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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a novel method to approximate the mean field stochastic

differential equation by means of approximating the density function via Fokker-

Planck equation. We construct a well-posed truncated Fokker-Planck equation

whose solution is an approximation to the density function of solution to the

mean field stochastic differential equation. We also apply finite difference method

to approximate the truncated Fokker-Planck equation and derive error estimates.

We use the numerical density function to replace the true measure in mean field

stochastic differential equation and set up a stochastic differential equation to

approximate the mean field one. Meanwhile, we derive the corresponding error

estimates. Finally, we present several numerical experiments to illustrate the

theoretical analysis.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential equation (SDE for short) is a fundamental tool for modeling
the evolution of various phenomena in different fields involving noise, cf. finance [1],
chemical reaction [2] and environment science [3]. The mean field SDE, whose coef-
ficient functions depend on the law of the solution, plays an important role in many
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fields: the Hodgkin-Huxley model for neuron activation in neuroscience [4], the Patlak-
Keller-Segel equations in biology and chemistry [5, 6] and the Atlas models for equity
markets in financial mathematics [7, 8].

In recent years, numerical approximations to the mean field SDE have attracted
many attentions. Its main idea is to apply an interactive particle system to approx-
imate the mean field SDE and then use an empirical measure to approach the joint
distribution of particles. Therefore, the interactive particle system is usually trans-
formed to a high dimensional SDE and various effective numerical methods can be
applied to set up numerical schemes [9–12]. Belomestny and Schoenmakers [13] pro-
posed a projection-based particle method. Liu [14] proposed three numerical schemes
and studied the convergence rate for the first one. Error estimates to the particle
method showed that enlarging particle number improves the approximate accuracy.
However, the simulation for empirical measure with a large number of particles is
extremely costly. To overcome this difficulty, a random batch method was recently pro-
posed and analyzed in [15–18], which was designed to parallel simulate several small
particle systems at each iteration step. This method largely reduced the computational
complexity but raise the approximate error if the batch number is small.

In this paper, we will propose a novel method for a class of mean field SDEs
based upon Fokker-Planck equation. In fact, the density function of the solution to a
mean field SDE satisfies a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation. Then we apply a finite
difference method to the Fokker-Planck equation to obtain an approximate density
function. Afterwards, we use the approximate density function to replace the true
density function and transform the mean field SDE to an SDE, which can be easily
solved by many numerical methods. Comparing with the particle method, our’s avoids
a great amount simulations of high dimensional sample trajectories for determining
the empirical measure. Instead, we numerically solve a deterministic Fokker-Planck
equation, which results in a high precision approximate density function. In order to
observe dynamical behavior of sample trajectory of a particle, one need to solve a high
dimensional SDE if using interactive particle system to approximate the mean field
SDE. However, we only need to solve an SDE after getting an approximate density
function.

Now, we describe our method in more details. We first truncate the whole Rd space
on to a bounded domain and construct a truncated Fokker-Planck equation equipped
with a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. Then, we apply an explicit-implicit
difference scheme to approach the truncated equation to obtain a numerical den-
sity function. We replace the true density function in the mean field SDE with
the approximate one, and hence obtain an SDE, with which we can easily simulate
the approximate trajectories of the mean field SDE. Meanwhile, we also investigate
corresponding error estimates.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a class of
mean field SDEs and assumptions. In Section 3, we construct a truncated Fokker-
Planck equation and apply an effective numerical method to approximate the density
function. Based on the solution to the truncated Fokker-Planck equation, we construct
an SDE to approximate the mean field SDE and investigate the corresponding error
estimate. In Section 4, we construct an auxiliary SDE in terms of the numerical density
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function to approximate the mean field SDE. Then, we apply Euler-Maruyamamethod
to solve this SDE and provide error estimates. In Section 5, We present some numerical
experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of our method.

2 Preliminary

In this section, we introduce a class of mean field SDEs and some assumptions.
Let d > 0 be an integer and (Rd, | · |) be a d-dimensional Euclidean space. By

| · |F we denote the Frobenius norm of a matrix. Let C2
0 (R

d) be a space of twice
continuously differentiable functions with compact support. For any integer k ≥ 0,
denote by Hk(Rd) the standard Sobolev space, where H0(Rd) = L2(Rd).

Let T > 0 be a real number and (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space. Denote by W (t)
(t ∈ [0, T ]) an m-dimensional standard Brownian motion. By P(Rd) we denote the set
of all probability measures on R

d and define a subset

P2(R
d) =

{

µ ∈ P(Rd) :

∫

Rd

|x|2µ(dx) < ∞
}

.

Let L2(Ω) be a space of R
d-valued, F measurable random variables X satisfying

E|X |2 < ∞. By LX we denote the law of X ∈ L2(Ω).
Consider a class of mean field SDEs

dX(t) = F (t,X(t),LX(t))dt+ σ(t,X(t))dW (t), X(0) = X0 ∈ L2(Ω). (1)

Define a filtration Ft = σ(X0,W (s), 0 ≤ s ≤ t). By abbreviation, let µt = LX(t)

(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) denote a family of laws of solution X(t) to (1).
We assume

(A1) the functionK = (K1, · · · ,Kd)
T : [0, T ]×R

d×R
d → R

d together with its derivatives
up to second order are bounded and continuous. Furthermore, there exists a constant
L > 0 such that

∫

Rd |K(t, x, y)|2dy ≤ L for all (t, x).

(A2) F = (F1, · · · , Fd)
T : [0, T ]× R

d × P(Rd) → R
d is defined as

F (t, x, µt) = f(t, x) +

∫

Rd

K(t, x, y)µt(dy),

where f = (f1, · · · , fd)T : [0, T ]×R
d → R

d is twice continuously differentiable with
bounded first and seconde derivatives.

(A3) σ : [0, T ]× R
d → R

d×m is twice continuously differentiable with bounded first and
second derivatives.

From (A2) and (A3), it follows that there exist a constant L > 0 such that

|f(t, x)− f(t, x̄)|+ |σ(t, x) − σ(t, x̄)|F ≤ L|x− x̄|, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R
d. (2)
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Under above three assumptions and by [19, 20], (1) has a unique solution X(t)
satisfying

E|X(t)|2 ≤ L(1 + E|X0|2), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (3)

Generally speaking, the existing numerical methods for approximating the mean
field SDE are based on converting (1) to an interacting particle system, where the
true measure is replaced by an empirical measure, which is a linear combination of
point measures and is independently simulated by Monte Carlo method. Then, the
interacting particle system is governed by a high dimensional SDE and many numerical
methods can be applied. However, in order to get a high-accuracy empirical measure,
the numbers of particles and sample trajectories should be extremely enlarged, which
involves high computation complexity.

In this paper, we will propose a completely different method from the particle
method to approach (1). In fact, the density function of the solution to (1) satis-
fies a deterministic nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation. Our strategy is to apply finite
difference method to solve the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation so as to obtain an
approximate density function, which helps us to transform (1) to an SDE. By virtue
of the classical theory on numerical partial differential equation (PDE for short),
we obtain an approximate density function with desired precision, and then set up
a high-accuracy approximation to (1). Compared to Monte Carlo simulation, our
method reduces computation complexity while approximating the law of solution and
accelerates the procedure of solving (1).

3 A nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation and the
approximation

In this section, we first derive a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation which character-
izes the development of the density function of solution to mean field SDE (1). Then,
we truncate the nonlinear Fokker-Planck onto a bounded domain and assign a homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary value condition to construct an approximate equation.
Afterward, we apply an explicit-implicit finite difference method to set up a fully dis-
cretized scheme for the truncated equation. Based on the approximate density function
we construct an SDE to approximate the mean field SDE (6). We will derive error
estimates between the solutions to the approximate SDE and the original mean field
SDE.

3.1 A nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation

Denote by p(t, x) the density function of the solution X(t) to mean field SDE (6).
Without loss of generality, we assume p(t, ·) ∈ H2(Rd) and p ≥ 0. Thus, we have
µt(dx) = p(t, x)dx. Let p0(x) be the density function of X0. From (3), it follows that

∫

Rd

|x|2p(t, x)dx ≤ C(1 +

∫

Rd

|x|2p0(x)dx) < +∞, (4)

which implies p(t, x) = o( 1
|x|3 ) as x → ∞.
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Now, we are already to derive a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation. For any φ ∈
C2

0 (R
d), let Y (t) = φ(X(t)), then

E(Y (t)) =

∫

Rd

p(t, x)φ(x)dx. (5)

Thus, (1) equivalently becomes

dX(t) = f(t,X(t))dt+

∫

Rd

K(t,X(t), y)p(t, y)dydt+ σ(t,X(t))dW (t). (6)

By Itó’s formula, we have

φ(X(t)) = φ(X(0)) +

∫ t

0

Lµs
φ(s,X(s))ds+

∫ t

0

(▽φ(X(s)))Tσ(s,X(s))dW (s), (7)

where

Lµt
φ(t, x) =

d
∑

i=1

(

fi(t, x) +

∫

Rd

Ki(t, x, y)p(t, y)dy
)∂φ(x)

∂xi

+
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

aij(t, x)
∂2φ(x)

∂xi∂xj

.

Here A = (aij) := σσT is a symmetric matrix-valued function. Take expectations on
both sides of (7) and apply the formula of integration by parts, then we get

∫

Rd

p(t, x)φ(x)dx =

∫

Rd

p0(x)φ(x)dx

−
∫

Rd

d
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∂[(fi(s, x)+
∫

Rd Ki(s, x, y)p(s, y)dy)p(s, x)]

∂xi

dsφ(x)dx

+
1

2

∫

Rd

d
∑

i,j=1

∫ t

0

∂2[aij(s, x)p(s, x)]

∂xi∂xj

dsφ(x)dx.

Since C2
0 (R

d) is dense in L2(Rd), we obtain

p(t, x) =p0(x)−
d
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∂[(fi(s, x) +
∫

Rd Ki(s, x, y)p(s, y)dy)p(s, x)]

∂xi

ds

+
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∫ t

0

∂2[aij(s, x)p(s, x)]

∂xi∂xj

ds.

(8)

Notice that the functions fi, Ki and aij are continuous with respect to t, the solution
p of above equation is continuously differentiable with respect to t. Thus, we obtain a
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nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation [21, 22]

∂p

∂t
= −

d
∑

i=1

∂[(fi +
∫

Rd Ki(·, ·, y)p(·, y)dy)p]
∂xi

+
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2[aijp]

∂xi∂xj

, (9)

with initial value condition p(0, x) = p0(x).
In order to ensure the well-posedness of (9), we also assume

(A4) There exist two constants 0 < γ1 ≤ γ2 such that

γ1|y|2 ≤ yTA(t, x)y ≤ γ2|y|2, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R
d.

Under (A1)-(A4), the well-posedness and regularity of solution to autonomous non-
linear Fokker-Planck equation have been established [22], which may not be directly
applied to the non-autonomous case. However, we focus on constructing a new numer-
ical method to approximate the mean field SED (6) with the help of a solution to (9).
In fact, the density function p(t, x) is a solution to (9) and hence we only assume that
p is the unique solution without proof.

3.2 A numerical approximation to nonlinear Fokker-Planck

equation

In order to approximate the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (9), we first truncate
R

d to a bounded domain D = (−α, α)d for some α > 0. Then we construct a truncated
equation on [0, T ]×D to approximate (9)

∂pD
∂t

= −
d
∑

i=1

∂[(fi +
∫

D Ki(·, ·, y)pD(·, y)dy)pD]
∂xi

+
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2[aijpD]

∂xi∂xj

=

−
d
∑

i=1

∂[(fi+
∫

D Ki(·, ·, y)pD(·, y)dy)pD]
∂xi

+
1

2

d
∑

i=1

∂2[aiipD]

∂x2
i

+
1

2

d
∑

i6=j=1

∂2[aijpD]

∂xi∂xj

,

(10)

with initial-boundary value condition

pD(0, x) = p0|D(x) for x ∈ D, pD(t, x) = 0 for t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ ∂D. (11)

The unique existence and regularity estimates of the solution to (10)-(11) are
interesting problems, but it is not the main task of this paper. Hence, we assume that
the initial-boundary value problem (10)-(11) has a unique positive solution pD(t, ·) ∈
H2(D)∩H1

0 (D). Then, pD is an approximation to p|D and pD → p as α → ∞ in some
a suitable space, which will be described in detail later.

Now, we study a finite difference approximation to (10). For any integer N > 0,
let κ = T

N
be a time step size and tn = nκ (n = 0, 1, · · · , N) be partition nodes. For
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any integer M > 0, define two index sets

ZM = {k ∈ Zd : |ki| ≤ M, i = 1, · · · , d}, ΘM = ZM \ ZM−1.

Let h = α
M

be a spatial meshsize and xk = hk, k ∈ ZM , be partition nodes inside
domain D. Define Dk = [xk1

, xk1+1] × · · · × [xkd
, xkd+1], then {Dk : k ∈ ZM , ki ≤

M − 1, i = 1, · · · , d} is a uniform partition of D.
Define a space of finite sequences

S0
ZM

=
{

vZM
= (vk)k∈ZM

∈ R
ZM : vk = 0 for k ∈ ΘM

}

equipped with a discrete L2-norm ‖vZM
‖2
S0

ZM

=
∑

k∈ZM

|vk|2hd.

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, define a unit vector ηi ∈ R
d whose i-th component is equal to

1. For any n = 0, 1, · · · , N and k ∈ ZM , let fn,k
i = fi(tn, x

k), an,kij = aij(tn, x
k) and

pn,kD be an approximation to pD(tn, xk). Denote a numerical integration by Sn,k
i =

∑

s∈ZM

Ki(tn, x
k, xs)pn,sD hd. Now, we construct an explicit-implicit difference scheme to

approximate (10)

pn+1,k
D − pn,kD

κ

=−
d
∑

i=1

(fn,k+ηi

i + Sn,k+ηi

i )pn,k+ηi

D − (fn,k−ηi

i + Sn,k−ηi

i )pn,k−ηi

D
2h

+

d
∑

i=1

an+1,k+ηi

ii pn+1,k+ηi

D − 2an+1,k
ii pn+1,k

D + an+1,k−ηi

ii pn+1,k−ηi

D
2h2

+

d
∑

i6=j=1

(an+1,k+ηi+ηj

ij pn+1,k+ηi+ηj

D − an+1,k+ηi−ηj

ij pn+1,k+ηi−ηj

D
8h2

+
−an+1,k−ηi+ηj

ij pn+1,k−ηi+ηj

D + an+1,k−ηi−ηj

ij pn+1,k−ηi−ηj

D
8h2

)

.

(12)

As κ and h are sufficiently small, we obtain a unique pn+1
D,ZM

= (pn+1,k
D )k∈ZM

∈ S0
ZM

by solving linear equation (12) for any given pnD,ZM
= (pn,kD )k∈ZM

∈ S0
ZM

. Hence for a

given initial value (pD(0, xk))k∈ZM
∈ S0

ZM
, we recursively solve (12) to get a numerical

solution pnD,ZM
(n = 1, 2, · · · , N) to (10)-(11). The classical error analysis theorem

[23] provides convergence property, which is summarized in next lemma and its proof
is omitted.
Lemma 1. Assume (A1)-(A4) hold. Let pD and pnD,ZM

(n = 1, 2, · · · , N) be the real
and numerical solutions to (10)-(11), respectively. Then, there exits a constant C > 0
such that

‖(pD(tn, xk))k∈ZM
− pnD,ZM

‖S0

ZM

≤ C(κ+ h2).
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3.3 An approximation to the mean field equation

In this section, we apply the approximate density function pD(t, x) to construct an
SDE to approximate the mean field SDE (6). We also derive error estimates between
their solutions.

Let ID(x) be an indicator function on D, i.e. ID(x) = 1 if x ∈ D and ID(x) = 0
otherwise. By pD · ID(x) we denote a function defined on the whole space R

d, which
can be regarded as the zero extension of pD. If no confusion occurs, we still use pD
to denote the extended function pD · ID(x). Furthermore, we also assume pD together
with its derivatives converges to the counterparts of the solution p to (9) as α → ∞,
i.e.

Φ(α) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖p(t, ·)− pD(t, ·)‖L1(Rd) + ‖p(t, ·)− pD(t, ·)‖H2(Rd) → 0 as α → ∞.

Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for t ∈ [0, T ] and large α

∫

D
pD(t, x)dx ≤

∫

Rd

p(t, x)dx +

∫

Rd

|p(t, x) − pD(t, x)|dx ≤ 1 + Φ(α) ≤ C,

‖pD(t, ·)‖H2(D) ≤ ‖p(t, ·)‖H2(Rd) + ‖p(t, ·)− pD(t, ·)‖H2(Rd) ≤ C +Φ(α) ≤ C.

(13)

We use the approximate density function pD to replace the real density function p
in mean field SDE (6), and hence obtain an SDE

dXD(t) = f(t,XD(t))dt+

∫

Rd

K(t,XD(t), y)pD(t, y)dydt+ σ(t,XD(t))dW (t), (14)

with the same initial value condition XD(0) = X(0). Obviously, (14) is an approxi-
mation to the mean field SDE (6). Under assumptions (A1)-(A3), (14) has a unique
solution XD(t) satisfying a priori estimate, cf. [19]

E|XD(t)|2 ≤ C(1 + E|X0|2), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (15)

The next lemma investigates the error estimate between the solutions of mean field
SDE (6) and SDE (14).
Lemma 2. Assume (A1)-(A3) hold. Let X(t) and XD(t) be solutions of (6) and (14),
respectively. Then, there holds

E|X(t)−XD(t)|2 ≤ CΦ2(α), ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

where C = C(L, T ) > 0 is a constant.

8



Proof. According to (6) and (14), we have

X(t)−XD(t) =

∫ t

0

f(s,X(s))− f(s,XD(s))ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dyds

+

∫ t

0

σ(s,X(s))− σ(s,XD(s))dW (s).

By Itó’s formula, we get

|X(t)−XD(t)|2 = 2

∫ t

0

〈X(s)−XD(s), f(s,X(s))− f(s,XD(s))〉ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

〈X(s)−XD(s),

∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dy〉ds

+

∫ t

0

tr[(σ(s,X(s))− σ(s,XD(s)))(σ(s,X(s)) − σ(s,XD(s)))
T ]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

〈X(s)−XD(s), (σ(s,X(s))− σ(s,XD(s))dW (s)〉.

Taking expectations on both sides of above equation and applying (2) and Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

E|X(t)−XD(t)|2 = 2E

∫ t

0

〈X(s)−XD(s), f(s,X(s))− f(s,XD(s))〉ds

+ 2E

∫ t

0

〈X(s)−XD(s),

∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dy〉ds

+ E

∫ t

0

tr[(σ(s,X(s))− σ(s,XD(s)))(σ(s,X(s)) − σ(s,XD(s)))
T ]ds

≤2E

∫ t

0

|X(s)−XD(s)| · |f(s,X(s))− f(s,XD(s))|ds

+ 2E

∫ t

0

|X(s)−XD(s)| · |
∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dy|ds

+ E

∫ t

0

|σ(s,X(s))− σ(s,XD(s))|2F ds

≤2E

∫ t

0

L|X(s)−XD(s)|2ds+ E

∫ t

0

|X(s)−XD(s)|2ds

+ E

∫ t

0

|
∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dy|2ds

+ E

∫ t

0

L2|X(s)−XD(s)|2ds.
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Noticing that

|
∫

Rd

K(s,X(s), y)p(s, y)−K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)dy|

≤
∫

Rd

|K(s,X(s), y)−K(s,XD(s), y)|p(s, y)dy

+

∫

Rd

|K(s,XD(s), y)| · |p(s, y)− pD(s, y)|dy

≤L|X(s)−XD(s)|
∫

Rd

p(s, y)dy + CΦ(α) ≤ L|X(s)−XD(s)|+ CΦ(α).

The above two inequalities imply

E|X(t)−XD(t)|2 ≤ C(L)

∫ t

0

E|X(s)−XD(s)|2ds+ C(L)TΦ2(α).

Then the proof follows from Gronwall’s inequality.

4 A numerical approximation to the mean field SDE

In this section, based on the numerical solution to (10)-(11), we construct an auxiliary
SDE to approximate (14) and investigate the corresponding error estimates. Then, we
apply Euler-Maruyama method to the auxiliary SDE to set up a numerical scheme
which is used to approximate the mean field SDE (6). Finally, we study the error
estimates between the numerical solution and the exact solution of the mean field SDE.

4.1 An auxiliary SDE and error estimates

Define a piece-wise constant function pκ,h(t, x) = pn,kD for (t, x) ∈ [tn, tn+1)×Dk and
extend its domain to R

d by pκ,h(t, x) = 0 for x ∈ Dc. We replace the approximate
density function pD(t, x) in (14) by pκ,h(t, x), and then set up an auxiliary SDE for
t ∈ [0, T ]

dX̂(t) = f(t, X̂(t))dt+

∫

Rd

K(t, X̂(t), y)pκ,h(t, x)dydt + σ(t, X̂(t))dW (t), (16)

with X̂(0) = X(0). Under assumptions (A1)-(A3), (16) has a unique solution X̂(t)
which has second order moment estimate, cf. [19]

E|X̂(t)|2 ≤ C(1 + E|X0|2), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (17)

where C > 0 is a constant.
Lemma 3. Assume (A1)-(A4) hold. Let XD(t) and X̂(t) be solutions of (14) and
(16), respectively. Then, there holds

E|XD(t)− X̂(t)|2 ≤ C(κ2 + h2), ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

10



where C = C(L, T ) > 0 is a constant.

Proof. (14) minus (16) yields

XD(t)− X̂(t) =

∫ t

0

f(s,XD(s)) − f(s, X̂(s))ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)−K(s, X̂(s), y)pκ,h(s, y)dyds

+

∫ t

0

σ(s,XD(s))− σ(s, X̂(s))dW (s),

By Itó’s formula, we get

|XD(t)− X̂(t)|2 = 2

∫ t

0

〈XD(s)− X̂(s), f(s,XD(s))− f(s, X̂(s))〉ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

〈XD(s)− X̂(s),

∫

Rd

K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)−K(s, X̂(s), y)pκ,h(s, y)dy〉ds

+

∫ t

0

tr[(σ(s,XD(s)) − σ(s, X̂(s)))(σ(s,XD(s))− σ(s, X̂(s)))T ]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

〈XD(s)− X̂(s), (σ(s,XD(s)) − σ(s, X̂(s)))dW (s)〉.

Similar to the proof in Lemma 2 and by cauchy-schwarz inequality, we get

E|XD(t)− X̂(t)|2

≤CE

∫ t

0

|XD(s)− X̂(s)|2ds

+ E

∫ t

0

|
∫

Rd

K(s,XD(s), y)pD(s, y)−K(s, X̂(s), y)pκ,h(s, y)dy|2ds

≤CE

∫ t

0

|XD(s)− X̂(s)|2ds

+ E

∫ t

0

2
(

∫

Rd

|K(s,XD(s), y)−K(s, X̂(s), y)|pD(s, y)dy
)2
ds

+ E

∫ t

0

2
(

∫

Rd

|K(s, X̂(s), y)| · |pD(s, y)− pκ,h(s, y)|dy
)2
ds

≤CE

∫ t

0

|XD(s)− X̂(s)|2ds

+ E

∫ t

0

2L2|X(s)−XD(s)|2
(

∫

D
pD(s, y)dy

)2
ds

+ E

∫ t

0

2

∫

Rd

|K(s, X̂(s), y)|2dy
∫

D
|pD(s, y)− pκ,h(s, y)|2dyds,

11



where C = C(L) > 0 is a constant.
By mean value theorem, Lemma 1 and (13), we have for any n = 0, 1 · · ·N − 1 and

s ∈ [tn, tn+1]

∫

D
|pD(s, y)− pκ,h(s, y)|2dy

=
∑

k∈ZM

∫

Dk

|pD(s, y)− pn,kD |2dy

≤2
∑

k∈ZM

∫

Dk

|pD(s, y)− pD(tn, x
k)|2dy + 2

∑

k∈ZM

∫

Dk

|pD(tn, xk)− pn,kD |2dy

≤2
∑

k∈ZM

∫

Dk

|∂pD(t
θ
n, y

k
θ )

∂t
(s− tn) +

d
∑

i=1

∂pD(tθn, y
k
θ )

∂yi
(yi − xk

i )|2dy

+ 2‖(pD(tn, xk))k∈ZM
− pnD,ZM

‖2S0

ZM

≤2(d+ 1)

∫

D
κ2|∂pD(t

θ
n, y

k
θ )

∂t
|2dy + h2

d
∑

i=1

|∂pD(t
θ
n, y

k
θ )

∂yi
|2dy + C(κ2 + h4)

≤C(κ2 + h2),

where (tθn, y
k
θ ) = θ(s, y)+ (1− θ)(tn, x

k) and C > 0 is a constant independent of κ and
h. The above two inequalities imply

E|XD(t)− X̂(t)|2 ≤ C(κ2 + h2) + C

∫ t

0

E|XD(s)− X̂(s)|2ds.

Then the proof follows from Gronwall’s inequality.

4.2 A numerical approximation to the auxiliary SDE

In this section, we apply Euler-Maruyama method to auxiliary equation (16) to
construct a numerical scheme for the original mean field SDE (1) and derive error
estimates.

We take the same temporal step size κ = T
N

and tn = nκ (n = 0, 1, · · · , N) as in
section 3.2 and apply Euler-Maruyama scheme for SDE (16)

X̂n+1 =X̂n+f(tn, X̂
n
κ )κ+κ

∫

Rd

K(tn, X̂
n, y)pκ,h(tn, y)dy+σ(tn, X̂

n)∆Wn. (18)

where ∆Wn = W (tn+1)−W (tn). From [24–26], it follows that

E|X̂(tn)− X̂n|2 ≤ Cκ, n = 1, 2, · · · , N, (19)

where X̂(t) is the solution of auxiliary equation (16). Specifically, if the function σ is
independent of (t, x), where (18) is driven by additive noise, the convergence order for

12



Euler-Maruyama method becomes of 1, i.e.

E|X̂(tn)− X̂n|2 ≤ Cκ2, n = 1, 2, · · · , N. (20)

Now, we are ready to state and prove the main result in this paper.
Theorem 4. Assume (A1)-(A4) hold. Let X(t) and X̂n (n = 0, 1, · · · , N) be solutions
to (6) and (18), respectively. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of κ and
h such that

E|X(tn)− X̂n|2 ≤ CΦ2(α) + C(κ+ h2), n = 1, 2, · · · , N.

Furthermore, if the function σ is independent of (t, x), there holds

E|X(tn)− X̂n|2 ≤ CΦ2(α) + C(κ2 + h2), n = 1, 2, · · · , N.

Proof. Let XD(t) and X̂(t) be solutions to (14) and (16), respectively. According to
Lemmas 2 and 16 and estimate in (19), we have

E|X(tn)− X̂n|2

≤3E|X(tn)−XD(tn)|2 + 3E|XD(tn)− X̂(tn)|2 + 3E|X̂(tn)− X̂n|2

≤CΦ2(α) + C(κ2 + h2) + Cκ

≤CΦ2(α) + C(κ+ h2).

The other estimate follows from a similar way. Thus, the proof is completed.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section we will present three numerical experiments to illustrate the theoretical
analysis.
Example 1. Consider a mean field SDE driven by multiplicative noise

dX(t) = 0.1(X(t) + sin t)dt+ 0.1

∫

Rd

sin y

1 + y2
µt(dy)dt+

1√
10

X(t)dW (t),

X(0) = X0 ∼ N(0, 1),

(21)

where µt = LX(t).
The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation reads

∂p(t, x)

∂t
= 0.1

∂[(x+ sin t+
∫

R

sin y
1+y2 p(t, y)dy)p(t, x)]

∂x
+

1

5

∂2[x2p(t, x)]

∂x2
(22)

and p0(x) =
1√
2π

e−x2

.

Take [0, T ] = [0, 1] and D = [−6, 6]. We choose κ0 = 2−14 and h0 = 12 · 2−10 to

calculate an approximate density function pn,kD,0 which is regarded as a referee exact

13



solution to (22). Then, we select different time step sizes κ = 2−9, 2−10, 2−11, 2−12 to
approximate (22), to check the corresponding temporal error estimates and conver-
gence orders, which are presented in Table. 1 and Fig. 1, respectively. Meanwhile, we
take h/12 = 2−8, 2−7, 2−6, 2−5 to carry out numerical computation and detect spatial
error estimates and convergence orders, see Table. 2 and Fig. 2, respectively.

Denote by pκ0,h0
(t, x) a continuous version of pn,kD,0 as defined at the beginning of

Section 4.1. We simulate 105 many sample trajectories using Euler-Maruyama scheme
(18) for each step size κ = 2−9, 2−10, 2−11, 2−12, 2−14 to verify the error estimates and
convergence orders, as shown in Table. 3 and Fig. 3.

The above results imply that the numerical computations for approximating PDE
and SDE are effective and accurate. In order to show the validity of our method, we
simulate the expectation and variance of the solution X(t) to (21) using three different
methods. First, we directly calculate the expectation and variance by virtue of the
numerical density function, which are listed in the first line in Table. 4. Then, we use
the computed 104 sample trajectories to simulate the expectation and variance, see
the second line in Table. 4. Finally, we apply particle method with 103 particles and
104 sample trajectories to approximate (21) and calculate expectation and variance,
cf. the third line in Table. 4.

κ error order

2−12 4.3019e-06 -
2−11 1.0036e-05 1.2221
2−10 2.1495e-05 1.0989
2−9 4.4383e-05 1.0460

Table 1: Error and convergence order.

h error order

0.0469 2.1936e-05 -
0.0938 9.2028e-05 2.0688
0.1875 3.7104e-04 2.0114
0.3750 0.0015 1.9833

Table 2: Error and convergence order.
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Fig. 1: log− log error.
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Fig. 2: log− log error.

κ error order
2−12 0.0081 -
2−11 0.0128 0.5488
2−10 0.0187 0.5683
2−9 0.0277 0.5646

Table 3: Error and convergence order.
-7 -6.5 -6 -5.5 -5 -4.5

log (h)

-5

-4.5

-4

-3.5

-3

-2.5

lo
g

 (
e

)

L2 Error

Slope=1/2

Fig. 3: log− log error.

EX VX

PDF method 0.0476 1.3305
Sample trajectory method 0.0474 1.3476

Particle method 0.0462 1.3381

Table 4: Expectation and variance.

Example 2. Consider a 2-dimensional mean field SDE driven by additive noise

dX(t) =0.1

(
√

(X1(t))2 + (X2(t))2 + 0.4
√

(X1(t))2 + (X2(t))2 + 0.4

)

dt+ 0.1

(
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

µt(dy)
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

µt(dy)

)

dt

+

(

2√
10
dW1(t) +

1√
10
dW2(t)

1√
10
dW1(t) +

2√
10
dW2(t)

)

,

X(0) =(X1
0 , X

2
0 )

iid∼ N(0, 0.04).

(23)
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The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation reads

∂p

∂t
=− 0.1

∂[(
√

x2
1 + x2

2 + 0.4) +
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

p(t, y1, y2)dy1dy2p]

∂x1
+

1

4

∂2p

∂x2
1

−0.1
∂[
√

x2
1+x2

2+0.4+
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

p(t, y1, y2)dy1dy2)p]

∂x2
+
1

4

∂2p

∂x2
2

+
2

5

∂2p

∂x1∂x2

(24)

and p0(x1, x2) =
1

0.08π e
− 1

2
(

x2
1

0.04
+

x2
2

0.04
).

Choose D = (−1, 1)2, fix κ0 = 2−5 and h0 = 2−5 to compute a referee exact
solution to (24). Then, we examine the corresponding temporal and spatial error
estimates and convergence orders and the results are shown in Tables. 5-6 and Figs.
4-5, respectively.

Since the domain D influences the approximation accuracy and in order to well
approximate the density function, we reset D = (−4, 4)2, κ0 = 2−8 and h0 = 2−3

to solve (24). Then, we scan the errors and convergence orders for Euler-Maruyama
method with 104 sample trajectories, and results are exhibited in Table. 7 and Fig.
6. Finally, we compare the expectation and covariance obtained by three different
methods in Table. 8.

κ error order

2−10 6.8906e-04 -
2−9 0.0016 1.2246
2−8 0.0035 1.1039
2−7 0.0072 1.0561

Table 5: Error and convergence order.

h error order

2−4 0.0031 -
2−3 0.0149 2.2582
2−2 0.0564 1.9209

Table 6: Error and convergence order.

16



-6.5 -6 -5.5 -5 -4.5 -4

log (kappa)

-8.5

-8

-7.5

-7

-6.5

-6

-5.5

-5

-4.5

lo
g

 (
e

)

L2 Error

Slope=1

Fig. 4: log− log error.
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κ error order
2−10 1.1520e-04 -
2−9 2.6185e-04 1.1846
2−8 5.5042e-04 1.0718
2−7 0.0011 1.0461

Table 7: Error and convergence order.
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Fig. 6: log− log error.

EX1
EX2

VX1
VX2

VX1X2

PDF method 0.0956 0.0956 0.5447 0.5447 0.4047
Sample trajectories method 0.0945 0.0957 0.5499 0.5470 0.4079

Particle method 0.0937 0.0925 0.5458 0.5375 0.4032

Table 8: Expectation and covariance.

Example 3. Consider a 2-dimensional mean-field SDE driven by additive noise

dX(t) =0.1

(

− 3
2X1(t) +

1
2X2(t) + sin(2πt)

1
3X1(t)− 4

3X2(t) + cos(2πt)

)

dt

+ 0.1

(
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

µt(dy)
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

µt(dy)

)

dt+

(

1
10
1
10

)

dW (t),

X(0) =(X1
0 , X

2
0 )

iid∼ N(0, 0.01),

(25)

where W (t) is a 1-dimensional Brownian motion.
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The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation reads

∂p

∂t
=− 0.1

∂[(− 3
2x1(t) +

1
2x2(t) + sin(2πt) +

∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y2

1+y2

2

p(t, y1, y2)dy1dy2)p]

∂x1

− 0.1
∂[(13x1(t)− 4

3x2(t) + cos(2πt) +
∫

R2

sin y1

1+y2

1

sin y1

1+y2

1

p(t, y1, y2)dy1dy2)p]

∂x2

+
1

200

∂2p

∂x2
1

+
1

100

∂2p

∂x1∂x2
+

1

200

∂2p

∂x2
2

(26)

and p0(x1, x2) =
1

0.02π e
− 1

2
(

x2
1

0.01
+

x2
2

0.01
).

Notice that σ = ( 1
10 ,

1
10 )

T and the rank of matrix A =

(

1
100

1
100

1
100

1
100

)

is of 1. Then the

assumption (A4) is violated and the Fokker-Planck equation (26) becomes degenerate.
In this situation, we can not ensure the well-posedness of (26). However, our method
can be used successfully to approximate (25) and (26). It is point out in [27] that the
spatial convergence order is of 1. We choose D = [−1, 1]2 to check the corresponding
temporal and spatial error estimates and convergence orders, see Tables. 9-10 and
Figs. 7-8, respectively. Then, we enlarge D = (−4, 4)2 to verify errors and convergence
orders of Euler-Maruyama method (18) and expectation and covariance, cf. Table. 12.

κ error order

2−6 0.0178 -
2−5 0.0426 1.2552
2−4 0.0946 1.1528
2−3 0.2023 1.0960

Table 9: Error and convergence order.

h error order
2
48 0.0867 -
2
24 0.1973 1.1854
2
6 0.4114 1.0604

Table 10: Error and convergence order.
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Fig. 7: log− log error.
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Fig. 8: log− log error.

κ error order

2−6 1.2140e-04 -
2−5 2.7785e-04 1.1984
2−4 5.9639e-04 1.0953
2−3 0.0013 1.0785

Table 11: Error and convergence order.
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Fig. 9: log− log error.

EX1
EX2

VX1
VX2

VX1X2

PDF method 0 0 0.0165 0.0167 0.0097
Sample trajectories method -1.1977e-04 6.0295e-04 0.0161 0.0165 0.0097

Particles method -9.0079e-04 4.9980e-04 0.0169 0.0165 0.0098

Table 12: Expectation and covariance.
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