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Abstract

In this paper we consider the filtering problem associated to partially observed McKean-Vlasov
stochastic differential equations (SDEs). The model consists of data that are observed at regular
and discrete times and the objective is to compute the conditional expectation of (functionals) of the
solutions of the SDE at the current time. This problem, even the ordinary SDE case is challenging
and requires numerical approximations. Based upon the ideas in [3, 12] we develop a new particle
filter (PF) and multilevel particle filter (MLPF) to approximate the afore-mentioned expectations.
We prove under assumptions that, for ¢ > 0, to obtain a mean square error of 0(62) the PF has a
cost per-observation time of O(¢™") and the MLPF costs O(¢™*) (best case) or O(e™* log(e)?) (worst
case). Our theoretical results are supported by numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction
We consider the stochastic differential equation (SDE) with Xy = x9 € R? fixed:
dXt =a (Xt7gl (Xt7 ,ut)) dt + b (Xtag2(Xt7 ,ut)) th (1)

where for j € {1,2}
§(Xip) = [ &(Xe ()

{W;}+>0 is a standard d—dimensional Brownian motion, &; : R?*¢ - R, a : RIxR — R b : RIxR — R4*4
and p; is the law of X;. This is the collection McKean-Vlasov SDEs and finds a wide variety of real
applications such as biology and finance [5, 11], in addition they have been shown to be equivalent
representation of solutions of classes of nonlinear partial differential equations [2], and one can expect
even more applications in the future. The exact problem that will be addressed in this article is where the
process defined in (1) is only observed with noise at regular and discrete times. The objective is then to
compute the conditional expectation of X; (or functionals thereof) given all the observations recursively
at every observation time, which is a filtering problem; see e.g. [1, 6] for an introduction.

The filtering of continuous-time processes is very challenging. First, even if the transition densities of
the process exist and are analytically tractable, filtering must normally be perfomed by using numerical
methods of which we focus upon particle filters (PF); see e.g. [1, 6, 8]. Second, the afore-mentioned
transition densities are seldom available and hence one normally has to resort to a time discretization
of the process; see for instance [18]. In the case of regular diffusions (i.e. where the coefficients do no
depend on 1), there is already a substantial literature on using PFs for solving the filtering problem; see
e.g. [9, 13]. In addition to these methods PFs have been extended to leverage on the popular multilevel
Monte Carlo (MLMC) method [14, 15, 17]. These multilevel PFs (MLPFs) [18, 19, 22| can reduce the
cost to compute the filtering expectation for a given mean square error (MSE).

To the best of our knowledge, there is little work in the context of filtering McKean-Valasov SDEs.
However, when trying to compute expectations with respect to (w.r.t.) the laws of such processes, several
methods have been proposed. This includes the initial work of [26] that relies on time discretization
and simulation coupled with solving backward Kolmogorov equations; this can be prohibitive if d is
even moderate. Several recent extensions based upon using the afore-mentioned simulation and designing



change of measures for importance sampling have been considered in [12] and then combining with MLMC
[3] or multi-index MC (see [16]) [4]. An iterative method, combined with MLMC was also proposed in
[27]. Despite these high quality and interesting contributions, none of these methods are designed for
the filtering problem and would likely have several deficiencies. For instance, if the change of measure
methods would be adopted it is likely that they would suffer from the well-known weight-degeneracy
problem (e.g. [6, 8]). That is, the estimates of the filter would suffer an exponential increase of variance
w.r.t. to observation times. The approach of [27] is iterative and thus is not appropriate for the filtering
problem as one seeks fast (non-iterative) methods to assimilate the data.

In this paper we develop new PF and MLPF methodology to estimate the filter, associated to partially
observed Mckean-Vlasov SDEs, recursively in time. This requires some care as, unlike the case of filtering
ordinary diffusions, even under a time-discretization, one cannot simulate the SDE. This is because the
law of the discretized process is not known and must be estimated. We show how the idea adopted in
[3, 12] can be leveraged. That is, to use the particle system of [26] to be fed into a ‘classical’ PF and
this resulting algorithm can be used to recursively estimate the filter. We then show how this idea can be
extended to the multilevel context by combining with ideas from [18, 24]; see [20] for a review and [21]
for related methodology. We prove, under assumptions, that for, € > 0 to achieve a MSE, associated to
estimating the filter, of O(e?) per-observation time:

e the cost for the PF is O(e~°)
e the cost for the MLPF is O(e~*) (best case) or O(e~*log(€)?) (worst case).

The best case corresponds to the case where the diffusion coefficient b in (1) is constant and the other
case is for the non-constant case - of course only when the SDE follows our assumptions. The costs above
are higher than one might expect for ordinary Monte Carlo based methods (of which PFs and MLPFs
are). These increased costs are primarily associated to having to approximate the laws p; (and their
time-discretized versions) in the evolution of the SDE. There are possible ways to deal with this, but it is
not investigated in this paper. The MSE to cost results are verified in several numerical examples.

This article is structured as follows. In Section 2 we give our approach to filtering partially observed
McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In Section 3 our theoretical results are presented. Section 4 details our numerical
results associated to our methodology. Our proofs can be found in the Appendix.

2 Approach

2.1 State-Space Model

We denote by P, , ¢(x¢—1,dx;) the conditional law of X (as given in (1)) given .%;_; (the natual filtration
of the process), for ¢ > 1; that is, the transition kernel over unit time. We consider a discrete time
observation process Yi,Ys,..., Y; € Y, that are assumed, for notational convenience, to be observed
at unit times. Conditional on the position X, ¢ € N of (1), the random variable Y; is assumed to be
independent of all other random variables, with a bounded and positive probability density G(x,y;).

Let ¢ : RY — R be a bounded and measurable function (write such a collection of functions B, (R%)),
then we define the filtering expectation for ¢ € N as:

fR«u o(we) {H;=1 G(zp, ?Jp)} H;:l Py p(@p—1, dap)
mi(p) = p ¢
f]Rdt {Hp:1 Gz, yp)} Hp:l Pupa,p(xp—lv dzy)

where 19 = 64,3 (Dirac measure on the set {zo}). We remark that one does not need ¢ and each of the
G(-,y:) to be bounded, but it will simplify the resulting exposition to do so.

In most cases of practical interest, y; and the dynamics P, | :(2:—1,dx:) are difficult to work with.
For instance the transition kernel cannot be simulated in many problems. As a first step to approximate
the filter m;, we introduce a time-discretization over a regular grid of spacing A; = 27!, | € Ny. The




significance of subscript [ is that it will denote the level of discretization - as | grows so will the accuracy
of the time discretization. We will use the Euler-Maruyama method associated to (1) and denote the law
at any time ¢ € {0,A;,2A;,...} as pl. That is, we now consider the approximation for k € Ny:

Xia, = Xg-1)a, +a (X(kfl)Amgl(X(kfl)ApMl(k_1)Al)) +

b (X(k—l)AlaEQ(X(k—l)sz/‘l(kfl)Al)> [(Wea, = W-1)a,] (2)

where Xo =z and pf = 6(,,}. Associated to (2), we denote by P\ | (x;_1,dx;) the conditional law of
X:, t €N, given %4 for t > 1; that is, the transition kernel over unit time induced by (2). It should be
remarked that in many cases, (2) cannot be simuated exactly as the expectations associated to ,ul(k_l) A
cannot be computed even if one knows ,ul( k—1)AL which is again unlikely.

Our objective now is to compute an approximation of the time discretized filtering expectation for
(t,1,) € N x Ny x By(R9):

l

) fRdt o(xr) {H;:1 G(zyp, yp)} H;:l P,iéipp(xpfly dzy)
T (@) = .

fRdt {H;:1 G(xp, ?/p)} H;:1 P/i;)il’p(ﬂﬁpq, dz)

2.2 Approximating the Law

We now consider a method that will be used to provide a Monte Carlo based approximation of the law
pt. The approach we present is a simple discretized method in Algorithm 1 from [26]. In Algorithm 1, the
notation Ny(k,Y) denotes the d—dimensional Gaussian distribution with mean ~ and covariance matrix

Y. 14 is the d x d identity matrix and 2 denotes independently distributed as.
Algorithm 1 can be used to approximate expectations w.r.t. u! and indeed on the grid in-between time
t —1 and t. Algorithm 1 is given in the form that we need it later on in the article.

2.3 Particle Filter

An approach for the recursive approximation of 7l(¢) is presented in Algorithm 2 and is run to a terminal
time 7' - this need not be the case. At this stage, several remarks are of interest:

1. The cost of Algorithm 2 is O(A; ' M (M + N)) per observation time (or time step).

2. In step 2. it is critical that this process be independent of the particles that are generated in the
particle filter. The empirical laws produced here are generated independently of anything that is
done later on. If one used the empirical laws that were produced by the samples from the particle
filter, then the approximation would be biased even if N, M — oo and | — oo. This is because these
particles used in the particle filter have been designed to approximate expectations w.r.t. m; and not
the law of the McKean-Vlasov SDE itself. Thus, here the motivation of a driving approximation of
the SDE marginal law, as was the case in [3, 12|, is one of necessity.

3. The variance w.r.t. the time parameter should be controlled and can be uniform in time. This may
not be the case for the methods in [3].

4. Improved discretization methods can be used, when available.

5. We will prove, later on, that as N, M — oo we have that 70" (o) —p 7l(p), where —p denotes

convergence in probability and ¢ is in a particular class of real-valued functions to be stated.



Algorithm 1 Approximating the Laws when starting with a particle approximation at time ¢t — 1, t €
{1,...,T}.
1. Input [ € Ny the level of discretization, N € N the number of particles, ¢t € {1,...,T}. If t =1
set pd’ (dz) = 6y, (dz) otherwise input an empirical measure pY | (dz) = vazl 6¢xi_y(dz). Set
k=1.

2. Fori e {1,...,N} generate:

Xi1ika = Xt pena, T (Xti—lJr(k—l)AlaEl (Xti—1+(k71)AlvMﬁ1+(k—l)Al)) +
b (Xtiflqt(kfl)Al?EZ(nglJr(kfl)Al7p‘£vfl+(k71)Al)) [Wtifuml - Wff1+(k71)A,}

where

[0 AN TARTRTRIIN Em(XzflJr(kfl)AlvXg71+(k71)Al) m € {1,2}
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i i ind
Wi1ika, — Wt—1+(k—1)Al} ~  Na(0,Arlg).

Set k=k+1,if k= Al_l + 1 go to step 3. otherwise go to the start of step 2..

3. Output all the required laws ;L{V_H_Al AR

Algorithm 2 Particle Filter for approximating ! (¢).

1. Input I € Ny the level of discretization, N € N the number of particles, M the number of particles
to compute laws of the process, T' € N the final time and X§ = x¢, i € {1,...,N}. Set t = 1.

2. Run Algorithm 1 at time ¢ with M particles and discretization level [ and, if needed and possible,
using the input empirical measure that has been computed at the last call of Algorithm 1.

3. For (i,k) € {1,...,N} x {1,...,A;'} generate:

Xi1ika, = Xi1pena, T (Xti—l-i-(k—l)Alagl (XZ—l-&-(k—l)Al7/1'%1-&-(19—1)A1)) +
b (XtiflJr(kfl)A,?E2<Xtifl+(kfl)Al7/1’?11+(k71)AZ)) [WtiflJrkA; - Wtifl+(k71)Al:|
where the laws p0?, A ,..., i’ _ 5, have been computed in step 2..
4. For i € {1,..., N} compute the weights
_ G(Xtia Yt)
LG )

and Wi’N’M(gp) = vazl Vip(X}). Fori e {1,...,N} sample an index j* € {1,...,N} using the

probability mass function V!, ...,V and set X{ = X7 . Fori € {1,...,N}, set Xj = X}. Set
t=t+1andift =T + 1 go to step 4. otherwise go to step 2..

%
t

I,N,M
(

5. Return the estimators 7y LM ()

@)y oy Tp

4



2.4 Multilevel Particle Filter

We now show how the PF can be extended into the MLMC framework, along the lines of the work in
[18]. The purpose of this is to reduce the computing cost in terms of an MSE, which is to be defined in
Section 3. The basic idea is to approximate the identity for (L,t, ) € N2 x B,(R?):

L

mr(p) =m(e) + > _{mi(e) — 7 (o)}

The terms on the right hand side (R.H.S.) of the above equation are then approximated as follows. The
term 7Y(¢) can be dealt with using the PF of Algorithm 2. Then independently of using the PF and
for each summand, we run what is called a coupled PF (CPF). This is a type of PF which allows one
to approximate 7t(¢) — m. =1 (¢) by producing a coupling of the sampling step (Algorithm 2 step 3.) and
a coupling of the resampling step (Algorithm 2 step 4.). In Algorithm 2 we also use Algorithm 1 which
needs to be coupled as well. This coupling and also for the sampling step of a PF is achieved using the
well-known synchronous coupling for diffusions (and the associated Euler approximation) and is given in
our coupling of Algorithm 1, which can be found in Algorithm 3. The coupling of the resampling step
relies on simulating a maximal coupling and is given in Algorithm 4. As noted in [23], there is nothing
optimal about using this approach in a CPF, but it is rather popular in the literature and is of linear
complexity in terms of the cardinality of the state-space.

Given all the ideas already stated, we are now in a position to give the CPF algorithm which is
Algorithm 5. The cost of the CPF is O(A; ' M (M + N)) per observation time. We can also describe the
MLPF method that we will use for the approximation of 77 (). We assume that we have L € N given
and for each level [, the number of samples N; used at each level of the application of Algorithm 5, with
the number of samples used for the call of Algorithm 3 within Algorithm 5 equal to M; also; we shall

describe how to choose these numbers later on. Then the procedure would be as follows:
1. Run Algorithm 2 with Ny samples and M, samples for each call of Algorithm 1.

2. Independently for each I € {1,..., L}, run Algorithm 5 with N; samples and M; samples for each
call of Algorithm 3.

Then our MLPF estimator of 7f(¢) is for (L,t, p) € N2 x By(R?):

L
0,No, M, 1,Ny, M, 1—1,N;, M,
Tt () = N Mo () + DT { M () — M ()}
=1

where 70V0M0 () has been computed using Algorithm 2 and each of the 7h VM () — gl B NEM

produced by using Algorithm 5. The cost of computing this estimator, per time step, is

L
o0 <Z A;lMl(Ml + Nl)) .

=0

) are

In the next section we shall establish how to choose L, (Ng, M), ..., (N, M) so as to obtain a particular
MSE and minimize the cost.

3 Theoretical Analysis

3.1 Notation

Define the sets N = {1,...} and Ny = {0,1,...}. Denote by By(R% R%) the set of all R% valued
bounded Borel measurable functions defined on R%, for k¥ € N denote by C{f (R4 R92) the set of k-
times continuously differentiable R%2-valued functions whose domain is R% and whose derivatives of



Algorithm 3 Approximating the Consecutive Laws when starting with a particle approximation at time
t—1,te{l,...,T}.

1. Input I € Ny the level of discretization, N € N the number of particles, ¢t € {1,...,T}. Ift =1

set ,ué’N(dx) = ﬁé_l’N(dac) = 0¢,}(dr) otherwise input a pair of empirical measures uiivl(da:) =

N ~1-1,N N
£33 6{Xif1}(dx)’ [y (dz) = & sy 5{)?::},«;}@[:[:). Set k= 1.
2. Forie {1,...,N} generate:
L _ yhi 1,i Z oyl I,N
Xt71+k:Az T =14 (R-1)A ta (Xt—1+(k—1)Al7fl(Xt—l-&-(k—l)Al7H’t—1+(k—1)Al)> +
L Z ybi LN i i
b (thlJr(kfl)Al’fQ(Xt—lJr(kfl)Al’Mt71+(k71)Al)) [thflﬂLkAz - Wg*1+(k*1)Az:|

where

=z

<
Il
—

= i I,N l,i 1,5
fm(Xt—l-‘r(k—l)Az’/j’t—l-&-(k—l)Al) Em(Xt—zl-&-(k—l)Al’Xt—Jl-i-(k—l)Al) m e {172}

1N B
M1 g ey, (dT) = Oy xtd  (dz).

t—14(k—1)A

=2l

Il
—

J
Set k=k+1,if k= Afl + 1 go to step 3. otherwise go to the start of step 2..

3. Fori € {1,..., N} compute:

11 Sl Sl-1i = -1 ~I-1,N
X thra, =X ihbh—ya,, T @ (Xt—1+(k—1)Al,1a§1(Xt—1+(k—1)Al,1’P‘t—1+(k—1)A,,1)> +

Fl-1,i o Pl-1, ~1-1,N i i
b (thlJr(kfl)Al_l752(Xt71+(k71)A1_17Mt71+(k71)Al_1)> [WtflJrkAz—l - Wt71+(k71)Al—1i|

where
| XN
gm(fi:}i(k_l)Alfl’ﬁi:ii\ik_l)Alfl) N Z;gm()}tl:ii(k—l)Al,l’)}tl:iﬁ(l@—l)Al,1> m € {1,2}
1-1,N 1 J;[
Bk (o-1)a,_, (42) = N gd{ﬁiiii’(mm,} da)

and the increments of the Brownian motion [WtifHkAlfl — Wti—1+(k—1)A,,1] were generated in step

2..S8et k=k+1,if k= Alill + 1 go to step 4. otherwise go to the start of step 3..

4. Output all the required laws ui’_NHAl . ,ui’N, ﬁij’f_vAl, e ,ﬁifl’N.




Algorithm 4 Simulating a Maximal Coupling.

1. Input M € N the cardinality of the state-space and two positive probability mass functions
Vi VM and Vi o VM oon {1,..., M}. Go to 2..

)

2. Sample U ~ U] (continuous uniform distribution on [0,1]). If U < Zi\il min{V}, Vi} go to
3. otherwise go to 4..

3. Sample an index ¢; using the probability mass function
min{V;", V5'}
M . ; ;
Zj1=1 min{V{"*, V5"*}

P(iy) =

set 75 = 71 and go to 5..
4. Sample the indices (i1,42) using the probability mass function

Vi mind VYV iV, )

1— Zf:l min{V{", VJ'} 1 - Zle min{V{", V§'}

P(i1,i2) =

and go to 5..
5. Return the indices (iy,i2) € {1,..., M}>.

order at most k with respect to any components are bounded. Define Cf°(R%1,R92) = N, CF(R% | R9%2).
We use the shortcuts CF(RY) = CF(RY, R) and B,(RY) = By(R%,R). For ¢ € By(R?) define the norm
lplo = esssuplp(x)| and for ¢ € CF(RY) define the norms

z€R4

k

ai
lolk = sup sup | 7—————(z)|,
;<j1,...,ji>e{1,...,d1}ixew Ozj, ... Owj,

where x = (x1,...,24,). For a vector v € R? denote by ||v|| the usual Euclidean norm.

3.2 Assumptions

(A1) The functions a € Cg(Rd x R, Rd) N Bb(Rd X R,Rd), be Cg(Rd X RJRdXd) N Bb(Rd x R, RdXd), and
&,8 € Cg(Rd X Rd) N Bb(Rd X Rd), and

. - TroaT 2
méﬂg1£+l veﬂg\f{o}v b(z) ' b(z)v/||v||* > 0.

(A2) The function G € CF(R?) N By(R?) and satisfies inf , ) cgaxe, G(z,y) > 0.

(A3) The sequence of positive integers Ny, ..., N used to define the estimator 7L is strictly decreasing
and satisfies Ny — Nj;1 > L—lfor0<[<L—1.

(W1) For ever;; function ¢ € C°(R%) N By (R?) the function = +— P, , +(¢) = [¢(2)P,, , «(z,dz) belongs
to Cp° (R?).

(W2) The functions a € C{°(R? x R,R%), b € C°(R? x R,R¥4), and &;,& € C°(RY x RY). Futhermore
there exist functions (1, (2 € Cg°(R?) such that &;(z,y) = Gi(x — y) for all z,y € R? and i € {1,2}.



Algorithm 5 Coupled Particle Filter for approximating 7l(¢) — 7.7 (¢).

1.

Input I € Ny the level of discretization, N € N the number of particles, M the number of particles
to compute laws of the process, T' € N the final time and X(l)’z = X(lfl’l =umzg, 1 € {1,...,N}. Set
t=1.

Run Algorithm 3 at time ¢ with M particles and discretization level | and, if needed and possible,
using the input empirical measure that has been computed at the last call of Algorithm 3.

For (i,k) € {1,...,N} x {1,...,A;'} generate:

l l LM
Xt11+kAL X 11+(k 1A, +a<thl+(k 1)A1’§1( - 1+(k 1)A1’Nt—1+(k—1)m)>+

b (Xf 11+(k 1 Al7§2(th l1+ k— 1)Aﬂui N{Jr(k 1)Al)) {W;flJrkAz - WLIHI@*I)AZ} (3)
where the laws ui%_i_Al,...,ui’_MAl have been computed in step 2.. In addition for (i,k) €
{1,...,N} x {1,...,A; "} compute:

Xé %-',Z-kAl 1 Xiji(k—na.l (Xi i—f-(k DA, 1,51(Xf i—f-(k A 1’ﬁf£ ii‘{k DA, 1))+
b(Xi il(k DAy &2 (X~ i-&-(k DAL l’ﬁf& i+(k A, 1)> [Wt2—1+m,,1 _th—l—i-(k—l)Al,l}

where the laws ui i_f_”Al 1,...,ﬁf‘ 1Afw have been computed in step 2. and the increments of the

Brownian motion |:Wt*1+kAl—1 - Wt_1+(k,_1)Al71} were already generated in (3).

For i € {1,..., N} compute the weights

G(th’i,yt) Vil G(thil’i,yt)
f -

‘/tl,i — 2
23 1 G(Xi Z>yt) Z;V:1 G(th nyt)

and

I,N,M lfl,N,M
Ty () —m

Mz

{ Xlz Vl Li (Xl 11)}.

i=1
For i € {1,...,N} sample indices (ji,75) € {1,...,N}* using Algorithm 4 with the probability
mass functions V;*', .. VIV VIR VRN and set XU = Xl]1 X = X Li: For
i e {l,...,N}, set X" = Xb' X!~ Li = Xf Y Sett =t+4+1and if t = T + 1 go to step
4. otherwise go to step 2..

Return the estimators 7o () — 7t BV M () L abNM () — g7 BNM (),




3.3 Main Theorems

Theorem 3.1. Assume (A1-2) and (W1-2). Then for any ¢ € C°(RY)NB,(RY) and t € {1,...,T} there
exists a constant C' < +00 such that for every (L, M,N) € Ny x N x N:

E [(rm(e) — n ()] <0 (8 + 5+ 7).

Theorem 3.2. Assume (A1-3) and (W1-2). Then for any ¢ € C°(RY) N By(RY) and t € {1,...,T}
there exists C' < +o0o such that for every L € Ny, and sequences of positive integers My, ..., My and

No,...,Np:
0 L . L A1/2 L A
E|(ri(¢) - 7F ()] <C<Ai+z 5 +LZM>,
=0

Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are proven in the appendix. Assumptions (W1-2) are not needed to bound the

variance of the estimates 7 () and 7£ ().

3.4 Comments on Computational Cost

Consider the estimator 7" (), to achieve an error of order O(e2) for € > 0. Theorem 3.1 provides the

guideline of selecting L o |log(€)| and M, N o e~2, this choice leads to a cost of order O(M (M +N)Ap) =

O(e®). The multi-level estimator 7 (¢) can achieve the same order of error O(e?) at a lower cost. By

utilizing the right hand side of the inequality in Theorem 3.2 as a constraint for the error and optimizing
the cost given this error constraint using the Lagrange multipliers method, we arrive to the following
choices L o |log(e)|, M; o e 2| 1og(e)\A?/6 and N; x e_QAll/g, the resulting cost using these choices is
O(e~*|log(€)]?). In certain scenarios, we believe it is possible to reduce the cost to O(e~*). This conjecture
should be justified by results that show better bounds on the weak error of the output law of Algorithm
1 [7], this by itself is not enough, but one expects that there are scenarios where the bound in Theorem

1/2
3.2 can be improved to the reduced error O ( A2 + EZL:() AJZT + ZIL:() f/l) This reduced error allows

us to reduce the cost to O(e~*). Assumption (A3) states that the number of particles should decrease
relatively quickly. The increase rate stated in the assumption is very mild and not restrictive at all. In
fact Ny, ..., Ny, are expected to decrease exponentially which is the case for the optimal choice discussed
above.

4 Numerical Results

4.1 Models
Kuramoto Model
We consider the Kuramoto model {X;};>( defined by the Mckean-Valsov SDE

dX; = (9 + /sin(Xt - y)d,ut(y)> dt + odWy, Xo=mz0 €R, te€[0,T],

where p; is the law of X, 6 be a random variable, o > 0, and T' € N. The Kuramoto model is a well-known
mean field game model and it is frequently used for numerical demonstrations. Note that we expect that
we can obtain the improved cost of O(¢~%) in this case, due to the fact that the diffusion coefficient is
constant.



Kuramoto Model Modified Kuramoto
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Figure 1: Left: Kuramoto Model: Single level (SL) for 2 < L < 6, Multi-level (ML) for 3 < L < 6.
Right: Modified Kuramoto Model: Single level (SL) for 2 < L < 6, Multi-level (ML) for 3 < L < 6.

Modified Kuramoto Model

In this demonstration consider the process X;;~( the Mckean-Vlasov SDE

dX, = (9 + /sin(Xt — y)dut(y)) dt + <1 +‘7X2) dwy, Xo=u1z9€R, t€]0,T],
i

where p; is the law of X;, 6 be a random variable, ¢ > 0, and T" € N. We call it the modified Kuramoto
Model. We consider this case as we expect that the non-constant diffusion coefficient should demonstrate
our theorerical results in the previous section, in that the computational cost should be O(e~*|log(e)|?).

4.2 Simulation Results

For both models we impose observations {Yz}1_; at unit times that follow Y| Xy = x5 ~ N (2, 7?) for
kEe{l,...,T}and set 2o = 1,0 =0, 0 = 0.2, 7 = 1, and T = 50. We simulated a path from each

model using Algorithm 1 with level 9 and 5000 particles. We compute the estimator w%’M’N(go) and w4 ()
for the function ¢(z) = x where M, N are chosen as discussed in subsection 3.3. In order to calculate
the mean square errors (MSE) of the two estimators we considered a proxy ground truth for the filter,
this ground truth was obtained by computing w;’M’N(gp) at level 7. The MSEs in our simulation were
calculated using 128 independent replications.

Figure 1 shows log-log plots for the mean square errors against the theoretical costs for the two filter
estimators applied to filtering the Kuramoto model and the modified Kuramoto. In both cases we expect
the multilevel methods to have rates of about -2 (Kuramot0) and -2.2, reflecting the costs of O(¢~%) and
O(e*|1og(€)[?), and this is exactly what we observe. For the case of the PF (single level) the rate should
be about -2.5, which gives the cost O(¢~?). The plots show the expected improvements of the multilevel
method.
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A Proofs

A.1 Structure

The following appendix contains several technical results that are used to prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.
We begin by a short section on the additional notations and auxiliary processes that are to be used in
the appendix. Section A.3 is devoted to studying the auxiliary processes {Z/*}M  which are defined
below. Sections A.3 and A.4 provide technical results leading to the proof of Lemma A.9. Section A.5
introduces further several technical results and employs Lemma A.9 to ultimately prove Theorem 3.1.
Section A.6 presents a technical discussion and uses the previously proven results in order to present a
proof for Theorem 3.2. To understand the appendix, it should be read in chronological order.

A.2 Notation

Let (2, F,P) be a measure space, W; a Brownian motion on 2, and X; be the solution of SDE (1). For
random variables Ay, ..., A, and o-subalgebras Fi,...F, we define o(Ay,...,An, F1,...,Fn) to be the
smallest o-subalgebra G of F that contains the set |J;_; F; and that satisfies that the random variables
Ay, ..., A, are measurable with respect to G. We consider step 2. of Algorithm 5: This step calls
Algorithm 3, and step 2. of Algorithm 5 is called T' times. For (I, M, N) € N? given, we then use the
associated notation:

k=TA;" _ k=TA; ! ) ) ]
. {u%% w—o - and {,uﬁmll’j\f}kzo "' are the output measures of all the iterations of step 2. in 5.

L -1 _ S k=TA! .

. {{Zé’%’l :ZOTAL M, and {{Z,iAllf\f[’l}kzo "1} M . are the particles that generated the outputs of all
: : : LM _ 1,M,iy j=k\ M I-1,M _ 1—1,M.iyj=k\ M

the iterations of step 2. in 5. Let Fy'x, = o({{Zjx," V2o }it1) and Fya, 0 = o({{Z;a,7, " }iZ0 Hite)

i=1
be the natural filterations of these particles respectively.

e {Bi}M, are the Brownian motions generated in all the iterations of step 2. in Algorithm 5 in
. iVk=TA? - iy k=TA" ;
order to generate the particles {{Z,i%l Z:1T ' AM and {{Z,chll’_A;[”}kzl 1AM Denote ABL =

B} —Bj_,, fort € [A;,T] and i € {1,..., M}. Similarly denote AW/} = W, — W;_x, for t € [A;, T7.

-1
k=TA7y ar

e For s € {I — 1,1} define the discrete process {{ZZZS}kzo 2, as the solution of the equations
Ziina, = Z0A, + o (B4, G(ZA, 1ia) + 0 (204, 6B 1ia) ) ABY s ()

with pf,  being the law of Z;is and with the initial condition Z5* = zy for every (k,i) €

{0,..., TAT =1} x {1,..., M}.

e For s € {l — 1,1} define the processes Zf’M, and Zts, as the solutions of

Z(Sk+1)As = ZZAS ta (Z;Asagl(ZzAsvlLZAs)) +0b (ZZASagz(ZNEAS 5 :UZAS)) AWiina, s (5)
~s,M >3, M >s,M & (m7s,M  s,M >s,M & (m7s,M  s,M s
Zyna, = Zia, ta (ZkAs’fl(ZkAs’/“‘kAs)) +b (ZkAsaf2(ZkAsa/~‘kAs)) AW na, (6)
with puf, being the law of Zix |, uid' = = sM 8,0 and with the initial condition Z§ =
s s s - kAs

Z5M = 1 for every k € {0,...,TA;' —1}. Conditioning on the o-algebra F;"" denote by P:;%,

t—1 it

the transition kernel the process {ZS’M}te{o,L...,T}-

e For ¢ € B(R?) define

V() = /Rdt o(t) {H G(zyp, 3/1))} H P/”‘pflJl(xp—l? dxp),
p=1

p=1
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(p) == /Rdt e(@) {H G(@p, yp) } H p(Tp—1,dzp),

p=1

and for s € {I — 1,1} define

t
'Vi’M(‘P) = /Rdt {H G( CCp,yp } HPNZ M xp,hdxp).

p=1 p=1

e Define 7rl M(cp) = ’Yi’M(CP)/’Yi’M(l)~
I—1,M

The Brownian motions {Bi}M, and W, are independent. Notice that 4/ () and ~/ () are random
variables measurable with respect to a(}",f 1.M ]-'tl M) The process Z 7 is the Euler- Maruyama discretiza-
tion for the process X;. We introduce the process Z Mo approximate Z 7. The process Z M utilizes the
particles {Z,” Mii M. to create an empirical measure that approximates the measure g independently of
W;. Our main obJectlve is study the increments 7> (o) — wt =N (©). To achieve this, we investigate
the increments Zf’M’i — Zé_l’M’i and ZfM — Ztl_l’M. Finally we leverage the obtained results and the

theory of multi-level particle filters to bound the Ly error of the estimator 71 (¢p).

Throughout the proofs below we will denote constants by C'. For concise notation C' may change values
from step to another. Unless explicitly stated C' is independent of {,M,N, and 1.

1L,Mi
A.3 Bounds on 7, increments

Lemma A.1. Let A > 0 and let {uxa} be a sequence of non-negative real numbers indexed by the set
ANy = {kA : k € Npo}. Suppose that there exist constants C1,Cy > 0 for the which for every k € N the
following inequality holds:

uga < (]. + ClA)’LL(k_l)A + CQA

Then, the following inequality holds for every k € Ny
upa < eFAC (up + kACS).

Lemma A.2. Let k € N, there exists C > 0 such that for all (A, B) € (R%)? The following inequality
holds

1A+ B < AIP" + 2k ]| A7 AT B + C| BIP(| A2 + [1B]*" ). (7)

Lemma A.3. Assume (A1). Let k € N. There exists a constant C < 400 such that for every (I, M) €
No x N, t€{0,A;,...,T}, andie{1,...,M}:

1,M,i L
max{E[|| Z;"|*], E[|Z,"|*]} < C,

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the inequality for even positive integers k, the general case follows from the
inequality E[||A]|*] < E[||A[|?¥]*/? for any R valued random variable A. Using the definition (4) of Zﬁ’l,
applying Lemma A.2 twice, Assumption (A1) that the functions a, b are bounded, A; < 1, ]E[ABifAl] =0,

and E[|| B/ 5, |[*] < CA}’? we have

E[| 2 ¥ = B |12, 5, + alZ" a0 E(Z0 ap - a DA+ B(Z0 6 E( 20 s e, )V ABY A |IF
< Zl1 A E le k—r Ak/Q
<E(IZ:0, 1)+ CA_max | EIIZi ]+ C (®)

< (14 CADE[| Z" 5, IF] + CAL

The last line follows from the inequality z* < 1+ 2* for 0 < s < k and = > 0. Applying Lemma A.1 to
the sequence {[”Zii, ||k]}ST:/€l yields the inequality IE[HZZ ZA |¥] < C, clearly following similar steps yields

E[|1 2,24, %] < 0
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Lemma A.4. Assume (A1). Let k € N. There exists a constant C < 400 such that for every (I, M) €
NxN,te{0,A...,T}, andi € {1,...,M}:

1M, Li 1
||z - 2| < o5z
Ik
1,M,i 1-1,M,i k/2
E[HZt — 7 } < CAM?,
Proof. Let t € {A,2A,...,T}, we have.
2 gt = 2 e
1,M,i 1,M,i L, F 1,3
( (Zt Aﬂfl(Zt Aﬂ/’% A )) _a(thAlvgl(thAlwuéfAl)))AL (9)

1,M,i ZbMi LM li F ool Li
Jr(b(Zt A17£2( t—Ay M Al)) b(Zt—AlaSQ(Zt_A”/Li—Al)))ABt :

Using the CP inequality and that the functions a and &; are bounded and Lipchitz (Assumption (Al))
there exists a constant C' > 0 that satisfies

1,M,i 1,M,i lM,i
Ela(Zi25) & (20250 mi2K) — a2 5 620 i s DI

M M k
1,M,i 1i 1 L,M,i M, 1 1i 1j

< c(n«: (12025 — 28 1F] + B |52 Y e (ZiZ0) - =3 6 (28, 28 )

=1 =1 (10)
1 = * 1
+W Z(fl( PN t ') /fl t— Al’y)d/"t Ay ))| >+0Mk
T
Th : N 1 M 1,M,i 1, M,j Li Li \k
e second term after the inequality is bounded by 77 > i_ E[|&1(Z,7A, Z, A7) — &1(Z, 2 A, Z2 A )IT] <

C'sup; IE[||Z§_A/£: - Ztl_l A, IIF] by the C? inequality. For the third term we use the idependence of Zl" and

Zé’j for ¢ # j, Fubini Theorem, and Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality:

M k
E Z (fl(ZtlprZéfAl) /fl(zifmay)d#i—m(y)) ]
=1
=
M k
- /El Z(& 2 7l ) /51 2 )l (y >d> ]u@(z)
j=1 (11)
761
M o\ k/2
SC/ <Z &(z 27 ,)) /51 (z,y)dp; Al(y)> ) ]uiAl(Z)
< OM*2,
where the last line follows from the boundedness of ;. Thus we have shown that
E [la(Z0% & (Z00KE K)ol 28 5, (20 s i A D] < CompBINZE! — 200 1)+ O
(12)

A similar bound holds for the function b. Analogously to the proof of Lemma A.3, we apply Lemma A.2
twice on || ZPM" — Zb|| following equation (9) and using the bound (12) (for both a and b) yields

L, M, le 1,M,i
sup B[] 2, — 2,7|%] < (14 CA) sup E[|| 2,757 — 207 5, |IF ]+0A1Mk/2-
3 3
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Applying Lemma A.1 to the sequence {sup;

SA]

the first inequality. For the second inequality we write

M,i —1,M,i
Zl’ ’l—Zé PR Y

I, M,i 1—1,M,i
_Zt JAVISY t—Ap 1

1,M,i 1,M,i
+ ( (Z —A 1’51(Zt A 1’Mt AL 1

U,M,i l,M,i
+ <b(Z EAY 1’62(275 A 1"u't AL 1

LM, 5 (LM,
+ (a (Zt—All’gl(Zt—All

U,M,i 1,M,i
+ ( (Zt Alv§2(Zt A HEZA,

1—1,M,i —1,Mi 1—-1,M
) (Z Al 1 751(Zt Al 1 7Mt7Al—1))> A1
) (Zl lAl]wll’gQ(Zi 1Alj\/[1z’ﬂi 1Afw1)>) ABéiLi

lM’L le LM
AV 1’51 AV 1’ut JAVES 1)))Al

1, M,i 1,M,i LM L,
)) b(z MGk ) ABY

E[|| z5M Zi’il ||k]}ZZOAl and using Zb' = Z)M = x4 proves

Bounding each term following the same technique used to prove the first inequality we can show the
following the inequality

supE (|12 -z~ ]
1,M,i 1—1,M,i LM le k2
(1—|—C'AL)bup]E[||Z M = 2R+ oa <supE[||Z 2] + /1>.

From the definition of Z-** and the boundedness of a and b we have sup, IE[HZZ N z—Ztl ]Vif %] < CAfﬂ.
The proof then follows similarly to the proof of the first inequality by applying Lemma A.1 to the sequence

1,M,i 1—1,M,i T/A
{sup; E[|ZiA"" — Z MR g O

Lemma A.5. Let f € C2(RP,RY). There exists a constant C < +oc such that the following inequality
holds for every (z,y,z,w) € (RP)*:

1f(x) = f(y) = f(z) +

Lemma A.6. Assume (A1). Let k € N. There exists a constant C < 400 such that for every (I, M) €
NxN,te{0,A....,T}, andie {1,...,M}:

f)l < Cllz —y — 2+ wl| + Cllz = wl|(l[z — z[| + [[w — y]).

E MZé,M,i _ Zé—l,M,i _ Zé,i n Zé—l,i

k
} < CAJ? /M*2.

Proof. Assume k is even. The inequality is proven following the same strategy as the proof of Lemma
A4, we write following (9) and (13):

ZEM _ glm UM gl | gl
LM I—1,M 1i 1—1,i
= Zt A; 1 Zt AV 11 Zt—ZAl71 +Zt—Aj71
LM, LM, LM l—1,M, 1—1,M, —1,M
+< <Z Azz 1751(Zt A: 17Mt*Al—1)> (Z AV 11’51(275 JAVIS 11’/”Lt Al—l)) (14)
-1 l 1 -1

*a<Zt A 1’51( t— AL pﬂt A 1)>+Q(Zt Az 1751( t— A; 17ﬂt—Al1))>Al—1
+ ..

where we wrote --- for brevity to indicate that the rest of terms are similar to first term in (14) and
follows the same general form as (9) and (13). We will show how to bound the first term in (14) since
the rest of the terms, which were indicated by ---, are treated similarly. define the vector RV =
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LM 7 (ol M LM . LM 7 (oM LM .
(Zox) 5 &(Z08 oA, ) and write a(RMM) for a (Zt’_A’fil,gl(Zt’_A’jil , “tLAl,1)>v similarly define

RI-LM R and R'=!. Applying Lemma A.5 to the function a we have

la(R) — a(R"™HM) — a(R') + a(RH)|| < C|RYM = RZPM|(RYM — RY| + || R 2 — RH)) 5
+ CHRZ’M _ Rl—l,M _ Rl +Rl_1||, ( )

Using the assumption that &; is Liptchitz, Lemma A.4, and Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund in a manner similar
to (11) we have E[||RWM — RI=1M |12 < CAF and E[||RMM — R!||?*] < C43%, thus using Cauchy-Schwarz
and the CP inequality we have

E[||R"M — RHSM (R — R 4 |RM — R
< O (E[|R"M — RWM |)(E[|RM — R + B[R — R-12H)) (16)
< CAS? M2,
Similarly to (10) the term ||[RWM — RI=LM — Rl 4+ RI=1|| in (15) is bounded by
]E[||Rl’M o lel,M o Rl +lel||k}

1,M,i 1—1,M,i 1,3 -1, k
< CE[”thAz_l - thAl_lz - thA,_l + thAj_l H ]

M
1 1,M,i 1,M,j 1—1,Mi —1,M,j 1 1.
TR H M Z (gl(Zt—Azl—l ’ Zt—Alj—l) - gl(Zt—Azqz’ Zt—Azflj) —& (Zt—ZAzfl’ Zt—JAzq)
i=1

k
i . 1 i g 1 1
+&(Z 5, foAl_l)) ] +CE HM > (&(ZELAZ_N Zp N, ) —alZZy 2 )

J#i

1,3 1,3
51 (Zt—zA171 ’ Zt—zAl,l )
]

Using Lemmata A.5 and then A.4 and with Cauchy-Schwarz similarly to 16, the second expectation after
the inequality in (17) can be bounded from above by C sup; E[||Zi;]\/2:71 —Zf:kf\i[’f _ZifAl,l +Z£:E,1 %]+

CA]Z/ 2 /MP¥/2. For the third expectations we use Fubini and Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality in a

manner similar to (11), & is Lipchitz, and Lemma A.4:
i i N G e W lii dull
Z 51( t—A_1? t*Al—l> 51( t—A_1? t*AL—1> fl( thl,ﬁy) /thAl_l(y)

>
]

+ ek ik o)
1, 1,j 11, 1—1,5 1, 1,j
S (aztia  ZPa ) 62K 2K ) ~Ela(Z s 2, )

J#i
k/2
1—1,i 1-1,5
+E[€1(Zt—Al,let—Alj,l)]> }

1, i
<OMM?swpE[| 2", , — 2 a,, I

k 1

1—1,4 1—1,4 1,3 -1, —
_gl(Zt—Alfl’Zt—Al,I) _/gl(Zt—AL,I’y)d/’[/éfAlfl(y)+/§1<Zt—A171’y)dl‘ti—lAlfl(y)

- e  wiia W+ [ Q@ i, o)

(17)

<cs|

2

<CMFPAN?.
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Using &; is Lipchitz and Lemma A.4 the last expectation in (17) is bounded by CAf/z/Mk. Therefore
we have shown

7|
1,3 F 1,3 l 1—1,i e 1—1,4 -1
—a (thAl,17gl(thAlfl"ut*Al—l)) +a (thAz,17€1(Zt7AL,1"uthlfl))

AR
MFkE/2"

LMi 7 el M I,M I—1,M,i 7 /Ad=1,Mi 1—1,M
a (Zt—Azq’gl(Zt—Azfl’/j’t—Aza)) —a (Zt_Al—l ’gl(Zt—Azf1 "ut—Azq))

|

1,M,i 1—1,M,i -
< CsupE {HZt—Al_l —Zy N, Zia  + ZLZHII’“} +C
A similar bound holds for the rest of terms in (14). Applying Lemma A.2 several times we have

supE [|| 20" =z~ Mzl 2 ]
3

) ) Ak/Q
1,M, I-1,M, ! -1 k
S (1 + CAl) SupE |:||Zt_A;—1 - Zt—Asz - Zt*Al—l + Zt—Azfl H + CMZIC/Q :
3

; ~ 1,M,i 1-1,Mi i -1, TA

Finally applying Lemma A.1 to the sequence {supiE [”Zs’Al’ R e/ W e 1||k}}
B B T T s=0

finishes the proof. O

S51,M LMN .
A.4 Bounds on Z;" and 7, increments

Lemma A.7. Assume (A1). Let k € N. There exists a constant C < 400 such that for every (I, M) €
Nx N andt € {0,Ay,...,T} the following inequalities hold

max{E[| Z;"|*], E[|1 2"} < C,
~ ~ 1
1,M Lk

E [HZt — Z|| } < OW’
E |12 - 27 M) < cal?,
SLM Hl-1,M 5 5 A
E [||Zt’ M gy Zé*lu’“} <ol
Proof. We assume k is even. We will prove the second inequality only since the same technique we will

use to prove it and the techniques used for proving Lemmata A.4 and A.6 can directly be applied to prove
the other inequalities in this lemma statement. We write

51, M 5 51, M 5
ZeM — 20 = 20" - 2,
>, F 7l l, — = [
+ (a(th\/i, y 51 (thjvi,, ) :utiv[A, )) - a(ZtlfAl ) 61 (ZtlfAl ’ :uifAl )))Al
+ (D20, &2 ™)) = D26, E(Z1_ a1 a,))) AT

The functions a and &; are Lipschitz from Assumption (A1), hence for a constant C' we have

SILM F o LM LM 5 55
E[Ha(zt—Al ) fl(Zt—AuNt—Al)) - a(ZLApﬁl(ZLAl ) NLAL))HIC]
| M | M k
51, M = SULM M, 5 Li
<C(ENZ, - 2o )T +E ‘M S 20k - S 6 s 2
i=1 i=1 (18)
k

M
1 . ; .
B (|5 o6l anZita) - [ @2 s il s )
=1
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The second expectation after the inequality in (18) is bounded by C(sup; IE[||Z£_IV£Z thl_Al %] +IEH|Z§_N£ZZ7
ZéfAl [I*]) and from Lemma A.4 we have sup;, E[HZf;N&f — ZtlfAl |] < C/M"*/2. The third expectation after
the inequality in (18) is bounded above by C/M*/? using Fubini and Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality
in a manner similar to (11). Therefore we have

- - 2 ~ -~ ~ ~ 1
LM .M M 1,M
E[la(Z1'4, &2, 1 ?h) = alZ_a, & (ZEapi_a I < € (E 1222, = Zi_a, 1] + Mk./g) -

The rest of the proof is identical to the proof of Lemma A.4. O

Lemma A.8. Assume (A1-2). Let p € CZ(R?) N B,(RY), t € {0,1,2,...,T}, and k € N. There exists
C < 400 such that for every (I, M) € N x N:

_ k K 1
B |0 -] | <catfiel, B |0b s | < ol
LM _-1LM g, -1 k AP
E “(%’ S I M S )(90)‘ ] < Cypiplelz:

Proof. Let t € {0,1,...,T}. Define the function ® : (R?)* — R by ®(z1,...,2:) = () [[.~; G4, 9i).
From Assumption (A2) the function ® is Lipchitz and |®|; < C|p|1. Using Jensen’s inequality, the mean
value theorem, and Lemma A.7 we have

k]

I,M 1—1,M
E [l =2 M) )] =B

’E O 2 - a2 _,zg—laM>‘f;vM,f;—LM}

7 % 5, ~ k
et 0w

<CE

=1

t
SIM S—1,M
|<P|]f2||Zi - Z; ||k]
k)2
< C|<P|lfAl/ .

The second inequality in the lemma statement follows analogously. The proof of the third inequality is
essentially the same but we use Lemma A.5 and A.7. O

Lemma A.9. Assume (A1-2). Let ¢ € CZ(RY) NBy(RY), t € {0,1,2,...,T}, and k € N. There exists
C < 400 such that for every (I, M) € N x N:

1

WMIIC’

||t - ni )| | < calelt, B |[a - mh | <o

By AT Y S B AU RO A
B ||t — i = wl a)| | < 0ol

Proof. The first two inequalities follow directly form Lemma A.8. The third inequality follows directly as
well from Lemma A.8 and Cauchy Schwarz inequality and using the algebraic identity

a b c d 1 b 1
1 d d
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A.5 Proof of Theorem 3.1

We begin this section by bounding the bias of the estimator 7Z (). We use Proposition 3.1 from [25]
which we restate as Lemma A.10 below.

Remark A.1. Consider the process Z, = Z; — xo and define the functions a'(u,v) = a(u + xo,v),

V(u,v) = blu + x0,v), §5(u,v) = &§i(u + xo,v + x0) for j € {1,2}. Z} satisfies SDE (1) but with
a,b, &1, &, xo replaced with o', b, €],£,,0. C in the Proposition 8.1 in [25] can be bounded by a constant
that depends on the bounds of a’,b' &, &, and their derivatives which are finite by Assumption Al, this

allows us to remove the dependence of xqy from the constant C in Proposition 3.1 of [25].

Lemma A.10. Assume (W2). Lett € {0,1,...,T}. For every ¢ € Ci°(RY)NB,(RY) there exists C < +00
such that for every l € Ny:

PHt71,t(50) - PMi,pt(SO) 0 < CA[

Lemma A.11. Assume (A2). Lett € {0,...,T} There exists a constant C < +oo such that for every
1 € Ny and ¢ € By(RY):
max (|7 (), 17:(#)]) < Clelo,

Proof. Follows directly from Assumption (A2) and the definitions of v;(¢) and ~}(¢). O

Lemma A.12. Assume (A1-2) and (W1-2). Lett € {0,...,T}. For every p € C°(R?) N By(R?) there
exists a constant C' < 400 such that for every (I, M) € Ng x N

[y (0) = ()|, < CAL

|me(@) — mi(0)], < CAL

Proof. For concise notation we define the functions Gy(z) = G(x,y;) for every t € {0,...,T} and z € R%.
We will prove the inequalities using induction. The first inequality is satisfied trivially at ¢ = 0 since
Yo = Y& = 04, Assume the inequality holds for ¢+ — 1 where t > 1, we write

1(9) = (@) = Vo1 (Puro1 t(Geo) = Py [(Ge)) + (-1 = Y1) (Pus 1 t(Ge))-

Lemma A.11 and Lemma A.10 yields the bound for the first term. Assumption (W1) allows us to apply
the induction hypothesis to bound the second term. The second inequality follows from the first one and
the equality

1 1
m(p) — Wi(@) = m(%ﬁ(l) - %(1))%(@) - W(’Yﬁ(@) —7t(0))-

Notice that the quantities v;(1) and (1) are bounded below away from 0 because of Assumption (A2). [

The following lemma is a consequence of the standard theory of L,-bounds for particle filters (Theorem
2.9 in [10]).

Lemma A.13. Assume (A1-2) and let t € {1,...,T}. There exists C < 400 such that for every
¢ € By(RY) and (I, M,N) € Ny x N x N:

“|
Remark A.2. Because G is bounded we can apply Theorem 2.9 in [10] to obtain the bound E[(Wi’M(go) —
7 MN (0))2| FRM) < C% where C is FI'™. However, following the formula for C in Theorem 2.9 in

[10] and Assumption (A2) allow us to bound C' from above by a deterministic constant. This justifies the
deterministic C' in Lemma A.183.

2 1
LM I,M,N
wM () - a ()| < ol
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Proof of Theorem 3.1: Using the C? inequality

E |(mi(p) - m" N ()]
<C ((mle) = mF(@)? +E [(7F () = mP M (0))2] + E (w0 (0) = MV (0))2] ).

Lemmata A.12, A.9, and A.13 finish the proof. O

A.6 Proof of Theorem 3.2

We condition on J(}'tl*l’M,]-'tl’M) and consider Theorem C.1 and Lemma C.3 in [18] under this condi-
tioning. Following the same reasoning as in Remark A.2 the constant C'(n, ) in [18] can be assumed to
be deterministic in our setting because the functions a, b, {1, &2, G are bounded by Assumptions (A1-2).
Thus we have that for s € {1, 2}:

B[ (4 () - ml N () = b () 1l )) | < BRI

where we used the inequality E[\/B(n)] < E[B(n)]'/? and B(n) is defined in equation (C.1) in [18]. Lemma
A.7 verifies an in expectation (over all randomness) version of Assumption D.1 in [18] from which a version
of Theorem D.5 in [18] follows (with expectation taken over all randomness). We apply the C? inequality
on B(n), the first sum corresponding to maximum coupling is bounded by our version of Theorem D.5 in
[18] and for the other terms Lemmata A.7 and A.8 suffice. Therefore we have E[B(n)] < A'Y/2. We state
the result of this discussion as the following Lemma.

Lemma A.14. Assume (A1-2). Let p € CL(RY)NBL(RY) and t € {1,...,T}. There exists C < +00 such
that for every (I, M,N) € Nx Nx N and s € {1,2}:

I,M,N 1—1,M,N 1,M 1-1,M s Als/4
[E[(7N (@) = MV () = mM () + 1M () ]| < 05

Proof of Theorem 3.2:

- E[ (me(0) — mE (@) + (70() — 70M0 () 4 (2010 () — OMoNo )

L L

2

l -1 L,M 1-1,M 1,M 1-1,M 1,M;,N 1—1,M;,N

+Z(7Tt_7Tt —m l)(‘P)"‘Z(ﬂ't b w4y : l)(‘P)) ]
1=1 =1

L 2
< C(m() - n(9)) + CE [ (n(g) — 0" (¢))*] + CE (Zmi — My wi—l’Mlma))
=1

L 2
+ CE [(# () =m0 (4))?] + CE (Z(Wﬁ’Ml =y DM e Wi_l’M”N‘)(sO)>
=1

The first term is bounded using CA?% by Lemma A.12, the bounds for the second and third terms follow
from CP inequality and Lemma A.9. The fourth is the error of a standard particle filter stated in Lemma
A.13. For the fifth term we use Lemma A.14 as follows
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2
L
E (Z(T(iJ\/h _ ﬂ_i*LMz _ ,n.)l:’Mlle + Wil’]VIZ’Nl)((P)>

I
M=
=
—
E
=
_|_
é
=
N
d
_|_
]

L \1/2 ALAAL/A
oyt oy e
=1 p#q P
L A1/2
A
<C )
— Nl7

where for the last line first notice that Assumtion (A3) implies that N, > (L —1)?/2 for 0 <1< L —1
then using Cauchy Schwarz inequality

(S () (£) (15 (54)

PF#q =1 =1
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