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SMALL INERTIA LIMIT FOR COUPLED KINETIC SWARMING MODELS

YOUNG-PIL CHOL SIMONE FAGIOLI, AND VALERIA IORIO

ABSTRACT. We investigate various versions of multi-dimensional systems involving many species,
modeling aggregation phenomena through nonlocal interaction terms. We establish a rigorous connec-
tion between kinetic and macroscopic descriptions by considering the small-inertia limit at the kinetic
level. The results are proven either under smoothness assumptions on all interaction kernels or under
singular assumptions for self-interaction potentials. Utilizing different techniques in the two cases, we
demonstrate the existence of a solution to the kinetic system, provide uniform estimates with respect
to the inertia parameter, and show convergence towards the corresponding macroscopic system as the
inertia approaches zero.
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This paper aims to investigate the connections among different descriptions of multispecies aggre-
gation phenomena, focusing specifically on nonlocal systems of partial differential equations. The

main objective is to study the following first order macroscopic system
op;+V-(pv) =0,

N
v; = _ZVKU * s
j=1
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fori =1,..., N, where N is the number of species, p;(t, x) is a function modelling the i-th species den-
sity and K;; are given space-dependent interaction potentials modelling interaction between species.
Interactions between agents of the same species are modelled by the K;; potentials that are called self-
interaction kernels whereas cross-interaction kernels K;; describe the interactions of individuals of
different species.

System (1) admits a discrete counterpart constructed as follows: consider M particles for each
species and let zf‘, k=1,..., M, be the locations of M particles of the i-th species, fori =1,..., N.
Denoting by uf.‘ the velocities of zf.‘, the dynamics of zf.‘ is determined by the first order ODE system

dzf.C
—_—=U s
dt !
A 2)
k _ k h
u; = Y Z Z VK;;(z; — zj),

Jj=1 h=

—

fori=1,...,N, k =1,..., M, where K;; are the same kernels as in (1). System (2) can be also
derived as small inertia limit of the second order system

3)

N M
d o 1 kK _h
EE”i =—u; — M;’;VKU(Zi —zj),

—_

withe > 0,i =1,...,N, k =1,...,M, see [7]. In (3), € > O represents a small inertia time of
individuals. In system (2), it is assumed that the e-terms in (3) are negligible, but this choice is quite
restrictive in many cases since in this way a “reaction” time is not taking into account and velocities
change instantaneously.

Taking the formal limit as the number of particles increases to infinity, namely M — oo, we can
associate to (3) the kinetic system

N
1 1
0 fi+v-V fi==V,-(f)+=-V,- (( ZVKij * Pj)fi>7 “)
€ € =
fori =1,..., N, where f;(¢, x, v) is the mesoscopic density of the i-th species at position x € R4 with

velocity v € R, and p;(t, x) is the associated macroscopic population density, i.e.,

pi(t,x)=/ fit, x,v)dv.
Rd

The main goal of the present paper is to investigate the small inertia limit at the continuum level. In
particular, we want to study the € — O limit in (4) and prove that it converges towards the first order
PDEs model (1).

In recent decades, systems such as (1) and (4) have been extensively employed to provide a bi-
ologically relevant representation of aggregative phenomena in population dynamics, particularly in
the context of swarming phenomena (see [8, 36, 39, 43]). Common interaction potentials in these
scenarios include the attractive Morse potential G(x) = —e~ ¥l attractive-repulsive Morse potentials
G(x) = —C e X/la 4 C e=1¥I/1 (where I, and I, represent scales for the “attractive range” and the “re-

pulsive range” respectively), combinations of Gaussian potentials G(x) = —C e~ ¥ /a4 C,e ¥ /1 or
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characteristic functions of a set G(x) = a y4(x). Considerable attention is directed towards aggregation
systems with singular kernels, particularly at the mesoscopic level.

A notable mathematical characteristic of these models that has drawn attention is the finite-time
blow-up of solutions. Numerous contributions have been made in the literature for the one-species
version of (1), as seen in [3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 14, 18, 35]. Notably, in [18] the one-species case of (1) with

v=—VK % p=cpg AV,

where cx € Rand -2 < a —d < 0 are parameters and A® is the s—fractional power of A := (—A)%,
to be defined precisely below, was studied establishing the local-in-time existence and uniqueness of
classical solutions.

Inspired by the results in the single-species case, an existence theory was developed for the system
(1) in [22]. In the case when the system presents a symmetry, namely K;; = K;; for i # j and

i,j=1,..., N, then system (1) exhibits a formal gradient flow structure:
oF(p)
0,p; =V (Pivé—pi ;

fori=1,..., N, where F(p) is a free energy given by

N
F(p) = Z /d piK;; * p;dx.
R

ij=1

In [22], the authors proved that the theory of Gradient Flows in Wasserstein spaces developed in [2, 14]
can be extended to systems under mildly singular assumptions on all kernels K;;, i.e., Morse-type
singularity. When the symmetry property is lost, the existence of weak-measure solutions is developed
in [22] using a semi-implicit version of the JKO-scheme, originally introduced in [32]. Existence
can be proved under mildly singular assumptions on the self-interaction potentials and smoothness
assumptions on the cross-interaction potentials. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, no results in
the literature cover the case of singular non-symmetric cross-interaction kernels or self-interaction
kernels under more singular assumptions, similar to the ones in [18].

Focusing on the system (4), the kinetic approach is widely employed in investigating aggregation
phenomena. In [15], the single-species version of equation (4) is examined, considering both a self-
propulsion term and a friction term. The former influences individuals independently of others, while
the latter introduces a velocity-averaging effect, compelling agents to adjust their velocities based on
nearby agents. The paper presents results on well-posedness, existence, uniqueness, and continu-
ous dependence in the space of probability measures P;(R¢) equipped with the Monge—Kantorovich—
Rubinstein distance. Additionally, the corresponding microscopic system is explored, and a conver-
gence result from the particle system to the kinetic equation is established. The existence of smooth
solutions is addressed using the classical framework for Vlasov-type equations, as outlined in [28].
We refer to [16] and references therein for recent treatments of the Vlasov—Poisson equation. Let us
also mention the contribution in [13] to the theory of the Vlasov—Poisson—Fokker—Planck system.

In [25], equation (4) is further investigated in the one-species case in a multi-dimensional space,
accounting for inertial effects. Assuming smooth conditions on the kernel and applying the theory
developed in [15], the paper proves existence and uniqueness results in the sense of measures. A small
inertia limit is also examined, providing convergence to the corresponding macroscopic system.

Starting from the seminal work [34], several contributions have appeared in the literature in the
study of the limit from (4) to (1) in its one species version; see [27, 31, 37]. In [23, 24], variational
techniques were introduced to study the rigorous limit from the Vlasov—Fokker—Planck equation to
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the corresponding macroscopic equation under suitable regularity and integrability assumptions on the
interaction potential. Finally, in [30, 40], qualitative analysis of the overdamped limit from the Vlasov—
Poisson—Fokker—Planck system towards the drift-diffusion equation, with interaction kernels given as
attractive or repulsive Coulomb potential, has been conducted. More recently, a rigorous guantified
overdamped limits for the Vlasov—Fokker—Planck equation with smooth and singular nonlocal forces
have been established in [41] and [21], respectively.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present the collection of assumptions
and the statements of the main theorems of the paper, namely the small inertia limits in the smooth
case in Theorem 2.1 and for singular self-interaction kernels in Theorem 2.2. Section 3 is devoted
to the proof of Theorem 2.1. The existence of solutions to system (4) is first proved by applying the
method of characteristic. Uniform in € estimates and convergence to solutions to (1) is then proved by
adapting to systems the results in [25]. We then provide the proof of the main result of the paper that is
Theorem 2.2 in Section 4. A regularisation procedure yields the existence of solutions to system (4) in
the case of singular self-interaction kernels. Suitable a-priori estimates allow us to prove the existence
and uniqueness of classical solution to (1) under the singular setting by extending the one-species result
in [18]. Finally Theorem 2.2 is proved by using the modulated energy estimate technique.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Preliminaries and assumptions. Let 7;(R?) be the set of probability measures with finite first
moment, i.e.,

Pl(Rd)={feP([R{d) : / |x|f(x)dx<oo}.
[Rd

We equip Pl([Rd ) with the 1-Wasserstein distance defined as (cf. [44])

Wi(u,v) = inf {// |x =yl dy(x,y)}
y€l(u,v) RIXRA

for all u, v € P;(RY), where y € P(RY x R?) is a probability measure on the product space R¢ x R?
with marginals y and v, respectively. We also introduce the set of probability measures with compact
support, that is

PC(Rd) = {f (S P([Rd) : f has compact support}.
Since we deal with N interacting species, the measure space we consider is (Pl(Rd W, W), where
W), is the 1-Wasserstein distance on P;(R¢)N defined below. In order to fix the notation, we write
f =)L € PRHY
to denote a N-tuple of probability measures in the product space P;(R4)N.

Definition 2.1. (1-Wasserstein distance) Let f = ( f,»)fi 8= (g,-)f\i | € Pl(Rd YN . The 1-Wasserstein
distance between f and g is defined as

Wi, g) = sup [(Wi(f1.8) + - + Wi(fn. gn)]-
tel0,

Given Q a generic potential involved in systems (1) and (4), we will call the potential smooth if it
satisfies the following assumption

Qe C’(RY) and VQ e Wl'=@®Y). (Pot)
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Remark 2.1 (Lipschitz constant). Denote by B a closed ball in R¢ centered in 0 and with radius
R > 0. We denote by Lipg(Q) the Lipschitz constant of Q in the ball B C R¢. If Q depends also on
time, i.e., O : [0,T] X R? - R", O = Q(t, x), we write Lipr(Q) to denote the Lipschitz constant of
O with respect to x in the ball B; C R4, that is the smallest constant such that

|0(t, x) — Q(t, y)| < Lipp(Q)|x — yl,
forall x,y € Bg,and forallt € [0,T].

In the proposition below, we state a property on the convergence of measures, see [44] for more
details.

Proposition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a complete and separable metric space. Let u, be a sequence of prob-
ability measures in P|(X), and let y € P(X). Then, the following are equivalent:
1. Wi(u,,u) = 0asn — oo.
2. p, = pin the weak sense as n — oo and the following tightness condition holds: for any
Xy € X,

R=00 00

lim lim sup/ d(xy, x)dp, = 0.
d(xy,x)>R

3. u, — pinthe weak sense as n — oo, and there is a convergence of the moment of first order,
i.e, for any xy € X,

/ d(xg,x)dp,(x) = d(xg,x) du(x),
XxX XxX

asn — o0.

2.2. Main results. In this subsection, we state our main results on the small inertia limits for the
kinetic system (4) and its convergence to (1). We consider two cases: smooth and singular interactions
potentials. In order to emphasize our results on the small inertia limit of the kinetic system (4) towards
the first order macroscopic system (1), here we only state the theorems on that. The required existence
theory for the systems (4) and (1) will be discussed in later sections.

2.2.1. Smooth potential case. We start by introducing the notion of weak solutions to (1). We consider
first the case of interaction potentials K;; under assumption (Pot).

Definition 2.2. A weak solution to (1) is a N-tuple p = (pi)f\:f | € C([0,T), P(R)N) that satisfies

T T N
/ / 0,¢;p; dx dt — / / Vidi- <Z K;j * Pj)ﬂi dxdt + / $;(0)p;pdx =0,
0o Jre 0o Jre st Rd

for each ¢, € C1([0,T); C;(RY)),as i =1,...,N.

We already mentioned in the previous section that the existence of weak solutions to (1) can be
found in [22]. For smooth interaction potentials the small inertia limit result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let T > 0. Assume all the potentials as in (Pot). Consider f, € PC(RM)N . Let f¢ €
C([0,T); P.(R2)N) be the solution to system (4) given by Theorem 3.1. Let pit, x) = /R fi@ x,v)dv,
fori=1,..., N. Then there exists p € C([0,T); Pl(Rd)N) such that for each t € [0,T),
w
pE(t.)— p(t.)  in PR

as € = 0. Moreover, p is a weak solution to system (1) in the sense of Definition 2.2.
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Theorem 2.1 will be proved in Section 3 by extending the results in [25] where the small inertia
limit is proved in the one species case under regularity assumptions on the interaction kernel.

2.2.2. Singular potential case. Now we deal with the case of singular interaction potentials. Precisely,
we consider the system (4) with smooth cross-potentials K;;, i # j satisfying (Pot) and singular self-
potentials K;; of the form

ja

Ci
Kii(x) = )

IEE

with a; € (0,d), and some positive constants C;. Note that if a; € ((d —2) vV 0,d), then K;; * p; =

1
A%~ p; with A = (—A)2 up to constant. Thus in this case the system (1) becomes the following
coupled fractional porous medium flows [10]:

N
op;=V- (/’i(VAai_d/’i + 2 VK;; * pj))’

j=1
J#i
fori=1,...,N.
Then our second and main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 2.2. LetT > O and d > 1. Let f¢ = (ff)fil € C([0,T); P(RY x RH)N) be a solution to
system (4) in the sense of distributions, and let (p,u) = (p;, ui)f\:r | be the unique classical solution of
the system (1) with p; > 0 on R4 % [0,T), ou; +u; - Vu; € L®(R? x (0,T)), and ifa < d — 2,

d
V=021 e L=((0,T); LT@-721(R?)) up to time T > 0 with the initial data p,o. If

N
supZ// |U—ui0(x)|2fl%(x, v)dxdv < © (6)
>0 ;2] M RIXRA
and
N N
Z /Rd(pio - pfo)K[i * (p[O - pfo) dx + Z I/I/l(pi()a pfo) - Oa (7)
i=1 i=1
as € — 0, then for eachi =1,..., N, we have
fEdv— p, weakly-x in L((0,T); M(R?)),
R4
/ v ff dv—*\ pu; weakly-* in L%((0,T); M(RY)Y),
Rd
and

ffi pib,  weakly-x in L*(0,T); M(R? x RY)),
where we denoted by M(R") the space of signed Radon measures on R" with n € N.

Our proof for Theorem 2.2 relies on the modulated energy estimates. For this, we need to establish
the existence theory for the kinetic system (4) and the first order macroscopic system (1) at least locally
in time. To be more specific, as stated in Theorem 2.2, it suffices to construct the weak solutions to
(4), but for the limit system (1), it is required to show the existence and uniqueness of regular solutions
satisfying the regularity conditions of Theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.2. Here we provide some remarks regarding Theorem 2.2.
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(1) If we further assume

N
Z//d d|U—uio(x)|2f§)(x,U)dxdu -0
i=1 #RIXR

and
1 < | <
2
- 21 /R (i = PiKG % (g = ) dx + — 21 Wi, p5) = 0
ase — 0, then foreachi =1,..., N, we have

/ ff dvo— Pis / vfE dvo— pu; weakly-# in L®((0,T); M(R?)),
R4 Rd
and

FE= 06, weakly-x in L((0, T); M(R? x R%)

ase — 0.

(ii) Due to some technical reasons, we are only able to construct the global-in-time L' n L®
solutions to the kinetic system (4) for @; € (0, @;—1], see Theorem 4.1. We also need to assume
additional condition VK; ; € WLLHRY), i # j to develop the local-in-time well-posedness of
the macroscopic system (1), see Theorem 4.2. In that respect, our results are fully rigorous

when the interaction potentials K;;, i # j, satisfy

Kij € Cz(Rd)’ VKU ewlln Wl’oo([Rd)
and K;; is given as (5) with a; € (0,d — 1].

3. SMOOTH INTERACTION POTENTIALS

3.1. Well-posedness for the Kinetic system for ¢ > 0 fixed. We start the investigation of the small
inertia limit for smooth interaction kernels by studying the well-posedness for system (4) for € > 0
fixed, in the spirit of [15]. We start observing that such existence theory can be studied for a more
general class of force fields

E :=(E)Y,(t,x) : [0,T]x R - RNY,
fori =1,..., N, fulfilling the following general set of hypotheses:
(H,) E,; are continuous on [0, T] X R4 foralli=1,...,N.
(H,) There exist some positive constants C; such that
|E;(t, x)| < C(1 + |x]),

forall (,x) € [0,T] x R, foralli=1,..., N.
(H3) E,; are locally Lipschitz with respect to x uniformly in ¢, for i = 1, ..., N, that is for any com-
pact set K C R there exist positive constants L; such that

|Ei(t’ X) - Ei(t’ y)l < Lilx - yl’
forall x,y € K, and for all t € [0, T].
The kinetic system we are going to study takes then the following form

1 1
ofi+v-V fi— ;VU “(ufp)+ EE" -V, f; =0, (8)
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fori =1,..., N. Following the approach in [15], we will construct solutions to (8) by considering the
following characteristic system associated to (8)
®)
dVv 1 1
— =——V + -Et,X),
dt € € (%)

fori=1,...,N. Introducing P :=(X,V) € R4 x R?, and denoting by
Wi 1 [0,T]XR!xR? - R x R?

the right-hand side of system (9), we can rewrite system (9) as

d

—P =Y., P), 10

SP =W (t.P) (10)
fori =1,..., N, subject to the initial condition P, = (X, V})) € R4 x R9. Existence and uniqueness

of solutions to system (10) falls into the classical ordinary differential equations theory, see [42], that
provides a vector field P € C!([0, T]; R??) such that
|P| < | Pyle,
for all € [0, T'] and the constant C depending on T', | X[, |V,|. We will use the compact notation
Vg = (Yp)Y,
Let us introduce the time-dependent flow map associated to system (9) by

7. : R*xR? - R xR,
such that

Te (Xo. Vo)) = (X(0), V (1),

where (X (¢), V' (¢)) is the unique solution to (9) at time ¢ > O under the initial condition (X, V;).
We are now in the position to introduce the notion of measure solution to system (8). Consider
fio € Pl(RZd) the initial datum of the i-th species and let T > 0. Then, a measure solution to (8) can

1

be defined as
£ = T4 #fio.

fori =1,..., N. With a slight abuse of notation, for using a compact formulation we set
N
t__ t
TE - (TE,-)I'=1’

and given the initial datum f, € P(R24)N and a time T > 0, we define the measure solution to (8) as
f(r) = Té#fo.
Referring to system (4), we define the vector field E[f] associated to a N-tuple of measures f as
N N
E[f] = (E[fDY, = ( SOALIE: p,-) (1n
j=1 i=

1
We can now give the notion of measure solution to system (4) as in [15, 25].
Definition 3.1 (Measure solution to (4)). Fix T > Oand € > 0. Letf, € Pl(RZd)N be a given initial
condition and let E[f] be defined as in (11). A N-tuple f : [0,T] — Pl(RZd)N is a measure solution
to system (4) with initial condition f; if:

1. the field E[f] defined in (11) satisfies the conditions (Hy)-(H,)-(Hj3);
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2. itholds £(r) = T,/ . #1,.

[f]
3.1.1. A priori estimates on the characteristics system. In this part, we collect some results on the

solution to the characteristic system (9). Proofs of the two Lemmas below can be obtained directly
from system (9) and by definition of W in (10), see [15, 25].

Lemma 3.1. FixT > 0. LetE,D : [0,T] x R — RN pe fields that satisfy (Hy)-(Hy)-(H3) and let
Y, Wp as in (10). Consider R > 0 and the closed ball By C RNY x RN?, Then
1. W is bounded in compact sets, i.e.,
W@, P)| < C,
forall P € By, t € [0,T] and for some C > 0 which depends on R and ”E”L‘X’([O,T]xB}z)’

where Bll{ is the ball in R? with radius R.
2. Wy is locally Lipschitz with respect to X and V, i.e.,

[P, P) — Wy, Py)| < C(1 + Lipg(E)| P, — Py,
forall P, P, € Bg,t €[0,T] and C > 0.
3. For any compact set B C RVN4 x RN9,
1
IYg — ¥pll Loy < g“E =Dl 1)

Now we provide some results that concern the dependence of the characteristics on the field E and
a quantitative bound on the regularity of the flow Té.

Lemma 3.2. Fix T > 0 and consider two vector fields E and D satisfying (Hy)-(H,)-(Hz). Take
Py, P, P, € RV xRN and R > 0. Assume
ITHPI SR, ITAPI <R, ITUAP)I <R, |TAP)I <R,
fort € [0, T). Then,
1. there is a constant C depending on R and Lipp(E) such that

oCt _

|TEI(P0) - T];(Po)l < sup ||E(s) — D(S)”Loo(B}z)a

€ s5e[0,T)

fort € [0,T].
2. There is a constant C depending on R such that

ITAP) = Ti(Py)| < [Py — Py|eC hLinnEG)ds,

fort €[0,T].
3. There is a constant C depending on R and ||E|| «o.11xp1) Such that
’ R

ITH(Py) = T3(Py)| < Clt — 51,
fors,t €[0,T].

Remark 3.1. Note that the sub-linearity assumption on the vector field E ensures global existence
for solution for ¢+ € R. The boundedness assumption in Lemma 3.2 on the initial flow 7'I£(P0) is only
needed to prove a quantitative estimate on the flow map for every time ¢ € [0, T']. Moreover, Lemma
3.2 ensures that the flow Té is Lipschitz on By ¢ RN x R4, with constant

LipR(Té) < eCfO(LipR(E(s))+l)ds’

fort € [0, T].
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In the following lemmas, we collect some contraction results in the Wasserstein distance W), that
are crucial in proving the existence of measure solutions for (8). What we reproduce is the extension
to multiple species of the results in [15, Lemmas 3.11, 3.12, and 3.13], see also [25].

Lemma 3.3. LetE, D : RN? — RN? pe two Borel measurable maps and let f € Pl(Rd)N . Then
W, (E#f, D#) < ||E = D|| oo(suppr)-

Lemma 34. Let T > 0. Let E : [0,T] X R » RN be a field that satisfies Hy)-(H,)-(H3) and let
f be a N-tuple of measures on R? with compact support contained in a ball By C R?. Then, there
exists a positive constant C depending on N, R and ||E|| «o.1xp1) Such that

’ R

Wl(Té#f, To#) < Clt — 5],
forany s,t € [0,T].
Lemma 3.5. Let T : RN? — RN4 pe a Lipschitz map and let f,g € P;(R?)N both have compact
support contained in a ball By. Then

W, (TH#, T#g) < LW (. ),
where L is the Lipschitz constant of T on the ball By.
3.1.2. Existence and uniqueness for smooth potentials. We turn now to the existence and uniqueness
of measure solutions to system (4). We first provide the following preliminary Lemmas, whose proof
is straightforward and we omit.

Lemma 3.6. Assume the potentials K; ; under assumption (Pot). Let f e Pl(RZd)N be with compact

support contained in a ball By C R?¢. Set Bll2 = {x ! (x,v) € Bgr}. Consider the vector field
defined in (11). Then,
IEL 1 opt) ST and  Lipp(BIf) <Y,

where the constants 2 and Y are defined by

N
2= ) VKl 1o(,p-
i,j=1

and
N

Y := ) Lipyp(VK;)).
i.j=1

Lemma 3.7. Assume the potentials K; ;asin (Pot). Letf,g € Pl(RM YN and R > 0. Then,
IE[f] — E[g]”Loo(Bp <YW, g).
Existence and uniqueness of measure solutions to the kinetic system (4) is stated and proved in the
following Theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Assume the potentials K;; under assumption (Pot), and let f, € PC(RM)N . Then there
exists a unique measure solution f € Pc(de YN to system (4) with initial condition f, in the sense of
Definition 3.1. In particular,

f € C([0, +00); P (R*)N), (12)
and there exists an increasing function R = R(T') such that for all T > 0,
supp(f) C By C RY X R?, (13)

forallt € [0,T].
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Proof. Let f; be such that

supp(fy) C Bg, C R x R,
for some R, > 0. In order to prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution, we are going to use a
contraction argument. In particular, we introduce the metric space

F={fe€C(0,T],P(R*)N) : supp(f) C By forall 1 €[0,T]},

where R := 2Ry and T > 0 is a fixed time we will choose later. This metric space is equipped with
the distance W, see Definition 2.1. In this space we define a map as follows. For f € F, consider
E[f] defined as in (11). Then, by Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 and by assumption (Pot), we obtain that E[f]
satisfies (Hy)-(H,)-(H3) and thus we can define

TIE1E) o= Ty -

The aim is to prove that this map is a contraction and its unique fixed point in F is the solution to (4).
We start proving that the operator I'[f] is well-posed in the space . From Lemma 3.6 we have that

”E[f]“L‘X’([O,T]XB;{) S E,
and from Lemma 3.1,

d
LT P <

forall P € Br C R x R?, with C; depending on R, and E. For T < R,/C,, we have that 7'I£[f]#f0

has support contained in By, for all # € [0, T']. Then, for each t € [0, T], I'[f](¥) € PC(RZ‘I)N and the
map t — I'[f](?) is continuous by Lemma 3.4. Thus the map I : 7 — F is well defined.

We show now that the map is a contraction, i.e., considering two functions f,g € 7 and taking I'[f]
and I'[g], we want to prove that

W Tf1, g < Cw(f, g)
for 0 < C < 1 which does not depend on the functions f and g. By definition of I" we have that
W (TIE], gD = Wy (T #Eo, Tt #0).
Using Lemmas 3.3, 3.2 and 3.7, the above distance can be estimated as follows
Wl (Té #f()a 7E[g]#f0) < ”Té[f] - Té[g] ||L°°(supp fy)

< C@t) sup ||E[f](s) — E[g](s)]l Lo
s€[0,T] ®

<CcoHywit.g),

t
7"E[g]

[f]

where C(t) = (%' — 1)/ €C, is the function in the statement of Lemma 3.2, with C, a constant
depending on R and Y. Therefore, we obtain that

Wi TIELTIgh < COHYW . g).
Since it holds that
limC(r) = 0,
t—0
we get
Wi TTEL T[gh < C(M YW, g).
We can choose T small enough so that C(T)Y < 1. In this way, the functional I'" is contractive and
then there is a unique fixed point of I" in 7. By construction it is easy to see that this fixed point of I"

is a solution to (4) on [0, T']. Finally, since the growth of characteristic is bounded we can construct a
unique global solution satisfying (12) and (13). U



12 YOUNG-PIL CHOI, SIMONE FAGIOLI, AND VALERIA IORIO

We now state W, —stability for solutions to system (4) that can be proved by using Lemmas 3.3, 3.2
and 3.7 and Gronwall’s lemma.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the potentials K;; are under assumption (Pot). Let £, g, € P.(R*HN,
and consider the solutions £, g to (4) with initial conditions f, and g, respectively. Then, there exists
an increasing function r(t) : [0, 00) — R* with r(0) = 1 that depends only on the supports of f, and
g, such that

W), g(0) < r(ow, (£, g9). (14)
fort > 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let T > 0 be a positive time. Assume K; ; as in (Pot). Let f,ecC HR2)N A LI(R24)N
with compact support. Then system (4) has a solution £¢ € C([0, T1; CY (R*)N) with initial datum fo.

Sketch of Proof. We provide a sketch of the proof. The details can be found in [28] for the Vlasov-
Poisson system and the Vlasov-Maxwell system. The proof is divided into three steps. One first
constructs an approximating sequence f&" € C([0, T]; C'(R? x R¢)N) by iterations, defining f&"*! to
be the solution of

atfie,n+1 +v- foie,n+l _ évv . (Ufie,n+l) + éEln . Vufie,n+l — 0’

720, x,0) = fio(x, v),

asi=1,..., N. Once we observe that the characteristics associated to the system above depend on
n, but still satisfy the features in Lemmas above, then it holds that f&" € C!([0,T]; C'(R? x RY)N)
is uniformly bounded with respect to n, since all the constants in the estimates above depend on the
support of the initial datum and the Lipschitz constant of the kernels. Next, showing that f¢" is a
Cauchy sequence in C([0, T']; C' (R4 x R¢)N) converging to the solution to (4), we complete the proof.

O

3.2. Uniform estimates in £. In this part, we gather some uniform in £ estimates we will use to prove
the convergence of solutions to (4) towards the solution to (1) as € — 0. For this reason, we make the
e-dependence explicit, i.e., we deal with the system

N
1
a,f§+u~vxf;=gvv~ <<U+ VKij*pj>ff>, (15)
j=1
fori =1,..., N, equipped with initial data
Fix,0)l— = fij(x,0) € PR X RY, (16)
and where
g = [ paxode
R4

Throughout this Section, we assume the initial data with compact support.

Proposition 3.2. Assume all the potentials under assumption (Pot). Let £¢ be a solution to the system
(15)-(16) as proved in Theorem 3.1. Then, there exists an increasing function R(T) independent on €
such that for all T > 0,

supp(f*)(t) C Bgr),
forallt € [0,T] and € > 0. The function R(T) depends only on the support of fg and E.
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The proof easily follows by noticing that the support of f¢ evolves according to the flow associated
to the characteristic system (9) and by the bounds

N
D VK, # o
j=1

N
< YUIVKll e =2 Ciy,
j=1

fori=1,...,N,asin[25].

3.2.1. Estimate for smooth solutions. We first produce uniform in & estimates in the case of smooth
solutions, namely solutions given by Theorem 3.2. In the next subsection, we will deal with uniform
in € estimates for measure solutions.

Proposition 3.3. Assume all the potentials under assumption (Pot). Suppose that the initial datum £, in
(16) has a finite first moment in v, i.e., |v| f;y € L'(R¥*XR) foralli = 1, ..., N. Let f¢ be the classical
solution to (15), as in Theorem 3.2. Then there exist some positive constants C;, asi =1,..., N, and
a function M (¢€) depending on &, such that

J.

forallt € [0,T], where C; depends on ||(1 + |v]) fioll 1(w2e) and E. Moreover,
lim M(e) = 0.
el M

N
v+ Y VK, # pf|ff dxdv < CM(e), 17)

Jj=1

Proof. We set
N

L) = // v+ Y VK, # pf|ff dxdv,
R2d =
asi=1,..., N. We want to prove that there exist C; and M (¢) as in the statement such that
sup I;(t) £ C;M(e),

t€[0,T]

for a small €. Straightforward computation shows that

d
710= [l (0
.
RIxR4

By using system (15) and integration by parts, we get

N
v+ Y VK % p
=

)ff dxdv

N
v+ Y VK, pf
j=1

0, ff dxduv.

3 N
v+ VK..*pE.df,dedU="// (U.V v+ VK"*/’?)f,dedU
"//RdXRd ng ! di R4 xR X j; ij J i
1 N
- g//Rded v ZVKij *p; fl-‘E dxdv.

j=1
Therefore, we have that

d 1

EI"(I) = —EIi(t) +1'0) + I,
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-
1;<t>://RM (U

fori =1,..., N. Inorder to obtain our claim, we want to show that 1.1 (t)and I 1.2 () are bounded linearly
by I,(?), and then derive a differential inequality to bound I;(¢). By setting

m; :=/ vf;dv,
R4

005+ Vy-m =0, (18)

with

u+2v1< s

)ff dxdv,

N
Vo+ D VK,
j=1

>ff dxdv,

integrating (15) in v, we have that

and the conservation of masses
lp; DIl L1 ey = 1 fioll L1 m2eys

for all # > 0 and for all i =1,..., N. Thus, using the equation for p in (18), we can preliminary

estimate
N
<3|k
j=1

By adding and subtracting Zth 1 VK;j, * pj in the absolute value in the right hand side of the inequality
above, and using assumption (Pot) we get

N N
SZ”AKijnLoo /d‘w"‘ ZVKih * pl,
j=1 R h=1

N

2

+ 2||AKij||L°°||VKij||L°°”pjllLl
j=1

N
d|v+ Y VK, * pf
j=1

£
ij * atpj

N
Z'VKU *mj

f; (x,w,t)dw

Thus, integrating the above inequality in x and v we obtain

N

11} 0] < Y NAK = LSl
j=1

N
+Z||AK,~,-||LOO< / / ol ff (x, 0.1 dxdo + / leff(x,w,t)dx,dw>
j=1 R4 J R4 Rd JRd

N
2
+ Y UAK o VKl ol 125 1
j=1

Since ff € PI(RM) foralli =1,..., N, we obtain that for each i there exist two positive constants
Al.1 and Al.2 depending on = and all ||(1 + [v]) fioll .1 such that

1 1 2
1IN0 < A L) + A%
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Concerning the terms [ 1.2, we can estimate

N
I*(n)] < AK;; % p|ffdxd
01X, [ 6lIAK, 5 g1 dxdo

j=1
N N
SZ”AKU”LWHP;“LI[// U+ZVKihpZ f{dxdv
j=1 RIxR4 h=1
N
(3 13
+;§//RdXRd VK, * py|f; dxdv]

N
< L) + Y IVK sl 1 ||p§||p].

h=1

-

IAK 175

j=1

Thus, we derive that for each i there exist two positive constants Bl.1 and Bl.2 depending on = and all
I fioll .1 such that

|I2(t)| < B! I(t) + BZ.
Hence, considering the estimates above, we obtain that

%Ii(t) < —%I,-(t) +C'I,( + C?, (19)

where Cl.k = Af.‘ + sz fori =1,...,N and k = 1, 2. Furthermore, at time t = 0 we get
I;0) < lllvl fioll . + Dy, (20)
asi=1,..., N, where the positive constants D; depend on E and all || f;ol| ;1. Combining (19) and

(20) and using Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain that

sup [;() < C;M;(e),
t€[0,T']

where the constants C; depend on E and all |[(1+ [v]) fio|l ;.1- Finally, is it enough to note that M (¢) :=
max;{ M;(e)} decays to O as € — 0. O

3.2.2. Estimate for measure solutions. In this section, our aim is to find an estimate as in (17) for a
measure solution f to system (15). In order to proceed, we introduce the mollifier

y"(x,v) = i*yD(nx, nv) € CER™),

where

supp(y™V) € BO,1) cR*, 41 >0, // yW(x,v)dxdv =1,
R2d

// ol V) dxdv < 1.
RIXR4

Now, let f; € P,(R?**)N and ¢ > 0 fixed. Define

£ = £y« 7™, 21)
ie.,
fig) = fi x 7™ € @,
foralli =1,..., N. The following is a classical result concerning the mollifier y, see [1].

Lemma 3.8. Let f € P;(R>*)N be with supp(f) C B(R,) C R*?. Then
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(i) supp(™) C B(Ry + 1) foralln > 1.

(i) £ € Py(R*)N and
// |U|fi(")(x, v)dxdv
RIxR4
N

are uniformly bounded, for alli =1, ...,
(iii) {£™} n>1 I8 a Cauchy sequence in P (R*HN equipped with the Wasserstein distance Wy and
[I£0D — fllw1 - 0asn— +co.

Consider that the approximating sequence £&(" satisfies the system

N
atfig’(n) ‘- foie,(n) — évv . <<U + VK;; * pfv(@)fi&,(n)), (22)
j=1

fori=1,..., N, equipped with initial data

FEP o= £ (x,0),

o = / 50 gy,
Rd

The results in Theorem 3.2, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.1, together with Lemma 3.8, ensure the
following approximation result.

with

Lemma 3.9. Assume all the potentials under assumption (Pot). Let f, € PC(RZd)N and f(()") asin (21).

Then for each T > O there exists a solution £ &M e C([0,T); CY(R2)N) to (22) whose support depends
only on T and E and is uniformly bounded both in € and n. Furthermore, if f¢ € C([0,T), PC(RZd)N )
is the unique measure solution to (15) as provided in Theorem 3.1, then

£t ) £5(1, -, ) i PiR*HN,
uniformly int as n — oo.
From this result it follows that
p="(t,-) - pt(t,-) weakly as measures (23)
foreach t € [0,T) as n — oo, where p = (pi)fil.

Lemma 3.10. Let £¢ be the solution to (15) obtained as the limit of approximating sequences £ as
in Lemma 3.9. Then, for allt > 0, VK;; * pj are continuous functions in R? foralli,j=1..., N and

VK, * pj’(n)(t, ) = VK % p5(, )
strongly in L;’(‘)’C(Rd ), as n — 0.

Proof. Given the regularity of £ i.e., £ € C([0,T); C'(R??)?) and the assumption (Pot), we get
the continuity of the convolutions. Moreover, we can easily estimate

VK, % o1 < IVK | o,
and for all x, x, € R?, we have

IVK,; % 05 0) = VK, 5 p5 00| S VKl olxy = s,



SMALL INERTIA LIMIT FOR COUPLED KINETIC SWARMING MODELS 17

fori,j=1,..., N. Thus the sequences
{VK;; * Pj’(n)}na

are equicontinuous and uniformly bounded. Hence, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, they strongly converge
on a subsequence on compact sets in R¢. Furthermore, by (23) we have that the limit functions are

t3
VK;; * P
respectively. These limit functions are also continuous on R? by inequalities above (using pf in place

of p;’(")). Then it follows the assertion. O

Since the approximating sequence f¢(” is smooth, we can apply to it Proposition 3.3 with & fixed.
In particular, with n > 1 fixed, we can say that there exist N positive constants C; depending on E and

all [|(1+ |v| fl.((;'))ll 11 and a function M (g) depending on € such that for € < g

N
£,(n) &,(n)
//de <U+§1VKij*pj >fl. dx dv

J

< C,M(e).

By part (ii) in Lemma 3.8, we have that ||(1 + |U|fl.((;'))||L1 are uniform boundinnforalli =1,..., N,
thus the function M (e) and the constants C; can be chosen independent on n. Therefore the estimates

N
‘//R?d <U+ Z VK;; * pj.’(")>ff’(n) dxdv

j=1
holdforalln>1andr € [0,T],asi=1,...,N.

< CGiM(e) (24)

Proposition 3.4. Assume € > 0 fixed such that (24) holds and assume th_at assumptions in Lemma 3.9
are satisfied. Then for any (¢i)fi | € Cb(RM YN there exist N constants C ; such that

< CM(e)

N
’/ bi(x, u)(u + ) VK, = pj(x)>ff(x, v)dxdv
R2d j=1

hold forallt € [0,T], asi =1, ..., N. In particular, the constants E,. are independent of € and t, and
C; = ||¢;l| 1~ C;, where C; are constants depending on all ff(l + |v]) fip dx dv and E.

Proof. Multiplying (24) by ¢, we have

N
‘/RM P(x, U)<U + Z VK;; * pj’(")>ff’(") dxdv
=

J

< Cillgill Lo M (€), (25)

where C; are constants depending on E and the first moment of f;; in v. Let Q(T) be the common
support of f&"(¢) for all € > 0, n > 1 and ¢ € [0, T]. Then, by Lemma 3.10 and Proposition 2.1, we
obtain that for each r € [0, T7],

N
,_//de(pi(x’ U)<U + Z VK;; * pj.’(")>ff’(n) dxdv
j=1
N

= / dilx, u)(u + ) VK, * pj’(’”) o dxdo
QT) ,

Jj=1
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converges to

N
// ¢, (x, u)(u + ) VK * p§>ff dxdv
R2d =1

J
asn — oo, foralli=1,..., N. Therefore, considering the limit as n — oo in (25), we find the
assertion. O

3.3. Small inertia limit. This subsection is finally devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.1. More pre-
cisely, we consider f¢ solution to (4), satisfying the uniform bounds as stated in Proposition 3.4 and
we show that the marginals

pf(t,x)=/ fi@ x,v)dv
R4

converge to a solution p = (p,.)fi , to the first order system

N
00, — V- <(ZVKij*pj>pi> =0, (26)
j=1

fori =1,..., N, equipped with initial data
pi(t, X) |;=0= pip(x)-

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We start noting that, for each ¢, € C (_}([0, T); C; (R24)), the measure solution
f¢ satisfies

T T
/ // 6,¢iffdxdvdt+// ¢i(0)fi0dxdv+/ // Vi@ -vffdxdvdt
0 R2d R2d 0 R2d

T N
1
_1 V.o.- v+ Y VK, % p¢ | fédxdvdt =0,
6/0 //RZd U¢l <U j; lj*pj>fl xav

foralli=1,..., N. Consider y; € CCI(O, T),and y; € C;([Rd), asi=1,..., N, and define
@;(t, x, ) = w; (1) x;(x). (28)
Using the test functions defined in (28) in system (27), we have

T T
/ l[/i,(l)/ 2i(X)pi(t, x)dx dt = —/ Wi(f)// Voxi(x)-vff dxdvdt.
0 R4 0 R2d

& 2=/ 2:(X)p5(t, x) dx.
Rd

T T
/ w (&) dt = — / w,(1) // V., xi(x) - vff dxdvdt,
0 0 R2d

for any y; € C (_} (0, T). Therefore, we deduce that the weak derivative of &; is

gn = // V.xi-vff dxdv e L®(0,T).
R2d

Let ©(T') be the common support of f¢ for every € > 0 and for all t € [0, T']. By Theorem 3.1, f¢ is
uniformly supported on Q(T"), thus

”fi“WLOO(o,T) < Ci(T)”)(i”cbl([Rd)’ (29)

27)

Set

Thus, it follows
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where C; depend on 7" and are independent of €. Since &;(¢) are uniformly bounded in WLe(0,T), as
i=1,..., N, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem there exist a subsequence &, and a function y;(t) € C([0,T))
such that

/ 2P (x, 1) dx — p(t) (30)
Rd

uniformly on [0, T') as €, — 0. Furthermore, Proposition 3.2 ensures that the support of £* is uniformly
bounded in &€, then the sequence p®(t, -) is tight. By Prokhorov’s Theorem, for each ¢t € [0, T), p*(¢, -)
converges weakly-*, up to a subsequence, to p(t,-) € P(R?)N. By Proposition 2.1, we have that this
implies convergence in P;(RY)N with respect to W, -distance. Hence, for each t > 0, there exists a
subsequence of p® denoted by p®t, where k, may depend on time, such that

w
poin(t,)—> p(t,-) in PRHN
as g, — 0. It follows that for each t € [0,T) and all y; € C;(Rd) we get

/ P, (1, %) (%) dx — / pi(t,%) (%) dx (31)
Rd Rd
as &, — 0. The limit y;(¢) in (30) is unique at each ¢ € [0, T"). Combining this with (31), we deduce
that the sequence Pe, (t,-), with g, independent of time, and p(t,-) € Pl([Rd )V satisty
/ (O (1, x)dx — / Xi(X)p;(t, x) dx (32)
R4 R4
uniformly on [0,T) as g, — 0, for any y; € C;(Rd). Moreover,
£ 44 . d\N
pr, )— p(t,-) inP(RY) (33)

as €, — 0. Now we want to prove that in (32) we can consider test functions y; depending also on 7.
In particular, taking {;(¢,x) € C.([0,T);C ;(Rd)) we have that

/ &i(t, )P} (1, x) dx
R4

are equicontinuous on [0, T'). Indeed, considering s,t € [0,T),

'/ g“i(t,x)pf"(t,x)dx—/ Ci(s,x)p} (s, x) dx
R4 R4

< / 168, %) = (5, )l oy (1, ) dx + ‘ / Ei(ss 0 (1, x) = p;* (s, )] dx
[Rd [Rd
< sup [§(t, x) — (s, x)| + C(T) sup “Ci“cl(Rd)“ - s].
xeR? 1€(0,T) b

Since ¢; is uniformly continuous on [0, T') X R4, then

Sup 14,6, ) = &(5, 0] = 0 as |t — 5] = 0,
xeR4

and we get equicontinuity. Thus, up to a subsequence,

/ ¢i(, x)pf"(t, x)dx —>/ C:(t,x)p;(t,x)dx 34
Rd Rd

uniformly on [0, T) as €, — 0, for any test functions {; € C.([0,T);C L(R?Y).
Now, set
Q(T) :={x : (x,v) € QT)}.
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We can deduce that €2 is bounded and both supp(p) and supp(p®*) are in Q(T") for all ¢t € [0, T].
Consider ¥, € Ccl([O, T); C;(Rd)) and let ¢;(x, v,t) = ¥;(x,1)in (27),asi =1, ..., N. Hence

T T
/ / 0, ¥;p;*dxdt + / // V.Y, vftdxdvodr + / Y.(0)p;p(x)dx =0.  (35)
0 R4 0 R2d R4

Regarding the first integral in (35), by (34) we have that

T T
/ / 0,¥,p;* dxdt — / / 0,¥,p, dx dt,
0 R4 0 R4

as £, — 0. Concerning the integrand of the second term in (35), it can be rewritten as
k g g

N
//M VY- uf dxdu =//2d V.Y, - <U+ ZVKU * pj")ff" dx dv
R R =

j=
N

_//vaxlyi.(:

VK;; * pjk>ffk dxdv.
j=1
By Proposition 3.4, we have that

N

//RM V., - (U+ZVKij>kpj">fikdde—>0, (36)

Jj=1

as g, — 0, uniformly in #. The families {VK;; = pj"(t, -)} are bounded in W1 (R?) for all t € [0, T).
In particular,
||VK,-j * pjk(t, ')”W},oo(Rd) < ||VKijllwl,oo(Rd).

Now, we want to prove that {VK;; = pj"} are equicontinuous in ¢. In order to use inequalities in (29)
with the kernels in places of y;, we should mollify K;;. Let
(n) _ (n)

K =K;j*y "

where ¥ is the mollifier defined in Section 3.2.2. It follows that
VK = VK, % 7"

thus, we have

(

VK ller < IVK;lly o

for all n > 1. Now, considering the mollified interaction kernels acting on the i-th species in estimates
(29) in places of y;, we get

N

N
supl| Y, VK 5 % llyreory < CU(T) ZIIVK(”)IICI <G D NVK .
X = j=1 j=1

Furthermore,

K < ZHVK(")HWM < Z||v1<,j||wm,

Wl,oo(Rd) _1 j—l
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thus, we find that

N
<1+ G Y NVK; e
j=1

2 VK &

x(0,T))

Therefore, for all x, y € R and s, € [0, T), we get

K % g, %) = VK % oG, y)]'
N (37)
<(C(D) + 1)<2||VKi,-||W1,oo)(|r—s| + [x = y1).

j=1

Since VK;; are continuous, by Lemma 3.10 we get
VK™ S VK,
ij J

uniformly on compact sets in R?. Since

|

Ssup[
X

N N
Z [VK,-(;I) # k(%) = VK % p (1, x) Z VKI'(J’?)(X) - VK, (0
j=1 =

we have that for any compact set A C R?,

N
D VK<"> * pi(t, )—=, Z VK, g, ),
& P

uniformly for ¢t € [0,T), for x € A, k € N. Therefore, considering the limit as # — oo in (37) on a
compact set A C R?, we get

N
Y |VK,; Pt x) = VK, pi(s, y)]'
=1

N
<(C(T)+ 1)( ZMVK,.,-nWm)(n— s+ 1x = y1).

J=1

Thus, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, there exist N subsequences still denoted by pf", asi=1,...,N,such
that

N N
ZVKU * pj" - ZVKU- * P,
i=1 =1
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as g, — 0, strongly in L*([0,T) X A), with A C R4 compact set. Hence, for every ¢t € [0, T),
N

N
/dV‘Pi : [Z(VK,.j 5 p )yt — Y (VK * pj)pl-] dx
R jzl

Jj=1

<D IVK;; = Pj-k = VK # pjill Lo,y IVl Lo
=1
N
> / VY, - (VK * p)(p;* — p;) dx
Q(T)

j=1

+

B

and the first term goes to zero as £, — O uniformly on [0,T) and the second integral vanishes as
g, = 0by (33). Combining this with (36) we obtain that, for each t € (0,7),

N

VY, -vf% dxd -/ V¥, . VK.. % p,)p.| d
//de it vf; dxdv— y ,[Z( lj*p,)p,] x

j=1
as g, — 0. Finally, define
QM) ={veR? : (x,v) € QT)).
We have that Q,(T') is bounded for all # € (0, T") and the following uniform estimate holds:

// VY, - vf*dxdv
RZd

where the constant D; depends only on Q,(T"). This implies, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem, that

T T
/ // V‘Pi-uff"dxdvdze—/ / VY, - [
0 R2d 0 R4

as g, — 0. Thus the limiting N-tuple of measures p € C([0,T); P(R)N) is a solution to system (26)
in the weak sense. ]

S Dl“ leJl ||L°°(Rd)7

N
(VK;; = pj)pi] dxdt
j=1

We now give two corollaries concerning the uniqueness of solutions to system (1).

Corollary 3.1. Assume that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 3.1 hold. Then, the
N-tuple p € C([0,T); Pl(Rd)N ) obtained in Theorem 2.1 is the unique solution to system (1).

Proof. The proof follows by Proposition 3.1. Indeed, if we assume that there are two solutions starting
from the same initial datum, by (14) we have the statement. O

Corollary 3.2. Assume that assumptions in Theorem 2.1 hold. Moreover, assume that the cross-
interaction kernels are equal, i.e., H = K; i foralli # j. Then the solution to system (1) obtained in
Theorem 2.1 is unique.

Proof. Since p € C([0,T), Pl(Rd )N) is a weak solution to (26), by [25, Theorem 5.1] and the refer-
ences therein, we can say that p is the push-forward of p, via the flow TE’[f] where E[f] = (E,[f ])5\:[ |
with

N
Elf] == ) VK, % p; € L*([0,T) x RY),
j=1
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that is

p= TEI[f]#pO'
Furthermore, p(t,-) has compact support and it is narrowly continuous in time, since we get that
p, ) € C(0,T); Pl(Rd)N ) where the continuity is in the W, metric, (see Proposition 2.1). Then
p is the unique solution to (26) in the mass transportation sense. O

4. SINGULAR INTERACTION POTENTIALS

In this section, we investigate the case of singular self-interaction potentials and smooth cross-
potentials and provide the details of the proof of Theorem 2.2. For this, we first discuss the existence
of solutions to the coupled kinetic and first order macroscopic equations. We recall the kinetic and
macroscopic order systems:

N
1 1
Ofi+0-Vofy= -V, (0fi)+ —( Y VK, p,-> Vol (38)
€ e\
fori =1,..., N, where p,(t, x) is the macroscopic population density of the i-th species, i.e.,

pl-(t,x)=/ fit,x,v)dv
Rd

and
0,p; =V - (pjuy),
N
(39)
u; = ZVKU * P
j=1
fori=1,..., N. Here the cross-potentials K;;, i # j, are given as in (Pot) and singular self-potentials
K;; are of the form
G
K;i(x) = X% (40)

with a; € (0, d) and some positive constants C;.

In the following two subsections, we establish the existence theory for the systems (38) and (39)
satisfying required regularity conditions stated in Theorem 2.2, respectively. As mentioned in Remark
2.2, due to some technical difficulties, we construct the global/local-in-time solutions to the systems
(38) and (39) in a little more restrictive setting.

4.1. Existence for solution to the kinetic system. In this subsection, motivated from [19], we inves-
tigate the global-in-time existence of weak solutions to the kinetic system (38) when a; € (0,d — 1].

We start by considering a regularised version of the system (38). For this purpose, we perturb the
self-potentials and consider the following system

N
5 s_ 1 sy, 1 5 . 6 5
Of° +v -V, fS = EVU-(Ufi)+E(Z}VKU *pj> V12, 41)
fori=1,..., N, with
5 G
Ki(x) 1=
[x|% + 6

and

(1, %) :=/ f2@t,x,v) dv.
R4
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In system (41) we set Kl.‘sj := K;;, for i # j, in order to keep the notation to a minimum. Notice that

the global-in-time existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to the regularised system (41) follows
by the results developed in Section 3, since the force fields VKI.‘SJ. * pf. are bounded and Lipschitz
continuous. Throughout this subsection, we assume a; € (0,d — 1].

4.1.1. Uniform in é estimates. In this part, we gather some uniform in 6 estimates that we will apply
for proving the existence of solutions to system (38). Let us begin with L* bound estimates.

Lemmad4.1. Let T > 0 and f° := (ff, ,f]‘i,) be the weak solution to (41) on the interval [0,T] in
the sense of Definition 3.1. Then we have

5 5 da-LHr
sup |[f7CoDllpe S N fpllees 27,
0<t<T

for p € [1,+00), and

8 < || 6 ir
sup ”fl ('7'7t)||L°° = ”fl'()”LD"eé .
0<t<T

Proof. By integrating by parts with respect to x and v, we get

i// (fYY dxdv =~ Lp(p - 1)// SOV P vfPdxdo
dt RIxRA £ R4 xR
N
1 _
- EP(P - 1)//[Rded(fi6)p ZVUfi‘S . <Z Kl.‘sj * pf.)fi‘S dxdv
j=1
+p(p - 1)// SOV fP - vf? dxdv.
RIxR4

4 // (ff)”dxdv=d1(p—1)// (f7) dxdu,
dt RdXRd E RdXRd

for p € [1, +0). Therefore, by Gronwall’s lemma we have

Thus,

d
8 é =(p—1)t
IF2CDln, = L3I0 e "

Then, it follows that
d 1
8 Fy =(1--)T
sup |[f7Co Dl S N fplloes »7,
0<t<T

for p € [1, +0). Sending p — +o0 in the previous line, we obtain that

b < || 6 ir
Sup ”fl ('7'7t)||L°° — “fl'()”LD"eé 5
0<t<T

that concludes the proof. ([l

Now we state a Lemma that points out the relationship between the local density and the kinetic
energy (cf. [29, Lemma 3.1]), that we will use to estimate the interaction energy. Notice that in the
next result we consider generic functions and we do not work along the solutions to system (41).

The proofs of the following two lemmas are similar to the ones in [19, Lemma 2.2] and [19, Lemma
2.3], thus we omit the details.
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Lemma 4.2. Assume that f; € L, n L*(R? xRY) and |v]*f; € L'(R?xRY), fori=1,...

Then, there exists a positive constant C such that

d
d+2
IIPIII a2 <CIIfII“+2 <// vl f; dxdv> .
RIxR

In particular, we find that

d
pIS;
ol < CIANEE (// Wi, dxdu) e
forall p € [1, %1, with p; = [ra fidvand p = %(1 - ;}).
Let us now provide a bound estimate on the interaction energy.

Lemma 4.3. Let T > 0 and £° be the weak solution to (41) on the interval [0, T]. Then

// K;(x = »)p}(0)p (y) dx dy| < C ||p,o||L1 Z “llp? |I2d+2,
RIXR4

where C; > 0 is independent of 6.

25

Next we prove a uniform in & estimate on the second moments of the weak solution f® to system

(41).

Proposition 4.1. Let T > 0 and £° be the weak solution to system (41) on the interval [0, T]. Assume

that
/ PioKi; * pipdx < 0.
[Rd

Then the following estimate on the second moment holds:

IxIZ o2 s 1 [ 205
— +—)f dxdv+ - lv|”f; dxdvds < C,
RdxRd 2 2 € Jo RdxRd

for allt € [0, T] and for some C > 0 independent of 6.

Proof. A direct computation gives that

2 46
dxd
2‘” <//Rd><Rd|U| Jidx U)

== 2// (VK5 s p‘s) vfPdxdv— —// (VK? # p%) - vf? dx dv
RIXR4 RIXR?

J?’=l

- l// |U|2fi§ dxdv.
€ JJRIxRA

For i # j, we have that [VK;; * p;| < ||VK;;|l [, thus

‘//d d(VK‘S *p0) - of] dxdv <||VK5||L°°// ol £ dx dv.
R4%xR
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If, instead, i = j, by using (18) in Proposition 3.3 we get

4 (1 // K3(x = 1p2(x)p’ () dx dy) = // K3(x ~ 0,0} ()} () dx dy
dt \ 2 JJpixpa RIXRY

=//RdXRd(VK2 « %) vf? dx do.
Thus, we have

ld 2 46 1<
—— Pdxdv ) + —— - dxd
T <//Rdea|U| f7dx U) e dt<,/./Rde K (x = »)p}(x)p} (y) dx dy
N
=_1 Z// (VK,; # p°) - vf dxdv - 1// lo|* 2 dx dv.
& =1 R4 xRd J € JJRIxRA
J#I
In the spatial variable, we have the following estimate for the second order moment
d |x|? P // |x|? P
— dxdv | = —0,f  dxd
dl ('/_/RdXRd 2 fl R4xR4 2 f xav
5 x> | vl 5
= x-vfdxdv < —+ — | f?dxdv.
RIXRd RIxRI \ 2 2 )

Now, considering the estimates above, we obtain

|X|2 |U|2 s 1 5 SN 5
— t+— fi dxdv+ — Kii(x - y)pl (X)P,- (J’) dx dy
R4 xR4 2e JJpaxrd
/// —|Uf °12dxdvds
RIxR [
|x|? |U|2 5 1// 5 5 5
< —+— ) f%dxdv+ — K2(x — y)p° ‘ dxd
< //[R R( 3y ) faddv o K= pp ) dxdy
Il [ 5 s ’ X2 vl L
+ - VK? . vfldxdv+ —+ — | f’dxdvds.
ej;/()//Rded( b *p)) - uf dxdv /()//Rded( 3 > >f, xdvds
J#i
By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, we know that

’ // K= A ()p () dx dy’ <C,
R4xR

where C is independent of 6. We get

2 2
// <|v| | x| >f5d dv+ - / // _|Uf5|2dxduds
R4 xR RIxRd f
2 2
S// (ﬁJ’ﬁ) 0 dx dv + C/ // (Ivl* + x| fP dxdvds + C
RIxR \ 2 2 R

for some C > 0 independent of 6. Then, by Gronwall’s lemma we obtain the result.
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Remark 4.1. From Proposition 4.1, we deduce the following estimates on total energy for fl.‘S , as
i=1,...,N,and forallt € [0,T]:

N
z// JoF /s dxdos Y / oK, 5 dx+ L / // 023 dx dvds
P RAxR 2 R4 i=1 RIxR4

vl
gZ}//R flodxdv+—2 ploK % p% dx + = 2||v1<,]||mt
=

2
IxR =y

4.1.2. Existence of weak solution to the kinetic system. Now, we prove the existence of weak solutions
to system (38). For this purpose, we need the following lemma, cf. [28, 33].

Lemma4.4. Let { f"}, be bounded in Lfoc([O, T1xR? x RY) with 1 < p < oo, and {G"}, be bounded
in Ly ([0,T]xRY x R?). Assume that f" and G" satisfy

o,f"+v-V f"=V,G", " |—o= fo € LP(R? x RY),
and
" is bounded in L®(RY x RY),
(|v)? + |x|®) f" is bounded in L*((0,T); L' (R? x R)).
Then, for any q < Z—:’j, the sequence
{ L)
R4 n

The existence result of weak solutions to system (38) is contained in the following theorem.

is relatively compact in L1((0, T) x R?).

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the initial datum f, satisfies
fio € LY n LYRY x RY), (x> + |v)) fi € L'(R? x RY),
and
(Kii * pio)fio € L'(R? x RY).
Then there exists a weak solution f to (38) such that
f € C([0,T]; P(R?Y x RHN).

Proof. By the uniform in 6 bound estimates obtained above we know

5 5
/71 Lo o,y Lomeascray + 107 | Loo0.7): Laway) < C

with p € [1 + 0], g € [1, d+2] C > 0 independent of 6. Therefore, by compactness theory, we have

that as 6 — 0, up to a subsequence
FESf i LR(O,T): LY@ XRY),  p € [1,+o],
pi—=p in L¥(O,T%LPRY), pell, 22,

Set

N
1 1
= guff +- D (VKE ) f7.
j=1
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We want to prove that GlfS S Lfoc([O, T]x R? x RY) for some p € (1, c0), in order to apply Lemma
4.4. We need to check the self-interaction terms. Let ¢ < 2. Then

q q
2 q 2 4
// |of?1¢ dx dv = // <|v|2ff> (/)2 dxdv < ( // |v|2ffdxdv> LA,
RIxR4 RIxR4 RIxR4 L2

For the second term, by using Young’s inequality for convolution, we obtain that
ICVKS o) S N e < CUL N LIV K % o7l o < CISL N s 167 1o
for p < %. Thus, by Lemma 4.4, we get

p® = p;in L9((0,T) X RY) and a.e.,

up to a subsequence, as 6 — 0, for g < Z—ﬁ. Now we want to prove that

(VK % p)) f? = (VK;; % p) [
in the sense of distributions. Let ¥; € CX°([0,T] X R? x RY).

T
/ //d d[(VKS' * p?)f;s = (VK;; = p) fi]¥;dxdvds
0 RIXR
r T
:/ /d(V(Kg' —K;;) * p)pgdxds +/ /d VKS‘ " (p:S _ pi)p;s’w dxds
0 R 0 R

T
+ / / (VK. # p)(p°y — piw) dx ds
0 JRrd ’
= I+I11+1I1I,
with p,y 1= fou f¥dv and p°, 1= [o, fP¥dv. Thanks to the uniform in & estimate for /7 in
L=((0,T) x RY x R?) and the compact support of Y¥Y,, we find
Piws Ply € LP((0,T); LYRY)),
for any p, ¢ € [1, oo], uniformly in 6.

Estimate of I. We have that |(VK1.‘3. * ppiwl < IVKy; * pillp; | and (VKS. % p;)p;y converges
pointwise to (VK;; * p;)p; g as 6 — 0. Moreover, by Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we get

T T
| [avkitsotogaxas< [*f] poolx =y lp, gl dxayas
0 R4 0 R4 xR4

< Cllp; ”Lm(Rdx(o,T))||Pi,lll||Lp,-’((o,T);Lq,»(Rd)),

d+2 a; +1 1 1
p-€<1, ) R (42)
' d d q; Di

and p/ is the Holder conjugate of p;. Therefore, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we
obtain that I vanishes as 6 — 0.
Estimate of /1. As in the previous estimate, we have that

T T
/ / VK, (0 — p)py dxds| < / // 102 = pil()x = |7V p? | () dx dy dss
0 R4 ’ 0 RIxR4 ’

5
< C||P,~ - Pi||Lpi(Rd><(0,T))”/’i‘P“LP:"((O,T);L%(R‘I))’

with p; € (1, Z—ﬁ) and g; is chosen as in (42). Thus, I — 0 as 6 — 0.

where
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Estimate of 1 11. As said, we know that
(VK] % p)¥ € L'((0,T); LYRY),

with g < 2 uniformly in 6. Then, since fl.‘s A f;» we obtain that 11 — 0 as § — 0. We conclude that
f is a weak solution to system (38). ]

4.2. Existence and uniqueness of regular solutions to the macroscopic system. Our aim here is

to prove that, under suitable assumptions on the parameter, there exists a unique regular solution to

system (39). We only focus on the case =2 < a; —d < Oforalli=1,..., N. Note that the case

a; <d-—2foralli=1,..., N can be handled by the classical well-posedness theory. Moreover, the

case a; < d — 2 for some i can be taken into account by a simple modification of our arguments.
Here, we assume that the cross-interaction kernels K; ol # j, satisfy

VK, € WHRY).
Let us first recall Moser-type inequalities.
Lemma 4.5. (i) Let s > 0, r € (1, ), and py, p5, 41,4, € (1, 0]. Then we have
IA S ON L S UAF Nl llgl o + 1A N L A8 Lox
for f e WSPr\ LP2 and g € W% 0 L%, where % = i + % = i + é.

(ii) Lets > 0. If f e W N H* and g € L® N H*™, then we obtain

IA®, flell e S W N gsllglpe + IV Fll pollgll grs-1-
Here [-, -] denotes the commutator operator, i.e., [A, B] = AB — BA.

We then present a priori estimate of solutions of (39) in the lemma below.

Lemma4.6. Letd > 1, s > %+3, and =2 < a;,—d < 0fori=1,..., N. Let p be a sufficiently smooth
solution to (39) decaying fast at infinity on a time interval [0, T ). Then by choosing a sufficiently small
T* > 0 depending on p,, we have

oDl s < 4lpoll s
Proof. We first notice that our main system can be rewritten as
0,p; +V - (pu;) =0,
{ui = —A“""Vp, - VVp],
fori=1,..., N, with

V,[P] = ZKU *pj.
J#i
Then for s > % + 3, we find

1d
ey N

/ Ap; - N (V - (B, A%V p))) dx + / Np; - N(V - (p,VV,[p]) dx
2dt R4 Rd

=:I+11,

where I can be estimated as
1] < Clipll3, < Cllpll.-
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due to a direct consequence of [18]. Next, note that
IV2Vilpll e < DL IVIK 5 pll e < DL IVZKllllpjll e < C Y llpjllgs < Cliplige (43)
J#i J#i J#i
and

IV2Vilpll e < D NVEK 5 pyllge < DIV K oyl e < Clipllge.
J#i J#i
Then we estimate

1= / (AN (Vp, - VVilpl + p,AVi[p]) dx
R

- / (A*pIV(ASp)) - VV[pldx + / (ASp)IAS, VWi [plIVp, dx + / (AN (9, AV [p]) dx
R4 R4 Rd

< 1AVIpU = 1A o1, + 1A il 12 (LA, YV IpTIV il 12 + 1A (0, AV LD 12)-
We now use Lemma 4.5 to deduce
A, VVilpIIVpill 2 S IVVilpl sV pill o + IVVilpI L IV pill ot < Cllpll s
and
IA°(pAVi[pDI 12 S INpll 2 AV [N Lo + ol .2 A AV [l Lo < ClipII-
Hence, by combining all of the above estimates, we have
d 2
and subsequently, by choosing a T* > 0 small enough, we conclude the desired result. U

We now present the result on the existence and uniqueness of regular solutions to system (39).

Theorem 4.2. Letd > 1, s > % +3, and -2 < a;—d < O0fori=1,...,N. Then, the system

(39) admits a local-in-time unique solution p; € L' 0 H*(R?), i.e., for any non-negative initial datum
pPo € (L'nHS(RY)N, there exists T = T(py) > 0and some non-negative solutions p € C([0, T); L'n
HS RN 10 (39) with p(t = 0) = py.

Proof. (existence): The existence of solutions p; € L*®(0,T*; L' n H*(R?)) can be obtained by com-
bining the a priori estimate in Lemma 4.6 and the classical approximation arguments. Thus, we omit
its details here, and refer to [18] for readers who are interested in it.

(uniqueness): Let p; and p; be two solutions to (39) obtained in the above. We also let v; and 7, be
corresponding vector fields. Then defining g; := p; — p; and u; = v; — ¥;, we find that g; satisfies

0,8, +V (g, +pu;)=0.
We now estimate
Llg12, < CUVoll =gl + 17 =gl gl + 17 ol ),
thanks to (43) and s > % + 3. Since
IVoill e S HAYV2pill o + IV2Vi Pl 0 S 1Pl gy,

we arrive at
d
el < Cligill,- (44)
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We next estimate ||Vg;|| ;1. Note that
1d 2
S M98l = - y V- (dg;v;)0g; dx — y V- (g;0v;)0g; dx
—/ V - (0pu;)0g; dx — / V - (p;0u;)0g; dx.
R4 R4

Following [18], we deduce that the right hand side of the above can be bounded by

Cllpll s + IIﬁIIHx)IIgiIIfql + IV -p;VVilp = pDIl 2 + IV - (5;0VVi[p — PDIl )Nl g; |l g1 -
Here we further estimate
IV - 07, VVilp = DIl 2 + IV - (5:0VVilp = ADII 2
< V231l = lIVVilp = Pl 2 + 10511 L IV2Vilp = Pl 12 + 131l L IV Vilp = P 12

<C Y lIgi 1Al
J#i

to yield

N N
27 219815 < € 2 il
1= =

We finally combine the above and (44) to conclude that

Pi = Pi
provided that p;(0) = j;(0) forall i = 1, ..., N. This completes the proof. ]

Remark 4.2. Here we sketch another way of showing the existence and uniqueness of regular solutions
to (39). We first approximate the system (39) by

™ + V- (o) =0,
ul',’ = —A“i_del'.' - VVip"l,
fori=1,..., N, with
Vilp"l = ZKij * p;-l-
J#i
Here the initial datum and first iteration step are given by

p}(0,x) = p;(0,x) foralli=1,...,N and foralln > 1

and
p(t,x) = p;(0,x) foralli=1,...,N.

We then combine the a priori estimate in Lemma 4.6 and the uniqueness estimate in the proof of
Theorem 4.2 to show that the approximate sequence {p}'},ey is Cauchy in L*(0,T*; H ). From
which, we have the existence of limit function p; and show that function is the solution to (39).
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4.3. Smallinertia limit. In this subsection, we show the rigorous small inertia limit of the system (38)
providing Theorem 2.2. Since we want to study the behaviour of solutions to kinetic system (38) with
respect to the inertia parameter € > 0, we explicit the e-dependence, namely we define £¢ = (fF )fi |
to be a weak solution to the system:

N
1 1
off +v-V ff= EV” ~(vf)+ E(Z} VK;; * pj) -V, ff, (45)
J:
fori =1, ..., N, with smooth cross-potentials as in (Pot) and singular self-potentials of the form (40).
We quantitatively show the convergence of solutions f¢ towards the system
op; =V - (pu;),
< (46)
u; = VK, kP
j=1

fori=1,...,N,as e = 0.

In order to measure the error between solutions to the systems (45) and (46), we employ the mod-
ulated energy method. For this, we first recall from [20] (see also [38]) the following modulated
interaction energy estimates.

Theorem 4.3. Let T > 0 and K be given by
K(x) = 1 with a € (0,d).
|x|*
Suppose that the pairs (p, i) and (p, u) satisfy the followings:
(i) (p,u) and (p,u) satisfy the continuity equations in the sense of distribution:
0p+V-(pu)=0 and 0p+V - (pu)=0,

(ii) (p,u) and (p, u) satisfy the energy inequality:

sup </ ﬁlﬁlzdx+/ ﬁK*p’dx) < 00,
0<t<T \ JR? Rd
sup </ p|u|2dx+/ pK*pdx) < 00,
0<t<T \ JR? Rd

(iii) p,p € C((0,T); L'(R?)), Vu € L®(RY x (0,T)) and ifa < d — 2,

and

2d

VU e Lo, T; L3 (RY)) if a=d mod2,
where d —2N = {d —2n : n € N} and [ -] denotes the floor function.
Then we have

1d _ - _ _ - - -

=— [ (p—=pPK x(p—p)dx S/ pu—iu)- VK * (p—p)dx+C/ (p—p)K = (p—p)dx
2 d[ Rd Rd R4

fort € [0,T) and some C > 0 which depends only on a, d and ||Vu|| ogaxo1), and if d < a =2,

additionally

d
{ Vid=o/2+1y e 120, T; Lwa2(RY)) if a€(0,d—2)\ (d—2N),

[VId=a)/21+1 i, if a€(0,d—-2)\(d-2N),
Lo((0,T); LT@=0721-T)
”V(d—a)/zu” U(‘ Y dmod 2

2d
L°((0,T);Ld-a=2)
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Remark 4.3. If we define the macroscopic velocity as
fRd vf(t,x,v)dv
Joa f@x,0)d

2 2
il < [ 1oPs av.
R4

and thus by Proposition 4.1, we obtain that for £ > 0
N
Z/ pf|uf|2dx < ©
i=1 JRd

We also recall from [12, Lemma 4.1] (see also [17, Proposition 3.1], [45, Theorem 23.9], [2, 11, 26])
the following lemma which gives a relation between the 1-Wasserstein distance and modulated kinetic
energy.

u(t,x) =

then

on some time interval [0, T'].

Lemma4.7. Let T > 0 and p : [0,T] = P(R?) be a narrowly continuous solution of
op+V-(pu)=0

that is, p is continuous in the duality with continuous bounded functions, for a Borel vector field i

satisfying
/ / la(x, )P p(x, 1) dx dt < oo
R4

for some p > 1. Let p € C([0,T]; P ([Rd ) be a solution of the following continuity equation
op+V-(pu) =

with the velocity fields u € L*((0,T); W Lo(R?)). Then there exists a C,r > 0depending only on T
and ||Vul| ;. such that for all t € [0, T]

Wi (p,p) < C T(W (Po’Po)‘i‘/ / pluf — ul? dde>
Rd

where p® and u® are defined in Remark 4.3.
Remark 4.4. Since
il =ul < [ flo—ul o
R4

Lemma 4.7 particularly implies

t
Wﬁ(pi,ﬁ»scu,T(Wﬂp,-o,ﬁ,-o>+ / // ff|v—u,~|2dxdvds),
0 R4xR4

fori=1,...,N.
We are now in a position to provide the details of proof for Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We first rewrite the system (46) as
0pi + V- (pu) =0

N
edu; +€u; - Vu; = —u; — Z VK;; * p; +ee;,
j=1
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wheree; := du;+u;-Vu;,fori =1, ..., N. For the error estimates, we consider the modulated kinetic
and interaction energies:

1 1
Ex(fElpruy) = 5// lu; — U|2fie dxdv + 2—/ (p; = PDK;; * (p; — p)dx.
RIXR4 € JRd

Straightforward computation yields that for eachi =1,..., N

2dt//Rded|u —U| fidxdv+ - ,/./Rdedlu —U| fidxdv
—// w,-v)®@W—u;) : f dxdv—// (v—u;)- ef dxdv
RYxR4 Rd xR

1 ) )
+g‘//;RdXRd(U—ui)‘ <j§VKU % (pj—pj))fl dxdv

I+ 1T+ 111,

where

<0l [ - oR s axa,
RIxR?

IT <4elle;|l;» + l// lu; — v> f£ dx dv.
€ JJRIxRA

For I11, we use VK,.J- e whe fori,j =1,..., N with i # j to obtain

and

i Sl/ p; (u; —u;) - VK % (p; — pf) dx
€ JRrd

12
1 2 e €
+ g(,/_/Rdedlui —u|°f; dde) E ||VKl-j||W1,oo Wl(pj,pj)

J#i
c
Sl/ piW; —u;) - VK * (p; — p5) dx + —K// lu; — v|? fEdx dv
& 2¢e R4 xRd !
2 Wi p;, 05),
J#l

where

cx = rlnax ZHVK,]lle
..... P

We then apply Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.7 to deduce

1 c '
SK(fflpi,ui)+E<1—._max ||Vu,~||Looe—1——K>/ //d dlui—vlszdxdvds
0 Jrixr

< Ex(f5|pios o) § & 2 W0, p5) + Ce
J#i

N t 1
C e € CCK / // 2 e
+_§ = PK,; % (p;— pS)dxds + — ,—u|"f;dxdvds,
€ i:l'/o Rd(p' P (py = py) dxds 2¢e jz?:j 0 RdXRdlu‘l | f/ x >
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where C > 0 depends only on uy,...,uy, and T, but independent of € > 0. We now sum over
i=1,...,N,apply Gronwall’s lemma to have

ZeK(f lpiu) + — Z/ //Rd Rdu — v’ ffdxdvds

N
o
<03 Uil + 2N W0,
i=1 i=1

where ¢, > 0 is independent of € > 0. We finally use (6), (7), and [20, Lemma 4.2] to conclude our
desired result. ]
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