) and (53). Finally, by substituting the

results into (37) and combining them with (36), we arrive at the final result. O

Corollary 3.2. From the previous theorem, we can readily deduce that under the same condition
and for an integer k < d and g : R¥ — R, we have

E[Q(Xii(T)ng(T)v ce 7Xg(T)) - g(Zl(T)v Z2(T)7 cey Zk(T))]

<1 k e oltlg
- X - .
~ d\3) eent 1<le/<3 )\ || Ozt Co(®F)
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Remark 3.3. In the special case when k2 = 0, we can relax (33) and only assume that a,o and

K1 € 6127 (R x R). The result would then also involve only the first and second derivatives of g,

[ g(X(1) ~9(Z(T) || S d" lgle2 s

thus recovering a similar result to the one obtained, for example, in [16, Chapter 9].

4 Numerical Example

In this section, we verify the weak and strong convergence rates that we obtained using a simple
McKean—Vlasov equation. For » € N and « € R, consider the function

_ (l—xz)r lz] <1
¢“x)"{o 2] > 1

and note that ¢g is discontinuous while for » > 0 the k’th derivative of ¢, exists and is uniformly
bounded for all k < r, and the (r — 1)’th derivative is Lipschitz. Subsequently, consider the particle
system (2) with X;(0) being uniformly distributed in [—1,1], and for z,y € R set

a(z,y) =2(x - 0.2) +y ,
U(:C, y) = 0.2(1 +v),
k1 (2, y) = ¢1(10[z — y|) (54)
and ra(z,y) == ¢1(5lz — y|)

Note that the previous a, o, k1, and ks, the latter two being only Lipschitz, satisfy the conditions
of Theorem 2.11 but not the conditions of Theorem 3.1. To approximate solutions to (2), we use
an Euler-Maruyama time-stepping scheme with a fixed number of time-steps, V.

To illustrate the strong and weak convergence of X to Z, the corresponding solution of the
McKean-Vlasov equation (1), we consider the sequence of systems, denoted by X, satisfying (2)
with an increasing number of particles, d. See Figure 1 for a histogram of the values of XZ(1) for
d = 2,048 and using N = 64. We also consider the discontinuous function

9(x) = ¢o(10]z — 0.2[) .

In Figure 2, we plot the quantities (E[ (X?? — X)?]) 2 and |E[g(X24) — g(X&)]|, which verify the
rates of Theorem 2.11 and Theorem 3.1, respectively. The same convergence rates were obtained
with a different number of time-steps, N = 32. Finally, we note that even though x; and ko
are only Lipschitz and g is discontinuous, the observed weak convergence rate is still O(d~!), as
predicted by Theorem 3.1 when k1, k2, and g were assumed to be three-times differentiable. Hence,
the assumptions required by Theorem 3.1 and similar theories in the literature can be relaxed in
certain cases.

5 Conclusions

We have proven the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1) and derived the rates of strong and
weak convergence of the stochastic particle system, satisfying (2), to the solution of the McKean—
Vlasov equation (1). The rates are similar to those in the literature, but we derived them using
simpler classical stochastic analysis techniques applied on a system of interacting, exchangeable
stochastic particles. Extensions to the theory, such as having multiple kernels in the drift or diffusion
coeflicients or having n-way kernels, instead of the 2-way kernels presented here, are straightforward.
The numerical results that we presented revealed that one could relax the regularity assumptions
in the proof of the weak convergence rate on the coefficients and the functional, which could be the
next step in this research.
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Figure 1: A histogram of the values of X¢(1) which follows the system of SDEs in (2) with (54).
Here, the values were approximated using the Euler—-Maruyama time-stepping scheme with N = 64
time-steps and d = 2, 048.

10_2*E s
E Ogdq/? E
10’3*E s
o
| == [E[g(X7(1) — (X)) ]| I
107 —El—‘I{«:[(de(l)—X{l(l))2”1/2 g
R E—
d

Figure 2: Convergence rates X¢(1) which follows the system of SDEs in (2) with (54). Here, the
values were approximated using the Euler-Maruyama time-stepping scheme with N = 64 time-
steps. Note that the rates are consistent with the predicted rates in Theorems 2.11 and 3.1 even
though only the assumptions of the former are satisfied.
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A Cardinality of Sets of Multi-indices that Do Not Contain
Unique Indices

Lemma A.1 (Multi-indices with no unique indices). Given a set Z, let IP be the p-ary Cartesian
power of Z. Define the set of multi-indices with repeated indices as:

Trv = {(kl,kg,...,kp) TP Ve {l,....p} 37 € {1,....p}\ {4} st K :kj,} . (55)
Then, for any p > 2, there exists a constant c, such that
| Tzo| < ¢ |Z]1P72) (56)

Proof. We can directly compute that |Jz2| = |Jz3| = |Z|. Then, assuming that the result is true
for p, we consider Jzp+2

IZl p

p+2
|JIP+2|—|I|+ZZ< i >|~7<I\{ 2|

=1 j=2
|Z| p—2

=zl+>2) (p+2>|~7<z\{ il

=1 j=0
|Z] p—2

< |I|+ZZ(§“)cp (7 -1y

=1 j=0

p—2
+2 -
< |I| =+ |I|1+p/2 Z (p+ 2) Cpfj(|I| _ 1) > — Cpta |I|1+p/2 ]
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O

B Moments Bounds for SDE Variations with Sobolev-Bounded
Coefficients

In this section, for 7' > 0 and (¢, ) € [0,7] x R?, we consider a general SDE of the form
X5 =a+ [ v X @)+ [ X)W ), selkT) (6]
¢ t

with drift coefficient v : [0, 7] x R? — R, a diffusion coefficient < : [0,7] x R? — R4 and W
is a vector of d’ independent standard Wiener processes over a probability space (2, F,P) with the
natural filtration. In what follows, for any f : [0,7] x R — R, define the norm

[ flloe = ;UETHf(Sa ')Hcg(Rd) .

Assumption B.1 (Bounded derivatives). Given T > 0, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
for allt € [0,T] and x € R?

(et )] + lls(t 2)[) < Co(1 + [l[]) -

Moreover, for some strictly positive integer ¢ > 1 and alli € {1,...,d}, m € {1,...,d'} and £ € N?

such that €] < q the derivatives a;;lf and 8‘;‘% exist and are continuous. Additionally, there
exists a constant Cyq > 0 such that

& oFv;
ZZ Z : gc (58a)
3. P q
i 16{1 2 Ox; 0x
\5\1 -p
, 1/2
q k d ak§ 2
and ZZ Z ie{{{l&x@} Zl ’(?xfawe N <y . (58b)
c -
k

The conditions (58a) and (58b) deserve some explanation. Focusing on (58a), for ¢ = 1, the

left-hand side simplifies to
d

o ey

Hence, a sufficient condition is to bound the diagonal and off-diagonal elements of the Jacobian of
B {0(1) i=10,

v,ie.,
} o™ i#¢.
For ¢ = 2, the left-hand side would also include the terms

d d

and an additional condition on the second derivative would be required, for example

}

In general, a sufficient condition is

8‘5‘ V;
H ox*t

ov; v

8$[ 00

max
%

xioo

6ui
8$[ 00

d

+2

0 {=

82

82V1'
6:10 1020 || o

82Vi

afgaxg/ 00

max
%

o) i=t=r
=30 i=0Aloritl="1
Od2) i£l£L

82V1'

6:@6:@/ 00

= O(d'*¥*reiloy forallie {1,...,d} and £ N? : (| < ¢,

(o9}
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where |£]p denotes the number of non-zero elements of £ and similarly
1/2

= O(d'1#reiloy forallie {1,...,d} and £ € N? : |€] <q.

d 2

oLl
Oxt

m=

Proposition B.2 (L? flux bound). For X"® satisfying (57) and Assumption B.1 being satisfied
for ¢ € {1,2,3}, and for any p > 2 there exists a constant K, ,, depending only on t,T,p, and C,

such that
q k 8ka " pq1/p
Z Z Z sup max E W( ) S qup .
k=1p=0 pen t<s<T ,Les{tl Qé_d T; 0T
|€|1=k—p
Proof. We will make repeated use of the following inequality
2\ P/2 2\ P/2
2 (S(Zer) | | =(B(Ze) ) mmmr
jeT \iez jeT \iez '€
1/2\ P (59)
<((za] | marme.
i€ \jET '

for any random variable Y, any sequence of non-negative measurable functions a; ; and any index
sets Z and J. Both inequalities can be proven using Holder’s inequality,

o\ P/2 r p/2
2 (S(Sem) ) |<2| (S(Ser) o
je€J \ie€l JjeJ \i'el i€l

r p/2

=K Z Z(Zai/7j>ai7j Y?
i€Z \jET \V'€T

] 2 p/2—1
< Z(Z%;) > Z(Zai’g)ai,j E[Y;|P]

JET \i€l i€ \jeJ \V'€L

2\ P/2

< Z(Z%;‘) maxE[[Y;"]

ier \icz i€l

o\ 1/2 1/2
Z(Zaw> = ZZZaz—J—am
JET \i€T €L V'€l jeJ
1/2 1/2\ 1/2

DI DI > ab

€L V'€l \jeJ JjET

1/2

(e,

i€ \jeT

In addition, note that

max g a”—maxau—l—max g awgmaxa“—i- g max a;;
i€l ZEI NE)
j=1,i#j

22



First variation For brevity, denote f,, = . First, note that the process X 2 exists under
Assumption B.1 for ¢ > 1 and satisfies for s > ¢ the SDE

lLE] 761]4—/15 Zylmk th ))Xli,ij(T) dr

+ z / S G (1 XS ()KL () AW ()
m=1"t k=1

cf. [11, Theorem 5.3 in Chapter 5]. By It&’s formula
p—1
dr

HXtm

2,Tj5

} < 05 +p/
ool [ e ? p—2
) %/ Z E (Z S Xt,m(T))X]i:fcj (T)) ‘Xf;]( )‘ dr .
t m=1 k=1

3 i X0 X2 ] 3250
(60)

For the term involving v, using Young’s inequality, we can bound

|

Zd: [lvzxkloo’ij )HXf,’ffj(T) p_l} (61)

7 (kam\ \)p

By using Jensen’s inequality and (59), we can further bound

[ (an ol X023 (7 M

d
E| Y vi, (7, X5 (7)) X5 (7)
k=1

Xz )

_1 +—]EHXMJ )m .

d

P
< 2w, ILE[ | X2 O ]+ 2778 |32 M2, ()] (62
k=1,k#j
P P
<2 i, [ max B[ | X0, ()] + 27707 maxE[ | X327 (7))
Rhatv ] J
For the term involving ¢, using Young’s inequality,
/ 2
d t,x t,x p—2
S D limnlloe [XE2 (0] ) 3027
=1 \k=1
2\ P/2 (63)
2 P
<2l (S (St b)) | o252z}
m=1
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Using Jensen’s inequality, we can further bound

E Z(ankw o, })2

p/2

d/
< (S e 12 maXEHka] 7)

p/2

'] (64)

2 p/2
d’ d
2B [ 3D sl |XEE, ()] :
m=1 \ k=1,k#j
wherein using (59), we have
2 p/2
d’ d
EL[D | X lsmanle | X5 ()]
m=1 \ k=1,k#j
. p p/2 . (65)
S| lhsimali ) [ maxE[| x5 )]
) #J
k=1,k#j \m=1

Combining (62) with (61) and (65) with (64) and (63) and substituting it into (60) and simplifying
yield

E[|x02 )] ] < du+en /SEHXi’;j(T)‘p}dT
t
Y /tSII?Q;(E{‘XIZiJ( )de (66)

P
+2p_1(p—1)afj/ m]iiXEHX]i:Zj(T)‘ } dr ,
t

where
N )
1 - 2 )
co == p2P 1O
p/2
and  af; = i %+ | D lim, 1% :

so that a;; + Z?:l max;+;j a; ; < C1. Then, taking the maximum over all 4 in (66), we arrive at

maxE[ | X\7 (s)

} <14 (1 + 2¢2) / maxEHXZ v )‘p} dr
and using Gronwall’s inequality yields
p
maXE[ }Xffj(s)‘ } <exp((e1 +2¢2)(s—1t)) = Dy .

Taking the maximum over all ¢ # j in (66), we arrive at

S

P P
maxIEHXM ‘ ] < (c1 + ¢2) maxIEHXM ‘ }dT
i#] J t iFd !

+p2r~ 1<max )/ maxE[ | X% (v )’ | ar
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and using Gronwall’s inequality yields
P s »
maxE[ |X17 (s)] }sw-l(m;xafj)exp<<c1+cz><s—t>> / maxE[ | X0 (7)] ] ar
Ehatv} 7 ] t b g

i#]
<p2 (maxat, ) expl(cr + e —0) ([ Duar)

i#]

= (maxa >D1 .
i

Finally

L/p 1 ~1/p
maxIE“Xml ] —I—ZmaXIEHXm] ’ ] SDl/p—FDl/pZIg%xaij
, —

Second variation Because the proof steps were fully illustrated in the previous section, in this
section, we simplify the presentation by using Ds to denote constants depending only on t,T), p,
and Cy. Observe that these constants might change their values from one line to the next.

Again, denote fy; ., = Lf_ and note that the process {X-t’m (s)} o exists under
s )

61]‘611/ 4T 55 51

Assumption B.1 for ¢ > 2 and satisfies for s € [t,T] the SDE

t,x t,x
/Z r XU () XEE, (1) dr

S

M=

+ Vi (1, X55(7)) X5, (DX, (1) dr

]C,Ij

—

T EM“

k'=1

& . d
+ Z ngwk(ﬂXt’w( ))Xlii x; (1) dWi(7)
m=1 k=1
d e d d
+ /t Z Z Simwy,zp (T Xt’m(T))Xli:fcj (T)Xlifmj, (1) AW (1) ,
m=1 k=1k'=1

cf. [11, Theorem 5.4 in Chapter 5]. By Itd’s formula,

E[|x02., 6] ] < / [<f1+f3 X7 )}pl]dT o

-1 s p—2
+p(pT)/ |:(f2+f4) ’ zm],m/(T) :|d7-’
t
where
fi= ZyzkaXtm ))sz],m/(T) )
/ d 2
f2 Z (Z gzm Cbk Xtm( )))X]Z Tbj I]/ (T)> ’
m=1 \k=1
d d
Fui= (33 Vo (r X020 X[ (XL, (T>|
k=1k'=1
d’ d d ?
and L= 300D i (1 X)) X <T>Xi’f”fw“>> |
m=1 \k=1k'=1
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As before, the first step is to apply Young’s inequality to each of the previous integrands. For
integers 1 < ¢, < p and u € {1,2,3,4}, we have
']

P—Qu —
p p I
We now turn our attention to bounding E[ f% /2 | predominately using Jensen’s inequality and (59).
We begin by bounding E[ f£/?] and E| p/2] Bounding E[ f] ] and E[ f} ] is analogous.

|:fu ) ‘ z:cj,z (1)

7 2\ P/2
2 t,x
w27 | | 3 (ol 6, 0
7 p/2
_ t,x
< N Yl | E[IXEE L (D]
ke{sg'y \m=1
2 p/2
& d
— t,x
tortE| |30 S lsimalloe X220
m=1 \ke{1,2,..., di\{j,7"}
& p/2
< S Sl | (B[N 0F])
ke{jg'} \m=1
+2ricy E[1X03, ., O] |
ke{l, 2 d}\{], i’} A
where we used (59) in the last step. On the other hand,
d’ d d 2\ P/?
2 , T , T
Elff%1< E|| D (ZZ||<Z-m,xk,zk,||ooX,i,mjv)X,i,,%,(T))
m=1 \k=1k'=1
7 p/2 )
2 t,x t,x
< > limasay % | B[ X5 0Xp7, ()]
m=1
B 2 p/2
d’ d p
B S Tl X5, () X2 ()
m=1 \k/=1,k' £
r 2 p/2
d’ d p
+4;D*1E Z Z Hgim,xk,xj/ ||oo X;ﬁk (T) ‘th;,xzjz (T)
m=1 \ k=1,k#j
: d’ d d 2 i
RN Y D s oo X023, (DXET,(7)
m=1 \ k=1,k4j k'=1,k'£j"

Looking at each term separately

S O W R

2p
< Kj op -
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Moreover, using Holder’s inequality and (59)

2 p/2
d d

t, t,
B X X meale X, 0| | X520

m=1 \ k'=1,k'#j’

p

_ o\ 297 1/2

d’ d
S{% Ko X, 0 sz,

m=1 \ k'=1,k'#j’

d 2\ ? 1/2 1/2
B 2 E||xte P E||xte 2p
|<7,m,wj,mk/ HOO max k', ST 1 (T) 7, x]( )

IN
&=

21)}1/2

M=

]i}/;é -/

m=1

/ 1/2\ P
d [ d ap T\ 1/2
t,
S K{)Qp Z Hgim@jxwklnio (?E&E[ ‘Xk’?xj/ (T)‘ :|>
k'=1 \m=1 J
and
2 p/2
d’ d d
t, t,
E Z Z Z ||<i,wk,wk/|‘ooXk,ij (T)Xk/iﬂxj, (1)
m=1 \ k=1,k#£j k'=1,k'#£j'
p
d d d’ 1/2 »
t,
< Z Z Z”gim,zk,zk/”io 121%2( EHXIC T )Xk”fwj/ (T) :|
k=1,k#j k'=1,k'#£j \ m=1 Kot £
. 2p 1\ 1/2 . 2p 1Y 1/2
<cr E ’X @ E ’X @ .
< ot (| i, G U
Hence
2 2
E[ff/ ] < 4P 1(K1p2pF<1 4,455 +K12pF<2 4,455 +K1 2pF<'alJJ/ +O Fy .y )
S Do(Foy gy + Faigg + Faigg + Fagg)
where
p/2
Foigy = | D lsimasay 2 ;
, 1/2\ P
d d 2p T\ 1/2
— 2 t,
Fe, 45 = Z Z lSim,z ;.2 |20 (gi;fE“Xk/fmj, (1) }) )
k=1 \m=1
P
d ’ 1/2 2p 1\ 1/2
t,
Fey iy = Z Z ||<im,$k7iﬂj/||§o <II?&XE[ ‘Xk 21( )‘ })
#J
k=1 \m=1
2p 1\ 1/2 e 2p 1\ 1/2
wd = (g | |X 0 ) (pa| M, 0 ])

Similarly, we bound E[ f§], to arrive at

E[f3] < Do(Foyijjr + Fossigigr + Fugiggr + Fajjr) s
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where
Fu i = Vi, @y %

N 2p 1/2
l/2) 37537 = (Z Hyl I],mk/HOO) (maXE[ ’Xli/ x /(T)‘ :|) )

k'=1

and Fyg,i,j,j’ = <Z||Vi,zk,zj/||oo> (maXE“Xk x; )
k=1

Using this and the bound on the first variation, we can find b; ; j» such that

[ B+ - DBLSE T <, < s
t

We use the previous inequality in (67) and simplify to arrive at
‘o P P
EHXZ':m]‘,z-/(S)} i| S 201 |:"X'LI] x /(T)} :| dT
+cQ/ [|X,§§, . (T)H dr
t kefl, 2 d}\{]x] } I
—1 ° t,x
4P (p_1)a§j/t E[|XJIJI,()|P]dT

-1 s t,x
w7 =1yl [ B[IXG L, (0] dr
'y

0.4,3" "

(68)

Recall that
p/2

p

d/
a5 = Vi, 15 + ZHQm,wj”zo
m=1

and that for all ¢ we have a;; + Z‘;—l:l max;+;j a; ; < C1. Then, taking the maximum over all 1, j,
and j’ in (68) and using Gronwall’s inequality then taking the p’th root, we get

max]E[ (Xt - (s))pr/p <D,. (69)

0,25, 51
750

Setting j' = i and taking the maximum over i # j in (68) yield

S

el ol ] 2n [Pt o o

it 1,2 5,4 % zj T
s
tLE P
+c2 ma'XE sz 11( )| i|dT
¢ iFd P

+ﬂ1@—n(ggﬁ0 maxE[ | X}, . (7)” | dr
k2 t 1

+4P (p — cp/ maxE[ X[, , (D)7 ] dr

—l—mijf“ .
i#j

Using Gronwall’s inequality, then taking the p’th root and summing over j, we get

pql/p d d
< D maxa; ; | +D maxb; ;i ;
] < z(i ) Z@ -

d
maxE[ ‘XW (s)

ity e
7j=1
< DCi+ Dy,
where we used (as we will later show) that
d d d
maxb; ;| + < max bi ;. > <D 71
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Finally, taking the maximum over i ¢ {j,j’} in (68),

p s ¢ p
] < 2¢ max EHsz,(T)‘ ]dT
t 1¢{0.d'} s
+c max IE{ thc . p}dT
2 [, gty B e e, (7

max E[| X172, (s)
i¢{5.7'} L

+4P7 1 (p—1) mzxa’ij/ E[ |X;:§j)1j/ (7')|p} dr
t

+471 (p— 1) maxa?, / E[1X07, (] dr
t

i#j!

P
+b 4,5’

Then, using Gronwall’s inequality, taking the p’th root and summing over 7 and j’, we get

d 4 o pl/p
Z max E|: ‘X171 Xt (S) :|
jzlj,:1i¢{j,j’} B
d d » 1/p
< D max a; ; max su IE{ X }
2 ; ity 2,) J ~ t<~rgs | J5%5,% 5 /( )|
d d . , 1/p
+D max a;_ i max su E[ X T }
’ 2 ity J ;KTES X5, (7]

The result follows by (71), and since Z‘;:l max;; a; ; < Ci and by (69) and (70),

wax > s E[1X05 0, (D]

Tj,T
J 5 t<t<s D
J'=1

d

t,x t,x p

<max sup E[|ij] . ] E max sup E |ijjx,( 7)|
J t<r<s J J' t<r<s

<D,

It remains to show (71). We consider the terms F ;;; for v € {1,2,3} along with Fy ;; and
claim that F,, ; ; ;- are treated similarly. First note that

ZmaXFﬂ“J_"ZZ max Fe, i j

pas i i¢{5,5'}
1/2 1/2
d d’ / d d d’ /
< ) 2 ) 2
> m;x ”gzm,zi,zj ll5 + _max ”gzm,zj,zj/ 5
1
=\ i Wi\ o
<Cs.
Next F,;;; and F, ; ; ;» are similar,
1/2

d
Z max Fe, ;i j = max Z Z ([Simn, 2,24 1%
= i#£]

k’=1 \m=1
d 2p 1\ 1/(20)
} > < Cy K9

t,x
> (] i,

J=1
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and
1/2
d d d

d

_ 2
> (hax Foo i = max > E MSim.;.a0 12
j=1j=1"%J j=1 k=1 \ m=1

Finally,
d d d 2p 7\ 1/2

SN Ry < maX(E“x,g;U\ ])

— = — k#j J

Jj=15'=1 Jj=1

d 2 /(2p)
| X mas (e[, 0 7)) ) < 82
et k’#j, 5

Third variation The result for ¢ = 3 can be proven similarly. O

Proposition B.3 (Bounds on derivatives of the value function). Let u satisfy the Kolmogorov

backward equation

ou
E + Lu=0 (72)

and u(T,x) = g(x) ,

where
d

r o 1 K& & 0%u
wim ) igg t g 2 2| 2 smsin | g
i=1 j=1 \m=1
and assume that the coefficients satisfy Assumption B.1 for some q € {2,3}. Then, for some
constant D, depending only on Cy,t, and T, we have

|u(t, ')|6§(Rd) <D |9|6§(Rd) :

Proof. First note that under Assumption B.1 for ¢ > 2, u satisfies for all t € [0,7] and = € R [11,
Theorem 6.1 in Chapter 5|
u(t,z) =E[g(X"™(T))] . (73)

Additionally, we can differentiate u with respect to the initial conditions by formally taking the
derivative inside the expectation in (73) [11, Theorem 5.5 in Chapter 5]. Hence, we bound

d d
Z|u1j(t,m Z lzg% (X1(T)) - lfj(T)H
" d

Z |9z,

CO(R4) * HXZ;CJ (T)H

IN

M= HM& i

CORY) ° ZE[ ‘Xffj ‘ }

”gzz

IN

Zugmcomd)) maxZEHX” ]
< Kip (Z|9MHCQ(Rd)>
=1
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by Proposition B.2. Similarly,

d d d d d
T E E[zmxwm Xte \
j=1j'=1 j=1j=1 i=1
d d d d
Sl S S g ) xt 1) xe (1) |
j=14'=1 i=14'=1
< ZHgﬁh cp ]Rd)> maXZZ |: zwj,;n/ )|:|
i=1 j=1j'=1
d d 1/2
(3 e ) [ e (2 )|
i=114=1
< (K7, + Kapo) <Z|gwll|CO(Rd) +ZZH%@,HCO Rd))
1=114=1

It is easy to see that the previous proof extends to ¢ = 3.
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