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Reflected Mckean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with
jumps in time-dependent domains
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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the deterministic multidimensional Skorokhod problem with

normal reflection in a family of time-dependent convex domains that are càdlàg with respect

to the Hausdorff metric. We then show the existence and uniqueness of solutions to multi-

dimensional McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations reflected in these time-dependent

domains. Additionally, we derive stability properties with respect to the initial condition and

the coefficients. Finally, we establish a propagation of chaos result.
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1 Introduction

Takana in [30] was the first to generalize Skorokhod’s work [25] from one-dimensional to multidimen-
sional reflection problems, by constructing solutions reflected in time-independent convex domains.
These results were subsequently extended to encompass a broader class of time-independent domains
and driving processes (see, e.g., [21], [24], [26]). It is worth noting that the literature primarily fo-
cuses on two main types of multidimensional reflection problems. Those with normal reflection and
those with oblique reflection, the latter of which occurs when the cone of reflection differs from the
cone of inward normal.

In the context of time-dependent domains with oblique reflection, many works address different
types of domains or trajectories (see, for instance, [6], [8], [13], [16]). Of particular note is the recent
work by Nyströ and Önsko [17], which extends many of the previously cited results. The authors
demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of strong càdlàg solutions for obliquely reflected SDEs in
non-smooth time-dependent domains.

To the best of our knowledge, the case of normal reflection is less developed in the context of
reflected SDEs in time-dependent domains. We quote the work by Bass and Hsu [2], who demon-
strated the existence of a strong solution to multidimensional SDEs in smooth time-dependent
domains and established weak uniqueness for this equation. However, the seminal reference in the
context of normal reflection is the work by Costantini, Gobet, and El Karoui [7]. In their work,
the authors proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the Skorokhod problem in smooth
time-dependent domains for a more general equation than that considered by [2].

In all previous works, the assumptions made on the domains are geometric, particularly con-
cerning the regularity of the domain. The one-dimensional Skorokhod problem reflected in a time-
independent interval has been well investigated (see, e.g., [4], [11], [12] [20], [27]). Typically, as-
sumptions are made regarding the trajectory of the barriers.
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Klimsiak, Rozkosz, and Słomiński [23] proved the existence and uniqueness of multidimensional
BSDEs with continuous driven process with normal reflection in a time-dependent domain under
conditions similar to the one-dimensional case. Specifically, they assumed that the trajectory of the
domain is right-continuous and left-limited (càdlàg) with respect to the Hausdorff metric. They also
considered the so-called Mokobodzki condition. Additionally, we mention the work by Fakhouri,
Ouknine, and Ren [18], which investigates BSDEs driven by a Brownian motion and a Poisson point
process when the domain is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric. Furthermore, Eddahbi,
Fakhouri, and Ouknine [19] dealt with the general case of càdlàg driven processes and càdlàg domains
with respect to the Hausdorff metric. Note that all these works about reflected BSDEs are extension
of work by Gegout-Petit and Pardoux in [10] to time-dependent domains. Also, we mention that in
the context of SDEs in time-dependent domains, such an approach has never been studied in the
manner of [23]. Our goal is to study reflected McKean–Vlasov SDEs in a time-dependent domain in
this manner, i.e., by considering conditions on the regularity of the trajectory of the domain instead
of geometric assumptions.

The McKean–Vlasov SDEs, also known as mean-field SDEs, are a class of SDEs whose coefficients
depend on the law of the solution. These equations have attracted attention due to their numerous
applications, particularly in the study of large-population particle systems, which are well-formulated
in various scientific fields such as economics, social science, and finance (see, e.g., [9], [14], [15]).

In the context of reflected McKean–Vlasov equations, Sznitman in [28] was the first to study the
existence and uniqueness of reflected McKean–Vlasov equations in smooth bounded time-independent
domains. Recently, Adam et. al. in [1] studied reflected McKean–Vlasov diffusions in unbounded
convex time-independent domains driven by a Brownian motion, considering weaker assumptions on
the coefficients of the reflected SDEs.

Our goal in this paper is to investigate reflected McKean–Vlasov equations of Wiener–Poisson
type in time-dependent domains in a similar form to [23]. More precisely, we are given a family
D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} of time-dependent càdlàg domains with respect to Hausdorff metric. We are
interested in investigating the following system:

(Γ)
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

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0
b (s,Xs,LXs) ds+

∫ t

0
σ (s,Xs,LXs) dWs

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β
(

s,Xs− ,LX
s−
, z
)

Ñ(ds,dz) +Kt, t ∈ [0, T ],

Xt ∈ Dt, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

for every càdlàg and adapted process such that Zt ∈ Dt,

∫ t

0
〈Xs − Zs,dKs〉 ≤ 0 for every t ≥ 0

,

where W is a Brownian motion and Ñ is a martingale measure in R
d. The quantities b, σ, β are

measurable random maps (for more details on the assumptions regarding these quantities, see Section
3), and LXt means the law of Xt, t ≥ 0. By a solution to reflected SDEs, we mean an adapted
càdlàg couple (X,K) that satisfies the system (Γ). The process K is with finite total variation |K|
that acts only when X reaches the boundary.

In [18], [19], and [23], the authors show that the reflected BSDEs in multidimensional domains
are solved under the so-called Mokobodzki condition, which assumes the existence of a special semi-
martingale A such that A ∈ D̊. The quadratic variation of the local martingale part of A is integrable,
and the total variation of its finite variation part is square integrable, with inft∈[0,T ] d(At, ∂Dt) > 0.
In our case, we will consider a weaker assumptions by taking A to be a càdlàg optional process in
S2
0,T (see the next subsection for notations).

All the papers mentioned above, about reflected SDEs, the construction of solutions is based on
the properties of deterministic mapping on the space of continuous or right continuous left limited
functions. Also in this work, our approach will be based on the deterministic Skorokhod problem,
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therefore, our first goal of this paper is to introduce and solve reflection problem in deterministic
case that suits the type of reflection in the system (Γ).

An interesting aspect in the study of Mckean-Vlasov equations is the study of Propagation
of chaos property. Indeed, we know that McKean-Vlasov equations naturally arise in N-particle
systems, where particles interact in a mean-field way. This interaction is reflected in the dependence
of coefficients on the empirical measure of the system. For a sufficiently large N and under certain
conditions, particle trajectories become asymptotically independent, even in the presence of initial
correlations. This phenomenon can be seen as the law of large numbers what we commonly refer to
as the Propagation of Chaos property. Another interesting aspect in stochastic dynamical systems
theory is the stability of solutions. The property of stability implies that trajectories remain relatively
unchanged under minor disturbances. Therefore, one of the goals of this paper is to study the
properties of solution stability and the Propagation of Chaos.

Our main contribution and organization of the paper:
In section 2, we introduce a deterministic Skorokhod problem for càdlàg inputs in a time-

dependent domain that is càdlàg with respect to the Hausdorff metric. We establish the existence
and uniqueness of the solution to this problem.

Section 3 is divided into four subsections. In the first subsection, we study the problem of
reflection for càdlàg optional processes, then provide some estimations for solutions, which will be
useful for demonstrating the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the system (Γ). In the second
subsection, we demonstrate the existence of solutions to the system (Γ) under conditions weaker
than the Mokobodzki condition. In the third subsection, we study the stability of the system (Γ)
with respect to both the initial condition and the coefficients. In the last subsection, we examine
the propagation of chaos property of (Γ).

It is important to note that our results extend the theory of reflected SDEs and remain novel
even without the McKean–Vlasov component.

1.1 Notation and Preliminaries

We introduce the following notations, which will be used throughout this paper.

• C : The space of all bounded closed convex subsets of R
d with nonempty interiors endowed

with the Hausdorff metric dH , i.e. any D,D′ ∈ C,

dH
(

D,D′
)

= max

(

sup
x∈D

d
(

x,D′
)

, sup
x∈D′

d(x,D)

)

,

where d(x,D) = infy∈D |x− y|, with |.| is the Euclidean norm on R
d.

• D([0, T ],Rd): The space of all mapping y : [0, T ] → R
d with càdlàg trajectories such that

yT = yT−.

• Let x, y ∈ D([0, T ],Rd). We set |x|T := sups∈[0,T ] |xs|. By dS, we mean the Skorokhod metric
on D([0, T ],Rd).

• Let a ∈ D([0, T ],Rd), |a|T denotes the total variation on [0, T ].

• Let D ∈ C, we denote by ∂D the boundary of D. For x ∈ ∂D, Nx denotes the set of inward
normal unit vectors at x i-e η ∈ Nx iff for any y ∈ D, 〈x− y, η〉 ≤ 0.

• Let D ∈ C. For every y ∈ R
d, we denote by ΠD(y) the projection of y on D.

• If D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is a family of time-dependent sets such that Dt ∈ C for every t ≥ 0,
then Dt ⊂ B(0, rt), where rt denotes the radius of the ball B(0, rt). For z ∈ D([0, T ],Rd), we
say that z ∈ D if zt ∈ Dt for every t ≥ 0. We define D̊ as the set {D̊t, t ∈ [0, T ]}, where D̊t is
the interior of Dt.
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• For a topological space E, we denote by B(E) its Borel σ-algebra, and by P(E), the set of
probability measures on (E,B(E)). We define P2(E) as the set of all probability measures on
(E,B(E)) with finite second-order moments. For µ, ν ∈ P2(E), the second-order Wasserstein
distance is defined by the formula:

Wd(µ, ν) = inf

{

[∫

d(x, y)2π(dx, dy)

]1/2

;π ∈ P(E × E) with marginals µ and ν

}

.

Note that the distance considered in R
d is the Euclidean norm i-e., d(x, y) = |x − y| for

(x, y) ∈ R
2d.

Let t ∈ [0, T ]. On the space D([0, t],Rd), we define the distance d(ω1, ω2) := dt(ω1, ω2) =
sups∈[0,t] |ω1(s)− ω2(s)| for every ω1, ω2 ∈ D([0, t],Rd).

In the following, Wt denotes Wdt on the space P2(D([0, t],R
d)), and W denotes W|.| on the

space P2(R
d).

• For X ∈ D([0, T ],Rd), LX denotes the law of the process X on P(D([0, T ],Rd). Similarly, LXt

denotes the law of Xt on P(Rd), where t ≥ 0.

• If µ ∈ P(D([0, T ],Rd)), we denote by µt the push-forward image of the measure µ under Πt, and
by µt− the push-forward image of the measure µ under Πt− . Here, (Πt,Πt−) : D([0, T ],R

d) →
R
d × R

d is defined as Πt(ω) = ωt and Πt−(ω) = ωt− for ω ∈ D([0, T ],Rd).

• For a ∈ R
d, δa denotes the Dirac measure at a.

• We denote the predictable σ-algebra by P.

• For k ≥ 1, we denote by H
2,k the set of Rd-valued, càdlàg, and adapted processes (Xt)t≥0 such

that E

(

∫ T
0 |Xs|2ds

)

<∞.

• For two stopping times τ and τ ′ such that τ ≤ τ ′, we denote by S2
τ,τ ′ the complete space of Rd-

valued, càdlàg, and adapted processes (Xt)t≥0 such that ||X||S2

τ,τ ′
:= E(supt∈[τ,τ ′] |Xt|2)

1

2 <∞.

Remark 1.1. ([22]) Note that for D ∈ C, we have:

i) ∀y ∈ D 〈ΠD(x)− x,ΠD(x)− y〉 ≤ 0.

ii) If a ∈ D̊, then for every η ∈ Nx,

〈x− a, η〉 ≤ − dist(a, ∂D).

Proposition 1.1. ([3]) For each y in D([0, T ],Rd) and each positive ǫ, there exist points t0, t1, . . . , tv
such that

0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tv = T,

and
sup

t,s∈[ti−1,ti[
|yt − ys| < ǫ, i = 1, 2, . . . , v.

Remark 1.2. The following results can be found in [3], and [5].

• Note that (D([0, T ],Rd), dS) is a Polish space. It follows that (P2(D([0, T ],R
d), dS)) is also a

Polish space.

• The metric dS satisfies the following: for every x, y ∈ D([0, T ],Rd), we have dS(x, y) ≤ |x−y|T ,
which implies WdS ≤WT .
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2 Skorokhod reflection problem in a time-dependent convex do-

mains: Deterministic case

The Skorokhod reflection problem in the deterministic case is stated as follows:

Definition 2.1. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every
t, Dt ∈ C and t → Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric. Let y ∈ D([0, T ],Rd) such that
y0 ∈ D0. We say that a pair of functions (x, k) ∈ D([0, T ],R2d) is a solution to the reflection problem
associated with y if:

(i) xt = yt + kt, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

(ii) x ∈ D,

(iii) For every càdlàg z, such that z ∈ D, we have for every t ≥ 0

∫ t

0
〈xs − zs,dks〉 ≤ 0.

This problem will be denoted by RPD(y).

Remark 2.1 ([23]). Note that the point (iii) in the definition 2.1 implies the existence of a unit
vector η such that dks = ηsd|k|s with ηs ∈ Nxs if xs ∈ ∂Ds.

We establish the following a priori estimate for the solutions of problem SP (y).

Lemma 2.1. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} and D̃ = {D̃t, t ∈ [0, T ]} be two families of time-dependent
sets such that for every t ≥ 0, Dt and D̃t belong to C, t → Dt and t → D̃t are càdlàg with respect
to Hausdorff metric, DT = DT−, and D̃T = D̃T−. Let y and ỹ be elements of D([0, T ],Rd) such
that y0 ∈ D0 and ỹ0 ∈ D̃0. Let (x, k) and (x̃, k̃) be the solutions associated to SPD(y) and SPD̃(ỹ),
respectively. Then, for every t ≥ 0, we have

|xt − x̃t|2 ≤ |yt − ỹt|2 + 2 sup
s∈[0,t]

dH(Ds, D̃s)(|k|t + |k̃|t) + 2

∫ t

0
〈yt − ys + ỹs − ỹt,d(ks − k̃s)〉. (2.1)

Proof. Let t ≥ 0, we apply the change of variable formula to k − k̃, we get:

|xt − x̃t|2 ≤ |yt − ỹt|2 + 2

∫ t

0
〈xs − x̃s,d(ks − k̃s)〉+ 2

∫ t

0
〈yt − ys + ỹs − ỹt,d(ks − k̃s)〉.

We have,

∫ t

0
〈xs − x̃s,d(ks − k̃s)〉 =

∫ t

0
〈xs −ΠDs(x̃s) + ΠDs(x̃s)− x̃s, ηs〉1{xs∈∂Ds}d|k|s

−
∫ t

0
〈xs −ΠD̃s

(xs) + ΠD̃s
(xs)− x̃s, η̃s〉1{x̃s∈∂D̃s}

d|k̃|s.

By (iii) in Definition 2.1,

∫ t

0
〈xs −ΠDs(x̃s), ηs〉1{xs∈∂Ds}d|k|s ≤ 0 and

∫ t

0
〈x̃s −ΠD̃s

(xs), η̃s〉1{x̃s∈∂D̃s}
d|k̃|s ≤ 0.

5



It follows that,

∫ t

0
〈xs − x̃s,d(ks − k̃s)〉 ≤

∫ t

0
〈ΠDs(x̃s)− x̃s, ηs〉1{xs∈∂Ds}d|k|s +

∫ t

0
〈ΠD̃s

(xs)− xs, η̃s〉1{x̃s∈∂D̃s}
d|k̃|s

≤
∫ t

0
|ΠDs(x̃s)− x̃s|1{xs∈∂Ds}d|k|s +

∫ t

0
|ΠD̃s

(xs)− xs|1{xs∈∂D̃s}
d|k̃|s

≤
∫ t

0
d(x̃s,Ds)d|k|s +

∫ t

0
d(xs, D̃s)d|k̃|s

≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

dH(Ds, D̃s)(|k|t + |k̃|t).

Subsequently, we obtain:

|xt − x̃t|2 ≤ |yt − ỹt|2 + 2 sup
s∈[0,t]

dH(Ds, D̃s)(|k|t + |k̃|t) + 2

∫ t

0
〈yt − ys + ỹs − ỹt,d(ks − k̃s)〉.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.1. Let Dn = {Dn
t , t ∈ [0, T ]} and D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be families of time-dependent

sets such that for every t ≥ 0 and n ∈ N, Dn
t ,Dt ∈ C, and t → Dn

t , t → Dt are càdlàg with respect
to Hausdorff metric, Dn

T = Dn
T−, DT = DT− . Let {yn} and {an} be elements of D

(

[0, T ],Rd
)

such

that yn0 ∈ Dn
0 and an ∈ D̊n. Let {(xn, kn)} be a sequence of solutions of the Skorokhod problem

SPDn(yn). We assume that inft∈[0,T ] d(a
n
t , ∂D

n
t ) ≥ m, where m is a positive constant independent of

n, and lim
n
(supt∈[0,T ] dH(Dn

t ,Dt) + supt∈[0,T ] |ynt − yt| + supt∈[0,T ] |ant − at|) = 0. Then, there exists

C > 0 and N ∈ N such that for every n ≥ N , we have

|kn|T ≤ C( sup
t∈[0,T ]

|yt|2 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|at|2 + 1). (2.2)

Proof. Since yn and an converge uniformly to y and a, respectively, and an ∈ D, it follows that
y and a are càdlàg, and a ∈ D. By proposition 1.1, there exist points t0, t1, . . . , tv such that
0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tv = T and

sup
t,s∈[ti−1,ti[

|at − as|+ sup
t,s∈[ti−1,ti[

|yt − ys| <
m

4
, i = 1, 2, . . . , v. (2.3)

Let i ∈ {1 . . . v} and t ∈ [ti−1, ti]. We apply the change of variable formula to the function kn. −knti−1
,

we get

|knt − knti−1
|2 ≤ 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈xnu − xnti−1
,dknu〉 − 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈ynu − ynti−1
,dknu〉

≤ 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈xnu − anu,dk
n
u〉+ 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈anu − au,dk
n
u〉+ 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈au − ati−1
,dknu〉

+ 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈ati−1
− xnti−1

,dknu〉 − 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈ynu − yu,dk
n
u〉 − 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈yu − yti−1
,dknu〉

− 2

∫ t

ti−1

〈yti−1
− ynti−1

,dknu〉,

where in the last inequality, we have add and subtract an, a− ati−1
and y − yti−1

.
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Now, we use (ii) of Remark 1.1, and we apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to the second,
fifth, and seventh integrals. We split the third and sixth integrals into integrals over the intervals
[ti−1, t[ and {t}. In the fourth integral, we add and subtract ΠDti−1

(xnti−1
). By doing so, we obtain

|knt − knti−1
|2 ≤ −2

∫ t

ti−1

d(anu, ∂D
n
u)d|kn|u + 2 sup

s∈[0,T ]
|ans − as||kn|[ti−1,ti] + 2

∫

[ti−1,t[
〈au − ati−1

,dknu〉

+ 2〈at − ati−1
,∆knt 〉+ 2〈ati−1

−ΠDti−1
(xnti−1

), knt − knti−1
〉+ 2〈ΠDti−1

(xnti−1
)− xnti−1

, knt − knti−1
〉

+ 4 sup
s∈[0,T ]

|yns − ys||kn|[ti−1,ti] − 2

∫

[ti−1,t[
〈yu − yti−1

,dknu〉 − 2〈yt − yti−1
,∆knt 〉

≤ −2

∫ t

ti−1

d(anu, ∂D
n
u)d|kn|u + 2 sup

s∈[0,T ]
|ans − as||kn|[ti−1,ti] + 2 sup

t∈[ti−1,ti
[
|at − ati−1

||kn|[ti−1,ti]

+ 8 sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as| sup
t∈[ti−1,ti]

|knt − knti−1
|+ 4rti−1

sup
t∈[ti−1,ti]

|knt − knti−1
|+ 2 sup

t∈[0,T ]
dH(Dn

t ,Dt)|kn|[ti−1,ti]

+ 4 sup
s∈[0,T ]

|yns − ys||kn|[ti−1,ti] + 2 sup
t∈[ti−1,ti

[
|yt − yti−1

||kn|[ti−1,ti] + 8 sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys| sup
t∈[ti−1,ti]

|knt − knti−1
|.

According to the assumptions, there exists N such that for every n ≥ N ,

2 sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ans − as|+ 2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

dH(Dn
t ,Dt) + 4 sup

s∈[0,T ]
|yns − ys| ≤

m

2
.

Combining this with (2.3), we obtain,

2

∫ t

ti−1

d(anu, ∂D
n
u)d|kn|u + |knt − knti−1

|2 ≤

m|kn|[ti−1,ti] + 8( sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as|+ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys|++
1

2
rti−1

) sup
t∈[ti−1,ti]

|knt − knti−1
|.

We use the inequality 2|ab| ≤ (12 |a|2 + 2|b|2), we get

m|kn|[ti−1,ti] + sup
t∈[ti−1,ti]

|knt − knti−1
|2 ≤ 1

2
sup

t∈[ti−1,ti]
|knt − knti−1

|2 + 64( sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as|2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys|2 +
1

4
r2ti−1

).

By setting c = max
(

64, 14 max{i=1,...v+1}(r
2
ti−1

)
)

, we obtain

|kn|[ti−1,ti] ≤ c( sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys|2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as|2 + 1).

We sum on i, which is a finite sum, we get

|kn|T ≤ C( sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys|2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as|2 + 1),

where C = c(v + 1).
This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t,
Dt ∈ C and t→ Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric such that DT = DT− . Let y and a be
elements of D([0, T ],Rd). For n ≥ 0, we consider the following recursive sequence of times defined
by: tn0 = 0 and for i ≥ 1,

tni = (tni−1 + 1/n) ∧ inf{t > tni−1 dH(Dtni−1
,Dt) ≥

1

n
or |ytni−1

− yt| ≥
1

n
or |atni−1

− at| ≥
1

n
} ∧ T.

Then, we have
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For every n ≥ 1, there exists in such that for every i > in t
n
i = T .

In addition, if we consider the discretization of y, a and D given by the following:

Dn
t =

{

Dtni−1
, t ∈ [tni−1, t

n
i [, i = 1, . . . , in,

Dtnin
, t ∈

[

tnin , T
]

.

ynt =

{

ytni−1
, t ∈ [tni−1, t

n
i [, i = 1, . . . , in,

ytnin , t ∈
[

tnin , T
]

.

ant =

{

atni−1
, t ∈ [tni−1, t

n
i [, i = 1, . . . , in,

atnin , t ∈
[

tnin , T
]

.

We have,

lim
n

sup
0≤t≤T

dH(Dn
t ,Dt) = 0, lim

n
sup

0≤t≤T
|ynt − yt| = 0, and lim

n
sup

0≤t≤T
|ant − at| = 0.

Proof. i) The first point follows immediately from the fact that y, a and D are càdlàg.

ii) Assume that there exists a sequence (tn) in [0, T ] such that lim
n
tn = t and lim

n
dH(Dn

tn ,Dtn) 6= 0.

Setting sn = max{tni , tni ≤ tn} implies that, for every n ≥ 1, there exists jn such that sn = tnjn ,
Dn

tn = Dsn and sn ≤ tn < tnjn+1 ≤ sn + 1
n , hence lim

n
sn = t. We distinguish the following

cases:

case 1: If {n : t < sn} is infinite, we have

0 ≤ dH(Dn
tn ,Dtn) = dH(Dsn ,Dtn) ≤ dH(Dsn ,Dt) + dH(Dt,Dtn).

The last terms in the previous inequality tend to 0, which is a contradiction.

case 2: If {n : sn ≤ t ≤ tn} is infinite, then

0 ≤ dH(Dn
tn ,Dtn) ≤ dH(Dsn ,Dt) + dH(Dt,Dtn) ≤

1

n
+ dH(Dt,Dtn),

which also tend to 0. It is also a contradiction.

case 3: If {n : tn < t} is infinite, then

0 ≤ dH(Dn
tn ,Dtn) ≤ dH(Dsn ,Dt−) + dH(Dt− ,Dtn),

which is also a contradiction.

iii) Using the fact that y and a are càdlàg, the convergence of yn and an follows similarly as
(ii).

Theorem 2.1. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every
t, Dt ∈ C, and t → Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric. Let y and a be elements of
D([0, T ],Rd) such that y0 ∈ D0, a ∈ D̊, and inft∈[0,T ] d(at, ∂Dt) > 0. Then, there exists a unique
solution of the problem SPD(y). In addition,

|k|T ≤ C( sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ys|2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

|as|2 + 1). (2.4)

Proof. i) Uniqueness: It follows immediately from Lemma 2.1.
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ii) Existence: We consider the same discretization of y, a and D as in Lemma 2.2 along with
the following scheme.

xnt =















y0, if t ∈ [0, tn1 [ ,

ΠDn
tn
i−1

(xntni−2
+ ynt − ytni−2

), if t ∈ [tni−1, t
n
i [, i = 1, . . . , in,

ΠDn
tn
in−1

(xntnin−1
+ ynt − ytnin−1

), if t ∈
[

tnin , T
]

knt =















0, if t ∈ [0, tn1 [

kntni−2
+ xnt − xntni−2

− ynt + ytni−2
, if t ∈

[

tni−1, t
n
i [ i = 1, . . . , in,

kntnin−1
+ xnt − xntnin−1

− ynt + ytnin−1
, if t ∈ [tnin , T ].

We will complete the proof in two steps.

Step 1: We show that (xn, kn) = SPDn(yn), where Dn = {Dn
t , t ∈ [0, T ]}.

• By the construction of the scheme above, we have for every t ∈ [0, T ],

xnt = ynt + knt ∈ Dn
t .

• Let (vn)n≥1 be a sequence of elements of D([0, T ],Rd) such that for every n ≥ 0,
vn ∈ Dn, then

∫ t

0
〈xns − vns ,dk

n
s 〉 =

in
∑

i=1

〈xntni ∧t − vntni ∧t,∆k
n
tni ∧t

〉

=

in
∑

i=1

〈ΠDn
tn
i
∧t
(xntni−1

∧t +∆yntni ∧t)−v
n
tni ∧t

,ΠDn
tn
i
∧t
(xntni−1

∧t +∆yntni ∧t)− (xntni−1
∧t +∆yntni−1

∧t)〉

By (i) in Remark (1.1), the previous sum is non positive.

Step 2: We show that xn, kn converge to the solution of the reflection problem RPD(y) in the
space

(

D([0, T ],Rd), |.|T
)

.

On the one hand, we have

inf
t∈[0,T ]

d(ant , ∂D
n
t ) = min

i=0,...,in−1

(

inf
t∈[tni ,t

n
i+1

[
d(atni , ∂Dtni

)

)

∧ d(aT , ∂DT ) ≥ inf
t∈[0,T ]

d(at, ∂Dt),

which is positive and independent of n. Combined with Lemma 2.2, the assumptions of
Proposition 2.1 are satisfied. Therefore, |kn| satisfies inequality (2.2). On the other hand,
combining (2.2) with the inequality (2.1) in Lemma 2.1, we obtain xn and kn are Cauchy
sequences in

(

D([0, T ],Rd), |.|T
)

. Again from Proposition 2.1, kn converges uniformly to
a function with finite variation. Denote by x and k the limits of xn and kn, respectively.

• Let t ∈ [0, T ], we have

d(xt,Dt) ≤ |xt − xnt |+ d(xnt ,Dt) ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|xt − xnt |+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

dH(Dn
t ,Dt).

We tend n to ∞, we get d(xt,Dt) = 0, this implies xt ∈ Dt.
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• We show (iii) of Definition 2.1.
Let v ∈ D([0, T ],Rd) such that v ∈ D. We have xn and kn converge uniformly to x
and k. On the one hand, using Lemma 3.9 in [18], for every t ≥ 0, we have

lim
n

∫ t

0
〈xns − vs,dk

n
s 〉 =

∫ t

0
〈xs − vs,dks〉,

on the other hand,

∫ t

0
〈xns − vs,dk

n
s 〉 =

in
∑

i=0

〈xntni ∧t − vtni ∧t,∆k
n
tni ∧t

〉 ≤ 0.

It is clear that (x, k) satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 2.2, hence (2.4) holds true.

This completes the proof.

3 Reflected McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation

In this section, we consider a probability space
(

Ω,F, (Ft)t≤T ,P
)

satisfying the usual conditions,

with an F-adapted and R
m-valued Brownian motion (Wt)0≤t≤T and (Ñt)0≤t≤T is a martingale mea-

sure in R
d\{0} with Lévy measure λ independent of (Wt)0≤t≤T , corresponding to a standard Poisson

random measure N(t, A). For any measurable subset of Rd\{0} such that λ(A) <∞, we have:

Ñt(A) = N(t, A) − tλ(A),

where N(t, A) satisfies that
E[N(t, A)] = tλ(A).

The measure λ(·) is supposed to be a σ-finite measure on R
d\{0} and satisfies the following

integrability condition
∫

Rd\{0}

(

1 ∧ |z|2
)

λ(dz) <∞.

3.1 Application to stochastic processes

Now we give the definition of Skorokhod problem for processes.

Definition 3.1. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t,
Dt ∈ C and t → Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric, and DT = DT−. Let Y be a càdlàg
F-adapted process such that Y0 ∈ D0. We say that a pair of processes (X,K) is a solution of the
reflection problem associated with Y and D if X and K are càdlàg and F-adapted processes, such
that

(i) Xt = Yt +Kt, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

(ii) Xt ∈ Dt, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

(iii) For every càdlàg and F-adapted process Z such that Z ∈ D, we have

for every t ≥ 0

∫ t

0
〈Xs − Zs,dKs〉 ≤ 0.

We write (X,K) = SPD(Y ).
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Proposition 3.1. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t,
Dt ∈ C and t → Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric. Let Y be a càdlàg F-adapted process
such that Y0 ∈ D0. We assume that there exists a càdlàg and F-adapted process A such A ∈ D̊ and
inft∈[0,T ] d(At, ∂Dt) > 0. Then, there exists a unique solution to the problem SPD(Y ).

Proof. The proof is similar to the one given in the previous section, as the integral in the reflection
problem is in Stieltjes sense. The proof in the previous section shows that if Y is càdlàg and
F-adapted, then X and K are also càdlàg and F-adapted processes.

In the following, we provide an estimate for the solution for inputs that are semimartingales.

Proposition 3.2. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t,
Dt ∈ C and t→ Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric. Let Y and Ỹ be two semimartingales
with the following decompositions: Y = M + V and Ỹ = M̃ + Ṽ , such that Y0, Ỹ0 ∈ D0. Assume
that M and M̃ are martingales in S0,T , V and Ṽ are càdlàg adapted processes with finite variation
such that |V | and |Ṽ | are square-integrable. Let (X,K) and (X̃, K̃) be the solutions associated with
RPD(Y ) and RPD(Ỹ ), respectively. Then, there exists a constant C such that for all stopping times
τ in [0, T ], we have:

E( sup
0≤t≤τ

|Xt − X̃t|2) ≤ CE

(

|X0 − X̃0|2 + [M − M̃ ]τ + |V − Ṽ |2τ
)

,

where [M − M̃ ] denotes the quadratic variation of M − M̃ .

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have

|Xt − X̃t|2 ≤ |Yt − Ỹt|2 + 2

∫ t

0
〈Yt − Ys + Ỹs − Ỹt,d(Ks − K̃s)〉.

We apply Itô’s formula, we get

∫ t

0
〈Yt − Ys + Ỹs − Ỹt,d(Ks − K̃s) =

∫ t

0
〈Ks− − K̃s− ,d(Ys − Ỹs)〉

=

∫ t

0
〈Xs− − X̃s− ,d(Ys − Ỹs)〉 −

∫ t

0
〈Ys− − Ỹs− ,d(Ys − Ỹs)〉

=

∫ t

0
〈Xs− − X̃s− ,d(Ys − Ỹs)〉+ [Y − Ỹ ]t + |Y0 − Ỹ0|2 − |Yt − Ỹt|2

We use the decomposition of Y and Ỹ , apply Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, and perform a
simple computation to obtain

E( sup
0≤t≤τ

|Xt − X̃t|2) ≤
1

2
E(sup

s≤τ
|Xs − X̂s|2) + CE

(

|Y0 − Ỹ0|2 + [M − M̃ ]τ + |V − Ṽ |2τ
)

.

This completes the proof.

Remark 3.1. Note that if for some stopping time τ in [0, T ], we have

E( sup
t∈[0,τ ]

|At|2) + E( sup
t∈[0,τ ]

|Yt|2) <∞.

From inequality (2.4), we also have

E(|K|τ + sup
t∈[0,τ ]

|Xt|2) <∞.
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3.2 Existence and uniqueness of strong solution for reflected Mckean-Vlasov

equations

We first recall the existence and uniqueness result in the case of SDEs.

Definition 3.2. Let D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t,
Dt ∈ C and t→ Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric. Let X0 be an F0 measurable random
variable, with X0 ∈ D0, (b, σ) : [0, T ] × Ω × R

d × P
(

R
d
)

→ R
d × R

d×m and β : [0, T ] × Ω × R
d ×

P
(

R
d
)

×R
d\{0} → R

d be measurable random maps. A couple (X,K) is said to be a solution to the
reflected McKean-Vlasov SDE, which we denote by E(D, b, σ, β), if (X,K) = RPD(Y ), where Y is
given by the following:

Yt = X0+

∫ t

0
b (s,Xs,LXs) ds+

∫ t

0
σ (s,Xs,LXs) dWs+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β
(

s,Xs− ,LX
s−
, z
)

Ñ(ds,dz), for t ≥ 0.

We consider the following set of assumptions:

• (A1): D = {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is a family of time-dependent sets such that for every t, Dt ∈ C
and t→ Dt is càdlàg with respect to Hausdorff metric.

• (A2): There exists a process A in S0,T such that A ∈ D̊, and inft∈[0,T ] d(At, ∂Dt) > 0.

• (A3): X0 is F0 measurable random variable with X0 ∈ D0 and E(|X0|2) <∞.

• (A4): For fixed µ ∈ P(Rd), the processes b(., ., 0, µ) and σ(., ., 0, µ) are elements of H2,d and
H

2,dm, respectively. In addition, for (ω, t) fixed, there exists γ > 0 such that
∣

∣(b, σ)(t, ω, x, µ) − (b, σ)
(

t, ω, x′, µ′
)∣

∣ ≤ γ
(∣

∣x− x′
∣

∣+W
(

µ, µ′
))

.

• (A5): β is P ⊗ BRd ⊗ P2(R
d)⊗ BRd\{0}-measurable. For every (t, ω), we have

(

∫

Rd\{0}

∣

∣β(s, ω, x, µ, z) − β
(

s, ω, x′, µ′, z
)∣

∣

2
λ(dz)

)
1

2

≤ γ
(∣

∣x− x′
∣

∣+W
(

µ, µ′
))

,

∫

Rd\{0}
|β(s, ω, x, µ, z)|2λ(dz) ≤ γ(1 + |x|2).

Theorem 3.1. Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), for every µ ∈ P2(D([0, T ],R
d)), there exists a unique

solution (Xµ,Kµ) = RPD(Y
µ), where Xµ ∈ S2

0,T , and Y µ is given by:

Y µ
t = X0+

∫ t

0
b (s,Xµ

s , µs) ds+

∫ t

0
σ (s,Xµ

s , µs) dWs+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β
(

s,Xµ
s−
, µs− , z

)

Ñ(ds,dz), for t ≥ 0.

(3.1)

Proof. Note that for µ ∈ P2(D([0, T ],R
d)) and s, t ≥ 0 we have

W (µs, µt)
2 ≤

∫

D([0,T ],Rd)
|πs(ω)− πt(ω)|2 µ(dω), and W (µs, µt−)

2 ≤
∫

D([0,T ],Rd)
|πs(ω)− πt−(ω)|2 µ(dω).

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that t → µt is càdlàg with respect to
Wasserstein metric. Hence, by (A4) and (A5), the stochastic integrals in (3.1) are well-defined.

Let α ∈]0, 1[, we consider the following stopping time:

τ := inf{t > 0 : Cγ2(2t+ t2) ≥ α} ∧ T,
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with τ = ∞ for inf(∅), and C is the constant in Proposition 3.2.
We consider the mapping ϕ : S2

0,τ → S2
0,τ that associates X ∈ S2

0,τ with ϕ(X), where ϕ(X) is

defined as the first coordinate of the solution of the reflection problem RPD

(

Y µ
.∧τ

)

, which is justified

by Proposition 3.1.
We have for every X ∈ S2

0,τ , ϕ(X) ∈ S2
0,τ . Indeed, from assumptions (A4), (A5), and through

the application of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get

||Y µ||2S2
0,τ

≤ CT,γ,µE

(

|X0|2 +
∫ τ

0
|Xs|2ds+

∫ τ

0
|b(s, 0, µs)|2ds+

∫ τ

0
|σ(s, 0, µs)|2ds

)

+ CT,γ,µE

(

(1 + sup
0≤t≤τ

|Xt|2)
)

≤ CT,γ,µ

(

E
(

|X0|2
)

+ ||X||2S2
0,τ

+ 1
)

.

The value of the constant CT,γ,µ depend on T , γ, and α. It varies from one line to another. Given
that X ∈ S2

0,τ and based on assumptions (A2) and (A3), as well as the definition of the stopping
time τ , we can conclude, as indicated by Remark 3.1, that ||ϕ(Xµ)||S2

0,τ
<∞.

Now, we show that ϕ is a contraction. Let X, X̃ ∈ S2
0,τ , by proposition 3.2, we have

||ϕ(X) − ϕ(X̃)||2S2
0,τ

≤ C
(

E(

∫ τ

0
|σ (s,Xs, µs)− σ(s, X̃s, µs)|2ds)

+ E(

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|β(s,Xs− , µs− , z)− β(s, X̃s, µs− , z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(τ

∫ τ

0
|b(s,Xs, µs)− b(s, X̃s, µs)|2ds

)

≤ Cγ2E

(

(2τ + τ2) sup
0≤t≤τ

|Xt − X̃t|2
)

≤ α||X − X̃ ||2S2
0,τ
.

Therefore, by the Banach fixed point theorem, we have existence and uniqueness of solution on [0, τ ].
By induction, we define the following sequence of stopping times: τ0 = 0, and n ≥ 1

τn+1 := inf{t > τn : Cγ2(2(t− τn) + t2 − τ2n) ≥ α} ∧ T.

Using a similar argument as previously discussed, one can demonstrate the existence and uniqueness
of the solution on each interval [τn, τn+1]. Since t→ Cγ2(2(t−τn)+ t2−τ2n) is continuous, we obtain
P(∩n≥1{τn = T}) = 1, which implies the existence and uniqueness of a solution on [0, T ].

We show that Xµ ∈ S2
0,T . Given assumptions (A4) and (A5), along with inequality 2.4, we find

||Xµ||2S2
0,T

≤ CT,γE

(

|X0|2 +
∫ T

0
(1 + sup

0≤s≤u
|Xu|2)ds+

∫ T

0
|b(s, 0, µs)|2ds+

∫ T

0
|σ(s, 0, µs)|2ds+ ||A||S2

0,T

)

.

We utilize Gronwall’s Lemma, and we conclude based on assumptions (A2) and (A3). This completes
the proof.

Theorem 3.2. Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), a unique solution exists for the system E(D, b, σ, β).
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Proof. By Theorem 3.1, for every µ ∈ P2(D([0, T ],R
d)), there exists a unique solution (Xµ,Kµ)

satisfying (ii), (iii) of Definition 3.1 and the following equation

Xµ
t = X0+

∫ t

0
b (s,Xµ

s , µs) ds+

∫ t

0
σ (s,Xµ

s , µs) dWs+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β
(

s,Xµ
s−
, µs− , z

)

Ñ(ds,dz)+Kt, for t ≥ 0.

We define the mapping ψ : P2(D([0, T ],R
d)) → P2(D([0, T ],R

d)) which associates µ ∈ P2(D([0, T ],R
d))

with ψ(µ) = L(Xµ). We show that ψ is a contraction.
Consider µ, µ′ ∈ D([0, T ],Rd). By Proposition 3.2 and under assumptions (A4) and (A5), for

every t, we have

E( sup
0≤s≤t

|Xµ
s −Xµ′

s |2) ≤ Cγ2(2 + t)

(
∫ t

0
E( sup

0≤u≤s
|Xµ

u −Xµ′

u |2) +W (µs, µ
′
s)

2ds

)

+

∫ t

0
W (µs−, µ

′
s−)

2ds

≤ 2Cγ2(2 + T )

(∫ t

0
E( sup

0≤u≤s
|Xµ

u −Xµ′

u |2)ds+
∫ T

0
Ws(µ, µ

′)2ds

)

.

In the final line, we have made use of the fact that W (µs, µ
′
s) ∨ W (µs−, µ

′
s−) ≤ Ws(µ, µ

′). By
applying Gronwall’s inequality and considering the definition of the Wasserstein metric, we obtain

WT

(

ψ(µ), ψ(µ′)
)2 ≤ CT,γ

∫ T

0
Ws(µ, µ

′)2ds.

Here, CT,γ is a constant depend on T and γ. By iterating the previous inequality, we get for any
n ≥ 1

WT

(

ψn(µ), ψn
(

µ′
))2 ≤

Cn
T,γT

n

n!
WT

(

µ, µ′
)2
,

for n large enough, ψ is a contraction.
This completes the proof.

3.3 Stability of Reflected Mckean-Vlasov equations

In this subsection, we study a stability result for the solution of the system E(D, b, σ, β) with respect
to both the initial condition and the coefficients.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (A1)-(A2) are satisfied. Let (Xn
0 )n≥0, X0 be sequence of random

variables satisfying (A3). Let b, σ, β, (bn)n≥0, (σ
n)n≥0, (β

n)n≥0 be sequence of random maps satisfying
(A4)-(A5) uniformly in n. In addition, we assume the following:

i) limn→∞ E|Xn
0 −X0|2 = 0.

ii) There exists a positive constant δ, such that

sup
n≥0

(|bn(t, x, µ)| + |σn(t, x, µ)|) ≤ δ (1 + |x|) .

iii) On each compact K of Rd, we have

lim
n→∞

sup
0≤t≤T

sup
x∈K

sup
µ∈P2(Rd)

|bn(t, x, µ)− b(t, x, µ)| + |σn(t, x, µ)− σ(t, x, µ)| = 0, a.s

lim
n→∞

sup
0≤t≤T

sup
x∈K

sup
µ∈P2(Rd)

∫

Rd\{0}
|βn(t, x, µ, z) − β(t, x, µ, z)|2 λ(dz) = 0, a.s
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then

lim
n→∞

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xn
t −Xt|2

)

= 0,

where (Xn,Kn) is sequence of solutions of ED(b
n, σn, βn), and (X,K) is the solution of ED(b, σ, β).

Proof. We use Proposition 3.2, we get

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|Xn
t −Xt|2) ≤ C

(

E(|Xn
0 −X0|2 +

∫ T

0
|σn
(

s,Xn
s ,LXn

s

)

− σ (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|βn(s,Xn

s− ,LXn

s−
, z)− β(s,Xs,LX

s−
, z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(T

∫ T

0
|bn
(

s,Xn
s ,LXn

s

)

− b (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)
)

.

We add and subtract the quantities σn (s,Xs,LXs) , β
n
(

s,Xs,LX
s−
, z
)

, and bn (s,Xs,LXs), by using
the fact that the coefficients are Lipschitz, and from the definition of Wassertein metric, we get

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xn
t −Xt|2

)

≤ CT,γ

(

∫ T

0
E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

|Xn
u −Xu|2

)

ds+ E(
∣

∣Xn
0 −X0|2

)

+ E(

∫ T

0
|σn (s,Xs,LXs)− σ (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|βn(s,Xs− ,LX

s−
, z)− β(s,Xs,LX

s−
, z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0
|bn (s,Xs,LXs)− b (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)

)

.

By applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xn
t −Xt|2

)

≤ CT,γ

(

E(|Xn
0 −X0|2) + E(

∫ T

0
|σn (s,Xs,LXs)− σ (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|βn(s,Xs− ,LX

s−
, z)− β(s,Xs,LX

s−
, z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0
|bn (s,Xs,LXs)− b (s,Xs,LXs) |2ds)

)

.

The first term of this inequality tend to 0 by (i). From the assumptions (A5), (ii), and (iii), the
Dominated Convergence Theorem guarantees that the three last terms tend to 0.

This completes the proof.

3.4 Propagation of Chaos

Let N ≥ 1 and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. We consider (Xi
0,W

i, Ñ i) as a sequence of independent copies of
(X0,W, Ñ ). In this subsection, we study the law of a solution to the interacting N -particle system
(XN,i,KN,i)1≤i≤N given by the following
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(S)































































XN,i
t = Xi

0 +

∫ t

0
b



s,XN,i
s ,

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
Xj,N

s



 ds+

∫ t

0
σ



s,XN,i
s ,

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
Xj,N

s



 dW i
s

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β



s,XN,i
s−
,
1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
Xj,N

s−

, z



 Ñ i(ds,dz) +Ki,N
t , t ∈ [0, T ],

Xi,N
t ∈ Dt, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

for every càdlàg and adapted process Z ∈ D,
∫ t

0
〈Xi,N

s − Zs,dK
i,N
s 〉 ≤ 0 for every t ≥ 0.

Proposition 3.3. Under assumptions (A1)-(A5), a unique solution exists for the system (S).

Proof. Since for every u = (u1, . . . , uN ) and v = (v1, . . . , vN ) in R
dN ,

W

(

1

N

N
∑

i=1

δui
,
1

N

N
∑

i=1

δvi

)

≤ 1√
N

|u− v|,

the proof follows similarly as the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 3.4. Let (Xi,Ki) be the solution of RP (Y i)D, where Y i is given by:

Y i
t = Xi

0+

∫ t

0
b
(

s,Xi
s,LXi

s

)

ds+

∫ t

0
σ
(

s,Xi
s,LXi

s

)

dW i
s+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd\{0}
β
(

s,Xi
s− ,LXi

s−
, z
)

Ñ i(ds,dz).

Then, there exists a constant C, which depend on T , such that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi,N
t −Xi

t |2) ≤ C











N−1/2, d < 4

N−1/2 logN, d = 4

N− 2

d , d > 4

Consequently, the following convergence hold true:

lim
N→∞

sup
1≤i≤N

E sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi,N
t −Xi

t |2 = 0.

And for all k ≥ 1, the following weak convergence holds true:

L(XN,1,XN,2,...,XN,k) −→
N→∞

L(X1,X2,...,Xk).

Proof. Set

µN =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

δXj,N , and µ =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

δXj .

By applying the inequality in Proposition 3.2, and by adding and subtracting the terms σ
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

, σ
(

s,Xi
s, µs

)

,
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β
(

s,Xi
s− , µ

N
s− , z

)

, β
(

s,Xi
s− , µs− , z

)

, b
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

, and b
(

s,Xi
s, µs

)

, we obtain

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi,N
t −Xi

t |2) ≤ C
(

E(

∫ T

0
|σ
(

s,Xi,N
s , µNs

)

− σ
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

|2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0
|σ
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

− σ(s,Xi
s, µs)|2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0
|σ
(

s,Xi
s, µs

)

− σ(s,Xi
s,LXi

s
)|2ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|β(s,Xi,N

s−
, µNs− , z)− β(s,Xi

s− , µ
N
s− , z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|β(s,Xi

s− , µ
N
s− , z)− β(s,Xi

s− , µs− , z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\{0}
|β(s,Xi

s− , µs− , z)− β(s,Xi
s− ,LXi

s−
, z)|2λ(dz)ds)

+ E(T

∫ T

0
|b
(

s,Xi,N
s , µNs

)

− b
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

|2ds)

+ E(T

∫ T

0
|b
(

s,Xi
s, µ

N
s

)

− b(s,Xi
s, µs)|2ds)

+ E(T

∫ T

0
|b
(

s,Xi
s, µs

)

− b(s,Xi
s,LXi

s
)|2ds)

)

.

Using assumptions (A4) and (A5), along with Gronwall’s Lemma and the exchangeability of (Xi,N ,Xi),
we find:

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi,N
t −Xi

t |2) ≤ CT,γ

(

E

(
∫ T

0
W (µs,LXi

s
)2ds

)

+ E

(
∫ T

0
W (µs−,LXi

s−
)2ds

))

.

By Theorem 3.1, Xi ∈ S2
0,T , then µ and LXi belong to P2(D([0, T ],R

d)). Similar to the proof of
Theorem 3.1, it follows that t→ µt and t→ LXt are càdlàg with respect to the Wasserstein metric,
hence

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi,N
t −Xi

t |2) ≤ 2TCT,γ sup
0≤t≤T

E
(

W (µs,LXi
s
)2
)

. (3.2)

By Theorem 5.8 in [5], there exists a positive constant C such that

E

[

W
(

µs,LXi
s

)2
]

≤ C











N−1/2, d < 4,

N−1/2 logN, d = 4,

N− 2

d , d > 4.

(3.3)

The second point follows immediately from this inequality.
For the last point, we use the second point of Remark 1.2, the definition of Wasserstein metric

and the exchangeability of (Xi,N ,Xi), we get

WdS

(

L(XN,1,XN,2,...,XN,k),L(X1,X2,...,Xk)

)2
≤WT

(

L(XN,1,XN,2,...,XN,k),L(X1,X2,...,Xk)

)2

≤ kE( sup
0≤i≤k

∣

∣Xi,n −Xi
∣

∣

2
).

Again by remark 1.2, and Theorem 6.9 in [29], we get L(XN,1,XN,2,...,XN,k) converges weakly to

L(X1,X2,...,Xk).

This completes the proof.
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