arXiv:2010.08585v1 [math.PR] 16 Oct 2020

WELL-POSEDNESS AND TAMED EULER SCHEMES FOR MCKEAN–VLASOV EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY LÉVY NOISE

NEELIMA, SANI BISWAS, CHAMAN KUMAR, GONÇALO DOS REIS AND CHRISTOPH REISINGER

Abstract. We prove the well-posedness of solutions to McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equations driven by Lévy noise under mild assumptions where, in particular, the Lévy measure is not required to be finite. The drift, diffusion and jump coefficients are allowed to be random, can grow super-linearly in the state variable, and all may depend on the marginal law of the solution process. We provide a propagation of chaos result under more relaxed conditions than those existing in the literature, and consistent with our well-posedness result.

We propose a tamed Euler scheme for the associated interacting particle system and prove that the rate of its strong convergence is arbitrarily close to 1/2. As a by-product, we also obtain the corresponding results on well-posedness, propagation of chaos and strong convergence of the tamed Euler scheme for McKean–Vlasov stochastic delay differential equations (SDDE) and McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equations with Markovian switching (SDEwMS), both driven by Lévy noise. Furthermore, our results on tamed Euler schemes are new even for ordinary SDEs driven by Lévy noise and with super-linearly growing coefficients.

Keywords. McKean–Vlasov equations, superlinear growth, Lévy noise, propagation of chaos, Euler scheme.

AMS Subject Classifications. 65C05, 65C30, 65C35, 60H35.

1. Introduction

Consider a filtered probability space (Ω, F , {F_t}_{{t≥0}}, P) satisfying the usual conditions, i.e., F_0 contains all P-null sets and the filtration {F_t}_{{t≥0}} is right continuous; E stands for the usual expectation operator. Assume that w := {w_t}_{{t≥0}} is an m-dimensional Wiener process. Let n_p(dt, dz) be a Poisson random measure on a σ-finite measure space (Z, Z , ν) and ñ_p(dt, dz) := n_p(dt, dz) − ν(dz)dt be its compensator. Let P_2(R^d ) be the space of probability measures μ defined on a measurable space (R^d , B(R^d )) such that ∫ R^d |x| 2μ(dx) < ∞ and equip this space with the L_2-Wasserstein metric

W_2(μ_1, μ_2) := inf_{π∈Π(μ1,μ2)} ( ∫ R^d ×R^d |x − y|^2π(dx, dy) )_{1/2} , where Π(μ_1, μ_2) denotes the set of couplings of μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2(R^d ). It is well known that P_2(R^d ) equipped with above metric is a Polish space. Denote by P the predictable σ−algebra on Ω × R_+ . Let b and σ be P ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B(P_2(R^d ))-measurable functions taking values in R^d and R^{d×m} respectively. Also, assume that γ is a P ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B(P_2(R^d )) ⊗ Z -measurable function with values in R^d .

Let T > 0 be a fixed constant. Consider the following McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equation (SDE),

x_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b_s(x_s, L_{xs} )ds + ∫_t 0 σ_s(x_s, L_{xs} )dw_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z γ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z)ñ_p(ds, dz) (1) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], where x_0 is an R^d -valued F_0-measurable random variable and {L_{xt} }_{0≤t≤T} denotes the flow of deterministic marginal distributions of x. Equations of this type were first studied in [34] and differ from ordinary SDEs in the sense that the coefficients additionally depend on the marginal laws L_{xt} of the solution process x, i.e. the McKean–Vlasov SDE becomes an ordinary SDE when the law L_{xt} is known.

McKean–Vlasov SDEs have received renewed attention over the past years mainly due to the crucial unravelling of certain technical bottlenecks but also due to their usefulness in modelling across many fields such as statistical physics, neuroscience, and finance among others. At the heart of this is that

Date: 05h27, 22^{nd} October, 2020, (File MVSDE-Levy_delay_final.tex) .

G. dos Reis acknowledges support from the Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia (Portuguese Foundation for Science and Technology) through the project UIDB/00297/2020 (Centro de Matemática e Aplicações CMA/FCT/UNL). 1

McKean–Vlasov SDEs describe a limiting behaviour of individual particles interacting with each other in a “mean-field” manner – the so-called Propagation of Chaos result. This latter result also paves the way (there are others) for the numerical solution of such McKean–Vlasov SDEs via approximation of the associated system of interacting particles.

The numerical approximation and simulation of ordinary SDEs with coefficients which are Lipschitz functions of the state-variables is classical (see, e.g., [24] for time stepping schemes and [17] for a survey of multilevel simulation methods). The case of locally Lipschitz-continuous coefficients with superlinear growth is also now well-studied in the literature. Early works include [21, 40], who proposed and analysed tamed Euler schemes for locally Lipschitz drift coefficients of potentially superlinear growth, which was extended in [20, 41, 6, 29] to diffusion coefficients of superlinear growth, and in [32] to include delay. The authors of [16] studied tamed Milstein schemes for superlinear drift, while the results in [30] allow Lévy noise and superlinear drift coefficients, extended to superlinear diffusion coefficients for Euler and Milstein schemes in [31] and [25], respectively, while [12] considered a tamed Euler scheme for Lévy noise and delay, and [26] a tamed Milstein scheme for Markovian switching. Alternatives to tamed schemes include balanced and implicit schemes (see, e.g., [42]), truncated schemes (see [33]) and adaptive time stepping schemes (see [23, 14]).

The numerical approximation of McKean–Vlasov equations in the continuous case (i.e., when γ ≡ 0) was initiated in [7] and has been investigated further in a number of more recent works. We discuss in the following those most relevant to the present paper.

The strong convergence of a tamed Euler scheme and an implicit scheme was established in [37] when the drift coefficient is allowed to grow super-linearly in the state variable and linearly in the measure component, whereas the diffusion coefficient satisfies Lipschitz continuity in both the variables. In [27, 3], the authors independently proposed a tamed Milstein scheme for McKean–Vlasov SDEs where the drift coefficient grows super-linearly and established that its strong rate of convergence is equal to 1. An extension to point delays and an efficient antithetic multilevel Monte Carlo sampling method were given in [4]. Variance reduction via importance sampling techniques was addressed in [38]. Subsequently, the authors of [28] proved well-posedness of McKean–Vlasov SDEs with common noise when both drift and diffusion coefficients are allowed to grow super-linearly in the state variable. Furthermore, they investigated the strong convergence of tamed Euler and Milstein schemes, and proved that their rate of convergence is 1/2 and 1, respectively. A possible alternative to tamed schemes are again adaptive schemes, as shown in [39] for superlinear drift and diffusion coefficients.

In this work, we address the numerical approximation of McKean–Vlasov SDEs driven by a general Lévy noise. For preceding work, we refer to [1], where the authors develop a Fourier based numerical approximation for McKean–Vlasov SDEs with Lévy noise that has no law dependency and a drift coefficient that is affine in the state variable, plus a linear mean-field interaction term (an expectation of the state variable); their approach avoids altogether the Propagation of Chaos we employ here.

Here, we cover the full spectrum of results for the class (1): well-posedness of the McKean–Vlasov equation and the associated interacting particle system, propagation of chaos, numerical strong approximations and applications. Our results cater to the several fields and applications where McKean– Vlasov SDEs with a general Lévy noise appear. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper under these general conditions:

(1) we allow all the coefficients to depend on the marginal law L_{xt} of the solution process x, (2) they all (including the jump coefficient) grow super-linearly in the state component with (3) a general W_2-Lipschitz (non-linear) measure dependency, and (4) the Lévy measure is not assumed to be finite.

We review our contributions against existing literature next.

• Well-posedness. Our first result is on the existence and uniqueness of the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) under more relaxed assumptions (see Theorem 2.1) than those made in the existing literature, e.g. [18, 22, 35] and references therein. More specifically, well-posedness of the equation (1) driven by a pure, square integrable Lévy process (i.e., b = σ = 0) is shown in [22] under global Lipschitz conditions on the coefficient γ in both state and measure variables. Existence only is shown when the integrability assumptions are dropped, using PDE arguments. The earlier work [18], extended by [22], focused on Poisson jumps, Lipschitz coefficients and linear measure dependencies. More recently, in [35], the authors allow super-linearity of the coefficients in the state variable, but consider only a specific, linear, measure dependence, with time homogeneous Poisson measures. In this paper, we allow super-linear growth in the state variable and a general measure dependence of all (drift, diffusion and jump) coefficients.

Our proof uses a different strategy from that given in [35]. We apply a fixed point argument on the space D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) of P_2(R^d )-valued càdlàg functions defined on [0, T ], which is a complete metric space under the uniform norm. For this, the flow of marginals {L_{xt} }_{{t∈[0,T ]}} is shown to be càdlàg functions. This only requires finiteness of E |x_0 |^2 instead of E|x_0 |^{2+ϵ} for any ϵ > 0, compared to the analogous results in [28] for the continuous case.

• Propagation of Chaos (PoC). For the approach we use in this work, there are typically two stages to the numerical approximation of the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1), as the coefficients depend on all paths (through the measure) of the solution process. In the first stage of the discretization, an interacting particle system connected with the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) is shown to converge to the true solution of the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1). This is popularly known as the propagation of chaos. We present such a result in Section 3 under more relaxed conditions than those existing in the literature; see above references to [18, 22] as works studying propagation of chaos for jump processes. As reported in [35], the only existing result (then) on McKean–Vlasov limits of biological neural networks driven by Lévy noise was [2] for local dynamics under global Lipschitz assumptions or local dynamics of gradient type. Our setting allows for a more general measure dependency than [35], and further, no numerical approximation procedure is offered there.

The PoC result is of general interest to researchers of mean-field games with jumps (see, e.g., [11, 2]), especially in neuroscience, where the need for Lévy noise in McKean–Vlasov SDE models has recently been appreciated (see, e.g., [13, 43, 35]).

• Tamed Euler scheme. Following the particle approximation, the second stage of the discretization is a time-stepping scheme for the resulting coupled SDE system. In this paper, we specifically propose a tamed Euler scheme and prove that its strong rate of convergence (in mean-square sense) is arbitrarily close to 1/2, without assuming linear growth in the (viz. drift, diffusion and jump) coefficients or finiteness of the Lévy measure. To achieve this, we identify a suitable coercivity assumption on the coefficients of equation (1) and tamed scheme (6) (see Assumptions A–2, A–5 and Assumption B–2, respectively) so that the one-step error has a desired rate (see Lemma 4.1), which is required at several points of the analysis. These assumptions appear for the first time in the literature and are possibly optimal (even when the coefficients do not depend on the measure). In this generality, we had to develop new techniques to bound the moments of the tamed Euler scheme. Due to the presence of jumps, the rate of the one-step error in the L^q-norm drops to 1/q and further decreases if one applies taming (i.e., Assumption B–2) to super-linearly growing jump coefficients; see Lemma 4.1. In the proof of Lemma 4.2, the positive powers of n coming from Assumption B–2 must be controlled through the rate observed in Lemma 4.1. But the rate in Lemma 4.1 itself decreases if one takes higher powers of n in Assumption B–2. Further, if we decrease the powers of n in Assumption B–2, then the moment (i.e. the value of p_0 in Assumption A–1) needed for Assumption B–3 also increases, which can lead to exclusion of several examples of practical importance. This exhibits an inter-play between Assumption B–2, Assumption B–3 and the corresponding one-step error that one obtains in Lemma 4.1, and which is tackled by identifying an appropriate taming, without assuming finiteness of the Lévy measure. We give examples of explicit forms of taming in Section 5 which fit into our framework.

In [31], the authors studied a tamed Euler scheme for an ordinary SDE driven by Lévy noise when both drift and diffusion coefficients are allowed to grow super-linearly, but the jump coefficient grows only linearly, while in [10], the authors also allow the jump coefficients to grow super-linearly, but assume that the Lévy measure is finite, which restricts the class of Lévy processes severely.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper under these general conditions. • Applications. Throughout this paper, we assume that the coefficients of McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) are random and hence all the results obtained here can be applied to McKean–Vlasov SDEs with Markovian switching (SDEwMS) and McKean–Vlasov SDEs with delays (SDDE), both driven by Lévy noise. We motivate and discuss these cases in Section 5. Our proof uses a different strategy from that given in [38].

• Finally, the technique developed in this paper can be extended to higher order schemes, which is ongoing work.

Notations. The notation | · | is used for both Euclidean and Hilbert-Schmidt norms, which should not cause any confusion in the reader’s mind, while xy denotes the inner product of x, y ∈ R^d . We use ⌊·⌋ to denote the floor function and δ_x for the Dirac measure centred at x ∈ R^d . Also, B(A) is the Borel σ-algebra of a topological space A. For brevity of space, we use x for the solution of the McKean–Vlasov SDE as well as for a point in R^d . This is clear from the context and should not cause confusion. Further, σ^∗ stands for transpose of the matrix σ. Also, N and R denote the set of natural and real numbers respectively. Lastly, K stands for a generic positive constant and can vary from place to place.

2. Existence, Uniqueness and Moment Bound In this section, we work under the following set of assumptions. Let p_0 ≥ 2 be a fixed constant.

A– 1. E |x_0 |^{p0} < ∞.

A–2. There exist a constant L > 0 and a sequence {M_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{t∈[0,T ]} EM_t < ∞ such that 2xb_t(x, μ) + |σ_t(x, μ)|^2 + ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { M_t + |x|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). A– 3. There exists a constant L > 0 such that 2(x − x̄)(b_t(x, μ) − b_t(x̄, μ̄)) + |σ_t(x, μ) − σ_t(x̄, μ̄)|^2 + ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z) − γ_t(x̄, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

A– 4. For any t ∈ [0, T ], b_t(x, μ) is almost surely a continuous function of x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). A–5. There exist a constant L > 0 and a sequence {M̄_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{t∈[0,T ]} EM̄_t < ∞ such that 2|x|^{p0−2}xb_t(x, μ) + (p_0 − 1)|x|^{p0 −2}|σ_t(x, μ)|^2 + 2(p_0 − 1) ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θγ_t(x, μ, z)|^{p0 −2}dθν(dz) ≤ L {¯ M_t + |x|^{p0} + W^{p0}_2 (μ, δ_0) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Theorem 2.1. Let Assumptions A–1 (with p_0 = 2), A–2, A–3 and A-4 be satisfied. Then, there exists a unique càdlàg process x taking values in R^d satisfying the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) such that sup t∈[0,T ] E |x_t |^2 ≤ K, where K := K(E |x_0 |^2, m, d, L, T ) is a positive constant. Moreover, if Assumptions A–1 and A–5 hold for p_0 > 2, then sup t∈[0,T ] E|x_t |^{p0} ≤ K, where K := K(E |x_0 |^{p0} , m, d, p_0, L, T ) is a positive constant.

Proof. Consider the space D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) of P_2(R^d )-valued càdlàg functions defined on [0, T ]. For any μ, μ̄ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )), we define ρ_T (μ, μ̄) := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ_t, μ̄_t). It can be seen that the space D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) is a complete metric space under ρ_T (see, e.g., Lemma A.1 in the appendix). Consider a map Φ : D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) → D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) defined by Φ(μ) := {L_xμ_t }_{t∈[0,T ]}, where {L_xμ_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} is the flow of marginal laws of the process satisfying the SDE

x^μ_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b_s(x^μ_s , μ_s)ds + ∫_t 0 σ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s)dw_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z γ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s, z)ñ_p(ds, dz) (2) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ]. The above equation is an ordinary SDE driven by Lévy noise, with coefficients additionally dependent on the time parameter through μ_t, and its existence and uniqueness is known from [19, Theorem 1].

First we observe that Φ is well-defined by showing that {L_xμ_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )). Notice that the solution of SDE (2) is a càdlàg process, i.e., x^μ ∈ D ([0, T ]; R^d ). Indeed, for every t ∈ [0, T ], L_xμ_t ∈ P_2(R^d ) because sup t∈[0,T ] ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_t(dx) < ∞, and ∫ R^d |x|^2L_xμ_t (dx) = E |x^μ_t |^2 ≤ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |x^μ_t |^2 ≤ K,

where K := K(d, m, E |x_0 |^2, L) is a positive constant (see [31, Lemma 1]). Also, {L_xμ_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} is càdlàg since W^2_2 (L_xμ_t , L_xμ_s ) ≤ E |x^μ_t − x^μ_s |^2, which converges to 0 as s ↓ t, and W^2_2 (L_xμ_t , L_xμ_s ) ≤ E|x^μ_{t−} − x^μ_s |^2, which converges to 0 as s ↑ t−.

We proceed to prove that Φ^j is a contraction for sufficiently large j. Let μ, μ̄ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) and use Itô’s formula to obtain

E |x^μ_t − x^{μ̄}_t |^2 = 2E ∫_t 0 (x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s )(b_s(x^μ_s , μ_s) − b_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s))ds

+ 2E ∫_t 0 (x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s )(σ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s) − σ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s))dw_s + E ∫_t 0 | σ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s) − σ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s) |_2 ds + 2E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z ( x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s )( γ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s, z) − γ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s, z) ) ñ_p(ds, dz) + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z { |x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s + γ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s, z) − γ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s, z)|^2 − |x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s |^2

− 2(x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s )(γ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s, z) − γ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s, z)) } n_p(ds, dz) =E ∫_t 0 { 2(x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s )(b_s(x^μ_s , μ_s) − b_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s)) + | σ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s) − σ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s) |_2

+ ∫ Z |γ_s(x^μ_s , μ_s, z) − γ_s(x^{μ̄}_s , μ̄_s, z)|^2ν(dz) } ds, which on using Assumption A-3 yields E |x^μ_t − x^{μ̄}_t |^2 ≤ LE ∫_t 0 { |x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s |^2 + W^2_2 (μ_s, μ̄_s) } ds < ∞ and then, by using Grönwall’s lemma, one obtains E |x^μ_t − x^{μ̄}_t |^2 ≤ e^{Lt} ∫_t 0 W^2_2 (μ_s, μ̄_s)ds

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, we have,

ρ^2_t (Φ(μ), Φ(μ̄)) = ρ^2_t (L_xμ , L_xμ̄ ) = sup_{s∈[0,t]} W^2_2 (L_xμ_s , L_xμ̄_s ) ≤ sup_{s∈[0,t]} E |x^μ_s − x^{μ̄}_s |^2 ≤ K ∫_t 0 sup r∈[0,s] W^2_2 (μ_r, μ̄_r)ds = e^{Lt} ∫_t 0 ρ^2_s(μ, μ̄)ds for any t ∈ [0, T ] where K = e^{LT} . Denoting by Φ^N the n-fold composition of Φ and iterating the above inequality, one obtains

ρ^2_T (Φ^j (μ), Φ^j (μ̄)) ≤ K^j ∫_T 0 ∫_{t1} 0 · · · ∫_{tj−1} 0 ρ^2_{tj} (μ, μ̄)dt_j · · · dt_1 ≤ K^j ∫_T 0 (T − t_j)^{j−1} (j − 1)! ρ^2_{tj} (μ, μ̄)dt_j ≤ (KT )^j j! ρ^2_T (μ, μ̄). For j large enough, Φ^j is a contraction and hence Φ has a unique fixed point, which is the unique solution of the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1).

If additionally Assumptions A–1 and A–5 hold for p_0 > 2, then one can bound the p_0-th moment of the solution of the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1). By Itô’s formula, one obtains,

E|x_t |^{p0} = E|x_0 |^{p0} + p_0E ∫_t 0 |x_s|^{p0−2}x_sb_s(x_s, L_{xs} )ds + p_0E ∫_t 0 |x_s|^{p0−2}x_sσ_s(x_s, L_{xs} )dw_s + p_0(p_0 − 2) 2 E ∫_t 0 |x_s|^{p0−4}|σ_s(x_s, L_{xs} )^∗x_s|^2ds + p_0 2 E ∫_t 0 |x_s|^{p0−2}|σ_s(x_s, L_{xs} )|^2ds + p_0E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |x_s|^{p0−2}x_sγ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z)ñ_p(ds, dz) + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z { |x_s + γ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z)|^{p0} − |x_s|^{p0} − p_0|x_s|^{p0−2}x_sγ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z) } n_p(ds, dz) for any t ∈ [0, T ]. By the remainder formula,

|y|^{p0} = |a|^{p0} + p_0|a|^{p0−2}a(y − a) + p_0(p_0 − 1)

∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|y − a|^2|a + θ(y − a)|^{p0−2}dθ (3) for any y ∈ R^d and a ∈ R^d . Hence, on using the above estimate,

E|x_t |^{p0} ≤ E|x_0 |^{p0} + p_0 2 E ∫_t 0 { 2|x_s|^{p0−2}x_sb_s(x_s, L_{xs} ) + (p_0 − 1)|x_s|^{p0−2}|σ_s(x_s, L_{xs} )|^2

+ 2(p_0 − 1) ∫ Z |γ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x_s + θγ_s(x_s, L_{xs} , z)|^{p0−2}dθν(dz) } ds, and then the application of Assumption A–5 yields E|x_t |^{p0} ≤ E |x_0 |^{p0} + KE ∫_t 0 {M̄_t + |x_s|^{p0} + W^{p0}_2 (L_{xs} , δ_0)}ds ≤ E |x_0 |^{p0} + K sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E M̄_t + K ∫_t 0 E |x_s |^{p0} ds + K ∫_t 0 (E |x_s |^2)^{p0/2}ds for any t ∈ [0, T ]. By using Hölder’s inequality and Grönwall’s inequality, the proof is completed. □ 3. Propagation of Chaos Let us now introduce the non-interacting particle system associated with the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1). Suppose that w^1, . . . , w^N are N ∈ N independent and identically distributed Wiener processes.

The state x^i of the particle i is given by

x^i_t = x^i_0 + ∫_t 0 b_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z γ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (4) and the associated interacting particle system is given by

x^{i,N}_t = x^i_0 + ∫_t 0 b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (5) almost surely, where μ^{x,N}_t is an empirical measure of N particles given by, μ^{x,N}_t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_xi,N_t (·) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ] and N ∈ N. Notice that [0, T ] ∋ t → μ^{x,N}_t ∈ P_2(R^d ) is a càdlàg process almost surely. We next state and prove the PoC result.

Proposition 3.1. Let Assumptions A-1 to A-5 be satisfied with p_0 > 4. Then, the interacting particle system (5) is wellposed and converges to the non-interacting particle system (4) with a rate of convergence given by sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |x^i_t − x^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K N^{−1/2}, if d < 4, N^{−1/2} ln(N), if d = 4, N^{−2/d}, if d > 4, for any N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on d and N.

Proof. First, notice that the interacting particle system {x^{i,N} }_{i∈{1,...,N}} given in equation (5) can be regarded as an ordinary SDE driven by Lévy noise with random coefficients taking values in R^{d×N} . Thus, due to [19, Theorem 1], it has a unique càdlàg solution under Assumptions A–1 to A–4 such that sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |x^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K for any N ∈ N where K > 0 does not depend on N. By Itô’s formula, E|x^i_t − x^{i,N}_t |^2 = 2E ∫_t 0 (x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s )(b_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s ) − b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ))ds + 2E ∫_t 0 (x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s )(σ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ))dw^i_s + E ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s )|^2ds + 2E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z (x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s )(γ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z))ñ^i_p(ds, dz) + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z { |x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s + γ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z)|^2 − |x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s |^2 − 2(x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s )(γ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z)) } n^i_p(ds, dz) = 2E ∫_t 0 { (x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s )(b_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s ) − b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s )) + | σ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) |_2

+ ∫ Z |γ_s(x^i_s, L_xi_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z)|^2ν(dz) } ds, which on the application of Assumption A–3 gives E |x^i_t − x^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K ∫_t 0 { E |x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s |^2 + E W^2_2 (L_xi_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) } ds ≤ K ∫_t 0 { E |x^i_s − x^{i,N}_s |^2 + EW^2_2 (L_xi_s , μ^x_s ) + EW^2_2 (μ^x_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) } ds, where μ^x_t is an empirical measure given by

μ^x_t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_xi_t (·), and then Grönwall’s inequality yields sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |x^i_t − x^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K ∫_T 0 sup i∈{1,...,N} E W^2_2 (L_xi_s , μ^x_s )ds

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. By [8, Theorem 5.8], one has

EW^2_2 (L_xi_t , μ^x_t ) ≤ K N^{−1/2}, if d < 4, N^{−1/2} ln(N), if d = 4, N^{−1/2}, if d > 4, for any t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and N ∈ N. This completes the proof. □ 4. Tamed Euler Scheme In this section, we make the following additional assumptions. Due to the requirement in Proposition 3.1, p_0 is now and for the rest of this article assumed to be strictly greater than 4. A– 6. There exist constants L > 0 and η > 1 such that 2(x − x̄)(b_t(x, μ) − b_t(x̄, μ̄)) + η|σ_t(x, μ) − σ_t(x̄, μ̄)|^2 + η ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z) − γ_t(x̄, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) }

almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

A– 7. There exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that |b_t(x, μ) − b_t(x̄, μ̄)|^2 ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^χ|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ). A– 8. There exists a constant L > 0 such that |b_t(x, μ) − b_s(x, μ)|^2 + |σ_t(x, μ) − σ_s(x, μ)|^2 + ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z) − γ_s(x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L|t − s| almost surely for any t, s ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

A– 9. There exists a sequence {M_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E M_t < ∞ such that |b_t(0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ |σ_t(0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ ∫ Z |γ_t(0, δ_0, z)|^2ν(dz) < M_t almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Remark 4.1. One can notice that Assumption A–3 follows from Assumption A–6. Thus, the McKean– Vlasov SDE (1) has a unique solution under Assumptions A–1 (with p_0 = 2), A–2, A–4 and A–6. Remark 4.2. Due to Assumptions A–6 and A–7, there exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that |σ_t(x, μ) − σ_t(x̄, μ̄)|^2 + ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z) − γ_t(x̄, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^{χ/2}|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Remark 4.3. Due to Assumption A–9 and Remark 4.2, there exists a constant L > 0 and a sequence {M_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{t∈[0,T ]} EM_t < ∞ such that |b_t(x, μ)| ≤ L { M_t + |x|^{χ/2+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , |σ_t(x, μ)| ≤ L { M_t + |x|^{χ/4+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { M_t + |x|^{χ/2+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

We now proceed to introduce the tamed Euler scheme for the interacting particle system (5) connected with the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1). For every n ∈ N, let b^n_t and σ^n_t be P ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B(P_2(R^d )) measurable functions taking values in R^d and R^{d×m} respectively and γ^n_t be P⊗B(R^d )⊗B(P_2(R^d ))⊗Z measurable functions taking values in R^d . Also, let us partition the time interval [0, T ] into n ∈ N sub-intervals of equal length and define κ_n(t) := ⌊nt⌋/n for any t ∈ [0, T ] and n ∈ N. The tamed Euler scheme for the interacting particle system (5) associated with the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) is given by x^{i,N,n}_t = x^i_0 + ∫_t 0 b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds + ∫_t 0 σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (6) almost surely for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where μ^{x,N,n}_t is an empirical measure given by μ^{x,N,n} t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_xi,N,n_t (·) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N.

B– 1. For every n ∈ N, there exist a sequence {M̄^n_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} EM̄^n_t < ∞ and a constant L > 0 such that 2|x|^{p0−2}xb^n_t (x, μ) + (p_0 − 1)|x|^{p0 −2}|σ^n_t (x, μ)|^2 + 2(p_0 − 1) ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θγ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^{p0 −2}dθν(dz) ≤ L {¯ M^n_t + |x|^{p0} + W^{p0}_2 (μ, δ_0) } almost surely for any x ∈ R^d , t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

B– 2. For every n ∈ N, there exist a sequence {M̄^n_t }_{t∈[0,T ]} of F_0-measurable non-negative random variables satisfying sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E(M̄^n_t )^{p0} < ∞ and a constant L > 0 such that |b^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ L min { n^{1/4} (¯ M^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0) ) , M_t + |x|^{χ/2+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , |σ^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ L min { n^{1/6} {¯ M^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , M_t + |x|^{χ/4+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L min { n^{1/3}(M̄^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0))^2, M_t + |x|^{χ/2+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) } , ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) ≤ L min { n^{1/3} (¯ M^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0) )_q , M_t + |x|^{χ/2+q} + W^q_2 (μ, δ_0) } , 2 ≤ q ≤ p_0 almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), where the process M is given in Remark 4.3.

B– 3. For every ϵ > 0, there exists a constant K > 0 such that E ∫_T 0 |b_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)}, E ∫_T 0 |σ_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)}, E ∫_T 0 ∫ Z |γ_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any t ∈ [0, T ], μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n, N ∈ N, where K does not depend on n and N.

Remark 4.4. Notice that Assumption B–3 contains the numerical solution and, on the face of it, seems difficult to verify a priori. There are two key, competing factors in identifying a suitable explicit form of taming. First, the tamed coefficients need to satisfy Assumption B–2 and, second, the rate of strong convergence of the numerical scheme (e.g. 1/2 in our case) should be used appropriately (e.g. in the denominator of the tamed coefficients). Then, Assumption B–3 holds by construction. We refer to Section 5, where we verify all assumptions for concrete schemes in applications, for details.

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumption B–2 hold. Then, E ( |x^{i,N,n}_t − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}|^q | F_{κn(t)} ) ≤ K { n^{−2/3} {¯ M^n_t + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(t)} , δ_0) }_q , if q = p_0 − 2, p_0 − 1 n^{−1/3} {¯ M^n_t + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(t)} , δ_0) } , if q = 1

almost surely for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N, where constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N.

Proof. As mentioned above, we have p_0 > 4. From equation (6), E ( |x^{i,N,n}_t − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}|^q|F_{κn(t)} ) ≤ KE (| | ∫_t κ_n(t) b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds | |^q | |F_{κn(t)} )

+ KE (| | ∫_t κ_n(t) σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )dw^i_s | |^q | |F_{κn(t)})

+ KE (| | ∫_t κ_n(t) ∫ Z γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) | |^q | |F_{κn(t)} ) , which on the application of Hölder’s and martingale inequalities yields E ( |x^{i,N,n}_t −x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}|^q|F_{κn(t)} ) ≤ Kn^{−q+1}E ( ∫ t κ_n(t) |b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^qds | |F_{κn(t)})

+ Kn^{−q/2+1}E ( ∫ t κ_n(t) |σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^qds | |F_{κn(t)} )

+ Kn^{−q/2+1}E ( ∫ t κ_n(t) ( ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz) )_{q/2} ds | |F_{κn(t)})

+ KE ( ∫ t κ_n(t) ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^qν(dz)ds | |F_{κn(t)} ) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N. When q = 1, then the last term on the right-hand side of the above expression does not appear. Thus, by Assumption B–2 one obtains E ( |x^{i,N,n}_t − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}|^q|F_{κn(t)} )

≤ K { (n^{−3q/4} + n^{−q/3} + n^{−2/3}) { M^n_t + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_q , if q = p_0 − 2, p_0 − 1, (n^{−3/4} + n^{−1/3}) { M^n_t + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } , if q = 1 almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N. This completes the proof. □ The following lemma gives the moment bound of the scheme (6).

Lemma 4.2. Let Assumptions A–1, B–1 and B–2 hold. Then, sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} ≤ K, for any n, N ∈ N, where K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Proof. On the application of Itô’s formula, E |x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} = E |x^i_0 |^{p0} + p_0E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds + p_0E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )dw^i_s + p_0(p_0 − 2) 2 E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−4}|σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )^∗x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2ds + p_0 2 E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}|σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + p_0E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)ñ_p(ds, dz) + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z { |x^{i,N,n}_s + γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0} − |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0} − p_0|x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) } n_p(ds, dz), which further implies E |x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} = E |x^i_0 |^{p0} + p_0E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds + p_0(p_0 − 1) 2 E ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}|σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z { |x^{i,N,n}_s + γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0} − |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0} − p_0|x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) } ν(dz)ds for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. The last term on the right hand side of the above equation can be estimated by using the remainder formula given in equation (3) and thus one obtains, E |x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} ≤ E |x^i_0 |^{p0} + p_0E ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} } b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds + p_0(p_0 − 1) 2 E ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2} − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2} } |σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + p_0(p_0 − 1)E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ) { |x^{i,N,n}_s + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0−2} − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) | |^{p0−2} } dθν(dz)ds + p_0 2 E ∫_t 0 { 2|x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) + (p_0 − 1)|x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}|σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2

+ 2(p_0 − 1) ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0−2}dθν(dz) } ds, which on the application of Assumption B–1 yields,

E |x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} ≤ E |x^i_0 |^{p0} + T_1 + T_2 + T_3 + E ∫_t 0 { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^p0 + W^{p0}_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } ds (7) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. For T_1, one uses the following remainder formula, |y|^{p0−2}y = |a|^{p0−2}a + (p_0 − 2) ∫_1 0 |a + θ(y − a)|^{p0−4}(y − a)(a + θ(y − a))(a + θ(y − a))dθ + ∫_1 0 |a + θ(y − a)|^{p0−2} d∑ j=1 (y_j − a_j)e_j dθ, where e_j is a vector whose j-th element is 1 and all other elements are 0 and (y_j − a_j ) is the j-th element of (y − a) for every j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Hence, one obtains

T_1 := p_0E ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_s − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} } b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds = (p_0 − 2)E ∫_t 0 ∫_1 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ ( x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) |^{p0−4} × (x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}))(x^{i,N,n}_{κn (s)} + θ(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}))b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )dθds + E ∫_t 0 ∫_1 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})|^{p0−2}(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )dθds, which on the application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Assumption B–2 yields T_1 ≤ KE ∫_t 0 ∫_1 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ ( x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) |^{p0−2}|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| × n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } dθds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2} + |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2} } |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| × n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−1}n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } ds + KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−1}|F_{κn(s)} ) ds + KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}n^{1/4} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds, and then, using Lemma 4.1, one obtains, T_1 ≤ KE ∫_t 0 { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_{p0} ds + KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 ds for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Furthermore, by using Young’s inequality,

T_1 ≤ K + K ∫_t 0 E|x^{i,N,n}_{κn (s)}|^{p0} ds + K ∫_t 0 E W^{p0}_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0)ds (8) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N.

For T_2, we use the following remainder formula,

|y|^{p0−2} = |a|^{p0−2} + (p_0 − 2)

∫_1 0 |a + θ(y − a)|^{p0−4}(y − a)(a + θ(y − a))dθ (9) for any y, a ∈ R^d along with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Assumption B–2 to obtain the following estimate,

T_2 := p_0(p_0 − 1) 2 E ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_s |^{p0−2} − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2} } |σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds = p_0(p_0 − 1)(p_0 − 2) 2 E ∫_t 0 ∫_1 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})|^{p0−4} × (x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θ(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}))dθ|σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 { |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|}^{p0−3}|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−3}n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds + KE ∫_t 0 n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}|F_{κn(s)} ) ds, which on the application of Lemma 4.1 and Young’s inequality yields T_2 ≤ KE ∫_t 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_3 ds + Kn^{−1/3}E ∫_t 0 { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_{p0} ds ≤ K + K ∫_t 0 E|x^{i,N,n}_{κn (s)}|^{p0} ds + K ∫_t 0 E W^{p0}_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0)ds (10) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. For T_3, one uses equation (9) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain the following,

T_3 := p_0(p_0 − 1)E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ) { |x^{i,N,n}_s + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0−2} − |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0−2} } dθν(dz)ds = p_0(p_0 − 1)(p_0 − 2)E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 × ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)

∫_1 0 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) + θ̄(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)})|^{p0−4}(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}) × ( x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)} + θγ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) + θ̄(x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}) ) dθ̄dθν(dz)ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 { |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)| + |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| }_{p0−3} × |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|ν(dz)ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)|x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−3}E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^{p0−1}ν(dz)E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}|F_{κn(s)} ) ds, and then one uses Lemma 4.1 and Assumption B–2 to obtain T_3 ≤KE ∫_t 0 n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−3}E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds

+ KE ∫_t 0 n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_{p0−1} E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}||F_{κn(s)} ) ds + KE ∫_t 0 n^{1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_2 E ( |x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−2}|F_{κn(s)} ) ds ≤KE ∫_t 0 { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_3 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{p0−3}ds + KE ∫_t 0 { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_{p0} ds + KE ∫_t 0 n^{−1/3} { M̄^n_s + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}| + W_2(μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) }_{p0} ds for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Further, due to Young’s inequality, one obtains

T_3 ≤ K + K ∫_t 0 E|x^{i,N,n}_{κn (s)}|^{p0} ds + K ∫_t 0 E W^{p0}_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0)ds (11) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Further, notice that EW^{p0}_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) = E ( 1 N N∑ j=1 |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 )_{p0/2} ≤ 1 N N∑ j=1 E|x^{i,N,n}_{κn (s)}|^{p0} (12) for any s ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N.

Thus, on combining the estimates from equations (8), (10) and (11) in equation (7) and then using equation (12), one obtains sup i∈{1,...,N} sup s∈[0,t] E|x^{i,N,n}_t |^{p0} ≤ K + K ∫_t 0 sup i∈{1,...,N} sup r∈[0,s] E |x^{i,N,n}_{κn (r)}|^{p0} ds for any t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. The application of Grönwall’s lemma completes the proof. □ The following corollary is a consequence of the above lemma.

Corollary 4.1. Let Assumptions A–1, B–1 and B–2 hold. Then, E|x^{i,N,n}_t − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)}|^q ≤ K { n^{−1}, if 2 ≤ q ≤ p_0, n^{−q/2}, if 1 ≤ q ≤ 2, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N, where K > 0 does not depend on n and N.

The following theorem gives the rate of convergence of the tamed Euler scheme (6). Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions A–1, A–2, A–5 to A–9, B–1, B–2 and B–3 be satisfied. Then, the tamed Euler scheme (6) converges in mean-square sense to the true solution of the interacting particle system (5) associated to the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1), and for any ϵ > 0 such that p_0 ≥ χ(2 + ϵ)/ϵ we have sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |x^{i,N}_t − x^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Proof. On using Itô’s formula, E |x^{i,N}_t − x^{i,N,n}_t |^2 = E |x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + 2E ∫_t 0 (x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ))ds + 2E ∫_t 0 (x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ))dw^i_s + 2E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z (x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z))ñ_p(ds, dz) + E ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds

+ E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z (|x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s + γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2 − |x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s |^2 − 2(x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z))n_p(ds, dz) = E |x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + 2E ∫_t 0 (x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ))ds + E ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + E ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds (13) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Notice that for any d_1 × m_1 matrices A and B, one uses Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to obtain |A + B|^2 = |A|^2 + |B|^2 + 2

d_1∑

j=1 m_1∑

k=1 A_{jk}B_{jk} ≤ |A|^2 + |B|^2 + 2|A||B|

≤ |A|^2 + |B|^2 + (η − 1)|A|^2 + |B|^2 4(η − 1)

= p_1|A|^2 + 4η − 3 4(η − 1) |B|^2, which thus yields the following estimates, |σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2 =|σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) + σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2 ≤ η|σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s )|^2 + K|σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2 (14) ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz) = ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) + γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz) ≤η ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z)|^2ν(dz) + K ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz) (15) almost surely for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Also, (b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )) = (b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s )) + (b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )) (16) almost surely for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. On substituting the values from equations (14), (15) and (16) in equation (13), one obtains E| x^{i,N}_t − x^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ E|x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + E ∫_t 0 { 2(x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(b_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s )) + η|σ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s )|^2 + η ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N}_s , μ^{x,N}_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z)|^2ν(dz) } ds + 2E ∫_t 0 (x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s )(b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ))ds + KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds which on using Assumption A–6, Cauchy–Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, yields E |x^{i,N}_t − x^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ E |x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 E|x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s |^2ds

+ KE ∫_t 0 |b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds =: E |x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 E|x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s |^2ds + E_1 + E_2 + E_3 (17) almost surely for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N.

For E_1, one writes E_1 := KE ∫_t 0 |b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 |b_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − b_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 |b_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 |b_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds, and then the application of Assumptions A–7 and A–8 yields the following estimates, E_1 ≤ KE ∫_T 0 { (1 + |x^{i,N,n}_s | + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|)^χ|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) } ds + KE ∫_T 0 |s − κ_n(s)|^2ds + KE ∫_T 0 |b_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds, which on using Hölder’s inequality and Assumption B–3 gives

E_1 ≤ K ∫_t 0 { E(1 + |x^{i,N,n}_s | + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|)^{χ(2+ϵ)/ϵ} }_{ϵ/(2+ϵ)}{ E|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2+ϵ}}^{2/(2+ϵ)}ds + Kn^{−1} + K ∫_t 0 E W^2_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Also, notice that E W^2_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) = 1 N N∑ j=1 E |x^{j,N,n}_s − x^{j,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 (18) and thus, due to Lemma 4.2, Corollary 4.1 and equation (18), one has E_1 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} (19) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Furthermore, one can write E_2 := KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds + KE ∫_t 0 |σ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds, which on the application of Remark 4.2, Assumptions A–8 and B–3 yields E_2 ≤ K ∫_t 0 { E(1 + |x^{i,N,n}_s | + |x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|)^{χ(2+ϵ)/ϵ} }_{ϵ/(2+ϵ)}{ E|x^{i,N,n}_s − x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2+ϵ}}^{2/(2+ϵ)}ds

+ Kn^{−1} + K ∫_t 0 E W^2_2 (μ^{x,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} )ds, and hence due to Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1, one obtains E_2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} (20) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. Finally, one estimates E_3 by

E_3 := KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds = KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_s , μ^{x,N,n}_s , z) − γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_s(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds + KE ∫_t 0 ∫ Z |γ_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(x^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{x,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds and then uses Remark 4.2, Assumptions A–8 and B–3 along with Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1 to obtain E_3 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} (21) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. On substituting the estimates from equations (19), (20) and (21) in equation (17), E |x^{i,N}_t − x^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ E |x^{i,N}_0 − x^{i,N,n}_0 |^2 + ∫_t 0 E |x^{i,N}_s − x^{i,N,n}_s |^2ds + Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. The proof is completed on using Grönwall’s lemma. □ 5. Applications In recent years, researchers have shown growing interests in the study of McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equations with Markovian switching (SDEwMS), see for example [5, 36] and references therein. The McKean–Vlasov stochastic delay differential equations (SDDEs) have recently received considerable attention from researchers, see for example, [9] for optimal control, [15] for deep learning and references therein. Motivated by this, we give immediate applications of our results to McKean– Vlasov SDEwMS and McKean–Vlasov SDDEs, both driven by Lévy noise.

5.1. McKean–Vlasov SDEs with Markovian switching driven by Lévy noise. Let m_0 be a fixed positive integer and α := (α_t; t ≥ 0) be a continuous-time Markov chain with state space S = {1, 2, . . . , m_0} and generator Q = (q_{i0j0} ; i_0, j_0 ∈ S), such that its transition probabilities are

P(α_{t+δ} = j_0|α_t = i_0) = { q_{i0j0} δ + o(δ), if i_0 ≠ j_0, 1 + q_{i0j0} δ + o(δ), if i_0 = j_0,

(22)

for any δ > 0 where o(δ) stands for the Bachmann–Landau little–o notation, q_{i0j0} ≥ 0, for any i_0 ≠ j_0 ∈ S and q_{i0i0} = − ∑ j_0≠i_0 qi0j0 for any i0 ∈ S. Also, assume that f : [0, T ] × R

d × S × P_2(R^d ) → R^d , g : [0, T ]×R^d ×S ×P_2(R^d ) → R^{d×m} and h : [0, T ]×R^d ×S ×P_2(R^d )×Z → R^d are measurable functions. Consider the following d–dimensional McKean–Vlasov SDE with Markovian switching driven by Lévy noise,

y_t = y_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y_s, α_s, L_{ys} )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y_s, α_s, L_{ys} )dw_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y_s, α_s, L_{ys} , z)ñ_p(ds, dz) (23) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], where the initial value y_0 is an F_0-measurable random variable taking values in R^d .

Remark 5.1. If m_0 = 1, i.e., the Markov chain α remains at the same state throughout the interval [0, T ], then equation (23) becomes a McKean–Vlasov SDE driven by Lévy noise. Hence, all results obtained in this section also hold true for McKean–Vlasov SDEs driven by Lévy noise.

Let p̄_0 ≥ 2 be a fixed constant. We make the following assumptions.

Ā– 1. E |y_0 |p̄0 < ∞.

Ā– 2. There exists a constant L > 0 such that for every i_0 ∈ S,

2xf_t(x, i_0, μ) + |g_t(x, i_0, μ)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) }

for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 3. There exists a constant L > 0 such that for every i_0 ∈ S, 2(x − x̄)(f_t(x, i_0, μ) − f_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)) + |g_t(x, i_0, μ) − g_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z) − h_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 4. For any t ∈ [0, T ] and i_0 ∈ S, f_t(x, i_0, μ) is a continuous function of x ∈ Rd and μ ∈ P_2(Rd ). Ā– 5. There exists a constant L > 0 such that for every i_0 ∈ S, 2|x|^{p̄0−2}xf_t(x, i_0, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0−2}|g_t(x, i_0, μ)|^2 + 2(p̄_0 − 1) ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θh_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^{p̄0−2}dθν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{p̄0} + W^{p̄0}_2 (μ, δ_0) }

for any x ∈ R^d , t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Theorem 5.1 (Existence, Uniqueness and Moment Bound). Let Assumptions Ā–1 (with p̄_0 = 2), Ā–2, Ā–3 and Ā–4 be satisfied. Then, there exists a unique R^d -valued cádág process y satisfying the McKean–Vlasov SDEwMS (23) such that sup t∈[0,T ] E|y_t |^2 ≤ K, where K := K(E |x_0 |^2, m, d, L) is a positive constant. In addition, if Assumptions Ā–1 and Ā–5 hold for p̄_0 > 2, then sup t∈[0,T ] E |y_t |^{p̄0} ≤ K, where K := K(E |x_0 |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L) is a positive constant.

Proof. We can directly apply Theorem 2.1 to the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) by taking b_t(x, μ) = f_t(x, α_t, μ), σ_t(x, μ) = g_t(x, α_t, μ), γ_t(x, μ, z) = h_t(x, α_t, μ, z) (24) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ]. One can easily verify that Assumptions A–1 to A–5 follow from Assumptions Ā–1 to Ā–5 with M_t = M̄_t = 1 for any t ∈ [0, T ]. □ Let w^1, . . . , w^N , N ∈ N, be independent and identically distributed Wiener processes. For the propagation of chaos, we consider the following non-interacting particle system,

y^i_t = y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y^i_s, α_s, L_yi_s )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y^i_s, α_s, L_yi_s )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y^i_s, α_s, L_yi_s , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (25) and the associated interacting particle system, y^{i,N}_t = y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y^{i,N}_s , α_s, μ^{y,N}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y^{i,N}_s , α_s, μ^{y,N}_s )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y^{i,N}_s , α_s, μ^{y,N}_s , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (26) almost surely, where μ^{y,N}_t is an empirical measure given by μ^{y,N}_t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_yi,N_t (·) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and n, N ∈ N. The proof of the result given below follows from Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 5.1 (Propagation of Chaos). If Assumptions Ā–1 to Ā–5 are satisfied with p̄_0 > 4, then the interacting particle system (26) is wellposed and converges to the non-interacting particle system (25) and

sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |y^i_t − y^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K N^{−1/2}, if d < 4, N^{−1/2} ln(N), if d = 4, N^{−2/d}, if d > 4. for any N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on d and N.

Before introducing the tamed Euler scheme, we make the following additional assumptions. Ā– 6. There exists a constant L > 0 such that 2|x|^{p̄0−2}xf_t(x, i_0, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0−2}|g_t(x, i_0, μ)|^2 + (p̄_0 − 1)2^{p̄0−3} ∫ Z { |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^2|x|^{p̄0−2} + |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^{p̄0} } ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{p̄0} + W^{p̄0}_2 (μ, δ_0) }

for any t ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 7. There exist constants L > 0 and η > 1 such that 2(x − x̄)(f_t(x, i_0, μ) − f_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)) + η|g_t(x, i_0, μ) − g_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)|^2 + η ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z) − h_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) }

for any t ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 8. There exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that |f_t(x, i_0, μ) − f_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)|^2 ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^χ|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 9. There exists a constant L > 0 such that ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+q} + W^q_2 (μ, δ_0) } , 2 ≤ q ≤ p̄_0, for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , i_0 ∈ S and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 10. There exists a constant L > 0 such that |f_t(x, i_0, μ)−f_s(x, i_0, μ)|^2 + |g_t(x, i_0, μ) − g_s(x, i_0, μ)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z) − h_s(x, i_0, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L|t − s| for any t, s ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 11. There exists a constant L > 0 such that sup t∈[0,T ] |f_t(0, i_0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |g_t(0, i_0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ∫ Z |h_t(0, i_0, δ_0, z)|^2ν(dz) < L for any t ∈ [0, T ] and i_0 ∈ S.

Remark 5.2. Due to Assumptions Ā–7 and Ā–8, there exists a constant L > 0 such that

|g_t(x, i_0, μ) − g_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄)|^2+ ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z) − h_t(x̄, i_0, μ̄, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^{χ/2}|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x, x̄ ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Remark 5.3. Due to Assumption Ā–11 and Remark 5.2, there exists a constant L > 0 such that |f_t(x, i_0, μ)| ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , |g_t(x, i_0, μ)| ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/4+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) } , ∫ Z |h_t(x, i_0, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], i_0 ∈ S, x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

We now introduce a tamed Euler scheme for the McKean–Vlasov SDEwMS (23) as follows, y^{i,N,n}_t = y^i_0 + ∫_t 0 f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ ds + ∫_t 0 g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ dw^i_s

+ ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ ñ^i_p(ds, dz), (27) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], n, N ∈ N, where μ^{y,N,n}_t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_yi,N,n_t (·) is an empirical measure.

Theorem 5.2 (Tamed Euler Scheme). Let Assumptions Ā–1, Ā–2 and Ā–6 to Ā–11 be satisfied. Then, the tamed Euler scheme (27) converges in mean-square sense to the true solution of the interacting particle system (26) connected with the McKean–Vlasov SDEwMS (23), and for any ϵ > 0 such that p̄_0 ≥ χ(2 + ϵ)/ϵ, we have sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |y^{i,N}_t − y^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N.

Proof. We prove this result by applying Theorem 4.1 on the interacting particle system (5) associated to the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) with coefficients given in equation (24) and on its tamed Euler scheme (6) with coefficients given by b^n_t (x, μ) = f_t(x, α_t, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ , σ^n_t (x, μ) = g_t(x, α_t, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ , γ^n_t (x, μ, z) = h_t(x, α_t, μ, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ (28)

almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), z ∈ Z and n ∈ N. For this, we show that assumptions of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied under the assumptions of this theorem.

Notice that Assumptions A–1, A–2 and A–5 have already been verified in the proof of Theorem 5.1. Also, Assumptions A–6, A–7, A–8 and A–9 follow from Assumptions Ā–7, Ā–8, Ā–10 and Ā–11 respectively. Moreover, Assumption B–1 follows with p_0 = p̄_0 from Assumptions Ā–5. Indeed, F_1 :=2|x|^{p̄0−2}xb^n_t (x, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0−2}|σ^n_t (x, μ)|^2

+ 2(p̄_0 − 1) ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θγ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^{p̄0 −2}dθν(dz) =2|x|^{p̄0−2}x f_t(x, α_t, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0 −2} | | | g_t(x, α_t, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | | |^2

+ 2(p̄_0 − 1) ∫ Z | | h_t(x, α_t, μ, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | |^2

∫_1 0 (1 − θ) | |x + θ h_t(x, α_t, μ, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | |^{p̄0−2}dθν(dz) ≤ 1 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ { 2|x|^{p̄0−2}xf_t(x, α_t, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0 −2}|g_t(x, α_t, μ)|^2 }

+ (p̄_0 − 1)2^{p̄0−3} ∫ Z |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ)^2 { |x|^{p̄0−2} + |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^{p̄0−2} (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ)^{p̄0−2} } ν(dz) ≤ 1 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ { 2|x|^{p̄0−2}xf_t(x, α_t, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0 −2}|g_t(x, α_t, μ)|^2 }

+ (p̄_0 − 1)2^{p̄0−3} ∫ Z {|h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|2|x|p̄_0−2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ)^2 + |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^{p̄0} (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ)^{p̄0} } ν(dz) ≤ 1 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ { 2|x|^{p̄0−2}xf_t(x, α_t, μ) + (p̄_0 − 1)|x|^{p̄0−2}|g_t(x, α_t, μ)|^2 + (p̄_0 − 1)2^{p̄0−3} ∫ Z { |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^2|x|^{p̄0−2} + |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^{p̄0} } ν(dz) } , which on the application of Assumptions Ā–5 yields F_1 ≤L(1 + |x|^{p̄0} + W^{p̄0}_2 (μ, δ_0))

for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , n ∈ N and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

We now proceed to verify Assumption B–2. By using Remark 5.3,

|b^n_t (x, μ)|^2 = | | f_t(x, α_t, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | |^2 ≤

K{1 + |x|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0)} 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ ≤ Kn^{1/2} { 1 + |x|χ+2 n^{1/2} + |x|^χ + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) } ≤ Kn^{1/2}{1 + |x|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0)},

which implies |b^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ Kn^{1/4}{1 + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0)} for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n ∈ N. Similarly,

|σ^n_t (x, μ)|^4 = | | gt(x, αt, μ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | |^4 ≤ K{1 + |x|^{χ+4} + W^4_2 (μ, δ0)} 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ ≤ Kn^{1/2} { 1 + |x|χ+4 n^{1/2} + |x|^χ + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0) } ≤ Kn^{1/2}{1 + |x|^4 + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0)},

which implies |σ^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ Kn^{1/8}{1 + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0)} for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n ∈ N. Further, ( ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x,μ, z)|^2ν(dz) )_2 = K ( ∫ Z |h_t(x, α_t, μ, z)|^2 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ ν(dz) )_2

≤ K {1 + |x|^{χ+4} + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0)} 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ ≤ Kn^{1/2} { 1 + |x|χ+4 n^{1/2} + |x|^χ + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0) }

≤ Kn^{1/2}{1 + |x|^4 + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0)}, which implies ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ Kn^{1/4}{1 + |x|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0)}

for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n ∈ N. Moreover, using Assumption Ā–9 for 2 ≤ q ≤ p̄_0, ( ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) )_2 = K ( ∫ Z | | h_t(x, α_t, μ, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ | |^qν(dz) )_2 ≤ K{1 + |x|^{χ+2q} + W^{2q}_2 (μ, δ_0)} 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ ≤ Kn^{1/2} {1 + |x|χ+2q n^{1/2} + |x|^χ + W^{2q}_2 (μ, δ_0) } ≤ Kn^{1/2}{1 + |x|^{2q} + W^{2q}_2 (μ, δ_0)},

which implies ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) ≤ Kn^{1/4}{1 + |x|^q + W^q_2 (μ, δ_0)} for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n ∈ N.

Thus, on the application of Lemma 4.2, one obtains sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |y^{i,N,n}_t |^{p̄0} ≤ K, (29) for any n, N ∈ N, where K > 0 does not depend on n and N.

We now verify Assumption B–3. From equations (24) and (28), we have E ∫_T 0 |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_T 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, αs, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) | |^2ds + KE ∫_T 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(yi,N,n_κ n(s), ακn(s), μ y,N,n κ_n(s) ) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ | |^2ds

≤ KE ∫_T 0 { |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_s, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2 + |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2 } I_{{ακn(s)≠αs}}ds + KE ∫_T 0 |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, α_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2n^{−1}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ}ds, which due to Remark 5.3, equation (29) and equation (22) yields, E ∫_T 0 |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1}E ∫_T 0 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) } ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1}E ∫_T 0 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ+2} + 1 N N∑ i=1 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 } ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1} sup_{i∈{1,...,N}} sup_{s∈[0,T ]} sup_{n∈N} E { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{3χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ+2} } ≤ Kn^{−1} for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N. Similarly, E ∫_T 0 |σ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1}E ∫_T 0 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ/2+2} + 1 N N∑ i=1 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 } ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1} sup_{i∈{1,...,N}} sup_{s∈[0,T ]} sup_{n∈N} E { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{5χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ+2} } ≤ Kn^{−1} for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N. Finally, E ∫_T 0 ∫ Z |γ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1}E ∫_T 0 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ/2+2} + 1 N N∑ i=1 |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^2 } ds ≤ Kn^{−1} + Kn^{−1} sup_{i∈{1,...,N}} sup_{s∈[0,T ]} sup_{n∈N} E { |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{5χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ+2} } ≤ Kn^{−1} for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N. This completes the proof. □

5.2. McKean–Vlasov SDDE driven by Lévy noise. For simplicity, consider the case of a single delay, but the result can be extended to multiple delays without any difficulty. Let f : [0, T ]×R^d ×R^d × P_2(R^d ) × P_2(R^d ), g : [0, T ] × R^d × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × P_2(R^d ) and h : [0, T ] × R^d × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × P_2(R^d ) × Z be measurable functions taking values in R^d , R^{d×m} and R^d respectively. Let τ > 0 be a fixed constant denoting the fixed delay parameter. Consider the following d–dimensional McKean–Vlasov SDDE driven by Lévy noise,

y_t = y_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y_s, y_{s−τ} , L_{ys} , L_{ys−τ} )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y_s, y_{s−τ} , L_{ys} , L_{ys−τ} )dw_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y_s, y_{s−τ} , L_{ys} , L_{ys−τ} , z)ñ_p(ds, dz) (30) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ] with the initial data ξ_t := y_{t−τ} for any t ∈ [0, τ]. Without loss of generality, one can assume that T = Mτ for some M ∈ N such that the interval [0, T ] can be divided into M sub-intervals [(j − 1)τ, jτ] for j = 1, . . . , M.

In order to apply the results obtained for McKean–Vlasov SDEs with random coefficients in Sections 2, 3 and 4, one can first re-write the results for interval [t_0, t_1] instead of [0, T ], which is a trivial computation, and then use them for McKean–Vlasov SDDEs driven by Lévy noise by taking t_0 = (j − 1)τ and t_1 = jτ for j = 1, . . . , M. In this section, we adapt the approach of [32] from SDDEs to McKean–Vlasov SDDEs, utilising heavily our results from earlier sections.

Remark 5.4. When τ ≡ 0, then the McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30) reduces to a McKean–Vlasov SDE. Hence, all the results derived in this section also hold for McKean–Vlasov SDEs.

Let p̄_0 ≥ 2 be a fixed constant. We make the following assumptions. Ā– 1. sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E|ξ_t |p̄_0 < ∞.

Ā– 2. There exist constants L > 0 and ρ ≥ 2 such that 2xf_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)+|g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^2 + |y|^ρ + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^ρ_2 (μ^′, δ_0) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 3. There exists a constant L > 0 such that 2(x − x̄)(f_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − f_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)) + |g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − g_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z) − h_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄, y, ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 4. For any t ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ Rd and μ′ ∈ P_2(Rd ), f_t(x, y, μ, μ′) is a continuous function of x ∈ Rd and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 5. There exists a constant L > 0 such that 2|x|^{pj −2}xf_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) + (p_j − 1)|x|^{pj −2}|g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^2 + 2(p_j − 1) ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θh_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^{pj −2}dθν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{pj} + |y|^{pj−1} + W^{pj}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{pj−1}_2 (μ^′, δ_0) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ) where p_j = (2/ρ)^jp̄_0 for j = 1, . . . , M. Theorem 5.3 (Existence, Uniqueness and Moment Bound). Let Assumptions Ā–1 (with p̄_0 = 2), Ā–2, Ā–3 and Ā–4 be satisfied. Then, there exists a unique càdlàg process taking values in R^d satisfying the McKean–Vlasov SDE (30) such that sup t∈[0,T ] E|y_t |^2 ≤ K, where K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t |^2, m, d, L) is a positive constant. Moreover, if Assumptions Ā–1 and Ā–5 hold for p̄_0 > 2, then sup t∈[0,T ] E|y_t |^{p∗} ≤ K, where p^∗ := p_M = (2/ρ)^M p̄_0 and K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E|ξ_t |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L) is a positive constant. Proof. We prove the result using an inductive argument. This is done by verifying Assumptions A–1 to A–5 on the interval [(j − 1)τ, jτ] and applying Theorem 2.1 for j = 1, . . . , M. For this, we define b_t(x, μ) := f_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} ), σ_t(x, μ) := g_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} ), γ_t(x, μ, z) := h_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} , z) (31) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and z ∈ Z.

Case j = 1. Assumption A–1 holds trivially from Assumption Ā–1. Further, Assumption A–2 follows from Assumption Ā–2. Indeed, for any t ∈ [0, τ], 2xb_t(x, μ) + |σ_t(x, μ)|^2 + ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) = 2xf_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} ) + |g_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} )|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} , z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L{1 + |x|^2 + |y_{t−τ} |^ρ + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^ρ_2 (L_{yt−τ} , δ_0)} ≤ L{1 + |x|^2 + |ξ_t|^ρ + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + E |ξ_t |^ρ} = L{M_t + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + |x|^2}, (32) where M_t := 1 + |ξ_t|^ρ + (E|ξ_t |^2)^{ρ/2} and sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E M_t < ∞ because ρ ≤ p̄_0. Also, Assumptions A–3 and A–4 hold trivially from Assumptions Ā–3 and Ā–4 respectively. Thus, by applying Theorem 2.1, there exists a unique càdlàg process satisfying equation (30) in the interval [0, τ] such that sup t∈[0,τ ] E|y_t |^2 ≤ K, where K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E|ξ_t |^2, m, d, L) is a positive constant. Moreover, Assumption Ā–5 with j = 1 implies Assumption A–5 for p_0 = p_1. Indeed, for any t ∈ [0, τ], 2|x|^{p1−2}xb_t(x, μ) + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1−2}|σ_t(x, μ)|^2 + 2(p_1 − 1) ∫ Z |γ_t(x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θγ_t(x, μ, z)|^{p1 −2}dθν(dz) = 2|x|^{p1−2}xf_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} ) + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1 −2}|g_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} )|^2 + 2(p_1 − 1) ∫ Z |h_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} , z)|^2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)|x + θh_t(x, y_{t−τ} , μ, L_{yt−τ} , z)|^{p1 −2}dθν(dz) ≤ L{1 + |x|^{p1} + |y_{t−τ} |^{p̄0} + W^{p1}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{p̄0}_2 (L_{yt−τ} , δ_0)} ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{p1} + |ξ_t|^{p̄0} + W^{p1}_2 (μ, δ_0) + (E |ξ_t |^2)^{p̄0/2}} = L{M̄_t + W^{p1}_2 (μ, δ_0) + |x|^{p1} } (33) almost surely where M̄_t = 1 + |ξ_t|^{p̄0} + (E |ξ_t |^2)^{p̄0/2} satisfies sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E M̄_t < ∞. Thus, by Theorem 2.1, sup t∈[0,τ ] E |y_t |^{p1} ≤ K, where K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L) is a positive constant.

For the inductive argument, we assume that result hold for the case j = ℓ, i.e., the McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30) has a unique solution in the interval [(ℓ − 1)τ, ℓτ], which satisfies sup t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ] E |y_t |^{pℓ} ≤ K, (34) where K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L) is a positive constant.

Case j = ℓ + 1. Assumption A–1 holds from the inductive hypothesis. By using an argument similar to the one used in the estimate (32), Assumption A–2 holds from Assumption Ā–2 with M_t := 1+|y_{t−τ} |^ρ +(E|y_{t−τ} |^2)^{ρ/2}, which clearly satisfies sup_{t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ]} EM_t < ∞ due to inductive argument as ρ ≤ p_ℓ. Further, Assumptions A–3 and A–4 hold trivially from Assumptions Ā–3 and Ā–4 respectively. Moreover, by using a similar argument as given for the estimate (33), Assumption A–5 holds from Assumption Ā–5 with p_0 = p_{ℓ+1} and M̄_t = 1+|y_{t−τ} |^{pℓ} +(E |y_{t−τ} |^2)^{pℓ/2} satisfies sup_{t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ]} EM̄_t < ∞ due to estimate (34). Hence, by using Theorem 2.1, the McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30) has a unique càdlàg solution, which satisfies sup t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ] E |y_t |^{pℓ+1} ≤ K, where K := K(sup_{t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ]} E|y_t |^{pℓ} , m, d, p_ℓ, L) = K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L) is a positive constant. From the inductive argument, one can also conclude that sup t∈[0,T ] E|y_t |^{p∗} ≤ K, (35) where K := K(sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t |^{p̄0} , m, d, p̄_0, L). This completes the proof. □

The non-interacting particle system corresponding to McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30) is given by y^i_t = y_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y^i_s, y^i_{s−τ} , L_yi_s , L_yi_{s−τ} )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y^i_s, y^i_{s−τ} , L_yi_s , L^i_{ys−τ} )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y^i_s, y^i_{s−τ} , L_yi_s , L_yi_{s−τ} , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (36) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Also, the interacting particle system associated with the above non-interacting particle system is given by y^{i,N}_t = y_0 + ∫_t 0 f_s(y^{i,N}_s , y^{i,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N}_s , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} )ds + ∫_t 0 g_s(y^{i,N}_s , y^{i,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N}_s , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} )dw^i_s + ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_s(y^{i,N}_s , y^{i,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N}_s , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} , z)ñ^i_p(ds, dz) (37) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ] and N ∈ N, where μ^{y,N}_t is an empirical measures given by μ^{y,N}_t (·) = 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_yi,N_t (·). Proposition 5.2 (Propagation of Chaos). Let Assumptions Ā–1 to Ā–5 be satisfied with p̄_0 > 4. Then, the interacting particle system (37) is wellposed and converges to the non-interacting particle system (36) with a rate of convergence given by sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |y^i_t − y^{i,N}_t |^2 ≤ K N^{−1/2}, if d < 4, N^{−1/2} ln(N), if d = 4, N^{−2/d}, if d > 4, for any N ∈ N, where constant K > 0 does not depend on d and N.

Proof. We have already seen in the proof of Theorem 5.3 that Assumptions A–1 to A–5 follow from Assumptions Ā–1 to Ā–5. Hence, the result follows directly from Proposition 3.1. □ We now proceed to the time discretization, i.e. a tamed Euler scheme for the interacting particle system (37) associated with the McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30). For this, we make the following additional assumptions.

Ā– 6. There exists a constant L > 0 such that 2|x|^{pj −2}xf_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) + (p_j − 1)|x|^{pj −2}|g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^2 + (p_j − 1)2^{pj −3} ∫ Z { |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^2|x|^{pj −2} + |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^{pj} } ν(dz) ≤L { 1 + |x|^{pj} + |y|^{pj−1} + W^{pj}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{pj−1}_2 (μ^′, δ_0) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ) where p_j = (2/ρ)^jp̄_0 for j = 1, . . . , M. Ā– 7. There exist constants L > 0 and η > 1 such that 2(x − x̄)(f_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − f_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)) + η|g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − g_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)|^2 + η ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z) − h_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { |x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any x, x̄, y ∈ R^d , μ, μ̄, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and t ∈ [0, T ]. Ā– 8. There exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that |f_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − f_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)|^2 ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^χ|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 9. There exists a constant L > 0 such that |f_t(x, y,μ, μ^′) − f_s(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^2 + |g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − g_s(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z) − h_s(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L|t − s| for any t, s ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Ā– 10. There exists a constant L > 0 such that |f_t(0, 0, δ_0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ |g_t(0, 0, δ_0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ ∫ Z |h_t(0, 0, δ_0, δ_0, z)|^2ν(dz) < L for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Ā– 11. There exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that |f_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − f_t(x, ȳ, μ, μ̄^′)|^2 + |g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − g_t(x, ȳ, μ, μ̄^′)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z) − h_t(x, ȳ, μ, μ̄^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { (1 + |y| + |ȳ|)^χ|y − ȳ|^2 + W^2_2 (μ^′, μ̄^′) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y, ȳ ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′, μ̄^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 12. There exist constants L > 0 and χ > 0 such that for every j ∈ {1, . . . , M}, ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)|^qν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+q} + |y|^{χ+q} + W^q_2 (μ, δ_0)+W^q_2 (μ^′, δ_0) } , 2 ≤ q ≤ p̄_0 for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Ā– 13. There exists a constant L > 0 such that sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E |ξ_t − ξ_{κn(t)}|2+ϵ ≤ Ln−2. Remark 5.5. Due to Assumptions Ā–7 and Ā–8, there exists a constant L > 0 such that |g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′) − g_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′)|^2 + ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z) − h_t(x̄, y, μ̄, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { (1 + |x| + |x̄|)^{χ/2}|x − x̄|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, μ̄) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̄, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ̄, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Remark 5.6. Due to Assumptions Ā–8 and Ā–11 and Remark 5.5, there exists a constant L > 0 such that |f_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)| ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+1} + |y|^{χ/2+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) + W_2(μ^′, δ_0) } |g_t(x, y, μ, μ^′)| ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/4+1} + |y|^{χ/2+1} + W_2(μ, δ_0) + W_2(μ^′, δ_0) } ∫ Z |h_t(x, y, μ, μ^′, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{χ/2+2} + |y|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^2_2 (μ^′, δ_0) } for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ R^d and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

Remark 5.7. Notice that Assumption Ā–3 follows from Assumption Ā–7. Thus, Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 5.2 hold if Assumptions Ā–1, Ā–2, Ā–5 and Ā–7 are satisfied.

We propose the following tamed Euler scheme for the interacting particle system connected with the McKean–Vlasov SDDE (30), y^{i,N,n}_t = y_0 + ∫_t 0 f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} ds

+ ∫_t 0 g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} dw^i_s

+ ∫_t 0 ∫ Z h_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} ñ^i_p(ds, dz), (38) where μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t)} is an empirical measure given by μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t)} (·) := 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_yi,N,n_{κn(t)} (·) almost surely for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Theorem 5.4 (Tamed Euler Scheme). Let Assumptions Ā–1, Ā–2, Ā–6 to Ā–13 be satisfied. Then, the tamed Euler scheme (38) converges in mean-square sense to the true solution of the interacting particle system (37) connected with the McKean–Vlasov SDE (30), and for any ϵ > 0 such that p_0 ≥ χ(2 + ϵ)/ϵ, we have sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,T ] E |y^{i,N}_t − y^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where K > is a constant independent of n and N.

Proof. The result is shown by applying Theorem 4.1 on the interacting particle system (5) connected to the McKean–Vlasov SDE (1) with coefficients given in equation (31) and on its tamed Euler scheme (38) with coefficients given by

b^n_t (x, μ) := f_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} , σ^n_t (x, μ) := g_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} γ^n_t (x, μ, z) := h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} (39)

for any t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and n, N ∈ N.

As before, we apply an inductive argument, i.e., we verify Assumptions A–1, A–2, A–5 to A–9, B–1, B–2 and B–3 on the interval [(j − 1)τ, jτ] and apply Theorem 4.1 for j = 1, . . . , M.

First, notice that Assumptions A–1, A–2, A–4 and A–5 have already been verified in the proof of Theorem 5.3. Also, Assumptions A–6, A–7 and A–8 hold from Assumptions Ā–7, Ā–8 and Ā–9 respectively. Thus, it remains to verify Assumptions A–9, B–1, B–2 and B–3. Case j = 1. To verify Assumption A–9, one uses Remark 5.6 to obtain

|b_t(0, δ_0)|^2 = |f_t(0, y_{t−τ} , δ_0, L_{yt−τ} )|^2 ≤ L{1 + |y_{t−τ} |^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (L_{yt−τ} , δ_0)} =: LM_t almost surely for any t ∈ [0, τ], where M_t = 1 + |ξ_t|^{χ+2} + E |ξ_t |^2 satisfies sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} EM_t < ∞ due to Assumption Ā–1. Similarly, |σ_t(0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ ∫ Z |γ_t(0, δ_0, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ LM_t almost surely for any t ∈ [0, τ].

For Assumption B–1, using Assumption Ā–6 with j = 1 (i.e. p_1), one has F_2 :=2|x|^{p1−2}xb^n_t (x, μ) + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1 −2}|σ^n_t (x, μ)|^2

+ 2(p_1 − 1) ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 |x + θγ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^{p1 −2}dθν(dz)

= 2|x|^{p1−2}xf_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1−2}|g_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )})|^2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ})^2 + 2(p_1 − 1) ∫ Z |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ})^2 × ∫_1 0 | |x + θh_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} | |^{p1−2}dθν(dz)

≤ 2|x|^{p1−2}xf_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1−2}|g_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )})|^2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ})^2 + (p_1 − 1)2^{p1 −3} ∫ Z |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^2 (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ})^2 × { |x|^{p1−2} + |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^{p1−2} (1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ})^{p1−2} } ν(dz)

≤ 1 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} { 2|x|^{p1−2}xf_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}) + (p_1 − 1)|x|^{p1 −2}|g_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )})|^2 + (p_1 − 1)2^{p1 −3} ∫ Z { |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^2|x|^{p1−2} + |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^{p1} } ν(dz) } , which due to Assumption Ā–6 yields F_2 ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{p1} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{p̄0} + W^{p1}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{p̄0}_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z), δ_0) } =: L {¯ M^n_t + |x|^{p1} + W^{p1}_2 (μ, δ_0) } almost surely for any t ∈ [0, τ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and n, N ∈ N, where M̄^n_t = 1 + |ξ_{κn(t)}|^{p̄0} + E |ξ_{κn (t)}|^{p1} satisfies sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E M̄^n_t < ∞ due to Assumption Ā–1.

We now proceed to verify Assumption B–2. For this, one uses Remark 5.6 to obtain |b^n_t (x, μ)|^2 ≤ |f_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )})|^2 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} ≤ L 1 + |x|^{χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, δ_0) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} , which implies, for any t ∈ [0, τ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), |b^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ Kn^{1/4}{M^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0)}, where M^n_t = 1 + |ξ_{κn(t)}| + ( E|ξ_{κn (t)}|^2 )_{1/2} satisfies sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E (M^n_t )^{p1} < ∞ due to Assumption Ā–1. Furthermore, the application of Remark 5.6 yields |σ^n_t (x, μ)|^4 ≤ |g_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )})|^4 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} ≤ L 1 + |x|^{χ+4} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ+4} + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^4_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, δ_0) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} , which implies, for any t ∈ [0, τ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), |σ^n_t (x, μ)| ≤ Kn^{1/8}{M^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0)}, where M^n_t = 1 + |ξ_{κn(t)}| + (E |ξ_{κn (t)}|^2)^{1/2} satisfies sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E(M^n_t )^{p1} < ∞ due to Assumption Ā–1. Again, due to Remark 5.6, ( ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) )_2 ≤ ( ∫ Z |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^2 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} ν(dz) )_2

≤ L 1 + |x|^{χ+4} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ+4} + W^4_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^4_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, δ_0) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} , which implies, for any t ∈ [0, τ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ Kn^{1/4}{(M^n_t )^2 + |x|^2 + W^2_2 (μ, δ_0)}

where M^n_t = 1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}| + (E |y^{i,N,n}_{κn (t−τ )}|^2)^{1/2} satisfies sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[0,τ ]} E (M^n_t )^{p1} < ∞. Finally, for 2 ≤ q ≤ p̄_0, Assumption Ā–12 yields ( ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) )_2 ≤ ( ∫ Z |h_t(x, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, μ, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z)|^q 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} ν(dz) )_2

≤ L 1 + |x|^{χ+2q} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ+2q} + W^{2q}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{2q}_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, δ_0) 1 + n^{−1/2}|x|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2χ} ≤ Ln^{1/2} { 1 + |x|^{2q} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{2q} + W^{2q}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{2q}_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, δ_0) } , which further implies, for any t ∈ [0, τ], x ∈ R^d and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^q ν(dz) ≤ Ln^{1/4}{M̄^n_t + |x| + W_2(μ, δ_0)}^q, where M̄^n_t = 1 + |ξ_{κn(t)}| + (E |ξ_{κn (t)}|^2)^{1/2}, satisfying E (M^n_t )^q < ∞ due to Assumption Ā–1. Thus, Assumption B–2 is satisfied in the interval [0, τ].

As Assumptions A–1, B–1 and B–2 hold in the interval [0, τ], thus by Lemma 4.2, sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,τ ] E|y^{i,N,n}_t |^{p1} ≤ K for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N.

We now proceed to verify Assumption B–3. From equations (31) and (39), one can write E ∫_τ 0 |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds

= E ∫_τ 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(yi,N,n_κ n(s), y i,N s−τ , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} ) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} | |^2ds

≤ KE ∫_τ 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} ) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) | |^2ds + KE ∫_τ 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(yi,N,n_κ n(s), y i,N,n s−τ , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) | |^2ds

+ KE ∫_τ 0 | |f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) − f_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} | |^2ds and then uses Assumption Ā–11 and Remark 5.6 to obtain E ∫_τ 0 |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_τ 0 { (1 + |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |)^χ|y^{i,N}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) } ds + KE ∫_τ 0 { (1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|)^χ|y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) } ds + Kn^{−1}E ∫_τ 0 {|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{4χ}} × { 1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, δ_0) } ds (40)

for any n, N ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Notice that the first term on the right side of the above inequality is zero as y^{i,N}_{s−τ} = y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} = ξ_s for any s ∈ [0, τ]. In the second term, one uses Assumption Ā–13 and Hölder’s inequality and on the third term, one uses equation (35) to obtain the following, E ∫_τ 0 |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Further, from equations (31) and (39), E ∫_τ 0 |σ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_τ 0 | |g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} ) − g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) | |^2ds + KE ∫_τ 0 | |g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) − g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) | |^2ds

+ KE ∫_τ 0 | |g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) − g_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) 1 + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^χ + n^{−1/2}|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2χ} | |^2ds, which on using Assumption Ā–11 and Remark 5.6 yields E ∫_τ 0 |σ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_τ 0 { (1 + |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |)^χ|y^{i,N}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) } ds + KE ∫_τ 0 { (1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|)^χ|y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) } ds + Kn^{−1}E ∫_τ 0 {|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{4χ}} × { 1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ/2+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, δ_0) } ds and then one uses Hölder’s inequality, Assumption Ā–13 and equation (35) to obtain E ∫_τ 0 |σ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Again, from equations (31) and (39) along with Assumption Ā–11, Remark 5.6, Hölder’s inequality, Assumption Ā–13 and equation (35), E ∫_τ 0 ∫ Z |γ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. This completes the verification of Assumption B–3.

Thus, the application of Corollary 4.1 and Theorem 4.1 on the interval [0, τ] yields sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,τ ] E |y^{i,N,n}_t − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)} |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)}, sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[0,τ ] E |y^{i,N}_t − y^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N where the positive constant K is independent of n and N.

For the inductive argument, let us assume that the result holds for j = ℓ and thus sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ] E|y^{i,N,n}_t |^{pℓ} ≤ K, (41) sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ] E|y^{i,N,n}_t − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t)} |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)}, (42) sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ] E |y^{i,N}_t − y^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} (43) for any n, N ∈ N, where the positive constant K is independent of n and N. Case j = ℓ + 1. By using Remark 5.6,

|b_t(0, δ_0)|^2 = |f_t(0, y_{t−τ} , δ_0, L_{yt−τ} )|^2 ≤ L{1 + |y_{t−τ} |^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (L_{yt−τ} , δ_0)} =: LM_t almost surely for any t ∈ [ℓτ, (ℓ+1)τ] where M_t = 1+|y_{t−τ} |^{χ+2} +E|y_{t−τ} |^2 satisfies sup_{t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ]} EM_t = 1 + sup_{t∈[(ℓ−1)τ,ℓτ ]} { E |y_t |^{χ+2} + E|y_t |^2 } < ∞ due to equation (34). Similarly, |σ_t(0, δ_0)|^2 ∨ ∫ Z |γ_t(0, δ_0, z)|^2ν(dz) ≤ LM_t almost surely which implies Assumption A–9 holds on the interval [ℓτ, (ℓ + 1)τ].

For Assumption B–1, we adopt the arguments similar to the one used in the estimation of F_2 to obtain 2|x|^{pℓ+1−2}xb^n_t (x, μ) + (p_{ℓ+1} − 1)|x|^{pℓ+1−2}|σ^n_t (x, μ)|^2

+ 2(p_{ℓ+1} − 1) ∫ Z |γ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^2 ∫_1 0 |x + θγ^n_t (x, μ, z)|^{pℓ+1−2}dθν(dz) ≤ L { 1 + |x|^{pℓ+1} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{pℓ} + W^{pℓ}_2 (μ, δ_0) + W^{pl}_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}, z), δ_0) } =: L {¯ M^n_t + |x|^{pℓ+1} + W^{pℓ+1}_2 (μ, δ_0) } , where M̄^n_t = 1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(t−τ )}|^{pℓ} + E|y^{i,N,n}_{κn (t−τ )}|^{pℓ} which due to equation (41) satisfies

sup_{n∈N} sup t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ] E M^n_t = 1 + 2 sup_{n∈N} sup_{t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ]} E |y^{i,N,n}_{κn (t−τ )}|^{pℓ} < ∞. Similarly, from equation (40), E ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ KE ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ { (1 + |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |)^χ|y^{i,N}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} ) } ds + KE ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ { (1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|)^χ|y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^2 + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{s−τ} , μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}) } ds + Kn^{−1}E ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ {|y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{2χ} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{4χ}} × { 1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}|^{χ+2} + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{χ+2} + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , δ_0) + W^2_2 (μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}, δ_0) } ds, which due to Hölder’s inequality, equations (41), (42) and (43) yields E ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ |b_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − b^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤K ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ { E (1 + |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |)^{χ(2+ϵ)/ϵ}}^{ϵ/(2+ϵ)}{E |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |^{2+ϵ}}^{2/(2+ϵ)} + E |y^{i,N}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} |^2 } ds + K ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ {{ E (1 + |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} | + |y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|)^{χ(2+ϵ)/ϵ} }_{ϵ/(2+ϵ)}{ E |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2+ϵ} }_{2/(2+ϵ)}

+ E |y^{i,N,n}_{s−τ} − y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s−τ )}|^{2+ϵ} } ds + Kn^{−1} ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Similarly, by adopting a similar arguments as above, we have E ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ |σ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} ) − σ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} )|^2ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} E ∫_{(ℓ+1)τ} ℓτ ∫ Z |γ_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z) − γ^n_{κn(s)}(y^{i,N,n}_{κn(s)}, μ^{y,N,n}_{κn(s)} , z)|^2ν(dz)ds ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. Thus, Assumption B–3 holds in the interval [ℓτ, (ℓ + 1)τ], which implies that sup i∈{1,...,N} sup t∈[ℓτ,(ℓ+1)τ ] E |y^{i,N}_t − y^{i,N,n}_t |^2 ≤ Kn^{−2/(2+ϵ)} for any n, N ∈ N, where the constant K > 0 does not depend on n and N. This completes the proof. □

References

[1] A. Agarwal and S. Pagliarani, A Fourier-based Picard-iteration approach for a class of McKean–Vlasov SDEs with Lévy jumps, Stochastics, (2020), 1–33.

[2] L. Andreis, P. Dai Pra and M. Fischer, McKean-Vlasov limit for interacting systems with simultaneous jumps, Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 36(6), (2018), 960–995 .

[3] J. Bao, C. Reisinger, P. Ren, and W. Stockinger, First order convergence of Milstein schemes for McKean equations and interacting particle systems, arXiv:2004.03325, (2020).

[4] J. Bao, C. Reisinger, P. Ren, and W. Stockinger, Milstein schemes for delay McKean equations and interacting particle systems, arXiv:2005.01165, (2020).

[5] A. Bensoussan, B. Djehiche, H. Tembine and S. Chi Phillip Yam, Mean-Field-Type Games with Jump and Regime Switching, Dynamic Games and Applications, 10, (2020), 19–57.

[6] W.-J. Beyn, E. Isaak, and R. Kruse, Stochastic C-stability and B-consistency of explicit and implicit Milstein-type schemes, Journal of Scientific Computing, 70(3), (2017), 1042–1077.

[7] M. Bossy and D. Talay, A stochastic particle method for the McKean–Vlasov and the Burgers equation, Mathematics of Computation, 66(217), (1997), 157–192.

[8] R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic theory of mean field games with applications I: Mean-field FBSDEs, control, and games, Springer International Publishing, Switzerland, (2018).

[9] L. Chen and J. Wang, Maximum principle for delayed stochastic mean-field control problem with state constraint, Advances in Difference Equations, (2019), 348.

[10] Z. Chen, S. Gan, and X. Wang, Mean-square approximations of Lévy noise driven SDEs with super-linearly growing diffusion and jump coefficients, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical System-Series B, 24(8), (2019).

[11] B. Chiara, L. Campi and L. Di Perso, Mean-field games with controlled jumps, arXiv:1703.01919, (2017). [12] K. Dareiotis, C. Kumar, and S. Sabanis, On tamed Euler approximations of SDEs driven by Lévy noise with application to delay equations, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 54(3), (2016), 1840–1872.

[13] F. Delarue, J. Inglis, S. Rubenthaler and E. Tanré, Global solvability of a networked integrate-and-fire model of McKean–Vlasov type, The Annals of Applied Probability, 25(4), (2015), 2096–2133.

[14] W. Fang and M. Giles, Adaptive Euler-Maruyama method for SDEs with nonglobally Lipschitz drift, The Annals of Applied Probability, 30(2), (2020), 526–560.

[15] J.-P. Fouque and Z. Zhang, Deep Learning Methods for Mean Field Control Problems With Delay, Frontiers in Applied Mathematics and Statistics, 6(11), (2020), 1–17.

[16] S. Gan and X. Wang, The tamed Milstein method for commutative stochastic differential equations with non-globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients, Journal of Differential Equations and Applications, 19(3), (2013), 466–490.

[17] M. Giles, Multilevel Monte Carlo methods, Acta Numerica, (2018).

[18] C. Graham, McKean–Vlasov Itô-Skorohod equations, and nonlinear diffusions with discrete jump sets, Stochastic Processes and Their Applications, 40, (1992), 69–82.

[19] I. Gyöngy and N. V. Krylov, On stochastic equations with respect to semimartingales I, Stochastics, 4, (1980), 1–21. [20] M. Hutzenthaler and A. Jentzen, Numerical approximations of stochastic differential equations with non-globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, 236, (2015), 1112.

[21] M. Hutzenthaler, A. Jentzen, and P. E. Kloeden, Strong convergence of an explicit numerical method for SDEs with nonglobally Lipschitz continuous coefficients, The Annals of Applied Probability, 22(4), (2012), 1611–1641.

[22] B. Jourdain, S. Méléard and W. A. Woyczynski, Nonlinear SDEs driven by Lévy processes and related PDEs, Alea, 4, (2008), 1–29.

[23] C. Kelly and G. Lord, Adaptive Euler methods for stochastic systems with non-globally Lipschitz coefficients, arXiv:1805.11137, (2019).

[24] P. E. Kloeden and E. Platen, Numerical Solution of Stochastic Differential Equations, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, (1992).

[25] C. Kumar, On Milstein-type schemes of SDE driven by Lévy noise with super-linear diffusion coefficients, to appear in Discrete and Continuous Dynamical System-Series B, 22, (2020).

[26] C. Kumar and T. Kumar, On explicit tamed Milstein-type scheme for stochastic differential equation with Markovian switching, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 377, (2020), 112917.

[27] C. Kumar and Neelima, On explicit Milstein-type schemes for McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equations with super-linear drift coefficient, arXiv:2004.01266, (2020).

[28] C. Kumar, Neelima, C. Reisinger, and W. Stockinger, Well-posedness and tamed schemes for McKean–Vlasov equations with common noise, arXiv:2006.00463v1, (2020).

[29] C. Kumar and S. Sabanis, On Milstein approximations with varying coefficients: the case of super-linear diffusion coefficients, BIT Numerical Mathematics, 59(4), (2019), 929–96.

[30] C. Kumar and S. Sabanis, On tamed Milstein scheme of SDEs driven by Lévy noise, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems-Series B, 22(2), (2017), 421–463.

[31] C. Kumar and S. Sabanis, On explicit approximations for Lévy driven SDEs with super-linear diffusion coefficients, Electronic Journal of Probability, 22(73), (2017), 1–19.

[32] C. Kumar and S. Sabanis, Strong convergence of Euler approximations of stochastic differential equations with delay under local Lipschitz condition, Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 32(2), (2014), 207–228.

[33] X. Mao, The truncated Euler-Maruyama method for stochastic differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Mathematics, 290, (2015), 370–384.

[34] H. McKean, A class of Markov processes associated with nonlinear parabolic equations, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the USA, 56(6), (1966), 1907–1911.

[35] S. Mehri, M. Scheutzow, W. Stannat, and B. Z. Zangeneh, Propagation of chaos for stochastic spatially structured neuronal networks with delay driven by jump diffusions, The Annals of Applied Probability, 30(1), (2020), 175–207.

[36] Son L. Nguyen, George Yin and Tuan A.Hoang, On laws of large numbers for systems with mean-field interactions and Markovian switching, Stochastic Processes and Their Applications, 130(1), (2020), 262–296.

[37] G. dos Reis, S. Engelhardt, and G. Smith, Simulation of McKean–Vlasov SDEs with super linear growth, arXiv:1808.05530v2, (2019).

[38] G. dos Reis, G. Smith, and P. Tankov, Importance sampling for McKean–Vlasov SDEs, arXiv:1803.09320v2, (2018). [39] C. Reisinger and W. Stockinger, An adaptive Euler-Maruyama scheme for McKean–Vlasov SDEs with super-linear growth and application to the mean-field FitzHugh-Nagumo model, arXiv:2005.06034, (2020).

[40] S. Sabanis, A note on tamed Euler approximations, Electronic Communications in Probability, 18, (2013), 1–10. [41] S. Sabanis, Euler approximations with varying coefficients: the case of superlinearly growing diffusion coefficients, The Annals of Applied Probability, 26(4), (2016), 2083–2105.

[42] M. V. Tretyakov and Z. Zhang, A fundamental mean-square convergence theorem for SDEs with locally Lipschitz coefficients and its applications, SIAM Journal of Numerical Analysis, 51(6), (2013), 3135–3162 .

[43] E. Ullner, A. Politi and A. Torcini, Ubiquity of collective irregular dynamics in balanced networks of spiking neurons Chaos, An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 28(8), (2018).

Appendix A. Auxiliary Result

Lemma A.1. The space D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) of càdlàg functions taking values in P_2(R^d ) is a complete metric space under the metric given by

ρ(μ, μ̄) := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ_t, μ̄_t) (44)

for any μ, μ̄ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )).

Proof. It is easy to verify that ρ is a metric. Indeed, ρ(μ, μ̄) < ∞ for any μ, μ̄ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) since càdlàg functions on [0, T ] are bounded. Also, ρ(μ, μ̄) ≥ 0 and ρ(μ, μ̄) = 0 ⇔ W_2(μ_t, μ̄_t) = 0 ⇔ μ_t = μ̄_t for all t ∈ [0, T ], i.e. μ = μ̄. Further, ρ(μ, μ̄) = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ_t, μ̄_t) = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ̄_t, μ_t) as W_2 is a metric on P_2(R^d ) and thus ρ(μ, μ̄) = ρ(μ̄, μ). Finally, ρ(μ, μ̄) = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ_t, μ̄_t) ≤ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ_t, μ̂_t) + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ̂_t, μ̄_t) = ρ(μ, μ̂) + ρ(μ̂, μ̄) for any μ, μ̂ and μ̄ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )).

Let {μ^n}_{n∈N} be a Cauchy sequence in D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )). Thus for every ϵ > 0, there exists a p ∈ N such that ρ(μ^n, μ^m) = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} W_2(μ^n_t , μ^m_t ) < ϵ/3 for all n, m ≥ p which further implies W_2(μ^n_t , μ^m_t ) < ϵ/3, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, {μ^n_t }_{n∈N} is a uniformly Cauchy sequence in the complete metric P_2(R^d ) and hence converges uniformly to (say) μ_t ∈ P_2(R^d ). Indeed, for every t ∈ [0, T ], {μ^n_t }_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in a complete metric space and hence converges to (say) μ_t ∈ P_2(R^d ). We now show that the convergence is uniform. Fixing p ∈ N and n ≥ p, we have W_2(μ^n_t , μ^m_t ) < ϵ/3 for all m ≥ p and t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, for above p ∈ N and n ≥ p, one has

W_2(μ_t, μ^n_t ) ≤ W_2(μ_t, μ^m_t ) + W_2(μ^m_t , μ^n_t ) < W_2(μ_t, μ^m_t ) + ϵ/3 < 2ϵ/3, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ] (45)

and m ≥ max{q, p}, where the last inequality is obtained using the fact that from the point-wise convergence, for above ϵ > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], there exists a q ∈ N such that W_2(μ_t, μ^m_t ) < ϵ/3 for all m ≥ q. The dependence of q on t does not matter as the later calculations do not involve m. It is clear from equation (45) that the convergence is uniform.

We now proceed to show that μ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )). Clearly, μ_t ∈ P_2(R^d ) and we consider points in [0, T ] at which μ is discontinuous. Let t ∈ [0, T ] be a point of discontinuity of μ. Denote by μ^n_{t−}, the left limit of μ^n at t. Then, for given m, n ≥ n_0, there exists δ^m, δ^n > 0 such that W_2(μ^m_s , μ^m_{t−}) < ϵ/3, s ∈ (t − δ^m, t) W_2(μ^n_s , μ^n_{t−}) < ϵ/3, s ∈ (t − δ^n, t). Choose δ = δ^m ∧ δ^n, then for all s ∈ (t − δ, t),

W_2(μ^n_{t−}, μ^m_{t−}) ≤ W_2(μ^n_{t−}, μ^n_s ) + W_2(μ^n_s , μ^m_s ) + W_2(μ^m_s , μ^m_{t−}) < ϵ

for all n, m ≥ n_0. Thus, {μ^n_{t−}}_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in P_2(R^d ) and hence converges to μ^∗_{t−} ∈ P_2(R^d ). We now show that μ_{t−} = μ^∗_{t−}. For this, let ϵ > 0 be any and choose n ∈ N sufficiently large so that W_2(μ_s, μ^n_s ) < ϵ/3 and W_2(μ^n_{t−}, μ^∗_{t−}) < ϵ/3. Corresponding to this n, there exists a δ > 0 such that for any s ∈ (t − δ, t), we have W_2(μ^n_s , μ^n_{t−}) < ϵ/3. Thus, corresponding to above ϵ > 0, we have found a δ > 0 such that for any s ∈ (t − δ, t), we have

W_2(μ_s, μ^∗_{t−}) ≤ W_2(μ_s, μ^n_s ) + W_2(μ^n_s , μ^n_{t−}) + W_2(μ^n_{t−}, μ^∗_{t−}) < ϵ

and hence μ_{t−} = μ^∗_{t−}. Now, let μ_{t+} denotes the right limit of μ at t and μ^n_{t+} denotes the right limit of μ^n at t. As above showing that {μ^n_{t+}}_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence and hence converging point-wise to μ^∗_{t+}, for every ϵ > 0 we obtain a δ > 0 such that for any s ∈ (t, t + δ), we have

W_2(μ_s, μ^∗_{t+}) ≤ W_2(μ_s, μ^n_s ) + W_2(μ^n_s , μ^n_{t+}) + W_2(μ^n_{t+}, μ^∗_{t+}) < ϵ for a sufficiently large n which implies μ_{t+} = μ^∗_{t+}. But observe that μ^n_{t+} = μ^n_t for each n and the uniform limit μ_t is also the point-wise limit of the sequence {μ^n_t }. Thus, we have μ_{t+} = μ^∗_{t+} = μ_t and hence μ ∈ D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) showing that the space D ([0, T ]; P_2 (R^d )) is complete under the metric (44). □

Authors’ addresses.

Neelima, Department of Mathematics, Ramjas College, University of Delhi, Delhi, 110 007, India.

neelima maths@ramjas.du.ac.in

Sani Biswas, Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee, 247 667, India.

sbiswas2@ma.iitr.ac.in

Chaman Kumar, Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee, 247 667, India.

chaman.kumar@ma.iitr.ac.in

Gonçalo dos Reis, School of Mathematics, University of Edinburgh, Peter Guthrie Tait Road, Edinburgh, EH9 3FD, United Kingdom, and Centro de Matemática e Aplicações (CMA), FCT, UNL, Portugal.

G.dosReis@ed.ac.uk

Christoph Reisinger, Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford. Andrew Wiles Building, Woodstock Road, Oxford, OX2 6GG, UK.

christoph.reisinger@maths.ox.ac.uk