arXiv:2406.00309v1 [math.DS] 1 Jun 2024

CONTINUOUS DEPENDENCE FOR MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES UNDER
DISTRIBUTION-DEPENDENT LYAPUNOV CONDITIONS

ZHENXIN LIU AND JUN MA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the continuous dependence on initial values and pa-
rameters of solutions as well as invariant measures for McKean-Vlasov SDEs under distribution-
dependent Lyapunov conditions. In contrast to the classical SDEs, the solutions for McKean-
Vlasov SDEs do not converge in probability although the initial values converge in probabil-
ity, which is due to the mismatch of the distances between measures. Finally, we give some
examples to illustrate our theoretical results.

1. INTRODUCTION

A signature of structural stability in dynamical systems is the continuous dependence of
solutions and invariant measures on initial values and parameters. Investigating this problem
enables us to understand deeply the robustness and global bifurcation phenomenon of the
dynamical systems in consideration, which, in addition, is of great significance in practical
applications. In this paper, we prove the continuous dependence of solutions and invariant
measures for McKean-Vlasov SDEs (MVSDEs):

(11) dXt = b(t,Xt,ﬁxt)dt—|—O'(t,Xt,£Xt)th,

where Ly, denotes the law of X;. Due to the dependence of coefficients on distribution,
MVSDESs are also known as distribution-dependent SDEs. In addition, MVSDEs are called
mean-field SDEs since they are the limit of N-particle systems if the coefficients satisfy some
conditions:

dx N = b(t, XN, ulydt + o(t, X, ¥ )aw;,

for each i = 1,2,..., N, where pl¥ := %Zﬁvzl 5XJ1_vt; for details, see Sznitman [29, B0] for
instance. ’

With the increasing demands on practical financial markets and social systems, MVSDEs
have drawn much attention. For example, the change rate of prices in financial markets
may depend on the macrocosmic distribution. Inspired by Kac’s work on the Vlasov kinetic
equation [19], MVSDESs were first studied by McKean [25] which showed the propagation of
chaos in physical systems of N-interacting particles related to the Boltzmann equation. In
order to study large population deterministic and stochastic differential games, Lasry, Lions
20, 211 22] introduced mean-field games, which were independent of the work of Huang,
Malhame and Caines [I6], [I7]. Owing to their work, MVSDEs are studied more extensively.
Wang [32], Ren et al. [2§] as well as Liu and Ma [23] [24] obtained the existence and uniqueness
under different conditions. Butkovsky [5], Eberle et al. [12], Bogachev et al. [3], Wang [32] as
well as Liu and Ma [23] 24] showed ergodicity under different conditions. Buckdahn et al. [4]
investigated the relationship between the functional and the associated second-order PDE.
Moreover, Cannarsa et al. [6] find solutions by weak KAM approach, which was also utilized
by Iturriaga and Wang [I8] to study the asymptotic behavior for first-order mean-field games.
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In this paper, we are interested in the continuous dependence of solutions and invariant
measures on initial values and parameters for MVSDEs under distribution-dependent Lya-
punov conditions. Until now, we find that there are few study about this issue. Bahlali et al.
[1] proved the convergence of solutions in L? uniformly in [0, 7] under Lipschitz and linear
growth conditions, where the linear growth condition is linear in space variable and bounded
in distribution variable. Qiao [26] showed the convergence in L? of the corresponding solutions
for multivalued MVSDESs and the convergence in W1-Wasserstein distance of the correspond-
ing invariant measures under monotone and linear growth conditions. Wang [32] proved the
continuous dependence of solutions on determinant initial values under monotone and linear
growth conditions. Hammersley et al. [I5] investigated the continuous dependence on initial
values under a Lyapunov condition, which is different from ours. Wu et al. [33] obtained the
continuous dependence on initial values for McKean-Vlasov stochastic functional differential
equations.

Although there are few study about continuous dependence for MVSDESs, there exist some
results for the classical SDEs. In general, there are three ways to illustrate the convergence of
the corresponding solutions, i.e. convergence in L?, probability and distribution. Friedman
[13] showed that the corresponding solutions varied continuously in L? if the coefficients
converge on any compact set. Gihman and Skorohod [I4] studied the convergence in L? and
probability. Da Prato and Tudor [II] proved the continuous dependence in L? uniformly
on [0, 7], probability and distribution for semi-linear stochastic partial differential equations
(SPDEs) when the coefficients converge point-wise and initial values converges in the above
three ways. Qiu and Wang [27] get the similar results of recurrent solutions. Cheng and Liu
[9] illustrated similar results for SPDEs. In summary, the solutions inherit the convergence
of initial values if the coefficients converge point-wise or on any compact set. Thus, we want
to know whether these results also hold for MVSDEs.

In this paper, we mainly investigate the continuous dependence of solutions and invariant
measures for MVSDEs under distribution-dependent Lyapunov conditions. To be specific,
we study that Xj, converges to X; in Wy-Wasserstein distance uniformly on [0,7] under
some suitable conditions (for details see Section 3), where X ; and X; are solutions of the
following MVSDESs, respectively:

{ka,t = bg(t, Xi1, Lx,, ) dt + ox(t, Xp 1, Lx,, , )dWs,

(12) Xk,() = gk)

where k= 1,2, ..., and

(1 3) {dXt = b(t,Xt,ﬁxt)dt + O'(t,Xt,ﬁXt)th,

X, = €.

In order to illustrate this result, we utilize Skorokhod’s representation theorem and martingale
representation theorem. Moreover, the invariant measure of equation (.2l converges weakly
to the invariant measure of equation (L3]) if the coefficients b, o, by, o}, are independent of ¢,
which is obtained by the same method as above. However, in contrast to classical SDEs, we
do not have the result about the convergence in probability when initial values converge in
probability, since the coefficients depend on the distribution and are continuous with respect
to the distribution variables in Wa-Wasserstein distance, which gives rise to the mismatch of
distance between measures. To illustrate this situation, we give a counterexample in which
the coefficients are Lipschitz. Meanwhile, for the completeness of this article, we also show
that solutions are convergent in L? uniformly on [0, 7], and invariant measures are convergent
in W5 under Lipschitz conditions when the coefficients converge point-wise.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we collect a number of prelimi-
nary results concerning the existence and uniqueness of solutions as well as invariant measures
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for MVSDESs and so on. Section 3 presents the continuous dependence of solutions and in-
variant measures on initial values and parameters under distribution-dependent Lyapunov
conditions, and give a counterexample which illustrates that the solution does not inherit
its convergence if the initial values converge in probability. In Section 4, we provide some
examples to illustrate our theoretical results. In Appendix, we give the proof of continuous
dependence under Lipschitz conditions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, let (2, F,{F;}+>0,P) be a filtered complete probability space.
Assume that the filtration {F;} satisfies the usual condition, i.e. it is right continuous
and Fy contains all P-null sets. Let W be an n-dimensional Brownian motion defined on
(Q, F,{F:}+>0, P). We denote by AT the transpose of matrix A € R™™ with n,m > 1,
tr(A) the trace of A and |A| := /tr(ATA) the norm of A. Assume that the coefficients
b,bg 1 [0,00) x R? x P(RY) — R?, 5,04 : [0,00) x R? x P(RY) — R>" and Xg, Xy are
Fo-measurable and satisfy some integrable condition to be specified below.

Let us introduce some basic notations as follows. Let P(R?) be the space of probability
measures on R?. We use the usual Wasserstein distance W, on P,(RY) with p = 1,2 in what
follows, i.e.

1/p
Wp(p,v) == inf / |z — y[Pr(dz, dy)
meC(p,v) | JRIxRE

for pu,v € Pp(R?), where Pp(R?) := {p € P(RY) : [pu|z|Pp(dz) < oo}, and C(u,v) denotes

the set of all coupling between y and v. We also define Wasserstein distance W on P(C[0, T1)
by

1/2
W2(/% v):= inf [/ |z — y|27r(d33,dy)} )
meC(wv) L Jclo,T)xC[0,T]

for p,v € P(C[0,T)), Where P(C [0, ]) denotes the set of probability measures on C[0,T].
As usual, we also denote u(f fRd p(dx) in what follows for any function f defined on
R? and p € P(RY).

We introduce two propositions which show the existence and uniqueness of solutions as
well as invariant measures for MVSDEs under distribution-dependent Lyapunov conditions;
for details see [24]. Before giving these results, we introduce some definitions about Lions
derivative and differentiable space in Cardaliaguet [7] and Chassagneux et al. [§].

Definition 2.1 (Lions derivative). A function f : Py(R?) — R is called differentiable at
w € Pa(RY), denoted by O f, if there exists a random variable X € L*(Q) with u = Lx such
that F(X) := f(Lx) and F is Fréchet differentiable at X. f is called differentiable on Py(R%)
if f is differentiable at any p € Py(R?).

Definition 2.2. The space C:D)(Py(R?)) contains the functions f : Po(R?) — R satisfying
the following conditions: (i) f is differentiable and its derivative 0, f(u)(y) has a jointly con-
tinuous version in (p,y), still denoted 9, f (1) (y); (ii) 0, f(1)(+) is continuously differentiable
for any 1, and its derivative 9,0, f(u)(y) is jointly continuous at any (u,y).

(H1) For any N > 1, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any |z, |y| < N and
suppu, suppr C B(0, N) we have

[b(t, z, )| + |o(t, 2, p)| < Cn,
b(t, @, 1) = b(t )| + ot 1) — oty )] < O (J — ] + Walp, v)).
Here B(0, N) denotes the closed ball in R? centered at the origin with radius N.
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(H2) (Lyapunov condition) There exists a nonnegative function V' € C%1LD(R? x Py(R?))
such that there exist nonnegative constants A € R™ satisfying for all (¢,z,u) € RT x
RY x Py(R%)

(LV)(t, 2, 1) < AV (2, ),

Vr(p) == ‘i‘n>fRV( p) = 0o as R — oo,

where
CPIDR? x Py(RY)) := {f : R x Pa(R?) = R|f(-,p) € C*(RY) for p € Po(RY),
f(z,-) € CED(Py(RY))  for 2 € RY},

and

(ﬁV)(t,l‘,,u) = b(s,x,,u) ’ amV(:n,u) + %tr((aaT)(s,x,,u) ’ Q%V(x,,u))

+/[b(s,y,u)-%V(rc,u)(y)+%t7’((00T)(8,y,u)'3y3uV(w,u)(y)]u(dy)-

(H2") (Lyapunov condition) There exists a nonnegative function V € C21:1D(R? x Py(RY))
such that there is a constant v > 0 satisfying

(LV)(2,p) < =,

Ve:= inf V(r,u) — ocoas R— oo,
|z[V|ul2>R

for all (z,p) € RY x Po(R?), where |uf3 := [pa |z|?p(dz).
(H3) (Continuity) For any bounded sequences {z,, tin} € R? x Py (RY) with z,, — 2 and
pin — p weakly in P(R?) as n — oo, we have

lim sup |b(t,zp, pn) — b(t, x, 1)| + |o(t, 2, pin) — o(t,z, )| = 0.
=00 110,77

where Py (RY) := {p € PR?) : [puV p(dz) < oo}
(H4) There exist constants ¢ > 1, K > 0 such that

[b(t, 2, )P + o (t 2, w)* < K(1+ V().

(H5) There exist constants M, e > 0 and increasing unbounded function L : N — (0, c0)
such that for any n > 1,2,y € C[0,T],|=(t)| V |y(t)] < n and p,v € P(C[0,T))
satisfying

b(t, 24, ) — b(t, ye, vi)| + |o(t, 2, pe) — o (¢, ye, 1)
< Lo(lze — ye| + Wan (pes ve) + Me™ (1A Wa (g, 1)),

where

Win(ﬂta’/t) = inf / |$tAT;Ar; - ytmgmﬂzﬂ(d%dy)a
meC(uv) JC[0,T)xC[0,T)
=inf{t > 0: |z¢] > n}, 7, :=inf{t >0 |y > n}.

Proposition 2.3. [24 Theorem 3.2] Assume (H1)-(Hj). Then for any T > 0,Xy €
L*(Q, F, P), equation ([L3) has a solution X which satisfies

(2.1) EV (X, Ly,) < eMEV(Xo,Lx,), fortel0,T].
Moreover, if (H5) holds, the solution is unique.
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Proposition 2.4. [24] Theorem 4.3] Assume that (H1), (H2’), (H3)-(H5) holds with time-
independent coefficients, semigroup Py is Feller, and that there is a function C : RT — R*
satisfying sup;ep+ C(t) < oo such that

w(Bfp, Bfv) < C(tw(p,v)  for p,v € Po(RY),

where w s Lévy-Prohorov distance and P denotes the distribution at time t with initial
distribution p. Then there exists at least one invariant measure. Moreover, if there exists a
constant tg > 0 such that C(tg) < 1, there is a unique invariant measure.

3. CONTINUOUS DEPENDENCE

In this section, we consider continuous dependence of solutions and invariant measures on
initial values and parameters for MVSDEs under distribution-dependent Lyapunov condi-
tions. And we divide this section into three parts.

3.1. Continuous dependence of solutions. In this subsection, we prove that solutions
vary continuously with respect to initial values and parameters under distribution-dependent
Lyapunov conditions, which is obtained by Skorokhod’s representation theorem and martin-
gale representation theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the conditions in Proposition[2.3 hold with b, o replaced by by, oy,
and

(3.1) lim EV(Xp0,Lx,,) = BV (X0, Lx,)-

k—00

Assume further that
(3.2) klim b (t, 2, ) — b(t,x, )| + |og(t, z, ) —o(t,z, ;)| =0 point-wise.
—00
Then solutions vary continuously with respect to initial values and parameters. To be precise,
X — X in Wy on C[0,T].

Proof. By Holder’s inequality, BDG’s inequality and (H4), there exists a constant C'(¢, K) > 0
such that

(3.3) E( sup | Xje— Xpsl*)
te(s,(s+e)AT)
t t 20
:E( sup / bk(ran,erXkr)dr‘F/ O'k(ran,erXkr)dWr >
tels,(s+e)AT] | Js ' s '

(s+e)AT
<COE [ Il X L, )P
(s+e)AT ¢
+CWE < / o (1, X EXk’T)|2dr>
(s+e)AT
<C({,K)E / 14+ V(X Lx,, )dr - 27

(s+e)AT o o
+C(€)E</ ok, Xy L, )| dr) e

< C(U,K)(1+ M EV(Xio. Lx,,)) - €
Let n = [%] + 1 where [m] denotes the integer part of m € R. Then we get

E( sup | Xt — Xi o)
s,t€[0,T,[t—s|<e
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n

<CWOY B( sup [ Xpy— Xpgonel™)
=1 te[(j—1)e,je

< C(Ev K)(l + EATEV(XIC,O, ‘CXk,O)) ’ (T + E)Eg_l'

Thus, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, {Lx, } is tight on C[0,T7], i.e. there exists a subsequence,
still denoted {Lx, }, which is weakly convergent to some measure . € P(C[0,T]). By Sko-
rokhod’s representation theorem, there are C[0, T]-valued random variables X; and X on
some probability space (2, F, P) such that Lx, =Lx,, Lx=p,and

(3.4) X, — X a.s.
Note that we have
EV(Xki Lx,,) <eEV(Xro,Lx, ,);
EV(Xy,Lx,) <eMEV(Xo,Lx,)-
And by Hélder’s inequality, BDG’s inequality and (H4),, we obtain
E sup ]XM\Q = FE sup \Xk,t\Q

t€[0,7] te[0,7)
<2E( sup |Xgs— Xiol?) + 2B Xy 0|
te[0,7
t
= 2E< sup / br(r, Xg,ry Lx,,, )dr
tefo,7] | Jo ’

t 2
+/0k(7‘,Xk,m£Xk7T)dWr >+2E|Xk,0|2
0

T
§4E/ by (r, Xir, L, )| Pdr - T
0
T
+ 4E</ ‘O’k(?‘, Xk,T7£ka)’2dT> + 2E‘Xk’0’2
0
T
SC(K)E/ ]‘—I—V(Xk,T’)ﬁXk’r)dr'T
0

T
+4E</ |O'k(7‘,Xk7r,£Xk’r)|2dT‘> —|—2E|Xk70|2
0

< C(K)(1+ T EV(Xp0,£x,,)) - (T? + T) + 2| Xy o
< 00.
Thus, by limit () and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we get

(3.5) lim E sup |[Xp;— X¢|* =0.
k=00 tef0,1)

If X is a weak solution of equation (L3, by the weak uniqueness we have Lx = L on
C[0,T]. Therefore we get

lim Wy (Lx,,Lx) = lim Wy(Lx, ,Lx) < lim E sup |Xp, — X;* =0,

k—o00 k—o0 k—o0 te[0,T)
and the proof is complete. - - B

Now we prove that X is a weak solution for equation (L3). Let My, := Xt — Xpo —

fg br(r, X, ks £, T)dr. By the identical distribution between X}, and X}, we have

(3.6) E[(Myy — Mys) - ¥ (Xglj0,9)]
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r t
=F <Xk,t — Xgs —/ br. (7, Xk,raﬁXk’r)dT> '\I’(Xk\[o,s})}
—0,
and
(3.7 B <Mk Wy — My, 0

t
— / (O’k . O'];r)(T, Xk,TvﬁXk,T.)dT> . \I’(Xk‘[07s}):| = 0,

for any bounded continuous function ¥ on C[0,7]. That is to say that M, is a square-
integrable martingale, and its quadratic variation

t
[Mk]t = /0 (o) - o )(r, Xk,r,ﬁ)gm)dr.

By the continuity of coefficient by, b, we get
lim |bg(r, Xk7r,£Xk )=b(r, X, L5 )| =0 P-a.s.
n—o0o T T

and due to (H4), we have
t
E/ by (, ka,ﬁ)-(k T) —b(r, Xr,ﬁ)-(r)]%dr
0 :
t
< C(e)E/ b, Ko L5, )+ bl Ko L )P
0 :

t
<o, K)/ 1+ EV(Xgr, Lg, )+ EV(X,, Lx, )dr
; :

< Q0.

Therefore, by Vitali convergence theorem, we obtain

n— oo

t
Jim E/ b (r, Xy L, ) — b(r, Xy, L )|2dr = 0.
0 :
In a similar way, we have

t
lim E/ ou(r, Kors Lz, ) — o(r, Xy, L )|2dr = 0.
i |

n—oo

Therefore, by limit B3) let k — oo in equality [B8) as well as (BZ) and denote M :=
limy_oo My, we get
E[(M; — M) - ¥(X|jp,9)] = 0,

t
E[(N, - 3, - 11, - 11, _/ 00T (r, X, Ly )dr) - (X )] = 0.

By martingale limit theorem (see [10, Proposition 1.3] for instance), M is a square integrable
martingale, and its quadratic variation

t
[M]t:/o ool (r, Xy Ly )dr.

Therefore, by martingale representation theorem, there exists a Brownian motion W on the
probability space (€2, F, P) such that

t
;= / o(r, Xy, L. )dVT.
0
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Thus, let £ — oo in the following SDE:

(3 8) ka,t = bk(t, Xk,t, ,C)Z—k’t)dt + deﬂg
' Xk,o = gku
we obtain that (X, W) is a weak solution for MVSDE (IL3)). O

3.2. Continuous dependence of invariant measures. In this subsection, we investigate
the continuous dependence of invariant measures on parameters under distribution-dependent
Lyapunov conditions for the following MVSDEs:

(3.9) dXp = be( Xk, Lx,,, )dt + 0 (Xg 1, Lx,, ) AW,
where k =1,2, ...,
(310) dX; = b(Xt, ﬁXt)dt + O'(Xt, EXt)th,

which is obtained by Skorokhod’s representation theorem and martingale representation the-
orem. Moreover, in this subsection, we do not need condition ‘X o — X¢ in some sense’.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the conditions of Proposition[2.4] hold with b, o replaced by by, oy.
Assume further that

(3.11) klim b (z, 1) — b(z, p)| + |og(x, 1n) —o(x,u)| =0 point-wise.
—00

Then we have
i = p
where py, 1 denote invariant measures for equations B9) and BI0), respectively.
Proof. 1t is obvious that Lx, is tight on C[0,T] by the proof of Theorem B where Xj
denotes the solution of the following MVSDE:
{ka,t = b (X, Lx,,)dt + 01 (X1, L, )AWS,
Xio = &
That is to say that for any e > 0, there exists a compact set K, C R? uniformly on [0, 77,

such that Lx, ,(K.) > 1—e¢. And by Proposition 2.4, we obtain that Ly, , weakly converges
to pg as t — oo. Applying [2) Theorem 2.1], we have

pr(Ke) > limsup Ly, , (K¢) > 1 —e.
t—00

(3.12)

Therefore, {u;} is tight. So there is a subsequence, still denoted {u}, which is weakly
convergent to some measure . And similar to the proof of Theorem [B.I] we have g = pu.
Therefore, the proof is complete. O

Remark 3.3. By Theorem 3] it seems that we could obtain limy_, o Wa(uk, 1) = 0. However,
it may not hold since we can only get X — X in Wy on C|[0,T] for any T' > 0. If we can
get the Xy — X in Wy on C0,00), this result directly follows.

3.3. Counterexample. For the classical SDEs, if the initial value is convergent in probabil-
ity, the corresponding solution is convergent in probability uniformly on [0, T]. However, this
result does not hold for MVSDEs since the metric between measures does not match. That is
to say that the distance, under which the coefficients are continuous with respect to the dis-
tribution variables, does not match the distance between initial values. Therefore, we utilize
the property, which is that the convergence in probability does not imply the convergence in
L?, to give a counterexample to illustrate this situation.
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Ezample 3.4. For any k = 1,2,..., let Xg, X} o be random variables satisfying X o >
Xo, X0 # Xo a.s., and X}, o — Xp in probability but not in LP for any p > 0. And denote
X}, X by the solutions of the following MVSDEs with initial values X}, 9, Xo, respectively:

Rd

and

(3.14) dX; = / yLx, (dy)dt + v/2dW,.
R4

Then X} does not converge to X in probability.

Proof. Now we construct two sequences of stochastic processes {X ,gn)} and {X (™} as follows:
X\ = X10, X" = Xo, t >0,

for any n > 1,

ax" = / YL (1 (dy)dt + V/2dW,
’ Rd Xk,t

(3.15)
X\ = Xeo,
and
ax™ = / YL o (dy)dt + V/2dW,
(3.16) R t
X5 = X,
By Wang [32] Lemma 2.3|, we have
(3.17) lim £ sup |Xj;— X,gf?|2 =0,

lim E sup |X; — Xt(n)\2 = 0.

By the definition of {X ,gn)} and {X™}, we get

>
e
2

t
1) = ka — X —I—/O E(Xlg?s) — XS(O))dS = Xk,O — X0+ E(Xk’() — X(])t,

>
£
st

s

t
D = Xpo— Xo+ / E(Xy!) — xW)ds
0

t
= Xpo— Xo+ / (E(Xko — Xo) + E(Xy,0 — Xo)s)ds
0

1
= Xp0— Xo + E(Xgo — Xo)t + QE(X,{,O — Xo)t?,

t
X — X" = X0 — Xo + /0 BE(Xy Y - X{D)ds

1 1
= Xp0— Xo + E(Xy0 — Xo)t + §E(Xk,0 — Xo)t2+ ...+ HE(Xk,O — Xo)t".

Note that we have
(3.18)

n n n € € n €
P(X = X0 > 0 <P(X"Y = Xi| > )+ P(Xi = X| > )+ P(X = x| > 3,
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for any € > 0. Since the convergence in LP implies the convergence in probability, by two
equalities in the right side of ([BI7) we obtain

€
lim P( su X — Xpy| > =
L (0<t£ ‘ kt k,t‘ 3)

lim P( sup |X;— Xt(n)\ > %) = 0.

nTeo 0<<T

=0,

Let n — oo then k — oo in inequality (BI8]), we get
lim P(|Xpy — Xi| > <) > limlim P(Ixy) — x| > e =1,
k—ro0 ’ 3

k—o00 n—0o0

where the last equality holds for some sufficiently small constant € > 0 and t # 0. The proof
is complete. ]

However convergence in probability for initial values does not imply that the corresponding
solutions converge in probability under Lipschitz condition by the above counterexample, we
obtain that solutions inherit the L?-convergence of initial values, which is showed by the
following proposition. And we think that the proof is simple, so we put it in Appendix.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that the coefficients b, o, by, o) of equations ([[L3) and ([L2) are
Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant L, and satisfy the linear growth conditions with linear growth
constant K for all k = 1,2,.... Assume further that

(3.19) lim E(| X0 — Xol>) =
k—o0
and
(3.20) klim b (t, z, ) — b(t,z, p)| + ok (t, x, n) — o(t,x,u)| =0 point-wise.
—00

Then we have
(3.21) hm E sup [Xp;— Xt\ =0.

k—oo  o<i<T

Remark 3.6. By the above Proposition, we directly obtain [26, Proposition 5.2] and [I, The-
orem 5.1 and Theorem 6.1].

As a direct consequence of Proposition B we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Assume that the conditions of Proposition hold with BI9)) replaced by
lim W2(£Xk,07£Xo) = 0.
k—o0

Then we have
lim Wa(Lx,,Lx) = 0.

k—o00

Proof. For each k > 1, there exist random variables Xk,o,Xék) such that Lx, , = /JXM,

and
S > (k
W2(£Xk,07£X0)2 = E|Xk70 - X(g )|2'
Let X4, X be the solutions of MVSDEs ([L3)) and (L2) with initial value X} o, XF respec-
tively. By Proposition B.5 we have

hm E sup |st — X2 =o.
k—oo  0<s<T

Therefore, by the weak uniqueness we obtain

Wa(Lx,, Lx)? = W2(£kaﬁf<<k))2 < EOEUET X — X2 = 0.
<t<
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The proof is complete. U

Remark 3.8. We know that the optimal coupling is attained, but the optimal one depend on
k and we could not find a random variable X such that WQ(ﬁXk,O,£XO)2 = E|Xko — Xo|?
holds for every k =1, 2...

Ezample 3.9. (Small ‘distribution’ limit). In particular, the random trajectory of the MVSDE
dXy = b(Xi, Lxg)dt + oe(Xf, Lxe)dW,
i
converge in L? uniformly on [0,7] as € — 0 to the trajectory of
dX; = b(Xy)dt + o(Xy)dW,
{Xo =&,
where lim,_; be(, 1) = b(x), lim,_,o oe(x, u) = o(x) for each z € RY, p € P(R?).

We next give the continuous dependence of invariant measures on parameters without the
dependence on initial values. The proof is also put in Appendix.

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that the conditions of Proposition hold except for the con-
dition [319)), and for the Lipschitz conditions of coefficients b, by replaced by the following
conditions: there exist nonnegative constants L1, Lo with 2Ly — 2Lo — 8L? > 0 such that

<.Z' - yab(‘rau) - b(y7 V)> < _Ll‘x - y‘2 + L2"T - y’W2(:u’7l/)7

for any x,y € RY, p, v € Po(RY). Assume further that the coefficients b, by, 0,0, are indepen-
dent of t. Then we have

(3.22) lim Wo(ug, ) =0,
k—o0
where pg, p are the unique invariant measures of MVSDEs [B.9) and (BI0), respevtively.
4. APPLICATION

In this section, we give some examples to illustrate our theoretical results.

Example 4.1. Consider the McKean-Vlasov SDEs
dX)\,t = —>\X)\7t/ y2£XA,t (dy)dt + (\/§ + )\)X}thWt
R
=: bA(XA,t, ﬁXA’t)dt + UA(X)\7,§, ﬁxk’t)th,

where X € [0,1] is a parameter and W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion. Then the
solution X ; with initial value X, g for the above MVSDEs converges to X;, which is the
solution of the following SDEs with initial value X, in Ws uniformly on [0, 7]

dX; = _Xt/ y*Lx, (dy)dt + (V2 + 1) X dW,
R

= b(Xt, ﬁXt)dt + O'(Xt, ﬁXt)th

Proof. (H1), (H3) and (H5) obviously hold. Now we prove that (H2) and (H4) hold. For any
z € R, puePR),let V(z,p) =az*+ [ y%u(dy). Then (H4) holds and

0,V (z, 1) = 423, 92V (z, p) = 1222,
0,V (z,11)(2) = 62°, 0,0,V (x, u)(2) = 30z*.
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Thus, we have

(LV)(x,p) = — )\az/yz,u(dy) 4x3 % (V2 4+ 22?1227
+/ ((—)\z/yzu(dy)) 625 + % (V222 3Oz4>u(dz)

< 36z + /90z6u(dz) <90V (z, p),

i.e. (H2) holds. Therefore, by Theorem B.I] we get the desired result. O
Ezample 4.2. For any x € R, € P(R), let

ba(z, ) = —3Az + 3X /R yitdy). o) == [ yutdy)

b, 1) = —32 + 3 /R y(dy), oz, ) = o - /R yiu(dy),

where A is a parameter in [1,2] Then py — u weakly as A — 1, where u) and p are invariant
measures of following MVSDEs:

dXxe = (X1, L, )dt +ox(Xae, Lx, )W,
dXt = b(Xt, ﬁxt)dt + O'(Xt, ﬁXt)th

Proof. Conditions (H1), (H3) and (H5) obviously hold. Let V(z,u) = 3(z — [5 y,u(dy))4.
Then it is immediately to see that (H4) holds. Note that we have

0.V (2, p) = (x — /yu(dy))g, 02V (w,p) = 3($—/yu(dy))2,

B,V (2, 1m)(2) = — (- / yldy))?, 0.0,V (x, 1) () =0,
and

(LV)(x, ) = = 3\ (2 — /yu(dy))4 + g(m - /yu(dy))4
+ /3(z— /yu(dy))(w —/yu(dy))gu(dZ)

3 4 3
(=33 + )~ [unlay)' < -3V (op)
That is to say that (H2) holds. Therefore, by Theorem [3.2] we obtain the desired results. [

Remark 4.3. 1t is easy to verify that the coefficients by, oy, b, o do not satisfy the conditions
of Proposition 310, so here we apply Theorem to illustrate the result.

Ezample 4.4. Consider the McKean-Vlasov SDE

dX ;= ((—6 +A) X+ / yﬁxk,t(dy))dt + (XA,t + )\/ yﬁxk,t(dy))dW(t)
R R
= bx(Xap, Lx, )dt + ox(Xnt, Lx, , )dW,

where A € [0,1) is a parameter and W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion. Clearly by and
oy are Lipschitz and satisfy linear growth condition. We note that for any = € R, u € P(R),

)\hm |b)\($mu) - b)x()(£7/~‘)| + |0->\(:Ewu) - O')\O(ﬂi‘,/.L)| =0.
—>>\0

Then, by Proposition and Corollary B, the unique solution X, converges to Xo in L?
uniformly on [0, 7], and the corresponding measure Lx, converges to £ X under Ws.
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Moreover, we have
(@ = b ) = b)) =l = (<6 + N =)+ [ zlde) — [ av(d2)
<(=6+ Nz =y + & — y[Wa(p, v),
ra(eak) = a0 =l — -+ [aud) A [ av(az)

<[& — y| + AWa(u,v).

Therefore, Ly =6 — A\, Ly = L = 1, and 2L; — 2Ly —8L? =2(6 — \) —2 -8 = 2(1 — \) > 0.
Applying Proposition .10, we obtain that the uniqueness invariant measure py ; converges
to pin,,r under Wo.

APPENDIX
In this section, we give the proof of Proposition and Proposition B.10
Proof of Proposition [Z3. Note that we have

Xiy — Xy =Xp0 — Xo + /Ot bi (s, Xk,s, Lk,s) — b(s, Xs, Lx,)ds
+ /Ot ok (s, Xis) Lx,.,) — 0 (8, X, Lx,)dW
=Xho Xt [ 0o Xer L) = s, K £, s
+ /Ot or(s, Xs, Lx,) — 0(s, X, Lx,)dW
+ /Ot bi (8, Xk,s: L, ) — (8, X, Lx,)ds
+ /Ot ok (8, Xk,s: £x; ) — k(8 Xs, Lx,)dWs
=Mt + /Ot bi(8, Xi,s, Lx,,,) — br(s, Xs, Lx,)ds

t
+/ O-k(stk,&ﬁXk,s) _O-k(stSvEXs)dWS7
0
where

t
Tkt ::Xk,O - XO + / bk(s7 XS7 £Xs) - b(s7 st ‘CXs)dS
0

t
+/ O-k(s7X87£Xs)_O-(Svav‘CXs)dWS‘
0

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and martingale inequality, we get

E( sup \Xk,s—XSF)
0<s<t

)

/ bk(?", Xk‘,?”aﬁxk’r) - bk("", XTaﬁXT)dT
0

)

<3E( sup |ms?) + 3E< sup
0<s<t 0<s<t

+ 3E< sup
0<s<t

/ O'k('l", Xk7T7£Xk7T) - O'k;(?", XTv‘EXT)dWT
0
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t
< 3E(Os<ugt ’?’]].675’2) + 3TE</O ’bk(T, Xk,Ta ﬁXk,r-) — bk(T, X, ﬁXT)PdT)

t
+ 3 x 4E</ |O‘k(7", Xk,ryﬁX;”) — ak(r, XT,EXT)|2dT‘>
0

t
< 3E(Os<u[<)t ks + 3TE/ 207 (| Xk — X0 )* + Wg(ﬁxm,ﬁxr)z)dr
RS 0

t
+3x 4E/ 2L% (| Xy, — Xo|* + Wa(Lx, ., Liy)?)dr
0

¢
< 3E( sup \nk,slz) —i—2(6TL2 +24L2)/ E( sup |Xj s —X8\2)d7‘,
0

0<s<t 0<s<r
for any t € [0,T]. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

2 2
E sup |Xps— Xs\z < 3E( sup ]nk7s\2)e2(6TL 2417t
0<s<t 0<s<t

So ([B21)) holds if we can prove

lim E( sup |ng[*) =0
t=00 o<t<T

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and martingale inequality, we obtain
E( sup |nge|*) < 3E|Xp0 — Xo|?
0<t<T

¢ 2
+3E< sup /bk(s,XS,ﬁxs)—b(s,Xs,ﬁxs)ds >
o<t<T | Jo
¢ 2
+3E< sup /ak(s,Xs,EXS)—a(s,XS,ﬁxs)dWS )
o<t<T | Jo

< 3E|Xy0 — Xo|?

T
+3TE/ |bk(SaXSa£Xs)_b(SvXS’ﬁXs)Fds
0

T
3% 4E/ (0(5, Xo, £x.) — 05, X, L) 2ds.
0
We note that
b (s, Xs, Lx,) — b(s, X, Lx,)|* < 2[bi(s, Xs, Lx,)|* +2[b(s, X, Lx,)|?
< 12K (1+ | X2+ Lx, (|- D),

and E supg<,<r | Xs|? < oo by [32, Theorem 2.1] or [23, Theorem 3.1]. Applying Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem, we get

T 2
lim E / bi(s, Xs, Lx,) — b(s, X5, Lx,)ds| =0.
k—o0 0
In the same way, we obtain
T 2
klim E / or(s, Xs, Lx,) —o(s, Xs, Lx,)dWs| =0.
— 00 0

Now limy,—,0 E supg<;<7 [7k,¢|* = 0 holds and hence B2I)) is proved. O
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Proof of Proposition [310. By [32], Theorem 3.1], there exist invariant measures for MVSDEs
(B39) and (BI0]), denoted by pu, i, respectively. Let Xy, 9, Xo be random variables such that

lim E| X} o — Xo|> =0,
k—o00 ’

Denote X}, ;, X; by the corresponding solutions with initial values X}, 9, Xo, respectively. By
1t6’s formula, we have

E| Xy — Xi|? =E| X0 — Xo|?

t
+ 2E/ <Xk,s — X57bk(Xk,37£Xk,s) — b(XS,,CXS»dS
0

t
+E/ ’O’]f(th,,CXkys)—U(Xs,ﬁxs)lzds
0

<FE|Xy0 — Xo|?

t
28 [ (s = Kby (X £3,) = (X L)
0
t
+2E/ <Xk,s_X57bk(X57£XS)_b(XsaﬁXs»dS
0
t
+2E/ ’Uk(Xk,&ﬁXk,s)_O'k(X&ﬁXS)FdS
0

t
+2E/ low(Xs, Lx,) — 0(Xs, Lx,)|*ds
0
<FE|Xy0 — Xo|?

t
+ E/ —2L1|Xps — Xs|* + 2La| X s — Xs|Wa(Lx, .. Lx,)ds
0
t
+ 4L2E/ |Xk,s - Xs|2 + W2(£Xk,s7£Xs)2dS
0
t
+2E/ KXo — Xal - [be(Xss £x.) — b(Xo, L, )|ds
0
t
+2E/ 0k (X, £x.) — 0(Xs, L) 2ds
0
t
<E|Xpo— Xo|* + / (—2Ly + 2Ly + 8L% + €)E| X s — X,|ds
0
1 ¢ )
+EE |bk(Xs,£Xs)—b(Xs,£Xs)| ds
0

t
ey / 0u(Xas L) — o(Xes Lx.)|2ds,
0

where 0 < € < 2L; — 2Ly — 8L?, and the last inequality holds owing to Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. By Gronwall’s inequality, we have
(4'1) E‘Xk,t o Xt’2 < e(_2L1+2L2+8L2+E)tE77k,t7

where

1 t
Mt =|1Xr0 — Xol” + g/ |br(Xs, Lx,) — b(Xs, Lx,)|*ds
0
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t
- 2/ lon(Xs, Lx,) — 0(Xs, Lx,)|*ds.
0
Applying [3T, Lemma 4.3] we obtain
Wg(uk,u) < liﬂinf Wg(ﬁxk,t, ﬁXt) < liginf(E‘Xk’t — thz)%.

If we can prove limy_, oo limy_oo e(_2L1+2L2+8L2+6)tE7yk,t =0, (322)) holds.
By conditions on coefficients b, 0 with y = 0,v = §p, we get

<33=b(33aﬂ)> = <33=b(37aﬂ) - b(0750)> + <.Z',b(0,(50)>
1
< —Lafa? + Loa - (u(| - 1)) + [b(0, 60)] - [,
‘O'(Z',IU,)P < 2‘0('%7//') - 0(0750)’2 + 2‘0(07 60)’2
<AL (2 + u(] - %)) + 2|0 (0, 80) .
Applying Ito’s formula and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

t t
E|X;|* = E|Xo|* + 2E/ (Xs,b(Xs, Lx,))ds + E/ lo(Xs, Lx.)|*ds
0 0

t
1
< E|Xo|* + E/ (—2L1 + 2Lo + 8L* + €)| X, |ds + (E\b(O, 60)|* + 2|0(0, 80)|)t.
0
By Gronwall’s inequality, we have
1
BIX[* < (B Xof* + (2[6(0,00)[* +2/0(0, 80) [*)t) e -1 2R 48L54 L,

Thus, by linear growth condition of coefficients b and b we get

t
E/ 1be(Xo. Lx.) — B(X(5), Lx(o))|2ds
0
t
<op / (X, L) + [b(Xe, £x,) s
0
t
ng/ 6K (1 + |X,|* + Lx, (|- [*))ds
0

t
1
<12K%t 4 24K* / (E|Xo|> + (Z16(0,00)|? + 2|0(0, 8p)|?)s) e ~2LaF2La48L3 s g
0 €
Similarly, we obtain

t
E / lou(Xs, £x.) — o(Xy, Ly, )|2ds
0

t
1
§12K2t—|—24K2/ (E|X0|2—|—(E|b(0,50)|2—|-2|0'(0,50)|2)3)e(_2L1+2L2+8L2+E)SdS.
0

Thus, we get limy,_, oo limy_ o0 e(_2L1+2L2+8L2+6)tEnk,t = 0. The proof is complete. O
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