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MEAN-FIELD LIMIT OF NON-EXCHANGEABLE SYSTEMS

PIERRE-EMMANUEL JABIN, DAVID POYATO, AND JUAN SOLER

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with the derivation of the mean-field limit for multi-agent systems on a large
class of sparse graphs. More specifically, the case of non-exchangeable multi-agent systems consisting of
non-identical agents is addressed. The analysis does not only involve PDEs and stochastic analysis but
also graph theory through a new concept of limits of sparse graphs (extended graphons) that reflect the
structure of the connectivities in the network and has critical effects on the collective dynamics. In this
article some of the main restrictive hypothesis in the previous literature on the connectivities between
the agents (dense graphs) and the cooperation between them (symmetric interactions) are removed.
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1. INTRODUCTION. MULTI-AGENT SYSTEMS ON GRAPHS
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We derive in this article the mean-field limit for multi-agent systems posed on a large class of graphs.

More precisely, we consider the dynamics of N agents, interacting pairwise through a complex map
of connections between them. The information about this connectivity map is encompassed through
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a weighted, a priori non-symmetric graph G where each vertex represents an agent. Denoting by
X;(t) € R? the state of the i-th agent, and by K the interaction kernel, this leads to the system

N
dX;

where the w;; = wf}[ % w]z\i] are the weight of the edge (4, j) of the graph.
While we consider for simplicity deterministic systems like (1]}, our analysis would extend in a straight-
forward manner to stochastic multi-agent systems with additive noise such as

N
dX; = wy K(X; — X;)dt + oy dW;, (2)
j=1

where the W/ are independent Wiener processes.

This paper focuses on the analysis of the behavior of the system as N — oo, for smooth Lipschitz
kernels K but with minimal assumptions on the connectivities w;;. We only impose scalings that naturally
extend the classical notion of mean-field scaling: First, the total interaction felt by an agent should be
of order 1, that is,

N N
max Y |wij| =O0(1), max > |w;|=0(1), as N — oo, (3)
=1 i=1

1<i<N 4 1<j<N
J

ensuring that complex dynamics emerge at time scales of order 1 as well. Secondly, no single agent is
allowed to have a dominant role, that is,

1;2?%(]\] lwij| = o(1), as N — oo, (4)
which, together with , implies that a given agent is influenced by the average of a large number of
other agents, so that we expect some concept of mean-field limit to persist.

System is a canonical example of so-called non-exchangeable or non-interchangeable systems. This
refers to the fact that is not symmetric under permutation: If (X;(¢))1<;<n solves and o € Sy is
any permutation, then (X(;)(t))1<i<n is not in general a solution to . Instead the same permutation o
would need to be applied to the connectivities w;;, thus modifying the system. Another way of formulating
this is that agents are not identical because the effect of the j-th on the i-th agent may be very different
from the effect on the k-the agent: One could have w;; > 1 but w;, = 0 for example.

Classically, studies of many-particle systems have often focused on identical agents and exchangeable
systems which corresponds to choosing w;; = 1/N in . The question of the mean-field limits for
exchangeable systems where all agents are identical is now rather well understood for Lipschitz interaction
kernels, with even significant progress on singular kernels; see for example the reviews [38|, 44} [46]. The
case of non-exchangeable systems and non-identical agents had remained comparatively less explored but
recently started to receive a lot of attention because of their critical importance for many applications
and their connections to diverse areas of Mathematics. The analysis of non-exchangeable multi-agent
systems indeed not only involves PDEs and stochastic analysis but also graph theory. On the other hand,
multi-agent systems are also found in a large number of fields from their classical applications in Physics
to the Bio-sciences, Social Sciences or Economics. In many of those settings, agents naturally appear as
non-identical: The structure of the connectivities in the network has proved to have critical effects on
the dynamics, see among many [71], [72, [73] 83, 84], and the role of the network of interactions is often
critical. We present one example of such application in Appendix [A] which is based on models for the
dynamics of biological neurons for which we briefly refer for example to [23, [33, [40, 59, [68], [78] [85].

The main result of this paper is to incorporate the complex non-interchangeable graph structures
defined by w;; into a simple limiting Vlasov equation

uftt.a) + v (1029 [ wieao) [ K- .a0.0)) =0 6

through the extended graphon w(¢, d(¢).

In , f describes the probability of finding a single vertex/agent at position z € R?, in a certain
state of interaction with the network & € [0, 1], at time ¢ > 0. This means that the role of an agent
can be represented by adding an extra one-dimensional variable. In this way, we associate to the discrete
connectivities w;; a function w that accounts for the effect of the architecture of the complex original
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system . This type of graphon-like representation had previously been explored in particular in [I9]
20, 211, [49], 60, [61] or in [37, 48]. However those results required more stringent assumptions on the
connectivities, so that for example [19] 20} 21} [49] only apply to dense graphs or symmetric interactions,
whilst [37, 48] allow for sparse graphs but with a priori knowledge of some additional convergence of the
coupling weights w;;. The major contribution of the present article is to remove all such assumptions and
only require the assumptions —. This comes with considerable difficulties and impose a completely
new strategy to obtain the limit equation.

1.1. Mean—field limits for identical weights. Before going further in the technical aspects of our
work, we recall here the main notions for the idea of classical mean—field limit in exchangeable systems,
corresponding to the simple case w;; = w/N,

N

dX; w

& = K& X)), ©)
i=1

X;(0) = X).

A critical question for any multi-agent system is how to choose initial data for @, since it is not feasible
in almost any applications to individually identify or measure every single X?. Classical assumptions rely
on the notion of molecular chaos by imposing that the X! be independent and identically distributed
(4i.i.d.) random variables (or almost 4.i.d. in some appropriate sense) according to an initial probability
distribution f° € P(R? x R?).

This leads to the key notion of propagation of chaos, which consists in proving that the X;(¢) solving @
still remain approximately i.i.d. (again in some appropriate measure). For exchangeable systems such
as @, propagation of chaos often then directly implies that the limit as N — oo of the 1-particle
distribution of the system solves the mean-field equation

0uf(t,7) + diva <w F(t,2) /R K@) £ dy)) ~0. M)

We refer to the seminal results in [12, BT, [64] and later [77] for the derivation of (7)) for K € W1 (R%).
As mentioned earlier, the case of non Lipschitz kernels corresponds to many realistic applications, it is
much more difficult and still poorly understood to some degree. An extensive discussion would however
carry us too far from the main goals of this article and we only briefly refer again to [38] [44] [46].

A useful notion for system @ is the so-called empirical measure which is given by,

N
1
N - E
H (tax) = N v 5Xi(t) (.13),

for every t > 0. In the deterministic case, the empirical measure is itself already a solution to the mean-
field equation @, which offers a straightforward approach to deriving the mean-field limit as N — oo,
for Lipschitz kernels K, through a stability analysis of Eq. in the space of measures. Specifically, the
empirical measure offers a very simple way to formulate and understand the mean-field limit in terms
of the weak convergence of the random measure ;' to the deterministic limit f. Classical results for
Lipschitz kernels for example imply that

sy = Fllw-1a < i = fllw-ra et PIVEI =,

Some major differences are immediately apparent for non-exchangeable systems like . First of all,
because agents are non-identical, it may not be realistic to assume that they are initially identically
distributed. We will still assume that the X? are independent though as this is essential for the reduction
in complexity leading to . Instead of propagation of chaos, we consequently have to deal with the
weaker notion of propagation of independence.

It is possible to extend some of the classical approaches to prove this propagation of independence
(as we do in the proof later). Unfortunately propagation of independence no longer directly implies the
limit for general non-exchangeable systems, creating major difficulties. The one exception occurs in

the special case where
N

Zwij = w is independent of 7.

j=1
In that setting, it is possible to still derive the classical mean-field limit (7)); see [28] for i.i.d initial
positions X?, and to [24] for the stability for this initial distribution. For general connectivities w;
however, new ideas and new methods seem to be needed.
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1.2. The use of graphons for multi-agent systems. Graphons offer a non-parametric method of
modeling and estimating large networks and are constructed as limits of sequences of dense graphs. There
now exists a large literature dedicated to graphons for which we refer to the seminal [ [9, 10, 1T [56].

To give a rough idea of how graphons play a critical role in non-exchangeable systems, consider a
sequences of dense graphs Gy with nodes indexed from 1 to N and adjacency matrix w? = (
with the key assumption that

N
W )1<i j<N

=N
w:Y
wf}f = ]\z; with wfj =0(1), as N — . (8)

For a fixed N, it is straightforward to define the graphon over [0, 1]

N
N () = ) Wy Tica

ij=1

)(5) H[J‘*l

T7%)

. (©). ©)
One directly observes that wy is uniformly bounded in L>([0, 1]?) but a fundamental property be-
hind graphons is that wy can be made compact in the appropriate distance after re-arrangements.
More precisely, there exists a measure preserving map ¢y on [0, 1] such that the rearranged object
wn (PN (€),on(€)) is compact in the norms of operators from L>([0, 1]) to L*([0, 1]); this norm is
equivalent to the so-called cut metric, see [56]. The fact that such a limit exists was initially established
in [57] using a weak version of the Szemerédi Regularity Lemma [79] and a martingale argument.

This turns out to be a key property for the purpose of deriving the mean-field limit. For example,
it provides a natural way to obtain weak stability for Eq. . Namely, consider a sequence of solutions
fn to with weights wy, with wy uniformly bounded in L°°([0, 1]?) and fx uniformly bounded in
L>([0, t,] x [0, 1], L' nW1>°(R?)). Assume further that f is any other solution to (B with weights w
lying in the same regularity class as above. Then, we easily infer the stability estimate

d 1 1
G| [imv=fiasdc<cn [ [ 1oy = fldvds + Calluy = wllieo, (10)
0 JR4 0o JRrd

where C, C5 are constants depending on the norms of f, the uniform bound of the norm of wy and the
L' and Lipschitz norms of K. Consequently, using the above theory of dense graph limits, one can set the
measure-preserving maps ¢y on [0, 1] so that the re-arranged objects wx(dn(£), dn(C)) converge (up
to subsequence) in the operator norm, and also set w to be the obtained limit. By doing so, the second
term in the right hand side of converges to zero and, assuming well-prepared initial data, we can
pass to the limit as N — oo in fy(t,z,¢n(£)) and obtain a solution f(t,z,&) to (5). As a consequence,
we can determine the limit of the 1-particle distribution given by fol fn(t,z, &) de:
1

1 1
o fN(tva:?E)dg:/O fN(ta'rad)N(E))df_) o f(t7x7§)d£a as N — oo.

We refer to [19, 20, 2T], 49] in particular for a complete analysis that this brief sketch cannot do justice
to. An alternative and more primitive approach to derive macroscopic limits for was obtained in [60],
again for graphons w € L*°([0, 1]?) and Lipschitz kernesl K, in terms of the graph-limit equation

X (t,€) = /0 w(é, Q) K(X(1,€) — X(£,0)) dC. (11)

Here, X € C*(R4, L>=([0, 1]) can be interpreted as a time-evolving parametrization of the continuum of
agents by a continuous index ¢ € [0, 1]. Whilst a large portion of the literature sticks to this simpler
formulation, we remark that corresponds to a special class of solutions to having the form
f(t,2,8) = 6x(1¢)(2), but clearly not all solutions of (f]) come from solutions to (11)).

The critical issue to implement a similar stability estimate like ((10]) in our case is that our assump-
tions — of course cannot ensure that the weights w;; satisfy As a matter of fact, we are
specifically interested in sparse graphs where does not hold.

Various extensions of graphons have been proposed to handle less stringent assumptions than . We
mention in particular the extension to L? graphons in [0 [7], the more general operator-based extension
in [3] based on graphops, and the measure-theoretic extension in [50] based on s-graphons. Each of the
three classes of continuum objects contain the family of finite graphs, and they can be endowed with a
compact metric space structure under a certain topology, similarly to what it was done for graphons.
We emphasize that the above assumption only provides uniform bounds for wy in the mixed spaces
LEMe = Lg([0, 1], M([0, 1]) and LEMe = LE([0, 1], M¢([0, 1]). This scaling suggests defining a
new class of continuum objects which we shall call extended graphons, see next section and Definition (3.6
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F1cURrE 1. Comparison of the various graph limit theories.

below for further details. A similarly scaled extension was developed in [50], based on digraph measures
or bounded everywhere defined families of measures, and is discussed more at length after Theorem
Closely related is also the scaling in [58], where the author considered limits of random graphs sampled
from graphons not necessarily bounded but belonging to the mixed space Lg°([0, 1], LZ([0, 1])).

The goal of this paper is not to provide a complete classification of the existing theories of graph limits.
However, the above classes of objects can be compared, and so has been done in more dedicated literature,
e.g. |3, B0] and also [37, [48]. Without any intention of comparing their topologies, the previous classes
of objects are related as sketched in Figure [I] at least when restricted to symmetric weights. We note
that extended graphons account for an intermediate degree of sparsity as they occupy an intermediate
position between the class of graphons and graphops. This fact will become clearer later in Section
and more particularly in the operator representation of extended graphons in Lemma However, we
do emphasize the topology that we use on those extended graphons is very distinct from other known
objects.

1.3. Our new result. The main contribution of this paper is to provide the mean-field limit with only
assumptions —. This first requires a careful definition of the space for limiting kernel which we call
extended graphons and we denote by L M¢ N L Me; namely w € LM N L& M iff

w(§,dC) € L=([0, 1], M([0, 1)), w(dg, ) € L=([0, 1], M([0, 1])), (12)

where we define the space L°°([0, 1], M([0, 1])) as the topological dual to the Banach space L!([0, 1],
C([0, 1])), endowed with the corresponding weak-star topology.
We are now ready to state our main result,

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the interaction kernel K belongs to Wil N Wl’oo(Rd) and consider a se-
quence (X;(t))1<i<n, solving the multi-agent system for connection weights satisfying only (3))-({).
Assume moreover that the initial data X? are independent random variables, but not necessarily identi-
cally distributed, and denote their laws by f2. Finally assume that

sup sup E[X?|?] < oo, sup sup ||f?HW1,1mW1,oo(Rd,) < 00.

NEN1<i<N NeN1<i<N
Then, there ezist w € LgM¢ N LEMe and f € L=([0, t.] x [0, 1], Wt A whee(RY)), for any t, >0,
such that f solves with w and, up to the extraction of a subsequence,

1
sup EWI </ f(ta 35) df» :uN(ta )) — Oa
0

0<t<T

as N — oo, where W is the usual Wasserstein distance on R® and p™ (t,z) := + Zfil dx,(t)(x) are the
empirical measures associated to (X;(t))1<i<n.
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Compared to the existing literature, Theorem [T.1]is the only result so far capable of handling the mean-
field limit under the only assumptions —. We do not obtain classical graphons since the limiting
kernel w only belongs to Lg°M¢ N Lg° M, which is a natural space corresponding to the scaling in .
As mentioned above, a space with a similar scaling is the space of digraph measures B([0, 1], M([0, 1]).
This space was inspired in the s-graphons [50], specifically introduced to handle sparse graphs, and it
was used in [48] for mean-field limits. There are a few key differences with the present analysis, as
digraph measures B([0, 1], M([0, 1]) consists of everywhere defined in ¢ bounded measures in ¢ while
our extended graphons in Lg° M N LZ° M are only almost everywhere defined in £ (or in ¢). The use of
extended graphons offers several advantages when passing to the limit. In particular, in comparison [48]
appears to require an improved continuous dependence in £ of the digraph measures that further restricts
the type of connectivities that can be used with respect to —.

But our notion of extended graphons in LM N L Mg does lead to some major issues, as it does
not seem possible to pass to the limit in Eq. directly. That imposes a new strategy briefly outlined in
the sketch of proof in the next subsection. Some of that technical difficulty can be glimpsed from the fact
that it is not yet clear in which sense Eq. is posed with only w € Lg"M¢ N L Me. The main issue is
the non-linear term of course since f is only essentially bounded in £ with no additional regularity, and
only a.e. defined. More specifically, it is not immediately obvious how to make sense of terms like

01~>/¢> w(€, dC),

for ¢ € L°°([0, 1]). This is where the proper definition of Lg°M¢ N LZ° M is needed and one reason why
we require w to belong both to LOOMC and to L¢® Me (Whlch would be automatic if w was symmetric).
A careful analysis then allows proving that the above function is correctly defined in L*°([0, 1]) with

H/<z> wie, )|

as we prove later in Lemma Note that the above also allow identifying any w € Lg"/\/lg N LgoMg
with a bounded linear operator L>([0, 1]) — L*°([0, 1]), and therefore this explains the above-mentioned
relation in Figure [I] between extended graphons and graphops.

We also note that our proofs could imply an even more general formulation of Theorem For
example the assumptions fP € L' N L>® (Rd) would be enough, and it should even be possible to further
relax some of the assumptions on the graphs with

< lwllgemenzeme 10l Lo,

P N

N N
%Z D lwyl | =0(), %ZKSF‘EN wi|'/P = 0(1), as N = oo,
i=1 \j=1 i=1 =)=
for some p > 1, instead of —.

As in classical mean-field limits, independence of initial data is the key to the reduction of complexity
provided by Theorem We assumed for simplicity that the X? were fully independent but it would
be straightforward to relax this condition by having them approximately independent.

Theorem [I.T]obtains the limit up to the extraction of a subsequence in N, since it makes no assumptions
on the convergence of the initial data and it then amounts to a compactness result. Nevertheless, it is
possible to derive the convergence of the whole sequence but the formulation is trickier than usual because
of the role played by the connectivities w;;. The first necessary assumption is naturally the convergence
of the full sequence of empirical measures: There exists fO € W (R%) such that

EW: (f°, u{) =0, as N — . (13)

Alternatively, since X? are independent, one may assume convergence of the 1-particle distribution

IEW1< Zf0>—>0 as N — oo.

However is not enough and some additional convergence of the w;; is also required.
Theorem[I.I]opens up new avenues to the analysis but still leaves some important questions unresolved.
The main and obvious issue concerns the Lipschitz assumption on the kernel K. This is a critical issue
for many applications which involve some form of singular interactions. Among several examples, we
mention the integrate and fire system for biological neurons that we briefly describe in Appendix [A]
Integrate and fire models only very loosely fit within the multi-agent framework that we focus on in this
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paper so that extending the present analysis to integrate and fire model would be a highly non trivial
extension.

The Lipschitz regularity of K plays a critical role in the first step of our analysis when propagating
independence. It does not appear as essential in the next, more complex steps of our proofs. Replacing the
classical trajectory methods to obtain propagation of independence could allow obtaining an equivalent
of Theorem with less stringent assumptions on K.

1.4. Example of limiting kernel and further comments. There are compelling reasons why ex-
tended graphons w € Lg°M¢ N L M, appear to be the correct scale for the type of complex structures
of connectivities that we are interested in.

We first point out that our extended graphons occupy an intermediary place in the current hierarchy
of graphon-like objects, see Figure[l] Obviously they are more general than classical graphons since they
are not necessarily bounded, that is, w & Lg% in general. However as mentioned above, the analysis
will show later that any w € Lgo/\/lg N LEOME can also be seen as the kernel of a bounded operator
from L>°([0, 1]) — L*°([0, 1]); instead of an operator L>([0, 1]) — L'([0, 1]) for graphops. As such
extended graphons appear as intermediary objects between classical graphons and other extensions such
as graphops, s-graphons and digraph measures.

However the topology that we consider in our analysis for this space Lg°M¢ N LM is one of the
major differences with respect to the existing literature. The proper convergence for our large-graph
limit cannot hold in the classical cut distance, or any direct extensions such as the topology of bounded
linear operators L>([0, 1]) — L°°([0, 1]) to the best of our knowledge. This is clear from the stability
estimate for graphons, which inevitably breaks for unbounded graphons. Instead the key notion of
convergence that we use is based on a new countable family of observables that mixes the connection
kernel and the initial laws on each agent. Specifically, the observables can be defined as follows

IT|
(T, (wi)i<igen, (P hzisn) (2, 2pr) = N Z I wia H (14)

i =1 (k1) EE(T)

and they are indexed by finite trees T, where f? denotes the initial law of the variable X?. Those
observables have a corresponding representation at the limit when the discrete weights (w; ;)1<;,j<n and
laws f?(x) are replaced by kernels w(&,¢) and initial data f9(z, &) through the definition,

|T|
T(T,w,f)(t,$17...,$|T|) [0 T H w(&mgl) H f(taxmafm)d§1d§|T| (15)
’ (k,1)e&g(T) m=1

Those definitions allow defining precisely the convergence in Theorem If we have the strong
convergence in L? of the observables 7(T', (w;j)1<ij<n, (f))1<i<n) — 7(T,w, f°(§,z)) as N — oo, for all
trees T', then the dynamics of the X; can effectively be represented at the limit by the solution f to ,

iz(s (m)%/lf(txdf)
N i X (t) 0 y Ly .

As it can be seen in the sketch of proof below, the observables 7(T, (w;j)1<ij<n, (f)1<i<n) indeed play
a critical role in our analysis as they entirely control the dynamics.

Note that since f? are normalized probability measures, then by integrating the observables on
the spacial variables we are led to the well-known notion of moments on a graph, that is,

/ ‘ lT(Tv (wij)i<ijen, (D 1<isn) (@, .. ap) da .., dayr) = 7(T, (wij)1<ij<n),
RAIT

where 7(T, (w;;)1<i,j<n) is the homomorphism density of the finite tree 7" in the finite graph (w;;)1<i j<n,
which are also used in the classical theory of graphons. In a first major difference to graphons though,
we can only define the 7(7T, (wi;)1<i j<n, (fY)1<i<n) for trees T' and not any arbitrary graph.

A second critical difference is that our notion of observables completely entangles the kernel with
the initial conditions. In particular our main theorem does not provide independent convergence of the
extended graphons and the initial data. In other words (see the example below as well), we could have
that for some initial data f?(z) and some connections w;;, one has that 7(T, (wi;)1<i j<n, (f2)1<i<n) —
7(T,w, f°) for some limiting w(¢, d¢) and fO(z,£). If one then considers different initial data fO(z) but
for the same connections w;;, there is no particular reason why we would be able to use the same limiting
kernel: We may need to derive a different limiting kernel w(§, d¢) together with a different limiting initial
law fO(x,€) to maintain the convergence 7(T, (wij)i<ij<n; (fO)1<i<n) — 7(T, , f0).
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While our main theorem ensures that there always exists a limiting representation, it is not necessarily
unique. We can for instance find different kernels w(€, d¢) # w(€,d¢) and initial data fO(z, &) # fO(x, €)
such that 7(T,w, f°) = 7(T,w, f°); see the example below again.

All of this makes the notion of convergence that is developed in the present paper very different from
most of mean-field limit results based on graphons or graphon-like objects. Because our result applies
to any connections with only the bounds — without any additional convergence assumptions, it is
unclear whether it would even be possible to identify a specific topology on the connections w;; or kernels
w without mixing them with the initial data.

Several other open questions concern the new system of observables that we introduce in . Those
are conjectured to naturally extend the notion of marginals, and hierarchy of marginals to non-exchangeable
systems. The structure of the hierarchy of observables remains rather poorly understood however.
A first example is the range of possible functions that one can reach through : What would be the
conditions on a sequence ar(z1,...,z|r|) indexed by trees T' so that we can find w € Lgo./\/lc N LE"M;;

and f € L>°(R? x[0, 1]), such that
T(T,w, f)=a(T), VI7?
To illustrate those remarks, we discuss in some depth a natural example of connection weights, based

on a sparse graph. Choose M << 1, and separate {1,..., N} into N/M subsets E, ..., Ey/y, with
|Ex| = M for each k < N/M. Introduce further a permutation ¢ € Sy/ys which lets us define

1
_ ) 5 ifi€ Ey and j € Eyy, for some k,
wi; =49 M
0, otherwise.
This choice of connection has a very simple interpretation. Agents are divided in N/M distinct classes
Ey, k=1...N/M. Each agent ¢ in a class E}, is connected with exactly M other agents that all belong
to the class E4). By a combinatorial argument note that the density of those graphs, that is, the
proportion of existing edges over the maximum number of possible edges that they could, behaves as

M/N. Because M is much smaller than N this does lead to a sparse graph of connections.
Note that those connections satisfy — as long as M >> 1. In particular if i € Ey

N

Dolwgl= > %:1»

Jj=1 JE€EE (k)

with a similar bound on Zfil |w;;| since ¢ is a permutation.
It is possible to try to connect more directly the connections to a tentative limiting kernel through

N
N(EQ) =) Nuy Lica (&) Iz 45(6),
i,j=1
which is a formula that we are making use of in the proof.

However this may not have a simple expression in general, even within the limited framework of this
example. Instead to derive a more explicit formula for wy, it is necessary to re-arrange the indices i in a
proper order. Here, it would be useful to list all indices in a given class Fj, consecutively with for instance

E,={(k—1)M+1,....kM}, k=1...N/M.

If one performs a permutation to have such a formula, this leads to

N
wn (€, 0) = 37 Leelon @), on©+M/N)
provided that we define ¢ appropriately as per

M
on(€) = (¢(k) = 1) . & € [(k—1) M/N, k M/N).
This expression of wy of course amounts to a discretization of

W (€ ¢) = Oy (e)(C),
where we observe that ¢y is a a.e. defined measure-preserving map on [0, 1]. This kernel @y is hence an
example of an extended graphon in Lgo/\/lg N LEOM57 that cannot be represented by classical graphons,
any LP extensions, or through objects in the space B([0, 1], M([0, 1])). However, this does not directly
imply that the limiting dynamics must follow some kernel

W(E; C) = 05¢)(C)- (16)
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First of all, note that even the convergence wy — w in the weak-* topology generally would require that
¢n converges to ¢ strongly in L'. But, as we point out above, what is actually needed is the strong
convergence of the 7(T', (wij)1<i,j,<m, (fi)1<n) for all finite trees T

Then, it is more convenient to define

fN(taxag)

bﬂz

Filt @) s ) (6),

I
—

3

such that we have the identity 7(T, (wij)1<ij<n, (fO)1<i<n) = 7(T,wy, f¥). For example if T' = T5 the
only tree with two vertices then we simply have

T(To, wn, fn) = / . wy (&1, &2) (1, &1) (22, &2) déy dEo.

s

If we approximate wy by @y, which requires some regularity in & of f%, we have the simple

1
(Lo, wn, ) = / £ (@1,€) £ (@2 b (€)) dE + 0(1) 8 N oo,
0

This correctly suggests that to easily identify the limiting kernel @ in that setting as , there would
need to exist a permutation of the indices (or equivalent a measure-preserving transform in §) such that
both ¢ and f are strongly compact in ¢ after the permutation.

This is obviously a very restrictive set of assumptions. The fact that we do not impose anything like
this in our theorem is a good indication of the difficulty of the analysis to prove that there nevertheless
always exists some limiting kernel among extended graphons.

We can also observe, even in this simple example, that the limiting kernel is not necessarily unique.
For instance if we take all X? i.i.d., this implies that all f0 are identical. We could then simply take
w = 1 as we fall in the setting mentioned earlier in the introduction.

1.5. Sketch of the proof. We briefly explain here some of the main ideas and steps that are used in
the proof of the main Theorem

o Step 1: Propagation of independence.
This is done in Section |2[ by introducing the independent system of coupled PDEs , restated here

N
O+ div | Flt) Yoo | K= fie.dn) | =o. )

filt=0) =

and it proves (¢f. Proposition that f;(t,x) are correct approximations for the law of X;(¢) under
the assumption . As mentioned earlier, this relies on a straightforward extension to the classical
trajectorial methods for mean-field limits, see [80].

For general connectivities w;;, this is only the very beginning as it does not allow directly obtaining
the limit of the corresponding 1-particle distribution given by

1
i=1

. . N L .
The one exception concerns the special case where ) jo1 Wij =W is independent of i. If moreover all f?

are equal to f9, then it can be seen that f; = f solves provided that f is a solution to the classical
mean-field limit.

o Step 2: Introducing extended graphons.
The next step in our proof is to define our extended empirical graphons for a fixed N, which is still
done through the equivalent of formula @, namely

N
Q)= Z Nwz’j]l[ig1 )(5) [ 1,%)(0’
.7].71

N(t, 2, &) = Zfztx (‘f)

1 i
N
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It is straightforward to check that, since the f; solve (L7)), then wy and fy solve the limiting equation (F)),
namely we have

1
ufiltoa€) 4 aive (It [Lun(e.0) [ K- o) i dyac) <o

This is performed at the beginning of Section [3] together with the study of some basic properties of our
extended graphons under the only scaling wy € Lg&°M¢ N L Mg, which include the aforementioned

H/¢ w(e, )

For a fixed w € LM N Lgoj\/lg, this allows for example obtaining the existence and uniqueness of a
solution f € L([0, T] x [0, 1], Wh**(R%)) to (), see Proposition However, we are unfortunately
incapable of passing to the limit directly in the above equation for fy to derive (5)). The main obstruction
is the lack of compactness in § on fy combined with the very weak topology in Lg°M¢ N L° Me.

< llwll stz ae 16122

Lo

o Step 3: Introducing and studying the new observables.
The latter difficulty is what leads to the introduction of the observables, that can be defined at any
time ¢ through the formula that we repeat here,

17|

T(T,wN,fN)(t,xl,...,xm) :/ H wn (&k, &) H fN(t,xm,fm)dfl...df‘T‘.
m=1

0, YT Heer)

Those observables include the 1-particle distribution which simply corresponds to choosing the tree T' = T}
with only one vertex:

N
(TlawN7fN tl‘ thx

The fact that the 7(T,wy, fn) are well defined follows from the basic analysis of our extended graphons
in the previous point.

A critical point is that those observables solve an independent hierarchy of equations, which reads

T
(T, wn, fn) + Zdivzi ( ) K(z; —2)7(T +i,wn, fn)(t, 21, ..., 27, 2) dz) =0,
i=1 R
where T + i denotes the tree obtained from T by adding a leaf on the i-th vertex.

It turns out that we can pass to the limit in the above hierarchy and even obtain the uniqueness
of solutions upon appropriate assumptions on the 7(T,wy, fn) as per Theorem The analysis is
performed in the second part of Section [3| and is one of the major contribution of the paper.

Independently to the proof in this paper, we mention the very recent [53] that obtains uniqueness on
the classical exchangeable BBGKY or Vlasov hierarchies. The basic idea in that proof is reminiscent of
the strategy that we develop here for Theorem even if [63] uses relative entropies while we base our
estimates on L? bounds.

o Step 4: Identifying the limit.

Theorem allows passing to the limit in all 7(T,wy, fx), after extracting a sub-sequence, to some
hierarchy of hp. It remains to identify the hy by finding w and f° such that if f solves the limiting
equation with w and f° as initial data then we have the representation

7(T,w, f) = hrp.
This is done in Section [f] in Theorem [£.1] and relies on a modified regularity lemma for graphons stated
in Lemma. This also requires the definition of the 7(T,w, f) in general with only f € L*([0, T] x
[0, 1], WL>(R?)) and w € LEM¢ N LE Mg, which is based on an abstract algebra that encompasses
the sequence of operations on the tree that are performed to produce 7(T,w, f). Putting all estimates
together finally allows to conclude.
As one can see, this does not prove the convergence of fy to f in any direct sense. Instead it only

shows the convergence of all 7(T, wy, fn) to the 7(T,w, f). It implies the claimed result by taking T' = T}
the trivial tree with only one node and no edge, which in particular yields

/thx§ Z ta?—>/ftx£§
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2. A GENERALIZED MCKEAN SDE AND PROPAGATION OF INDEPENDENCE

The aim of this section is to show that independence of events is propagated in our system in
an appropriate sense. It will be the equivalent of the aforementioned classical concept of propagation
of chaos (for uniform weights w;; = %)7 but it is not and it requires a careful extension of the usual
arguments. To that end, we shall propose an extension of the classical [80] McKean SDE associated with
the particles system to our current case with non-uniform weights.

Lemma 2.1 (McKean SDE). Consider the nonlinear system of SDE for (Xi,...,Xn) given by

ax, o
7= 2w [ Kb .

where K € W and we denote fi(t,-) = Law(X;(t)). Then, for any random initial data (X9,...,X3)
such that E[|X?|] < co there is existence and uniqueness, trajectorial and in law of solutions of (18). In
addition, if X? are independent then X;(t) are also independent for each t € R .

The proof is an elementary extension of the classical case with uniform weights, see [80, Theorem
1.1]. We notice that the independence of initial data is crucial in the previous result. However, X? are
not necessarily identically distributed, although we could have also assumed so. Unfortunately, notice
that the presence of non-uniform weights makes particles non-exchangeable and there is a rupture of
symmetry. Thus, the necessity for the use of the different laws f; in the SDE is justified. This was not
the case for uniform weights, where symmetry is propagated and for each X; the McKean SDE can be
closed in terms of its law f; itself.

Proposition 2.2 (Propagation of independence). Let (X1,...,Xn) be solution to with K € WH®
and consider the associated laws fi(t,-) = Law(X;(t)). Assume that X? are independent random variables
such that E[|X?|%] < oo, and the following uniform estimates hold

N
sup /E|X?]2 <M, sup Z lwi;| < C,
1<i<N 1<i<N

for every N € N and appropriate M,C € R,.. Consider the solution f; to the coupled PDE system

N
0 fz + diVm fi(t? x) Wij K(x - y) fj(ta dy) = 0,
t ; /R (19)

fi(0,2) = £:(0,z).
Then, the following estimate holds

sup Wi(fi(t, ), fi(t,) < Cu(t)  sup fwy; |2, (20)
1<i<N 1<i,j<N
for every t € Ry, where Wy is the 1-Wasserstein distance. We also have a direct control on the empirical
measure of the system, namely

N N =
1 1 .. C Cy(t) s
EW — E Ox.(4), — g (L, - < —2 4+ C4(t su W /, 21
1 (N i=1 o N i=1 f( )> N 1( ) 1Si,jI;N| J| ( )

for every t € Ry and appropriate constants C,0 > 0 depending only on the dimension d. In addition,
C1(t) and Cy(t) depend on M, C, ||K||lw1.~ andt, and they can be made explicit by

Ch (t) = \/g(GQCt”Klwl,oo _ 1)7

Cy(t) := (2M? + 2C?|| K || p12)*/2.

We notice that if weights relax uniformly to zero, i.e., imy_ o SUP1<; j <n |wi’]—|1/2 = 0, then the above
estimate guarantees that the creation of correlation between particles of system is weak and relax
to zero as N — oo. Indeed, the relaxation rate extends the usual N—1/2 of the classical propagation of
chaos for uniform weights w;; = %, and the laws f; of each particle is approximated by the independent
laws f; in the McKean SDE (18) in the mean field limit N — oo, see [80, Theorem 1.4].
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Proof. Let (Xi,...,Xx) be the unique solution to with initial data X? = X?, according to Lemma
We note first that we can simply propagate the second moments,

EIXi[* <E(IX7|+ ClIK |z~ t)* < Ca(t)*.

In addition, let us denote the laws f;(t,-) = Law(X;(t)) and consider the sub-o-algebras generated by X;,
i.e., Fi(t) = o(X;(t)), for each t € Ry and ¢ = 1,..., N. Since the variables X; and X are independent
by Lemma [2.3] for any j = 1,..., N with j # i, then we have

K= ) Ftdy) = B (X~ %)

where E;, = E,[-|F;(¢)] denotes the conditional expectation given F;(t). Therefore, taking the difference
in equations and we obtain the SDE

N
DX =X =Y (KX~ X) ~ BK (X~ X))
j=1
N B B N B B B B
:Zwij(K(Xi*Xj)*K(Xi*Xj))ﬂLsz‘j(K(Xi* ) — Ei[K(X; — X;))),

for every t € R,. Hence, taking total expectation and using the Lipschitz continuity of K we have that

N
%E|X¢—X¢‘ §2C[K}Lip sup E|XJ—XJ|+E Zwij (K(XZ—XJ)—EZ[K(XI—XJ)]) . (22)
1<j<N =
We remark that all the expectations are finite by the assumption on X?. Our goal now is to derive a bound
from . Notice that the key point is to control the relaxation of the second term of the right hand side
as N — oo in terms of weights w;;. Such a step is reminiscent of the classical propagation of chaos with
uniform weights w;; = %, see [80, Theorem 1.4]. However, the presence of non-uniform weights makes
the argument more subtle. By Jensen’s inequality we shall control the second order moment instead.
Indeed, expanding the square we obtain that

N
E | > wiy(K(X: — X;) - Bi[K(X; — X;)])
j=1
N
= 3wy B| (KUK - X))~ BIK(% — X)) (KK - ) - BIKCE - X))
J,k=1

Since K (0) = 0, then only the terms with j # ¢ and k # ¢ persist in the above sum. We shall prove that
all the terms with j # k also disappear. This will be a consequence of the statistical independence of X;.
Indeed, take j # k in the sum and notice that (X;, X;, X)) are independent. Therefore,

E[(K(Xi LX) - K (X~ X)) - (K(K — Xe) — EK (X — Xm)}

_ ]E{]Ei [(K(Xi X)) - By [K (X Xj)})} E, [(K(Xi %) — EiK(Xs — ka} } 0,

Here, we have used again the law of total expectation E = EE; and the fact that the random variables
K(X; — X;) - E[K(X; — X;)] and K(X; — Xi) — E;[K(X; — X)] are conditionally independent given
Fi. This means that only the terms j = k persist in the sum and

2

E Zwij(K(Xi—Xj)—Ei[K(X,»—Xj)}) =2Zw?le(Xi—Xj)—]Ei[K()_Q—Xj)HQ

<8C|K|3« s
1<)

P |wijl,

<N

for each ¢ = 1,...,N and t € Ry. Finally, putting everything together into , using Gronwall’s
inequality and noting that E[|X;(0) — X;(0)|] = 0 (by definition), we obtain the following estimate

sup E|X; — X;| < Ci(t) sup |wij‘1/2v
1<i<N 1<i,j<N
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for every t € R,.

To conclude the proof, it only remains to check that f; = Law(X;) are precisely the solution to the
PDE system , and that the above error estimate for the processes implies the corresponding Wj error
bounds and (| for the laws. Let us assume the former and let us prove the later first. Since
filt,)) = LaW(X (t )), this directly implies (20)), since

Wil ft ) = s [ 0@ (= R)iedo

(IVéllree <1
= sup  E[p(Xi(t) — ¢(Xi(t)] < E|Xi(t) — X,(t)]
(IVllree <1
Similarly, denoting the two empirical measures
1
~N(t dx) == — Zéx (dz), pAn(t,dz):= i 2;5Xi(t)(d:1:),

we have that

EWl(,uN(ta ')a ﬁN(tv )) =E

swp - S (6(X(0) - ¢<Xi<t>>>]

IVéllLo <1

N
1 _ _
N ; | Xi(t) — Xi(t)|] < 121£NE|X1‘(15) - Xi(t)].
Furthermore, by the independence of the X;, we have, through a straightforward extension of the proofs
in [30] or [5] (see also Theorem 1 in [34]) which consider the exchangeable case that for some C',60 > 0,

N
EW, (uN(tw)» % Zﬁ(t,)) < % sup E[|X:(¢)2]Y/? < nge( )7
i=1

1<i<N

provided for example that the second moments E|X;|?> are bounded uniformly in N, which we proved
earlier. Combining the above estimates and using the triangle inequality allows deducing (21)).

Finally, for completeness we show that the laws f;(t,-) = Law(X;(t)) verify (19). Set any ¢ € C}(R??).
Then, we have

4
dt

[ olailt.a) do = GECE)] = E | Tp(X)

7% N
dt dﬁi} =3 wi E V(X)) - EK(Xi — X))]] -
j=1

We notice that E;[K(X; — X;)] = E[K(X; — X;)|X;] o X;, where E[-|X;] denotes the conditional expec-
tation with respect to the random variable X; : v € T — X;(v) € R?. Then, we can write

E[V@(Xi) 'Ei[K / V(

><‘
}}
<
S
=

= X;(v)] P(dv)

| Ve(Xi(w) - EIK(Xi(v) - X;)| P(dv)
— / Vo(X;(v)) - ( K(X;(v) — y)fj(t’dy)> P(dv)
T R
= /Rw Vo(z) Kz —y) f_l-(t’ dz) ij(t, dy).

Putting everything together and noticing that ¢ is arbitrary, we deduce that f; verifies in weak form,
foreach:=1,..., N. (I

The above result is only the beginning to prove our main result because deriving the system is
not enough to conclude. Indeed, so far we have only replaced a coupled system of ODEs by a couple
system of PDEs. We do not even have any compactness with respect to V. There is one big exception:

Remark 2.3 (Exchanjgeable case). Assume that Z;V=1 w;j = w and f0 = f° for everyi = 1,...,N
and some w € R and f° € P(RY). Then, there is usual propagation of chaos. Specifically, we have that
filt,x) = f(t,x) for every i =1,..., N, where f solves the usual Viasov equation:

O f +w div, <f(t,a:) K(z—y) f(t,dy)) =0.

R4
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3. A NEW HIERARCHY

To make some of the calculations in this section rigorous, let us introduce a variant of the original
system for the f; which includes an artificial diffusion term:

N
atfi +d1VL ﬁ(t’x) Zwu /Rd K(J; _y)fj(t’dy) = VAI.]Fz (23)
j=1 ’

With identical arguments as in Proposition introducing a Wiener process in with variance 2vt
we can deduce . This can be done starting from system with a noise dW;, where the W, are N
independent Wiener processes

N
7j=1

Of course is just a special case of with v = 0. As in the case without diffusion, in
there is an abrupt rupture of symmetry caused by the presence of potentially heterogeneous weights w;;.
Indeed, even for identical initial data fio, the intrinsic dynamics instantaneously yields non-exchangeable
distributions f;(¢) for any ¢ > 0. This prevent us from reducing the system of N coupled PDEs to
a single Vlasov-McKean type PDEs in the usual way as in the classical setting with uniform weights. In
addition, there is no realistic hope to identify the limit of each individual f; as N — oco. However, we
may still be able to study the limit of appropriate averaged statistics. In this section, we shall introduce
a natural family of observables that will allow determining a closed averaged description of in terms
of an infinite hierarchy of PDEs. For such a novel hierarchy we study uniqueness and stability under the
presence of artificial diffusion (v > 0). Although an analogous result is still open for the hierarchy in the
absence of artificial diffusion (v = 0), we shall prove that the stability can still be recovered for the full
initial system under appropriate regularity of the initial data.

3.1. Hierarchy of observables indexed by trees. For simplicity of the presentation, in this part we
shall restrict to the starting case without artificial diffusion (v = 0). Associated with any solution of
we shall define an infinite family of observables indexed by the set of trees containing an averaged
information of f; and w;;. The role of trees is suggested by the construction and will become apparent in
a moment. For clarity, we recall some necessary notation of graph theory that will be used throughout
the paper.

Definition 3.1 (Graphs and trees).

(i) A (simple) graph is a pair G = (V, E) where V is a finite set (vertices) and E C {(i,j) € VxV :
i # j} is a symmetric subset (edges). A graph G = (V, E) is called o weighted graph if it is
endowed with a (weight) function W : V. x V — R such that E = {(i,j) € V. x V : V(i,j) # 0}.
The amount of vertices (or order) will be denoted by |G| := #V.

(i) A tree is a graph T = (V, E) so that any couple of different vertices i,j5 € V' are connected by
exactly one path (concatenation of edges) and each vertex i € V cannot be connected with itself.

(iii) We define the family T,, of labeled trees of order n by the following recursive formula

T1 = {Tl};
Tpi1:={T+i: TeT,,ic{l,....,n}}, neZd,

where Ty is the only tree with one vertex {1}. Here, for any tree T with vertices {1,...,n} and
any such vertex i, we will denote by T 41 to the new tree with vertices {1,...,n+1} after adding
the leaf n + 1 at node i. The family of all labeled trees of arbitrary order is then defined by
T :=UsL, T, Note that, in particular, T contains all possible trees modulo graph isomorphism.

Remark 3.2 (Directed graphs and directed trees.). Our graphs G = (V, E) are a priori assumed directed
so that (i,7) € E and (4,7) € E do not in general represent the same edge. Since we work with labeled
trees, those are imbued with a natural orientation starting from the root. When T is a labeled tree, we
shall for this reason write (i,j) € T to indicate such an oriented edge: (i,7) € T if there exists an edge
between vertices © and j and if i is closer to the root than j.

With this notation, we introduce our family of observables {O% : T € T} as follows.
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3

|

2 3 2

\/ |

1 1
(a) Tree T3 € T3 (b) Tree TZ € T3

FIGURE 2. Trees in T3

Definition 3.3 (Observables). Consider any solution (f;)i=1,.. N of with weights (w;j)i j=1,.. .N-
Then, we define the family of time-dependent Radon measures:

N ||

O%(t,xl,...,mm) 2:% Z H Wiy 4y H fzm t xm (24)

st =1 (k,1)ET
for any t >0, every (x1,... , 7)) € RAUT! and each tree T € T.

Let us note that O% (t,-) € M(RUTI) are finite Radon measures for each ¢ > 0. Unfortunately, the
heterogeneity of weights still implies that OF are not symmetric. In the next section we shall show that
they indeed satisfy an appropriate hierarchy of PDEs containing an averaged information of . Just
to illustrate the underlying idea, let us explore some examples. First, consider the only existing tree
T1 € Ty of order 1 and note that simply reduces to O% (t,z) = + Zf\;l fi(t,z). Summing in
over ¢t =1,..., N yields

N
1 _ _
0.0% (1) + v, | [ Kla—u) 5 3wy fita) Fitdy) | =0, (25)
R? N
which cannot be closed in terms of (’)%1 only. In fact, setting the only existing tree To € To of order 2
allows identifying the new observable O3? (¢, z,y) = + Z?fj:l w;; fi(t,x) f;(t,y) inside the divergence of
(25). In other words, can be readily written as

0,08 (t, ) + div, ( K(z —y) O (t,z, dy)> =0. (26)

R4

Since requires a priori knowledge of Off we may seek for an equation of such a new observable.
Indeed, from we obtain again that

0,0 (t x,y) + div, / K(x—2z) Z wz]wzkf7(t I)f](t y)fk(t dz)
’Lj k=1
(27)

+ divy / K(y—=z) Z wijwik fi(t,2) f;(t,y) fr(t,dz) | =0.
2]k 1

Note that in this case two different divergence terms appear. Accordingly, note that T3 also contains two
possible trees T4 = Ty + 1 and TZ = T, + 2 which respectively arise by adding the new leaf 3 at either of
the vertices 1 and 2 of Ty € Ty (see Figure [2| E By construction

O (t,a,y.a Z wigwr fi(t, ) f(, ) fi(t, 2),
’Lj k=1

O (t z,Yy,x Z wz]w_]kfz(t x)f](t y)fk(t Z)
1] k=1

Again, we identify the above observables in the divergences of , so that the latter can be restated as

;0% (t, x,y) + div, ( K(z - z)(’)?\;31 (t,x, y7dz)) + div,, (/ Ky — z)(’)?\? (t,x, y,dz)) =0. (28)
R4 R4

It is now apparent that an analogous recursive argument would lead to similar equations like and
involving observables indexed by all other higher order trees. In the following section we will make
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this argument rigorous and will recover the full hierarchy of equations for the observables O%; with T € T.
To do so, we shall rely on a more general formulation of the system and the observables O in
inspired in the treatment of graphons which is formally independent of the decomposition into agents.

3.2. A graphon-like representation of the system and its hierarchy . Let us remark that in
the limit N — oo we must control two different processes simultaneously: a many-particles limit and a
large-graph limit. Unfortunately, the explicit dependence on the discrete labels ¢ = 1,..., N of agents
still persists both in the expression of the observables in Definition and in the systems and
with and without artificial diffusion. This is reminiscent of the theory of graphons (cf. [56, 57]).
Specifically, graphons have proved a suitable tool to identify the limit of dense graph limits by replacing
discrete indices by continuous ones. Accordingly, we expect to recover integrals as N — oo that replace
the various finite sums over particles’ labels. However, for our graphs, we need to develop an appropriate
extension of the theory of graphons that allows for the joint treatment of the large-graph limit for non
necessarily dense graphs and the many-particles limit.

Definition 3.4 (Empirical graphons). Consider weights (w;;); j=1,..,.n C R and probability distributions
(fi)i=1...~ € P(RY). Then, we define wy and fn as follows

N
N(fv() = Z Nw’bj H[ljvl’%)(g) H[%7%)(C)7 ga C € [Oa 1]a
i’jV:1 (29)
(@, &)=Y fi@) L o) (6), zeR% £elo, 1).
i=1

Note that Definition allows representing discrete Weigyts (wij)i’jzlwt ~ as scalar functions of two
continuous variables &,n7 € [0, 1]. Similarly, distributions (f;);=1,... n~ can be represented as a family of

probability measures in P(R?) parametrized by the continuous variable ¢ € [0, 1]. Using such a notation,
we can rewrite the coupled system of PDEs and with and without artificial diffusion in a more
compact form that forgets labels of the specific individuals. Specifically, we equivalently obtain

1
ottt )+ v, (1vt0.9) [ [ wn(eQ K- St dyac) <o (30)

1
st dive (It [ [ on6. QK- it dydc) =vaufu(en o), 61

in the sense of distributions. Our ultimate goal will be to identify the limit of the above systems as
N — oo. For later use, we specify minimal assumptions on the space which will contain the limiting
structures.

Definition 3.5. We define the weak-star Bochner space Lg° M as the topological dual of L%Cg; namely
those elements consist of the weak-star measurable essentially bounded maps £ € [0, 1] — w(&,d¢) €
M([0, 1]) which make the following seminorm finite

HwHLg"MC = sup ess sup / d(C) w(¢, d()‘
lelle o, 1y<1 £€l0, 1]

Similarly, we define L?Mg, or more generally L B¢ for any dual Banach space B*.

As usual, we will identify Lg°M¢ with its Kolmogorov quotient under the above semi-norm || - || g a1,
which is a Banach space. Specifically, we shall identify elements w; ~ ws when for any ¢ € C([0, 1]) the
scalar functions £ € [0, 1] — fRd d(¢) wi(€,dC) are equal almost everywhere for ¢ = 1,2. As mentioned
above, the main feature of such a Banach space is its duality representation LM, = (L%CC)*, where
LéCg stands for the (strong) Bochner space, see [43]. Although this property is desirable, the weak-star
Bochner spaces raise several analytical difficulties. For instance, strong-measurability of the representa-
tives is not granted because M([0, 1]) fails the Radon-Nikodym property. Fortunately, in our special
case C([0, 1]) is separable so that, at least, £ € [0, 1] = [[w(&, -)|[ a0, 1)) is measurable and essentially
bounded. For the same reason, the above equivalence relation ~ reduces to the usual a.e. identity of
functions. Therefore, a simpler expression of the norm in the separable case is available:

[wllzgeme = ess sup [[w(E, )l mo, 1))-
€elo, 1]

Definition 3.6. We shall say that w € LZM¢ N LZ M is an (extended) graphon.
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For our purpose we will need to integrate extended graphons against functions ¢ that are only in L*°.
This leads to the straightforward issue as to whether £ € [0, 1] — fol ?(¢) w(&,d¢) can be well defined if
¢ € L*([0, 1]). In fact if we only had w € Lg° M, then the above integral would be highly sensitive to
modifying ¢(¢) over the atoms of w(§, d(), preventing any straightforward definition.

The key point for our investigations is that our extended graphons belongs to both Lg° M and Lg° M.
This yields two weakly-star measurable and bounded families of measures £ € [0, 1] — w(&,d¢) €
M([0, 1]) and ¢ € [0, 1] — w(d¢,¢) € M([0, 1]) that induce the same bi-variate measure w(, d¢) d§ =
w(d€, ¢)d¢ € M([0, 1]?). This implies that w is a transition kernel in the full sense and the following
continuity of the associated linear operator on L° holds true.

Lemma 3.7 (Operator representation of kernels). Consider the following bounded bilinear operator
(LEMNLEMe) x Cc — LT,
(w, ¢) — Jo #(Q)w(-, d).
This operator extends into a bounded operator from (Lgo/\/lg ﬁLEOMg) X Le® to Lg°. Specifically, we have

the following estimates

S llwllzgame Nl

(32)

_= lwllzge e @l

H/ “

for any w € LM NLZE M and ¢ € L. Moreover, the following continuity property holds: if w, 2w
weakly-star in LM N LE M, ¢n — ¢ strongly in L' and the ¢, are uniformly bounded in L>°, then

/0 6n(C) Wl dC) = /0 6(C) w(-, dc), (33)

The proof of Lemma [3.7| relies on a careful but straightforward density argument, which we provide in
Appendix [Bl Lemma immediately implies the following version with test functions ¢ depending on .

weakly-star in L.

Lemma 3.8. Consider the following bounded bilinear operator
(LEMNLEMe) x CeBy  — L?B;,
(w,9) — Jo o(, Q- d¢),
where B} stands for any Banach space. Then it is also bounded from (Lgo/\/lc N Lg"/\/lg) x LE B to
LEB;, and from (LPMe N LEMe) x LE B (with LP B} endowed with the LB} norm) to L{Bj.
Specifically, we have the following estimates

H /O () e, do)

< lwllze s 19112y 5;
L¢B;

< lwllzgeame 19l ze=B;
LEB;

1
/0 6, ) w(£, dC)

for any w € LM NLZF M and ¢ € LB,

Note that wy and fy in Definition must belong to the previous spaces. Then, the study of the
limit of those structures as N — oo and the identification of the limiting equations of and is
in order. Namely, we expect to obtain w € LEM¢ N LEMe and f € L®([0, t.], LZPL,) with ¢, > 0
verifying either of the following equations (with or without artificial diffusion) in a weak sense:

6tf(t7w7€) +divg (f(t,l‘,f) /0 w(€7d<) /]Rd K(l‘ - y) f(t>y7<) dy) =0, (35)

st €) +aive (£0.2.8) [ wiedd) [ K- St dy) =vasftg). (0

In and we recognize a nonlinear drift, which is fibered as there is no transport on the variable
&. For later use, we define formally the associated velocity field.



18 PIERRE-EMMANUEL JABIN, DAVID POYATO, AND JUAN SOLER

Definition 3.9 (Velocity field). Consider any w € LEM¢NLEMe, f € LY Ll and K € L>. Let us set
ot z, ) : fRd y)f(t,y,C) dy which is well defined in Lgs . by the usual convolution estimates.
We define the assocmted velocz’ty field V[f] as follows,

1
Vi) = [ wied)onta) = [ K- fCndy. (@8R x . 1)
R
which is well defined in L5 t.o by Lemma @
We may then define the weak solutions to — in the usual way.

Definition 3.10 (Weak solutions). Consider any pair consisting of a w € LM N LEMe and any
fe L0, t., LELy). We say that (w, f) is a weak solution of for some K € L* and for any
v > 0 if the following weak formulation is verified

/Ot* /01 /Rd@tw(t,x,g) f(t,z,€) dxdé dt

ta 1
+ / / Vaolt, 2,6) - Vy (b, 2,€) f(t, 2, €) d dé dt (37)
0 0 Rd

tx 1
A =
+Z//0\ /0 Rd w@(t,l’,f) f(t,.T,f) dxdfdt 0,

for any o € C2((0, t.) x [0, 1] x R?).
From those estimates, one can obtain the existence of weak solutions.

Proposition 3.11. Consider any K € L'NL>® withdivK € L', anyw € LEMeNLE Mg and any foe
L>([0, 1], WEInWheo(RY)). Then for any v > 0, there exists f € L°([0, t,]x [0, 1], WHINW L (R?))
such that (w, f) is a weak solution to (or if v=20) for every t. > 0 as per Definition [3.10}

The proof is given in Appendix [B] and follows a straightforward fixed point argument from classical a
priori estimates for advection-diffusion equations.
We finish this short analysis of the space Lg" M N L Mg by noting the following density result

Lemma 3.12. For anyw € L M¢NLE Mg, there exists w, € Lg%, uniformly bounded in Lg"LéOLZOL%,
converging to w in LIH N LlH L

We also provide the proof of Lemma [3.12] in Appendix B

Unfortunately we do not know how to pass to the limit directly in Eqs. or , as we lack some
compactness in the £ variable either for wy or for fy. Indeed, from our uniform bounds, we could extract
converging subsequences wy — w and fy — f respectively in LM N LEMe and Ly, (L1 W koo,
But this gives only weak convergence on wy and weak convergence in £ on fy whereas Lemma [3:7 for
example requires some strong convergence on fy. To further emphasize the point, the existence result
that we just stated does rely on strong convergence of f through the contraction argument.

To bypass this issue, we will look at an analogous family of observables providing an averaged infor-
mation of the system, since it is much easier to obtain compactness on those observables as we will see
in the next section. Inspired in Definition [3.3] we set the following operator acting on abstract elements
w e LFEMcNLEXM; and f € LZOL;}C.

Definition 3.13 (7 operator). Consider any w € L&EMe N LEMe and any | € LEOL;. Then, we
(formally) define the operator

17|

A(Tow, )i, .., 0) ::/ T w€e&) T fom €n)dés . depr, (38)
m=1

0. U g er
for every tree T € T.

This notation allows removing again the explicit discrete indices for the agents’ labels in Definition
of the observables OF. Specifically, note that the latter enjoy the following more universal representation
OX =7(T,wn, fn), TeT.

We also note that, at the present, it is not clear why 7(T,w, f) given by is well defined with
only w € LM NLZFMe and [ € LO"L1 This requires more work and will be performed in the
next section (cf Deﬁmtlon m Instead for the moment it is enough to observe that 7(T,wy, fn) is
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indeed well defined, and more generally, 7(T,w, f) is also well defined as soon as w has a density, i.e.
w e LgoLé N L‘C’OL%. Moreover, we can then obtain uniform bounds in terms of only the Lg°M¢ N LM
norms as follows.

Lemma 3.14 (Homomorphism densities). Consider any w € LgOL% N LE"L% and define

(T, w) := /[O e H (&, &) dr ... dér, TET. (39)

(k,1)eT

Then, 7(T,w) is finite and the following relation holds true
-1
(T w)] < Jwl 55, (40)

Proof. We argue by induction. First, note the only tree 77 € T; actually consists of only one vertex and
no edges. Then, we trivially obtain that [, ;e (w(&k, &)| = 1 so that 7(T1, |w[) = 1. By the induction
hypothesis, let us assume now that we have
T,|-1
7(|Tal, w) < [l 22 e
for any T,, € T,, . Consider any Ty, 41 € T,11 and find a tree T, € T,, and a vertex i € {1,...,n} so that
we can write T,,41 = T}, + ¢. Hence, we obtain

rnlod= [ I sl d
1
-/ (/ |w(si,5n+1)|d§n+1> [ lonelde ... de,,
[0, 1]™ 0 (k,D)eT,

where we have used that &,4; does not appears in the above product over edges of T;,. Hence, by our
hypothesis on w and by definition of (T}, |w|) we obtain

T(Totr, [w]) < Nlwllzgeme (T, [w]).-
We then conclude by applying the induction hypothesis to 7(T5,, |w|). O
We can obtain as a straightforward consequence of Lemma [3.14

Lemma 3.15. Consider any w € Lg"LéﬂL‘C’OL%, any f € LgOL; andT € T. Then 7(T,w, f) € L'(RUT))
and the following estimate is fulfilled

T|-1 T

17T w0, Dl gy < Nllzzvenzz el 22 oo

A similar result holds with the space L' replaced by any other function Banach space which is stable under

tensorization and admits a Minkowski integral inequality. In particular, if in addition f € Lg"Wﬁ’P for

some k>0 and p € [1,00], then 7(T,w, f) € W*PRUT) and

T|—-1 T
I7(T @, Dllwramy < Il anze a1y

Formula for 7(T,w) in Lemma E is reminiscent of the usual extension of the homomorphism
density for bounded graphons w € L*([0, 1]?) [56] [57]. However, our theory must account for eventually
unbounded graphons so that a more delicate treatment is required. Namely, note that in we have
restricted to trees T € T and graphons w € Lg"/\/lg N LE"Mg. Indeed, in such a class of graphons, if T is
replaced by a generic graph G, then the above proof breaks down due to the eventual presence of cycles
in the graph. This leads to eventual infinite values of 7(G,w).

We note that we prove in section [4] that the operator 7(T,w, f) can be rigorously defined for any
w € LFEM¢NLE M. We refer more precisely to Definition [4.5 and in the present context to Lemma [4.3]
which implies that if w, € LFL} N LPL; converges to w in LEH: ' N LEH; " then (T, w, f) can be
obtained as

7(T,w, f) = lim 7(T, wy, f).
n—o00
Of course Lemma [3.12] exactly allows constructing an appropriate sequence of w,. But deriving the
limit of 7(T, w,, f.) as above requires the precise construction of an algebra describing the sequence of
operations involved in obtaining 7(7', w, f). This algebra plays a key role in Section and, for this reason,
the corresponding results are stated there.

Assuming for the time being that type of property holds, it implies an immediate extension of
Lemma to more generic kernels.
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Corollary 3.16. Consider any w € LM N LEMe, any f € LEOW;f’p forany k>0, pell, o0], and
T eT. Then 7(T,w, f) € Wr»(RUT])

|T|—1 T

177, w0, F) s guarrty < Nl b mne ane IS o

In the following result, we derive the full hierarchy of observables presented in the previous section
under our graphon representation. Specifically, we now provide the system solved by 7(T, w, f) whenever
(w, f) is a weak solution to either or in the sense of Definition

Proposition 3.17. Consider any w € LEM¢ N LZEMe and f € L*([0, t.], LEOL;) so that (w, f) is

a weak solution to in the sense of Definition for some K € L*® and for any v > 0. Then,
7(T,w, f) solves the generalized, linear, non-exchangeable Viasov hierarchy

|7 1T

atT(Tawa f) +Zdlvﬂfz ( R K(Z‘z 7Z)T(T+iaw7f)(tax17"'7I\T\7Z) dz) = VZAﬂfiT(Taw7f)7 (41)
=1

i=1

for any tree T € T in the sense of distributions.

Proof. First of all, we notice that from the properties of w and f we can guarantee that 7(T,w, f) €
L>([0, t.], LY (RUT1)) thanks to Corollary Since K € L, then there is no issue to define the various
terms in the equation and justify our various calculations in the distributional sense. For simplicity of the
presentation, we avoid using weak formulations here but a straightforward adaptation yields the rigorous
argument. Also, we shall shorten notation by denoting 7(T') = 7(T,w, f), for any T' € T, when there is
no confusion. First, we differentiate 7(7,w, f) in time
|T|
our(r) =3 / W(ER &) O (150 6n) [T £ &) s - ey,
(k Z)ET m#n
Using on f(t,z,,&,) yields

IT|

Z |T|
( ) €

X H F@m, &) dér ... iy

1
(fkv El) divxn ([) R K(xn - y) w(£n> C) f(ta Tn, gn) f(ta Y, C) dy dC)

m#n
[T
+1/Z/ I @ &) A, ftzn. &) ] f@m. ém)dér .. dér
n=1 710, YT @ yer m#n
[T
B div, s K "y sy Lny,Qn ' Y dyd
)3 wn</[0 » '(“)ET w(ér, &) / / W(Ens €) £t ns &) F(t,, ) dy dC

||
< I1 f(t,xm,gm)dgl...dgﬂ> +vy A, 7(T)

m#n

where in the last line we have used that no other f(t,z,, &) depends on z,, as we exclude m = n from
the product. Hence, we find

n=1

7|
atT Z le.Ln K / / gna (glw gl)
0, 17 (k z)eT
IT|
< f(t,20 I f(t,xm,fm)> dCdgy ... dgrydz +vY Ay, 7(T).
m#n n=1
We recall that for any n = 1,...,|T| the tree T+ n contains exactly the same edges as T plus a new edge

from the vertex n to the new vertex |T| + 1. Thus, recalling that we only consider edges (k,l) € T +n
that run from the root to the leaves, we have that

T

T(T + ’I’L) = /[‘0 il w(é-n?é—\TH»l) H w(glmgl) f(t7x\TH>17£|T|+1) H f(t7xm7§m) dgl B dg\TH*l'

(k,1)eT m=1
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Changing variables §p|+1 with ¢ and 741 with z, we arrive at
1T |7
Or(T) == diva, | K(wn—2)7(T+n)(x1,..., 50, 2)dz +v Y Ay, 7(T),
n=1 R? n=1

thus, concluding the proof. O

Proposition shows that we can study directly the propagation of the observables 7(T, w, f). Our
next step is naturally to analyze the stability on the hierarchy with diffusion .

3.3. Stability on the hierarchy with artificial diffusion. Along this section, we will study a stability
property of generic solutions to the previous hierarchy of non-exchangeable Vlasov-type equations
which are not necessarily parametrized as 7(T,w, f) for a weak solution (w, f) of . Specifically, we
shall consider any sequence h = (hr)pet with hy € L([0, t,], LY(RU71)) for any T € T that solves the
analogous hierarchy of non-exchangeable Vlasov equations

T 7|

O¢hr + Z div,, ( y K(x; — 2) hpyi(t, o1, .. 27, 2) dz) =v Z Ay hr, (42)

i=1 i=1
in the sense of distributions, for some K € L* and any v > 0.

We do need to emphasize that this section does not provide a well-posedness theory for . While we
do obtain uniqueness on solutions with enough a priori estimates, this does not directly yield the existence
of any solutions in that class. This does not impact the present paper as we only the uniqueness result
for the special type of solutions parametrized as hr = 7(T, w, f) with (w, f) a weak solution of (cf.
Proposition .

We also emphasize that the presence of artificial diffusion is needed in the method of proof in this
subsection and a similar result with v = 0 is still unknown. To analyze stability we shall define the
following norms.

Definition 3.18 (Norm of the hierarchy). Consider any family h = (hy)ret such that hy € L2(RYUT)
for every T € T. Then, we define the following norms:

[Allx = sup AITI72 HhTHL2(RdIT\)7 (43)
TeT

for any A > 0.

The norm is natural since, for any f € L? (Rd) and the special sequence h = (h7)reT given by
hr = 7(T,w, f) for any T € T, we obtain the following bound
Ihlx < sup ATV L5 A1,
TeT £ 7"
for any A > 0 thanks to Corollary [3.16] Hence, setting A > 0 sufficiently small we obtain a finite quantity.
Indeed, it provides the following stability result for solutions of .

Theorem 3.19. Consider any solution h = (hr)ret in the sense of distribution to for some v >0
and K € L? such that hy € L>=([0, t,], (L* N L2)(RYTY) for any T € T. Assume that there exists some

A >0 such that Cy = sup,¢pg, 4.1 |A(t,-)||x < oo. Then, for any p >1 and any 6 € (0, 277" there exists
a constant C), 9 € Ry such that

K12, RO
[A(t;-)[lox < CA\Cp g exp (p_ s ! log ||C|lm\> ; (44)

for any t € [0, t.].
Remark 3.20. Taking p > 1 sufficiently large, note that any 6 € (0, %) provides an estimate (44]).
However, such a constraint on the size of 0 is clearly an artifact of the method of proof since a similar

estimate can be obtained for any 6 € (0, 1) by interpolation. Namely, set any po > 1 and any 6y €
(0, 2*7’6) so that is fulfilled. Consider any arbitrary 0 € [%, 1). Then, note that A < OX < X and

[1a(, lox < Nt §,x 1ACE IINS,
for any t € [0, t.], where we have set o :=1og/logy. Then, we obtain

LA [
||h(ta')||9/\§C/\CSO790€XP apy IOgTA ) (45)

for any t € [0, t.].
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Remark 3.21. Thanks to the linearity of the hierarchy, Theorem[3.19 provides uniqueness among weak
solutions h = (hy)reT to for some v > 0, such that hy € L>=([0, t.], (L*NL2)(RT) for any T € T
and sup;¢(o, (t,)]lx < 0o for some A > 0. Indeed, assume that h® = 0. Then, ||h°||ox = O for any
0 € (0, 1) so that . 44)) trivially implies that ||h(t, )|lox =0 (i.e., h(t,-) = 0) at any later time t € (0, t.].
Unfortunately, it does not however provide a bounded or Markov semi-group for those norms and in fact
semi-group like estimates blow-up in finite time as it will be apparent in the proof.

Proof of Theorem[3.19. We restrict to the special case Cy = 1, all the other cases following by linearity
of the hierarchy and homogeneity of the norms (43). First, for a given T' € T, notice that
implies

T

d
|hT| d:z:l dl"T‘ =2 Z /d(\T|+1) Vx7hT K(l‘, - Z) hT—i—i dxl e I|T| dz

% ]Rd|T\

17|

—2v Z/d\ I‘VathFdﬂfldx‘T‘

To justify the above formal calculation, we note that
Othr = vAhp — div jp,
where jr = fRd — z)hryidz. From our assumption on K and hry;, we immediately have that
Jr € L*>([0, t.], L ) Namely, we obtain
37, ) L2 @arrry < WKLz Vhrgi(ts )l L2 gaori+).-

Standard properties of the heat kernel then prove that hy € L2([0, t.], H'(RYT1)).
By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality and Young’s inequality we further obtain
T
d IIK ||
a”hT(tv ')l|i2(Rd\T\ = L Z ||hT+l ||L2 (RAUTI+1))

For this reason, we introduce the family of mtermedlary norms

1At )ln = sup [[hr(t; )] 2R im1y

|=n
for any tree order n € N, which readily satisfies
d 2 o IK || 2
S InE 5 < nm= == A, Wit

By induction this estimate yields

Iz < (52) [ S e g, ar

K2\ (k=D (t— )k
+Z(” Jie ) B RO sl

for any m > n. Using the assumption on h one has

1A (r, )l < AT,

for any r € [s, ¢]. We then infer

KIIZ.\N"" fm—-1
. 2< || L _ \m—n y—m
etz < (52) (M2 ) a-oma

* Z ('K'”)H (ﬁ‘i) (t = )" (s, )

Obviously, can only provide smallness for short time intervals (t — s) ~ v, if used directly. As we
advanced in Remark we cannot bound a semi-group corresponding to the hierarchy for the norm
Ilh(t,-)||x on all times. Instead we fix now the time step
20w
K177

(46)
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and consider the associated sequence of discrete times ¢; = §¢ with ¢ = 1,..., N. Applying (46) to
t =t;11 and s = t;, one obtains

m—1
m—1 k—1
sup 9A"hu-ig0m< >+ exk( ) h(ti, )3
L OV w1 O () et
We now interpolate the last factors
1/ 1/p’
(0PN 1At IE = (ONF It IR) T (8 1A 12) < At G 0GR < Ak, 5
where 1/p+ 1/p’ =1 and we have used the assumption ||h(¢;,-)||]x < 1. This yields
m—1
m—1 (k-1 2/
sup w”hu~2§W( >+ M@( )hm, P,
te[ti,ti+1]( )" 1R % n—1 kz::: o q ) Il
Since 31, ("7}) = 2™, we have that (" "}) < 2™~!. Similarly, summing over k, we obtain

m— 1 1 2/p
sup M"hm-ii §jm@khz,2”77wm+————ﬁfhm. ,
tetr, t1;+1]( ) || ( )H — H )” 2( ) 2(1 _ 2@1/p ) H ( )HQA

where we have used that 260/7 < 1 by hypothesis to guarantee the summability of the last factor. Indeed,
since 20 < 1 then taking limits m — oo shows that

1 1/2 y
sup h t7' 22N < </) h tia : p7
Lo bl < () Ihe NS

and therefore

1 p'/2 o1p—t
. p
swp (e < (g ) IR

tE[ts, tiy1]
For any t € [0, t.) set i with t € [t;, t;+1). Since ||h°[|gx < [|RO]|x < 1, the relation
K
ot KD,
) 20 \v
allows concluding the proof. |

We emphasize that Theorem only requires K € L? instead of K € W1, but it only provides
stability on the wviscous hierarchy . Indeed, we do not know if any similar result could hold on the
non-viscous hierarchy (i.e. v = 0). However Theorem does imply a comparable stability result
on the solutions f of the starting graphon equation without diffusion, provided that some added
regularity is available on the f or on K. The strategy is straightforward and consists in adding some
artificial viscosity, which is performed in the next subsection.

3.4. Stability on the system without artificial diffusion. Our stability result relies on stronger
regularity for weak solutions (w, f) to . Before stating it, it is useful to observe that smoothness
indeed propagates in time by a similar argument as in Proposition

Lemma 3.22. Consider any K € Wt with divK € L™, any w € LEMe N LEMe and any that
foe LgO(L}ﬂ NLENHL). Assume that (w, f) is a weak solution to (35). Then, f € L>([0, t.], LEO(L}E N
L N HL)), for any t. < oo, and it satisfies

ct_
£ Mrgerinpenm) < Ce L
Jor some C € Ry depending only on [[w| L mc, [[Kllwr, || div K[z~ and ||f0||Lg°(L§nL;omH;)~

Proof. The following estimates can be made rigorous through a regularization process, for example adding
viscosity as in the equation , together with a classical iterative delay in time leading to a linear system.
We first observe that by integration by parts we obtain the a priori bounds

1
0 R2d
(p = 1) [lwll e [1div K[ poe [[£ (8- lgers 1F(E - O,

d
SO,

IN
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for t € [0, t.] and £ € [0, 1], where above we have used again Lemma Since f(t,-,£) preserves mass
for each ¢ € [0, 1], one has that ||f(¢,-, ‘)||Lg<>L; = ||f0||Lch§ for each t € [0, ¢.] and this allows easily
propagating any Lg°LE bound of f by Gronwall’s inequality, leading to the following estimate

Hf(t? * )HL?L&’ < CP eCpt.

Similarly, differentiating (19]) with respect to x we now get
1
O (t0,6) + v, (Vs (00, [ wiedd) [ Ko=) om0y
0

1
v, (160, [ wied0) [ VK@= S0 dy) =0,
0
Again, by integrating by parts we easily get the following decomposition
d1

23 IVaf(t, SNt =L+ I+ I3,

where each term takes the form

1

B [ wedd) [ dvKG@ =) Voper O F fty.c) dedy,
1

I = —/0 w(é,dC) /de div K(z —y) Vi f(t,2,€) - Vy f(t,y,C) f(t,2,§) dx dy,
1

b= = [Cw(6dd) [ Vorte 7 VR =9) - Vaf(to.€) £t dody.

By the hypothesis on K, we have

1 .
1 < 5wl an v K g (Vs IV 7 (6812,
L] < el o ane v K oo £tz e [V F (€22,
T3] < lwllzzate IV K s 1 e [V (8- ),

where we have used again Lemma[3.8] Putting everything together, using the previous L? estimates and
the fact that || f(¢,-, ')HLEOL}T = ||f0HLg°L_; for all t € [0, t.], one obtains

d
GiIVef - 90l1 < C e IVaf(t, - Ols-
Therefore, we conclude by means of Gronwall’s lemma. ]

With this additional regularity, in the context of the preceding subsections, and from Theorem [3.19
and Proposition [3.17] we may derive the following uniqueness result.

We do note that in the following theorem, we use the 7(T, w, f) for generic w, @ € LM N LEMe.
While the operator 7 is trivially well defined if w, w € LgoLé N L‘X’Lé, we rigorously justify the definition
of 7(T',w, f) for kernels in Lg°M¢ N L Mg in the next Section {4 around Definition We refer to the
more extensive discussion just after Lemma [3.15

Theorem 3.23. Consider any couple of weak solution to f, f e L=([0, t.], LgO(L_}ﬁ NLENHY))
with associated w, W € LEOMC N LEOMf, for some K € L™ N WYt with div K € L>®. Then, we have
C
< = 1/2°
1z (log|log||7(;w, fO) = 7(-,w, fO)lIA]){

for any t € [0, t.], and some constants C, X > 0, which only depend on t., the various norms of K, the
norm of w, W in LgFM¢ N LE Mg and the norm of the initial data f°, f© in L(L; N L3 N Hy).

/0 (f_ f)(t,7f)d€

Remark 3.24. A direct LP estimate would only provide the following trivial estimate
If - f||L§°Lg°Lg < et (Ilf0 - fo||LgoLg +C |Jw — @||Lg°/\/t<> )

Note that such estimate would require a very precise strong control on the difference w — w, which is not
available to us. However, as we will see in the next section, we can obtain good estimates on the weaker
objects (T, w, f°) — (T, w, f°).
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Remark 3.25. If we assume more regularity on K, for ezample K € WL then it is possible to obtain
stability with instead less regularity on f and f (typically f° € L&ELe, for example).

Before turning to the proof of Theorem let us emphasize some of its main consequences. The
key point is that it offers a direct way to obtain some form of compactness on our solutions. More
specifically, we can extract strong convergence in L? on each of the 7(T,wy, f$) through a classical
diagonal extractlon process since each of them is bounded in L' N W1 by Corollary - From
Theorem this implies that fo fn(t,z, &) dE is strongly Compact in L2. However, we are still not
able to 1dent1fy the corresponding limit in terms of a solution to . This will require an appropriate
extension of graphons that is fully developed in the next section.

Proof of Theorem[3.23. For some v > 0, let us consider the solution f* to the system (36]) with artificial
dlffublon with the same initial data f° and same weights w as f. We define blmllarly f” solution to
with the same initial data fO and weights @ as f. The existence of both f* and f¥ is provided by

Proposmon [B10] )
The strategy of the proof is classical: First use the regularity of f (resp. f) to compare them with f*

(resp. f”) Then use Theorem to compare the observables from f* and f". To compare f with f¥,
we first derive H! estimates for f¥ in the usual way

G310 =~ [ 1Vt o da

1
+/ w(&dC)/ [tz V2, ) - K(x —y) f(ty, () dy da.
0 R2d

Integrating by parts in the second term yields

G310l v [ Var e oP da

:_%/0 w(f,d(j)/}RQddivK(x—y)If”(t7x7§)|2f”(t’yag)dydﬂf

1 : 174 174
<z HwHL‘X’M( ” leK||L°°||f (t, K ')”L‘X’L}C Hf (t7 '7£)H%27
2 € ¢ 2

where we have used Lemma in the last step. Again, notice that || f¥ (¢, -, ')HL?’L}E = ||f0||Lg°L;, for all
t € [0, t,]. Using Gronwall’s lemma we obtain

’ 2 ' ’ 2, o ppoyz bl sl Kl £y
1M prs 4 [ [ 9 s P deds < 1002 T ()

Now, observe that the difference f* — f satisfies the following equation
1
s = Nt )+ v, (7= .8) [ wledd) [ Ko=) £(00) )

waive (1(t2.6) [ w6.d0) [ Ko=) (1= (60 )
- VAz(fV - f)(tvl‘vf) = VAwf<t7xa§)'

Therefore, similar arguments as above lead to analogous H' estimates

dtQH( ><,,s||L2+V/ Vo — f) (b2 )2 de

< *HUJHLOOMC [ div K| oo [[f7(£, - lgers 10 = ) )z
+ llwllcgem K 2 (1 Mg ma 1 = )& Nz 107 = F)E ) gz
+ lwllLgemc I div Kl pa [[f (£, )l gege 1P = S Oz 17 = FE - gz
+ IV (7 = D& Oz 1FE ) e -

Using the additional regularity f, f € L>°([0, t.], LE(LyNLPNHy)) from Lemma applying Young’s
inequality in the last term, and recalling that f(0,-,-) = f¥(0,-,-) we obtain by Gronwall’s lemma that

I = D) )lgere < C@) VY, (48)
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for some continuous and non-decreasing function C' = C(t) € Ry that only depends on the various norms
of K, the norm of w in LZ M and the norm of the initial datum f% in Lg°(L; N Lg® N H,). Note that

a similar estimate can be obtained for f Y- f . The function C' is actually a triple exponential.

By Proposition the observables 7(T,w, f*) and T(T,Lb,f") with T" € T both solve the same
hierarchy (since w, w do not appear explicitly in that formulation). Therefore, h = (hr)reT, With
hy = 7(T,w, f*) — 7(T,w, f*), again solves by linearity. In addition, Corollary implies that

”hT(tv ) ')||L2(Rd\T|) < HT(Tv w, fu(ta K '))HLQ(Rd|T\) + ||T(T7 w, fy(tv K '))”L?(Rd\ﬂ)

TI-1 T ~n|T|—1 e T
= e [ GO [ e VR AR
5 17|
2 1 gz + 10 r2 L wmanlidiv Kl oo 17000 1
= Wmax e [ R
Wmin 2

where wiin = min{||w||zeeme @]l mc } and wmax = max{{Jw||Lemc, D]z} Consequently, we
|h(t,-)|]x <1, for any A > 0 such that

obtain that sup,cpo, ¢,

== ]| div K[ oe 17 e 1

\A<min{ 2 wmin}e

9
wmax wmax

(||f0||Lg°L§ + ||f0||Lg°L§)
We can now apply Theorem for this A, any p > 1 and 6 € (0,27"), and obtain

2

2
sup 11, < G exp (5 log [0 )
te(0, t«]

for any T € T and some constant Cp, ¢ > 0 depending only on p and 6. In the special case of the trivial
tree T7 € T1 with only one vertex, we obtain

1
o > Al 2 = V& [T, 1%) = 7230, 7|, = V| [ 07 = 7o 900

L3

1512,

Therefore, we deduce that
1
ry C 0 ____ L=
(= e de| < D exp (p t10g||h0||ex>7 (19)
n LEH

0
for any ¢ € [0, ¢.]. By and Minkowski’s integral inequality, we also have that
1
|[ur-neeoa
0
L

and similarly for f*— f, where the function C' = C (t) is given above. This combined with immediately
Cho et 0
< = exp | p~ =% U log [|[h%]|ex | + C(t) Vv

yields that
1
— O(t.-. 8 d
|[ - oo e

Since the above is valid for any v > 0, it only remains to optimize in v appropriately. For example,
considering p = e for simplicity and setting

1K |12 -
Tt (log | log [¥llax )

ends the proof. 0

< = fllegerze < CH) VY,
LZ

K112

4. EXTENDING GRAPHONS

4.1. Our goals. This section is centered on the process of taking limits on the 7(T,wx, fn) defined by
the operator for the pairs (wy, fn) given by Definition at some fixed time ¢ € R;. Since the
time variable plays no role in this part, we omit it from the calculations. The first aim of this section is
to analyze the following question already raised in the previous section: If imy_,o 7(T, wn, fn) exists
for any T' € T, can we find appropriate w and f such that we recover the representation

T(T,w, f) = A}i_r}n@r(T, wn, fn), YT eT?

As we will see below, this can be rephrased as the question of how to take appropriate limits of wy and
fn so that they allow passing to the limit in 7(T, wy, fx). The following result answers this question.
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Theorem 4.1. The definition of 7(T,w, f) can be uniquely extended for any w € LEMe N LgE M
and f € Lg°LZ®. Furthermore, consider any sequence {wn}nen and {fn}nen such that the following
hypothesis hold true

1 1
(i) sup sup /0 (6,0 d¢ < o0, sup sup /0 o (€, O)] dé < oo,

NeN¢eo, 1] NeN¢elo, 1]

(it)  sup [[fn || poo qpra ey < 00.
NeN ¢

Then, there exists an extracted subsequence of N (that we still denote as N for simplicity) and w €
LP Mg N LE M together with f € LE (W' N W) such that

(T, wn, fn) — 7(Tyw, f) in LP (RIT]),
as N — oo, for each T € T and any 1 < p < 0.

We note that Theorem [4.1] u only imposes that the sequences {wx}nen and {fn}nen fulfill the above
uniform estimates (i) and (i7). Those sequences can, hence, be more general than the empirical graphons
in Definition associated to discrete objects (wj;)i j=1,.. .~ and (ﬁ)zle C P(RY). However, when
restricting to empirical wy and fxn, note that we have equivalently the following uniform bounds

N

@ NENI%Z'W <o g D el <o

i
(i) Sup 1I<n;g§v||lelwl s < 0.

Let us remark some critical differences of our generalized graphons with standard graphons:

e Graphons were originally introduced in the context of random graphs where N w;; is the prob-
ability of having an edge connecting ¢ to j. In that case, it was assumed that w;; < 1/N or
0 < wy(§,¢) < 1, which leads to a dense matrix w;; on the probability of connections but
a sparse resulting graphs (since the probability of having a connection between any two given
nodes is low). Compactness is obtained by considering wy as the kernel of an operator from L!
to L°°. This corresponds to the natural topology on graphons characterized by the cut metric,
which can be reframed in terms of the homomorphism densities 7(G, w) in Lemmafor general
simple graphs G, see the pioneer works of Lovész and Lovédsz-Szegedy [0}, [57].

e Instead, in our work wy are not uniformly bounded in Lg%, but only in LgOMC N Lg"/\/lg. This
still allows considering wy as the kernel of an operator, for example from L> to L*° and from
L' to L' as it has been depicted in Lemma[3.7} But the connection with the cut metric and the
natural compactness that derives from it are lost. Instead Theorem suggests an alternative
natural topology on pairs (w, f) with w € LgM¢ N LE M, and f € LFLY.

e One straightforward result that highlights these differences is the following: As we have seen in
the previous section (¢f. Lemma 7 we have

T|—1 T
I (T w, Pl < ol 250 11T e

for any tree T" and any w € Lg° M, while this estimate is obviously false if we consider 7(G, w)
for general simple graphs G as in done in the standard theory of graphons.

Of direct impact to our work here is the fact that we cannot easily define 7(T, w, f) through formula
in Definition when we only have w € LM N LE M, and f € LgL®. We explain how this
can be done in the next subsection through the construction of an appropriate algebra. The rest of the
section is devoted to the proof of Theorem which is based on obtaining simultaneous compactness on
all elements of the algebra.

4.2. Defining 7(T,w, f) for unbounded w. The key to the definition of 7(T,w, f) (and later of the
compactness argument) for only f € LgO(Li N L) and w € LEM¢ N LEMe, is an iterative way to
construct it from the leaves of the tree. This leads us to the following definition.

Definition 4.2 (A countable algebra). We will denote by T the countable algebra of transforms over
spaces of arbitrarily large dimensions which is built as follows: For each transform F € T there exists
n €N (the rank of F) so that F maps each couple (w, f) into a scalar function F(w, f) on [0, 1] x R,
The full algebra T is obtained in a recursive way according to the following rules:

(i) The elementary 1-rank transform Fy : (w, f) — f belongs to the algebra T.
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(i) Let Fy € T and Fy € T be ni-rank and no-rank transforms respectively. Then, the following
(n1 4 no)-rank transform also belongs to T :

Fl ®F2 : (waf) — Fl(waf)(gaxlv"'7mn1)F2(waf)(€7xn1+1w~~amn1+n2)~

(iii) Let F € T be a n-rank transform. Then, the following n-rank transform also belongs to T :

P (w,f)»—)/o F(w, )G, 21, ) wlE, dO).

For a given choice of (w, f), we also denote by M (w, f) the countable algebra consisting of functions
over spaces of arbitrary large dimensions given by F(w, f) for any transform F € T. Of course M (w, f)
can also be obtained directly by transposing the rules (¢), (i7) and (ii¢) above:

(i) We have f(z1,&) € M(w, f).
(i) If &€ 21y ey @ny), V(€ 21, ..o Tn,) € M(w, f), then we have:

d)(faxla s 7xn1)w(£7xn1+17 s 7xn1+n2) € M(’U},f)
(i5i) If §(&, 21,...,2,) € M(w, f), then we have:

1
; O, x1, ... xp) w(E dC) € M(w, f).

The first point is to observe that M (w, f) (and thus the algebra T') is well defined with the only hypotheses
feLE(LLNLYE) and w € LEM N LEMe.

Lemma 4.3. Consider any f € LgO(L;, N L) and any w € LM N LEMe. Then all functions of
M (w, f) are well defined and belong to L°°([0, 1], (L* N L>)(R9"™)) for some n € N. Moreover,

F(wy, fn) = F(w, f) in L0, 1] x R™),
an N — oo for any fized F € T, any sequence {fn}nen uniformly bounded in LEO(L; N L) and

converging to some f in Lg"(Lglv N L), and any sequence of {wn }nen uniformly bounded in LM N
L Mg and converging to w in L%HC_I N LéHgl.

Proof. We of course use an induction argument based on the recursive rules above defining the countable
algebra M (w, f).

o Step 1: Good definition of elements of M(w, f).

Obviously, for the elementary transform Fy in rule () we have that Fo(w, f) = f is well defined and
belongs to L>([0, 1] x R?) by hypothesis. The second rule (i) also poses no issue. Indeed, let us set
F = F; ® F, and assume Fy, F, € T are transform with rank ni,ne € N for which we already now
that Fy(w, f) and Fa(w, f) are well defined and belong to L>([0, 1] x R%1) and L*°([0, 1] x Rdn2)
respectively. Then, F(w, f) is well defined and belongs to L>°([0, 1] x R¥™¥72)) as the product of two
bounded functions. Finally, it only remains to check the third rule (i4i). Consider any F € T of rank
n € N for which we already now that F(w, f) is well defined and belongs L*°([0, 1] x R). Then,
F*(w, f) is also well defined and belongs to L>([0, 1] x R%™) by the estimate (34), in Lemma

Moreover, since L' norms are also stable under tensor products, by the same argument we also have
that if f € L(Ly N L) and w € LE M N LEMe, then all functions in M (w, f) are well defined and
belong to Lg° (LY, .. NLY ) for somen e N.

o Step 2: Convergence of elements of M(wn, fn)-

First note that taking the elementary transform Fy € T in rule (i) we have that
FO(wNafN):fN%f:FO(w7f) in Ll([oa 1}XRd)7

by the convergence hypothesis on {fn}nen. Let us set F = F; ® F» as in the rule (i¢) for a couple
of transforms Fy, F5 € T and assume that we already now that Fy(wy, fn) and Fa(wy, fn) are both
convergent in L' and uniformly bounded in L>. Therefore, it is clear that

F(wN,fN) — F(w,f) in Ll([o’ 1} % Rd(n1+nz))7

and it is uniformly bounded in L°° as the product of uniformly bounded sequences in L*°, each of
them convergent in L!'. Finally, consider a n-rank transform F' € 7 and assume that we already now
that F(wy, fn) converges to F(w, f) in L' and is uniformly bounded in L>. Our last goal is to show
that F*(wy, fn) given by the rule (ii4) is also convergent in L' and uniformly bounded in L*°. Note
that Lemma yields a partial answer in the weak topology of L*>° though. We shall improve it here
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at the expense of the stronger convergence assumed on {wy}yen. For simplicity of notation, we set
¢n = F(wy, fn), which by the induction hypothesis converges to ¢ := F(w, f) in L' and uniformly
bounded in L. Then, we find that

1
F*(wN7fN)(§7x17"'axn) :A ¢N(<ax1a"'7$N)wN(€ad<)7

is uniformly bounded in L* by estimate 2 in Lemma thanks to the uniform bound of {wy}nen
in LM, and of ¢ in L. Regarding convergence, we have

F*(wNva)_F*(waf):I}V—’_I?V,

where each factor reads

1
I]l\/'(gvxlv"'axn) ::/0 ((bN - ¢)(<7x17"'7xn)w1\7(fad§)7

1
Blnseean) = [ 0(C1 o) (on(6.d0) = w(é. dO)).
for N € N. On the one hand, it is clear by estimate 1 in Lemma that we have
xllzr < llwnllzeesme on — Lt

and, therefore, I — 0 in L' by the convergence of ¢ to ¢ in L' and the uniform estimate of wy in
L Me. On the other hand, consider any sequence {¢c}e~0 C C2°([0, 1] x R9") such that ¢. — ¢ in L*
as ¢ — 0 and define

IRe(& . an) = /01 ¢e(C, 21, xn) (Wi (€, dC) — w(§, dC)),
for N € N and € > 0. Then, by 1 in Lemma we have
1R Ner < lwnllemelld = éellrr + 1R cllzs
S llwnllzeemelld = @ellr + [|@e | oy

Hg”wN - wHLéHc_la
for every N € N and € > 0. Taking limsup as N — oo we have that
limsup |1 || z1 < sup lwn | peaellée — 6l
N—0 NeN
Since £ > 0 is arbitrary, taking ¢ — 0 and recalling that wy is uniformly bounded in Lz M¢ and ¢. — ¢
in L' allow concluding. O

The critical reason for the introduction of the algebras M (w, f) and T is that they allow easily
recovering all 7(T,w, f), at least for bounded w. Namely, for any tree T € T, there exists a transform
F € T so that 7(T,w, f) can be described in terms of the transform F(w, f) of the pair (w, f).

Lemma 4.4. For any tree T € T there exists a transform F € T such that

1
H(w f)onsesain) = [ Bl DG de
0
for any w € L, and any f € L (L, N LY).

Proof. Recall that any tree Tj,4+1 € T,+1 can be written uniquely as 7,41 = T,, + ¢ for a tree T, € T,
and a vertex i € {1,...,n}. We define the modified 7 operator as follows

%(Tn+law7f)(§7xla" .’L'n+1) - f(€,$n+1)/ w(é-'mg) H w(gkagl) H f(fmuxm> dgl dgn
0, 1m (k,1)ET, m=1
Note that since w € Lg% and f € Lg°Lg® then all the computations above make sense and this will also
apply in the manipulations below. We also note that we readily obtain the following representation

(T, f) = / (T, w, (€, ) de,

0
for every tree T' € T. Then, we prove the more precise result that there must exists F' € T such that
7(T,w, f) = F(w, f). We proceed by induction on the size of the tree T.

Let T; € To be the only tree with two vertices. Then, we have

%(Tvavf)(f’xlaxQ) :f(fva)A w(C,f)f($1,C)dC



30 PIERRE-EMMANUEL JABIN, DAVID POYATO, AND JUAN SOLER

In other words, 7(Tz,w, f) = Fa(w, f) with Fy := F} ® Fy. Of course, Fy € T by item (i) in Definition
Hence Fy € T by item (4i4), and finally F; so does by item (i).

Assume by induction that the above holds for any tree in T,,. We need to show that it is also verified
for any tree in T,,41. Specifically, take any 1,41 = T, + ¢ as above and notice again that

1
%(Tn+1aw7f)(£ax1a s ,an_i,_l) = f(faxn+1)A w(Cag) 7r:(YWTHU)vf)(C?xh .. .,In) dC

By the induction hypothesis we have that there exists F,, € T such that 7(T,,,w, f) = F,(w, f). We
finally conclude that 7(Tyq1,w, f) = Fhi1(w, f), where F, 1 := Ff ® Fy € T by the rules (i), (i4) and
(#it) defining the countable algebra T. O

The combination of Lemmas andnaturally lead to the following extended definition of 7 (T, w, f)

Definition 4.5 (Extension of the 7 operator). Consider a transform F € T, for any T € T, as provided
by Lemmal[].]} We then define

1
T(vaaf)(xla"'vx\T\) :A F(wvf)(valv"'ax|T|)d<a

for any f € LE(Ly N LY®) and any w € LEM¢ N LE M.

In Lemma[4.4] we built a special transform F' € T associated to each tree T € T. It relies on a recursive
construction involving the operations (), (i¢) and (ii¢) in Definition starting from the leafs of T" and
descending towards the root. As there could a priori be several transforms F' that fit a given tree, the
last point to check is that Definition is independent of the particular choice of F'.

Lemma 4.6. Consider any Fy, F» € T such that

/Fl(waf)(gv)dcz/ FQ(’LU,f)(C,)dC, (50)
0 0

forall f € Lgo(Li N L) and all w € L. Then, the equality also holds for all f € L?(Li N LX)
and all w € LM N LEMe.

Proof. Define wy = Ky x¢ ¢ w for some smooth convolution kernel Ky with Ky — d¢, and for any
we LEMeNLEMe.
First of all wy € Lg% since w € L M,. We also have that wy converges to w in LéH{l N LéHgl.
Therefore, we first have that for wy

1 1
/ Fi(wy, f)(C,.) dC = / Fy(wn, £)(C,.) d.
0 0

But, furthermore, by applying Lemma we have that Fy(wy, f) and Fx(wy, F') converge strongly in
L' to Fy(w, f) and Fy(w, f), respectively. Hence, we obtain the desired equality. O

Being able to correctly define 7(T,w, f) is of course only the first and simplest step in the proof of
Theorem Passing to the limit in 7(T,wy, fn) is considerably more intricate and in particular we
cannot apply Lemma [4.3] as of course we cannot have the required compactness on fy and wy from the
assumptions of Theorem

Instead we have to derive compactness through the clever use of measure-preserving transforms which
are the object of the next subsections.

4.3. The key compactness lemma. A key tool to prove Theorem is the following result that
encompasses the inherent regularity on graphons.

Lemma 4.7. Consider any sequence g, in L>([0, 1]) with 0 < g,(x) < 27T Then, there exists
®: [0, 1] — [0, 1], a.e. injective, measure-preserving, such that the following uniform regularity estimate
1$ verified

el /0 [(gn 0 @)(€) — (gn © ©)(§ + h)| dE < 2’0\/@,

neN
for any 0 < |h| <1 and some universal constant C.

Remark 4.8. By a.e. injective, we mean that there exists a full measure subset F' C [0, 1], |[0, 1]\ F'| =
0, such that ® : I’ — [0, 1] injective.
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We note that independently on the measure preserving map ®, by hypothesis we get that g,o® — 0 in
L' when n — oo. In particular, g, o ® is compact in L'. Therefore, by the Fréchet-Kolmogorov theorem
we infer that the sequence g, o ® must be uniformly equicontinuous so that the left hand side in the
above inequality always converges to zero when A — 0. The novelty of the previous result is that we
can choose a special measure preserving map ® so that such an equicontinuity condition is made explicit
in terms of a modulus of continuity. As usual, we extend by zero for evaluations outside [0, 1], namely
(gn 0 ®)(E+h) = 0, if £+ ¢ [0, 1].

Proof of Lemma[{.7 Our proof is performed in several steps and relies on a hierarchical construction
associated to a suitable hierarchical decomposition of the interval [0, 1]. Throughout the proof we shall
assume that g, > 0 and that the g, do not charge any point, i.e., [{z € [0, 1] : gn(x) = t}| = 0 for every
t € R which will make decomposing [0, 1] according to the level sets of the g,, easier. For this, we observe
that if g, charges some points (at most in a countable way), then there exists g, ¢, for every € > 0, that
does not charge any point and with ||gn, — gn.c . We may hence obtain the claimed regularity on each
gn,c independently of € which implies the desired result on g,.

o Step 1: The hierarchical decomposition.

We built a sequence of covering of [0, 1] determined through a hierarchical decomposition. For sim-
plicity of the construction, we use indices ranging over the following special sets of words with k letters
Wy = {igio ikt i € {1,...,2"}, m=1,... k},

for any k € Z, (see Figure[3)). Note that Wy = {0} and for k > 1 we have that W), contains all possible
words with & letters, where the letter at position m € {1,...,k} is allowed to take values in {1,...,2™}.
For any i € Wy, we shall define jj (i) := {il,...,i2""1} the subset of Wy obtained by juxtaposition of
a letter at the end of the word ¢. If we denote ny := #W}, then the following induction follows
Wi = J (), maga =25 g (51)
iEW),

Hence, we actually obtain that ny = H’:nzo 9m — 9 oo™ — 9
For every level k € Z, we shall consider a covering of [0, 1] mto ny sub-intervals of identical size as
follows. At level 0 we set I? = [0, 1] and given a covering [0, 1] = Uiew, It at level k, we define the

covering at level k+ 1 by decomposing each I,i with i € Wy, into 28! identical sub-intervals and labeling
them in lexicographical order with indices in ji (7). For instance, at level 1 we obtain 2 sub-intervals
It =10, 1/2], I = [1/2, 1], and at level 2 we obtain 8 sub-intervals: 4 associated with I}

L'=10, 1/8], > = [1/8, 1/4], I,® = [1/4, 3/8], I," = [3/8, 1/2],
and other 4 associated with I?

I3V =11/2, 5/8], I3* = [5/8, 3/4], I3° = [3/4, 7/8], I3* =[7/8, 1].
We proceed in an analogous way at higher levels. Note that IZ_H C I} for every j € j(i) and |I}| = nik

since there are exactly ny intervals I} with i € Wy,
Now, we define new coverings [0, 1] = [J;c\, O with measurable subsets O} C [0, 1] such that

O, C Oi for every j € jx(i) and |Oi| = |I}| = 2. Specifically, they will take the form
k+1 k k k n
i={xclo, 1]: s%m < gm(z) < t?c’m, m=1,...,k}, (52)
for some values 0 < s; < tk m < 27+l withm =1, ... ,k to be determined below by recursion on k.

Again, Of = [0, 1]. We define O} and O7 at level 1 as follows. Since t — |[{z € [0, 1] : gi(z) > t}] is
continuous (because |{z € [0, 1]: gi(z) =t} = 0|) then there must exist some £ € [0, 1] such that

Hzel0, 1]: gi(@) >} =z €[0, 1] ga(z) <t} = 3
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Therefore, we can set the values s, =0, t;, =1 for Of and 53, =1, t7 | = 1 for OF so that
O1={zel0, 1]:s1; <gie) <ti ) ={re0, 1]:0< () <},
O ={zclo, 1]: 5%,1 <gi(z) < til} ={zxecl0, 1]:t<g(x) <1}

So defined note that [0, 1] = Of U O? thanks to the hypothesis 0<g1 <1, and |Of| = |O%| = 1. Let

us now assume that at level k the values 0 < sfc m < ti < 2 m+1 have been set so that the Ok given
in determine a covering [0, 1] = UZEWk O! and \Ok| = —. Let us now proceed in the recursion by

defining at level k + 1 the values 0 < Sk+1,m < tk-‘rl,m <2 m“ which will determine the Ok+1'

For any fixed ¢ € Wy, we will built the Oi 41 with j € ji(i) by appropriately decomposing O}, into
2F+1 measurable pieces with identical measure. In this construction we will use words \7Vm containing m
letters with only allowed values {1,2}, i.e.,

W, i= {igig - im : iy € {1,2}, 1=1,...,m},

for any m = 0,...,k + 1. By a new recursion on m, we shall proceed by defining a family of auxiliary
subsets O% for o € W,,, and m = 0,1,...,k + 1 verifying O% = OO‘H u OO‘H and \Om+1| = |Om+1\ =
2\0 | starting at O = O%. For m = 1 we note that t — [{z € O} : t < g1(x) < k)1}| is continuous.
Then, there must exist some £) € (s}, |, t} ;) such that

{z €O}, sjy <gi(2) < B} = {z € O : 1§ < qu(w) < tj1}| = |O B
Then, we set
Ol = {r € 0L oy < () < ),
02 = o€ Op ) < o) < 1,
Note that in O} and O? we have simply split the interval [8271, t}‘c)l] for the ¢ into [8271, %] and
[fg, t};l] respectively to divide O} into two pieces with exactly half the mass. Assume that 5% have

been defined for o € W,,, and m < k and let us define 0% 1 and O @2 .. The argument is similar: since
t={z €0yt <gmi(x) <ty,,, 1} is continuous, there exists tf,‘l (sz7m+1, t};,mH) with

{2 € 0% ¢ Shmsr < Gmr(@) ST} =z € Of : Iy < gmy1 (2) < ya} = IO E
Then, we define
Oplor ={z €0+ 8} i1 < gmaa(2) <I0},
Oplir = {2 € Op ¢ 15, < g1 (@) <t g}

Again note that in Om+1 and Omﬂ we have simply split the interval [sLW t..m) for the g,, into two

pieces [s}, ,,,, t,] and [t%,, t}. ] respectively to divide 0% into pieces with exactly half the mass. Once

the auxiliary family has been set up to m = k, note that we can repeat the above argument once more
for each o € Wy, and find t@ € (0, 27%) (by the bound 0 < gr41 < 27%) such that the following subsets

divide 6;5 into two halves with exact mass
Opty ={z €0 : 0< gppi(z) <7},
Ok+1 ={z €0 : I{ < gppr(z) <27F}.
By construction the last level {0?+1 T a € V~Vk+1} contain exactly 2°T! pieces with same mass so that

Oi = Uaele Ok+1 We then define Ofcﬂ with j € jx(¢) by labeling them in lexicographical order and

we set the resulting values 0 < 5k+1 m < tk+1 o < 27 accordingly.
From this construction, we easily infer that fixing any m < k and any ¢ € Wy, then at least half of the
new intervals [skJrl > tk+1 m] With j € ji. (i) must have at most half the length of [}, ., t} ], i-e.

. .. i ; 1 ,. ) 5
#4000 (o~ o) > 5 (= shn) | <2 (53)
We can even be more precise. Note that going from [s ke tk ) to the next level k+1, we introduced 2k+1
new intervals [s,€+1 > tk+1,m] They correspond to either of the two pieces [skym, t@ ] or [t&_4, k’m]
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for a € V~\/m 1 in which we split the initial interval. By construction note that each of the pieces is
repeated in exactly 25=+1 of the O 41 With j € ji(i). Therefore, we obtain

1 ) )
2k+1 Z (t?c—i-l,m - S?c-i—l,m)
J€Jk (1)

1

= ok+1 2k_m+1 Z (( iz,m - 5107‘171) + (franfl - S}c,m))
a€W,p, -1
1 . . 1 . _
=g 2 (in = k) = 5(m = Shm)-
(XeV\N/nL—l

Summing over ¢ € Wy, dividing by nj and recalling yields

Z (t?e—i-l m S?H—l,m) = 2nk Z ( km — sk,m)'

n
k+1 JEWK 1 €W,

for any k > m. By induction we then infer that

1 1 ) )
— Z - ) < o= Z (tom — Smom)>»

zEWk €W,
for any k > m. Notice that by construction and our assumption on the g,, we obtain that the intervals
(Stm» tin m] they all reduce to (0, 5= 1] Therefore, we obtain
1
— Z (e — Som) S o5 (54)
’LEWk

for any k € N and every m < k. Note that the fact that 0 < g,,, < 2m has crucially used in the above
cancellations, thus leading to a uniform in m bound.

o Step 2: The measure preserving map P.

We begin by defining ¥ : [0, 1] — [0, 1], which will correspond to the inverse of ® : [0, 1] — [0, 1].
Set any point « € [0, 1] and use the previous covering by the disjoint {O} };ew, to find a unique nested
sequence ix41(x) € ji(ix(x)) such that x € (), oy O;’“(m). Since {IZ’“(‘T)}%N is a nested sequence of compact
sets, by Cantor’s intersection theorem it is evident that their intersection is a non-empty compact interval
again. In fact, since [I1*™| = 0 as k — oo then Neen 1) must consist in a singleton {y}, which we
use to define ¥(z) := y.

Now we prove that U is a measure-preserving map. Specifically, we shall prove that for every Borel
B C [0, 1] we have that ¥~!(B) is measurable and |V ~!(B)| = | B|. First, we argue for B = I} for any
fixed k € N and i € Wy,. Note that the inclusion =1(I}) D Oj is clear by definition, but the converse

does not necessarily hold. Indeed, we have that U—!(I}) = Oj U N}, where

Ni=(omUN o).
meN meN

Here, lyt1 € jm(lm) and 7,11 € jim(rm) describe the only two nested sequences of intervals {Ii»},,en
and {I!™},,en which stay always adjacent to (and respectively at the left or the right of) I} for m > k.
Obviously, if I} is the first or last interval at level k in lexicographical order, then there is only one
such sequence. In particular, ¥~!(I?) is measurable because so are O} and N; (as countable union and
intersection of measurable sets). In fact, N} C [0, 1] is negligible (as the union of two negligible subsets),
then |¥~1(I})| = |Oi| = |I|. To extend the above property to general Borel sets B, we note that it is
enough to verify the property for any semialgebra generating the Borel o-algebra (c¢f. [82] Theorem 1.1]),
e.g., the algebra of intervals with endpoints in the dyadic rationals J:

A:={[a, b):a,beJ, 0<a<b<1}U{[a, 1]: a€ J, 0<a<1}.
Set any such B € A, for instance B = [a, b) for a,b € J and 0 < a < b < 1 (the other case follows
similarly). Then, there exists some (countable) subset Z of indices (k,l) so that [a, b) = Ug ez Ii

because the I }C are a basis of neighborhoods of [0, 1]. By appropriately removing eventual nested elements
in Z to avoid redundant information, we may assume that all the involved Ij are not contained in each
other so that they can only intersect at points J of their boundaries. Therefore, we obtain

U vah= U 0o,

(k,i)eT (k,i)eT
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so that ¥~1(B) is measurable. Since N} are negligible and all the involved O} are disjoint then

e B) = > 10i= > ILl=1B,

(k2 i)eT (k3)eT

where in the last equality we have used again that the I,i only intersect at most at points J of their
boundaries and this has a null contribution to the sum.
Let us now study the injectivity and surjectivity a.e. of ¥. Consider any point y € [0, 1]\ J and

set unique nested sequence 7}, (y) € jr(i}(y)) so that {y} = Nyey I,i;"(y). We can then consider the

associated negligible measurable set (1, oy OZ’“(y). Notice that the a.e. surjectivity of ¥ amounts to

proving that the latter intersection is non-empty for a.e. y, whilst the a.e. injectivity of ¥ amounts to
proving that the intersection contains at most one point for a.e. y. For the injectivity, let us assume that
g1 is strictly decreasing and continuous (by adding it to the sequence {gy, }nen if needed). Then note that

m Ozk(y) c ﬂ g7t ([szk(y)7tzkiy)]> =gt <m [szkiy)7t;k§y)]> ’

keN keN keN

for each y € [0, 1]\ J. Since the right hand side consists in an intersection of a nested sequence of

compact intervals, then it reduces to a compact interval again. The condition for it to actually contain

a single point is that t;’*‘§y> — s;’“gy) — 0 when k£ — oo. Although it does not necessarily happen for each

y € [0, 1]\ J, we shall prove that it does happen for a.e. y. Our argument relies heavily on or, its
more quantitative version above. Namely, for any m € N let us define the sets

) ) ok
Jkm = {Z €EWgt th o — Skom = 3’“} . (55)

for any level k > m. As it will be observed below, the choice of % in Jy,m is rather arbitrary and could
be replaced by any fixed rate r € (%, 1). Therefore,

1 i 1 i 2% | Tk m|
ng zezv;k(km hom) 2 N ze%: (tim = shim) 2 3Fng

Hence, using (b4) implies
3k
[Tl < 5 s (56)

for any k > m > 1. In particular, if one defines the poor sets
Poi={y (0, Y\ J: Y — 6@ 40 when & — oo}, (57)

for any m € N, then one has that

r.c(VU U L (58)

ko€N k>ko 5€Ji,m

Since |I]| = L, using and we find that |P,,| = 0 since

E7
3k
k>ko

for any kg € N. Define the associated global poor set
P:= ] P (59)
meN
which is again negligible, and consider pair of full measure sets
Fy:=[0, ]\ (JUP), F:=V"YF).

Then, it is clear that ¥ : F' — [0, 1] becomes an injective (measurable) measure-preserving map. Since
we are dealing with the (completed) Lebesgue o-algebra, which determines a standard probability space,
then W(F) is measurable (¢f. [25] Theorem 3-2]). Unfortunately, we only have the inclusion W(F') C F{.
Hence, we define the (eventually) smaller full measure set

F' = Y(F).
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Therefore, ¥ : F — F’ becomes indeed a bijective (measurable) measure-preserving map. Therefore,
U~ F' — F is also a measure-preserving map. Extending W~ to all [0, 1] we obtain our measure-
preserving map ®. In particular, note that by construction ® and ¥ are characterized by the fact that

ILNF)=0.LNF, WO.NF)=I.NF, (60)
for each k£ € N and 7 € Wy.
o Step 3: L' modulus of continuity of {gn o ®}nen.
For simplicity of notation, we define h,, := g, o ® for any n € N. First, we notice that for any

tW) (or s W), where i), (y) € jiu(i,(y)) is

defined as before as the unique nested sequence with {y} = (1, <y I,i;“(y). Specifically, we shall prove

y € F' C F{ the value hy,(y) is determined by the sequence tk

ho(y) = lim 64 = lim s+, (61)

k—oco 7 k—o0

for each y € F' C F{. Indeed, by and note that

Skm km’

for any k > m and any y € F' C F}]. By the definitions and of P,, and P the nested intervals

[sgffg), t;jjr(g)] verify tfgf(y) s;j(y) — 0 when k — oo so that we conclude (61]).
To finish the proof, we need to show that

/ o () = b (y + )| dy < 27 € VT,

for any 0 < |7| < 1 and some universal constant C. Let us fix any 0 < 7 < 1 (a similar argument yields
—1 < 7 < 0) and any level k € N so that 7 < nik That is, the size 7 of the shift is smaller than the

length of the dyadic intervals I,i at the level k. Then, we can split each interval I,i as follows
ILNF' =G, UB,,

for every i € Wy, where G}:m consist of the points in I} which stay in I} up to a shift of size 7 and B}
are all the other points in I}. Specifically,

o= {yellNF y+TellnF'},
By, ={yeLNF :y+7¢ LNF'}.
Note that a point y € B} must stay within 7 of the right boundary of I;. Therefore, we infer

G |l=—-17<— By |=T. 62
| k:,7'| N T nkv | k,‘r| T ( )

Using such a decomposition, we can split the above integrals as follows

/Olhm( y+T\dy—Z/ hon(y + 7)| dy

1EWy,

+ Z/ b (y) = P (y + 7)| dy.

1€EWy By, T

(63)

For points y € G o since y,y + 7€ Il N F' then ®(y), ®(y + 1) € O} so that

|hm(y) - hm(y + T)| < t;lc,m - s}.c,m'

For all other points y € B,’;J we only have that

2
P (y) = hn(y + )] < hn ()] + [ (y + )] < S5 < 2.

Using the above bounds along with in , which exploit the decay of g,,, we obtain

1 _
hm dy < — (AN 2 < 2 4
[ 1)~ bty 7y < S st 3 2 2 (64)

1€EWg 1€EWy,
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Here, k£ € N has only been set under the restriction 7 < i but we could optimize our choice of k.

Specifically, let us set k = k, more precisely so that —— < 7 < n% Then, we obtain that
k

ni+1
1 o, < 3 <o-cvieeT
2k T = 2k — ’
for universal C, which by yields our result. For the last inequality, note that by our choice of k in
terms of T we get % < niﬂ — o(kH+1)(k+2) < 96k g4 that log% < /6log2k. ]

We note that the dyadic character of the hierarchical construction in the proof of Lemma [£.7] required
a specific geometric uniform decay 0 < g,, < 27"%! in order for the L' modulus of continuity of g, o ® to
be independent of k. However, applying the above to the rescaled sequence
o g+l
" o gl
allows considering a generic sequence g, in L>([0, 1]), and obtaining a n-dependent L! modulus of
continuity (eventually growing with n) as follows.

Corollary 4.9. Consider any sequence g, in L*([0, 1]). Then, there exists ® : [0, 1] — [0, 1], a.e.
injective, measure-preserving, such that the following estimate is verified

! 1
/0 (g © B)(E) — (gn © B)(E + )| dE < 27 ||gnll =2~ m

for any 0 < |h| < 1, each n € N and some universal constant C.

As a further remark, let us highlight the relationship of this lemma with the classical results of
regularity on graphons. If w is a graphon, then the Lemma implies the classical regularity lemma by
Lovész-Szegedy [57], and in turn the famous regularity lemma on graphs by Szemerédi.

Lemma 4.10 (Regularity lemma on graphons [57]). If w € L>([0, 1]?) is symmetric with 0 < w < 1,
then there exists ® : [0, 1] — [0, 1], measure-preserving, such that in the cut-distance

C

oo (w(®(-), 2(-)), w(®(- + h), ®(-))) <

)
log %

¥

where the cut-distance is given by

op(w,w) = sup sup
.o ST

9

/SxT(w(@(&% ©(¢)) — @ (8(€), (¢))) dé dC

where the supremum is taken over any pair ®, P [0, 1] — [0, 1] of measure-preserving maps, and any
pair S, T C [0, 1] of measurable subsets.

We once again emphasize that in our case w is not necessarily symmetric nor a bounded function.

4.4. Proof of Theorem We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section. By hypothesis
(7) and (i4) in Theorem [4.1| we have that there exist C1,Cs € R4 so that

||wN||LgCM§ﬁLZ’°Mg S 017 ||fNHLg°(WJ}1F‘|Wj’°°) S 027

for any N € N. For each fixed T € T, by Lemma we have that 7(T,wy, fn) is uniformly bounded
in WHt N W1 and is hence locally compact in L2 for all p < co. By a standard diagonal extraction
procedure, we may hence assume that for some subsequence of N (still denoted as N for simplicity)

lim 7(T,wy, fx) existsin L? Vp<oo, VT ET.

N> loc?

Our goal is to identify the above limits for each 7' € T.

We also recall the above countable algebras M (wy, fy) in Definition endowed with the family
of transforms 7 according to the rules (i), (i¢) and (¢i7). From Lemma We already know that this
algebra represents the hierarchy accurately. The rest of the proof is handled in several steps.

o Step 1: Stability by re-arrangements.
In order to apply our compactness Lemma@ note that we have to perform appropriate re-arrangements
in the £ variable by measure-preserving maps. The following result show that the representation through
the algebra M (wy, fn) is stable under re-arrangements.
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Lemma 4.11. Consider any w € LEM¢NLEMe, | € LEO(L; N LX) and any a.e. injective measure-
preserving map ® : [0, 1] — [0, 1]. Define the re-arranged objects

(&, d¢) == B w(®(€), )(dC),  fl(x,€) == flx, ®(¢)). (65)
Then we have that ~
F(w, f)(&x1,...,2m) = F(w, /)(PE),21,...,2m),

for any transform F € T, and for a.e. & € [0, 1] and each z1,...,2, € R, where ®~ is any a.e.
defined left inverse of ®. Moreover, T(T,w, f) = 7(T,w, f) for any tree T.

If w € LFPLE N LELE, then the re-arranged object 1w in clearly belongs to Lg°L; N L L; and we
have the straightforward formula

w(&,¢) = w(®(E), 2(C))-
For general w € Lg" M N L Mg, we have that w is defined as the pull-back of w through ®. Since ®

is injective, the pull-back though ® agrees with the push-forward trough ®~'. We also emphasize that
the definition is not sensitive to modifications of ®~! over the atoms of w(® (5), d¢) within a Lebesgue-
negligible set, as we show in the following straightforward argument based on Lemma Assume that
;! and @, are two different choices of the a.e. left inverse of ® (i.e., @7 ' 0o ® = Id = ®;' 0 ® a.e.)
and define

W1(€, dC) == DT uw(R(€), )(dC),  W2(€, dC) := Royw(P(€), )(dC),

$1(¢) = ¢(27(0)), $2(C) = ¢(237(0)),
for any ¢ € L*>([0, 1]). Then, by estimate (32)), we have

té (6(®71()) w(®1(€), dC) — 357 (C)) w(®s(€). dC))

< Jwll sz acllr - dallze =0,

where we have used that ¢; = ¢3 a.e. by definition. Since ¢ € L*°([0, 1]) is arbitrary, we can restrict to
¢ € C([0, 1]) and by a straightforward separability argument we conclude that w; = ws.

w1 (8, dC) — wa(§, dC))

LE

LE

Proof of Lemma[{.11l The proof is done by induction on the number of operations performed by F. Of
course, for the basic transformation Fp in item (i) of Definition the property is obvious since

by definition of the re-arrangements. Now consider any F' € T with at least one operation, either
of the type (ii) or (ii) in Definition On the one hand, let us first assume that F = F; @ Fy is
obtained through operations of type (i:) by taking the tensor product of some F; and Fy. Since both the
transforms F; and F, must contain at least one less operation each, by the induction hypothesis we have

Fi(w, )& x1,. . xm,) = Fy(w, {)(P(E), 21, .., Tm,),
for i = 1,2. Then, we obviously have
F(f,0)(& 21, Ty tms)
= Fy (0, ) (& 21, Tmy) Fo (0, )€, Tmytts - - s Tyt
= Fi(w, f)(®(&), 1, -, Tmy) Fa(w, F)P(E); Tmy 41, - s Ty )
= F(w, /) (®(&), 1, Tmytms)-

On the other hand, assume now that the identity holds for some F' € T and let us consider F* via an
operation of (i), i.e.,

1
F*(w,f)(f,ml,...,xm) :A F(w7f)(<’mla"'axm) w(gde)
Then, we have again that
~ 1 ~
F*(ﬁ)af)(faxla"'axm) :A F(wvf)(Cﬂxla"'axm) w(f,d()

1

F(wvf)(q)(g)vxh v axm) ’lI)(f,d(:)

0

:AijmmnuﬁMw@@@Q
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where in the second line we have used that F(@, f)(&, 21, ..., @m) = F(f,w)(®(), x1, ..., 2m) and in the
third line we have used the definition of w as a push-forward measure. Hence, we find

F*(’II), f)(é-?wla v axm) = F*(w7 f)(q)(é-)wrl) DR mm)
Finally, by Lemma for any T € T there exists F' € T such that

1
T(vaaf)(xla"'7x|T\) :A F(wvf)(gvxlv"'ax|T|)d£7

~. 1 ~.
T(T,@,f)($1,...,$|T‘)=/ F(’LZ},f)(ﬁ,l‘l,,17|T|)df

0
Since ® is measure-preserving, by the theorem of change of variables we obtain

T(T?’J)vf):/o F(’Lb,f)(g,l'l,...,x|T|)d€:/0 F(wvf)(¢(§)7xla;x|T|)d£

1
- /0 Fw, )€ 21, apz) dE = 7(Tow, f),

which concludes the proof. O

o Step 2: Obtaining compactness.
Since T is countable, we may label its elements with countable indices as follows 7 = {F}, : k € N}, where
we choose as the ﬁrst element Fy the elementary transform in rule (i) of Definition [£.2] Assume that F},
involves my, variables x1, ..., 2, and denote n; € N the amount of operations of type (iii) involved in
the transform Fj. Then, by Definition of the algebra M (wy, fy) and arguing like in Lemma by
induction on the number of operations in Fj, implies

B )l sy < ol Py N7 gy aogysmy < CE G5, (66)

for any N € N and each & € N. We remark that by our hypothesis, the above estimate is independent on
N. Our goal in this part is to use Lemma (more specifically its Corollary to obtain compactness
with respect to N after suitable re-arrangements of the sequence Fy(wy, fy) for any k& € N. Unfortu-
nately, Fi(wn, fn) does not only depend on £ but also on the extra variables z1,...,Zy,,, so that it is
not totally clear how compactness in the joint variables (£, z1,...,Zm, ) arises from Corollary Note
thought that dependency on zi, ..., 2y, is actually smooth. In the following result we derive rigorously
the compactness supported by the aforementioned regularity and a density argument.

Lemma 4.12. Under the assumptions in Theorem[{.1} there exist ® : [0, 1] — [0, 1] measure-preserving
maps for each N € N and ¢r(§,x1,...,Tm,) € LOO(VV1 LAwtee) for each k € N so that we have

Fk(wNva)((I)N(g)axhyl.mk) — ¢k(€7$1,~~'axmk) in Lfo(.([ov 1] X Rdmk)?
when N — oo (up to a subsequence on N ) for each k € N and any 1 < p < oo.

Proof. For every k € N, let Dy, = {(#},...,2,,) : 1 € N} € R¥™ be any countable dense subset (e.g.,

© = Q4™*), and define the functions g,fxl(é) = Fp(wn, fn)(& ah, ..., 2k, ) for each € € [0, 1] and any
k,1, N € N. By Corollaryapplied to the countable family {Qﬁz}k,leN C L*([0, 1]), we obtain that for
each N € N there exists and a measure-preserving map @y : [0, 1] — [0, 1] so that the re-arrangements
g{j, L= g{c\f ;, © @ fulfill the following estimate

. —C\flog
Sup/ |90 (€ + 1) — Gy (€)| d€ < C 2 \/?\hl’

for any 0 < |h| < 1, an universal constant C € Ry, and some constants Cy; € Ry. We remark that the
constants Cj,; are indeed independent of N thanks to the above uniform bound . By the Fréchet-
Kolmogorov theorem and using a diagonal extraction there exists some subsequence of N’s (which we still
denote N for simplicity) and there exists g, € L'([0, 1]) so that i, — gr; in L'([0, 1]) as N — oo for
any k,l € N. Our final step will be to lift the above convergence on Dy, to all R*™*. To such an end, we

define the functions g, : [0, 1] x Dy — R by g (&, @h, ..., @k, ) = gri(€). Since L' convergence implies
convergence a.e. of an appropriate subsequence, then the uniform Lipschitz bounds on imply
|§k(£7xl17"'7 ! )|<ka0nk7

|§k(€axl117'~',xll ) gk(gvxla Y )|<kacnk|(xla"'7xlnlmk) (Sﬂlf,...,xiik)‘,
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for any k, I, l1, ls € Nand a.e. £ € [0, 1]. Then, g : [0, 1] X Dy — R can be extended by continuity in
a unique way into a function ¢y € LZW,;> with ||¢k\|LocW1 oo < O™ CY*. From the uniform

TlyeesTmy, Ty, Ty,

Lipschitz bounds on the gf'; and ¢y, we obtain that

Fk(wNafN)(q)N(f)vxlw"ammk) — ¢k(£,$1,...71’mk)7

as N — oo, for each k € N, a.e. £ € [0, 1] and any 1, ..., Ty, € R%

Note we also know that Fy(wn, fn)(®n(:),+,...,) and ¢x(-,-,..., ) are bounded in L* uniformly
with respect to IV thanks to the uniform bounds . Therefore, the above pointwise convergence
can indeed be improved into L} = convergence for any 1 < p < oo, on any compact set, through the
dominated convergence theorem. Indeed, since Fy(wy, fn)(Pn(:),-,...,-) are also uniformly bounded in
L"OW1 1 T, - LEOBVJELM%”c with respect to N by , then we can also take the subsequence of N's

L1,

so that it converges locally weakly-star in L& BV,, . 4,, , thus guaranteeing that ¢ € LZW,:! . O

L1y Ty

Before entering into the last step in the proof of Theorem (namely, the identification of the limits
¢k in Lemma [4.12)), let us first note that at this point we already have the necessary information to prove
the following result.

Theorem 4.13. Let (X1,...,Xn) be solution to with K € WHtN W2 and consider the associated
laws f;(t,-) := Law(X;(t)). Assume that X? are independent with E[|XQ|2] < oo and

N
sup \/EIXP12< M, sup [|flwriinwre <L, sup Z |lwij| < C,  sup Z lw;;| < C,
i

1<i<N 1<i<N 1<i<N 1<j<N

for every N € N and appropriate M,L, C € Ry. Then, there ezists Wy € LgoLé N LEOLé and fN €
Lg"(Wg}’1 NWLee) for every N € N satisfying the graphon-type Vlasov PDE (35), i.e.,

1
ath(t,$,§)+lez (fN(tvxag)A Rd K((E—y)’LT)N(f,C) fN(tvyvé-)dyCK-) :07 (67)

in the distributional sense. Moreover, for any finite time interval [0, t.] and each compact set Q C R?
we have that Wy and fn verify

IS

sup Wl (]EMN / fN ) 75 dé-) < C sup |wij‘1/27

teo, t.] 1<ij<N

/ N6 C) — B (€ + By O)) v (b, O) dg’ de d dt < =(|h)),
(68)

for any h € R, each N € N, some constant C € Ry and some continuous function e(|h|) with £(0) = 0.
Both C and e(h) are independent on N: C only depends on C, ||K|lw1i.« and t., and £(|h|) only depends
on C, L, t, and Q0. Here, puy is the empirical measure puy(t,x) == + vazl Ox,(6)(x)-

Remark 4.14. By interpolation with Lemma the function e(h) can be calculated explicitly by consid-

ering an explicit choice of a dense sequence of points ¥}, ..., xﬁnk in the argument above (by constructing
a dyadic grid for example), as we briefly explain in the proof.

Proof of Theorem[{.13 First, by Proposition we know that the laws f; and the solution f; to the
coupled system with the same initial data f? = f? satisfy the estimate , i.e.,

Wl(fz(tv)aﬁ(t7)) < é sup |wij|1/2a
<N

1<i,5<

for each t € [0, t,], any @ = 1,..., N, and the constant C' := /2/C (e2Ct=IKlw1. _ 1). Let us set
fn and wy according to the graphon-type representation in Definition associated with f; and w;;.

Therefore, noting that E uy(¢,) = % Zivl fi(t,-) and fol fn(t,x, &) dE = % Zf;l fi(t, x, &) we infer

sup W (E,UN / In(t,-€) dﬁ) < C sup w2 (69)

teo, t.] 1<ij<N

Second, as already studied in Section [3] we recall that fy solves the same transport equations as in
in the sense of distribution. Arguing like in the proof of Proposition we can propagate the initial
L& (Wt NW,->°) norms of the solution. This implies that on any bounded time interval [0, t.], we have

that fn € LgOth’vml N th’fo and, in addition, ||fN||L20Wt1,lﬂWt1,oo is bounded uniformly with respect to N
in terms of || K ||y 1., the constants L, C' and ¢,. '
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We note that Lemma was initially proved for time-independent objects. However, we remark
that since fy have appropriate Lipschitz dependence in the joint variable (¢,z) and the norms are
bounded uniformly on N, then a similar result holds true for the time dependent objects. Specifically,
there exists a measure-preserving map @y : [0, 1] — [0, 1] for every N € N such that the sequence
{Frp(wn, fn)(®n (), .-+, )}ven is compact in L} ([0, t.] x[0, 1] x R?™k) for each k € N. For simplicity
of notation, we denote agam the re-arranged objects

(€ C) == wn(n(E), PN (C), fn(t,z,€) = fn(t,z, PN (E)),

as given in . In the sequel, we shall restrict to the special transform Fg € 7 consisting of only one
operation of the type (iii) on the elementary transform Fy of rule (i) in Definition Specifically, we
choose Fij(wn, fn)(t,& z) = fol wn (&, Q) fn(t,z,¢)d¢. Indeed, by Lemma we can reformulate it as

1
g (wn, fn)(t, @ (8), @) = F§ (Wn, fn)(t, €, ) = / wn (8, C) [t @, ¢)dd,
0
which is compact in L}, ([0, t.] x [0, 1] x R?) in particular. Then, by the Fréchet-Kolmogorov theorem,

for every compact set Q C R? there must exist then some N-independent continuous function eq(|h)
with eq |O| = 0 such that

N (& Q) fN(t x,¢) —wn (& + h, Q) fN(t—I—h x4+ hv,C) dC‘ dé dz dt < eq(|h)),

for every h € R, each v € S~ and each N € N.
Using the Lipschitz-continuity of f (thus fy) on the joint variables (¢, z) implies

BV (€, Q) — BN (€ + B, Q) (b2, Q) dC| de dwdt < q(|hl) + C 1. 2| el oy oo B,

for every h € R and any N € N. Since fy (thus fy) are bounded in LOOWt o~ uniformly in IV, then the
above estimate implies 1 Finally, note that (@ and the above estimate (69)) for fy are stable under
re-arrangements on fy. Hence, we conclude that fy also satisfies (@ and .2 by a simple change of
variables.

We observe here that a more intricate interpolation argument can show that £ depend only on the
uniform bounds on wy and fy, and on §2 and could even be made explicit. As in the proof of Lemmal[4.12]
we construct a dense sequence (¢, x;) € [0, t.] x §, for example through dyadic grid such that for some
6 > 0, we have that there exists | < Cqe~? with |(¢,2) — (t;,2;)| < ¢, for any (t,z) and any € > 0. Now
Corollary implies that

1 1
sup / Fg (i, ) (8, B (€ + ), 1) — By (wivs f) (b, D (€), )| dE < Cq 2t 27 VBT,

NeNJo

for some constant Cn. Thanks to the Lipschitz bound in ¢ and z, we also have

1
sup / | (e, fr) (1 By (€ + h), ) — Ff (wnv, f) (@ (€), 7)] de
NeNJQ

1
< SUP/ |F5 (wns fN) (t, @ (§+ h), 1) — F(wn, fa)(t, PN (E), 7)| d€
~NenJo

+ C L9 Il o = [(8:2) = (1, 20),

for any (t,z) and any (¢;, ;). Recalling the property on the grid (¢, 2;), we find that
. [ 5 . )0, 410, 2) 5w, ) 1 (©),0)] d
< irl1f <CQ 9! 2_0\/@ + Ct. |Q] ”fN”L;’CW,{v;O ll/e> ’
which yields an explicit eo(|h|), indeed depending only on Q, t, and || fx|| LW O

o Step 3: Identifying limits.
We are finally ready to identify the limits obtained by the compactness result in Lemma [f.12] We recall
that, according to such a result, there exists a measure-preserving map @y : [0, 1] — [0, 1] for every
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N e Nand ¢4 (&, x1,. .., Zm,) € LZ (W NW,) for every k € N so that for an appropriate subsequence
in N (still denoted by N for simplicity) we obtain

Fk(wN,fN)(q)N(f),xl,...,xmk)—>¢k(§,$1,...7$mk) in Lfoc([()? 1] XRdmk)a

as N — oo for all £ € N and each 1 < p < oo. For simplicity of notation, we shall denote again the
re-arranged objects by fy and @y as given in (65)). Using the stability under re-arrangements in Lemma
[17] the above convergence can then be simply reformulated as follows:

Fy(bn, fx) = ¢ in LP ([0, 1] x RI™), (70)

as N — oo for all k € N and each 1 < p < co. As mentioned above, our goal here reduces to identifying
o as F(w, f) for some appropriate limiting objects f and w of the re-arranged objects fN and Wy .

On the one hand, since fN is the first element in the algebra M (@, fN), the above implies that there
exists f € L?(W}l N W) (which is indeed the first of the above ¢;) so that we have

([0, 1] x RY), (71)
when N — oo for each 1 < p < oco. On the other hand, by the uniform bound of wy in item (i) of
Theorem we readily obtain that HzDNHLgoLé < C and ||d’NHLg°L§ < C for every N € N. Since we
have (see [43])

L=([o, 1, L(0,1)) < L=([0, 1], M([0, 1])) = (L' ([0, 1], C([0, 1]))*,
then the Alaoglu-Bourbaki theorem claims that there exist a subsequence on N (again denoted by N for
simplicity) and some w € Lg° M, (which is in fact exchangeable because so are the wy) so that

.]EN—)]; in L?

loc

Wy S in LEMeNLEMe, (72)

when N — oo. Our last step is to prove that indeed ¢y, = Fy(w, f) for every k € N. Again, we proceed
by induction on the number of operations in Fj.

First, let us assume that Fj, is built via an operation of type (i¢) in Definition Specifically, assume
that Fj, = Fy, ® Fy,. Since each Fj, and Fj, must contain at least one less operation that Fj, then the
induction hypothesis implies

Fk?z(wﬂf) = ¢k1 = ]\}E}nooFkl(vafN)v

for i = 1, 2. We recall that the above is a limit in L” for any 1 < p < co. Therefore,

loc

¢k(£a$17~"7$mk): lim Fk(sz,fN)(S,xl,...,xmk)
N—o0
= lim Fkl(ﬁ)N,fN)(f,xl,...,xmkl) lim sz(ﬁ)N,fN)(f,ukal-q-l,'~~,$mk)
N—o0 N—o00
:¢k1(£7$13--~7xmk1)¢k2(§a$mk1+17---axmk)

= Fk1 (wvf)(£7xla v 7xmk1)Fk2(w7]E)(£7xmkl+17 e ,I'mk)
= Fk(waf)(gvxlw . 71‘mk)-

Second, let us assume that F}, is obtained through an operation of type (iii) in Deﬁnition Specifically,
we have there exists some transform Fj, € T with mj = m)_such that Fj, = F};, that is

1
Fk(wNafN)(gaxlaaxmk):/ 'II)N(EaC)Fk’(@Nny)(C71’1;,xmk)dC7 (73)
0
holds. Since Fjs contains at least one operation less than Fj, then the induction hypothesis shows that
Fo (@, f) = ¢ = lim Fi (b, f), (74)
N —o00

again in L} for any 1 < p < oco. Take any ¢ € C.([0, 1] x R¢™*) and define

loc
On(€.0) :=/ D€t ) For (B P ) (ot ey ) s o dmy

R ™k
V(&) = /RW o€, 21, ) For (0, )(C 1, gy, ) dy ... dy,, .

Then, by it is clear that ¥ (£,¢) = ¥(£,¢) in LéC’g. Multiplying by ¢ and integrating note
that we can write

1
[ el Flion )€ oo o . d,
0 Re ™k
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1,1
:/0 /0 W (€, Q)b (€, ) d€ dC.

Using that ¢n(€,¢) — (&, ¢) in LiC¢ and the weak-star convergence of Wy in L2 Mg as given in
imply that

1
lim / /d (&1, oy Ty, ) F(fn, ON) (& 21, - ooy Ty, ) 2y .o A2y, dE
Re¢ ™k

N—=o00 0
1 1
_ /0 /0 B(€,dC) (€, C) dE,

where in the last step we have used Remark Undoing the definition of ¥ we have have proven (by
arbitrariness of ¢ € C.([0, 1] x R?™*)) that

Fk(wNva)iFk(w7f) in M([O’ ”XRdmk)’

as N — oo. Since Fi(wy, fN) — ¢ in L7 by , then we conclude that ¢, = Fk(w,f).
Finally, we conclude the identifications of the limits of 7(T, wy, fx) by using Lemmas [4.4][4.11] Specif-
ically, for any T € T, there exists some F' € T such that

~ 1 ~
T(T,’lﬂN,fN)(Il,...,I‘T‘) = T(vaN7fN)(xl7"' a‘T|T|) :/0 F(’lI]N7fN)(§,.T1,,SC‘T‘)d€

We recall the above convergence of the F(fy,wy) to F(f, ) in L

loc 3 N — oco. Then, we can pass to
the limit in the right hand side of the above relation to achieve

1
(T, wn, fn)(@1, -, o)1) —>/0 F(f, @) (&1, ....27) dé = 7(T, W, f),

as N — oo in Lfoc(Rd‘T‘), for any 1 < p < oo and each T' € T, where in the last step we have used
Definition for the extension of the operator 7.

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT: THEOREM [L.1|

We are now ready to perform the full proof of Theorem [T.1]
First of all, denote by f? the density of each X?. Then, we define wy (£, ) and f%(z, &) according to
equation in Definition which we recall

Z Nw” H[z 1 )(5) T %)(C)v EaC € [07 1]7
3,j=1
fN T § Zfz H[1 1 &) (<)7 xeRd,g € [07 1]

From the uniform bounds on fio and w;;, it is immediate to check that wx and f% satisfy the as-
sumptions (i) — (i4) of Theorem We note as well that 7(T,wy, fy) is uniformly bounded in W1,
for any fixed T'. Since trees are countable, by the usual diagonal extraction technique, we can obtain a
subsequence (still denoted by N) such that 7(T, wy, fv) converges strongly in L, for every T. Hence,
this subsequence also satisﬁes assumption (747) of Theorem [4.1| .

Applying now Theorem we find w € Lg°M¢ N LM, and fle L‘X’(I/V1 LN wlee) such that

T(T7waf ) = ]\}flmT(vaN7fN)7 VT)

in any L? = with p < co. Furthermore, we note that, for each T, 7(T,w, f°) is uniformly bounded in
Ll N L. Fixing now any R > 0, a straightforward extension of Lemma leads to

T|-1 T|-1
”T(vaaf]%)HLl(Rd'T‘)\B(O,R)\T\ <7 ||leLgLM< ||fNH|Lg|oL1(Rd) ||f]%||Lg°L1(Rd \B(0,R))"

On the other hand, from the assumptions the main theorem, we have that
[ Ja ey an < .
Rd
for some constant C' independent of N and i. By the definition of f$, this implies as well that

/ |x\2 fR,(:E) dr < C.
]Rd
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This shows that

c T|-1 T|—1
(T w, £ 2 waimin o, mim < g5 T Ear, 122 0 o

Combined with the local convergence in LP, it implies that 7(T, wy, f$) converges strongly to 7(T, wx, f9)
in every LP(R?T!) and in particular in L2(R®/Th.

We further note that also by Corollary [3.16] we have that
T|-1 T
(@, £z < ol o, 101 o
Consequently, there exists some A > 0 small enough such that
HT('vwva)_T('awNvf]%)HA_>0 as N — oo. (75)

By Proposition we have existence of weak solution f € Lg% (W1 Lawle) to associated with
w in the sense o eﬁmtlon 3.10, namely

0uft.a.6) +aiv, (1006 [ wi6.d0) [ Ko flenan) =0
f(O"7') :fo'

Of course, f is the function that we will use to compare to the empirical measure, meaning that we have
to prove that

1 1 N
E W, (/ F(t€)dg, Zéxi(t)> —0, as N — oo. (76)

First of all, we apply Proposition [2.2) E Since sup;<; j<n |wij| = 0 as N — oo, then this shows that the
solutions f; to (19) satisfy that

N N
1 - 1
E W, (N ;:1 fi(t, ), N E §Xi(t)> —0, as N — oo. (77)

i=1

Then, we define fy as per , namely

N(t,z, &) = ZfltxH[L 1)), teRy, zeRY £€(o, 1]

We recall that (wy, f) is also a weak solution to (35), with fy € Lg% (W1 LA wlee). Therefore, both
fn and f satisfy the assumptions of Theorem Consequently, using , we find

H/1<f Ty s o) -
0 L2~ (log|log |7(-, ww, £9) — 7(- w, fO)|a])2/2

Since the L? norm locally dominates the Wasserstein distance and we have propagation of any moments,
this implies that

as N — oo.

0,

1 1
Wh (/0 fN(t,-,f)dg,/O f(t7~7£)d§) —0, as N — occ.

Recalling that fol Ntz &)dé =+ Zfil fi(t,x), and combining this convergence with (77), finally we
obtain (76)), which therefore concludes the proof of Theorem

APPENDIX A. MODELS OF BIOLOGICAL NEURONS

A.1. Smooth neuron dynamics of the Fitzhugh-Nagumo or Hodgkin-Huxley type. Models of
biological neurons offer a natural example which requires the more complex structure of the connectivities
that we handle in this article. The purpose of this appendix is to give a very brief overview of some of the
models, how they motivate our current study and what are the remaining open questions. There exists
an extensive literature on the subject that we cannot do full justice to in this appendix. We first briefly
refer to [36] [78], for a comprehensive point of view and to [22], 23] for the cortical network.

Typical models of neuron dynamics include the now famous Fitzhugh-Nagumo [32] [62], or Hodgkin-
Huxley [41], which naturally fit in the framework of . In the case of Hodgkin-Huxley for example, one
would take X;(t) = (Vi(t),n;(t), mi(t), hi(t)) where V; is the membrane potential, (n;, m;) are connected
to the activation for the potassium and sodium channels and h; is connected to the inactivation for the
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Sodium channel. (n;(t), m;(t), h;(t)) solve uncoupled ODE’s that can be represented by adding some
self-interaction in our model, for example

C‘;jni(t) = an(Vi(1) (1 = (1)) ~ Bu(Vi(t)) ma(r),
@mi(f) = am(Vi(t)) (1 = mi(t)) = Bm (Vi(t)) ma(t), (78)
2 1i(8) = an(Vi(t) (1 = (1)) = Bu(Vi(1)) hi(?),

for some given functions o, .5 and By m h-

The neurons are coupled through their membrane potentials solving
O T4 i (Vi Vi) + gram (Vi = Viva) + a1 (Vi = VO + S wig(Vi = V) =0, (79)
J#i

for given constants C,, 9k, 9Na> 91, VK, VNa, Vi-

The coupled system composed of — obviously fits within the general framework of systems
like . Provided all coefficients are smooth, it also satisfies the assumptions of Theorem so that all
our results are immediately applicable.

The simulation of such large systems is challenging, and mean-field limits are again an attractive
alternative; see [59}, [65, [68] [76]. For identical weights w;; = 1/N, the mean-field limit can be rigorously
derived by classical methods and has proved useful in understanding some of the large scale behavior of
such systems, see for example [27, [26] 29, [33] 35] on the stochastic side or [I5] [16] [17, [18) [33] 66, [69] on
the deterministic side.

Those studies do not account for the structure of connectivity in the neural network, whose effect has
been shown to be critical, as in [T}, [72] [73, 83, [84] [85]. Of course, a first practical modeling issue, when
considering more complex networks, simply is that the connectivity map w;; has long remain mysterious.
Random weights w;; are popular for this reason and naturally lead to random networks, see [4]. The
corresponding graph of interactions is typically dense and some notion of mean-field limit, based on
graphons, has been derived for example in [21] [19] 20] for smooth interaction kernels K, and actually for
the so-called Kuramoto [511, [52] model without learning (see below with n = 0).

Those follow an interesting approach to the problem when the interacting network is described as
a random graph, usually based on symmetric Erd6s-Rényi type graphs. The family of Erd&s-Réenyi
graphs is one example of a convergent family of random graphs. The limiting behavior of such families is
determined by a symmetric measurable function on the unit square: a classical graphon. In the case of the
Erdés-Réenyi graphs, the limiting graphon is even a constant function. This also leads to investigating
bifurcations in the Kuramoto models on a variety of graphs ranging from symmetric and random small-
world and power law graphs. The graph structure plays a key role in the transition to synchronization
in the model. In [21], Kuramoto models on Erdés-Rényi and Paley graphs have been proven to have the
same critical value that defines synchronization, an the authors explain the onset of synchronization in
the Kuramoto model on a broad class of dense and sparse random graphs by establishing an explicit link
between the network structure and the onset of synchronization. Furthermore, the mean-field limits of
the Kuramoto models on these graphs can be proved to coincide with that for the Kuramoto models on
weighted complete graphs [19, 20].

However, from a scaling point of view, it is expected that the graph of connection maps w;; should
be sparse for applications in neurosciences. Mammalian brains contain between 10 — 10! neurons
(86 - 10° actually in humans). Although, of course, the models generally apply only to subdomains
or certain neural clusters in charge of some specific mission, the dimensions of these clusters is very
large N >> 1 and even these clusters tend to be correlated with others, which also implies very large
dimensions. For example, in the human brain each neuron has on average 7000 synaptic connections to
other neurons. This implies that synaptic weights must have a scale according to this number of the
order of sup; jwi; ~ 1073 —107* << 1.

We also emphasize the importance of not imposing symmetry conditions to keep w;; # wj; in general.
In the neuronal framework, the breakdown in symmetry of network connectivity can be correlated with
a time scale hierarchy in some special situations. Small deviations from symmetric connectivity will
cause small deviations from the invariant dynamics and introduce a temporal hierarchy, ensuring the
consequence of an emergent separation on the time scale. Exploring network mechanisms due to asym-
metric couplings to create more complex processes suggests that asymmetric coupling is not always a
variation that needs to be averaged, since complex dynamics can be formed by simpler dynamics through
a combination of asymmetric couplings. For example, stimulating a local part of neural tissue can trigger
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temporarily extended paths of motion by inciting the spread and sustained activation of motor networks.
Asymmetries in connectivity can reshape the emerging dynamics of a neural network, see [72, [85].

The derivation of mean-field limits for neuron models with sparse, non-symmetric connection maps
had remained fully open and is critical for biological applications. The question was made even more
pressing by recent progress that have lead to the first fully detailed representation of the connections
between neurons, for some simple animals such as the Drosophila, see for example [42]. The present
article is the first to allow handling of arbitrary connection maps. However our investigations still leave
a certain number of open questions which we briefly discuss below.

A.2. Open problem: Integrate and fire models. Many variants of models — have been
studied to make the individual dynamics of a neuron more accurate. Those include adding noise to the
system in various forms that often still fully compatible with our results.

However, so-called integrate and fire models are considered to better capture the dynamics of large
networks; see for example [13| [14] or [I] for a historical perspective. Among many elaborate variants,
a basic model is described here for simplicity. The state of each neuron is again represented by its
membrane potential V;(t) which follows a simple SDE at almost all time,

AV;(t) = b(Vi(t)) dt + o W, (80)
but with a probability to spike
P(spike between t and t + dt) = f(V (t)) dt. (81)
In the case of a spike at time t, V; is reset at 0 while all connected neurons are activated or inhibited
Vilts) =0, Vj(ty) =Vj(t-) +awi; Vj#i. (82)

There exist many variations around those models, for example to include more complex equations instead
of , or deterministic spiking when V; reaches a given threshold. While — would formally fit in
a modified version of , it includes singular interactions that prevent our results to apply. The nature
of this singularity is however different from many of the other applications in this proposal, as it comes
from the jumps in the V; at spiking times, instead of unbounded interactions at X; = X;. The derivation
of integrate and fire models for general connectivities hence remains a major, challenging open question

A.3. Open problem: Learning mechanisms in neuron dynamics. Long-term perspectives also
include understanding how to incorporate learning mechanisms into system . This is a key question
for biological and artificial neuron dynamics as learning is of course a critical function of the network.

Learning can simply translate in having time dependent connection weights w;;(t) that evolve according
to the dynamics of the agents themselves, see [2] for instance; this corresponds for example to the well-
known Hebb rule that neurons wire together if they fire together. Considering again N neurons with
activation X; and time-dependent connectivity or synaptic weights w;;(t) between neuron i and j, a
straightforward extension of simply reads

X, <
dtz = Zwij(t)K(Xi,Xj) (+noise),
=1
dwij ! (83)

=n (F(X,“ X]) — wij) (—l—noise),

Xl(o) = szv wij(o) = w?jv

for some plasticity function I', where 7 is regarded as the learning rate parameter.

How the mechanisms of learning can be reinforced or relaxed was specified in the neuronal context by
Hebb [40]. Hebb proposed a theory of the adaptation of neurons in the brain during the learning process.
The basic idea of his rule is based on the fact that neurons wire together if they fire together. Such a
mechanism is based on the hypothesis that synchronous activation of cells (firing of neurons) leads to
selectively pronounced increases in synaptic strength between these cells. From this process emerges the
self-organized patterns. These postulates provide the neural basis for unsupervised complex learning of
cognitive function in neural networks and may explain some processes that occur in the development of
the nervous system.

The modeling is however made especially difficult in the present setting: changes in the w;;(t) need
to be able to altering the structure of sparse networks while preserving bounds such as . If all w;; are
of the same order, which is typical of dense graphs, then system likely has a similar behavior to .
However for sparse graphs, we expect the values of the w;; to vary wildly and a straightforward system
like just cannot correctly capture very different orders of magnitude in connectivities.
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On the analytical side, weights w;; that adapt in time can lead to stronger synchronization between
agents, strengthening correlations between them and putting in doubt the propagation of independence.
Useful hints can be derived from studies on the Kuramoto model [51], 52] of coupled oscillators that was
briefly mentioned above. The system is posed on the frequencies #; and can read, with learning,

do; 1 & .
e Q; + N;w” sin(0; — 6;),

dwi j

=n(I'(0;,0;) — wi;) (+noise),
Gi(O) = 9?7 wij(o) = w?j7
where the €; are the natural frequencies of oscillators.

For large n, the other variable in the model that is the choice of I" takes on great relevance since, at the
limit n — oo, we have that w;;(t) = I'(6;,0;). If for example I is assumed to be I'(¢;,6;) = cos(6; — 0;),
the attraction between near oscillators is reinforced whereas repulsive interaction arises between apart
phases. On the other hand if one takes I'(0;,0;) = C|sin(f; — 6;)|, synchronization only slowly emerges
due to the reduction in connectivities for nearby oscillators.

Hebbian-type dynamics can be considered for the Kuramoto model. This learning law ensures that
the weight of the adaptive coupling increases if the phases of the oscillators are close. One possibility
discussed in [67] is to assume that the Hebbian-like plasticity function I' is given by

1

MO0 = e

(85)

where |0—¢'|, is the orthodromic distance (to zero) over the unit circle and the parameter c, ¢ := 1—( 1/,

¢ € (0,1] , has been chosen so that whenever two phases 6; and 6; stay at orthodromic distance ¢ or
larger, then the adaptive function I' predicts a maximum degree of connectedness not larger than (
between such oscillators. This is another way to create and amplify correlations between neurons.

APPENDIX B. TECHNICAL PROOFS FROM SUBSECTION

For the sake of completeness, we collect here the more technical proofs from subsection starting
with the proof of Lemma [3.7}

Proof of Lemma[3.7. Set any w € L&EMe N LEMe, any ¢ € L*>([0, 1]) and any couple of sequences
{wn }nen and {@n }nen as in the statement of the lemma. On the one hand, since ¢ € L!([0, 1]), then

1 1
[ oo ([ soruea) d / ( / () (a6, Q) ) dC < Ll 6l ]~
for any ¢ € C([0, 1]). This implies that fo w(-,d¢) € M([0, 1]) and

H/ H(¢) w(€, d¢) H < ol a1 (36)
Me

Moreover, given any ¢ € C([0, 1]) we have that ¢ ® ¢, — ¥ ® ¢ strongly in L%Cg. Since in addition
wy, = w weakly-star in LEMe = (LéCg)*, then we also obtain

[ w@ ([ en0uncacr) a— [T ([ ocrue.a) ac

Due to the arbitrariness of v, the above amounts to

) d’n(g)wn(?dC)i 0 ¢(<) w(’dC)7 (87)

weakly-star in M([0, 1]). On the other hand, set any 1 € C([0, 1]) and another sequence {¢, }nen as
above consisting of continuous functions. It clearly exists by density of C([0, 1]) in L'([0, 1]) and we can
indeed assume that {¢y, }nen € C([0, 1]), ¢n — ¢ strongly in L' and ||¢ ||z~ < ||¢||ze. Then,

/ ( / FulC wo) a¢ < [l a0l 1Ball e < ol a6z 011z

By the above weak-star convergence, we obtain

/ (/ 0) 0. d0) ) de < ez aa ol ol
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for every ¢ € C([0, 1]). Noting that C([0, 1]) is dense in L'([0, 1]), we find that the above Radon
measure fol #(¢) w(-,d¢) actually belongs to L1([0, 1])* = L>(]0, 1]) and

| %o

which implies (32),. Using we also infer 1 again because the Radon measure fol #(C) w(-,dC¢) is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and we already had an estimate in the total
variation norm. To end the proof of note that fol ¢n(0) wy (-, d¢) are uniformly bounded in L' and
L thanks to the already proven estimates . Since we already had that they converge weakly-star in
M([0, 1]) to fol #(¢) w(-,d¢) by (87), we conclude that they also converge weakly-star in L>. O

< llwllizemclelzee,

We now turn to the proof of Proposition [3.11
Proof of Proposition|3.11] The argument relies on a direct Picard fixed point. Specifically, let us define
E:=L>([0, t.] x [0, 1], Wh nWL>RY), Ep:= {f €EE: ‘|f||L?o§W;,1mW;.oo < R}»

for any R > 0 to be determined later. It is straightforward to check that Egr is a closed subset of
LY([0, t.] x [0, 1] x R?) under the L! norm in all variables ¢, ¢ and . Then, endowed with the L' norm,
ERr becomes a complete and convex metric space, which we shall use in the fixed point argument below.
Notice that the nonlinear PDE (35) can be reformulated as a fixed point equation in the usual way.
Specifically, for any f € F let us set Lf € E to be the unique solution of the linear Cauchy problem

1
DL (t,2.€) +div, (ﬁf(t,m | wieao [ K@= rs.0 dy) —VALIE D), (g
0
‘Cf(()? B ) = fO'
Hence, the fixed points of the operator £ amount to weak solutions of . The rest of the proof will

focus on proving that the operator £ : E — E is well defined, and we have that L(Er) C Er and it is
contractive in the L' norm for appropriate R > 0.

o Step 1: Well-posedness of .
We note that is a linear transport equation in £f parametrized by { and whose velocity field V¢ is
given in Definition [3:9] Notice that integrating by parts we have

1
Va8 = [ wiedo) [ K-V, /.0 d

which is bounded uniformly in all variables by the regularity of f € E. Therefore, the velocity field
verifies Vy € L>=([0, t.] x [0, 1], WL>°(R?4,RY)). For v = 0 and for a.e. value £ € [0, 1] we can associate
a unique and well-defined flow solving the characteristic system

aXy

dt (t S, T; g) Vf(t,Xf(t,S,’I,ﬁ),f), (89)
Xf(S, S, T; 5) =,

in the sense of Caratheodory. Hence, the classical results ensure that the unique solution of (88]) can

be obtained for example by the method of characteristics, namely, Lf(¢,-,£) = Xf(t,0,-;&)xf°(-,€) for

t €0, t.] and a.e. £ € [0, 1]. In other words, we have that

where Jy (¢, s,2;¢) = det(V,Xf(t, 5, 2;€)) denotes the Jacobian associated to the flow.

For v > 0, we may instead use the heat kernel G, (¢,z) and we can again classically obtain a solution
through the mild formulation

Lf(t,2,€) =Gu(t,.) s fO(2,€)
/ RdG —y) div, (ﬁf(s,y,é) /Olw(f,dq) /RdK(y—z)f(s,z,C) dz> ds dy.

o Step 2: A priori estimates of .
We first recall classical estimates for advection and advection-diffusion equations. Consider any v(t,z) €
L>2([0, t*], WH*(RY)), any weak solution u in L}, to

Ou + divy(uv) = v Ayu+ R(t, x),
u(0,7) = u%(z).

(91)

(92)
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Then if R € L; ,, we have that u € L{°LL with

t,x»
t
lu(t, ey < flu®lles +/0 [R(s, )|z ds. (93)
If Re L} L, then u € Ly, with

s Mg <l exp (¢ diva vl ez
¢ (94)
+/ IR(s, Mz exp (¢ = )|l diva vz, ) ds,
0
If additional derivatives are available on «°, v and R, Sobolev bounds are also propagated. Provided that
v is C1, u is automatically a classical solution to so that
0 Vzu + div(v Viu) + div(Vevu) = v Ay Veu + ViR,

In particular, we may apply estimates similar to the previous ones as V,u solves with R = V,R —
div(V,vu). We consequently find that, if u® € Wt and R = 0 for simplicity, then

IR(E, e < [ divolt, My [ult, Mz + ot )l [1Vou(t, )y
< [ldivot, e [[ulllzs + [l )z [Vaut, )z

Hence we obtain by Gronwall’s lemma that

It ey <IV0ulay exp (¢ diva ooz, )

‘ (95)
Pl [ ldivos, Dl exp (= 8) ol ds.
0 ,
Similarly if u® € W} and R = 0, then
IR(t )z < 1 divolt, Y pres llult, )ze + ot )y IVault, )|z
< divot, Vs ez exp (¢l divy vllags, ) + (e, Yz [V, o
and one has that, still by Gronwall’s lemma,
I92u(t, Vs <IVaulaz exp (] diva vl cz, )
(96)

[ T / v (s, Mz exp (= 5) (0] e pyroe + 1 dive vl o) ) ds.

We may now propagate estimates to show that the solution L£f lies in F, and indeed L(ERr) C Eg for
an appropriate choice of R > 0. We note that Equation is immediately under the form where
¢ is only a parameter and

1
velton) = Vit ©) = [ w(edd) [ Ko=) ft.0.C)
0
From here, since f” € L L, we obtain that

||£f(t?7£)||L; = Hfo(ag)||L;7

0 . (97)
IL7(E Ol < IF0C ) e exp (£ diva Vg, )
for t € [0, t.] and a.e. £ € [0, 1].
From the definition of V}, we also directly obtain that
[ dive Villzg, < 1Kz llwllzgmenremel[Vaflloe, o
WVillpeewioe < 1Ko wlleg menze me IV fllog os (98)
v Vil et < Ieliv K g ool ez aagrrzs s (Ve flloos o
Putting , and . 98)) together into and (96) implies that
||£f||Lg°5W£’1mW£’°° < Cle0||L§°Wzl’1ﬂWL°°
' (99)

x exp (Cotu (1K e + | div Kl wll e rterez el s i< )

for some universal C1,Cy > 1. In particular, the above estimate show that Lf € E for every f € E.
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o Step 3: Invariance of Er and contractivity of L.
Set now any R > C1|| f°|| Looyy11yyreo and note that the above estimates also show that £L(Eg) C Eg if
g x x

the maximal time ¢, is taken sufficiently small, namely,

0<te <t1(R):= - ! log< I )

Co([Kllze + [[div K|[z)[wllLgemenrzme R CullfOll pgowr =

Our next goal is to show that £ is contractive under the L! norm. To do so, let us consider f,g € Er
and note that f — g follows the following linear transport equation with a source term

{ O(Lf = Lg) +dive(Vy (Lf — Lg)) + dive (Vs = Vg) Lf) = vA(Lf — Lg),
(‘Cf - ‘Cg)<0’ K ) = 0.

Taking L! norms with respect to x and ¢ yields

1LF — £o)(t o, < Nl diva((Ve = Vo) LD)llny o0,
< diva OV = Vo)l e IEF iz, + Vs = Vall o2 190 LS e

tela to,€ teta 0,6’

for ¢t € [0, ¢,]. By the estimate (34), in Lemma [3.8 we have
Ve =Vl

t,z,¢

S KN llwllzgmenzemellf —gller (101)
[ dive(Vr = Vo)l < lldiv Ko flwleemenremelf = gl

tx,e

Then, putting (100) and (101) together, and using that £Lf € Er by the above step, we have that

I£f = Lyllzy, , < BRE(K|L + [ div Kl ) [wll e menzz sl f = gl (102)

t,x, 5
Take t, sufficiently small so that ¢, < ¢1(R) as above and, in addition

1

0 <ty <ta(R):= - .
) = R o + T Rl el aerze ot

Hence £ is contractive on Er under the L' norm by the stability estimate (102). By the Banach fixed
point theorem there must exist a (unique) fixed point f € Eg of L, leading to a weak solution of in
[0, t.]. Note that ¢, must be taken small enough so that 0 < ¢, < min{¢1(R),t2(R)}. However, restarting
the argument from ¢, allows extending this weak solution solution to any finite time interval as usual,
since the above a priori estimate above does not blow up in time. (I

We finish this technical appendix with the proof of Lemma [3.12]

Proof of Lemma[3.13 As usual, one uses an approximation by convolution. Because w is defined on
[0, 1]?, we first extend w as a periodic function on with period 1 in both variables. Similarly we naturally
consider any function on [0, 1] as periodic, allowing to naturally use convolutions. Then, choose any
convolution kernel L, > 0 with L, € C¢°(R) for any fixed n and define w,, = L,, ® L, *¢¢ w. Since
w € Mg ¢, we immediately note that w, € Lese.

Next, for any f € L16'<7 we trivially have that || L, ® L, *f||L1Loo < Hf||L1Loo. By duality, we deduce
that wy, is uniformly bounded in LZM¢ N L¥ Mg and, hence, in L°°L1 LOOL1 since wy, € Lg%,

Consider now any ¢,, converging weakly to ¢ in H*([0, 1]), we have that

1 1
| 0nO Lascwi€ e = [ s on(Quie, ) e
0 0
with L, () = L,(—¢). By Lemma for any ¢ € L*°([0, 1]), we deduce that
1 1
00 ([ 0000 Lsc i cydc - / 0) 06, d0) ) de < 6] ol smennzes 16~ Loe il
Since H'! is compactly embedded in L', this shows that

/% ) Ly e w(€, €) dC — /¢>

%0, as n — oo.
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Still by Lemma since H' c L, fol d(Q)w(,dC) is a fixed function in L>° and consequently its
convolution by L, converges in L' (and in all L?, p < oo). Therefore

/@1w5w</¢ weao]

‘F“UQﬁL“MCM/é fm)

Wﬁ/% 5w</¢ (& do)|

1
Lg

—>0,

proving the convergence of w,, in LéH ¢ L O
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