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Particle approximation of the doubly parabolic Keller-Segel
equation in the plane

Nicolas Fournier* and Milica Tomagevié¢t

Abstract

In this work, we study a stochastic system of N particles associated with the parabolic-
parabolic Keller-Segel system. This particle system is singular and non Markovian in that its
drift term depends on the past of the particles. When the sensitivity parameter is sufficiently
small, we show that this particle system indeed exists for any N > 2, we show tightness in IV of
its empirical measure, and that any weak limit point of this empirical measure, as N — oo, solves
some nonlinear martingale problem, which in particular implies that its family of time-marginals
solves the parabolic-parabolic Keller-Segel system in some weak sense. The main argument of
the proof consists of a Markovianization of the interaction kernel: We show that, in some loose
sense, the two-by-two path-dependant interaction can be controlled by a two-by-two Coulomb
interaction, as in the parabolic-elliptic case.

Keywords and phrases: Stochastic particle systems; Singular interaction; Non-Markovian pro-
cesses; Mean-field limit; Keller-Segel equation.
MSC 2020 classification: 60K35, 60H30, 35K57.

1 Introduction and main results

In this work, we study a stochastic particle approximation of the parabolic-parabolic Keller-Segel
equation for chemotaxis in the plane. This equation, with unknown (p, ¢), writes

Ope(z) = Ape(x) — XV - (pe(z)Ver(x)), t>0, x¢ckR?

1

00ici(x) = Acy(x) — Aep(x) + pe(), t>0, z€R% @
with pg and ¢y given. Here, p; > 0 represents the distribution at time ¢ > 0 of a cell population.
These cells are attracted by a chemical substance that they emit (the so-called chemo-attractant)
and whose concentration at time ¢ > 0 is given by ¢; > 0. The parameters y > 0,0 >0 and A > 0
respectively stand for the sensitivity of cells to the chemo-attractant, the ratio between the diffusion
time scales of bacteria and chemo-attractant, and the death rate of the chemo-attractant. All along
this work, we will suppose the system is rescaled so that the total mass of the cell population (which
is preserved in time) is equal to 1. We refer to the original works of Keller-Segel [18, 19, 20] for
the initial motivation and some biological explanations and to the paper of Horstmann [15] for a
thorough review.

An interesting feature of the Keller-Segel system is that its solutions may blow-up in finite time,
although the total mass is preserved: Some point cluster may emerge due to the attraction between
cells (through the chemo-attractant). Namely, it is well known that for any reasonable initial
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condition, the parabolic-elliptic version of the system, which corresponds to the case § = 0, explodes
in finite time if x > 8w, while the global well-posedness holds when x < 8r. This was first rigorously
established by Blanchet-Dolbeault-Perthame [3] (x < 87) and Biler-Karch-Laurencot-Nadzieja [2]
(x < 8m, radial case). In the parabolic-parabolic case where 6 > 0, the global well-posedness still
holds for y < 87 and any reasonable condition, see Calvez-Corrias [6]. However, in the special case
of ¢g = 0 and for any x > 0, the global well-posedness holds true when 6 > 0 is large enough,
see Biler-Guerra-Karch [1], and this was extend to a more general class of initial concentrations cy
(with a smallness condition depending on €) by Corrias-Escobedo-Matos [9]. Concerning explosion,
the situation is still largely open, let us mention that radial solutions on a disk in R? blowing-up
for y > 8 have been exhibited by Herrero-Velasquez [14]. In addition, a criterion for explosion
of radial solutions has been obtained by Mizoguchi [21]: The conditions are that xy > 87 and that
some energy of the initial condition (po, o) is large enough.

Our goal is to derive the system (1) as a mean-field limit of an interacting particle system. To
this end, we adopt the decoupling strategy proposed by Talay-Tomasevi¢ [27] in order to obtain
a stochastic particle description of the system. Namely, observe that the concentration of chemo-
attractant can be made explicit in terms of ¢y and of the density of bacteria: Using the Duhamel
formula, we have

¢
i) = 520 w) + [ (KDL % po) (o),
0
where we denoted, for (¢,7) € (0,00) x R,

0 2
4 = — 4t|x| KG’A = —
9¢ (2) 47Tt€ () 96
Then, the cell density in (1) is interpreted as a Fokker-Planck equation of a non-linear stochastic
process where in the place of Ve, the gradient of the above formulation is plugged in. Hence, the

corresponding non-linear S.D.E. reads

i), B0N@) = e k)@ (2)

X, = X0+\th+X/ Vo OA (X, ds+x// (VKD % po)(Xs)duds, ps = Law(X,), (3)

where the pg-distributed random variable X and the 2D-Brownian motion (W;):>0 are independent.
Intuitively, it represents the motion of a typical cell in an infinite cloud of cells undergoing the
dynamics of (1). Then, for N > 2, the following particle system is its microscopic counterpart:

XN = XN LW+ / VbPA (s, X0V )ds + —Z / / VKXY = X3V )duds,
0
J#i

where the initial condition (Xé’N)izl,,,,7N is independent of the i.i.d. family ((W})i>0)iz1,. .~ of
2D-Brownian motions. Noting that
0 _x,

9
VKM z) = —35¢ e~ al*ly

we point out here that it is not at all clear that this system is well-defined. Indeed, each particle

interacts with the other particles by means of a singular functional of their trajectories.

Let us explain quickly what we mean by singular: Assume that particles do encounter, as is the
case in the parabolic-elliptic case, see [12]. If th’N = Xt2 N at some time t > 0, we may expect
that | XV — X2V = | x}N — X2V 4 | X2 — X2V ~ (t — ), for some « € (0,1). Hence the
corresponding interaction (in the drift of XV) is of order,

t t o .
[ Y - xeas [ e i s
0 0 — S
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This quantity diverges if and only if & > 1/2. Since we precisely expect the paths of the particles
to be slightly more irregular than Hélder(3)-continuous (as the Brownian motion), it is not clear
whether the drift is well-defined or not, and we are really around the critical exponent.

Our objective is to show that such a particle system exists and to prove the convergence of its
empirical measure, as N — oo and up to extraction of a subsequence, towards a solution to (1),
under an explicit (though complicated) smallness condition on the parameter x. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first time the doubly parabolic Keller-Segel system on the plane is derived as
a mean field limit of a non-smoothed interacting stochastic particle system.

Let us start with defining our notion of solution to the system (1). We endow the set P(R?) of
probability measures on R? with the weak convergence topology (i.e. with continuous and bounded
test functions). We denote by CF(R?) the set of C* functions on R? with bounded derivatives of
order 0 to k.

Definition 1. Fiz py € P(R?) and some nonnegative cg € LP(R?) for some p > 2. A couple
(pt, )0 is a weak solution to (1) if (pt)i>0 € C([0,00), P(R?)), if for all t >0,

/ / / (K (@ — ) + [VE", (& — )])pu(dy)dups(de)ds < oo, (4)
R2 ]Rz
if for py(dz)dt-almost every (t,x) € Ry x R,
t
() = B0 @) + /0 (KA % py)()ds, (5)

and if for all p € CZ(R?) and all t > 0,

/stﬁ(x)llt(dl’) :/Rzgp(x)po(dx) —i—/o RzAcp(a:)ps(dx)ds +X/O Vo(x) - Ves(x)ps(dz)ds. (6)

R2

The fact that co € LP(R?) implies that 557" and Vb"* are continuous on R? for each t > 0

and that there is a constant A = A(6, p) such that for all ¢ > 0, with p’ = p%l,

0, A
supgegz [0 (@) < 1971w llcollr < T lleollzr,

(7)

O\
sup,egz [V ()] < [|[Vg!l| o llollr < t%%%IICoIILP-

Since p > 2, (7) and (4) imply that fo cs(x) + |Ves(x)])ps(da)ds < oo for all ¢ > 0 and that
Ve(z) = VB 2) + fo (VK % pg)(x)ds for py(dz)dt-almost every (t,z) € Ry x R2. Thus
everything makes sense in (6).

We now introduce the martingale problem characterizing the law of the nonlinear S.D.E. (3).

Definition 2. Fiz some py € P(R?) and some nonnegative ¢y € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Con-
sider the canonical space C([0,00),R?) equipped with its canonical process (w;)i>o and its canonical
filtration. Let Q be a probability measure on this canonical space and denote (Q¢)i>o its family of
one-dimensional time marginals. We say that Q solves the non-linear martingale problem (MTP)
with initial law py if Qo = po, if

L L[t =+ 9522, - 1)) Qu(d)duu(dojds < o ®)
0 R2 J0O R2

and if for any ¢ € C%(R?), the process

M = o(wy) — f(wo) — /0 t [ Ap(u) + Vi) - (VEDO a) + / (VKL @), )ar ) du (9)

0
is a Q-martingale.



For Q a solution to (MP), setting ¢; = bco’e Ay fo f’\s % Qs) ds, it holds that (Q¢,ct)e>0 is a
weak solution to (1). Finally, we consider the following notion of solution to our particle system.

Definition 3. Fiz N > 2 and some nonnegative co € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Consider some i.i.d.
family (Wti)tzo,izl,...,N of 2D-Brownian motion, as well as some exchangeable family (Xé)izl,,,,7N of
R2-valued random variables, independent of the family of Brownian motions. A family of continuous
R2-valued processes (XZ’N)tzo,izl,...,N is said to be a N-Keller-Segel particle system if a.s., for all
t>0, alli+#7,

// IVE? (X0N — XENY duds < oo (10)

and if a.s., for allt >0, alli=1,... N,

XZN X(Z)N \/_Wt +X/ Vbco,e)\(

Z//VK“ X0 — XIN)duds.

JFi

Everything makes sense in this last expression by (7) and (10). As already mentioned, it is not
at all clear that the above system has a solution and even less that it converges as N — oo, due to
the singular nature of the path-dependent interaction of the particles. We are ready to present our
main result. It gathers several statements that we make throughout the paper.

Theorem 4. Let x > 0, A > 0 and 6 > 0. Consider py € P(R?) and some nonnegative co € LP(R?),
for some p > 2. Consider, for each N > 2, some exchangeable initial condition (Xé’N),-:L___,N.
Suppose that x < X;p, where X;p > 0 is defined in (47). Then, we have the following results.

(i) For each N > 2, there exists an exchangeable N-Keller-Segel particle system.
(it) We set pV = < E X@ Nsor which a.s. belongs to P(C(]0,00),R?)) and, for eacht > 0,
plV = ~ ZZ 1 XZN which a.s. belongs to P(R?). If ,uév converges in probability, as N — oo, to

po, then the family (u™)n>2 is tight in P(C(]0,00),R?)) and any (possibly random) limit point p
of (UN)N>2 a.s. solves (MP) with initial law po.

The following statement is an immediate consequence of the above result.

Corollary 5. With the assumptions and notations of Theorem 4, denoting by (ut)i>0 a (possibly
0,

random) limit point of (4 )i>0)N>2 and defining c; = bfo’e’)‘—l—fg K[ *psds, the couple (ut, ct)i>0
is a.s. a solution to (1) with initial condition (pg,co) in the sense of Definition 1.
Let us also mention that we have some weak regularity estimates.

Remark 6. Adopt the assumptions and notations of Theorem 4. There exists v € (%, 2), depending
on X, 0 and p, such that, with B = 2(y —1) € (1,2),

| [ ew[ [ ] manas <
N>2 o |XLN — x2N|p o Jr2 Jr2 lz —ylf"® ’ '
Moreover, we also have (40)-(41)-(42) and (45).

About the threshold. Asshown in Remark 15, it for example holds true that (i) liminfy_,q Xop =
3.28 for any p > 2, (ii) Xip = 1.39 as soon as p > 3.3, and (iii) liminfy_, \/gxgm > 1.65 as soon as
p > 3.5. Moreover, we do not obtain better values of xj v for larger values of p.

In view of the global well-posedness/explosion results concerning (1) mentioned above, we would
of course prefer to have X;m = 8x for any 6 > 0, at least for large values of p (or even with stronger



regularity conditions on ¢p). Our threshold is smaller, and this is due to the fact that it does
not seem easy to make use, at the level of particles, of the macroscopic quantities exploited in [0].
Our proof is based on a tedious a prior: estimate that relies on some moment computations and a
suitable functional inequality.

According to [1, 9], we could even hope for a very large threshold XZ, o When 6 is very large and
co is very small. We do not see how to modify our argument in this direction, because our method
leads to a threshold independent of ¢ (at least if one assumes that p = 0o). Observe that for ¢y
given and non identically null, the threshold xj . in [9] also tends to 0 as 6 — oo.

References. Particle approximations of singular P.D.E.s has been the subject of many papers.
The closely related 2D Navier-Stokes and parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel equations can be approx-
imated by singularly interacting particle systems (singularity is of the order 1/r, where r is the
pairwise particle distance) that are Markovian (not depending on the past of the particles). As al-
ready mentioned, we believe that the parabolic-parabolic equation also leads to a spatial singularity
of order 1/r. Something in this sense appears in the paragraph Strategy below. Moreover, observe
that, very roughly, if th N = Xg N R, for some vector R, during the time interval [t — 1,¢], then
the corresponding interaction (in the drift of X1V looks like, e.g. when A = 0,
t R [* 1

__9 RI2
VEIA (XN — X2N)ds = e a1 qs = —

R R o
t—1 87 Jio1 (t—5)? 2m|R|?

¢ ~ T oq|R]?

as |R| — 0. Of course, this is a caricatured situation.

The convergence as N — oo of an interacting particle system to the solution of the 2D Navier-
Stokes equation has been established by Osada [23, 24] (convergence along a subsequence for a large
enough viscosity), Fournier-Hauray-Mischler [10] (convergence of the whole sequence for an arbitrary
positive viscosity) and finally by Jabin-Wang [16] (quantitative convergence for an arbitrary positive
viscosity). The 2D parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel equation has the same order of singularity as the
2D Navier-Stokes equation, but the interaction is attractive instead of being rotating, and solutions
do explode when the sensitivity parameter y is greater than 8w. Hence the situation is more
delicate. The convergence of the associated particle system along a subsequence has been shown
by Fournier-Jourdain [11] when y < 27, and the quantitative convergence has been established
by Bresch-Jabin-Wang [4] when xy < 8, and the critical case x = 8 is treated in the work of
Tardy [28]. Let us also mention that Cattiaux-Pédeches [7] have proved the uniqueness in law of
the particle system in the subcritical case xy < 8w, which is far from obvious, and that a detailed
study of the collisions arising near the instant of explosion has been achieved, in the supercritical
case, by Fournier-Tardy in [12]. Finally, Olivera-Richard-Tomasevi¢ [22] are able to prove the
quantitative convergence, in the supercritical case x > 87, until the explosion time, of a smoothed
particle system, namely when the interaction in 1/r is replaced by an interaction in 1/(r + en),
with ey = N~1/2%7 for some 1 > 0.

Concerning the parabolic-parabolic Keller-Segel equation, it seems that there are very few results
about interacting particle systems. Jabir-Talay-Tomasevi¢ [17] have considered the same problem
as ours in dimension 1. There the well-posedness and the propagation of chaos were proved using
some suitable Girsanov transforms and without any constraints on the parameters of the model (as
expected). Our situation here is somewhat more singular, as (i) in the 2D setting, solutions to the
limit P.D.E. may explode in finite time for x large and (ii) we expect that, as in the parabolic-elliptic
case, particles do collide, even in the subcritical case, see [11]. Hence, it is not possible here to use
Girsanov transforms as we do not expect the law of our system to be absolutely continuous w.r.t.
the Wiener measure. A more computational way to see this increase of the singularity with the



dimension is to note that the kernel VK satisfies, in dimension d, for all p > 1,

Cp,d
IVE] Lp(gay = M

In particular, VK belongs to L'((0,T); L>(R%)) only for d = 1 and this was crucial in [17] for
justifying the Girsanov transform.

In any dimension d > 1, Stevens [25] studies a physically more satisfying particle system, with
two populations (a population of cells and a population of chemo-attractant particles) in moder-
ate interaction. The author proves the convergence in probability of the Kantorovich-Rubinstein
distance between the empirical measure of the particle system and a solution to a generalized
parabolic-parabolic Keller-Segel equation, including the supercritical case. The convergence is
shown on the time interval where the limit P.D.E. has a solution belonging to C; 30, 7] x RE,R) N
C9([0,T], L?(R%)). The moderate cutoff procedure, that we do not make precise here, decreases
polynomially to 0 as N — oo.

Let us mention that Chen-Wang-Yang [8] also prove the convergence of a smoothed version

of our particle system, where Kg A s replaced by Kf}\f‘ s With ey = c(log N )_% and, of course,
they actually can work in any dimension. Such a result is obtained in two steps: first, a classical
propagation of chaos with rate eC/le? N—1/2 using the Sznitman coupling approach [26] towards the
smoothed limit equation, and then convergence of the smoothed equation with explicit rate. In the
same vein, in any dimension, Budhiraja-Fan [5] study a modified version of the doubly parabolic
model, where the source term p in the concentration equation is replaced by p* g;. On the particle
level, K f A s replaced by K fjr)‘s and the authors prove the trajectorial propagation of chaos, as in
[26], and the uniform convergence of the associated Euler scheme. The object of the present paper

is rather to let first e — 0 and then N — oo.

We also notice here that, in the two dimensional case, under a smallness condition on Y,
Tomasevié [29] constructs the solution to a martingale problem related to (3). The initial con-
dition is supposed to be a probability density function in [29], but the marginal laws of the solution
to the martingale problem have some densities belonging to some mixed L{ — L% spaces. Even with
more regularity on the initial condition, our method in the present paper does not allow us to find
the martingale formulation of [29] as a limit of our particle system as N — co. The main reason is
that the only information we recover for the limit (along a subsequence) of the empirical measure
of the particle system is that its marginal laws satisfy (8). We think it is very difficult to show, only
using the latter, that some initial regularity propagates in time and that two martingale problems
are equivalent.

As a conclusion, this work seems to be the first one deriving the 2D parabolic-parabolic Keller-
Segel equation from a nmon-smoothed particle system. We are quite satisfied to show the existence of
the particle system and its convergence along a subsequence even though we have a small threshold.
However, at least for 6 small or of order 1 this threshold is non-ridiculously small. It should not
come as a surprise that we only have convergence along a subsequence: Our notion of solution to (1)
is so weak that uniqueness seems very difficult to establish even with a smooth initial condition.

Finally, observe that we have no assumption but exchangeability on the initial condition of the
particle system: We can even start with all the particles at the same place. In the same spirit,
we obtain a global existence result for (1) derived from Theorem 4 that is slightly different than
the previous ones, as we only assume that pg € P(R?) (which is already the case in [1]) and that
co € L?T¢(R?), while all the previously cited papers work with ¢y € H!(R?).



Strategy. The main point is to show that, when y is small enough, something a bit stronger
than (10) holds true, uniformly in N > 1. To this end, we will introduce a e-smoothed particle

system, for which we will show that, considering e.g. particles 1 and 2 and setting DY2Ne =

fo VK@ )\ 1 Ny Xg’N’E)du

t
sup E[/ |D;’2’N’5|2('y_1)d8} < 00 for all ¢ > 0. (11)
N>2 0

This estimate, which corresponds to (21) in Proposition 8, will be shown uniformly in e. This will
allow us to pass to the limit as € — 0 in order to prove the existence of the non-smoothed particle
system. This system satisfies, when setting DN = fo VKG & u (X5 X0V x2 N)du

t
sup E[/ \D;’2’N\2(7_1)ds} < 00 for all t > 0. (12)
N>2 0

see (42) in the proof, and then to pass to the limit as N — oc.

Let us show why (12) a priori holds. The difficulty when proving (12) is to show that particles
are not too close to each other. Indeed, |D§’2’N| may explode only if XN = XS’N, because
(u, ) = (s,0) is the only problematic point of VK?? (z). Otherwise, the integral is well defined.
We show in Proposition 11 that

t t
E[ / |DL2N ]2(7_1)ds] < CE[ / XLV — X2V |20 (13)
0 0

The proof of this estimate is difficult to summarize and relies on a slightly special application of the
It6 formula shown in Lemma 10, used with a well-chosen function, on a bound of |V K?%*| obtained
in Remark 9, and on a key functional inequality proved in Lemma 7.

Observe that (13) reveals, in some loose sense, that the drift term DN s controlled by

| X LN _ X2 ’N|_1, which is precisely the singularity of the drift in the parabolic-elliptic case. This
is what we call a Markovianization: we bound the path dependent interaction by a current time
dependent one.

Once this Markovianization is performed in Proposition 11, we may conclude the proof of Propo-
sition 8 (including (12)) by applying the strategy of [11], that has been refined in [13, 28]: Applying
the It6 formula, and using exchangeability, we find (assuming that ¢y = 0 for simplicity)

t
E[1X," = XPN ) =KX - XN+ (4 - 29)? /0 BX3Y - X2V s

N +

42 :

+ N ZX § /0 E[| X5 — x2N2=27(x LN _ x2Ny . pLliN|qgs.
=2

Using exchangeablhty agam (13) and the Holder inequality, one may control the last term by
CXE[fy |X3™ — XN |720-1ds]. All this shows that

t
7N 7N - 7N 7N - - -
B[N - XN > BN - X3V 4 (4 - 29)2 - O] /0 XIN - X2N| 20D g

Since now particles are subjected to attraction, there is no reason why they should be far from 0.
Since 4 — 2y > 0, we expect that E[|Xt1’N - Xt2 ’N|4_27] should be easily controlled, uniformly in
N > 2, by some constant A; (actually, we use as in [13] a slightly more clever function than |- |[*=27
and this last argument is useless), and we end with

t
((4—29)2 - CX)E[ / XLV X37N|_2(7_1)ds] < A,
0

Combined with (13), this gives us (12) provided that x < (4 —2v)/C.



Key functional inequality. The following functional inequality, that we will prove in Ap-
pendix A plays a central role in our main computation.

Lemma 7. Let b >a >0 and t > 0. For any measurable function f :[0,t] — Ry, we have

<o

/0 st < k(a, b)</o st)z, where  k(a,b) = az L [b—i-Ll]

The constant k(a,b) is optimal (for any value of ¢ > 0), as one can show by choosing f(s) =
(¢ — s)4+ and by letting € — 0.

Plan of the paper. In Section 2, we start from a regularized particle system and we present the
main computation of the paper. Once this is done, Sections 3-4-5 contain respectively a tightness
result (Lemma 12), the existence result for the particle system (Proposition 13) and that any
limit point satisfies (MP) (Theorem 14). In Section 6 we discuss our smallness condition on the
chemotactic sensitivity x and we make it more explicit. Finally, in Appendix A we prove Lemma 7.

2 Main computation

For ¢y € LP(R?) with p > 2, for ¢ € (0,1] and N > 2, we introduce a smoothed version of the
interaction kernel
t2 0, 0 >‘t

Hf)"e(x) = 7VKt (ZE) = —me

el o, 14
(t+2)2 T 49

as well as the smoothed version of the Keller-Segel particle system: For all : =1,..., N,

. . . t
XZ’N"E:Xé’NJm/EWZjo/OVbiiﬁA(Xle Jds+ =~ Z//H“E (X2 = XN %) duds. (15)

This system has a pathwise unique solution, as be‘jr’f A and H,> 0N are globally Lipschitz contin-
uous, uniformly in ¢ > 0. If the initial condition (XO )i=1,..,N is exchangeable, then the family

((Xf’N’E)tZO)Z-:L...7N is also exchangeable by uniqueness in law.

The constants k(a,b), for b > a > 0, are defined in Lemma 7 and for «, 3,60 > 0 and v > 3/2,
we introduce

Co(B) = sup Va(l+ pu)*?e™, Ci(a,7) = (v = 1)(1 - da(y - 1)), (16)
Ca(0,a,7) := %Co(%)ﬁ(%,’y—1>/€(’y—g,’y—1). (17)

The goal of this section is to prove the following estimates, from which our main theorem will be
more or less classically deduced, see e.g. Osada [24] and then [10, 11].

Proposition 8. Assume that for each N > 2, the family (Xé’N),-:L___,N is exchangeable and that
co € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Lety € (3, 25:22) and a > 0 such that Ci(a,7y) > 0. Assume that
x > 0 and 6 > 0 are such that

VACH () r(h.v = 1)

— > 0.
dm/a[Cy (o, y) — xCa(8, o, y)] 207D

Ci(a,y) > xC2(0,a,7)  and  (4—27) —x



Then for all t > 0,

t
1
sup E / ds < oo, 18
£€(0,1],N>2 [ o |xINeE_ x2Nep20-1 ] (18)
t
1
sup B / / duds| < oo, 19
EE(O 1} N>2 |: S —u -+ ‘X;LN?& _ X37N,€‘2),y ] ( )
sup / / ‘VKG)\ Xl N, Xg’N,E)‘%Yduds] < 00, (20)
€€(0,1],N>2
2(y-1)
sup / / !VKM XL XS7N,5)‘du> gl ds} = (1)
e€(0,1],N>2

It is important to notice that the exponents 2(y — 1) and 2% are both greater than 1. For some
comments about the interest of these estimates and the strategy to prove them, we refer to the
paragraph Strategy in Section 1. Let us first make the following observation.

Remark 9. For any e € (0,1], any o > 0, any t > 0, any = € R?, we have

0Cy (22 0Cy (2
G g ey < —0E)
4r(t + alaf?)s 4t + = +alef?)?

VE{(2)] <

Proof. Let us for example study the case of H,” 9, “(z). We write

6 Ay 02 1 6 || — 0 g2
H€7>\75 - Gt yi |z| < - 4(t+5)|x| .
[ (@) 87T(t+€)2e e el < (t+€)3/28m (t +¢)1/2
Setting u = 4(t v |x| this rewrites
4
|HIM ()] < - @\/ﬂe_“ < 1 Vo _Go(%)
t = (t+€)3/2 A ~(t +E)3/2 4 (14 4704“)3/2
by definition (16) of C. The result is proved, since (¢ +€)(1 + 3&u) =t + € + az|*. O

During the whole section we drop the superscript N, ¢, i.e. we write X} = XZ ’N’E, but we keep
in mind that all the estimates have to be uniform in these parameters. In addition, we define

.. t ..
Rt : - X7 and Dy’ ::/ Hf;);’e(Rzzi)ds.
0

We start with the following It6 formula.

Lemma 10. Let F : R, x R? — R be of class C;’2(}R+ x R2). For allt >0,
/F stsz ds =E /F R12d8 —I—E // (O.F + AF)(u —s R12)d8du]

+xE / ( / VF(u—s,R;ﬁ)ds)-Vb;ai’*(xg)du]
0 0

N ¢ ”
[/ (/ VF(u— s, Ry2)ds) - Didu]
0 0

+N—1_
j=2



Proof. Recalling (15), we have, for ¢t > s > 0,
Ry? =R+ X! - X! =RM +VoW! - W)+ X/Vb;(i? du+— Z/ DLidu.
Applying the It6 formula on [s, ], we find

t
E[F(t—s,R;2)] = E[F (0, R)2)] + IE[/ (OF + AF)(u— s, R}L’g)du]

t t
+ XE[ / VF(u— s R begiv*(X;)du} + [ / VF(u— s RL2)- D;ﬂdu].

Integrating the formula in s on [0,¢] and applying the Fubini theorem completes the proof. O

The next result shows that, in some loose sense, we can reduce to the parabolic-elliptic case.
Gathering the estimates below, we see that E[fg |DL2 20D duy] < CIE[f(;t |Ry%*1=7)] + C. Hence,
roughly, we control the drift [Dy?| by |Rya|~*, which does not depend on the past of the particles
and has the homogeneity of the drift of the parabolic-elliptic particle system.

Proposition 11. Assume that (X 8 ) N is exchangeable and that ¢y € LP(R?) for some p > 2.
Consider x >0, 6 >0, y € (3, 2;%) and a > 0 such that C’l(oz v) >0 and xC2(8, a,y) < Ci(a, 7).
Then for alle € (0,1], all N > 1, allt >0 and all j =2,...,N,

VG (§)r(b -
47

1 : : t 1
)(527])2(7171) where Stl’] ;:/ 7 ds, (22)
0 (t—s+alR7]?)

1,5
D] <

and for any n > 0, there is a constant A, = A,(co,p, X, 0,7, ) such that

14 n)al=7 ¢ 1
Skid } ( E[/ S S— ] Ayt 23
[/ " Ci(a,vy) — xC2(0, ar,y) o |RLI120-1) uj+ Ay (23)
forallt>0and all j=1,...,N, where 1, =1 — (y — 1)(1—1—%) > 0 (because vy < %),
Observe that for any xy > 0, any 8 > 0 and any v € (%, —2;:22), the two conditions C1(a,7y) > 0

and xCs(0,a,v) < Cy(a,y) are satisfied for @ > 0 small enough, because lim,—_,o C2(0,a,y) = 0
and lim,_,0 C1(,y) = v — 1. The real restrictions will come later.

Proof. 1t of course suffices to treat the case where j = 2.

Step 1. We first prove (22). By Remark 9, it holds that

12, _ VOCo(%) 1 VOCy () 1
D} < /0 ( ds = /0 :

A t—s+e+alR2P)3 A

s+e+alR )27

Applying Lemma 7 with a = 1, b=~ — 1 and f(s) = a]Rtt 4|2, it comes

|Df,1’2| \/_CO(TQ) ( _1)</0 : 1 BE ds)z(wln

4 S+€+Q‘Rtt s
da 1,
:\/500( 0 l’:r(mV 1) (53,275)2(7—{1)7 (24)

10



where for any d > 0, we have set

t

o 1 :

gLt / ———ds < 5. (25)
0 (t—s+d+alR7P)

Step 2. Let F(t,z) = —(t + a|z|*)'~7. We have
VFE(t,z) = 2a(y — 1)(t + a|z|?) "z
and
(O F + AF)(t,2) =(v = )t + alz[*) 771 + 4a)(t + alz[*) — 4a?y|z|?]
>(y — D1 4 4a — day)(t + alz|?) ™
=C1(a,7)(t + afz?) ™
Step 3. We now prove (23). We apply Lemma 10 with the function F' introduced in Step 2, or
rather with the smooth function F(§ + ¢, x), for some 6 > 0 that we will tend to 0. At first reed,

one can take § = 0: The computations are then slightly informal since F' is not smooth, but this
makes disappear some terms that are actually not very important. We find

N

I N LY L Z AL, (26)
P
where
o' =E / F(6+t—s R}ﬁ)ds] <0, (27)
19?7 .=E / F(5,RM?) ds - [/t(5+a|R;;§|2)1—’Yds}, (28)
I3 =E / / (0.F + AF)(6 4+ u— s, R} 2)dsdu}

17" =\E / / VES +u— s, R}Lﬁ)ds) : VbiﬂiA(Xu)du],
0o \Jo
. t u .
A ::XE[/ (/ VE(S +u— s,R};i)ds) -D;ﬂdu].
0o “Jo ’
Using Step 2, we find
t U t
If’?’ >Ci(a,v)E [/ / (0+u—s+ oz|R11L’§, 2)‘“’dsdu} = C1(q, W)E[/ 5’;’2’6du], (29)
0o Jo 0
recall (25). Next, we write
. t .
AP > —XE[ / \D;ﬂ\Tudu], (30)
0
with T, = [/ [VF(6 +u — s, Ri2)|ds = Jo IVE(8 + s, RY2_)|ds. By Step 2 again,

U, U—S

“ ‘ uu s’ds “ ds
Tu:2a’y—1/ §2\/a’y—1/
( ) 0 (s+5+a|Ruu $2) ( ) 0 (8—|—5+a|R

11



Apply Lemma 7 with a =~y —3/2, b=~ —1 and f(s) = 5—|—oz|Ruu &2, Tt comes

3 u ds e
T, <2Va(y = D)r(y - 5,7 -1 i
<2va(y >'€<’Y 57 >(/0 (s+5+alRi’i_SI2)’Y>

VAl sy 5y 1) (s120) T @

This last inequality, plugged together with (24) in (30), gives us

da 1, _ 3 A t ¥=3/2 3/2
AN > oy Ja(y — 1)\/500( k(5,7 — Dr(y— 3,7 1)E[/ (Sl,2,6) (gL E)Q(V 5 du
0

47

+ 73/2
0

t,_ —773{2 L 1
> — XCQ(H, «, "}/)E |:/ <S7}L72,5) - (S;’]’é)mdu}
0

if € (0,¢]. By the Holder inequality (both for E and fg’) with p = 221

7__3/2 and p' =2(y — 1),

v—3/2

A > a0 (B [ S0 T (e[ [ S0

t
== xCo(0.0. B[ [ S0l (32)

by exchangeability. Finally, recalling (7) and (31), for some constant A = A(co,p, x,,7,«) that
may change from line to line,

> —AE[/; ud“%] > AE[/Ot(Sl’Q"S)W e I

1 1
3t w2Tr

Using the Young inequality with p = and p’ = 2(y — 1), we find that for any ¢ > 0, there is a

3/2
constant As = A¢(co,p, X, 0,7, ) such that

> _gE[/t 5‘1’2’6du] | /t _du s —gE[/t 5‘1’2’6du] — At (33)
to= o U “Jo LoD+ T = 0 Y <

recall that 7, =1 — (y —1)(1 + %) > 0.
Plugging (27), (28), (29), (32), (33) into (26) we obtain, for any § € (0,¢], any ¢ > 0,

t
(Ch(a,y) — xCa(0, a, ) / 5125du] <E[/ (5+04]R;’§]2)1_“’d3] + Act'r
0
t
Sal_VE[ / yR;;EPU—V)ds} + At
0

Letting § — 0, we find that if ¢ € (0,C1(«,y) — xC2(0, o, 7)),
|:/ Sl 2du] al™ / |R1 ,212(1— 'y)dS:| L AP,
Ci(a,7) = xC2(0, ) ‘

The conclusion immediately follows. O

12



We are now ready to conclude this section. We use here some ideas of [13], which is natural
since in Proposition 11, we loosely showed that the singularity here is of the same order as in the
parabolic-elliptic case. In particular, we borrow the functions ¢ and v below.

Proof of Proposition 8. We set v =4 — 2y € (0,1) and divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1. We introduce the function ¢(r) := (1+72)"'r2 on Ry and set ¢(z,y) = ¢(|z — y|?) for
z,y € R%2. As in [13, Proof of Proposition 5], it holds that

‘1/—2

l—y ol —y) and Ag(e,y) =

‘1/—2
V(l—i—\x—y” 2

lz -y

B lz —y|”
Vatb(a,y) = T )

For any n > 0, there exists a constant L, = Ly(y) > 0 (recall that v = 4 — 27) such that

Agtp(z,y) > (0 —m)lz —y|" ™2 — Ly

for all z,y € R2. To check this claim, it suffices to prove that the function
v—2 v

T
fn('l") = I/2m <1 — 2m

)= 02—

is bounded from below (possibly by a negative constant) on (0, c0). This follows from the facts that
fr is continuous on (0,00) and that lim,_,o f,() = 400 and lim,_, f, (1) = 0.

Step 2. Applying the Itd formula (as in the previous proof, one should first consider a smooth
approximation of 1, but we will not repeat this here), we obtain

E[y(X}, X)) = E[w(X}, X3)] + E| /0 A X2) + Ay(x2, X2)ds]

t
+ B[ [ 900Xk X3 VIR0 + V0000, X2) - 00 (e ds]

0
+ ﬁ;E[/Ot Va(X! X2) . Dl’]ds] + X ZE / v, (X!, X2) D?’jds].
By symmetry of ¥ and exchangeability of the particle system, we have
2
JE=Jd 4272 277 + T ; B}, (34)

where

Ji =B (X, X)) < 1, Jo = E[Y(Xg, X§)] 2 0, (35)
and where

_E / A(XD, X2 ds]
J} ::xE[ /0 Vab(X],X2) - 0 (x]ds],

BM ;:XE[/O V(X1 X2) .D;st].

By Step 1, it holds that for any n > 0,
t
JE> (2 —n)E / |RyZV™ 2ds — Lyt = ((4 —27)? - n)E[/O |REZ[PUds| — Lyt. (36)

13



Next, recalling (7) and using that |V, ¢ (z,y)| < v|z —y["~' = (4 — 29) |z — y[>~2,

t
d
77 < VB[ [ IR
0 i+1

for some constant L' = L'(co,p, x,0,7,a). By the Young inequality with p = % and p/ =

2(y — 1), we see that for all { > 0, there is a constant L’ =1L (co,p, X, 0,7, a) such that

t ~ t ds t ~ ;
< B[ [ IR+ 1 [ s = B[ IR0 ae, e
s p

recall that r, =1—(y—1)(1+ %) > 0. Finally, by (22) and since |V (x,y)| < (4 —27)|z —y|>727,

. 0CH(2& —1 t )
1BY] x4 - 2 VLS50 =) gy [ sty rizpas).
47 0 ;
By the Holder inequality (both for E and fg ) with p=2(y — 1) and p’ = 2%:;),
|Btl,j| < (4 2’7)\/700(7&) _ / Sl"]d Z(W 1) / |R1 2 2(1 ,Y })%
- a7

4o 1
=2V () (w—l)< L0 - gy
47 Cr(a,y)—xC2(0, a, )

2v—3
E / ’R;,g‘z(l—y)dsbzm—l)
0 b

for any n > 0, by (23) (with A, = A,(co,p,x,0,7,)). Since 2@—1_1) < 1, allowing A, to change
from line to line,

4a .
Am/a[Cr(a,v) — X02(9 Oéy’Y ks ”

+ A, e 1) /|R1221 d ])2”*”.

We easily deduce, again by the Young inequality with p = 2(y — 1) and p’ = 2(7 1) , that for all
¢ >0, there is a constant Li = L{(co, X, 0,7, a) such that

(4 = 29)VOC () k(5.7 = 1)
477\/5[01 (a7 7) - XC2(97 «, ’Y)] 2(7171)
Plugging (35), (36), (37) and (38) in (34), we have proved that for all n > 0, all { > 0,

(4 —29)VOC) (%) k(5,7 —1
1> (2(4-27)? — 2y )3 >1 — 2~ 4C)E /1uﬂ221Vdﬂ

471'\/&[01 (Oé, ’Y) - XCQ (67 Q, ’Y)] 20—
— 2Lyt — 2(L¢ + LY.

. t
Y| < (x +OE[ [ IR 4 L. (39)
0

By assumption, it is possible to find > 0 and ¢ > 0 small enough so that the constant in front of
the first term of the right hand side is positive. Since this constant does not depend on N nor on
e, which is also the case of L, L’C and L’C’ , this ends the proof of (18).

14



Next, recalling that S, 'J was defined in the statement of Proposition 11, we have

dd <E dd = 12d
// s—u+yX1 X212y “S // s—u+a\X1 Xz us /S ’

because o € (0,1) (since C1(e,7y) > 0 implies that o < m < 3). Hence (19) directly follows

from (23) (with e.g. n =1) and (18).
By Remark 9 with a = 1, (20) immediately follows from (19) and

/ ‘ / VE (X1 - Xg)duf”_l)ds}
\/_C t s _
ELEHIEEY S — Y

VOC, (4 y— tors
R CEE e v

by Lemma 7 with @ = § and b =~ — 1. Hence (21) also follows from (19). O

IN

IN

3 Tightness

Here we prove the tightness in N > 2 and ¢ € (0, 1] of the smoothed particle system. We closely
follow [11, Lemma 11], although some additional moment conditions were assumed there.

Lemma 12. Consider some nonnegative ¢y € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Let v € (3, %), a >0,

X > 0 and 6 > 0 satisfy the conditions of Proposition 8. For each N > 2, each ¢ € (0,1],
consider the unique solution (Xt’N’ )t€[0,00),i=1,...N to (15) with some exchangeable initial condition

(XS’N)i:L...,N-
(i) For N > 2 fized, the family ((X;"N)>0,e € (0,1]) is tight in C ([0, 00), R2).
(i) If (Xol’N)Nzg is tight in R?, then ((th’N’s)tzo,N > 2,e € (0,1]) is tight in C([0,00), R?).

Proof. We start with (ii). The space C([0, ), R?) being endowed with the uniform convergence
on compact time intervals, we only have to check that ((th’N’E)tE[QT], N >2,e € (0,1]) is tight in

C([0,T),R?) for any T > 0. By definition, X" = Xé’N FV2WE 4 XG4 xTYE ) where
G = [ AN
Iy = —— Z/ DyPNeds,  with DMV / HZ 2 (XN — X3N4)du.

The family (Xé’N) N>2 is tight by hypothesis and (th)te[O,T] does not depend on N > 2. The
family ((Gi’N’e)te[QT},N > 2,e € (0,1]) is tight because by (7), it a.s. takes values in the set K of

functions z : [0, 7] — R? such that #(0) =0 and for all 0 < s <t < T, |z(t) — x(s)| < A|t — s|%_%
(for some constant A = A(co, p,T)), and because K is compact in C ([0, 7], R?) by Ascoli’s theorem.

It remains to prove that the family ((F}’N’E)te[oj], N >2,¢ € (0,1)) is tight in C([0, 7], R?). Let
0<s<t<T. We use Holder’s inequality with p = % and p’ = 2(y — 1) to get

1

N t . 2v—3 N t . S
F%,N,E o I\;,N7E| < NX_ - Z/ |D7}L’]’N’E|du < |t _ S|ﬁ NX_ - Z (/ |Di,],N,E|2(-y—1)du> 2(v-1) )
]:2 S S

Jj=2
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Setting 8 = 27 3) > 0 and using that 27T < 1+ x (because 2(y — 1) > 1), we conclude that

N
Fi’N’a — Fi’N’E\ < Z%V’E\t — s]ﬁ, where Z:]FV’6 = NX : Z [1 +/ \DLJNE]2 du}
7j=2

Since |HIM (2)] < [VK??(2)], we have by (21) and exchangeability

. 2(y—1)
Cr:= sup E[ZN]<x sup / / VKO (xLN= Xﬁ’N’E)\ds) ! du] < 00.
e€(0,1],N>2 66(0,1},N>2

Now, let K, the set of functions z : [0,7] + R? such that z(0) = 0 and for all 0 < s < t < T,
|z (t) — ()|<M|t—s|ﬁ For all € € (0,1], all N > 2 and all M > 0,

Cr
P(Ty™iepor) ¢ Kir) < P(Z7° > M) < 7
Since K, is compact in C([0, 7], R?) by Ascoli’s theorem, the proof of (ii) is complete. The proof of
(i) is the same, but we do not need the tightness of the family (Xé’N)NZ2 since N > 2 is fixed. O

4 Existence of the particle system

Here we show the existence of the particle system without cutoff. We follow the ideas of [I]
Theorem 5] and combine them with our results from Section 2.

Proposition 13. Consider some nonnegative co € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Let v € (%,25%22),

a >0, x >0 and 0 > 0 satisfy the conditions of Proposition 8. Fiz N > 2 and consider some
exchangeable initial condition (XS’N)Z-:L,,,,N. There exists a (weak) solution (Xz’N)t207i:17,,,7N to
(3). Moreover, the family ((X;’N)tzo,i =1,...,N) is exchangeable, and for all t > 0,

t
1
E ds| < oo, 39
No» [/0 XN — x2N20-D) 5| < o0 (39)
t s 1
su E // duds| < oo, 40
NZI; (s —u+ | XN — X2V 2y ] 40)
supE // VKO (XIN - X2N)\23”duds}<oo, (41)
N>2
2(v-1)
supE[ / ( / VKO (XN —X%N)\du> ! ds] < . (42)
N>2 0 0

Proof. The only difference w.r.t. the proof of [I 1, Theorem 5] lies in the last step.

Step 1. For each ¢ € (0,1], let (X ’N’E)te[o,oo),izl,...,N solve to (15). By Lemma 12-(i), we
know that the family ((th’N’E)tZO,e € (0,1]) is tight in C([0,00),R?). By exchangeability, the
family ((X, xh Ne, . ,XtN’N’E)tZO, e € (0,1]) is tight in C([0,00), (R?)") and consequently, the family
(((thNE,Wt ) (XS WY 50,6 € (0,1]) is tight in C([0,00), (R2 x R2)N). Hence, there
exists a decreasing sequence ¢ — 0 such that ((X; LNee iy, , (X, NNew pN ))t>0 converges in
law in C(]0, 00), (R? x R?)N) as k —> 00. Applylng the Skorokhod representation theorem, we can
find, for each k > 1, a solution (X Aok X, A, “F)>0 to (15), associated to some Brownian mo-
tions (W}Vex, ,WtNNEk)tZO, in Such a way that (X} WMoy (XN g NNEey)
a.s. goes to some limit (XN, W), ... (XN WHN))i0, as k — oo, in C(]0, 00), (R2 x R2)N). Of
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course, ((XZ’N)@O,Z' = 1,...,N) is exchangeable and we deduce (39)-(42) from (18)-(21) and the
Fatou Lemma. Observe that (10) follows from (41) (by exchangeability) since v > 3/2.

Step 2. We introduce F; = a((Xé’N,W;)izl,,,,7N,Se[07t}). Of course, (XZ’N)i:17___,N7t20 is (Ft)t>0-
adapted. Exactly as in Step 2 of the proof of [11, Theorem 5|, one can show that (W})i=1,.. nt>0 is
a 2N-dimensional (F;);>o-Brownian motion.

Step 3. It only remains to check that for each ¢ € {1,..., N}, each t > 0,
J#i
where
) t ) .
YN = / VoM XiNYds and  ZN = / / VK (XN — XIN)duds.
0
We start from Xti,N,ak _ Xé’,N,ak + ﬂWtLN,ak _i_XYj,N,ak + ﬁzj# Z;'J,N,ak’ where

YNe = / Vb IAN XN ek)ds and  ZpP / / HZ P (XN — XN ) du
0

and pass to the limit as kK — oo, e.g. in probability. Of course, (Xz’N’E’“,Xé’N’Ek, Wti’N’ek) a.s. tends

to (Xf’N,Xé’N,Wti) by construction, and Yti’Nﬁk a.s. tends to Yf’N by dominated convergence,

recalling (7) and noting that a.s., bz‘l’g’A( XoNek) tends to b7 (XEY) for all s > 0 (because

(s,x) — Vb?o’e’)‘(:n) is continuous on (0, 00) x R?).

It remains to show that Z, biNEe Zi’j Nin probability as k — oo. We fix n > 0 and decompose
ZiaNek _ i) < / / (O (N es _ KiNery - gOAI RN _ §iNek duds
/ / ’HG AT XZ ,N,ep Xg,N,ak) o Hgf\u"n(X;’N —XZL7N)‘d’Z,LdS

/ / [HIN(XEN — XPN) = VK (XY — X3N)|duds

= Il’i ot T I27,k,17,t + Isjnt
First, for each n > 0, limg_, Iz’k it = = 0 a.s., by dominated convergence, because x +— HY A’"( ) is
continuous and uniformly bounded and since (X2VF X3y 5 (XN X3N) as.
We now check that
lim h]rnsupIE[Il,“M—I—I3 =0, (43)

=0 koo

and this will complete the proof. Recalling that Hf AE = VKg ’)"E, one verifies that, if &k is

2
(s+¢)?

. 2 2
large enough so that e € (0, 7], since (s—f—n)z < (sfak)2 <1,

.. .. t S — 2 ~ . ~ . . .
B T30 < / / (1—78(;“) ) (I (XN o= KN 4 [V R, (XN = X3V ) dudss.

+1n)?
Applying Holder’s inequality with p = —3 and p' = % we find
2 2v—3
1,3 1,7 (s —u) 2%3 2
Il7k’n7t+13 it / / Goutn)? > duds)

2 3

=y S
([ (RN e+ (VRO = X)) ¥ duds)
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By (20) and (41) (and since % < 1), we deduce that for some constant C' > 0,

j S — U) 2573 2;;3
lim sup E[ +1b <C 1—7) - duds) )
bono ke * T3 // (s —u-+n)?
which tends to 0 as n — 0 by dominated convergence. This proves (43). O

5 Convergence

We prove that the empirical measure of the particle system converges, up to extraction of a sub-
sequence, to a solution of the martingale problem. We recall that P(R?) and P(C([0,00),R?)) are

endowed with their weak convergence topologies.
Theorem 14. Consider some nonnegative co € LP(R?) for some p > 2. Let y € (:2)’, 2;’:22) a >0,
x > 0 and 6 > 0 satisfy the conditions of Proposition 8. C’onszder for each N > 2, the particle

system (XZ’N)tzo,z_l,..., built in Proposition 13, as well as ,u -1 21 XiN)s 07 which a.s.

belongs to P(C(]0,00),R?)). For each t > 0, we set u)¥ = N~! 21 N whzch a.s. belongs to
t

P(R?). We assume that ) converges in probability, as N — oo, to some pg € P(R?).

The family (uN, N > 2) is tight in P(C([0,00),R?)) and any (possibly random,) limit point ju of
(N n>2 a.s. solves (MP) with initial law po. Moreover, for (1t)i>0 its family of time marginals,
for allt >0,

/ / / [ R @ =)l + VKD, (o = o) naldp)dups(do)ds] < oo, (a1
R2 ]R2

1
E /0 /Rz /R2 Wﬂs(dy)us(dx)ds < 0. (45)

Proof. Again, we follow closely the proof of [1 1, Theorem 6]. During this proof, we use the shortened
notation C' = C([0, 00), R?).

Step 1. For each N > 2, (XZ7N)t20,i:1 N has been built as a limit point of (X, 5I.e )t€[0,00),i=1,....N

as € — 0. By Lemma 12-(ii), the family ((X, ’N)tzo, N > 2) is thus tight in C. Since the system is
exchangeable, this implies, see Sznitman [26, Proposition 2.2], that the family (1, N > 2) is tight
in P(C). We now consider a (non relabelled) subsequence of u¥ that converges in law to some p as
N — oco. We denote by (t)i>0 its family of time-marginals. Since ,uév goes to pg by assumption,
we have pg = pg a.s.

Moreover, since u¥ converges in law to u, it also holds true that ¥ @ pV and v ® pV both
converge in law to p ® p in P(C' x C), where we have set

1
N N_ - ) _
poopT = N(N —1) ;5((XZ'N)t>o7(X§’N)t>o)'
1F)

Hence we deduce from the Fatou lemma that for all ¢ > 0,

///R2/R2 !l;u—dgﬁsjidms //// !s—u+dz;is yu)Q‘)’Y(M@)M)(dx’dy)
<timjnfE| / /. / [ T o 0™ )]

:liminf ZE// dUdS — ],
N —1 (Is —u+ (X2N — x3N)2))

2#)
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which is finite by (40) and exchangeability. Moreover, there is a constant A = A(#) > 0 such that

1 0 (.12 A A
Ko9\z) < —e 1217 < d IVEM2) < ——— .
N (x) < 47T86 = S F P and | s (@) < (s + |z[2)3/2

The first estimate easily follows from the fact z — (1 + z)e™* is bounded on Ry, and the second
one has been shown in Remark 9. We conclude that (44) holds true. Observe that this implies (8)
because v > 3/2. Similarly, (45) is deduced from (39) and the Fatou lemma.

Step 2. It only remains to prove that a.s., for any ¢ € C2(IR?), the process (M, );>0, defined in
(9), is a p-martingale. To this end, it suffices to show that for all ¢ > s > 0, all continuous bounded
function ® : C' — R, we have ¥(u) = 0 a.s., where for Q € P(C),

W@ = [ @) (o) — ol [ [olwa) +xTple) - V203 (w)
+ XVl - / (VKL +Qu)(a)dv]|du) Q(da).

We observe that for any Q € P(C), it holds that ¥(Q) = O(Q ® Q), where for IT € P(C x C),

o(IT) = /C (@) rein.) (9(0) = plzs)- [ [A6t) + 1w - VB )

FXViplw) - [ VR (@, )] du ) (s, dy).
0

Step 2.1. Here we show that for some constant A, for all N > 2,

A
N . Nyj2 A
E[[0(" 0 uM)?| < 1. (46)
We have
1 t
1 i, N i, i,
O™ © ) =5 o R((XEV)rei) (X = o(XiN) = [ [Ap(x)
=1
+XVR(XEN) - IO N + Y / VEL (XN — X)) dv|du)
J#i
1 .
:NZ(I)((XTZ’7N)T’E[O s])(O OZ N)
=1
where

. . t . t . .
O =p(X{™) - / AG(XEM)as = x [ Tp(XEY) - V0N s

_1 /WX”V /VK“ (XN — XJN)dv>d
J#i

(X ™) 4 V3 [ V() - aw;
0

by the Itd formula (starting from (3)). Then (46) follows from some easy stochastic calculus argu-
ments, because ® and V¢ are bounded and since the Brownian motions (W}');>o, ..., (W{¥)i>0 are
independent.
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Step 2.2. Next we introduce, for n € (0 1], ©, defined as © with VKSG’A(:E) replaced by the
smooth and bounded kernel HoM(z) = G +77)2 VK, ‘. A(z), recall (14). Then one easily checks that
the map II — ©,(II) is continuous and bounded from P(C x C) to R. This uses in particular (7)
and that T Vbco’e’)‘( ) is continuous for all s > 0. Since p¥ goes in law to p and thus, as already
seen, uV @ N goes in law to p ® i, we deduce that for any 1 € (0, 1],

E[0,(n ® )] = BmE[0, (" © )]
Step 2.3. We now prove that lim,_,o A, = 0, where

By = B[O 1) = Ogn @ w)l] + sup E[O(Y © 1) = Oy(u™ © u)]]

We proceed as in the proof of (43). Since ® and V¢ are bounded, we see that for some constant
A, for any II € P(R? x R?),

t u
o~ 0, <4 [ [ VKL, (o — ) HEw,— ) dodurl (A, dy)
CxC

_A /C By / / H)Z) VIVES, (e — g0 |dvdulT(d, dy)

3

<Ag, /C><C / / ]VKG)‘ yv)] 3 duds) II(dz, dy)

. . . . t rs (s—u)? pal =3
by the Holder inequality, with ¢, = (f; [ (1 — Gou +77)2)2%3 duds) 2 . Hence

El
Ay <AeyE /CC // ‘VKG)\ yv)’%dUd3>2 (@ p+up™ opu )(dx,dy)}
X

—Ae,E //R2/ /R2 |VKS (x — )|%Mu(dy)duus(d$)d8);]

3

+ Ae,E // N D ZWK;“ XN XJN)|sduds) }

Since lim,,_,0 €, = 0 by dominated convergence, the conclusion follows from (44), (41) and exchange-
ability (recall that % <1).

Step 2.4. Recalling that ¥(u) = O(u ® 1), we may write, for any n € (0, 1],
E[¥ ()] <E[[O(1 ® 1) — On(p @ p)[] + lim sup E[10y (1@ m)|] = E[|0,(u™ @ )]

+limsup E[|0, (™ @ p™) — (™ © pM)|] + limsup E[|© (1™ © pM)]].
N N

The last term is equal to 0 by Step 2.1, as well as the second one by Step 2.2. Hence

E{% (] < E[O(1 ® 1) = Oy(n @ p)l + limsup E[|0,(u" © u) —o(u™ © uM)].

Step 2.3 thus implies that E[|¥(u)|] = 0, which was our goal. O
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6 Conclusion and discussion about the constants
Recall that for «, 3,0 > 0 and v € (3/2,2),
Co(B) := up Vu(l + pu)?/?e Ci(a,y) == (v = (1 — da(y — 1)),

Cuth. = VL0051 3 1)

Fix po € P(R?), cg € LP(R?) for some p > 2, x > 0 and 6 > 0. By Proposition 13 and Theorem 14,

the conclusions of Theorem 4 hold true provided there are v € (%, 21‘;”%22) and o > 0 such that

ViCo(4)x(4.7 -1
4m\/a[C1(, ) — XCa(6, 0, 7)] 76D

The first condition implies that a € (0, 4(7—1_1)) and the two other ones can be summarized as

Cl (Oé, ’7) > 07 Cl (Oé, ’7) > XCQ(ev «, 7)7 (4 - 27) - X > 0.

XCao(0, e, %) + [xC3(8, a, 7)]207Y < Cy(a,),

where we have set

VoG (ki (3.7 = 1)
Ary/a(d —2v)

Hence if we set, for § > 0, v € (%, 2) and «a € (0, 4@1_1)),

03(67 047'7) =

Xo.a = 5up { X > 01 XCa(6, @,7) + [XCa(6, 0, )P0 < Cu ()

Theorem 4 holds true with
3 2p+2 1
P - (e} : _7— ) 77 . 4
Xip =50 { X005 76(2 p+2)a6<0 4(7—1))} (47)

We now discuss the numerical values of this threshold, obtained by numerical trials. We do not

really take care of p: We try to find the values of v € (%, 2) and « € (0, ———) maximizing X0,0,7

and then see to which values of p > 2 this applies. oy
Remark 15. (i) For any p > 2, liminfy_, Xpp = 3-28.

(i4) For any p > 2.6, x(1, > 2.42.

(i) For any p > 3.3, 7, > 1.39.

(iv) For any p > 3.5, 3o, > 0.51.

(v) For any p > 3.5, liminfy_, \/gxgm > 1.65.

Proof. We start with (i). Fix p > 2. We choose v = %—I— V8, which belongs to (% %) forall > 0

small enough, and a = ¢ 6 (for some o > 0 to be chosen later) which belongs to (0, ﬁ) for all

6 > 0 small enough. It holds that limg_,o C1(c,v) = % Moreover,
_ Vo8 + V) Coldo)r(3, 5+ VO), (VO 5 +VE)

CQ(Q,CY,’Y) - ot 0

as 0 — 0, because £(1,2 +v0) — 1 and x(v0, 1 +v0) ~ %. Finally,

Colto)n(3, 3 +VB) | Coldo)
Vodn(1 —2v/0) Ao

03(97 «, /7) =
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All in all, with these values of & and =, the condition xC3(8, o, ) + [xC3(8, o, 7)]20~Y < C1(a,7)

4°(j{)x < 0.5 for § > 0 small (since 2(y—1) — 1). The choice o = 0.13 seems

to be a good one and we find numerically Cy(40) ~ 0.6895, whence the condition y < 3.2856.

asymptotically writes

For (ii), choose 7 = 1.56 and a = 0.009. The result follows from a numerical computation. For
any p > 2.6, it holds that v € (2 M).

2> p+2
For (iii), choose v = 1.62 and o = 0.045. For any p > 3.3, it holds that vy € (2, 2p 5 )-
For (iv), choose v = 1.63 and o = 0.067. For any p > 3.5, it holds that v € (3, If) 22)
For (v), we choose v = 1.63 and a = 0.08. For any p > 3.5, it holds that v € (3, 2p—) We have
")

Ci(a,v) = 0.502 and (3, — 1) ~ 1.411 and s(y — 3,7 — 3) < 7.751. Hence

XCs(0, a, ) = X\/é*/a(’y “ D)y - Dby =) 28600(4a)x\/§,

27 0
k(L vy — a
xCs(0,c,v) = xVo 4(71\/)—(( ’_727)1) ~ 0-53700<47>X\/5-

Since limg_,oo Co(2%) = Cp(0) ~ 0.429, the condition xC2(8,a,7) + [xC3(8, o, 7)]207Y < Cy (e, )
asymptotically rewrites 0.123 xv/0 + [0.231 xv/0]126 < 0.502. This holds true if xv/@ < 1.65. O

A Proof of Lemma 7

We fix b > a > 0, introduce G={g9g: Ry - Ry :0<yg(s) <1/s ae.} and, for g € G,
I(g) = [;° g"" and Iy(g) = [;° 9" **. We set G, = {g € G: 0 < I;(g) < oo} and

7(a,b) = sup{[Iy(9)] " 1a(g) : g € Gy}.

We will show that R(a b) = k(a,b) and this will complete the proof, because for f : [0,t] — R, the
function g(s) = s+f( 577 Hselo ) belongs to G.

Step 1. Here we show that k(a,b) < oo and that there exists g € G, realizing the supremum.
First note that for any g € G, by the Holder inequality,

1 o0
ds a1
1, < 1+a / < [T T+b —.
(9) _/0 g+ s e ()]0 + —

Next we observe that &(a,b) = sup{l,(g) : g € Gp1}, where G,; = {9 € G : I;(g9) = 1}. This
easily follows from the fact that for any g € G, and any A > 0, the function gy(s) = Ag(As) still
belongs to Gy, and 1,(gy) = A%I,(g) and I(gy) = A1y (g).

The two above points show that &(a,b) < 1+ l < 00. Now we consider a sequence (gy)n>1 of
Gy such that lim, I,(g,) = K(a,b) and we set h, = gi™@. Since I;(g,) = 1, the family (hy)n>1
takes values in the unit ball of LP(R), where p = %ig > 1, so that we can find a (non relabeled)
subsequence of (hy)n>1 converging weakly in LP(R,) to some function h. One easily verifies that

g:= hTHa € G, and it classically holds true that
Iy(g) = |[h[f < liminf |[h,|[) = lim inf Iy(g,) = 1.

We now show that I,(g) = k(a,b). The weak convergence of h,, to h implies that for every ¢ € (0, 1),
one has fl/e gite = fsl/a hp — fsl/a fl/e 1+a T conclude that I,(g) = lim, I,(g,) = R(a,b),
it suffices to note that, by the Holder inequality and since g, € Gy 1,

lim sup </ gl+“+/oogl+“) < lim sup <[Ib(g )]i = +/ ﬁ) =0
e—0 n>1 0 n 1/e n T e—=0 n>1 " 1/e 31+CL :
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Allin all, g € G and [I(g)] "% I.(g) > &(a,b), whence necessarily [I(g)] "% I,(g) = &(a, b).

Step 2. By Step 1, there is g € Gy realizing the supremum. Here we show that there is a constant

k > 0, namely k = [%

Step 2.1. We first show that g > 0 a.e. It suffices to show that for all € € (0,1), A(A;) = 0,
where A. = {s € [0,1] : g(s) = 0} and where X is the Lebesgue measure. For any a € (0,¢), the
function g, = g + al4,_ belongs to G,. Hence

L(9) o Ta(ga) _ 1a(g) +AM(A)a'™  La(g) <
()]s~

]ﬁ, such that for a.e. s > 0, we have g(s) = max{k, s '}.

1+a 1+b

I(9)  bIyg)

A(As)[ ] +O(a2+a+b))

Iy(9a)]®  [To(g) + MA)a s [L(g)]?

as a — 0. This implies that A(A.) = 0, because o' t® > a!*? as a — 0.

Step 2.2. Now we show that g < k a.e. By Step 2.1, it suffices to prove that for all £ € (0,1),
we have g < k a.e. on B. = {s € [0,1] : g(s) > €}. For all 6 : Ry — Ry such that § < 1p_, all
€ (0,¢), it holds that gso = g — ad belongs to Gy. The function g is bounded and compactly

Supported which allows one to justify the follovvlng computation: Since gl+“ = g'te(1 - a%)”“ =
g — a1+ a)g*s + O(a )andgHb g — a1 +b)g?5 + O(a?) as a — 0,
L(g) o la(gsa) _ lalg) = (L+a) a [7° g% + O(a?)
Lo(@)]e ~ [To(gs.a)le [To(g) — (L+b)a [ g0 + O(a?)]b
AT I AT IR (1+9)
o(g a(g +aa/°°a a—i—a/oob 2
T = =1 — 940 + ——— g0+ O(a”)).
o > T 1w @) o )

This implies that
o b(1 I °
/ gb5§ ( +CL) b(g)/ gaé‘
0 a(l+b)1a(g) Jo
Since this holds true for any measurable § : Ry — R, such that 6 < 1p_, we conclude that

g < [%]ﬁ a.e. on B, which was our goal.

Step 2.3. We next show that g > k a.e. on C' = {s > 0: g(s) < 1}. By Step 2.1, it suffices to
show that for all € € (0,1), g > k a.e. on C. ={s € [0,1] : ¢ < g(s) < =5}, For all 6 : Ry — Ry
such that § < 1, all a € (0,£2), it holds that gs, = g+ ad belongs to G,. The function g is again
bounded and compactly supported and, proceeding exactly as in Step 2.2, we find that

Li9) o Lo (), (taa ¥ o altba (0 00
B - HaE LW oSy f) o o)

as a — 0. This implies that
/ gbé > b(l +G)Ib(g) / gaé'
0 a(l+b)1a(9) Jo

Since this holds true for any measurable 6 : Ry — Ry such that § < 1¢., we conclude that

v

Step 2.4. We now conclude that g(s) = min{k, s !} for a.e. s > 0. We know from Steps 2.2
and 2.3 that g < k a.e. and that g > k a.e. on C = {s > 0: g(s) < 1}. We thus have g = k a.e. on
C.Let D=R;\C={s>0:g(s) =21} and r = ess inf D. We claim that r = 1.

We know that for a.e. € € (0,7), r —¢ € C, so that -~ > g(r —¢) = k. Thus r < 7. Now
consider r,, € D such that lim, r, = r. We have k > g(r,,) = %, so that r > %
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We have shown that g = k a.e. on [0, %] C C, and it remains to verify that for a.e. s > %, we
have g(s) = % This follows from the fact that if g(s) < % for some s > 1 then s € C, so that

Lo
g(s) = k, which is not possible since k > %
Step 8. For any k > 0, the function g(s) = max{k, s~} satisfies I,(g) = k% + 1k® and I,(g) =
kb + %kb. We deduce from Step 2 that
K+ Tk° 141

K b = g
I{(a, ) (k‘b + %kb)a/b (1 + %)a/b’

which is nothing but x(a,b). O
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