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Abstract

The random batch method (RBM) proposed in [Jin et al., J. Comput. Phys.,
400(2020), 108877] for large interacting particle systems is an efficient with linear com-
plexity in particle numbers and highly scalable algorithm for N-particle interacting
systems and their mean-field limits when N is large. We consider in this work the
quantitative error estimate of RBM toward its mean-field limit, the Fokker-Planck
equation. Under mild assumptions, we obtain a uniform-in-time O(7? 4+ 1/N) bound
on the scaled relative entropy between the joint law of the random batch particles and
the tensorized law at the mean-field limit, where 7 is the time step size and N is the
number of particles. Therefore, we improve the existing rate in discretization step size
from O(4/T) to O(7) in terms of the Wasserstein distance.

Keywords: relative entropy, random batch method, interacting particle system, propaga-
tion of chaos

1 Introduction

Interacting particle systems arise in a variety of important problems in physical, social, and
biological sciences, for example, molecular dynamics [12], swarming [4, 6, 11, 39], chemotaxis
[2, 16], flocking [1, 10, 15], synchronization [9, 14], consensus [34] and random vortex model
[36]. In this paper, we consider the following general first order system of N particles:

dX'=b (X' dt+—ZK — X7)dt +V20dW*', i=1,2,...,N (1.1)
JijFi

Here X' € R? are the labels for particles, b : RY — R? is the drift force, K : R? — R?
is the interaction kernel, o > 0 is the diffusion coefficient and W* are N independent d-
dimensional Wiener processes (standard Brownian motions). We assume that the initial
values X*(0) =: X} are drawn independently from the same distribution py.

As is well known, under certain conditions, the mean field limit (i.e., N — oo ) of (1.1)
is given by the following nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation:

Op ==V -((bz) + K *p)p) + cAp, (1.2)
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where p(t, ) is the particle density distribution. The convergence of the interacting particle
system (1.1) towards the Fokker-Planck equation (1.2) as N — oo has been systemically
studied in [27, 33, 18, 13, 7, §].

If one numerically discretizes (1.1) directly, the computational cost per time step is
O(N?), which is prohibititively expensive for large N. The Random Batch Method (RBM)
proposed in [22] is a simple and generic random algorithm to reduce the computation cost
per time step from O(N?) to O(N). The idea was to utilize small but random batch,
so that interactions only occur inside the small batches at each time step. This random
mini batch idea was the key component of the so-called stochastic gradient descent (SGD)
[37, 3] in machine learning. Due to the simplicity and scalability, it already has a variety of
applications in solving the Poisson-Nernst-Planck, Poisson-Boltzmann and Fokker-Planck-
Landau equations [29, 5], efficient sampling [31], molecular simulation [24, 32], and quantum
Monte-Carlo method [26]. Readers can refer to the review article [20].

The RBM algorithm corresponding to (1.1) is given in Algorithm 1. Suppose one aims
to do the simulation until time 7" > 0. One first chooses a time step 7 > 0 and a batch
size p < N,p > 2 that divides N. Define the discrete time t; := k7, k € N. For each time
subinterval [tx_1, k), there are two steps: (1) at time ¢,_1, one divides the N particles into
n := N/p groups (batches) randomly; (2) the particles evolve with interaction inside the
batches only.

Algorithm 1 The Random Batch Method (RBM)
1: for k=1:[T/7] do
2:  Divide {1,2,..., N} into n = N/p batches randomly.
3:  for each batch & do
4; Update X' ’s (i € &) by solving the following stochastic differential equation (SDE)
with ¢t € [tkfl,tk) :

_ _. 1 . )
dX'=b(X)dt+ — Y K(X'-X)dt+ V20dW", (1.3)

NS e
5.  end for
6: end for

The RBM is not only an efficient numerical method for approximating the original parti-
cle system (1.1), but also, when N is large, a numerical particle method for the Fokker-Planck
equation (1.2). The goal of this paper is to provide an explicit bound O(72? + 1/N) of the
rescaled relative entropy between the random batch system (1.3) and the Fokker-Planck
equation (1.2), as given in Theorem 4.1. More precisely, denote

ﬁ){V:LaW(th? aXtN)v

here X/,---, X}V are the continuous version of the random batch particles defined below,
which coincide with the Euler—Maruyama discretization of (1.3) at time T}:
X! = X0, +(t=Te)b (X5,)+ ( Z K (X5, — X3 )+V20 (W] =Wi), t€ [Tk, Tit1) -
J€&K
(1.4)
Set
piv(zlv"'va) :pw?Nv

where p; is the solution to the mean field Fokker-Planck equation (1.2). In this paper, we
will prove the following uniform-in-time relative entropy bound

_ _ C2
sup M (51 | pr') < Hw (70 | p0) + 17 + 5, (1.5)

where the constants ¢; and co are independent of N. Here,

Hu (o7 | ) N/ 1og Ei?dx,




is the rescaled relative entropy.

Our proof consists of the following ingredients. Firstly, we study the time evolution of
the relative entropy of the joint law and the tensorized law based on the Markov property
of the discrete random batch. In order to do so, like [30], we derive a Liouville equation for
the joint law for the fixed batch version of the RBM, where the drift term is the backward
conditional expectation at the previous step, conditioned on the current value of N particles.
Then one can define the joint law of some given &, namely @iv Lk by the Markov property.

Since
Y =Eg, [0,

therefore one can obtain the desired time evolution equation. Secondly, during the proof,
like in [30], techniques including integration by parts (to eliminate the Gaussian noise that
would possibly lower the convergence rate) and the Girsanov transform are used. We also
obtain the estimate of the Fisher information for the joint law of the fixed batch version of
the RBM, as was done in [35]. Thirdly, we use the Law of Large Number at the exponential
scale as in [19].

Several systems will be involved for our analysis. For clarity, in Fig.1, we depict the
relationships between these systems.

[Interacting particle system] mean field limit (Fokker Planck equation
(1.1)

) 1 (1.2)

A

relative entropy bound

Random batch interacting Continuous version of Fixed batch
particle system (1.3) the EM discretization (1.4) Liouville equation (2.10)

Figure 1: Hlustration of the various equations.

Recently, there have been some theoretical results on the random batch method. The
strong and weak error analysis for the RBM has been conducted in [23] and they show
that the strong error is of O(y/7) while the weak error is of O(7) for interacting particles
with disparate species and weights. Moreover, the theoretical justification for the sampling
accuracy is done in [25] and they give the geometric ergodicity and the long time behavior
of the RBM for interacting particle systems. They show that the Wasserstein distance
between the invariant distributions of the interacting particle systems and the random batch
interacting particle systems is bounded by O(1/7). Besides, the error estimate and the long-
time behavior of the discrete time approximation of random batch method was studied in
[41] using the triangle inequality framework, and still an O(y/7) bound is obtained. We
note that the order of accuracy in the time step 7 may not be optimal in the work [25, 41].
This is because they used the strong error estimate of RBM. The novelty of our result is
to go beyond the existing strong error of RBM. We analyze the law of RBM at the level
of the Liouville equation, enabling us to improve the order of convergence. It is worth
mentioning that [21] also investigates the mean field limit of RBM, which gives rise to a
mean field limit for p-body particle systems, unlike the classical one-body mean field limit
for interacting particle systems. Our work can be seen as an extension and improvement
of the work [21]. More precisely, unlike the propagation of chaos in the classical mean field
limit for interacting particle systems, the chaos in [21] is imposed at every discrete time.
In other words, their argument of the mean field limit relies on the fact that two particles
are unlikely to be related in RBM when N — oo for finite iterations. Our results provide a
uniform-in-time explicit error estimate between system (1.3) and the mean-field limit (1.2)
and directly prove the classical propagation of chaos for RBM.



The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We first introduce some preliminaries in
Section 2 including the Euler-Maruyama discretization of random batch and the Liouville
equation for the joint law for the case of the fixed batch size. In Section 3, we present
some auxiliary results which are useful in the proof of the main results. In Section 4, we
present the main result: the uniform-in-time estimate of the relative entropy between the
joint law of the random batch particles and the tensorized law for the limit equation (the
Fokker-Planck equation) and provide the detailed proof. Some technical details that are not
so essential are moved to Appendix B.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Discrete random batch
For the convenience of the analysis, we define
_ 1 .
E*(X))=—= Y K(&X/-X]), t€[TiTiw). (2.1)
p—1 &~ .
JELkK JFT
Consider the Euler-Maruyama scheme with constant time step for (1.1):
T

Xy, = Xp +70(X7,) + NI

Z K(X%k - X%k) +V20 <W%k+l - W%k) ) (22)

JigFi

Similarly, the Euler-Maruyama scheme for the RBM with time step 7 at the k-th iteration
for the i-th particle is:

X, =X 4 7b (X)) + 7K (Xh) + V20 (Wh,,, — Wh, ), (2.3)

with Ty, := k7. Here, & are i.i.d. sampled. Also we consider the following continuous version
which coincides with the discrete RBM at grid point T}, :

Xi = Xp, + (= Tu)b (X7,,) + (t = To) K (X7, ) + V20 (Wi =Wp,), ¢ € [Ti, Tiyr) . (2.4)

Denote ~ ~ ~
XTk = (X'll"ka U aXTJ{)T € RNda

then the Euler-Maruyama scheme for the RBM for IV particles with time step 7 at the k-th
iteration can be written as:

XTk+1 = XTk —|— Tb(XTk) + Tng (XTk) —|— V 20‘ (WTk+1 — WTk) y (25)

where ) ;) T .
b(X7,) = (b(Xp,) .-+, b(XF)) RV (2.6)
ng (XTk) = (Kﬁk (X%’k)a T ang (X%i))T € RNda (27)

and Zy ~ N (0, Ing). At time ¢, the continuous version for N particles at grid point T}, (2.4)
can be written as:

Xy =X, + (t = Ti)b(Xp,) + (t = To) K™ (X1,) + V20 (W, = W), (2.8)

where W; = (th, “ee ,WtN)T.

We refer (2.5) as the discrete-RBM (or fixed batch size RBM), abbreviated as d-RBM
and (2.8) as the continuous-RBM, abbreviated as c-RBM.

Furthermore, denote the N particle joint law of X; by p¥. Following the basic approach
introduced in [17, 19], our main idea is to use the relative entropy methods to compare the
joint law pY (z1,...,2n) of the c-RBM (2.8) to the tensorized law

®N _ N
R

py (z1,...,aN) =p ot ()



consisting of NV independent copies of a process following the law p, solution to the mean-field
limit equation, the Fokker-Planck equation (1.2). One can readily check that p¥ solves

N N
Dol + 3 div, (o) (blas) + K # pula)) = 3 0Bl (2.9)
=1

i=1
Our method revolves around the control of the rescaled relative entropy

_ 1 _ P (%)
HN (Piv | Piv) =N o py (x)log mdxa

where X = (z1,--- ,ox)7. The proof of our main results is based on the Markov property of
the d-RBM. More precisely, let @év,g be the probability density of c-RBM (2.8) for a given
sequence of batches & := (£0,&1,- -, &k, -+ - ). Consequently, we have the following expression
of the density:

_ _N,
pi (x) = Ee [2)°(x)] -
Here, E¢ [@iv g()] means taking expectation for all possible choice of batch & Note that

@éV’E is consistent with an analogue of the Liouville equation, whose explicit expression will
be given in Lemma 2.1.

2.2 An analogue of the Liouville equation

Consider the c-RBM (2.8). Our goal is to prove that the probability density of the continuous
version satisfies an analogue of the Liouville equation with time-varying drift terms.

Lemma 2.1. Denote by @,{V’g the probability density function of X; = ()_(tl, e ,)_(tN) defined
in (2.8) fort € [Tk, Tky1). Then the following Liouville equation holds:

N N
00y + Y dive, (27 (0F (@) + K (1)) = Y 0As.0) S, (2.10)
=1 =1
where . B -
W' (x) =E[b(X5) | Xy =2€], te€[ThTit1), (2.11)
and
Kf'(z) :=E[K% (X5) | Xy = 2,€], € [Ty, Tit1).- (2.12)
Here, = (1, ,2,) € RN,

The derivation is not difficult and has appeared in many previous work [30, 35]. For the
conveninece of the readers, we also attach a proof in Appendix A.

2.3 Assumptions

Before the main results and proofs, we firstly give the following assumptions we use through-
out this paper.

Assumption 2.1. (a) The field b: R? — R? and the interaction kernel K are Lipshitz:

[b(z1) = b(z2)| < 7lo1 — 22|, [K(2) - K(y)| < Llz —yl.

(b) The field b is strongly confining in the sense that there exists two constants « and
such that for any x1 # x2, :

(z1 — x2) - (b(x1) — b(x2)) < o — Bloy — 22|

for some constant 8 > 0 and 8 > 2L.



(c) Moreover, the Hessians of b and K have at most polynomial growth, namely,

(V2b(z)| < C(1+2])?, |V?K(z)| < C(1+ |z])%.
(d) K¢ — F is uniformly bounded, namely,
esssup; | K¢ — F| oo (ray < 400,
where F(z;) = + Zjvzl K(z; —zj).

The confining property of b holds if there exists a compact set S C R? such that for any
x1, 22 ¢ S, it holds that:

(z1 — @2) - (b(x1) — b(x2)) < =Py — 22|,

By definition, K¢ satisfies the same conditions as those for K for any &.

3 Some auxiliary results

3.1 The Log-Sobolev inequality

In this paper, we obtain the uniform in time estimate under an additional assumption of a
log-Sobolev inequality (LSI) for p:, uniformly in ¢. We remark that such assumption is a
common ingredient in the proof of uniform-in-time propagation of chaos, see also the recent
paper [28].

Assumption 3.1. The Log-Sobolev inequality (LSI): There exists a constant Cprs > 0 such
that for any nonnegative smooth functions f, one has

By, (1) = [ f1og fdpe— ( [ saoi)1os ( [ saoe) < cus [ @dm (3.1)

One crucial property of the LSI is the tensorization, i.e. if p; satisfies a LSI then pl¥ =

p¥ " satisfies the same inequality with the same constant (and thus independent of N).

3.2 Moment control

In this section, we aim to find a uniform-in-time bound for the moments E |X§|p. We have
the following fact. The proof is similar to [21], so we omit it.

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumption 2.1, for any p > 2, there exists a constant Cp independent
of N and & such that for any i

supE [|X[|” | Fe] < €y, (3.2)

>0
where F¢ denotes the o-algebra generated by sequence §.

The above result indicates that for a fixed sequence of divisions of random batches
¢ = (&)k>0, the pth moment of X/ is bounded by C, independent of £. We remark that
using the moment control, we can bound terms like b(X}) and K¢(X}) which can be found
in the proof Theorem 4.1.



3.3 Estimate of the Fisher information

The Fisher information for a probability measure p is defined by

T(p) = / IV log pf? pda. (3.3)

In our analysis, we require a bound for the Fisher information of @%f, which is the law of
RBM for a given sequence of batches & = (&, - ,&k, ) at grid point Ty. Our proof is
based on Stam’s convolution inequality for Fisher information [38, Eq. (2.9)]. This inequality
guarantees that for any pair of suitably regular probability density functions p, ¢ on R?, the
Fisher information satisfies the inequality
1 S 1 n 1

I(p*q) ~ Z(p) Z(q)’
where p x ¢ denotes the convolution of p and ¢. The d-RBM (2.5) for N particles at time
Ty+1 can be seen as a combination of applying the deterministic mapping

Y& (x) i=x+ 7 (b(x) + K¥(x)), x=(x1, - ,2,) € RN, (3.5)

(3.4)

with a convolution step with a Gaussian kernel, where b and K are defined as (2.6) and
(2.7) respectively. More precisely,
b(x) = (b(a1), -+ ,b(xa))" € RYY,
and r
K (x) = (K% (21),+ , K% (2n)) € RV
We exploit the inequality (3.4) so as to bound the Fisher information I(@%fl) in terms of

I(@%C’g). In order to do so, we bound the Fisher information for the intermediate density
after the first step.

Lemma 3.2. For some step size T < m , let pr(+) be the density of the random variable

Zy, = & (Xr,) obtained by applying the deterministic mapping 5 . Then under Assump-
tion 2.1, we have the bound

I(pk) < m

where M is a constant independent of N.

(3.6)

1+7(r+1L) (I@%f) N

M(T+L)NT>
1—7(r+L)/’

Proof. Consider the norm of x defined as [|x||? = .7 ||«;||3. Then, Assumption 2.1 implies

fchat for 7 < H%L, the mapping 98k (x) == x + 7 (b(x) + K& (x)) is a bi-Lipschitz mapping,
ie.

(L =7(r+L))llx =yl <[5 (x) =3 ()] < (L +7(r + L)) |x —yll,
from which one deduces that
IV )l < A+ 7(r + L)), Ve (x)7H < (A —7(r+ L)~ (3.7)
By the change of variable formula, we have
. af®
det(V3* (x))

Consequently, we have the bound on the Fisher information:

ow) = /RNdpk(Z) V2 log pi ()| dz

pr(z)

= [ 00 [P0 07 (Vlog 875(x) — Vilog et (V) e
<A +7(r+1L)) / @%5@() ‘Vngk (x) "'V log @%ﬁ(x)r dx
RNd

1 _N.& Erroy—1 78 2 .
+ (1 + 77‘(7‘ n L)) /RNd o7~ (%) ‘V’L/)T (x)"'Vxlogdet (Vi/},r (x))‘ dx =: I + Is.



The inequality follows from the simple fact (a4 b)* < (14 X)a® + (14 1)b%. It is clear that

1+T(T+L) 7N§ 1+T(T+L) _N,¢
n<-—+"\rv2 1 _ T E ) p gy,
1_177(T+L)/]RNdQ ‘V OgQT ()’ dx 1—7(r+1L) (or;”)

The second term can be estimated by

Bt [ 60 V080079 - (Tva+ Vb0 + VK ) [

1+7(r+ L)1 _ ) 2
T TR o P09 (7000 + 9 0)
(I+7(r+L)Nt M

(1—7(r+1L)2 r+ L’

IN

IN

where the last inequality above is due to the polynomial growth of the Hessians and the
boundness of the moments, and M is a constant independent of N. O

Let g, denote the N d-dimensional Gaussian distribution A(0,207Ixg). Clearly we have
the identity Z(q,) = By the d-RBM (2 5), we have that QT’g = pi(X) * gr, Invoking
the convolution inequality (3.4), for 7 <

207’

2(T+L) , we have the bound

1 N 1 1 < (1—7(r+1L))? 1 207
7 (o E>_I(Pk)+I(Q)_ L+7(r+ L) max(Z (g)) MN) | Nd
QTk+1 T a Op," ) >

(3.8)

Let uy = j\, . Then, one has a relation like
I( ¢

QTk )
Ugt+1 > min(yug + 6, vB + 9)

where v = (1 — 7(r + L))?/(1+ 7(r + L)), B = 515 and § = 2Z%. For this recursion, one
easily obtains

6
U > min (UO,’}/B+5,—),
L—n
because u < yu + 6 for u < §/(1 —v) and u > yu + ¢ for u > §/(1 — )

Consequently, one can obtain the following control for the Fisher information. The upper
bound clearly scales linearly with N.

Lemma 3.3. Under Assumption 2.1, we have the following bound of the Fisher information
independent of the batch & = (£, -+ , &k, -+ ):

Lt7(r+L) o Nd(T+L)(3+T(T+L))). (3.9)

T (QT E) < max (I (Pév) (1 —7(r+ L))? , 2

4 The main results

Equipped with the preparation work before, we now establish an O(72) error estimate for
RBM in terms of the scaled relative entropy. Firstly, we notice that the d-RBM (2.5) at
discrete time points is a time homogeneous Markov chain, and p7, is the law at Tj. Recall

that @iv € is the probability density of the c-RBM (2.8) for a given sequence of batches
&= (&,&, &k, +), so that ﬁﬁ = [, [@%ﬂ Moreover, by the Markov property, we
are able to define

Pt =R (g% &iyi > k] = SPEAN,, tE [Tk Th), (4.1)

where the operator ST gt’“ is the evolution operator from T} to t for the Liouville equation
of the c-RBM (2.8) derived in Lemma 2. 1, for some given & :

Nﬁk +Zlem ( ~N,&k (Efk, (x )+K£k, )) ZUszpt 7€k, pjl\[kfk _ﬁ%y (4.2)



where o _ _
5500 =B [0 (55,) 1Ko =6, 1€ T Thrn),
and o _ _
Kt (x) =E[K% (X,) | Xe=x,6], ¢ € [Tk, Ten).

Here, b5* (x) and K" (x), the expectation conditional on the k-th batch &, are a little
bit different from (2.11) and (2.12) which are the expectation conditional on all fixed batch

5:(505"' 75165"')'
Since for t € [Tk, Tk+1),

pt = Eﬁk [ ,gk}

then by (4.2) one gets

N
oy ==Y B, [diva, (5% (07 (x) + K (%)) + 08,57 %] . (4.3)

i=1

Theorem 4. 1 Consider the joint law pY for N particle pY defined in (2.8) and the ten-
sorized law pY of the Fokker-Plank equatzon (1.2). Suppose o > 0, then under Assumptions
2.1 and 3.1, there exist positive constants c1, co and A independent of N and t but dependent
on o, such that for all T € (0,A),

_ _ C2
swHw (71 [ o) < M (20 | p5) + a7’ + - (4.4)

It is well-known that one can bound the Wasserstein-1 distance with square root of the
relative entropy by the Csiszar-Kullback-Pinsker inequality, see for instance [40].

Corollary 4.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 4, the following hold:

C
Wi (pl, p) < Cit + \/—% (4.5)

Here the constants Cy,Cs are independent of N and t.

Proof of Theorem 4. We prove this result in six main steps.
Step 1: Estimate time derivative of the relative entropy.

By using the equations (2.9) and (4.3) for pY¥ and pY, respectively, we calculate the time
derivative of the relative entropy in the time interval [T, Tk11):

d
—’HN( |Pt N/ 8t 1og dxqL — 8t Py f—) dx
Pt

RNd

Y (Be, (o5 (80 + K'(x)) ) — o diva, Y '(val /l)d
Z/ e (7076 (5500) + K <x>)) saive ) (Velos 2 ) ix a)

1 | :
TN ;/RM (o (b(xi) + K = pe(w:)) — o diva, pf ) - ( v, )dx

Pt

Introduce

Fla) = s 3 Ko —ay), (47)

JigFe



rearrange the terms

L N
—HN (72 | pt) =N Z/ ]Efk 7 (bgk’z(@ - b(%))) + Vg, log %dx

Pt
1 N
1 Nk b () Nk € (0 Y) Pr_
+ Ni_zl/]RNd Ee, (Pt FKEHN(x) = oy RK k(iﬁz)) Ve, log pivdx
al p
+ NZ/M Ee, (o K% (x:) - p; F(zz)) Vo, log =5 dx
3 t
! (4.8)
1 N
by 2 [ )~ K pa)pl  Valog D
N & Jga !
o N2
N
_N;/ﬂwpt Vo, log —| dx
1

As done in [30], for J&, our approach is to introduce another copy of RBM Y that depends
on another batch & such that

e Yy, =Xg;
e the Brownian Motion are the same in [Tk, Tg+1);

e the batch fk on [Tk, Ti+1) is independent of .

Consequently, density of the law g}’ & for Y satisfies both (4.1) and (4.2). Then

. =N
Ji— /RM Ee, [(K&(x:) — F(x)) (575 — )] - Vs, log 2 dx

Pt
¢ N& NG py
- | E ~[Kkz._F ( k_f,k)},vz_l o,
/]RNd € (B (1) (z:)) (7t Py ; ng,{V x
ka

_N,&
2 ‘P Pt

2
2 o
°E, . KS(z) - Fla)| M x| + 2 [ N
T | [ e - re E e S [

dx.

N
Va, 1og
pN

IN

(4.9)
Here the second equality is due to the fact

Efk [ ka] 7/71{\]’
and the consistency of the random batch, that is

Then the term ’ﬁév’g’“ K& (z;) — pNF(x;)

is of O(1). The second equality is due to Eg, [ﬁév 5’“} =

—NEkf

pN . In the last inequality, we applied Young’s inequality and the fact Efk é )in log /’j v
’ t

-N 2 ~
)Vzi log %’ pN. The introduction of the independent copy of & is useful since we may ap-
t
ply the Girsanov transform later to estimate this quantitatively.
Then apply Young’s inequality for J7, J3, J; and the Log-Sobolev inequality for J3, we

10



have

_ . 2
Bt () — b(ay)| o Srdx

d N o _ 2 N
N (A 1 o) S*mHN (P§|P§)+U—N;E£k/]1§

Nd

_ . 2
R+ () = K& ()| i\ dx

RNd
22
2 & N T A
ton 2B /RM (@) = Kwi)| | dx
=1 Pt
9 N
_N 2
v ;/ A [F(i) — K » polai) dx.
(4.10)
. . 78k, 1 _ . 2 N &k
Step 2: Estimate Ee, [pva [077" (%) — b(a;)| pp ~*dx.
For any ¢ € [Tk, Tk+1), by Taylor’s expansion, we have
B (%) = b(x) =E [b (X5,) = b (X]) | X = x,&]
=K [X%k — X; | Xt = X,fk} . Vzlb(acz) + ft(l'i),
where the remainder takes the form
= 1 vi i) ®2 ! vi vi X
7i(x;) == §IE {(XT]C X)) /0 V2 b((1—9)X] +sXp, ) ds | Xy =%, & | - (4.11)
In Lemma B.1, we show that for ¢ € [Tk, Ti+1),
_ i 2
E[|r (X)) | &] <ct—10)°,
where c is a positive constant independent of N and &.
For the first term, consider E [XTk - X; | Xy = x, §k]. By Bayes’ law,
B[Xn, - X | X =x6] = [ (v %P (Xn, =y | X =x.6) dy
R
_ o o 4.12
pr, (Y)P (Xi =x | X, =y, &) (412)
= (y - X) _N.,&p dy
RN4 Py (x)
Clearly, the distribution P (Xt =x| X, =y, §k) is Gaussian, namely,
2
% ix o x—y ~b(y) (t - Ti) - K*(y) (t = T0)
( t*X| Tkiyagk)i(ﬂ-o—( - k)) exp - 40'(t_Tk)

Then one can use integration by parts to calculate (4.12). Indeed, we show in Lemma B.2
that
S o T 2 _ _
E X7, — X | X =x,&]| 5 % dx < er? (3N + I (53))) - (4.13)

RNd

11



2
pr o dx

SEe, [NZEUN (Xf)}2|€k}+%2/wd] XT —X |Xt_X€k” Ngkdx‘|

1 N — 12 1 < N,
T B (n (KDP 6]+ 5 [ B R X | X = x. 6] oS

(4.14)
where the positive constant ¢ is independent of &, N and t, and this is what we desire.

. 2
Step 3: Estimate E¢, fRNd Kf"”(x) — K&k (961)’ ﬁi\h&kdx_
Similar to step 2, by Taylor’s expansion, for any t € [T, Tk+1),

R0 — Ko () = [ (%) - K (%)) | % = .6,
=E [X'}k - th | Xt =X, gk} : vming (-Tz) + ft(.%'i),

where the remainder takes the form
1 _. _. 1 _. _ _
oles) = 5B {(XZT,C - X)) / V2 KS ((1—5)X] +sX5,) ds | Xe =x,6|  (4.15)
0
In Lemma B.1, we show that for ¢ € [Tk, Ti+1),

Eflf (X7 1&] < et -T0)7,

where c is a positive constant independent of N and &. Repeat the same procedure as in
step 2, one can get the 72 estimate, that is

2
[ i E [|4 ( |§k Z/ E[X}, - X} | X =x.&]| 5 % dx

_ . 2
K4 (00) = K ()| )Y dx

~ 1 _
<c'7'2 (3 + NI (pﬁ)) ,

(4.16)
where the positive constant ¢’ is independent of N, & and t.
_N,&, _N,&p 2
. . € 2 |Pt —Py
Step 4: Estimate B, z | [pna |[K (2:) — F(:)] pE dx | .
Piv S —0 Al ’
By the boundedness assumption in Assumption 2.1, we only need to estimate fR N —~ dx.
First note that
’pN@k _ ﬁi\ﬂﬁk 2 _N&,
/ ~ dx—/ Pt 1 pNordx
RNd ﬁiVVEkJ RNd ﬁiVVEkJ

We call any measure on a path space a path measure. Taking ¢ = w;, the time projection

12



mapping, then by the Lemma C.1 and the Girsanov transform we can conclude

—~N &k

Pt (x):E{

_N,&r
Pt o

dPx
dPy

=E {exp <\/g/T: (Kék - K§k> (y)dW, — % /t ’(Kék - ka) (y)’2d5> |Y; = x,«fk,ék} .

Ty

Y = X,fk,fk}

Denote 1 .
K — K& .

7= ) )

Then, for ¢t € [Tk, Tk+1),

2

ﬁiv7€k dX

2
dx.

t t
E {exp (/ K(YTk)dWs — %/ K(YTk) 2d8> | Y, :Xagkaék:| -1

T Tk

Notice the fact that Y; =y + (b(y) K& (y)) (t —Tx) + V20 (W — Wr, ), resulting in
that

N &k

t

Lol
2

=//3§V’5’“ () '/ (e TR(y) (x-y—(t-TFe (v)) -3 R (t-Tk) 1) P (XTk —y| Y= X,gk,gk) dy' dx,
(4.17)

_N,&g 2 ~
Pt & SNk gy

=1 p

where F& (y) =b(y) + K (y). Now we split (4.17) into three terms
oV 3 KO (xmy = (= TP () ) = 3R (y) (= Tk) _

- %my)(xyw( R(y)FE(y) -

=K1+ K2 + K,

where z = \/%K(y) (x —y—(t—Tx) Fér (y)) - %|I~{(y)|2 (t — Tg) . Then
7?775;

Lol

Equipped with the estimation for integration of K7, K5 and K3 from Lemma B.3, Lemma
B.4 and Lemma B.5 in Appendix B, we can get the estimate

e

IK(y)F) (t—Tp) + (e* —z—1) (418)

2
dx.

N &k

P

2
_N,& _N,§
~1| p fkdXZ/ FAREY
RNd

/Nd (K1+K2+K3)P(XTk =y|Y, :X7§k7£k> dy
R

= 2
~N,&x ~N,&x

‘Pt — Pt 5 N
/]RNd de <er (N +I(ka)) .

Hence,

-2
_N,&, =N,
9 ’pt fk pt fk

ng (ZL'Z) — F(Z‘Z)

1 &
— E. -
N; &k sE /RNd

(4.19)

1
— . €k (x) — L
7B | o [0 R0

<d'r? (1 + %I(ﬁ%)) ,

13



where the positive constant ¢’ is independent of &, N and t.
Step 5: Estimate [pyq o K (2;) — K * pe(x:)|? dx.

Let ®(z;) = (F(x;) — K = py(x;))° with F(x;) given in (4.7). Define the probability
density

1
=5 exp(Nn®)p, A= / exp(Nn®)py dx,
RNd

where 7 is an arbitrary positive number. Thanks to the function h(z) = zlogz+1—2 >0
for any = > 0, we can obtain

1 ¥ log pY dx :i f (ﬂ log i — ﬁi dx —|— — N log fdx
N JrNa N Jgna f f f RNd

1
> oN log fdx.
_N/prt og fdx

On the other hand, one can easily check that

1 N N 1 log A
— log fdx = Pdx + — Nog pNdx — .
N/prt og fdx n/ﬂwpt X+N/]R 0gpy dX — —

Then we can conclude that

1
/ Npdx < = (%N (P | YY) + < log o exp(Nncb)dx) : (4.20)
RNd n N RNd
We rewrite
2
N
(I)(xi): NZIK(‘TZ'_‘TJ) K*pt )| = Zl(bxule xlasz)’
J= J1.J2

where ¢(z,z) = K(x — z) — K * pi(z). Note that each ¢ has vanishing expectation with

respect to p:
/qﬁ(m, 2)pt(x)dx = 0.

By taking || K||L~ small enough, we deduce that

N
n
/ pzzfveNn(I)dx = / pz{V exp N Z ¢(xiazj1)¢(xiazj2) dx < Cv (421)
RNd RNd L=
Ji,j2=1
where the constant C' is independent of N and ¢t. Taking n = 46;“ , and by Lemma D.1, we

can obtain the estimate:

_ _ o
[P V) = K ) P < 25— () + - (4.22)

Step 6: Finally, combining the results in the previous steps we get the following desired
estimate for ¢ € [Tk, Ti+1):

d 1 c
E/HN (ﬁiv | pév) <- FHN (_év | P:{V) + o7 (1 + NI (ﬁ%e)> + NQ
— 1 k
<= 2t (Y )+ (14 1 [2(p8%)]) + 2
C.
<—ColMn (o1 | p¥) + Cir* + FQ’

where the second inequality is due to the convexity of the Fisher information Z(p) with
respect to p, and the third inequality is due to Lemma 3.3. Note that the constants Cy, C;
and Cy are independent of N, 7 and &, then by Gronwall’s inequality, we end the proof. O
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5 Conclusion

In this paper we prove the error estimate of propagation of chaos form for random batch
method for N— particle systems toward its mean-field limit, the Fokker-Planck equation,
based on the relative entropy. We show that the convergence rate is O(72+1/N), where 7 is
the small time steps. Our result can be seen as an improvement over the previous work, and
we fill the gap to understand the approximation error of the RBM as a numerical method
for its mean-field limit. Our results need some regularity assumptions on the force terms.
It will be an interesting topic to investigate the error estimate of random batch method for
singular interacting kernel such as the Biot-Savart Law in incompressible flows, among other
applications.
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A Proof of Lemma 2.1

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Indeed, for t € [Ty, Tk+1), consider the random variable @év,g | Fry,
where Fr, = o (X, s < T). Then, by definition of X; for ¢ € [Tk, Ti+1), o7% | Fr, satisfies
the Liouville equation:

N N
0 (a8 | Fr) = = dive, (b (X%,) + K (X0,)) (62 | Fr)) + > 0As, (81| Fr).-
1=1

i=1

Taking expectation, one has
E[0 (2% | Fr)| = 00%, E[An0 (8% | Fr)| = Aval"®,
and for the drift term,
E [divzi ((b (X%) + K (X£)) (gi“ | ka))}
—div,, [ (€1 7n) x| 9)(blws) + K )e vy
= div,, /(b(yi) + K (yi)ar 3 (%, y)dy
=dive, (2 *(E [b (X5,) + K (X§,) | Xi = x,€])

where @iv ’Ti denotes the joint distribution of X; and X7, . Note that we used Bayes’ law in
the third equality. Combining all the above, we obtain the desired result (2.10). O

B Omitted details in Section 4

In this Appendix, we prove the details omitted in the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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Lemma B.1. There exist positive constants c¢1 and co independent of N and the batch &
such that for all t € [Ty, Ti+1), it holds that

E (|7 (X0)* 1 &] < it — T (B.1)

E (|7 (X)]” 1&] < ea (t - Ta). (B.2)
Proof. Since the Hessians of b and K¢ have polynomial growth and , combining with the
moment control yields
1
el < [ E[IVEb (- )X+ 55| | X, - X | X = x.6)]
0
1 i i i vil2 | %
=0+ T [+ [ X0+ X ") - | X, — X | X0 = x, 6]
< CE [}, - Xi' | X = x4 (B3)

1
@)l < [ B[|VL K (19X + 5X,)
0

| Xh - X R = %6
< CE[|XE, - X" | X = x.&] .

Hence by Jensen’s inequality, taking the expectation and using polynomial growth assump-
tion for b and Lipschitz assumption for K%+, we have
4
o

K%(0)| + LE [| X4, | | 5’4)4

E[lr (%) &) < B [[E |15, - %71 %[ 1 &

b(Xp,) (t—Te) + K& (X5,) (t = Tx) + /Tt dw

< C?%E

<2 (- (1+E[IX " 6]) + 0 -7
+3(t—Th)%);

E[Jr (X0 1 &) < OB |[E [|%5, - X1 X[ V&)

. 4

< C°E | |b(X],) (t—Tp) + K (X5) (t — Th) +/ dw| | gk]

Tk
~ _ 4 _ 4
< ((t ~ T (L E X5 ] 16]) + (¢ = T (|K©0)| + LE[| X4, ] 1 &])
+3(t—Th)?).
(B.4)

Finally, by the moment control Lemma 3.1, we have a uniform bound for the moment
E [}Xﬁ ‘4 | 54, which leads to the conclusion. O

Lemma B.2. Under the setting of Theorem 4.1, there exists a positive constant ¢ indepen-
dent of &, N and t such that for t € [Tk, Tkt1),

/Nd B (X~ X, | X = 2.6])° o) de< er® 3N + I (5))). (B.5)
R

where T (ﬁ%) is the Fisher information.

Proof. We split (4.12) into three parts and use integration by parts. Let
y—x=(Ina+ (t = Tx) (Vb(y) + VK*(¥))) - (v = x + (t = T1) (b(y) + K*(v)))
— (t—T1) (Vb(y) + VK (y)) - (y = x+ (t = Tx) (b(y) + K*(¥)))
—(t=Tp) (b(y) + K%(y))
=a1(x,y) — a2(x,y) — as(x,y),
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and define o -
IZ(X) ::E[ai (Xt;XTk.) |Xt:X,§k} y i:1,2,3.

(a) For the term I, since the distribution P (Xt =x| Xz, =y, fk) is Gaussian, then after
integration by parts we obtain:

VR, (¥) < .
Ii(x) =20 (t - Tk)/ — =P (X; = x| Xg, =y, &) dy.
v o (x)
Using Bayes’ law again, one has
Vor, (v)

I (x) :20(t7Tk)/ — P (Xg, =y | X =x,&) dy.
RNd P%C (y) ( § )
Hence, by Jensen’s inequality,

B 2
Voy (y)

oy, (¥)

Bln (R)P 6] <4t @-n" [ e [

RNd

P(Xg, =y | Xy = x,&) dydx

=c(t—Tp)?T (ﬁ%c) .
(b) For the term I5, using the Lipshitz condition in Assumption 2.1 and Jensen’s inequality,
E[|f (X" 1&] < ¢ (t=T)’E ||E [Xn, - X+ (= T) (b (Xn,) + K (Xg)) [ K] || 54

<d(t—Ty)°E _XTk - X, + (t—Tp) (b (Xg,) + K (XT,C))}2 | &k}

t
<d(t-Tu)’E V20dW
T

2
| gk] =N (t—Tp)".

(c) For the term I3, using Jensen’s inequality and the polynomial growth assumption for
b and boundedness assumption for K¢, combining with the moment control Lemma
3.1, it is clear that

E UI3 (Xo)|* | gk} < (t—Ty)*E Ub (Xr1,) + K ()’(Tk)‘2 | &c}
<'N(t—Tp)”.

In conclusion, we obtain an 72 estimate for E [}Il (Xt) ’2] ,i=1,2,3. We claim that, there
exist positive constants ¢, ¢, ¢’ independent of N and ¢ such that for t € [Tk, Tx+1),

E[|L (X)) &] <ct-T0"Z (7Y,),
E (|5 (X)|” &) <N (-1,
E[|I; (X)[" | &] < "N (t-Ti)?,

where Z (p7)) := [gva 1, |V log p |*dx is the Fisher information of the joint law for the N
particles. Hence, combining the above bound one gets

3
/ B [Xp, — X | X =x,6] "5 *dx <3 B[ (X0)|" | &] <er® BN+ I (5Y))),
RNd b—1
(B.6)
where the positive constant ¢ is independent of £, IV and ¢, and this is what we desire. O
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Lemma B.3. Recall the notations

K, = %f{(y) (z— ), K(y) = % (Ké" - ng) (v). (B.7)

Then under the setting of Theorem 4.1, there exists a positive constant ¢ independent of &,
&k, N and t such that for t € [Tk, Tit1),

_N,§
[ o
RNd

Proof. We spilt the term K into three parts:

K(y) (x —y) =K(y) - (Ina + (t = Te) VE(y)) - (y = x + (t - Ti) F& ()

—(t~ Ti) K(y) - VS (y) - (y —x + (t — Te) F&(y))

—(t— T K(y) - F&(y)
=ay (X, y) - aQ(X7 y) - (_13(X, y)v

2 dez<cr® (N+Z(py)). (B3)

K, P (XTk. =y| Y, = m,ék,gk) dy

RNd

where Fé (y) =b(y) + K& (y). Define

I](x> :]E[d](XTkat) |Yt:X7§k7€k:| ; ]:15273

2

Then

[ dx = 5o B[|L(Y) - B(Y) ~ BV | 6.6
RNd g

(B.9)

For the first term I, using Bayes’ formula and integration by parts, since P (Yt =x | X7, =y, &, «fk)

K,P (XTk =y|Y,= X,fk,£k> dy

RNd

is Gaussian, we have

I_l(X)

= Jona K(y) (Iva+ (t = Ti) VE*(y)) - (y = x+ (t = To) F*(y)) P (Xp, =y | ¥y = x.&.&) dy

_ ~ N,k
=/ K(y) (Tva+ (t = Te) VF(y)) - (y = x + (t — Te) F¥*(y)) pvakaE?P (Yi=x|Xg, =y)dy

py (X
Vy (K@) o _
=20 (t — T}) /szd ﬁév’é’“(x) P(Y:=x|Xg, =y)dy
~ ~ Vfok ~ ~
=20 (t - Tk)/ (VK(}’) + K(Y)jVTkT(y)) P(Y;=x|Xg, =y)dy.
RNd Pr, (y)

Since K¢ is uniformly bounded by Assumption 2.1, then K(y) and VK(y) are also uni-
formly bounded, hence

E[|L(Y0)|" | & &) <ct—To)’ (1+Z(78,)), (B.10)

and the constant c is independent of N, &, «fk
For the second term Iy, by Jensen’s inequality, it holds that

¢ 2

K(Xz,) VF*(X1,) - / AW,

T

E Uj2(Yt)|2 | §k7£k] < (t—Ty)’E

| gkvgk‘| .

By Assumption 2.1, since K is bounded and VFék has polynomial growth, then by the
moment control Lemma 3.1, we can obtain

E[}B(YQ]H&,&] < eN (t—Tp)?, (B.11)
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and the constant c is independent of N, &, «fk
For the third term I3, by Jensen’s inequality, it holds that

E [}I},(YQ]Q | fk,gk] <(t—-Ti)’E UK(XT;C) 'F&(XT;C)’2 | fk,ék} :

By Assumption 2.1, since K is bounded and F has polynomial growth, then by moment
control Lemma 3.1, we can obtain

E [}fg(Yt)yQ | gk,ék] < eN (t—Tp)?, (B.12)

and the constant ¢ is independent of N, &, &. Finally, combining (B.10), (B.11) and (B.12),
we get

_N.,E
/ Pt o (x)
RNd

Lemma B.4. Recall the notations
1 - 3 1 -
Ko = (—\/%Ku/)ﬁk(y) - §|K<y>|2> (t—Th). (B.14)

Then under the setting of Theorem 4.1, there exists a positive constant c independent of &,
&k, N and t such fort € [Ty, Tkt1),

_N.,E
/ AR
RNd

Proof. For K, by Jensen’s inequality,

dx <ct® (N+Z(py,)). (B.13)

K.r (XTk =y|Y;= Xafkagk) dy

RNd

O

2
dx < cNT2. (B.15)

K>P (XTk =y| Y, = wafkaék) dy

RNd

2
dx

/ﬁfv’ék(x) /KQP (XTk =y|Y, = X,fk,£k> dy

<[00 [ P (R =y | Yo = x.60,6) dyix

2

(- T’E '( KPS (y) + §|f<(y>|2)

By Assumption 2.1, since K is bounded and F& has polynomial growth, then by moment
control Lemma 3.1, we can obtain

2

/ﬁi“fk (x) ‘/KQP (Xz, =y | Yy =x,&.&) dy| dx <cN72, (B.16)

and the constant c is independent of N, &, «fk O
Lemma B.5. Recall the notations

Ky=(ef—2z—-1), (B.17)

where
z= \/;ff(y) (z—y—(t—T0) F(y)) - %IR’(:U)I2 (t—Tk).

Then under the setting of Theorem 4.1, there exists a positive constant ¢ independent of &,
&k, N and t such fort € [Ty, Trt1),

_N,&g
/ 7 ()
RNd

2
dx < cNT2. (B.18)

K3P (XTk =yl Y, = m,fk,£k> dy

RNd
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Proof. For K3, by Jensen’s inequality,

_N.,§
[
RNd

< [ LAV [ 1Kl P (Xn =y | Y= x.60,6) dyax
RNd RNd

2
P (X, =y | Yi=x&,&)dy| dx

RNd

=E

. .12 ~
’eYt_l_Yt’ |€ka€k:|a
where we denote the process

Y. \f R(Xa,) - (¥~ X, — (0~ T P& (Xn,)) — SR (K, ) (0~ T
<SR (- 1)+ KK - [ aw.
T

)=

l\’)l»—t

Denote Z; = e¥e 1 Yt, then by It6’s formula,

‘K‘ (t—Th) +K- t (eYS—1>dWs:%’

Ty

Z; =

l\D|>—‘
7}1
I
S
+
~
—~
N
+
a
~—
2

So

t

E Uzt|2 | fk,ék} = %E HKF |§k,£k} +/ E UK’ (Z ) |§k7§k} ds.

Ty

~ ~ 12 ~
By Assumption 2.1, since K is uniformly bounded, then E UYt’ | «fk,«fk} < eN(t— Tk)Q.
Thus "
_ g - _ -
E[|Z:]" | &, &) gc/ E [|Zs]” | & €] ds + eN (t = Th)
T

By Gronwall’s inequality,
2 ., ~
dXSEUZt} |€ka€k} SCNT23

/ e (x)
RNd
(B.19)

and the constant c is independent of N, &, «fk O

K3P (XTk =y|Y:= Xa&caék) dy

RNd

C The Radon-Nikodym derivatives of path measures

The following lemma describes the relationship between the two Radon-Nikodym derivatives
(of path measures and of push forward measures):

Lemma C.1 (Lemma A.1, [30]). Let Q1,Q2 be two probability distributions on X, and Q2
is absolutely continuous with respect to Q1. Let ¢ : X — R? be a measurable mapping, and
consider the push forward measure Q1 and ¢4 Q2, denoted by Q1,4 and Q2,4, respectively.
Then the Randon-Nikodym derivatives dgl @ el (dQ27¢,Rd) , 381 € L' (dQ2, X) are well-
defined, and

dQ1,¢ dQq _
dQ27¢(x) Ex~q, TQQ | (X) =2,

D The Law of Large Numbers at exponential scale

The following lemma describes the Law of Large Numbers at exponential scale which is
appeared in [19]:
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Lemma D.1. Consider any p € L* (R?) with p > 0 and [p. p(x)dz = 1. Assume that a
scalar function 1 € L with ||¢|| L~ < 5, and that for any fived z, [o, ¥(z,z)p(z)dz = 0,

then

2e’

N
n
/RNdeexp N Z Q/J(xlale)?/’(mlawh) de < C,

J1,42=1

where pV (t,z) = X, p (t,2;), 1 is an arbitrary positive number and constant C only depends
onn and ||| L.
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