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Abstract

We present a purely probabilistic proof of propagation of molecular
chaos for N-particle systems in dimension 3 with interaction forces scal-
ing like 1/|g|* with A < 2 and cut-off at ¢ = N~/%. The proof yields
a Gronwall estimate for the maximal distance between exact microscopic
and approximate mean-field dynamics. This can be used to show propa-
gation of molecular chaos, i.e. weak convergence of the marginals to the
corresponding products of solutions of the respective mean-field equation
without cut-off in a quantitative way. Our results thus lead to a deriva-
tion of the Vlasov equation from the microscopic N-particle dynamics
with force term arbitrarily close to the physically relevant Coulomb- and
gravitational forces.

1 Introduction

Consider a system consisting of IV interacting identical particles subject to New-
tonian time evolution. The dynamics is given by the respective Newtonian flow
(TN )t ser : ROY — ROV which is assumed to be symmetric under permutation
of coordinates. Denoting the interaction force by f : R3 — R? and the distri-
bution function on phase space R® with position coordinates ¢ and momentum
coordinates p by k : R6 — ]R(J{ , the Vlasov equation is given by the non-linear
PDE y

Otk +Vek -G+ Vpk- fxk, =0, (1)

where kt(q) = [ ki(q,p)dp.

The global existence and uniqueness of solutions of this equation for suit-
able initial conditions is well understood, even for singular interactions (see
[Pfaffelmoser, 1992, [Schaeffer, 1991] and [Lions and Perthame, 1991]).

Our goal here is to derive the Vlasov equation from the microscopic New-
tonian N-particle dynamics. For this purpose, we compare the microscopic
N-particle time evolution with an effective one-particle description given by the
Vlasov flow (o7, )¢,scr : RS — RS and prove convergence of W[, to the product
of ga,{\fs in the limit N — oo in a suitable sense. From this, weak convergence
of the s-particle marginals of the N-particle system to the corresponding s-fold
products of solutions of the Vlasov equation follows.

This is usually referred to as propagation of molecular chaos. Classical re-
sults of this kind are valid for Lipschitz-bounded forces [Braun and Hepp, 1977,
[Dobrushin, 1979]. Even if formulated probabilistically, these results rely on
deterministic initial conditions. Such approaches have difficulties for singular
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interactions in combination with clustering of particles. A very good overview
is given in the book by Herbert Spohn [Spohn, 1991].

Recently, Hauray and Jabin could include singular interaction forces scaling
like 1/|g|* in three dimensions with A\ < 1 [Hauray and Jabin, 2007] as well
as the physically more interesting case with A smaller but close to 2, and a
lower bound on the cut-off at ¢ = N~'/¢ [Hauray and Jabin, 2014]. While their
convergence Theorem is deterministic as well, it is valid for quite generic initial
conditions chosen according to the respective N-particle law. Furthermore, the
latter work quantifies the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distance for large
enough N.

Another deterministic result [Kiessling, 2014], which is valid for repulsive
pair-interactions, assumes no cut-off but some additional technical condition
which can be read as a bound on the maximal forces of the microscopic system
along the trajectories.

The strategy which we shall present in the following is designed for stochastic
initial conditions. Using typicality arguments it is possible to derive the Vlasov
equation where deterministic methods fail: For singular interactions there are
in fact deterministic initial conditions for which the dynamics is not described
by the Vlasov equation (see Remark [[2 below) and in general it might be hard
to rule out such initial condidtions by bounds on the energy. However, such
“bad” initial conditions of particles may, while not impossible, be very atypical
in the sense that the respective volume in phase space is small. This offers
the chance to generalize our technique and prove Vlasov-like results also for
more singular potentials and /or more complicated dynamics, as for example the
Vlasov-Maxwell system (for a recent result see for example [Elskens et al., 2009]
and [Golse, 2012]), or for systems involving other field degrees of freedom.

In this article, the heart of the idea shall be presented for the case of forces
with singularities slightly weaker than for Coulomb- or gravitational forces: f ~
1/|q| with 3/2 < A < 2 and cut-off at ¢ = N~'/3. This particular cut-off width
can be physically motivated by the fact that the typical inter-particle distance
in position space R? is given by N~1/3. Our proof relies on a Gronwall estimate
for a suitable notion of distance between exact and mean-field dynamics. We
remark that the final result on the convergence of the s-particle marginals to the
corresponding s-fold products of solutions of the Vlasov equation is quantitative
in the sense that it provides the rate of convergence in N.

We first state our requirements on ®V and V:

Definition 1.1. (a) Let for some 3/2 < A < 2 and any N € NU {co} the
interaction force fV : R?® — R? be given by

aLy  if g > N7/3
fN<q>={ 0 lal = @)

A+1
aqN 73 else,

where a is some real number and | - | denotes the euclidean norm in R? .
In this sense, f*° denotes the force without cut-off. Note that a negative
a corresponds to attractive forces, whereas a positive a corresponds to
repulsive forces.

We shall in the following use the notation X = (Q, P) = (q1,..-,qN,P1,-- -, PN)
and (Q); = g; € R3. The total force of the system is given by F : RN —
RN, where (F(X)); = >,;(N = 1) f¥(g; — i) is the force exhibited



on a single coordinate j. Note that we omit to make the dependence of F'
on the particle number N explicit.

(b) Let ¥}, be the Newtonian flow on R%Y, defined by
d

— U

dt*

where V' is given by V(X) = (P, F(X)).

(X) = V(¥7,(X)) 3)

(c) We introduce now for any probability density ko : RS — RS‘ the effective
one particle flow (‘Pé\,[s)tZS given by the following coupled equations: First,
we define k : R x R6 — Rz{ , which gives for each time ¢ the effective
distribution function time-evolved with respect to ¢\ (z) : k(0,-) = ko

and
ki (x) = kY (t, @) = Ko(ep (@) - (4)
Second, for x = (¢, p), the effective flow <p,{\,[s itself is defined by
d
%wi\fs(z) =0’ (1, (2)) . ()

where v? is given by vf(x) = (p,?iv (q)). Here, the mean-field force 75[ is
defined as F; = fN¥ « kY and &V : R x R? — Ry is given by

kN (q) = /kfiv(q,p)dgp :

(d) We shall lift this flow to the N-particle phase-space. The respective @f; =
((pffs)@v satisfies

d
— N
dt t,s

with V,(X) = (P F(Q)) and T, given by (Fy(Q)), =T (1)

(X) = V(@7 (X)),

Remark 1.1. Tt is possible to generalize to 0 < A < 3/2 and to dimension d # 3.
Depending on A and d, it is furthermore possible to choose a narrower cut-off.
To keep the notation as simple as possible, we restrict ourselves to the situation
above.

Remark 1.2. In the model we are considering there are in fact configurations X
for which the Wasserstein distance between the empirical densities and the effec-
tive distribution function will, despite being initially small, become large during
time evolution. Consider a configuration X for which groups of N3/4 particles
cluster in the sense that they are all located at the same coordinate. There are
N4 such clusters in total, and we assume that each of them is distributed in-
dependently according to a probability density k. Choose a typical distribution

0 according to the law HN1/4 k. Then the initial Wasserstein distance between
the empirical distribution § and the effective distribution & is small. However,
the potential energy of each particle-pair in a given cluster scales as N~2/3,
and thus the potential energy of each of the N particles diverges as N — oo.
Eventually, the clusters will break up, resulting in large deviations of the kinetic
energies and consequently the momenta from the mean-field case.



Notation 1. k¥ : RS — Rz{ can be understood as a one particle probability
density. All probabilities and expectation values are meant with respect to
the product measure given at a certain time, i.e. for any random variable
H : RN — R and any element A of the Borel o-algebra

P eA) = [ [ )ax (6)

Hil(A) j=1

N
E(H) = [ CHE) [Tk @5)dx . (7)

R6N

Since the measure is invariant under @g\fs, it follows that

R6N

E(Ho®) = [ H(®(X) ]k (;)dx

= | HX) [TR (oli(a)dxX .

R6N i=1

Since kY (o), (x;)) = k¥ (z;) it follows that
Es(H o ®7,) = Eq(H) . (8)
We first state our result for interaction forces with cut-off:

Theorem 1.1. Let t > 0 be such that there exists a Cy < 0o with

sup £ [loo < Co - (9)
0<s<t

Then, under the assumptions given in Definition [I1, there exists a constant
C1 < oo such that

Po( sup [W5(X) — @(X)| > NV <N

(10)

Under further assumptions on the initial conditions ko, as well as on the
solution of the Vlasov equation without cut-off (denoted by k¢°), we can show
that solutions for forces with cut-off approximate solutions for forces without
cut-off. Consequently, under these additional assumptions, Theorem [[T] can be
generalized to the case of interaction forces without cut-off:

Theorem 1.2. Let Vko(z) < Co(1 + |z|)~" for some Cy < oo. Let t > 0 be
such that there exists a C1 < oo with

sup [|k%°]l0e < C4 . (11)
0<s<t

Then, under the assumptions given in Definition [I1l, there exist constants
Cs, C3 < 0o such that

Po( sup [WDo(X) — (X)| L > CN 73 < N
0<s<t

(12)



We can further show that Theorem [[] (respectively Theorem [[2)) implies
weak convergence of the s-particle marginals of the microscopic N-particle sys-
tem to the corresponding products of solutions of the Vlasov equation with
cut-off, i.e. k¥ (respectively without cut-off, i.e. k®):

Definition 1.2. Let £ be the space of functions f : R® — R given by

fele|flle=IIfle=1,

where || f||z denotes the global Lipschitz constant of f.
For two probability densities k,l : R® — R{ the bounded Lipschitz distance
is defined by

dr,(k,1) :== sup
fec

[ k@) -~ 1) @)z

Corollary 1.1. Let t > 0, and let for probability densities ky : RS — RS‘ the
N-particle densities K : R x RSN — R be given by Ko(X) = vazl ko(xj) and
Ki(X):= KO(\IJ{J\{t(X)).

Then, under the conditions of Theorem [Tl (respectively Theorem [I3), the
reduced s-particle marginal given by

Kt(s)(zl, cey L) = /Kt(X)d6z5+1d6xs+2 dfry
converges weakly to the s-fold product of kN (respectively ki) in the sense that

22—4 22—4

dL(Kt(S), (k,fv)®s) <CN s (respectively dL(Kt(S), (k*)®°) < ON s )

for some C' < c.

2 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Notation 2. Constants appearing in estimates will generically be denoted by C.
We shall not distinguish constants appearing in a sequence of estimates, i.e. in
X < CY < CZ, the constants C may differ.

We first introduce a suitable notion of distance on R?*V which enables us to
prove that for finite time \Ili\fo and @i\fo will typically be close with respect to that
notion of distance. Since we are dealing with probabilistic initial conditions, we
introduce a stochastic process J; which is such that

a) we can show that the expectation value of J; is small and

b) a small expectation value of J; implies that - typically - ¥)(X) and
P (X) are close, i.e. Theorem LTl

Definition 2.1. Let J;, : RV x R — R be the stochastic process given by

Ji(X) = min{l,N1/3 sup yqufO(X)<I>;YO(X)\OO} .

0<s<t

Here | - |oo denotes the supremum norm on RV,



We shall prove the following

Lemma 2.1. Let t > 0. Then, under the assumptions of Theorem [I1], there
ezists a constant C' < oo such that

Eo(J;) < CN™v . (13)

Since the probability

PPo ( sup |Wlo(X) — ol (X)| > N_1/3) =Po(J: = 1) < Eo(Jr) ,

0<s<t

Theorem [Tl is a direct consequence of the Lemma. The proof of Lemma 2.T]is
given at the very end of section

The proof of the Lemma need some further preparation. It is based on a
Gronwall argument, i.e. we shall give an upper bound on the difference

Eo(Jt+at — Ji) = Bo(Jevar) — Eo(J) - (14)
We will do so by a suitable partition of the phase space RSV,

Definition 2.2. For any subset A C RV, any random variable .J and any s
we define the restricted expectation value of J with respect to k¥ by

Es(J | A) := Eg(JH)

where JA is the random variable given by

J(X fXed
JA(X): {0( ) else.

From this definition it follows directly that

Eo(J) = ) Eo(J | 4)) (15)

JeI

for any partition UjeIAj = ROV,

Our strategy can now be summarised as follows: First note that those config-
urations where J; is maximal, i.e. [0 (X) — &N (X)| > N~'/3 areirrelevant
for finding an upper bound of Eg(J¢44t) — Eo(J;). Below we shall call the set of
such configurations A; and show that Eo(Jipqr — J¢ | Ar) < 0.

We are thus left with configurations for which |¥)(X) — ®Yy(X) ’OO <

N~1/3. The growth of Eq(J;ya¢) — Eo(J;) stems from fluctuations in the forces:

[F(0(X)) = F(@7(X))| , < [F(¥70(X)) = F(27,(X))|
+[F(@70(X)) — F(27(X)))|

o)
oo

Note that @7, (X) is product distributed. The set of configurations X for which

the first term | F(®,%(X)) — F(®,,(X))|__ is large will be denoted by B;. Large

means in our case “larger than N~/3” since any difference in the force is

directly translated into a growth in the difference |¥(X) — @7 (X)|__, which



is multiplied by N'/3 in the definition of J,. We shall show below that the
probability to be in B; is small.

If F was globally Lipschitz continuous, the second term |F(®Y (X)) — F(¥,(X))]
would directly translate into the difference |02, (X) — @2 (X) ’OO and the result
would be proven. However, the forces we consider are mildly singular, and hence
there is no uniform Lipschitz constant (in particular not in N). There exist in
fact configurations X - for example when all particles have the same position -
for which this force becomes singular in the limit N — co. However, we shall
show that, for typical distributions, the force does indeed satisfy a Lipschitz
condition.

To implement this argument, we will introduce a function g which can be
used to control the difference |f™(x) — fN (2 + §)|s. Here, J is smaller than
2N~1/3 since in the coordinates of any two interacting particles we only need
to take into account fluctuations smaller than N~'/3. We will then control G =
(N—-1)"1 > ik 9(aj — qr) for typical configurations. Below we will denote the
set of configurations where G is large by C; and show that it is very improbable
to be in C;. For the configurations which are left we have a Lipschitz condition
on F and will get a good estimate on |F(® (X)) — F(¥N(X))|

Definition 2.3. Let
o(a) = {— il > 3BV

oo

oo’

\/§N% else.
and G be deﬁged by (G(X)); = >, (N — 1)*1g(qj — ¢i). Furthermore let G
be given by (G1(X)), = 7,(q;) with §,(q) = g+ k" (q)-
Lemma 2.2. For any 0 € R® with |0|s < 2N "3 it follows that
1Y (@) = FY(a + 0)loe < 9(9)10]oo -

Proof. First note that the derivative of f& is bounded by N *3. Hence for
lg] < 3v3N~1/3 using that |- | < V3| - |

1IN (@) = Y@+ 6)oo < 1F¥(@) = N (g4 8)| < N5716] < VBN |5
= 9(¢)[0]~

For |q| > 3v/3N~1/3 we have the largest difference if § points in the opposite
direction of q. The largest derivative between ¢ and ¢ + J is then at the point
closest to the center. It follows that

d

N N .Y

17 (@) = 7 (g +0)|e < %(T )‘T:\Q\—W |6 (16)
=A(lal = [8)~"*a] . (17)

Since 2|q| > 2v/3N~1/3 > /36| > |0] it follows that |g|— 6] = %+§|q|—|5| >

lal
3

Using this, A < 2 and |- | < V3| - |00, we get
(@) = V(g + 8)oe <A g7 1VBI0]o0 < 941g] 0] - (18)
O



Definition 2.4. Let for any ¢ € R the sets A, B;,C; C RSN be given by

X € By & [F(®N)(X)) = Fa(®Ny (X))o > N5 (20)
X €C & |G(P(X)) — Ge(@(X))]oo > 1. (21)

Since J; is bounded by one and J¢(X) = 1 for any X € A; it follows that
Jirat(X) — J(X) <0 for any X € A;. Therefore

Eo(Jtyar — Ji | Ar) 0. (22)
By definition [[LT] it follows that

U ae,0(X) = ULG(X) + V(TR0 (X))dt + o (dt) (23)
D% 41,0(X) = 0 (X) + Ve(@7(X))dt + on (dt) (24)

where the index N on oy appears in order to remind the reader that the limit
is mot uniform in N.
By triangle inequality we get that

(W a,0(X) = @4 a0 (X)| L <WNG(X) — (X))
+ [V(0(X)) = Vi(@(X))| _ dt + on(dt)
therefore
Jeyar(X) = Jo(X) < |[V(UN(X))dt = Vi(®1(X))|  NV3dt + on (dt)

and thus

Eo(Jesar — Ji | A7) = Eo([V o U, = Vo @] | AF)NY3dt = oy (dt) , (25)

where A§ denotes the complement of the set Ay.
We are left with estimating Eo(V o ¥}y — V0@ | Af) and will now further
partition the set A§ using definition 2.4

IE0 (Jt+dt - Jt) = EO(Jt-i-dt - Jt | -At) (S O)
FEo (Jopar — Jp | AS) — Eo (yV(\ngO(X)) ~ V@M (X)) | Ag) N3gs
(= on(dt))

+ o (VX)) = Vi@ (X)), | (B UC)\A) N

+Eo (|V((X0) = Va(@ (X)), | (BrUCi UA)) Nt

< ( sup {|F(X)|so} + XSI%}ZN {IF(X)|s} + Nl/s) (Po(By) + Po(Cy)) NY3dt

XE]RGN

+Eo (VX)) = Vi@ (X)) | (B UC U A)) N3t + on(db)

where we used that on the set (B;UC;)\ A, the momentum part of }V(‘I’z]s\fo(X)) —Vi(®

is bounded by N—1/3.

N
t,0

(X))



Since the two-particle force is bounded by N2/ it follows that the total force
acting on each particle is also bounded by N?/3. Furthermore, the mean-field
force is bounded, thus

Eo(Je4at — J¢) <(2N + 1) (Po(B) +Po(Cy)) dt (26)
+Eo (|V(WN (X)) — V(@Y (X))| . | (B UCUA)) N34t
(27)

+ ON(dt) .

At this point we have arrived at the crucial estimates of our proof. Based
on the law of large numbers, we shall now show that the probability to be in
the set B or C is smaller than C, N~ for any v > 0 and some C,. This yields
that (28) is small (see Corollary ZT). The control of [27) is then provided in
Lemma 2.4

Since f and g do have some similarities, we shall give the law of large numbers
argument for an appropriate general function h and use this general estimate
thereafter to control Py(B;) and Py(C;) in Corollary 211

Lemma 2.3. Let a € N and h : R? — R® be a function with

2242

CN~"9"|g|™ iflql > N7/
h < _
(@)l < {CNA92 else

for some C € RT. Let Hj(X) := > iz Ma; — ¢;) and D; C RN be given by
X €Dy |[Hy(X) (N = Dh Y (g)] > 1

with EtN as in Theorem [I1] and

N
D=JD;.
j=1

Then there exists a C., < oo for any v > 0 such that P;(D) < C,N~7.

Proof. Due to symmetry in exchanging any two coordinates
N
P(D) < Y Py(D;) = NPy(Ds) .
j=1

So it is sufficient to show that for any v > 0 there exists a Cy < oo such that
P.(Dy) <CyN77. (28)

The proof of (28)) is based on a law of large numbers argument. Using Markov
we get that for any even natural number M

P00 < B ( (10 3) - (V- DR ) )

So let M € 2N be some even natural number.



Let M be a set of multi-indices, more precisely the set of all maps « :
{1,2,...,M} - {2,...,N}. Define |- | : M — N as the number of elements in
the image of «

la] = Ja({1,...,M})|.

For any 1 < j < N let o := Zgl 5(a(i),j) and
N N o
¢ = [T (hlar = a) = h RV (@)~ (29)
j=2

It follows that

E, ((Hl(X)(Nnh*E,{V(ql))M) =E, <N (h(Qiq1)h*EiV(Q1))>

=

= > E(G”).

aeEM

Note that E,(G*) = 0 whenever there exists a 1 < j < N such that a;; = 1.
This can be seen be integrating the j** variable first.

Whenever |a| > M/2 there has to be at least one index j such that o; = 1.
Thus

B (100 - - @) ) = X EGE). (0

la|<M/2

To proceed we shall need the following two formulae: For any two functions
f,g:R> =R

1f * glloo < fll1rcollgllive (31)
where
[ llinco =1l llx+ I lloo (32)
and
lgllives == inf  {llg1lls + [|goolloc} - (33)
g1t9c=g

Formula (3T]) can be proven in the following way: For any g1 + goo = g we
have using triangle inequality, Young and Hélder

1 * glloo IS * gilloo + [1f * goolloo < I fllocllgnlly + [1F 1l goolloo
<N lhnco(llgnlly + llgoolloo) -

Taking the infimum over all possible g1 and go. the formula follows.
Since [[¥]|1 = 1 and ||k} || is bounded (cf. equation (@) it holds that

10



Now we test the infimum in ||A]]1vee (see B3))) and get

1l veo < / h(o)|dq + sup |h(q)]
lq|<1

lg|>1

—2X—2

</ CN= g d3q + ON 5
lq|<1

—2)x-2
9 .

<CN
It follows that

—22—2

Hh*EtN(ql)H <ONTHE < oNF (35)

and thus ’h(ql —qj) — h*EtN(ql)‘ < CN*7 and

~ n ~ n—2 ~ 2
’h(|(J1 —qj|l — h* ktN(fh)‘ = ‘h(|Q1 —qj| — hx ktN(fh)’ ’h(|(J1 —qi| = hx k) (@)

(n—2)(A=2)
9

~ 2
<CN h(lq1 — g4l —h*ktN((h)’

Using this and E [(Z — E[Z])Q} < E[Z?] for any random variable Z one gets

R ) (0= i = 1R ) (36)

(n—=2)(A—2)
9

<CN

[ @) (- 0l - 1B @)

(n—2)(A—2)
9

<CN

[ B @) (e - g g,

The expectation value of |h(q; — qj)|2 can be estimated by
- 2
[ @) vt - )

S/ EN (q) |h(a1 — ¢5))> d®q; +/ EN (q5) |1 — a5) I d3q;
|1 — 5| <N-1/

lg1—q;|>N—1/3

2

T g+ CNTTE / la| = d%q;
lg|>N—1/3

<C N
l[g|<N—1/3
22—13 4AN+4 22—13

<SONTT +ON~75 36020 <ONTT |
Since A > 3/2 (B0) gives

5@ (a0 - ] - s )

n—2)(A—2 2213
( )( )N s

<CN 9

n(A=2)

<CN~- 95 N°'.

Using (29) we get that

B(G) = [ f[ [ (e = g = 1B @) ¥ @) | 1Y )

a]‘(k—Q)
< [[ eN=— N7 | k(z1)dxs .
Otj?fo

11



Recall that the number of «; which are not equal to zero is |a| and that
Z;V:l a; = M. It follows that
B(G%) < [ (OIS N han) oy
M(A—2)

=CleINT5— Nl

For any k € {1,..., M} the number of multi-indices a with |a] = k can
be calculated by simple combinatorics. Any such a can be uniquely identi-
fied by giving first the set «({1,2,...,M}) and then any surjective map from
{1,..., M} into this set.

The number of surjective maps is of course smaller than the number of all
maps into this set. Thus the number of indices o with |«| = k can be estimated

by
doi< (JIZ)Mk < NFMM-
la|=k
It follows with B0) that
~ M -2
E; ((Hl(X) — (N —=1)h = ktN(ql)) ) < Z NF M ok kM 252
k<M/2
ch%MMNM¥ . (37)
Since A < 2 we can find for any v > 0 a M and a constant C such that the right

hand side is smaller than C,N~7. It follows that P,(D;) < E,(HM) < C,N~7
and we get (28)) which proves the Lemma. O

Corollary 2.1. For any v > 0 there exists a Cy < oo such that
(a) Po(By) < C,N—7
(b) Py(C) < C,N~7

Proof. First note that Po(B;) = Py(®(B:)) and Po(Cy) = Py(®}(Ct)). Note,

that the funciton A in Lemma[Z3 was defined in such a way that (N—1)"! N RN
and (N — 1)71g satisfy the bound assumed for h.
Note that X € ®,(B;) implies that

[F(X) = Fi(X)|oo > N57°
A

7_2 —
respectively N9 |F(X) — Ft(X)|oo > 1.

Correspondingly, X € CIDI{YO (C;) implies that
[G(X) = Ge(X)]oo > 1.

This is satisfied only if there exists a j such that

Gi(X)—g*k (g)| = DN = 1) g(q; — a:) — g+ kY ()| > 1.

i#]

12



Choosing h = (N — 1)~!g this reads

> hlgj—a) — (N = Dhxk ()| > 1.
i#j

It follows that the sets &%, (B;) and ®7)(C;) are subsets of the set D defined in
Lemma 23] Thus one can find for any v > 0 a C, < oo such that

Po(By) = Py(®7(B) < CoN™7 |
Po(Ct) = Pe(@15(Ce)) < CLNTT .
O

Lemma 2.4. |V(UN(X)) ~ V(@M (X))|_ < CLX)N"V3 + N5 for all
X S (At UBt UCt)C.

Proof. Let X € (A, UB,UCy)%, Y := U (X) and Z := & (X).

The difference |V (V) — V(Z )|OO comes from a difference in the respective
forces and a difference in the respective momenta. The latter is bounded by
Y — Z|~ and we get

V() =ViZ)| < |FY)=Fu(2)| + Y ~ Z|x
By triangle inequality

— oo

+|F(2)-Fu(2)|, - (39)

[F(Y) = Fi(2)|, <IF(Y) - F(Z)|

Since X ¢ By it follows that |F(Z) — Ft(Z)‘oo < N*5" which controls 39).
With triangle inequality we get that for any 1 < j < N

(FW) = F(Z)sl = IR OESRCEED (40)
k#j -
VI 1N k) = V(- )| - (41)
k#j

Since X ¢ A, it follows that [V — Z|__ < N~5. In particular |y; — zj|oe < N73
and |yr — 2k|oo < N—3
Thus Lemma [Z2] implies

LNy — ) — Y (25 — 20) oo < 9(25 — 20)|Yj — Yk — 25 + 2koo »

and consequently

I(F(Y) = F(Z))jle < )Y 9z — 2y —yk — 2 4 2kl (42)
k#j
<(G(2));2]Y - Z] - (43)

13



Since X ¢ C; it follows that ‘(G(Z))j‘ <|lg * k]|l + 1 < C and thus

(F(Y) = F(2))jloc <C|Y = Zes - (44)

Since this holds true for any 1 < j < N and furthermore X ¢ A;, we obtain

|F(Y) = F(Z)|oo + [Y = Z|oo <CT(X)NTV/? (45)

and the Lemma follows. O

Proof of Lemma 2.1 With Corollary Zland Lemma 24 we can control (26])
and (217). It follows that there exists a C' > 0 such that

22\ —7

INTY3 L NT5)NY3dt + oy (dt)
) 22—4

dt+ N5 dt + on(dt) . (46)

Eo(Jspar — Ji) <2CN~rdt + Eo(C(Jo(X
<2CN~'dt + CEo(J(X)

2)0—4
9

Using Gronwall’s Lemma and that is negative we get Lemma 2.1

3 Proof of Theorem
Let for any N € NU {oo}

7 (q0,p0) =(a;" (g0, o), ¢ (405 P0)) := ©'+(q0, Po)

Br== sup |z} (qo,po) — 2% (qo, po)|
qo,po€R3

Note that by ([l the Vlasov-force is bounded for all times. It follows that
there exists a time-dependent C' < oo uniform in py and gy such that

P —po <C (47)
q;° — pot <C'. (48)

We shall now estimate 3; via Gronwall’s Lemma:

0 < sup_ | (p2 (a0,p0) = 5 (a0, po). Y SN (a0,p0) — R = (67 (a0, o)) ) |
q0,Po€

<Bi+ sup [kN % (Y (g0, 0)) — kY * N (47 (g0, 10)))|

qo,po€ER3
+ sup kY * V(6 (q0,p0)) — ki * £2°(45° (g0, o))
qo,po €R3
+ sup B+ 20> (g0, po)) — k52 % £2°(g7° (g0, po))| -
qo,po €R3

B+ 1Y = N 2lla — 4o
e LA R A a8
S AR Ay a8

<Br + kN oo IV N 118+ 1EN ool £Y = £
RN = B ool £ -

14



Let us assume that t is such that 5; < 1. Then

7€}fv(q)—%é"’(q)‘ S/!ko(qiv,piv)—ko(qé"’,p%"’)\d%o

S/( sup Vko(QEO,p?O+h)> |z — 2% d’po .
hER3;[h|=1

By ([@1), ]), and the assumptions of the Theorem (i.e. ko(z) < Co(1l +
|z[)~7) we get that [ (supheRS;W:l Vko(g°, pe° —l—h)) d3po is bounded, and
hence

kY = &l <CBe -
Thus for times ¢ with g; <1

OB <CB+C N = £ -

Since || fN — £l < N3 we get with Gronwall’s Lemma that for any
t > 0 there exists a C' such that for any 0 < s <t

sup |'riv(q05p0) - zgo(q05p0>| < CN_1/3 )
qo,poER3

which implies
|50 = 2%5]| < ONTVE (49)

Together with Theorem [[LT] this completes the proof. End of Proof

4 Proof of Corollary I.1]

We present the proof of the Corollary only under the conditions of Theorem [l
The proof under the conditions of Theorem is equivalent.
Let M; C RN be given by

X eMe |U(X) - (X)] >N
From Theorem [[LT] we get that

22—4

Po(M) S ClN 9

(50)

Note that
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N
—sup / Ko(W,(X)) — [ ko)) | glor, ... 2,)d X

:EEE /(KO(\IIé\ft(X))Ko(tl)é\{t(X)))g(xl,...,:cs)dGNX}

— sup /KO(X) (g ((\Il%(X))l L (\IngO(X))s) _g ((<1>,{7V0(X))1 . ((I)%(X))s)) dGNX’

geL

=sup| | Ko(X) (5 (X005 (#150),) =9 ((#100), oo (@05(X), ) ) X

+ sup

sup | [ Ko(X) (9 (#2000, (9500)), ) =9 (2100 (@(5)), ) ) X

(52)

M

From (B0) and since ||g||oc = 1 it follows that (5I) tends to zero as N — co.
Using that ||g||z = 1 we obtain

swp Lo ((6()), - (#150(X)), ) =0 ((@8(0), - (@250X)),) < N2

Hence (52) < N~1/3 and dL(Kt(S), (kN)®*) converges to zero as N — oc.
22 —4

Since A > 3/2 the rate of convergence is given by dL(Kt(S), (kN)®5) < CN™s
for some time-dependent, finite C'.
End of Proof
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