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Mean field limit of interacting filaments and vector valued
non linear PDEs

Hakima Bessaih? Michele Coghil Franco Flandolit

Abstract

Families of IV interacting curves are considered, with long range, mean field type,
interaction. A family of curves defines a 1-current, concentrated on the curves, analog of
the empirical measure of interacting point particles. This current is proved to converge,
as N goes to infinity, to a mean field current, solution of a nonlinear, vector valued,
partial differential equation. In the limit, each curve interacts with the mean field
current and two different curves have an independence property if they are independent
at time zero. This set-up is inspired from vortex filaments in turbulent fluids, although
for technical reasons we have to restrict to smooth interaction, instead of the singular
Biot-Savart kernel. All these results are based on a careful analysis of a nonlinear flow
equation for l-currents, its relation with the vector valued PDE and the continuous
dependence on the initial conditions.

1 Introduction

Classical mean field theory deals with pointwise particles in R?, described by their position
X; ’N, that satisfy dynamics of the form

i, N N ) )
S -
j=1

governed by the interaction kernel k : RY — R? (often a stochastic analog is considered but
here we deal with the deterministic case). Denoting by S} = % Zf\il 0 xiN the empirical

measure, if k is bounded Lipschitz continuous and Sév weakly converges to a probability
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measure jig, one can prove that S} weakly converges to a measure-valued solution s of
the mean field equation
O .
T +div ((k*p) ) =0

with initial condition s, where k  ji; is the vector field in R? with i-component given by
the convolution k; * p; see [I1].

Our aim is to develop an analogous result in the case when interacting points are
replaced by interacting curves, that we call ”filaments” by inspiration from the theory of
vortex filaments in 3D fluids. The limit nonlinear PDE is vector valued or, more precisely,
current-valued, as explained below. '

The filament structures are curves in R%, ’yZ’N (0), i = 1,..., N, parametrized by o €
[0, 1], and their interaction is described by the differential equation

9 ;i v [ - a
G @ = o [ K (N @)=t (o) gt (7)o
j=1

where ozé-v play the role of the factors % in (@) and where now K : R? — R?*? is a smooth

matrix-valued function (precisely, we need K of class L{C’E(Rd, R™), see Section [ for the

definition). To the family of curves we associate a vector valued distribution (a ”current”)
& Cy (Rd; Rd) — R formally given by

N 1 9
PN
&{V = E 1 Oéév/o 5’75’]\7(0)8_0'7%7 (O') do
‘]:

which plays the role of the empirical measure S;¥. The mean field result will be that,
under suitable assumptions on the initial conditions, & converges weakly to a current-
valued solution & of the vector-valued equation

o . -
where K x & is the vector field in R? defined by (@) below and the meaning of the equation
is given by Definition Moreover, in the limit, each filament is coupled only with the
mean field &:

O 5i(0) = (K +&) (4 (0) Q

and any two filaments in the limit have a suitable independence property, if the initial
conditions are also independent (all these limit results require precise statements, given in
section [6:2]).

The investigation made here of interacting curves and the associated mean field PDE
is motivated by the theory of vortex filaments in turbulent fluids. Starting from the sim-
ulations of [27], a new vision of a three dimensional turbulent fluid appeared as a system



composed of a large number of lower dimensional structures, in particular thin vortex
structures. The idea is well described for instance by A. Chorin in his book [10]. For
the purpose of turbulence, the investigation of large families of filaments was related to
statistical properties, as we shall recall below. But, in parallel to statistical investigations,
one of the natural questions is the relation between these families of filaments and the
equations of fluid dynamics, the Euler or Navier-Stokes equations. In dimension 2, it is
known that a proper mean field limit of point vortices leads to the 2D Euler equation. In
dimension 3 this is an open problem, see for instance [22]. Our mean field result here is
a contribution in this direction. We do not solve the true fluid dynamic problem, since
we cannot consider Biot-Savart kernel K yet, but at least for relatively smooth kernels we
show that the expected result holds true.

Having mentioned the link with fluid dynamics and works on vortex filaments, let
us give more details and some references. As we have already said, the importance of
thin vortex structures in 3D turbulence has been discussed intensively, especially after
the striking simulations of [27]. While the situation in the two-dimensional case is pretty
understood, this is not the case in the three-dimensional case. Chorin [10] has emphasized
both the similarities and differences between statistical theories for heuristic models for
ensembles of three-dimensional vortex filaments and the earlier two-dimensional statistical
theories for point vortices. Some probabilistic models of vortex filaments based on the
paths of stochastic processes have been proposed in [19], [22], [12], [13], [18], [25]. The
importance of these models for the statistics of turbulence or for the understanding of 3D
Euler equations is of high importance. Let us mention that the existence and uniqueness of
solutions for the dynamics of vortex filaments has been investigated in [2] and for a random
vortex filament [3], [8] and in [9] in the case of fractional Brownian motion. Of course, all
the previous references mentioned deals with a smoothened version of the dynamics which
is related to a mollified version of the Biot-Savart formula.

Statistical ensembles of vortex filaments arise many questions. One of them, approached
with success by Onsager and subsequent authors in dimension 2, is the mean field limit
of a dense collection of many interacting vortices. In dimension 3 this question has been
investigated successfully by P. L. Lions and A. Majda. In [22], they develop the first math-
ematically rigorous equilibrium statistical theory for three-dimensional vortex filaments in
the context of a model involving simplified asymptotic equations for nearly parallel vortex
filaments. Their equilibrium Gibbs ensemble is written down exactly through function
space integrals; then a suitably scaled mean field statistical theory is developed in the
limit of infinitely many interacting filaments. The mean field equations involved a novel
Hartree-like problem. A similar approach has been used for stochastic vortex filaments in
[], [5] where the Gibbs measure was based on a previous rigorous definition introduced in
[13]. The mean field was proved to be solution of a variational formulation but given in an
implicit form.

As far as the content of the paper, section 2 is devoted to the introduction of the space
of currents (1-forms) provided with its strong and weak topologies. The push forward



of 1-currents is defined with some properties. In section 3, Lagrangian current dynamics
are introduced. A flow equation for the current is defined by taking the push forward
of an initial current under the flow of diffeomorphisms generated by a general differential
equation. The existence and uniqueness of maximal solutions for the flow are proved
under some assumptions by means of a fixed point argument. Section 4 is devoted to
the Eulerian current dynamics. In particular, we prove that the two formulations are
equivalent. In particular, the well posedness of the Lagrangian formulation translates into
the well posednes of the Eulerian formulation and viceversa. In section 5, a result about
continuous dependence on initial conditions is proved, that will be used later for proving
a mean field result. A sequence of interacting curves (filaments) are defined in section 6.
These curves are solutions of a system of differential equations (with a scaling ozé-v ), that
describe our flow of diffeomorphism. Here we are using a smooth kernel which could be
a mollified version of the Biot-Savart formula. To this family of curves, we associate a
current defined in the vein of empirical measures. We prove a mean field result when the
number of filament N — co. A similar result is also proved when the filaments are random
in section 6.3.

2 Preliminaries on 1-currents

Given k,d,m € N, we denote by Cf (R4, R™) the space of all functions f : RY — R™ that
are of class C*, bounded with all derivatives of orders up to k. By U C’g’ (R, R™) we denote
the subset of C} (R4, R™) of those functions f such that f, Df and D?f are also uniformly
continuous.

2.1 Generalities

Currents of dimension 1 (called 1-currents here) are linear continuous mappings on the
space C§° (Rd,Rd) of smooth compact support vector fields of R?. In the sequel we shall
only consider 1-currents which are continuous in the C (}Rd, }Rd) topology.

Moreover, consider the space Cjp (Rd;Rd) of continuous and bounded vector fields on
R9, denote the uniform topology by |||, and consider the following Banach space of
l-currents: ,

M : =C, (Rd;Rd> .
The topology induced by the duality will be denoted by |-| \,:

€|y = sup [£(0)].

161loo <1

We are interested in the weak topology too, essential to deal with approximation by
“filaments”. We define

€]l = sup{&(6) | 0]l + Lip(6) < 1}



where Lip(0) is the Lipschitz constant of 6. We set

d(&¢) = le-¢
for all £,&" € M. The number ||£|| is well defined and

€I < 1€1 4

and d (£, &) satisfies the conditions of a distance. Convergence in the metric space (M, d)
corresponds to weak convergence in M as dual to Cj (Rd; Rd). Recall the following fact:

Lemma 1 If B is a closed ball in (M, |-| ), then (B,d) is a complete metric space.

Proof. Let {&,},>0 be a Cauchy sequence in (B,d). This is also a Cauchy sequence in
the dual space Lipb(]Rd,]Rd)’ with the dual operator norm. Hence it converges to some
¢ cLipy(R%, R?)’. Indeed Lipy(R?% R?) is a Banach space and || - || is the operator norm on
his dual, which is complete.

Now we have an operator ¢ defined on Lipy(R%, R?), we want to extend it to the bigger
space Cy, (]Rd; ]Rd) and to show that this extension is a limit to the sequence &, in the norm
-1

Given 0 €Lipy(R?, R?), it holds, for every n € N,

€O < 1(& = &) (O)] + [£a(0)] < 11§ = &nll([|0]loo + Lip(#)) + R0l

where R denotes the radius of B. Hence, as n — o0, it holds [£(6)] < R||0[|oc. We can thus
apply Hahn-Banach theorem to obtain a linear functional § defined on Cj (Rd;Rd) such
that ||€]| < R and & = € on Lipy(R?, RYY. )
It only remains to prove that &, converges to &,
1€ — &l = sup{&(0) — &.(0) | |0]l« + Lip(0) < 1}
= sup{{(0) — &(0) | [1]loc + Lip(F) < 1} = [[€ = &nll = 0, asn — oo.

]

We shall denote by M,, the space M endowed by the metric d.

If ¢ € M and K : R — R%?? is a continuous bounded matrix-valued function, then
K x ¢ is the vector field in R? with i-component given by

(K x8); (z) = (Ki &) (z) := & (Ko (z =) (4)

where K. (2) is the vector (Ky;(2)),_, 4 We have

(K &) ()] < €] 1K oo
If K, in addition, is also of class C}} (R4, R™), then

(K &) ()] < [l€]] (1T loo + DK o0) - ()



2.2 Push-forward

Let 6 € Cp (RY,R?) be a vector field (test function) and ¢ : R? — R? be a map. When
defined, the push-forward of 0 is

(p20) (x) = D ()" 0 (¢ ()) -

If ¢ is of class C* (]Rd; ]Rd), then ¢y is a well defined bounded linear map from C, (]Rd, ]Rd)
to itself.
Given a curve v : [0,1] — R? of class C! (Wb is sufficient), consider the current

1 d’}’
e= [ 36-10) F @0

namely the linear functional & : Cj, (Rd, Rd) — R defined as

c0)- | 1 (06, % <a>>Rd o,

If p e C! (Rd,Rd) ,we define

1
i€ i /O 5~ 97 (@) Do (7(0) X (0) do

Remark 2 Given v and @, define the curve n : [0,1] — R% as n(c) = ¢ (y(0)). Notice

that Z—Z (0) = Dy (v (o)) Z—Z (0). Hence @4€ is the current associated to the curve 7.

For this example of push-forward, we have the following relation:

(¢18) (0) = & (¢0) -
Indeed,

1
@)= [ (860@N.De0 ) T @) dr
1
= [[(petr@ 80t 00). Z0)) o
0 R4

- [{wo0on Le)

Motivated by the previous computation (which is relevant by itself because ultimately
we want to deal with vortex filaments), given a l-current £ € M and a smooth map
¢ : R — R? we define the push-forward @y€ as the current

(2:6) (0) =€ (40), BeCy (Rd,Rd) .



We have seen above that ;¢ has a nice reformulation when ¢ is associated to a smooth
curve. Let us find a reformulation when £ is associated to a vector field. Thus, with little
abuse of notations, let ¢ : RY — R be an integrable vector field and denote by ¢ the
associated current defined as

£(0) = /]Rd 0 (x),¢ () ga de.

Proposition 3 Assume that ¢ is a diffeomorphism of R® and & is a vector field on R® in
R? of class L'. Then 4 1s the following vector field in R?, of class L':

(¢6) (x) = Do (971 (2)) € (97" (2)) [det D" ()]

Proof. By definition we have
()0 =€) = [ (De@ 0@ @), do
= [ 0(0(). Do (@)§ (@)} da

v (0, Do (671 ) € (07 ) g [det D™ (v)] dy.

3 Lagrangian current dynamics

In order to prove that the nonlinear vector-valued PDE (2]) with initial condition & € M,
has unique local solutions in the space of currents, we adopt a Lagrangian point of view:
we examine the ordinary differential equation

dl‘t

S~ (K &) ), (6)

consider the flow of diffeomorphisms ¢'**¢ generated by it and take the push forward of
&o under this flow:

&=, telo,T]. (7)

The pair of equations (@)-(@) defines a closed system for (§),c(0, ) Which, for small T', has
a unique solution. We shall prove then that current-valued solutions of the PDE (2]) are
in one-to-one correspondence with current-valued solutions of the flow system ({l)-(7) and
thus we get local existence and uniqueness for ({2]).

Since the specific linear form K % &; for the drift of equation (@) is irrelevant, we replace
it with a more general, possibly non-linear, map. Thus we investigate a ”"flow equation” of
the form

&=¢"%,  telo,T]

7



where B (&) is a time-dependent vector field in R?, associated to the time-dependent
current &, and ") is the flow associated to B (&) by the equation

d:Et

dt = B (&) (x¢) - (8)

3.1 Assumptions on the drift

Let us discuss the general assumptions that we impose on the drift B of equation (§]). We
assume
B: M, — C? (Rd,Rd> 9)

to be a continuous map such that for every &,& € M

I1B©llcz < Cr (€]l + 1) (10)
1B(€) = B(§)llo < CllE = ¢l (11)
IDB(S) = DB()lleo < CalI€ = £l (12)

We denote by DB and D?B the derivatives of B in the 2 € R? variable.
Our main example of B is the linear function

B(§) = K*¢
where K : RY — R4 (see @))). The necessary regularity of K is specified by next lemma.

Lemma 4 Let K € UCP(RYL, R, Then B(§) = K * £ maps continuously M in to
CZ (R4, R?Y) and satisfies assumptions (I0)-(12).

Proof. Since K € Cy(RY, R4 K x ¢ : RY — R? is a well defined function, for every
¢ € M. From (@) and the uniform continuity of K it follows that K x £ is a continuous
function: if x,, — z, then K. (x, —-) — K;. (x — ) uniformly, for every ¢ = 1,...,d. It is
bounded, since

[(K &), ()] < €I (| K | + [[1DE [ ) (13)

Moreover, the linear map B : My, — Cj (Rd,Rd), just defined is continous in the weak
topology of M: from the previous inequality it follows

(K *&); — (K &), [ . <€ =€ (K]l + [DE|l) -



Let us show that all the same facts extend to the first derivatives of K * &. Since DK
is uniformly continuous and bounded, from
Kij(l‘ + Eh) — KZ](:E)
€

1q 1
/ EDKZ-j((l —a)r + oz +e€h)) - eh da—/ DK;j(zx) - h do
0 0

1
< [ IDK;(( - a)s+ale+ eh) - DEyi(o)] da
0

it follows that the incremental ratio of K;; in a direction h converges uniformly to DK;; - h.
From

i L6(16 o+ — ) — € — ) =l (A=) Il )

e—0 € e—0 €

it follows that K * £ is differentiable at every point and
D (K x¢);(z)-h=¢(DK;. (x)-h).

The arguments now are similar to those already exposed above and iterate: this first
derivatives are continuous bounded functions and B : M,, — C’l} (Rd,Rd) is continuous.

Iterating again, based on the uniform continuity of D2K and the property K € C3, we
get that B : M, — C’g (Rd, Rd) is well defined and continous. Property (I0) comes from
([@3)) and the similar inequalities for first and second derivatives; the last one requires K of
class C3. Property (1)) follows from (I3). Finally, property (IZ) is proved similarly, using
the analogous bound on the second derivative. m

3.2 Properties of the flow
For any b € C ([0, T);C? (Rd, Rd)), consider the ODE in R?

X =0(t,X) (14)
and denote by ¢? () the associated flow. It is differentiable and

%D(pt’b (x) = Db (t, oh? (x)) Dh? (z), D? (z) = Id. (15)

In the sequel we shall denote by B (&) also the function ¢t — B (&). Moreover, we write
1€l = sup &7 |-
0<t<T

The computations in the proof of the following lemma are classical; however, it is important
for Theorem [0 below that we carefully make the estimates (I7]) and (I8]) depend only on
one of the two current-valued processes, say ; this asymmetric dependence is less obvious,
although common to other problems like the theorems of weak-strong uniqueness.



Lemma 5 If ¢ € C([0,T]; M), then the flow p"B& : R? — R? is twice differentiable

and satisfies, for all t € [0,T],

HD(‘Dt’B(s)H < CBT(lEllz+1)

[e.e]

R B

and for every x € R4

H DB _ pptBE) N
< CpTeCB T+ +IE I1r+2) (1 + CBT(||€]l + 1)eCrTelr+1) ) 1€ — €|l
Moreover, for every z,y € RY,
IDBO) (z) — DHBO (y) | < CT (|€llg + 1) eTEFTFDUEN 1) 17—y
Proof. We have, from % DytB(®) (2) = DB (&) (¢85 (2)) D"PE) (z),

‘D(’Dt,B(ﬁ) (:E)‘ < eo|PB(E) (9P ()] ds

HDgpt’B(g)H < JIDBE s,

[e.e]

Now, using the assumption ([I0) on B we get (IGl).
For the estimate (), notice that

& (659 (1) — 5 (@) = B (&) (659 () — B (&) (7€) (@)
= B(&) (¢"9 @) - B (&) (¢") ()
+B(&) (¢ (@) = B (&) (¢ (@)

hence

o0 () - o7 ()| < [ DB

+Awmm—3@wmw

Hence, using Gronwall’s lemma we get that

P00 026 )] < [ B (@) - B ()] FIPP s

S BE (z) = B (:1:)‘ ds

10



Now, using again assumptions (I0) and (II), we deduce (IT)).
Now, let us prove (I8]). Let us notice that

< (D29 () - DO ()
= DB (&) (¢"7©) (2)) Dp"P€) (@) = DB (&) (7€ (2)) D) ()
= DB(&) ("7 (2)) Dg"P® () - DB (&) (¢"P () D" ()
+ DB (&) (¢"79 (2)) D) (2) = DB (&) ("7 () DG ().
For the first term,
DB (&) (7€ (1)) D"PO (2) = DB (&) (¢"5 (2)) D) ()
< IDB (&)l [P (@) = D"FE) ()]

For the second term,

H92
+ HDB({t — DB(&)| ‘DgptB )(;p)‘ .
Hence, using assumption (I0), (I2]) and the estimates (I6) and (I7T), we get that
‘D(‘Dt,B(ﬁ) () — DB (x)‘ < Collel+ 1) /Ot ‘D(‘DS,B(O (z) — Dy B(E) (x)‘ ds
+ CpTeCTUE Ip+1) <1 + CpT(|€]ly + 1)eCBT(|I£IIT+1)> 1€ — € ||r
which implies, by Gronwall’s lemma,

‘D(‘Ot,B(f) (z) — Dt BE) (x)‘ < eTCBUElr+1) e CBTIE Ir+1) <1 + CT (€]l + 1)ecBT(II£IIT+1)> =

11



It is left to prove (I9).
D) () — D) (y) |

< [ [pBE) P O@)D O @) = DB O ) DO 1) s

< [ pBi) PO @)D O @) - DB(E) PO @)D O 1)

+ |DB(E) (PO @)D PO y) - DB(&) (9™ 7€) (1)) DO ()| ds

t
< sup [IDBE)e | [De9 @)~ D7 ()] as
se|0,t

T sup (Hw 20" |02 >Hoo) z—y.
s€[0,t]
We now apply Gronwall’s Lemma and we get

IDEBE ()~ Dt BO (y) | < T sup (HDSDS,B(@H2 HD2B(§S)HOO> eTswPacpo, ) IDBE o |52 g1
s€[0,7T o0

Now, using () and (I0) we get (I9). m

3.3 Well posedness of the flow equation
We are now ready to consider the closed loop & — ¢ B©) — ¢ = (pé,B(ﬁ)go, namely the
equation:

&=ei"%6, telo,T]. (20)
Let us prove it has a unique solution in the space C([0,7]; M) by using a fixed point

argument. Indeed, let §; € M be the initial current, at time ¢ = 0. Given £ = (&)te[QT} €
C ([0, T); M), let T' (§) = n = (ne)yeqo,r) be the time-dependent current defined as

m=e %%, teoT]. (21)

Lemma 6 Given & € M, set R = 2| \,. Then there exists T}% > 0, depending only on
R, such that ' (Bg) C Br, where Bp is the set of all £ = (&),ep0.) € C (0,15 M) such that
supyepo,1 [§tlpg < R. Similarly if Br is defined by the norm C ([0, T]; My,), where M., is
endowed with the norm ||-||.

Proof. First we prove the first statement. To do it, we must estimate the strong norm of

nzf(f):
2708 0)] = |eo (5 90)| < l6olne "] = leola | DO ()0 (7O ) |
< ola |2 (#50 0)] < ol [559] o

o0

12



which implies that

sup [l < l6oly sup ||[DetFO| (22)
te[0,T te[0,7 0
Using (I0) and [|€]| < [€[a < R, we get that
R
sup [ < 52T
te[0,T]
If T satisfies e“BEHDT < 2 we get T’ (Bg) C Bg and the proof is complete.
To prove the second statement we first see, from the definition of the norm || - ||, that
it holds
sup [lmell < sup ||op"@eof| = sup supfeo(el V0| 0] + Lin(0) < 1}
te[0,7 te[0,7T te[0,T

(p tB(€)9)|

Now, proceeding as in the previous part, we estimate |§ and the prove follows

in the same way. m

Theorem 7 For every {§y € M, there is Tg > 0, depending only on |§o| ,, such that there
exists a unique solution & of the flow equation (204) in C ([0,Tg]; M).

Proof. Step 1. Let R = 2|{y|,, and TY be given by the previous lemma; let T € [0, T}%]
to be chosen below. Let &,& € C([0,T]; My), n =T(§),n =T (¢'). We have, for every
Lipschitz function 6,

[t — 7)(0)] < [€olmlley " @0 — o201 (23)

Now
H(pt B©) g jzg,B(é’)QHOO _ ‘D(pw(g) ()70 ((pt,B(f) (_)> — D BE) ()T g ((puB(g’) (_)) H

< ‘ DB ()T g (sot’B(@ (.)) — DO ()T g (@B(&’) (.)> H:
+ H DBO ()T g (@B(a’) (.)) — DtBE) ()T (cpthm (.)) HOO

< ‘ DhBE) HOO 1D4||. H QBB _ HBE)

o0

+ 61l | 5O — Dyt

o0
By definition, |[n; — ;|| is less than or equal to the supremum of (23]), taken over the
Lipschitz functions 6 such that ||0|.+Lip(#) < 1. Hence,

sup ||me — n}|
te[0,7

< |éoln, sup H Dth(f)HOOH(’Dt,B(a_@t,B(&')H

te[0,T [

+ €0 oq SUP HDsotB(S) DhBE)
tGOT

[e.9]

13



Hence, using (IG])

sup {|ne —

te[0,7

< CBTEIY g sup H“”t’B@_@t’B(SI)H + €l sup H DB Dme(&')H
te[0,T] 0 t€[0,7] 00

Step 2. Using the estimates given in lemma () and summarizing

sup ||ne — ni|
te[0,7

< CpTeCsT ) |go1 Sup & — &t
€0,

+ &0l g CpTePBTHAE (1 4 CpT(R + 1)) sup [|& — &
te[0,T]

< CBT |60l (eCB(3T+2)(R+1) (2+CBT(R+ 1))) s[%pﬂ H& — g;H )
te|0,

Therefore, for T' small enough, I' is a contraction in C ([0, 7] ; My,).

Recall now lemmalll The space of currents of class C ([0, T']; My, ) with supsejo 71 [§tl o <
R is a complete metric space, and I" is a contraction in this space, for T" small enough. It
follows that there exists a unique fixed point of I' in this space. Finally, the fixed point is
also in C ([0, T]; M) since the output of the push forward is in this space. m

3.4 Maximal solutions

Given o € M, let T¢, be the set of all T" > 0 such that there exists a unique current-valued
solution on [0,7] for the flow equation (20) with initial condition &y. Let Ty, = sup Ygy;
on [0,Tg,) a unique solution § is well defined; it is called the maximal solution. We have
£ € C([0,Tg); M). An easy fact is:

Lemma 8 IfT; < oo, then
t—>T§B

Proof. We prove the claim by contradiction. Assume there is a sequence t, — T, & and a
constant C' > 0 such that [&, | < C for every n € N. We may apply the existence and
uniqueness theorem on the time interval [t,,t, + T where T depends only on C. Hence a
unique solution exists up to time ¢,, + 7T'. For large n this contradicts the definition of T¢,
, if it is finite. m

Taking into account that we only have [[£|| < |£],,, we have the following interesting
criterion.

14



Theorem 9 IfT;, < oo, then
lim &) = +oc.

t—>T‘EO

Proof. For t € [0,T¢,) we have (the proof is the same as estimate (22) in Lemma [6])

6104 < ol [ DP@ < féolq eCrtIEN+D (24)

having used (L8] in the last step. Hence (§y # 0, otherwise T¢, = +00), for ¢t € (0,T%,)

1 1
>—1o — 1.

From limtﬁ% 1€¢| g = +o0 it follows limt_ﬂg) |€]] = +00. m

4 Eulerian current dynamics

Given an operator B with the assumptions exposed at the beginning of Section B.2, and
taking values in the set of divergence free vector fields, consider the non-linear PDE

& +div(B (&) = (£ V)B()
{ 5(0) = &o. )

Definition 10 We say that { € C([0,T]; M) is a current-valued solution for the PDE (25)
if for every 6 € C} (R4 RY) and every t € [0,T), it satisfies

a0 [ Wi BEns=a0+ [ (DBET )i @29

The definition on an open interval [0,7") (possibly infinite) is similar. The aim of this
section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 11 Given & € M, on a sufficiently small time interval [0,T], there exists a
unique current-valued solution for the PDE (23), defined on a maximal interval [0,T,). It
is given by the unique mazimal current-valued solution of the flow equation (20).

The proof consists in proving that £ € C([0,7,); M) is a current-valued solution for
the PDE (28] if and only if it is a solution of the flow equation (20)); when this is done, all
statements of the theorem are proved, because we already know that equation (20 has a
unique local solution in the space of currents.

In order to prove the previous claim of equivalence between (25]) and (20) consider, for
given T >0 and b e C ([0, T);C? (Rd, Rd)), the auxiliary linear PDE

% 1 div (b€) = (£- V)b
{ £0) = & &)
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The definition of solution is analogous to the nonlinear case, just replacing B (&) by b.
For this equation we shall prove:

Lemma 12 A function £ € C([0,T]; M) is a current-valued solution for the PDE (27) if
and only if it is given by
& = ¢

The proof of this lemma occupies the next two subsections. When this result is reached,
we can prove Theorem [[I] with the following simple argument: if £ € C([0,T]; M) is a
current-valued solution for the PDE (23]), then it is a current-valued solution for the PDE

@7) with b := B (&), hence & = (pé’bfo _ (pé,B(ﬁ)go, namely & solves the flow equation (20]).
Conversely, if £ solves the flow equation (20), namely & = gpé’B(g)fo, setting b := B (§) we

have that & = gp'é’b&), hence by the lemma it solves the PDE 27 with b = B (£), hence it
solves (23]).

4.1 From the flow to the PDE

In this subsection we prove one half of Lemma [I2] precisely that & defined by & = gpé’bfo
is a current-valued solution of the PDE (27]). Let 6 be a test function, so that

b b
&(60) = ¢460(0) = & (#0) = &0 (D" ()70 (")) ).
Hence (the time derivative commutes with £y since &y is linear continuous)

La0) = 60 (D)0 (420)) )

dt
=0 (5 (e 07) 0 (¢40)) ) + &0 (D407 5 (6 (00)))

=& (D (Db ()0 () ) + 6o (Dsotvbc)TDeW(-))% (wtvbc)))
=& (D (Db ()0 (64()) ) + &0 (D ()T DO (bl ()))
=L+
we have
I =¢& (@é’b (DbTH)) = @é’bé’o(DbTe) = &(Db"0).
And
I = &0 (" DOb) = "0 (DOD) = & (DO)
Hence

d
E&(e) = &(Db"6) + &(D6b).
This is equation (28) (with b in place of B (§)), which completes the proof.
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4.2 From the PDE to the flow

In this subsection we prove the other half of Lemma if £ is a current-valued solution
of the PDE (27)), then & = gpé’b&].

Since the computation, by means of regularizations and commutator lemma, may ob-
scure the underlying argument, let us first provide the proof in the case smooth fields. In
such a case, from Proposition Bl we have (we denote ¢"® by ¢y for simplicity)

&(x) = Dor(p; ()0 (0; " ()

which is equivalent to
0

51 (Do) (@)&(pi(@))] = 0. (28)

To compute this derivative we will make use of the following rule
d(Der) ™" = —(Dy) ' Db(¢py).

Here and in the following we assume that D¢, is a unitary matrix and b is divergence free
regular vector field.
Let us compute the derivative (28]),

% [(Dsﬁt)_l(m)ft(%(x))] = (D)t [=Dby(p) & (1) + Oli(or) + DE(er)be(pr)]  (29)
= (Doy) 7 [= (& - V)b + 0ut + (b - V)& (01)

and the term in the brackets is equal to zero when & solves equation (27]). In the previous
computations and also below it is convenient to keep in mind that, given a vector field
0 : R - R?, its Jacobian matrix is given by
vor
Do := | voT
vol

Let us now go back to currents. Given a current-valued solution £ of the PDE (27)), we
regularize it as

vi(t, ) := (& % 0%;) () = &(0°(x — .)e;), for 1 <i<3

Here 0¢(z) = e 30(¢~'x) is a mollifier, and {e; }1<;<3 is the canonical base of R3.
Using equation (26]) (with b in place of B (§)), we see that v, solves

vi(t, x) = v; (0,2) + /0 {&s(V(0°(z =) - bs €i) + [(&s - V)bs](0(z — )} ds

17



Define now

(Rilbe, &)(x)); := &(V(0°(x =) - by €5) + (be(z) - V)&(0°(z — Je;) 1<i<3  (30)

Rslér, bil(z) = ( [(&’V)bt]:(zezﬁ(x_ o ) (5= )b

so that
t
vi (t, @) = v*(0, ) +/ {R1bs, &sl() + R5[Es, bs] () — (bs - V)vi(s, ) + (vi(s,z) - V)bs} ds
0
which means (provided continuity in ¢ of the integrand),

Ovi(t, ) + (bt - V)vs (t, @) — (v (t, @) - V)b = R{[be, &) () + R5[&r, bi] ()

Plugging this last equation into equation (29]), we obtain

t

[(Depe) ™ ()5 (£, e ()] Z/O(Dsos)_l(ﬂ?) (Ri[bs, &s] + R5[Es, bs]) (ws(@))ds  (31)

If we want (28) to hold, we must verify that the left-hand side goes to the left hand
side of ([28) and the right-hand side goes to 0, as € — oo. It suffices to obtain this

convergence weakly, thus we test (BI]) against a test function p € C}(R3,R?) (we need p to
be differentiable because of Lemma [[3] and (32])).

/ (Do)~ (@05 (t, 91 (2))] -pl)de = / /0 (D)™ (&) (RS [bor €] + R[€s, bs]) (0 (1)) ds-pl()

If we have a closer look at the right-hand side, we see that we need that the commutator
goes to zero when tested against the function

Pa(x) = (Dps) s (@) pleoy (2)) (32)

If this test function satisfies the assumptions on Lemma [[3] and [[4], we can conclude. In
particular, we ask that it is bounded together with his first derivative,

1Pslloe < 1(Dws)Hlsolls o
1DBllse < I1D? (051) llssllpllos + 1(Ds) 51 Dpll oo

Lemma 13 Let p,b € C’I}(R?’,R?’), there exists a constant C independent of € such that,

' [ Rilb.€1) - plaa] < g1 Dplo bl

18



Proof. By (B0), we have

3
[ Ribg@) pade =3 [16(T0 @~ ) bes) + (ba) - V(6@ ~ Jeo)] - pla)de
i=1

If we consider £ to be a 3-dimensional measure (d;, d&s, d€s3), we obtain
3
[ Ribbg)@) - plardo = > / V6~ 9) - (b(x) — bly)) pi(r)ds(y)

_ —Z / / 6°(b Y)Y pi()dé; (y)d

If we assume that the current can be swapped with (1) the integration, (2) the derivative
in x, and (3) the scalar product by b(x) we can repeat the same reasoning to obtain

/RE [b, €](x Zg </9 z — — b(y ))vp,-(x)dx>

Taking the absolute value on both sides we get

‘/Rgbﬁ (x)dz

< 31¢l0, | Dpllo [ Vblloc sup ( o= viie - y|d:c>
yER3

Now, a change of variables in the integral does the trick and we obtain the desired estima-
tion with the constant equal to

C:= 3/0(x)|x|dm
[

Lemma 14 Let p € Co(R3 R3), b € CZ(R3,R3). There exists a constant C independent
of € such that
'/RE & b|(x) - p(x)dx

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [I3] we obtain

< €C'1€| g 1olloo | D?b|

3

/ Rile.te) - ploio =3¢ ( / 0 (x — )(Db(-) — Db(a) -p(x)d:c)

The proof follows as in Lemma [13] and the final constant C' is the same. m
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5 Continuous dependence on initial conditions

Recall that a local time of existence and uniqueness for the flow equation (20) exists for
every £ € M and its size, in the proof based on contraction principle, depends only on

. d .
€0/ oq- Therefore, if we have a sequence £f — o, since weakly convergent sequences are
bounded, there exists a common time interval [0,7] of existence and uniqueness, with
T > 0.

Theorem 15 Given &,&) € M, n € N, with lim,_,« ||§ — &l = 0, let [0,T] be a com-
mon time interval of existence and uniqueness for the flow equation (20) and denote by
£,E" € C([0,T]; M) the corresponding solutions. Then £ — & in C([0,T]; My) and
more precisely there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on the ||-||-norms of &, & and on
T) such that

s 1€ = &l < C'lI&6 — Soll -

telo0,T
Proof. Step 1. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
1€llp < Co, 1€ < Co (33)

uniformly in n € N. Indeed, the time T' can be reached in a finite number of small steps Tr
related to the contraction principle, namely the application of Theorem [l On each small
interval the uniform-in-time ||.||-norm is controlled by the ||.|[-norm of the initial condition
of that time interval. The inequalities (B3] readily follow. Finally, from (24]) it follows also

sup [&| v < Cp,s sup €' < G (34)
t€[0,T] t€[0,T

for some C{, > 0.
Step 2.
We have

€ (0) — & (0)] = |17 V60 (0) — e 0)
< | (6) — Vg )| + | Vet (0) " 6)
_‘&]_én < tB(& >‘+ e (wﬁ’ ©g _ SLBE" )9)‘
< liéo = €51 (95 *©6llow + Lin(e " ©8)) + €504 o " @0 = 770 o,

Now, from (B3], (I6) and ([I9) there exist Ci1,Cy2 > 0 such that

B
ey P@0l|0o = [DEEEE()TO(H PO () |00 < [DEPO|5]|6]|00 < Cuy
Lip(p;7@6) < | D" () |0 [6]loc + [|De"P© | Lip(6) < C1a.
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Moreover,
II% Yo - 90:1 BE 100 = [ DAEEO ()T PO (1)) — DEEBE ()T PED (1))
< [ D" PO ()To("PE (1) — D PO ()T0(p"BE ()]
+ | D" PE ()0 (" BE (1)) — DRtBED ()T (M BE ()] oo

< | D" PO|| o Lip ()| "B &) — ot BE|| o 4[| DBE) — Dt BEN || 10|
< ”DSOt’B(f)HOOHSDt’B(g) - ‘Pt7B(£n)|’oo + ”DSDt’B(g) - D‘Pt7B(£n)|’oo
< teCBT(”§||T+1)CBeCBT(||§||T+1)HS — &)

+ tCBeC'B(T+1)(||£|IT+|IE”||T+2) (1 + CBT(HSHT + 1) CpT(|[€llp+1) ) ”g gn”t

Thus there exists C13 > 0 such that

2P0 — P < tC1s)lE — €7

Collecting these bounds, for every Ty € [0,7] we get
1€ =& I3, < 1lé0 — &0l (Cr1 + Cr2) + ToChs ISSLIM 1€ =& |7y

This proves the theorem if Ty is small enough, say Ty <

lloy

20 C15CT but the constant 2C;3C

does not vary when we repeat the argument on the interval [Tg, 2Tp] and so on (until we
cover [0,7]) and thus in a finite number of steps we get the result on [0,7]. =

6 Interacting filaments and their mean field limit

6.1 Interacting filaments as current dynamics

Let K € L{C’g’ (Rd,RdXd) be given. An example of K which heuristically motivates the
investigation of filaments done here can be, in d = 3, a smooth approximation of Biot-
Savart kernel. Consider a set of N curves in RY, %’N (o), parametrized by o € [0, 1], time
dependent, which satisfy the equations

. o
O Za / (4 (@) = (0)) nd™ (o’ (35)
’Yo glven,zzl,...,N

N

for some sequence of weights {aj } This dynamics of curves can be reformulated as a

dynamics of currents of the form
Kx
& =) %6 (36)
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for a suitable &. Let us explain this reformulation.
To the family of curves we associate the current & : Cp (Rd; Rd) — R defined as

&(0):=> af /0 9<75’N (g)) %#N (o) do (37)
j=1

or more formally, in the vein of empirical measures,
N 1 P
N
é.t = 2:1 a;\f /0 6'\/g’N(cr) a—o_’yt] (O') do. (38)
J:

Theorem 16 If{’y;"N (0),i=1,...,N,t€0,T],0 €0, 1]} is a family of C* ([0, T] x [0,1] ; RY)
functions which satisfies the identities (33), then the current & : Cy (Rd;Rd) — R, t e
[0,T], defined by (37) satisfies equation (38). Conversely, if & € C([0,T]; My,) is the
unique current-valued solution of equation ([38) with &y defined by (37) (for t = 0) with
respect to a given family of C' initial curves {’yé’N (0),i=1,...,N,0 €0, 1]}, then the

representation (F7) holds where v (o) is defined as
i, N Kok i, N
1 (o) = ¢ (5 () (39)
and the curves ’yZ’N (o) satisfy the identities (33).

Proof. Let us prove the first direction: from the general definition of push-forward, we
get

(#4760 ) (8) = &0 (#"*%0) =& <<D<pt’K *§>T 6otk *§>

I
'MZ

1
~( QN d N
laév/o 9(76 (0)) 8—076 (o) do

J

where -
g — <D(pt,K*§) 0o (’Dt,K*g

and we want to prove that this is equal to
v N 9 N
q0) =3 o) [ 0(:#" @) 5ot @) do
j=1
Thus it is sufficient to prove
1 . o L, . o
0 (7N (0)) =77 (0)d :/9 N (o)) =™ (o) do.
[ o @) 5ot e = [ 83" @) 5o 0o
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To prove this, notice that
A -~ o iy
(K18 (1) =Y o] | (o=t @) ot (o) d
Therefore the equations (B5]) for the interaction of curves can be rewritten as
o ,
G (@)= (K &) (4" ().
This means that
i|,N K« [ i,N
1N (0) = ¢ (5N ().

Now, from this fact, we can deduce the identity above. Indeed,

/01 0 (%{’N (0—)> a—aavf’N (0)do = /01 ) ((’Dt.K*ﬁ (%’N (0)>) (%gpt'K*ﬁ (VS’N (0—)> "
= /01 <D(’Dt.K*£>T (7(2-],1\7 (J)) (0 o spt-K*E) (73,1\/ (0_)) 5%%@],1\7 (o) do.

Let us now prove the opposite direction. Let us assume that & satisfies equation (30))
with & defined by (B7) for t = 0, with respect to a given family of C' initial curves

{’YS’N (0),i=1,...,N,0 €0, 1]} Then we have that
&) = (#5560 (0) = & (#}"%0) =& ((D@t'K*g)Te o g-K*é)
N 1 T, . , o .
=> o /0 (D& €)" (BN @) 0 (4 (V) ) 2" (0)do

N 1 ' 5 |
=> o /0 0 (cpt'K*f (’Yé’N(U))) 50 (cpt'K*f (’Yé’N(a)» do

Let us define ~/ V() by @BT). Then the representation (&Z) holds. Moreover, from (BJ) we
have, for each o,

0 in iN

21 (@) = (K &) (4 ()

which is precisely ([B5]) due to the already established form of &. m
The reformulation above provides first of all an existence and uniqueness result:

Corollary 17 Assume K € L{C’g’ (Rd,RdXd). For every N € N and every family of C*
curves {’yé’N (0),i=1,...,N,0 €0, 1]}, there exists a unique mazimal solution

{’yf’N (0),i=1,..,N,t €[0,Tf),0 € [0, 1]} of equations (33) in the class of

C* ([0, Ty) x [0,1] ;Rd)N functions.
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6.2 Mean field result

The next theorem proves two important results: first, if a family of initial curves approx-
imates a current at time ¢ = 0, then the solutions of the filament equations converge to
the solution of the vector valued PDE. The second, related result is that each curve of the
family becomes, in the limit N — oo, closer and closer to the solutions WQ’N (o) of equation

@), precisely

OV (o) = (K &) (72 (0)) (40)
—i,N i, N
Yo =

This equation describes the interaction of a filament with the mean field &. This is the
core of the concept of mean field theory. Notice that, without further assumptions on the
convergence of ’y(’)’N (that we do not assume, since a typical example is the case of random
independent initial conditions), it is not true that Wi’N converges. The second part of the
next theorem only claims that ’yi’N and Wi’N are close to each other.

As a technical remark, notice that if & exists on a time interval [0, T'], then K x¢; satisfies
the regularity conditions of Lemma [4] and therefore there exists a unique time-dependent
Cl-curve 77 (for each i, N), solution of equation (@Q).

Theorem 18 Let, for every N € N, { ZN( ),i=1,...N,0 €0, 1]} be a family of C*
curves. Assume that the associated currents at time zero

&y —Za /5JN(08 70 (a)da (41)

converge weakly to a current & € M. Let T > 0 be any time such that on [0,T] there
are unique current-valued solutions & and & to equation (36) with respect to the initial
conditions fév or &y; notice that such a time exists because the initial currents fév and &
are equibounded (since they converge weakly); moreover, notice that £ has the form

Zoz /5JN 8% N(o)do

corresponding to curve- solutzons to equation (33) and that & is the unique solution to the
vector-valued PDE (27). Let 7 N be the solution to the mean field equation (40).

Then:

i) the currents &N converge in C ([0,T]; M.y,) to the current €.

- iN _iN
i) Im N 00 SUD (1 o) eo,1)x[0,1] |V (0) =7 ()| = 0.
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Proof. Part (i) is a straightforward consequence of Theorem [[5 on the continuous depen-
dence on initial conditions.

As to part (ii), denoting as above by ey ,Eiv respectively the currents associated to the
families v’ ,% oM (see (BT)), we have

N (o) =3 ( /!K*gN N (o)) — (K &) (0))] ds
< /0 |+ M) (7N (o)) — (K # XY (TN ()] ds
+ /0 (5 5 €N) (7 (0)) — (K #£) (7 (0))] ds.

From two of the properties of "K £’ proved in Lemma Ml we have (taking also the
supremum in o € [0, 1])

. t . . t
7w (@) =7 (o )\éc/o |DE «€7, h;’Nw)—vé’N(o)!dsw/ €Y — &]| ds

t .
<c [ ) -7 \dsw/ € — & ds

where we have denoted a generic constant by C' and we have used that sup,¢c(y 1 N H < 00,
as we know from the first part of the proof (e.g. since they converge in C ([0,7]; My)).

We also know, from the first part, that ZN — & inin C ([0,7]; My). Then it is sufficient
to apply Gronwall’s Lemma to obtain the claim of part (ii). =

Sometimes one has a probabilistic framework of the following kind. We have a filtered
probability space (€, (F;)i>0,F,P) and the separable Banach space C = C ([0, 1] ;Rd) with
the Borel o-algebra B (C); we call random curve in R? any measurable map from (Q, F,P)
to (C,B(C)). We use the notation v also for a random curve. The image measure p of such
map is the law of the random curve. It is a probability measure on (C, B (C)).

Then consider, for every N € N, a family {Vé’N,i =1,...,N ¢ of random curves and

consider the associated currents fév defined as in ({Il), which now are random currents,
namely measurable mappings from (2, F, P) to the space M endowed with its Borel o-
algebra B(M). Let & be a random current. For all w € €, solve uniquely the flow
equation (36) with the initial conditions &) (w) and & (w) and call & (w) and & (w) the
corresponding solutions. Assume that all the the whole family of currents &) (w), & (w)
when N and w vary, are equibounded. Then take some 7" > 0 such that unique solutions
&N (w) and & (w) exist. For every t € [0,T], &Y and & are random currents (namely they
are measurable), by the continuous dependence on initial conditions, Theorem [[5l Assume
that §év converges in probability to &. Then it is easy to show that, for every ¢t € [0, T, &V
converges in probability to &, and also that HfN — S.HT converges in probability to zero.
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6.3 Propagation of chaos

In this section we assume that the vorticity is the same for each vortex, namely aj»v

for every j < N, to ensure that independence is maintained as N — co.
To every curve v € C*([0, 1], R?), we can associate a current , which will also called ~
with a slight abuse of notation, in this way

1
6) = /O 03(0)) (o)

for 0 € (Rd, Rd). The definition of the tensor product v ® 7' is
(’y ® ’y') (9, 9/) =v(6)9 (9’) .
We fix a filtered probability space (£, ()0, F,P) and, following the notion given in
the previous subsection, we consider random curves. We say that a family (v;)i<i<n of
random curves is symmetric or exchangeable if its law is independent of permutations of

the indexes. We start with the following general result, for random currents independent
of time.

= L
- N

Theorem 19 Let £ be a current and, for every N € N, let 4V := (’yi’N)lgiSN be a sym-

metric family of random-C'([0,1],R?) curves. We call €N the empirical measure associated
with the family v . Suppose that, for every 0 € Cy(R3,R3),

Elm<oo,  WNOI<C P-as. (42)
uniformly in i, N and that
Jim E (€ (6) ~ £0)]] =0. (43)
— 00

Then, for every fived r € N and for every family of test functions (01, - - ,0,) € Cy(R% R)",
it holds

lim E[(y LN @ @y (6, -, 0,)] :H£(9)

N—o0

Proof. Without loss of generality, we prove the theorem in the case k = 2. For every 6, 0
bounded Lipschitz continuous functions in R% we have

E [y (0072 (82)] — £00)E0)] <IE [y (017> (62)] — B [€¥ (0¥ (02)] | (44)
+E [£¥(01)€Y (02)] — £(01)£(02)] (45)
The second term, ({5, goes to zero because of ([42)-([43]):
|E [5N(91)5N(92)] —£(601)€(62)|
< |E[(€Y(01) — €(61)) €N(02)]| + |E [(EN(02) — £(62)) £(61)]
<E[|"(61) - ( 1)|] (1Y (02)[] + €|\ E [|EY (82) — (62)]]
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To study (@] we use the symmetry of ~,
IE [71(61)72(02)] — E [€V(01)€N (62)] | =|E [v1(61)72(62)]
N* - N E [y1(01)y2(0 LB [, (0)?
w7 EM01)72(002)] - [71(61)%] |
1

= (E[1(60)12(62)]] + E [ (61)])

The expectations are bounded because of ([A2]), hence the last term goes to zero. m

Now we want to apply the previous theorem to our filaments. We verify in the following
Lemma that the dynamic of filaments satisfies Theorem [I9] under suitable assumptions on
the initial condition.

Lemma 20 Given a family vy := {’yé’N}lgiSN of random variables on C*(R3,R3), and a
current &y, we assume

1. (Vé’Na e ,vév’N) are exchangeable.
2. Vé’N(e)‘ < C, for a.e. w, uniformly in i and N.

8. 1€olm < o0
4 limysoo E [[160 —&ll] = 0

There exists a time T' > 0 such that the solutions v := {’Yi’N}lgigN and & of equations
Bal) and BQ) starting respectively from ~y and &y satisfy conditions 1) - 4) at every time
te€0,7].

Proof. Exchangeability is clearly preserved by the system of filaments, because there is
no other randomness and the dynamics of each filament is perfectly equal to the one of the

others.
To prove that VZ’N(H) is bounded, we use ([B9]) and its derivative and we obtain

1
i,N _ i,N ﬂ N
N 0) = [ 00N gl do
1
* % % 0 7 7 n
= [0 DU+ 8065 50 o = 5 0

where () := 0(o"*¢t (2))(K * &)(z) is bounded continuous because of Lemma @l
The third property follows immediately from Theorem [l
The last property, 4), is a direct consequence of Theorem [
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Corollary 21 Under the assumptions of Lemma [20, for every fized r € N, every family
of test functions (01, -- ,6,) € Co(R*, RN and every t € [0,T)], it holds

N—oo

Iim E [(%}’N Q.- ®7§T’N> (01, ,97«)} = ﬁft(ei)-
=1
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