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Large deviation principles for singular Riesz-type diffusive flows

Elias Hess-Childs ∗

Abstract

We combine hydrodynamic and modulated energy techniques to study the large deviations of
systems of particles with pairwise singular repulsive interactions and additive noise. Specifically,
we examine periodic Riesz interactions indexed by parameter s P r0, d´2q for d ě 3 on the torus.
When s P p0, d ´ 2q, we establish a large deviation principle (LDP) upper bound and partial
lower bound given sufficiently strong convergence of the initial conditions. When s “ 0 (i.e.,
the interaction potential is logarithmic), we prove that a complete LDP holds. Additionally, we
show a local LDP holds in the distance defined by the modulated energy.

1. Introduction

We study the large deviations as N Ñ 8 of the systems of interacting particles given by

$
&
%
dxti “ ´ 1

N

ř
1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxti ´ xtjqdt`
?
2σ dwti ,

xti|t“0 “ x0i ,
i P t1, . . . , Nu. (1.1)

Above, wi are N independent standard Brownian motions in the d-dimensional torus Td, the initial
conditions x0i are deterministic, σ ą 0 is the temperature of the system, and g is a sub-Coulomb
periodic Riesz interaction. That is to say, g is the unique zero-mean periodic solution to

p´∆q d´s

2 g “ cd,spδ0 ´ 1q,

where s P r0, d ´ 2q and the choice of the scaling constant is made so g behaves like |x|´s or
´ log |x| near the origin when s ą 0 or s “ 0 respectively. Letting PpTdq be the space of probability
measures topologized by weak convergence, we show that for any fixed time horizon T ą 0 the
empirical trajectories

µN :“ t ÞÑ 1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxti
,

viewed as random elements of Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq, satisfy large deviation estimates when the initial
conditions strongly converge to some γ P PpTdq X L8pTdq, see Assumption 1.1. Specifically, we
show that Iγ : Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq Ñ r0,8s defined in (1.9) has compact sublevel sets and that

´ inf
µPB˝XA

Iγpµq ď lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
logPpµN P Bq ď lim sup

NÑ8

1

N
log PpµN P Bq ď ´ inf

µPB
Iγpµq,

∗Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York University. elias.hess-childs@courant.nyu.edu.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02904v2
elias.hess-childs@courant.nyu.edu


for all Borel B, where A Ă Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq is the dense subset defined in (1.10). When s “ 0,
µ P A whenever Iγpµq ă 8, thus µN satisfy an LDP with good rate function Iγ . When µ P
L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq we also show the local estimate

P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
« exp

´
´N

`
Iγpµq ` oεp1q

˘¯
,

where FN pxtN , µtq is the modulated energy defined in (1.3).

1.1 Background

The system (1.1) corresponds to dissipative dynamics with respect to the energy

HN pxN q :“ 1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

gpxi ´ xjq, xN :“ px1, . . . , xN q P pTdqN .

More generally, it is an example of a mean-field interacting diffusion process. These arise in many
pure and applied settings where particles or individuals interact pairwise with each other: they
describe the dynamics of charged gases [Vla68], the eigenvalues of random matrices [Dys62, AGZ09],
vortices in viscous fluids [Hel67, Osa85], the collective motion of animals or bacteria [Per07, FJ17],
and scaling limits for neural networks [MMN18, RVE22]. Systems with Riesz interactions are
particularly interesting, encompassing the first four examples above.

The study of Riesz-type diffusive flows has largely been concerned with showing that they
satisfy mean-field limits [Sch96, Hau09, CFP12, CCH14, BÖ19]. That is, proving that if the
empirical measures of the initial configurations µ0N converge to γ as N Ñ 8, then µtN converges to
µt, the deterministic solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation

#
Btµt ´ σ∆µt ´ ∇ ¨ pµt∇g ˚ µtq “ 0,

µ0 “ γ,
(1.2)

at all future times t ą 0. Mean-field convergence is thus analogous to a law of large numbers:
the random empirical measures µtN converge to a deterministic object µt as the total number of
particles goes to infinity. Although there is a vast body of work on the mean-field convergence of
interacting diffusions [McK67, Dob79, Szn91, JW16, JW18, GBM23], it is only relatively recently
that mean-field convergence was proven for the full range (s P r0, dqq of repulsive Riesz interactions.

The main technical innovation that allowed this was the introduction of the modulated energy
in [Due16, Ser20]. Defined for a particle configuration xN P pTdqN and a probability measure
µ P L8pTdq by

FN pxN , µq :“
ż

pTdq2z∆
gpx ´ yqd

ˆ
1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxi ´ µ

˙b2

px, yq, ∆ :“
 

px, yq P pTdq2 | x “ y
(
, (1.3)

the modulated energy acts as a pseudo-distance between the empirical measure µN :“ 1
N

řN
i“1 δxi

and µ. In particular, if xN are a sequence of particle configurations so that limNÑ8 FN pxN , µq “ 0,
then the associated empirical measures µN converge to µ weakly and FN is asymptotically positive
in that there exists C, β ą 0 depending on d and s so that

FN pxN , µq ě ´C}µ}L8pTdqN
´β. (1.4)
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In [Ser20], given some regularity conditions on the mean-field limit, the modulated energy
was used to prove mean-field convergence for Coulomb and super-Coulomb (s ě d ´ 2) repulsive
interactions on R

d in general dimensions for noiseless systems (σ “ 0q using a Grönwall argument
applied to FN pxtN , µtq. This strategy has proven robust: it has been successfully adapted to handle
more general conditions on the mean-field limit [Ros22b, Ros22a], the entire range of repulsive
Riesz interactions [NRS22], and global-in-time mean-field convergence for sub-Coulomb diffusive
flows (s ă d ´ 2 and σ ą 0q [RS23]. The related modulated free energy [BJW19a, BJW19b],
which combines the modulated energy with relative entropy, has also been used to show mean-
field convergence for a wide class of singularly interacting diffusive flows including logarithmic
attraction [BJW23, dCRS23a] and Coulomb/super-Coulomb repulsion [dCRS23b].

Despite these recent advances in the mean-field convergence theory of Riesz flows, as well
as some forthcoming results showing Gaussian fluctuations around the mean-field limit [HRS],
Riesz flows are only known to satisfy LDPs in a few specific regimes of d, s and σ. The first
result was [CDG01] where an LDP upper bound and a partial lower bound were shown in the
setting of Dyson Brownian motion (DBM) or particles in R interacting via logarithmic repulsion
ps “ 0q with N -dependent diffusion parameters σ “ pβN´1q. Soon after this was expanded to a full
LDP [GZ02, GZ04], and recently LDPs have also been shown for Dyson Bessel processes [GH23].
Outside of random matrix theory, in [Fon04], an LDP upper bound and a partial lower bound were
established for repulsive systems on R with s “ 0 and non-vanishing noise. LDPs were also shown
for stochastic interacting vortex systems corresponding to conservative dynamics and s “ 0 on the
two-dimensional torus [CG22]. Notably, the interaction potential is logarithmic and the dimension
is less or equal to two in all of these regimes.

All of the above papers use hydrodynamics techniques as first proposed in [KO90]. This method
avoids some complications that arise when handling singular interactions as the empirical measure
of the processes are tested against smooth functions, effectively smoothing the interaction potential.
In contrast, most other techniques for establishing LDPs for interacting diffusions require very reg-
ular interactions such as methods using the Cameron-Martin-Girsanov theorem [DG87], Hamilton-
Jacobi theory [FK06, Section 13.3], ideas from stochastic optimal control theory [BDF12], or the
contraction principle [CDFM20]. Laplace’s method as introduced in [BAB90] to derive LDPs for
smoothly interacting diffusions has been successfully extended to give LDPs for interactions strictly
less singular than logarithmic (s “ 0) [HHMT24], but seems intractable for Riesz interactions.

Until now, no LDP-type results for Riesz interactions in dimensions greater than two or s ą 0
have been shown.

1.2 Setup

We associate T
d with r´1

2
, 1
2

sd under periodic boundary conditions. We abuse notation by letting
|x ´ y| denote the usual distance between any two points x and y on the torus. Thus by |x|, we
mean the distance from x to 0.

We endow the space of probability measures PpTdq with the topology of weak convergence
metrized by the Wasserstein-1 distance

dpµ, νq :“ sup
}∇ψ}

L8pTdq
ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

ψpxqdpµ ´ νqpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌. (1.5)

We then endow Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq with the uniform topology.
The periodic Riesz potential g associated to parameter s P r0, dq is taken to be the unique
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zero-mean solution to

|∇|d´sg “ cd,spδ0 ´ 1q, cd,s :“
#

4pd´sq{2Γppd´sq{2qπd{2

Γps{2q s P p0, dq,
Γpd{2qp4πqd{2

2
s “ 0,

(1.6)

where |∇| denotes the operator p´∆q1{2 with Fourier multiplier 2π|k|. As shown in [HSSS17], g is
smooth away from 0 and

gpxq ´
´

|x|´s1są0 ´ log |x|1s“0

¯
P C8

`
B1{4p0q

˘
. (1.7)

That is, g is the Euclidean Riesz potential near the origin up to a smooth correction.
The Riesz energy and Riesz enstrophy of a positive measure µ are respectively defined by

Epµq :“
ż

pTdq2
gpx ´ yqdµb2px, yq and Dpµq :“

ż

pTdq2
p´∆qgpx ´ yqdµb2px, yq.

Then, setting
}f}29HαpTdq

:“
ÿ

kPZd:k‰0

p2π|k|q2α| pfpkq|2, α P R

it holds that
Epµq “ cd,s}µ}2

9H
s´d
2 pTdq

and Dpµq “ cd,s}µ}2
9H1` s´d

2 pTdq

by the Plancherel theorem. For a trajectory of probability measures µ P Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq we then
let

Qpµq :“ sup
tPr0,T s

"
Epµtq ` 2σ

ż t

0

Dpµτ qdτ
*
.

This corresponds to the natural energy inequality for the McKean-Vlasov equation (1.2).
Motivated by the fact that when µ is a smooth density

ż

Td

µpxq∇g ˚ µpxq ¨ ψpxqdx “ 1

2

ż

pTdq2
pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqµpxqµpyqdxdy

by symmetrizing, whenever Epµq ă 8 we abuse notation and let µ∇g ˚ µ denote the distribution

ψ ÞÑ 1

2

ż

pTdq2
pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqdµb2px, yq. (1.8)

This is well-defined since (1.7) implies that there exists Cpd, sq ą 0 so that

|pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yq| ď C}∇ψ}L8pTdqpgpx ´ yq ` Cq,

for all x, y P T
d.

If Qpµq ă 8 and φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T
dq we set

Spµ, φq :“xµT , φT y ´ xµ0, φ0y ´
ż T

0

xµt, Btφt ` σ∆φtydt´ σ

ż T

0

xµt, |∇φt|2ydt

` 1

2

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2
p∇φtpxq ´ ∇φtpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqdpµtqb2px, yqdt.

The last term on the right-hand side is well-defined for the same reason as (1.8).
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1.3 Main results

Throughout we assume that γ is in PpTdq X L8pTdq and that the initial conditions of (1.1) are
well-prepared in the following way.

Assumption 1.1.

lim
NÑ8

FN px0N , γq “ 0,

where FN is the modulated energy defined in (1.3).

Remark 1.2. Assumption 1.1 holds if and only if µ0N Ñ γ in PpTdq and HN px0N q Ñ Epγq as
N Ñ 8. As we do not use this anywhere we omit the proof.

Given this assumption, we show large deviation estimates for the empirical trajectories of (1.1)
with respect to the (lower semi-continuous) rate function

Iγpµq :“

$
&
%

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq _ 1
2σ

`
Qpµq ´ Epγq

˘
Qpµq ă 8 and µ0 “ γ,

`8 otherwise,
(1.9)

with local LDP lower bounds on the dense subset

A :“
"
µ P Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż T

0

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 µt

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1 pTdq

dt ă 8
*
. (1.10)

Theorem 1.3. For any γ P PpTdq X L8pTdq and x0N satisfying Assumption 1.1 it holds that:

1. Iγ has compact sublevel sets.

2. For all closed F Ă Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log PpµN P F q ď ´ inf

µPF
Iγpµq.

3. For all open O Ă Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
log PpµN P Oq ě

$
&
%

´ inf
µPOXA

Iγpµq s ą 0,

´ inf
µPO

Iγpµq s “ 0.

Remark 1.4. We will see in Subsection 6.3 that if µ P A and Qpµq ă 8 then

Iγpµq “ sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq.

This implies that Item 2 and Item 3 in Theorem 1.3 hold with Iγ replaced by

Ĩγpµq :“

$
&
%

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq Qpµq ă 8 and µ0 “ γ,

`8 otherwise.

We state Theorem 1.3 with Iγ as we cannot show that Ĩγ is lower semi-continuous when s ą 0. In par-
ticular, there could exist a sequence of measure trajectories µk converging to µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq
so that Qpµq “ 8 but

lim sup
kÑ8

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµk, φq ă 8.

When s “ 0, since µ P A whenever Iγpµq ă 8, an LDP holds with good rate function Ĩγ .
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Remark 1.5. If Iγpµq ă 8 then there exists a vector field b so that µ is a weak solution to to the
perturbed McKean-Vlasov equation

#
Btµt ´ σ∆µt ´ ∇ ¨ pµt∇g ˚ µtq “ ´∇ ¨ pbtµtq,
µ0 “ γ,

(1.11)

and

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq “ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|btpxq|2 dµtpxqdt,

where µt∇g˚µt in (1.11) is defined by (1.8). This follows by a simple argument that uses the Riesz
representation theorem and the fact that the fourth term in Spµ, φq is quadratic in φ.

As a consequence, Iγpµq “ 0 if and only if Qpµq ă 8, µ0 “ γ, and µ is a solution to the
non-perturbed McKean-Vlasov equation (1.2). Also, as in [DG87] and [CG22], it holds that

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq “ 1

4σ

ż T

0

››Btµt ´ σ∆µt ´ ∇ ¨ pµt∇g ˚ µtq
››2

´1,µt
dt,

where for any probability measure ν and distribution T

}T }2´1,ν :“ sup
ψPC8pTdq

#
2xT, ψy ´

ż

Td

|∇ψ|2 dν
+
.

Theorem 1.6. Given Assumption 1.1, for all µ P Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq X L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
ď ´ sup

φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq

ď lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
logP

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
.

Due to the obvious bound of lim inf ď lim sup, the above inequalities are equalities.

Remark 1.7. The modulated energy FN pxtN , µtq should be thought of as the renormalized version

of the 9H
s´d
2 pTdq distance between µtN and µt. Theorem 1.6 thus shows that a local LDP holds in

a stronger topology than Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq.

1.4 Overview

Our strategy generally follows that proposed in [KO90]: the upper bound is derived using exponen-
tial martingales and the lower bound is derived by considering appropriate regular perturbations of
the system. This scheme is essentially used in [CDG01, GZ02, GZ04, Fon04, CG22] to derive LDPs
for Riesz interacting systems. As opposed to those papers, to overcome the difficulties introduced
when the interaction potential is not logarithmic ps ą 0q, we must use tools developed in the study
of the mean-field convergence of Riesz flows.

We first summarize this general scheme before elaborating on where this work diverges from
previous papers.

• Upper bound: The empirical trajectories µN associated to (1.1) are first shown to be exponen-
tially tight in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq. It thus suffices to prove a weak large deviation upper bound.
This is achieved by testing µtN against a smooth functions φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T

dq. For fixed φ

6



by applying Itô’s formula to xµtN , φty and rearranging one finds that there exists a continuous
martingale M t adapted to the filtration of the noise with bounded quadratic variation so that

SN pxN , φq “ MT ´ N

2
xMyT

where

SN pxN , φq :“ xµTN , φT y ´ xµ0N , φ0y ´
ż T

0

xµtN , Btφt ` σ∆φtydt´ σ

ż T

0

xµtN , |∇φt|2ydt

` 1

2

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
p∇φtpxq ´ ∇φtpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqdpµtN qb2px, yqdt.

The advantage of this is that exppNM t ´ N2

2
xMytq is also a martingale [LG22, Proposition

5.11], hence has a constant expectation (in this case equal to 1). Combined with Cheby-
shev’s inequality this gives an exponential bound on the probability µN is near some measure
trajectory µ, namely that

P
`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď exp

´
´N inf

µNPBεpµq
SN pxN , φq

¯
.

If SN pxN , φq Ñ Spµ, φq whenever µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq this then implies (after opti-
mizing over φ) that

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´ sup

φPC8pr0,T s,Tdq

Spµ, φq.

• Lower bound: Here one takes advantage of the fact that when Iγpµq ă 8, µ must be a weak
solution to the perturbed McKean-Vlasov solution (1.11) as noted in Remark 1.5. This is the
formal mean-field limit of the particle systems

$
&
%
dxti “ ´ 1

N

ř
1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxti ´ xtjqdt` btpxtiqdt`
?
2σ dwti,

xti|t“0 “ x0i ,
i P t1, . . . , Nu, (1.12)

and when µ and b are sufficiently regular the empirical trajectories of (1.12) almost surely
converge to the solution of (1.11) in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq. Since the Radon-Nikodym derivative
between the law of the non-perturbed system (1.1) and the law of the perturbed system (1.12)
is equal to

exp

ˆ
1?
2σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

btpxtiq ¨ dwti ´ 1

4σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

|btpxtiq|2 dt
˙

(1.13)

by the Girsanov theorem, the mean-field convergence of the perturbed systems gives a local
lower LDP bound of the form

lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ě ´ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|btpxq|2 dµtpxqdt “ ´ sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq

via a tilting argument. The lower bound for less regular µ is then recovered via approximation.
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The main stumbling block in completing this approach when g is singular is that the convergence
of µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq does not guarantee that SN pxN , φq Ñ Spµ, φq. In particular, letting

kψpx, yq :“ pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yq,

it is problematic to show that for arbitrary φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T
dq

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtN qb2px, yqdt Ñ

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtqb2px, yqdt. (1.14)

When s “ 0, this convergence is almost immediate for non-atomic measure trajectories. kψpx, yq
is bounded and continuous away from the diagonal whenever ψ is Lipschitz, thus using a straightfor-
ward argument (which is essentially Delort’s theorem [CGI98, Lemma 6.3.1]) (1.14) holds whenever
µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq and µt is non-atomic for almost every t.

When s ą 0, kψpx, yq can be unbounded, and we instead use a so-called commutator estimate
to control the difference between the two sides of (1.14). We also use some a priori bounds on the
particle trajectories xN : we introduce a family of auxiliary functions QN for which we can give
good exponential bounds on the probability that QN pxN q is large. These functions motivate the
definition of Q and are necessary for showing the convergence of SN to S. Although Q is similar
to the auxiliary function introduced in [CG22], we use the quantitative control on all terms in QN
to complete the upper bound. This is in contrast to [CG22] where the a priori bounds are used to
reduce the class of measure trajectories for which the local LDP upper bounds need to be proved.

We also use a commutator estimate and the modulated energy to prove the mean-field con-
vergence of the perturbed discrete flows (1.12) to the perturbed McKean-Vlasov equation (1.11).
This is in contrast to an argument using compactness and the unique existence of a weak solution
to (1.11) as used in previous papers. By doing this we avoid some difficulties in giving a natural
regularity class for which weak solutions to (1.11) are unique and we prove a mean-field limit in a
stronger topology than Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq, allowing us to prove Theorem 1.6.

Finally, in [CG22], the auxiliary function is additionally used in the approximation argument
that extends the lower bound for regular measure trajectories to arbitrary measure trajectories.
Due to numerological issues, we can only do this when s “ 0, and can generally only extend the
lower bound to µ that are in A .

Below we elaborate on these main points before continuing to the body of the paper.

1.4.1. Auxiliary functionals and a priori bounds. The definition of Q is motivated by the energy
dissipation structure of (1.1). In particular, letting

QN pxN q :“ sup
tPr0,T s

"
HN pxtN q ` 2σ

ż t

0

DN pxτN qdτ
*
,

where

DN pxN q :“ 1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

p´∆qgpxi ´ xjq

is the discrete Riesz enstrophy, given Assumption 1.1 it holds that

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

´
QN pxN q ě L

¯
ď ´ 1

2σ

`
L´ Epγq

˘
. (1.15)

This essentially follows by applying Itô’s formula to HNpxtN q and crucially uses that s ă d ´ 2 so
that the Itô correction term DN pxtN q can be bounded below.

8



As a consequence of (1.15) (and that QN satisfy a Γ-limit lower bound with respect to Q),
we can restrict our attention to measure trajectories such that Qpµq ă 8 (for which Spµ, φq is
well-defined) and in the upper bound we only need to show convergence of SN pxN , φq to Spµ, φq
when both µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq and there exists L ą 0 so that QN pxN q ď L for all N .

1.4.2. SN convergence. To show the convergence of the last term in SN pxN , φq to the last term in
Spµ, φq we use the following proposition.

Proposition 1.8. There exists Cpd, sq, βpd, sq ą 0 so that for every xN P pTdqN pairwise distinct,
µ P PpTdq X L8pTdq, and Lipschitz vector field ψ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

pTdq2z∆
kψpx, yqdpµN ´ µqb2px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď CAψ

ˆ
FN pxN , µq `C}µ}L8pTdqN

´β

˙
, (1.16)

and
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2z∆
kψpx, yqdpµb2

N ´ µb2qpx, yq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (1.17)

ď CAψ

´
FN pxN , µq `C}µ}L8pTdqN

´β
¯ 1

2

´
HNpxN q ` }µ}2

9H
s´d
2 pTdq

` C}µ}L8pTdqN
´β ` 1

¯ 1

2

,

where Aψ :“ }∇ψ}L8pTdq `
››|∇| d´s

2 ψ
››
L

2d
d´2´s pTdq

.

The bound (1.16) is a version of the commutator estimate [Ser20, Proposition 1.1] adapted to
sub-Coulomb periodic Riesz potentials. In [Ser20], (1.16) is used to bound a term in the derivative
of FN pxtN , µtq by itself and complete the Grönwall argument. The second inequality (1.17) is an
easy consequence of (1.16). As both estimates are proved using standard renormalization ideas, we
give their proofs in Appendix A.

The second inequality in Proposition 1.8 implies that if µ P L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq, the discrete
energies HN pxtN q are uniformly bounded over N and t, and

ż T

0

FN pxtN , µtqdt Ñ 0, (1.18)

then the last term in SpxN , φq converges to the last term in Spµ, φq for any smooth φ. The

convergence (1.18) holds given that µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq and
şT
0
DN pxtN qdt are uniformly

bounded by interpolating between the Wasserstein-1 metric and the discrete enstrophy DN . As
uniform bounds onQN imply uniform bounds on both the discrete energies and discrete enstrophies,
we find that if µN Ñ µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq and QN pxN q ď L, then SNpxN , φq converges to Spµ, φq.
It is critical that the prefactor before the enstrophy in the a priori bounds is uniformly bounded
away from zero, thus we cannot handle vanishing noise as in Dyson Brownian motion. When µ is
not in L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq, we adapt this argument by appropriately mollifying µ.

1.4.3. Mean-field limit for regular perturbations. We prove that the empirical trajectories of (1.12)
converge to (1.11) using a modulated energy argument. This uses (1.16) and is similar to the
proof of mean-field convergence in [RS23], although we combine Grönwall’s inequality with Doob’s
martingale inequality to give almost sure uniform bounds in time. That is, when µ with associated
vector field b are sufficiently regular and Assumption 1.1 holds we prove that

lim
NÑ8

sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq “ 0 almost surely,

9



as opposed to

lim
NÑ8

sup
tě0

E

”
FN pxtN , µtq

ı
“ 0,

as in [RS23]. The argument again uses the restriction that s ă d ´ 2 to bound an Itô correction
term involving p´∆qg from below. This mean-field limit with respect to the modulated energy is
critical for showing Theorem 1.6.

1.4.4. Approximating sequences. After using the mean-field limit and tilting to establish a local
lower bound for regular perturbations of the system we expand the class of measure trajectories for
which the local lower bounds hold to µ P A . In particular, we show that if µ P A and Iγpµq ă 8
then there exists a sequence of measure trajectories νε converging to µ in Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq as ε Ñ 0
so that the local lower bound holds for all νε and

lim
εÑ0

Iγpνεq “ Iγpµq. (1.19)

This allows us to recover the lower bound for µ. These νε are essentially space mollifications of µ
by the heat kernel Φε. It is here that we use that we are on the torus as it guarantees that space
mollifications of solutions to (1.11) are also solutions (1.11), but with regular drifts.

Letting pfqε denote f ˚ Φε, showing (1.19) reduces to proving that

ż T

0

ż

Td

ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
pµtqε

´ ∇g ˚ pµtqε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpµtqε dt Ñ 0, (1.20)

as ε Ñ 0. A is the largest class of measure trajectories for which we can show (1.20) since it is

the largest class for which we can make sense of
şT
0

ş
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt dt as a pairing of three Sobolev

distributions. We verify that when s “ 0, µ P A whenever Qpµq ă 8, hence the lower bound holds
for all admissible trajectories.

1.4.5. Layout of paper. In Section 2 we show that the SDE (1.1) is well-posed and prove the expo-
nential bounds on the probability QN pxN q is large. In Section 3 we show that SN pxN , φq converges
to Spµ, φq when QN pxN q is uniformly bounded. We also show that Iγ is a good rate function. The
exponential tightness of µN , the upper bound of Theorem 1.3, and the first inequality of Theo-
rem 1.6 are given in Section 4. We prove a quantitative mean-field limit for regular perturbations
of (1.1) in Section 5. The lower bound of Theorem 1.3 and the second inequality of Theorem 1.6 are
in Section 6. Finally, the proof of Proposition 1.8 and related estimates are given in Appendix A.

1.5 Notation

We use the following notation and conventions throughout the rest of the paper.

• Unless ambiguous, we drop the domain T
d in spaces and norms.

• We let MpTdq denote the space of signed Borel measures on T
d with bounded total variation.

• For the sake of brevity C T :“ Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq throughout.

• As is convention, we allow C to be a large constant that changes line by line. Both β and
C are always allowed to depend on d and s. For a set of parameters Θ we let CΘ be a large
constant depending on Θ.
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2. Existence and energy bounds

In this section, we give exponential bounds on the probability that QN pxN q is large. These are a
priori bounds derived from the gradient flow structure of (1.1). Formally, the argument proceeds
by applying Itô’s formula to HN pxtN q when xtN solves (1.1) to find that

HN pxtN q ` 2σ

ż t

0

DN pxτN qdτ ´HN px0N q

“ 2
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ˆ
1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxi ´ xjq
˙

¨ dwτi ´ 2

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxi ´ xjq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dτ.

The right-hand side is equal to M t ´ N
4σ

xMyt for some martingale M t, thus we can give exponen-
tial bounds on the probability the left-hand side is ever large on r0, T s using Doob’s martingale
inequality.

This formal argument is complicated by the fact that g is singular, and we instead consider
systems interacting via smooth truncations of g. Our discussion is guided by the proofs in [AGZ09,
Lemma 4.33] and [RS23] that the SDE (1.1) is well-posed. We take advantage of the fact that
systems of particles interacting via a smooth truncation of g that is equal to gpxq when |x| ě δ

agree with the solution of (1.1) as long as all the particles remain more than a distance δ from each
other. Since the energy of these truncated systems also gets large when any two particles get close,
their natural a priori bounds show that as δ Ñ 0 the probability any two particles are closer than
δ also goes to zero and thus the untruncated system is the limit of the truncated systems.

The following exponential version of Doob’s martingale inequality is crucial for the desired
exponential bounds and is also important for proving the mean-field limit later in the paper. The
proof is standard, see [CG22, Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 2.1. Let M t be a positive continuous martingale. Then for any L P R

P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

logM t ě L

˙
ď ErM0se´L.

We also need the following proposition to show that Assumption 1.1 implies that HN px0N q Ñ
Epγq as N Ñ 8.

Lemma 2.2. There exists C, β ą 0 so that for any xN P pTdqN pairwise distinct and µ, ν P
PpTdq X L8pTdq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2z∆
gpx ´ yqdpµN ´ µqpxqdpµ ´ νqpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C
´
FN pxN , µq ` C}µ}L8pTdqN

´β
¯

}µ´ ν}
9H
s´d
2 pTdq

` C}µ´ ν}L8pTdqN
´β.
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This is a renormalized version of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. We defer the proof to Sub-
section A.1 of the Appendix.

As they are important for the LDP lower bound, we show the unique existence of solutions to
the perturbed systems (1.12) when the vector field b is sufficiently regular.

Proposition 2.3. If b P L2pr0, T s, C1pTdqq and x0N are pairwise distinct, then the stochastic differ-
ential equation (1.12) admits a unique strong (and weak) solution so that QN pxN q is almost surely
finite. More so, if Assumption 1.1 holds and xN is the unique solution to (1.1), then

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

´
QN pxN q ě L

¯
ď ´ 1

2σ

`
L´ Epγq

˘
. (2.1)

Proof. Let χ be a smooth function so that 0 ď χ ď 1 and

χpxq “
#
0 |x| ě 1,

1 |x| ď 1
2
.

Then gδpxq :“ p1´χpx
δ

qqgpxq is a smooth truncation of g satisfying gδpxq “ gpxq for |x| ě δ. There
is thus a unique strong solution to the stochastic differential equation

$
&
%
dxti,δ “ ´ 1

N

ř
1ďjďN ;j‰i

∇gδpxti,δ ´ xtj,δqdt` btpxti,δqdt`
?
2σ dwti ,

xti,δ|t“0 “ x0i .
(2.2)

Let τN,δ be the stopping time defined by

τN,δ :“ inf
 
t ě 0 | min

i‰j
|xti,δ ´ xtj,δ| ď 2δ

(
.

Then when 0 ă t ď τN,δ it holds that for all k ě 0 and 1 ď i ‰ j ď N

∇
kgδpxti,δ ´ xtj,δq “ ∇

kgpxti,δ ´ xtj,δq.

As a consequence, when δ1 ă δ, τN,δ ď τN,δ1 and xtN,δ “ xtN,δ1 if t ď τN,δ. Setting

HN,δpxN q :“ 1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

gδpxi ´ xjq,

it is also clear that HN,δpxN,δq “ HN pxN,δq when t ă τN,δ.

We proceed by applying Itô’s formula to HN,δpxN,δq to find

HN,δpxtN,δq “ HN,δpx0N q ´ 2

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

dτ

` 2

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˆ
1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
˙

¨ btpxτi,δqdτ

` 2σ

ż t

0

1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

∆gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δqdτ

` 2
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

˜
1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
¸

¨ dwτi . (2.3)

12



The last term on the right-hand side of (2.3) is a martingale with respect to the filtration generated
by the noise, which we denote by M t. It has bounded quadratic variation

xMyt “ 8σ

N

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

1ďj‰N :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

dτ.

Young’s inequality implies that for any α ą 0

2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˆ
1

N

ÿ

1ďj‰N :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
˙

¨ bpxτi,δqdτ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď 2α

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

ÿ

1ďj‰N :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dτ ` 1

2α

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

|bτ pxτi,δq|2 dτ

ď 2α

ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

ÿ

1ďj‰N :j‰i

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dτ ` 1

2α
}b}2

L2
tC

1
x
, (2.4)

where L2
tC

1
x :“ L2pr0, T s, C1pTdqq. Setting

QtN pxN q :“ HN pxtN q ´ 2σ

ż t

0

DN pxτN qdτ,

rearranging (2.3) and using (2.4) we have found that for 0 ă t ď τN,δ

QtN pxN,δq ´HN px0N q ´ 1

2α
}b}2

L2

tC
1
x

ď M t ´ N
4σ

p1 ´ αqxMyt. (2.5)

For all λ P R, exppλM t ´ λ2

2
xMytq is a continuous martingale with

E

”
exp

´
λM0 ´ λ2

2
xMy0

¯ı
“ 1.

Thus when α ă 1 by setting λ “ N
2σ

p1 ´ αq and applying Lemma (2.1) to (2.5) we find that

P

ˆ
sup

tPr0,T^τN,δs
QtN pxN,δq ě L

˙
ď exp

´
´ N

2σ
p1 ´ αq

`
L´HN px0q ´ 1

2α
}b}2

L2

tC
1
x

˘¯
(2.6)

for all L ą 0.
As g and p´∆qg are both bounded below there exists a constant C ą 0 so that if τN,δ ď T ,

then

Q
τN,δ

N pxN,δq ě HN pxτN,δ

N,δ q ´CσT ě
min|x|ď2δ gpxq

N2
´ Cp1 ` σT q.

The second inequality above follows since if τN,δ ď T then there must exist a pair of indices k ‰ ℓ

so that |xτN,δ

k,δ ´ x
τN,δ

ℓ,δ | ď 2δ. Setting

fpδq :“
min|x|ď2δ gpxq

N2
´ Cp1 ` σT q,

then fpδq Ñ 8 as δ Ñ 0. Using (2.6) with L “ fpδq we thus find that

P
`
τN,δ ď T

˘
ď P

´
Q
τN,δ

N pxN,δq ě fpδq
¯

ď exp
´

´ N

2σ
p1 ´ αq

`
fpδq ´HN px0q ´ 1

2α
}b}2

L2
tC

1
x

˘¯
.
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As the right-hand side above converges to 0 as δ Ñ 0, we can find a sequence δk Ñ 0 so that
ÿ

kě1

P

´
τN,δk ď T

¯
ă 8.

The Borell-Cantelli lemma with the monotonicity of τN,δ in δ imply that limδÑ0 τN,δ ą T almost
surely. Since xtN,δ and xtN,δ1 agree on 0 ă t ď τN,δ when δ1 ă δ, this allows us to define a unique

strong (and weak) solution to (1.1) by xtN :“ limδÑ0 x
t
N,δ. Noting that

QN “ sup
tPr0,T s

QtN ,

(2.6) also implies that QN pxN q ă 8 almost surely after taking δ Ñ 0.
To show (2.1), since b “ 0, we can take α Ñ 0 and δ Ñ 0 in (2.6) to find that

P
`
QN pxN q ě L

˘
ď e´ N

2σ

`
L´HN px

0
q
˘
.

It thus suffices to prove that (1.1) implies that limNÑ8 HN px0N q “ Epγq.
First, we note that

HN px0N q “ F px0N , γq ` 2

ż
gpx ´ yqdpµ0N ´ γqpxqdγpyq ` Epγq. (2.7)

Applying Lemma 2.2, we have the inequality
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
gpx ´ yqdpµ0N ´ γqpxqdγpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
FN px0N , γq ` C}γ}L8pTdqN

´β
¯

}γ}
9H
s´d
2

` C}γ}L8N´β,

thus the first two terms on the right-hand side of (2.7) converge to 0.

3. Regularity of S, SN , and Iγ

In this section we show the convergence of SN pxN , φq to Spµ, φq for all φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T
dq when

µN Ñ µ in C T and QN pxN q ď L for some L ě 0. We will use the commutator estimate, Proposi-
tion 1.8, to control the difference between the last term of SN pxN , φq and Spµ, φq.

As a warm-up, we first show that Spµ, φq is continuous on the sublevel sets of Q. Instead of
Proposition 1.8 here we instead use the non-renormalized commutator estimate.

Proposition 3.1. There exists C ą 0 so that for every ρ, ν P MpTdq with Ep|ρ|q, Ep|ν|q ă 8 and
Lipschitz vector field ψ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdρpxqdνpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď CAψ

´
}ρ}

9H
s´d
2 pTdq

}ν}
9H
s´d
2 pTdq

`
ˇ̌
ρpTdq

ˇ̌
}ν}

9H
s´d
2 pTdq

`
ˇ̌
νpTdq

ˇ̌
}ρ}

9H
s´d
2 pTdq

¯
,

where Aψ :“ }∇ψ}L8pTdq `
››|∇| d´s

2 ψ
››
L

2d
d´2´s pTdq

.

This is the estimate [NRS22, Proposition 3.1] adapted to the torus and is needed as a preliminary
step to prove Proposition 1.8. We give the proof in Subsection A.2 of the Appendix.

The convergence of SN pxN , φq to Spµ, φq is then essentially a renormalized version of the con-
tinuity of Spµ, φq: SN pxN , φq and QN pxN q are respectively equal to SpµN , φq and QpµN q except
the self-interactions of the Diracs are removed. The continuity of S also allows us to show that the
sublevel sets of Iγ are compact with respect to the Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq topology.
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3.1 Continuity of S

First, we show that Q is lower semi-continuous.

Lemma 3.2. Q is a lower semi-continuous function on C T .

Proof. Since g and p´∆gq are lower semi-continuous and bounded from below, the Portmanteau
theorem implies that if µk Ñ µ in PpTdq then

lim inf
kÑ8

Epµkq ě Epµq and lim inf
kÑ8

Dpµkq ě Dpµq.

When combined with Fatou’s lemma, these inequalities imply that if µk Ñ µ in C T , then for all
t P r0, T s

lim inf
kÑ8

ˆ
Epµtkq ` 2σ

ż t

0

Dpµτkqdτ
˙

ě Epµtq ` 2σ

ż t

0

Dpµτ qdτ.

Taking supremums over time, this implies the lemma.

Proposition 3.3. For all φ P C8pr0, T s ˆT
dq, Spµ, φq is a continuous function on sublevel sets of

Q.

Proof. We fix φ throughout. The function

µ ÞÑ xµT , φT y ´ xµ0, φ0y ´
ż T

0

xµt, Btφt ` σ∆φtydt´ σ

ż T

0

xµt, |∇φt|2ydt

is immediately continuous with respect to the topology on C T . It thus suffices to show that if µk
is a sequence of measure trajectories converging to µ and there exists L ą 0 so that

sup
kě1

Qpµkq ď L, (3.1)

then

lim
kÑ8

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtkqb2px, yqdt “

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtqb2px, yqdt. (3.2)

We emphasize that Lemma 3.2 with (3.1) imply that Qpµq ď L, thus the right-hand side of (3.2)
is well-defined.

Applying Proposition 3.1 with ρ “ µk ´ µ and ν “ µk ` µ, for all t P r0, T s
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtkqb2 ´ pµtqb2

˘
px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď CA∇φt}µtk ´ µt}

9H
s´d
2

´
1 ` }µtk}2

9H
s´d
2

` }µt}2
9H
s´d
2

¯ 1

2

ď CA∇φt}µtk ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

´
1 `Qpµkq `Qpµq

¯ 1

2

ď CA∇φt}µtk ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

p1 ` 2Lq1{2.

Integrating this bound we thus have that there exists Cφ,L ą 0 so that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtkqb2 ´ pµtqb2

˘
px, yqdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cφ,L

ż T

0

}µtk ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

dt.

To conclude it thus suffices to show that

lim
kÑ8

ż T

0

}µtk ´ µt}2
9H
s´d
2

dt “ 0, (3.3)
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which holds by interpolating between the convergence of µk to µ in C T and the bounds on the
enstrophy terms in Qpµkq.

First, we show that we can control the 9H
s´d
2 norm between any two probability measures by

interpolating between the Wasserstein-1 metric and the 9H1` s´d
2 norm. Letting gδ be the truncated

Riesz potential defined in Proposition 3.3, for any probability measures ρ and ν

}ρ ´ ν}2
9H
s´d
2

“ c
´1
d,s

ż
gδpx´ yqdpρ ´ νqb2px, yq ` c

´1
d,s

ż
pg ´ gδqpx ´ yqdpρ´ νqb2px, yq. (3.4)

Since gδ is smooth, there exists Cδ ą 0 so that

ż
gδpx ´ yqdpρ´ νqb2px, yq ď Cδdpρ, νq2. (3.5)

Since
|x|´s1są0 ´ log |x|1s“0 ď δ|x|´s´2 when |x| ď δ,

(1.7) implies that for all sufficiently small δ ą 0

|g ´ gδ|pxq ď gpxq1|x|ďδ ď δC
`
p´∆qgpxq ` C

˘
.

Accordingly, we have the inequalities

ż
pg ´ gδqdpρ´ νqb2 ď Cδ

´ ż
p´∆qg dpρ` νqb2 ` C

¯
ď Cδ

´
}ρ}2

9H1` s´d
2

` }ν}2
9H1` s´d

2

` 1
¯
, (3.6)

where in the last inequality we used the Cauchy–Schwarz and Young’s inequalities. Combin-
ing (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), we have that for all δ ą 0 sufficiently small there exists Cδ ą 0 so
that

}ρ´ ν}2
9H
s´d
2

ď Cδdpρ, νq2 ` Cδ
´

}ρ}2
9H1` s´d

2

` }ν}2
9H1` s´d

2

` 1
¯
. (3.7)

We may now apply (3.7) to find that

ż T

0

}µtk ´ µt}2
9H
s´d
2

dt ď Cδ

ż T

0

dpµtk, µtq2 dt` Cδ

ż T

0

}µtk}2
9H
1` s´d

2

` }µt}2
9H
1` s´d

2

dt` CδT

ď Cδ

ż T

0

dpµtk, µtq2 dt` CδpT ` σ´1Lq.

Taking k Ñ 8 and then δ Ñ 0 we conclude.

3.2 Convergence of SN

Our goal now is to prove renormalized versions of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3, where Qpµq,
Spµ, φq, and }µtk ´ µt}

9H
s´d
2

are respectively replaced by QN pxtN q, SpxN , φq, and FN pxtN , µtq.
We begin with adapting the proof of Lemma 3.2 to show that QN satisfy a Γ-limit lower bound

with respect to Q.

Lemma 3.4. Let xN P Cpr0, T s, pTdqN q so that µN Ñ µ in C T as N Ñ 8. Then

lim inf
NÑ8

QN pxN q ě Qpµq.
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Proof. For all M ą 0

HN pxtN q “
ż

pTdq2z∆
gpx ´ yqdpµtN qb2px, yq ě

ż

pTdq2
gpx ´ yq ^M dpµtN qb2px, yq ´ M

N
.

Since g ^M is a bounded continuous function and pµtN qb2 weakly converge to pµtqb2 we have

lim inf
NÑ8

HN pxtN q ě
ż

pTdq2
gpx ´ yq ^M dpµtqb2px, yq.

Taking M Ñ 8, the monotone convergence theorem implies that

lim inf
NÑ8

HN pxtN q ě
ż

pTdq2
gpx ´ yqdpµtqb2px, yq.

An identical argument implies that

lim inf
NÑ8

DN pxtN q ě
ż

pTdq2
p´∆qgpx ´ yqdpµtqb2px, yq.

When combined with Fatou’s lemma we thus find that for all t P r0, T s

lim inf
NÑ8

ˆ
HNpxtN q ` 2σ

ż t

0

DN pxτN qdτ
˙

ě Epµtq ` 2σ

ż t

0

Dpµτ qdτ.

This concludes the lemma after taking supremums over time.

We now prove the main proposition of this section. Besides replacing the commutator estimate,
Proposition 3.1, with the renormalized commutator estimate, Proposition 1.8, some additional
technical issues arise in adapting the proof of Proposition 3.3. First, since the modulated energy
FN pxN , µq is only well-defined when µ is sufficiently regular (we always take µ P L8q, when a
measure trajectory is not in L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq we must appropriately mollify it in space and
take advantage of the fact that }µ}L8 is paired with a negative power of N in (1.17). Second,

in Proposition 3.3 when interpolating between the Wasserstein-1 metric and the 9H1` s´d
2 norm we

used that ż

pTdq2
p´∆qgpx ´ yqdρpxqdνpyq ď C}ρ}

9H
s´d
2

}ν}
9H
s´d
2

.

In the equivalent place, we instead use Lemma 2.2. As we only prove Lemma 2.2 for sub-Coulomb
Riesz potentials but p´∆qg corresponds to a Coulomb or super-Coulomb Riesz potential when
s ě d ´ 4, instead of bounding |g ´ gδ| by p´∆qg we bound it by p´∆qα

2 g for some α ą 0
sufficiently small that s ` α ă d´ 2.

Proposition 3.5. Let xN P Cpr0, T s, pTdqN q so that µN Ñ µ in C T as N Ñ 8 and there exists
L ą 0 so that

sup
Ně1

QN pxN q ď L.

Then Qpµq ď L and limNÑ8 SN pxN , φq “ Spµ, φq for all φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T
dq.

Proof. Lemma 3.4 immediately implies that Qpµq ď L (and hence Spµ, φq is well-defined).
As in Proposition 3.3, it suffices to show that for any φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T

dq

lim
kÑ8

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtN qb2px, yqdt “

ż T

0

ż

pTdq2
k∇φtpx, yqdpµtqb2px, yqdt.
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For some mollifier η, throughout we let ηN pxq :“ N
β
2 ηpN´ β

2dxq where β ą 0 is as in Proposition 1.8.
We then let µtηN :“ µt ˚ ηN . Using the triangle inequality we find that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2z∆
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtN qb2 ´ pµtqb2

˘
px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

pTdq2z∆
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtN qb2 ´ pµtηN qb2

˘
px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (3.8)

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtηN qb2 ´ pµtqb2

˘
px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌. (3.9)

Applying inequality (1.17) in Proposition 1.8, (3.8) is bounded by

CA∇φt

´
FN pxtN , µtηN q ` C}µtηN }L8N´β

¯ 1

2

´
HN pxtN q ` }µtηN }2

9H
s´d
2

` 1 ` C}µtηN }L8N´β
¯ 1

2

.

Since }µηN }
9H
s´d
2

ď C}µ}
9H
s´d
2

, }µηN }L8 ď }ηN}L8 ď N
β
2 , and QN pxN q, Qpµq ď L, we thus have

that (3.8) is bounded by

CA∇φt

´
FN pxtN , µtηN q ` CN´β

2

¯ 1

2

´
L` 1

¯ 1

2

. (3.10)

Proceeding in a similar manner, Proposition 3.1 implies that (3.9) is bounded by

CA∇φt}µt ˚ ηN ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

´
L` 1

¯ 1

2

. (3.11)

Integrating over time, the bounds (3.10) and (3.11) imply that there exists Cφ,L ą 0 so that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż T

0

ż

pTdqz∆
k∇φtpx, yqd

`
pµtN qb2 ´ pµtqb2

˘
px, yqdt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď Cφ,L

ż T

0

´
FN pxtN , µtηN q ` CN´β

2

¯ 1

2

dt` Cφ,L

ż T

0

}µt ˚ ηN ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

dt.

Since }µtηN ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

Ñ 0 as N Ñ 8 and }µt ˚ ηN ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

ď C}µt}
9H
s´d
2

for all t P r0, T s, the
dominated convergence theorem implies that

lim
NÑ8

ż T

0

}µt ˚ ηN ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

dt “ 0.

To complete the proof of the proposition it thus suffices to show that

lim
NÑ8

ż T

0

FN pxtN , µtηN qdt “ 0.

We show this by interpolating between the Wasserstein-1 metric and the uniform bounds on the
discrete enstrophies

şT
0
DN pxtN qdt.

We first prove an analogous inequality to (3.7). Given y
N

:“ py1, . . . , yN q P pTdqN with associ-

ated empirical measure νN and ν P PpTdq XL8pTdq we will control FN py
N
, νq. Again letting gδ be

the truncated potential defined in Proposition 3.3, we have

FN py
N
, νq “

ż

pTdq2
gδpx´ yqdpνN ´ νqb2px, yq `

ż

pTdq2z∆
pg ´ gδqpx´ yqdpνN ´ νqb2px, yq, (3.12)
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where we have used that gδp0q “ 0. It still holds that there exists Cδ ą 0 so that

ż

pTdq2
gδpx´ yqdpνN ´ νqb2px, yq ď CδdpνN , νq2. (3.13)

We now let 0 ă α ă pd ´ 2 ´ sq ^ 2. (1.7) now implies that there exists C ą 0 so that for all
sufficiently small δ ą 0

|g ´ gδ| ď δ
α
2 C

`
p´∆qα

2 g ` C
˘
.

We thus find that
ż

pTdq2z∆
pg ´ gδqpx ´ yqdpνN ´ νqb2px, yq

ď Cδ
α
2

ˆ
1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

p´∆qα
2 gpyi ´ yjq ` 2

ż
p´∆qα

2 gpx ´ yqdνN pxqdνpyq ` }ν}2
9H
1` s´d

2

` C

˙
.

Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality imply that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

p´∆qα
2 gpx´ yqdνN pxqdνpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

ˆ
1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

p´∆qα
2 gpyi ´ yjq ` }ν}2

9H
α`s´d

2

`C}ν}L8N´β

˙
.

Since p´∆qα
2 gpxq ď Cpp´∆qgpxq ` Cq and }ν}

9H
α`s´d

2

ď C}ν}
9H1` s´d

2

we thus have that

ż

pTdq2z∆
pg ´ gδqdpνN ´ νqb2px, yq ď Cδ

α
2

´
DN py

N
q ` }ν}2

9H
1` s´d

2

` C}ν}L8N´β ` 1
¯
. (3.14)

Combining (3.12), (3.13), and (3.14), we have found that

FN py
N
, νq ď CδdpνN , νq2 ` Cδ

α
2

´
DN py

N
q ` }ν}2

9H1` s´d
2

` C}ν}L8N´β ` 1
¯
. (3.15)

Applying (3.15) and the bounds on }µtηN }
H

1` s´d
2

and }µt
ηN

}L8 in total we have

ż T

0

FN pxtN , µtηN qdt ď Cδ

ż T

0

dpµtN , µtηN q2 dt` Cδ
α
2

ż T

0

DN pxtN q ` }µt}2
9H1` s´d

2

dt` Cδ
α
2 T

ď Cδ

ż T

0

dpµtN , µtηN q2 dt` Cδ
α
2 pσ´1L` T q.

Since µN Ñ µ and µηN Ñ µ in C T as N Ñ 8,

lim
NÑ8

sup
tPr0,T s

dpµtN , µtηN q “ 0,

and we conclude the proposition by taking N Ñ 8 and then δ Ñ 0.

3.3 Regularity of the rate function

In this subsection we prove that the sublevel sets of Iγ are compact, thus Iγ is a good rate function.
First, we need the representation mentioned in Remark 1.5. As this follows [DG87, Lemma 4.8]
exactly we do not give the full proof.
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Lemma 3.6. If Iγpµq ă 8 then there exists b P L2pr0, T s, L2pµtqq so that µ is a weak solution
to (1.11) where µt∇g ˚ µt is defined by (1.8) and

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq “ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|btpxq|2 dµtpxqdt.

Proof sketch. The main point is that since

Spµ, φq “ xBtµ´ σ∆µ´ ∇ ¨ pµ∇g ˚ µq, φy ´
ż T

0

xµt, |∇φt|2ydt,

where the first term is linear in φ and the second term in quadratic in φ it holds that

sup
φ

Spµ, φq “ sup
φ

|xBtµ´ σ∆µ´ ∇ ¨ pµ∇g ˚ µq, φy|2

4σ
şT
0

xµt, |∇φt|2ydt
.

The proposition then follows by using the Riesz representation theorem with respect to the Hilbert
space defined by the closure of t∇φ : φ P C8pr0, T s ˆ T

dqu under the L2pr0, T s, L2pµtqq norm.

It is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3 that Iγ is lower semi-
continuous. We thus only need to show that sublevel sets are precompact. We use the following
representation of precompact sets of C T given in [Gä88, Lemma 1.3].

Lemma 3.7. Let R be an arbitrary countable dense subset of C0pTdq. Then a subset of C T is
relatively compact if and only if it is contained in a set of the form

č

ψPR

!
µ P C

T
ˇ̌

xµ,ψy P Kψ

)
,

where Kψ is a compact subset of Cpr0, T s,Rq for each ψ P R.
Proof of Item 1 in Theorem 1.3. Using Lemma 3.7, it suffices to show that for all L ą 0, ψ P
C8pTdq, and ε ą 0, there exists δ ą 0 so that

 
µ P C

T | Iγpµq ď L
(

Ă
"
µ P C

T
ˇ̌
ˇ sup

0ďsďtďT :|s´t|ďδ
|xµt ´ µs, ψy| ď ε

*
.

Applying Lemma 3.6 and the triangle inequality we see that

|xµt ´ µs, ψy| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

xσ∆µτ ´ ∇ ¨ pµτ∇g ˚ µτ q ` ∇ ¨ pbτµτ q, ψydτ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

xµτ , σ∆ψydτ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

x∇ ¨ pµτ∇g ˚ µτ q, ψydτ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

ż
∇ψ ¨ bτ dµτ dτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌.

The first term is bounded by }∆ψ}L8pt ´ sq. Using Proposition 3.1 and that

sup
tPr0,T s

}µt}2
9H
s´d
2

ď Qpµq ď p2σL ` Epγqq,

we can bound the second term as followsˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

x∇ ¨ pµτ∇g˚µτ q, ψydτ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

ż t

s

A∇ψ}µτ }
9H
s´d
2

p}µτ }
9H
s´d
2

`1qdτ ď CA∇ψpt´sqp2σL`Epγq `1q.

Finally, using Cauchy–Schwarz we have that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

s

ż
∇ψ¨bτ dµτ dτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď

ˆż t

s

ż
|∇ψ|2 dµτ dτ

˙1{2ˆż t

s

ż
|bτ |2 dµτ dτ

˙1{2

ď pt´sq1{2}∇ψ}L8p4σLq1{2.

Thus if pt´ sq is taken to be sufficiently small it can be guaranteed that |xµt ´ µs, ψy| ď ε.
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4. Upper bounds

In this section, we prove the LDP upper bounds: Item 2 in Theorem 1.3 and the first inequality in
Theorem 1.6. The proof of Item 2 is broken into two parts. We first show that µN are exponentially
tight in C T , and then we show that for all µ P C T

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´Iγpµq.

The latter implies that µN satisfy a weak LDP upper bound, that is Item 2 holds when the set F
is compact. With exponential tightness, this weak upper bound implies a full upper bound. The
first inequality in Theorem 1.6 follows almost immediately from the local upper bound estimates
as the modulated energy controls weak convergence.

4.1 Exponential tightness

The proof that µN are exponentially tight follows the proof of exponential tightness for systems with
regular interactions given in [DG87, Lemma 5.6] closely. We however have to use Proposition 2.3
to appropriately control some terms involving g.

Proposition 4.1. If Assumption (1.1) holds, then the empirical trajectories pµN qNě1 associated
to (1.1) are exponentially tight in C T . That is, for all L ą 0 there exists a compact set KL Ă C T

so that

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log PpµN P K

c
L q ď ´L.

Proof. If we can show that for all R ą 0, ψ P C8pTdq, and α ą 0 there exists a compact set
Kα,ψ Ă Cpr0, T s,Rq so that

P
`
xµN , ψy P Kc

α,ψ, QN pxN q ď R
˘

ď e´Nα, (4.1)

then we can conclude the proposition. Indeed, (2.1) implies that there exists RL ą 0 so that

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

`
QN pxN q ą RL

˘
ď ´L.

Letting tψℓuℓě1 Ă C8pTdq be a dense subset of C0pTdq and KL`ℓ,ψℓ
the compact set so that (4.1)

holds, then

KL :“
č

ℓě1

!
ν P C

T | xν, ψℓy P KL`ℓ,ψℓ

)

is relatively compact by Lemma 3.7 and

PpµN P Kc
Lq ď

ÿ

ℓě1

P
`
xµN , ψℓy P Kc

L`ℓ,ψℓ
, QN pxN

˘
ď RL

˘
` P

`
QN pxN q ą RL

˘

ď
ÿ

ℓě1

e´NpL`ℓq ` P
`
QN pxN q ą RL

˘

ď Ce´NL ` P
`
QN pxN q ą RL

˘
.

We thus find that the proposition holds by our choice of RL.
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Proceeding accordingly, we fix R,ψ and α. Applying Itô’s formula to xµtN , ψty we have that

xµtN , ψy ´ xµsN , ψy “ ´
ż t

s

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

∇ψpxτi q ¨
ˆ

1

N

Nÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxτi ´ xτj q
˙
dτ ` σ

ż t

s

xµτN ,∆ψydτ

`
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

s

∇ψpxτi q ¨ dwτi .

Fixing s, the last term above is a martingale with respect to the filtration generated by the noise,
which we denote by M t

s. It has bounded quadratic variation

xMsyt “ 2σ

N

ż t

s

xµτN , |∇ψ|2ydτ.

Since there exists some constant C ą 0 so that |x||∇gpxq| ď Cpgpxq ` Cq

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

∇ψpxiq ¨
ˆ

1

N

Nÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxi ´ xjq
˙

“ 1

2N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

`
∇ψpxiq ´ ∇ψpxjq

˘
¨ ∇gpxi ´ xjq

ď C}∇ψ}L8

´
HN pxN q ` C

¯
,

for all xN P pTdqN . Thus when QN pxN q ď R, there exists some κpd, s, σ,R, }∇ψ}L8 , }∆ψ}L8q ą 0
so that for all α ą 0

xµtN , ψy ´ xµsN , ψy ď κp1 ` αqpt ´ sq `M t
s ´ Nα

2
xMsyt.

The rest of the proof proceeds identically to [DG87, Lemma 5.6] starting at page 300.

4.2 Local upper bound

Before proving the local upper bounds we precisely state how the modulated energy controls weak
convergence. This shows that Assumption 1.1 guarantees that the initial empirical measures µ0N
weakly converge to γ.

Lemma 4.2. There exists C, β ą 0 so that for any ψ P C8pTdq, xN P pTdqN pairwise distinct, and
µ P PpTdq X L8pTdq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

ψpxqd
´ 1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxi ´µ
¯

pxq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
}∇ψ}L8pTdq ` }ψ}

9H
d´s

2 pTdq

¯´
FN pxN , µq `C}µ}L8pTdqN

´β
¯1{2

.

We give the proof in Subsection A.1 in the Appendix.

Proposition 4.3. Given Assumption 1.1, for all µ P C T

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´Iγpµq.

Proof. Assumption 1.1 and Lemma 4.2 imply that µ0N Ñ γ in PpTdq. Thus if µ0 ‰ γ, then

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
“ ´8
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for any sufficiently small ε ą 0.
On the other hand, Lemma 3.4 implies that for all δ ą 0 there exists ε ą 0 so that for all

sufficiently large N
!
xN

ˇ̌
µN P Bεpµq

)
Ă
!
xN

ˇ̌
QN pxN q ą Qpµq ^ 1

δ
´ δ

)
.

The inequality (2.1) thus implies that

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´ 1

2σ

`
Qpµq ^ 1

δ
´ δ ´ Epγq

˘
.

Taking δ Ñ 0 we then find that

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´ 1

2σ

`
Qpµq ´ Epγq

˘
.

To complete the proposition it suffices to show that if Qpµq ă 8, then

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´ sup

φPC8
Spµ, φq.

Fixing φ P C8, Itô’s formula gives us the equality

xµtN , φty “ xµ0N , φ0y ´
ż t

0

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

∇φτ pxτi q ¨
ˆ

1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxτi ´ xτj q
˙
dτ

` σ

ż t

0

xµτN , Btφτ ` σ∆φτ ydτ `
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

∇φτ pxτi q ¨ dwτi .

The last term, which we call M t, is a martingale with respect to the filtration generated by the
noise with bounded quadratic variation equal to

xMyt “ 2σ

N

ż t

0

xµτN , |∇φτ |2ydτ.

Noting that

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

∇φτ pxτi q ¨
ˆ

1

N

ÿ

1ďjďN :j‰i

∇gpxτi ´ xτj q
˙

“ 1

2

ż

pTdq2z∆
p∇φτ pxq ´ ∇φτ pyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqdpµτN qb2

after rearranging we thus find

SN pxN , φq “ MT ´ N

2
xMyT .

For any L ą 0 we have the union bound

P
`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď PpµN P Bεpµq, QN pxN q ď Lq ` PpQN pxN q ą Lq.

Thus letting AN,ε,L :“
 
xN P Cpr0, T s, pTdqN q | µN P Bεpµq, QN pxN q ď L

(
, Chebyshev’s inequality

implies that

P
`
µN P Bεpµq, QN pxN q ď L

˘
“ E

”
exp

´
´NSN pxN , φq

¯
exp

´
NM t ´ N2

2
xMyt

¯
1AN,ε,L

ı

ď exp
´

´N inf
xNPAN,ε,L

SN pxN , φq
¯
E

”
exppNM t ´ N2

2
xMytq

ı

“ exp
´

´N inf
xNPAN,ε,L

SN pxN , φq
¯
,
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where the last line follows since exppNM t ´ N2

2
xMytq is a martingale with constant expectation

equal to 1. We have thus found that

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘

ď
´

´ lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

inf
xNPAN,ε,L

SN pxN , φq
¯

_
´
lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log PpQN pxN q ą Lq

¯
.

Proposition 3.5 immediately implies that

lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

inf
xNPAN,ε,L

SN pxN , φq ě Spµ, φq.

In total with (2.1) we have found that

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ď ´

´
Spµ, φq ^ 1

2σ

`
L´ Epγq

˘¯
.

Sending L Ñ 8 and optimizing over φ completes the proof.

4.3 First inequality in Theorem 1.6

Proof of first inequality in Theorem 1.6. We let 9H
s´d
2

0 pTdq denote the closure of zero-mean C8pTdq
functions with respect the the 9H

s´d
2 pTdq norm. Then using that the space of zero-mean L8 functions

compactly embeds into 9H
s´d
2

0 pTdq and the weak continuity of µ, we find that if tk Ñ t as k Ñ 8
then

lim
kÑ8

}µtk ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

“ 0.

We use this to argue that for all ε ą 0 there exists ε1 ą 0 so that for sufficiently large N

"
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε1

*
Ă
!
µN P Bεpµq

)
. (4.2)

We can then immediately conclude that

lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
logP

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
ď ´ sup

φPC8
Spµ, φq

by Proposition 4.3.
Suppose (4.2) is not true. Then there exists some ε ą 0, a sequence of particle numbers Nk,

a sequence of trajectories xNk
, and a sequence of times tk so that Nk Ñ 8 as k Ñ 8, tk Ñ t as

k Ñ 8, dpµtkNk
, µtkq ě ε for all k, and

lim
kÑ8

FN pxtkNk
, µtkq “ 0.

This implies that dpµtkNk
, µtq Ñ 0 as k Ñ 8. Indeed, for any ψ P C8 we have that

ż
ψ dpµtkNk

´ µtq “
ż
ψ dpµtk ´ µtq `

ż
ψ dpµtkNk

´ µtkq.
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The first term on the right-hand side above goes to zero as k Ñ 8. On the other hand, Lemma 4.2
implies that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
ψ d

´ 1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxi ´ µ
¯ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
}∇ψ}L8 ` }ψ}

9H
d´s

2

¯´
FN pxtkNk

, µtkq ` C}µ}L8N
´β
k

¯1{2
,

thus so does the second term. Accordingly, µtkNk
converges to µt weakly. This creates a contradiction

since
dpµtkNk

, µtq ě dpµtkNk
, µtkq ´ dpµtk , µtq

and
lim inf
kÑ8

dpµtkNk
, µtkq ´ dpµtk , µtq ě ε.

5. Mean-field limit

In this section, we show that the empirical trajectories associated to the solutions of (1.12) satisfy
a mean-field limit when b and the solution to the McKean–Vlasov equation (1.11) are sufficiently
regular. The argument is very similar to as in [RS23], and formally proceeds by applying Itô’s
formula to FN pxtN , µtq. The resulting equality relates the modulated energy to the difference between
a martingale and N times the martingale’s quadratic variation as well as an integral over time of a
commutator term. As Proposition 3.1 allows the modulated energy to bound the integrand of this
last term, by combining Gronwall’s inequality with Lemma 2.1 we achieve exponential bounds on
the probability the modulated energy is ever larger than some ε ą 0.

Here we use that the quadratic variation of the martingale arises naturally in the computation
of the Itô derivative of FN pxtN , µtq. This term was discarded in [RS23], and its consideration here
is crucial for giving probability bounds on the behaviour of the modulated energy over time as
opposed to global-in-time bounds on the expectation of the modulated energy.

As was the case in our a priori energy bounds, to make this argument rigorous we need to
justify the use of Itô’s formula. To do this we use the same truncated process xN,δ as defined in
Proposition 2.3, and analogously define the truncated modulated energy

FN,δpxN , µq :“
ż

pTdq2z∆
gδpx´ yqd

ˆ
1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxi ´ µ

˙b2

px, yq,

as well as the truncated kernel

kψ,δpx, yq :“ pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gδpx´ yq.

The following lemma is the consequence of applying Ito’s formula to FN,δpxtN,δ, µtq and rear-
ranging appropriately.

Lemma 5.1. Let b P L2pr0, T s, C1pTdqq, µ P C T XL8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq be a weak solution to (1.11),
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and xN,δ be the solution to (2.2). Then

FN,δpxtN,δ, µtq ´ FN,δpx0N,δ, µ0q

“ ´ 2

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Tdztxτ
i,δ

u
∇gδpxτi,δ ´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dτ

`
ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
kuτ

δ
`bτ ,δpx, yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ

` 2σ

ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
∆gδpx ´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ

` 2
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ż

Tdztxτ
i,δ

u
∇gδpxτi,δ ´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qpyq ¨ dwτi

` 2

ż t

0

ż

Td

gδ ˚ ∇ ¨
`
puτ ´ uτδ qµτ

˘
dpµτN,δ ´ µτ qdτ,

where µN,δ is the empirical trajectory associated to xN,δ, u
t :“ ´∇g ˚ µt and utδ :“ ∇gδ ˚ µt.

Proof. The proof follows that of [RS23, Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2]. The only difference is the
additional terms that appear due to the drift b. Splitting

FN,δpxtN,δ, µtq “ 1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

gδpxti,δ ´ xtj,δq ´ 2

N

Nÿ

i“1

gδ ˚ µtpxti,δq `
ż
gδpx ´ yqdµtpxqdµtpyq

“: Term1 ` Term2 ` Term3,

then the drift b contributes the following additional components to each term in the Itô/differential
expansion of FN,δpxtN,δ, µtq

Term1 :
1

N2

ÿ

1ďi‰jďN

ż t

0

∇gδpxτi,δ ´ xτj,δq ¨ pbpxτi,δq ´ bpxτj,δqqdτ,

Term2 : ´ 2

N

ż t

0

ż
∇gδpxτi,δ ´ yq ¨ bτ pyqdµτ pyqdτ ´ 2

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ż
∇gpxτi,δ ´ yq ¨ bpxτi,δqdµτ pyqdτ,

Term3 : 2

ż t

0

ż
∇gδ ˚ µτ ¨ bτ dµτ .

These are readily rearranged into
ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
pbτ pxq ´ bτ pyqq ¨ ∇gδpx´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ,

which completes the claim.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that µ P C T XL8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq is a weak solution to (1.11) with drift
b satisfying

Bb :“
ż T

0

}bt}2
C1pTdq `

››|∇| d´s

2 bt
››2
L

2d
d´2´s pTdq

dt ă 8

and xN is the solution to (1.12). Then there exists β ą 0 and CpT, σ,Bb, }µ}L8pr0,T s,L8pTdqqq ą 0
so that for all ε ą 0

P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ą ε

˙
ď exp

´
´N

`
C´1ε´ FN px0N , γq ´ CN´β

˘¯
.
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Remark 5.3. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.2 that if limNÑ8 FN px0N , γq “ 0
then

lim
NÑ8

sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq “ 0

almost surely. That is to say, a strong pathwise law of large numbers holds for µN with respect to
the modulated energy.

Proof. We let

F
t
N,δ : “ FN,δpxtN,δ, µtq ´ 2σ

ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
∆gδpx´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ

´
ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
kuτ

δ
`bτ ,δpx, yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ

´ 2

ż t

0

ż

Td

gδ ˚ ∇ ¨
`
puτ ´ uτδ qµτ

˘
dpµτN,δ ´ µτ qdτ.

Then

M t :“ 2
?
2σ

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ż

Tdztxτ
i,δ

u
∇gδpxτi,δ ´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qpyq ¨ dwτi ,

is a continuous martingale with respect to the filtration generated by the noise with bounded
quadratic variation equal to

xMyt “ 8σ

N2

Nÿ

i“1

ż t

0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Tdztxτ
i,δ

u
∇gδpxτi,δ ´ yqdpµτN,δ ´ µτ qpyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dτ,

and Lemma 5.1 reads

F
t
N,δ ´ FN,δpx0N,δ, γq “ M t ´ N

4σ
xMyt.

Using that

exp

ˆ
N

2σ
M t ´ 1

2

´N
2σ

¯2

xMyt
˙

is then a continuous martingale with constant expectation equal to 1, Lemma 2.1 implies that

P

´
sup
tPr0,T s

F
t
N,δ ě ε

¯
ď exp

´
´ N

2σ

`
ε´ FN,δpx0N , µ0q

˘¯
. (5.1)

We claim that
lim
δÑ0

FN,δpx0N , γq “ FN px0N , γq (5.2)

and
lim
δÑ0

sup
tPr0,T s

F
t
N,δ “ sup

tPr0,T s
F
t
N almost surely, (5.3)

where

F
t
N :“ FN pxtN , µtq ´ 2σ

ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
∆gpx ´ yqdpµτN ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ

´
ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
kuτ`bτ px, yqdpµτN ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ.
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Once combined with (5.1), these claims directly imply that

P

´
sup
tPr0,T s

F
t
N ě ε

¯
ď exp

´
´ N

2σ

`
ε´ FN px0N , µ0q

˘¯
. (5.4)

We first show how the proposition follows from (5.4).
We note that

}∇ut}L8 `
››|∇| d´s

2 ut
››
L

2d
d´s´2

ď C}µt}L8 ,

where we bound the first term using Young’s inequality since ∇2g P L1 and bound the second term
using Fourier multipliers. We thus have that

ż T

0

Aut`bt dt “
ż T

0

}∇put ` btq}L8 `
››|∇| d´s

2 put ` btq
››
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ď Bb ` T }µ}L8 , (5.5)

where for convenience we set }µ}L8 :“ }µ}L8pr0,T s,L8pTdqq. The lower bound (1.4) implies that

FN pxtN , µtq ě |FN pxtN , µtq| ´ C}µt}L8N´β. (5.6)

It also implies that when s ă d ´ 4

´2σ

ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
∆gpx ´ yqdpµτN ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ ě ´CTσ}µ}L8N´β, (5.7)

since p´∆gq is a scalar multiple of the periodic Riesz potential corresponding to parameter s`2 ă
d ´ 2. When d ´ 4 ď s ă d ´ 2 (5.7) also holds by [dCRS23b, Proposition 5.6]. Finally, (1.16) in
Proposition 1.8 gives the lower bound
ż t

0

ż

pTdq2z∆
kuτ`bτ px, yqdpµτN ´ µτ qb2px, yqdτ ě ´C

ż t

0

Auτ`bτ

´
|FN pxτN , µτ q| ` }µτ}L8N´β

¯
dτ.

With (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) this implies that in total

|FN pxtN , µtq| ´ C

ż t

0

Auτ`bτ |FN pxtN , µtq|dt ď F
t
N ` C}µ}L8

`
Bb ` 1 ` T pσ ` }µ}L8q

˘
N´β. (5.8)

Grönwall’s inequality implies that if

sup
tPr0,T s

|FN pxtN , µtq| ´ C

ż t

0

Auτ`bτ |FN pxτN , µτ q|dτ ď εe´CpBb`T }µ}L8 q ñ sup
tPr0,T s

|FN pxtN , µtq| ď ε.

The contrapositive of this with (5.8) imply that

sup
tPr0,T s

|FN pxtN , µtq| ą ε ñ sup
tPr0,T s

F
t
N ą εe´CpBb`T }µ}L8 q ´ }µ}L8

`
Bb ` 1 ` T pσ ` }µ}L8q

˘
N´β.

Combining this with (5.4) we see the proposition holds.
To conclude, we must thus show that (5.2) and (5.3) are true. Following the computations

in [RS23, Proposition 6.3]1 we see that for any xN P pTdqN , µ P PpTdq X L8pTdq, and bounded
vector field b the following inequalities hold

|FN,δpxN , µq ´ FN pxN , µq
ˇ̌
ˇ ď C}µ}L8δd´s, (5.9)

1Replacing the bound }∇g ˚ µ}L8pRdq ď C}µ}
s`1

d

L8pRdq
by }∇g ˚ µ}L8pTdq ď C}µ}L8pTdq, assumption (v) by

|x||∇gpxq| ď Cpgpxq ` Cq, and u by u ` b for (5.12).
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ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2z∆
∆pgδ ´ gqpx ´ yqdpµN ´ µqb2px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C}µ}L8δd´s´2, (5.10)

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
gδ ˚ ∇ ¨

`
pu´ uδqµ

˘
pxqdpµN ´ µqpxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C}µ}2L8δd´1´s, (5.11)

and
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pTdq2z∆

´
kuδ`b,δ ´ ku`b

¯
px, yqdpµτN ´ µτ qb2px, yq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (5.12)

ď C}µ}L8

´
pHN pxN q ` Cqδd´2´s ` p}µ}L8 ` }b}L8qδd´1´s

¯
,

where u :“ ´∇g ˚ µ and uδ :“ ´∇gδ ˚ µ. The inequality (5.9) directly implies (5.2). As in
Proposition 2.3, there exists a family of stopping times τN,δ so that τN,δ Ñ 8 as δ Ñ 0 almost
surely and xtN,δ “ xtN whenever t ă τδ. The bounds (5.9)-(5.12) thus imply that when T ă τN,δ

sup
tPr0,T s

|F t
N,δ ´ F

t
N | ď C}µ}L8

´
δd´s ` T p}µ}L8 ` }b}L8qδd´1´s ` pσ ` sup

tPr0,T s
HN pxtN q ` 1qTδd´2´s

¯
.

As suptPr0,T s HNpxN q ă 8 almost surely by Proposition 2.3, we see that (5.3) holds.

6. Lower bounds

We now use the mean-field limit from Section 5 to prove the LDP lower bound. First, we use a
tilting argument to show that if µ and b satisfy the regularity assumptions of Proposition 5.2 then
a large deviations lower bound holds for the probability that the modulated energy between the
the measure trajectory and the particle trajectories is small. We then construct a good family of
approximations to recover this lower bound for less regular measure trajectories which we use to
show Item 3 in Theorem 1.3. Finally, we show the second inequality in Theorem 1.6 by showing
that the approximating sequences converge in a stronger topology than C T .

6.1 Local lower bound for regular trajectories

Here we show that a local lower bound holds when µ is a sufficiently regular weak solution to (1.11).
The proof is very similar to [CG22, Proposition 2.10], although here we give estimates on the set
where the modulated energy between xN and µ is small as opposed to just the Cpr0, T s,PpTdqq
distance between µN and µ.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that xN solves (1.1) with initial conditions satisfying Assumption 1.1
and µ is a weak solution to (1.11) that satisfies the conditions of Proposition 5.2 with µ0 “ γ. Then

lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
log P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
ě ´ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|btpxq|2 dµtpxqdt.

Proof. We use the change of measure

dP

dPb
:“ exp

˜
1?
2σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

btpxtiq ¨ dwti ´ 1

4σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

|btpxtiq|2 dt
¸
.

Our conditions on b ensure that bpxtiq satisfy the Novikov condition, thus we can use the Girsanov
theorem to see that xtN is a solution to (1.12) under Pb [KS98, Section 3.5].
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Letting AN,ε :“ tsuptPr0,T s FN pxN , µq ă εu we have that

P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
“ Eb

„
1AN,ε

dP

dPb


“ PbpAN,εqEb

„
1AN,ε

PbpAN,εq
dP

dPb


.

Jensen’s inequality thus implies that

1

N
log P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

˙
ě 1

N
logPbpAN,εq ` 1

PbpAN,εq
Eb

„
1

N
log

dP

dPb
1AN,ε


. (6.1)

Proposition 5.2 implies that limNÑ8 PbpAN,εq “ 1, thus the first term on the right-hand side of
(6.1) converges to 0. To conclude it thus suffices to show that

lim
εÑ0

lim inf
NÑ8

Eb

„
1

N
log

dP

dPb
1AN,ε


ě ´ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|bt|2 dµt dt. (6.2)

Using the definition of dP
dPb

and AN,ε we have that

Eb

„
1

N
log

dP

dPb
1AN,ε


“ Eb

„
1

N
?
2σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

btpxtiq ¨ dwti ; sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε



´ Eb

„
1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|btpxq|2 dµNpxqdt ; sup

tPr0,T s
FN pxtN , µtq ă ε


.

Hölder’s inequality with the Itô isometry imply that

Eb

„
1

N
?
2σ

Nÿ

i“1

ż T

0

btpxtiq ¨ dwti ; sup
tPr0,T s

F pxtN , µtq ă ε


ď 1?

2Nσ

˜ż T

0

}bt}2L8 dt

¸1{2

,

the right-hand side of which goes to 0 as N Ñ 8. On the other hand
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇEb

«
1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|btpxq|2 dµtNpxqdt ; sup

tPr0,T s
F pxtN , µtq ă ε

ff
´ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|bt|2 dµt dt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď Eb

«
1

4σ

ż T

0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż
|btpxq|2 dpµtN ´ µtqpxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ dt ; sup

tPr0,T s
F pxtN , µtq ă ε

ff

` Pb

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

F pxtN , µtq ě ε

˙
1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|bt|2 dµt dt.

The second term on the right-hand side above goes to zero as N Ñ 8 again using Proposition 5.2.
Lemma 4.2 implies that

Eb

«
1

4σ

ż T

0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż
|btpxq|2dpµtN ´ µtqpxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ dt ; sup

tPr0,T s
F pxtN , µtq ă ε

ff

ď C

4σ

ż T

0

`
}∇|bt|2}L8 ` }|bt|2}

9H
d´s

2

˘`
ε ` C}µ}L8N´β

˘1{2
dt.

Clearly }∇|bt|2}L8 ď }bt}2
C1 while the fractional Leibniz rule [Gra14, Theorem 7.6.1]2 implies that

}|bt|2}
9H
d´s

2

ď }bt}C1pTdq}bt} 9H
d´s

2

.

As 2d
d´2´s

ą 2 we can further bound }bt}
9H
d´s

2

ď
››|∇| d´s

2 bt
››
L

2d
d´2´s

. Using our conditions on b and

taking N Ñ 8 and then ε Ñ 0 this proves (6.2), and thus the claimed lower bound.
2The estimates are stated for R

d, but they carry over to mean zero functions on T
d as well.
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6.2 Regular approximations

To show that the rate function is well-behaved relative to our approximating sequence we need to
make sense of ż T

0

ż
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt dt.

Although this is not necessarily a well-defined integral, when µ P A we can give meaning to it as
a product of Sobolev distributions. We use the following proposition to do this.

Proposition 6.2. There exists C ą 0 so that for any f, g, h P C8pTdq it holds that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż
∇g ˚ fpxq ¨ ∇g ˚ gpxqhpxqdx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ (6.3)

ď C

ˆ››|∇| 12` s´d
2 h

››
L

6d
3d´s´1 pTdq

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

hpxqdx
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
˙››|∇| 12` s´d

2 f
››
L

6d
3d´s´1 pTdq

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 g

››
L

6d
3d´s´1 pTdq

.

Consequently, the integral on the left-hand side of (6.3) extends to a trilinear form on tµ P MpTdq :››|∇| 12` s´d
2 µ

››
L

6d
3d´s´1 pTdq

ă 8u satisfying the bound (6.3).

Proof. We set F “ ∇g ˚ f and G “ ∇g ˚ g. We first bound

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
F ¨Gh

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
h

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
F ¨G

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
F ¨ G

ˆ
h ´

ż
h

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌

so that h´
ş
h is zero-mean. To bound the first term we use Hölder’s inequality and then Sobolev’s

inequality to find that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
F ¨G

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

››|∇|1`s´df
››
L2

››|∇|1`s´dg
››
L2 ď C

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 f

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 g

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

.

To bound the second term, Hölder’s inequality implies that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż
F ¨G

ˆ
h´

ż
h

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď

››|∇| d´s

2
´ 1

2 pF ¨ Gq
››
L

6d
3d`s`1

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 h

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

.

The fractional Leibniz rule in turn gives the bound

››|∇| d´s

2
´ 1

2 pFGq
››
L

6d
3d`s`1

ď C
´››|∇| 12 ` s´d

2 f
››
L

6d
3d´s´1

}G}
L

3d
s`1

` }F }
L

3d
s`1

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 g

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯
.

Sobolev’s inequality implies that

}F }
L

3d
s`1

ď C
››|∇| 12` s´d

2 f
››
L

6d
3d´s´1

,

thus using identical bounds on G we have in total found that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż
F ¨G

ˆ
h´

ż
h

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď C

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 h

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 f

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 g

››
L

6d
3d´s´1

,

which completes the claim.
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We now show that we can construct a good approximating sequence for all µ P A . Essentially
these are Gaussian mollifications of µ except we need to modify them near time zero so they have
initial conditions equal to γ.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose µ is a solution to (1.11) with Iγpµq ă 8 and µ P A . Then setting

νtε :“
#
γ ˚ Φt 0 ď t ď ε,

µt´ε ˚ Φε ε ă t ď T,

νε satisfies the conditions of Proposition 5.2 with drift bε for all ε ą 0. More so, νε Ñ µ in C T as
ε Ñ 0 and

lim sup
εÑ0

1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|btεpxq|2 dνtεpxqdt ď sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq. (6.4)

Proof. Throughout we let pfqε :“ f ˚Φε where Φt is the fundamental solution to the heat equation
#

BtΦt ´ σ∆Φt “ 0,

Φ0 “ δ0.

Since Iγpµq ă 8, Lemma 3.6 implies that there exists b P L2pr0, T s, L2pµtqq so that

1

4σ

ż T

0

ż

Td

|bt|2 dµt dt “ sup
φPC8

Spµ, φq

and µ is a weak solution to (1.12). It is then immediate that νε P C T and νε is a weak solution to

Btνtε ´ σ∆νtε ´ ∇ ¨ pνtε∇g ˚ νtεq “ ´∇ ¨ pbενtεq,

where

btε :“
#
∇g ˚ pγqt 0 ď t ď ε
pbt´εµt´εqε

µt´ε
ε

` ∇g ˚ µt´εε ´ pµt´ε∇g˚µt´εqε
µt´ε
ε

ε ă t ď T

for µtε :“ pµtqε.
First, we show that νε satisfies the conditions of Proposition 5.2. It is immediate that νε P

L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq, thus we must show that

ż T

0

}∇btε}2L8 `
››|∇| d´s

2 btε
››2
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8.

We will repeatedly use that pµεq´1 P L8pr0, T s, CkpTdqq for any k. Indeed, this follows since µt is a
probability measure and Φε is lower bounded on the torus for all ε ą 0, thus µtε is uniformly lower
bounded.

We note that btµt P L2pr0, T s, TV pTdqq since

ż
ψ ¨ bt dµt ď

ˆż
|bt|2 dµt

˙1{2ˆż
|ψ|2 dµt

˙1{2

ď
ˆż

|bt|2 dµt
˙1{2

}ψ}C0 .

As a consequence, pbtµtqε P L2pr0, T s, CkpTdqq for any k. Combined with the regularity of pµεq´1

this immediately implies that

ż T

0

››››
pbtµtqε
µtε

››››
2

C1

`
››››|∇| d´s

2

pbtµtqε
µtε

››››
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8. (6.5)
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The commutator estimate Proposition 3.1 implies that µt∇g ˚ µt as defined by (1.8) is in
L8pr0, T s, CkpTdq1q for any k ą d´s

2
. Using the regularity of pµtεq´1 again, we find as a consequence

that ż T

0

››››
pµt∇g ˚ µtqε

µtε

››››
2

C1

`
››››|∇| d´s

2

pµt∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

››››
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8. (6.6)

Since ∇g is integrable it is immediate that
ż T

0

}∇g ˚ µtε}2C1 `
››|∇| d´s

2 ∇g ˚ µtε
››2
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8.

Together with (6.5) and (6.6), this implies that
ż T

ε

}btε}2C1 `
››|∇| d´s

2 btε
››2
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8.

To conclude that νε satisfies the conditions of Proposition 5.2, we note that for any t ě 0

}∇g ˚ pγqt}2C1 `
››|∇| d´s

2 ∇g ˚ pγqt
››2
L

2d
d´2´s

ď C}γ}L8 ,

thus certainly ż ε

0

}btε}2C1 `
››|∇| d´s

2 btε
››2
L

2d
d´2´s

dt ă 8.

By construction ν0ε “ γ. Since for any ρ P PpTdq,

dpρ ˚ Φε, ρq ď Cε

the convergence of νε to µ as ε Ñ 0 is direct. To conclude the proposition it only remains to show
that (6.4) holds.

Since
ż T

0

ż
|btε|2 dνtε dt “

ż ε

0

ż
|∇g ˚ pγqt|2 dpγqt dt`

ż T´ε

0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌pb

tµtqε
µtε

` ∇g ˚ µtε ´ pµt∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dµtε dt,

it suffices to show that

lim
εÑ0

ż ε

0

ż
|∇g ˚ pγqt|2 dpγqt dt “ 0, (6.7)

ż T

0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌ pb

tµtqε
µtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dµtε dt ď
ż T

0

ż

Td

|bt|2dµt dt, (6.8)

and

lim sup
εÑ0

ż T

0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

´ ∇g ˚ µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dµtε dt “ 0. (6.9)

The limit (6.7) follows since γ P L8 while inequality (6.8) follows by [AGS08, Lemma 8.1.10].
To prove (6.9) we will use the dominated convergence theorem and that µ P A . In particular,

we show that the integrand in the time integral converges to 0 pointwise and is dominated by some
L1pr0, T sq function.

We first show the pointwise convergence. Since µ P A ,
››|∇| 12` s´d

2 µt
››
L

6d
3d´s´1

ă 8 for almost

every t, thus we only have to show convergence to 0 for these times. We begin by expanding out
the integral
ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌ pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

´ ∇g ˚ µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε “
ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε ´ 2

ż
pµt∇g ˚ µtqε ¨ ∇g ˚ µtε `

ż
|∇g ˚ µtε|2µtε.

(6.10)
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Fixing ε ą 0, Proposition 3.1 implies that µtδ∇g ˚ µtδ converges to µt∇g ˚ µt in distribution and
there exists Cε ą 0 so that

sup
δą0

}pµtδ∇g ˚ µtδqε}L8 ď Cε.

It then follows by the dominated convergence theorem that pµtδ∇g ˚µtδqε converges to pµt∇g ˚ µtqε
in L3pTdq. Since pµtδq´1

ε converges to pµtq´1
ε in L3pTdq as well, we have that

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε “ lim
δÑ0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t
δ∇g ˚ µtδqε

pµδqtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

pµδqtε.

[AGS08, Lemma 8.1.10] and Proposition 6.2 then imply that

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t
δ∇g ˚ µtδqε

pµδqtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε “ lim
δÑ0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌ pµ

t
δ∇g ˚ µtδqε

pµδqtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

pµδqtε ď lim
δÑ8

ż
|∇g˚µtδ |2µtδ “

ż
|∇g˚µt|2 dµt. (6.11)

We emphasize that the farthest integral is only defined using Proposition 6.2. Proposition 6.2 also
implies that

lim
εÑ0

ż
pµt∇g ˚ µtqε ¨ ∇g ˚ µtε “

ż
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt

and

lim
εÑ0

ż
|∇g ˚ µtε|2µtε “

ż
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt.

Altogether these imply that

0 ď lim sup
εÑ0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε ´ 2

ż
pµt∇g ˚ µtqε ¨ ∇g ˚ µtε `

ż
|∇g ˚ µtε|2µtε

ď
ż

|∇g ˚ µt|2dµt ´ 2

ż
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt `

ż
|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt

“ 0,

namely

lim
εÑ0

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

´ ∇g ˚ µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε “ 0,

for almost every t.
We now show that (6.10) is dominated. Proposition 6.2 and (6.11) imply that

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t
δ∇g ˚ µtδqε

pµδqtε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε ď
ż

|∇g ˚ µt|2 dµt ď C
´
1 `

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 µt

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯
.

Proposition 6.2 also implies that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

pµt∇g ˚ µtqε ¨ ∇g ˚ µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
µt∇g ˚ µt ¨ ∇g ˚ pµtεqε

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď Cp1 `
››|∇| 12` s´d

2 µt
››2
L

6d
3d´s´1

q
››|∇| 12` s´d

2 pµtεqε
››
L

6d
3d´s´1

ď C
´
1 `

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 µ

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯

and ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

|∇g ˚ µtε|2µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
1 `

››|∇| 12` s´d
2 µtε

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯
ď C

´
1 `

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 µt

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯
.
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Together these three inequalities show that

ż ˇ̌
ˇ̌pµ

t∇g ˚ µtqε
µtε

´ ∇g ˚ µtε
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

µtε ď C
´
1 `

››|∇| 12 ` s´d
2 µt

››3
L

6d
3d´s´1

¯
,

where we note that the left hand side is in L1pr0, T sq since µ P A .
As we have shown that (6.10) converges to 0 for almost every t and is bounded by an integrable

function, (6.9) holds by the dominated convergence theorem.

6.3 Lower bound

The proof of the lower bound of Theorem 1.3 follows using Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.3.

Proof of Item 3 in Theorem 1.3. We show that if µ P A and Iγpµq ă 8, then for all ε ą 0

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
logPpµN P Bεpµqq ě ´ sup

φPC8
Spµ, φq.

This immediately shows Item 3 when s ą 0. When s “ 0 the lower bound is completed by verifying
that A Ă tIγ ă 8u.

Letting νδ be defined as in Proposition 6.3, since νδ Ñ µ in C T as δ Ñ 0, B ε
2

pνδq Ă Bεpµq for
all sufficiently small δ. Fixing such a δ, as in the proof of the first inequality in Theorem 1.6, there
exists ε1 ą 0 so that for all sufficiently large N

"
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , νtδq ă ε1

*
Ă

!
µN P B ε

2

pνδq
)
.

This implies that for all sufficiently large N

P
`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ě PpµN P B ε

2

pνδqq ě P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , νtδq ă ε1

˙
.

As νδ satisfies the conditions of Proposition 6.1, we then have that

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
log P

`
µN P Bεpµq

˘
ě lim

ε1Ñ0
lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
log P

ˆ
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , νtδq ă ε1

˙

ě ´ 1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|btδ|2 dνtδ dt.

Since

lim sup
δÑ0

1

4σ

ż T

0

ż
|btδ|2 dνtδ dt ď sup

φPC8
Spµ, φq,

we immediately find the desired inequality.
To conclude it suffices to show that when s “ 0, A Ă tµ P C T | Qpµq ă 8u. Indeed, the

Gagliardo–Nirenberg–Sobolev inequality implies that

››|∇| 12´ d
2µt

››
L

6d
3d´1

ď
››|∇|´ d

2µt
››1{3

L2

››|∇|1´ d
2µt

››2{3

L2 ,

thus ż T

0

››|∇| 12 ´ d
2µt

››3
L

6d
3d´1

dt ď
ˆ

sup
tPr0,T s

}µt}
9H´ d

2

˙ˆż T

0

}µt}2
9H1´ d

2

dt

˙
.

The right-hand side is finite whenever Qpµq ă 8.
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Remark 6.4. With Proposition 4.3 the above shows that

´Iγpµq ě lim
εÑ0

lim sup
NÑ8

1

N
PpµN P Bεpµqq ě lim

εÑ0
lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
PpµN P Bεpµqq ě ´ sup

φPC8
Spµ, φq,

for all µ P A with Qpµq ă 8. Since supφPC8 Spµ, φq ď Iγpµq, this implies Remark 1.4.

6.4 Second inequality in Theorem 1.6

We now complete Theorem 1.6 by proving the second inequality. This again follows by Proposi-

tion 6.1 and Proposition 6.3, except we must also show that νε converges to µ in the uniform 9H
s´d
2

topology.

Proof of second inequality in Theorem 1.6. Since µ P L8pr0, T s, L8pTdqq, it is immediate that µ P
A and Qpµq ă 8. Without loss of generality we can assume that

sup
φPC8pr0,T sˆTdq

Spµ, φq ă 8.

We claim that for all ε ą 0 there exists ε1 ą 0 so that for all sufficiently small δ and large N
"

sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , νtδq ă ε1

*
Ă
"

sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε

*
.

We can then conclude the claim since with Propositions 6.1 and 6.3 this implies that

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
logP

´
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , µtq ă ε
¯

ě lim inf
δÑ0

lim
ε1Ñ0

lim inf
NÑ8

1

N
logP

´
sup
tPr0,T s

FN pxtN , νtδq ă ε1
¯

ě ´ sup
φPC8

Spµ, φq.

First, expanding out the definition of FN pxtN , µtq and using Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality
we find the inequality

FN pxtN , µtq “ FN pxtN , νtδq ` 2

ż
gpx ´ yqdpµtN ´ νtδqpxqdpνtδ ´ µtqpyq ` }νtδ ´ µt}2

9H
s´d
2

ď C
`
FN pxtN , νtδq ` }νtδ ´ µt}2

9H
s´d
2

`C}µt}L8N´β
˘
.

It thus suffices to show that
lim
δÑ0

sup
tPr0,T s

}νtδ ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

“ 0. (6.12)

We recall that in the proof of the first inequality in Theorem 1.6 we showed that if tk Ñ t as
k Ñ 8 then

lim
kÑ8

}µtk ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

“ 0,

that is pµ ´ 1q P Cpr0, T s, 9H
s´d
2

0 pTdqq. We then note that

lim
δÑ0

sup
tPr0,T s

}pµqtδ ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

“ 0.

This follows by the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem since }pµqtδ ´ µt}
9H
s´d
2

Ñ 0 for every t while

}pµtqδ ´ pµsqδ}
9H
s´d
2

ď C}µt ´ µs}
9H
s´d
2

,

thus pµqδ ´ 1 is a uniformly continuous family in Cpr0, T s, 9H
s´d
2

0 pTdqq. Since }pγqδ ´ γ}
9H
s´d
2

Ñ 0 as

δ Ñ 0, this immediately implies (6.12).
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A. Commutator estimates and modulated energy bounds on the torus

Here we prove the claimed inequalities involving the modulated energy. Although we are essentially
adapting the proofs in [NRS22] to the torus, we include the proofs for completeness.

The primary observation that we use is that the modulated energy FN pxN , µq is essentially the
9H

s´d
2 norm between the empirical measure µN and µ. Of course, this does not actually make sense

since µN is not in 9H
s´d
2 due to the self-interaction of the Diracs with respect to the Riesz potential.

However, if we appropriately mollify the empirical measure µN by “smearing” the mass of each

Dirac onto a less singular set, then this smeared measure lives in 9H
s´d
2 but is quantitatively close

to µN . We then use this closeness to recover estimates that hold for measures in 9H
s´d
2 .

Throughout we let δ
pηq
x denote the uniform probability measure supported on a sphere of radius

η centered at x. We then let gpηqpxq :“ g ˚ δpηq
0 pxq, and

µ
pηq
N :“ 1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δpηq
xi

for some particle configuration xN P pTdqN .

A.1 Modulated energy inequalities

First, we restate [NRS22, Proposition 2.1] in the context of the torus. This shows that the mod-
ulated energy is “monotone under mollification.” That is, modulo some error terms, FN pxN , µq
controls the 9H

s´d
2 norm between µ

pηq
N and µ.

Proposition A.1. There exists r0 ą 0 and C ą 0 so that for all 0 ă η ă r0

2
, xN P pTdqN pairwise

distinct, and µ P PpTdq X L8pTdq

1

N2

Nÿ

1ďi‰jďN
|xi´xj |ď 1

2
r0

`
gpxi ´ xjq ´ gpηqpxi ´ xjq

˘
`

` c
´1
d,s

››µpηq
N ´ µ

››2
9H
s´d
2 pTdq

ď FN pxN , µq `C}µ}L8pTdq

´
η2 ` η´s ´ log η

N

¯
.

Remark A.2. The lower bound (1.4) is an immediate consequence of Proposition A.1 with η “
N´1{d.

Proof. We note that (1.7) implies that there exists C ą 0 so that

|∇bkg|pxq ď C
´ 1

|x|s`k
` | log |x||1s“k“0

¯
for all k ě 0 and x P T

dzt0u.

Since s ă d ´ 2, p´∆qg is a constant multiple of the periodic Riesz potential corresponding to
parameter s ` 2, thus (1.7) implies that there exists r0 ą 0 so that

∆g ď 0 in Br0
p0q. (A.1)

This immediately implies (say by [NRS22, Equation (2.1)]) that if |x| ` η ă r0 then

gpηqpxq ď gpxq, (A.2)
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and more generally we see that g satisfies assumptions (1.13) and (1.14) in [NRS22]. The proof
of the proposition then follows verbatim as [NRS22, Proposition 2.1]. We note that since µ is a
probability measure, it must be that }µ}L8 ě 1, which we use to clean up the multiplicative factors
in the bound.

Proposition A.1 allows us to immediately show that the modulated energy controls the weak
convergence of µN to µ and that Lemma 2.2 holds.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We have that for any η ą 0

ż
ψ dpµN ´ µq “

ż
ψ dpµN ´ µ

pηq
N q `

ż
ψ dpµpηq

N ´ µq ď }∇ψ}L8η ` }ψ}
9H
d´s

2

}µpηq
N ´ µ}

9H
s´d
2

.

The proposition is then concluded by bounding the last term using Proposition A.1 and taking
η “ N´1{d.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We have that

ż
g dpµN ´ µqdpν ´ µq “

ż
g dpµN ´ µ

pηq
N qdpν ´ µq `

ż
g dpµpηq

N ´ µqdpν ´ µq.

Hölder’s inequality and then Proposition A.1 imply that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
g dpµpηq

N ´ µqdpν ´ µq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď }µpηq

N ´ µ}
9H
s´d
2

}ν ´ µ}
9H
s´d
2

ď
´
FN pxN , µq ` C}µ}L8

´
η2 ` η´s ´ log η

N

¯¯1{2
}ν ´ µ}

9H
s´d
2

.

On the other hand
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
g dpµN ´ µ

pηq
N qdpν ´ µq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď }∇g ˚ pµ´ νq}L8η ď }µ´ ν}L8η,

where we have used Young’s convolution inequality and that ∇g is in L1pTdq. We then conclude
by taking η “ N´1{d.

Finally, the first term on the left-hand side of the inequality in Proposition A.1 allows us to
control the microscale interactions between particles by the modulated energy.

Corollary A.3. There exists C ą 0 so that for all sufficiently small ε ą 0, xN P pTdqN pairwise
distinct, and µ P PpTdq X L8pTdq

1

N2

ÿ

1ďiďjďN
|xi´xj |ďε

´
gpxi ´ xjq1są0 ` 1s“0

¯
ď CFN pxN , µq ` C}µ}L8

´
ε ` ε´s ´ log ε

N

¯
.

Proof. One can readily check that (1.7) implies that there exists C ą 0 so that if ε is sufficiently
small

0 ď C´1
´
gpxq1są0 ` 1s“0

¯
ď gpxq ´ gp3εqpxq ` Cε.

for all |x| ă ε. Proposition A.1 then immediately implies the claim with η “ 3ε.
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A.2 The commutator estimate

We now show Proposition 3.1 which is analogous to [NRS22, Proposition 3.1] adapted to the
periodic setting. As we only consider potentials that are exact solutions to (1.6), we give a simpler
proof that essentially follows by repeated integration by parts.

In the proof we will view
ż

pψpxq ´ ψpyqq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqdρpxqdνpyq

as the extension of a continuous bilinear functional on smooth functions. However, using a straight-
forward measure theory argument one can easily verify that if µ and ν are positive measures with
finite Riesz energy then

lim
εÑ0

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdµεpxqdνεpyq “

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdµpxqdνpyq,

where µε :“ µ ˚ φε and νε :“ ν ˚ φε for a family of standard mollifiers φε. This shows that the
measure-theoretic and functional analytic definitions are consistent.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By approximation, we can assume that ψ is smooth. We may also assume
that dµpxq “ fpxqdx and dνpxq “ gpxqdx where f, g P C8pTdq.

Since ∇g is zero-mean
ż
kψpx, yqfpxqgpyqdxdy “

ż
kψpx, yq

ˆ
fpxq ´

ż
fpzqdz

˙ˆ
gpxq ´

ż
gpzqdz

˙
dxdy (A.3)

`
ż
fpzqdz

ż
ψpxq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqgpyqdxdy

´
ż
gpzqdz

ż
ψpyq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqfpxqdxdy.

We then bound
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
ψpxq ¨ ∇gpx ´ yqgpyqdxdy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
gpyqg ˚ ∇ ¨ ψpyqdy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď }g}

9H
s´d
2

}g ˚ ∇ ¨ ψ}
9H
d´s

2

“ }g}
9H
s´d
2

}∇ ¨ ψ}
9H
s´d
2

ď C}g}
9H
s´d
2

}∇ψ}L8 .

As the last term in (A.3) can be bounded identically, to conclude the claim it suffices to show that
if f and g are zero-mean functions then

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
kψpx, yqfpxqgpyqdxdy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
}∇ψ}L8 ` }|∇| d´s

2 ψ}
L

2d
d´2´s

¯
}f}

9H
s´d
2

}g}
9H
s´d
2

.

After expanding out the definition of kψ and using (1.6) we have that
ż
kψpx, yqfpxqgpyqdxdy “ c

´1
d,s

ż
ψpxq ¨

´
∇g ˚ fp´∆q d´s

2 g ˚ g ` ∇g ˚ gp´∆q d´s

2 g ˚ f
¯

pxqdx.

Since }g ˚ f}
9H
d´s

2

“ C}f}
9H
s´d
2

and g ˚ f is zero-mean and in C8pTdq it thus suffices to prove that

for any 0 ă α ď d
2
there exists Cpd, αq ą 0 so that for all zero-mean F,G P C8pTdq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż
ψ ¨

´
∇F p´∆qα

2G ` ∇Gp´∆qα
2 F

¯ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´
}∇ψ}L8 `

››|∇|αψ
››
L

d
α´1

1αą1

¯
}F } 9Hα}G} 9Hα . (A.4)
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Letting α “ m` β with m P N and 0 ă β ď 1, we prove this inductively in m.
We frequently use the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension on the torus [RS16]. For 0 ă β ď 1 we let

k “ 1 when β ă 1 and k “ 0 when β “ 1. Letting z :“ px, yq P T
d ˆ R

k and δTdˆt0u the uniform

surface measure of Td ˆ t0u, then for all zero-mean H P C8 there exists an extension ΨpHq on
T
d ˆ R

k so that `
p´∆qβH

˘
δTdˆt0u “ ´∇z ¨

`
|y|1´2β

∇zΨpHq
˘
.

Accordingly, integrating by parts it holds that

ż

TdˆRk

|∇zΨpHq|2|y|1´2β “
ż

Td

Hp´∆qβH “ }H}29Hβ . (A.5)

For convenience, we set γ :“ 1 ´ 2β.

Base case: First we consider m “ 0. Abusing notation so that ψ denotes both ψpxq and ψpx, yq :“
pψpxq, 0q, by integrating by parts we find that

ż

Td

ψ ¨
`
∇F p´∆qβG` ∇Gp´∆qβF

˘

“ ´
ż

TdˆRk

ψ ¨
`
∇zΨpF q∇z ¨ p|y|γ∇zΨpGqq ` ∇zΨpGq∇z ¨ p|y|γ∇zΨpF qq

˘

“
ż

TdˆRk

∇ψ :
´
∇zΨpF q b ∇zΨpGq ` ∇zΨpGq b ∇zΨpF q ´ Id∇zΨpF q ¨ ∇zΨpGq

¯
|y|γ .

Applying Cauchy–Schwarz we can bound the absolute value of the last line by

C}∇ψ}L8

ˆż

TdˆRk

|∇zΨpF q|2|y|γ
˙1{2ˆż

TdˆRk

|∇zΨpGq|2|y|γ
˙1{2

.

With the equality (A.5) this is exactly (A.4).

Induction step: Suppose that the inequality (A.4) holds for m. Then integrating by parts we
find that

ż

Td

ψ ¨
´
∇F p´∆qm`1`βG ` ∇Gp´∆qm`1`βF

¯

“
dÿ

i“1

ż

Td

ψi

´
BiF p´∆qm`1`βG ` BiGp´∆qm`1`βF

¯

“
dÿ

i“1

ż

Td

∇pψiBiF q ¨ ∇p´∆qm`βG ` ∇pψiBiGq ¨ ∇p´∆qm`βF

“
dÿ

j“1

ż

Td

ψ ¨ ∇pBjF qp´∆qm`βBjG ` ψ ¨ ∇pBjGqp´∆qm`βBjF

`
dÿ

i,j“1

ż

Td

BjψiBiF p´∆qm`βBjG ` BjψiBiGp´∆qm`βBjF.

We can bound the first term in the last line above using the inductive hypothesis and then the
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Sobolev inequality to find that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

ψ ¨ ∇pBjF qp´∆qm`βBjG ` ψ ¨ ∇pBjGqp´∆qm`βBjF
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C
´››|∇|m`βψ

››
L

d
pm`βq´1

1mą1 ` }∇ψ}L8

¯
}BjF } 9Hm`β}BjG} 9Hm`β

ď C
´››|∇|m`1`βψ

››
L

d
pm`1`βq´1

1mą1 ` }∇ψ}L8

¯
}F } 9Hm`1`β}G} 9Hm`1`β .

To bound the remaining terms we integrate by parts

ż

Td

BjψBiFBjp´∆qm`βG “
ż

Td

∇
mpBjψiBjF q : p´∆qβ∇mBjG

“ ´
ż

TdˆRk

Ψ
`
∇
mpBjψiBjfq

˘
: ∇z ¨

`
|y|γ∇zΨ

`
∇
mBjG

˘˘

“
ż

TdˆRk

∇zΨ
`
∇
mpBjψiBjF q

˘
: ∇zΨ

`
∇
mBjG

˘
|y|γ .

Applying Cauchy–Schwarz we find that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

TdˆRk

∇zΨ
`
∇
mpBjψiBjF q

˘
: ∇zΨ

`
∇
mBjG

˘
|y|γ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ˆż

TdˆRk

|∇zΨ
`
∇
mpBjψiBjF q

˘
|2|y|γ

˙1{2ˆż

TdˆRk

|∇zΨ
`
∇
mBjG

˘
|2|y|γ

˙1{2

“ }∇mpBjψiBjF q} 9Hβ}∇mBjG} 9Hβ

ď C}∇mpBjψiBjF q} 9Hβ}G} 9Hm`1`β .

The fractional Leibniz rule then implies that

}∇mpBjψiBjF q} 9Hβ ď C
´››|∇|m`1`βψ

››
L

d
pm`1`βq´1

}BjF }
L

2d
d´2pm`βq

` }∇ψ}L8}F } 9Hm`1`β

¯
,

and Sobolev’s inequality gives that

}BjF }
L

2d
d´2pm`βq

ď C}F } 9Hm`1`β .

Together these imply that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

BjψiBiF p´∆qm`βBjG
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´››|∇|m`1`βψ
››
L

d
pm`1`βq´1

` }∇ψ}L8

¯
}F } 9Hm`1`β}G} 9Hm`1`β .

A symmetric argument gives the bound

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

BjψiBiGp´∆qm`βBjF
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C

´››|∇|m`1`βψ
››
L

d
pm`1`βq´1

` }∇ψ}L8

¯
}F } 9Hm`1`β}G} 9Hm`1`β ,

and we have completed the induction.
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A.3 Renormalized commutator estimates

We conclude the Appendix by using Proposition A.1, Proposition 3.1, and Corollary A.3 to prove
the renormalized commutator estimate Proposition 1.8. This follows very similarly to [NRS22,
Proposition 4.1]. The bound (1.17) follows by combining (1.16) with Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 1.8. First we prove (1.16). We note that (1.7) implies that

|∇xKψpx, yq| ď }∇ψ}L8 |x ´ y|´s´1. (A.6)

Adding and subtracting by δ
pηq
xi we then find that

ż
kψpx, yqdpµN ´ µqb2px, yq “ Term1 ` Term2 ` Term3

where

Term1 :“
ż
kψpx, yqdpµpηq

N ´ µqb2px, yq

Term2 :“ ´ 2

N

Nÿ

i“1

ż
kψpx, yqdpδxi ´ δpηq

xi
qpxqdµpyq

Term3 :“
1

N2

Nÿ

1ďi‰jďN

ż

pTdqz∆
kψpx, yqdpδxi ´ δpηq

xi
qpxqdpδxi ` δpηq

xi
qpyq.

Term1 is bounded using Propositions 3.1 and A.1 by

Aψ}µpηq
N ´ µ}2

9H
s´d
2

ď Aψ

´
FN pxtN q ` C}µ}L8

´
η2 ` η´s ´ log η

N

¯¯
.

Using (A.6) and Young’s convolution inequality we find that

|Term2| ď 2η

››››
ż
∇xKψp¨, yqdµpyq

››››
L8

ď C}∇ψ}L8}µ}L8η.

Term3 is the hardest to bound, however, it follows exactly as in [NRS22, Proposition 4.1]
with [NRS22, Corollary 2.3] replaced with Corollary A.3 that

|Term3| ď C}∇ψ}L8

´
FN pxN , µq ` C}µ}L8

´η´s ` 1

N
` ε´1 ´ log ε

N
` ε` ηε´s´1

¯¯
.

We then conclude that (1.16) holds by optimizing over η and ε.
Moving on to showing (1.17), we first note that

ż

pTdq2z∆
kψpx, yqdpµN ´µqdpµN`µq “

ż

pTdq2z∆
kψpx, yqdpµN ´µqb2`2

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdpµN ´µqdµ

The inequality (1.16) in Proposition 1.8 bounds the first term by

CAψ

´
FN pxN , µq ` C}µ}L8N´β

¯
.

This is in turn bounded by the right-hand side of (1.17) since Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality
imply that

FN pxN , µq “ HNpxN q ´ 2

ż
gpx ´ yqdµN dµ` Epµq ď C

´
HN pxN q ` }µ}

9H
s´d
2

` C}µ}L8N´β
¯
.
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To bound the second term, adding and subtracting by δ
pηq
xi for η “ N´1{d, we have that

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdpµN ´ µqdµ “

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdpµN ´ µ

pηq
N qdµ`

ż

pTdq2
kψpx, yqdpµpηq

N ´ µqdµ.

The first term on the right-hand side is bounded by C}∇ψ}L8}µ}L8N´1{d exactly like Term2.
Proposition 3.1 and then Proposition A.1 bound the second term on the right-hand side by

CAψ}µpηq
N ´ µ}

9H
s´d
2

p}µ}
9H
s´d
2

` 1q ď CAψpFN pxN , µq ` C}µ}N´βq1{2p}µ}
9H
s´d
2

` 1q.

Altogether these conclude the claimed bound.
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space of probability measures. Lectures in mathematics ETH Zürich. Birkhäuser Basel, Boston,
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