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ENTROPIC CHAOS OF MIXED MEAN-FIELD JUMP PROCESSES
TAU SHEAN LIM, SHUONING ZHANG

ABSTRACT. This paper studies a class of mixed mean-field jump processes on an abstract
state space II, together with their associated N-particle systems. The dynamics consist of
the superposition of an independent Markovian component and a bounded mean-field jump
interaction; in particular, piecewise deterministic Markov processes (PDMPs) with mean-
field interactions are covered by this framework. Under a second-order bounded difference
condition on the mean-field jump kernel, we establish entropic propagation of chaos as N —
oo. In particular, we obtain an explicit qualitative bound on the relative entropy between
the law of the N-particle system and the product measure induced by the mean-field limit.
The proof relies on the second-order concentration inequality introduced in [19].

1. INTRODUCTION

Mean-field models describe the macroscopic behavior of large systems of weakly interacting
components and arise naturally in statistical physics, biology, information theory, and the
study of large-scale stochastic networks[37, 45], 44} 30, 6, 27, 40, 3, 33, [7, [39]. In this setting,
one is often interested in understanding how the behavior of an N-particle system approx-
imates that of its mean-field limit as N becomes large. A central concept in this direction
is the propagation of chaos, which asserts that individual particles become asymptotically
independent as N — oo.

One classical example of a mean-field model is the McKean—Viasov diffusion [47, [38]. The
corresponding N-particle system is typically described by the system of stochastic differential
equations: fori=1,2,..., N,

¢ ¢ N
Xi=Xp+ [opcdyas [o(xud)as, >0 ()
0 0 k=1

where {{Bi};>o}Y, are independent Brownian motions, and
b:REx P(RY) - RY  o:RYx P(R?Y) — R

are measurable, measure-dependent drift and diffusion coefficients. For each ¢, the process
{X}}+>0 describes the evolution of the i-th particle in R?, where the coefficients depend on the
empirical distribution p¥ of the entire system. In other words, each particle interacts with
the others only through the current empirical measure, representing a weak and symmetric
mean-field interaction among all particles.

The N-particle system admits a mean-field description, which characterizes the limit-

ing behavior of individual particles as N — oo. In this limit, each particle evolves according
1
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to a nonlinear McKean—Vliasov SDE of the form
t t
X=X+ [ i+ [ o(XL AL gl =law(X)). (1.2
0 0

Compared to , the system (|1.2)) is decoupled in the sense that the coefficients depend only
on the law of the particle itself, rather than on the empirical measure of the finite system.
As a consequence, if the initial states X2, ..., X are i.i.d., then the solutions {X}}:¢ for
t=1,..., N remain independent and identically distributed for all ¢ > 0, each following the
common mean-field law p;.

The first step of the study is to establish the well-posedness of the mean-field equation
. Under the standard assumption that the coefficients b and o are Lipschitz continuous
with respect to both the spatial variable and the measure argument, where the measure
dependence is quantified in the Wasserstein-2 metric W, classical results [45] guarantee the
existence and uniqueness of solutions. More precisely, suppose there exists a constant L > 0
such that for all z,y € R? and pu,v € Py(RY),

|b(z, 1) = by, )| + llo (@, 1) — o(y, V)|l 7 < L(|lz — y| + Wa(p,v)), (1.3)

where || - ||z denotes the Frobenius norm of matrices. Under this condition, for any i.i.d.
initial data X} ~ po, the nonlinear McKean—Vlasov SDE (1.2)) admits a unique solution
{X}i>0, and its law pi evolves continuously in time with respect to the W, metric.

With the well-posedness of the mean-field equation established, the next natural step
is to investigate the relationship between the N-particle system and its mean-field limit.
In particular, one is interested in the propagation of chaos, which describes the phenomenon
that, as N — oo, finite collections of particles {X;}¥, become asymptotically independent
and each follows the law of the limiting nonlinear process {X/}¥,. More precisely, for any
fixed k > 1, the joint law p ¥ € P(I1%) of (X}, ..., XF) converges, as N — 00, to the product
measure p* € P(I1¥), where p; is the law of a single particle in the mean-field limit. The
classical result, due to Sznitman [45], establishes that under the Lipschitz condition ([1.3)) on
the drift and diffusion coefficients, propagation of chaos holds.

The study of mean-field limits and propagation of chaos has classically developed around
McKean—Vlasov dynamics, dating back to McKean’s foundational works and the subsequent
survey tradition [37, B8, 45]. A modern line of results further systematizes these ideas for
stochastic particle systems and Vlasov-type models, including comprehensive reviews and
strong-form criteria [25, 26], 10, 11, BT]. Within this paradigm, the coupling method is par-
ticularly natural in the SDE setting: one constructs a pathwise coupling of two N-particle
systems—e.g., and —by driving them with the same Brownian motions and then
estimates inter-particle distances to show chaos propagation as N — oo [20} 23] [41]. Such
couplings admit quantitative control in Wasserstein distance and related metrics, which is
now a standard tool for stability and convergence of interacting Markov processes [1I, (17, 46].
These techniques extend beyond purely diffusive settings to McKean—Vlasov limits with
jumps or Lévy noise, where coupling-based arguments and Lipschitz/regularity assumptions
yield well-posedness and propagation-of-chaos estimates [2, 15, 9]. For further connections to
control and mean-field games—another vantage point on McKean—Vlasov systems—see [§].
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Mean-field theory has also been studied beyond the classical SDE framework. To treat
a broader class of systems, one can adopt an abstract mean-field generator approach, as
introduced and developed in [10, 36, 41]. In this framework, a mean-field system on a
(Polish) state space II is described by a family of mean-field dependent generators

{E(M)}uep(n)>

where, for each probability measure p € P(II), L(u) is a Markov/Feller generator that
encodes the infinitesimal evolution of a single particle under the influence of the mean-
field p. In other words, given the current distribution of the system, L(u) specifies the
short-time dynamics of a particle, whether via diffusion, jump, or more general stochastic
mechanisms. This abstract formulation allows one to treat a wide variety of dynamics in a
unified way, including classical McKean—Vlasov diffusions, pure jump processes, and piecewise
deterministic Markov processes (PDMPs), without relying on a pathwise SDE representation.
For example, the McKean—Vlasov system given in has the mean-field generator

L(x)f (@) = b, ) - V() + 5 tr oo wote, ) 20 @)], f € CRRY,

In this abstract setting, the N-particle system and the corresponding mean-field process can
be rigorously constructed by solving an associated martingale problem. See Section [2| for
details.

In the abstract generator setting, particularly when no SDE representation is available
and path-level coupling is therefore not applicable, existing results on mean-field theory and
propagation of chaos remain limited due to the inherent difficulties in constructing suitable
couplings. To address this, the recent work [36] by the first author develops a timewise
coupling approach, which establishes the well-posedness and mean-field limit for such abstract
systems without relying on pathwise SDEs.

Beyond the coupling method, several other approaches have been developed to establish
propagation of chaos; for a comprehensive overview, see the review articles [10, [I1] by Chain-
tron and Diez. Among these, the entropy/PDE-based method, introduced by Jabin-Wang
[20] and further developed by Lacker [32], has been particularly influential recently. The key
idea of this approach is to control the relative entropy between the law of the N-particle
system and the product measure of the mean-field limit. By combining this with functional
inequalities or PDE techniques, one can derive quantitative bounds on how well the finite
system approximates the mean-field behavior as N — oo. See also [21], 34] [12] [5], 24] [18], 22],
and the references therein for the recent development using this method.

The objective of the present paper is to establish propagation of chaos for a class of mized
mean-field jump models, as introduced in [10], using this entropy /PDE-based approach. In
the mean-field generator framework, a mixed mean-field jump process on an abstract state
space II is described by the generator

L(p) =K+ A(p),

where K is a Markov generator on II representing the independent evolution of each particle
(which could correspond to drift, diffusion, or other Markovian dynamics), and {A(x)}uepm
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is a mean-field dependent jump generator given by

Ammw»:[jﬂw—w@ﬂMa@mm

with {A(u)}, denoting a mean-field jump kernel that encodes interactions among particles
through the current distribution p. Intuitively, each particle evolves according to its own
independent Markovian behavior through I, while simultaneously interacting with the rest
of the system through jumps dictated by A(u).

Our model naturally encompasses both the mean-field piecewise deterministic Markov pro-
cesses (PDMPs) and mean-field jump processes introduced in [10]. Specifically, if one sets
KC to be the generator of a deterministic dynamical system on II, the resulting process is a
mean-field PDMP, where each particle follows a deterministic flow between stochastic jumps
governed by A(u). On the other hand, setting K = 0 reduces the model to a pure mean-field
jump process, where the particle evolution is entirely driven by the mean-field dependent
jump generator.

A key feature of the mixed mean-field jump model considered here is that the generator
L(p) may depend on the measure p in a nonlinear fashion. This is in contrast to earlier
works employing the entropy/PDE-based approach, where the mean-field generator typically
depends on p only in a linear or affine manner; that is, the generator often takes the averaged
form

cwzﬁaww

for some family of generators {Zz}xeﬂ- To the best of our knowledge, the present paper
establishes the first quantitative entropic propagation of chaos result for a system whose
generator exhibits such a general, nonlinear dependence on the mean-field measure. In fact,
even in the case of a linear, bounded A(u), our result provides the first entropic propagation
of chaos statement in the abstract generator setting, despite the fact that certain special
cases have been previously considered in the literature [35].

Our approach is primarily inspired by the methods of [26,35]. The key idea is to control the

renormalized relative entropy between the density pt N e LY(v®N) of the N-particle system
and the tensorized density pi ) = pN € L' (v®N) of the mean-field limit:

(N)
N) (= (N 1 p
Hu(pr o) = | oY log s v

NHN p(

Our main result is a bound on this quantity of order O(N 1), which directly implies prop-
agation of chaos. To obtain this estimate, we combine a range of functional inequali-
ties—including the data processing inequality, Gibbs’ variational principle, and Gronwall’s
inequality—with a concentration-type inequality for product measures.

The key difference in our approach lies in the concentration inequality employed in the
entropy estimate. In [26] 35], the argument relies on a concentration bound of the form

/exp( Z@xl,%)dp Nzy,...,zn) <C, (1.4)

i#]



5

where (II, p) is a probability space and ® : 12 — R is a bounded measurable kernel satisfying a
suitable cancellation condition. This inequality is inherently linear in the empirical measure.
In fact, in both works the estimate constitutes the main technical component needed
to close the entropy argument.

In contrast, our argument requires a concentration estimate that remains valid for nonlinear
dependence on the empirical distribution. Specifically, we make use of

N
1
/ exp(Z@(wi,p_i)> dp®N(z1,...,25) < C, fhj = —— 0., (1.5)
N X N— 1 — J
i=1 J#i
where © : I x P(II) — R satisfies a cancellation condition together with a second-order
bounded difference property. Observe that (|1.5)) reduces to ((1.4) by taking

Oz, 1) = /H@(fm y) du(y).

Thus, (1.5)) is a genuine generalization of the concentration inequality in [26]. This general-
ization allows us to extend the entropy-based propagation of chaos result to models where
the generator depends on the law in a nonlinear manner.

Our proof of the generalized concentration inequality relies on the recent second—order
concentration inequality obtained by Gotze and Sambale [19]. In [19], this inequality is de-
rived via logarithmic Sobolev inequality, and used to establish exponential concentration
bounds for functionals of independent random variables whose fluctuations are dominated by
second—order interactions, with applications in particular to U-statistics and eigenvalue sta-
tistics in random matrix theory. Hence, the present work provides an additional application
of this second—order concentration inequality to the analysis of interacting particle systems
arising from mean-field models.

Organization. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we formulate the mixed mean-field jump system on the abstract state space II and state the
main assumptions and results of the present work. Our main results are twofold: (1) the
well-posedness of the mean-field evolution equations; and (2) quantitative entropic estimates
comparing the law of the N-particle system with the tensorized density of the mean-field law.
In Section [3] we establish the well-posedness theory. Although the existence and uniqueness
results follow from classical arguments, we provide the proofs for completeness and derive
additional bounds on solutions that are crucial for the propagation of chaos analysis. Section
[] is devoted to establishing propagation of chaos via entropic estimates, with the technical
proof of the generalized concentration inequality deferred to Section [f} In Section [, we
present two examples of mixed mean-field jump systems to which our main results apply.
Finally, the appendix collects the proofs of several auxiliary lemmas used throughout the

paper.
2. SETTINGS AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we introduce the mixed mean-field systems and state the main results
of the present work. We begin by clarifying the general setting and the notations adopted
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throughout the paper. Sections[2.2]and [2.3]are devoted to preliminary materials: we recall the
notions of adjoint Markov semigroups and generators, together with the concept of Markov
jump kernels and several auxiliary results. The constructions of the mixed mean-field jump
processes and their corresponding N-particle systems are presented in Sections and (2.5
respectively. Finally, the main theorems of the paper, Theorems [2.15] [2.19] and [2.22] will be
stated in Sections 2.4] and 2.6

2.1. Settings and Notations. Throughout this paper, we work on a state space (I, B, v),
where Il is a Polish space equipped with its Borel o-algebra B, and v is a finite Borel
measure, referred to as the reference measure. We adopt the following notations for the
associated function and measure spaces:

e P(II): the set of Borel probability measures on II;

e M(II): the (Banach) space of finite signed measures on Il with total variation norm
|-l

o M (II): the space of finite (positive) measures on II;

e B(II): the space of measurable functions on II;

e By(IT): the (Banach) space of bounded measurable functions ¢ : II — R, equipped
with the supremum norm

l¢llo := sup |o(z)[;
xell

e [P(v), p € [1,00]: the usual LP-spaces of p-th integrable functions on II — R;
o J(II): the space of bounded signed kernels on II;

e 7. (II): the space of bounded (positive) kernels on II;

e JP(II): the space of bounded Markov jump kernels on II.

See Section 2.3 for further discussion of kernels.

2.1.1. Notations for pairings. We will frequently use the notion of natural pairing between
measures and functions:

() s M x By(ID) = R, () = / pdpt.
I
The total variation norm for a signed measure p € M(II) satisfies the duality relation

lullrv = sup | (u, ¢) |-
lolloo<1

The pairing between two measurable functions w.r.t. the reference measure v is denoted as

(), B x BA) SR, (), = / b(a)pla)dv(z),

so long as the integral w.r.t. the reference measure v makes sense.
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2.1.2. Notations in High Dimensions. A variable x € II is interpreted as the state of the
evolution system. For a fixed integer N > 1, representing the number of particles in the
system, we define the N-fold product measure space

N

A\

(HN7V)7 V:VN::V®V®"'®D.

Whenever the context is clear (for instance, when N is fixed), we suppress the subscript N
in the tensorized reference measure v for brevity.

Elements of II"V are written in boldface, such as « or y, and represent collective states of
the N-particle system. In particular, for € II"V, we write

x = (x1,T9,...,2N), €I for 1 <k < N.
For x € 1TV and k € {1,2,..., N}, the k-th truncated variable is defined as
T_p = (J}l, co oy L1, Tl - v - ,I’N) S HN_I,

which represents the collective state of the system after removing the k-th particle. Through-
out this work, the convention is that boldface symbols (for example, &, ®, p) denote objects
defined on the product space II"V, while ordinary symbols (for example, z, ¢, p) are reserved
for objects defined on the single-particle space II.

For N > 1, we denote by Py(II) C P(II) the subset of all empirical probability measures
of (N —1) particles, that is,

N-1

. 1
PN(H) = {— 53% P X1, ,TN-1 € H} (21)

e
Il
—

We emphasize that, despite the notation, the subscript N refers to empirical measures of
(N —1) particles. This convention is adopted to simplify later expressions, as the (N —1)-
particle case arises frequently in the analysis.

We also introduce the empirical measure operator

N
~ 1 ~
W " — PN(H)> IU(ZB) - N £ 5Ik € PN+1(H)7

N>1 N>2

which assigns to each configuration the empirical distribution of its components. In the
description of our mean-field model, the empirical measure formed by a truncated variable
x_}, is frequently used:

N
1 ~
i) = 57— é;ﬂ 0z, € Pn(ID),

representing the mean-field generated by all particles except the k-th.
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2.2. Adjoint Markov semigroups. In this work we are interested in those Markov semi-
groups {T}}+>0 whose adjoint defines a strongly continuous (Cy-) semigroup on L'(v), i.e.,
the formal adjoint 7}, for each ¢ > 0, preserves absolute continuity of probability measures
w.r.t. the reference measure v. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 2.1 (Adjoint Markov semigroup and generator). Let (II,7) be a finite measure
space.
(i) An adjoint Markov semigroup on L'(v) is a Cy-semigroup {S; }¢>0 on L*(v) satisfying:
e (Positivity). If p > 0, then Sip > 0 for all ¢ > 0;
e (Mass conservation). For all p € L'(v),

/Stpduz/pdu.
1 1

(ii) The infinitesimal generator associated with {S;};>o is the (typically unbounded) op-
erator K* on L'(v) defined by

Shp —p

K*p :=lim ———"  whenever the strong limit in L'(v) exists.

hN\O
Its domain D(K*) consists of all p € L'(v) for which the above limit exists.
(iii) Any operator C* that arises as the infinitesimal generator of an adjoint Markov semi-
group on L'(v) is called an adjoint Markov generator.

Adjoint Markov semigroups arise naturally as the dual semigroup of a Markov semigroup
{T}}+>0 admitting a transition kernel {k(z, dy) }1>0. For each t > 0, the operator T} : B(II) —
B(II) acts on bounded measurable functions by

Tip(z) = / o) ol dy).

The corresponding (formal) dual semigroup acts on the space of signed measures via the left
action (see the coming subsection)
T/ (1] = k.
When this dual semigroup preserves absolute continuity with respect to a reference measure v
and is strongly continuous on the space of L!(v)-densities, it is an adjoint Markov semigroup.
The following provides a characterization of adjoint Markov generators, which is a direct
consequence of [43] Corollary 2.3].

Proposition 2.2. Let {S;}i>0 be a Cy-semigroup on L'(v), and let (K*, D(K*)) denote its
infinitesimal generator. The following statements are equivalent:

o {Si}i>0 is an adjoz'nt Markov semigroup;
o for every p € D(K*), the following conditions hold:

/ K*pdv =0, / K*pdv <0. (2.2)
{p>0}

Remark 2.3. In (2.2), the first condition expresses mass conservation, while the second
corresponds to the positive mazimum principle.
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We often assume the following bounded growth condition for an adjoint Markov generator:
(K1) We have 1 € D(K*), and it holds |[IC*1|| fee(,) < 00.

The bounded growth condition ensures that the semigroup generated by X* does not amplify
the density too rapidly in an exponential sense. The next proposition makes this statement
precise by providing a logarithmic bound. Its proof is elementary and can be found as a
special case of Proposition which treats a more general setting.

Proposition 2.4. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L*(v) satisfying . Let py €
LY (v) with ||1log(po)|| 1@y < 0o. Then it holds ||log(e™ po)|lr=w) < ||1og(po)||l L) + Mt,
where M = ||K*1|| Lo (1) -

2.3. Markov jump kernels, jump generators, and adjoint. We now provide a more
detailed discussion of kernels, Markov jump kernels, and jump generators, since these objects
play a central role in this work. For a detailed discussion we point the readers to [4] [16] 28].

2.3.1. The space of bounded signed kernels. Let (II,B) be a measurable space. A signed
kernel is a map A : (II, B) — (—o0, 00) such that

e for every E € B, the map = — A(z, E) is measurable;
e for each z € II, the map £ — A(x, F') is a bounded signed measure on (II, ).

A positive kernel, or simply kernel, is defined similarly, except the second condition is replaced
by:

e for each z € II, the map £ — A(x, F') is a bounded positive measure on (II, B).
Alternatively, a signed kernel may be regarded as a map
AT — M(TD), z— Ax) = Az, dy),

while a positive kernel is a map A : IT — M (IT). Clearly every positive kernel is a signed
kernel.

Definition 2.5 (The space of bounded kernels). A signed kernel A : IT — M(II) is bounded
if

[All7 == Sup [A(z, ) lry < oo. (2.3)
J(IT) denotes the Banach space of all bounded signed kernels with norm given in (2.3). Let
J+(IT) € J(IT) denote that of all positive kernels, which forms a positive cone in J(II).

For every bounded positive kernel A € J, (II), one defines two natural actions. The right
action on measurable functions ¢ and the left action on measures u:

(Ap)(x) i=/90(y) Az, dy), — (pA)(E) iZ/A(%E)u(dw)-

i i
These actions satisfy the duality relation

(1A, o) = (1, Ap).
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If o, u are bounded, namely ¢ € By(II), n € M(II), then so are Ay € By(IT), uA € M(II).
Moreover, the following bounds hold for all ¢ € B,(Il), p € M(II) and A € J(1I):

[A@lloe < [[All7 llolloe,  luAllry < [[A[lg el (2.4)

2.3.2. Markov jump kernels. A Markov jump kernel A is a positive kernel with the additional
property that no mass is assigned to the starting point, namely

o for all z € I, A(z,{z}) = 0.

As introduce earlier, we denote J{(II) C J,(II) the set of all bounded Markov jump kernels
on II. Given such a kernel, one defines the associated Markov jump generator A = Ay as
the operator acting on bounded measurable functions ¢ € B,(II) by

Ap(z) = / o) — o(@)] Aw,dy), eIl (2.5)

We denote Ay to stress this dependency.
If the jump kernel A has bounded intensity, in the sense of (2.3, then we have

Ap(x) = Ap(x) — Az, (). (2.6)

In this case we say A is a bounded Markov jump generator. Specifically, the generator A is
bounded on B,(II) and therefore gives rise to a Markov semigroup {7;};>0 on B(II). The
semigroup admits a transition kernel x;(x, dy) such that

Typ() = / o) re(rdy), € By(TI),

and A serves as the infinitesimal generator of this semigroup. In this way, every Markov
jump kernel with bounded intensity generates a transition kernel.

Given a bounded Markov jump generator A = A, with A € J}(II), following (2.6) the left
action of Markov jump generator Ay onto measures p € M(II) is naturally defined as

pA = pA — Az, 1) . (2.7)

Specifically A(z, IT)p is understood as A(z, IT)u(dz). We note uA is a signed measure, and
the duality relation holds: for any ¢ € By(I), p € M(II) it holds

(A, ) = (i, Ap) .

Recall the total variation—type distance between two bounded Markov jump kernels A, © €
J{(II), defined in (2.3)),

IA =Bl := sup [|A(z) = O(@)]zv.

The functional || - || 7 is in fact a norm on the space of bounded kernels. It induces a natural
metric structure and provides convenient operator bounds for the associated jump generators.
The following proposition records these bounds; the proof is straightforward and thus omitted.
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Proposition 2.6. Let Ay and Ao be the bounded Markov jump generators associated with
A and ©. Then for any ¢ € By(11),

[(Ax = Ae)¢llo < 2[[A = Ol l¢]lo-
Also for any p € M(IT), we have

lp(Ax = Ao)llrv < 2[|A =Bl [[o]lrv-

2.3.3. Adjoint kernels and adjoint generators. As seen earlier, the left action of A defines a
bounded operator on the space of signed measures, M(II) — M(II). In this work we are
primarily interested in the evolution of measures that admit a density with respect to a fixed
reference measure v. For a more refined analysis, it is desirable that the left-action operator
extends to a bounded operator A* on L*(v) C M(II), where we identify p € L'(v) with the
measure pdv € M(II). Since A is defined as an integral operator with respect to the kernel
A, it is natural to begin with the notion of the adjoint kernel.

Definition 2.7 (Adjoint jump kernel). Let A € J(II) be a positive kernel. Given a reference
measure v on II, we say A* € JT(II) is the adjoint kernel of A w.r.t. v if it holds

A(z,dy)v(dx) = A*(y,dx)v(dy), (2.8)

Note the above is understood as an equality of measures on II?. That is, for every bounded
measurable F' € B,(I1%), we have

[ P Medi) vide) = [ Fa) A (o) vidy).

Example 2.8 (Reversible case). If A = A*, then (2.8) reduces to the detailed balance con-
dition, which arises in the study of reversible Markov processes. In this case, the operator
¢ — Ay is self-adjoint in L?(v).

Example 2.9 (Absolutely continuous kernels). Suppose A is absolutely continuous with
respect to v, i.e.

Az, dy) = Maz,y)v(dy),
for some nonnegative measurable function A : II* — [0, 00). Then the adjoint kernel is given
explicitly by

Ay, dx) = My, z) v(dz).
In particular, if A is symmetric, A(z,y) = A(y,x), then A = A* and hence A satisfies the
detailed balance condition.

A technical question arises: given a reference measure v, does a positive kernel A admits
an adjoint jump kernel A*. We provide a characterization for the existence, whose proof is
given in the appendix.

Proposition 2.10. A bounded positive kernel A € J, (I1) admits a bounded adjoint kernel
A* with respect to the reference measure v if and only if

d(vA) = Ndv with X € L'(v), A > 0.
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that is, the measure vA is absolutely continuous with respect to v with density A € L*(v). In
this case, the adjoint kernel A* is uniquely determined v-a.e., and moreover

Al = M 2o -

Suppose A admits an adjoint kernel A* with respect to v. Given p € L'(v), and abusing
notation write p(dz) = p(x)v(dz). By Tonelli/Fubini (justified since A is a bounded jump
kernel and p € L'(v)), for any ¢ € By(II) we have

(oA, ) = {p, Ag) = / Ap(z) pla) (de)
= [ o) Awdy) pla) i) = [ o) plo) (o) )
- [ ( e A*(y,dx>) i) = [ o) (A0 vld) = (4. )

Hence the measure pA has density A*p with respect to v. The identity above is the key
ingredient in the proof of the two next propositions, which identifies the L'(v)-adjoint of the
jump generator A, .

Proposition 2.11. Let A € JY(II) be a bounded Markov jump kernel admitting an adjoint
kernel A*. Let A = A, denote the jump generator associated with A. Then the operator A*
defined by

A*(p) := Np— Az, IT)p, p€ L' (v), (2.9)
is the L*(v)-adjoint of A, in the sense that for all p € L>=(v) and p € L'(v),
(0, Ap), = (A'p, 9),-
Furthermore, A* is a bounded linear operator on L*(v) satisfying
A 21wy < 20A 7.

Finally, A* is an adjoint Markov generator on L*(v). If additionally A* has bounded intensity,
e., [A*|l7 < oo, then A* extends to a bounded linear operator on L*®(v) — L*>®(v), with
bound

A | 2o @) s 20y < A7 + [[A7]| 7

Proof. The duality is proved in the paragraph before the proposition. The L'(v) — L'(v)
bound follows direction from (2.7)), while the L>°(v) — L*(v) bound follows from (2.9) O

Proposition 2.12. Let A, A € J(II) and assume they admit adjoint kernels A*) A*. Let
Ay, Ax be their adjoint operators as in [2-9). Then for every p € L'(v),

| AL (P) = AR (D)) < 2/ IA(z 2, )lev [p()] dv(z).

In particular,
AR = Aflliw)srie) < 204 = Al
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Proof. Fix ¢ € L*>(v) with |||z~ < 1. Observe that
[((Ax = AZ)p, ©)u] = [p, (Ax — Ax)0)|

/Hp(ﬂf)/n(so(y) — (@) [A(x, dy) — Az, dy))dv(x)

< / 1p()]
<2 / @ 1Az, ) — Az, ) v (z).

In the last inequality we use the bound | (i, p) | < ||@|lrs|li|lrv. The L'-bound then follow
from L'-L> duality. U

dv(z)

/H (o) — o)Az, dy) — Az, dy)]

2.4. Mixed mean-field jump processes: evolution equations and its well-posedness.
We now introduce the notion of mized mean-field jump processes. Simply put, it is a Markov
process obtained by superposing a mean-field jump component with an independent Markov
component, which may correspond to a diffusion, drift, or jump mechanism. At the genera-
tor level, such a process is governed by the sum of an independent Markov generator and a
mean-field jump generator.

2.4.1. Mean-field jump kernels, generators, and evolution equations. Let us begin by recalling
the notion of mean-field jump generators, as developed in [10].

Definition 2.13 (Mean-field jump kernels and generators). (i) A mean-field jump kernel is
a map
AP — JUID), e Ap) = Az, dy; ).

In particular, for each z € II, p € P(II), and E € B(II), the object A(n) € JP(II) is
a bounded jump kernel, A(z;u) € M (II) is a positive measure, and A(z, F;u) € [0,00)
denotes the jump intensity measure of the set F.

(ii) The associated mean-field jump generator A = Ay is defined as in (2.5). For any test
function ¢ € B(II), we write

Alg; 1)(x) = Anoolz) = / [o(y) — o(x)] Az, dy; ).

(iii) In the case where, for each pu € P(II), the operator A(p) admits a well-defined L!(v)-
adjoint, we denote this adjoint by A*(u). The operator A*(u) then acts as a bounded operator
from L'(v) to L'(v). For any p € L'(v), we use the notation

At (ps ) i= A" ()p = N (1) (p) — Az, T0) p € L' (v),

The mixed mean-field process {X;};>¢ is a (typicaly nonlinear) Markov process on II char-
acterized at the generator level by

L(p) =K+ A(p), (2.10)

where K denotes the generator of an independent (single-particle) Markov process, and
{A(p)},, is the mean-field jump generator associated with the mean-field jump kernel {A(y)},,.
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At the process level, {X;}+>0 evolves as the superposition of two dynamics: the independent
Markov dynamics driven by K, and the mean-field jump mechanism encoded by A(j;), where
;= law(X;) denotes the distribution of the process at time .

To recover the process from the generator, one follows the classical martingale problem for-
mulation for nonlinear Markov processes. Specifically, the mixed mean-field process {X; }s>o
is defined as a solution to the following nonlinear martingale problem: for all test functions

¢ € D(K),

MY = o(X;) — /Ot [Ko(X,) + Alp; 1s)(Xs)] ds, s = law(X,) (2.11)

is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration of {X;};>0. The well-posedness of this
martingale problem holds under fairly general assumptions on the generators IC and {A(u)},,.
See [106, 29].

The law of the process, assuming it admits a density with respect to the reference measure
v, is governed by the nonlinear Fokker—Planck equation

{&sﬂt = K*pe + A*(pi; pr), t >0,

oo € P(ID) A L1 (0) (212)

where K* and A*(p) denote the L'(v)-adjoints of the operators K and A(u), respectively.
Equation (2.12)) will be referred to as the mean-field evolution equation associated with the
mixed mean-field jump process. The well-posedness of (in an appropriate weak sense)
is closely linked to that of the martingale problem . We shall next examine this property
in more detail. We also remark that the recent work [36] establishes well-posedness under
the Wasserstein topology on P(II).

Let us assume K* is an adjoint Markov generator, namely, the generator of an adjoint
Markov semigroup on L'(v). We impose the following assumption on the mean-field jump
kernel A : P(IT) — J(II):

(A1) (Bounded intensity and Lipschitz continuity). The kernel A(x) admits a uniform

bounded intensity, that is, it holds
My = sup Ay < .
peP(IT)
Moreover, for each p € P(II), A() admits an adjoint kernel A*(p). Moreover, there
is C' > 0, for every p, p’ € P(II) N L*(v), it holds

1A(p) = APl < Cllo = Pllr).
(A2) (Bounded adjoint intensity). The adjoint kernel A* satisfies the bound

Mi = sup A1)l < oo,
peP(II)

Remark 2.14. A consequence of [(Al)] together with Propositions [2.11} is that the
L'(v)-adjoint A*(u) = A(u)* exists, and is bounded on L'(v) — L'(v) with bound

LA ()l 1y pr e < 2[A0)[l7 < 2Ma.
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and Lipschitz continuous with bound
A1) = A" () L3220 < 20AG) = Alo)lg < 2C Tt = pllzaco.
Similarly if is satisfied, then Proposition implies
A ()l < A7 + A ()l < My + M3,

We now introduce some notions of solutions associated to the Cauchy problem ([2.12) in
the framework of semigroup theory. For T € (0,00), a curve {p;}s>0 C C([0,T]; L'(v)) is
called a mild solution of (2.12)) if it satisfies

t
o =™ po —|—/ eI A (pgi ps)] ds,  for all t € [0, 7).
0

It is said to be a classical solution if t — p; is continuously differentiable in L!(v) and satisfies
the evolution equation pointwise in time. Note that every classical solution to (2.12))
is a mild solution.

We now state the well-posedness of the mean-field evolution equation , together with
a linear-in-time growth bound for the logarithmic oscillation of its solutions. For notational
convenience, we introduce the oscillation norm of a function f : II — R:

A(f) = esssup [f(x) — f(y)] € [0, 00]. (2.13)

z,y€ell
Note that A(f) < oo if and only if || f||zeq) < o0.

Theorem 2.15. Let IC* be an adjoint Markov generator, {A(p)},, be a mean-field jump kernel
satisfying [(A1), and {A*(p)}, be the associated adjoint mean-field jump generator.

(i) For every po € L'(v), the Cauchy problem ([2.12) of the mean-field equation admits a
unique global mild solution {p;} € C(|0,00); L'(v)).

(1) Assume additionally py € D(K*). Then the mild solution to s a classical
solution.

(111) Suppose KC* satisfies and A satisfies|(A2). Let {p:} be the global mild solution of
(2.12). It holds for allt > 0:

A(logp) < Alog po) +2Mt, M := Su%))”IC*(l)_’_A*(l;M)”LOO(u)-
peP(II

Let us briefly comment on the linear-in-time bound for the logarithmic oscillation. The
estimate in Part (iii) above is vacuous if A(logpy) = oo. The essential content is that,
whenever the initial logarithmic density has bounded oscillation, its oscillation can grow at
most linearly in time. This control is particularly useful when deriving entropy estimates for
solutions evolved under the mean-field dynamics.

The well-posedness of the Cauchy problem , on the other hand, follows from the
standard theory of abstract Cauchy problems on Banach spaces. For completeness, a short
proof is provided in Section [3|
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2.4.2. Empirical jump kernels/generators. In the upcoming subsections, when an N-particle
system for a fixed N > 2 is considered, the dynamic of a single particle depends only on the
“mean-field” formed by the empirical distribution of the remaining N — 1 particles. Thus,
only the restriction of £(u) to empirical measures u € Py(II) C P(II) is relevant, where
Px () denotes the collection of all empirical probability measures on II formed by (N — 1)
particles, as introduced in ([2.1))

Definition 2.16 (Empirical jump kernel and generators). Fix N > 2. An N-particle empir-
tcal jump kernel is a map

A Py (D) — JO(IT).

Notations for the associated generators such as A(p; ), A*(p; p), for ¢ € B(IT),p € L'(v)
and p € Py(II) are defined in the same way as in Definition [2.13]

Remark 2.17. An alternative view of A is that A : [IN~! — J9(II), where A satisfies the
invariant under coordinate permutation: for any permutation o on {1,--- N — 1},

A(xy, 29, s 2n—1) = MTo(1), To(),  +  To(N-1))-

We caution the reader about the distinction between the mean-field jump kernel A :
P(II) — JY(II) (see Definition and the empirical jump kernel A : Py(IT) — JO(I1),
although the notation is identical. In particular, given a mean-field jump kernel A, its re-
striction to Py (II) C P(II) defines an N-particle empirical jump kernel. Conversely, starting
from an empirical kernel A defined on Py (IT), one can associate a corresponding mean-field
kernel, denoted by A, as follows.

Definition 2.18 (Averaged mean-field jump kernel). Let A : Py (II) — JY(II) be an empir-
ical jump kernel. B
(i) The averaged mean-field jump kernel A : II — JP(II) is defined by

Maadyip) = [ Modyip(u)) d” V). () = 5 3 0 € Pa(ID.

That is, A(p) is the average of A(u(y)) with respect to the tensorized law p®™N =1 (dy).
(ii) The associated averaged mean-field jump generator is given by

Alg; p)(a) = / [o(y) — p(@)] dA(z dyip) = | Al pl())(@) dp® VD (y).

IIN-1

(iii) If A(x) admits an adjoint kernel for each p € Pn (1), the averaged adjoint mean-field
generator A* is defined similarly as Definition [2.13(iii). Note that it holds

A (p'p) = A*(ps () (@) dp® NV (y).

IN-1

Given an N-particle empirical kernel {A(u)},cp, ), We introduce the corresponding av-
eraged dynamics, governed by the evolution equation associated with the averaged adjoint
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mean-field jump generator {A* (1)} epm:
Oy = K*pp + A*(pe; i), t >0,
po € P(IT) N L (v).
We refer to (2.14) as the averaged mean-field equation associated with the N-particle mixed
mean-field jump system. This equation serves as a key object in our analysis, particularly in
establishing the entropic estimates for the N-particle mean-field dynamics.

To discuss the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem ([2.14]), we impose the following as-
sumptions on the N-particle empirical kernel. They are parallel to [(A1)} [(A2)] except that
it is restricted to p € Py (II).

(A1) (Bounded intensity). The kernel A(x) admits a uniformly bounded intensity:

(2.14)

My= swp Ay < .
puePN(I1)
Moreover, for each pu € Py(I1), A() admits an adjoint kernel A*(p).
(A2) (Bounded adjoint intensity). The adjoint kernel {A*(x)}, admits the bound
M= swp ()]l < oo
pePN(I1)
We now state the well-posedness and linear-in-time growth bound for the logarithmic

oscillation of solutions to (2.14)), in parallel with Theorem [2.15, This result follows directly
from Theorem [2.15, whose proof will be presented in Section [3]

Theorem 2.19. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L*(v), and let {A()} emy m e
an N-particle empirical jump kernel satisfying Condition with corresponding adjoint
jump generator {A* (1)} ,cpy -

(i) For every py € P(I1) N L' (v), the Cauchy problem to the averaged mean-field equation
(2.14) admits a unique mild solution {p;}i>o.

(11) If additionally py € D(K*), then the mild solution {p;}+>o is classical.

(i1i) Assume K* satisfies|(K1) and|(A2) holds. Then the mild solution {p;}+~o satisfies for
allt > 0:

A(log pr) < A(log po) +2Mt, M := sup [K*(1) +A"(L; p)|lew)-
n€Py (IT)

Specifically the bound holds with M = ||[IC*(1)||pee + My + My, where Ma, M} > 0 are from
Conditions (A2)

2.5. Mean-field N-particle systems. Given N > 1 and a mean-field dependent generator
of the form

L(p) = K+ Alp),
where K is a Markov generator and {A(u)} uepy(m denotes a family of mean-field Markov

jump generators, one can associate an N-particle system represented by the IIV-valued
Markov process

{X}ez0 = {(X/) ., X)) beso,
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where, for each 1 < k < N, the coordinate process {X}};>¢ describes the state of the k-th
particle. In what follows, we describe the dynamics of { X;}¢>0 through its adjoint generator
L = L};. We note that this construction extends to more general classes of generators (see
[10, 36]), although we focus here on the case of mixed mean-field jump processes. Throughout
the discussion, we assume the empirical jump kernel satisfies Condition .
The dynamics of the full N-particle system are described by the generator L* = L}, on

the space LY(ITV,v), v = v®N which takes the form

N

No= D (e AV,

k=1
For each 1 <k < N, KZ*N(k), Aj\;k) in the summation are generators on II"V corresponding to
the action of the single-particle description applied to the k-th particle in the system. The
precise definition is given as follows.

Let us begin with the case k = 1, i.e., the generator acting on the first particle. Before
that let us recall the convention of boldface symbol from Section [2.1.2] such as z,II, ®, p,

for variables in high dimensions. K}k\gl) is defined by
N-1
K:*(l) — K*
W= ele oI,
That is, K}k\ﬁl) is the adjoint generator KC* acting on the first coordinate (or particle), repre-

senting the evolution of the first particle under the Markov generator K while keeping the
remaining (N — 1) coordinates fixed.

Let us next define AR, For p € L'(v) and @ = (21, @_1) € IT x IV, we define
A pl() = A (p(- ) ) ().

That is, for each fixed x_; € IV~ we regard the map x; — p(z;,2_1) as a function in
LY(IT) (note by Fubini’s theorem this functions is in L'(v) for vy_j-a.e. ;@_; € TIV71). We
then apply the adjoint mean-field generator A*(u(x_;))—with

N
1 .
1) = g > 4., € Py(ID)
k=2

the empirical measure formed by the remaining particles—to this function. Concretely, writ-
ing as an integral operator of its associated adjoint mean-field jump kernel A*(x), which

exists by Condition [(A1)] In light of (2.9), we have for p € L'(v):
(AN p) () = / p(yr, z 1) N (1, dys; (@ 1)) — A, T p(z 1)) pla) (2.15)
1T
_ / p()A" D (@, dy) — AD (2, TTV)p(x),
HN

where A, A* are jump kernels given by
A(l) (wa dy) = A((L’l, dyh :u(w—l)) ® 69:717 A*(l) (1:, dy) = A*(xb dyb M(w—l)) ® 69371
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Specifically, AV (x), A" (x) are both measures supported on the set II x {(zs,...,zy5)} C
IIV. From a process perspective, this means that when a jump occurs, only the first
coordinate—corresponding to the first particle—changes, while all the other coordinates re-
main fixed. One may easily verify that A*(" is the L'(v)-adjoint kernel of AW,

The descriptions of IC*N(k) and Aj\;k) are identical to the case £ = 1 above, except that
the mean-field generator or jump kernel acts on the k-th coordinate. An efficient way to
define these operators is via the action of coordinate permutations. Let o : {1,2,..., N} —
{1,2,..., N} be a permutation, i.e., a bijection. Given a function p € L'(v), we define the
action of o on p by

(op)(x1, 72, ..., 7N) = P(To(1): Ta@2), - - > Ta(N))-

For 1 < k < N, let 0} denote the permutation that interchanges 1 and k. In particular, o
is the identity permutation. Then we define

KW =o' kWMo, AW =6 AMs (2.16)
Explicitly, for 1 < k < N,
K}‘\;k) — 81 g jo* g [OIN—F),

Summing over all particle indices £ = 1,..., N, we obtain the full generator of the mean-
field N-particle system:
N N
% — x(1 *(1 *(k *(k * *
vi= Y o KN A o = Y (P + AY) = 1y + Ay (2.17)
k=1 k=1

We refer to L as the adjoint generator of the mean-field N -particle system associated with
the mean-field generator £*(1) = K* + A*(u). By an entirely analogous construction, one
obtains the corresponding forward generator £x. Once the superposition generator Ly is
defined, the N-particle process {X;}i>0 can be characterized as the (unique) solution to the
martingale problem: for every test function ¢ € D(Ly),

M? = p(X / Lyp(X is a martingale.

We have now constructed the adjoint generator L of the N-particle system. A natural
question is whether this operator indeed generates an adjoint Markov semigroup on L'(v).
The answer is affirmative, following a classical perturbation result from semigroup theory.
From we recall that L3, = ICy + A}y. The operator KCy is the generator of the tensor
product adjoint Markov semigroup

KN = KT gL g etk
Hence IC}y is an adjoint Markov generator. Moreover, for each k, by Proposition m
and [(A1)] the operator A} is bounded on L!(v), with

N
AN Lt )21 ) < Z LA i) < 2) AP ; < 2N My, (2.18)

k=1
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Similarly, if |((A2)| holds, then Proposition implies

N
AN [ oo @)= L2 w) < Z LA e wysroow) < D (AP 7 + [|A D7) < N(M + My).
k=1
By the bounded perturbatzon theorem for Cy-semigroups (see, e.g., [14], 42]), it follows that
% generates a strongly continuous semigroup {4~} on L(v). Furthermore, both the
mass conservation and the positive maximum principle are preserved under finite summation
of generators. Hence, by the characterization in Proposition , the semigroup {e‘“¥};5q is
indeed an adjoint Markov semigroup.

Proposition 2.20. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v), {A(u )} uepnn be
a mean-field jump kernel satisfying and {A*(M)}uepw be its adjoint Markov jump

generator. Then the operator LY generates an adjoint Markov semigroup {et*~ };5o on L'(v).

2.6. Entropic estimate of the law of mean-field N-particle systems. Our main result
on entropic propagation of chaos is established within the empirical framework. Recall that
the well-posedness of the mean-field evolution equation requires only a pointwise bound on
the kernel A, valid for each p € P(II) (or pu € Py(II)). However, such a condition alone is
insufficient to guarantee propagation of chaos. For this, additional regularity with respect to
perturbations of y € Py(IT) is needed.

Intuitively, changing a single particle in the mean-field empirical measure, say replacing
1y by o, alters the empirical distribution by an amount of order N~!, which in turn induces
a perturbation of comparable size in the kernel A. This requirement is referred to as the
first-order bounded difference condition. Moreover, in order to control entropy dissipation,
we also need a stronger property, the second-order bounded difference condition, formulated
below.

In what follows, expressions of the forms

p=0+ 550, =0+ 550 +4y),

are always understood as p, i/ € Py(Il), with o the empirical measure formed by N — 2
particles in the first case, and ¢’ that formed by N —3 particles in the second case. Specifically
o has total mass 1 — (N —1)7!, and ¢’ has 1 — 2(N — 1)1

Let us assume the following bounded difference conditions: there is a constant © > 0 such
that the following holds.

irst-order bounded difference condition). For any x1,27] € 11, i
A3) (Fi der bounded di diti Fi 1 e 1l if
M_U+ 51717 N(l)za—i_ﬁ(smﬁ’
then for T = A, A*, it holds:
)

< .

)HJ - N-1

A4) (Second-order bounded difference condition). For any xq, x), xo, x}, € 11, if
1 2

/vL:U—i_ﬁ((sxl +5gc2), M(L?) :U—i_ﬁ((sx’l +5x’2)7

[0 () = T ()
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V=04 50 +6m), p® =0+ 500 +0a),
then, for T = A, A*, it holds:
)
Y(p) — T(p®) = Y(®) + 1 (Et2)] . < .
| T(1) = T(pD) = T () + T, < D)

Conditions [(A3)| and |(A4)| may be interpreted as discrete analogues of, respectively, a
Lipschitz-type regularity and a second-order Lipschitz (or quadratic displacement) regularity
of the map p — Y(u) with respect to the total variation norm. The following proposition
provides natural sufficient conditions on a mean-field jump kernel ensuring that these discrete
bounds hold for empirical measures.

Proposition 2.21. Let {Y ()} cpan be a mean-field jump kernel.
(i) If T is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the total variation, that is, if there ezists
©’ > 0 such that for all pg, 1 € P(II),

1T (o) = T(pa)llg < O'llpo = piallv,

then the restriction Y|p ) satisfies Condition .

(11) Suppose that T satisfies the second-order bounded displacement condition with respect
to the total variation: there exists © > 0 such that for all py, u1 € P(II) and all t € [0, 1],

@/
[0 (e) = (1= )T (o) = 0 () || < 4L = 1) llpo = puallos e = (1= E)po + tpn,
then the restriction Y|p ) satisfies Condition .

Proof. (i) This follows directly from the observation that for p € 75N(H) and M as in ,
one has ||p — pWlry < 2.
(ii) Let 1, uM, 1@, 12 be as in [([Ad)l Set po = 1, py = p?, and fig = V), fiy = p®.

Observe that the interpolations p; = (1 — ¢)po + tpq and fiy = (1 — t)fio + tfiy coincide at
t = 1. Using this and rewriting the second-order difference in |(A4)| as the difference of the

two midpoint deviations, we obtain

10 (k) = L(uM) = T(u®) + L) 7 <2

5T (ko) + 3T (1) — T y2) 7

2 10 (0) + 3 () = Y| -

By the second-order displacement condition,

@/
H%T(,uo) + 3T () — T(M1/2)HJ < g”ﬂo — |3,

and similarly for the tilde terms. Since ||po — u1[|rv = 57 (the two empirical measures differ
by two atoms of mass ﬁ), and the same bound holds for jig, fi;, we obtain
80/ 80’

1T (1) — T(H(l)) - T(M(Q)) + T(M(I’Q))”J < (N —1)? < (N —1)(N—2)

This proves Condition |[(A4)| 0
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Our main result provides an estimate on the renormalized relative entropy between the
probability densities p, = e'*~ p,, and the tensorized law p, = pi°", where {p; };>0 denotes the
solution of the averaged mean-field equation (2.14)). For two densities p, o € P(IIV)NL (vy),
the renormalized relative entropy is defined by

1 1
HMNW%:NMNWFﬁﬂLfb4£MW~

As mentioned earlier, the averaged mean-field equation (2.14) describes the mean dynamics
of the N-particle system. Our main estimate below shows that, under Assumptions
and [(A4)], the law p, remains close to the tensorized averaged law p, in the entropic sense.

Theorem 2.22 (Entropic estimate). Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator satisfying[(K1),
{A(W)} epym e an N-particle empirical jump kernel, and assume Conditions |(A1)H(A4)
hold for some constants My, Mx,© > 0. Let L*(u) = K* + A*(u) and denote L = LY the
associated adjoint generator of the N -particle system as in .

Let py € P(ITY) N LY(v) and py € N(IT) N L*(v), and assume

pologp, € L' (v), A(log pg) < o0.

Set p, = e p, and let {p;}i>0 be the mild solution to the averaged mean-field equation
[2.14). Define the product law p, := p&~. Then, for any T > 0, there is B = By depending
on T, ||IC¥1|| poo, Mp, M}, © and A(log po), such that the following relative entropy estimate
holds:

_ _ log?2 [efT —1
sup (o, 12 < Moy o)™ + 1% ( .
te[0,T] B

2.7. Propagation of chaos of mixed mean-field systems. Let us now address the prop-
agation of chaos for our mean-field model. Fix N > 1 and consider a permutation-invariant
probability density p™), that is, for every permutation o : {1,..., N} — {1,..., N}, we have

P(N)(fh Loy ..., TN) = P(N)(%(l), Zo(2)- - - 7ZEU(N))~

Informally, a sequence of probability densities {p™)}y>; is said to be chaotic if, as N —
00, the particles become asymptotically independent—mnamely, if p*) approaches a product
measure in the appropriate sense. A dynamics is said to exhibit propagation of chaos if this
asymptotic independence, when present at the initial time, is preserved (or propagated) at
later times. The precise definitions are given below.

Definition 2.23 (Chaos). Let (II,v) be a measure space, and denote vy, for N > 1, the
N-fold product measure on ITV. Let p € P(II) N L'(v) be a probability density, and for
N > 1, let p™) € P(IIV) N LY (vy) be permutation- invariant probability densities on the
product space IT%V.

(i) We say the sequence {p™}y is L' p-chaotic if it holds for all £ > 1 that

P(N‘k) — P®k n Ll(Vk)a where for N > Fk, P(N|k)(33k) = / P(N)(wk,wak)dVka(wak)-

1INk
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(ii) We say the sequence {p™ 1}y is entropic p-chaotic if it holds
lim Hy (p™]|p*N) = 0.
N—o0

Definition 2.24 (Propagation of chaos). For each N > 1, let { X }iepp,r) be a permutation-
invariant Markov process on I1V, with {pEN)}tZO being its density w.r.t. vy. Let {p}icpon

be a curve of probability densities. We say the sequence {{ X },50}y>1 of Markov processes

exhibits the L' (resp. entropic) propagation of chaos (w.r.t. {p;}tejor) if the following holds.
If the initial law pl()N) is L' (resp. entropic) po-chaotic, then for each t € [0, 77, the law pN)

is L' (resp. entropic) p;-chaotic.
Remark 2.25. We note entropic chaos (and hence entropic propagation of chaos) implies

L'-chaos (and hence L' propagation of chaos). This follows as a consequence of Pinsker
inequality. See the proof of Corollary [2.26]

Recall that the entropic estimate in Theorem [2.22| is stated for the N-particle empirical
kernel family {A(u)},cp, - To formulate propagation of chaos we return to the mean-field

setting {A(p) }uepan)- For a fixed N > 2 denote the restriction of A to empirical measures by
Ay = A|75N(H). (2.19)

Similarly, write Ay, Ay and A% for the associated averaged kernel, averaged generator, and
its adjoint, respectively, defined as in Definition [2.18] We emphasize that, in general, the
averaged objects Ay, Ay, A% may depend on N; in particular they are N-independent only
in special cases (for example, when p — A(p) is linear).
In this setting, we consider the N-dependent averaged mean-field equation with a fixed
initial condition:
oo =K + Ay (p i), >0,

(N)

(2.20)
pM = py € P(I) N LY (w).

Theorem provides an estimate for the renormalized relative entropy between p,EN) and the
tensorized law ﬁEN) = (ﬁEN))‘@N , where {ﬁ,EN)}tzg is the density solution to (2.20). To apply
this estimate and conclude the propagation of chaos property, we require the convergence of
{{ﬁgN)}t} ~ towards a limiting curve of densities {p;};, which is naturally expected to solve
the mean-field evolution equation ([2.12]).

Corollary 2.26. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator satisfying . Let {A(1)}perm)
be a mean-field kernel, and assume that for each N > 2, the restricted N -particle kernel

{AN(p)}, defined in (2.19)) satisfies with constants independent of N. Let py €
P(IT) N L*(v) and assume A(log pg) < co. For each N > 2, let {,EEN)}QO be the solution of

(2.20) with initial condition ,5(()N) = po-
(a) Suppose that for some T > 0, there exists a curve of densities {p;}icor) such that

lim sup 12 = pillry = 0. (2.21)
%0 te0,T)
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Then the mean-field N -particle system exhibits the L'-propagation of chaos with respect to
{Pt}ogth as N — oco.

(b) If additionally log ﬁEN) converges to log p; as N — oo in L*(v), we have the entropic
chaos hold.

Proof. (a) The main ingredients of this proof is the following two inequalities: (1) monotonic-

ity of the renormalized relative entropy given N > 1, two probability densities pV, oV €
LY (v®N) and 1 < k < N, it holds

Hel o1 o 19) < Ho (o ™)
(2) Pinsker inequality: given two probability densities p, o € L(v) it holds
lp = ollzrw) < Hipllo).

Fix k > 1, N > k, and let {pgN)}po the law of N-particle system, {ﬁ%N)}tzo be the solution
of (2.20) and {p;}+>0 be the solution of (2.12)). Denote pNE) = (pN))®k  Then

(NIk) (N|k) (N|k)||L1 (N|k)

o2 P e < Mo = p i) T 1|2t

To bound the first term, combining the two inequalities from the previous paragraph, we
have

p?k||L1(Vk)

Nk —(N|k Nk —(N|k N —(N
168 = W < 26 (650 < okt (o 1607).

By Theorem [2.22] we obtain an explicit bound for the relative entropy Hy, which gives

sup ||P£N‘k) PN|k | L1 ey < Crvk
te[0.7] VN

Also the convergence (2.21]) and the tensorization property of L'-norm give

—0 as N — .

lim sup |5 — o1, <k lim osup |58 — gl = 0.
N—=004ei0,1) ! 2 N—=004¢(0,1) ! ! v

Combining both we conclude

lim sup [|p™M*® — o1y = 0.
Jimsup 16 ¥

Therefore, {p{"'}x is L' p,-chaotic.
(b) Assume the setting from (a). Denote pﬁN’ = (p¢)®N. For each t > 0, we have

(N) N 1 (N) Pg ) ﬁ(N)
Hu(p o) =~ | o |log + log dvy
N N p( ) p

-— 1 N
< ’HN(PgN) | pﬁN)) + N/ pEN) Hlog(p,EN)) - log(p?N)HLoo( )dVN
vy

< Harlol™ 1) + os(a™) ~10ao) | _ -
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Then by Theorem and the assumption on log ﬁgN) — log p; in L= (v), we conclude that

the law pEN) is entropic p;-chaotic. U

Let us now discuss conditions ensuring the convergence of the family of laws {{ﬁiN)}t} N to
the limit curve {p;};>0 described by (2.12) as N — oo. Heuristically, for each fixed N > 2

the curve {ﬁgN)}tZO represents the averaged solution of the mean-field evolution equation
(2.12]), where the mean-field interaction is approximated by the i.i.d. empirical measure

1 N-1
(N) _
H’t - N—l ;(SXf?

with {XF} ! being independent random variables of common law X ~ ﬁgN). By the
(uniform) law of large numbers, the empirical measure ,ugN) concentrates, in an appropriate
_(N) (N)

sense, to its expected law p,” ’ as IV increases. Therefore, one expects p; ' — p; provided that
the mean-field generator pu — A*(u), or equivalently the mean-field jump kernel p — A(u),
depends continuously on g in a topology compatible with this empirical convergence. In
particular, any such limit {p;};>¢ must then solve the mean-field equation (2.12]).

Let us now impose a continuity assumption on the mean-field kernel p — A(p), which will
be sufficient to guarantee the convergence of the laws.

(A5) (Continuity of the mean-field kernel). There exists a nonnegative function = : II x
P(I1)? — [0, 00) such that:
e For each N > 1 and p € L'(v), define

vp)i= [ Elanple.p) dpsle). dpy(a) = o (@i (@),

where p(z_1) = & S, 0a,. Then, for all sufficiently large R > 0,

lim sup  en(p) =0.
N—o0 pillell oo (<R
e For each x € II, the map pu — A(z,-;u) € M(II) is Lipschitz continuous with
respect to = in the sense that, for all u, p € P(II),

[A(z, 5 1) — Az, -5 p)|lrv < E(w, 1, p).

Intuitively, the functional = serves as a (semi)metric on the space of probability measures,
quantifying the continuity of the mean-field kernel A. Meanwhile, €x(p) measures the ex-
pected deviation between the empirical measure p(xy) and its law under i.i.d. sampling with
density p. The limit condition then ensures that this expected deviation vanishes uniformly
over all densities with a uniform L*-bound as N — oo.

We are now in a position to state the convergence result for the laws as N — oo under
this setting.

Proposition 2.27. Let {A(u)}.epm) be a mean-field jump kernel satisfying
N > 2, and denote Ay as in (2.19), and let {ﬁgN)}tZO be the solution of (2.20) with a
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fized initial condition ﬁ(()N) = po. Let {p:}i>0 be the solution of (2.12)) with the same initial

condition. Let K = 2(My + C), for all t > 0 it holds

et —1
o= ar < 20 () sup ex(p™)
s€[0,t]
Specifically, the convergence ([2.21)) holds.
If additionally {A(p)}, satisfies|(A3), [(A4), and K* is an adjonit Markov generator sat-
isfying then the N-particle system associated with the generator L*(u) = K* + A*(u)
exhibits the L*-propagation of chaos property as N — oo.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF MEAN-FIELD EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

In this section, we establish the well-posedness of the mean-field evolution equation (2.12])
and the averaged version in the settings of mild solutions. We follow the classical
approach in the theory of evolution equations. First, we establish the well-posedness of the
linear evolution problem

(3.1)

atpt - IC*IOt + A:(pt)a te (07T)7
po € P(II) N LY (v),

where {Aj }iepo,r) is a (continuous) curve of bounded adjoint Markov generators acting on
L'(v). As a consequence, for a given bounded adjoint mean-field generator {A*(x)}, and
a prescribed curve of mean-fields {o;}; € C([0,T]; P(IT) N L'(v)), the prescribed mean-field
equation

{@pt = K*pt —+ .A*(pt, O't), t e (O,T), (3 2)

Po € P(H) N Ll(y)’

admits a unique solution. Finally, the well-posedness of the nonlinear mean-field equation
(2.12) follows from a standard application of the contraction mapping theorem.

3.1. Well-posedness of linear Fokker-Planck equations. Let us begin with the work of
well-posedness of the linear problem. We begin with a simple comparison principle between
classical super- and subsolutions to the Fokker-Planck equation.

Lemma 3.1 (Comparison principle). For t € [0,7] K*, A} be adjoint Markov generators.
Suppose {pi}i, {0} € CY[0,T); L' (v)) satisfies py > oo and the following differential in-
equalities in the classical sense:

Owpr > K pe + A (p1), 0oy < Koy + Aj(0v), te (0,7).
Then it holds py > oy for all t € [0,T].
Proof. Let z; = p; — 04. Then {z}; € C*([0,T]; L'(v)) satisfies the differential inequality
Oz > Kz + Af (), 20 > 0.
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Consider the integral of z; := max{—z;, 0}. Taking the derivative of the integral and using
the chain rule, we obtain

i/zt_dyz/6tzt_dyz/X{_Zt>0}8t(—zt)dl/
dt Ju I I
< [ Xz [ (=) + A2 v
I

— / K (—z)dv +/ Af (—2z)dv < 0.
{—2>0}

{=2>0}

The last step is due to Proposition (with p = —z;), and that K£*, A} are adjoint Markov
generators. Therefore, the quantity obtained by integrating the negative part of z; over II
with respect to v has a non-positive time derivative. Since zy > 0, its negative part vanishes
and this integral is zero at time ¢ = 0. It must therefore remain zero for all ¢ € [0, 7], which
forces z; =0 for all t € [0, T]. In particular, we conclude that p; > oy for all t € [0,7]. O

Next, we present the following well-posedness result in the abstract linear problem with
time-independent operators on L!(v). It follows as a direct consequence of [42, Chapter 6,
Theorems 1.2, 1.7].

Proposition 3.2. Let { A} }icjo1) be a curve of bounded operators on L'(v) — L'(v), with

sup || A7 |1 )— i) < 00.
t€[0,T]

Assume also t — Af is continuous with the operator norm. Let K* be the infinitesimal
generator of a Cy-semigroup on L*(v). Then for every py € L*(v) the initial value problem

atpt = ’C*pt + A;Ek(pt)v S (07 T>7
Po € Ll(y)’

has a unique mild solution p € C([0,T]; L*(v)), namely

¢
pr = e py + / elt=9k [AZ(ps)] ds.
0

and the mapping po — {p:}+ is Lipschitz continuous from L'(v) into C([0,T]; L*(v)). More-
over, if we further assume py € D(K*), {pt}+ belongs to C1([0,T); L*(v)), and it is a classical
solution.

If additionally K*, A’s are adjoint Markov generators, then the evolution equation pre-
serves probability densities.

Proposition 3.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition |3.4, suppose in addition that KC*
and {A; }iepor) are adjoint Markov generators, and that py € P(II) N L' (v). Then the corre-
sponding mild solution satisfies p, € P(II) N L' (v) for all t € [0,T].
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Proof. First, assume py € D(K*). Then by Proposition {p:t}+ is a classical solution of
(3.1). Using the mass conservation property of the generators K* and A}, we obtain

8t/ptdl/:/atpth://C*ptdl/—l—/A:(pt)dl/:O.
i i I I

Hence, [ prdv = [;podv =1 forall t € [0,7].
Next, since py > 0 and o, = 0 is a (classical) solution of , the comparison principle
(Lemma implies that p, > o, = 0 for all t € [0, T]. Thus, p, is a probability density.
Finally, to extend the result to a general initial condition py € P(IT) N L(v), note that
P(IT)ND(K*) is dense in the closed set P(IT)N L' (v), and that the solution operator (mapping
po to p, for each fixed t > 0) is continuous. The conclusion then follows by approximation. [

Before we proceed, let us establish a stability estimate of solutions to (3.1)) with respect to
the initial conditions and generators {A;};.

Proposition 3.4. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v), {Ai}, {Bi}+ be two
curves of bounded adjoint Markov generators. Let

MT = sup ||~A;5k||L1(y)—>L1(V) CT = sup ||.A: - B:HLl(l,)_)Ll(y).
te0,T] t€[0,T7]

Let {p:}+ be a mild solution of (3.1), and {04}, be that to the evolution equation
8{/0} :’C*O't—i—B:O't, te (O,T)
Then it holds fort € [0,T] :

t t
lpe — Ut”Ll(u) < lpo — UOHLI(V) + / Mrl|ps — UsHLl(v)dS +/ AT — B:HU(VHD(V)‘ZS-
0 0

Specifically, the following estimate holds,
CT(GtMT — 1)
My '

Proof. Let z; = p; — 0y € L'(v). Then, by subtracting the two integral equations (satisfied
by the two mild solutions) we have

t
2z = e+ / elt=9)K* (A%(ps) — Bi(os))ds
0

1t = oellrw) < llpo — oollr) +

t t
— 2 + / eI AL (z,)ds + / T (AL = By (0)ds.
0

0

Taking L'(v)-norm and using the L'-contraction of the semigroup {e* }i>0, [|os]|r10) = 1,
and the bound for operators, it holds for all ¢ € [0, T]

t t
||zt||L1(1/) < ||20||L1(u) +/ MT||Zs||L1(u)d5 +/ | AS — B:”Ll(u)—wl(v)||US||L1(V)d3
0 0

t
< Naollz + / Myl + Crlds.
0



29

The desired inequality then follows by Gronwall inequality. U

Let us record a general bound on the growth of the logarithmic oscillation of solutions.
Recall the definition of the oscillation norm from ([2.13)).

Proposition 3.5. Let K* and { A} }iep1) be as in Proposition 3.3 Assume in addition that
1 € D(K*) and that
C:= sup [[K*(1) + A7 (1)[| L) < oo

0<t<T

If {pt}icpom is a mild solution to (3.1), then for all t > 0,
Alogp) < A(logpo) +2Ct.

Proof. Let us first assume additionally py € D(K*), in which case {p;}: solves the equation
(3-1) in the classical sense (see Proposition[3.2)). Set M := esssup py and consider the function
g, := MeC. Since 1 € D*(K), we find that {g,}, is a (classical) super-solution to (3.1)):

Oege = MCe™ > Me™[KC*(1) + A7 (1)] = K7ge + Af (g0)-

By the comparison principle (Lemma , it follows p; < g, = Me® for all t > 0. A
similar argument, using the subsolution g, = me~*, m = essinf py, yields the lower bound
pr > me~ . Combining the two inequalities gives me=¢! < p, < Me®*. Taking logarithms,
we obtain for v-a.e. x € II:

logm — Ct <log pi(x) < log M + Ct.

This implies A(logp;) < logM — logm + 2Ct. The desired inequality follows by that
A(log po) = log M — log m.

In the above we have establish the bound for classical solutions. To extend the bound
to mild solutions {p;}; with A(logpy) < oo, we need an approximation of mild solutions
using classical solutions but bounded logarithm oscillation. Indeed by Lemma [3.7 there
is a sequence {p(()")}n C D(K*) of probability densities such that p(()n) — po in L'(v) and
A(log p(()")) — A(log po). Let {pgn)}tzo be the solution of with initial condition pén). By
the first part of the proof, we have

A(log i) < A(logpg”) +2Ct,  t€0,T).

By Proposition , the solution map is continuous in L!(v), so p§") — py in LY(v) for each
fixed t € [0, T]. Then the desired bound holds for mild solutions as well. O

3.2. Well-posedness of mean-field equations. Following the well-posedness theory for
the linear equation, we may now proceed next to the well-posedness of the prescribed mean-

field equation (3.2)).

Corollary 3.6. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator satisfymg {A(p)}, be a mean-
field jump kernel satisfying and {A*(p)}, be the associated mean-field jump generator.
Fiz a curve of probability densities {0y} € C([0,T]; P(I)NLY(v)). For every initial condition
po € P(II) N LY(v), there is a unique mild solution {p;}; € C([0,T]; P(I) N L*(v)) to the
problem . Moreover, if py € D(K*), then the mild solution is a classical solution.
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Proof. Set Af = A*(0;) be a generator on L'(v) for all ¢t € [0,7]. By the Lipschitz as-

sumption from , Proposition and that ¢t — o is continuous in L'(v), it implies

that ¢ — A; is continuous in the space of bounded operators on L'(v) — L'(v), with

supsepo. A It )1y < 00. By Propositions and , for every initial condition

po € P(IT) N L'(v), admits a unique mild solution {p;} € C([0,T];P(II) N L'(v)).

Moreover, if py € D(K*), then the solution is classical. d
We may now establish Theorem [2.15]

Proof of Theorem[2.15 (i). Denote the space Y := C([0,00); L'(r)) and equip it with the
weighted norm for some w > 0 to be determined:

lolly = sup e lpell i),
te[0,00)

We note (Y, || - ||y) defines a Banach space. Let Yp C Y the subspace of curves of probability
densities:
Vi = C([0,00); P(IT) N L} (1))

Since Yp C Y is closed w.r.t. || - ||y, the inherited subspace is a complete metric space.

Fix a probability density py € P(II) N L'(v) and consider the solution map @ : Yp — Yp
of the Cauchy problem to the prescribed mean-field equation , that is, given p € Yp, let
p=®(u) € Yp be the (mild) solution of with initial condition po. Corollary [3.6]implies
the map is well-defined.

We shall next show @ is a strict contraction, provided w > 0 large. Specifically, for
0,0 € Yp, let p? = ®(0),p” = ®(¢'). By Proposition and Lipschitz property (Remark
, it holds for all £ > 0:

t
ot = o < [ eI ) = A s
0

t
S/ M=) T g — 0| 11 dT.
0

Taking the supremum over ¢ € [0, 7] and using the definition of the Y-norm gives

low — ailly-

/ r C
e L e e
0
By choosing w sufficiently large, we ensure that the contraction factor ﬁ is strictly less
than 1, hence ® is a contraction on Yp.

By the Banach fixed-point theorem, ® admits a unique fixed point. This fixed point is
precisely the unique mild solution of ([2.12)).

(ii) Let p be the mild solution of (2.12)) we obtain in (i), then let A = A*(p;), then the
continuity of map t — [|A}||11)— 1) Is give by Assumption , Proposition and C°
of mild solution. Therefore, we assume py € D(K*) and invoke Proposition to see that
there is a classical solution to , and since classical solution is also a mild solution, by
uniqueness of solution, we know that p; is a classical solution.
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(iii) Since Assumption [(K1)|implies ||[X*(1)]|=~ < oo and Assumption |(A1)} imply
sup [JA"(L; )|l ey < sup (A" ()| 2o ) Loe () < Ma + M} < oo

peP(II) peEP(II)
We know that C := sup,ep( [K*(1) + A*(1; 11)|| L) < 00. Therefore let A7 = A*(p;), by
Proposition [3.5| we know that the inequality is satisfied. O

Proof of Theorem [2.19. (i) The key step is to verify that the averaged mean-field jump kernel
A satisfies assumption |(A1)} i.e., there exists C' > 0 such that for any p, p’ € L*(v),

IA(p) = A7 < Cllp = Pllerw)-
Recall that the averaged kernel is defined as

A(x, dy; p) = / Az, dy; p(aey)) dp® N V(@ _y),
INv-1

where A : 75N(H) — JP(II) denotes the empirical jump kernel. By assumption |[(A1)] we
obtain

IA(0) = Ao = sup A(p) = Ao

= sup sup ‘ </_\(P) —A(p), 90> |

zell ||p]l o<1
=sup sup / o(y) [Az, dy; p) — Aa, dy; p')]
€Il ||plloo<1 | JTI
—sup sup / / p(y) Mz, dy; p(x 1)) (Py—1 — P'n-1) (@) vy (2 1)
2€ll |pllo<t |JTIN-1 JT1

<sup sup [[¢llc sup [JA(x, )|y [[ev—1 — P v llirwn )
z€ll [Jp]|oo <1 pePy (IT)

< MA”pN—l - p/N—IHLl(VNfl)‘
Next, observe that by interpolation,
N-1

Z Pr1®@(p—p) @ Py_i_y
k=1

< (N=1)lp=Fllerw)-

Ll(UN_l)

Hprl - p,N71||L1(VN—1) =

Substituting this into the previous bound yields
1A(p) = A(p)lls < (N = )M llp = L1
The boundedness of A is given by
< sup o [[A(p(xo))|lg < My

/ Apl(z—1))dpy (1) :
v-1 J w(z_1)ePn(II)

Therefore, the averaged operator A satisfies with Lipschitz constant (N — 1)M,. By
Theorem [2.15], it follows that for every L!-initial condition, there exists a unique mild solution
to 214

sup [[A(p)|l7 = sup
pEP(II) pEP(IT)
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(ii) The density preservation follows from Theorem [2.15 B
(iii) We verify that the adjoint averaged jump operator A*(p) satisfies the bound:

A (1 (@) dp® NV (@)

sup || A*(1;p)|| ) = sup

pEP(II) pEP(II) [|J/TIN -1 Lo (v)
< sup (AL )| peeqw) < Ma + My < oo.
pePN (IT)
Then, Theorem give the inequality and the deravition above gives M = ||K*(1)|| 1~ +
My + M} as desired. g

3.3. Convergence of solutions of averaged mean-field system to mean-field system.
Let us now present the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition [2.27. Fix N > 2 and let {p;}, {,3§N)}t be the mild solutions from Propo-

sition . Note they share the same initial conditions pg = ﬁéN). Consider their L! differ-
ence. By the definition of mild solutions and the contraction property of the adjoint Markov
semigroups, it follows

t
—(N —s)K*1 g% * —
Dy = lloe = " o) = / eI A pss pa) = A (0 )]s
0

Ll(v)
t
< / [As + Bs + Cslds,
0

where the quantities Ay, Bs, C are given and bounded using Assumption |(Al)| and Remark
2.14] as follows:
Ay = HA*(P53 ps) - A*(ﬁgN); pS)HLI(V) < |’A*(p3)”L1(V)~>L1(V) ”ps - ﬁf@N)|‘L1(V)
< 2My|lps = Pl 11 = 2Ma Dy
. *( =(N . * N * *
By = [[A (0 ) = A 8D oy < M) = A sy 128 1
< 2C’||ps — ™| 1) = 20Dy
= [l A5 8) = AR5 2SO )
For C; using Proposition [2.12 and Assumption [(A5)| we may further bound it by

C. <2 [ e, ) = Rar, sl o)

—9 dpM ()

TV

A, - pV) — / Aer, 5 pl))AEN)EVD ()
HNI

= 2/ /N 1 HA T ”05 — A1, '3:“(3371))”TV d(ﬁgm)@(]\[ﬂ)(Ccfl)dﬁgm(@
i

<2 S pte) ) (@) = 26 (),
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Inserting all the bounds for Ay, By, Cs established above to the integral inequality for D;, we
find

t
Dtg‘/1BQMQ—%C)DS+25N@ﬁ“ﬂd&
0

Let K = 2(My + C). Applying Gronwall inequality, we arrive at

il SN APSREY et 1 ()
D s( ) JEG >dss2t( >sup en (7).
! K o K

s€[0,t]

We note that Theorem [2.19(iii) implies ||ﬁgN) || Lo is uniformly bounded in N > 2 and s € [0, ¢].
Passing N — oo, Condition |[(Ab)| guarantees that the supremum term vanishes as N — oo.
Hence, the bound above implies for all T" > 0,

sup Dy = sup |lpe — i |l 1y — 0. O
t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

3.4. Logarithmic regularized approximation of probability densities. Let us record
the following lemma, which is used in Proposition [3.5| and the coming section.

Lemma 3.7. Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v) satisfying with C' =
1K 1|z < o0, and py € L'(v) N P(I1) be such that ||log pollz~ < oco. There is a family

{p{M =0 © P(IT) N D(K*) such that

sup A(log p(())‘)) < A(log po) + log 3, p(()’\) — po in L' (v).
A>2C

Proof. Given A\ > 0, denote the bounded operator I : L'(v) — L'(v) the scaled resolvent
operator

L= M -K) = / e e s,
0

We note that I is positive and mass conserving. Specifically for any py € P(I) N L*(v),
I\(po) € P(IT) N L*(v). Moreover, the scaled resolvent operator for all A > 0 that satisfies
Iwp € D(K*) and I yp — p in L*(v), see [14].

Now given pg as in the lemma, let pék) = Iypo. Let M := esssuplog(pg), m := essinf log(po).
By Theorem [2.4] it holds for all A > 2C"

00 . o . o0 A M
o = / Ae Me pods < / Ae et [eM]ds < / e MeMTCs s < 3 —r
0 0 0 B
By the same argument, we also have
00 . S N o0 Ae™
Y :/ e e K pods > / Ae MeK [eMds > / AeMem=Csds > 25 > 9em,
; o 0 A+ C

Hence we have

A A
m + log (M——C'> < logpé/\) < M +log (W) ,
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which then implies

A+C

Allog piM)y < M —m +log [ =
(log py™) < W%+og(A_Cj

)smmm+mw'm

4. PROOF OF ENTROPIC ESTIMATE (THEOREM [2.22))

The aim of this section is to establish an entropic estimate for the law of mean-field N-
particle systems, and thereby to prove Theorem [2.22], The section is organized as follows. In
the next subsection, we introduce a key integral inequality that serves as the main tool for
deriving the entropic estimate, while deferring the proof of a crucial intermediate result to
Section [4.6l The proof of Theorem itself will be developed over Sections 4.5]

4.1. Integral inequalities for relative entropy. Let us first establish an important inte-
gral inequality for the analysis. In this section, we will state these inequalities in the general
settings, then apply them later in the special case.

Throughout this subsection, let us assume the setting in Section . Let (II,v) be a finite
measure space and denote L'(v) = L'(IT, ). Given two probability densities p,o € P(IT) N
L'(v), we denote the relative entropy functional between p and o by

H(p|lo) = <p, 10g<§>>y = /leog(§> dv.

Here we recall the natural pairing notation

<%w,=4www

Our goal in this subsection is to establish an integral inequality that bounds the relative
entropy between two probability densities evolving under distinct Markovian flows. Let
(K*, D(K*)) be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v). Consider two families, {A}}iepo.r,
and {B; }icp,r) of bounded adjoint Markov generators on L'(v). We impose the following
assumptions:

(K1) 1 € D(K*), and ||K*1]|~ < o0.

(K2) The maps t — A}, Bf are continuous with respect to the operator norm L'(v) —

L'(v), and satisfy the uniform bounds

sup || Al < oo, sup ||Bi ||z < oo. (4.1)
te[0,7) te[0,7)

(K3) For each t € [0, 7], the operators A} and B} extend to bounded linear operators on
L*>®(v) — L*(v), with uniform bounds

sup || A}z re < 00, sup ||B; ||z < 00. (4.2)
te[0,7T) t€[0,T

We can now state the main integral inequality.
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Proposition 4.1. Let K*, {Af}:, and {B;}: be as above, and assume |(K1)H(K3) hold. Let
{p:}+ and {0} be mild solutions to the Fokker—Planck equations

8tpt = K:*(pt) + A:(pt% 8tat = IC*(O't> + BZ(O}), t e (O, T) (43)
Assume further that
pologpy € L'(v), [log o] oo () < o0
Then for all t € [0,T] and n > 0, it holds that
t 1 (A* — BY)o,
Hiplo) < Himlow) +1 [ 1ol + o [ xp( I o
0 11 s
The integral inequality above follows directly from the combination of the next two lemmas.
Lemma 4.2. Assume the setting of Lemmal[4.1. Then the following estimate holds:
t
A —B:)os
Hiploo) < Himlow) + [ [ 0 E=BE a0 (4.4
0 Ju

Lemma 4.3 (Gibbs’ variational principle). Let ¢ : II — R be a bounded measurable function,
and let p,o € P(II) be two probability measures. For every n > 0, it holds that

/Hgodp < n(?-[(p||0)+log/ne’7_1‘pda). (4.5)

Combining the two lemmas above, we can now complete the proof of the main integral
inequality.

Proof of Proposition[{.1 By Lemma the estimate (4.4]) holds. From Proposition we
further have the uniform bound

| log o]l L < || log oo || + 2Mt, M = SElp] 1K1+ A 1| oo
te[0,T"

We note C' < oo by Conditions (K1) [((K3)l Notice also that the function
(A; — B;)os
O‘S

is bounded, since both log o, and (A* — BX)o, are bounded by (4.2). Applying Lemma
to the inner integral in (4.4) with ¢ = ¢, and do = o4 dv, we obtain the desired inequality.
Hence, Lemma [4.1] follows. O

Os

S -

Let us now discuss the two lemmas used in the proof. Lemma [4.3|is the classical Gibbs
variational principle for the relative entropy; a proof can be found, for instance, in [20,
Lemma 1]. Lemma , on the other hand, is a standard integral inequality frequently
employed in the entropy method (see, e.g., [35]). A complete proof will be provided at the
end of this section, while for the moment we give an informal justification to convey the main
idea.
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Let W (t) denote the relative entropy between the densities p; and oy for t € [0, T|. Formally
differentiating W (t) and applying the product and chain rules, we obtain

W0 = 5 [ mlios(o) ~ togo0)] v

/&ptlog( > dl/—i—/pt(%—%)du
I Pt Ot
/E;‘ptlog( ) du—l—/p (Etpt - m)olu, (4.6)
Ot il Pt O

where we used the equations (4.3)) and the abbreviations £; = K* + A and M; = K* + B;.
We further compute

W'(t) = /L’Z‘pﬂog( >du+/Hp( ;tpt— ;jt>du+/n,ot{—( L U/tvlt)at}dy.

By the data-processing inequality (see Lemma , the sum of the first two integrals is
nonpositive. Since £; — M; = A; — B}, we obtain

W) < /H o {m} v, (A7)

0y

which represents the differential form of .

The rigorous proof follows the same line of computation. The main technical difficulty lies
in extending the above formal estimate to the setting of mild solutions {p;} and {o;}, for
which time differentiability is not guaranteed.

4.2. Set up of integral inequality. The coming four subsections are devoted to the proof
of Theorem [2.22] We begin by recalling the setting of the theorem. Fix N > 1, the number
of particles in the system. Let (IT, v) be a finite measure space with its L'-space denoted as
L'(v) = L}(I1,v), and consider the N-fold product measure space

(I, ), v=vy =, L'(v) = L'11Y,v).

Let K* be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v). Let {A(,u)}#epN
empirical jump kernel, and let {A*(x)}, denote adjoint Markov jump generator associated
with the jump generator {A(x)},. We further write {A*(x)}, for the corresponding averaged
mean-field jump generators. See Definitions and for the precise formulations of these
notions. Throughout the proof, we shall omit any super- or subscript involving /N in densities,
generators, and related quantities, as N will remain fixed for the entire argument.

Let £* = K* + A" be the adjoint generator associated with the N-particle system; see
Definition m By Proposition m, it generates an adjoint Markov semigroup on L!(v).
Fix an initial density p, € L'(v), and for ¢ > 0 define

be an N-particle

p,=¢C py e L'(v).
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The curve {p,}i>0 € C([0,00); L}(v) N P(I1V)) is then a mild solution to the evolution
equation

opy = K'p, + A'p,, t > 0. (4.8)

Next, fix an initial density py € L'(v) with bounded logarithm || log fo|| 1 () < o0, and let
{pt}+>0 denote a mild solution to the averaged mean-field evolution equatlon 1} Define
the tensorized density p, := p¥. We note that {p,};>o satisfies, in the mild sense, the
evolution equation

atpt = ’C*pt + A*(pm /525)7 t> 07 (49)

where the adjoint Markov generator A" (1) on IV, depending on the mean field p € P(II),
is defined analogously to Ay in (2.15)(2.16)), as the N-fold tensorization of the averaged
adjoint mean-field generator A*(u):

A (p) = o A (1) @ In-1]ow. (4.10)

To see why the tensorized density {p, }+>o satisfies (4.9)), let us first assume that py € D(K*).
By Theorem M(ii), the curve {p; }+>0 is a classical solution to (2.14). Applying the product
rule for time differentiation and using (2.14) and (4.10]), we compute:

N
0ipy = Z iV eap e

Z 57 @ I+ A (o )] © 570

N
_Z ]®€ 1)®K:*®]®N E) t+z ]®(€ 1)®A* ) ]®(N—€))pt
/=1

= TC*pt + A (py; pr).-

Hence, {p, }+>o satisfies in the classical sense, and therefore also in the mild sense. To
extend the result to arbitrary initial data py € L'(v), we use the density of D(K*) in L'(v)
and the continuity of the solution operator py — {p:}+>0-

To proceed with the proof, we establish an integral inequality for the normalized relative
entropy between p, and p,:

1 _ 1 Py
W(t) =Wn(t) = —= === 1 — | dv.
(0= Walt)i= 5 Hplp) = [ pon(2) av
We will invoke Proposition 4. 1|with the setting (IT, v) in place of (IT, v) and IC*, A}, {.A" () }+
in place of K*, {A;},{B;}.
Let us verify that Conditions |(K1)| hold under the present setting. For (K1) since
1 € D(K*) and ||IC*1|| () < 00 as assumed in Theorem[2.15] it follows from the tensorization



38 TAU SHEAN LIM, SHUONING ZHANG

property of adjoint operators that 1 € D(K*), with
||’C*1||Loo(l,) S NH}C*].HLOO(V) < 0.

For |(K2)| and [(K3)| note that A; = A" (a time-independent generator), which satisfies both
conditions since A" is a bounded operator from L'(v) to L'(v) and from L>®(v) to L>=(v);
see the discussion surrounding (2.18). Finally, the operator B = A’ (p,) also satisfies the
continuity and boundedness requirements in |(K2)| and |(K3)| The corresponding estimates
are analogous to those established in ([2.18)).

Now invoking Proposition 4.1] we obtain, for any n > 0, the integral inequality

W(t) < W(0) +/0 n[W(s) + a(s)]ds, (4.11)
where
== log /HN exp[n” ' Fy(x)] p,(x) dv(zx), (4.12)
FS(CU) - 'A (ps7ps) (CC)

Ps
We specifically note here that the adjoint generator IC* is cancelled in the expression of F'
above, due to the difference A} — B;.
Let us further simplify the expression for F';. Using the tensorized structure of p, and the
adjoint generators A* and A" (y) from (2.15), [2.16) and (#.10)), the expression of F', can be
rewritten as

Fy(x) = f: (A (Ps; p1—i) — A*(ps; s)] ()

ps(r) 7 (413)
k=1 5

where p_p = ﬁ > itk dz; is the empirical measure of all particles except the k-th.

We shall further clarify the structure of each term appearing in the summation. For
notational simplicity, we introduce abbreviations for the (N — 1)-fold product densities and
measures, together with a slight abuse of notation:

= [ ps(wn), w0 =020 dp{D(y) = p ) (y) dv Y (y).

For s > 0 we define two functions
O, I xPy(l) >R, &, :1T—R.
by
A* ﬁsnu z T =
LD gwy= [ @i ) (414)
ps(l’) nmNv-1

That is, for each # € II, ®,(x) represents the expectation of ®,(z, ) with respect to the

empirical mean-field pu = Nl il ,]CV 11 dy, under the tensorized probability density ﬁg_l). From

Oy (z, 1) =
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the definition of the averaged mean-field generator in ([2.18]), we in fact have

A*<ﬁs§ ps)(x)
ps(x)
Consequently, F'; in (4.13]) can be expressed compactly as

P, (z) =

N

FS(JI) = [@S(Ik, ,u_k) — CI)S(ZL';C)} .

bl

4.3. A Concentration Inequality for Exponential Integrals. To proceed with bounding
the exponential integral a(s) from , we introduce a concentration inequality that will
be instrumental in the estimation. Before doing so, let us consider a more general framework.
Let (II, p) be a probability space, and

@ : 11 x Py(IT) = R

be a given function. We may interpret ® as a function on the collective configuration
(21, 22,...,zx5) € IV, where it depends explicitly on the first coordinate z; and on the
remaining coordinates (xq,...,zy) only through their empirical measure. As discussed ear-
lier, the function ®, defined in is an example of such a function. We shall next state
a concentration inequality for functions of this type.

Let us next state the assumptions on ¢ for the concentration inequality. In what follows,
we adopt the same convention as in Section 2.6, Whenever we write, for z,y, z € 11,

(2,0 + 550.), D(z,0" + (0, +6y))

the second arguments in the expressions above are always understood as empirical measures
in Py(II). We impose the following assumptions: there exists a constant C' > 0 such that,
for each z € Il and measures o, o', the following hold:

(®1) (Bounded difference in the first argument). For every u € Py(Il) and z, 2 € II, it
holds
|©(2; p) — (2" )| < C.

(®2) (Centered in ). For every p € Px(II), it holds

/Hq)(x, w) dp(x) = 0.

(®3) (First-order bounded difference in measures). For any zi,2) € II, if p = o +
77020, 8V = 0 + 504, then
C
N-1

(®4) (Second-order bounded difference in measures). For any x1, 2}, xo, 2 € I1, if

//J:J—f_ﬁ(ém +5w2)’ :u(l’Q) :U—f—ﬁ((gw& +5$/2>’

|D(z, 1) — @(2, V)| <

pV =0+ ﬁ(%g + 61,), p? =0+ ﬁ(éwl + 0z,
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then

C

(2, 1) — @2, 1Y) = (2, 14?) + @ (2, u1) | < (N-1)(N—2)

For N > 1, denote by py = p®" the N-fold product measure of p. Define ® : IT — R by

b) = [ o) dox 1 (w), (1.15)

that is, ® is the expectation of ®(wx, ;) with respect to the empirical measure p(y) =
ﬁ f:;l dy, under the product measure py_;. The concentration inequality will be applied

to the exponential integral with respect to py of the function F' = Fg : IIV — R defined by

the symmetrized superposition of ®(zy, u(x_1)) — ®(x;):

N

Folz)=Y [cp (2, (@) — <T><xk)]. (4.16)

k=1

With the above setup, we are now in a position to state the concentration inequality that
governs the fluctuation of F'g under the product measure py. The proof will be deferred to
Section Bl

Lemma 4.4. Let (II, p) be a probability space and N > 2. Suppose ® : II x 75N(H) — R
satisfies Conditions for some constant C > 0. Define Fg : IIY — R by (4.16),
(4.15)). Then there exists a universal constant b > 0 independent of N, such that

/HN exp(% |Fq>(w)|> dpy(x) < 2.

4.4. Verification of Conditions |($1)H(P4). We apply Lemma to the function ¢ =
O, : I x Py (II) — R defined in (4.14)). Using the adjoint identity (2.9)), we may rewrite it as

(A" (p1)ps) ()
b (x,u) = - — Az, 1T; ). 4.17
(o) = PP 1) (4.17)
To invoke Lemma[£.4] it remains to verify that @, satisfies Conditions [([P1)H(P4)]

Throughout this verification, a key ingredient is the oscillation norm of the logarithm of
the mean-field density u; := log p;, which follows from Theorem [2.19|(iii). Specifically, with
M = ||K*1]| g + My + M5, it holds

Aur) < Alug) +2Mt, t>0.
Consequently, for all y, z € II, we have

pe(y)
pi(2)

= exp(u(y) — w(2)) < exp(A(ug) +2Mt) =: B(t). (4.18)
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Condition | Taking the L*°-norm on both sides of (4.17) and using[(A1)] [(A2)] we obtain
for all s € [0, T]

@gﬂvw@%m mu+wAmm4

)
< 2(B(T) [[A*()ll7 + [AM)ll7) < 2(B(T) My + My).
Condition follows.

[Pz, 1) = a2, )] < 2[R )l Lo ) < 2

b

Condition |(®2). For any p € Py(II), the operator A*(x) is a bounded adjoint Markov
generator. Hence, for every p € L'(v), it satisfies [, A*(p; ) dv = 0. Applying this property
to p = ps, we have

[ #mpeyivia) = [ FEED 0y avia) = [ 4Gt dvi) = .
Hence, Condition is verified.

Condition (<I>5’) For z, 1, 2, € 11, let p, u) be defined as in Assumption We compute,
for all s € [0, T,

[(A* (1) = A*(u))ps] (2)
ps(2)

ZSE ; (A" (2, dy; p) — A*(z,dy;u(”))' + A (2, 0 ) = Az, 10 )|

B(T)IA* (1) = A" (1)l + 1A () = A7
By Assumption |(A3)] it follows that

(2, p) — Do, n )] <

verifying Condition |(®3)]

Condition . Let z, 21,29, 2%, 2y € II and p, u™, @, 1?2 be defined as in Assump-
tion [(A4). Using the same computation as above and applying Assumption [(A4), we obtain
for all s € [0, 77,

|CI)5(Z,,M) - CI)S(ZaM(l))| =

— (A2, 1L ) — A2, 155 M(l)»‘

(B(T)+1)0©
N—-1

[@(2, 1) = Bz, 1V) = Dy (2, p?) + By (2, 1)
< BT) I ) — A (6) — A ) 4 A0 g

#IAG) — AG) — AG®) + A0y < (P EDE

which establishes Condition [(®4)]
We have verified that Conditions (@1 )H1 ¢4 )| hold with the uniform constant

C =Cr:=max{2B(T)My + M;, O(B(T)+1)}.
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Invoking Lemma [£.4] there exists b > 0 such that

9= ylox [ o o)) pula) dvia) < 5

4.5. Conclusion. Set g = fr = c_bT Inserting the bound for a(s) obtained above into the
inequality (4.11]), we derive the integral inequality: for ¢ € [0, 77,

W(t) < W(0) + /Ot [mv(s) + bgﬂ ds.

N
Apply Gronwall’s inequality, we finally conclude the proof of Theorem

W (t) < W(0)e? 10;2( 51), t € [0,T].

We remark that the constant 5 depends on T ||K*1|| e, Ma, M, © and A(log py).

4.6. Proof of Lemma . Let us return to the proof of Lemma . As seen in ,
the argument rests on differentiating the entropy functional along a time-dependent density.
To make this rigorous we interpret time derivatives in the Banach space L'(v). Concretely,
given a curve f : [0,T] — L'(v) we say that f is differentiable at ¢ € [0,7) with derivative
atft S Ll(V) if

fi

o fy = hm ft+hh in L'(v),

and we adopt the right-hand derivative at ¢ = 0. We denote by C*([0,T7]; L'(v)) the class
of curves f for which the derivative exists for every ¢ € [0, 7] (interpreted as the right-hand
derivative at ¢ = 0) and the map ¢ — 9, f; is continuous as an L'(v)-valued function.

With this convention, all formal manipulations in are understood as equalities in
L'(v) (or equivalently, after integrating against a test function). In particular, differentiation
rules such as linearity, the product rule, and the chain rule may be rigorously justified for
curves that are continuously differentiable in L'(v). For later use, we record the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let {fi}iepor) and {gibiepor) be elements of C*([0,T); L' (v)).
(i) Assume that

sup || fillLew) < oo and  sup ||gi|lLew) < oo.
te[0,T) t€(0,T)
Then the product curve { fig ey belongs to C*([0,T); L' (v)), and its derivative is given
by
Oi(fege) = (Ocfe) 9¢ + fi (Oege)  for all t € [0, T).
(ii) Let ® : R — R be a continuously differentiable function with bounded derivative,
||| e < 00. Then the composition curve {®(f:)}iejor) belongs to C*([0,T); L*(v)), and it
satisfies

q)(ft) = (I),(ft) atft fO’I’ all t € [O,T)
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The proof of Lemma is elementary and follows from standard arguments based on the
Vitali convergence theorem; hence, we omit it here. As a direct application, we obtain the
following regularity property for the relative entropy functional.

Lemma 4.6. Let {pi }epr) and {ot}iecpor) be curves in CH([0,T); L*(v)) consisting of prob-
ability densities. Assume that

sup ||1og p¢l| Lo () < 00, sup || log o ooy < 00.
t€[0,T) t€[0,T)

Then the map t — p;log(pi/or) belongs to C1([0,T); L' (v)). Moreover, the entropy functional

Wi(t) = / Pt log(gt) dv

15 differentiable in time, with derivative given by

/atpt log du+/,0 (% — %) dv.
I Pt Ot

With the preparatory results above, we can now rigorously justify the data processing
inequality used in the proof.

Lemma 4.7 (Data processing inequality). Let £* be an adjoint Markov generator on L'(v),
and let p,o € D(L*) be two probability densities. Define p, = e* p and oy = e** o, and
assume that the maps t — log(p;) and t — log(o;) are uniformly bounded in L*>(v) for
t € [0,1]. Then the following inequality holds:

/ﬁ*p log( )du+/p<£pp— 500) dv < 0.
I

Proof. Let T* : L'(v) — L'(v) be a positive, mass-conserving operator; that is, if f > 0 then
T*f >0, and

/T*fdl/:/fdl/ for all f € L*(v).
I 1
In particular, T™ preserves probability densities. By the classical data processing inequality
(see Proposition |A.2)), one has
H(Tp||T0) < Hip|l o),

where H denotes the relative entropy.
Now consider two probability densities p, o € P(IT) N L'(v), and define

W (t) :=H(pt || or), po=¢e*p, o =e" o

Assume that W (0) is finite. Since the semigroup e'*" is positive and mass-conserving for all
t > 0, the classical data processing inequality mentioned above implies

W(t)=H( p| e o) <Hip| o) =W(0).
In particular, if the right-hand derivative W’ (0+) exists, then necessarily W’/ (0+) < 0.
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Next, assume that p,o € D(L*) and that log p;, log o, are locally uniformly bounded in
L>®(v). Then {p;}; and {0} belong to C*([0, 00); L*(v)), and Lemma[4.6] ensures that W is
differentiable with

d « Lp Lo
W(0+) = dtto/pt10g< t>dl/—/£,010g< )du%—/ﬂp(p - U)du.
Combining this identity with the fact that W/(0+) < 0 yields the desired inequality. O

We may now complete the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[{.4 The proof proceeds in four steps, establishing the integral inequal-
ity under progressively weaker assumptions on the initial densities pg, 0¢:

e Step 1: py,00 € D(K*) and || log po||z=, || log ooz~ < oo.

e Step 2: pg € D(K*), 09 € L*(v), and |[1log pol|ze, || log oo||r= < oc.

e Step 3: po, 00 € L*(v) and || log po||r, || logagl|L=~ < oo.

e Step 4: pg, 00 € LY(v), polog po € L'(v), and || log ||~ < oo.

Step 1. Since pg, 0o € D(K*), the corresponding solutions {p;} and {o;} to (4.3) are clas-
sical, that is, {p;}, {0} € C'([0,T); L'(v)). Because the logarithms of the initial conditions
are bounded in L*°, Proposition implies that their L°°-norms grow at most linearly in
time. Hence, the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied. By this lemma, the computation in
is justified, leading to the differential inequality . Integrating this inequality over
[0, ¢] yields the desired integral bound (4.4).

Step 2. We now remove the regularity assumption on og. Let o9 € L'(v) with || log o¢l| e <

oo. By Lemma 7 there exists a sequence {a(()n)}n C D(K*) such that

oy = oo in L'(v),  [[logog”||r= < [[log ooz + 1og3. (4.19)

Let {Jt(”)} be the corresponding solutions of (4.3) with initial data 00 . Since 00 ) € D(K*),

each {at(n)} is a classical solution (Proposition [3.2). Moreover, the following convergence
holds:

o™ = o, inC([0,T); L' (v)).
By Lemma [3.5] the logarithmic bounds propagate linearly in time:
llog i [z < [[logog” |z +2Ct < [[log | + log 3+ 2Ct.
Hence, for all ¢t € [0, T,

log(at(n)) — log(o;) in measure (with respect to dv), sup |llog ol ||Loo < 00.
n>1,1€[0,7]

Next, since at(n) — oy in L'(v), A;,Bf € L*(v) — L'(v), and the O',En)’S are uniformly
bounded away from zero, we have

(A = B)o)” | (A = B)on
(n)

o
o t

E(") -

=: F, in measure (with respect to dt x dv). (4.20)
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Moreover, we have the following uniform L*°-bound, which follows from |[(K3)[and (4.19):

sup HF ||Loo<oo
n>1,0<t<T

From the integral inequality established in Step 1, it holds for each n > 1:

/Hpt[log(pt) log( )}du</p0[log(p0) log(ao du+/ /ps "W dyds.  (4.21)

Finally, we pass to the limit as n — oo in (4.2I). Since a§ " 5 g, in L'(v), we have

log at(”) — log o in measure by the uniform logarithmic bound established above. Similarly,

by (4.20)), Ft(") — F; in measure with respect to dt x dv, and the family {Ft(")}njt is uniformly
bounded in L*°. Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

t t
/,otlogat )dyﬁ/ptlogatdy //pst(”) dvds — //pSFS dvds.
0J1 0J1

Passing to the limit in , we therefore obtain the same inequality with o; in place of
o™, which establishes 1) for all og € L' (v), || log o¢l|z < 00.
Step 3. To remove the regularity assumption on pg, we proceed as in Step 2. Let { p(()n)}n C

D(K*) be a sequence satisfying (4.19) with “p” in place of “o”, and denote by {p,S”)}t the

(n)

corresponding solutions of (4.3) with initial data p,’. By the same argument as in Step 2,

we have p,E”) — pp in Ll( ), and the family {log pi")} is uniformly (locally in ¢) bounded in

(n)

L>(v). Consequently, pt ) log pi = pilogpy in LY(v) (as f(u) = ulogu is continuous and

pin) is uniformly-in-n bounded above). Passing to the limit n — oo in the estimate obtained

in Step 2 yields (4.4) for general py € L'(v) with || log po||p < oo.
Step 4. Let py € L(v) satisfy pglog po € L*(v). ies {p(()n)}n>1 such that

e = po i L'(v), /Po log g )dvﬁ/PologﬂodV

Let {pE”)}tZO denote the corresponding mild solutions of (| @ ) with initial data p(()n). Then
pin) — pg in L'(v) for all t > 0. By Step 3, for each n > 1 we have

t
/ pg/") |:10g IOE") _ log Ut:| dv < / p(()n) |:]0g pgn) — log (70:| dv + // pgn)Fs dv d57
- N 0J1

where Fy is given by (4.20). Passing to the limit as n — oo and applying Fatou’s lemma
together with the convergence properties above, we obtain

/ pillog pr — log o] dv < lim inf/ pg )[log p( " _log o] dv
I i

n—o0

< liminf/ p(()n)[logp —log oy dV+llmlnf// pS")F dv ds
I

n—o0 n—o0

:/po[logpo—logao] dl/+//pstd1/ds.
I 0Jm
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This establishes the desired inequality for general initial data py € L'(v) with pglogpy €
L'(v).

We now construct the approximating sequence {pé")}. Define the truncated densities

n, p0<l') Z n,
ﬁé")($) = min{ max{po(x),n_l}, n} = po(l’)7 PO(I) € (n_l7n)7
nl po(z) <nh

Then ,5(()") — po in L' (v), and since the function u — ulogu is decreasing near 0 and increasing

for large u, we have ﬁé”) log /3(()”) " po log pg pointwise. By the monotone convergence theorem,

/ py log i) dv — / polog po dv.
I il
Normalize by setting
= zR). z [ A0
I

Then p(()") are probability densities, Z,, — 1, and hence p(()n) — po in L'(v). Finally,

/ py log i dv = 7, / py" log 5" — log Z,) dv — / polog po dv.
I I i}
This completes the construction and the proof. O

5. CONCENTRATION INEQUALITY (PROOF OF LEMMA [4.4])

In this section we prove the concentration inequality, Lemma [£.4] used in the proof of the
main result. Throughout this section, we assume the settings from the lemma: let (II, p) be
a probability space, and (II"V, py) be its N-fold product probability space:

OV =T x --- x II, py = p=V.
To prove Lemma [4.4] we will apply the second-order concentration inequality established

by Gétze and Sambale in [19]. We first recall the relevant difference operators. For a function
F . IT — R with variable x € II, we define the first-order difference operator ®, by

(D.F) (2, x) .= F(x) — F(a').

Similarly, for a function G : II* — R with variables (z,y) € II?, we define the second-order
difference operator ®,, by

(Qm,yG> (ZE,7 y,; Z, y) = G(‘Ta y) - G(CL’/, y) - G(I’, y,) + G(ZL‘/, y/)‘ (51)

We emphasize that ©, maps measurable functions F' : II — R to functions on II? — R, while
9., maps functions G : 11> — R to functions on II* — R. Moreover, for any G : 11> — R
with variables (z,y), the operators satisfy the composition rule

9,,G = 9,[9.G],

where ©,G is understood as the first-order difference operator acting on the x-variable.



47

We now introduce the tensorized versions of the first- and second-order difference operators

acting on functions G : IV — R. For « = (T1,...,xN) € IV and indices 1 < 7,5 < N with
1 # 7, let
/

x, = (r1,...,2,...,xN), X = (T, ., X, TN, (5.2)

that is, ] is obtained from & by replacing the ith coordinate z; with z, while x;; is obtained
by replacing the ith and jth coordinates by x} and z’, respectively.
For G : 1TV — R, we define the first- and second-order difference operators by
0,G(x; w) G(x) — G(x), (5.3)
DG (x;, 1) ) [ } o, 5 x) = G(x) — G(x;) — G(x)) + G(=};),

where the special case for i = j:

Based on these operators, we further define the quantities

amm%%@%mmmyi 55)

0;G(x) = H /HQ(@z‘jG(%%w)) dp(z}) dp(x )} 1/2-

and define the Hessian matriz of G:
WG(x) = (0;;G())1<ij<n

We remark that the matrix 9¥G has zero diagonal, due to . Finally, recall that the
Hilbert-Schmidt (Frobenius) norm of a matrix A = (a;;)1<;j<n is given by

N 1/2
| Alls == (Z |az‘j|2> :

ij=1
We next introduce the expectation operator with respect to the product measure p,. For
a measurable function F : IIV — R, we write

E[F] = B, [Fl:= [ F(x)dpy(x)

N
We also define the conditional expectation operator. For 1 < k < N, let

E_[F] = E[F |z := F(x)dpy_i(z—1),
oNy-1
where we recall ©_; = (71,...,2z,...,2y5) € IV In particular, E_;[F] is the conditional
expectation of F' with respect to the o-algebra generated by the variable z;, and therefore
depends only on xy.
Now we state the concentration inequality proved in [19].
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Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 6.1, [19]). Let (I1, p) be a probability space, N > 2, and F : TIV — R
be a bounded measurable function such that

E[F] =0, Y E_[F]=0. (5.6)

Assume that the following holds for some By, By > 0:
‘_I?aXN‘DiF‘ < B, and |0?F|us < B, (5.7)

Then, with ¢ = ﬁ, we have

C C
E F = F|)dpy <2
o0 (5 F1)] = [ e (5 op 1) dow <

With this theorem in place, we may now prove Lemma [4.4]

Proof of Lemma [ Let ® : TI x Py (IT) — R satisfy with uniform constant C' > 0

and consider the setting of Theorem 5.1/ with F' = Fg from (4.16)). For notational simplicity
let us introduce the shorthand: for € TIV, denote p_y = p(x k) = F=5 D_psp Ozp> then
introduce for 1 < k < N:

Ui(x) == (g, pr),  Wrlag) = By [Tr(2)] = By [P (s, p(z 1)) (5.8)

We note the function ¥, depends only on z; because the truncated variable x_j, is integrated
out by the expectation operator [E_j. Following this we have:

N

F(z)=) [Wu(@)— Uy(z)))- (5.9)

k=1

Clearly F' is a bounded measurable function, since by foreach 1 < kK < N, ¥ is a
bounded function on IV — R.

To apply Theorem , it remains to verify Conditions and . We begin with the
expectation conditions in . It suffices to show that

E_i[F(x)] =0, forall 1 <k < N. (5.10)
If the above holds, then by the tower property of conditional expectation,
E[F(z)] = E[E_[F(z)]] =0,

which establishes the first condition. The second follows also.
Now let us show ((5.10)). Indeed, since the [($2)| implies for all ¢ # k.

B[ (x)] = E_y[@(ze. plx_))] = / B(oe, pl_e)) dpy (1) = 0,

IN-1

E_x[We(ze)] = E_p[E_o[® (2, u(x-0))]] = /HE—k[‘I’z(w)]dP(xk) =0.



49

Therefore, this yields
N

E_i[F( Z — Uy(x0)) | = B [@(wn, pooi) — E_x @ (g, pi—g)] = 0.

We next check the two bounds from (5.7). Recall the notations introduced in (5.2)). For

the first bound, since the argument is identical, we may without loss showing only for the
case i = 1, that is we show for some B; > 0, it holds for all 2} € IT, x € ITV:

1D, F(x)| < By.
We note by |(®3)] for every k& > 2, ¥, from (5.8 satisfies
C

Wr(z) — (x| <

N-—-1
By (1)} for £ =1 we also have
@y (z) — Wi(x)| <O, |[¥(xy) — V()] < C.

By the definition of the first order difference order from (5.3)), we have also ¥y, (z}; ) = 0
for all k£ # 1. Combining these we conclude:

D F(ah; )] = W (@) — B () — O (@) + Ty(2h) + 3 (Tela) — W)
< Wy (@) — Wy (@})] + [T (ar) — T (2} |+Z|\Pk — W, (ah)| < 3C

By the definition of the difference operator 9y (see (5.5)), this leads us to

2 F(@) = |3 [ OuFuled @) ol T 5 [Eerdna) T =

Hence the bound from (5.7)) holds with B; = %C )

We now consider the second bound from . To begin let us start with bounding ©,; F',
i # j, and as before without loss consider only the case (i,7) = 1,2. We note D15 acting
on any single variable functions, particularly ¥, from , are zero. Following from the
definition of the linearity of the second order difference operators and the decomposition of

F from (j5.9)),

N
@12F(SL’/1,I/2; .CC) = 2912‘I’k(x/17$/23 iB) = (@12‘1’1 + @12\1’2 + Z@u\:[’k) (I/l,IIQ; 13)

k=1 k>3

Let us now consider 15V, for £ = 1. In this case, the difference operator ®i5 is acting
on the first variable of ®(z, 1), and the second via =0,. Using the first order bound from

(®3)}, with o = ﬁ Zkzg Oy s

[D12W (2, w35 )| = [(¥(z) — ¥(x)) — (¥(z)) — ¥(w),))]
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S |(I)<l’1,0' + ﬁdm) — q)(l'l,O' + ﬁd%)

2C
For k = 2, the case is similar, leading to the same bound above. For k£ > 3, the difference
operator D1, is acting on p via 5 (8,, + 0,,). Borrowing the same notations from |(®4)| the
condition implies

9129t 1) = [9(1.1) = Blar, ) = D1, ) + @, i) € s
Collecting all the bounds above for k =1,2,3,--- , N. This gives for all N > 2:
DuFa(n,2:w) < N2€1 " N2€1 - (quﬁig(i 2) = N5(_J1‘
Thus,
1 50 \° s
012F () < [4_1 /H2 (m) dp(;)dp(x}) <5 ' N_T

This bound is independent of i # j and « € II and hence we have for all N > 3:

5C 5C N 5C" /3
< s V- T < 5

This concludes [[0®) Fg(x)|lus < By := %ﬁ

Finally, we invoke Theorem . With the choice ¢ = ﬁ and

3 5 [3)
bZC(E—f‘g\/;)

the following bound for the exponential integral holds:

/HN exp <gIF(w)\) dp(z) <2. O

1/2

[0® Fo()|lus = [Z (0:;;F ()’

i#]

6. SOME SPECIAL CASES FOR ENTROPIC CHAOS

In this last section, we present several illustrative examples of mixed mean-field jump
systems satisfying the propagation of chaos property. Our aim is to identify explicit and

verifiable conditions under which Assumptions (Ab)| hold.
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6.1. 2- and 3-body linear interaction jump kernels. Let (II,v) be a finite measure
space. We consider a multi-body mean-field jump kernel that averages over two- and three-
body interactions. Let

IO - M), T I8 - Mo (1),

where we recall M (II) denotes the set of bounded positive measures on II. Let us make the
following assumptions on '™V T2,
(I'1) For each z, 2" € II, the kernels

(v, B) =T (2,2, F),  (2,E)~T3(z,27,F)

are Markov jump kernels, and admit kernels w.r.t. the measure v, denoted by I':})
and T2 respectively. Moreover, we assume the existence of a constant C; > 0 such
that, for all x, z, 2’ € II,

max {I‘(l)(m, 2, 1), TOY (2, 2, 1T), T (x, 2, 2/, 1), T (, 2, z’,H)} < (.

The first kernel I'") represents the two-body interaction: the jump of a particle at state z € II
is influenced by the state z € II of a single other particle. The second kernel I'®) represents
the three-body interaction: the jump of a particle at = is influenced simultaneously by the
states (z,2') € IT? of two other particles.

Now for a fixed N > 3, define the N-particle mean-field empirical kernel as follows. For
€ Py(I) with g = = S0 s,

N -1
Al B i= [ T2 Bylu(e) + 3y [ Tz )du)au) 6)
i N =2 Jiz\a
1 = 1
_ T E re E).
N —1 (xazlw )+(N_1)<N_2)Z ('xazk’azfa )
k=1 [

where A = {(z,2') : z = 2/} C II2. Consider the averaged mean-field kernel Ay of Ay as in
Definition 218 We have

An(z, E;p) = /N lAN(%E;M(ﬂhl))d/?@w_l)(ﬂhl)
v

:/HF(I)(J:,Z,E)dp(z)—i-/ (2,2, E)dp(z)dp(2').

H2
We note here the averaged kernel does not depend on N. Hence we denote it as A. In this

case, the averaged mean-field law, which is the solution of 2.14] does not depend on N as
well, if the given initial conditions are identical.

Proposition 6.1. Let '™V T2 satisfym and define the N -particle empirical jump kernel
Ay as in (6.1). Then Ay fr satisfies |(A1)(A4) Particularly if K* is an adjoint
Markov generator satisfying the N-particle system associated with Ly (n) = K* +
AN (p), where Ay (u) is the adjoint Markov jump operator associated to An(p), has the
entropic propagation of chaos property as N — oc.
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Proof. Let us consider |(A1)| [(A2)| together. Let p = 1., € Py(Il) with N > 3.
Then by it holds:

N —1
A (e, TTs ) = / POz, 2, I0) du(z) + s / O)(z, 2, 2, 1) du(=) du(+')
1 N =2 Jia\a

N -1
<G+ 5— G (1@ p)(IT*\ &) < 304,

and the same holds for A%, following the identical computation. Hence |[(A1)| and - hold
uniformly in V.

Now consider [(A3)l Fix N > 3 and let us denote

1 1 N-1
_ 1) _
F=N"1 Ozt “U_ﬁv—1@4 E:@J'
k=2

Note that || — pV||rv = +25. We compute for any z € II and measurable set E € B(II):

[Ax(z, B p) = An(, B p)| < | (TW (2, -, B), = uM) [+
’<F(2)($, 77E>XH2\A7,U®,U - M(l) ®:u(1)>‘ = [+[[

where we use the natural pairing notation (u,) = [ ¢@du. Using the bound from |(I'1)]

we have I < ]%Cll On the other hand, with ®(z,2') = I'®(xz, 2,2, E), the second term is

bounded above by

N—-1 e
II< = H (21, 2) — B(2), 21) + B2, 21) — B2, 2))] < N—ll'
Combining both we obtain
6C
An(p) = Ay (pD)||ly < —.
AN () = An ()7 < 7

The same argument for adjoint kernel yields the same bound above with A% in place of Ay.

This gives |(A3)}
Lastly consider |(A4)| Fix N > 3 and set a := . Let

n:= 53&1 + 59&27 77(1) = 590’1 + 5902’ 77(2) = 5061 + 593’27 77(172) = 593'1 + 5z/2

12 .= 5+ an(1’2).

p=o0+an, pY=c+an®, u®.=0c+an?®, u
Fix z € II, E € B(II) and define the second-order combination:
DAN(z, E) := Ax(2, E; 1) — An (2, E; pV) — An(z, E; p®) + A (2, E; p1).

From (6.1]), we write Ay = AS\P + AN with

AD (2, B pr) = / POz, 21, B) du(z1),
11



N -1

Ag\%)(z,E;u) = m/HQ\A F(Q)(Z,ZJL,Zz,E) dp(z1) dp(z2).

Since Ag\l,) is linear in p, its second-order difference vanishes, i.e., DAE\l,)(z, E)=0.
Let us now consider DA%). Since p = o 4 an, we have

pRu=0®c+alc@n+nRac)+a’nmn,

and the analogous expansions hold for u™®, u®, 2. Given a finite measure, denote
I(p, ') 1:/ T®) (2, 21,20, B) d(p @ p) (21, 22).
2\A

Note that A%)(z, E;p) = 8= I (p, ). By the bilinearity of I, we have

L(p, p) = Iy(o,0) + al(o,n) + al(n, o) + a*I(n,n),

and the similar identities hold for ™, 41®, 1(1?) Hence we find

N -1
DAY (2, B) = 57— (Ta(p 1) = Lo, @) = Io(u®, u®) + Lo(u2, 1))
N -1
= N o a’ <[2(77,17) — ]2(,7(1)777(1)) _ ]2(77(2)777(2)) + ]2(77(1,2)’77(1,2)))

We note all the a-linear terms cancel, due to the bilinearity of I.

We note next by it holds
]2(77’ 7)) = F(2)(Z, Ty, T2, E) + F(2)(27 T2, X1, E) S [0’ 201]
Likewise, all terms in the round bracket are € [0,2C,]. This follows

N -1 4C
ca% 40, = !

[DA(z, E)| = DAY (=, B)| < - ST

This completes the proof of|(A4)l The second order estimate for the adjoint kernel A} follows

by the same argument.

Now consider the N-particle system generated by £ (u) = K*+ Ay (). Since Conditions
(A4)| are satisfied, the entropic estimate in Theorem applies. As noted before

53

Proposition [6.1], the averaged mean-field equation does not depend on N. Consequently,

the entropic estimate yields the entropic propagation of chaos for the N-particle system as

N — oo.

6.2. RF-parametrized jump kernels. In this last subsection, let us consider a class of

g

mean-field jump system whose jump kernel is parametrized by a parameter § € R¥. Let

k : I — R¥ be a measurable function. For x € II, u € P(II), define the vector

m*muwzénuwmwweR@
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We note the definition above naturally extends to general bounded (signed) measures and
the following Young’s-type inequality holds:

(5 % ) () = (5 5 ) (@) ooy < Nl oo [l = ' llov (6.2)

Let I : IT x R* x IT — [0, 00) be a measurable function. Given x and I" as above, we define
the associated mean-field jump kernel by

Az, dy; 1) =T (z, (5 * p)(2),y) dv(y). (6.3)
In other words, the jump mechanism of a particle located at x € II is determined by the
parameter § = (k * u)(x) € R* which is obtained by averaging the vector field x against the
mean-field distribution p. Since the interaction enters only through the R*-valued quantity 6,
this structure allows one to exploit the law of large numbers when estimating the fluctuation
of (k* u)(x), and hence to verify Condition In particular, the dependence on a finite-
dimensional parameter often yields explicit rates of convergence in the propagation-of-chaos
analysis.

A simple but illustrative example is the following:

A, dy; 1) == (5 # p)(2)) Plz,y)dv(y),  A:R* = RT,

Here the jump distribution of a particle at x is given by a fixed probability kernel P(x,y)dv(y),
while the jump intensity is modulated by the function A(6), where § = (k * u)(x) encodes
the averaged interaction effect of the environment.

To apply the main theorem of this work, we impose the following assumptions over «, I':

(©1) Uniform bound on k,T'. There exists M; > 0 such that for all z,y € II, 0 € RF
|I€(I7 y)|7 F(ZL‘, 97 y) < M.
(©2) Lipschitz continuity in the parameter. There exists My > 0 such that, for all x,y € 11
and 0,0 € R¥,
’F(.CE, 9, y) - F(Z‘, 9/’ y)| < M, ‘9 - 0,|

(©3) The second order displacement bound on 6. There is M3 > 0 such that the following
holds. For all 6,6, € R*, with ), = (1—t)0y+1t6,, it holds for T =T, and t € [0, 1]:

M.
|F(x70t7y) - tr(x7917y> - (]‘ - t)r(xveo)y” S 731:(1 - t>|00 - 61|2‘

Proposition 6.2. Let k: 11> - R* and T : TI x R* x [T — [0, 00) satisfy assumptions|(©1)-
. Then the family of mean-field jump kernels {A(p)}uepany, defined in (6.3), satisfies

assumptions |(A1)H(A5). Specifically, if K* is an adjoint Markov generator satisfying [(K1)
then the N -particle system associated to L*(n) = K*+A*(u) exhibits L'-propagation of chaos

as N — oo.

Proof. Let us begin with Conditions [(A1)| [(A2)l We first note for each u € P(II), the jump
kernel A(x, dy, 1) admits a density w.r.t v(dy), as shown in (6.3)). We note the adjoint kernel
is given by

A*(y, dars ) = T, (5 % 1) (), y)dv (z).
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We next check the bounds for the mean-field kernel A and adjoint kernel A*. Combining

(©1)|and (6.2), we check

Al = Sup Az, )]y = Sup IT(z, (k% ) (), )| 21 (yayy < Miv(ID),
A" (u)ll7 = sup [[A*(y, s ) |lrv = sup [|[T(z, (& * 1) (2), ¥) || 21 (v,d0)
z€ell yell

< sup HF(Q}, 07 y)HLl(l/,dI) + sup HF(QJ, (R * ,u)(x), y) - F(Jf, 07 y)HLl(V,dCE)
y€ll yell

< Myv(I1) + M, /H |k * p(z)|dv(z) < Myv(I1) + Mov(ID) ||k * pl| Lo
S Mly(H) + MlMQI/(H).

Next we verify Condition|(A3)l This follows by the Lipschitz continuity of p — T (u) w.r.t.
the total variation norm, T = A, A*, see Proposition We note by [(©2), (6.2)) it holds
for all pu, p € P(II):

[A(p) — Ap)ll7 = Sup 1T (2, (k% p)(2),y) — (2, (k% p)(@), Y) || 1.(v.dy)

< [ lwx (@) = (2 ) dvta) < )50 = (4 )
< v(IMi |l - plirv.

A same computation above, replacing L'(v, dy) by L'(v, dx), gives the same Lipschitz bound

for p+— A*(p). Hence |(A3)| follows.
Next consider [(A4)l By Proposition [2.21} it suffices to verify the second order displacement

condition: with T = A, A*, it holds for some ©’ > 0 and all ug, 1y € P(II), ¢t € [0,1]:

1T () — X (1) — (1 = )T (o)l 7 < gt(l —)lpo — mall%, = (=)o +tps.  (6.4)

Fix po, 1 € P(ID). If we set ;(x) = (k * p;)(x) € R* for i = 1,2, then by linearity of the
map g — K * i, the interpolation 6;(z) € R* ¢ € [0, 1], is given by
Oi(x) = (1 = t)bp(x) + tb1(x) = K * (), pe = (1 —t)po + tp.
This follows:
1A Ge) = tA () = (1 = ) Apo)ll 7
= sup [Tz, % pa(z),y) — (1 = T (2, (8 o) (2), y) = #1(@, (5 5 p11)(2), 9) | 2 vy
re

< [ S0 = Olkx ale) — ko (o)) < FEEED

Similary, the same computation above gives the same bound for A*. Hence holds. This

verifies |(A4)|
Finally, we verify ((A5)l By |(©2)/and (6.3), for any fixed x € 11, u, p € P(II), we have

A Gz, - 1) = Az, - p)llvv = [[T(2, (5 % p)(2),y) = Tz, (5 p)(2), Y) || 1 )

t(1 = 8)llpo — v
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< ()| (5 % 1)(@) — (1 % p)(x)] = Zle 1. ).

Now fix p € L'(v) N'P(IT) and N > 1, and consider the quantity ex(p) appearing in [(A5)|
By Jensen’s inequality,

en(p)® = /HN E(x1, w(x-1),p) dp@N(w)]

= |v(I) /HN | (k% (1)) (1) — (K % p) (1) dp@N(w)]

SV_(H)Q/H/HM ﬁzjv:/i(xb%k)_/nﬁ(xhy) dp(y)

For fixed x1, the inner integral is the variance of an i.i.d. sample of size N —1 with common
distribution p. By the standard variance estimate, it is bounded above by:
1 1
m Val"p[li(l’l, )] < N_1
Substituting this into the previous bound and applying [(©1), we obtain
o _ v(IT)? 2 v v(I?, o _ Miv(II)?
en(p)” < N1/, [K(@1, Y720y do(21) = mHFéHp(p@?) < mHFJHLw S N1

Thus,

2
dp® NV (@_y) dp(a1).

||l€<l‘1, y) H%Z(p,dy)'

en(p) < M;VV(_Hi

uniformly over all densities p. This establishes |(A5)]
The propagation of chaos property for the N-particle systems follows from Proposition

and Corollary [2.26] O

APPENDIX A.

—0 as N — oo,

A.1. Existence of Adjoint Kernels.

Proof of Proposition[2.10. —. Suppose that A admits an adjoint kernel A* € J,(II) with
respect to v. For any E € B with v(F) = 0,

(VA)(E):/HA(x,E)V(dx):/H Az, dy) v(dx)

_ /H Ny do) vldy) = /E A*(y, IT) v(dy) = 0.

Thus A < v. Let A denote the Radon-Nikodym density, so that d(vA) = Adv.
To show A € L™®(v), take any ¢ € L'(v). Then

uwnzﬁwwmmwwzﬁﬂmmww>
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:/m o(y)A(z,dy) v(dr) :/HQ (y)A* (y, dx) v(dy) Z/sﬁ(y) A (y, IT) v(dy).

II

Hence

| A @) | < el 1A C I ey = Nl A7
By L'-L* duality, [|A]|p~q) < [|[A*]l7 < oo.

<. Assume now that vA < v with density A € L*(v). Define a finite measure v €
M. (%) by
V(dz, dy) := Az, dy) v(dz).
Let 7 : 11 — II be the projection 7(x,y) = y. Its pushforward is
Vii=my =vA = Aw

By the disintegration theorem, there exists a Markov kernel A : II — P(II) such that

v(dz,dy) = Ay, dz) V' (dy).

We note that the kernel /~\(y, dx) is unique v/-almost everywhere, and hence also v-almost
everywhere. Substituting v/(dy) = A(y)v(dy) gives

A(z, dy) v(dz) = ~(dz, dy) = A(y) Ay, dz) v(dy).

Define A*(y,dz) := A(y) A(y,dz). Then A* is an adjoint kernel of A. Moreover, since both
A and A are uniquely determined up to v-null sets, it follows that the adjoint kernel A* is

unique v-almost everywhere.
Finally, since A(y, 1) =1,

sup A*(y, IT) = sup A(y)A(y, 1) = Al 2o ) -

yell yell

Thus A* € J, (I1) with [[A*]|7 = [z (). O

A.2. Data processing inequality. The data processing inequality expresses the monotonic-
ity of relative entropy under the action of a Markov flow. Specifically, if p and o are two
probability measures and T™ denotes an adjoint Markov operator, then

H(T* | T*0) < H(pllo).

In other words, the application of a Markov operator cannot increase the information di-
vergence between two probability measures. This property encapsulates the intuitive notion
that post-processing cannot generate additional information about the original distribution.
While the classical proof of this result (e.g., [13]) typically relies on the kernel represen-
tation of Markov operators, to fit the theme of the present work we shall instead employ
an operator-based approach. Our proof relies solely on the positivity, linearity, and mass-
preserving properties of Markov operators, together with a Jensen-type inequality that forms
the key step in the argument below.
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Lemma A.1 (Jensen’s inequality for Markov operators). Let (II, 1) and (I1, /i) be two finite

measure spaces, and let T : L'(IT,u) — LY(IL, 1) be a positive linear operator such that

T1=1. Let ® : R™ — R be a convex function. Then, for all nonnegative n € L'(u),
®(Tn) < T[®(n)].

If, in addition, T" is mass conserving, i.e.

[ Todi= [ wdn for attne L),
I I
then

/ﬁ ®(Tn) dji < /H o(n) dp.

Proof. By convexity of ®, one may represent it as

®(u) = sup (au+b), A={(a,b) € R?:av+b < &(v) for all v > 0}.
(a,b)eA

Fix any (a,b) € A. Using the linearity of T and the property 71 = 1, we have
aTn+b="T(an+Db).

Since (a,b) € A implies an + b < ®(n) pointwise, and T is positive (thus order-preserving),
it follows that 3 3 .
al'n+b="T(an+0b) <T[P(n)].
Taking the supremum over all (a,b) € A yields
o(Tn) < T[®(n)],

which establishes the first claim.
If T is mass conserving, we integrate the inequality with respect to fi to obtain

J o< [ T@midi= [ e

where the equality follows from the mass conservation property. U

Proposition A.2 (Data processing inequality). Let T* : L'(v) — L'(v) be an adjoint
Markov operator. Then, for any pair of probability densities p,o € L'(v),

H(T"pl|T"0) < Hpllo),
where H(pllo) = [ plog(p/o)dv denotes the relative entropy.
Proof. Fix a density o € L'(v) and define the measures
dp = odv, dip =T o dv.
Both z and /i are probability measures. Define the operator T': L'(u) — L'(ji) by
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Then T is linear, positive, satisfies T'1 = 1, and is mass conserving;:

[Tndﬂ—/ndu.
I m

Let p € L'(v) be another density, and set n = p/o. Then

T"p T*(no) -
= = i .
[0 [0 <77)

Define ®(u) = ulogu, a convex function on R*. Applying gives

. e \ "p [T T"p\
H(T*p||T0) —/T plog(T*J) dy_/T*a log<T*U)T odv

:/ﬁCD(Tn)dﬂS/H‘I)(U)duz/Hglog(§>0dV=H(PHU)-

This proves the claim. U

il
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