arXiv:2405.20840v1 [math.PR] 31 May 2024

CONVERGENCE RATE OF THE EULER-MARUYAMA SCHEME TO DENSITY DEPENDENT SDES DRIVEN BY α-STABLE ADDITIVE NOISE

KE SONG AND ZIMO HAO

Abstract. In this paper, we establish the weak convergence rate of density-dependent stochastic differential equations with bounded drift driven by α-stable processes with α ∈ (1, 2). The well-posedness of these equations has been previously obtained in [44]. We derive an explicit convergence rate in total variation for the Euler-Maruyama scheme, employing a technique rooted in [18].

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Main results 3 1.2. The primary outline of the proof 3 1.3. Relevant literature 4 1.4. Conventions and notations 5 2. Preliminaries 5 2.1. α-stable processes 5 2.2. Auxiliary lemmas 6 3. Proof of the main result 9 Acknowledgments 12 References 12

1. Introduction

In this paper, we let α ∈ (1, 2) and consider the Euler-Maruyama scheme applied to the following density-dependent stochastic differential equation (dDSDE):

dX_t = b(t, X_t, ρ_t(X_t))dt + dL_t, X_0^{(d)}= μ_0, (1.1)

where (L_t)_{t⩾0} is a d-dimensional symmetric and rotationally invariant α-stable process on some probability space (Ω, F, P), b : R_+ × R^d × R_+ → R^d is a bounded Borel measurable vector field, μ_0 is a probability measure over R^d and for t > 0, ρ_t(x) = P ∘ X^{−1}_t (dx)/dx is the distributional density of X_t with respect to (w.r.t.) the Lebesgue measure dx on R^d . By Itô’s formula, one sees that ρ_t solves the following nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (FPE) in the distributional sense:

∂_tρ_t − Δ^{α/2}ρ_t + div(b(t, ·, ρ_t)ρ_t) = 0, lim_{t↓0} ρ_t = μ_0 weakly, (1.2)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 65C30, 60G52.

K. Song is grateful to the financial supports by National Key R & D Program of China (No. 2022YFA1006300) and the financial supports of the NSFC (No. 12271030).

Z. Hao is supported by DFG through the CRC 1283/2 2021 - 317210226 “Taming uncertainty and profiting from randomness and low regularity in analysis, stochastics and their applications”. 1

where the fractional Laplacian operator, which is the infinitesimal generator of α-stable process (L_t)_{t⩾0}, is defined by

Δ^{α/2} := c ∫ R^d ( ϕ(x + z) − ϕ(x) − z1_{|z|⩽1} · ∇ϕ(x) ) |z|^{−d−α}dz, with some specific constant c = c(d, α) > 0. More precisely, for any φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), ⟨ρ_t, φ⟩ = ⟨μ_0, φ⟩ + ∫_t 0 ⟨ρ_s, Δ^{α/2}φ⟩ds + ∫_t 0 ⟨ρ_s, b(s, ·, ρ_s) · ∇φ⟩ds, (1.3) where ⟨ρ_t, φ⟩ := ∫ R^d φ(x)ρt(x)dx = Eφ(Xt ). In recent years, the study of distributional dependent stochastic differential equations (DDS- DEs), also known as McKean-Vlasov SDEs, has garnered significant attention due to their wide range of applications. These applications span various fields, including mean-field games (see e.g. [12]), vortex models (see e.g. [41]), and kinetic theory (see e.g. [25]). The general form of such an equation is given by: dX_t = B(t, X_t, μ_t)dt + Σ(t, X_t, μ_t)dW_t, where μ_t is the time marginal distribution of the solution. Considerable research has been devoted to various aspects of these equations, including well-posedness (see [37,40] for instance), derivative formulas (see [38] for instance), long-time behavior (see [21, 23] for instance), and the propagation of chaos of N-particle systems (see [24,30,42] for instance) and others related topics. These studies typically assume that the coefficients B and Σ depend continuously on μ in terms of Wasserstein or the total variation distances.

In this paper, we focus on a specific case where the drift term B(t, x, μ) depends on the distributional density, denoted by b(t, x,^{dμ}_{dx} (x)). This type of dependence is referred to as “Nemytskii-type” and represents a significant departure from the traditional McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Such dDSDEs (also called McKean-Vlasov SDEs of Nemytskii-type) were first introduced in Section 2 of Barbu and Röckner’s work [2]. Unlike classical McKean-Vlasov SDEs, the mapping μ → b(t, x,^{dμ}_{dx} (x)) is even not continuous with respect to the weak convergence topology. This discontinuity presents additional challenges in the analysis of these equations.

Despite these challenges, the well-posedness of dDSDEs driven by both Brownian motion and Lévy processes has been established in a series of papers by Barbu and Röckner [2–7]. Further literature on the well-posedness of these equations with singular drift b can be found in recent works [20, 31, 43].

In this paper, we consistently assume the following condition is upheld: (H) There is a constant κ > 0 such that for all (t, x, u_i) ∈ R × R^d × R_+ , i = 1, 2, |b(t, x, u_1)| ⩽ κ and |b(t, x, u_1) − b(t, x, u_2)| ⩽ κ|u_1 − u_2|. (1.4) Moreover, μ_0(dx) = ρ_0(x)dx with ρ_0 ∈ L^q(R^d ) for some q ∈ (^d_{α−1} ∨ 2, ∞]. Here L^q(R^d ), q ∈ [1, ∞], is the space of all Lebesgue measurable and q-integrable functions on R^d , with the standard norm ‖ · ‖_q.

Under the condition (H), a unique weak solution to dDSDE (1.1) on [0, T ] was obtained for arbitrary T > 1 in [44] in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 1.1. (Weak Solutions) Let μ_0 be a probability measure on R^d and α ∈ (1, 2). We call a filtered probability space (Ω, F, P; (F_t)_{t⩾0}) together with a pair of (F_t)-adapted processes (X_t, L_t)_{t⩾0} defined on it a weak solution of SDE (1.1) with initial distribution μ_0, if

(i) P∘X^{−1}_0 = μ_0, and (L_t)_{t⩾0} is a d-dimensional symmetric and rotationally invariant α-stable process.

(ii) for each t > 0, ρ_t(x) = P ∘ X^{−1}_t (dx)/dx and

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X_s, ρ_s(X_s))ds + L_t, P-a.s.

Specifically, the weak solution obtained in [44] is constructed by the limit of the following Euler- Maruyama scheme: Letting T > 1 and h ∈ (0, 1), define

X^h_t := X_0 + L_t, t ∈ [0, h], (1.5)

and for t ∈ [kh, (k + 1)h] with k = 1, 2, . . . , [_T h ] , X^h_t = X^h_{kh} + ∫_t kh b^h(s, X^h_{kh}, ρ^h_{kh}(X^h_{kh}))ds + (L_t − L_{kh}), (1.6)

where ρ^h_t is the distributional density of X^h_t w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. Its existence is obvious from the construction of X^h_t . Denoting

π_h(s) := ∞∑ j=0 jh1_{[jh,(j+1)h)}(s), from the construction (1.5) and (1.6), it is evident that X^h_t solves the following SDE:

X^h_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)})ds + L_t, where b^h(s, x) := 1_{{s⩾h}}b ( s, x, ρ^h_{πh (s)}(x) ) . In [44], Wu and the second named author provided uniform estimates for ρ^h, h > 0 in h. However, they did not provide a quantitative estimate of the difference ρ^h − ρ, which is crucial in numerous areas such as numerical analysis, mathematical finance, and stochastic control theory. Even for the case b = b(t, x), which does not depend on the distribution, except for a recent work [17], there seems no result concerning the convergence rate of Euler approximation when b is only bounded (we will discuss the related results later). Therefore, in this paper, we investigate the convergence rate of this Euler-Maruyama approximation.

1.1. Main results. The following is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (H) holds. Then there is a constant C = C(d, T, κ, q, ‖ρ_0‖_q) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and h ∈ (0, 1), ‖ρ_t − ρ^h_t ‖_1 ⩽ Ch^{α−1α} . (1.7)

Notably, there appears to be a scarcity of results addressing the Euler-Maruyama approximation to the dDSDE (1.1). For the case of Brownian motion, the convergence of the Euler-Maruyama approximation has been obtained in [19], with a convergence rate in the total variation of 1/2 established in [18]. Similarly, for α-stable cases, the well-posedness has been addressed in [44].

Regarding our main results, even in the case where b(t, x, u) = b(t, x) is not density-dependent, Theorem 1.2 represents a novel contribution. Importantly, the convergence rate therein does not depend on the continuous regularity of the drift term. However, it is worth noting that in comparison to the strong convergence result established in [11], their results do not directly yield total variation convergence from path convergence. Furthermore, the convergence rate obtained in [17] is (α − 1)/α − ε for any small ε > 0 when b is not density-dependent and bounded. In comparison, our results provide a clear rate without the ε. Nonetheless, the optimality of this rate for our case remains uncertain and may warrant further investigation to determine the precise optimal rate.

1.2. The primary outline of the proof. In this section, we provide an outline of the proof for Theorem 1.2. The complete details can be found in Section 3. To show our main result, we note that ‖ρ_t − ρ^h_t ‖_1 is equivalent to the total variation distance:

‖P ∘ (X_t)^{−1} − P ∘ (X^h_t )^{−1}‖_{var} := sup_{ϕ∈L∞(Rd);‖ϕ‖} ∞=1 |Eϕ(X_t ) − Eϕ(X^h_t )| = sup ϕ∈C^∞_b (R^d);‖ϕ‖_∞=1 |Eϕ(X_t ) − Eϕ(X^h_t )|.

Then we consider the function u^t(s, x) := Eϕ(x + L_{t−s}), which solves the following backward heat equation:

∂_su^t + Δ^{α2} u^t = 0, u^t(t, x) = ϕ(x), s ∈ (0, t), x ∈ R^d . (1.8) By applying Itô’s formula, we obtain the following relationship: Eϕ(X^h_t ) − Eϕ(X_t ) = E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds − E ∫_t 0 (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, X_s)ds, (1.9)

where b^0(t, x) := b(t, x, ρ_t(x)). This representation, known as the Itô-Tanaka trick, has found extensive application across diverse academic domains (see [35] for Euler approximation, [14, 39] for slow-fast systems, and [45] for well-posedness). Our contribution lies in using the regularity of the semigroup ϕ → E[ϕ(x + L_t)], drawing inspiration from interpolation techniques to achieve the convergence rate of (α − 1)/α.

More precisely, in estimating the right-hand side of (1.9), a crucial term is

I^h := E ∫_t 0 ( b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) − b^h(s, X^h_s ) ) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds. To estimate it, we make the decomposition as follows:

I^h =E ∫_t 0 (b^h · ∇u^t)(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) − (b^h · ∇u^t)(s, X^h_s )ds + E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ( ∇u^t(s, X^h_s ) − ∇u^t(s, X^h_{πh (s)}) ) ds, where the first one is bounded by ∫_t 0 ‖ρ^h_{πh(s)} − ρ^h_s ‖_1‖b^h · ∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds, which has a convergence rate of h^{(α−1)/α} as shown in Lemma 2.2. To estimate the second term, we employ an interpolation approach by dividing the integral over the interval s ∈ [0, t] into two parts: s ∈ [t − h, t] and s ∈ [0, t − h]. For s ∈ [t − h, t], we control the term using ‖∇^tu(s)‖_∞ ≲ (t − s)^{−1/α}, and obtain the convergence rate from the smallness of the integral interval. For s ∈ [0, t − h], we apply the result established in Lemma 2.1, which crucially depends on the heat kernel estimate from [44], to control the term by h(t − s)^{−(1+α)/α}. This control includes an additional rate factor h and an integrable function s → (t − s)^{−(1+α)/α} over [0, t − h]. Further details can be found in the estimate for the term I_{42} in Section 3.

1.3. Relevant literature. The convergence properties of the Euler-Maruyama scheme, when applied to SDEs driven by both Brownian motion and Lévy processes with smooth coefficients, have undergone extensive scrutiny and are thoroughly expounded upon in the literature. Recent research has been particularly focused on investigating the strong (path) convergence rates for SDEs with irregular coefficients, such as bounded and L^p drift terms. This renewed interest has been motivated by insights into the regularity properties of the diffusion semigroup.

In the case of SDEs driven by additive Brownian motion noise, Dareiotis and Gerencsér in [15] provided an L^2 moment rate of 1/2− (interpreted as 1/2 − ε for any small ε > 0) for any Dinicontinuous drift. Meanwhile, for SDEs with bounded measurable drift, the total variation rate of convergence was established as 1/2 in [8], coinciding with the rate derived in our work for α = 2. Additionally, as the stochastic sewing lemma, introduced by Lê in [32], has gained popularity for analyzing the convergence rate of the Euler-Maruyama scheme with singular coefficients, an array of developments relying on it appeared, including the study of SDEs with Sobolev coefficients [16], L^p (p > d) drifts [33], and those driven by fractional Brownian motion [10]. We also direct readers to the references provided therein for relevant literature.

Regarding the α-stable cases, Mikulevičius and Xu in [36] obtained the strong convergence rate under α ∈ (1, 2) and β-Hölder drifts with β > 1 − α/2. This result was extended to the case α < 1 in [34] (see also [22, 29, 35] for related results). Notably, the convergence rates derived in these studies rely upon the regularity of the drift coefficient and deteriorate, approaching zero, as β tends to zero. In contrast, using the stochastic sewing technique, Butkovsky, Dareiotis, and Gerencsér established a strong convergence rate of 1/2+ for SDEs driven by additive α-stable processes with β-Hölder continuous drifts, as detailed in [11]. When b is independent of the distributional density ρ_t(x), we also refer to the very recent article [17] on taming Euler scheme with L^q − L^p drift, which achieves a convergence rate of order^1_α ( α − 1 − (_α q +^d_p )) , for the difference of the densities.

1.4. Conventions and notations. We close this section by introducing the following conventions and notations used throughout this paper: As usual, we use := as a way of definition. Define N_0 := N ∪ {0} and R_+ := [0, ∞). The letter c = c(· · · ) denotes an unimportant constant, whose value may change in different places. We use A ≍ B and A ≲ B to denote c^{−1}B ⩽ A ⩽ cB and A ⩽ cB, respectively, for some unimportant constant c ⩾ 1. We also use A ≲_c B to denote A ⩽ cB when we want to emphasise the constant.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. α-stable processes. A càdlàg process {L_t; t ⩾ 0} on R^d is called a Lévy process, if L_0 = 0 almost surely and L has independent and identically distributed increments. The associated Poisson random measure is defined by

N((0, t] × Γ) := ∑ s∈(0,t] 1_Γ(L_s − L_{s−}), Γ ∈ B(R^d /{0}), t > 0,

and the Lévy measure is given by ν(Γ) := EN((0, 1] × Γ).

Then, the compensated Poisson random measure is defined by ~N(dr, dz) := N(dr, dz) − ν(dz)dr. For α ∈ (0, 2), a Lévy process L_t is called a symmetric and rotationally invariant α-stable process if the Lévy measure has the form ν^{(α)}(dz) = |z|^{−d−α}dz. In this paper, we only consider the symmetric and rotationally invariant α-stable process. Without confusing, we simply call it the α-stable process. For any 0 ⩽ γ_1 < α < γ_2, it is easy to see that ∫ R^d (|z|^{γ1} ∧ |z|^{γ2} )ν^{(α)}(dz) < ∞. Based on [27, Proposition 28.1], L_t admits a smooth density function q_α(t, ·) given by Fourier’s inverse transform q_α(t, x) = (2π)^{−d/2} ∫ R^d e^{−ix·ξ}Ee^{iξ·Lt} dξ, ∀t > 0. Since the α-stable process L_t has the scaling property ( λ^{−1/α}L_{λt} ) t⩾0 (d) = (L_t)_{t⩾0} , ∀λ > 0, it is easy to see that q_α(t, x) = t^{−d/α}q_α ( 1, t^{−1/α}x ) . (2.1)

By [9, Theorem 2.1], one knows that there is a constant c = c(d, α) > 1 such that c^{−1}ϱ_α(t, x) ⩽ q_α(t, x) ⩽ cϱ_α(t, x), (2.2) where ϱ_α(t, x) := t ( t^{1/α} + |x| )_{d+α} . By [13, Lemma 2.2], for any j ∈ N_0 , there is a constant c = c(d, j, α) > 0 such that | |∇^j q_α(t, x) | | ⩽ ct^{−j/α}ϱ_α(t, x). (2.3) Thus, in view of (2.1), we have for any j ∈ N_0 and q ∈ [1, ∞], ‖∇^j q_α(t)‖_Lq/q−1 = t^{− dαq − jα} ‖∇^j q_α(1)‖_Lq/(q−1) ≲ t^{− dαq − jα} . (2.4)

Note that q_α(t, x) is the heat kernel of the operator Δ^{α/2}, i.e.,

∂_tq_α(t, x) = Δ^{α/2}q_α(t, x), lim_{t↓0} q_α(t, x) = δ_0(x), (2.5)

where δ_0 is the Dirac measure at point 0. We also have the following Chapman-Kolmogorov equations:

(q_α(t) ∗ q_α(s)) (x) = ∫ R^d q_α(t, x − y)q_α(s, y)dy = q_α(t + s, x), t, s > 0. (2.6) 2.2. Auxiliary lemmas. In this part, we recall and extend some lemmas in [44] and [18] for later use. In concrete terms, the following Lemma 2.1 plays an important role in the estimation of I_4 in Section 3. Moreover, when the driven noise is the Brownian motion, the following lemma is similar to [18, Lemma 7.9].

Lemma 2.1. There is a constant C = C(d) such that for any f_1, ∇^kf_2 ∈ L^∞(R^d ) with k = 1, 2, h ∈ (0, 1) and s > h, | |Ef_1 (X_{hπh(s)})(f_2(X_{hs} ) − f_2(X_{hπh (s)})) | | ⩽ Ch‖f_1‖_∞ ( ‖∇f_2‖_∞‖b‖_∞ + ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy ) . (2.7)

Proof. Since L_s − L_{πh(s)} is independent of X^h_{πh(s)}, by the construction (1.6), one sees that

I_h := Ef_1 (X^h_{πh (s)})(f_2(X^h_s ) − f_2(X^h_{πh(s)})) = ∫ R^{2d} f_1(x) · ( f_2 ( x + ∫_s π_h (s) b^h(r, x)dr + y ) − f_2(x) ) ρ^h_{πh (s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy. Then we have |I_h| ⩽‖f_1‖_∞ ∫ R^{2d} | | | | | f_2 ( x + ∫_s π_h(s) b^h(r, x)dr + y ) − f_2(x + y) | | | | | ρ^h_{πh(s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy + | | | ∫ R^{2d} f_1(x) · (f_2(x + y) − f_2(x)) ρ^h_{πh(s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy | | | =:I_1 + I_2.

For I_1, it is easy to see that

I_1 ⩽ ‖f_1‖_∞‖∇f_2‖_∞ ∫ R^{2d} ∫_s π_h(s) |b^h(r, x)|drρ^h_{πh (s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy ⩽ h‖f_1‖_∞‖∇f_2‖_∞‖b‖_∞ ∫ R^{2d} ρ^h_{πh(s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy = h‖f_1‖_∞‖∇f_2‖_∞‖b‖_∞. For I_2, it follows from the symmetry of q_α(t, ·) that

I_2 = 1 2 | | | | ∫ R^{2d} f_1(x) · (f_2(x + y) + f_2(x − y) − 2f_2(x)) ρ^h_{πh(s)}(x)q_α(s − π_h(s), y)dxdy | | | | , where ∫ R^d |f_2(x + y) + f_2(x − y) − 2f_2(x)|q_α(t, y)dy ⩽ ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)]q_α(t, y)dy

(2.2) ≲ ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)]t^{− dα} 1 ( 1 + |t^{− 1}α y| )_{d+α} dy

⩽ ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)]t^{− dα} 1 t^{− 1}α^{(d+α)}|y|^{d+α} dy = t ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy. Therefore, I_2 ≲ h‖f_1‖_∞ ∫ R^d [‖f_2‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^2f_2‖_∞)] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy. This completes the proof. □ Next, we present the following useful lemma which gives the time Hölder regularity of ρ^h.

Lemma 2.2. Let μ_0(dx) = P∘X^{−1}_0 (dx) be the distribution of X_0 and α ∈ (1, 2). For any T > 0 and β ∈ (0, α − 1], there is a constant c = c(d, α, T, ‖b‖_∞, β) > 0 such that for all N ∈ N, t_1, t_2 ∈ (0, T ] and y ∈ R^d , |ρ^h_{t2} (y) − ρ^h_{t1} (y)| ⩽ c|t_2 − t_1|^{β/α} ∑ i=1,2 t^{−β/α} i ∫ R^d q_α(t_i, x − y)μ_0(dx). (2.8)

In light of (2.8) with β = α − 1, by Young’s inequality, one sees that if μ_0 admits a density ρ_0 ∈ L^q(R^d ) ∩ L^1(R^d ), then for any p ∈ [1, q] and 0 < s < t ⩽ T, ‖ρ^h_s − ρ^h_t ‖_p ≲ |t − s|^{α−1α} s^{− α−1α} (‖q_α(t)‖_1 + ‖q_α(s)‖_1)‖ρ_0‖_p ≲ |t − s|^{α−1α} s^{− α−1α} ‖ρ_0‖_p. (2.9) It should be noted that Lemma 2.2 is proved in [44, Corollary 4.4] for β ∈ (0, α − 1). Since we need to use the critical case β = α − 1 in next section, we show it in the following. To this end, we first introduce the following lemma from [44, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 2.3. For any β ∈ (0, α) and j ∈ N_0 , there is a constant c = c(d, α, β, j) > 0 such that for every t_1, t_2 > 0 and x ∈ R^d , | |∇^j q_α (t_1, x) − ∇^j q_α (t_2, x) | | ⩽ c |t_2 − t_1|^{β/α} ( t^{−(j+β)/α} 1 q_α (t_1, x) + t^{−(j+β)/α}

2 q_α (t_2, x) ) . (2.10) We also recall the following Duhamel’s formula from [44, Lemma 4.1] and [44, Remark 4.2].

Lemma 2.4. (Duhamel’s formula) Let α ∈ (1, 2). For each t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ R^d , the density ρ^h_t satisfying the following Duhamel’s formula:

ρ^h_t (y) = ∫ R^d q_α(t, x − y)μ_0(dx) + ∫_t 0 E [ b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇q_α(t − s, X^h_s − y) ] ds. (2.11) The following uniform estimate is from [44, Theorem 4.3]: there is a constant c > 0 depending on d, α, T, ‖b‖_∞ such that for any h ∈ (0, 1), t ∈ (0, T ] and x, y ∈ R^d , ρ^h_t (y) ⩽ c ∫ R^d q_α(t, x − y)μ_0(dx) = c ∫ R^d q_α(t, x − y)ρ_0(x)dx, (2.12) which by Young’s inequality and (2.4) implies that for any p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] with 1 + 1/r = 1/p + 1/q, ‖ρ^h_t ‖_r ≲ ‖q_α(t)‖_p‖ρ_0‖_q ≲ t^{− dα ( 1q − 1r )}‖ρ_0‖_q . (2.13) Now we give the Proof of Lemma 2.2. The case of β ∈ (0, α − 1) is shown in [44, Corollary 4.4], here we only show it for β = α − 1. Without loss of generality, we suppose that t_1 < t_2. In view of Duhamel’s formula (2.11), one sees that |ρ^h_{t2} (y) − ρ^h_{t1} (y)| ⩽ ∫ R^d |q_α(t_2, x − y) − q_α(t_1, x − y)|μ_0(dx)

+ ∫_{t1} 0 E | |b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · (∇qα(t2 − s) − ∇qα(t1 − s))(X^h_s − y) | | ds + ∫_{t2} t_1 E | |b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇qα(t2 − s, X^h_s − y) | | ds =:I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

For I_1, by (2.10) with β = α − 1, we have I_1 ≲ |t_2 − t_1|^{(α−1)/α} ∑ i=1,2 t^{−(α−1)/α} i ∫ R^d q_α(t_i, x − y)μ_0(dx). For I_2, it follows from taking β = 1 in (2.10) that |∇q_α(t_2 − s, z − y) − ∇q_α(t_1 − s, z − y)| ≲ |t_2 − t_1|^{1α} (t_1 − s)^{− 2α} ∑ i=1,2 q_α(t_i − s, z − y), which by (2.3) and (2.2) implies that |∇q_α(t_2 − s, z − y) − ∇q_α(t_1 − s, z − y)| ≲ [ [|t_2 − t_1|^{1α} (t_1 − s)^{− 2α} ] ∧ (t_1 − s)^{− 1α} ] ∑ i=1,2 q_α(t_i − s, z − y). Thus, we have I_2 ⩽ ‖b‖_∞ ∫_{t1} 0 ∫ R^d |∇q_α(t_2 − s, z − y) − ∇q_α(t_1 − s, z − y)|ρ^h_s (z)dzds ≲ ∫_{t1} 0 [ [|t_2 − t_1|^{1α} (t_1 − s)^{− 2α} ] ∧ (t_1 − s)^{− 1α} ] ∑ i=1,2 ∫ R^d q_α(t_i − s, z − y)ρ^h_s (z)dzds. Noting that for i = 1, 2, ∫ R^d q_α(t_i − s, z − y)ρ^h_s (z)dz (2.12) ≲ ∫ R^d ∫ R^d q_α(t_i − s, z − y)q_α(s, x − z)dzμ_0(dx)ds (2.6) ≲ ∫ R^d q_α(t_i, x − y)μ_0(dx), and for α ∈ (1, 2), ∫_{t1} 0 [ [|t_2 − t_1|^{1α} (t_1 − s)^{− 2α} ] ∧ (t_1 − s)^{− 1α} ] ds = ∫_{t1} 0 [ [|t_2 − t_1|^{1α} s^{− 2α} ] ∧ s^{− 1α} ] ds = ∫_{t1} 0 s^{− 1α} [ [|t_2 − t_1|^{1α} s^{− 1α} ] ∧ 1 ] ds ⩽ |t_2 − t_1|^{α−1α} ∫_∞ 0 r^{− 1α} [r^{− 1α} ∧ 1]dr, where the last inequality is provided by a change of variable s = (t_2 − t_1)r. Therefore, we have I_2 ≲ |t_1 − t_2|^{α−1α} ∑ i=1,2 ∫ R^d q_α(t_i, x − y)μ_0(dx). For I_3, by (2.12), (2.3) and (2.6), we have I_3 ⩽ ‖b‖_∞ ∫_{t2} t_1 E|∇q_α (t_2 − s, X^h_s − y)|ds = ‖b‖_∞ ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ R^d |∇q_α(t_2 − s, z − y)|ρ^h_s (z)dzds ≲ ∫_{t2} t_1 (t_2 − s)^{−1/α} (∫ R^d q_α(t_2 − s, z − y) ∫ R^d q_α(s, x − z)μ_0(dx)dz ) ds

= ∫_{t2} t_1

(t_2 − s)^{−1/α}ds ∫ R^d q_α(t_2, x − y)μ_0(dx)

≲ (t_2 − t_1)^{−1/α+1} ∫ R^d q_α(t_2, x − y)μ_0(dx).

Combining the above calculations, we get the desired estimate. □

3. Proof of the main result

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We recall b^0(s, x) := b(s, x, ρ_s(x)). For any ϕ ∈ C^∞_b and t ∈ [0, T ], we let u^t(s, x) = q_α(t − s) ∗ ϕ(x). Then based on (2.5), u^t solves the following backward heat equation

∂_su^t + Δ^{α2} u^t = 0, u^t(t, x) = ϕ(x), s ∈ (0, t), x ∈ R^d . (3.1)

By Itô’s formula to u^t(s, X_s) and u^t(s, X^h_s ), we have

u^t(t, X_t) − u^t(0, X_0) = ∫_t 0 (∂_su^t + b^0 · ∇u^t + Δ^{α2} u^t)(s, X_s)ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d ( u^t(s, X_{s−} + z) − u^t(s, X_{s−}) ) ~ N(ds, dz), and u^t(t, X^h_t ) − u^t(0, X_0) = ∫_t 0 (∂_su^t + Δ^{α2} u^t)(s, X^h_s ) + b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d ( u^t(s, X^h_{s−} + z) − u^t(s, X^h_{s−}) ) ~ N(ds, dz), which implies that

Eu^t (t, X_t) = Eu^t (0, X_0) + E ∫_t 0 ( b^0 · ∇u^t ) (s, X_s)ds, and Eu^t (t, X^h_t ) = Eu^t (0, X_0) + E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇u^t(s, X_s)ds. Therefore,

Eϕ(X^h_t ) = Eu^t (0, X_0) + E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds = Eϕ(X_t ) + E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds − E ∫_t 0 (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, X_s)ds, which implies that |Eϕ(X^h_t ) − Eϕ(X_t )| ⩽ | | |E ∫_t 0 ( (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, X^h_s ) − (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, X_s) ) ds | | | + | | | |E ∫_t 0 ( b(s, X^h_s , ρ^h_s (X^h_s )) − b^0(s, X^h_s ) ) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds | | | | + | | |E ∫_t 0 ( b^h(s, X^h_s ) − b ( s, X^h_s , ρ^h_s (X^h_s ) )) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds | | | + | | |E ∫_t 0 ( b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) − b^h(s, X^h_s ) ) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds | | |

=:I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4.

Before calculating these four terms, we note that by (2.4), for k ∈ N_0 , ‖∇^ku^t(s)‖_∞ ≲ (t − s)^{− kα} ‖ϕ‖_∞, (3.2) from which we conclude that

I_1 = | | | ∫_t 0 ( (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, x)ρ^h_s (x) − (b^0 · ∇u^t)(s, x) · ρ_s(x) ) ds | | | ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖ρ^h_s − ρ_s‖_1‖b^0 · ∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞‖b‖_∞ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} · ‖ρ^h_s − ρ_s‖_1ds. (3.3)

For I_2, taking r = ∞ in (2.13), we have ‖ρ^h_t ‖_∞ ≲ t^{− dqα} ‖ρ_0‖_q , which by (1.4) and (3.2) implies that

I_2 = | | |E ∫_t 0 ( b(s, X^h_s , ρ^h_s (X^h_s )) − b(s, X^h_s , ρ_s(X^h_s )) ) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds | | | ⩽ κE ∫_t 0 |ρ^h_s (X^h_s ) − ρ_s(X^h_s )| · |∇u^t(s, X^h_s )|ds = κ ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d |ρ^h_s (x) − ρ_s(x)| · |∇u^t(s, x)|ρ^h_s (x)dxds ≲ ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d |ρ^h_s (x) − ρ_s(x)|(t − s)^{− 1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞ρ^h_s (x)dxds ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} s^{− dqα} ‖ρ^h_s (x) − ρ_s(x)‖_1ds. (3.4)

For I_3, we note that

I_3 = | | | | − E ∫_h 0 b ( s, X^h_s , ρ^h_s (X^h_s ) ) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds + E ∫_t h ( b(s, X^h_s , ρ^h_{πh(s)}(X^h_s )) − b ( s, X^h_s , ρ^h_s (X^h_s ) )) · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds | | | (1.4) ⩽ ‖b‖_∞ ∫_h 0 ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds + κE ∫_t h |ρ^h_{πh(s)}(X^h_s ) − ρ^h_s (X^h_s )||∇u^t(s, X^h_s )|ds = ‖b‖_∞ ∫_h 0 ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds + κ ∫_t h ∫ R^d |ρ^h_{πh (s)}(x) − ρ^h_s (x)||∇u^t(s, x)|ρ^h_s (x)dxds, where in view of (2.9) with p = 2 and (2.13) with r = q = 2, by Hölder’s inequality and (3.2), one sees that ∫ R^d |ρ^h_{πh(s)}(x) − ρ^h_s (x)||∇u^t(s, x)|ρ^h_s (x)dx ⩽ ‖ρ^h_{πh(s)} − ρ^h_s ‖_2‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞‖ρ^h_s ‖_2 ≲ (s − π_h(s))^{α−1α} (π_h(s))^{− α−1α} (t − s)^{− 1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞‖ρ_0‖^2.

Since q ⩾ 2 and ρ_0 ∈ L^q ∩ L^1 ⊂ L^2, we have

I_3 ≲ ∫_h 0 ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds + ‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t h (s − π_h(s))^{α−1α} (π_h(s))^{− α−1α} (t − s)^{− 1α} ds

(3.2) ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ (∫_h 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} ds + h^{α−1α} ∫_t h (π_h(s))^{− α−1α} (t − s)^{− 1α} ds )

≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ (∫_h 0 (h − s)^{− 1α} ds + h^{α−1α} ∫_t h (s − h)^{− α−1α} (t − s)^{− 1α} ds ) ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞h^{α−1α} . (3.5) For I_4, without loss of generality, we assume t > 2h. Otherwise, it follows from (3.2) that I_4 ⩽ 2‖b‖_∞ ∫_t 0 ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} ds ≲ t^{α−1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞ ≲ h^{α−1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞. Then we make the following decomposition

I_4 ⩽ | | |E ∫_t 0 ( (b^h · ∇u^t)(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) − (b^h · ∇u^t)(s, X^h_s ) ) ds | | | + | | | |E ∫_t 0 b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) · ( ∇u^t(s, X^h_s ) − ∇u^t(s, X^h_{πh(s)} ) ) ds | | | | =: I_{41} + I_{42},

where

I_{41} = | | | | ∫_t h ∫ R^d (b^h · ∇u^t)(s, x)(ρ^h_{πh(s)} (x) − ρ^h_s (x))dxds | | | |. Then by (3.2) and (2.9), we have

I_{41} ⩽ ∫_t h ‖b^h · ∇u^t(s)‖_∞‖ρ^h_{πh(s)} − ρ^h_s ‖_1ds ≲ ‖b‖_∞‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t h (t − s)^{− 1α} (s − π_{h(s)})^{α−1α} (π_h(s))^{− α−1α} ds ≲ h^{α−1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} (s − h)^{− α−1α} ds ≲ h^{α−1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞. (3.6) For I_{42}, by (2.7), we have

I_{42} = | | | |E ∫_t h b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)} ) · ( ∇u^t(s, X^h_s ) − ∇u^t(s, X^h_{πh(s)} ) ) ds | | | | ⩽ | | |E ∫_{t−h} h b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) ( ∇u^t(s, X^h_s ) − ∇u^t(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) ) ds | | | + | | | |E ∫_t t−h b^h(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) ( ∇u^t(s, X^h_s ) − ∇u^t(s, X^h_{πh(s)}) ) ds | | | | (2.7) ≲ h‖b‖_∞ ∫_{t−h} h ( ‖∇^2u^t(s)‖_∞‖b‖_∞ + ∫ R^d [‖∇u^t‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^3u^t‖_∞)] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy ) ds + ‖b‖_∞ ∫_t t−h ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds, where from (3.2) and a change of variable, it follows that ‖∇^2u^t(s)‖_∞‖b‖_∞ + ∫ R^d [‖∇u^t‖_∞ ∧ (|y|^2‖∇^3u^t‖_∞)] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ ( (t − s)^{− 2α} + ∫ R^d [(t − s)^{− 1α} ∧ (|y|^2(t − s)^{− 3α} )] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy )

≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞ ( (t − s)^{− 2α} + (t − s)^{− 1+αα} ∫ R^d [1 ∧ |y|^2] 1 |y|^{d+α} dy ) ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞(t − s)^{− 1+αα} .

Thus, we get I_{42} ≲ h‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_{t−h} h (t − s)^{− 1+αα} ds + ∫_t t−h ‖∇u^t(s)‖_∞ds (3.2) ≲ h‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_{t−h} h (t − s)^{− 1+αα} ds + ‖ϕ‖_∞ ∫_t t−h (t − s)^{− 1α} ds ≲ ‖ϕ‖_∞h^{α−1α} , with which and (3.6) we have I_4 ≲ h^{α−1α} ‖ϕ‖_∞.

In summary, by taking the supermum of ‖ϕ‖_∞ = 1 in (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and I_4, we have

‖ρ_t − ρ^h_t ‖_1 ≲ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{− 1α} s^{− dqα} ‖ρ_s − ρ^h_s ‖_1ds + h^{α−1α} . By Gronwall inequalities of Volterra’s type in [46, Lemma 2.2] (see also [18, Lemma A.4]), we have ‖ρ_t − ρ^h_t ‖_1 ≲ h^{α−1α} . From this, we complete the proof. □

Remark 3.1. In the case where the function b(t, x, u) simplifies to b(t, x), the term I_2 is omitted in the proof, and I_3 reduces to |E ∫_h 0 b · ∇u^t(s, X^h_s )ds| ≲ h^{(α−1)/α}. Notably, the estimation of I_4 only requires μ_0 to be a finite measure, thus ensuring the convergence rate akin to (1.7) without any assumption on μ_0.

Acknowledgments. We are deeply grateful to Prof. Rongchan Zhu for her valuable suggestions and for correcting some errors.

References

[1] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Probabilistic representation for solutions to nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations.

SIAM J.Math.Anal. 50 (2018), 4246-4260.

[2] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: From nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations to solutions of distribution dependent SDE.

Ann. Probab. 48 (2020), 1902-1920.

[3] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Uniqueness for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and weak uniqueness for McKean- Vlasov SDEs. Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comput. 9 (2021), 702-713.

[4] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Solutions for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations with measures as initial data and McKean-Vlasov equations. J. Funct. Anal. 280 (2021), 1-35.

[5] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations with fractional Laplacian and McKean-Vlasov SDEs with Lévy noise. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields (2024), 1–30.

[6] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Correction to: Uniqueness for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and weak uniqueness for McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comput. 11 (2023), 426-431.

[7] Barbu V. and Röckner M.: Uniqueness for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and for McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

The degenerate case. J. Funct. Anal. 285 (2023), 1-37.

[8] Bencheikh O. and Jourdain B.: Convergence in total variation of the Euler-Maruyama scheme applied to diffusion processes with measurable drift coefficient and additive noise. SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 60 (2022), 1701-1740.

[9] Blumenthal R. M. and Getoor R. K.: Some theorems on stable processes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 95 (1960), 263–273.

[10] Butkovsky O., Dareiotis K. and Gerencsér M.: Approximation of SDEs: a stochastic sewing approach. Probab.

Theory Related Fields 181 (2021), 975–1034.

[11] Butkovsky O., Dareiotis K. and Gerencsér M.: Strong rate of convergence of the Euler scheme for SDEs with irregular drift driven by Lévy noise. arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.12926, (2022).

[12] Carmona R. and Delarue F.: Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications. II. Mean Field Games with Common Noise and Master Equations, Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling 84 Springer, Cham, (2018).

[13] Chen Z.-Q. and Zhang X.: Heat kernels and analyticity of non-symmetric jump diffusion semigroups. Probab.

Theory Related Fields, 165 (2016), 267–312.

[14] Cheng M., Hao Z. and Röckner M.: Strong and weak convergence for the averaging principle of DDSDE with singular drift. Bernoulli 30 (2024), 1586–1610.

[15] Dareiotis K. and Gerencsér, M.: On the regularisation of the noise for the Euler-Maruyama scheme with irregular drift. Electron. J. Probab. 25 (2020), 1-18.

[16] Dareiotis K., Gerencsér, M. and Lê K.: Quantifying a convergence theorem of Gyöngy and Krylov. Ann. Appl.

Probab. 33 (2023), 2291–2323.

[17] Fitoussi M., Jourdain B. amd Menozzi S.: Weak well-posedness and weak discretization error for stable-driven SDEs with Lebesgue drift. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.08378, (2024).

[18] Hao, Z., McKean-Vlasov SDEs with singular drifts. Thesis (Ph.D.)- Bielefeld: Universität Bielefeld; 2023. 179 pp. Online version:https://doi.org/10.4119/unibi/2980828.

[19] Hao Z., Röckner, M. and Zhang X.: Euler scheme for density dependent stochastic differential equations. J.

Differential Equations 274 (2021), 996–1014.

[20] Hao Z., Röckner, M. and Zhang X.: Strong convergence of propagation of chaos for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with singular interactions. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 56 (2024), 2661–2713.

[21] Hao Z., Röckner, M. and Zhang X.: Second order fractional mean-field SDEs with singular kernels and measure initial data. To appear in Ann. Probab. arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.04392, (2024).

[22] Huang X. and Liao Z.-W.: The Euler-Maruyama method for S(F)DEs with Hölder drift and α-stable noise.

Stoch. Anal. Appl., 36 (2018), 28–39.

[23] Huang X., Ren P. and Wang F.-Y.: Distribution dependent stochastic differential equations. Front. Math. China 16 (2021), 257–301.

[24] Jabin P.-E. and Wang Z.: Quantitative estimates of propagation of chaos for stochastic systems with W^{−1,∞} kernels. Invent. Math., 214 (2018), 523–591.

[25] Kac M.: Foundations of kinetic theory, in Proceedings of the Third Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability, 1954–1955, vol. III (1956), 171–197.

[26] Kallenberg O.: Foundations of modern probability Probability and its Applications (New York), volume 2.

Springer-Verlag, New York (1997), 1-523.

[27] Sato K.-I.: Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics 68 (1999), 1-486.

[28] Kühn F. and Schilling R.: Strong convergence of the Euler-Maruyama approximation for a class of Lévy-driven SDEs. Stochastic Process. Appl. 129 (2019), 2654–2680.

[29] Kühn F. and Schilling R.-L.: Strong convergence of the Euler-Maruyama approximation for a class of Lévydriven SDEs. Stochastic Process. Appl. 129 (2019), 2654–2680.

[30] Lacker, D.: Hierarchies, entropy, and quantitative propagation of chaos for mean field diffusions. Probab. Math.

Phys. 4 (2023), 377–432.

[31] Le A.-D.: Well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with density-dependent drift. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.19499, (2024) [32] Lê K.: A stochastic sewing lemma and applications. Electron. J. Probab. 25 (2020), 1-55. [33] Lê K. and Ling C.: Taming singular stochastic differential equations: A numerical method. arXiv:2110.01343 (2021).

[34] Li Y. and Zhao G.: Euler-Maruyama scheme for SDE driven by Lévy process with Hölder drift. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13952, (2023).

[35] Menoukeu-Pamen O. and Taguchi D.: Strong rate of convergence for the Euler-Maruyama approximation of SDEs with Hölder continuous drift coefficient. Stochastic Process. Appl., 127 (2017), 2542–2559.

[36] Mikulevičius R. and Xu F.: On the rate of convergence of strong Euler approximation for SDEs driven by Lévy processes. Stochastics 90 (2018), 569–604.

[37] Mishura Y. and Veretennikov A.: Existence and uniqueness theorems for solutions of McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations. Theory Probab. Math. Statist. 103 (2020), 59–101.

[38] Ren P. and Wang F.-Y.: Bismut formula for Lions derivative of distribution dependent SDEs and applications.

J. Differential Equations 267 (2019), 4745–4777.

[39] Röckner M., Sun X., and Xie L.: Strong and weak convergence in the averaging principle for SDEs with Hölder coefficients. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.09256 (2019).

[40] Röckner M. and Zhang X.: Well-posedness of distribution dependent SDEs with singular drifts. Bernoulli27 (2021), 1131-1158.

[41] Serfaty S.: Mean field limit for coulomb-type flows. Duke Math. J. 169 (2020), 2887–2935. [42] Sznitman A. S.: Topics in propagation of chaos, in École d’Été de Prob. de Saint-Flour XIX-1989, Lecture Notes in Math. Springer, Berlin (1991), 165–251.

[43] Wang F.-Y.: Singular density dependent stochastic differential equations. J. Differential Equations 361 (2023), 562–589.

[44] Wu M. and Hao Z.: Well-posedness of density dependent SDE driven by α-stable process with Hölder drifts.

Stochastic Process. Appl. 164 (2023), 416–442.

[45] Wu M. and Hao Z.: SDE driven by cylindrical α-stable process with distributional drift and application. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.18139, (2023).

[46] Zhang X.: Stochastic Volterra equations in Banach spaces and stochastic partial differential equation. J.Funct.

Anal. 258 (2010), 1361-1425.

(Ke Song) Department of Mathematics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China Email address: ske2022@126.com

(Zimo Hao) Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Bielefeld, 33615, Bielefeld, Germany Email address: zhao@math.uni-bielefeld.de