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Abstract

In this paper we give a quantitative stability result for the discrete interaction energy on

the multi-dimensional torus, for the periodic Riesz potential. It states that if the number of

particles N is large and the discrete interaction energy is low, then the particle distribution

is necessarily close to the uniform distribution (i.e., the continuous energy minimizer) in

the Wasserstein-infinity distance. As a consequence, we obtain a quantitative mean field

limit of interaction energy minimizers in the Wasserstein-infinity distance. The proof is

based on the application of the author’s previous joint work with J. Wang on the stability

of continuous energy minimizer, together with a new mollification trick for the empirical

measure in the case of singular interaction potentials.

1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with the discrete interaction energy

EN px⃗q “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

N
ÿ

i,j“1, i‰j

W pxi ´ xjq , (1.1) EN

where N is the total number of particles, x1, . . . ,xN P Td
“ pR{Zq

d, and x⃗ “ px1, . . . ,xN q P

pTd
q
N is the vector of the particle configuration. W : Td

Ñ p´8,8s is the interaction

potential, assumed to be locally integrable, lower-semicontinuous and bounded from below.

As N becomes large, by taking the empirical measure

ρN rx⃗s “
1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

δp¨ ´ xiq , (1.2)

(where δ stands for the Dirac delta function on Td), one intuitively has the mean field limit:

the discrete energy EN should approach the continuous energy

Erρs “
1

2

ż

Td

ż

Td

W px ´ yqρpyq dyρpxqdx , (1.3)

where ρ P MpTd
q, a probability measure on Td. Using the compactness of the underlying

space Td and the previously stated assumptions on W , it is straightforward to prove the

existence of minimizers for EN and E.

The following classical lemma gives the basic relations between EN and E. Its proof can

be found in [BHS19, Section 4.2] (with a slightly different underlying space).
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lem_min Lemma 1.1. Assume W is locally integrable, lower-semicontinuous and bounded from be-

low. If N1 ă N2 then minEN1 ď minEN2 . Also, for any N , minEN ď minE, and

limNÑ8 minEN “ minE.

For the sake of completeness, we include its proof in Appendix 7.

In the past decade, people have studied the discrete and continuous interaction ener-

gies intensively due to its importance in physics and biological and social sciences. The

interaction potential may come from physics, for example, the Coulomb interaction or the

Lennard-Jones potential, or from the study of collective behavior of social agents, where the

potential is often repulsive at short distance and attractive at long distance. The energy

minimizers can exhibit interesting pattern formation, including ring patterns, clustering and

fractals. Many existing results are concerned with the existence, uniqueness and qualita-

tive behavior of minimizers [BCLR13a, BCLR13b, CCP15, SST15, Lop19, CS21, BCT18,

BKS`15, CDM16, CFP17, KSUB11, ST21, Fra22, DLM22, DLM23, FM].

This paper will study the following questions:

• Stability of discrete energy minimizers: suppose we know that x⃗ satisfies that EN px⃗q

is sufficiently close to its minimum, can we obtain that x⃗ is close to a minimizer in

certain metric?

• Mean field limit of discrete energy minimizers: for each N , let x⃗pNq be a minimizer of

EN . Then is it true that tρN rx⃗pNqsu converges weakly to a minimizer of E as N Ñ 8?

If yes, can one quantify the rate of convergence in certain metric?

In this paper we restrict our attention to the periodic Riesz potential with parameter

s ă d, defined by its Fourier coefficients1

Ŵspkq “

#

|k|
´d`s, if k ‰ 0

0, if k “ 0
. (1.4)

Some basic properties of Ws are outlined in Lemma 3.1 below. Compared with the possibly

complicated behavior of the minimizers of EN , it is easy to see that the minimizer of E is

unique, being the uniform distribution ρ “ 1 with the minimal energy being Er1s “ 0. In

fact, this follows from

Erρs “
1

2

ÿ

k

Ŵspkq|ρ̂pkq|
2

“
1

2

ÿ

k‰0

|k|
´d`s

|ρ̂pkq|
2 , (1.5)

(see [SWb, Appendix 2] for a rigorous justification of this equation). Furthermore, [SWa]

gives a stability result of this energy minimizer, as a multi-dimensional generalization of the

classical Erdős-Turán inequality for polynomial root distribution [ET50, SWb]:

thm_GET Theorem 1.2 ([SWa, Theorem 1.3]). Let W be the periodic Riesz potential with parameter

s. Then any ρ P MpTd
q satisfies:

(i) If d ě 2, then (denoting d8 as the Wasserstein-infinity distance on Td)

d8pρ, 1q À Erρs
γ , γ “

1

2d´ s
. (1.6) thm_GET_1

(ii) If d “ 1, then

(a) If s ă 0, then (1.6) also holds.

(b) If s “ 0, then

d8pρ, 1qp1 ` | log d8pρ, 1q|q
´1{2

À Erρs
1{2. (1.7) thm_GET_2

1Here the Fourier coefficient of a function f P L1pTdq is defined by f̂pkq “
ş

Td fpxqe´2πik¨x dx for k P Zd.
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(c) If 0 ă s ă 1, then

d8pρ, 1q À Erρs
1{2. (1.8)

(iii) (i) and (ii) are sharp up to the constants with the exception d “ 1 and s “ 0.

This is a quantitative result, stating that if a probability measure ρ has energy close

to the minimal energy, then it is necessarily close to the unique energy minimizer in the

Wasserstein-infinity distance.

Due to the close relation between the discrete and continuous energies, one expects to

have the following result:

If N is large and a configuration vector x⃗ has its discrete energy EN rx⃗s close

to the (continuous) minimal energy, then the corresponding empirical measure

ρN rx⃗s is necessarily close to the (continuous) energy minimizer.

Our main result gives a quantitative conclusion in this direction. Within this paper, all

constants c, C (possibly with subscripts) are positive, depending on d and s, and does not

depend on other parameters unless stated otherwise. Each c, C may refer to a different

constant.

thm2 Theorem 1.3. Let W be the periodic Riesz potential with parameter s ă d. Let x⃗ P pTd
q
N .

Then

d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ď Cp1qpEN px⃗q ` Cp2qN
´λ

q
γ , (1.9) thm2_1

where λ ą 0 depends on d, s, and

γ “

$

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

%

1

2d´ s
, d ě 2; or d “ 1, s ă 0

1

2
, d “ 1, 0 ă s ă 1

1

2
` ϵ, d “ 1, s “ 0

. (1.10) thm2_2

Here, in the case d “ 1, s “ 0, ϵ can be taken as any small positive number with Cp1q

depending on ϵ.

In the case d “ 1, s “ 0 one can get a better inequality with γ “ 1
2

and an extra

logarithmic factor (following the corresponding case in Theorem 1.2), but we do not state

it here for the sake of conciseness.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.3 also works for small smooth perturbations of the periodic Riesz

potential. This is to say, if one fixes a smooth perturbation profile Φpxq on Td with Φpxq “

Φp´xq and
ş

Td Φpxq dx “ 0, then Theorem 1.3 works for W pxq “ Wspxq ` ϵΦpxq for all

sufficiently small |ϵ|. To see this, we first recall from [SWa, Theorem 1.3] that Theorem

1.2 works for such W because the positive-definite condition Ŵ pkq ě c|k|
´d`s, @k ‰ 0 is

satisfied for sufficiently small |ϵ| (since Φ̂ has rapid decay), and the regularity assumptions

therein on W are satisfied. Besides the application of Theorem 1.2, the proof of Theorem 1.3

in this paper only uses the properties of the potential W as stated in Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and

3.3. It is clear that all these properties are still true in the presence of a smooth perturbation.

Remark 1.5. The exponent λ can be taken as 1 when s ă 0. When 0 ă s ă d, the choice of

λ follows Theorem 2.1, which can be calculated explicitly as outlined in Remark 4.2. When

s “ 0, one can take λ “ 1 ´ ϵ for arbitrarily small ϵ (following Theorem 5.1, a variant of

Theorem 2.1).

Remark 1.6. We do not expect the exponent λ to be sharp. However, we do know that

λ cannot be greater than 1
dγ

in such an inequality. In fact, taking x⃗ to be a minimizer of

3



EN , then Lemma 1.1 gives EN px⃗q “ minEN ď minE “ 0. Therefore the RHS of (1.9)

satisfies CpEN px⃗q ` CN´λ
q
γ

ď CN´λγ . The LHS of (1.9) is at least cN´1{d. In fact,

the definition of d8 shows that for x⃗ “ px1, . . . ,xN q, the balls centered at x1, . . . ,xN with

radius d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q necessarily covers Td. Therefore d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q
d
|Bp0; 1q| ¨N ě 1, leading

to d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ě cN´1{d. Combining with (1.9), we see that cN´1{d
ď CN´λγ (for any

N), which implies that λ ď 1
dγ

.

The mean field limit of energy minimizers is known to be true under very mild assump-

tions of W , up to taking a subsequence (this is necessary because the continuous energy

minimizer may not be unique for generalW ). This has been justified on compact underlying

sets [BHS19, Theorem 4.2.2] and the whole Euclidean space [CP18]. For the periodic Riesz

potential with 0 ď s ă d, the minimal energy of EN has been quantified by [HSSS17] as

minEN “

#

´CN´1`s{d
` opN´1`s{d

q, 0 ă s ă d

´CN´1 lnN ` C̃N´1
` opN´1

q, s “ 0
(1.11)

where C ą 0 and C̃ P R are constants depending on s. For the quantitative convergence

of discrete minimizers to the continuous minimizer, if d ´ 2 ď s ă d (Newtonian or more

singular potentials), the techniques developed for the modulated energy in [LS18, Ser20]

can be applied to obtain a quantitative mean field limit in negative Sobolev spaces. Similar

results can be obtained for 0 ď s ă d´2 using the methods in [NRS22]. In the case s “ d´2,

[CHM18] obtained a quantitative mean field limit in the Wasserstein-1 distance for whole-

space minimizers with confining potentials. [LS17] gives a quantitative ‘regularity’ estimate

for the discrete minimizer in terms of the size of the Fourier coefficients of the empirical

measure. However, we are not aware of any existing results which quantify the distance

between discrete and continuous minimizers in the Wasserstein-p metric other than p “ 1.

In this paper we apply our main result, Theorem 1.3, to obtain the following quantitative

mean field limit.

thm3 Theorem 1.7. Let W be the periodic Riesz potential with parameter s ă d. Let x⃗ be a

minimizer of EN . Then

d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ď CN´λγ , (1.12)

where γ, λ are the same as in Theorem 1.3.

In particular, if for each N , x⃗pNq is a minimizer of EN , then we have the quantitative

convergence of ρN rx⃗pNqs to the continuous minimizer 1 in the sense that d8pρN rx⃗pNqs, 1q ď

CN´λγ .

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Since minE “ 0 (achieved by the uniform distribution), we get

minEN ď 0 from Lemma 1.1. Let x⃗ be a minimizer of EN . Then EN px⃗q ď 0, and it follows

from Theorem 1.3 that

d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ď CpEN px⃗q ` CN´λ
q
γ

ď CN´λγ . (1.13)

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.7 is that any particle in a minimizer configu-

ration cannot be too far from its closest neighbor.

Theorem 1.8. Let W be the periodic Riesz potential with parameter s ă d. Let x⃗ “

px1, . . . ,xN q be a minimizer of EN . Then, for any i “ 1, . . . , N ,

min
jPt1,...,Nu, j‰i

|xi ´ xj | ď CN´λγ (1.14)

where γ, λ are the same as in Theorem 1.3.
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Proof. For a fixed i, denote r :“ minjPt1,...,Nu, j‰i |xi ´ xj |. Then Bpxi, rq contains no

particle other than xi. Therefore, letting x˚ be a point such that |xi ´ x˚| “ r{2, we see

that Bpx˚, r{2q contains no particle. By the definition of the Wasserstein-infinity distance,

we have d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ě r{2. Therefore the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.7

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we prove Theorem 1.3 based

on a key intermediate result, Theorem 2.1, for singular potentials. In Section 3 we give

some basic properties of the periodic Riesz potential Ws and its mollifications. In Section

4 we prove Theorem 2.1 for 0 ă s ă d. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 2.1 for s “ 0, i.e.,

the case of logarithmic potential.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.3
sec_thm2

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 1.3, in which the proof of the key interme-

diate result, Theorem 2.1, is delayed to Sections 4 and 5.

For periodic Riesz potentials Ws with s ă 0, Ws is a continuous function on Td (see

Lemma 3.1 below), and Theorem 1.3 is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.2, with

λ “ 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 when s ă 0.

EN px⃗q “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

˜

2N2ErρN rx⃗ss ´

N
ÿ

i“1

Wsp0q

¸

“
N

N ´ 1
ErρN rx⃗ss ´

1

2pN ´ 1q
Wsp0q .

(2.1)

By applying Theorem 1.2 to ρN rx⃗s, we get

d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ď CErρN rx⃗ss
γ

“ C
´N ´ 1

N
EN px⃗q `

1

2N
Wsp0q

¯γ

ď CpEN px⃗q ` CN´1
q
γ ,

(2.2)

where γ is given by (1.10). Here notice that the sign of EN px⃗q is unknown, and the last

inequality is true due to the fact that the fact that 1
2

ď N´1
N

ď 1.

However, this proof does not work for 0 ď s ă d because Wsp0q “ 8. As a consequence,

ErρN s “ 8 for any empirical measure ρN , and no information can be obtained by applying

Theorem 1.2 to ρN . To overcome this difficulty and prove Theorem 1.3 when 0 ď s ă d,

the key step is to replace an empirical measure ρN by a suitable approximation, as stated

below.

thm1 Theorem 2.1. Let W be the periodic Riesz potential with parameter s P r0, dq. Let x⃗ P

pTd
q
N . Then there exists a probability measure ρ on Td, such that

d8pρ, ρN rx⃗sq ď N´λ , (2.3)

and

Erρs ´ EN px⃗q ď CN´λ maxtEN px⃗q, 1u , (2.4)

where λ ą 0 depends on d, s.

Here ρ is an approximation of the empirical measure ρN rx⃗s, with the d8-distance small,

and the possible increment in energy Erρs ´EN px⃗q also small. Assuming Theorem 2.1, we

can prove Theorem 1.3 when 0 ď s ă d as follows.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3 when 0 ď s ă d. Since d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ď
?
d always holds, we may as-

sume EN px⃗q ď 1 without loss of generality. Let ρ as given in Theorem 2.1. Then Theorem

1.2 gives

d8pρ, 1q ď CErρs
γ

ď CpEN px⃗q ` CN´λ
q
γ , (2.5)

where γ is given by (1.10) (here for the case d “ 1, s “ 0 one can easily convert the

logarithmic factor in (1.7) into a small power). Thus

d8pρN rx⃗s, 1q ďd8pρ, 1q ` d8pρN rx⃗s, ρq ď CpEN px⃗q ` CN´λ
q
γ

`N´λ

ďCpEN px⃗q ` CN´λ
q
γ ,

(2.6)

where γ ă 1 is used in the last inequality.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 (in Sections 4 and 5) is the most technical part in this paper.

Notice that in the formal expression ErρN rx⃗ss “ 1
2N2

ř

i,j W pxi ´ xjq, the major difference

from EN px⃗q is the diagonal terms, i.e., those with i “ j. When W p0q “ 8, it is exactly

these terms that make ErρN rx⃗ss infinite. The construction of ρ is simply a mollification of

the empirical measure ρN rx⃗s to make the diagonal terms behave nicer, but the mollification

radius ϵ ! 1 has to been chosen very carefully:

• If ϵ is too small, then the diagonal terms may still be too large.

• If ϵ is too large, then ρ may look very different from ρN rx⃗s, and the change in off-

diagonal terms may get out of control.

To choose the correct ϵ, we take a dyadic sequence of candidates ϵ1, . . . , ϵK . For each ϵk,

we need to analyze the effect of the mollification on the pi, jq term in the energy, according

to the relative size between ϵk and |xi ´ xj |. Then we manage to show that at least one of

the candidates will work.

3 Basic properties of the periodic Riesz potential

Ws

sec_Ws
In this section we give some basic properties of the periodic Riesz potential Ws and its

mollifications. Recall the singularity structure of Ws.

Lemma 3.1. [SWa, Lemma 9.1] For any real s ă d, the Riesz potential Ws is smooth awaylem_period

from 0, and identifying Td with r´1{2, 1{2q
d, we have

• If s ‰ 0,´2,´4, . . . , then

Wspxq ´ as|x|
´s, as “ πd{2´s Γps{2q

Γppd´ sq{2q
(3.1)

is smooth near 0.

• If s “ ´2n, n P Zě0, then

Wspxq ´ πd{2´s 1

Γppd´ sq{2q

´2p´1q
n`1

n!
|x|

´s ln |x| `
p´1q

n

n!

n
ÿ

k“1

1

k
|x|

´s
¯

(3.2)

is smooth near 0.

We apply it to estimate a mollified version of Ws. Fix a radially decreasing mollifier

ϕ supported on Bp0; 1{2q with
ş

Rd ϕ dx “ 1, and define ψ “ ϕ ˚ ϕ which is also a radially

6



decreasing mollifier, supported on Bp0; 1q with
ş

Rd ψ dx “ 1. Define ψϵpxq “ 1
ϵd
ψpx

ϵ
q (which

can be viewed as a function on Td, identified with r´1{2, 1{2q
d, for small ϵ), and

W ϵ
s “ Ws ˚ ψϵ . (3.3) Weps

From now on, for simplicity, we will suppress the dependence of Ws or W ϵ
s on s.

Then we give the consequences of the singularity structure of W on its mollification

W ϵ. We will separate into the cases of power-law singularity 0 ă s ă d and logarithmic

singularity s “ 0.

lem_W Lemma 3.2. Assume 0 ă s ă d. We have the following estimates for W ϵ if ϵ is sufficiently

small:

• (W1) maxW ϵ
ď C1asϵ

´s.

• (W2) W ϵ
pxq ď C2W pxq for any |x| sufficiently small.

• (W3)W ϵ
pxq ď W pxq`C3ϵ

2as|x|
´s´2 for any |x| ě 2ϵ (identifying Td with r´1{2, 1{2q

d).

Notice that as ą 0 for 0 ă s ă d.

Proof. To prove (W1), we only need to treat the singularity |x|
´s since smooth parts only

contribute Op1q to maxW ϵ. The maximum of |x|
´s

˚ψϵ (on Rd) is obtained at 0 since both

|x|
´s and ψϵ are radially decreasing. Therefore

maxp|x|
´s

˚ ψϵq “|Sd´1
|

ż ϵ

0

ψϵprqr´s`d´1 dr “ |Sd´1
|

ż ϵ

0

ϵ´dψp
r

ϵ
qr´s`d´1 dr

“ϵ´s
|Sd´1

|

ż 1

0

ψprqr´s`d´1 dr ď Cϵ´s ,

(3.4)

since the last integral is finite for 0 ă s ă d.

To see (W3), notice that

W ϵ
pxq ´W pxq “

1

ϵd

ż

Bpx;ϵq

pW pyq ´W pxqqψp
y ´ x

ϵ
q dy . (3.5)

By Taylor expansion,

W pyq ´W pxq “ py ´ xq ¨ ∇W pxq `Opϵ2 sup
Bpx;ϵq

|∇2W |q, @y P Bpx; ϵq , (3.6)

and the linear term does not contribute to the previous integral. The singularity structure

of W implies that

sup
Bpx;ϵq

|∇2W | ď C|x|
´s´2, @|x| ě 2ϵ . (3.7)

Then (W3) follows.

To get (W2), we apply (W1) for |x| ă 2ϵ and (W3) for |x| ě 2ϵ, utilizing the fact that

W pxq „ as|x|
´s for |x| small.

Abusing notation, we will write the conclusion of Lemma 3.1 with s “ 0 as that W pxq `

a0 ln |x| is smooth near 0, where a0 “ πd{2 2
Γpd{2q

ą 0.

lem_Wlog Lemma 3.3. Assume s “ 0. We have the following estimates for W ϵ if ϵ is sufficiently

small:

• (W1) maxW ϵ
ď ´a0 ln ϵ` C1.

• (W2) W ϵ
pxq ď W pxq ` C2a0 for any |x| sufficiently small.

7



• (W3)W ϵ
pxq ď W pxq`C3ϵ

2a0|x|
´2 for any |x| ě 2ϵ (identifying Td with r´1{2, 1{2q

d).

Proof. To prove (W1), we proceed similarly as Lemma 3.2, and we only need to estimate

maxpp´ ln |x|q ˚ ψϵq “|Sd´1
|

ż ϵ

0

ψϵprqrd´1
p´ ln rq dr

“|Sd´1
|

ż ϵ

0

ϵ´dψp
r

ϵ
qrd´1

p´ ln rq dr

“|Sd´1
|

ż 1

0

ψprqrd´1
p´ lnprϵqq dr

“|Sd´1
|

ˆ

p´ ln ϵq

ż 1

0

ψprqrd´1 dr `

ż 1

0

ψprqrd´1
p´ ln rqdr

˙

“p´ ln ϵq ` |Sd´1
|

ż 1

0

ψprqrd´1
p´ ln rqdr “ p´ ln ϵq ` C ,

(3.8)

where the second last equality uses the fact that
ş

Rd ψpxqdx “ 1.

The proof of (W3) and (W2) is identical to the counterpart in Lemma 3.2.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1 when 0 ă s ă d
sec_thm1s0d

We follow the notations in the previous section.

STEP 1: mollify ρN and set up candidates for the mollification radius ϵ.

We aim to find a proper N´1{p2sq
ď ϵ ď N´λ (where the small parameter λ ą 0 will be

chosen at the end of the proof), and take ρ “ ϕϵ ˚ ρN . Then, recalling W ϵ from (3.3), we

have

Erρs “
1

2

ż

Td

pW ˚ ϕϵ ˚ ρN q ¨ pϕϵ ˚ ρN q dx “
1

2

ż

Td

pW ˚ ϕϵ ˚ ϕϵ ˚ ρN q ¨ ρN dx

“
1

2

ż

Td

pW ϵ
˚ ρN q ¨ ρN dx “ Eϵ

rρN s ,

(4.1)

where Eϵ denotes the energy associated to W ϵ. Clearly d8pρ, ρN q ď 1
2
ϵ ď N´λ since

the mollification by ϕϵ gives a transport plan from ρN to ρ with d8 cost 1
2
ϵ. Also, since

ϵ ě N´1{p2sq, we have

Eϵ
rρN s ´ Eϵ

N px⃗q “
1

2N2

ÿ

i,j

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq ´

1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

i,j: i‰j

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq

“
1

2N2

ÿ

i

W ϵ
p0q ` p

1

2N2
´

1

2NpN ´ 1q
q

ÿ

i,j: i‰j

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq

ď
1

2N
maxW ϵ

`
1

2N2pN ´ 1q
¨NpN ´ 1qmax |W ϵ

|

ďCN´1ϵ´s
ď CN´1{2 ,

(4.2)

using (W1).

Therefore, it suffices to prove that

Eϵ
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ď CN´λ maxtEN px⃗q, 1u , (4.3) toprove

for some ϵ satisfying N´1{p2sq
ď ϵ ď N´λ.

Now we fix ϵ0 “ N´λ and a constant A ě 4 to be chosen independent of N . Define

ϵk “ ϵ0A
´k, k “ 1, . . . ,K , (4.4)
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where K is determined as the first time ϵK ď AN´1{p2sq, see Figure 1 for illustration. It is

clear that

ϵK ě N´1{p2sq, K ě p
1

2s
´ λq

lnN

lnA
´ 1 ě p

1

4s
´ λq

lnN

lnA
, (4.5) Kest

for large N . Our goal is to choose ϵ as one of the ϵk. We will also denote

ϵk`1{2 “
?
ϵkϵk`1 “ ϵ0A

´pk`1{2q, k “ 0, . . . ,K . (4.6)

✏0✏1✏2✏k ✏k�1✏k+1✏K ✏K�1 ✏K�2

�k �1 �0�K�1�1 · · · · · ·
✏ (log scale)

�K

✏k�1/2 =
p

A✏k
1p
A
✏k = ✏k+1/2

Figure 1: The choice of ϵk in logarithmic scale and their relation with σk. Each σk (or σk,ϵ)

contains terms with |xi ´ xj | in the range between the two neighboring red segments. One can

see that the terms in σl,ϵk has |xi ´ xj | ě
?
Aϵk if l ă k and |xi ´ xj | ď 1?

A
ϵk if l ą k. fig1

STEP 2: estimate E
ϵk
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q for fixed k “ 1, . . . ,K.

For given x⃗, define

σk,ϵ “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵk`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵk´1{2

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq, k “ 1, . . . ,K , (4.7)

(where the summation happens in a subset of tpi, jq : 1 ď i, j ď N ; i ‰ ju) and

σ0,ϵ “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq ,

σ8,ϵ “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

i‰j, |xi´xj |ăϵK`1{2

W ϵ
pxi ´ xjq .

(4.8)

The counterparts with W ϵ replaced by W are denoted by σk. It is clear that for N large,

any ϵ ď ϵ0 “ N´λ is small, and thus any σk,ϵ, σk, k “ 1, . . . ,K,8 only contains positive

terms in its summand due to W pxq „ as|x|
´s for small |x|.

Then, for each k “ 1, . . . ,K, we can decompose E
ϵk
N px⃗q into

E
ϵk
N px⃗q “ σ0,ϵk `

k´1
ÿ

l“1

σl,ϵk ` σk,ϵk `

K
ÿ

l“k`1

σl,ϵk ` σ8,ϵk , (4.9)

and similarly decompose

EN px⃗q “ σ0 `

k´1
ÿ

l“1

σl ` σk `

K
ÿ

l“k`1

σl ` σ8 . (4.10)

Now we estimate each part σl,ϵk separately by comparing with the counterparts σl. For

different values of l, we will apply different estimates in Lemma 3.2 according to the relative

size between ϵk and |xi ´ xj |.

Case l “ 0 (positive contribution): the terms in σ0,ϵk have |xi´xj | ě ϵ1{2 ě
?
Aϵk ě 2ϵk

since k ě 1 and A ě 4. Therefore we may apply (W3) and use |xi ´xj | ě ϵ1{2 “ Apk´1{2qϵk
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to get

σ0,ϵk ´ σ0 ďCϵ2k
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

|xi ´ xj |
´s´2

ďCA´2pk´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

|xi ´ xj |
´s

ďCA´2pk´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

pW pxi ´ xjq ` Cq

ďCEA
´2pk´1{2q ,

(4.11)

where we denote

CE “ CmaxtEN px⃗q, 1u , (4.12) CE

with suitable constant C. Here the third inequality uses |x|
´s

ď CpW pxq ` Cq due to the

fact that W pxq „ as|x|
´s for small |x| and smooth elsewhere.

Case l “ 1, . . . , k´1 (positive contribution): the terms in σl,ϵk have |xi ´xj | ě ϵl`1{2 ě
?
Aϵk ě 2ϵk. Therefore we may apply (W3) and use |xi ´ xj | ě ϵl`1{2 “ Apk´l´1{2qϵk to

get

σl,ϵk ´ σl ďC3ϵ
2
k

1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

as|xi ´ xj |
´s´2

ďC3A
´2pk´l´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

as|xi ´ xj |
´s

ď2C3A
´2pk´l´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

W pxi ´ xjq

ď2C3A
´2pk´l´1{2qσl ,

(4.13)

where we used that W pxq „ as|x|
´s for small |x| in the third inequality.

Case l “ k (positive contribution): we have |xi ´ xj | ď ϵk´1{2 ă ϵ0 since k ě 1, and

thus |xi ´ xj | is small. Therefore we may apply (W2) to get

σk,ϵk ´ σk ď C2σk ´ σk “ pC2 ´ 1qσk . (4.14)

Case l “ k` 1, . . . ,K (negative contribution): we may apply (W1) and use |xi ´xj | ď

ϵl´1{2 “ A´pl´k´1{2qϵk to get

σl,ϵk ´ σl ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

pC1asϵ
´s
k ´W pxi ´ xjqq

ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

pC1asA
´spl´k´1{2q

|xi ´ xj |
´s

´W pxi ´ xjqq

ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

p2C1A
´spl´k´1{2qW pxi ´ xjq ´W pxi ´ xjqq

“ ´ p1 ´ 2C1A
´spl´k´1{2q

qσl ,

(4.15)

where we used that W pxq „ as|x|
´s for small |x| in the third inequality. Notice that the

coefficient 1 ´ 2C1A
´spl´k´1{2q

ě 1 ´ 2C1A
´s{2

ě 1
2
if A satisfies

A ě p4C1q
2{s . (4.16)
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With this condition, we have

σl,ϵk ´ σl ď ´
1

2
σl ď 0 . (4.17)

Case l “ 8 (negative contribution): we may proceed similarly as the previous case to

get

σ8,ϵk ´ σ8 ď 0 . (4.18)

We sum up these estimates and get

E
ϵk
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ďCEA

´2pk´1{2q
` 2C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´l´1{2qσl ` pC2 ´ 1qσk ´
1

2

K
ÿ

l“k`1

σl ,

(4.19) E1

for any k “ 1, . . . ,K.

STEP 3: choose ϵ to be some ϵk based on (4.19).

If there exists some k “ 1, . . . ,K ´ 1 such that the RHS is negative, then we already get

(4.3) with ϵ “ ϵk. Otherwise, recalling that σ1, . . . , σK ě 0 and the inequality
řK

k“1 σk ď CE

by the definition of σk, we may apply Lemma 4.1 below with α “ 1
2
, C3 “ 2C3 ą 0,

C2 “ C2 ´ 1 ą 0 to get σK ď 8CEβ
K where β “

C2´3{4
C2´1{2

, as long as A satisfies

A ě maxt4, 64C3u . (4.20)

Taking ϵ “ ϵK , we get from (4.19) that

EϵK
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ďCEA

´2K`1
` 2C3

K´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pK´lq`1
¨ 8CEβ

l
` pC2 ´ 1q ¨ 8CEβ

K

ďCCEβ
K ,

(4.21)

using A ě 4 and 1
2

ă β ă 1. Notice that (4.5) implies

lnpβK
q “ K lnβ ď p

1

4s
´ λq

lnβ

lnA
lnN , (4.22)

and then we see that

βK
ď N p 1

4s
´λq

ln β
lnA . (4.23) Npower

Taking λ ą 0 so that ´λ “ p 1
4s

´ λq
ln β
lnA

(noticing ´1 ă
ln β
lnA

ă 0), we get the conclusion.

lem_ind Lemma 4.1. Let α ą 0. Assume σ1, . . . , σK ě 0 satisfy
řK

k“1 σk ď CE and

CEA
´2pk´1{2q

` C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´l´1{2qσl ` C2σk ´ α
K
ÿ

l“k`1

σl ě 0 , (4.24)

for any k “ 1, . . . ,K ´ 1, where CE , C3, C2, A ą 0 are given constants. If

A ě maxt4,
16C3

α
u , (4.25) A

then we have the estimate

σk ď
4

α
CEβ

k, k “ 1, . . . ,K , (4.26) lem_ind_1

where β “
C2` α

2
C2`α

ă 1.

11



Proof. Define Sk “
řK

l“k σl ě 0. Then the assumption gives

αSk`1 ďCEA
´2k`1

` C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´lq`1σl ` C2σk

“CEA
´2k`1

` C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´lq`1
pSl ´ Sl`1q ` C2pSk ´ Sk`1q

ďCEA
´2k`1

` C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´lq`1Sl ` C2pSk ´ Sk`1q ,

(4.27)

for any k “ 1, . . . ,K ´ 1, i.e.,

Sk`1 ď
CE

C2 ` α
A´2k`1

`
C3

C2 ` α

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´lq`1Sl `
C2

C2 ` α
Sk . (4.28) sk1

Then, for sufficiently large A, we prove

Sk ď C4CEβ
k, k “ 1, . . . ,K , (4.29) indk

by induction, where C4 ą 2 and 1{2 ă β ă 1 are to be determined. The case k “ 1 is true

since C4β ě 1 and S1 “
řK

k“1 σk ď CE . Assuming (4.29) is true for 1, . . . , k. Then (4.28)

gives

Sk`1

C4CE
ď

1

pC2 ` αqC4
A´2k`1

`
C3

C2 ` α

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´lq`1βl
`

C2

C2 ` α
βk

ď
1

pC2 ` αqC4
A´k

`
C3

C2 ` α

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´pk´lqβl
`

C2

C2 ` α
βk

ď
1

pC2 ` αqC4
βk

`
C3

C2 ` α
βk

k´1
ÿ

l“1

pAβq
´pk´lq

`
C2

C2 ` α
βk

ďβk
´ 1

pC2 ` αqC4
`

C3

C2 ` α
pAβq

´1 1

1 ´ pAβq´1
`

C2

C2 ` α

¯

,

(4.30) S3terms

where we used the fact that A´1
ă β (since A ě 4 by (4.25) and β ą 1{2). We choose

β “
C2` α

2
C2`α

which satisfies 1{2 ă β ă 1. Then, by taking

C4 “
4

α
, (4.31)

and requiring (4.25), the first two terms in the parenthesis can both be made smaller than
α{4

C2`α
, and thus the parenthesis is smaller than β. This finishes the induction step.

Finally, notice that (4.29) implies the conclusion.

rem_lambda Remark 4.2 (Dependence of λ on other parameters). The parameter λ in the proof of The-

orem 2.1 was determined by the following procedure:

• Obtain C1, C2, C3 in Lemma 3.2 which depend on d and s.

• Determine A by A “ maxt4, 64C3, p4C1q
2{s

u.

• Determine λ by the relation ´λ “ p 1
4s

´ λq
ln β
lnA

, where β “
C2´3{4
C2´1{2

ă 1.

As a consequence, λ depends on d and s and can be calculated explicitly.
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.1 when s “ 0 (logarithmic

potential)
sec_thm1s0

In this section we prove Theorem 2.1 when s “ 0, which is formulated as a stronger

version as follows:

thm1log Theorem 5.1. When s “ 0, Theorem 2.1 holds with

d8pρ, ρN rx⃗sq ď N´1 , (5.1)

and

Erρs ´ EN px⃗q ď CN´1 ln2N maxtEN px⃗q, 1u . (5.2)

Proof. The proof follows the same strategy as the previous section, with Lemma 3.3 used

instead of Lemma 3.2. We first notice that by taking the same ρ as before, if we take ϵ

sufficiently small with

ϵ ě N´M lnN , (5.3)

(where M is a fixed large number to be chosen) then we have

Eϵ
rρN s ´ Eϵ

N px⃗q ď
1

2N
maxW ϵ

`
1

2N2pN ´ 1q
¨NpN ´ 1qmax |W ϵ

|

ďCN´1
p´ ln ϵq ď CMN´1 ln2N ,

(5.4)

using (W1).

We choose ϵk similar as before, with (we have implicitly assumed that N is sufficiently

large)

ϵ0 “ N´1, A “ N , (5.5)

(i.e., ϵk “ N´pk`1q) andK is determined as the first time ϵK ď AN´M lnN . Notice here that

A depends on N , which is different from the previous section. Then we have ϵK ě N´M lnN

and

K ě pM lnN ´ 1q
lnN

lnA
´ 1 “ M lnN ´ 2 . (5.6) Kestlog

Then, for each k “ 1, . . . ,K, we can decompose E
ϵk
N px⃗q into

E
ϵk
N px⃗q “ σ0,ϵk `

k´1
ÿ

l“1

σl,ϵk ` σk,ϵk `

K
ÿ

l“k`1

σl,ϵk ` σ8,ϵk , (5.7)

as before. Now we estimate each part separately by comparing with the counterparts with

the potential W .

Case l “ 0: apply (W3) to get

σ0,ϵk ´ σ0 ďCϵ2k
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

|xi ´ xj |
´2

ďCA´2pk´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

1

ďCA´2pk´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

|xi´xj |ěϵ1{2

pW pxi ´ xjq ` Cq

ďCEA
´2pk´1{2q ,

(5.8)

where CE is given by (4.12).
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Case l “ 1, . . . , k ´ 1: apply (W3) to get

σl,ϵk ´ σl ďC3ϵ
2
k

1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

a0|xi ´ xj |
´2

ďC3A
´2pk´l´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

a0

ď2C3A
´2pk´l´1{2q 1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

W pxi ´ xjq ¨
1

´ ln ϵl´1{2

ď2C3A
´2pk´l´1{2q 1

l
σl ,

(5.9)

where we used that W pxq „ ´a0 ln |x| for small |x|, and ´ ln ϵl´1{2 “ pl ` 1
2

q lnN ě l.

Case l “ k: apply (W2) to get

σk,ϵk ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵk`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵk´1{2

pW pxi ´ xjq ` C2a0q

“σk ` C2
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵk`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵk´1{2

a0

ďσk ` C2
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵk`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵk´1{2

W pxi ´ xjq ¨
1

´ ln ϵk´1{2

ďσk ` C2
1

k
σk ,

(5.10)

where in the last inequality we used ´ ln ϵk´1{2 ě k as the previous case.

Case l “ k ` 1, . . . ,K: apply (W1) to get

σl,ϵk ´ σl ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

p´a0 ln ϵk ` C1 ´W pxi ´ xjqq

ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

p´a0 ln ϵk ` C1 ` a0 ln ϵl´1{2 ` C˚
1 q

ď
1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

ppC1 ` C˚
1 q ´ a0pl ´ k ´

1

2
q lnAq ,

(5.11)

where we used that
ˇ

ˇW pxq`a0 ln |x|
ˇ

ˇ ď C˚
1 for small |x| and some constant C˚

1 . Notice that

l´ k´ 1
2

ě 1
2
. Therefore, using A “ N ą e4pC1`C˚

1 q{a0 for sufficiently large N , the quantity

ppC1 `C˚
1 q ´a0pl´k´ 1

2
q lnAq in the above inequality is less than ´ 1

2
a0pl´k´ 1

2
q lnA ă 0,

and we may proceed as

σl,ϵk ´ σl ď ´
1

2
a0pl ´ k ´

1

2
q lnA

1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

1

ď ´
1

4
a0pl ´ k ´

1

2
q lnA

1

2NpN ´ 1q

ÿ

ϵl`1{2ď|xi´xj |ăϵl´1{2

W pxi ´ xjq

´a0 ln ϵl`1{2

“ ´
pl ´ k ´ 1

2
q lnA

4p´ ln ϵ0 ` pl ` 1
2

q lnAq
σl

ď ´

1
2
lnA

4pl ` 3
2

q lnA
σl

ď ´
1

16l
σl ,

(5.12)

using l ´ k ´ 1
2

ě 1
2
and l ě 2 respectively in the last two inequalities.
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Case l “ 8: apply (W1) to get

σ8,ϵk ´ σ8 ď 0 , (5.13)

similar as the previous case.

We summarize these estimates and get

E
ϵk
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ďCEA

´2pk´1{2q
` 2C3

k´1
ÿ

l“1

A´2pk´l´1{2q 1

l
σl ` C2

1

k
σk ´

1

16

K
ÿ

l“k`1

1

l
σl ,

(5.14) E2

for k “ 1, . . . ,K.

Notice that A “ N is sufficiently large. Applying Lemma 4.1 with α “ 1
16

to the

sequence tσk{ku
K
k“1, we see that either the RHS of (5.14) is negative for some k, or σk{k ď

CCEβ
k, @k “ 1, . . . ,K (with β “

C2`1{32
C2`1{16

). In the former case, we find an ϵ “ ϵk ď ϵ0 with

E
ϵk
N px⃗q ď EN px⃗q.

In the latter case, taking ϵ “ ϵK , we get

EϵK
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ď CCEβ

K
ď CCEβ

M lnN
“ CCEN

M ln β , (5.15)

using (5.6). By taking M “ ´ 1
ln β

we get

EϵK
N px⃗q ´ EN px⃗q ď CN´1 , (5.16)

which finishes the proof.
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7 Appendix: proof of Lemma 1.1
app_min

We first prove minEN ď minEN`1 which implies that minEN1 ď minEN2 for any

N1 ă N2. Let x⃗ “ px1, . . . ,xi, . . . ,xN`1q be a minimizer of EN`1, and denote x⃗î “

px1, . . . , x̂i, . . . ,xN`1q to be the N particle configuration by deleting the i-th particle. Then

minEN ď EN px⃗îq “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

N`1
ÿ

j,k“1, j‰k, j‰i, k‰i

W pxj ´ xkq . (7.1)

Sum in i “ 1, . . . , N ` 1, we see that every pair pj, kq, j ‰ k appears N ´ 1 times on the

RHS. Therefore

pN ` 1qminEN ď

N`1
ÿ

i“1

EN px⃗îq “
1

2NpN ´ 1q
¨ pN ´ 1q

N`1
ÿ

j,k“1, j‰k

W pxj ´ xkq

“pN ` 1qEN`1px⃗q “ pN ` 1qminEN`1 ,

(7.2)

which gives minEN ď minEN`1.
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Then we prove minEN ď minE. Let ρ be a minimizer of E. We integrate the equation

EN px⃗q “
1

2NpN ´ 1q

N
ÿ

i,j“1, i‰j

W pxi ´ xjq , (7.3)

with respect to the measure ρpx1q dx1 . . . ρpxN q dxN (which is a probability measure on

pTd
q
N ), and get

ż

pTdqN
EN px⃗qρpx1q dx1 . . . ρpxN qdxN

“
1

2NpN ´ 1q

N
ÿ

i,j“1, i‰j

ż

pTdqN
W pxi ´ xjqρpx1q dx1 . . . ρpxN q dxN

“
1

2NpN ´ 1q

N
ÿ

i,j“1, i‰j

ż

pTdqN
W pxi ´ xjqρpxiq dxiρpxjq dxj

“
1

NpN ´ 1q

N
ÿ

i,j“1, i‰j

Erρs

“minE .

(7.4)

Since the integral of EN px⃗q against a probability measure is minE, there exists a point

x⃗ P pTd
q
N such that EN px⃗q ď minE. Therefore minEN ď minE.

Finally we prove limNÑ8 minEN “ minE. First, since we have proved that tminENu

is increasing in N and bounded above by minE, the limit limNÑ8 minEN “: L exists

and L ď minE. Now we define Em
N as the discrete interaction energy with potential

mintW pxq,mu, and similarly define Em.

For each N , take x⃗N as a minimizer of EN , and ρN its empirical measure. Take a weakly

convergent subsequence tρNku which converges to ρ. Then

Em
rρs ď lim inf

kÑ8
Em

rρNk s

“ lim inf
kÑ8

p
Nk ´ 1

Nk
Em

Nk
px⃗Nk q `

1

2Nk
mq

ď lim inf
kÑ8

p
Nk ´ 1

Nk
ENk px⃗Nk q `

1

2Nk
mq

“L ,

(7.5)

where the first inequality uses the lower-semicontinuity of the functional Em. Then taking

m Ñ 8, by the monotone convergence theorem we get

minE ď Erρs “ lim
mÑ8

Em
rρs ď L . (7.6)

Combined with the inequality L ď minE, we see that L “ minE.
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[BCLR13b] D. Balagué, J. A. Carrillo, T. Laurent, and G. Raoul. Nonlocal interactions by

repulsive-attractive potentials: radial ins/stability. Phys. D., 260:5–25, 2013.

16



[BCT18] A. Burchard, R. Choksi, and I. Topaloglu. Nonlocal shape optimization via

interactions of attractive and repulsive potentials. Indiana Univ. Math. J.,

67(1):375–395, 2018.

[BHS19] S. V. Borodachov, D. P. Hardin, and E. B. Saff. Discrete energy on rectifiable

sets. Springer, 2019.

[BKS`15] A. L. Bertozzi, T. Kolokolnikov, H. Sun, D. Uminsky, and J. von Brecht. Ring

patterns and their bifurcations in a nonlocal model of biological swarms. Com-

mun. Math. Sci., 13(4):955–985, 2015.
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