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POISSON EQUATION ON WASSERSTEIN SPACE AND DIFFUSION
APPROXIMATIONS FOR MCKEAN-VLASOV EQUATION

YUN LI, FUKE WU AND LONGJIE XIE

ABSTRACT. We consider the fully-coupled McKean-Vlasov equation with multi-time-
scale potentials, and all the coefficients depend on the distributions of both the slow
component and the fast motion. By studying the smoothness of the solution of the
non-linear Poisson equation on Wasserstein space, we derive the asymptotic limit as
well as the quantitative error estimate of the convergence for the slow process. Extra
homogenized drift term containing derivative in the measure argument of the solution
of the Poisson equation appears in the limit, which seems to be new and is unique for
systems involving the fast distribution.

AMS 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60J60, 60F05, 35J60, 7T0K70.

Keywords: Poisson equation; diffusion approximation; McKean-Vlasov equation; multi-
scale processes.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

For d > 1, let 2, (R?) be the space of all square integrable probability measures over
R? equipped with the Wasserstein metric, i.e.,

Wl is) = inf (/ |x—y\2w<dx,dy>), Viis, iy € Py(RY,
R4 xRd

TEP(p1,12)

where P (11, 12) denotes the class of measures on R? x R? with marginal ; and p5. Con-
sider the following multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs
for short) in R% x R%:

( 1
AX] = F(X], Lxz, Y7, Lyp)dt+ —H(X], Lz, Y/, Ly )dt
9
+ G(X;, Ly, Y7, Ly )dW), X5 =&,

e 1 € =2 1 =2 (11)
dY; = gC(Xt,,CXtE,YYt ,,Cyts)dt + g_gb(‘CXﬂYYt ,;Cyts)dt

1
+ EU(EXtE’ }/te, LYf)dWE’ YE]E =1,

where dy,dy > 1, Ly denotes the law of a random variable 19, the coefficients F, H :
R% x Po(R1) x R x y(R%2) — R4, G : RYU x Py (RU) x RE2 x Py (R%2) — R @ R%,
c:RY x Py(RY) x R2 x P(R%2) — R%2 b Py(RYM) x R2 x Py(R%2) — R and
o1 Py(RU) x R2 x P5(R%2) — R2 @ R% are measurable functions, W', W2 are dy, dy-
dimensional independent standard Brownian motions defined on some probability space
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(Q, 7, P), £, nare dyi, dy-dimensional random variables with finite moments, respectively,
and the small parameter 0 < ¢ < 1 represents the separation of time scales between the
slow component X5 (often being called the driving process) and the fast motion Y (also
being called the driven process).

The McKean-Vlasov equation, also known as the distribution dependent SDE or the
mean-field SDE, describes the limiting behaviour of an individual particle involving
within a system of particles interacting through their empirical measure, as the size of
the population grows to infinity (the so-called propagation of chaos). The pioneer work
on such system was indicated by Kac [34] in kinetic theory and McKean [38] in the study
of non-linear partial differential equations (PDEs for short). So far, the McKean-Vlasov
SDEs have been investigated in various aspects such as well-posedness, connection with
non-linear Fokker-Planck equations, large deviation and numerical approximation, etc,
we refer the readers to [2,3,10-16, 18,24-28,32, 35,39] among others. Meanwhile, the
presence of multiple scales arises naturally in many applications ranging from climate
modeling to chemical physics, and has been the central topic of study in science and
engineering (see [44]). In particular, multiple scales can leads to hysteresis loops in the
bifurcation diagram and induce phase transitions of certain McKean-Vlasov equation as
studied in [14,21,23,27]. Existing averaging results for slow-fast McKean-Vlasov SDEs
can be found in [4-6,30,45]. However, the coefficients of the systems considered in all
the previous works are not allowed to depend on the distribution of the fast motion. Of
particular relevance to us is the system of weakly interacting diffusions in a two-scale
potential relying on the faster empirical measure considered in [20], the combined mean
field and diffusive limit was investigated therein.

Our aim in this paper is to derive rigorously the homogenized limit of the non-linear
system (1.1) as € — 0. One of the novelty of the McKean-Vlasov equation (1.1) lies
in that, even the slow component X; has a fast varying term. This is known to be
closely related to the homogenization of non-linear PDEs (see e.g. [12,17,22,29]). In
particular, when ' = G = 0 and H(z, u,y,v) = y, then system (1.1) reduces to the
overdamped non-linear kinetic equation (see e.g. [12,33] and the references therein).
More importantly, all the coefficients in system (1.1) rely on the distribution of the
fast motion Y7, which makes the situation more complicated. Such feature would then
capture the system explored in [20], and identify its asymptotic limit would serve to give
insight into the nature of phase transitions for some McKean-Vlasov systems as originally
studied in [19]. The key difficulties caused by these features are that, compared with
the previous results (e.g. [4-6,14,27,30,45]), we need to control the fluctuations of the
functional central limit type, seek a totally non-linear SDE as the frozen equation, and
handle the corresponding non-linear PDEs to serve as a corrector.

It turns out that the asymptotic limit for the system (1.1) will be given in terms of the
solution of an non-linear Poisson equation. Namely, we need to consider the following
Poisson equation on R% x 22,(R%):

o%@(l’,,u,y,l/) = —H(il?a/%y,’/% (12)
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where (z, 1) € R4 x Z5(R%) are regarded as parameters, and for a test function ¢, the
operator % is defined by

Lop(y,v) = Loy, v)e(y,v)

1
= ia(:u7 Y, V>8Z(p(y7 V) + b(:uv Y, V) ’ 6yg0(y, V>

- / 501, - 00l ) (@) + (5. ) - 03 [Dusply, @) [ D), (13)

with a(u,y,v) := co*(u, y,v). Though the first part of the operator involving the usual
derivatives in the space variable is quite standard, the integral part contains the Lions
derivative (see [9, Section 6] or [36]) of the test function with respect to the measure
argument. Unlike previous works, equation (1.2) is totally non-linear. This is exactly
due to the dependence on distribution of the fast motion in system (1.1). In fact, the
operator %, can be viewed as the infinitesimal generator of the frozen process Y/
obtained from Yy in (1.1) by freezing the slow component at fixed u € P5(R%), i.e.,
Y/ satisfies the following McKean-Vlasov equation:

d}/;u,n — b(u, Y;“’", ﬁth?)dt -+ U(Na Y;“’n, ﬁytu,n)de, Ybﬂﬂ? =1nn, (1'4)

where ;1 € P (R%) is regarded as a parameter. Furthermore, note that the Poisson equa-
tion (1.2) is formulated on the whole space but not on compact sets (without boundary
conditions). We shall show that a necessary condition for (1.2) to be well-posed is to
assume that H satisfies the following centering condition (see (2.12) below):

H(:L',p,y,(”)(“(dy) =0, (15)

Rd2
where (#(dy) is the unique invariant measure for the non-linear SDE (1.4). We point
out that we have freezed the v-measure variable of H in (1.5) at the invariant measure
¢*. Under some mild assumptions, we prove that equation (1.2) has a unique solution
and admits the probabilistic representation (see Theorem 2.4 below)

(13(2:,,u,y, V) =E </ H(l’a,u>Y;tu7y7Va£Yt“’"dt) 5
0

where YY" satisfies the following decoupled equation associated with the McKean-
Vlasov SDE (1.4):

' t
YA — y+/ b(u’y*su7y,v’£Ysum)ds_'_/ a(u,n“’y’”,ﬁYs‘"”)dWsz (1.6)
0 0

with £, = v. We remark that the equation (1.6) is not a McKean-Vlasov type SDE
since the law appearing in the coefficients is not Lyp.wv. but rather Lypn, i.e., the law of
the solution to the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.4). In fact, equation (1.6) can be viewed as
a time-inhomogeneous It6 type SDE.

The smoothness of the solution ® to equation (1.2) with respect to both the y and v
variables as well as the parameters x and u are also investigated. Especially, regularities
with respect to the measure p are more difficult since p appears not only in the function

H but also the McKean-Vlasov process Y/ and its decoupled process YY" In addition,
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the verification that the averaged coefficients are smooth usually constitutes a separate
problem connected with the smoothness of the invariant measure (* with respect tot
the parameter p (see e.g. [7]). Here, we provide explict formulas for the derivatives in
the p-variable of the solution ® as well as the averaged functions with respect to the
invariant measure (* (see Corollary 2.5), which quantify the u-derivatives in terms of the
(y, v)-derivatives. Poisson equation with parameters and in the whole space R? involving
the classical linear second order differential operator was studied in a series of papers by
Pardoux and Veretennikov [41-43] (see also [46]) and is shown to be a powerful tool in
the theory of numerical approximation, stochastic averaging, homogenization and other
functional limit theorems in probability (see e.g. [1,31,37,40]). Thus, our results for the
non-linear Poisson equation (1.2) are of independent interest.

To formulate the asymptotic limit of system (1.1), let us define the averaged drift and
diffusion coefficients by

Fla) = [ Pl ¢)e ) (1.7
GG ) = [ | GG (. €M) (1.9

Again, note that the v-variable of the coefficients in (1.7) and (1.8) is freezed at the
invariant measure (#. Several extra homogenized drift and diffusion coefficients will
appear. We denote by

000z, p)i= | H(@ iy, ¢") - 0:®(, 1y, ¢)CH(dy), (1.9)
OBl i= [ | clo o ¢")0,8(a . (). (1.10)
-0 ) = | H .y, ¢) - @ oy, ¢1)CH(dy), (1.11)
and
OB @) = [ el 56O, D)), (112)

OB )(&) = [T OB ) @) )

= /Rd2 /Rd2 (&, 1,7, CM) - 0,8 (x, 1, y, CH) () CH(AG)CH(dy).  (1.13)

Then we shall show that, as ¢ — 0, the slow component X will converge weakly to X
which satisfies the following McKean-Vlasov equation:

dXt = F(Xt, ,C)_(t)dt + H . &C@(Xt, ﬁ)‘(t)dt

“+c- ayq)(Xta »CXt)dt + E <C ’ 81/(1)(Xt7 EXt)()%t)) dt

+ VGG* +2H - ®(X,, Lx,)dW}, Xo=¢, (1.14)
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where Xt is a copy of X, defined on a copy (Q F IP’) of the original probability space

(Q,.%,P), and E is the expectation taken with respect to P. Meanwhile, we obtain the
optimal rate of convergence in terms of ¢.

We remark that the expectation term involving derivative in the measure argument of
the solution of the Poisson equation in (1.14) seems to be completely new, which is due
to the effect of the fast distribution in the coefficients. Alternatively, this term can also
be expressed as

fE(ic - ay@(xt,cxt)()%t)) =c-0,9(X,, Lx,),

where

OB p) = [T OB 0)(@)(d)
R4
thus depending only on X, and its distribution Ly, .

To state our main result, we make the following assumption on the coefficients:

(H?): there exist constants ¢, > ¢; > 0 such that for every p € Z5(R%4), y1,y, € R
and vy, 15 € PH(R%),

lo (e, 91, 1) = o (1, ya, v2) |2+ 201, 91, 1) = b1, Y2, ), 91 — o)

< eWa(v1,12)* — ealyy — o

For brevity, the spaces of functions used in this paper will be introduced in the Nota-

tions part at the end of this section. The following is the main result of this paper.
Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0, (H"b) hold and H satisfy the centering condition (1.5).
Assume that F,G H,c € (CA(22 (22 o1 6.3:3) JRE x P5(RM) x RE x F2(R*®))
and b,o € (d22 22 oh 653 J(P2(RM) x R x Py(R%2)).  Then for every ¢ €
Cég’l)(gzg(Rdl)) and t € [0,T], we have

[o(Lxs) — o(Lx,)| < Cre,

where X2 and X; satisfy the McKean-Vlasov equation (1.1) and (1.14), respectively, and
Cr > 0 is a constant independent of €.

Interacting diffusions moving in a two-scales potential depending on the empirical
measure of the process X; was considered in [27], and systems with potential relying on
the fast empirical measure X; /e was studied in [20]. As correspondence, we provide the
following example.

Example 1.2. Consider the following McKean-Viasov type stochastic Langevin equa-
tions with two-time-scales potentials in R?:

1
dX§ = F(X], Lx:)dt + gH(Xf/e, Lxs/e)dt + /267 1dW,, (1.15)

where 37! := kT is the temperature (kp denotes the Boltzman’s constant and T is the
absolute temperature). Different choice of the potential functions could yield numerous
models. Letting
Yy = X[ /e
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Then we can rewrite the system (1.15) as

1
AX; = F(X], Lxp)dt + —H(Y], Lyz)dt + /25714W,,

(1.16)
1 1 V20671

System (1.16) is a particular case of (1.1). Thus, according to Theorem 1.1, the homog-
enized limit for (1.15) shall be given by
dX, = (1+ 1) F(Xy, Lg,)dt + o EF(Xy, Lx,)dt + /2871 + 2c3 AW, (1.17)

where

o= [ 0000, = [ [ asw.0@@K).

o= [ H.0) 2. 0)¢()
R
and ®(y,v) is the unique solution to the Poisson equation

D%O(yv V)(I)(yv V) = _H(yv V)’
Studying the qualitative properties of the original system (1.15) and its homogenized

limit (1.17) such as the bifurcation diagram and phase transitions would be a interesting
problem, we shall carry it out in a future work.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to study the non-
linear Poisson equation on the whole space, regularities of the solution are obtained. In
Section 3 we prepare two fluctuations lemmas, and then we give the proof of Theorem
1.1 in Section 4. Finally, an Appendix containing the proofs of some auxiliary lemmas
is provided at the end of the paper.

Notations. Throughout this paper, we use the following notations.
Given a function f on R x P5(R%4) x R x P25(R%), we define

glf(xnuvyv V) = gl(xnu’ay7y)f(x7uvyv V)
= F(I7,u>y>y) 'axf(fal%yﬂ/)

1
+ 5T (GG (@, py,v) - 0 f (s y,v)), (1.18)

Dof(x,p,y,v) = Lolx, p,y,v)f(x, p,y,v) = H(x,p,y,v) - 0 f(x, p,y,v), (1.19)
and

Laf(x,py,v) = Ls(x, oy, v) f (@, 0y, v) = oz, py,v) - 0y f(z, oy, v). (1.20)
We shall write
(9,v) = » o(y)v(dy).
Let us briefly recall the derivatives with respect to the measure variable introduced by
Lions. The idea is to consider the canonical lift of a real-valued function f : Z25(R?) — R

into a function F : L*(Q) 2 X — f(Lx) € R. Using the Hilbert structure of the space
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L?(2), the function f is said to be differentiable at u € % (R?) if its canonical lift F is
Fréchet differentiable at some point X with £Lx = u. By Riezs’ representation theorem,

the Fréchet derivative DF(X), viewed as an element of L?*({2), can be given by a function
uf () () : R* — R? such that

DF(X) = 8, f(£x)(X).
The function 0, f(u)(x) is then called the Lions derivative (L-derivative for short) of f
at p. Similarly, we can define the higher order derivatives of f at u.
Let d,dy,dy > 1, T > 0 and k,¢,m € N = {0,1,2,---}. We introduce the following
spaces of functions.

e The space CF(RY). A function f(y) is in CF(R?) if f is k-th continuously differ-
entiable and all its derivatives are bounded.

e The space Cék’z)(yg(Rd)). A function f(v) is in Cék’g)(ﬂg(Rd)) if the mapping
v — f(v) is k-times continuously L-differentiable, and we can find a version of
Ok f(v) (i1, -+, x) such that for every v € Z25(RY), the mapping (71, - ,x) —
Ok f(W) (g, ,4x) are in CH(R? x -+ x RY).

e The space Cp"FF (R x 2,(R?)). A function f(y,v) is in CPFFF(RY x 2,(R?))
if for any v € 925(R?), the mapping y — f(y,v) is in CZ*(R?), and for any y € R%,
the mapping v — f(y,v) is in Cék’k)(92(Rd)), and for every 1 < i < k, we can
find a version of d! f(y,v)(g1, - ,¥;) such that the mapping (y U1, 5 ;)

o f(y,v) (7, - - ,gl) is in C(R? x --- x RY).

e The space C’ (k) (ﬂg(Rdl) x R% x P,(R%)). A function f(u,y,v) is in
O 2k 5, ’“(@ (R%) x Ré2 x P,(R%)) if for any fixed (y,v) € R% x F,(R%),
the mapping u — f(u,y,v) is in Cék’g)(92(Rd1)), and for every pu € P(R%4),
the mapping (y,v) — f(u,y,v) is in C% (h:k) (]Rd2 X Py(R%)).

e The space O PR (Rd sy g (Rd) x Re2 x 92,(R%2)). A function f(z, 1, y, v)
isin C}" 000351 (Rdl X Po(RI) xR% x P (R%)) if for any (i1, y, ), the mapping
x> f(x Wy, V) is 111 C(R%), and for fixed z € R%, the mapping (i, y,v) —
fla, oy, v) is m c 02k ER) (g0, (RE) x RE2 x 22y(R%)).

e The space (C o0 (92(Rd1) X R%2 x P, (R%)). A function f(p,y,v) is in
o il ’%@ (Rdl) x R x Zy(R®)) if f e CPIPER (g R x RE x
P5(R%)), and we can find a version of 9% f(u,y,v)(Z1, -+, %) such that the
mapping (y, ) = 9%, . ; OF f(iy, v)(@1, -+ &) is in CpF P (RE x Py(R%)).

e The space C; "2 R (R s g, (RE) x RE2 x 22,(R%2)). A function f(z, 1, y, v)
is in CnO2 KR Rd o ga) (RA) x R x Py(R®)) if f € Cp-kO2hER) R
Py(R%) x R%2 x P5(R%)), and for every x € R%, the mapping (u,y,v) —
F(a, pyy,v) is in CP 2P (2, (RA) x RE x 92,(R%)), the mapping (4, y,v)
a7 f(w, pyy, v) is in CPPER (2 (RA) x RE x P25(R%)).

e The space Cp™WOHRER(R  Rh » 2,(RH) x R x 92,(R%)). A function
ft,x, u,y,v)isin C’;’m’(k’z)’%’(k’k)(RJr X R x Py(R4) x R x P (R%)) if for any
(z, 1, y,v), the mapping t — f(t,z, u,y,v)is in C} (R, ), and for fixed t € R, the
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mapping (z, u,y,v) — f(t, z, 1, y,v) is in an’(k’g)’zk’(k’k)(Rdl X Py (R4) x R x
P5(R%)). Similarly, we define the space C,"™ "2 ER(R xR x 22,(RM) x
R x 2,(R%)).

We shall mainly use the above spaces with £ = 1,2,3 and ¢ = 1,2. For simplify, we
denote

CyPPERY ¢ 2y(RT) x R x 2,(R™))

= (Cg’(2’2)’2’(1’1) N Cf,"(l’l)""(z’”)(]l%dl X Py(RM) x RE x 2,(R%)),
and

Cy IR x Pp(R™) x R®2 x Py(R™))

= (CpUDOED A GOV R X Fy(RD) x RE x Z5(R™)).

When a function f(u,y,v) does not dependent on the z-varibale, we just view it as
fla, oy, v) = fuy,v).

2. POISSON EQUATIONS ON WASSERSTEIN SPACE

2.1. McKean-Vlasov equations and associated elliptic equations. Let us first
consider the following McKean-Vlasov equation (without parameters) in R%:

AY" = b(Y,", Lyn)dt + o (Y], Lyn)dW;,  Y)' =1 € LA(Q). (2.1)

Without the abuse of notations, we use the same symbol b and ¢ to denote the drift
and diffusion coefficients as in the parameterized equation (1.4), and for every ¢ €

C’lf’(l’l)(]Rd2 X Po(R%)), we still use % to denote the operator
Loply,v) ==Ly, v)e(y,v)

1
= 5aly, V)Oe(y,v) + by, v) - dyp(y, v)

+ /R . [b(ﬂ, V) .ayw(y,u)(ﬂ)+%a(g, v) - 95[0,(y, m@ﬂ]y(dg), (2.2)

where a(y,v) := oo*(y,v). In this situation, the assumption (H°®) on the coefficients
becomes

(f] "’b): there exist constants c; > ¢; = 0 such that for every y;, 92 € R and vy, 15 €

92(Rd2),
lo(yr, v1) — o(ye, V2)||2 + 2(b(y1, 1) = b(y2, v2), Y1 — Y2) < ciWa(1, V2)2 — Caly1 — y2\2.

Let Y;” be the unique strong solution of the equation (2.1). It turns out that the
law of ;" only depends on 7 through its distribution £, = v. Thus, given a measure
v € Py(R%), it makes sense to consider Lyn as a function of v without specifying

the choice of the lifted random variable 7, and we can define a (non-linear) semigroup
{P}}iz0 on P5(R%) by letting

Piv:=Lyn with L, =v.
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We say that a probability measure ( is an invariant measure of the McKean-Vlasov
equation (2.1) or the process Y} if

PiC=¢, V0.

Under the assumption (H), it is known that (see e.g. [47, Theorem 3.1]) there exists
a unique invariant measure ¢ for the equation (2.1). Moreover, there exist constants
Co, Ao > 0 such that for every v € P25(R%),

1P v = Cllrv + Wh(Pv, () < Coe ™ Wa(, Q). (2.3)

We then introduce, for fixed y € R%, the following decoupled equation of the McKean-
Vlasov equation (2.1):

A = b(YP", Lyn)dt + o (Y, Lyn)dW,, Y =y € R®, (2.4)
where £, = v. Given a function f(y,v) on R% x Z(R%), let us define
Tof(y,v) = BEPY, Lys), Wt > 0,y € R, v € Py(R%), (2.5)

We have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that o,b, f € C’f’(l’l)(]Rd2 X Po(R%)). Then for every T > 0,
the function Tif(y,v) is the unique solution in 02’2’(1’1)([0,T] x R%2 x P5(R%)) of the
non-linear PDE

{&tU(tu Y, V) - D%O(yv V)U(t7y7 V) = 07 V(t,y, V) S (OvT] X Rd2 X '@2(Rd2)7

U0,y,v) = fly,v), (2.6)

where Zy(y,v) is defined by (2.2). If we further assume that (H™®) holds, then we have
that for every y € R% and v € P25(R%®),
W2(£Yty’l’7<—) < 00(1 + |y| _'_W?(Vv 50)>e_>\0t7 (27)

where Cy, A\g > 0 are positive constants independent of t.
In particular, ¢ is also the unique invariant for the decoupled equation (2.4), and we
have

[ Tef () = {F (.0, O < Co(L+ [yl + Wa(v, do) ™" (2.8)

Proof. The assertion that 7;f(y, v) defined by (2.5) is in 02’2’(1’1)([0, T] x R x 22, (R%))
and is the unique solution of the equation (2.6) follows by [8, Theorem 7.2]. To prove
(2.7), by Itd’s formula we have

ABJY," — VP[P = E[2(Y) — Y2 bV, Lyp) — b(YP", Lyn)
oV, Lyz) — (Y2, Lyg) 7]t
< —GE|Y — Y7*dt,
By comparsion theorem we get
Wa(Lyyr, Lyn) < Co(1+ |y + Wa(v, do))e "
This together with estimate (2.3) implies (2.7). Moreover, we deduce that
Tt (9,v) = (£, ), Q) = B, Lyo) = (£(0),€)

9



=Ef(YV"", Lyy) —EfY", Q)+ B, Q) — (f(,0), Q)
=. ]1 + [2.

For the first term, we have by (2.3) that
L] < Wa(Lyy,¢) < Coe Wy (v, ().
For the second term, we have by (2.7) that
L] < CoWa(Lypw, ¢) < Coe (1 4 |y| + Wa(v, 60)).
The proof is finished. l

Fix A > 0 below. Consider the following non-linear elliptic equation:

)‘UA(yv V) —%(y,l/)U)\(y, V) :f(y,l/)7 (29)
where Z(y, v) is defined by (2.2). We have:

Theorem 2.2. Assume that o,b, f € C’If’(l’l)(Rd2 X Po(R%)). Then the function
Ustyow)i= [ e Ty, (210)
0

is the unique solution in C"D(R% x 22,(R®)) to the equation (2.9).

Proof. The assertion that Uy(y,v) defined by (2.10) is in Cf’(l’l)(Rd2 x P5(R%)) and
solves equation (2.9) follows by Theorem 2.1 and the integral by part formula. In fact,
we have

LU (y,v) =/ e M AT (y, v)dt
0

= /00 e MOT f(y, v)dt = e MT, f(y, V)’OO + A /00 e M f (y, v)dt
0 0 0
= _f(y7 V) + >‘U)\(y7 V)u

which implies the desired result. To prove the uniqueness, let Uy(y,v) € Cf ’(1’1)(Rd2 X
P5(R%)) be a solution to equation (2.9). Then by It6’s formula (see e.g. [16, Proposition
2.1]) we have

Ur(Y;"", Lyn) = Ux(y,v / LUNY Y, Lyn)ds + M,,
where M, is a martingale given by
M= [ OO L) 0V, L)W,
By the product formula, we Eurther have

t t
e MUY, Lyn) = Uy, v) + / M LUNYYY, Lyn)ds + / e MdM,
0 0

_A/O e MUNYYY, Lyn)ds

10



t t
= Ux(y,v) — / e M (Y, Lyn)ds + / e M d M,
0 0

where in the last equality we have used (2.9). Taking expectation from both sides and
letting ¢ — 0o, we obtain

Ux(y,v) =E (/ e_Asf(Ky’V>£Y;’)d5) ,
0

which implies the desired result. U

Now, we consider the following non-linear Poisson equation in the whole space R% x

@2(Rd2):
D%O(yv V>U(y7 V) = _f(yv V)‘ (211)

This equation can be viewed as the limit A — 0 of equation (2.9). However, in general
the integral in (2.10) is not well-defined for measurable function f if A = 0. It turns
out that a necessary condition for equation (2.11) to be well-defined is to assume that f
satisfies the following centering condition:

fy, Q)¢(dy) =0, (2.12)

RI2
where ( is the unique invariant measure of the McKean-Vlasov SDE (2.1). In fact, if

U e Cbz’(l’l)(]Rd2 x Po(R%)) satisfies the equation (2.11), then by Itd’s formula we can
deduce that

t t
U(Y;,n? ‘CYt") = U(/'% ‘CU) + / Q%U(YZ?’ 'CYs")dS + / ayU(YZZa ‘CYS")O-(Y?> ‘CY;’)dWw
0 0

where % is defined by (2.2). Letting the initial distribution £, to be the invariant
measure ( of the equation (2.1), then we have that for every t > 0, Lyn = (. Taking
expectation from both sides of the above equality, we arrive at

| vwacan = [ v+ [ [ aveocaas

Rd2
which together with equation (2.11) implies (2.12). Note that the v-variable of the
function f(y,v) in (2.12) is fixed at the invariant measure (.
We have the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let (H?) hold and f satisfy the centering condition (2.12).

(i) If a function U € C’f’(l’l)(]Rd2 X Po(R%®)) satisfies the equation (2.11), then U admits
the probabilistic representation

Uly,v) = /OOO Tif (y,v)dt, (2.13)

where Tif is defined by (2.5).

(ii) Assume that o,b, f € C2WD (R x Py (R%)). Then the function U defined by (2.13)

is the unique solution in C’f’(l’l)(Rd2 X P5(R%)) to the non-linear Poisson equation (2.11),
which also satisfies the centering condition.
11



(iii) If we further assume that o,b, f € ka’(k’k)(Rdz X Py(R®)) with k > 1, then we
have U(y,v) € C2FFP(RE x g2,(R%)).

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.

(i) Let us first show that the integral in (2.13) is well-defined. In fact, since f satisfies
the centering condition (2.12), we have by (2.8) that

Tof (g, 1) < ColL + ly| -+ Wa(v, do))e .

The conclusion in (i) follows by It6’s formula and the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem 2.2. Taking the limit A — 0 in (2.10) we obtain

lim |U)\(y> V) - U(ya V)| = 0.
A—=0

Meanwhile, by Fubini’s theorem and the fact that ¢ is also the unique invariant for Y;*"”
(see (2.7)), we have

/}Rd2 Uy, ¢)¢(dy) = /Rd2 /OOO Ef(ny’c,ﬁ)dtﬁ(dy)
= [ [ et ocanar= [ [ swocaa=o

Thus U satisfies the centering condition (2.12).

(ii) Next, let U be defined by (2.13), we first consider the regularity of U with respect
to the y-variable. In view of (2.5) and (2.13), we deduce that

0,U(y, v) = / E [0,F(Y}™, Lyn) - 9,Y] dt,
0

where 0,Y”" satisfies
do, Y, = 0,b(Y;"", Lyn) - 0,Y""dt + 0,0 (Y, Lyn) - 0,V dW,.
According to Lemma 5.1 in the Appendix, we have

sup  E[0,1P|* < Coe,
yERY2 vc Py (R92)

which together with the boundedness of |9, f|| yields

sup 10,U(y,v)|| < Cp < 0.
yER?2 ve P25 (R2)

Similarly, we have
9,U(y,v) = / E [2f(Y), Lyn) - 0,2 - 9,Y" + 8, f(Y, Lyn) - 92V dt,
0

where 92Y;”" satisfies
QO2YP = 2V, Lyn) - OV - 0,V P At + O,b(YPY, Lyn) - O2VPdt

+ o (Y, Lyn) - 0V - 0,V AW, + 0,0 (Y, Lyn) - 92V AW,
12



Applying Lemma 5.1 in the Appendix again we have
sup 105U (y. v)| < Co < oo

yERI2 e Py (R2)
As a result, for every v € 95(R%) we obtain that U(-,v) € CZ(R%).

(iii) We proceed to study the regularity of U with respect to the v-variable. By the
definition of the L-derivative, we have (see e.g. [8, Lemma 6.1])

A, U(y,v)(y) = / E [%f (Y, Lya) - 0,5, (§) + B[O, F (Y, Lyn) (YY) - 0,Y7"]
0
+E0,F(, L) (V) - Z13)] |t (2.14)
and thus

930,U (y,v) (1) :/ FYPY, Lyn) - 030,Y"" (7))
0

l—l

S (
+E[0, f(YP, Lyn) (YY) - 02V
+ B[00, (Y, Lyp) (V) - 0,7 - 9,7 ]
+E[a O, Ly (V) - 0527 ()] |t
where Z'(9) := 0,Y""(9)|y=, with 0,Y,”"(7) satisfying
A9, Y (§) = b Lyp) - .Y (§)dt + E[O,b(YV, Lyp) (V) - 0,Y7"] dt
+E[0,b(V, Lyn) (Y - Z7(@)]dt + 8,0 (Y, Lyn) - 0,V (5)dW;
+E[0,0 (Y, Lyn) (YY) - 0,Y"]dW,
+E[0,0(Y", Lyn) (V) - Z7(§)] W,
and 0;Z,(y) := 0;0,Y"" (9)|y=y with 0;0,Y""(y) satistying
d0;0, Y (§) = 0,b(YV", Lyn) - 050, Y (§)dt + E[D,b(Y", Ly ) (V) - 02V ] dt
+E[0;0,b(Y"", Lyn) (V") - 0,Y" - 0,V "] dt
+E[0,b(Y, Lyn) (V) - 0,20 (§)] dt
+ 0yo (Y, Lyp) - 0;0,Y" (§)dW,
+E[0,0(Y"", Lyn) (V) - 85V [aW,
+ E[&Qayg(y;y”’, EYt”)(f/;g’y) ' 83;{/;&@’” ' ayi/;g’l/] dW;
+E[0,0(Y"", Lyn) (V") - 0520 ()] dW,.
By Lemma 5.2 in the Appendix, we have
sup E[|0, Y ()| < Coe~ 2=,

yERY2 ve 25 (R42),jeR%2
and

sup E||0;0, YY" (7)||> < Coe (2=t
yERY2 ve P25 (R42),jeR%2
13



which in turn imply that
EIZ)@)* = B0, Y @) ly=lI” = EE[10,Y,""(5)ly=y || Fo]

< sup E[9, Y7 (5)]° < Coe (e,
yER92

and
E|0; 2 (7)|1> < Coe™ (27—,
Thus we arrive at

sup (0.0, )@+ 1850,U (. ) @)} < Co < oo.

yER2 ve P, (R9%2),jER%2

As a result, for every fixed y € R% we obtain U(y, ) € 015171)(332(Rd2))_
Similarly, we have

9,0,U(y,v)(9) = 9,0,U(y,v)(9)

= / CE[GFOPY Lyg) - 0¥ AYIG) + 0,V Lyp) - 0,0,Y7 ()
+E[0,0,f (Y, Lyn) (YY) - 9,Y"" - 0,7
+E[0,0,f (Y2, L) (V) - 9,Y2" - Z](5)] |t

where
da,0,Y" (§) = O5b(Y,", Lyn) - 9,Y - Y7 (g)dt + 0,b(Y"", Lyy) - 8,0, YY" (g)dt

+E[0,0,b(Y"", Lyn) (V) - 0,Y" - 9, Y] dt
+E[0,0,b(Y"", Lyn) (V') - 9, Y - Z] ()] dt
+ 0o (Y, Lyp) - 0, - 0, ()W,
+ 0y (Y, Lyn) - 0,0, (y)dW,
+E[0,0,0(Y", Lyn) (V) - 9,V - 0,Y,"]aW,
+E[0,0,0(", Lyp) (V) - 8,Y," - Z)(§)] W,

By Lemma 5.2 in the Appendix, we have

sup EH@V@yy;y,V@)”z < CO e—(C2—C1—'y)t’
yER¥2 ve Py (R¥%2),5eR%2

which in turn implies
sup 10,0,U(y, v)(9)]| < Co < 0.

yERY2 ve P5(RI2),geR%2
Combing the above results, we obtain U € CP'"(R% x 22,(R%)). The derivation that
U is the unique solution of equation (2.11) follows by Itd’s formula.
(iv) We proceed to prove the conclusions in (iii). The proof of U(-,v) € CZ*(R%) when

o,b, f € Cbzk’(k’k) (R x Z25(R%)) is entirely similar as in step (ii). Let us focus on the
14



higher derivatives with respect to the v-variable. In view of (2.14) and by the definition
of the L-derivative, we have

B0 (y.) (7, 1)
— [ B[RO L) Y@ 0P G) + B FY L) - O3 1)
0

+E[0,0,f (Y Lyn) (V") - 0,Y2"(5) - 0¥
+B[0,0,f (Y, Lyn)(YV}) - 8,Y (5) - Z0 ()]
+E[0,f(YP, Lyn) () - 0,0,Y"" ()]

+ B[00, (VP Lyp) (V) - 0,7 - 0,7 ()
+ B [0;0, f(Y, Lyn) (V) ) 0,Y" - 0,Y"" ()]
+BR[] f(YP, Lyn) (V" V") - 0,V - 0,V
+ BR[O2F (VP Lyn) (T Y“) 0,V - Z ()]
+B[0,F(V", Lyn) (V) - 0,0,V ()] + B[, F (Y2, Lyn)(Y]) - 275, 9)]
+E[0,0,f (V" Ly)(Y]) - Z](G) - 0, Y ()]
+R[050,f (VP Lyn)(YP) - Z)(G) - 0,57
+E[050,f (Y2, Lyp) (VD) - Z0(5) - Z1(3)]
+EE[0] f(Y"", Lyn) (YY) - Z0(5) - 0,V
+ BR[O2 (V) Ly) (VY7 - Z0(5) - 20)] | dt,

where Z}(7,7) := 02Y,"" (4, 9)|y=, with 02Y,"" (g, ¥) satisfying
daSY " (5,9) = O3b(Y"", Lyn) - 0,Y""(§) - 0, (7)dt
+ 0,b(Y"", Lyn) - 02V (g, )dt
+ (VP Lyn) - 0,Y""(§) - 8,V (i)W,
+0,0(Y", Lyn) - Y (5, §)AW, + 617, 9) + &(5,9),
and &(7,y) contains the drift part given by

Y

&5, 9) = B[O,0,b(VP, Ly ) (V) - 0,52 () - 0,Y7"] dt
+E[a QY Lyn) (V) - 0,V (5) - Z] ()] dt
+E[0,b(Y", Lyn) (V") - 0,0,Y,"" ()] dt
E[0,0,b(Y"", Lyn) (V") - 0,Y" - 0, ()] dt
E[0;0,b(Y2", Lyn) (YY) - 0,Y" - 9,V ()] dt
f@f@[a? (Y2, Lyn) (VY YY) - 0,Y - 0,V ] dt
EE

n
LB
+ (

+EE[07b(Y,"", Ly )(Yg’”,ffﬁ) QY- Z0 ()]t



=h

[0V, Lyn) (Y ") 9,0 LY ()] de

[0.0( Yy” Ly (Y -2 ( j)]dt
[0,0,b(Y,"", Lyn)(Y[") - Z] (3§ ) ayy”( )] dt
(95

[0y

= &

t
)
9;0,b(Y;Y" Eyn)(Yt ) -
030, b(Y cmd; ) - lﬁ
+EE [V, Lyn) (VYY) - Z]
+ BR[O, Lyn) (YY) - Z0(5) - Z] (),

=h

N
N
N
N
LB

and &5(7, §) involves the martingale terms given by
&1, 9) = E[0,0,0(V2", Lyn)(YP) - 0,27 (§) - 9,Y,""]daW,
+E[8 0,0 (Y, Lya) (V") - 9,Y () - Z{ ()] AW,
+E[0,0(Y2", Lyn) (YY) - 0,0, ()] dW,
[a 0,0 (Y, Lyn) (V) - 0,7 - 0,2 ()] AW,
a(YV, Lyn) (YY) - 0,7 - 0,Y" ()] W,

63 o(V, Lyp) (VP YY) - 9,Y7" - 0,Y7 W,

Do (Y, Lyn) (V" Y - 0,V - Z](§)] AW,
(Ky’”,ﬁyf)(f/g’”) 0,0,V (§)]dW,

Lo (Y, Lyn) (V') -
(Yy” Lyn)(Y") - f(
Lo (Y2, Ly) (V) -
Lo (Y, Lyn)(Y]) - Z

[02 (Y, Lyn) (YY) - Z

+ER [0 (V" Lyn)(Y, YY) - Z05) - Z0()dW.

+ + + + + + + + + +
= &= = &S = By By &S &
EEEEEEEﬁ
QJQJQJ

=h
=i«

Applying Lemma 5.2 in the Appendix, we have

sup B3V (5, §)|* < Coe™l 7",
yERI2 e P (R92),§ER%2 jeR2
sup | Z (g, 9)|I* < Coe 2,

ve Py (R%2),gER¥2 jeR2
which in turn implies that

sup 102U (y, v) (3, 9) || < Co < 0.
yERY2 v P5(R92),jcR%2 ycR:2

The derivation that (y,4,9) — 92U (y,v)(7,9) is in CZ(R% x R x R%) and (y,7)
0,U(y,v)(g) is in C(R% x R%) follows by the same argument as in steps (ii) and (iii).
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Thus we obtain U € C’;l’(m) (R% x R%) when o,b, f € C’If’(m) (R x P,(R%)). For
general k > 2, the proof follows by the same arguments, we omit the details here. O

2.2. Poisson equations with parameters. Now, we consider the following parame-
terized Poisson equation on the whole space R% x &2, (R%):

Q%U(%,U,y,’/) = —f(fa/%yﬂ/% (215)

where (z, 1) € RT x P25(R%) are parameters, and the operator % is defined by (1.3).
Recall that (* is the unique invariant measure for the frozen McKean-Vlasov equation
(1.4). As in the previous subsection, we assume that f satisfies the following centering
condition:

F(, 1,9, CP)CH(Ay) = 0, V(w, 1) € R® x Pp(R). (2.16)
R42
By regarding (z, pt) as parameters and according to Theorem 2.3, the unique solution U to

equation (2.15) should satisfy the centering condition (2.16) and admit the probabilistic
representation

U(I, JINTR y) =K (/ f(.ﬁlf, i, Y;ﬂvyﬂf’ ﬁytun)dt) , (217)
0

where Y/ and Y/"" satisfy equation (1.4) and (1.6) with £, = v, respectively. The
main problem addressed here is the smoothness of the solution U with respect to the
parameters (x, ). We have the following result, which will play a central role in our
analysis below.

Theorem 2.4. Let (H%) hold, (,j,k,m,n € N, the function f satisfies the centering
condition (2.16), and U is defined by (2.17).

(i) Assume that a,b € C{WF2m=mm=nm=n)( g (Rd) « RE x 2,(R®)) and f €
¢ (k) 2m=n) (m=nm=n) (pdi o gz, (RI) x R% x P(R%)) with 0 < n < £ < m. Then we
have

Uc Cg,(z,k)p(m—z),(m—Z,m—Z) (Rdl % gzz(Rdl) % Rd2 % 322(]Rd2)). (2.18)

(ii) Assume further that a,b € Cb(m’k)’zm’(m’m)(gzg(Rdl) X R2 x P2,(R%2)) and f €
Cg’(m’k)’m’(m’m) (RE x Py (RM) x R%E x 2, (R%®)), then we have

U € opmhammm R« gy (RY) x R x Zy(R2)). (2.19)

Proof. We devide the proof into three steps.

(i) The regularities of U with respect to the (y, v)-variables follow by Theorem 2.3. Our
task is to prove the regularities of U with respect to x and pu.

The derivatives of U with respect to the z-variable are easy. Since f satisfies the
centering condition (2.16), it is obvious that & f satisfies (2.16), too. Thus, we can take
derivative directly from both sides of (2.17) to get that for any j € N,

ai,U(l’, Y, V) =E (/ agcf(za M, Y;Myﬂj> 'CYt’“’)dt) ’ (220)
0

which in turn implies the desired conclusions for U with respect to the z-variable.
17



(ii) The regularities of U with respect to the u-variable is more delicate, since p also
appears in the process Y/*¥" as well as the distribution Lyy.n. Taking derivative directly
will involve complicated computations. We shall use the equation itself. Note that when
m = 1, the conclusion in (2.18) is obvious, we proceed to prove (2.19) with m = 1. Since
U is a classical solution to

%(nyv V>U(x7,uvy7 V) = _f(xvlu’7y7y)7
we have for every u € Z5(R%), ¢ € L*(R4) and p > 0 that

x V) — o -1 v
%(u,y,V)(U( s Y5 V) U(Sc,pu (L +pp)"" vy, ))
:f($,u0([+p¢)_l,y,y)—f(SL’,,LL,y,I/)

P

= (Sl (140090 = Zalp..0)) Ula o (1 + )™ 9.0)

=: h{(z, 1y, v)(p),

where
(-i”o(u o (I+pd)~" y,v) — Lol y, V)) Uz, o (I+pd)~" y,v)
= (b0 (T4 p9) ™ ,v) = bli,y,0)) - U oo (T + )y, v)
+ 5 (a0 (T4 p0) ™ y.0) — alp,y.0)) - UG o (14 po) ™ 9. 0)
* / (B0 (1+ p6) ™, §,v) = b(a,5,)) - DU (s o (1 + po) ™y, ()

+ %(a(u o(I+pd) ", 5,v) —alp,g,v)) - 03[0,U(x, o (I+po)~",y,v) (@)H v(dg).

This implies that for every p > 0, hf(x, u, y, v)(p) satisfies

[ i ) pcHan) =0,
R92
and by Theorem 2.3 (i) we have the representation that

U(ZL’,,U o (] + p¢)_1aya V) B U(x,,u,y, V)

p
=K </ K (x, p, Y0 ,Cyt#m)(p)dt) : (2.21)
0

Note that by the definition of L-derivative,

g L@ TH 0y 0) = J@ V) [ w5 - 6(3)u(di),

p—0 1% R%

tim X2 L POT ) W) [ ) @) - gl@)a(da),

p=0 P R4
18




and

o(l -1 —
})i_r)%a(ﬂ (I+ po) 7py,u) alp,y,v) _ B ua(, y, v)(F) - () p(d).

By the continuity of 92U and 030,U we have

lim A{ (z, 11, y, v) (p)
p—0
— [ [0 )@ + 8,000, 0)@) - 0,0 1)
R
1 -
+ 58,&@(/1’7 Y, I/)(ZL’) ' a;U(I, mY, V)
[ [t 5.0@ - 00 )@
Rd2
1 N . _ s s
+ 10,0(.5.)() - 0,00 p.y.1) ()] [1(d9)] - S(D)u(a)
= [ (o )@) - o(@ld)
R91
This further implies that h; satisfies the centering condition (2.16), i.e

[tz )@ =o. (222
R<2
Thus, taking the limit p — 0 in (2.21), we obtain

i MO(I+p¢)‘1,y,V)—U(x 1Y, V)
p—0

_E(/ /R (1, Y0 L) (i )-qﬁ(:)?)p(da?)dt).

As a result, U(x, u,y,v) is L-differentiable at p and by regarding (x, 1) as parameters,
we arrive at

8,U (w, ,y,v) (i) =E (/OOO ha(z, 1, Y, Eyun)(~)dt) .

Meanwhile, note that for every k € N, 9%h; also satisfies the centering condition, thus
we have

o0U (z, p,y, v (/ Ohy(z, 1, Y, cyun)c)dt) ,
where
Oxha(x, 1, y,v) () = 050, f (2, 11, y, v)(T) + 050ub(p, y, v)(E) - O,U (, 1, y, v)
+ %8558“@(#, y,v)(Z) - 05U (2, p,y,v)

N /R . 050,01, 5,0)(3) - DU (2, ., ) (3)
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+ 5050,0(,5,0)(@) - 5 [0, ) (D) | ().

Consequently, we have U(z, -, y,v) € Cél’k)(yg(Rdl)).

(iii) Now we prove (2.18) and (2.19) with m = 2. By the assumptions that a,b €
Cy 20D (2 (R) x R x 2,(R%)) and f € CJOMVPID(RE x P2y(RH) x R x
P(R%)), we have

050, (i, -, ) (E), L0, - ) (&), OED, f (, s -, ) (E) € C2ID(RE x 22, (R%)).

Combing this with the fact that ;U (z, u, -, -), 950,U (, i, -, -)(§) € C’b2’(1’1)(]Rd2 X Py(R%2)),
one can check that for every fixed z,7 € R% and pu € P,(R%), we have

Ohhu(w, .- -)(F) € Oy (R® x 5(R™)).
As a result of Theorem 2.3, we conclude that

go(u’ Y, I/)@MU(QL’, m,y, V) (j) = _hl (ZL’, m, Y, V)(:Z')

and
%(M> Y, I/)algauU(l’, m,y, V) (j) = _ai‘hl (ZL’, m, Y, V)("Z')’

which in turn yields that 9%0,U(z, i, -, -)(Z) € C’;’(l’l)(Rd2 X P (R%)). Consequently,
we get U(z,-,-,-) € CMF20D (g RE) x RE x 92,(R®)). In view of (2.20), by
M f(x,--,-) € Cél’k)’2’(1’1)(922(Rd1) x R%2 x 22,(R%)) and Theorem 2.3, we obtain

9%(#’ Y, V)aiU([lf, s Y, V) = _8;%./:(3:7 ", Y, V)a
which in turns implies that U (z,-,,-) € Cél’k)’2’(1’1)(922(Rd1) x R% x P, (R%)). Thus

we have

U e CPURPI(RE x 2, (RY) x RE x P,(R%)).

It remains to show the second order derivatives of U(x, u,y, ) with respect to the u-
variable. The same argument as above we have

R )(08) = B ([l o Y Ly )
where hy satisfies the centering condition (2.16) and is given by

ha(, p,y, v)(&, &) o= Op f (@, iy, v) (&, &) + D2b(p,y, v)(E, &) - 0,U (, 1y, v)
+ 8ﬂb(:u> Y, V) (j) ' 8M8yU(x> ", Y, V)(‘%) + 8ub(:u> Y, V) (é) ’ 8y[8MU($a w,y, V) (j)]

+ %aua(u,y, v)(E) - 02[0,U (x, i, y, v)(E)]
b 500l y, V) (EF) - U, p,y,v) + 50halin,y,0)(E) - 0,030 (. iy, ) (D)
N /R . 0,00,5,9)(F) - 0,[0,U (2, 1.9, ¥) (2)](7)

+ aib(:u> 'ga V)(:i'a ‘%) ) aVU(ZIZ', m, Y, V)(g)
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+ 0,0(p, 5, v)(Z) - 00U (2, 1y, v) (9)] (5)] v(dy)
+5 | [owetn @) 510,00, )@
+ Gpalp, §,v)(2,2) - %[0,U (2, .y, v)(9)]
+0,0(01.5.9)() - 0, [05[0,U (. . y.) (1)) ()] | vl
Consequently, we deduce that
89:0[85 (x, p,y,v (/ Ozha(x, pu, Y, Ly ) (T, x)dt)

where

Oz ha(w, 1, y, v) (%, %) = 05(0% f (, p, y, v) (&, )] + 05[02b(p, y, v) (F
+ 0ub(p, y,v)(E) - 0510,0,U (z, 1, y, v) (Z)]
+ 03:[0,b(1,y, V) (2)] - 0,[0,U (, p, y, v) (2))]

+ 50500,y ) (D)) 10U (1, 1) 7
+ 505100, )5 D) OB e )
+ 5000000 ,0)(0) - B510,020 o 1) ()
+ [ [0t 501G 20U )N
+ 0081, )3, )] U w0,
+ 0,00, 5,0)(7) - 0 [0,00,U . ., @) ()] | w(5)
+3 [, (0310000, 5.0)@) - 5 00,0, 0@
+ 051020l 5.3 D) - 00U 11,5, )(9)
+ Ol 3,v)(7) - 05 [0,0510,U (w, 1,5,0)(3)](3)] | (7).

As aresult, we obtain U(z, -, y,v) € C’éz’l)(e@Q(Rdl)). In the same way, we get U(z, -, y,v) €
C’éz’k)(,@g(Rdl)). For general m > 3, the proof follows by the similar argumants, we omit
the details here. U

a‘%)] : ayU($?M>y> V)

Given a function f(x,pu,y,v), we denote

f(za :u) = f(Ia Y, CM)CM(dy)’ (2'23)

RI2
where ¢ is the unique invariant measure for the frozen McKean-Vlasov equation (1.4).
The verification that the averaged coefficient f(x, ) are smooth usually constitutes a

separate problem connected with the smoothness of the invariant measure (* with respect
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to the parameter u. Here, as a direct application of Theorem 2.4, we have the following
result.

Corollary 2.5. Assume that (H°®) holds and ¢,m,k € N. If for every 1 < n <
m, a,b € (CIR2mmm) o glrk)2m=n)im=nm=n)y (g (R} x Re2 x 2,(R%)) and f €
(CpmR2mmm) o o (k) 2m=m)m=mm=m)y (Rdi g2, (Ré) x R% x P5(R%)). Then we
have f € CPP (R x 22, (RD)).

In particular, we have

o = [ | [amx, . CP)(E) + b1, C)(E) - ,U . o €
+ 8 walp,y, ¢)(@) - 05U (w, .y, ¢
+ / [00.5.9@ 0,0 0.65)
b 30uali V) (@) 35[0, e 6] |6 @) M), (22
and
0 fla. ). )
= [ [0 6@ )+ 026115, U o €
+0 b1, y, ¢ (@) - 0,0,U (2, iy, ¢ (&) + 9ublp, y, ¢*)(7) - 0,0, (, 1y, ¢*)(2)]
b 50,10, .CYE) - BRI oy, V@) + S0l )@ F) - Uy, )
+ 5@@(#, Y, ¢")(F) - 0,00U (, 1, y, ¢*)(Z)
+ [ [0 3¢9 - 000, 0, @)

+ Opb(. §, ¢") (&, ) - 0,U (1, y, € (9)
+ 0b(p, 5, C)(E) - 00U (2, .y, ) @))(3)] ¢*(a5)
1

+3 [ [0t - 000U w9 N0

+ Oha, §,¢") (3, %) - 5(0,U (x, 1, y, ¢") (3)]

00l 3 C@) - 500U o DD ). 229
where Uz, 1, y, v) is the unique solution to the Poisson equation

«iﬂOU(I’U>yay) = —[f(xaﬂ,y,’/)—f(if’#)] (2'26)
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Proof. Since (* does not depend on the z-variable, we can take derivative directly with
respect to x from both sides of (2.23) to get

O f(w, p) = » 0L f(z, 1y, ¢M)CH(dy),

which in turn implies that f(-, ) € Cf(R%). We proceed to show the regularities of f
with respect to the u-variable. Note that the function

5.f(x>luayﬁy) = f(x>:uay’l/)_f(l”u)

always satisfies the centering condition. Thus, under our assumptions there exists a
unique solution U to the Poisson equation (2.26). Following the same arguments as in
(2.22) we have

[, 06810 6410) + 0,000,602 - 0,0 o 64
Oualpt, y, ) (@) - 03U (, 1, y, ¢*)

1
2
= [ [0b00.5.09@) 00 w63

+§@wm@w-%mﬂ@wawwﬂcwwﬂwwwzo. (227

Since

0.0 f(, p,y, ¢*)(2)¢" (dy)

R2
= _auf_('Ia M)(j) + ., (%f(x,,u, Y, CH)(j)CH(dy)>
R%2
2.27) yields (2.24). Taking derivatives with respect to the & and x
2.24), we obtain

~—

this together with (
from both sides of (

0810, 1)@ = [ 06100711 )]+ 00,0 64)(@) - 0,0 1 )
1

2

= [ | [oa00.b00.5.0@) - 0.0 .. 3)

+ %&z@a(u, g, v)(@)] - 05(0,U (z, p, y, C“)(?J)]]C“(dﬂ)] ¢*(dy),
and

O[O f (, ) (T)] = /Rdz {M@f(x,u,y,é )(@)] + 0ub(p, y, ¢*)(7) - 0:.0,U (z, 1, y, C")

- (9 wa(p, y, (&) - 802U (x, puy y, CM)
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+ / |:8ub(,u> ga CM)(‘%) . 890 [0,,U(x, H, Y, CM)(@)]
Rd2
1
50000 @) 35[0, o )] | | ),
Therefore, we deduce f € C ’(1’1)(]Rd1 X Po(R™M)). Similarly, we have

[, 1207 G4IE ) 4 000,905 5) - B0 1 )

+ 0ub(p, y, C)(E) - 0u0,U (2, 1, y, C)(E) + 0ublpa, y, ) (T) - 0y [0 U (2, 1, y, € ()]
+ 300l ) E) - IO .y, O] + 3l )2, F) - O30 (0, 1, )
¥ 500y, @) - 0,00 (9, ) (F)
w00 3.0E) - 210,0y )@0)

+ Opb(. §, €)@, 2) - 0,U (w, 11,9, C*) (9)

o 0ubl1a, 5, C*)(@) - B0,V (1, ) (@))()| ()
+5 [ [2u0005.6G) - 300,00, . @) )]

+ dhalp, §,¢")(E,2) - 050,U (z, 1, y, C*) (7))

0l 5GP 0,510, ot Y DIE )| ¢4 =

which implies that (2.25) holds. For general m € N, the proof follows by induction, we
omit the details here. U

3. FLUCTUATIONS ESTIMATES

Let (Xf,YF) and X, satisfy the McKean-Vlasov equations (1.1) and (1.14), respec-
tively. This section is devoted to establish some integral estimates for the fluctua-
tions between X7 and its homogenized limit X,. Given a function f(¢,x,u,y,v) on
[0,00) x RY x P5(R%) x R x 225(R%), we consider the Poisson equation:

$0¢(t,x,u,y, V) = _f(t>$au>y> V)> (31)

where the operator % is defined by (1.3), and (¢, x, 1) € Ry xR x P, (R%) are regarded
as parameters. We first give the following estimate of the functional law of large number

type.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (H®) hold, F,H,G,c € C>UD>ID(RA o go) (R x

R x P(R%®)) and b0 € C’Igl’l)’2’(l’1)(932(Rd1) x R x P,(R%)). Then for every
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fecyENAEDR . RE x 2,(RN) x RE2 x P5(R%)) satisfying (1.5), we have

t
‘]E </ f(S,Xs,;CXs, s ,,Cys)d )
0

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of €.

<CO€>

Proof. Let ¢ be the solution of the equation (3.1). According the assumptions on the
coefficients and Theorem 2.4, we have ¢ € Cp 2D 2EDR 5 RE x 22,(R4) x R% x
Py(R%)). Using Ito’s formula, we deduce that

w(t> Xta’ ‘CXfa Y;ta’ ‘CYE)

t
= w((]? 57 ‘Cﬁvnv ET]) + / |:8sw(st§7 'CXEu s 7£Y5)
+$1(X§7£X57 57£YE>¢(87X§7£X57 s’ﬁys)

1
+ g$2(X§7£X57 s 7£YE)w(SvX§7£X€7 s 7£YE)

1

+ gcg?)(XszCXf £Y5)¢(S>X§a£Xs ‘CYE)

’) T8 ’r s

1 1
+ ?%(£X57 s 7£Y€)¢(8,X§’ £Xs £Y€) d8+Mt1 + EME

Y S 7

t
+E(/ F(Xsevﬁxsv stYE)'ﬁuw(Sngaﬁng 37£Y5)( )
0

1 ~
+EH(X§,£X6, s,ﬁys)'ﬁlﬂﬂ(s,Xz,EXs, s,ﬁys)( )

1 .
+§Tr<GG*(X§,£Xs, YE Ly:) - 0 [0,(s, XZ, Le, YE, Ly2)(X )])

1 ~
+ EC(XS, ;CXE, s ,;Cya) . 0,,2/1(8, Xj, £X€, s ,;CY&)( )dS), (32)

where the operators .£7, .25 and .Z3 are defined by (1.18), (1.19) and (1.20), respectively,
the process (X¢, Y¢) is a copy of the original process (X¢, V) defined on a copy (Q, .Z, P)

R} R}

of the original probability space (€2, .#,P), and M} and M? are two martingales defined
by

t
MY = / (s, X5, Le, Y2, Lye) - G(XE, Lo, YE, Ly2 )WL,
0

t
:/ ayw(SaXsE>£X5a s?‘CYs)'U(‘CX5> sa‘CYE)dW2
0

Taking expectations and multiplying €2 from both sides of (3.2), and in view of the
equation (3.1), we obtain

</ f S X;,EXE, s ,EY&)dS)

= E[¢(0a ga ‘657777 ‘Cn) - ,lvb(ta Xtaa ‘CXf> Y;,Ea ‘CYf)}
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+52E(/0t83¢(s,xg,cxs, YE, Ly:)d )
+52E(/0t$1(X§,£X5, YE Ly )Y(s, X5, L=, YE, Ly:)d )
+5E( Ot.;s,@(xg,cxg, YE, Ly )(s, X2, L=, YE, Ly=)d )
+5E( Otgg(xg,cxg, YE, Ly )(s, X2, Lz, YE, Ly=)d )
+52IEI~E(/OtF()~(§,£Xs, YE, Lyz) - 0,0(s, XE, Lxe, YE, Ly=)(X7)

) s7£YE>'8,U«¢(S7X§7£X57 s’EYE)( )

VI Lye) - 0a (0,05, X2 Lxs, YE L) (X2)] )

1 ~

+ EH(XE, EXE
1 -

4 Tr (GG (X%, L:
2
1 -~

+ EC(XS, ,CXE, s ,,Cys) : 8,,1&(3, XSE, £X57 s ,Eys)( )dS) .

Using the assumptions on the coefficients and the regularity of ¢ again, the expectations
on the right hand side of the above equality can be controlled. Thus we arrive at

t
E </ f(S,X;,;CXs, s ,,Cys)d )
0

The proof is finished. l

< 008.

Next, we provide the fluctuations estimate of the functional central limit type. Recall
that 1 is the solution of the Poisson equation (3.1), and ¢* is the invariant measure for
the SDE (1.4). For simplify, we define

H - ax,lvb(ta L, :u) = R H(ZL’, wY, CM) : ax,lvb(ta T, Y, CM)CM(dy)’ (33)
c: 8yw(t7 z, :U’) = /]Rdz C(LU, H,Y, CH) ' ay¢(t7 €, Y, CH)CH(dy)’ (34)

and
- 0(t, x, p,y)(T) = /Rdz (@, 1, 4, ") - Ot s, y, €)(9)¢H(d), (3.5)

¢ Ot @, p)(T) := /Rd2 ¢ O0(t, z, w, y) ()¢ (dy)
- /]Rdz /Rd2 (T, p1, G, €)= Ouap(t, 2, puy, ¢4)(9)CH(dg)CH(dy).  (3.6)

The following result will play an important role below.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (H*%) hold, F H G,ce Cf’(l’l)’2’(1’1)(Rd1 X Po(R4) x R% x

Po(R®2)) and 0,b € C(l 22D ﬂC(z D4R () (R x R x Py (R%)). Then for every
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fe PRI ACAEDAE (R« Rl x 2y(RH) x R% x Py(R®)) satisfying (1.5),

we have
1 t
‘]E <_/ f(87X§7£X57 S,Eys) )
€ Jo

t
—E(/ H - 0,9(s, X5, Lxe) +c~8yw(s,X§,£X§)ds)
0

t ~
—EE(/ c-al,lp(s,Xse,EXg)(X;)ds) < Cye, (3.7)
0

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of €.

Proof. Multiplying e from both sides of (3.2) and using (3.1), we have

t
E<}/ f(st§7£X57 37£Y5) )

= EE 0 &, ‘667777'6 ) ,lvb(t Xzfe"CXf>Y;tE>£§f)}

+5E</ A (s, X2, L, S,cys)d)

+5E</ LUXE, Lxe, YE, Ly )ib(s, XE, L, S,cyg)d)

+5EE(/O F(XE, Lxe, YE, Lye) - Quib(s, XE, Lz, YE, Ly )(XE)
+%TI(GG*(X'§,£XS, Y, Lye) - 0:[0,00(s, X5, Lxe, Vi, Ly )(X )])dS)

+E( OtH(Xse,LXs, YE, Lye) - 0pt(s, X5, Lz, YE, Ly=)d )

+E(/Otc(X§,£Xs, YE, Lye) - (s, X5, Lxe, YE, Ly:)d )

+EE (/OtH(Xg,cXE, YE, Lyz) - 0,0(s, X, Lxe, YE, Lye)(X )ds)

t
+EI~E (/ C(XsaaEX€> s wCYE) -8V¢(S,X§>st, s ,,Cys)( )ds) .
0

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we obtain

t
‘E <§/ f(S,XSE,,CXE, S,,Cys dS) - </ H- &C@D S )(6 £XE) )
0

—E(/tc-ﬁyw(s,Xj,Exg)d) EE(/ c- ayw(s,Xj,Exg)( s)ds)
0

0

t
<005+'EE (/ H(XjaﬁXEa gaﬁys)'auw(Sanchsa 5>£Y5)( )ds)'
0
27



t
"“E( H(X;,EXE, S,ﬁys)'am¢(8,X§,£Xs, s,ﬁys) )
0

([

_'_‘E </ C( EXE’ stYE>'8yw(SvX§7£X57 su‘CYE) )
0

=[]

+ ‘EE (/ ( s,,CXE, s ,,Cys) . 0,,¢(S,X§,£Xs, s ,;Cys)( )dS)
0

(s, X Exg)ds) ‘

(s, XS EXss)ds)

-8 ( [ S0 X L) (s )
=:Coe +TIi(e) + Lr(e) + Zs(e) + Zyu(e).

In what follows, we estimate the above four terms one by one. For the first term, we
write

t
:‘E{E (/ H(XE, Lx, s,ﬁys)-8uw(s,x,ﬁxg,y,ﬁyss)(f(j)ds>
0

(:vvy)=(X§7Y§)] ‘

Since H(Z,u,y,v) satisfies the centering condition (1.5), this in turn implies that for
every fixed (z,y) € R% x R%,

(T, 1, g, v) = H(Z, 1, §, V)b (t, x, p, y, v)(T)
satisfies the centering condition, too. Moreover, by the assumptions on the coefficients
and Theorem 2.4, we have

0. (@, y, ) () € Cp IR R, x Py(RD) x Py(R%2) x RY).
Thus using Lemma 3.1 we get that for every fixed (z,y) € R% x R4,
t
E (/0 H(X§,£X€, S,;Cys) -(9#2/1(8,:L',ﬁxg,y,ﬁyss)(Xsa)ds) ' < Cl g,

which in turn implies that

Il (E) < Cl E.
To control the second and third term, note that by the definition (3.3) and (3.4) we have

/]Rd2 [H(SL’, WY, C“> ' 8x7vb(t7 Ty 1Y, C“> - H- 8x7vb(t7 Z, :U’)} C“(dy) =0
and
/Rdz e, 1, y, C1) - By (t, 1, y, CF) = - Oyp(t, ., 1) [ ¢ (dy) = 0,

Since 0,1, 9,p € CPPEDAANR % RA % 2, (RY) x R2 x P5(R®)), we have by
Corollary 2.5 that

H - 9,0(t, x, 1), c- O,0(t, 2, 1) € O (R x RT x 2, (RM)).
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Using Lemma 3.1 again we obtain
Tr(e) + I3(e) < Che.
As for Z,(e), using (3.5) we write

t
Iy(e) < ‘EE ( / (XS, Lxe, YE, Lyz) - 0,0(s, XS, Lxe, Y7, ﬁy;x?f)ds)
0
t
- EfE </ C- 8,,¢(8, Xsaa £X§> )/;E)(Xs)ds) '
0
_ t
+ 'EE <

_EE(/tC' aV@D(S,Xj,ﬁXSs)(Xj)dS)‘
0

c- aV,l?D(S? Xja £X§> Y::)(Xj)dS)

S~

{E(/ C(Xja‘CXss?KEaﬁY;) 'auw(&l',ﬁxg,yaﬁyss)(?f)
0

—C- au¢(87 z, £X§7 y)(‘f{;)ds)

(w7y):(X§7YsE):| ‘

¢
" 'E [E( | A X L Y2 @) 005, X, £X5>(aé>ds)
0
= 1-471(8) —|—.’Z:472(€>. (38)
By the definition of ¢ - 9,9 (t, z, u, y)(Z), for any fixed (z,y) € R4 x R,
(ia 122 g7 V) = C(ju 122 gv V) : 8V7~p(t7 T, Y, V)(ﬂ) —C- 8V7~p(t7 z,H, y)(j)

satisfies the centering condition (1.5). By the assumptions on the coefficients and The-
orem 2.4, we have

dap € CpPIIALD2R . RE % 22,(RY) x R x Z5(R%2) x R%).

Therefore, using Corollary 2.5 and Lemma 3.1 we obtain

t
'f@( / (X2, Lxs, YE, Lye) - 0,0(s, @, Lxz,y, Ly:)(YE)
0

—C- al/,l?D(S? xz, ‘CXf;a y)(Xz)dS) < 04 &€,

which in turn implies
1471(8) < 04 e. (39)
Similarly, in view of (3.6) we have that for any fixed 7 € R%,
(@, ) = 0 0(t z, 1, y)(E) — ¢ 0 P(t, z, 1) (T)
also satisfies the centering condition. By the same argument as (3.9) we have

I472(€) < 04 E. (310)
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Substituting (3.9) and (3.10) into (3.8) yields
I4(E) < C4 E.

Combing the above computations, the proof is finished. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Throughout this section, we assume that the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. Let X; .
be the unique solution to the SDE (1.14) starting from the initial point & € L*(Q2) at
time s. Namely, for ¢t > s,

AXPE = PN Lot + T 0.(X0, L)t

+ C:- 8yq)(Xf7§, £X§’€>dt + /

Rdl C- ayq)(Xf7§, EX;“’E)(:E)EXE’g (dj)dt
+ VGG +2H - B(X L)W, X3S =¢,

where the coefficients are defined by (1.7)-(1.13), respectively. Fix 7' > 0 and ¢ :
Py(R4) — R. For t € [0,T], define

ult, £¢) i= oL gse). (4.1)
Then we have:
Lemma 4.1. Assume that p € Cég’l)(ﬁg(Rdl)). Then u(t, L¢) is the unique solution in
Cbl’(3’1)([0,T] X Po(R™)) of the equation

(Out, £6) + B[ (F(&, £0) + H-0,8(6, L) + - 0,8(€, Le) ) - Duult, L) (€)

n /Rd1 ¢ 0,®(8, Le)(7)Le(dT) - Duult, Le)(€)

1
+ =Tr

Lu(T, Le) = p(Le)-

Proof. Under the assumptions on the coefficients and using Corollary 2.5, we have
F,GG* € C'[:”(?”l)(]Rdl X Py(R¥)). Meanwhile, since ® € Ci’(2’2)’4’(2’2) N C:’G’(g’?’) (R x
Po(R1) x R%2 x P25(R%)), using Corollary 2.5 again we have H - 9,®,c¢- 9,9, H - ® €
CHED (R x 2,(R™)) and ¢ - 0, (x, p)(F) € CPEV2(RE x 225(R4) x R ). The state-
ments follows by [8, Theorem 7.2] and the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem
2.3, we omit the details. O

(4.2)

(GCF + 2H-B(¢, £¢)) - D, [Ou(t, £)](€) )| = 0.

[\]
VS

We are now in the position to give:
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u(t, L¢) be defined by (4.1). Then we have
F(€) = e(Lxs) — (L) = u(T, Lxz) — u(0, Le).
Thus, by Itd’s formula,

T
() = E( [ ot £+ PO £, Y7 ) - ult, L) (X)
0
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1
+ EH(Xta’ ﬁth, Y;a, ﬁyts) . 8uu(t, ﬁxts)(Xta)
1
+ 5T (GG (X7, Lxg, Y, L) - O, [Dult, L) (Xf))dt) .
In view of equation (4.2), we further obtain that

T
el <[e( [ a0 e e L) gt a0 )
0

1

el [ (566106 L e ) 0Bt L)) 06 )

T
1
" 'E(/ SH(XE, £z, YE, Lye) - uult, £x:)(XF)
0

- (7H 0,0(XE, Lx:) + ¢ 0,B(XE, ﬁxg))  Ou(t, L) (X7)

_ / ¢ 0,8(XF, Ls) ()L (dT) - Dult, Lxe ) (XF)

R41

— Tr (ﬂ(xg, Lx:) -0, [0u(t, Lxz)] (Xf))dt) '
=: Ji(e) + Fa(e) + Fs(e),

where

5F($aﬂ>y>’/) = F(Ia,u>y>y) - F(ZE’,,U)
and
MGG (z,p,y,v) = GG (x, u, y,v) — GG*(z, ).
By the definition of F(x, 1), we have
(SF(SL’, MY, C“) ' aﬂu(tv M)(l’)cu(dy)

da

= [ 8P 1.5, ) - B () =

T

Meanwhile, dF(z, p,y,v) - Ouu(t, u)(z) € 02’2’(1’1)’2’(1’1)(R+ X R x Py(RM) x R% x
P5(R%)). As a result of Lemma 3.1, we have

/1(8) < Cl g.
Note that

[, 566 ) w1967 2.0, ()Ml

= [ B(GE) s I ) - Dyl ) )] = 0.
Ré2
Then, using Lemma 3.1 again, one can get

/2(8) < Cg g.
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To control the third term, note that since H(x, u,y,v) satisfies the centering condition
(1.5), we have

H(z, pt,y,¢") - Ouu(t, p)(x)C*(dy)

Ré2
= |, Hlw oy, ¢ dy) -yl ) a) = 0.

On the other hand, recall that ®(x, i, y, ) satisfies the Poisson equation (1.2), and define

O(t,z, p,y,v) := (z, p,y,v) - Guu(l, p) ().

Then, one can check that

D%Oq)(tvxnuvyv V) = _H(xaluvyv V) ’ a,uu(tvﬂ)(x>

Moreover, we have ® € C;’z’(l’l)’2’(1’1)(R+ X R4 x P, (R%) x R% x &25(R%)) and it holds
that

H-0,0(t,x,p0) = [  H(z,p,y,C") - 0,0 (x, 1y, ¢") - Ouult, p) ()¢ (dy)

R42

+ /}Rd2 Tr (H(m, Wy, CH) - ®(x, pwyy, CF) - O, [@;U(t,/i)} (x))C“(dy)
=T 0,0(x, 1) - dyult, o) () + Tr (ﬂ(x, 1) - 0 [Dult, )] (x)),
c: ay&)(t7 T, :U’) = C(SL’, m,Y, C“> ' 89(1)(:(:7 m, Y, C“> ' 8ﬂu(t7 M) (x)gﬂ(dy)

Rd2

=c 8yq)(xv :U’) ) a,uu(tv /J,)(SL’),

and

H-0,0(t,x, pn)(x)
- /R |, CAE 1, 5,¢") - 0,8y, €)(§) - Dyt w)(@)C ()" (dy)

=c-0,0(z, p)(7) - Qult, ) ().

Thus, by estimate (3.7) we have

/3(8) < Cg E.
The proof is completed. O

5. APPENDIX

Recall that Y;” and Y;" satisfy the equations (2.1) and (2.4), respectively. Throughout

this section, we assume the assumption (]3[ ) holds, and provide the following estimates
for Y.
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Lemma 5.1. Assume that (HP) holds. Then for any p > 2, we have
E[|9,Y"||” < Coe™5,
B2 < Coehs,
where Cy is a positive constant independent of t and v < (ca — ¢1).
Proof. Recall that
do, Y, = 0,b(Y;"", Lyn) - 0,Y,""dt + 0,0 (Y, Lyn) - 9,Y,"dW,.
Using It0’s formula, we compute that
dE[0,Y |7 < SE[0,Y 177 - (200, 0,6(Y" Lyz) - Y1)
(0= D9,0 (Y2, Lyy) - 9,Y|7)dt.
In view of the assumption (H"), we have for any h € R%,
2(h, 0,b(y, v) - h) + (p = DII9yo (y, v) - h||* < —co|hf?,
which together with (5.1) implies that
dE[9,Y"|? < ~5eaB[[0,¥" .
Thus, by the comparison theorem, we get
E[8,Y""||? < Coe™ 5.
Similarly, we have
dE[Y |7 < SE[I8Y P2 - 2005% o6V Lyy) - Y
+ (Y Lyn) - 0,Y - 0,Y) | dt

p(p_]-) V| p— v k%
+ E[|0; Y (P72 - [|0y0 (Y, Lyn) - DY
ROV, Lyp) - 0¥ - 0,0t

< —5(e2 = VE|G;Y"[Pdt + CoE[|9, Y, ||*Pdt

NS oIS

< —5 (e — ME[O7YPY|[PdE + Coe P'dt,

which in turn yields
|92 < Coe™ 5
Thus the proof is completed.
Lemma 5.2. Assume that (HP) holds. Then we have for every p > 2,
E||0,Y"" (§)|[” < Coe 2=,
E[|050, Y (§)|I7 < Coe 22—,
E[|0,0,Y"" (§)|]P < Coe™ 22,

E(| 02" (4, )P < Coe 2le2ma=t,
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where Cy is a positive constant independent of t and v < (cy — 7).
Proof. Recall that
A9, Y () = 0,b(Y¥", Lyn) - 0, (§)dt + E[0,b(YVF", Lyn) (YY) - 9,V dt
FE[OM0P, Lyp) (V) - Z@)] At + 0,007, Lyy) - 01" (3)aW;
+E[0,0(Y"", Lyn) (V) - 0,7 ] AW,
FE[Q,0(V, Lyp) (V) - Z1(3)] AW,
and
dZ(§) = 0,b(Y,", Lyy) - Z] (@)t + E[0,b(Y)", Lyy) (V") - 9, ]dt
FE[DBY L) (V) - Z0(0)]dt + 0,0(Y)', Lyp) - 15V,
+E[0,0(Y)", Lyn) (YY) - 0,77 ] dW,
+E[0,0(Y/", Lyn)(Y) - Z} ()] dW:.
By It6 formula, we have

dE[ Z/(@)II” < [IIZ"( NP2 - 2027 (9), 0,b(Y]", Lyp) - Z7(9)
+E[(9 b, Lyp) (V) - 2] (9)] + B[O.b(Y, Ly) (V) - 0,7 ])]dt
+ 22Dy 7)1 10,0057, L) - Z0(3)
+E0,0(Y, Lyn)(Y]) - Z (@) + E0,0 (Y, Lyp)(YP) - 0,¥,"]|*] dt
By the assumption ("), we have for any h € R® and H € L%(Q),
2(h, dybly, v) - h+ E[0,b(y, v)(n) - H]) + (p = D]9y0(y, v) - h+ E[0,0(y,v)(n) - H]|?
< aE[H|* - e,
with £, = v. Consequently, we arrive at
dE[|Z/ (@)II” < —g(@ — 1 = VB[ Z] (9"t + CoEl|9, Y [Pt
< —5(er— e = E|Z(§)|Pdt + Coe B at,
which together with the comparison theorem yields
|| 27 (3| < Coe™ 5701,
In the same way we deduce
OHE?H8 Y@l
[||a Y @) - 200,57 (), 0b (Y, Lyp) - 0,5 (§)
+ E[a DY, Lyp) (V) - Z0@)] + BObY,, Lyn) (YY) - 0,57 (9)])] dt

22D g,y = - 10,0072, £y) - 0,57 (3)
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+E[0,0(Y, Lyy)(Y7) - 27 (5)] + E[8,0 (Y, Lyp)(VPY) - 0,7 (5)]|17]dt
< =5 (e = NE8, Y ()Pt + CoE || 27 (§) [Pt + CoE|18, Y |[Pdt

i

< =5 (2 = NE[D,Y (@)t + Coe™ 22774,

NS N

and thus
E||9, Y ()P < Coe™2lezmer=),
Similarly, we have
dE(|0; 2 (9)]”
< —g(@ — 1 — VE[0;Z7(§)|IPdt + CoE|9, Yy”||2”dt + CoE[|02Y |Pdt
< —L(ey — ey = VE9, 27 ()|t + Cpe~ bl
which in turn yields
B0, 20 )P < CoeHero
This further implies
dE[|0;0, Y (9)|IP < —g( 7E(050,Y"" (g)|Pdt + CoEl9; 2] (9)|[Pdt
+ CoE||9, Y7 || dt + CoE||02Y||Pdt
< —L(ey = NE)0,0, Y7 () |[Pdt + Cpe~Be2—a=tqy,

2
and thus the desired result is obtained. In the same way, we can prove the estimates of
E|0,0,Y”" (9)||P and E[|02Y" (7, 9)||?, we omit the details here. O
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