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STABILITY FOR MULTIVALUED MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
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ABSTRACT. The work concerns multivalued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equa-
tions. First of all, we prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for multi-
valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with non-Lipschitz coefficients.
Then, the classical It0’s formula is extended to that for multivalued McKean-Vlasov sto-
chastic differential equations. Finally, the asymptotic stability of second moments and
the almost surely asymptotic stability for their solutions in terms of a Lyapunov function
are shown.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a filtered probability space (2,.%,{%#}i>0,P) and a m-dimensional standard
Brownian motion W. = (W W2 ... W™) defined on it. Consider the following multi-
valued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation (SDE for short) on R%:

{ dX, € —AX)dt + b(X,, Lx,)dt + o(X,, Lx,)dW,, 1)
XO = 67

where ¢ is a .Zy-measurable random variable with E|¢|? < oo, A : R? — 28 is a maximal
monotone operator, Ly, is the probability distribution of X; with respect to the proba-
bility measure P, and the coefficients b : R? x Py(R?) = R?, 7 : R? x Py(RY) — R x R™
are Borel measurable (Py(R?) is defined in Subsection 2.I).

If A=0, Eq.(I) becomes McKean-Vlasov SDE. And the first work on McKean-Vlasov
SDEs can be tracked back to McKean [12], who was inspired of Kac’s programme in
Kinetic theory in [I0]. From then on, a large number of results appear (c.f. [I1]-[7]). Let us
mention some related works. For Eq.(l), under non-Lipschitz coefficients, Ding and Qiao
[5,16] proved the well-posedness, exponential stability of the second moment, exponentially
2-ultimate boundedness and almost surely asymptotic stability of strong solutions to these
equations. In [7], Hammersley, Siska and Szpruch also showed exponentially 2-ultimate
boundedness of strong solutions for Eq.(l) under the local boundedness for b, o and some
extra properties for integrated Lyapunov functions.

If A+#0, Eq.(D) is called a multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDE. Under global Lipschitz
conditions, Chi [4] proved the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the following
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multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDE on R?:
dX, € —A(X,)dt + b[X,, Lx,]dt + 6[X;, Lx,|AW,, (2)
where for any z € R? and p € Po(R?)

blz, p] = /Rd b(z,y)u(dy), oz, p) = /Rda(af,y)u(dy),

and b: R? x R? — R?, 5 : RY x R? — R? x R™ are Borel measurable. When the operator
A is the sub-differential of some convex function, Ren and Wang [15] studied the following
multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDE on R¢:

dX, € —A(X,)dt + b(X,, E[X,])dt + 6(X;, E[X,])dW,, (3)

where b : R? x R? = R?, 5 : R? x R? — R? x R™ are Borel measurable and E[X;] denotes

the expectation with respect to the probability measure P. If I~), o satisfy global Lipschitz
conditions, they showed well-posedness and a large deviation principle for Eq.(3]). Note
that Eq.(d) is more general than Eq.[2) and ([B]). However, as far as we know, Eq.()
seems not to be studied in the literature.

In this paper, we first study the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to Eq. ()
under non-Lipschitz conditions. Our result (Theorem B.5]) can cover [4, Theorem 3.1] and
[15, Theorem 3.3] for the time homogeneous case. Then, the classical It6 formula for
SDEs is extended to that for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs. We emphasize that the
It6 formula for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs (Theorem A1) is different from the It6
formula for McKean-Vlasov SDEs (c.f. [I3| Proposition 3.1]). After this, the stability for
the strong solution to Eq.(I]) is considered. We offer sufficient conditions to assure the
asymptotic stability of the second moment in terms of Lyapunov functions. Finally, we
prove the almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solution to Eq.(I]). Here we
remind that the appearance of the maximal monotone operator causes a lot of trouble in
the deduction.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall some basic nota-
tion and introduce maximal monotone operators and derivatives for functions on Py(R?)
with respect to the measures. In Section Bl we prove that Eq.(I) has a unique strong
solution under non-Lipschitz conditions. Next we extend the classical It6 formula to that
for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs in Section [ Then in Section [ we present the
asymptotic stability of second moments and the almost surely asymptotic stability for
the strong solution to Eq.(T]). Finally, an example is given to explain our result in Section
0l

The following convention will be used throughout the paper: C with or without indices
will denote different positive constants whose values may change from one place to another.

2. PRELIMINARY

In the section, we introduce notations and concepts and recall some results used in the
sequel.

2.1. Notations. In the subsection, we introduce some notations.
For convenience, we shall use | - | and || - || for norms of vectors and matrices, re-
spectively. Furthermore, let (- , -) denote the scalar product in R%. Let B* denote the

transpose of the matrix B.
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Let C'(R?) be the collection of continuous functions on R? and C?(R%) be the space of
continuous functions on R? which have continuous partial derivatives of order up to 2.

Let Z(R?) be the Borel g-algebra on RY and P(R?) be the space of all probability
measures defined on Z(R?) carrying the usual topology of weak convergence. Let Py(IR%)
be the set of probability measures on Z(R?) with finite second order moments. That is,

Pu () = {n e PR il )= [ ol () < oo}

It is known that P,(R?) is a Polish space endowed with the L2-Wasserstein distance
defined by

Wa(u,v) = inf (/ \x—m%(dx,dy)), v € Py(RY,
R4 xR

eV ()

where W(pu, v) is the set of all couplings © with marginal distributions p and v. Moreover,
if £, ¢ are two random variables with distributions %, £ under P, respectively,

Wa(Z, Z) < (ElE - ()2,

where E stands for the expectation with respect to P.

2.2. Maximal monotone operators. In the subsection, we introduce maximal mono-
tone operators.

Fix a multivalued operator A : R? — 2B? where 28" stands for all the subsets of R?,
and set

D(A):={z e R?: A(z) # 0}
and
Gr(A) = {(z,y) eR*: 2 € D(A), y € A(z)}.

Then we say that A is monotone if (x1 —x9,y1 —y2) = 0 for any (x1,y1), (v2,y2) € Gr(A),
and A is maximal monotone if

(x1,11) € Gr(A) <= (1 — 22,1 —y2) =0, V(xa,y2) € Gr(A).

Example 2.1. Let O C R be a closed convex set with non-empty interior. The indicator
function of O 1is defined by

0, €O,
Io() ::{ A

Then one can justify that 1o is a lower semicontinuous convex function. The sub-differential
of 1o is given by

0, ré¢ O,
0lp(z) =< {0}, =z € Int(O),
I1,., x € 00,

where 11, is the cone of unit outward normal to O at x. It is well known that 0lp is a

mazimal monotone operator with Int(D(91p)) = Int(O) # 0.
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Given T > 0. Let ¥ be the set of all continuous functions K : [0,7] — R? with finite
variations and Ky = 0. For K € ¥, and s € [0,7], we shall use |K|j to denote the
variation of K on [0, s]. Set

o = {(X, K): X € C([0,T],D(A)), K € ¥,
and (X; — z,dK; — ydt) > 0 for any (z,y) € GT‘(A)}.

Then about &7 we recall three following results. (c.f. [2] [17])

Lemma 2.2. For X € C([0,T],D(A)) and K € ¥, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(i) (X,K) € «.
(i) For any (z,y) € C([0,T],RY) with (x;,y:) € Gr(A

),
<Xt — Ty, th - ytdt> 2 0.
(iii) For any (X', K') € &, it holds that

it holds that

<Xt ~ X, dK, - th’> > 0.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0, where Int(D(A)) denotes the interior of the
set D(A). For any a € Int(D(A)), there exists constants v, > 0, and ~y9,7v3 = 0 such that
forany (X, K)€ o/ and0 < s<t<T,

t t
[ aar) Kl = [ 16— aldr = (e ).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that {K",n € N} C ¥, converges to some K in C([0,T];R?) and

sup|K”|0T < 00. Then K € %, and
neN

T T
im [ (X7 dE™Y = / (X,,dK,),
0

n—oo 0
where the sequence { X"} C C([0,T];R?) converges to some X in C([0,T]; RY).

2.3. Derivatives for functions on P,(R?). In the subsection, we introduce derivatives
for functions on Py(R?) (c.f. [1]).

A function f : Po(R?) — R is differential at u € Py(RY), if for f(y) = (L), €
L2, .Z,P;R?), there exists some ¢ € L*(Q,.Z,P;RY) with % = u such that f is
Fréchet differentiable at ¢, that is, there exists a linear continuous mapping Df ) :
L*(Q, Z,P;R?) — R such that for any n € L*(Q, 7, P;RY)

F(¢+n) = J(Q) = DF) ) +ollnlzz),  |nls= — 0.

Since Df(¢) € L(L*(Q,.Z,P;R%),R), it follows from the Riesz representation theorem
that there exists a P-a.s. unique variable ¥ € L2?(Q2,.#,P;R?) such that for all €
L*(Q, 7 ,P;RY)

Df(¢)(n) = (9, niL2 =E[J-n].



Definition 2.5. We say that f € CY(Po(R?)), if there exists for all v € L*(Q, F,P;RY)
a Z,-modification of 0, f(Z,)(+), again denoted by 0, f(Z,)(-), such that O, f : Pa(R?) x
R? — R is continuous, and we identify this continuous function 0,f as the derivative of
f.

Definition 2.6. We say that f € C*(P(R?)), if for any u € Po(R?), f € C1(Py(RY))
and 0,f(%,)() is differentiable, and its derivative 9,0,f : Pa(R?) x R? — R? @ R?
is continuous, and for any y € RY, 0,f(-)(y) is differentiable, and its derivative Q%f :
Py(R?Y) x R? x R? = R @ RY is continuous.

Definition 2.7. A function F : R x Py(R?) — R is said to be in C?*(R? x Py(RY)), if
(i) F is C* in x € RY and p € Po(RY), respectively;

(11) these derivatives

OuF (w, 1), O2F (1, 1), O F (2, 1) (y), 0,0, F (w, 1) (), 02 F (, 1) (y, y/)

are jointly continuous in the variable family (x, ), (x, p,y) and (z,1,y,y'), respectively.

Definition 2.8. A function F : R? x Py(R?) = R is said to be in € (R? x Po(R?)), if
F € C?2(R? x Py(R?)) and for any compact set K C R? x Py(RY),

S /Rd 19y, F (2, 1) ()12 + 10, F (2, ) () ?) p(dy) < oc.

Definition 2.9. A function F : R? x Py(R?) +— R is said to be in Cp* (R x Py(RY)), if
(i) F e C*2(RY x Py(RY));
(13) F(x,pn) and all its derivatives

OpF (1, 1), O2F (w, 1), 0, F (2, 1) (y), 0,0, F (, ) (y), p F (., 1) (. 9/ )
are uniformly bounded in the variable family (x, ), (z, 1, y) and (x, p,y,y ), respectively.
Definition 2.10. The function F : R? x Py(R?) = R is said to be in Cp% (R x Py(R?)),
if (i) F € C*(RY x Py(RY));
(17) F(x,p) and all its derivatives

0o F (w, 1), 02F (2, ), 0, F (w, 1) (), 0,0, F (, ) (y), OoF (w, 10) (4, 9/ )

are Lipschitz continuous in the variable family (z, ), (x, ju,y) and (x, u,y,y'), respectively.
If F e Cy* (R x Py(RY)) and F >0, we say that F € Cp:7' (RY x Py(RY)).

3. THE EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF STRONG SOLUTIONS

In this section, we study the existence and uniqueness of strong solution for Eq.(T).
First of all, we define strong solutions, weak solutions and the pathwise uniqueness of
weak solutions for Eq.(I]). Fix 7" > 0 and consider Eq.(T), i.e.

{ dX, € —A(X)dt + b(X,, Lx,)dt + o( Xy, Lx,)dW,, 0<t<T,
Xo=¢.

Definition 3.1. (Strong solutions) We say that Eq.(Il) admits a strong solution with the
initial value & if there exists a pair of adapted processes (X, K) on a filtered probability
space (Q, F ,{F e, P) such that

(i) P(Xo =) =1,



(i) Xy € F, where {F} }iepom stands for the o-field filtration generated by W,
(i17) (X (w), K.(w)) € & a.s. P,
(1v) it holds that

T
P { [ 0000 20) 1+ 100X, 25) 171 < +oo} 1
0
and
t t
;&zg—A;+/b@;ghm&ﬁ/au;z%mw; 0<t<T.
0 0

From the above definition, we know that Zx, = Z;.

Definition 3.2. (Weak solutions) We say that Eq.(d) admits a weak solution with the
initial law % € P(RY), if tlALere exists a filtered ptobability space (), F, {ﬁtA}te[O,T],IP’),
a d-dimensional standard (%;)-Brownian motion W as well as a pair of (%;)-adapted
process (X, K) defined on (Q, F ,{Z:}icpom), P) such that

i) Po Xy = 2,

(ii) (X (w), K.(w)) € & a.s. P,

(1) it holds that

T
P{ 000820 o0 25) IP)as < oo = 1,
0

and

t t
Xt:XQ—Kt‘l'/ b(Xs,ng)dS—f—/ U(Xs,ng)dWS, 0<t<T
0 0

Such a solution will be denoted by (Q,.Z, {ﬂ}}te[oﬂ, P;W, (X, K)).

Definition 3.3. (Pathwise Uniqueness) Suppose (0, ., {jt}te[O,T]a]p; W, (X', K"Y)) and
(Q,ﬂ,{ﬁt}temﬂ,@’; W, (XQ,KQ)) are two weak solutions for Eq.(d) with X1 = Xg If
P{(X} K}) = (X2 K2),t € [0,T]} = 1, we say that the pathwise uniqueness holds for
Eq. ().

In the following, we give some conditions to assure the existence and pathwise unique-
ness of weak solutions for Eq.(]). Assume:

11 e function 6 1s continuous 1n (x, i), and 0, o satisty 1or (x, u) € X Py
H The f ion b i i i db isfy f R? x Py (R4
(b, )|” + [lo (, )P < Lo (1 + [+ pul] - 7)),

where L; > 0 is a constant.
(Hy.5) The functions b, o satisfy for (x1, 1), (2o, pt2) € RY x Py(RY)

2(x1 — T2, (w1, p1) — b2, p12)) < L2<|!L"1 — x5 +W§(M1,M2)>>

| or ) = ooz, ) IS La(Jor = wof? + WiGr, 2))

where Ly > 0 is a constant.



Next, we give a key lemma. Set
Cog = {n. € C(0,T), Pa(RY), o = i},
p(u.,v.) = sup Wo(un, 1), i v. € Gy,

te[0,7
and the space (‘éﬁ?, p) is a complete metric space. For u. € ‘56%, consider the following
auxiliary multivalued SDE on R%:
dX;" e —AXE)dt + b(XY, p)dt + o (X7, pe)dW,
Xl =c¢. (4)

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Int(D(A)) # 0 and b, o satisfy (Hy1)-(Hy2). Then for any
Fo-measurable random variable & with E|£]? < oo, Eq.{f) has a unique strong solution

(XP, K™Y and Ly € Gy

Proof. First of all, by the similar deduction to that in [I4] Theorem 2.8], we obtain that
Eq.( ) has a unique strong solution (X*, K*). Then, we prove that Zxu € ‘ﬁﬁ?.

Take any a € Int(D(A)). By Itd’s formula, Lemma 23] and (Hy 1), we have for 0 < ¢ <
T

t

t
X" —af = |g_a|2—2/ (X;"—adK“'>+2/ (XE —a, b (XL, 1) )ds
0

¢
+2/ (X —a,0 (X!, us) dWy) / o (X5, )] ds
0

t
< |§—a|2—2'yl|K“'|6—|—272/ | X H —a|ds+2'ygt+/ | X E —a|2ds
0
/ |b s >,UJ5 2d3+/ ||U a,us | ds
/<X a0 (X ) W)
0
t t
< |§—a|2—2fyl\K“'|6+272/(1+|X§'—a\2)ds+273t+/ | X# — al*ds
0 0

t t
+L1/ (1+2|a|2+2|X5-—a|2+u5(|-|2)>ds+2/ (XI —a,0 (X]", ps) AWS)
0 0

< le—aff =2l K Y+ (2104 205+ LU+ 24al + swp (|- )T
s€[0,T
t t
1 +2m) [ IXE —aPds+2 [ (X0 — a0 (X2 ) ai). (5)
0

By the BDG inequality and the Holder inequality, it holds that

E | sup |X* —al* | 4+ 21 E|K*|}
s€[0,¢]
< El€—af’ + (29 + 2 + La(1+ 20 + sup p(|- )T
s€[0,T
7



t
+(2v + 1+ 2L1)E/ | XH — al*ds
0

¢ 1/2
+12E(/ XL = al?llo (XL, 1) !|2d8>
0

< ElE—af’ + (299 + 235 + La(1+ 2laf* + sup p|- )T
s€[0,T

t
+(2v2 + 1+ 2L1)E/ | XH — al*ds

1
+-E <sup | X# — al ) —i—C’E/ o (X5, )| ds,
2 s€[0,t]

and furthermore
E | sup [XI —af* | +4nE[K"[;
s€[0,t]

< 2E[E — af’ +2(29 + 2 + CLi(1+ 20af + sup puo(| - [))T
s€[0,T

t
"‘2(2’72 + 1+ 2CL1)/ E ( sup ‘X# _ a|2> ds.
0

rel0,s]

Then by the Gronwall inequality, we know that

s€0,t]

E (sup |X5 _ a|2> < [QE |€ . CL|2 + 072,73,L1T:| e2(2’yz+l+2C’L1)t’

where C., 1, 1, == 2(272 + 273+ CLi(1 4 2]al* + sup ps(] - \2))), which yields that
s€[0,7T

E( sup |[X¥?] < 2E[ sup |X* —af | +2|al?
s€(0,4] sel0.4]
< 92 [2IE € —af’ + C’yz,’yg,LlT] 2R FLH2CLE | 9112

Thus, it holds that Zys € Py(R?).
Next, we estimate Wy( Ly, Ly ) for s,¢ € [0,T]. From the definition of the metric
W, it follows that

W3 (Lxp-, Ly ) < EIXE = X[ (6)
So, it is sufficient to compute E|X#* — X} |2
Note that X*, X}" satisfy the following equations

X5-:5-K5-+/ B dr 4+
0

U HU’T

U r ?/"LT’

I,
I

t
X#:g—KtM_l_/ T’/er'r’—‘—
0



Assume s < t and take a stopping time sequence {7y} given by 7y := inf{r > s, | X*| >
N}. Thus, by the Ito6 formula, it holds that

X

tIATN

tATN tATN
—XF?E = —2/ < XHF - Xt dKE > +2/ < XF— XH b(XF ) > dr
St/\TN ’ tIATN
+2/ < XH — X o(XP py)dW, > +/ o (X5, p)||?dr
t/\va tATN ’
< / XP — X Py + / (X ) 2dr

tATN tATN
+2/ < XK — XE o( X, py)dW, > +/ o (XH )| *dr.
Taking the expectation on two sides, by (Hj 1) we obtain that
tATN tATN
BIXG, — X0 < B X XU LE [ (P (] P
’ tATN ’ tATN
< (1+ 2L1)E/ | XH — X )2dr + LlE/ (14 2| X5 + (] - [?))dr
t
< (1+ 2L1)E/ | X, — X0 Pdr
FLE (120X 2+ sup (|- ) (= ).

re[0,T]

Using the Gronwall inequality ([9, Lemma 19.2, Page 172]) and the mean value theorem,
one can get that

(14+2L1)(t=s) _ q

1420,

(&
E| X}, — XP[P < L1E<1+2|X;"|2+ Sl[é%]ur(|.|2)>
re|0,

< L1E<1 FOUXE? 4 sup (] - |2)>(t — g)el+2L)t,

re(0,T)
and furthermore as N — oo
E[X! — Xtu.|2 < L1<1 + 2E|X§‘-|2 + sup (] |2))(t . s)e(l+2L1)t. (7)
rel0,T)

Inserting (7)) in (@), we have that
1/2 2 o\ /2 1/2(14+2L1 )t/2
Wl i, L) < D (14 BIXE P+ sup (1)) (1 — 5) /2605200002,
re[0,T]
which yields that
IIIT%WQ(gXéI y gx#) =0.
S—r
By the same deduction to above, it holds that for s > ¢,
lim Wy (L, Lxn) = 0.
s—t t
The proof is complete. O

Now, it is the position to state and prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solu-

tions for Eq.().
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Theorem 3.5. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and the coefficients b, o satisfy (H1.1)-(Hy.2).
Then for any Fo-measurable random variable & with E||* < oo, there exists a unique
strong solution (X, K) for Eq.(), i.e. for anyt € [0,T]

t t
X, =¢—K, + / b(X,, ZLx,)ds + / o(X,, Lx)AW,, Lx, =Po X' e Py(RY).
0 0

Proof. Step 1. Define the mapping W : ‘562:2 — %”0"5’:2 by W(u.) = Lxn for any p. € %5?’:2,
where 0 < tg < T is given later. Thus, by Lemma B.4] we know that the mapping W is
well defined. Then, we prove that it is contractive.

First of all, by the definition of the metric on %”5?:2, it holds that for u!, u? € %”5?:2,

(R0, () = sup W (W), W(2),) = sup Wa(L0, 2,0)
t€[0,to] t€[0,to] Xy Xy
1 2 .\ 1/2 1 2 N\ 1/2
< swp (BN - XFP) T < (B swp X - X)L 9)
te|0,to] te(0,to]
Next, we estimate E sup | X/ — X{“ZP. By the It6 formula, Lemma 22 and (Hy 2),
te[0,to]
we have for 0 < t < ¢t
1 2 2 ¢ 1 2 1 2
X - x| = —2/ (xt = xpa (ke - K1)
0
t
s [t (0 ) b (307 2) s
0
t
w2 (=Xt (o (00 t) - (30 2) )
0
t ) 2
+/ 0<X5 ,ui) 0<X§‘ ,ui) ) ds
0
t 1 2 2
< ot [ (| = X ) Jas
0

t
0

So, it follows from the BDG inequality and the Hélder inequality that
2 t 1 2
E [ sup < 2L2E/ (‘Xﬁ'_XéL'
s€0,t] 0

t
+12E (/ X — X HU (Xé”'l,@) —0 (Xé”?,@)

0

t 1 2 2
< 2k [ (e x| e ws () as
0

t
+0/ E HU (Xé"l,ui) —0 (Xé”?,@)
0

1 2
+-E | sup ,
2 s€[0,¢]

Xt - Xy W (k. 2) ) s

) 1/2
‘ ds)

2
ds

1 2
sl oy
XS XS
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and furthermore

2 ¢ 2
E (sup xu X ) < 4L2E/ ()Xg-l — X1 W () )ds
s€0,t] 0
t 1 2 2
+C’/ E Ha (X;‘ ,ui) —0 (X;‘ ,,ui) ‘ ds
0
(Hi2) t pt 2| 2(.1 2
< CE (‘Xs _Xs- +W2 (/"LS?/“’LS))dS (9)
0
¢ 2
< Cty sup W3 (ul, 12) —I—C/ E( sup XT‘,"1 —XT‘,"2 )ds.
s€[0,t0] 0 re(0,s]
By the Gronwall inequality, we derive that
2
E ( sup Xﬁl - X;L'Q ) < Ctoe™ sup W3 (1a, p2) -
s€[0,to] s€[0,to]
Taking ¢, > 0 with Ctpe® < 1, one can obtain that
4
AN V2
(E ( sup | X! — X4 )) < g sup Wy (uf, p3) = 3p(ul, 11?). (10)
s€[0,to] s€[0,to]

Combining (8) with (I0), we have

PO, 2 (2)) < Sl ).

Step 2. We prove that Eq.(I]) has a unique strong solution.
By the conclusion in Step 1. and the fixed point theorem, it holds that there exists a

unique fixed point p* € ‘50"5’:2 such that

V(i) = L =i

Thus, (X", K" is a weak solution for Eq.(D) on [0,t0]. If to > T, the proof of the
existence for weak solutions to Eq.() is over; if ty < T', by the same deduction as above,
we obtain the existence for weak solutions to Eq.(Il) on [to, 1.

Next, we prove the pathwise uniqueness for Eq.(Tl). Assume that (2, %, {%; }icpom, P; W,
X, K.) and (0, 7 {F e, P W, X, K.) are two weak solutions of Eq.(d) with X, =
X() = 6, i.e.

t t
Xy =¢ - K, +/ b(Xs, Lx.)ds +/ o(Xs, Lx,)dWs,
0 0

t t
thg—f(t+/ b(XS,zXS)dH/ o(Xs, Lz, )AW..
0 0

So, by the similar deduction to that in (9)), we obtain that for any ¢ € [0, T

2 t -
E | sup < CE/ (‘XS—XS
s€[0,t] 0

t
< CIE/ (‘XS—XS
011

2
W3 (Zx., %) )ds

2>ds

X, — X,

2 ~
+E‘XS—XS




XT’_XT’

t 2
< C / E | sup ds
0 rel0,s]

It follows from the Gronwall inequality that
2
=0,

E | sup
s€[0,t]

X, =X, te[0,7T]asP.
Finally, note that for any ¢ € [0, T

X, - X,

which yields that

t t
K, — g—Xt+/ b(XS,ZXS)ds—i—/ o (X, Ly ) AW,
0 0

— g—Xt—l—/Otb<Xs,$)~(s)ds—!—/OtU(Xs,fj(s)dWs
= K,

Thus, the fact that K, is continuous in ¢ assures that K, = K,,t € [0,T] a.s.P. The proof
is complete. O]

By Theorem [3.5, we immediately have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and the coefficients b, o satisfy (Hy.1)-(Hy2).
Then for any Fo-measurable random variable & with E|£|* < oo, the strong solution (X, K)
for Eq.(dl) has the following moment property: for 0 <t < T

E (sup \XS\2> < 2Q2E|€ — al® 4+ Ct)eCt +2]al?, Va € Int(D(A)). (11)

s€[0,t]

4. THE GENERALIZED ITO FORMULA FOR MULTIVALUED MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES

In the section, we will extend the classical It6 formula for SDEs to multivalued McKean-
Vlasov SDEs. First of all, we strengthen the condition (Hj ) to the following assumption:

(Hy.3) The functions b, o satisfy for (x1, 1), (2o, p2) € RY x Py(RY)
|b(z1, 1) — b(I2=M2)\2 + [l oz, ) — (2, o) |
< L3(‘x1 — o] + Wg(ﬂh/@)),
where L3 > 0 is a constant.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the function ® : R? x Py(RY) — R belongs to CP*(R? x
Py(RY)). Then, under Int(D(A)) # 0 and (Hy1), (Hys), for any Fo-measurable random
variable & with E|¢|> < oo, the following Ité formula holds: V0 < s < t,

(I)(Xta gXt) - (I)(XS’ ng)

t t
_ / (0,0 (X, Zx.)  dKL) + / (60, @) (X, Ly )du

t t
+ [ (0,006 L)W + 5 [ ((000)902,, ) (X, L, )du

12



" / /R b (y, Zx,)(0u®)i(Xu, Zx,) () Zx, (dy)du
—|—%/ /Rd(O'a*)ij(y’D%Xu>8yi(a“q))j(Xu,D%Xu)(y)gxu(dy)du

- [ E(0®) (0.2 (X) A s (12)

Proof. Step 1. Suppose that b, o are bounded. Fix x € R? and define f(u) := ®(z, u).
Now, we prove the Ito formula for f(Z%,).
For any positive integer N, set

N
1
1,2 N d N1 o2 Ny ._
T ,T -, ERv f (xvxa"'vx)‘_f<ﬁlz_l:5xl)7 (13>
and fN(z!, 22, .-, 2V) is a function on RN, Moreover, by [3, Proposition 3.1, Page 15],

it holds that f~ is C2? on R and

1 & |
Oy fN (2!, 22, aV) = Nauf(ﬁz:@l)(xl),

1 1 — . 1
O Nt 2 aN) = Nﬁxauf<ﬁlz:1:6xz)(x’)l m@i (NIZ;(S ) 7', 2?),
,7=12,--- N. (14)

Besides, we take N independent copies X!,1 =1,2,---, N of X;. That is, consider these
following equations

Xl g 1_1 2o N,

where W', 1 = 1,2,---, N are mutually independent and identical distribution copies of
W.. By Theorem B.5 we know that for [ = 1,2,---, N, there exists (X!, K!) € & such
that

t t
X;—X;:—(K;—K§)+/ b(Xi,$X£)dr+/ o(X!, Lx)dW), 0<s<t.

Then applying It6’s formula to f~ (X}, -+, X}) and taking the expectation on both
sides, we obtain that for 0 <t <t+4wv

EfN( R ’Xﬁ_v)

N t+v
— EfN(th,---,XgV)+Z/ Ed,i fN (X1, -+, XN)b (XL, Lxi) ds
i=1 t
1 & :
+22/ B2, fN (X1, XN )oo" (Xi, Zy) ds
N
—ZE/ (0 fY (X1, XN )
i=1 vt

13



t+v
= EfN(th,---,XgV)+N/ Eda N (XY, X0 (X), L) ds
t
—/ EOZ o fN (XL, XN Yoo (X, L) ds

t+
—NIET/ (0 fN (XY, XD, dKY),
t

where the property of the same distributions for (X!, K!),l = 1,2,---, N is used in the
second equality. Inserting (I3)) and (I4) in the above equality, we get that

1 N 1 N t+v 1 N ) .
f <N126Xgﬂ) = Ef <N126Xg) + / Ed, f (Nzésxg) (X2) b (X!, Zxy)ds
=1 =1
1 t+v
+5 | Ed0.f zaxz 0" (X}, Zx) ds

1 t+v

ton £ f (NZ@) o* (X}, Zx1)ds

_E/tt+v< ( Zaxl> dK1>

Next, we take the limit on both sides of the above equality. Note that

N
1
W, (N Zfsxbfxt)] =0,
=1

which comes from [8 Section 5. And as N — oo, by continuity and boundedness of
f,0.f,0,0,f, and boundedness of 85 f,b,0, it follows from the dominated convergence
theorem that

lim E

N—oo

t+v
F( %) = F(%0)+ / Ed,f (Zx.) (X)) (XL, Zy;) ds
1 t+v '
+s / E0,0,/ (Zx.) (X )oo* (X1, Zx1) ds
tt—l—v
—E/ (Ouf (Zx.) (X)) dKY)

= f(Zx,) / / Ouf (Zx.) Wb (y, ZLx.) ZLx.(dy)ds

% / | 00] (Zx) (oo (y, Zx.) Zx.(Ay)ds
—/tﬂIE(@Mf (Zx.) (X,),dK,). (15)

Step 2. Assume that (H; 1) (Hj3) hold. Then we prove the Itd formula for f(Zx,).
14



Let ¢, : R? — R? be a smooth function satisfying

On(x) =12z, |x|<n
On(x) =0, |z|> 2n,

such that
[Pn(2)| <O, [|0:n(2)]] < C, (16)

where the positive constant C' is independent of n. Define

0 (2, 1) == b (¢ (), 1), 0" (2, 1) = 0 (¢ (), 1),

n)

and by simple calculation it holds that ™, o™ satisfy the assumption (Hy1)-(Hys).

Therefore, the following equation

dx™ e —AX™)dt + b™(X| )th(n))dHa(m(Xg"),gw)th,
X(n):§
0 )

has a unique solution (X.(n), K.(n)) € /. Besides, by (Hy;), we know that 6™, o™ are
bounded. Thus, by Step 1., it holds that for 0 <t <t + v,

t+v

f («ZX(n)) = f (iﬂXt(n)) +/:+U » O f («iﬂxgn)) (y)b™ (y,«iﬂxgm) Lo (dy)ds
. % /tt—l— 0,0 (L) W™ () (1. L) Zyon (s

_/tt+v <8 f( X(”)) (X ,ng")>. (18)

2
Next, we observe the limit of jxt(n) as n — o0o. Applying Ito’s formula to ‘Xt(") - X

and taking the expectation on both sides, we get that

(n) 2
E ‘Xt _ X,

= —2E / t (XMW — X, dK™ — dK,)
0
12F /0 t <X§"> ~ X, (b<"> (Xs("), (,%Xs(n)) —b(X,, zxs)) >ds

t
0

2
ds

o™ (Xé"),iﬂX(n)) — o (X, Zx,)

t t
< IET/ }X§">—Xs}2ds+E/ b (Xs("),DSsz(n)> Cb(X, 2| ds
0 . 0 )
+E [ |jo™ <X§">,$X£n)) — o (X, 2| ds
t t
< IE/ }ngn)_XSdeLgE/ (I6n (X0) = X, + W3 ( Ly, 2, ) ) s
< C’IE/ | x (™ X\ds+0E/ o (X,) — X,|* ds,

15



2
where we use (Hy 3), (I6) and the fact W3 (.;2” (n>,.§fxs> <E ‘Xﬁn) — X,| . Therefore, by

X

the Gronwall inequality, it holds that

2 T
E)X}"th <CE/ 160 (Xs) — X,|? ds.
0

Combining |¢,, (z)| < C for z € R, with the estimate (III), by the dominated convergence
theorem one can have that

ImE [ ¢, (X,) — X,|*ds =0,

and
2

lim E ‘Xt(”) x| =0

Moreover, we obtain that

2

lim W2 (D%X(n),gxt) < IimE ‘X§"> x| =0 (19)
n—oo t n—oo

Next, note that (X, K™), (X., K.) are the unique strong solution of Eq.([7) and (T,
respectively, i.e.

t t
KM =¢— X"+ / b (X0, Ly ) ds + / o (X0, L) AWV,
0 0

t t
Kt=§—Xt+/ b(Xs,D%XS)dH/ o (Xo Z) AW,
0 0

Thus by (I9) and (Hy3), we get

(n) 2
ImE|K™ - K,| =0.

n—oo

Taking the limit on two sides of (I8]), by the dominated convergence theorem, one can
conclude (IH)).

Step 3. We prove the It6 formula (12).
By the classical It6’s formula and (I3]), it holds that

(I)(Xt—l—va gXt+v) - (I)(Xt’ ‘”%Xt)

t+v t+v
= —/ (8x<I>(Xs,.$XS),dKS)+/ (0, (X5, %x.),b(Xs, Zx,) ) ds
tt-i—v ' 1 t+v
+/ (0x®(Xs,$XS),a(XS,XXS)dWS>+§/ tr (o0* (X, Lx,) 020 (X,, Lx.))ds
t t
t+v
s ) 0,0 (X 20) () Zr. (d)ds
t R
1 t+v
[ oot (. 20)0,0,0 (X, 20) (1) 2, (@) ds
t R4

t+v
_ / E (9, (y, Zx.) (Xs) , dK) |x..
t

The proof is complete. O
16



Remark 4.2. Although we prove the Ité formula for any ® € CP*(R? x Py(R%)), it also
holds for ® € € (R? x Py(RY)). Please refer to [7, Proposition A.8] for details.
5. THE STABILITY OF STRONG SOLUTIONS

In the section, we require that & = x( is non-random and study the stability of strong
solutions for Eq.(l) by the generalized It6 formula.

5.1. The asymptotic stability of the second moment for the strong solution. In
the subsection, we consider the asymptotic stability of the second moment for the strong
solution of Eq.(I]). Assume:

(Hs.1) There exists a function F : R x Py(RY) — R satisfying
(i) F € €(R? x Py(RY)),
(i)
[ (ur@n) + ar (e, 0)utas) < s
where £, is defined by

(cuF ) = (¥0.F) () + 5 ((00") 908, F) .10
+ [ B @ wwuldy)

1 *\ 1]
= [ 500 0100, @,y o)),

and a > 0, M; > 0 are constants;

(vi1)

or [ JaPutde) 0o < [ Fo.tas),
R4 R4
where a; > 0, My > 0 are constants.
In the following, we prepare an important lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and (Hy1) (Hi3) and (Hoq) hold. If the
strong solution (X., K.) and the Lyapunov function F satisfy for any t > 0

(0.F (X, Zx,), dKy) + E((OuF) (2, Zx,) (X3i), dKy) [o=x, > 0, (20)
it holds that

I My + M
limsup—/ E|X,|*ds < L—i_l.
oo b Jo aay
Moreover, if My = My =0,
/ E| X, [2ds < oo. (21)
0

Proof. By the It6 formula (I2), it holds that
F(th’gXt) - F($0> 6960)

t
= / [(biaxiF)(Xs,zst%((aa*)ijagij)(Xs,gxs)
0
17



+ / V(L) OuF)i(X L) () Zx, ()

+% /Rd(aa*)“ (Y, Zx,) 0y, (0,F);(Xs, Zx,)(y) Zx, (dy)] ds
_ /Ot (@F (X,, Zx.),dK,) + E (0, F) (z, Zx.) (X,) , dK,) |:c=Xs)
n /0 (090, F)(X,, L) AW

@ /OtﬁuF(Xs,osz)dS—l—/ot(aijaxiF)(Xang)de-

Localizing and taking the expectation on both sides of the above equality, by the Fatou
lemma and (i7), (#i7) of (Ha 1) we obtain that

t t
EF(Xt,gXt) - F(SL’(], 5m0) < E/ ,C“F(Xs,g)(s)ds = / EuF(l’,gxs)gxs(dl’)dS
0 0 JRE

t
< —Oé// F(l’,gxs)gxs(dl’)dS—FMlt
0 JRd

/N

t
a / (ar [ P () — M) s + My
0 R4

= —aa, /OtIE\XSPds + (M + M)t,
which concludes that
EF(X;, Zx,) < F(x0,64,) — aay /Ot E|X,|2ds + (aMy + M))t.
Finally, based on (i77) in (Ha.1), one can get that
o E|X,|? — My < F(xg,0,,) — aa /OtE\Xs\zds + (aMy + My)t, (22)

which yields that

1 [t F . M. My + M

_/ E|X,|?ds < (0,0, + Mz | als + My (23)

tJo aagt oay
and furthermore

1/t My + M
lim sup —/ E|X,|*ds < Lﬂ.
t—woo U Jo aaq

The proof is complete. O

Here we state and prove the main result in the subsection.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Int(D(A)) # 0 and (H11) (His) and (Haq) hold with
My = My = 0. If the strong solution (X., K.) and the Lyapunov function F satisfy for
any t >0

(0:F (X, Zx,), dKy) + E (O, F) (2, Zx,) (X4), dKY) [o=x, > 0,
18



it holds that
lim E|X;|* = 0.
t—o0

Proof. By (21)) of Lemma [5.5] in order to obtain tlim E|X;|? = 0, we only need to prove
—00

that E|X;|? is uniformly continuous in ¢. Note that for any s, ¢
[E[X)* — EIX*] < EIX, — X2+ 2(E[X, — X"V (X ) 2.

Therefore it is sufficient to show that E|X; — X,|* uniformly converges to 0 as s — t. For
E|X; — X,|?, by the same deduction to that of (), we have that

E|Xt — Xs|2 < Ll (1 + BE‘XSP) (t o 8)6(1+2L1)t,

which together with (1) and the continuity of X; in ¢ implies that E|X; — X,|* uniformly
converges to 0 as s — t. The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.3. Here we remind that one can prove the above theorem without (21). In
fact, when My = My =0, (22) becomes

t
a1E|Xt|2 < F(xg, 04y) — 04&1/ E|X8|2ds.
0

By the comparison theorem for integral equations, it holds that

E|Xt|2 < F(x(]?émO)e—oct’
a1
which yields that
lim E|X;|* = 0.
t—o00

5.2. The almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solution. In the sub-
section, we study the almost surely asymptotic stability of the strong solution for Eq. ().
We start with the concept of the almost surely asymptotic stability.

Definition 5.4. If for all z, € R?, it holds that
P{lim 1X,| = 0} ~1,
t—o0
we say that X. 1s almost surely asymptotically stable.

Next we introduce a function class. Let 3 denote the family of functions v : R, — R,
which are continuous, strictly increasing, and v(0) = 0. And X, means the family of
functions v € X' with v(z) — oo as ¢ — co. Then we present some assumptions.

(H) ;) The function b is continuous in (z, u) and satisfies for (z, u) € RY x Py(RY)
b, )" < Ly A+ |2 + (] - 1)),
where L} > 0 is a constant, and ¢ is bounded.
(Ha.2) There exists a function F': R? x Py(RY) — R satisfying
() F € C2¥ (B x Py(RY)),
(1) L. F(, p) + oF (z, 1) <O,

(#t) n(|z]) < F(z, 1) < 72(|z]), where 71,72 € Y.
19



Theorem 5.5. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and (H} ;) (H13) and (Ha2) hold. If the
strong solution (X., K.) and the Lyapunov function F satisfy for any t > 0

(O F (Xy, Zx,) , dKy) + E (O, F) (2, Zx,) (X4), dKY) |e=x, 2 0,

X. is almost surely asymptotically stable, i.e.
P{lim 1X,| = 0} ~1.
t—o0

Proof. First of all, since under (H) ;) (Hy3) Eq.(d) has a unique strong solution (X., K.)
with the initial value (x¢,0), the distribution family {%x, }>0 of (X}):>0 is known. Thus,
we rewrite Eq.(d) as

t t
X =20 — K+ / b(u, X, )du + / o(u, X)dW,, t=>0, (24)
0 0

where b(u, X,,) := b(X., Zx,),6(u, X,) = 0(X,, Lx,). That is, Eq.(24) is a nonhomo-
geneous multivalued SDE. Set 7, := inf{t > 0, |X;| > n}. Now applying It6’s formula to
| Xnr, — xo|? for s > 0, we get that

SA\Tn SATn
| Xopnr, — m0? = —2/ < X, — x9,dK, > +2/ < Xy — 29, b(u, X,,) >du
0 0

SA\Tn SA\Tn
2 / < X, — 0,5(u, X)W, > + / 16w, X)) Pdu
0 0

SATn, 5 SNA\Tn,
< 2/ | Xy — :c0||b(u,Xu)|du+/ 16 (u, X,)||*du
0 SA\Tn ‘
—|—2/ < Xy — xo,0(u, X,,)dW, >
SA;L SA\Tn B SATn
< / | X, — xo|*du + / |b(w, X,)[2du + / 16 (u, Xy,)||*du
0 0 0

SATn
+2/ < Xy — o, 0(u, X, )dW,, > .
0

Then by (Hj ;) and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, it holds that

tATh tATh
E (sup | Xsnm, — x0|2) < E/ | X, — ol*du + C’E/ (1+ | X, [* +n*)du
0 0

0<s<t
1/2

tATh
\CE (/ X, — x0|2||6(u,Xu)||2du)
0
tATh tATh
< IE/ |Xu—:):0|2du+CIE/ (14| X,|* +n?)du
0 0

1 tATh
+ZE (sup | Xsam, — :50|2) + CE (/ ||5(u,Xu)||2du) ,
0

0<s<t

which yields

tATh tATh
E (Sup Xors, — x0|2) < CIE/ X, — zodu + CIE/ (14 | Xu[2 + n?)du.
0<s<t 0 0
20



So, based on the boundedness of X; we conclude that

E (sup | Xsam, — :50|2) < CE(t A T,) < Ct,

0<s<t

where C' > 0 depends on L, o and n. Then from the Chebyshev inequality, it follows
that for any A > 0,

Ct
IP’{ sup | Xsan, — To| > )\} (25)

0<s<t )\2

Next, we follow up the line in [0, Theorem 5.2] and apply (25) to obtain that
P {tli;rgo 1X,| = 0} ~1.
The proof is complete. O
6. AN EXAMPLE
In this section, we present an example to explain our results.
Example 6.1. Let O := {z € R%I(z) >0} be a convex closed domain with 0O =
{z € R%1(z) = 0}, wherel belongs to C} (R?) with z(a 1(2)? =1 and (x+1 [payp(dy),
O:l(x))) =0 for x € 00 and p € P2(00).

Next, we consider the following equation

{ dX; € —lo(X,)dt + ( S y.ZXt(dy)>dt + AW,
Xo=129€ O,
where

A=0lo, blz,p)=—x— E/Rd yu(dy), oz, p) = la.
Moreover, by Example [2.]], it holds that

dX, = 8,0(X)d|K], + ( — X, -1, y.fxt(dy))dt + AW,
Xo=1x0€ O, supp(d|K|}) Cc{u>0:X, €0}
So, one can justify that for (z,u) € R? x Py(RY)

1 2
x+1/ yp(dy)

17
< 2+ 55 [ IoPutdn) < T (1+1ef a1 \>)

and for (z1, ), (T2, i2) € Rd x Pa(RY),

1 1
zy + —/ ypa (dy) — o — —/ yp2(dy)
4 ]Rd 4 Rd

bz, p)]* =

<2 va|2+—‘/ yudy

2
‘b(xluﬂl) - b($27,u2)‘2 =

2

1
< 2 - 2—
< 2|m 372| + 16

17
< o (o= ol + W, ) ).
21
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That is, b,o satisfy (Hy.1) and (Hy3). By Theorem [33, we know that Eq.(28) has a

unique strong solution (X, K).
In the following, if we take the Lyapunov function

1
T4 / yp(dy)
Rd

F satisfies (Ha1). Indeed, it is easily seen that F' satisfies (i). And by simple calculation,
it holds that
1 1 1
O.F (@) =2+ 5 [ ynldn) 8P ) = 5+ [ unld)
4 R4 2 4 R4
Opa B, 1) = 2, 0.0, F(x,n) = 0.

Based on this, the following computations are reasonable:

2

Y

F(a,p) =

CFenw
= 2o g [t +d=5 [ (g [ o) (oot g [ vntan)utds),
h [ (a2 (e )t
= o [ ot [ onta)] i + Z%(/( e 3 [ wntan)atan))
w2 [ foe [ ynta)] pian
<

That is, F(x, ) satisfies (ii). Besides, note that

Thus, we have
9
[ Fautan) > 4 [ joPuts)
Rd Rd

which implies that F(z, ) satisfies (ii1).

Now, we verify that (20) holds. In fact, note that (x4 [z yu(dy), 0:l(x))) = 0 for z €
00 and p € P2(00). Thus, it holds that (0, F (x, i), 0x1(x))) + (0, F(x, pn)(2), 0xl(x))) =0
for x € 00 and p € P2(00). Therefore, (24) holds.

Finally, by the above deduction and Lemma [5.1, we know that the strong solution of
Eq.(24) satisfies

I 8
limsup?/ E|X,|*ds < =d.
0

t—o00

Ne}
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