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Abstract

Combining the results of [2I] and [15], the trend to equilibrium in large time is studied for a
large particle system associated to a Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation. Under some conditions (that
allow non-convex confining potentials) the convergence rate is proven to be independent from the
number of particles. From this are derived uniform in time propagation of chaos estimates and
an exponentially fast convergence for the nonlinear equation itself.

1 Introduction

This work is devoted to the study of the long-time convergence of the solutions of the Vlasov-Fokker-
Planck equation, governing the evolution of the density of interact- ing and diffusive matter in the
space of positions and velocities, and of the associated system of interacting particles, and of the
convergence of the latter to the former as the number of particles increases. More precisely, following
the notations of [21I], the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation is

2
omy+y-Vymy = V- <%Vymt+<

, VU (z,2") my(2/,y)da'dy’ + ’yy> mt> (1)
R

where my(z,7) is a density at time t of particles at point € R? with velocity y € R, d € N,,
o,v > 0, V and V- stand for the gradient and divergence operators and the potential U is a C!
function from R?? to R with U(z,2') = U(2/,z) for all 2,2/ € R% For N € N,, the associated
system of N interacting particles is the Markov process Zy = (X;, Yi)z‘é[[l, N] on R24N that solves the
stochastic differential equation

dX; = Ydt

. N
vi € 1N AY; = —yYidt - (%ZWU(Xi,Xj)) dt + odB; )
j=1

with the initial conditions (X;(0),Y;(0)) being i.i.d. random variables of law my, independent from
the standard Brownian motion B = (By, ..., By) on RV, As N — oo, one expects that the particles
are approximately independent so that a Law of Large Number holds and the empirical law

1
MY =5 D0 v
1€[1,N]

which is a random probability measure on R?¢, is close to the common law of the (X;,Y;)’s, whose
evolution in time should thus approximately follow Equation (). This is the so-called propagation
of chaos phenomenon, as introduced by [18] and further developped by [24]. Rigorous statements are
provided below.

The long-time behaviour of m; has been studied in various settings. Convergence to equilibrium
without quantitative speed is addressed in [I0]. Decomposing the potential U(z,2’) = V(x) +
V(z')+ W(x,2") where V and W are respectively called the confinement and interaction potentials,
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exponentially fast long-time convergence is established by perturbation of the linear case in [6l [17]
when the interaction is sufficiently small. Such a quantitative result is also proven in [4] when the
potential is close to a quadratic function, and in [2I] when = — U(z,2’) is stricly convex for all
a’. Similarly to [21I], in the present work, we will obtain the long-time convergence of m; from the
long-time convergence of mEN) the law of Zy(t).

Indeed, remark that Zp is a classical Langevin diffusion, for which relaxation toward equilibrium
has been addressed, under various assumptions on the potential, in a broad number of works and with
various techniques like Meyn-Tweedie or coupling probabilistic approaches [25] [12] or hypocoercive
modified entropy methods [25] 26l O] [7], see also [3] and within for more recent references. With
respect to all this litterature, the specificities of [2I] that are relevant in the present mean-field
framework are twofold: first, the long-time convergence has to be quantified in relative entropy (total
variation distance or L? or H' norms would not be suitable for the limit N — oo) and, second, the
convergence rate should be independent from N (which is not the case for example in [3]). From
this, combined with crude propagation of chaos estimates, long-time convergence is obtained in [21]
for the non-linear limit equation (), together with uniform in time propagation of chaos estimates.
It turns out that there is mainly one step in [2I] where the convexity of the potential is crucially
used, which is the proof that mgj ) the invariant measure of Z v satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with
constant independent from N. However, in the recent [I5], such a uniform inequality is proven for
the invariant measure of the overdamped version of the system (2]), which is exactly the z-marginal
of mg ), under assumptions that allows non-convex potentiels but with superquadratic confinement.
Since log-Sobolev inequalities are stable under tensorization and since such an inequality is clearly
satisfied by the y-marginal of mg ), which is a Gaussian law, we are in position to extend the results
of [2I] to a much broader class of potentials.

The plan of the paper is quite simple. Section 2 will present the results and comparisons with

existing results, while proofs are provided in Section 3. We now detail these results.

2 Results

For N € N,, denoting 3 := 2v/0?, we consider the Gibbs measure with Hamiltonian

N N

lyl? 1
Hy(z,y) = B <T +Un(x) |,  where Un(z) = 5% ;ZIU(%%‘)’
i=1 j=
namely the measure on R?*V with Lebesgue density
mM(z,y) = Z&l exp (—Hn(z,v)) , ZN = /dezv exp (—Hy(z,y)) dzdy . (3)

In all the paper we denote identically a probability density and the corresponding probability measure.

Assumption 1. The potential U is given by U(z,z') = V(x) + V(2') + W (x,2") where V € C®(R?)
and W € C®(R? x RY) with all their derivatives of order larger than 2 bounded. There exist cyy > 0,
&y, R >0 and ey € R such that for all x,y, z € R?,

(VV(2)=VV(y)-(@-y) = evlz—yf —dlz —yllgyen (4)
(VaW(z,2) = VyW(y,2) - (x —y) > ewle —yf* = dyle —ylj—y<ry ()

Moreover, U is the sum of a strictly convex function and of a bounded function, W is lower bounded,
cy +ew > HV;m/WHoo and 8 < By where

4 cy +cw
fo = <|

CETRIAE ,wnoo) (= Hoo ey + )R =0)



Remark that Assumption [I] discards singular potentials such as considered in [3]. Indeed, we
focus here on the question of having uniform estimates (in ¢t when N — oo or in N when ¢ — 00)
in non-convex cases, which is already interesting and new in cases where U is smooth with bounded
derivatives.

We say a probability measure p satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant n > 0 if

2
V>0 s.t. /fd,uzl, /flnfdu < n/@d,u. (6)

Proposition 1. Under Assumption[d, there exists n > 0 such that for all N € N,, Zny < +oo and
mg) satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant 1.

Note that logarithmic Sobolev inequalities have direct consequences that may be useful beyond
the convergence to equilibrium we look at in this paper. For example it entails uniform in the
number of particles Gaussian concentration inequalities for the measure mg ). Another important
consequence of a logarithmic Sobolev inequaliy is that it implies a Talagrand inequality. It will enable
us to pass from entropic convergence to equilibrium to Wasserstein convergence to equilibrium. Let
us detail this.

For 1 and v two probability laws on some Polish space F, we write
dv .
H(v| p) = fEln(dH)du ifr<p
~+00 else

the relative entropy of v with respect to p and

Wauw) = inf {VE(A = AP), Law(Ar, 42) =7}

their Wa-Wasserstein distance, where the infimum is taken over the set I'(u, v) of transference plan
between p and v, namely the set of probability laws on F x E with marginals u and v. Recall that
the set Po(R?) of probability measures on R? that have a finite second moment, endowed with the
distance W, is complete. Similarly, denote

lw—vlry = inf {P(A; # As), Law(A;, Ay) =7}
mel(p,v)

the total variation norm of p — v. Recall Pinsker’s Inequality

ln—viFy < 2H(p|v)

for all p,v € P(FE), and Talagrand’s T, Inequality
Wi(iv) < nH (| v)

that holds for all u € P(E) if v satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant 7, see [23].

Under Assumption (D (@) admits a strong solution Zy = ((X;,Yi)) ;e ny for any initial condition
(see [20]). Denote mgN) the law of Zy(t).
Theorem 2. Under Assumption [, there exist C' > 1,x > 0 that depend only on U,~,c such that
for all N € Ny, t > 0 and all initial condition méN) € P(R2N)

H (m,gN) ‘ mff,p) < Ce X' <méN) ‘ mg)) (7)
H(m™ | m®) < ﬁwg (™, m@) (8)
Wa (mEN),mg)> < Ce ™ X'W, (m((]N),mg)> . 9)



Remark that the fact C' > 1 is of course necessary here. If not then (7l) would imply back a
logarithmic Sobolev inequality for mg ) with the Dirichlet form given by the dynamic (2]), which
is false since this Dirichlet form is degenerate. Such results thus being not coercive are named
hypocoercive. Note that under weaker conditions, such a result was given in L?/H" in [I4] also
independent of the number of particles.

To study the mean-field equation ({I), following the notations of [15], we consider « the probability

measure with Lebesgue density proportional to exp(—V (z) — |y|?/2) and denote
1
E¢(v) = H(v | a)+ i/W(az,x')l/(dx)y(dx')

the so-called free energy of any v € P(R??) and

Hw(v) = Ef(v) _Mg%i(ﬁd)Ef(”)

the corresponding mean-field entropy.

Theorem 3. Under Assumption [d, Ef admits a unique minimizer mqo, € P(Rd). Moreover, there
exist C,x > 0 that depend only on U, ~, o such that for allt > 0 and all initial condition my € P(R??),

Hw(me) < Ce XUy (mg) (10)
Hw (my) < ﬁwzz (M, meo) (11)
Wa (my,mso) < Ce XWy (mg, meo) - (12)

Remark that mq, is necessarilly an equilibrium of (), and thus it solves

o) o exp (=5 (V@) 4 b+ [ W male')) )

In particular, the mean-field entropy Hy (v) differs from H(v|m«) since, up to an additive constant,

the first one is 1
/ l/lnu+/ VV+—/ Wreuv
R2d R2d 2 Jp2dyp2d

while, up to an additive constant, the second one is

/ ulny—i—/ Vu—i—/ Wv® meo,
R2d R2d R2d xR2d

i.e. is the linearization of the first one at v = mq.

What is available in practice is the empirical distribution MtN for finite £ > 0 and N € N,.

Corollary 4. Under Assumption ], there exist x > 0 that depends only on U,~,o such that for all
initial condition m(()N) =m&N with mg € Po(R??), there ewists K > 0 such that for all N € N, and
t>0,

E(W; (MY, m«)) < K (e +a(N))

where
N-1/2 ifd=1
a(N) = { In(1+N)N~? ifd=2
N—2/d ifd>3.

As shown in [5, Proposition 2.1}, such a result yields confidence intervals with respect to the
uniform metric for a numerical approximation of ms, by M} % ¢ where ¢ is a smooth kernel. It would
also be interesting in order to get concentration inequalities independent of the number of particles
for additive functionals of the trajectories of the particles.

Finally, we consider the limit N — +o00. For n € [1, N], denote mgn’N) the law of ((X1,Y1),..., (X, Yn)).



Corollary 5. Under Assumption [, there exists k > 0 that depend only on U,~y,o such that for all
initial condition m(()N) = m&N with mg € Po(R??), there ewists K > 0 such that for all N € N,
ne€[l,N] andt >0,

Ws <m§,n’N) ®"> < Ky

amt = NH
N K\/ﬁ
g™ = mE"llry < R

Note that our approch to prove such uniform (in time) propagation of chaos do not lead to an
optimal exponent x (which is 1/2) for the Wasserstein distance as seen in some more constrained
example in [4]. It would be interesting to consider a direct coupling approach to prove this result
with sharp speed, as in [I1].

3 Proofs

3.1 Uniform log-Sobolev inequalities

Lemma 6. Under Assumption[d, there exist a1, az, a3 > 0 such that for all z,2’' € R?,
oy (MQ + !36/\2) —a3z < Ux,2") < as (\x!Q + ’m/’2) tas.
VoU(z,2")| < ag (|z] + [2']) + as.

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of the uniform bound on V2U and on the fact U is the
sum of a strictly convex and of a bounded function. O

From Lemma [6, we get that Zy < +oo for all N € N,, which is the first claim of Proposition [
As we now explain, the second claim, i.e. the uniform log-Sobolev inequalities for mgj ), N € N,,

follows from [I5] Theorem 8] (itself based on [27, Theorem 0.1]). Denote

M(z) = Moo(z,y)dy = 2;_16—5%\7(96), Zy = / o~ BUN () 4
RAN

0
RAN

the z-marginal of mg oA straightforward consequence of the log-Sobolev inequality for the Gaussian
law and of the tensorization property of the log-Sobolev inequalities (see for example [2]) is the

following;:
Lemma 7. Suppose that wéév) satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality for some constant nn. Then mg)
satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant max (nn, ).

The study is thus reduced to W(()év ), which is precisely the topic of [15]. We now introduced the
framework of the latter. As a first step, without loss of generality we suppose that g = 1.

Assumption 2. The potential U is given by U(z,y) = V(x) + V(y) + W(z,y) where

1. The confinement potential V € C*(RY), its Hessian matriz is bounded from below and there are
two positive constants cyi,cy such that x - V'V (z) > c1|z|? — co for all x € RY.

2. The interaction potential W € C2(R? x R%), its Hessian matriz is bounded and

/ e V@OV e qpdy < oo, YA >0.
R2d



Assumption 3 (Zegarlinski’s condition). Denoting

x —
bo(r) = sup (— y -<va<w,z>—va<y,z>>>
xnyZGRd:"T*y':T |x o y|

1 [ 1 [°
cr = —/ exp <—/ b(r)dr) sds < +4o00.
4 0 4 0

Yo = ¢ sup |Vi7yU(x,y)z| < 1. (13)
$7y€Rd7|Z|:1

forr >0, then

Moreover,

Assumption 4 (Uniform conditional log-Sobolev inequality). There exist p > 0 such that for all

N € Ny and all x4 = (x2,...,2Nn) € RAN=D) " the conditional law wéﬁ,\f{l#

(

proportional to x1 ﬂoév) (x) satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant p.

on R? with density

Remark that the convention on what is called the constant of the log-Sobolev inequality is different
in [I5] and in the present paper, so that p here corresponds to 1/(2prs,) in [15]. This has no impact
on the result, in both cases the one-particle conditional law is required to satisfy a log-Sobolev
inequality with a constant (in either sense) uniform in N and in ;. The same remark applies for

the next result.

Theorem 8 (Theorem 8 of [15]). Under Assumptions[3, [3 and [}, there exists n > 0 such that 7

(with 8 = 1) satisfies a log-Sobolev with constant n for all N € N.

In [I5], the one-particle conditional log-Sobolev inequality (i.e. Assumption M) is proven under
the assumption that the confinment is superconvex, meaning that V2V — +oo at infinity. This is
not compatible with the boundedness condition in Assumption [[] but it is far from necessary.

In view of Lemma [0 and Theorem [, Proposition [ thus follows from the following result:

Lemma 9. Assumption[dl implies that Assumptions[3,[3 and[f] are satisfied by the potential Ug = SU
on R%*® and for the potential Hg = BH on R where H is given by H(z,y,2',y") = U(z,2') + (Jy|* +
ly'1)/2.
Proof. We only detail the case of Ug, the case of Hg is similar with V(z) replaced by V (z) + |y|?/2
and W unchanged. In particular, by(r) is the same in both cases (since the addition of the kinetic
part is always non-positive).

Assumption [ is easily checked. Indeed, the existence of ¢; and ¢ follows from ({E]) applied with
y = 0 (and the fact ¢y > 0), and the integrability of exp(—3 (V(x) + V(y) + AW (z,y))) for all A > 0
follows from the fact W is lower bounded.

Concerning Assumption B similarly to [I5] Remark 4], we see that, under the conditions (@) and
(), the constant ¢y, involved in Assumption Blis finite with

1 B(c, + C%,)R)
< 55— —_— |,
o < e (29
and thus

/ /
v < o —il—cW) exp (ﬁ(CV -ch)R> ||V33,yU||oo <1
where we used that 5 < Sg.

Finally, Assumption [ implies that U = U; + Us where U; is p-convex for some p > 0 and
|Uz]|00 < 00. Fixany N € N, and z; € RN=D. Then 1 + Uy /() is the sum of a p-convex function
and of a function bounded by [|Us||s < 00, so that the probability law with density proportional to
21— 1) (z) satisfies a log-Sobolev with constant eIVl
Holley-Stroock perturbation argument (see [2]).

/p, by using Bakry-Emery’s condition and

O

Remark that we may consider slightly more general perturbation argument, namely Aida-Shigekawa
[1] where U, could then be Lipschitzian but with Lipschitz constant less than p/2.



3.2 First propagation of chaos estimates

We will first establish uniform in time moment estimates both for the particles and non linear systems,
which will come from classical Lyapunov arguments.

Lemma 10. Under Assumption [, for all initial conditions mgy € PQ(R2d), there exists K > 0

depending only on U,~, o, mqg such that, if méN) = m?N, then for all N € N, and t > 0,

E(\Xl(t)!2+\Y1(t)\2)+/ (Jel? + lyl?) me(z, y)dady < K.

R2d

Proof. Under Assumption [ for N € N,, Uy satisfies, for all 2 € RV,

N N
2 VUN() = Y 2 VaUn(wz;) = Y ((ev +ew) l* = (¢ + cy) [

i=1 i=1
/ /2
> (CV+CW)’m‘2_N(CV+CW) . (14)
2 2(0\/ + Cw)
Moreover, from Lemma [6 for all z € RV,
o |z)> —asN < Un(z) < aolz)? +asN. (15)

From these estimates, the proof is then similar to the proof of [2Il Lemma 11}, based on classical
Lyapunov arguments. In the remaining of the proof, ¢; for i € N denotes various positive constants
that are independent from N and ¢. The infinitesimal the generator of Zy is

2
o
Ly = y-Vx—(VUN(x)+7y)'Vy+7Ay. (16)

For some ¢ > 0, let

1
H(z,y) = Un(2)+Sly[* +ex-y.
Then, using ([I4]) and (I3]), for € small enough (and independent from ¢ and N),

a1 1

H(z,y) > — |z + =|y)* — asN
2 4

and

~ 2
LyH(ay) = —(v=e)lyf + 5dN —era-y —ca- VUx(2)
< —aH+ N
for some c1,co > 0. The Gronwall Lemma yields

E (ﬁ (ZN(t))) < E <FI (ZN(O))> L eV

C1

Using the interchangeability of particles,

E(X0F+MP) < TE(HEZx0) +es < B (X0 + 1i0)) + e

for some c3, ¢4 > 0.
Similarly, for € > 0, denote

Ry :/ (U(z,2') + [y* +ex - y) mu(2, y)my (2, y ) dodyda’dy’ .
]R4d



From Assumption [[land Lemma[@ for £ small enough,

Re > o [ (il + o) miCa,y)dody - c
R
for some c5, cg > 0 and

ORy = / (—(27 —)y*+2d—eyz -y —ex - V,U(, x')) my(x,y)my (2, y")dedyda'dy’
R4d
< —C7Rt + Cg

for some c7,cg > 0. As a consequence,

1
/ (‘95’2 + ’y‘z) my(z,y)dedy < — <Ro +—

R2d Cy Cr

&
~—
_l’_

S
N

@ /2d (‘x’2 + ’y‘z) mo(z, y)dzdy + cg
R

for some cg > 0, which concludes. O

Next proposition aims at providing a crude time dependent propagation of chaos estimate, how-
ever uniform in the number of particles.

Proposition 11. Under Assumption [, there exists b (depending only on U,~,0) such that for all

initial condition mo € Po(R??) (and m(()N) =m§N), there exist K > 0 (depending only on U,~,0 and

mg) such that for all N € N, and t > 0,
Wi (m?N,mgN)) < K (ebt - 1) .

Proof. This is a classical result, obtained with a parallel coupling of the system ([2) with a system
of independent non-linear particles. More precisely, consider a system Zpy = (Yi,?i)ie[[l, N] with
Zn(0) = Zx(0) and
. dyz = ?idt
vi € [1,N] { dY;, = —Y;dt— ngd V.U (X, x)ymy(z, y)dadydt + od B;

driven by the same Brownian motion as (). The forces V,U being Lipschitz, it is clear that there
exist b’ > 0 such that

d|Zy — ZnP* < V|Zy — Zn|?dt
9 N N
- SNYi-Y)Y (VxW(Xi,Xj) — /VmW(Yi,u)mt(u,v)> dt
i=1 j

J=1

Decomposing the last term as
(V$W(XZ,X]) - VWx(YZ,YJ)) + <VWx(7“7]) — /V$W(71,u)mt(u,v)> s

using that VW is Lipschitz, taking the expectation and using that particles are interchangeable, we
obtain

OE (|1Zn — Zn|?) < BE (|Zn — Zn|?)
2

NIE ENJ (va(Yl,Yj) —/vmW(Yl,u)mt(u,v)>



for some b > 0. Finally, using that the (X, i)ie[[l, ~] are independent and distributed according to
my,

N 2

E([> <vmW(YI,Yj) — / VxW(Yl,u)mt(u,v)>

j=1
N 2
= E(> V;,;W(Yl,yj)—/VxW(Yl,u)mt(u,v)

j=1

< N||V2W||go/ |x|2mt(az,y)dxdy.
R2d

The moment estimates of Lemma and Gronwall’s Lemma conclude. O

We will also need dome propagation of chaos estimates in entropy, that here will be inherited
from estimates on Wasserstein distance.

Proposition 12. Under Assumption [, there exist K (depending only on U,~,0 and my) such that
forallt >0 and all N € N,

H (mgm | mgw) < K <t+\/ﬁ /0 t Wa (mg@N,mgN)) d5> :

Proof. We follow the idea of [19, Lemma 3.15] (see also [2I, Lemma 14]), namely we compute the
derivative of

F(t) = ’H(mEN) ‘ m?N>.

N
To do so, let u; = mg ), ug = mPY

bil@,y) = <—’Yy — ngN(x)> 7 ol ) = <_7?/ - gmﬁN(x))

N

Un(z) = Z/U(ﬂvi,v)mt(v,w)dvdw,
i=1

with

and L;f = =V - (b;f) + UQ—QAyf for i = 1,2. With these notations, 9 (u;) = L;u;, and the dual in the

Lebesgue sense of L; is L, = b; - V + U—;Ay. From the conservation of the mass of uy, we get

0= 0 </ ﬂl@) = / <L1u1 — ﬂLQUQ + L/2 <ﬂ> UQ> .
U2 u2 U2

Since L} is a diffusion operator with carré du champ operator I'f = UQ—Q\Vy f1? (see [2, p.20 & 42] for
the definitions),

7] (ﬂ) T (u_)
ur Ly In ) _ Uy uu2 —uy u22 = usL} i I w ' | In n .
u w <u_ Uz Uz

2

Using both these relations,

lnu—> U + (bl — b2) -Vin <ﬂ> Uuy.

Uz Uz



Applying Young’s Inequality, we get
— 2 (N)
< 20_2/‘VUN — VU (z)|" my
2

N
E Zv W(X1, X /v W (X1, v)my (v, w)

202

(1)

by interchangeability. Developing the square of the sum, the N diagonal terms are bounded by
1 K
FI VW (EOGR) + [bPmt.w) < 5

for some K > 0 where we used Lemma [[0l For the extra-diagonal terms, we consider an optimal

coupling (Zy, Zn) of m; N and mgN) in the sense that
(v ))

E((?N(t)—ZN(t)f) - W2 <mt ,m

and write, for j # k,
<VW X1, X /VW X1,v) > (VW(Xl,Xk) —/VW(Xl,v)mt>

(VW (X1, X;) — VW (X1, X)) <VW(X1,Xk)—/VW(X1,v)mt>

/VW X1, v) ) (VW (X1, Xp) — VIV (X1, X))

/ VW (X1, 0) ) (VW(Xl,Yk) - / VW(Xl,v)mt>.

The X;’s being independent with law the first marginal of m;, the expectation of the third term
vanishes, while the expectations of the two other terms is bounded by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(vw X, X

+ (T x

and interchangeability by
N

IVWILVE (X - TP) B(XP) +E(TP) < 2=

for some K > 0 where we used again interchangeability and Lemma [I0 for the second inequality. As

a conclusion, we have obtained that for all t > 0
(N ))

F'(t) < K+K\/NW2< ,my
= 0. O

for some K > 0 independent from ¢ and N, and the claims follows from the fact F'(0)

Lemma 13. For allt >0, N € N, and n € [1,N],

W3 (mimm™Y) < W (mEN m™)
H (mgn’N) \ m,‘?") < LNl/nJH (mgN) \ m?N>

(Xn,Yn)) be a Wh-optimal

Proof. Let Zy = ((X1,Y1),...,(Xn,Yn)) and Zy = ((X1,Y1),...,
coupling of th) and m&V, i.e. be such that Zy ~m; ", Zy ~ m&Y and
W3 (m™,miY) = E(1Zn - Znf?) .

10



Then ((X1,Y1),...,(Xn,Yn)) and ((X1,Y1),...,(X,,Y,)) are a coupling of mgn’N) and m{" and,
by exchangeability,

n
. — n
W2 <m§”’N>,m;@") < Y E(X XL+ Yi-YiP) = oW <m§N>,mg@N) .
i=1

The second claim follows from the Csiszar’s inequality which is [8) Inequality (2.10)] for n = 1. Let
us establish it for any n € [1, N]. Set k = |[N/n| and s = N — kn.

N m) N m)
/sz mg )In %N dz = / mg )In t®k dz
R my R24N (mﬁn’N)) ® my*
n,N @k s
+ / ! (mg )> om d
i m, In mEN z

> k:/ mgn’N) In (mt®n )dz
R2dn mt

where we used that the first term is positive (as a relative entropy) and the interchangeability of
mEN). O
3.3 Long-time convergence

The proof of Theorem [2]is based on the following quantitative results of hypocoercivity for diffusion
processes.

Theorem 14 (from Theorem 10 of [22]). Consider a diffusion generator L on Hormander form
d
L=DBy+» B}
i=1

where the Bj’s are derivation operators. Suppose there exist N. € N and X\, A,m,p, K > 0 such that
fori € [0, N, + 1] there exist smooth derivation operators C; and R; and a scalar field Z; satisfying:

1. CNchl == O, and [B(],Ci] == i+1C¢+1 + Ri+1 fOT’ all i € [[O,Nc]], where [A,B] = AB — BA
stands for the Poisson bracket of two operators,

2. [Bj,Ci] =0 forallie[0,N.], j€[1,d],

3. N<Z; <A forallie][0,N],

4. |Cof > <m Y |Bf|? and |R; fI*> <m Y |Cif|? for all i € [0, N. + 1] and smooth Lipschitz f.
i>1

j<i
5. Y ICif 1P = plV .
i>0

Suppose moreover that there exists a probability measure p which is invariant for et* and satisfies a
log-Sobolev inequality with constant 7.

Then for all t > 0 and for all f > 0 with [ fdp =1,

[ mersyan < e [ gay (17)

2
100 [, A2 —20Ne
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I
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Proof of Theorem[2. From Theorem [[4] the uniform log-Sobolev inequality given by Proposition [
and the bound on ||[V2Uy||s that is uniform in N, the proof of () is similar to the proof of [21]
Theorem 1]. The generator (I is on Hérmander form

N d
By + ZZBi’j

i=1 j=1
with, writing y; = <y§1), . ,ygd)) € R4,
By = —y-Vu+(VUn(z)—y) -V,
o
Bij = ﬁaygj)-
Since
[Bo, Vy] = [LNa Vy] =V, + 'Yvya [BOa vm] = [LN, V:v] = _viUva’

Theorem [I4] applies with

Co=Vy, Ci=V., Ri=17V,  Ry=-V’UyV,,

2 2
Zi=ZTy=Ne=A=A=p=1 m== + 9%+ ([V2V]loo + 2| VW ||x0)
and 7 given by Proposition [[l This gives ().

The second part of Theorem 2 namely (&), follows from [16] whose useful (for us) results are
gathered in the following proposition.

Proposition 15 (From Corollary 4.7 in [16]). Consider the stochastic differential equation on R™xR?
dX; = AYdt, dY; = dB; + Z;( Xy, Yy)dt
with initial conditions (Xo,Y0) = (x,y), and associated semigroup P;. Assume
\VeZ(x,y)| < K1, |VYZ(x,y)| < Ko, (z,y) € R™ x R%.
Suppose also that P, has an invariant probability measure i and let P} be the adjoint of Py in L?(u).
then for every t > 0, function f >0 with pu(f) =1

p(Pf flog P f) < ¢ W5 (fi, )

(1A
where C' only depends on Ky and K.

It is a regularization result, namely a control in small time of the entropy along the flow of the
particles system by the initial Wasserstein distance. Most importantly for us, this regularization has
to be independent of the number of particles. Let us check that indeed the constant C' obtained does
not depend on N. Applied to our case, the notations read A = Iy and Z(z,y) = —VUn(z) — vy.
Under Assumption [I the Jacobian matrix of this Z is bounded uniformly in N, which means that
K7 and K5 do not depend on N, and thus neither does C, which concludes.

Finally, at least for ¢ > 1, ([@)) is a straightforward consequence of the two previous claims of
Theorem 2l and of the Talagrand T5 inequality implied by the log-Sobolev inequality given by Propo-
sition Il Indeed, for ¢ > 1,

WE (@) < gt () | )
< nCe_X(t_l)% (mgN) | mg))
< nC2efxtW22 (méN),mg)> .

12



For t € [0,1], we simply consider two solutions Zy, Zy of (@) driven by the same Brownian motion but

with two different initial condition. More precisely, we suppose that (Zy(0), Zx(0)) is an Wh-optimal
(V)

coupling of my ’ and mg ), so that
E(125(0) = Zn(0)2) = W3 (mf™,m@) .
Since ||[V2Uy||so is bounded uniformly in N, we immediatly get that
AIZx() = Zn( < HZx(t) - Zn(t)Pdt

for some b > 0 that does not depend on IN. Conclusion follows from

W2 (m,ﬁm,mgj)) < E(\ZN(t)—ZN(t)\Z) < eth(yZN(O)—ZN(O)P) .

Let us now transfer the results obtained on the particles system to the nonlinear equation.

Proof of Theorem[3. In this proof, we use repeatedly results from [I5] but applied to the potential
Hpg defined in Lemma [ It is possible to do so since, according to Lemma [Q this potential satisfies
the assumptions of [I5] (in particular the condition ¢ V2, W || < 1).

The fact that E; admits a unique minimizer mq over P(R??) is proven in [I5, Lemma 21].

Moreover, as established in the proof of [I5, Theorem 10], ,u((;,’N) weakly converges to m«, and for all
v E Py (R2d),

1
2 < Tun 2 (LON (V)
Wi (r,ms) < }\}g}rrg NW2 <1/ , M >

Moreover, according to [I5, Lemma 17], for all v € P(R??) such that H(v|a) < +o0,

1
Lo (N )
N’H(u |moo> ot Hw(). (18)

Applied with v = m and combined with the Talagrand’s Inequality satisfied by mg ),

%W% (m?;mmgg)) < %7—[ (m?N‘mg)> o Hiv(ma) = 0.

In particular, dividing
W (m?N,mg)> < VN (mg, mo) + Wa (m?;N7m§g)>
by VN and letting N — +0o we get that

1
lim sup —=W (m®N,m(N)> < Wa(mo,meo) - 19
limsup ZZ=Ws (mg ™, mac 2 (M0, Moo) (19)
Together with Theorem Bl and Proposition 1] for all ¢ > 0,

Wa(miy, meo) < ljlvriilg) <W2 (mt,mgl’N)> + \/LNWQ (mgN),mg)) + Ws (mg;N),moo)>

< Ce XMWy (mo, meo) -

Similarly, following the proof of [I5, Theorem 10] we see that
el N
H (mi) < liminf < (mf™ | m@) . (20)

The proof of (I0) and (II) follows then from dividing (7) and (&) by N and letting N — 400 thanks

to (1Y), (M) and 20). _

13



3.4 Proofs of the corollaries

We first need some preliminary lemmas. The first ones gives a control of the propagation of chaos
at the level of the invariant measure (so at infinite time).

Lemma 16. Under Assumption[d], there exists K > 0 such that for all N € N,
Wo (m®N m(N)) < K.

oo ) [e.9]

Proof. For all N € N, and t > 0,
Wa (mgN,mg)) < Wa <m§>N,m§N)> +Ws <m§N),mg)) .

Applied in the case m((]N) =m&V together with Proposition [1 and Theorem B this yields

Wo (mgN,mg)> < KeP 4+ Ce X, (mgN,mg)> .
In particular, for ¢t = In(2C)/x, we get
W (mSN,m) < 2K (20)x.
U

Lemma 17. Let vy and vy be probability laws on RN = (]Rd)N which are fized by any permutation of
the d-dimensional coordinates (in other words, if (A;);cp,n] is of law v, the A;’s are interchangeable).
Let (A, B) = (Ai, Bi)iepi,n] be a coupling of v1 and vo such that

E (|A - BJ*) = W3 (v1,10).
Then

E (w2 |~ N5 Ly 5 < Lz
WQ NZ Awﬁz B; > NW2(V1’V2)'
i=1 i=1

Proof. Let I be uniformly distributed on [1, N]. Then (A7, By) is a coupling of % >~ 64, and % > o5,

hence
1 1
2 R R
I ELED )

IN

E (A7 — B)

_ 1 _ B
= NE(|A BJ?).

O

Proof of Corollary [ LetN(ZN,ZN) be a Wa-optimal coupling of mgN) and m&N and M} be the

empirical distribution of Zy. Then, using Lemma [I7, we bound

E (W3 (MY moc)) < 2B (W5 (MY, 08Y)) + 2B (W3 (31, o))
2 -
NWQQ <m§N),m§gN> +2E (W22 (MtN,moo>>

From [I3] Theorem 1], the second term is bounded by Ra(N) for some R independent from N, and
we bound the first one using Lemma [I6] and Theorem [ as

W (mgN),m@’N) < Ws (mgN),m(N)) + Wy (mg),mgN)

o0 o0

N

< Ce Xy (méN),mg)) + K

€ e (W ) 4 s ) 4 K
< Ce XV NWs (mg, meo) + K(1+C)

< K'(VNe ™ +1)

14



for some K’ independent from N and t. We have thus obtained
1
E(W; (MY, m)) < 4(K')? <e2><t - N) + Ra(N),
and conclusion follows from the fact 1/N is neglictible with respect to a(IN) as N — +o0. O

Proof of Corollary [l Combining Proposition [[1] and Lemma [I3]

- K bt
0 () < 22

Besides, combining Theorems 2] and Bl and Lemma [16]

W (mEN,m™) < Wy (mEN,mE) + Wy (mE m@) + Wy (ml,m)
< Ce™ <\/_W2(m0’moo)+w2( M) md™ ))> +K
< CeX <2\/_W2(m0amoo)+w2< () m?;N)) + K
< K (\/Nefxﬂrl)

for some K’ independent from N nor ¢ > 0. Again with Lemma [I3] we have thus obtained that there
exists K" independent from N and ¢ such that

n, N
W (memi V) < K (1 )

Distinguishing the cases t < In(N)/(2b) and t > In(IV)/(2b) concludes the proof for the W, distance.
The case of the total variation distance is similar. First, from Pinsker’s and Csiszar’s inequalities,

considering the initial condition m((]N) m®N we get for all £ > 1
ImZ = m&M Gy < 2m@ —my™ Gy + 2m™ — mEN|;
< () a (mf )
< %K'ebt\/ﬁ—i- 4C%ex(t=Dy2 (méN),mg)>

for some K’, where we combined Propositions [[T] and [[2 for the first term and used Theorem [2 for
the second one. Together with Lemma [I6] we have obtained that for some K” independent from
N7 t? n7

H n (n,N) |12 < K" bt —xt < nK" 1 bt —xt < K"'n
My — My ||TV X \/Ne +e SR \/Ne +e S e

for some k, K" > 0 when t = 1+ In(N)/(4b).
Now, considering any initial condition mg € Po(RY),

N N
Im& —m{™™ |2, < 3[mE = mEEy + 3mE — mEN||Ry 4 3[m @) — m {2,

< 6H (m?"\mﬁ") +3K"nN"" +6H <m§N)\m(N))

< 602 XD <W2< ON_ ®N)+W2< (N),m(N)))+3K"'nN "

N

for t > 1, so that

ImE™ —m{™M |2, < K (Ne™ +4+nN"") < Kn(Ne X + N

for some K. Besides, from Propositions [[1] and [2] and Lemma [I3]
on _ o (N))2 4n ( (V) ®N> Kn oy
me" —m < —H(m; 'Im < —e
H t t ”TV N t ’ t \/ﬁ
for some K, and conclusion follows again by distinguishing the cases ¢ > 1 + In(N)/(4b) and t <
1+ 1n(N)/(4b). O
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