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Abstract

We consider point vortex systems on the two dimensional torus perturbed by environ-
mental noise. It is shown that, under a suitable scaling of the noises, weak limit points
of the empirical measures are solutions to the vorticity formulation of deterministic 2D
Navier-Stokes equations.
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1 Introduction

The mean field limit is widely used to derive macroscopic PDEs from large systems of interacting
particles, as a useful method to reduce the complexity of systems. It is often natural to consider
particle systems subjected to random perturbations, mainly by independent Brownian motions;
the limit mean field PDEs in this case are nonlinear parabolic equations, called the McKean-
Vlasov equations [19]. The coupling method is very efficient to treat Lipschitz continuous
interaction kernels, giving rise to explicit convergence rate of empirical measures to solutions
of the mean field equation, see the classical work of Sznitman [29] and also [20]. Particle
systems with singular kernels have attracted a lot of attention, a notable example being the
point vortex model for 2D Euler equations with the Biot-Savart kernel as the interaction kernel,
see e.g. [I8, 26] for the deterministic case and [23] 21} 11} I5] for the stochastic case. For
exchangeable systems, it is well known that the mean field limit is equivalent to the phenomenon
of propagation of chaos, cf. [29] p.177, Proposition 2.2] and also [22 [I3] for stronger notions
of chaos. The readers can find more detailed accounts of the literature in the introduction of
[11] and in the nice survey [14].

The paper [11], dealing with the mean field limit of stochastic point vortices to the deter-
ministic 2D Navier-Stokes equations, the noise being additive and independent for each particle,
states at page 1425 an open problem concerning the generalization of the result to the case of
environmental noise, which means that the same space-dependent noise acts on all particles
— the action differing just by the position of the particle, where the noise is evaluated. This
open problem, which is at the origin of the present work, has two possible faces. One is the
convergence of the empirical measure to a stochastic 2D Euler equation, where stochasticity
reflects the random environment, still present in the limit. This has been done in [4] under
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Lipschitz condition on the interaction kernel; see [5] for a scaling limit result on point vor-
tices with regularized Biot-Savart kernel and suitably chosen regularizing parameter, and the
recent preprint [24] for a mean field limit without smoothing the Biot-Savart kernel. Another
face, the one considered here, is to rescale the space covariance of the noise, simultaneously
with the increasing number of particles, in such a way that the noise becomes more and more
uncorrelated, going heuristically in the direction of the independent additive noises acting on
different particles. We present here a partial solution to this second case, showing that any
weak limit of the empirical measures is a probability measure, time dependent, solution to the
2D Navier-Stokes equations.

The equation for the empirical measure of point vortices contains a martingale which has
to converge to zero in a scaling regime leading to the deterministic 2D Navier-Stokes equation
in vorticity formulation. In the classical case of independent noise on each particle, this con-
vergence is standard. In the case of environmental noise, it may be a difficult problem, as it is
here (cf. Proposition B.3]). To overcome this difficulty we have developed nontrivial estimates
based on entropy, inspired by [11].

It turns out that the entropy estimate plays also an important role in proving the con-
vergence of the nonlinear part in the equation for empirical measures. Indeed, using Young’s
inequality, we are able to derive a uniform estimate on the expected value of the Hamiltonian
of random point vortices, see Lemma [3.4] below. As in the deterministic theory (see e.g. [20]),
such estimate implies non-concentration of point vortices, as well as the fact that weak limits
of empirical measures are continuous measures containing no delta Dirac mass. These results
are crucial for showing the convergence of the nonlinear part to the desired limit as the number
of vortices tends to infinity.

For technical reasons, we consider point vortices on the torus T? = [~1/2,1/2]%, endowed
with periodic boundary condition. This allows the explicit choice of a family of divergence free
vector fields {0y} (see below) and simplifies some computations; moreover, the compactness of
torus makes it easier for integrability arguments (see e.g. PropositionB3). Let K : T? — R? be
the Biot-Savart kernel on the 2D torus, whose basic properties will be recalled at the beginning
of Section 2. Here we just mention that K is singular near the origin since |K(z)| ~ ﬁ as
|z| — 0. We consider the following system of N-point vortices perturbed by multiplicative
noises: fori=1,..., N,

ax\t =

N
% o KX - XMy dt+aw (6, X)), XY = X, (1.1)

j=1j#i
where {X¢};>1 is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables on T? whose law will be specified
below, and W (t,x) is a space-time noise, white in time and colored in space, modelling the
random environment in which the vortices evolve. Unlike in the usual particle systems where
different particles are perturbed by mutually independent Brownian noises (see e.g. [29] 111 [15]
and the survey [14]), the noise in (IT]) is the same for each particle, that is, the random vector
field W (¢, x). Such noise is called an environmental noise.

Under quite general conditions on the spatial covariance function of W (¢, z) (cf. the second

paragraph on p.107 of [I6] or Theorem 4.2.5 therein for an abstract result), one can represent
the field W (t,z) as a random series. In this work, we assume that

W(t,z) = bron(x)W},
kez?

where Z3 = 72\ {0} is the set of nonzero integer points, {Uk}kezg a family of divergence
free vector fields on T? defined as in [@2) below, {W* }rezz a family of independent standard
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Brownian motions defined on some filtered probability space (€2, F, (Ft)i>0,P); finally, § €
0 (Z%), the latter being the usual space of square summable real sequences indexed by Zg. It
is enough to consider those 6 with only finitely many nonzero components (see for instance the
example in Remark below), and satisfying the symmetry property:

0 = 6; whenever |k| = [j]. (1.2)

Using these notations, the point vortex system (II]) can be written more precisely as follows:
fori=1,...,N,

N
1 : : . , .
X = N j:%;éiK(X’gw X e Zk: O ok (X) aWE, XV = X

Before moving forward, we remark that, under suitable nondegeneracy conditions on the noise,
the stochastic point vortex system is globally well posed for Lebesgue almost every initial
configuration, cf. [8, p.1456, Theorem 8| (note that this result does not require the bracket
generating condition in Hypothesis 1 on p.1451); see also [I7, Theorem 1.2] for a similar result
on the vortex model of mSQG equations.

As mentioned above, if we fix a noise W (t, ) (i.e. fix some 6 € £?) and consider the mean
field limit of empirical measures, then the limit equation will be a stochastic PDE, cf. [4], 24].
In order to get a deterministic limit equation we need to introduce a scaling parameter in the
noise part. Therefore, we take a family {6V} yen C £2 satisfying (L2)) for each N € N, and
consider the point vortex system

Ni 1 N . . . . ,
dxM == > KX - xM)dt+ey D 0 op (X)) Wk, XM =X5 (13)
j=1,j#i keZ2

N
fori=1,..., N, where (v > 0 is the noise intensity)

2V

EN = .
167 1] 2

(1.4)

Such scaling of noise is motivated by recent works [12, [7], where the linear transport or 2D
Euler equations driven by multiplicative noise of transport type are shown to converge to
deterministic parabolic equations or 2D Navier-Stokes equations (see also [10] where the limit
equation is the 2D Navier-Stokes driven by space-time white noise).

We denote the empirical measure by

XN
N
Sy =5 D 0xm
i=1
and define the covariance function
Qn(z,y) = Y (0))on(2) @ only), =,y €T (1.5)
keZ?

It can be shown that Qn(z,y) depends only on the difference = — y (cf. the proof of Lemma
21) and thus it will be denoted as Qn(z — y), where Qn is a 2 X 2 matrix-valued function
defined on T2. Due to the choice of ey in (L) and equality (23] below, it holds that

e3Qn(0) =20, forall N >1,

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Finally, let (T?) be the collection of probability measures
on T? and H*(T?) (s € R) the usual Sobolev spaces on TZ.
Our purpose is to prove



Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0 be given. Assume that

a) the initial data {X!}ien is a sequence of i.i.d. Fy-measurable random variables with law
0
po = fodx € P(T2) for some density function fo: T? — Ry with finite entropy;

(b) the sequence {6V satisfies

Fven

]\}1_H>1 e Qn(x) =0 for all z € T?\ {0}. (1.6)

Then the laws ny of SN (N € N) are tight on C([0,T], H=*(T?)) for any s > 1, and any weak
limit of {nn} N is supported on weak solutions of the deterministic 2D Navier-Stokes equations
in vorticity form:

O+ (K *&)-VE=vAE, =0 = fo. (1.7)

Remark 1.2. (i) Unfortunately, we cannot prove that the weak limits are the unique solu-
tion to (L), due to the lack of good estimates on the empirical measures. Indeed, we
can only prove that the weak limits §~ € L? (O,T; H‘l(']IQ)) almost surely, and thus the
corresponding velocity @ = K x € € L2(0,T; L2(']I‘2)), cf. Corollary below. In [3,
Theorem 1.5] Cheskidov and Luo proved that weak solutions in this class to the velocity
form of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations are not unique. Thus the problem we leave open
is an interesting one for future research.

(ii) The condition (L6 is used to prove that the martingale part in (Z4) (the equation for
empirical measures) tends to 0 in mean square. Here is a simple example for (LG). Let

1
HIJQV = ml{WSN}’ k€ Z%, N e N,

then it is clear that

1\7! 4v
2

—4 _ ~
N ”( 2 W) log N

[k|<N

and (cf. the proof of Lemma 21 k*+ = (ko, —k1))

k@ kt
Qn(x) = Z T cos(2mk - x).
k|<N

We know that imy_, QN (z) exists for all x € T?\ {0}, thus the condition (LG) holds.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first briefly recall the basic properties
of the Biot-Savart kernel on T? and define the vector fields {Uk}kezg used above; then, we turn

to derive the equation for the empirical measures S;¥, and establish a uniform estimate on the
entropy of joint density functions of random point vortices (I3]). The proof of Theorem [L]
is given in Section Bl where the main difficulty is to show that the martingale parts in the
equations of empirical measures vanish in the scaling limit, as well as the convergence of the
nonlinear parts. The proofs rely heavily on the entropy estimate in Section



2 Preparations

First, we recall some basic properties of the Biot-Savart kernel X on T?. We have K = V+G =
(02G, —01G), where G is the Green function on T?. On the whole space R?, we have the simple
expression Gga () = 5= log |z[; on T2, it is known that

1
G(z) = 9 log|z| + r(z), = €T\ {0}, (2.1)
where 7 is a smooth function on T2. By definition K is smooth and divergence free away from

the origin 0 € T2, and K(—x) = —K () for all = # 0; moreover, it holds that

1

\K(l’)’Nm

as |z| — 0.

Next we define the vector fields oy, k € Z% as follows:

L
or(z) = %ek(:n), reT? keZ (2.2)

where k+ = (ko, —k1) and

cos(2rk - x), k€ Z2;
er(z) = V2
H(@) {sin(27rk -x), kelZ?,

with Z% = {k € Z% : (k1 > 0) or (k1 = 0,k > 0)} and Z2 = —Z2%. Then {0k }hezz is a CONS
of the space of square integrable and divergence free vector fields on T? with zero mean.

The rest of this section consists of two parts. In Section 2.1] we derive the equation fulfilled
by the empirical measure S{¥, see ([24). We introduce in Section the rescaled entropy
functional and prove a uniform estimate for the entropy of joint density functions of point
vortices. This estimate will play a crucial role in the proof of the main result.

2.1 Equation for empirical measures

We want to find the equation satisfied by the empirical measure SV, ¢ > 0. Let ¢ € C2(T?);
by (3] and the Itdé formula,

N i j i i
dp(X;") = D K (X" = XM) - V(XM dt +en Y 07 (on - VO) (X)) AW
J#i kez?

2 .
+ %V Z (95)2']—}[(01@ ® Uk)V2¢] (XtN,z) dt.
kez2

The proof of the following key identity is similar to [I0, Lemma 2.6], see also [I2] Section 2].

Lemma 2.1. It holds that

1
Z (95)2(0% ® o) (x) = 5H6NH5212, z € T?, (2.3)
kez?

where Iy is the 2 x 2 identity matriz.



Proof. We give the proof for the reader’s convenience. For any z,y € T?, using the definition
of o), and the fact that 0V satisfies (LZ), we have

N\2 N2 k’J— ® k’J‘
Qn(z,y) = D (0) on(@) @ orly) = > (1) Wek(fn)ek(y)
keZ? keZ?
Lo

=2 Z (9,]6\7)2% [cos(27k - @) cos(27k - y) + sin(2nk - z) sin(27k - y)]

keZ3

okt @kt okt @kt

=2 Z (67) “E cos(2rk - (x —y)) = Z (o) HE cos(2mk - (x — y)).

keZ? keZd

Therefore, Qn(x,y) only depends on the displacement x — y, which, for simplicity of notation,
will be denoted by Qn(z — y). In particular,

| 0N /K2 _kik
Q) =Y () on(z) @ o) = > ()= % TR
|k| |k| kike ki
kez? kez? kez?

First, we have

N2
Qzl(fz(o) = - Z (1) kika =0

2
keZ? i

since, by ([L2)), the sum of the four terms involving (k1,k2), (—k1,k2), (k1, —ke), (—k1, —k2)
cancel each other. Next, using again (L2]),

N\ 2 N2
Vo= (f;;|3 B=3 (fg|§ K = Q3(0)

keZ? keZ?

since the points (k1, ko) and (k2, k1) appear in pair. Therefore,

11 2,2 1 (el]cv)z 2 | .2 1 M2 L2
]\}(O): ]\}(0)25 Z ’kP (k1+k2):§ Z (ek) :§H9 HZZ'
keZd keZd

This completes the proof. O
Hence, by ([2.3)) and the definition (I4]) of €y, we obtain
2 . ,
L (08 Te[(on © 0) V0] () = vAg(X]Y).
keZ?

As a result, for 1 <i < N,

i 1 i ' i i

dp(X[) = 5 DK (X" = X) Vo (X)) dt + vAs(X[) di
#i

ten D0 (o - Vo) (X,) dwf.
kez?



Denoting by <S§V, ¢> =1 Zf\il gb(XfV’i), then we have

N
1 Z. . Z,
AN ) =55 > K =x) Ve dt +v(s), Ag) dt
1<i#j<N
ten Y N (SN, o Vo) dWE.
keZ3

Using the fact that K(—z) = —K () for all x € T?\ {0}, we can rewrite the first term on the
right hand side as (S ® S}V, H,), where

Hy(,y) = 3K (@ —y) - (Vole) ~ V6(y))

is a symmetric function on T? x T?, with the convention that Hy(x,x) = 0. We remark that
H, is smooth off the diagonal and bounded by C||V?¢| s for some C > 0 independent of ¢.
Therefore, we get the equation for the empirical measure:

A(SN,¢) = (SN @ SN, Hy) dt + v{(SY, Ad)dt +en 22 on (SN, ox - Vo) AW, (2.4)
kez?

2.2 Entropy for density functions
The relative entropy hy(F) of probability density functions F on T?V := (T?)" is defined as

1

hN(F) - N T2N

F(X)log F(X)dX,

where dX = dz;...dxy is the Lebesgue measure on T?YN. The simple inequality slogs >
s —1 (s > 0) implies that hy(F) is always nonnegative. As in [II], we add the factor 1/N so
that if F'(z1,...,2nx) = f(z1)... f(xx) for some probability density f on T? with finite entropy,
then one has hy(F') = hi(f). The functional hy enjoys the following important property: if
F is exchangeable (i.e. F is invariant under permutations of its variables) and F( is the
marginal distribution of F' on T*, then

N -1

hy(F) > ho(F®))  for all N > 2. (2.5)

Let FN be the density function of the law on T2V of the particles (va’l, e ,XtN’N) asso-

ciated to (I3); then FY (X) = fo(z1)... fo(zn). We want to prove an estimate on hy (FY),
for which we need to introduce some notations. Define the dispersion vector fields on T?%:

Ap(X) = (op(z1), .. op(zn)), X =(z1,...,25) € T k€ Z%,
and the drift field Aq via

N
1 ,
N E K(:Ei—iﬂj), X:($1,...,$N)¢DN,1§Z§N,
j=1,j7#i

Ap(X) =

where Dy = {X = (x1,...,7y) € T?" : 3i # j such that x; = x,} is the generalized diagonal
of T?2N. Tt is clear that all the vector fields Ay (k € Z2) are divergence free, so is Ay on D5;.



Denoting by X}V = (va’l, . ,XtN’N), t > 0; then the system (3] of SDEs can be simply
written as
dX) = Ag(XM) dt+en Y O Ap(X) AW
keZd

We remark that the equation can also be written in the Stratonovich form since Ay -VyA =0
for all k € Z3, where Vv = (Vy,,..., Vs, ) is the gradient operator on T*V. The associated
infinitesimal generator has the form

EN Z () Ak,VN(Ak,VN¢>R2N>RzN + (A, VN ®)gan, @ € C*(T).
kez?

Lemma 2.2. For allt > 0,
h (FN) < by (FyY) = ha(fo).

Proof. The proof below is a little formal, but it can be made rigorous by approximating the
initial density fp and the kernel K : T2 — R? with smooth objects, cf. [9 Sect. 4.2]. The
density function F}V satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation

atF‘JV £*FN €N Z ek Ak,VN<Ak,VNF >R2N>R2N - <A07VNF’tN>R2N'
kez?

Therefore,
O (FN log ) = (1 + log FY )8tFN
= EN ST (6) (14 1og FY) Ak, VA, VNEN ) o )gon
kez?
— (1 +10g FN) (Ao, VNFN )pon -
Note that (1 + log EN) <A0,VNEN>R2N = <A0,VN (FtN log FtN)>R2N and that all the vector

fields Aj, and Ag are divergence free. Integrating both sides of the above equation on T?Y and
applying integration by parts yield

%h]\; (FY) = ]if . (1+1log FN)o,FN dX
P
2N B Y
which immediately gives us the desired result. O

Remark 2.3. Unlike in [11)], we are unable to derive, from the identity [2.6)), estimate on the
Fisher information, which was used in [11, Lemma 3.3] to show that particles are not too close
to each other.

3 Scaling limit of random point vortices

Recall the empirical measures {S} : ¢ € [0,7]}n>1 defined in Section 1. For any ¢ € C°°(T?)
it is obvious that [(S}, #)| < ||¢||c0, thus, using the definition of Sobolev norm in H*(T?), one
can easily show that, for any s > 1,

sup HSt HH . <Cs<oo P-as. (3.1)
0<t<T



In particular, S has trajectories in L>(0,7; H*(T?)), s > 1.

Let 7y, N € N be the laws of SV; we want to show that the family {ny}y>1 is tight
on C([0,T); H*(T?)) for any s > 1. By [BI) and Simon’s compactness result (cf. [27]
p. 90, Corollary 9]), it is sufficient to show that {S™}y>; is bounded in probability in
Wwi/34 (0, T:H _B(']I'z)) for some 8 > 5. This is an immediate consequence of the fact below:

supE/T/T 152 = 537l dtds < +oo0. (3.2)
N>1 |t — s|7/3

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant C = C(T,v) > 0 such that for any k € Z2, it holds
E((Sﬁv - Sj\’,ek>4) <ClkFt—s)? 0<s<t<T.

Proof. By ([24]), we have

t t
<s§V—s§V,ek>:/ <S£V®S,%V,Hek>dr+u/ (SN, Aey)dr

s

t
ten elN/ (SN, oy Vey,) dW.
l

s

First, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

E[(sNZZ:HlN/: <sﬁv,al-vek>dwj)4] gosjlvE[(Z(e;V)z/:(sgV,gl.vek>2dr)1.

l

Using Cauchy’s inequality, we obtain

S ON)SY, 0 Ve) < Y (08) = 3" (o1~ Ver) (XM

l 1 z:l

1 1 Nyiy (2
=N Z SION 2 Ver (X [ < am? [0V 2 kP,
i=1
where in the second step we have used (23)). By the definition of ey, we arrive at

t 4
E[(ENZH{V/ (SN o) Ver,) dW,f) ] < CV2Jk|A(E — s)2
1 S
Combining this estimate with the following facts
[(SY @8, He)| < || Heylloo < CIR[P, [(SY, Aey)| < [[Aek]loo < dn?K[%,
we can easily prove the desired estimate. O
Now by Cauchy’s inequality and Lemma B.1]

(SN — SN en)?)?
(Z (1+ [k[2)P ) ]

k

(3 weree) <2,;E“Sévi )

C’|k| t—s , ,
< i

E(ISF — 5Nlk-s) = E




where the last inequality is due to 8 > 5. From this result we immediately get (3.2]).
Summarizing the above discussions, we deduce that {ny}n>1 is tight on C([0,T]; H%(T?))
for any s > 1. Therefore, Prohorov’s theorem (see [2 p.59, Theorem 5.1]) implies the existence
of a subsequence {ny,}i>1 converging weakly to some probability measure 1 supported on
C([0,T]; H=*(T?)). By Skorokhod’s representation theorem (see [2, p.70, Theorem 6.7]), there

exist a new probability space (Q, F, I@’), a sequence of random variables {S Ni }Z.>1 and a random
variable € defined on (Q,]:' , I@’), such that

(i) € has law 77 and SN has law ny, (i > 1);
(ii) P-a.s., SVi converges to £ in the topology of C([0,T); H*(T?)).

Remark 3.2. Notice that, for P-a.s. & € Q, {S’NZ(&))}Z>1 is a sequence of functions with
values in the space P(T?) of probability measures; moreover, the above arguments show that
they are equi-continuous in time in some negative Sobolev space. Therefore, up to a further
subsequence, SN (&) converges weakly-+ in the space of functions with values in P(']Ilz); see the

thzrd paragraph in [{ZE p.915] for similar remarks. As a result, for P-a.s. © € Q and a.e.
€ (0,T), one has &(@) € P(T?).

By assertion (i), for any i > 1, SNi fulfills an equation as 24)); therefore, for any ¢ €
C>(T?), for any t € [0, 7],

t t
(3,0) = (0% 0) + [ (3NN ty)ds v [ (3 80)ds
0 0

+en, YO / (SNt oy, - V) AWE,

kez2

(3.3)

where {Wk} he7z2 is a family of independent standard Brownian motions on (Q,]:" , ]13’) It
0

remains to let ¢ — oo in the above equation and prove that the limit 5 fulfills the weak
vorticity form of the deterministic 2D Navier-Stokes equation. For this purpose, it is sufficient
to show the convergence of the nonlinear part and the martingale part. In the following, for
simplicity of notations, we omit the tilde over £, SV and W*, and write N instead of N;.

We first deal with the martingale part:

t
MPY =y Yoy / (SN, op - Vo) dWP. (3.4)
kezz 7Y

Proposition 3.3. Under the condition (LG) it holds that

lim E[ sup ‘M¢N| ]
N—=oo | ¢ef0,T]

Proof. We have

E[ sup |Mf§N|2} <CE[‘M¢N2} = C:% Z or) E/ (S, - V¢>
te[0,7 kez

Noticing that
(5,01 Vo) = 13 Z o - Vo) (X[) (or - Vo) (X)),
,j=1
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the right hand side of the above inequality can be decomposed as the sum of the following two
terms:
2 N 2 T N2
h=CES S OVE [ [ Vo)) ar
i=1 kez 0
2 T
I = C% SN 9Ny IE/O (o1 - Vo) (X)) (op - Vo) (X7 dt.

1<i#j <N kez?

It follows from (2.3]) and (4] that

2 N T
9 1 i CTv
I = C3 2 516711 E/O Vo) [Pt < =195 0 (3.5)

as N — oco. Here ||V¢||« is the supremum norm of V¢(z) on T2
We now turn to the second term I». By the exchangeability,

pe=ca Ly e o0 V) (XY (01 - V) (X?) di
2 = N N =, k 0 k t k t
B T
—oa X2l s gy / / (o1 Vo)) (o1 - ) (w2) ;" (a1, 02) s,
kez2 0T

where th\[’2 is the joint density function of (va ’1,Xiv ’2). We have, by the definition (3] of

the covariance function Q) y,

N -1
N

T
I, = CE?\; / /4(V¢($1))*QN(1'1 — xQ)V(b(a;g) FtN’z(azl,xg) dz1daodt.
0 JT
Therefore, for any M > 1,
r N,2
Bl < CIVolE s [ [ |Qu(er —aa) 121, 00) dirdade
0 JT

T
= C|’v¢Hc2>o€?V/ / N ‘QN(I'l — $2)|EN’2($1,$2)dx1dx2dt
0 J{F <M}

(3.6)
T N,2
—|—CHV¢||20 6?\// / |QN($1 —IEQ)‘Ft ’ (ZE1,$2) dxidaadt
o J{FV>m}
=gy + I35
For the first term, one has
1) ’
JN < CM”V(ﬁHgO E?V/ / N ‘QN(xl — xg)‘ dxldxgdt
o J{FN?<m}
< CM”V(ﬁHgO TE?V /4 |QN(331 — 1’2)| da:ldxg.
T
By the proof of Lemma 2.1] it is easy to see that
6%7‘@]\/(3)1 — ZE2)| < 2v for all x1,To € T2. (37)
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Hence by (L.G) and the dominated convergence theorem,

lim J{ = 0. (3.8)

N—o0

Next, using again the inequality (B1),

T
Jﬁ>g2ucuv¢|y§o// M) doydagdt
0 J{F *>M}

¢ ! N,2 N,2
= F " log By dw1daodt.
- logM/o [{FtN72>1}( t 1081l )(517175172) r1dTo

Recalling the simple fact that slogs € [—e™1,0] for all s € [0, 1], one can easily prove
/ (FtN’2 log EN’2) (1, 22) dz1das < 2ho (EN’2) +e L.
{F}N?>1}

Therefore, by (2.3 and Lemma above, we obtain

(2 o c'r
In' s log M

[h1(fo) +e71].

Combining this estimate with ([3.6]) and (3.8]), we conclude that 5 tends to 0 as N — oo. In
view of ([B.3]), this completes the proof. O

Next we turn to prove the convergence of the nonlinear part in ([B3]). For this pur-
pose, we make some preparations by introducing the Hamiltonian of point vortices: for X =
($17"'7xN)€T2N7 1

Hy(X) = N2 Z [co — G(azi — xj)],

1<i#j <N

where ¢ is a constant such that G(z) < cg, x € T?. We introduce the constant so that Hy is
nonnegative. Recall that XtN = (XtN’l, e ,XtN’N), t > 0 is the solution to the particle system
(T3). We will show

Lemma 3.4. It holds that
sup sup EH (XtN) < +o0.
N>2 t>0

Proof. By the definition of H (XtN ) and the exchangeability,

B (XY) = 57 > Ela— G = X)) = 5w - G(x" - X)),
1<i#j<N

Using the joint density function FtN’2 of (va 1 XtN ’2), we have
BHy (X)) < [ oo~ Glo — )]F" (o) dady.
T
Thanks to the formula (ZT]) of the Green function G' on T2, we can find some big ¢; such that

C1

[z =y zyeTx#y.

co— Gz —y) <log

12



Therefore,

EMn (X7) S/

» ( lo 071> FtN’2(a;, y)dxdy

g
o =yl
<log [/w exp (log MW) dxdy} + /T4 (EN’Q log FtN’Q)(a:,y) dady,

where the second step follows from Young’s inequality (cf. [28, Lemma 6.45] or [I, Lemma 2.4])
and the fact that FtN’2 is a probability density on T*. Note that the last integral is nothing
but 2hs (FtN’z); by (23] and Lemma 2] we deduce that

C
T _

for some constant ¢s > 0. The above bound is independent of ¢ > 0 and N > 1. Ol

We can deduce the following non-concentration result for point vortices. Let B,.(z) be a
ball with center z € T? and radius r > 0.

Corollary 3.5. It holds that

lim lim sup E[ sup StN(Br(x))} = 0.
n—00r—0 N>p zET?2

In particular, P-a.s., for all t € [0,T)], the limit & is a continuous measure on T2, i.e. it does
not contain delta Dirac mass.

Proof. The second assertion follows from the first limit, as mentioned at the bottom of [25]
p.1086]. To show the limit, we follow the idea in [26] p.928, (3.5)] which deals with the
deterministic setting. Given small 7 > 0, we have, for any x € T2,

Hy (X) 1 1 N N
—_—t = co—G(X;"" — X'
logi N2 1<;<N log% [ 0 ( t t )}
1 1 N.i N.,j
> - e - X)),
N 19;@ log 5 t t

|xNt—zv|X]NT —z|<r

where a V b = max{a,b}. Choosing a bigger ¢ if necessary, we can assume that

1 1
— Gz —y)>—1 for all z,y € T?, 0 < |z —y| < =. 3.9
= Glo—y)> glog m forall e,y € T%0< fr—y| < 5 (39)
As a result,
Ha (XN 11 1 1
(1t)22_m Z 08— N
log 57 m 1<iZj<N logg: X — X"
IXN v | XN —a|<r
1 1
> _

C1<i#j<N
XN | XN —a|<r
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where the second step follows from ‘XtNZ - XtN’j| < ‘XtNZ — x|+ ‘XtN’j — x| < 2r. Therefore,

b (R R

|X N | <r |x V-] <r

v

e [EXTAE

This holds for any = € T?, and thus we obtain

1 2ty (XN)\ /2
SN(B, < +< ) .
:;1?02 ¢ (Br(@) < VN log -

Combining this inequality with Lemma B.4] we immediately get the desired limit.

We also have the following energy estimate on the weak limits.

Corollary 3.6. It holds that

sup E(—G,& ® &) < +o0
te[0,T

and hence, P-a.s., £ € L? (O,T; H‘l(']I‘2)).
Proof. By the definition of the Hamiltonian,

N —

1
~ co+ (-G, @8SY),

(X7 =

where we have made the convention that G(x — z) =0 for all z € T?. By Lemma 34 there is

L > 0 such that

sup sup E<—G,S§V®StN> <L
N>2t€[0,T]

For any € > 0, take G. € C°°(T?) such that G. > G and G.(z) = G(z) for all |x| > . Then,

E( -GSV @SN <E(-G,SNes))<L

for any N > 2 and t € [0,T]. As G, is smooth on T? we can apply the dominated convergence

theorem to get E(—G., & ® &) < L. By Fatou’s lemma, letting ¢ — 0 yields
E(-G,&®&) <L forallte|0,T].
Next, denoting by ¥y = —G * & the stream function, then

(=G, & @ &) = (¥, &)

where (-, ) is now the duality between v, and &. If we use the Fourier expansion

& = Z (&, ex)ex

kez?

then we have

t 47'('2 Z ’kP Staek €L,

kez3

14
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and thus 1
_ 2
¢t7£t A7 N2 Z ’k‘2 gt’ek - @HgtHH*1

kZ2

We obtain from BI0) and BII) that
E([¢l7 ) < 4r°L
for all ¢ € [0,7]. This concludes the proof. O

Now we proceed to the proof of convergence of the nonlinear term in ([B3]); recall that we
omit the tilde over SV and write N instead of N;. Take p € C*°(R,,[0,1]) with support
in [0,1] and pl1/9 = 1; for any § € (0,1), let ps(t) = p(t/d), t € R. Then, we have the
decomposition below:

(83 0 8, Hy) = [ | Holw) S (@)Y () = 17(6) + 15(5),
where
(s / Hyla,y)(1 — pale — y1)SN (da) SN (dy),

I (s / Hy (e, y)ps(lz — )Y (dz)S (dy).

Note that [Hy(z,y)| < C||V2¢|le for all x # y, and Hy(x,x2) = 0 by convention; thus, P-
s., IV (s) and IY¥(s) are uniformly bounded by C|V2¢|l« for all s € (0,7). Moreover,

Hy(x,y)(1—ps(Jz—y|)) is smooth on T4; by the P-a.s. convergence of SV to & in the topology
of C([O,T]; H‘T(Tz)) for all » > 1, we have, P-a.s., for all s € (0,T),

lim Il / Hy(x,y)(1 — ps(|lz — yl)) &s(dx)Es(dy).

N—oo

Next we estimate I (s):

13" (s)] < C[[V? ¢HooN Z ps (| XN — XN1)

1<i#j<N
1 ) ) 1 1
< 2 —— XN,Z _ XN,] 1 i i
> CHV ¢H N2 IS;SN/)(;(‘ s s Dlog% 0og |X§V’Z B XéV’JV

where the second step is due to pg(‘XéV’i — Xév’jD =0 for !Xé\” — Xév’” > ¢§. Using ([B.9) and
the fact that 0 < ps < 1 we obtain

2 1 ) )
\Iév(sﬂgouvquumém S e - G(xN - X))
0 1<i#j<N

—OHV%HOO—HN( M.

Combining this estimate with Lemma [3.4] gives us

1726

1

E|1)(s)| <
logg

uniformly in s € (0,7), N > 1.
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Summarizing the above arguments and applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
we conclude that

/W Hy(z,y)ps(Jz —yl) §S(dx)gs(dy)‘ ds.

t t
lim E[ sup / <S§V®S§,H¢>ds—/ (& ® &, Hy) ds
N—=oo | 4efo,1] 1 Jo 0

2 T
corlTie g |
0

log %

By the second assertion of Corollary [3.5], the right hand side vanishes as § — 0, and thus

| o

Combining the above limit with Proposition B3] we can finally let i — oo in (B3 to yield,
for all ¢t € 0,77,

t t
lim E[ sup / <S§V®S£V,H¢> ds—/ <§8®§8,H¢> ds
N—=oo | ¢efo,1] 1 Jo 0

t t
<st,<z>>=<fo,<z>>+/ <ss®ss,H¢>ds+u/ (€0, A) ds.
0 0

Thus & satisfies the weak vorticity formulation of the deterministic 2D Navier-Stokes equation
with initial data fy, and thus we complete the proof of Theorem [Tl
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