arXiv:2405.09195v1 [math.AP] 15 May 2024

PROPAGATION OF CHAOS FOR MODERATELY INTERACTING PARTICLE
SYSTEMS RELATED TO SINGULAR KINETIC MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES
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ABSTRACT. We study the propagation of chaos in a class of moderately interacting particle
systems for the approximation of singular kinetic McKean-Vlasov SDEs driven by a-stable pro-
cesses. Diffusion parts include Brownian (o = 2) and pure-jump (o € (1,2)) perturbations
and interaction kernels are considered in a non-smooth anisotropic Besov space.Using Duhamel
formula, sharp density estimates (recently issued in [17]), and suitable martingale functional
inequalities, we obtain direct estimates on the convergence rate between the empirical measure
of the particle systems toward the McKean-Vlasov distribution. These estimates further lead to
quantitative propagation of chaos results in the weak and strong sense.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this paper, we establish quantitative propagation of chaos results
(in the weak and pathwise sense) for a class of moderately interacting particle systems related to
the (formal) second order stable-driven McKean-Vlasov SDEs given, up to some (possibly infinite)
time horizon T', by

Xt = (be * pue) (X, X¢) + L2, (Xo, Xo) ~ po, 0<t<T, (1.1)

ue standing for the joint law of (X4, Xt) The driving noise L® is defined as an R%valued isotropic
a-stable Lévy process, g € P(R??) corresponds to the fixed initial probability distribution and
b is a time-dependent R?-valued (Schwartz) distribution over the phase space R??. Finally, the
component by * u; denotes, whenever it exists, the convolution between b; and the law of the
McKean-Vlasov SDE on the phase space for a.e. t.

The stable noise is assumed to be given with a stability parameter « in (1,2] (the special case
a = 2 corresponding to the classical Gaussian noise with LY = /2W; for W a d-dimensional
Brownian motion, and the case a € (1,2) to the pure-jump case, the associated infinitesimal
generator being given by the fractional Laplacian A®/2:= —(—A)®/2).

Weak and strong wellposedness of (1.1) have been established in [17], in the case where t — b;
lies in a (negatively smooth) mixed Besov space:

b LU([0,T); By! o (R*")) = L{ By

Py;a?
where L9 denotes the classical Lebesgue space on the time interval [0,7] and B?,Z;a denotes an

anisotropic Besov space (see Section 1.3 for a precise definition), for a suitable set of integrability
and regularity parameters ¢, p and 8, < 0 respectively (the index a, given in (1.11), will reflect the
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intrinsic scales of the underlying kinetic system). Notably, the authors in [17] established that g
sits in a balanced duality with b, the resulting drift component b*u belonging to L*([0, T; L°°(R2%))
for some appropriate s > 2. (See also [8, 9] for similar results in the non-degenerate setting.)

Empirically, Equation (1.1) describes the momentum of a generic body located at the position
X at any time ¢, evolving in a (possibly anomalous for a € (1,2)) medium and subject to the
action of the distribution dependent force field b; * u:, where b models a given interaction kernel.
Formally, (1.1) arises as the mean field limit of the interacting particle system:

N
N,i N,i N, N,i N, a,t
Xi :szt(Xt - X ]7Xt - Xy J)"‘Lt )
j=1
(X XYY ~ o, 1<i<N, 0<t<T.

(1.2)

Introducing the velocity component V; := X,, (1.1) can be written as the system of first-order
degenerate SDEs:

t
Xt=Xo+/Vsds, 0<t<T
0
t (1.3)
V;=V0+/ (s * 12)(Xa, Va)ds + L
0

If b does not depend on the position variable = (i.e. b(¢,z,v) = b(t,v)) then SDE (1.3) reduces to
the following (first-order) non-degenerate (autonomous) McKean-Vlasov SDE:

AV, = (by % pe)(Vi)dt + LY, 0<t < T. (1.4)

Formally, the one-time marginal laws {y; },>0 of Z; := (X, V}) give a distributional solution to the
following kinetic nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation:

forae. 0<t<T, Oyt = (A? — v V) e — divy (by * pue) ) on R2%, (1.5)

Establishing wellposedness of (1.5), in the class of anisotropic Besov spaces mentioned above
and described in Section 1.3, is a key step to derive weak and/or strong wellposedness of the
nonlinear SDE (1.1). From a modeling point of view, while Gaussian noise remains central for the
representation of diffusion for molecular motions, the interest for considering more general stable
noises has been growing in many applicative fields such as Physics, Biology or advances in deep
learning. Experiments have notably evidenced that much more general non-Gaussian noises are at
play in nature. We can for instance refer to heavy tailed and the “jump and tumble” phenomena
in cell motions, [34]; fractal or Lévy flights pattern in turbulence modelling, [39] and the interest
to learning processes based on stochastic gradient descent methods which naturally appear in the
occurrence of fast and large excursions facilitating the exploration of multiple minima, [40], [46].
Likewise, the interest for stochastic kinetic models naturally appears in the microscopic description
of aggregative social and economical population dynamics ([33] and references therein), cell motions
(see again [34]), in Computational Fluid Dynamics and the Lagrangian modeling of turbulent flows
([35], [2]) or for the design of under damped stochastic gradient descents ([11]).

Let us point out that for a singular kernel, giving a rigorous meaning to the formal particle system
in (1.2) is a rather involved task. For Lebesgue spaces this has been done in a non degenerate
(i.e. no dependence in the z variable for the kernel b) Brownian setting in [41] and in [22] through
Girsanov type arguments, and in [16] through a Picard linearization approximation. It remains an
open problem to extend the result to other stable noises in that setting or to more singular drifts.

A natural approach to circumvent this difficulty consists in introducing a moderately interacting
version of the particle systems, where the initial interaction kernel is replaced by its convolution
with an appropriate mollifier. This mollification operation provides the advantage that there are
no issues about the definition of the corresponding particle system which is intrinsically well-posed.
Propagation of chaos properties can be then estimated by attuning the order of the mollification
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with the particles size N. This procedure has been methodically employed in the literature, from
the seminal papers [28, 29, 30] (from which the terminology moderately interacting particle used
thereafter originates) to the recent works [14] and [31]. Notably, in [29, 30] (see also [25]), the author
derives propagation of chaos results from a fluctuation analysis between a (non-degenerate) case of
McKean-Vlasov SDE with local interaction and a moderately interacting particle approximation.
To briefly illustrate this derivation, taking (1.4) as a toy model, fluctuations are established from
a non-asymptotic control of the distance, set in a suitable functional space, between Law(V})
and oy * Zi\il ) Vi (¢n denoting the mollifier for the interaction). This way of capturing
propagation of chaos naturally quantifies the cost of the mollification of the interactions, and is
further natural for numerical applications and the validation of stochastic particle methods for
nonlinear PDEs (see [3, 4], for the particular case of the one-dimensional Burgers equation). The
more recent paper [31] proposes a further generalisation of Oelschlager’s approach and establishes
original quantitative propagation of chaos results for cut-off moderately interacting particle systems
with initial local LP- or Riesz-like - interaction kernels (we may also refer to [32] for more particular
physical and biological applications). Our results below further systematize the original setting in
[31], addressing kinetic dynamics, distributional interaction kernels and enclosing, in a consistent
way, driving noises ranging from the classical Brownian case to pure-jump situations. While some
current technical issues (that we briefly discuss in Remark 1.5) restrict the spread of our results,
characteristic thresholds (e.g. [24, 5]) and practical instances of singular stochastic kinetic dynamics
will be addressed in future work.

To analyse quantitatively propagation of chaos for a mollified version of (1.2), the procedure
consists in comparing the Duhamel representation of the Fokker-Planck equation (1.5) and the
expansion of the convolution of the empirical measure % Zﬁl ) (XN N with the underlying
mollifier evaluated along the transport associated with the kinetic operator (see Section 2 for
details). This comparison somehow amounts to measure a moderate propagation of chaos (see
Theorem 2.1 below) and can consequently be used to derive pathwise and weak propagation of
chaos. The expansion yields an SPDE. There are then two sources of propagation of chaos:

the first one, which is of stability type and roughly corresponds to the difference between the
Duhamel expansion and the drift of the SPDE, is handled through a priori regularity controls on
the Fokker-Planck equation. Such controls were obtained in the current kinetic setting in [17], and
we can also refer to [8, 9] in the non-degenerate case. We can mention that SDEs with non-regular
coefficients have been thoroughly studied, i.e. for time inhomogeneous distributional drifts without
non-linear dependence on the law. We can cite e.g. [13], [1] or [7] in the Young regime and [12] or
[26] in which the authors manage to go beyond the thresholds appearing in the previous references
assuming some appropriate underlying rough path structure. In that last setting defining the
drift is a rather delicate point. Importantly, the current McKean-Vlasov framework, which tackles
singular kernels, also benefits from the regularizing effects of the law through the convolution. In
particular, from the smoothness of the law, it was derived in the quoted works [17], [8, 9] that the
nonlinear drift could eventually be seen as a usual drift in some Lebesgue space from which some
strong uniqueness results, that are important for pathwise propagation of chaos (see e.g. Theorem
1.2 below), were derived.

the second source is associated with a stochastic integral coming from the expansion of the empir-
ical measure. This term needs to be evaluated in a suitable function space, i.e. the one for which
the error is investigated. This naturally induces considering martingale type inequalities in Banach
spaces of type M or enjoying the UMD (unconditional martingale difference) property. We refer
to Section D and [36] for further details.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sections 1.2 and 1.3, we introduce the moderately interacting
particle approximation of Equation (1.3) and essential preliminaries on anisotropic Besov spaces,
including key properties that will be used throughout the paper. Our main results on weak and
strong propagation of chaos properties of the moderately interacting particle systems are stated in
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Theorem 1.2 in Section 1.4. The core of the corresponding proof is presented in Section 2, where
we introduce and prove the aforementioned moderate propagation of chaos in Theorem 2.1. The
proof of Theorem 2.1 is given in Section 2.2, along some auxiliary estimates (Lemmas 2.8 and
2.9) effectively proven in Section 3. From Theorem 2.1, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is addressed
in Section 2.3.In the final part of the paper, we append extra-technical results essentially related
to anisotropic Besov spaces and used throughout the paper. These results are: about weighted
anisotropic Besov and related heat kernel estimates (Appendix A); about the scaling properties
of mollifiers under the norm of the anisotropic Besov space (Appendix B); sampling error of the
initial condition (Appendix C); functional properties relating the space Bg;a to UMD and M-type
Banach spaces (Appendix D); and Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra type (Appendix E).

1.2. Moderately interacting particle systems. Consider the following particle system, with
moderate interactions , as an approximation for the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.3):

t
X5V1125i1+/ VsNﬁidSa i=12,---,N,
0
| ) | | (1.6)
V=g [ ez as v 1,
0

where 2" = (X7 VYY), 200 = & = (61, 6), ul = ¥ PR Oyzniy, and
):

bV (2) == by x Tyon(2), Tof(z,v) = flz —tv,v). (1.7)

Here, the {L*"}Y | are independent copies of L%, and {&}Y, is a family of i.i.d. R2?¥-valued
random variables with common law pg. Eventually, for some ¢ € (0,1] and a smooth compactly
supported and symmetric probability density function ¢ : R?? — [0, 00), we define the mollifier

o (z,v) = N NFa)Cy NCy). (1.8)

The scales in the mollifier reflect the homogeneity of the underlying distance, see (1.14), which
will be used to define the corresponding anisotropic Besov spaces. In parallel, the parameter ¢
somehow quantifies the strength of the mollification which is needed to define the particle system
to compensate the irregularity of b. The operator I'; represents the characteristic kinetic transport
and its application to ¢ will become relevant in our computations later on. Note that the presence
of the composition I';¢n does not alter the nature of the mollifier as, in the distributional sense,
limy 00 LN = 0403

1.3. Anisotropic Besov space and kinetic semi-group. In this section we recall the definition
of anisotropic Besov spaces with mixed integrability indices as well as their basic properties (see
[42], [44] and [17]).

For a multi-index p = (pz,py») € [1,00]%, we first define the Bochner-type iterated space LP =
LPe(RE LP=(RY)) = {f : R?*? — R Borel measurable : ||f|lLr < oo} for LP(R?) denoting the
Lebesgue space on R? and

]2

1/py
s =15l = ([ Irolgzan) (19)
We adopt here the usual convention when one integrability index or the two integrability indices
are co. That is, for p = (pg,0), ||fllp := esssup,|f(-,v)|p, and p = (00,00), the LP-norm

corresponds to esssup, .|| f(x,v)||. Note that the above LP-norm is invariant under the translation
operator I'y. Namely

1/py 1/py
o= ([ 16 woigar) = ([ iseolga) =l @0

This property will be extensively used and the operator I'; naturally appears in the current de-
generate setting, as it encodes the transport associated with the (linear) first order vector field in
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(1.5). Plugging it into the mollifier will actually allow to get rid of the degenerate terms in the
stability analysis of Section 2.
Let a be the scaling parameter given by

a:=(14a,l). (1.11)
When « = 2, i.e. in the Brownian case, the vector a encodes the time exponents of the variances
of the entries of (f(f Zsds, Zy) = \/Q(fg Wds, W), i.e. IE[(f(;5 W,ds)?] = %,E[Wf] = 2t. When
a € (1,2), a still appears when considering invariance or scaling properties of the joint density
(see (2.13) below).

For notational convenience, we shall write from here on:

l::(l 1>7 a.i::(l'i‘a)d_i_i

p Pz’ Py P P P’
for any p,q € [1, c0]?,
PZqES P> e Do 2o,  Apgi=a-(L-9), (1.12)
as well as
PV2=(pV2p,V2), PA2=(pzA2,pyN2).
Similarly , we use bold symbols to denote constant vectors in R?, that is,
1:=(1,1), 2=(2,2), d:=(d,d), a:=(a,a), co:=(00,00).
Finally, we use the symbol p’ to denote the conjugate index of p, i.e.,
%-Fﬁ zlép/:(p;,p;)withpiw—l—p%czlzpiv—kpi;.
These general notations settled, we shall now introduce the class of anisotropic Besov spaces Bg;g
characterizing the singularity of the interaction kernel b. To this aim, let us introduce some

preliminaries. For an L'-integrable function f on R2?, let f be the Fourier transform of f defined
by

(1.13)

fle) = [ ez cerH,

and f the Fourier inverse transform of f defined by

fe) = 2y [

eSFf(E)dE, 2z e R,
R2d

For z = (x,v) and 2’ = (2,v’) in R??, we introduce the anisotropic distance
|2 — 2'|q = |z — 2/ |V O+ o — o). (1.14)

Note that z — |z]4 is not smooth at the origin. This distance appears very naturally in connection
with the homogeneity of the underlying linear degenerate operator. In the kinetic setting we can
refer to the work by Priola [37], or [10, 18, 23, 19, 17], who employed this distance for establishing
Schauder type estimates. In the current work, it will be used in order to define the corresponding
anisotropic Besov spaces (see Definition 1.1 below).

For r > 0 and z € R??, we also introduce the ball centred at z and with radius r with respect
to the above distance as follows:

B2(2):= {2 € R*: |2/ — 2], <r}, BZ*:= B0).
Let x2 be a symmetric C*-function on R?? with
XE(€) = 1 for £ € BE and x@(¢) = 0 for & ¢ BY.
We define
X§279%¢) —xg (27U V%), =1,

W)= {xé‘(é% i=0,
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where for s € R and £ = (£, &),

2sa€ — (2(1+a)s€1, 2552)'

Note that
supp(¢f) C {€: 271 <éla <27F1}, 5 =1, supp(4f) C B, (1.15)
and
> o) =1, VEeR™ (1.16)
520

Let § be the space of all Schwartz functions on R?? and &’ be the dual space of &, that is the
tempered distribution space. For given j > 0, the dyadic anisotropic block operator R is defined
on &' by

R f(2) = (63£) () = 6§ * f(2), (1.17)
where the convolution is understood in the distributional sense and by scaling,
§7(2) = 207 DETgal-Naz) - j > 1, (1.18)

Similarly, we can define the classical isotropic block operator R;f = (ﬁj * f in R?, for {¢;}j>0 a
smooth partition of unity of R¢ where

supp(¢;) C {€: 271 <[] <277}, j > 1, supp(¢o) C B2(0). (1.19)
Now we introduce the following anisotropic Besov spaces and mixed (anisotropic) Besov spaces.

Definition 1.1. Let s € R, g € [1,00] and p € [1,00]2. The anisotropic Besov space is defined by

1/q
Byt = eS8 ®Y) ¢ ||flmgs = [ D @IRFfp)" |  <oop,
Jj=0
where || - ||p is defined in (1.9). Similarly, one defines the usual isotropic Besov spaces B4 in R

in terms of isotropic block operators R;. If there is no confusion, we shall write
B = Bpia-

For sg,s1 € R, the mized Besov space is defined by
S kso s
Byl = {f SR 5 ez 3= pup 2752 IRER] Sl < oo},

where for any f:R?** - R,
(lef(xvv) = kaf(,v)(a?)

The space By, , (with s < 0) will characterize the class of distributional interaction kernel b and
the 1rregu1ar1ty-1ntegrability ranges of y19. The mixed Besov space By2;*t, will be essentially used
in the study of strong convergence for the propagation of chaos.

1.4. Main results. To state our main results, we introduce the following assumptions:
(H) be L*(R;By,) and to € P(R*)NB2 , with py= (P2,0,Pv,0) € [1,000%, D= (Pab,Pup) €
[1,00)? satisfying p—lo + p— > 1, and By <0 and Sy € (—1,0) are such that

O<A::ﬂpmpg—ﬂo—ﬂb:a-pio—ﬁo+a-p%—[3b—(2+oe)d<a—1. (1.20)
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We shall use the following parameter set:
O = (Oé, d7 Do, Py ﬁOu Bba HMOHB§8:47 ||b||L°°(]R+;B§g;a))’

to highlight, when pertinent, the dependency of estimates on the parameters «, d, etc., e.g. when
we say C = C(0©), it means that the constant C may depend on all or part of the parameters in
©. Additional dependency on the order ¢ of the mollification or other relevant parameters will be
emphasized in the same way.

Under the above assumptions, by [17, Theorem 1.3], there exists a finite time horizon Ty =
To(©) > 0 for which the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.3) admits a unique weak solution Z;= (X¢, V;)
on the time interval [0,7p]. Under the stronger condition that b is in L>°([0, Tp], B33! ), where

B3 a s asin Definition 1.1 with the regularity parameters sg, s1 and A as in (H) satisfying

so=1+2, s1=2—1+4, Ae(o,ga—z), (1.21)

pathwise uniqueness also holds (see again [17, Theorem 1.3]).
In order to give the range of ¢ in the definition of the mollifier ¢, we introduce two quantities
m, and 6, for later use:

ﬂlyzza-%ZQd, a:2,
[(A1,p,| V [Apy00 — (L+a)Bs], € (1,2).

The main result of this paper is encompassed in the following:

My = 1/((ps,0 ADvo AN2) V), 0y:= { (1.22)

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (H) holds and either py > o, or (o, py) = (2,1) and uo satisfies:
po(] - 1a):=E[|(Xo, Vo)lg'] < o0, ¥m eN.
Then, for any B,¢ > 0 with the following upper bounds

(a=1=A)A((a+5o—N)/2) ifae(1,2),

and, for any € > 0 there is a constant C = C(O,m,3,(,e) > 0 such that for all N > 1, and
te [07T0]7

B<Ba:_{1—AifOZ—2a and ¢ < (1 —mg)/0q,

[Po(Z") ™ —PoZ lvar SON TP + Nmo—1H¢0ate, (1.23)

where || - ||lvar is the total variation distance on P(R??). Moreover, if in addition 1 — a/2 <
(a+ Bo—A)/2, b lies in the mized Besov space L= (Ry;Bg:3t,) and (1.21) holds, then for any ¢
as above and for B in the range

Bel—a/2Ba),

we have

sup |2 — 7}
t€[0,To)

SeNTPC 4 Nmemttclate, (1.24)
L2(Q)
where Z'= (X1, V1) is the strong solution of (1.3) driven by the noise L' and starting from &;.

Remark 1.3 (About the convergence rates.). The convergence rate in the previous Theorem is
mainly associated with the characteristic parameters  and my (we recall that { appeared in the
definition of the mollifier in the particle system, see (1.6)-(1.8)).

- For the parameter B, two thresholds appear in the upper-bound. The first one, « — 1 — A, comes
from the smoothness of the underlying Fokker-Planck equation (1.5) and corresponds to the gap in
the condition (1.20) (see e.g. (2.48)). The other contribution, (o + Bo — A)/2, is related to time
integrability issues associated with the morm for which we estimate the error. It only appears in
the pure stable case due to the constraint p, > o whereas considering p, = 1 in the Brownian
case a = 2 spares this contribution. The division by 2 follows from the quadratic nature of the
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nonlinearity in (1.5) which also appears for the error analysis when py, # 1 (see the proof of
Theorem 2.1 p. 1/4).

On the other hand, when considering the pathwise approach, a lower bound is also needed in order
to guarantee the sufficient smoothness on the underlying PDE to apply a Zvonkin type argument
(see (2.49),(2.50)).

- For the parameter m,, the range mainly corresponds to that of a limit Theorem. It actually appears

from the control of a stochastic integral that appears in the SPDE satisfied by the error (see as well
Theorem 2.1 and (2.23), (2.17)). If @ = 2 then mq = 5, which is the usual rate in a Gaussian
central limit theorem. For o € (1,2), since py > o, My = 1/((Pg,0 A Pvo A2). If py is somehow
close to a then my, is close to é yielding a principal rate which is close to the stable limit theorem,
i.e. in that case 1 —my ~ 1 — é On the other hand, for large values of py, the Gaussian regime
again prevails.
In any case, the previous rates need to be deflated (for integrability reasons because an underlying
singular term (convolution between the mollifier and the gradient of the corresponding stable heat
kernel). This naturally again makes the parameter ¢ appear (see Lemma 2.9, (2.23), (2.17)).
Eventually, the parameter 0, is constrained by the choice of the function space in which we analyze
the error that actually allows to exploit suitable controls on the underlying Fokker-Planck equation
(1.5).

- Balancing the two previous errors terms: in order that the two errors have the same range we
have to set

N7 = NmamtHlate s (0, +B)=1-my —c & (=

yielding a final bound in

N~ mFp(-ma—e)

o For a =2, observe first that sincepy =1, A= —Fy+a- pib — By In that case A can be arbitrarily
small provided By, By and p are respectively small and large enough. In this setting, 8 could be
taken arbitrarily close to 1 and the corresponding rate would read N~z (379) = N-aap(1-29) =
N-war2(1729) | Gince B s close to 1 in that case, the exponent in the previous convergence rate
also corresponds to the typical magnitude of the parameter (. For N particles in dimension 2d this
has to be compared to the expected interaction range, which from the multi-scale effect due to the
kinetic dynamics would actually read* (1/d + 3d)~ = (1/4d)~.

o Fora € (1,2), if py, p}, are sufficiently close and Bo, By are small enough, then A is again small.
Since (a —1—A) < (a—A)/2 < a—A <2, for By small enough, one can take 8 arbitrarily
close to o — 1. If now py > o but close to o the rate writes:

-1
N~ wava=1(1=5-2),

Eventually for py, pj, close and By small 0o ~ Ayp, = a- z;i’ ~d(2+a) “;Il and the rate rewrites
0
as
N—ﬁ(l—ﬁa) — N aara(1-3%59)

There is then a continuity in the stability parameter for the final convergence rate. The previous
ones are somehow the best achievable rates. The more singular the parameter the worse the rate.

Let us finally point out that the weak propagation of chaos result (1.23) shall be understood
as a yet-to-be improved threshold, the rate being directly, as for (1.24), derived from the moderate
propagation of chaos stated in Theorem 2.1. This leaves open the possibility of extended more refined
semigroup techniques (e.g. [6]) to our present singular framework open. This will be addressed in
future works.

From now on for a € R we denote be a™ (resp. at) any real number of the form a — ¢ (resp. a =€), € > 0.
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Remark 1.4 (About the sampling of the initial condition). Our results can be extended to the case
where the initial data & are not necessarily i.i.d. variables. Specifically, assuming only exchange-
ability of the initial states (Xg ', Vi¥""), the convergence rates in Theorem 1.2 (and Theorem 2.1)
still hold if

: coC N _ n _
A}gnooN l[én * (1o /LO)HLn(Q;ng;ﬂ) =0

with some constants cg > 0 and n € N. This assertion can be explicitly drawn from the proof
of Theorem 2.1 below (see the estimates (2.42) to (2.44) in Step 3) from which Theorem 1.2
is derived. Since the representation involving co and n can be intricate, for simplicity, we have
assumed independence and identical distribution of the initial data. The i.i.d. assumption is made
for simplicity.

Remark 1.5 (About the integrability parameters p, and p,). We would like to specify some points
concerning the assumptions on the integrability parameter p, € [1,+00)? of the singular drift b and
the particular thresholds set on py in Theorem 1.2 (and Theorem 2.1). The restrictions p, #
(00,00) and py < pj, (equivalent to p, < py) stated in (H) are both inherent to the wellposedness
of the McKean-Viasov (1.3), and might potentially be overcome in future works (see e.g. [9] for
the non-degenerate case). As it will be actually seen through the propagation of chaos analysis
below, the more particular condition py > o arises from the analysis of the stochastic fluctuations
in the mollified empirical measure Typn * pul¥ driving (1.6) (see precisely (2.17), (2.18) and (2.19)
below). To control these fluctuations we have to rely on martingale type inequalities for stochastic
integrals valued in Banach spaces satisfying some appropriate functional properties, notably, as in
[31, 32], the UMD property for the Brownian case o = 2, and the further M-type Banach space
property for the jump case o € (1,2). (Precise definitions of these spaces and properties related to
our setting are presented in Appendiz D.) These functional properties are primarily to be satisfied
by the subspace ILPo N LPb. Importantly, P spaces have the UMD property for p = (ps, p,) when
neither py nor p, belonged to {1,00}. Whenever pyp = 1 or pyp =1 (or p = 1) we are led to
consider Py = 00 0T Py iy = 00 and LPs does not fulfill the aforementioned UMD property. This
difficulty can be circumvented using the embedding (2.12) between Besov spaces which ensures b
lies in the larger Bgz;a—space with p, < p, (= p}, > P,) and Bb = By — Ap,,p,- One can so decrease
the integrability exponent to a finite one, up to a slight decrease of the regularity of b. Since the
differential index By — a - 1% =0—a- pib remains unchanged, the rates (1.23) and (1.24) in
Theorem 1.2 and the rate (2.6) in Theorem 2.1 are preserved. This approach applies to both the
diffusive case « =2 and the pure jump case o € (1,2).

The particular case py = (1,1) features a more significant threshold. In the Brownian case,
similarly to e.g. [31], [32], one can proceed with weighted 1P space with some p > 1 and the
cost of introducing a weight is somehow absorbed by the Gaussian noise. Such procedure naturally
seemingly fails in the pure jump case, and for the case o € (1,2) the condition py > a (ensuring
LPo is a M-type Banach) is needed to exhibit a convergence rate.

The situation o € (1,2) for large integrability parameter py, or integrability parameter p, below
a is so a particular open case in our paper and a natural restriction in regard to applications.
Extending this present situation is at the moment beyond our proof arguments and would rather
require an additional and suitable alteration (e.g. a truncation) of the Lévy noise L*" in the molli-
fied particle system (1.6). Importantly, observe that the constraint py o Apyo > o actually prevents
the situations pyp = 00 o1 pyp = 00 and to consider the case formally embedding (when f, = 0)
fully bounded interactions, or partially bounded interactions. Namely when the kernel depends only
on the velocity (bi(x,v) = hi(t,v)) or only the position component (bs(x,v) = ha(t,z)), the in-
tegrability index p, = (P p, Pyp) including so an oo component. When the dependence occurs in
the velocity, p, = (00,D, 1), Pyp < —l—oo,piMb > o, this leads to somehow consider an autonomous
non-degenerate McKean-Viasov equation for which our propagation of chaos analysis would apply
(for the sake of concision, details concerning this case have been purposely left aside). On the other
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hand, when p, = (Py 1, 0), Py < +00, the presence of the transport of the velocity component
makes things much more tricky. This specific point will be the subject of further research.

2. CONVERGENCE OF EMPIRICAL MEASURE VIA DUHAMEL’S FORMULA

Throughout this section we assume (H) is in force and recall that for the time horizon Ty > 0,
the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.3) admits a unique weak solution on [0, Tp]. Moreover, by [17, Theorem
3.11, (i)], the time marginal law us(dz) = us(z)dz satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation (1.5) and
for any 5 > 0,

B—
sup (s ||us||B51 st HUSHBB Byl ) < 00, (2.1)
s€(0,To] Pyia

where pj is the conjugate index of p, in the sense of (1.13).
Let ¢n be defined by (1.8). Consider the following mollified approximation of the empirical
measure pl:

N
up (2) == py) * Tipn(z) = Z Lipn)( - z), (2.2)

where I';¢ny corresponds to the composition of the transport operator I'y with ¢ namely:
Dion (z,v) = NEFOIdg( N+ (5 1)) NCv),

where ¢ is symmetric. Note that this specific choice for the mollifier involving the transport
operator will precisely allow to derive a suitable SPDE for the difference u; — ul (see (2.21)
below).

Let b: Ry x R — R? By, py and A be as in (H). ForaunyfeBO1 NB_, ﬂfl’ and 3,1 > 0, we

introduce
1flls5 ) = —(1ADTE +(LALSbe * flloo- (2.3)

The main result of this section is the following convergence of the mollified empirical measure (2.2).

Theorem 2.1. Assume that either p, > o or (a, py) = (2,1) and
po(l-]oY) < oo, VmeN. (2.4)
Given mg and 0, as in (1.22), for any B,{ > 0 such that
B<(a—1-A)A((+F—A)/2), ¢<(1-ma)/ba, (2.5)
and for any e > 0, m > 0, there exists a constant C = C(0,(, B,e,m) > 0 such that for all N > 1

sup ||U£V _ ut”Lm(Q;S?(b)) <c N—A¢ + N®a—1+C0a+e (2.6)
t€[0,To) )

The rest of the section will be dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2.1.

2.1. Technical preliminaries on the anisotropic Besov spaces. The following Bernstein
inequality is standard and proven in [44].

Lemma 2.2 (Bernstein’s inequality). For any k := (k1,k2) € (N\ {0})? and p,p, € [1, 00]? with
p; < p, there is a constant C = C(d,k,p,p;) > 0 such that, for all j >0, f = f(x,v) € 8,

ia- d _d i a
V5 VA RS flp S 27 O3 R |, = 27 (O F s thot Toso) e g (2.7)

for VF and V*2 denoting respectively the ki" and ki differential operators with respect to the
variable x and the variable v.
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For a function f : R?? — R, the first-order difference operator is defined by
SV f(2) = 0nf(2) = fz+ ) — f(2), 2heR™ (2.8)
For M € N, the M*"-order difference operator is defined recursively by
5 Fz) = w0 8 £ (2).
The following characterization is well-known (see e.g. [44] and [19, Theorem 2.7]).

Proposition 2.3. For s >0, ¢ € [1,00] and p € [1,00]?, an equivalent norm of B4, is given by

q 1/q
105 £l dh
fllsze =< Ifllp + / ; 2.9
|| ”sz || ||P Ihla<l |h,|f1 |h|$12+a)d ( )

where [s] is the integer part of s. In particular, C5 = B&J s the anisotropic Holder-Zygmund

space, and for s € (0,1), there is a constant C = C(a, d, s) > 0 such that
[flle; =c Iflleo + sup 1f(2) = fFO/ 12 = ' la

The above characterization will be notably used, in the appendix section A, for establishing
weighted versions of key estimates in this Section including the Bernstein inequality and Lemma
2.4 below.

We recall the following lemma proved in [17, Lemma 2.6] on embeddings and Young convolution
inequalities related to Byf.

Lemma 2.4. (i) For any p € [1,00]?, s’ > s and q € [1, 00|, it holds that

0,1 P 0,00 s’ 00 s,1 $,q
By, —LP =B Byo” = Bpa — Byl (2.10)

p;a >’
(”’) For any ﬂaﬂlvﬂ? € R; q,91,92 € [1500] and D,P1,DP2 € [1500]2 with

_ ir_ 1,1 1_ 141
B_Bl+627 1+p_p1+p2’ q_q1+q27

it holds that, for some universal constant C' > 0,

||f * g”Bg*g < C”f”Bgi:gl ||gHBg§*Z'2 (211)
(i) For L<p; <p<oo,qg€[l,o0] and s=s1+a- (% — Pil)’ there is a C' > 0 such that
1By Sc g, (2.12)

Now we recall the basic estimates for the kinetic semi-group. Let p:(z) be the distributional
density of Z; := (fot L%ds, LY). By scaling, it is easy to see that

pi(z) = =)y, (t_%x,t_év), t>0. (2.13)
The kinetic semigroup of operator A? —wv -V, is given by

Pf(2) = E[f(Tez + Zy)] = Tu(pe * f)(2) = (Tipe =« To f)(2) = / JLepe(z =20 f()d2', (2.14)
R2
where
Lif(2) = f(L'ez) == f(z — tv,v).
For f € 8" and t > 0, let
t
I (z,0) ::/ Pi_sf(s,x,v)ds.
0
By the definition (2.14) of P, it is easy to see that in the distributional sense,
0.9 =nEg] —v-V. 5 4 1.

The following estimates are proven in [17, Lemma 2.12].
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Lemma 2.5. Let p,p; € [1,00]? with p; < p. For any B € R and v > 0, there is a constant
C = C(a,d,p,py, B,7) > 0 such that for any f € B, and all j >0, and t > 0,

p;a
RS Pefllp S 2/me=D (27 A fllgg, .. (2.15)

The following lemma provides useful estimates about the kinetic semigroup P; (see [17, Lemma
2.16]).

Lemma 2.6. Let p,p; € [1,00]? withp, < p. For any B, 31 € R, there is a Cy = Co(a,d, B, B1,p,p;) >
0 such that for all t > 0,

(B=B1+p, ,p)VO

Lot tp ) 1P gt 1P Iy, Sco (AAD# | fllges . (216)
2.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. For notation simplicity, we shall write

U (2) = ua(2) — ug (2),
and, for any smooth function f : R?¢ — R and all zg = (29,v9) € R% x R, we shall denote
respectively by V. f(z20) and V, f(20) the gradients of f w.r.t. the  and v variable, evaluated at
point zg. To prove (2.6), we shall exploit the Duhamel formula related to the evolution of UN.
For a.e. t € (0,To], the density u, satisfies

Oyuy = (Av% — v Vg )up — divy ((be * ug)uy)

for div, denoting the divergence operator on the variable v. The Duhamel formula for u; (see e.g.
[17, Section 1]) then gives:

u(z) = Pu(z) — /0 Pi_(div, (bs * us)us)(z)ds, t € [0,Tp].

We next look at the the evolution equation satisfied by UN(z). For any fixed zo € R?¢, applying
1t6’s formula to t — (Tydn)(Z)" — 20), we have

ATedn)(ZN7 = 20) = (BTsdn + AETeon ) (ZN = 20)dt + VN - (V. Todn ) (2N = z0)dt
+ (O # ) (ZN) (VLN (2] = 20)dt + dMY (20),
where
t
V2 / (Volspn ) (ZNF = 20)dW, a=2,
MY (z) = ] (2.17)
/ / 5(1 s(bN)(Zé\Li - ZO)ni(dsvdv)v (OAS (15 2)7
R4\ {0}

with 5( ») being the (forward) difference operator on the variable v defined in (2.8), - i.e. 58)1))]”(2) =

flz+ (0, U)) — f(2) - and N’ standing for the compensated Poisson measure associated with L®7,
the driving noise of the i‘! particle of the system (1.6).
Noting that for any smooth function f : R?¢ — R,

0iTef(20) = —vo - Val'e f(20), V20 = (20, v0) € R x RY,
we have
(DTN ) (2" = 20) + V- (VaTedn) (20 = 20) = vo - VoT4on (2" = 20)
=—vg- Vg (Ft¢N(ZtN’i — ) (20),
denoting by V. (f(Z"" —-))(20) the a-derivative of z — f(Z"" — ) evaluated in z, and

AZul (z0) = AF (Tegw # 1) (20) = (AETyon * u¥) (20).



PROPAGATION OF CHAOS OF MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES 13

Thus, by the definition of u}Y (z) in (2.2) and for b as in (1.7), we have for all 29 = (29, vo) € R??,
duf’ (20) = ((AF —vo - Va)up' (z0) = (b7 * i) - (VuTeon) (- = 20), 1" (-)))dt + AM (20)

((A2 v Vo )ul (2 )_divvagv(zo)) dt + dMN (z), (2.18)
where
MY ZMtN (20), (2.19)
with MN"%(zy) being defined in (2.17) . As bY % ul¥ = by  ulY,
GY (20) = (b7 * i ) () (Tedn) (- = 20), 11 ) = ((be % uf’ ) () (Tedn) (- = 20), 11" )- (2.20)
Combining (2.18) with (1.5) and changing zo to z, we obtain that U} solves the SPDE
auy = ((A? — vV UY —divatN) dt — dMp, (2.21)
where
HY := (by xup)us — GN. (2.22)
In particular, we derive from (2.21)the Duhamel formula,
t t
UYN = Pi(ug — ugV)—/ P;_,div, HNds —/ Pi_gdMN = gN —g¢N —mY, (2.23)
0 0
where M} = < Zfil mMN* and
t
V2 / Py (VD un (2N — 20)d W7, a=2,
mMi(z) =4 " | B (2.24)
/ / P65 (D) (21 — 20)(ds, dw), a e (1,2).
0 Jra\{0}

Applying the norm || - ”Sf(b) set in (2.3) to the above, it follows that
||uiv||sf(b) < ||gtN||s§(b) + ||<7€tN||s§(b) + ||m£N||sf(b)- (2.25)
Now, we first look at the estimate of HgtNHSE(b)'
Lemma 2.7. For any 8 > 0, there is a constant C = C(0, 3) > 0 such that, for all N > 1
iglg ||gtN||sf(b) S N_MHUOHBQ&G + [lon * (M(J)v - UO)Hng;ﬁu (2.26)

where ¢ > 0 is from the definition (1.8) of ¢n .

Proof. Recalling that S — By > 0, by the heat kernel estimate (2.16) in Lemma 2.6, we have
199 N < (LA D)5 o+ ) — woll gy

and recalling the condition p, < pj in (H), the definition (1.20) of A, and that 5 > 0, A>0, (2.16)
also yields

198 1= S AADT lgn # 1 — wollgg-s-
pyia 3
Hence, as the convolution inequality (2.11) ensures that |[b; * I |loo < ||bt||Bﬁb ||gtN||B—Bb,1,
Ppi pg:a
199 g ¢y < (LA £ (At ||bt||BBg_a||‘gtN”Bjﬂb’1
’ Pyia

Sllow *pg — uOIIng;ﬁ <llew % uo = wollggo—s + lén * (g = wo)lggos-  (2:27)
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Note that a duality argument and the Besov equivalence (2.9) yields, for all z € R?,

o = 2) = wo(Mlgge-» < 12l2luollgg, -

We thus have, according to the scaling estimate (B.1) for ¢y stated in Section B of the appendix,

lon * uo = wollgeo—p S Il - Bonllalluoligeo = NN 2ol lluollgeo -
0;@ Po; Po;a

a

Plugging this inequality into (2.27) we obtain (2.26). O

The estimates for handling the components H%thgf(w and the moments of ”thHSf(b) in (2.25)
are stated in the two next lemmas. The first one exhibits a term which goes to zero with a rate de-
pending on the smoothness of the underlying Fokker-Planck equation and an integral contribution
writing essentially in terms of U}¥ and [|u}[|p,, i.e. these terms will enter in a Gronwall or circular
type argument. The second lemma, associated with the stochastic integral, essentially produces a
convergence rate close to the one of the corresponding stable limit theorem. Proofs are postponed
to the next Section 3.

Lemma 2.8. (Estimate for #}) For any 8 € (0,(a+ Bo — A) A 1)) , there is a constant C' =
C(©,8) > 0 such that, for allt € (0,Ty] and N > 1,

_ ¢ _A
19 gy S N5+ [ Gatto) (I U ool + 5~ S, s (229

where

B=bBa _ A+Bot1
@ ( a .

Gslt,s) =t a (t—s) % +t"a (t—s) (2.29)
Lemma 2.9 (Estimate for MY). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, for any e > 0, m € N

and B,¢ > 0 with the following upper bounds

¢<(1—mgy)/ba, (2.30)
there is a constant C = C(e,m, 3,{) > 0 such that for all N € N,
N a_l ea
sup {177 HLm(Q;Sf(b)) S Nmemttcbate, (2.31)
t€[0,To)

With the above preparatory results we are now able to demonstrate Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Applying Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 to (2.25), we have
t A
UM llgp gy ST+ 1M N5y + / G(t, ) (Ibs 5 U [ 1, + 55U 1, ) s, (2.32)
where 3 € (0, (a+ o — A) A1), Gg(t, s) is defined in (2.29) and
Iév = NP4 lon * (M(J)v — UQ)Hng:—aB. (2.33)

It now remains to handle through a suitable circular argument the terms involving U in the right
hand side of (2.32), for which we need to make the || - Hsg(b) norm appear. In particular, the tech-

nical difficulty arises from the factor ||ul||p,, which requires to distinguish the cases p, = (1,1)
and p, # 1. For the former, only the case o = 2 is of interest, the pure-jump case requiring the
property a < pg.o A Dy,o. We divide the proofs into three steps.

(Step 1: Case a =2 and p, = 1). For g € (O, (a4 Bo—A)A 1)), noting that

ud lp, = [[u |2 = |pd *Tsonllr =1,
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we have, by the embeddings (2.10) and the convolution inequality (2.11)

_A
[ Gattes) (o= 0ol 4572, ) (231
< [ et Hb*UNmn+8<WUNMf1)“
/Gﬂ (0885 4 (@A 9™ ) U gz,

recalling (2.3) for the last inequality.
Hence, for any t € [0,Ty] and m € N, by (2.32) and $p<0,

t
R st S M oy + I g + [ Golts)s™ ds.

Since 8 < a— A+ fp (recalling (1.20)), by Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra type stated in Lemma
E.3, we get, for any T € (0, Tp),

||Lm(Q 82y 48

sup ”ut ||Lm(gzsﬁ(b /S ||Iév||Lm(Q)+ sup ”mivHLm(Q;sf(b))- (2-35)
te(0,T te(0,T7]

(Step 2: Case a € (1,2] and p, # 1). In this situation, we cannot simply rely on the bound
||,uév||13rl>m < o0 in Equation (2.34). Indeed, owing to (2.11) and the estimate (B.8), this would
yield
lullp, S ITson lgoa, il Isg, S N
To avoid this cost, we again make the difference UYN appear, for s € (0,t]. Using the control
llusllp, S ||Us||ng1; S s’ deduced from (2.10) and (2.1) and recalling the definition (2.3), we
derive
155 % U oo |1 Nl < [1bs + UN oo U |p, + 1105 * U oo s,

ENESEENY Bo=B=A
<s ||uN||SB +s @ ||uiv||s§(b)-

Substituting this estimate into (2.32), we get, for any 0 < ¢ < T,

Bo—

2 t
B—A i
U lsp oy < I8+ g+ 30 [ Gltos)s™ 7 U g, s
=1

Note that by (2.5),
Bo—28—A>—a, Bo—28—-A>—(a—1-75+p).
Note also that, as § > a—1, < § — A and, as §y < 0, according to (H), A < a —1 — . These
bounds ensure:
t
sup / Ga(t, s s = sup Z/ ((t—s)_é + (t—s)_AHZcDH)Sﬁ0 7= ds < oo
t€(0,T0] 51 t€(0,To] 55 J0

Thus one can use the Gronwall inequality (E.9) stated in Lemma E.3-(ii) to derive, for all
ERS (0, To],

|mwy@<%—wmﬂww+/l%sm B MY gy
+/ Ga(s,r)r e A||uN||Sﬁ ar. (2.36)
0
Define
= sup / Gs(t', s) uy
Ot] B || ||SB(b
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and

20 ) . (2.37)

Taking the square and multiplying Gg(t', s)s for both sides of (2.36), integrating the re-
sulting expression for s € (0,¢'), by Fubini’s theorem and (E.8) (in Lemma E.3-(ii)), we obtain
that for some cg,c; > 0,

¢
IN :—IéV—F( sup /Gﬁ(t,s)s

t€(0,To] JO

Bo—28—A
a

FN < (coTn)? + (et FN)?, YO <t < Ty,
In particular,

(e FN = (2¢1)™)° = (2¢1) 7% = (coTn)?
Thus, on the event Qg := {w €N : Iy < (201)_1},

et Y — (2¢1) 7Y = V/(2e1) 2 — co(Tn )2 (2.38)
Observe now that, using successively the control (2.1) on wu, the control sup, ”/%{VHB;’;Q < 00,

(2.10) and finally applying the estimate (B.8) on ||Iy¢n||gs (taking £ = 0, A = N¢, £ = 0 and
successively p = py and p = pg) we have

U lsp ) =t g — Tyo + 8o, + 155 b+ (up — Tao + 1) oo

(2<11) — TN * iy ||B0 1 +t ||ut Tidn * M,{VHB;%J
!
S1+ 0w *17 go, + ITedn * o “B;?b :
e
S1HITonlsg, +ITidn o
(2.10) ) (B.8)
S 1+[lenlsg,., + ||Ft¢N||B;;ib < N, (2.39)

where € > 0 and
0o = [Ar,p, + (1 + @)e] V [Ap, 00 + (1 + )(e = Bp)].
Hence, it is easy to see that ¢t — F/N is continuous and lim, o F¥ = 0. Thus, by (2.38),

FN < ((2@)*1 — /2e1) % — (eI )2 )/c1 T, Vit € [0,To), on Qo
for co = cp/c1. Plugging this into (2.36) and recalling (2.37), the above yields
U Ny Lo S (T + 1T N ) D

Therefore, for all m,n > 1, by (2.39) and Chebyshev’s inequality, we get

sup E[Iluivllsa < sup. E[Iluivllsa Lol + sup IE[IIUiVII py 1 20]
te(0,To] te(0, t€(0,To]
< N’"Q“P(QS) +E[(n5)™] S ]E[”mNHSB N
€(0,To

§ Nmegg(20160)nE[(yN)n] + E[(yN) ] + S(up EH'mNHSﬁ b)] (240)

We now turn to the estimation of IE[(ET N)"] By Hélder’s inequality, there is a p large enough so

that
t . , t Ve 1/p
< p
/0 Gg(t,r)r T(b)dr < (/0 | HSf(b)dT) .
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)
sup (/ Galt,r)yr = ||mN||Sﬁ H
te(0,To)

0
SE[(ISV)"HE( / ||m5||gg(b)dr> SE[)]+ sw B[, ]

t€(0,To]

Thus, if we take n > 2p, then

E[(75)"] S E[(I5)"] +

Substituting this into (2.40), we obtain that for any n,m > 2p,

n/m
sup ”ut ||Lm(g SP (b)) §N90< <||I(J)v||L"(Q) + sup ||m£N||Ln(Q;s§(b))>

t€(0,To] t€(0,To] (2.41)

+ 11 | Lm(e) +  sup ||th||Lm(sz;sf(b))'
t€(0,To]

(Step 3). In view of (2.41) and, as the control of ||th||Lm(Q_SB(b)) is already set by Lemma 2.9,
it remains to estimate ||73'[|;»(q). Recalling the definition (2.33) of Ij', we have, for any n € N,

1 ) S N5+ g (= 0) | qymto ) (2.42)

Now let us again consider separately the cases p, > o and p, = 1, o = 2. For the former, let
q = Pz,0APvo A2 By (C.2) in Lemma C.3 , with p = p, and 8y — 8 < 0, we have

1_ —
||¢N * (,U'g)v - uO)HLn(gl;ng;ﬁ) S No ¢ po < N™e 1+<0°‘, (2.43)

where m, and 6, are defined in (1.22). For the case (a,py) = (2,1), by (C.2) with p = 2 and
Bo — B < 0 and by (2.4), we have

_1 _

o * (,uév — uO)HLn(Q;ng;ﬁ) <N 5+CA1,2 < N™2 1+C02 (2.44)
Therefore, combining (2.35), (2.41)-(2.44) and applying Lemma 2.9, we obtain that for any n,m >
2p,

S(Bl};]Hut ”Lm @ Sﬁ(b)) NGOC(N ﬁC_FNmaflJrC@ )n/m+N 5<+Nma,1+<9
te 0

As n can be chosen arbitrarily, given N fixed, we can choose n large enough, so that the (N~¢ 4
Nme—1+¢0a)n/m=1 dominates N%¢. This enables to derive the desired estimate. |

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. By (2.11) and the essential control (2.1) on us, for any 8 > 0, we
have

_AtB
I el = e ol S Wl Fuslsoos S 5755 bl gy o (249

and, according to (2.10),

[1bs * ps|lLee < ||bs *us||B01 < 5_5||b||Loo (2.46)

Byl

In particular, (2.45) yields: for any 8 € [0, — 1 — A), there exists ¢ > -2 such that the drift of
(1.3)

Bs(z,v) := bg * ps(x,v)= bs * us(z,v)
is in LqTDBgo;a. We split the proof of Theorem 1.2 by establishing successively the estimates (1.23)
and (1.24).

Proof of (1.23). Fix T € (0,Tp] and ¢ € C;°(R?*9), and set B] := Br_(= br_; * ur—¢). By [17
Theorem 4.2-(i)], there is a unique smooth solution to the following PDE:

O = (AF —v-Vy)u+ BT - Vyuon [0,T] x R2, u(0) = .
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Its Duhamel formulation is further given by

u(t) = Prp + /Ot P, (BT -V, u(s))ds, t€10,T].

Noting that by (2.16),

1 1
IVoPifllLe S IVoPifllgoy, St fllB., S e,
by (2.46), we have

t
_1 _1
IVou(t)llLee S 7= [lpllLee +/0 (t = )7 | B [lLoe |V ou(s) |Leeds

t
St plim + [ (=585 HT,u(s)lmds
0
Since A < 1, by the classical Gronwall inequality of Volterra type (or applying (E.5) in Lemma
E.2), we have
1
[Vou(t)[lLee St [@|Lo. (2.47)

By applying the generalized version of Itd’s formula to (¢, z) — u(T —t, z) stated in [17, Lemma
4.3], we have

E[Qp(ZT)} = E[U(O, ZT)] = E[U(Tv Zo)],

and
T
E[p(Z)Y)] = E[u(0, Z)'Y)] = E[u(T, &)] + IE[/O (be % u — B) - Vyu(T — s, Zjv’l)ds]

Thus, by (2.11) and (2.47),
T
Efp(20)] - E[p(Z)]| SB[ [ b = b wllom]|Fo(T = 5)umds]
0

T
_1
< gl / (T — &) *|lbe % ¥ — by ug]|roods.

Estimate (1.23) now follows from (2.6) which gives
T 1
E{/ (T — 8) "% ||bs % u® — by % ’LLSH]Loode|
0

T
< / (T — s)*i(l A s)*%E[Hué\[ — Us||s§(b)]d3 < N—B¢ + NMa—1+Clate (2.48)
0
o . . . T 1
the limit f <a—-1-A & % < 1 — L ensuring the finiteness of the integral [ (T'—s)~a (1 A
$)” e ds. O

Proof of (1.24). Since b € L%’)Bi,;m%ffprﬁb, according to Lemma 4.7-(i7) in [17], for any 8 €

_ atB atB
(1—%,B4), B belongs to the space L%O(CQ NCy*), for C5™ denoting the (isotropic) Holder-
Zygmund space on the x-variable.
Then, for any fixed A > 0, by [17, Theorem 4.2-(i)], there is a unique solution u to the following

(Zvonkin type) backward PDE for T € (0, Tp):
Ou+ (A —v-Vo—Nu+B-Vou=B, u(T)=0, (2.49)
such that, setting Vu = (V,u, Vyu), by [17, Theorem 4.2-(iii)], for A large enough :
IVullig o= [IVul ooy < 5. 9(5) = [[Vu(s)]los € LI([0, To), (2.50)
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where, if « = 2,6 = 1 and ||Vu(s)| c1:=[| Ve Vyu(s)lLe + | Viu(s)|lLee, and, if a € (1,2), § > $+eo
for some g9 > 0, and

1)
1802y Vu(s)
IVu(s)lles = [[Vu(s)lles +  sup  — 2
veRd\ {0} |v]
58% being the difference operator defined in (2.8). In particular, for each ¢ € [0,T], z — ®¢(z) :=
24 (0,u(t, 2)) forms a C'-diffeomorphism on R??. By It6’s formula, we have, for any t € [0, T],

t t
&y (2 :@0(51)+/0 (V;N’l,)\u(s,Zjv’l))ds—kM,fv’l+/0 [bs * (Ul —ug) - V,@,](ZN1)ds,

where

t
\/5/ VU(I)S(ZéV)l)dWsl7 if o= 27
MMt ={ 0
/ 3oy @s(ZN 1N (ds, dv), if a € (1,2).
0JR4 ’

Similarly, for Z}! = (X}, V;!), the solution to (1.3) driven by L®! and starting at the initial Z} = ¢y,
we have

t
B(20) =0o(6r) + [ (V2 duls, ZD)ds + M

where

f/v<1> ZHaw}, if =2,

M =
// 5(1 n(ds,dv), if a € (1,2).
re (O

Thus, according to (2.50),

t
|20(Z") — 2u(Z])] S+ /\HVUIIL;?)/ |20 = Z)\ds + M — M|
0

t
VBl / b (Y — u)(ZNY)|ds,
0
where

f/ (s, ZN1) = Vyu(s, Z1)) awl, if =2,
MM - M, =

// Oloy @s(ZN 1) = 6(3), (z;)}ﬁl(ds,du), if o € (1,2).
Rd
Observe in this latter case that:
1
8060 @5 (ZX°1) = 0(5) @ (D] S 1257 = 211 (I Vs, = L jagsny + [ V(s lesol” L goreny )-

Combining BDG’s inequality and (2.50), we have

t
E[|Vou(s, ZX") — Vyu(s, Z1)|*]ds, if =2,
// (1650, @:(Z21) = 6(3) 0o (Z1) "] w(dv)ds, if o € (1,2).
Rd

< [ lorEiz - zipas
0
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observing in particular that, in the case « € (1,2), since 2§ > a,
/|v|25 ]1{‘1)|<1}V(d1)) < Q.

We note that |g|> € L9/2([0, Ty)) with ¢ > o/(a — 1)>2. Therefore

E| sup |ZN* —Z})?
s€[0,t]

SE| sup [D4(Z)0) — @4(Z5))
s€[0,t]

2

t T
< / lg(s)PE|ZN — Z1Pds + B ( / |bs*(uﬁv—us)|1t°°d5> ,

which implies, by Gronwall’s inequality, that

T
B| sup (280 2P| SE| [ oux 0l - w)lfeds
s€[0,T] 0
< g —2(BTA) N 2
< /0 (1A 8) 2R [ — 25, s |
Observe that 8 < o —1— A implies < § — A. Recall indeed that since o € (1,2] then a —1 < §.
Hence, fOT(l A s)_2(%)ds is finite. Estimate (1.24) again follows by (2.6). O

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN TECHNICAL LEMMAS

3.1. Proof of Lemma 2.8. First of all, applying (2.16) (for § =0, 51 = =1, p; = p=p,), we
have

t t
17N lgos < [ [Pr—sdive HY [gor ds S [ (t—s) 7= ||dive HY | 5-1 ds
PO; 0 PO; 0 PO;

t t
_ 1 1
S / (t— )+ |HN gy ds < / (t—5) [ HY [lpyds, (3.1)

using as well (2.10) for the two last inequalities. In the same way, using again (2.16) (for 8 = —fy,

B1=—1, p=pj,p; =P,), recalling, from (H) that, since pi + pib > 1, p, < p}, and, from (1.20),
0

that A+ 8o +1 = Ap,.p,, — By +1>0, we get

A+Bo+1

t t
e A ey A il A P M CE
p}ia 0 pjia 0

In order to estimate |HY ||, , by adding and subtracting the elements (bs * us)ul’ and ((bs *
us)(Tson) (- — 2), V), we obtain from (2.22) and (2.20) the following decomposition for HV(z2):

HY (2) = (b + U YTub) (- = 2), 1) + (s 5w UN)(2)
— (B 5 w)(Cubw)(- = 2), 1) =((by * us)u)(2))
= HEN(2) 4+ HEY (2) - B3 (2). (3.3)
For H}V(z), noting that for any z € R??,
N (2) = [+ U)o (- = 2,1} < 0w U oo ((Ton ) = 2), 1) = 105 U oot (2),

we have
IHEN [lpy < 11bs % U [loo [l [Ip, -

For H?M(z), we directly have

H2N| < b uy (221) b
IHS [Ip, < llbs * uslloo | Us |, (165l

~

RS .
o uslg=p 1 [Ullpy S 871U s
Ppia pg:a.



PROPAGATION OF CHAOS OF MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES 21

For H>™(z), by definition, we can write

() = = [ (ber o) = bl ) D)z = Dl (42). (3.4)
Note that, for any x € (0, 1), and, for C;; = B5.%, as in Proposition 2.3,
|bs * us(2) — bs * us(2)| < |(bs * us)(:t,v) — (bs x ug)(z — s(v — D), v)|
+ [(bs * us)(x — s(v —T),v) — (bs * us)(T, D)
S"”w|v — 1_)|"€||bS * us||cgl+a)~ + |FS(Z — 5)|Z||b5 * uSHCZ'

By (2.11) and (2.1), we have, for any 8 > 0

A+B

@ .

||bs *uSHCg S ||bs||B§g;ﬂHusHBfﬂ;ibJ S s~
Hence,
(s~ M+K|v — " + 5’%|Fs(z — 5)|2)

[bs * us(2) — bs xus(2)] <
<55 (o — " + |Tu(z — 2)[2).

Note that for any z = (x,v) € R, thanks to suppdy C {(z,v) : [NOFe)g|Ta 4 |NCy| < C} =
{2:]2]a <CN—¢}

(Io] + Tszla) Tsdn (2) S N~ Tson (2).
Substituting these into (3.4), we get for any € [0, 1),

L=+ I = D on) -~ 2 (42)

KA
||’E[3 N”po ~ &

Po

< sTEENTR = s N il |, -

Po

/ T (- — 2)u¥ (d2)
RQd

This implies that

KA

_ _A _A _KEA _
12V, S [T N A58 ] Jul g, <578 U g, + 575 N7,

(2.1) Bo—r—A
< s UY |l + 5 N

Combining the above calculations, we obtain that: for any « € (0, 1),

_A Bo—r—A —k
1Y lpy S 1bs * U oo l[ud llp, + 572 U |p, +57 = N7 (3.5)
By (3.1), (3.2) and (3.5), we get, for k < (o + 8o — A) A1,

1+8g—k—A —k¢

t
_A azltPozr=A
T e (T e
0

and (remembering that, from (1.20) and Gy < 0, A+ﬂ°+1 <1)

al»@ZA

+Bo+ —k
176 Iy / (£ =)= (s = U lloollud i, + 5~ U ) ds 4+ N7
Py’

In particular, if we take k = 8 with 8 € (0, (o 4+ 8o — A) A 1), then it is easy to see that

550

(2.11) BEA
17 gy St NN o+ bl

~

N
Bil;;a ||(7€t ||B;5b 1

_ _A
SN / G () (105 5 U oolld I, + 57 & 122, ) s

where G(t, s) is given as in (2.29).
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3.2. Proof of Lemma 2.9. Our proof arguments are first focused on establishing general esti-
mates on MY successively in the Brownian case a = 2 (Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 below) and
next the pure-jump case « € (1,2) (Theorem 3.6). Combining these results, the proof of Lemma
2.9 is achieved at the end of the section.

We first show the following estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let a =2, p € [2,00]% and p, € [1,00)? with p; < p and 8,41 € R. For anym > 1
and Bo > (8— 1) V0, there is a constant C = C(m, p, py, B, b1, B2,d) > 0 such that, for any N > 1
and f € BS

Py;a’

mN 1. < N*%+C(3ﬁ2+ﬂp1’p) . 3.6
I Y oy Se IFlss;. .

In particular, for any p € [2,0]?, BER, o> BV 0 and m > 1,

Hmi{VHLm(Q;ngb SC N_%+C(3ﬂ2+ﬂl,p). (37)

Proof. By the embedding (2.12), without loss of generality we may assume p € [2,00)2. By the
definition of the anisotropic Besov norm and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

1F * MY pmzzy < D 27 0f # REMY || Lm(im).-

jz-1

Recalling the definition (2.24) of MY, we have
1 [t _ _
FrRimY(z) =53 /0 fxREP_(Volson)(ZY = 1)) (2)dW?
i=1
1 [ | _
=N Z/ (f * Q;Ptfsvvl“sm)(rt,szﬁ“ — 2)dW{,
i=10

where we have used that the symmetry property ¢n(z) = ¢n(—2) and, for a function g : R?¢ — R
and 2’ € R%¢,

Pis(9(z' = ))(2) = (Prosg)(Ti-s2" = 2). (3.8)

Next let us define, for ¢ fixed, the stopped process
1 L , .
f * mqmi\]t('z) = Z/ (f * qut—svst¢N)(Ft—sZ£V)l - Z)dWSZ’ u e [Oat]a
J ; N — J, J

which defines an LLP-valued martingale. With this, we are in position (as in [31]) to apply a func-
tional BDG (Burkhélder-Davis-Gundy) inequality to derive the control (3.6). Following e.g. [43]
(see Theorem 16.1.1 therein), this BDG inequality states that, given (E,| - |g) a UMD (uncondi-
tional martingale difference) Banach space, for any E-valued martingale {m;};>o with quadratic
variation {[m];};>0 and any p € (1, 00), we have, for all ¢ > 0,

1/2
I sup |mulelle@s.,  suwpeocllmalelle@) Ses, Mml? sl o), (3.9)

U

for some constants Cg, = C(E,p) and cgp = ¢(E,p). The property that the mixed space LP is
indeed a UMD space for p € (1,00)? - along a recall of the notion of UMD spaces - is established
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in the appendix section (see Corollary D.2). Consequently, applying (3.9), we have

~

E[|If « RFMI 5] < S E[If = R 5] S ELILS = REM Ju=t ]

U

N . 1/2(™
1 N,i 2
<E <m;/0 (f * REP,_ VT ) (Do ZN0 = 1)) d5>

p

N . 1/2]|™
5 NTTE (Z/ |(f * m;Pt—svst¢N)(Ft—SZ£V7i - )|2ds>
i=170

p
m/2

N t
=NTTE| / |(f * REPLE V. Ton)(Coms 2007 = ) Pds
i=170

p/2

m/2

N t

<N™E (Z/ 1(f % REPr— VoL ) (Tims 22 — -)Ilids>
i=1"0

t m/2
— N—™/2 (/ | f *(R;Ptsvvrsqﬁmf,ds) )

0
Let p, € [1,00]? be defined by 1 + % = p—ll + p—12. By Young’s inequality, the Definition 1.1 of the
anisotropic Besov norm, together with (1.17), and the heat kernel estimate (2.15), we have

Hf * g{;‘lpt—svvl—‘s¢N”P 5 2_Blj|‘f”]3gi:a Hg{;‘lpt—svvl—‘s(bN”PQ
S YO fllgs, (2%(8 =)  AD[VeTsdnllgs -
p1ia p2ia

Observing that

t

/ (2%s)" P A1)2ds <274, (3.10)
0

we further have, by (B.8) in Appendix B,

t 1/2
(/ | f * m;Ptsvvrs¢N|§ds) < 2*3(ﬁ2+51>|\f|\Ba} NGBt Tprp)
0 pPlia
Combining the above calculations, we get
| f = th”Lm(sz;B;;;) < Z 968i9—i(B2+651) ”f”Bf,};aN«SBﬁﬂm’p)'
Jj=20

The result (3.7) now follows by S < 82 4+ 81. The estimate (3.7) is deduced next by taking f the
Dirac measure on 0, which lies in Bgi;a for /1 =0 and p; = 1. g

The previous lemma is naturally not enough for the proof of Lemma 2.9 since it requires p > 2.
To drop this restriction, we use, as in [31], weight function techniques to show the following stronger
estimate. The price we have to pay for this procedure is that we need uniform moment estimates
on the process ZtN’l.

Theorem 3.2. Let a =2, 820, p € [1,00]? with p, Ap, <2 and { > Ap pya. For any B >
and m > 2, there is a constant C = C(©,p, .5, 51, m) > 0 such that, for any N > 1,

sup ”mivHLM(Q;Bf,;}I) <c |1+ sup (E“Zé\/,lmm])l/m NC(351+ﬂ1,pv2)*%_ (3.11)
te[0,T ' s€[0,T]
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Proof. By the embedding (2.12), without loss of generality, we may (again) assume p € [1,00)2.
Note again from the Minkowski inequality that

M o mzy < D 27 IREMT || (i1m)- (3.12)
j=0

Whenever p < 2, one cannot directly make an estimate by BDG’s inequality since L?/2 is not a

Banach space. For simplicity of notation, we write p; := p V 2 and let p, € [1,00]? be defined by

% = pll + p%. To overcome the difficulty, we now specifically use a weight function:

we(z) = (14 (1 + [z) e + [v2)2, 2= (z,0) € R*. (3.13)

for ¢ > a- p% = Ap,p,- The main properties and related key estimates on wy are stated in Appendix
A. Clearly, we have

we(z +2') Swe(z) + we(2)), 2,2 € R¥M,
and the choice of ¢ also precisely guarantees the following integrability of the inverse weight,
g I, < 0.

Since LP1 is (now) a UMD space, by Holder’s inequality and BDG’s inequality (3.9) applied for LP1-
valued martingale (and introducing, for the application of the inequality, an appropriate stopped
version of m;mgv as in the proof of Lemma 3.1), we have

B[RG30\ ] < BRSNS el o1,

N 1/2
<NE (Z/ |((R;’PtSVUI‘S(bN)(I‘tSZjv’i—~)wg|2ds>
i=170

Dy
m/2

N t
=N"™E Z/O [(REP,_ VL) (Te—s ZN = Jwg|*ds
=1

P1/2
N t m/2

<N ™E <Z/O |(m;Pt_svvrsa;N)(rt_sZgVﬂ—-)wdglds) : (3.14)
i=1

Noting that for a nonnegative function g : R?? — [0, c0),
Q(thsziv’i —Jwe (gwf)(rtfszév’i —)+ g(Ft,SZév’i - -)we(Ft,SZév’i)
S (gwo)(Te—s 20 =) (L + |27,
by the translation invariance of LP-norm, we have
H(m;Pt—svaS¢N)(Ft—sZsN’i - ')wéle < ” (m;‘lpt—svaS¢N)w€Hp1(1 + |Z£VZ|£)

Substituting this into (3.14) and by ZN:¢ (1aw) ZN:1 we further have

t m/2
E[|remY|m] < N—™/2 (1+ s?p]EUz;Wf;m}) (/ H(m;Pt_svvrsqu)Wgy\ilds) .
s€|0,t 0

(3.15)

At this stage, we can apply Lemma A.3 from Appendix A - with § =1, p=p; and y =1 - to
get, for any j > 0,

|3 Pree VL Jurl2, S 22070 (2%t = )7 A1) (Cagm el -
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Hence, applying Lemma B.2, it follows that

t
/ [(R$Pr— Voo )wellp, ds
0

t
< 920-3) / (@5 (t— ) A D |wTain |2, ds
i .

Byl
<(1+ (tN2<)261)NZC(61+ﬂ1,p1)22j(1*ﬁ1) /t((22j5)1 A1)2ds
< NGB+ p,)9 261 ’
using again (3.10) for the last inequality. Substituting this into (3.15) and by (3.12), we obtain

”mivHLM(Q‘Bgz}l) 5 N—1/2 (1 o (E[lzé\alla}ém)l/m) ZQﬂjNC(3'61+ﬂl‘p1)2_j61,

s€[0,t] J

which immediately implies the estimate (3.11) by 1 > 5. O
To conclude the proof of Lemma 2.9 for @ = 2, it remains to establish the uniform moment

estimates for the solution to the interacting particle system (1.6) when p, = 1. These estimates
are given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let o = 2 and p, = 1 and assume the condition (H) holds. Then, for any m € N,
there is a constant C' = C(©,m) > 0 such that for all t € (0,Ty] and N > 1,

_A
[1be % up || Lm (oo Sct72 4+ sup b MY || Lm (o0 (3.16)
te[0,To)
In particular,
N,1im N,1im m
sup E“Zt |a} Sc 1+E[|Zo |a} + sup ||bt*th||Lm(Q;1L°°)- (3.17)
t€[0,Ty) t€[0,Ty)

Proof. By (2.18) and Duhamel’s formula (with the notations of (2.23)), we have

t
W (2) = Pl () + /O P diveGY (2)ds + MY (2).

By (2.11) and (2.16), we thus get

t
||bt * uiVHLco § ||bt * PtUévHLco + / ||bt * PtfsdinGév”]LcodS + ||bt * miVHLco
0

t
S bellgs 1Pl +/ 1bell gz, N Pi—sdive Gy [l g-sp1ds + [|be MY ||ee
Ppia pjia 0 Ppia pjia

b
t
— Ay pr)/2 Ay —1)/2
SOOIy [ (e )G g ds e Y
; 0 ;
Observing as well that
lug Isg,, S llug'llx = Nl * Tenlla = 1,
and, from (2.20),
|G ()] < [1bs * u ooy (2) = IGT 1 < [1bs %l oo
From the above computations, using again (2.10) and from (1.20),
ﬂl,p’b _ﬂb < ﬂl,p’b _ﬂb _ﬂO =A< 15
we have, for all t € (0,Tp],

w>

t
_ _14+A
b0 5w e < ¢ +/<t—s> 2 by s [oods 4+ [[Be 5 T oo
0
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Therefore,

t
—4 _4A
1be % wp || Lm(eunoey S 2 A+ [[be MY || Lm o0 +/ (t—5)"77 |[bs % ul || Lm(asLoe)ds.
0

Since A < 1, by Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra-type (see Lemma E.2), we obtain (3.16).
In particular, by (1.6), we have, for any m > 1,

To
up BIZ02) S 1+ EIZ ] + [ R b ) as
t€[0,To] 0

Estimate (3.17) now follows by (3.16). O

Remark 3.4. For p, # 1, let us point out that we have a direct treatment for ||by x ul¥ ||Les, but
with a worse convergence rate. Indeed, by (2.11) and (2.2),

R e e g e e
ja ’ b;a
-3 .d
< Woellggy s llng, ITeow = S ITunllg-ag S NECHTEres)
Py Pb

using (2.10) for the last but one inequality and Lemma B.2 for the last one.

Next we turn to the treatment of o € (1,2). In this case, we need to use a specific martingale
inequality established in [20]. We first state the following estimate.

Lemma 3.5. For any B € R, p € [1,00]? and 0 < e < 0 < 1, there is a constant C > 0 such that

forallt>0,veR and f € Bgi‘f,

1P, Fllgzs Se L1015 AL llggpe-
Proof. Let p € [1,00]?. By (2.10) and the heat kernel estimate (2.16), we have, for any v > 0,
HPf (0, v)fHBﬂ 1 S Hptis(é,)v)fHBﬁﬁ S f%H(Sgcl),)v)f“Bﬁ;Ws'
On the other hand, by the equivalent form of (2.9), we have, for any 8 € R and v € [0, 1),
19060 g, = 50D 27 |R58(5) Fllp = 5up 27105, R?

< Ivl” sup 27|RS fllsg., < 1011 f g

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain
1)
1P, Fllgzs < 1y
and for any 0 < e <6 <1,
1) —O==
HPt‘S(o,v)fHBﬁ;; St

oy Flipzoae S 10155 | Fllgsae.
The proof is complete. O
Now we can show the following estimate.
Theorem 3.6. Let T >0, 1 < a <2 and p = (pz,py) € (1,00]2 with
a<q:=2ANpy N\ Dpy.

Then, for any 8 20, m > 1 and € > 0, there exists C = C(T,a, p, 8,m,e) > 0 such that for all
N>1,

sup ||mt ||Lm(Q BB 1) <C N_71+<((a+1)ﬁ+ﬂ1 p+€) (318)

te[0,T]
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As a preliminary to the proof of Theorem 3.6, let us highlight that applying the functional BDG
inequality (3.9) previously used for the case Brownian case @ = 2 would naturally bring rather
intricate moment issues. It is more natural to rely on a specific martingale inequality which fits
the case of integrals with compensated Poisson measures. As we refer the interested reader to
[27, Section 5] for a historical account of maximal inequalities for such integrals, we will make use
below of the particular estimate established in [20].

Theorem 3.7 ([20], Theorem 2.13 and Corollary 2.14). Let (E,|-|g) be a separable Banach space
of martingale type p with 1 < p < 2, (Z,Z) be a measurable space and v be a positive o-finite
measure on Z. Let (0, F,(F)i=0,P) be a complete filtered probability space with right continuous
filtration. Assume that 77 is a compensated time homogeneous Poisson random measure on Z over
(Q,F, (F)i>0,P) with intensity v. Then, for any progressively measurable process & : RT x Q — F
such that, for somen > 1,

/ /|§tz dzdt—i—/ /|§tz dz)dt]
/ / |€(s, 2) |5 v(dz) ds)pnkl, (3.19)

As for the notion of UMD spaces, the definition of Banach space of martingale type p is recalled
in Appendix D. Therein, we also establish that, under the assumption oo < 1Ap, Ap,, the inequality
(3.19) applies to the case E = LP (see Corollary D.4).

we have

f g | [ o masanf))] o 20|

for some positive constant C = C(E,p,n).

Proof of Theorem 3.6. As in the previous proof of this section, according to the embedding (2.12),
we may assume p € (1,00)? without loss of generality. As a € (1,2), by (2.17), (2.19) and (2.23),

we can write
5,0;) ()N (ds, dvy),
M= Z/ /Rd\{O}
where (using again the difference operator (2.8)),
§1(5,0)(2) = Py (310 Do ) (227 = )(2).

To use appropriately the inequality (3.19), we first need to lift 777%V on the product space
RN\ {0} as follows: For

Nd ._
RO Dl

Liv = (L?lv' : '7L?)N)7
the overall noise driving the particle system (1.6), let 7 ((0,¢],U) denote the jump measure of

~N
LY and N the related compensated measure, respectively defined as: for all ¢ € (0,T) and
U e BRY?),

nN(0,4,0):= 3 1o(ALY), 1" (s, dv) = 1Y (ds, dv) — v(dv)ds,

0<s<t

where v(dw) is the Lévy measure of LY. Since the L* are independent, their jumps AL®? # 0
never occur at the same time and v and 1" admit the following representations:

N
= Z 5{0} (dvl) t -5{0} (dvi_l)l/(dvi)é{o} (d’l)i_,_l) t -5{0} (d’UN), (3.20)

dS dv) 25{0} (dvi) -+ b0y (dvzel)ni(dsvdvi)5{0}(dvi+1) -+ 603 (don),
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for 040y the Dirac measure in 0. In particular, for any i, since €i(s,0)(z) = 0 and since the measure

N only supports one jump at a given time, we have:

£l(s, Ui)(z)le(ds, dv)

]RNd

Z / €1(5,0)(2) 1 4, 20y (ds, dvy) / €i(s,v:)(z)N* (ds, dv;)

J=1,j#i

/ §t $,0;)( (ds dv;).

As such, if we next introduce the predictable process
é’t(sv : NZ@S% ., 0<s<t<T,zeRY
then MY (z) can be written as

my(z) = / Siv(s, 'v)(z)le(ds,dv).
0 JRYd

Since LP is a space of martingale ¢g-type (recall that g € («, 2 A ps A py]), applying Theorem 3.7 to
the stopped martingale

-/ e R (s, dv), ue o4,
0 JRYd

we have: for any n € N,

n 1/q" g
(i) <Z2m(wwmﬂ) "o (sl g, )
Jz0 §>0 0ust

" 1/q7l
:Z2Bj sup H// geagt s,v)(2)N (ds,dv)‘q ]
>0 O<u<t RY 4 Le
n—k
<> 2% (ZE

¢ i q 1/q"
( ] Nz (sm)llﬁw(dv)ds> D . (3.21)
§>0 k=1 0

According to (3.20),

IIﬂaﬁt 5, 00) [ (dv),

/ |REEN (s, ) | Zorr(
RO

and so
! N k " 1 Nt ; k "
( YT ds> ] = N—E[ (g 1L, |m;%z<s,v>|ipu<dv>ds> ] .
Using successively the invariance by translation of || - ||L» and Lemmas 2.5 and 3.5 further gives

r @N)(ZJ“ )

a¢t _ a (1) — a (1)
gl = i (3 = (),

S 27| P8y, To®n|lgpeen S 27 FF[([o]f(t = 5)7%) ATl
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Hence, plugging the above into (3.21) yields

1/(1’”
(B [ImXg,. ])
n _0-c\q* now\ /4"
1 (Jo]?t=s)""= )" A1 q
— T, LS o dud )
S 7 Ionlpg 3 (Z v [ A s )

j=0

N
N4 N ; w|%e" A1 !
< sup ITson|| sie E /(t—s)?_l/ ————dvds :
N sepoe Br 0 Re |v[Pte

k=1

Since q € (a, 2], one can choose 6 € (%,1) so that the remaining time-integrals on the right-hand
side are finite for each k = 1,--- ,n. Thus, we obtain

mN Y < N/a-1 r
E ||B5 1 Sl[lopt] [ S(ZSNHB‘*“E
seE

Now for any m € N, one can choose n large enough so that m < ¢”. Thus by Holder’s inequality
and (B.8),

Iy S N0 s bl 5 N1/
s€(0,t

The proof is complete by choosing n large enough. O

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We separately consider the cases o = 2 and « € (1, 2).
(Case o =2). Fix ¢ > 0. By Lemma 3.1 (with 8 =0, 51 = f, , p = 0o and p, = p;), we have,

[ % MY || L (00) S N_%Jr((ﬂpb‘w_?’ﬂbﬁ)||bt||Bﬁb : (3.22)
pPpia

In particular, if (<1/(2(Ap,,cc — 3fp+¢)), then

sup sup | b * thHLm(Q;Lw) < 1. (3.23)
te[0,To] N

If py> 2, then by (3.7) with 8 =0, 82 =¢/3 and p = p,, we have

—1
||miN||Lm(Q;Bg‘01;a) S N 2+C(8+ﬂ1,p0)'

Hence, by definition of the norm || . ||Sﬁ(b) and (3.22), we have

]

B+A
pb;a)+t “ ”bt*th”Lm(Q;]L‘”) (324)

L (QsP (b))
< N—%-‘:—C(E-i-ﬂl,po) + N_%+<(ﬂpbv°°_3ﬂb+5)

< N~ 1 +C(Apy, 00 =3Bp) VA1, pg +€)

If py = 1, then, by (3.11) (for 8 =0, p1 =¢/3, p=1),

||miv||LM(Q;ngl) <1+ sup (E|Z§’1lﬁm)l/m] NC(EJrﬂl,z)*%

s€1[0,T]

(3.17),(3.23)
<

~

[1+ (B2 )| NeerAn=d,
Substituting this into (3.24) and by (3.22), we obtain
Il g,y S |14 (BIZG )M/ | N8 4 = h€ (T =)
Bia

< [1+ @Y ] NG -,



30 ZIMO HAO, JEAN-FRANCOIS JABIR, STEPHANE MENOZZI, MICHAEL ROCKNER, XICHENG ZHANG

(Case «a € (1,2)). By (2.11), we have

B—Bo B+A
M| ety F T 00k MY || L (00

Po;a

||thHLm(Q;Sf(b)): t

B—Bo B+A
St & ||miNHLm(Q;Bg’01:a) +t & Hmiv|‘Lm(gl;B7,ﬁb’l)'
: Pyia

Since pg0 A puo > « and py < pj, one can choose (5,p) = (0,py) and (—ps, p}) separately in
Estimate (3.18) so that the exponent ¢ dominating the rate in N is given by ¢ = pg.0 A pyo A 2,
and

1_14¢( Ay py+e) 1 -14¢( Ay —(14a) Bp+e)
HLm(Q;Sf(b)) < N1 1,p0 + N1 1,9}

N N%*1+C(ﬂ1,poV(ﬂpb,w7(1+a)5b)+s).

e

This completes the proof. O

APPENDIX A. WEIGHTED ESTIMATES

In this section, we state and prove some essential properties on the weighted LP-controls relative
to the block operators R defined in (1.17), for a particular family of weight functions wy, specified
in (A.1) below. We also establish controls for the kinetic semigroup P; defined in (2.14). These
estimates are notably meaningful to handle the particular setting p, = 1 in the main Theorems
1.2 and 2.1 (notably for Theorem 3.2), and some intermediate results in the subsequent appendices
B and C.

The results presented in this section consist of slight extensions of previous statements from [19]
and [17] (and also references therein), but, for the sake of completeness, we present here the full
proofs.

Consider the class of weight functions, given by: For ¢ > 0,

we(z) = (14 (1 + [zP) e + [v2)2, 2= (z,0) € R*. (A.1)

This weight function is C'°>° and satisfies the following three properties relative to derivatives,
growth and integrability control and to finite difference:

IVFwe(2)| = [(VEwe(2), VEwe(2))] S we(z), k €N,z e R (A.2)
we(z +2) <21V 1) (we(2) +we(2))< 202571V Dwe(2)we(2'), 2, 2" € R, (A.3)
and, for all p € [1, cc]?, such that £ > a - %,
1(we) ™ llp < oo. (A.4)
Given wy as above, we shall consider the quantities
(RS Flwellp, 5> 0,p € [1,00]%, f € S"(R*).
These are naturally related to the weighted anisotropic Besov space:

1/q

By (we) = f €S8 1 fllBgawn = | D @RS fwellp)” <00,

Jj=0

for s > 0, p € [1,00]> and ¢ € [1,00]. Theorem 2.7 in [19] previously established, for any
f €87, the equivalence between the norms || f||sa () and [wef||sa in the special case where
p = (p,p) € [1,0]%. This equivalence is stated for a broad class of weight functions, wy defined in
(A.1) being a particular instance of this class. The original proof of Theorem 2.7 in [19] relies on

establishing, whenever s > 0, that

1 B3 o = 1 I8 oy = Nt B (A.5)
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B+1 a 1/q
g = louflps ([ (Lo D) _dn )
pia it [hla<1 Al |h](2+e)

for (5,(IM) the M*'™ difference operator defined in Section 2.1. Essentially, the equivalence (A.5) is

where

obtained from the composition properties of (5,(IM), suitable commutations with the block operators
RS (see [19], pp. 647), the properties (A.2) and (A.3), and finally the weighted Young inequality:
1 1 1 9

(g * R)wellp S llgwellp, |hwellp,, — = — + —, P, Py, Py € [1,7]
P P P2rop T py opy TR

(for p’ the conjugate (1.13) of p). The latter can be simply derived from Young’s inequality,
noticing that

(A.6)

g*h(z)we(z) = / L)_ (go.)g) (z = 2)(hw)(Z) dz,

we(z — Z)we(Z)
and observing that, by (A.3), #% <1, for all z,z.
The restriction p = (p,p) in [19] was only made for simplicity and replicating the initial proof
steps in [19], one may extend (A.5) from a common integrability index to a mixed one. For the

present paper, we shall restrict this extension on establishing the following estimate.

Lemma A.1. For any f € 8'(R*®) such that wf € By, with 8 >0, p € [1,00]?, we have: for
any j =0,

1R Fwelp S 27 (el lp + leoef I, )- (A7)
In particular, for =0, ||((R;-‘f)wg||p S lwefllp-

Proof. As in [19], the proof essentially consists in establishing that

_ sUBI+D)
HR Prellp S 22 fwefllp + sup 10 Serlle), (A8)
|hla<1 |hla
Indeed, this estimate gives naturally the claim when g = 0. For 8 > 0, recalling the Leibniz rule:
for any integer m > 1,

m

o (fwe) = 3 n@fi_n) (04" £) (8" eon(- + )
n=0

the quantity [| (51”77 f)we||p is readily bounded by [[6077 (fwe)lp and |68 £)(6 " we(- +nh))|p
for 0 < k <m and 0 < n < m. Further, due to the polynomial form (A.1), by Taylor expansions,
one can check that: for all h € R? such that |h|q < 1,

18 we(z + nh)| S [hliwe(z)we(nh),
and further
k n n k
165" £)E wel- + b))l < 1BIIOS Fwellp.
By iteration, it thus follows that

1Y F)ell 18D (Fuo) |l
sup _— S ng —|— SU.p _—
Ihla<1 |h|a el Ihla<1 |h|5

The claim (A.7) is finally derived by the equivalent norm (2.9) with ¢ = co and s = 8 > 0.
For the proof of (A.8), recall that, for any integer m > 1 and h € R??, the m'" difference operator

writes as
m

" f(z) = D (=1 C (2 + nh).

n=0
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For fixed m > 1, we shall so define the class {¢;“}i>0 as
ONE) = (1) D ()" TCLR(ng), € R
n=1

Given that, for any n € N\ {0}, {¢$(n-)} >0 is a partition of unity, {¢;"“}x>0 defines itself a

partition of unity with

DGO = ()" Y (=) =1
k>0 n=1

Hence, for all j > 0, REf = >, ¢% x g x f. Next, since (¢f(n-))"(z) = n~2%¢%(n"'2) and

n=2ge 5 2 (n=1) = (¢2¢f(n))” = 0 for all |k — j| > n+ 2, from the above, we get

D= 0redr et fe) = > G ((C)" Y ()" O ()« 1) (2).
k>0 k>0,|kfj|<m+2 n=1
Moreover by change of variables and as [ (;3“ (z)dz =0,
-nHm Z(—1)m*"0;3n*2%3g(n*1-) * )" Z ymeren /¢k (z+nz)dz
=1 n=1
= (=)™ > (-ymren /¢k (z +nz)dz = (—1)m/azg(—z)5§m>f(z)dz.
n= 0
Combining all the above,
REF(2) = (~1)" R R COL ORI S N (O}
k>0, |k Jl<m+2 k20, k—j|<m+2

Applying the weighted Young inequality (A.6), it follows that
(R flaellp S > lwed$ 111 (RE f)evellp-

k>0, |k—j| <m+2

As ¢§ is a Schwartz function, (;33‘ is itself a Schwartz function, and according to (1.18), we have
sup; ||weqf3q||1 < 0. Thus,

I(REfasellp = | / 32 (—2) (wedl™ £) () dz|p < / 162(=2)|wedl™ f||p dz
/ 168 (=2) [ wedl™ 1 dz + / 162 (—2) e fp iz

[Z]la>1

N

Taking now m = [3] + 1, and as [|¢¢| - 2]+ S 277

1L Pl

z

/ D a7 5 27 sup B

[Zla<1

Meanwhile, since, for all z,h € R?¢, (A.2) and (A.3) ensure that |5,(Ll)w(z)| < |h|awe(h)we(z) for all
h € R??, by change of variables,

16 Pwellp = 16%we) fllp S [Zlawe@)wef |lp-

Iterating this estimate, it follows that

[t gz ([ 16D ) o lp £ 2 e
|z]la>1 |z]la>1
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Hence, we can conclude that

([Bl+1)
"y 106" el
H(RE Flwellp 52777 sup BE——L20R 4 ),

1Z]a<1 Zla
and so conclude (A.8). O
We next establish a weighted version of the estimate (2.15) in Lemma 2.5 for the kinetic semi-
group P; in the case a = 2. To this aim, let us first establish a weighted version of the Bernstein

inequality in Lemma 2.2 (we refer to [19, Lemma 2.4] for the special case p = (p,p)).

Lemma A.2. For any positive integers k = (ki,k2), p,p; € [1,00] with p; < p, and for Ap, p
defined as in (1.12), there is a constant C = C'(k,p,p;,d,£) > 0 such that for all j 20, f € S,
(ViR f)ellp $ 2 (0200 2) | (R ], (4.9)

Proof. Using (again) the partition of unity defined by {¢¢}r>0 and since, according to (1.15),
supp(¢$¢f) = 0 whenever |k — j| > 2, we have
vhvhger= 3 gpavhvheer= 3 vhUkgemer
k>0,lk—j|<2 k20,|k—j|<2

Applying the weighted Young inequality (A.6), it follows that
I(VEVERS Py < D (VB VEGE « RE fwellp

k>0,lk—j|<2
S Y MRFNwellp, I(VE V28wt
k>0,lk—j|<2

where # = p_11 + p—12 Since each ¢¢ is a Schwartz function, ||(VE VE2¢8)wy|p, < co. For k > 1

owing to the scaling property (1.18) and by change of variables, we get

(k—1) ((1+a)k1 +k2+(2+o¢)d) H (V];l v52 qgil) (2(k71)a.)

I37wellp, = 2 wellp,

(k) (ks ket Tama) | (1 b2 3 (2 1% )
2"

k=1a.) <o) we and Ay p, = Ap, p, this gives the claim. 0

Since wy (27
Owing to this preliminary, we have the following heat kernel estimate:

Lemma A.3. Let P, be defined as in (2.14) for a = 2. For any p,p; € [1,00]? with p; < p,
B>0,v>0and 0 <T < oo, there is a constant C = C(d, B,7,p,p1,¢,T) > 0 such that for any
fe Bgl;a(wg), 0<t<T,andj>0,

[(REPV fwillp So 29erot1=8)((2%74)=7 A1) ||wf|\ng, (A.10)

where Ap, p is defined as in (1.12), with a =2 and a = (3,1).

Proof. The proof essentially consists in replicating the original arguments of the items (¢) and (i%)
n [17, Lemma 2.12], the auxiliary Lemma 2.11 therein and Lemma 3.1 in [44].

For the case j = 0, starting from (2.14) - with p; the density function as in (2.13) -, by direct
calculations, applying twice the weighted Young inequality (A.6) and using the invariance of ILP
by I';, it follows that

(R BV flaoellp = [1(68 * Te(pe Vo f))wellp = | (T—e8 * (pr % Vo )T — 1|,
SNT=e08 * (06 Vo f))wellp = [ (VoT 0§ * (pe * f))wellp
S Vo =68 wellp, | (pe * fevellp,
S VoL =68 wellp, pecella || feellp, ,
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for py € [1,00]? such that 1/py, = 1/p; + 1/p’. Owing to the scaling properties of p; (with a = 2)
and the polynomial form of wy, sup,~g ||prwe|lx < co. Since V,I'— t¢ =1V, (;5 + IV, gb

Tt Vowe| Se(r) we, and since ¢0 is a Schwartz function, we have
(A t¢owl”p2 Seom) Ve ¢0W4||p2 + |V ¢0W6Hp2 < oo.
Therefore, as 8 > 0, the embedding (2.10) yields Bgl;a — ILP1 and, for all v > 0,
I(RGPef)wellp Sc llwefllp, Seery (77 A llwefllgg, -

For the general case j > 1, as the ¢7’s define a partition of unity, Zk>0 R f = f and thus

REPNf =D RITupy x TyREVLf = ¢F # Typy Ty gt « T4V, f (A.11)
k=0 k>0
= Z ¢ # L1 % Tipy + Ty V, f.
k>0

Since T'1¢¢ = (¢*(&1,& — t&1)) = (f‘tqﬁ‘k‘)j we can write giv);l * I‘t(ﬁ‘k‘ =: ((b?ftgbg)v. Observe next
that (with the convention 2¥~! = 0 if £ = 0) the support of (b;?f‘tqﬁ‘k‘ is given by
supp(¢§T:f) = {5 =(&,&) 27 <GB |G <P 2P <GB |6 — 4 < 2k+1}-
By triangular inequality, each element of this set has to satisfy: |€1]1/3 < 27H1 A 2F+1 = 9ink+1
(@ ) VI < 6] + o] <2 A @M ) < 27 A @5 4 i2¥ED),
(@ ) V2 < 6] e — 1] < 2T A Q@ 4 ije]) < 25 A (2 4200 ),
In view of these delimiters, given j > 0 and ¢ € [0, T, for all k outside the family of indices
O i={k e N : 2871 < 27F1 4 4230 anq 2771 L 2FF1 4 4230k DY
the support set supp (¢?f‘t¢g) is empty and ¢?ft¢g = 0. Additionally, for all k € 65,
2k—1 < (2j+1 + t23(j+1)) < 2j+1(1 + 1522(j+1))7
and so
k<j+2+(n(2) ' (1+220M)) = j+2+04.
From this upper-bound, we further deduce a lower-bound on @;, observing that
ok+1 > 2;‘—1(1 + t22(k+1))*1 > 2;'71(1 + t22(j+3+(—)+))*1
and so
B> (-2 0(2) " I (14+122072400) ) v = (j -2 - 6-) V0.
Therefore, as 3 > 0, 2°9- = (1 + t2j+1+@+)6 and 29+ = (1 + t220+1)2,

9—B(—2-0-)V0 _ 9—B(j+2+6+) . .
Y ok = — Sow 279 (14 2801D)7, (A.12)

ot
keO;

Coming back to (A.11), it follows that

REPf = > % xTegf # Tupy # TyVof = Y RITypy x TRV, f.
ke®: keo!

Now, using again the weighted Young inequality (A.6), we get

I(REPV wellp, S D I RETpe) + (TeREF))willp, S Y I RETepy)wella | (TeREV |, -
ke@f ke@;
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Since, for any z € R*, |T_ywi(2)| Sc(re we(z), applying successively the weighted Bernstein
inequality (A.9) (with k = (0,1), p = p;) and the estimate (A.7) in Lemma A.1 yields

ITeREV lellp, < 2°N(RE Fwellp, S 27Dl fwellgs -

~

Finally, extending the proof arguments of Lemma 3.1 in [44] to a weighted setting, we may claim
that
I(RETepe)eoells S (227877 A1 (A.13)

From this estimate, and using (A.12) with v + 33 in place of -y, we obtain that
> IRETpewella|(TRE Pwellp, S (250777 A1) feellgy D 25077,
keol keo}

and so

> HRERT el S 2072 (2207775 A1) (1+129)° fwellgy,
keo!

This gives (A.10).

The proof of the estimate (A.13) proceeds as follows: recalling (1.18) with a = 2, ¢2(§) =
210-Ddgpa(2U-1ag) (for 25e¢¢ = (23¢;,2€,)). Using (again) the scaling properties of p;, by change
of variables, we have, for h:= (2/v/t)71, and 2797 = (2737,,27 %),

(RO pwe 2 = 27 / wil(z

:/wg ‘/¢1 H(z—-T1h* zdz‘dz

For m € N, defining next the operator A" and its inverse Afm, as

AT = (Do + 00)", (D) (61,6) = (162 + 1&?) " f(&, &),

Z)p1(x — A3T + v — ho,v — ho)dz|dz

we get
/(ﬁ?(Q_“E)H(z —Tph*)dz = / (AZ™¢T)(292) AT H(z — Trh®)dz.
Using the growth property (A.3) of wy, it follows that
HRETpwe(2llx S 1(A5792(2%2))wr (2l sup [|(AZH(- = A42))we(- — L3 .
Owing to the regularity of pi,
IAFH (- — hDpZ)we(- — hTAZ) |1 S B,
and since ¢¢ is a Schwartz function, |AZ™¢%(279%)we(Z)||1 is finite. Hence
|RET o] < 2™ = (22)~
As m is arbitrary, (A.13) follows. O

APPENDIX B. BESOV NORM OF SCALE FUNCTIONS
For ¢ € §(R2?), we define a dilation operator as: for A > 0,
m( ) = Dag(a,v) = ATV, M),

Let p,p’ € [1,00]? with / —|— = = 1. For any 8 > 0, by the scaling properties of the mixed norm
|| -|lp defined in (1.9) and of the anisotropic distance (1.14), it is easy to see that, for all A > 0

I 12oaC)llp = A= YP =Y 1Bo() lp = X222 |- (56 () |- (B.1)

We first establish the following crucial lemma for later use.
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Lemma B.1. Let ¢ be a smooth function so that () € C°(R24\ {0}) and set 1y = Dyp. For any
p € [1,0]% and B > 0, there is a constant C = C(B,d,p,, ) > 0 such that for all \,£ > 0 and
teR,

e % Degallp S A (L+ [HA%)P (3/0)°. (B2)

Proof. Set h := A/{. First of all, by the very definition of D, and changes of variables, it is easy
to see that

Yy # (Dypa)= Do (D1 (e % (TeDr0))) = Dy D1 (T1Drp)) = D(th % Dp(Dr-1Texe9)),

the last equality following from the property T':Dx¢(z,v) = DrIrerdp(z,v). By the embedding
(2.10), the Young inequality (2.11), (B.1) and since ||T'yf|p = || f||p, we have

[ * Tegallp= 727 |[¢ % Dp(Dr-1Texe d)llp S 7 [$llgos [Daleredllp = X791 6]lp, (B.3)

which gives (B.2) for 8 = 0. Next we consider the case 8 > 0. Introducing the Laplacian operator,
N = DNy + Dy, for any m € N, since supp(y)) € R?\ {0}, A~™1) is a Schwartz function, we
further have

i * Tedallp = 722 [ A" 5 A™DiTisadllp < 702 A g1 [V DiTiradllp,  (B4)

where V = (V,, V,). Noting that by the chain rule,

2m 2m
|V2mCDHI‘t,\a¢| < Z |Vim7kV5@th)\a¢| _ Z h(mek)(qua)nLk|®hv926mfkv51—wt)\a¢|7
k=0 k=0
by (B.1), we have
2m
IV2"DpTire fllp < Y RHFOm=R 0w | T2 ETIT 0 6. (B.5)
k=0
On the other hand, noting that since V,I'y =T'\V, and V,I'; =Ty o (—=tV, + V,),
k il
v2m kV’“I‘t,\agb Ft)\av%n k( t/\av +V, ) Qb Ty Z ' - Z) ( t/\a) v?m k—i—zvk z¢
As |ITifllp = || fllp, we have, for any k =0,---,2m,
k
IV A VT e dllp < D (HAY) VI HHVET9llp S (14 [HA%)*™. (B.6)
=0

Hence, by (B.4)-(B.6), we have, for any m € N,

2m
[the * Tegallp S ¢70r Y pEAFIm=akplp (1 4 [ r)2m

k=0
2m
5 )\ﬂl,p(l + |t|)\a)2m Z h2(1+a)mfak.
k=0

If i > 1, then
e 5 Teallp A7 (1 -+ (AP R2(HIm < \Tn(1 4 gy )2t 2t edm,

If A <1, then
e % Tegallp S A7 (1 + [¢]A%)*m B2,
Thus by (B.3) and interpolation, we obtain (B.2). O
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Let us now recall the weight function previously defined in (A.1),

0/2

we(z) = (14 (1 + [z) e + [v2)7%, 2= (z,0) € R*.

Observing that
|wepa| < Dalwed], (B.7)

we have the following useful corollary.

Lemma B.2. Let ¢ € C®(R??) and ¢y := Dr¢. For any T,¢,3 > 0 and p € [1,00]%, there is a
constant C = C(T, 4, d,p, 8,$) > 0 such that for all t € [0,T] and A > 1,

lweliallgs  Se AUTSHe, (B.8)
In particular, for £ =0 (namely w, = 1), we have

ITioallge Sc AN+ B+
p;a

Proof. First of all we show (B.8) for £ = 0. Let 3 > 0 and p € [1,0]?. For j > 1, noting that
R§Tep = ¢F + Tepa.

According to (B.2) - in the preceding lemma - applied to ¥y = Dt = (;33’ with, in view of (1.18),
¢ =2 and ¥(z) = 271¢$(27*2)), there is a constant C' > 0 such that, for all £ > 0,A > 0 and
Jj=z1
|RGTednlp Se (140X 7 (A/27)°.
Hence, for any ¢ > 0 and A > 0, for the high frequency part of 2j5||(R;-‘Ft¢)\||p, j =1, we have
d

sup (27| RETunllp ) Se (1+EX)PA% 7.
j>1

On the other hand, for the lower frequency part j = 0, by (B.1), we have, for A > 1,

. .
IRET allp S [Tedallp = [ dallp = A7 [[$llp S (14 EX*)PATF57,
Combining the above calculations, we obtain

ITsallgs,, Sep AUTOIHTe, (B.9)

Next we consider the general case £ > 0. Let ¢ € C2°(R??) such that for all A > 1, ¢\ = dx
(since the supports of ¢ shrink as A increases, ¥ can be simply taken equal to one on supp(¢1)).
By definition of I';, we clearly have

[welepallgs,, = lwel'e(¥ox)lIgs,, = ||(wért(¢))1—‘t(¢>\)”13£m Sc welblige,, ITedallgs,, »

using Theorem 2 p. 177 in [38], which readily extends to the current anisotropic setting, for the
control of the Besov norm of the product. Since v has compact support, it is easy to see that for
any T > 0, there is a bounded domain DpC R?? so that

supp(T'w)) C Dy, YVt € [0,T], A > 1.

Hence,

sup sup ||wel | ge.1., < 0.
t€[0,T) A>1 Boc e

The result now follows. O
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APPENDIX C. CONVERGENCE RATE OF EMPIRICAL MEASURE
We first state the following elementary lemma.

Lemma C.1. Let f;,i = 1,--- ,N be a sequence of Borel functions on R??. Let p = (ps,p,) €

[1,00]% and q := ps Apy, A2. Then
N N 2/q
S| < (i)
i=1 p/2 i=1

Proof. The estimate follows by (Zfil la;|)” < Zfil |a;|7 for v € (0,1] and Minkowski’s inequality.
|

Now we show the following convergence rate estimate for the empirical measure of i.i.d random
variables.

Lemma C.2. Let (&1, ,&n) be i.i.d random variables in R*? with common distribution y and let
AN = % Zivzl d1e,y be the related empirical distribution measure. Let py € [1, )% and p, <p €
(1,00)2. If p; = p, we let £ = 0; otherwise, we choose { > Ap, .p- For any continuous ¢ : R2¢ R
and for all m > 1 for which E[|£1|*™] < oo, there is a constant C = C(d,py,p,m,£) > 1 such that
forall N > 1,

1
¢+ (bn — )llLm(oiLer) Sc (1 + (E[Iﬁllﬂ’”])l/m)Nq 1||W€¢||pa (C.1)
where ¢ = py A py A2 and where wy is the weight function defined in (A.1).
Proof. For each i =1,---, N, we define a family of centered i.i.d. random fields on R?* with zero
mean by
Yi(z) = ¢ (0ge,y — p)(2), 2 € R
Let wy be defined as in (A.1) with £ as in the lemma and let p, € [1,00]? be defined by p% = %—F p%.

By Holder’s inequality and applying (A.4) with £ > a - p% = Ap, ,p, we have

N N N
o] <SS wei| i, S || 3o weys
-1 Pt i=1 P i=1

Since P is a UMD space for p € (1,00)? (see Corollary D.2 in the Appendix D below), by the
functional BDG’s inequality(see [43] and references therein):

E[[1mnll5] < Co B 11157,

P

for discrete-time ILP-valued martingale M, we have

N
|3
=1

By Lemma C.1, we get for q := p, A p, A2,

N m N m/q
E| Y wei|| S (Cnp)™E (Z |wmng> .
i=1 P i=1
Noting that, by the growth property (A.3) of wy, and for p(we) := [we(2)p(dz),
|weYi|(2)< [we(2)¢ * (1,3 + 1) (2)]

S (wed) * (e, +1)[(2) + @ % (3¢, +)|(2) (wel&i) + plwe))-
By Young’s inequality and as 1 < wy, it follows that

weYillp < llwedllp + | Dllp(we(§i)+we(p) +1) < flwedllp(we(&i)+we(p) + 1).

m/2

m
p

N 1/2,m
< (Cm,p)mEH(Z |ng;|2) Hp = (Cmp)"E
i=1

N
D wYif?
i=1

p/2
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Combining the above calculations, we get

" 5 ) N gl 1+ wn(e)”)

The proof is complete. O

Now, recalling the dilatation operator @, from Appendix B and the notation:
PA(z) = Dag(z,v) = AEFFIdg(\ oz Av), A >0,
we have the following useful result.

Theorem C.3. Let (&1,---,&n) be i.i.d random variables in R?? with common distribution u. Let
AN = % Zfil d1e,y be the empirical distribution measure. Let py € [1, )% and p; < p € (1,00)2.
If py = p, we let £ = 0; otherwise, we choose £ > Ap, p. Then, given

q =Pz Npy N2,
for any B < 0 and any integer m satisfying
u(-17) =E[lglg"] < oo,

there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all N, > 1

_ m 1/m 1_
I % (n = 1)l momgr,y So (T+E[GIE]) T NaTix T, (C.2)

Proof. By Minkowski’s inequality, we have

llox* (Bn = ) g o B H Z2BJ||m (@x * (An = 1)) lp,

L™(9Q)
720
< 2R (da * (i — )| o (sie -
>0

Noting that
RE(fx * (Bn — 1)) = (RFDx) = (An — p) = (¢F * dx) * (in — p),
by (C.1), we have, for wy defined as in (A.1),
[RF (Px * (AN — )l Lm (e Sc (1 + (E[|§1|ﬁm])Um)N%_leefRfsb/\Hp-

According to (A.7), multiplying the above by 277 (recall that 3 < 0) and summing the resulting
expression over j > 0, we get

I % (v = Wl pmgeumgyay S (1+ EL&IEDY™ YN 30 25| (R gr e

7=0

1
< (14 @l DY )N sup [R5 ox el
Jz
Applying (A.7) in Lemma A.1, we eventually get

sup I(R$ e )wellp < llwepallp = A7,

which ends the proof. O
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APPENDIX D. CHARACTERIZATION OF LP AS A UMD SPACE AND AS A BANACH SPACE OF
MARTINGALE TYPE.

Let us first recall the definition of UMD spaces.

Definition D.1 ([36], Chapter 5). A Banach space (E,| - ||g) is said to be a p-unconditional
martingale difference (UMD, in short) space if there exists p € (1,00) and ¢ = ¢(E,p) > 0 such
that for every {—1,1}-valued sequence {€,}n and for every martingale {My,}n>1 defined on some
filtered probability space (Q, F,{F}n>0,P) and converging as n — oo in LP(); E), we have

n

sup || E € dM;l Lo(0:p) Se sup [[MallLr(o;B) (D.1)
for dM] = Mj — Mj_l, dMO =0.

Simply instances of UMD spaces are the Euclidean space, Hilbert spaces and LP-spaces for
p € (1,00). Further, for any UMD space F, and any measure space (A, A,v), every LP(A; E),
with p € (1,00) is a UMD space, [36], Corollary 5.22. As such, for any p, € (1,00), LP=(R%) is a
UMD space, and by iteration, we can immediately derive the corollary:

Corollary D.2. For all p € (1,00)%, LP is a UMD-space.

For the characterization of LP as a Banach space of M-type or martingale type p - characteri-
zation which is used to apply the martingale inequality in Theorem 3.7 for the proof of Theorem
3.6 -, and for the sake of completeness, let us briefly recall the definition of these spaces.

Definition D.3. A Banach space (E,| - ||g) is said to be of martingale type p, for p € [1, 0], if
there exists a constant C = C(E,p) such that for all finite E-valued martingale {My}7_,, it holds
that, for dMy, = My — My, — 1 (with the convention My =0)

n 1/p
s Ml So (Y Ellalg) (D2)
SkSn k=1

Characteristically, every Banach space is of martingale type 1, Hilbert spaces are of martingale
type 2 and we may refer to [36] for a detailed account of the geometric properties related to (D.2)
and to [21] for related martingale transforms.

Similarly to the UMD property, the martingale property (D.2) holds for Lebesgue spaces: for
E a Banach space of martingale type p € [1,2] and (A4, A, v) a measure space, any L"(A; E) space
with r € (1,00) is of martingale type r A p (see [21], Proposition 3.5.30). We have the following
result:

Corollary D.4. For all p € (1,00)%, LP is a Banach space of martingale type p for all 1 < p <
Pz ADv N 2.

Proof. Given p = (ps,py), since R?? is of martingale type 2, LP=(R?) is of martingale type p, A 2.
As such, the iterated space LP*(R%; LP=(R%)) is of martingale type p, A (pz A 2). Since once (D.2)
is satisfied for some p, the property also holds true for all integrability index in [1, p] (see Corollary
3.5.28, [21]). This gives the claim. O

APPENDIX E. GRONWALL INEQUALITY OF VOLTERRA TYPE

In this appendix, we show a Gronwall inequality of Volterra type that is crucial for the proof of
Theorem 2.1. First of all, we give the following elementary estimate.

Lemma E.1. Let T > 0 and a;,b; € (—1,00) with a; +b; > —1, i = 1,2. Then there is a constant
C =C(T,a1,b1,a2,b2) > 0 such that for all t € [0,T] and all Borel function f:[0,T] — Ry,

/ (- syt < |- r>a2rb2f<r>dr) ds <c ; / (smspeds (B
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In particular, if by > bs, then

/ (s ([ =) as ze [ (= s f(s)ds. (E.2)

Proof. By Fubini-Tonelli’s theorem we have
t s t
/ (t —s)@ 5™ (/ (s — T)“zrbzf(r)dr> ds = / K(t,r)r% f(r)dr
0 0 0

¢
K(t,r) = / (t — 5)"s" (s — r)®2ds.
(Case by > 0). Since a3 +1 > 0, we have

where

K(t,r) <T™ /t(t —8)" (s —r)®2ds < (t — ) Tetl L Pt )02, (E.3)
(Case b2 < b; <0). In Vlev; of a1 + b1 > —1, we have
K(t,r) < /t(t —5)4 (s —r)2thids < (t — p)mtbitertl cpaitbitlp  pyax (E4)
(Case by < by < 0). In this case, for all s € [r,t], s?1 = sP17b25%2 < (s — r)P1702pb2 and we have
K(t,r) <rbi b /t(t —5)W (s —r)®2Fh2ds < (t — p)rFeathatlybizby cpaztbatlp  pyarpbi—ba
(Case by <0< bgg. In this case, we have
K(t,r) < Tb2ypbr1—be /t(t —5)4 (s —7r)®2ds < (t —r)nFatlpbi=by cpaatly _ pyarpbi=by

Combining the above calculations, we obtain (E.1). (E.2) is from (E.3) and (E.4). O
Now we can show the following Gronwall inequality.

Lemma E.2 (Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra type). Let T > 0, n € N and a;,b; € (—1,00) with
a; +b; > —1 foralli=1,..,n. Assume that f,g:[0,T] = Ry are two Borel measurable functions
and satisfy that for some co > 0 and almost all t € (0,7,

F(t) < g(t) + COZ / s 5P £ (s)ds (E.5)

Then there is a constant C = C(T,n, (a;, b; )l 1,C0) > 0 such that for almost all t € (0,71,

f(t) <o g(t) + Z/o (t — 5)%s%g(s)ds.

Proof. The case n =1 yielding
flt) <g(t) +00/ (t—s)"s" f(s)ds = f(t) Sc 9(t) +/ (t—s)s"g(s)ds  (E.G)
0 0

has been established in [15, Lemma A.4]. Now, let n> 1 and {a;},, {b:}?_; C (-1, 00) satisfying
a; + b; > —1. Without loss of generality, we assume that by > by > - > b,. Let

Fi(t) :==9(t) +c . t(t—s)“"sb"f(s)ds

and, for any i = 2,..,n — 1,

i—1 +
Fi(t) :=g(t) + (t — )% % g(s)ds + Yo st f(s)d
9 Co ;/0 Co Z / s

k=i+1
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Then (E.5) reads as
¢
FOSE) +a [ (=5 (5)ds
0
Thus applying (E.6) and next (E.2) (with the ordering by > by for k > 2), we have

f@) Se Fai(t) + /Ot(t — 5)1 5" Fy(s)ds
_Fl(t)—|—/0t(t— 5)4stig ds—l—COZ/ ) bl /()S(s—r)a’“rbkf(r)dr) ds

(B.2)

S RO+ [ a-amst ds+coz/ ) (1) dr
= t — 5)% b1 4(5)ds4c — §)% gk £(r)dr + ¢ t — 5)%2s% £(r) dr
—F1<t>+/0<t Jorsbi g )d+0kz_:3/0(t ok O £(r) dr + O/Ou oz sbe f(r) d

<Py(t) + / (t - s)=s f(s)ds

Iterating the preceding estimate, successively using (E.6) and (E.2)), we obtain

t
FO S Faa(t) + [ (65 sb f(5)ds
0
which in turn, applying a last time (E.G), implies the desired estimate. |
Now we apply the previous lemma to the function given in (2.29):

A+Bo+1

(t—s)73+t_(t—s) o, 0<s<t < oo,

Gg(t,s) = t
where « € (1,2], 8> 0 and S, A are as in (H).

Lemma E.3. Let T >0, 8 € [0,(80 + @) A (o — A)) and v € [0, A(a— 1+ B — Bo)). Then the
following properties hold.

(i) There is a p > 1 large enough and Cr > 0 so that for all f € LP([0,1]),
[ 65(t.957 55305 < Ol ooy (&)
0
(i) There is a constant Cp > 0 such that for all t € [0,T] and measurable f : [0,T] — R4,

/ths —a (/ Gg(s,r)f dr)ds CT/ Gg(t,s)f(s)ds. (E.8)

(111) Assume that f,g,h : [0,T] — Ry are three Borel measurable functions and satisfying, for
some constant co > 0 and almost all t € (0,T],

t t
f) <g)+ co/ Gg(t, s)s~ = f(s)ds —|—/ Gp(t, s)h(s)ds. (E.9)
0 0
Then there is a constant C = C(T, «, 8, Bo, A, co) > 0 such that for almost all t € (0,T],
t
£0) Sc 9l0)+ [ Galt )53 o) + hie)ds,

Proof. (i) As the exponents =1, =X and —% are all strictly above —1, one can take p’ € (1, 00)

X
close enough to 1 so that ||Gs(t,-) -~ @ |1 (o)) < o0. The statement then follows by Holder’s
inequality.
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(ii) Since 8 — Bo, B+ A € [0,a), we have t* — s* < (t — s)¢ for £ € {(B— Bo)/c, (B + A)/a} and so

Galt;s) < (577 +(t =) =2 )t =) 7% + ("5 + (¢ —9)"F ) (t =) T
. b.Slth » B—Bo ) 5o
= Z(t S)azsr < Gﬁ(t;5)+ Z (t_s)al gGﬁ(taS)+2t o (t—S) 2 «
=1 i€{2,4}
< 2Gg(t, s), (E.10)
taking
alZ—é7b1:ﬂ;ﬁo, 7,8—?10—1 b 0 agz—w,bgz%fx, 0426_610_1,()4:0_
Note that

afa;i+b;) —y=-1+B—-PFo—7>—a, i=1,2734
Then (E.8) is directly from (E.1). Indeed, (E.1) and (E.10) imply that

/ths 3(/0[337« dr)ds—/GBts 3(/(;3“ l[rlf(r)]dr>ds

4

</0 (;(f—s Z/ 5 —1)%rbi E[raf(r)]dr)ds
oy [ttt

(iii) Starting from (E.9), by Lemma E.2 (with the source term g¢(t) + fo Gg(t,s)h(s)ds) and (i),

we have
F0 2o+ [ Gattsts# (st + [ Gatosrntar) as

So(t)+ /0 Ga(t,s)s™ = (g(s) + h(s)) ds.

This completes the proof.
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