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ABSTRACT. The work concerns the stability for a type of multivalued McKean-Vlasov
SDEs with non-Lipschitz coefficients. First, we prove the existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions for multivalued McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with
non-Lipschitz coefficients. Then, we extend the classical It6’s formula from SDEs to
multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Next, the exponential stability of second moments,
the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness 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 on R%:

dXt - —A(Xt)dt + b(Xt, D%Xt)dt + O'(Xt, gXt)th, (1)
Xo =¢&,Zx, = Px, = the probability distribution of X,

where ¢ is a #y-measurable random variable with E|¢|*> < oo, A : RY — 2% is a maximal
monotone operator and the coefficients b : R? x My(R?) — R? o : R? x My(R?)
R? x R™ are Borel measurable. (My(R?) is defined in Subsection 2.1])

If A =0, Eq.(d) becomes McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs in
short). And the first work on McKean-Vlasov SDEs can be tracked back to McKean
[14], who was inspired of Kac’s programme in Kinetic theory in [II]. From then on, a
large number of results appear. Let us mention some related works. For Eq.(l), under
non-Lipschitz coefficients, Ding and Qiao [6l [7] proved the well-definedness, exponential
stability of the second moment, exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness and almost surely
asymptotic stability of strong solutions to these equations. In [8], Hammersley, Siska and
Szpruch also showed exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness of strong solutions for Eq. ()
under the local boundedness for b, ¢ and some extra properties for integrated Lyapunov
functions.

If A#0, Eq.(1) is called as a multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDE. Under global Lipschitz
conditions, Chi [3] proved the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the following
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multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs on R%:
dX, € —A(X,)dt + b[X,, Zx,|dt + &[X,, Lx,|dW,, (2)
where for any z € R? and p € My(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 [16] studied the following
multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs 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 l~), o satisfy global Lipschitz
conditions, they showed well-definedness and a large deviation principle for Eq.(3]). Note
that Eq.(d) is more general than Eq.([2]), Eq.([3). However, as far as we know, Eq.(I]) 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 [3, Theorem 3.1]
and |16, Theorem 3.3] for the time homogeneous case. Then, the classical It0’s formula
for SDEs is extended to multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs. We emphasize that the [t0’s
formula for multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs (Theorem 1)) is different from the Ito’s
formula for McKean-Vlasov SDEs (c.f. [I5, Proposition 3.1]). After this, the stability for
the strong solution to Eq.(I]) is considered. We offer sufficient conditions to assure the
exponential stability of the second moment in terms of Lyapunov functions. Next, by
a similar way, it is shown that the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness of its solution
holds. Finally, we prove the almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solution to
Eq.(I). Here we recall 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 notation
and introduce maximal monotone operators and derivatives for functions on My(R%). In
Section Bl we prove that Eq.(I) has a unique strong solution under non-Lipschitz con-
ditions. Next we extend the classical Ito’s formula to the Itd6 formula for multivalued
McKean-Vlasov SDEs in Section @l Then in Section [l we present the exponential stabil-
ity of second moments, the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness and the almost surely
asymptotic stability for the strong solution to Eq.().

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.
Define the Bananch space

C,(R? ::{ e C(RY), dZ:SUPM+SupM<OO}.
P( ) ¥ ( ) ||S0||Cp(R ) SeRd (1 I |Zl§'|)2 s |Zl§' — y|

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 My(IR%)
be the set of probability measures on Z(R?) with finite second order moments. That is,

Mo () = fwe P (&)l = [ o) < oo}

Define the following metric on My(R9):

[ et@mtan - [ elawa)

R4

p(p,v):=  sup v € Mo(RY).

”(p”Cp(Rd)gl

Then (My(R%), p) is a complete metric space.

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

Fix a multivalued operator A : R? 2R?  where 28" stands for all the subsets of R4,
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), (z2,y2) € Gr(A),
and A is maximal monotone if
(x1,11) € Gr(A) <= (x1 — 22,11 — y2) = 0,Y(x9,y2) € Gr(A).

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 e C(0,7),D(A)), K € %,
and (X; — z,dK; — ydt) > 0 for any (z,y) € GT‘(A)}.

Then about &7 we recall three following results. (cf.[2} 19])

Lemma 2.1. For X € C([0,T],D(A)) and K € ¥, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) (X,K) e «.
(ii) For any (z,y) € C([0,T],R%) with (x4, y;) € Gr(A

)
<Xt — T, th — ytdt> 2 0.
(iii) For any (X', K') € &, it holds that

<Xt ~ X, dK, - th’> > 0.
3
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Lemma 2.2. 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 2,73 = 0 such that
for any (X, K) € o and0<s<t<T,

t t
/(Xr—a,dK,)>71\K|’;—72/ X, —a|ldr — s (t —s).

Lemma 2.3. Assume that {K",n € N} C ¥ converges to some K in C([0,T];RY) and

sup \K"|OT < o0o. Then K € %, and
neN

T T
lim <X8n,ng> = / <Xs>sz>>
0

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

2.3. Derivatives for functions on M,(R?). In the subsection, we introduce derivatives
for functions on Mo (R?) ([4]).

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

F(¢+m) = F(Q) = DFC)m) +ollnlzz),  Inlz=— 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?(Q,.#,P;R%) such that for all n €
L2(Q, Z,P;RY)

Df(¢)(n) = (0,n)1> =E[J - ).
Definition 2.4. We say that f € C*(My(R?)), if there exists for all v € L*(Q, %, P;R%)
a P.,-modification of 0, f(P,)(-), again denoted by 0, f(P,)(-), such that 9,f : Ma(RY) x

R? — R? is continuous, and we identify this continuous function 0,f as the derivative of

f.

Definition 2.5. We say that f € C?*(My(RY)), if for any p € Mo(R%), f € CH(My(RY))
and 0, f(P,)(-) is differentiable, and its derivative 8,0,f : Ma(R?) x R? — R? @ R?
is continuous, and for any y € RY, 9,f(-)(y) is differentiable, and its derivative Q%f :
M,y (R?) x R? x R? — R @ R? is continuous.

Definition 2.6. A function F : RY x My(R?) — R is said to be in C**(R? x My(R?)),
if (i) F is C% inx € R and pu € My(RY) respectively;
(ii) for any p € My(RY), its derivatives

OuF (w, 1), 02F (2, ), 0, F (w, 1) (), 0,0, F (, ) (y), O2F (w, 1) (y, 9/ )

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

Definition 2.7. A function F : R? x My(R%) — R is said to be in Cp*(R? x My(R?)),

if € C?2(RY x My(R?)) and all its derivatives are uniformly bounded on RY x My(R9).

In addition, if F € Cp*(R? x M3(R%) and F > 0, we say that F € Cp3(R? x My(RY)).
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Definition 2.8. The function F : R? x My(R%) — R is said to be in Co*"' (R x My(R?)),
if

(i) F is bi-continuous in (z,p);

(ii) F € CP*(R? x My(RY)) and all its derivatives are Lipschitz continuous.

If F € C%N(RY x My(RY)) and F > 0, we say that F € Cb%’i;l(]Rd x My (R%)).

3. THE EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF STRONG SOLUTIONS

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

dX; € —A(X,)dt + b( Xy, Zx,)dt + o( Xy, Lx,)dW,, 0<t < T,
Xo =¢&, Zx, =Py, = the probability distribution of X;.

Definition 3.1. 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 }icpm, P)
such that

(i) P(Xo=¢) =1,

(ii) X, € FN, where {FN }iep.r) stands for the o-field filtration generated by W,

(iii) (X (w), K.(w)) € o a.s. P,

(iv) it holds that

T
P { [ 000 20) 1+ 10X, 2x) 171 < +oo} 1,
0
and
t t
thg—Kt-i-/ b(Xs,.i”XS)der/ o( X, Ly )dW,, 0<t<T.
0 0

From the above definition, we know that £y, = Po &L

Definition 3.2. We say that Eq.(d) admits a weak solution with the initial law py €
P(RY), if there exists a filtered probability space (Q, F, {ﬁt}te[o,cp],@); a d-dimensional
standard (.%,)-Brownian motion W as well as a pair of (%,)-adapted process (X, K)
defined on (9, F, {jt}te[O,T}a]p> such that

(Z) ]IADO)EVO_1 = Ho;
(i) (X (w), K.(w)) € & a.s. P,
(ii) It holds that

T
P{ [ 00020 |+ o) [P)as < o0 = 1
0

and
A A A t A t A A
X, =X, —- K, —i—/ b(Xs,.i”Xs)ds +/ a(Xs,DSfXS)dWs, 0<tgT.
0 0

Such a solution will be denoted by (Q, Z, {ﬁt}te[o,T],fP; W, (X, K))
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Definition 3.3. (Pathwise Uniqueness) Suppose (), .7, {jt}te[O,T}a]fD§ W,(X,K)) and
(Q,ﬁi,{ﬁt}temﬂ,@’; W,(X,K)) are two weak solutions for Eq.(d) with Xo = Xo. If
I@’{(Xt, Kt) = (X;, K;),t € [0,T]} = 1, then 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.(T). Assume:
(Hy.1) The function b is continuous in (z, u), and b, o satisfy for (z, 1) € R? x My (R?)

b, 1) [* + llo(z, w)]* < Lo(1+ |2 + [|pll3),
where L; > 0 is a constant.
(Hy2) The functions b, o satisfy for (z1, 1), (22, t2) € R x My (R?)
2(wy — @2, b(x1, 1) — (w2, o))+ || o1, 1) — 0 (2, p12) H2
< L2<|ZE1 — 2o + ,02(,U1,,U2)),
where Ly > 0 is a constant.
Next, we give out a key lemma. Set

Gy = {1 € C([0,T), Ma(RY)), j1g = Pe = Po '},

P
p(,u.,l/.) ‘= Sup p(:utvyt)u v S %075"7
te[0,T

and then the space (‘55 5, p) is a complete metric space. For u. € ‘55 5., consider the
following auxiliary multivalued SDE on R%:

{ dX7 € —AXY)dt + b(X{", pe)dt + o (XF, i) AW, (4)
X =¢.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Int(D(A)) # 0 and b,o satisfy (Hy1)-(H1.2). Then for any
Fo-measurable random variable & with E|£]? < oo, Eq.[f) has a unique strong solution

(X#, K™) and Lyn € €, 5.

Proof. First of all, by [17, Theorem 2.8|, we obtain that Eq. () has a unique strong solution
(X*#, K*). Then, we prove that Lyu € Cfgffp.
Take any a € Int(D(A)). By Itd’s formula, Lemma and (Hj.1), we have for 0 <
t<T
t

t
XE —af? = If—al2—2/ <X5-—adK“->+2/ (XE — a,b(XH ) )ds
0
t
+2/ (XP — a0 (X5 1) dW,) /no— X )| ds
0
t
< 16— af* — 2y K", + 29 / X5 — alds + 275t + / X5 — af’ds
0

/|b ") 2ds+/ o (X2 1) ds

/0 (X —a,0 (X ps) dWy)
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t t
< € —alf’ = 29| KP ) + 27, / (1+ | Xt —al*)ds + 293t + / | X4 — al*ds
0 0

t

t
+L1/ (1+2\a|2+2|X5-—a\2+y|usy|§)ds+2/ (XB — a,0 (X, pg) AW,)
0 0

< € —alf’ =2y K+ (272 + 293+ Li(1+ 2]al* + sup |ull3 ))
s€[0,T7]

t t
+(272+1+2L1)/ |X5-—a\2ds+2/ (X — a,0 (XP, ) IV, (5)
0 0

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

E <sup X~ a|2> + 2nE|K*

s€0,t]

< El¢—af’+ (292 + 2% + Lu(1+ 2laf* + sup sl D)t
s€[0,T

t
+(2v + 1+ 2L1)E/ | XH — al*ds
0

t 1/2
128 ( [ X2 =Pl (X2 ) [Pas)

< Ele—af + (2 + 20+ L1+ 200 + sup 1))

s€[0,T
+(2v+ 1+ 2L1)E/ | X" — af’ds
0

1
—|—§E (sup | XH —a\2> +C’E/ o (X5, )| ds,

s€[0,¢]

and furthermore
E( sup [X* —al* | + 20E|K*|;
s€(0,t]

< 2B —al +2(200 + 20+ CLi(L+ 2o + sup [n])1

s€[0,7T

t
+2(27+ 1+ QC’Ll)/ E < sup | X! — a|2> ds.
0

ref0,s]

Then by the Gronwall inequality, we know that

E (sup | X4 — a|2> < [2E € — a|2 + C’Yz7’Y3vL1t} 62(272+1+2CL1)t’

s€[0,¢]

where C.y, o 1, 1= 2(272 + 273 + CLi(1 4 2|al®* + sup ||,u5||§)>, which yields that
s€[0,7T

E( sup [ X¥?] < 2E|( sup |[X* —af’ | +2|a)?
s€(0,1] s€[0,1]
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< 92 [QE € —af® + C’yz,’yglzlt] AR HIF20LE | )12

Thus, it holds that Lys € My(R?).
Next, we estimate p(ZLxp, Lxp-) for s, € [0,T]. From the definition of the metric p,
it follows that

o Lap L) = swp / (@) L (da) — / () L (da)

||§0||CP(Rd)<1 Rd Rd

= sup  [Ep(XP) — Ep(X")|
II@”CP(]Rd)gl

< swp Elp(XE) — o(X)|
II%D”CP(]Rd)gl

1/2
< EXF - X< (BIXE - XPR) (6)

So, we furthermore estimate E| X" — X/"|2.
Note that X*, X}" satisfy the following equations

Xt ==K+ [ e+ [ o mai,,
0 0

t t
Xt = 6= Kt [0 drt [ o )W,
0 0

Assume s < t and take a stopping time sequence {7y} given by 7y = inf{r > s, | X*| >
N}. Thus, by the It6 formula, it holds that

tATN tIATN
XL = X2 = —2/ < XM — XM AKM > +2/ < XM XH b(XE ) > dr
st/\TN ’ tATN
2 / < XP - XP o(XP ) AW, > + / lo (X5 )|
tATfV tATN ’
< [T o xrpars [T o wpar
’ tATN ’ IATN
+2/ < XH — X o(XP py)dW, > +/ o (X5, p)||Pdr.
Taking the expectation on two sides, by (Hy 1) we obtain that
tATN tATN
BXG, —X0P < B[ XS - X0t LE [ P+
’ tATN ’ tATN
< (1+ 2L1)E/ | X — XEPdr + LlE/ (14 2| X5 1 4 || ][3)dr
t
< (1+ 2L1)E/ | Xt — Xt |2dr

+LE(1+2|X0 2 + s}é%||ur||§)<tw—s>.
re|0,
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Using the Gronwall inequality and taking the limits as N — oo, one can get that
EIXY — X2 < Lo (14 2BIXE P+ sup [ 3) (8 — )20, (7)
re[0,T]
Inserting () in (@), we have that
1/2
p( Ly L) < L}/2(1 + 2E|X* > + sup y|ur||§) (t — 5) /20420002
re[0,T]

which yields that
lim p(Lxp, Lxp) = 0.

By the same deduction to above, it holds that for s > ¢,
lim p(Lyn, Lxr) = 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.().

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

t t
Xt = g — Kt +/ b(XS,gXS)dS + / U(XS,XXS)dWS, "gXt =Po Xt_l c MQ(Rd)
0 0

Proof. Step 1. Define the mapping W : Cfgfo — ‘5&1}0 by W(u.) = Lxw for any p. € ‘5550,
where 0 < tg < T is given later. Thus, by Lemma B4, 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 %OET §,» it holds that for u!, u? € %OET i

ﬁ(‘P(u.l),‘I'(u?)> = sup p(‘I’(u.l)t,‘I'(u.z)t) = sup p(iﬂxﬁ.l,fxf.z)

t€[0,to] te[0,t0]

= sup sup
t€[0,t0] HQOHCP(Rd)gl

1 2
= sup sup  [Eo(X;") — Ep(Xi")|

tE[O,t()} Ilﬂollcp(]}gd)gl

1 2
< sup  sup  Elp(X{") — (X))

tE[O,t()} Ilﬂollcp(]}gd)gl

/Rd @(x)fxtu,l (dz) — /Rd p(2) 2, 2 (dv)

t

1 2 1 2 1/2
< sup BIX - X< (B swp |XP - XEP) (8)

t€[0,to) t€[0,to)

Next, we estimate E sup | X/ — Xt“‘z\z. By the It6 formula, Lemma 2] and (Hy 2),
te[0,to]

2 t
= —2/ (xe =it (e = K2
0

9
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t
+2 / (et = xut o (X d) = b (X2, 2) s
0
t 1
+2/ <X5- -
0
t
+/ a(
0
t 2
< L2/ (| = xee
0

X
1 2

) ds
? (k12) )ds

+2 /0t<X5*—X5?,( (2, = o (X2, 42) Jaws,)

So, it follows from the BDG inequality and the Holder inequality that

t 2
E|( sup < LE / (‘X;L’—Xf
s€[0,¢] 0
t 1
412K (/ X -
0

t | 2
< LQE/ <‘X§L- _ X
0

X X“

+ 0" (nds 13) )ds

o (520)-
+ 0 (b i) )
+C/OtEHU(XéWi) 7 (Xt2)

1
+-E | sup
2 s€(0,t]

2 t N 512
< 2L2E/ (‘X“ %
0
t 1 2 2
+C/ EHO’ (Xé“,ui> —U(Xé",x@)
0

(H12) ! 1 2|2 20,1 2
< cm [ (- xe 2 () as
0

(¥

ds

:

ds

X X“

and furthermore

E [ sup X X“
s€(0,t]

+ 07 (s, 12) )ds

T

t
< Ctsup p* (ps, 1) +C/ E( sup
0

s€[0,t] r€l0,s]

By the Gronwall inequality, we derive that

E | sup
s€[0,t]

Taking ¢, > 0 with Ctye®* < i, one can obtain that

E| sup
s€[0,to]

X X“

) < Cte sup p* (ps, 1) -

s€0,t]

Xu.l _ X;;?

s

s€[0,to]

1/2
2
)) < g sup p(puy, 1) = 5p(ul, 1?).
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XH
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‘ ds)

(9)
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Combining (8) with (I0), we have

ﬁ(‘I’(u?),‘I’(u?)) < %ﬁ(u?,u?)-

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* € ‘55 i, such that

Thus, (X", K" is a weak solution for Eq.(@) on [0,#)]. If ¢, > T, the proof of the
existence for weak solutions to Eq.(d) 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.(I]). Assume that (X, K.) and (f( LK )
are two weak solutions of Eq.(Il) with X, = X, = ¢, Le.

t t
thg—KmL/ b(Xs,D%XS)ds+/ (X, Ly YAV,
0 0

t t
Xt = 5 — Kt —|—/ b(Xs,ng)dS —|—/ O'(Xs,g)z—s)dws,
0 0

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

2 t -
E(sup ) < CIE/ ()XS—XS
s€[0,t] 0
t ~
< CIE/ ()XS—XS
0

t
< C/ E | sup
0 r€(0,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

~ 2
X, - X, +0? (Zx. Zx) )ds

2)ds

2 -
+E‘XS—XS

2
)ds

XT_XT’

X, - X,

which yields that

t t
Kt = 5— Xt +/ b(Xs,gxs)dS ‘I‘/ O(Xs,gxs)dWS
0 0

= e der [ (g )ass [0 (K)o,
= K.

Thus, the fact that K; is continuous in ¢ assures that K, = K,,t € [0,7] a.s.P. The proof
is complete. O]

By Theorem B, we immediately have the following corollary.
11



Corollary 3.6. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and the coefficients b, o satisfy (Hy1)-(Hy.2).
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> <202E[€ —af? + Ct)e + 2Jal?, Va € Int(D(A)). (11)

s€[0,¢]
Proof. By the similar deduction to that of (5], we obtain that
t
X —af* < 1€ = al* = 2nI Ky + (29 + 295+ Li(1 +2Ja?) )t + Ly / 1%, |I3ds

0

t t

+(2v + 1+ 2L1)/ | X, — al*ds + 2/ (X5 —a,0 (X, ZLx,)dWs).
0 0

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

E( sup |X,—a” | +2nE|K][,
s€[0,t]

< Ele—af*+ (20 + 295 + L1+ 20aP) )1

t t
+L1/ |-Zx.||3ds + (272 + 1 + 2L1)E/ | X, — al’*ds
0 0

1/2
|2ds>

< Ele—af*+ (20 + 295 + L1+ 4aP) )1

t
12K ( / X, — aPl|o (X, )
0

t t
+2L1/ E[| X, — all?ds + (272 + 1 + 2L1)E/ | X, — al*ds
0 0

1 t
i) (sup X, —a|2> +OE/ (1+ X + 12, 113) ds
0

2 s€[0,¢]
t 1
< E|§—a|2+C’t—l—CE/ X, —a)®ds+ =E | sup | X, —a|* |,

0 2 s€0,t]

and

t
E( sup | X, —af’ | +4nE|K|, < 2E[E —a|* + Ct + C/ E | sup | X, —af® | ds,
s€[0,¢] 0 rel0,s]

where the positive constant C' depends on 7,,7v3 and L;. From this and the Gronwall
inequality, it follows that

E < sup | X, — a|2) < (2R € — af® + Ct)e,

s€[0,t]

and furthermore

s€[0,1] s€(0,4]

E (Sup |XS|2> < 2E (sup | X, — a|2> +2la? < 2(2E |€ — af® + Ct)e + 2|al?.

12



The proof is complete. O

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

In the section, we will extend the classical Ito’s formula from SDEs to multivalued
McKean-Vlasov SDEs. First of all, we strengthen the condition (Hj 2) to the following
assumption:

(Hy.3) The functions b, o satisfy for (z1, 1), (22, t2) € R x My (R?)
(21, 1) = (@, o) + || 01, 1) = (s, o) ||
< L3<|931 — zof” + p* (11, M2)>,
where L3 > 0 is a constant.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the function ® : R x My(R?) +— R belongs to Cf’z(Rd X
My (R?)). Then, under Int(D(A)) # 0 and (Hy 1), (Hy3), for any Fo-measurable random
variable & with E|€]? < oo, the following Ité formula holds: V0 < s < t,

t t
(X, Lx,) — B(X,, Ly.) = —/ (8w<I>(Xu,$XU),dKu)+/(biamié[))(Xu,.ﬁqu)du

s

t t
+ [0, @)% o)W + 5 [ (00982, ) (X, Zr)du

- /s /Rd b (y, Lx,)(0.P)i(Xu, Lx,) (y)Lx, (dy)du

—i—% /8 /]Rd (o0*)(y, Lx,)0y,(0,9) (X, Zx,)(y) Zx,(dy)du

- / E ((0,®) (1, Zx.) (X.), dK,) |yx..

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 .2 N
’ y T E]Ra ’ y T = <_ 690)’ 13
T, T x f(xtx z)leEZIz (13)
and then fN(z! 2% ... 2V) is a function on R™>Y. Moreover, by [5, Proposition 3.1,

Page 15], it holds that fV is C? on R and

N
axifN(zlax2a"' >$N) = %auf<%zdxl)(zl)a

N
i [N (2, 2?, - 2N) = %&gﬁuf( Zéxl) +m82 (%Z(Sﬂ) (2", 27),

=1
Z.aj:laQ)”'aN' (14)

Besides, we take N independent copies X}, =1,2,---, N of X;. That is,

dX] € —A(X])dt + b(X], Lyy)dt + o(X{, Ly )dW,, 1=1,2,--- N,
13

(12)



where W' 1 = 1,2,---, N are i.i.d copies of W.. By Theorem 3.5, we know that there
exists (X!, K') € & such that

dX! = —dK} + b(X], Lyg)dt + o (X}, Lyr) AW

Then applying 1t6’s formula to f~ (X}, -+, X}) and taking the expectation on both
sides, we obtain that for 0 <t <t+4wv

EfN( t+v7“"XtJYi-U)
N t+v )
= EfN(th,-~-,X;V)+Z/ Ed, fN (X1, XN)b (XL L) ds
i=1 t
1 .
+22/ ER,. [N (XL, XN)oo* (XL, L) ds
N

—ZE/ (O (X1 X))
i=1 vt

t+v
= EfN(XE,---,XgV)+N/ B N (XL, XN)b (X!
t

‘iﬂxg)ds
N t+v
sy [ BN (X X200 (XL 2 ds
t

t+v
—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)) (I4]) in the above equality, we get that

SOV IR 0 0 B T 65 e IS IEsens
=B (=S 0]+ [ Ea (= e | (XY b (XD Zx) ds
t+v Nl:1 Xt + Nl:1X X

+1/t+vﬂzaaf LS50 ) () 00" (30, 240) ds
2 \ yYu lel XL s s =% X!

1 t+v

1 & .
v | EJ? f (dexé) (XL, x1) oo* (X}, Zx1) ds

_E/tt+v< ( Zaxl) dK1>

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

1 N
—Zaxg,iﬂxﬁ)] =0,
(N =1

which comes from [9, Section 5]. And then as N — oo, by continuity and boundedness

of f,0,f,0,0,f, and boundedness of 82 f,b,0, it follows from the dominated convergence
14
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theorem that
t+v
F () = F(Za)+ / E0,f (Zx.) (X1)b (X!, Zy:) ds

1 t+v
w5 [ E00.F () (X)oo" (X} ) ds

t+v
E / (0,f (L) (X1) AKD)
— () / / 0,f (L) ()b (y, L) Ly, (dy)ds

% / 00 (Zx.) ()o0” (4, Zx.) Zi. (dy)ds

-/ T B (O (L) (X)), (15)

Step 2. Assume that (H; 1) (Hj3) hold. Then we prove the It6 formula for f(Zx,).
Let ¢, : R? — R? be a smooth function satisfying

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

such that
|on(2)] < C, [|0¢n(z)]| < C (16)
where the positive constant C' is independent of n. Define
b (2, 1) = b(n (2) 1), 0™ (2, 1) = 0 (60 (2) , 1),
and then as n — oo,
0 (2, 1) = b, p) ;0™ (2, 1) = o (2, 1) .

Moreover, by (Hj), we know that b o™ are bounded. Thus, b™, o™ satisfy the
assumption (Hjp1)-(Hy2). Therefore, the following equation

dx™ e —AX")dt + b(X™, L w)dt + (X, L )AW, (17)

Xy X

has a unique solution (X.("), K.(")) € /. Then by Step 1., it holds that for 0 <t < t+ v,
t+v

f (-i”X(n)) = f (gxt(”)) +/tt+v g Ouf (-iﬂxs(n)) (y)b (y,.i”Xs(n)> Ly (dy)ds

% /t . 0,0uf ( X<n>> (y)oo™ (y,fxgn>> Ly (dy)ds

_/tt+v <0 f( X<")> (x(™) ’sz(n)>‘ (18)
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2

Next, we observe the limit of D%Xt(m as n — 0o. Applying It6’s formula to ‘Xt(n) - X
and taking the expectation on both sides, we get that

E ‘Xt(") _ X,

2 t
= —2F / (XM — X,,dK™W — dK,)
0
t
(n) _ (n) (x () _
+OE /0 <Xs X, (b (Xs ,gxgn)) b(Xs,gxs)) >ds
t
R /
0
t 9 t
IE/ XM — X, ds+E/
0 0
t
+E/ o™ (Xg”),i” )—O’(Xs,gxs)
0
|

Xs(n)
t t
< E/ XM —Xs\2ds+L3E/ (\qsn (X)) = X, + (iﬂx(n),fXS))ds
0 0 °

2

ds

o™ ( X, gxgn)) — 0 (X,,.Zx.)

2
ds

N

b (X0, Ly ) = b (X, L)

2
ds

t t
< CE [ X - x.[ds+ CE [ [6,(X) - X,['ds,
0 0

2
where we use (H; 3), (I6) and the fact p? (.;2” (n>,.§fxs> <E ‘Xs(n) — X,| . Therefore, by

X

the Gronwall inequality, it holds that

E ‘Xt(") _ X,

2 t
< CIE/ o (X,) — X, |” ds.
0

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

t
lim IE/ |6 (X,) — X,|°ds = 0.
0

n—oo
Moreover, we obtain that
2

lim p? (zxw,zxs) < limE ‘Xt(") x| =0 (19)
n—oo s n—oo

Next, note that (X, K™), (X., K.) are the unique strong solution of Eq.(I7), Eq.(T),
respectively, i.e.

t t
KM —¢ x4 / b(Xs("),DSfXS(n))ds—i— / a(XS("),D%Xgn))dWs,
0 0

t t
Ktzg—Xt‘l—/ b(XS,Q%XS)dS—‘—/ U(Xs,ng)dWS.
0 0

Then by (19) and (H; 3), we get

(n) 2
IimE K™ — K,| =0.

n—o0

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).
16



By the classical 1t6’s formula and (IH), it holds that
(P(Xt-i-v’ gXt+v) - (I)(Xt> gXt)

t+v t+v
_ —/ <axq>(X8,gXS),sz>+/ (0,8 (Xo, L) b(Xo, L) ) ds
t t

—_

t+v
‘l‘/ <ax(I>(Xs,$X5),O'(XS,$XS)dW +§/ O'O' (X5,3X5)02 (Xs,gx ))d
t

. / / (L), 00 (X, L) () L, (dy)ds
% / / b (00" (3, L) 0,0,® (X, Zx.) (9) Z, (dy) ds

t+v
[ B0 .20 (X) K .
t
The proof is complete. O

5. THE STABILITY OF STRONG SOLUTIONS

In the section, we study the stability of strong solutions for Eq.(l) by the generalized
It6 formula.

5.1. The exponential stability of the second moment for the strong solution.
In the subsection, we study the exponential stability of the second moment for the strong
solution to Eq.(I). We begin with some assumption.

(Hs.1) There exists a function F : R? x My(R?) — R satisfying
(i) F € Cpt (R x My(R)),
(i)
| (P o) + aF (e ) uds) <o,
R
where .Z), is defined as

(Br) ) = (B0F) i+ 51000, F) oo
n / V) Ol 1) (y)a(dy)
+ /Rd %(aa*)“(y, 1) 0y, (0uF) j(, 1) (y) u(dy),

and « > 0 is a constant,

(i47)
o [ JabPutde) < [ Ploutde) < [ foPu(da),

where a1, ay > 0 are two constants.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and & is a Fy-measurable random variable
with E|£|* < co. Suppose (Hy 1) (Hys) and (Haq) hold. If the strong solution (X, K.)
and the Lyapunov function F' satisfy for any t > 0

<89EF (Xtv D%Xt) 7th> +E <<8MF> (Iv gXt) (Xt> 7th> |9E=Xt Z Ov (20>
17



then the following result holds
E|X,? < Z—je—atmgﬁ, t>0.
Proof. By the It6 formula (I2), it holds that
e F(Xy, Zx,) — F(€, Z)

t t t
= / ae® F(X,, Lx,)ds — / e (0. F (X5, Zx.),dK) + / eas(bi&viF)(Xs, L. )ds
0 0 0

t t
v [ e oK )Wl [ (o002, 1) (X )
0 0

N /0 t /R W (g, L) 0 ) (X, ) (9) L, (dy)ds
b3 [0 0 2500 00 X 2,0 2. ) s
_ /Ot B (9,F) (x, Zx.) (X,), dK,) [oex.
_ /O s (0P (X, Z5) + (B0, F)(X., 2x) + 5 (007902, F) (X, 2x,)

n /R 1) OuF (X, L) (W) is(dy)

1

‘|‘§ /Rd (UU*)ij(y> ,us)ayi(auF)j(Xs, gXS)(y)jXS (dy)} ds

= e (08 (e ) AR + B (0F) (o, 25) (X)) oo,

t
+ / (010, F)(X,, Lx.)dW?
0

20
< / e (aF(Xs,fxs) +-=%F(Xsafxs)>d5
0

t
+ / (010, F)(X,, Lx.)dW7.
0

Localizing and taking the expectation on both sides of the above equality, by the Fatou
lemma and (i7) of (Hz1) we obtain that

t
EF(X,, Zy,) — EF (€, 2) < E[ / e <aF(Xs,.$XS) + DSf“F(XS,DSfXS)>ds] <0,
0
which concludes that
EF(ngXt) < 6_atEF(€>°g§)'

Finally, based on (#ii) in (Hz1), one can get that

wE|X.? < EF(X,, Zx,) < e EF(€, %) < aze 'E|¢]?,
18



which yields that
E|X,|> < ZeE¢|.
aq

The proof is complete. O

5.2. The exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness for the strong solution. In the
subsection, we consider the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness for the strong solution
of Eq.(d). First of all, we give the concept of the exponentially 2-ultimate boundedness.

Definition 5.2. If there exist positive constants S, 3, M such that
E|X|? < Se PB4+ M, t=0,
then X. 1s called exponentially 2-ultimately bounded.

Next, we state some necessary assumption.
(Hs.5) There exists a function F : R? x My(R?) — R satisfying
(i) F € C2*(R? x My(R%)),
(i)
[ (P ten) + aF (e ) tds) < 0,
R4
(i)
al/ |z|?pu(dz) — My < / F(z, p)p(dr) < ag/ |z|?p(dz) + Ms,
R4 R¢ R4
where My, My, M3 > 0 are constants.
Theorem 5.3. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and £ is a Fo-measurable random variable

with E|£|* < co. Suppose (Hy 1) (Hys) and (Haz) hold. If the strong solution (X, K.)
and the Lyapunov function F' satisfy for anyt >0

(0o F (X, Zx,), dKy) + E((0uF) (2, Zx,) (X4), dK3) [o=x, 2 0,
then X. 1s exponentially 2-ultimately bounded, 1i.e.
2

My + M. M
E|Xt|2 < a—e_atE|§|2 + Oé( 2 + 3) + 1’
aq aaq

t>0.

Since its proof is similar to that in Theorem 5. we omit it.

5.3. The almost surely asymptotic stability for the strong solution. In the sub-
section, we require that ¢ = xg is non-random and study the almost surely asymptotic
stability of the strong solution for Eq.(d)). We start with the concept of the almost surely
asymptotic stability.

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

Next we introduce a function class. Let X' denote the family of functions 7 : Ry — 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 assumption.
19



(H/, ;) The function b is continuous in (x, u) and satisfies for (z, ) € R? x My (R?)
b, )* < Ly(L+ [af* + [[pll3),

where L} > 0 is a constant, and ¢ is bounded.

(Hy.3) There exists a function F': R? x My(RY) — R satisfying

(i) F € Cp2' (RY x My(RY)),

(1) LuF (2, 1) + aF(z, 1) <0,
(iii) m(Jz]) < F(x, 1) < y2(]2]), where v1, 75 € .

Theorem 5.5. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0 and (H} ;) (H13) and (Hz3) hold. If the
strong solution (X., K.) and the Lyapunov function F' satisfy for anyt > 0

(0 F (X1, Zx,), dKy) + E((0uF) (2, Zx,) (X1), dKy) [o=x, 2 0,
then X. 1s almost surely asymptotically stable, 1.e.
P{lim 1X,| = 0} ~1.
t—o0

Proof. First of all, since under (H} ;) (Hy 3) Eq.(d) has a unique strong solution (X., K.)
with the initial value (zo,0), the distribution family {%x, }:>0 of (Xt)t=0 is known. Thus,
we rewrite Eq.(d) as

t t
X, = a — K, +/ b(u, X,)du +/ Fu, X)W, 30, (21)

0 0
where b(u, X,,) := b(X,, %x,),6(u, X,) := 0(Xy, Lx,). That is, Eq.@2I) is a nonhomo-
geneous multivalued SDE. Set 7, := inf{t > 0, |X;| > n}. Now applying It6’s formula to

| Xnr, — xg|? for s > 0, we get that

SATn SA\Tn B
‘Xs/\q—n — 1’0‘2 = —2/ < X, — Xo, dK, > +2/ (Xu — xo)b(u,Xu)du
0 0

SATn SA\Tn
b / < X — 29, 5w, X)W, > + / 16w, X)) Pdu
0 0

SATn 5 SA\Tp,
< 2/ | X, — :L'0||b(u,Xu)|du+/ 16 (u, X,,)||*du
‘ SATn ‘
+2/ < Xy — xo, 0(u, X, )dW,, >
0
SA\Tn SATn B SA\Tn
< / X, — 20[2du +/ B(u, X,)[2du + / 16w, X, [2du
0 0 0

SA\Tn
—|—2/ < Xy — xo,0(u, X,,)dW, > .
0

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

tATh tATh
E (Sup Xonr, —x0|2) < IE/ |Xu—:):0|2du+CIE/ (14 |Xu|? + n?)du
0 0

0<s<t
1/2

tATh
+CE (/ | X — x0|2||5(u,Xu)||2du)
0

20



tATh tATh
< IE/ |Xu—x0|2du+CIE/ (14 |Xu|? + n?)du
0 0

1 tATh
+ZE (sup | Xsam, — x0\2) + CE (/ H&(u,Xu)szu) :
0

0<s<t

which yields

tATh tATh
E (Sup Xonn, —x0|2) < C’E/ |Xu—:):0|2du+CIE/ (14 | X2 + n?)du.
0 0

0<s<t

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

E (sup | Xsam, — :E0|2) < CE(t A T,) < Ct,

0<s<t

where C' > 0 is depending on L), ¢ and n. Then from the Chebyshev inequality, it
follows that for any A > 0,

IP’{ SUp [ Xops, — 9] > )\} ¢ (22)

0<s<t A2

Next, we follow up the line in [7, Theorem 5.2] and apply ([22)) to obtain that
P{lim 1X,| = 0} ~1.
t—o0
The proof is complete. O
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