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ABSTRACT. We present a comprehensive discretization scheme for linear and nonlinear stochastic
differential equations (SDEs) driven by either Brownian motions or a-stable processes. Our ap-
proach utilizes compound Poisson particle approximations, allowing for simultaneous discretiza-
tion of both the time and space variables in McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Notably, the approximation
processes can be represented as a Markov chain with values on a lattice. Importantly, we demon-
strate the propagation of chaos under relatively mild assumptions on the coefficients, including
those with polynomial growth. This result establishes the convergence of the particle approx-
imations towards the true solutions of the McKean-Vlasov SDEs. By only imposing moment
conditions on the intensity measure of compound Poisson processes, our approximation exhibits
universality. In the case of ordinary differential equations (ODEs), we investigate scenarios where
the drift term satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz assumption. We prove the optimal convergence
rate for Filippov solutions in this setting. Additionally, we establish a functional central limit
theorem (CLT) for the approximation of ODEs and show the convergence of invariant measures
for linear SDEs. As a practical application, we construct a compound Poisson approximation
for 2D-Navier Stokes equations on the torus and demonstrate the optimal convergence rate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let 0 : Ry xRIxR?Y — RI@R? and b : Ry x RY x R — R? be two Borel measurable functions.
Throughout this paper, for a probability measure ; over R%, we write

olt,x, p] := /RdO(t,w,y)u(dy% blt, x, u) == /Rd b(t, z, y)u(dy).

Fix o € (0,2] and consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE or distribution-dependent SDE
(abbreviated as DDSDE):

AX, = ot, Xy, )AL + blt, X, ) dt, (1.1)

where gy = px, denotes the probability distribution of X, L§2) = W; stands for a d-dimensional
standard Brownian motion, and for a € (0,2), LE‘” is a symmetric and rotationally invariant
a-stable process with infinitesimal generator A%/ (the usual fractional Laplacian operator).

In the literature, DDSDE (1.1) is also considered as a nonlinear SDE due to the dependence of
its coefficients on the distribution of the solution. By applying Ito’s formula, u; solves the following
nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation in the distributional sense:

Orput = ;futﬂt,
where £}, is the adjoint operator of the generator (local/nonlocal ) of SDE (1.1): for a = 2,
ﬂ,/tf(m) = %tr(a[tvxvﬂ“]a* [LCL’,M] : VQf(x)) + b[tvxwu] ! Vf(x),
and for a € (0,2),
flx +olt,x, plz) - f(x)

|Z|d+a

Liuf(x) =p.v. dz + b[t,x, u] - Vf(2),

Rd
where o* stands for the transpose of matrix ¢ and p.v. stands for the Cauchy principle value.

In the seminal work by McKean [31], the study of nonlinear SDE (1.1) driven by Brownian
motions was initiated. His paper established a natural connection between nonlinear Markov pro-
cesses and nonlinear parabolic equations. Since then, the McKean-Vlasov SDE has evolved into a
fundamental mathematical framework, offering a powerful tool for analyzing complex systems com-
prising a large number of interacting particles. The McKean-Vlasov SDE discribes the dynamics
of a single particle, influenced by the collective behavior of the entire system. Its applications have
expanded across various fields, including statistical physics, stochastic analysis, economics, and
biology. Through the study of the McKean-Vlasov SDE, researchers have gained significant under-
standing of diverse phenomena, ranging from the behavior of particles in statistical mechanics to
intricate dynamics in economic and biological systems. Its utility extends beyond theoretical inves-
tigations, playing a vital role in the development of numerical methods, data analysis techniques,
and decision-making models. For a more comprehensive overview and references, the survey paper
by [6] provides valuable insights into the McKean-Vlasov SDE and its wide-ranging applications.

When b and o satisfy the following Lipschitz assumption

lo(t,2,y) — ot 2",y + [b(t, ,y) — b(t, 2", )| < Klle — 2| + [y — /], (1.2)
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it is well-known that for any initial value X, there is a unique strong solution to DDSDE (1.1)
(see [40], [6]). From the perspective of Monte-Carlo simulations and practical applications, the
McKean-Vlasov SDEs (1.1) are often approximated using an interaction particle system. In the
case of Brownian motions (o = 2), the approximation takes the following form: For fixed N € N,
let XV := (XML ... XNN)golve the following SDE in RV4:

AX = olt, X{, pen JAW + B[t X, ]t (1.3)

where {W? i =1,2,---}isasequence of i.i.d. Brownian motions, and for a point x = (z!,--- ,z%) €
(RN | the empirical measure of x is defined by

N
1
tx(dz) == N Zléx (dz) € P(RY),
i—
where §,: is the usual Dirac measure concentrated at point z°. Under Lipschitz assumption (1.2),
it is well-known that for any 7" > 0, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any N € N,

sup E ( sup |XtN7i - th|2> < 97
i=1,- ,N t€[0,T] N
where X/ solves SDE (1.1) driven by Brownian motion W*. Since X i € N are independent, the
above estimate indicates that the particle system becomes statistically independent as N — oo.
This property is commonly referred to as the propagation of chaos (see [40], [6]). Furthermore, the
fluctuation
m = VN(uxy — pix,)

weakly converges to an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (cf. [13]). However, for numerical simulation
purposes, it is still necessary to discretize the particle system (1.3) along the time direction by
employing methods such as the explicit or implicit Euler’s scheme (see [25]).

The objective of this paper is to present a comprehensive discretization scheme for DDSDE (1.1).
Our approximation SDE is driven by compound Poisson processes and possesses the advantage of
being easily simulated on a computer. Moreover, our proposed scheme not only allows for efficient
numerical simulation of the DDSDE but also provides lattice approximations for the equation.

1.1. Poisson processes approximation for ODEs. Numerical methods for ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) encompass well-established techniques such as Euler’s method, the Runge-Kutta
methods, and more advanced methods like the Adams-Bashforth methods and the backward dif-
ferentiation formulas. These methods enable us to approximate the solution of an ODE over a
given interval by evaluating the function at discrete points. In this work, we aim to develop a
stochastic approximation method tailored for rough ODEs, which exhibit irregular behavior or
involve coefficients that are not smooth.
Let us consider the classical ordinary differential equation (ODE)

X, =0b(t, X;), Xo=u1x€R% (1.4)

Suppose that the time-dependent vector field b : Ry x R? — R? satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz
condition

(x —y,b(s,z) — b(s,y)) < klz —y|? for ae. (s,2,9) € Ry x RY x RY, (1.5)
and linear growth assumption:
[b(s, )| < k(1 + |2)). (1.6)

Note that under (1.5), b need not even be continuous. By smooth approximation, it is easy to see
that in the sense of distributions, (1.5) is equivalent to (see [5, Lemma 2.2])

Sym(Vb) := YV (1.7)
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where I stands for the identity matrix. In particular, if f : R — R is a semiconvex function, that
is, the Hessian matrix V2f has a lower bound in the distributional sense, then for b = —V f, (1.7)
and (1.5) hold.

When b is Lipshcitz continuous in z, it is well-known that the flow {X;(z),z € R?};> associated
to ODE (1.4) is closely related to the linear transport equation

Ou+b(t,z) - Vu=10 (1.8)
and the dual continuity equation
O f + div(b(t,x)f) = 0. (1.9)

In [11], DiPerna and Lions established a well-posedness theory for ODE (1.4) for Lebesgue almost
all starting point = by studying the renormalization solution to linear transport equation (1.8)
with b being WhP-regularity and having bounded divergence, where W'* is the usual first order
Sobolev space and p > 1. Subsequently, Ambrosio [1] extended the DiPerna-Lions theory to the
case that b € BVj,. and divb € L! by studying the continuity equation (1.9) and using deep results
from geometric measure theory. It is noticed that these aforementioned results do not apply to
vector field b that satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz condition (1.5).

On the other hand, under the conditions (1.5) and (1.6), the ODE (1.4) can be uniquely solved in
the sense of Filippov [14], resulting in a solution family {X,(x),r € R%},5¢ that forms a Lipschitz
flow in (¢,2) (see Theorem 2.8 below). In a recent study, Lions and Seeger [28] investigated the
relationship between the solvability of (1.8) and (1.9) and ODE (1.4) when b satisfies (1.5) and
(1.6). Condition (1.5) naturally arise in fluid dynamics (cf. [5] and [28]), optimal control theory and
viability theory (cf. [2]). From a practical application standpoint, it is desirable to construct an
easily implementable numerical scheme. However, the direct Euler scheme is not suitable for solving
the ODE (1.4) when b satisfies condition (1.5) or W1P-regularity conditions. Our objective in the
following discussion is to develop a direct discretization scheme that is well-suited for addressing
the aforementioned cases.

For given € € (0,1), let (Nf)i>0 be a Poisson process with intensity 1/e (see (2.1) below for a
precise definition). We consider the following simple SDE driven only by Poisson process N¢:

t
X; :x+6/ b(s, X5 _)dNZ, (1.10)
0

where X2_ stands for the left-hand limit. Since the Poisson process N only jumps at exponentially
distributed waiting times, the above SDE is always solvable as long as the coefficient b takes finite
values. Under (1.5) and (1.6), we show the following convergence: for any T' > 0,

E( sup Xf—Xt|2> <Ce e€(0,1),
t€[0,T]

where X is the unique Filippov solution of ODE (1.4) and C = C(k,d,T) > 0 (see Theorem 2.11).
Furthermore, in the sense of DiPerna and Lions (cf. [11] and [9]), we establish the convergence of
X¢ in probability to the exact solution under certain W!? assumptions on b (see Corollary 2.14).
This convergence result is particularly significant as it allows for the construction of Monte-Carlo
approximations for the first-order partial differential equations (PDEs) (1.8) or (1.9). In fact,
in subsection 2.4, we delve into the study of particle approximations for distribution-dependent
ODEs, which are closely related to nonlinear PDEs.

One important aspect to highlight is that unlike the classical Euler scheme, our proposed scheme
does not rely on any continuity assumptions in the time variable t. In fact, for any f € L?([0,1])
and € € (0,1), we have

le [ soav: - [ s . [ 156)pPas
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We complement the theoretical analysis with numerical experiments to showcase the scheme’s
performance, as illustrated in Remark 2.3.

1.2. Compound Poisson approximation for SDEs. Now we consider the classical stochastic
differential equation driven by a-stable processes: for o € (0,2],

dX, = o(t, X, )AL\ + b(t, X,)dt, X, = = (1.11)

The traditional Euler scheme, also known as the Euler-Maruyama scheme, for SDE (1.11) and
its variants have been extensively studied in the literature from both theoretical and numerical
perspectives. When the coefficients b and o are globally Lipschitz continuous, it is well-known
that the explicit Euler-Maruyama algorithm for SDEs driven by Brownian motions exhibits strong
convergence rate of 3 and weak convergence rate of 1 (see [4], [19]).

In the case where the drift satisfies certain monotonicity conditions and the diffusion coefficient
satisfies locally Lipschitz assumptions, Gyongy [15] proved almost sure convergence and conver-
gence in probability of the Euler-Maruyama scheme (see Krylov’s earlier work [26]). However,
Hutzenthaler, Jentzen, and Kloeden [21] provided examples illustrating the divergence of the ab-
solute moments of Euler’s approximations at a finite time. In other words, it is not possible to
establish strong convergence of the Euler scheme in the LP-sense for SDEs with drift terms ex-
hibiting super-linear growth. To overcome this issue, Hutzenthaler, Jentzen, and Kloeden [22]
introduced a tamed Euler scheme, where the drift term is modified to be bounded. This modi-
fication allows them to demonstrate strong convergence in the LP-sense with a rate of % to the
exact solution of the SDE, assuming the drift coeflicient is globally one-sided Lipschitz continuous.
Subsequently, Sabanis [35] improved upon the tamed scheme of [22] to cover more general cases
and provided simpler proofs for the strong convergence.

On the other hand, there is also a considerable body of literature addressing the Euler approx-
imations for SDEs with irregular coefficients, such as Holder and even singular drifts (see [3], [33],
[39], and references therein). However, to the best of our knowledge, there are relatively few re-
sults concerning the Euler scheme for SDEs driven by a-stable processes and under non-Lipschitz
conditions (with the exception of [32], [27] which focus on the additive noise case).

Our goal is to develop a unified compound Poisson approximation scheme for the SDE (1.11),
which is driven by either purely jumping a-stable processes or Brownian motions. To achieve this,
let (§n)nen be a sequence of independent and identically distributed random variables taking values
in Z?, such that for any integer lattice value z € Z,

(2d)71, |2| =1, a=2,

1.12
CO|Z‘7diav z 7& 07 o€ (072)7 ( )

P&, =2) = {

1

where ¢g = (Zo¢zezd |2|74=*)~1 is a normalized constant. Let & = 0. We define a Z?-valued

compound Poisson process H® by

Hf = > &, t=0, (1.13)
n<NE

where (NF);>0 is a Poisson process with intensity 1/e. Let H® be the associated Poisson random
measure, i.e., for t > 0 and E € Z(R?),

H([0,4], E) := ) 1p(AHD) = Y 1p(é).

s<t n<NE

Consider the following SDE driven by compound Poisson process H®:

t
Xf:x+// (gég(s,xg‘,)z+5b(s,X§,))Hf(ds,dz), (1.14)
0 JR4
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where the integral is a finite sum since the compound Poisson process only jumps at exponentially
distributed waiting times. Let S¢ be the n-th jump time of NVF. It is easy to see that (see Lemma
3.4)
Xi=a+ Y (séa(s,i, X5 )én +eb(S5, XE: )).
n<NE

Indeed, it is possible to choose different independent Poisson processes for the drift and diffusion
coefficients in the compound Poisson approximation scheme. However, it is worth noting that
doing so would increase the computational time required for simulations. By using the same
compound Poisson process for both coefficients, the computational efficiency can be improved as
the generation of random numbers for the Poisson process is shared between the drift and diffusion
terms.

We note that the problem of approximating continuous diffusions by jump processes has been
studied in [23, p.558, Theorem 4.21] under rather abstract conditions. However, from a numerical
approximation or algorithmic standpoint, the explicit procedure (1.14) does not seem to have been
thoroughly investigated. In this paper, we establish the weak convergence of X¢ to X in the
space D(R?) of all cadlag functions under weak assumptions. Notably, these assumptions allow
for coefficients with polynomial growth. Furthermore, under nondegenerate and additive noise
assumptions, as well as Holder continuity assumptions on the drift, we establish the following
weak convergence rate: for some § = (a) € (0,1), for any "> 0 and ¢ € [0,T],

[Ee(X5) — Bo(X)| < Cligllcre®

It is worth mentioning that when b = 0 and o is the identity matrix, the convergence of X< to
X corresponds to the classical Donsker invariant principle. Additionally, when the drift b satisfies
certain dissipativity assumptions, we show the weak convergence of the invariant measure p® of
SDE (1.14) to the invariant measure p of SDE (1.11), provided that the latter is unique.

As an application, we consider the discretized probabilistic approximation in the time direction
for the 2D-Navier-Stokes equations (NSEs) on the torus. Specifically, for a fixed T > 0, we focus
on the vorticity form of the backward 2D-Navier-Stokes equations on the torus, given by:

Osw +vAw+u-Vw =0, w(T)=wy=curlp, u=Ksx*w,

where ¢ : T2 — R? is a smooth divergence-free vector field on the torus, and K5 represents the
Biot-Savart law (as described in (4.8) below). The stochastic Lagrangian particle method for NSEs
has been previously studied in [8] and [43]. In this paper, we propose a discretized version of the
NSEs, defined as follows: for ¢ € (0, 1), let X¢, solve the following stochastic system

57

t
Xo,(e)=xte / we(r, X2, (2))ANE + Va(HE — HY),

we(s,z) = Ewo (XS (7)), ue = Kaxwe, 0<s<t<T,

(1.15)

where Hf is defined in (1.13). We establish that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all
s€[0,7T] and ¢ € (0,1),

[ue(s) — u(s)[oc < Ce.
The scheme (1.15) provides a novel approach for simulating 2D-NSEs using Monte Carlo methods,
offering a promising method for computational simulations of these equations.

1.3. Compound Poisson particle approximation for DDSDEs. Motivated by the aforemen-
tioned scheme, we can develop a compound Poisson particle approximation for the nonlinear SDE
(1.1). Fix N € N. Let (./\/'N”')izl’... N be a sequence of i.i.d. Poisson processes with intensity N
and (€M) en.iz1,... n i.i.d Rvalued random variables with common distribution (1.12). Define
fori=1,---,N,

Ny . (&N N,i
H, -*(1 +"'+§NtN,z:>]lN,f"’i>1'
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Then (HN’i)i:L... _N is a sequence of i.i.d. compound Poisson processes. Let HN? be the associated
Poisson random measure, that is,

HN’Z‘([O?t]?E) = Z ]]-E(AH?{’Z) = z ]]-E(grjyﬂ)v E e ‘@(Rd)
st ngNtN"i

Let (X2"");—1... n be a sequence of symmetric random variables and XN = (XN");_; .. y solve

the following interaction particle system driven by HN::
. . t . . .
XNt = x N +/ / (N—%o—[&Xﬁ,MXN ]2+ N7 [s, X7, e ]) HN i (ds,dz).  (1.16)
0 JRd 5 5

Under suitable assumptions on o, b, and X}, we will show that for any k € N,
Po (XNl ... XxNF=L 5 POF a5 N — oo, (1.17)

where Py represents the law of the solution of the DDSDE (1.1) in the space of cadlag functions,
and P?k denotes the k-fold product measure induced by Py. Here, we have chosen ¢ = 1/N in
(1.14). In contrast to the traditional particle approximation (1.3), the stochastic particle system
(1.16) is fully discretized and can be easily simulated on a computer. The convergence result (1.17)
can be interpreted as the propagation of chaos in the sense of Kac [24]. Furthermore, in the case of
additive noise, we also establish the quantitative convergence rate with respect to the Wasserstein
metric W, under Lipschitz conditions.

1.4. Organization of the paper and notations. This paper is structured as follows:

In Section 2, we introduce the Poisson process approximation for ordinary differential equations
(ODEs). We investigate the case where the vector field b is bounded Lipschitz continuous and
establish the optimal convergence rate in both the strong and weak senses. Additionally, we
present a functional central limit theorem in this setting. Furthermore, we consider the case where
b satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz condition (not necessarily continuous), allowing for linear growth.
We demonstrate the LP-strong convergence of X°¢ to the unique Filippov solution. When the vector
field b belongs to the first-order Sobolev space WP and has bounded divergence, we also show the
convergence in probability of X¢ to X. Moreover, we explore particle approximation methods for
nonlinear ODEs.

In Section 3, we focus on the compound Poisson approximation for stochastic differential equa-
tions (SDEs), which provides a more general framework than the one described in (1.14) above.
Under relatively weak assumptions, we establish the weak convergence of X, the convergence of
invariant measures, as well as the weak convergence rate.

In Section 4, we concentrate on the 2D Navier-Stokes/Euler equations on the torus and propose
a novel compound Poisson approximation scheme for these equations.

In Section 5, we specifically examine the compound Poisson particle approximation for DDSDEs
driven by either a-stable processes or Brownian motions. Notably, we consider the case where the
interaction kernel exhibits linear growth in the Brownian diffusion case. In the additive noise case,
we establish the convergence rate in terms of the W, metric.

In the Appendix, we provide a summary of the relevant notions and facts about martingale
solutions that are utilized throughout the paper.

Throughout this paper, we use C' with or without subscripts to denote constants, whose values
may change from line to line. We also use := to indicate a definition and set

a A'b:=max(a,b), aVb:=min(a,b).
By A <¢ B or simply A < B, we mean that for some constant C > 1, A < CB. For the readers’
convenience, we collect some frequently used notations below.

o P(E): The space of all probability measures over a Polish space E.
e %(FE): The Borel g-algebra of a Polish space E.
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=: Weak convergence of probability measures or random variables.
D = D(R?): The space of all cadlag functions from [0, 00) to R
Afs = fs — fs—: The jump of f € D at time s.

Jr: The set of all bounded stopping times.

C’f : The usual Holder spaces of S-order.

Bp: The ball in R¢ with radius R and center 0.

2. POISSON PROCESS APPROXIMATION FOR ODES

In this section, we focus on the simple Poisson approximation for ODEs. A distinguishing
feature of our approach is that we do not make any regularity assumptions on the time variable.
Moreover, we allow the coefficient to satisfy only the one-sided Lipschitz condition (1.5). The
convergence analysis relies on straightforward stochastic calculus involving Poisson processes.

Let (Tx)ren be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables on some probability space (2, F,P) with
common exponential distribution of parameter 1, i.e.,

P(Tpy >t)=e "t t>0, k=1,2,---.
Let S =0, and for n > 1, define
Sp = Sh—1 + T,
and for t > 0,
Ni := max{n : S, <t}.

Then MN; is a standard Poisson process with intensity 1. In particular, S,, is the jump time of N;.

M -—
—
—o
—
—o
— T
—_—
S S Ss Sy S5 Se S7 t

FIGURE 1. Standard Poisson process

Note that
ET, =1, EN, =t, EWN; —t)> =t

For given € > 0, we introduce
NE = Nyje, NE =Ny —tle. (2.1)

Then N is a Poisson process with intensity 1/e. In this paper, we choose a sub-o field Fy C F,
which is independent of (T})keny and therefore independent of (NF)e>o. We assume that Fy is
sufficiently rich so that for any p € P(R?), there exists an Fy-measurable random variable X, such
that Po X ! — 4. In particular, if we introduce the filtration

F;=FoVo{N;:s<t}, t=0,

then one can verify that ./\N/'t6 is an JFj-martingale.

In the following, we will utilize an SDE driven by Poisson process Nf to construct a discrete
approximation for ODEs. We will demonstrate the convergence of this approximation under various
assumptions and establish certain functional central limit theorems.
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2.1. Classical solutions for ODEs with Lipschitz coefficients. In this section, we begin
by considering the case where the vector fields are bounded and Lipschitz. We demonstrate the
optimal rates of strong and weak convergence for the Poisson process approximation as introduced
in the introduction. Additionally, we establish a central limit theorem for this approximation
scheme.

Let b: R, x R* = R? be a measurable vector field. Suppose that

[blloo + I V]l < 00, (2.2)

where || - || is the usual L%-norm in Ry x R9. For any Fy-measurable initial value X, by the
Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, there is a unique global solution X; to the following ODE:

t
X = X, —|—/ b(s, Xs)ds. (2.3)
0

Let X;(x) be the unique solution starting from z € R?. Then
X = Xo(@)|a=x,-

Now we consider the following SDE driven by Poisson process N¢:
t
X;=Xo +/ eb(s, X5_)dNE. (2.4)
0
Since s — NE is a step function (see Figure 1), it is easy to see that

Xf=Xo+e) bls, X )AN: =Xo+e > b(Sh, X5 )lss<t,

s<t n=1

where AN? := N2 — N°

S—

and S; :=¢eS,. In particular,
X; — X; =eb(t,X; )ANF (2.5)

and
t t _
Xf:Xo—F/ b(s,Xﬁ)ds—k/ eb(s, XS )dNE, (2.6)
0 0

where we have used that b(s, X¢) = b(s, X°_) except countable many points s. It is worth noting
that the solvability of the SDE (2.5) does not need any regularity assumptions on b, and the second
integral term is a martingale. In a sense, we can view (2.5) as an Euler scheme with random step
sizes. Furthermore, let X (z) be the unique solution of (2.4) starting from z. Then

Xi = X7 (@) ]a=x,-

Hence, if Xy € Fy has a density, then for each ¢ > 0, X{ also possesses a density.
First of all we show the following simple approximation result.

Theorem 2.1. (i) (Strong Convergence) Under (2.2), for any T > 0, we have

E( sup |X7—X,?) <4e®Vl<T|p2 Te, €€ (0,1).
t€[0,T)

(ii) (Weak Convergence) Under (2.2) and ||V?b||o < o0, for any T > 0, there is a constant
C = C(T,[]bllcz) > 0 such that for any f with |V fllc; < oo and t € [0,T7,

Ef(X7) —Ef(X)] < CVlcpe, €€ (0,1).
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Proof. Noting that by (2.6) and (2.3),

XFo X, = /t(b(s,Xj) - b(s,Xs))ds+/t eb(s, X )ANT,

we have i i

[ X7 — X < +

/ (b5, X7) — b(s, X.))ds / b(s, X2 )AN®
0 0

t t
I [ 15 = X+ | [ eb(s X5 ).
0 0

Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality and Doob’s maximal inequality,

E( sup |X:— X2 ] <e?IVOI=TE | sup
te[0,T] te[0,T]

t
/ eb(s, X2 )AN?
0

2

2)
< 4e2IVbl T

T o~
/ eb(s, X5 )dNE
0

T
— 42IVblIT (/ eb(s,Xi)IQd(§)>
0

< 4e2IVeleT |12 Te.

(ii) Fix t > 0 and f € CZ(R?). Let u(s,z) solve the backward transport equation:
Osu—+b-Vu=0, u(t,z)= f(z). (2.7)
In fact, the unique solution of the above transport equation is given by
u(s, x) = f(Xs(x)),
where X, ;(z) solves the following ODE:
t
Xoi(z) == —|—/ b(r, X r(z))dr.
Since Vb, V£, V2b,V2f € L™, by the chain rule, it is easy to derive that
IV2u(s, Yoo < IV flloo IV Xstl36 + IV flloo V2 Xt oo
< VU= (|92 ) g + 1V [ V20l )
and for the solution X; of (2.3),
t
F(Xy) = u(t, Xt) = u(0, Xo) + / (Osu+b-Vu)(s, Xs)ds = u(0, Xp). (2.8)
0

Moreover, by Itd’s formula we have

Ef(X5) = Eu(t, X2) = Eu(0, Xo) + E/t [asu(s, xey 4 U XS +eb(s, X)) — uls, XSE)} ds.
0

5
Hence, by (2.7) and (2.8),

Ef(XE) - Ef(X))| = ‘E/Ot b(s,Xj)-/Ol (Vuls, X2 +0=b(s, X2) — Vu(s, X)) dods

1
< B2l |00 < b1t (192 o + V1192800 ) 5

The proof is complete. O
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Remark 2.2. [t is noted that the rate of weak convergence is better than the rate of strong con-
vergence in the Poisson process approximation. The order of convergence, both in terms of strong
and weak convergence, is the same as the classical Euler approximation of SDEs (see [25]).

Remark 2.3. Consider a measurable function f . For e > 0, let us define
t
L) = / F(5)ANE = 3 F(5) ANE.
0 s<t
By applying Doob’s mazimal inequality, we obtain

t 2 T
150 = [ reas ]<4s | 1eoras

It is worth noting that the calculation of I}(t) can be easily implemented on a computer, where
the step size is randomly chosen according to the exponential distribution. As a result, we can
utilize the Monte Carlo method to theoretically compute the integral fOT f(s)ds. To illustrate the
effectiveness of our scheme, we provide an example involving a highly oscillatory function:

f(s) :== (1 — 2% ([200 x 5]%2)) * 100, s € [0,1],
where [a] stands for the integer part of a and n%2 = 1 or 0 depends on n being odd or even.
Note that t — fot f(s)ds =: F(t) oscillates between 0 and 0.5. We simulate the graph using both
Euler’s scheme and the Poisson approzimation scheme, as depicted in Figure 2. From the graph,

we can observe that Fuler’s scheme exhibits instability due to the regular choice of partition points.
Conversely, Poisson’s scheme demonstrates stability, with partition points being chosen randomly.

E | sup
t€[0,T]

Eulereps=1/9500, Poisson:eps=1/3000, Sample path=3000 Eulereps=1/501, Poisson‘eps=1/6000, Sample path=6000 Eulereps=1/9502, Poisson:eps=1/9000, Sample path=000

— Euler
4 — Poisson

P =

6

-

2

=

°

]

00
[ 1] 02

FIGURE 2. Comparison between Euler scheme and Poisson scheme

Next, we investigate the asymptotic distribution of the following deviation as ¢ — 0,
YARES Xi- X
t \/g

By (2.4) and (2.6), it is easy to see that

Zf:/ot ﬁb(aX;)Wy/JMkb(}@

¢ ¢
:/ \/Eb(s,Xg_)de—l—/ Z:B:ds,
0 0

ds

where ) )
B = / Vb(s,0X; +(1—-0)X,)df = / Vb(s, X5 + /€0Z5)d6.
Note that as € — 0, ’ ’
EeléVENT = exp {te_l(ei&\/E —1) —iét/\e} — e €12,
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This implies that \@/\N/'f weakly converges to a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion W.
Therefore, we formally have Z¢ = Z, where Z solves the following linear SDE:

t t
Zt:/ b(s,Xs)qu+/ Zg - Vb(s, X, )ds. (2.10)
0 0

Clearly, Z; is an OU process and it’s infinitesimal generator is given by
Lof(2) = 3tr((b®@b)(s, Xy) - V2f(2)) + (2 - Vb(s, Xs), Vf(2)). (2.11)

Proposition 2.4. Let £ be given in (2.11) with b being a bounded Lipschitz vector field. For any
(s,2) € Ry x R, there is a unique martingale solution P € MZ(Z) in the sense of Definition 6.2
in the appendix. Moreover, P concentrates on the space of continuous functions.

Proof. Since the diffusion coefficient does not depend on z and the drift is linear in z, it is easy to
see that for any (s,2) € R x RY, there is a unique martingale solution P, , € M?Z(¥). Moreover,
by Proposition 6.3 in appendix, P concentrates on the space of continuous functions. O

Now we show the following functional CLT about the above Z¢.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that b is bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Let P € MY(ZL) be the unique
martingale solution associated with £ starting from 0 at time 0. Let P. be the law of Z° := Xi/%X
in the space D of cadlag functions, where X¢ is the unique solution of SDE (2.4) with the same

fized initial value Xo = xg as X. Then we have
P. = P in P(D).
Proof. First of all, for any f € CZ(R?), by (2.9) and It&’s formula, we have

1(Z0) = £0)+ [ [47(20) + (Z52) - V(20)| s+ 2y,

where Mf := fot (f(Zs_ + \/eb(s,X5_)) — f(ZSi))d./\N/SE is a martingale and

(o) — L VNS, X)) — () = VEbls, X) - VS()

€
Therefore, the infinitesimal generator of Z7 is given by

ZLEf(2) = AL (2) + (2B5) - Vf(2).
From the very definition, it is easy to see that for any s, R > 0,

lim sup £ f(z) — L f(2)] = 0. (2.12)

e—0 ‘Z‘gR

In fact, noting that by Taylor’s expansion,

1 1
Af(2) = / 9/ tr((b@ b)(s, Xy) - V2f(z + ee’ﬁb(s,xs))deda',
0 0
one sees that for each s > 0,

- e 1 2 _
liy sy 455 (2) = dtx((b @ b)(s, X,) - V2F(2)) | = 0.
Moreover, by the definition of Bf, we clearly have

lim |BS — Vb(s, Xs)| = 0.

e—0

Thus we have (2.12). On the other hand, by (2.9) and Gronwall’s lemma, it is easy to see that for
some C' > 0,

ec(0,1)  \te[o,T]

sup IE( sup Zf|2> < C,
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and for any stopping time 7 and § > 0,

sup E | sup |25, — Z° | < C6.
e€(0,1)  \t€[0,d)

Thus, by Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), (P.).c(o,1) is tight. Let Py be any
accumulation point. By (2.12) and Theorem 6.4 in appendix, Py € MY(#). By the uniqueness

(see Proposition 2.4), one has Py = P. The proof is complete. g

Remark 2.6. We emphasize that in the above theorem, the initial value is a nonrandom fized
point. We shall consider the general random initial value in Theorem 2.19 below.

2.2. Filippov solutions for ODEs with one-sided Lipschitz coefficients. In this section,
our focus is on the Poisson process approximation for the ODE (2.3) with one-sided Lipschitz
coefficients. We will explore the convergence properties and effectiveness of this approximation
scheme in this setting.

(H") We assume that for some & > 0 and all (s,z,y) € Ry x R x R4,
(@ —y,b(s,2) = b(s,)) < mlz —yl, |b(s,2)| < w(1+]a]).

Due to the lack of continuity of 2 +— b(s, x), assumption (H?) does not guarantee the existence
of a solution to the ODE (2.3) in the classical sense. In such cases, Filippov [14] introduced a
concept of solution in the sense of differential inclusions, providing a unique solution to the ODE
(2.3). This notion is closely connected to the study of differential inclusions as discussed in [2].

To define Filippov solutions, we introduce the supporting function H} of b, defined by

Hy(t,x,w) :=limesssup (b(t,y),w),
MO Jy—a|<s
where the essential supremum is taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The essential convex
hull of b is then given by

A?,x ={y eR%: (y,w) < Hy(t,z,w),w € R},
Note that A?

? , is a closed convex subset and Hy(t, ,-) is precisely the support function of A} .

Definition 2.7. We call an absolutely continuous curve (X;)i>o in R? a Filippov solution of ODE
(2.3) starting from xzq if Xo = xo and for Lebesgue almost allt > 0,

X, e Aby,.
In [14], Filippov proved the following result (see also [20, Theorem 1.42]) .

Theorem 2.8. Under (H®), for any starting point Xo = wx, there is a unique Filippov solution
(Xi(w0))it0 to ODE (2.3). Moreover, for any xo,zf, € R% and t > 0,

| X (z0) — Xo(zh)| < 2|z — ). (2.13)

Let bs(t,x) := b(t,-) * ps(x) be the mollifier approzimation of b, where ps(x) = §~%p(x /) and p is
a smooth density function with compact support. Let X°(xo) be the unique solution of ODE (2.3)
corresponding to bs and starting from xy. Then for any T > 0, we have
lim sup |Xt5(xo) — X¢(zo)| = 0. (2.14)
6=0¢ec(0,7]

The existence of a Filippov solution can be established through a compactness argument, while
the uniqueness follows from the one-sided Lipschitz condition. It is remarkable that we can show
that the Filippov solution of the ODE (2.3) coincides with the LP-limit of X° under assumption
(H?). This result is particularly significant as it provides an explicit time discretization scheme for
Filippov solutions. To prove this result, we begin by demonstrating a simple convergence estimate
in the case where b is continuous in zx.
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Lemma 2.9. Let X§ = & € Ny=1LP(Q, Fo,P). Suppose that (H®) and for each t > 0, x — b(t,z)
is continuous. Then for any T > 0 and p > 1, there is a constant C = C(k,d,T,p) > 0 such that

sup E( sup [X;|P | < C(L+ElgP), (2.15)
e€(0,1)  \t€[0,T]
and for all € € (0,1),
E | sup |X;— X¢|? | < C(1+E[¢*)e?, (2.16)
t€[0,T]

where X is the unique solution of ODE (2.3) starting from &.

Proof. For p > 1, by 1td’s formula and |z + y|P — |2|? < ply|(|=] + |y|)P~1, we have
t
X519 = e+ [+ b, XE )P X )N
0

t
<[P+ pe / 1b(s, X2 )|(1X5_| + elb(s, X ))*~ AN,
0

Hence, by the linear growth of b in x,

t
E ( sup |X§|p> < EJ¢ + peE ( / b(s, X2)|(IX¢] +s|b<s,X§>|)“dM§)
0

s€0,t]

t
= E[§|” + pE (/0 [b(s, XI(1XS] + elb(s, Xi))pldS)

t
<EJ¢P + CE (/ (1+ |X:|p)ds) ,
0

which implies the first estimate by Gronwall’s inequality.
Next, we look at (2.16). Since b(t,z) is continuous in z for each ¢ > 0, it is well-known that
there is a unique classical solution to ODE (2.3) under (H?). Note that

+ t
7, = XtE - X, = / 5b(5’X§_)CUV'SE +/ [b(S;XS) - b(S,Xs)] ds.
0 0

By It6’s formula and (H?), we have

t t
ZE2 =2 / (Z2,b(s, X5) — bs, X.))ds + / (122 +eb(s, X2)? — | Z5_|2)AN
0 0

t
4 [022 4 eblo, XDP - |22~ 220005, %50, 200)a ()
0

t t t
<25/ |Z§\2ds+/ (za<b(s,xg‘,),z;;>+52|b(s,X§,)|2)dN;+a/ 1b(s, X2)[2ds.
0 0 0

Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality, (2.15) and BDG’s inequality, we get for p > 2,

p
+ (1 + E|¢]?P)eP

t
E<sup |Z§|2p> SE' / (2ebs, X, 222 + 22fb(s, X)) AN
0

s€0,t]

t 2 g
8 ([ etots x0, 200+ 206, x20P a2 )
0

0

2(b(s, X2), Z2) + 2 Ib(s, X2)P[ () + (1 + BlgPr)er
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t 5
5114:(/ (|Z§|4+52(1+|Xj|4>ds)
0
¢ P
+E/ (1Z:P + 2 +1X212) d(2) + (1 + ElgPr)er
0

t
< [ BizePras+ @+ B,
0
which in turn implies the desired estimate (2.16). O

Next we show the continuous dependence of X¢ with respect to b and the initial values.

Lemma 2.10. (i) Let X§ = £ € Np=1LP(Q, Fo,P) and X5 be the solution of ODE (2.4) corre-
sponding to bs, where bs is the smooth approximation of b as in Theorem 2.8. Suppose (Hb) and
& has a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Then for any T > 0 and p > 1, there is a
constant C' = C(k,d, T,p) > 0 such that for all e € (0,1),

lmE | sup |X7° — XF|?P | < C(1+E[¢]*P)er. (2.17)
6—0 te[0,T]

(i) Let 5,5 € Np>1LP(Q, Fo,P) and X°, X¢ be the solutions of ODE (2.4) corresponding to
initial values & and &, respectively. Under (HY), for any T > 0 and p > 1, there is a constant
C =C(k,d,T,p) > 0 such that for all e € (0,1),

E ( sup | X - Xf|2p> < CE[E = €[ + C(1+ BI¢[ + BI)er. (218)
t€[0,77]
Proof. We will only prove (i) since (ii) follows in the same manner. Note that

t t
Zy = Xf"s—Xf:/ g(bﬁ(s,xjf)_b(s,xg,))d.Af;:/ [ng»Mggg(Xg,)}dN;,
0 0

where
BE = bs(s, X2°) — bs(s, X5_), ¢2(x) := (bs — b)(s, ).
By Ito’s formula and (H®), we have

%, = / (1Ze+ B2 4 2gd(XE ) — |Zu P)ANG
-/ (260355 + g 005). Zur) + €215 + g5 )N
< / (20 DIZo P 4 g8 (X + 22(1B + 50X ) AN
- / e((@n DIZe P+ g3 CEF +26(1 B + 45X ) ) )N

t
+ [ (@ DIZP + 12 XDP + 220857 + |2 (XD )ds.
0

Hence, for p > 2, by BDG’s inequality and (2.15), we have

t 5 1P/2
E<sup |zs|2p> SB[ e(Cnt DIZP 41 XDP + 22055 + D) 0o
0

s€[0,¢]

¢ P
| [ o (@ D12 P+ DR + 2285 + 160 P) as]
0
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p

t
| [ (@ 1P + B OR + 2200857 + 10X s
0

t t
< / E|Z, P ds + / E|gd (X2)[?Pds + (1 + EJ¢[>)e?,
0 0

where in the last step we have used the linear growth of b and estimate (2.15), and the implicit
constant only depends on k,d, T, p. By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

T
E( swp |27 < / EJg?(X5)[*Pds + (1 + E|¢[*)er.
te[0,T] 0

Since for fixed ¢ € (0,1) and s € [0, 7], the law of X¢ is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

T T
lim/ E|g%(X¢)|?Pds = / / lim |bs — b|*P (s, x)p5(2)dxds = 0,
0 JRd

=0 Jo 6—0

where p¢(x) is the density of X¢. Thus we obtain the limit (2.17). O

Now we can show the following main result of this section.

Theorem 2.11. Let & € Ny=1LP(Q, Fo,P) and (Xy)i>0 be the unique Filippov solution of ODE
(2.3) with Xg =&. Then for any T > 0 and p > 1, there is a constant C = C(k,d,T,p) > 0 such
that for all e € (0,1),

E| sup |XF—X,|? | <C(1+E|E*P)eP. (2.19)
t€[0,T]
Proof. We dive the proof into two steps.
(Step 1). In this step we assume that ¢ has a density. Let Xf’6 be the unique solution of ODE
(2.4) corresponding to bs and starting from £. By (2.16), for any T > 0 and p > 1, there is a
constant C' = C(k,d,T,p) > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0, 1),

E ( sup |Xf’(S — Xt‘mp) < C(1 +E|¢|?P)eP.
t€[0,T]

By (2.14), (2.17) and taking limits § — 0, we get (2.19).
(Step 2). For general £ € Np>1LP(Q, Fo,P). Let n € Fy be a standard normal distribution and
independent of £. Define

E&s:=&+dn, 6>0.
Clearly, & € Np>1LP (9, Fo,P) has a density and for any p > 1,

Bl&sl? < C(1+ElP), lm Elgs — & = 0.

Let X=4 be the unique solution of ODE (2.4) with )?8’5 = &5 and X% be the unique Filippov
solution of ODE (2.3) with X = &. By what we have proved in Step 1, we have

1) ( sup | X0 — )?f|2p> < C(1+E|&)%P)e? < O(1 + E|¢]?P)eP.
t€[0,T]

By (2.13) and (2.18), taking limits § — 0, we obtain (2.19). O

Remark 2.12. Theorem 2.11 presents a specific discretized SDE approxzimation for the ODE
(2.3) under the assumption of one-sided Lipschitz conditions. This result offers a practical and
computationally efficient scheme for approrimating the solutions of the ODE using SDEs.
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2.3. DiPerna-Lions solutions for ODEs with W!¢-coefficients. In this section, we focus on
the ODE in the sense of DiPerna-Lions. In this case, the coefficient is permitted to belong to the
Sobolev space W19, but the initial value is assumed to possess a density. Specifically, we make the
following assumption:

(Hg) b is bounded measurable, and for some ¢ € [1, 00] and each R > 0, there is a Borel measurable
function fr(s,r) € L] (R4 xR?) such that for Lebesgue almost all (s, z,y) € Ry x Br X Bg,

loc
<x—y,b(s,as) —b(S,y)> < fR(S,y)|l'_y|2- (220)
We first show the following result.

Theorem 2.13. Let Xy € Fy with E|Xo| < oo. Suppose that (HY) holds, and ODE (2.3) admits

a solution X; with initial value Xo and X; has a density pi(x) € LT (Ry x RY), where p = =

Then for any T > 0, there is a constant Ct > 0 such that for all R 2 1 and e,h € (0,1),

14 ||b]|? a v +1
IP’( sup X - X, > h) < CT( + [Ib]|Z, n IRl za(0,71xBr) 2]l Lr (0,71 x BR) ) .

te[0,7] R? log(1 + h?/(36¢]|b]| o))
Proof. We follow the proof in [34]. By (2.6) we have
¢ ¢
zZ; =X, - Xy = / b(s, X5) — b(s, X5)ds +/ eb(s, X5 _)dN;.
0 0

||

Fix 0 > 0. By applying It6’s formula to function x — log(“z + 1), we have

. t e ey _ t Z¢ b(s, XE )2+ 62\ . ~
log(IZtI +1)2/ (25, b(s, X5) b(s’Xs»der/ log< - ebls, Xp )PP+ >de
0 0

52 1222 1 62 75 2 + 52
t 2 2

|Z¢ + eb(s, XE)|*+ 6 2e(b(s, X¢€), Z¢) s

1 S S _ S S -

+/0 {g( 1Z:2 + 62 zre 40

=11 (t) + L2(t) + I3(%).
For R > 0, define a stopping time
T = inf{t > 0:|X[|V|X¢ > R}.
For I;(t), by the assumption we have

" fr(s, X 22

ILi(t N <2
WATR)S2 [ ey 52

t
]]-{\XSKR}dS g 2/ fR(SaXs)]]-{|XS|<R}d5-
0

For I5(t), by Doob’s maximal inequality, we have

2
T |Z5_ +eb(s, XE)|? 4+ 6%\ . ~
E| sup |L(t)|]*] <4E /log( 5= et )d./\fs6
(tG[O,T]| 2(0) ) ( 0 |Z5_|? + 62

T € €)|2 2\ |2
|ZE + eb(s, XE)|*+ 6 s
=4E 1 d(=) .
(/ °g( Z5[2 + 2 )

llog(1+7)—7r|<Cr? r>-1 (2.21)

Note that

e . | Ziteb(s, XD)P |22
and for A% := VAEE=E and 6 > €|[b] o,

lltlloe | *lIbllE

el <
il <2 0 92 0

(2.22)
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In particular, we further have for § > 6¢l|b| oo,

r 2 /S T s el|b||A,T
B s [B0)F) <4 [ Blos+4)Pa(0) 5 [ B4R +1as0a() 5 T
te[0,7) 0 € 0 € g
Similarly, for I3(t), by (2.21) and (2.22), we have for ¢ > 6¢||b|| 0,
' 5 " lo(s, X)P?
I3(t) = log (1 + A%) — A )d(- — = d
0= [ (loa 1+ a9 - a5)a() = [ FET s

t 2 2
tlol5 - ellbllst
< A€ 2d f € < .
< [l + g <

Combining the above calculations, we obtain that for § > 64/2]|b||c,

Z5|? T 2|1b]| oo
E( sup log(l (;2' —i—l)) 5/ E(fR(s,XS)]l“XSKR})ds—I—%
0

te[0,TATR]
T
bl
— [ ([ setsaiputonas ) s L
0 Br
Vbl
LRy

< | frllzaqo,m1x Byl L (0,71% BR) +

Now for any h € (0,1) and & = 6+/¢]||b||c0, by Chebyschev’s inequality we have

€12
P ( sup |ZF| > h) <E < sup log (|Z5t2 + 1)) /log(1+ (h/5)?)
te| ]

te[0,TATR] 0,TATRr

< Rl zao,1xBr)llPl La0.11xBR) + 1

2.23
ST Tog(1+ h2/(36:(bI2)) (2:29)
On the other hand, it is standard to show that
L (Supte[o,T](lXt\ + IXEI)Q) C(1+ |2 T?)
which together with (2.23) yields the desired estimate. O

As a consequence, we have

Corollary 2.14. Assume that Vb € LY(Ry x R?) for some ¢ > d and b,divb € L= (R, x R?). Let
p= q%l and T > 0. For any Xy € Fo with density py € LP(Rd), there is a unique solution X; to
ODE (2.3) so that X; admits a density p,(x) € L°(]0,T]; LP(R%)). Moreover, there is a constant
Cr > 0 such that for all e,h € (0,1),

P X —Xil>h
(S”p i log(1 + A7/ (36¢[b] )

<Oy IVl a o, 71 xray |2l Lo 0,71 x R + 1.
t€[0,T]

Proof. Let r € (d,q). By Morrey’s inequality (see [12, p143, Theorem 3]), there is a constant
C = C(d,r) > 0 such that for Lebesgue almost all z,y € R,

™

1 1
b(s, ) — b(s,y)| < Clz -yl <|Bl | |Vb(s,y + Z)|sz> < Clo — y[(MIVb(s, )" (y) 7,
T=yY|l S Bjg_y
where
1
M|V(s,)|"(y) := sup / [Vb(s,y + z)|"dz.
r=>0 |Br| B,
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Hence, (2.20) holds with fr(s,y) = (M|Vb(s,-)|"(y))*/" and by the LP-boundedness of the maximal
function (cf. [36]),

MV (| Lo 1 xray < ClIIV Lago. 17 xRY)-
By the DiPerna-Lions theory (see [11, Corollary II.1] and [1, 9]), for any X, € Fy with a density
po € LP(RY), there is a unique solution X; to ODE (2.3) with density p;(z) € L>([0, T]; LP(R?)).
Now by Theorem 2.13 with R = co, we obtain the desired estimate. O

Remark 2.15. Corollary 2.14 provides a discretization approzimation for ODEs with W4-coefficients.
Let us consider the case where d = 2 and the vector field b(x) is defined as

b(z) = (—z2,21)/|7|"¢(2),
where a < 1 and ¢ € C°(RY). It can be easily seen that divb € L™ and Vb € LI(R?) for any
q €[1,2/a). Additionally, it should be noted that b is Hélder continuous at the point 0.

2.4. Particle approximation for DDODESs. In this section, we turn our attention to the study
of nonlinear or distribution-dependent ODEs (DDODESs) and the corresponding interaction particle
system. We establish the strong convergence of the particle approximation scheme, as well as a
central limit theorem, similar to what was discussed earlier. It is important to note that our
scheme is fully discretized, with the time scale chosen as € = 1/N. This choice allows for efficient
numerical implementation and analysis of the particle system.

Let ¢ : Ry x REx RT — R™ and F : Ry x R x R™ — R? be Borel measurable functions. For
a (sub)-probability measure y over R?, we define

b(t7 T, /L) = F(tv Z, (¢t ® ‘LL)(I’)),
where
@ 0@ = [ ol ity

Now we consider the following DDODE:
t
X =Xo+ | b(s, X5, px,)ds, (2.24)
0

where X is any random variable and px, stands for the distribution of X,. Suppose that

{|F(t,x,r) —F(t, 2", ") < k(lz — 2|+ |r —1']), (2.25)
|6t 2, y) — o(t,2",y")| < K(lz —2'[ + [y —¥/])
and

|F(t,x,r)| + |o(t, z,y9)| < k. (2.26)

Under the above conditions, it is well-known that DDODE (2.24) has a unique solution. In par-
ticular, ux, solves the following nonlinear first order PDE in the distributional sense:

at/'I‘Xt + diV(b(t, K #Xt)/JXt) =0.
Remark 2.16. If Xy = x is a fized point, then ux, = dx, is a Dirac measure and
b(’s’Xsnqu) = F(Sa X, st(XsaXs))'

In this case, there is no interaction. Now, suppose that Xo has a density po, and let b(t,x,pn) =
fRd b(t,z,y)u(dy). Then, X; also has a density pi(z), and in the distributional sense, we have

b(t,%y)pt(y)dy) =0.
In particular, if we consider the case where b(t,r,y) = —1jg o)( —y), we obtain

A Vi(z) = (Vi () /2,

Oepi(x) + div <Pt(33)

Rd
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which is the classical Burgers equation.

Now we construct the interaction particle approximation for DDODE (2.24). Let (AM*)ren be
a family of i.i.d. standard Poisson processes. Fix N € N. For k € N, define

NNF = NE, NNF = NE, — t>0.
Let (X&)ien be a sequence of i.i.d. Fp-measurable random variables with common distribution v.
We consider the following interaction particle system driven by Poisson processes: fori =1,--- | N,

) ) 1 [t .
XN = X [ b X Y = XN thxgiz,x N
0

where we have chosen e = 1/N in Poisson approximation (2.4), and

1 N
N ._ § : )
He = Nj_l(SXiv,].

In order to show the convergence rate, we need the following simple lemma (see [40]).

Lemma 2.17. Let SN = (&1,--- ,€N) be a sequence of i.i.d. R%-valued random variables with
common distribution p. Let pen 1= % Z;\le d¢; be the empirical measure of £N, Then there is a

universal constant C' > 0 such that for any nonnegative measurable function f(x,y) : R?x R? = R
and i € P(RY), andi=1,---,N,

| (6 nev) — f(E I Sc / () = S ) wlde) + 5 [ (ot

(2.27)
v ([ st wen + [ searaan
In particular,
2 C 2 2
Elf (&)~ f6nl < 5 ([ f@nPuanuan + [ faopuan). @

Proof. By definition we have

Elf(fw/’LEN) - f(gu N2 Z |: fwg_] f(glvlj‘)) (f(gzafk) - f(gzaﬂ)):l .

7,k=1

Since for j # k # 4, &, &;, & are independent and have the same distribution p, we have
B (66 = F(6) (16 80) = 16 )] = [ (FGo) = Flo ) n(da)
Thus,
2 2 1 o 2
BIf (o) = F€nF < [ | (P = flo) nldo) + 53 S E[F6.6) = (6]
j=1
N

+ 15 YOE[(6. ) - 6 ) (6 &) — 1(6.)]

- 2 1 & 9
$ [ e = 100 utda) + gz 3B

+ S E(IF(E B + (&),

From this, we derive the desired estimate. O
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Let X/ solve the following DDODE:
t
X! :Xg+/ b(s, X! pugi)ds, i=1,---,N. (2.29)
0 s

Clearly, (X1,---,XN) are i.i.d. random processes. We present a simple result regarding the
propagation of chaos, which is consistent with [40]. This result highlights the independence of
the particle system as the number of particles increases, and provides support for the validity and
effectiveness of the approximation scheme.

Theorem 2.18. Under (2.25) and (2.26), for any T > 0, there is a constant C = C(k,T,d) >0
independent of N such that for alli=1,--- /N

?

E| sup |XtN’i - X/?] <
t€[0,T]

Proof. Let gy = % ZN (5XJ Note that

=1

ng’i—XZ:N/ObSXS_,/,Lé YANDE /bsXé,,uXZ)d
1 t t
:7/ SXs—alufg )dNNZ / {b(s XNZ,,U‘;)fb(S Xea:u'e) ds
N 0 0

¢
[ (oo ) = s, K
0
L () + La(t) + I3(t).
Below for a nonnegative function f(t), we write

fr(t) := sup f(s).

s€[0,t]

For I;(t), by Doob’s maximal inequality we have

1 ¢ , .
E|T} (T)[* < NE( sup / b(s, X0 ) )AL

t€[0,T]

2)
4 g 4||b\|2
< —FE b(s, XN 2d

For I(t), by the Lipschitz assumptions (2.25), we have
t ) o t N 2
E|L; (1) < / E|XN? - X|2ds +/ ( Z |X N9 — X7 ) ds.
O :
For I5(t), by (2.28) we have

. c
E|(T)P < bl

Combining the above calculations, we obtain that for each ¢ =1,--- | N,
R 1 t R t 1 N
E( sup [XN' - X2 ) < — +/ E| XN —X;|2ds+/ ]E(—Z | XN —Xg|) ds.
s€[0,t] N 0 0 szl

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

S 1 t 1 XN N2
E( sup [XNi— X2 5N+/ JE(NZ|X§J—X5|) ds
0 =

s€[0,t]
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1 bt Y R 2
< = ~ 50X - X ) d
~N +/0 (le X lrz)) ds

1 ¢ A
<——|—/ su XNI XT3, o ds
SN o j:hpy [ HL?(Q)

where the implicit constant does not depend on i. The desired estimate now follows by Gronwall’s
inequality again. O

Next we consider the asymptotic distribution of the following fluctuation:

ﬂ\

Note that

N t
1 i 7 &)
ZtN:WE /o bls, X0 uN JANN: —|—7 E / Xﬁv’,uf}—b[s,Xs,ugngs.
i=1

Since b is bounded, one sees that the martingale part converges to zero in L?. Indeed,

1 E iv:/tb X ]dNNz 2_12N:/tEb[ XN,i N]|2d < Hb”got
P o 5 S?,,U/S s - N2 — 0 S? S 7/1/3 S\ N

Therefore, it is not expected that Z}¥ converges to some non-degenerate Gaussian distribution.
Moreover, let

N t
1 / ( . _ .
N N,i , N i
ap = —— bls, X' g | — b[s,Xs,,u-i})ds.
t \/N; 0 Xt
By (2.25), (2.28) and Theorem 2.18, it is easy to see that for all ¢ € [0, T,
N T . o 2
Bl P < 7Y [ BJbis X2 - s, Xopux ] ds < O,
— Jo
where C does not depend on N. We aim to show the following result about the fluctuation.
Theorem 2.19. Suppose that (2.25) and (2.26) hold. Then as N — oo,
VN(ZY — a)iz0 = (Y)iso,
where Yy = f(f b(s, XS,[I,XS)dWS is a Gaussian martingale, and Xy solves the following DDODE:

t
X: = Xo +/ b(s, Xs, px,)ds, (2.30)
0

and Xo ~ v, is the common distribution of Xy ', and W is a one dimensional standard Brownian
motion.

Proof. By definition it is easy to see that
N . t
YN = VN(ZY —a)) =Y <XtNﬂ —/ bls, XN, Nd ) Z/ ANAQNNE - (2.31)
i=1 0
where
AN = pls, XN N /N,

For any stopping time 7 and § > 0, by Doob’s maximal inequality we have

E(sup YA, =V 2) 4NZE< / |A£V”‘|2ds> < 46136

t€(0,6]
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To prove the result, we consider an auxiliary process )?t, which satisfies (2.30) with starting point
Xo independent of X}. Clearly, we also have

sup | Xrpy — X;| < [[b]ocd.
t€(0,d]

Thus by Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), the law Py of (X., YY) yey in D(R2) is
tight. Without loss of generality, we assume that Py weakly converges to Po,. We show that P,
is a martingale solution of the following second order operator starting from v ® &g at time 0

Zof(w,y) =bls,x, 5] - Vaf (,y) + 5t0((0 @ )[s, 2, ps] - V3 f(2,9)).
For f € C(R??), we need to show that for w; = (x4, y;) € D(R?),

t
flw) = f(wo) ~ [ Zfw.)as
0
is a Po,-martingale. On one hand, let
& —{Zaz x)gi(y), hi,giECf(Rd),aiER,mEN}.

Since & is dense in CZ(R??), it suffices to consider f(z,y) = h(z)g(y), where h,g € CZ(R?). On
the other hand, since X solves ODE (2.29), we have

¢
h(X:) = h(Xo) +/ bls, Xs, pts] - VR(Xs)ds
0
Therefore, we only need to consider f(z,y) = g(y). By (2.31) and Itd’s formula, we have

t
g(VN) = 9(0) + / AN g(YN)ds + MY,
0

where MY =S [/ ( + AN — g(YSJX))d./\N/;N’i is a martingale, and
N — . — .
ANgly) =N>_ (g(y + AN —gly) — AY"- Vg(y)),
i=1
and

AN = p[s, XN uN]/N.
Below, for simplicity of notations, we write
By(w,y) = (b@b)(s,2,y), Fg(y) = $tr(Bs[Xs, ] - V2g(v)).
By Theorem 6.4, it suffices to show
T
lim E/ ’E,;afsNg(Y;N) —E,;zfsg(YSN)‘ds —0.
N—o00 0

Observe that by Taylor’s expansion,

LSt [0 [ i o)

Let
1

N
A9y) = 55 2t (BolX sl - V2g(y)) = tr(Bsluxy, ms] - V().

Then
AN g(y) — degly) = 7N g(y) — 7N g(y) + AN g(y) — Aeg(y)

S
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By Theorem 2.18, it is easy to see that

sup B[N g — o Ng|% < C/N.
s€[0,T]

Moreover, since px: = fis, by (2.28), we also have

t 2 .
B [ () - eta())as| <t [ [Ba¥a(vY) - Eetg(v2) s
0 0

t [ _ 5
= [ (i) - BBIRud) 002
t t N 9 C
2
< §||V g”oo/ E ‘BS[NXQUMS] — EBS[X57MS] ds < N
0
Hence,
t ~ 2 C
E / (LNf— L) (X, YV )ds| < e
0
Thus, by Theorem 6.4 in appendix, we get Pog € M{#*(£) and conclude the proof. O

Remark 2.20. By the above theorem, one sees that (VN(ZY — alN)),ep0,r) weakly converges to a

Gaussian martingale with covariance matriz fg(b ® b)(s, Xs, ps)ds.

3. CoMPOUND POISSON APPROXIMATION FOR SDESs

The main objective of this section is to introduce a unified compound Poisson approximation for
SDEs driven by either Brownian motions or a-stable processes. This is accomplished by selecting
different scaling parameters. We establish the convergence of the approximation SDEs under rel-
atively mild assumptions, as demonstrated in Theorem 3.16. Furthermore, under more restrictive
assumptions, we derive the convergence rate in Theorem 3.19. Additionally, we obtain the con-
vergence of the invariant measures under dissipativity assumptions, as presented in Theorem 3.17.
The convergence of the generators plays a pivotal role in our proofs. In essence, our results can be
interpreted as a form of nonlinear central limit theorem. In the subsequent section, we will apply
this framework to address nonlinear partial differential equations (PDEs), with a specific focus on
the 2D-Navier-Stokes equations on the torus.

Let (&,)nen be a sequence of i.i.d. R%valued symmetric random variables with common distri-
bution v € P(R?). Let & = 0. For € > 0, we define a compound Poisson process H® by

Hf = ) &, t20, (3.1)
n<NE

where NF is the Poisson process with intensity 1/¢ (see (2.1)). Let H® be the associated Poisson
random measure, i.e., for t > 0 and E € Z(RY),

HE([0,8), B) =) 1p(AHD) = Y 1), (3.2)
s<t n<NF

where AHS := HS — HE_. More precisely, for a function f(s,z): Ry x R? — R,

/0 F(s, 2/HE(ds, d2) == 3 (s, AHE) L ganemry = 3 F(S5,£0), (3.3)

s<t n<NE

where 5S¢ = ¢85, is the n-th jump time of Nf. Note that the compensated measure of H¢ is given
by dtv(dz)/e. We also write

HE([0,t], E) := H([0,t], E) — tv(E) /e,
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which is called the compensated Poisson random measure of H*®.

Fix a > 0. We make the following assumptions for the probability measure v above:

(HY) v is symmetric, i.e., v(—dz) = v(dz). If a > 2, we suppose that

v(|z|*) = /]Rd |z|v(dz) < 0.

If a € (0,2), we suppose that

AYT /|z<A |z)*v(dz) + A* /|Z|>)\ u(dz)] < 00, (3.4)

and there is a Lévy measure vy and constants 8y € [0,1], 51,c1,c2 > 0 such that for any
measurable function G : R — R satisfying

sup
A>1

G(2)| < erll2]? A1), |G(2) = G()| < erllz = 2| AL, (3.5)
it holds that
G(2)ve(dz) — G(2)ro(dz)| < ere0e™, Ve € (0,1), (3.6)
where
ve(dz) := v(dz/et/ ) Je. (3.7)

Remark 3.1. If By =0 in (3.5), then (3.6) means that
/ (1212 A1) |ve — ol (dz) < creae™,
R4

where |ve — vo|(dz) stands for the total variation measure. Examples 1 and 2 below correspond to
Bo =0 and p; = % — 1. For By > 0, condition (3.6) is used in Example 3 below.

In the following we provide several examples for o € (0,2) to illustrate the above assumptions.

Example 1. Let v(dz) = colenps(2)|2]74"*dz with o € (0,2), where C is a cone with vertex 0
and cp is a normalized constant so that v(R?) = 1. It is easy to see that (HS) holds with vy(dz) =
cole(z)|z|747*dz and By = 0, B1 = 2 — 1. In this case (v — 1)(dz) = colenp , . (»)|2] 747 *dz. In
particular, if C = R?, then up to a constant, v is just the Lévy measure of a rotationally invariant
and symmetric a-stable process.

1/a

Example 2. Let v(dz) = ¢ Zle 1. >1 271 *d2zid0p0y(dz) with o € (0,2), where ¢ is a
constant so that ¥(R?) = 1 and 2} denotes the remaining variables except z;. It is easy to see that
(H%) holds with vy(dz) = ¢ Zle |2i| 717 *dz;0401(d2}) and By = 0, /1 = 2 — 1. In this case, vy is
a cylindrical Lévy measure.

Example 3. Let v(dz) = ¢ ZkeZ\{O} |k| =176, (d2) with o € (0,2), where ¢p is a constant so
that v(R) = 1. First of all it is easy to see that (3.4) holds. We now verify that (3.6) holds for
vo(dz) = colz| 17 *dz and By € (0,1] and 1 < (1 — §)Bo. Note that

JRCCIATERT S Lt Py L

T+a 0 T+o
ooy I & 2l

where z. = sgn(z)[|zle~=]ea, and [a] denotes the integer part of a real number a > 0. Here we
have used the convention 9 = 0. Thus,
/<2ea

/G Jve(dz) — /G Yvo(dz)

G(z:) G(z)

|Z5|1+a |Z|1+oc

CO
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1 1
+/ |G(z)|‘—dz
EE [P RN TR

G(z) - GG
o f a

z|>25é |Z|1+a
=11 + 1>+ I3.
For I, by (3.5) we clearly have
I, < / (| ‘17a + |Z|2 )d < 2 3
10 . Lz z 5 ceEx .
sl<2ed N |2| e

Since |z. — 2| < &=, we have for |z| > 2,

|21/2 < 2| < 2[l,

and
1
1 _ 1 < E° ’
[z iTe  Jp[ire | |zpte
Hence,
creat, ae(1,2),
1 ‘Z|2 A1l 1
I < ciee . Wdzﬁ cre |logel, a=1,
|z|>2e |2] )
cie«, a € (0,1).

For I3, noting that by (3.5),
|G(2) — G(2)| < ea(|2|* A1)t =200,

we have

13 < 615(1_%)B0 / |Z| A 1dz < Clg(l_%)50| 10g€|
~ 1 1+a ~

|z|>2e« |Z‘
Combining the above calculations, we obtain (3.6) for any 8y € (0,1] and 31 < (1 — §)Bo.

Remark 3.2. For the above examples, one sees that for o € (0,2),

/ |2|*v(dz) = oo, / |2)Pv(dz) < 00, B €[0,a).
R Rd
The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 3.3. Under (HY), for a € (0,2) and 8 € [0, «), we have

sup )\“_2/ |22ve (d2) —l—)\a_ﬂ/ 12|Pv.(dz) | < oo,
A>1,e€(0,1] [z|<A [z|>A

where v.(dz) := v(dz/e"/ ) Je.
Proof. First of all, by (HY) we have

e}

o0
12|Pu(dz) = / 121Pu(d) < 2<k+1>w/ V(d2)
/z>)\ kZ:o 28 A |z| <2 +1 N kZ:o 2|z <28+ A
< 2B NBgTRe e NPT
k=0

The desired estimate follows by the change of variables.
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Now, we introduce a general approximating scheme for SDEs driven by either Brownian motions
or a-stable processes. Let o.(t,7,2) : Ry x R x R — R? and b.(t,7) : Ry x R? — RY, where
€ (0,1], be two families of Borel measurable functions. Suppose that

oc(t,z,—2) = —0.(t, z, 2).
Note that the above assumption implies that
oe(t,z,0) = 0.

Consider the following SDE driven by compound Poisson process H*®:

t
X5=X5+// (UE(S,X;;,Z)+b5(s,X§,))Hf(ds,dz)
0 Rd

t t
:XS—I—/ / O'E(S,ng,z)/HE(dS,dZ)—l-/ be(s, X5 )ANT (3.9)
0 R4 0
X5+ (Jg(s, X2 AHE) +bo(s, X;)AN;).
s<t

Note that HS and N¢ jump simultaneously, that is, AHZ # 0 if and only if AN? = 1. In particular,
X;— X;_ =o0.(t, X;_, AH;) + b(t, X;_)ANT.

Moreover, by the symmetry of v and o.(t,z, —2) = —o.(t, z, 2),

/ o:(s,X:_, 2)v(dz) =0, (3.10)
Rd

we thus can write SDE (3.9) as the following form:

X =X§5+ / bo(s, X5)d / / oe(s, X, )—‘y—bE(S,X:_))ﬁE(dS,dZ), (3.11)
Rd
where the last term is the stochastic integral with respect to the compensated Poisson random
measure H°, which is a local cadlag martingale.

Without any conditions on o and b, SDE (3.9) is always solvable since there are only finite terms
in the summation of (3.9) and it can be solved recursively. In fact, we have the following explicit
construction for the solution of SDE (3.9).

Lemma 3.4. Let 'y = X§. Forn=0,1,2,---, we define I', recursively by
L6 =15 +0:(55 1,15, Envr) + 0. (55,1, T5),
where S¢ = €S,,. Then (I'S)nen is a Markov chain, and for any t > 0,
X; =T
Proof. Tt is direct by definitions (3.9) and (3.3). O

Based on the above lemma, we have the following algorithm.

Generate N-i.i.d. random variables (T,,) ~ Exp(1) and (§,) ~ v
Forn=0to N -1

Snt1=5n+exTopy; Iy = T3 4+ 0e(S540, T, Gnga) + 0205514, T7).
(5) For given t > 0, let N :=max{n : S} <t} and output Xj = T'{,y-

(1)
(2) Initialize S§ = 0 and Ty = X§. Let v € P(R?) satisfy (HS).
(3)
(4)

The following simple lemma provides a tail probability estimate for AF, which informs us on
how to choose the value of IV in practice.
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Lemma 3.5. For any n € N, we have
PN > (e Lt —l—n)\ e ",
Proof. By Chebyschev’s inequality we have

— (e—1) €
P(M€>@+n)<e* slf ]ENt*en,

O

Remark 3.6. The sequence (I'%),>0 forms a Markov chain with a state space of R?.  These
lemmas provide us with a practical method for simulating X; using a computer. It is important
to note that approximating a diffusion process with a Markov chain is a well-established topic, as
discussed in [38, Chapter 11.2]. Therein, the focus is on the time-homogeneous case, and piecewise
linear interpolation is used for approximation. In our approach, we embed the Markov chain into
a continuous process using a Poisson process. It is crucial to highlight that 'S, is not independent
of Nf due to the time-inhomogeneous nature of o and b. Our computations heavily rely on the
calculus of stochastic integrals with jumps.

Note that for a bounded measurable function f : R? — R,

F(XE) — =Y (X5 - F(XE)
s<t
=Y (F(Xi +o0o(s, X, AHS) + (s, X5)ANY) — f(XE))
s<t

t
Qﬁ/ [ (PO + el X 2) + bl X)) — (X)) HE(ds, d2)

:/t f(X5 +0e(s, X5, 2) + be (s, XT)) — f(XF)
Rd 9

v(dz)ds + M, (3.12)
where M; is a martingale defined by

- /t /d (f(Xj_ +o0e(s, XS, 2) + bg(s,XSE_)) — f(XSE_)) ﬁs(ds,dz).
This is just the It6 f()ornﬂfula of jump processes. In particular,

Ef(XF) - Ef(Xo) = (/":?EU'Xf) )

where the infinitesimal generator ZS(E) of Markov process (X7 )0 is given by

gs(e)f(x) — 9 f(x + 0'5(*97337 Z) ;‘ be(5a$>) - f(x) u(dz) _. Agg)f(l’) + Bga)f(l')
i D) f(z + 0.(s,2,2)) — D f ()
AP f(x) = : - ’s’ i v(dz)
Rd
and
(E) xXr) — X
B (@) = IO IO 50 0y i ot b, ). (3.13)

By convention we have used that
DO f(a+y) = f(z +y+be(s,2)). (3.14)
Note that by the symmetry of v and o(t,x, —2) = —o (¢, z, 2),

D f(x + 0c(s,2,2)) + D f(& — oc(s, 2, 2)) — D f(x)
R4 2E

A9 f (@) =

v(dz). (3.15)
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The concrete choices of 0. (depending on «) and b, will be given in the following subsection.

3.1. Weak convergence of approximating SDEs. In this section, our aim is to construct
appropriate functions o, and b. such that the law of the approximating SDE converges to the law
of the classical SDE driven by a-stable processes or Brownian motions. The key aspect of our
construction lies in demonstrating the convergence of the generators. It is important to note that
the drift term is assumed to satisfy dissipativity conditions and can exhibit polynomial growth.
Let
c:Ry xR xR -5 R b:Ry x RT —» R?
be two Borel measurable functions. We make the following assumptions on ¢ and b:
(HY) o(t,z,z) and b(t,z) are locally bounded and continuous in z, and for some g, k1 > 0,
0'(15737, —Z) = —O'(t,l', 2)7 |0’(t71‘, Z)| < (KO + H1|$|)|Z‘, (316)
and for the same [y as in (3.5),
lo(t, @, 2) —o(t,z,2)| < (ko + w1]z|)(|2 — 2'| A1)P0, (3.17)
and for some m > 1, ko, K3, k4 = 0 and k5 < 0,
b(t, )| < (Ka(1+ |2])™, (2,b(t,z)) < K3 + Ka|x|?> 4+ K5|a|™ T (3.18)
We introduce the coeflicients of the approximating SDE (3.9) by
€b(t,$) \/go—(taxaz)a oz 27
bg(t,x) = —1io ag(t,x,z) = 1
14 Velb(t, z)|t = o(t,z,e=z), «a€(0,2).
Remark 3.7. The purpose of introducing the function b. is to ensure the dissipativity of the
approzimating SDEs, as demonstrated in Lemma 3.11 below. On the other hand, the introduction
of o with different scaling parameters for different values of « is aimed at ensuring the convergence
of the gemerators, as shown in Lemma 3.9 below. It is worth noting that the drift term b can

exhibit polynomial growth, and in the case of linear growth (i.e., m = 1), one can simply choose
be(t,z) = eb(t,x). Furthermore, by the definition of b, it is evident that

(3.19)

[be(¢,2)] < (elb(t,2)]) A (VEI(E, )| ). (3.20)
In the next lemma we shall show that as ¢ — 0, ,iﬂs(g)f(m) converges to Zg(o)f(a:) with
L0 f(x) = AL () + bs, x) - Vf(2), (3.21)
where
1
—tr </ o(s,x,2) ®o(s,z,z)v(dz) - VQf(x)> , o> 2,
AOf(g) = { 2 \Ee
s flx+o(s,z,2)) + fx —o(s,x,2)) — 2f(x)

, 5 v(dz), «a€(0,2).
R

This observation suggests that X¢ is expected to weakly converge to a solution of the following
SDE:

dXt = 0'1(,2) (t, Xt)th + b(t, Xt)dt, oz 2,
_ (3.22)
dx; :/ o(t, Xi—, z)H(dt,dz) + b(t, X;)dt, o € (0,2),
Rd

where W; is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and

2

e @t 7) = (/Rdo(t,x,z) ®U(t,x,z)u(dz)> ,
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(@)

and when « € (0, 2), for a d-dimensional symmetric Lévy process L; ’ with Lévy measure vy,

H([0,] x E) :=> 1g(AL t>0,FE e B(RY),
s<t
and
H([0,1] x E) := H([0,1] x E) — try(E), t >0, E € B(R?). (3.23)

Remark 3.8. Let a > 2 and v(dz) = d~! Zle v(dzi)dg0y(dz]), where v € P(R) satisfies
Jz |2|1°7(dz) < oo, and z; represents the remaining variables except for z;. Leto(t,x, z) = oo(t, x)z,
where oo(t,z) : Ry x RT = RY® R? is Borel measurable. In this case, we can take

o (t,x) = oo(t,2)\/v(]2]?) /d.
Let {e;,i=1,---,d} be the canonical basis of R?. Suppose that o(t,x,z) =/2d -z, b= 0 and

v(dz) = dz<el (dz) +0_, (dz))

Then Agf)f(x) _ Asf(x) — Z;i::L f(1+\/2d€ei)+féze;\/2d€ei)72f(z)

1s the standard discrete Laplacian.
The following lemma is crucial for taking limits.

Lemma 3.9. Under (HY ) and (Hf ), for any R > 0, there is a constant Cr > 0 such that for any
f € C3RY), and for all e € (0,1), s >0 and |z| < R,
(o

e —2)A1 2—a
29 f(z) — 20 )] < Cr (0()Laa + = flleg Lasa + 7 [ Flcglace).

where 1 is from (HS ). Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and k1 = 0 in (Hf ), then the constant
CRr can be independent of R > 0.

[atb@)—f@) o

€

Proof. Below we drop the time variable for simplicity. Recalling B¢) f(z) =
Taylor’s expansion and the definition (3.19), we have

B f(z) — b(z) - VI()] < [BE f(z) — e balz) - V()| + (e bu () — b(z)) - VF(2)
1 i X — i
be(a)] / V(@ + 9%(@) = VI 49 4 1e15, (2) - b(@) [V 1

€

Velb(a)~ i
1+ Ve[b(x)| '~
elb(@) P V2 f oo + VEIB@) 27 [V Flloo
CVe(1+ [b(@)*) IV fllcy- (3.24)
Next, by (3.14) and Taylor’s expansion again, we have

DO f(z 4 o.(z,2)) + DO f(x — 0.(x, 2)) — 2D f(z)

< e e (@) PV flloo +

Voo

<
<

=o.(x,2) - /01 [D(s)Vf(x +0o.(x,2)) — DOV f(z — o (x, z))} dé

1l
- / 9 / [tr((%@as)(x,z) D2 f(x+9'905(x,z)))}de’do. (3.25)
When « > 2, recalling o.(z, z) = veo(z, z), by (3.15) and (3.25) we have

A (@) = A0 f(@) = A (@) = 5 [ (o @ 0)(w.2) - VEF@)w(a)
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1 0 1
— /Rd/O 5/71 [tr((tf@(f)(x,z) (DEOVAf(x + 0'0Veo(a, 2)) *D(E)V"’f(:c)))]do’day(dz)
1

+ 7/ tr((c ®@o)(z, 2) - (DEV2f(x) — V2 f(z)))v(dz).
R4

2
Hence, recalling D¢ f(x) = f(z + b.(x)), by (3.16), we have for o = 2,
sup A f(2) = A f(2)] < Crole), (3.26)
and for av > 2,
4@ f(@) = AV ()] < Cr(e“F50(121%) + D) IV fllpomm. (3.27)

When a € (0,2), recalling o.(z, z) = o(z, e z) and by (3.15) and the change of variables, we have

DO f(w + o(x,2)) + D f(z — o, 2)) — 2DC) f(a)
R 2

A f(z) =

ve(dz), (3.28)
where

ve(dz) = v(dz/et/®) Je.
Hence, for f. := D) f — f, we have

‘Aga)f(x) -/ flx+o(r,2) + f(; —o(z,2)) - 2f(x)

i flx+o(z,2)+ f(; —o(@,2)) - 2f(x) (ve(dz) — Vo(dz))’

fe(x +o(z,2)) + fe(x = o(, 2)) = 2f-(x)

Re 2

vo(dz)

<

+

ve(dz)| =: I1(z) + I2(x).

For I (x)7 set
Go(e) = JE 0@ 2) /e —o(w2) ~2f(x)

2
Then by (3.25), we have

|Gaf (2)] < V2 flloo (K0 + a]a])?] 2],
and
|G f(2) = Go f ()] < 2|V flloslo(, 2) — o, 2)].
Thus by (3.17) and (3.6), we have

sup I (z) < Cgl|f[lcze™
jel<R

For Iy(z), noting that by (3.25),
Fe(w+ 0(@,2)) + ol = 0(2,2) = 2£-(@)] < 9 Fllo (i + ol ]2
and by (3.20),
[Fela+ 0(w,2) + folw = 0(2,2)) = 20-(0)] < 4e]| 9 o (),

we have

I(z) < ||V2f||oo(ffo+m|x|)2/  12Pre(dz) + 4e|| V £l oo b(2)] ot ve(d2).

z|<e2 z|>e2

Combining the above calculations and by (H%) and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

sup [A©f(z) = AQf(@)] < Crllfllez (e +'

lz|<R

which together with (3.24), (3.26) and (3.27) yields the desired estimate. If b is bounded and
k1 = 0, that is, |o(t, x, 2)| < Kolz|, from the above proof, one sees that Cg is independent of R. [J

[=3

%) < 20| fllgze™ ™M, (3.29)
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For 8 € R, we define
Us(z) == (1 + |2)?)%/2, e RY.
We need the following elementary Holder estimate about Usg.
Lemma 3.10. For any 3 € (0,2], there is a constant C' = C(83,d) > 0 such that for all z,y € RY,
Us( +y) + Us(z — y) — 2Us(x)| < Cly|”.
Proof. For 8 € (0,1], noting that
Us( +y) = Us()| < lg(z +y) — g(2)|”,
where g(z) := (1 + |z|?)*/2, and by |Vg(x)
Us(x +y) + Uz — y) — 2Up(2)| <
<

< 1, we immediately have

Us(a +y) — Us(@)| + |Up(a — y) — Us(a)|
g(z+y) — g(@)|” + |g(z —y) — g(x)|” < 2Jy°.
For 8 € (1,2], by Taylor’s expansion we have

Us(z +y) + Us(z — y) — 20s(z) =y - / (VUs(z + 0y) — VUs(x — 0y)]d6.

In view of VUs(z) = Bx(1 + ||2) 2, it suffices to show
8_ 8_ _

(1 + )27 —y(L+[y*)2 7Y < Cla — g/,
furthermore, for each i =1,--- ,d,
*|2)5 — %12y 2 — -
i (L Jail® + 2127 = gL+ yal® + 57 *) 27 < Cla —y77,
where z} stands for the remaining variables except x;. The above estimate can be derived as a
consequence of the following two estimates: for any a > 0,

B _ B _ B-1
z(a+J21*)2 7" —yla+y1*) 2 < (Gl —vl)

B—1 ’ x,yGR,

and
a1+ a® + [o) 57 —a(l+a® + |yP) 3 < 2o -y, wye R
Set 1 B—2 1 B—2
01() 1= ol T (@ + o)1, ga(@) i= 07T (14 a2 + [of?) 2D,
For 8 € (1,2], it is easy to see that
91(2)] < 355, [Vaga(2)| < 1.

Hence, for z -y > 0,

B_ B_ _ Bs—1
z(a+[2[) 27 —yla+ [y < oi (@) =1 ()P < (551w —yl)™

and for z -y < 0,
[a(a+1al) 37! —yla+ )27 < ol 4y <2l =y
and
a1+ +1al*) 27" —a(l+a® + [y*) 27 < lga(e) = g2(0)° " < =y
The proof is complete. O
We need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Under (3.18), for kg € R satisfying

ka+ K5 < kg ifm=1and kg <0 if m > 1, (3.30)
there are gg € (0,1) and Cy > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,e0) and (t,z) € [0,00) x R?,

e (2, be(t,2)) + [be(t, 2)|°] < Kglz|® + Ch. (3.31)
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Proof. By (3.19) and (3.18) we have
bt ) st el rale)

_1<1‘,b5(t,x)> < T
T Vb L yab )
When m =1, by |b.(¢,2)| < e]b(t, z)| and (3.18), we have

~1 o7 _ Kz + (K + hs)|z[?
[(z,be(t,2)) + [be(t,2)?] < T+ Ve

< (%\’E’ + 25n3)|x|2 st 2ek3.
In particular, for given kg > K4+ K5, if £ is small enough, then for some C; > 0 and all € € (0, &¢),
-1 [(x,bg(t,x» + \be(t,z)m < /@6|x\2 + C.

When m > 1, for any K > 1, thanks to x5 < 0, by Young’s inequality, there are constants
€0, Co(K) > 0 such that for all £ € (0,2¢),

ks |o|[m L < kg |z|m T
L+ Vet )t 1+ e(ka(L+ |af))mt
Hence, by |b-(t,2)|2 < e|b(t, )= < ex2(1+ |z])2,
[<£C,b5( ,x)) + |be (L, )| ] < kg + kylz? + Krs|z)® + Co + k3(1 + |z])?
< (Ka + 265 + Krs) |2 + O (K),
which implies (3.31) by x5 < 0 and choosing K large enough. O

+er3(1+ |z/)?

< Kli5|$|2 + C.

Now we show the following Lyapunov’s type estimate.

Lemma 3.12. Under (HY) and (HY), for any 8 € (0,«) and k¢ € R satisfying (3.30), there are
constants g9 € (0,1), Co = Co(B) > 0, C; = C1(B,v) > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for all € € (0,eq),
s>0andzx € Rd,

fs(E)Uﬁ( ) (Coli6+01(l€1 ]]-,36(0 2) +I‘&1 ]].ﬁ>2))Uﬁ( ) +CQ. (332)

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the above estimate for |z| being large. We divide the proofs into three
steps. For the sake of simplicity, we drop the time variable.
(Step 1). Note that
VUs(z) = frUp2(z),
and
V2Us(x) = BUs ()1 + B(8 — 2)Us_4(x)(z ® 2). (3.33)
y (3.13) and (3.31), we have

BOU(z) = —1/ (b (&), VUs( + 0b. (2)))d0
*15/ 2) + 0lb. ()2 Us_a(x + 0b.(x))d8

[ﬁ6|x|2 +01}/0 Us_a(x + 0b.(x))do.

We have the following estimate: there is an g9 > 0 such that for any 6 € (0,1) and ¢ € (0, &),
(1+|z|*)/2 <1+ |z + 0b(2)> < 21 + |z|?). (3.34)
In fact, noting that by (3.20) and (3.18),

be()] < VElb(a)| ™ < Vara(l+ 2], (3.35)
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for € < g¢ with ¢y small enough, we have

Lt o+ 06 (2)]* < 1+ (Jof + [be()]) < 1+ (Jof + vera (L + [2))? < 21+ |2?),
and for |z| > 1,

L+ |2+ 0be(2)]* > 1+ (J2] = [b(2)])* 2 1+ (Jo] = Vera(1+]a]))® > (1 + [2]?)/2,

and for |z| < 1
L4z 4+0b(x)> > 1= 1+ |z*)/2.
Hence, we have (3.34). Thus, for 8 € (0, ),

Brglz|? (1 )g (H‘ml )7_1 kg > 0,8 <2
BOUs(x) < o (157 )7_1+01( (L+1af?)* B ke <0,8>2,
Brslo? (21 + |212)) * ™1+ €1 (21 + Jaf ))5 ' ke >0,8>2,
Bre|z|? (2(1 + || ))g_l +C4 (H‘zl )7_1, ke < 0,8 <2
which implies by Young’s inequality that for some Cy = Cy(5) > 0
BEUs(z) < CorgUs(x) + C. (3.36)

(Step 2). In the remaining steps we treat A®)Ug(z). First of all, we consider the case of a > 2
and 8 € [2,a]. By (3.15), (3.25) and o.(z, z) = /eo(z, z), we have

AB U, () /R/ / tr((0 ® 0)(x, 2) - DEOV2Us(x + 00" Veo (x, 2)))d0’ dr(dz).
Since 8 > 2, by (3.33) and (3.35), we have for ¢ < 1/12,
AU (2)] < /R o) /0 o / Usali+ 00/ (2. 2) + be(a)) A0 a0 (d:)

S [ o 2P+ + lofe, )2 + (o) (a)
S [ (o@aP 0+ el ) + oo 2) o)

By (3.16) and (H2), we further have

AT S [ (0-+ ralal) 1+l + (0 + sl |21 ()
S aflel) [ (e + 270 £ RUs@) + .

(Step 3). Next we consider the case of f € (0,2). Let k; be the same as in (3.16) and write
~ = (4k1)"'e~7na. By (3.15) we have
AUy () = J1(2) + a(@),

where

= | DOUs(r + 0(2,2)) + DOUy(x = 0c(a,2)) = 2DOUp(w)

2e

and

._ DEOUs(x + 0o(, 2)) + DOU (2 — oo(, 2)) — 2D(6)Uﬁ(x)y ;
() = /| N o (dz).
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For Jy(x) (3.25) and (3.33), we have

1 1 1
—/ / 0| tr((o.®0.)(x,2), DOVUs(x + 00 0.(x,2)))do' dIv(d2)
2¢ Jizj<vJo  Jo1

1
25/||<w/ / Bloe(x, 2)[PUs—a(x + 00'0(z, 2) + bo(z))do'dov(dz),

where we have used that for 3 € (0,2),

B(B = 2)l{o(x, 2), y)|*Us-4(y) < 0.

For £y small enough, and for |z| < v = (4k1) le"2ra, e € (0,¢0) and 0 € (0,1),0 € (—1,1),
|z + 0002 (x, 2) + be(2)] 2 2] — |o=(x, 2)| — [be ()]
(3.16) .
z  |z| = (ko + malz|)e2r= 2] — [be(z)]|
(3.35) )
> o] = (ko + ko)) (4k1) 7 — Vera(1+ |z))
> Jel/2~ Cs.

Thus for |z| > 4C3, by (HS),

B

2 B=2
J1(x)</||< W(l—}-“%—Cﬂz) ’ v(dz)
z[<y

B(ko + k1|z|)2ezra |22 [ o2\ 22
</|\|< 26 (%) V(dZ)
z| <y

B(ko + k1lz|)2emra [ ,2\ 220 4.
S 9% (%) 7B L O RNl + O

For Jy(x), since 5 € (0,2), by Lemma 3.10, (HY) and Lemma 3.3, we directly have

(@) < /| _loeta 2= )

< (Ko + fﬁlxl)ﬁf%gm_l/ 2|7 v(dz)
[2| >

< (ko + R1|z|)65ﬁ_175*2m‘ < C1R2Yz|P 4 Oy,
Hence, for |z| > 4Cs,

AP Us(x) < CLEPUp(x) + Co. (3.37)

The proof is complete. O

Remark 3.13. From the above proofs, one sees that if |o(t, z, z)]

LEUs(z) < CorgUs(x) + Ca,

< Kolz|, then for any B € (0,a),

where kg is given in (3.30).

As an easy corollary, we have

Corollary 3.14. Under (HS) and (HY ), for any 8 € (0,«) and T > 0, it holds that for some
C1 > 0 depending on T,

sup ]E( sup XﬂB) < C1(1 +E|[Xo]?), (3.38)
€€(0,1) t€[0,T]

35
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and for some Cy > 0 independent of ¢ € (0,1) and t > 0,
]EU,B(XE) < eK7t]EUﬂ(X0) + 02(en7t — 1)/%7,
where k7 := Coke + C1 (K" *Lge(0,2) + K1 P1552) € R (see Lemma 3.12).

Proof. By It6’s formula and Lemma 3.12, we have

t
e " U(X7) = Us(Xo) + /O e (LU — k7Up)(X5)ds + M

t
< Up(Xo) + C’g/ e ""°ds + My,
0

where M; is a local martingale given by

ME = // ms X _+o(s, XS ,)+b5(s,X§_)) Us(X¢ ))%a(ds dz).
R

(3.39)

(3.40)

By applying stochastic Gronwall’s lemma (see [41, Lemma 3.7]) and utilizing the fact that § can
be chosen arbitrarily in the interval (0, ), we obtain equation (3.38). Moreover, for R > 0, define

Tpi=inf {t > 0:|X[| > R}.
By the optimal stopping theorem and taking expectations for (3.40), we also have
—K7tATH 5 —K7tATE
]E(e . RUB(XMTE)> < EUs(Xo) + Co(1 — Be ™) /iy
Letting R — oo and by Fatou’s lemma, we obtain (3.39).
For given T > 0, let Jr be the set of all stopping times bounded by T

Lemma 3.15. For any T,~v > 0, it holds that

lim sup sup P(|X; — X:| >~) =0.
620 2€(0,1) Tne T, m<N<T+S

Proof. Let 7,m € I with 7 <n <74 4. For any R > 0, define
Cre=inf{t>0:|X;| > R}, TR:=CrAT, nr:=CrA.
We prove the limit for « € (0,2). For « = 2, it is easier. By (3.9), we can write

R nr
X, — X5, —/ be(s, X5_)ANE + / /< , 0e(s, X, 2)H (ds, dz)
TR TR g

a

MR
/ / L 0e(s, X5, 2)H (ds,dz) =: ) + Iz + I3.
TR /| |>573

For I, by (3.20) and (3.18), we have

nr R
E|L| < ¢E (/ |b(s, X5 )|d./\/"5) (/ b(s,Xj)ds) < Cgo.

For Iy, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have

/‘FZR/||<E s ,z)ﬁs(ds,dz) 2
=E </TZR/|Z|<E—<£ |a€(s,X§,z)|2V(dz)d(:)>
_E (/TZR/|Z|<1 |a(s,X§,z)|2ue(dz)ds>

E|L|* =
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(3.8)
< (ko + K1 R)? (/ |22V€(dz)> 6 < CRé.
lz<1

Fix B € (0,a A 1). For I3, by | >, a;|? <3, a we have

E|L | <E ( / :/Zl%i |as<s,X:,z>|ﬁHf<ds,dz>>
- ( [ et >|ﬁu<dz>d(z)>
_E (/TZR/||>1 5 X2, )|/3y5(dz)ds>

(3.8)
< (k0 + F1 )P (/ |z|ﬁue(dz)>5 o
[z|>1

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.38)

B(IX5 — X2 > ) < B( T)

> v Cr>T)+P(r <
3
Z (61> 3 +P< sup |X7| > R)
t€[0,T)
< gmm +E)EILP + (2)°E|L)° + &
< CrA6+C/RP,

which converges to zero by firstly letting § — 0 and then R — oc. O
Let Q. be the law of (X[ );>0 in D. Now we can show the following main result of this section.

Theorem 3.16. Let . € P(R?) be the law of X§. Suppose that (HS) and (HY ) hold, and p.
weakly converges to pg as € | 0, and there is a unique martingale solution Q associated with £
starting from po at time 0. Then Q. weakly converges to Q as € | 0. Moreover, if a > 2, then Qg
concentrates on the space of all continuous functions.

Proof. By Lemma 3.15 and Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), (Q:).¢(0,1) is tight in
P(D). Let Py be any accumulation point. By Lemma 3.9 and Theorem 6.4 in appendix, one has
Qo € M}° (£©). By the uniqueness, we have Qy = Q and Q. weakly converges to Q as ¢ — 0. If
« > 2, then by Proposition 6.3, Q concentrates on the space of all continuous functions. O

3.2. Convergence of invariant measures. In this section we show the following convergence of
invariant measures under dissipativity assumptions.

Theorem 3.17. Suppose that b and o do not depend on the time variable. Under (HS ) and (HY ),
if for some B € (0,a),
k7(B) := Corkg + C1(K7 “Lge(o,2) + K1 1pz2) <0,

where the above constants appear in Lemma 3.12, then for each € € (0,1), there is an invariant
probability measure . associated with the semigroup Pff(x) := Ef(XE(z)), where X (x) is the
unique solution of SDE (3.9) starting from X§ = x. Moreover, (tie)ce(0,1) C P(R?) is tight and
any accumulation point pg is o stationary distribution of SDE (3.22).

Proof. Let 8 € (0,«). If k7(8) <0, then by (3.39), it is easy to see that

1 (T
Sup sup — E|XF|Pdt < oo. (3.41)
e =11 Jy
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For € € (0,1) and T > 1, we define a probability measure over R? by

T

By (3.41), one sees that (pe,7)r>1 is tight. Let ue be any accumulation point of (e 7)r>1. By the
classical Krylov-Bogoliubov argument (cf. [10, Section 3.1]), one can verify that . is an invariant
probability measure associated with the semigroup (Pf):>0, and by (3.41),

sup / |2]P e (d) < 0.
e€(0,1) JRA

1 T
per(A) == —/ P{X{ € A}dt, Ac BR?).
0

From this, by Prohorov’s theorem we derive that (pc)-¢(0,1) is tight. Let po be any accumulation
point of (ie).e(0,1) and for subsequence ¢ | 0, ., weakly converges to pg as k — co. Let X5k
have the distribution p., and X;* be the unique solution of SDE (3.9). Since ., € P(R?) is an
invariant probability measure of SDE (3.9), we have for each t > 0 and f € Cy(R?),

pe, (f) = Ef(XE").
By Theorem 3.16 and taking weak limits, we obtain
po(f) =Ef(w,), >0,

where Q is a martingale solution of SDE (3.22) with initial distribution pg. In other words, pg is
a stationary distribution of Q. d

Remark 3.18. If SDE (3.22) has a unique stationary distribution p (or invariant probability
measure), then p. = pu ase | 0.

Example. Let o € (0,2] and consider the following SDE
dX, = o(X)dL{Y + b(X,)dt, Xo = =, (3.42)

where for « € (0, 2), Lia) is a standard rotationally invariant and symmetric a-stable process, and
for a = 2, LEZ) is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, ¢ : R? - R? @ R? and b : R? — R?
are two locally Lipschitz continuous functions. Suppose that for some k1 > kg > 0,

rol€l* < lo(@)é* < mail€f,
and for some m > 1 and ko, k3, k4 > 0 and k5 < 0 (with k4 + k5 < 0 in the case of m = 1),
[b(x)] < (R2(1+ |2])™, (2,b(x)) < w3 + walz]? + rslz[™ T

It is well-known that SDE (3.42) has a unique invariant probability measure u (see [42]). If we
consider the approximating SDE (3.9) with o. and b. being defined by (3.19), then SDE (3.9)
admits an invariant probability measure p., and by Theorem 3.17,

pe = i, €1 0.

3.3. Rate of weak convergence. Now we aim to show the rate of weak convergence as done
for ODE (see Theorem 2.1). However, in this case, we will utilize the regularity estimate for the
associated parabolic equation. To achieve this, we will require the following stronger assumptions:

(H') Suppose that for some x; > 0 and all 0 # z € R9,
1blloe + IV0lloo + [lo (-, 2)/|2[lloc + V20l + V2o (-, 2)/|2]llo0 < 51,
and for any ¢ € C and ¢ > 0, the following parabolic equation admits a solution u,
Osu+ ZO0u=0, s €0,t), ut,r) = p(a),
with regularity estimate that for some v > 2 and § < 1,
(s, Moo < llelloos Nuls, oy <O =) Nellcy, s €[0,1). (3.43)
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We can show

Theorem 3.19. Under (H2) and (H'), for any ¢ € C}(R?) and T > 0, there is a constant C > 0
such that for allt € [0,T] and € € (0,1),

(a=2)A —a
[Ep(X7) ~ Ep(X)| < €= Laca + £ 7" Laca )l (3.44)
where By is from (HE) and v is from (H').

Proof. Fix ¢t > 0. Under (H'), by It&’s formula, we have

t
E(X2) = Bu(t, X2) = Eu(0, Xo) + E / (Oou+ L) (s, X5)ds
0

and
Ep(X:) = Eu(t, X;) = Eu(0, Xo).
Hence, by Lemma 3.15,

t t
mwxn—ﬁﬂxnh{E/Lz@u—z?mxaxam=</|z&m@»—z?m@nwm
0 0

t
(a—2)A1 2
5/o (= () lop Lacen) + 7 u(s)llcLacs ) s

t
5 (E( 22) : ﬂaG(%’Y] + 62_Ta/\ﬁl]loz<2) / (t - S)_Bds,
0
which yields the desired estimate by 5 < 1. O

Remark 3.20. FEstimate (3.43) is the classical Schauder estimate, which is well-studied in the
literature of partial differential equations (PDEs), particularly for the case of continuous diffusion
with a = 2. In the case of o € (1,2), the estimate can be found in [17]. Here, we provide a brief
proof specifically for the additive noise case. We consider the following forward PDE:

ou=A*u+b-Vu, u(0)=¢p, ac(1,2.
Let P, be the semigroup associated with A®/?, that is,
Pip(z) =Ep(x + Lﬁ"‘)).

By Duhamel’s formula, we have
¢
u(t,x) = Pyp(x) —|—/ Pi_s(b-Vu)(s,z)ds.
0
It is well-known that by the gradient estimate of heat kernels, for 5,v > 0 (see [7] [17]),

_B
IPigllepen < CE 5l >0,

Hence, for f € (2 —a,1] and v € (2,a + B),

—1

t
_a=1 B=v
lu()llcy St H<PHC,3+/O (t—5)"% [Ib(s) - Vu(s) ]| pds

B—~

= [[o(s)ll g llu(s)ll prrds.

t
_ -1
Staumq+/u—@
0

By Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra’s type, we obtain that for any v € (2, + B),

Y
[u@llcy St llellcy-

In this case we have the weak convergence rate (3.44) for Holder drift b.
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4. CoMPOUND POISSON APPROXIMATION FOR 2D-NSEs

In this section, we develop a discrete compound Poisson approximation for the 2D Navier-
Stokes or Euler equations on the torus. We shall show the optimal rate of convergence for this
approximation. Our scheme heavily relies on the stochastic Lagrangian particle representation of
the NSEs, which has been previously studied in works such as [30], [8], and [43].

4.1. Diffeomorphism flow of SDEs driven by compound Poisson processes. In this sub-
section we show the diffeomorphism flow property of SDEs driven by compound Poisson processes
and the connection with difference equations. More precisely, fix € € (0,1) and let X, ((z) solve
the following SDE:

Xei(z) =2+ /St /]R'i (be(r, Xsr(x)) + \/gz)HE(dr, dz), t>s2>0,

where b, : Ry x R? — R? is a bounded continuous function, and H¢ is defined as in (3.2). By the
definition, we can rephrase the above SDE as follows:

Xoo@) =2+ Y (0e(r, X (@) + VEAH, ) Lanzm

re(s,t]
¢
=t [ b X ()N + VECHE — D), (4.1)
where NE is defined by (2.1) and Hf is defined by (3.1). For given T' > 0, bounded continuous
functions ¢ : R — R and f: R, x R? — R, define

T
u(s,) == BplXair(@) + [ Ef(r X (@)dr, s € 0,7],
Since s — NE is stochastically continuous and b, is bi-continuous, by (4.1) and the dominated
convergence theorem, it is easy to see that
(s,x) + u(s, ) is bi-continuous on [0, 7] x R<. (4.2)

The following lemma states that u solves the backward Kolmogorov equation. Although the
proof is standard, we provide a detailed proof for the convenience of the readers.

Lemma 4.1. For each x € R, the function s — u(s,x) is continuous differentiable, and
dsu(s, ) + LOu(s,x) + f(s,x) =0, s€0,T], (4.3)

where

LEp(x) = / ple+ Vez +be(s,7) = ¢(z) v(dz)

Rd 9
Proof. Fix s,h € [0,T] with s + h < T. Note that by the flow property of X, ,(z),

Xor(®) = Xopn1 o X syn(x)

This follows directly from the unique solvability of SDE (4.1). Since Xsip,7(-) and X o45(-) are
independent, by definition we have
T

s+h
u(s, ) = Ep(Xopn1 0 Xs s1n(z)) + / Ef(r, Xetnr o X stn(z))dr + / Ef(r, X5 (x))dr

s+h
T

s+h
=E [EW(Xs+h,T(y)) + / Ef(r, Xs+h,r(y))d7;| + / Ef(r, Xsr(z))dr

h
+ y:XS,s-%—h(x)

s+h
=Eu(s + h, X5 s1n(x)) + / Ef(r, Xs,(x))dr.
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Applying 1td’s formula to u(s + h, ), we have

s+h
Eu(s + h, X5 s1n(x)) = u(s+ h,x) + / EZLEu(s + h, X, ,(x))dr.

Hence,
u(s+ h,z) — u(s,x) 1 [sth )
- == (Ez uls + h, Xs 0 (2)) + Ef(r, Xs,,(x)))dr.
By the dominated convergence theorem and (4.2), it is easy to see that

OFu(s, @) + Lu(s, ) + f(s,2) =0,

where 9 (resp. 9;) stands for the right (resp. left) hand derivative. Similarly, we can show
o7 u(s,z) + L u(s,z) + f(s,z) = 0.
Since (s,z) — fs(g)u(s, x) + f(s,z) is continuous, we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.2. The continuity of b. and f in time variable t can be dropped by smooth approxima-
tion. In this case, (4.3) holds only for Lebesgue almost all s € [0,T].

Next, we investigate the C'-diffeomorphism property of the mapping = + X (z). To ensure
the homeomorphism property of this mapping, we need to impose a condition on the gradient of
be (s, x). More specifically, we assume that the gradient of b.(s,x) is not too large.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (s,x) — Vb.(s,z) is continuous and for some k > 0,
|Vibe(s,z)| < ke < 1, divb. = 0. (4.4)

Then there is an g9 € (0,1) such that for all € € (0,e0), {Xs.4(2),7 € Ri}ocs<s forms a C*-
diffeomorphism flow and for some constant C' = C(d) > 0,

Edet(VXs (7)) + Edet(VXs (7)) < oCr¥e(t—s)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume s = 0 and write X; := Xo(z). Let J; := VX,. By
(4.1) we clearly have

t
Jt:]I+/ Vb (s, Xo_)Jo_dN=,
0

and by It6’s formula,

det(Jy) =1+ /t [det((ﬂ Vb (s, Xo)) o) — det(Js_)]dAf
0

1+ /t [det(ﬁ Vb (s, X)) — 1} det(J,_ AN (4.5)
0

Note that for a matrix B = (b;;) with |b;;| < £ (see [45, Lemma 2.1]),
|det(T+ B) — 1 — trB| < Caf*(1 +£)%72.
By (4.4) we have
| det(I+ Vbe(s, X,_)) — 1| < Cr?e?,
and there is an gg small enough so that for all € € (0,¢¢),
| det(I+ Vb (s, X)) ™" — 1| < Cr?e%.
Thus by (4.5), we have

t
det(J,)" ' =1 +/ [det(ﬂ + Vb (s, X))t — 1} det(J,_ ) tdNE.
0



42 XICHENG ZHANG

Hence,
t

Edet(J;) =1 —HE/t [det(]H— Vbe(s, Xs)) — 1} det(Js)d(E) <1+ C’;&s/ E det(Js)ds,

0 € 0
and also
t
Edet(J;)™' <1+ 0525/ Edet(J,) *ds.
0
By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimates. O

4.2. Compound Poisson approximation for 2D-NSEs. Fix T > 0. In this subsection we
consider the following backward 2D-NSE on the torus T? = [—7, 7]*:

Osu+vAu+u-Vu+Vp=0, divu =0, u(T) = ¢, (4.6)

where v stands for the viscosity constant and p is the pressure, ¢ : T? — R? is a divergence free
smooth velocity field. Let w = curl(u) be the curl of u. Then w solves the following vorticity
equation

Osw+vAw+u-Vw =0, w(T) = curl(y) =: wp. (4.7)

/W u(z)dz =0,

then the velocity field u can be uniquely recovered from vorticity w by the Biot-Savart law:

If we assume

u = Ks xw,

where K> is the Biot-Savart kernel on the torus and takes the following form (see [30, (2.19)] and
[37, p256, Theorem 2.17]):

Ko(x) := (—x2,21)/(27|2|?) + Ko(x), Ko C®([—,7]?). (4.8)
Since Ko € L'(T?), we clearly have
[ K2 * w0 < Cllw]|oo- (4.9)

Let X, ,(z) solve the following nonlinear SDE on the torus T?:

¢
Xsi(z) =2 —|—/ u(r, Xs.r(z))ds + Vv Wy, t € [s,T],

w(s,x) = Bwo(X, r(x)), u=Ks*w.

(4.10)

It is well-known that there is a one-to-one correspondence between (4.6) and (4.7) (see [30] [§]
[43]). Motivated by the approximation in Section 3, we may construct the compound Poisson
approximation for system (4.10) as follows: for € € (0, 1),

t
X5 () = a e [ unln X, ()N + VERH; - D), )

we (8, ) = Ewp( SET(Z'))7 ue = Ko * we,

where Hf is a compound Poisson process defined in (1.13). By Lemma 4.1, w, solves the following
nonlinear discrete difference equation:

Osw, + .,?S(E)wg =0, u.=Ks*w,,

where

szb(s)f(x) — Z f(I + \/‘C:Tjei + 5“8(57:6)) + f(;;_ \/6761‘ + Eua(sv'x)) — Qf(z)

s
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The following Beale-Kato-Majda’s estimate for the Biot-Savart law on the torus is crucial for
solving stochastic system (4.11).
Lemma 4.4. For any vy € (0,1], there is a constant C = C(v) > 0 such that for any w € C}(T?),
V(K2 +w)]oo < C(1+ [w]oo(1 +log(1 + [w]))),

[w(@) —w(y)|

where [w], = sup,.,, =R

Proof. Let H(x) := (—z2,71)/(27|z|?). By (4.8), it suffices to make an estimate for VH x w. For
e € (0,1), by definition and the cancellation property f\y\:s VH(y)dy = 0, we have

VH xw(x) =p.v. . VH(y)w(z —y)dy = I.(x) + J-(z),

where

I(z) = VH(y)(w(z —y) —w(x))dy,

lyl<e
Je(x) = / VH(y)w(z — y)dy.
e<ly|<m
For I, since |[VH(y)| < 4|y| =2, we have

el <k | 112y < Clue

lyl<e

For J., we have

na&<mww/ ly]~2dy < Cllwlloo (1 + log 1/2).

e<|y|<m
Combining the above two estimates and choosing ¢ = ([w], + 1)~!, we obtain

1 # wlloo < C(1+ [[wlloo (1 +log(1 + [w],))).
The proof is complete. O
Remark 4.5. In the whole space, the above estimates need to be modified as follows (see [30]):
IVullso < C(1+ [[wlloo(1+log(1 + [w]y + [lwllp))), p € [1,00).

The presence of |w||, and the Jacobian determinant in Theorem 4.3, which depend on the bound of
Vb., pose challenges when solving the approzimating equation (4.11) for NSEs on the entire space.
This is why we consider NSEs on the torus instead.

Now we can establish the solvability for stochastic system (4.11).

Theorem 4.6. For any wy € C}(T?), there is a unique solution X5 i(z) to stochastic system
(4.11) so that w. € C([0,T); C}(T?)) and there is a constant C > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,1) and
s € 10,77,

[Vwe(s)]loo < C. (4.12)

Proof. We use Picard’s iteration method. Let ug(t, ) = Kz * wo(z). For n € N, let X7, (x) solve

t
X0 (2) =7+ / s (r, X7 (2))ANE + Ve (HF — HY), t € [5,7), (4.13)

and define recursively,

un(s,w) = Ko xwy,(s,°)(x), wn(s,x):=Euwo(X{7r()). (4.14)
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Clearly, we have u,, € C([0,T]; C}(T?)) and

t
BIVAZ o <14 [ [Vtoa (6] B VX2, o

By Gronwall’s inequality we get
E|VXD 7|0 < el 1Vin-1llcdr,
Moreover, by (4.9) and Lemma 4.4 with vy = 1, we have
[[tn(8)lloo + [IVn(s)lloo S 1+ [lwn(8)lloo (1 +log(1 + [[Vwn(s)]|oc)),
and by definition (4.14),
1V (8) oo < IV00 [l B[ VX oo < [Vt Jagels” 17— lecdtr (4.15)
Hence,

[Vt (3)lloo So 1+ [[wolloc (1 4 log(1 + [[Vawg scels 17 (lldry)

T
So L Jlwolleo (1 +log(1 + [[Vwol|oo) +/ ||Vun1(7“)||ood7“> :

By Gronwall’s inequality again, we obtain

sup sup |[Vu,(s)]|eo < C. (4.16)
n s€l0,7T)

On the other hand, by (4.13) we have

t
HW&*ﬂ%m<£/W%4@X&J*%4mX$JMWW
° t
+€E/ ltn—1(r) = Um—1(r)]|ccdNS

t t
< [ IV s B, = X o [ fena(r) = s (1)
S S

which together with (4.16) implies by Gronwall’s inequality that
T
sup BJXD, = X <€ [ fnea(r) = o)
te(s, T s
Thus, by (4.9) we get

[wn(8) = wm(s)lloo < [[VwollooBl| Xg 7 = Xrllo

T
smmﬂw/ etmr () =ty (7)o

T
Swmﬂm/\mwﬂﬂ*w%mﬂwh

By Gronwall’s inequality again, we have

lim  sup [lwn(s) = wm(s)|le =0,
n,Mm—00 s€[0,T]
and also,
lim sup sup E|X7, — Xlee =0.
nM=00 50,1 te[s,T) ’ ’
By taking limits for (4.13) and (4.14), we obtain the desired result. Moreover, estimate (4.12)
follows by (4.15) and (4.16). O
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Now we can show the following main result of this section.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that ¢ € C°(T* R?) is divergence free and satisfies [1, p(x)dz = 0. Let
u € C([0,T]; C°(T? R?)) be the unique solution of NSE (4.6). Then there is a constant C' > 0
such that for all € € (0,1),

sup |lue(s) — u(s)]|oo < Ce.
s€1[0,T]

Proof. For x € T?, let )?jt(x) solve the following SDE on torus T?,
¢

Xsu(z) =z + 6/ u(r, X5, ())dN; + Vev(H; — H), (4.17)
where Hf is a compound Poisson process defined in (1.13). Since u(r,-) is a function on T? and
u(r,z + z) = u(r,z) for any 2 € T?, one sees that

)?ft(lﬂ +2z) = Xset(l') +2z, z€T>
Let w = curl(u) and wy = curl(y),
We(s,7) = Ewo(XE 1 (x)).

By (4.7) and Itd’s formula, we have

~ T —_ ~
We (s, 2) = Ew(T, X;T(x)) =w(s,r)+ IE/ (Osw + .,Zr(e)w)(r, X;T(a:))dr

T — ~
=w(s,z) + E/ (L w — vAw —u - Vw)(r, X5 (x))dr,

S

where .21 is the generator of SDE (4.17) and given by

ZEf(z) =Y [z + Veve + eu(s, x)) + f(;; Veve; + eu(s, x)) — 2f(x)

i=1,2
Hence,
T o~
|we(s) — w(s)]|oo < / ||(,$T(E)w —vAw — u - Vw)(r)| eodr (4.18)

Noting that for ¢ = 1,2,

f(z+ Veve +eu(s,z)) + flx — Veve; +euls, x)) — 2f(x +eu(s,z)) V02 f(z)
2 !

1 1
= 1//0 Z/_l (aff(x +60'\/eve; + eu(s, x)) — a?f@))d@’d&

1 1 1
= 1// 0 / 09’\/5-:7/ D f(x + 000" Veve; + 0"cu(s, x))d0"d0'do
0o 2./ 0
! 92 ! / ! 3 1t " 3 1" 30!
G (ai Fla+ 000" Jeve; + 0"cu(s, x)) — & f(:z:))d@ d49'de
0 -1 Jo

and

[z +eu(s, x)) - f(z)

e

—u(s,z) - Vf(x) =u(s,z)- /0 (Vf(x + Ocu(s,z)) — V f(x))do,
we have

1L f —vAf —u-Vflloo S (0" + Ve V3| ulloo) [V flloo + llul2 [V lloo-
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Substituting this into (4.18), we obtain that for all e, € (0, 1],

T
[[we(s) = w(s)llo Ss/ (14 flu(r)[3) 1w ()| cpdr. (4.19)

On the other hand, by (4.17) and (4.11), we have
E||)?§t X< illoo < €E (/ Hu (r, XE — ue(r, X;fr)HoodJ\/'f)

,]E/ Hu r, XE E(r,X;r)Hoodr
. t
< / EfJuc(r, X5,) — ue(r, X2, _dr + / lu(r) — e () oodlr
St N t S
< [ IV BIRE, = X2 o+ [ fulr) = el b
S S

which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

E|Xir() = X0l S / [u(r) = ue (r) [ codr,

and

_ T
[we(5) = we(8)lloo < [VwollooBII XS (1) = X5 7 ()lloo 5/ l[u(r) = ue(r) | codr.

Combining this with (4.19) and (4.9) yields that

T T
lwe(s) — w(s)lloo S € + / lu(r) — e () oodr < & + / le0(r) — we () }odr-
By Gronwall’s inequality and (4.9), we obtain the desired estimate. O

Remark 4.8. In addition to the 2D-Navier-Stokes equations on the torus, we can also consider the
construction of a compound Poisson approzimation for 3D-Navier-Stokes equations on the torus.
This will be the focus of our future work. We anticipate that similar convergence results for short
time will be obtained in this case as well, following the methodology described in [43].

5. PROPAGATION OF CHAOS FOR THE PARTICLE APPROXIMATION OF DDSDES

In this section, we investigate the propagation of chaos in the context of the interaction particle
approximation for McKean-Vlasov SDEs driven by either Brownian motions or a-stable processes.
The notion of propagation of chaos refers to the convergence of the particle system to the solution
of the McKean-Vlasov SDE as the number of particles tends to infinity. This provides a direct full
discretization scheme for nonlinear SDEs, allowing for efficient numerical simulations.

Fix an N € N and a symmetric probability measure v € P(R?). Let (NVV#);—;.. x be a
sequence of i.i.d. Poisson process with intensity N and (£2%),en,iz1,... n i.i.d Ré-valued random
variables with common distribution v. Define for i =1,--- , N,

HY = (éiv’i +e +§N3é,i>1NtN"i>1‘
t

Then (HN'"),—1 ... n is a sequence of i.i.d. compound Poisson processes with intensity Ndtv(dz).
Let H™? be the associated Poisson random measure, that is,

HYU[0,4], B) =) 1p(AHN) = Y 1g(E)), Ec BRY,

s<t ngNtN i
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and HM+ the compensated Poisson random measure, that is,
HN(dt, dz) := HNVH(dt, dz) — Ndtv(dz).

For a point x = (2!,--- ,2™) € (RY)", the empirical measure of x is defined by

N
() = 1326 (d2) € P(RY),
where 6, is the usual Dirac measure concentrated at point x*. Let
on(t,z,y,2) : Ry x RT x RY x RT = RY, by(t,z,) : Ry x R x R — R?
be two Borel measurable functions. Suppose that
on(t,x,y,—2) = —on(t,x,y, 2).

For a probability measure 1 € P(R?), we write
onltai)i= [ onttamudn), bltal= [ bytapu).
Let XN = (XtNZ)lzl v solve the following interaction particle system driven by HY::
XNt = Xév’i + /t/d <0N [s,XiV_’i,uxiv_,z} + by [S,Xiv_’i,ﬂng\f_}) HN (ds, d2)
o Jr : :

N
= X003 (ow (6 X0 XN A 4 by (8 X0 X ) AN

j=1

47

(5.1)

where X' is a symmetric Fo-measurable random variables. For a function f : RY — R, by Itd’s

formula (see (3.12)), we have

t t o
FX = FO™ + / LN F(s, XNV )ds + / oy . fls, X, )HNi(ds,dz),  (5.2)
0 s 0Jre Xa-
where for a probability measure u € P(R?),
,,Sflfvf(t,x) = Z]\Lf(x) =N y (f(m +onlt, @, 1, 2] + bt @, p]) — f(x))u(dz), (5.3)
and
O f(t,,2) = OF, f(w,2) i= f(x+ onlt,z, p, 2] + bn[t, 2, p]) — f(). (5.4)
As in Section 2, we write
LN f(tx) =AY f(t, ) + B f(t, ),
where
.Aﬁ’f(t, x) = N/Rd (Dgf(t,x+0N[t,x7u,z]) - Dﬁf(t,x))u(dz),
and
B;]va(t»x) = N(’D;]:]f(ta (E) - f(m))a ,nyf(tvx) = f(CC + bN[ta 35»/1])
Note that by the symmetry of v and on(t, x,y, —2) = —on(t, 2, v, 2).,
DN f(¢ t DNf(t,x —on|t — 2DV f(¢
Afyf(]zx) ::/Rd ‘uf(ax‘i’O—N[,maMaZ])‘i’ I_Lzlf\g_,ll' O'N[,.T,ILL,Z]) ‘uf(,l')y(dz)

We shall give precise choices of o and by below in different cases.
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5.1. Fractional diffusion with bounded interaction kernel. In this section we fix a € (0,2)
and let
o(t,z,y,2) : Ry x RE x RT x RY = RY, b(t, z,y) : Ry x RY x R — R?
be two Borel measurable functions. We make the following assumptions:
(HZ:2) In addition to (HY) with o € (0,2), we suppose that o and b are continuous in (z,y), and
J(tv LY, *Z) = 70—(157 T, Y, Z)v ‘O—(tv T, Y, Z)‘ < (HO + H1|LED|Z|,
and for the same 3y as in (3.5),

lo(t, @y, 2) = o(t,2,y,2)| < (ko + kala]) (|2 = Z'[ A D)™,

where kg, k1 > 0. Moreover, for some m > 1 and ko > 0,
[b(t, z,y)| < (k2(1+ |2])"™, (5.5)
and for some k3, k4 > 0 and k5 < 0,
(z,b(t,2,9)) < K3 + Kalz|? + K52z (5.6)

In the above assumptions, we have assumed boundedness of the coefficients with respect to the
variable y, which imposes a restriction on the interaction kernel. However, in the next subsection,
we relax this assumption and consider the case of unbounded kernels. Now, we introduce the
approximation coefficients o and by as defined in (3.19).

b(t
UN(t7 x? y’ Z) = O.(t’ x’ y? NﬁéZ)? bN(t7:Z:7y) = ( 7:r’ y) (5'7)

N+ \/]V|b(t,;1c,y)\1’ﬁ7

and also define for ¢ > 0 and p € P(R?),

xiof(ta z) = Zﬁf(x) = Azof(tax) +boft,z, u] - V f(2), (5.8)
where
AZO (t,l‘) — . f(l‘ + U[tax7U7Z]) + f(; — U[t,x,,u,z}) — 2f(JC) I/o(dz),

and vy is the Lévy measure from (HS). We consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:
dXt = / g[taXt—auXt77zj|ﬁ(dtvdz) +b[t7Xta,uXt]dta (59)
Rd

where H is defined as (3.23) and px, is the law of X;. By Itd’s formula, the nonlinear time-
inhomogeneous infinitesimal generator of X; is given by %"’zxt.
The following lemma is the same as Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 5.1. Under (H‘;;g), where a € (0,2), for any R > 0, there is a constant Cr > 0 such
that for any f € CZ(RY) and N € N,

2—«
sup sup  sup |7 f(x) — L5 f(2)] < CrNT= | fllcz,
120 |o| <R peP(RY)

where By is from (H%). Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and k1 = 0, then Cr can be inde-
pendent of R > 0.

Proof. Below we drop the time variable for simplicity. Recall that

B f(x) = N(f(z + bn[z, p]) = f(2)).
By Taylor’s expansion and the definition (5.7), we have
B f () = bla, ) - V f ()| < B f(x) = Now[w, u] - Vf ()] + |(Now [z, p] = la, p]) - V f ()|

SNIbN[z,u]IA (IVf(z + 0bx[z, p]) = V f(x)])d0
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+ [Nby [ 1] — bl ] - [V ]l
VN b, y)~
2 N+ V/N|b(z,y) [+

</, ('b(xjvy)l + ) ) p(@) 9l

< Nbw [z, 6P V2 £l + #(dY)[[V £l

VN
Under (5.5), we clearly have

sup sup |BY f(x) = blo, u] - V()| < CRN 2|V ]y
|z|<R peP(RY)

Moreover, as in (3.29) we also have

sup  sup |Aﬁff(:r) — AX f(z)] < ORNf(lf%)AﬁIHfHCl?-
|e|<R ueP(Ra)

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain the desired estimate. O

The following lemma is similar to Lemma 3.12.

Lemma 5.2. Under (HJ:2), where o € (0,2), for any 8 € (0,c), there are constants Ny € N,
Co = Co(B) >0, C1 = C1(B,v) > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for all N > Ny, p € P(R?) and t > 0,
z € R?,

ZLLUs(x) < (Coke + Cirf)Ups (@) + Ca,
where Ug(x) = (1 + |z|?)#/2 and k¢ is given in (3.30).

Proof. For simplicity we drop the time variable. For BIJLV Ugs(z), by Taylor’s expansion we have
1
BYUs(@) = N [ {bwlo. . VUs(o -+ Bb . ))a0

:BNA%mhM¢x+%M%Mﬂh2@+0m@4mw. (5.10)
By (5.5) and (5.6), for any €9 > 0, there are Ny large enough so that for all N > Ny,
b (2, y)| < N7V b, )| m < N7265(1+ Ja]) < 201 + o), (5.11)
and as in Lemma 3.11, for the kg given in (3.30),
N (x, by (x,y)) + Nlby (2,9)|* < kgla|* + C1.
Thus, for all 4 € P(RY) and 4 € (0,1),

N(bnl[z, p], x + Obn[z, u]) < N/Rd ((bn(z, ), 2) + by (z,y)|*) u(dy) < Kelz|* + C1

and
(1+12*)/2 <1+ Jo + by [z, p]|* < 2(1 + |2]?).
Hence, as in (3.36), we have

BYUs(x) < CokeUs(z) + C.
For AYUgs(z), as in (3.37) we also have
|AN Us(z)| < Cor§Us(x) + C.
Combining the above two estimates, we obtain the desired estimate. O

By the above Lyapunov estimate and It6’s formula, the following corollary is the same as
Corollary 3.14. We omit the details.



50 XICHENG ZHANG

Corollary 5.3. Under (HJ:2), for any B € (0,a) and T > 0, there is a constant C' > 0 such that

sup IE( sup Ug(XtN’i)> < C(1+EUs(Xo)), (5.12)

i=1,-,N  \te[o,T]
where Ug(x) = (14 |x|?)?/2. Moreover, there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for all t > 0,
EUs(XN") < e"™"EUs(Xo) + Co(e" — 1)k, (5.13)
where k7 := Cokg + C163 € R (see Lemma 5.2).
The following lemma is similar to Lemma 3.15.

Lemma 5.4. Under (Hg;g), for any T,~v > 0, it holds that

limsup  sup IE”(|X7]7V’1 — XN > 'y) = 0. (5.14)
0—=0 N r<n<r+6<T

Proof. Let T,n € I with 7 <n <7+ 6. For fixed R > 0, define
(R ::inf{t>0: \XtN’1| >R}7 TR =C(rAT, Nr:=CrAMN.

By (5.1), we can write

R
X%I_Xivél_/ by [SX_a#xN}dNNl / / o [SX_,NXN z}’HNl(ds dz)
TR < a

R
/ / O'N s, X ,,uXN z}’HN’l(ds,dz) =1 + I+ Is.
TR |z|>ch

For Iy, by (5.5) and ng — 7r < J, we have

1 R
E|Il‘ < NE (/ b{st‘ivilaMXi} ‘stNJ)
TR

MR
- (/ b{s,Xﬁm,uxﬂ ’ds) < CRré.
TR

For Iy, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have
R
/ / O'N s, XN 7/,CxN z}?—[ (ds, d2)
|zl <N®

MR
= L
TR ‘Z‘<NE

Let vy (dz) = Nu(NY*dz). By the change of variables, we further have

NRr 2
E|L>=E (/ ~/|| 1 ‘U{S7X§V’1,/in\/_,z” VN(dZ)dS>
TR z|<

(3.8)
< (ko + M1 R)? (/ z|2VN(dz)>5 < o,
|z|<1

2
E|L|* =

oN [s, D AR DR z} ‘Zu(dz)d(Ns))> .

For I3, let B € (0,a A1l). By | >, ail® <X, Jail?, we have

MR
ElLl” < E //||>N1
TR Y |z|>2N«
NRr
=L e
TR Y |2|2No

B
ON [&Xév’l,uij,z” HN’I(ds,dz)>

N,1
ON |:57Xs 7#X§772]

B
I/(dZ)d(NS))
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MR
=FE // ‘O’|:S7XSN’1,,MXN,Z”VN(dZ)dS
TR Y |z[21 57

(3.8)
< (ko + K1R)? </ Z|BZ/N(dZ)> 0 < CRgé.
2|21

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (5.12),
P(IX = X 2 ) < P(X -

Z7CGr>T)+P(C(r<T)

N
[M]

P(L| > %) +P ( sup | X, > R)

1 t€[0,T]

<.
Il

<EEIL|+ G ELP + (2)°EILI + 5
< Crn6+C/RP,
which converges to zero by firstly letting § — 0 and then R — oc. O

Now we can show the following main result of this subsection about the propagation of chaos.
Theorem 5.5. Let g € P(RY) and N € N. Suppose that for any k < N,
Po (X, X)) T 8k N 5 o, (5.15)

and DDSDE (5.9) admits a unique martingale solution Py € ME° (L) with initial distribution
1o in the sense of Definition 6.2 in appendiz. Then under (H;‘:Z), for any k < N,

Po (XN, ... ,XW) —PY*, N — oo (5.16)

Proof. We use the classical martingale method (see [18]). Consider the following random measure
with values in P(D),

N
1
w— My (w,dw) := N Z(SX_N,i(w) (dw) € P(D).
i=1
By Lemma 5.4, Aldous’ criterion (see [23]) and [40, (ii) of Proposition 2.2], the law of IIy in

P(P(D)) is tight. Without loss of generality, we assume that the law of I weakly converges to
some I, € P(P(D)). Our aim below is to show that II is a Dirac measure, i.e.,

Mo (dn) = dp, (dn), Mo — a.s.,

where Py € M}°(Z>°) is the unique martingale solution of DDSDE (5.9). If we can show the
above assertion, then by [40, (i) of Proposition 2.2], we conclude (5.16).

Let f € CZ2(R?). For given n € P(D), we define a functional MJ(t,-) on D by
M( w) = f(we) — f(wo) / Lo f(ws)ds, t >0, weD,

where £ is defined by (5.8) with u = ns. Fix n € N and s < t. For given g € C.(R"?) and
0<s1 < <8, < s, we also introduce a functional E?p over P(D) by

=9(n) 1= / (M (1) — M (5,0)) g way - s, J(duw).

E-;(n):/D(f( fws) /éf fw, dr) g(ws, s+ ws, )n(dw)
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and
24(My) = K FXNY = pXN - / e Xﬁv’i)dr> (xNe XX (517)
=1

By definition (5. 8) and (HY:2), it is casy to sce that

2\.~

7 Ef(n) is bounded continuous on P (D).

Hence, by the weak convergence of Iy to I,

tim BEH(Ix)| = [ (2§ (dn). (519
N —o00 P(D)

On the other hand, let

24 = NZK — f(XNH - / Nin X,{V’i)dr) (X;YZ,---,X;ani)}, (5.19)

where £ is defined by (5.3). By Ito’s formula (5.2), we have

t
S K/ [ O P A ) ) (2 x5,

where 9 f is defined by (5.4). By the isometry of stochastic integrals,

By < Lol (Z / / Oy, f Xﬁv’i,zn%(dz)ds).

Let 8 € (0, 5). Noting that by (5.4), (5.11) and |o(r,z,y, 2)| < (ko + K1]z])|2],
|07, f(, 2)| < (|, 21117 + lowlr, @, me—, 2171 F | op
z|? 2|
S (B + W +12)337) 1o

by Lemma 3.3 and (5.12), we have

g3 1112,
< Cy

=92 N,i
E=H" S —xms - (Z/ 1+ E|X]

where the implicit constant does not depend on N.

)d ) NL (5.20)

Claim: The following limit holds:
i =9 _ =9 —
A}%ELJC(HN) =} =0. (5.21)

Indeed, by definition (5.17), (5.19) and Lemma 5.1, for any R > 1, we have

20/ < ZE(/ o f Lok F1C79ar ) ol

<sup sup  sup | f(x) — LN, (@) 9]l
r<t |z|<R peP(RY)

[I]

E[E4(My) -

bsup (s (L5 + 12501 s BOX > ) ol
r<t #G'P(

< CRN—C2* )A51+C'supsup]E|XN2|ﬁ/Rﬁ
i r<t

which yields (5.21) by (5.12).
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Combining (5.18), (5.20) and (5.21) we obtain that for each f € C%(R?) and n € N, g € C.(R"?),
/ =% () Moo (dn) = 0 = E%(n) = 0 for -as. n € P(D).
PD)

Since C%(R%) and C,.(R"?) are separable, one can find a common II,,-null set @ C P(D) such that
foralln ¢ Qandforall0 < s <t < T, f € C3(RY) andn €N, g€ C.(R™),0< 81 < -+ < 8, < 5,

=) = | (4t w) = M 5,0 g 0o+, () =0,
Moreover, by (5.15), we also have
oo{n € P(D) : o = po} = 1.
Thus by the definition of ME°(£>°) (see Definition 6.2 in appendix), for II-almost all n € P(D),
ne ML),

Since ME°(£*°) only contains one point by uniqueness, all the points n ¢ Q are the same. Hence,
IIn weakly converges to the one-point measure dp,. The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.6. For eachx = (z!,--- ,2N) € RN?, let XN = XN (x) be the unique solution of SDE
(5.1) with starting point x. Suppose that k7 < 0 (see (5.13)). Then for each N € N, the semigroup
PN f(x) := Ef(XN(x)) admits an invariant probability measure px(dx), which is symmetric in
the sense

pn(dry (%)) = pn(dx), 7N (X) is any permutation of x = (xt,--- ™).

Indeed, by (5.13), for any 8 € (0, ), we have

I ;
Ssup sup sup — E|XNPdt < oo. (5.22)
N i=1,-,NT>01 Jg

Now we define a probability measure py 1 over RN by

1 /7T

pvr(A) = = / P(XN € A)dt, Ac BRNY).
0

By (5.22), the family of probability measures {unr,T > 1} is tight. By the classical Krylov-

Bogoliubov argument (cf. [10, Section 3.1]), any accumulation point uy of {punr,T > 1} is an

invariant probability measure of P, that is, for any nonnegative measurable function f on RN?,

(n(x) = [ P (dx), >0,

RNd

The symmetry of un follows from the symmetry of XI¥. Moreover, by (5.22) one sees that

sup [ (ol (o) < o,
N JRrd
where ,ug\l,) is the 1-marginal distribution of py.

Note that the existence of invariant probability measures for DDSDE (5.9) has been investigated
in [16] under dissipativity assumptions. However, an open question remains regarding the condi-
tions under which any accumulation point of ,ug\l,), N € N becomes an invariant probability measure
of DDSDE (5.9). This question is closely connected to the problem of propagation of chaos in
uniform time, as discussed in [29]. In future research, we plan to address this question and ex-
plore the assumptions on the coefficients that lead to convergence of empirical measures and the
emergence of invariant probability measures for DDSDE (5.9). Such investigations will contribute
to a deeper understanding of the dynamics and statistical properties of DDSDEs and their particle
approximations.
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5.2. Brownian diffusion with unbounded interaction kernel. In the previous section, we

focused on interaction terms that are bounded in the second variable y, which excluded unbounded

interaction kernels such as b(x,y) = b(x — y), where b exhibits linear growth. In this section, we

address the case of unbounded interaction kernels in the context of Brownian diffusion. Our results

provide insights into the behavior of DDSDEs with unbounded interaction kernels and broaden

the applicability of compound Poisson approximations in modeling and numerical simulations.
Fix a > 2. We make the following assumptions about ¢ and b:

(ﬁg;g) We suppose that (HY) holds, and o and b are continuous in (z,y), and for some kg, x1 = 0,
U(ta z,Y, 72) = 7U(t7 r,y, Z)v ‘O—(tv z,y, Z)‘ < (HO + ﬂl(‘x| + |y‘))|2| (523)
Suppose that
b(t,l‘7y) = bl(t"r) + bg(t,l’,y),

where for some m > 1 and kg > 0,

b2t 2)] < (ma(1 + J2)"™, (5:24)
and for some k3,k4 > 0 and k5 < 0,
(2,b1(t, 7)) < K3 + Kalz|? + Ks|z[™ T, (5.25)
and for some ¢y, co,c3 > 0,
|ba(t, 2, y)| < c1 + calz| + csly|. (5.26)

As in (3.19), we introduce the approximation coefficients of oy and by as:

on(t,x,y,2) = N 2o(t,z,y,2),

and
btty) = wgvlgl(? o= " oy (5:27)
For t > 0 and p € P(R?), we also define
Lrftx) =L f(x) == AP f(t, @) + blt,z, 4] - Vf(z), (5.28)
where
AX f(s, @) = %tr (/}Rd (o[t,m,u,z] ® O'[t,!,&/l,,Z])V(dZ) . VQf(:v)> .
Consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:
dXy = 082 (t, X¢, px,)dAWs + b[t, Xy, px,]dt, (5.29)

where W; is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and

2

o@D (t,x, p) = (/Rd olt,x, u, 2] ® a[t,x,u,z]u(dz))

By Itd’s formula, the nonlinear time-inhomogeneous generator of DDSDE (5.29) is given by Lo
The following lemma is the same as Lemmas 5.1 and 3.9. We omit the details.

Lemma 5.7. Under (ﬁ,‘j;};), where a > 2, for any R > 0, there is a constant Cr > 0 such that
for any f € C&(R?), and for all N and p € P(R?) with u(]-|) < R,

_ (a=2)A1
sup | LN f(@) = L5 ()| SCrRN™ = || fllcgns.

t20,|z|<R

Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and k1 = 0, then Cr can be independent of R > 0.

The following lemma is similar to Lemma 5.2.
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Lemma 5.8. Under (ﬁg};), where o > 2, for any B € [2,a], there are constants Co,C1,Cq > 0
such that for all N € N,

LN 1P) (@) < Colal” + Crpl| -1)P + Co. (5.30)

Moreover, if m > 1, then for any kg < 0, there are constants Ny € N, C5 = C3(8,v) > 0 and
Cy = C4(Ny, ki, ¢;) > 0 such that for all N > Ny, u € P(R?) and s > 0, x € R?,

LN 1) (@) < relal® + (Bes + Car (] - )? + Ci. (5.31)

Proof. We only prove (5.31). For simplicity we drop the time variable. By (5.24)-(5.26), we have

K3 + kalx|? + K5|o|m L

L+ VN-Tby ()1~

L 2680+ Jal)®  2es + ealed + eap(] - ]))?

N N

L 2 c3 | 4cs 2
+— + Co + Cula]* + (§ + F)ull - )™

<
1+ VN -1|by(2)| "=

Since m > 1 and k5 < 0, for any K > 0, by (5.24), there are Ny large enough and C3 > 0 such
that for all N > Ny,

Ks|x < Ksl|x
1+ VN-Tby ()% 14+ VN (ka(1 + |z[))m—1
Thus, for any kg < 0, there is an Ny large enough such that for all N > Ny,
Nz, byl 1)) + Nlbxla, u)l? < rolal? + Sa(l - )%+ Cu. (5.32)
For BY (| - |#), substituting (5.32) into (5.10), we get

Nz, by [z, pl) + Nlbw [z, pl* < + 2] - (1 + cal] + espl] - 1)

|m+1 |m+1

< KI€5|.’E|2 + Cg.

B+ P)x) < B (rlel? + 11+ 5) [ o+ Ol =200
On the other hand, for any ,6 € (0,1), by |a + b? < (1 + ¢)|al? + C.|b]P, we have
(1= 92" = Celbw o, w2 < |2 + Obw [, ]| P72 < (1 + €) |22 — Clfbw [z, ]|~
Moreover, for any § > 0, by (5.24) and (5.26), there is an Ny large enough so that for all N > Ny,

ra(L|zf) | ex+ ealel +esp(l - )
N N
Thus for any € € (0,1), one can choose Ny large enough so that for all N > Ny and 6 € (0, 1),

(1 —=o)z"? —e(L+nu(l - )77?) < |z + Obn [z, 1|72 < L+ 2) |22 +e(L+ (] - )72
Hence, for any kg < 0, there is an Ny large enough so that for all N > N,
B (|-17)(2) < Blrelel” + esp(| - ) + Cs). (5.34)
For AlYUg(x), as in the Step 2 of Lemma 3.12 and by (5.33), we have

o[z, pl| < SO+ [a|+pdl- 1) (5.33)

1 1
AN (1) (@) < / ol 1, 2] / 0 / &+ 00'N " 20(z, . 2] + b [z, 1|~ 246" dBw(d2)
R4 0 —1
S [ ol el PP+ lofo. 2172 + oo P2 w(d2)
]Rd

S @+ A2l + (- |)ﬁ))/Rd(1+ |27)p(dz),

which together with (5.34) and the arbitrariness of kg < 0 yields the desired estimate. O
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Remark 5.9. When m = 1, the similar estimate of (5.31) still hold, but parameter dependence
becomes cumbersome.
We have the following corollary.
Corollary 5.10. Under (ﬁg;g), where o > 2, for any B € [2,a) and T > 0, it holds that
sup E[ sup |XV° ) < . (5.35)
i=1,-- N te[0,T]

Moreover, if m > 1, then for any k < 0, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all t > 0,

1 N
N,i|B
N E E|X
i=1

Kt N
€ N,i|B
< N E IE|X0 | + C, (5.36)

i=1

and for anyi=1,--- N,

E|XNP < eEIX)P + Ce“t% XN:E|XéV’j|5 +C. (5.37)
j=1
Proof. For fixed § € [2, @), by It6’s formula (5.2) and (5.30), we have
|XN8 = xP / e (11X ds + b (5.38)
<pp [ (oaxW + iy (| 1) + Ca)ds + 2,

where

Hx N

t
M = [ e e 2 s )
0 JR4

is a local martingale. Noting that
1 XN
nxy ()7 < Z | X317 = AT, (5.39)
we have

t N

1 i

ANP < AVP (o + ) Ai\’*ﬂds+(}2t+N2MtN’.
0 i=1

For any ¢ € (0,1) and T > 0, by stochastic Gronwall’s inequality (see [41, Lemma 3.7]), we have
N te[0,T]

E( sup [XVP7) <o |EIX)YP
te[0,T)

In particular, M is a martingale. If m > 1, then by (5.38) and (5.31), for any < 0,
dE|XNHP Jdt < (k — (Bes + Carl)EIXNP + (Bes + Caw )EAY? + Cy,

supIE( sup Aiv"e|q> < oo

and

T q
+02E/ Agvvﬂds+ch> < .
0

and
AEANP jat < kEANP 1 Cy.

Solving these two differential inequalities, we obtain the desired estimates. O

Remark 5.11. Ifm > 1, then by (5.37), as in Remark 5.6 one can show the existence of invariant
probability measures for the semigroup P} defined through SDE (5.1).
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The following lemma is similar to Lemma 5.4.
Lemma 5.12. For any T,~v > 0, it holds that

limsup  sup (|X717V’1 — XN > fy) =0.
0=0 N r<n<r+6<T

Proof. Let T,n € I with 7 <n <74 4. For any R > 0, define
Cr :=inf{t>0:\XtN’1|/\AiV’2 >R},

where A2 is defined by (5.39), and
TR:=CRAT, MR :=C(RAT.

By (5.1), we can write

MR
ijl\gl - X7]'\1[¥1 :/ / ON [S,X;V,’I,,MXN ,z}HN’l(ds,dz)
) TR JRA s

NRr
+/ by [S’Xiv_’lauxgi]d/vsjv’l =1 + Ip.
TR

For I7, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have
/ / UN s, X 1 S X N ,z}ﬁN’l(ds,dz)
Tr JR4 5T
R 2
:IE(/ / 0 &X;V’I,MXN,Z” V(dz)ds))
TR J R4 ¢
/ R/ 1%’0(5 XN xNg z)ru(dz)ds
n Jra N o ) s 9 s 9

51&(/ (1+ | XVH2 4+ AN2) ds>/ |z|?v(dz) < CRé.
TR
For I, by (5.24) and (5.26) we similarly have
MR
E‘IQ X (/ |bN S, X 7#X§_]|d~/\/ts‘N’1>
R

2
ElL|? =

=E |bN5X ’,;LXN”dNS)

(f
B ([ (o XX+ Pl X2 ] s
TR

<E (/ (L+[XN™+ Aﬁ“)ds> < CRd.
TR

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (5.35),
P(IX) = X =) SPIXGR = XN 29 > T) + P(Cr < T)

t€[0,T]

2
<D P(L| > §)+IF’< sup (X7 VA > R)

=1
(2)’E|L ] + %E\Iﬂ + %

which converges to zero by firstly letting § — 0 and then R — oc.
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(5.40)
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The following propagation of chaos result can be proven using the same methodology as pre-
sented in Theorem 5.5. Due to the similarity of the arguments, we omit the detailed proof here.

Theorem 5.13. Let py € P(R?) and N € N. Suppose that for any k < N,

Po (X, X)) TN @k N 5 o,
and DDSDE (5.29) admits a unique martingale solution Py € My° (L) with initial distribution
o in the sense of Definition 6.2 in appendix. Then under (HZ:B), for any k < N,

Po(XN1,..o XNM) TS PEF N S 0.

5.3. Wi-convergence rate under Lipschitz assumptions. In this section, we establish the
quantitative convergence rate of the propagation of chaos phenomenon for the additive noise par-
ticle system given by:

. . t . . .
X=X NT! / bls, X2 pxn JANNT 4 NTYHN, (5.41)
0

where a € (0,2], NV and HY"* are the same as in the beginning of this section, and b(s, x,y) :
R, x R? x R — RY satisfies that for some & > 0 and for all s, z,y, 1/,

|b(8,$,y)‘ < K, ‘b(saxa y) - b(S,.’L‘/,y/)| < KZ(|J} - .T/| + ‘y - yl|) (542)
The associated limiting McKean-Vlasov SDE is given by

t
X, = X, +/ bs, X, px.]ds + L. (5.43)
0

Under (5.42), it is well-known that (5.43) has a unique solution for any « € (0,2). We aim to show
the following result.

Theorem 5.14. Suppose that {Xév’i,i =1,---,N} are i.i.d. Fo-measurable random variables

with common distribution po. Under (HS) and (5.42), where o > 1, for any T > 0, there is a
constant C' = C(k,a, T, d, ||b]|so) > 0 such that for all t € [0,T],

(a—2)A1

Wi (puxna ux)<C(N‘ =1 + NTHEA )
xNh ) a€(2,3) ae(1,2) )

where By is from (HS) , and for two probability measures iy, o € P(RY), Wy (11, u2) denotes the
Wasserstein 1-distance defined by

Wi(pa, p2) :=  sup  |p1(9) — pa(@)|. (5.44)

I8l p <1

Proof. Let p; := px, and )}tN " solve the following particle system:
. . t ~ . . .
X=X+ N / bls, X1 o] AN 4 N7V HN, (5.45)
0
Clearly, {X"** i =1,--- N} are i.i.d. By (5.41) and (5.45), we have

o~ . t B ~ .
ElxV - XV < E/ oL, X2V, ] = b5, XV, ] s
0 S

t
<B [ |plon X ] = bl R gy s

t
+E/ ’b[s,)?év’i7u)~(lv] —b[s7)~(;v’i,us] ds=: 11 + L.
o $
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For Iy, by (5.42) we have

N t
I < %Z/ <E|X§V7i - XN+ E| XN - XN
j=1"9

)ds.

For I, since {XN i =1,--- N} are i.i.d., by (2.27), (5.42) and definition (5.44), we have

o\ 1/2
) ds

t
I </ (E‘b[s,fﬁv’i,um] —b[s, XN, ]
O El

t
[16]ls
< | Wi(pgna, ps)ds + .
/0 g, wa)ds + Zo

On the other hand, by Theorem 3.19 and Remark 3.20, we have

_(a=2)A1 _2—a
S[up ]Wl(ug;v»laus) SN 7 laces + N2 Ml (5.46)
s€[0,T

Combining the above calculations, we get

B - XN < 5 3 [ (BN - X i - ) ds
j=1
(ax—2)A1 —a

—la=n1 —2zapp,
+ C(N T lageez + N7 2 1&6(172))7
which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that for all ¢ € [0, T],

(a—2)A1
2

N t
i N k i ¥N,j - _2=a
ElX - XM S NZ/O E| XM — X¥|ds + N Log(za) + N E M)
j=1

and
1 N N.i SN (a—2)A1 2—a
N ZE‘Xt T X SNTT 2 laeea + N7 Mg,
j=1
These together with (5.46) yield the desired estimate. O

Remark 5.15. Based on the aforementioned convergence result, an interesting direction for future
work is to investigate the convergence of the fluctuation of the empirical measure given by:

m = VN(uxy — pix,).

This corresponds to studying the central limit theorem for the particle system, which characterizes
the asymptotic behavior of the fluctuations around the mean behavior.

6. APPENDIX: MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we provide a brief overview of some key notions and results related to the
martingale solutions associated with the operators .Z;. These concepts and results are well-known
and can be found in Jacob-Shiryaev’s textbook [23]. We include them here for the convenience of
the readers.

Let D := D(RY) be the space of all cadlag functions from R, to R¢, which is endowed with
the Skorokhod topology (see [23, p325] for precise definition). The canonical process in D(R?) is
defined by

wy(w) = wy, w € DRY).
Let %) := o{ws, s < t} be the natural filtration and %, := Ny~ %Y. For R > 0, we introduce

Tr(w) :=1nf {t > 0: |we| V [we—| > R}, w e D(RY),
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and
Jw):={t>0:w(t)—w(t-) >0}, V(w):={R>0:71(w) < 7r4(w)} (6.1)

and
V'(w):={R>0:7r(w) € J(w), |w(tr(w)—)| = R}. (6.2)

It is well-known that 75 is an Z?-stopping time, that is, for all t > 0, {rg < t} € %Y. Moreover,
the function R — 7r(w) is nondecreasing and left continuous, and J(w), V(w) and V'(w) are at
most countable (see [23, p340, Lemma 2.10]). The following proposition can be found in [23, p341,
Propositions 2.11 and 2.12] and [23, p349, Lemma 3.12].

Proposition 6.1. For each R,t > 0, the mappings w — Tr(w) and w — (Winr, ) (W) are continuous
with respect to the Skorokhod topology at each point w such that R ¢ V(w) UV’ (w). Moreover, for
any P € P(D(RY)), the set {R>0:P(w: R € V(w)UV'(w)) >0} is at most countable.

Let £ := (% )s>0 be a family of linear operators from C2(R?) to C'(R?). We introduce the
following notion of martingale solutions (see [38]).

Definition 6.2. Let s > 0 and pg € P(R%). We call a probability measure P € P(D(R?)) a
martingale solution associated with £ and with initial distribution g at time s if Pow; ! = po,
and for all f € C2(R%), the process

M, = F(wy) — f(ws) —/ o f(w,)dr

s a local Bi-martingale after time s under the probability measure P. All the martingale solutions
starting from uo at time s is denoted by M" (L), If po = 6, for some x € R, we shall simply
write M*(ZL) = M3 (ZL). If the operator £ also depends on the probability measure P itself, then
we shall call the probability measure P a solution of nonlinear martingale problems.

First of all we present the following purely technical result.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that for each (s,x) € Ry x R?, there is a unique martingale solution
P, . € M%(Z) so that for each measurable A C D(RY), (s,x) + P, ,(A) is Borel measurable.
Then {Ps ., (s,z) € Ry x R} is a family of strong Markov probability measures. If in addition,
£ is a second order differential operator with the form:

Zf(x) = tr(als,z) - V2 f(2)) +b(s, ) - Vf(),

where a : Ry x RT — RY®@ R? is a symmetric matriz-valued locally bounded measurable function
and b: Ry x R* = R? is a vector-valued locally bounded measurable function, then for each (s, x),
P, » concentrates on the space of continuous functions.

Proof. The statement that the uniqueness of martingale solutions implies the strong Markov prop-
erty is a well-known result (see [38, Theorem 6.2.2]). We omit the details here. Now, let us prove
the second conclusion. Without loss of generality we assume s = 0. To show that Py , concentrates
on the space of continuous functions, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, it suffices to show that
for any R,T > 0and 0 <ty <t; <7,

EF0r |wy, ary — Wignrn|* < Crlt1 — tol?. (6.3)
Let 0 <to <t; <T. Since T 0 0, = Tr — to for ¢ty < TR, we have
ti ATR =to+ (t1 —to) A (TR0 0:,), to < Tr.
Since {tg < Tr} € %t,, by the Markov property one sees that

P 4 P 4
Eo-» |wt1/\'rR - wto/\7‘R| =E"* |:|wt1/\TR - wto‘ ]]‘t0<TR:|
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= Efoe {EPO’” (‘wto-‘r(tl—to)/\("'Rogto) — Wy, \4|%’to) ILto<m]
Fix y € R? and 3 > 1. Define f(z) = |z — y|?’. Note that
L f(2) = 28l — y[207V [tr(als, 2)) + (@ — y,b(s,2))

+48(8 = )|z -y a(s,2) (@ — y),z — y).
In particular, for any R > 0 and T > 0,

sup sup |Zf(x)] < Cr(lz — y[>P=Y + |z — y|?P71).
s€[0,T] |z|<R

ws+(t17t0)/\(TR095) - y|4) ‘(57y):(t07wt0) ]1t0<TR:| . (64)

Now for s,t € [0,T], by the definition of martingale solutions, we have

P 2 P P s+tA(TROOS)
EP* v gt in(rmon,) = YIP = BP0 f(wyin(rpon,)) = EF / %, f(w,)dr
s+tA(TROOS)
g CREPS'y </ (|wr - y|2(ﬂ_1) + |w'r - y|2ﬁ_1)d7">
tA(TROOs)
= CREPs,y </ (|ws+r _ y|2(6—1) + |ws+r _ y|26_1)d7'>
0

t
< OREPS’y </ (|ws+r/\(‘rR09,;) - y|2(5_1) + ‘ws—O—r/\(‘rRoHS) - y|2’8>d7"> :
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

t
EPs’y|ws+t/\(‘rRo«95) - y|2ﬁ < CREPS’y </ |ws+'r/\('rR095) - y|2(61)d7'> .
0

In particular, if one takes 8 =1, then for any s,t € [0, 7],
IE:]P)S’y|ws—i—t/\(7'13093) - y|2 < CRt~

Furthermore, taking 5 = 2, we get

¢
IEIPJs’y|U)s+t/\(‘r'Rc>«9s) - il/|4 < CREIPS’y (/ |ws+r/\(‘rRo495) - y|2d7"> < CRt2~
0
Substituting this into (6.4), we obtain (6.3). The proof is complete. O

Next we show a result that provides a way to construct a martingale solution for the operator
Zs. Let {(X§)i>0,€ € (0,1)} be a family of R%-valued cadlag adapted processes on some stochastic
basis (Q°, F¢,P%; (F§)i>0)- Let Q. be the law of X¢ in D(R?). Let {£° = (£f)t>0,¢ € (0,1)} be
a family of random linear operators from C°(R?) to C(R?). Suppose that
(H) Q. weakly converges to Qp in P(D(R?)) as € | 0, and for any f € CZ(R?),

t
M; = JXE) - £06) - [ Zepxeas (6.5)
0
is a local F¢-martingale with localized stopping time sequence (75),en, where for each R > 0,
tho=inf {t > 0:|X]|V [X;_| > R}.
Moreover, for each ¢, R > 0,

. 1=
lim EF
e—0

/O "(Z5f - ) (X0)ds| =0, (6.6)
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We have the following result about the martingale solutions.
Theorem 6.4. Under (H), it holds that Qy € ME° (L), where pig := Qg o wy *.

Proof. For given f € CZ(R?), define

M, = f(w) — f(wo) — /O 2, f(wy)ds. (6.7)

Recall the definitions V(w) and V’'(w) in (6.1) and (6.2). Since T := {R > 0 : Qp(w : R €
V(w)UV'(w)) > 0} is at most countable and limp_,o, TR — 00, to show Qp € M{°(.Z), it suffices
to show that for each R € T and s < t,

EQO (Mt/\TR|‘%S/\TR) = MS/\TR?

or equivalently, for any n € N, g € C3(R™) and 51 < 59 < --- < 8, < S0,

E% | (Minry, — Mopr) G(w.pr) | =0, (6.8)
where G(w) = g(ws,, -+ ,ws, ). Note that by the assumption,
E”[(Mfry, = Minsy)G(X52)] = 0, (69)

where Mg is defined by (6.5) and 7§, := inf {t > 0 : |X{| V [X;_| > R}. We want to take weak
limits. Since by Proposition 6.1,

DRY) 3w | (f(Winrs) = F(Wonrs)) Glw.nry) | (w) = H(w) € R
is bounded and Qp-a.s. continuous, we have

lim B2 H = E%® H.

e—0
Thus, by definitions (6.5) and (6.7), to prove (6.8), it remains to show

IATE tATR

e—0

lim E° <G(XFAT§) e f(Xﬁ)dr) = E® (G(w.w) £, f(w,,)dr) . (6.10)

SATE SATR

Since for each r, x — £, f(x) is a continuous function, by Proposition 6.1, one sees that

tATR

D(RY) 5 w (G(w./\m) frf(wr)dr> (w)eR

SATR

is bounded and Py-a.s. continuous. Thus,

IATE tATR
. Pe e € — T Qe
lim (G(X.M;) xf(Xr)dr) tig 5% (G pr) 2 )
tATR
= EQO (G(w'/\TR) grf(wr)dr> )
SATR
which together with (6.6) yields (6.10). The proof is complete. O
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