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An Infinite-dimensional McKean-Vlasov Stochastic Equation
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Abstract

We consider large linear systems of interacting diffusions and their convergence, as the num-
ber of diffusions goes to infinity. Our limiting results contain two complementary scenarios, (i)
a mean-field interaction where propagation of chaos takes place, and (ii) a local chain inter-
action where neighboring components are highly dependent. We describe them by an infinite-
dimensional, nonlinear stochastic differential equation of McKean-Vlasov type. Furthermore,
we determine a dichotomy of presence or absence of mean-field interaction, and we discuss the
problem of detecting its presence from the observation of a single component process.
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law of large numbers, particle system approximation, detecting mean-field.
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1 Introduction

Let us consider a linear torus directed graph (or directed network) of vertices {1,...,n} in the sense
that each node 4 in the network connects only with its neighboring vertex i+1 for ¢ = 1,...,n—1,
and the boundary vertex n connects with vertex 1. On some probability space, we consider a
process X;; and a Brownian motion W;;, t > 0 at each vertex 7 defined by the simple Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck type system (or a Gaussian cascade)

dXt,i = (Xt,i—i-l —Xm)dt—l—dWm; t>0, +=1,....n—1,

(1.1)
dXyp = (Xeq — Xpp)dt + AWy,

with initial independent and identically distributed random variables Xg;, independent of (W.;),
1 <i <n. We assume that these Brownian motions (W.;), 1 <1i < n are independent for now.

We view (X.1,...,X.,) as an interacting particle system through the graph. Let us call such
interaction a chain interaction. Intuitively, because of the mean-reverting feature of Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck type drifts, the particle X.; at vertex ¢ in (II]) tends to be close to the neighboring
particle X. ;.1 locally.
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For comparison, on the same probability space, we also consider a typical mean-field interacting
system where each particle is attracted towards the mean, defined by

1 n
dxX,, = <E2Xt,j—Xt,i>dt+th,i; £>0, i=1,....n. (1.2)
j=1

The particle X.; at node i is directly attracted towards the mean (X.; +---+ X.,)/n of the
system. This model has been considered in Carmona, Fouque & Sun (2015) as a Nash equilibrium
of a stochastic game in the context of financial systemic risk.

Questions. What is the essential difference between the system (L) and (L2)) for large n? Can
we detect the type of interaction from the particle behavior at one node?

To answer these questions, in this paper, we shall examine the difference between (LI]) and (L2))
for large interacting particle systems. Let us introduce a mixed system of linear equations:

1 n
dXt,i:(u~Xt,i+1+(1—u)-zZXm—XM)dt—i—dWm; t>0, i=1,..,n—1

= (1.3)

1 n
Xy = (w0 Xy +(1— ) y ; Xy = Xin )dt+ AW,

with the initial random variables Xp;, 1 < i < n, and for fixed v € [0,1]. If v = 0, (L3)
becomes (1)), while if v = 1, (I3]) becomes ([2)). In the following, we shall observe that the limit
of such a system (or a slight generalization of) (L3]) converges to a system of nonlinear equations,
as n — oo, and then we will examine the difference between the case v = 0 and v = 1. The
limit becomes an infinite-dimensional extension of the famous McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation.

Motivation of our study is to understand effects of graph (network) structure on the stochastic
system of interacting diffusions. The interacting diffusions have been studied in various contexts:
nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equations, propagation of chaos results, large deviation results, stochastic
control problems in the large infinite particle systems, and their applications to Probability and
Mathematical Physics, and more recently to Mathematical Economics and Finance in the context
of the mean-field games. One of the advantages of introducing the mean-field dependence and the
corresponding limits is to obtain a clear description of the complicated system, in terms of the
representative particle, by the law of large numbers. It often comes with the propagation of chaos,
and then consequently the local dependence in the original system disappears in the limit. Here,
we present a simple idea to consider the system ([3]) (or its slight generalization) and attempt to
describe both mean-field and local dependence in the interacting particles.

In section 2] we discuss existence and uniqueness of solution to an infinite-dimensional McKean-
Vlasov stochastic equation (2.I)) of a pair of interacting stochastic processes with distributional
constraints (Z.3]). In section Bl we propose a particle approximation of the solution to (2.1I), we pro-
vide a simple estimate in Proposition 3.2, and we study the convergence of joint empirical measures
[(38) and an integral equation (B.8) with (B3] for the limiting joint distribution in Proposition Bl
Consequently, we see that the adjacent two particles in the limit of interacting particle systems of
type (L3) can be described by the solution of the infinite-dimensional equation (2I]) under some
assumptions. In section [ coming back to the linear case as a case study, we describe a connection
to the infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, we examine the corresponding Gaussian
processes under presence or absence of the mean-field interaction, and consequently, we discuss a
problem of detecting the mean-field interaction, where we shall answer the above questions and
propose further questions. Appendix includes some technical proofs.



2 An infinite-dimensional McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation

On a filtered probability space (Q,F,(F;),P), given a constant u € [0,1] and a measurable func-
tional b:[0,00) x R x M(R) — R, let us consider a non-linear diffusion pair (Xf“l)?ﬁ“’) , t>0,
described by the stochastic differential equation

ax™ = v, x", F"ydt+dB,; t>0, (2.1)
)

driven by a Brownian motion (By,t > 0), where F® s the weighted probability measure

F() = e G () + (=) Ly () (2.2)

of the Dirac measure 6 ) (-) of th(u) and the law £ = LaW(Xt(u)) of Xt(u) with corresponding

X x{"
weights (u,1 —u) for ¢ > 0. We shall assume that the law of X™ s identical to that of X ,

and X is independent of the Brownian motion, i.e.,

Law((Xt(u),t >0)) = Law(()zt(u), t >0)) and U()A(:t(u), t>0) 1 o(B;,t>0). (2.3)

(U)) _

Let us also assume that the Brownian motion B. is independent of the initial value (XO“),)ZO
Here X is a copy of X™ but not necessarily independent of X @ They can be independent
when u = 0, as in Remark 2] below. Rather, we are interested in the joint law of the pair

(X.(u),)N(.(u)) which satisfies ([2.I)) and is generated from Brownian motion(s) in a non-linear way
through their probability law for each w € [0,1]. The description (2.1]) with the constraints (2.2))-
[23) has an infinite-dimensional feature, because of non-trivial dependence between the unknown

continuous processes X and X for u € (0,1].

We shall call (1)) with (22)-(23) an infinite-dimensional McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation.
Let us denote by M(R) (and M(C([0,T],R)), respectively) the family of probability measures on
R (and C([0,T],R), respectively). Our following existence and uniqueness result relies on some
standard assumptions to simplify the presentation.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that b : [0,00) x R x M(R) — R is Lipschitz, in the sense that there
exists a measurable function b:[0,00) x R x R such that b is represented as

b(t,x,pu) = /Rfl;(t,a:,y)u(dy); tef0,00), xeR, pe M(R), (2.4)

and for every T > 0 there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that

[b(t, z1,y1) = b(t, 21, 92)] < Cr(lzr — 2|+ [y1 —92)); 20, (2.5)
With the same constant Cr, let us also assume that b is of linear growth, i.e.,

sup [b(s,2,y)| < Cr(jz| +y); =,y € R. (2.6)
0<s<T

Then, for each u € [0, 1] there exists a weak solution (Q, F,(F),P), (X.(“),)Z(“>, B.) to the infinite-
dimensional McKean-Vlasov equation (Z10) with Z2)-@3]). This solution is unique in law.



Proof of Proposition[2.1. First, let us assume the boundedness of the drift coefficients, i.e.,
bt w1, 31) = b(t, w1, w2) < Cr((J2n = @2l + 1 — o) AD); £20, (27)

in order to simplify our proof. We shall evaluate the Wasserstein distance Dy (1, p2) between two
probability measures p1 and ps on the space C([0,7],R) of continuous functions, namely

Dy(p1, p2) := inf { /(Oiug | Xs(w1) — Xs(w2)| A 1)du(w1,w2)} (2.8)
<s<t

for 0 <t < T, where the infimum is taken over all the joint distribution p € M(C([0,T],R) x

C([0,T],R)) such that their marginal distributions are p; and puso, respectively, that is,

Law(Xs(w;),0<s<T) = p; for i = 1,2 and Law(Xs(w1), Xs(w2),0<s<T) = u.

Here X (w) = w(s), 0 < s < T is the coordinate map of w € C([0,T],R). Dp(-,-) defines a
complete metric on M(C([0,T],R)), which gives the topology of weak convergence to it.

Given a probability measure m € M(C([0,7],R)) and the canonical process X™ of the law
m, let us consider a map ® : M(C([0,T],R)) — M(C([0,T],R)) such that

®(m) := Law(X;",0<t<T), (2.9)

where on a given filtered probability space (€2, F,P) with filtration (F;)¢>0 , given a fixed Brownian
motion B. on it, X™ is defined from a solution (X™, X™) of the stochastic differential equation

dX;" = b(t, X;", udgm + (1 —u)my)dt +dB;; 0<t<T. (2.10)
t

That is, under the probability measure P, X™ is an (F})-adapted process and the associated
(F:) - adapted process X™ has the law

m = Law(X,0<t<T) with Law(X{) = Law(X).

Here m; in (ZI0) is the marginal distribution of )N(tm for t > 0. Assume B. is independent of the
o-field o(X2,0 <t <T)Vo(XM).

Thanks to the theory (e.g., Karatzas & Shreve (1991)) of stochastic differential equation with
Lipschitz condition (23] and the growth condition (2.0]), a solution X™ of ([2.I0]) exists, given the
probability measure m € M(C([0,T],R)) and the associated canonical process X™ of the law m,
hence the map @ is defined. Indeed, the solution X™ in (2.I0) can be given as a functional of m,
X™ and B., ie., there exists a functional ® : [0, 7] x M(C([0,T],R)) x C([0,T],R) x C([0,T],R)
such that

XM = ®(t,(m.),(X™),(B)); 0<t<T, (2.11)
where the value X" at ¢ is determined by the restrictions (mg)o<s<t, ()Zén)ogsgt, (Bs)o<s<t of
elements on [0,¢] for 0 <t < T'. Note that here the filtration generated by X™ is not the Brownian
filtration (F7);>0 generated by the fixed Brownian motion B. but we assume it is independent of
(FP)i>0. Thus, we cannot expect the solution pair (X™, va) to be a strong solution with respect
to the filtration (F7);>0.

We shall find a fixed point m* of this map ® in (Z9), i.e., ®(m*) = m* to show the uniqueness
of solution to (1) with (22)-(23) in the sense of probability law.



For m; € M(C([0,T],R)), i« = 1,2, on a filtered probability space (£2,F,P) with filtration
(Ft)i>0 and a fixed Brownian motion B. on it, let us consider ®(m;) = Law(X;",0<¢<T) in
(29), where (X™i, X™i) that satisfies m; = Law(X;",0 <t <T) and

t
th’lz = Xgll—l-/ b( sz U ml—i-(l )mzt)dt—i-dBt, 0<t<LT, =172
0

We also assume that the initial points are the same, i.e., X" = X2, )A(:énl = )A(:énz almost surely,
and Law(Xj", X3"?) = Law()?énl,)?éng).

Then, by the form (2.4]) of b with the Lipschitz property (2.3 and the standard technique (see
e.g., Sznitman (1991)) we obtain the estimates

s
|X§l1 - X;n2| < / |b(U7X1I)nl7U5)Z';n1 + (1 - u)mlﬂi) - b(’L),Xan,uéian + (1 - u)m27v)|dv
0

| [ B X g () + (1 = ()

SU/OS
+(1—u)/08

where we evaluate the convex combination of the first term

= [ B X2 ) (g () + (1 = w)ma ()| (2.12)

Bv, X1, XM — v, X2, X™) |dw

[ o X () [ B X0 g ()],
R R

b(vazl)nn?)zgll)_E(U7X1T27)Z1?2)

T

for every 0 < s < T, and the second term with the integrand

‘/ v, Xm 7ymlv dy /b’U Xv 7y)m2v(dy)‘

dv < CT(/ (12X = X2 |+ X - X ALd) (2.19)
0

‘/ v, XM y) — b(v, X2 ,y))mlv(dy)‘

] [ 2ma(de) - [ B, X0 pmay)
R R
< Op(| X" — X[ A1) 4 Cp Dy(my, my)

(2.14)

where D, (mj, my) is the Wasserstein distance between m; and mo in [0,v] for 0 <v < T'. Here
note that in the last equality of ([2I4]), we used ([2.7) and an almost-sure inequality

‘/g(va mlv dZ /bUX 27ym20(dy)‘
R

= ‘E1’2 [E(U, x7wl) - g(U7 "1;70‘)2)] ‘{x:er,nz}

< CrE'? [Jwi,w — waw| A1],

where EL2 is an expectation under a joint distribution of (w1, w2,y) with fixed marginals m; ,
and my, for every 0 < v < T'. Here, since the expectation on the left of < only depends on the
marginals, taking the infimum on the right of < over all the joint distributions with fixed marginals
mj, and mg, , we obtained the last inequality in (2.14]) from

‘/bv X2, z)my ,(dz) — /b , Xy y)my (dy)| < CrDy(mp,mp); 0<v<T.
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Combining ([212))-([2I4]) and taking the supremum over s € [0, ], we obtain

t

t
sup | X™ —X™M2(A1 < O / (|X™ —X™2|A1)dv+Cr / (w(|X™ — X2 A1) 4(1—u) Dy (my, ms))dv
0<s<t 0 0

t t . -
< CT/ (sup [X™ — X™| A 1)dv + CT/ (W(|X™ — ™| A1)+ (1 — u)Dy (my, my))dv
0 0<s<w 0

for every 0 <t <T'. Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

t ~ ~
sup | XM — X2 A1 < CTeCTT/ (u(] X" — X2 A1) + (1 — u)Dy(my, mg))dv
0<s<t 0

t
< CpelrT / (u( sup | K™ — X[ A1)+ (1 — u)Dy(my, ms))dv
0 0<s<w

for every 0 <t < T'. Taking expectations of both sides and taking the infimum over all the joint
measures with marginals (mj, ms), we obtain

Dy(®(my), ®(my)) < Cper? /Ot(uDv(ml,mg) + (1 = u)Dy(m;, mg))dv
. (2.15)
= C’TeCTT/O D, (my, mg)dv

for every 0 <t < T'. Note that the upper bound in (ZI3)) is uniform over u € [0,1].
For every m € C([0,T],R), iterating (2.I5]) and the map ®, k times, we observe the inequality

CrTeCrT)k
DT(tID(k“)(m), @(k)(m)) < %

and hence, we claim {®®*)(m),k € Ny) forms a Cauchy sequence converging to a fixed point
m* = &(m*) of & on M(C([0,7],R)). This fixed point m*(-) = P(X. € -) is a weak solution to
@3) with 22)-23]). It is unique in the sense of probability distribution. To relax the condition
270 and to show the result under the weaker condition (23), we divide the time interval [0, 7]
into time-intervals of short length and establish the uniqueness in the short time intervals, and then
piece the unique solution together to get the global uniqueness by the standard method. O

: DT(CID(m), m) i keNg, (2.16)

Remark 2.1. In Proposition 1] the processes (Xﬁ“%)?ﬁ“’), u € [0,1] form a class of diffusions
which contains two extreme cases v = 0,1:

e When u = 0, weset (X* X*) := (X,(O),)A(:,(O)) and distinguish it from other cases. X?* satisfies
a McKean-Vlasov diffusion equation

dX; = b(t, X{, Lxs)dt +dBy; >0, (2.17)

and the corresponding copy X* is not appearing, that is, we may take X - )A(io' independent
of X* — X{ because of the solvability of ([2.I7) and the restriction (2.3). In particular, if X§ is
independent of X§, then X°* is independent of X?*.

e When u = 1, we set (XT,)A(:T) = (X,(l),)?.(l)). The pair satisfies a stochastic equation

dX] = b(t, X[, 6¢)dt +dB,; >0, (2.18)
where X! has the same law as X! | independent of Brownian motion, i.e., Law(X.T) = Law()?r)

and O'(JZJ, t > 0) L o(B;,t > 0). The corresponding non-linear contribution from the law
Law(X) of X! disappears from (ZIR). O



Proposition 2.2. Let us assume that the function b in (2-4) also satisfies the linear growth condi-
tion (Z8). Assume also E[|Xo|] < oo. Then, there exists a constant ¢ (> 0), such that the solution
(X.,X.), given in Proposition[21), satisfies for every T >0

E[OiltlET’XtH < (E[IXol) + c)e. (2.19)

Proof. Suppose that (X., X)) is the solution to ([2.I) with ([Z2)-(23) for a fixed u € [0,1]. Thanks
to (2.6) and Law(X;) = Law(Xy), t > 0, we have

b5, X FSO)] = | [ Bls. X )P )] < Cor(uXul + 1K)+ (1 = )X+ B[IX.ID)
for 0 < s <T'. By an application of Gronwall’s lemma to

B{sup X.[) < B[Xol) + El sup (Wil + CrE[ [ (Xl + |X.]) + (1 = )1, + B[X,[)ds]

0<s<t <s<t
¢
< E{Xol) +E[sup Wi+ [ 2Bl sup |X,[dsi 0<t<T.
0<s<t 0<u<s
we verify ([Z.I9) for some constant c(> 0), because E[supg<,<;|Ws|] = /2t/7 for t > 0. O

Remark 2.2. We may generalize Proposition for the the estimates of higher moments, assuming
E[|Xo[P] < +o0 for p>1.

3 Particle system approximation

Let us consider a sequence of finite systems of particles (Xt(j“;) ,t>0,4=1,...,n), n € N defined
by the system of stochastic differential equations

ax(y = bt XV FY)at+ AW 120, 0= 1n-1, )

where

~(uw 1 .
1 >

with the boundary particle

dx = b<t X g, w+ (1 —u) Z‘SX(“))dterth (3.2)
j=1

Here W.;, i € N are standard independent Brownian motions on a filtered probability space,
independent of the initial values Xo(ui) , i =1,...,n and of B. in ([Z1]). We assume the distribution
of Xo,; is common with E[|X1|?] < +oo for i = 1,...,n and independent of each other. Thanks

to the assumption on b, the resulting particle system is well-defined, and in particular, we have the
symmetry LaW(X( )) LaW(X(u)) ,i=1,...,n and

Law(X', X% ) = Law(X'{, X'): i=1....n-1. (3.3)



Thus, it is natural to write X'(Z)Jrl = X,(ff) , so that (B)) and (B3] hold for ¢ = 1,...,n.

Under the setup of Proposition we shall also consider a sequence of finite particle systems
Xii, t >0, 4 = 1,...,n+1, n > 1, defined recursively from the pair (X.,, X ,11) =
(X W X .(u)) of the solution to 21 with ([22])-(23]), that is, the corresponding stochastic equation

dYun = b(t,Yun’ u - (5Yt,"+1 ' (1 — ’LL) . ﬁyt,n)dt + qun N t> O, (34)
and then for j = n—1,n—2,...,1, given Y.J—H, we solve

dyt,j = b(t,ytJ', u - (5yt’j+1 + (1 - u) . ﬁyt’j)dt + thJ' 5 t> 0 (35)
with the restrictions for each pair (X.;, X.j+1), corresponding to (Z3). We set the common law
m* = LaW(Y.J) for ¢ = 1,...,n+ 1, and we also assume the initial values are the same as
Xéj“? = YOJ, 1 = 1,...,n almost surely.

For n > 1 with X.(Z)Jrl = X (qf) let us assign the weight 1/n to the Dirac measure at

(Xt(i’;)’Xt(i’;-)i-l) for ¢ = 1,...,n, and consider the law of the joint empirical measure process

tyi t,i+1) ’

1 n . ‘ 1 n
M, = - E 1 5(X(u) @ with the marginal = my,, := - E 1 5Xt(,1;) , 0<t<T, (3.6)
1= 1=

in the space M (1) of probability measures on the topological space Q; = D([0,T], (M(R?),]-][1))
of cadlag functions on [0,7] equipped with the Skorokhod topology, where (M(R2),|-||l1) is the
space of probability measures on R? equipped with the metric ||u—v||; := sup; [g f(z)d(u—v)(z).
Here the supremum is taken over the bounded Lipschitz functions f : R? — R with sup,cpe|f(z)] <
1 and sup, ,cpe2|f(7) — f(y)|/|lz =yl < 1. By the construction the sequence of the law of the
initial empirical measure converges to the Dirac measure concentrated in My (say), i.e.,

Law (Mo,»,) —= oy,  weakly in - M((M(R?),[|]1)) . (3.7)

We denote by mg(dy) := My(R x dy) = My(dy x R) the marginal of My .

Proposition 3.1. Fiz u € [0,1]. Under the same assumptions for the functional b as in Propo-
sition[Z2, the law of empirical measure process M., , defined in [B.0)), of the finite particle system

(Z1) with X'(Z)Jrl = X,(ff) converges in M(1) to the Dirac measure concentrated in the determin-
istic measure-valued process My, 0 <t <T , 6 as n — oo, i.e.,

lim Law(M;,,0 <t <T) = 6, 0c0<r)  in M().

n—oo

The marginal laws of M. are the same, i.e., My(R x dy) = My(dy x R) =: my(dy), 0 <t < T,
and the joint M. and its marginal m. satisfy the integral equation

/Rg(x)mt(da:) = /Rg(az)mo(dx)—i—/o [AsM)glds; 0<t<T (3.8)

for every test function g € C%(R), where
As(M)g == U/[R2g(37y17y2)9/(y1)Ms(dy1dy2) + (1 =) /R}(S,yl,y2)gl(y1)ms(dy1)ms(dy2)
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1
Ry / g"(y1)ms(dy1); 0<s<T. (3.9)
R

Moreover, M. is the joint distribution of the solution pair (X.,X.) of @) with Z2)-Z3)), unique

in the sense of distribution with the common marginal m. = Law(X.) = Law(X.).

Remark 3.1. When u = 0, the integral equation ([B.8]) for M. reduces to the integral equation only
for the marginal m., i.e.,

/Rg(x)mt(dx) = /Rg(fv)mo(dzv)Jr/O ds[/Rzg(s,y1,yz)g’(y1)ms(dyl)ms(dyz)Jr%/Rg"(y1)ms(dy1)]
for 0 <t<T and g € C3(R). O

Proof. The idea of the proof utilizes the assumptions on the coefficient b as in Proposition and
the symmetry ([B3]) of the finite particle system (B.I). We take the martingale approach discussed
in Oelschlager (1984). By the standard argument with Gronwall’s lemma we claim

Lemma 3.1. (a) With the joint empirical measure processes M., and its marginal m. ,
6_4CTt(/|$|kdmt7n(l‘) o t) 0<t<T (640Tt</|l‘|kdmt,n($) + t) ,0 <t < T, respectively )
R R
is a supermartingale (submartingale, respectively) for k = 1,2, and hence, so is

6_40Tt(/Rz”yH2th,n(y)_2t) 0<t<T <e4CTt(/Rz”yH2thv"(y)+2t) ,0 <t < T, respectively > )

because S0 | X2 = S0 X2 = (1/2) S (XG4 X5 -
(b) Similarly, we have with k = 1,2

EJIX | Fo] < Ot (x{F 4 (¢ - 5)4/2) (3.10)
fori=1,....n, 0<s<t<T, and

ElIX, — XY PIF) <80p(T v 1)e'CrT (IX[Y 2 + |X(9] +1)0 (3.11)

for 0<t<T—-6,6>0.

Using this lemma and the Cauchy-Schwatz inequality, we claim that there exist positive constants

¢t (>0), k = 1,2 such that

n

1 - u u 1 u
— Y EIX{, - XA < - S (BIX, - X 2R
=1 1=1

1/2

1 = u 1/2 & \/g - u
< =3 BCr(T v TSP+ XD+ D) < TS ST (P + X+ )
i=1 i=1

| A

(E{ Z\X Hf] elOrT=t) 4 1 — t+E[%Zn:]X}’f2HE}.62CT(T—t)+m>
i=1



1 - u u u u
SB[~ > (IXPP + X0 |+ 1) | 7] = VoaE[X{P + x|+ 1] 7]
i=1

for 0 <t <T —§, where we used the symmetry in the last equality. It follows from (BI0) and the
moment assumption of the initial distribution that

sup E[| X1 [F] < 2CrT(E[IXSYF] + TH?) < 00y k = 1,2,
n>1 ’
Thus, using these inequalities again with the symmetry ([B.3]) we claim that there exists a random

variable §(0) := 2\/362(‘)(1(}2‘2 + ]X}ui] + 1), such that
~ ZE (X525 = X0 P+ X i =~ X IR <E[JO) | FR]s 0<i<T -5, (312)

with lims_osup,>; E[f(0)] = 0. Here we set X( ) X(u)

Moreover, by the super/submartingale propertles in Lemma B (a) we may evaluate the total
variation HMun’BiHT\/ of M., restricted outside the ball By := {z € R?: |lz|| < A} of radius
A(>0), ie., for every € >0

P( Sup ||Mtn|B°||TV > 6 <P
0<

(2
<*(,

sup ||y||2th,n > )\25)

e4CTt (L IwlPante, +6) > x%)

/ ly[I*dMz, + Tﬂ
R2
E[e“”( [ ol +27)] =

where the last equality follows from the symmetry of the particle system. Taking sufficiently large
A, using Prohorov’s theorem, we claim that (M, , 0 <t <T), n > 1 of the empirical measures
is tight in (M(RR?),|-|;). Then combining this observation with (BI2]), we claim by Theorem 8.6
(b) of Ethier & Kurtz (1986) that the sequence (M, , 0 <t <T), n >1 is relatively compact in
the space M(Q1), where M () is equipped with the weak topology.

We shall characterize the limit points of (M,,0 <t < T),>1 as n — oco. Let us call a limit
law M;,0 < t < T. Thanks to the symmetry in the construction of ([B1), its marginals must be
the same for every limit point, i.e., My(R x dy) = M¢(dy x R) =: my(dy), y € R with the initial
marginal measure mg(dy). Applying It6’s formula to the system (B.1), we see

sup
0<t<T

2¢
1 1

)\_%E |:680TT <|X(g?1) 24 2T)}

— A%

u u 1
f(<mt,nag>) - f mo,n, g / f Mg n, d Zg 3 Xg,),F( )) g(ms,n,g”>)ds
I " 1O 17 v (u)y 2 ¢ /
_5/0 f (<ms,nyg>)ﬁ Z’g (Xg,i )’ dS = /0 f((ms,n7 Zg sz:
i=1

is a martingale for every f € CZ(R), g € C2(R), where we use the notation (y,g) = [ g(z)du(z)
for p € M(R). Taking the limits with ([3.7)) and using the equivalence of certain martingales, we
observe that exp(v/—16n;), 0 <t <T is a martingale for every 6 € R, where we define

wo= [ oam) - [ 1AL
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and A¢(M;)g asin [B3) for 0 < ¢ < T'. This implies that the characteristic function of 7, satisfies
E[eV=10m] = E[eV-10m0] = V=10(m09) for 0 <t < T, § € R, and hence, 1, = (my,g) for every
t in any countable subset of [0,7] and for every g in any countable subset of C?(R). Because of
the separability of C2(R) and right continuity of ¢+ M;, we obtain

/Rg(a:)dmt(x)—/o [As(My)glds = n = (mg,g) = /Rg(:c)dmo(a:)

for every 0 <t < T and g € C(R). Thus we claim M. satisfies the integral equation (3.8). With
the uniqueness in Proposition 1] the last part of Proposition B.I] can be shown as in Lemmas 8-10
of Oelschliger (1984).

U

Corollary 3.1. Fiz u € [0,1]. Under the same assumptions for the functional b as in Proposition
22 as n — oo, the first 2 components (XS{),XISZ),t > 0) of the finite particle system in (3.1
converge weakly to the solution (Xt(u),Xt(u),t >0) n I).

Proposition 3.2. In addition to the same assumptions for the functional b as in Proposition[2.9,
we assume that the marginal distribution m;(dy) = mj(dy) of (Xt(u),t > 0) has the density my(-)
(i.e., my(dy) = mu(y)dy, y € R ) with [p|y|*mo(dy) < oo and assume there exists a constant
Cr such that

~ me(r1) ~ my(z2)
. _ . < _ _
b(t7x17y1) mt(yl) b(t7$27y2) m (y ) ‘ = CT(|331 $2| + |y1 y2|) (313)
for every (x;,y;) €R?, i = 1,2, 0<t<T and
~ x
it o) - 248 < O]+ ) (3.14)

for every (z,y) € R?, 0 <t <T. Then for the difference between B.1) — B2) and B.A)-B5) we

have the estimate

sup — \/_ ZE sup | X, —Ys,i\] < 00. (3.15)

n>1 1 0<s<t

Proof. Substituting

Ss,0 0“7 s,g sz’

+ (b(saXs,ins(Z')) _g(says,iyys,j)) + b( Xs uys,j)

)

into the differences

t ~ —_ R
XWX = u / (B(s, X1, X1, ) = B(s, X, X yier))ds
0

- (3.16)
+(1—u) / < Zb Xs(ul, u) /b(s,ys,i,y)m*(dy»ds
R
for ¢ = 1,...,n— 1, and the difference
t ~ ~ R R
XM X, = u / (b(s, X1, X)) = b(s, Xy X snp1))ds
0
n (3.17)

1 ~
(1 U /0\ < n b 8 sn7 5,] ) /I\{b(s’ S,M y) (dy))ds

11



at the boundary for 0 < ¢t < T, applying the triangle inequality and (23], and then taking the
supremum, we obtain

n

Z sup |Xt — X4
— 0<t<T

0<t<s

(1 —w) / Z‘Zb SZ,Ys,j)‘ds

=1 j=1

T
gch/ Z sup | X% Xt,iyds+2CTu/ (X = K| = 1XW = Koal)ds  (3.18)
—1 0

0<t<s

(1 —w) / ;‘Z::b S,,Yw—)‘ds,

where we set b(s,z,z) = b(s,x,z) — |z b(s,:n,y)m*(dy) for x,z € R, 0 < s <T. Here we used
lz| — Jy| < |z —y|, x,y € R in the last inequality. This way we take care of the particle at the
boundary. After using Gronwall’s lemma, taking expectation, we obtain

ZE sup ‘X thH<2C e2CTTE / ’Xsn-l—l 51‘d8+/ Z‘Zb 87,7 7] ‘ds}
i=1 =

i—1 0<t<T

< 2CT/ Z sup | X, Z Xt2|d8—|—20T’LL/ |Xsn+1 s,1|ds
0 =1

where there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that we evaluate the first term

T T
E[/ | X s 41 —Xs,1|ds] SE[/ ( sup |Xun+1| + Sup |Xu1|)ds] <2T(E[|Xo1]] —I—C)ECT
0 0

0<u<T
(3.19)
by (219) in Proposition and then with (BI3)-(3I4) we evaluate the second term

_E[/OT%\jEZ;E(s,Ys,i,Ys,j)\dS}gg/f( \Zb oK) s < evi

(3.20)
by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the (Markov) chain structure of the particle system X.;,

i = 1,...,n, that is, by the map ® in @II), X.; = ®(-, (m)o<s<., (Xs.i+1)o<s<-» (Ws.i)o<s<.)
for i = n—1,...,1. Note that X. 4 and X. j are dependent for i # j, while X. 41 and W.; are
independent for i =n—1,...,1. Some technical details are given in Appendix. Finally, combining
these inequalities, we conclude the proof of (BI5) by

- 2T —
su E[ su xW _X,, < 207e267T sup (== (E[|X +)el 4+ ¢) < 0.
Sup f Z [ sop 1% = Xeil] < 207 sup (- (B[ Xoa]] + ) +)

O

Remark 3.2. The set-up and conditions on the drift function b can be generalized and relaxed. For
example, in a more realistic problem of large network objects (financial networks associated with
blockchains, biological networks, neural networks, data networks etc.), it is of interest to analyze
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more complicated infinite (random) graph structures rather than the simple local interaction of
infinite linear chains considered above. Also, a Lipschitz continuous diffusion coefficient can be
introduced in (2], instead of the unit diffusion coefficient. Here we take the simplest form for
the presentation of the essential idea of the infinite linear chain interaction. The fluctuation results
suggested from Proposition are ongoing research topics. We conjecture that Corollary [B.1] still
holds if we replace ([3.2]) by another process, e.g., a standard Brownian motion, as long as the effect
of the boundary process on the first two components in (1)) diminishes sufficiently fast in the limit,
as n — 00. U

4 Case of linear drift functional
4.1 Connection to the infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
Let us take a linear functional b(t,x,p) = — [p(x —y)u(dy) for t >0, z € R, p € M(R) of
mean-reverting type. Then, (21)) is reduced to the stochastic differential equation
dx(™ = —(u(x™ - XM+ (1 —u)(XF —EX™) dt +dB;; t>0 (4.1)
for each u € [0,1]. Particularly, the McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation ([ZI7) becomes
dX? = — (X —E[X}])dt +dB;, t>0, (4.2)
when v = 0, ie., X°* := x© , and the chain equation (2.I8) with v = 1, xT = XY becomes
dX; = —(X] — XNdt +dB,, t>0. (4.3)
Setting a fixed initial value Xo(u) = 0, we see that the expectations are constant in time
EX"] = EX\"] = E[X?] = E[X]] =0, t>0, ue[0,1], (4.4)

with an explicitly solvable Gaussian pair (X (t), X (¢)) for ¢ >0, u € [0,1]

t » t
x® — / (=5 W s 1 / =94,
0 0 (4 5)

S(u t uk(t —s)F s
X = /0 Zpo,k(t_SQU)dWs,ka Po(t — s;u) = %6 (=),
k=0

where (W k > 0) is a sequence of independent, one-dimensional standard Brownian motions,
independent of the Brownian motion B(-). Note that the integrand pg,(t —s;u), k € Ny in (3]
is a (taboo) transition probability P(M(t — s) = k|M(0) = 0) of a continuous-time Markov chain
M(-) in the state space Ny with generator matrix Q = (g;;)ijen, With ¢ ;41 = u € [0,1],
¢i; = —1 and ¢;; = 0 for the other entries j # 4,7 +1. When u = 0, Q is the generator
of Markov chain with jump rate 1 from state ¢ and killed immediately. When v = 1, @Q is the
generator of a Poisson process with rate 1. When w € (0,1) , the jump rate from ¢ to i+ 1 is 1
and killed with probability (1 —w) (and hence, success probability u of jumps from i to i+ 1).

Thus we interpret po i (t — s;u) as (0,k)-element of the Ny x Np-dimensional matrix exponential
t—9)Q
e , Le.,

(pij(t —s;u) == P(M(t —s) = jIM(0) = i),i,j €Ng) = ((e"99),,,i,j ENg); t>5>0.
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For the matrix exponential e!®, t > 0 of such @, see for example, Friedman (1971). Then we
have a Feynman-Kac representation formula

XM = EM[/O 3" Lpnrgos) =iy dWe 1| M(0) = 0] . >0, (4.6)
k=0

where the expectation is taken with respect to the probability induced by the Markov chain M(-),
independent of the Brownian motions (W.,k € Np).

Indeed, by Corollary BI], the solution (H]) is obtained by an infinite particle approximation
dxy) = —(x[) —ux{y, )t + AW >0, keNg (4.7)
of the simplified form of (4.1]), that is,
dx! = —(x™ —uX")dt +dB;; t>0.

Here we assume U(Xff,irl,t > 0) and o(Wyj,t > 0) are independent for every k € Ny. The
infinite particle system (7)) can be represented schematically as an infinite-dimensional Ornstein-
Uhlenback stochastic differential equation or more generally, stochastic evolution equation (see
e.g., Dawson (1972), Da Prato & Zabczyk (1992), Kallianpur & Xiong (1995), Batt, Kallianpur,
Karandikar, & Xiong (1998), Athreya, Bass & Perkins (2005) for more general results in Hilbert
spaces)

dX; = QX dt +dW,, (4.8)
where X. := (X.(f,i),k; € No) with Xg = 0, and W. := (W.;,k € Ny). Note that the transition
probabilities P(M () = k|M(0) = i) = (e/Q); 1, i,k € Ny of the continuous-time Markov chain
M (-) defined in the previous paragraph satisfies the backward Kolmogorov equation

d
EetQ = Q9 t>0.

Thus, by Itd’s formula we directly verify

d( /0 t e(t_s)QdWS> - (Q /0 t e(t_S)QdWS> dt +dW;: ¢>0,

and hence
¢
X, = / =R aw,; >0,
0

is a solution to (48). Therefore, ([AH) is the solution to ([@I]). Although @ has the specific form
here, it is easy to see that in general, the Feynman-Kac formula (6] still holds for the infinite-
dimensional Ornsten-Uhlembeck process with a class of generators  which form a Banach algebra
(e.g., the generator of the discrete-state, compound Poisson processes, see Friedman (1971)).
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4.2 Asymptotic Dichotomy

With Xéu) = 0 still, the asymptotic behaviors of their variances as t — oo are dichotomous

Var(Xt(u)) = / e 2 Iy(2uv)dv = { OO((\}%)’, uuei),ll,), (4.9)

0
with  Var(X\”) = Var(X?) = 1o Var(XV) = Var(X]) = te 20(Io(2t) + I, (2
t - t) — 2 ) t )= t) = 0(2t) + 11(21))
for t > 0. Here I,(-) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind with index v, defined by
> ($/2)2k+1/
—[l/ = ; ’ 2 —1.
() =2 Th+ D) To+ksn . 707

k=0
Note that the Bessel functions Io(x) and Ii(z) grow with the order of O(e® /v27mx) as © — oo.

Remark 4.1 (Asymptotic dichotomy of (£1])). The process X" defined by ([@J) has dichotomous
long-term behaviors:

1. When u € [0,1), the process x™ s positive recurrent and its stationary distribution is
Gaussian with mean 0 and variance

> 1
lim Var xWy = / e 2 2uv)dy = ———— < 00. 4.10
{00 ( t ) 0 0( ) QM ( )

(0)

In particular, when v = 0, X"/ = X?*® is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with a stationary
Gaussian distribution of mean 0 and variance 1/2.

2. When u = 1, the process X% = XT is a mean zero Gaussian process with growing variance
of the order O(v/t) with limy_,« Var(XtT ) = oo, given by (4.9]) and covariances

E[X;XI] = E[)Z';)Z'j] = e_(t_s)/ e 2I(2V/(t — s +v)v)dv; 0<s<t,
0

_ ¢ o t
E[X/X]] = / e E[XIXT)ds = / e REXIXT)ds: tu>0.
0 0
In particular, IE[X;XJ] = O(e” =2V (tH9)9)=1/4) for large t — oo
This asymptotic dichotomy is an answer to the first question posed in section [Il Namely, the

large system of type (LI) diverges widely, while the large system of type (L2]) converges to the
stationary distribution as t — . O

Remark 4.2 (Repulsive case). Instead of mean-reverting, if the drift functional b is of repulsive type
b(t,x, ) = [p(x —y)p(dy), then the resulting paired process in ([2.I) with v = 1 is described by

ax) = (xJl — XHdt+dB,; t>0 (4.11)
with the conditions (22)-(23]). The solution with the initial values ng = )Z'gt = 0 is given by
t t t k k
- - 1)kt —
Xtﬁ = / et_sXsﬁd8+/ e'~*dBy, Xtﬁ = / Zet_s-%dw&k; t>0
0 0 0 o :

for independent Brownian motions W., k € Ny, independent of B.. In this case the variance
grows ezxponentially fast, i.e.,

Var(X[1) = te? (Io(2t) — I1(2t)); t>0.
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4.3 Detecting the presence of mean-field interaction

The value w in ([@I) indicates how much X" s attracted towards the neighborhood X" and
(1 — u) indicates how much it is attracted towards the average E[Xt(u)] (= 0). Let us briefly
consider the following detection problem of a single observer. The observer only observes Xt(u) ,
t > 0 but does neither know the value u € [0,1] nor )Z't(u) , t >0 in (43). Only given the filtration

FX o= U(Xg(u), 0<s<t), t>0, can the observer detect the value u € [0,1]?

Let us denote by F;,t > 0 the filtration generated by the solution pair (X., )Z') = (X.(u) ) )N(.(u)) .
Thanks to the Girsanov theorem, the log Radon-Nykodim derivative of the solution P with
respect to the Wiener measure Py is given by

dp®)
dP,

T _ 1 [T ~
= / (Xy — uXy)d X, + 5/ (X¢ — uX;)?dt.
0 0

lo
g Fr

Thus given f% , the observer may maximizes the conditional log likelihood function

dp)

o R X
E[ 1°g< P, }"T>‘]:T]
with respect to u, and formally obtain a unique maximizer
T " -1 T " T _
= (/ E[Xfyfj’f]dt) E[/ XtXtdt—i—/ Xtht(fj’f] (4.12)
0 0 0

as an estimator of w. Evaluation of these conditional expectations in ({I2)) is a filtering problem.

The detailed study of @ still remains an open problem. If we replace X. by X. in ([{12), then
we obtain a modified estimator

U = (/OTdet)_l- (/OTdetJr/OTXtht) = 1- <2/OTXt2dt)_1(T—X:2p). (4.13)

It follows from ([I0) that limp oo @ = 1 — V1 —u? <wu € [0,1]. Thus this modified estimator
Uy, underestimates the value u asymptotically as T — oo.

Another typical method of estimation of u is known as the method of moments. We may obtain
the method of moments estimator by matching the second moment in the limit, i.e.,

G = [1— (% /OTdet)_l/z] 2 (4.14)

It follows from (4I0) directly that limy_ooup = w € [0,1]. Thus this method of moments
estimator u,, is asymptotically consistent to the value u as T — co.

5 Appendix

We shall sketch the poof of ([B.20) for Proposition First note that by the construction, X.;
in (34)-B.5) is determined by the iteration X.; = ®(-, (ms)o<s<., (Xs.i+1)o<s<, Ws.i)o<s<.) as
in (2I0), where X, is independent of W.; for i = n,n —1,...,1, that is, with this random
iterative map and a slight abuse of notation, we may write and view

i = Xpi = ®0oBo-0By(Xoppr; Weay .., Wop) = " W W) (5.)

)
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for 0 <t <T as an element in the space C([0,T],R) = C([0,T]) of continuous functions. Thus,
i, 1 = n+1nn—1,...,1 possess a discrete-time Markov chain structure. In particular, for
Jj <k <, given 7, the distribution of n; and 7; are conditionally independent.

Let us write W = (W.1,...,W.,) for simplicity. For every Lipschitz function ¢(-) with
Lipschitz constant K , there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the difference between the conditional

expectation, given X411, 0 < s < T and the unconditional expectation of @(YM) is bounded
by

E[ sup |E[o(X¢1)[Xsn41,0 < s < T] = E[p(Xe1)]?]
0<t<T

2
— [ s [ [ (BT (s W) - BV (@ G W) ()| (i)
c([o,1]) 0<t<T ' JC([0,T7])

< / sup EW[|o(@™ (1141: W) — (@ (Tn41: W) 2] (A1) m(d741)
C([0,T))2 0<t<T

c
nl

T
)

= KZ/ EW [ sup (@) (nr1) — @ (7ng1) PIm(d7n 1) m(dn ) <
C([0,17)2

0<t<T n

where EW is the expectation with respect to W and the last inequality is verified as in the proof
of Proposition 2] thanks to the Lipschitz continuity (2.35]) of functional b(-). Similarly, there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that we have the estimate

k>j (5.2)

— — _ 2
B[ sup [Elp(e, X)) Ko, 0 < 5 < T) — Elp(z, )| ] <
0<t<T,z€R

for a Lipschitz function ¢(z,y) : R* = R with [p(z1,91) — (w2, y2)| < K (21 — x| + [y1 — y2]) -
Second, note that because of the definition of b(-,-,-) appeared in (3.20), for every j = 1,...,n,

E[b(s,z,Xs;)] = /Rg(s,x,z)ms(dz) —/RE(S,:E,y)ms(dy) =0; s>0, zeR.

Combining this observation and the Markov chain structure with (52), for j < k < i we evaluate

= E[E(syys,iyys,k)ﬂz[_(saYs,zays,jﬂyv,uy ,kH

= E[E(S,YSJ,YSJC)E[E(S,‘T,Ys,j)’Y.J,Y,’k]‘x:ysyi] (5 3)
= E[E(S,Ys,i,ys,k)E[E(S,ﬂf,ys,j)fy-,kﬂx:ysﬂ_]

< (E[[b(s, X 54, Xs) 22 - (E]|E[D X)X 21/2<0-L1/2

< (E[lb(s, Xsi, Xs)|°) 7 - (E[|E[b(s, 2, Xs )X k]l e, ,[7]) /7 < =

where the constant ¢ does not depend on (s,7) and we used the Lipschitz continuity of b(-) and the
similar technique as in the proof of Proposition 22 to show supg< <7 (E[|b(s, X, Xso)DV2 <
for some constant C' which does not depend on (i,k). This is the case 1 <j<k<i<mn.

For the case © < j < k or the case j < i < k we need the estimates
J— - __ 2 Ck_j
E[ sup ‘E[Sﬁ(x,XmﬂXs,j,U <s<T]-— E[sﬁ(x,Xt,k)]‘ ] < 5
0<t<T,zeR (k —3)!

k>j. (5.4)

This is similar to (5.2]) but the condition in the conditional expectation is reverse in discrete-time.
We shall construct time-reversal of the discrete-time Markov chain structure (B.II). We claim that
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the joint distribution of the following pair (X, Y;),t > 0 is the same as the joint distribution of
(X, X¢),t > 0, where given the process X. with the marginal law m(-) = m*(-), Y. is defined by
another stochastic differential equation

mt(Y;f)

aY; = |ub(t, Yy, Xy) - )

+(1—uw) /R b(t, Vi, 2)my(dz) | dt + dB; (5.5)

driven by a standard Brownian motion E., independent of X. and the initial value Yy with the
condition Law(Y;) = Law(X;) = my for ¢ > 0.

Indeed, thanks to (BI3)-(BI4]) and Propositions 2] and Bl the weak solution pair (Y., X.)
exists and its joint distribution M satisfies the integral equation

~

/R g()my(dz) = /R g(2)mo(da) + /0 A(SDglds; 0<t<T, (5.6)

similar to ([B.8)), for every test function g € C2(R), where

A, (M)g = u/RQE(S,yl’Zn)' ZZE?;; g (y1)M(dy1dyz)+(1—u) /R25(8,y1,y2)gl(y1)ms(dy1)ms(dy2)

1
+ 3 / 9" (y)ms(dy1); 0<s<T. (5.7)
R
Comparing ([3.8) with (5.6, we obtain the time-reversible relation

ms(y1) My(dyrdys) = m(ys) M(dyndys); 0<s < T, (y1,10) € R*.
Thus repeating the derivation of (5.2]) with this reversed discrete-time Markov chain, we obtain

(54)), and hence for the cases j < i < k and ¢ < j < k there exist constants ¢ and C' such that

- _ k=i }1/2

Xs,j)g(syys,iaXs,k)] <C- [W

Therefore, we conclude ([3.20), because there exist constants ¢, C' > 0 such that

n n _ . . _ . . n n k_‘ / o0 k /
%ZZE[b(s,Xs,z-,Xs,ﬁb(s,Xs,z-,Xs,k)] < % > [;—]]1 Ty [%]1 ® < oo

— 7!
et ik Chnt) k=0
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