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MEAN-FIELD LIMITS OF DETERMINISTIC AND STOCHASTIC FLOCKING
MODELS WITH NONLINEAR VELOCITY ALIGNMENT

VINH NGUYEN*, ROMAN SHVYDKOY', AND CHANGHUT TAN*

ABSTRACT. We study the mean-field limit for a class of agent-based models describing flocking
with nonlinear velocity alignment. Each agent interacts through a communication protocol ¢ and a
non-linear coupling of velocities given by the power law A(v) = |v|P"?v, p > 2. The mean-field limit
is proved in two settings — deterministic and stochastic. We then provide quantitative estimates on
propagation of chaos for deterministic case in the case of the classical fat-tailed kernels, showing
an improved convergence rate of the k-particle marginals to a solution of the corresponding Vlasov
equation. The stochastic version is addressed with multiplicative noise depending on the local
interaction intensity, which leads to the associated Fokker-Planck-Alignment equation.

Our results extend the classical Cucker-Smale theory to the nonlinear framework which has
received considerable attention in the literature recently.

1. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical modeling of collective behavior, such as flocking of birds, schooling of fish,
or swarming of bacteria, has been a fertile ground for interaction between mathematical analysis,
probability theory, and statistical physics, see these comprehensive surveys of the subject [1, 4,
28, 20, 21, 24]. A cornerstone in this field is the Cucker-Smale model [11], a second-order particle
system where agents align their velocities based on a weighted average of their neighbors’ relative
velocities. This model and its numerous variants have been shown to exhibit remarkable emergent
properties, most notably flocking: the convergence of agents to a common velocity while maintaining
a bounded spatial profile.

A fundamental question in the study of such interacting particle systems is their behavior as the
number of particles NV tends to infinity. The formal limit is described by a kinetic equation, in which
the probability distribution is transported along a force field generated by the distribution itself.
The rigorous justification of this limit under the mean-field scaling and the associated propagation of
chaos, which is the phenomenon in which particles become asymptotically independent as N — o0,
are central problems in the mathematical physics and modeling, see [14, 18, 26].

There is a large and growing literature on mean-field limits and propagation of chaos for flocking
models of Cucker-Smale type. For the classical Cucker-Smale system, a formal derivation of the
associated kinetic equation via the BBGKY hierarchy was presented by Ha and Tadmor [17], while
a rigorous justification through the mean-field limit was later established by Ha and Liu [16].
The quantitative propagation of chaos for systems with fat-tailed communication protocols was
subsequently investigated by Nguyen and Shvydkoy [23], where explicit convergence rates in the
Wasserstein-2 distance for finite marginals were obtained. Other works, including Natalini and
Paul [22] and related references therein, have also treated mean-field limits for the linear model
under various kernel assumptions and interaction structures.
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While most classical results concern linear alignment, that is, interactions of the form v; — v;
weighted by a communication protocol, recent interest has shifted toward models with more singular
or nonlinear interactions. These present significant mathematical challenges, but are often more
biologically realistic or exhibit richer dynamics.

In this paper, we consider the following deterministic agent-based flocking model:
Xi = Vy, XZ(O) = X? € Rd

1Y 1.1
Vi = N;é(xz‘ —xj)A(v; —vi), vi(0) =v)eR% (1.1)

Here ¢ is the communication protocol, which measures the strength of the alignment interaction.
We assume that ¢ is radially symmetric and non-increasing in the radial variable. A typical family
of communication protocols we consider takes the form

o(r)=01+7r)""% «acl0,1), (1.2)
where ¢ is bounded, Lipschitz, and has a fat tail, that is, there exists g > 0 such that

f: ¢(r)dr =

The mapping A : R? — R? encodes the velocity coupling. For the linear choice A(v) = v, (1.1)
reduces to the Cucker-Smale system. In this work we focus on the nonlinear mapping

AV) = |v|P%v, p=2. (1.3)

Such nonlinear velocity couplings were first introduced by Ha, Ha, and Kim [15]. Subsequent
works [29, 19, 5] demonstrate that the choice of the nonlinear mapping has a decisive influence on
the asymptotic flocking and alignment behavior, notably on the resulting convergence rates. In
particular, Black and Tan [5] obtained quantitative bounds in which the rates depend explicitly on
the parameters p and «. See Theorem 2.2 for a detailed description.

The mean-field limit of (1.1) as N — o0 is given by the following Vlasov-type kinetic equation
(see Definition 2.5):

Oepp + V- Vi + Vy - (uF () = 0, p(0) = po € P(R*),
ka&wﬂ=&wﬂx—WMw—VMM%W)

The well-posedness theory for (1.4) was established by Carrillo, Choi and Hauray [8]. By formal
hydrodynamic limits, one may further derive the macroscopic p-alignment system:

Oup+ Vs (pu) =0, p(0) = po : R - Ry,

2(p) + V- (pu@u ~[¢x ¥)A(uly) — u(x))p(x)p(y)dy.

(1.4)

(1.5)

We refer to the work of Tadmor [27] and references therein for formal derivations and analysis of the
p-alignment system. Remarkably, the systems (1.1), (1.4), and (1.5) exhibit the same asymptotic
flocking and alignment behavior (see also [5]).

The well-posedness theory of (1.5) and the rigorous derivation of the hydrodynamic limit were
recently established by Black and Tan [6]. We also highlight the work of Choi, Fabisiak, and Peszek
[9], who treated singular communication protocols of the form ¢(r) = r~® with « > d, establishing
well-posedness and micro-to-macro mean-field limits.

Our primary interest is the mean-field limit from the agent-based system (1.1) to the kinetic
equation (1.4). Under the assumptions of smooth ¢ and the nonlinear mapping (1.3), we derive a
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stability estimate analogous to the classical Dobrushin estimate [12]: perturbations in the initial
data, measured in the Wasserstein-1 distance, grow at most exponentially in time; see (2.9).

The kinetic equation (1.4) inherits the same flocking and alignment estimates as the agent-
based model (1.1). Leveraging these estimates, we obtain enhanced stability bounds in which the
growth is sub-exponential in time. As a consequence, we establish a rigorous mean-field limit
for (1.1) and obtain enhanced quantitative propagation-of-chaos estimates in the Wasserstein-2
metric. Theorems 2.6-2.8 present the detailed results. Our conclusions extend and generalize the
quantitative estimates obtained in [23] for the Cucker-Smale system with linear velocity coupling
(p=2).

The kinetic equation (1.4) enjoys the same flocking and alignment estimates as the agent-based
model (1.1). Using these estimates, we establish enhanced stability estimates where the growth
is sub-exponential in time. Consequently, we establish a rigorous mean-field limit for agent-based
system (1.1), and derive enhanced quantitative propagation of chaos control, under Wasserstein-2
metric. See Theorems 2.6-2.8 for detail descriptions, and Table 1 for explicit rates. Our results
broaden the quantitative framework developed in [23] for the Cucker-Smale system with linear
velocity coupling (p = 2), extending it to the nonlinear regime.

In the stochastic setting, a number of works addressed the classical linear alignment force with
multiplicative or additive noise. The first result in this direction belongs to Bolley, Caiizo, and
Carrillo [7], in the case of constant noise and linear alignment force. Strength-dependent noise
was treated in [25]. Choi and Salem [10] analyzed stochastic particle systems with multiplicative
noise depending on velocity, deriving stochastic mean-field limits and phase transition phenomena.
Friesen and Kutoviy [13] considered jump-type stochastic interactions and proved the propagation
of chaos through McKean-Vlasov formulations. Those studies treat additive or velocity-dependent
noise.

We consider the following stochastic agent-based flocking model:

N
1
dvi = D (i — x))A(v; — vi) dt + +/2h(s;)dW;,
j=1

incorporating multiplicative noise whose amplitude depends on the local interaction strength s;.
We develop an analogous mean-field theory in this stochastic setting and prove convergence of the
empirical measure to the associated Fokker-Planck-Alignment equation (2.13).

Overall, our results significantly broaden the scope of existing work, which has largely been
confined to linear velocity couplings or simpler noise structures. They provide a unified quantitative
framework for both deterministic and stochastic flocking models with nonlinear velocity alignment.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces notation, recalls the
flocking estimates for the agent-based system, presents key auxiliary lemmas, and states the main
results. In Section 3, we study the deterministic flocking model with nonlinear alignment and
establish global well-posedness together with the mean-field limit. Section 4 is devoted to quanti-
tative propagation-of-chaos estimates, where explicit Wasserstein-2 convergence rates are derived
for systems with fat-tailed communication protocols. In Section 5, we extend the analysis to the
stochastic model with locally dependent multiplicative noise and prove convergence of the empirical
measure to the corresponding Fokker-Planck-Alignment equation. Finally, Section 6 contains the
proofs of the key auxiliary lemmas used throughout the analysis.

Notations. We use C to denote a positive constant whose value may change from line to line.
When two distinct constants appear in the same expression, we write C' and C. We often employ
the Japanese bracket (t) := +/1 + t2. The functions a(t) and b(t) will serve as auxiliary quantities.
The notation A < B means that there exists a positive constant C' such that A < CB.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section we collect preliminary material and state the main results of the paper. We first
introduce notation and recall basic properties of the Wasserstein distance, which will serve as the
principal metric throughout the analysis. We then review the flocking and alignment estimates for
the agent-based model with nonlinear velocity alignment under fat-tailed communication protocols.
Next, we present a set of auxiliary lemmas for systems of differential inequalities, which provide the
quantitative bounds needed in the subsequent stability and propagation-of-chaos arguments. The
section concludes with the statements of the main results, including the Dobrushin-type stability
estimate for the kinetic equation, the deterministic mean-field limit, quantitative propagation-of-
chaos estimates, and the stochastic mean-field limit.

2.1. Wasserstein distance. We first recall the definition and key properties of the Wasserstein
distance (see [2, 14]), a central metric for measuring the proximity of probability measures in our
analysis.

Throughout, denote by P(R??) the space of Borel probability measures on R?¢, and for m > 0
set

P (R2D) = {M e P(R%) f

RQ

Iv|™ du(x,v) < oo} .
d

Given u,v € P, (R?), we write IT(u, v) for the set of couplings between g and v; in other words,
II(u, v) conmsists of all Borel probability measures m on R? x RY whose first and second marginals
are y and v, respectively. Equivalently, a measure 7 € P(R? x R?%) belongs to II(u, v) if and only if

[f (¢«x>+-w<y»<h4x,y>::J‘ o) dp(x) + | () du(y)
Rd Rd

R2 x R4

for every pair of functions ¢, 1) € C(R?) with at most polynomial growth, i.e., ¢(z),%(z) = O(|z|™)
as |z| — oo.

Definition 2.1. For m > 1 and p,v € P, (R?), the Wasserstein-m distance (also known as the
Monge-Kantorovich distance) between p and v, denoted by W, (u, v), is defined by

Walpor) = _jnt ([ k= ylmaneey)) "

well(p,v
R4 xRd

For a function ¢ : R — R, the Lipschitz constant of ¢, denoted by Lip(¢y), is defined by

. PxX)— Py
Lip(g) i= sup 12X =9
x#yeRd |X - y|

The set of Lipschitz functions on R?, denoted by Lip(R?), consists all functions whose Lipschitz
constant is finite.
The Wasserstein-1 distance has the following dual formulation:

‘&y@MM@—J o (2)dv(z)|.

Rd

Wi(p,v) = sup (2.1)
peLip(R?)

Lip(p)<1

2.2. Flocking and alignment with fat-tailed communication protocol. Let us recall the
flocking and alignment properties of the agent-based model (1.1). For ¢ > 0, define the spatial and
velocity diameters

D) = max [xi(t) = x, (0, V() = max | |vi(®) = v,(0).
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The flocking and alignment behaviors can be interpreted by

supD(t) < oo, and lim V(t) =0,
t=0 t—o0
respectively.

For the nonlinear alignment model (1.1), the evolution of (D, V) is known to satisfy the following
closed system of differential inequalities [15]:

D'(t) < V(1)

VI(t) < —cpd(D)V()PL, ¢, =227P. (22)

Further analysis of the paired inequalities show flocking and alignment phenomena, provided that
the communication protocol ¢ is fat-tailed, satisfying (2.3).

In [5], quantitative bounds were obtained for the family of communication protocols in (1.2), or
more generally, ¢ is bounded, Lipschitz, and there exist A, A > 0, « € [0, 1) such that

Arm < o(r) <K ArTY, Vr > . (2.3)

Sharp asymptotic bounds for D(¢) and V(t) were derived. These rates depend explicitly on the
nonlinear exponent p and the tail parameter a. We summarize the result below.

Theorem 2.2 (Flocking and alignment estimates [5]). Suppose (D(t),V(t)) satisfy the paired in-
equality (2.2) with bounded initial data (Do, V), and the communication protocol ¢ satisfies (2.3).
Then, for any t = 0, we have the following bounds:

(). if p€ (2,3), then there exists D < oo such that
supD(t) = D, V(t) < &) 7,
=0
(ii). if p > 3, then
Dt B 7, V) S BT
(iii). if p = 3, then

D(t) < (log(®) ™=, V(t) < (&)~ (log(t)) T7;

In contrast to the linear velocity coupling case (p = 2), where V(¢) decays exponentially fast, the
nonlinear regime p > 2 yields only polynomial decay. Moreover, flocking (i.e., bounded D(t)) holds
for all p < 3, while for p > 3 the spatial diameter may grow in time, though only at a sublinear
rate.

2.3. Key auxiliary lemmas. We shall require a collection of technical estimates for certain closed
systems of differential inequalities sharing the same structural form as (2.2). These systems admit
quantitative bounds analogous to those in Theorem 2.2. The resulting estimates will be used
repeatedly in the sequel, in particular for deriving quantitative stability and propagation-of-chaos
bounds. Proofs of the auxiliary lemmas stated below are deferred to Section 6.

Lemma 2.3. Given (3 € [0,+), suppose that (a(t),b(t)) is a nonnegative solution to the system:

a'(t) <b(t), a(0)=ageRy, o
V(t) < O Pa(t) +g(t), b0)=byeRy, t=0, (24)

where C > 0 is a constant, and g(t) is a given nonnegative source term. Then the following holds:
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(i). if B > 2, letting
¢
Gi(t) := f g(s) ds,

0
then there exist positive constants Cq1 and Co such that

t
a(t) < ag+ Cit + Cy f Gi(s)ds, b(t)<Cy+ CaGi(t), t=0. (2.5)
0
i), if Be[0,2), letting v = 1 — &, ¢ 1= I0VI=0PHAC - g
3 I g 8. 1—+ (217 7)

g2(t> = Jt<s>l—’7 e—C_'<S>vg(8) ds,

0
then there exist positive constants C3 and Cy such that

a(t) < (C1 4 7' CrGa) €7 b(1) < (Co+ Ga)@ LY 100 (26)
(iii). If B =2, letting ¢ :== (1 + /1 +4C)/2 and

t
Ga(t) = f (Y€ Vg(s) ds,
0
then there exist positive constants Cs and Cg such that
at) < (Cs5 + C71¢G3(1)) B, b(t) < (Co + G3(1)) ()L, t=0.

We briefly comment on the behavior of (2.4) in the absence of a source term, i.e., when g(t) = 0.
For 8 = 0, part (ii) recovers the classical exponential growth bound

a(t) < C1e®,  b(t) < Coe,

When S € (0,2), the solution exhibits sub-exponential but super-polynomial growth. The case
B = 2 is critical and leads to polynomial bounds. Finally, for 5 > 2, the growth of a(t) is at most
linear, while b(t) remains uniformly bounded.

In Theorem 2.2(iii), corresponding to the critical case p = 3, the flocking and alignment estimates
involve a logarithmic correction. Accordingly, in the critical regime 8 = 2, we require a variant of
(2.4) that incorporates an additional logarithmic factor. The corresponding estimate is given next.

Lemma 2.4. Given a € [0,1), suppose that (a(t),b(t)) is a nonnegative solution to the system:

a'(t) <b(t), a(0)=apeRy, 2
V(1) < O 2(log(t) aa(t) + g(t), b(0) =boe Ry, t3>0, '

1

where C > 0 is a constant, and g(t) is a given nonnegative source term. Letting 6 := oo’

C:= 71“21;40, and

Ga(t) := Lt<s>(10g<s>)(91) e—é(log<s>)eg(s> ds.

then there exist positive constants C7 and Cg such that

a(t) < (Cr + C71COG(1)) CWBD b(1) < (C + Ga(t)) (8~ (log(ty)"~ TUE®) ¢ > 0.
(2.8)

Lemma 2.4 provides the refined estimates required to treat the critical case, including the corre-

2a
sponding sharp rate. We note that the presence of the logarithmic factor (log(¢))T== in (2.7) leads
to a bound that is no longer polynomial in time, in contrast to Lemma 2.3(iii), except in the special
case o = 0.
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2.4. Statement of main results. In this subsection, we state our main results together with
several accompanying remarks.

We first establish a Dobrushin-type stability estimate for the nonlinear kinetic equation (1.4),
which forms the backbone of the subsequent mean-field and propagation-of-chaos analysis.

Definition 2.5. A map p: [0,T) — P2(R??), t — py, is called a measure-valued solution to (1.4)
with initial data pg if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i). p is weakly™ continuous,
(ii). For any ¢ € CL([0,T) x R*) and 0 <t < T,

f o(t,x,v) du(x, v) =f ©(0,x,v) duo(x,v)
R2d R2d

t
+ J J [0s0 + v - Vx + F(us) - Vvip] dps(x,v) ds.
0 JR2d

Theorem 2.6 (Stability). Let p and v be two measure-valued solutions of (1.4) on a common time
interval of existence [0,T), corresponding to initial data o and vy, respectively. Assume that the
initial measures have compact supports contained in a common compact subset Q < R, that is,
SUpp o U supp vy < €.
Then there exist constants C,C > 0, depending only on Q and ¢, such that
Wi (e, i) < CeS* Wi (o, v0), Ve [0,T). (2.9)

Moreover, if the communication protocol ¢ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3), we have:

(i). if pe (2,3), then

Wi (pe, i) < CCE) log{t)Wi (ko, vo);
(ii). if p > 3, then

(1+0)(p=3) el Bl

Wi (e, ) < Oty 202 9O 27 Wy (g, 1),
(iii). if p = 3, then

1A .
Wi (e, v1) < C(log(t)) = e“UBO W (g, 1),
where C,C are positive constants which depend only on initial support, ¢ and p.

Building on this stability estimate, we establish well-posedness of the kinetic equation (1.4) and
provide a rigorous justification of the mean-field limit from the agent-based model (1.1).

Theorem 2.7 (Mean-field limit). Given any measure g € Pa(R%4) with compact support, there
exists a unique measure-valued solution to (1.4) with the initial condition po. More specifically, this
solution is the weak limit of the empirical measure built on the solution to the agent-based system

(1.1).

Our next main result is the quantitative propagation-of-chaos estimate under fat-tailed commu-
nication. We start with introducing the notations.
Suppose the initial measure pg is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

dpo(x,v) = fo(x,v)dxdv,
where fy : R?® — R, is a density function, then the solution of (1.4) is of the form du; =
f(x,v,t)dx dv with density f satisfying
atf+v'vxf+vv'(fF(f)):07 f(O)Zfo,

F(f)(x,v,t) = JRM b(x — y)A(w — v) f(y, w, t)dydw. (2.10)
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Denote by fV : R2¥N — R, the N-particle density function, which solves the Liouville equation

N N
afN + Y Vi Vi N+ YV (FVEN)Y =0, fN0) = 2V,
= ! (2.11)

N
N
FY(x1,...,XN,V1,..., VN Z x; — Xj)A(vj — vy).

Due to the symmetries of the initial data and the forces, the solution will remain symmetric with
respect to permutations of pairs (x;,v;) for all time. We further define the k-th marginal by

k) N
ft( (X1,V1,.. ., Xk, Vi) —f o FU (X1, Vi, XN, VN, ) dX g p1d Vs - dxvd vy
RQ

Theorem 2.8 (Propagation of chaos). Suppose ¢ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3) and fo €
CY(R??) is a compactly supported initial distribution. Let f, fN be the solutions to (2.10) and
(2.11), respectively. Then for all Ne N, k < N, andt >0

(). if pe (2,3) then
k . t
W2(ft( )) t®k) < C\/Emm{lv\/ﬁ}é
) ok ko o
Walfi JE8) < Oy e :

[k
W2< t(k)7 t®k) <C N(10g<t>) 10g<t>)

where constants C,C depend only on p, diam(supp fy) and ¢.

(ii). if p > 3 then

(iii). if p = 3 then

TABLE 1. Quantitative estimates on flocking models with nonlinear velocity alignment

p=2 2<p<3 p=3 p>3
Flocking: D(t) D D (log<t>)ﬁ <t>1_pi%
Alignment: V(t) e (772 (7! (loglt) e @y
L0 = Gra)p-3) - GEOE
Stability: Wi (g, vt) {t)log(t) (log(t)) Ta eCllog(H) == () oma) Oty 7

(I+a)(p—3)

. o BN S 2]
PoC: Wg(ft(k), t®k) \fmln{ ’«F} q/%(log<t>)1faec(log<t>)l_a q/%€c<t> 2pa=2)

Table 1 summarizes the quantitative bounds on stability and the corresponding propagation-of-
chaos (PoC) estimates. We remark that in the regime p € (2, 3), the flocking property is sufficient to
recover the same rate for the PoC bound as in the classical Cucker-Smale model with linear velocity
coupling (p = 2), despite the lack of exponential alignment. For p > 3, the resulting bounds grow
super-polynomially but remain sub-exponential in time. In the borderline case p = 3, the estimates
contain an additional logarithmic correction.

Our final result focus on the stochastic model with strength-dependent noise
dx; = v;dt, (x;,v;)€ T¢xRY,

dv; = 3. Z — %) A(v; — v;) dt + A/2h(s;)dW;,

(2.12)
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where W;’s are independent Brownian motions in R%. The function s; is called the strength function,
defined by

| X
5; 1= N;gb(xi—xj),

and the mapping h : R — R is Lipschitz and copositive, which means h(r) > 0 if r > 0. Denote by
T? the d—dimensional torus. We consider the following stochastic system:
We will show that the stochastic mean field limit for this system is

atf +v- vxf = h(3p>Avf - vV ' (fF(f))7 (213)
where F'(f) given by

FNGV) = [ ox=y)AGw =)y w. )dydw.

For stochastic setting, the following result will be proved in Section 5.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that {(x;,v;)}Y, is a solution to (2.12) with joint distribution law f~ such
that f& = fON. Let f solve (2.13) on [0,T] with initial data fo. If f satisfies

sup ¢ = p(x) = p >0, (2.14)
te[0,T] o

sup j eC°|V|p_lf(x,v,t)dde < © for some co > 0. (2.15)
te[0,T] JTdxRd

then we have the following mean-field approximation of f in law: for any ¢ € Lip,

E 1 N dxd 2< ¢ Y T
[ 25 ) i) - |, ebenrxviaxa] < 55 vee.T)

d «Rd

and propagation of chaos

Ck
WE(W. 1) < e Ve [0.T).

3. MEAN-FIELD LiMIT FOrR DETERMINISTIC MODEL

This section is dedicated to establishing the mean-field limit for the deterministic flocking model
with nonlinear velocity alignment (1.1). We begin by formally associating the Vlasov-type kinetic
equation (1.4) with (1.1) via characteristic paths. We then analyze the kinetic equation (1.4),
showing that it inherits the same flocking and alignment behavior as the agent-based model (1.1).

The core of the section is the derivation of a Dobrushin-type stability estimate in the Wasserstein-
1 distance, demonstrating that the flow generated by (1.4) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to
its initial data. We then combine this estimate with the flocking and alignment control to obtain an
enhanced stability bound. This stability result serves as the key ingredient in the rigorous mean-
field analysis, allowing us to show that the empirical measure of the agent-based system converges
to the solution of the kinetic equation as the number of agents tends to infinity.

3.1. Flocking and alignment estimates. Suppose that p : [0,T) — P2(R??) is a measure-valued
solution to (1.4) with initial data pg. It is known from the optimal transport theory that u is a
push-forward of jig along the characteristics (X, V},):

d

aXu(t,x,v) = Vu(t,x,v), Xu(0,x,v) =x,

d (3.1)
Vu(t,x,v) = (X, — XAV, = V) dpo(x',v'),  Vu(0,x,v) = v.

a R2d ®
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Here and in the following, we write X, = X,,(¢,x',v') and V;; = V,,(t,x',v'). For simplicity, we
also denote z = (x,v) and z’ = (x/,v/). If we assume that the support of the initial measure pq is
contained in a compact set §2, then we define

Dq(t) = maxQ |Xu(t,z') - Xu(t,Z”)|, Va(t) = max |Vu(t,z') — Vu(t,z”)|. (3.2)
z' 7" e

z' 72" eQ)

The following proposition shows that (Dq, Vq) satisfies the differential inequalities (2.2). The
proof is analogous to that in [15, 5].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose (X,,V),) satisfies (3.1). Then, (Dq,Vaq) defined in (3.2) satisfies the
differential inequalities (2.2), that is, for almost all t = 0,

Do (t) < Va(t)

3.3
VL (1) < —cpp(Da(t)VP), ¢, = 227, (33)

Proof. From (3.1); and Rademacher’s lemma, we immediately get

< Dar) < Valt).

For the second inequality in (3.3), we fix a time ¢ and take z’,z"” € Q to be the maximizing points,
such that

Va(t) = |Vu(t,2') — V,(t,2")|.
We remark that the selections z’ and z” depend on time, and are in general neither unique nor
continuous with respect to time. From (3.1)2 and Rademacher’s lemma we obtain

1d _, d

5&"9@) =V, = V) &(V;ﬁ -V
< P(Da(t)) ijd(V’; -V [\V# —VIP2 (V= Vi) = [V = VI P2 (V= V,ﬁ')] dpio(2)

<= 0Da(®) || Vi= VI duole) = —cpo(Da(0)Vat),
where in the penultimate step, we have used an elementary inequality
(Vi = Vi) [IVa = VP2V = V) = IV = ViV = Vi) | < =227V = Vi,

which can be justified by applying Lemma 3.2 below with a =V, b = V/, and ¢ = V..
Collecting the estimates above, we conclude with the desired inequalities (3.3). O

Lemma 3.2. Let p > 2. Then for any a,b,c € RY,

(a—b)-(la—cP?(a—c)—b—cl*(b—c)) =>2*?la— b, (3.4)
where the equality is attained when a =Db orc = %.

Proof. When a = b, it is obvious that (3.4) holds with an equality. Now, assume a # b. By
rotation, translation, and scaling invariance, the inequality (3.4) holds for (a, b, c) if and only if it

holds for (&, b, &) with
a= 2 Rab(a-2P) e, b= 25 Rap(b—22) = —e;, €= 25 Rap (c— 32),

where R,_j denotes the rotation transformation such that R,_p(a—b) = |a — b| e;. Therefore, it
suffices to show that for any ¢ € R?,

2eq - (\el — E|p_2(e1 — E) — | —e] — E|p_2(—e1 — E)) = 227P . 9P — 4,
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Express ¢ = (&1, ¢,), where ¢ is the first component of €, and ¢, € R%~! consists the remaining
components. Then, we have

e - (|81 — E|p*2(e1 — ~) — | —e; — E‘piz(—el — E))
p—2 p=2
=((1=a)?+&P) T -2+ (1+a)°+[&]*) 2 (1+&)

>1-aP21-a)+1+alP21+&) =2,

where the two inequalities attain equality when €, = 0 and ¢; = 0, respectively. We conclude with

. . . . . . ~ . _ a+
the inequality (3.4), where the equality is attained when ¢ = 0, or equivalently ¢ = 252, O

We remark that taking x = a —c and y = b — ¢, we deduce from (3.4) the following interesting
inequality:

(x—y) - (xP*x = |yf?y) 2 2° Px -yl 20, Vx,yeR% (3.5)
From (3.3)2, we have V(,(¢) < 0, which yields a maximum principle for the velocity diameter:
Va(t) < Vqo(0) Vit=0. (3.6)
Substituting this bound into (3.3); leads to a linear growth estimate for the spatial diameter:
Dq(t) <C(1+t) Vt=0,

where C' is a constant depending only on the Dq(0) and Vq(0).

Since the system (3.3) has the same structural form as (2.2), the enhanced flocking and alignment
estimates follow directly from Theorem 2.2 under the assumption that the communication protocol
is fat-tailed. We summarize the resulting bounds below.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the communication protocol ¢ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3).
Suppose that p € Cox (RT; Po(R??)) is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with compactly supported
initial data po, and let Q < R%? be a compact set with supp g S Q. Then the following holds for
allt > 0:

(). if pe (2,3) then

supDq(t) =D <0, Vol(t) < <t>_1’%2;
t>0

(ii). if p > 3, then
Do(t) S (7 a2, Vo(t) < &) raz.

(iii). if p = 3, then

Do(t) < (loglt)) ™7, Va(t) < (&1 (log(t)) Ts;

3.2. Stability. Based upon the flocking and alignment estimates, we now prove our first main
result, Theorem 2.6.



12 VINH NGUYEN*, ROMAN SHVYDKOYT, AND CHANGHUTI TAN#

Denote by (X,,V,) and (X,,V,) the characteristic flows associated with p and v, respectively.
Then, by the dual formulation of the Wasserstein-1 distance (2.1), we have

Wil ) = sup J o(z) dur(z) — f o(z) dvy(2)
LpELip(RQd) RQd R2d
Lip(p)<1

= s [ oY) dule) = [ (V) dual)
Lip(R
9Dfip(pso()él)

< swp (| oGV dule) = [ (X V) (o)
Lip(R
wfip(pé)@)

+ sup
peLip(R??)
Lip(p)<1

< (IVXulleo + IV Villoo) Wa(po, vo) + JRM [(Xps Vi) = (X0, Vi) | duo(2)

JRM [o(Xp, Vi) — o(Xy, V) |dvo(z)

< (IVXpulloo + 1V Villoo) Wi (o, 10) + |1 Xy = Xufloo + [V = Vi oo (3.7)

The next step is to estimate the quantities VX, |l +[|VV,| w0 and | X, — Xy oo + | Vi — Vi | 0. From

equation (3.1);, we have

d
3V = YV

By evaluating this equality at points where |VX, | and || X, — X, | are achieved, and invoking
Rademacher’s lemma, we obtain

d d
V&l < [VVilloo, 21X = Xolloo < Vi = Voo (3-8)

Next, by differentiating (3.1)y we find
d

GV = [, VO = X0) (VX0 © AV, = Vi) dp(a)

= | K= X[ IV = Vil (o= 21V = VPV, = V) @ (Vi = Vi) | P Vedpo(a),

where I denotes the d-by-d identity matrix. Since the matrix inside the bracket of the second
integral is positive definite, we deduce that

d —1
3| VWVl < IVOleo [V X0 VG (0)- (3.9)
Then, for a general communication protocol ¢, using (3.6) we obtain

d
| VVileo < CIVXyufoo,
where C' is a positive constant depending on ¢ and initial data. Combining this with the first
inequality in (3.8) and applying Gronwall’s inequality yields, for all ¢ € [0,T),
IVX oo + [VViu]oo < Ce©t (3.10)

If ¢ satisfies fat-tailed condition (2.3), then combining (3.9) and the estimates in Theorem 3.3 we
obtain for all t € [0,T):

(). if p€ (2,3) then

d _p—1
| VVileo < CIVXpulloo )72
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(ii). if p > 3 then

(A=a)(p=1)

p—a—2

d _
IV Vil < CIV Xl (2
(iii). if p = 3 then
d _ 20
VWil < CIV X0 (672 (Tog(®)) =

Here C' > 0 denoting a general constant depending only on ¢, p and the initial data, it is different
for each case of p. Set
a(t) == |[VXulw,  b() := [VVi]oo.

Then, the dynamics of (a, b) satisfies the paired inequalities in (2.4) with g(¢) = 0, and the parameter

B % > 2 for p e (2,3),
B = (1—0)(p—1) (3.11)
%6(0,2) for p > 3.

For the borderline case p = 3, the dynamics satisfies (2.7) with g(¢) = 0. Applying the key Lemmas
2.3 and 2.4, we arrive at the following estimates.

Lemma 3.4. For allt € [0,T), we have
(i). if pe (2,3) then
VXl < <8, [VViloo 15
(ii). if p > 3 then
IV Xl < “O7, [ VValoo < (707507,

(1+a)(p=3) .

_ B _
where y =1—5 = Sp—a—2) ’

(iii). if p = 3 then
— 1 o _ %a
[VXpulloo < “UBDTE [V, o 5 (1) (log(ty) 1= 0BT
We now estimate the time derivative of ||V, — V,|». Evaluating at a maximizing point z, we
obtain
1d |
2dt

Vu= Vol < (V= Va)- ( O = XAV, = Vi) duo ()

— &(X], — XAV, - V,) duo(z’))

R2d
S Wp= V) || 00X~ XA, = Vi) (dpo(e!) - ()
V= Vo) [ (00X, = X,) = (X, = X)) AV, = Vi) dwo()

+ | O = X)WV = Vo) - (A, = Vi) = AV, = Vo) doo(a)

The last term is negative due to Lemma 3.2. Therefore,
d —1 -2
V= Voo < Clolwonoy (IV Xl Vg + IV Vil VB ) Wi (10, v0)
+ CIVellol Xy — Xl VE (3.12)
Hence, for general ¢ we use the bounds from (3.6) and (3.10) to have

d
Vi = Volloo < Ce“Wa (o, 1) + O X = Xo oo
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Combining this inequality with the second estimate in (3.8), we arrive at

d
&(HX/L — Xyfoo + [V — VV”OO) < C(”Xu — Xuloo + [V — VuHoo) + Ce“ Wi (110, o).
Applying Gronwall’s inequality yields
1X = Xolloo + [V = Villoo < Ce“ Wi (o, 0),  Vte[0,T), (3.13)

where C' > 0 depend on the initial data and the interaction potential ¢. Substituting (3.13) and
(3.10) into (3.7), we obtain the exponential growth stability estimate for a general kernel ¢:

Wi (e, ) < Ce“ Wi (o, ),  Vie[0,T), (3.14)

which is the conclusion (2.9).

In the case ¢ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3), utilizing the estimates in Theorem 3.3 and
Lemma 3.4, from (3.12) we obtain:

(i). if p € (2,3) then
d _p=l _ _p=l
Ve =Vl <C(@ -2 +1-(0 D Wi (o, v0) + Cl[ Xy = Xofloo () 772
< OO Xy = Xolloo + CET Wi (po, o),

where we have used the fact 1 — % < —1 and the definition of 5 in (3.11);
(ii). ifp > 3, then

_ )(P _(1 a)(p—2)
HV Volloo < C( iy, <t> P 2 + () (1=) C<t>"f @)~ a2 )WI(MOaVO)

(1—a)(p—1)

+ C| X — Xy loo By 7oz
< OB Xy = Xo oo + CLYPCD Wy (1o, v0);

where we have used the fact
(iii). if p = 3, then

—(I;f)ﬁ >—(1—7)— % and the definition of f3;

a—2 p—a

LIV = Valho < Ol — Kol (8 (1o (t)) P54+ € (X050 . =2 1ogy) 5
+ (&) Hlog(H)) o= oCllog(t) T &y (log(t)) ﬁ) Wi (10, 76)

2a a = 1
< Oty (10g(t)) T [ X,y — X, |on + Oty 2(log(t)) 1=5 e“WEO =Wy (g, ).
Set
a(t) =Xy = Xoloo, b)) := [V = Vi foo-
Then, the dynamics of (a,b) satisfies the paired inequalities (2.4) (or (2.7) for the borderline case)

with ag = 0,bp = 0, and with source term g¢(t). Applying the key Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we obtain
the following bounds.

Lemma 3.5. For allte [0,T),
(). if pe (2,3) then
1X, — Xoloo < tlogltpWi(po,v0), [V — Vol < loglt)Wi (1o, 10);
(ii). if p > 3 then
1%, = Xoloo < 87D Wiuo, 10), Vi = Viloo < 8P LeED Wi (10, m0),

(1+a)(p—3) .

where vy = Sp—a—2) ’
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(iii). if p =3 then
~ 2] _ _ ~ ]
1 X, — Xolloo < (og(®))?e“ U5 Wy (1o, 15), [V — Vi oo < (87 (log(t)) 28D W, (19, 11),
1

where 0 = T
—

Proof. For (i), we have g(t) = C{t)~'W (1o, 10). Compute

G1 (1) = W) | sy~ ds = Clog(EWh (s, o).

Then we deduce from (2.5) that
t
< J Gi(s) ds < tlog{H)Wi(po, vo), (1) < Gi(t) < loglt)yWi (o, vo)-
0
For (i), we have g(t) = C{tYPeCD W, (0, ). Compute

t
G2(t) = CWi (o, o) [ (6771 ds < Oy Wi (o, )0
0
Then, we deduce from (2.6) that
a(t) £ Ga(t)e” D" < Y e“ Wi (o, 1), b(t) < Ga(t)t)TTECDT < (LW (g, 1)

@ ~ 1
For (iii), we have g(t) = C<t>*2(log<t>)12—7a eCUoED) W), (119, 119). Compute

t
G1(t) = CW(yio, ) | (5)!1og(s))" ™! ds = €O~ (10g(t)) Wi o, ).
0
Then, we deduce from (2.8) that

a(t) < Ga(t) eC18D)” < (log(t))?eC1BD Wi (19, 1),
b(t) < Ga(t) ()~ (log(t))? 1 C0oE®)” < (1)~ (log(t)) 2~ eCUBDI W) (g, 11).
]

Substituting the bounds from Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 into (3.7), we obtain the following stability
estimates for the fat-tailed ¢:

(i). if pe (2,3) then
Wi (pe, ve) < <t) log{t)Wi (1o, v0);
(ii). if p > 3 then

(1+a)p—3).

< sperl =
Wl(lu’ta Vt) ~ <t> € Wl(MO)VO)’ v 2(}7 - 2) ’

(iii). if p = 3, then there exist constants C,C satisfying

Wi (11, 1) < (log(t))? 1B W (119, 11), 0 =

Together with (3.14), we conclude the proof of Theorem 2.6.
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3.3. Mean-field Limit. With the stability of the mean-field dynamics established, we now prove
the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the kinetic equation (1.4) by taking the limit of the
particle system. The strategy is to consider a sequence of empirical measures p}’ corresponding to
the particle system (1.1) and apply the Dobrushin stability estimate. This estimate implies that
the sequence is Cauchy in the Wasserstein-1 distance, ensuring its convergence to a limit u;. We
then verify that this limit satisfies the weak formulation of the Vlasov equation, thus constituting
the desired mean-field solution.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. For any N € N, choose (x3,v?) € supp o, k = 1,..., N such that

5x2®(5vgi“0 as N — 0.

==
1=

Define the empirical measures

N
Z ® 5Vk (t)»

where (xj(t), vi(t)) is the solution to (1.1). Testing with ¢ € CL([0,T) x R2?), we have that "
is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with initial data uév . Thus, applying Theorem 2.6 there exist
constants C', ¢ > 0 such that

Wi (Y, iy < CeWy (ud, 1id?),  for N,M >0, t <

Hence {1V } v is weakly*-Cauchy in the Banach space (P2(R??), W), and hence converges to a limit
e € Po(R2?). Moreover,

Wl(/,tiv,,u,t) < CTWl(ﬂéV,MO), for N > 0,t<T

Next we will prove that the map ¢ — p; is weak™-continuous. Firstly, we note that for ) € Cf° (R24)
the sequence { {p2q @(x,v)dpf (x,v)}  is uniformly Lipschitz continuous on [0,T]. Indeed, for
t€[0,7) and At > 0 with ¢ + At € [0,T] we have

| oot = [ o) dud )

J |¢ N(t+ AL, Vv (t+ At)) — (X, (1), Vv (t))| dpd (x,v)

< |V¢|oof (|XMN (t + At) — X, v (t)| + [Von (t + At) = Vo (t)|> dpd (x,v)
R2d
< CAt.
For the last inequality we used the uniform Lipschitzness of {X ~}n,{V,~}n on [0,T]. Then,
letting N — 400 we obtain

Y(x,v)dpsear(x,v) — Y(x,v)due(x,v)| < CAt,

R2d R2d

which implies the weak*-continuity of the map t — p;.

We will show that this p is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with the given initial p9. Because

p!Y is a measure-valued solution, for any test function p € C°([0,T) x R?4),

fde o(t,x,v) d,uiv(x, V) = JRM ©(0,x,Vv) d,uév(x, V)

t
+ J f [05¢0 + Vv - Vxp + F(ul) - Vo] dul (x,v) ds.
0 JR2d
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All linear terms weakly converge to the natural limits. For the nonlinear term, we note that for
all t € [0,7) and N € N, there exists Ry > 0 such that supp !’ < Bgr,.(0), a ball in R?? with
radius Ry. The family of functions {¢(x —-)A(- — v)}(xy) indexing by (x,v) € Bp,(0) is uniformly
Lipschitz on Bg,.(0) with the common Lipschitz constant denoted by Lg,. Thus, it is precompact
in C(Bpr,(0)). Therefore, F(u¥)(x,v) — F(u:(x,v) uniformly on Bg,.(0). We have

| fo t L F)06%) - Vel v) i o, v) ds = fo t fde F (1) (%, ¥) - Vi (%, V) dpts (x, v) dis
< U: P 6¥) - Ve ) (4 v) = s, ) s
][] 060w = F) e v) - Fusplov) s )

t t
< fo Ly |VoloWh (1, p1s) ds + |V90|ooj0 |F(ud) — F(ps)| = (Br, 0)) ijd dps(x,v)ds.

The right hand side converges to 0 as N — oo, which implies that

f fde (1N (x,v) - Vyo(x, v) dpl (x,v) ds —>j fde 115) (%, V) - Vyo(x, v) dus(x, v) ds

as N — oo. It follows that p satisfies Definition 2.5. Uniqueness is a direct consequence of the
stability (2.9), which concludes the theorem.

Note that in the case ¢ is fat-tailed and p € (2,3), supp ¥ < Br(0) with R independent of
T. Thus, in this case there exists a global solution u; with supp u: is uniformly bounded for all
times. g

4. PROPAGATION OF CHAOS FOR DETERMINISTIC MODEL WITH FAT-TAILED KERNELS

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.8: the propagation-of-chaos estimate for the deterministic
model (2.10):
of +v-Vxf+ Vv (fF(f) =0, f(0)= fo,

4.1
FUNGvit) = [ ox=y)Aw =)y w. dydw. -y
Here, we assume without loss of generality that fo = fo(x,Vv) is a probability distribution.
Recall the Liouville equation (2.11):
ofN + Z vi Vi fN + Z V.- (fYEN)y =0, fN(0) = &N,
=1 =1 (42)

N
N
FY (X1, .., XN, VI, .oy V Z x; — Xj)A(vj — vy).

Due to the symmetries of the forces FiN , the solution fV will remain symmetric with respect to
permutations of pairs (x;,v;) for all time. We denote by

CDiv = (X, V) = (X1(t), oo xn(t), vi(t), ... 7VN(t)) . R2AN _, R2dN

the flow-map of (4.2), in other words, these are solutions to the agent-based system (1.1). Then,
f& at any time ¢t > 0 is a push-forward of the initial distribution by ®},

1Y =M.
Now, denote by

d, = (x(t),v(t)) : R — R™
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the flow-map of the Vlasov equation (4.1), i.e

bR
Il

<.
I

f Aw —v)f(y,w,t)dydw,

and by
SEN = (X0, V) = (Ra(t), ., Xy (1), Vi (8), .., V(1)) : R2N — RN

the direct product of N copies of ®;’s. Thus,
fi = @4t fo, PN = oPNyfEN.
Denote E’f\, the set of all different ordered subsets of size k of {1,..., N}. Then, for any o € X%,

k _ _
WQ JRQdN Z | (4) 0(7, (Xo(i)vva(i))|2 f(C)@N(X& Vb)dXOdVb

Summing up over all o € ¥k N

e o
<k>W2 JM Z Z! Xo(i)s Vo (i) — Ro(i)s Vo)) |* FN (Xo, Vo)dXod V.

Ekzl

Note that each coordinate is repeated ( k—_l) times on the right hand side of the above inequality.
Therefore, we obtain

WGP < 5 | MZ\xz,vz (50,90 £ (X0, Vo)A X0dVo

_F

N Rm|<D£V<Xo,vo)—@?WXO,vo>|2f?N<Xo,vo>dXodvo. (43)

Thus, the proof of Theorem 2.8 amounts to establishing the following estimate
[ 128 (0, Vo) = B2V (X0, )9 (X Vo) Xad Vo,
R

Let us break the expression under the integral into potential and kinetic parts,

1 _
PO =5 [ 1= X S ot
2 Jr2an
1 _
K(t) = f Vi — Vi fEN dXod V.
2 Jg2an

By the Holder inequality, we have

PO = [ (= X)- (V= ) £ XodVe < 20 POVED. (1.4)

For the kinetic part, we have

N ) 1 N
fR2dN ;(V’ — Vi) <N ]Zzl P(xi —x;j)A(vj — ;)

- JRQd ¢<i2 - y)A<W - {’Z)f(y7 w, t)dydw> fO®NdX0dVb

L+ I + I3,

K'(t)
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where

N
e JRMN 2 [o0xi =) = 0% = %)) (vi = %) - A(v = vi) [ dXodVo,

- [ o= A - vy, t)dydw) ON G XV,
RQd

For I, we apply the mean value theorem and the smoothness of ¢ to obtain

|| < f Z ||qu§||oo[\xz Xi| + x5 — x]|] |vi — Vil [vi — v [P~ 1 fggNngdVo,

1/2
C sl . x.|2 fON
<C. I_nlaxN |vi — v [P/ K(t) (2 JchzN i:EI Ix; — Xi|° [ dXodV())

CVE ) VRN

Next, for Io, since ¢ is even, and A is odd, symmetrizing ¢ and j yields

L=3y J]RMN Z Xi — %) [(vi = Vi) = (vj = ¥))] - [A(vj — vi) = A(V; — )] [N dXodVp < 0

1,

where we have used (3.5) with x = v; — v; and y = v; — v;. Finally, for I3, applying the Holder
inequality we have

N 1
<(J Z|vi—\7i|2f(§9NdX0dV0)2% VK@)V,
R24N ;)

where we further estimate

N N
1 2
J = J > ‘* DR — %) AV — Vi) — f P(x; —y)A(w — Vi)f(y,wvt)dydW’ fENdXodVy
]RQdN i—1 N j: RQd
N 1 N B B ) B ) ) 9 - B
- Z J ‘N Z d(Xi — X5)A(V; — Vi) — j o(x; —y)A(w — vi)f(y,w,t)dydw’ 2 dX dV;
| R2d
4 _
<N (% sup (% = XA = v")2) < 4|alZVE" V().
N (s/,9),(x" 5")esupp f1

For the penultimate inequality, we have used the estimate in [22, Lemma 3.3] to control each
integrand. Therefore, we obtain

I3 < CVE L (1)K (1)

Summing up the above estimates for I, Is and I3, we deduce that

K'(t) < OVE (VKR (1 ++/P(1)). (4.5)
) :=14+~/Pt),  b(t):=+/K().

Set
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Then, we deduce from (4.4) and (4.5) that the dynamics of (a, b) satisfies the paired inequalities

a'(t) <bt), a(0)=1,
b'(t) < CVE T (t)alt), b(0) = 0.

The term Vé_l(t) can be further estimated by Theorem 3.3. Hence, the system (4.6) has the form
(2.4) with g(t) = 0 (or (2.7) for the borderline case when p = 3). We apply Lemma 2.3 (and Lemma
2.4 for p = 3) and obtain the bounds analogous to those in Lemma 3.4:

(). if p€ (2,3) then

(4.6)

P(t) s ? K1) s 1
(ii). if p > 3 then

P(t) £ 2007, K(t) 1y 20007 = L),

(if). if p = 3 then
P(t) < HCOEOTT () < (1) 2log(ty) e 20O

Note that in the case of p € (2,3), thanks to the flocking estimate in Theorem 3.3 (i), we also have
P(t) < CN. Thus, in this case
P(t) < min{N, t*}.
Plugging all the bounds above into (4.3), we conclude with the propagation-of-chaos estimates:
(i). if p € (2,3) then

t
Wz(ft(k), ) < \/Emin{l,\/ﬁ};

®) ok koo sy
W2(ft 7t®)<c N@ <> 3

k _a_ A e
WQ(ft(k) t®k) < C\/;(10g<t>) T—a eC(log<t>)1 '
This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.8.

(ii). if p > 3 then

(iii). if p = 3 then

5. MEAN-FIELD LIMIT FOR STOCHASTIC MODEL

In this section we establish similar results in the stochastic setting and prove Theorem 2.9.

Let (x¥,v?) be N independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables corresponding to
law fo, and let (x;,v;) be the solution to (2.12). Both conclusions of the theorem come from a single
source — comparing solutions of (2.12) with N identically distributed and independent versions of
the stochastic characteristics of the Fokker-Planck equation (2.13). So, let (x;,v;),i = 1,...,N
solve:

dx; = v; dt,

avi= ([, oy = %Al — v (yw. thdydw)de + y2n(s, epaws, OV
Td xR

where
0= st )= [ S
0

and W; are independent Brownian motions. We also let initial conditions (x?,v}) have a common

law fy and be independent. As a result, (X;,v;) are i.i.d.’s with the common law f.
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We have
1Y 2
E’N Z_le o(x;i(t), vi(t)) — J’ﬂ‘ded o(x,v)f(x,v, t)dxdv‘
1Y 1Y 2
<E|1 Y eb(t), vilt) — 1 X, e(:lt), wi(t)|
i=1 i=1
1S 2
+ E‘N Zi o(%(t), vi(t)) — JdeRd p(x,v)f(x, v, t)dde\
—J
Denoting

polt)i= [ oloew) flxv.tdxd
TdxRd
and ¢; 1= ©(X;(t),v;(t)). Then ¢;’s are i.i.d. with mean p,(t), and
N
1 2
T =E|5 2= molt)

Expanding the square and using independence,

N
J - E[; S a0 + 3 2o = el M«p(t))]

N
= % 2 E[(ei — mp()?] + % > Elei = np(D)]Elp; — pe(t)] = %Varf(so%
i=1

1#]
where
2
Var(yp) := f (%, V)2 f(x, v, t)dxdv — (J o(x,v)f(x,v, t)dxdv) .
Tdx R4 Td x R4
By the symmetry, one has
1 1 2
E| - 200, vilt) = 1 ) @(%:(8), ()| < Lip(0)Ellxi — %il? + vi = vil?).
i=1 i=1
At the same time, following [3],
k
W3 (f®, f*) < E [2 | — Zi|* + Jvi — Ui!2] = KE[|xi — %i[* + [vi — vi[*].
i=1

Note that in the the above the right hand sides are independent of particular 3.
Thus, denoting

g(t) = EHXZ - )_(i|2 + ‘VZ' - \_/7;|2] =: 5x(t) + gv(t).

the proof of the theorem reduces to establishing the bound on expected divergence of characteristics

C
E(t) < N
Proof of Theorem 2.9. Compute the time derivative of £, we have
d
Ex(t) = 2E[(x; — %) - (vi — vi)] < E(1). (5.2)

dt



22 VINH NGUYEN*, ROMAN SHVYDKOYT, AND CHANGHUTI TAN#

By It6’s formula and systems (2.12), (5.1), the time derivative of &y (t) is computed as

1 1 &
& =E|vi—v)- (5 2,000 =X)L =vi) - |, ot =x)a(w =9y w. Oy )

d wRd

FE[(vi = 90) - VE(V/A(s) — y[hls,(5)) W] + dE[ (Vals) — y/ms (=) ]
E

1 N
= DE[606g — xi)(vi = vi) - (Alv; = vi) = Av; %))

j=1
+ }VjZiE[(vl =) AWy = ) (0 — %) — 6% — %)) |
+ ]i]]Z]iE[(V, = Vi) (o(X; — %) A(V; — V) — deg%gy —X)A(w —v;) f(y, w, t)dydw)]

+E[(v,»—\7i)-\/§( h(si) — 4/h(sp(>’<7;))dWZ-]
+ B[ (V) — y/his,x0)
=J1+Jo+ Js+ Jy + J5.

Because agents are independent and identically distributed, ¢ is even (radial), and A is odd, J;
can be rewritten as

7= s 3 ot — ) (%0 () - (A, — v — A, — )

,Jl

- 2N2 Z [ ((Vj —vi) = (Vj — ‘_’l)) : (A(Vj —v;) —A(v; — \71))] <0. (5.3)

1,j=1

For Jo, we have

Jo = % i E[(Vz’ = Vi) - [ = Vi (9 - ) (¢(Xj —xi) = 9(X; — ii))]
j=1
<CE[|VZ'—\_’Z'||\_’j—\_fi|p_1mil’l{1,|( _Xz X —Xz |}]

since ¢ is bounded above and smooth. Let us fix a pair (4, 7) and define the random variable
e 1. o
= |VZ' - V7;| |vj - Vl'ip mln{l, |(xj — %) — (X5 — xl)|}

For any given positive constant R, letting

R = {|\71| < R, |\7j| < R}
Then,

E[z] = E[1lgz] + E[1gcz].
For the first term, we have

E[]IRZ] S Rp_lEUVi — Vi\ |(Xj — Xi) — ()_(j — )_(z)|]
< RP7E(t)  (by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality).



MEAN-FIELD LIMITS OF DETERMINISTIC AND STOCHASTIC FLOCKING MODELS 23
Using Young’s inequality, the second term is estimated by
_ 2
Vv — Vi’ ] + E[ﬂnc
_ 2 1/2 o 4(p—1
B[ |vi = vil’ | + (B[1re]) 2 (E[[v; — %:[**7"])

1/2 B _ 1/2
<&M + (E[Lgs om] + Ellgs,om])  (E[w])

By Markov’s inequality,

E[]I'RCZ] < E |:1RC

Vj—vi|

2(10—1)]

1/2

A

1

E[Lgvmy] < P (e > e2™7) < oy

E[el%].

Since E[eCO“_'”] < +00, one has

E[Loom] e, E[w"7V] <E[eM] < +oo.

Hence,
cORp71
E[lgez] <E(t) +e 2
Therefore,
CoRp_l
Jo S(A+RPDER) + e (5.4)
For Js, we have
1N
Ja = SB[ = wi) - (00 =)A= = [ 6y = x) Al — ¥y w dydw) |
j#i Td x R4
1
- NE[(VI — Vi) - f oy —x)A(w —v;) f(y,w, t)dydw] = J31 + Ja2.
Td x R4
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
1 97\ 1/2 N _ 1/2 g(t)
_ .5 _x. - <
J3o < N (E[‘vl vZ’ ]) <E|:L‘dXRd oy —x;)A(w vl)f(y,w,t)dyde S (5.5)

Here we use the fact that

B || oly —%)A(w = %)y, w, )dydw]

Td x R4

- j By — X)A(W — V) (y, W, 8)f(x, v, t)dydwdxdv
(TdxR4)2

<16ke | I VP ) v fidydwdxdy

(T4 xR4)2

< j (WP + [vIPY) £y, w, 1) £ (%, v, £)dy dwdxdv

(TdxR4)2

< j [v|P~ f(x, v, t)dxdv < 400 (due to (2.15)).
TdxRd
Let us consider J3;. For each j # 4, define
&= 0(x — %) A(Vj — Vi) — JW y oy — %) A(w — v;) f(y, w, {)dydw.

Then,

1 N
3ol s (Sj0))

Jj#i
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Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

J31 < N [|Vz Vil ;Z@H
<%<Enw—w " Eef D)
V2O 6| ] o

We now examine the variance

E[\isﬂ SElel+ Y Blg -6l

J#i J#i Jk#
j#k

Since {(X;,V;)};»i are i.i.d. with law f, and &; depends on (X;,V;) and (X;, v;), we have for j # k,
B[S - &] = E[E[¢ - & | (xi,v0)]]
Conditional on (X;,V;), {; and & are independent for j # k and have zero mean
E[E; | (%6, 9:)] = 0.
Therefore,
E[&; - &k | (Xi, vi)] = E[&; | (%i, V)] - E[&k | (X0, v3)] = 0.
Hence, E[¢; - ] = 0 for j # k. Thus, the cross-terms vanish, and we have

N o, N
E[|Y 6] | = XElg
j#i j#i
By exchangeability, E[|¢;|?] is the same for all j # i. Fix jo # i, then

N
2
E| Y 6] | = V- DE ). (5.7)

J#i

Since E[&, | (Xi,V;)] = 0, one has
Ell&o ] = E| Var (6%, — %) A(Vio — Vi) | (%0, 7)) |-
Using the boundedness of ¢ and the growth of A, one gets
|6(Xjo — %) A(Vjo — Vi)l < 8lool¥jo = VilP ™" S (|95 P7F + [P
Therefore, the conditional variance is bounded by the conditional second moment
Var (9% — %) A(Vio = Vi) | (0, 91) ) < E[|6(%5 — %) A5 = ¥ | (Ri,¥3) .
Thus,
_ D) e e
Ell&o*] < E[ 6%, — %) AT = Vo) | < E[(93 ™ + [wl 2] < +o0.

Combining this inequality with (5.6) and (5.7), we have

J31 < ¢ N—]\} & (1) < ¢ \/i—:;(t) < &v(t) + N
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This inequality and (5.5) imply that

Ty < E(t) + %
Because .
My o= [ () = %) V2 (VA () = s (7)) ditr)
is a martingale, so E[M;] = E[Mp] = 0. Thus,

Jy=0.

For Js, since h is Lipschitz and due to (2.14) we have
H h(sp(xi))

\/h (si +\/h 5p(Xi))

‘2] < dLip(h)ZE[‘si - sp(fci)‘2]

We have

N

si= sy = [ Doxi=x)) = [ oz —y)flyowt)dydw
1 ]N
< ‘N; (6(xi —x5) — P(%i — ij))’
1 N
i Rotm == [ o= dyan

Thus,

2

E[|sl — sp(fcl-)|2] <2|V¢|%E H Z — i)~ (% - 5‘1)”2]

+ 8[| S ot — %)) - jw 00—y w0y dy aw ]

=:J51 + J50.
We get
Js1 < C’E[|xi - )22-|2] < C&4(t) (due to ii.d. property).

For Jsg, let us define for each j # i,
Gim o —%) — [ 6 -y)f(vow. ) dy dw,
Td xRd

then

J52\ 2H¢Hoo ZE ‘CJ 2 Z CJ Ck

J#i Jk#
j#k

Since {X;,V;)}jxi are i.i.d. with law f, and ¢; depends on X; and X;, for j # k,
ElG - ) = E[E[G - & | %] |-

Conditional on X;, ¢; and ¢, are independent for j # k and have zero mean, hence,

E[E[G -G |%]| = E[E[G |%]E[G | %] | = 0,

25

(5.8)

(5.10)

(5.11)
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By exchangeability, fix jo # i, we have
DE[IGP] = (V= DE[I¢ ] (5.12)
J#i
Since E[(j, | %i] = 0,
Ell&o %] = B[ Ellgl? | 1] = B[ Var (6(x;, — %) | ;)|
As ¢ is bounded,
’(b(ijo _ii)| < H‘bHoo
Therefore, the conditional variance is bounded by the conditional second moment
Var (6(%j, — %) | %) < E[|6(%, — %) | %
Thus,
_ 2
B[l "] < E[ 6, — %) | < +o0.
This inequality together with (5.11) and (5.12) implies

C
J52 < N
Combining this with (5.10), we yield
C
J5 < N + CE&,(1). (5.13)
By estimates (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), (5.8), (5.9), and (5.13) we obtain
d or”! C
—EM)<CA+RMEM) +e 2 +—= Vte[0,T)].
dt N
It implies that for any r > 0, there exists constant Cy such that

d C
—E(t) < Co(l+m)ER) + e + WO

dt vt e [0, 7). (5.14)

By Gronwall’s lemma,

6Co(1+r)(t—s) (6—7“ + @)ds VYt e [OvT]

t
Co(1+7)t
E(t) < £(0)e + J 2

0
Thus, for all N > 1,

Et) < (e 4 Co)(eC+NT 1) := ¢y Vte[0,T].

We now define £t
t
alt) = o

which ensures that a(t) < e~!. This bound implies the useful inequality
1 —Ina(t) < —2Ina(t).
For any ¢ with a(t) > 0, we choose r = —Ina(t) > 0. Substituting this into (5.14) yields
CoC C
c < —Caa(t) a(t) + . (5.15)

with Cy = max{2Cy,eCyC}}. The same inequality holds trivially when a(t) = 0 by the standard
convention 0In0 = 0. Thus, (5.15) is valid for all ¢ € [0,7]. To simplify the analysis, we rescale
time by defining

d'(t) < Co(1 —Ina(t)) a(t) +

u(t) := a(Cat).
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Then «(0) = 0, and (5.15) becomes
1
o' (t) < —u(t) Inu(t) + N for t € [0,T/Cx].

We now introduce a time-dependent scaling factor to absorb the 1/N term. Let b(¢) be a function
to be determined and define

o(t) := u(t) N*®,
A computation shows that v(t) satisfies v(0) = 0 and
o' (t) < —v(t) Inov(t) + NOT1 4 o(t) In N - (V' () + b(t)).

The optimal choice is b(t) = e™*, which is bounded by 1. With this selection, the inequality reduces
to

V() < —v(t)Inv@t) +1<1+e
where the last bound follows from maximizing —zInz for z > 0. Integrating this differential
inequality from 0 to ¢ gives

v(t) < (1 + 1) t< <1 + 1) Cz for t € [0,T/C%].

e (& 2

Reverting to the original variables, we conclude that for all ¢ € [0, 77,
t

EW) =E[|xi — % + |vi —wi[?] < C3N ¢ 7,
with C3 = (14 1) & and Cy = 1/Cs. O

6. PROOF OF KEY AUXILLARY LEMMAS

In this section, we provide proofs of the key technical lemmas stated in Section 2. We design
Lyapunov functionals via appropriate scalings to obtain bounds from the paired inequalities.

6.1. Proof of Lemma 2.3. Recall the paired inequalities (2.4):
a'(t) <b(t), a(0) = ao,
V(t) < Oy Pa(t) + g(t), b(0) = by.
We consider the three cases on different choices of 8 seperately.

(i). B > 2. We define a Lyapunov functional

Li(t) := 501<t>6+1a(t) +b(t), Vt=0.
By (6.1) we have
£1(6) < 51O - O ale) + ¥ (o)
< 55O - O alt) + O alt) + t) < 5T DL + glo).

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

La(t) < <Ll(0) +£g(s) ds> exp<ﬁc_1 L °O<s>—ﬁ+1ds)
< <,8€ 770 + by + J:g(s) ds> exp((ﬁ_UC(M> =:C1+ Cy Ltg(s) ds.
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It follows that for any ¢t > 0
t

b(t) < L1(£) < C1 + CaGa(t), where Gu(t) = fo o(s) ds.

Substituting this bound into (6.1); gives
t
a(t) < ap + Cit + C’zf Gi(s)ds, Vt=0,
0

which yields the desired bounds in (i).
(ii). B €[0,2). We define the rescaled quantities
a(t) :i= Cye D7a(t), b(t) == e CD (1), Vi=0,

where the parameters € (0,1] and C > 0 will be chosen later in (6.2).
We first consider the case when there is no source term, namely g(¢) = 0. By (6.1) we have
d

Talt) < —(C9)0 0T O () + Oy (1) = ~Cy )" (a(t) — b(v));  and

) < (1= 7)™ = Cy) e COTb(e) + (D1 e C OOty Palr)

<(L=7 =0 b(t) + a<t>1_7_6&(t%

where in the last 1nequahty, we have used the fact that (t)~7 < 1. Now we choose v and C' such
that —(1 — v — Cv) = —ﬂ/ and —(1 —~v) =1 —v — (3, namely:

- B A~ L=y 4+4/(1—-7)2+4C
vi=1 5 and C:= o . (6.2)
Then we deduce that d o
il A N7 (F(4) —
) < o0 (@) - b))

Define an Lyapunov functional
Lo(t) := Ca(t) + (Cy)?b(t), Yt =0.
Then we have the monotone property
Ly(t) < =CCy{ty" " (a(t) — b(t)) + COy =7 (a(t) - b(t)) =
It yields that Lo(t) < £2(0) = CCve Cag + (C)2e Cbg, and consequently
<>:@w*@@“u <>1@@®*@m%4%+04&mem*%am
b(t) = ()~ eCOTh(t) < ()71 O (C) 2 La(0) = (CCT My Hag + Do) (1)7 TV ST,

Next, we take into the consideration of the source term g(¢). For the Lyapunov functional Lo,
we obtain

L(t) < (CyP*D' 7 e g 1),

Then we have
Ls(t) < L2(0) + (C7)? Jt<8>1_” e O g(s)ds = CCe “yag + (C)* (e~ Cbo + Ga(t)),
where we denote the integrand0 by Ga(t). We conclude with our desired bounds:
a(t) < (e Cag + C1Cy(e by + Ga(t))) “P7;  and
b(t) < (CC e Oy tag + e by + Ga(t)) £y~ 1= LW,
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where C3 := (ag + C'_lévbo)e_é and Cy := (CC~ 1y lag + bo)e_(j

(iii). B = 2. This case can be treated similar to the proof of (ii). We define the rescaled quantities
a(t) == &Ca(t), bt):=¢c L@ CVbe), VE=0

By (6.1), we have:

Calt) < o aln) + (B0 = ¢ (b(1) —al); and

%b( t) < —¢HE = DO Tb(E) + O Ma(t) + (71T Vg 1)

= O alt) = b(t)) + O Va(t) + T ().
where in the last equality, we have used ((¢ — 1) = C with our choice of ¢ = (1 ++/1 + 4C)/2.
Define the Lyapunov functional £3(t) := Ca(t)+¢2b(t) so that £5(t) < ¢ ()~ Vg(t), and hence
L3(t) < L3(0) + Cﬂ<5>_(<_1) g(s)ds = Cag + ((bo + Gs(t)), where Gs(t):= Jot<5>1_79(5) ds
Tt then yields
a(t) = B at) < (ao + C7¢(bo + Gs(1)) (%5 and
b(t) = CCH (1) < (CCHap + bo + Ga(£) D,
finishing the proof of (iii) with C5 = ag + C~!Cby and Cg = C¢ Lag + bo.
6.2. Proof of Lemma 2.4. Recall the paired inequalities (2.7)
a'(t) <b(t), a(0)=a,
{b’(t) < O~ (log(h) T walt) + g(t),  b(0) = bo.

When a = 0, the system reduces to (6.1) with 5 = 2. The result follows from Lemma 2.3 (iii). We
focus on the proof of the case when a € (0,1). Due to the additional logarithmic term in (6.3)q, we
define a new set of rescaled quantities

() = Che= 0 a(t), (1) = (t)(loa(ty) "7V e ClE O p(r), iz 0
where the parameters § > 1 and C' > 0 will be chosen later in (6.4). By (6.3), we have

d
dt

(6.3)

a(t) < Coe= 0 b(t) — 0 ()™ (log(t))~ e L a (1)
< 0Ot (log())" ™ (b(t) - a(0)),

bl < (<log<t>>—<9—1> - w ~1)(log(t)) ™ = C9) = p()

+ () (1og(ty) 07D e~ CoRH)” (c<t> 2(log(t) T a(t) + g(1)
< (1-09) <t>—1<1og<t>>9—15<t> - -—<t> Hlog(ty) "I 5 a(h)
+ (£)(log(ty)~(O=D) e=CMos®) g 1),
Now we choose ¢ and C such that § —1 = —(6 — 1) + 2% and C0 — 1 = C@, namely:
0= ] i = and C := % (6.4)
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Then we deduce that

(0 < C(E0) ™0™ (10g)) 1 (a(0) — Ble)) + <ty (log(ty) (0D = CUEO g 1),

Define a Lyapunov functional

L4(t) := Ca(t) + (CO)?b(t), Vit =0.

Then adding these above inequalities we get

L)(t) < (C)? (ty(log(ty) =0V e~ Clos®) g ),

which implies

L4(t) < £4(0) + (CH)? Lt<s>(log<s>)_(9_1) e~ CUo) g (5) ds = CChe Cag + (CO)* (e by + Ga(t)),

where the integrand is denoted by G4. It then yields

a(t) = (C0)1eC1oED) G(1) < (e Cag + C1CO(e by + Ga(t))) eC1ED’; and
b(t) = ()~ (log(ty)? " eCos®) 1)
< (CC197 e Cag + e b + Ga(t)) (1)~ (log(t))? 1 £Coe®)”

finishing the proof with C7 = (ag + C_IC_'ng)e_C' and Cg = (CC~ 10 ag + bo)e_é.
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