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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 Ité’s formula for H;—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

d d
dp; = % Z 0y (Pt Z (Vtikthk + Uikagk)> dt—V-(peF (-, K+#py)) dt—Vpy-oy dBy
k=1

(1)
from a stochastic moderately interacting particle system. The equation () 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 [I7] and [30]. Our results cover several classical models
such as the stochastic 2d Navier-Stokes equation, which in vorticity form can

i,j=1
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be written as in (II) 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 given by

N
. 1 . . _
dXiN = F <XZ’N, D (V) (xi - Xf’N)> at -+ v (XPN) awi
k=1
t o (X,f’N> dB, (2)

where W/ and B; are independent standard T?-valued Brownian motions, de-
fined on a filtered probability space (92, F, (F;)i>0,P), the interaction kernel
VY depends on the number of particles N € N via the moderate interaction
parameter 3. Systems of the form (2] are commonly employed in the field of
mean-field games, see [6], [7], [I8] and [36].

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

N
1
SN = ~ dez,z\/, t>0, (3)
1=1

where §, is the delta Dirac measure concentrated at a € T, Then, (S} );>¢ is a
measure-valued process associated to the T¢-valued processes {t — X tZ ’N}izl

The first contribution of this paper is to investigate the large N limit of the
dynamical process (S}¥):>o in the common noise setting with singular kernels.
For that purpose, we introduce the mollified empirical measure
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which is more regular than S}, where V¥ = NﬁV(Ng 1), B € (0,1). We quan-
tify the distance between the empirical measure (and the regularized version)
and the unique solution to the SPDE (). The proof is based on It6’s formula for
H ;-Valued processes, commutator estimates, and stochastic analysis techniques.

The second contribution is to show the well-posedness of the nonlinear
stochastic Fokker—Planck equation (J). The main challenge in proving existence
and uniqueness results for () is the nonlinear term K # p; 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].



1.1 Related literatures

In contrast to interacting particle system, which are driven by idiosyncratic
noise, see [3] 8], [0} [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, [I3] 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], Oelschlager 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¥V = NﬂV(N%), with 8 € (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 [41l [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, 2] 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 [ 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 C* (Td) the space of k-times differentiable functions

on the torus T¢ = [—%, %}d, where k € NU {oc}. The set of density functions
defined on T is denoted by P (Td). The corresponding spaces on R are defined
by C* (Rd) and P (]Rd), respectively.

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

s = [ fa

for the duality pair involving the measure p and the function f in this space.



Also, for a € [1,00) the Lebesgue’s space is given by

1% = 19(X) = {f e sl = ([ Ifl"du)% < oo}

and if ¢ = co
L“:L“(X)z{fej\/l | ||f||oo£esssg§|f(:v)| <oo}.

In some contexts we will write || - |[o = || - | a(x)-

Given (U, ||||lv) a Banach space, we denote by U* its dual and the associated
duality pair by (-, -)y,u+. With this notation, for 7' > 0 and denoting £ the set
of Bochner measurable functions, the Bochner’s space is denoted by

20 = 20,73 0) = { 0.7+ U.f € £ Uflaew = (f7 170N @) < .
for a € [1,00) and if a = oo by
LU = L=(0.T):U) = {£ : (0,71 = U, f € L| | f . = esssupiepo,zy |1 F(B)llo < o0 -

For the space of tempered distributions on T¢, we write S’. So, for ¢ >
1,n € R, the Bessel potential space reads

Hy = Hy (1) = {1 €8 | fllng = (T = )27, < oo}

For v € (0, 1] the Holder’s space on T? is given by

C”—C”(Td)—{fﬂrdwm||f||7;||f||oo+ up 7'“””)‘“”'@}.

z#y€eTe |I - y|V

Let a filtered probability space (2, F, (F:)i>0,P), a Banach space (U, || - [|v),
a real number ¢ € [1, 00|, and a stopping time 0 < 7 < T. We denote by X’ the
set of U-valued, (7)o rj-adapted and continuous processes X = { X}
We define

s€l0,7]"

SL([0,7];U) = {X €X | HIIXIIT,UHM(Q) < 00}

Also, let Y denote the set of U-valued predictable processes Y = {Y;}
Then, for g € [1,00) we define
’ < oo} .
La(Q)

These are Banach spaces endowed with their respective norms.

s€l0,7]"

L0, 75 0) = {¥ € ||V a0




1.3 Assumptions
(AY) The mollifier V€ C? (RY)NP (R?) is such that supp V C {z € R%; || < $}.

(AF) The vector field F : T? x R — R? is a bounded Lipschitz continuous
function, i.e., there exists L > 0 such that

|F(z,u)| <L, VYeeT? uecR.
|F(z,u) = F(y,v)] < L(jz —y|+|u—v]), Vr,yeT? u,veR.

(A7) The vector field F : T? x R — R is given by F(z,u) = u.

(AX) There exists ¢ > 2 such that ¢ > d, and v € (0,1] and Cx > 0 such that
for any f € L9(T?), it holds

K flly < Cx | flg-

(A°) The diffusion coefficients v and o : [0,7] x T? — R?¥? are measurable,
and for every t € [0,T] satisfy

(AS) There exists M > 0 such that
(), 0" () € (C* (T, | - [le2), for jik=1,....d.

d

wd 3 (I Olles + I Oles) < 21

k=1
d .
(A5) > 00lf(x) =0, fork=1,.,dzeT
j=1

(A%;) There exist A, A > 0 such that, for all z € T?, ¢ = (¢%) € R,

d
AP > Y vkt (@) € > Mgl
ij,k=1
1.4 Main theorems.

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

Theorem 1. Assume (A°) and one of the two regimes:
1. (AF) and (AK).
2. (Al) and (AK).



_z2
Let 0 < py € L' N H; *(T4), with ||pollx = 1. For each > 0, there ezists a
T > 0 depending on k,\,q,Cx,L,M and d such that if ||pollq = k, the SPDE
@) admits a unique nonnegative solution in

M= L%, ([0,T); H) (T%)) NS5 ([0,T); L' n L7 (T%)) .
The proof will be presented in Appendix [Bl

Theorem 2. Assume (AY), (A°), (AY), and (AX), let Trpax be the mazimal
existence time for [1l) and fir T € (0, Tpmaez). In addition, let the dynamics of
the particle system be given by (2) with v = Id, o independent of the space and
for any m > 1,

N
e [ 11, .

with d > 1, ¢ > d given by (AX) and 8 € (O, m> Then

<l e

H lo— pNHTﬂq HLm Lm(Q)

(

where

%-min<§”y,%—ﬂ(l+é—é))

and p is a solution of SPDE ([l) with initial condition py.

Theorem 3. Assume (AY), (A°), (AF), K = 6o, let Tyaz be the mazimal
existence time for [{1l) and fir T € (0, Timaez). In addition, let the dynamics of
the particle system be given by (I2) with v = Id, o independent of the space and
for any m > 1,

N
sup || 1681, .. o < o

withd=1 and 8 € (O, %) Then

el o <||lloo—odll, |, +CON"

Lm ( Lm (Q)

where

» = min <§,%—gﬂ)

and p is a solution of SPDE ([l) with initial condition py.



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 y and v on T,

lp—v|lo = sup {/d ¢d(p —v); ¢ Lipschitz with ||¢[| pe(ray < 1 and ||¢|Lip < 1}
T
(4)

Corollary 1. Let the same assumptions as in Theorem[d or Theorem [3 be in
place. Then for any € € (0, »), there exists C > 0 such that, for any N € N,

<o([isi-ml .+ 5.
Lm ()

s, 1S = pelf

te[0,T Lm(Q)

Proof. Let t € (0, Tynaz). Let us observe first that there exists C' > 0 such that
for any Lipschitz continuous function ¢ on T¢, one has

Cllo|
oV, 0) — (SN, )| < % 0. )

d
Indeed,

(S ¢) = (ot 0)] = [(SE (6 — 6 x V)|

< <S£V,/Td V) 60 - (- +5) |dy>
O||¢|L|3Lip.
Na

N

IN

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

sup 155~ pllo| <] sup 15— ol [ 5w sw (o o)
t€(0,T m t€(0,T m t€[0,T] (¢l Loe <1 m
< sup HSt{V _inHO + || sup Hpi\] _ptHLl(Td) )
te[0,T] m te[0,T m
where we are using the following notation for the norm in L™(Q): || - ||zm(q) =

Il - [lm. Now applying inequality (Bl to the first term on the right-hand side of
the above inequality, and Theorem ] (or Theorem B]) to the second term, we
obtain the inequality of Corollary [l

O

1.5 Application for some stochastic PDE
Let A> 0 and f4 : R — R be a C?(R) bounded function such that



1. fa(z) =z, for z € [-A, A],

2. fa(x)=A, forx>A+1and fa(z) =—A, forx < —(A+1),

3. [ Falloe < 1 and [ f4loc < o0

As a consequence, || falloc < A+ 1. Now Fj, is given by
Fa:(zr,.owa) = (fa(@r),.., fa(za) " (6)

When A = oo then Fy = Id. Now, we consider the stochastic PDE

dpy = %Aptdt —~ V- (pe(K % py)) dt — Vpy - 0y 0 dBy (7)

where the integral is in the Stratonovich sense, or equivalently in It6 formulation
1 . . ik _jk

dp; = 3 Apy + ijZﬂ 0ijpt ;a; al” | dt—V- (pt(K*pt)) dt—Vpi-o4dBy;. (8)

We consider the associated stochastic moderate particle system

dXN = Fy (K « plV (X,f’N)) dt + dW; + o4 dB, 9)
and also the particle system without cutoff:
. 1 X . -
XN = ~ S UK «VNXPY = XPN) dt+ dWi +0vdBy, t<T, 1<i<N.
k=1

(10)
For fixed N € N*, the drift term is smooth and bounded. Hence, this
particle system has a unique strong solution. We denote by S} its empirical

distribution, and define N = V¥ « S¥. We denote Ay := Ck ’ loll7, (@)

where C is given by (AX) and p is the unique solution of equation (§). Then
p is also the unique solution of the equation

d d
1 L
dpr = 3 Apy + E Dijpt kglaz’fag’“ dt =V - (peFa(K % py)) dt — Vp; - 0 dBy

i,j=1
(11)
The proof of the following result is based on Corollary 2.3 in [43].

Corollary 2. Assume (A€), (AY), (A1) and (AX) and let p the unique solution
of the SPDE (7) in L‘j,_.B ([O,T]; H; (Td)) NSFs ([O,T]; L'NnLa ('I['d)), given by
Theorem . In addition, let the dynamics of the particle system be given by (I10)
and for any m > 1,



~N
sup | [,

L™ (Q)

with d > 1, ¢ > d given by (AK) and B € (0, ﬁ) Then we have

—%ON’”)
L™ (Q)

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

. i, N o i, N .
particles (X* )lsiSN and (XZ >1§iSN defined respectively by (@) and (I0)
with the same initial conditions and driven by the same family of independent
T9-valued Brownian motions (W?);en- and B;. For any N € N* and A > 0,

define

- C -
P (I = el =) < o (|17 = ol

N
1 i k
““A:{ gﬁqﬁfXXK*V”(&”‘X’”ISA}
’ k=1
i€{1,....N}

and observe that on Qy 4, we have X" = X"V for all ¢ € [0,7] and all
i€{1,...,N}. Since £ S0 (K *VN) (XZ’N - th’N> = K = pN (XN, we
also get that on Qn 4, pi¥ = pN for all t € [0,7] and all i € {1,..., N}. Hence

(17 = ol > ) =2 (%0 {17 = sl > n})
+P (QN,A N {HﬁN - pHT,q > 77})

<P (@) +P (I~ = pllp, 2 7)-
Now by hypothesis we have that ’K * pN (X;N)’ < Ok||pN||7,q- Thus we

get that for A = Cx (n + H o1l HLW(Q))v

. A
P (@%.0) <P (10", > 5 )

IN

A
P (ol + 16" = Ay > 5 )

P (|1 Y =l > o)
(

P ([~ = plly,, >n)-

IN

Toa || oo (02

IN



Hence
P (6" = oy, =) <28 (I~ = pllp, > 1)

Now using Markov’s inequality and Theorem Rl 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 &; associated to the stochastic incompressible two-dimensional
Navier-Stokes solution p;, one gets equation () with the Biot-Savart kernel
K(z) = 5= > kez g €Xp(ik - ) ’Z—: The original Navier-Stokes solution is
then recovered thanks to the formula p; = K * &;. The kernel K € LP(T?) with
p<2and |[VK = f|ly < C|fllg with 1 < ¢ < co. Then || K * f|l1,4 < C| fllq with

q > 2, thus by Sobolev embedding HK*chl—§ oy < Cfllq- 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 2lwith cutoff A > Cx
in the SPDE () where C is given by (AX).

I .

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¢ by Ko(x) = _Xdﬁ for some xgq4 > 0. The K verifies

for all f € LI(TY), ||K * f|\cl,4 < C||fllpacray, see Lemma 41 in [44]. This
case is also covered by Corollary 2] also we can apply theorem [2] with cutoff

A> CKH Ilp] ) in the SPDE () where Cx is given by (AX).

T,q

Burgers Equation. When d = 1, K = §, the equation ([@)-(8) is the well-
known stochastic scalar Burgers equation. If the initial condition py € H3
then by lemma 4.10 in [I] the solution verifies the maximum principle, that is,
Iollse < Crllpolloc- Taking A > Crllpo|| the solution of the equation () is also
solution of the equation ([Il). The Theorem [3] covers this case.

1.6 Heuristic deduction

For the ease of reading, we may write X; in place of X,f’N.
The starting XS’N are i.i.d. with common law p with density pg.
Let 2 € T?. Applying It6’s formula with the smooth function V¥ (z — -) for

10



each i e {1,..., N} we have

VN (2 - X)) = VN (z — X{)

—Z/&VN (z — X2) Fj (XL, K % p (X71)) ds

4= Z/ajkv z—X2) (00 T)" (X ds

Jk 1
—Z/&VN x— X! olF (X1) dBt
7,k=1
- Z / VN (x— X1 vk (X2) dwik
7,k=1
. Z / OV (w— X2) (") (X2) ds.
Jk 1
with (O'O'T)Zk = Zl Lollok and (vv" ) = Zl L VItWk Then since pV =
VY % SN we have
(@) = pp (@)
d t
3 [ SN @ F (2 ()) s
j=1"0
L[ N N T\J
+§ A<SS,8jkV (117— )(O’O’ ) ()>d
jik=1

d t )
=30 [ (s - o) ah

j,k:l

Z /aVN v — X)) viF (XD) dawi*

41 Z/ (S¥,0uV @ =) () ())ds. (12)

Jk=1

11



If 0 and v do not depend on the spatial variable we obtain
pr (x) = pp (x)

_Z/ (SN 0,VN(z — VF; (- K+ pN () ds

+ = Z / (%kps oo T)* ds

gk 1
- Z / 0; P NgikqBk (—UTVdeB)
7,k=1
——Z Z / HVN (v — XD vikawi*  (=v]VVN(z - XI)dW})
i=1 j,k=1
+ = Z / dinpl ( v )" ds. (13)
gk 1

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

dpr = Z 0ij (ptz vk Ik 4 ik fk)> dt

3,7=1

— V- (F (-, K xp))dt — Vp, - 0, dBy. (14)

1.7 Definition of solution

Definition 1.1. A family of random functions {p:(w) : ¢t > 0,w € Q} lying in
5%% ([0,T]; L* N L7 (T)) is a solution to () if p; satisfies the following stochas-
tic integral equation for all ¢ € C? (Td),

(01 8) = (9o, &) +/0 (paF (- K * p.), V) ds

—/ <ps, > fmZ " ij+01kajk)> ds
0

1,7=1

/ <pS,Zal¢ Za“f> dBF. (15)

12



Remark 1. Let ¢ > 2. The following will be helpful throughout the text.
(i) V(p(2)|7) = qlp(x)|*"2p(z)Vp(z).

(it) V(qlp(2)|72p(x)) = q(q —1)|p(x)|T >V p(z).

2 Proof of the main theorems

2.1 Proof of Theorem

Proof. Applying to (p — p) the It&’s formula for the L%-norm of a H, ;-Valued
process in [35] we have

loe = i 18 = llpo — P51
d t .
- > / /d dlps — pX 1772 (ps — pV); (ps — pN )0 dx dBY
k=170 7T

N t
1 // Niqg—2 N N i 3
-~ qlps = ps |7 (ps — ps ) (VVT) (x — X{) dz dW
N; L. (Vvv)
t
+q(q—1)/ /d s = P92V (ps — pl) [psF(:v,K*ps)
0 T
— (SN VN @ =) P K 5 () | dwds
1L ik
+5 2 / / dlps = Y17 (ps = P )0k (ps — pY) (00™) ) dds
k=170 JT¢
1 ! N 2 Ny |2
5 [ [ @ vip = oY (o = oY) i ds
0 Td
1/t _ 2
+§// a(q = Dlps = p 772 |0V (ps — p)|” dw ds
0 Td

1 o/ L .
+WZ;/O /qu(q—l)lps—piv\q (VVY) (& = X0)|” da ds.

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

13



variable)
1 ¢ ik
5 / /W alps = Y| (ps = p )0k (ps — pl) (00™)) dads
G k=170

1/ -
- _5/0 /mq(q = 1) |ps = N[ 0TV (ps = oY) davds,

hence we get

Hpt—pI{VHZSHP 0 — Po H +hL+1D

——// (4= 1) [ps = pX|" 7 [Wlps = )| duds

t
I =q(q - 1)/ / s = P92V (ps — pl) [psF(w,K % ps)
0 JTd

— (SN VvN(z - )F (,K*pév)ﬂ dx ds,

RN —2 (2
=g ) fLae= 0oV - X0 dods
and

N t
1 -2 i i
MtN:NE:/ /qu\ps—pmq (ps = p) (VVY)(@ = X{) da dW.
i=170

+ + = 1 we obtain

If ¢ > 2, by Young inequality with

rola| =

q—2

I :Lq_l)i/t/ pa =" < [(VVY) (2 — XD)[ dods
’ 2N i—1 Y0 JT4 Pe P N ’
— o || ds + o ;/O/W 3 (VVN) (@ — X73)|" da ds

Now by (22),

t
B<C [ oo s + DD rn e v
0

14



where Cy = 428 if ¢ > 2 and Cy = 0, if ¢ = 2.
Now, we will estimate the first term of I;. Since F is Lipschitz, K satisfies
(AK), and V > 0 we have

(SN, VN (@ =) (F (2, K % p (2)) = F( K pY ()]
<SN VN(z—) ‘F(az K pN(x ))—F(,K*pév())b
S L(SY, V(@ =) (lz = | + [ K * (p () = p ())]))
<L(S¥ V@ =) (Ja =+ o] o =)

<L (N84l N8 [N (@)

where in the last inequality we are using that suppV C {z € R? | [z] < 3}. We
add and subtract the terms F(z, K * pY)ps and F(x, K * p¥)pY to deduce

|F (2, K % ps)ps — (S, VN (@ = ) F (-, K # p))))
< |F(IaK*ps)ps _F( K*Pév)Ps|
+ |F(z, K % pY )ps — F(x, K % p})p¥ |
+ (SN VN (@ = )|F(x, K % pff )—F(~,K*pﬁv)l>
< L|K * (ps — p2)|1ps]
—I—L|ps—pév|
_B _B
+ L (N8 4+ [, N5 [N (@)
=(a+b+c).
Now, using e-Young inequality for % + % =1, we get
V(ps = pd)l(a+b+c)
< e[Vips = pi)P + Cela+b+ )’
2
< eV, =PI+ CBL2 (|K 5 (s — o] Ips? + o — o + CR 1Y)

where C'y = N—T+ ||p£v ||q N—17. For the other constants, we will merge them
into C, which may change from line to line. Thus we have

t
ni<e [ [ ata=vlp.= 12 (o = X dods
0

t
+C// lps — pN |9 d ds.
0 Jrd

t
_ 2
+C/ /d lps = PN 12 (|K * (ps — p)|” |psl® + CR |pY 1) da ds.
0 T

15



We continue with the last term above. For ¢ > 2, we use 1-Young inequality for
1
- + 3 =1,

2
_ 2
[t o212 = 20 o+ R ) s
t
<0 [ [ o pdiazas e [ [ 15— oL ol + Oyl dras
0 JTd 0 JTd
t t
<C [ lpe=p¥lgds+ Cloll, [ llo. = ¥ lyds + CT CHlo™ I,
0 0

where in the last inequality we are using (AX). Now, using that ||p|7,, < C
a.s. due to Theorem [II, we arrive at

t
|| < e/ / alqg —1)|ps — pY 772 |V (ps — p})? ds
0 Td
t
e / lps — P12 ds + C CL 110 4,

Finally, we join the estimates with € < % and continue from (@) to get

loe— ol I7 < oo — 2 +c/ o= 2|1 s
+ ON(=3+aB0+5)—
+o (N ||pN||T,qN-%v)q 1oV,
+ [M].

By Jensen’s inequality with |- |7, “ > 1 we have for all r € [0, T

E ( sup [|p: — pfv||q> < CE (||po —pév||q)m

€lo,r]
+C/ (sup Hpt pﬂ‘q) ds

_i_CN(*EJrﬁ( +%*%))m
_B\™ m
+C (N ) BNz,

w0 (N I) B (1 g 1)

m

+CE ( sup |MtN|> . (17)

te[0,r]

Now we need a uniform in N € N estimate for the regularized empirical measure,
for which the proof is given in the Appendix [Al.

16



Lemma 4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[2 or[3, we have the following:

< 0.
m

N
;%%H [Tl

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

E ( sup |MtN}> /S / E ( sup ||Pt — pivH ) ds + N(_%-FB(H-%_%))m'
te[o,r] 0 te[0,s] a

The above with Lemma [ in (IT) leads to

E ( sup ||pe — piv\|q> < CE (||po - péqu)m
te[0,r]

—I—C/ E(sup Hpt—piqu> ds
0 telo,s]

1 1

+ ON(E+80+=1)m
+C (N_§>m
+o(v)"
L o)

Now take r = T. Gronwall’s Lemma implies

E ( sup |pe — pfeVHq> <CE (Hpo —~ péVHq)m
te[0,T)

+C(N1)
+C(N*§W)m
and since v < 1, we end up with
N N —lip(a+i-12 _B
0=l |y = €0 = 8T, + V2870 v

O

17



2.2 Proof of Theorem [3]

Proof. Applying the Itd’s formula for the L?-norm of a H, ;—valued process in
[35] as in the proof of Theorem 2 we get

loe = o5 = lloo = pd|l3 + 11 + L2

/ /]v ? dwds

- Z / Ujk/V|pS |? dz dB*

7,k=1
- MtN’ (18)
where
I =2 / / V(p F(2,p5) = (S VN (@ = )F (oY ()] dads,
I, = %Z/O /T\(VVN) (@ — X5)[* dads,
=1
and

MY NZ// MY (VVY) (@ — XT) da AW

By a change of variables in I and the estimate ([22]) we obtain
L < CNCHI |IvVE.

Now, for I;, we use that F is Lipschitz (Af) and the estimate provided by
Lemma [5 on pY combined with the Sobolev embedding H2(T) < C'z ().

(83, V(@ =) (F (2,03 () = F(, Pﬁv('))m
< (Y V(@ =) [F (2, p) (@) = F (oY ())])
S LS, V(@ =) (lr =+ [ (2) = p2'()]))
<LV VN@ =) (Ja =+ [l l= = 1F))
< LN |l ||y N5 ) oY (@)
where in the last inequality we are using that supp V C {z € R? | |z| < %;

In the same way, we add and subtract the terms F(z, pY)ps and F(z, p )pN
to obtain

|F(,ps)ps — (SY VN (@ = )F (-, p}))|
< |, ps)ps — Fla, p) )ps| + | F(x, pl )ps — F(a, p) )oY |
+ (SN, VN (@ — )| F(z, pY (z)) = F (-, oY (-))])
< Lo = | lpol + L |os = o[+ L (N7 + |||, N=2) 2]

18



Now by Theorem 8.8 in [5], for all p > 1,
I lloe < 11+ Mlp + 11V - [lp-

We observe that p € L2H2(T) < L2C'%(T), a.s.. Then a.e. in s € [0,T], taking
p =1, we have, a.s.

1(ps = P 2lloo < ll(ps = P2 )?I11 + 201 (ps = p2)V (ps = p)I1n
and thus by Holder’s inequality,
lps = P N2 < llps = p 13 + 2ll0s — P 1211V (ps — p27)l2-

By e-Young inequality we have

A|v<ps—p§>|»ps—p§||ps|dx

< e|[V(ps = p3 + Cellpsl3 lps — o
< 2¢|[V(ps = P23 + Ce (llpsll +4Ccpsll2) os — £ 13-

N||2

By denoting Cy=NP+4 HpéVH 1 Nfg7 the e-Young inequality yields
2

IV (ps = p)llps = pX |+ Cn |V (ps — p)|IpY |
< 2¢|V(ps — pY)I° + Celps — p P + C. CX 2>

Therefore, we obtain an estimate for I:

i szL/t/|v<ps—p§>|(|ps—p§v||ps|+|ps—p§|+éN|péV|)dxds
< 62L/ IV (ps = p)lI3ds + Ce 2L/t (Ipsll3 +4CcllpslI2) [l ps — pa' 13 ds
et [ 90— o) 3ds + C2L [ = o2 s
o (N—m [T 7 ) 21

Finally, taking € < 6 7> the previous estimates lead to

t
e = NI < llpo — o3 |12 + O/O (C+ [lpllF2 + ol T2l ps — o3 115 ds

_|_CN(—1+3/J’)
+C<N—2ﬂ+/ | H N~ Bd8> 1PN 1172
+ |M]N.
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Since H 1ol 7,2 H o) < 00, by Jensen’s inequality with |-|%, 2 > 1 we

have for all r € [0,T]

E(tst I - sz||2) < CE (oo - [,)"

ce [ o) o

+ CN(1H38)%
+C (N )" EllpN 17,

7§ m m
+C (V) E (oY 107 ot )
+FE < sup |M}YN |> . (19)

te[0,r]
Note that for all m > 1,

Ml

’ m

where we use that L2H}(T) < L2C2(T). We now need a uniform in N € N
estimate for the regularized empirical measure, whose proof is given in the
Appendix [A]

wp 110 2 ], S 5w 1672

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

N
;%%HHP oy |, < oo

Finally, similar computations as those of Lemma [6l on Appendix [Al yield

m

E < sup \Mt \) 5/ E ( sup | ps _p§V|‘2> ds + N(-1+38)%
t€(0,r] 0 te[0,s]

From (I9), and Lemmas @ and [6l we conclude

E(sup \rm—pm) < CE (oo — p],)"

telo,r]
ce [ ool o

+CN —14+38)%
+C (N

+C(N—§)m

m
2

+ CON1H38)%

20



Then taking » = T', Gronwall’s Lemma implies

E( —_ —inHz) < CE (oo — o} ])"
te[0,T]

+ONCI39% | o (N*g)m
and
[lo= "] <[ lloo = 21l,]|
+ONCI383 L ON~5
O

A Uniform in N € N estimates for the regular-
ized empirical measure

This section presents the proofs of Lemmas [ and

Proof of Lemmas[j] and[3. Applying the Itd’s formula on pY for the function
x> |z]9, g > 2, (essentially ([I8) with p = 0), Fubini’s theorem and its stochastic
version, we get

o llg = llog"llg + 1 + E2
__// (q=1) Y| 2 VY| dads
- MmN (20)

where

Ral=1) [ (SY VY (@ )P (K (0)) de s

L= 2NQZ// (=D oY (VYY) (@ = XD duds,

and
MN NZ//q|p (VYY) (2= XE) da dWE

If ¢ > 2 by Young inequality, with —— + + = 1, we obtain
q—2

N t
12=%Z//d\pf\‘Z‘Q%\(va)@_xg)f da ds @1)
< 2N Z/ 112 ds +2 Z//Tsz [(VVY) (@ — X2)|" da ds.

21
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Now for ¢ > 2, by a change of variables we have
v [Nﬁv (Nﬁ/d-)} (x)‘ dz

/t . |(VVY) (@)|" dwds < T/Rd

Rd

TNqﬁ(lJr%)/
Rd

_ TNqﬁ(lJr%) /
Rd

:TNqﬁ(lJrl)/
D [ eV 6 5

:TN(‘Iﬁ(lJr%)*ﬁ)/ |VV(y)|q dy
Rd

Nﬁ(lJr%)(VV) (Nﬁ/d:v) ‘q dr
(VV) (N9/z) ‘q dx

(VV) (Nﬁ/da:) !
dy

— TN(80+D-8) | gy e, (22)
Then
t
<y [ o)+ S0V rasahos) vy
0
where Cy = q(q D ifg>2and Co =0, if ¢ = 2.
Now, we observe
V20 N /N
< IFllo |85, VY (& =)
= | Fllcolps'l-
Then we deduce
Vol (SN VN(z— )F (K *plY)) da ds

Ilz/ot/wq(q—l)!piv}q

t
S”FHOO/ / a(q = 1) [pY |7 VoY 10N | da ds.
0 JTd

By e-Young inequality with % + ; =1 we get

t
< Cata = DIFIE [ 3]s

// (g —1) || (Vo2 da ds.
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Thus, we join the estimates with € < % and continue from (20):
o1l < N6l
-1 t
o L e A

+ %TN(——M[B(MM) B) vV

+ MY (24)

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

(sup 1o ) < o (|,
-1 T
+0 (Cata-IFI + D0 1) " [ (sup o H)
0 te(0,s]

ro(te ”T)?N(—%ww—%»m Ivvily

—i—CIE(sup | MY ’) . (25)

telo,r]

Finally, from (25) and lemma [6 we deduce

i 11,) <o (1)) o [ & (m 11,) 0

+C (N(*gﬂLﬁ(ler*%)) +N(72+ﬁ(1+d7%)) ) .

Taking » = T and Gronwall’s Lemma, we conclude that

( sup Hpt | > = CE(||Pév||q)m+ON(—%+ﬂ(1+%—%))m

and

oY ||

This proves Lemma[l In order to get a proof of Lemmal[5] considering the above
estimates, and continuing from 20) with € = 1, instead of ([24), we obtain

< OH Hpéqu Hm L ONTETAOH—D),

t t
0¥+ [ 19621 as < ) +0 / o2 s

+ TN (F1H28040)-6) |7y |2,
+ | M.
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From Lemma Fl we have sup ycy El|p™ |22 < 0o. Now we estimate ||V |.

By Jensen’s inequality, with | - |2 and m > 2, we have

" N2 = N m
B ([ Iv1Eas) < c(ieE(m].)")
+C/ E(sup HpivH2> ds
0 telo,s]

%
+CE ( sup }MtN}>
telo,r]
From Lemma [6] we conclude
AR\
sup | E (/ HVpéV||2 ds) <1+ sup H ||Pg)v||2 H
N 0 N m

7o e s ], <
+Tsup |||y || <00

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

m m

E[ sup ’MN‘ 5/ E Sup Hpt ”q d8+N( 2+ﬁ(1+**%))m'
telo,r] 0 telo,

Proof. First, notice that
1 . .
/ / glp|" VVN)(x—X;)dxdW;

is a martingale, and |MtN | is a positive sub—martingale. So, by Doob’s maximal
inequality

m m

@ m @ .
E(sup |MtN\> g(mq ) E|MN|
telo,r] r -1

Now, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

n 1 ) _ _
N KN q— N _ X! i
E|MY|" =E _N;/o /qu|ps} (VVN)(x — X7) do dW!

m
q

N 2

1 v .
SEWZ/O (/ glp| (Vv V) :c—XS)d;v> ds




where in the last equality we moved a power of N inside the integral. Now by

Young’s inequality with —— + % and Jensen’s inequality,
7—1

1N v 2
N;/O </Td‘ps‘ dx) ds

1L 1 ,
= N i
N;/(J (/w N‘I/Ql(vv )z — X7 d:v) ds

s
sE/ o || ds
0

/OT < L IEVH@)Ie d$>2ds

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

2

""3

q

EMN|7 <E

8

+E

m
2q

1

+
N

SH

EIMY T B [N ds
0

m
2q

L NE (TN(2q5<1+§>72ﬁ) vangq)

T
SE [y as

4+ N(=at2080+5)-26) 3 vV

5/ E(sup ||p£v||q> ds
0 te[0,s]

+ N =) gy m,

B Well-posedness of limiting equation ()

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 [ The proof is divided into two parts. First, we solve the
linearized problem using the L4-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 = {p € 8% ([0,T]; L (T)) | H ol HLoo(Q) = M}
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= |lpollq and £ is a positive constant

ith t'd,’iH—/ ’
with metric d(p, p') lp=p'llT.q Lo (Q) "

to be determined.
We define the operator 7 : B — S5 ([0,T]; L? (T¢)) as follows: for each
€ €B, let T(€) := p¢ be the solution to the following linear SPDE:

dp; = Z 0ij (pt Z (thkytjk + aikagk)> dt —V - (peF (-, K % &)) dt

z] 1
—th Ot dBt (26)

po is given.

Now by Assumption (A°), we rewrite (26]) as follows:

dp, = Z B Z (k0" + oiaf" ) db + fulp) at

1] 1
—th Ot dBt (27)
po is given.
where
1) =~ (G K 6 + S 5010 (1) + (00 T)Y)
1,j=1
1 5 P Z 0 ()7 + (007
3,j=1
=-V-(pF(- K x&)) + 22 djpt Z@ia? + pt Z dijay’
j=1 i=1 ij=1
and

|
- ik Jk ik _jk
t—§§ (Vt’/t tot)'

k=

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 A, A > 0 such that

d
AP > Y vF@t () € > Mgl

,5,k=1

for any t > 0, z € T¢, £ € R%.
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5.2 For any i,j € {1,...,d} and € > 0, there exists 6 > 0, such that
|6} (2) = a) ()| + |of(2) — oi(y)| < €
whenever |z —y| < d, t > 0.

5.3 For any i,j € {1,...,d} and t > 0, the functions aij and o} are continuously
differentiable.

5.4 For any u € Hy, f;(u) is predictable as a function taking values in H;'.
5.5 For any ¢,j € {1,...,d} and ¢t > 0,

lai’llor + llotlloo < M.

5.6 For any € > 0, there exists C. > 0, such that, for any ¢t > 0 and us, v¢ € H;,
we have

[fe(w) = fe()l[_q 4 < €llue —velly  + Cellue —vel| -

Now note that the condition 5.1 is exactly (A$,;). The conditions 5.2, 5.3
and 5.5 are verified by assumption (A§). For condition 5.4, note that f,(u) is a
composition of predictable functions.

For the remaining one, 5.6, we notice that if F is given by (A (thus

bounded) and K by (AX), we have for all u;,v; € HJ,

IV - (F (-, K # &) (ue —v)ll_y, = H(I CA) IV (F(L K % &) (g — vp))

q

<C ||F(7K *ft)(ut - Ut)||
< Clu — vl

q

1 1
< Ol = vellF g [lue — v 24,
<ellur = villy g+ € 1O lup —we]l

by the interpolation inequality. On the other hand, if we assume (Af) and (A¥)
we have for all u;,v; € H,

19+ (FC K 5 &) — o), = H(I —A)EV - (K % &) (ur — vr))
< O[(K &) (ur — v,
< CCk [|&llq llur —vell,
< OCKKZ ||Ut - vt”O,q

q

1 1
<cllug —velF g llue —vel[ 24,

<ellur —villy o+ € Jur —vell
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by the interpolation inequality and using £ € B. Recall that |K * f|leo <
Cx || fllq, for g given by (AF).
For the remaining terms in f;(p), we have

(| (e — vt) 31‘3‘“?”71,:1 < [(ue — ve) 3ijafej||q < llaf||c2lus — vl

and then it follows by interpolation inequality as before, while for the remaining

one, we use the dual space (H, ')* = H,, with the duality pair given by (-,-) 1.

Indeed, by applying the Leibniz’s rule, we have
105 (e = ve) dra?’||

= sup (aj (ut - Ut) 8ia/ij7 (b) -1,1

lloll1,qr=1
- sup ((ut - 'Ut) 81'0‘115]5 _8J¢)_1 1 + sup ((ut - 'Ut) aj’ia’ijv _¢)—1 1
lloll1,q=1 ’ llpll,q =1 ’
< s (10y0Le N = )00y + o e 0 20 )
1,4/ =

< 2||af ||z lus — velq

where the Holder’s inequality was applied in the second-to-last inequality. Then
again, interpolation inequality yields the estin;ate that verifies assumption 5.6.

Notice that the initial condition py € H; i (’IFd) is deterministic, therefore,
we have by Theorem 5.1 in [35] that the linear SPDE (26) admits a unique
solution p* € L%, ([0,T); Hy (T%)) (see Definition 3.1 in [35]). In addition,
since Theorem 7.1 (iii) in [35] holds for ¢ > 2 (by Theorem 4.2 in [35]) and
lpells = llpolly = 1, a.s., we have p* € S%, ([0,T]; L* N L7 (T%)). Moreover, by
the maximum principle (Theorem 5.12 in [35]) p¢(¢,-) > 0, a.s..

We now check that p¢ is also in S ([07 T); L' N L4 (Td)), and we drop the
superscript £ to ease the computations. For the following, if not mentioned,
we are assuming (Af") and (AX), and we make observations about the other
sets of assumptions. Applying the 1t6’s formula for the L?-norm of a H, ;—valued
process in [35],

lpelld = llpoll

3 [, [ do@i 2o @) el @)+ ov@)o] @) - Doufe) dsda
= [ [ dlou@r 0. (o) @) dsds

T4 JO
_/ / dlps(2)|" 2 ps(x)Vps(x) - 05(x) dBy dx

Td JO

+%/ﬂ~d/@ Q(q_ 1)|ps(;p)|q_2|o-;r(x) VPS(ZZ?)|2 ds du
= (1) + (II) + (1II) + (IV). o)
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Above, A-B = Z - A;;B;;. Using stochastic Fubini and integration by
parts, we handle each term separately. Notice that under assumption (AS),
ie., Y, 0;0F =0 we have

" // qups N2 ps(@) Dips ()0l (x) du dBY
- ; N % (1) da k
/0 /qrd%:‘?lﬂps( )|9) o () da d B
_ t )2 o () de dB* — 0.
_/O/leps( )| %:815()61 dBF = 0

For (II), we have two parts

_/0 /ﬂ*d Q|ps(:p)|q*2ps(aj)v . [ps(I)F(I,K % 55)] d ds

t
—/ / qlps(2)|92ps(x) | 2 0ips 0i0 + ps Y 0ija¥ | dads
o Jrd — —
1] )

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

=4 == 1

2 T2

q—1// s (@29 (@) V04 (&) - P, K +€,) duds
alg— DI / [ 1@ 0@V ()| do ds (29)
<Q(q—1)L/O /’er 1ps(2)|77(Ce ps(2) + € |Vps()|?) dz ds
¢ ¢
:q(q—l)LCe/O ||p5||gds+eq(q—1)L/O /Td |ps|q—2|VpS|2d:17ds

Above, we used (A") so that F is bounded by L. In fact, if one assumes (A')
and (AX), [Z9) implies that the first term in (II) reads

t t
< Ceqlg— 1)6%,{252/0 lpsl|d ds +€eq(q — 1)/0 /Td |ps|972|V ps|? dz ds,
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since || K * &l < Ck||&s|lq < Crkl. For the second (II),

t
— q—2
/O/qups(:r)l ( Zagpsaa +pSZawa )da:ds
< [ [ 2o 2 (0361 0 >\dl’ds+q/ Sl o el s
S/O /Td2Q|pS|q_2pS|va|(Z(Zaiaij)2)§d$d8+qM/o llps||d ds
J i

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In order to apply the Gronwall’s
lemma, the second term above is already suitable, while the first one, after
bounding the a® term with its L°° norm provided in (A°), is a multiple of Z9),
from which we get an analogous estimate. In fact, due to assumption (A¢), we
have

‘ Z@iyikugk + vF gt
ik
<3 (102 oo + 102 o) (1025 oo + 9025 1o ) < 2042,
ik

and analogously for . Thus,
m=c [ Noallgds + ¢ (ala — DL + qvdanr?) / t [ pdr 19 do s,
Also, if (A!) and (AK) are in place
@ < 0. (ata = 10CER + Vs +ar) [ loulas

t
+€(Q(q—1)+q\/E4M2)// |ps |72V ps|? da ds.
o Jre

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

1t . o
M= 5/ /dZ‘HPsVI*Z)Ps (i vik + ol al®) 0yps du ds
0 Jre
ijk

1 [t o o
2 / /qr > ala = Vlps|*20ips (FI* + 0k 0l*) 0, d ds
0 —
ijk

1 _ o
- 5/ / > dlpsl ™ ps0; (u;’“ug’“ + a;’“agk)ajps dz ds.
0 JTE

Notice that Y, viFvi¥ 9;p5 jps > X|Vps|?, by assumption (Af;). So by mul-
tiplying this mequahty by —1 and taking into account that

2 I
S tinot| =Dt (00l Dy,
k i

ijk
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we get

1 [t .
W <=5 [ [ ata=Dlpr> AVpf dods
0 Td
1/ |
2 -1 Squ‘ 0ips ik
2/0 /szk:q(q )lps| Z peo’
1/ ) o
_ 5/0 /ﬂ*d q|ps|‘1 2/)5 gajpsai(;yskygk +Usk0'£k) de ds
1 [t i
<[ a5
0 Td

I o N2\ 3
w5 [ Lol 190 (3 (e 4 otho)) ) s
0 /T ik

J

2
dxr ds

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

(Z (al- S Wikt + Uikagk)f)% < (Z(4M2)2)% — Vd4M?,
ik

J

J

Thus, we have
A t
O <-aV)=5 [ [ ata= 0l 9P s
o JTd
1 t
+—//qlpslq’1|Vp5|4M2\/deds
2 Jo Jra
A t
<—) =5 [ [ ala=1lpt2 Vo deds
2 Jo Jra

t t
+ CE/ lpslldds + eq4M4d/ / Ips|9 2|V ps|? da ds
0 o Jrd
by e-Young inequality. Finally,
loellg = llpollg + (1) + (1) + (III) + (IV)

t
< ||POHZ+C/ los]12 ds
0

A ! -
+ (eLq(q — 1) +eqdM*d — §q(q - 1)) /0 /ﬂ‘d lps|972 |V ps|? da ds.

Again, if (AT) and (AK) are in place
loll§ = [lpollg + (1) + (I) + (II) + (IV)

t
< loll + Cc (ata = DCERE + V@M + bt +1) [ plgds

A ¢ _
+ (eq(q = 1)+ eqdM*d = Salq - 1)) / / 05|72V ps | d ds.
0 Td
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cT

Finally, under the assumption (Af"), by taking e sufficiently small and £ = ¢4,
an application of Gronwall’s Lemma yields

CTV %
sup lpellg < lloollq(e“") " < &l as.
t€[0,T]

which means p¢ € B.
Now, under the assumptions (A!) and (A¥), and by taking T and e suffi-
ciently small and ¢ > 1, an application of Gronwall’s Lemma yields

CTV %
sup lpellg < llpollq(e“") " < &l as.
t€[0,T)

where

C=cC. (q(q — 1)CLK2? + gVdAM? + M + 1) :
This means p* € B.
We now show that the map 7T is a contraction.

For any &, & € B, set dp = p¢ — p¢ and 6¢ = € — £. As before, we apply Itd’s
formula for the L9-norm of a H'9-valued process in [35] to dp and obtain

1602115

//q|5,, )T 20ps(2) (vs ()1 () + o5(2)0] (2)) - D?ps() ds da
[ [ oo e, 5.0) = e s o
- / / 40ps(2)1728p5 () Vps(z) - 05(x) dB, dz

// (0= a2l (2) V(o) s o
+ (III) + (IV), (30)

where the numbered terms are analogous to before with dp in place of p, except
(IT), which has a nonlinear part

t = —
_~/J1‘d/0 Q|5PS($)|q72(Spsv ) [pg(x)F(x,K )| ds dz
t
+/ /q|5ps(x)|q_25psv'[PE(I)F(I,K*&)] ds dx
// 4l6ps(2)|9 28 ps (x ( Za Sps 0;a’ +6p528ua )d:cds

The above linear part has estimates on §p 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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ps(z) to get
t
' = ‘/ / A160s926paY - [8pa(a) F(z, K &) du ds
0 T
t
_/ / 410ps|720psV - [p5(2) F(x, K % &) da ds
0 Td

t
+/ / ql6ps|"26psV - [p5(2) F (2, K &) ds da
Td JO

So integration by parts gives
t
O <ala=1) [ [ 15007 (195010, + 980, 65| LI #85.]) dds
0

t
<ala=VL [ [ 16002 (1V0l150.]+ V8] | 1561 ) dods (31)

Above, we also used (AX) and that F is bounded and Lipschitz (A%). In

fact, one can show similar bounds assuming (A¥) and (A7), noticing that

F(xz,u) = u is also Lipschitz, and the boundedness of F' being replaced by

that of K x &, since || K * &0 < C’K|\§_S||q < Okkl.
Next, by e-Young inequality, we have

100s|77H VOps| = 1005197 2|0ps]|Vops| < Celdps|? + €|dps| T2 Vps|?
and also
16019721V 6ps| 05 116&s14 |
< 1605 = [V 803 ll|, 15051 % 5 15114 I,
< |[805 =" 1V0pulll; + Ce [[150:] = o5 10811
Again, by Young’s inequality, we have
1301 o 13€lla |15 = 18917 (05)” 13€4[1 1,
lopall” + (165 ol
= [16psl1Z + 1105118 15€s14

IN

Using the above in ([BI), we get
t t
() < 2C.ala— DL [ op.lyds+2eala— DL [ [ 10912900, dods
0 0 Td
t
+Cala =1L [ Il7l106]5ds
0

t t
<2C.q(q— 1)L/ 16053 ds + 2¢ q(q — 1)L/ / 1005|772V ps|? dx ds
0 o Jra

q t
/ 16619 ds
< Jo
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Finally, similarly to before, by choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

[0p:ll§ = (1) + (II) + (III) + (IV)
t t
<C [ opuligas+C o0y [ 1o lgas
0 0
Thus, an application of Gréonwall’s lemma yields

||5§||T,q

< 6%(0)%(I€£)T%

18l12.q

o0

and taking T small, depending on all given data k,\,Ck,q,L, M and d, we
obtain that 7 is a contraction.

O
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