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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 ϕ and a
non-linear coupling of velocities given by the power law Apvq “ |v|

p´2v, p ą 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 N 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 Ñ 8,
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 vj ´ vi

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:
$

’

’

&

’

’

%

9xi “ vi, xip0q “ x0
i P Rd

9vi “
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq, vip0q “ v0
i P Rd.

(1.1)

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

ϕprq “ p1 ` rq´α, α P r0, 1q, (1.2)

where ϕ is bounded, Lipschitz, and has a fat tail, that is, there exists r0 ą 0 such that
ż 8

r0

ϕprqdr “ 8.

The mapping A : Rd Ñ Rd encodes the velocity coupling. For the linear choice Apvq “ v, (1.1)
reduces to the Cucker-Smale system. In this work we focus on the nonlinear mapping

Apvq “ |v|p´2v, p ě 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 α. See Theorem 2.2 for a detailed description.

The mean-field limit of (1.1) as N Ñ 8 is given by the following Vlasov-type kinetic equation
(see Definition 2.5):

$

&

%

Btµ` v ¨ ∇xµ` ∇v ¨ pµF pµqq “ 0, µp0q “ µ0 P PpR2dq,

F pµqpx,v, tq “

ż

R2d

ϕpx ´ yqApw ´ vq dµpy,wq.
(1.4)

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:

$

&

%

Btρ` ∇x ¨ pρuq “ 0, ρp0q “ ρ0 : Rd Ñ R`,

Btpρuq ` ∇x ¨ pρu b uq “

ż

Rd

ϕpx ´ yqA
`

upyq ´ upxq
˘

ρpxqρpyqdy.
(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 ϕprq “ r´α with α ě 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 ϕ 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, Cañizo, 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:

dvi “
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq dt`
a

2hpsiqdWi,

incorporating multiplicative noise whose amplitude depends on the local interaction strength si.
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 C̄. We often employ
the Japanese bracket xty :“

?
1 ` t2. The functions aptq and bptq will serve as auxiliary quantities.

The notation A À B means that there exists a positive constant C such that A ď 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 PpR2dq the space of Borel probability measures on R2d, and for m ą 0
set

PmpR2dq :“

"

µ P PpR2dq :

ż

R2d

|v|m dµpx,vq ă 8

*

.

Given µ, ν P PmpRdq, we write Πpµ, νq for the set of couplings between µ and ν; in other words,
Πpµ, νq consists of all Borel probability measures π on Rd ˆ Rd whose first and second marginals
are µ and ν, respectively. Equivalently, a measure π P PpRd ˆRdq belongs to Πpµ, νq if and only if

ĳ

RdˆRd

`

φpxq ` ψpyq
˘

dπpx,yq “

ż

Rd

φpxq dµpxq `

ż

Rd

ψpyq dνpyq

for every pair of functions φ,ψ P CpRdq with at most polynomial growth, i.e., φpzq, ψpzq “ Op|z|mq

as |z| Ñ 8.

Definition 2.1. For m ě 1 and µ, ν P PmpRdq, the Wasserstein-m distance (also known as the
Monge–Kantorovich distance) between µ and ν, denoted by Wmpµ, νq, is defined by

Wmpµ, νq :“ inf
πPΠpµ,νq

´

ĳ

RdˆRd

|x ´ y|m dπpx,yq

¯1{m
.

For a function φ : Rd Ñ R, the Lipschitz constant of φ, denoted by Lippφq, is defined by

Lippφq :“ sup
x‰yPRd

|φpxq ´ φpyq|

|x ´ y|
.

The set of Lipschitz functions on Rd, denoted by LippRdq, consists all functions whose Lipschitz
constant is finite.

The Wasserstein-1 distance has the following dual formulation:

W1pµ, νq “ sup
φPLippRdq

Lippφqď1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Rd

φpzq dµpzq ´

ż

Rd

φpzqdνpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (2.1)

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 t ě 0, define the spatial and
velocity diameters

Dptq “ max
i,j“1,...,N

|xiptq ´ xjptq|, Vptq “ max
i,j“1,...,N

|viptq ´ vjptq|.
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The flocking and alignment behaviors can be interpreted by

sup
tě0

Dptq ă 8, and lim
tÑ8

Vptq “ 0,

respectively.
For the nonlinear alignment model (1.1), the evolution of pD,Vq is known to satisfy the following

closed system of differential inequalities [15]:
$

&

%

D1ptq ď Vptq,

V 1ptq ď ´cpϕpDptqqVptqp´1, cp “ 22´p.
(2.2)

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

In [5], quantitative bounds were obtained for the family of communication protocols in (1.2), or
more generally, ϕ is bounded, Lipschitz, and there exist λ,Λ ą 0, α P r0, 1q such that

λr´α ď ϕprq ď Λr´α, @r ą r0. (2.3)

Sharp asymptotic bounds for Dptq and Vptq were derived. These rates depend explicitly on the
nonlinear exponent p and the tail parameter α. We summarize the result below.

Theorem 2.2 (Flocking and alignment estimates [5]). Suppose pDptq,Vptqq satisfy the paired in-
equality (2.2) with bounded initial data pD0,V0q, and the communication protocol ϕ satisfies (2.3).
Then, for any t ě 0, we have the following bounds:

(i). if p P p2, 3q, then there exists D ă 8 such that

sup
tě0

Dptq “ D, Vptq À xty
´ 1

p´2 ;

(ii). if p ą 3, then

Dptq À xty
1´ 1´α

p´α´2 , Vptq À xty
´ 1´α

p´α´2 .

(iii). if p “ 3, then

Dptq À
`

logxty
˘

1
1´α , Vptq À xty´1

`

logxty
˘

α
1´α ;

In contrast to the linear velocity coupling case (p “ 2), where Vptq decays exponentially fast, the
nonlinear regime p ą 2 yields only polynomial decay. Moreover, flocking (i.e., bounded Dptq) holds
for all p ă 3, while for p ě 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 β P r0,`8q, suppose that paptq, bptqq is a nonnegative solution to the system:
$

&

%

a1ptq ď bptq, ap0q “ a0 P R`,

b1ptq ď Cxty´βaptq ` gptq, bp0q “ b0 P R`, t ě 0,
(2.4)

where C ą 0 is a constant, and gptq is a given nonnegative source term. Then the following holds:



6 VINH NGUYEN˚, ROMAN SHVYDKOY:, AND CHANGHUI TAN;

(i). if β ą 2, letting

G1ptq :“

ż t

0
gpsq ds,

then there exist positive constants C1 and C2 such that

aptq ď a0 ` C1t` C2

ż t

0
G1psq ds, bptq ď C1 ` C2G1ptq, t ě 0. (2.5)

(ii). if β P r0, 2q, letting γ :“ 1 ´
β
2 , C̄ :“

1´γ`
?

p1´γq2`4C

2γ , and

G2ptq :“

ż t

0
xsy1´γ e´C̄ xsyγgpsq ds,

then there exist positive constants C3 and C4 such that

aptq ď
`

C1 ` C´1C̄γ G2ptq
˘

eC̄xtyγ , bptq ď
`

C2 ` G2ptq
˘

xty´p1´γq eC̄xtyγ , t ě 0. (2.6)

(iii). If β “ 2, letting ζ :“ p1 `
?
1 ` 4Cq{2 and

G3ptq :“

ż t

0
xsy´pζ´1qgpsq ds,

then there exist positive constants C5 and C6 such that

aptq ď
`

C5 ` C´1ζG3ptq
˘

xtyζ , bptq ď
`

C6 ` G3ptq
˘

xtyζ´1, t ě 0.

We briefly comment on the behavior of (2.4) in the absence of a source term, i.e., when gptq ” 0.
For β “ 0, part (ii) recovers the classical exponential growth bound

aptq ď C1e
C̄t, bptq ď C2e

C̄t.

When β P p0, 2q, the solution exhibits sub-exponential but super-polynomial growth. The case
β “ 2 is critical and leads to polynomial bounds. Finally, for β ą 2, the growth of aptq is at most
linear, while bptq 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 β “ 2, we require a variant of
(2.4) that incorporates an additional logarithmic factor. The corresponding estimate is given next.

Lemma 2.4. Given α P r0, 1q, suppose that paptq, bptqq is a nonnegative solution to the system:
$

&

%

a1ptq ď bptq, ap0q “ a0 P R`,

b1ptq ď Cxty´2plogxtyq
2α
1´αaptq ` gptq, bp0q “ b0 P R`, t ě 0,

(2.7)

where C ą 0 is a constant, and gptq is a given nonnegative source term. Letting θ :“ 1
1´α ,

C̄ :“ 1`
?
1`4C
2θ , and

G4ptq :“

ż t

0
xsyplogxsyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxsyqθgpsq ds,

then there exist positive constants C7 and C8 such that

aptq ď
`

C7 ` C´1C̄θG4ptq
˘

eC̄plogxtyqθ , bptq ď
`

C8 ` G4ptq
˘

xty´1plogxtyqθ´1 eC̄plogxtyqθ , t ě 0.
(2.8)

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

sponding sharp rate. We note that the presence of the logarithmic factor plogxtyq
2α
1´α 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 α “ 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 µ : r0, T q Ñ P2pR2dq, t ÞÑ µt, is called a measure-valued solution to (1.4)
with initial data µ0 if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i). µ is weakly* continuous,
(ii). For any φ P C8

0 pr0, T q ˆ R2dq and 0 ă t ă T ,
ż

R2d

φpt,x,vq dµtpx,vq “

ż

R2d

φp0,x,vq dµ0px,vq

`

ż t

0

ż

R2d

“

Bsφ` v ¨ ∇xφ` F pµsq ¨ ∇vφ
‰

dµspx,vqds.

Theorem 2.6 (Stability). Let µ and ν be two measure-valued solutions of (1.4) on a common time
interval of existence r0, T q, corresponding to initial data µ0 and ν0, respectively. Assume that the
initial measures have compact supports contained in a common compact subset Ω Ă R2d, that is,

suppµ0 Y supp ν0 Ď Ω.

Then there exist constants C, C̄ ą 0, depending only on Ω and ϕ, such that

W1pµt, νtq ď CeC̄tW1pµ0, ν0q, @ t P r0, T q. (2.9)

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

(i). if p P p2, 3q, then
W1pµt, νtq ď Cxty logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q;

(ii). if p ą 3, then

W1pµt, νtq ď Cxty
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q eC̄xty
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q W1pµ0, ν0q;

(iii). if p “ 3, then

W1pµt, νtq ď Cplogxtyq
1

1´α eC̄plogxtyq
1

1´α W1pµ0, ν0q,

where C, C̄ are positive constants which depend only on initial support, ϕ 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 µ0 P P2pR2dq with compact support, there
exists a unique measure-valued solution to (1.4) with the initial condition µ0. 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 µ0 is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

dµ0px,vq “ f0px,vqdxdv,

where f0 : R2d Ñ R` is a density function, then the solution of (1.4) is of the form dµt “

fpx,v, tqdx dv with density f satisfying
$

&

%

Btf ` v ¨ ∇xf ` ∇v ¨ pfF pfqq “ 0, fp0q “ f0,

F pfqpx,v, tq “

ż

R2d

ϕpx ´ yqApw ´ vqfpy,w, tqdydw.
(2.10)
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Denote by fN : R2dN Ñ R` the N -particle density function, which solves the Liouville equation
$

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

%

Btf
N `

N
ÿ

i“1

vi ¨ ∇xif
N `

N
ÿ

i“1

∇vi ¨ pfNFN
i q “ 0, fN p0q “ fbN

0 ,

FN
i px1, . . . ,xN ,v1, . . . ,vN q “

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq.

(2.11)

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

f
pkq

t px1,v1, . . . ,xk,vkq “

ż

R2dpN´kq

fN px1,v1, . . . ,xN ,vN , tqdxk`1dvk`1 . . . dxNdvN .

Theorem 2.8 (Propagation of chaos). Suppose ϕ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3) and f0 P

C1
0 pR2dq is a compactly supported initial distribution. Let f, fN be the solutions to (2.10) and

(2.11), respectively. Then for all N P N, k ă N , and t ě 0,

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q ď C

?
kmin

"

1,
t

?
N

*

;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q ď C

c

k

N
eC̄xty

p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q

;

(iii). if p “ 3 then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q ď C

c

k

N
plogxtyq

α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α

,

where constants C, C̄ depend only on p, diampsupp f0q and ϕ.

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

p “ 2 2 ă p ă 3 p “ 3 p ą 3

Flocking: Dptq D D
`

logxty
˘

1
1´α xty

1´ 1´α
p´α´2

Alignment: Vptq e´κt xty
´ 1

p´2 xty´1
`

logxty
˘

α
1´α xty

´ 1´α
p´α´2

Stability: W1pµt, νtq xty logxty plogxtyq
1

1´α eC̄plogxtyq
1

1´α
xty

p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q eC̄xty
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q

PoC: W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q

?
kmin

!

1, t?
N

)
b

k
N plogxtyq

α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α

b

k
N e

C̄xty
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q

Table 1 summarizes the quantitative bounds on stability and the corresponding propagation-of-
chaos (PoC) estimates. We remark that in the regime p P p2, 3q, 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 ą 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
$

’

’

&

’

’

%

dxi “ vi dt, pxi,viq P TdˆRd,

dvi “
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq dt`
a

2hpsiqdWi,
(2.12)
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whereWi’s are independent Brownian motions in Rd. The function si is called the strength function,
defined by

si :“
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjq,

and the mapping h : R Ñ R is Lipschitz and copositive, which means hprq ą 0 if r ą 0. Denote by
Td the d´dimensional torus. We consider the following stochastic system:

We will show that the stochastic mean field limit for this system is

Btf ` v ¨ ∇xf “ hpsρq∆vf ´ ∇v ¨ pfF pfqq, (2.13)

where F pfq given by

F pfqpx,vq “

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpx ´ yqApw ´ vqfpy,w, tqdydw.

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

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that tpxi,viquNi“1 is a solution to (2.12) with joint distribution law fN such

that fN0 “ fbN
0 . Let f solve (2.13) on r0, T s with initial data f0. If f satisfies

sup
tPr0,T s

ϕ ˚ ρpxq ě ρ ą 0, (2.14)

sup
tPr0,T s

ż

TdˆRd

ec0|v|p´1
fpx,v, tqdxdv ă 8 for some c0 ą 0. (2.15)

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

E
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpxiptq,viptqq ´

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vqfpt,x,vqdxdv
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ď

C

N e´Ct @t P r0, T s,

and propagation of chaos

W 2
2 pf pkq, fbkq ď

Ck

N e´Ct @ t P r0, T s.

3. Mean-Field Limit For 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 µ : r0, T q Ñ P2pR2dq is a measure-valued
solution to (1.4) with initial data µ0. It is known from the optimal transport theory that µ is a
push-forward of µ0 along the characteristics pXµ, Vµq:

$

’

&

’

%

d

dt
Xµpt,x,vq “ Vµpt,x,vq, Xµp0,x,vq “ x,

d

dt
Vµpt,x,vq “

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
µ ´XµqApV 1

µ ´ Vµq dµ0px1,v1q, Vµp0,x,vq “ v.
(3.1)
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Here and in the following, we write X 1
µ “ Xµpt,x1,v1q and V 1

µ “ Vµpt,x1,v1q. For simplicity, we

also denote z “ px,vq and z1 “ px1,v1q. If we assume that the support of the initial measure µ0 is
contained in a compact set Ω, then we define

DΩptq “ max
z1,z2PΩ

|Xµpt, z1q ´Xµpt, z2q|, VΩptq “ max
z1,z2PΩ

|Vµpt, z1q ´ Vµpt, z2q|. (3.2)

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

Proposition 3.1. Suppose pXµ, Vµq satisfies (3.1). Then, pDΩ,VΩq defined in (3.2) satisfies the
differential inequalities (2.2), that is, for almost all t ě 0,

$

&

%

D1
Ωptq ď VΩptq

V 1
Ωptq ď ´cpϕpDΩptqqVptqp´1, cp “ 22´p.

(3.3)

Proof. From (3.1)1 and Rademacher’s lemma, we immediately get

d

dt
DΩptq ď VΩptq.

For the second inequality in (3.3), we fix a time t and take z1, z2 P Ω to be the maximizing points,
such that

VΩptq “ |Vµpt, z1q ´ Vµpt, z2q|.

We remark that the selections z1 and z2 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

1

2

d

dt
V2
Ωptq “ pV 1

µ ´ V 2
µ q ¨

d

dt
pV 1

µ ´ V 2
µ q

ďϕpDΩptqq

ż

R2d

pV 1
µ ´ V 2

µ q ¨

”

|Vµ ´ V 1
µ|p´2pVµ ´ V 1

µq ´ |Vµ ´ V 2
µ |p´2pVµ ´ V 2

µ q

ı

dµ0pzq

ď ´ cpϕpDΩptqq

ż

R2d

|V 1
µ ´ V 2

µ |p dµ0pzq “ ´cpϕpDΩptqqVΩptqp,

where in the penultimate step, we have used an elementary inequality

pV 1
µ ´ V 2

µ q ¨

”

|Vµ ´ V 1
µ|p´2pVµ ´ V 1

µq ´ |Vµ ´ V 2
µ |p´2pVµ ´ V 2

µ q

ı

ď ´22´p|V 1
µ ´ V 2

µ |p,

which can be justified by applying Lemma 3.2 below with a “ V 1
µ, b “ V 2

µ , and c “ Vµ.
Collecting the estimates above, we conclude with the desired inequalities (3.3). □

Lemma 3.2. Let p ě 2. Then for any a,b, c P Rd,

pa ´ bq ¨
`

|a ´ c|p´2pa ´ cq ´ |b ´ c|p´2pb ´ cq
˘

ě 22´p|a ´ b|p, (3.4)

where the equality is attained when a “ b or c “ a`b
2 .

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 pa,b, cq if and only if it

holds for pra, rb,rcq with

ra “ 2
|a´b|

Ra´b

`

a ´ a`b
2

˘

“ e1, rb “ 2
|a´b|

Ra´b

`

b ´ a`b
2

˘

“ ´e1, rc “ 2
|a´b|

Ra´b

`

c ´ a`b
2

˘

,

where Ra´b denotes the rotation transformation such that Ra´bpa´bq “ |a´b| e1. Therefore, it
suffices to show that for any rc P Rd,

2e1 ¨
`

|e1 ´ rc|p´2pe1 ´ rcq ´ | ´ e1 ´ rc|p´2p´e1 ´ rcq
˘

ě 22´p ¨ 2p “ 4.
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Express rc “ prc1,rcrq, where rc1 is the first component of rc, and rcr P Rd´1 consists the remaining
components. Then, we have

e1 ¨
`

|e1 ´ rc|p´2pe1 ´ rcq ´ | ´ e1 ´ rc|p´2p´e1 ´ rcq
˘

“
`

p1 ´ rc1q2 ` |rcr|2
˘

p´2
2 p1 ´ rc1q `

`

p1 ` rc1q2 ` |rcr|2
˘

p´2
2 p1 ` rc1q

ě |1 ´ rc1|p´2p1 ´ rc1q ` |1 ` rc1|p´2p1 ` rc1q ě 2,

where the two inequalities attain equality when rcr “ 0 and rc1 “ 0, respectively. We conclude with
the inequality (3.4), where the equality is attained when rc “ 0, or equivalently c “ a`b

2 . □

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

px ´ yq ¨ p|x|p´2x ´ |y|p´2yq ě 22´p|x ´ y|p ě 0, @x,y P Rd. (3.5)

From (3.3)2, we have V 1
Ωptq ď 0, which yields a maximum principle for the velocity diameter:

VΩptq ď VΩp0q @ t ě 0. (3.6)

Substituting this bound into (3.3)1 leads to a linear growth estimate for the spatial diameter:

DΩptq ď Cp1 ` tq @ t ě 0,

where C is a constant depending only on the DΩp0q and VΩp0q.
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 ϕ satisfies the fat-tailed condition (2.3).
Suppose that µ P Cw˚pR`;P2pR2dqq is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with compactly supported
initial data µ0, and let Ω Ă R2d be a compact set with suppµ0 Ď Ω. Then the following holds for
all t ě 0:

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

sup
tą0

DΩptq “ D ă 8, VΩptq À xty
´ 1

p´2 ;

(ii). if p ą 3, then

DΩptq À xty
1´ 1´α

p´α´2 , VΩptq À xty
´ 1´α

p´α´2 .

(iii). if p “ 3, then

DΩptq À
`

logxty
˘

1
1´α , VΩptq À xty´1

`

logxty
˘

α
1´α ;

3.2. Stability. Based upon the flocking and alignment estimates, we now prove our first main
result, Theorem 2.6.
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Denote by pXµ, Vµq and pXν , Vνq the characteristic flows associated with µ and ν, respectively.
Then, by the dual formulation of the Wasserstein-1 distance (2.1), we have

W1pµt, νtq “ sup
φPLippR2dq

Lippφqď1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

φpzq dµtpzq ´

ż

R2d

φpzq dνtpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ sup
φPLippR2dq

Lippφqď1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

φpXµ, Vµq dµ0pzq ´

ż

R2d

φpXν , Vνq dν0pzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď sup
φPLippR2dq

Lippφqď1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

φpXµ, Vµq dµ0pzq ´

ż

R2d

φpXµ, Vµq dν0pzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` sup
φPLippR2dq

Lippφqď1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

“

φpXµ, Vµq ´ φpXν , Vνq
‰

dν0pzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
`

}∇Xµ}8 ` }∇Vµ}8

˘

W1pµ0, ν0q `

ż

R2d

|pXµ, Vµq ´ pXν , Vνq| dν0pzq

ď
`

}∇Xµ}8 ` }∇Vµ}8

˘

W1pµ0, ν0q ` }Xµ ´Xν}8 ` }Vµ ´ Vν}8. (3.7)

The next step is to estimate the quantities }∇Xµ}8 `}∇Vµ}8 and }Xµ ´Xν}8 `}Vµ ´Vν}8. From
equation (3.1)1, we have

d

dt
∇Xµ “ ∇Vµ.

By evaluating this equality at points where }∇Xµ}8 and }Xµ ´ Xν}8 are achieved, and invoking
Rademacher’s lemma, we obtain

d

dt
}∇Xµ}8 ď }∇Vµ}8,

d

dt
}Xµ ´Xν}8 ď }Vµ ´ Vν}8. (3.8)

Next, by differentiating (3.1)2 we find

d

dt
∇Vµ “

ż

R2d

∇ϕpX 1
µ ´Xµq p∇TXµq bApV 1

µ ´ Vµq dµ0pz1q

´

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
µ ´Xµq

”

|V 1
µ ´ Vµ|p´2I ` pp´ 2q|V 1

µ ´ Vµ|p´4pV 1
µ ´ Vµq b pV 1

µ ´ Vµq

ı

∇Vµ dµ0pz1q,

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

dt
}∇Vµ}8 ď }∇ϕ}8 }∇Xµ}8 Vp´1

Ω ptq. (3.9)

Then, for a general communication protocol ϕ, using (3.6) we obtain

d

dt
}∇Vµ}8 ď C}∇Xµ}8,

where C is a positive constant depending on ϕ and initial data. Combining this with the first
inequality in (3.8) and applying Grönwall’s inequality yields, for all t P r0, T q,

}∇Xµ}8 ` }∇Vµ}8 ď CeCt. (3.10)

If ϕ satisfies fat-tailed condition (2.3), then combining (3.9) and the estimates in Theorem 3.3 we
obtain for all t P r0, T q:

(i). if p P p2, 3q then
d

dt
}∇Vµ}8 ď C}∇Xµ}8 xty

´
p´1
p´2 .
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(ii). if p ą 3 then
d

dt
}∇Vµ}8 ď C}∇Xµ}8 xty

´
p1´αqpp´1q

p´α´2 .

(iii). if p “ 3 then
d

dt
}∇Vµ}8 ď C}∇Xµ}8 xty´2

`

logxty
˘

2α
1´α .

Here C ą 0 denoting a general constant depending only on ϕ, p and the initial data, it is different
for each case of p. Set

aptq :“ }∇Xµ}8, bptq :“ }∇Vµ}8.

Then, the dynamics of pa, bq satisfies the paired inequalities in (2.4) with gptq ” 0, and the parameter

β :“

$

&

%

p´1
p´2 ą 2 for p P p2, 3q,

p1´αqpp´1q

p´α´2 P p0, 2q for p ą 3.
(3.11)

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

Lemma 3.4. For all t P r0, T q, we have

(i). if p P p2, 3q then
}∇Xµ}8 À xty, }∇Vµ}8 À 1;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

}∇Xµ}8 À eC̄xtyγ , }∇Vµ}8 À xty´p1´γqeC̄xtyγ ,

where γ “ 1 ´
β
2 “

p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q
;

(iii). if p “ 3 then

}∇Xµ}8 À eC̄plogxtyq
1

1´α
, }∇Vµ}8 À xty´1plogxtyq

α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α

.

We now estimate the time derivative of }Vµ ´ Vν}8. Evaluating at a maximizing point z, we
obtain

1

2

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}28 ď pVµ ´ Vνq ¨

˜

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
µ ´XµqApV 1

µ ´ Vµq dµ0pz1q

´

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
ν ´XνqApV 1

ν ´ Vνq dν0pz1q

¸

ď pVµ ´ Vνq ¨

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
µ ´XµqApV 1

µ ´ Vµq
`

dµ0pz1q ´ dν0pz1q
˘

` pVµ ´ Vνq ¨

ż

R2d

`

ϕpX 1
µ ´Xµq ´ ϕpX 1

ν ´Xνq
˘

ApV 1
µ ´ Vµq dν0pz1q

`

ż

R2d

ϕpX 1
ν ´XνqpVµ ´ Vνq ¨

`

ApV 1
µ ´ Vµq ´ApV 1

ν ´ Vνq
˘

dν0pz1q.

The last term is negative due to Lemma 3.2. Therefore,

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď C}ϕ}W 1,8pΩq

´

}∇Xµ}8Vp´1
Ω ` }∇Vµ}8Vp´2

Ω

¯

W1pµ0, ν0q

` C}∇ϕ}8}Xµ ´Xν}8Vp´1
Ω (3.12)

Hence, for general ϕ we use the bounds from (3.6) and (3.10) to have

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď CeCtW1pµ0, ν0q ` C}Xµ ´Xν}8.
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Combining this inequality with the second estimate in (3.8), we arrive at

d

dt

`

}Xµ ´Xν}8 ` }Vµ ´ Vν}8

˘

ď C
`

}Xµ ´Xν}8 ` }Vµ ´ Vν}8

˘

` CeCtW1pµ0, ν0q.

Applying Grönwall’s inequality yields

}Xµ ´Xν}8 ` }Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď CeCtW1pµ0, ν0q, @ t P r0, T q, (3.13)

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

W1pµt, νtq ď CeCtW1pµ0, ν0q, @ t P r0, T q, (3.14)

which is the conclusion (2.9).

In the case ϕ 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 P p2, 3q then

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď C

`

xty ¨ xty
´

p´1
p´2 ` 1 ¨ xty´1

˘

W1pµ0, ν0q ` C}Xµ ´Xν}8 xty
´

p´1
p´2

ď Cxty´β}Xµ ´Xν}8 ` Cxty´1W1pµ0, ν0q,

where we have used the fact 1 ´
p´1
p´2 ă ´1 and the definition of β in (3.11);

(ii). if p ą 3, then

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď C

`

eC̄xtyγ ¨ xty
´

p1´αqpp´1q

p´α´2 ` xty´p1´γqeC̄xtyγ ¨ xty
´

p1´αqpp´2q

p´α´2
˘

W1pµ0, ν0q

` C}Xµ ´Xν}8 xty
´

p1´αqpp´1q

p´α´2

ď Cxty´β}Xµ ´Xν}8 ` Cxty´βeC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q;

where we have used the fact ´
p1´αqpp´1q

p´α´2 ą ´p1 ´ γq ´
p1´αqpp´2q

p´α´2 and the definition of β;

(iii). if p “ 3, then

d

dt
}Vµ ´ Vν}8 ď C}Xµ ´Xν}8 xty´2

`

logxty
˘

2α
1´α ` C

´

eC̄plogxtyq
1

1´α
¨ xty´2

`

logxty
˘

2α
1´α

` xty´1plogxtyq
α

1´α eC̄plogxtyq
1

1´α
¨ xty´1

`

logxty
˘

α
1´α

¯

W1pµ0, ν0q

ď Cxty´2
`

logxty
˘

2α
1´α }Xµ ´Xν}8 ` Cxty´2plogxtyq

2α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α W1pµ0, ν0q.

Set

aptq :“ }Xµ ´Xν}8, bptq :“ }Vµ ´ Vν}8.

Then, the dynamics of pa, bq satisfies the paired inequalities (2.4) (or (2.7) for the borderline case)
with a0 “ 0, b0 “ 0, and with source term gptq. Applying the key Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we obtain
the following bounds.

Lemma 3.5. For all t P r0, T q,

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

}Xµ ´Xν}8 À t logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q, }Vµ ´ Vν}8 À logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

}Xµ ´Xν}8 À xtyγeC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q, }Vµ ´ Vν}8 À xty2γ´1eC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q,

where γ “
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q
;
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(iii). if p “ 3 then

}Xµ ´Xν}8 À plogxtyqθeC̄plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q, }Vµ ´ Vν}8 À xty´1plogxtyq2θ´1eC̄plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q,

where θ “ 1
1´α .

Proof. For (i), we have gptq “ Cxty´1W1pµ0, ν0q. Compute

G1ptq “ CW1pµ0, ν0q

ż t

0
xsy´1 ds “ C logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q.

Then we deduce from (2.5) that

aptq À

ż t

0
G1psq ds À t logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q, bptq À G1ptq À logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q.

For (ii), we have gptq “ Cxty´βeC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q. Compute

G2ptq “ CW1pµ0, ν0q

ż t

0
xsyγ´1 ds ď Cγ´1W1pµ0, ν0qxtyγ .

Then, we deduce from (2.6) that

aptq À G2ptqeC̄xtyγ À xtyγeC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q, bptq À G2ptqxty´p1´γqeC̄xtyγ À xty2γ´1eC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q.

For (iii), we have gptq “ Cxty´2plogxtyq
2α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α W1pµ0, ν0q. Compute

G4ptq “ CW1pµ0, ν0q

ż t

0
xsy´1plogxsyqθ´1 ds “ Cθ´1plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q.

Then, we deduce from (2.8) that

aptq À G4ptq eC̄plogxtyqθ À plogxtyqθeC̄plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q,

bptq À G4ptq xty´1plogxtyqθ´1 eC̄plogxtyqθ À xty´1plogxtyq2θ´1 eC̄plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q.

□

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

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

W1pµt, νtq À xty logxtyW1pµ0, ν0q;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

W1pµt, νtq À xtyγeC̄xtyγW1pµ0, ν0q, γ “
p1 ` αqpp´ 3q

2pp´ α ´ 2q
;

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

W1pµt, νtq À plogxtyqθeC̄plogxtyqθW1pµ0, ν0q, θ “
1

1 ´ α
.

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 µNt 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 µt. 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 P N, choose px0
k,v

0
kq P suppµ0, k “ 1, . . . , N such that

µN0 :“
1

N

N
ÿ

k“1

δx0
k

b δv0
k

˚
á µ0 as N Ñ 8.

Define the empirical measures

µNt :“
1

N

N
ÿ

k“1

δxkptq b δvkptq,

where pxkptq,vkptqq is the solution to (1.1). Testing with φ P C8
0 pr0, T q ˆ R2dq, we have that µN

is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with initial data µN0 . Thus, applying Theorem 2.6 there exist
constants C, c ą 0 such that

W1pµNt , µ
M
t q ď CecTW1pµN0 , µ

M
0 q, for N,M ą 0, t ď T.

Hence tµNt uN is weakly˚-Cauchy in the Banach space pP2pR2dq,W1q, and hence converges to a limit
µt P P2pR2dq. Moreover,

W1pµNt , µtq ď CTW1pµN0 , µ0q, for N ą 0, t ď T.

Next we will prove that the map t Ñ µt is weak
˚-continuous. Firstly, we note that for ψ P C8

0 pR2dq

the sequence
␣ ş

R2d φpx,vqdµNt px,vq
(

N
is uniformly Lipschitz continuous on r0, T s. Indeed, for

t P r0, T q and ∆t ą 0 with t` ∆t P r0, T s we have
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

ψpx,vqdµNt`∆tpx,vq ´

ż

R2d

ψpx,vqdµNt px,vq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż

R2d

ˇ

ˇψpXµN pt` ∆tq, VµN pt` ∆tqq ´ ψpXµN ptq, VµN ptqq
ˇ

ˇ dµN0 px,vq

ď |∇ψ|8

ż

R2d

´

ˇ

ˇXµN pt` ∆tq ´XµN ptq
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇVµN pt` ∆tq ´ VµN ptq
ˇ

ˇ

¯

dµN0 px,vq

ď C∆t.

For the last inequality we used the uniform Lipschitzness of tXµN uN , tVµN uN on r0, T s. Then,
letting N Ñ `8 we obtain

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R2d

ψpx,vqdµt`∆tpx,vq ´

ż

R2d

ψpx,vqdµtpx,vq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C∆t,

which implies the weak˚-continuity of the map t Ñ µt.

We will show that this µ is a measure-valued solution to (1.4) with the given initial µ0. Because
µN is a measure-valued solution, for any test function φ P C8

0 pr0, T q ˆ R2dq,
ż

R2d

φpt,x,vq dµNt px,vq “

ż

R2d

φp0,x,vq dµN0 px,vq

`

ż t

0

ż

R2d

“

Bsφ` v ¨ ∇xφ` F pµNs q ¨ ∇vφ
‰

dµNs px,vqds.
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All linear terms weakly converge to the natural limits. For the nonlinear term, we note that for
all t P r0, T q and N P N, there exists RT ą 0 such that suppµNt Ď BRT

p0q, a ball in R2d with
radius RT . The family of functions

␣

ϕpx´ ¨qAp¨ ´vq
(

px,vq
indexing by px,vq P BRT

p0q is uniformly

Lipschitz on BRT
p0q with the common Lipschitz constant denoted by LRT

. Thus, it is precompact
in CpBRT

p0qq. Therefore, F pµNt qpx,vq Ñ F pµtpx,vq uniformly on BRT
p0q. We have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

ż

R2d

F pµNs qpx,vq ¨ ∇vφpx,vqdµNs px,vqds´

ż t

0

ż

R2d

F pµsqpx,vq ¨ ∇vφpx,vqdµspx,vqds
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

ż

R2d

F pµNs qpx,vq ¨ ∇vφpx,vq
`

dµNs px,vq ´ dµspx,vq
˘

ds
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

ż

R2d

`

F pµNs qpx,vq ´ F pµsqpx,vq
˘

¨ ∇vφpx,vqdµspx,vqds
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż t

0
LRT

|∇φ|8W1pµNs , µsq ds` |∇φ|8

ż t

0
}F pµNs q ´ F pµsq}L8pBRT

p0qq

ż

R2d

dµspx,vqds.

The right hand side converges to 0 as N Ñ 8, which implies that
ż t

0

ż

R2d

F pµNs qpx,vq ¨ ∇vφpx,vqdµNs px,vqds Ñ

ż t

0

ż

R2d

F pµsqpx,vq ¨ ∇vφpx,vqdµspx,vqds

as N Ñ 8. It follows that µ satisfies Definition 2.5. Uniqueness is a direct consequence of the
stability (2.9), which concludes the theorem.

Note that in the case ϕ is fat-tailed and p P p2, 3q, suppµNt Ď BRp0q with R independent of
T . Thus, in this case there exists a global solution µt with suppµt is uniformly bounded for all
times. □

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):

$

&

%

Btf ` v ¨ ∇xf ` ∇v ¨ pfF pfqq “ 0, fp0q “ f0,

F pfqpx,v, tq “

ż

R2d

ϕpx ´ yqApw ´ vqfpy,w, tqdydw.
(4.1)

Here, we assume without loss of generality that f0 “ f0px,vq is a probability distribution.
Recall the Liouville equation (2.11):

$

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

%

Btf
N `

N
ÿ

i“1

vi ¨ ∇xif
N `

N
ÿ

i“1

∇vi ¨ pfNFN
i q “ 0, fN p0q “ fbN

0 ,

FN
i px1, . . . ,xN ,v1, . . . ,vN q “

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq.

(4.2)

Due to the symmetries of the forces FN
i , the solution fN will remain symmetric with respect to

permutations of pairs pxi,viq for all time. We denote by

ΦN
t “ pXt, Vtq “

`

x1ptq, . . . ,xN ptq, v1ptq, . . . ,vN ptq
˘

: R2dN Ñ R2dN

the flow-map of (4.2), in other words, these are solutions to the agent-based system (1.1). Then,
fNt at any time t ą 0 is a push-forward of the initial distribution by ΦN

t ,

fNt “ ΦN
t 7fbN

0 .

Now, denote by
sΦt “ px̄ptq, v̄ptqq : R2d Ñ R2d
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the flow-map of the Vlasov equation (4.1), i.e.
$

&

%

9̄x “ v̄,

9̄v “

ż

R2d

ϕpx̄ ´ yqApw ´ v̄qfpy,w, tqdydw,

and by
sΦbN
t “ p sXt, sVtq “

`

x̄1ptq, . . . , x̄N ptq, v̄1ptq, . . . , v̄N ptq
˘

: R2dN Ñ R2dN

the direct product of N copies of sΦt’s. Thus,

ft “ sΦt7f0, fbN
t “ sΦbN

t 7fbN
0 .

Denote Σk
N the set of all different ordered subsets of size k of t1, . . . , Nu. Then, for any σ P Σk

N ,

W2
2 pf

pkq

t , fbk
t q ď

ż

R2dN

k
ÿ

i“1

|pxσpiq,vσpiqq ´ px̄σpiq, v̄σpiqq|2 fbN
0 pX0, V0qdX0dV0.

Summing up over all σ P Σk
N ,

ˆ

N

k

˙

W2
2 pf

pkq

t , fbk
t q ď

ż

R2dN

ÿ

σPΣk
N

k
ÿ

i“1

|pxσpiq,vσpiqq ´ px̄σpiq, v̄σpiqq|2 fbN
0 pX0, V0qdX0dV0.

Note that each coordinate is repeated
`

N´1
k´1

˘

times on the right hand side of the above inequality.
Therefore, we obtain

W2
2 pf

pkq

t , fbk
t q ď

k

N

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

|pxi,viq ´ px̄i, v̄iq|2 fbN
0 pX0, V0qdX0dV0

“
k

N

ż

R2dN

|ΦN
t pX0, V0q ´ sΦbN

t pX0, V0q|2 fbN
0 pX0, V0qdX0dV0. (4.3)

Thus, the proof of Theorem 2.8 amounts to establishing the following estimate
ż

R2dN

|ΦN
t pX0, V0q ´ sΦbN

t pX0, V0q|2 fbN
0 pX0, V0qdX0dV0.

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

Pptq “
1

2

ż

R2dN

|Xt ´ sXt|
2 fbN

0 dX0dV0,

Kptq “
1

2

ż

R2dN

|Vt ´ sVt|
2 fbN

0 dX0dV0.

By the Hölder inequality, we have

P 1ptq “

ż

R2dN

pXt ´ sXtq ¨ pVt ´ sVtq f
bN
0 dX0dV0 ď 2

a

Pptq
a

Kptq. (4.4)

For the kinetic part, we have

K1ptq “

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

ˆ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjqApvj ´ viq

´

ż

R2d

ϕpx̄i ´ yqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw

˙

fbN
0 dX0dV0

“: I1 ` I2 ` I3,
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where

I1 “
1

N

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i,j“1

“

ϕpxi ´ xjq ´ ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq
‰

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨Apvj ´ viq f
bN
0 dX0dV0,

I2 “
1

N

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i,j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq pvi ´ v̄iq ¨
“

Apvj ´ viq ´Apv̄j ´ v̄iq
‰

fbN
0 dX0dV0,

I3 “

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

ˆ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jqApv̄j ´ v̄iq

´

ż

R2d

ϕpx̄i ´ yqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw

˙

fbN
0 dX0dV0.

For I1, we apply the mean value theorem and the smoothness of ϕ to obtain

|I1| ď
1

N

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i,j“1

}∇ϕ}8

“

|xi ´ x̄i| ` |xj ´ x̄j |
‰

|vi ´ v̄i| |vi ´ vj |
p´1 fbN

0 dX0dV0,

ď C max
i,j“1,...,N

|vi ´ vj |
p´1

a

Kptq
´

2

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

|xi ´ x̄i|
2 fbN

0 dX0dV0

¯1{2

ď C Vp´1
Ω ptq

a

Kptq
a

Pptq.

Next, for I2, since ϕ is even, and A is odd, symmetrizing i and j yields

I2 “
1

2N

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i,j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq rpvi ´ v̄iq ´ pvj ´ v̄jqs ¨
“

Apvj ´ viq ´Apv̄j ´ v̄iq
‰

fbN
0 dX0dV0 ď 0,

where we have used (3.5) with x “ vj ´ vi and y “ v̄j ´ v̄i. Finally, for I3, applying the Hölder
inequality we have

I3 ď

´

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

|vi ´ v̄i|
2fbN

0 dX0dV0

¯
1
2
J

1
2 “

a

Kptq
?
J,

where we further estimate

J “

ż

R2dN

N
ÿ

i“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jqApv̄j ´ v̄iq ´

ż

R2d

ϕpx̄i ´ yqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
fbN
0 dX0dV0

“

N
ÿ

i“1

ż

R2dN

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jqApv̄j ´ v̄iq ´

ż

R2d

ϕpx̄i ´ yqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
fbN
t dX̄tdV̄t

ď N
´ 4

N
sup

px̄1,v̄1q,px̄2,v̄2qPsupp ft

|ϕpx̄1 ´ x̄2qApv̄1 ´ v̄2q|2
¯

ď 4}ϕ}28V2pp´1q

Ω ptq.

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

I3 ď CVp´1
Ω ptq

a

Kptq.

Summing up the above estimates for I1, I2 and I3, we deduce that

K1ptq ď CVp´1
Ω ptq

a

Kptq
`

1 `
a

Pptq
˘

. (4.5)

Set

aptq :“ 1 `
a

Pptq, bptq :“
a

Kptq.
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Then, we deduce from (4.4) and (4.5) that the dynamics of pa, bq satisfies the paired inequalities
#

a1ptq ď bptq, ap0q “ 1,

b1ptq ď CVp´1
Ω ptq aptq, bp0q “ 0.

(4.6)

The term Vp´1
Ω ptq can be further estimated by Theorem 3.3. Hence, the system (4.6) has the form

(2.4) with gptq ” 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:

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

Pptq À xty2, Kptq À 1;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

Pptq À e2C̄xtyγ , Kptq À xty´2p1´γqe2C̄xtyγ , γ “
p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q
;

(iii). if p “ 3 then

Pptq À e2C̄plogxtyq
1

1´α
, Kptq À xty´2plogxtyq

2α
1´α e2C̄plogxtyq

1
1´α

.

Note that in the case of p P p2, 3q, thanks to the flocking estimate in Theorem 3.3 (i), we also have
Pptq ď CN . Thus, in this case

Pptq À mintN, t2u.

Plugging all the bounds above into (4.3), we conclude with the propagation-of-chaos estimates:

(i). if p P p2, 3q then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q À

?
kmin

"

1,
t

?
N

*

;

(ii). if p ą 3 then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q ď C

c

k

N
eC̄xty

p1`αqpp´3q

2pp´α´2q

;

(iii). if p “ 3 then

W2pf
pkq

t , fbk
t q ď C

c

k

N
plogxtyq

α
1´α eC̄plogxtyq

1
1´α

.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.8.

5. Mean-Field Limit for Stochastic Model

In this section we establish similar results in the stochastic setting and prove Theorem 2.9.
Let px0

i ,v
0
i q be N independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables corresponding to

law f0, and let pxi,viq 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 px̄i, v̄iq, i “ 1, . . . , N
solve:

$

&

%

dx̄i “ v̄i dt,

dv̄i “

´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
¯

dt`

b

2hpsρpv̄iqqdWi,
(5.1)

where

sρpx̄iq :“ ϕ ˚ ρpx̄iq, ρpxq “

ż

Rd

fpx,vqdv,

and Wi are independent Brownian motions. We also let initial conditions px0
i ,v

0
i q have a common

law f0 and be independent. As a result, px̄i, v̄iq are i.i.d.’s with the common law f .
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We have

E
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpxiptq,viptqq ´

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vqfpx,v, tqdxdv
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ďE
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpxiptq,viptqq ´
1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpx̄iptq, v̄iptqq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

` E
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpx̄iptq, v̄iptqq ´

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vqfpx,v, tqdxdv
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:J

.

Denoting

µφptq :“

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vq fpx,v, tqdxdv

and φi :“ φpx̄iptq, v̄iptqq. Then φi’s are i.i.d. with mean µφptq, and

J “ E
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φi ´ µφptq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
.

Expanding the square and using independence,

J “ E

«

1

N2

N
ÿ

i“1

pφi ´ µφptqq2 `
1

N2

ÿ

i‰j

pφi ´ µφptqqpφj ´ µφptqq

ff

“
1

N2

N
ÿ

i“1

E
“

pφi ´ µφptqq2
‰

`
1

N2

ÿ

i‰j

Erφi ´ µφptqsErφj ´ µφptqs “
1

N
Varf pφq,

where

Varf pφq :“

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vq2fpx,v, tqdxdv ´

´

ż

TdˆRd

φpx,vqfpx,v, tqdxdv
¯2
.

By the symmetry, one has

E
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpxiptq,viptqq ´
1

N

N
ÿ

i“1

φpx̄iptq, v̄iptqq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ď Lippφq2Er|xi ´ x̄i|

2 ` |vi ´ v̄i|
2s.

At the same time, following [3],

W 2
2 pf pkq, fbkq ď E

«

k
ÿ

i“1

|xi ´ x̄i|
2 ` |vi ´ v̄i|

2

ff

“ kEr|xi ´ x̄i|
2 ` |vi ´ v̄i|

2s.

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

Eptq :“ Er|xi ´ x̄i|
2 ` |vi ´ v̄i|

2s “: Exptq ` Evptq.

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

Eptq ď
C

N e´Ct .

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Compute the time derivative of Ex, we have

d

dt
Exptq “ 2Erpxi ´ x̄iq ¨ pvi ´ v̄iqs ď Eptq. (5.2)
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By Itô’s formula and systems (2.12), (5.1), the time derivative of Evptq is computed as

1

2
E 1
vptq “E

”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

´ 1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxj ´ xiqApvj ´ viq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
¯ı

` E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨
?
2
`

a

hpsiq ´

b

hpsρpx̄iq
˘

dWi

ı

` dE
”´

a

hpsiq ´

b

hpsρpx̄iqq

¯2ı

“
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

E
”

ϕpxj ´ xiqpvi ´ v̄iq ¨

´

Apvj ´ viq ´Apv̄j ´ v̄iq

¯ı

`
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨Apv̄j ´ v̄iq

´

ϕpxj ´ xiq ´ ϕpx̄j ´ x̄iq

¯ı

`
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

´

ϕpx̄j ´ x̄iqApv̄j ´ v̄iq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
¯ı

` E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨
?
2
`

a

hpsiq ´

b

hpsρpx̄iq
˘

dWi

ı

` dE
”´

a

hpsiq ´

b

hpsρpx̄iqq

¯2ı

:“ J1 ` J2 ` J3 ` J4 ` J5.

Because agents are independent and identically distributed, ϕ is even (radial), and A is odd, J1
can be rewritten as

J1 “
1

2N2

N
ÿ

i,j“1

E
”

ϕpxj ´ xiq
`

pvi ´ v̄iq ´ pvj ´ v̄jq
˘

¨

´

Apvj ´ viq ´Apv̄j ´ v̄iq

¯ı

“ ´
1

2N2

N
ÿ

i,j“1

E
”

ϕpxj ´ xiq
`

pvj ´ viq ´ pv̄j ´ v̄iq
˘

¨

´

Apvj ´ viq ´Apv̄j ´ v̄iq

¯ı

ď 0. (5.3)

For J2, we have

J2 “
1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨
ˇ

ˇv̄j ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

p´2
pv̄j ´ v̄iq

´

ϕpxj ´ xiq ´ ϕpx̄j ´ x̄iq

¯ı

ď CE
”

ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇv̄j ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

p´1
min

␣

1, |pxj ´ xiq ´ px̄j ´ x̄iq|
(

ı

since ϕ is bounded above and smooth. Let us fix a pair pi, jq and define the random variable

z :“
ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇv̄j ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

p´1
min

␣

1, |pxj ´ xiq ´ px̄j ´ x̄iq|
(

.

For any given positive constant R, letting

R :“
␣

|v̄i| ď R, |v̄j | ď R
(

.

Then,

Erzs “ Er1Rzs ` Er1Rczs.

For the first term, we have

Er1Rzs À Rp´1E
”

ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇpxj ´ xiq ´ px̄j ´ x̄iq
ˇ

ˇ

ı

À Rp´1Eptq (by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality).
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Using Young’s inequality, the second term is estimated by

Er1Rczs À E
”

1Rc

ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

` E
”

1Rc

ˇ

ˇv̄j ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

2pp´1q
ı

À E
”

ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

`
`

E
“

1Rc

‰˘1{2
´

E
“ˇ

ˇv̄j ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

4pp´1q‰
¯1{2

À Eptq `

´

E
“

1t|v̄i|ąRu

‰

` E
“

1t|v̄j |ąRu

‰

¯1{2´

E
“
ˇ

ˇv̄i

ˇ

ˇ

4pp´1q‰
¯1{2

.

By Markov’s inequality,

E
“

1t|v̄i|ąRu

‰

ď P
`

ec0|v̄i| ą ec0R
p´1˘

ď
1

ec0Rp´1 E
“

ec0|v̄i|
‰

.

Since E
“

ec0|v̄i|
‰

ă `8, one has

E
“

1t|v̄i|ąRu

‰

À e´c0Rp´1
, E

“
ˇ

ˇv̄i

ˇ

ˇ

4pp´1q‰

ď E
“

ec0|v̄i|
‰

ă `8.

Hence,

Er1Rczs À Eptq ` e´
c0R

p´1

2 .

Therefore,

J2 À p1 `Rp´1qEptq ` e´
c0R

p´1

2 . (5.4)

For J3, we have

J3 “
1

N

N
ÿ

j‰i

E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

´

ϕpx̄j ´ x̄iqApv̄j ´ v̄iq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
¯ı

´
1

N
E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
ı

:“ J31 ` J32.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

J32 ď
1

N

´

E
”

ˇ

ˇvi ´ v̄i

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı¯1{2 ´

E
”

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
ı¯1{2

À

a

Eptq

N
. (5.5)

Here we use the fact that

E
”

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw
ı

“

ż

pTdˆRdq2
ϕpy ´ xqApw ´ vqfpy,w, tqfpx,v, tqdydwdxdv

ď }ϕ}8

ż

pTdˆRdq2
|w ´ v|p´1fpy,w, tqfpx,v, tqdydwdxdv

À

ż

pTdˆRdq2

`

|w|p´1 ` |v|p´1
˘

fpy,w, tqfpx,v, tqdydwdxdv

À

ż

TdˆRd

|v|p´1fpx,v, tqdxdv ă `8 (due to (2.15)).

Let us consider J31. For each j ‰ i, define

ξj :“ ϕpx̄j ´ x̄iqApv̄j ´ v̄iq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpy ´ x̄iqApw ´ v̄iqfpy,w, tqdydw.

Then,

J31 “
1

N
E
”

pvi ´ v̄iq ¨

´

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

¯ı

.
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Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

J31 ď
1

N
E
”

|vi ´ v̄i|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ı

ď
1

N

`

E
“

|vi ´ v̄i|
2
‰˘1{2

´

E
”ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı¯1{2

ď

a

Evptq

N

´

E
”
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı¯1{2
. (5.6)

We now examine the variance

E
”ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

“

N
ÿ

j‰i

Er|ξj |
2s `

ÿ

j,k‰i
j‰k

Erξj ¨ ξks.

Since tpx̄j , v̄jquj‰i are i.i.d. with law f , and ξj depends on px̄j , v̄jq and px̄i, v̄iq, we have for j ‰ k,

Erξj ¨ ξks “ E
”

E
“

ξj ¨ ξk | px̄i, v̄iq
‰

ı

.

Conditional on px̄i, v̄iq, ξj and ξk are independent for j ‰ k and have zero mean

Erξj | px̄i, v̄iqs “ 0.

Therefore,

Erξj ¨ ξk | px̄i, v̄iqs “ Erξj | px̄i, v̄iqs ¨ Erξk | px̄i, v̄iqs “ 0.

Hence, Erξj ¨ ξks “ 0 for j ‰ k. Thus, the cross-terms vanish, and we have

E
”ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

“

N
ÿ

j‰i

Er|ξj |
2s.

By exchangeability, Er|ξj |
2s is the same for all j ‰ i. Fix j0 ‰ i, then

E
”
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

j‰i

ξj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

“ pN ´ 1qEr|ξj0 |2s. (5.7)

Since Erξj0 | px̄i, v̄iqs “ 0, one has

Er|ξj0 |2s “ E
”

Var
´

ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iqApv̄j0 ´ v̄iq | px̄i, v̄iq

¯ı

.

Using the boundedness of ϕ and the growth of A, one gets

|ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iqApv̄j0 ´ v̄iq| ď }ϕ}8|v̄j0 ´ v̄i|
p´1 À p|v̄j0 |p´1 ` |v̄i|

p´1q.

Therefore, the conditional variance is bounded by the conditional second moment

Var
´

ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iqApv̄j0 ´ v̄iq | px̄i, v̄iq

¯

ď E
”

|ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iqApv̄j0 ´ v̄iq|2 | px̄i, v̄iq

ı

.

Thus,

Er|ξj0 |2s ď E
”

ˇ

ˇϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iqApv̄j0 ´ v̄iq
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

À E
”

p|v̄j0 |p´1 ` |v̄i|
p´1q2

ı

ă `8.

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

J31 ď
C

?
N ´ 1

a

Evptq

N
ď
C
a

Evptq
?
N

ď Evptq `
C

N
.
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This inequality and (5.5) imply that

J3 ď Eptq `
C

N
. (5.8)

Because

Mt :“

ż t

0

`

vipτq ´ v̄ipτq
˘

¨
?
2
´

a

hpsipτqq ´

b

hpsρpx̄ipτqq

¯

dWipτq

is a martingale, so ErMts “ ErM0s “ 0. Thus,

J4 “ 0. (5.9)

For J5, since h is Lipschitz and due to (2.14) we have

J5 “ dE
”
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

hpsiq ´ hpsρpx̄iqq
a

hpsiq `
a

hpsρpx̄iqq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

ď dLipphq2E
”

ˇ

ˇsi ´ sρpx̄iq
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

We have

|si ´ sρpx̄iq| “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpxi ´ xjq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpx̄i ´ yqfpy,w, tq dy dw
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

`

ϕpxi ´ xjq ´ ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpx̄i ´ yqfpy,w, tq dy dw
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
.

Thus,

E
”

ˇ

ˇsi ´ sρpx̄iq
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

ď 2}∇ϕ}28E
”ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ˇ

ˇpxi ´ x̄iq ´ pxj ´ x̄jq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

` 2E
”
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

N

N
ÿ

j“1

ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpx̄i ´ yqfpy,w, tq dy dw
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2ı

“: J51 ` J52.

We get

J51 ď CE
”

|xi ´ x̄i|
2
ı

ď CExptq (due to i.i.d. property). (5.10)

For J52, let us define for each j ‰ i,

ζj :“ ϕpx̄i ´ x̄jq ´

ż

TdˆRd

ϕpx̄i ´ yqfpy,w, tq dy dw,

then

J52 ď
2}ϕ}8

N2
`

2

N2

ÿ

j‰i

E
“

|ζj |
2
‰

`
2

N2

ÿ

j,k‰i
j‰k

E rζj ¨ ζks (5.11)

Since tx̄j , v̄jquj‰i are i.i.d. with law f , and ζj depends on x̄j and x̄i, for j ‰ k,

Erζj ¨ ζks “ E
”

E
“

ζj ¨ ζk | x̄i

‰

ı

.

Conditional on x̄i, ζj and ζk are independent for j ‰ k and have zero mean, hence,

E
”

E
“

ζj ¨ ζk | x̄i

‰

ı

“ E
”

E
“

ζj | x̄i

‰

E
“

ζk | x̄i

‰

ı

“ 0,
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By exchangeability, fix j0 ‰ i, we have
ÿ

j‰i

E
“

|ζj |
2
‰

“ pN ´ 1qE
“

|ζj0 |2
‰

. (5.12)

Since Erζj0 | x̄is “ 0,

Er|ξj0 |2s “ E
”

Er|ξj0 |2 | x̄is

ı

“ E
”

Var
`

ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iq | x̄i

˘

ı

.

As ϕ is bounded,

|ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iq| ď }ϕ}8.

Therefore, the conditional variance is bounded by the conditional second moment

Var
´

ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iq | x̄i

¯

ď E
”

|ϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iq|2 | x̄i

ı

.

Thus,

Er|ζj0 |2s ď E
”

ˇ

ˇϕpx̄j0 ´ x̄iq
ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

ă `8.

This inequality together with (5.11) and (5.12) implies

J52 ď
C

N
.

Combining this with (5.10), we yield

J5 ď
C

N
` CExptq. (5.13)

By estimates (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), (5.8), (5.9), and (5.13) we obtain

d

dt
Eptq ď Cp1 `Rp´1qEptq ` e´

c0 Rp´1

2 `
C

N
@t P r0, T s.

It implies that for any r ą 0, there exists constant C0 such that

d

dt
Eptq ď C0p1 ` rqEptq ` e´r `

C0

N
@t P r0, T s. (5.14)

By Grönwall’s lemma,

Eptq ď Ep0qeC0p1`rqt `

ż t

0
eC0p1`rqpt´sq

´

e´r `
C0

N

¯

ds @t P r0, T s.

Thus, for all N ě 1,

Eptq ď pe´r ` C0qpeC0p1`rqT ´ 1q :“ C1 @t P r0, T s.

We now define

aptq :“
Eptq

eC1
,

which ensures that aptq ď e´1. This bound implies the useful inequality

1 ´ ln aptq ď ´2 ln aptq.

For any t with aptq ą 0, we choose r “ ´ ln aptq ą 0. Substituting this into (5.14) yields

a1ptq ď C0

`

1 ´ ln aptq
˘

aptq `
eC0C1

N
ď ´C2 aptq ln aptq `

C2

N
, (5.15)

with C2 “ maxt2C0, eC0C1u. The same inequality holds trivially when aptq “ 0 by the standard
convention 0 ln 0 “ 0. Thus, (5.15) is valid for all t P r0, T s. To simplify the analysis, we rescale
time by defining

uptq :“ apC2tq.
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Then up0q “ 0, and (5.15) becomes

u1ptq ď ´uptq lnuptq `
1

N
, for t P r0, T {C2s.

We now introduce a time-dependent scaling factor to absorb the 1{N term. Let bptq be a function
to be determined and define

vptq :“ uptqN bptq.

A computation shows that vptq satisfies vp0q “ 0 and

v1ptq ď ´vptq ln vptq `N bptq´1 ` vptq lnN ¨
`

b1ptq ` bptq
˘

.

The optimal choice is bptq “ e´t, which is bounded by 1. With this selection, the inequality reduces
to

v1ptq ď ´vptq ln vptq ` 1 ď 1 ` e´1,

where the last bound follows from maximizing ´z ln z for z ą 0. Integrating this differential
inequality from 0 to t gives

vptq ď

ˆ

1 `
1

e

˙

t ď

ˆ

1 `
1

e

˙

T

C2
for t P r0, T {C2s.

Reverting to the original variables, we conclude that for all t P r0, T s,

Eptq “ E
“

|xi ´ x̄i|
2 ` |vi ´ v̄i|

2
‰

ď C3N
´e´C4t

,

with C3 “
`

1 ` 1
e

˘

T
C2

and C4 “ 1{C2. □

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):
$

&

%

a1ptq ď bptq, ap0q “ a0,

b1ptq ď Cxty´βaptq ` gptq, bp0q “ b0.
(6.1)

We consider the three cases on different choices of β seperately.

(i). β ą 2. We define a Lyapunov functional

L1ptq :“
C

β ´ 1
xty´β`1aptq ` bptq, @ t ě 0.

By (6.1) we have

L1
1ptq ď

C

β ´ 1
xty´β`1a1ptq ´ Cxty´βaptq ` b1ptq

ď
C

β ´ 1
xty´β`1bptq ´ Cxty´βaptq ` Cxty´βaptq ` gptq ď

C

β ´ 1
xty´β`1L1ptq ` gptq.

Applying Grönwall’s inequality, we get

L1ptq ď

ˆ

L1p0q `

ż t

0
gpsq ds

˙

exp

ˆ

C

β ´ 1

ż 8

0
xsy´β`1 ds

˙

ď

ˆ

C

β ´ 1
a0 ` b0 `

ż t

0
gpsq ds

˙

exp
´ C

pβ ´ 1qpβ ´ 2q

¯

“: C1 ` C2

ż t

0
gpsq ds.
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It follows that for any t ě 0

bptq ď L1ptq ď C1 ` C2G1ptq, where G1ptq :“

ż t

0
gpsq ds.

Substituting this bound into (6.1)1 gives

aptq ď a0 ` C1t` C2

ż t

0
G1psq ds, @ t ě 0,

which yields the desired bounds in (i).

(ii). β P r0, 2q. We define the rescaled quantities

ãptq :“ C̄γ e´C̄ xtyγaptq, b̃ptq :“ xty1´γ e´C̄ xtyγbptq, @ t ě 0,

where the parameters γ P p0, 1s and C̄ ą 0 will be chosen later in (6.2).
We first consider the case when there is no source term, namely gptq ” 0. By (6.1) we have

d

dt
ãptq ď ´pC̄γq2xty´p1´γq e´C̄ xtyγaptq ` C̄γ e´C̄ xtyγbptq “ ´C̄γ xty´p1´γq

`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

; and

d

dt
b̃ptq ď

`

p1 ´ γq xty´γ ´ C̄γ
˘

e´C̄ xtyγbptq ` xty1´γ e´C̄ xtyγC xty´βaptq

ď p1 ´ γ ´ C̄γq xty´p1´γq b̃ptq `
C

C̄γ
xty1´γ´β ãptq,

where in the last inequality, we have used the fact that xty´γ ď 1. Now we choose γ and C̄ such
that ´p1 ´ γ ´ C̄γq “ C

C̄γ
and ´p1 ´ γq “ 1 ´ γ ´ β, namely:

γ :“ 1 ´
β

2
, and C̄ :“

1 ´ γ `
a

p1 ´ γq2 ` 4C

2γ
. (6.2)

Then we deduce that
d

dt
b̃ptq ď

C

C̄γ
xty´p1´γq

`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

.

Define an Lyapunov functional

L2ptq :“ Cãptq ` pC̄γq2b̃ptq, @ t ě 0.

Then we have the monotone property

L1
2ptq ď ´CC̄γ xty´p1´γq

`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

` CC̄γ xty´p1´γq
`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

“ 0.

It yields that L2ptq ď L2p0q “ CC̄γe´C̄a0 ` pC̄γq2e´C̄b0, and consequently

aptq “ pC̄γq´1eC̄ xtyγ ãptq ď pC̄γq´1eC̄ xtyγC´1L2p0q “
`

a0 ` C´1C̄γb0
˘

eC̄pxtyγ´1q; and

bptq “ xty´p1´γq eC̄ xtyγ b̃ptq ď xty´p1´γq eC̄ xtyγ pC̄γq´2L2p0q “
`

CC̄´1γ´1a0 ` b0
˘

xty´p1´γq eC̄pxtyγ´1q.

Next, we take into the consideration of the source term gptq. For the Lyapunov functional L2,
we obtain

L1
2ptq ď pC̄γq2xty1´γ e´C̄ xtyγgptq.

Then we have

L2ptq ď L2p0q ` pC̄γq2
ż t

0
xsy1´γ e´C̄ xsyγgpsq ds “ CC̄e´C̄γa0 ` pC̄γq2

`

e´C̄b0 ` G2ptq
˘

,

where we denote the integrand by G2ptq. We conclude with our desired bounds:

aptq ď
`

e´C̄a0 ` C´1C̄γpe´C̄b0 ` G2ptqq
˘

eC̄ xtyγ ; and

bptq ď
`

CC̄´1e´C̄γ´1a0 ` e´C̄b0 ` G2ptq
˘

xty´p1´γq eC̄ xtyγ ,
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where C3 :“ pa0 ` C´1C̄γb0qe´C̄ and C4 :“ pCC̄´1γ´1a0 ` b0qe´C̄ .

(iii). β “ 2. This case can be treated similar to the proof of (ii). We define the rescaled quantities

ãptq :“ xty´ζaptq, b̃ptq :“ ζ´1 xty´pζ´1qbptq, @ t ě 0.

By (6.1), we have:

d

dt
ãptq ď ´ζxty´ζ´1aptq ` xty´ζbptq “ ζ xty´1

`

b̃ptq ´ ãptq
˘

; and

d

dt
b̃ptq ď ´ζ´1pζ ´ 1qxty´ζbptq ` Cζ´1xty´pζ`1qaptq ` ζ´1 xty´pζ´1qgptq

“ Cζ´1xty´1
`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

` Cζ´1xty´pζ`1qaptq ` ζ´1 xty´pζ´1qgptq.

where in the last equality, we have used ζpζ ´ 1q “ C with our choice of ζ “ p1 `
?
1 ` 4Cq{2.

Define the Lyapunov functional L3ptq :“ Cãptq`ζ2b̃ptq so that L1
3ptq ď ζ xty´pζ´1qgptq, and hence

L3ptq ď L3p0q ` ζ

ż t

0
xsy´pζ´1q gpsq ds “ Ca0 ` ζ

`

b0 ` G3ptq
˘

, where G3ptq :“

ż t

0
xsy1´γ gpsq ds.

It then yields

aptq “ xtyζ ãptq ď
`

a0 ` C´1ζpb0 ` G3ptqq
˘

xtyζ ; and

bptq “ ζ xtyζ´1b̃ptq ď
`

Cζ´1a0 ` b0 ` G3ptq
˘

xtyζ´1,

finishing the proof of (iii) with C5 “ a0 ` C´1ζb0 and C6 “ Cζ´1a0 ` b0.

6.2. Proof of Lemma 2.4. Recall the paired inequalities (2.7)
$

&

%

a1ptq ď bptq, ap0q “ a0,

b1ptq ď Cxty´2plogxtyq
2α
1´αaptq ` gptq, bp0q “ b0.

(6.3)

When α “ 0, the system reduces to (6.1) with β “ 2. The result follows from Lemma 2.3 (iii). We
focus on the proof of the case when α P p0, 1q. Due to the additional logarithmic term in (6.3)2, we
define a new set of rescaled quantities

ãptq “ C̄θe´C̄plogxtyqθaptq, b̃ptq “ xtyplogxtyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxtyqθbptq, @ t ě 0,

where the parameters θ ą 1 and C̄ ą 0 will be chosen later in (6.4). By (6.3), we have

d

dt
ãptq ď C̄θe´C̄plogxtyqθbptq ´ C̄θ xty´1 plogxtyqθ´1 e´C̄plogxtyqθaptq

ď C̄θ xty´1 plogxtyqθ´1
`

b̃ptq ´ ãptq
˘

,

d

dt
b̃ptq ď

´

plogxtyq´pθ´1q ´ pθ ´ 1qplogxtyq´θ ´ C̄θ
¯

e´C̄plogxtyqθbptq

` xtyplogxtyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxtyqθ
´

Cxty´2plogxtyq
2α
1´αaptq ` gptq

¯

ď
`

1 ´ C̄θ
˘

xty´1plogxtyqθ´1b̃ptq `
C

C̄θ
xty´1plogxtyq

´pθ´1q` 2α
1´α ãptq

` xtyplogxtyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxtyqθgptq.

Now we choose θ and C̄ such that θ ´ 1 “ ´pθ ´ 1q ` 2α
1´α and C̄θ ´ 1 “ C

C̄θ
, namely:

θ :“
1

1 ´ α
, and C̄ :“

1 `
?
1 ` 4C

2θ
. (6.4)
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Then we deduce that

d

dt
b̃ptq ď CpC̄θq´1xty´1plogxtyqθ´1

`

ãptq ´ b̃ptq
˘

` xtyplogxtyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxtyqθgptq.

Define a Lyapunov functional

L4ptq :“ Cãptq ` pC̄θq2b̃ptq, @ t ě 0.

Then adding these above inequalities we get

L1
4ptq ď pC̄θq2 xtyplogxtyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxtyqθgptq,

which implies

L4ptq ď L4p0q ` pC̄θq2
ż t

0
xsyplogxsyq´pθ´1q e´C̄plogxsyqθgpsq ds “ CC̄θe´C̄a0 `

`

C̄θq2pe´C̄b0 ` G4ptq
˘

,

where the integrand is denoted by G4. It then yields

aptq “ pC̄θq´1eC̄plogxtyqθ ãptq ď
`

e´C̄a0 ` C´1C̄θpe´C̄b0 ` G4ptqq
˘

eC̄plogxtyqθ ; and

bptq “ xty´1plogxtyqθ´1 eC̄plogxtyqθ b̃ptq

ď
`

CC̄´1θ´1e´C̄a0 ` e´C̄b0 ` G3ptq
˘

xty´1plogxtyqθ´1 eC̄plogxtyqθ ,

finishing the proof with C7 “ pa0 ` C´1C̄θb0qe´C̄ and C8 “ pCC̄´1θ´1a0 ` b0qe´C̄ .
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[2] Luigi Ambrosio, Elia Brué, Daniele Semola, et al. Lectures on optimal transport, volume 130. Springer, 2021.
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