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QUENCHED ASYMPTOTICS FOR INTERACTING DIFFUSIONS ON
INHOMOGENEOUS RANDOM GRAPHS

ERIC LUCON

ABSTRACT. The aim of the paper is to address the behavior in large population of
diffusions interacting on a random, possibly diluted and inhomogeneous graph. This is
the natural continuation of a previous work, where the homogeneous Erdés-Rényi case
was considered. The class of graphs we consider includes disordered W-random graphs,
with possibly unbounded graphons. The main result concerns a quenched convergence
(that is true for almost every realization of the random graph) of the empirical measure of
the system towards the solution of a nonlinear Fokker-Planck PDE with spatial extension,
also appearing in different contexts, especially in neuroscience. The convergence of the
spatial profile associated to the diffusions is also considered, and one proves that the
limit is described in terms of a nonlinear integro-differential equation which matches the
neural field equation in certain particular cases.

1. THE MODEL

1.1. Interacting diffusions on a graph. For all n > 1, consider the system of coupled
diffusions (0572, . ,G(H)) inR? (d > 1)

n,t

(n)
a8y = e(6)at + - Zg T (007,600)) dt +0dByy, 0<E<T, i=1,..,n . (L1)
j=1

The dynamics in (L)) is decomposed into three terms: a local dynamics, represented by
c(-) : R? — R? a mean-field coupling (governed by the binary kernel I'(-,-) : R¢xR% — R9)
and a noise term, in the presence of i.i.d. standard Brownian motions in R%, By, ..., B,.
Here o is a constant, but possibly degenerate (even equally 0) diffusion matrix. The time
horizon T is fixed (but arbitrary).

In (L)), the diffusions (05"), . ,ng)) no longer interact on the complete graph (as it
is a common framework for a mean-field analysis) but through an nontrivial graph of
interaction, encoded by the sequence (Efz))i,j:17,,,7n in {0, 1}"2. More precisely, we define
the graph of interaction of (EEI) as G .= (V) ¢ (")) with set of vertices V() = [n] :=
{1,...,n} and set of edges £™ = {(i,j) € Y x Y E(n = 1}. The aim of the paper
is to analyse the large populatlon behavior of (L.II) for sfcuatmns where the graph of
interaction G is possibly inhomogeneous. This paper is the natural continuation of [21]
where the homogeneous Erdos-Rényi case is considered.
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Remark 1.1. Note that it would also be possible to include disordered coefficients c(6;,w;)
and T'(0;,wi, 0;,w;) in (LII), where (w;)iepm) is some i.i.d sequence independent of every-
thing, as it is customary for Kuramoto-type models (see Section below). Everything
below works with this additional random environment up to an additional expectation w.r.t.
this disorder, under appropriate moment conditions.

1.2. Construction of the interaction graph. The construction of the graph G(™ goes
back to the formalism of W-random graphs developed in [34, @, 10, 7, 8], which has
been used in particular in a series of papers [39] B0, BT} [16], [40] on macroscopic limits for
Kuramoto-type models (see Section [2.8)), in the deterministic case o = 0. In addition to
the fact that we consider here more general dynamics, the crucial point is the presence of
noise in (LI]) that changes considerably the analysis (in particular, the techniques used
in [31] [16] for the convergence of the empirical measure when ¢ = 0 do not seem to be
directly applicable to the case o # 0). The work that is closest to the present analysis is
the recent [43] where annealed large deviations estimates are given in the case of bounded
graphons.

Given a set I of spatial variables, we associate to each vertex i € [n] a position variable
:EZ(-n) e I encoding some local inhomogeneity for the vertex 7 in the graph G(™. Here,
Definition 1.2. [ is a closed subset of R? (p > 1), endowed with a probability measure {
with support I.

In many situations (see e.g. [34,9]), the set of positions I is taken to be [0, 1], but most of
the results presented below remain valid in more general cases, closer to situations where
:EZ(-n) actually encodes some real spatial position of the particle 02-("). Spatial extensions
of mean-field dynamics are particularly relevant in a context of neuroscience where one
accounts for the spatial organization of neurons in the cortex (see [36, 41l 14} [15] and
references therein for further details). The way positions (m&"), e ,xsl")) are chosen in I
will be made precise later (see Assumptions B and B3] below). For now, we suppose
that these positions are deterministic. In the rest of the paper, we denote by ¢, (dz) the

empirical measure of the positions:
1 n
lp(dz) := - kg_l 5961(:) (dx). (1.2)

Then, we introduce a kernel W, : I? — [0, 1] such that Wn(xgn),:ng-n)) € [0, 1] represents
the probability of the presence of the edge £Z-(3) in the graph G(™:

Definition 1.3. On a common probability space (Q, F,P), we give ourselves a family of
random variables (ff?) on 2, such that, under P, for each n > 1, (52-(3))1-7%[”]

is a collection of independent Bernoulli random variables with parameter Wn(xgn),xg-")).

i,j€Mln > 1

In (1)), the parameter /il(") > 0 is a dilution parameter that compensates for the

possible local sparsity of the graph G around vertex i: vertices with fewer neighbors will
(n)
i
sequence of positions in the graph G(™: K/Z(n) = K/Z(n)

have a larger dilution parameter. Note that each ;' may actually depend on the whole
(‘/Egn)a e 7$£Ln))- In the following Z :=

<£Z~(r;—)> and X := (mﬁn)> stand for the whole sequence of connections
’ 1,j€M]m > 1 i€nlin > 1
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(@) :
w1 Jijeln]
absence of ambiguity, we write z; instead of xgn), &i,j instead of 52(3) and 6; instead of

01-("). The notations P (-) and E[] stand for the probability and expectation w.r.t. the
randomness in the Brownian motions and initial condition in (I.I]). We use both notations
x-yor (z,y) for the scalar product of z,y € R%, and |z| denotes the Euclidean norm of
z. ol stands for the transpose of the matrix o. The notation (i, f) := [ fdu is also used
for the usual duality between a measure and some test function.

and positions. For fixed n > 1, we also write z := (mﬁn)) and £ = (5 In
1em -

1.3. The macroscopic kernel. In order to obtain a macroscopic limit as n — oo for
(1)), we require some averaging for the probability field W, (-,-): we assume the existence
of a nonnegative measurable function W : I? — [0,400) so that the probability field
(Wn)n > 1, correctly renormalized by the dilution parameters /il(-n), converges along the
sequence X as n — 0o to the macroscopic kernel W (anticipating on the definitions of the
Section [2.3] below, what we rigorously mean is that d,(z) in (2.I9]) goes to 0 as n — o0).
This assumption encodes some notion of graph convergence (in the sense of [34] [7]) that
is discussed in Section 2.7 below.

Remark 1.4. Without loss of generality, we suppose that one particle does not interact

with itself, that is 52(2) = 0 for all i € [n]. In the limit as n — oo, this boils down to
the assumption that the macroscopic kernel W is zero on the diagonal. We make theses
assumptions throughout this work without further notice.

1.4. The McKean-Vlasov process and the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation.
The natural limit of the particle system (L)) is then described by the nonlinear process
6% (at position x € I) solution to

497 = c(6%)dt + / W (2, y)T (et é) VY(d0)0(dy)dt + odBy, 0<t<T.  (1.3)
where, for fixed (z,t), v¥(d) is the law of #F. It is standard to see that the joint law

v(df,dz) = v*(d6)¢(dx)

of (#%, ) solves the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation
! 1
o) = e+ [ (v 590 (019) + Vgl ) s
0

n /Ot<ys(d97dx)7ve<p(97x). / W(x,y)F(H,é)ys(dé,dy)>ds, (1.4)

where ¢ is a regular test function. Writing formally 14(df, dz) = (0, z)d0¢(dx), (T4) is
the weak formulation of

01t = 5V (00'Var) = Vo (@ () + [ TCOWCnpa@ narian)). 1)

The precise meaning we give to ([3]) and (I4]) is given in Section below. (L3) and
(LX) are spatially-extended versions of standard McKean-Vlasov models that are natural
large population limits of mean-field particle systems such as (I.I)). A recent interest in
models with spatial extension similar to (LI]) has been shown in a neuroscience context
(see e.g. [36, [14] [43] [41] and references therein).
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2. MAIN ASSUMPTIONS AND RESULTS
2.1. General assumptions.

Assumption on the kernel W. For any r > 1, for any x € I such that W(z,-) € L"(I,{),
denote by

Wi(o)i= [ W) edy), (21)
We require the minimal assumption that
IWal| o, = su[I) Wa(z) < oo. (2.2)
S

This implies in particular that |[W;|,, < oo: in the limit n — oo, the degree of each node
x € I in the macroscopic graph W remains uniformly bounded ([22]). Suppose also

iIéfI’W(:E) > 0. (2.3)

Remark 2.1. A closer look to the proofs below shows that (23] can be discarded if one
assumes more integrability on W (for example, (2.3) is not needed if W is bounded).

Remark 2.2. An important remark is that we do not suppose any symmetry of the kernels
W and W,,, nor that we suppose that W and W,, are simple functions of the distance x —y
(this is a natural hypothesis if one thinks of applications in neuroscience, as the mutual
influence between nmeuron i on neuron j need not be symmetric). There are also some
interesting examples where W is not symmetric, even if G might be (see Section [3).
Note that the proof of Theorem below requires to consider asymmetric kernels (see

@B.4)-

Assumptions on the coefficients T' and ¢. We suppose that (8,0) — T'(6,6) and 0 — ¢(f) are
twice differentiable on R? with continuous derivatives and that I' is Lipschitz continuous
with sublinear behavior: there exists a constant Lt > 0 such that

(r(@l,eg) _ r(él,ég)‘ < Lp (‘91 - él( + (92 — éQD L 01,01,600,0, eRY,  (2.4)

‘r(e,é)‘ < Lr <1+19\+(é‘), 0,6 c RY. (2.5)
We require that ¢(-) is one-sided Lipschitz: there exists a constant L. > 0 such that
~ ~ 12 ~
<9—9,c(9)—c(0)> <L |0—0, 0.0 ¢cR? (2.6)

We also suppose some polynomial control on ¢(-): there exists & > 2 such that
c(0
wp 101
ocrd 1+ |6
Unless specified otherwise, we only assume (24)), (Z3), (Z6]) and (Z7)). Nonetheless, for

some of the results of the paper, we may restrict for simplicity to a generic subset of these
assumptions

< 00. (2.7)

Model 2.3 (Polynomial interactions). A particular case of the previous assumptions is to
require that c is polynomial of degree smaller than k satisfying (2.6]) and that T is either

bounded or linear: T'(0,0) =T - (0 - é) for some (possibly degenerate) matriz T'.
We give in Section [2.8] below several dynamics satisfying the present hypotheses, a

significant application to have in mind being FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillators with electrical
synapses (see Section 2.8 item (2)).
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Assumption on the initial condition. We assume that (L4) is endowed with an initial
condition vy(df, dz) of the form

vo(df, dx) = vg(df)4(dx) (2.8)

with some uniform a priori control on its moments: for & given by (2.7, suppose that
sup/ 1012* 18 (d8) < +oc. (2.9)
zel

If (S,d) is a Polish space, let w1 (-,) be the usual Wasserstein distance [48] on S: for any
probability measures v1,v5 on S,

w1 (11, 2) o= inf {/d(@l,ﬁg)w(dﬁl,deg)}, (2.10)

where the infimum is taken on all couplings 7 on S x S with marginals 14 and v». In (2.11))
below, we take S = R?, but we will also use the same definition later for S = R¢ x I when
necessary. We assume here that there exist Lo > 0 and ¢; € (0,1] such that

w (B ) < Lolz—yl", wyel. (2.11)
We suppose finally that the initial condition of the particle system (I.I]) is such that
(9%?0) . ,97(:?0)) are independent, with respective law 9,2"3 ~ vy*(dh), for k € [n].

2.2. Well-posedness on the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation and a priori esti-
mates. Consider M the set of probability measures v on C([0, 7], R?) x I with marginals
on I equal to ¢. Since C([0,T],R%) is Polish, it follows from the disintegration Theorem
[24] that any v € M may be written as v(df, dz) = v*(df)¢(dxz). We endow M with the
following Wasserstein-type metric [46]

1
2%
or(v,p) == supinf{ sup /|19“’f75 — §7S|2k 7T(d191,d192)}2 , (2.12)

zel T (s<T

where the infimum is taken over all couplings 7 under which ¥ ~ v* and ¥§ ~ p”, for
f-almost every = € 1.

Proposition 2.4. Under the hypotheses of Section[2.1], there exists a unique weak solution
to (L4) in M with initial condition vo(d6,dz) = v (d0)l(dx). This solution v is such that
for L-almost every x € I, v*(d0) is the law of the nonlinear process (0f)icjo,r) given by

(@T3).

Remark 2.5. A byproduct of Proposition is the following: under the hypotheses of
Proposition there exists a constant Cy, only depending on I',c, W,o,T and vy, such
that

supE [sup ‘éﬂ%} < Cp. (2.13)
zel s<T

Similarly, it is standard to prove, under the same hypotheses, a similar estimate for the
particle system (LI)):

g

i,8

2k
sup E [sup ] < Co. (2.14)

iel] Lls<T
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The proof of Proposition [2.4] is standard and relies on a fixed-point argument [46] on
the McKean-Vlasov diffusion ([3]). Existence and uniqueness in ([3]) provides existence
of a solution to ([4). Uniqueness in (L4]) comes from a propagator method. Similar
well-posedness results for spatially-extended McKean-Vlasov processes may be found in
[36l 411, [43]. Proposition 2:4] as well as some further regularity estimates concerning v, is
proven in Appendix [Al

2.3. A general propagation of chaos estimate. In this paragraph, we fix a sequence
of positions (z;);c[, (that is supposed to be deterministic in Theorem 29 below), a prob-
ability field W, (x;,x;) and a kernel W. We are interested in the approximation of the
microscopic system (1) by its mean field limit (3)): let (A7',...,0%"), n independent
copies of the nonlinear process driven by the same Brownian motions (By,..., B,), with

the same positions x; and initial conditions as in (II). For simplicity, we write 6; ; in
place of 6.

Assumptions on the graph G™ . We suppose some uniformity in the dilution parameters

(K/En))ie[n}, namely the existence of k,, > 1 and w, € (0, 1] such that

£ () := max </{Z(~") (g)) < K, (2.15)
1€[n]
max (Wy(z;,2;)) < wp, (2.16)
i,j€[n]
satisfying, as n — oo,
1
— Swp <1, (2.17)
Rn,
Kwp =0 —— ), asn— o0 (2.18)
m " \log(n) ) ' :

Remark 2.6. Assumptions (ZI6) and ZI7) are mostly technical, since it is always

possible to take w, = 1. Nonetheless, there are simple cases where it is natural to take

wy, = 0 as n — oo: consider Wy, (z;,x;) = wy, = py, for some p, —— 0 (this corresponds
n—oo

to a uniform diluted Erdés-Rényi graph G™, see [21]). In this case, it is natural to
renormalize the sum in (1)) by the mean degree of each vertex (equal to npy,), so that we

take /il(") = Ky = pin for all i € [n]. Then, 2I8]) boils down to the condition kp =n—00
0 (%), which is exactly the condition found in [21], Eq. (1.12) in the Erdds-Rényi
case. A general extension of this simple case is considered in Section [3.3.

We define

On(z) := sup <l Z /{Z(-n)Wn($i,$k) - W($Z,$k)‘> . (2.19)

1€[n] n =1
The main assumption of this paragraph is

bn(z) —— 0. (2.20)

n—oo

The convergence (2.20]) of the microscopic probability field W,, (properly renormalized by
/i(”)) to the macroscopic kernel W encodes some notion of convergence of the underlying
graph G as n — co. Further comments on this point are made in § 271 In the remaining
of the paper, we adopt the following definition
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Definition 2.7. We say that (G, k™)) converges to W as n — oo if Assumptions (Z15),
210), @17, 2I8) and 2.20) are true.

General examples of converging graphs are given in Section [3l

Assumptions on the kernel W. The second set of assumptions concerns regularity esti-
mates on the limiting kernel W. The following notations are used throughout the paper:

70, 2) = /r(e,é)yg(dé), DeRzel,u>0. (2.21)

(r,y,2 / / (0, 2)) vy (d0)du, z,y,z € I,t > 0. (2.22)

A priori controls on [I'] and T are given in Lemma[A.4 below. Define (recall the definition

ofﬁ(da:) (2)), forze[]
/ W (e, )W (1, 2) Y (i, 3, 2) {6 (dy)bal(dz) — €(dy)e(d2)}

- / W ()W (21, 2) T (i, s 2) {n(dy) — €(dy)} £(d2), (2.23)

- / W (i, )W (1, 2) T (20, 9, 2)0(dy) {6n(d2) — £(d2)}

We require that

eilmT)(g) := sup eilmq’j) (z) — 0, form=1,2,3, (2.24)
’ i€[n] ’ n—00
as well as
sup sup /W 23, Y)ln(dy) = sup sup — ZW (24, ) < H00. (2.25)
n 2 1ie[n] n>12€[n]n

Assumptions (2.:24) and (2.25]) capture a notion of regularlty of the macroscopic kernel W:
[2258) is the discrete counterpart of (2.2)) (when r = 1) and (forgetting about the factor
Y7 in (223) [2:24) essentially says that various empirical means in W converge to their
expectation. Hence, we adopt the following definition

Definition 2.8. We say that the kernel W is regular along the sequence of positions X if

224)) and 225) are true.

We are now in position to state the first main result of the paper:

Theorem 2.9. Fiz T > 0. Suppose that the hypotheses of Section [2.1] are true and that

(G, k™ X W) satisfy Definitions [2.7 and [Z8. In this case,
supE[sup |023— 23‘2} — 0 as n — oo, (2.26)
i€[n] s<T

for almost every realization of the connectivity sequence = given by Definition [1.3.

Theorem is proven in Section LIl We detail in Section [ generic examples of
graphs that are regular and convergent in the sense of Definitions 2.7] and 2.8 The rest
of the present section is organized as follows: a byproduct of Theorem concerns the
convergence of the empirical measure of (LI]) (Section 2.4]). A different approach to
the macroscopic description of (I.I]) is given in Section and links between the two
approaches are provided in Section A discussion on the notion of graph convergence
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encoded by assumption (2.20) is given in Section 2.7] Comments on applications and links
with existing literature are given in Section 2.8

2.4. Convergence of the empirical measure. It is standard (see e.g. [2I] for a similar
result in the Erdés-Rényi case) to derive from Theorem 29 the convergence of the empirical
measure of the system (L))

V.t (d6, daz) Z%W (,(d6, dz), ¢ > 0. (2.27)

it Ty
to the solution v to the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (I4).

Assumptions. In addition to the hypotheses of Section 2.1 we assume that there exist
Ly > 0 and 2 € (0, 1] such that

W(z,y) = / (W (z,2z) = W(y,2)|dz < Lw |z — y|"*, x,y €. (2.28)

When I is not bounded, we suppose t; = tg (recall ([2I1])) and denote in any case ¢ :=
11 Aty € (0,1]. Let H, be the set of -Holder functions on I

Ho={p: I = R,|[elly, <o} (2.29)

where ||l = sup,es [¢(x)] + sup,., M Denote by dy, (+,-) the distance given

|z
by, for every probability measures p and v on I,

dy, (p,v) = sup (u—v, ). (2.30)
PEM.lpllyy, <1

We suppose that the empirical measure of the positions #,, satisfies

Result. Under these assumptions, we state the convergence of the empirical measure (2:27))
in the following simple way:

Theorem 2.10. Under the hypotheses of Theorem and the hypotheses made in Sec-
tion[2.4] above, for any continuous function ¢ : R? x I — R such that for some Cy, >0, for
any 0, 6 € R?,

10]), the following convergence holds:

sup B [|(vns — i, 9)F] ——0, (2.32)
t€[0,T] n—00

for almost every realization of the connectivity sequence Z given by Definition [I.3.

Theorem [2.10] is proven in Section

2.5. The nonlinear spatial profile. In [39, 40, 30, B1], a different approach to the
large population behavior of (L) is considered. The point of view here is to consider
the deterministic macroscopic spatial profile (¥(:,t))¢c[o,7] that, in our context, solves the
following nonlinear integro-differential equation

B, ) = e((x. 1)) + /I T, ), oy, )W (2, )(dy). (2.33)

In the context of [40], (Z.33)) is referred to as the nonlinear heat equation on the graph
W. For FitzHugh-Nagumo dynamics with linear interaction, (2.33]) corresponds to the

0(0.2) ~ o(0.9)| < Cp (|0 - 8] + ¢ — ') andsup,erlp(6,2)| < Cpl1+
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reaction-diffusion equation addressed in the recent work [19]. We consider here weak
solutions to (Z33) in the sense of the following definition: if C([0,T], L¥(I,¥)) is the set of
continuous functions with values in L*(I,¢) where k > 2 is given in (2.9,

Definition 2.11. We say that ¢(-,t)ico) € C([0,T], L¥(1,£)) is a weak solution to ([233)
if for all regular test functions J : I — R?, for all t € [0,T], we have

[ ). e ) = [ (0iw,0). I@) b + / [ w5 I@) tlaos

I
#0000 9) . T) W s (230
We first state a uniqueness result for (2.34]):

Proposition 2.12. Under the assumptions of Section 21}, for any 1o € LF(I,), there is
at most one weak solution in C([0,T], L*(I,¢)) to (Z34) with initial condition 1.

Assumptions. For the rest of Section 2.5, we restrict ourselves to the case I := [0, 1],
endowed with its Lebesgue measure ¢(dz) := dz and where xgn) = L for i € [n] (see
Section [B.1] for further details). Following the approach of [40], it is possible to consider

the spatial field:

On(z,t) := WHJ , Z% ) o (@), @ €T, £20. (2.35)

We restrict here for snnph(nty to Modelm We suppose that the hypotheses of Section 2]
hold and that (G (n), ) converges to W in the sense of Definition 2.7 We require the reg-
ularity of (W, X) in the sense of Definition 2.8] together with the following supplementary

condition:
L L ) e

i,j=1
Result. The convergence is the following:

2
dzdy — 0, (2.36)

Theorem 2.13. Suppose that the previous assumptions hold. Then, for almost every
realization of the connectivity sequence = given in Definition[L.3, the spatial field (6,,) given
in ([Z38) converges weakly in C([0,T), L¥) to ¥(-,t)iejo1), unique solution in C([0,T], L*)
to (234) with initial condition

o(x) := Ovg(dé). (2.37)

R4
The present result can be seen as a generalization of ~[39, 40, (30, 31], where the case of
Kuramoto-type interaction (namely I" of the form I'(6 — ) with I'(-) and ¢(-) Lipschitz and
bounded) in absence of noise (¢ = 0) is considered. Theorem 2.13]is proven in Section

2.6. Identification. A direct consequence of Theorems [2.10] and 2.13is the identification
between the spatial profile ¥ (-, t), weak solution to (2.34)) in terms of the expected value of
the solution 14 of (I4) (see (2.38]) and (2.39) below). This identification is straightforward
in the case I = [0, 1], {(dz) = dz, as it based on both convergence of processes (Vpt)n > 1

and (0,(-,t))n >1:
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Theorem 2.14 (Identification in the compact case). Suppose I = [0,1] and that the hy-
potheses of Theorems[2.10 and[2.13 hold. Let (v¢),c(o 1y be the unique solution to (L) with
initial condition vy and (-, t)ej0,r) be the unique solution to (2.34) with initial condition
Yo(z) == [Ov§(dl). Then, for allt € [0,T], all test regular functions J on [0,1]

[ wn. sapas= [ ([ o). 10)ar (2.38)

Theorem [2.14] is proven in Section When I C R? is not compact, there is no natural
construction of the spatial profile (6,,(+,t)) as in (2.35). However, by a simple truncation
argument, it is still possible to get the following identification result (which may have an
interest of its own, independently of the context of random graphs):

Theorem 2.15 (Identification when I = RP). Suppose that I = RP is endowed with
a probability measure {(dz) = £(x)dzx that is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue
measure on RP. Suppose that £ is C' on RY and fix a kernel W (x,y) that is C* on RP x RP.
Suppose that ¢, T, vy and W satisfy Model [2.3 and the assumptions of Section[21. Then,
(234) has a unique weak solution (-, t),cio,r) with initial condition o(x) := [ OvF(de).
If (l/t)te[oj} is the unique solution to (IL4]) with initial condition vy, then, for all t € [0,T],
all test reqular functions J with compact support on RP,

/Rp (e, 1), J(2)) £(dz) = /

RP

< ov(d0) J(m)> ¢(dz). (2.39)
Rd

Theorem [Z.T5]is proven in Section [Bl In the case of FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillators, ([2:39])
(i.e. the identification of the expected value of (LH]) as a solution of (2.33])) can be seen
as a weak formulation of a recent work [I9] where a similar issue is addressed, using
PDE techniques. Although we consider here a more general class of model, the present
identification is weaker, as it is only valid in the sense of distributions (in particular, the
spatial regularity of (¢(-,t)) is not addressed here). Another significant difference with [19]
is that we crucially need here to have a probability measure ¢(dz) on the spatial variable
x, whereas [19] adresses directly the case where ¢ is Lebesgue on RP.

2.7. A comment on graph convergence. The aim of this paragraph is to question
the notion of graph convergence given by Definition 2.7l The point we want to raise here
is that this notion of convergence does not really concern so much the unlabeled and
(possibly) undirected graph G constructed in Definition .3, but is rather a notion of
convergence of a directed and weighted graph G that is coupled to G (with weights
that depend on the dilution sequence /f(")). The reason is that, even though the original

graph G might be symmetric, the renormalization /il(-n) for each node 4 in (1)) induces

an asymmetry in the interaction between ¢ and any of its neighbor j. To be more specific:
Definition 2.16. Let G be the directed and weighted graph (with vertex set [n]) con-
structed from G in the following way: for anyi # j € [n], both edgesi — j and j — i are
present in G if and only if the undirected edge {i,j} is present in G . Then, attribute
(n) (resp. /ig-n)) toi—j (resp. j —1i) in G,

i

the weight K

We suppose here again for simplicity that I := [0, 1], endowed with its Lebesgue mea-

(n) ._

sure ((dz) := dz and where 2;") := L for i € [n]. We assume in this paragraph that
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Definition [2.7] holds as well as:

n i i
Z ) )
i-1 fi=1
n n

ij=1

W(xgn), x§n)) - Wz, y)‘ dzdy —0 (2.40)

Proposition 2.17. Let G be given by Definition[Z.16. Under the above hypotheses, we
have the following convergence result:

do (GW, W) — 0, (2.41)

n—oo

where dn(-,-) is the cut-off distance.

We use here the formalism of graph convergence developed in [34] 9 [6, 8, [7] (and
references therein). The precise definition of the cut-off distance together with the proof
of Proposition [ZI7] are given in Appendix [Cl Note that one needs to slightly generalize
the formalism of [8] [7] to the case of directed graphs and asymmetric kernels W (but this
is of minor difficulty).

An important point concerning Proposition [Z17] is that a lot of the structure of the
microscopic graph G is lost in the limit n — co: the macroscopic limit (LE]) essentially
captures a dynamics that lives on the renormalized graph G, which may be significantly
different to G™). To be more specific, one of the main contributions of the theory developed
in [34] 9] [0, [8l [7] is to show the existence of a large class of generic models of microscopic
graphs G that converge to some graphon P(z,y). Here, through the renormalization by
(/fl("))ie[n} in (L), the limit P of G(™ is in general different from the limit W of G given
by (241]). This is typically true when G has vertices with diverging degree as n — oo,
see e.g. Section B (Examples .7 and BI1)) and Remark 313 where we have two different
G converging to different P, such that their renormalized graphs G converge to the
same W.

In particular, even though the graph of interaction g™ might be of power-law type,
the renormalized graph G and its macroscopic counterpart W that we consider in this
paper are never of power-law type: a crucial assumption that is constantly used in this
work is (2.2, i.e. the degree of each macroscopic node remains uniformly of order 1. This
uniformity in degrees crucially depends on the choice of the dilution coefficients (/{Z(.")). To
illustrate this, consider the graph G(™ defined in Example B.I1] where, instead of BI17),
we choose now
1~ L iem, (2.42)

Pn
that is, the same uniform dilution as for bounded kernels ([3.9]) (example already considered
in [30], § 6.2). The graph (G™, k(™) remains convergent in the sense of Definition 2.7 to

W(z,y) :=P(z,y) = (1 —a)?z % > (2.43)

Indeed, choosing for simplicity 0 < a < % and p, = n~? with 2a < 6§ < % — «ain (3.0),

(n
Ky

1 n
On(z) = sup — Z ‘min (n‘s, (1-— a)2(mix]~)_o‘> — (1 = a)?(wr;) ™",
i€n] T b1
is equally O for all n, since 6 > 2. But now, the uniform renormalization (2.42]) (well
adapted to vertices with low degree, with position away from 0) is no longer sufficient to
compensate for vertices with high degree with position close to 0 and the boundedness
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assumption (2.2)) is no longer satisfied for (2.43]): macroscopic nodes x € [0,1] have di-
verging degrees as © — 0. At the level of generality considered in this work (but even
for Kuramoto-type interaction), it is unclear if the convergence results (Theorems or
Theorem 2.13]) remain true when assumption (2.2]) is discarded.

2.8. Applications and links with the existing literature.

Applications. The kind of applications we have in mind are:

(1) The Kuramoto model and its variants: take d = 1 and I'(d,6) = sin <§— 9).

Examples of local dynamics are usually ¢(-) = w or ¢(f) = 1 + asin(d). In this
context, (4] gives rise to a family of Kuramoto models with spatial extension
already considered in the literature (P-nearest neighbor model [44], long-range
interactions [28]). The question of characterizing the synchronized states, as for
the original Kuramoto model, is still an ongoing question (see [1} 27] and references
therein). In the case of Kuramoto type ODEs (that is when o = 0), a series of
papers (see [39, B30, B3], 16l [40] and references therein) have addressed similar
issues to the ones addressed here. In addition to the fact that we consider more
general hypotheses (e.g. possibly unbounded and asymmetric I' and ¢ being non-
Lipschitz), the main difficulty of the present analysis is that noise is present in (L.T).
In particular, the fixed-point argument [42] used in [31], [16] for the convergence of
the empirical measure in the deterministic case does not seem to generalize easily
to the case o # 0.

(2) FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillators: this corresponds to d = 2, 0 = (V,w), ¢(V,w) :=
(V — VTS —w,2(V +a — bw)) (for appropriate parameters a,b,7) and r0,6) =
(V — f/,O). Here, V stands for the potential of one neuron and w its recovery
variable. We refer to [I1] and references therein for more details on this particular
model and its applications to neuroscience. Once again, (L4]) gives a spatially-
extended version of a Fokker-Planck PDE, already analyzed in the context of neu-
rons interacting through a deterministic spatial kernel ([47, [36] 37]). The present
work gives a new interpretation of such spatially-extended PDEs in terms of the
mean-field limit of diffusions on random graphs.

Long-time behavior. Theorems 2.9 and [ZT0are the natural extensions of [2I] that concerns
the case of homogeneous Erdés-Rényi graphs. One should also mention at this point the
recent work [I8] which addresses quenched propagation of chaos and large deviations
results on homogeneous graphs. The result that is closest to this work is the recent [43]
where a similar result of convergence is addressed in the case of bounded and Lipschitz
coefficients ¢, I". The analysis in [43] restricts to bounded kernels W and random positions
(that is a particular case of Section below). Note also that the convergence of [43] is
annealed in both disorder (connections and positions), whereas the present analysis is
quenched. Contrary to [43], we do not address large deviation estimates here.

This work comes with all the comments and restrictions raised in [2I]: the conver-
gence results are only valid on bounded time intervals [0, 7], where T is independent of
n (although that, with a little more work, it would certainly be possible to extend the
result up to times 7" which grows logarithmically in n, as in [21], Corollary 1.2). In any
case, the behavior of the empirical measure (2.27]) on larger time scales remains unclear.
The difficulty of the long-time analysis of (I.I) (already present for complete mean-field
interactions, see [4, B5] for results in this direction for Kuramoto-type models) is here
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even more present for general graphs, since the interaction in (I.I]) cannot be written as
a closed expression of the empirical measure (2.27). In particular, a trajectorial Central
Limit Theorem associated to Theorem [2.10] remains open (in this direction, see [5] for an
annealed fluctuation theorem in the Erdés-Rényi case).

One point raised in [21I] concerned the necessity of the independence of the initial
condition of (II)) (f1.0; - - - ,0n,0) With respect to the graph G (in [21], the (f1.0, - - - ,0n.0)
are identically distributed; see also [I8] where a convergence result is proven in the Erdds-
Rényi case assuming only the convergence of the empirical measure of the initial condition).
Here, we note that the present framework allows for a slight connection between the initial
condition and the graph: the law vg* of 0o depends on its position xj which encodes
for the way the graph G is built. A simple illustration is when the graph is made of
two complete disconnected components (one concerning the particles with positions in
[0, %], with initial law 1§ = p11 and one concerning particles with positions in [%, 1], with
initial law v§ = p2). In this case, the behavior of the system is governed by (L5]), with
macroscopic kernel W = 1[07%]2 + 1[%’1]2.

Neural field equation and t7:avelz'ng~waves. In the particular case where d = 1, ¢(0) = —af
(for some o > 0) and I'(0,6) = f(0) (typically f is a sigmoid function), (233]) becomes:

D, t) = —onp( ) + /1 S, )W (z,9)0(dy). (2.44)

Equation (2.44]) is nothing else than the neural field equation, introduced by Wilson and
Cowan [49] and Amari [3] in order to describe the macroscopic activity of a population of
neurons with spatial extension. Eq. (2.44]) has been the subject of an extensive literature
(see [13, 12] and references therein; see in particular the recent [15] showing that (2.44)
is a proper limit for spatially-extended Hawkes processes). An important issue here is
the existence and stability of traveling waves [20] [45]. The point we want to raise here is
the possibility of studying such traveling waves through the analysis of the corresponding
McKean-Vlasov PDE (L4)) (whose dynamics is, to our knowledge, much less studied than
([2:44]), see [38]), through the identification (238]). An interesting and open question con-
cerns the possiblility of extending this identification beyond finite time scales (as for the
Kuramoto model). In this context, it is reasonable to expect that the effect of thermal
noise will persist on larger time intervals, resulting in stochastic neural field equations
[25] 29 [32], 33].

3. EXAMPLES

The point of this section is twofold: to describe generic models (X, W) that are regular
in the sense of Definition 28] (Section BI)) and to give examples of graphs (G, k(™)) that
are convergent in the sense of Definition 27 (Sections [3.2] and [34]). These examples
are directly inspired by the formalism of W-random graphs, introduced in [34} [, [10] [7] [§]
and used in [39} 30} 3], 16} [40] (and references therein) in the context of Section In this
framework, a usual setting is to consider the compact I = [0, 1]. This set-up is particularly
well adapted to the choice of deterministic regular positions (see Assumptions Bl below).
Nonetheless, as already mentioned, it also makes sense to consider a general state space [
endowed with a general probability measure ¢, where each x; actually encodes for a real
position [14] 15].
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3.1. Two classes of regular models. We describe in this paragraph two generic classes
of positions X and macroscopic kernels W and provide simple conditions in both models
ensuring that W is regular in the sense of Definition 2.8l

Deterministic positions. A first set of hypotheses corresponds to deterministic positions
[39, 14, [15], 41]:

Assumption 3.1 (Deterministic positions). We suppose that I := [0, 1], endowed with
its Lebesgue measure ¢(dx) := dx. For all n > 1, the sequence x = (w&n),...,m%")) is

deterministic, reqularly positioned on I:

)

2" = %, n>1,i€[n]. (3.1)

We set x(()") =0 and azgﬁgl := 1 for notational convenience.

A sufficient condition for the regularity of W is to require (2.28]) and

sp(W)(z) := sup <Z /xk W (i, m) — W (i, )| dy) —0 (3.2)
k

i€ln] \ =1 Y Th—1

Proposition 3.2. Under Assumption[31], under the hypotheses of Section[2.1] and (2.28]),
B2), the kernel W is regular along the sequence X in the sense of Definition [2.8.

Proposition is proven in Section 3]

Random positions. Another general framework concerns the case of random positions [43]
40):

Assumption 3.3 (Random positions). Let I be a closed subset of RP that is the support
of a probability measure £(dz). The sequence

X = (a:l,azg,...) (33)
is the realization of i.i.d. random variables with law ¢(dz) on I.

For any p > 1 denote by [W{|;, = [[W/| 1»(s2 sz the usual LP-norm of W on 1%

Wik = ([, wieraaoian ) (3.49)

Proposition 3.4. If Assumption is true, under the hypotheses of Section 2.1 and if
there exists x > 9 such that
Wiy < o0, (3.5)

then the kernel W is reqular along the sequence X for £-almost every realization of the
sequence X, in the sense of Definition [2.8.

Proposition B4 is proven in Section 441

3.2. A class of convergent graphs. We give now examples of microscopic graphs G
constructed as in Definition [[.3] that satisfy the results of Section (2 in both situations of
deterministic (Assumption B.1]) and random positions (Assumption B.3]). The present ex-
amples fall into the framework of W-random graphs (with possibly unbounded graphons),
that is, when the probability field W, (z,y) is directly constructed upon a predetermined
determinisitic kernel P(x,y). A general framework may be given by (see [7, [30] for similar
definitions)
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Definition 3.5 (Generic random graph with graphon P). For fixed (I,£), n > 1 and a
given positive measurable kernel (z,y) — P(x,y) on I?, we define

Wi(2,y) i= pnmin (i,P(x,y)> , (3.6)

where py, € [0,1].

One important aim of [34] @, 10, [7, 8] (and references therein) is precisely to prove that,
under various hypotheses, G(™ converges to P. In this context, one generally distinguishes
between bounded graphons P [34, 9, 10] and unbounded graphons (a typical hypothesis
being that P € LP(I?) for some p > 1 see [T, 8] and references therein). Note that when

the graphon P is bounded (and up to the change p, <« ”7§ﬁ , one can always suppose

that ||P||, = 1), B6) boils down to
Wa(z,y) = pnP(,y), z,y € I. (3.7)

oo

When p, = 1, we are dealing with dense graphs, whereas in the case p, —— 0, we
n—o0

consider diluted graphs. A very simple particular case of ([B.7) corresponds to P(z,y) =
1 which boils to a (possibly diluted) homogeneous Erdés-Rényi random graph, already
studied in [21) [I8]. Thus, one has to think of ([B.7)) as an inhomogeneous version of the
Erdés-Rényi case. When P is not bounded, one usually assumes in (3.6) that p, — 0 and
npp, — 00, as N — 00.

Here the distinction is not really on the boundedness of P in (3.6]), but rather between
sup, [ P(z,y)l(dy) < +oo and sup, [ P(z,y)l(dy) = +oo. In the first case, there is
uniform control on the asymptotic degree of each node in the graph G whereas in the
second, G has nodes with diverging degree as n — co. We treat these two cases in
Section [3.3] and B.4] below.

3.3. Convergent graphs: the case of graphons with uniformly bounded degrees.
We assume in this paragraph that W, is given by (3.0)) for

sgg)/?(m,y)é(dy) < 4o00. (3.8)
Here, we adopt a renormalization that is uniform on the nodes i € [n]: set
/fl(-n):/in = pi’ i=1,...,n and w, = pp, (3.9)
satisfying
ﬁn:pin:0<$>,asn—>oo. (3.10)

In this case, the appropriate limit for (G, k,,) is simply given by W := P itself. The
verification of the hypotheses of Section 2] require that

sup / P(z,y)%4(dy) < +oo and lIelg / P(z,y)l(dy) > 0. (3.11)
zel z
We address now the question of the convergence of (G, k,,) to P (Definition 2.7)) as well as
the regularity of the model (Definition [2.8]) in both cases of deterministic (Assumption [3.1])
and random positions (Assumption B.3]).
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Convergence of the graph (G™, k(™) Note that (ZI5), 2I6) and (ZI7) are trivially
verified here, as well as (2I8), by B.I0). This dilution condition was already noticed
in [21] in the Erdds-Rényi case P = 1: the microscopic graphs that are relevant for the
present work have an averaged degree larger than log(n). The only point that we need to
check is (2.20). Note first that when P is bounded, (2:20)) is immediately verified, since
we have d,(z) = 0 for all n. This can be slightly generalized into the following sufficient
condition:

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that the sequence of positions X and the kernel P are such
that for some € € [O, %) and C > 0, for all n > 1 sufficiently large,

sup P(x;,x;) < Cnf, (3.12)
i,j€ln]
Choose § such that e < § < % and define
pn i=n"°. (3.13)

Then, (G, k™) given by B8) and B9) (with p, given by BI3)) converges to P in the
sense of Definition[2.7

Proof of Proposition[3.0. Tt suffices to note that by ([B.12) and [B.I3), we have, for n
sufficiently large, min <pin,73(:ni,:nk)> = P(x;,xp) for all i,k € [n]. Hence, 0, (x) = 0 for
such n. O

Regular kernels for deterministic positions (Assumption [31): if P is bounded, having in
mind Proposition 3.2 a simple sufficient condition is W = P g-Holder for some § € (0, 1]:
for such P, ([228)) holds for 1o = [ and ([B.2) is straightforward. The supplementary
regularity condition (230]) required for Theorem [2.13] is also valid. Interesting examples
include P(z,y) = 1—max(z,y) or P(z,y) = 1—xy which are encountered in the context of
dense inhomogeneous graphs (see [8 6] for many interesting examples). However, note that
the hypotheses (2.28)), (3:2) and (236 are sufficiently general to capture some interesting
cases where P is not continuous: the P-nearest neighbor model [36] corresponds to p, =1
and P(z,y) = 1jz—y| < > ¥,y € I, for some R € (0,1]. It is immediate to see that ([2.28]) is
true for 1o = 1, that s,(W) = O (n~') in (2) and that (236) holds. Another interesting
case of unbounded kernel P (which still satisfies (38)) is P(z,y) := —~w= on I = [0, 1]

2=y
(already considered in [36]). This enters into the present framework for 0 < a < 3.

In order to compare with Section [3.4] we end this paragraph with the following example:

Example 3.7 ([30]). Let (G™, k™) be given by [BB) where

Pz,y) =1 —a)y @, ac [0, %) , x,y € 1=1[0,1], (3.14)

and /{Z(.n) is given by 39) and p, = n~° for some a < § < % Then, (G, k,) is reqular

and convergent to P.

Indeed a rough bound gives that sup; jcp,) P(2i,75) < (1 — a)n®, so that ([3.12) holds
for € = a. Moreover,

5u(W)(z) = (1~ ) ( / ey - kZﬂk) ~0(.).
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which proves ([B.2]) since o < 1/2. In a same way, (2.36]) is true. Inequality (2.28]) (for
1o = 1) is trivial, so that Definition 2.8 is verified.

Regular kernels for random positions (Assumption[3.3): in the case of random positions,
in addition to (I1]), we need to verify Proposition 3.4 and Proposition It turns out
that condition (3.5) is sufficient for both: indeed, fix P € LX(I?) with x > 9 and let

€€ (%,%) For any i,j € [n],

E [|P(zi, ;)] _ IIPI

nex nex

P (P (zi, z;)| > n) <
A rough union bound on i,j € [n] gives

IPIIX

nex—2"

P ( sup [P(z;, z;)| > n6> <

i,j€[n]

Since ex—2 > 1, by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we have almost surely that sup; jcp, [P(zi, 7;)| < n
for n sufficiently large. In particular, any bounded measurable weight P in L°°([0, 1]?)
satisfy the hypotheses. Among interesting examples which have not been addressed so
far, one can highlight the case of kernels with values in {0,1} (with p, = 1). This case
corresponds to deterministic graphs (see [39], § 4).

3.4. Convergent graphs: the case of graphons with diverging degrees. We con-
sider here W,, given by (B.0]) for P satisfying

Vr € I,/P(:z:,y)2€(dy) < 400 and Py = izlg/P(z,y)f(dy) > 0. (3.15)
The point of the paragraph is to discuss the consequences of having possibly
SIé[I)/P(x,y)E(dy) = +o00. (3.16)
Here, the uniform renormalization (3.9]) is no longer adapted: we consider instead
KM = n i€ n]. (3.17)

Pn Z?:l min <pin, P(x;, x]))

This corresponds to renormalizing the interaction in (L)) by the averaged degree | j W (24, z5)
of each vertex. Here, the correct choice for the macroscopic interaction kernel W is ([30])
P(z,y)

W(zx,y) = W, z,y € 1. (3.18)

Remark 3.8. By construction, sup,c; [ W(z,y)l(dy) = 1. Verifying the technical second

moment (2.2)) requires to have f %

for Example 311 below. Of course, it is possible to apply the renormalization [B.IT) to the
previous case of Section[3.3. However, when P is bounded, the two renormalizations (3.9)
and BI7) lead to slightly different macroscopic models: in (BI8]), W is renormalized by
the factor [ P(z,z)0(dz), which is not natural in the bounded case.

((dz) < 0o, which is in particular immediate
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On the convergence of the graph (g("),/{(")): the following result is the counterpart of
Proposition

Proposition 3.9. Suppose that the sequence of positions X and the kernel P are such
that for some € € [0, %) and C > 0, for alln > 1 suﬂiczently large, estimate (3.12]) holds.

Choose also § such that € < § < & and define p, :=n=° as in BI3). Suppose

1 n
sup |=> Pl ) —/P(:vi,z)f(dZ) — 0, asn — oc. (3.19)

j— n
i=1,...,n =1

Then, (G™, k™) given by B8) and BIT) converges to W given by BI8) in the sense
of Definition [2.77, for the choice of kK, = Pij and wy, = 1.

Proof of Proposition [3.3. By [8.12)) and (3:13]), we have, for n sufficiently large, min (i P(x;, :Ek)) =

Pn’
Pz, k) for all i,k € [n]. Hence, for such n, for i € [n], kM = T 5 n .
t Z 1 P(zi,xj)

(BI9), we have inf;cp, 1 > Plxiszg) > 5 L[ P(xi, y)l(dy) > E, for n sufficiently large.
This proves (ZI8) for k, := %. Assumption ([2I7) is trivial for w,, =1 and the dilution
condition (ZI8) holds since § < 3. It remains to check ([Z20): denote by

Using

1 n
:EZP(x,xj), and S(x /sz ((dz), z € 1.
=1

With these notations, 2 >}, /il(-n) Wi (2, x) — W (s, xk)‘ M and the result

S(@i

follows immediately from (BI5]) and (B19)). O

Regular kernels for random positions (Assumption[3.3): as for Section B3] regularity and
convergence holds under sufficient integrability of the kernel P:

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that Assumption 3.3 holds. For any P € LX(I?) with x > 9
which verifies ([B.I5]), the following is true: for almost realizations of the sequence X,
(G, kM) defined by B0) and BID) (with p, =n~°, % < 8 < %) converges to W given

by BI8)) in the sense of Definition [2.7, (for the choice of k, = % and w, = 1) and
Definition [2.8 is verified.

Proof of Proposition[3.10. Once again, we apply Proposition [3.4] and Proposition to-

gether with a Borel-Cantelli argument. Let € € (%, %) The same reasoning as before

shows that, since ex — 2 > 1, we have almost surely that sup; jcp,) [P(zi, ;)| < n€ for n
sufficiently large. Secondly, let

Plx,y) = P(x,y) — /P(x,z)ﬁ(dz). (3.20)
Compute
1 i 1 & 6 _
E gz (i) | | =5 > E HP(azi,le)]. (3.21)
j=1 J1yje=1  Li=1

Among the sum above, consider the case where one index (for example jj) is such that
J1 & {j2,-..,J6}. In this case, conditioning w.r.t. (x;,x;,7 # ji1) within the previous
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expectation gives E [Hl 1 P(zi,zj,)| = 0, by independence of the (Tk)pem) and by def-
inition of P. Hence, the nontrivial contributions to ([B.2I]) are necessarily of the form
E [Hl 1 Pz, ) } for any (u1,us,u3) € [n]3. This means that there exists a constant
C > 0 (independent of i € [n]) such that

6

1= C
E - E P(xi,xj) < (3.22)

By a union bound on ¢ € [n] and Markov inequality, we obtain, for all p > 1

1 - 1 @ 1 Cp®
P [ sup —ZP zi, x| = — SZ]P’ 527’(%%) > — éﬁ.
i€[n] | T j= p =1 =1 p
An application of Borel-Cantelli Lemma shows that (3.19]) holds almost surely. O

We finish this section with an example in the deterministic case:

Example 3.11 ([30], Ex. 2.1). Consider here the model (G™, k™) given by B8) and
BI7) where

Pz, y) = (1 —a)?z % % ac [o, 1) .,y el =10,1]. (3.23)

2

Proposition 3.12. Suppose that Assumption [31] holds. Let o € [0, %) and P defined by
B23). There erists §(c) < 1/2 such that for all §(a) < § < %, the renormalized graph
(G kM) given by (BZS]) and BI7) with p, :=n"? converges to W(z,y) = (1 — a)y‘a,
for the choice of Ky, 1= W and wy, := 1 and W is regular in the sense of Definition[2.8.

Remark 3.13. The macroscopic limits in Example [3.7 and Example [3.11] are the same,
although the underlying graphs G have really different structures. In Example [37, G
is more or less homogeneous whereas Example [311 is much more hub-like: nodes with
positions close to 0 are connected to the whole population with probability close to 1. We
see here the effect of the renormalization [BIT): it compensates for the hubs in the graph
G™ so that, even though the graphs G\ might be different, the renormalized graphs G™
are actually quite similar.

Proof of Proposition [3.12. Recall the following simple asymptotics: for a € (0, 1), there
exist some sequence €, —, 00 0 and some constant C'(a)) # 0 such that

> 1o

We first verify Definition [Z_ZL First, the easy case where a € [O, }1) can be treated via
Proposition 3.9t the followmg rough bound sup; ;e P2, ;) < (1— a)?n?® holds so that
([B12) is true for € = 2o < 1. Morever,

1 «

—|— C(a)+ €, n> 1. (3.24)

n

1 n —« 1 — —Q
; 2:173(3)2,$3) — /P($i,2)dz = (1 - Oé)l‘z- nl-a Z] -1
‘7:

j=1

1-2a)

which, since z;“ < n®, is of order n( , uniformly in ¢ € [n]. Thus, Proposition is

true, for any 0 such that 2a < § < %
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The case a € [%,%

) is more technical and cannot be dealt via Proposition directly.
Choose any ¢ such that o < § < % <

2a < 1. Since x; < 1, we have

1490 n(S

(n) <
1 ) S (1-a)?’

Y=
> j—y min (n‘s, (1-— oz)2x?x?
1 ensures that (ZI8) is

so that (2I5]) and ([2.I7) are true for w, = 1. The choice of § < 3
verified. For all i € [n], we have d,(z) = sup;¢jy) On,i(2) With

n

1| (n
Oni(x) := - ‘RE )Wn($ia$k) — W(:Ei,wk)(-

k=1
Using the notations

i = {(1 - a)2/a"2;7,6/aJ (3.25)

and
« n 1

1 n
nl:-me(n 1—a) )—]nn +(1— )2x_a Z j_a,
xj

Y=gkl

we obtain
j’fl 1+5 « n
1 n n (1—a)n -« 1
bui) =332 - 0 [ 1 e 2 )
=1 n,i n,ily k= +1
i n
1 -« (1—-a)n 11—« 1
< Zka ‘7—1‘ e 2 =] (320
' k=ji+1

By ([B3:24), we have for any g € (0,1]
") 1 if =1
11—« —n—oco 1 =1,
] 3.27
’I’Ll_a Z k’a {O (m) —n—o0 0 if B S (O, 1) ( )

First observe that for all i = 1,...,n j5 < an_‘s/aJ. Since § > a, 2 — 0/ < 1 and by
(327)), the second term in (B3.28]) is such that

Jn
l1-a
sup | 5 azka — 0, as n — oo. (3.28)

Moreover we have the existence of ng > 1 such that for all n > ng
l—a - 1 1
inf | —— — | == 3.29
zle]%n] nl-o Z ke 2 (3.29)
k=jt+1
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Let us now concentrate on the first term of ([3.26]): for all i € [n],

jan® _ L
= 2a )
Dni 1+ - a)ziar;%na Z?=j$;+1 JL‘*
1
. , (by (B28) and since i > 1),
1+ (1 _ a)1—2/ana—6—1+5/a (711—70;_ Z;’L:jfl—i-l ]%)
1 329)
< — 0, b )
1+ Wna—5—1+5/a Y

since « — 0 — 1+ §/a = 5?%(1 — a) > 0. This proves that the first term of (3.20])
converges to 0 uniformly in i € [n]. The third term of B26) ‘0% > 7_ Jig1 k% is smaller

e
than 51——,‘3; > h_1 7= which converges (to 1) and hence, bounded. It remains to control

1— .
(D 022 - 1‘. We can write

n

_ (1—a)n gLi® -« 1
o 1‘ - Dn,ﬂif‘ _(1 _ a)nl-i-a—(S +1- nl—a Z ol

0z

Dy, zé
e i=gi+1

ja

_(—apn [(1—a) 1—a§:1 1—a§":1

— + 1=
D%ix(ix n—l+a—0+d/a nl—o G nl-a

j=1 7j=1

The terms within the brackets converge to 0, uniformly in i € [n], (recall (3:27]) and (3.28)))
and we have
(1—-a)n -« 1

o i1« 2, a—1 X T—a v I
D,, ja§ Jgino=tad + (1 — a)?2ne=13° AT D j—ji 41 7w

n 1 g 27
J=jh+1 5o
at least for large n, once again by (3.29). This proves (2.20)) in the case o € [i, %) The
proof of the regularity of W has already been done in Section B3l This concludes the
proof of Proposition [B.12] O

4. PROOFS FOR THE PROPAGATION OF CHAOS RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Theorem For the moment, the sequence of positions X and the
associated connectivity sequence = are fixed. For all n > 1, for fixed z and &, we introduce
the following quantities

n

1 n n
bn(§) := sup —Zlil(- )52.(’]3 , (4.1)
i€ln] | ™
n 2
d = Bl M) () _yy T, (0; d 4.2
nt(6,2) : w | = om (&R~ Walei o) ) DB 2e)| | du. (42)
€N k=1

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the hypotheses of Section [2.1] are true. For n > 1 and

T > 0, let (0it)icpn) = (91'(,7:))ie[n] be the solution of (LI and (§i7t)i€[n} = (éfi)ie[n]
independent copies of (L3 with the same initial conditions and Brownian motions as
(LI). There exists a constant C > 0 (independent of n and T), such that for any fized
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choice of connectivities and positions (§,x),

sSup E [SUP |92 s — Ui 3‘2:| C (T + ECT) Cb7l(§)2T
i€[n] s<T

where we recall the definitions of k) (z) in ZI3), of o0n(x) in 2I9) and of e,ng)(g) in
@29).

Proof of Proposition [{.1]. For all s <t, i € [n], by the one-sided Lipschitz-continuity (2.6))
of ¢,

|6i,s - 6_2',8|2 =2 /s <627u - éi,u; C(Hi,u) - C(éz,u)> du

+2/ <zu_ zua( Z"Q gzkr zmeku /W 517@7 Zu,@)yu(dé,d:i))>du,
0

< (2Lc+1) / 1610 — Bi.0|* dut / ‘ ZIJ" & (O, Oku) — / W (i, )63, 0) v (6, d)
0 0

Taking the supremum in s < ¢t and the expectation w.r.t. Brownian motions and initial
conditions,

t
E [sup |0i.s — 23‘2] < (2L + 1)/ E |:Sllp |63, —§i7v|2] du
s<t 0 v<u

o)

Zﬂ(n gz kr zuaeku /W i, T zuae)Vu(déa di')

2
] du. (4.4)
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It remains to control the last term in ([4.4]), which can be bounded from above by fg <6 Zi:l A% > du,

n,8,U
where, for u < t,

S ,
1 " _
AD =B |23 A6 (O, Oa) — DO 00)) | | (4.5)
L n k=1 i
o E
(2) 15, m i g
An,i,u =E Ky gz k ( ( 1,U) Ok u) - F(ei,m ek,u)) s (4-6)
L n k=1 i
o )
3) 1 (n) i
An,i,u =E K; 62 k ( ( 1, 9k u) - [F]u (ei,ua xk)) ) (47)
L n k=1
S \
40 —g L n)
n,iu . K; (fz k— (LZ'Z, xk)) [P] (62 w5 xk) ) (4 8)
i "=
o )
AD =B || kz_l (5" Wi, 2x) = W (ai, @) ) [T, (B k) ] , (4.9)
- X . )
Aifﬁ,u =B |- Z W (zi, k) [T],, (Oiur 1) — /W(azi, #) [1],, (0i, 2)€(d7) ] . (4.10)
k=1

where we recall the definition of [ ], in (221)). Note as this point that, d,, ; defined in ([.2)

is such that dp 1 = sup;cy fo du. Among the other terms, A( ) and A,(f’ capture the

n Z U
approximation of the particle system (6;); by its mean-field limit (6;); and A£L3) relates
the empirical measure of the mean-field particle system to its deterministic limit . The
convergence of (W), (z;,x;)); j to the macroscopic kernel (W (z;, x;)); ; is controlled by Ag).
By the Lipschitz continuity of T’ (Z4]), we have (recall the definition of b, in (1)),

AL < L3b,(€)? sup E

ren]

sup |9rv - 07‘1}‘2] .
ve[0,u]

In a same way, by (2.4,

4@

nzu\

" 2
1 . _ 2 _ _
LtE - Z HE )fi,k [ 9ku|] = —5 Z ( ) &kt B [0k — O] 01,0 — Orul]

k=1

2
< —Fz Z < )2 &k E Ueku - ék,uf + |61, — él,u|2] < LEby(§)? sup E

ren]

sup ‘erv - 6r,v|2] .
ve[0,u]

Concerning the term A®), denote by (recall (Z21]))

ST (BssG) = (DBos Fra) — [T, B ) = (r(eivu,ek,u) _ / P (B, Oyt (dé)> .
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One has in particular, using (Z5) and Remark 2.5]

E |[07 (Bius Or.0)| ] < 2B [[D(@Bin, )| + 2E [ [[£@0)] v <dé>]2,
S2URE [1+ |0;| + Oru|]® + 2L2E [1+ 0| + B |0r]],
<1213 (1 +E Uéi,uﬂ +E [\ék,u\zD ;

< 12L3 <1+2 sup E [sup 2 D <1203 (1+2Cy),  (4.12)

TE[n} v<u

2:|
m\? ™\?
= </{;2) Zfz,kE |:‘5F(§i,u7ék,u)|2} + </{Z 2) Zf@]f&JE [<(5P(é¢7u,ék’u), 6P(éi,u7él,u)>] .
k=1

n
k£l

Since we have supposed that & ; = 0, one can suppose that k # ¢ and [ # ¢ in the second
sum and conditioning by F := o(0,4,7 # k) gives

B ({37 i D) OB 0,0))] = B [ (0T B B 0T 01, B 1]
=E [<5F(§i,ua H_l,u) ) E [5F(§z,u,§k,u)|}—k] >] =

by definition of 6T'(6; 4,0k .). Consequently, by (ZI2) (recall the definition of K (z) in
&13)),

for Cy given by (213]). Thus,

AS:E,U = |: ZH SZ kér( ’l’u,76k u)

(n)
KIVARN (n)
Agi,u < 12L12" (14 2Ch) ( ’I’L2> Z Cik| < 12L% (1+2Ch) bn(i) ’foon(g) .

Concerning the term AY, using (A23) and (2.I3)) (recall the definition of d,(x) in (219)),

we have

2
1
AP <3LE(1+2C) (5 kW (i, ) — W(:vi,:nk)D = 3LE (1+ 2Co) dn(2)*.

k=1

(6)

Finally, let us control the last term A;,’: using the shortcut

T, 0,09) = Wiep)Th(0.) — [ W AMLG. 200 (413
we have (recall the definition of T in (2.22)))
/ A,S du —/ / “L,$Z, y), Wu(@,u,aﬁi,z)ﬂ ln(dy) ey (dz)du

- / W (a2, )W (21, 2) Yo (1, 9, 2 () () + / W (a2, )W (1, 2)Ta(s, 1, 2)E(dy)E(d2)

—/W(azi,y)W(mi,z)Tt(xi,y,z)ﬁn(dy)ﬁ(dz) —/W(a:i,z)W(mi,y)Tt(xi,y,z)ﬁ(dy)@n(dz).
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So that (recall the definition of the efﬁf) (z) in [223)),

3
Sup/ A,S du < Z e,(f?(g)
m=1

Define now

fi:=supE [sup |023 - 23‘2} < T. (4.14)
1€[n] s<t

Taking the supremum on i € [n] and gathering all the previous estimates in (4] gives,
for some constant C' = C(T', ¢, W, 0,14) > 0,

@ () 5 J
= 0n(@)” | (G +Znt_ t € [0,7).

fi < Cby(&)? /Ot fudu+ C (t +e“) <bn(§)“

An application of Gréonwall’s Lemma gives the conclusion. This proves Proposition Il O

At this point of the proof, in @3), d,(z) and 32 _, nT)( ) go to 0 as n — oo, by
hypothesis. The point now is to prove that the two remaining terms in ([4.3]) (that depend
on the realization of the connectivity sequence {) are such that, first, b,(£) is bounded
and second, that d,r(,z x) goes to 0 as n — oo, almost surely. This is the purpose

of Proposition [£4] below. The following concentration estimate may be found in [23],
Corollary 2.4.7:

Lemma 4.2. Fizn > 1 and (Y});=1,..n real valued random variables defined on a prob-
ability space (2, F,P). Suppose that there exists v > 0 such that, almost surely, for all
I=1,....n—1, Y, <L, E[Y;11]|Y]] =0 and E [Ylilm] < wv. Then for all x > 0,

r+v| v
Pn ‘(Y1 +...4Y,) >2) < —nH , 4.1
(n Y1 +...4Y,) x) exp( n <1+U 1+v>> (4.15)

where H(plq) = plog(p/q) + (1 —p)log((1 —p)/(1 —q)), for p,q € [0,1].

Using this result, one can prove the following

Lemma 4.3. Fixn > 1, k, > 0, (p1,...,pn) in [0,1] and a sequence (v1,...,vy,) such
that |v)| < 1 for all l € [n]. Suppose that there exist k, > 0 and w, € (0,1], n > 1

satisfying (Z.I1) and 2I8)) such that 0 < K, < Ky, Py < Wy for alll € [n]. If (Uy,...,Uy)
are independent random wvariable with U; ~ B(p;) for all I € [n], we have the following

estimate
/
o SN0 - o >en) < 2exp (—16log( B <4f <1°gu() )>1 2)) (4.16)

o
n =1
B(u) :=u"2[(1 4+ u)log(1 + u) — u] (4.17)

where

for the choice of

= 32~ log( )s (4.18)

which goes to 0 as n — oo, by (2I8)).
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Proof of Lemma[{.3. Fixn > 1, kn >0, (p1)iefn), (V1)iefn) and (U)iepn) previously defined.
Let Y; := (U — p)v. (Y3,...,Y),) are independent random variables such that for all
l € [n], E[Y]] =0 and E [V}?] < w,. Then, for all ¢ > 0, by Lemma .2

2
o)) <o (Caar (65)
1+ wy, 2wy KkE Wy K,

n

—1
K, ER,  + wp
P (7 g Uy —p)vy > €> < exp <—nH ( T

=1

where we used the inequality ([23], Exercise 2.4.21)

r+uv| v 2 x
H ‘ >2B(2), zu>o0. 4.19
<1+v 1+v> 20 \v) Y (4.19)
Since u — u2B(u) is nondecreasing, exp <—ﬁ%B (wfm)) < exp <—ﬁ%B (wfnn))’

so that, for the choice of € = ¢,, defined by (£I8]), we have

; 1/2
P (% Z(Ul —p)u > €n> < exp (—1610g(n)B (4\/5 <%> >>

=1

Doing the same for the sequence (—v;);¢[,], one obtains (£I6). This proves Lemmald3l [
Theorem is an immediate consequence of the following result:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that the hypotheses of Section [21] and Section (namely
@I7) and 2I8]])) are true. Suppose that the sequence of positions X is such that 6, (z)
goes to 0 as n — oo. There exist a deterministic sequence (€p)p > 1 with e, — 0 asn — oo,
a constant C > 0 such that for all T > 0, there is an event O € F with P(O) = 1 such that
the following is true: for every w € O, there exists ng < 400, such that for all n > ng,

n

1

bn(€(w)) < 24 sup - Z W (x;, x), (4.20)

- i€[n] " 3

1 n
dnr(€(w),z) < &,C (T + eCT) (1 + sup - Z W(xz,xk)> . (4.21)
- i€[n] ' 1 T
Proof of Proposition [{.4. Introduce the following notations

Gir =i =& — Wil zp), (4.22)
Nt = B [ 2) DO 20)] K1 € 0], (4.23)

so that we can rewrite (4.8]) as

</§:(n))2 n )
A, = 3 S G (4.24)
k,l=1
Using (A223)), for some constant C' > 0 independent of 4, k, [, u,
g 7 j 1 5 1 _
] < B UG ) Gins 2] < 5B (I Brs )] + 5B I B )]

<c(1+E[f.[]) <c <1 + sup B Uemﬂ) <C(1+GCy), (4.25)

ren]
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using (2.13]). Setting

, t
a0, :/0 1w, and Gyl = sup

)
yby

6§

one obtains from (£.25]) that
Gt < O(t+e“)

for some appropriate constant C' > 0. Let us define now

(n) n e
X(") — Ki gil kit
o= S LG

we can write

G n
[ o= S0 S
0

G G
| tHooZ l‘ufﬂk))gz zkt+ | tHooZ

Consequently, almost surely, for all ¢ > 0, the following inequality holds

dn,i < | Gillog ( Sul[i’]

i€[n] h—1

X,.(;?,tD sup <H;I Z . H; ZWn($i,$k)>-
k=1

27

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)

$Za$k (1_5214,‘) zk)t‘

(4.29)

We first derive a uniform bound on <X§?t) et For fixed i,k € [n], apply Lemma 3]
ke

©)

G
for the choice of U; = &, kp = /{Z(.n), pr = Wy(xs,x;) and v = # inequality (4.16])

together with a simple union bound gives

P sup
i,k€[n]

Note that under the assumptions (2.17)) and (2.I8]) on «, and w,, we have

log(n) log( VK2 W,
Nwy, S n

— 0.

zkt‘ >€n> < 2n? exp( 16log(n)B (4\/_ (logu() )>1/2>>,

Since B(u) — % as u — 0, choose a deterministic p > 1 such that for all n > p,
1

<4\/_< v ) /2> z. For such an n,

P sup
i,k€[n]

" 2
XD > 20 ) <o oo =

Hence, by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, there exists O € F with P(O;) = 1 such that, on Oy,

there exists ny < 400 such that for all n > nq,

n)

zkt‘ < En-

sup sup
i€[n] k€n]

(4.30)
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Secondly, apply once again Lemmald.3|for the choice of U; = §; 1, Ky, = /fz("), p = Wh(zi, xp)
and v; = 1. The same reasoning as above gives for n > p,

sup Eik
<z€[n] n Z

so that, there exists Oy € F such that P(Oz) = 1, such that on Oy, there exists ny < 400,
such that for all n > no,

K/(n) n
sup | — E Sik | <eén
i€(n] -

On the event O := O N Oy (of probability 1), the inequality (IHQI) together with (£.30)
and (L31]) gives, for n > max(n,n2)

2
> €n> < 2nexp (—4log(n)) = 3

ZW xi, xg). (4.31)

n) n
Z Wn($17 ﬂi‘k
k=1

icln] T

dp1 < Cen(T + €T (

ZW (x4, xp > (4.32)

i€[n]
Using now the fact that d,(z) — 0 as n — 00, sup n] Zk 1 Wh(xi, xp) is smaller
than 1+ sup;e(,) % > p1 Wi(xs, xy) at least for large n. ThlS concludes the proof of Propo-
sition [4.41 O

4.2. Proof of Theorem [2.10. Recall that ¢, below is the empirical measure of the
positions (L2]). We first show that the convergence (2.31)) is true for both deterministic
positions (Assumption B.1)) and random positions (Assumption B.3)):

Lemma 4.5. In the deterministic case (Assumption [31]) (resp. in the random case,
Assumption [33), the convergence (Z31)) holds (resp. almost surely).

Proof of Lemma [{.5 In the deterministic case, it is immediate to see that for any ¢ € H,
with ([l < 1, [{(ln =€, )| < m so that (23] follows directly. We now focus
on the random case. First note that the following holds: for all ¢ > 0, there exists a
finite set H; C H, such that, for all n > 1, dy, (¢n,?) < € + maxyens |(€n — £, ©)|. The
proof of this point follows closely the proof of [24], Th.11.3.3: for any £ > 0, take K C I
compact such that /(K) > 1 —e. The set of functions B := {¢, |l¢ll;, <1}, restricted
to K, is compact, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem. Thus there exists &k > 1 and ¢1,...,pr € B
such that for all ¢ € B, there exists j < k such that sup,cx [¢(y) — ¢;(y)| < €, so that
sup,cg- |p(x) — ¢j(z)] < 3e. Set g(z) := max (0,1 — d(z, K)/e). Then g € H, and for n
large enough, £, (K¢) > [ gdf, > 1 — 2¢. Thus
[(bn =€, @)| < /Iso—sojld(fn+f)+ [(n = £, 95 <12e+ max |{bn =L, @5)].
Thus, the result follows from the fact that almost surely, for every bounded continuous
function ¢ (and hence, for all ¢ € H,) we have |(¢, — (., )| —— 0 ([24], Th. 11.4.1). O
n—oo

Proof of Theorem [ZI0. For t € [0,T] and ¢ : R4 x I — R satisfying, for §,0 € R, z,y € I,
‘(p(@,a:) — (6, y)‘ <O, <‘6’ — é‘ + |z — y\) and sup,¢; |¢(0, )] < C,(1+16]), we have

E |[{(vn: —vi, @] < 2B [[{ns = T, )] + 2B [[(7ns = v1, )P
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Introducing the empirical measure of the nonlinear processes (éi)ie[n} defined in Section 2.3t

_ 1 ¢
Unt = E 2 5(§i,t71'1('n))’ t >0, (4.33)
1=
we can estimate the first term above as
1 n ~ ) C n o
E |:’<I/n7t — Unt s <,0>\2] < - E;E “cp(&',t,xi) - CP(Qi,t,xz’)| } < o E;E U@gt - Hi,t| } ;
1= 1=

< CsupE

i€[n] s€[0,T

2
sup |628_ i,s| ] —>07
by Theorem 2.9 Concerning the second term

E [|[(7ns — w1, ¢)°] <2E

53 <¢(§i7t,xi)— / (0, )0 (d9)>

i=1

‘ n

2
] (4.34)

1 n
2|— (0, z;)v;(dO) — (0, z)v{ (d6)dx
n;/w /90

The first term (£.34]) above can be computed as

E[l

-y (so(éi,t,:vi) —/90(9’“)” (d0 >‘ ] - %2

i=1

(4.35)

< 6ir, s —/ (0, ) (d0)>2]

o2
n2Z/ 037@2 IEZ _52/ 1+|9|2 wz(de)
=1

which goes to 0 as n — 00, uniformly int e [0,T], by (Z1I3]). For the last term (435, write
for simplicity us(z f(p (0,z)vf(df). Note that |us(z)| < C, [ (14 0]) vf(d) which is
bounded umformly inte[0,7] and z € I, by (2I3]). Moreover, (recall the definition of
W in (2.28), for some constant C'(¢,T") > 0 sufficiently large that changes from one line
to the other,

) =)l < [ 1o(6.2) — (6. 0)| 7 (@0) + \/ (0. ) (d0) - /w@wﬁmmy
<Cs0|$_y| —|—C(<,0, )(5W($7y)+w1(’/0’y0)) <C(<,0,T)|l‘—y|b,

where we used (A.16]), (ZII)) and (2:28). Thus, for all ¢ € [0, 77,
the term (A35]) can be estimated as

%;ut(azz) — /ut(az)dx

which goes to 0 as n — oo by (2.31]). O

%HHL < 1. Hence,

2
= ’<€n - 67 ut>’2 < C(‘:DaT)2dH(€m€)2
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4.3. Proof of Proposition regularity of the kernel in the deterministic case.
We suppose here that Assumption B.1] holds. Since for all n > 1,

ZW $za$k /W T, Y dy Z/ nyxk W(xhy” dy = Sn(W),
Tr—1

this 1nequahty together with (3.:2) and (2.2) implies ([2.25]). So we are left with proving
[224). For i € [n], we have

Z / / W (s, 0)W (5, 00) T (w1, 2, 1) — W (5, p)W (5, 2) O (1, , )| dydz
Ti—1
/ / (i, 2) W (21, 21) — W (5, Y)W (21, 2)| [T (a7, 2, 2)] dyd
Ti—1

+ Z /xl | /xkl Y (2, ke, 1) — Yoz, y, 2)| W(xs, y) W(x;, 2)dydz .= (I) + (I1).

(4.36)
Concerning the first term above, we have, by Lemma [A.4
> [ W W - W )W (a2
kl=1"%1-1
1 1
< (LS Wi + | Wy ) su(w). (4.37)
=1 0

By (2.2)), (2:25)) and (3.2), this last quantity converges to 0 as n — oo, uniformly in i € [n].
Concerning the second term in (4.30]):

(I1) Z/x

kil=1"%1-1

+z/

kl=1"%
Using Lemma [A.4] again we have (recall the definition of 6W in (2:28))

T
/ ‘TT(‘Thxkuxl) - TT(xiayaxl)’ W(‘Thy)w(mw Z)dydz7
1

Tk
/ |TT($¢, Y, xl) - TT(xiv Y, Z)| W($Zv y)W(ﬂZ‘Z, Z)dde
-1 1

/ / (W (2, y) + w1 (vg*, 18)) W (g, y)W (4, 2)dydz,
k=17 %=1

/ / (W (a1, 2) + wn (U, ) W (s, y)W (s, 2)dyd.
kl=1"%1-1

Using now (2:28)) and (211]), we obtain for L = max(Lg, Lw)
1 1
(IT) <2CL <—+—>/W i, Y)W (2, 2)dydz < 2CL |[W] 2 <—LZ+—“> (4.38)

ntt

Taking sup;¢p,) in (£36]), we conclude by (4.37) and (4.38) that € %ﬂ( ) —— 0. The two

other terms e(z)T( ) and e )T(x) can be dealt in a similar way, we leave the proof to the
reader. This proves Prop051t10n
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4.4. Proof of Proposition B.4t regularity of the kernel in the random case. We

assume here that Assumption B3l holds. For simplicity of notations, we will write e,({”’“ in

place of egzp’i) (z) and ™ in place of ! T)( ) in (2.24]). Introduce the following truncation:

Wiz (z,y) — W(x,y) NM, M >0 (4.39)

and define e,&m]\}) (resp. e,&m&) as the truncated version of ¢ (resp. egm)), that is, when
W is replaced by Wyy.

Claim 1: there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any M > 0, i € [n], m = 1,2,3,

) —

<C (% Zn: W (i, x;) + 1>

( ZIW (@i, x) — War (@i, ) |+/|WM i)Y )—W($i7y)|5(dy)>- (4.40)

k=1

To prove Claim 1, we only consider m = 1 and leave the other cases to the reader. Fix
M >0 and i € [n]. Then, using Lemma [A4]

n

1
ALY = =5 30 AW s @)W (i, a0) = Wi (i, 00 Wa (@ 20)} Yo 2, 0)|
=1
C n
<— (W (@i, o)W (@i, 21) — War (@i, o) W (@4, 21)|
"=
X nk: 3] k M 3] k nk:1 iy Lk M\ Liy Lk )

1
<20 | - W 2] W 2 -W 2] )

A(2 . ‘/{W Tiy Y IIJ‘Z,Z) - WM(xlvy)WM(xlyz)} TT(ﬂfi,y, Z)dydz )

< C’/|W(xi,y)W(:Ei,Z) = W (@i, y)War (24, 2)| £(dy)€(dz),
< 2CHW1HOO/\W(xi,y) — Wi, )| €(dy).

Doing the same for m = 2,3, this proves Claim 1. The next point is now to show that
the quantities in (£40) can be almost surely controlled for large n, choosing carefully the
truncation parameter M.

Claim 2: Let us fix parameters 1,02 > 0 (to be chosen later) and define

M :=ndt, (4.41)
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For this choice of M, we have (recall the hypothesis on the L2-norm of W (B.5)), for some
constant C' > 0 independent of n,

— 6 HW”LX ]2
P <Zs€1?£)} Z |W (2, x) — W (i, x)| > n 52) < W, (4.42)
~ N SIWl
P ZSELEL)] / \War(xi, &) — Wz, z)|dT > n < W’ (4.43)
C
P (s;p} ZW (i, x)| > 14 WA > S5 (4.44)
1cn =1

Let us prove Claim 2: we have

1< 1

ZE (@i, xx 1W(xu~’0k)>M]

Now, for any independent X,Y on I with law E,

E [W(X,Y) 1w x,y)>m] ZE [ (X, Y)loyew(x,y) < 2l+1M]
< MZ ol+1 <]P’ (W(X, Y) > 2lM> —P <W(X,Y) > 2l+1M)) :

M <2P(W(X,Y) > M)+ ioﬂv (wix,v) > 2lM)> :
=1

<M< 22“) 3V
X MXl X MXl .

This gives, for M given by (4.41):

1 & 6 V% r2y
E [ﬁ Z W (i, 21) — WM(ZEi,$k)|] < W

Hence, ([@.42)) follows immediately from Markov inequality and a union bound. In a same
way, we have

) . 3 6 W I xr2
E [/ (W (i, ) — W($Z,$)|€(d$):| < W_l())a

so that inequality (4.43]) holds. Inequality

<Sup ZW X, Ty) /W x;, 2)0(dz)
1€[n]

follows directly from Markov inequality and the fact that x > 9 > 6 in ([B.3]) and the
independence of the variables (zj)refr)- Then (4.44]) is a consequence of the inequality
SUDje ] J W (z;,z)dz < |[Wh],, < 4oc. This proves Claim 2.

> 1) < % (4.45)
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Claim 3: Let 63 > 0 be a last constant to be defined later. There exists a constant
C = Cr > 0 such that, for the choice of M = n°' defined in (@41]),

1 1 1203
P < W+ +e¥, >0 <n53_251 + n1—251>> < Cnexp (- - > . (4.46)

e9)

Let us prove Claim 3: we only control €, , and leave the two other terms to the reader.
Since for fixed = € I, (y, z) — Yp(z,y, z) is symmetric, we have, for i € [n]

el = nzz{WM wi, 1) 2L (25, T, Tk / Wr (i, y)War (i, 2) Yo (@i, y, >f<dy>e<dz>}
k=1

2
+— > {WM(%xk)WM(:Ei,ZEz)TT(xi,xk,iEz) —/WM(%Z/)WM(%Z)TT(ZEi,y,Z)E(dy)f(dZ)}7
1<i<k<n

= (I) + (ID).

Using Lemma [A.4] the first term is easily bounded (almost surely for all t) by CTW =

nl,L%l. We now turn to the control of the second term:

() =— Z W (i, z1) {WM(xz,xk)TT(iﬂz,xk,SEz /WM Tisy )TT($27y7$1)€(dy)}
1<Ii<k<n

2 A
£ 5 0 % Wt [ Wastenn) Yot aan) ~ [ W) Was a2 Tr o, )i
1<Ii<k<n

Cy(LlM + C(2z

We only make the calculations for the C M ) and leave the (easier) term C ) to the reader.
Denote by

WZZIM = Wr(xi, x1) {WM(SEi,fﬂk)TT(wi,iEk,xl) - / WM(xiay)TT(ZEi,yyﬂjl)g(dy)} -

By definition of W), in (@39) and using Lemma [A4] TIY = supk Li

F]i’Jl\/I‘ CTM2 =

Crn®'. Writing differently the summation in the definition of C M ) leads to

N M & 21M 211}
Cr(i}vf): n ZY'(M): n_y () 2 Z y M) (4.47)

n i,r n bl n T
r=1 reln], r#i

(i,M)
where we have defined Y-(M = 1 —l Tp , 7 € [n]. The first term in is eas-
2, p 1 oM
21TM
n

ily bounded (almost surely for all t<T)
ond term of ([@A7): for each r € [n], }/;(7{\4 ) is measurable w.r.t. the o-field F :=

< 7112,—0251 We now turn to the sec-
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o (xi,zk; k=1,...,r) and such that

B ] = B[R - néMZE[

n

) _ .
., ‘ <1 Forallr=2,...,n,1r#1,

0]

r—1
1 i
nHM ZE |:WM(x27xp) {WM(xuxr)TT(xz:xr:xp /WM Ty Y )TT(xzyyyxp)g(dy)} ()1:| )
nop=1
so that by independence of the (7)), E [YZ(T Y, TM )1} = 0. Note that this calculation

only works for r # i (this is why we have treated the term Y( ) apart in #A47)). Since

i,r

Y-(M)‘ < 1, we have obviously E [(YZ(M > \ e 1] <1lforall r=2,...,n. We are now
in position to apply Lemma [42} for all € > 0,

211, (M) 1 (M) £
Pl = 2 Yize| =Pl > Yl >omr |

re(n], r#i n re(n], r#i
(HM) +1]1 ne?
< - UL A < . .
< exp( nH( 2 2)) < exp( 8(1'[%)2

Doing the same for —Y;, and by a union bound, we obtain finally, for the choice ¢ :=
—(53HM
n R

2HM 1—203
P | sup |—* Yz(iw) >n %M | < 2nexp <_n 5 ) . (4.48)
i€[n] re(n], r#i
This proves Claim 3.
Conclusion: let gy := x — 9 > 0. Define
1 £0 €0 1 £0

pi==—————=>0,00:=——=>0and d3:= - — ——< > 0. 4.49
VT4 8(e0 + 6) 27 2(e0 + 6) 2772 8(e0 +6) (4.49)

For this choice of parameters, one has obviously 1 —2§; > 0, 1 — 23 > 0 and d3 — 261 > 0,
and it is easy to verify that d;(x — 1) — d2 — 1 > 1. This means that the probabilities in
(@42), [@43), ([@46) are summable in n and that both n=(%3=291) and n=(1-201) go to 0 as

n — oo. From (@40), (£42), (443), ([@.44), [@46]), we deduce from Borel Cantelli Lemma

that there exists an event of probability 1, such that on this event,

3
e <c it e ) s
m=1
and
1 n
sup — Z Wz, op) < 1+ Wil - (4.51)
Ze[n] k=1

This concludes the proof of Proposition [3.41
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5. THE SPATIAL FIELD AND THE NONLINEAR HEAT EQUATION

5.1. Uniqueness of a solution. Here, we consider the general case where (I,/) is given
by Definition We suppose here that the hypotheses of Proposition [2.12] hold.

Proof of Proposition[2.12. Let ¢, be two weak solutions in C ([O,T],Lk(I, E)) with the
same initial condition and denote by p := ¢ —1) the difference. Since ¢ € C([0,T], L*(I,))
(resp. 1) is a weak solution, then ¢ (resp. v) belongs to H'([0,T], L*(I,¢)) and we have,
for all test function J, for almost every t € [0, 7],

dgp — C . . .
(00 7) = (et + [Tt W ey 7)o 6)

By density, this also true for all test function (¢,2) ~ J(z,t) in L?([0,T] x I). Substracting
the two equations for ¢ and 1 and choosing the test function J(-,t) = (-, t) — (-, t), we
obtain

d
& Hp(7t)”%2(l,£) = <C((10(7t) - c(wvt)a p('7t)>L2(I,Z)

T < J G000 = T 0,000 0 W )00, p(-,t>> |
I

L2(1,0)

The first term is bounded by L || p(',t)H%g( r,0)- The second can be evaluated as, by the
properties of I’

'< J ATt )000.0) = T 0060} W)t p(-,t>>

L2(1,0)
<Ir /1 /1 1o, ) W (2, 9)6(dy)(dz) + Ly /1 oz, 1) /1 1oy, D) W (2, y)e(dy)(dz),

The first term is bounded by Ly |[Wi]| o, [|lp(-,t) H%Q(M). Concerning the second, by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,

ool [ ot wetianeian) < [ ool ( [ |p<y,t>|24<dy>>% (/ W(m)zady))%f(dx)

1 1
< Welld 1o, D)l oz 1oCo )l rrey < IWallZ lloC O Z2 (7,0 -

Using that p(-,0) = 0, we obtain uniqueness by a Gronwall’s Lemma. O

5.2. Convergence of the spatial profile. The point of this paragraph is to prove
Theorem 2131 Recall that I = [0,1] with regular deterministic positions (Assump-

tion [B.1]) and we suppose that the hypotheses of Theorem 2.13] hold. We use the shortcut
{z}, = [na + 1] for any « € I. Recall the definition of the spatial field 6,,(z,t) = 9«({2%» .
in (2.38]). Introduce the coupling (where the initial conditions and Brownian motions are

the same as for (I.1])):

g™ = e(y()dt + =3 W(aia))0 (wi),@ﬁ) dt +0dBiy, 0Kt<T, i€n], (5.2)
j=1
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as well as its corresponding spatial field (recall that zy = 0 by definition):

szt [Ti—1,24) (z) = ¢{x} 4 el (5.3)
With this notations at hand, we directly see that (6,,(x,t), 1, (z,t)) are solutions to

A0, (z,t) = ))dt + [ T(6 y, t)EV)dydt + 0dByyy 4, (5.4)

Jre
dpn(z,t) = c(n(z,1)) dt—l_/lr Yn(,t), Yy, )) n(T, y)dydt"i'O-dB{x} b (5.5)

where

E(n)

A0S0y, A Waley) = W({z},  {yh,). (5.6)

Proposition 5.1. Under the hypotheses of Section[2.3, the process (On(+,1)),, > Ltefo,T] S
tight in C([0, T, L*([0, 1])).

Proof. Apply Ito’s formula:
102, w)|* = [6n (2, 0)|" + k / 10 (2, 8)[" 72 (0n (2, 5) , c(On(w,5))) ds
0
v \en<x,s>rk—2<en<w,s>, [T 050000 s>>5;7gdy> ds
0
+ k‘/ \Hn(x,s)]k_z <9n(a:,s), adB{x}n78>
0
+/ k (g - 1) 0u . 9)" " (50100, 5) . Bl ) ds + k:d/ On(z, 5)[F2 ds
0 0

Let

05 (x,t) = sup |0,(x,5)|.
s€[0,t]

Using the hypothesis on ¢ and T" in Section 2.1l we obtain

. K ' k 1 |c(0)?
0 (x,t)" < [0n(x,0)]" + k‘/ 0F (z,5)"2 (Lc + §> 0 (z,5)% + ds
—i—kLr/ 0 (x,5)k 1/(1+9*(m s) + 05 (y, ))E;gdyds

/ |0 (z, s) On(z,s), adB{x}n7s>

+k <(§ - 1) ‘O’O’T‘ + d) / 0; (x, s)*2ds+k sup
0

u <t
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Taking the square, using Jensen’s inequality and taking the expectation, we obtain, for
some constant C' > 0 depending on k, T, ¢, 1", 0, d:

B [6:(2,0)*] < CE [6u(x,0)]
w0 (1 (o f2aan)) [ (o ltn ] + B o] o ]
/Ot 0" (2, 5)2*2 </1 — ;dy>2dS] | (5.7)

/0“ 10, (z, 5)|F2 <9n(x, s), adB{x}n,S> 2] (5.8)

Concentrate on the term (0.7): for any = € I, setting i = {«},,, note that

+CE

+ CE | sup

u<t

2

([orw0ts ) ZH%,J /“19;@,3)@ ,

1 & n - n i *
< E ZK/E )62,] Z/{z( )62,] / 011(3/7 8)2dy7
j=1 j=1 it

3 1 Z 513 J 1zj)( y)dy

applying Jensen’s inequality for the probability measure on I p,, = IS STRNOrS
j=1k; "Sij

Note also that by Holder’s inequality,

2k—2

E |03(z,5)*20,(y,5)°] <E |03(2.9)] T B[0:(,9%]

Hence, if we define

==

©,(t) :==supE [HZ(x,t)%] (5.9)
zel
the term (57) may be bounded by ( J I :gnydy) fo s)ds. Finally, concerning the last

term (B.8]), an application of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy 1nequahty gives, for some constant
C > 0 that depends on o,

2

E |sup

u <t

“ t
/ |9n($,s)|k—2 <9n($7s), JdB{x}n,s> < C/ E [|9;($,s)|2k_2 ds.
0 0

Putting everything together and using the fact that there exist a universal constant C > 0
(only depending on k) such that |z|**™* + |2|** 72 < Oy 4 |z|**, we obtain finally that for
some constant C’ > 0 depending on T, k, o, ¢,T,

2
zel I zel

2 2
Since we have almost surely sup,.c; ( i :glydy) = SUP;e[y) (% zyzl /il(-n) §i,j) < oo (recall

(1), (£20) and (2.25])) as well as the hypothesis on the initial condition (2.9, we obtain
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from Gronwall’s Lemma that

sup sup E
n>1azxel

sup |9n(:n,t)|2k] < 0. (5.10)
te[0,T

This implies in particular that, by two successive applications of Jensen’s inequality,

sup ( [ utat) dw) ,
te[0,7

1 1

E &
< sup E (/ sup \Hn(a;,t)\%da:> < sup E / sup \Hn(a;,t)\%da:] ,

n>1 t€[0,T)] nzl1 te[0,T)
1
k
sup ]9n(x,t)]2k]> < 0.

= sup /E
n>1 te[0,T)
(5.11)

We now turn to a similar estimate concerning the modulus of continuity: set § > 0 and
s <t € 0,T] such that [t —s| <. Set

Ansi(@) = [On(2,t) — On(, 5)] (5.12)

sup E

n=1 t€[0,T] nx=1

sup ||9n(',t)\|%k(1>] =sup E

te[0,T] n>1azel

%
sup \Hn(x,t)]%] dm) < (sup supE

and
A:L,é(x) ‘= sup An,s,s+5(x) (513)

Then, by the same calculations as before, it is straightforward to see that, for another
constant C’ > 0,

2 6
sup E [ ,*175(:17)%} <’ (1 + (sup/Eé’Zdy) ) / sup E [A;u(fp)zk] du
zel zel JI 0 zel

t
+C'E sup /S |05 (2, u) — O, (x, s)|k_2 <0n(:17, u) — Op(z,s), adB{x}n,u>

s,t,[t—s| <O

2]
Hence, once again by Holder and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities,

2 5
supE [A;’(;(m)%} <C's+C” (1 + sup </ E;"&dy> ) / supE [A;‘w(m)%] du.
T 0

xzel zel

Gronwall’s lemma gives directly that

sup supE | sup |0, (z,t) — O, (2, 8)|**| — 0, (5.14)
n>1zel [t—s| < & N0
which finally gives
sup E| su On(-,t) — O0,(-, s 2, — 0. 5.15
S B | s 16 1) = 0l | o (5.15)
The required tightness result follows directly from (5.I1) and (G.I5). O

Proposition 5.2. Under the assumption of Section[Z3, any accumulation point of (0 (-,t)),, Lte[0,T]
in C([0,T], L*(I)) is a weak solution to (Z:34).
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Proof. Let us consider the field 1, (5.3]) corresponding to the particle system (5.2]) driven
by the same Brownian motions as (LLI]) with the same initial condition. By calculations
similar to the previous proof, the difference 6,, — v,, verifies, using the assumptions on c,

B [[6(2.1) — vu(a. )] < C’/OtE 60 (ar.0) —wn(:n,u)|2k] du—I—C’E/th(x,u) — ()2

(Ontar) = ) [ (0001080000 S} = T () 0) W) iy

Using the assumptions on I', ([2.4]), the difference in the last term above can be bounded
by C(A; + Az) where Ay and Ay are given below. First,

t

Avi= [ Blala,n) ~ bl
0

/I (O (2, 1) = Yn(, 1), T(On(@,u), 0n(y, u)) — Tt (@,u), ¥n(y, w)) Z0)dydu,
t 1
< C/ E |05 (7, u) — wn(l‘,u)!%_l/ (|0n(z,u) — Yn (2, u)| + |0n(y, u) — Yu(y,u)]) Egc 3dydu,
0 0
1 t
< 2C/ E;"&dy/ E [0, (2, 1) — thn (2, u)|*" du

+20 [ [ Blonte. ) — a0 00,0 — bl 0] 2

By Holder’s inequality followed by Young’s inequality,
B [0 1) 0 (0, ) = s u)\}
<E [|0u(o.0) = tua)*] T [w (1) = Ul )]
< BB 100, ) — (o)™ + 2B (10000, ) — (0]

< sup B [Ifa(zu) = tn(zu) ]
z€[0,1]

Hence,

t
A <40 <sup/:¥2dy> / supE [IHn(z,u) — wn(z,u)]%] du.
I 0

zel zel

Secondly,

Ay = /O B /I (O, 0) = Yl w), Deon(,), Gy, ) (20 = Wa(2,9) ) dyds.

For i = {z},, we have

AQ = 2/ ZC’]H< E")gZ’J—W(xZ,$])> du,
_2/ ZC’]H K; {w W24, 25)) du+2/ Zgw Z Wy (4, 25) — W(:Ei,$j)> du,
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where C” s = E [<92( 8) 1/)2(2,) , F(%-(Z),?/)J(-T?)ﬂ. The same reasoning (together with the
apriori control (2.I4))) as in Proposition 4] shows that the supremum in ¢ € [n] of the
first term in the sum above goes almost surely to 0 as n — oo. The second term in
the sum is bounded above by sup;¢jy) % Py mgn)Wn(xi, xj) — W(x;,2;)|, which goes to
0 uniformly in ¢ as n — oo, by (ZI9). From the previous estimates and a Gronwall’s
Lemma, we conclude that sup,cy e, E [0 (7, 1) — ¥ (, )% =00 0. In particular,

sup E/|9 z,t) — Yz, 8)|* dz — 0, as n — oco. (5.16)
t€[0,T]

It now remains to identify the limit. By (5.I6), any limit point of (6,(-,¢)),>1 in
C([0,T), L*(I)) is also a limit point of (¢,(-,t))n >1. Recall that, for any C'-bounded
test function .J : I — R? with bounded derivative

/I<1,Z)n(:1:,t), J(x)>dx:/<¢n(:p 0) d:n+/ / (Wn(z, 5)) , J(z)) dads

+ /Ot [ (P u(o8). 005D W), I()) dadys + [ <JB{x}"’t )i
(5.17)

Concerning the initial condition 6,,(x,0) = ¢, (z,0) (recall the definition of 1y in (2.37])):

2

E| [ (0.0.0). J@) o~ [ thnla), J(a) da
<sm|t ,; <6,i’73 Gy J<u>du> |
+3 %Z < Joran [ - J(:vk>> |
</9 7+(a6). )>—/I<¢o($)7 s as]
(oo v i 25

2

1 kZ:l < J J(xk)> - /I (Wolx), J()) do

The two first terms above converge to 0, by ([29]). It is straightforward to see that the
third term is 3 | [} (v (), J(-)) (dly — d€)| where z — (ypo(x), J(z)) is ¢1-Holder, by @.I).
Hence, this term also goes to 0 as n — oo. Concerning the noise term in (5.17]), we have,
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for some constant C' > 0

/I (0B, . J(@)) da !Z / (0B, J(x)) da 2] ,

-3 [ [ BB g 08,0, S as

CtZ(/J |dx>2<CTZ/M

which goes to 0 as n — oo, uniformly on ¢ € [0, 7.

Let (¢(2,t)) e 1e0m) € C([0,T], L¥(I)) an accumulation point of (1/,,): there exists a
subsequence (ng)i > 1 (that we rename n for simplicity of exposition) such that (¢,)n > 1
converges in law to ¢ in C([0,7],L*(I)). By the Skhorokhod representation theorem
(C([0,T], L*(I)) is separable, [2], p.125), one can suppose that (i) converges almost
surely in C([0,T], L*(I)) to ¢. Since we have convergence in C([0,T], L*(I)), we have
that [, (¢n(x,t), J(x))dz — [; (W(x,t), J(x)) dz, uniformly in ¢t € [0,T]. For the

same reason, fo 7 (c(n(, 8)) J(x)) dxds — fg [; (c((x,s)), J(x)) dxds (by an ap-

plication of dominated convergence theorem when c¢ is bounded or using the convergence
in C([0,T], L*(I)) when ¢ is polynomial). We now turn the interaction term in (5.I7).
Assume first that I is bounded. Then,

E

<

L (n(@,5), (v, 9) (Wale,9) = W(a,y)) , J(@)) dadyds

12

Xl Wl T [ [ Wato0) = W) o

which goes to 0 as n — oo, by (2.36]). Moreover,

P(¢n(x, 3)7 wn(% 3)) - F(”L/J(% 3)7 w(ya S))) W(‘Ta y) ) J(.Z')> dxdyds

I2

< / / T (. 8), 6 (9 8)) — D((z, ), 6 (y, 8))| W (2, 9) |7 (x)| dedyds,
0 12

which goes to 0 as n — oo, by dominated convergence theorem. In the case where
'0,0)=T"-(0— @) is linear, we have firstly

<(¢n(x, s) —(x,s)) Wn(x, v), J(x)> dzdyds

ésup(/W zydy) 1] oo //\wna:s Y(z, s)|dads
zel

12
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which goes to 0 as n — oo, by ([2.25) and since we have convergence in C([0,T7], L*(I)).
Secondly,

U(x,s), J(x)) (Wn(x,y) — W(a:,y)) dxzdyds|,

</y z,s), J())2 dx)l </I2 (Wn(az,y)—W(x,y)>2dydx>%ds

which goes to 0 as n — oo, by ([Z36) and since ¢» € C([0,T], L*(I)). Thirdly,

12

)

U(y,s)) , J (@) Wa(z,y)daedyds

(/\wn Y, s y,s)|? dy)l </I2 Wn(az,y)2dxdy>%ds

which goes to 0 as n — oo. Finally,

12

< [Vl

)

W(w,y)) ((y,s), J(@)) dodyds| .

< Wl /O ([t s>|2dy>% ([t - W(:my)\zd:cdy)% ds,

which also goes to 0 as n — co. These estimates altogether gives the convergence of the
interaction term in (5.17)). Putting everything together, we obtain that any accumulation
point of (6,,), =1 in C([0,T], L¥(I)) is a weak solution to (Z34]). O

12

5.3. Identification in the compact case. We prove Theorem 214l Let z — J(x) be a
regular (C') test function on [0,1]. Then,

1 & m) =(1
On(z,t), do = — 6., , — 1), 1
/I< ), S de = 0077 (7)) (5,19
where J (%) =n [, J(x)dz. The expression J (%) is not an actual function of %, but
one can replace J (E) by J (%)

2

o[15 0 () o ()] <2l b () ()
D e

using (Z14). So the limit of [; (0, (x,t), J(z)) dz as n — oo is the same as

Up () = %zn: <9§j;> g <%>> - / (0, J(@)) vas(d6, da). (5.19)

i=1
Taking the limit as n — oo in (5.I8]), using Theorem 210l one obtains that, for all

te[0,T7],
/I<w(a:,t), J(a:)>da::/l/<9, J(z)) vy (do)dz. (5.20)
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Theorem [2.14] follows.

APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS AND REGULARITY RESULTS FOR THE NONLINEAR
FOoKKER-PLANCK PDE

The aim of this section is to prove Proposition 2.4} as well as some regularity estimates
concerning the solution v to (4.

A.1. Existence of a solution to the nonlinear Fokker-Planck PDE. We prove here
the existence part of Proposition 2.4] and the result of Remark Recall the definition
of the set M in Section For any m € M, consider the solution to

d07 = c(07)dt + / (67, 0)W (2, y)ma(df, dy)dt + od By, (A1)
with initial condition 6§ ~ . Consider © : M — M the functional which maps any
measure m(df,dz) to the law ©(m) of (6%, x), where 6% solves (A]). The point is to
prove that © admits a fixed-point in M, which gives the existence of a solution v to (L4]).
Recall the definition of the Wasserstein metric in (2.12]) and the definition of & in (2Z1).

Then, for two driving measures my and mgy in M, for the coupling (01,62) with same
initial conditions and Brownian noise, using the properties on ¢ and I', we get

t
|ﬁrwuﬁ<c/wm—@gﬁs
0
t ~ ~ ~
+ C/ |91,s - 02,s| / ‘F(el,sae) - F(02,570) W(xyy)ml,s(deydy)ds
0

t
+0/wm—@4
0

/ {T(Ba,0, 1) — T(Ba.0,0)} pY(du, do)VW (2, y)((dy) | ds,

where p¥(du, dv) is any coupling of m{ and m}. Hence,
t
1= b0l < CO+ W) [ 161 0.l ds
0

t
+C/ \9175—9278]/]u—v]pg(du,dfu)W(a:,y)@(dy)ds.
0

Elevating everything to the power £ > 1 and taking the supremum in s < ¢ and the
expectation, one obtains, for another constant C' = C(T)

t
E |sup [0, — 92,512’“] <C(+ leuoo)’f/ E [sup 1615 — 9278\%} ds
0

s<t u<s

t k
woE [sup 01 —ezvur%] { / ru—vrpz<du,dv>w<x,y>e<dy>} s,
0

u<s

t
<ca+mi [ B [sup 010 wﬂ s
0

u< s

+ c/ot {Sup / u — v|pg(du,dv)W(x,y)ady)}% ds.

u<s
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Applying Jensen’s inequality to the probability measure (for fixed = € T) %E (dy)
(recall (23))), we can bound the last term above by

t
O w2 / sup / i — o[ p(du, do) W (z, ) £(dy)ds.
0

u<s

Since this is true for all coupling, we obtain

t
E [supwl,s —92,s|2k] <CO+ ||w1\|oo)’f/ E [Sup 01 — 627 | ds
0

s<t U< s

t
+C ||w1\|§§/ 5(my, ma)?ds,
0

Hence, by Gronwall’s Lemma, we obtain finally, for constant C' depending on T and
Wil

t
5,(0(my), ©(ma))2* < 0/ 54(my, my)?kds.
0

Iterating this estimate gives, for all I > 1, §7(0"1 (1), ©4(1y))?* < C’lflp—!léT(@(uo),uo)%,
so that (@l(V())) is a Cauchy sequence, and hence, converging to v, solution to (4.

A.2. Uniqueness of a solution to the nonlinear Fokker-Planck PDE. We now turn
to the uniqueness part of Proposition 24l Let py = {lut}te[O,T] be any other weak solution
to ([LA]) in M such that vy = pg. The point is to prove that u; = vy for ¢t € [0, 7.

Definition A.1. Form € {v,u}, for £-almost every x € I, for any 0 < s < t, any € R?,
denote by {cp;n’t(H,a:)} the unique solution of

s<t<T
- <c<w~”> + / T (977,0) Wz, y)ma(dd, dy>) dt+odB,,  (A2)

with position x and initial condition ps°° = 0 att = s. Define finally, for any test function
f:0— f(6), 0 € R? and L-almost every x € I,

Py f(0,2) :=Ef (o540, 2)) . (A.3)

Let us suppose that ¢ is uniformly Lispchitz on R? (one can remove this assumption
by replacing c(-) by its Yosida approximation, we refer to [36], Section 7, where the same
procedure is carried out). Under the assumptions made on the model, the propagator P
satisfies the following Backward Kolmogorov equation (see [20], Remark 2.3): for § € R4
and x € I,

OsPsy f%v@. <UUTV9P5¢ f) + <<c(9) + / L(0,0)W (x,)v,(d6, dy)> : w) P,.f =0.
(A4)
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For any regular test function f, applying Ito formula to ¢ — P, f(9}"", z), where 9#*
solves (A.2)) for the choice of m = p, gives:

Putf(94,2) = PasfO5 ") + [ 0Poaf (0 2)do
0
+ / VoPorf (9%, ) - (c(z?ﬁf’x)+ / T (v4e,0) W(x,y)uv(dé,dy)> dv
0
1

+3 /0 "V, (aaT VP, f) (9%, z)dv + /0 VP f(95 2) - 0dBy. (A5)
Using (A4), this simplifies into
Pad 0 2) = P (057 ) + [ VoP,of(04%.2) - odB,
4 /0 VP f (01 1) / D (95%,0) W (e, y) (o (A8, dy) — v,(06, dy))ddv. (A.6)

Since the law of 94" is pZ(df), taking the expectation w.r.t. the Brownian motion, we
obtain for s =t (recall that P, sf = f),

[ 10wz = [ pooso.onn)
+ /0 / { / V@Pmsf(H,a:)-F(H,é) W(g;,y)ug(de)}(Mv(dé,dy)—uv(dé,dy))dv. (A7)

Furthermore, taking in (I4]) test functions of the form (0, z) = ¢(6)y(x) shows that for
every regular test function 6 — ¢(0), for ¢-almost every z,

Jstopzao = [ongia+ [ [ {390 (o0 90000)) + Vo) - (o)} vitaosae

4 /0 ) / Voo(0) / W (a2, y)T (0, By (A6, dy)v () d. (A8)
From this, we get
o, / Py f (6, 2)07(d6) / 0y Pos (8, 2)2(d6) + / Poif(6,2)0,05(d6) = 0. (A9)

We obtain finally, for /-almost every =,
/ £(6) {12(460) — v2(d0) } = / Po o (0, %) {15 (d6) — v (d0)}
w [ [ SoPuct .0 T (0.8) Wi uzian) | (a2ad) - @) (410

Let us recall the definition of the Wasserstein metric w; (-, -) in (ZI0]). By the Kantorovich-
Rubinstein duality, an equivalent expression of this distance is

[ au= [ sav

An important point is to note that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, uniformly in
(0,2), [VoPy,sf(0,2)| < C, where C' is uniform on v, s € [0, T] and f such that || f||;, <1

. (A.11)

wi(p,v) = sup
1fllz:p <1
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(see [36], Lemma 44 for more details). Thus, for fixed x,y € I and v,s € [0,7], the
function 0+ I, ,(0) := [ VoP, s f(0,x) - <0, é) W (z,y)us(dd) is Lipschitz:

[y (01) — L y(02)] = '/VGPU,Sf(evx) ~(T'(8,61) —T'(0,62)) W(%y)ﬂi(de)'
S CLFW(a;,y) ‘91 — 92’

Hence, we obtain
' [ 10 uzta0) - u:<d0>}' < ' [ Posi0.3) uitao) - usc(de)}'

—l—C’LF/ /Sup wy (p, v )W (z,y)l(dy)dv. (A.12)

u < v

Taking the supremum on f with ||f||,,, <1 and using the fact that o = v, we obtain

wy (ps,vy) CLF/ /sup wy (pd, VW (x,y)l(dy)dv.

u LU

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Jensen inequalities,

wr (1, 02)? < CP1L3 ( [ ([ s wntutopPecan ) ([ ny2g(dy)>ldv)2

< CPIAT Wl / / sup wn (¥, v4)2£(dy)dv.

u<v

Taking the supremum in s < t and integrating w.r.t. = gives

[ supwn (w2 o) < CLET W / [ sup ws e

s<t u<v

so that Gronwall’s lemma gives uniqueness.

A.3. A priori estimates and spatial regularity. We now gather some estimates con-
cerning the solution v to (I4). Recall Definition [A1} in the following, for § € R?, = € I,
we set ©L(0,z) := 2" (0, ) (now m = v).

Lemma A.2. For all 61,0, € R, z,y € I, t < T, consider p4(01,7) and ©}(62,y) coupled
in such a way that they are driven by the same Brownian motion B in (A2). Under the

assumptions of Section[2.1, there exists a constant Cy depending only on T, o, c, W, vy such
that for allt > 0,

E | sup |¢g(01,x) —@3(02,@/)|2

u€(0,t]
where we recall the definition of OW in ([2:28]).

Proof of Lemma[A. 2 Set for simplicity ®, := ¢§(61,z) and ¥, = ¢f(02,y). Then, for
all s <t,

< Opelrt <5W(:E,y)2 110, — 92|2) : (A.13)

|Bs — U % =16, — 05> + 2/ (By — Uy, (D) — c(Ty,)) du
0

+2 /0 <¢>u 0, / (W(:z:, D(Bu, ) — W (y, 2)T (W, é)) Va(d6, dz)> du. (A.14)
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Since ¢ is one-sided Lipschitz (2.6]), taking the supremum in s € [0, ¢]

t
sup |8, — 0,2 < |01—02|2+(2LC+1)/ sup @, — Wy [ du
0

s€[0,t] ve(0,u)
t
o,
0
(2)

The last term within the last integral can be estimated above by 2(ay, m 4 ay ) where

2
du. (A.15)

/ <W(a:, 2)0(®,,0) — W(y,z)F(\IJu,é)) vu(d6,dz)

2

_ '/W(az,z) (P(@u,é) —r(wu,é)) vo(df,dz)| < LZ W] sup |, — T2,

veE[0,u]

and where
2
o = ([{ [ rovnowitan } W - w2l aas)
< LA <1 + |0, )? + supE |:Sllp |92| }) IW(z, )%
zel v<u

Taking the expectation, using (2.13]) and Gronwall’s lemma, one obtains (A.13)). O
Lemma A.3. Let f : 0 — f(0) be such that |f(0) — f(6')] < |0 0’| and |f(0)| < ;2 (1416)).

Then, under the assumptions of Section [21], for the same constant C1 as in (AI3), for
allt >0, for z,y € [0,1],

'/ FOWE(dD) — /f ' POt (W a,y) + wi (v, ). (A.16)
Proof of Lemma[A.3 Recall Definition[A] (in particular the definition of P in (A.3])) and

the calculations made in the proof of uniqueness in Section [A.2l Apply (AI0) to the case
u = v: for any regular test function f satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma [A.3]

/ F(0)E(dh) = / Po o f(60, )8 (d0). (A17)

In particular, for z,y € I,
‘ [ tewiao - [ f<e>uty<de>' < [ 1Rusf(6,2) = Rust 6. (d6) (A18)
#| [ Rt @san) - [ Puosommgian)|- o)
For the first term (AIS), we have
[ 1Past 6.0) = Poad 0.1 v5(8) = [ [B17(cb(6.))] ~ B [F(5(6.0))] | 151(d6),
<o) [Blebio.0) - et 5@ (20

where the coupling (©}(6,),05(0,y)) is given by Lemma [A2l By (AI3), one obtains
that

/ P (6,2) — Pouf(6, )| v (46) < 4 C1eCr oW (a, y). (A.21)
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As far as the second term (A.19) is concerned, for any fixed (61, 63), applying once again
Lemma gives [Py f(61,y) — Potf(62,y)| < cgfl)Cleclt |61 — 62]. In particular, for any
coupling (6%,63),
‘/Po,tf(97y)yg(d0) - /PO,tf(67y)Vg(d9)‘ = ‘E [Po,tf(ég7y) - PO,tf(é(?)J7y)] | )
<E|Rocf(02,) — Poaf(03.1)| < V01 E |03 - 83

Since this true for all coupling of the initial conditions (6g, H_g ), one obtains finally that

[ Poaso.wisan) - [ Praso.miiao)
This concludes the proof of Lemma [A.3] O

Lemma A.4. Recall the definition of [I'], in (2Z21I) and of Yy, in 2Z22) (u > 0). Under
the assumptions of Section[2.1], there exists a constant C > 0 (that depends only on T, c,
I' and o) such that for allw € [0,T], 6 € RY, z,y,y/, 2,2 €I,

< cgcl)CleCltwl(Vg, ) (A.22)

sup sup|[I], (0,z)] < C(1+10]), (A.23)
u€el0,T) zel
sup sup |Yu(z,y,2)| <C (A.24)
u€el0,T) z,y,z€l
as well as
P [Tu(8,2) = [Tu(8, y)| < C(OW(2,y) + (15, 5)) (A.25)
ue|0,
sup sup |Tu(z,y,2) — Tulz,y',2)| < C (5W(y,y/) + wl(ug,ug/)) , (A.26)
u€0,T] z,z€l
sup sup |Ty(z,y,2) — Tu(z,y,2")| < C (5W(z,z/) + wl(yg,ugl)) . (A.27)
u€[0,T] z,yel

Proof of Lemma[A.4 The estimates on T are an easy consequence of the estimates on [I'].
The bound ([A.23]) on [I'] is a direct consequence of (ZH]) and the uniform estimates we
have on 6 (2I3). Let us now prove (A25): apply the results of Lemma [A3] to the test
function f := 0 +— I'(6,0) (for fixed § € R?). The test function f satisfies the hypothesis
of Lemma [A.3] for cgfl) := Lr (and some 6;2) that depends on 6, but note that 6;2) does not
enter into account in the estimates of Lemma[A.3). In particular, uniformly in 6,

/ (6, 6)v2 (df) — / r(e,é)ug(dé)‘ < C (Wi, y) + wn () |

which gives the result. U

APPENDIX B. IDENTIFICATION IN THE GENERAL CASE: PROOF OF THEOREM [2.15]

The point of this section is to prove Theorem Recall that I = RP endowed with a
probability measure £(dz) := ¢(x)dz with a C' density ¢. We fix a C'-kernel W (z,y) on
RP x RP. We proceed by truncation from the compact case (Theorem 2.14): fix M > 0,
define

BM = [—M, M]p and AM = BM X BM, (B.l)
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and introduce the following probability measure, whose support is Bjy:

(M) (dz) = 6D (2)dx == E(w)%@))dx. (B.2)
M

In what follows, we choose M sufficiently large so that

(B.3)

N =

U By) =

What has been done in Section (3] for I = [0, 1] with deterministic regular positions can
be transposed without difficulties (up to obvious notational changes) to I = Bjs, endowed
with its renormalized Lebesgue measure | g £ where |By| = (2M)P. Hence, we can apply
the result of Section (.3l for I = Bj; and deterministic positions, for the choice of kernel
on B%/I

W($7 y) = WM(% y) = W(l‘, y)E(M) (y) |BM| y T,y € By (B4)

Indeed, the kernel (x,y) — Was(z,y) is bounded and C' on B2, so that W), satisfies the
assumptions of Section 211 Moreover, we see from Section 3.3 that Wj; can be realized
as the macroscopic limit of a graph (G, k(™) constructed as in B7) and B3). Since W
and ¢ are regular, Definitions 2.7 and 2.8 are satisfied. Hence, both solutions v to (T4
(with initial condition VéM) (d,dz) = v¥(d9)¢?)(dx)) and M) to Z34) (with initial

condition 1/1(()M) (z) = [ Oy, (M) (df)) in the case I = Bjs endowed with | gz i for the kernel

W are well posed and satisfy the identification

/B (0 (a.1), 7 |BM| /B /9 J Md@)ém (B.5)

for all regular test functions J on Bj;. The point of the remaining is to make M — oo in
([B3). We treat the two sides of (B.5) separately. Concerning the lefthand, 1) is the
unique weak solution to

[ (. a@) gt = [ (@ @) g [ (e, @)

t (M) (3 ). M) (5 5 dy de .
# L (TG00 0.9), @) W) s, (B

Multiplying everything by |Bas| and choosing test functions of the form .J (z)0M) (z) gives,
by definition of Wy,

L. J<x>>€<M><dx> = [ {0 w). 5(@)) 690 a0
/Rp /Rp (, 1), ™M (y, 1)), J(x )> W (z, y)¢@) (dy)e®) (dz). (B.7)

We first give some a priori bound on ¥/): by density, (B is also true for all test functions

J(z,t) and for J(z,t) W(M ‘%_2 M) (. t), we obtain, using the properties on ¢

dx
——ds
|Bum|
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(M) (da)

Qp(M)(x,t)‘zk ‘2k—2

(M) (dg) = /

RP

(e (@, 1), (@, 0)) [, )

DD 1), 60 (,0), 9 (1)) [0 ()| W ) ()0 (),

<
< (m+3) [ :

wie [ ([0 a4 000" ) W @)

+ Lp /R2p ¢(M)(y,t)( WM)(:EJ)

The last term in (B.§]) is bounded by

/Rp qp(M)(a:,t)‘%_l (/Rp w(M)(y,t)‘zf(M)(dy)>% ( |
< \/§HW2H§O </Rp W(M)(y’t)‘?g(M)(dy))z/Rp
2%

where we used (B.3]) and (22]). Applying Young’s inequality for p = 2k and ¢ = p* = ST
the last quantity is smaller than

\/§HV\72H§O {% </Rp ‘w(M)(y,t)‘zﬁ(M)(dy)>k N 212; 1 </Rp w(M)(%t)‘%—le(M)(dx))23161} ’

1 1 2k 2% —1 2k
<V2IWllk | 57 / [ .| WO (@, t)| 0D (dz)
2]{7 Rp 2k RP

1 2k
= VEWE [ (0] @),

by Jensen’s inequality. Using this bound in (B.8)), the fact that there are constants cg,c; >
0 such that |27 + |z|** ' + |2** < ¢+ ¢1 |2/** and Gronwall’s lemma gives

sup sup /
te[0,7)M > 1JRp
We now prove that (w(M)lBM) is Cauchy: for N > M, set

plz,t) = ION,M(x’ t) = ¢(N) (z, t)lBN (z) — ¢(M) (z, t)lBM (). (B.10)
Multiplying by ¢(Bys) in (B), we have,

00, )] 00 )+ O [ oo, [ 00

" "

‘2k—1 Wz, y)f(M) (dy)E(M) (dz). (B.8)

W(x,y>26<M><dy>>2 (0 (d),

¢(M) (x7 t) ‘2]6—1

(0 (d),

(M) (dy) +

P (a0

(M) (dz) < +o0. (B.9)

/R ,, % (60D (2, )1y, (2) , J(x,1)) ((dz) = / (@™ (@, )15, (@), T(2,1)) f(de)

RP
g(];M) /R2p (P (@, 1), 60 (y,6)), T(w,6) ) W (w, ) La, (@, 9)E(dy)E(d2),

Use the notation é(f) = ¢(6)—c(0). Note that ¢ also satisfies (2.0]) for the same constant L.
Since ¢(0) = 0, one has that for all indicator function x — 1g(z), é¢(0)1p(x) = é¢(01p(x)).

_l’_
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In a same way, one has for all 61,60,, ' (01,02) 152(x,y) = ' (011p(x),0215(y)) 1g2(z,y).
Hence, we can write

|5 (000, @), Tt tde) = |

RP

+/ (c(0), J(z,t)) 1,,(x)l(dx)
RP
1
5 o, (T @)L, (2,00 (0L, () T,0)) W (0 9) L () () (k)

Taking the difference between ) and V) gives for J(z,t) = p(x,t) |p(x, )| %

(™ (2, )1p,, (2)) , J(@,1)) U(da)

%/RP ’,O(xyt)’k B(dx) = /RP <5(¢(N)(x7t)131\, (x)) — 5(1/1(M) (xat)lBM (x))7 J(m,t)> @(dx)

" / (€(0), T(x.1)) L\ (2)0(d)
RP
1
{(Br)

1 1
Home ~ 7m) L, (TP @0 (0.5 (0 0Ly () I(2.0) W)L o)) )

+ /R (DO @015, (@), (.01 W) T, 0) W) a2, )y ()

_|_

/R (PN @015, @) 0™ (4,015, () ~ DO @01, (2). 0 (4. )15, (1) T(a1)) W,
=)+ U+ {IID)+IV)+ (V). (B.11)

1
¢(Bu)

Concerning the first term in (BI)), we have, by the property of ¢, |(I)| < Le [g, |o(, 1) * ¢(dx).
The second term is controlled as

1
1—1
12

==

a0l < ) [ 1ol as))

We now turn to (I11): by (B.3) and (2.3)),

(Bx\Bw) < {5 [ ot o) + 3B\ B |

(IID] < 28 [ ol W) Lagay )¢ d)da)

+ 2Lt /
R2p

+ 2Ly /
R2p

The term (i) is bounded by

S (@, )1y ()] I, O W (@, 5)Laga,, (@, 9)Ed2) (dy)

Oy, )L, ()] o ) W (2, y)La g (2, 9) g ()
= (i) + (i) + (i3). (B.12)

w<e ([ ot an) ( L weatan <x,y>e<dy>)ke<dx>> %

2(k—1)Ly 2Lp

k
< / Io(z, O €(dz) + 225 [Wall& (AN \ Axr)E
k RP k




52 ERIC LUCON

Secondly,

(ii) < <2V 'Ly /B \w(N’(w,t)\k<
w27 [ [0 | (
<21y (/BN )z, 1)

I </B WN) (x,t)‘qrﬁ(dzb))q_lr (/B

( /]R ) ( . W@, y) 1A \Ay (w,y)@(dy)>q* e(dx)> 7

by two successive applications of Hoélder’s inequality for the last term. Choosing ¢ =
¢* =2 and (r,r*) = (k, £27), using (BJ9), we see that the term (i7) is finally bounded by

1
C[Wa||& (AN \ A M)% Finally, the last term in (B.12]) is controlled as

k—1
(iii) < 2" Ly /B V@] e @] W@y a2 ) dy)de)

4okl /B /B ‘w(N)(y,t)"w(M)(x,t)‘k_l

= (a) + (b).
By Hélder’s inequality, the term (a) is controlled as

(a) <257 'Ly </BN ‘WN)(?J,t)‘qﬁ(dy)); (/BN ‘w(N) (‘T’t)‘r(k—l) B(dx))i

</R" < RP W@, y)" T (@ y)é(dy)> " K(dx)) T* :

For the choice (r,r*) = (2, 2%), (¢,¢%) = (32,2 — §) for 6 € (0,1),

@2t ([, pwoF )7 ([, ool )

( / ( W (e, 9)* Ly, <x,y>e<dy>) o e<dx>)
RP RP

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small so that %—:g < 2k (possible since k > 1), we obtain

W e, y)Laga, (2 y>f<dy>> (dz)
RP

W2, y)Layiay (o y>e<dy>> (dz)
RP

2k % 1 1
" tian) el ean\

1
r*(k—1) qr*
! E(dx)) !

1

) (2, 1)

W (2, y)1a\ay (2, y)0(dy)L(dz),

Q

1
() <25 6™ .| e(ay)) 0l R
< [ sup sup Py, 1) Udy) | IWVellde £(AN \ Anr) :
N >1tej0,7] \JBy

The same calculation gives the same estimate for (b). Concerning the term (IV'), we have

obviously W - m‘ < 44(By \ Byy) so that it only suffices to have a uniform bound
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on the integral term in (V). This is indeed true, by the same calculations as for (I11)
(with 15 ,\a,, (z,9) replaced by 14, (z,y) < 1). It remains to control (V): by ([2.4),

V)1 <280 [l 0 Wi, o))
w2Le [ o) ol W (o)L, (2,)dg)(do).
(RP)

The first term in the sum above si easily bounded by 2L [Wi || [zs |2(2; )|* ¢(dz). The

second is controlled by
1
1 2 2 E—1
2Ly [Wa5% lp(y, )| £(dy) p(, )| £(dx)
RpP RP

k k
11 > k-1 _ =
<2Lruwzuso{g(/ ot o))+ 5 ([ 1ot o)) }
RP RP
1
< 2Lp [Wh& / ol )" €(da),
RP

by Jensen’s inequality (since k > 2).

Gathering all these estimates into (B.11l), by a Gronwall’s lemma and the fact that

O(AN \ Apr) < L(AS)) Sy 0, we see that the sequence (zﬁ(M)lBM)M> | is Cauchy
—00 Z

in C([0,T],L*(I,¢)) and hence convergent to some (-,t). By the same argument as
before, it is easy to show that 1 is a weak solution (and hence, by Proposition
the only solution) to (Z34). Moreover, the convergence in C([0,T], L*(I,¢)) implies that
Jre <1[)(M)(x,t), J(z)) dax - Jgo (2, t), J(x))da for all ¢ € [0,T] and every test

functions J with compact support.

We now turn to the righthand side of (B.5]). By the same procedure as in Section [A.2]
it is possible to prove that, for all test functions 6 — f(6), for (M) _almost every z,

/f “(do) — vy /P()sf @, 2) { 5" (a0) — ug(de)}
| Lo {/R VoPuuf(8,) T (6.9) ”5M)’x<d9>} W () {M9(d6) — v2(df) } 2 (dy)dw

+/os /]RdeP {/Rd VoP.uf(6,2) T (6,6) vaM)’x(d@)} W (x, y)v (d6) {ZBEA(;) _

)
= (A)+ (B). (B.13)

Concerning the first term: it is bounded by

|(A CLF / /Sup w1 y,l/}j) W (z,y)l(dy)dv

u < v

4 1

CLr W% /s (/ (M) 2 >2
< (M0w08) b(dy) ) do.
i o ([ s (W 02) day) )
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Concerning the second term, using the fact that sup, < 7.1 > 1 4er [ 10 v (d6) < oo, for
some constant C' > 0

|\0/ lBM ‘// 1+|9|+( ( 2(A0)vY (A0)W (2, y)¢(dy)dv

oo i

These estimates and Grénwall Lemma gives that sup, supgejo 77 [ f(0) { (M), “(dg) — v* (d@)} =
—00
0.

APPENDIX C. CONVERGENCE OF GRAPHS: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.17]

The point of this section is to prove Proposition 217 To do so, define first two other
auxiliary (directed and weighted) graphs:

(1) ”H%n), with vertex set [n]: in ’H( ™ , for all ¢ # j € [n], both directed edges i — j and
(n) (n))

j — i are present and assomated with the respective weights /{Z(.n) W (z; 7, T

and /{gn) Wn($§n),$§n)),
(2) ”Hgn), with vertex set [n]: in ’Hg ), for all ¢ # j € [n], the edge i — j (resp. j — 1)

is present and associated with the weight W (x (n), §n)) (resp. W(x; (n ), gn)))
C.1. Some distances and norms on graphs and kernels. Before proving Proposi-
tion .17l we need to introduce the necessary definitions coming from graph convergence
theory (see [34] [9 [6] and references therein). Concerning the notion of cut-off distance
considered in Proposition 217 and other related definitions, we follow here closely [8] [7].
In particular, we generalize here the definitions of [7], § 2.3 to the case of directed graphs
and non-symmetric kernels: let G = (V(G), E(G)) be a possibly directed weighted graph,
where each vertex i € V(G) is associated to a weight «; and each edge i — j is associated
to a weight f3; ; (where possibly §;; # £;i). We define ag = ZieV(G) a; and the ker-
nel W& on [0,1]? in the following way: divide [0, 1] into intervals I, ... s 1jv(@)) of length
;| = 5% and define

«

Z /Bz,] xy)el; x1I;- (Cl)

i,jEV(G)
For one kernel W define
[Wlleos1 == sup W(z,y)f(z)g(y)dzdy (C.2)
1llosllglloo < 1|/[0,2)2
as well as the cut norm
W5 := sup W(x,y)dxdy‘. (C.3)
S, rco,1] 1J/sxT

Note that the norms ||-||_,; and ||-||5 are equivalent (see [7], Eq. (2.3)): for some C' > 0,
for any kernel W,

Wia < Wllaos <ClIWg- (C.4)

co—1
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For any weighted directed graphs G and G’ with vertex set [n], the same nodeweights «;
and with respective weights (5;,;); jefn) and (5; ;)i jen], define the cut-off distance

da(G, C') == HWG —w¢

= max | S S@,-g)l(C)

0 STChn] | csTer %G

Finally, we define the following L'-distance between two kernels W and W’ (not necessarily
symmetric):

di(W,W') == HW W/H1 = /[0 . ‘W(x,y) - W/(x,y)| dzdy. (C.6)

C.2. Proof of Proposition 2.17. Proposition 2.17] is a direct consequence of Proposi-
tions [C.1], and [C.4] below.

Proposition C.1. Under the hypotheses of Section [2.7, we have
do (G, (™) —— 0, with probability 1. (C.7)

Proof of Proposition [C1l Let S,T C [n]: we have

1 - 1 - € 1 (n) = €
= Z V&> e | <P o Z 'n§">§i,j >3 TP Z G| > g
i€S,jeT 1€S,JET <) 1€S,j€Ti>]
Let Uy == {(i,j) € [n)%, i €S, j €T,i<j}. Wehave [U;| < |S||T|. We use the follow-
ing result ([17], Th 3.3):
Proposition C.2. Let Xq,...,X,, be independent random variables with X; ~ B(p;). For
X =" a;X; with a; >0, define v=>""  a’p;. Then, for a =max{ai,...,a,},

2

P(X —E[X] < —)\) <e 27, (C.8)

A2

P(X —E[X] > \) < ¢ Ttar/, (C.9)

Since, by definition the variables (§; ;)¢ j)ev, are independent (recall that Eii=6&j—
Wy (xi, z;), apply (C.8) with a; = /il("), so that

1 ") = 2,4
P 2 Z KZZ( )§i,j < —% <exp|— E(n)
(i,j)GUJr 82(17] €U+ </{ZTL> Wn(xuiUJ)
Since
1 2\ 2 1 &
o Z (/15 )> W (4, 5) — Z k; Wh(xi, xj) < on(z) + e Z W (xi, xj),
" (i.5)euy i,j=1 i,j=1

using the fact that = S W(xj,z;) —— [ W(x,y)dady = [|[W||,1 > 0, we have for
n i,j=1 I poo L
n sufficiently large,
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For such n,

1
Ploz

by

(1,5)€U+

n)g}',j < -

ERIC LUCON

£2n?

8k, (1+ 3||W||L1)

S exp

N ™

Moreover, by similar arguments, for n sufficiently large and € < 6, we have

1
b

(4,)€U+

~ €
KVE >

=P

Putting things together, we obtain

1

]P’n2

2

(1,5)€U+

7Uéd

By the same argument on U_, we have

1
Pll— >
i€S,jeT
Writing wnm% = UnTog(m)

ZI7)) that r, < uy,

gives:

P

max

S,TC[n] |1

Borel-Cantelli Lemma gives the convergence (C.7]).
With the previous definitions, assuming that (ZI9) holds, we have

do <’H§n), Hén)>

Proposition C.3.

logrén) ’

" with u, —— 0 (recall (m)) we have from += <

n—oo

=S

1€S5,j€T

w8

/{f")&j > &n

2
mg o "
2wy > 5 | <exp 3||W||L1
(4,)€U+
>€ < 2e
- X
2] ST s 3||W||L1
>e| <dex
R R 3||W||L1

wy, (recall
1

Hence, for ¢ := ¢, = ug —— 0, a union bound on S, T C [n]

n—o0

nlog(n)

< 4’ﬂ+1 eXp _
b 3IWllp
S(o+ )

0

— 0.

n—o0

(C.10)

Proof of Proposition[C.3. For the norm (C.2)), we have

o o

Hence, we obtain from (C.4) and (C.H) the required convergence (C.I0]).

co—1

<

sup

[ Flloosllglloe <1

n
Z /IkXIL

k=1

/[0 . (Wﬂgm (z,y) — wH (;L«’y)) f(2)g(y)dady

— 0.

n—oo

W (2,y) — WA (2,4)] dedy < 5,(2)

Proposition C.4. Under (2.40), we have

do (Hé"’,

— 0.

n—o0

W) (C.11)

Proof of Proposition[C-4 Note that by (C.2)), we have that |W|__, < ||[W]l;, so that,

by (C.4)), the convergence w.r.t. the distance d;(,
-). This, it suffices to prove that

d (Hg">, W)

distance dgp (-,

-) implies the convergence w.r.t. the

— 0.

n—o0

(C.12)
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But this is exactly equivalent to (2.40]). O
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