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NONLOCAL PARTICLE APPROXIMATION FOR LINEAR AND FAST

DIFFUSION EQUATIONS

JOSÉ ANTONIO CARRILLO, ANTONIO ESPOSITO, JAKUB SKRZECZKOWSKI,
AND JEREMY SHEUNG-HIM WU

Abstract. We construct deterministic particle solutions for linear and fast diffusion equations
using a nonlocal approximation. We exploit the 2-Wasserstein gradient flow structure of the equa-
tions in order to obtain the nonlocal approximating PDEs by regularising the corresponding internal
energy with suitably chosen mollifying kernels, either compactly or globally supported. Weak so-
lutions are obtained by the JKO scheme. From the technical point of view, we improve known
commutator estimates, fundamental in the nonlocal-to-local limit, to include globally supported
kernels which, in particular cases, allow us to justify the limit without any further perturbation
needed. Furthermore, we prove geodesic convexity of the nonlocal energies in order to prove con-
vergence of the particle solutions to the nonlocal equations towards weak solutions of the local
equations. We overcome the crucial difficulty of dealing with the singularity of the first variation of
the free energies at the origin. As a byproduct, we provide convergence rates expressed as a scaling
relationship between the number of particles and the localisation parameter. The analysis we per-
form leverages the fact that globally supported kernels yield a better convergence rate compared to
compactly supported kernels. Our result is relevant in statistics, more precisely in sampling Gibbs
and heavy-tailed distributions.

1. Introduction

In this manuscript, we continue the development of nonlocal approximations of diffusion equations
studied in [4,5,7], to name a few references. We focus on linear and fast diffusion PDEs, where loss
of regularity near the origin (at the level of the internal energy) needs a deeper analysis. The class
of equations we have in mind reads

∂tρ = ∆ρm + div(ρ∇(V +W ∗ ρ)), (1.1)

where d/(d+ 2) < m ≤ 1, V : Rd → R is a smooth external potential satisfying D2V ≥ λ I, λ ∈ R,
and W : Rd → R is a smooth interaction potential. The restriction m > d/(d + 2) is natural from
the viewpoint of solutions as curves of probability densities with bounded second moment. Nonlocal
approximations of the diffusion part allow to interpret (1.1) as a continuity equation which leads
directly to deterministic particle methods approximating (1.1).

This is important in statistics in sampling Gibbs distributions of the form ρ̄ ∝ e−V (x) whenW = 0,
or to nonlinear Gibbs measures of the form ρ̄ ∝ e−(V+W∗ρ̄)(x) with ρ̄ the unique steady state of (1.1)
under suitable assumptions on V and W , see e.g. [11]. Furthermore, the case 0 < m < 1 leads to
heavy-tailed distributions [16, 28, 40], whose sampling is a recent research topic [39]. In the case
m = 1, a classical approach for Gibbs measures consists in simulating the so-called over-damped
Langevin dynamics, [50],

dX(t) = −∇V (X(t)) dt+
√
2 dB(t) ,
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where X(t) is the position of a particle at time t and B(t) is the Brownian motion. This allows to

approximate e−V (x) since the probability density of X(t) solves

∂tρ = ∆ρ+ div(ρ∇V ), (1.2)

whose unique stationary state corresponds to the desired probabilty distribution ρ̄ ∝ e−V (x). The
Langevin dynamics have received increasing attention from the mathematical community, cf. for
instance [19, 32, 33], but its inherent difficulty is reconciling computationally expensive stochastic
movements. Therefore, it is reasonable to find purely deterministic particle dynamics approximating
(1.2) which is the content of the current paper. Our result is an alternative to other deterministic
method to sample Gibbs distributions, for instance: the so-called Stein variational gradient descent,
recently introduced in [45] and based on a nonlocal PDE, see [15,31,43] and the references therein,
and gradient descent algorithms of the Kullback-Leibler divergence as in [41]. We point out we
could eventually add to the right-hand side of (1.1) the nonlinear diffusion term, κ∆ρm̃, with
m̃ > 1 and κ ≥ 0, and analyse the sampling of nonlinear unique steady states of the corresponding
problem under suitable assumptions on m̃, V , and W . A final motivation to develop deterministic
particle methods for (1.1) comes from mathematical modelling of tissue growth or cell adhesion in
development biology as in [9, 13, 18, 30], for instance.

For ease of presentation, we shall not consider the external and interaction potentials, i.e.
V = W = 0 in (1.1), as these are easily included in deterministic particle methods, see [5] for
instance. Hence, we will only focus on the nonlinearity. To the best of our knowledge, the first ideas
on how to approximate diffusion PDEs were given in the works of Lions and MasGallic, [44], as well
as Oelschläger, [48]. Their main idea was to introduce convolutions in the drift term which approx-
imates the nonlinear diffusion terms as interaction potentials concentrating at zero. Considering,
for example, the quadratic porous medium equation, ∂tρ = ∆ρ2, one can introduce its nonlocal
approximation

∂tρ
ε = div(ρε∇ρε ∗ Vε ∗ Vε), (1.3)

where Vε is the usual mollifying kernel approaching the Dirac Delta at zero when ε → 0. Notice
that the equation above is (1.1) without the diffusion term, V = 0 and W = Vε ∗Vε. The advantage
of considering equation (1.3) is that it can be solved by the following particle method: if ρε0 =
∑N

i=1 δXi(0), then ρεt =
∑N

i=1 δXi(t) solves in the sense of distributions (1.3) with positions Xi(t)
given by solutions to the ODEs

d

dt
Xi(t) = − 1

N

∑

j 6=i

∇Vε ∗ Vε(Xi(t)−Xj(t)), i = 1, . . . , N.

In the context of Wasserstein gradient flows, the nonlocal regularisation (1.3) is equivalent to the
regularisation of the free energy

F
2[ρ] =

∫

Rd

ρ(x)2 dx, F
2
ε [ρ] =

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ρ(x))2 dx =

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ Vε) ∗ ρ(x) dρ(x),

where we used that Vε is even. For general nonlinear diffusion problems, there are two possible
regularisation of the free energy:

F
m
ε [ρ] =







1

m− 1

∫

Rd

|Vε ∗ ρ|m−1 dρ if m > 1,
∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ρ) dρ if m = 1

(1.4)
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and

U
m
ε [ρ] =







1

m− 1

∫

Rd

|Vε ∗ ρ|m dx if m > 1,
∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ρ) log(Vε ∗ ρ) dx if m = 1.

(1.5)

Depending on the choice of the regularisation one obtains different nonlocal equations, providing
different nonlocal approximation of nonlinear diffusion equations. This procedure is also known as
the blob method, first introduced in [5] for diffusion equations with the addition of local and nonlocal
drifts, and used in the previous work [20] to approximate nonlocal equations with singular kernels
by smooth kernels. The first regularisation (1.4) has been studied in [5], which gave complete
convergence analysis for m = 2 and conditional results for m > 2. One of the main difficulties relies
on the fact that the dissipation of the free energy Fm

ε does not give sufficient estimates to pass to the
limit ε → 0. From this point of view, the dissipation of Um

ε is easier to analyse and recently, [4, 7]
exploited it to provide a particle scheme for m > 1, with m = 1 left open. The result is provided
up to requiring the initial datum has finite second order moment and log-entropy. The recent
work [21] deals with a weighted quadratic porous medium equation, where the weight is a target
probability measure to be approximated from specific samples drawn from it. The blob method
provides a deterministic particle approximation for the weighted porous medium equation, and, as a
byproduct, a strategy to quantise a target ρ̄ in the long-time behaviour. In one space dimension, [26]
introduces a deterministic particle approximation for aggregation-diffusion equations, including the
porous medium equation for the subquadratic (1 < m < 2) and superquadratic (m > 2) cases. This
approach is not variational and it is limited to one space dimension. We also mention the recent
work [37] where the one-dimensional quadratic porous medium equation is obtained from interacting
particles subject to the repulsive Morse potential. Furthermore, the recent work [58] provides the
rate of convergence for the nonlocal-to-local limit for the quadratic porous media equation. Several
authors have extended these ideas to systems [4, 30], higher-order PDEs [34], the kinetic Landau
equation [6, 8], and optimal control problems [22]. It is worth to observe that numerical particle
methods have been proposed in the literature. In particular we mention the two simultaneous
results for linear diffusion (m = 1) [27, 54]. In one dimension and for nonlinear diffusions, we
refer to [12, 14, 38]: their approach is based on the PDE satisfied by the transporting maps. The
survey [10] provides further details on most of the available numerical methods for these families
of equations. Among the works proposing a stochastic approach we refer to [18, 35, 47–49] and the
references therein.

To the best of our knowledge the only manuscript that addresses a deterministic particle approx-
imation of the linear diffusion term is the recent work [23], which, in fact, covers a more general
class of equations, including fast diffusion. The authors propose to approximate the general class
of energies

F
f [ρ] =

∫

Rd

f(ρ) dx ≈
∫

Rd

fσ(Vε ∗ ρ) dx =: Ff
σ,ε[ρ],

where f is convex and lower semicontinuous while fσ is the Moreau-Yosida approximation of f with
parameter σ. It is well-known that fσ → f when σ → 0 and fσ is strictly convex, [3, Chapters
12-14]. Under a specific scaling between σ and ε, the authors obtain convergence of approximations
and identify the limit via compactness and duality arguments. They base their proof on the formal
equivalence between the 2-Wasserstein gradient flow of Ff [ρ] and the H−1-gradient flow of Ff [ρ]
interpretations for nonlinear diffusion equations as

∂tρ = div(ρ∇f ′(ρ)) = ∆
[
f∗(f ′(ρ))

]
,

where f∗ is the Legendre-Fenchel transform of f . While [23] provides the first proof of convergence
of a nonlocal approximation for the heat equation, it does not provide a rate of convergence nor is
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it applicable to more natural regularisations for computational purposes such as (1.4) and (1.5) —
a difficulty mentioned in [23]. We also mention the recent paper [24] concerning regularisation (1.5)
(with a particular choice of V being Gaussian) for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation and studying
its numerical performance.

Concerning (1.1), let us focus on the case m = 1 first. As aforementioned, the main challenge is
to approximate the linear diffusion term ∆ρ, thus we consider the heat equation

∂tρ = ∆ρ, (HE)

which is the 2-Wasserstein gradient flow of the (extended) energy functional

H[ρ] =







∫

Rd

ρ(x) log ρ(x) dx ρ log ρ ∈ L1(Rd),

+∞ otherwise.
(1.6)

We consider the regularised version

H
ε[ρ] :=

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ρ)(x) log (Vε ∗ ρ(x)) dx, (1.7)

leading to the nonlocal PDE

∂tρ = ∇ · (ρ∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρ)). (NLHE)

For kernels Vε which are compactly supported we introduce another regularisation

H
ε
σ[ρ] :=

∫

Rd

((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ+ σN)(x) log ((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ(x) + σN) dx (1.8)

which is necessary because, if both ρ and Vε are compactly supported, then Vε ∗ρ(x) = 0 on a set of
positive measure. The function N is globally supported and we consider, for simplicity, the specific
choices in (N) (below) for this work. The corresponding PDE reads

∂tρ = (1− σ)∇ · (ρ∇Vε ∗ log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρ+ σN)). (NLHEσ)

Our main results assert that there exist solutions ρε,σ and ρε to (NLHEσ) and (NLHE), respec-
tively. They are constructed via the JKO scheme (Theorems 3.1 and 3.2). Moreover, using a new
commutator estimate (Lemma 4.2), we prove that when ε→ 0 and ε, σ → 0,

ρε(t), ρε,σ(t) → ρ(t) narrowly for all t ∈ [0, T ],

where ρ is the solution of the heat equation (HE) (see Theorems 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3 for the precise
statements). Finally, for the nonlocal equations (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) we define particle schemes
approximating their solutions. To obtain quantitative rates of convergence when N → ∞, ε→ 0, we
prove that the functionals (1.7) and (1.8) are λε,σ-geodesically convex when restricted to compactly
supported densities ρ. Interpreting (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) as continuity equations, we prove that
solutions remain compactly supported and this allows us to obtain quantitative rates of convergence
for these schemes (Theorem 5.1).

The previous results are extended to the fast diffusion equation

∂tρ = ∆ρm = − m

1−m
div(ρ∇ρm−1) (FDE)

for m ∈
(

d
d+2 , 1

)

, which is the 2-Wasserstein gradient flow of the free energy

U
m[µ] := − 1

1−m

∫

Rd

ρ(x)m dx, m ∈
(

d

d+ 2
, 1

)

, (1.9)
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for µ a probability measure such that µ = ρLd + µs with µs ⊥ Ld, being Ld the d-dimensional
Lebesgue measure. The nonlocal approximation of (FDE) is

∂tρ
ε = − m

1−m
div(ρε∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρε)m−1), (NLFDE)

whose corresponding (regularised) energy functional is

U
m
ε [µ] := U

m[Vε ∗ µ] = − 1

1−m

∫

Rd

|Vε ∗ µ|m dx, m ∈
(

d

d+ 2
, 1

)

. (1.10)

The kernel we consider resembles a Barenblatt, cf. (VF). In short, we construct weak solutions
to (NLFDE) via the JKO scheme in Theorem 6.1 and prove they converge to weak solutions to (FDE)
as ε→ 0+ (Theorem 6.2). We prove λε-geodesic convexity for Um

ε (Proposition 6.5) which leads to
a particle approximation for (FDE) as consequence, cf. Theorem 6.3.

Our manuscript provides several novelties in the analysis of nonlocal-to-local limits related to
particle methods. First, we provide quantitative rates of convergence for the particle approximation
of (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) in Section 5. The main difficulty is that the functionals Hε[ρ] and Hε

σ[ρ]
in (1.7) and (1.8) are not known to be λ-geodesically convex, not even with an ε-dependent λ, for
general densities. This is a well-known issue for nonlocal functionals. Indeed, a necessary condition
in dimension d ≥ 2 for the quadratic functional F[ρ] =

∫

Rd |ρ ∗ Vε|2 dx =
∫

Rd ρ ∗ Vε ∗ Vε dρ to be

geodesically convex is that Vε ∗ Vε is convex which cannot be true for Vε of class C1 [56, Exercise
5.28]. In [7] it is proven that F[ρ] is λε-geodesically convex with λε → −∞ when ε → 0. We
are able to prove that Hε[ρ] and Hε

σ[ρ] are λε-geodesically convex with λε → −∞ when ε → 0
only for compactly supported measures under certain assumptions on the kernel Vε — this allows
to control the log-singularity near the origin and provide linear growth for the first variations of
our functionals. Proving λ-convexity for general measures remains an interesting open question.
Restricting to compactly supported measures does not induce issues since, for ε > 0, we show finite
speed of propagation of solutions to (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) with compactly supported initial data.
Combining the last two properties allows us to obtain the results on rate of convergence of the
particle methods we propose under suitable assumption on the kernels for compactly supported
initial data. Compared to the particle approximation given in [23], we do not need any particular
scaling between the regularisation parameters ε, σ, except with respect to the number of particles.
Moreover our regularisation does not need a numerical approximation of a regularised Moreau-
Yosida approximation of the entropy. The same observations holds true for (FDE), (NLFDE), and
Um
ε .

Another important improvement concerns the use of globally supported kernels Vε, for which
it was previously unknown how to pass to the ε ↓ 0 limit in the weak formulation of (NLHE).
More precisely, the difficulty comes from the fact that the convolution operator does not commute
with nonlinearities. The main tool, the so-called commutator estimates, dates back to the work of
DiPerna and Lions, [29], and allows to exchange of the convolution operator and nonlinearity up to
a small error. For globally supported kernels, the commutator error equals (ρε ∗ (Vε| · |))/(

√
ρε ∗ Vε)

which is a fraction of two seemingly incomparable quantities. In Lemma 4.2, we develop a simple
trick to estimate this fraction in L∞

t L
2
x using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and second moment

of Vε. We also cover compactly supported kernels Vε as they are easier to implement in practical
applications in sampling, however they lead to slower convergence rates in theory compared to
globally supported kernels with our approach.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 contains notations and definitions of weak
solutions. Then, in Section 3 we construct weak solutions to (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) via the JKO
scheme. Section 4 concerns the proofs of convergence of these solutions to the heat equation (HE).
We define the particle methods approximating (NLHE) and (NLHEσ) in Section 5, and we study
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their convergence properties towards (HE). We provide a nonlocal particle approximation of (FDE)
in Section 6. Our manuscript is concluded with Section A containing complementary technical
results.

2. Preliminaries

We denote by P2(R
d) the space of probability measures on R

d with finite second moment, i.e.
P2(R

d) consists of all probability measures ρ such that m2(ρ) :=
∫

Rd |x|2 dρ(x) < +∞. The subset

Pa
2(R

d) ⊂ P2(R
d) consists of probability measures with absolutely continuous densities with respect

to the Lebesgue measure on R
d. For ρ ∈ Pa

2(R
d), we will often denote the probability measure with

its probability density, i.e. dρ(x) = ρ(x) dx. We equip P2(R
d) with the 2-Wasserstein distance,

which is, for µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R
d)

d2W (µ1, µ2) := min
γ∈Γ(µ1,µ2)

{∫

R2d

|x− y|2 dγ(x, y)
}

, (2.1)

where Γ(µ1, µ2) is the class of all transport plans between µ1 and µ2, that is the class of measures
γ ∈ P(R2d) such that, denoting by πi the projection operator on the i-th component of the product
space, the following marginality condition is satisfied

(πi)#γ = µi for i = 1, 2.

We write marginals as the push-forward of γ through πi. For a measure ρ ∈ P(Rd) and a Borel map
T : Rd → R

n, n ∈ N, the push-forward of ρ through T is defined by
∫

Rn

f(y) dT#ρ(y) =

∫

Rd

f(T (x)) dρ(x) for all Borel functions f on R
n.

Setting Γ0(µ1, µ2) as the class of optimal plans, i.e. minimizers of (2.1), the 2-Wasserstein distance
can be written as

d2W (µ1, µ2) =

∫

R2d

|x− y|2 dγ(x, y), γ ∈ Γ0(µ1, µ2).

We shall also use the 1-Wasserstein distance, denoted by d1 and defined by

d1(µ1, µ2) := min
γ∈Γ(µ1,µ2)

{∫

R2d

|x− y| dγ(x, y)
}

. (2.2)

We refer the reader to, e.g. [1, 55, 57], for further details on optimal transport theory.

We denote the Lebesgue bracket by 〈x〉 :=
√

1 + |x|2, for any x ∈ R
d, and consider the following

smooth and globally supported functions

Np(x) :=
1

Z
exp(−〈x〉p), Z =

∫

Rd

exp(−〈x〉)p dx, p = 1, 2. (N)

The parameter σ ∈ [0, 1) distinguishes the energies (1.6) (corresponding to σ = 0) and (1.7) (cor-
responding to σ > 0) leading to (NLHE) and (NLHEσ), respectively. For ε > 0, we define the
mollifying sequence by Vε(x) = ε−dV1(x/ε) where V1 satisfies:

(V1) V1 ∈ Cb(R
d) ∩ C1(Rd), V1 ≥ 0, ‖V1‖L1 = 1, V1(x) = V1(−x) ;

(V2) depending on σ ∈ [0, 1), we assume
(V2)c in the case σ > 0 that suppV1 ⊂ B1 or
(V2)g in the case σ = 0 that V1 ≡ Np, for p = 1 or p = 2.

The subscripts in (V2) refer to whether the kernel is compactly or globally supported. From now
on, we refer to N as either N1 or N2. We gain, by distinguishing between (V2)c and (V2)g, the
ability to incorporate both compactly supported and globally supported kernels V1 into our theory.
Note that, for p = 2, we could choose exp

(
−|x|2

)
with no Lebesgue bracket, which is needed,
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instead, for p = 1 to have better regularity. For consistency of notation we will stick to N2 with the
previous observation in mind.

Remark 2.1. All we need from (V2)g is that V1 is radially decreasing, | · |2V1 ∈ L1(Rd), and that

there exists a constant C > 0 such that |∇V1(x)| ≤ C〈x〉−(d+3) and V1(x) ≥ Ce−|x|2. For ease of
exposition, in the rest we only discuss the cases V1 = Np.

Remark 2.2. In the particular case V1 = N1 (or any kernel as in Remark 2.1) we do not need to
consider the regularization with respect to σ, thus we can assume σ = 0. Indeed, for fixed ε > 0,
the sequence of solutions to the JKO scheme (which is well-defined for σ = 0) is tight, uniformly in
time. It follows that there exists R > 0 such that

∫

BR

dρεt (x) ≥
1

2
.

Hence, with V1 = N1, a simple estimation with Lemma A.1 yields

ρε ∗ Vε(t, x) =
∫

Rd

Vε(x− y) dρεt(y) ≥
∫

BR

Vε(x− y) dρεt (y) ≥ C exp

(

−
√

1 +
R2

ε2

)

Vε(x) > 0.

The lower bound above plays essentially the same role as regularization with σ > 0. In this case, we
also note N1 enjoys further properties allowing to compensate for its global support. More precisely,
it holds

∫

Rd |x|2N1(x) dx <∞, and |∇N1(x)| ≤ C〈x〉−(d+3). The same can be said of N2.

We shall see (cf. Theorem 3.1) that the 2-Wasserstein gradient flow of Hε
σ is a solution to (NLHEσ).

Definition 2.1 (Weak measure solution to (NLHEσ)). For ε > 0 and σ ∈ [0, 1), we say that an
absolutely continuous curve ρ : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) is a weak measure solution to (NLHEσ) if, for every
ϕ ∈ C1

c (R
d) and any t ∈ [0, T ], it holds

∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρt(x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρ0(x)

= −(1− σ)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρs + σN)](x) dρs(x) ds.

(2.3)

Note that the formulation (2.3) is equivalent to the more common distributional form

∫

Rd

ϕ(T, x) dρT (x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(0, x) dρ0(x) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∂tϕ(t, x) dρt dx

− (1− σ)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(t, x)·∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρt + σN)](x) dρt(x) dt

(2.4)

required for all ϕ ∈ C1
c ([0, T ]×R

d) which can be obtained by multiplying (2.3) by ∂tψ(t), integrating
by parts in time and noticing that any function ϕ(t, x) can be approximated by a linear combination
of functions of the form ψ(t)ϕ(x) in the supremum norm.

Remark 2.3. We observe that the RHS of (2.4) is well-defined since, for p = 1 or p = 2,

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x)·∇Vε ∗ [log((1−σ)Vε ∗ ρt+σN)](x)dρt(x) dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤C
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈x〉pdρt(x) <∞.
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This is a consequence of Lemma A.2 and Peetre’s inequality (Lemma A.1) which imply

|∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρt + σN(·))](x)|

≤
∫

Rd

|∇Vε(y)||[log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρt + σN(·))](x − y)|dy

≤ C

∫

|∇Vε(y)|〈x− y〉p dy ≤ C〈x〉p
∫

|∇Vε(y)|〈y〉p dy ≤ C〈x〉p.

In the case σ = 0, first we notice Vε ∗ ρs > 0, for any s ∈ [0, T ], since the solution is tight and we
can argue as in Remark 2.2. Furthermore, a similar estimate as above can be obtained using the
growth proven in Lemma A.3. We stress that Definition 2.1 is important to state for σ ∈ (0, 1) for
the double limit. If σ = 0 the improved regularity we discuss below allows for a stronger concept of
solution, which is the one we need for the nonlocal-to-local limit in Section 4.

Due to the convolution by Vε and the lift by N, the integrand on the right-hand side of (2.4) can
also be interpreted as

∇ϕ(x) ·
{

Vε ∗
[∇((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρs + σN)

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρs + σN

]}

(x) = 2∇ϕ(x) ·
{

Vε ∗
[

∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρs + σN
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρs + σN

]}

(x).

Indeed, we will see later with the L2
tH

1
x-bound for

√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ+ σN (cf. (3.20)), that this form
is highly amenable to the σ → 0 limit and it can be obtained also in the σ = 0 case. We, therefore,
consider the following notion of solution to (NLHE).

Definition 2.2 (Weak measure solution to (NLHE)). For ε > 0, we say that an absolutely contin-
uous curve ρ : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) is a weak measure solution to (NLHE) if the following holds:

(NLHE-1) (Finite initial entropy) H[ρ0] < +∞.
(NLHE-2) (Regularity) ∇√

Vε ∗ ρ ∈ L2
t,x.

(NLHE-3) (Weak formulation) For every ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d) and any t ∈ [0, T ], it holds
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρt(x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρ0(x) = −2

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρs>0
Vε ∗ (∇ϕρs)√

Vε ∗ ρs
· ∇
√

Vε ∗ ρs dxds. (2.5)

Similarly to (2.4), the formulation (2.5) is equivalent to the following: for all ϕ ∈ C1
c ([0, T ]×R

d)
we have
∫

Rd

ϕ(T, x) dρT (x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(0, x) dρ0(x)=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∂tϕ(t, x) dρt dx

− 2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρt>0
Vε ∗ (∇ϕρt)√

Vε ∗ ρt
· ∇
√

Vε ∗ ρt dxdt.
(2.6)

Remark 2.4. The right-hand side of (2.5) is well-defined owing to the regularity assumption
∇√

Vε ∗ ρ ∈ L2
t,x and the fact that

∣
∣
∣
∣

Vε ∗ (∇ϕρs)√
Vε ∗ ρs

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖∇ϕ‖L∞

√

Vε ∗ ρs ∈ L∞
t L

2
x.

The characteristic function makes the expression well-defined pointwisely. It is rigorously proved in
Theorem 4.2 that the σ → 0 limit yields the formulation with the characteristic function.

Definition 2.3 (Weak solution to (HE)). A weak solution to (HE) on the time interval [0, T ] with
initial datum ρ ∈ Pa

2(R
d) such that H[ρ0] <∞ is an absolutely continuous curve ρ ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R

d))
satisfying the following properties:

(1) for almost every t ∈ [0, T ] the measure ρt is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, still denoted by ρt, such that ρ ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(Rd)) and ∇√

ρ ∈ L2([0, T ] × R
d);
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(2) for any ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d) and all t ∈ [0, T ] it holds
∫

Rd

ϕ(x)ρt(x) dx =

∫

Rd

ϕ(x)ρ0(x) dx−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇ρt(x) dxdt,

or the equivalent formulation with test functions ϕ ∈ C1
c ([0, T ] × R

d).

For the reader’s convenience we postpone the notions of solution for (NLFDE) to Section 6.

3. Nonlocal approximating equation for the heat equation

In this section we focus on the nonlocal PDEs and construct weak measure solutions to (NLHEσ)
and (NLHE). As for the latter, we observe most of the estimates are already provided in [7], though
the consistency of JKO scheme (or existence of weak measure solutions) is not proven. For this
reason, in this section we let ε > 0 be fixed and extend the existence theory to the case 0 < σ < 1,
i.e. (NLHEσ), including σ = 0 as well, (NLHE).

3.1. Perturbation by vacuum exclusion. The main issue with (NLHE) is the singularity of the
logarithm near the origin. We deal with the loss of regularity near vacuum by adding a nice pertur-
bation or choosing cleverly the kernel. For this reason, in the first case we consider the perturbed
problem (NLHEσ). Let us recall the JKO scheme [42] for constructing solutions to (NLHEσ) on
[0, T ] subject to initial condition ρ0 ∈ P2(R

d) is given by the following recursive procedure.

• Fix a (sufficiently small) time step τ ∈ (0, 1) and set ρε,σ,0τ := ρ0.
• Define N :=

[
T
τ

]
and, for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1 we choose

ρε,σ,n+1
τ ∈ argmin

ρ∈P2(Rd)

{
d2W (ρε,σ,nτ , ρ)

2τ
+H

ε
σ[ρ]

}

. (3.1)

Owing to [7, Lemma A.2], the above sequence is well-defined for τ sufficiently small and independent
of ε and σ. Let 0 < ε0 <∞ and, for 0 < ε ≤ ε0, consider the piecewise constant interpolation

ρε,στ (0) = ρ0, ρε,στ (t) = ρε,σ,nτ , t ∈ ((n− 1)τ, nτ ], n = 1, . . . , N,

begin ρε,σ,nτ defined in (3.1). From [7, Proposition 3.1], we obtain the following compactness and
uniform bound result. Throughout this section, we fix N to be either N1 or N2.

Lemma 3.1. Let ε > 0, σ ∈ [0, 1). There exists an absolutely continuous curve ρε,σ : [0, T ] →
P2(R

d) such that, up to a subsequence, we have

ρε,στ (t)
τ→0
⇀ ρε,σ(t), uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ].

There is a constant C > 0 depending only on T, m2(ρ0), m2(V1), and Hε
σ[ρ0] where ρ0 = ρε,στ (0) =

ρε,σ(0) such that the second moment bound holds
∫

Rd

|x|2 dρε,στ (t, x) ≤ C, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

As well, for every t ∈ [0, T ], the regularised entropies are ordered in the following way

H
ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ
τ (t)] ≤ H

ε
σ[ρ0] ≤ (1− σ)Hε[ρ0] + σCN ≤ (1− σ)H[ρ0] + σCN, (3.2)

for CN :=
∫

Rd N(x) logN(x) dx. All these bounds are also true with ρε,σ(t) replacing ρε,στ (t).

Proof. The existence of the limit curve ρε,σ and the second moment bound is classical and we refer
to [7, Proposition 3.1] for all the details. We focus the rest of this proof on the entropy estimates
in (3.2).
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By construction in the JKO scheme, for any t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ], we get

H
ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ
τ (t)] ≤ H

ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ]+

d2W (ρε,σ,nτ , ρε,σ,n+1
τ )

2τ
≤ H

ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ,n
τ ]+

d2W (ρε,σ,nτ , ρε,σ,nτ )

2τ
= H

ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ
τ (t− τ)].

By iterating this, we obtain the first inequality in (3.2). The remaining inequalities in (3.2) exploit
the convexity of the map r 7→ r log r. The second inequality is easily deduced by

H
ε
σ[ρ0] =

∫

((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ0 + σN) log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ0 + σN) dx

≤
∫

(1− σ)(Vε ∗ ρ0) log(Vε ∗ ρ0) + σN logN dx = (1− σ)Hε[ρ0] + CN.

For the third and final inequality of (3.2), we appeal to Jensen’s inequality

H
ε[ρ0] =

∫ (∫

ρ0(x− y) dVε(y)

)

log

(∫

ρ0(x− y) dVε(y)

)

dx

≤
∫ (∫

ρ0(x− y) log(ρ0(x− y)) dVε(y)

)

dx

=

∫

Vε ∗ [ρ0 log ρ0] dx =

∫

ρ0 log ρ0 dx = H[ρ0]. �

We now verify that the limit ρε,σ in Lemma 3.1 is a weak solution to (NLHEσ). To keep notations
simple, we suppress the dependence on σ ≥ 0 until the end of this section. To keep track of the
different assumptions (V2)c with σ > 0 and (V2)g when σ = 0, we begin with the case σ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Fix ε > 0, σ ∈ (0, 1) together with V1 satisfying (V1) and (V2)c. Suppose ρ0 ∈
P2(R

d) satisfies Hε
σ[ρ0] < +∞. Then, there exists a weak measure solution ρε to (NLHEσ) such

that ρε(0) = ρ0.

Proof. Recall N is defined in (N). Our candidate weak measure solution is ρε from Lemma 3.1
although we will spend most of this proof working at the level of the discrete minimisers ρε,nτ

from (3.1). Fix n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1; η ∈ (0, 1); and ζ ∈ C∞
c (Rd; Rd). Given consecutive elements

of the sequence ρε,nτ and ρε,n+1
τ , we will suppress the dependence on τ, ε and consider the following

perturbation

ρn ≡ ρε,nτ , ρn+1 ≡ ρε,n+1
τ , ρn+1

η = P η
#ρ

n+1, P η(x) = x+ ηζ(x).

Being ρn+1 a minimiser of (3.1), we have

1

2τ

[

d2W (ρn, ρn+1
η )− d2W (ρn, ρn+1)

η

]

+
Hε

σ[ρ
n+1
η ]−Hε

σ[ρ
n+1]

η
≥ 0. (3.3)

By sending η → 0 in (3.3), we will recover (2.4).

The energy functional terms in (3.3): We claim that

Hε
σ[ρ

n+1
η ]−Hε

σ[ρ
n+1]

η
→ (1−σ)

∫

Rd

ζ(x) ·∇Vε∗[log((1−σ)Vε∗ρn+1+σN)](x) dρn+1(x), as η → 0.

(3.4)
10



The left-hand side of (3.4) can be written in the following way by Taylor expansion

Hε
σ[ρ

n+1
η ]−Hε

σ[ρ
n+1]

η

=
1

η

∫

Rd

((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1
η (x) + σN(x)) log[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1

η (x) + σN(x)]

− ((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1(x) + σN(x)) log
[
(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1(x) + σN(x)

]
dx

=
1− σ

η

∫

Rd

{Vε ∗ ρn+1
η (x)− Vε ∗ ρn+1(x)}×

×
∫ 1

0
log[(1 − σ)

{
sVε ∗ ρn+1

η (x) + (1− s)Vε ∗ ρn+1(x)
}
+ σN(x)] + 1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Mε
η(x)

dx

=
1− σ

η

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗M ε
η )(x) d[ρ

n+1
η − ρn+1](x)

= (1− σ)

∫

Rd

Vε ∗M ε
η (P

η(x))− Vε ∗M ε
η (x)

η
dρn+1(x)

= (1− σ)

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
Vε(P

η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η

)

M ε
η (y) dy dρ

n+1(x). (3.5)

Owing to the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have

M ε
η (y) → log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y) + σN(y)) + 1, a.e. y ∈ R

d as η → 0. (3.6)

Indeed, by definition of M ε
η (y) and for almost every s ∈ [0, 1] and y ∈ R

d, we have

log
[
(1− σ)

{
sVε ∗ ρn+1

η (y) + (1− s)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y)
}
+ σN(y)

]
+ 1

η→0→ log[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y) + σN(y)] + 1,

since it is easy to verify that ρn+1
η

η→0
⇀ ρn+1. Moreover, owing to Lemma A.2, the integrand in

M ε
η (y) is uniformly-in-η majorised by
∣
∣log

[
(1− σ)

{
sVε ∗ ρn+1

η (y) + (1− s)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y)
}
+ σN(y)

]
+ 1
∣
∣ ≤ C(σ, ‖Vε‖L∞)〈y〉p ∈ L1(ds).

In particular, we also have
|M ε

η (y)| ≤ C〈y〉p. (3.7)

As for the difference quotient in (3.5), we can write it as

Vε(P
η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η
=

1

η

∫ 1

0

d

ds
Vε(x+ sηζ(x)− y) ds = ζ(x) ·

∫ 1

0
∇Vε(x+ sηζ(x)− y) ds.

By the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have

Vε(P
η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η
→ ζ(x) · ∇Vε(x− y), a.e. x, y ∈ R

d, as η → 0. (3.8)

We now exhibit a uniform-in-η majorant for the integrand in (3.5)
∣
∣
∣
∣

Vε(P
η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η
M ε

η (y)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C〈y〉p|ζ(x)|

∫ 1

0
|∇Vε(x+ sηζ(x)− y)|ds.

Recall by assumption (V2)c that V1 is supported on the unit ball. Hence, for some constant C > 0
depending on ε and V1, we have

|∇Vε(z)| ≤ C〈z〉−(d+3), ∀z ∈ R
d.
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Therefore, we can further estimate

∣
∣
∣
∣

Vε(P
η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η
M ε

η (y)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C〈y〉p|ζ(x)|

∫ 1

0
〈x+ sηζ(x)− y〉−(d+3) ds

≤ C〈y〉−(d+3−p)|ζ(x)|
∫ 1

0
〈x+ sηζ(x)〉d+3 ds

≤ C〈y〉−(d+3−p)|ζ(x)|
(

〈x〉d+3 + 〈ζ(x)〉d+3
)

∈ L1(dy dρn+1(x)).

We used Lemma A.1 in the second inequality where the constant C > 0 has possibly increased line-
by-line. The last expression is a majorant in L1(dy dρn+1(x)) uniformly in η owing to the decay in
y (recall p = 1 or p = 2) as well as the fact that ζ(x) is smooth and compactly support. Moreover,
since (3.6) and (3.8) tell us what the pointwise limit of their product is, we can pass to the limit
η → 0 from (3.5) using the Dominated Convergence Theorem to obtain

Hε
σ [ρ

n+1
η ]−Hε

σ [ρ
n+1]

η
=

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
Vε(P

η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η

)

M ε
η (y) dy dρ

n+1(x)

η→0→ (1− σ)

∫

Rd

ζ(x) ·
∫

Rd

∇Vε(x− y)[log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y) + σN(y)) + 1] dy dρn+1(x)

= (1− σ)

∫

Rd

ζ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1 + σN) + 1](x) dρn+1(x).

This is precisely (3.4) since ∇Vε ∗ 1 = 0.

Recovering the weak formulation of (NLHEσ): Sending η → 0 in the 2-Wasserstein terms in (3.3)

is standard and we refer, e.g., to [7, Theorem 2.1] for details. We set ζ = ∇ϕ for ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), pass

to the limit η → 0 in (3.3), and use (3.4) to obtain

∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρn+1(x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρn(x) + O(τ2)

= −τ(1− σ)

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρn+1 + σN)](x) dρn+1(x).

At the level of the piecewise constant interpolants, for any fixed 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T this implies (after
summing up over n)

∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (t, x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (s, x) + O(τ2) =

− (1− σ)

∫ t

s

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·) + σN(·))](x) dρετ (r, x) dr.
(3.9)

We would now like to pass to the limit τ → 0. Since ρετ narrowly converges uniformly in time to ρε

from Lemma 3.1, the left-hand side of (3.9) is easily handled. As for the right-hand side, due to the
uniform second moment bound in Lemma 3.1 and the regularity of ϕ and Vε, we have for almost
every r ∈ [s, t]

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

∇ϕ(x)·∇Vε ∗ [log((1−σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·)+σN(·))](x)dρετ (r, x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤C
∫

〈x〉2 dρετ (r, x)≤C ∈ L1([s, t]; dr).
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Here, we are using Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.1 to estimate

|∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·) + σN(·))](x)|

≤
∫

|∇Vε(y)||[log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·) + σN(·))](x − y)|dy

≤ C

∫

|∇Vε(y)|〈x− y〉p dy ≤ C〈x〉p
∫

|∇Vε(y)|〈y〉p dy ≤ C〈x〉p.

Thus, we have exhibited a uniform-in-τ majorant for the spatial integral. It remains to prove
∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x)·∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·) + σN(·)](x) dρετ (r, x)

→
∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x)·∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρεr(·) + σN(·)](x) dρεr(x), τ ↓ 0, a. e. r ∈ [0, T ].

(3.10)

For fixed r ∈ [0, T ], we drop the explicit dependence on this variable and consider the difference of
the two expressions in (3.10).

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρετ + σN)](x) dρετ (x)

−
∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρε + σN)](x) dρε(x)

=

∫

suppϕ
∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρετ + σN) − log(Vε ∗ ρε + σN)](x) dρετ (x) (3.11)

+

∫

suppϕ
∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε + σN)](x) d[ρετ − ρε](x). (3.12)

Fix x ∈ suppϕ. Let us note that d1(Vε ∗ ρετ , Vε ∗ ρε) ≤ d1(ρ
ε
τ , ρ

ε) → 0, as τ → 0, due to narrow
convergence of ρετ and uniform integrability of first order moments of ρετ , cf. [1, Proposition 7.1.5].
In particular, since Vε is Lipschitz continuous, we have uniform convergence of Vε ∗ ρετ → Vε ∗ ρε.
Then, by further using the continuity of log away from the origin

|∇Vε ∗ [log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρετ + σN)− log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε + σN)](x)|

≤
∫

{|y|≤ε}
|∇Vε(y)|| log((1−σ)Vε ∗ ρετ (x−y)+σN(x−y))−log((1−σ)Vε ∗ ρε(x−y)+σN(x−y))|dy

≤
∫

{|y|≤ε}
|∇Vε(y)|

|1− σ|
σN(x− y)

|Vε ∗ (ρετ − ρε)|(x− y) dy → 0 uniformly for all x ∈ suppϕ,

so that the term in (3.11) converges to 0 by duality between measures and continuous functions.
Turning to the integral in (3.12), the convolution by ∇Vε ensures that

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε + σN)](x)

is continuous and bounded. Again since ρετ narrowly converges to ρε, as τ → 0, the term (3.12)
converges to 0. This shows (3.10), so that ρε satisfies Definition 2.1 by passing to the limit τ → 0
in (3.9). �

We now prove the analogous result in the case when σ = 0 provided that the mollifier V1 is
globally supported with exponential tails (cf. (V2)g). The proof follows very similar lines and we
only highlight technical differences.

Theorem 3.2. Fix ε > 0 and V1 satisfying (V1) and (V2)g. Suppose ρ0 ∈ P2(R
d) satisfies

Hε[ρ0] < +∞. Then, there exists a weak measure solution ρε to (NLHEσ) for σ = 0 such that
ρε(0) = ρ0.
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Sketch of the proof. We emphasise the fact that this proof follows very closely the proof of Theo-
rem 3.1 by replacing the assumption of σ > 0 and compactly supported V1.

Our candidate weak measure solution is ρε from Lemma 3.1 for the case σ = 0 and globally
supported V1. Existence of minimisers to (3.1) is proven in [7, Proposition 3.1]. As in the proof
of Theorem 3.1, we consider the perturbation

ρn ≡ ρε,nτ , ρn+1
τ = ρε,n+1

τ , ρn+1
η = P η

#ρ
n+1, P η(x) = x+ η ζ(x).

Being ρn+1 a minimiser of (3.1), we get (3.3) for σ = 0 i.e.

1

2τ

[

d2W (ρn, ρn+1
η − d2W (ρn, ρn+1)

η

]

+
Hε[ρn+1

η ]−Hε[ρn+1]

η
≥ 0.

The passage to the limit η → 0 in the Wasserstein difference goes through exactly as in the proof
of Theorem 3.1. As for the energy functional terms, keeping in mind Vε ∗ ρn+1

τ > 0 as explained
in Remark 2.2, we follow the calculation in (3.5) except here we set

M ε
η (y) =

∫ 1

0
log[sVε ∗ ρn+1

η (y) + (1− s)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y)] ds.

We obtain the σ = 0 analogue of (3.6) which is to say that

M ε
η (y) → log(Vε ∗ ρn+1(y)), a.e. y ∈ R

d as η → 0.

This is justified by the fact that the same estimate as (3.7) holds in this case

|M ε
η (y)| ≤ C〈y〉p, for some C > 0,

owing to Lemma A.3 and (V2)g. Thus, we can pass to the limit η → 0 as before and set ζ = ∇ϕ
to obtain

∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (t, x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (s, x) + O(τ2)

= −
∫ t

s

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ log[Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·)](x) dρετ (r, x) dr.

It remains to pass to the limit τ → 0. The two terms on the left-hand side are easily handled.
As for the right-hand side, Lemma A.3 and (V2)g assert that the logarithmic term grows at most
quadratically, and the second moment bound in Lemma 3.1 yield

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ log[Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·)](x)dρετ (r, x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

∫

〈x〉pdρετ (r, x) ≤ C ∈ L1([s, t]; dr).

Thus, the spatial integral on the right-hand side has a uniform-in-τ majorant. It remains to prove
the σ = 0 analogue of (3.10) i.e.

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ log[Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·)](x)dρετ (r, x) →
∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ log[Vε ∗ ρεr(·)](x)dρεr(x),

as τ ↓ 0, a.e. r ∈ [0, T ].

This amounts to proving that the σ = 0 analogues of (3.11) and (3.12) vanish in the limit τ → 0.
The term corresponding to (3.12) is handled in the same way as the proof of Theorem 3.1 because

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ log[Vε ∗ ρε](x)
is continuous and bounded. As for (3.11), we wish to show that

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

suppϕ
∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log(Vε ∗ ρετ )− log(Vε ∗ ρε)] dρετ (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣

τ↓0→ 0. (3.13)
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Fix δ > 0, x ∈ suppϕ, and take R > 0 sufficiently large such that
∫

|y|≥R
〈y〉−(d+1) dy ≤ δ. (3.14)

Arguing as for (3.11), we have uniform convergence of Vε ∗ ρετ → Vε ∗ ρε. Hence, for |y| ≤ R, take
τ > 0 sufficiently small such that, one has

| log(Vε ∗ ρετ (x− y))− log(Vε ∗ ρε(x− y))| ≤ δ. (3.15)

Now, the convolution within (3.13) can be estimated by partitioning the set into

|∇Vε ∗ [log(Vε ∗ ρετ )− log(Vε ∗ ρε)]|

≤
(
∫

{|y|≤R}
+

∫

{|y|≥R}

)

|∇Vε(y)| | log[Vε ∗ ρετ (x− y)]− log[Vε ∗ ρε(x− y)]|dy

≤ ‖∇Vε‖L1 δ + Cε

∫

{|y|≥R}
〈y〉−(d+3)〈x− y〉p dy.

The first term in the inequality is treated exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 using (3.15). The
second term uses (V2)g to estimate ∇Vε and Lemma A.3 to bluntly estimate the logarithmic terms.
Owing to Lemma A.1 and (3.14), we can continue the estimate to obtain

|∇Vε ∗ [log(Vε ∗ ρετ )− log(Vε ∗ ρε)](x)|

≤ ‖∇Vε‖L1 δ + Cε

(
∫

{|y|≥R}
〈y〉−(d+3−p) dy

)

〈x〉p ≤ Cε δ 〈x〉p,

where we have absorbed ‖∇Vε‖L1 into the constant Cε. Plugging this into the σ = 0 analogue
of (3.11) yields
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

suppϕ
∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [log(Vε ∗ ρετ )− log(Vε ∗ ρε)](x) dρετ (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cε δ

∫

|∇ϕ(x)| 〈x〉p dρετ (x) ≤ Cε,ϕ δ.

This establishes (3.13). �

Remark 3.1. In the case σ ∈ (0, 1) and the mollifier V1 is globally supported (i.e. it satis-
fies (V2)g), the statement of Theorem 3.1 remains true. In this case, the estimation of (3.11)
follows what was described in the proof just before this remark. There, one uses Lemma A.2 instead
of Lemma A.3.

In the subsequent section, we prove uniform-in-σ, ε estimates which will be crucial to pass to the
nonlocal-to-local limits in Section 4.

3.2. Uniform-in-σ,ε estimates and compactness. We remind the reader that each ρε,σ is a
weak measure solution to (NLHEσ) owing to Theorem 3.1. The goal of this section is to prove that
the sequence {ρε,σ}ε,σ is compact with respect to the right topology (which we shall identify in

the sequel) in order to pass to the limits (NLHEσ)
σ→0→ (NLHE)

ε→0→ (HE) and (NLHEσ)
σ,ε→0−→ (HE).

Here and throughout the rest of the paper, we make the standing assumption that the initial
condition ρε,σ(t = 0) = ρ0 satisfies (NLHE-1) i.e. H[ρ0] < +∞. To summarise, let us denote by
ρε,σ : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) an absolutely continuous curve which is a weak-measure solution to (NLHEσ)
such that H[ρε,σ(0)] < +∞ (for fixed ε > 0). This curve satisfies the bounds described in (3.2).
Using the refined version of Ascoli-Arzelà in [1, Proposition 3.3.1] we can prove compactness of
{ρε,σ}ε,σ in C([0, T ];P2(R

d)).
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Proposition 3.1. There exists an absolutely continuous curve ρ̃ε : [0, T ] → P2(R
d) such that the

sequence {ρε,σ}σ admits a subsequence {ρε,σk}k such that ρε,σk(t) narrow converges to ρ̃ε(t) for any
t ∈ [0, T ] as k → +∞. Up to passing to a subsequence in ε, ρ̃ε(t) ⇀ ρ̃(t), for any t ∈ [0, T ],
as ε → 0. Furthermore, the sequence {ρε,σ}ε,σ admits a subsequence {ρk}k := {ρεk,σk}k such that

ρk(t)⇀ ρ̃(t) as k → ∞, uniformly in time.

Proof. The limits in σ and ε can be obtained following the proof in [4, Proposition 4.1], owing
to Lemma 3.1 and (3.2) since we have the uniform bounds

sup
ε,σ

H
ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ(t)] ≤ (1− σ)H[ρ0] + σCN and sup
ε,σ

m2(ρ
ε,σ(t)) ≤ C, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

As for the diagonal limit, we can proceed using the 1-Wasserstein distance because of the uniform
bound for the second order moments — in this case narrow convergence is equivalent to the 1-
Wassertein ones, see e.g. [1, Proposition 7.1.5]. In particular, for every k ∈ N there exist εk and σk
such that, for every t ∈ [0, T ], we have

d1(ρ
εk,σk
t , ρ̃t) ≤ d1(ρ

εk,σk
t , ρ̃εkt ) + d1(ρ̃

εk
t , ρ̃t) ≤

1

k
.

We observe for completeness that the limit is uniform in time in view of the equicontinuity

d21(ρ
ε,σ
t , ρε,σs ) ≤ d2W (ρε,σt , ρε,σs ) ≤ C|t− s|.

�

Since ρε,σ(t) ∈ P2(R
d), for any t ∈ [0, T ], we employ a further regularisation to obtain the limit

as a density — as it should be since it will be the solution of (HE). We consider vε,στ := Vε ∗ ρε,στ

and prove higher regularity and suitable compactness for the latter in order to pass to the limit in
the weak form of the equations. More precisely, we focus on the σ-perturbation (1 − σ)vε,στ + σN,
since for σ = 0 and ε > 0 higher regularity was proven in [7, Lemma 4.1]. This task is performed by
using the so-called flow-interchange technique, cf. [46]. We use as auxiliary flow the heat semigroup,
denoted by SH, which is a 0-flow.

Definition 3.1 (λ-flow). A semigroup SE : [0,+∞]×P2(R
d) → P2(R

d) is a λ-flow for a functional
E : P2(R

d) → R ∪ {+∞} with respect to the distance dW if, for an arbitrary ρ ∈ P2(R
d), the curve

t 7→ St
E
ρ is absolutely continuous on [0,+∞[ and it satisfies the so-called Evolution Variational

Inequality (E.V.I.)

1

2

d+

dt
d2W (St

Eρ, ρ̄) +
λ

2
d2W (St

Eρ, ρ̄) ≤ E(ρ̄)− E(St
Eρ) (3.16)

for all t ≥ 0, with respect to every reference measure ρ̄ ∈ P2(R
d) such that E(ρ̄) <∞.

In the following result, for any ν ∈ P2(R
d) such that H(ν) < +∞, we denote by St

H
ν the

solution at time t of the heat equation coupled with an initial value ν at t = 0. Moreover, for every
ρ ∈ P2(R

d), we define the dissipation of Hε
σ along SH by

DHH
ε
σ(ρ) := lim sup

s↓0

{
Hε

σ[ρ]−Hε
σ[S

s
H
ρ]

s

}

.

Lemma 3.2. Let ε > 0, σ ∈ [0, 1). Let ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) be such that H[ρ0] < ∞. There exists a
constant C = C(N, ρ0, V1, T ) > 0 such that, with vε,στ = Vε ∗ ρε,στ , we have

sup
ε, σ, τ>0

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

(1− σ)vε,στ + σN

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(0,T ;H1(Rd))

≤ C. (3.17)
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Proof. We note that

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

(1− σ)vε,στ + σN

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(0,T ;L2(Rd))

=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,στ (t, x) + σN(x) dxdt = T,

since ‖N‖L1 = ‖Vε‖L1 =
∫

Rd dρ
ε,σ
τ (t)(x) = 1. Next, we need to derive the uniform bound for

∇
√

(1− σ)vε,στ + σN. Let s > 0 and consider Ss
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ as a competitor against ρε,σ,n+1

τ in the
minimisation problem (3.1). By definition of the scheme, it follows

1

2τ
d2W (ρε,σ,n+1

τ , ρε,σ,nτ ) +H
ε
σ[ρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ] ≤ 1

2τ
d2W (Ss

Hρ
ε,σ,n+1
τ , ρε,σ,nτ ) +H

ε
σ[S

s
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ],

which, dividing by s > 0 and passing to lim sups↓0, gives

τDHH
ε
σ(ρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ) ≤ 1

2

d+

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

(

d2W (St
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ , ρε,σ,nτ )

) (E.V.I.)

≤ H[ρε,σ,nτ ]−H[ρε,σ,n+1
τ ], (3.18)

since SH is a 0-flow. The computation below (cf. (3.20)) will show that H[ρε,σ,nτ ] < ∞ for all n.
The H1 bound will be clear after making the left-hand side of (3.18) explicit. Note that

DHH
ε
σ(ρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ) = lim sup

s↓0

{

Hε
σ[ρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ]−Hε

σ[S
s
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ ]

s

}

= lim sup
s↓0

∫ 1

0

(

− d

dz

∣
∣
∣
z=st

H
ε
σ[S

z
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ]

)

dt.

(3.19)

Thus, we now compute the time derivative inside the above integral, taking advantage of the C∞

regularity of the heat semigroup and that St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ > 0:

d

dt
H

ε
σ[S

t
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ] =−

∫

Rd

(1− σ)∇(Vε ∗ St
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ ) · ∇ log((1− σ)Vε ∗ St

Hρ
ε,σ,n+1
τ + σN) dx

=−
∫

Rd

∇((1−σ)Vε ∗ St
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ + σN) · ∇ log((1−σ)Vε ∗ St

Hρ
ε,σ,n+1
τ + σN) dx

+ σ

∫

Rd

∇N · ∇ log((1− σ)Vε ∗ St
Hρ

ε,σ,n+1
τ + σN) dx

=−4

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+ σ

∫

Rd

∇N
∇[(1− σ)Vε ∗ St

H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN]

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

dx

=−4

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+ 2σ

∫

Rd

∇N

∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

dx

≤−3

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ St
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx+ 4σ

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣∇

√
N

∣
∣
∣

2
dx,

(3.20)
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where in the last inequality we used Young’s inequality and the regularity of N. By substitut-
ing (3.20) into (3.19), from (3.18) we obtain

3τ lim inf
s↓0

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ Sst
H
ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dxdt ≤ H[ρε,σ,nτ ]−H[ρε,σ,n+1
τ ] + C(N).

The weak L2 lower semi-continuity of the H1 semi-norm gives

τ

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ,n+1
τ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx ≤ 1

3

(
H[ρε,σ,nτ ]−H[ρε,σ,n+1

τ ]
)
+ C(N).

By summing up over n from 0 to N − 1, taking into account the entropy is bounded from be-
low by second order moments (see for example [7, Remark 4.2]) which are uniformly bounded
(see Lemma 3.1), we get

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,στ (t) + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dxdt ≤ 1

3
(H[ρ0]−H[ρε,σ,nτ ]) + C

≤ 1

3
(H[ρ0] + C(N, ρ0, V1, T )) .

(3.21)

Since the initial entropy is assumed to be bounded, this concludes the proof. �

The previous L2
tH

1
x bound is important to obtain strong compactness in L1([0, T ] × R

d), by
applying the compactness result by Rossi and Savaré, cf. [52, Theorem 2], recalled in the appendix
as Theorem A.3 for the reader’s convenience. Let us denote

f ε,στ := (1− σ)vε,στ + σN, recalling vε,στ = Vε ∗ ρε,στ .

Proposition 3.2. Consider the family {f ε,στ }σ∈(0,1),ε∈(0,ε0),τ>0. The following results hold true:

i) There exists a subsequence τk ↓ 0 such that for any σ ∈ (0, 1), ε > 0, we have

f ε,στk
→ f ε,σ = (1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ̃σ,ε + σN, in L1([0, T ] × R

d).

ii) There exists a subsequence σk ↓ 0 such that, for any ε > 0,

f ε,σk → Vε ∗ ρ̃ε, in L1([0, T ]× R
d).

iii) There exists a subsequence εk ↓ 0 and a curve v ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)) ∩ L1([0, T ] × R

d) such
that

vε := Vε ∗ ρε → v, in L1([0, T ] × R
d).

iv) There exist subsequences εk ↓ 0 and σk ↓ 0 such that

f εk,σk
k→∞→ v, in L1([0, T ] × R

d),

for a curve v ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)) ∩ L1([0, T ] × R

d).

Proof. The proof follows the strategy applied in [7, Proposition 4.3]. It is only worth to notice that
d1((1 − σ)µ1 + σν, (1 − σ)µ2 + σν) = (1 − σ)d1(µ1, µ2), for µ, ν ∈ P1(R

d), thus the weak integral
equicontinuity follows. As for the convergence in σ we can apply the Lebesgue Dominated Conver-
gence Theorem for ε fixed and obtain f ε,σk → Vε∗ ρ̃ε as σk → 0, taking into account Proposition 3.1.
Compactness in ε is exactly as in [7, Proposition 4.3], upon noticing

sup
ε>0

∥
∥
∥

√
vε
∥
∥
∥
L2(0,T ;H1(Rd))

≤ C,

for a constant independent of ε. This can be seen as a consequence of the strong convergence just
proven, the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, and weak L2 lower semicontinuity — a
precise argument can be found in [7, Proposition 4.3]. The last property follows by the triangle
inequality. �
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4. Nonlocal-to-local limit for the heat equation

In this section we prove convergence of weak solutions ρε,σ to (NLHEσ) by establishing two limits:
σ, ε→ 0 jointly (Section 4.2, Theorem 4.1) and σ → 0 first, then ε→ 0 (Section 4.3, Theorems 4.2
and 4.3).

4.1. Commutator estimates. We shall consider kernels being either compactly or globally sup-
ported — in the latter case assuming additionally that their second moment is finite. This is relevant
when the kernel V = N taking into account Remark 2.2. Owing to the regularity of the vector field
far from the vacuum, we can rewrite the term (2.4) (cf. the discussion after (2.4)) as

2(1− σ)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ · Vε ∗
[

∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σr + σN
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σr + σN

]

dρε,σr (x) dr

= 2(1− σ)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

Vε ∗ (ρε,σr ∇ϕ)∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σr + σN
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σr + σN
dxdr.

(4.1)

Weak solutions to (NLHE) and (HE) will be obtained upon analysing the convergence of this term,
involving the so-called commutator estimate. For the reader’s convenience, we collect the a priori
estimates from the construction of solutions to (NLHEσ) in the previous section.

Lemma 4.1 (a priori estimates). Let {ρε,σ}ε,σ be a sequence of measure solutions to (NLHEσ),
and (NLHE) for σ = 0. The following properties hold uniformly in σ and ε:

(A) {ρε,σ}ε,σ ⊂ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)) such that m2(ρ

ε,σ) ∈ L∞([0, T ]) and

d2W (ρε,σt , ρε,σs ) ≤ C|t− s|, (4.2)

for any t, s ∈ [0, T ] and a constant C independent of σ and ε.
(B) {(1− σ) ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN}ε,σ is bounded in L∞

t L
1
x and L∞

t (LLogL)x.
(C) {| · |2(Vε ∗ ρε,σ)}ε,σ is bounded in L∞

t L
1
x.

(D)
{√

(1− σ) ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
}

σ,ε
is bounded in L2

tH
1
x.

Proof. Properties (A) and (B) are obtained from the construction of solutions via the JKO scheme,
defined in (3.1), whereas (D) is proven in Lemma 3.2 for f ε,στ . Strong convergence in τ and the
L2
tH

1
x estimate imply the estimate holds true for f ε,σ, i.e. (D). We only need to prove (C). To this

aim we estimate pointwise

|x|2(ρε,σ ∗ Vε)(x) ≤ 2 (ρε,σ| · |2) ∗ Vε(x) + 2 ρε,σ ∗ (Vε| · |2)(x)
so that

‖| · |2ρε,σ ∗ Vε‖L∞
t L1

x
≤ 2 ‖(ρε,σ| · |2) ∗ Vε‖L∞

t L1
x
+ 2 ‖ρε,σ ∗ (Vε| · |2)‖L∞

t L1
x

≤ 2‖m2(ρ
ε,σ)‖L∞

t
‖V ‖L1

x
+ 2ε2 ‖V | · |2‖L1

x
.

We conclude by applying (A) and the assumption V | · |2 ∈ L1
x. �

In order to prove both limits the following commutator estimate is crucial. Although this approach
is by now well-understood, we present a technical novelty since we can treat globally supported
kernels in case of log singularity or power laws with 1 < m < 2, which is new to the best of our
knowledge. This improves upon the results of [7].

Lemma 4.2 (Commutator lemma). Let ρ ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)) and suppose V1 satisfies (V1), (V2).

There exists a constant C depending on V1 such that, for any ϕ ∈ C2
c ,

∥
∥
∥
∥
1Vε∗ρ>0

Vε ∗ (∇ϕρ)−∇ϕ (Vε ∗ ρ)√
Vε ∗ ρ

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2
t,x

≤ εC ‖D2ϕ‖L2
tL

∞
x
. (4.3)
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Proof. As a preliminary observation, note that by nonnegativity of ρ and Vε we have the pointwise
identity

|Vε ∗ (∇ϕρ)(x) −∇ϕVε ∗ ρ(x)| ≤
∫

Rd

Vε(x− y) |∇ϕ(y) −∇ϕ(x)|dρ(y) ≤

≤ ‖D2ϕ‖L∞

∫

Rd

Vε(x− y) |x− y| dρ(y) = ‖D2ϕ‖L∞
x
(Vε| · |) ∗ ρ(x).

It is then sufficient to estimate 1Vε∗ρ>0
(Vε|·|)∗ρ√

Vε∗ρ in L∞
t L

2
x. We distinguish between two cases.

Globally supported kernels V . We introduce a function fε = fε(t, x) ≥ 0 to be specified later. Then,
we estimate pointwise

(Vε| · |) ∗ ρ(x)√
Vε ∗ ρ(x)

=

∫

Rd

Vε(x− y)
|x− y|

√

fε(t, x)√
Vε ∗ ρ(x)

√

fε(t, x)
dρ(y). (4.4)

Using Young’s inequality

|x− y|
√

fε(t, x)√
Vε ∗ ρ(x)

√

fε(t, x)
≤ 1

2

|x− y|2
fε(t, x)

+
1

2

fε(t, x)

(Vε ∗ ρ)(x)
,

we deduce from (4.4)

(Vε| · |) ∗ ρ√
Vε ∗ ρ

≤ 1

2

(Vε| · |2) ∗ ρ
fε

+
1

2
fε =

√

(Vε| · |2) ∗ ρ ,

where we chose fε =
√

(Vε| · |2) ∗ ρ. To conclude the proof, we estimate, for any t ∈ [0, T ]

∥
∥
∥
∥

(Vε| · |) ∗ ρt√
Vε ∗ ρt

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2
x

≤ ‖(Vε| · |2) ∗ ρt‖L1
x
= ‖Vε| · |2‖L1

x
= ε2 ‖V1| · |2‖L1

x
.

The case of compactly supported kernels V . Without loss of generality we assume that V is sup-
ported in the unit ball so that Vε is supported in the ball of radius ε. Hence,

(Vε| · |) ∗ ρ√
Vε ∗ ρ

≤ ε
√

Vε ∗ ρ.

Arguing as above, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

∥
∥
∥
∥

(Vε| · |) ∗ ρt√
Vε ∗ ρt

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2
x

≤ ε2 ‖Vε ∗ ρt‖L1
x
≤ ε2 ‖V ‖L1

x
,

which concludes the proof of (4.3). �

The identification of the limiting curve ρ̃ from Proposition 3.1 as a weak solution of the heat
equation is a consequence of the following lemma. Indeed, we see that vε,σ and ρε,σ have the same
limit in a distributional sense, both for σ > 0 and σ = 0.

Lemma 4.3. For any t ∈ [0, T ] and any ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d) it holds

lim
ε→0+

∫

Rd

ϕ(x)vεt (x) dx =

∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρ̃t(x) = lim
ε,σ→0+

∫

Rd

ϕ(x)vε,σt (x) dx.
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Proof. For any t ∈ [0, T ] and any ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d), by using the definition of vεt we obtain:
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

ϕ(x)vεt (x) dx−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρεt (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

ϕ(x)(Vε ∗ ρεt )(x) dx−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρεt (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

(ϕ ∗ Vε)(x) dρεt (x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρεt (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

[(ϕ ∗ Vε)(x) − ϕ(x)] dρεt (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

|ϕ(x − y)− ϕ(x)|Vε(y) dy dρεt(x)

≤ ‖∇ϕ‖∞
∫

Rd

|y|Vε(y) dy

= ε‖∇ϕ‖∞
∫

Rd

|x|V1(x) dx,

which converges to 0 as ε → 0+ since
∫

Rd |x|V1(x) dx < +∞. An analogous proof is valid for
vε,σ. �

4.2. Joint limit σ, ε → 0. Here, we prove the convergence in the joint limit σ, ε → 0. Note that
we do not require any particular scaling between the parameters.

Theorem 4.1. Let ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) such that H[ρ0] < ∞, V1 satisfy (V1) – (V2), and {ρε,σ}ε,σ be
a sequence of solutions to (NLHEσ) from Theorem 3.1. The sequence ρε,σ(t) narrowly converges to
the unique weak solution of the heat equation, (HE), as ε, σ → 0, uniformly in time.

Proof. To prove the result, we consider a smooth, compactly supported function ϕ and consider
the weak form of (NLHEσ). We need to pass to the limit in three expressions. Due to the narrow
convergence,

∫

Rd ϕ(T, x) dρ
ε,σ
T (x) →

∫

Rd ϕ(T, x) dρT (x). Similarly, by the dominated convergence
theorem ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∂tϕdρε,σt (x) dt →
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∂tϕdρt(x) dt.

We now focus on the term including the velocity field given by (4.1) and notice

C : = −2(1− σ)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

Vε ∗ (∇ϕρε,σ)
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN
dxdt

= −2(1− σ)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρε,σ>0Vε ∗ (∇ϕρε,σ)
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN
dxdt,

since |Vε ∗ (∇ϕρε,σ) (x)| ≤ ‖∇ϕ‖∞Vε ∗ ρε,σ(x). Moreover, we observe
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε −∇ϕ (ρε,σ ∗ Vε)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε −∇ϕ (ρε,σ ∗ Vε)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
,

where the first fraction is bounded by 1 and the second can be estimated as in Lemma 4.2. It follows
that ∥

∥
∥
∥
∥
1Vε∗ρε,σ>0

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε −∇ϕ (ρε,σ ∗ Vε)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2
t,x

≤ C ε√
1− σ

→ 0

as ε→ 0, whence, thanks to the bound (D), the expression C is vanishingly close to

C
′ := − 2(1 − σ)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρ>0∇ϕ (ρε,σ ∗ Vε)
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN)
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN
dxdt.
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By adding and subtracting σN, we get

C
′ =− 2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN dxdt

+ 2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ σN
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN
∇
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN dxdt.

In the first term, we integrate by parts and we easily pass to the limit to get
∫ T
0

∫

Rd ∆ϕρdxdt.
By Proposition 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.3, and Proposition 3.2 we know there exists a subsequence
ρεk,σk(t) narrowly converging to ρ̃ ∈ L1([0, T ]× R

d) and f εk,σk such that

f εk,σk → ρ̃ in L1([0, T ] ×R
d),

∇
√

f εk,σk ⇀ g in L2([0, T ] ×R
d).

Since we can prove
√
f εk,σk → √

ρ̃ in L2([0, T ] × R
d) by a standard argument, it follows g = ∇√

ρ̃.
In the second term, we use bound (D) and then simply estimate

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

σN
√

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

√
σN

so that the term is bounded by C
√
σ. Summing up all the information, upon a further regularisation

of the test function to apply Lemma 4.2, we obtain in the joint limit ε, σ → 0 a weak solution to (HE),
in the sense of Definition 2.3. We observe that the weak form is justified by the chain rule in Sobolev

spaces since ∇ρ = ∇
(√
ρ
)2

= 2
√
ρ∇√

ρ ∈ L1([0, T ]×R
d). Since weak solutions are unique, we can

infer the whole sequence ρε,σ narrowly converges to ρ. �

4.3. First σ → 0, then ε → 0. This limit is slightly harder as one needs to identify the limit in
the intermediate step, in particular to prove that we arrive at the formulation (2.5) or (2.6) with a
characteristic function. For ease of presentation we drop the tilde symbol for the limiting objects.

Theorem 4.2. Fix ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) and ε > 0 such that H[ρ0] < ∞, V1 satisfy (V1) - (V2), and
{ρε,σ}σ be a sequence of solutions to (NLHEσ) from Theorem 3.1. Then, as σ → 0, there exists a
subsequence such that ρε,σt ⇀ ρεt for all t ∈ [0, T ], where ρε solves (NLHE) in the sense of Definition
2.2. Moreover, we have the following uniform bounds (with respect to ε):

{ρε ∗ Vε}ε, {| · |2ρε ∗ Vε}ε in L∞
t L

1
x, {∇

√

ρε ∗ Vε}ε in L2
t,x, d2W (ρεt , ρ

ε
s) ≤ C|t− s|. (4.5)

Proof. To prove the assertion, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we consider the weak form
of (NLHEσ) and we need to explain how to pass to the limit in the term (4.1), i.e.

2(1− σ)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
∇
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN dxdt.

Thanks to the strong convergence of (1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN we have

∇
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN ⇀ ∇
√

ρε ∗ Vε weakly in L2
t,x,

so we need to prove

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
→ 1Vε∗ρε>0

(∇ϕρε) ∗ Vε√
ρε ∗ Vε

strongly in L2
t,x. (4.6)

To this end, we apply the Vitali convergence theorem which requires uniform integrability, tightness,
and a.e. convergence. Note that due to the pointwise estimate and nonnegativity, we have

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
≤ C‖∇ϕ‖L∞

√

ρε,σ ∗ Vε. (4.7)
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We know that | · |2ρε,σ ∗ Vε is uniformly bounded in L∞
t L

1
x, hence for any R > 0, we have

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\BR

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dxdt ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

Rd\BR

ρε,σ ∗ Vε dxdt ≤
CT

R2
. (4.8)

Similarly, (4.7) implies tightness of

{

(∇ϕρε,σ)∗Vε√
(1−σ)ρε,σ∗Vε+σN

}

σ

. Therefore, it remains to prove a.e. con-

vergence of the sequence. Extracting another subsequence, we know that ρε,σ ∗ Vε → ρε ∗ Vε on
[0, T ] × R

d. Let (t, x) be a point such that ρε,σt ∗ Vε(x) → ρεt ∗ Vε(x) = 0. Then, by estimate (4.7),
we have

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
→ 0.

On the other hand, if ρε,σt ∗ Vε(x) → ρεt ∗ Vε(x) > 0, we have
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN → √
ρε ∗ Vε

pointwise. Furthermore, by the narrow convergence of {ρε,σ}σ

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε =
∫

Rd

∇Vε(x− y)∇ϕ(t, y) dρε,σt (y) →
∫

Rd

Vε(x− y)∇ϕ(t, y) dρεt (y) = (∇ϕρε) ∗ Vε.

In particular, we proved

(∇ϕρε,σ) ∗ Vε
√

(1− σ)ρε,σ ∗ Vε + σN
→ 1ρε∗Vε>0

(∇ϕρε) ∗ Vε√
ρε ∗ Vε

on (0, T ) × R
d

and the proof of (4.6) is concluded. �

Theorem 4.3. Let ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) such that H[ρ0] < ∞, V1 satisfy (V1) – (V2), and {ρε}ε be the
sequence of solutions to (NLHE) from Theorem 4.2. Then, for any t ∈ [0, T ], ρεt ⇀ ρt, where ρ is
the unique solution of the heat equation, (HE).

Proof. Arguing as above, we consider (2.5) or (2.6) and explain the limit as ε→ 0 in the term
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρε>0
Vε ∗ (∇ϕρε)√

Vε ∗ ρε
· ∇
√

Vε ∗ ρε dxdt. (4.9)

By Lemma 4.2, we have

1Vε∗ρε>0
Vε ∗ (∇ϕρε)−∇ϕ (Vε ∗ ρε)√

Vε ∗ ρε
→ 0 in L2

t,x.

By the uniform estimate on {∇√
ρε ∗ Vε}ε, this shows that the term in (4.9) is vanishingly close to

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

1Vε∗ρε>0 ∇ϕ
Vε ∗ ρε√
Vε ∗ ρε

· ∇
√

Vε ∗ ρε dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ
√

Vε ∗ ρε · ∇
√

Vε ∗ ρε dxdt,

where we omitted the characteristic function as ∇Vε ∗ρε = 0 a.e. on the set {Vε ∗ρε = 0}. Following
the same argument of the proof of Theorem 4.1 we can show the desired convergence. �

5. Particle approximation for the heat equation

In this section, we provide a deterministic particle approximation for the heat equation using both
the nonlocal regularisations (NLHE) and (NLHEσ). The argument hinges on the λε,σ-convexity of
the regularised function Hε

σ along geodesics connecting compactly supported probability measures.
The reason for this restriction to compactly supported measures will be clear during the proof
of the result, cf. Proposition 5.4 below. In order to cope with this further condition we need to
prove that solutions of (NLHEσ) and (NLHE) constructed in Section 3 via the JKO scheme are
compactly supported if they are initially compactly supported. A possible strategy to prove such
a result is to represent the JKO solutions as push-forward of the initial datum via the flow-map
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solving the characteristic equations. Let us note (NLHEσ) is a continuity equation whose vector
field ωε,σ : [0, T ]×R

d → R defined below is locally Lipschitz in space and continuous in time, given
ρε,σ ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R

d)), that is:

ωε,σ
t = ∇Vε ∗ log[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σt + σN] = Vε ∗

∇[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σt + σN]

(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σt + σN
,

and for σ = 0

ωε
t = ∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρεt).

Although one can prove existence and uniqueness of a flow map, the local-Lipschitzianity in space
would not ensure uniqueness of solutions for the continuity equation because the equation is non-
linear, hence the push-forward solution is not necessarily the same as that constructed in Section 3.
For this reason, we follow the probabilistic representation of solutions to (NLHEσ) and (NLHE) in
the spirit of [1, Section 8.2]. This approach does not require to investigate well-posedness of the flow
map, but only that we have a narrowly continuous solution for the continuity equation, guaranteed
by Section 3. For the reader’s convenience, we briefly recall some preliminary notions. Given a
vector field v : [0, T ]×R

d → R
d and the continuity equation ∂tµt+∇· (vtµt) = 0, the representation

formula for solutions µηt of the continuity equation is given by
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dµηt (x) :=

∫

Rd×ΞT

ϕ(γ(t)) dη(x, γ), ∀ ϕ ∈ Cb(R
d), t ∈ [0, T ], (5.1)

where ΞT := C([0, T ];Rd) is equipped with the supremum norm and η ∈ P(Rd×ΞT ). The measure
µηt can also be written as

µηt = (et)#η, (5.2)

by introducing the evaluation maps

et : (x, γ) ∈ R
d × ΞT 7→ γ(t) ∈ R

d,

for t ∈ [0, T ]. We will use the following result from [1] to represent our solutions, ρε,σ and ρε, as
push-forward. Let us specify we only report the part needed for our purposes. Note that we use
γ ∈ ACp(0, T ;Rd) ⇐⇒ γ : (0, T ) → R

d and |γ′| ∈ Lp(0, T ).

Proposition 5.1 ( [1], Theorem 8.2.1). Let µt : [0, T ] → P(Rd) be a narrowly continuous solution of

the continuity equation for a suitable vector field v(t, x) = vt(x) such that
∫ T
0

∫

Rd |vt(x)|p dµt(x) dt <
∞, for some p > 1. Then, there exists η ∈ P(Rd × ΞT ) such that

(i) η is concentrated on the set of pairs (x, γ) such that γ ∈ ACp((0, T );Rd) is a solution of the
ODE γ̇(t) = vt(γ(t)) for L1-a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), with γ(0) = x;

(ii) µt = µηt for any t ∈ [0, T ], with µηt as in (5.2).

Before applying Proposition 5.1, in the next results we prove finite time expansion of the support
of the solution γ from Proposition 5.1, (i). We remark that our subsequent theoretical results do not
encompass the choice V1 = N2 although it is often used in numerical schemes or sampling methods
— this is due to the quadratic growth of the velocity field, cf. Lemma A.3.

Lemma 5.1 (Compactly supported V1 and N1). Fix ε, σ > 0 with V1 ∈ C2
c (R

d) satisfying (V1)
and N1 as in (N). Let ρε,σ : t ∈ [0, T ] 7→ ρε,σt ∈ P2(R

d). Then, for ω := ωε,σ, both ω and ∇ω grow
at most linearly with the estimate

|ω(x)| ≤ C1
ε,σ〈x〉, |∇ω(x)| ≤ C2

ε,σ〈x〉,
where the constants scale like

Cj
ε,σ ≃ ε−j(| log σ|+ d| log ε|+ 1), j = 1, 2, 0 < ε, σ ≪ 1.
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Proof. According to Lemma A.2 with p = 1 and Lemma A.1, we get

|ω(x)| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

∇Vε(x− y) log[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ(y) + σN(y)] dy

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

∫

Rd

|∇Vε(x− y)|〈y〉dy

≤ C〈x〉
∫

Rd

|∇Vε(x− y)|〈x− y〉dy.

Here, the constant C comes from Lemma A.2 which we keep in mind scales like

C ≃ | log σ|+ log ‖Vε ∗ ρε,σ‖L∞ ≤ | log σ|+ d| log ε|+ log ‖V1‖L∞ , 0 < ε, σ ≪ 1.

After a few changes of integration variables, we get

|ω(x)| ≤ C

ε
〈x〉
∫

|∇V1(z)|〈εz〉dz =
C

ε
〈x〉.

The estimate for ∇ω proceeds exactly the same by writing it as

∇ω(x) = (D2Vε) ∗ log[(1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε,σ + σN1].

�

We can also treat the case σ = 0 by considering V1 = N1 as below.

Lemma 5.2 (Globally supported kernel). Let ε > 0 and V1 ≡ N1 as in (N). Assume ρε : t ∈
[0, T ] 7→ ρεt ∈ P2(R

d). Then, there is some constant C = C(V1) > 0 such that

‖ωε‖L∞
t,x

≤ C

ε
, ‖∇ωε‖L∞

t,x
≤ C

ε2
.

Proof. Arguing as in Remark 2.2 we observe we can differentiate the logarithm in the vector field
since Vε ∗ ρε > 0 and obtain

‖ωε‖L∞
t,x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
Vε ∗

∇Vε ∗ ρεt
Vε ∗ ρεt

∥
∥
∥
∥
≤ ‖Vε‖L1

x

∥
∥
∥
∥

∇Vε ∗ ρε
Vε ∗ ρε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞
t,x

.

For V1 = N1 we notice |∇V1(x)| ≤ CV1(x) and |∇Vε(x)| ≤ C
ε Vε(x), for any x ∈ R

d, so that
∥
∥
∥
∥

∇Vε ∗ ρε
Vε ∗ ρε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞
t,x

≤ C

ε

∥
∥
∥
∥

Vε ∗ ρε
Vε ∗ ρε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞
t,x

≤ C

ε
.

The estimate on the gradient ∇ωε follows analogously. �

Corollary 5.1 (Finite expansion). In the setting of Lemma 5.1, there exists a unique solution
Xε,σ(ρ) : [0, T ] → R

d to the characteristic equation

d

dt
Xε,σ(ρ)(t) = −ω[ρ](Xε,σ(t)), Xε,σ(0) = X0 ∈ R

d, (5.3)

satisfying the estimate

〈Xε,σ(ρ)(t)〉 ≤ 〈X0〉eC
1
ε,σt, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

In the case σ = 0, under the hypotheses of Lemma 5.2 we have the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to the ODE in [0, T ]. Moreover, for V1 ≡ N1 it holds |Xε(ρ)(t)| ≤ |x0| + Cεt, for any
t ∈ [0, T ] with Cε := C/ε.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of local-in-time solutions follow from the Cauchy-Lipschitz
theory. From Lemma 5.1, we obtain the following differential inequality, dropping the dependence
on ρ for ease of presentation,

d

dt
〈Xε,σ(t)〉2 = d

dt
(1 + |Xε,σ(t)|2) = −2Xε,σ · ω(Xε,σ) ≤ 2〈Xε,σ〉|ω(Xε,σ)| ≤ 2C1

ε,σ〈Xε,σ〉2.
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An application of Grönwall’s inequality gives the desired estimate. In particular, linear growth of
the velocity field implies we can extend the solution to [0, T ]. As for the second claim, boundedness
of ωε allow for existence of a unique solution to the ODE in [0, T ], by means of Cauchy–Lipschitz
Theorem. The result on the support is then an easy consequence of Lemma 5.2, an integration of
the ODE. �

Proposition 5.2 (Compactly supported JKO solutions). Let ρ0 ∈ P2(R
d) with suppρ0 = BR, for

R > 0, and fix ε, σ > 0. Assume V1 ∈ C2
c (R

d) satisfying (V1). The weak solution of (NLHEσ)
from Theorem 3.1 can be represented for any t ∈ [0, T ] as ρε,σt = (Xε,σ

t (ρε,σ))#ρ0, for Xε,σ
t (ρε,σ)

solution to (5.3). It is compactly supported on the time interval [0, T ] and suppρε,σ ⊆ B〈R〉eC1
ε,σT ,

where C1
ε,σ is the constant in Lemma 5.1.

If σ = 0 and V1 ≡ N1, under the conditions in Lemma 5.2 a weak solution to (NLHE) constructed
in Theorem 3.2 is such that ρεt = (Xε

t (ρ
ε))#ρ0 and suppρε ⊆ BR+CεT , for Xε

t (ρ
ε) solution to

d

dt
Xε

t (ρ
ε) = −ω[ρε](Xε

t (ρ
ε)), Xε

0(0) = x ∈ R
d.

Proof. Let us start proving the case ε, σ > 0. In view of Theorem 3.1, we know ρε,σ is a narrowly
continuous curve solution to the continuity eqution (NLHEσ), whose vector field satisfies

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ωε,σ
t (x)|2 dρε,στ (x) dt ≤ C1

ε,σ

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈x〉2 dρε,στ (x) dt <∞, (5.4)

where we also used that second moments are bounded uniformly in time, cf. Lemma 3.1. According
to Proposition 5.1 with p = 2 there exists η

ε,σ ∈ P(Rd × ΞT ) concentrated on the set of pairs
(x, γε,σ) ∈ AC2(0, T ;Rd), where γε,σ is a solution to the ODE γε,σ(t) = −ωε,σ(γε,σ(t)) with γε,σ(0) =

x and ρε,σt = ρη
ε,σ

t = (et)#η
ε,σ. Since we have existence and uniqueness of the flow map Xε,σ(ρε,σ),

given ρε,σ from Theorem 3.1, we have η
ε = (id × X·)#ρ0, whence ρε,σt = ρη

ε

t = (Xε,σ
t (ρε,σ))#ρ0.

Therefore, the support is controlled as in the statement. In the case σ = 0, we can argue similarly
by noticing

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ωε|2 dρεt(x) dt ≤
C2

ε2
T‖Vε‖2L1(Rd) <∞,

by means of Lemma 5.2. Furthermore, existence and uniqueness of the flow map, solution to

d

dt
Xε

t = −ω[ρε](Xε
t ), Xε

0(0) = x ∈ R
d,

for ρε solution from Theorem 3.2, implies we we have η
ε = (id × X·)#ρ0, hence ρεt = ρη

ε

t =
(Xε

t )#ρ0. �

Let us now look at the convexity with respect to the 2-Wasserstein metric of the regularised
functional

H
ε
σ[ρ] =

∫

Rd

((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρ+ σN1) log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ρ+ σN1) dx,

which coincides with Hε for σ = 0, cf. (1.7). Fix any ̺0, ̺1 ∈ P2(R
d) with γ ∈ Γ(̺0, ̺1). We define

the geodesic interpolant connecting ̺0 to ̺1

̺α := ((1− α)π1 + απ2)#γ, α ∈ [0, 1], (5.5)

for π1, π2 projection operators, whereas the one connecting ̺1 to ̺0 is

̺1−α := (απ1 + (1− α)π2)#γ, α ∈ [0, 1],
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Following the strategy outlined in [7] and the references therein we want to show Hε
σ satisfies the

following “above the tangent line” inequality

H
ε
σ[̺1]−H

ε
σ [̺0]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ [̺α] ≥

λε,σ
2
d2W (̺0, ̺1), (5.6)

for some λε,σ ∈ R we shall specify later on. This is actually a sufficient condition for λ-convexity,
which will allow us to exploit the theory in [1] and prove Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 5.3 (Directional derivative of Hε
σ and Hε). Assume ̺0, ̺1 ∈ P2(R

d) with supp̺0 =
BR0 and supp̺1 = BR1 , for R0, R1 > 0. Fix ε, σ > 0 with V1 ∈ C2

c (R
d) satisfying (V1). For any

geodesic interpolant ̺α it holds:

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ[̺α] = (1−σ)

∫

Rd

log((1−σ)Vε∗̺0+σN1)(x)

(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y0) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

In case σ = 0 and V1 ≡ N1, the directional derivative is:

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺α] =

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ̺0)(x)
(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y0) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

For a geodesic interpolant ̺1−α and σ > 0, it holds:

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ [̺1−α] = −(1−σ)

∫

Rd

log((1−σ)Vε∗̺1+σN1)(x)

(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y1) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

and, for σ = 0, we have

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺1−α] = −

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ̺1)(x)
(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y1) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

Proof. By using the mean value theorem,

1

α
(Hε

σ[̺α]−H
ε
σ[̺0]) =

1− σ

α

∫

Rd

∫ 1

0
hεσ(s, x)Vε ∗ (̺α − ̺0)(x) ds dx, (5.7)

where hεσ(s, x) = log(s(1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺α(x) + (1− s)(1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0(x) + σN1(x)). Note that

Vε ∗ (̺α − ̺0)(x) =

∫∫

R2d

(Vε(x− (1− α)y − αz)− Vε(x− y)) dγ(y, z)

= α

∫∫

R2d

∇Vε(x− y) · (y − z) dγ(y, z) +Rα(x),

being

Rα(x) := α2

∫∫

R2d

〈{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
D2Vε(x− [(1− αh)y + αhz]) dh dτ

}

(y − z), (y − z)

〉

dγ(y, z),

where the contribution of this remainder goes to 0 as α→ 0, which we prove later on. Disregarding
higher order terms in α for the moment being, (5.7) becomes

1

α
(Hε

σ[̺α]−H
ε
σ [̺0]) = (1− σ)

∫

Rd

∫ 1

0
hεσ(s, x)

∫∫

R2d

∇Vε(x− y) · (y − z) dγ(y, z) ds dx. (5.8)

The proof is concluded by applying the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, using that
hεσ(s, x) → log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0(x) + σN(x)) for a.e. x as α→ 0, and the majorant

|hεσ(s, x) (y − z) · ∇Vε(x− y)| ≤ C〈y〉|∇Vε(x− y)|〈x− y〉|y − z|,
where we exploited Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.1 with p = 1. The majorant, indeed, is integrable
since γ has marginals in P2(R

d) and V is compactly supported (σ > 0). The higher order terms in α
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in (5.7) can be estimated as follows. Let us notice there exists q ≫ 1 such that |D2V1(z)| ≤ Cq〈z〉−q.
By means of Lemma A.1 we know

〈x〉 . 〈x− [(1− αh)y + αhz]〉〈[(1 − αh)y + αhz]〉.

Using the previous information with Lemma A.2 and a change of variable x 7→ x+[(1−αh)y+αhz],
we have the following bound:
∫

Rd

∫ 1

0
hεσ(s, x)Rα(x) ds dx

≤ Cα2

∫

Rd

〈x〉
∫∫

R2d

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∣
∣(y − z)TD2Vε(x− [(1− αh)y + αhz])(y − z)

∣
∣ dh dτ dγ(y, z) dx

≤ Cα2

∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2(1 + |y|+ |z|)
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈x− [(1− αh)y + αhz]〉1−q dxdh dτ dγ(y, z)

= Cα2

∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2(1 + |y|+ |z|)
∫

Rd

〈x〉1−q dxdγ(y, z)

≤ Cα2(1 +R0 +R1) (m2(̺0) +m2(̺1)) .

In particular, the term involving Rα in (5.7) converges to 0 as α→ 0. In case σ = 0 and V1 ≡ N1 we
follow the same procedure by exploiting Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.1 for p = 1. The computation
of the last two directional derivatives is similar, starting from the incremental ratio

1

α
(Hε

σ[̺1−α]−H
ε
σ [̺1]) .

We omit the details so that we are not repetitive in our argument. We observe the lack of compact
support for V is not an issue due to the assumption on its decay, cf. Remark 2.1. �

Proposition 5.4. Assume ̺0, ̺1 ∈ P2(R
d) with supp̺0 = BR0 and supp̺1 = BR1 , for R0, R1 > 0.

Let ε, σ > 0 be fixed, V1 ∈ C2
c (R

d) satisfy (V1) and N1 as in (N). The functional Hε
σ satisfies (5.6)

and it is λε,σ-convex along the geodesic connecting ̺0 with ̺1, being

λε,σ = −ε−2Cε,σ(1− σ)(1 +R0 +R1), (5.9)

where the constant scaling like Cε,σ ≃ | log σ| + d| log ε| + log ‖V1‖L∞ , for 0 < ε, σ ≪ 1. If σ = 0
and V1 ≡ N1, the functional Hε satisfies (5.6) and it is λε-convex along the geodesic connecting ̺0
with ̺1, for

λε = −ε−3CR(1 +R0 +R1), (5.10)

for a constant CR = C1,R from Lemma A.3 applied to ̺0.

Proof. We want to prove (5.6). Owing to the convexity of t 7→ t log t, the first two terms on the
left-hand side of (5.6) can be written as

H
ε
σ[̺1]−H

ε
σ [̺0] =

∫

Rd

((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺1 + σN1) log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ̺1 + σN1) dx

−
∫

Rd

((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1) log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1) dx

≥ (1− σ)

∫

Rd

log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1)(x) (Vε ∗ ̺1(x)− Vε ∗ ̺0(x)) dx

= (1−σ)
∫

Rd

log((1−σ)Vε ∗ ̺0+σN1)(x)

(∫∫

R2d

(Vε(x−y1)−Vε(x−y0)) dγ(y0, y1)
)

dx.
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These expressions allow us to estimate the left-hand side of (5.6) with

H
ε
σ [̺1]−H

ε
σ[̺0]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ[̺α]

≥ (1− σ)

∫

Rd

log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1)(x)× . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

Vε(x− y1)− Vε(x− y0)− (y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y0) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx

= (1− σ)

∫

Rd

log((1− σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1)(x)× . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

〈{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
D2Vε(x− [(1− h)y0 + hy1]) dhdτ

}

(y0 − y1), (y0 − y1)

〉

dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

The last equality uses the second order Taylor expansion with the function Vε. Taking absolute
values, we get

H
ε
σ[̺1]−H

ε
σ[̺0]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ [̺α]

≥ −(1− σ)

∫

Rd

|log((1 − σ)Vε ∗ ̺0 + σN1)(x)| × . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1 − h)y0 + hy1])

∣
∣ dhdτ

}

dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

Using Lemma A.2 with p = 1, we get

H
ε
σ[̺1]−H

ε
σ [̺0]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ[̺α]

≥−C(1−σ)
∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
(∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈x〉
∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1− h)y0 + hy1])

∣
∣ dxdhdτ

)

dγ(y0, y1)

=−C(1−σ)
ε2

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
(∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εz + [(1− h)y0 + hy1]〉
∣
∣D2V1(z)

∣
∣ dz dhdτ

)

dγ(y0, y1)

(5.11)

for C ≃ | log σ| + log ‖Vε ∗ ̺0‖L∞ ≤ | log σ| + d| log ε| + log ‖V1‖L∞ , 0 < ε, σ ≪ 1. By means
of Lemma A.1, we could write

〈εz + [(1− h)y0 + hy1]〉 . 〈εz〉〈(1 − h)y0 + hy1〉.
According to (V1), since V is compactly supported, we can estimate

|D2V1(z)| ≤ Cq〈z〉−q, ∀q ≫ 1.

Hence, taking q ≫ 1 sufficiently large, we can estimate the term in brackets in (5.11) by
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εz + [(1− h)y0 + hy1]〉
∣
∣D2V1(z)

∣
∣ dz dhdτ

.q

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈(1 − h)y0 + hy1〉

∫

Rd

〈z〉1−q dz dhdτ

.q

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈(1 − h)y0 + hy1〉dhdτ

.q (1 + |y0|+ |y1|).
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If we plug this back into (5.11), we get

H
ε
σ[̺1]−H

ε
σ[̺0]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ[̺α] &p −ε−2C(1− σ)(1 +R0 +R1)

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2 dγ(y0, y1),

for C ≃ | log σ|+d| log ε|+log ‖V1‖L∞ , 0 < ε, σ ≪ 1. In the last estimate, we used Lemma 5.1. The
result is obtained by taking the infimum over γ ∈ Γ(̺0, ̺1). As for the case σ = 0 and V1 = N1, we
follow the same strategy exploiting Lemma A.3. With a similar computation, we have

H
ε[̺1]−H

ε[̺0]−
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺α]

≥
∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ̺0)(x)
(∫∫

R2d

Vε(x− y1)− Vε(x− y0)− (y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y0) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx

=

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ̺0)(x)× . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

〈{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
D2Vε(x− [(1 − h)y0 + hy1]) dhdτ

}

(y0 − y1), (y0 − y1)

〉

dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

Taking absolute values and using Lemma A.3 with CR = C1,R, we get

H
ε[̺1]−H

ε[̺0]−
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺α]

≥ −
∫

Rd

|log(Vε ∗ ̺0)(x)| × . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1 − h)y0 + hy1])

∣
∣ dhdτ

}

dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx

≥ −CR

ε

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
(∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈x〉
∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1− h)y0 + hy1])

∣
∣ dxdhdτ

)

dγ(y0, y1)

=−CR

ε3

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
(∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εz + [(1− h)y0 + hy1]〉
∣
∣D2V1(z)

∣
∣ dz dhdτ

)

dγ(y0, y1).

For the term in brackets, we can use Lemma A.1 together with the fact that |D2V1(z)| ≤ Cq〈z〉−q

for all large q ≫ 1 to estimate
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εz + [(1− h)y0 + hy1]〉
∣
∣D2V1(z)

∣
∣ dz dhdτ

.q

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈(1− h)y0 + hy1〉

∫

Rd

〈z〉1−q dz dhdτ

.q

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈(1− h)y0 + hy1〉 dhdτ

.q (1 + |y0|+ |y1|) .
So,

H
ε[̺1]−H

ε[̺0]−
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺α] &p −ε−3CR(1 +R0 +R1)

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2 dγ(y0, y1),

and λε = −ε−3CR(1+R0+R1). The decay of the Hessian matrix follows from the choice of V1. �

Remark 5.1. Following the same procedure in the proof of Proposition 5.4 we obtain

H
ε
σ[̺0]−H

ε
σ [̺1] +

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε
σ [̺1−α] ≥

λε,σ
2
d2W (̺0, ̺1), (5.12)
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for λε,σ as in Proposition 5.4 for either σ > 0 or σ = 0.

Proposition 5.4 implies that Hε
σ is λ-convex on the space of compactly supported probability

measures with modulus of convexity depending on the size of the support. For ε, σ > 0, or ε > 0 and
σ = 0, Proposition 5.2 guarantees that weak solutions to (NLHEσ), or to (NLHE), remain compactly
supported if they were initially compactly supported. Proposition 5.2 in particular quantifies the
growth of the support. The next result provides a stability estimate in dW for solutions of the
nonlocal equations considered, extending [1, Theorem 11.1.4] to the case of solutions whose support
changes in time.

Proposition 5.5. Let ε, σ > 0 be fixed, V1 ∈ C2
c (R

d) satisfy (V1), and N1 as in (N). Consider
ρε,σi : [0, T ] → P2(R

d), i = 1, 2, weak solutions to (NLHEσ) with initial datum ρi,0 ∈ P2(R
d) such

that suppρi,0 = BRi, for Ri > 0 and i = 1, 2. It holds:

dW (ρε,σ1,t , ρ
ε,σ
2,t ) ≤ e−λT

ε,σtdW (ρ1,0, ρ2,0), ∀ t ∈ [0, T ], (5.13)

being

λTε,σ = −ε−2Cε,σ(1− σ)(1 + 〈R1〉eC
1
ε,σT + 〈R2〉eC

1
ε,σT ), (5.14)

for Cε,σ as in Proposition 5.4 and C1
ε,σ as in Lemma 5.1. In case σ = 0, V1 ≡ N1, and ρεi : [0, T ] →

P2(R
d), i = 1, 2, are weak solutions to (NLHE) with initial data ρi as above, then (5.13) holds for

λTε = −ε−3CR(1 +R1 +R2 + 2C/εT ), (5.15)

for a constant CR, where R > 0 is such that mint∈[0,T ] infε>0min(ρε1,t(BR), ρ
ε
2,t(BR)) ≥ 1/2, and

C = C(V1).

Proof. Let us start by considering solutions of (NLHE). Let γ0 ∈ Γ0(ρ1,0, ρ2,0) be the optimal
transportation plan for dW . For two solutions ρε1,t = (Xε

1,t)#ρ1,0 and ρε2,t = (Xε
2,t)#ρ2,0, where we

use the shorthand notation Xε
i,t := Xε

i,t(ρ
ε
i,t) for i = 1, 2, we define γεt = (Xε

1,t ×Xε
2,t)#γ0 which is

obviously a transportation plan between ρε1,t and ρε2,t. By definition of dW we know

d2W (ρε1,t, ρ
ε
2,t) ≤

∫∫

R2d

|x− y|2 dγεt (x, y) =
∫∫

R2d

|Xε
1,t(x)−Xε

2,t(y)|2 dγ0(x, y).

In order to prove the result we want to show

d

dt
d2W (ρε1,t, ρ

ε
2,t) ≤ −2λTε d

2
W (ρε1,t, ρ

ε
2,t), (5.16)

so that to conclude by applying Grönwall’s inequality. The intermediate steps to achieve the in-
equality above consist in proving (in order):

d

dt

∫∫

R2d

|Xε
1,t(x)−Xε

2,t(y)|2 dγ0(x, y) =
∫∫

R2d

d

dt
|Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y)|2 dγ0(x, y); (5.17a)

∫∫

R2d

d

dt
|Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y)|2 dγ0(x, y) = 2

(
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺εt,α]−

d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺εt,1−α]

)

(5.17b)

≤ −2λTε d
2
W (ρε1,t, ρ

ε
2,t), (5.17c)

where ̺εt,α is the geodesic interpolant connecting ρε1,t to ρε2,t at time t ∈ [0, T ], i.e.

̺εt,α := ((1− α)π1 + απ2)#γ
ε
t , α ∈ [0, 1].

Inequality (5.16) can be proven as in [1, Theorem 11.1.4] using [1, Lemma 4.3.4]. Exchanging the
derivative with the integral in (5.17a) can be justified using Dominated Convergence since the flow
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maps Xε
i,t are C1

t functions, for i = 1, 2, and the following computation hold:

d

dt
|Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y)|2 = −2

〈
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y), ω

ε
t [ρ

ε
1,t](X

ε
1,t(x))− ωε

t [ρ
ε
2,t](X

ε
2,t(y))

〉

= −2
〈
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y),∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρε1,t(Xε

1,t(x))
〉

+ 2
〈
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y),∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρε2,t(Xε

2,t(y))
〉
.

In particular, ∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
|Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y)|2

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cε (|x|+ |y|+CεT ) ∈ L1(dγ0).

As for (5.17b), note that

−2

∫∫

R2d

〈
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y),∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρε1,t(Xε

1,t(x))
〉
dγ0(x, y)

= 2

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ρε1,t(z)
∫∫

Rd

(
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y)

)
· ∇Vε(z −Xε

1,t(x)) dγ0(x, y) dz

= 2

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ρε1,t)(z)
∫∫

Rd

(x− y) · ∇Vε(z − x) dγεt (x, y) dz

= 2
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺εt,α],

(5.18)

Likewise we have

2

∫∫

R2d

〈
Xε

1,t(x)−Xε
2,t(y),∇Vε ∗ log(Vε ∗ ρε2,t(Xε

2,t(y))
〉
dγ0(x, y)

= 2

∫

Rd

log(Vε ∗ ρε2,t(z))
∫∫

Rd

(x− y) · ∇Vε(z − y) dγεt (x, y) dz

= −2
d

dα

∣
∣
∣
∣
α=0

H
ε[̺εt,1−α],

(5.19)

where ̺εt,1−α is the geodesic interpolant connecting ρε2,t to ρε1,t at time t ∈ [0, T ]. At this point we

infer (5.17c) from Proposition 5.4, by using (5.6) and (5.12), where λTε is as in (5.15), taking into
account Proposition 5.2 for the support of the solutions. As noticed in Proposition 5.4, the constant
CR comes from Lemma A.3. �

Remark 5.2. We observe that Proposition 5.5 can be applied to λ-convex gradient flows with
growing-in-time support, where λ does depend on the supports of the solutions.

Theorem 5.1 (Particle approximation to (HE)). Let N ∈ N, T > 0, and σ > 0. Consider
V1 ∈ C2

c (R
d) satisfying (V1) and N1 as in (N). Assume ρ0 ∈ Pa

2(R
d) be such that suppρ0 = BR0

for R0 > 0, H[ρ0] <∞. Let

ρε,σ,Nt :=
1

N

N∑

j=1

δ
xj
ε,σ(t)

and ρN0 :=
1

N

N∑

j=1

δ
xj
0
, (5.20)

where {xiε,σ} satisfy the following ODE system

ẋiε,σ(t) = −
∫

Rd

∇Vε(xiε,σ(t)− y) log




1− σ

N

N∑

j=1

Vε(y − xjε,σ(t)) + σN1(y)



 dy,

with initial conditions xiε,σ(0) = xi0 such that dW (ρN0 , ρ0) ≤ 1
N . Let N = N(ε) and σ = σ(ε) be

N(ε) ≃ exp
(

exp
(

ε−1/γ
))

or equivalently ε ≃ (log(logN))−γ , σ(ε) = ε, (5.21)
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for some γ ∈ (0, 1). Then,

ρ
ε,σ(ε),N(ε)
t → ρt narrowly, (5.22)

where ρ is the weak solution to (HE). The same holds with σ = 0 with (5.21) replaced by

N(ε) ≃ exp
(

ε−1/γ
)

or equivalently ε ≃ (logN)−γ (5.23)

for γ ∈
(
0, 14
)
.

Remark 5.3. Theoretically, to find the discretization satisfying dW (ρN0 , ρ0) ≤ 1
N , for a given ρ0 ∈

Pa
2(R

d), we consider ρN0 obtained by dividing the area below the graph of ρ0 in N regions of equal
masses. In practise, this procedure cannot be applied and much worse rates of the form 1

Nβ are
expected, see [36]. Clearly, the formulation of Theorem 5.1 can be easily adapted to such rates.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let us first consider the case of compactly supported V1. Applying Proposi-
tion 5.5 to ρε,σ,N as in (5.20) and ρε,σ being the weak solution to (NLHEσ) with initial condition
ρ0, we get, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

dW (ρε,σ,Nt , ρε,σt ) ≤ e−λT
ε,σtdW (ρε,σ,N0 , ρ0) ≤

e−λT
ε,σt

N
, (5.24)

where λTε,σ = −ε−2Cε,σ(1− σ)(1 + 2R0e
C1

ε,σT ). We choose σ = σ(ε) as in (5.21) to deduce

λTε,σ ≃ −ε−2(| log σ|+ |d log ε|)eε−1T (| log σ|+d| log ε|) ≃ −eε−1 | log(ε)|

for ε small. Hence, if N(ε) is as in (5.21) we deduce that the expression in (5.24) converges to 0.

Combining with the narrow convergence ρ
ε,σ(ε)
t → ρt as ε, σ(ε) → 0 from Theorem 4.1 we arrive at

(5.22).

The case σ = 0 requires only an adaptation in the relation between N and ε. Indeed, (5.24) is still
valid with λTε = −ε−3CR(1+2R0+2C/εT ) ≃ −ε−4 and CR being the constant from Proposition 5.5.
Hence, if N = N(ε) satisfies (5.23), the conclusion follows by following the argument above and
Theorem 4.3.

�

6. Extension to Fast Diffusion equations

In this section we consider the class of PDEs

∂tρ = ∆ρm = − m

1−m
div(ρ∇ρm−1) (FDE)

with m ∈
(

d
d+2 , 1

)

and its nonlocal approximation

∂tρ
ε = − m

1−m
div(ρε∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρε)m−1). (NLFDE)

Following the strategy used for (NLHE), we prove existence of weak solutions to (NLFDE) and that
they constitute a valuable approximation for solutions of (FDE), allowing for a particle scheme.
For ease of presentation, we only consider the case of globally supported kernels corresponding to
the assumption (V2)g in the case of heat equation. The form of the kernel we use in this section is
specified in (VF). Note that adding a σ-perturbation in case of compactly supported kernels does
not constitute further difficulties.
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6.1. Nonlocal equation for fast diffusion. The energy functional we consider is Um : P2(R
d) →

[−∞,∞), defined by, for any µ = ρLd + µs with µs ⊥ Ld,

U
m[µ] := − 1

1−m

∫

Rd

ρ(x)m dx, m ∈
(

d

d+ 2
, 1

)

. (6.1)

Note that the function F (x) = − 1
1−mx

m is proper, convex, lower semicontinuous, and it satisfies

limx→∞ F (x)/x = 0. The range for the exponent m ensures that, for ρ ∈ Pa
2(R

d),
∫

Rd

ρ(x)m dx ≤
(∫

Rd

ρ(x)(1 + |x|)2 dx
)m(∫

Rd

(1 + |x|)
−2m
1−m dx

)1−m

< +∞. (6.2)

We also observe that with this definition Um is lower semicontinuous in P2(R
d) since its relaxed

envelope (Um)∗ = Um, cf. [1, Section 9.3]. One can see this by re-writing

U
m[µ] = −1/(1 −m)

∫

Rd

ρm dx+ L

∫

Rd

µs,

where L = limx→∞ F (x)/x = 0.

The nonlocal equation is obtained by a regularisation of the functional defined by

U
m
ε [µ] := U

m[Vε ∗ µ] = − 1

1−m

∫

Rd

|Vε ∗ µ|m dx, m ∈
(

d

d+ 2
, 1

)

, (6.3)

since Vε ∗ µ ≪ Ld and (Vε ∗ µ)s ≡ 0. In particular it is not necessary to keep track of the singular
part w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure for ε > 0 fixed. Therefore, for consistency of notation we will use
ρ ∈ P2(R

d) as in the previous sections. For fast diffusion equations we propose the kernel

V (x) := c(1 + |x|2)−α = c〈x〉−2α, α >
d

2
+

1

m
, (VF)

where c = 1/(
∫

Rd(1 + |x|2)−α dx). Note that V satisfies (V1) and the following moments bound
∫

Rd

|x|2V (x) dx <∞,

∫

Rd

|x|2/mV (x) dx <∞.

For later purposes we point out that, since m ∈
(

d
d+2 , 1

)

, we have

d

2
+

1

m
>

d

2m
− 1

2m
.

The JKO scheme for the class of nonlocal fast diffusion equations (NLFDE) is

ρε,n+1
τ ∈ argmin

ρ∈P2(Rd)

{
d2W (ρε,nτ , ρ)

2τ
+ U

m
ε [ρ]

}

. (6.4)

For m ∈
(

d
d+2 , 1

)

, since −| · |m is convex, Jensen’s inequality implies

U
m
ε [ρ0] ≤ ‖Vε‖L1U

m[ρ0] < +∞,

for ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d). The initial datum should be ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) such that Um[ρ0] < +∞ and by abuse
of notation ρ0 denotes the density w.r.t. Lebesgue as well.

Let us observe that, following (6.2), we have

U
m
ε [ρ] ≥ −C(d,m) (1 +m2(Vε ∗ ρ))m ≥ −C(d,m)

(
1 + ε2m2(V1) +m2(ρ)

)m
,

for C(d,m) as in (6.2). This bound is essentially the same obtained in [7, Lemma A.1], so we can
refer to [7, Lemma A.1 and Proposition 3.1] for the well-posedness of the scheme and the usual (by
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now) narrow compactness result for the interpolating sequence as a consequence of the energy and
moment bounds. We summarise the result below for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 6.1 (Narrow compactness, energy, & moment bounds). Let 0 < ε < ε0 <∞ be fixed.
There exists an absolutely continuous curve ρε : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) such that, up to a subsequence, the
piecewise constant interpolation ρετ admits a subsequence ρετk so that

ρετk(t)
k→∞
⇀ ρε(t), uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ].

Furthermore, for any t ∈ [0, T ], the following uniform bounds in τ and ε hold

U
m
ε [ρε(t)] ≤ sup

ε>0
U
m
ε [ρ0] ≤ U

m[ρ0], m2(ρ
ε(t)) ≤ C,

for a constant C = C(T,m2(ρ0), ε
2
0m2(V ),Um[ρ0]).

The same strategy used in Section 3 leads to the existence of a distributional solution to the
nonlocal equation (NLFDE), for ε > 0 fixed. More precisely, we obtain existence of an absolutely
continuous curve ρ : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) such that, for every ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d) and any t ∈ [0, T ], it satisfies
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρt(x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρ0(x) =
m

1−m

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρs)m−1(x) dρs(x) ds. (6.5)

The RHS of (6.5) is well defined since tightness of ρt and Lemma A.4 imply
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρs)m−1(x)dρs(x)ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

|∇ϕ(x)|〈x〉2α(1−m) dρs(x) ds <∞.

Theorem 6.1. Let ε > 0 and V as in (VF). Suppose ρ0 ∈ P2(R
d) satisfies Um[ρ0] < +∞.

Then, there exists a distributional solution ρε ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)) to (NLFDE) as in (6.5) such that

ρε(0) = ρ0.

Proof. The strategy of the proof follows the one of Theorem 3.1. We will only explain how to deal
with the crucial step of the consistency. First of all, we notice Vε ∗ ρ > 0 as proven in Lemma A.4,
so that we can divide by this term. Following the proof of Theorem 3.1, σ = 0, we consider two
consecutive elements of the sequence constructed in (6.4), i.e. ρε,nτ and ρε,n+1

τ (suppressing the
dependence on τ, ε for simplicity) and consider the following perturbation, for ζ ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd),

ρn+1
η = P η

#ρ
n+1, P η(x) = x+ η ζ(x).

We need to prove

Um
ε [ρn+1

η ]− Um
ε [ρn+1]

η
−→ − m

1−m

∫

Rd

ζ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ [Vε ∗ ρn+1]m−1(x) dρn+1(x), as η → 0. (6.6)

By using the Mean-Value Theorem and the symmetry of our kernel we infer

Um
ε [ρn+1

η ]− Um
ε [ρn+1]

η
= − m

1−m

∫∫

R2d

(
Vε(P

η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η

)

M ε
η (y) dy dρ

n+1(x), (6.7)

where

M ε
η (y) =

∫ 1

0

(
sVε ∗ ρn+1

η (y) + (1− s)Vε ∗ ρn+1(y)
)m−1

ds.

Note that, by neglecting a nonnegative term, a majorant in η for M ε
η (y) is

(Vε ∗ ρn+1(y))m−1(1− s)m−1 ∈ L1(ds),
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thus M ε
η (y) → (Vε ∗ ρn+1(y))m−1 as η → 0. Our kernel, for |x| → ∞, is such that ∇V (x) ≃

|x|−(2α+1), whence, using Lemma A.4 to bound |M ε
η (y)| and Lemma A.1,

∣
∣
∣
∣

Vε(P
η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η
M ε

η (y)

∣
∣
∣
∣
. 〈y〉2α(1−m)|ζ(x)|

∫ 1

0
|∇Vε(x+ s η ζ(x)− y)|ds

. 〈y〉2α(1−m)|ζ(x)|
∫ 1

0
〈x+ s η ζ(x)− y〉−(2α+1) ds

. 〈y〉2α(1−m)−(2α+1) |ζ(x)|
∫ 1

0
〈x+ s η ζ(x)〉2α+1 ds

. 〈y〉−(2αm+1)|ζ(x)|
(
〈x〉2α+1 + 〈ζ(x)〉2α+1

)
.

The latter function is a majorant in η and belongs to L1(dy dρn+1(x)) since α > d
2 +

1
m > d−1

2m , for

m > d
d+2 , by direct computation, and owing to the fact that ζ(x) is smooth and compactly support.

Therefore, we can pass to the limit η → 0 in (6.7) using the Dominated Convergence Theorem to
obtain

Um
ε [ρn+1

η ]− Um
ε [ρn+1]

η
= − m

1−m

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
Vε(P

η(x)− y)− Vε(x− y)

η

)

M ε
η (y) dy dρ

n+1(x)

η→0→ − m

1−m

∫

Rd

ζ(x) ·
∫

Rd

∇Vε(x− y)(Vε ∗ ρn+1(y))m−1 dy dρn+1(x)

= − m

1−m

∫

Rd

ζ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρn+1)m−1(x) dρn+1(x).

To conclude the proof we need to send the time step τ → 0, keeping in mind we used ρn+1 ≡ ρε,n+1
τ

for ease of presentation. This is done similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 by noticing that, for
ζ(x) = ∇ϕ(x),

|∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρn+1)m−1(x)| . |∇ϕ(x)|〈x〉2α(1−m)

and ∫

Rd

|∇ϕ(x)|〈x〉2α(1−m) dρετ (r, x) ≤ C(α,m,ϕ) ∈ L1([s, t]; dr),

so that we can pass to the τ → 0 limit in the expression
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (t, x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρετ (s, x) + O(τ2)

=
m

1−m

∫ t

s

∫

Rd

∇ϕ(x) · ∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρετ (r, ·))m−1(x) dρετ (r, x) dr,

where we remind the reader

ρετ (t) = ρε,nτ , t ∈ ((n − 1)τ, nτ ], n = 1, . . . , N,

is the piecewise constant interpolation and approximating solution. �

6.2. Nonlocal-to-local limit. In order to deal with the ε→ 0 limit, we exploit higher regularity of
Vε ∗ρετ . Indeed, by using the heat equation as auxiliary flow we can obtain a uniform L2

tH
1
x-estimate

on Vε ∗ ρετ .

Lemma 6.1. Let ρ0 ∈ Pa
2(R

d) such that Um[ρ0] < +∞ and H[ρ0] < +∞. There exists a constant
C = C(ρ0, V, T,m, d) such that

sup
ε,τ

‖(Vε ∗ ρετ )
m
2 ‖L2(0,T );H1(Rd)) ≤ C.
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Proof. First of all, we notice that for d
d+2 < m < 1 it holds

∥
∥
∥(Vε ∗ ρετ )

m
2

∥
∥
∥

2

L2([0,T ];L2(Rd))
=

∫ T

0
‖Vε ∗ ρετ‖mLm dt ≤ CT,

for C = C(d,m,m2(V ),m2(ρτ )). The bound on the gradient can be obtained by exploiting the
flow-interchange technique with the heat flow as 2-Wasserstein gradient flow of the log entropy
H[ρ]. Therefore, we compute

d

dt
U
m
ε [St

Hρ
ε,n+1
τ ] = − 4

m

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣∇(Vε ∗ St

Hρ
ε,n+1
τ )

m
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx,

for St
H
ρε,n+1
τ > 0 being the solution of the heat equation at t with initial value ρε,n+1

τ . For further
details we refer the reader to [7, Lemma 4.1]. The proof is similar up to keeping track of small
differences due to d

d+2 < m < 1 and using that H[ρ0] <∞ (instead of deducing from the finiteness

of the Lm-norm). �

Lemma 6.1 suggests a stronger weak formulation of (NLFDE) with respect to (6.5).

Definition 6.1 (Weak measure solution to (NLFDE)). For ε > 0, we say that an absolutely con-
tinuous curve ρ : [0, T ] → P2(R

d) is a weak measure solution to (NLFDE) if the following holds:

(NLFD-1) (Finite initial energy) Um[ρ0] < +∞.

(NLFD-2) (Regularity) (Vε ∗ ρ)m ∈ L∞
t L

1
x, ∇(Vε ∗ ρ)m/2 ∈ L2

t,x.

(NLFD-3) (Weak formulation) For every ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

d) and any t ∈ [0, T ], it holds
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρt(x)−
∫

Rd

ϕ(x) dρ0(x)=−2

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

Vε ∗ (∇ϕρs) (Vε ∗ ρs)m/2−1 · ∇(Vε ∗ ρs)m/2 dxds.

(6.8)

Let us note that the (RHS) of (6.8) makes sense for the following reasons. Arguing as in Re-
mark 2.2 or Lemma A.4, we know that Vε ∗ ρs > 0, for any s ∈ [0, T ], since Vε is a globally

supported kernel and ρs is tight. The function (Vε ∗ ρs)m/2−1 is, therefore, well-defined point-wise.
Furthermore, by nonnegativity of Vε and ρs we have

|Vε ∗ (∇ϕρs) (Vε ∗ ρs)m/2−1| ≤ ‖∇ϕ‖∞ |(Vε ∗ ρs)m/2| ∈ L2
t,x.

Lemma 6.2 (A priori estimates). Let {ρε}ε be the sequence of solutions to (NLFDE) constructed
in Theorem 6.1. The following uniform-in-ε bounds hold:

(1) {Vε ∗ ρε}ε in L∞(0, T ;L1(Rd));
(2) {(Vε ∗ ρε)m}ε in L∞(0, T ;L1(Rd));
(3) {∇(Vε ∗ ρε)m/2}ε in L2((0, T ) ×R

d).

Moreover, the sequences {(Vε ∗ ρε)m}ε and {(Vε ∗ ρε)m/2}ε are strongly compact in L1((0, T ) × R
d)

and L2((0, T ) × R
d), respectively.

Proof. The first bound follows from the conservation of mass and the integrability of the kernel.
In Lemma 6.1 we showed (2) and (3) for the sequence Vε ∗ ρετ . By the usual weak lower semicon-
tinuity argument, the same estimates are true after the limit τ → 0. We proceed to the proof of
strong compactness. The additional difficulty in the fast-diffusion case is that m < 1 so one has to
justify that the gradient information on the fraction is sufficient to deduce compactness.

Step 1: Vε ∗ ρεt → ρt in L1(Rd) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). As the second moment is controlled for a.e. t ∈
(0, T ), we only need to prove convergence in L1

loc(R
d). Aiming at an application of Theorem A.3,
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we consider a functional

F(u) =

{∫

Ω

(∣
∣∇um/2

∣
∣
2
+
∣
∣um/2

∣
∣
2
+ |u|

)

dx if u ∈ P1(Ω) and um/2 ∈ H1(Ω);

+∞ otherwise ;

on X = L1(Ω) where Ω ⊂ R
d is a bounded set. As for the pseudo-distance g we can choose the

1-Wasserstein distance. It is easy to see that F is lower semicontinuous on X. We prove that its level
sets are compact in X. To this end, we assume that F(uk) ≤ C for some sequence {uk} ⊂ L1(Ω).

Then, there exists a subsequence (not relabelled) such that u
m/2
k → g a.e. It follows that the se-

quence uk = ((uk)
m/2)2/m also converges a.e. To conclude, by the Vitali theorem (Theorem A.2,

see also Remark A.1 if necessary), it is sufficient to prove equiintegrability of {uk} in L1(Ω) which
can be achieved by the uniform bound on uk in L1+δ(Ω) for some δ > 0. This follows easily by the

Sobolev embedding: we have that {um/2
k } is bounded in L

2d
d−2 (Ω) which means that {uk} is bounded

in L
md
d−2 (Ω). We have md

d−2 > 1 when m > d−2
d which always holds when m ≥ d

d+2 because of the

inequality d
d+2 >

d−2
d .

Step 2: (Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2 → (ρt)
m/2 in L2(Rd) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Let N ⊂ (0, T ) be the set of times such

that the convergence in Step 1 is true and let M ⊂ (0, T ) be the set of times such that ∇(Vε∗ρεt )m/2,

(Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2 ∈ L2(Rd). Clearly, N ∩ M is a set of full measure in (0, T ), so let t ∈ N ∩ M. From

Step 1, we know that Vε ∗ ρεt → ρt in measure. By the Sobolev embedding, {(Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2} is

uniformly bounded in L
2d
d−2

loc (Rd). As 2d
d−2 > 2, the sequence is (locally) uniformly integrable so we

obtain convergence in L2
loc(R

d). To obtain global convergence, we need to prove tightness. We
estimate for p to be chosen later

‖(Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2 (1 + |x|p)‖L2(Rd) ≤ ‖(Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2 (1 + |x|p)m/p‖L2/m(Rd) ‖(1 + |x|p)1−m/p‖L2/(1−m)(Rd).

The first term is controlled due to the second moment while the second is finite provided

(p −m)
2

1−m
+ d− 1 < −1 ⇐⇒ 2

1−m
p <

2m

1−m
− d.

Now, we see that we can choose p > 0 provided that m > d
d+2 .

Step 3: (Vε ∗ ρε)m/2 → ρm/2 in L2((0, T ) × R
d), (Vε ∗ ρε)m → ρm in L1((0, T ) × R

d). The first claim

follows by the dominated convergence theorem: we have ‖(Vε ∗ ρεt )m/2 − ρ
m/2
t ‖L2(Rd) → 0 for a.e.

t ∈ (0, T ) and

‖(Vε ∗ ρεt)m/2 − ρ
m/2
t ‖L2(Rd) ≤ 2 sup

ε∈(0,1)
‖(Vε ∗ ρε)m‖1/2

L1(Rd)
∈ L∞(0, T ),

where we used strong convergence of the square root in L2 from Step 2 and lower semicontinuity.
The second claim follows easily from the first one and (Vε ∗ ρε)m = (Vε ∗ ρε)m/2 (Vε ∗ ρε)m/2. �

Lemma 6.3 (commutator estimate). Let {ρε}ε be a sequence of solutions to (NLFDE) constructed
in Theorem 6.1. Let V be as in (VF). Then,

[(Vε min(1, | · |)) ∗ ρε] |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2−1 → 0 strongly in L2((0, T ) × R
d).

Proof. Step 1: Convergence in measure. We introduce fε = fε(t, x) to be chosen later, we estimate
min(1, |x|) ≤ |x| and we write

[(Vε| · |) ∗ ρε(x)] |ρε ∗ Vε|m/2−1(x) =

∫

Rd

Vε(x− y)
|x− y|
fε(x)

fε(x) |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2−1(x) dρε(y).
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We apply Young’s inequality with exponents p and q such that 1
p +

1
q = 1 to be determined later

[(Vε| · |) ∗ ρε] |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2−1 ≤ (Vε| · |p) ∗ ρε
fpε

+ f qε |Vε ∗ ρε|1+q(m/2−1). (6.9)

To make the terms on the (RHS) equal we require

f q+p
ε = (Vε| · |p) ∗ ρε |Vε ∗ ρε|−1−q(m/2−1),

or equivalently

fε = |(Vε| · |p) ∗ ρε|1/(p+q) |Vε ∗ ρε|(−1−q(m/2−1))/(p+q) .

Plugging this into the estimate (6.9) we deduce

2
(Vε| · |p) ∗ ρε

fpε
= 2 |(Vε| · |p) ∗ ρε|q/(p+q) |Vε ∗ ρε|(1+q(m/2−1)) p/(p+q).

We choose q = 2/(2−m) and p = 2/m so that 1+ q(m/2− 1) = 0 and q/(p+ q) = m/2. It follows
that

[(Vε| · |) ∗ ρε] |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2−1 ≤ 2
∣
∣
∣(Vε| · |(2/m)) ∗ ρε

∣
∣
∣

m/2
.

It follows that the sequence converges strongly in L2/m((0, T ) × R
d) to 0 when ε → 0, since

∫

Rd V (x) |x|2/m dx <∞. More precisely, we have
∫

Rd

[(Vε| · |(2/m)) ∗ ρεt ](x) dx = ε(2/m)

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(V (z)|z|(2/m)) dρεt (y) dz .

Hence the sequence also converges in measure.

Step 2: Convergence in L2((0, T ) × R
d). By Step 1, we know that the sequence converges to 0 in

measure. Moreover, it is pointwisely estimated by

0 ≤ [(Vε min(1, | · |)) ∗ ρε] |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2−1 ≤ |Vε ∗ ρε|m/2,

where the (RHS) is strongly compact in L2((0, T )×R
d) by Lemma 6.2. We conclude with a version

of the Vitali theorem from Corollary A.1. �

Theorem 6.2 (convergence ε → 0). Let {ρε}ε be a sequence of solutions to (NLFDE) constructed
in Theorem 6.1. Then, ρεt → ρt narrowly, where ρ is the unique solution to (FDE).

Proof. We only need to explain how to pass to the limit ε→ 0 in the expression
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

Vε ∗ (∇ϕρεs) (Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2−1 ∇(Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2 dxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕ (Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2 ∇(Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2 dxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(∇ϕ(y) −∇ϕ(x))Vε(x− y) (Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2−1(x)∇(Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2(x) dρεs(y) dxds

=: Aε +Bε.

We first claim that Bε → 0. Indeed, we can estimate it as

|Bε| ≤ 2(‖∇ϕ‖∞ + ‖∇2ϕ‖∞)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(Vε min(1, | · |)) ∗ ρεs |Vε ∗ ρεs|m/2−1 |∇(Vε ∗ ρεs)m/2|dxds.
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Thanks to Lemma 6.3 and the uniform L2
t,x bound on ∇(Vε ∗ ρε)m/2 from Lemma 6.2, Bε → 0 as

ε→ 0. Now, concerning the term Aε, the integrand is a product of weakly and strongly converging
sequences in L2((0, T ) × R

d) so that we deduce

lim
ε→0

Aε =
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϕρm/2 ∇ρm/2 dxds = −
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∆ϕρm dxds.

The proof is concluded upon observing that solutions to (FDE) are unique, cf. [17,25,51], hence the
whole sequence converges to the unique solution. �

6.3. Particle approximation. The continuity equation is (NLFDE), where the velocity field is,
for d

d+2 < m < 1 and given ρ ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)):

ωε(x) := − m

1−m
∇Vε ∗ (Vε ∗ ρε)m−1(x), x ∈ R

d.

Lemma 6.4. Let ε > 0, V as in (VF), and ρε ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R
d)). There exists a constant

Cα,m,R > 0 depending on α, m, and R such that the velocity field satisfies the growth condition

|ωε(x)| ≤ Cα,m,R

ε

(〈x〉
ε

)2α(1−m)

,

for R > 0 such that mint∈[0,T ] infε>0 ρ
ε
t (BR) ≥ 1

2 .

Proof. Using Lemma A.4 and Lemma A.1 we obtain

|ωε(x)| = m

1−m

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

∇Vε(x− y)(Vε ∗ ρε(y))m−1dy

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ Cα,m,R

∫

Rd

|∇Vε(x− y)|
(〈y〉
ε

)2α(1−m)

dy

≤ Cα,m,R

(〈x〉
ε

)2α(1−m) ∫

Rd

|∇Vε(x− y)|〈x− y〉2α(1−m) dy

.
Cα,m,R

ε

(〈x〉
ε

)2α(1−m) ∫

Rd

〈z〉−(2αm+1) dz ≤ Cα,m,R

ε

(〈x〉
ε

)2α(1−m)

,

(6.10)

where we also used ∇V (x) ≃ |x|−(2α+1). �

Following the discussion in Section 5, we observe Lemma 6.4 suggests to choose α = 1
2(1−m) in

order to have linear growth and being able to have a control on the expansion of the support for
the corresponding characteristic. We observe that for this exponent α, the regularising kernel V is
exactly the Barenblatt profile for fast diffusion equations. Note that this choice of α satisfies the
inequality

1

2(1−m)
>
d

2
+

1

m
⇐⇒ dm2 + (3− d)m− 2 > 0. (6.11)

The quadratic inequality (6.11) is more restrictive than m ∈
(

d
d+2 , 1

)

. Therefore, throughout this

section we shall assume α = 1
2(1−m) for admissible m < 1 such that (6.11) holds.

Remark 6.1. In the case V is a smooth compactly supported kernel, we can consider ωε,σ(x) =
−m/(1−m)∇Vε ∗ ((1− σ)Vε ∗ ρε + σN), for N as in (VF). Following the estimate in Lemma A.4
we obtain |ωε,σ(x)| . 〈x〉/ε.
In this setting, the following results hold true. We omit the proof as it will follow the same strategy
adopted in Section 5.
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Proposition 6.2. Let ε > 0, V as in (VF) for α = 1/2(1 − m) and m < 1 satisfying (6.11).
Fix ρ ∈ C([0, T ];P2(R

d)). There exists a unique solution Xε(ρ) : [0, T ] → R
d to the characteristic

equation

d

dt
Xε(ρ)(t) = −ωε[ρ](Xε(t)), Xε(0) = X0 ∈ R

d, (6.12)

satisfying the estimate

〈Xε(ρ)(t)〉 ≤ 〈X0〉 eCεt, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

for Cε = (Cm,R/ε
2), where Cm,R is the constant from Lemma 6.4.

Proposition 6.3 (Compactly supported JKO solutions). Let ρ0 ∈ P2(R
d) with suppρ0 = BR, for

R > 0, and fix ε > 0. Let V be as in (VF) for α = 1/2(1 − m) and m < 1 satisfying (6.11).
The weak solution of (NLFDE) from Theorem 6.1 can be represented for any t ∈ [0, T ] as ρεt =
(Xε

t (ρ
ε))#ρ0, for Xε

t (ρ
ε) solution to (6.12). It is compactly supported on the time interval [0, T ] and

suppρε ⊆ B〈R〉eCεT , where Cε is the constant in Proposition 6.2.

We now focus on the computation of the directional derivatives, denoting by ̺β , β ∈ [0, 1] the
geodesic interpolant between ̺0 and ̺1 as in (5.5). This is important to establish λ-converxity of
Um
ε as we will show it holds:

U
m
ε [̺1]− U

m
ε [̺0]−

d

dβ

∣
∣
∣
∣
β=0

U
m
ε [̺β] ≥

λε
2
d2W (̺0, ̺1), (6.13)

for λε computed in Proposition 6.5 below.

Proposition 6.4 (Directional derivative of Um
ε ). Assume ̺0, ̺1 ∈ P2(R

d) with supp̺0 = BR0 and
supp̺1 = BR1, for R0, R1 > 0. Fix ε > 0 and V as in (VF) for α = 1/2(1 − m) and m < 1
satisfying (6.11). For any geodesic interpolant ̺β the directional derivative is:

d

dβ

∣
∣
∣
∣
β=0

U
m
ε [̺β] = − m

1−m

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ̺0)m−1(x)

(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y0) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

For a geodesic interpolant ̺1−β it holds:

d

dβ

∣
∣
∣
∣
β=0

U
m
ε [̺1−β ] =

m

1−m

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ̺1)m−1(x)

(∫∫

R2d

(y0 − y1) · ∇Vε(x− y1) dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx.

Proof. The proof follows closely the one of Proposition 5.3 applied to the functional Um
ε . The

technical difference compared to the heat equation is essentially keeping track of the behaviour at
infinity of |D2V |(x) ≃ |x|−2(α+1). After applying the mean value theorem, we need to bound the
reminder term. Let us set

Rβ(x) := β2
∫∫

R2d

〈{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
D2Vε(x− [(1− βh)y + βhz]) dhdτ

}

(y − z), (y − z)

〉

dγ(y, z).
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By means of Lemma A.4 applied to Vε ∗ ̺0 with α = 1/2(1 − m) and the change of variable
x 7→ x+ [(1 − βh)y + βhz], we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

∫ 1

0

∣
∣(sVε ∗ ̺β + (1− s)Vε ∗ ̺0)m−1

Rβ(x) ds dx
∣
∣

≤
∫ 1

0
(1− s)m−1 ds

∫

Rd

(Vε ∗ ̺0)m−1 |Rβ(x)| dx

≤ Cm,R

ε

∫

Rd

〈x〉 |Rβ(x)|dx

≤ Cm,R

ε
β2
∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈x〉
∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1 − βh)y + βhz]

∣
∣ dxdhdτ dγ

=
Cm,R

ε
β2
∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈x+ [(1− βh)y + βhz]〉
∣
∣D2Vε(x)

∣
∣ dxdhdτ dγ

=
Cm,R

ε3
β2
∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εx+ [(1− βh)y + βhz]〉
∣
∣D2V (x)

∣
∣ dxdhdτ dγ

≤ Cm,R

ε3
β2
∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εx+ [(1− βh)y + βhz]〉 〈x〉−2(α+1) dxdhdτ dγ,

with Cm,R and R specified in Lemma A.4. Lemma A.1 implies

〈εx+ [(1− h)y + hz]〉 . 〈εx〉〈(1 − h)y + hz〉,
so that

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εx+ [(1 − h)y + hz]〉 〈x〉−2(α+1) dxdhdτ

.

∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈(1− h)y + hz〉

∫

Rd

〈x〉1−2(α+1) dxdhdτ

. (1 + |y|+ |z|)
∫

Rd

〈x〉−(2α+1) dx . (1 + |y|+ |z|),

since α = 1
2(1−m) >

d−1
2 as m > d

d+2 >
d−2
d . Summarising, the remainder term can be bounded as

follows
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rd

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0
(sVε ∗ ̺β + (1− s)Vε ∗ ̺0)m−1

Rβ(x) ds dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

.
Cm,R

ε3
β2
∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

〈εx+ [(1 − βh)y + βhz]〉 〈x〉−2(α+1) dxdhdτ dγ

.
Cm,R

ε3
β2(1 + |R0|+ |R1|)

∫∫

R2d

|y − z|2 dγ(y, z).

This information is enough to conclude the proof by following the same argument in Proposition 5.3.
�

Proposition 6.5. Assume ̺0, ̺1 ∈ P2(R
d) with supp̺0 = BR0 and supp̺1 = BR1 , for R0, R1 > 0.

Let ε > 0 and V as in (VF) for α = 1/2(1 −m) and m < 1 satisfying (6.11). The functional Um
ε

is λε-convex along the geodesic connecting ̺0 with ̺1, for

λε = −ε−3Cm,R(1 +R0 +R1), (6.14)

for a constant Cm,R = C(m,R) and 0 < ε≪ 1 where Cm,R is the constant from Lemma 6.4 applied
to ̺0.
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Proof. Convexity of −| · |m, Proposition 6.4, a Taylor expansion of Vε, and Lemma A.4 applied to
̺0 with α = 1/2(1 −m) imply that

U
m
ε [̺1]− U

m
ε [̺0]−

d

dβ

∣
∣
∣
∣
β=0

U
m
ε [̺β ]

≥ − m

1−m

∫

Rd

|Vε ∗ ̺0(x)|m−1 × . . .

×
(∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
{∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0

∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1− h)y0 + hy1])

∣
∣ dhdτ

}

dγ(y0, y1)

)

dx

& − m

1−m

Cm,R

ε

∫

Rd

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ τ

0
〈x〉
∣
∣D2Vε(x− [(1− βh)y0 + βhy1])

∣
∣ dh dτ dγ dx.

Arguing as in Proposition 6.4, we can further bound from below as follows:

U
m
ε [̺1]− U

m
ε [̺0]−

d

dβ

∣
∣
∣
∣
β=0

U
m
ε [̺β]

& − m

(1−m)

Cm,R

ε3

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2(1 + |y0|+ |y1|)
∫

Rd

〈x〉−(2α+1) dxdγ(y0, y1)

& − m

(1−m)

Cm,R

ε3
(1 +R0 +R1)

∫∫

R2d

|y0 − y1|2 dγ(y0, y1)

whence we infer λε = −Cm,Rε
−3(1 +R0 +R1), for a constant Cm,R = C(m,R). �

A stability estimate in dW as in Proposition 5.5 can be proven for solutions to (NLFDE). This is
crucial for our particle approximation to (FDE). We state the results below with no proof as they
follow the strategy detailed in Section 5.

Proposition 6.6. Let ε > 0 and V as in (VF) for α = 1/2(1 −m) and m < 1 satisfying (6.11).
Consider ρεi : [0, T ] → P2(R

d), i = 1, 2, weak solutions to (NLFDE) with initial datum ρi,0 ∈ P2(R
d)

such that suppρi,0 = BRi , for Ri > 0 and i = 1, 2. It holds:

dW (ρε1,t, ρ
ε
2,t) ≤ e−λT

ε tdW (ρ1,0, ρ2,0), ∀ t ∈ [0, T ], (6.15)

being
λTε = −ε−3Cm,R(1 + 〈R1〉eCεT + 〈R2〉eCεT ), (6.16)

for Cε = (Cm,R/ε
2) and Cm,R = C(m,R) the maximum of the constants in Lemma 6.4 applied to

ρε1,t and ρε2,t.

Theorem 6.3 (Particle approximation to (FDE)). Let N ∈ N, T > 0. Let V as in (VF) for
α = 1/2(1−m) and m < 1 satisfying (6.11). Let ρ0 ∈ Pa

2(R
d) such that suppρ0 = BR0 , for R0 > 0,

Um[ρ0] <∞, H[ρ0] <∞. Let

ρε,Nt :=
1

N

N∑

j=1

δ
xj
ε(t)

and ρN0 :=
1

N

N∑

j=1

δ
xj
0
,

where {xiε,σ} satisfy the following ODE system

ẋiε(t) = − m

1−m

∫

Rd

∇Vε(xiε(t)− y)




1

N

N∑

j=1

Vε(y − xjε(t))





m−1

dy,

with initial conditions xiε(0) = xi0 such that dW (ρN0 , ρ0) ≤ 1
N . Let N = N(ε) satisfy

N(ε) ≃ exp
(

exp
(

ε−1/γ
))

or equivalently ε ≃ (log(logN))−γ (6.17)
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for γ ∈
(
0, 12
)
. Then ρ

ε,N(ε)
t converges narrowly to ρt, the weak solution of (FDE).

Proof. Comparing to the proof of Theorem 5.1, we notice that this time

λTε ≃ −ε−3
(

1 + e−ε−2T
)

≃ −e−ε−2T .

Hence, choosing N(ε) as in (6.17) we deduce 1
N(ε) e

−λT
ε T → 0 and the proof is concluded. �

Remark 6.2. In the case of a σ perturbation, we would need γ < 1 in (6.17) because of the constant
in the linear growth of the velocity field, cf. Remark 6.1. We also point out that for the fast diffusion
case the rate we obtain in (6.17) is worse than the rate for the heat equation in (5.23), since we do
not have boundedness of the velocity field as in Lemma 5.2 when computing ∇(Vε ∗ ρ)m−1.

A. Auxiliary results

A.1. The Peetre’s inequality. The lemma below allows to control quantities related to the bracket
〈·〉, cf. [2] for further details.

Lemma A.1 (Peetre’s inequality). For any p ∈ R and vectors x, y ∈ R
d, we have

〈x〉p
〈y〉p ≤ 2

|p|
2 〈x− y〉|p|.

Of course, since 〈y〉 =
√

1 + |y|2 =
√

1 + | − y|2 = 〈−y〉, Peetre’s inequality can also be expressed
with 〈x+ y〉 on the right-hand side.

Proof. We reproduce the proof from [6, Lemma 44] for completeness. We fix vectors a, b ∈ R
d (which

will be precised later on in terms of x, y) and begin with the case p = 2. By Young’s inequality, we
get

1 + |a− b|2 ≤ 1 + 2|a|2 + 2|b|2 ≤ 2 + 2|a|2 + 2|a|2|b|2 + 2|b|2 = 2(1 + |a|2)(1 + |b|2).
Dividing both sides by 〈b〉2 = 1 + |b|2 gives

〈a− b〉2
〈b〉2 ≤ 2〈a〉2.

Setting a = x− y and b = −y gives
〈x〉2
〈y〉2 ≤ 2〈x− y〉2.

Raising both sides of this inequality by non-negative powers proves Peetre’s inequality for general
p ≥ 0. On the other hand, with the choice of a = x− y and b = x, we get

〈y〉2
〈x〉2 ≤ 2〈x− y〉2.

Raising both sides of this inequality by non-negative powers proves Peetre’s inequality for general
p ≤ 0. �

A.2. Growth control on nonlocal quantities. Here we state estimates that allow to control the
growth of several quantities arising in the velocity fields of our nonlocal PDEs (NLHEσ), (NLHE),
and (NLFDE).

Lemma A.2. Fix σ > 0, ρ ∈ L∞(Rd) such that ρ(x) ≥ 0, and N(x) = exp(−〈x〉p) for some p ≥ 1.
Then, there exists a constant C = C(σ, ‖ρ‖L∞) > 0 (explicitly computable as below) such that

| log((1 − σ)ρ(x) + σN(x))| ≤ C〈x〉p, for a.e. x ∈ R
d.
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In particular, when 0 < σ ≪ 1, the constant C behaves like

C ≃ | log σ|+ | log ‖ρ‖L∞ |.

Proof. Since log is increasing, we immediately get the following upper bound for almost every x ∈ R
d

log((1 − σ)ρ(x) + σN(x)) ≤ log((1 − σ)‖ρ‖L∞ + σ) =: C1.

As for the lower bound, again by the monotonicity of log, we get

log((1− σ)ρ(x) + σN(x)) ≥ log(σN(x)) = log σ − 〈x〉p.

More precisely, since 〈x〉 ≥ 1, we can further lower bound this by

log((1− σ)ρ+ σN) ≥ −(| log σ|+ 〈x〉p) ≥ −(1 + | log σ|)〈x〉p.
Therefore, taking

C := max{|C1|, 1 + | log σ|}
gives

| log((1− σ)ρ+ σN1)| ≤ C〈x〉p.
To finish the proof, notice that for ‖ρ‖L∞ ≤ 1 the convexity of | log(x)| implies |C1| ≤ | log(‖ρ‖L∞)|.
If ‖ρ‖L∞ ≥ 1 we can make use of the subaditivity of log(x+ 1) for x ≥ 0 to obtain

C1 ≤ log(‖ρ‖L∞ + σ) ≤ log(‖ρ‖L∞) + log(σ + 1).

These estimates imply the behaviour of C for σ near zero as claimed. �

Lemma A.3. Let N(x) = exp(−〈x〉p), for p ∈ [1,∞), 0 < ε ≤ 1, and ρ ∈ P2(R
d). Let R > 0 be

such that ρ(BR) ≥ 1/2 and consider Nε(x) = ε−dN
(
x
ε

)
. There exists a constant Cp,R > 0 depending

on p and R such that

| log(Nε ∗ ρ(x))| ≤ Cp,R

(〈x〉
ε

)p

. (A.1)

Proof. For the upper bound, since ‖Nε‖L∞ ≤ ε−d, we have

log(Nε ∗ ρ(x)) = log

(∫

Rd

Nε(x− y) dρ(y)

)

≤ log

∫

Rd

ε−d dρ(y) = −d log ε.

For the lower bound, we use the triangle inequality to estimate

Nε ∗ ρ(x) =
∫

Rd

Nε(x− y) dρ(y) ≥
∫

BR

Nε(x− y) dρ(y) ≥ 1

2
exp

(

−Cp

〈x

ε

〉p
− Cp

Rp

εp

)

.

Applying the logarithm on both sides, we obtain

log(Nε ∗ ρ(x)) ≥ − log 2− Cp

〈x

ε

〉p
− Cp

Rp

εp
.

Collecting both the upper and lower bounds leads to the desired claim. �

Lemma A.4. Let V be as in (VF), 0 < ε ≤ 1, and ρ ∈ P2(R
d). Let R > 0 be such that ρ(BR) ≥ 1/2

and consider Vε(x) = ε−dV
(
x
ε

)
. There exists a constant Cα,m,R > 0 depending on α, m, and R

such that, for any x ∈ R
d, Vε ∗ ρ(x) > 0 and

|Vε ∗ ρ(x)|m−1 ≤ Cα,m,R

(〈x〉
ε

)2α(1−m)

.
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Proof. Using the triangle inequality, α > 1, and fixing |y| ≤ R, we have
〈
x− y

ε

〉2α

≤
(

2
〈x

ε

〉2
+ 2

∣
∣
∣
y

ε

∣
∣
∣

2
)α

≤ Cα

(
〈x

ε

〉2α
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

R

ε

∣
∣
∣
∣

2α
)

,

whence

Vε ∗ ρ(x) ≥ ε−dCα

(

〈x〉2α
ε2α

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

R

ε

∣
∣
∣
∣

2α
)−1

≥ ε−dCα,R
〈x〉−2α

ε−2α
> 0.

Since 0 < m < 1, we obtain the result

|Vε ∗ ρ|m−1 ≤ Cα,m,R
〈x〉2α(1−m)

ε2α(1−m)
.

�

A.3. Compactness results. We state now an extension of the Dominated Convergence Theo-
rem [53, Chapter 4, Theorem 17]. This is quoted with less generality for our purposes.

Theorem A.1 (Extended Dominated Convergence Theorem). Let {fσ}σ>0 and {gσ}σ>0 be se-
quences of measurable functions on a (Lebesgue) measurable set X ⊂ R

n such that gσ ≥ 0 and
suppose that there exist measurable functions f, g satisfying the following assumptions.

(1) |fσ(y)| ≤ gσ(y) for all σ > 0 and pointwise almost every y ∈ X.
(2) fσ(y) → f(y) and gσ(y) → g(y) pointwise almost every y ∈ X as σ → 0.
(3)

∫

X g
σ(y)dy →

∫

X g(y)dy as σ → 0.

Then, we have
∫

X f
σ(y)dy →

∫

X f(y)dy as σ → 0.

We also recall the Vitali convergence theorem.

Theorem A.2. Let (X,F, µ) be a measure space (with possibly µ(X) = ∞). Let p ∈ [1,∞),
{fn}n∈N ⊂ Lp(X,F, µ) and f be an F-measurable function. Then, fn → f in Lp(X,F, µ) if and
only if:

(W1) fn → f in measure,
(W2) {fn}n∈N is uniformly integrable, i.e.

∀ε > 0 ∃δ > 0 : ∀A ∈ F µ(A) < δ =⇒ sup
n∈N

∫

A
|fn|p dµ < ε,

(W3) {fn}n∈N is tight in Lp(X,F, µ), i.e.

∀ε > 0 ∃compact set Kε ⊂ X sup
n∈N

∫

X\Kε

|fn|p dµ < ε.

Remark A.1. (A) The condition (W2) is usually verified by proving higher moment estimates,
for example, by obtaining uniform bounds on {fn} in Lq(X,F, µ) with q > p.

(B) The condition (W3) is usually verified by proving tail estimates, for example, by obtaining
uniform bounds on {fn|x|r} in Lp(X,F, µ) for some r > 0.

(C) If µ(X) <∞, the condition (W3) is immediately satisfied.

Corollary A.1. Under the setting of Theorem A.2, suppose that fn → f in measure, |fn| ≤ gn
where {gn} is a sequence convergent in Lp(X,F, µ). Then fn → f in Lp(X,F, µ).

Proof. By Theorem A.2, the sequence {gn} satisfies conditions (W2) and (W3) in Theorem A.2. By
the pointwise inequality |fn| ≤ gn, fn also satisfies these conditions so by Theorem A.2 fn → f in
Lp(X,F, µ). �
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Finally, we also recall a refined version of Aubin-Lions due to Rossi and Savaré suitable for equi-
integrability in probability spaces.

Theorem A.3. [52, Theorem 2] Let X be a separable Banach space. Consider

• a lower semicontinuous functional F : X → [0,+∞] with relatively compact sublevels in X;
• a pseudo-distance g : X × X → [0,+∞], i.e., g is lower semicontinuous and such that
g(ρ, η) = 0 for any ρ, η ∈ X with F (ρ) <∞, F (η) <∞ implies ρ = η.

Let U be a set of measurable functions u : (0, T ) → X, with a fixed T > 0. Assume further that

sup
u∈U

∫ T

0
F (u(t)) dt <∞ and lim

h↓0
sup
u∈U

∫ T−h

0
g(u(t+ h), u(t)) dt = 0 . (A.2)

Then U contains an infinite sequence (un)n∈N that converges in measure, with respect to t ∈ (0, T ),
to a measurable ũ : (0, T ) → X, i.e.

lim
n→∞

|{t ∈ (0, T ) : ‖un(t)− u(t)‖X ≥ σ}| = 0, ∀σ > 0.
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