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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS FOR VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV

STOCHASTIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS WITH SMALL NOISE

SHANQI LIU, YAOZHONG HU, AND HONGJUN GAO

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
d:

Xε
t,ξ = ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)ds+
√
ε

∫ t

0
K2 (t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs, 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

(1.1)

where LXε
t,ξ

∈ P2(Rd) denotes the probability law of Xε
t,ξ, ε ∈ (0, 1] is a small parameter, Ki(t, s),

i = 1, 2 are two positive functions defined on the simplex ∆T = {0 ≤ s < t ≤ T} which may be
singular, Wt is an m-dimensional Brownian motion defined on the classical Wiener space (Ω,F ,P),
ξ is a Rd valued random variable independent of the Brownian motion B, and the coefficients
σ : [0, T ] ×Rd × P2(Rd) → Rd ×Rm, b : [0, T ] ×Rd × P2(Rd) → Rd are Borel measurable. Here we
use P2(Rd) to denote the set of all square integrable probability measures on Rd.

This paper aims to investigate the asymptotic behavior for (1.1). More precisely, we will study
the asymptotic behaviors of

Xε
t,ξ −X0

t,ξ√
εh(ε)

, t ∈ [0, T ],

as ε → 0, where X0 satisfies the following deterministic Volterra integral equation (formally setting
ε = 0 in (1.1)):

X0
t,ξ = ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds , (1.2)

where δ is the Dirac point measure. We focus particularly on the following three tasks.

(i) The choice h(ε) = 1√
ε

provides the large deviation principle (LDP) with speed ε−1 (e.g.

Theorem 3.1 in Section 3).

(ii) The choice h(ε) = 1 yields the central limit theorem (CLT), i.e.
Xε

t,ξ
−X0

t,ξ√
ε

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).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.05516v2


2 S. LIU, Y. HU, AND H. GAO

(iii) The choice h(ε) satisfying

h(ε) → ∞,
√
εh(ε) → 0 as ε → 0,

fills the gap between the CLT and LDP scales, that is, it provides the moderate deviation
estimate with speed h2(ε) (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 E
(

supt∈[0,T ] |Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ|p
)

(see Section 4

for the definition of Zεt,ξ and Zt,ξ) 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 = K2 = 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 Hölder topologies under the assumption that the
drift and diffusion coefficients satisfy some extra Hölder continuity with respect to time.

When the coefficients b and σ do not depend on the distribution LXε
t,ξ

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, σ = 1, and

K2(t, s) = KH(t, s) = cH(t− s)H− 1

2 + cH(
1

2
−H)

∫ t

s
(θ − s)H− 3

2

(

1 − (
s

θ
)

1

2
−H

)

dθ,

with

cH =
( 2HΓ(3

2 −H)

Γ(H + 1
2)Γ(2 − 2H)

)

1

2

.
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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 σ are Lipschitzian, or when kernel is regular with Hölder 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 Cp 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 Rd the n-dimensional Euclidean space. Let
(Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) to be a given complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), where Ft is a
nondecreasing family of sub-σ fields of F satisfying the usual conditions. Let P be the space of all
probability measures µ on Rd, and let

P2(Rd) =

{

µ ∈ P
(

R
d
)

: µ
(

| · |2
)

:=

∫

Rd
|x|2µ(dx) < ∞

}

.

It is well known that P2 is a Polish space under the Wasserstein distance

W2(µ, ν) := inf
π∈C (µ,ν)

(∫

Rm×Rm
|x− y|2π(dx,dy)

) 1

2

, µ, ν ∈ P2

(

R
d
)

,

where C (µ, ν) is the set of couplings for µ and ν; that is, π ∈ C (µ, ν) is a probability measure on

R
d ×Rd such that π

(

· ×Rd
)

= µ and π
(

R
d × ·

)

= ν.

For measurable functions K and L on R+ ×R+ the convolutions K ∗ L is defined by

(K ∗ L)(t, s) =

∫ t

s
K(t, u)L(u, s)du,

for almost all (t, s) ∈ ∆, where ∆ := {t, s ∈ R+ ×R+ : s ≤ t}.

2.2. L-derivatives for the functions on P2(Rd). For any µ ∈ P2(Rd), the tangent space at µ
is given by

Tµ,2 := L2(Rd 7→ Rd;µ) :=
{

φ : Rd 7→ Rd;φ is measurable with µ(|φ|2) :=

∫

Rd
|φ(x)|2µ(dx) < ∞

}

.

For φ ∈ Tµ,2, we set ‖φ‖Tµ,2
:=

∫

Rd |φ(x)|2µ(dx).

Definition 2.1. Let f : P2(Rd) 7→ R be a continuous function, and let I be the identity map on
R
d.

(i) If for any µ ∈ P2(Rd)

Tµ,2 ∋ φ 7→ DL
φf(µ) := lim

ε→0

f(µ ◦ (I + εφ)−1) − f(µ)

ε
∈ R
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is a well-defined bounded linear functional, then we say that f is intrinsically differentiable at µ
and we denote the intrinsic derivative of f at µ by DL

φf(µ).

(ii) If for any µ ∈ P2(Rd)

lim
‖φ‖Tµ,2

→0

|f
(

µ ◦ (Id + φ)−1
)

− f(µ) −DL
φf(µ)|

‖φ‖Tµ,2

= 0,

f is called L-differentiable at µ with the L-derivative (i.e. Lions derivative) DLf(µ). By the Riesz
representation theorem, there exists a unique element DLf(µ) ∈ Tµ,2 satisfying

〈

DLf(µ), φ
〉

Tµ,2
:=

∫

Rd

〈

DLf(µ)(x), φ(x)
〉

µ(dx) = DL
φf(µ), ∀ φ ∈ Tµ,2.

(iii) Denote by C1(P2(Rd)) the set of all continuous functionals f on P2(Rd) satisfying that f
is L-differentiable at any point µ ∈ P2(Rd), and the L-derivative DLf(µ)(x) has a version jointly
continuous in (µ, x) ∈ P2(Rd) × Rd. Moreover, let C1

b (P2(Rd)) be the subset of C1(P2(Rd)) such
that DLf(µ)(x) is bounded: there is a Cf , depending only on f so that |DLf(µ)(x)| ≤ Cf for all

µ ∈ P2 and x ∈ Rd.
For a vector-valued function f = (fi), or a matrix-valued function f = (fi,j) with L-differentiable

components, we write

DL
φf(µ) = (DL

φ fi(µ)), or DL
φf(µ) = (DL

φ fi,j(µ)), µ ∈ P2(Rd).

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

Lemma 2.2. Let K : ∆ → R+ be a measurable function. Assume that for any T > 0,

t 7→
∫ t

0
K(t, s)ds ∈ L∞(0, T )

and

lim sup
ε↓0

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

·+ε
K(· + ε, s)ds

∥

∥

∥

L∞(0,T )
< 1.

Define

R1(t, s) := K(t, s), Rn+1(t, s) :=

∫ t

s
K(t, u)Rn(u, s)du, n ∈N. (2.3)

Then for any T > 0, there exist constants CT > 0 and γ ∈ (0, 1) such that
∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0
Rn(·, s)ds

∥

∥

∥

L∞(0,T )
≤ CTnγ

n, ∀ n ∈N.

In particular, the series

R(t, s) :=
∞

∑

n=1

Rn(t, s) (2.4)

converges for almost all (t, s) ∈ ∆. Moreover, we have

R(t, s) −K(t, s) = (K ∗R)(t, s) − (R ∗K)(t, s) , (2.5)

and for any T > 0,

t 7→
∫ t

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 Rn and R be defined by (2.3) and (2.4), respectively. Let f, g : R+ →
R+ be two measurable functions satisfying that for any T > 0 and some n ∈N,

t 7→
∫ t

0
Rn(t, s)f(s)ds ∈ L∞(0, T )

and for almost all t ∈ (0,∞),
∫ t

0
R(t, s)g(s)ds < ∞.

If for almost all t ∈ (0,∞),

f(t) ≤ g(t) +

∫ t

0
K(t, s)f(s)ds,

then for almost all t ∈ (0,∞),

f(t) ≤ g(t) +

∫ t

0
R(t, s)g(s)ds.

2.4. A criterion of large deviation principles. Let E be a Polish space. For each ε > 0, let
Xε be an E-valued random variable given on (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P).

Definition 2.4. (rate function) A function I : E → [0,+∞) 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
{x ∈ E : I(x) ≤ N} is compact for each constant N < ∞.

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

(i) (Lower bound) For any open set G ⊂ E,

lim inf
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ G) ≥ − inf
x∈G

I(x).

(ii) (Upper bound) For any closed set F ⊂ E,

lim sup
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ E) ≤ − sup
x∈F

I(x).

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

lim
ε→0

ε logE
{

exp
[

− g(Xε)

ε

]}

= − inf
x∈E

(

g(x) + I(x)
)

.

Lemma 2.7. (Varadhan’s lemma [33]) Let the random sequence {Xε} with values in a Polish space
E fulfill the LDP with a good rate function I. Then {Xε} 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 E is a Polish space and I is a good rate
function, then the LDP and Laplace principle are equivalent.
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Denote CdT := C([0, T ],Rd) the space of continuous functions from [0, T ] to Rd equipped with
the supremum norm ‖φ‖T := supt∈[0,T ] |φt| and let

A :=
{

v : Ω × [0, T ] → Rm progressively measurable, E
[

∫ T

0
|vt|2dt

]

< +∞
}

,

SN :=
{

v ∈ L2 :

∫ T

0
|vs|2ds ≤ N

}

,

and

AN :=
{

v ∈ A : v ∈ SN
}

.

Definition 2.9. [13] For all N ∈N and v ∈ AN we define

G0
v,N :=

{

φ : Ω → CdT ; so that there exist {εn}n∈N ⊂ [0,∞) with lim
n→∞

εn = 0

and a sequence {vεn}n∈N ⊂ ANwith lim
n→∞

vεn = v in distribution such that

φ = lim
n→∞

Gεn

(

W +
1√
εn

∫ ·

0
vεn
s ds

)

in distribution
}

,

and G0
v,N is empty if v is not in AN . For all v ∈ A, we also denote G0

v :=
⋃

n∈N G0
v,N .

Then we define the functional I : CdT → [0,+∞] given by

I(φ) := inf
{1

2

∫ T

0
|vs|2ds : v ∈ L2 such that φ ∈ G0

v

}

. (2.7)

Definition 2.10. [13] We say that φ ∈ CdT is uniquely characterized if there exists a sequence
{vn}n∈N ⊂ L2 such that

G0
vn = {φ} and

1

2

∫ T

0
|vns |2ds ≤ I(φ) +

1

n
,

for all n ∈N. In particular, if there exists ṽ ∈ L2 which attains the infimum in (2.7) and G0
vn = {φ}

then φ is uniquely characterized, because one can choose vn = ṽ for all n ∈N.

The above functions φ, v, vn, ṽ 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 δ > 0 and any φ ∈ CdT such that I(φ) < ∞, there exists φδ uniquely characterized

such that ‖φ− φδ‖T ≤ δ and ‖I(φ) − I(φδ)‖T ≤ δ.

Lemma 2.11. [13] Assume that

Condition (i): For all N > 0, all v ∈ AN and all families {vε}ε>0 in AN converging in distribu-
tion to v as ε tends to zero, {Gε

(

W + 1√
ε

∫ ·
0 v

ε
sds

)

} 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 {Gε(W )}ε>0 satisfies the Laplace principle and, by equivalence, satisfies the
Large Deviations Principle with rate function I and speed ε−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 γ > 0 and CT > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ t < t′ ≤ T
∫ t

0
|Ki(t

′, s) −Ki(t, s)|2ds ≤ CT |t′ − t|2γ , t ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, 2,

∫ t′

t
K2
i (t′, s)ds ≤ CT |t − t′|2γ , t ∈ [0, T ] , i = 1, 2 .

(H2) For any x, y ∈ Rd, µ, ν ∈ P2(Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ]

|b(t, x, µ) − b(t, y, ν)‖ + ‖σ(t, x, µ) − σ(t, y, ν)‖ ≤ L1

(

|x− y| +W2(µ, ν)
)

,

where L1 > 0 is a positive constant.

(H3) For any x ∈ Rd, µ ∈ P2(Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ]

|b(t, x, µ)| + ‖σ(t, x, µ)‖ ≤ L2

(

1 + |x| +W2(µ, δ0)
)

,

where L2 > 0 is a positive constant.

Remark 2.12. (i) Note that by (H1) and Hölder’s inequality, the kernel K(t, s) := C1K1(t, s) +
C2K2(t, s) + C3K

2
1 (t, s) + C4K

2
2 (t, s) with positive constants Ci ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 satisfies the fol-

lowing properties:

t 7→
∫ t

0
K(t, s)ds ∈ L∞(0, T )

and

lim sup
ε↓0

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·+ε

·
K(· + ε, s)ds

∥

∥

∥

L∞(0,T )
< 1.

Let RKn and RK 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

0
RK1 (t, s)ds =

∫ T

0
K(t, s)ds < ∞,

and
∫ t

0
RK(t, s)ds < ∞.

This enables us to use Lemma 2.3.

(ii) It is clear that under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), there exists a unique solution Xε
t,ξ of

(1.1) (X0
t,ξ of (1.2)) (Theorem 3.1 of [21]).

Lemma 2.13. Under the assumption (H1), the following inequalities hold for any adapted Rd-
valued process Y and Rd×m-valued process Z:

(i) for p ≥ 2 and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Ys|pds,

(ii) for p ≥ 2 and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E‖Zs‖pds,
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(iii) for p ≥ 2, v ∈ AN and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)Zsvsds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E‖Zs‖pds,

(iv) for p ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ] and h ≥ 0 with t+ h ≤ T ,

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(K1(t+ h, s) −K1(t, s))Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

+ E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K1(t+ h, s)Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ Cp,Th
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[|Yt|p],

(v) for p ≥ 2, t ∈ [0, T ] and h ≥ 0 with t+ h ≤ T ,

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(K2(t+h, s)−K2(t, s))ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

+E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K2(t+h, s)ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ Cp,Th
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[‖Zt‖p],

(vi) for p ≥ 2, v ∈ AN , t ∈ [0, T ] and h ≥ 0 with t+ h ≤ T ,

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(K1(t+h, s)−K1(t, s))Zsvsds

∣

∣

∣

p]

+E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K1(t+h, s)Zsvsds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ CT,Nh
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[‖Zt‖p].

Proof. Let us show (i), (iii) and (iv) first. Take p ≥ 2. Hölder’s inequality show that

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E[|Ys|p]ds ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E[|Ys|p]ds.

For (iii), by Hölder’s inequality and recall v ∈ AN we have

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)Zsvsds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤
(

∫ t

0
v2
sds

)

p

2 · E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · ‖Zs‖2ds
∣

∣

∣

p

2

≤ N
p

2

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E[‖Zs‖p]ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s)ds
∣

∣

∣

p

2
−1

≤ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E[‖Zs‖p]ds.

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

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(K1(t + h, s) −K1(t, s))Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

+ E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K1(t + h, s)Ysds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤
(

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣K1(t+ h, s) −K1(t, s)
∣

∣

∣ · [E|Ys|p]
1

p ds
)p

+
(

∫ t+h

t
K1(t+ h, s) · [E|Ys|p]

1

p ds
)p

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[|Ys|p]
((

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣K1(t + h, s) −K1(t, s)
∣

∣

∣ds
)p

+
(

∫ t+h

t
K1(t+ h, s)ds

)p)

≤ Cp,Th
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[|Ys|p].

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

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ CpE
[(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)‖Zs‖2ds
)

p

2
]

≤ Cp

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E[‖Zs‖p]ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)ds
∣

∣

∣

p

2
−1
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≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E[‖Zs‖p]ds.

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

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(K2(t + h, s) −K2(t, s))ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

+ E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K2(t+ h, s)ZsdWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ CpE
(

∫ t

0

∣

∣K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)
∣

∣

2 · ‖Zs‖2ds
)

p

2

+ CpE
(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s) · ‖Zs‖2ds
)

p

2

≤ Cp

(

∫ t

0

∣

∣K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)
∣

∣

2 · E[‖Zs‖p]
2

p ds
)

p

2

+ Cp

(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s)E[‖Zs‖p]
2

p ds
)

p

2

≤ Cp sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[‖Zt‖p]
[(

∫ t

0
|K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)|2ds

)

p

2

+
(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s)ds
)

p

2
]

≤ Cp,Th
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[‖Zt‖p].

Finally, we show (vi). By Hölder’s inequality and recall v ∈ AN we have

E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

K2(t + h, s) −K2(t, s)
)

Zsvsds
∣

∣

∣

p]

+ E
[∣

∣

∣

∫ t+h

t
K2(t + h, s)Zsvsds

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤
(

∫ t

0
v2
sds

)

p

2 · E
(

∫ t

0

∣

∣K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)
∣

∣

2 · ‖Zs‖2ds
)

p

2

+
(

∫ t

0
v2
sds

)

p

2 ·E
(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s) · ‖Zs‖2ds
)

p

2

≤ CN

(

∫ t

0

∣

∣K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)
∣

∣

2 ·E[‖Zs‖p]
2

p ds
)

p

2

+
(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s)E[‖Zs‖p]
2

p ds
)

p

2

≤ CN sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[‖Zt‖p]
((

∫ t

0
|K2(t+ h, s) −K2(t, s)|2ds

)

p

2

+
(

∫ t+h

t
K2

2 (t+ h, s)ds
)

p

2
)

≤ CT,Nh
γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[‖Zt‖p],

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 2.14. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p ≥ 1, ξ, η ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L2

(1 + |ξ|p),

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t,ξ −Xε

t,η |p ≤ Cp,T,L1
|ξ − η|p,

where the constants Cp,T,L1
and Cp,T,L2

are independent of ε.

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 ≤ ε < 1 we have

E|Xε
t,ξ|p

= E
∣

∣

∣ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)ds+
√
ε

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

√
ε

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p
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≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)|pds+ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E
∥

∥σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

p
ds

≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E

∣

∣

∣1 + |Xε
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

+ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E
∣

∣

∣1 + |Xε
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)

(

1 + E|Xε
s,ξ|p

)

ds+ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)
(

1 + E|Xε
s,ξ|p

)

ds

≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T,L2
+ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K1,2(t, s) ·E|Xε

s,ξ|pds,

where K∗
1,2(t, s) := Cp,T,L2

· (K1(t, s) +K2
2 (t, s)) and the constant Cp,T,L2

is independent of ε.

Let RK
∗
1,2 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K1,2. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and (2.6), we obtain

that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

E|Xε
t,ξ |p ≤ 3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T,L2

+

∫ t

0
RK

∗
1,2(t, s) ·

(

3p−1|ξ|p + Cp,T,L2

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2
(1 + |ξ|p).

Similarly, we can prove

E|Xε
t,ξ −Xε

t,η|p ≤ Cp,T,L1
|ξ − η|p.

�

Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.14, we have the following Lemma associated with X0
t,ξ.

Lemma 2.15. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p ≥ 1, ξ, η ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X0
t,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L2

(1 + |ξ|p),

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X0
t,ξ −X0

t,η |p ≤ Cp,T,L1
|ξ − η|p,

where the constants Cp,T,L1
and Cp,T,L2

are independent of ε.

Lemma 2.16. Denote Qεt :=
Xε

t,ξ
−X0

t,ξ√
εh(ε)

. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. Then for p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Qεt |p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2

|h(ε)|p (1 + |ξ|p),

where the constant Cp,T,L1,L2
is independent of ε.

Proof. Write

Qεt =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
εh(ε)

ds+
1

h(ε)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs.

(2.8)

By Lemma 2.13 (i)-(ii) and (H1)-(H3), we have

E|Qεt |p

= E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
εh(ε)

ds+
1

h(ε)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p



VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS 11

≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
εh(ε)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

1

h(ε)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

∣

∣

∣

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
εh(ε)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

+
Cp,T

|h(ε)|p
∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E
∥

∥σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

p
ds

≤ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

∣

∣

∣

|Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ| +W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εh(ε)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

+
Cp,T,L2

|h(ε)|p
∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E
∣

∣

∣

(

1 + |Xε
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Qεs,ξ|pds+

Cp,T,L2

|h(ε)|p
∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + E|Xε
s,ξ|p

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2

|h(ε)|p
(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|Qεs,ξ|pds,

where in the last step Lemma 2.14 is used.

Let RK̂1 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K̂1 := Cp,T,L1
K1(t, s). By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and

(2.6), we obtain that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

E|Qεt |p ≤ Cp,T,L2

|h(ε)|p
(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+

∫ t

0
RK̂1(t, s) · Cp,T,L2

|h(ε)|p
(

1 + |ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2

|h(ε)|p (1 + |ξ|p).

This proves the lemma. �

Lemma 2.17. Let M : [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×P2(Rd)×R→ Rd, N,G : [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×R→ Rd
satisfy

M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ≤ C

(

1 + |Λε,vs,x| +W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δ0) +

1√
εh(ε)

W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
)
)

,

N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ∨G(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ≤ C

(

1 + |Λε,vs,x| + |X0
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

)

for some finite constant C. Let Λε,vt,x satisfy

Λε,vt,x = x+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)M(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)N(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))vsds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)G(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))dWs ,

(2.9)

where X0
s,ξ and Xε

s,ξ are defined as before. Then, for p > 2, N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Λε,vt,x |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|p),

where the constant Cp,T,N,L2
is independent of ε ∈ (0, 1], and v ∈ AN (but it may depend on AN

or N).

Proof. Since Λε,vt,ξ satisfies (2.9), we have

E[|Λε,vt,x |p]
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= E
[∣

∣

∣x+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)M(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)N(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))vsds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)G(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))dWs

∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ 4p−1|x|p + 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)M(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))ds

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)N(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))vsds

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)G(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

:= 4p−1|x|p + I1 + I2 + I3.

For the term I1, by Lemma 2.13-(i), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.16 we have

I1 ≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

∣

∣

∣M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

∣

∣1 + |Λε,vs,x| +W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δ0) +

1√
εh(ε)

W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
)
∣

∣

p
ds

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

1 + E|Λε,vs,x|p + E|Xε
s,ξ|p + E|Qεt,ξ|p

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Λε,vs,x|pds.

For the term I2, by Lemma 2.13-(iii), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 we have

I2 ≤ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · E
∥

∥

∥N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))

∥

∥

∥

p

ds

≤ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · E
∣

∣1 + |Λε,vs,x| + |X0
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

∣

∣

p
ds

≤ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
(

1 + E|Xε,v
s,ξ |p + E|Λε,vs,x|p + E|X0

s,ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+ Cp,T,N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · E|Λε,vs,x|pds.

For the term I3, applying 2.13-(ii), (H1)-(H3), Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 yields

I3 ≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E
∣

∣

∣G(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E
∣

∣1 + |Λε,vs,x| + |X0
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

∣

∣

p
ds

≤ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
(

1 + E|Xε,v
s,ξ |p + E|Λε,vs,x|p +E|X0

s,ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+ Cp,T

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E|Λε,vs,x|pds.

Therefore

E|Λε,vt,x |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+

∫ t

0
K∗

1,2(t, s) · E|Λε,vs,x|pds,

where K∗
1,2(t, s) := Cp,T · (K1(t, s) + K2

1 (t, s)) + Cp,T,NK
2
2 (t, s) and the constants Cp,T , Cp,T,N are

independent of ε.
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Let RK1,2 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K∗
1,2. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3 and (2.6), we obtain

that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

E|Λε,vt,x |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+

∫ t

0
RK1,2(t, s) · Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2
(1 + |ξ|p).

The proof of the lemma is then completed. �

Lemma 2.18. Assume that Λε,vt,x satisfies (2.9) and (H1)-(H3) hold, if p > 2 ∨ 2
γ

, t, s ∈ [0, T ],

N > 0, ξ ∈ Rd and {vε}ε>0 is a family in AN , in addition, assume there exist a constant C such
that

M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ≤ C

(

1 + |Λε,vs,x| +W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δ0) +

1√
εh(ε)

W2(LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
)
)

,

N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ∨G(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) ≤ C

(

1 + |Λε,vs,x| + |X0
s,ξ| +W2(LXε

s,ξ
, δ0)

)

.

Then Λε,v
ε

admits a version which is Hölder continuous on [0, T ] of any order α < γ
2 − 1

p
, uniformly

for all ε > 0. Denoting again this version by Λε,v
ε

, one can find a ε0 > 0 such that

sup
0<ε<ε0

E







 sup
0≤s<t≤T

∣

∣

∣Λ
ε,vε

t,x − Λε,v
ε

s,x

∣

∣

∣

|t− s|α





p

 ≤ Cα,p,T,N,L2,ξ,

for all α ∈ [0, γ2 − 1
p
). Moreover, the family of random processes {Λε,v

ε}ε>0 is tight in CT .

Proof. For any s < t, we have

Λε,v
ε

t,x − Λε,v
ε

s,x

=

∫ t

s
K1(t, u)M(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,v

ε

s,x , h(ε))du +

∫ t

s
K1(t, u)N(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))vudu

+

∫ t

s
K2(t, u)G(s,X0

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))dWu

+

∫ s

0

(

K1(t, u) −K1(s, u)
)

·M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,v

ε

s,x , h(ε))du

+

∫ s

0

(

K1(t, u) −K1(s, u)
)

·N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))vudu

+

∫ s

0

(

K2(t, u) −K2(s, u)
)

·G(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))dWu

:= J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5 + J6.

Note that under the assumptions on M,N,G, Lemmas 2.14, 2.15, 2.16 and 2.17 give us

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E|M(s,X0
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,v

ε

s,x , h(ε))|p ≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

,

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E‖N(s,X0
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))‖p ≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

,

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E‖G(s,X0
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))‖p ≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

.

For the terms J1 and J4, combining Lemma 2.13-(iv), Lemmas 2.14-2.17 we have

E|J1|p + E|J4|p ≤ Cp,T |t− s|γp sup
s∈[0,T ]

E|M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,v

ε

s,x , h(ε))|p
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≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

|t− s|γp.
For the terms J2 and J5, by Lemma 2.13-(vi), Lemmas 2.14-2.17, we have

E|J2|p + E|J5|p ≤ CT,N |t− s|γp sup
s∈[0,T ]

E‖N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))‖p

≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

|t− s|γp.
For the terms J3 and J6, by Lemma 2.13-(v), Lemmas 2.14-2.17, we have

E|J3|p + E|J6|p ≤ Cp,T |t − s|γp sup
t∈[0,T ]

E‖G(s,X0
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε))‖p

≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

|t− s|γp.
Combining the above estimations, we have

E|Λε,vε

t,x − Λε,v
ε

s,x |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

|t − s|γp.
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 {Xε,vε}ε>0 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 Xε
t,ξ of

(1.1) (Theorem 3.1 of [21]). As ε tends to zero, Xε
·,ξ will converge to X0

·,ξ, where X0
·,ξ satisfies (1.2).

In order to prove Laplace principle for (1.1), we take

E = CdT := C([0, T ],Rd), Gε(W ) := Xε
·,ξ ,

where C([0, T ],Rd) denotes the space of continuous functions from [0, T ] to Rd equipped with
the supremum norm ‖φ‖T := supt∈[0,T ] |φt|. Then by Girsanov’s theorem, the shifted version

X
ε,v
·,ξ := Gε

(

W + 1√
ε

∫ ·
0 vsds

)

is the unique strong solution of the controlled equation under P:

X
ε,v
t,ξ = ξ+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s,Xε,v

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,Xε,v

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)vsds

+
√
ε

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε,v

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs. (3.10)

Under some appropriate conditions, we will prove that Xε,v
t,ξ will converge to φt as ε → 0, where φt

is the unique solution of the following deterministic Volterra equation

φt = ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds. (3.11)

We now state the results of LDP.

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), the family {Xε
·,ξ}ε>0, the unique solution of

(1.1), satisfies the Large Deviation Principle with rate function (2.7) and speed ε−1, where G0
v

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)-(H3) hold, then there exists a unique solution φt such that for
almost all t ≥ 0, N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd, some constant CT,N,L2

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|φt| ≤ CT,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|), (3.12)

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 (ii) in Theorem 2.11.

Let

x := ξ,Λε,vt,ξ := X
ε,v
t,ξ ,M(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) := b(s,Xε,v

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)

and

N(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) := σ(s,Xε,v

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

), G(s,X0
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) :=

√
εσ(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)).

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 ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd
Hence {Xn,v , vn}n≥0 converges almost surely in the product topology on CdT × SN , and the limit is
the CdT × SN -valued random variable (φ, v) in a possibly different probability space (Ω0,F0,P0) as
n tends to +∞.

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε,v
t,ξ |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(1 + |ξ|p),

where the constant Cp,T,N,L2
is independent of ε ∈ (0, 1], v ∈ AN (but it depends on AN or N).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold, if p > 2 ∨ 2
γ

, t, s ∈ [0, T ], N > 0, ξ ∈ Rd and {vε}ε>0

is a family in AN , then Xε,vε

admits a version which is Hölder continuous on [0, T ] of any order
α < γ

2 − 1
p
, uniformly for all ε > 0. Denoting again this version by Xε,vε

, one has for all ε > 0

small enough

E

[(

sup
0≤s<t≤T

X
ε,vε

t,ξ −X
ε,vε

s,ξ

|t− s|α
)p]

≤ Cp,T,N,L2,ξ,

for all α ∈ [0, γ2 − 1
p
). Moreover, the family of random processes {Xε,vε

·,ξ }ε>0 is tight in CT .

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

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold, for t, s ∈ [0, T ], N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd, then the
solution φt of (3.11) has for all ε > 0 small enough

|φt − φs| ≤ CT,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|
)

|t− s|γ .

Since Xε
t,ξ −X0

t,ξ = Qεt,ξ|h(ε)= 1√
ε

, so Lemma 2.16 is simplified as

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t,ξ −X0

t,ξ|p ≤ ε
p

2Cp,T,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

,

where the constant Cp,T,L1,L2
is independent of ε.
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Lemma 3.7. The set G0
v from Definition 2.9 is characterized by

G0
v =

{

φ : [0, T ] → Rd|φt = ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds

}

.

Proof. The proof of this lemma follow the technique in Theorem 1 [6] or Lemma 3.17 of [13]. Before
we characterize G0

v , we first identify G0
v,N . Recall the definition 2.9 of G0

v,N . For N ∈N and v ∈ AN ,

consider a subsequence {εn}n∈N ⊂ [0,∞) with limn→∞ εn = 0 and a sequence {vεn}n∈N ⊂ AN such
that limn→∞ vεn = v in distribution, and assume that Xn,v := Xεn,v

εn
converges in distribution

to some random variable φ with values in CdT . To simplify the representation, we define vn :=
vεn ,Xεn := Xn.

By Skorohod representation theorem ([9, Theorem 3.15 ]) we can work with almost sure con-
vergence for the purpose of identifying the limit. Hence {Xn,v, vn}n≥0 converges almost surely in
the product topology on CdT × SN , and the limit is a CdT × SN -valued random variable (φ, v) in a
possibly different probability space (Ω0,F0,P0) as n tends to +∞. The convergence of the couple
also takes place in distribution. For t ∈ [0, T ], define Φt : CdT × SN → R as

Φt(ω, f) :=
∣

∣

∣ωt − ξ −
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

) + σ(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

)fs
)

ds
∣

∣

∣ ∧ 1.

It is clear that Φt is bounded, and we also can show Φt is continuous. Let ωn → ω in CdT and
fn → f in SN with respect the weak topology.

For ω, ωn ∈ CdT , f, f
n ∈ SN , by Lemma 2.15 and (H1)-(H3) we have that

|Φt(ω, f) − Φt(ω
n, fn)| ≤ |ωt − ωnt | +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣b(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

) − b(s, ωns , δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

(

σ(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

) − σ(s, ωns , δX0
s,ξ

)
)

fns +
(

fs − fns
)

σ(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣ds

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | +
(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s)ds
)

1

2 ·
(

∫ t

0

∣

∣b(s, ωs, δX0
s,ξ

) − b(s, ωns , δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

2
ds

)

1

2

+
(

∫ t

0
|fns |2ds

)

1

2 ·
(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s, ωs,LX0
s,ξ

) − σ(s, ωns ,LX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

1

2

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖σ(t, ωt,LX0
t,ξ

)‖
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |fs − fns |ds

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | + CT,L1

(

∫ t

0
|ωs − ωns |2ds

)

1

2

+ CN,L1

(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · |ωs − ωns |2ds
)

1

2

+CL2
sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

1 + |ωt| + |X0
t |)

)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |fs − fns |ds

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | + CT,L1
sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | +CN,T,L1
sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt |

+CT,L2

(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

ωt
)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |fs − fns |ds

≤ CN,T,L1
sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | + CL2

(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

ωt
)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |fs − fns |ds.
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Since fn tends to f weakly in L2 and limn→∞ |ωt −ωnt | = 0, so we get Φt(f
n, ωn) tends to Φt(f, ω)

as n tends to ∞, which implies Φt is continuous and therefore

lim
n→∞

E[Φt(X
n,v, vn)] = E[Φt(φ, 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

E[Φt(X
n,v, vn)] ≤ E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s,Xn,v
s ,LXn

s
) − b(s,Xn,v

s , δX0
s,ξ

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

+ E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

σ(s,Xn,v
s ,LXn

s
) − σ(s,Xn,v

s , δX0
s,ξ

)
)

vns ds
∣

∣

∣

+
√
εnE

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · σ(s,Xn,v ,LXn

s
)dWs

∣

∣

∣

≤ L1E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·W2(LXn

s
, δX0

s,ξ
)ds

+
(

∫ t

0
|vns |2ds

)

1

2 · E
(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,Xn,v
s ,LXn

s
) − σ(s,Xn,v

s , δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

1

2

+
√
εnE

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · ‖σ(s,Xn,v
s ,LXn

s
)‖2ds

)

1

2

≤ L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Xn
s −X0

s,ξ|p
)

1

p ds

+
√

NL2E

(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·W2
2(LXn

s
, δX0

s,ξ
)ds

)

1

2

+
√

εnL2E

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |Xn,v
s |2 +W2

2(LXn
s
, δ0)

)

ds
)

1

2

≤ √
εnCT,L1,L2,ξ +

√

NL2

[

E

(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·W2
2(LXn

s
, δX0

s,ξ
)ds

)

p

2
]

1

p

+
√

εnL2

[

E

(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |Xn,v
s |2 +W2

2(LXn
s
, δ0)

)

ds
)

p

2
]

1

p

≤ √
εnCT,L1,L2,ξ +

√

NL2

[(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E
(

W
p
2(LXn

s
, δX0

s,ξ
)
)

2

p ds
)

p

2
]

1

p

+
√

εnL2

[(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·E
(

1 + |Xn,v
s |p +Wp

2(LXn
s
, δ0)

)
2

p ds
)

p

2
]

1

p

≤ √
εnCT,N,L1,L2,ξ +

√
εnCT,N,L2,ξ

≤ CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

√
εn → 0 as n → ∞.

Hence E[Φt(φ, v)] = 0, which implies that φ satisfies (3.11) almost surely, for all t ∈ T . By Lemma
3.5, we have that φ has continuous paths, so it satisfies (3.11) for all t ∈ T , almost surely, which
means G0

v,N consists of the unique solution of (3.11). Since this definition is independent of N , it

extends to G0
v . The proof is complete. �

This Lemma shows that the set G0
v corresponds to the unique solution φt 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

I(φ) := inf
{1

2

∫ T

0

|vs|2ds : v ∈ L2, φt = ξ +

∫ t

0

K1(t, s)b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0

K1(t, s)σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds

}

.

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

LN := {φ ∈ CdT : I(φ) ≤ N}
are compact. Fix N > 0 and consider an arbitrary sequence {φn}n∈N ⊂ LN , we will show that
there exists a converging subsequence such that the limit belongs to LN .

We first prove that {φn}n∈N is relative compact. According to classical Arzelà-Ascoli’s Theorem,
we only need to show that {φn}n∈N is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. For all n ∈ N and

t ∈ [0, T ], there exists vn ∈ L2 such that 1
2

∫ T
0 |vnt |2dt ≤ N and φn ∈ G0

vn , which implies that
vn ∈ S2N and φn is the solution of following Volterra type McKean-Vlasov integral equation:

φnt = ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φns , δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φns , δX0

s,ξ
)vns ds.

By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5, we obtain {φn}n∈N is relatively compact which ensures that LN is relatively
compact for any N > 0.

Next we show that {φn}n∈N is closed, that is, let {φn}n∈N be a converging sequence of LN and
denote its limit by φ ∈ CdT , we want to prove that the limit φ ∈ LN . Since vn ∈ S2N which is a
compact space with respect to the weak topology. Hence there exists a subsequence {nk}k∈N such
that vnk converges weakly in L2 to the limit v ∈ S2N and limk→∞ φnk = φ.

Notice that for v, vnk ∈ S2N , by (H1)-(H3), Hölder’s inequality, Lemmas 2.15 and 3.2 we have
that
∣

∣

∣φ
nk
t −

(

ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds

)

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s, φnk
s , δX0

s,ξ
) − b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

σ(s, φnk
s , δX0

s,ξ
)vnk
s − σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vs

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

≤ L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |φnk

s − φs|ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥σ(s, φnk
s , δX0

s,ξ
) − σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥ · |vnk
s |ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥σ(s, φs, δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥ · |vnk
s − vs|ds

≤ L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |φnk

s − φs|ds+
(

∫ t

0
|vnk
s |2ds

)

1

2 ·
(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s, φnk
s , δX0

s,ξ
) − σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

1

2

+ CL2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

1 + |φs| +W2(δX0
s,ξ
, δ0)

)

· |vnk
s − vs|ds

≤ CL1,T sup
t∈[0,T ]

|φnk
t − φt| + CN,L1

(

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · |φnk
s − φs|2ds

)

1

2

+ CL2
(1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]
|φt| + sup

t∈[0,T ]
|X0

t |) ·
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |vnk

s − vs|ds

≤ CL1,T sup
t∈[0,T ]

|φnk
t − φt| + CN,L1,T sup

t∈[0,T ]
|φnk
t − φt| + CT,N,L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |vnk

s − vs|ds
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≤ CN,L1,T sup
t∈[0,T ]

|φnk
t − φt| → 0 as nk → ∞ ( lim

k→∞
φnk = φ)

+ CT,N,L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |vnk

s − vs|ds → 0 as nk → ∞ (vnk converges weakly in L2 to v).

So we easily obtain that

φt = lim
k→∞

φnk

= lim
k→∞

(

ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φnk

s , δX0
s,ξ

)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φnk

s , δX0
s,ξ

)vnk
s ds

)

= ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φs, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds.

Since v ∈ S2N so that φ ∈ LN , which concludes the proof of the closure and therefore of the
compactness of LN . �

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

Xε
t,ξ −X0

t,ξ√
ε

, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

where X0 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 x, y ∈ Rd, µ, ν ∈ P2(Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ]

‖∇b(t, x, µ)‖ ≤ L3, ‖DLb(t, x, µ)‖Tµ,2
≤ L3,

where ∇b(t, x, µ) denotes the derivative of b(t, x, µ) with respect to x, DLb(t, x, µ) is the Lions
derivative with respect to µ, and L3 > 0 is a positive constant.

(H5) For t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ Rd and X,Y, φ ∈ L2(Ω 7→ Rd,P)
∣

∣

∣E
〈

DLb(t, x,LX)(X), φ
〉

− E
〈

DLb(t, y,LY )(Y ), φ
〉

∣

∣

∣

≤ L4

(

|x− y| +W2(LX ,LY ) + (E|X − Y |2)
1

2

)

·
(

E|φ|2
)

1

2

for some positive constant L4 > 0.

(H6) The derivative of ∇b(t, ·, µ) exists and for any x, y ∈ Rd, µ, ν ∈ P2(Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ]

‖∇b(t, x, µ) − ∇b(t, y, ν)‖ ≤ L5

(

|x− y| +W2(µ, ν)
)

,

for some positive constant L5 > 0.

Define Zεt,ξ = Qεt,ξ|h(ε)=1 =
Xε

t,ξ
−X0

t,ξ√
ε

, and we can write

Zεt,ξ =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs, (4.13)
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Then we construct another Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDE of Zt,ξ:

Zt,ξ =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

]

ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)dWs. (4.14)

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

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the assumptions (H1)-(H6) are satisfied, then it holds that for any
R > 0 and p > 2

lim
ε→0
E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ],|ξ|≤R

|Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ|p
)

= 0.

We first prepare some preliminary lemmas needed for the proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 4.2. [29] Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) be an atomless space, and let X,Y ∈ L2(Ω 7→ Rd,P) with
LX = µ. If either X and Y are bounded and f is L-differentiable at µ, or f ∈ C1

b (P2(Rd)), then

lim
ε→0

f(LX+εY ) − f(µ)

ε
= E〈DLf(µ)(X), Y 〉.

Consequently,
∣

∣

∣ lim
ε→0

f(LX+εY ) − f(µ)

ε

∣

∣

∣ = |E〈DLf(µ)(X), Y 〉| ≤ ‖DLf(µ)‖Tµ,2

√

E|Y |2.

First we estimate Zεt,ξ = Qεt,ξ|h(ε)=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, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zεt,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
(1 + |ξ|p) .

(ii) Under the assumptions (H1)-(H6), it follows that for p > 2, ξ, η ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt,η|p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p .

(iii) Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for any t, t′ ∈ [0, T ], p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt′,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp,

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

Proof. We are going to prove (iii) and the case (ii) is similar. For any t > t′ we have

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt′,ξ|p

= E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

−
∫ t′

0
K1(t′, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds−
∫ t′

0
K2(t′, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
)

·
b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
ε

ds
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+

∫ t′

0

(

K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
)

· σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
)dWs +

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds

+

∫ t

t′
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
)

·
b(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
ε

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
)

· σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

:= Ξ1 + Ξ2.

For the term Ξ1, by Lemma 2.13 (iv), Lemma 4.3 (i), (H1)-(H3), we have

Ξ1 ≤ Cp,T |t− t′|γp sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

∣

∣

∣

b(t,Xε
t,ξ ,LXε

t,ξ
) − b(t,X0

t,ξ , δX0
t,ξ

)
√
ε

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ Cp,T,L1
|t− t′|γp sup

t∈[0,T ]
E|Zεt,ξ|p

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp.

For the term Ξ2, applying 2.13 (v), Lemma 2.14, (H1)-(H3), we have

Ξ2 ≤ Cp,T |t′ − t|γp sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
∥

∥σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

p

≤ Cp,T,L2
|t′ − t|γp

(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t,ξ |p

)

≤ Cp,T,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t′ − t|γp.

Hence, for all 0 ≤ t < t′ ≤ T ,

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt′,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t′ − t|γp.

�

Next, we are going to take care of bound for Zt,ξ.

Lemma 4.4. Assume (H1)-(H4). Then for p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zt,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p),

where the constant Cp,T,L2,L3
is independent of ε.

Proof. By (4.14), BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, (H1), (H3) and (H4) we have

E|Zt,ξ|p = E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

]

ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) +E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p
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+ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s ,LX0
s
)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 2p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)

+ E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1

+ CpE
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

p

2

≤ Cp,L3
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|Zs,ξ|p + E|Zs,ξ|p
)

ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1

+ CpE

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

p
ds ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)ds
∣

∣

∣

p

2
−1

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + E|X0
s,ξ|p

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|Zs,ξ|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 t ∈ [0, T ],

E|Zt,ξ|2p ≤ Cp,T,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

+

∫ t

0
RK

∗
1 (t, s) · Cp,T,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p).

�

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), we have that for p > 2, ξ, η ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zt,ξ − Zt,η |p ≤ Cp,T,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p,

where the constant Cp,T,L2,L3,L4,L5
is independent of ε.

Proof. By (4.14), BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, (H1) and (H3)-(H5) we have

E|Zt,ξ − Zt,η |p

= E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

]

ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)dWs −
∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,η , δX0
s,η

)dWs

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ηb(s,X
0
s,η, δX0

s,η
) + E

〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,η
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇Zs,ηb(s,X
0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,η
〉)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

(

σ(t,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
)

dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p



VOLTERRA TYPE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS 23

+ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

) − ∇Zs,ηb(s,X
0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,ξ
〉)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,ξ
〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,η
〉)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ CpE
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(t,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,η , δX0
s,η

)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

p

2

≤ 6p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
∣

∣

p
ds ·

(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

+ 6p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

) − ∇Zs,ηb(s,X
0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)
∣

∣

p
ds ·

(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

+ 6p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ) −DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,ξ
〉

∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

+ 6p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)(X0

s,η), Zs,ξ − Zs,η
〉

∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

+ CpE

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(t,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
∥

∥

p · ds
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)ds
)

p

2
−1

≤ Cp,T,L5
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p +Wp
2(δX0

s,ξ
, δX0

s,η
)
)

· |Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zs,ξ − Zs,η|pds

+ Cp,T,L4
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p +Wp
2(δX0

s,ξ
, δX0

s,η
) + (E|X0

s,ξ −X0
s,η|2)

p

2

)

·
(

E|Zs,ξ|2
)

p

2 ds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zs,ξ − Zs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L2

E

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p +Wp
2(δX0

s,ξ
, δX0

s,η
)
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zs,ξ − Zs,η|pds+Cp,T,L4

E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|X0

s,ξ −X0
s,η|pds

+ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|pds+ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|X0

s,ξ −X0
s,η|p ·E|Zs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|2p
)

1

2 ·
(

E|Zs,ξ|2p
)

1

2 ds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zs,ξ − Zs,η|pds+Cp,T,L2,L3,L4

(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p,

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|Zt,ξ − Zt,η |p ≤ Cp,T,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p +

∫ t

0
RK

∗
1 (t, s) ·

(

Cp,T,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H4), we have that for any t, t′ ∈ [0, T ], p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zt,ξ − Zt′,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp,

where the constant Cp,T,L2,L3
is independent of ε.
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Proof. For any t > t′ we have

E|Zt,ξ − Zt′,ξ|p

= E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds

−
∫ t′

0
K1(t′, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ, δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)dWs −
∫ t′

0
K2(t′, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
)

·
[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds

+

∫ t′

0

(

K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
)

· σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)dWs +

∫ t

t′
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ,LX0
s,ξ

)dWs

+

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
)

·
[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
)

· σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ ,LX0
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

:= Θ1 + Θ2 + Θ3 + Θ4.

For the term Θ1, by Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 4.4, (H1), (H3) and (H4), we have

Θ1 := 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
)

·
[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ Cp,L3
E

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
∣

∣ ·
(

E|Zs,ξ|p + |Zs,ξ|p
)

ds ·
(

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
∣

∣ds
)p−1

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K1(t, s) −K1(t′, s)
∣

∣ · E|Zs,ξ|pds|t− t′|γ(p−1)

≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp.

For the term Θ2, applying BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, extended Minkowski’s inequality,
Lemma 2.14, (H1) and (H3), we have

Θ2 := 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′

0

(

K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
)

· σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ CpE
(

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
∣

∣

2 ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

p

2

≤ Cp,L2
E

(

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
∣

∣

2 ·
(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|2 +W2

2(LX0
s,ξ
, δ0)

)

ds
)

p

2

≤ Cp,L2

(

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
∣

∣

2 ·
(

E
[

1 + |X0
s,ξ|p +Wp

2(LX0
s,ξ
, δ0)

])
2

p ds
)

p

2
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≤ Cp,L2

(

∫ t′

0

∣

∣K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
∣

∣

2 ·
(

1 + (E|X0
s,ξ|p)

2

p
)

ds
)

p

2

≤ Cp,T,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)

(

∫ t

0

∣

∣K2(t, s) −K2(t′, s)
∣

∣

2
ds

)

p

2 ≤ Cp,T,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t′ − t|γp.

For the term Θ3, by Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 4.4, (H1), (H3) and (H4), we have

Θ3 := 4p−1E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(t,X0
t,ξ , δX0

t,ξ
)(X0

t,ξ), Zt,ξ
〉

]

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ Cp,L3
E

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Zs,ξ|p + |Zs,ξ|p
)

ds ·
(

∫ t′

t
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

t′
K1(t, s) · E|Zs,ξ|pds|t− t′|γ(p−1)

≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp.

For the term Θ4, by BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.14, (H1) and (H3), we have

Θ4 := 4p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t′
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ,LX0
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ CpE
(

∫ t

t′
K2

2 (t, s)
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

p

2

≤ CpE

∫ t

t′
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ,LX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

p
ds ·

(

∫ t

t′
K2

2 (t, s)ds
)

p

2
−1

≤ Cp,TE

∫ t

t′
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|p +Wp

2(LX0
s,ξ
, δ0)

)

ds|t− t′|γ(p−2)

≤ Cp,T,L2
(1 + |ξ|p)|t − t′|γp .

Hence, for all 0 ≤ t < t′ ≤ T ,

E|Zt,ξ − Zt′,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L2,L3
(1 + |ξ|p)|t′ − t|γp.

This proves the lemma. �

Now we bound Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that the assumptions (H1)-(H6) are satisfied, then it holds that for p >
2, ξ ∈ Rd

E|Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L3,L4
ε

p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

,

where the constant Cp,T,L3,L4
is independent of ε.

Proof.

E|Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ|p

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s)

[

∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) + E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

]

ds−
∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(t,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)
√
ε

− ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p
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+ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉)

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

+ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

(

σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
)

dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

:= Π1 +Π2 +Π3.

For the term Π1, by Hölder’s inequality, Lemmas 3.6, 4.3, (H1)-(H4) and (H6) we have

Π1 = 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)
√
ε

− ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 3p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)
√
ε

− ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

)p−1

≤ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
∇Zε

s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u),LXε
s,ξ

) − ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)du
∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u),LXε
s,ξ

) − ∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣

p

duds

+ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

) − ∇Zs,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣

p

duds

≤ Cp,T,L5
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0
|M ξ

s (u) −X0
s,ξ|pdu · |Zεs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

(

|Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ|p · |Zεs,ξ|p
)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Zεs,ξ|2p
)

1

2 ·
(

E|Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ|2p
)

1

2 ds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L1,L2

ε
p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

,

where M ξ
s (u) = X0

s,ξ + u(Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ), u ∈ [0, T ].

For the term Π2, by Hölder’s inequality, Lemmas 3.6, 4.3, and (H1)-(H5) we have

Π2 = 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(b(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∫ 1

0

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r)), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉)

drds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∫ 1

0

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r)), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Z
ε
s,ξ

〉

)

drds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 6p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)

·
(

∫ 1

0

(

E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Z
ε
s,ξ

〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

)

drds
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 6p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
E

〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r)), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Z
ε
s,ξ

〉

dr
∣

∣

∣

p

ds

·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1
+ 6p−1

E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
E

〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Z
ε
s,ξ

〉
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− E
〈

DLb(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)(X0

s,ξ), Zs,ξ
〉

dr
∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1

≤ Cp,T,L4
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣W2(L
R

ξ
s(r)

, δX0
s,ξ

) +
(

E|Rξs(r) −X0
s,ξ|2

)
1

2

∣

∣

∣

p

dr ·
(

E|Zεs,ξ|2
)

p

2 ds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds

≤ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Xε

s,ξ −X0
s,ξ|p ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds

≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L1,L2,L4

ε
p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

,

where Rξs(r) := X0
s,ξ + r(Xε

s,ξ −X0
s,ξ), t ∈ [0, T ].

For the term Π3, by BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 3.6 and (H1)-(H3), we have

Π3 = 3p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

(

σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
)

dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ CpE
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · ‖σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)‖2ds
)

p

2

≤ CpE

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · ‖σ(s,Xε
s,ξ ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(t,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)‖pds ·
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)ds
)

p

2
−1

≤ Cp,T,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ|pds

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
ε

p

2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2
ε

p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

.

So by Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.3, we have

E|Zεt,ξ − Zt,ξ|p ≤ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|Zεs,ξ − Zs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L1,L2,L4

ε
p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2,L3,L4
ε

p

2

(

1 + |ξ|2p
)

.

�

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We define

Z(r, t, ξ) =

{

Zt,ξ, r = 0,

Zεn

t,ξ + r−εnT
εn+1

(

Z
εn+1

t,ξ − Zεn

t,ξ

)

, εn+1T < r ≤ εnT, n ∈N.
Fix R > 0, by Lemmas 4.3[(ii)], 4.3[(iii)], 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, there exists a constant β := β(γ) > 0 such
that for all p > 2, t, t′ ∈ [0, T ], ξ, η ∈ DR := {ξ ∈ Rd, |ξ| ≤ R}, we have

E

∣

∣

∣Z(r, t, ξ) − Z(r′, t′, η)
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ Cp,T,R,L3,L4

(

|r − r′|βp + |t − t′|βp + |ξ − η|βp
)

.

Thus, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, there is a p-order integrable random variable A(ω)
such that

sup
t∈[0,T ],|ξ|≤R

∣

∣

∣Z(r, t, ξ) − Z(r′, t, ξ)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ A(ω)|r − r′|λ, a.s.,

where λ ∈ (0, β − d+2
p

). In particular, taking r = 0, r′ = εnT we have

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ],|ξ|≤R

∣

∣Zεn

t,ξ − Zt,ξ
∣

∣

)p

≤ |εnT |pλE|A(ω)|p,
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which yields the desired convergence. �

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 ε > 0, define

Y ε
· :=

Xε
·,ξ −X0

·,ξ√
εh(ε)

=
Gε(W ) −X0

·,ξ√
εh(ε)

:= J ε(W ) . (5.15)

Assume that h(ε) satisfies

h(ε) → ∞,
√
εh(ε) → 0 as ε → 0.

This J ε : CmT → CdT is a Borel measurable map for each ε > 0, and the Y ε
· satisfies the following

Volterra type McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

Y ε
t =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εh(ε)Y ε

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εh(ε)

ds

+
1

h(ε)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εh(ε)Y ε

s ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs . (5.16)

It is clear that the existence and unique of Y ε
· hold by Theorem 3.1 of [21], then the moderate

deviation principle for {Xε}ε>0 is equivalent to the large deviation principle for {Y ε}ε>0.

Applying Girsanov’s theorem, the shifted version Y
ε,v

· := J ε
(

W + h(ε)
∫ ·

0 vsds
)

is the unique
strong solution of the controlled equation under P:

Y
ε,v
t =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εh(ε)

ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

)vsds (5.17)

+
1

h(ε)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs.

For all v ∈ A, we define J 0
v to be the solution of the limiting Volterra integral equation

ψt =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψs

b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)vsds. (5.18)

To obtain the MDP, in addition to (H1)-(H3) and (H6), we also need the following assumption.

(H7) There exists a positive constant L6 such that for t ∈ [0, T ]

∇b(t, 0, δ0) ≤ L6.

Define the new rate function as

Λ(ψ) := inf
{1

2

∫ T

0
|vs|2ds : v ∈ L2 such that ψ ∈ J 0

v

}

. (5.19)

We now state our results of MDP.

Theorem 5.1. Under (H1)-(H3) and (H6)-(H7), the family {Xε}ε>0, the unique solution of
(1.1), satisfies the Moderate Deviations Principle with rate function (5.19) and speed h2(ε), where
J 0
v 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
ψt such that for almost all t ≥ 0, N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd, some constant CT,N,L2,L5,L6

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ψt| ≤ CT,N,L2,L5,L6
(1 + |ξ|), (5.20)

for almost all t ∈ [0, T ].

From Lemma 2.16, we easily get the following estimate associated with Y ε := Qεt = Xε−X0√
εh(ε)

.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), it follows that for p > 2, ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε
t |p ≤ 1

|h(ε)|pCp,T,L1,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

,

where the constant Cp,T,L1,L2
is independent of ε.

Let

x := 0,Λε,vt,ξ := Y
ε,v
t , N(s,X0

s,ξ,LXε
s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) := σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

),

M(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
, δX0

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) :=

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εh(ε)

,

G(s,X0
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
,Λε,vs,x, h(ε)) :=

1

h(ε)
σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εh(ε)Y ε,v

s ,LXε
s,ξ

).

Then Lemma 2.17 and Lemma 2.18 give us that

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3), for p > 2, N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε,v
t |p ≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2

(1 + |ξ|p),

where the constant Cp,T,N,L1,L2
is independent of ε, v.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. If p > 2 ∨ 2
γ
, t, s ∈ [0, T ], N > 0, ξ ∈ Rd and {vε}ε>0

is a family in AN , then Y ε,vε
admits a version which is Hölder continuous on [0, T ] of any order

α < γ
2 − 1

p
, uniformly for all ε > 0. Denoting again this version by Y ε,vε

, one has for all ε > 0

small enough

E

[(

sup
0≤s<t≤T

Y
ε,vε

t − Y ε,vε

s

|t− s|α
)p]

≤ Cp,T,N,L1,L2,ξ,

for all α ∈ [0, γ2 − 1
p
). Moreover, the family of random variables {Y ε,vε}ε>0 is tight in CT .

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

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (H6) hold, for t, s ∈ [0, T ], N > 0, v ∈ AN , ξ ∈ Rd,
then the solution ψt of (5.18) has for all ε > 0 small enough

|ψt − ψs| ≤ CT,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|p
)

|t − s|γ .

This verifies Condition (i) of Lemma 2.11.

Step 2 Verification of the Condition (ii) of Lemma 2.11.
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Lemma 5.7. The set J 0
v from Definition 2.9 (G is replaced by J and εn = 1

h(εn)) is characterized

by

J 0
v =

{

ψ : [0, T ] → Rd| ψt =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψs

b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)vsds
}

.

Proof. Recall the definition 2.9 of J 0
v,N . For N ∈ N and v ∈ AN , consider a subsequence

{εn}n∈N ⊂ [0,∞) with limn→∞ εn = 0 and a sequence {vεn}n∈N ⊂ AN such that limn→∞ vεn =
v in distribution, and assume that Y n,v := Y εn,v

εn
converges in distribution to some random vari-

able ψ with values in CdT . To simplify the representation, we denote vn := vεn .

By Skorohod representation theorem we can work with almost sure convergence for the purpose
of identifying the limit. Hence, we may assume that {Y n,v, vn}n≥0 converges almost surely in the
product topology on CdT ×SN , and the limit is a CdT ×SN -valued random variable (ψ, v) in a possibly

different probability space (Ω0,F0,P0) as n tends to +∞. For t ∈ [0, T ], define Ψt : CdT × SN → R
as

Ψt(ω, f) :=
∣

∣

∣ωt −
∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ωsb(s,X

0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds−

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)fsds
∣

∣

∣ ∧ 1.

It is clear that Ψt is bounded, and we are going to show that Ψt is continuous. To this end, let
ωn → ω in CdT and fn → f in SN with respect the weak topology.

For ω, ωn ∈ CdT , f, f
n ∈ SN , by (H1)-(H3), (H6)-(H7) and Lemma 2.15 we have that

|Ψt(ω, f) − Ψt(ω
n, fn)|

≤ |ωt − ωnt | +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥∇ωsb(s,X
0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − ∇ωn

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥ds

+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)fs − σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)fns

∣

∣

∣ds

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ωs − ωns | ·

∥

∥∇b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − ∇b(s, 0, δ0)

∥

∥ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ωs − ωns | ·

∥

∥∇b(s, 0, δ0)
∥

∥ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · |fs − fns | ·

∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥ds

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | ·
[

1 + L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|X0
s,ξ| +W2(δX0

s,ξ
, δ0

)

ds
]

+ CT,L6
sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | + CL2

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · |fs − fns | ·

(

1 + |X0
s,ξ| +W2(δX0

s,ξ
, δ0)

)

ds

≤ CT,L2,L5,L6
sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ωt − ωnt | + CL2

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · |fs − fns |ds.

Since fn tends to f weakly in L2 and limn→∞ |ωt−ωnt | = 0, we see that Ψt(f
n, ωn) tends to Ψt(f, ω)

as n tends to ∞, which implies Ψt is continuous and therefore

lim
n→∞

E[Ψt(Y
n,v, vn)] = E[Ψt(ψ, v)].

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

Since

E[Ψt(Y
n,v, vn)] = E

[∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εnh(εn)

ds
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+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

)vns ds

+
1

h(εn)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

)dWs

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇Y n

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds−
∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)vns ds
∣

∣

∣ ∧ 1
]

≤ V1 + V2 + V3,

where

V1 := E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

[b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εnh(εn)

− ∇Y
n,v

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
]

ds
∣

∣

∣,

V2 := E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

[

σ(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
]

· vns ds
∣

∣

∣,

V3 := E
∣

∣

∣

1

h(εn)

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) · σ(s,X0

s,ξ +
√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

)dWs

∣

∣

∣.

For the term V1, by Lemmas 5.3, 5.4, Hölder’s inequality, (H1)-(H3) and (H6), we have

V1 ≤ E
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εnh(εn)

− ∇Y
n,v

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣ds

≤ E
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LX0
s,ξ

)
√
εnh(εn)

∣

∣

∣ds

+ E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

b(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LX0
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εnh(εn)

− ∇Y
n,v

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

∣ds

≤ L1E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

W2(LXn
s
, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
εnh(εn)

∣

∣

∣ds

+ E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
∇Y

n,v
s
b(s, Pns (u),LX0

s,ξ
) − ∇Y

n,v
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)du
∣

∣

∣ds

≤ L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Y n
s |p

)
1

p ds+ L5
√
εnh(εn)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Y n,v
s |p

)
1

p ds

≤ CT,L1,L2,ξ
1

h(εn)
+ CT,L1,L2,L5,ξ

√
εnh(εn),

where Pns (u) := P εn
s (u) := X0

s,ξ + u
√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,u ∈ [0, T ].

For the term V2, by Lemma 3.6, Lemma 5.4, Hölder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and
(H1)-(H3), we have

V2 ≤
√
NE

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

) − σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

1

2

≤
√

NL1

[

E

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

εn|h(εn)|2|Y n,v
s |2 +W2

2(LXn
s
, δX0

s,ξ
)
)

ds
)

p

2
]

1

p

≤
√

NL1

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
[

E
(

| √
εnh(εn)|p|Y n,v

s |p +Wp
2(LXn

s
, δX0

s,ξ
)
)]

2

p ds
)

1

2

≤
√

NL1

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
[ √

εnh(εn)|pE|Y n,v
s |p + E|Xn

s −X0
s,ξ|p

]
2

p ds
)

1

2
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≤ CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

√
εnh(εn) + CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

√
εn.

For the term V3, by Lemmas 2.14, 2.15, and 5.4, Hölder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and
(H1)-(H3), we have

V3 ≤ 1

h(εn)
E

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ +

√
εnh(εn)Y n,v

s ,LXn
s

)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

1

2

≤ CL1

h(εn)

[

E

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|2 + εnh(εn)|Y n,v

s |2 +W2
2(LXn

s
, δ0)

)

ds
)

p

2
]

1

p

≤ CL1

h(εn)

(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|p + | √

εnh(εn)|pE|Y n,v
s |p + EWp

2(LXn
s
, δ0)

)
2

p ds
)

1

2

≤ CT,L1,L2,ξ
1

h(εn)
+ CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

√
εnh(εn).

Therefore

E[Ψt(Y
n,v, vn)] ≤ CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

1

h(εn)
+ CT,N,L1,L2,ξ

√
εnh(εn) → 0 as n → ∞.

Hence E[Ψt(ψ, v)] = 0, which implies that ψ satisfies (5.18) almost surely, for all t ∈ T . By Lemma
5.6, we have that ψ has continuous paths, so it satisfies (5.18) for all t ∈ T , almost surely,. Thus,
J 0
v,N consists of unique solution of (3.11). Since this definition is independent of N , it extends to

J 0
v . The proof is complete. �

This Lemma shows that the set J 0
v corresponds to the unique solution ψt of (5.18).

Lemma 5.8. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (H6)-(H7) hold, the functional Λ in (5.19) has com-
pact level sets.

Proof. By Lemma 5.7, we have that

Λ(ψ) := inf
{1

2

∫ T

0

|vs|2ds : v ∈ L2, ψt =

∫ t

0

K1(t, s)∇ψs
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0

K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)vsds

}

.

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

LN := {ψ ∈ CdT : I(φ) ≤ N}
are compact. Fix N > 0 and consider an arbitrary sequence {ψn}n∈N ⊂ LN , we will show that
there exists a converging subsequence such that the limit belongs to LN .

We first prove that {ψn}n∈N is relatively compact. According to classical Arzelà-Ascoli’s Theo-
rem, we only need to show that {ψn}n∈N is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. For all n ∈N
and t ∈ [0, T ], there exists vn ∈ L2 such that 1

2

∫ T
0 |vnt |2dt ≤ N and ψn ∈ G0

vn , which implies that
vn ∈ S2N and ψn is the solution of following Volterra type McKean-Vlasov integral equation:

ψnt =

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψn

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)vns ds.

By Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6, we obtain {ψn}n∈N is relatively compact which ensures that LN is relatively
compact for any N > 0.

Next we show that {ψn}n∈N is closed. Namely, we want to prove that if {ψn}n∈N be a converging
sequence of LN with limit ψ ∈ CdT , then φ ∈ LN . Since vn ∈ S2N which is a compact space with
respect to the weak topology. Hence there exists a subsequence {nk}k∈N such that vnk converges
weakly in {nk}k∈N such that vnk converges weakly in L2 to the limit v ∈ S2N and limk→∞ψnk = ψ.
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Notice that for v, vnk ∈ S2N , by (H1)-(H3), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.15 we have that
∣

∣

∣φ
nk
t −

(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψs

b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)vsds
)

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∇ψ
nk
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇ψs
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) ·
(

vnk − v
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥∇b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − ∇b(s, 0, δ0) + ∇b(s, 0, δ0)

∥

∥ · |ψnk
s − ψs|ds

+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥ · |vnk − v|ds

≤ L6

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|X0
s,ξ| +W2(δX0

s,ξ
, δ0)

)

· |ψnk
s − ψs|ds+ L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ψnk

s − ψs|ds

+
√

L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|2 +W2

2(δX0
s,ξ
, δ0)

)
1

2 · |vnk − v|ds

≤ CT,L2,L5,L6,ξ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ψnk
t − ψt| as nk → ∞ ( lim

k→∞
φnk = φ)

+ CT,L2,ξ

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |vnk

s − vs|ds → 0 as nk → ∞ (vnk converges weakly in L2 to v).

So we obtain easily that

ψt = lim
k→∞

ψnk

= lim
k→∞

(

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψn

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)vns ds
)

=

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψs

b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ , δX0
s,ξ

)vsds.

Since v ∈ S2N we see ψ ∈ LN , which concludes the proof of the closeness and therefore of the
compactness of LN . �

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 (φn)n≥1 as follows:
φ1
t := ξ, t ∈ [0, T ] and for n = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

φn+1
t := ξ +

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φns , δX0

s
)ds+

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φns , δX0

s
)vsds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (1.21)

By Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.15, (H1) and (H3) we have

|φn+1
t |2 ≤ 3|ξ|2 + 3

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)b(s, φns , δX0

s,ξ
)ds

∣

∣

∣

2
+ 3

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)σ(s, φns , δX0

s,ξ
)vsds

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 3|ξ|2 + 3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣b(s, φns , δX0
s,ξ

)
∣

∣

2
ds ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

+ 3N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s, φns , δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds
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≤ 3|ξ|2 + CT,N,L2
+CT,L2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |φns |2ds+ Cp,T,N,L2

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · |φns |2ds

+ CT,N,L2

∫ t

0
|X0

s,ξ|2ds

≤ CT,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|2) +

∫ t

0

(

CT,L2
K1(t, s) + CT,N,L2

K2
1 (t, s)

)

· |φns |2ds. (1.22)

This means

fm(t) ≤ CT,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|2) +

∫ t

0
K1,1(t, s) · fm(s)ds,

where

fm(t) := sup
n=1,··· ,m

|φns |2,

and K1,1 := CT,L2
K1(t, s) + CT,N,L2

K2
1 (t, s) is independent of m.

Let RK1,1 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K1,2. By Remark 2.12, Lemma 2.3, (2.5), (2.6) and
(H1), we obtain that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
n∈N

|φnt |2 = lim
m→∞

fm(t) ≤ Cp,T,N,L2

(

|ξ|2 + 1 +

∫ t

0
RK1,1(t, s) · (|ξ|2 + 1)ds

)

≤ CT,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|2). (1.23)

On the other hand, we set

Zn,m(t) := φnt − φmt

and

f(t) := lim sup
n,m→∞

|Zn,m(t)|2.

First, by (1.23) we see

f(t) ≤ sup
n,m

|Zn,m(t)|2 ≤ 2 sup
n

|φnt |p < ∞ .

By Hölder’s inequality, (H1) and (H2) we have

|Zn+1,m+1(t)|2 = |φn+1
t − φm+1

t |2

≤ 2
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
|b(t, s, φns , δX0

s,ξ
) − b(t, s, φms , δX0

s,ξ
)|ds

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

σ(t, s, φns , δX0
s,ξ

) − σ(t, s, φms , δX0
s,ξ

)
)

vsds
∣

∣

∣

2

≤ CL1

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣φns − φms |ds
∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2N
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(t, s, φns , δX0
s,ξ

) − σ(t, s, φms , δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds

∣

∣

∣

≤ CL1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣φns − φms
∣

∣

2
ds ·

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

+ CN,L1

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) ·
∣

∣φns − φms
∣

∣

2
ds

≤ CT,L1

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |φns − φms |2ds+ CT,N,L1

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s) · |φns − φms |2ds

≤ CT,N,L1

∫ t

0

(

K1(t, s) +K2
1 (t, s)

)

· |Zn,m(t)|2ds.
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By (1.23), (H1) and applying Fatou’s lemma, we have

f(t) ≤ CT,N,L1

∫ t

0

(

K1(t, s) +K2
1 (t, s)

)

· f(s)ds.

By Remark 2.12 and Lemma 2.3, we get for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

f(t) = lim sup
n,m→∞

|Zn,m(t)|p = 0.

Hence, there exists a φt such that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

lim
m→∞

|φnt − φt|2 = 0.

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

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

Proof. By BDG’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality and (H1)-(H6) we have

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt,η |p

= E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,ξ ,LXε
s,ξ

)dWs

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

b(s,Xε
s,η,LXε

s,η
) − b(s,X0

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
√
ε

ds−
∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,Xε

s,η ,LXε
s,η

)dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

−
b(s,Xε

s,η,LXε
s,η

) − b(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)

√
ε

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

p

+ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s) ·

(

σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(s,Xε

s,η,LXε
s,η

)
)

dWs

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(b(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − b(s,Xε

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
√
ε

+
b(s,Xε

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)

√
ε

)

ds

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(b(s,Xε
s,η,LXε

s,η
) − b(s,Xε

s,η, δX0
s,η

)
√
ε

+
b(s,Xε

s,η, δX0
s,η

) − b(s,X0
s,η, δX0

s,η
)

√
ε

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ CpE
(

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(s,Xε

s,η,LXε
s,η

)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

p

2

≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∫ 1

0
E

〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

dr

+

∫ 1

0
∇Zε

s,ξ
b(s,X0

s,ξ + u(Xε
s,ξ −X0

s,ξ), δX0
t,ξ

)du
)

ds

−
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∫ 1

0
E

〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s(r), Z

ε
s,η

〉

dr

+

∫ 1

0
∇Zε

s,η
b(s,X0

s,η + u(Xε
s,η −X0

s,η), δX0
t,η

)du
)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ CpE

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,Xε
s,ξ,LXε

s,ξ
) − σ(s,Xε

s,η,LXε
s,η

)
∥

∥

p
ds ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s)ds
∣

∣

∣

p

2
−1
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≤ 2p−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

∫ 1

0
E

〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r)), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

−
〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s (r)), Zεs,η

〉

dr

+

∫ 1

0

(

∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u), δX0
t,ξ

) − ∇Zε
s,η
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

)
)

du
)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ 2p−1
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
E

(〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

−
〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s (r)), Zεs,η

〉)

dr

+

∫ 1

0

(

∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u), δX0
t,ξ

) − ∇Zε
s,η
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

)
)

du

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

ds ·
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

p−1

+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

−
〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s(r)), Z

ε
s,η

〉

∣

∣

∣

p

drds

+ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u), δX0
t,ξ

) − ∇Zε
s,η
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

)
∣

∣

∣

p

duds

+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
E

(〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,ξ,LRξ

s(r)
)(Rξs(r), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

−
〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s (r)), Zεs,ξ

〉)

∣

∣

∣

p

drds

+ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0
E

(〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s(r), Z

ε
s,ξ

〉

−
〈

DLb(s,Xε
s,η,LRη

s (r))(R
η
s(r)), Z

ε
s,η

〉)

∣

∣

∣

p

drds

+ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,M ξ

s (u), δX0
t,ξ

) − ∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

)
∣

∣

∣

p

duds

+ Cp,TE

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣∇Zε
s,ξ
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

) − ∇Zε
s,η
b(s,Mη

s (u), δX0
t,η

)
∣

∣

∣

p

duds

+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) · E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,T,L4
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣|L
R

ξ
s(r)

− LRη
s (r)| +W2(L

R
ξ
s(r)

,LRη
s (r)) +

(

E|Rξs(r) −Rηs(r)|2
)

1

2

∣

∣

∣

p

dr ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L3
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L5

E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∫ 1

0
|M ξ

s (u) −Mη
s (u)|pdu · |Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p + |Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|p
)

· E|Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds

+ Cp,T,L5
E

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p + |Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|p
)

· |Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds
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≤ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|X0

s,ξ −X0
s,η|p ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Xε

s,ξ −Xε
s,η|p ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E

(

(

|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|p + |Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|p
)

· |Zεs,ξ|p
)

ds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|X0

s,ξ −X0
s,η|p ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds+ Cp,T,L4

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Xε

s,ξ −Xε
s,η|p ·E|Zεs,ξ|pds

+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|X0
s,ξ −X0

s,η|2p
)

1

2 ·
(

E|Zεs,ξ|2p
)

1

2

ds

+ Cp,T,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

(

E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|2p
)

1

2 ·
(

E|Zεs,ξ|2p
)

1

2

ds

+ Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds+ Cp,T,L1

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·E|Xε
s,ξ −Xε

s,η|pds

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p + Cp,T,L3

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · E|Zεs,ξ − Zεs,η|pds,

where Rξs(r) := X0
s,ξ + r(Xε

s,ξ − X0
s,ξ), R

η
s (r) := X0

s,η + r(Xε
s,η − X0

s,η),M
ξ
s (u) := X0

s,ξ + u(Xε
s,ξ −

X0
s,ξ),M

η
s (u) := X0

s,η + u(Xε
s,η −X0

s,η) r, u ∈ [0, T ], and in the last inequality Lemma 2.14, Lemma
2.15 and Lemma 4.3 are used.

Finally, let RK
∗
1 be defined by (2.4) with K∗

1 := Cp,T,L3
K1(t, s). From Remark 2.12 and Lemma

2.3, it follows that

E|Zεt,ξ − Zεt,η|p ≤ Cp,T,L1,L2,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p

+

∫ t

0
RK

∗
1 (t, s) ·

(

Cp,T,L1,L2,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p

)

ds

≤ Cp,T,L1,L2,L3,L4,L5
(1 + |ξ|p)|ξ − η|p.

�

A.3. Proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof. We utilize the successive approximation scheme. Define recursively (ψn)n≥1 as follows:
ψ1
t := 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and for each n ∈N+,

ψn+1
t :=

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψn

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds+

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)vsds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (1.24)

By Hölder’s inequality, (H1), (H3), (H6)-(H7) and Lemma 2.15 we have

|ψn+1
t |2 ≤ 2

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)∇ψn

s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)ds
∣

∣

∣

2
+ 2

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K2(t, s)σ(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)vsds
∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 2

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)

∥

∥∇ψn
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds ·

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

∣

∣

∣

+ 2N

∫ t

0
K2

1 (t, s)
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds

≤ CT

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥∇ψn
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇ψn
s
b(s, 0, δ0) + ∇ψn

s
b(s, 0, δ0)

∥

∥

2
ds

+ CT,N

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
∥

∥σ(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
)
∥

∥

2
ds
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≤ CT,L5

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |X0

s,ξ|2 · |ψns |2ds+ CT,L6

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ψns |2ds

+ CT,N,L2

∫ t

0
K2

2 (t, s) ·
(

1 + |X0
s,ξ|2

)

ds

≤ CT,L2,L5,L6

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ψns |2ds+ CT,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

:= CT,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

+

∫ t

0
K̃1(t, s) · |ψns |2ds, (1.25)

where K̃1(t, s) := CT,L2,L5,L6

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

K1(t, s). If we define

gm(t) := sup
n=1,··· ,m

|ψns |2,

then

gm(t) ≤ CT,N,L2
(1 + |ξ|2) +

∫ t

0
K̃1(t, s) · gm(s)ds,

where the constant CT,N,L2
is independent of m.

Let RK̃1 be defined by (2.4) in terms of K̃1. Note that by (2.3), (2.5), (2.6) and (H1), when
n = 1 we have

∫ T

0
RK̃1

1 (t, s)gm(s)ds =

∫ T

0
K̃1(t, s)gm(s)ds < ∞,

and
∫ t

0
RK̃1(t, s) · |ξ|2ds

=

∫ t

0
K̃1(t, s) · |ξ|2ds+

∫ t

0

(

∫ t

s
RK̃1(t, u)K̃1(u, s)du

)

· |ξ|2ds

=

∫ t

0
K̃1(t, s)ds · |ξ|2 +

∫ t

0
RK̃1(t, u)

(

∫ u

0
K̃1(u, s)ds

)

du · |ξ|2 < ∞.

Hence, by Lemma 2.3, (2.5), (2.6) and (H1), we obtain that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
n∈N

|ψnt |2 = lim
m→∞

gm(t) ≤ CT,N,L2

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

+

∫ t

0
RK̃1(t, s) · (1 + |ξ|2)ds

≤ CT,N,L2,L5,L6
(1 + |ξ|2). (1.26)

Denote

Wn,m(t) := ψnt − ψmt

and

g(t) := lim sup
n,m→∞

|Wn,m(t)|2.

By Hölder’s inequality, (H1) and (H6)-(H7) we have

|Wn+1,m+1(t)|2 = |ψn+1
t − ψm+1

t |2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥∇ψn
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇ψm
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥ds
∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·

∥

∥∇ψn
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

) − ∇ψm
s
b(s,X0

s,ξ, δX0
s,ξ

)
∥

∥

2
ds ·

∫ t

0
K1(t, s)ds

≤ CT

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · |ψns − ψms |2 ·

∥

∥∇b(s,X0
s,ξ, δX0

s,ξ
) − ∇b(s, 0, δ0) + ∇b(s, 0, δ0)

∥

∥

2
ds
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≤ CT,L2,L5,L6

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) ·Wn,m(s)ds.

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

g(t) ≤ CT,N,L2,L5,L6

∫ t

0
K1(t, s) · g(s)ds.

By using Lemma 2.3, we get for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

g(t) = lim sup
n,m→∞

|Wn,m(t)|2 = 0.

Hence, there exists a φt such that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

lim
m→∞

|ψnt − ψt|2 = 0.

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