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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 α-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 σ : R+×Rd×Rd → Rd⊗Rd and b : R+×Rd×Rd → Rd be two Borel measurable functions.
Throughout this paper, for a probability measure µ over Rd, we write

σ[t, x, µ] :=

∫

Rd

σ(t, x, y)µ(dy), b[t, x, µ] :=

∫

Rd

b(t, x, y)µ(dy).

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

dXt = σ[t,Xt, µt]dL
(α)
t + b[t,Xt, µt]dt, (1.1)

where µt = µXt
denotes the probability distribution of Xt, L

(2)
t = Wt stands for a d-dimensional

standard Brownian motion, and for α ∈ (0, 2), L
(α)
t is a symmetric and rotationally invariant

α-stable process with infinitesimal generator ∆α/2 (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 Itô’s formula, µt solves the following
nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation in the distributional sense:

∂tµt = L ∗
t,µt

µt,

where L ∗
t,µ is the adjoint operator of the generator (local/nonlocal ) of SDE (1.1): for α = 2,

Lt,µf(x) :=
1
2 tr
(
σ[t, x, µ]σ∗[t, x, µ] · ∇2f(x)

)
+ b[t, x, µ] · ∇f(x),

and for α ∈ (0, 2),

Lt,µf(x) := p.v.

∫

Rd

f(x+ σ[t, x, µ]z)− f(x)

|z|d+α
dz + b[t, x, µ] · ∇f(x),

where σ∗ stands for the transpose of matrix σ 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 σ satisfy the following Lipschitz assumption

∥σ(t, x, y)− σ(t, x′, y′)∥+ |b(t, x, y)− b(t, x′, y′)| ⩽ κ(|x− x′|+ |y − y′|), (1.2)
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it is well-known that for any initial value X0, 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 (α = 2), the approximation takes the following form: For fixed N ∈ N,
let XN := (XN,1, · · · , XN,N ) solve the following SDE in RNd:

dXN,i
t = σ[t,XN,i

t , µXN
t
]dW i

t + b[t,XN,i
t , µXN

t
]dt, (1.3)

where {W i, i = 1, 2, · · · } is a sequence of i.i.d. Brownian motions, and for a point x = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈
(Rd)N , the empirical measure of x is defined by

µx(dz) :=
1

N

N∑

i=1

δxi(dz) ∈ P(Rd),

where δxi is the usual Dirac measure concentrated at point xi. Under Lipschitz assumption (1.2),
it is well-known that for any T > 0, there is a constant C > 0 such that for any N ∈ N,

sup
i=1,··· ,N

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|XN,i
t − X̄i

t |2
)

⩽
C

N
,

where X̄i
t solves SDE (1.1) driven by Brownian motion W i. Since X̄i, i ∈ N are independent, the

above estimate indicates that the particle system becomes statistically independent as N → ∞.
This property is commonly referred to as the propagation of chaos (see [40], [6]). Furthermore, the
fluctuation

ηNt :=
√
N(µXN

t
− µXt)

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)

Ẋt = b(t,Xt), X0 = x ∈ Rd. (1.4)

Suppose that the time-dependent vector field b : R+ × Rd → Rd satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz
condition

⟨x− y, b(s, x)− b(s, y)⟩ ⩽ κ|x− y|2 for a.e. (s, x, y) ∈ R+ × Rd × Rd, (1.5)

and linear growth assumption:

|b(s, x)| ⩽ κ(1 + |x|). (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(∇b) := ∇b+(∇b)∗

2 ⩽ κI, (1.7)
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where I stands for the identity matrix. In particular, if f : Rd → R is a semiconvex function, that
is, the Hessian matrix ∇2f has a lower bound in the distributional sense, then for b = −∇f , (1.7)
and (1.5) hold.

When b is Lipshcitz continuous in x, it is well-known that the flow {Xt(x), x ∈ Rd}t⩾0 associated
to ODE (1.4) is closely related to the linear transport equation

∂tu+ b(t, x) · ∇u = 0 (1.8)

and the dual continuity equation

∂tf + 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 x by studying the renormalization solution to linear transport equation (1.8)
with b being W1,p-regularity and having bounded divergence, where W1,p is the usual first order
Sobolev space and p ⩾ 1. Subsequently, Ambrosio [1] extended the DiPerna-Lions theory to the
case that b ∈ BVloc and divb ∈ L1 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 {Xt(x), x ∈ Rd}t⩾0 that forms a Lipschitz
flow in (t, x) (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 W1,p-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 ε ∈ (0, 1), let (N ε
t )t⩾0 be a Poisson process with intensity 1/ε (see (2.1) below for a

precise definition). We consider the following simple SDE driven only by Poisson process N ε:

Xε
t = x+ ε

∫ t

0

b(s,Xε
s−)dN ε

s , (1.10)

where Xε
s− stands for the left-hand limit. Since the Poisson process N ε

s 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

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt|2

)
⩽ Cε, ε ∈ (0, 1),

where X is the unique Filippov solution of ODE (1.4) and C = C(κ, d, T ) > 0 (see Theorem 2.11).
Furthermore, in the sense of DiPerna and Lions (cf. [11] and [9]), we establish the convergence of
Xε in probability to the exact solution under certain W1,p 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 ∈ L2([0, 1])
and ε ∈ (0, 1), we have

E
∣∣∣∣ε
∫ 1

0

f(s)dN ε
s −

∫ 1

0

f(s)ds

∣∣∣∣
2

= ε

∫ 1

0

|f(s)|2ds.
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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 α-stable processes: for α ∈ (0, 2],

dXt = σ(t,Xt)dL
(α)
t + b(t,Xt)dt, X0 = 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 σ 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 1

2 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, Gyöngy [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 1

2 to the
exact solution of the SDE, assuming the drift coefficient 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 Hölder 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 α-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 α-stable processes or Brownian motions. To achieve this,
let (ξn)n∈N be a sequence of independent and identically distributed random variables taking values
in Zd, such that for any integer lattice value z ∈ Zd,

P(ξn = z) =

{
(2d)−1, |z| = 1, α = 2,

c0|z|−d−α, z ̸= 0, α ∈ (0, 2),
(1.12)

where c0 = (
∑

0̸=z∈Zd |z|−d−α)−1 is a normalized constant. Let ξ0 = 0. We define a Zd-valued
compound Poisson process Hε by

Hε
t :=

∑

n⩽N ε
t

ξn, t ⩾ 0, (1.13)

where (N ε
t )t⩾0 is a Poisson process with intensity 1/ε. Let Hε be the associated Poisson random

measure, i.e., for t > 0 and E ∈ B(Rd),

Hε([0, t], E) :=
∑

s⩽t

1E(∆Hε
s ) =

∑

n⩽N ε
t

1E(ξn).

Consider the following SDE driven by compound Poisson process Hε:

Xε
t = x+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
ε

1
ασ(s,Xε

s−)z + εb(s,Xε
s−)
)
Hε(ds,dz), (1.14)
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where the integral is a finite sum since the compound Poisson process only jumps at exponentially
distributed waiting times. Let Sε

n be the n-th jump time of N ε
t . It is easy to see that (see Lemma

3.4)

Xε
t = x+

∑

n⩽N ε
t

(
ε

1
ασ(Sε

n, X
ε
Sε
n−1

)ξn + εb(Sε
n, X

ε
Sε
n−1

)
)
.

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 Xε to X in the
space D(Rd) of all càdlàg functions under weak assumptions. Notably, these assumptions allow
for coefficients with polynomial growth. Furthermore, under nondegenerate and additive noise
assumptions, as well as Hölder continuity assumptions on the drift, we establish the following
weak convergence rate: for some β = β(α) ∈ (0, 1), for any T > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ],

|Eφ(Xε
t )− Eφ(Xt)| ⩽ C∥φ∥C1

b
εβ .

It is worth mentioning that when b = 0 and σ is the identity matrix, the convergence of Xε 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 µε of
SDE (1.14) to the invariant measure µ 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:

∂sw + ν∆w + u · ∇w = 0, w(T ) = w0 = curlφ, u = K2 ∗ w,
where φ : T2 → R2 is a smooth divergence-free vector field on the torus, and K2 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 ε ∈ (0, 1), let Xε

s,t solve the following stochastic system




Xε
s,t(x) = x+ ε

∫ t

s

uε(r,X
ε
s,r−(x))dN ε

r +
√
εν(Hε

t −Hε
s ),

wε(s, x) = Ew0(X
ε
s,T (x)), uε = K2 ∗ wε, 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t ⩽ T,

(1.15)

where Hε
t is defined in (1.13). We establish that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all

s ∈ [0, T ] and ε ∈ (0, 1),
∥uε(s)− u(s)∥∞ ⩽ Cε.

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 (NN,i)i=1,··· ,N be a sequence of i.i.d. Poisson processes with intensity N
and (ξN,i

n )n∈N,i=1,··· ,N i.i.d Rd-valued random variables with common distribution (1.12). Define
for i = 1, · · · , N ,

HN,i
t :=

(
ξN,i
1 + · · ·+ ξN,i

NN,i
t

)
1NN,i

t ⩾1.
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Then (HN,i)i=1,··· ,N is a sequence of i.i.d. compound Poisson processes. Let HN,i be the associated
Poisson random measure, that is,

HN,i([0, t], E) :=
∑

s⩽t

1E(∆HN,i
s ) =

∑

n⩽NN,i
t

1E(ξ
N,i
n ), E ∈ B(Rd).

Let (XN,i
0 )i=1,··· ,N be a sequence of symmetric random variables and XN

t = (XN,i
t )i=1,··· ,N solve

the following interaction particle system driven by HN,i:

XN,i
t = XN,i

0 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
N− 1

ασ
[
s,XN,i

s− , µXN
s−

]
z +N−1b

[
s,XN,i

s− , µXN
s−

])
HN,i(ds,dz). (1.16)

Under suitable assumptions on σ, b, and XN
0 , we will show that for any k ∈ N,

P ◦ (XN,1
· , · · · , XN,k

· )−1 → P⊗k
0 as N → ∞, (1.17)

where P0 represents the law of the solution of the DDSDE (1.1) in the space of càdlàg functions,

and P⊗k
0 denotes the k-fold product measure induced by P0. Here, we have chosen ε = 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 W1 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 Xε to the unique Filippov solution. When the vector
field b belongs to the first-order Sobolev space W1,p and has bounded divergence, we also show the
convergence in probability of Xε 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 Xε, 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 α-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 W1 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 ∧ b := max(a, b), a ∨ b := min(a, b).

By A ≲C 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.

• P(E): The space of all probability measures over a Polish space E.
• B(E): The Borel σ-algebra of a Polish space E.
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• ⇒: Weak convergence of probability measures or random variables.
• D = D(Rd): The space of all càdlàg functions from [0,∞) to Rd.
• ∆fs := fs − fs−: The jump of f ∈ D at time s.
• TT : The set of all bounded stopping times.

• Cβ
b : The usual Hölder spaces of β-order.

• BR: The ball in Rd 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 (Tk)k∈N be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables on some probability space (Ω,F ,P) with
common exponential distribution of parameter 1, i.e.,

P(Tk ⩾ t) = e−t, t ⩾ 0, k = 1, 2, · · · .
Let S0 ≡ 0, and for n ⩾ 1, define

Sn := Sn−1 + Tn,

and for t ⩾ 0,

Nt := max{n : Sn ⩽ t}.
Then Nt is a standard Poisson process with intensity 1. In particular, Sn is the jump time of Nt.

S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

Nt

︷ ︸︸ ︷

t

T6

Figure 1. Standard Poisson process

Note that

ETk = 1, ENt = t, E(Nt − t)2 = t.

For given ε > 0, we introduce

N ε
t := Nt/ε, Ñ ε

t := Nt/ε − t/ε. (2.1)

Then N ε
t is a Poisson process with intensity 1/ε. In this paper, we choose a sub-σ field F0 ⊂ F ,

which is independent of (Tk)k∈N and therefore independent of (N ε
t )t⩾0. We assume that F0 is

sufficiently rich so that for any µ ∈ P(Rd), there exists an F0-measurable random variable X0 such
that P ◦X−1

0 = µ. In particular, if we introduce the filtration

Fε
t := F0 ∨ σ{N ε

s : s ⩽ t}, t ⩾ 0,

then one can verify that Ñ ε
t is an Fε

t -martingale.
In the following, we will utilize an SDE driven by Poisson process N ε

t 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+ × Rd → Rd be a measurable vector field. Suppose that

∥b∥∞ + ∥∇b∥∞ < ∞, (2.2)

where ∥ · ∥∞ is the usual L∞-norm in R+ × Rd. For any F0-measurable initial value X0, by the
Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, there is a unique global solution Xt to the following ODE:

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs)ds. (2.3)

Let Xt(x) be the unique solution starting from x ∈ Rd. Then

Xt = Xt(x)|x=X0 .

Now we consider the following SDE driven by Poisson process N ε:

Xε
t = X0 +

∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dN ε

s . (2.4)

Since s 7→ N ε
s is a step function (see Figure 1), it is easy to see that

Xε
t = X0 + ε

∑

s⩽t

b(s,Xε
s−)∆N ε

s = X0 + ε

∞∑

n=1

b(Sε
n, X

ε
Sε
n−1

)1Sε
n⩽t,

where ∆N ε
s := N ε

s −N ε
s− and Sε

n := εSn. In particular,

Xε
t −Xε

t− = εb(t,Xε
t−)∆N ε

t (2.5)

and

Xε
t = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xε
s )ds+

∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s , (2.6)

where we have used that b(s,Xε
s ) = b(s,Xε

s−) 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 Xε

t (x) be the unique solution of (2.4) starting from x. Then

Xε
t = Xε

t (x)|x=X0
.

Hence, if X0 ∈ F0 has a density, then for each t > 0, Xε
t 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

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt|2

)
⩽ 4e2∥∇b∥∞T ∥b∥2∞Tε, ε ∈ (0, 1).

(ii) (Weak Convergence) Under (2.2) and ∥∇2b∥∞ < ∞, for any T > 0, there is a constant
C = C(T, ∥b∥C2

b
) > 0 such that for any f with ∥∇f∥C1

b
< ∞ and t ∈ [0, T ],

|Ef(Xε
t )− Ef(Xt)| ⩽ C∥∇f∥C1

b
ε, ε ∈ (0, 1).
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Proof. Noting that by (2.6) and (2.3),

Xε
t −Xt =

∫ t

0

(b(s,Xε
s )− b(s,Xs))ds+

∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s ,

we have

|Xε
t −Xt| ⩽

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(b(s,Xε
s )− b(s,Xs))ds

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s

∣∣∣∣

⩽ ∥∇b∥∞
∫ t

0

|Xε
s −Xs|ds+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s

∣∣∣∣ .

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

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt|2

)
⩽ e2∥∇b∥∞TE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s

∣∣∣∣
2
)

⩽ 4e2∥∇b∥∞TE

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s

∣∣∣∣∣

2

= 4e2∥∇b∥∞TE

(∫ T

0

|εb(s,Xε
s )|2d

(
s
ε

)
)

⩽ 4e2∥∇b∥∞T ∥b∥2∞Tε.

(ii) Fix t > 0 and f ∈ C2
b (Rd). Let u(s, x) solve the backward transport equation:

∂su+ b · ∇u = 0, u(t, x) = f(x). (2.7)

In fact, the unique solution of the above transport equation is given by

u(s, x) = f(Xs,t(x)),

where Xs,t(x) solves the following ODE:

Xs,t(x) = x+

∫ t

s

b(r,Xs,r(x))dr.

Since ∇b,∇f , ∇2b,∇2f ∈ L∞, by the chain rule, it is easy to derive that

∥∇2u(s, ·)∥∞ ⩽ ∥∇2f∥∞∥∇Xs,t∥2∞ + ∥∇f∥∞∥∇2Xs,t∥∞
⩽ e4∥∇b∥∞(t−s)

(
∥∇2f∥∞ + ∥∇f∥∞∥∇2b∥∞

)
,

and for the solution Xt of (2.3),

f(Xt) = u(t,Xt) = u(0, X0) +

∫ t

0

(∂su+ b · ∇u)(s,Xs)ds = u(0, X0). (2.8)

Moreover, by Itô’s formula we have

Ef(Xε
t ) = Eu(t,Xε

t ) = Eu(0, X0) + E
∫ t

0

[
∂su(s,X

ε
s ) +

u(s,Xε
s + εb(s,Xε

s ))− u(s,Xε
s )

ε

]
ds.

Hence, by (2.7) and (2.8),

|Ef(Xε
t )− Ef(Xt)| =

∣∣∣∣E
∫ t

0

b(s,Xε
s ) ·

∫ 1

0

(
∇u(s,Xε

s + θεb(s,Xε
s ))−∇u(s,Xε

s )
)
dθds

∣∣∣∣

⩽ ∥b∥2∞∥∇2u∥∞ε

∫ 1

0

θdθ ⩽ ∥b∥2∞e4∥∇b∥∞t
(
∥∇2f∥∞ + ∥∇f∥∞∥∇2b∥∞

)
ε
2 .

The proof is complete. □
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Remark 2.2. It 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 ε > 0, let us define

Iεf (t) := ε

∫ t

0

f(s)dN ε
s = ε

∑

s⩽t

f(s)∆N ε
s .

By applying Doob’s maximal inequality, we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣Iεf (t)−
∫ t

0

f(s)ds

∣∣∣∣
2
]
⩽ 4ε

∫ T

0

|f(s)|2ds.

It is worth noting that the calculation of Iεf (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
∫ T

0
f(s)ds. To illustrate the

effectiveness of our scheme, we provide an example involving a highly oscillatory function:

f(s) := (1− 2 ∗ ([200 ∗ s]%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 7→
∫ t

0
f(s)ds =: F (t) oscillates between 0 and 0.5. We simulate the graph using both

Euler’s scheme and the Poisson approximation scheme, as depicted in Figure 2. From the graph,
we can observe that Euler’s scheme exhibits instability due to the regular choice of partition points.
Conversely, Poisson’s scheme demonstrates stability, with partition points being chosen randomly.

Figure 2. Comparison between Euler scheme and Poisson scheme

Next, we investigate the asymptotic distribution of the following deviation as ε → 0,

Zε
t :=

Xε
t −Xt√

ε
.

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

Zε
t =

∫ t

0

√
εb(s,Xε

s−)dÑ ε
s +

∫ t

0

b(Xε
s )− b(Xs)√

ε
ds

=

∫ t

0

√
εb(s,Xε

s−)dÑ ε
s +

∫ t

0

Zε
sB

ε
sds,

(2.9)

where

Bε
s :=

∫ 1

0

∇b(s, θXε
s + (1− θ)Xs)dθ =

∫ 1

0

∇b(s,Xs +
√
εθZε

s )dθ.

Note that as ε → 0,

Eeiξ
√
εÑ ε

t = exp
{
tε−1(eiξ

√
ε − 1)− iξt/

√
ε
}
→ e−ξ2t/2.
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This implies that
√
εÑ ε

t weakly converges to a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion Wt.
Therefore, we formally have Zε ⇒ Z, where Z solves the following linear SDE:

Zt =

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs)dWs +

∫ t

0

Zs · ∇b(s,Xs)ds. (2.10)

Clearly, Zt is an OU process and it’s infinitesimal generator is given by

Lsf(z) =
1
2 tr
(
(b⊗ b)(s,Xs) · ∇2f(z)

)
+ ⟨z · ∇b(s,Xs),∇f(z)⟩. (2.11)

Proposition 2.4. Let L be given in (2.11) with b being a bounded Lipschitz vector field. For any
(s, z) ∈ R+ ×Rd, there is a unique martingale solution P ∈ Mz

s(L ) 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, z) ∈ R+ ×Rd, there is a unique martingale solution Ps,z ∈ Mz

s(L ). Moreover,
by Proposition 6.3 in appendix, P concentrates on the space of continuous functions. □

Now we show the following functional CLT about the above Zε.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that b is bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Let P ∈ M0
0(L ) be the unique

martingale solution associated with L starting from 0 at time 0. Let Pε be the law of Zε := Xε−X√
ε

in the space D of càdlàg functions, where Xε is the unique solution of SDE (2.4) with the same
fixed initial value X0 = x0 as X. Then we have

Pε ⇒ P in P(D).

Proof. First of all, for any f ∈ C2
b (Rd), by (2.9) and Itô’s formula, we have

f(Zε
t ) = f(0) +

∫ t

0

[
Aε

sf(Z
ε
s ) + (Zε

sB
ε
s) · ∇f(Zε

s )
]
ds+Mε

t ,

where Mε
t :=

∫ t

0

(
f(Zε

s− +
√
εb(s,Xε

s−))− f(Zε
s−)
)
dÑ ε

s is a martingale and

Aε
sf(z) =

f(z +
√
εb(s,Xs))− f(z)−√

εb(s,Xs) · ∇f(z)

ε
.

Therefore, the infinitesimal generator of Zε
t is given by

L (ε)
s f(z) := Aε

sf(z) + (zBε
s) · ∇f(z).

From the very definition, it is easy to see that for any s,R > 0,

lim
ε→0

sup
|z|⩽R

|L (ε)
s f(z)− Lsf(z)| = 0. (2.12)

In fact, noting that by Taylor’s expansion,

Aε
sf(z) =

∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

0

tr
(
(b⊗ b)(s,Xs) · ∇2f(z + θθ′

√
εb(s,Xs)

)
dθdθ′,

one sees that for each s > 0,

lim
ε→0

sup
|z|⩽R

∣∣∣Aε
sf(z)− 1

2 tr
(
(b⊗ b)(s,Xs) · ∇2f(z)

)∣∣∣ = 0.

Moreover, by the definition of Bε
s , we clearly have

lim
ε→0

|Bε
s −∇b(s,Xs)| = 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,

sup
ε∈(0,1)

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Zε
t |2
)

⩽ C,
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and for any stopping time τ and δ > 0,

sup
ε∈(0,1)

E

(
sup

t∈[0,δ]

|Zε
τ+t − Zε

τ |2
)

⩽ Cδ.

Thus, by Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), (Pε)ε∈(0,1) is tight. Let P0 be any

accumulation point. By (2.12) and Theorem 6.4 in appendix, P0 ∈ M0
0(L ). By the uniqueness

(see Proposition 2.4), one has P0 = P. The proof is complete. □

Remark 2.6. We emphasize that in the above theorem, the initial value is a nonrandom fixed
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.

(Hb) We assume that for some κ > 0 and all (s, x, y) ∈ R+ × Rd × Rd,

⟨x− y, b(s, x)− b(s, y)⟩ ⩽ κ|x− y|2, |b(s, x)| ⩽ κ(1 + |x|).
Due to the lack of continuity of x 7→ b(s, x), assumption (Hb) 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 Hb of b, defined by

Hb(t, x, w) := lim
δ↓0

esssup
|y−x|⩽δ

⟨b(t, y), w⟩,

where the essential supremum is taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The essential convex
hull of b is then given by

Ab
t,x := {y ∈ Rd : ⟨y, w⟩ ⩽ Hb(t, x, w), w ∈ Rd}.

Note that Ab
t,x is a closed convex subset and Hb(t, x, ·) is precisely the support function of Ab

t,x.

Definition 2.7. We call an absolutely continuous curve (Xt)t⩾0 in Rd a Filippov solution of ODE
(2.3) starting from x0 if X0 = x0 and for Lebesgue almost all t ⩾ 0,

Ẋt ∈ Ab
t,Xt

.

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

Theorem 2.8. Under (Hb), for any starting point X0 = x0, there is a unique Filippov solution
(Xt(x0))t⩾0 to ODE (2.3). Moreover, for any x0, x

′
0 ∈ Rd and t ⩾ 0,

|Xt(x0)−Xt(x
′
0)| ⩽ e2κt|x0 − x′

0|. (2.13)

Let bδ(t, x) := b(t, ·) ∗ ρδ(x) be the mollifier approximation of b, where ρδ(x) = δ−dρ(x/δ) and ρ is
a smooth density function with compact support. Let Xδ(x0) be the unique solution of ODE (2.3)
corresponding to bδ and starting from x0. Then for any T > 0, we have

lim
δ→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xδ
t (x0)−Xt(x0)| = 0. (2.14)

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 Xε under assumption
(Hb). 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 x.
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Lemma 2.9. Let Xε
0 = ξ ∈ ∩p>1L

p(Ω,F0,P). Suppose that (Hb) and for each t ⩾ 0, x 7→ b(t, x)
is continuous. Then for any T > 0 and p ⩾ 1, there is a constant C = C(κ, d, T, p) > 0 such that

sup
ε∈(0,1)

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |p
)

⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|p), (2.15)

and for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt|2p

)
⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|2p)εp, (2.16)

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

Proof. For p ⩾ 1, by Itô’s formula and |x+ y|p − |x|p ⩽ p|y|(|x|+ |y|)p−1, we have

|Xε
t |p = |ξ|p +

∫ t

0

(|Xε
s− + εb(s,Xε

s−)|p − |Xε
s−|p)dN ε

s

⩽ |ξ|p + pε

∫ t

0

|b(s,Xε
s−)|

(
|Xε

s−|+ ε|b(s,Xε
s−)|

)p−1
dN ε

s .

Hence, by the linear growth of b in x,

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

|Xε
s |p
)

⩽ E|ξ|p + pεE
(∫ t

0

|b(s,Xε
s )|
(
|Xε

s |+ ε|b(s,Xε
s )|
)p−1

dN ε
s

)

= E|ξ|p + pE
(∫ t

0

|b(s,Xε
s )|
(
|Xε

s |+ ε|b(s,Xε
s )|
)p−1

ds

)

⩽ E|ξ|p + CE
(∫ t

0

(1 + |Xε
s |p)ds

)
,

which implies the first estimate by Gronwall’s inequality.
Next, we look at (2.16). Since b(t, x) is continuous in x for each t > 0, it is well-known that

there is a unique classical solution to ODE (2.3) under (Hb). Note that

Zt := Xε
t −Xt =

∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s +

∫ t

0

[
b(s,Xε

s )− b(s,Xs)
]
ds.

By Itô’s formula and (Hb), we have

|Zε
t |2 = 2

∫ t

0

⟨Zε
s , b(s,X

ε
s )− b(s,Xs)⟩ds+

∫ t

0

(|Zε
s− + εb(s,Xε

s−)|2 − |Zε
s−|2)dÑ ε

s

+

∫ t

0

(|Zε
s + εb(s,Xε

s )|2 − |Zε
s |2 − 2ε⟨b(s,Xε

s ), Z
ε
s ⟩)d

(s
ε

)

⩽ 2κ

∫ t

0

|Zε
s |2ds+

∫ t

0

(
2ε⟨b(s,Xε

s−), Z
ε
s−⟩+ ε2|b(s,Xε

s−)|2
)
dÑ ε

s + ε

∫ t

0

|b(s,Xε
s )|2ds.

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

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

|Zε
s |2p

)
≲ E

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(
2ε⟨b(s,Xε

s−), Z
ε
s−⟩+ ε2|b(s,Xε

s−)|2
)
dÑ ε

s

∣∣∣∣
p

+ (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp

≲ E
(∫ t

0

∣∣∣2ε⟨b(s,Xε
s ), Z

ε
s ⟩+ ε2|b(s,Xε

s )|2
∣∣∣
2

d( sε )

) p
2

+ E
∫ t

0

∣∣∣2ε⟨b(s,Xε
s ), Z

ε
s ⟩+ ε2|b(s,Xε

s )|2
∣∣∣
p

d( sε ) + (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp
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≲ E
(∫ t

0

(
|Zε

s |4 + ε2(1 + |Xε
s |4
)
ds

) p
2

+ E
∫ t

0

(
|Zε

s |2 + ε2(1 + |Xε
s |2
)p

d( sε ) + (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp

≲
∫ t

0

E|Zε
s |2pds+ (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp,

which in turn implies the desired estimate (2.16). □

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

Lemma 2.10. (i) Let Xε
0 = ξ ∈ ∩p>1L

p(Ω,F0,P) and Xε,δ be the solution of ODE (2.4) corre-
sponding to bδ, where bδ is the smooth approximation of b as in Theorem 2.8. Suppose (Hb) and
ξ has a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Then for any T > 0 and p ⩾ 1, there is a
constant C = C(κ, d, T, p) > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

lim
δ→0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,δ
t −Xε

t |2p
)

⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|2p)εp. (2.17)

(ii) Let ξ, ξ̃ ∈ ∩p>1L
p(Ω,F0,P) and Xε, X̃ε be the solutions of ODE (2.4) corresponding to

initial values ξ and ξ̃, respectively. Under (Hb), for any T > 0 and p ⩾ 1, there is a constant
C = C(κ, d, T, p) > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t − X̃ε

t |2p
)

⩽ CE|ξ − ξ̃|2p + C(1 + E|ξ|2p + E|ξ̃|2p)εp. (2.18)

Proof. We will only prove (i) since (ii) follows in the same manner. Note that

Zt := Xε,δ
t −Xε

t =

∫ t

0

ε(bδ(s,X
ε,δ
s− )− b(s,Xε

s−))dN ε
s =

∫ t

0

[
εBε,δ

s + εgδs(X
ε
s−)
]
dN ε

s ,

where

Bε,δ
s := bδ(s,X

ε,δ
s− )− bδ(s,X

ε
s−), gδs(x) := (bδ − b)(s, x).

By Itô’s formula and (Hb), we have

|Zt|2 =

∫ t

0

(|Zs− + εBε,δ
s + εgδs(X

ε
s−)|2 − |Zs−|2)dN ε

s

=

∫ t

0

(
2ε⟨Bε,δ

s + gδs(X
ε
s−), Zs−⟩+ ε2|Bε,δ

s + gδs(X
ε
s−)|2

)
dN ε

s

⩽
∫ t

0

ε
(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs−|2 + |gδs(Xε

s−)|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s−)|2)
)
dN ε

s

=

∫ t

0

ε
(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs−|2 + |gδs(Xε

s−)|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s−)|2)
)
dÑ ε

s

+

∫ t

0

(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs|2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2
)
ds.

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

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

|Zs|2p
)

≲ E
[∫ t

0

ε
(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs|2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2)
)2

ds

]p/2

+ E
[∫ t

0

εp−1
(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs|2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2)
)p

ds

]
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+ E
[∫ t

0

(
(2κ+ 1)|Zs|2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2 + 2ε(|Bε,δ
s |2 + |gδs(Xε

s )|2
)
ds

]p

≲
∫ t

0

E|Zs|2pds+
∫ t

0

E|gδs(Xε
s )|2pds+ (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp,

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

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Zt|2p
)

≲
∫ T

0

E|gδs(Xε
s )|2pds+ (1 + E|ξ|2p)εp.

Since for fixed ε ∈ (0, 1) and s ∈ [0, T ], the law of Xε
s is absolutely continuous with respect to the

Lebesgue measure, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim
δ→0

∫ T

0

E|gδs(Xε
s )|2pds =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

lim
δ→0

|bδ − b|2p(s, x)ρεs(x)dxds = 0,

where ρεs(x) is the density of Xε
s . Thus we obtain the limit (2.17). □

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

Theorem 2.11. Let ξ ∈ ∩p>1L
p(Ω,F0,P) and (Xt)t⩾0 be the unique Filippov solution of ODE

(2.3) with X0 = ξ. Then for any T > 0 and p ⩾ 1, there is a constant C = C(κ, d, T, p) > 0 such
that for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt|2p

)
⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|2p)εp. (2.19)

Proof. We dive the proof into two steps.

(Step 1). In this step we assume that ξ has a density. Let Xε,δ
t be the unique solution of ODE

(2.4) corresponding to bδ and starting from ξ. By (2.16), for any T > 0 and p ⩾ 1, there is a
constant C = C(κ, d, T, p) > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, 1),

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,δ
t −Xδ

t |2p
)

⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|2p)εp.

By (2.14), (2.17) and taking limits δ → 0, we get (2.19).
(Step 2). For general ξ ∈ ∩p>1L

p(Ω,F0,P). Let η ∈ F0 be a standard normal distribution and
independent of ξ. Define

ξδ := ξ + δη, δ > 0.

Clearly, ξδ ∈ ∩p>1L
p(Ω,F0,P) has a density and for any p ⩾ 1,

E|ξδ|p ⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|p), lim
δ→0

E|ξδ − ξ|p = 0.

Let X̃ε,δ be the unique solution of ODE (2.4) with X̃ε,δ
0 = ξδ and X̃δ be the unique Filippov

solution of ODE (2.3) with X̃δ
0 = ξδ. By what we have proved in Step 1, we have

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|X̃ε,δ
t − X̃δ

t |2p
)

⩽ C(1 + E|ξδ|2p)εp ⩽ C(1 + E|ξ|2p)εp.

By (2.13) and (2.18), taking limits δ → 0, we obtain (2.19). □

Remark 2.12. Theorem 2.11 presents a specific discretized SDE approximation for the ODE
(2.3) under the assumption of one-sided Lipschitz conditions. This result offers a practical and
computationally efficient scheme for approximating the solutions of the ODE using SDEs.
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2.3. DiPerna-Lions solutions for ODEs with W1,q-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 W1,q, but the initial value is assumed to possess a density. Specifically, we make the
following assumption:

(Hb
q) b is bounded measurable, and for some q ∈ [1,∞] and each R > 0, there is a Borel measurable

function fR(s, x) ∈ Lq
loc(R+×Rd) such that for Lebesgue almost all (s, x, y) ∈ R+×BR×BR,

⟨x− y, b(s, x)− b(s, y)⟩ ⩽ fR(s, y)|x− y|2. (2.20)

We first show the following result.

Theorem 2.13. Let X0 ∈ F0 with E|X0| < ∞. Suppose that (Hb
q) holds, and ODE (2.3) admits

a solution Xt with initial value X0 and Xt has a density ρt(x) ∈ Lp
loc(R+ × Rd), where p = q

q−1 .

Then for any T > 0, there is a constant CT > 0 such that for all R ⩾ 1 and ε, h ∈ (0, 1),

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt| ⩾ h

)
⩽ CT

(
1 + ∥b∥2∞

R2
+

∥fR∥Lq([0,T ]×BR)∥ρ∥Lp([0,T ]×BR) + 1

log(1 + h2/(36ε∥b∥∞))

)
.

Proof. We follow the proof in [34]. By (2.6) we have

Zε
t := Xε

t −Xt =

∫ t

0

b(s,Xε
s )− b(s,Xs)ds+

∫ t

0

εb(s,Xε
s−)dÑ ε

s .

Fix δ > 0. By applying Itô’s formula to function x 7→ log( |x|
2

δ2 + 1), we have

log

( |Zε
t |2
δ2

+ 1

)
= 2

∫ t

0

⟨Zε
s , b(s,X

ε
s )− b(s,Xs)⟩

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

ds+

∫ t

0

log

( |Zε
s− + εb(s,Xε

s−)|2 + δ2

|Zε
s−|2 + δ2

)
dÑ ε

s

+

∫ t

0

[
log

( |Zε
s + εb(s,Xε

s )|2 + δ2

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

)
− 2ε⟨b(s,Xε

s ), Z
ε
s ⟩

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

]
d
(s
ε

)

=: I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t).

For R > 0, define a stopping time

τR := inf{t > 0 : |Xε
t | ∨ |Xt| ⩾ R}.

For I1(t), by the assumption we have

I1(t ∧ τR) ⩽ 2

∫ t

0

fR(s,Xs)|Zε
s |2

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

1{|Xs|<R}ds ⩽ 2

∫ t

0

fR(s,Xs)1{|Xs|<R}ds.

For I2(t), by Doob’s maximal inequality, we have

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I2(t)|2
)

⩽ 4E

(∫ T

0

log

( |Zε
s− + εb(s,Xε

s−)|2 + δ2

|Zε
s−|2 + δ2

)
dÑ ε

s

)2

= 4E

(∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣log
( |Zε

s + εb(s,Xε
s )|2 + δ2

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

)∣∣∣∣
2

d
(s
ε

)
)
.

Note that

| log(1 + r)− r| ⩽ Cr2, r > − 1
2 , (2.21)

and for Aε
s :=

|Zε
s+εb(s,Xε

s )|
2−|Zε

s |
2

|Zε
s |2+δ2 and δ > ε∥b∥∞,

|Aε
s| ⩽ 2

ε∥b∥∞
δ

+
ε2∥b∥2∞

δ2
⩽ 3

ε∥b∥∞
δ

. (2.22)
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In particular, we further have for δ ⩾ 6ε∥b∥∞,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I2(t)|2
)

⩽ 4

∫ T

0

E |log (1 +Aε
s)|2 d

(s
ε

)
≲
∫ T

0

E(|Aε
s|2 + |Aε

s|4)d
(s
ε

)
≲

ε∥b∥2∞T

δ2
.

Similarly, for I3(t), by (2.21) and (2.22), we have for δ ⩾ 6ε∥b∥∞,

I3(t) =

∫ t

0

(
log (1 +Aε

s)−Aε
s

)
d
(s
ε

)
+ ε

∫ t

0

|b(s,Xε
s )|2

|Zε
s |2 + δ2

ds

≲
∫ t

0

|Aε
s|2d

(s
ε

)
+

εt∥b∥2∞
δ2

≲
ε∥b∥2∞t

δ2
.

Combining the above calculations, we obtain that for δ ⩾ 6
√
ε∥b∥∞,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τR]

log

( |Zε
t |2
δ2

+ 1

))
≲
∫ T

0

E
(
fR(s,Xs)1{|Xs|<R}

)
ds+

√
ε∥b∥∞
δ

=

∫ T

0

(∫

BR

fR(s, x)ρs(x)dx

)
ds+

√
ε∥b∥∞
δ

⩽ ∥fR∥Lq([0,T ]×BR)∥ρ∥Lp([0,T ]×BR) +

√
ε∥b∥∞
δ

.

Now for any h ∈ (0, 1) and δ = 6
√
ε∥b∥∞, by Chebyschev’s inequality we have

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τR]

|Zε
t | > h

)
⩽ E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τR]

log

( |Zε
t |2
δ2

+ 1

))
/ log(1 + (h/δ)2)

≲
∥fR∥Lq([0,T ]×BR)∥ρ∥Lq([0,T ]×BR) + 1

log(1 + h2/(36ε∥b∥2∞))
. (2.23)

On the other hand, it is standard to show that

P(τR ⩽ T ) ⩽
E
(
supt∈[0,T ](|Xt|+ |Xε

t |)2
)

R2
⩽

C(1 + ∥b∥2∞T 2)

R2
,

which together with (2.23) yields the desired estimate. □

As a consequence, we have

Corollary 2.14. Assume that ∇b ∈ Lq(R+×Rd) for some q > d and b,divb ∈ L∞(R+×Rd). Let
p = q

q−1 and T > 0. For any X0 ∈ F0 with density ρ0 ∈ Lp(Rd), there is a unique solution Xt to

ODE (2.3) so that Xt admits a density ρt(x) ∈ L∞([0, T ];Lp(Rd)). Moreover, there is a constant
CT > 0 such that for all ε, h ∈ (0, 1),

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t −Xt| ⩾ h

)
⩽ CT

∥∇b∥Lq([0,T ]×Rd)∥ρ∥Lp([0,T ]×Rd) + 1

log(1 + h2/(36ε∥b∥∞))
.

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 x, y ∈ Rd,

|b(s, x)− b(s, y)| ⩽ C|x− y|
(

1

|B|x−y||

∫

B|x−y|

|∇b(s, y + z)|rdz
) 1

r

⩽ C|x− y|(M|∇b(s, ·)|r(y)) 1
r ,

where

M|∇b(s, ·)|r(y) := sup
r⩾0

1

|Br|

∫

Br

|∇b(s, y + z)|rdz.
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Hence, (2.20) holds with fR(s, y) = (M|∇b(s, ·)|r(y))1/r and by the Lp-boundedness of the maximal
function (cf. [36]),

∥(M|∇b|r)1/r∥Lq([0,T ]×Rd) ⩽ C∥∇b∥Lq([0,T ]×Rd).

By the DiPerna-Lions theory (see [11, Corollary II.1] and [1, 9]), for any X0 ∈ F0 with a density
ρ0 ∈ Lp(Rd), there is a unique solution Xt to ODE (2.3) with density ρt(x) ∈ L∞([0, T ];Lp(Rd)).
Now by Theorem 2.13 with R = ∞, we obtain the desired estimate. □

Remark 2.15. Corollary 2.14 provides a discretization approximation for ODEs with W1,q-coefficients.
Let us consider the case where d = 2 and the vector field b(x) is defined as

b(x) = (−x2, x1)/|x|αϕ(x),
where α < 1 and ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd). It can be easily seen that divb ∈ L∞ and ∇b ∈ Lq(R2) for any
q ∈ [1, 2/α). Additionally, it should be noted that b is Hölder continuous at the point 0.

2.4. Particle approximation for DDODEs. In this section, we turn our attention to the study
of nonlinear or distribution-dependent ODEs (DDODEs) 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 ε = 1/N . This choice allows for efficient
numerical implementation and analysis of the particle system.

Let ϕ : R+ × Rd × Rd → Rm and F : R+ × Rd × Rm → Rd be Borel measurable functions. For
a (sub)-probability measure µ over Rd, we define

b(t, x, µ) := F (t, x, (ϕt ⊛ µ)(x)),

where

(ϕt ⊛ µ)(x) :=

∫

Rd

ϕt(x, y)µ(dy).

Now we consider the following DDODE:

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs, µXs
)ds, (2.24)

where X0 is any random variable and µXs
stands for the distribution of Xs. Suppose that

{
|F (t, x, r)− F (t, x′, r′)| ⩽ κ(|x− x′|+ |r − r′|),
|ϕ(t, x, y)− ϕ(t, x′, y′)| ⩽ κ(|x− x′|+ |y − y′|) (2.25)

and

|F (t, x, r)|+ |ϕ(t, x, y)| ⩽ κ. (2.26)

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

∂tµXt + div(b(t, ·, µXt)µXt) = 0.

Remark 2.16. If X0 = x is a fixed point, then µXs = δXs is a Dirac measure and

b(s,Xs, µXs) = F (s,Xs, ϕs(Xs, Xs)).

In this case, there is no interaction. Now, suppose that X0 has a density ρ0, and let b(t, x, µ) =∫
Rd b(t, x, y)µ(dy). Then, Xt also has a density ρt(x), and in the distributional sense, we have

∂tρt(x) + div

(
ρt(x)

∫

Rd

b(t, x, y)ρt(y)dy

)
= 0.

In particular, if we consider the case where b(t, x, y) = −1[0,∞)(x− y), we obtain

∂tVt(x) = (V 2
t (x))

′/2,
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which is the classical Burgers equation.

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

NN,k
t := N k

Nt, ÑN,k
t := N k

Nt −Nt, t > 0.

Let (Xi
0)i∈N be a sequence of i.i.d. F0-measurable random variables with common distribution ν.

We consider the following interaction particle system driven by Poisson processes: for i = 1, · · · , N,

XN,i
t = Xi

0 +
1

N

∫ t

0

b(s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−)dNN,i
s = XN,i

t− +
1

N2

N∑

j=1

b(t,XN,i
t− , XN,j

t− )∆NN,i
t ,

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

µN
s :=

1

N

N∑

j=1

δXN,j
s

.

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

Lemma 2.17. Let ξN := (ξ1, · · · , ξN ) be a sequence of i.i.d. Rd-valued random variables with

common distribution µ. Let µξN := 1
N

∑N
j=1 δξj be the empirical measure of ξN . Then there is a

universal constant C > 0 such that for any nonnegative measurable function f(x, y) : Rd×Rd → R
and µ̄ ∈ P(Rd), and i = 1, · · · , N ,

E|f(ξi, µξN )− f(ξi, µ̄)|2 ≲C

∫

Rd

(
f(x, µ)− f(x, µ̄)

)2
µ(dx) +

1

N

∫

R2d

f(x, y)2µ(dx)µ(dy)

+
1

N

∫

Rd

(∫

Rd

f(x, y)µ̄(dy)

)2

µ(dy) +
1

N

∫

Rd

f(x, x)2µ(dx).

(2.27)

In particular,

E|f(ξi, µξN )− f(ξi, µ)|2 ⩽
C

N

(∫

R2d

f(x, y)2µ(dx)µ(dy) +

∫

Rd

f(x, x)2µ(dx)

)
. (2.28)

Proof. By definition we have

E|f(ξi, µξN )− f(ξi, µ̄)|2 =
1

N2

N∑

j,k=1

E
[(
f(ξi, ξj)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)(
f(ξi, ξk)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)]
.

Since for j ̸= k ̸= i, ξi, ξj , ξk are independent and have the same distribution µ, we have

E
[(
f(ξi, ξj)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)(
f(ξi, ξk)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)]
=

∫

Rd

(
f(x, µ)− f(x, µ̄)

)2
µ(dx).

Thus,

E|f(ξi, µξN )− f(ξi, µ̄)|2 ⩽
∫

Rd

(
f(x, µ)− f(x, µ̄)

)2
µ(dx) +

1

N2

N∑

j=1

E
[
f(ξi, ξj)− f(ξi, µ̄)

]2

+
2

N2

N∑

j=1

E
[(
f(ξi, ξj)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)(
f(ξi, ξi)− f(ξi, µ̄)

)]

≲
∫

Rd

(
f(x, µ)− f(x, µ̄)

)2
µ(dx) +

1

N2

N∑

j=1

E|f(ξi, ξj)|2

+
1

N
E
(
|f(ξi, µ̄)|2 + |f(ξi, ξi)|2

)
.

From this, we derive the desired estimate. □
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Let X̄i
t solve the following DDODE:

X̄i
t = Xi

0 +

∫ t

0

b(s, X̄i
s, µX̄i

s
)ds, i = 1, · · · , N. (2.29)

Clearly, (X̄1
· , · · · , X̄N

· ) 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(κ, T, d) > 0
independent of N such that for all i = 1, · · · , N ,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|XN,i
t − X̄i

t |2
)

⩽
C

N
.

Proof. Let µ̄N
t := 1

N

∑N
j=1 δX̄j

t
. Note that

XN,i
t − X̄i

t =
1

N

∫ t

0

b(s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−)dNN,i
s −

∫ t

0

b(s, X̄i
s, µX̄i

s
)ds

=
1

N

∫ t

0

b(s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−)dÑN,i
s +

∫ t

0

[
b(s,XN,i

s , µN
s )− b(s, X̄i

s, µ̄
N
s )
]
ds

+

∫ t

0

[
b(s, X̄i

s, µ̄
N
s )− b(s, X̄i

s, µX̄i
s
)
]
ds

=: I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t).

Below for a nonnegative function f(t), we write

f∗(t) := sup
s∈[0,t]

f(s).

For I1(t), by Doob’s maximal inequality we have

E|I∗1 (T )|2 ⩽
1

N2
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

b(s,XN,i
s− , ηNs−)dÑN,i

s

∣∣∣∣
2
)

⩽
4

N
E

(∫ T

0

|b(s,XN,i
s , ηNs )|2ds

)
⩽

4∥b∥2∞T

N
.

For I2(t), by the Lipschitz assumptions (2.25), we have

E|I∗2 (t)|2 ≲
∫ t

0

E|XN,i
s − X̄i

s|2ds+
∫ t

0

E
( 1

N

N∑

j=1

|XN,j
s − X̄j

s |
)2

ds.

For I3(t), by (2.28) we have

E|I∗3 (T )|2 ⩽
C

N
∥b∥2∞.

Combining the above calculations, we obtain that for each i = 1, · · · , N ,

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

|XN,i
s − X̄i

s|2
)

≲
1

N
+

∫ t

0

E|XN,i
s − X̄i

s|2ds+
∫ t

0

E
( 1

N

N∑

j=1

|XN,j
s − X̄j

s |
)2

ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

|XN,i
s − X̄i

s|2
)

≲
1

N
+

∫ t

0

E
( 1

N

N∑

j=1

|XN,j
s − X̄j

s |
)2

ds
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≲
1

N
+

∫ t

0

( 1

N

N∑

j=1

∥XN,j
s − X̄j

s∥L2(Ω)

)2
ds

≲
1

N
+

∫ t

0

sup
j=1,··· ,N

∥XN,j
s − X̄j

s∥2L2(Ω)ds,

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

Next we consider the asymptotic distribution of the following fluctuation:

ZN
t :=

1√
N

N∑

i=1

(XN,i
t − X̄i

t).

Note that

ZN
t =

1

N3/2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

b[s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−]dÑN,i
s +

1√
N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

(
b[s,XN,i

s , µN
s ]− b[s, X̄i

s, µX̄i
s
]
)
ds.

Since b is bounded, one sees that the martingale part converges to zero in L2. Indeed,

1

N3
E

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

b[s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−]dÑN,i
s

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
1

N2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

E|b[s,XN,i
s , µN

s ]|2ds ⩽ ∥b∥2∞t

N
.

Therefore, it is not expected that ZN
t converges to some non-degenerate Gaussian distribution.

Moreover, let

aNt :=
1√
N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

(
b[s,XN,i

s , µN
s ]− b[s, X̄i

s, µX̄i
s
]
)
ds.

By (2.25), (2.28) and Theorem 2.18, it is easy to see that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

E|aNt |2 ⩽ T

N∑

i=1

∫ T

0

E
∣∣∣b[s,XN,i

s , µN
s ]− b[s, X̄i

s, µX̄i
s
]
∣∣∣
2

ds ⩽ CT ,

where CT 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 → ∞,
√
N(ZN

t − aNt )t⩾0 ⇒ (Yt)t⩾0,

where Yt =
∫ t

0
b
(
s,Xs, µXs

)
dWs is a Gaussian martingale, and Xt solves the following DDODE:

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs, µXs
)ds, (2.30)

and X0 ∼ ν, is the common distribution of XN,i
0 , and W is a one dimensional standard Brownian

motion.

Proof. By definition it is easy to see that

Y N
t :=

√
N(ZN

t − aNt ) =

N∑

i=1

(
XN,i

t −
∫ t

0

b[s,XN,i
s , µN

s ]ds

)
=

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

AN,i
s dÑN,i

s , (2.31)

where
AN,i

s := b[s,XN,i
s− , µN

s−]/N.

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

E

(
sup

t∈[0,δ]

|Y N
τ+t − Y N

τ |2
)

⩽ 4N

N∑

i=1

E

(∫ τ+δ

τ

|AN,i
s |2ds

)
⩽ 4∥b∥2∞δ.
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To prove the result, we consider an auxiliary process X̃t, which satisfies (2.30) with starting point

X̃0 independent of Xi
0. Clearly, we also have

sup
t∈[0,δ]

|X̃τ+t − X̃τ | ⩽ ∥b∥∞δ.

Thus by Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), the law PN of (X̃·, Y
N
· )N∈N in D(R2d) is

tight. Without loss of generality, we assume that PN weakly converges to P∞. We show that P∞
is a martingale solution of the following second order operator starting from ν ⊗ δ0 at time 0

Lsf(x, y) = b[s, x, µs] · ∇xf(x, y) +
1
2 tr
(
(b⊗ b)[s, x, µs] · ∇2

yf(x, y)
)
.

For f ∈ C2
b (R2d), we need to show that for wt = (xt, yt) ∈ D(R2d),

f(wt)− f(w0)−
∫ t

0

Lsf(ws)ds,

is a P∞-martingale. On one hand, let

E :=

{
m∑

i=1

aihi(x)gi(y), hi, gi ∈ C2
b (Rd), ai ∈ R,m ∈ N

}
.

Since E is dense in C2
b (R2d), it suffices to consider f(x, y) = h(x)g(y), where h, g ∈ C2

b (Rd). On

the other hand, since X̃ solves ODE (2.29), we have

h(X̃t) = h(X̃0) +

∫ t

0

b[s, X̃s, µs] · ∇h(X̃s)ds.

Therefore, we only need to consider f(x, y) = g(y). By (2.31) and Itô’s formula, we have

g(Y N
t ) = g(0) +

∫ t

0

A N
s g(Y N

s )ds+MN
t ,

where MN
t :=

∑N
i=1

∫ t

0

(
g(Y N

s− +AN,i
s )− g(Y N

s−)
)
dÑN,i

s is a martingale, and

A N
s g(y) := N

N∑

i=1

(
g(y + ĀN,i

s )− g(y)− ĀN,i
s · ∇g(y)

)
,

and

ĀN,i
s := b[s,XN,i

s , µN
s ]/N.

Below, for simplicity of notations, we write

Bs(x, y) := (b⊗ b)(s, x, y), Asg(y) :=
1
2 tr
(
Bs[X̃s, µs] · ∇2g(y)

)
.

By Theorem 6.4, it suffices to show

lim
N→∞

E
∫ T

0

∣∣∣EA N
s g(Y N

s )− EAsg(Y
N
s )
∣∣∣ds = 0.

Observe that by Taylor’s expansion,

A N
s g(y) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

tr

(
Bs[X

N,i
s , µN

s ] ·
∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

0

∇2
yg(y + θθ′ĀN,i

s )dθdθ′
)
.

Let

Ā N
s g(y) :=

1

2N

N∑

i=1

tr
(
Bs[X̄

i
s, µs] · ∇2g(y)

)
= tr

(
Bs[µX̄N

s
, µs] · ∇2g(y)

)
.

Then

A N
s g(y)− Asg(y) = A N

s g(y)− Ā N
s g(y) + Ā N

s g(y)− Asg(y)
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By Theorem 2.18, it is easy to see that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E∥A N
s g − Ā N

s g∥2∞ ⩽ C/N.

Moreover, since µX̄i
s
= µs, by (2.28), we also have

∣∣∣∣E
∫ t

0

(
Ā N

s g
(
Y N
s

)
− Asg

(
Y N
s

))
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

⩽ t

∫ t

0

∣∣EĀ N
s g
(
Y N
s

)
− EAsg

(
Y N
s

)∣∣2 ds

=
t

2

∫ t

0

∣∣∣E
(
tr
(
(Bs[µX̄N

s
, µs]− EBs[X̃s, µs]) · ∇2g(Y N

s )
))∣∣∣

2

ds

⩽
t

2
∥∇2g∥∞

∫ t

0

E
∣∣∣Bs[µX̄N

s
, µs]− EBs[X̃s, µs]

∣∣∣
2

ds ⩽
C

N
.

Hence,

E
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(L N
s f − Lsf)(X̃s, Y

N
s )ds

∣∣∣∣
2

⩽
C

N
.

Thus, by Theorem 6.4 in appendix, we get P∞ ∈ Mν⊗δ0
0 (L ) and conclude the proof. □

Remark 2.20. By the above theorem, one sees that (
√
N(ZN

t − aNt ))t∈[0,T ] weakly converges to a

Gaussian martingale with covariance matrix
∫ t

0
(b⊗ b)(s,Xs, µs)ds.

3. Compound Poisson approximation for SDEs

The main objective of this section is to introduce a unified compound Poisson approximation for
SDEs driven by either Brownian motions or α-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 (ξn)n∈N be a sequence of i.i.d. Rd-valued symmetric random variables with common distri-
bution ν ∈ P(Rd). Let ξ0 = 0. For ε > 0, we define a compound Poisson process Hε by

Hε
t :=

∑

n⩽N ε
t

ξn, t ⩾ 0, (3.1)

where N ε
t is the Poisson process with intensity 1/ε (see (2.1)). Let Hε be the associated Poisson

random measure, i.e., for t > 0 and E ∈ B(Rd),

Hε([0, t], E) :=
∑

s⩽t

1E(∆Hε
s ) =

∑

n⩽N ε
t

1E(ξn), (3.2)

where ∆Hε
s := Hε

s −Hε
s−. More precisely, for a function f(s, z) : R+ × Rd → R,

∫ t

0

f(s, z)Hε(ds,dz) :=
∑

s⩽t

f(s,∆Hε
s )1{∆N ε

s =1} =
∑

n⩽N ε
t

f(Sε
n, ξn), (3.3)

where Sε
n = εSn is the n-th jump time of N ε

t . Note that the compensated measure of Hε is given
by dtν(dz)/ε. We also write

H̃ε([0, t], E) := Hε([0, t], E)− tν(E)/ε,
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which is called the compensated Poisson random measure of Hε.

Fix α > 0. We make the following assumptions for the probability measure ν above:

(Hα
ν ) ν is symmetric, i.e., ν(−dz) = ν(dz). If α ⩾ 2, we suppose that

ν(|z|α) :=
∫

Rd

|z|αν(dz) < ∞.

If α ∈ (0, 2), we suppose that

sup
λ⩾1

[
λα−2

∫

|z|⩽λ

|z|2ν(dz) + λα

∫

|z|>λ

ν(dz)

]
< ∞, (3.4)

and there is a Lévy measure ν0 and constants β0 ∈ [0, 1], β1, c1, c2 > 0 such that for any
measurable function G : Rd → R satisfying

|G(z)| ⩽ c1(|z|2 ∧ 1), |G(z)−G(z′)| ⩽ c1(|z − z′| ∧ 1)β0 , (3.5)

it holds that ∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

G(z)νε(dz)−
∫

Rd

G(z)ν0(dz)

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ c1c2ε
β1 , ∀ε ∈ (0, 1), (3.6)

where

νε(dz) := ν(dz/ε1/α)/ε. (3.7)

Remark 3.1. If β0 = 0 in (3.5), then (3.6) means that
∫

Rd

(|z|2 ∧ 1)|νε − ν0|(dz) ⩽ c1c2ε
β1 ,

where |νε − ν0|(dz) stands for the total variation measure. Examples 1 and 2 below correspond to
β0 = 0 and β1 = 2

α − 1. For β0 > 0, condition (3.6) is used in Example 3 below.

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

Example 1. Let ν(dz) = c01C∩Bc
1
(z)|z|−d−αdz with α ∈ (0, 2), where C is a cone with vertex 0

and c0 is a normalized constant so that ν(Rd) = 1. It is easy to see that (Hα
ν ) holds with ν0(dz) =

c01C(z)|z|−d−αdz and β0 = 0, β1 = 2
α − 1. In this case (νε − ν0)(dz) = c01C∩B

ε1/α
(z)|z|−d−αdz. In

particular, if C = Rd, then up to a constant, ν0 is just the Lévy measure of a rotationally invariant
and symmetric α-stable process.

Example 2. Let ν(dz) = c0
∑d

i=1 1|zi|>1|zi|−1−αdziδ{0}(dz
∗
i ) with α ∈ (0, 2), where c0 is a

constant so that ν(Rd) = 1 and z∗i denotes the remaining variables except zi. It is easy to see that

(Hα
ν ) holds with ν0(dz) = c0

∑d
i=1 |zi|−1−αdziδ{0}(dz

∗
i ) and β0 = 0, β1 = 2

α − 1. In this case, ν0 is
a cylindrical Lévy measure.

Example 3. Let ν(dz) = c0
∑

k∈Z\{0} |k|−1−αδk(dz) with α ∈ (0, 2), where c0 is a constant so

that ν(R) = 1. First of all it is easy to see that (3.4) holds. We now verify that (3.6) holds for
ν0(dz) = c0|z|−1−αdz and β0 ∈ (0, 1] and β1 < (1− α

2 )β0. Note that
∫

R
G(z)νε(dz) = c0

∑

k∈Z\{0}

G(kε
1
α )

ε|k|1+α
= c0

∫

R

G(zε)

|zε|1+α
dz,

where zε = sgn(z)[|z|ε− 1
α ]ε

1
α , and [a] denotes the integer part of a real number a > 0. Here we

have used the convention 0
0 = 0. Thus,

1

c0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R
G(z)νε(dz)−

∫

R
G(z)ν0(dz)

∣∣∣∣ ⩽
∫

|z|<2ε
1
α

∣∣∣∣
G(zε)

|zε|1+α
− G(z)

|z|1+α

∣∣∣∣dz
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+

∫

|z|⩾2ε
1
α

|G(zε)|
∣∣∣∣

1

|zε|1+α
− 1

|z|1+α

∣∣∣∣ dz

+

∫

|z|⩾2ε
1
α

|G(zε)−G(z)|
|z|1+α

dz

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, by (3.5) we clearly have

I1 ⩽ c1

∫

|z|<2ε
1
α

(
|zε|1−α +

|z|2
|z|1+α

)
dz ≲ c1ε

2
α−1.

Since |zε − z| ⩽ ε
1
α , we have for |z| ⩾ 2ε

1
α ,

|z|/2 ⩽ |zε| ⩽ 2|z|,
and ∣∣∣∣

1

|zε|1+α
− 1

|z|1+α

∣∣∣∣ ≲
ε

1
α

|z|2+α
.

Hence,

I2 ≲ c1ε
1
α

∫

|z|⩾2ε
1
α

|z|2 ∧ 1

|z|2+α
dz ≲





c1ε
2
α−1, α ∈ (1, 2),

c1ε
1
α | log ε|, α = 1,

c1ε
1
α , α ∈ (0, 1).

For I3, noting that by (3.5),

|G(zε)−G(z)| ⩽ c1(|z|α ∧ 1)ε(1−
α
2 )β0 ,

we have

I3 ≲ c1ε
(1−α

2 )β0

∫

|z|⩾2ε
1
α

|z|α ∧ 1

|z|1+α
dz ≲ c1ε

(1−α
2 )β0 | log ε|.

Combining the above calculations, we obtain (3.6) for any β0 ∈ (0, 1] and β1 < (1− α
2 )β0.

Remark 3.2. For the above examples, one sees that for α ∈ (0, 2),
∫

Rd

|z|αν(dz) = ∞,

∫

Rd

|z|βν(dz) < ∞, β ∈ [0, α).

The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 3.3. Under (Hα
ν ), for α ∈ (0, 2) and β ∈ [0, α), we have

sup
λ⩾1,ε∈(0,1]

[
λα−2

∫

|z|⩽λ

|z|2νε(dz) + λα−β

∫

|z|>λ

|z|βνε(dz)
]
< ∞, (3.8)

where νε(dz) := ν(dz/ε1/α)/ε.

Proof. First of all, by (Hα
ν ) we have

∫

|z|>λ

|z|βν(dz) =
∞∑

k=0

∫

2kλ⩽|z|<2k+1λ

|z|βν(dz) ⩽
∞∑

k=0

2(k+1)βλβ

∫

2kλ⩽|z|<2k+1λ

ν(dz)

⩽
∞∑

k=0

2(k+1)βλβ2−kαλ−α ⩽ Cλβ−α.

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 α-stable processes. Let σε(t, x, z) : R+ × Rd × Rd → Rd and bε(t, x) : R+ × Rd → Rd, where
ε ∈ (0, 1], be two families of Borel measurable functions. Suppose that

σε(t, x,−z) = −σε(t, x, z).

Note that the above assumption implies that

σε(t, x, 0) ≡ 0.

Consider the following SDE driven by compound Poisson process Hε:

Xε
t = Xε

0 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
σε(s,X

ε
s−, z) + bε(s,X

ε
s−)
)
Hε(ds,dz)

= Xε
0 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

σε(s,X
ε
s−, z)Hε(ds,dz) +

∫ t

0

bε(s,X
ε
s−)dN ε

s

= Xε
0 +

∑

s⩽t

(
σε

(
s,Xε

s−,∆Hε
s

)
+ bε(s,X

ε
s−)∆N ε

s

)
.

(3.9)

Note that Hε
s and N ε

s jump simultaneously, that is, ∆Hε
s ̸= 0 if and only if ∆N ε

s = 1. In particular,

Xε
t −Xε

t− = σε

(
t,Xε

t−,∆Hε
t

)
+ bε(t,X

ε
t−)∆N ε

t .

Moreover, by the symmetry of ν and σε(t, x,−z) = −σε(t, x, z),∫

Rd

σε(s,X
ε
s−, z)ν(dz) = 0, (3.10)

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

Xε
t = Xε

0 +

∫ t

0

bε(s,X
ε
s )d
(
s
ε

)
+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
σε(s,X

ε
s−, z) + bε(s,X

ε
s−)
)
H̃ε(ds,dz), (3.11)

where the last term is the stochastic integral with respect to the compensated Poisson random

measure H̃ε, which is a local càdlàg martingale.

Without any conditions on σ 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 Γε
0 ≡ Xε

0 . For n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , we define Γε
n recursively by

Γε
n+1 := Γε

n + σε

(
Sε
n+1,Γ

ε
n, ξn+1

)
+ bε

(
Sε
n+1,Γ

ε
n

)
,

where Sε
n = εSn. Then (Γε

n)n∈N is a Markov chain, and for any t ⩾ 0,

Xε
t = Γε

N ε
t
.

Proof. It is direct by definitions (3.9) and (3.3). □

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

(1) Fix a step ε ∈ (0, 1) and iteration number N .
(2) Initialize Sε

0 = 0 and Γε
0 = Xε

0 . Let ν ∈ P(Rd) satisfy (Hα
ν ).

(3) Generate N -i.i.d. random variables (Tn) ∼ Exp(1) and (ξn) ∼ ν.
(4) For n = 0 to N − 1

Sε
n+1 = Sε

n + ε ∗ Tn+1; Γ
ε
n+1 = Γε

n + σε(S
ε
n+1,Γ

ε
n, ξn+1) + bε(S

ε
n+1,Γ

ε
n).

(5) For given t > 0, let N ε
t := max{n : Sε

n ⩽ t} and output Xε
t = Γε

N ε
t ∧N .

The following simple lemma provides a tail probability estimate for N ε
t , which informs us on

how to choose the value of N in practice.
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Lemma 3.5. For any n ∈ N, we have

P
(
N ε

t ⩾ (e−1)t
ε + n

)
⩽ e−n.

Proof. By Chebyschev’s inequality we have

P
(
N ε

t ⩾ (e−1)t
ε + n

)
⩽ e−

(e−1)t
ε −nEeN

ε
t = e−n.

□

Remark 3.6. The sequence (Γε
n)n⩾0 forms a Markov chain with a state space of Rd. These

lemmas provide us with a practical method for simulating Xε
t 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 Γε

n is not independent
of N ε

t due to the time-inhomogeneous nature of σ and b. Our computations heavily rely on the
calculus of stochastic integrals with jumps.

Note that for a bounded measurable function f : Rd → R,

f(Xε
t )− f(X0) =

∑

s⩽t

f(Xε
s )− f(Xε

s−)

=
∑

s⩽t

(
f
(
Xε

s− + σε

(
s,Xε

s−,∆Hε
s

)
+ bε(s,X

ε
s−)∆N ε

s

)
− f(Xε

s−)
)

(3.3)
=

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
f(Xε

s− + σε(s,X
ε
s−, z) + bε(s,X

ε
s−))− f(Xε

s−)
)
Hε(ds,dz)

=

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

f(Xε
s + σε(s,X

ε
s , z) + bε(s,X

ε
s ))− f(Xε

s )

ε
ν(dz)ds+Mε

t , (3.12)

where Mε
t is a martingale defined by

Mε
t :=

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
f
(
Xε

s− + σε(s,X
ε
s−, z) + bε(s,X

ε
s−)
)
− f(Xε

s−)
)
H̃ε(ds,dz).

This is just the Itô formula of jump processes. In particular,

Ef(Xε
t )− Ef(X0) = E

(∫ t

0

L (ε)
s f(Xε

s )ds

)
,

where the infinitesimal generator L
(ε)
s of Markov process (Xε

t )t⩾0 is given by

L (ε)
s f(x) :=

∫

Rd

f(x+ σε(s, x, z) + bε(s, x))− f(x)

ε
ν(dz) =: A(ε)

s f(x) + B(ε)
s f(x)

with

A(ε)
s f(x) :=

∫

Rd

D(ε)
s f(x+ σε(s, x, z))−D(ε)

s f(x)

ε
ν(dz)

and

B(ε)
s f(x) :=

D(ε)
s f(x)− f(x)

ε
, D(ε)

s f(x) := f(x+ bε(s, x)). (3.13)

By convention we have used that

D(ε)
s f(x+ y) = f(x+ y + bε(s, x)). (3.14)

Note that by the symmetry of ν and σ(t, x,−z) = −σ(t, x, z),

A(ε)
s f(x) =

∫

Rd

D(ε)
s f(x+ σε(s, x, z)) +D(ε)

s f(x− σε(s, x, z))−D(ε)
s f(x)

2ε
ν(dz). (3.15)
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The concrete choices of σε (depending on α) and bε will be given in the following subsection.

3.1. Weak convergence of approximating SDEs. In this section, our aim is to construct
appropriate functions σε and bε such that the law of the approximating SDE converges to the law
of the classical SDE driven by α-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

σ : R+ × Rd × Rd → Rd, b : R+ × Rd → Rd

be two Borel measurable functions. We make the following assumptions on σ and b:

(Hσ
b ) σ(t, x, z) and b(t, x) are locally bounded and continuous in x, and for some κ0, κ1 > 0,

σ(t, x,−z) = −σ(t, x, z), |σ(t, x, z)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)|z|, (3.16)

and for the same β0 as in (3.5),

|σ(t, x, z)− σ(t, x, z′)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)(|z − z′| ∧ 1)β0 , (3.17)

and for some m ⩾ 1, κ2, κ3, κ4 ⩾ 0 and κ5 < 0,

|b(t, x)| ⩽ (κ2(1 + |x|))m, ⟨x, b(t, x)⟩ ⩽ κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1. (3.18)

We introduce the coefficients of the approximating SDE (3.9) by

bε(t, x) :=
εb(t, x)

1 +
√
ε|b(t, x)|1− 1

m

, σε(t, x, z) :=

{√
εσ(t, x, z), α ⩾ 2,

σ(t, x, ε
1
α z), α ∈ (0, 2).

(3.19)

Remark 3.7. The purpose of introducing the function bε is to ensure the dissipativity of the
approximating SDEs, as demonstrated in Lemma 3.11 below. On the other hand, the introduction
of σε with different scaling parameters for different values of α is aimed at ensuring the convergence
of the generators, 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
bε(t, x) = εb(t, x). Furthermore, by the definition of bε, it is evident that

|bε(t, x)| ⩽ (ε|b(t, x)|) ∧ (
√
ε|b(t, x)| 1

m ). (3.20)

In the next lemma we shall show that as ε → 0, L
(ε)
s f(x) converges to L

(0)
s f(x) with

L (0)
s f(x) = A(0)

s f(x) + b(s, x) · ∇f(x), (3.21)

where

A(0)
s f(x) :=





1

2
tr

(∫

Rd

σ(s, x, z)⊗ σ(s, x, z)ν(dz) · ∇2f(x)

)
, α ⩾ 2,

∫

Rd

f(x+ σ(s, x, z)) + f(x− σ(s, x, z))− 2f(x)

2
ν0(dz), α ∈ (0, 2).

This observation suggests that Xε
· is expected to weakly converge to a solution of the following

SDE: 



dXt = σ(2)
ν

(
t,Xt

)
dWt + b(t,Xt)dt, α ⩾ 2,

dXt =

∫

Rd

σ
(
t,Xt−, z

)
H̃(dt, dz) + b(t,Xt)dt, α ∈ (0, 2),

(3.22)

where Wt is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and

σ(2)
ν (t, x) :=

(∫

Rd

σ(t, x, z)⊗ σ(t, x, z)ν(dz)

) 1
2

,
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and when α ∈ (0, 2), for a d-dimensional symmetric Lévy process L
(α)
t with Lévy measure ν0,

H([0, t]× E) :=
∑

s⩽t

1E(∆L(α)
s ), t ⩾ 0, E ∈ B(Rd),

and

H̃([0, t]× E) := H([0, t]× E)− tν0(E), t ⩾ 0, E ∈ B(Rd). (3.23)

Remark 3.8. Let α ⩾ 2 and ν(dz) = d−1
∑d

i=1 ν̄(dzi)δ{0}(dz
∗
i ), where ν̄ ∈ P(R) satisfies∫

R |z|αν̄(dz) < ∞, and z∗i represents the remaining variables except for zi. Let σ(t, x, z) = σ0(t, x)z,

where σ0(t, x) : R+ × Rd → Rd ⊗ Rd is Borel measurable. In this case, we can take

σ(2)
ν (t, x) = σ0(t, x)

√
ν̄(|z|2)/d.

Let {ei, i = 1, · · · , d} be the canonical basis of Rd. Suppose that σ(t, x, z) =
√
2d · z, b = 0 and

ν(dz) =
1

2d

d∑

i=1

(
δei(dz) + δ−ei(dz)

)
.

Then A(ε)
s f(x) = ∆εf(x) =

∑d
i=1

f(x+
√
2dεei)+f(x−

√
2dεei)−2f(x)

2dε is the standard discrete Laplacian.

The following lemma is crucial for taking limits.

Lemma 3.9. Under (Hα
ν ) and (Hσ

b ), for any R > 0, there is a constant CR > 0 such that for any
f ∈ C2

b (Rd), and for all ε ∈ (0, 1), s ⩾ 0 and |x| ⩽ R,
∣∣L (ε)

s f(x)− L (0)
s f(x)

∣∣ ⩽ CR

(
o(ε)1α=2 + ε

(α−2)∧1
2 ∥f∥Cα

b
1α>2 + ε

2−α
2 ∧β1∥f∥C2

b
1α<2

)
,

where β1 is from (Hα
ν ). Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and κ1 = 0 in (Hσ

b ), then the constant
CR can be independent of R > 0.

Proof. Below we drop the time variable for simplicity. Recalling B(ε)f(x) = f(x+bε(x))−f(x)
ε , by

Taylor’s expansion and the definition (3.19), we have

|B(ε)f(x)− b(x) · ∇f(x)| ⩽ |B(ε)f(x)− ε−1bε(x) · ∇f(x)|+ |(ε−1bε(x)− b(x)) · ∇f(x)|

⩽ |bε(x)|
∫ 1

0

|∇f(x+ θbε(x))−∇f(x)|
ε

dθ + |ε−1bε(x)− b(x)|∥∇f∥∞

⩽ ε−1|bε(x)|2∥∇2f∥∞ +

√
ε|b(x)|2− 1

m

1 +
√
ε|b(x)|1− 1

m

∥∇f∥∞

⩽ ε|b(x)|2∥∇2f∥∞ +
√
ε|b(x)|2− 1

m ∥∇f∥∞
⩽ C

√
ε
(
1 + |b(x)|2

)
∥∇f∥C1

b
. (3.24)

Next, by (3.14) and Taylor’s expansion again, we have

D(ε)f(x+ σε(x, z)) +D(ε)f(x− σε(x, z))− 2D(ε)f(x)

= σε(x, z) ·
∫ 1

0

[
D(ε)∇f(x+ θσε(x, z))−D(ε)∇f(x− θσε(x, z))

]
dθ

=

∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

[
tr
(
(σε ⊗ σε)(x, z) · D(ε)∇2f(x+ θ′θσε(x, z))

)]
dθ′dθ. (3.25)

When α ⩾ 2, recalling σε(x, z) =
√
εσ(x, z), by (3.15) and (3.25) we have

A(ε)f(x)−A(0)f(x) = A(ε)f(x)− 1

2

∫

Rd

tr((σ ⊗ σ)(x, z) · ∇2f(x))ν(dz)
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=

∫

Rd

∫ 1

0

θ

2

∫ 1

−1

[
tr
(
(σ ⊗ σ)(x, z) ·

(
D(ε)∇2f(x+ θ′θ

√
εσ(x, z))−D(ε)∇2f(x)

))]
dθ′dθν(dz)

+
1

2

∫

Rd

tr
(
(σ ⊗ σ)(x, z) · (D(ε)∇2f(x)−∇2f(x))

)
ν(dz).

Hence, recalling Dεf(x) = f(x+ bε(x)), by (3.16), we have for α = 2,

sup
|x|⩽R

∣∣A(ε)f(x)−A(0)f(x)
∣∣ ⩽ CR o(ε), (3.26)

and for α > 2,
∣∣A(ε)f(x)−A(0)f(x)

∣∣ ⩽ CR

(
ε

(α−2)∧1
2 ν(|z|α) + ε(α−2)∧1ν(|z|2)

)
∥∇2f∥

C
(α−2)∧1
b

. (3.27)

When α ∈ (0, 2), recalling σε(x, z) = σ(x, ε
1
α z) and by (3.15) and the change of variables, we have

A(ε)f(x) =

∫

Rd

D(ε)f(x+ σ(x, z)) +D(ε)f(x− σ(x, z))− 2D(ε)f(x)

2
νε(dz), (3.28)

where
νε(dz) = ν(dz/ε1/α)/ε.

Hence, for fε := D(ε)f − f , we have∣∣∣∣A(ε)
s f(x)−

∫

Rd

f(x+ σ(x, z)) + f(x− σ(x, z))− 2f(x)

2
ν0(dz)

∣∣∣∣

⩽

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

f(x+ σ(x, z)) + f(x− σ(x, z))− 2f(x)

2
(νε(dz)− ν0(dz))

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

fε(x+ σ(x, z)) + fε(x− σ(x, z))− 2fε(x)

2
νε(dz)

∣∣∣∣ =: I1(x) + I2(x).

For I1(x), set

Gx(z) :=
f(x+ σ(x, z)) + f(x− σ(x, z))− 2f(x)

2
.

Then by (3.25), we have
|Gxf(z)| ⩽ ∥∇2f∥∞(κ0 + κ1|x|)2|z|2,

and
|Gxf(z)−Gxf(z

′)| ⩽ 2∥∇f∥∞|σ(x, z)− σ(x, z′)|.
Thus by (3.17) and (3.6), we have

sup
|x|⩽R

I1(x) ⩽ CR∥f∥C2
b
εβ1 .

For I2(x), noting that by (3.25),

|fε(x+ σ(x, z)) + fε(x− σ(x, z))− 2fε(x)| ⩽ ∥∇2f∥∞(κ0 + κ1|x|)2|z|2

and by (3.20),

|fε(x+ σ(x, z)) + fε(x− σ(x, z))− 2fε(x)| ⩽ 4ε∥∇f∥∞|b(x)|,
we have

I2(x) ⩽ ∥∇2f∥∞(κ0 + κ1|x|)2
∫

|z|⩽ε
1
2

|z|2νε(dz) + 4ε∥∇f∥∞|b(x)|
∫

|z|>ε
1
2

νε(dz).

Combining the above calculations and by (Hα
ν ) and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

sup
|x|⩽R

∣∣A(ε)f(x)−A(0)f(x)
∣∣ ⩽ CR∥f∥C2

b
(εβ1 + ε1−

α
2 ) ⩽ 2CR∥f∥C2

b
ε(1−

α
2 )∧β1 , (3.29)

which together with (3.24), (3.26) and (3.27) yields the desired estimate. If b is bounded and
κ1 = 0, that is, |σ(t, x, z)| ⩽ κ0|z|, from the above proof, one sees that CR is independent of R. □
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For β ∈ R, we define
Uβ(x) := (1 + |x|2)β/2, x ∈ Rd.

We need the following elementary Hölder estimate about Uβ .

Lemma 3.10. For any β ∈ (0, 2], there is a constant C = C(β, d) > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ Rd,

|Uβ(x+ y) + Uβ(x− y)− 2Uβ(x)| ⩽ C|y|β .
Proof. For β ∈ (0, 1], noting that

|Uβ(x+ y)− Uβ(x)| ⩽ |g(x+ y)− g(x)|β ,
where g(x) := (1 + |x|2)1/2, and by |∇g(x)| ⩽ 1, we immediately have

|Uβ(x+ y) + Uβ(x− y)− 2Uβ(x)| ⩽ |Uβ(x+ y)− Uβ(x)|+ |Uβ(x− y)− Uβ(x)|
⩽ |g(x+ y)− g(x)|β + |g(x− y)− g(x)|β ⩽ 2|y|β .

For β ∈ (1, 2], by Taylor’s expansion we have

Uβ(x+ y) + Uβ(x− y)− 2Uβ(x) = y ·
∫ 1

0

[∇Uβ(x+ θy)−∇Uβ(x− θy)]dθ.

In view of ∇Uβ(x) = βx(1 + |x|2) β
2 −1, it suffices to show

|x(1 + |x|2) β
2 −1 − y(1 + |y|2) β

2 −1| ⩽ C|x− y|β−1,

furthermore, for each i = 1, · · · , d,
|xi(1 + |xi|2 + |x∗

i |2)
β
2 −1 − yi(1 + |yi|2 + |y∗i |2)

β
2 −1| ⩽ C|x− y|β−1,

where x∗
i stands for the remaining variables except xi. The above estimate can be derived as a

consequence of the following two estimates: for any a > 0,

|x(a+ |x|2) β
2 −1 − y(a+ |y|2) β

2 −1| ⩽
(

β
β−1 |x− y|

)β−1
, x, y ∈ R,

and
|a(1 + a2 + |x|2) β

2 −1 − a(1 + a2 + |y|2) β
2 −1| ⩽ 2|x− y|β−1, x, y ∈ Rd−1.

Set

g1(x) := |x| 1
β−1 (a+ |x|2)

β−2
2(β−1) , g2(x) := a

1
β−1 (1 + a2 + |x|2)

β−2
2(β−1) .

For β ∈ (1, 2], it is easy to see that

|g′1(x)| ⩽ β
β−1 , |∇g2(x)| ⩽ 1.

Hence, for x · y ⩾ 0,

|x(a+ |x|2) β
2 −1 − y(a+ |y|2) β

2 −1| ⩽ |g1(x)− g1(y)|β−1 ⩽
(

β
β−1 |x− y|

)β−1
,

and for x · y < 0,

|x(a+ |x|2) β
2 −1 − y(a+ |y|2) β

2 −1| ⩽ |x|β−1 + |y|β−1 ⩽ 2|x− y|β−1,

and
|a(1 + a2 + |x|2) β

2 −1 − a(1 + a2 + |y|2) β
2 −1| ⩽ |g2(x)− g2(y)|β−1 ⩽ |x− y|β−1.

The proof is complete. □

We need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Under (3.18), for κ6 ∈ R satisfying

κ4 + κ5 < κ6 if m = 1 and κ6 < 0 if m > 1, (3.30)

there are ε0 ∈ (0, 1) and C1 > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0) and (t, x) ∈ [0,∞)× Rd,

ε−1
[
⟨x, bε(t, x)⟩+ |bε(t, x)|2

]
⩽ κ6|x|2 + C1. (3.31)
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Proof. By (3.19) and (3.18) we have

ε−1⟨x, bε(t, x)⟩ =
⟨x, b(t, x)⟩

1 +
√
ε|b(t, x)|1− 1

m

⩽
κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
ε|b(t, x)|1− 1

m

.

When m = 1, by |bε(t, x)| ⩽ ε|b(t, x)| and (3.18), we have

ε−1
[
⟨x, bε(t, x)⟩+ |bε(t, x)|2

]
⩽

κ3 + (κ4 + κ5)|x|2
1 +

√
ε

+ εκ2
2(1 + |x|)2

⩽
(

κ4+κ5

1+
√
ε
+ 2εκ2

2

)
|x|2 + κ3

1+
√
ε
+ 2εκ2

2.

In particular, for given κ6 > κ4+κ5, if ε0 is small enough, then for some C1 > 0 and all ε ∈ (0, ε0),

ε−1
[
⟨x, bε(t, x)⟩+ |bε(t, x)|2

]
⩽ κ6|x|2 + C1.

When m > 1, for any K ⩾ 1, thanks to κ5 < 0, by Young’s inequality, there are constants
ε0, C0(K) > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),

κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
ε|b(t, x)|1− 1

m

⩽
κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
ε(κ2(1 + |x|))m−1

⩽ Kκ5|x|2 + C0.

Hence, by |bε(t, x)|2 ⩽ ε|b(t, x)| 2
m ⩽ εκ2

2(1 + |x|)2,
ε−1
[
⟨x, bε(t, x)⟩+ |bε(t, x)|2

]
⩽ κ3 + κ4|x|2 +Kκ5|x|2 + C0 + κ2

2(1 + |x|)2

⩽ (κ4 + 2κ2
2 +Kκ5)|x|2 + C1(K),

which implies (3.31) by κ5 < 0 and choosing K large enough. □

Now we show the following Lyapunov’s type estimate.

Lemma 3.12. Under (Hα
ν ) and (Hσ

b ), for any β ∈ (0, α) and κ6 ∈ R satisfying (3.30), there are
constants ε0 ∈ (0, 1), C0 = C0(β) > 0, C1 = C1(β, ν) > 0 and C2 > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),
s ⩾ 0 and x ∈ Rd,

L (ε)
s Uβ(x) ⩽

(
C0κ6 + C1(κ

2∧α
1 1β∈(0,2) + κβ

11β⩾2)
)
Uβ(x) + C2. (3.32)

Proof. It suffices to prove the above estimate for |x| being large. We divide the proofs into three
steps. For the sake of simplicity, we drop the time variable.
(Step 1). Note that

∇Uβ(x) = βxUβ−2(x),

and

∇2Uβ(x) = βUβ−2(x)I+ β(β − 2)Uβ−4(x)(x⊗ x). (3.33)

By (3.13) and (3.31), we have

B(ε)Uβ(x) = ε−1

∫ 1

0

⟨bε(x),∇Uβ(x+ θbε(x))⟩dθ

= ε−1β

∫ 1

0

[
⟨bε(x), x⟩+ θ|bε(x)|2

]
Uβ−2(x+ θbε(x))dθ

⩽ β
[
κ6|x|2 + C1

] ∫ 1

0

Uβ−2(x+ θbε(x))dθ.

We have the following estimate: there is an ε0 > 0 such that for any θ ∈ (0, 1) and ε ∈ (0, ε0),

(1 + |x|2)/2 ⩽ 1 + |x+ θbε(x)|2 ⩽ 2(1 + |x|2). (3.34)

In fact, noting that by (3.20) and (3.18),

|bε(x)| ⩽
√
ε|b(x)| 1

m ⩽
√
εκ2(1 + |x|), (3.35)
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for ε < ε0 with ε0 small enough, we have

1 + |x+ θbε(x)|2 ⩽ 1 + (|x|+ |bε(x)|)2 ⩽ 1 + (|x|+√
εκ2(1 + |x|))2 ⩽ 2(1 + |x|2),

and for |x| > 1,

1 + |x+ θbε(x)|2 ⩾ 1 + (|x| − |bε(x)|)2 ⩾ 1 + (|x| − √
εκ2(1 + |x|))2 ⩾ (1 + |x|2)/2,

and for |x| ⩽ 1,

1 + |x+ θbε(x)|2 ⩾ 1 ⩾ (1 + |x|2)/2.
Hence, we have (3.34). Thus, for β ∈ (0, α),

B(ε)Uβ(x) ⩽





βκ6|x|2
( 1+|x|2

2

) β
2 −1

+ C1

( 1+|x|2
2

) β
2 −1

, κ6 > 0, β ⩽ 2,

βκ6|x|2
( 1+|x|2

2

) β
2 −1

+ C1

(
2(1 + |x|2)

) β
2 −1

, κ6 < 0, β > 2,

βκ6|x|2
(
2(1 + |x|2)

) β
2 −1

+ C1

(
2(1 + |x|2)

) β
2 −1

, κ6 > 0, β > 2,

βκ6|x|2
(
2(1 + |x|2)

) β
2 −1

+ C1

( 1+|x|2
2

) β
2 −1

, κ6 < 0, β ⩽ 2,

which implies by Young’s inequality that for some C0 = C0(β) > 0,

B(ε)Uβ(x) ⩽ C0κ6Uβ(x) + C. (3.36)

(Step 2). In the remaining steps we treat A(ε)Uβ(x). First of all, we consider the case of α ⩾ 2
and β ∈ [2, α]. By (3.15), (3.25) and σε(x, z) =

√
εσ(x, z), we have

A(ε)Uβ(x) =
1

2

∫

Rd

∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

tr((σ ⊗ σ)(x, z) · D(ε)∇2Uβ(x+ θθ′
√
εσ(x, z)))dθ′dθν(dz).

Since β ⩾ 2, by (3.33) and (3.35), we have for ε ⩽ 1/κ2
2,

|A(ε)Uβ(x)| ≲
∫

Rd

|σ(x, z)|2
∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

Uβ−2(x+ θθ′
√
εσ(x, z) + bε(x))dθ

′dθν(dz)

≲
∫

Rd

|σ(x, z)|2(1 + |x|β−2 + |σ(x, z)|β−2 + |bε(x)|β−2)ν(dz)

≲
∫

Rd

(
|σ(x, z)|2(1 + |x|β−2) + |σ(x, z)|β

)
ν(dz).

By (3.16) and (Hα
ν ), we further have

|A(ε)Uβ(x)| ≲
∫

Rd

(
(κ0 + κ1|x|)2(1 + |x|β−2)|z|2 + (κ0 + κ1|x|)β |z|β

)
ν(dz)

≲ (1 + κβ
1 |x|β)

∫

Rd

(|z|2 + |z|β)ν(dz) ≲ κβ
1Uβ(x) + C.

(Step 3). Next we consider the case of β ∈ (0, 2). Let κ1 be the same as in (3.16) and write

γ := (4κ1)
−1ε−

1
2∧α . By (3.15) we have

A(ε)Uβ(x) = J1(x) + J2(x),

where

J1(x) :=

∫

|z|<γ

D(ε)Uβ(x+ σε(x, z)) +D(ε)Uβ(x− σε(x, z))− 2D(ε)Uβ(x)

2ε
ν(dz)

and

J2(x) :=

∫

|z|⩾γ

D(ε)Uβ(x+ σε(x, z)) +D(ε)Uβ(x− σε(x, z))− 2D(ε)Uβ(x)

2ε
ν(dz).
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For J1(x), by (3.25) and (3.33), we have

J1(x) =
1

2ε

∫

|z|<γ

∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

tr
(
(σε ⊗ σε)(x, z),D(ε)∇2Uβ(x+ θθ′σε(x, z))

)
dθ′dθν(dz)

⩽
1

2ε

∫

|z|<γ

∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

β|σε(x, z)|2Uβ−2(x+ θθ′σε(x, z) + bε(x))dθ
′dθν(dz),

where we have used that for β ∈ (0, 2),

β(β − 2)|⟨σ(x, z), y⟩|2Uβ−4(y) ⩽ 0.

For ε0 small enough, and for |z| < γ = (4κ1)
−1ε−

1
2∧α , ε ∈ (0, ε0) and θ ∈ (0, 1), θ′ ∈ (−1, 1),

|x+ θθ′σε(x, z) + bε(x)| ⩾ |x| − |σε(x, z)| − |bε(x)|
(3.16)

⩾ |x| − (κ0 + κ1|x|)ε
1

2∧α |z| − |bε(x)|
(3.35)

⩾ |x| − (κ0 + κ1|x|)(4κ1)
−1 −√

εκ2(1 + |x|)
⩾ |x|/2− C3.

Thus for |x| > 4C3, by (Hα
ν ),

J1(x) ⩽
∫

|z|<γ

β|σε(x, z)|2
2ε

(
1 +

∣∣ |x|
2 − C3

∣∣2
) β−2

2

ν(dz)

⩽
∫

|z|<γ

β(κ0 + κ1|x|)2ε
2

2∧α |z|2
2ε

(
|x|2
16

) β−2
2

ν(dz)

≲
β(κ0 + κ1|x|)2ε

2
2∧α

2ε

(
|x|2
16

) β−2
2

γ2−(2∧α) ⩽ C1κ
2∧α
1 |x|β + C2.

For J2(x), since β ∈ (0, 2), by Lemma 3.10, (Hσ
b ) and Lemma 3.3, we directly have

J2(x) ≲
∫

|z|⩾γ

|σε(x, z)|βε−1ν(dz)

⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)βε
β

2−2∧α−1

∫

|z|⩾γ

|z|βν(dz)

≲ (κ0 + κ1|x|)βε
β

2−2∧α−1γβ−2∧α ⩽ C1κ
2∧α
1 |x|β + C2.

Hence, for |x| ⩾ 4C3,

A(ε)Uβ(x) ⩽ C1κ
2∧α
1 Uβ(x) + C2. (3.37)

The proof is complete. □

Remark 3.13. From the above proofs, one sees that if |σ(t, x, z)| ⩽ κ0|z|, then for any β ∈ (0, α),

L (ε)
s Uβ(x) ⩽ C0κ6Uβ(x) + C2,

where κ6 is given in (3.30).

As an easy corollary, we have

Corollary 3.14. Under (Hα
ν ) and (Hσ

b ), for any β ∈ (0, α) and T > 0, it holds that for some
C1 > 0 depending on T ,

sup
ε∈(0,1)

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |β
)

⩽ C1(1 + E|X0|β), (3.38)
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and for some C2 > 0 independent of ε ∈ (0, 1) and t > 0,

EUβ(X
ε
t ) ⩽ eκ7tEUβ(X0) + C2(e

κ7t − 1)/κ7, (3.39)

where κ7 := C0κ6 + C1(κ
2∧α
1 1β∈(0,2) + κβ

11β⩾2) ∈ R (see Lemma 3.12).

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

e−κ7tUβ(X
ε
t ) = Uβ(X0) +

∫ t

0

e−κ7s(L (ε)
s Uβ − κ7Uβ)(X

ε
s )ds+Mε

t

⩽ Uβ(X0) + C2

∫ t

0

e−κ7sds+Mε
t , (3.40)

where Mε
t is a local martingale given by

Mε
t =

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

e−κ7s
(
Uβ

(
Xε

s− + σε(s,X
ε
s−, z) + bε(s,X

ε
s−)
)
− Uβ(X

ε
s−)
)
H̃ε(ds,dz).

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

τεR := inf
{
t > 0 : |Xε

t | ⩾ R
}
.

By the optimal stopping theorem and taking expectations for (3.40), we also have

E
(
e−κ7t∧τε

RUβ(X
ε
t∧τε

R
)
)
⩽ EUβ(X0) + C2

(
1− Ee−κ7t∧τε

R
)
/κ7.

Letting R → ∞ and by Fatou’s lemma, we obtain (3.39). □

For given T > 0, let TT be the set of all stopping times bounded by T .

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

lim
δ→0

sup
ε∈(0,1)

sup
τ,η∈TT ,τ⩽η⩽τ+δ

P
(
|Xε

η −Xε
τ | > γ

)
= 0.

Proof. Let τ, η ∈ TT with τ ⩽ η ⩽ τ + δ. For any R > 0, define

ζR := inf
{
t > 0 : |Xε

t | > R
}
, τR := ζR ∧ τ, ηR := ζR ∧ η.

We prove the limit for α ∈ (0, 2). For α = 2, it is easier. By (3.9), we can write

Xε
ηR

−Xε
τR =

∫ ηR

τR

bε(s,X
ε
s−)dN ε

s +

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<ε−
1
α

σε(s,X
ε
s−, z)Hε(ds,dz)

+

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|>ε−
1
α

σε(s,X
ε
s−, z)Hε(ds,dz) =: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, by (3.20) and (3.18), we have

E|I1| ⩽ εE
(∫ ηR

τR

|b(s,Xε
s−)|dN ε

s

)
= E

(∫ ηR

τR

|b(s,Xε
s )|ds

)
⩽ CRδ.

For I2, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have

E|I2|2 = E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<ε−
1
α

σε(s,X
ε
s−, z)H̃ε(ds,dz)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<ε−
1
α

|σε(s,X
ε
s , z)|2ν(dz)d

(
s
ε

)
)

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<1

|σ(s,Xε
s , z)|2νε(dz)ds

)
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⩽ (κ0 + κ1R)2

(∫

|z|<1

|z|2νε(dz)
)
δ

(3.8)

⩽ CRδ.

Fix β ∈ (0, α ∧ 1). For I3, by |∑i ai|β ⩽
∑

i a
β
i we have

E|I3|β ⩽ E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾ε−
1
α

|σε(s,X
ε
s , z)|βHε(ds,dz)

)

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾ε−
1
α

|σε(s,X
ε
s , z)|βν(dz)d

(
s
ε

)
)

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾1

|σ(s,Xε
s , z)|βνε(dz)ds

)

⩽ (κ0 + κ1R)β

(∫

|z|⩾1

|z|βνε(dz)
)
δ

(3.8)

⩽ CRδ.

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.38),

P(|Xε
η −Xε

τ | ⩾ γ) ⩽ P(|Xε
ηR

−Xε
τR | ⩾ γ; ζR > T ) + P(ζR ⩽ T )

⩽
3∑

i=1

P(|Ii| ⩾ γ
3 ) + P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t | ⩾ R

)

⩽ 3
γE|I1|+ ( 3γ )

2E|I2|2 + ( 3γ )
βE|I3|β + C

Rβ

⩽ CR,γδ + C/Rβ ,

which converges to zero by firstly letting δ → 0 and then R → ∞. □

Let Qε be the law of (Xε
t )t⩾0 in D. Now we can show the following main result of this section.

Theorem 3.16. Let µε ∈ P(Rd) be the law of Xε
0 . Suppose that (Hα

ν ) and (Hσ
b ) hold, and µε

weakly converges to µ0 as ε ↓ 0, and there is a unique martingale solution Q associated with L (0)

starting from µ0 at time 0. Then Qε weakly converges to Q as ε ↓ 0. Moreover, if α ⩾ 2, then Q0

concentrates on the space of all continuous functions.

Proof. By Lemma 3.15 and Aldous’ criterion (see [23, p356, Theorem 4.5]), (Qε)ε∈(0,1) is tight in
P(D). Let P0 be any accumulation point. By Lemma 3.9 and Theorem 6.4 in appendix, one has
Q0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L (0)). By the uniqueness, we have Q0 = Q and Qε weakly converges to Q as ε → 0. If
α ⩾ 2, then by Proposition 6.3, Q concentrates on the space of all continuous functions. □

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 σ do not depend on the time variable. Under (Hα
ν ) and (Hσ

b ),
if for some β ∈ (0, α),

κ7(β) := C0κ6 + C1(κ
2∧α
1 1β∈(0,2) + κβ

11β⩾2) < 0,

where the above constants appear in Lemma 3.12, then for each ε ∈ (0, 1), there is an invariant
probability measure µε associated with the semigroup P ε

t f(x) := Ef(Xε
t (x)), where Xε

t (x) is the
unique solution of SDE (3.9) starting from Xε

0 = x. Moreover, (µε)ε∈(0,1) ⊂ P(Rd) is tight and
any accumulation point µ0 is a stationary distribution of SDE (3.22).

Proof. Let β ∈ (0, α). If κ7(β) < 0, then by (3.39), it is easy to see that

sup
ε

sup
T⩾1

1

T

∫ T

0

E|Xε
t |βdt < ∞. (3.41)
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For ε ∈ (0, 1) and T ⩾ 1, we define a probability measure over Rd by

µε,T (A) :=
1

T

∫ T

0

P{Xε
t ∈ A}dt, A ∈ B(Rd).

By (3.41), one sees that (µε,T )T⩾1 is tight. Let µε be any accumulation point of (µε,T )T⩾1. By the
classical Krylov-Bogoliubov argument (cf. [10, Section 3.1]), one can verify that µε is an invariant
probability measure associated with the semigroup (P ε

t )t⩾0, and by (3.41),

sup
ε∈(0,1)

∫

Rd

|x|βµε(dx) < ∞.

From this, by Prohorov’s theorem we derive that (µε)ε∈(0,1) is tight. Let µ0 be any accumulation
point of (µε)ε∈(0,1) and for subsequence εk ↓ 0, µεk weakly converges to µ0 as k → ∞. Let Xεk

0

have the distribution µεk and Xεk
t be the unique solution of SDE (3.9). Since µεk ∈ P(Rd) is an

invariant probability measure of SDE (3.9), we have for each t > 0 and f ∈ Cb(Rd),

µεk(f) = Ef(Xεk
t ).

By Theorem 3.16 and taking weak limits, we obtain

µ0(f) = EQf(wt), t > 0,

where Q is a martingale solution of SDE (3.22) with initial distribution µ0. In other words, µ0 is
a stationary distribution of Q. □

Remark 3.18. If SDE (3.22) has a unique stationary distribution µ (or invariant probability
measure), then µε ⇒ µ as ε ↓ 0.

Example. Let α ∈ (0, 2] and consider the following SDE

dXt = σ(Xt)dL
(α)
t + b(Xt)dt, X0 = x, (3.42)

where for α ∈ (0, 2), L
(α)
t is a standard rotationally invariant and symmetric α-stable process, and

for α = 2, L
(2)
t is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, σ : Rd → Rd ⊗ Rd and b : Rd → Rd

are two locally Lipschitz continuous functions. Suppose that for some κ1 ⩾ κ0 > 0,

κ0|ξ|2 ⩽ |σ(x)ξ|2 ⩽ κ1|ξ|2,
and for some m ⩾ 1 and κ2, κ3, κ4 > 0 and κ5 < 0 (with κ4 + κ5 < 0 in the case of m = 1),

|b(x)| ⩽ (κ2(1 + |x|))m, ⟨x, b(x)⟩ ⩽ κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1.

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

µε ⇒ µ, ε ↓ 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 κ1 > 0 and all 0 ̸= z ∈ Rd,

∥b∥∞ + ∥∇b∥∞ + ∥σ(·, z)/|z|∥∞ + ∥∇zσ∥∞ + ∥∇xσ(·, z)/|z|∥∞ ⩽ κ1,

and for any φ ∈ C1
b and t > 0, the following parabolic equation admits a solution u,

∂su+ L (0)
s u = 0, s ∈ [0, t), u(t, x) = φ(x),

with regularity estimate that for some γ > 2 and β < 1,

∥u(s, ·)∥∞ ⩽ ∥φ∥∞, ∥u(s, ·)∥Cγ
b
⩽ C(t− s)−β∥φ∥C1

b
, s ∈ [0, t). (3.43)



COMPOUND POISSON PARTICLE APPROXIMATION FOR MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES 39

We can show

Theorem 3.19. Under (Hα
ν ) and (H′), for any φ ∈ C1

b (Rd) and T > 0, there is a constant C > 0
such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ε ∈ (0, 1),

|Eφ(Xε
t )− Eφ(Xt)| ⩽ C

(
ε

(α−2)∧1
2 1α∈(2,γ] + ε

2−α
2 ∧β11α<2

)
∥φ∥C1

b
, (3.44)

where β1 is from (Hα
ν ) and γ is from (H′).

Proof. Fix t > 0. Under (H′), by Itô’s formula, we have

Eφ(Xε
t ) = Eu(t,Xε

t ) = Eu(0, X0) + E
∫ t

0

(∂su+ L (ε)
s u)(s,Xε

s )ds

and

Eφ(Xt) = Eu(t,Xt) = Eu(0, X0).

Hence, by Lemma 3.15,

|Eφ(Xε
t )− Eφ(Xt)| =

∣∣∣∣E
∫ t

0

(L (ε)
s u− L (0)

s u)(s,Xε
s )ds

∣∣∣∣ ⩽
∫ t

0

∥L (ε)
s u(s)− L (0)

s u(s)∥∞ds

≲
∫ t

0

(
ε

(α−2)∧1
2 ∥u(s)∥Cα

b
1α∈(2,γ] + ε

2−α
2 ∧β1∥u(s)∥C2

b
1α<2

)
ds

≲
(
ε

(α−2)∧1
2 1α∈(2,γ] + ε

2−α
2 ∧β11α<2

)∫ t

0

(t− s)−βds,

which yields the desired estimate by β < 1. □

Remark 3.20. Estimate (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 α = 2. In the case of α ∈ (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:

∂tu = ∆α/2u+ b · ∇u, u(0) = φ, α ∈ (1, 2].

Let Pt be the semigroup associated with ∆α/2, that is,

Ptφ(x) = Eφ(x+ L
(α)
t ).

By Duhamel’s formula, we have

u(t, x) = Ptφ(x) +

∫ t

0

Pt−s(b · ∇u)(s, x)ds.

It is well-known that by the gradient estimate of heat kernels, for β, γ ⩾ 0 (see [7] [17]),

∥Ptφ∥Cβ+γ
b

⩽ Ct−
β
α ∥φ∥Cγ

b
, t > 0.

Hence, for β ∈ (2− α, 1] and γ ∈ (2, α+ β),

∥u(t)∥Cγ
b
≲ t−

γ−1
α ∥φ∥C1

b
+

∫ t

0

(t− s)
β−γ
α ∥b(s) · ∇u(s)∥Cβ

b
ds

≲ t−
γ−1
α ∥φ∥C1

b
+

∫ t

0

(t− s)
β−γ
α ∥b(s)∥Cβ

b
∥u(s)∥Cβ+1

b
ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra’s type, we obtain that for any γ ∈ (2, α+ β),

∥u(t)∥Cγ
b
≲ t−

γ−1
α ∥φ∥C1

b
.

In this case we have the weak convergence rate (3.44) for Hölder 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 ε ∈ (0, 1) and let Xs,t(x) solve
the following SDE:

Xs,t(x) = x+

∫ t

s

∫

Rd

(
bε(r,Xs,r−(x)) +

√
εz
)
Hε(dr, dz), t > s ⩾ 0,

where bε : R+ × Rd → Rd is a bounded continuous function, and Hε is defined as in (3.2). By the
definition, we can rephrase the above SDE as follows:

Xs,t(x) = x+
∑

r∈(s,t]

(
bε(r,Xs,r−(x)) +

√
ε∆Hr

)
1∆N ε

r =1

= x+

∫ t

s

bε(r,Xs,r−(x))dN ε
r +

√
ε(Hε

t −Hε
s ), (4.1)

where N ε
r is defined by (2.1) and Hε

t is defined by (3.1). For given T > 0, bounded continuous
functions φ : Rd → R and f : R+ × Rd → R, define

u(s, x) := Eφ(Xs,T (x)) +

∫ T

s

Ef(r,Xs,r(x))dr, s ∈ [0, T ].

Since s 7→ N ε
s is stochastically continuous and bε is bi-continuous, by (4.1) and the dominated

convergence theorem, it is easy to see that

(s, x) 7→ u(s, x) is bi-continuous on [0, T ]× Rd. (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 ∈ Rd, the function s 7→ u(s, x) is continuous differentiable, and

∂su(s, x) + L (ε)
s u(s, x) + f(s, x) = 0, s ∈ [0, T ], (4.3)

where

L (ε)
s φ(x) :=

∫

Rd

φ(x+
√
εz + bε(s, x))− φ(x)

ε
ν(dz).

Proof. Fix s, h ∈ [0, T ] with s+ h ⩽ T . Note that by the flow property of Xs,t(x),

Xs,T (x) = Xs+h,T ◦Xs,s+h(x).

This follows directly from the unique solvability of SDE (4.1). Since Xs+h,T (·) and Xs,s+h(·) are
independent, by definition we have

u(s, x) = Eφ(Xs+h,T ◦Xs,s+h(x)) +

∫ T

s+h

Ef(r,Xs+h,r ◦Xs,s+h(x))dr +

∫ s+h

s

Ef(r,Xs,r(x))dr

= E

[
Eφ(Xs+h,T (y)) +

∫ T

s+h

Ef(r,Xs+h,r(y))dr

]

y=Xs,s+h(x)

+

∫ s+h

s

Ef(r,Xs,r(x))dr

= Eu(s+ h,Xs,s+h(x)) +

∫ s+h

s

Ef(r,Xs,r(x))dr.
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Applying Itô’s formula to u(s+ h, ·), we have

Eu(s+ h,Xs,s+h(x)) = u(s+ h, x) +

∫ s+h

s

EL (ε)
r u(s+ h,Xs,r(x))dr.

Hence,

u(s+ h, x)− u(s, x)

h
= − 1

h

∫ s+h

s

(
EL (ε)

r u(s+ h,Xs,r(x)) + Ef(r,Xs,r(x))
)
dr.

By the dominated convergence theorem and (4.2), it is easy to see that

∂+
s u(s, x) + L (ε)

s u(s, x) + f(s, x) = 0,

where ∂+
s (resp. ∂−

s ) stands for the right (resp. left) hand derivative. Similarly, we can show

∂−
s u(s, x) + L (ε)

s u(s, x) + f(s, x) = 0.

Since (s, x) 7→ L
(ε)
s u(s, x) + f(s, x) is continuous, we complete the proof. □

Remark 4.2. The continuity of bε 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 C1-diffeomorphism property of the mapping x 7→ Xs,t(x). To ensure
the homeomorphism property of this mapping, we need to impose a condition on the gradient of
bε(s, x). More specifically, we assume that the gradient of bε(s, x) is not too large.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (s, x) 7→ ∇bε(s, x) is continuous and for some κ > 0,

|∇xbε(s, x)| ⩽ κε ⩽ 1, divbε = 0. (4.4)

Then there is an ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0), {Xs,t(x), x ∈ Rd}0⩽s<t forms a C1-
diffeomorphism flow and for some constant C = C(d) > 0,

Edet(∇Xs,t(x)) + Edet(∇Xs,t(x))
−1 ⩽ eCκ2ε(t−s).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume s = 0 and write Xt := X0,t(x). Let Jt := ∇Xt. By
(4.1) we clearly have

Jt = I+
∫ t

0

∇bε(s,Xs−)Js−dN ε
s ,

and by Itô’s formula,

det(Jt) = 1 +

∫ t

0

[
det((I+∇bε(s,Xs−))Js−)− det(Js−)

]
dN ε

s

= 1 +

∫ t

0

[
det(I+∇bε(s,Xs−))− 1

]
det(Js−)dN ε

s . (4.5)

Note that for a matrix B = (bij) with |bij | ⩽ ℓ (see [45, Lemma 2.1]),

|det(I+B)− 1− trB| ⩽ Cdℓ
2(1 + ℓ)d−2.

By (4.4) we have ∣∣det(I+∇bε(s,Xs−))− 1
∣∣ ⩽ Cκ2ε2,

and there is an ε0 small enough so that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),∣∣ det(I+∇bε(s,Xs−))
−1 − 1

∣∣ ⩽ Cκ2ε2.

Thus by (4.5), we have

det(Jt)
−1 = 1 +

∫ t

0

[
det(I+∇bε(s,Xs−))

−1 − 1
]
det(Js−)

−1dN ε
s .
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Hence,

Edet(Jt) = 1 + E
∫ t

0

[
det(I+∇bε(s,Xs))− 1

]
det(Js)d

(s
ε

)
⩽ 1 + Cκ2ε

∫ t

0

Edet(Js)ds,

and also

Edet(Jt)
−1 ⩽ 1 + Cκ2ε

∫ t

0

Edet(Js)
−1ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimates. □

4.2. Compound Poisson approximation for 2D-NSEs. Fix T > 0. In this subsection we
consider the following backward 2D-NSE on the torus T2 = [−π, π]2:

∂su+ ν∆u+ u · ∇u+∇p = 0, divu = 0, u(T ) = φ, (4.6)

where ν stands for the viscosity constant and p is the pressure, φ : T2 → R2 is a divergence free
smooth velocity field. Let w = curl(u) be the curl of u. Then w solves the following vorticity
equation

∂sw + ν∆w + u · ∇w = 0, w(T ) = curl(φ) =: w0. (4.7)

If we assume ∫

T2

u(x)dx = 0,

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

u = K2 ∗ w,
where K2 is the Biot-Savart kernel on the torus and takes the following form (see [30, (2.19)] and
[37, p256, Theorem 2.17]):

K2(x) := (−x2, x1)/(2π|x|2) +K0(x), K0 ∈ C∞([−π, π]2). (4.8)

Since K2 ∈ L1(T2), we clearly have

∥K2 ∗ w∥∞ ⩽ C∥w∥∞. (4.9)

Let Xs,t(x) solve the following nonlinear SDE on the torus T2:



Xs,t(x) = x+

∫ t

s

u(r,Xs,r(x))ds+
√
νWt, t ∈ [s, T ],

w(s, x) = Ew0(Xs,T (x)), u = K2 ∗ w.
(4.10)

It is well-known that there is a one-to-one correspondence between (4.6) and (4.7) (see [30] [8]
[43]). Motivated by the approximation in Section 3, we may construct the compound Poisson
approximation for system (4.10) as follows: for ε ∈ (0, 1),





Xε
s,t(x) = x+ ε

∫ t

s

uε(r,X
ε
s,r−(x))dN ε

r +
√
εν(Hε

t −Hε
s ),

wε(s, x) = Ew0(X
ε
s,T (x)), uε = K2 ∗ wε,

(4.11)

where Hε
t is a compound Poisson process defined in (1.13). By Lemma 4.1, wε solves the following

nonlinear discrete difference equation:

∂swε + L (ε)
s wε = 0, uε = K2 ∗ wε,

where

L (ε)
s f(x) :=

∑

i=1,2

f(x+
√
ενei + εuε(s, x)) + f(x−√

ενei + εuε(s, x))− 2f(x)

2ε
.
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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 γ ∈ (0, 1], there is a constant C = C(γ) > 0 such that for any w ∈ Cγ
b (T2),

∥∇(K2 ∗ w)∥∞ ⩽ C
(
1 + ∥w∥∞(1 + log(1 + [w]γ))

)
,

where [w]γ := supx ̸=y
|w(x)−w(y)|

|x−y|γ .

Proof. Let H(x) := (−x2, x1)/(2π|x|2). By (4.8), it suffices to make an estimate for ∇H ∗ w. For
ε ∈ (0, 1), by definition and the cancellation property

∫
|y|=s

∇H(y)dy = 0, we have

∇H ∗ w(x) = p.v.

∫

T2

∇H(y)w(x− y)dy = Iε(x) + Jε(x),

where

Iε(x) :=

∫

|y|⩽ε

∇H(y)(w(x− y)− w(x))dy,

Jε(x) :=

∫

ε<|y|⩽π

∇H(y)w(x− y)dy.

For Iε, since |∇H(y)| ⩽ 4|y|−2, we have

∥Iε∥∞ ⩽ 4[w]γ

∫

|y|⩽ε

|y|γ−2dy ⩽ C[w]γε
γ .

For Jε, we have

∥Jε∥∞ ⩽ 4∥w∥∞
∫

ε<|y|⩽π

|y|−2dy ⩽ C∥w∥∞(1 + log 1/ε).

Combining the above two estimates and choosing ε = ([w]γ + 1)−1, we obtain

∥H ∗ w∥∞ ⩽ C
(
1 + ∥w∥∞(1 + log(1 + [w]γ))

)
.

The proof is complete. □

Remark 4.5. In the whole space, the above estimates need to be modified as follows (see [30]):

∥∇u∥∞ ⩽ C
(
1 + ∥w∥∞(1 + log(1 + [w]γ + ∥w∥p))

)
, p ∈ [1,∞).

The presence of ∥w∥p and the Jacobian determinant in Theorem 4.3, which depend on the bound of
∇bε, pose challenges when solving the approximating 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 w0 ∈ C1
b (T2), there is a unique solution Xε

s,t(x) to stochastic system

(4.11) so that wε ∈ C([0, T ];C1
b (T2)) and there is a constant C > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1) and

s ∈ [0, T ],

∥∇wε(s)∥∞ ⩽ C. (4.12)

Proof. We use Picard’s iteration method. Let u0(t, x) = K2 ∗ w0(x). For n ∈ N, let Xn
s,t(x) solve

Xn
s,t(x) = x+ ε

∫ t

s

un−1(r,X
n
s,r−(x))dN ε

r +
√
εν(Hε

t −Hε
s ), t ∈ [s, T ], (4.13)

and define recursively,

un(s, x) := K2 ∗ wn(s, ·)(x), wn(s, x) := Ew0(X
n
s,T (x)). (4.14)
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Clearly, we have un ∈ C([0, T ];C1
b (T2)) and

E∥∇Xn
s,t∥∞ ⩽ 1 +

∫ t

s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞E∥∇Xn
s,r∥∞dr.

By Gronwall’s inequality we get

E∥∇Xn
s,T ∥∞ ⩽ e

∫ T
s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞dr.

Moreover, by (4.9) and Lemma 4.4 with γ = 1, we have

∥un(s)∥∞ + ∥∇un(s)∥∞ ≲ 1 + ∥wn(s)∥∞(1 + log(1 + ∥∇wn(s)∥∞)),

and by definition (4.14),

∥∇wn(s)∥∞ ⩽ ∥∇w0∥∞E∥∇Xn
s,T ∥∞ ⩽ ∥∇w0∥∞e

∫ T
s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞dr. (4.15)

Hence,

∥∇un(s)∥∞ ≲C 1 + ∥w0∥∞(1 + log(1 + ∥∇w0∥∞e
∫ T
s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞dr))

≲C 1 + ∥w0∥∞
(
1 + log(1 + ∥∇w0∥∞) +

∫ T

s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞dr

)
.

By Gronwall’s inequality again, we obtain

sup
n

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∇un(s)∥∞ ⩽ C. (4.16)

On the other hand, by (4.13) we have

E∥Xn
s,t −Xm

s,t∥∞ ⩽ εE
∫ t

s

∥un−1(r,X
n
s,r−)− un−1(r,X

m
s,r−)∥∞dN ε

r

+ εE
∫ t

s

∥un−1(r)− um−1(r)∥∞dN ε
r

⩽
∫ t

s

∥∇un−1(r)∥∞E∥Xn
s,r −Xm

s,r∥∞dr +

∫ t

s

∥un−1(r)− um−1(r)∥∞dr,

which together with (4.16) implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
t∈[s,T ]

E∥Xn
s,t −Xm

s,t∥∞ ⩽ C

∫ T

s

∥un−1(r)− um−1(r)∥∞dr.

Thus, by (4.9) we get

∥wn(s)− wm(s)∥∞ ⩽ ∥∇w0∥∞E∥Xn
s,T −Xm

s,T ∥∞

≲ ∥∇w0∥∞
∫ T

s

∥un−1(r)− um−1(r)∥∞dr

≲ ∥∇w0∥∞
∫ T

s

∥wn−1(r)− wm−1(r)∥∞dr.

By Gronwall’s inequality again, we have

lim
n,m→∞

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥wn(s)− wm(s)∥∞ = 0,

and also,

lim
n,m→∞

sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
t∈[s,T ]

E∥Xn
s,t −Xm

s,t∥∞ = 0.

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

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that φ ∈ C5(T2;R2) is divergence free and satisfies
∫
T2 φ(x)dx = 0. Let

u ∈ C([0, T ];C5(T2;R2)) be the unique solution of NSE (4.6). Then there is a constant C > 0
such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥uε(s)− u(s)∥∞ ⩽ Cε.

Proof. For x ∈ T2, let X̃ε
s,t(x) solve the following SDE on torus T2,

X̃ε
s,t(x) = x+ ε

∫ t

s

u(r, X̃ε
s,r−(x))dN ε

r +
√
εν(Hε

t −Hε
s ), (4.17)

where Hε
t is a compound Poisson process defined in (1.13). Since u(r, ·) is a function on T2 and

u(r, x+ z) = u(r, x) for any z ∈ T2, one sees that

X̃ε
s,t(x+ z) = X̃ε

s,t(x) + z, z ∈ T2.

Let w = curl(u) and w0 = curl(φ),

w̃ε(s, x) := Ew0(X̃
ε
s,T (x)).

By (4.7) and Itô’s formula, we have

w̃ε(s, x) = Ew(T, X̃ε
s,T (x)) = w(s, x) + E

∫ T

s

(∂sw + L̃ (ε)
r w)(r, X̃ε

s,r(x))dr

= w(s, x) + E
∫ T

s

(L̃ (ε)
r w − ν∆w − u · ∇w)(r, X̃ε

s,r(x))dr,

where L̃
(ε)
s is the generator of SDE (4.17) and given by

L̃ (ε)
s f(x) :=

∑

i=1,2

f(x+
√
ενei + εu(s, x)) + f(x−√

ενei + εu(s, x))− 2f(x)

2ε
.

Hence,

∥w̃ε(s)− w(s)∥∞ ⩽
∫ T

s

∥(L̃ (ε)
r w − ν∆w − u · ∇w)(r)∥∞dr. (4.18)

Noting that for i = 1, 2,

f(x+
√
ενei + εu(s, x)) + f(x−√

ενei + εu(s, x))− 2f(x+ εu(s, x))

2ε
− ν∂2

i f(x)

= ν

∫ 1

0

θ

2

∫ 1

−1

(
∂2
i f(x+ θθ′

√
ενei + εu(s, x))− ∂2

i f(x)
)
dθ′dθ

= ν

∫ 1

0

θ

2

∫ 1

−1

θθ′
√
εν

∫ 1

0

∂3
i f(x+ θθ′θ′′

√
ενei + θ′′εu(s, x))dθ′′dθ′dθ

=
√
εν3

∫ 1

0

θ2

2

∫ 1

−1

θ′
∫ 1

0

(
∂3
i f(x+ θθ′θ′′

√
ενei + θ′′εu(s, x))− ∂3

i f(x)
)
dθ′′dθ′dθ

and

f(x+ εu(s, x))− f(x)

ε
− u(s, x) · ∇f(x) = u(s, x) ·

∫ 1

0

(∇f(x+ θεu(s, x))−∇f(x))dθ,

we have

∥L̃ (ε)
s f − ν∆f − u · ∇f∥∞ ≲ (εν2 +

√
ε3ν3∥u∥∞)∥∇4f∥∞ + ε∥u∥2∞∥∇2f∥∞.
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Substituting this into (4.18), we obtain that for all ε, ν ∈ (0, 1],

∥w̃ε(s)− w(s)∥∞ ≲ ε

∫ T

s

(1 + ∥u(r)∥2∞)∥w(r)∥C4
b
dr. (4.19)

On the other hand, by (4.17) and (4.11), we have

E∥X̃ε
s,t −Xε

s,t∥∞ ⩽ εE
(∫ t

s

∥∥u(r, X̃ε
s,r−)− uε(r,X

ε
s,r−)

∥∥
∞dN ε

r

)

= E
∫ t

s

∥∥u(r, X̃ε
s,r)− uε(r,X

ε
s,r)
∥∥
∞dr

⩽
∫ t

s

E
∥∥uε(r, X̃

ε
s,r)− uε(r,X

ε
s,r)
∥∥
∞dr +

∫ t

s

∥u(r)− uε(r)∥∞dr

⩽
∫ t

s

∥∇uε∥∞E∥X̃ε
s,r −Xε

s,r∥∞dr +

∫ t

s

∥u(r)− uε(r)∥∞dr,

which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

E∥X̃ε
s,T (·)−Xε

s,t(·)∥∞ ≲
∫ T

s

∥u(r)− uε(r)∥∞dr,

and

∥w̃ε(s)− wε(s)∥∞ ⩽ ∥∇w0∥∞E∥X̃ε
s,T (·)−Xε

s,T (·)∥∞ ≲
∫ T

s

∥u(r)− uε(r)∥∞dr.

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

∥wε(s)− w(s)∥∞ ≲ ε+

∫ T

s

∥u(r)− uε(r)∥∞dr ≲ ε+

∫ T

s

∥w(r)− wε(r)∥∞dr.

By Gronwall’s inequality and (4.9), we obtain the desired estimate. □

Remark 4.8. In addition to the 2D-Navier-Stokes equations on the torus, we can also consider the
construction of a compound Poisson approximation 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 α-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 ν ∈ P(Rd). Let (NN,i)i=1,··· ,N be a
sequence of i.i.d. Poisson process with intensity N and (ξN,i

n )n∈N,i=1,··· ,N i.i.d Rd-valued random
variables with common distribution ν. Define for i = 1, · · · , N ,

HN,i
t :=

(
ξN,i
1 + · · ·+ ξN,i

NN,i
t

)
1NN,i

t ⩾1.

Then (HN,i)i=1,··· ,N is a sequence of i.i.d. compound Poisson processes with intensity Ndtν(dz).
Let HN,i be the associated Poisson random measure, that is,

HN,i([0, t], E) :=
∑

s⩽t

1E(∆HN,i
s ) =

∑

n⩽NN,i
t

1E(ξ
N,i
n ), E ∈ B(Rd),
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and H̃N,i the compensated Poisson random measure, that is,

H̃N,i(dt, dz) := HN,i(dt, dz)−Ndtν(dz).

For a point x = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ (Rd)N , the empirical measure of x is defined by

µx(dz) :=
1

N

N∑

i=1

δxi(dz) ∈ P(Rd),

where δxi is the usual Dirac measure concentrated at point xi. Let

σN (t, x, y, z) : R+ × Rd × Rd × Rd → Rd, bN (t, x, y) : R+ × Rd × Rd → Rd

be two Borel measurable functions. Suppose that

σN (t, x, y,−z) = −σN (t, x, y, z).

For a probability measure µ ∈ P(Rd), we write

σN [t, x, µ, z] :=

∫

Rd

σN (t, x, y, z)µ(dy), bN [t, x, µ] :=

∫

Rd

bN (t, x, y)µ(dy).

Let XN
t = (XN,i

t )i=1,··· ,N solve the following interaction particle system driven by HN,i:

XN,i
t = XN,i

0 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(
σN

[
s,XN,i

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
+ bN

[
s,XN,i

s− , µXN
s−

])
HN,i(ds,dz)

= XN,i
t− +

N∑

j=1

(
σN

(
t,XN,i

t− , XN,j
t− ,∆HN,i

t

)
+ bN

(
t,XN,i

t− , XN,j
t−
)
∆NN,i

t

)
,

(5.1)

where XN
0 is a symmetric F0-measurable random variables. For a function f : Rd → R, by Itô’s

formula (see (3.12)), we have

f(XN,i
t ) = f(XN,i

0 ) +

∫ t

0

L N
µXN

s

f(s,XN,i
s )ds+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

ΘN
µ
XN

s−
f(s,XN,i

s− , z)H̃N,i(ds,dz), (5.2)

where for a probability measure µ ∈ P(Rd),

L N
µ f(t, x) := L N

t,µf(x) := N

∫

Rd

(
f
(
x+ σN [t, x, µ, z] + bN [t, x, µ]

)
− f(x)

)
ν(dz), (5.3)

and

ΘN
µ f(t, x, z) := ΘN

t,µf(x, z) := f
(
x+ σN [t, x, µ, z] + bN [t, x, µ]

)
− f(x). (5.4)

As in Section 2, we write

L N
µ f(t, x) = AN

µ f(t, x) + BN
µ f(t, x),

where

AN
µ f(t, x) := N

∫

Rd

(
DN

µ f
(
t, x+ σN [t, x, µ, z]

)
−DN

µ f(t, x)
)
ν(dz),

and

BN
µ f(t, x) := N(DN

µ f(t, x)− f(x)), DN
µ f(t, x) := f

(
x+ bN [t, x, µ]

)
.

Note that by the symmetry of ν and σN (t, x, y,−z) = −σN (t, x, y, z).,

AN
µ f(t, x) :=

∫

Rd

DN
µ f
(
t, x+ σN [t, x, µ, z]

)
+DN

µ f
(
t, x− σN [t, x, µ, z]

)
− 2DN

µ f(t, x)

2N−1
ν(dz).

We shall give precise choices of σN and bN below in different cases.
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5.1. Fractional diffusion with bounded interaction kernel. In this section we fix α ∈ (0, 2)
and let

σ(t, x, y, z) : R+ × Rd × Rd × Rd → Rd, b(t, x, y) : R+ × Rd × Rd → Rd

be two Borel measurable functions. We make the following assumptions:

(Hσ,b
ν,α) In addition to (Hα

ν ) with α ∈ (0, 2), we suppose that σ and b are continuous in (x, y), and

σ(t, x, y,−z) = −σ(t, x, y, z), |σ(t, x, y, z)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)|z|,
and for the same β0 as in (3.5),

|σ(t, x, y, z)− σ(t, x, y, z′)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)(|z − z′| ∧ 1)β0 ,

where κ0, κ1 > 0. Moreover, for some m ⩾ 1 and κ2 > 0,

|b(t, x, y)| ⩽
(
κ2(1 + |x|)

)m
, (5.5)

and for some κ3, κ4 ⩾ 0 and κ5 < 0,

⟨x, b(t, x, y)⟩ ⩽ κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1. (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 σN and bN as defined in (3.19).

σN (t, x, y, z) := σ
(
t, x, y,N− 1

α z
)
, bN (t, x, y) :=

b(t, x, y)

N +
√
N |b(t, x, y)|1− 1

m

, (5.7)

and also define for t ⩾ 0 and µ ∈ P(Rd),

L ∞
µ f(t, x) := L ∞

t,µf(x) := A∞
µ f(t, x) + b[t, x, µ] · ∇f(x), (5.8)

where

A∞
µ f(t, x) :=

∫

Rd

f(x+ σ[t, x, µ, z]) + f(x− σ[t, x, µ, z])− 2f(x)

2
ν0(dz),

and ν0 is the Lévy measure from (Hα
ν ). We consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:

dXt =

∫

Rd

σ
[
t,Xt−, µXt− , z

]
H̃(dt, dz) + b[t,Xt, µXt

]dt, (5.9)

where H̃ is defined as (3.23) and µXt
is the law of Xt. By Itô’s formula, the nonlinear time-

inhomogeneous infinitesimal generator of Xt is given by L ∞
t,µXt

.

The following lemma is the same as Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 5.1. Under (Hσ,b
ν,α), where α ∈ (0, 2), for any R > 0, there is a constant CR > 0 such

that for any f ∈ C2
b (Rd) and N ∈ N,

sup
t⩾0

sup
|x|⩽R

sup
µ∈P(Rd)

∣∣L N
t,µf(x)− L ∞

t,µf(x)
∣∣ ⩽ CRN

− 2−α
2 ∧β1∥f∥C2

b
,

where β1 is from (Hα
ν ). Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and κ1 = 0, then CR can be inde-

pendent of R > 0.

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

BN
µ f(x) = N(f(x+ bN [x, µ])− f(x)).

By Taylor’s expansion and the definition (5.7), we have

|BN
µ f(x)− b[x, µ] · ∇f(x)| ⩽ |BN

µ f(x)−NbN [x, µ] · ∇f(x)|+ |(NbN [x, µ]− b[x, µ]) · ∇f(x)|

⩽ N |bN [x, µ]|
∫ 1

0

(|∇f(x+ θbN [x, µ])−∇f(x)|)dθ
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+ |NbN [x, µ]− b[x, µ]| · ∥∇f∥∞

⩽ N |bN [x, µ]|2∥∇2f∥∞ +

∫

Rd

√
N |b(x, y)|2− 1

m

N +
√
N |b(x, y)|1− 1

m

µ(dy)∥∇f∥∞

⩽
∫

Rd

(
|b(x, y)|2

N
+

|b(x, y)|2− 1
m√

N

)
µ(dy)∥∇f∥C1

b
.

Under (5.5), we clearly have

sup
|x|⩽R

sup
µ∈P(Rd)

|BN
µ f(x)− b[x, µ] · ∇f(x)| ⩽ CRN

− 1
2 ∥∇f∥C1

b
.

Moreover, as in (3.29) we also have

sup
|x|⩽R

sup
µ∈P(Rd)

∣∣AN
µ f(x)−A∞

µ f(x)
∣∣ ⩽ CRN

−(1−α
2 )∧β1∥f∥C2

b
.

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

The following lemma is similar to Lemma 3.12.

Lemma 5.2. Under (Hσ,b
ν,α), where α ∈ (0, 2), for any β ∈ (0, α), there are constants N0 ∈ N,

C0 = C0(β) > 0, C1 = C1(β, ν) > 0 and C2 > 0 such that for all N ⩾ N0, µ ∈ P(Rd) and t ⩾ 0,
x ∈ Rd,

L N
t,µUβ(x) ⩽ (C0κ6 + C1κ

α
1 )Uβ(x) + C2,

where Uβ(x) = (1 + |x|2)β/2 and κ6 is given in (3.30).

Proof. For simplicity we drop the time variable. For BN
µ Uβ(x), by Taylor’s expansion we have

BN
µ Uβ(x) = N

∫ 1

0

⟨bN [x, µ],∇Uβ(x+ θbN [x, µ])⟩dθ

= βN

∫ 1

0

⟨bN [x, µ], x+ θbN [x, µ]⟩Uβ−2(x+ θbN [x, µ])dθ. (5.10)

By (5.5) and (5.6), for any ε0 > 0, there are N0 large enough so that for all N ⩾ N0,

|bN (x, y)| ⩽ N−1/2|b(x, y)| 1
m ⩽ N−1/2κ2(1 + |x|) ⩽ ε0(1 + |x|), (5.11)

and as in Lemma 3.11, for the κ6 given in (3.30),

N⟨x, bN (x, y)⟩+N |bN (x, y)|2 ⩽ κ6|x|2 + C1.

Thus, for all µ ∈ P(Rd) and θ ∈ (0, 1),

N⟨bN [x, µ], x+ θbN [x, µ]⟩ ⩽ N

∫

Rd

(
⟨bN (x, y), x⟩+ |bN (x, y)|2

)
µ(dy) ⩽ κ6|x|2 + C1

and

(1 + |x|2)/2 ⩽ 1 + |x+ θbN [x, µ]|2 ⩽ 2(1 + |x|2).
Hence, as in (3.36), we have

BN
µ Uβ(x) ⩽ C0κ6Uβ(x) + C.

For AN
µ Uβ(x), as in (3.37) we also have

|AN
µ Uβ(x)| ⩽ C0κ

α
1Uβ(x) + C.

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

By the above Lyapunov estimate and Itô’s formula, the following corollary is the same as
Corollary 3.14. We omit the details.
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Corollary 5.3. Under (Hσ,b
ν,α), for any β ∈ (0, α) and T > 0, there is a constant C > 0 such that

sup
i=1,··· ,N

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

Uβ(X
N,i
t )

)
⩽ C(1 + EUβ(X0)), (5.12)

where Uβ(x) = (1 + |x|2)β/2. Moreover, there is a constant C2 > 0 such that for all t > 0,

EUβ(X
N,i
t ) ⩽ eκ7tEUβ(X0) + C2(e

κ7t − 1)/κ7, (5.13)

where κ7 := C0κ6 + C1κ
α
1 ∈ R (see Lemma 5.2).

The following lemma is similar to Lemma 3.15.

Lemma 5.4. Under (Hσ,b
ν,α), for any T, γ > 0, it holds that

lim
δ→0

sup
N

sup
τ⩽η⩽τ+δ⩽T

P
(
|XN,1

η −XN,1
τ | ⩾ γ

)
= 0. (5.14)

Proof. Let τ, η ∈ TT with τ ⩽ η ⩽ τ + δ. For fixed R > 0, define

ζR := inf
{
t > 0 : |XN,1

t | > R
}
, τR := ζR ∧ τ, ηR := ζR ∧ η.

By (5.1), we can write

XN,1
ηR

−XN,1
τR =

∫ ηR

τR

bN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−

]
dNN,1

s +

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<N
1
α

σN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
HN,1(ds,dz)

+

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|>N
1
α

σN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
HN,1(ds,dz) =: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, by (5.5) and ηR − τR ⩽ δ, we have

E|I1| ⩽
1

N
E
(∫ ηR

τR

∣∣∣b
[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−

]∣∣∣dNN,1
s

)

= E
(∫ ηR

τR

∣∣∣b
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s

]∣∣∣ds
)

⩽ CRδ.

For I2, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have

E|I2|2 = E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<N
1
α

σN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
H̃N,1(ds,dz)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<N
1
α

∣∣∣σN

[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s−
, z
]∣∣∣

2

ν(dz)d(Ns)
)
)
.

Let νN (dz) = Nν(N1/αdz). By the change of variables, we further have

E|I2|2 = E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|<1

∣∣∣σ
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s−
, z
]∣∣∣

2

νN (dz)ds

)

⩽ (κ0 + κ1R)2

(∫

|z|<1

|z|2νN (dz)

)
δ

(3.8)

⩽ CRδ.

For I3, let β ∈ (0, α ∧ 1). By |∑i ai|β ⩽
∑

i |ai|β , we have

E|I3|β ⩽ E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾N
1
α

∣∣∣σN

[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s−
, z
]∣∣∣

β

HN,1(ds,dz)

)

= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾N
1
α

∣∣∣σN

[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s−
, z
]∣∣∣

β

ν(dz)d(Ns)

)
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= E

(∫ ηR

τR

∫

|z|⩾1

∣∣∣σ
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s−
, z
]∣∣∣νN (dz)ds

)

⩽ (κ0 + κ1R)β

(∫

|z|⩾1

|z|βνN (dz)

)
δ

(3.8)

⩽ CRδ.

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (5.12),

P(|XN,1
η −XN,1

τ | ⩾ γ) ⩽ P(|XN,1
ηR

−XN,1
τR | ⩾ γ; ζR > T ) + P(ζR ⩽ T )

⩽
3∑

i=1

P(|Ii| ⩾ γ
3 ) + P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|XN,1
t | ⩾ R

)

⩽ 3
γE|I1|+ ( 3γ )

2E|I2|2 + ( 3γ )
βE|I3|β + C

Rβ

⩽ CR,γδ + C/Rβ ,

which converges to zero by firstly letting δ → 0 and then R → ∞. □

Now we can show the following main result of this subsection about the propagation of chaos.

Theorem 5.5. Let µ0 ∈ P(Rd) and N ∈ N. Suppose that for any k ⩽ N ,

P ◦
(
XN,1

0 , · · · , XN,k
0

)−1 → µ⊗k
0 , N → ∞, (5.15)

and DDSDE (5.9) admits a unique martingale solution P0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ∞) with initial distribution
µ0 in the sense of Definition 6.2 in appendix. Then under (Hσ,b

ν,α), for any k ⩽ N ,

P ◦
(
XN,1

· , · · · , XN,k
·
)−1 → P⊗k

0 , N → ∞. (5.16)

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

ω → ΠN (ω,dw) :=
1

N

N∑

i=1

δXN,i
· (ω)(dw) ∈ P(D).

By Lemma 5.4, Aldous’ criterion (see [23]) and [40, (ii) of Proposition 2.2], the law of ΠN in
P(P(D)) is tight. Without loss of generality, we assume that the law of ΠN weakly converges to
some Π∞ ∈ P(P(D)). Our aim below is to show that Π∞ is a Dirac measure, i.e.,

Π∞(dη) = δP0
(dη), Π∞ − a.s.,

where P0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ∞) 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 ∈ C2
c (Rd). For given η ∈ P(D), we define a functional Mf

η (t, ·) on D by

Mf
η (t, w) := f(wt)− f(w0)−

∫ t

0

L ∞
s,ηf(ws)ds, t ⩾ 0, w ∈ D,

where L ∞
s,η is defined by (5.8) with µ = ηs. Fix n ∈ N and s ⩽ t. For given g ∈ Cc(Rnd) and

0 ⩽ s1 < · · · < sn ⩽ s, we also introduce a functional Ξg
f over P(D) by

Ξg
f (η) :=

∫

D

(
Mf

η (t, w)−Mf
η (s, w)

)
g(ws1 , · · · , wsn)η(dw).

By definition we have

Ξg
f (η) =

∫

D

(
f(wt)− f(ws)−

∫ t

s

L ∞
r,ηf(wr)dr

)
g(ws1 , · · · , wsn)η(dw)
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and

Ξg
f (ΠN ) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

[(
f(XN,i

t )− f(XN,i
s )−

∫ t

s

L ∞
r,ΠN

f(XN,i
r )dr

)
g
(
XN,i

s1 , · · · , XN,i
sn

)]
. (5.17)

By definition (5.8) and (Hσ,b
ν,α), it is easy to see that

η 7→ Ξg
f (η) is bounded continuous on P(D).

Hence, by the weak convergence of ΠN to Π∞,

lim
N→∞

E|Ξg
f (ΠN )| =

∫

P(D)
|Ξg

f (η)|Π∞(dη). (5.18)

On the other hand, let

Ξ̃g
f :=

1

N

N∑

i=1

[(
f(XN,i

t )− f(XN,i
s )−

∫ t

s

L N
r,ΠN

f(XN,i
r )dr

)
g
(
XN,i

s1 , · · · , XN,i
sn

)]
, (5.19)

where L N
ΠN

is defined by (5.3). By Itô’s formula (5.2), we have

Ξ̃g
f =

1

N

N∑

i=1

[(∫ t

s

∫

Rd

ΘN
r,ΠN

f(XN,i
r− , z)H̃N,i(dr, dz)

)
g
(
XN,i

s1 , · · · , XN,i
sn

)]
,

where ΘN
r,ΠN

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

E|Ξ̃g
f |2 ⩽

∥g∥2∞
N

E

(
N∑

i=1

∫ t

s

∫

Rd

|ΘN
r,ΠN

f(XN,i
r , z)|2ν(dz)ds

)
.

Let β ∈ (0, α
2 ). Noting that by (5.4), (5.11) and |σ(r, x, y, z)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1|x|)|z|,

|ΘN
r,ηf(x, z)| ⩽ (|bN [r, x, ηr−]|β + |σN [r, x, ηr−, z]|)β∥f∥Cβ

b

≲
( 1+|x|β

Nβ/2 + (1 + |x|β) |z|β
Nβ/α

)
∥f∥Cβ

b
,

by Lemma 3.3 and (5.12), we have

E|Ξ̃g
f |2 ≲

∥g∥2∞∥f∥2
Cβ

b

N1+β
E

(
N∑

i=1

∫ t

s

(
1 + E|XN,i

r |2β
)
ds

)
≲

1

Nβ
, (5.20)

where the implicit constant does not depend on N .

Claim: The following limit holds:

lim
N→∞

E|Ξg
f (ΠN )− Ξ̃g

f | = 0. (5.21)

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

E|Ξg
f (ΠN )− Ξ̃g

f | ⩽
1

N

N∑

i=1

E
(∫ t

s

|L ∞
r,ΠN

f − L N
r,ΠN

f |(XN,i
r )dr

)
∥g∥∞

⩽ sup
r⩽t

sup
|x|⩽R

sup
µ∈P(Rd)

|L ∞
r,µf(x)− L N

r,µf(x)| · ∥g∥∞

+ sup
r⩽t

(
sup

µ∈P(Rd)

(
∥L ∞

r,µf∥∞ + ∥L N
r,µf∥∞

)
sup
i

P(|XN,i
r | ⩾ R)

)
∥g∥∞

⩽ CRN
−( 2−α

2 )∧β1 + C sup
i

sup
r⩽t

E|XN,i
r |β/Rβ ,

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 ∈ C2
c (Rd) and n ∈ N, g ∈ Cc(Rnd),

∫

P(D)
|Ξg

f (η)|Π∞(dη) = 0 ⇒ Ξg
f (η) = 0 for Π∞-a.s. η ∈ P(D).

Since C2
c (Rd) and Cc(Rnd) are separable, one can find a common Π∞-null set Q ⊂ P(D) such that

for all η /∈ Q and for all 0 ⩽ s < t ⩽ T , f ∈ C2
c (Rd) and n ∈ N, g ∈ Cc(Rnd), 0 ⩽ s1 < · · · < sn ⩽ s,

Ξg
f (η) =

∫

D

(
Mf

η (t, w)−Mf
η (s, w)

)
g(ws1 , · · · , wsn)η(dw) = 0.

Moreover, by (5.15), we also have

Π∞{η ∈ P(D) : η0 = µ0} = 1.

Thus by the definition of Mµ0

0 (L ∞) (see Definition 6.2 in appendix), for Π∞-almost all η ∈ P(D),

η ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ∞).

Since Mµ0

0 (L ∞) only contains one point by uniqueness, all the points η /∈ Q are the same. Hence,
ΠN weakly converges to the one-point measure δP0

. The proof is complete. □

Remark 5.6. For each x = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ RNd, let XN
t = XN

t (x) be the unique solution of SDE
(5.1) with starting point x. Suppose that κ7 < 0 (see (5.13)). Then for each N ∈ N, the semigroup
PN
t f(x) := Ef(XN

t (x)) admits an invariant probability measure µN (dx), which is symmetric in
the sense

µN (dπN (x)) = µN (dx), πN (x) is any permutation of x = (x1, · · · , xN ).

Indeed, by (5.13), for any β ∈ (0, α), we have

sup
N

sup
i=1,··· ,N

sup
T>0

1

T

∫ T

0

E|XN,i
t |βdt < ∞. (5.22)

Now we define a probability measure µN,T over RNd by

µN,T (A) :=
1

T

∫ T

0

P(XN
t ∈ A)dt, A ∈ B(RNd).

By (5.22), the family of probability measures {µN,T , T ⩾ 1} is tight. By the classical Krylov-
Bogoliubov argument (cf. [10, Section 3.1]), any accumulation point µN of {µN,T , T ⩾ 1} is an
invariant probability measure of PN

t , that is, for any nonnegative measurable function f on RNd,
∫

RNd

f(x)µN (dx) =

∫

RNd

PN
t f(x)µN (dx), t > 0.

The symmetry of µN follows from the symmetry of XN
t . Moreover, by (5.22) one sees that

sup
N

∫

Rd

|x|βµ(1)
N (dx) < ∞,

where µ
(1)
N is the 1-marginal distribution of µN .

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 µ
(1)
N , 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) = b̄(x − y), where b̄ 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 α > 2. We make the following assumptions about σ and b:

(H̃σ,b
ν,α) We suppose that (Hα

ν ) holds, and σ and b are continuous in (x, y), and for some κ0, κ1 ⩾ 0,

σ(t, x, y,−z) = −σ(t, x, y, z), |σ(t, x, y, z)| ⩽ (κ0 + κ1(|x|+ |y|))|z|. (5.23)

Suppose that

b(t, x, y) = b1(t, x) + b2(t, x, y),

where for some m ⩾ 1 and κ2 > 0,

|b1(t, x)| ⩽
(
κ2(1 + |x|)

)m
, (5.24)

and for some κ3, κ4 ⩾ 0 and κ5 < 0,

⟨x, b1(t, x)⟩ ⩽ κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1, (5.25)

and for some c1, c2, c3 > 0,

|b2(t, x, y)| ⩽ c1 + c2|x|+ c3|y|. (5.26)

As in (3.19), we introduce the approximation coefficients of σN and bN as:

σN (t, x, y, z) := N− 1
2σ(t, x, y, z),

and

bN (t, x, y) :=
b1(t, x)

N +
√
N |b1(t, x)|1− 1

m

+
b2(t, x, y)

N
. (5.27)

For t ⩾ 0 and µ ∈ P(Rd), we also define

L ∞
µ f(t, x) := L ∞

t,µf(x) := A∞
µ f(t, x) + b[t, x, µ] · ∇f(x), (5.28)

where

A∞
µ f(s, x) :=

1

2
tr

(∫

Rd

(
σ[t, x, µ, z]⊗ σ[t, x, µ, z]

)
ν(dz) · ∇2f(x)

)
.

Consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE:

dXt = σ(2)
ν

(
t,Xt, µXt

)
dWt + b[t,Xt, µXt

]dt, (5.29)

where Wt is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and

σ(2)
ν (t, x, µ) :=

(∫

Rd

σ[t, x, µ, z]⊗ σ[t, x, µ, z]ν(dz)

) 1
2

.

By Itô’s formula, the nonlinear time-inhomogeneous generator of DDSDE (5.29) is given by L ∞
t,µ.

The following lemma is the same as Lemmas 5.1 and 3.9. We omit the details.

Lemma 5.7. Under (H̃σ,b
ν,α), where α > 2, for any R > 0, there is a constant CR > 0 such that

for any f ∈ Cα
b (Rd), and for all N and µ ∈ P(Rd) with µ(| · |) ⩽ R,

sup
t⩾0,|x|⩽R

∣∣L N
t,µf(x)− L ∞

t,µf(x)
∣∣ ⩽ CRN

− (α−2)∧1
2 ∥f∥Cα∧3

b
.

Moreover, if b is bounded measurable and κ1 = 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 (H̃σ,b
ν,α), where α > 2, for any β ∈ [2, α], there are constants C0, C1, C2 > 0

such that for all N ∈ N,

L N
s,µ(| · |β)(x) ⩽ C0|x|β + C1µ(| · |)β + C2. (5.30)

Moreover, if m > 1, then for any κ6 < 0, there are constants N0 ∈ N, C3 = C3(β, ν) > 0 and
C4 = C4(N0, κi, ci) > 0 such that for all N ⩾ N0, µ ∈ P(Rd) and s ⩾ 0, x ∈ Rd,

L N
s,µ(| · |β)(x) ⩽ κ6|x|β + (βc3 + C3κ

β
1 )µ(| · |)β + C4. (5.31)

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

N⟨x, bN [x, µ]⟩+N |bN [x, µ]|2 ⩽
κ3 + κ4|x|2 + κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
N−1|b1(x)|1− 1

m

+ |x| · (c1 + c2|x|+ c3µ(| · |))

+
2κ2

2(1 + |x|)2
N

+
2(c1 + c2|x|+ c3µ(| · |))2

N

⩽
κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
N−1|b1(x)|1− 1

m

+ C0 + C1|x|2 +
(
c3
4 + 4c3

N

)
µ(| · |)2.

Since m > 1 and κ5 < 0, for any K > 0, by (5.24), there are N0 large enough and C3 > 0 such
that for all N ⩾ N0,

κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
N−1|b1(x)|1− 1

m

⩽
κ5|x|m+1

1 +
√
N−1(κ2(1 + |x|))m−1

⩽ Kκ5|x|2 + C3.

Thus, for any κ6 < 0, there is an N0 large enough such that for all N ⩾ N0,

N⟨x, bN [x, µ]⟩+N |bN [x, µ]|2 ⩽ κ6|x|2 + c3
2 µ(| · |)2 + C4. (5.32)

For BN
µ (| · |β), substituting (5.32) into (5.10), we get

BN
µ (| · |β)(x) ⩽ β

(
κ6|x|2 + c3

2 µ(| · |)2 + C4

)∫ 1

0

|x+ θbN [x, µ]|β−2dθ.

On the other hand, for any ε, θ ∈ (0, 1), by |a+ b|p ⩽ (1 + ε)|a|p + Cε|b|p, we have

(1− ε)|x|β−2 − Cε|bN [x, µ]|β−2 ⩽ |x+ θbN [x, µ]|β−2 ⩽ (1 + ε)|x|β−2 − C ′
ε|bN [x, µ]|β−2.

Moreover, for any δ > 0, by (5.24) and (5.26), there is an N0 large enough so that for all N ⩾ N0,

|bN [x, µ]| ⩽ κ2(1 + |x|)
N

+
c1 + c2|x|+ c3µ(| · |)

N
⩽ δ(1 + |x|+ µ(| · |)). (5.33)

Thus for any ε ∈ (0, 1), one can choose N0 large enough so that for all N ⩾ N0 and θ ∈ (0, 1),

(1− ε)|x|β−2 − ε(1 + µ(| · |)β−2) ⩽ |x+ θbN [x, µ]|β−2 ⩽ (1 + ε)|x|β−2 + ε(1 + µ(| · |)β−2).

Hence, for any κ6 < 0, there is an N0 large enough so that for all N ⩾ N0,

BN
µ (| · |β)(x) ⩽ β(κ6|x|β + c3µ(| · |)β + C5). (5.34)

For AN
µ Uβ(x), as in the Step 2 of Lemma 3.12 and by (5.33), we have

|AN
µ (| · |β)(x)| ≲

∫

Rd

|σ[x, µ, z]|2
∫ 1

0

θ

∫ 1

−1

|x+ θθ′N−1/2σ[x, µ, z] + bN [x, µ]|β−2dθ′dθν(dz)

≲
∫

Rd

|σ[x, µ, z]|2
(
|x|β−2 + |σ[x, µ, z]|β−2 + |bN [x, µ]|β−2

)
ν(dz)

≲ (1 + κβ
1 (|x|β + µ(| · |)β))

∫

Rd

(1 + |z|β)ν(dz),

which together with (5.34) and the arbitrariness of κ6 < 0 yields the desired estimate. □
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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 (H̃σ,b
ν,α), where α > 2, for any β ∈ [2, α) and T > 0, it holds that

sup
i=1,··· ,N

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|XN,i
t |β

)
< ∞. (5.35)

Moreover, if m > 1, then for any κ < 0, there is a constant C > 0 such that for all t > 0,

1

N

N∑

i=1

E|XN,i
t |β ⩽

eκt

N

N∑

i=1

E|XN,i
0 |β + C, (5.36)

and for any i = 1, · · · , N ,

E|XN,i
t |β ⩽ eκtE|XN,i

0 |β + Ceκt
1

N

N∑

j=1

E|XN,j
0 |β + C. (5.37)

Proof. For fixed β ∈ [2, α), by Itô’s formula (5.2) and (5.30), we have

|XN,i
t |β = |XN,i

0 |β +

∫ t

0

L N
s,µXN

(| · |β)(XN,i
s )ds+MN,i

t (5.38)

⩽ |XN,i
0 |β +

∫ t

0

(
C0|XN,i

s |β + C1µXN
s
(| · |)β + C2

)
ds+MN,i

t ,

where

MN,i
t =

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

ΘN
µXN

(| · |β)(XN,i
s− , z)H̃N,i(ds,dz)

is a local martingale. Noting that

µXN
s
(| · |)β ⩽

1

N

N∑

j=1

|XN,j
s |β =: AN,β

s , (5.39)

we have

AN,β
t ⩽ AN,β

0 + (C0 + C1)

∫ t

0

AN,β
s ds+ C2t+

1

N

N∑

i=1

MN,i
t .

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

sup
N

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|AN,β
t |q

)
< ∞

and

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|XN,i
t |βq

)
⩽ C

(
E|XN,i

0 |β + C2E
∫ T

0

AN,β
s ds+ C3T

)q

< ∞.

In particular, MN,i
t is a martingale. If m > 1, then by (5.38) and (5.31), for any κ < 0,

dE|XN,i
t |β/dt ⩽ (κ− (βc3 + C3κ

β
1 ))E|XN,i

t |β + (βc3 + C3κ
β
1 )EA

N,β
t + C4,

and
dEAN,β

t /dt ⩽ κEAN,β
t + C4.

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

Remark 5.11. If m > 1, then by (5.37), as in Remark 5.6 one can show the existence of invariant
probability measures for the semigroup PN

t defined through SDE (5.1).
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The following lemma is similar to Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.12. For any T, γ > 0, it holds that

lim
δ→0

sup
N

sup
τ⩽η⩽τ+δ⩽T

P
(
|XN,1

η −XN,1
τ | ⩾ γ

)
= 0. (5.40)

Proof. Let τ, η ∈ TT with τ ⩽ η ⩽ τ + δ. For any R > 0, define

ζR := inf
{
t > 0 : |XN,1

t | ∧AN,2
t > R

}
,

where AN,2
t is defined by (5.39), and

τR := ζR ∧ τ, ηR := ζR ∧ η.

By (5.1), we can write

XN,1
ηR

−XN,1
τR =

∫ ηR

τR

∫

Rd

σN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
HN,1(ds,dz)

+

∫ ηR

τR

bN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−

]
dNN,1

s =: I1 + I2.

For I1, by (3.10) and the isometry of stochastic integrals, we have

E|I1|2 = E
∣∣∣∣
∫ ηR

τR

∫

Rd

σN

[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−
, z
]
H̃N,1(ds,dz)

∣∣∣∣
2

= E
(∫ ηR

τR

∫

Rd

∣∣∣σ
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s
, z
]∣∣∣

2

ν(dz)ds
))

⩽ E



∫ ηR

τR

∫

Rd

1

N

N∑

j=1

∣∣∣σ(s,XN,1
s , XN,j

s , z)
∣∣∣
2

ν(dz)ds




≲ E
(∫ ηR

τR

(1 + |XN,1
s |2 +AN,2

s )ds

)∫

Rd

|z|2ν(dz) ⩽ CRδ.

For I2, by (5.24) and (5.26) we similarly have

E|I2| ⩽ E
(∫ ηR

τR

|bN
[
s,XN,1

s− , µXN
s−

]
|dNN,1

s

)

= E
(∫ ηR

τR

∣∣bN
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s

]∣∣d(Ns)

)

⩽ E
(∫ ηR

τR

(∣∣b1
(
s,XN,1

s

)∣∣+
∣∣b2
[
s,XN,1

s , µXN
s

]∣∣)ds
)

≲ E
(∫ ηR

τR

(
1 + |XN

s |m +AN,2
s

)
ds

)
⩽ CRδ.

Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (5.35),

P(|XN,1
η −XN,1

τ | ⩾ γ) ⩽ P(|XN,1
ηR

−XN,1
τR | ⩾ γ; ζR > T ) + P(ζR ⩽ T )

⩽
2∑

i=1

P(|Ii| ⩾ γ
3 ) + P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

(|XN,1
t | ∨ |AN,2

t | ⩾ R

)

⩽ ( 3γ )
2E|I1|2 + 3

γE|I2|+ C
R

⩽ CR,γδ + C/R,

which converges to zero by firstly letting δ → 0 and then R → ∞. □
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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 µ0 ∈ P(Rd) and N ∈ N. Suppose that for any k ⩽ N ,

P ◦
(
XN,1

0 , · · · , XN,k
0

)−1 → µ⊗k
0 , N → ∞,

and DDSDE (5.29) admits a unique martingale solution P0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ∞) with initial distribution

µ0 in the sense of Definition 6.2 in appendix. Then under (H̃σ,b
ν,α), for any k ⩽ N ,

P ◦
(
XN,1

· , · · · , XN,k
·
)−1 → P⊗k

0 , N → ∞.

5.3. W1-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:

XN,i
t = XN,i

0 +N−1

∫ t

0

b
[
s,XN,i

s− , µXN
s−

]
dNN,i

s +N−1/αHN,i
t , (5.41)

where α ∈ (0, 2], NN,i and HN,i are the same as in the beginning of this section, and b(s, x, y) :
R+ × Rd × Rd → Rd satisfies that for some κ > 0 and for all s, x, y, y′,

|b(s, x, y)| ⩽ κ, |b(s, x, y)− b(s, x′, y′)| ⩽ κ(|x− x′|+ |y − y′|). (5.42)

The associated limiting McKean-Vlasov SDE is given by

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b[s,Xs, µXs
]ds+ L

(α)
t . (5.43)

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

Theorem 5.14. Suppose that {XN,i
0 , i = 1, · · · , N} are i.i.d. F0-measurable random variables

with common distribution µ0. Under (Hα
ν ) and (5.42), where α > 1, for any T > 0, there is a

constant C = C(κ, α, T, d, ∥b∥∞) > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

W1

(
µXN,1

t
, µXt

)
⩽ C

(
N− (α−2)∧1

2 1α∈(2,3) +N− 2−α
2 ∧β11α∈(1,2)

)
,

where β1 is from (Hα
ν ) , and for two probability measures µ1, µ2 ∈ P(Rd), W1(µ1, µ2) denotes the

Wasserstein 1-distance defined by

W1(µ1, µ2) := sup
∥ϕ∥

C1
b
⩽1

|µ1(ϕ)− µ2(ϕ)|. (5.44)

Proof. Let µt := µXt and X̃N,i
t solve the following particle system:

X̃N,i
t = XN,i

0 +N−1

∫ t

0

b
[
s, X̃N,i

s− , µs

]
dNN,i

s +N−1/αHN,i
t . (5.45)

Clearly, {X̃N,i
· , i = 1, · · · , N} are i.i.d. By (5.41) and (5.45), we have

E|XN,i
t − X̃N,i

t | ⩽ E
∫ t

0

∣∣∣b
[
s,XN,i

s , µXN
s

]
− b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µs

]∣∣∣ds

⩽ E
∫ t

0

∣∣∣b
[
s,XN,i

s , µXN
s

]
− b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µX̃N
s

]∣∣∣ds

+ E
∫ t

0

∣∣∣b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µX̃N
s

]
− b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µs

]∣∣∣ds =: I1 + I2.
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For I1, by (5.42) we have

I1 ⩽
κ

N

N∑

j=1

∫ t

0

(
E|XN,i

s − X̃N,i
s |+ E|XN,j

s − X̃N,j
s |

)
ds.

For I2, since {X̃N,i
s , i = 1, · · · , N} are i.i.d., by (2.27), (5.42) and definition (5.44), we have

I2 ⩽
∫ t

0

(
E
∣∣∣b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µX̃N
s

]
− b
[
s, X̃N,i

s , µs

]∣∣∣
2
)1/2

ds

≲
∫ t

0

W1(µX̃N,1
s

, µs)ds+
∥b∥∞√

N
.

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

sup
s∈[0,T ]

W1(µX̃N,1
s

, µs) ≲ N− (α−2)∧1
2 1α∈(2,3) +N− 2−α

2 ∧β11α∈(1,2). (5.46)

Combining the above calculations, we get

E|XN,i
t − X̃N,i

t | ⩽ κ

N

N∑

j=1

∫ t

0

(
E|XN,i

s − X̃N,i
s |+ E|XN,j

s − X̃N,j
s |

)
ds

+ C
(
N− (α−2)∧1

2 1α∈(2,3) +N− 2−α
2 ∧β11α∈(1,2)

)
,

which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

E|XN,i
t − X̃N,i

t | ≲ κ

N

N∑

j=1

∫ t

0

E|XN,j
s − X̃N,j

s |ds+N− (α−2)∧1
2 1α∈(2,3) +N− 2−α

2 ∧β11α∈(1,2)

and

1

N

N∑

j=1

E|XN,i
t − X̃N,i

t | ≲ N− (α−2)∧1
2 1α∈(2,3) +N− 2−α

2 ∧β11α∈(1,2).

These together with (5.46) yield the desired estimate. □

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:

ηNt :=
√
N(µXN

t
− µXt

).

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 Lt. 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(Rd) be the space of all càdlàg functions from R+ to Rd, which is endowed with
the Skorokhod topology (see [23, p325] for precise definition). The canonical process in D(Rd) is
defined by

wt(ω) = ωt, ω ∈ D(Rd).

Let B0
t := σ{ws, s ⩽ t} be the natural filtration and Bt := ∩s>tB0

s . For R > 0, we introduce

τR(ω) := inf
{
t > 0 : |ωt| ∨ |ωt−| ⩾ R

}
, ω ∈ D(Rd),
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and

J(ω) :=
{
t > 0 : ω(t)− ω(t−) > 0

}
, V (ω) :=

{
R > 0 : τR(ω) < τR+(ω)

}
(6.1)

and

V ′(ω) :=
{
R > 0 : τR(ω) ∈ J(ω), |ω(τR(ω)−)| = R

}
. (6.2)

It is well-known that τR is an B0
t -stopping time, that is, for all t ⩾ 0, {τR ⩽ t} ∈ B0

t . Moreover,
the function R 7→ τR(ω) is nondecreasing and left continuous, and J(ω), V (ω) and V ′(ω) 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 ω 7→ τR(ω) and ω → (wt∧τR)(ω) are continuous
with respect to the Skorokhod topology at each point ω such that R /∈ V (ω) ∪ V ′(ω). Moreover, for
any P ∈ P(D(Rd)), the set {R > 0 : P(ω : R ∈ V (ω) ∪ V ′(ω)) > 0} is at most countable.

Let L := (Ls)s⩾0 be a family of linear operators from C2
c (Rd) to C(Rd). We introduce the

following notion of martingale solutions (see [38]).

Definition 6.2. Let s > 0 and µ0 ∈ P(Rd). We call a probability measure P ∈ P(D(Rd)) a
martingale solution associated with L and with initial distribution µ0 at time s if P ◦ w−1

s = µ0,
and for all f ∈ C2

c (Rd), the process

Mt := f(wt)− f(ws)−
∫ t

s

Lrf(wr)dr

is a local Bt-martingale after time s under the probability measure P. All the martingale solutions
starting from µ0 at time s is denoted by Mµ0

s (L ). If µ0 = δx for some x ∈ Rd, we shall simply
write Mx

s (L ) = Mδx
s (L ). If the operator L 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) ∈ R+ × Rd, there is a unique martingale solution
Ps,x ∈ Mx

s (L ) so that for each measurable A ⊂ D(Rd), (s, x) 7→ Ps,x(A) is Borel measurable.
Then {Ps,x, (s, x) ∈ R+ × Rd} is a family of strong Markov probability measures. If in addition,
L is a second order differential operator with the form:

Lsf(x) = tr(a(s, x) · ∇2f(x)) + b(s, x) · ∇f(x),

where a : R+ × Rd → Rd ⊗ Rd is a symmetric matrix-valued locally bounded measurable function
and b : R+ ×Rd → Rd is a vector-valued locally bounded measurable function, then for each (s, x),
Ps,x 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 P0,x concentrates
on the space of continuous functions, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, it suffices to show that
for any R, T > 0 and 0 ⩽ t0 < t1 ⩽ T ,

EP0,x |wt1∧τR − wt0∧τR |4 ⩽ CR|t1 − t0|2. (6.3)

Let 0 ⩽ t0 < t1 ⩽ T . Since τR ◦ θt0 = τR − t0 for t0 < τR, we have

t1 ∧ τR = t0 + (t1 − t0) ∧ (τR ◦ θt0), t0 < τR.

Since {t0 < τR} ∈ Bt0 , by the Markov property one sees that

EP0,x |wt1∧τR − wt0∧τR |4 = EP0,x

[
|wt1∧τR − wt0 |41t0<τR

]
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= EP0,x

[
EP0,x

(
|wt0+(t1−t0)∧(τR◦θt0 ) − wt0 |4|Bt0

)
1t0<τR

]

= EP0,x

[(
EPs,y |ws+(t1−t0)∧(τR◦θs) − y|4

)∣∣
(s,y)=(t0,wt0 )

1t0<τR

]
. (6.4)

Fix y ∈ Rd and β ⩾ 1. Define f(x) = |x− y|2β . Note that

Lsf(x) = 2β|x− y|2(β−1)
[
tr(a(s, x)) + ⟨x− y, b(s, x)⟩

]

+ 4β(β − 1)|x− y|2(β−2)⟨a(s, x)(x− y), x− y⟩.
In particular, for any R > 0 and T > 0,

sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
|x|⩽R

|Lsf(x)| ⩽ CR(|x− y|2(β−1) + |x− y|2β−1).

Now for s, t ∈ [0, T ], by the definition of martingale solutions, we have

EPs,y |ws+t∧(τR◦θs) − y|2β = EPs,yf(ws+t∧(τR◦θs)) = EPs,y

(∫ s+t∧(τR◦θs)

s

Lrf(wr)dr

)

⩽ CREPs,y

(∫ s+t∧(τR◦θs)

s

(
|wr − y|2(β−1) + |wr − y|2β−1

)
dr

)

= CREPs,y

(∫ t∧(τR◦θs)

0

(
|ws+r − y|2(β−1) + |ws+r − y|2β−1

)
dr

)

⩽ CREPs,y

(∫ t

0

(
|ws+r∧(τR◦θs) − y|2(β−1) + |ws+r∧(τR◦θs) − y|2β

)
dr

)
.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

EPs,y |ws+t∧(τR◦θs) − y|2β ⩽ CREPs,y

(∫ t

0

|ws+r∧(τR◦θs) − y|2(β−1)dr

)
.

In particular, if one takes β = 1, then for any s, t ∈ [0, T ],

EPs,y |ws+t∧(τR◦θs) − y|2 ⩽ CRt.

Furthermore, taking β = 2, we get

EPs,y |ws+t∧(τR◦θs) − y|4 ⩽ CREPs,y

(∫ t

0

|ws+r∧(τR◦θs) − y|2dr
)

⩽ CRt
2.

Substituting this into (6.4), we obtain (6.3). The proof is complete. □

Next we show a result that provides a way to construct a martingale solution for the operator
Ls. Let {(Xε

t )t⩾0, ε ∈ (0, 1)} be a family of Rd-valued càdlàg adapted processes on some stochastic
basis (Ωε,Fε,Pε; (Fε

t )t⩾0). Let Qε be the law of Xε in D(Rd). Let {L ε = (L ε
t )t⩾0, ε ∈ (0, 1)} be

a family of random linear operators from C∞
b (Rd) to C(Rd). Suppose that

(H) Qε weakly converges to Q0 in P(D(Rd)) as ε ↓ 0, and for any f ∈ C2
b (Rd),

Mε
t := f(Xε

t )− f(Xε
0)−

∫ t

0

L ε
s f(X

ε
s )ds (6.5)

is a local Fε
t -martingale with localized stopping time sequence (τεn)n∈N, where for each R > 0,

τεR := inf
{
t > 0 : |Xε

t | ∨ |Xε
t−| ⩾ R

}
.

Moreover, for each t, R > 0,

lim
ε→0

EPε

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t∧τε
R

0

(L ε
s f − Lsf)(X

ε
s )ds

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (6.6)



62 XICHENG ZHANG

We have the following result about the martingale solutions.

Theorem 6.4. Under (H), it holds that Q0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ), where µ0 := Q0 ◦ w−1
0 .

Proof. For given f ∈ C2
b (Rd), define

Mt := f(wt)− f(w0)−
∫ t

0

Lsf(ws)ds. (6.7)

Recall the definitions V (ω) and V ′(ω) in (6.1) and (6.2). Since T := {R > 0 : Q0(ω : R ∈
V (ω)∪ V ′(ω)) > 0} is at most countable and limR→∞ τR → ∞, to show Q0 ∈ Mµ0

0 (L ), it suffices
to show that for each R ∈ T and s < t,

EQ0
(
Mt∧τR |Bs∧τR

)
= Ms∧τR ,

or equivalently, for any n ∈ N, g ∈ Cb(Rnd) and s1 < s2 < · · · < sn ⩽ s0,

EQ0

[(
Mt∧τR −Ms∧τR

)
G(w·∧τR)

]
= 0, (6.8)

where G(w) := g(ws1 , · · · , wsn). Note that by the assumption,

EPε
[(
Mε

t∧τε
R
−Mε

s∧τε
R

)
G(Xε

·∧τε
R
)
]
= 0, (6.9)

where Mε
t is defined by (6.5) and τεR := inf

{
t > 0 : |Xε

t | ∨ |Xε
t−| ⩾ R

}
. We want to take weak

limits. Since by Proposition 6.1,

D(Rd) ∋ ω 7→
[(
f(wt∧τR)− f(ws∧τR)

)
G(w·∧τR)

]
(ω) =: H(ω) ∈ R

is bounded and Q0-a.s. continuous, we have

lim
ε→0

EQεH = EQ0H.

Thus, by definitions (6.5) and (6.7), to prove (6.8), it remains to show

lim
ε→0

EPε

(
G(Xε

·∧τε
R
)

∫ t∧τε
R

s∧τε
R

L ε
r f(X

ε
r )dr

)
= EQ0

(
G(w·∧τR)

∫ t∧τR

s∧τR

Lrf(wr)dr

)
. (6.10)

Since for each r, x 7→ Lrf(x) is a continuous function, by Proposition 6.1, one sees that

D(Rd) ∋ ω 7→
(
G(w·∧τR)

∫ t∧τR

s∧τR

Lrf(wr)dr

)
(ω) ∈ R

is bounded and P0-a.s. continuous. Thus,

lim
ε→0

EPε

(
G(Xε

·∧τε
R
)

∫ t∧τε
R

s∧τε
R

Lrf(X
ε
r )dr

)
= lim

ε→0
EQε

(
G(w·∧τR)

∫ t∧τR

s∧τR

Lrf(wr)dr

)

= EQ0

(
G(w·∧τR)

∫ t∧τR

s∧τR

Lrf(wr)dr

)
,

which together with (6.6) yields (6.10). The proof is complete. □
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