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Quantitative particle approximation of nonlinear

stochastic Fokker-Planck equations with singular

kernel

Josué Knorst, Christian Olivera and Alexandre B. de Souza

Abstract

We derive quantitative estimates for large stochastic systems of inter-
acting particles perturbed by both idiosyncratic and environmental noises,
as well as singular kernels. We prove that the (mollified) empirical pro-
cess converges to the solution of the nonlinear stochastic Fokker-Planck
equation. The proof is based on Itô’s formula for H

1

q -valued process,
commutator estimates, and some estimations for the regularization of the
empirical measure. Moreover, we show that the aforementioned equation
admits a unique strong solution in the probabilistic sense. The approach
applies to repulsive and attractive kernels.

MSC2010 subject classification: 49N90, 60H30, 60K35.

1 Introduction

The aim of this article is to derive a quantitative convergence result for the
following nonlinear stochastic Fokker-Planck equation

dρt =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

∂ij

(
ρt

d∑

k=1

(
νikt νjkt + σik

t σjk
t

))
dt−∇·

(
ρtF (· ,K∗ρt)

)
dt−∇ρt·σt dBt

(1)
from a stochastic moderately interacting particle system. The equation (1) is
considered for arbitrary dimensions d ≥ 1. We present a method that allows us
to derive a fairly general class of such systems as limit dynamics of interacting
stochastic many-particle systems. This procedure has been methodically em-
ployed in the literature, from the seminal papers [40, 41, 42], (see also [33] and
[38]) to the recent works [23] and [43]. Concerning motivations for the model
with transport noise, let us mention model reduction, see [37], in addition to
other motivations like [17] and [30]. Our results cover several classical models
such as the stochastic 2d Navier-Stokes equation, which in vorticity form can
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be written as in (1) with the Biot-Savart kernel, the stochastic Burgers equa-
tion and the parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel PDE in any dimension d ≥ 1, which
models the phenomenon of chemotaxis.

The derivation of macroscopic models from interacting particle systems is a
fascinating and active research topic in mathematics. The basic idea is that,
as the number of particles increases to infinity, the macroscopic model can ef-
fectively describe the universal properties of particles. In this article, we derive
the stochastic PDE from the stochastic moderately interacting particle system
on T

d given by

dX i,N
t = F

(
X i,N

t ,
1

N

N∑

k=1

(
K ∗ V N

) (
X i,N

t −Xk,N
t

))
dt+ νt

(
X i,N

t

)
dW i

t

+ σt

(
X i,N

t

)
dBt (2)

where W i
t and Bt are independent standard T

d-valued Brownian motions, de-
fined on a filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), the interaction kernel
V N depends on the number of particles N ∈ N via the moderate interaction
parameter β. Systems of the form (2) are commonly employed in the field of
mean-field games, see [6], [7], [18] and [36].

The microscopic empirical process of this N -particle system, which is a prob-
ability measure on the ambient space T

d, is given as usual by

SN
t :=

1

N

N∑

i=1

δXi,N
t

, t > 0, (3)

where δa is the delta Dirac measure concentrated at a ∈ T
d. Then, (SN

t )t>0 is a

measure–valued process associated to the Td–valued processes {t 7→ X i,N
t }i=1,...,N .

The first contribution of this paper is to investigate the large N limit of the
dynamical process (SN

t )t>0 in the common noise setting with singular kernels.
For that purpose, we introduce the mollified empirical measure

ρNt := V N ∗ SN
t =

∫

Td

V N (· − y)SN
t (dy),

which is more regular than SN
t , where V N = NβV (N

β

d ·), β ∈ (0, 1). We quan-
tify the distance between the empirical measure (and the regularized version)
and the unique solution to the SPDE (1). The proof is based on Itô’s formula for
H1

q -valued processes, commutator estimates, and stochastic analysis techniques.

The second contribution is to show the well-posedness of the nonlinear
stochastic Fokker–Planck equation (1). The main challenge in proving existence
and uniqueness results for (1) is the nonlinear term K ∗ρt since this prevents us
from directly applying known results in the existing literature on SPDEs, such
as those found in [35]. We take advantage of the specific SPDE structure to
employ a fixed point argument, e.g., the recent work [31].
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1.1 Related literatures

In contrast to interacting particle system, which are driven by idiosyncratic
noise, see [3, 8, 9, 16, 25, 24, 26, 27, 32, 39, 43, 47, 52], the literature on common
noise and singular kernels remains limited. For systems with uniformly Lipschitz
interaction coefficients, [14] established conditional propagation of chaos. The
entropy method has recently been explored for systems with common noise, as
shown in [49] for the Navier–Stokes equations, [13] for the Hegselmann–Krause
model, and [46] for mean-field systems with bounded kernels.

In the following, we will focus only on the results of moderately interact-
ing systems: in [40], Oelschläger introduced and studied moderately interacting
particle systems, which are used to obtain a local nonlinear partial differential
equation. The idea is to take a radially symmetric function V and then consider

the interaction potential V N = NβV (N
β

d ·), with β ∈ (0, 1), which converges
to the Dirac delta at 0 in the sense of distributions. The article [40] is part of
a series of works by the author on this subject (see also [41, 42]). The conver-
gence results were improved in [33] and [38]. In the recent paper [19] it was
developed a semigroup approach which enables them to show uniform conver-
gence of mollified empirical measures, see [20, 21, 23, 18, 50, 28] for additional
applications of this method. Recently, in [43] and [44], the authors developed
new quantitative estimates for a class of moderately interacting particle systems
using a semigroup approach. This technique was further improved in [29], [34],
and [45]. About more advances in moderate particle systems, see, for instance,
[10], [11], [15], [12], and [51].

The problem of deriving models represented by SPDE with transport noise
and singular kernels from microscopic models of stochastic interacting particles
has not been highly investigated in the literature, just with the contributions in
[13], [46] and [49]. As we will see in more detail in Section 1.5, our result may
be applied to the following well-known models: the stochastic 2d Navier-Stokes
equation, the stochastic Burgers equation and the stochastic parabolic-elliptic
Keller-Segel PDE in any dimension d ≥ 1.

1.2 Notations

For d ≥ 1, we denote by Ck
(
T
d
)
the space of k-times differentiable functions

on the torus T
d .
=
[
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]d
, where k ∈ N ∪ {∞}. The set of density functions

defined on T
d is denoted by P

(
T
d
)
. The corresponding spaces on R

d are defined

by Ck
(
R

d
)
and P

(
R

d
)
, respectively.

For a measurable space (X,M, µ) and f a measurable function in it (which
we denote by f ∈ M) we write

〈µ, f〉 .
=

∫

X

fdµ

for the duality pair involving the measure µ and the function f in this space.
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Also, for a ∈ [1,∞) the Lebesgue’s space is given by

La = La(X) =

{
f ∈ M | ‖f‖a .

=

(∫

X

|f |adµ
) 1

a

< ∞
}

and if a = ∞

L∞ = L∞(X) =

{
f ∈ M | ‖f‖∞ .

= ess sup
x∈X

|f(x)| < ∞
}
.

In some contexts we will write ‖ · ‖a = ‖ · ‖La(X).
Given (U, ‖·‖U ) a Banach space, we denote by U∗ its dual and the associated

duality pair by (·, ·)U,U∗ . With this notation, for T > 0 and denoting L the set
of Bochner measurable functions, the Bochner’s space is denoted by

LaU = La([0, T ];U) =

{
f : [0, T ] → U, f ∈ L | ‖f‖LaU

.
=
(∫ T

0
‖f(t)‖aU dt

) 1

a

< ∞
}
,

for a ∈ [1,∞) and if a = ∞ by

L∞U = L∞([0, T ];U) =
{
f : [0, T ] → U, f ∈ L | ‖f‖T,U

.
= ess supt∈[0,T ] ‖f(t)‖U < ∞

}
.

For the space of tempered distributions on T
d, we write S ′. So, for q >

1, n ∈ R, the Bessel potential space reads

Hn
q = Hn

q

(
T
d
)
=
{
f ∈ S ′ | ‖f‖n,q .

=
∥∥(I −∆)

n
2 f
∥∥
q
< ∞

}
.

For γ ∈ (0, 1] the Hölder’s space on T
d is given by

Cγ = Cγ
(
T
d
)
=

{
f : Td → R | ‖f‖γ .

= ‖f‖∞ + sup
x 6=y∈Td

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|γ < ∞

}
.

Let a filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), a Banach space (U, ‖ ·‖U ),
a real number q ∈ [1,∞], and a stopping time 0 < τ ≤ T . We denote by X the
set of U -valued, (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted and continuous processes X = {Xs}s∈[0,τ ].
We define

Sq
F([0, τ ];U) =

{
X ∈ X |

∥∥∥‖X‖τ,U
∥∥∥
Lq(Ω)

< ∞
}

Also, let Y denote the set of U -valued predictable processes Y = {Ys}s∈[0,τ ].

Then, for q ∈ [1,∞) we define

Lq
F([0, τ ];U) =

{
Y ∈ Y |

∥∥∥‖Y ‖LqU

∥∥∥
Lq(Ω)

< ∞
}
.

These are Banach spaces endowed with their respective norms.
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1.3 Assumptions

(AV ) The mollifier V ∈ C2
(
R

d
)
∩P

(
R

d
)
is such that suppV ⊂

{
x ∈ R

d; |x| < 1
2

}
.

(AF ) The vector field F : T
d × R → R

d is a bounded Lipschitz continuous
function, i.e., there exists L > 0 such that

|F (x, u)| ≤ L, ∀x ∈ T
d, u ∈ R.

|F (x, u)− F (y, v)| ≤ L(|x− y|+ |u− v|), ∀x, y ∈ T
d, u, v ∈ R.

(AI) The vector field F : Td × R → R is given by F (x, u) = u.

(AK) There exists q ≥ 2 such that q > d, and γ ∈ (0, 1] and CK > 0 such that
for any f ∈ Lq(Td), it holds

‖K ∗ f‖γ ≤ CK‖f‖q.

(Ac) The diffusion coefficients ν and σ : [0, T ] × T
d → R

d×d are measurable,
and for every t ∈ [0, T ] satisfy

(Ac
i ) There exists M > 0 such that

νjkt (·), σjk
t (·) ∈

(
C2
(
T
d
)
, ‖ · ‖C2

)
, for j, k = 1, ..., d.

and

d∑

j,k=1

(
‖νjkt (·)‖C2 + ‖σjk

t (·)‖C2

)
≤ M.

(Ac
ii)

d∑

j=1

∂jσ
jk
t (x) = 0, for k = 1, ..., d; x ∈ T

d.

(Ac
iii) There exist Λ, λ > 0 such that, for all x ∈ T

d, ξ = (ξi) ∈ R
d,

Λ|ξ|2 ≥
d∑

i,j,k=1

νikt (x)νjkt (x) ξiξj ≥ λ |ξ|2.

1.4 Main theorems.

Regarding the limiting equation (1), we will prove the following existence and
uniqueness theorem, based on Krylov’s Lq-theory of SPDEs, see [35].

Theorem 1. Assume (Ac) and one of the two regimes:

1. (AF ) and (AK).

2. (AI) and (AK).
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Let 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L1 ∩H
1− 2

q
q

(
T
d
)
, with ‖ρ0‖1 = 1. For each κ > 0, there exists a

T > 0 depending on κ, λ, q, CK , L,M and d such that if ‖ρ0‖q = κ, the SPDE
(1) admits a unique nonnegative solution in

M
.
= Lq

FB

(
[0, T ];H1

q

(
T
d
))

∩ S∞
FB

(
[0, T ];L1 ∩ Lq

(
T
d
))

.

The proof will be presented in Appendix B.

Theorem 2. Assume (AV ), (Ac), (AF ), and (AK), let Tmax be the maximal
existence time for (1) and fix T ∈ (0, Tmax). In addition, let the dynamics of
the particle system be given by (2) with ν = Id, σ independent of the space and
for any m ≥ 1,

sup
N∈N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN0

∥∥
q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

< ∞

with d ≥ 1, q > d given by (AK) and β ∈
(
0, 1

2
[
1+ 1

d
− 1

q

]
)
. Then

∥∥∥
∥∥ρ− ρN

∥∥
T,q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

≤ C
∥∥∥
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

+ CN−κ

where

κ = min

(
β

d
γ,

1

2
− β

(
1 +

1

d
− 1

q

))

and ρ is a solution of SPDE (1) with initial condition ρ0.

Theorem 3. Assume (AV ), (Ac), (AF ), K = δ0, let Tmax be the maximal
existence time for (1) and fix T ∈ (0, Tmax). In addition, let the dynamics of
the particle system be given by (12) with ν = Id, σ independent of the space and
for any m ≥ 1,

sup
N∈N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN0

∥∥
2

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

< ∞

with d = 1 and β ∈
(
0, 1

3

)
. Then

∥∥∥
∥∥ρ− ρN

∥∥
T,2

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

≤ C
∥∥∥
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
2

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

+ CN−κ

where

κ = min

(
β

2
,
1

2
− 3

2
β

)

and ρ is a solution of SPDE (1) with initial condition ρ0.
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In view of the previous result, we obtain a rate of convergence for the genuine
empirical measure, which can be interpreted as a propagation of chaos for the
marginals of the empirical measure of the particle system. Following [2, Section
8.3], let us introduce the Kantorovich-Rubinstein metric which reads, for any
two probability measures µ and ν on T

d,

‖µ−ν‖0 = sup

{∫

Td

φd(µ − ν) ; φ Lipschitz with ‖φ‖L∞(Td) ≤ 1 and ‖φ‖Lip ≤ 1

}
.

(4)

Corollary 1. Let the same assumptions as in Theorem 2 or Theorem 3 be in
place. Then for any ε ∈ (0,κ), there exists C > 0 such that, for any N ∈ N,

∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥SN
t − ρt

∥∥
0

∥∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

≤ C

(∥∥∥∥
∥∥SN

0 − ρ0
∥∥
0

∥∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

+ N−κ+ε

)
.

Proof. Let t ∈ (0, Tmax). Let us observe first that there exists C > 0 such that
for any Lipschitz continuous function φ on T

d, one has

∣∣〈ρNt , φ
〉
−
〈
SN
t , φ

〉∣∣ ≤ C‖φ‖Lip
N

β

d

a.s. (5)

Indeed,

∣∣〈SN
t , φ

〉
−
〈
ρNt , φ

〉∣∣ =
∣∣〈SN

t ,
(
φ− φ ∗ V N

)〉∣∣

≤
〈
SN
t ,

∫

Td

V (y) |φ(·) − φ
(
· − y

Nβ

)
|dy
〉

≤ C‖φ‖Lip
N

β
d

.

Recalling the definition (4) of the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance, it comes

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥SN
t − ρt

∥∥
0

∥∥∥∥∥
m

≤
∥∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥SN
t − ρNt

∥∥
0

∥∥∥∥∥
m

+

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
‖φ‖L∞≤1

〈
ρNt − ρt, φ

〉
∥∥∥∥∥
m

≤
∥∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥SN
t − ρNt

∥∥
0

∥∥∥∥∥
m

+

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥ρNt − ρt
∥∥
L1(Td)

∥∥∥∥∥
m

,

where we are using the following notation for the norm in Lm(Ω): ‖ · ‖Lm(Ω) =
‖ · ‖m. Now applying inequality (5) to the first term on the right-hand side of
the above inequality, and Theorem 2 (or Theorem 3) to the second term, we
obtain the inequality of Corollary 1.

1.5 Application for some stochastic PDE

Let A > 0 and fA : R → R be a C2(R) bounded function such that
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1. fA(x) = x, for x ∈ [−A,A],

2. fA(x) = A, for x > A+ 1 and fA(x) = −A, for x < −(A+ 1),

3. ‖f ′
A‖∞ ≤ 1 and ‖f ′′

A‖∞ < ∞.

As a consequence, ‖fA‖∞ ≤ A+ 1. Now FA is given by

FA : (x1, . . . , xd)
⊤ 7→ (fA(x1), . . . , fA(xd))

⊤ . (6)

When A = ∞ then FA = Id. Now, we consider the stochastic PDE

dρt =
1

2
∆ρtdt−∇ ·

(
ρt(K ∗ ρt)

)
dt−∇ρt · σt ◦ dBt (7)

where the integral is in the Stratonovich sense, or equivalently in Itô formulation

dρt =
1

2



∆ρt +

d∑

i,j=1

∂ijρt

d∑

k=1

σik
t σjk

t



 dt−∇·
(
ρt(K∗ρt)

)
dt−∇ρt ·σt dBt. (8)

We consider the associated stochastic moderate particle system

dX i,N
t = FA

(
K ∗ ρNt

(
X i,N

t

))
dt+ dW i

t + σt dBt (9)

and also the particle system without cutoff:

dX̃ i,N
t =

1

N

N∑

k=1

(K ∗V N )(X̃ i,N
t − X̃k,N

t ) dt+ dW i
t +σt dBt, t ≤ T, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(10)
For fixed N ∈ N

∗, the drift term is smooth and bounded. Hence, this
particle system has a unique strong solution. We denote by S̃N

t its empirical

distribution, and define ρ̃N = V N ∗ S̃N . We denote AT := CK

∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

where CK is given by (AK) and ρ is the unique solution of equation (8). Then
ρ is also the unique solution of the equation

dρt =
1

2


∆ρt +

d∑

i,j=1

∂ijρt

d∑

k=1

σik
t σjk

t


 dt−∇ ·

(
ρtFA(K ∗ ρt)

)
dt−∇ρt ·σt dBt

(11)
The proof of the following result is based on Corollary 2.3 in [43].

Corollary 2. Assume (Ac), (AV ), (AI) and (AK) and let ρ the unique solution
of the SPDE (7) in Lq

FB

(
[0, T ];H1

q

(
T
d
))

∩ S∞
FB

(
[0, T ];L1 ∩ Lq

(
T
d
))
, given by

Theorem 1. In addition, let the dynamics of the particle system be given by (10)
and for any m ≥ 1,

8



sup
N∈N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρ̃N0

∥∥
q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

< ∞

with d ≥ 1, q > d given by
(
AK

)
and β ∈

(
0, 1

2
[
1+ 1

d
− 1

q

]
)
. Then we have

P

(∥∥ρ̃Nt − ρt
∥∥
T,q

≥ η
)
≤ C

ηm

(∥∥∥
∥∥ρ̃N0 − ρ0

∥∥
T,q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

+ CN−κ

)m

.

Proof. Let us introduce some notations to distinguish the particle systems with
and without cutoff. We fix A > AT to be precisely chosen later. We consider the

particles
(
X i,N

)
1≤i≤N

and
(
X̃ i,N

)

1≤i≤N
defined respectively by (9) and (10)

with the same initial conditions and driven by the same family of independent
T
d-valued Brownian motions (W i)i∈N∗ and Bt. For any N ∈ N

∗ and A > 0,
define

ΩN,A =

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]
i∈{1,...,N}

1

N

∣∣∣∣
N∑

k=1

(
K ∗ V N

) (
X i,N

t −Xk,N
t

) ∣∣∣∣ ≤ A

}

and observe that on ΩN,A, we have X i,N
t = X̃ i,N

t for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all

i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Since 1
N

∑N
k=1

(
K ∗ V N

) (
X i,N

t −Xk,N
t

)
= K ∗ ρNt (X i,N

t ), we

also get that on ΩN,A, ρ
N
t = ρ̃Nt for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Hence

P

(∥∥ρ̃N − ρ
∥∥
T,q

≥ η
)
= P

(
Ωc

N,A ∩
{∥∥ρ̃N − ρ

∥∥
T,q

≥ η
})

+ P

(
ΩN,A ∩

{∥∥ρ̃N − ρ
∥∥
T,q

≥ η
})

≤ P
(
Ωc

N,A

)
+ P

(∥∥ρN − ρ
∥∥
T,q

≥ η
)
.

Now by hypothesis we have that
∣∣∣K ∗ ρNt

(
X i,N

t

)∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖ρN‖T,q. Thus we

get that for A = CK

(
η +

∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

)
,

P
(
Ωc

N,A

)
≤ P

(∥∥ρN
∥∥
T,q

>
A

CK

)

≤ P

(
‖ρ‖T,q +

∥∥ρN − ρ
∥∥
T,q

>
A

CK

)

≤ P

(∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

+
∥∥ρN − ρ

∥∥
T,q

>
A

CK

)

≤ P

(∥∥ρN − ρ
∥∥
T,q

> η
)
.
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Hence

P

(∥∥ρ̃N − ρ
∥∥
T,q

≥ η
)
≤ 2P

(∥∥ρN − ρ
∥∥
T,q

> η
)
.

Now using Markov’s inequality and Theorem 2 with F (x, u) = FA(u), we obtain
the desired result.

Biot-Savart kernel and the 2d Navier-Stokes equation. By considering
the vorticity field ξt associated to the stochastic incompressible two-dimensional
Navier-Stokes solution ρt, one gets equation (8) with the Biot-Savart kernel

K(x) = i
2π

∑
k∈Z2,k 6=0 exp(ik · x) k⊥

k2 . The original Navier-Stokes solution is

then recovered thanks to the formula ρt = K ∗ ξt. The kernel K ∈ Lp(T2) with
p < 2 and ‖∇K ∗ f‖q ≤ C‖f‖q with 1 < q < ∞. Then ‖K ∗ f‖1,q ≤ C‖f‖q with
q > 2, thus by Sobolev embedding ‖K ∗f‖

C
1−

2

q (T2)
≤ C‖f‖q. This model arises

naturally in fluid mechanics; see, for instance, [4] and [22]. This case is covered

by Corollary 2, also we can apply theorem 2 with cutoff A > CK

∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

in the SPDE (11) where CK is given by (AK).

Parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel models in any dimension. An important
and tricky example covered by this paper is the parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel
PDE, which takes the form (8) where the kernel K is the periodization of the
function defined on T

d by K0(x) = −χd
x

|x|d for some χd > 0. The K verifies

for all f ∈ Lq(Td), ‖K ∗ f‖
C

1−
d
q
≤ C ‖f‖Lq(Td), see Lemma 41 in [44]. This

case is also covered by Corollary 2, also we can apply theorem 2 with cutoff

A > CK

∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

in the SPDE (11) where CK is given by (AK).

Burgers Equation. When d = 1, K = δ0 the equation (7)-(8) is the well-
known stochastic scalar Burgers equation. If the initial condition ρ0 ∈ H2

2

then by lemma 4.10 in [1] the solution verifies the maximum principle, that is,
‖ρ‖∞ ≤ CT ‖ρ0‖∞. Taking A > CT ‖ρ0‖ the solution of the equation (8) is also
solution of the equation (11). The Theorem 3 covers this case.

1.6 Heuristic deduction

For the ease of reading, we may write X i
t in place of X i,N

t .

The starting X i,N
0 are i.i.d. with common law µ0 with density ρ0.

Let x ∈ T
d. Applying Itô’s formula with the smooth function V N (x− ·) for

10



each i ∈ {1, . . . , N} we have

V N
(
x−X i

t

)
= V N

(
x−X i

0

)

−
d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∂jV
N
(
x−X i

s

)
Fj

(
X i

s,K ∗ ρNs
(
X i

s

))
ds

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jkV
N
(
x−X i

s

) (
σσ⊤

)jk
s

(X i
s) ds

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jV
N
(
x−X i

s

)
σjk
s

(
X i

s

)
dBk

s

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jV
N
(
x−X i

s

)
νjks
(
X i

s

)
dW i,k

s

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jkV
N
(
x−X i

s

) (
νν⊤

)jk
s

(
X i

s

)
ds.

with
(
σσ⊤

)jk
s

.
=
∑d

l=1 σ
jl
s σ

kl
s and

(
νν⊤

)jk
s

.
=
∑d

l=1 ν
jl
s νkls . Then since ρN =

V N ∗ SN we have

ρNt (x) = ρN0 (x)

−
d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

〈
SN
s , ∂jV

N (x− ·)Fj

(
·,K ∗ ρNs (·)

)〉
ds

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

〈
SN
s , ∂jkV

N (x− ·)
(
σσ⊤

)jk
s

(·)
〉
ds

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

〈
SN
s , ∂jV

N (x− ·)σjk
s (·)

〉
dBk

s

− 1

N

N∑

i=1

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jV
N
(
x−X i

s

)
νjks

(
X i

s

)
dW i,k

s

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

〈
SN
s , ∂jkV

N (x− ·)
(
νν⊤

)jk
s

(·)
〉
ds. (12)

11



If σ and ν do not depend on the spatial variable we obtain

ρNt (x) = ρN0 (x)

−
d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

〈
SN
s , ∂jV

N (x− ·)Fj

(
·,K ∗ ρNs (·)

)〉
ds

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jkρ
N
s

(
σσ⊤

)jk
s

ds

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jρ
N
s σjk

s dBk
s

(
= σ⊤

s ∇ρNs dBs

)

− 1

N

N∑

i=1

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jV
N
(
x−X i

s

)
νjks dW i,k

s

(
= ν⊤s ∇V N (x −X i

s) dW
i
s

)

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∂jkρ
N
s

(
νν⊤

)jk
s

ds. (13)

Under these conditions, we may conjecture that a limiting measure-valued
deterministic process ρt exists and its evolution equation (in weak form) is given
by

dρt =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

∂ij

(
ρt

d∑

k=1

(νikt νjkt + σik
t σjk

t )

)
dt

−∇ ·
(
ρtF (· ,K ∗ ρt)

)
dt−∇ρt · σt dBt. (14)

1.7 Definition of solution

Definition 1.1. A family of random functions {ρt(ω) : t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω} lying in
S∞
FB

(
[0, T ];L1 ∩ Lq

(
T
d
))

is a solution to (1) if ρt satisfies the following stochas-

tic integral equation for all φ ∈ C2
(
T
d
)
,

〈ρt, φ〉 = 〈ρ0, φ〉 +
∫ t

0

〈ρsF (· ,K ∗ ρs),∇φ〉 ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

〈
ρs,

d∑

i,j=1

∂ijφ

d∑

k=1

(νiks νjks + σik
s σjk

s )

〉
ds

+

∫ t

0

〈
ρs,

d∑

i=1

∂iφ

d∑

k=1

σik
s

〉
dBk

s . (15)

12



Remark 1. Let q ≥ 2. The following will be helpful throughout the text.

(i) ∇(|ρ(x)|q) = q|ρ(x)|q−2ρ(x)∇ρ(x).

(ii) ∇(q|ρ(x)|q−2ρ(x)) = q(q − 1)|ρ(x)|q−2∇ρ(x).

2 Proof of the main theorems

2.1 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. Applying to (ρ − ρN ) the Itô’s formula for the Lq-norm of a H1
q -valued

process in [35] we have

‖ρt − ρNt ‖qq = ‖ρ0 − ρN0 ‖qq

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs − ρNs |q−2(ρs − ρNs )∂j(ρs − ρNs )σjk
s dx dBk

s

− 1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs − ρNs |q−2(ρs − ρNs )
(
∇V N

)
(x −X i

s) dx dW
i
s

+ q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q−2∇(ρs − ρNs )
[
ρsF (x,K ∗ ρs)

−
〈
SN
s , V N(x − ·) · F (·,K ∗ ρNs (·))

〉 ]
dx ds

+
1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs − ρNs |q−2(ρs − ρNs )∂jk(ρs − ρNs )
(
σσT

)jk
s

dx ds

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs − ρNs |q−2|∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 dx ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs − ρNs |q−2
∣∣σT

s ∇(ρs − ρNs )
∣∣2 dx ds

+
1

2N2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣(∇V N
)
(x−X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds.

Integration by parts gives us (recall that σ does not depend on the spatial

13



variable)

1

2

d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs − ρNs |q−2(ρs − ρNs )∂jk(ρs − ρNs )
(
σσT

)jk
s

dx ds

= −1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣σT
s ∇(ρs − ρNs )

∣∣2 dx ds,

hence we get

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥q
q
≤
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥q
q
+ I1 + I2

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣∇(ρs − ρNs )
∣∣2 dx ds

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

σjk
s

∫

Td

∂j |ρs − ρNs |q dx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

dBk
s

−MN
t , (16)

where

I1
.
= q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q−2∇(ρs − ρNs )
[
ρsF (x,K ∗ ρs)

−
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs

)〉 ]
dx ds,

I2
.
=

1

2N2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣(∇V N
)
(x −X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds,

and

MN
t

.
=

1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣q−2
(ρs − ρNs ) (∇V N )(x−X i

s) dx dW
i
s .

If q > 2, by Young inequality with 1
q

q−2

+ 1
q

2

= 1 we obtain

I2 =
q(q − 1)

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∣∣ρs − ρNs
∣∣q−2 1

N

∣∣(∇V N
)
(x−X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds

≤ q(q − 1)

2

∫ t

0

∥∥ρs − ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds+

q(q − 1)

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

1

N
q
2

∣∣(∇V N )(x −X i
s)
∣∣q dx ds

Now by (22),

I2 ≤ C2

∫ t

0

∥∥ρs − ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds+

q(q − 1)

2
TN(− q

2
+qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β) ‖∇V ‖qq

14



where C2 = q(q−1)
2 , if q > 2 and C2 = 0, if q = 2.

Now, we will estimate the first term of I1. Since F is Lipschitz, K satisfies
(AK), and V ≥ 0 we have

∣∣〈SN
s , V N (x− ·)

(
F
(
x,K ∗ ρNs (x)

)
− F (·,K ∗ ρNs (·))

)〉∣∣

≤
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)

∣∣F
(
x,K ∗ ρNs (x)

)
− F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs (·)

)∣∣〉

≤ L
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)

(
|x− ·|+

∣∣K ∗ (ρNs (x)− ρNs (·))
∣∣)〉

≤ L
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)

(
|x− ·|+

∥∥ρNs
∥∥
q
|x− ·|γ

)〉

≤ L
(
N− β

d +
∥∥ρNs

∥∥
q
N− β

d
γ
) ∣∣ρNs (x)

∣∣ ,

where in the last inequality we are using that suppV ⊂
{
x ∈ R

d | |x| < 1
2

}
. We

add and subtract the terms F (x,K ∗ ρNs )ρs and F (x,K ∗ ρNs )ρNs to deduce

∣∣F (x,K ∗ ρs)ρs − 〈SN
s , V N (x − ·)F (·,K ∗ ρNs )〉

∣∣

≤
∣∣F (x,K ∗ ρs)ρs − F (x,K ∗ ρNs )ρs

∣∣

+
∣∣F (x,K ∗ ρNs )ρs − F (x,K ∗ ρNs )ρNs

∣∣

+ 〈SN
s , V N (x − ·)|F (x,K ∗ ρNs )− F (·,K ∗ ρNs )|〉

≤ L
∣∣K ∗ (ρs − ρNs )

∣∣ |ρs|
+ L|ρs − ρNs |

+ L
(
N−β

d +
∥∥ρNs

∥∥
q
N− β

d
γ
) ∣∣ρNs (x)

∣∣
.
= (a+ b + c).

Now, using ǫ-Young inequality for 1
2 + 1

2 = 1, we get

|∇(ρs − ρNs )|(a+ b+ c)

≤ ǫ|∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 + Cǫ(a+ b+ c)2

≤ ǫ|∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 + Cǫ3L
2
(∣∣K ∗ (ρs − ρNs )

∣∣2 |ρs|2 + |ρs − ρNs |2 + C2
N |ρNs |2

)

where CN
.
= N−β

d +
∥∥ρNs

∥∥
q
N−β

d
γ . For the other constants, we will merge them

into C, which may change from line to line. Thus we have

|I1| ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs − ρNs |q−2|∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 dx ds

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q dx ds.

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q−2
( ∣∣K ∗ (ρs − ρNs )

∣∣2 |ρs|2 + C2
N |ρNs |2

)
dx ds.
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We continue with the last term above. For q > 2, we use 1-Young inequality for
1
q

q−2

+ 1
q

2

= 1,

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q−2
( ∣∣K ∗ (ρs − ρNs )

∣∣2 |ρs|2 + C2
N |ρNs |2

)
dx ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs − ρNs |q dx ds+ C

∫ t

0

∫

Td

‖K ∗ (ρs − ρNs )‖q∞ |ρs|q + Cq
N |ρNs |q dx ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ρs − ρNs ‖qq ds+ C‖ρ‖qT,q

∫ t

0

‖ρs − ρNs ‖qq ds+ CT Cq
N‖ρN‖qT,q

where in the last inequality we are using (AK). Now, using that ‖ρ‖T,q ≤ C
a.s. due to Theorem 1, we arrive at

|I1| ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs − ρNs |q−2 |∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 ds

+ C

∫ t

0

‖ρs − ρNs ‖qq ds+ C Cq
N‖ρN‖qT,q.

Finally, we join the estimates with ǫ < 1
2 and continue from (16) to get

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥q
q
≤
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥q
q
+ C

∫ t

0

∥∥ρs − ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds

+ CN(− q

2
+qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β)

+ C
(
N− β

d +
∥∥ρN

∥∥
T,q

N−β
d
γ
)q ∥∥ρN

∥∥q
T,q

+ |MN
t |.

By Jensen’s inequality with | · |mq , m
q > 1 we have for all r ∈ [0, T ]

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ C E

(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0
∥∥
q

)m

+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds

+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m

+ C
(
N−β

d

)m
E‖ρN‖mT,q

+ C
(
N−β

d
γ
)m

E

(∥∥ρN
∥∥
T,q

∥∥ρN
∥∥
T,q

)m

+ C E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

|MN
t |
)m

q

. (17)

Now we need a uniform in N ∈ N estimate for the regularized empirical measure,
for which the proof is given in the Appendix A .
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Lemma 4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2 or 3, we have the following:

sup
N∈N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
T,q

∥∥∥
m

< ∞.

Finally, similar computations as those of Lemma 6 on Appendix A yields

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

q

.

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds+N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m.

The above with Lemma 4 in (17) leads to

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ C E

(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0
∥∥
q

)m

+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds

+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m

+ C
(
N−β

d

)m

+ C
(
N−β

d
γ
)m

+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m.

Now take r = T . Grönwall’s Lemma implies

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ C E

(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0
∥∥
q

)m

+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m

+ C
(
N− β

d

)m

+ C
(
N− β

d
γ
)m

and since γ ≤ 1, we end up with

∥∥∥
∥∥ρ− ρN

∥∥
T,q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

≤ C
∥∥∥
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
q

∥∥∥
Lm(Ω)

+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
)) + CN− β

d
γ .

17



2.2 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. Applying the Itô’s formula for the Lq-norm of a H1
q -valued process in

[35] as in the proof of Theorem 2 we get
∥∥ρt − ρNt

∥∥2
2
=
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥2
2
+ I1 + I2

−
∫ t

0

∫

T

∣∣∇(ρs − ρNs )
∣∣2 dx ds

−
d∑

j,k=1

∫ t

0

σjk
s

∫

T

∇|ρs − ρNs |2 dx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

dBk
s

−MN
t , (18)

where

I1
.
= 2

∫ t

0

∫

T

∇(ρs − ρNs )
[
ρsF (x, ρs)−

〈
SN
s , V N(x − ·)F

(
·, ρNs (·)

)〉]
dx ds,

I2
.
=

1

N2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T

∣∣(∇V N
)
(x−X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds,

and

MN
t

.
=

2

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T

(ρs − ρNs )
(
∇V N

)
(x−X i

s) dx dW
i
s .

By a change of variables in I2 and the estimate (22) we obtain

I2 ≤ CN (−1+3β) ‖∇V ‖22.
Now, for I1, we use that F is Lipschitz (AF ) and the estimate provided by

Lemma 5 on ρNs combined with the Sobolev embedding H1
2 (T) →֒ C

1

2 (T).
∣∣〈SN

s , V N (x− ·)
(
F
(
x, ρNs (x)

)
− F (·, ρNs (·))

)〉∣∣

≤
〈
SN
s , V N (x − ·)

∣∣F
(
x, ρNs (x)

)
− F

(
·, ρNs (·)

)∣∣〉

≤ L
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)

(
|x− ·|+

∣∣ρNs (x) − ρNs (·)
∣∣)〉

≤ L
〈
SN
s , V N (x − ·)

(
|x− ·|+

∥∥ρNs
∥∥

1

2

|x− ·| 12
)〉

≤ L
(
N−β +

∥∥ρNs
∥∥

1

2

N− β

2

) ∣∣ρNs (x)
∣∣

where in the last inequality we are using that suppV ⊂
{
x ∈ R

d | |x| < 1
2

}
.

In the same way, we add and subtract the terms F (x, ρNs )ρs and F (x, ρNs )ρNs
to obtain

∣∣F (x, ρs)ρs − 〈SN
s , V N (x− ·)F (·, ρNs )〉

∣∣

≤
∣∣F (x, ρs)ρs − F (x, ρNs )ρs

∣∣+
∣∣F (x, ρNs )ρs − F (x, ρNs )ρNs

∣∣

+ 〈SN
s , V N (x− ·)|F (x, ρNs (x)) − F (·, ρNs (·))|〉

≤ L
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣ |ρs|+ L
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣+ L
(
N−β +

∥∥ρNs
∥∥

1

2

N−β

2

) ∣∣ρNs
∣∣ .
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Now by Theorem 8.8 in [5], for all p ≥ 1,

‖ · ‖∞ ≤ ‖ · ‖p + ‖∇ · ‖p.

We observe that ρ ∈ L2H1
2 (T) →֒ L2C

1

2 (T), a.s.. Then a.e. in s ∈ [0, T ], taking
p = 1, we have, a.s.

‖(ρs − ρNs )2‖∞ ≤ ‖(ρs − ρNs )2‖1 + 2‖(ρs − ρNs )∇(ρs − ρNs )‖1

and thus by Holder’s inequality,

‖ρs − ρNs ‖2∞ ≤ ‖ρs − ρNs ‖22 + 2‖ρs − ρNs ‖2‖∇(ρs − ρNs )‖2.

By ǫ-Young inequality we have
∫

T

|∇(ρs − ρNs )|
∣∣ρs − ρNs

∣∣ |ρs| dx

≤ ǫ ‖∇(ρs − ρNs )‖22 + Cǫ ‖ρs‖22 ‖ρs − ρNs ‖2∞
≤ 2ǫ ‖∇(ρs − ρNs )‖22 + Cǫ

(
‖ρs‖22 + 4Cǫ‖ρs‖42

)
‖ρs − ρNs ‖22.

By denoting ĈN
.
= N−β +

∥∥ρNs
∥∥

1

2

N− β
2 , the ǫ-Young inequality yields

|∇(ρs − ρNs )||ρs − ρNs |+ ĈN |∇(ρs − ρNs )||ρNs |
≤ 2ǫ |∇(ρs − ρNs )|2 + Cǫ |ρs − ρNs |2 + Cǫ Ĉ

2
N |ρNs |2.

Therefore, we obtain an estimate for I1:

|I1| ≤ 2L

∫ t

0

∫

T

|∇(ρs − ρNs )|
(
|ρs − ρNs ||ρs|+ |ρs − ρNs |+ ĈN |ρNs |

)
dx ds

≤ ǫ2L

∫ t

0

‖∇(ρs − ρNs )‖22 ds+ Cǫ 2L

∫ t

0

(
‖ρs‖22 + 4Cǫ‖ρs‖42

)
‖ρs − ρNs ‖22 ds

+ 4ǫL

∫ t

0

‖∇(ρs − ρNs )‖22 ds+ Cǫ2L

∫ t

0

‖ρs − ρNs ‖22 ds

+ Cǫ4L

(
N−2β +

∫ T

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥2

1

2

N−2 β

2 ds

)
T ‖ρN‖2T,2.

Finally, taking ǫ < 1
6L , the previous estimates lead to

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥2
2
≤
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥2
2
+ C

∫ t

0

(C + ‖ρ‖2T,2 + ‖ρ‖4T,2)‖ρs − ρNs ‖22 ds

+ CN (−1+3β)

+ C

(
N−2β +

∫ T

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥2

1

2

N−β ds

)
‖ρN‖2T,2

+ |MN
t |.

19



Since
∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,2

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

< ∞, by Jensen’s inequality with | · |m2 , m
2 > 1 we

have for all r ∈ [0, T ]

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

≤ C E
(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
2

)m

+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

ds

+ CN (−1+3β)m
2

+ C
(
N−β

)m
E‖ρN‖mT,2

+ C
(
N− β

2

)m
E

(∥∥ρN
∥∥
T,2

∥∥ρN
∥∥
L2C

1

2

)m

+ E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

|MN
t |
)m

2

. (19)

Note that for all m ≥ 1,

sup
N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
L2C

1

2

∥∥∥
m

. sup
N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
L2H1

2

∥∥∥
m

where we use that L2H1
2 (T) →֒ L2C

1

2 (T). We now need a uniform in N ∈ N

estimate for the regularized empirical measure, whose proof is given in the
Appendix A.

Lemma 5. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3, we have the following:

sup
N∈N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
L2H1

2

∥∥∥
m

< ∞.

Finally, similar computations as those of Lemma 6 on Appendix A yield

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

2

.

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

ds+N (−1+3β)m
2 .

From (19), and Lemmas 4 and 5 we conclude

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

≤ C E
(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
2

)m

+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

ds

+ CN (−1+3β)m
2

+ C
(
N−β

)m

+ C
(
N−β

2

)m

+ CN (−1+3β)m
2 .
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Then taking r = T , Grönwall’s Lemma implies

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥ρt − ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

≤ CE
(∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
2

)m

+ CN (−1+3β)m
2 + C

(
N− β

2

)m

and ∥∥∥
∥∥ρ− ρN

∥∥
T,2

∥∥∥
m

≤ C
∥∥∥
∥∥ρ0 − ρN0

∥∥
2

∥∥∥
m

+ CN (−1+3β) 1

2 + CN− β

2 .

A Uniform in N ∈ N estimates for the regular-

ized empirical measure

This section presents the proofs of Lemmas 4 and 5.

Proof of Lemmas 4 and 5. Applying the Itô’s formula on ρNt for the function
x 7→ |x|q , q ≥ 2, (essentially (16) with ρ = 0), Fubini’s theorem and its stochastic
version, we get

∥∥ρNt
∥∥q
q
=
∥∥ρN0

∥∥q
q
+ I1 + I2

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣∇ρNs
∣∣2 dx ds

−MN
t (20)

where

I1
.
= q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρNs |q−2∇ρNs
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs (·)

)〉
dx ds,

I2
.
=

1

2N2

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∣∣(∇V N
)
(x −X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds,

and

MN
t

.
=

1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−1 (∇V N
)
(x−X i

s) dx dW
i
s .

If q > 2 by Young inequality, with 1
q

q−2

+ 1
q

2

= 1, we obtain

I2 =
q(q − 1)

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∣∣ρNs
∣∣q−2 1

N

∣∣(∇V N
)
(x−X i

s)
∣∣2 dx ds (21)

.
q(q − 1)

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds+

q(q − 1)

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

1

N
q
2

∣∣(∇V N
)
(x−X i

s)
∣∣q dx ds.
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Now for q ≥ 2, by a change of variables we have

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∣∣(∇V N
)
(x)
∣∣q dx ds ≤ T

∫

Rd

∣∣∣∇
[
NβV

(
Nβ/d·

)]
(x)
∣∣∣
q

dx

= T

∫

Rd

∣∣∣Nβ(1+ 1

d
)(∇V )

(
Nβ/dx

)∣∣∣
q

dx

= TN qβ(1+ 1

d
)

∫

Rd

∣∣∣(∇V )
(
Nβ/dx

)∣∣∣
q

dx

= TN qβ(1+ 1

d
)

∫

Rd

∣∣∣(∇V )
(
Nβ/dx

)∣∣∣
q Nβ

Nβ
dx

= TN qβ(1+ 1

d
)

∫

Rd

|(∇V ) (y)|q 1

Nβ
dy

= TN(qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β)

∫

Rd

|∇V (y)|q dy

= TN(qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β) ‖∇V ‖qq. (22)

Then

I2 ≤ C2

∫ t

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds+

q(q − 1)

2
TN(− q

2
+qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β) ‖∇V ‖qq

where C2 = q(q−1)
2 , if q > 2 and C2 = 0, if q = 2.

Now, we observe

∣∣〈SN
s , V N (x− ·)F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs

)〉∣∣ ≤
〈
SN
s ,
∣∣V N (x− ·)F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs

)∣∣〉

V≥0

≤ ‖F‖∞
∣∣〈SN

s , V N (x− ·)
〉∣∣

= ‖F‖∞|ρNs |.

Then we deduce

I1 =

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−2 ∇ρNs
〈
SN
s , V N (x− ·)F

(
·,K ∗ ρNs

)〉
dx ds

≤ ‖F‖∞
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−2 |∇ρNs | |ρNs | dx ds.

By ǫ-Young inequality with 1
2 + 1

2 = 1 we get

I1 ≤ Cǫq(q − 1)‖F‖2∞
∫ t

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds

+ ǫ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−2 |∇ρNs |2 dx ds. (23)
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Thus, we join the estimates with ǫ < 1
2 and continue from (20):

∥∥ρNt
∥∥q
q
≤
∥∥ρN0

∥∥q
q

+

(
Cǫq(q − 1)‖F‖2∞ +

q(q − 1)

2
1[q>2]

)∫ t

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥q
q
ds

+
q(q − 1)

2
TN(− q

2
+qβ(1+ 1

d
)−β) ‖∇V ‖qq

+
∣∣MN

t

∣∣ . (24)

Taking the supremum, applying Jensen’s inequality, and then taking the
expectation, we obtain:

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ CE

(∥∥ρN0
∥∥
q

)m

+ C

(
Cǫq(q − 1)‖F‖2∞ +

q(q − 1)

2
1[q>2]

)m
q
∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds

+ C
(q(q − 1)

2
T
)m

q

N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m ‖∇V ‖mq

+ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

q

. (25)

Finally, from (25) and lemma 6 we deduce

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ CE

(∥∥ρN0
∥∥
q

)m
+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds

+ C
(
N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m +N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m
)
.

Taking r = T and Grönwall’s Lemma, we conclude that

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

≤ CE

(∥∥ρN0
∥∥
q

)m
+ CN(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m

and
∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
T,q

∥∥∥
m

≤ C
∥∥∥
∥∥ρN0

∥∥
q

∥∥∥
m
+ CN− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
).

This proves Lemma 4. In order to get a proof of Lemma 5, considering the above
estimates, and continuing from (20) with ǫ = 1

4 , instead of (24), we obtain

∥∥ρNt
∥∥2
2
+

1

2

∫ t

0

∥∥∇ρNs
∥∥2
2
ds ≤

∥∥ρN0
∥∥2
2
+ C

∫ t

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥2
2
ds

+ TN(−1+2β(1+ 1

d
)−β) ‖∇V ‖22.

+
∣∣MN

t

∣∣ .
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From Lemma 4 we have supN∈N E‖ρN‖L2L2 < ∞. Now we estimate ‖∇ρN‖2.
By Jensen’s inequality, with | · |m2 and m > 2, we have

E

(∫ r

0

∥∥∇ρNs
∥∥2
2
ds

)m
2

≤ C
(
1 + E

(∥∥ρN0
∥∥
2

)m )

+ C

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
2

)m

ds

+ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

2

.

From Lemma 6 we conclude

sup
N


E

(∫ T

0

∥∥∇ρNs
∥∥2
2
ds

)m
2




1

m

. 1 + sup
N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN0

∥∥
2

∥∥∥
m

+ T sup
N

∥∥∥
∥∥ρN

∥∥
T,2

∥∥∥
m

< ∞.

Lemma 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2 or 3, it holds that

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

q

.

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

‖ρNt ‖q
)m

ds+N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m.

Proof. First, notice that

MN
t

.
=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−1 1

N

N∑

i=1

(∇V N)(x −X i
s) dx dW

i
s

is a martingale, and
∣∣MN

t

∣∣ is a positive sub-martingale. So, by Doob’s maximal
inequality

E

(
sup

t∈[0,r]

∣∣MN
t

∣∣
)m

q

≤
(

m
q

m
q − 1

)m
q

E
∣∣MN

r

∣∣mq .

Now, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

E
∣∣MN

r

∣∣mq .
= E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ r

0

∫

Td

q
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−1
(∇V N )(x−X i

s) dx dW
i
s

∣∣∣∣∣

m
q

. E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

N2

N∑

i=1

∫ r

0

(∫

Td

q
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−1
(∇V N )(x−X i

s) dx

)2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

m
2q

= E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ r

0

(∫

Td

q
∣∣ρNs

∣∣q−1 1

N
1

2

(∇V N )(x−X i
s) dx

)2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

m
2q
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where in the last equality we moved a power of N inside the integral. Now by
Young’s inequality with 1

q

q−1

+ 1
q and Jensen’s inequality,

E|MN
r |mq . E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ r

0

(∫

Td

∣∣ρNs
∣∣q dx

)2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

m
2q

+ E

∣∣∣∣∣
1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ r

0

(∫

Td

1

N q/2
|(∇V N )(x−X i

s)|q dx
)2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

m
2q

. E

∫ r

0

‖ρNs ‖mq ds

+
1

N
m
2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ r

0

(∫

Td

|(∇V N )(x)|q dx
)2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

m
2q

where in the last inequality, we have applied a change of variables. Finally, by
(22)

E
∣∣MN

r

∣∣mq . E

∫ r

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥m
q
ds

+N−m
2

(
TN(2qβ(1+ 1

d
)−2β) ‖∇V ‖2qq

)m
2q

. E

∫ r

0

∥∥ρNs
∥∥m
q
ds

+N(−q+2qβ(1+ 1

d
)−2β)m

2q ‖∇V ‖mq

.

∫ r

0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,s]

∥∥ρNt
∥∥
q

)m

ds

+N(− 1

2
+β(1+ 1

d
− 1

q
))m ‖∇V ‖mq .

B Well-posedness of limiting equation (1)

Here, we will prove the well posedness of the limiting equation for the system
of particles in a suitable space. We will adapt the strategy of [31].

Proof of Theorem 1. The proof is divided into two parts. First, we solve the
linearized problem using the Lq-Theory of SPDEs. Next, we make a contraction
argument to yield the solution of the original equation as a fixed point of the
solution map.

Let

B
.
=

{
ρ ∈ S∞

FB

(
[0, T ];Lq

(
T
d
))

|
∥∥∥ ‖ρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ κℓ

}
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with metric d(ρ, ρ′)
.
=
∥∥∥‖ρ−ρ′‖T,q

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

, κ = ‖ρ0‖q and ℓ is a positive constant

to be determined.
We define the operator T : B → S∞

FB

(
[0, T ];Lq

(
T
d
))

as follows: for each
ξ ∈ B, let T (ξ) := ρξ be the solution to the following linear SPDE:





dρt =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

∂ij

(
ρt

d∑

k=1

(
νikt νjkt + σik

t σjk
t

))
dt−∇ ·

(
ρtF (· ,K ∗ ξt)

)
dt

−∇ρt · σt dBt (26)

ρ0 is given.

Now by Assumption (Ac), we rewrite (26) as follows:





dρt =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

∂ijρt

d∑

k=1

(
νikt νjkt + σik

t σjk
t

)
dt+ ft(ρ) dt

−∇ρt · σt dBt (27)

ρ0 is given.

where

ft(ρ)
.
= −∇ · (ρtF (·,K ∗ ξt)) +

d∑

i,j=1

∂jρt ∂i

(
(νν⊤)ijt + (σσ⊤)ijt

)

+
1

2
ρt

d∑

i,j=1

∂ij

(
(νν⊤)ijt + (σσ⊤)ijt

)

= −∇ · (ρtF (·,K ∗ ξt)) + 2

d∑

j=1

∂jρt

d∑

i=1

∂ia
ij
t + ρt

d∑

i,j=1

∂ija
ij
t

and

aijt
.
=

1

2

d∑

k=1

(
νikt νjkt + σik

t σjk
t

)
.

We now proceed to verify the conditions 5.1–6 of Theorem 5.1 in [35]. For
the reader’s convenience, we restate these conditions below using our notations:

5.1 There exist Λ, λ > 0 such that

Λ|ξ|2 ≥
d∑

i,j,k=1

νikt (x)νjkt (x) ξiξj ≥ λ |ξ|2,

for any t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d, ξ ∈ R

d.
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5.2 For any i, j ∈ {1, ..., d} and ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0, such that

|aijt (x)− aijt (y)|+ |σi
t(x)− σi

t(y)| < ǫ

whenever |x− y| < δ, t ≥ 0.

5.3 For any i, j ∈ {1, ..., d} and t ≥ 0, the functions aijt and σi
t are continuously

differentiable.

5.4 For any u ∈ H1
q , ft(u) is predictable as a function taking values in H−1

q .

5.5 For any i, j ∈ {1, ..., d} and t ≥ 0,

‖aijt ‖C1 + ‖σi
t‖∞ ≤ M.

5.6 For any ǫ > 0, there exists Cǫ > 0, such that, for any t ≥ 0 and ut, vt ∈ H1
q ,

we have

‖ft(u)− ft(v)‖−1,q ≤ ǫ ‖ut − vt‖1,q + Cǫ ‖ut − vt‖−1,q .

Now note that the condition 5.1 is exactly (Ac
iii). The conditions 5.2, 5.3

and 5.5 are verified by assumption (Ac
i ). For condition 5.4, note that ft(u) is a

composition of predictable functions.
For the remaining one, 5.6, we notice that if F is given by (AF ) (thus

bounded) and K by (AK), we have for all ut, vt ∈ H1
q ,

‖∇ · (F (·,K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt)‖−1,q =
∥∥∥(I −∆)−

1

2∇ · (F (·,K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt))
∥∥∥
q

≤ C ‖F (·,K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt)‖q
≤ C ‖ut − vt‖q
≤ C ‖ut − vt‖

1

2

1,q ‖ut − vt‖
1

2

−1,q

≤ ǫ ‖ut − vt‖1,q + ǫ−1C2 ‖ut − vt‖−1,q ,

by the interpolation inequality. On the other hand, if we assume (AI) and (AK)
we have for all ut, vt ∈ H1

q ,

∥∥∇ ·
(
F (·,K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt)

)∥∥
−1,q

=
∥∥∥(I −∆)−

1

2∇ ·
(
K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt)

)∥∥∥
q

≤ C ‖(K ∗ ξt)(ut − vt)‖q
≤ CCK ‖ξt‖q ‖ut − vt‖q
≤ CCKκl ‖ut − vt‖0,q
≤ c ‖ut − vt‖

1

2

1,q ‖ut − vt‖
1

2

−1,q

≤ ǫ ‖ut − vt‖1,q + ǫ−1c2 ‖ut − vt‖−1,q ,
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by the interpolation inequality and using ξ ∈ B. Recall that ‖K ∗ f‖∞ ≤
CK‖f‖q, for q given by (AK).

For the remaining terms in ft(ρ), we have

‖(ut − vt) ∂ija
ij
t ‖−1,q ≤ ‖(ut − vt) ∂ija

ij
t ‖q ≤ ‖aijt ‖C2‖ut − vt‖q

and then it follows by interpolation inequality as before, while for the remaining
one, we use the dual space (H−1

q )∗ = H1
q′ with the duality pair given by (·, ·)−1,1.

Indeed, by applying the Leibniz’s rule, we have

∥∥ ∂j(ut − vt) ∂ia
ij
t

∥∥
−1,q

= sup
‖φ‖

1,q′=1

(
∂j(ut − vt) ∂ia

ij
t , φ

)
−1,1

= sup
‖φ‖

1,q′=1

(
(ut − vt) ∂ia

ij
t ,−∂jφ

)
−1,1

+ sup
‖φ‖

1,q′=1

(
(ut − vt) ∂jia

ij
t ,−φ

)
−1,1

≤ sup
‖φ‖

1,q′=1

(
‖∂jφ‖q′ ‖(ut − vt) ∂ia

ij
t ‖q + ‖φ‖1,q′‖(ut − vt) ∂ija

ij
t ‖q

)

≤ 2 ‖aijt ‖C2‖ut − vt‖q

where the Hölder’s inequality was applied in the second-to-last inequality. Then
again, interpolation inequality yields the estimate that verifies assumption 5.6.

Notice that the initial condition ρ0 ∈ H
1− 2

q
q

(
T
d
)
is deterministic, therefore,

we have by Theorem 5.1 in [35] that the linear SPDE (26) admits a unique
solution ρξ ∈ Lq

FB

(
[0, T ];H1

q

(
T
d
))

(see Definition 3.1 in [35]). In addition,
since Theorem 7.1 (iii) in [35] holds for q ≥ 2 (by Theorem 4.2 in [35]) and
‖ρt‖1 = ‖ρ0‖1 = 1, a.s., we have ρξ ∈ Sq

FB

(
[0, T ];L1 ∩ Lq

(
T
d
))
. Moreover, by

the maximum principle (Theorem 5.12 in [35]) ρξ(t, ·) ≥ 0, a.s..

We now check that ρξ is also in S∞
FB

(
[0, T ];L1 ∩ Lq

(
T
d
))
, and we drop the

superscript ξ to ease the computations. For the following, if not mentioned,
we are assuming (AF ) and (AK), and we make observations about the other
sets of assumptions. Applying the Itô’s formula for the Lq-norm of a H1

q -valued
process in [35],

‖ρt‖qq = ‖ρ0‖qq

+
1

2

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)
(
νs(x)ν

⊤
s (x) + σs(x)σ

⊤
s (x)

)
·D2ρs(x) ds dx

−
∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x) fs(ρ)(x) ds dx

−
∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)∇ρs(x) · σs(x) dBs dx

+
1

2

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q(q − 1)|ρs(x)|q−2|σ⊤
s (x)∇ρs(x)|2 ds dx

= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV). (28)
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Above, A · B
.
=
∑

i,j AijBij . Using stochastic Fubini and integration by
parts, we handle each term separately. Notice that under assumption (Ac

ii),
i.e.,

∑
i ∂iσ

ik
t = 0 we have

(III) = −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

ik

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x) ∂iρs(x)σ
ik
s (x) dx dBk

s

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

ik

∂i(|ρs(x)|q)σik
s (x) dx dBk

s

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs(x)|q
∑

ik

∂iσ
ik
s (x) dx dBk

s = 0.

For (II), we have two parts

(II) = −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)∇ · [ρs(x)F (x,K ∗ ξs)] dx ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)



2
∑

ij

∂jρs ∂ia
ij
s + ρs

∑

ij

∂ija
ij
s



 dx ds

For the first one, after integration by parts, we use ǫ-Young inequality with
1
2 + 1

2 = 1

= q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)∇ρs(x) · F (x,K ∗ ξs) dx ds

≤ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)|∇ρs(x)| dx ds (29)

≤ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs(x)|q−2
(
Cǫ ρs(x)

2 + ǫ |∇ρs(x)|2
)
dx ds

= q(q − 1)LCǫ

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds+ ǫ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds

Above, we used (AF ) so that F is bounded by L. In fact, if one assumes (AI)
and (AK), (29) implies that the first term in (II) reads

≤ Cǫq(q − 1)C2
Kκ2ℓ2

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds+ ǫ q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds,
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since ‖K ∗ ξs‖L∞ ≤ CK‖ξs‖q ≤ CKκℓ. For the second (II),

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs(x)|q−2ρs(x)
(
2
∑

ij

∂jρs ∂ia
ij
s + ρs

∑

ij

∂ija
ij
s

)
dx ds

≤
∫ t

0

∫

Td

2q|ρs|q−2ρs

∣∣∣
∑

ij

(∂jρs ∂ia
ij
s )
∣∣∣ dx ds+ q

∫ t

0

∑

ij

‖aijs ‖C2 ‖ρs‖qq ds

≤
∫ t

0

∫

Td

2q|ρs|q−2ρs |∇ρs|
(∑

j

(∑

i

∂ia
ij
s

)2) 1

2

dx ds+ qM

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In order to apply the Grönwall’s
lemma, the second term above is already suitable, while the first one, after
bounding the aij term with its L∞ norm provided in (Ac), is a multiple of (29),
from which we get an analogous estimate. In fact, due to assumption (Ac

i ), we
have ∣∣∣

∑

ik

∂iν
ik
s νjks + νiks ∂iν

jk
s

∣∣∣

≤
∑

ik

(
‖∂iνiks ‖∞ + ‖νiks ‖∞

)(
‖νjks ‖∞ + ‖∇νjks ‖∞

)
≤ 2M2.

and analogously for σ. Thus,

(II) ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds+ ǫ (q(q − 1)L+ q
√
d 4M2)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds.

Also, if (AI) and (AK) are in place

(II) ≤ Cǫ

(
q(q − 1)C2

Kκ2ℓ2 + q
√
d 4M2 + qM

)∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds

+ ǫ (q(q − 1) + q
√
d 4M2)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds.

Now for (I), again by integration by parts,

(I)
.
=

1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

ijk

q|ρs|q−2ρs (ν
ik
s νjks + σik

s σjk
s ) ∂ijρs dx ds

= −1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

ijk

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2∂iρs (ν
ik
s νjks + σik

s σjk
s ) ∂jρs dx ds

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

ijk

q|ρs|q−2ρs ∂i

(
νiks νjks + σik

s σjk
s

)
∂jρs dx ds.

Notice that
∑

ijk ν
ik
s νjks ∂iρs ∂jρs ≥ λ |∇ρs|2, by assumption (Ac

iii). So by mul-
tiplying this inequality by −1 and taking into account that

∑

k

∣∣∣
∑

i

∂iρsσ
ik
s

∣∣∣
2

=
∑

ijk

∂iρs (σ
ik
s σjk

s ) ∂jρs,
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we get

(I) ≤ −1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2 λ |∇ρs|2 dx ds

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∑

k

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2
∣∣∣
∑

i

∂iρsσ
ik
s

∣∣∣
2

dx ds

− 1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs|q−2ρs
∑

j

∂jρs ∂i

(∑

ik

νiks νjks + σik
s σjk

s

)
dx ds

≤ −1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2
(
λ |∇ρs|2 + |σT

s ∇ρs|2
)
dx ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs|q−1 |∇ρs|
(∑

j

(
∂i
∑

ik

(νiks νjks + σik
s σjk

s )
)2) 1

2

dx ds

where the last inequality follows by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Notice that the
second-to-last line contains -(IV). Recall

(∑

j

(
∂i
∑

ik

(νiks νjks + σik
s σjk

s )
)2) 1

2 ≤
(∑

j

(4M2)2
) 1

2

=
√
d 4M2.

Thus, we have

(I) ≤ −(IV)− λ

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2 |∇ρs|2 dx ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|ρs|q−1 |∇ρs| 4M2
√
d dx ds

≤ −(IV)− λ

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q(q − 1)|ρs|q−2 |∇ρs|2 dx ds

+ Cǫ

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds+ ǫ q4M4d

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds

by ǫ-Young inequality. Finally,

‖ρt‖qq = ‖ρ0‖qq + (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV)

≤ ‖ρ0‖qq + C

∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds

+
(
ǫL q(q − 1) + ǫq4M4d− λ

2
q(q − 1)

)∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds.

Again, if (AI) and (AK) are in place

‖ρt‖qq = ‖ρ0‖qq + (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV)

≤ ‖ρ0‖qq + Cǫ

(
q(q − 1)C2

Kκ2ℓ2 + q
√
d4M2 + qM + 1

)∫ t

0

‖ρs‖qq ds

+
(
ǫq(q − 1) + ǫq4M4d− λ

2
q(q − 1)

)∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρs|q−2|∇ρs|2 dx ds.
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Finally, under the assumption (AF ), by taking ǫ sufficiently small and ℓ
.
= e

CT
q ,

an application of Grönwall’s Lemma yields

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρt‖q ≤ ‖ρ0‖q
(
eCT

) 1

q ≤ κℓ a.s.

which means ρξ ∈ B.
Now, under the assumptions (AI) and (AK), and by taking T and ǫ suffi-

ciently small and ℓ > 1, an application of Grönwall’s Lemma yields

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρt‖q ≤ ‖ρ0‖q
(
eCT

) 1

q ≤ κℓ a.s.

where
C

.
= Cǫ

(
q(q − 1)C2

Kκ2ℓ2 + q
√
d4M2 + qM + 1

)
.

This means ρξ ∈ B.
We now show that the map T is a contraction.

For any ξ̄, ξ ∈ B, set δρ = ρξ̄ − ρξ and δξ = ξ̄ − ξ. As before, we apply Itô’s
formula for the Lq-norm of a H1,q-valued process in [35] to δρ and obtain

‖δρt‖qq

=
1

2

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs(x)(νs(x)ν
⊤
s (x) + σs(x)σ

⊤
s (x)) ·D2δρs(x) ds dx

−
∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs [fξ̄(ρ
ξ̄, s, x)− fξ(ρ

ξ, s, x)] ds dx

−
∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs(x)∇δρs(x) · σs(x) dBs dx

+
1

2

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q(q − 1)|δρs(x)|q−2|σ⊤
s (x)∇δρs(x)|2 ds dx

= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV), (30)

where the numbered terms are analogous to before with δρ in place of ρ, except
(II), which has a nonlinear part

(II)
.
= −

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs∇ · [ρξ̄s(x)F (x,K ∗ ξ̄s)] ds dx

+

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs∇ · [ρξs(x)F (x,K ∗ ξs)] ds dx

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|δρs(x)|q−2δρs(x)
(
2
∑

ij

∂jδρs ∂ia
ij
s + δρs

∑

ij

∂ija
ij
s

)
dx ds

The above linear part has estimates on δρ following from the same reasoning as
before, while for the nonlinear (let us denote it by (II)′) we subtract and add
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ρξs(x) to get

(II)
′
= −

∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|δρs|q−2δρs∇ · [δρs(x)F (x,K ∗ ξ̄s)] dx ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

q|δρs|q−2δρs∇ · [ρξs(x)F (x,K ∗ ξ̄s)] dx ds

+

∫

Td

∫ t

0

q|δρs|q−2δρs∇ · [ρξs(x)F (x,K ∗ ξs)] ds dx

So integration by parts gives

(II)
′ ≤ q(q − 1)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|δρs|q−2
(
|∇δρs||δρs|L+ |∇δρs| |ρξs|L |K ∗ δξs|

)
dx ds

≤ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|δρs|q−2
(
|∇δρs||δρs|+ |∇δρs| |ρξs| ‖δξs‖q

)
dx ds (31)

Above, we also used (AK) and that F is bounded and Lipschitz (AF ). In
fact, one can show similar bounds assuming (AK) and (AI), noticing that
F (x, u) = u is also Lipschitz, and the boundedness of F being replaced by
that of K ∗ ξ̄s, since ‖K ∗ ξ̄s‖∞ ≤ CK‖ξ̄s‖q ≤ CKκℓ.

Next, by ǫ-Young inequality, we have

|δρs|q−1|∇δρs| = |δρs|q−2|δρs||∇δρs| ≤ Cǫ|δρs|q + ǫ|δρs|q−2|∇δρs|2

and also
∥∥|δρs|q−2|∇δρs| ρξs ‖δξs‖q

∥∥
1

≤
∥∥|δρs|

q−2

2 |∇δρs|
∥∥
2

∥∥|δρs|
q−2

2 ρξs ‖δξs‖q
∥∥
2

≤ ǫ
∥∥|δρs|

q−2

2 |∇δρs|
∥∥2
2
+ Cǫ

∥∥|δρs|
q−2

2 ρξs ‖δξs‖q
∥∥2
2

Again, by Young’s inequality, we have
∥∥|δρs|

q−2

2 ρξs ‖δξs‖q
∥∥2
2
=
∥∥|δρs|q−2(ρξs)

2 ‖δξs‖2q
∥∥
1

≤
∥∥δρs

∥∥q
q
+
∥∥ρξs ‖δξs‖q

∥∥q
q

= ‖δρs‖qq + ‖ρξs‖qq ‖δξs‖qq
Using the above in (31), we get

(II)′ ≤ 2Cǫq(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

‖δρs‖qq ds+ 2ǫ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|δρs|q−2|∇δρs|2 dx ds

+ Cǫq(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

‖ρξs‖qq ‖δξs‖qq ds

≤ 2Cǫq(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

‖δρs‖qq ds+ 2ǫ q(q − 1)L

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|δρs|q−2|∇δρs|2 dx ds

+ Cǫq(q − 1)L
∥∥∥‖ρξ‖T,q

∥∥∥
q

∞

∫ t

0

‖δξs‖qq ds
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Finally, similarly to before, by choosing ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

‖δρt‖qq = (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV)

≤ C

∫ t

0

‖δρs‖qq ds+ C (κℓ)q
∫ t

0

‖δξs‖qq ds

Thus, an application of Grönwall’s lemma yields
∥∥∥‖δρ‖T,q

∥∥∥
∞

≤ e
CT
q (C)

1

q (κℓ)T
1

q

∥∥∥‖δξ‖T,q

∥∥∥
∞

and taking T small, depending on all given data κ, λ, CK , q, L,M and d, we
obtain that T is a contraction.
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