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time-varying weights
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Abstract

In this paper, we derive the mean-field limit of a collective dynamics model with time-varying
weights, for weight dynamics that preserve the total mass of the system as well as indistinguisha-
bility of the agents. The limit equation is a transport equation with source, where the (non-local)
transport term corresponds to the position dynamics, and the (non-local) source term comes from
the weight redistribution among the agents. We show existence and uniqueness of the solution for
both microscopic and macroscopic models and introduce a new empirical measure taking into ac-
count the weights. We obtain the convergence of the microscopic model to the macroscopic one by
showing continuity of the macroscopic solution with respect to the initial data, in the Wasserstein
and Bounded Lipschitz topologies.

Introduction

A wide range of mathematical models fall into the category of interacting particle systems. Whether
they describe the trajectories of colliding particles [8], the behavior of animal groups [1, 6, 13, 22], the
cooperation of robots [4] or the evolution of opinions [7, 12, 15], their common objective is to model
the dynamics of a group of particles in interaction. Some of the most widely used models include the
Hegselmann-Krause model for opinion dynamics [15], the Vicsek model for fish behavior [22] and the
Cucker-Smale model for bird flocks [6]. Two main points of view can be adopted in the modeling
process. The Lagrangian (or microscopic) approach deals with individual particles and models the
trajectory of each one separately, via a system of coupled Ordinary Differential Equations (ODE).
This approach’s major limitation is that the dimension of the resulting system is proportional to
the number of particles, which can quickly become unmanageable. To combat this effect, one can
instead adopt the Eulerian (or macroscopic) approach, and track the concentration of particles at
each point of the state space. The resulting equation is a Partial Differential Equation (PDE) giving
the evolution of the density of particles over the state space, and whose dimension is independent of
the number of particles.

The question of how microscopic properties of particles give rise to macroscopic properties of the
system is fundamental in physics. A way to connect the microscopic and the macroscopic points of
view is through the mean-field limit. First introduced in the context of gas dynamics, the mean-field
limit, applied to systems of weakly interacting particles with a large radius of interaction, derives
the macroscopic equation as the limit of the microscopic one when the number of particles tends
to infinity [3, 10]. The term mean-field refers to the fact that the effects of all particles located at
the same position are averaged, instead of considering the individual force exerted by each particle.
The mean-field limits of the Hegselmann-Krause, Vicsek and Cucker-Smale models were derived in
[10, 5, 9, 14]. More specifically, the mean-field limit of a general system of interacting particles
described by

(1) = 1 D Hlas(6) — mi(1) 1)

is given by the non-local transport equation in the space of probability measures

Oepe(x) + V- (V[pe](@)pe(2)) = 0, Vpe](2) = /Rd Py — 2)dpa(y), (2)

where pi(2) represents the density of particles at position z and time ¢, and where the velocity V [u]
is given by convolution with the density of particles. The proof of the mean-field limit lies on the
key observation that the empirical measure p = % Zf\rzl 0z, (t), defined from the positions of the
N particles satisfying the microscopic system (1), is actually a solution to the macroscopic equation
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(2). Notice that the passage from the microscopic system to its macroscopic formulation via the
empirical measure entails an irreversible information loss. Indeed, the empirical measure keeps track
only of the number (or proportion) of particles at each point of space, and loses the information of
the indices, that is the “identity” of the particles. This observation illustrates a necessary condition
for the mean-field limit to hold: the indistinguishability of particles. Informally, two particles x;,
x; are said to be indistinguishable if they can be exchanged without modifying the dynamics of the
other particles. System (1) satisfies trivially this condition, since the interaction function ¢ depends
only on the positions of the particles and not on their indices.

In [16, 17], we introduced an augmented model for opinion dynamics with time-varying influence.
In this model, each particle, or agent, is represented both by its opinion x; and its weight of influence
m;. The weights are assumed to evolve in time via their own dynamics, and model a modulating
social hierarchy within the group, where the most influential agents (the ones with the largest weights)
have a stronger impact on the dynamics of the group. The microscopic system is written as follows:

#i(t) = 27 Ym0 (0 — @), () = b (@5 O)er o O ), ©)

where the functions ¢; give the weights’ dynamics.

As for the classical dynamics (1), we aim to address the natural question of the large population
limit. To take into account the weights of the particles, we can define a modified empirical measure
by ul¥ = ﬁ Zf;l M (t)dz, (), so that pi (x) represents the weighted proportion of the population
with opinion = at time ¢. In this new context, informally, indistinguishability is satisfied if agents
(zi,m;) and (z;, m;) can be exchanged or grouped without modifying the overall dynamics. However,
this condition may or may not be satisfied, depending on the weight dynamics v; in the general
system (3). In [2], we derived the graph limit of system (3) for a general class of models in which
indistinguishability is not necessarily satisfied. Here, on the other hand, in order to derive the
mean-field limit of system (3), we will focus on a subclass of mass dynamics that does preserve
indistinguishability of the particles, given by:

N N
1
Yi(z,m) == iy Z Z My My, S(Ti, Ty s - T )- 4)

Jj1=1 Jq=1

Given symmetry assumptions on S, this specific choice of weight dynamics ensures that the weights
remain positive, and also preserves the total weight of the system. From a modeling point of view,
since the weights represent the agents’ influence on the group, it is natural to restrict them to positive
values. The total weight conservation implies that no weight is created within the system, and that
the only weight variations are due to redistribution. One can easily prove that if (x;,mi)icq1,... N}
satisfy the microscopic system (3)-(4), the modified empirical measure pi' satisfies the following
transport equation with source

Ot () + V- (Vipe] (@) (x)) = hlpe] (), ()

in which the left-hand part of the equation, representing non-local transport, is identical to the limit
PDE (2) for the system without time-varying weights. The non-local source term of the right-hand
side corresponds to the weight dynamics and is given by convolution with p:

(&) = ( [, S ) --dut(yq)> e

Since we impose no restriction on the sign of S, this source term h[u] belongs to the set of signed
Radon measures, even if (as we will show), u: remains a probability measure at all time.

In [21], well-posedness of (5) was proven for a globally bounded source term satisfying a global
Lipschitz condition with respect to the density u:. However, the possibly high-order non-linearity of
our source term h[u:] prevents us from applying these results in our setting.

Thus, the aim of this paper is to give a meaning to the transport equation with source (5), to
prove existence and uniqueness of its solution, and to show that it is the mean-field limit of the
microscopic system (3)-(4). Our central result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1. For each N € N, let (21, m} )ic(1,... .} be the solutions to (3)-(4) on [0,T], and let
uy = ﬁ va:1 m¥ (t)ézgv(t) be the corresponding empirical measures. If there exists po € Po(RY)
such that imy_ o 2(ud’, o) = 0, then for all t € [0,T),

im 2(uy’, ) =0,
N— o0

where pi € Po(R?) is the solution to the transport equation with source (5).



The convergence holds in the Bounded Lipschitz and in the Wasserstein topologies, where 2
represents either the Bounded Lipschitz distance, or any of the p-Wasserstein distances (p € N*). In
particular, we show that the solution stays a probability measure at all time, a consequence of the
total mass conservation at the microscopic level.

We begin by presenting the microscopic model, and by showing that under key assumptions on
the mass dynamics, it preserves not only indistinguishability of the agents, but also positivity of
the weights as well as the total weight of the system. We then recall the definition and relationship
between the Wasserstein, Generalized Wasserstein and Bounded Lipschitz distances. The third
section is dedicated to the proof of existence and uniqueness of the solution to the macroscopic
equation, by means of an operator-splitting numerical scheme. We show continuity with respect to
the initial data in the Bounded Lipschitz and Wasserstein topologies. This allows us to conclude with
the key convergence result, in Section 4. Lastly, we illustrate our results with numerical simulations
comparing the solutions to the microscopic and the macroscopic models, for a specific choice of weight
dynamics.

1 Microscopic Model

In [16], a general model was introduced for opinion dynamics with time-varying influence. Given
a set of N agents with positions (x:);e1,...,ny and weights (mi)ie(1,...,n}, an agent j influences
another agent i’s position (or opinion) depending on the distance separating 7 and j, as well as on
the weight (or “influence”) of j. In parallel, the evolution of each agent’s weight m; depends on all
the agents’ positions and weights. In this general setting, the system can be written as:

. :i 3 m; T5(t) — Zi
#i(t) M; (O (t) — (1)), ie{l,---,N}, (6)

m;(t) = ¢i(($j(t))je{1,~~ Ny, (mi(1)jeqa, ,N})7

where M = Zivzl m? represents the initial total mass of the system, ¢ € C(R*™;R?") denotes the
interaction function and ¢; € C(R x RY;R) dictates the weights’ evolution. Well-posedness of
this general system was proven in [2], for suitable weight dynamics 1);.

In this paper, we aim to study the mean-field limit of system (6) for a more specific choice of
weight dynamics that will ensure the following properties:

e positivity of the weights: m; > 0 for alls € {1,--- ,N};
e conservation of the total mass: Efvzl m; = M;
e indistinguishability of the agents.

These key properties will be used extensively to prove well-posedness of the system and convergence
to the mean-field limit. We now introduce the model that will be our focus for the rest of the paper.
Let (.T?)ie{l’.”’]\r} e R and (m?)ie{l,m,N} € (RT)N. We study the evolution of the N positions
and weights according to the following dynamics:

N
. 1
#i(t) = 57 > mit) (s (t) — xi(t),  wi(0) = af
=1
! L X N (M)
mhi(t) = mi(t) Do D> my () my, () S(wi(t), 25, (1), - w5, (1), ma(0) = m]
J1=l =1
where ¢ and S satisfy the following hypotheses:
Hypothesis 1. ¢ € Lip(R%:R?Y) with ||¢||Lip := Lg-
Remark 1. The most common models encountered in the literature use an interaction function ¢
of one of the following forms:
o ¢(z) = a(|z))z for some a:RT =R
o ¢(x) := VW (x) is the gradient of some interaction potential W : R* — R.

Hypothesis 2. S € C((R?)?"*;R) is globally bounded and Lipschitz. More specifically, there exist
S, Ls > 0 such that ~
vy e R)™,|S(y)| < S. (8)

and

q
vy € R, vz € R, [S(yo, - ya) — S(20,-+ ,20)| < Ls > yi — 2. 9)

=0



Furthermore, we require that S satisfy the following skew-symmetry property: there exists (i,7) €
{0,---,q}? such that for all y € (R?)7T,

S(y0,~~~ yYis 5 Yjs e 7yq):_S(y0"" sYis s Yis o :yq)~ (10)

Remark 2. The global boundedness of S (8) is assumed to simplify the presentation, but all our
results also hold without this assumption. Indeed, the continuity of S is enough to infer the existence
of a global bound Sr as long as all x; are contained in the ball S(0, R), or, in the macroscopic setting,
as long as supp(p) C B(0, R).

The skew-symmetric property of S is essential in order to prevent blow-up of the individual
weights. Indeed, as we show in the following proposition, it allows us to prove that the total mass is
conserved and that each of the weights stays positive. Thus, despite the non-linearity of the weight
dynamics, the weights remain bounded at all time, and in particular there can be no finite-time
blow-up, which will ensure the existence of the solution.

Proposition 1. Let (z,m) € C([0,T]; (RYYN x RY) be a solution to (7). Then it holds:

(i) For allt € [0,T], SN, my(t) = M.

(ii) If for alli € {1,--- , N}, m? > 0, then for allt € [0,T], for alli € {1,--- ,N}, m;(t) > 0.
(iii) If for alli € {1,--- N}, m{ > 0, then for allt € [0,T), for alli € {1,--- , N}, m;(t) < m2eSt.

Proof. We begin by proving that the total mass >, m; is invariant in time. Without loss of generality,
let us suppose that for all y € (R?)?H

S(yo, Y15+ ,Yq) = =S (Y1, 90, , Yq)-

It holds
P N L& N
KOIIED SLINLE) SRS DY CARTS
i=1 jo=1 1=l dq=1

N N
:ﬁ Z Z Z Mo Mg, ...qu5($j07xj17...qu)

Jjo<jijz2=1 Jq=1

N N
1
+ 3 SO mgemyy - my, S, gy,

jo>j1 j2=1 jq=1

N N
1
:M Z Z Z Mo M5y ...quS(.’rjmxj“...qu)

Jjo<jijz2=1 Jq=1
1 N N
1Mo ** " Mg 1> Ljor """ Liq) =
+M‘1 mj,m m;, S(j,,x z;,) =0
Jj1>jo j2=1 Jq=1

by the antisymmetry property of S.

Let us now suppose that m{ > 0foralli € {1,--- ,N}. Let t* :=inf{t > 0|3 € {1,--- , N}, m;(t) =
0}. Assume that t* < oco. Then for all i € {1,--- , N}, for all ¢t < ¢*,
1 X N ;X N B B
T =mig Z Z myy -y, S(wi, gy, wg,) > —mign Z Z mj, ---m;, S = —Smi,
ji=1 Jq=1 j1=1 Jq=1

where the last equality comes from the first part of the proposition. From Gronwall’s Lemma, for
all t < t*, it holds B )
mi(t) > mie " >mle 5" > 0.

Since m; is continuous, this contradicts the fact that there exists ¢ € {1,--- , N} such that m;(t*) = 0.
Hence for all ¢ > 0, m;(t) > 0.
Lastly, the third point is a consequence of Gronwall’s Lemma. O

Well-posedness of the system (7) is a consequence of the boundedness of the total mass. We have
the following result.

Proposition 2. For all T > 0, there exists a unique solution to (7) defined on the interval [0,T].

Proof. The proof, modeled after the proofs for the well-posedness of the Graph Limit model in [2],
is provided in Appendix A.1. O



We draw attention to the fact that System (7) also preserves indistinguishability of the agents.
This property, introduced in [17] and [2], is necessary for the definition of empirical measure to make
sense in this new setting.

Indeed, the empirical measure, defined by pl¥ = M ZZ L m; ( )9, N (1) is invariant by relabeling
of the indices or by grouping of the agents. Hence for the macroscopic ‘model to reflect the dynamics
of the microscopic one, the microscopic dynamics must be the same for relabeled or grouped initial
data. This leads us to the following indistinguishability condition:

Definition 1. We say that system (6) satisfies indistinguishability if for all J C {1,--- , N}, for all
(2%, m®) € RN x RN and (3°,p°) € R™Y x RN satisfying

z? =y :x? :y? for all (i,7) € J?
20 =9 forallie {1,--- N}
m = p? for allie J°

Zie] mi = Zie] P,

(), m(t)) and t — (y(t),p(t)) to system (6) with respective initial conditions

the solutions t — (x
) satisfy for all t > 0,

(2°,m") and (y°,p

= z;(t) = y;(t) for all (i, 5) € J?
forallie {1,--- N}
m;(t) = pi(t) forallie J°
)

Whereas the general system (6) does not necessarily satisfy this property, one easily proves that
system (7) does satisfy indistinguishability (see [2] for the detailed proof).

2 Notations and distances

Let P(R%) denote the set of probability measures of R%, P.(R?) the set of probability measures with
compact support, M(R?) the set of (positive) Borel measures with finite mass, and M?*(R%) the set
of signed Radon measures. Let B(R?) denote the family of Borel subsets of R<.

From here onward, C(E) (respectively C(E; F)) will denote the set of continuous functions of
E (resp. from E to F), C"P(E) (respectively CP(E; F)) the set of Lipschitz functions, and C.
(respectively Co(F; F)) the set of functions with compact support. The Lipschitz norm of a function
f € CYP(E; F) is defined by

- ar (/) ~ 1)
o= 500, st =)

For all 4 € M(R?), we will denote by |u| := u(R?) the total mass of y.

For all up € M? (Rd), let p4 and p— respectively denote the upper and lower variations of u, defined
by p+(E) = sup,p u(A) and p—(E) := —infacp p(A) for all E € B(R?), so that p = pq — p—.
We will denote by |u| the total variation of u defined by |u| := p4 (RY) + p— (RY).

2.1 Generalized Wasserstein and Bounded Lipschitz distances

We begin by giving a brief reminder on the various distances that will be used throughout this paper.
The natural distance to study the transport of the measure p: by the non-local vector field V'[u]
is the p-Wasserstein distance W), defined for probability measures with bounded p-moment P, (]Rd)
(see [23]):
1/p
Y, v € Pp(RY),  Wp(u,v) = ( inf / |z — y|Pdm(z, y)) ,
Tell(p,v) R xR
where II is the set of transference plans with marginals p and v, defined by

(p,v) = {m € P(R* x RY); VA, B € B(RY), n(A x R?) = p(A) and 7(R? x B) = v(B)}.

In the particular case p = 1, there is an equivalent definition of W; by the Kantorovich-Rubinstein
duality :

Vu,v € Pp(RY),  Wi(p,v) = sup{ . f@)d(p(z) —v(x);  feCPHPRY), || f]|Lip < 1} :



The Wasserstein distance was extended in [18, 19] to the set of positive Radon measures with
possibly different masses. For a,b > 0, the generalized Wasserstein distance Wz?’b is defined by:

1/p
Vi € MR, Wit = (g @ il - P 4 VWD)
i€ M (RD), || =5

where M, (R?) denotes the set of positive Radon measures with bounded p-moment.

Remark 3. Observe that the classical and the generalized Wasserstein distances do not generally co-
incide on the set of probability measures. Indeed, the Wasserstein distance between pu and v represents
the cost of transporting p to v, and is inextricably linked to the distance between their supports. The
generalized Wasserstein distance, on the other hand, allows one to choose between transporting p to
v (with a cost proportional to b) and creating or removing mass from p or v (with a cost proportional
to a). Taking for instance p = 05, and v = 64, the Wasserstein distance Wy (s, ,0z,) = d(x1,x2)
increases linearly with the distance between the centers of mass of p and v. However, one can easily
see that

W 80y, 00) = inf (|0ny — €0y | + |0y — E0g| + EWp(0ay,00,)) = inf (2(1 — €) + ed(z1, 22))

0<e<1 0<e<1

from which it holds W}"" (8, , 62, ) = min(d(z1, x2),2).
More generally, if p,v € Pp (Rd), taking i = p and U = v in the definition of W;’b yields

Wi (p,v) < DWWy ().
On the other hand, taking i = 7 = 0 yields
Wi (u,v) < allul + [v]).

In particular, for a = b = 1, the generalized Wasserstein distance I/Vl1 1 also satisfies a duality
property and coincides with the Bounded Lipschitz Distance p(u,v) (see [11]): for all u, v € M(R?),

W) = plu) = sup { [ F(@aule) = v(@)s £ € CEPE, Iy < LIl <1}

In turn, this Generalized Wasserstein distance was extended in [21] to the space M (R?) of signed
measures with finite mass and bounded first moment as follows:

Vv € MI(RY), Wi (u,v) = WP (py + v, pe +vy)

where py,pu—,v4 and v_ are any measures in M(Rd) such that p = py — p— and v = vy —v_.
We draw attention to the fact that for positive measures, the two generalized Wasserstein distances
coincide:

Vu,v € Ml(Rd)7 Wllhb(ﬂv v) = cht,b(u’ v).

Again, for a = b = 1, the duality formula holds and the Generalized Wasserstein distance Wi’l is
equal to the Bounded Lipschitz distance p:
V/J,,VEM?(]Rd), W}’l(uay) = p(p,v).

From here onward, we will denote by p(u, ) the Bounded Lipschitz distance, equal to the general-
ized Wasserstein distances W,"" on M(R?) and W' on M?*(R?). The properties of the Generalized
Wasserstein distance mentioned above give us the following estimate, that will prove useful later on:

p(p,v) < |pf + |vl. (11)
We recall other properties of the Generalized Wasserstein distance proven in [21] (Lemma 18 and
Lemma 33). Although they hold for any Wf’b, we write them here in the particular case W}’l =p:
Proposition 3. Let p1, p2, vi, va in M*(R?) with finite mass on R%. The following properties
hold:
o p(u1 + v, p2 4+ 11) = p(pa, p2)
o p(pr + v, pz +v2) < p(pa, p2) + p(v1, v2)

The following proposition, proven in [21], holds for any \W‘l”b. Again, for simplicity, we state it
for the particular case of the distance p. Note that to simplify notations and to differentiate from
function norms, all vector norms for elements of R%, d > 1, will be written | - |. The difference with
the mass or total variation of a measure will be clear from context.



Proposition 4. Let v1,vs € C([0,T] x RY) be two vector fields, both satisfying for all t € [0,T] and
z,y € R? the properties

vi(t, z) —vit,y)| < Llz —yl, |t 2)] < M

where i € {1,2}. Let pu,v € M*(R%). Let ®}" denote the flow of v, that is the unique solution to

d v, v, U4
a(btl(x) = vi(t, @1 ()); Oy (z) = .
Then
o (P Hp, B H#v) < e p(p,v)

p(
o p(p, @ #p) < tM |y
p(

Lt
° e 1

O #p, D2 #p) < |l [lvr = v2ll Lo 0,ic0)

o (@) g, P2 4v) < e p(p,v) + min{|ul, [V} o1 — vl Loe 0,7:00)-

The notation # used above denotes the push-forward, defined as follows: for u € MS(Rd) and
¢ : R* — R? a Borel map, the push-forward ¢#u is the measure on R? defined by ¢#u(E) :=
w1 (E)), for any Borel set E C R%.

We end this section with a result of completeness that will prove central in the subsequent sections.
As remarked in [21], (M®(R%), W2P) is not a Banach space. However, (M(R%), Wg*) is (as shown
in [19]), and we can also show the following:

Proposition 5. P(Rd) is complete with respect to the Generalized Wasserstein distance W;’b.

Proof. Let {sn} C P(R?) be a Cauchy sequence with respect to Wg". It was proven in the proof
of Prop. 4 in [19] that {u,} is tight. From Prokhorov’s theorem, there exists u* € P(R%) and a
subsequence {pn, } of {un} such that pn, —r—oo p*. From Theorem 3 of [19], this implies that
WP (pny,, *) — 0. From the Cauchy property of {y,} and the triangular inequality, this in turn
implies that W2 (un, u*) — 0. O

In particular, note that P(]Rd) is also complete with respect to the Bounded Lipschitz distance p.

2.2 Comparison between the distances

From the definition of the Bounded-Lipschitz distance as a particular case of the Generalized Wasser-
stein distance W}‘l (for a = b= 1), we have the following property:

Vi, v € P(Rd)v p(psv) < Wiy, v). (12)

As pointed out in Remark 3, the converse is not true in general. However, we can show that
for measures with bounded support, one can indeed control the 1—Wasserstein distance with the
Bounded Lipschitz one.

Proposition 6. Let R > 0. For all p,v € P.(RY), if supp(r) Usupp(v) C B(0, R), it holds
p(p,v) < Wi(p,v) < Crp(p,v)
where Cr = max(1, R).

Proof. Let pu,v € P.(R?), such that supp(u) Usupp(v) C B(0, R). Let

A= {/Rd fd(;u - V); fe C'g,Lip(Rd)7 ||fHLip <1, ||fHLoo < 1}

wd 5= { [ fau-v)s e PR, sy <1}
R4
Then p(u, v) = sup, a and W (u,v) = supg b. It is clear that A C B, which proves the first inequality.
Let
B={ [ rta— vy £ € R R, I lhip < 1,50) = 0}
R
Clearly, B C B. Let us show that B C B. Let b € B. There exists f, € C*UP(R?) such that

[ follip < 1 and b = [o4 fod(u — v). Let us define fo € C(RY) such that for all z € B(0,R),
fo(x) = fo(z) — f5(0). It holds ||fb||Lip(B(0,R)) < 1. We prolong f, outside of B(0, R) in such a way



that f, € COMP(RY) argmax(fy) € B(0, R) and ||fbHLip(Rd) < 1. Then since the supports of i and v
are contained in B(0, R),

[opde—n=[ fden=[ g0 [ =

where the last equality comes from the fact that u(B(0, R)) = v(B(0,R)) = 1. This proves that
be B,and so B = B.

Let us now show that there exists a € A such that b < max(1, R)a.
If HfbHLx(Rd) S 1, then b € A.

If || foll pooray > 1, let fa == fo/llfollpoc(ray- It holds ||fallpoo(may < 1 and |[fallLip < 1. Thus
a:= [pa fad(u —v) € A and it holds

b= ”fbHLOO(Rd) ~/Rd ]Zb/HfbHLOO(Rd)d(N -v) < HfbHLOO(]Rd)a'

Since f,(0) = 0 and || f||rip < 1, it holds ||fbHLoo(B(O7R>) < R, hence ||fb||Loo(Rd) < R. We then have:
Vbe B, JacA st. b<max(l,R)a,

which implies that supg b < max(1, R)sup 4 a. O

It is a well-known property of the Wasserstein distances that for all m < p, for all u,v € Pp(]Rd),

W (pyv) < Wy (p,v). (13)

The proof of this result is a simple application of the Jensen inequality [23].
The converse is false in general. However, once again, we can prove more for measures with
compact support in the case m = 1.

Proposition 7. Let R > 0 and p € N*. For all p,v € P.(R?), if supp(u) Usupp(v) C B(0, R),

WP(M: ) (QR) P Wl(:u/vy)p

Proof. Let m € II(u,v) be a transference plan with marginals p and v. Since the supports of p and
v are contained in B(0, R), the support of 7 is contained in B(0, R) x B(0, R). We can then write:

[, dwyries = [ o i) < QR /| R CEN

from which we deduce the claimed property. O

3 Macroscopic Model
In this section, we give a meaning to the non-linear and non-local transport equation with source:

() + V- (Vg (@)pe (2)) = hlpe](z),  pe=0 = po, (14)

where the non-local vector field V' and source term h are defined as follows:
e Let ¢ € Lip(R%; RY) satisfy Hyp. 1. The vector field V € COMP(M(RY); COHP(R?)) is defined
by:
Vu e MRY, VzeRY Vu(x / o(x — y)du(y). (15)

o Let S € CO((R%)7+1; R) satisfy Hyp. 2. The source term h € COVP(M(R?); M*(R?)) is then
defined as:

Vue MR?), VzeR? hly(z) = (/(R S(z,y1,- 7yq)du(y1)~~~du(yq)> u(x).  (16)

d)q

The solution to (14) will be understood in the following weak sense:

Definition 2. A measure-valued weak solution to (14) is a map p € C°([0,T], M*(R%)) such that
te=0 = po and for all f € CZ° (]Rd),

& [ @) = [ Vind V@) + [ @), a7)



Remark 4. This model is a modified version of the one proposed in [20]. The form of the source term
(16) is slightly more general than the one of [20] (where h was defined as h|p](x) = (S1 + S2 * 1) p).
However we also introduce a more restrictive condition (10) that will force the source term to be a
stgned measure with zero total mass.

The first aim of this paper will be to prove the following
Theorem 2. Let g € P.(R?). There exists a unique weak solution to (14) in the space C°([0,T], P.(R%)).

Notice that we are almost in the frameworks of [18] and [21]. In [18], existence and uniqueness
was proven for a transport equation with source of the form (14), for measures in M(Rd) and with
source term h € COMP(M(RY), M(R?)). Since in our case, h[u] is a signed measure, we cannot apply
directly the theory of [18]. In [21], existence and uniqueness was proven for a transport equation with
source of the form (14), for measures in M*(R?) and with source term h € CO™P(M*(RY), M*(R?)).
However, as we will see in Section 3.1, the source term h defined by (16) does not satisfy some of the
assumptions required in [21], namely a global Lipschitz property and a global bound on the mass of

hu]-
3.1 Properties of the model

We now prove that the vector field V[u] satisfies Lipschitz and boundedness properties, provided
that |u| is bounded.
First, notice that the continuity of ¢ implies that for all R > 0 and = € R? such that |z| < 2R, there
exists ¢pr > 0 such that |¢(z)| < ¢r. More specifically, since ¢ is Lipschitz, ¢r = ¢po + 2L R, with
do := ¢(0).
Proposition 8. The vector field V defined by (15) satisfies the following:

o For all p € M*(R?) such that supp(u) C B(0, R), for all z € B(0, R), |V[u](x)| < ¢r |-

o For all (z,y) € R*, for all p € M*(R?),

[Vipl(z) = VIu](2)] < Lo |p| |z — 2.
e For all p,v € M*(R?) such that supp(p) Usupp(v) C B(0, R),
V] = VIVl (Bo,r)) < (Lo + ér) p(p, v).

Proof. Let u € M*(R?). If supp(u) € B(0, R), for all z € B(0, R),

/ by — x)dp(y)
B(0,R)

Secondly, for all (z, z) € R*¢,

Vi) =

< (( sup ¢(y—1‘)|> lul < ¢r |l

z,y)€B(0,R)

Vi) = VI =| [ 600 - ) = ot = Dduti)| < [ o0 =0) = o0 = 2lalulty)

< Lole — z|pl.

Lastly, for all u, v € M*(R?) such that supp(u) Usupp(r) C B(0, R) for all € B(0, R),

Vipl(z) = V()| = / Py — z)d(u(y) — v(y))

B(0,R)

< (Lo + 6r) sup [, 1) dtus) = v(»)

FECOHP I fllLip <Ll flloo <1
< (L + 9r) p(u, v)

where we used the fact that for all x € B(0, R), the function y — (L + ¢r)™'¢(y — ) has both
Lipschitz and L* norms bounded by 1, and the definition of p. O

Proposition 9. The source term h defined by (16) satisfies the following:
(i) Vi € M#(RY), hu)(RY) =0
(ii) Y € M*(R?), supp(h[u]) = supp(p)
(iii) There exists Ly, such that for all p,v € M*(R?) with compact support and with bounded total
variation |u| < Q and [v| < Q,

p(hp], h[v]) < Lup(p,v).



(iv) Y € M(R?), [hlp]| < S |p|TH.
(v) Y € M(RY), VE C R%, h[E] > 5 |u| u(E).

Proof. Let u € M*(R%). From the definition of h, we compute:

hlp)(RY) =/ S(yo, y1, -+, ¥g)du(yo)du(yr) - - - du(yq)

RO+

1
S g e i) di(a)
(Re)a+1
1
by S () di(a)
(Reya+1

where we used the change of variables y; <> y; to write the second term. Then, using the skew-
symmetric property (10), we obtain h[u](R?) = 0.

The second property is immediate from the definition of h[u].

For the third point, let u, v € M*(R?) with compact support, and satisfying |u| < Q and |v| < Q.
For all f € CO™P such that ||f|lec <1 and ||f|lrip < 1,

[ @i =) = [ 1@ [ S w)dun) - dutuo)dutz)
- / @) [ S vl - do g ()

- / F@ [ S@y e yadu(y) - dlyg)d(p(z) — v(x))

+Z/ @y yg)dp(yn) - dulya)dy (yiga) - dv(yg)dv ()
*Z/Rd o S@ sy dulyn) - dp(yi-a)du(y) - dv(yq)dv (@)

- / F@ [ S@w e ya)du(u) - dulyg)d(p(z) — v(x))

R4 Rad

+Z / Sy o)) - d(u(y) = dv(y))dv(yien) - dv(y)dv(z)

=4 f)+ZB¢(f)

We begin by studying the first term A(f) := [pa f(2) ¥(z)d(pu(x) — v(z)), where ¢ is defined by
Yz f]qu S(z,y1 -+, yq)du(yr) - - - du(yq). Notice that

()| = Sz, y1 - yg)du(yr) - - - dulye)| < Slpl* < SQ.

Rad

Furthermore, for all (z,2) € R*¢,

< Ls|pl"|a — 2|

[(z) —p(2)] =

S ) = S )i -+ du(u)

where we used the Lipschitz property of S (9). Thus, the function z — f(z)y(z) satisfies:

Ve e RY |f(z)w(x)| < SQY
It also satisfies: for all (z,z) € R,
[f (@) (z) — f(2)(2)] = |f (@) (¥(z) — ¥(2)) + (f(z) — f(2))¥(2)] < (Ls + 5)Q|z — 2|.
This implies that the function g : z mf(x)w(x) satisfies g € COMP |glec < 1 and
llglluip < 1. Then, using the defintion of p, we deduce that

AN = Q'(Ls +5) | gl@)dlu(z) - (@)

R

<QYLs+9) sup f@)d(u(x) —v(z)) = Q*(Ls + 5) p(p,v).

0,Li d
fece™P |1 flloo <Ll fllLip<1 /K

10



Now, let ¢; : y; — qud f() S, yn - yg)du(yr) - - - dp(yi—1)dv(yiv1) - - - dv(yq)dv(z) and Bi(f) :=
Jra Ci(yi)d(p(yi) — dv(y:)). Tt holds:

vy € RY[Gws)| < NI fllzee 1S] poe ™ p|* ™ < 5@
Moreover, for all (y;, z;) € R,
|Gi(yi) — Gi2i)]
f(@) (S(z,y1,-+ ,yq) = S(x, Y1, 200, yq))dp(yn) - - - dp(yiz1)dv(yiva) - - - dv(yq)dv(z)

Rad
<[ fllzoe Lslys — zil |l | < LsQyi — zil.

Hence, the function g:  gi — g Gi(3:) satisfies g € C¥MP, il < 1 and llgillip < 1

Bi(f) < Q%(Ls + 5) sup /Rd f(@)d(p(z) — v(z)) = QU(Ls + S)p(u,v),

0,Li
fece Pl flloo <L, fllLip <1

We conclude that for all f € C2'™P such that || f||c <1 and || f||Lip < 1,

f(@)d(h[pl(z) = hlv](z) +ZB < (@+1)Q"(Ls + S)p(u,v),

R4

which implies the desired property.

For the fourth point, let z € M*(R?). From the definition of h follows immediately: |h[u]| <
S Jul Tt

Lastly, for all 4 € M(R?) and E C R¢,

hlul(E / [ S ya) i) - dulyo)du(@) 2 =S|l u(E).

3.2 Numerical Scheme

In [21], existence of the solution to (14) was proven by showing that it is the limit of a numerical
scheme discretizing time. It would seem natural to apply directly the results of [21] on well-posedness
of the equation in M*(R%). However, the conditions on the source function h required in [21], namely

[hlu] = Rl < Lullw = v, [h[pll < P and supp(h[u]) C Bo(R) (18)

uniformly for all g, v € M*®(R?) are not satisfied in our setting (since Ly and P depend on |, |v|,
as seen in Proposition 9). Instead, we notice that they do hold uniformly for u,v € Pc(Rd). Hence
if the numerical scheme designed in [21] preserved mass and positivity, one could hope to adapt
the proof by restricting it to probability measures. However, we can show that the scheme of [21]
preserves neither positivity, nor total variation (see Appendix A.2).

For this reason, in order to prove existence of the solution to (14), we design a new operator-
splitting numerical scheme that conserves mass and positivity (hence total variation). The inequali-
ties (18) will then hold for all solutions of the scheme, which will allow us to prove that it converges
(with a technique very close to the techniques of [18, 21]) in the space C([0,7]), P(R?%)) (Section
3.2). It will only remain to prove that the limit of the scheme f is indeed a solution to (14), and
that this solution is unique (Section 3.3).

Numerical Scheme S. Let 7> 0, k € N, and let At = J. Set ug = po.
For all n € N,

o Vt € (nAt, (n+ 1)At], let 7 =t — nAt, and:
pf = g as + 2rhlub A,
e Vte ((n+ )AL (n+1)At], let 7 =t — (n + 1)At, and:
uo=, Hnm #“<n+ )at:

A schematic illustration of the scheme § is provided in Fig. 1. As stated above, we begin by proving
a key property of the scheme S: it preserves mass and positivity.

11
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Figure 1: Illustration of two steps k (full lines) and k+1 (dashed lines) of the operator-splitting numerical
scheme S. The source and transport operators are respectively represented by green and blue arrows.

Proposition 10. If uo € P(RY), then for all k > logy(ST), for all t € [0,T], u¥ € P(R).
Proof. Let o € P(R?). We first show that uf(R%) =1 for all k € N and ¢ € [0,T]. Suppose that for
some n € N, ¥ A, (R?) = 1.

e For all t € (nAt, (n + 3)At], from Proposition 9,

pi (RY) = pinas(RY) +2(t — nAth[ppa(RY) =140 =1,
e Forall t € ((n+ )At, (n+ 1)At],
kmpdy VIpE Al k d k VIpE Al A\ k dy
pe (R7) := ((I)z(i(il%)At)#“(n+%)At)(R )= ‘u(n-ﬁ-%)At(q)f;ztf(trH»%)At)(R ) = by pyaRY) = 1.
which proves that uf(R?*) =1 for all ¢ € [0,T] by induction on n. We now show that u¥ € M(R%)

for all k € N and ¢ € [0,7]. Suppose that for some n € N, for all E C R?, u¥ o, (E) > 0.
e Tor all t € (nAt, (n + 3)At], for all E C R?, since k > log,(ST),

1 (B) = pnac(E) + 2(t — nA)h[unad(B) > pnar(E) — AtSpunar(RY) i as (E)
> (1 =27 "TS)unai(E) >0,
where we used point (v) of Prop. 9.
e Forallt € ((n+ 1)At, (n+1)At], for all E C R,

NI R k _ Lk Vil adl
Mt (E) Ea (q>2(t7(i1%)At)#:u‘(nJr%)At)(E) - /u(nJr%)At ((D,g(tf(fnJr%)At) (E)) 2 0
by definition of the push-forward.

The result is proven by induction on n. O

We also prove another key property of the scheme: it preserves compactness of the support.

Proposition 11. Let uo € P.(R?) and R > 0 such that supp(uo) C B(0, R). Then there exists Rr
independent of k such that for all t € [0,T], for all k € N, supp(uf) C B(0, Rr).

Proof. Let k € N and suppose that for some n € N, supp(uf ;) C B(0, Rnk).
For all t € (nAt, (n+ 3)At], supp(uf) = supp(ppac) Usupp(hlunacl) = supp(upae) C B(0, R k)
from point (i¢) of Prop. 9.

k
For all t € ((n+ 3)At, (n + 1)Ad], pk () (@ [nadl

72(t7(n+%)At)(x))’ so from Proposition 8,

k
= PntLyae
supp(uf) - B(07 Rn,k + ¢’Rn,kAt) = B(Oa Rn,k + (¢0 + 2L¢Rn,k)At) - B(Oy Rn+1,k)7

with Ryq1k 1= ¢oAt + Ry k(1 + 2L4At). By induction, one can prove that for ¢ € [(n — 1)At, nAt],
supp(ut) C B(0, Rn,i), with

Ro = 603 (1 + 2L, A1) + R(1+ 2Ly A" = (1 + 2@&)”(% +R)— 2‘%.
=0
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Since n < 2, for all n € {0,---,2"}, Rox < (1 + 2L¢T27k)2k(£—°¢ +R) - %’ Moreover,

lim (1 4 2L,T27%)2" = &2%oT,

k—oo
so there exists Ry independent of k such that for all ¢ € [0,7], supp(uf) C B(0, Rr). O

Propositions 10 and 11 allow us to state the main result of this section.

Proposition 12. Given V, h defined by (15) and (16) and po € P.(RY), the sequence u* is a
Cauchy sequence for the space (C([0,T], P(R?)), D), where

D(p,v) := sup p(pe, v).
te[0,T]

Proof. Let k,n € N, with n < 2%, Let At = 27*T. Suppose that supp(uo) C B(0, R). Notice that
from Propositions 8, 10 and 11, we have an L* bound on V[uf] independent of ¢ and k: for all
z € B(0,Rr), for all t € [0,T], |V[uF](2)| < My := ¢r,. We also have uniform Lipschitz constants
for V] and V[uf](-). For all t,s € [0,T], for all uf, u’ solutions to S with initial data o, it holds

V[ut)(x) = VIugl(2)| < Lole — 2| and  ||[V[pt] = V[ui]lle < Lvp(ur, i)
where Ly := L¢ + ¢r,. We then estimate:

k k k k k k
p(/'bnAty /"’(n+1)At) < p(/“LnAta /’L(n+%)At) + p(/‘b(n+%)At7 )u'(n+1)At)

(19)
< p(pmacs tnae + At hlpsa]) + My At,

from Prop. 4. Notice that ufa, € Pe(R?) and puf A, + At h[pfA,] € M5 (RY).
ptnac Hnae + At hlpad) = At p(0, hlpnad) < Atlh[upal] < AtS
from Equation (11), Prop. 3 and Prop. 9. Thus, coming back to (19),
P(Mﬁm,ul(cnﬂ)m) < AL(S + My).
It follows that for all p € N such that n +p < 2%,

Pt at Wintpyar) < PAL(S + My).

Generalizing for all t,s € [0,T], t < s, there exists n,p € N such that t = nAt—f and s = (n+p)At+3,
with £, § € [0, At). Then

Wll’l(:u‘f7 H’;) S Wll’l(,u’f7 /“LflAt) + Wll’l(:u"rcLAt? ,u'](cn+p)At) + Wll’l(:ul(anﬁp)Ata Aulsc)

If i’: S %Ata p(lu‘fnuﬁAt) S ‘5:'£ _ . B
If £ > LAt p(puf, LR Ay) < S&L + (f— §)My < St+tMy. The same reasoning for § implies
Pk 1) < (5 4+ My p(5 + My) + (5 + My)a = (5 + My)(s — 1). (20)
We also estimate:
At 4
We now aim to estimate p(uanm“ uf:jl)m) as a function of p(uf oy, 5L, Let HE, := hlp? A,]
. j
and v}, := @XE%”A‘].
It holds:
v k
Htnryae = ORI (1han+ Athlutal) = vigvkat (uhao+ ALHY)
and

kil _(I)V[”)::i%mt] kil Ath kil
Pintnyar = Pac/2 #Fl\ et 5 [“(m%)m]

At At
k k k k k
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Hence,

k K kg k. k k K
P(N(n+1)AuM(7ﬁ1)At) < p(yn#yn#MnAtz n+1 #V +1#ant)

At
+—p( vndvn#Hy, v ) ’““#H’““H—p( vtV v T,
We study independently the three terms of the inequality. According to Proposition 4 (see also
[18] and [21]),

kg ko k k+1 4 k1 ktl
P(Vn#Un#binat, v n+ VH VR Hlnat)

At

L k+1 k+1 e"ez —
<6 ¢z 2 p(yn#:uantv + #)u‘nZt) Ld)

S(l + L¢At)p(’/'r]§#l/b']r€zAt7 V§+1#NZZ1) + AtHV[MﬁAt} - V[“f:_: )At]HCO'

1 k k+1
Vv -V
1V {tnadl [M(nJr%)At]”CO

According to Proposition 8 and equation (21),

At
IViknad = Viagr sy adlico < Lvp(una w1 8,) < Lv (5 (S + My) + plunit: na)-

Similarly,

p(n#tinae, vn ' Himng) < (14 LoAt)p(tnac, tmny) + AtV [ae] — Vi killloo
< (1+ (Lo + Lv) A (s avs HAr)-
Thus we obtain
plvntvatbiina vy L #v T #1nAL)
At -
S+ Lo A1+ (Lo + Lv) At)p(pinac tnar) + ALy (T (S + Mv) + p(iy At Hnar))
Ls —
<(142(Lg + Lv)At 4+ Ly(Lg + Lv) At p(pk o, nF LY + 7‘15(5 + My)At?

We treat the second term in a similar way.

plonttvnttHy vy Dy oy H L)

<(1+ L¢At>p(vn#H1f, v HHLTY) + ALV [unad = VIng ) A lleo-
‘We have:
pun#Hy, vy T H#HET) < (14 LoAt)p(Hy, Hy ™) 4+ AV [unad = VipgAilll oo
< (14 LA Lup(nars fimat) + ALy p(tinac, Hrar)
< (L4 (Lo Ln + Lv) At)p(pnac, trar)-
Thus,

pvnttvn e, v 3y T
<1+ LeAt)(1+ (Lo Ln + Lv)At)p(tinac: tinat) + MLV[A (25 + Mv) + p(pinhts tinac)]
(Ut (Lo +1) + 2Ly ) A+ Lo(LoLn + Lv)AP)p(ub S, uha) + 20 (5 4+ My)ar?
Lastly, for the third term we have:

pontbvnttHy, vy #H L) < (1 LoAt)p(vngeHo, H) L) + AtV [sgad = Vg Ly allleo
< (14 LoDl #HE, HY) + p(H, HY D)+ ALy pliiac i1 1) o))

At
< (1 + quAt)[?MV + th(ﬂﬁAtaﬂ?:i%)At)] + AtLVp(“nAt7ﬂ(n+%)At)

IN

At At 5
(1 + LoAt) My —= + (1 + (Lo Ln + Lv)At)[—- (5 + Myv) + p(timas nae)]
At
< 5 (s +2Mv) + O(AE*) + (1 + (LoLn + Lv ) At)p(pn iy, tinac)-
Gathering the three terms together, we have the following estimate:

P(anﬂ)m, M?nﬂl)m) < (1 + C1AG)p(pn Ky, mas) + C2 A
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where C; and C depend on the constants Ly, Ly, Ly, My and S. Thus, by induction on n,

2(1+ C1al)" — 1 < 2nCaAt.

< CoAPP T =2 -
p(/”‘nAta :unAt) 02 14+ C1At —1

This allows us to prove the convergence of u¥ for every t € [0,T]. For instance, for t = T, i.e.
n =T /At, we have
p(ph, bt < 20, AL = 2TCH27"

and for all [,k € N,

11 1 ie;
k+1 2
Pl pi™) < 20 <27+W+"'+W) T

A similar estimation holds for any ¢t € (0, T) (see [18]). This proves that the sequence p* is a Cauchy
sequence for the space (C([0,T], P(R?)), D) O

As an immediate consequence, since (C([0,T], P(R%)), D) is complete (see Proposition 5), it
follows that there exists i € (C([0,T], P(R?)) such that

lim D(u*, i) = 0.

k— oo

3.3 Existence and uniqueness of the solution

Let i := limg oo pf denote the limit of the sequence constructed with the numerical scheme defined
in the previous section. We now prove that it is indeed a weak solution of (14). We aim to prove
that for all f € C°((0,T) x R?), it holds

/OT (/Rd (Ouf + V] - V) dﬂt+/Rd fdh[ﬁt]) dt = 0.

We begin by proving the following result:

Lemma 1. Let po € P.(R?) and let u* € C([0,T], Po(RY)) denote the solution to the numerical
scheme S with initial data po. Let Aty := 27%T. For all f € C°((0,T) x R?), it holds:

ok

—1 (nt1)Aty,
li Of + VIuEa] - VF) duk dh 'th)d:().
lm;/n (/Rd(er [k A f)u+/Rdf [nad ) dt

k—oo Aty

Proof. Let k € N and At := 27FT. From the definition of the numerical scheme, we have

(n+1)At X X i
/ (/ @0 + Viiad - 91) i + fdh[mt]) dt
n R4 R4

At

(n+3)At
[ ([ @uf Vsl V) dhss 20t - nhsa) )

At

(n+1)At . V[“ (n+1)A
+ /( ( /R @ Vs V) @Ik )At)) dt + / / £ dnlub acldt

n+1)At

(n+3)At . . (n+1)At .
-/ ( [, o diussc+200 - nAt)h[unm])) a+ [ F Al )de
n R n

At At R4

(n+3)At
4 / ’ ( /R (VIgkad - V) d(uﬁm+2(t—nAt)h[uﬁm])) dt

At

(n+1)At
Jr/( (/Rd (atf + V[HiAt] . Vf) d( ;/([iun(ﬁjr ))At#'u(n+ )At)) .

n+%At

We begin by noticing that pf A, + 2(t — nAt)h[uk A;] is a weak solution on (nAt, (n + %)At) to

Oy = Zh[,UJZAtL UnAt = MﬁAt:
so it satisfies:
(n+1)At . .
/ /d Orf d(pimar + 2(t — nA)h[upae])dt
n R

At (23)

(n+1)at X 1 . X
——2 [, £anlbaddes [ 5 A0 dubpga - [ T8 ditha
n Rd Rd 2 Rd

At

15



We go back to the first term of (22). Notice that from (23), we have

(n+1)At . . (n+1)At )
/ ( / azfdmnm+2<t—nm>h[unmn) a+ [ [, aniussd
n R4 nAt R4

At

(n+1)At . (n+3)At .
:/ / f dh[upalde 7/ / f dhlppagldt
(n+1)at Jrd nAt Rd

1
+ fl(n+ §)At) du'ﬁn+;)At - / f(nAL) duk A,
R4 2 R4

(n+3)At
_ / / 7+ 5~ 7)) dnlukaddi + / (et DAY dit / ) i

At

(n+3)at A 1
:/n /Rd(gatf(twomt?)) dh[uﬁAt}dt—i-/Rd F(n+ 5)A du’fm%)m—/ﬂw F(nAE) dukay.

At

A . V[,LLZA ] k . . . _ 1
Similarly, since ¢2(t—(n1%))m#“(n+%)m is solution at time 7 = 2(t — (n + 3))At to

87'1/7' + V- (V[HﬁAt}VT) - 07 Vo = u];n+%)At7

it satisfies
At T 1 At T 1 k
0-f(5 + (n+ 5)At)d(v-)dr + VIG5 + (n+ 5)At) - Vipnadd(vr)dr
0 R 2 2 0 Rd 2 2

- f((n—f—l)At)duAt—/ f((n+%)At)dz/0

RrRd R4

After the change of variables t = Z + (n + 1)At, we obtain
(n+1)At . V[,uk ] A

[ @0+ 2950 Vidhadd@y el i

_ 1
(n+)ae 2em(nts

1
:/ f((n+ 1)At)d/il(€n+1)m - / f((n+ i)At)dlL?nJFl)At-
R4 R4 2

We now use this to evaluate the third term of (22). We have:

(n+1)At ®
k Vg adl K
i O T ViA@Y s
2
(n+1)At IS
_ . k Vibnatl k 24
= [ LT Vi@l et s (24
2

1
+/ F((n+ 1)A)dulpsryae — / f((n+ E)At)duéanrl)At'
R4 R4 2

Now adding together the second and third terms of (22) and using (24), we obtain:

/H(M—é)m </Rd (VF - Vipnad) dlpnar +2(t - nAt)Mu’Zm])) a

At

(n+1)At N
k Virnael k
JF[ (/]Rd (Ocf + V- Vinad]) d(q>2<t,(n+%»At#ﬂ(nJr%)At)) dt

n+%At

(n+3)At . X
-/ [V Vikadl duk ae
n R

At

(n+1)At 1
-/ VI Vihaddut de+ [ (04 D80~ [ 5 A
(n+3)ae Jrd R R4 2
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Now,

(n+3)At (n+1)At . .
/ / V- Vignad dps dt — / V- Vignaddus dt
(

n+3)At JRE

(n+1)At (n+3)At At . X
/ / V) Vihad duf at — [ Vi 50 Vi addnt, o d
nAt Rd 2
(n+3)At . . X (n+3)At At k k
= [ @ Vidad ok < bgae s [0 [ 050 = 9@+ 50 Vihaddud, g de
nAt Rd 2 nAt Rd 2
n+1)At . . . (n+d)At . X
-/ [ 90 Vibsl dluk = it + [ VL) - VIehad db, 1 a0 — 1, 50 )dt
n Rd 2 nAt Rd P 2
(n+3)At At
w0 80 - Vi ) Vihaddet, et
nAt R4 2
The first term gives:
(ntz)at k k k
/ /Rd Vf(t) : V[MnAt} d(ﬂt - /‘L(n+%)At)dt
(n+5)At i 1 X
=[O [ VI Vikad 2+ At~ Danlbalde
n R
At
SMy[[Vflle2{ = |h’[p‘nAt]| = My S|V f||r= At
The second term gives:
(n+ YAt i X
/ vf /’LnAt] ('U’(n-&-%)At - Mt+%)dt
(n+§)At (n+5)A At 1
< Lup(ul, 1) a0 5, 50 )dt| < Ly / My(t+ 20~ YAt < oy ar?
nAt 2 2 nAt 2

where, denoting by L (t) the Lipschitz constant of the function z — V f(t, z) - V[uf o,](z), we define
Ly := sup,¢ (o, L1(t). Notice that it is independent of n and k as seen in Proposition 8.
Lastly, the third term gives:

(n+3)At
/ /Rd (Vi) =Vt + %)) ) V[Hﬁm]dﬂﬁ_%dt

At
(DA A At?
</ 00T SNV el et < My |09 e B
nAt R4

We can finally go back to (22).

(n+1)At . . .
/ ( [, @r+viskad v ait+ [ fdh[unAJ) dt
n R4 d

At

(n+d)at At )
S/n /Rd( %)+ O(At ) dh[unm ldt +/ i §)At) dﬂl(gn+%)At B /Rd f(nAt) dﬂﬁm

At

= 1
+ F((n+ D) A pEos1yae — /d f((n+ §)At)dﬂ(n+%)m + My (S||Vflloe + L1 + Z\WtVfHLM)At2
R R

< [+ A0t~ [ | T diluhad + OO,
R

RA
with C := 2510, f[| Lo + My (S||V f|[zee + L1 + §118:V f|| o). Thus,
2P—1 (my1)Ae X X X
i | ([ @r e vidad v a4 [ 5 anidiad)ar
—0 /n R R

k—oo At

ok _1

< I 2 _ k0.
< lim C© Z At Jim CT2 0
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We can now prove the following:

Proposition 13. The limit measure fix = limg_, o i a weak solution to (14). Moreover, iz € P.(R d)
and for all R > 0, there exists Ry > 0 such that if supp(jio) C B(0, R), for all t € [0,T], supp(fit) C
B(0, Rr).

Proof. We will prove that for all f € C°((0,T) x RY),
2k

—1 ,s(n+1)At
li Oef + VIl - VF) duk dhﬁz)d
mg/ ([, @+ Vidad-Tayaut+ [ | s antutiad) a

k—oo

T
[ (@ +vipd- v am+ [ 1 aniad)a=o
0 R4 Rd
First, denoting by Fy := supyg 1, 90 (1. )ip + 190 Fll o o7y observe that
2k _1 (n4+1)At 2k—1 (n+1)At
8tf k —
oufd )dt = F —d — dt
z/ [ o gt ) 12/ [ Hawt— )
k-1 (my1)at 2P-1 (my1)At
<P Z / ~ sup fd(uy — i) | dt=F Z / ok, fi)dt
n=0 JnAt FECETP I fllLip <11 flloo <1 /RY
<IT D(u*, i) —— 0.
k— o0
Secondly, denoting by F := supo 7y [|f (¢, ) l|lLip + |l Loo (0,7 xRA)
[, 8 dhlisd = bl = B2 | L dwlitad - blg)
RrRd R4 2
<F,  sw F dhlak ) = Blin]) = Fap(hlbadd, hliil) < FoLnp(uk s, fe)
FECOP I FllLip ST oo (gay <1 7R
<FoLn(p(pinae, ) + p(ut, i) < FaLn((S + My) At + D(ug, fir))
from Equation (19). Hence,
21 (ny1)Ac 2" -1 (ny1)At
/ [, F sl = bl < Pl > / ((5 + My) At + D(yif, ) dt
n=0 At
2k 1
<(S+Mv) > AL+ TD(py, i) =27 °T(S + Mv) + TD(put, fir)) o0
n=0

Thirdly, denoting by Fs := supjo 71 [[Vf (L, )||lLip + IV £l oo ((0,7) xR s
[, Vikad- Vit~ [ Vigl- 95 dp
Rd Rd

= [ Vidhad -V duk = i)+ [ (Vinkad = VU) - VE die+ [ (V)= Vi) - 9 di

<Fs(My + Lv)p(p , fir) + FsLv (p(tnac, e ) + p(ut fie))
<F3(Mv + ZLV),O(;Lf, ft) + FsLy (S + My)At.

Hence,

Z/(n+1>At/ VIuEad - Vf duf — / V] - Vf dii

n=0
<F3(Mv + 2Lv)Tp(py, fic) + F3Ly (S + My)2~ 5T ——0.

We conclude that (25) holds, and from Lemma 1, we obtain:

/OT (/Rd(atf + Vi) - V) diae + /]Rd f dh[,at]> dt = 0.

As remarked in [21], this weak formulation is equivalent to the Definition 2. This proves that fi; is
a weak solution to (14). The compactness of its support can be deduced from Prop. 11. O
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Proposition 14. Let p,v € C([0,T], P.(R%)) be two solutions to (14) with initial conditions o, vo.
There ezists a constant C > 0 such that for all t € [0,T],
P, ve) < e plpo, vo).

In particular, this implies uniqueness of the solution to (14).

Proof. Let p,v € C([0,T], P-(R%)) be two solutions to (14) with initial conditions po, vo. Let e(t) =
p(pt, v¢). Then

et +7) = plperr, Virr) < p(tiatr, 7 (e + Th[ma))) + pverr, @7 "4 (vi + Thive])) 26)
+ p(@7 g (o + Thlpu]), STV IH (v + Thin])).

From Prop 4, it holds:

p(®F I (g + Thpe]), @V (ve + Th[A]))
< (L+42L7) p(pe + Thpe], ve + Thive]) + min{|pe + Th{p]], [ve + Th[wa][}27 Ly p(pe, v2)
< (1 +2L7)(1+ 7Ly) p(ue,ve) + (1 +78) 27 Ly p(pe, v1)
< (1+ 2Ly + Ly + 2Lv)7 + 2(LgLin + Lv S)7?) p(pe, ve) < (1+2(2Lg + Ly 4 2Lv)7) p(pue, ve).
(27)

For the first and the second term, we prove that any solution p to (14) satisfies the operator-splitting
estimate:

V(t,7) € [0,T]x [0, T =], plesr, &7 e+ Thime]) < K 7°. (28)

We begin by proving (28) for solutions to the numerical scheme S. Let k € N and L be the solution
to S with time-step At = 27*T and initial condition po. For simplicity, we assume that t = nAt and
T = IAt, with (n,1) € N?, and we study the distance

v k
Di = p(pfn i1y ats Pt m a4 (1l ay + IAL BB ALD)).

Notice that by definition of the numerical scheme, for | = 1, D1 = 0. For I = 2, denoting HI, =

. . J
hlu! A, and Pj, = @Xiﬂmm], and using the properties listed in Propositions 4, 8 and 9, it holds:

D3 = p(int2yars ‘I’;/A[t”“]#(uﬁm + 2At hlpk A4)))
= p(PY #(PE#(ubpy + AL HY) + At HY ), PE#PF#(uk Ay + 248 HE))
< (14 2Ly AL) p(PE#(ubny + At HE) + At HE ), PP#(u a, + 240 HE))
+ 2AtLVp(Ué€n+1)At7 1A
< (14 2L At)p(AtHY 1, AtPy#H)) + ZAtLVP(M](CnH)An [ ar)
(1+2Ls AOAE (p(Hy, PrgtHy) + p(Hy g, Hy)) + 286 Ly p(i(n 1) ats Hnat)
(14 2Ly At)(At* My |Hy| + LhAtP(/iI(CnH)Au#ﬁAz)) + 2AtLVp(:u"(€n+1)At7 [ ar)
<@
<(

IN

IA

+ 2L¢At)(At2MVg + LhAtP(N](CnJrl)Au MZAt)) + ZAtLVP(MZCnJrl)At, MﬁAt)
2(Lp, + 2Lv )AL p(ifns1yae Huar) + 2My SAL® < 2((Ly + 2Lv)(S + My) + My S)At? < KAt

where the last equality was obtained using (20) and defining K := 2((Ly + 2Lv)(S + Mv) + My S).
Let us now suppose that for some l € N, D; < K (I — 1)2At2. We compute

nAt]

Dis1 = p(i{nsi41)a0; ‘I)(z[ﬂ)m (tnae + (L+ 1AL hlugad))
— p(PE # (bsiae + At HE ), PE#@IImaT (0 o 4 IAE HE + At HE))
< p(Pri#tilnsyae Py #@IAH"M]#(MnAt + 1AL HY)) + Atp(Py it Hy 4, Pf#@;;[?ﬁA‘]#Hﬁ)
< (1 2L A (i) e PSS 4 (g + 1AL H))
+ mln{m(nﬂ)At' |¢lA?nAt]#(Nszt + IAL H§)|}2AtLvP(an+1)At7 [ ar)
+ AL+ 2L AR p(HE Ly, @) 12 )

+ Atmin{ | Ak acl [P LBk A JY2ALLy p(il sty e 1 ac)-
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From Prop. 10, we know that for k large enough, @ﬁ?ﬁm]#(u’;m + 1At HF) € P(RY), thus
|<I>ZVA[‘;§1M]#(M£M+ZA15 HE)| = |;ﬂfn+lmt| = 1. Now using the fact that P(M?nﬂ)m: B ay) < IAL(My +
S), we compute:
Dis1 < (14 2L At) Dy + 2AtLy p(pniyacs Knac)
+ AL+ 2L A (p(hlpln i1y adls hlinad]) + IAEMy |hlunadl) + 2Ly At p(uiniacs tnat)
< (14 2L A)K((1 — 1)°At?) + 2At Ly IAL(My + S)
+ At(1 + 2L At) (LplAt(My + ) + IAtMy S) 4+ 2Ly AP IAL(My + S)
< ALK —1)? +1((2Ly + Lp)(Mv + 8) + My S)] + O(At?) < AP[K (1 — 1)® + KI] < KI*At*.

k
Thus, by induction, p(u'(“nH)A“(I)lVA[?““]#(uﬁAt + At h[ufA,])) < K(1At)? and similarly we can
prove that
V(t,7) € [0,T) x [0, —t],  plptsr, @Y ¥ gtps + Thluf]) < K 7°.

Hence,

Pty Oy + Th[p]) <p(utsr, @Y FHUE + Thuf]) + p(ttesr, it r)
+ (@Y e gy + Thle], @Y FgpE + Thluf))

and by taking the limit k — oo, p(pe+r, @X[“t]#ut + 7hlu]) < K72, which proves (28).
Coming back to (26), and using (27) and (28), it holds

e(t+7) < (142(2Lg + 2Ly + Ly)7) e(t) + 2K 7.

Then
e(t+7)—e(t)

T

< 2(2L¢ + 2Ly + Lh)E(t) +2KT.
which proves that ¢ is differentiable and that
6’(15) < 2(2L¢ + 2Ly + Lh)&‘(t).
This implies that
£(t) < £(0)e*FrorRbv iR

This proves continuity with respect to the initial data, i.e. uniqueness of the solution. O

We have thus proven Theorem 2: Existence was obtained as the limit of the numerical scheme S
in Proposition 13; Uniqueness comes from Proposition 14.

We saw in Section 2.2 that the Bounded Lipschitz distance and the 1-Wasserstein distance are

equivalent on the set of probability measures with uniformly compact support. This allows us to
state the following;:

Corollary 1. Let p,v € C([0,T], P.(RY) be two solutions to (14) with initial conditions o,vo
satisfying supp(po) U supp(vo) C B(0, R). There exist constants C' > 0 and Cr, > 0 such that for
all t € [0, 7],

Wi (pe, ve) < CrypeS' Wi(po, o).

Furthermore, for all p € N,

p—1

p=1 1 ¢ 1
W (ue,1) < (2R)'7 Cf e' Wy(o, 1)

Proof. Let R > 0 such that supp(uo) U supp(vo) € B(0, R). From Prop. 13, there exists Ry > 0
such that for all ¢ € [0,T7], supp(ut) U supp(r:) C B(0, Rr). Putting together Prop. 14, equation
(12) and Prop. 6,

Wi (e, ve) < Cryppe, ve) < Crpe" plpo, o) < Crpe Wi (po, vo),
where Cr, = max(1, Rr). Moreover, for all p € N*, from equation (13) and Prop. 7, it holds

p—

_1 —1 1 c 1 1 e
Wo(ud ) < @R T Wil 1) < (2R)'T C_e ' Wi(ud o) < (2R)'7 CF_e 7 Wiy (b, o) 7.

O
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4 Convergence to the macroscopic model

Having proven the well-posedness of both the microscopic and macroscopic models, we are now in
a position to prove the convergence result stated in Theorem 1 that is central to this paper. The
proof, as for the now classical proof of convergence of the microscopic dynamics without weights (1)
to the non-local transport PDE (2) (see [10]), relies on two ingredients: the fact that the empirical
measure satisfies the PDE and the continuity of the solution with respect to the initial data. We
begin by defining the empirical measure for our microscopic system with weight dynamics and prove
that it does satisfy the PDE (14).

4.1 From microscopic to macroscopic via the empirical measure

The fact that (7) preserves indistinguishability allows us to define a generalized version of the em-
pirical measure. For all N € N and (z,m) € C([0, T]; (RY)™ x RY) solution to (7), let

N
1
— i Zmi(t)ézi(t) (29)
=1

be the generalized empirical measure. From Prop. 1, we know that for all t € [0, 7], u: € P(R?). We
can prove the following:

Proposition 15. Let (z,m) € C([0,T]; (RN xR™) be a solution to (7), and let u™ € C([0,T]; P(R?))
denote the corresponding empirical measure, given by (29). Then, u is a weak solution to (14).

Proof. We show that u} satisfies (17). Let f € C2°(R%). Substituting u by xV in the left-hand side
of (17), we obtain

& [ w4 | ;miw(x t

L N (30)
= 7 2O f (it Z OV (@i(t)) - #:(t)-
i=1 i=1
The first part of the right-hand side of (17) gives
[ Vil Vi@an@ = [ [ o2 Vi@l ) di @)
(31)

=#szima¢( zi) - Vf(z:) = Z Zi.

i=1 j=1

where the last equality comes from the fact that z is a solution to (7). The second part of the
right-hand side of (17) gives:

f@an) = [ (@) ( /( o S () il (yq>) an (@)

a N
:%Z Flai) M‘I Z Zmﬂl o (xl,le,- Tj,) = Z

Jji=1 Jq=1

(32)

where the last equality comes from the fact that m is a solution to (7). Putting (30), (31) and (32)
together, we deduce that pul satisfies (17), thus it is a weak solution to (14). O

4.2 Convergence

We are finally equipped to prove Theorem 1, that we state again here in its full form:

Theorem 1. Let T >0, ¢ € N and M > 0. For each N € N, let (z)°,m) *)ic1,... vy € RN x
(RYYN such that ZZ 1 m® =M. Let ¢ € C(Rd RY) satisfying Hyp. 1 and let S € C((R*)9T1;R)
satisfying Hyp. 2. For allt € [0,T), let t — (x (t),m> (¢ t))ie{1,- N} be the solution to
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and let pf == 4 >N mf-v(t)émgv(t) € P.(RY) be the corresponding empirical measure. Let P(-,-)
denote either the Bounded Lipschitz distance p(-,-) or any of the Wasserstein distances Wy(,-) for
p € N,

If there exists po € Po(R?) s.t. A}im D(ud o) =0,  then for all t € [0,T), A}im D(ui’ i) =0,
—00 —»00

where p; is the solution to the transport equation with source

o) + V- ([ ol = st () ) = ( [, S vty .,d,“@,q)) e

with initial data pe—o = po.
Proof. Since i’ and p; are both weak solutions to (14), from Prop. 14, there exists C' > 0 such that

p(ur s i) < e p(ud, o)

and the result follows immediately for 2 = p.
Let R < 0 such that supp(uo) Usupp(pd’) € B(0, R) for all N € N. From Corollary 1, there exists
Cry > 0 depending on T and R such that for all p € N*,

p—1 L 1
W (ut', 1) < (2R) 7 Ch e 'Wy(uo , p10) 7

and the result follows for 2 = W,,. O

5 Numerical simulations

To illustrate our convergence result, we provide numerical simulations for a specific model. We also
refer the reader to the paper [2] for numerical simulations with a different model.
We recall the first model (M1) proposed in [16], “increasing weight by pairwise competition”:

1 N
@(t) = i ij(t)cf’(l‘j(t) —zi(t), wi(0) =af
1 = () + 5(1)

i) = rmi(t) ij(t)mf,uﬁ)’ mi(0) = m;

where u;; is the unit vector in the direction z; — x; and 3 is a constant.

With this choice of model, the evolution of each agent’s weight depends on the dynamics of the
midpoints (x; + x;)/2 between z; and each other agent at position z;. More specifically, if the
midpoint (z; + z;)/2 moves in the direction of z;, i.e. <xl;% ,uji) > 0, then the weight m; increases
proportionally to m;. If, on the other hand, (x; + z;)/2 moves away from z; and towards z;, the
weight m; decreases by the same proportion.

In order to ensure continuity, we slightly modify the model and replace uj; by a function h(z; —z;),
where h € Lip(Rd; ]Rd) is non-decreasing and satisfies the following properties:

o h(y) = h(ly|)y for some h € C(RT;R)

L[] lim|y‘ﬁoo h(y) = %

Then, by replacing @; and &; by their expressions, the system can be written as:

i
j=1
N N (33)
s = g Y S g (PO T OB ZE) (0 =
j=1k=1

Notice that it is in the form of System (7), with ¢ = 2 and S € C((R%)?;R) defined by

S(z,y,2) =B <¢(Z_m);¢(z_y),h(m—y)>.

One easily sees that S(z,y,z) = —S(y,z, z), thus S satisfies (10). Furthermore, for every Rr > 0,
there exists S such that for all z,y, 2 € B(0, Rr), S(x,¥,2) < S, hence condition (8) is satisfied in a
relaxed form. Lastly, it is simple to check that as long as ¢ € Lip(R%; R?), S € Lip((R%)?;R) thus S
satisfies (9).
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We can then apply Theorem 1.

Consider po € P(R). For simplicity purposes, for the numerical simulations we take po supported
on [0,1] and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. For a given N € N, we
define:

i

Mo e [ o
T = my; = /ﬂ dpo, 1e€{l,---,N}.
N

We then have convergence of the empirical measures ud’ to po when N goes to infinity. According
to Theorem 1, for all t € [0,T], ¥ — p:, where p; is the solution to the transport equation with
source

0upela) + 0. ( [ oty = a)dhatn) (@) = ([ S0 at)din() ) ue) 340

Figures 2 and 3 illustrate this convergence for the specific choices :
® ¢ := ¢o.2, where for all R > 0,

2 sin?(Z|8]) if 0] <R
5 o] Sin (%l <
R H{ 0 it 6| > R
e h:d— arctan(\é\)%
o 8:=100
o M :=N.
2 2
e duo(z) = fg,f) dx, with f(x) := [\/% exp(_5(172,25) )+ \/Ol'jexp(—‘r’w*g'90> )N1io,1)(x) and
F = [, f(x)dz.

Figure 2 shows the evolution of ¢ — (2} (t))icq1,... v} and of t = (mY (£))icq1,... vy for N = 20,
N = 50 and N = 100. Due to the fact that the interaction function ¢ has compact support, we
observe formation of clusters within the population. Note that as expected, the final number and
positions of clusters are the same for all values of N (N big enough). Within each cluster, the agents
that are able to attract more agents gain influence (i.e. weight), while the followers tend to lose
influence (weight).

Figure 3 compares the evolutions of ¢ — p; and ¢ — pl¥ at four different times. For visualization,
the empirical measure was represented by the piece-wise constant counting measure /i’ defined by:
for all @ € Ej, jif¥ (v) = £ SN, mil{z; € E;}, where for each j € {1,---,p}, E; = [j%,%), S0
that (Ej),eq1,... p} is a partition of [0,1]. In Fig. 3, p = 41. We observe a good correspondence
between the two solutions at all four time steps. Observe that the four clusters are formed at the
same locations than in Figure 2, i.e. at £ = 0.07, x = 0.33, x = 66 and x = 0.9. Convergence to the
first and fourth clusters is slower than convergence to the second and third, due to the differences in
the total weight of each cluster.
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Positions with respect to time weighted by the mass

Positions with respect to time weighted by the mass

1 T

Weights with respect to time
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Figure 2: Top row: Evolution of the positions for N = 20, N = 50 and N = 100. The thickness of the
lines is proportional to the agent’s weight. The dotted line represents the barycenter z := % > M.
Bottom row: Evolution of the weights for N = 20, N = 50 and N = 100. The dotted line represents the

average weight m := 1r >, m.
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Figure 3: Comparison of y; (in red), solution to the macroscopic model (34) and ¥ (in blue), counting
measure corresponding to the solution to the microscopic model (33) for N = 100.
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A Appendix

A.1 Well-Posedness of the microscopic model

We provide the proof of Proposition 2. It is modeled after the proof of existence and uniqueness of
the Graph Limit equation provided in [2], but we write it fully here for self-containedness.

Proof. Let & = (Z:)icq1,. vy € C([0,T); (RY)N) and m = (Mi)icqa,... .~y € C([0, T;RY). Consider
the following decoupled systems of ODE:

! 3 T in
and
1hi(t) = mi(t)ﬁ Z Z My (£) -+ g, (0 S(&:(t), &5, (), - 35, (1), mas(0) =mi™.  (36)

We begin by proving that there exists a unique solution to the Cauchy problem given by (35).
Let T > 0 and let X := {x € C([0,T]; (R")™) | z(t = 0) = z™}. Consider the application
Key: X — X
z = Kz

where for all t € [0,T] and i € {1,--- , N}, (Kzoz)i(t) := zi" +/0 — Zﬁlj(r)¢(mj(7') —x;(7))dT.

Let us show that K&, is contracting for the norm ||z||x := sup,¢(o 7y max;e(1,...,n} [|zs(2)[]. Let
x,y € X. Then for all t € [0,7] and i € {1,--- , N},

[(Kaoz)i — Kaoy)ill = 7 2 5 (1) [(x(7) — 2i(7)) — ¢(y;(7) — wi(7))] dr

tq N
< [ 3 S )L a3 =) = a5(r) — ()
< [ 38 Sy () = 35 (7)) + () = ()

Ly [t -
<232 [ Soisrarle = yllx <2587 swp (3 s () e —ullx.

tEOT j:

Since 7 is given, choosing T < [4%’5 SUD;e (0, 7] Z;\;l m;(t)] ! ensures that K, is contracting on
[0,T]. By the Banach contraction principle, there exists a unique solution =z € C([0,T], (RY)N).
We then take x(T) as the initial condition, and the local solution can be extended to [0,27], and
by repeating the same argument, to [0,7]. Moreover, since the integrand is continuous as a map
[0,7] = (RN, z is continuously differentiable and = € C*([0,T7], (RH)N).

We now show existence and uniqueness of the solution to the second decoupled system (36).
Let m* € RY such that 1, mi® = M. Let M,m := {m € C([0,T],RY) | m(t = 0) =
m™ and vazl m; = M}. Consider the application
M, in

m — K,inm

- M,

min

K

where for all t € [0,7] and i € {1,--- , N},

(K inm)i(t) := m] +/0 mi(r)ﬁ > Y my (7)o my, (1)S (@), By (7), - Eg, (7)) dr

gi=1  jg=1

25



We show that K, is contracting for the norm [|m|la ;, = 5 SUDP,c 0,7 SN Ima(t)|. Let m,p €
M, It holds:

min .

t
1 o 3
|(Kminm — Kpinp)i —‘/ | Z My, -+ Mj, — Pi Z Pir - Pig | S(&i, Ty, Ty )dT

< [ Sratme =il 3 e |8 3

J1dq

/quz Z |m]1 p]1|m]2~ m]q|5(x,,x31,~ :L‘]q)|d7—

J1°dq

/ el Z P+ Pig—1 Mg — Pig[1S(Z4, By, -+ &5, ) AT

J1- Jq
N
< ST sup |m; — pi +qSTf sup(pi Y _ |m; — pl)
(0,7) Mpn =
N
< ST sup [m; — pi| +q ST sup Z |m; — pjl.
[0,T7] [0,T] j=1

Thus, [[K,pinm—Kpnplar, o < (g+1) STlm—pllsr,
is contracting. By the same reasoning as previously, there is a unique solution m € C*([0,T],RY)
o (36).

Let us define the sequences (z")n € N and (m™)n € N by

e For all ¢t € [0,T], m°(t) = m™ and 2°(¢) = «™

e For all n > 1, 2™ and m" are solutions to the system of ODE

- Taking 7' < 1((g—1)S) ™", the operator K,

1 & ,
= — Zm?ilqﬁ(x;b —z7), z;(0) ="

. no_ n—1 n—1 n—1 nO o in
mi—szq mj, -oem -q Sy ™,z R ), mi(0)=m;

Jji=1 Jq=1

The results obtained above ensure that the sequences are well defined and that for all n € N,
(z",m™) € C([0,T]; RYYN x RY). We begin by showing that " and m™ are bounded in L norm
independently of n. It holds:

N

[mg* ()] + /o m?(r)% Z mj, (1) m?q (T)S(m?fl(r), m;b;l(TL .. -I?qfl(T))dT

IA

i _ t
min| + 8 / jm ()| dr.
(0]

From Gronwall’s lemma, for all ¢ € [0, T], |m?(t)| < mi"e St < My where My = maX;c{1,... N} m;"eST
Similarly, notice that for all z € R%, ||¢(2)|| < ®o + Lg| 2|, where &9 = $(0). Then

oy L / Zm o} (7) — af (r))dr

e |\+f/ (@0 + L} () = i (7) )7

M t N

in T n

<||z; —l——/ by + 2L max z; (17)|])dr
_” H M, ; 1( 0 (bie{l,u-,N} || ( )H)

Thus

. Mr t
HOIES 4+ =L (ot + 2L M (r)||d
eax  Nlf @Ol < max 237 + - (Pot + ¢>/O egax [z (7)lldr)

and from Gronwall’s lemma, for all ¢ € [0, 7],

n in MT 2L ﬂT
m C < X o= m : P, T ® M
ie{l,%X,N} lz (Il < Xz ie{l,ﬁX,N} "1 + M P } €

26



We prove that (z")nen and (m”™)nen are Cauchy sequences. For all n € N,

. N
1
||1‘;’,“r1 _ x?“ = H/O i Zm;¢(;p?+l _ gj?+1 / Z ;L 1 v — )d’T
j=1

N
Sy = oty = at e+ [ Z my o) — 2 - glaf — al)ldr

t 1 N MrL
< [ St =+ Loyt ar+ [ A ¢ZH 71 e el
0 =1

1 ¢ n n— M L ¢ n n n n
< M((I>0+2L¢XT)/ Z|mj —m] 1|d7+%/ Z(ij“ — 27| + |27 — 27 |)dr
0 j=1 0 j=1
Thus
n+1 N n n—1 MTch P n+1 n
an — || £ 37 (®o+ 2Ly X1) Z|mi —mi " |dr + 2N ; Sl — x| dr
=1 =1 =1

A similar computation, for m gives

t
n+1 1 n+1 n+1 n n n
‘/0 m; m E mj, "'qu S(xi,le,n-qu)dr

J1Jq

t
_ ni nem? Sl 2t
. m; Mq . . mh qu T; ,.’L‘jl 5 CL’jq T

n+1 1 n+1 n+1 n n
/ \m ml Mq E my, My, S(iU.L "'qu)dT

dq

/mlM Z |m"+l—mh|m"Jrl --m;qHS(x?-“x?q)dT

it — | =

/ my —— M‘l Z mj, - qu 1|m"+1fm?q|S(m?~--x?q)dT

n n n n n n—1 n—1
+/0 my m Z mjl ---qu‘S(xi "'Z'jq) 75(331 -««:C]-q )‘dT

From (9), it holds
K 1 1 1
n n n n n n— n—
/0 Uy Z mj, -omy [S(xeag ) — ST a7 )|dr
J1---dq
t
1 1 -1 -1
< [misE 0 mi e L(let =+ = o+ e, — a3
J1-+-dq

t t N
n n n—1 1 n n n—1
< [ mrLolar —ai " ar +q | 7 25 Eolef =3 lar

Thus,

t
m | SS'/ [mptt — |d7’—|—qS—/ Z\m?“—mﬁdT
0 =1

t
+Mr [ Lslle? — o7 dr + gLsTF / Zum%w?*lndr
0 =1
Summing the terms, it holds
al M
ST mitt —mi <8144 N—T / Z|m"+l—m |dT+MTLS(1+q— / an — 2 H|dr.
=1 0

Summarizing, we have

N + N + N
S it — o gcl/ SOt —x?HdT—&—C’z/ S it — mi .
i=1 0 =1

i=1
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and
N + N t N
Z|m?+l —mj| < Cg/ Z|m?+l —m?|d7‘+03/ Z i — 27" ||dr.
i=1 0 =1 0 =1

where Cy = 2N Y228 0y = N(&g 4 2L, X7), C3 = S(1 4+ gNML) and Cy = MrLs(1+ ¢). Let
Uy 1= Zl L ||xn+1 — x| + ZZ N |m"'~'1 mj| for all n € N. Then

¢ ¢
un(t) < AT/ un (7)dr + AT/ Un—1(T)dT
0 0

where Ar := max(C1,C2,C3,C4). From Gronwall’s lemma, for all ¢ € [0,T],

t
un(t) < ATeATT/ Un—1(T)dT
0

which, by recursion, implies
ATeATT)n
sup uo.

un(t) < (
n! [0,T

This is the general term of a convergent series. Thus, for all n,p € N,

n+p—1 N n+p—1
anw—x < > ot —af| < Z ug ——— 0.
k=n i=1 =n mptes

This proves that (z"),ey is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space C([0,T], (R)") for the norm
T SUPyeo, 1) Zivzl |z (). Similarly, (m™)nen is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T],RY) for the norm
M = SUPyeo,7] SN ImP(t)]. One can easily show that their limits (z,m) satisfy the system of
ODEs (3). Furthermore, since the bounds X7 and Mz do not depend on n, it holds ||z;(¢)|| < Xr
and |m;(t)| < My for all ¢t € [0, T] and every ¢ € {1,--- , N}. This concludes the proof of existence.

Let us now deal with uniqueness. Suppose that (x,m) and (p,m) are two couples of solutions
to the Cauchy problem (3) with the same initial conditions (z™,m™). Similar computations to the
ones done previously give

N

S fa(t) ||+Z|mz |<AT/ Zna - \|+Z|mz — pu(r))dr

i=1

By Gronwall’s lemma

Zl\xi(t) Aol +Z|mi(t) —pi(t)| < (Z [[i(0) =y (0)] +Z\mz pi(0)))e** =0

which concludes uniqueness.

A.2 Properties of another numerical scheme

Here, we show that the numerical scheme S introduced in [21] preserves neither mass, nor positivity,
nor total variation.

We remind the definition of the scheme S. For all k € N, let At := 27%T and pk = po. For all
i€{0,---,2F 1}, “?Hl)At is defined from pfa, as:

k
Mﬁ'ﬂ)At = ¢V laday b, + At hlpias).

Let d = 1, and consider a velocity field V[u] and a source term h[u] defined by: for all p € P(R), for
all z e R,

Vi) =@ o) = { S B ) = ([ @) uto)
The vector field is a slightly modified version of (15), where V[u = [; #(z,y)du(y), with ¢(z,y) =
v(z). One can easily show that on a fixed time interval [0, T } h satlsﬁes the assumptions given in
Hyp. 2. Then from Theorem 2, if uo € P.(R), we expect the solution ¢ to the transport PDE with
source (14) to remain a probability measure at all time.

Let po := %(51 +d-1) € P.(R). Initially, the center of mass is fR ydpo(y) = 0. One can compute the
evolution of ug explicitely at each time step iAt. For i =1,

1
phe = 5 (Grear + ALS) = AtS_y +6-1-a0).
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Figure 4: Comparison of the evolutions of x by the two numerical schemes S (left) and S (right) at time
t =0 (red), t = At (blue) and t = 2A¢ (green). Positivity is not preserved in the scheme S. On the
other hand, with S, u* remains a probability measure at all time.

Hence at the first time step, positivity is already lost. We notice that at this stage, the total mass
is conserved as i, (R) = p&(R) = 1, but the total variation is not: |p%,| = 14+ At. The center of
mass is not conserved either: [; yduX,(y) = At.

For i = 2,

1
faar = 5 (F1r2ac + 288 S1pac+ AP (1= Ab) 81 4+ AP (14 At) 61 — 2AL(1 + At) 6—1-ar + 6—1-2a¢).

Again, it holds u5x,(R) = 1, but none of the other quantities are conserved: |usa,| = 1+2(At+ At?)
and fR ydpl. (y) = 2At + 3AL%.
Observe that this numerical scheme also has a dispersive effect, due to the simultaneous treatment
of the transport and source operators. Whereas the transport term correctly transports the Dirac
masses initially located at 1 and —1, the source term creates new Dirac masses along their trajectory.
Hence the solution p¥ A, to the scheme at time nAt is composed of 2(n + 1) Dirac masses instead of
the two Dirac masses composing the exact solution to the PDE.

For comparison, we provide the evolution of o obtained with the scheme S defined in Section
3.2, starting with po = £ (81 + 6-1). It holds

1
NZt = 5((1 + At)o14at + (1 — At)d_1-a¢)

TN %((1 +2At + AL — At — AtYd1par + (=1 — 24t — A + AP+ At)o_1_ons).

Observe that positivity is preserved, as well as the total mass M(Rd). Figure 4 illustrates schematically
the evolutions of po by S and S.
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