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Abstract

We consider a one-dimensional aggregation-diffusion equation, which is the gradient flow in
the Wasserstein space of a functional with competing attractive-repulsive interactions.

We prove that the fully deterministic particle approximations with piecewise constant den-
sities introduced in [22] starting from general bounded initial densities converge strongly in L1

to bounded weak solutions of the PDE.
In particular, the result is achieved in unbounded domains and for arbitrary nonnegative

bounded initial densities, thus extending the results in [27, 31, 32] (in which a no-vacuum
condition is required) and giving an alternative approach to [9] in the one-dimensional case,
including also subquadratic and superquadratic diffusions.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the following aggregation-diffusion equation

∂tρ = ∂x
(

ρ∂x(K ∗ ρ) + ∂xφ(ρ)
)

, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R. (1.1)

By K we denote an interaction kernel satisfying the following conditions

K(z) = K(|z|); (1.2)

K ∈ C0(R) ∩ C2(R \ {0}); (1.3)

K, K ′ ∈ L∞(R), K ′′ ∈ L∞(R \ {0}); (1.4)

‖K ′‖L1(R) <∞, (1.5)

∗sara.daneri@gssi.it
†emanuela.radici@epfl.ch
‡eris.runa@gmail.com

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.01966v2


and by φ(ρ) = ρW ′(ρ)−W (ρ) a C1 function satisfying

W ≥ 0 (1.6)

φ(0) = 0 (1.7)

φ strictly monotone increasing (1.8)

φ′(ρ)ρ ≤ c0φ(ρ) (1.9)

φ(ρ) ≤ max{ρ, c0W (ρ)} (1.10)

for some constant c0 > 0 and there exist c1, c2 > 0 such that

φ(ρ) ≤ c1ρ if ρ ≤ ρ̂ < 1, and φ(ρ) ≥ c2ρ if ρ ≥ ρ̄ > 1. (1.11)

The above assumptions cover in particular the case

φ(ρ) = ρm, m ≥ 1. (1.12)

The equation (1.1) can be seen as the gradient flow in the Wasserstein space of a nonlocal interaction
functional with attractive-repulsive terms in competition (see [11] for potentials K admitting as in
our case a Lipschitz singularity at the origin)

F(ρ) :=
1

2

ˆ

R

ˆ

R

K(x− y)ρ(x)ρ(y) dxdy +

ˆ

R

W (ρ) dx. (1.13)

Notice our assumptions on K do not require any particular attractive or repulsive behaviour. In
particular, K might be attractive at short range and repulsive at long range, with the nonlinear term
W acting as a repulsive term for large enough densities. An example forK is the attractive-repulsive
double Yukawa kernel considered in [18], which is used in biology to model pattern formation in
colloidal systems

K(z) = −β2e−β|z| + e−|z|, β ≫ 1. (1.14)

In the case in which φ(ρ) = ρm, m > 0 and the kernel is of the form (1.14) (with no specific
assumptions on the parameter β), global in time existence of bounded solutions to (1.1) was proved
in [37].
For equations without diffusion (i.e., φ = 0), the local well-posedness with possibly finite blow-up
of bounded solutions and long-time behaviour in case of global existence was extensively studied
in several papers, among which we recall [30, 29, 5, 2, 3]. In [11] the authors show that in the
case of λ-convex kernels, thus in particular under our assumptions, global weak measure solutions,
allowing for concentration, exist and are unique.
In [28, 14, 15, 16] in place of the diffusion, the repulsive effect is caused by an hard constraint
on the density. Global minimizers of the functional (1.13) for purely attractive kernels and power
law diffusions in the aggregation-dominated regime have been studied in [1]. Stationary states and
large-time behaviour of (1.1) for smooth short-range attractive kernels and quadratic diffusion have
been extensively studied in [6, 7, 23]. Uniqueness of solutions for smooth kernels was adressed in [4].
In this paper the kernel K might be instead only Lipschitz in the origin (in particular, K ′′ be only
a measure in the origin), as in (1.14). In the case of purely attractive Yukawa kernels (also known
as Morse kernels) an explicit formula for stationary solutions was derived in [23].
In [16] the authors show that the slow diffusion limit of the gradient flow of (1.13) when φ(ρ) = ρm

is given by the gradient flow of the functional (1.13) with W = 0 and an hard constraint on the
density.

2



For a recent review on the topic see [10].
In the case of the kernel with competing attractive-repulsive terms defined in (1.14), the Γ-limit of
such a functional as β → +∞ (namely with local attractive term) has been characterized in [18]. In
suitable regimes, minimizers of the limit functionals have been proved to be given by periodic unions
of stripes (i.e., intervals in one dimension, see [18]) with techniques developed in [26, 17, 18, 20, 19].
For characterization of minimizers with power law attractive-repulsive potentials see [13].

In this paper we are interested in the well-posedness and convergence of a deterministic mov-
ing particle scheme approximation with piecewise constant densities for the aggregation-diffusion
equation (1.1).
In absence of the diffusion term, in [8] the authors give a deterministic approximation of the nonlocal
PDE with empirical distributions weakly converging in the sense of measures, valid not only for
our class of kernels but also for more singular kernels and in general dimension.
A deterministic approximation approach for linear and nonlinear diffusion equations in which the
diffusion operator is replaced by a nearest neighbour interaction term was introduced in [35, 36],
mainly with numerical purpose. In [27] the authors provide a deterministic particle scheme for
(1.1) in the case in which K is convex and smooth and the initial density has no vacuum zones.
In this case, they show pointwise convergence to a solution of the limit problem. In [31] and [32]
the authors provide another particle approximation analogous to the one used in our paper, with
assumptions on the initial density similar to [27].
The deterministic particle approximation that we use in this paper was used in [22] for nonlinear
scalar conservation laws of the type

∂tρ+ ∂x(ρv(ρ)) = 0, (1.15)

with v ∈ C1([0,+∞)) and strictly decreasing.
If v in (1.15) is allowed to depend both locally and non-locally on ρ the derivation of such system
of ODEs as microscopic Lagrangian formulation of the nonlinear scalar conservation law has been
investigated in [33] for Lipschitz continuous velocities.
In [21] and [24] the authors use this approximation in the setting of aggregation (resp. aggrega-
tion/diffusion) equations with nonlinear mobilities, namely for equations of the form

∂tρ = ∂x(M(ρ)∂x(K ∗ ρ+ a(ρ))). (1.16)

with M(ρ) = ρv(ρ) with v monotone decreasing and compactly supported.
In presence of the diffusion term and assuming in addition that the initial density function is
supported on an interval and bounded from below by a positive constant in its interior (i.e. the so-
called no vacuum condition) in [24] the authors are able to prove L∞ bounds for the deterministic
particle approximation and strong convergence to solutions of (1.16) on a bounded interval, with
zero velocity boundary conditions.
More recently, in [25], the same deterministic scheme was used in the different context of opinion
dynamics for space-dependent mobilities but still the argument is performed in bounded domains
and with the no vacuum condition.
In [9] the authors introduce a general deterministic particle approximation (the so-called blob
method) for solutions of the multi-dimensional analogue of the PDE (1.1) when φ(ρ) = ρm and K is
C1, semiconvex and with at most quadratic growth. In particular, they provide sufficient regularity
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conditions on the approximation scheme that, if valid, give weak convergence of the approximations
to the solutions of the PDE. Such conditions are proved to be valid if φ(ρ) = ρm with m = 2 and
the kernel is C2 on the whole space with uniformly bounded second derivatives, hence giving weak
convergence of the scheme.

Our approach provides a deterministic particle approximation for arbitrary bounded and integrable
initial densities in unbounded domains, extending thus the results of [27, 31, 32]. Our approxima-
tion is alternative in one space dimension to the one proposed in [9] and moreover gives strong
convergence of the scheme also for subquadratic and superquadratic diffusions, not included in [9].
First of all we consider piecewise constant deterministic particle approximations to the PDE (1.1)
on the one-dimensional torus TL = R/LZ for L ≫ 1

∂tρ = ∂x
(

ρ∂x(K ∗ ρ) + ∂xφ(ρ)
)

, x ∈ TL. (1.17)

For those approximations we prove global L∞ bounds (which are necessary so that such a scheme
is well-defined) independent on the number of particles and the size of the torus.
Basing on a discrete W 1,2 estimate on the nonlinear term we provide compactness estimates and
get L1-convergence to bounded weak solutions of (1.17) on TL.
The advantage of our approach is that the estimates needed for strong compactness are independent
of the size of the torus L and can then be used to pass to the limit as L → ∞ and get strong
convergence to solutions to the PDE (1.1). Moreover, all the compactness estimates are independent
of any lower bound on the density. Such a lower bound is only used to ensure that the limit densities
obtained in the first limit as N → ∞ on a fixed torus are indeed solutions of the PDE (1.17) and
can be guaranteed by an approximation of the initial density with positive functions of uniformly
bounded energy.
Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1.1. [L∞ bound] Let ρ0,L ∈ L∞(TL). Then, there exist constants C(FL(ρ0,L),K, ‖ρ0,L‖L∞)
and C(K,FL(ρ0,L)) such that the following holds. For every T > 0 there exists N̄ = N̄(L, T,FL(ρ0,L))
s.t. the deterministic particle approximations {ρNL }N≥N̄ starting from ρ0,L are well-defined on [0, T ]
and moreover

sup
N≥N̄

sup
t∈[0,T )

‖ρNL (t)‖L∞(TL) ≤ C(FL(ρ0,L),K, ‖ρ0,L‖L∞ , c2) + C(K,FL(ρ0,L), c2)(1 + T ). (1.18)

As N → +∞ we have the following

Theorem 1.2. Let ρ0,L ∈ L∞(TL) be a bounded function satisfying

inf
TL

ρ0,L ≥ εL > 0. (1.19)

Then, for every T > 0 the deterministic particle approximations {ρNL }N≥N̄ constructed from ρ0,L
in Theorem 1.1 converge (up to subsequences) in L1([0, T ] × TL) to a bounded probability density
ρL satisfying (1.1) on TL.

Now identify with a slight abuse of notation functions defined on TL with L-periodic functions on
R. We have the following
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Theorem 1.3. Consider initial data ρ0 ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) with ρ0 > 0 on R and
´

R
|x|ρ0(x) dx < +∞

and define ρ0,L by cutting ρ0 on [−L/2, L/2) and extending it periodically. Then the functions
ρLχ[−L/2,L/2), being ρL limits of the deterministic particle approximations starting from ρ0,L on TL

found in Theorem 1.2, converge (up to subsequences) in L1([0, T ] × R) to a weak solution ρ of the
PDE (1.1) on R.

Finally, approximating a general nonnegative initial datum ρ0 with strictly positive initial data, we
obtain the following

Theorem 1.4. Let ρ0 ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) such that
´

R
|x|ρ0(x) dx < +∞ and let {ρλ0}λ∈N ⊂ L1(R)∩

L∞(R) be a uniformly bounded L1 approximating sequence for ρ0 with the property that ρλ0 > 0 on
R for all λ ∈ N and the first moments are uniformly bounded. Then, the sequence of solutions ρλ

of the PDE (1.1) found in Theorem 1.3 from the initial data ρλ0 converges (up to subsequences) in
L1([0, T ] × R) to a solution of the PDE (1.1) starting from ρ0.

What prevents the blow-up of the deterministic particle approximations in our case are the following
facts:

• the evolution of the deterministic particle approximations inside sublevels of the energy up
to some O(1/

√
N) proved in Corollary 3.2

• the estimate of a discrete W 1,2 norm of the function φ(ρNL ) through the time derivative of the
functional along the deterministic particle flow.

• the special structure of the deterministic particle approximation, namely the relation between
the values of the approximating function and the distance between particles.

We notice indeed that a mere bound on the energy values along the evolution would not be sufficient
to prevent the blow-up. Thus all three points above are fundamental ingredients in the proof.
The L∞ bounds are obtained differently from [21, 24], due to the absence of a nonlinear mobility
which “blocks” density values larger than some given threshold. What gives us convergence of the
scheme are not uniform BV bounds on the deterministic particle approximations as in [21, 24, 25],
which would be dependent on the size of the torus TL, but uniform W 1,2 bounds on the composed
functions φ(ρNL ) together with the strict monotonicity assumption on the nonlinear function φ.
Such bounds are obtained using an explicit computation of the derivative of the energy functional
along the flow and the fact that sublevels of the energy are almost invariant under the particles
evolution. With similar estimates one obtains also an Hölder-type continuity of the 1-Wasserstein
distance along the deterministic particle flow, similar to that obtained in [32], which is needed in
order to apply a compactness argument.
This allows us to have, in the limit as N → +∞, estimates which depend only on the energy and
on the L∞ bounds of the initial data, thus allowing us to pass to the limit in an unbounded domain.

The main novelty present in this paper is that we are able to prove the strong convergence of the
deterministic particle approximations scheme to the solutions of the aggregation-diffusion equation
(1.1) in an unbounded setting and for general integrable and bounded initial densities.
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2 Preliminary facts

2.1 Pseudo-inverse

Fix x0 ∈ TL. Given a nonnegative density function ρ : TL → [0,+∞) with
´

TL
ρ = cL, define its

pseudo-inverse X : [0, cL] → TL as follows

X(z) = sup
{

x :

ˆ x

x0

ρ(y) dy < z
}

. (2.1)

If ρ(t, x) ∈ L∞ is a weak solution of (1.1) on TL and ρ > 0, then X(t, z) = Xρ(t,·)(z) solves the
PDE

∂tX(t, z) = −
ˆ cL

0
K ′(X(t, z) −X(t, ξ)) dξ − ∂zφ(ρ(X(t, z))).

2.2 Deterministic particle approximation

Our goal is to approximate (1.1) with a moving particle approximation on a series of increasing
tori.
Let us fix L > 0, N ∈ N and x0 ∈ TL.
Given ρ0,L ∈ L∞(TL) with

´

TL
ρ0,L = cL ≤ 1 and ρ0,L ≥ 0, for all k = 1, . . . , N define (for the

ordering identify TL with [−L/2, L/2] and set x0 = −L/2)

xk = sup
{

x :

ˆ x

xk−1

ρ0,L(y) dy <
cL
N

}

.

Notice that x0 < · · · < xN−1 and xN = L/2 = x0 + L (resp. xN = x0 on TL).
For every k = 0, . . . , N define the following system of ODEs on TL

ẋk(t) =− cL
N

∑

j 6=k

K ′(xk(t)− xj(t))−
N

cL
[φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t))], (2.2)

where
ρk(t) =

cL
N(xk+1(t)− xk(t))

and with initial conditions
xk(0) = xk,

as long as x0(t) < · · · < xN−1(t). In the above the dependence on N,L is omitted since clear from
the context.
Then define the deterministic particle approximations starting from ρ0,L as the piecewise constant
functions

ρNL (t, x) =

N−1
∑

k=0

ρk(t)χ[xk(t),xk+1(t))(x).

We say that the deterministic particle approximation ρNL is well defined on [0, T ) provided the
relation x0(t) < · · · < xN−1(t) holds for all t ∈ [0, T ). Notice that, despite of the above definition
of starting point of the deterministic particle approximation, ρ0,L 6= ρNL (0) but ρNL (0) → ρ0,L in L1

as N → ∞.

6



Let MρN
L
: TL → [0, cL] be the cumulative distribution function of ρNL , namely

MρN
L
(x) =

ˆ x

x0

ρNL (y) dy

and X : [0, cL] → TL its pseudoinverse function defined in (2.1) for ρ = ρNL , with xk = X(kcL/N).
Thus the piecewise constant approximations ρNL satisfy on TL the PDE

∂tρ
N
L =∂x

(

ρNLK
lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL +

N

cL
ρNL
∑

k

χ[xk(t),xk+1(t))(x)
[(

φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1)
)

+
(N

cL
MρN

L
(t)(x)− k

)

(

(φ(ρk+1)− φ(ρk))− (φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1))
)]

)

, (2.3)

where

K lin′(ρNL )(x− y) =

N−1
∑

k=0

χ[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N)(MρN
L
(x))

N−1
∑

j=0

χ[jcL/N,(j+1)cL/N)(MρN
L
(y))·

·
[

(1− χ{0}(xj − xk))K
′(xk − xj)

+
(N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

[(1 − χ{0}(xj − xk+1))K
′(xk+1 − xj)− (1− χ{0}(xj − xk))K

′(xk − xj)]
]

.

Due to the translation invariance of the torus, we can assume w.l.o.g. that x0(t) = xN (t) is fixed
during the evolution.

2.3 Bounds on the nonlocal interaction term

Since
´

TL
ρNL = cL, for any z ∈ [0, cL) one gets

|K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))| ≤ cL‖K ′‖L∞ . (2.4)

We recall that K ′′ ∈ L∞(R \ {0}), with a slight abuse of notation we denote from now on the
uniform bound of K ′′ on its domain with ‖K ′′‖L∞ .
If z ∈ [kcL/N, (k + 1)cL/N), then

|K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))| ≤ ‖K ′′‖L∞(xk+1 − xk) + cL
L‖K ′′‖L∞ + 3‖K ′‖L∞

N
.

(2.5)
Indeed

|K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))| ≤
∑

i 6=k

ρi(t)

ˆ xi+1

xi

|K ′(X(t, z) − y)−K ′(xk − xi)|dy

+
∑

i 6=k,k+1

ρi(t)

ˆ xi+1

xi

(N

cL
MρN

L
(t)(X(t, z)) − k

)

|K ′(xk+1 − xi)−K ′(xk − xi)|dy

+
3cL
N

‖K ′‖L∞

≤cL
‖K ′′‖L∞

N

∑

i 6=k,k+1

[(X(z) − xk) + (xi+1 − xi)] + cL‖K ′′‖L∞(xk+1 − xk) +
3cL
N

‖K ′‖L∞ ,

and (2.5) follows immediately since
∑

i(xi+1 − xi) = L.
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3 Estimates on the energy of the particle approximations

The aim of this section is to provide explicit computations and estimates on the energy of the
discrete particle approximations. These will be crucial both in providing a uniform L∞ bound for
the approximations and in finding the limit PDE (1.1).
In this section we will sometimes denote with ρNL (t) the function ρNL (t, ·) : TL → [0,+∞).
We have the following estimate on the time derivative of the energy FL along the discrete particle
approximations ρNL , where

FL(ρ) :=
1

2

ˆ

TL

ˆ

TL

K(x− y)ρ(x)ρ(y) dxdy +

ˆ

TL

W (ρ) dx. (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Assume ρNL (t) is well defined on [0, T ). Then, for all t ∈ [0, T ) the functional
FL(ρ

N
L (t)) satisfies

d

dt
FL(ρ

N
L (t)) ≤ C̄(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)

L√
N
. (3.2)

Estimate (3.2) is natural since the discrete particle approximations ρNL satisfy the PDE (2.3), which
is an approximate version of the gradient flow in the Wasserstein space of the functional FL.
A straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.1 is the following

Corollary 3.2. Let T > 0, ε > 0, L > 0. Then there exists N̄ = N̄(T, ε, L) such that for all
N ≥ N̄ if ρNL are the discrete particle approximations with initial datum ρ0,L and they are well
defined on [0, T ), then

FL(ρ
N
L (t)) ≤ FL(ρ0,L) + 2ε ∀ t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof of Lemma 3.1: For simplicity, in this proof we introduce the notation

Fk(t) := φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t)) (3.3)

where
ρk(t) = ρNL (t, xk(t)) =

cL
N(xk+1(t)− xk(t))

.

From the symmetry of the kernel, it is easy to see that

d

dt
FL(ρ

N
L (t)) =

d

dt

ˆ

TL

W (ρNL (t, x)) dx+

ˆ

TL

ˆ

TL

K(x− y)ρNL (t, y)∂tρ
N
L (t, x) dxdy. (3.4)

Using (2.3), integration by parts and applying the pseudoinverse change of variables, one can rewrite
the second term of the r.h.s. of (3.4) as follows

ˆ

TL

ˆ

TL

K(x− y)ρNL (t, y)∂tρ
N
L (t, x) dxdy = −

ˆ cL

0

(

K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))
)2

dz

+

ˆ cL

0
K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))

[

K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))
]

dz

− N

cL

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))

[

Fk(t) +
(N

cL
z − k

)

(Fk+1(t)− Fk(t))
]

dz.
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On the other hand, observing that the ODE (2.2) can be rewritten as

ẋk(t) = −
ˆ

TL

K lin′(ρNL )(xk − y)ρNL (t, y) dy − N

cL
Fk(t),

the first term of the r.h.s. of (3.4) can be explicitly computed obtaining

d

dt

ˆ

TL

W (ρNL (t, x)) dx =
d

dt

N−1
∑

k=0

(xk+1 − xk)W (ρk)

= −N
cL

N−1
∑

k=0

(Fk(t))
2 −

N−1
∑

k=0

Fk(t)K
lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)

= −N
2

c2L

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(

Fk(t)
)2

dz − N

cL

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
Fk(t)K

′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) dz

− N

cL

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
Fk(t)[K

′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)] dz.

Once here, we observe that the periodicity of the torus ensures that
∑

k F
2
k =

∑

k F
2
k+1 and as a

consequence by standard computations

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
(Fk(t))

2 dz ≥
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(

Fk(t) +
(N

cL
z − k

)

(Fk+1(t)− Fk(t))
)2

dz.

Then,

d

dt
FL(ρ

N
L (t)) ≤− 1

2

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

[N

cL
Fk(t) +K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))

]2
dz

− 1

2

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

[N

cL

(

Fk(t) +
(N

cL
z − k

)

(Fk+1(t)− Fk(t))
)

+K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))
]2

dz

−
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
Fk(t)[K

′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)] dz

+

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))

[

K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))
]

dz.

(3.5)

From now on, our aim is to show that the r.h.s. of (3.5) is negative, up to a term which tends to
zero as the number of particles goes to infinity (see (3.2)). Notice that the first two terms of the
r.h.s. of (3.5) are negative.
Let us now deal with the third term of the r.h.s. of (3.5).
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From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.5) it is easy to see that

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
|Fk(t)||K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)|dz

≤‖K ′′‖L∞

(

N−1
∑

k=0

(xk+1 − xk)
√
cL√

N

)(

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

∣

∣

∣

N

cL
Fk(t)

∣

∣

∣

2
dz

)1/2

+
L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

(

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

∣

∣

∣

N

cL
Fk(t)

∣

∣

∣

2
dz

)1/2

≤L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

(

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

∣

∣

∣

N

cL
Fk(t)

∣

∣

∣

2
dz

)1/2

(3.6)

Denoting for simplicity

ak =
N

cL
Fk(t), bk = K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))χ[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N)(z),

we can distinguish two different cases: either

|ak| < 2|bk| (3.7)

or
|ak| ≥ 2|bk|. (3.8)

Let us now estimates the terms of the sum in (3.6) where (3.7) holds.
From (3.6), (3.7) and (2.4) we deduce that

∑

|ak|<2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
|Fk(t)||K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)|dz

≤ L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N





∑

|ak |<2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak|2 dz





1/2

≤ L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N





∑

|ak |<2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
(cL)

2‖K ′‖2L∞ dz





1/2

≤ L(cL)
2C(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N
. (3.9)

Let us now deal with the terms of the sum in (3.6) satisfying (3.8). By (3.6),

∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
|Fk(t)||K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)|dz

≤ L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N





∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak|2 dz





1/2

.
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To estimate the above there are two cases. Either




∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak|2 dz





1/2

≤ 1

and then
∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
|Fk(t)||K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)|dz ≤ L

√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

(3.10)

or




∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak|2 dz





1/2

> 1

and then using (3.8)

∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N

cL
|Fk(t)||K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)|dz ≤

≤ L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak|2 dz

≤ 4L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak + bk|2 dz

Hence, in this case, if N is large enough

−
∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

{1

2

[N

cL
Fk(t) +K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(z))

]2

− N

cL
Fk(t)[K

′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, xk)]
}

dz ≤

≤
∑

|ak|≥2|bk|

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|ak + bk|2

[

− 1

2
+

4L
√
cLC(‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞)√

N

]

< 0.

(3.11)

Finally, by estimates (2.4) and (2.5), and by the fact that

N−1
∑

k=0

(xk+1 − xk) = L,

one has that
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))|

∣

∣K ′ ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z)) −K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t,X(t, z))
∣

∣ dz

≤ ‖K ′‖L∞

[‖K ′′‖L∞L

N
+
L‖K ′′‖L∞ + 3‖K ′‖L∞

N

]

≤ C̄(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)
L

N
. (3.12)
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We conclude the proof starting from (3.5) and gathering together (3.9), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12).

4 L
∞ bound

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1.
We will need a series of preliminary lemmas. The main idea is to estimate the L∞ norm of the
discrete particle approximations via an estimate on their discrete W 1,2 norm in the pseudo-inverse
variables. In turn, estimates on such W 1,2 norm will be provided by the explicit formula for the
derivative of the functional FL along the deterministic particle approximations computed in the
previous section, together with the fact that the energy is essentially decreasing along the flow
(see Corollary 3.2). By discrete W 1,2 norm of φ(ρNL ) in the pseudo-inverse variables we mean the
quantity

N

cL

N−1
∑

k=0

|φ(ρk+1)− φ(ρk)|2 =
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1)− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz. (4.1)

One has the following Gronwall-type estimate on the time derivative of the quantity (4.1).

Lemma 4.1. Let ρ0,L ∈ L1(TL) such that FL(ρ0,L) ≤ C0. Let T > 0 be such that {ρNL }N , i.e. the
discrete particle approximation starting from ρ0,L, is well defined on [0, T ] and let c0 the constant
appearing in (1.9) and (1.10). Then, there exists C = C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K) and N̄ = N̄(L, T,C0) such
that for all N ≥ N̄ and for all t ∈ [0, T ) one has that

d

dt

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz ≤

≤ C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K) +
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2

c2

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz. (4.2)

Proof. One has that, using discrete integration by parts,

d

dt

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz =

=2
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
[φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))][φ

′(ρk+1(t))∂tρk+1(t)− φ′(ρk(t))∂tρk(t)] dz

=− 2

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
(φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t)))φ

′(ρk(t))∂tρk(t) dz.

(4.3)

By definition of ρk one sees immediately that

∂tρk = −ρ2k
N

cL
(ẋk+1 − ẋk) (4.4)

Insert the above expression in (4.3) and use the estimate

∣

∣

∣
ẋk+1 − ẋk +

N

cL
(φ(ρk+1) + φ(ρk−1)− 2φ(ρk))

∣

∣

∣
≤ cL‖K ′‖L∞

N
+ ‖K ′′‖L∞(xk+1 − xk),

12



which follows easily from the ODE (2.2). Then recalling that ρk = cL
N(xk+1−xk)

, one obtains that

d

dt

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz ≤

≤ −2

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
(φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t)))

)2
φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz (4.5)

+ 2cL‖K ′‖L∞

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))|

)

φ′(ρk(t))ρ
2
k(t) dz

(4.6)

+ 2‖K ′′‖L∞

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))|

)

φ′(ρk(t))ρk(t) dz. (4.7)

Notice that by monotonicity of φ the terms in (4.5) are negative. These will be used to bound the
terms in (4.6) and (4.7) up to a Gronwall-type inequality.
Let us consider the term in (4.7). Define

A :=
{

z :
N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))|ρk(t) ≤ 2‖K ′′‖L∞

}

.

One has that

−
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
(φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t)))

)2
φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz+

+ 2‖K ′′‖L∞

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))|

)

φ′(ρk(t))ρk(t) dz ≤

≤
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ

[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N ]∩A
(2‖K ′′‖L∞)2φ′(ρk(t)) dz (4.8)

≤ (2‖K ′′‖L∞)2
ˆ

TL

φ′(ρNL (t, x))ρNL (t, x) dx (4.9)

≤ c0(2‖K ′′‖L∞)2
ˆ

TL

φ(ρNL (t, x)) dx (4.10)

≤ (2‖K ′′‖L∞)2 max
{

c0, c
2
0

ˆ

TL

W (ρNL (t, x)) dx
}

(4.11)

≤ c0(2‖K ′′‖L∞)2 + c20(2‖K ′′‖L∞)2
(

FL(ρ
N
L (0)) +

C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√
N

T + ‖K‖L∞

)

(4.12)

≤ C̄(c0, C0,K) (4.13)

as soon as N ≥ N̄(L, T,C0). In the above inequalities we used the following: the monotonicity of
φ from (4.8) to (4.9); inequality (1.9) from (4.9) to (4.10); inequality (1.10) from (4.10) to (4.11);
the estimate (3.2) from (4.11) to (4.12); in the last estimate we used the bound on FL(ρ

N
L (0)) by

the constant C0.
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Let us now consider the term (4.6). Define

B :=
{

z :
N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))| ≤ 2cL‖K ′‖L∞

}

.

One has that

−
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
(φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t)))

)2
φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz+

+ 2cL‖K ′‖L∞

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

(N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t)) + φ(ρk−1(t))− 2φ(ρk(t))|

)

φ′(ρk(t))ρ
2
k(t) dz

≤
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ

[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N ]∩B
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz.

. By positivity of φ′, (1.9) and (1.11) we get

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ

[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N ]∩B
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz ≤

≤
N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ

[kcL/N,(k+1)cL/N ]
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2φ′(ρk(t))ρ

2
k(t) dz (4.14)

≤ c0

ˆ cL

0
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2φ(ρNL (t,X(t, z)))max

{

ρ̄,
φ(ρNL (t,X(t, z)))

c2

}

dz.

(4.15)

Now we use the fact that due to the relation

N−1
∑

k=0

(xk+1 − xk) = L

there exists always a k = k(N, t) such that ρk <
cL
L and we apply the following discrete Poincaré

inequality

ˆ cL

0
φ(ρNL (t,X(t, z))) max

{

ρ̄,
φ(ρNL (t,X(t, z)))

c2

}

dz ≤ c2ρ̄
2 +

1

c2
φ2
(cL
L

)

+
1

c2

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz.

The following lemma relates the discrete W 1,2 norm of φ(ρNL ) in the pseudo-inverse variables with
the values of the energy along the flow.

Lemma 4.2. For any C0 > 0, T > 0 there exist a constant C(K,C0) and N̄ = N̄(T,C0, L) such
that the following holds. Let ρ0,L ∈ L1(TL) with FL(ρ0,L) ≤ C0 and assume that {ρNL }N≥N̄ , i.e.
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the deterministic particle approximation starting from ρ0,L, is well defined on [0, T ). Then, the
following holds

sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

N |φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t))|2 dt ≤ C(K,C0)(1 + T ).

Proof. Denoting for simplicity

ak(t) = −N
cL

(

φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1)
)

and bk(t) = −cL
N

∑

i 6=k

K ′(xk − xi),

we observe that

cL
N

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0
|ẋk(t)|2 dt =

ˆ T

0

cL
N





∑

k: |ak(t)|>2|bk(t)|

(ak(t) + bk(t))
2 +

∑

k: |ak(t)|≤2|bk(t)|

(ak(t) + bk(t))
2



 dt

≥
ˆ T

0

N

4cL

∑

k: |ak(t)|>2|bk(t)|

|φ(ρk−1)− φ(ρk)|2 dt.

From the calculation (3.5) in Lemma 3.1, the time derivative of the discrete energy FL(ρ
N
L )(t) can

be estimated from above by

d

dt
FL(ρ

N
L )(t) ≤ −cL

N

N−1
∑

k=0

|ẋk|2 +
ˆ cL

0
gN,L(t,X(t, z)) dz,

where, thanks to the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have that
ˆ cL

0
|gN,L(t,X(t, z))|dz ≤ C̄(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)

L√
N
. (4.16)

Thanks to Corollary 3.2 with ε = C0 and the above estimate, when N ≥ N̄ and N̄ is large enough
depending on L, T and C0 we deduce the following bound

cL
N

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ t

s
|ẋk|2 dt ≤ FL(ρ

N
L (s))−FL(ρ

N
L (t)) + |s− t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√

N
.

≤ FL((ρ0)L) + 2C0 −minFL + |s − t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√
N

≤ C0 + 2C0 −minFL + |s− t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√
N

(4.17)

Hence, by (4.16) and (4.17) we have that

N

ˆ T

0

∑

k: |ak(t)|>2|bk(t)|

|φ(ρk)−φ(ρk−1)|2 dt ≤ 4cL

(

3C0−minFL+T
C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√

N

)

(4.18)

On the other hand, |ak(t)| ≤ 2|bk(t)| implies

N2|φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1)|2 < c4L‖K ′‖2L∞
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thus also

N

ˆ T

0

∑

k: |ak(t)|≤2|bk(t)|

|φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1)|2 dt ≤ Tc4L‖K ′‖2L∞ . (4.19)

Now observe that
inf
L

minFL = inf
L

inf
‖ρ‖

L1(R)≤cL
FL(ρ) ≥ −‖K‖L∞ > −∞ (4.20)

where we used the fact that W is nonnegative and K is uniformly bounded. Gathering to-
gether (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) one has that if N ≥ N̄(T,C0, L) is sufficiently large

sup
N

ˆ T

0

∑

k

N |φ(ρk)− φ(ρk−1)|2 dt ≤ C(K,C0)(1 + T ).

As a corollary of Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 we have the following linear bound on the discrete
W 1,2 norm of φ(ρNL ).

Corollary 4.3. Let C0 > 0, T > 0. Then, there exist constants C(K,C0) and C(c0, C0,K) and
there exists N̄ = N̄(T,C0, L) such that the following holds. Let ρ0,L ∈ L1(TL) with FL(ρ0,L) ≤ C0

and assume that {ρNL }N≥N̄ , i.e. the deterministic particle approximation starting from ρ0,L, is well
defined on [0, T ). Then, for all 0 ≤ t0 < t < T

N
N−1
∑

k=0

|φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t))|2 ≤ N
N−1
∑

k=0

|φ(ρk(t0))− φ(ρk−1(t0))|2

+ C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K)(t− t0) + C(K,C0)
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2

c2
(1 + (t− t0)).

(4.21)

Remark 4.4. Notice that an exponential bound for the l.h.s. of (4.21) is given directly by Lemma 4.1.
Indeed, the Gronwall-type inequality (4.2) implies the following: for all 0 ≤ t0 < t < T it holds

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2 dz ≤

≤
(

N−1
∑

k=1

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N

N2

c2L
|φ(ρk+1(t0))− φ(ρk(t0))|2 dz +

C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K)

c(c2,K)

)

ec(c2,K)(t−t0),

(4.22)

where we set c(c2,K) = (2‖K ′‖L∞)2/(c2).

In the following lemma we relate the L∞ norm of φ(ρNL ) to its discrete W 1,2 norm.

Lemma 4.5. Let ρNL (t) be the deterministic particle approximation at time t defined starting from
ρ0,L with

´

TL
ρ0,L(x) dx = cL. Then one has that

‖φ(ρNL (t))‖L∞(TL) ≤
(

φ
(cL
L

)

+ 1
)

+N
N−1
∑

k=0

|φ(ρk+1(t))− φ(ρk(t))|2.
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Proof. The claim of the lemma follows immediately from the following facts:

1.

‖φ(ρNL (t))‖L∞(TL) ≤ |φ(ρk)|+
N−1
∑

j=0

|φ(ρk+j+1)− φ(ρk+j)|, ∀ k ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}

2. due to the relation
N−1
∑

k=0

(xk+1 − xk) = L

there exists k = k(N, t) such that ρk(t) ≤ cL
L

3. it holds
N−1
∑

k=0

|ak+1 − ak| ≤ max
{

1, N
N−1
∑

k=0

|ak+1 − ak|2
}

. (4.23)

The following lemma guarantees the local existence of the discrete particle approximations on a
time interval depending only on the L∞ norm of the initial datum.

Lemma 4.6. Let ρ0,L ∈ L∞(TL). Then there exists T0 = T0(‖ρ0,L‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞) > 0 such that the
deterministic particle approximation {ρNL }N∈N defined starting from ρ0,L is well-defined on [0, T0).

Proof. By definition of the deterministic particle approximations one has that

xk+1(0)− xk(0) ≥
cL

N‖ρ0,L‖L∞
, ∀ k = 0, . . . , N − 1.

Now we want to estimate from below the minimum time T0 which is necessary in order to have
xk+1(T0) − xk(T0) = 0 for some k ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Observe that whenever ρk(t) is maximum
among all {ρj(t)}Nj=1, then φ(ρk+1)+φ(ρk−1)−2φ(ρk) ≤ 0 and therefore, assuming w.l.o.g. ρk(t) >
‖K ′′‖L∞/(cL‖K ′‖L∞) one has that

ẋk+1(t)− ẋk(t) ≥ −cL
‖K ′‖L∞

N
− ‖K ′′‖L∞

cL
Nρk

≥ −2cL‖K ′‖L∞

N
.

From this estimate, one has that T0 ≥ 1
2‖K ′‖L∞‖ρ0,L‖L∞

.

We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: By Lemma 4.6 there exists T0 = T0(‖ρ0,L‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞) such that the dis-
crete particle approximations {ρNL }N∈N are well defined on [0, T0). Without loss of generality we
can then assume that T ≥ T0. By Lemma 4.2 applied to the interval [0, T0) one has that there
exists a constant C(K,FL(ρ0,L)) and N̄ = N̄(T0,FL(ρ0,L), L) such that for all N ≥ N̄

sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T0

0

N−1
∑

k=0

N |φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t))|2 dt ≤ C(K,FL(ρ0,L))(1 + T0).
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In particular, for all N ≥ N̄ there exists tN0 ∈ [0, T0) such that

N−1
∑

k=0

N |φ(ρk(tN0 ))− φ(ρk−1(t
N
0 ))|2 ≤ C(K,FL(ρ0,L))(1 + T0)

T0
.

Assume now by contradiction that there exists T̄ ∈ [T0, T ] such that the discrete particle approx-
imations are well defined on [0, T̄ ) for sufficiently large N but blow up at T̄ for a sequence of
arbitrarily large N .
By Corollary 4.3, one has that for all t ∈ [tN0 , T̄ ) and for all N ≥ N̄ with N̄ eventually larger
depending on T it holds

N

N−1
∑

k=0

|φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t))|2 ≤ C(K,FL(ρ0,L))(1 + T0)

T0

+ C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K)T + C(K,C0)
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2

c2
(1 + T ).

By Lemma 4.5, for all t ∈ [tN0 , T̄ ) one gets the L∞ bound

‖φ(ρNL (t))‖L∞(TL) ≤
(

φ
(cL
L

)

+ 1
)

+
C(K,FL(ρ0,L))(1 + T0)

T0

+ C(c0, C0, c2, ρ̄,K)T + C(K,C0)
(2cL‖K ′‖L∞)2

c2
(1 + T ). (4.24)

Thanks to the assumption (1.11) the bound (4.24) extends (up to a constant) to a similar bound
for ‖ρNL ‖L∞(TL) on [0, T̄ ). In particular, applying again Lemma 4.6 to ρNL (T̄ − ε) for some ε =

ε(supt<T̄ ‖ρNL (t)‖L∞) sufficiently small, the discrete particle approximations can be extended for
any N ≥ N̄ up to the time T̄ and even further, with the same bound. Thus a contradiction is
reached and the statement of the theorem is proved.

5 Convergence of the deterministic particle scheme

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2,Theorem 1.3 and Theorem1.4.

5.1 L
1-Compactness

In this paragraph we discuss the strong L1-compactness in space and time of the following functions:

• {ρNL }N≥N̄ (in order to prove Theorem 1.2);

• {ρL}L>0 (in order to prove Theorem 1.3);

• {ρλ}λ∈N (in order to prove Theorem 1.4).

The proof of the various compactness results will not depend on the strict positivity of the initial
densities, which will be instead necessary to prove that the limit densities of the deterministic
particle approximations ρNL on N → ∞ are solutions of the PDE.

18



In order to show compactness of the approximate solutions we will use the following generalized
Aubin-Lions Lemma given in Theorem 2 of [34]. Before recalling it, we need to introduce the
following definitions.
Let X be a separable Banach space. We recall that a functional G : X → [0,+∞] is a normal
integrand if it is l.s.c. with respect to the Borel σ-algebra B(X). G is also coercive if the sublevels
{v ∈ X : G(v) ≤ c} are compact for any c ≥ 0.
A pseudo-distance g : X×X → [0,+∞] is compatible with G if for every v,w such that g(v,w) = 0
and G(v) < +∞, G(w) < +∞ then v = w.
We are ready to recall Theorem 2 of [34] in a simplified form which is sufficient for our purposes.

Theorem 5.1. [34] Let X be a separable Banach space. Let U be a set of measurable functions
v : (0, T ) → X, let G : X → [0,+∞] be a normal coercive integrand and g : X ×X → [0,+∞] be a
l.s.c. pseudo-distance compatible with G. Assume moreover that

sup
v∈U

ˆ T

0
G(v(t)) dt < +∞ (5.1)

and

lim
h→0

sup
v∈U

ˆ T−h

0
g(v(t + h), v(t)) dt = 0. (5.2)

Then U contains a sequence vn which converges in measure (w.r.t. t ∈ (0, T ) and with values in
X) to a limit v : (0, T ) → X.

In order to state the various compactness results of this section, let us then fix C0, C1 > 0 and let
us consider any ρ0 : R → [0,+∞) such that ‖ρ0‖L∞ ≤ C1/4, F(ρ0) ≤ C0/4 and

´

R
ρ0 = 1.

For any measurable function g : R → [0,+∞) we define

gL : [−L/2, L/2] → [0,+∞), gL(x) = g(x)χ[−L/2,L/2](x). (5.3)

With a slight abuse of notation in this subsection we will still denote with gL the corresponding
periodic extension function on TL.
Let ρNL be the deterministic particle approximation on TL starting from the density (ρ0)L, with
(ρ0)L defined as (5.3) from ρ0. W.l.o.g., we can assume that N and L are sufficiently large so that

sup
N,L

∥

∥ρNL (0)
∥

∥

L∞ ≤ C1, sup
N,L

FL(ρ
N
L (0)) ≤ C0. (5.4)

Theorem 1.1 guarantees that for every T > 0 the functions ρNL are well defined on [0, T ] as soon as
N ≥ N̄ with N̄ = N̄(T,C0, L) and that they enjoy the following bound

sup
N≥N̄

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρNL (t)‖L∞(TL) ≤ γ1 + γ2T, (5.5)

where γ1 = γ1(K,C0, C1, c0, c2) and γ2 = γ2(K,C0, c2).
Our first aim is to show the following

Theorem 5.2. Let ρ0 ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R). Then, for all T > 0 the deterministic particle approxima-
tion {ρNL }N∈N defined on [0, T ]×TL starting from (ρ0)L converges up to subsequences as N → +∞
to a function ρL in L1([0, T ] × TL).
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In order to do so, let us define, for a function vχ[−L/2,L/2] ∈ L1(R), the quantity

TV (v) := sup
I∈N

sup
−L/2=x0<x1<···<xI=L/2

I−1
∑

i=0

|v(xi+1)− v(xi)|.

Let us observe, that TV (v) corresponds to the standard total variation of the function v.
Let us then define G as follows

G(v) = TV (v) + ‖v‖L1(R) + 1{‖v‖L∞≤φ(γ1+γ2T )} + 1{

dW1

(

φ−1(v)

‖φ−1(v)‖
L1

,ρ0

)

≤Λ

}, (5.6)

where

1A(x) =

{

0 if x ∈ A
+∞ if x ∈ Ac,

dW1 is the standard 1-Wasserstein distance between probability measures and Λ is a suitable positive
constant to be defined later (see Remark 5.4).
Moreover, define

g(v,w) = dW1

(

φ−1(v)

‖φ−1(v)‖L1

,
φ−1(w)

‖φ−1(w)‖L1

)

.

It is fairly easy to see that G is a normal coercive integrand. Indeed, the compactness of the
sublevels in L1

loc comes from the first three terms of G and gets upgraded to compactness in L1 due
the tightness given by the last term in the definition of G and to the condition (1.11). Moreover, g
is a l.s.c. pseudo-distance compatible with G.
Let us now show that Theorem 5.1 can be applied to the set of functions U = {φ(ρNL )}N∈N and the
functionals G and g defined above.
Concerning property (5.2), we have the following

Lemma 5.3. Let ρNL : [0, T ]×TL → (0,∞), N ≥ N̄(T,L,C0) be the deterministic particle approx-
imations starting from (ρ0)L and t, s ∈ [0, T ]. Then there exists a constant C(C0,K) independent
of N,L such that

dW1

(

ρNL (s)

‖ρNL (s)‖L1

,
ρNL (t)

‖ρNL (t)‖L1

)

≤ C(C0,K)|t− s|1/2. (5.7)

Proof. Denote by X(τ) = X(τ, ·) the pseudo-inverse of ρNL (τ) and let s < t. Let cL =
´

TL
(ρ0)L =

´

TL
ρNL (τ). In order to estimate the 1-Wasserstein distance of the deterministic particle approxi-

mations at different times we use the well-known identity

dW1

(

ρNL (s), ρNL (t)
)

= ‖X(s)−X(t)‖L1([0,cL])

One has that

‖X(s)−X(t)‖2L1([0,cL])
≤ cL‖X(s) −X(t)‖2L2([0,cL])

≤ cL

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ (k+1)cL/N

kcL/N
|xk(t)− xk(s) + (2Nz − k)[xk+1(t)− xk(t)− xk+1(s) + xk(s)]|2 dz

≤
N−1
∑

k=0

cL
N

|xk(t)− xk(s)|2 +
c2L
N2

(|xk+1(t)− xk(t)|2 + |xk+1(s)− xk(s)|2).
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Moreover,

|xk(t)− xk(s)|2 =
∣

∣

∣

ˆ t

s
ẋk(τ) dτ

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ |t− s|

ˆ t

s
|ẋk(τ)|2 dτ,

hence

‖X(s) −X(t)‖2L1 ≤ 2|t− s|
ˆ t

s

cL
N

N−1
∑

k=0

|ẋk(τ)|2 dτ (5.8)

provided N ≫ L.
From the calculation (3.5) in Lemma 3.1, the time derivative of the discrete energy FL(ρ

N
L )(t) can

be estimated from above by

d

dt
FL(ρ

N
L )(t) ≤ −cL

N

N−1
∑

k=0

|ẋk|2 +
ˆ cL

0
gN,L(t,X(t, z)) dz,

where, thanks to the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have that

ˆ cL

0
|gN,L(t,X(t, z))|dz ≤ C̄(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)

L√
N
.

Thanks to Corollary 3.2 with ε = C0 and the above estimate, when N is large enough depending
on L we deduce the following bound

cL
N

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ t

s
|ẋk|2 dt ≤ FL(ρ

N
L (s))−FL(ρ

N
L (t)) + |s− t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√

N

≤ FL((ρ0)L) + 2C0 −minFL + |s − t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√
N

≤ C0 + 2C0 −minFL + |s− t|C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√
N

which, applied to (5.8), implies

‖X(s) −X(t)‖2L1 ≤ 2cL|t− s|
(

3C0 −minFL + T
C(‖K ′‖L∞ , ‖K ′′‖L∞)L√

N

)

.

and (5.7) follows from the fact that

inf
L

minFL = inf
L

inf
‖ρ‖

L1(R)≤cL
FL(ρ) ≥ −‖K‖L∞ > −∞

where the last lower bound holds true since W is non negative and K is uniformly bounded.

Remark 5.4. Let us assume that ρ0 has finite first moments. Since the functions ρNL (0) converge
in L1(TL) to (ρ0)L, which in turn as L→ +∞ converge to ρ0 in L1(R), by Lemma 5.3

dW1

( ρNL (t)

‖ρNL (t)‖L1

, ρ0

)

≤ C(C0,K)T 1/2 + C̄, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]
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with C̄ independent of N,L as soon as N ≥ N̄(L) is sufficiently large. Therefore the constant Λ in
definition (5.6) of G can be chosen such that

Λ ≥ 2(C(C0,K)T 1/2 + C̄),

so that all the deterministic particle approximations (and their limits as N → ∞ on [0, T ], by lower
semicontinuity of dW1) satisfy the condition

dW1

( ρNL (t)

‖ρNL (t)‖L1

, ρ0

)

≤ Λ.

The above condition is necessary for G to be finite along the deterministic particle evolution. More-
over, it gives tightness of the deterministic particle approximations and of their limits. Thanks
to (1.11), this converts into tightness for the functions φ(ρNL ) and their limits.

Remark 5.5. Observe that, by the assumptions (5.4) and (5.5) (see Theorem 1.1), the functions
φ(ρNL ) satisfy the upper bound

sup
N≥N̄

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖φ(ρNL (t))‖L∞ ≤ φ(γ1 + γ2T ) (5.9)

and therefore, also in view of Remark 5.4, they lie in the domain of the functional G.

Let us now prove (5.1) for the functional G defined in (5.6) on the functions φ(ρNL ). First of all,
one has that by (1.10), the boundedness of K and Corollary 3.2

sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

φ(ρNL (t, x)) dxdt ≤ sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

c0W (ρNL (t, x)) dxdt+ cLT

≤ c0C0T + c0‖K‖L∞T + cLT

≤ C(c0, C0,K)T < +∞. (5.10)

Moreover, one has the following

sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T

0
TV (φ(ρNL )(t)) dt ≤ 2C(K,C0)(1 + T ). (5.11)

Indeed, by Lemma 4.2 one has that

sup
N≥N̄

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

N |φ(ρk+1(t)) − φ(ρk(t))|2 dt ≤ C(K,C0)(1 + T ).

Thus, applying (4.23) we deduce (5.11).
From Lemma 5.3, Remarks 5.4 and 5.5 and the bounds (5.10) and (5.11) we deduce that for every
L the set

U = {φ(ρNL )}N≥N̄(T,L,C0)

satisfies the assumptions of Theorem (5.1) on X = L1(TL). Hence Theorem 5.1 can be applied,
implying the convergence in measure (w.r.t. t with values in L1(TL) and up to subsequences) of
the functions φ(ρNL ) : (0, T ) × TL → R to a function φ̄L.
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By the L∞ bound (5.9), the above convergence can be upgraded to convergence in L1([0, T ]×TL).
By Theorem 1.1, also the sequence {ρNL }N≥N̄ is uniformly bounded on [0, T ]. In particular, the

functions ρNL converge weakly* in L∞([0, T ]× TL) (up to subsequences) to some bounded function
ρL.
By the strict monotonicity and continuity of φ and φ−1 it is not difficult to deduce (for example
looking at the Young measures generated by subsequences of ρNL and φ(ρNL )) that φ̄L = φ(ρL) and
that ρNL converges strongly to ρL in L1([0, T ]× TL).
This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.2.

In order to conclude this section we show that also the following compactness result holds.

Theorem 5.6. Let ρ0 ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) with finite first moments and let ρL : [0, T ]×[−L/2, L/2] →
[0,+∞) be the functions obtained in Theorem 5.2. Then, as L → +∞, ρL converge (up to subse-
quences) strongly in L1([0, T ]× R) to a bounded function ρ : [0, T ]× R → [0,+∞).
Moreover, let {ρλ0}λ∈N with ρλ0 : R → (0,+∞) such that ‖ρλ0‖L∞ ≤ 2‖ρ0‖L∞ , F(ρλ0 ) ≤ 2F(ρ0),
´

R
ρλ0 = 1, the first moments are uniformly bounded and

ρλ0 −→ ρ0 in L1 as λ→ ∞.

Then, as λ→ +∞, the densities ρλ found as the ρ above but starting from ρλ0 instead of ρ0 converge
(up to subsequences) strongly in L1([0, T ]× R) to a bounded density ρ̄.

In order to prove Theorem 5.6 it is sufficient to observe that the estimates of Lemma 5.3, Re-
marks 5.4 and 5.5 and the upper bounds (5.10) and (5.11) do not depend on N ≥ N̄ , L but only on
C0, C1 as in (5.4). Moreover, by lower semicontinuity of the total variation and of the 1-Wasserstein
distance dW1 such estimates uniformly hold also for the sequences ρL, φ(ρL). Hence it is possible to
apply Theorem 5.1 to the sequence φ(ρL) on [0, T ]×R and repeat the previous reasoning obtaining
a strong L1 limit ρ : [0, T ]× R → [0,+∞).
If ρλ0 is a sequence of initial data as in the statement of the Theorem, one can assume w.l.o.g. that

sup
N,L,λ

∥

∥

(

ρλ0
)N

L

∥

∥

L∞ ≤ C1, sup
N,L,λ

FL

((

ρλ0
)N

L

)

≤ C0

where C0 and C1 are as in (5.4).
Therefore, since C0 and C1 are independent of λ, the estimates for the applicability of Theorem 5.1
to the sequence φ((ρλ)NL ) are independent of λ, thus giving as above (up to subsequences) strong
L1 limits in [0, T ]× R ρλL (as N → +∞), ρλ (as L→ +∞) and ρ̄ (as λ→ +∞).
.

Remark 5.7. Notice that, while in the first limit (namely L fixed and N → ∞) we could have
restricted to functions in X = L1(TL) and avoided the last term in the definition (5.6) of G, in the
limit as L → ∞ such a term becomes essential as the supports of the functions ρλL become larger
and larger and at the same time L1-compactness of the sublevels of G is needed.

5.2 Limit PDEs

Our first goal is to prove Theorem 1.2.
In order to do so, we need the following preliminary lemma.
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Lemma 5.8. Let ρ0,L ∈ L1(TL) be such that

inf
TL

ρ0,L ≥ εL > 0 (5.12)

and let x0(t) < · · · < xN−1(t) be the deterministic particles which evolve according to (2.2) on a
time interval [0, T ] starting from ρ0,L. Then, for all k = 0, . . . , N − 1 and for all t ∈ [0, T ]

xk+1(t)− xk(t) ≤
1

N

(cL
εL

+
‖K ′‖L∞

‖K ′′‖L∞

)

ecL‖K
′′‖L∞ t. (5.13)

Proof. Recalling the ODE (2.2), one has that

ẋk+1(t)− ẋk(t) = −cL
N

[

2K ′(xk+1 − xk)−
∑

j 6=k,k+1

(K ′(xk+1 − xj)−K ′(xk − xj))
]

− N

cL
[φ(ρk+1) + φ(ρk−1)− 2φ(ρk)]

≤ cL
‖K ′‖L∞

N
+ cL‖K ′′‖L∞(xk+1(t)− xk(t))−

N

cL
[φ(ρk+1) + φ(ρk−1)− 2φ(ρk)]

Let now for t ∈ [0, T ] choose k such that xk+1(t) − xk(t) = maxj(xj+1(t) − xj(t)). Then by
monotonicity of φ and the definition of the deterministic particle approximation one has that
φ(ρk+1) + φ(ρk−1)− 2φ(ρk) ≥ 0, hence

ẋk+1(t)− ẋk(t) ≤ cL
‖K ′‖L∞

N
+ cL‖K ′′‖L∞(xk+1(t)− xk(t)).

Moreover, one has that by assumption

xk+1(0) − xk(0) ≤
cL
NεL

.

Let us now consider the ODE

ẏ(t) =
cL‖K ′‖L∞

N
+ cL‖K ′′‖L∞y(t), y(0) ≤ cL

NεL
.

One has that

y(t) ≤ 1

N

(cL
εL

+
‖K ′‖L∞

‖K ′′‖L∞

)

ecL‖K
′′‖L∞ t,

hence (5.13) is proved.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: Let ρ0,L a bounded L1 density strictly bounded from below on TL by a
constant εL as in the assumptions of the Theorem, and let cL =

´

TL
ρ0,L ≤ 1. W.l.o.g. we can

assume that ρ0,L = (ρ0)L for some ρ0 ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R). In particular, if N is sufficiently large, one
has that

sup
N

‖ρNL (0)‖L∞(TL) ≤ C1, sup
N

FL(ρ
N
L (0)) ≤ C0,

where ρNL is the deterministic particle approximation on TL starting from ρ0,L (see (5.4)). In
particular, Theorem 5.2 guarantees that, up to subsequences, ρNL strongly converges in L1([0, T ]×
TL) to a density ρL ∈ L1([0, T ] × TL).
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Remember that, by (2.3), for every fixed N ∈ N, L > 0 the piecewise constant function ρNL (t, x)
satisfies, for every ϕ ∈ C∞

c ((0, T ) × TL), the following equation

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)∂tϕ(t, x) − ρNL (t, x)
[

K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, x) + Φ(ρNL (t, x))
]

∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt = 0 (5.14)

where we defined

Φ(ρNL (t, x)) :=
N

cL

N−1
∑

k=0

χ[xk(t),xk+1(t))(x)
[

Fk(t) +
(N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

(Fk+1(t)− Fk(t))
]

and Fk(t) = φ(ρk(t))− φ(ρk−1(t)).
In the following we want to show that as N → +∞ the equation (5.14) gives the weak formulation
of the PDE (1.1) for the density ρL.
In particular we will prove that as N tends to +∞

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

(

ρNL (t, x)− ρL(t, x)
)

∂tϕ(t, x) dxdt −→ 0, (5.15)

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

(

(ρNL (t, x)K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, x)− ρLK
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)

)

∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt −→ 0, (5.16)

and, if as in the assumptions it holds that

ρ0,L ≥ εL > 0

then

lim
N→∞

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)Φ(ρNL (t, x))∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

φ(ρ)∂xxϕ(t, x) dxdt. (5.17)

The convergence in (5.15) is an immediate consequence of the L∞ weak* compactness of the
densities ρNL implied by Theorem 1.1.
Let us focus on the convergence in (5.16). Simple computations lead to the equivalent expression

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

(

(ρNL (t, x)K lin′(ρNL ) ∗ ρNL (t, x)− ρLK
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)

)

∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt =

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

(ρNL (t, x)− ρL(t, x))K
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)K ′ ∗
(

ρNL (t, x) − ρL(t, x)
)

∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)
(

K lin′(ρNL )−K ′
)

∗ ρNL (t, x)∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt.

The first and the second term of the r.h.s. of the above converge to 0 as N → ∞ because of the
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L∞ weak* compactness of the ρNL . On the other hand, observe that
ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)
(

K lin′(ρNL )−K ′
)

∗ ρNL (t, x)∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k, i=0

ˆ xk+1

xk

ρk(t)ρi(t)
[

−
ˆ xi+1

xi

K ′(x− y) dy + (xi+1 − xi)
(

(1− χ{0}(xk − xi))K
′(xk − xi)

+ Zk(x)
(

(1− χ{0}(xk+1 − xi))K
′(xk+1 − xi)− (1− χ{0}(xk − xi))K

′(xk − xi)
)

)]

∂xϕ(x, t) dxdt,

where we used Zk(x) to denote the function
(

N
cL
MρN

L
(x)−k

)

and we did not explicit the dependence

from the time variable in the points xi(t), xk(t) for simplicity of notation.
If i 6= k, k + 1, recalling that Zk(x) ≤ 1, we have the following estimate

ˆ xk+1

xk

ρk(t)ρi(t)(xi+1 − xi)
∣

∣

∣

K(x− xi)−K(x− xi+1)

xi+1 − xi
−K ′(xk − xi)

− Zk(x)(K
′(xk+1 − xi)−K ′(xk − xi))

∣

∣

∣ dx

≤3cL
N

ˆ xk+1

xk

ρk(t)‖K ′‖L∞ ≤ 3c2L‖K ′‖L∞

N2
. (5.18)

If now i = k + 1, we have that
ˆ xk+1

xk

ρk(t)ρk+1(t)(xk+2 − xk+1)
∣

∣

∣

K(x− xk+1)−K(x− xk+2)

xk+2 − xk+1
−K ′(xk − xk+1)

+ Zk(x)K
′(xk − xk+1))

∣

∣

∣
dx ≤ 3c2L‖K ′‖L∞

N2
. (5.19)

Finally, for i = k we get
ˆ xk+1

xk

ρ2k(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ xk+1

xk

K ′(x− y)dy − (xk+1 − xk)Zk(x)K
′(xk+1 − xk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx ≤ c2L(1 + (xk+1 − xk))

N2
‖K ′‖L∞ ,

(5.20)
and gathering together (5.18), (5.19) and (5.20) we conclude that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)
(

K lin′(ρNL )−K ′
)

∗ ρNL (t, x)∂xϕ(t, x) dx dt ≤
(7 + L)‖∂xϕ‖L∞T‖K ′‖L∞

N2

where we have used that
∑

k(xk+1 − xk) = L and cL ≤ 1. Hence the convergence claimed in (5.16)
follows.
Let us now prove (5.17).
One has that
ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρNL (t, x)Φ(ρNL (t, x))∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt =

=

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

φ(ρNL (xk))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))

xk+1 − xk
∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

+
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

[φ(ρNL (xk+1))− φ(ρNL (xk))

xk+1 − xk
− φ(ρNL (xk))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))

xk+1 − xk

](N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

=: IN1 + IN2 .
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We will treat the terms IN1 and IN2 separately. As for IN1 , one has that integrating by parts it holds

IN1 =
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

φ(ρNL (xk))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))

xk+1 − xk
∂xϕ(t, x) dxdt

= −
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

[

φ(ρNL (xk−1)) +
x− xk

xk+1 − xk

(

φ(ρNL (xk)))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))
)]

∂xxϕ(t, x) dxdt.

Now notice that, since φ(ρNL ) converges in L1([0, T ]× TL) to φ(ρL) then

ÎN1 := −
N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

φ(ρNL (xk))∂xxϕ(t, x) dxdt −→ −
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

TL

φ(ρL)∂xxϕ(t, x) dxdt.

Hence we want to show that IN1 − ÎN1 → 0 as N → ∞. One has the following estimates: if
spt(ϕ) ⊂ [0, T ]× TL,

|IN1 − ÎN1 | ≤ ‖ϕ‖C2

N−1
∑

k=0

ˆ T

0

ˆ xk+1

xk

∣

∣

∣φ(ρNL (xk−1)) +
x− xk

xk+1 − xk

(

φ(ρNL (xk)))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))
)

− φ(ρNL (xk))
∣

∣

∣ dxdt

≤ 2‖ϕ‖C2

ˆ T

0
TV (φ(ρNL )(t))max

k
|xk+1(t)− xk(t)|dt

≤ 2‖ϕ‖C2C(1 + T )

N

(cL
εL

+
‖K ′‖L∞

‖K ′′‖L∞

)

ecL‖K
′′‖L∞T

where in the last inequality we have used (5.11) and (5.13). Thus we have the desired convergence.
In order to prove (5.17) we are left to show that IN2 → 0 as N → +∞. One has the following

IN2 =

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

(φ(ρNL (xk+1))− φ(ρNL (xk)))Bk(t) dt+

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

(φ(ρNL (xk))− φ(ρNL (xk−1)))Bk(t) dt,

with

Bk(t) =

 

[xk,xk+1)

(N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

∂xϕ(x, t) dx.

Notice then that Bk = B̄k + B̂k, where

B̄k(t) =

 

[xk,xk+1)

(N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

∂xϕ(xk, t) dx

=
1

2
∂xϕ(xk, t),

B̂k(t) =

 

[xk,xk+1)

(N

cL
MρN

L
(x)− k

)

(∂xϕ(x, t)− ∂xϕ(xk, t)) dx

and

|B̂k(t)| ≤
1

2
‖ϕ‖C2(xk+1(t)− xk(t)).
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In particular,

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

(φ(ρNL (xk+1))− φ(ρNL (xk)))B̂k(t) dt ≤
ˆ T

0
TV (φ(ρNL )(t))‖ϕ‖C2 sup

k
(xk+1(t)− xk(t)) dt

≤ C(T, ‖ϕ‖C2 , ‖K ′′‖L∞ , ‖K ′‖L∞ , εL)

N
−→ 0,

(5.21)

where the last inequality follows from (5.11) and (5.13).
On the other hand,

∣

∣

∣

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

(φ(ρNL (xk+1)) + φ(ρNL (xk−1))− 2φ(ρNL (xk)))B̄k(t) dt
∣

∣

∣ =

=
1

2

∣

∣

∣

ˆ T

0

N−1
∑

k=0

[

φ(ρNL (xk))− φ(ρNL (xk−1))
][

∂xϕ(xk−1, t)− ∂xϕ(xk, t)
]

dt
∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2

ˆ T

0
TV (φ(ρNL )(t))‖ϕ‖C2 sup

k
(xk+1(t)− xk(t)) dt

which converges to 0 as N → +∞ by the same estimate as in (5.21).

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3: Let ρ̂0 > 0 a bounded L1 density with unit mass. In particular, for every L
there exists εL > 0 such that

(ρ̂0)L(x) = ρ̂0(x)χ[−L/2,L/2)(x) ≥ εL, ∀x ∈ [−L/2, L/2).

Denote now by (ρ0)L the L-periodic extension of (ρ̂0)L or its corresponding function on TL. De-
noting by ρNL the deterministic particle approximations defined starting from (ρ0)L, we proved in
the previous theorem that they converge, up to subsequences, to a bounded L1 solution ρL of the
following PDE in weak form

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρL(t, x)∂tϕ(t, x) + ρLK
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)∂xϕ(t, x) − φ(ρL)∂xxϕ(t, x) dxdt = 0, (5.22)

where ϕ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T ) × TL).

Let now ψ̂ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T ) × R). In particular, there exists L such that

sptψ̂ ⊂⊂ [0, T ]× (−L̄/2, L̄/2).

For L ≥ L̄, denote by ψ the L-periodic extension of ψ̂. Then, by (5.22) one has that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

TL

ρL(t, x)∂tψ(t, x) + ρLK
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)∂xψ(t, x) − φ(ρL)∂xxψ(t, x) dxdt = 0, (5.23)

28



Denoting by ρL the L- periodic function on R corresponding to ρL and setting ρ̂L = ρLχ[−L/2,L/2)

and ψ̂ = ψχ[−L/2,L/2), (5.23) rewrites as

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

ρ̂L(t, x)∂tψ̂(t, x) + ρ̂L(t, x)K
′ ∗ ρL(t, x)∂xψ̂(t, x)− φ(ρ̂L)∂xxψ̂(t, x) dxdt = 0,

By Theorem 5.6 we know that, up to subsequences, ρ̂L converge in L1([0, T ]× R) to a bounded L1

density ρ as L→ ∞. In particular, as L→ ∞,

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

(

ρ̂L(t, x)− ρ(t, x)
)

∂tψ̂(t, x)−
(

φ(ρ̂L)− φ(ρ)
)

∂xxψ̂(t, x) dxdt −→ 0.

and
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

(

ρ̂L(t, x)K
′ ∗ ρ̂L(t, x)− ρ(t, x)K ′ ∗ ρ(t, x)

)

∂xψ̂(t, x) dxdt −→ 0.

Thus we are left to show that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

ρ̂L(t, x)K
′ ∗ (ρL − ρ̂L)(t, x)∂xψ̂(t, x) dxdt −→ 0.

Using the fact that ‖ρL‖∞ ≤ γ1 + γ2T (see Theorem 1.1) and that K ′ ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) (see (1.5)),
one has that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

|ρ̂L(t, x)|
ˆ

R

|K ′(x− y)||ρL(t, y)− ρ̂L(t, y)|dy|∂xψ̂(t, x)|dxdt ≤

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

|ρ̂L(t, x)|
ˆ

R\[−L/2,L/2]
|K ′(x− y)||ρL(t, y)|dy|∂xψ̂(t, x)|dxdt

= JL
1 + JL

2 ,

with

JL
1 =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

[−L/2,L/2]
|ρ̂L(t, x)|

ˆ

R\[−3L/4,3L/4]
|K ′(x− y)||ρL(t, y)|dy|∂xψ̂(t, x)|dxdt,

JL
2 =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

[−L/2,L/2]
|ρ̂L(t, x)|

ˆ

[−3L/4,−L/2]∪[L/2,3L/4]
|K ′(x− y)||ρL(t, y)|dy|∂xψ̂(t, x)|dxdt.

On one hand,

JL
1 ≤ ‖ϕ‖C1cL2R

ˆ

{|z|>L/4}
|K ′(z)|dz −→ 0.

On the other hand,

JL
2 ≤ ‖ϕ‖C1cL‖K ′‖L∞

ˆ

{L/4<|y|<L/2}
ρ̂L(y) dy −→ 0,

where we used the tightness of the measures ρ̂L proved in Remark 5.4.
Thus the proof of Theorem 1.3 is concluded.
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Let us move to the proof of the last main result of this paper, namely Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4: Let ρ0 and {ρλ0}λ∈N as in the statement of the theorem. In particular, if λ
is sufficiently large we can assume that

sup
N,L,λ

∥

∥

(

ρλ0
)N

L
(0)
∥

∥

L∞ ≤ C1, sup
N,L,λ

FL

((

ρλ0
)N

L
(0)
)

≤ C0.

By the previous theorem, we have as N → +∞ and then L → +∞ in the deterministic particle
approximations (ρλ)NL limit densities ρλ in L1(R) ∩ L∞(R) which satisfy the PDE in weak form

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R

ρλ∂tϕ+ ρλK ′ ∗ ρλ∂xϕ− φ(ρλ)∂xxϕdxdt = 0. (5.24)

By the second part of Theorem 5.6, the sequence {ρλ}λ∈N ⊂ L1 ∩ L∞([0, T ] × R) admits a (not
relabeled) converging subsequence to some density ρ with initial datum ρ0. Since the weak formu-
lation (5.24) is continuous with respect to strong L1 limits, ρ satisfies as well the PDE (1.1) in the
weak sense and therefore the theorem is proved.
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