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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS FOR VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV
STOCHASTIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS WITH SMALL NOISE
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ABSTRACT. This work is devoted to studying asymptotic behaviors for Volterra type McKean-
Vlasov stochastic differential equations with small noise. By applying the weak convergence ap-
proach, we establish the large and moderate deviation principles. In addition, we obtain the central
limit theorem and find the Volterra integral equation satisfied by the limiting process, which involves
the Lions derivative of the drift coefficient.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the following Volterra type McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs) on
R<:

t t
X¢, :§+/ K (8, )b(s, XEg L= )ds + \/5/ Ko () o(s, Xeg, Lz JAW,, 0<t<T,
0 s, 0 ’ s,
(1.1)

where Ly: € P (R?) denotes the probability law of Xi¢, € €(0,1] is a small parameter, K;(t, s),
i = 1,2 are two positive functions defined on the simplex Ap = {0 < s <t < T} which may be
singular, W; is an m-dimensional Brownian motion defined on the classical Wiener space (2, F,P),
¢ is a R? valued random variable independent of the Brownian motion B, and the coefficients
o :[0,T] x R x Py(R?) — RY x R™, b: [0,T] x R? x Po(R%) — R? are Borel measurable. Here we
use P2(RY) to denote the set of all square integrable probability measures on R?.
This paper aims to investigate the asymptotic behavior for (1.1). More precisely, we will study
the asymptotic behaviors of
e XO
t?é‘ t7§
——2_ tel0,T],
v o e
as € — 0, where X0 satisfies the following deterministic Volterra integral equation (formally setting
e=01in (1.1)):

t
Xle =€+ [ Kut,5)bls, X0, 0y )ds, (12)
0 s
where ¢ is the Dirac point measure. We focus particularly on the following three tasks.
(i) The choice h(e) = % provides the large deviation principle (LDP) with speed 7! (e.g.
Theorem 3.1 in Section 3).

e _vyO
(ii) The choice h(e) = 1 yields the central limit theorem (CLT), i.e. Xt&i\/gXt& converges to a

stochastic process which solves a Volterra integral equation involving the Lions derivative
of the drift coefficient (e.g. Theorems 4.1 in Section 4).
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(iii) The choice h(e) satisfying
h(g) = 0o, Veh(e) = 0ase — 0,

fills the gap between the CLT and LDP scales, that is, it provides the moderate deviation
estimate with speed h?(¢) (e.g. Theorem 5.1 in Section 5).

To complete the first two tasks we shall use the weak convergence criteria presented in [13] and
the key point is to identify the corresponding controlled Volterra equations. The main difficulty to

complete the third task is to obtain estimate of the form IE( SUpefo,7] |1 Zie — Zt,§|p) (see Section 4

for the definition of Zy ¢ and Zi¢) in particular due to the singularity of kernels. We shall apply
extended Kolmogorov’s continuity criteria (see e.g. [35]) to overcome this difficulty. This approach
extends the approach of Qiao [28] to distribution depepdent case.

In the absence of the Volterra kernels, that is the kernels K1 = Ky = 1, the equation (1.1) is
reduced to classical McKean-Vlasov SDEs (also called distribution dependent SDEs [29] or mean-
field SDEs). In this case the equation was first studied by Kac in [15, 16], which describe limiting
behaviors of individual particles in an interacting particle system of mean-field type when the
number of particles goes to infinity (propagation of chaos) and has widely applied to various fields.
We refer to [12, 22] and the references therein for more details. For this type of classical McKean-
Vlasov SDEs, the small noise asymptotic behaviors have been extensively investigated in recent
years. Herrmann et al. [11] obtained the LDP in path space equipped with the uniform norm,
when the drift is superlinear but coercive, and the diffusion coefficient is a constant. Dos Reis et
al. [8] obtained the LDP in both uniform and Hélder topologies under the assumption that the
drift and diffusion coefficients satisfy some extra Holder continuity with respect to time.

When the coefficients b and o do not depend on the distribution £x=  of the solution process (1.1)
is reduced to stochastic Volterra integral equations or Volterra type SDEs. There are now a large
amount of work dedicated to this type of equations. They can be driven by general semimartingales
in addition to Brownian motion. When the kernel is singular, usually the coefficients needs to be
nicer and when the kernel is more regular, the coefficients can be allowed to be more general.
Among the large body of literature let us mention [1, 2, 3, 4, 18, 24, 26, 27]. Let us also point out
that the Euler and Milstein schemes for these equations with singular kernels was studied in [19].
For these Volterra-type SDEs with regular kernel, a Freidlin-Wentzell’s type LDP was established
in [23] in continuous functions space and was later extended in [17] to the Besov-Orlicz space.
The case of singular kernels was studied in [35] and then in [36]. The MDP for one dimensional
stochastic Volterra equations with regular kernels the MDP was studied in [20]. More recently,
Jacquier and Pannier [13] established LDP and MDP for stochastic Volterra systems with singular
kernels under weaker conditions. Qiao [28] first proved CLT for stochastic Volterra-type SDEs
with singular kernels. To the best of our knowledge, there are no LDP, CLT, and MDP results for
Volterra-type McKean-Vlasov stochastic integral equations so far.

Compared with classical SDEs, Volterra type SDEs are more complex. On the one hand, these
equations are in general neither Markovian nor semi-martingales, and include fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst index H € (0, 1) as a special case when b =0, 0 = 1, and

Koft,) = K7(15) = exg(t — "4 4 e — ) [0 )" (1

S l_H
5 ’ 5)2 )d@,

with

B 2HT(3 — H) 3
= (F(H DT - 2H))
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Volterra-type McKean-Vlasov SDEs first appeared in [32], in which the authors studied the well-
posedness for a class of mean-field backward stochastic Volterra integral equations associated with
the Pontryagin’s type maximum principle for a controlled mean field Volterra system. This result
is then extended in [34] to study the well-posedness and Pontryagin’s type maximum principle of
mean-field backward doubly stochastic Volterra integral equation. Very recently, the well-posedness
for Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDEs is considered in (|25, Theorem 2.3]) when the kernel is sin-
gular but the coefficients b and o are Lipschitzian, or when kernel is regular with Hoélder continuous
coefficients ([14, Theorem 2.10 or Theorem 1.3]). The result [25, Theorem 2.3] is extended in [21]
to a more general case by applying Volterra-type Gronwall’s inequality.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we establish the large deviation
principle for Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDEs. The CLT and MDP are presented in Section
4 and Section 5 respectively. To facilitate the reading of the paper, we postpone some auxiliary
lemmas to Appendix A.

Throughout this paper C), denotes a positive constant which may changes from line to line, where
the subscript p is used to emphasize that the constant depends on certain parameter(s) p.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Throughout this paper, we denote by R? the n-dimensional Euclidean space. Let
(Q, F, (Ft)e=0,P) to be a given complete filtered probability space (2, F, (Ft)t>0,P), where F; is a
nondecreasing family of sub-o fields of F satisfying the usual conditions. Let P be the space of all
probability measures p on R%, and let

Py(RY) = {u epP (le) T (\ . ]2) = /Rd lz[2p(dz) < oo}.

It is well known that P is a Polish space under the Wasserstein distance

1
Wo(p,v) := inf </ |z — y[*m(dz, dy)> v ePs (le) :
TEE (1,v) R™ xR™

where € (u,v) is the set of couplings for p and v; that is, 7 € € (u,v) is a probability measure on
R¢ x R? such that 7 ( X ]Rd) =pand 7 (le X ) =v.

For measurable functions K and L on Ry x Ry the convolutions K * L is defined by
t
(K = L)(t,s) :/ K(t,u)L(u, s)du,
for almost all (¢,s) € A, where A := {t,s € Ry xRy : s <t}.

2.2. L-derivatives for the functions on Py(R?). For any u € P(R?), the tangent space at u
is given by

T2 = L*(R? = R 1) = {qﬁ : R? — RY ¢ is measurable with pu(|¢|?) := /d |p(x)Pp(dz) < oo}.
R

For ¢ € T),, we set [|g]|z,,, 1= [ga [6(z)*n(dw).

Definition 2.1. Let f : Po(R?) — R be a continuous function, and let I be the identity map on
R?.
(i) If for any p € Pa(R?)
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is a well-defined bounded linear functional, then we say that f is intrinsically differentiable at u
and we denote the intrinsic derivative of f at u by Déf(u).

(i1) If for any u € Pa(R?)

i |f (o (Id+¢)~") = f(p) — DL f (1)l
11m
617, ,—0 9|7, 2

f is called L-differentiable at p with the L-derivative (i.e. Lions derivative) D* f(u). By the Riesz
representation theorem, there exists a unique element DV f(u) € T, w2 satisfying

(DEF(1), 00y, , = [, (D210)(@), d(a))u(de) = DEF(), ¥ 6 € Ta.

=0,

(iii) Denote by C'(Py(R?)) the set of all continuous functionals f on Po(RY) satisfying that f
is L-differentiable at any point u € Po(R?), and the L-derivative DT f(u)(x) has a version jointly
continuous in (u,x) € Pa(RY) x RY. Moreover, let C}(P2(RY)) be the subset of C1(Pa(R?)) such
that DL f(u)(x) is bounded: there is a Cy, depending only on f so that |DXf(u)(z)| < Cy for all
wE Po and z € R%,

For a vector-valued function f = (f;), or a matriz-valued function f = (f; ;) with L-differentiable
components, we write

Dg f(u) = (D§ fi(w)), or Dy f(p) = (Dg fij(), 1€ Pa(RY).

2.3. Volterra type Growall’s inequality. We first recall the following lemma due to Girpenberg
[10] (Theorem 1).

Lemma 2.2. Let K : A — R4 be a measurable function. Assume that for any T > 0,

t
¢ H/ K(t,s)ds € L(0,T)
0

and
hmsupH K( +¢e,5) dsH <1
€l0 L=(0,T)
Define
Ry(t,s) = K(t,s), Rpt+1(t,s) / K(t,u)R,(u,s)du, n e N. (2.3)

Then for any T > 0, there exist constants Cp > 0 and v € (0,1) such that

H /0, R"("S)dSHLoo(QT) < Crny", VY nelN.

In particular, the series

R(t,s) := Z R, (t,s) (2.4)
n=1

converges for almost all (t,s) € A. Moreover, we have
R(tvs) _K(tvs) = (K*R)(t7 S) - (R*K)(t7 8)7 (25)
and for any T > 0,

£ /0 "R(t. s)ds € L®(0.T). (2.6)
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The function R defined by (2.4) is called the resolvent of the kernel K. The set of all functions
K in Lemma 2.2 will be denoted by K. We now present Gronwall’s lemma of Volterra type due to
Zhang [36] (Lemma 2.2).

Lemma 2.3. Let K € K and R,, and R be defined by (2.3) and (2.4), respectively. Let f,g: Ry —
R, be two measurable functions satisfying that for any T > 0 and some n € IN,
t s /Ot Ru(t, s)f(s)ds € L=(0,T)
and for almost all t € (0,00),
/Ot R(t,s)g(s)ds < o0.
If for almost all t € (0,00),
£ < gt0) + [ Kit, )7,

then for almost all t € (0,00),
t
£ o0+ [ R(t.9)g(s)ds.

2.4. A criterion of large deviation principles. Let F be a Polish space. For each € > 0, let
X°¢ be an E-valued random variable given on (2, F, (F;)i>0,P).

Definition 2.4. (rate function) A function I : E — [0,400) is called a rate function if I is
lower semicontinuous. Moreover, a rate function I is called a good rate function if the level set
{zx € E:1(x) < N} is compact for each constant N < oo.

Definition 2.5. (Large deviation principle) A sequence of random variables {X¢} is said to satisfy
the LDP on E with rate function I if the following lower and upper bound conditions hold:

(1) (Lower bound) For any open set G C E,

o . > _
lllgl_gélfslog P(X®e@G) > ;Ielél(a:)

(1) (Upper bound) For any closed set F' C E,

limsupelogP(X® € E) < —sup I(x).
e—0 zeF

Definition 2.6. (Laplace principle) We say that X¢ satisfies the Laplace principle with the rate
function I, if for any real bounded continuous function g on E

gi_%eloglE{eXp {— g(fe)” = —;Ielg (g(x) + I(x)).

Lemma 2.7. (Varadhan’s lemma [33]) Let the random sequence { X¢} with values in a Polish space
E fulfill the LDP with a good rate function I. Then {X¢} fulfills the Laplace principle on E with
the same rate function I.

Lemma 2.8. (Bryc’s converse [7]) The Laplace principle implies the LDP with the same good rate
function.

Combination of Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 yields that if £ is a Polish space and I is a good rate
function, then the LDP and Laplace principle are equivalent.
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Denote C$ := C([0,T],R?) the space of continuous functions from [0,7] to R? equipped with
the supremum norm |[¢|7 := sup;c(o 7 [¢¢| and let

T
A= {v : Q x [0,T] — R™ progressively measurable,E{/ |vt|2dt} < —|—OO},
0

T
Sy = {v eL?: / v |?ds < N},
0
and
An = {UGAZ’UESN}.
Definition 2.9. [13] For all N € N and v € Ay we define
g}}’N = {gb :Q — C%: so that there exist {e, }nen C [0,00) with nh—>Holo en =0
and a sequence {v°" }peN C Ay with Jim v"" = v in distribution such that
1
Ven

and QS’N is empty if v is not in Ax. For allv € A, we also denote G) := U, en ggN.

— 3 En ’ En . . . .
¢ = nh_)n(;og (W—i— /0 v ds) n dzstmbutwn},

Then we define the functional I : C% — [0, +oc] given by
RS N 2 0
I(¢) := 1nf{§/ lvs|“ds : v € L* such thathva}. (2.7)
0

Definition 2.10. [13] We say that ¢ € C’,f,{ is uniquely characterized if there exists a sequence
{v"}new C L2 such that

I 1
G =10} and 3 [ iPas < 1(0)+ .

for allm € N. In particular, if there exists © € L? which attains the infimum in (2.7) and G = {6}
then ¢ is uniquely characterized, because one can choose v = v for all n € IN.

The above functions ¢, v,v", ¥ are deterministic.

In order to formulate the sufficient condition for Laplace principle (equivalently, Large Deviations
Principle). We also need the following basic assumption from [13].

(U) For any § > 0 and any ¢ € C% such that I(¢) < oo, there exists ¢° uniquely characterized
such that [[¢ — ¢°|r < 6 and [[I(¢) — I(¢°)||7 < 0.
Lemma 2.11. [13] Assume that

Condition (i): For all N >0, allv € Ax and all families {v°}.>0 in An converging in distribu-
tion to v as € tends to zero, {G*(W + % Jovids)} is tight.

Condition (ii): The functional I defined by (2.7) has compact level sets, i.e. I is a good rate
function.

Condition (iii): Assumption (U) holds.

Then the family {G°(W)}eso satisfies the Laplace principle and, by equivalence, satisfies the
Large Deviations Principle with rate function I and speed e 1.
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2.5. Technical lemmas. In order to prove our main results, we first state some assumptions used
later.

(H1) There exist positive constant v > 0 and Cp > 0 such that for any 0 <t <t <T
/ K(F,s) — Kt 8)[2ds < Crlt — 27, te[0,T], i=1,2,
t/

K2(t',s)ds < Crlt —t'[*, tel0,T], i=1,2.
t

(H2) For any z,y € R?, p,v € Po(R?) and t € [0, 7]
|b(t7 €T, lu’) - b(t7 Y, V)H + HO'(t, xz, :u) - O-(tv Y, V)H <Ly (|$ - y| + WQ(:“» V))7
where L; > 0 is a positive constant.
(H3) For any = € RY, i € Po(RY) and ¢ € [0, T]
bt 2, )] + ot 2, )| < Lo (1 + 2] + Wa(p,60) )
where Lo > 0 is a positive constant.

Remark 2.12. (i) Note that by (H1) and Holder’s inequality, the kernel K (t,s) := C1K(t,s) +
CoKs(t,s) + C3K32(t,s) + C4K2(t,s) with positive constants C; > 0,i = 1,2,3,4 satisfies the fol-
lowing properties:

t
t s / K(t,s)ds € L(0,T)
0
and

+e
limsupH/ K(-+e,s dsH < 1.
l0 L>°(0,T)

Let RE and RE be defined by (2.3) and (2.4) in terms of K respectively. By (2.3), (2.5), (2.6)
and (H1), when n =1 we have

T T
/ RE(t,s)ds = / K(t,s)ds < oo,
0 0
and
t
/ RE(t,s)ds < oc.
0

This enables us to use Lemma 2.3.
(i) It is clear that under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), there exists a unique solution Xi. of
(1.1) (XP¢ of (1.2)) (Theorem 3.1 of [21]).

Lemma 2.13. Under the assumption (H1), the following inequalities hold for any adapted R?-
valued process Y and R¥>™ -valued process Z:

(i) forp > 2 and t € [0,T],
t » t
IEH/ Kl(ta 3)}/5(:13‘ } < CILT/ Kl(ta 3) ' IE‘Y;’pd&
0 0
(ii) for p > 2 and t € [0,T],

]EH /Ot Ks(t,8)Zs

t
[ <G [ K3(t.9)-BlzJPas.
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(iii) for p > 2,v € Ay and t € [0,T],
t » b,
]EH/O K (1, 5) Zovads|] < cp,T,N/O K2(t,5) - | Z,|"ds,
(iv) forp>1,t € [0,T] and h >0 witht+h < T,

t » t+h »
1EH/ (Ki1(t+ h,s) = Ki(t,5))Ysds| | +]EH/ Kyt +h,s)Ysds| | < Cprh sup E[Vi[?],
0 t te[0,7

(v) forp>2t€[0,T] and h >0 witht+h <T,

p
] < Cortom sup Bz,

)] [ Kottt 2,
t te€[0,7T

IEH /Ot<K2<t+h,s)—K2(t,s)) s

(vi) for p>2,v € An,t € [0,T] and h >0 witht + h < T,

t p i+h P
E[| [ +hos) = Katts) Zoods| |+ B[ [ Ki(t+h5) Zoods| | < Conti” sup ElIZIP)
0 t te[0,7

Proof. Let us show (i), (ii7) and (iv) first. Take p > 2. Holder’s inequality show that

p—1
/KltsYds /Klts E[|Y,[P]ds - /Klts)ds]

< Cyr [ Kalt,s) E[V:P)ds
0

For (iii), by Holder’s inequality and recall v € Ay we have

t p t 2 t 3
B[ [ mito)Zods ] < ([ o2as)® E| [ K2es) - )Z2)Rs
0 0 0

4 ¢ 2 t 2 g_l
< NE [ KH(ts) El|Z7ds | [ Kt
0 0

t
< Cpir || Ki(t,5) - B[ Z:]")ds

For (iv), by Minkowski’s integral inequality we observe

t+h

IEH /Ot(Kl(t + h,s) — Ki(t, s))sts’p} —HEH Ki(t+h, s)sts‘p}

t

< (/Ot’m(tm,s) ~ Ki(t,5)| - [E|Yap)rds) + (/ttJrhKl(tJrh,s)-[IE!YSI‘”]%dS)p

< tes[%g“} EHYS’P]((/; ‘Kl(t + h,s) — K (t, s)‘ds)p + (/tH—h Ky (t+ h, s)ds)p)

< Cprh™ sup E[|Y,P].
te[0,7

We next show (i7) and (v). For (ii), let p > 2, using BDG’s inequality, Minkowski’s integral
inequality and Holder’s inequality we have

JEH/Oth(t,s) aw['] SC'plE[(/OtK%(t,S)HZSH2dS)§}

t t p_q
<G, [ Ki(t.s) ElIZNds- | [ K3(t,5)as]”
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t
< Cpr [ K3(t.5) - ElIZ, s

For (v), take p > 2. By the BDG’s inequality and Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain
P
|
p
2

t 9 9 % t+h 9 9 b
gcp]E(/ [K(t + h.s) = Ka(t, )| - [ Za]|ds) +C,,]E(/t K3(t+ h.s) - || Z|%ds)

sp} +1EH Hth(t—kh,s) ’
t

B /Otu@(t +hs) - Ka(t, 5))Zs

P
2

< Gy [ 1Balt + o) — Kot ) Bl ZeIPTRas) " + G [ K2<t+h,s>1En|zsup1pds)

< C, sup ]E[||Zt||p][</0t|K2(t—|—h, s) —Kg(t,s)|2ds % / K3(t+h, S)ds) }

te[0,7

< Cprh™ sup E[||Z["].
t€[0,T

Finally, we show (vi). By Holder’s inequality and recall v € Ax we have

t+h »
’/ (Ka(t — Ks(t,))Zs vsds’ +1E ’/ Ky(t h,s)stsd.S’ }
b
2

g(/ vgds%- /\K2t+hs) Ko(t,s)[? - |Z.Pds)
0
p

t
+([ st E / K3(t + hys) - 1Z,)%ds)”
0

SCN(/Ot\K2<t+h=s>—Kz<t,s>\ E(|Z. |7 ds) " (/ K3(t + h, )E[| Z 7 ds)

[NS]

< Cy sup E[|Z]|] / |[Ka(t + B, 5) — Ks(t, 5)[ds) +(/t+ K3(t+h,s)ds)” )

t€[0,T]
< CrnhP sup E[||Z||"],
te[0,7
which completes the proof. m|

Lemma 2.14. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 1,&,n7 € R?

sup E’Xt g‘p < CpTLz(l + ‘g’p)
t€[0,T]

and

sup E|X7e — Xp, [P < Cproni € —nf”,
te[0,T]

where the constants Cp 7.1, and C, 1 1, are independent of €.

Proof. We can assume p > 2, which is sufficient for p > 1 by Lyapunov inequality. By Lemma 2.13
(i)-(ii), (H1), (H3) and Lemma 2.6 in [8], for 0 < & < 1 we have

E| X7l

t
_E’f—i-/ Kl t s)b(s Xss,ﬁxssé)ds-i- \/g/ Kg(t,S)O'(S,X;@ﬁXSs&)
’ 0 ’

p t
<@ eP + 3| [ Kt s, Xigo Lz Js| + 3 E|VE [ Kalt shols, XieoLxc,)
0 = 0 ’ N
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t t
<3PTlgP + CP,T/ Ky(t,s) - E[b(s, X5, Lx=,)[Pds + Cp,T/ K3 (t,s)  Ello(s, X5 e Lxe,)|["ds
0 . 0 ’ .
t P
<3 e+ ¢, ,T,LQ/O K (t,5) - E[L+ [ X3¢ + Wa(Cx: . 00)| ds

ds

t P
- CP,T,LZ/O K3(t,5) - E|1 + | XZ¢| + Wa(Lx< , 60)|

t t
<3 g+ T,Lo / Ki(t,s)(1+ E|X: ¢|P)ds + Cp 1L, / K3(t, s)(1+ IE\ngyp)ds
0 0

t
<3NP + Cor, + Cp,T,Lz/O Ki(t,s) - BIXS ¢ [Pds,

where K 5(t,s) := Cp1,1, - (K1(t,s) + K3(t,s)) and the constant Cp, 1,1, is independent of e.

Let R12 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and (2.6), we obtain
that for almost all ¢ € [0, T,

t *
E|X; [P < 377 E[P + Cprpy +/ Rz (t,5) - (3P ] + Cpori1,)ds
0
< Cpr,,(1+ [€]P).

Similarly, we can prove
]E’Xfi& a Xl‘in‘p < Cpral€ —nlP.

O
Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.14, we have the following Lemma associated with ng.
Lemma 2.15. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 1,£,n € R?
sup | X7Pe[P < Cpp,(1+ [€P),
te€[0,T
and
sup |X7e — X2, 1P < Cprp, 1€ — P,
te[0,7
where the constants Cp .1, and C, 1 1, are independent of €.
e _vyoO
Lemma 2.16. Denote Q)5 := % Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. Then for p > 2,¢ € R?
Cp. 1.1y, Lo
sup E|Qf[F < === (1 + [¢P),
t€[0,7) ! |h(e)[P
where the constant Cp 1.1, 1, 5 independent of .
Proof. Write
t b(s, X5 ¢, Lx= )—b(s,ng,éxo ) 1t
s = Ki(t,s)- ’ = ’ >¢ d /Kt XS Lxe )dWs.
Q; /0 1(t,s) \/Eh(&“) s+ h(e) Jo 2( ,8)o(s, 8,6 Xs,g) s
(2.8)

By Lemma 2.13 (i)-(ii) and (H1)-(H3), we have
E|Q; "
t b(s, XS¢, Lxe ) —b(s, X0 650 )
][ B et
0

Veh(e)

p

1 t
K X: c s
st iy [ Bt 9o, Xi Lz Jaw
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<2p—1]E‘/tK (t s) b(S,X;EwCX; ) b(S Xs§75X05 ds ‘ + 9P~ I]E‘ / K t S) (S Xe. [ )

= o 1 VER(E) W Jo T
t b(s,ng,EXs ) b(s, 5575X0 )

<C / Ki(t,s)-E ’ >¢_|'ds

Cp,T t 2 €
TTREP 0K2<t,s>-lauosX@£xs )" ds
‘XE,S - Xg,g’ + W2(£X§,s’5Xg,s) pd
VEhE) o
P
n p,TL2/ K2 t 8 ]E’ 1—|—| §|+W2(£X? 750))’ ds

t
< Op,T,Ll/ Kl(tvs) IE’

<Cp,TL1/ Ki(t,s) - E|Q5 ¢[Pds + p’TLQ/ K3(t,s) - (1+ E[X;¢[P)ds

OP7T7L2
~ |h(e)P
where in the last step Lemma 2.14 is used.

Let RX1 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K := Cp 1.1, K1(t,s). By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and
(2.6), we obtain that for almost all t € [0, 7],

bR Cpr.L
BIQF < TELL (1 [e) + [ RR(18) - TEEL (1 -+ 1)
WS pep I, e

Cp1.L1, Ly

#(1 + |£|p)

|h(e)|P

This proves the lemma. O
Lemma 2.17. Let M : [0, T]xR¢xPy(R%) x Py (RY) xR — R, N, G : [0, T]x R x Po(R%) xR — R?
satisfy

t
(H%m+%my4m@@ﬂww%&

M (s, ng,ﬁxs 5Xo ,Asm,h(&‘)) <C@1+IA g’ +W2(£X do) + \/_h( ] Q(ACX;@,(;X;)’&)),

N(S7Xs,£7£X5 Aigah( )) v G(S7X2,£7£Xs A%y h( )) < C(l + ’AS:SC’ + ‘Xs,ﬁ‘ +w2(£X;§760))

S,x?

for some finite constant C. Let AE’U satisfy

S,x?

N2 =t [ KM X0, xc By AT BN ds

4 / K (£ )N (s, X0, L= A2, h(e))vads + / Ko(t, $)G(s, X0, Lx: _ AZY, h(€)) AW,
0 s, ’ 0 ’ s, ’
(2.9)
where ng and X2, are defined as before. Then, forp>2,N >0,v € Ay, & € R?

sup E[A7} [P < Cp 1w, (14 [€]P),
te[0,T

where the constant C, 1 N1, is independent of € € (0,1], and v € Ay (but it may depend on Ay
or N ).

Proof. Since Aig satisfies (2.9), we have

E[|A;["]
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t
= E[o+ [ Kt )M (s, X0, Lz 8o, MG h(E))ds

t t
+ / Kl(t,s)N(s,ng,EX; JASY, h(e))vgds + / Ko(t,5)G (s, X0, Lz AZY, ()

< AP~ g|P 4 4P LE KltsMsX Lz, 50,A v h(e ds|”
$,€ X S,&

S, T h(E))USdS’p

e 1]E’/ Ky (t, s)N (s, X0, Lz A

+47'E / Ko(t, $)G(s, X0¢, L=, AZY h(e)
0

=4 ol + I + L+ I
For the term I;, by Lemma 2.13-(i), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.16 we have

L <Cyrp Klts B|M (s, X0g, £x2,0x0 A Bl e
P, 8, X $,T

< ij/o Kl(t, S) ~IE‘1 + ‘Ai:g‘ +W2(£X;€,60) + Wg(ﬁx;g,&X;{&)‘pdS

1
VE(e)
< Cyr [ Kilt,) - (1 + ISP + EIXEP + BIQ7P)ds
< Cpririr,(L+1EP)+ Cpr /Ot Ki(t,s) - E|AS;[Pds.
For the term I3, by Lemma 2.13-(iii), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 we have
I < cvaN/ K3(t,s) - E||N(s, X0, £x: A3 he)) | ds
< Cyr [ K3 (05) EJ1+ |AZ] + X2l + WalLxz . 0) ' ds
< Gy [ Kit.9) - (1+ BIXTEP + BIAGLI + EIXD(7)ds
< Cora(1+16P) + Gy [ K2() - EIAZ P
For the term I3, applying 2.13-(ii), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 yields
Iy < Cyrr | K3(0,9)  EJGs, XD L A2 )| s
< Cyr [ K3 (05)  EJ1+ A1+ X 0] + WalLxc,, 60) s
< Cyr [ K2(t:9) - (1 + BIXTEP + BIATLP + EIXD)as
< Cprn, (14 [€]P) + Cpr /Ot K(t,s) - A [Pds.

Therefore .
BIAGLY < Cpirovin a1+ I6P) + | Kia(t,)- EIASPds,

where K7 5(t,s) := Cpr - (K1(t,s) + K7(t,s)) + Cpr,nK3(t, s) and the constants Cp, 1, Cp 1y are
independent of e.
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Let RX1.2 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K7 5. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and (2.6), we obtain
that for almost all t € [0, 77,

t
E|A P < Cprviny, o (1+[€]7) +/0 Rfv2(t,s) - Cprn,iy,10(1+ [€[F)ds
< Cp1N,Ly,Lo (1 + [€]P).
The proof of the lemma is then completed. m|

Lemma 2.18. Assume that Ay, satisfies (2.9) and (H1)-(H3) hold, if p > 2V %, t,s € (0,7,

N > 0,6 € R? and {v°}es0 is a family in Ay, in addition, assume there exist a constant C' such
that

1
0 U U
M(S,X&g, ﬁXSs’g,(SXg’&,A;x, h(E)) < C(l + ’A;x’ + Wg(ﬁxss’&,éo) + mw2(ﬁxi,y 5X27§))7
N(s7 Xg,fa 'CX;E ) Ai:% h(€)) \% G(Sv Xg,g, ‘CXSE@?AE:;? h(g)) < 0(1 + |A§:§| + |Xg,§| + W2(£X;§750))‘

Then A*Y" admits a version which is Holder continuous on [0,T] of any order o < 37— %, uniformly

for all e > 0. Denoting again this version by A*V", one can find a g9 > 0 such that

Evvs 571}5 p
At,x _As,m
sup —————
o<s<i<T |t —s|*

for all a € 0,3 — %) Moreover, the family of random processes {A*V" }.~q is tight in Cr.

sup E < Ca7p7T,N,L2,§7

0<e<eo

Proof. For any s < t, we have
AjL - AL
_ / t K (tu)M (5, X0, £x 0 LAY, h(e))du + / t Kyt u)N (s, X0, Lxe  AZS (o)) vudu
+ / t Kot u)G(5, X0 L= AZL, h(e)dW,
+ /0 " (Baltow) - Kas,u)) - M(s, X2, L Oxo A h(e)du
+ /0 T (Kaltow) - Ko (s,0) - N5, X0, Lz, ATS, h(e)vudu

+ /0 (Kat, u) — Ka(s,w)) - Gls, X0, £x:  AZE. h(2)) AWV,
=+ o+ J3+Jdi+J5+ Js.
Note that under the assumptions on M, N, G, Lemmas 2.14, 2.15, 2.16 and 2.17 give us

S}éli;}HM(S’XS,g,ﬁX;g’ 5x0§,1\§j§€, hENP < Cprni1,L2 (1 + [€),
s€|(0, ’ &

S}épﬂ]EIIN(S,XS,@EX;E,AZ% hENIP < Cprn,L, (1+ €7,
se|0,

SFPT}IEHG(S,XQ,@ExgyAi:Z,h(E))Hp < CprNL,(1+[EP).
s€(o, ’

For the terms J; and Jy, combining Lemma 2.13-(iv), Lemmas 2.14-2.17 we have

E|L P+ E|JsP < Cprlt — s[™ sup ]E!M(&Xso,g,ExggﬁxoéyAiZf,h(E))\p
s€[0,T ’ S
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< Cprna Lo (1 + [E°) [ — 5P
For the terms Jo and J5, by Lemma 2.13-(vi), Lemmas 2.14-2.17, we have

E[J2[" + E[J5|" < Oyt — 5P SFPT]IEHN(S,XS@ﬁxggaAZi,h(E))Hp
s€|o, ’

< Op,T,N,Lz (1 + |£|p)|t - S|7p'
For the terms J3 and Jg, by Lemma 2.13-(v), Lemmas 2.14-2.17, we have

E|J5P + E|Js|" < Cprl|t — 5[ S[up}IEIIG(S,XS@EX;&,A?% h(e))IIP
te[0,T :

< CprN,L, (1 + [EP) [t — s
Combining the above estimations, we have
E[A] — ASY P < Coprnp,n, (1+ [€P)]E — 577

This gives the bound in the lemma. The existence of a continuous version now follows from the
Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem (e.g. Theorem I. 2.1 in [30]). Furthermore, Aldous theorem ([5,
Theorem 16.10]) can be used to conclude that the sequence { X"}, is tight. ]

3. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES

In this section, we will use the weak convergence approach to obtain the LDP for Volterra type
McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

It is clear that under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), there exists a unique strong solution Xy, of
(1.1) (Theorem 3.1 of [21]). As e tends to zero, X%, will converge to X,O’S, where X,O’S satisfies (1.2).
In order to prove Laplace principle for (1.1), we take

E=Cf:=C(0,T],RY), G(W):= X5,
where C([0,T],IR%) denotes the space of continuous functions from [0,7] to R? equipped with
the supremum norm |||z = supscjory|¢:|. Then by Girsanov’s theorem, the shifted version
X Eg) =G5 (W + % Jo vsds) is the unique strong solution of the controlled equation under IP:

t t
ng) :f—l—/o Kl(t, S)b(S,X;’g,ﬁxss’é)dS-i-‘/o Kl(t, S)U(S;X;’gaﬁX;E)Usds

t
+ Ve / Ko(t, $)o(s, X3¢, L= )AW,. (3.10)
0 ’ .

Under some appropriate conditions, we will prove that Xi ’g) will converge to ¢; as € — 0, where ¢
is the unique solution of the following deterministic Volterra equation

t t
¢t = £+/ Kl(t7 S)b(87¢875X05)d8+/ Kl(t7 8)0-(87¢875XO§)’US(13' (311)
0 S5 0 S,
We now state the results of LDP.

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), the family {X°¢}e>0, the unique solution of
(1.1), satisfies the Large Deviation Principle with rate function (2.7) and speed =%, where GO
corresponds to the unique solution of the limiting equation (3.11).

We shall use Lemma 2.11 to prove this theorem. Note that the third condition in Lemma 2.11
is automatically satisfied if the limiting equation (3.11) has a unique solution. We shall verify the
first two conditions in Lemma 2.11, which will be given by Lemmas 3.3 and 3.8. But before this
we need some preparation.
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Lemma 3.2. Assume that (H1)-(H38) hold, then there exists a unique solution ¢ such that for
almost allt >0, N > 0,v € Ay, € € R, some constant CT,N,Lo

sup |¢¢| < Cr N, (1 + [€]), (3.12)
te[0,7

for almost all t € [0,T].

Lemma 3.2 implies that the solution of (3.11) is unique. By Remark 3.12 in [13], we only need

to check Conditions (i) and (4i) in Theorem 2.11.
Let
zi= & A = X&”,M(S,ng,ﬁxig,éxg LSS () = b(s, X3¢, Lxe )

S,

and
N( s£7£X5 Aigvh( )) _U(S ngvﬁX;E)?G(stg,f?ﬁXs Asxvh( )) = \/EU(Sng,fvﬁXs Asx7h( ))
Then Lemmas 2.17 and 2.18 give us that

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2, N > 0,v € Ay, & € R?
Hence {X™", 0" },>0 converges almost surely in the product topology on C% x Sy, and the limit is
the C% x Sy-valued random variable (¢,v) in a possibly different probability space (20, F0,1P%) as
n tends to +o0o.

sup E|X; P < Cpronp,(1+[€P),
te[0,7

where the constant Cp 1 N1, is independent of € € (0,1],v € Ax (but it depends on Ay or N ).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold, if p > 2V %, t,s €[0,T], N > 0,6 € R? and {v°}.~q

s a family in An, then X®V° admits a version which is Holder continuous on [0,T] of any order

a<I— %, uniformly for all € > 0. Denoting again this version by X", one has for all € > 0

small enough

5[(, g, 25

_ p}
<C
) S Cp TN, Loes
0<s<t<T |t —s|*

for all a € 0,3 — p) Moreover, the family of random processes {X }E>0 is tight in Cp.

By a similar procedure, we can get that the solution ¢; of (3.11) also have Holder continuous
path, that is

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold, for t,s € [0,T], N > 0,v € An,& € R?, then the
solution ¢ of (3.11) has for all € > 0 small enough

|pr — ¢s| < Cron,r, (1 + (€]t —s]7.
Since le’5 t§ Qtﬁ‘h(a L so Lemma 2.16 is simplified as

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2,& € R?

sup E|Xfe — XPel? < e2Cprrnr,(1+[EP),
t€[0,T)]

where the constant C, 1.1,,1, 5 independent of .
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Lemma 3.7. The set GO from Definition 2.9 is characterized by

t t
QS = {gb: 0,7] — ]Rd|¢t = 54_/0 Ky (t, S)b(S,QSs,(ng’&)dS +/0 Kl(t,s)a(s,qbs,éxg’é)vsds}.

Proof. The proof of this lemma follow the technique in Theorem 1 [6] or Lemma 3.17 of [13]. Before
we characterize GO, we first identify gg ~- Recall the definition 2.9 of gg, - For N € Nandv € Ay,
consider a subsequence {e, }nen C [0, 00) with lim,,_,~ &, = 0 and a sequence {v°" },en C Ap such
that lim,_oc v°» = v in distribution, and assume that X™? := X" converges in distribution
to some random variable ¢ with values in C’%. To simplify the representation, we define v™ =
ven, Xen o= X7

By Skorohod representation theorem ([9, Theorem 3.15 ]) we can work with almost sure con-
vergence for the purpose of identifying the limit. Hence {X™" v"},>0 converges almost surely in
the product topology on C% x Sy, and the limit is a C% x Sy-valued random variable (¢,v) in a
possibly different probability space (20, 70, P%) as n tends to 4+o0o. The convergence of the couple
also takes place in distribution. For ¢ € [0, 7], define ®; : C% x Sy — R as

¢
f) = ‘wt —¢ —/0 K (t,s) - (b(s,ws,dxg&) +U(s,w8,5xg£)fs)ds‘ AT

It is clear that ®; is bounded, and we also can show ®; is continuous. Let w” — w in C% and
f™ — f in Sy with respect the weak topology.

For w,w™ € C4, f, f* € Sy, by Lemma 2.15 and (H1)-(H3) we have that
t
B0, 1) = Bl ) < e = 1+ [ Kt 5) - b5, 00 G ) = blssis e s
t
+/ K (t,s) - (a(s,ws,éxo )—0(3,&1?,5)(0 N e+ (fs —ff)a(s,ws,éXo )’ds
0 0

< sup |wr —wi|+ / Kt S)ds / |b(s ws,éxo ) — b(s, ws,éxo )| ds)
te[0,T]

1
/ |fo 2ds / K3(t,s) - [|o(s ws,ﬁxo ) —o(s, ws,ﬁxo i ds)

+ sup |lo(t wt,ﬁxo H/ Ki(t,s) - |fs — flds
te[0,T]

1 t 1
< sup fo— |+ Or, ([ o = 2Pas) o O, ([ K3t,9) o — i Ps)”
te[0,T] 0 0

t
+Cu sup (Lt furl +1X7) [ Ki(t9)- 1f, — £21ds
te[0,7T 0

< sup |wr —wi'|+ Cr1, Sup lws —wi'| + Cnrop, sup Jwe — wy

te[0,7] €[0,7] te[0,7]
+Crr,(1+ sup wt/KltS fs — f&lds
t€[0,T]
<Cnrr, sup |w— w4+ Cr,(1+ sup wt/Klts fs — fi|ds.
te[0,T te[0,7
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Since f™ tends to f weakly in L? and lim, oo [w; —wi| = 0, so we get ®;(f™,w™) tends to ®4(f,w)
as n tends to oo, which implies ®; is continuous and therefore

Tim E[®; (X", 0")] = E[®(6,v)).

It remains to prove that the right hand of above equality is actually equal to zero. By BDG’s
inequality, Minkowski’s inequality, Lemmas 2.14, 3.3 and 3.6 we have

t
IE[(IDt(va?Un)] < IE‘~/O Kl(t7 S) : (b(sﬂX;L’UvﬁX?) - b(37Xg7v75X25))d3‘

t
+ IE’/ Ky(t,s) (o(s, X Lxn) — O'(S,X;L’U,5X0£))U?ds‘
0 >

t
+ VEE| [ Ka(t,9)-0(s, X", Lx)
0

t
< LﬂE/ Kl(t,s) -Wg(ﬁx;z,(sxo )dS

=

/ [v™|? ds : / Ki(t,s) - ||o(s, X2V, Lxn) — (s, X" 6Xo i ds)
1
+VEE / K3(t.5) - lo(s, X} £xy)|[2ds)
0
t 1
< L1/ Ki(t,s) - (EIXT — X)c[P)rds
0

t 1
+ VNLE( /0 K3(t, ) - WA(Lxcp b0 )ds)”

=

t
+ VELE( [ K3t s) - (14 X2 + W3 (Lxp. 0)ds)
po1
< \/aCTLl,sz—i_ \/NLQ / Kl t S) W2 ,CXn 5XO d8)2:|p
d
2
< Ve Cr o + \/NL2 /0 K}(t,s) - E(W5(Lxr, 5X0 ))pds)

]%

==

+ Veals[E / K2(ts) - (L4 X2V + W3(Lxp, 60))ds)

r
2

B =

}

IS

t
+ VaL|( [ KRt EQ+ X2+ Wh(Lxy 00)) )

< VenCrN Ly Log + VEnCT,N, Lo ¢
< OT,N,Ll,Lg,§ ven — 0 asn — oo.

Hence E[®;(¢,v)] = 0, which implies that ¢ satisfies (3.11) almost surely, for all ¢ € 7. By Lemma
3.5, we have that ¢ has continuous paths, so it satisfies (3.11) for all ¢ € T, almost surely, which
means QS’ N consists of the unique solution of (3.11). Since this definition is independent of N, it

extends to GO. The proof is complete. |

This Lemma shows that the set GO corresponds to the unique solution ¢; of (3.11).

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold, the functional I in (2.7) has compact level sets.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we have that

1 T t t
1(¢) := inf{—/ lvg|?ds :v € L?, ¢p = ¢ —I—/ K1(t,s)b(s, ¢s,0x0 )ds —i—/ Ki(t,s)o(s, ¢s,0x0 )vsds}.

2 Jo 0 o8 0 o8
We are going to prove that the functional I defined in (2.7) has compact level sets, that is for all
N > 0, the level sets

Ly :={¢pecCL:I(¢p) <N}

are compact. Fix N > 0 and consider an arbitrary sequence {¢"},en C Ly, we will show that
there exists a converging subsequence such that the limit belongs to L.

We first prove that {¢" },,c is relative compact. According to classical Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem,
we only need to show that {¢"},enN is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. For all n € IN and
t € [0,7T], there exists v" € L? such that 3 fo lop|2dt < N and ¢" € GY, which implies that
v"™ € Son and ¢" is the solution of following Volterra type McKean-Vlasov integral equation:

t t
o =¢ —|-/ K (t,s)b(s, @7, (5Xo§)ds +/ K (t,s)o(s, o7, 5Xo§)fu?ds.
0 S5 0 S,

By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5, we obtain {¢" },cN is relatively compact which ensures that Ly is relatively
compact for any N > 0.

Next we show that {¢"},en is closed, that is, let {¢"},cN be a converging sequence of Ly and
denote its limit by ¢ € C%, we want to prove that the limit ¢ € Ly. Since v € Soy which is a
compact space with respect to the weak topology. Hence there exists a subsequence {nj }reN such
that v™ converges weakly in L? to the limit v € Sox and limy_,o O™ = @.

Notice that for v,v™ € Sy, by (H1)-(H3), Holder’s inequality, Lemmas 2.15 and 3.2 we have
that

o §+/ Ka(t, $)b(s, 65, 0x0.) ds+/ Ka(t, $)0(s, 65, dx0_)Jvads)
<| / Ko (t,5) - (b(s, 624, 8x0 ) = bls, 6, 6x0 ) ds|
+\/0 Ka(t,5) - (05, 605, 80 ol = (5, 6,00 Yo )l
<L [ "Ka(t,s) |60 — gulds + /0 Ki(t,5) |05, 62, 6x0 ) = 0 (5, 60s0x0 || - o2t |ds
+ [ Kalt8) Nt By )| - o = vl
<oy [ K)o —oulas ([ pirPas) ([ K385, 60, 50, — 015,00, 051 )
0y [ K9) - (15 0+ Walayg,,50) - 2t — wslas

¢ 1
< Cryr sup |¢p* — ¢ + Cn 1, (/ Ki(t,s) - |om — ¢s\2d3) ’
te[0,T 0

t
O+ sup (ol + sup [XP) - [ Ki(ts)- [0l — uilds
te[0,T) te[0,T] 0

t
< Cpr,r sup |¢/* —¢i|+Cnyyr sup |d;" —qﬁt\—i—CTNLz/ Kq(t,s) - |vik — vs|ds
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

=
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< Cnpr,7 sup |¢f% — ¢l =0 asng — oo (lim ¢™ = ¢)
te[0,7) k—o0

t
+ C’TJV,LQ/ Ki(t,s) - |[v™ —vs|ds — 0 asny — oo (v converges weakly in L? to v).
0

So we easily obtain that

¢y = lim ¢"*

k—o00

= lim §+/ Ki(t,s) <;58k,6Xo ds+/ K (t,s)o(s ,qﬁ?’c,éxgg)vg"“ds)

—§+/ Ki(t,s) <;58,5Xo ds+/ K (t,s)o(s ,(ﬁs,éxo&)fusds.

Since v € Sony so that ¢ € Ly, which concludes the proof of the closure and therefore of the
compactness of Ly . ]

Thus, we have verified the two conditions in Lemma 2.11 (by Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.8) and
Theorem 3.1 is proved.

4. THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV SDEs

In this section, we will study the asymptotic behavior of
— X
NG

where X satisfies the deterministic Volterra integral equation (1.2). Now we impose some assump-
tions on the coefficient functions that will enable us to study central limit theorem:

(H4) For any z,y € R%, p,v € P2(RY) and t € [0, 7]
IVo(t,z, w)| < Ls, |D"b(t, 2, )|, < L,

0<t<T,

where Vb(t,z, ) denotes the derivative of b(t,x, ) with respect to x, Db(t,x, ) is the Lions
derivative with respect to u, and Ls > 0 is a positive constant.

(H5) For t € [0,T), x,y € R? and X,Y, ¢ € L?(2 — R P)
[E(D bt 2, £x)(X), 8) — E(Db(t,y, Ly )(Y), )|
< Li(le =yl + WalLx, £y) + (EIX —Y)7) - (Elgf?)?

for some positive constant Ly > 0.
(H6) The derivative of Vb(t,-, ) exists and for any z,y € R%, u,v € Po(R?) and t € [0, T]

IVb(t, @, 1) = Vb(t, g, v)| < Ls |z =yl + Wa(u,v)),

for some positive constant Ls > 0.

X, X0

Define Z; . = Qf ¢|n(e)=1 = %, and we can write

b(S7X§7£7£X§ )_b(s X8£75XO
SNC o ds+/ Kolt, $)o(s, Xsg, Lxz )AW,, (4.13)

t
7 =/0 Ki(t,s) -
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Then we construct another Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDE of Z; ¢:
t
Zt{ = /0 Kl(t, S) . {styéb(s, XS,E’ 5X2§) + 1E<DLb(S7 ng, 5Xg§)(X2,5)7 Z87£>} ds

t
+ / Fa(t, 5)0(t, X, 6x0 AW, (4.14)
0 ®

Assume (H1)-(H4). There exists a unique solution Z; ¢ of (4.14) (Theorem 3.1 of [21]). We now
state main results in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the assumptions (H1)-(HG6) are satisfied, then it holds that for any
R>0andp>2

lim E sup Zi.— Zie|P) = 0.

=0 (te[ovT},s<R’ e~ Sl )

We first prepare some preliminary lemmas needed for the proof of the main theorem.
Lemma 4.2. [29] Let (Q,F, (F)i>0,P) be an atomless space, and let X,Y € L?(Q +— R%,P) with
Lx = p. If either X and Y are bounded and f is L-differentiable at pi, or f € C}(Pa(IR%)), then

lim f(EX—i-aY) — f(M) — ]E(DLf(,u)(X),Y>

e—0 IS

Consequently,

tim ) 2T | B () (), Y)] < D5 £ (), 0 JEIY P

e—0 IS

First we estimate Z; . = Qj ¢|n(c)=1- Lemma 2.16 implies that Lemma 4.3 (i).

Lemma 4.3. (i) Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2,¢ € R?

sup E|Zf¢|P < Cprop,L,(1+[€).
t€[0,T]

(i) Under the assumptions (H1)-(H6), it follows that for p > 2,&,n € R?

S[upﬂ E|Z{e — Z; [P < Cp1,14,L0,05,04,05 (1 + [§P) [ — P
telo,

(i4i) Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for any t,t' € [0,T], p > 2,£ € R?

sup | Z;c — Zj ¢|P < Cpron,,0,(1 + [E]P)[t — '],
te[0,T

where all the constants on the above right hand sides are independent of €.

Proof. We are going to prove (iii) and the case (ii) is similar. For any ¢ > t' we have

E|Zie — Zi el

t b(s,Xgé,EXs ) — b(s, ng,éXog)
=E Ki(t,s) - 7 s d Ko(t, XS Lxe )dWs
}‘/0 1(73) \/E S+/ 2 S) (S 8,60~ XG )
' ) b(s,ng,EXs ) — b(s, ng,éXog /
— | Ki(t,s)- n ot 2ds — [ Ks(t, X5, Lxe
| 1t s) NG s / 2(t'; 8)o (s, X3¢, Lxe,)
t b(s, XE¢, Lxe ) —b(s, X0 650 )
—E| [ (FKilts) - Kt ) - —— S
0 VE
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t/ t b(s, XS, Lxe ) —b(s, X%, 6y0 )
’ c 5,§ 5, 5,§ 5,6
+ [ (Kalts) — Ks(t',s)) - o(s, XEg, Lx- )dWs+/ Ky(t, s) - ds
0 S 5§ ¢ \/E

p
t
+ K2(t78)0-(37X§,57£X?§)dW3
t S,

t/ b(s, X5 ¢, Lx= )—b(S,ng,(on )
<4p—1]E/ Ki(t,s) — Ki(t',s)) - ’ = SR R
<o [ (Kalr.s) - (') = 5|

t b(s, X ¢, Lx= )—b(S,Xg ,0x0 )
g [ Kt s) - & e C g
t \/E

t/
+ 4| [ (Kalts) — Kol ) - (s X £x: )

=21 + =s.

¢
+ 4P~ 1R ., Ks(t, S)U(SaX;E’EX?g)

For the term =;, by Lemma 2.13 (iv), Lemma 4.3 (i), (H1)-(H3), we have
t§7£X5 ) —b(t, Xt§75X2§)’P
NG

E1 < Cprlt =P sup ]E’
te[0,T]
< Cprlt =t sup E|Zf[”
[

)

< Cpna, o (L + [EP) 8 = 2P
For the term Zg, applying 2.13 (v), Lemma 2.14, (H1)-(H3), we have

Eo < Cprlt =t sup El|lo(s ng,ﬁxs )|
te[0,T]

< Cpri,t' — (1 + sup ]E|X§§|f”)
te[0,T

< Cp1r,(1+ [EP) [t — 7.
Hence, for all 0 <t <t < T,
E|Zf¢ — Zj e’ < Cprony,1, (1 + [EP)[t —tP.

Next, we are going to take care of bound for Z; .
Lemma 4.4. Assume (H1)-(H4). Then for p > 2,¢ € RY

sup E|Z;¢|P < Cp 1 1o,05(1 + [€]F),
t€[0,T

where the constant C), 1.1, 1, 15 independent of .
Proof. By (4.14), BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, (H1), (H3) and (H4) we have
E|Z, [P —IE‘/ Ki(t,s) - [V, cb(s, X? 5,(5X0 )+ E(D"b(s, X0, 0x0 ) (X0¢), Zg)|ds
+/ Ks(t, 5)o(t, X0, 60 )
0 ’ 8,8

t
< 2p_11E’ [) Kl (t7 8) : {st,gb(& X2,§7 5Xg’g) + 1E<DLb(s7 Xg,fa 5X27§)(X2,5)7 Z8,§>} ds

’P
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p

t
—1-21”—11]3’/ Kg(t,s)a(s,Xg,EXg)dWs
0

t
< 2p—11E/ Ka(t,5) - [V 2, bls, X0, 0x0 )
0 ' ' o

P t p—1
+ (D b(s, X0¢, 630 )(X0e), Ze)| ds.‘/o K (t, 5)ds|

t p
+OplE(/0 13(t,5) - (s, X0, Lo )| *ds)”

t t p—1
gcp,Lg]E/ Ki(t,5) - (|Zsgl? + | Zsg[P)ds - ‘/ Ky(t, 5)ds|
0 0

p
5—1

t t
+Cp1E/ K%(t,s)-Ha(s,ng,EXoé)des-‘/ K2(t,5)ds
0 S5 0
t t
< Cpr1.Ls /0 Ki(t,s) - E|Zs¢|Pds + Cpr 1, /0 K3(t,s)- (1 +IE]XS7§]p)ds

t
< Cprr,(1+EF) + Cp,T,Ls/O Ki(t,s) - E|Zs¢|Pds,

where in the last inequality Lemma 2.15 is used.

By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and (2.6), we obtain that for almost all ¢ € [0, 7],

t
E|Zie” < Corry (1 + €F) + /0 RNi(t,5) - oy (1 + [€]P)ds
< Cp1,Lo,15(1 + [€]P).

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), we have that for p > 2,&,m1 € R?

sup E|Zy¢ — Ziyl? < Cpr1y,15,04,05(1 + [§F)1E — 07,
te[0,7

where the constant Cp 7.1,,.15,14,L5 %5 independent of .

Proof. By (4.14), BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, (H1) and (H3)-(H5) we have
E|Zig — Ziyl?

t
= ]E‘ /0 Ki(t,s) - [st,gb(S,Xg,@(SXgé) + IE( DLb(s,ngg,éXg,g)(ng),Zs,gﬂds

t t
+ /0 Ka(t, 5)o(t, X{, 0x0 )W, — /0 Ks(t,s)o(t, X, 0x0 )AWs

t p
_/0 Ki(t,5) - [V2,,b(5, X0, 8x0 ) + E(D b(s, X2, b0 )(XD,), Zay)] ds|
t
< 3p_1]E’/0 Kl(tv 8) ' (st,gb(&Xg,g’éXgé) - st,nb(s7Xg,méXg’n))ds‘p
_ t p
+ 3P 1IE‘ /0 Ki(t,s) - (]E(DLb(s,ng,axgé)(ng),Zs,§>—1E<DLb(s,X2,,7,5X9m)(X2,,7),ZSW>)ds‘

p

t
+3p—1]E’/ Ka(t,s) - (o(t, XJe,0x0 ) = o(t, X, 0x0, )WV
0 s, S,M

t
< GP_I]E‘ /0 Kl(tv 8) ’ (st,gb(s7 XS,E’ 5X25) N vZSvfb(s’ Xy 5Xgm))ds

p
S,T]’ ‘
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p
—1
R / K (t,5) - (Vz, b(s, X0, 0x0,) = Vz, b5, X000, ))ds|

+ 6" 'E /0 Kl(t,s).(JE(DLb(s,Xg,g,axgé)(ng),ZS@—1E<DLb(s Xom0x0 N (X9 ) Zse))ds

p
s,m ’

t
+ 6" 'E / Ki(t,s) - (B(D"b(s, X7, x0 )(X3,)s Zse) — E(D"b(s, X

5,m) sn?‘ngyn)(Xg,n%ZSﬂ?»ds

L
+C, ]E / K3(t,s) - ||o(t ng,éXo ) —ol(t, Xsn,éxgm)uzds)z

t -1
< 6p_1IE/ Kl(t, 3) : ‘VZS b(S7Xs {75X05) - VZS gb(s Xs 7]75XQ I)‘pds ’ (/ Kl(t7 S)ds)p
s, s S, 0

t -1
e 1]E/ Ki(t,s) - |Vz,b(s, X0, 6x0 ) = Vz,,b(s, X0, 6x0 )[Fds- (/ K (t,5)ds)”

+6”‘11E/0 Kl(t’s)"]E<DLb(s Xoe0x0 )(XJe) - D"b(s, Xsn75X0 )(XY,, )7Zs,s> pds' (/0 Kl(t,S)dS)
t —1
6 UE /0 K (t.5) - [E(D"b(s, X2, 0x0 )(XD,). Zog — / K (t, 5)ds)”
t 2 0 P 2 %_1
+cp]E/0 K3(t,5) - ot X, 0x0 ) — 06, X0, 6x0 )|~ ds /OKQ(t,s)ds
t t
< Cp,T,L5E/0 Ki(t,s) - (|X0¢ — X2, 1P + Wg(fsxgéﬁxgﬂ,)) | ZsglPds + Cp,T,Lg/O Ki(t,s) - E|Zse — Zsp|Pds
t » P
+ Cp,T,L4IE/O Ki(t,s) - (|X0¢ — XJ, 7 +W§(5xg£=5xgm) + (E|XJe — X2,1%)2) - (E|Zse]?) 2 ds
t t
+Cp,T,L3/ Ki(t,s) - E|Z,e — Zs,nlpd8+0p,T,L2]E/ K3(t,s)- (1 X2¢ —Xg,nlp+W’2’(5xg’575xg,n))d8
<c,,TL3/ Ki(t,s) E|Zyc sn|pds—|—C’pTL4lE/ Ki(t,s) - B|X0 — X0, [Pds

+Corr / K2(t,5) E|X% — X0, [Pds + Cpr 1, /0 Ki(ts) E|X% — X0 [P E|Z, ¢[Pds

MI»—-

1
+CP,T,L5/O Ki(t,s) - (BIX2, — X2, )2 - (E|Z¢[P)2d

t
< Cp,T,Lg/O Ki(t,s) - E|Zse — Zsn|Pds + Cp1,1y,15,0.(1 + [£]P)[E — )7,

where in the last inequality Lemmas 2.15 and 4.4 are used.

Finally, by Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.3, we have

E|Zie — ZinlP < Cp1,Ly, 15,104,105 (1 + [E[F)E —nlP + /Ot R¥i(t,8) - (Cp,1, Lo, L La,Ls (1 + [€P) € = mfP)ds
< Cp1Lo,LsLa Ls (1 + [EP)|E — "

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H4), we have that for any t,t' € [0,T], p > 2,¢ € R?

sup E|Zye — Zy |’ < Cpr,1,,0,(1 + [E[P)[t — '],
te[0,T]

where the constant C), 1.1, 1, 15 independent of .
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Proof. For any t >t we have
]E|Zt,§ — Zt/7§|p
t
= E| /0 Ki(t,5) - [V, b(s, X0e,dx0 ) + B(D Bt XPe, 00 ) (XPe), Zug)|ds
t/

— ) Kl(t/,S) . {st,gb(s’Xg,f’éXg’g) + IE<DLb(t,X25,5X2§)(X25),Zt7§>:| ds

t t/
+/ Kg(t,s)a(t,ng,éxog)dWS—/ F(t!,8)o(t, X0, 650 )
0 ' s 0 ’ s

t/
=E / (Kl(ta 3) - Kl(tla 3)) : [VZS,gb(Sangy‘SXOE) + IE<DLb(t7X1?,§7 6X?§)(Xt07§)7 Zt,§>} ds
0 i ’

t/

t
+ (Kg(t,s)—Kg(t/,s))~U(3,X§7§,£Xog)dW8—|— Kg(t,s)a(s,Xg’E,EXoé)dWS
0 % t s
p
t
+ ], Kalts) V2,05, X0, 0x0 ) + B(DEb(t, X, 50 )(XPe), Zu)|ds

t P
<47'E| /0 (E1(t,s) = Ki(t',5) - [Vz, bls, X0e,0x0 )+ E(D b(t, X{e, 0xp ) (XLe), Zue) | s

tl
+4P—11E/0 (Kg(t,s)—Kg(t/,s))-U(S,XS,S,EX&)

t p
+ 4p_11E y K1 (t, S) . [st’gb(s, ng, 5X;)’5) —|— ]E<DLb(t, ng, 5X1?,5)(X2§)’ Zt7§>:| dS’

t P
+4p—1]E Kg(t, S)O‘(S,ng,ﬁng) s| =01+ 65+ O3+ O4.

t/

For the term ©1, by Holder’s inequality, Lemma 4.4, (H1), (H3) and (H4), we have

tl
0 = 4p‘11E‘/0 (E1(t,8) = Ki(t',5) - [Vz, bls, X0e, 0x0 )+ E(DMb(t, X, dxp )(XPe), Zie)] s

t/ p—]_
< O [ (9) ~ Kol 9)] - (Bl + Zul)as ([ Ka9) — Kt )las)

t/

< CnT’Lg/ K1(t, ) — K1 (¢, 8)] - E| Zo g [Pds|t — £/p®D
0

< vaT,Lz,L3(1 + lf‘p)‘t - t/"yp_

For the term O, applying BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, extended Minkowski’s inequality,
Lemma 2.14, (H1) and (H3), we have

t/
o] Rttt ¥ vy

t! P
< CPIE(/O |Ka(t,s) — K2(t/,8)‘2 ) ||0(s,XS’5,£X2,£)H2ds)2

[S1iS)

M)

t/
S Cp7L21E(/0 ‘KQ(t, S) — K2(t,73)‘2 . (1 + ‘X 5’2 +w2 £X0 ,60 ) )
ds

< Cpra /0 (Kot ) = (', )| - (E[1+ | X0l + WE(L o _,do)]) 7 dls)
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t 2
< Cpra( [ 1Kaltso) ~ Kol )]+ (14 (BIXOI))ds)
t i
< Crraa(L+ ) [ [Kalt,s) — Kalt, 9ds)* < Cpria 1+ 16N — 117,
For the term ©g3, by Holder’s inequality, Lemma 4.4, (H1), (H3) and (H4), we have

p
Oy := 4P~ 1E] Kt s) [V2..6b(s, X0, 0x0 ) + E(DPb(t, X, dx0 )(XPe), Zi.e)] ds

t/ p—1
< Cp1,E / Ki(t,5) - (E|ZoglP + | ZogP)ds - ([ Ka(t,s)ds)
t/ t

t
<Cprrs /t/ Ki(t,s) - E|Zs¢|Pds|t — t/’v(p—l)

< Cp1, 1,15 (1 + [€P)]E — P
For the term ©4, by BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.14, (H1) and (H3), we have

Oy 1= 4P~ 1]E\ K2 (t.8)o (s, X0 Lxo )

D
< C,( /K%(t,s)Ha(s,ng,ﬁXo )[[*ds)”
|
<C]E/ K3(t,5) - [|o(s, X2¢, Lo )||"ds - / K3(t,5)ds)’

< CyprE /t K3(t,5) - (1 |X0el? + Wh(Lxo ,50) ) dslt — ¢[0~)
< Cprr,(L+ [§P)[t =27
Hence, forall 0 <t <t < T,
E|Zi ¢ — Zp ¢lP < Cp 115,15 (1 + [E[P)[t" — [P,
This proves the lemma. a
Now we bound Zte,g — Zyg.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that the assumptions (H1)-(HG6) are satisfied, then it holds that for p >
2, € R?

b
E|Zf¢ — Ziel” < Cprnsnae? (14 [€7),
where the constant Cp 1.1, 1, 5 independent of .

Proof.
1E|Zte,§ - Zt7£|p

=E

/tK t,s -b(S’XSE’g’EX;) e Xs&’éXog)dSJF/K (t.8)0 (s, X3¢, Lxe )AW,
1 \/E 2 557 X

p
t t
_/0 Kl(t,s)[VZs’gb(s,XS,s,éxg’g)+E(DLb(s,XS’S,6ngé)(X25),Zs,gﬂds—/0 Ko(t,)o(t, X)¢, x0 )dW,

b(s, X;S’ £Xss,§) - b(S, ng, £Xss,§)
NG

t
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b(Sv nga *CX;E) - b(Sv nga 5X27§)
NG
t
+ 3] /0 Fo(t, ) (0(s, X5 Lxz,) — o(t, X0g, 050 )
=11, + Iy + II3.

(D b(s, X0, 0x0 )(X0), Ze))] s

t
+37'E /0 Ki(t,s) - (

For the term II;, by Holder’s inequality, Lemmas 3.6, 4.3, (H1)-(H4) and (H6) we have
b(S, X;f’ EXss,g) - b(S, ng, EXss,g)

Ve
b(S, X§7§, EXss,g) — b(S, XS,S’ EXss,g)

7z
¢ 1
< Cp,T]E/ Ki(t, 3)' / Vze b(SyMsE(U)yﬁxgé) - st,gb(san,gaﬁxgg)du‘pds

t
1, =3"'E /0 Kits) - ( V27, b5, X0¢, 650 ))dls|

1 t 0 P t p=1
< 3P IE/O Ki(t,s) ’ —styéb(s,Xsé,éng)} ds - (/0 Kl(t,s)ds)

<c T]E/ Ki(t, s) / [V2: bls, ME(u), Ly )~ Vze b(s, X0, Lz )| duds
e TIE/ Ki(t,s) / 2z bls. X0 Lxz ) = Viz, bls. X0, L= )| duds
< Cpr.rE / Ki(t,s) - / |M§(u) — X0 |Pdu - | ZE ¢[Pds + Cprr, /0 tKl(t,s)-lE\Z§7§—Zs7§]pds
<C,,TL3/ Ki(t,5) - B|Z5¢ — Zyc[Pds + Cpr / Ki(t,s) - B(|XZg — X0 - |25 ¢[P)ds
< Cyras [ Kalts) ElZig — ZoePds + Comas [ Kalt,s) - (BIZE)E - (B, - X0) s

< CpTLg/ Ki(t,s) - E|Z5 ¢ — Zs ¢[Pds + C ,TLl,L252(1+ £177),
where M§(u) = Xg’g +u(X5e — XS,E)’ u e [0,7].
For the term IT,, by Holder’s inequality, Lemmas 3.6, 4.3, and (H1)-(H5) we have

t b(S,Xg , Lxe )—b(S,Xg ,0x0 )
Il = 3p_11E‘/0 Kl(t, S) . ( a > \/E a i

t 1
< 3p_11E’/ Kl(t7 S) ’ (/0 (IE<DLb(87Xg,fa‘CRg(r))(Rg(T))v Z§,£>

— B(D"b(s, X0, 0x0 )(X0¢), Zs.e))drds|

— B(D b(s, X0, 0x0 )(X0e), Zo) ) ds|

1
<o | [ Kus) ([ (BUD s, X0, L) (RS, Z2)
t
~E(D" (s, ng,éxog)(ng),Z§§>)drds’p+6p_1lE’/ Ki(t, s)
s ' ' 0
1 P
L 0 0 L 0 0
([ D 000, X, 550 J(XR), Z5) —~ BUD s, X0g, 550 N(XVe) Zog))rds
t 1 »
< 6p_1IE/O Kl(t7 S) ’ “/0 IE<DLb(SaXS,§7LRE(T))(Rg(T))7 s€,§> - 1E<DLb(SaXS,§76X27§)(X2,5)7Z§,§>dr’ ds

t -1 t 1
‘/ Kl(t,s)ds]p +6p_1lE/ Kl(t,s).’/ E(DLb(s,Xg@6Xo§)(X25),Z§,5>
0 0 0 S,
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t -1
- ]E<DLb(s7 Xg,f’ 5Xg§)(Xg,§)7 Zs7f>d’r’pds ’ ‘ /0 Ky (t7 S)ds‘p

V4
2

¢ 1 1P
< Cp,T,L41E/0 Ki(t, 8)'/0 ’W2(£R§(r),5xg§) + (E|RS(r) — X0¢[*) 2| dr - (E|Z5¢[*) 2 ds

t
+C ,T,Lg/o Ki(t,s) - E|ZS ¢ — Zs¢[Pds
t t
< Cori, /0 Ki(t,s) EIXE e — X0 P |25 c[Pds + Cprop /0 Ki(ts) - E|Z5, — Z,¢['ds

t
< CP,T7L3 /0 Kl(t7 S) : IE’ZE,g - Zs,E‘pdS +C, ,T,L1,L2,L4E% (1 + ‘5’2p) >

where R§(r) := X0 +7(XZ, — X2,),t € [0,T].
For the term IT3, by BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, Lemma 3.6 and (H1)-(H3), we have

t
11, = 3 'E| /0 Ka(t,5) - (o(s, X5 £xz,) — 0(t, X0, 030 ) W[

b
2

t

gcp]E(/ K3(t,5) - [lo(s, Xeg, £z ) = ot X0, 50 )|[ds)

0 ’ ERS ’ s,&

t t g_l
< CPIE/ K22(t7 S) ’ HO-(S7X§£7£XE )_U(tan§75XO )deS (/ K22(t7 S)dS)

0 ’ ot STt 0

t

<Cpr.L, /0 K3(t,s) - E|XS, — X0 |Pds

< Cpry 1082 (14 €1P) < Cpripy.rae? (14 ]€177).

So by Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.3, we have
t
E|Zie — ZyelP < Cp,T,L3/O Ki(t,s) - E|Z5 ¢ — Zs ¢[Pds + Cp Ty, Lo, 1082 (14 [€1%)

b
2

< CP7T7L17L2,L3,L4€ (1 + |£|2p)

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We define

Zrt6) = {2 T =0
T7 ) - —
ng + Teff;[ (Zf”g“ - Zfz), eni1T <71 <e, T, neN.

Fix R > 0, by Lemmas 4.3[(ii)], 4.3[(iii)], 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, there exists a constant § := () > 0 such
that for all p > 2, t,#' € [0,T], £, € Dg := {€ € R%, |¢| < R}, we have

p
E|Z(rt,6) = 207t m)| < Cprmpana(Ir =17 + |t =7 +1¢ = /).

Thus, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, there is a p-order integrable random variable A(w)
such that
sup |Z(r,t,€) = Z(' 1,6)| < Aw)lr — ', aus,
te[0,T],[§|<R

where A € (0,5 — %). In particular, taking r = 0,7’ = &, T we have

IE( sup ]Zf" — Zt@])p < \anT\p)‘lE\A(w)]p,
te0,T],J¢I<R 7
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which yields the desired convergence. m|

5. THE MODERATE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES
In this section, we shall study moderate deviation principle for our Volterra type McKean-Vlasov
SDEs.

For € > 0, define
Xe— XT GW) -~ X

Veh(e)  Eh(e)

VAR =J(W). (5.15)

Assume that h(e) satisfies
h(g) = 0o, Veh(e) = 0as e — 0.

This J° : CF' — C’% is a Borel measurable map for each € > 0, and the Y* satisfies the following
Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

. t b(s,ng + Veh(e)Y sy, Lx:,)— b(s,Xg’g,éxg’g)
Y;t = Ky (t7 S) :
0 Veh(e)
1 t
+—— | Ky(t,s)o(s, X0 + Veh(e)YE, Lxe )dWs. (5.16)
h(e) 0 X3 ENS

ds

It is clear that the existence and unique of Y hold by Theorem 3.1 of [21], then the moderate
deviation principle for {X¢}.~¢ is equivalent to the large deviation principle for {Y*}.~¢.

Applying Girsanov’s theorem, the shifted version Y." := J=(W + h(e) [, vsds) is the unique
strong solution of the controlled equation under IP:

Ve /tK (t 3) ' b(s7Xg,§ + \/gh(e)}/rs&vaﬁXig) - b(s,Xg’E,éXg’g)ds
t
+ / Ko(t, $)o(s, X0 + VEh(e)YS", Lx: Jvods (5.17)
0 .

1 ¢ . )
i o Kot )l Xoe b VEREYE", Lx: YW,
For all v € A, we define J° to be the solution of the limiting Volterra integral equation

t t
Py :/ Kl(t,s)V,bsb(s,Xg’g,éXo&)ds—l—/ Kg(t,s)a(s,Xg,g,éxog)vst. (5.18)
0 8 0 s,

To obtain the MDP, in addition to (H1)-(H3) and (H6), we also need the following assumption.
(HT) There exists a positive constant Lg such that for ¢ € [0, 7]

Vb(t,0,00) < Lg.
Define the new rate function as
A(¢) := inf {% /OT lus|?ds : v € L? such that ¢ € jf}. (5.19)
We now state our results of MDP.

Theorem 5.1. Under (H1)-(H3) and (H6)-(H7), the family {X¢}.~0, the unique solution of
(1.1), satisfies the Moderate Deviations Principle with rate function (5.19) and speed h?(e), where
T corresponds to the unique solution of the limiting equation (5.18).
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We are going to use Lemma 2.11 and will then verify the two conditions there.
Step 1 Verification of the Condition (i) of Lemma 2.11.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (H6)-(H7) hold. Then there exists a unique solution
Wy such that for almost allt >0, N > 0,v € Ay, & € R, some constant CT,N,Lo,Ls, Le

sup |Yi] < O\ N, Ly, 15,06 (1 + [€]), (5.20)
te[0,T

for almost all t € [0,T].

From Lemma 2.16, we easily get the following estimate associated with Y* := Q7 = \/‘hé ;)

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2,¢ € R?

sup E|YS P < ——==Cp 1,1, (14 [57),

1
t€[0,T] |h(e)[P

where the constant C, 1.1,,1, 5 independent of .

Let
2= 0,058 = YU, N(s, X0, £z, AL, (9)) = (s, X0 + VEREYE®, L),
(3 XO X \/_h( )Y*se,v’£X;§) — b(S,Xg]’g,(sXé)’é)

S,x?

M (s, X35,£X6 5X0 AL h(e)) = Veh(e) ’

G(Sng,ﬁvﬁXs Asg7h( )) U(S7Xg,§+ \/Eh(g)}/;e’v7£X§§)’

1
h(e)
Then Lemma 2.17 and Lemma 2.18 give us that
Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), forp >2,N > 0,v € Ay, & € R?

sup E|Y;"[P < Gy, (1 +[EF),
te[0,T

where the constant C, T N.1,,,1, S independent of €, v.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. If p > 2V %, t,s €[0,T], N >0, € R and {v¢}e=0

s a family in Ay, then YU admits a version which is Holder continuous on [0,T] of any order

a< t-— %, uniformly for all € > 0. Denoting again this version by YV, one has for all € > 0

small enough

Y;E,UE _ Y*se,vs P

]E[( sup ) } < CpT.N,L1,Lo6

o<s<t<T |t —s|*
for all a € 10,3 — %) Moreover, the family of random variables {Y " }.~q is tight in Cr.

By almost same procedures, we can get that the solution v of (5.18) also have Holder continuous
path, that is

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (H6) hold, for t,s € [0,T], N > 0,v € Ay,¢ € R?,
then the solution vy of (5.18) has for all € > 0 small enough

[y — s| < Cronpy (14 [EP)|E— ).

This verifies Condition (i) of Lemma 2.11.
Step 2 Verification of the Condition (i7) of Lemma 2.11.
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Lemma 5.7. The set jo from Definition 2.9 (G is replaced by J and &, = wen) ) 1s characterized
by

t t
J0 = {zp (0,7] = RY oy = /0 K (t, S)szb(s,ng,éXg’é)ds +/0 K (t, s)a(s,ng,éXg’&)vsds}.

Proof. Recall the definition 2.9 of jzf), y- For N € N and v € Ay, consider a subsequence
{en}tnen C [0,00) with lim, e, = 0 and a sequence {v°" },,en C Apn such that lim,, ., v°" =
v in distribution, and assume that Y™ := Yev"" converges in distribution to some random vari-
able ¢ with values in C{,{. To simplify the representation, we denote v™ := v°"

By Skorohod representation theorem we can work with almost sure convergence for the purpose
of identifying the limit. Hence, we may assume that {Y™" v"},>0 converges almost surely in the
product topology on C’% xSy, and the limit is a C’% x Sy-valued random variable (¢, v) in a possibly
different probability space (Q°, F°,IP?) as n tends to +oo. For t € [0, 7], define ¥, : C% x Sy — R
as

Uy (w, f): ’wt /K1 (t,5)Vy,b(s, ng,éXo ds—/ Ks(t,s)o(s, X?° 5,5X0 fst’/\l

It is clear that W, is bounded, and we are going to show that W, is continuous. To this end, let
w"” = win C’% and f — f in Sy with respect the weak topology.

For w,w™ € C4, f, f* € Sy, by (H1)-(H3), (H6)-(H7) and Lemma 2.15 we have that
‘\I/t(w7 f) - \Ilt(wn7 fn)’
t
< fwr — | +/ F(t,5) - [V bls, X000 ) = Vaorbls, X, 00 ) ds

+/ K2 t 3 S Xs£75XO )fs—O'(S,Xg’g,(SXSVE) sn

< sup |wr — wp| +/ Ki(t,s) - lws — w¥] - ||Vb(s,X2’5,5Xog) — Vb(s,0,80)||ds

te[0,T) s

t
/ Kl t 5 _w?| : HVb(S,O,éo)HdS +[) K2(t7 S) : |fs - fsn| ' HO-(Sng,gvéng)Hds
t

< sup |wg —wy|- 1 + L5/ Ki(t,s) - (]ng\ + Wa(d o ,50)ds}

te[0,T 0 5,6

+ Cr,14 S[up} |wr — wi'] +0L2/ Ko(t,s) - [fs — fil- (14 X2 +Wa(dxo ,d0))ds

te[0,T .

< CO7,Ly,Ls,Ls SUP |ws — wi'| + CLz/ Ko(t,s) - |fs — f&'lds.
te[0,T 0

Since f™ tends to f weakly in L? and lim,, o |w; —wl| = 0, we see that U, (™, w™) tends to ¥;(f,w)
as n tends to oo, which implies ¥y is continuous and therefore

Jim E[W, (Y™ v™)] = E[¥(¢), v)].

Now it suffices for us to prove that the right hand of above equality is actually equal to zero.
Since

¢ b(s, X0 + \/Enh(en) Y, Lxp) — b(s, X0, 0x0 )
E[U, (Y™, v")] = IEH/O Ki(t,s) - \/g_h(g ) ¢’ ds
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/ Ks(t,s) - o(s ng + Venh(en) Y, Lxn)vgds
/ Ks(t,s) - o(s ng + VeEnh(en) Y, Lxn)dW,

t
_/ Kl(t,S)Vynb(S,X25,5XO )ds—/ Kg(t,s)a(s,ng,éXo )v?ds’/\l}
0 S k2 Sy§ 0 k) 5;5

<V1+ Ve + Vs,
where
' b(s,Xg5 + Erh(En) Y, Lxn) = b(s, X0, 6x0 )
Vi:=E / Ki(t,s) - () = — Vynwb(s, ng,(SXo )]ds,

Vo :=E / Ks(t,s) - |o(s Xog + Verh(en)Y", Lxn) — o(s, XS§,5X0 )} 'U?dS’,

(t,s)-o(s, X° e T VEnh(en)Y"Y, Lxn)

For the term Vi, by Lemmas 5.3, 5.4, Holder’s inequality, (H1)-(H3) and (H6), we have
b(s7 Xg,g + \/ah(gn)ysn,v, ‘CX;L) - b(s7 X2,57 5X2’5)

t
Vi < IE/ K (t.5) | ~ Vypab(s, X, 00 )|ds
0 i

VEnh(en)

¢ b(s, X2 + \/Enh(en) Y, Lxn) — b(s, X0, + /Enh(en) Y™, Lxo )
glE/ Ki(t,s) | = ds

0 \/ah(gn)

t b(S XS§+ \/ah(gn) EXO )—b(S,ng,(on )
E [ Kyt s)- D st Vonob(s, XY, 0 d
+ /0 1( ,S) } \/ah(gn) Ys (5, 8,80 ngg)} S

<.k [ Kt WQ(EXg’éXgﬁ)d
= /o 1(t5) Jenh(en) [ds

+E /0 "Ki(ts) - | /0 1 Vyneb(s, P (u), Lxo )~ Vyzob(s, X0g, 60 )dulds
< Lo [ Kilt,s) (BIVIP)Rds + L aah(en) [ Kaths)- (B P)Fds
< C’T,Ll,LZg@ + Cr1,11,15,L5.6 VEnh(en),
where P'(u) := P (u) := ng +u/Enh(en)Y M u € [0,T].

For the term V5, by Lemma 3.6, Lemma 5.4, Holder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and
(H1)-(H3), we have

N

t
Vs < \/N]E(/ K3 (ts) - [lo(s, X0¢ + VErh(en) Y™, Lxp) — 0(s, X0, Oxo )| *ds)
0 s
t p_1
< VNT[B( [ K3(t,5)- (ealh(en) PV + WLz 80, )ds) ]
t 2

< VNLL( [ K3(t5) - [E( vEnh(ea) P2 + W(Lxy dxo )] ds)

0 s

t
< VNL( [ K3(t,) - [ VEh(e) PEYZP + EIX} - X0e"]7ds)
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< CT,N, L1, Lot VEnh(en) + CT N Ly, Lo VEn-

For the term Vs, by Lemmas 2.14, 2.15, and 5.4, Holder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and
(H1)-(H3), we have

B 2. \3

< 1 F K2 ¢ . XO nh n y v n d

V3—h(€n) (/0 2(ts) - |lo(s, Xoe + VeErh(en) Y, Lxp ]| 3)
< B TB( [ K30 (14 X0 (o) V2P + WA(Lx as) ]’
< h(En) ) 2\t $,€ n n s 2\4~X1, 00
Cr, b 0 z :
< ey ([ K3 s) - (1 X0 | VEh(EnPEIY P + EWS (L 00) ds)
n) NJo
1

< CT,Ll,Lz,sm + CIN Ly Lo.g VEnh(en)-

Therefore
1
B[, (Y™, o] < CT’N7L17L27§—h(€ ) + CT N, L1 Lot VERR(En) = 0 as n — oo.

Hence E[¥,(¢),v)] = 0, which implies that v satisfies (5.18) almost surely, for all ¢ € T. By Lemma
5.6, we have that ¢ has continuous paths, so it satisfies (5.18) for all ¢ € T', almost surely,. Thus,
‘71?7 N consists of unique solution of (3.11). Since this definition is independent of N, it extends to

JY. The proof is complete. O

This Lemma shows that the set 7 corresponds to the unique solution /; of (5.18).

Lemma 5.8. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (HG6)-(H7) hold, the functional A in (5.19) has com-
pact level sets.

Proof. By Lemma 5.7, we have that

1 T t t
A) = inf{§/ lvg|2ds v € L2, wt:/ Kl(t,s)Vwa(s,ng,éxgg)ds—|—/ Kl(t,s)o(s,ng,(Sng)vsds}.
0 0 ’ 0 !

To prove the functional A defined in (5.19) has compact level sets, that is for all N > 0, the level
sets

Ly :={y € Cf:1(¢) <N}
are compact. Fix N > 0 and consider an arbitrary sequence {¢"},en C Ly, we will show that
there exists a converging subsequence such that the limit belongs to L.

We first prove that {¢"},cnN is relatively compact. According to classical Arzela-Ascoli’s Theo-
rem, we only need to show that {¢"},,cN is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. For all n € IN
and t € [0, 7], there exists v € L? such that %fOT lvp|2dt < N and ™ € GO, which implies that
o™ € Son and 9" is the solution of following Volterra type McKean-Vlasov integral equation:

t t
qpf:/o Kl(t,S)ngb(s,ng,éng)ds+/0 Kl(t,s)a(s,ng,éng)v?ds.

By Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6, we obtain {¢" },,ci\ is relatively compact which ensures that Ly is relatively
compact for any N > 0.

Next we show that {1)"},cnN is closed. Namely, we want to prove that if {¢)"},cn be a converging
sequence of Ly with limit ¢ € C’%, then ¢ € Ly. Since v" € Sy which is a compact space with
respect to the weak topology. Hence there exists a subsequence {ny}ren such that v™ converges
weakly in {n }ren such that v™ converges weakly in L? to the limit v € Sax and limy_,o0 ™ = ).
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Notice that for v,v™ € San, by (H1)-(H3), Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.15 we have that
t t
— (/0 K (¢, S)szb(s,Xg’gﬁXg’&)ds +/0 K (t, s)a(s,Xg’g,éxg’g)vsds)’

< ‘/t Ki(t,s) - (V ”kb(S,Xg,gﬁxg’&) - szb(s,Xg,Ev‘sXS,g))ds‘
’/ Ki(t,s)-o(s X85,5Xo ) - (v —v)ds’
< /0 Ki(t,s) - HVb(s,ng,éxgé) — Vb(s,0,00) + Vb(s,0,00)|| - [ — 1s|ds
[ Ka(e5) oo, X068 ) - o7 — olds
< I [ Kalt,s) (X0l + WalGxa ) - 135 —ulds + Ls [ Kalt,s) - [02 —elds

+ VI /K1 (t,5) - (1+ X0 + W3(6x0_,80))* - [o" — vlds

< OT, Ly Ls,Le.e SUP [* — | asnyp — oo (lim ¢™ = ¢)
te[0,T] k—o00

t
+ C’T7L27§/ Ki(t,s) - [v™ —uvslds = 0 as ny — co  (v™converges weakly in L? to v).
0
So we obtain easily that

Yr = lim ™

k—o00

t t
= lim / K (t, S)ngb(s,X25,5Xo§)ds+/ Kl(t,s)a(s,ng,éXog)v?ds)
0 s 0 ’ s

k—o0
t t
:/ Kl(t,s)vd,sb(s,ng,(5Xo€)ds+/ Kl(t,s)a(s,ng,éxog)vsds.
0 s 0 ’ s

Since v € Son we see ¢ € Ly, which concludes the proof of the closeness and therefore of the
compactness of L. O

Combining Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.8, Theorem 5.1 is a disect result of Lemma 2.11.
APPENDIX A. APPENDIX
A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof. We utilize the successive approximation scheme. Define recursively (¢"),>1 as follows:
¢ =&, t€[0,T) and for n =0,1,2,- -

ntl §+/ Ky (t, 5)b(s, &7 dx0) ds+/ Ky(t, 5)0 (s, 6", 6x0)vads, t € [0,T], (1.21)
By Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.15, (H1) and (H3) we have

t 2 t 2
61 <3162 +3] [ Kt 9)bls, 62,050 )ds| +3] [ Kt 5)o(s, 0% 8o Junds
t t
<362 +3 [ Kalt,) - [bls, 0,050 ) s | [ Kale,s)ds
0 i 0

t
+3N [ K3(5) - o5, 0 by )| ds
0 2
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2 ¢ 2 b 2
<3P + Crivaa + Crs [ Ka(t,s) - |62Pds + Gy [ K (1,9) - |62
Lo 2
+CT,N,L2/0 | X el°ds

t
< CT,N,Lg(l + ’5‘2) +/0 (CT,LzKl(t, S) + CT7N,L2K12(t, 8)) . ‘¢?’2d8. (1.22)
This means .
Fult) < Crovis 1+ 1€0) + [ Kua(t,9) - fu(s)ds,

where
fm(t) = sup [¢2]%,

n=1,--,m
and K11 := Or,K1(t,8) + Crn ., Ki(t, s) is independent of m.

Let RE11 be defined by (2.4) in terms of Kj 5. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3, (2.5), (2.6) and
(H1), we obtain that for almost all ¢t € [0, T,

sup 6717 = i fn() < Cprna (6P 41+ [ RE(5)- (1 + 1)ds)
neN 0
< Cro,p, (14 [€). (1.23)
On the other hand, we set
Znm(t) =&} — &
and
f(t) :=limsup | Zy, (1)

n,M—00
First, by (1.23) we see
f(t) <sup |Zn,m(t)|2 < 2sup |¢?|p <00
n

n,m

By Hoélder’s inequality, (H1) and (H2) we have
|Zn+1,m+1(t)|2 = |¢?+1 - ¢¥n+1|2
t 2
<2 [ 1blt. 5,62 6x0) — blt. 5. 6780 lds
0 s 5
t 2
+ 2‘ / (J(t,s,qﬁg,éxoé) - a(t,s,(ég”’,&Xo&))vsds’
0 s s
’2

<Cp,

t
| Bt o = o71as

+2N]| /Ot K7 (t,s) - [lo(t, 5,00, 6x0 ) = ot s, 07, b0 )| *ds
< [ Kalts) 1ot - o7 s [ Kt o)as
+ vy [ K)o — o7 s
<Cr1, /Ot Ki(t,s) - |¢% — o7 *ds + Cron, 1, /Ot K (t,s) - o8 — ¢ Pds

t
< CrN,L, /0 <K1(t, s) + K%(tvs)) N Znm (1) ds.
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By (1.23), (H1) and applying Fatou’s lemma, we have
t
(1) < Crvn /0 (Ka(t.s) + K3(t,9)) - f(s)ds.

By Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.3, we get for almost all ¢ € [0, 77,
f(t) =limsup |Z, ., (t)[P = 0.
—00

)

Hence, there exists a ¢; such that for almost all ¢ € [0,7],
: n 2
nlbglloo 07 — &|” =

Now taking limits in (1.21) gives the existence. The uniqueness follows from a similar calculation
and Lyapunov inequality. O

A.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3[(ii)].

Proof. By BDG’s inequality, Holder’s inequality and (H1)-(H6) we have
E|Zie = Ziyl"

t b(s,X&,ﬁXi ) — b(s, ng,éxgé
:]E‘/Klts- e ds—i—/K2ts) o(s, Xse Lxz )W,

t s ,E € SXS ,6
—/ Kl(t,s . =X )\/E( ul Xg" ds—/ ths) (S XsmﬁXE )

b(S7X§,£7£X§’§) - b(S7Xg,£75Xg’§) b(S X€ ﬁXs ) (S Xsn,(sxgm)

s,m?

)as|

Ve Ve ’
t

+2p—11E\/0 Ka(t,s) - (o(s. X, £x2,) — 05, X5, Lxs,)

t
§2P—1]E‘/0 Kits) - (

t b(s, X, Lxe ) —b(s, X050 ) b(s,XE¢,0x0 ) —b(s, X0, 60 )
< g | Kl(t,s)-( et £ Tog 08 Pag C R s
0 Ve Ve
p
/t Kyt s) - sny‘ch )\/Eb(s Xs nvéXgm) n b(S Xs 7775ng )\/Eb(s Xs 7;,5)(;{7,))(18

[Nl

t
+ GB( [ K3(t,9)- o5, X5 Lz, ) = (s, X5,

Lx:,)|*ds)

+ 1
< 9 1E / Ki(t,s) - (/ ]E<DLb(s,Xs,g,ﬁRs(T))(Rg(T‘)a cedr
0 ’ ’

0

1
+ ‘/0 VZ;éb(S, ng + U( ;g — X2,£)7 5X2§)du)ds

t 1
- [ Eits) - (| EDP XS Ly (B0, 22
1 p
0 0
+ /0 Vg, b, X0, + u(XE, — X0,),dxo )du)ds

t
+CP]E/O K22(t7 8) ’ HJ(San,gaﬁX;&) - ( sn"ch H ds - ’/ K2 t S)dS
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t 1
< 2’ 'E ‘/0 Kl(tv 3) ’ (/0 IE<DLb(S7X§,§7£R§(r))(R§(T))7 > <DLb(S Xs n?ﬁR;’(r))(Rg(T))vz:,n>dT

) p
+/ (stséb(s,MLf(u),éX?&)—stsynb(s,Mg(u),éX?n))du)ds

+0pTL1/ K2(t,5) - E| XS — X¢, [Pds

1
<?'E / Kit,s) | [ E(D"b(s X L g ) (RE(), ZE) = (DFb(s, X5 s L)) (R, Z2,))dr

0

-1

1 p ¢
+/ (Vz: bls, ME(w), b9 ) = Vizz (s, MY (w), 6y ))du ds-}/ Kl(t,s)ds}p
0 s : > , 0

+C,,TL1/ K2(t,s) - E|XE, — X2, [Pds

< Cya [ Kalt,)- [ [(DPbls, X, e )OS0, Z2) — (DM, X2 L) (B, Z ) s
+CprE / "Ki(ts)- / 1 .22 bls, ME(u), B, ) — V22 b(s, M7 (), 8 )| duds
+0pTL1/ K23(t,s) - E|XS, — X2, [Pds

<, TIE/ Ki(t,s) ‘/ E((D (s, X5, e (1)) (BS(r), ZEe) — (Db(s, X5, L)) (RI(r)), §7§>)‘pdrds
4yl [ Kat)- | [ BUD M, X2 L) BEP), Z2) — (DP0(5, X2 £y RI), Z2,)) [

+C,,T1E/ Ki(t,s) / 922 bls, ME(u), 6, ) = V22 b5, MI (), 6 )"l

+cpT]E/ Ki(t, s) / 922 bls. M), 6xp )~ Vze bls, MI (), 6o )| duds
+cpTL1/ K2(t,5) - B[ XS, — XE, [Pds

1
< C(pTLzJE‘/ Kl t 5 / “ﬁ - ﬁRZ(T’)‘ +w2(£R§(T)7£RZ(r)) + (E’RE(T) - RZ(T)P)Z ZS,g’pd3

+ Cprr,E /0 Ki(t,s) - 175 — 75, [Pds + Cyrr 1, E /0 Kits) /0 Y IME ) — M) Pdu 12 (|Pds
+Cyrry /0 Kty s) 25, — 75, Pds + Cor, /0 "K3(t,s) - E|XZ, — X2, [Pds
< Cyas [ Kilts) B(1X0 — X0, +|X2c — X2, P) - EIZ:dPas
+ Cora /0 "K(t,s) - E|ZE — 22, Pds
4 Cpinaal [ Kalts) - (1X0¢ = X074 Xeg = X 7).+ 122 s

t t
4 Cpiray [ Ka(ts) - BlZ5g = Z5,Pds+ Cpiray [ KC3(69) - EIXZe - X, s
0 0



VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS 37
< Cpra [ Kalt,s) BIXOe — X0, BZE s + o, [ Kilt, ) BIXGe — X2, P E|Zi s
+Cpr.Ls /Ot Ki(t,s) - ]E((|X§{§ - X0 P+ 1X5 e — X2, P) - |Z§7§|p)ds
+Cp1.Ls /0 t Ki(t,s)-E|Z5¢ — Z5,|Pds + Cprp, /0 t K3(t,s) - E|XSe — XS, [Pds

t t
<Cyri, /0 Ki(t,s) - E|X0 — X0, [P E| 22 ¢[Fds + Cyrp, /0 Ki(ts)  E|XEe — X2, [P | ZE [Pds

1

t 1 1
+ Cp,TvLs/O Ki(t,s) - (IE]ng o Xg,n‘%) . (IE‘Z;ﬁ’zp) “ds
t : :
+ C'1>,T,L5/0 Ki(t,s) - (]E|X§7§ - Xg,n|2p) ’ (IE|Z§7§|2”) ds
t t
Oy [ Ka(t) - E|Zig = Zi s+ Cyray || K3 (1) EIXEe = X2 s

t
< Cp1,11,Lo,La,1s (1 + 1E]P)1E — 1P + Cp7T,L3/O Ki(t,s) - E|Z — Zg,|Pds,

where RS(r) := ng +r(X5e — Xoé), Rl(r) = ngn + (X5, — Xg’n),Mf(u) = ng +u(X5 e —

S
Xg7§), M (u) := Xg77 +u(Xs, — XQ,,?) r,u € [0,T], and in the last inequality Lemma 2.14, Lemma
2.15 and Lemma 4.3 are used.

Finally, let RE1 be defined by (2.4) with K := Cp 1 1,K1(t,s). From Remark 2.12 and Lemma
2.3, it follows that

E|Zie — Z5 | < Cp1p1,L,14,05 (1 + [€[P) € — 0

t
n /0 RSU(t,8) - (CppniLaLars (1 + [EP)|E = nlP)ds

< CpT.Ly, Lo La,La, L5 (L + [E[P)[€ — P

A.3. Proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof. We utilize the successive approximation scheme. Define recursively (¢"),>1 as follows:
Y =0, t € [0,T] and for each n € N,

nl /Ot K (t, s)vwb(s,xgg,axgg)ds+/0t Ks(t, 8)o(s, X0g, 60 Jusds,t € [0,T].  (1.24)
By Holder’s inequality, (H1), (H3), (H6)-(H7) and Lemma 2.15 we have
P2 < 2’ /ot K (t, S)V,bgb(s,Xg{@ 5X27€)d8’2 + 2‘ /Ot Ks(t, S)J(S,ng, 5X27€)vsds‘2
< Z/Ot Ki(t, s)||V¢gb(s,ng,éXgYE)szs . ’/ot Ki(t, s)ds’
+2N /Ot K3(t, S)HU(S,XS7§,5X2,£)H2ds
<Cr /Ot Ki(t,s) - Hvlpyb(s,Xg,g,éxg’&) — Vynb(s,0,00) + Vynb(s,0, 60)H2ds

t
+ C'T,N/O K3(t,s) - HU(SaXS,gafsxgé)szS
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¢ 0 2 2 ¢ 2
< CT,L5/ Ki(t,s) - [Xgel® - [95] d8+C'T,L6/O Ki(t,s) - |[¢g| ds
+CTNL2/ K3(t,s) - (1+|X | )ds
SGMMww+MUABumwwwm+@wha+m%

t ~
::@Wmumﬁ+Amewwma

where Ki(t,8) := Or.1,.15.1s (1 + [€?) K1(t, 5). If we define
gm(t) == sup [P,

n=1,-,m
then
an(0) < Crn (L E0) + [ Falt,s) - gm(s)ds,

where the constant C7 n.1, is independent of m.

(1.25)

Let RE! be defined by (2.4) in terms of K;. Note that by (2.3), (2.5), (2.6) and (H1), when

n =1 we have

T T
| RE . 9)gn()ds = [ Rt 9)gm(s)ds < oc,
0 0

and

[ RS ) eas
_/ Ki(t,s)-|¢| ds+/ / RK1 (t,u) K1 (u, s)du) 1€|?ds
:/0 Kl(t,s)ds-|£|2+/0 RKl(t,u) /Oukl(u,s)ds)du'|£|2 < 0.

Hence, by Lemma 2.3, (2.5), (2.6) and (H1), we obtain that for almost all ¢ € [0,T],
t
sup [¢7 = L gm(®) < Cravaa(L+16P) + [ R (65) - (1+]¢P)ds
ne

< O7N Lo, 1s, L (1 + [€]).
Denote
Wn,m(t) = — "
and
g(t) = limsup |Wn,m(t)|2'
n,M—00
By Hoélder’s inequality, (H1) and (H6)-(HT7) we have
Wit mpr (8% = [0p+h — gt

2
< ‘A Kl(t7 S) ’ Hvd’?b(&Xg,ﬁ’éXgé) - V¢Tb(37Xg,§’6Xg,£)HdS‘

(1.26)

t t
S/O Kl(tas)‘vagbb(San,gaéxgé)_Vdf;”b(S’Xg,gy5Xg’5)H2d3'/0 Ki(t,5)ds

t
< CT/ Kl(t7 S) ’ |¢? - T/JZL|2 : ||Vb(s7X2,§75XO§) - Vb(s70750) + Vb(8,0,50)||2d8
0 2
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t
< OrLons.re (14 €% /0 K (t,s) - Wy m(s)ds.

By (1.26), (H1) and applying Fatou’s lemma, we have

t
g(t) < CT,N,Lg,Lg,,Lg/O Ki(t,s) - g(s)ds.

By using Lemma 2.3, we get for almost all ¢ € [0, 7],
g(t) = lim sup |W,, . (t)]> = 0.

n,Mm—00

Hence, there exists a ¢; such that for almost all t € [0, 7],
. n 2 _
nlgnoo [y — b = 0.

Now taking limit in (1.24) gives the existence. The uniqueness follows from a similar calculation.
Lyapunov inequality gives desired estimate. m|
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