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José Antonio Carrillo* Shuchen Guof

October 18, 2024

Abstract

We prove the existence of weak solutions of a class of multi-species cross-diffusion sys-
tems as well as the propagation of chaos result by means of nonlocal approximation of the
nonlinear diffusion terms, coupling methods and compactness arguments. We also prove the
uniqueness under further structural assumption on the mobilities by combining the unique-
ness argument for viscous porous medium equations and linear Fokker-Planck equations.
We show that these equations capture the macroscopic behavior of stochastic interacting
particle systems if the localisation parameter is chosen logarithmically with respect to the
number of particles.
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1 Introduction

Multi-species cross-diffusion models are systems of coupled equations which describe the evo-
lution of densities of n different species (n > 2). The solution of the cross-diffusion system
is a vector-valued function p = (p1,...,pn) defined on R, where p is the density of k-th
(k=1,2,...,n) species. We consider a class of cross-diffusion systems on R? as follows

{@pk — 0V - (0 VP(p)) = o Apy, k=1,2,...,n, (1.1)

pk(0) = pro,  pro € LN L®(RY),

where the parameter b, > 0 denotes the mobility, o > 0 denotes the diffusion coefficient, and
the motion is driven by pressure gradients through Darcy’s law, for a; > 0,

n m—1
P(p) = (Z akpk> , m>2.
k=1

The system can be written in gradient flow structure as

b 5A
Ope = =V - <ka5—> , (1.2)
ag Pk

where the energy functional A is given by

1 - " " a
Alpt, ..., pn] = E/ (Z ak,ok) dx + Z b—ka/ pi log pr d. (1.3)
RY \ k=1 k=1 k& JR
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The energy functional defined above can be regularised at a formal level,

1 = " " a
_Aa[pi___’pfl]:E/Rd (Zakv€*pi> da;—i—Zb—:U/deilogpidx, (1.4)
k=1 k=1

where we denote the variable of the regularised functional as p* = (pf,...,p}), and mollifer
V¢ which is obtained from nonnegative even function V € C>°(R%) with Jga V(z)dz = 1, by
scaling Ve(z) := =9V (x/e). This regularised functional leads to the nonlocal equation

Opr. =V - (bkpivva * (ZalV‘E * pf)m_1> + o Apf, (1.5)

with initial data p},(0) = pg0, which plays an important role below as an intermediate system
between the cross-diffusion system and its particle approximation.

From a physical perspective, each subpopulation consists of a large number of interacting
particles, which can represent molecules, cells, individuals, and so on depending on the applica-
tion. Our motivation is to derive the cross-diffusion system (1.1) from stochastic many-particle
systems. For the sake of notational simplicity, we take the same numbers of particles in each
species as N € N. Let (Q,f, (ft)tzo,]P’) be a filtered probability space, for any k = 1,...,n,
(52)»1 is a sequence of i.i.d random variables on R? with the common law Pk,05 (B,i)izl are
i.i.d d-dimension F;-Brownian motions that are independent of 52. The dynamics of particle
system of k-th species is described by the following SDEs, for K =1,...,nand i =1,--- |N
that

X0 = [TV (S5 SV o) et vamao.
' ' =1 j=1 '
X]?E(O) - 6]27

where all coefficients the same as in (1.1) and potential V¢ the same as in (1.4). The distribution
(1

N “(t), which is the first marginal of the joint law of

N particles in the k-th species. We will show that ,0(1) © converges to py, which is a measure-
valued solution of (1.5) when N — oo, and then pj converges to p, which is the weak solution
of (1.1) when ¢ — 0.

Cross-diffusion systems have many applications in various fields, including biology, chem-
istry and population dynamics. We refer to [29] for more discussion on cross-diffusion systems,
especially with gradient flow structure. Assuming A is a functional of p = (p1,...,pn) given
by

of particles X i’e( t) is represented by p,

Al = [ o).
Rd
the system can be represented as
0A
Bp=V - (Bv 5p)

where the diffusion matrix B(p) is positive and semidefinite. We have adopted this gradient
flow structure and chosen a suitable functional A representing nonlinear diffusion modelling cell
dynamics with volume exclusion [7, 11, 19] in tissue growth. In this work, we consider cross-
diffusion models with more general pressure P(p) = (Zzzl ak,ok)m_l where m > 2 compared
to [30, 18, 17] with the addition of linear diffusion. These cross-diffusion systems are also
related to aggregation-diffusion used in mathematical biology [1, 5, 10].



To derive macroscopic models from microscopic dynamics, one way is to take suitable scaling
limit as the number of particles diverges. The mean field limit is one of the widely considered
regimes. For deterministic cases, [24] provides a comprehensive review, while stochastic cases
are discussed in [39, 27]. In the stochastic case, the N-particle microscopic dynamics is governed
by SDEs (1st order system) as

N
AXi(t) = % S K(XI(t) — XI(8))dt + VIodBi(2),

j=1

where K is interaction kernel and B’ are i.i.d standard Brownian motion. Oelschléiger proposed
the moderate interaction scaling as

N
dX(t) = —% > VWN(X(t) - XI(t))dt + V20dB(t),
j=1

where the kernel is written in gradient form and depends on the number of particles [32]. A
usual choice is W (z) = NPW (NPz) where 8 € (0, d—JlrQ), and W converges to a Dirac
delta §9 when N goes to infinity. The term ”"moderate” means that this nonlocal interaction
is more local than the mean field regime, but when N goes to infinity, particles will move in
an asymptotically deterministic force field. Oelschlager [32, 33| rigorously derived the viscous
porous medium equation from this moderate interaction. This interaction regime has recently
seen rising interest, see for example [28, 4, 22, 25] and its application on cell-cell adhesion
[11, 12, 20, 16].

In the realm of deriving cross-diffusion systems from interacting particle systems, the liter-
ature is growing. Notably, [38] focuses on the chemotaxis models and [26] deals with reaction-
diffusion equations. It considers Maxwell-Stefan equation as the hydrodynamic limit of two-
component Brownian particles in [37], while [23] derives nonlocal Lotka-Volterra cross diffusion
system as large population limit of point measure-value Markov processes. [15] derives cross-
diffusion systems of Shigesada—Kawasaki—Teramoto (SKT) type from Markov processes with
mean-field scaling. Moreover, [14] adopts the idea of moderate interaction, where they prove
the many-particle system converges to an intermediate nonlocal diffusion system (N — o),
and then obtain local cross-diffusion system when interaction potentials approach the Dirac
delta distribution (¢ — 0). Further work [13] derives SKT type cross-diffusion system from
stochastic particle system, where a two-step limit is also applied. The cross-diffusion systems
considered in [14] are of the form

Opx, =
D_v. (Y A
BT \% <z=1 aklpkvf’l> + ok Apg

for smooth initial data, p o € H*(RY) with s > d/2 + 1, sufficiently small.

Our work generalises the paper by Figalli and Philipowski [21], where they consider the
single-species viscous porous medium equation with exponent m > 1. They generalised the
result of [35] and [34] for m = 2 and proved that the (very) weak solution of the viscous porous
medium equation can be obtained by the limit of solutions of the following nonlocal equations

op°
ot

The connection between nonlocal equations and porous-medium type equations sheds light
on the particle approximation (cf. [8, 6, 9, 31]). The authors in [21] also derive the above

— V- (0°V(VE % (V5 o)™ 1)) + Ap°.



nonlocal equation from stochastic particle system, thereby showing the convergence of the
particle approximation of viscous porous medium equation. We generalise the results to multi-
species setting with m > 2, where the evolution of different species is coupled and has a more
complicated structure. To prove the existence, we use nonlocal to local approximation, which
can cover the cases with different mobility bx. The higher regularity of each density is obtained
by the linear diffusion, which is crucial to show the strong convergence in L'. While the
proof of uniqueness is more delicate where we have to assume the same mobility for different
species. The result comes from the important observation that the sum of the densities satisfies
a viscous porous medium equation, and the evolution of each species can be considered as a
linear Fokker-Planck equation with the fixed pressure. In terms of particle approximation, as
in [21], we also obtain a logarithmic scale relation between the number of particles N and the
localisation parameter ¢, and present it under the framework of propagation of chaos.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 is dedicated to introducing some notations
and presenting our main result; Section 3 delves into the error estimate between moderately
interacting particle system and associated nonlinear nonlocal process; in Section 4 we investi-
gate the convergence from nonlocal to local cross-diffusion system, which implies the existence
of the limiting cross-diffusion system. Section 5 shows the uniqueness of the cross-diffusion
System.

2 Preliminaries and main result

Let M(R?) be the space of probability measure equipped with the following metric which
measures the weak convergence in M(R?), for yq, 2 € M(R?)

d(p1, p2) == sup ‘
reBL ! Jra

f@yndn) = [ fep(dn)]

where the function space BL denotes the set of functions which are bounded with Lipschitz
constant 1. Bg denotes the closed ball in R? centred at origin with radius R, while B, is its
complementary set.

Recall the definition of the stochastic particle systems for species k = 1,2,...,n and i =
1,...,N asin (1.6),

n N — . .
AX[E () = b [TV (30 DoV x5 0)) |t + vasaB ),
=1 j=1
X°(0) = ¢

The map s — s™ ! is Lipschitz continuous when m > 2, and V¢ is bounded when ¢ is fixed.
Then the existence and uniqueness of strong solution of (1.6) follow by standard SDE theory
[36, Theorem 3.1.1]. In addition, we introduce the associated McKean-Vlasov type nonlinear
process Y€ = (Y]"°,... | Y,®) satisfying the SDE below, for any k,

AVEE(t) = —b [ YV (3 Ve o o)™ (5 () dt + V20dBi (1),

) ' =1
Yi€(0) = €. 2.1)

Law (Y;*(t)) = pi,(t),

where we choose the random variables ¢} and Brownian motion B (t) the same as in (1.6). For
every fixed €, Y /", /V® * pf is a bounded finite measure and VV* is compactly supported,

4



which implies the Lipschitz continuity holds as

‘VVE* (f:alVE*pf>m_l( —VVex (ZalVa*pl>

§/Rd|VV€(x—z) VVe(y (Zalve*pl)m_ldz

§C€|$ - y|

m—1

)|

Then the existence and uniqueness hold for solutions of (2.1), both trajectorially and in law [39,
Theorem 1.1]. We abused the notation a bit that we use (p3,...,pf) denoting the distribution
of solution of SDE (Yli’a, e 7er,5) in (2.1). But we notice that, fixing ¢ for any k and applying
It6’s formula, the distribution pj coincides with the solution of the nonlocal equation (1.5)
formally as

Opf,

5 = V- <bkp2VVE * (E:aﬂ/8 * pf)m_l> + o Apf.
=1

The well-posedness of nonlinear processes (2.1) implies the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Assume initial data pyo is a probability measure and with density pyo €
LY N L>=(R%), then there exists a measure-valued solution p5, € C([0,T], M(R?)) of (1.5).

Actually, we can obtain higher regularity of solutions of the nonlocal intermediate PDE
(1.5), but the statement in the proposition above is enough for our argument in this paper.
The quantitative error estimate between particles and nonlinear process is as follows.

Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions above, the distance between the strong solutions of
SDEs (1.6) and (2.1) can be estimated as, for fized e

> [ [t vt ] < G2

where the constant C'(g,t) can be made explicitly.

See Section 3 for the proof of this proposition. In terms of the distribution of particles, we
have the following remark.

Remark 2.3. By the definition of 2-Wasserstein metric, for any k-th species, the distance

between the one-particle distribution p(l) NE( t) = Law(X]i’E(t)) and pj(t) = Law(Y,j’a(t)) can be
estimated as follows, fort € [0,T],

n

6 & 1, 1, 2
WE N (0, (1) < Z% O 0.l < OB [xi 0 - i
k=1
n . . 2
= |o<s<T N

Remark 2.4. According to Proposition 2.2 and the expression of C(e,t) (see (3.2)), we can
take suitable logarithmic dependence of € and N as ¢ = (N) which goes to 0 when N goes to
o0. Then it holds fort € [0,T],

Wa (oM @), p2 N (1)) = 0, as N — oo,



Now we define the weak solution of the cross-diffusion system (1.1):

Definition 2.5. A weak solution p = (p1,...,pn) of the cross-diffusion system (1.1) on the
time interval [0,T] satisfies that, for each species k,

(1) pr € C([0,T], M(R?)) is a measure-valued solution with initial data py € L' N L>®(R%);

(2) for almost everyt € [0,T], pr(t) is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesque measure
(for simplicity which is also denoted by pi(t)), and pp € L™(]0,T] x RY);

(3) (Zlnzl alpl)m_l € Lm1 0,T; whm=t (Rd));
(4) for almost any t € [0,T] and f € Cl([O,T],C’g(Rd)), it holds

t
[ sttt + / 0T pelsa)dads = [ f0.2)pno(o)da
+J/ /RdAfS:L'pksxdxds—// brpk(s,z)Vf(s,x)- Zalplsx _1d:17d8.

The following theorems give the well-posedness of the cross-diffusion system (1.1).

Theorem 2.6 (Existence). Up to a subsequence, the solutions of nonlocal equation (1.5) (p%)e>0
converges in C([0,T], M(R%)) to p of a weak solution of (1.1).

See Section 4 for the proof of this theorem.

Remark 2.7. We emphasise that Theorem 2.6 characterise all possible adherence points of the
convergent subsequences as € goes to 0, as weak solutions of the cross-diffusion system (1.1).

Theorem 2.8 (Uniqueness). If we assume further that all the species have the same mobility,
.e., by = ... = b, = b > 0, then there exists a unique weak solution of the cross-diffusion
equation (1.1) defined as in Definition 2.5.

We give the proof of this result in Section 5. As the direct consequence of Proposition 2.2
and Theorem 2.6, Theorem 2.9 together with Corollary 2.10 is our second main result.

Theorem 2.9 (Particle Approximation). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.8, for almost
any t € [0,T] and any species k, the distribution of the particle (1.6) converges to the weak
solution of the cross-diffusion system (1.1) when N goes to infinity, and then € goes to 0 that
( ) Nve(t)

lim lim p,
e—0 N—oo

= pi(t).

In fact, we can take ¢ depending on N as in Remark 2.4 and combine the two-step limit
L) = o)

Let M be a fixed natural number and p,

into one as limy 0 oy,
(M).Neg 5o the joint law of Xi’e, i =1,2,...,M
on R je. the M-marginal of the joint law of N particles. And pr is the independently

tensorised solution of cross-diffusion system on R we obtain propagation of chaos.
Corollary 2.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, it holds

(M),N,e
LR

=M ().



3 Proof of Proposition 2.2

In this section, we investigate the large N limit of the particle system (1.6). In particularly,

we will prove the convergence limpy_, o p,(gl)’N’€ = pi.

Since X,i’a 0) = Y,:’E(O) = ¢, Hélder’s inequality implies

i3 = | [ [ v (S vt - —9) "
=1 =1

The following equality holds by the scaling of V=(-) = e~V (- /e),
Cy

1
VVE(2)|dz = —/ vV (2)ldz < Y,
Rd g Jrd g

where Cy is independent with e, then

X7 (6) = v ()

5 [* a4 i j m=l
gtbk/o ( [ YVE(e)de x sup [(ZN;VE(X,; (s) = X{<(s) —y))

yerR? =M

_ <lZ:; aVe = pj (s, ka’a(s) - y))m_l} 2ds (3.1)

n N _
(X F 2V (i) = X7(s) ) 1
j=1

yeRT TN

C2p2t (1
< V2k / sup
€ 0

- (Zn: Ve pj (s, Y]j’a(s) - y))m_1‘2ds

=1

When m > 2, it holds that

(S8 ve it -t -0) " (v (63260 )
j=1

=1 j =1

m—1‘2

n N n
m— a i, B i, 2
<c|ve|m 4( l; u ; VE(XIE(s) — XP9(s) — ) — ;aﬂ/e s« pf (5, Y75 (s) — y)(



And the quadratic term can be estimated as follows

n N n
‘Z % ZVE(X;’E(S) — le’a(s) — y) — Zalw * pls(s,Y,j’E(s) — y)‘2
- VO =1
<nZal‘—ZV€ X{(s) = X75(8) —0) — Ve e i (Y75 () — )|
z € 1 al 1,€ € 2
<3nZal‘NZV€ () = XP5(s) = 9) — 1 D V(K () - ¥ (s)—y)(
j=1
1 & . , 2
‘1‘3”2@1‘—2‘/5 ZE YJE( ) — y) —sza(ykl’e(s) —Yzj’e(s)—y)‘
j=1

1 , , ,
+ SHZCL%‘N Z VE(Y S (s) = Y(s) —y) = VExpf (s, Y, 5(s) — y)
1=1 j=1
S A L

The first term and the second term can be estimated thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of V¢
fixed ¢ as

)

n 9 N
Zk a '7 '7 2
TP <3n||VVE|e Y Nl D X7 (s) = V()
=1 j=1

and

n
TF <3| VVE 3 | X1 (s) — ()P ad.
For any t € [0,T], we take expectation value of (3.1) that we then have

E| sup |X;*(s) — Yy (s)P]
0<s<t

< Cyp(e) /0 sup EHZal ZVa X X”( ) —y) —i:alVE*pf(s,Yki’e(s)—y)ﬁds

y€eRd =1

t . . .
< Cole)t / sup (E[J?*] + E[J?¥] + E[Jo))ds,
0 yeRrd

where
ik . 2 1 al £ (e J,€ € e 1,€ 2
E[J5"] :3nZalEHNZV (Yk (s) =Y (s) — y) —VEexp; (s,Yk (s) —y)‘ ]
=1 j=1
" 1 i i i
< 3nz alzm ZE[(VE(Yk’E(s) =Y (s) —y) = VExpi(s,Y, " (s) — y))
=1 i’
x (V) = 75 () ) = V50 (5, Y05(5) = w)) .
and the constant

||V5H2m 4 1
~Y .
c2 62md—4d+2

Co(e) ~



Recalling the definition of nonlinear process (2.1), we can see that the randomness of Ylj “ for

different index j comes from i.i.d Brownian motions Blj . When i # j # j/, the sum vanishes
because

E[(VE (Vi (s) = Y75(5) = y) = VE % pi (5, Y35(s) — )
X (V€ (ka’a(s) — Y}jl’a(s) — y) — Ve xp] (S,Ylj’a(s) — y))}

—E :E[(Vs(z —Y/(s) —y) — VExpf (5,2 — y))

x (VE(z = Y7"5(5) —y) = Vo pi(s,2 —v) )| = Y§’€<S>H
:E[E V(=Y (9) —y) = Vo pi (5,2 = y) 2 = V1)
XE|VE(z = Y7 (s) —y) = VExpi(s,2—y) |2 = ka’&H -0

where Ylj’e(s) and Ylj ,’E(S) have the same distribution pj(s). Fixed the index i, number of
elements in the set

S = {j, j'|At least two of indexes i, j, j’are equal}
is 3N — 2. Thus we can bound E[Jgk] as

Jgk —3n2al 2 Z [( )—Ylj’e(s)—y)—Ve*pf(s,Yki’e(s)—y))

i#£j#£]
X (VE(Y,;’E(S) — Y}jl’a(s) — y) —Vex ple(s, ka’a(s) — y))}
+ 3”26512% ZE[(VE(Y]?&(S) - Ylj’e(s) —y) —Vex pf(s,Ylj’e(s) — y))
=1 S

x (VA () = Y5 (9) = y) = VE i (5, V5 (9) =)
123N — 2)n? | V= 30y 0]
> N2

Now we possess all ingredients to estimate E[Supogsgt |X]i’€(s) - Yki’e(s)ﬂ as

E| sup [X;%(s) - ¥y (s)P]
0<s<t

t . . .
< Cy(e)t / sup (E[J{%] + E[J3%] + E[J2M) ds
0 yeRrd

t n ) .
<Col@)t [ (3ulOVeIe o BN (9) — V(o)
0 =1

e 2% 123N — 2)n2|Ve |2 S0, a
+3n||VVE|2 L E| X3 (s) — Y5 ()] Zalz+ = Lo 2.i=1 l)d
=1

We sum up species index k from 1 to n, then we can see that

ZE[ sup ]X’E( ) — Y,j’e(s)\z] 015\7 + Csy(e / ZE‘X;’S(S)—YJ’E(S)‘zd&
=1

0<s<t



where

1 1

Ci(e) ~ Co(@) Ve 7 ~ Tomd 2472 Ca(e,T) ~ Co(e)[|[VVE |70 ~ Omd 3L

Gronwall’s inequality implies the estimate as

; 201(e) [t _ C(e,t)
i,e 1,€ 2 1 Ca(e,T)s )
E E[Os;igt\X (s) =Y, " (s)] } < I /0 se ds < N

where
0(6, t) = L@)ECQ(E,T)t - €6+2d(m 1)

) ex 4+42d(m—1) ‘
o1 p(t/e )- (32)

4 Proof of Theorem 2.6

In this section, we will prove the nonlocal to local convergence, i.e., for any species k, the
measure-valued solution pj of equations (1.5) converges to a weak solution p; of the cross-
diffusion system (1.1) when & goes to 0 (up to a subsequence).

Let us define the nonnegative functions ¢¢ : [0,7] x R — R as

g (t,x) =Vex (Zalve * ple(t))m_l(x),
=1

further define the regularised solution of nonlocal equation (1.5) as
up = V= pj,

which is also a nonnegative probability measure, then ¢g° = V© % (Z?:l aluf)m_l. Then we
convolve both sides of (1.5) with V¢ to obtain the equality

Oy, = V - (bpiV7) + V= + ol = (bepiVe7) + VVE + oA,

which leads to
Oy (akui) = <akbking€) * VVE + apoAug.

Summing up species index k from 1 to n and testing against it by (3, agus)™ !

/ Zakuk dx—/ (Zakui(O))mdx
d
k
/ /Rd Zaku <Zk:akbking€> * VVedxds
t
+U/ / (Zakui)m_lA(Zakui)dxds
0 JrRd G k
t
= —/ VVe % Zakuk . (Zakbkinf)dmds
0 k
t
—(m—l)a/ / (Zakui)m_2‘V(Zakui)‘zdmds
0 Jrd .
t t
- _Z// akbk‘vgafpi(da:)ds—(m—l)g/ / (Zakui)m_2‘V(Zakui)‘zdxds,
V0 JR 0 JRI F -

10
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where we applied the following fact in the second equality, for some integrable f and h,
f(@)(h*VV®)(2)dz = — / (VVE s f)(z)h(z)dz.
Rd Rd
By the assumption pyo € L' N L>® C L™ and uf(0) = py o * V¢, which implies

[k (0)[| L (ray < Nl k.0l L (may < 00
Then we get the uniform in € estimate as follows.

Lemma 4.1. For each species k and t > 0, the following estimate holds

DYDY | [ b9 its, 0
m—1)o t apus )™ 2 apul)? a
+m—1) /O/RQI; )"V (el < |3 aworal

Remark 4.2. From above lemma, we can deduce that for each k the nonnegative sequence
(u5)e>0 s bounded in L>=([0,T], L™(RY)). And the equality

t t
I/ d<§kjaku@m—ﬂw%}akui)\%xds:% [/ T s s

implies the sequence ((3_, akui)m/z)oo is bounded in L*([0,T], H*(R)); and for each k,

m
T < 00

t
/ / ‘Vga(s,a;)‘zpi(s,da:)ds is uniformly bounded in .
0 JRd

Notice that we are not able to get higher regqularity for ug, from the estimate above, but only for
the sum Y, apu;.

We now state the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3. For each k, the sequence (py).~ is relatively compact in C([0,T], M(R)).

Proof. To apply the Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we need to verify the following two claims, for each
k-th species,

(1) there is a relatively compact subset K € M(R?) which is independent of ¢ and ¢, that
for any ¢t € [0,7T] and € > 0, p}(t) € Ky, ;

(2) the sequence (pf,)s>0 is equicontinuous, i.e., for every n > 0 there exists § such that, for
all € > 0 and t,s € [0, 7] such that |t — s| <, then it implies d(pi(s), p%.(t)) < 7.

We start with proving the first statement. A subset of M(R?) is relatively compact if and
only if it is tight, then it is equivalent to show for any ¢ € [0,7] and 1 > 0, there exists a
compact set K C R? with pf(K)) > 1 —n for all € > 0. Recall the nonlinear process Y, ()
defined by (2.1) with Law (Y, (t)) = p}.(t) satisfies the SDE

AYE (1) = —bp Ve (¢, YE(8))dE + V20 dBy(t).

11



Then pf(K)) > 1 — n is equivalent to P[Y(t) € Kf|] < 7. We can take the compact set as a
closed ball with radius R > 0, then the probability of ¥;> being outside the closed ball can be
estimated as

]P’[|Y,§(t)| > R} —P [

YE(0) — by /0 Vo (5,YE(s)) ds + \/%Bk(t)‘ > R}

sp[yy,g(my > ?] +]P’[ :

t
be / Vot (s, Y7 (s)) ds
0

> % +P “\/%Bk(t)‘ > E] ,

where the first term and the third term goes to 0 as R — oco. For the second term, we deduce
R t
> E} < ﬁE bk/ Vg (s,Ys (s)) ds

3 ]
<%EU V7 (5, Y 5) |

2
9tb / |Vg 5, ! (s,dx)ds,
Rd

t
be / Ve (s, Y(s)) ds
0

which goes to 0 by sending R to co by Remark 4.2.
Now we prove the second claim. For s,t € [0,7], the distance between pf(s) and pj(t) has
the following estimate

d (pr (), Pk (s)) = b Rdf(w)pi(tdw)— Rdf(w)pi(&dw)

= sup [E[f(YE(1)] —E[f(Y5(9)] |

fEBL

< (B[vie) - ve@[1)"

and by Minkowski’s inequality
(Blvee - vee1)" = (€] [ 95 veenar+ varBo - varms[])
<tu (k]| /: Ve (r, YE(r))dr 2])1/2 +v20 (B [|Be(r) — Bus)?] )1/2
§bk<E |t—s|/t|Vg€(r,Y,f(r))|2er1/2+\/%|t—8|1/2

s|1/2 bk // |Vg (r,z) rdx)dr) +\/%]

1/2

where the constant C' is independent with € by Remark 4.2 again. In conclusion, Lemma 4.3
is proved. O

We have shown that for each species k the sequence (pi)€>0 has a convergent subse-

quence. We now fix such a convergent subsequence, which is still denoted by (pi)oo. Let
pr € C ([0,T], M (R?)) be its limit, i.e.
p5 = pr  in C([0,T], M(R?)) as € — 0. (4.1)

12



Lemma 4.4. For each species k, the sequence (uf,).., converges to py in C ([O,T],M (Rd))
up to a subsequence.

Proof. The lemma can be implied by

sup d(pi(t),uz(t)) -0 as e —0.
0<t<T

To verify this, we notice that for any t € [0,7] and f € BL, the following equality holds
f@itade — [ apitedn] =| [ 1@ 670V e~ [ Fids)
Rd R4 Rd
-| [, (127 @ - 1@) sitt. o)
Rd

/.

where V¢ is even. And then it holds

‘/f ta:da:—/f pktdx)‘
é/Rd(/ |flx+y)— )|V dw)/)k(t dy)
g/mwmm/@wmz%,

R4 R4

which implies our lemma. O

By a priori estimate Lemma 4.1, for any species k, the sequence (uf).~o is bounded in
L>([0,T], L™ (R%)). Banach-Alaoglu theorem implies that, up to a subsequence, it weakly*
converges in L>®([0,T], L™ (R%)). Thus by Lemma 4.4, we get p € L>®([0,T], L™(R?)). Next,
we are going to prove the convergence also holds in L™ ([0, T] x R%).

Lemma 4.5. For each species k, up to a subsequence, (u3,).. strongly converges in L™([0,T]x
RY) to py.

We claim that it suffices to prove the convergence result in L*([0,7] x Bgr) for any fixed
R >0, ie.,
u, — py strongly in L'([0,T] x Bg) as ¢ — 0. (4.2)
It is true because of the following remark.

Remark 4.6. By Vitali convergence theorem, the sequence (u5,)s=o converges in L™ ([0, T]x RY)
to px if and only if

(i) the sequence (uf,)e>o converges in the Lebesgue measure on [0,T] x R to py;
(it) the functions (u3)™ are uniformly integrable;

(iit) for everyn > 0, there exists a set E, € [0, xR% of finite measure, such that ffE% luz|™ <
n for all €.

Actually, by Lemma 4.4 and Prokhorov’s theorem, for any k, (uf)s>0 are uniformly tight.
Thus for any 7, > 0 there exists R,, > 0 such that for any € > 0, it holds

/ / 2(t, z)dxdt < ny.

13



Then for any J > 0, there exists a ball B, such that for any € > 0

/ / L(t, x)dadt < g and / / k(t, x)dadt <
And we have

T T T
/ / lug, — pr|dzdt = / / lug, — pi|dadt +/ / |ug, — pr|dadt
0 JRrd 0o JBg 0 JBg
& 5
S T
< 3 —l—/ / lug, — pr|dxdt.
0 JBrg,

That is to say if for any Br the sequence (uf).~o converges to py in L'([0,7] x Bg), then it
implies the convergence also holds in L'([0,T] x R%), which further implies the convergence
holds in Lebesgue measure. Statement (i) of the remark is satisfied for sure.

By Remark 4.2 the sequence (), akui)m/2 is bounded in L* ([0, 7], H' (RY)). If w €
HY(R%), then we have w? € WH(R?) ¢ L¥(@=1D)(R4). So (Zk arpus)™ is bounded in
L? ([0, 1], L% (d_l)(Rd)) By the positivity of each a; and ug, for any k, it holds

»-l>|0«:

(uy)™ € L2([0, 7], LY “=D(R?)) ¢ LY@V ([0,T] x RY),

which deduces that the following uniform in € bound holds

T
//(ui(t,x))ddldwdthk.
0 R

Since for any set A C [0, 7] x R? with the characteristic function x4 and volume |A|, we have

T 1 d—1
lim sup // (ug(t,z))™dzdt < lim sup / / (XA)dda: “( / / Lt z))a 1dxdt) g
|A|=0e>0 |A|=0 e>0 Rd Rd

< lim \A]dC T =0,
|A|—

which verifies (ii). And we get
T
/ / (ui(t,x))mda;dt
0 C
(m—1)(d—1)

/ / “(t,x) dxdt - d+Md / / 2(t,x) glldxdt) todimd

_m

<Ck T—d+md

i.e., (iii) has been verified, then our claim follows.

The following discussion is analogous to that in [21]. To prove our strong convergence result
(4.2), we need to prove for each k, the sequence (ug)s is a Cauchy sequence in L' ([0, 7] x Bg).
From Lemma 4.1 and Remark 4.2, we can only deduce higher regularity about the sum ), apuj.
For single species uy, we will take advantage of the mild form of the solution. We firstly
introduce a fractional-type Sobolev space X, for 0 < a < 1:

) (-
Xo = wGLl(Rd)‘ sup ot ) — wO)llzr ey < 1oob.
0<|h|<1 |h|

14



One can check that this is a Banach space endowed with the norm

HwHXa = HwHLl(Rd + sup ” ( ) a()HLl(Rd)
0<|h|<1 |h

By the Riesz-Fréchet-Kolmogorov theorem [3, Theorem 4.26], any bounded subset of X, is
compact in L'(Q) for any bounded domain Q C R%.

Lemma 4.7. The sequence (uf)e0 is uniformly bounded in L' ([0,T], Xo) for any 0 < a < 1.
Proof. We recall that

Oup, =V - (bepiVg") * Vo + oAui, i (0) = pro* V.

Let fi = (bk,onga) x V¢, then we can write above equation into mild form as:
t
ug(t) =T(t) *, uz(0) + / (T(t — s) *, div f£(s)) ds
0

=T'(t) *, uz(0) + /0 (VI(t — s) %, fr(s))ds

where T'(t,z) is the heat kernel given by

1 lzI2
[(t,x) := WE it fort >0

Og for t = 0.

In [21], for any 0 < o < 1 we know I', VI" € L' ([0,T], X,). And by the fact

H/Ot RdeF(t— — 2) [ (s, z)dzds ‘

L1([0,T],X0) H FHLl (10,7],Xa) HfHLl(OT]de)

one need the L'-estimate of f; that
T
12 s oy mey < / [ b1 ¢ o) .

1/2
/ / b2 Vg (t, )| p (t,dx)dt)
]Rd

Therefore, the sequence (uf)s>o is uniformly bounded in L' ([0,7], X,). A priori estimate
Lemma 4.1, for any species k tells us f; is bounded in Lt ([0, T] x Rd) uniformly in e. O

Fix 0 < a < 1, and take some big s > 0 such that M(Bgr) — H~*(Bgr) continuously.
And for any § > 0, there exists a constant Cj such that for any smooth function f on R?, the
following inequality holds (see also [21])

1 £l Br) < 0fllxs + Csll fllm-5(By)- (4.3)

Taking e and ¢, applying (4.3) to ui(t) — ui/ (t) and integrating in time, we obtain

[Juf. - ui,HLl([O,T]XBR) < 0]|uf, — uilHLl([O,T],Xa) + Cs|uf, — uilHLl([O,T],H*S(BR))

< 5<HuiHL1([O,T1,Xa)

T !/
<CuF+Cs [ dui(t).uf (0)a0).

[O,T},XQ)> + CJuf, — uf, HLl([O,T],H*S(BR))

15



By the convergence of (uf).~o in C([0,7], M(R?)), we have

lim sup Hui — < Cy,

ui’ H
1
e/50 LY([0,T]x Br)

which implies that (uf)_., is a Cauchy sequence in L' ([0, T] x Bg) by the arbitrariness of 4.
Together with claim (4.2), Lemma 4.5 has been proved.

We finally show that for any k, the limit pp is a weak solution of cross-diffusion system
(1.1) with initial data pj o as in Definition 2.5.

Proposition 4.8. For each k species and any test function [ € C’l([O,T],C'g(Rd)), the limit
pr satisfies the following equation:

t
| stonioas [ ] oeapsads = [ 0.0
—i—a/ /RdAfsa:pksxdxds—// bepr(s, )V f(s,x) - Zalplsx “ldads.

(4.4)
Proof. In terms of (1.5), for any f € C*([0,7], CZ(R%)), we have

t
ftapittdn) + [ [ oupaiands= [ 0.0l

Rd

t t
+ J/ Af(S, $)pi(87 dl‘)dS - / kaf(S, l‘) ’ Vge(sv ZE)pi(S, dl’)dS
0 JRd 0 JRrd
(4.5)
Given that pj converges to pj in C([0,T], M(R)) as ¢ approaches 0, we are able to pass to
the limit for the first four terms of (4.5). For the last term, it has

‘/Ot /Rd Vf(x)-Vga(s,x)pi(S,dx)ds_/ot ) vf($)'V(EI:alpl(sv:E))m_lpk(S,ZE)dIEdS‘
s‘/t/Rd vf(x).Vga(s,x)p;(s,dx)ds_/ot BCE Zazw 5,2))" i (s, 2)dads|

+ ‘/ y Vix Zalul s,x)) uk(s,x)dxds

_ / Vf(z)- V(Z alpl(s,x))m_lpk(s,x)dxds‘
0 Jrd 7

=17+ 5.
For I%, noticing V¢(z — y) = VE(y — z), we have
I = ‘/ / \ Zaluz (s,9)) _IVE(a:—y)pi(s,dx)dyds
Rd JR4
/ / Vf Zalul $,4)) _IVE(y — ) p5 (s, dz)dyds
Rd JRd

< /0 I de(w)—Vf(y)HV(Zl:awf(sy Ve — y)pi(s. de)dyds

< HszHLOO /Ot /]Rd /Rd

v( Z ayug (s, y))m_1 ‘ |z — y|V*(z — y)pf(s, dz)dyds;
1
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recall that V € C°(R?), then

sup |z —y| < Ce,
xz,yesupp Ve

which implies that

t
||, [
0 R4
And we have

m—1
‘ Zalul ‘ L' ([0,T]xR4)
=(m—1) Huk Zalul V(Zaluf)
1
(m— 1) H Zaﬂw e 1V(Zalul€)‘L2([0T]de) u
l
m/2

mlnkakH Zazul ‘ Zaz N ‘ ‘ ZI: " ZH ™ ([0,T]xR%)’

which is bounded according to a priori estimate Lemma 4.1. Thus we obtain I} goes to 0 as
e — 0.
For IS5, we have

€ ! 5 m—1 ¢ m—1
IS <|IVfllLe /0 /]Rd ‘V(zl:alul (S,:E)) ug (s, ) — V(El:al,ol(s,:n)) pk(s,:n)‘dxds.

To prove I5 — 0 ands € — 0, we need to prove

uy,(s,y)dyds.

V( Z ayuj (s, y))
!

L*([0,T]xR?)

i( Z alulg)m/2—l‘
l

L2([0,T]xR?)
1/2

L1([0,T]xR%)

V(Zaluf(s,x))m_lui(s,x) — V(Z alpl(s,x))m_lpk(s,x) strongly in  L*([0,T] x R%).
1 1

We possess that for any k
ui, — pp  strongly in  L™([0,T] x R?) as ¢ — 0. (4.6)
So we only need to verify that

V(Zaluf)m_l — V(Zalpl)m_l weakly in L%([O,T] x RY) as e — 0. (4.7)
1 1

Lemma 4.9. Assume m > 2, for any function h such that h € L"™([0,T] x R%) and h™/? €
L*([0,T), H'(RY)), then k=1 € L7==1 ([0, T], W1 (RY)).

Proof. For m = 2, the lemma holds trivially; for m > 2, k=1 € L1 ([0, T] x R?) is apparent,
we need to prove VA™ ™1 € Lm=1([0,T] x R?) as follows

T m T m m
//\th—1|mdxds:0m/ / |h2~'Vh2
0 R4 0 R4
T m m 2m7 m=2 m m_ 2m— 7_n
SCm / / RUE T s 27"2 / / ?m m da:ds)
R4 R4
/ / P dads) / / IVn% | dxds>2’“
Rd d

17

m
m—1 dxds




By Remark 4.2, we have uj € L™([0,T] x R?) and (3, aru$)™? € L*([0,T], H'(R?)),
which implies the limit pp € L™([0,T] x R?) and (3, axpr)™? € L*([0,T], H'(R%)). Applying
the lemma above, we have

(Z alul&)m_l and (Z alpl)m_l € Lm1 ([0, 17, whns (RY)).
1 1
For any test function h € L™([0,T], W ™(R%)), it holds

‘/ /Rd z,5) Zal“l s, ) —V(Zalpz(s,w))m_l>dxds‘
1
_‘/ th x,s) Zalul 8, ) Zal,ol S8, ) >dxds‘
R

<Vl g 0.7 / /

which goes to 0 as ¢ — 0 thanks to

(Zaluf)m_l — (Zalpl)m_l strongly in  L=1([0,T] x RY).
l l

m—1

(s,2) Zalpl s,x)) ‘m_dxds)T,

Now for any h € L™([0,T] x R%), it can be approximated by a sequence
(hn)n>1 € L™([0, T), WH™(R?)). Thus

t t
/ / hV(Zaluf(s,x))m_ldxds — / / hV(Z alpl(s’x))m_ldxds, as € — 0,
0 JRd . 0 JR4 I

which is due to both (), uf)m_l and (), pl)m_1 are bounded in L%([O,T], Wl’%(Rd))

and the dominated convergence theorem enables to let h, — h. Hence, the weak convergence

as expressed in (4.7) is achieved as desired. Combining (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain I5 — 0.
Thus we finish the proof of Proposition 4.8. U

In conclusion, p = (p1,...,pn) is a weak solution of the cross-diffusion system (1.1).

5 Proof of Theorem 2.8

In this section, we will prove Theorem 2.8 under the assumption that mobilities by, ..., b are
the same. Namely, the cross-diffusion equation (1.1) reduces to the following system

{atpk — bV - (VP(p)) = olp,

- e k=120, (5.1)
pk(0) = pro,  pro € L' NLP(RY),

with the pressure defined as

" m—1
:(Zalpl> N ()
=1
If we sum up the cross-diffusion system with weights a;, then it holds

(%(Z aip) = bV - (ZalprP(p)) + UAZalpl.
1 1 1
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Let u =), aip; with ug = ), a;ps,0, which satisfies formally that
dyu = bV - (uVu™ ) + oAu, (5.2)

where uy € L' N L®(R%). Weak solutions of (5.2) are understood in sense of the following
definition.

Definition 5.1. A weak solution of (5.2) on the time interval [0, T] satisfies u € L™([0, T]xR4)
and v ' € Lw-1(0,T;Whn=1(R%). And for any f € CY([0,T],CZ(RY)) and almost any
t €[0,T], it holds

/]Rd f(t, x)u(t, z)dz + /Ot /]Rd u(s, )0, f(s,x)dads = /]Rd (0, z)ug(x)dx 5

+g/0t /Rd Af(s, z)u(s, z)dzds — b/ot /RdU(S,x)vf(S’x) Va1 (s, 2)deds.

Given pyo € L'NL>(R?) for k = 1,...,n, if the weak solution of (5.2) defined as Definition
5.1 is unique with initial data ug = ), axpgo, then the pressure of the cross-diffusion (5.1)
satisfied by P(p) = u™~! is uniquely determined with certain regularity. Thus, each pj, satisfies
the linear Fokker-Planck equation

Orpe = bV - (0 Vu 1) + o Apy,

which has a unique weak solution pj € L™([0,T] x R?) in sense of Definition 2.5 [2, Theorem
9.3.6]. Since a priori estimate of (5.2) tells us

T m T T m
fu(@)llem + b/ / u|Vu™ 2 dzdt + o(m — 1) / / ™ 2| V| dzdt = [u(0)lm ,
m 0 JRd 0 JRd m

which can be made rigorous by regularising first and passing to the limit then. It implies that,
for any k, the vector field Vu™~! € L2([0,T] x RY, prdxdt), i.e.,

T T
/ / ok Vu™ 1 Pdzdt < / / u|Vu™ 2 dadt < oco.
0 Jrd 0 Jre

It also implies Vu™ ! € L1([0,T] x RY, prdxdt) as follows

T T
/ / pk]Vum_lldxdtg/ / u|Vu™ | dzdt
0o Jrd 0 Jrd

3 g 12 3
SHUHEl([O’T}XRd)(/O /Rd Ulvum_ ’ dxdt) < 00,

which verifies the condition needed in [2, Theorem 9.3.6].
Therefore, to show Theorem 2.8, it is sufficient to prove the following proposition, which is
well-known [21, 40] but we adapt it here to our regularity setting.

Proposition 5.2. The weak solution of (5.2) defined as Definition 5.1 is unique.

Proof. Without loss of the generality, we assume b = o = 1 in the proof. The first step is to
show u € L™F1([0,T] x R?). Recall the smooth mollifier V¢ defined as in (1.5) and let

ue(t,-) = u(t,) * Ve,
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then it holds in sense of weak form (5.3) that
Oue =V - (uVu™ 1) * VE) + Au* Ve,

We take smooth test function

T p—
f(z,t) :/t (mm 1um+u)*V€ds

with -
Vf(z,t)= / (uVu™ ! 4+ Vu) * Veds.
t

We plug in f into (5.3). The right-hand side of the equality follows
T T
(0, 2)u. (0, z)dx + / / uA fdzdt — / Vi (Ve ) « V) dadt
Rd 0 JRrd 0 JR4
T
m—1
:/Rdua(O)/O ( — u™ )« VEdt
T T
- / / ((uVum_1 + Vu) x V) (/ ((uVum_1 + Vu) * Ve)ds) dzdt
0 JRd t

T m-1 . 1
= m t— —
/Rdug(o)/o ( ——u +u) * Ved Z/Rd

where we used the integral by parts once for the second order term and the last step comes
from the Fubini’s theorem. While the left-hand side of (5.3) yields

T
/ (V™ + Vu) * Vs)dtfd:z:,
0

/]Rd f(T, x)us (T, z)dx + /OT /]Rd ue(t, )0 f (¢, x)dadt

T T,
= / / Oy (/ (m 1um +u) * Veds) dzdt
0o Jrd t m

T
-1
:/ / ue(m u™ 4+ u) * Vedadt.
0 R4

m

Combining both identities above with the fact u* < u™ % V¢ due to Jensen’s inequality, we get
that

_1 /T T 1
m—/ / (ue)™dxdt +/ / (ue)?dzdt 4 = /
m 0 Rd 0 Rd 2 Rd
T m-1 m -
< | u:(0) ( u™ +u) x Vedtde
R4 0 m

T
-1
<[Jue(0)][ oo / / (m u™ 4+ u) * Vedtdax
R4 JO

m

T 2
/ (V™ + Vu) * Ve)dt‘ dz
0

m—1

<Jue (0) || 2= ( [ul| Lm0, 7y xRy + 1l L1 (0,7 xR2) ) -

Taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we obtain u € L"™(R? x [0, T7).

Similar as the argument above, we assume that two solutions u and @ of (5.2) have the
same initial data i.e., u(0) = @(0). Their regularised versions u. := u * V¢ and @, := u* V¢
satisfy the following equation

O(ue — 1) = V- (uVu™ ' —ava™ ) « V) + A(u. — ). (5.4)
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We take test function

T
-1 -1
f:/ (m L a™ —u) x Veds,
m m
and plug in it into the weak form of (5.4) as follows

f(Tx)(ue (T, z) — us (T, da:—i—/ /]Rd ue(t, x) — ue(t, )0 f (¢, x)dadt

Rd
£(0,2)((0) — . (0))dz + / RN (5.5)
R4 0 Rd
T
— / Vi ((@Ve™ 1)« Ve — (@ava™ ) « VE)dadt.
0 R4
The right-hand side reads as
T
[ #0.0)w0) = a0+ [ [ (e - w)afande
R4 0 Rd
T
/ Vi ((@Vu™ )« VE — (aVa™ 1) « VE)dadt
]Rd
(Vu™ ! + Vu —avVa™ ' — Vi) « VF)
T
/ (uVu™ 1 + Vu — avVa™ ! — Va) Ve)d.s) dzdt
t

_1/
2 Jpa

And the left-hand side of the identity (5.5) yields

T
/ ((uVum_1 + Vu — aVa™ ! — Va) Vs)dtfd:z:.
0

f(T ) (ue(T, z) — ue (T, z))dx —I—/O /Rd(ue(t,x) — Ue(t, )0 f(t, z)dxdt

-1 -1
/ / um—i—u—m a™ — a) * Vedadt.
Rd m

Namely, we have

—1 —1
/ / (ue — ue)( um—i-u—m a™ — @) x Vedadt
Rd

m

where we take the limit € — 0 and infer that

/ (wVu™ '+ Vu —ava™ ! — Va) * Ve dt( dr <0,
0

T
—1 m—1

/ /(u—u)(m u o u— g™ — g)dadt < 0.

0 Rd m m

But convexity of the function == 1 u™ + u implies
—1 m—1
(w—a) oy - 2gm @) >0

m m

holds everywhere, which is also integrable because u € L™+ ([0, T] x R?). Therefore, it follows
u = u almost everywhere.
O
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