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ABSTRACT. Starting from the stochastic Cucker-Smale model introduced in
[14], we look into its asymptotic behaviours for different kinds of interaction.
First in term of ergodicity, when t goes to infinity, seeking invariant probability
measures and using Lyapunov functionals. Second, when the number N of
particles becomes large, leading to results about propagation of chaos.

Introduction. Phenomena in which a large number of agents reaches a consensus
without a hierarchical structure have been widely studied in recent years, as they
occur in numerous scientific fields. Indeed, can be considered as such events as
diverse as the emergence of a new language in a primitive society, the belief in a
price system in an active market or the collective motions of a population. This last
instance encompasses itself very different situations: amongst others, the behaviours
of school of fish, flights of birds, bacterial populations or even human groups.

The so-called Cucker-Smale model is one of many attempts at representing such
phenomena. It was introduced in 2007 by Cucker and Smale in [11] and [12]. It is
a mean-field kinetic deterministic model describing a N-particle system evolving in
R? through the position x; and the velocity v; of particle number i for i € {1,..., N}:

zi(t) = wi(t)
/ _ 1 N (1)
vi(t) = o 2o (i), mi(t)) (vilt) — v,(1)),
where ) is a positive, symmetric function called communication rate. Typically, in
Cucker and Smale works, it is of the form

(2, y) = B — y) with P(w) = ——

(1 + Jul?)r’
where ) is a positive constant, representing the intensity of this interaction.

A fundamental property of this model, due to the symmetry of the communica-
tion rate, is that the center of mass of the velocities, v, = % Zjvzl vj, is constant at
all times: that is, for every t, v.(t) = v.(0). Thus, if the initial velocities v;(0) are
all equal, then the velocities are constant and so equal at all times: for every 4 and
t, v;(t) = v.(0). This is an equilibrium situation, towards which tends the system.
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Indeed, the main result of Cucker and Smale is related to flocking, a phenomenon
in which self-propelled individuals or particles organize themselves to reach a mo-
tion with global coherence, characterized in a mathematical sense by both velocity
alignment and formation of a group structure. More precisely, here is the definition
for (deterministic) flocking:

Definition 0.1. Flocking happens for a set of N particles if, for all ¢ € {1,...N},
o limy o0 [03(t) — ve(t)[? = 0 with ve(t) = & S v;(1);
® SUPg<ico [i(t) — e(t)[* < 00 where ze(t) = & ST, #5(1):

Cucker and Smale main result is that, whatever the initial conditions, there is
flocking when v < 1/2 and that it still occurs under some condition depending only
on the initial configuration (z;(0),v;(0)); otherwise; it was later shown (see [16])
that there is always flocking if v = 1/2 too.

This result is a major reason why, since then, various authors have studied prop-
erties of such models, giving also alternative proofs of the results (for instance in
[15]) and proposed refined, more reality-compliant versions of the model: hierarchi-
cal leadership is presented by Shen ([22]), a collision-avoiding model is introduced
by Cucker and Dong ([9]), the idea of a wision cone for the agents (birds in this
case) is studied by Agueh, Illner and Richardson ([1]), amongst many others.

There has been a fair number of attempts (including by Cucker and Mordecki
in [10], where is added smooth noise, Ahn and Ha in [2] or Ton, Linh and Yagi in
[24]) to introduce a random component in this model. Indeed in the above system
the effects of the environment are neglected: what about the effects of some (very)
localized ocean currents or wind gusts, for fishes or birds respectively? What of the
free will of each individual? And why should the trajectory of a particle be totally
predetermined by its initial configuration?

In this paper, we first focus on the model presented in [14] by Ha, Lee and Levy
in 2009, the main difference with the system (1) consisting in the addition of a
stochastic noise, which takes the form of a Brownian motion:

{dxi(t) = w(t) dt (2)
dvi(t) = —% 0 (;(t),2i(t) (vilt) — v;(t)) dt + VD dWi(t)

for every i € {1,..., N}, where D is a non-negative number, representing the inten-
sity of the noise, 1 : R? x R? — R% is positive symmetric function, and Wy, ..., Wy
are d-dimensional independent standard Brownian motions.

Here the choice of stochastic noise is such that one can interpret the W;, random
and independent from each other, as a way of representing the degree of freedom of
each individual. In order to model the wind, for example, one should consider the
same Brownian motion for all particles: the behaviour of such models is studied in
[8]. Notice that, here, because of this choice of noise, and contrary to the determin-
istic model, the equality of all initial velocities v;(0) does not imply the equality of
all velocities at any given time. That is, having v;(0) = v.(0) for every ¢ does not
mean that v;(t) = v.(t) at time ¢ > 0. Thus, the model is no more a perturbation
of some equilibrium.

The first question that comes to mind is whether it is possible to obtain results
similar to those proven by Cucker and Smale. However, one must first determine
what should be the stochastic equivalent of flocking, especially concerning the ve-
locities.
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This is a complex problem: in [14], stochastic flocking is defined as (deterministic)
flocking for the expectations of the velocities and positions of the particles. This
is a relatively weak condition. Alternatively, one can define an almost sure type of
flocking, as in [2], if definition 0.1 holds almost surely, or a £P-flocking (see [24]) if
the difference between the velocity of a particle and the center of mass goes to 0 in
LP or even some kind of weak flocking. For more detailed explanations about the
different types of flocking and their appearances in conjunction with different types
of stochastic noise, see e.g. [8].

Here, the independence of the W; rules out almost sure- and L£P-flockings. We
thus focus on the asymptotic behaviour of the system (2).

In order to study these stochastic dynamics, we will decompose it in two different
parts, as is done in [14], corresponding to two different scales:

e On the one hand, we consider a macroscopic (or coarse-scale) system repre-
sented by the center of mass x. of the positions z;, and its velocity v. (which,

incidentally, is also the center of mass of the velocities v;): =, = Zivzl T;

N
and v, = 3 SN v
From (2), we deduce the stochastic differential equations satisfied by z.
and v.:
dz.(t) = wv.(t)dt
dve(t) = VD dW,(t)

where W, (t) = & SN Wi(t) is a R%valued Gaussian process, with expecta-
tion 0 and covariance matrix % t Iy, for every t > 0.
This system can therefore be explicitly solved:

zo(t) 2c(0) + t v.(0) + \/B/t We(s) ds
0
ve(t) = 0.(0) + VD W,(t).

e On the other hand, we consider a microscopic (or fine-scale) system described
by the relative fluctuations of the positions and velocities, around the center
of mass and its velocity, &; = z; — x. and 9; = v; — v.. Notice that for every
positive t,

(3)

N N
Doty = ai(t) =0. (4)
i=1 i=1
Assume that 1 is of the form ¢ (z,y) = ¢ (z —y), with ¢ : R? — R% a positive
even function. Therefore, the relative fluctuations satisfy for all i € {1,...N},

{ dii(t) = oi(t)dt N 5
doi(t) = =% Sy (i(t),25(0) (8:(t) — 0;(t)) dt + VD dWi(t),

setting WZ =W; - W.,.

Studying these equations will prove to be much more challenging, especially
with some nondescript communication rate ¥. We will mainly focus on this
relative (or microscopic) system in this work.

We first turn our attention to the particular — nonsensical from a biological point
of view but computation-friendly — case of a constant communication rate. We
study the time-asymptotic behaviour of system (5) in this setting and in a modified
setting obtained by the addition of an attractive, linear, input of the positions in
the velocity equations, in the same vein as [9]. In this case, as proven in section 3,
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there exists an invariant probability measure for the pair position-velocity and the
system is exponentially ergodic.

Then, in two particular settings, we obtain in section 4 the existence of an in-
variant probability measure and ergodicity for non-constant communication rates.
On the one hand we prove a polynomial ergodicity result. On the other hand, using
the cluster expansion method presented in [20], we prove exponential ergodicity for
general drifts with finite delay.

In section 5, we give further results on stationarity, based on It6-Nisio result
(see [17]): in particular, we obtain stationary solutions for a larger class of commu-
nication rates. This approach requires moment controls as presented in the final
part. In section 6 system (2) is investigated when the number N of agents goes to
infinity to obtain propagation of chaos results, after proving the uniqueness of the
associated non-linear stochastic differential system. The results we present in this
section can be deduced from those obtained in [6]; however our proof, purely based
on probability theory, is very different from [6], where transport equations methods
are used.

1. The basic stochastic Cucker-Smale model with a constant communica-
tion rate. From here to the end of Section 4, we place ourselves on 2 = C(R,, R??),
the canonical continuous R?%-valued path space, with F the canonical Borel o-field
on (.

As it shall not have any impact on any of the results presented in this paper, we
set, for the sake of simplicity, D = 1 (except in subsection 3.1).

Suppose first that the communication rate is constant, that is 1 = X for a certain
positive constant A. This means that whatever the distance between two particles,
the interaction between them will have the same intensity. This assumption is quite
unrealistic, but mathematically tractable.

In the first paragraph, we recall and present in a clearer way results from [14]
that we are going to use later; in subsection 1.2, we prove the existence of a in-
variant measure — with infinite mass — for the microscopic system. In the following
paragraph, we obtain a central limit theorem for the behaviour of the microscopic
positions, derived from a result of [7]. Finally, in paragraph 1.4, we exhibit a re-
versible measure for the global velocities.

1.1. Explicit expression and distribution for the relative velocities. From
observation (4), the microscopic system (5) becomes for every positive ¢ and for
every i € {1,...N},

di;(t) = o;(t) dt ’
{d@i(t) = A (t) dt + dWi(t). (6)

Remark that the second equation is autonomous in 9;; moreover it is an Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck type equation.

Proposition 1. For everyt > 0 and for every i € {1,..., N},
t
f}l(t) = e_)‘t ’01(0) +/ 6_)\(]"_5) dWl(S)
0
Proof. Apply Itd’s formula to ¢ ~ f(t,0;(t)) = e 9;(t). Then,

Mo (t) = o; te>‘s Ais t e B (s) — e\ o;(s s.
®) (0)+/0 dW()+/O(>\ () =M Adu(s)) ds. O
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Furthermore, if the initial value (91(0), ..., 9x5(0)) is Gaussian then
o(t) = (61(t), ..., on (1)) € RV?

is a Gaussian process entirely determined by its expectation and covariance matrix.
Setting Il 4 the following square block matrix of size Nd,

(1 71%)[(1 fﬁlld —yla
—xly (A-)a - —%I
N N N
1_[N,d = : .. .. : ) (7)
— %14 —%ly o (=%

the proposition below holds.
Proposition 2. For every t > 0,

o(t) ~ N (e E[6(0)], Aw,a()) ,
where Ay q(t) = 55 (1 — e M) Iy 4.

Remark 1. Notice that the eigenvalues of Il 4 are 0 with multiplicity d and 1
with multiplicity (N —1)d. Thus, the matrix Iy 4 is not invertible and the law of ©
is degenerate at all time. In particular, it is not absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesgue measure on RV, which will prove problematic in later stages.

1.2. Invariant probability measure for ¢. Let u be the Gaussian distribution
N (0, 55 Tn,q) on RV

Firstly, we prove that u is a reversible (and thus, invariant) probability measure
for the vector ¥ of the relative velocities with respect to the center of mass v..

Proposition 3. The process 0(.) admits y = N (0, % HN,d) as its unique reversible
probability measure.

For every i € {1,...,N}, we write 2(t) (resp. 08(t)) for o € {1,...,d} the
a'h-component of the R? vector 2;(t) (resp. 0;(t)).

Proof. Since p does not admit a probability density with respect to the Lebesgue
measure we cannot use the usual characterization of reversible measures involving
the infinitesimal generator associated with the process in £2(p).

 is invariant if and only if for every n, 0 < t1 < ... < tn, 7 >0, (0(t1), ..., 0(tn))
and (0(ty + 7),...,0(ty, + 7)) have the same distribution under P,, the law with
initial distribution pu. As both are Gaussian processes, it is sufficient to show that
they have same expectation and covariance matrix.

For every i € {1,..., N}, t > 0,

and for every o, 8 € {1,...,d}, 1,5 € {1,..., N}, t > 0,

a N 1 1
COUH(UZ» (t), f(t)) = 5@,,8 ﬁ (51‘,3‘ — N)

Thus, for every non negative ¢t and 7, v(t) and v(t+7) have the same distribution
under P,.
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Furthermore, for t; < to,
E,[02(t, + 7-)@;’.3(152 + 7)) = e Muatt420) | [59(0) @f(())]

1 ti+7 —a to+T 3
+ 6a,ﬂ (62’,]’ _ N) E,u [A e—)\(t1+7'—s) sz (S)/O e—k(tz-‘m’—s) dWJ (S):|

— e~ AMt1t+t2+27) 5 1 (6.5 — 1 )+ 6, (6;; — 1 ) i —Alti+ta+27—s) 4
=e€ a,B 2\ 2] N a,B ) N 0 e o
1 1 — T — T T
= b0 35 (6;.5 — N) (6 (trttat27) | o= Alhi+tat27) (2A(t+7) _ 1))

1 1 _ya— a .
=ba 5y (61— 77) € T =B [67 (h) 9 (¢2)).

Hence, cov, (0§ (t1 + 7), @f(tg + 7)) = cov, (05 (t1), ﬁf(tg))
(0(t1), ..., 0(tn)) and (0(t1 + 7),...,0(tn, + 7)) have then the same distribution

under P,.
In the same manner, by computing the first and second order moments of 9(.)
and (7 — .), one deduce that they have the same distribution under P,,. O

Secondly, setting & = (&1, ...,Zn), we show that the pair (Z,9) does not admit
an invariant probability measure but only an invariant o-finite measure.

Proposition 4. The measure dx @ p is invariant for (&,0), with dx denoting the
Lebesgue measure on RN?,

Proof. Using It6’s formula, we obtain the infinitesimal generator L associated with
the system (6): for a function f regular enough and z,v € R4,

Lf(z,v) = Ly f(z,v) 4+ Ly f(x,v)

where
N
me(xvv) = szvmf
i=1
and
R N 1 T
Lof(v) = =AY 0V f 50 | Duf = 55D D e
i=1 i=1 j=1a=1

As p is invariant for 0,

/ (/ Lyf(v) du(v)> dz = /0 dz = 0.

Besides, denoting by z& the vector  missing its (i, a)-component,

[Lofdzop = Yia S (S5 Do fla,v) dag) da dp(v)
= _Zi,a Ik (f f(x,v) Bxgvl‘-’) dr du(v) = 0

because Ozav = 0.
It follows that [ Lf dz® pu = 0. O

As dx®p is a measure with infinite mass, there is no invariant probability measure
for the random system (&(.), 9(.)).
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1.3. Behaviour of Z and central limit theorem. In this subsection, we prove
a new central limit theorem for the asymptotic behaviour of the relative positions
Z1(t), ..., Tn(t), when ¢ goes to infinity, applying a result by Cattiaux, Chafai and
Guillin from [7].

Recall that

2(t) = #(0) —l—/o 0(s) ds.

Using the ergodic theorem,

1 1/ [
n z(t) = n (/0 0(s) ds + :%(0)) v /@ w(dd) =0 a.s.
Looking for a more precise result, we prove the following convergence result:

Proposition 5. The central limit theorem below holds:

1 . c 1

Proof. We start with a lemma about the variance of the components of & =
() aef1,...d}ie(1,...N}-

Lemma 1.1. For every a € {1,...,d} and i € {1,..., N},

1 b g . L1
7 vary ; 0 (s) ds e dlv ~ )

Proof. We prove this lemma using the method, based on the invariance of the
probability measure p, used in the proof of Lemma 2.3 of [7].

wory ([ (32161 ) =, [( /t@g(s) ) ] —om, [ [ [ errie avas

= 2/ / u[05(s — w)05*(0)] du ds by invariance of p.
o Jo

Moreover, as the initial conditions and the Brownian motions are independent, it
follows that

—A(s—u) so —A(s—u 1 1
67 (s — ) 07 (0)] = By le 7 07 07 = e o (12 )
and
vary, (fo ) ds) = % (1- %) fg e~ s (fos et du) ds
- R0 h - rase)
R w(l-%).

O
Therefore, according to Theorem 3.3 of [7], under P, for all i € {1,..., N} and

ae{l,..d}
\[/ ds—>/\/( ;2(1—]1,)) (8)

The only convergence left to prove is that for i # j, «, 3,

1 e b s 1
7 cov </0 05(s) ds7/0 i (s) ds) P 00,3 N
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A direct computation leads to:
Foo([Laoras, [ atts >ds) L (1= e Bl 0) 5710
[ [ oo
Lty e )
Sl ey

1 * e o\ 1
o sy (/ ¢ ds) = % oy

This asymptotic behaviour of & confirms the result of the previous subsection:
there is no invariant probability measure for the relative system (&, 9) associated
with the model (2). Indeed the particles do not particularly tend to come closer
from each other, and thus there is not formation of a group structure.

We will come back to this later, but first we briefly turn our attention to the
global process (x,v) and its behaviour when ¢ is large.

O

1.4. Back to the original system. In the setting of a constant communication
rate, the stochastic differential equations (2) become:

{dazi(t) = w(t)dt (9)
dvi(t) = =X (v5(t) — ve(t)) dt + dWi(t).

As was shown previously, x = & + x. and v = 0 + v. have a known explicit
expression. v, is a Brownian motion (and thus admits the Lebesgue measure as
an invariant measure); therefore v cannot admits an invariant measure with finite
mass. Nevertheless, we can find an invariant (and even symmetric) measure for the
vector of the velocity v.

Proposition 6. The measure v with mﬁnite mass given by

o= (4 337 e

is reversible for v defined in (9).
The proof of this proposition follows from a classical result on gradient diffusions.
Lemma 1.2. If X is solution in R™ of
dX; =ndW, — VF(X,) dt,

where Wy is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion, F' a smooth function and

,Ap(m)

7 a real number, then X admits p(dz) = e 7? dz as reversible measure.

Proof. The associated infinitesimal generator is defined by

**iaifaiFJr%z i@ff.
i=1 i=1
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To prove the reversibility of p, we have to show that for every smooth f and g,
JgLf dp= [ fLg dp.

/ f(2)L(x) dp(z) — / 9(x) L1 (z) dp(z)

2 "N )
:—Z/ (fOig — g0if) 0;Fe nzF(x dr + %Z/ f@fgfgﬁff)e_?F(r)dx
=1

_ . 772 772
_;/((&-g 0if +90f —0:f Qg = f 079) & + 5 (f agg_gagf)) dp(z)
=0.

Proposition 6 follows by applying this lemma with n = Nd for

2. Introducing z in the v-equation. As mentioned previously, we would like to
modify the above linear model into a more realistic one. A simple idea is to add a
linear attractive term in x; —x;, as is done for instance with kinetic models: indeed
the velocity dynamics are not solely determined by their differences, but also by the
relative positions of the particles.

After the addition of this pull-back force, the projection of the system on a certain
hyperplane will now admit an invariant probability measure. Proposition 8 is the
main result of subsection 2.1. In subsection 2.2, we use Lyapunov function theory
to prove in Theorem 2.2 the exponential ergodicity of these dynamics towards its
invariant probability measure.

For i € {1, ..., N}, we now consider

da;(t) = w(t) dt
doi(t) = =X (vit) —ve(t) dt — B (2i(t) — zc(t)) db + dWi(t),
where  is a positive parameter coding the intensity of this new interaction.
As in the previous section, we divide the system in two parts, a “macroscopic”
one and a “microscopic” one. The center of mass (z.,v.) is subject to exactly the
same dynamics and the expressions of z. and v, are still given by (3).

Changes appear for the relative fluctuations however, and instead of (6) one now
obtains, for every i in {1,..., N},

di;(t) = b:(t) dt
{dﬁi(t) = O (t) dt — Bai(t) dt + dWi(t).

We now focus on finding an invariant probability measure for the random dy-
namics given by (11).

(10)

(11)

2.1. Invariant probability measure on a “d-hyperplane” for the relative
fluctuations. The introduction of this new interaction will lead to the existence of
an invariant probability measure for the microscopic system. Such an occurrence is
impossible for the global system (z,v); however, one can easily check the validity
of the following proposition.
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Proposition 7. The measure ug defined on (RY x RN by

N N
dug(x,v) = exp (—)\ [Z lv; — ve|” + BZ |x; — xc2]> dz dv
i=1 i=1

is invariant for the original dynamics (10). Nevertheless, it has an infinite mass.

Proof. To verify the invariance of pg, it suffices to check that — with Lg the in-
finitesimal generator associated with (10) — for every function f regular enough,

[ Laf dug = 0. O

Now, introduce the subspace

H={(z,v) e RV|z; + ... + zy =0and v; + ... + vy = 0}

of codimension 2d. The projection of the system on H admits an invariant proba-
bility measure.
Proposition 8. Define ¢(z1,...,z2n-1) = Zf\;_ll |2 + ‘Zi\;—ll zi ’

The probability measure fig on (R x R)N=1 whose density is
F(1, s BNt D1y ey ON1) = %exp(—)\ (G(#1, e En—1) + B G(01, s ON-1))) s
where Z is a renormalisation constant, is invariant for the projection on H of the
stochastic dynamics defined in (11).

Proof. To find fig, we start from the measure pg introduced in Proposition 7, we
make the substitution of variables (x1,...,zxy) — (01,...,9n—1, Nv.) and then
project on H.

To prove the invariance of fig, we proceed as previously. O

Having found this elusive invariant probability measure, we determine the rate
of convergence of its associated semi-group towards jig using Lyapunov function
theory.

2.2. Lyapunov functions and ergodicity. First we specify what we mean by
Lyapunov function.

Definition 2.1. A positive, continuous, smooth enough function V is called Lya-
punov function for the Markov process associated with the infinitesimal generator
L if there exists K > 0 such that, outside of a certain compact set U,

LV <-KV.

By exhibiting a Lyapunov function, we obtain the exponential ergodicity of the
system, in what is the main result of this paragraph.

Theorem 2.2. Let PtB be the semi-group associated with the system (11). Assume
that A2 > 28.

For all (Z,7) € (R x RON-1 PP((&,7),.) converges exponentially towards s
for the total variation distance: there exists p > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all t:

1P2(@.3)..) = nallry < O V(@ 5) e

where V' is the Lyapunov function defined in (12), associated with the stochastic
system (11).

In this case, we shall say that pg is exponentially ergodic.
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Proof. The proof rests on a theorem, due to Down, Meyn and Tweedie ,see [13]
and also [4]. It explicits the link between Lyapunov functions and ergodicity: an
irreducible process admitting an invariant probability measure is exponentially er-
godic as soon as there exists a Lyapunov function for the associated infinitesimal
generator.

The difficulty now is to find an explicit Lyapunov function. We solve it and
propose the function V' defined by

1 1
= =B |zi|? i+ = vl 12
V(,v) exp@(Qﬂ il + B v+ 5 v|>) (12)
with A2 > 28.

Let us prove that it is a Lyapunov function for the system (11). Indeed, the
infinitesimal generator associated with these dynamics satisfies for f regular enough,

Loftwo) =3 (0 Zaﬁavaf (2,0)

+ > 0O fa,0) = Y (N0 + B e f(2,v),

[Ne" i,

where i € {1,..., N} and « € {1, ..., d}.
We compute LgV for every (z,v) €

R2Nd:
LsV(zv) = 3 Tia [)\ + (B a8 + A ve)?
LY (Bt + A (mgmvy)}wx,v)
+ Zi,a(ﬁ(vi') + Avfxd) V(e v) — 32, (Ao + Bx?)? V(x,v)
[IANG = 152, 0w + Ba9)? = & 2, (5, (Bag + dog))?
W (B0 + M) V(a,v)
(AN = 350, (-X2(00)? = (a2 + 26(08)°) | V(2 0)
= —% (()\2 —28)|v|? + B?|z|? - )\Nd) Vz,v).

IN

Thus, if A2 > 23, setting K = min((A\? — 28), 32), when |z|? + |v]? is large enough,
LgV(z,v) < —K V(z,v). O

3. Non-constant communication rate: two particular cases. We go back to
the stochastic Cucker-Smale model (2): we now turn our attention to more realistic
non-constant communication rates.

First, in subsection 3.1, we again apply Lyapunov function theory to obtain er-
godicity for a two particle system: we prove the semi-group converges at polynomial
speed towards its invariant probability measure.

Second, in subsection 3.2, we consider as communication rate a small perturba-
tion of a constant one. Applying results from [20], based on the cluster expansion
method, from statistical physics, we obtain some exponential ergodicity for general
drifts with finite delay.
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3.1. One (or two) particle(s) along the real line. Consider (z1,v1) and (x2, v2)
satisfying equation (2) in which is added the term in § introduced in the previous
section.

If we set © = 1 — x5 and v = v1 — v, then (z,v) solves the stochastic differential
system:

V¢ dt

d.]?t

One can also consider these equations as the modelization of a single particle moving
along the real line, according to some version of the modified stochastic Cucker-
Smale model (10), studied in the previous section.

We look for the asymptotic behaviour of the system: even though there does not
exist an explicit solution, we are able to exhibit a Lyapunov functional which is the
key of the following convergence, the main result of this paragraph.

Theorem 3.1. We define the function ¢~ by
1=y
t v or v <
6, (t) = { Jory <

tilv%l for~v >
The Markov process (xt,vt) solution of (13) admits an invariant probability measure,
called (i .
Moreover, its semi-group converges towards i, for the total variation distance
and the convergence rate is at least ¢..

N[ N[ =

To prove this result, we first give a criterion for the existence of an invariant prob-
ability measure, before applying it to system (13). Then, we prove the polynomial
ergodicity.

3.1.1. A criterion for the existence of an invariant probability measure. We first
recall in the proposition below a sufficient condition for the existence of an invari-
ant probability measure. This result is a direct adaptation to continuous time of
Theorem 12.3.4 in Meyn and Tweedie’s book [19].

Proposition 9. Let (U;)i>0 be a Feller Markov process on §, whose infinitesimal
generator L is such that there exists a non-negative function V, a positive b and a
compact set C satisfying, for every u,

LV(u) < =14b1c(u). (14)
Then, the process (Uy)i>0 admits an invariant probability measure on 2.

3.1.2. Application to system (13). The infinitesimal generator associated with (13)
is the differential operator defined by

AV

sz:D 2 T T T oNe
7 9, +v o 0122

Oy — Bx Oy.

Set
Vi (z,0) = Bz 4+ X fy(x) v+ 07,
where f, is the primitive of ¢, : © — m that vanishes at 0 (which exists by
continuity of ).
Applying the generator L to V,, we obtain
v? 2o

LV, (z,v) =D — SR - S fy(x) = A8 xfy(2). (15)
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The proposition below guarantees that Proposition 9 can be applied.

Proposition 10. For a positive large enough R , if max(|z|, [v]) > R, then
LV,(z,v) < —1.

Proof. We begin by giving a few properties of f,: as 1, is positive, f, is increasing
with f,(x) positive (resp. negative) if = is positive (resp. negative). In particular,
for every x, z f,(z) is non-negative. Furthermore 1, is an even function, making f,
an odd one.

1., is integrable on R if and only if v > %; in this case f, tends towards the finite
number fooo W du when x goes to infinity. When v < % there exists a positive
C, such that, for x large, f,(z) ~ C,z'=27.

Suppose that max(|z], |v]) > R.

e If |v| < R, from (15),

LVy(2,0) < 2D = fy(@) (B + %)
< 2D - AL @) (8 2l - F)

< 2D - \fy @) (BR- (1+sz) .
We briefly notice that (1+R2)V ~Rooo A RY™2Y and 1 — 2 < 1 if and only if
v < 0.
Whatsoever,
AR A PR
R> —"—— o (1+R)>Z<R> - — 1.
PR [y 2 S ey (5)

W\ V7
For R>1/(3) " =1, LVy(e.0) <2D = X |1(R)| (B R — 2y )-
Hence, if R is such that R > /1+ (A\/B)Y and 2D — X |f,(R)| (8 R —
%) < —1, we have
LV,(z,v) < —L1.
o If |z| < R, for every positive v, | f,(z)] is negligible with respect to x; therefore,
for R sufficiently large,

[v] > X |fy(z)] and X | £, (z)| is negligible w.r.t. |v|. (16)
Accordingly, on the one hand, if v <1,
LVy(z,v) < 2D — iy (0 + A fy(2))
A
S 2D — 1+,|r2‘)’v (|U| A |f’Y( )|)
S 2D — (1+R2)’y (R A f’)’( ))
~ =X R for 2(1 — ) > 0, that is y < 1

We can thus find R such that LV, (z,v) < —L1.
On the other hand, when v > 1, keeping (16) in mind,

A vl
(1+22)7
(i) Ifv < |z|*7, LV, (z,v) < 2D — A\ fv(Rﬁ)R% < —1 for R large enough.

LV, (2,0) <2D — (lo] = A S5 (@)]) = AB  fr ().
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(ii) Otherwise, if v > |z|?7, LV, (z,v) < 2D — W

For |v| sufficiently large, the fraction is equivalent to Av, which allows us
to conclude.
o If |z| > R and |v| > R, we will use Young’s inequality: for every positive real
numbers p and ¢ satisfying % + % =1,

A\? AN 1 WP ulP L, q
Ata2y |f5(2)| < m =T fy ()]
Subsequently,

LV (,0) < 2D - iy - Larsls ) - (M8 afy @) — X 1£@)1)
= 2D —ay(z,v) — az(x,v).

Roughly,
ay(z,v) 7)\1)2 S i
P T P p e
and
A
CLQ(I‘,’U) ~ Cay)\,B |x‘1+max(0,172fy) Cq |33|q max(0,1—27)

where C, is a positive real number depending only on v (a, if 7 < 1 else

2 )
f+(9)).
We would like to exhibit p and ¢ such that a; and as tends to infinity when
x and v do, regardless of the ratio x/v.
We will find them if each of the following assumptions is satisfied:
(

) s +g=1
(
(c
(d

S

b) p<2
) 2y < 27p
) ¢gmax(0,1—2y) < 1+ max(0,1 — 2y).
Conditions (b) and (¢) come from the expression of a1, (d) from the expres-
sion of as.
As v #0, (b) and (c) can be summed up by (e): 1 <p < 2.
If1—2y>0,iey< 3,

2(1 — ) 1 1-2y 1 1
TSy Tl TS
Thus, for every v > 0, p € (max(1,2(1 — 7)), )
When v < 7wesetp—2 7, hence ¢ = 7 2=

and ¢ = 3.
Next, we check that we indeed observe the behaviour we were looking for:

S p>2(1—7).

77’

1 M?  3\2 \v| _ . .
Ify> 3, ai1(z,v) < T 2 (0 is non-negative for R sufficiently

large and az(z,v) = A3 x fy(z) — A?ﬁ,( )3 > 2D +1 when z is large enough,
and we are therefore able to conclude in this situation.
A similar verification can be done when vy < %
Finally, for every positive real number -y, there exists some positive real number
R such that
LV, < ~1+401p,

where B, = {(z,v) € R*| max(|z|, |v|) < R} and § a real number. O
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B., being a compact set of R? and V, being bounded on B(0, R), the stochastic
dynamical system (13) admits an invariant probability measure, thanks to Propo-
sition 9.

There exists an invariant measure p.; we now determine the convergence rate of
the semi-group associated with (x¢,v;) towards this probability measure.

3.1.3. Polynomial ergodicity. The proof of the second part of Theorem 3.1 follows
from Theorem 1.2 of [4] and the following proposition.

Proposition 11. Let H be the function defined on RY by H(u) = |u|'=7 if v < %
and H(u) = \u|ﬁ ify> 3.
For a positive, large enough, R , if max(|z|,|v]) > R, then
Y(z,v) € R, LV, (x,v) < —K., H(V,(z,v))) (17)
where K is a positive constant depending only on .

Proof. It will follow a pattern similar to the one of Proposition 10.

Notice that H is a non-negative, increasing and concave map.

Suppose that max(|z|, |v]) > R.

o If v < %, we would like to prove that there exists K, such that for R large

enough,

Av? n A2
A+a2)  (1+a?)
— Suppose that |z| < |v| and |v| > R.

On the one hand, for R such that ’\JCWT@ <1,

K (B + Afy (@) +0*)' 7 < Dt (@) + A, (a). (18)

2 A 1—v
(32 + Ay oo = P00 (14 254 2R g oo,
On the other hand, if R is sufficiently large,
Av? A% Av? Av?
-D A >-D > .
+ 127 + a +x2)7f7(37) + ABxfy(z) > + A+ a7 = Id+ a0

Furthermore, if R > 1,

Av? S Av?
4(1 + 22)7 — 4 x 2Ymax(1, 22)"

1
> —\v?min(1, [v|7%) > gx\\v|2(1_7).

Thus, with K, = 1575 (18) is satisfied.
— Suppose that |v| < |z| and |z| > R.
We proceed in exactly the same way, swapping « and v, to obtain the
inequality
(B2® + Ay (@)v +0?)' 77 < (24 )7 |20,
Besides, with similar arguments as those previously used,

-D+ Al + v (@) + ABzfy(z) > —D + 1)\¢6’|ac| x C |z~
(1+22)7  (1+a22)7"7 A 2 v
where C,, is a positive constant such that f.,(|z|) ~ C,|z[*=27 when |z| is
quite large.
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Thus,
D+ A ) ABe S (2) > SABC 220
(1 + z2)7 (1+x2)77m TIAE) =4 1%

> Ky (24 ) a0

for R big enough and K, below %, which implies inequality (18).

o If v > %, we aim to show that we can find a positive constant K, such that
for R large enough,

Ky (B2? + My (2)v + ) %
Av? A2
<-D A . (19
= + (1+z2)7 + (1+x2)7f’Y(w) + B:L'f’Y(w) ( )
— Suppose that |v| < |z| and |z| > R.
Then, for R large enough,

(B2® + My (x)o + 03T < (24 )T || 77

Moreover,

—-D+ Ll + v fy(@) + ABafy(z) > 1)\ﬁC ||
(1422 (14227 Ty v
when R is large enough, with C = lim|;| o0 f(|2]).

Hence (19) holds with K, < 2By

.
4(2+8)7
— Suppose that || < |[v| and |v| > R. We have, by analogy with previous
assumptions,
(B2 + Afy(2)v + 03T < (24 B)F o] 5.
Furthermore,
S U Ry Sy N 0 PN U S o
(1+22) (14227 (14 a?)y 2 e
(i) If |2|*Y < |v| then
2 1 Av? A2 1 1 1
— 4 _\BC, x| > > > —|v| > Ky (24 B8)% |v|>Y
2L+ T2 T (1 0v )y T 2(207)7 T 8 ’
with K, = —L— as 2y < 1 and (19) is satisfied.
8(2+p8)
(i) If |2|*Y > |v| we have
Av? 1 1 1 1 1,1
212 + 5/\507|55| 2 5)\507|17| 2 5)\50'y‘”|2” > Ky (2+ B)% [v]>

for K., = L% and R large enough, ensuring us of the validity
2((24+8) %)
of inequality (19).

O
For two different values of +, we illustrate in figures 1 and 2 the veracity of

the proposition we have just proven. These graphics were realised with Matlab; in
blue/dark is LV, in green/light is —K, H (V).
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e
/“
.

“Velocity v

i T
m/‘“\w o ﬁ%\
Position x N

FIGURE 1. Case v = 0.2, with D =0.1, A\ =5, =2 and K, = 8.3.

Velocity v o 2 :
Position x

FIGURE 2. Case y =2, with D =0.1, A=5, =2 and K, = 17.

We indeed observe that, in both situations, when we are far enough from the
origin, the green/lighter surface is under the blue/darker one, which illustrates the
drift condition shown in this section.

Thanks to Theorem 1.2 of [4], we know that the semi-group associated with the
Markov process converges towards the invariant measure; furthermore we obtain a
precise statement about the convergence rate, hence ¢,.

Remark 2. Results of this subsection are only valid for d = 1. Unfortunately, we
are not able to find explicit Lyapunov functions in higher dimensions.

3.2. Ergodicity for small perturbations: The cluster expansion method.
In this section, we apply the cluster expansion method to the system considered:
we start from a well-known symmetric diffusion, the case of the constant communi-
cation rate. The aim is to disrupt it through a small perturbation with finite delay
to, to obtain a perturbation of a stochastic Cucker-Smale model whose drift has a
finite delay to.
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For the sake of simplicity, computations are done here in the case d = 1. The
symmetry of the system ensures it is possible without loss of generality on the final
result, even though some constants depend on d.

We saw in subsection 1.2 that the system corresponding to the communication
rate ¥ = X admits a reversible probability measure, y = N (O, 3% HN) setting
HN = HN,l defined in (7)

In this subsection, we apply the cluster expansion method established in [20] to
obtain ergodicity for small perturbations of the drift in this model.

Consider the dynamics:

do(t) = —No(t)dt + Iy dW(t), teR, (20)

where o € RN and W is a N-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

The law of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process studied in section 1 is degenerate: the
N x N matrix Iy is not invertible (see Remark 1), nor is IIxII%; (and a projection
on the first N — 1 coordinates of 1 satisfies neither of these requirements). Thus,
in order to apply results from [20] we have to project the system on an ad hoc
subspace, where the process will be elliptic, once we have established an adequate
orthonormal basis on it. We then introduce the perturbation on this subspace.

As previously mentioned, the vector of the microscopic velocities (01, ...,0n) is
living on the hyperplane H = { v € RY | v; + ... + vy = 0 } whose orthonormal
basis (€;)icq1,...,N—1} is given by

i ? 1
=1\ ( 6J<l_5j_i+1>

In what follows, we set a; = Z_%l Let ey be the vector of RY such that

for every j € {1,...,N}.

egv = ﬁ for every j. Then (e;)ieq1,...,n} is an orthonormal basis of RY.

The microscopic system ©(t) has in the basis (€;);eq1,..., v} the coordinates u;(t) =
exo(t),i=1,..,N.
Thus,

Tem.
= Q4 gzka’l)ﬂ_l .
k=1

This means that, on the one hand

1T
\/;kzlwk(t)

N
Z — A0 (t) dt + (dW(t Z

k=1

%\H

and for i € {1,..N — 1},

and on the other hand

dui (t) = Q4

S
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N
+ A0 1 () dt — (AW (t) Z

so that
dul(t) = —)\ul dt + o; ( Z de dWZ+1(t)> .

Setting U = (uy,...,un—1), it satisfies in RN 1

dU(t) = —\U(t) dt + o dW (t) (21)

*

with o the (N — 1) x N matrix whose j-th row is a; e].
degenerate: oo™ is invertible.
U is another Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type process, different from (20).

The system is now non

Proposition 12. For everyt > 0,

t
Ut) =e M U(0) + / e N9 o dW (s),
0

U(t) ~ N (e—*t E[U(0)], — (1 —e~2M) IN_l) .

2
Finally, p = N (O, % 1 N,l) is a reversible probability measure for U ; since all
the hypotheses required for Theorem 2 in [20] are satisfied, Theorem 3.2 holds:

Theorem 3.2. Assume that b : C(R1,RVN=1) — RN=1 is a measurable function
bounded by 1, which is moreover local in the sense that there exists tog > 0 such that,
for any u € Q, b(u) = b((u);_,, ). Then, when B is small enough, the system with
delay
dZ(t) = (=AZ(t) + B b((Z);_,,) dt + o dW (¢),

where (Z)ﬁ_t(J is the trajectory of Z between times t — tg and t, admits a unique
weak stationary solution Q on C(Ry,RN™1).

Moreover, there is exponential ergodicity: there exist § > 0 and C : RN~1 —
R, such that for t and t' large enough, for every z € RN=1, for every bounded
measurable function f,

[Eqlf(Z(1)|2(0) = 2] = Eqlf(Z(t))|Z(0) = 2]| < C(z) e ? 1=,

Finally, we go back to the canonical basis.
Let, for b = (by,....,by_1) : C(R,RN~1) — RN=1 the function B = (By, ...,
By_1) : C(Ry,RN~1) — RN~1 be given by

t—1
—b;_1(P.
Zﬁil P) =\ bia(P)
with P = (Pij)ijef1,...,n} the square matrix of size N such that, for all j €
{1,...,N},
Pij = 1/14_%1 (% 5j§i — 52‘:]'4_1) ifi<N and PNj = Tlﬁ

Corollary 1. Assume that b is as in Theorem 3.2 and B as defined just above.
Then, if B is small enough, the dynamics

do(t) = (= Xo(t) + B B((9);,)) dt + Ly dW (t)

admits a weak stationary solution and there is exponential ergodicity.
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Remark 3. Following Scheutzow in [21] (see Theorem 3), one already knows that
there exists a unique invariant probability measure for such dynamics. The novelty
here is the explicit rate of convergence.

Remark 4. That we consider a finite delay instead of an unbounded one, as in the
original Cucker-Smale model, is not that much of a stretch: indeed,it is realistic to
suppose that the behaviour of a particle at time ¢ depends on the difference of the
positions at times ¢t and t — tg, for a certain tg.

4. Stationarity solutions and moment controls. Here we obtain a more gen-
eral result about the existence of stationary solutions and thus of a certain form of
invariant probability measures by applying results from Ité and Nisio ([17]).

First, however, we introduce a few hypotheses:

e (H1): There exists a even, positive, function ¢ : R? — R such that, for all x

and y, ¥ (z,y) = ¥(z —y).

e (H2): Thgre exists two constants 1 and 1 such that, for all s € R¢,
0 <1 <Y(s) < o

e (H3): ¢ is bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

4.1. Stationarity results. We place ourselves in the general case of the micro-
scopic velocities of the stochastic Cucker-Smale system (5) seen as a delayed equa-
tion autonomous in o, with unbounded delay:

N
din(t) =~ S0 ()b (0)8) (4(6) — 05(0)) e+ A1), i € {1, N} (22)
j=1

where (0)§ = (0s)se(0, and ¢ is defined by

t

D ((03)h, (97)8) = ©(&:(t), 25(t)) = ¢ (:z:z-(O) +/Ot i;(s) ds, 2;(0) +/O B;(s) ds> .

Theorem 4.1. Assume (H1) and (H2). Then the delayed equation (22) admits at
least one stationary solution.

Proof. The key ingredient of the proof is Theorem 3 of [17]: it states that for the
stochastic differential equation

diy = a((0)h) dt +b((0)h) dB;, t€R, (23)
which satisfy the following three assumptions:

e (H4): a(f) and b(f) are continuous on the space of the continuous functions
on R_;

e (H5): there exist M > 0 and a bounded measure K with compact support on
R such that for every continuous f,

0
MM“%UWSM+AV®FM5

e (H6): there is a uniform control of the second-order moments:

sup E[67] < 400,
teR,
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then equation (23) admits a stationary solution, that is a solution that is invariant
under the time shift. An argument of weak compactness is central in its proof.

In this case, one can easily verify that (H4) is satisfied.

Furthermore, so is (H5), when 1 is bounded by g, With M = N and dK; =

4N22 6o(dt): indeed, here b;(f) = 1 and a;(f) = —~ Zj 1z/;(fl,f])(fz( ) —
f3(0)), so that |a;(f)|* < 4N 3 |f(0)[*. Thus

la(£)? + [b()I < N + 4N 93 |£(0).

The crucial point to apply this result is the hypothesis (H6): we will show in

Proposition 13 that
dN

E [[o())") <E[[0(0)P"] + 5
U1
if there exists a positive constant 1/, such that for all non-negative s, 0 < ¢ < (),
which is the case, as assumption (H2) holds.
Thus, we have the existence of a stationary solution for this particular class of
communication rates. O

(24)

Remark 5. To the best of our knowledge, we cannot conclude anything about the
uniqueness of such stationary solutions.

We now prove the necessary results to obtain the upper bound (24), as well as
other moment controls that will be useful in the last section of this paper.

4.2. Various controls of first and second order moments. Proposition 13 is
actually very close to Theorem 3.5 of [14].

Assume (H1) and (H2). First we truly conclude the proof of Theorem 4.1 with
the crucial result that brings about the inequality (24).

Proposition 13. Suppose that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, and that the initial law
has a finite second order moment. Then, for allt >0,

N
_ d(N —1) _

0;(1)]7] < E[|® em2t (1 et

>-el z Y )

Proof. The lemma below is a generalization to stopping times of Lemma 3.4 of [14];
we do not give its proof here.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, and that the initial law has
a finite second order moment. Let t be any (stopping) time. Then, almost surely,
a) 1&(0)]* < [2(0) +2 [3 v/IE(E)P [0(s)] ds.
b) [B(8)2 < [6(0)* — 241 [, |U ()] ds+d(N = 1) t + 2301, [] di(s) dWi(s).
We introduce Ty = inf { u > 0 | |#(u)|> > k } At. Then, with part b) of lemma
4.2

7

BIo(Te)P) < BloO)P] -2 B[y [6(s)]? ds| +d(N — 1) B[T;]
< |8(0)]2 +d(N —1) ¢t.

Hence, when k goes to infinity, we obtain the finiteness of E[|9(¢)|?].
Furthermore,

El[o(t)|?] = E[[0(0)]*] - + [, E [Zf-,vj:l O(&; — &) |0 — @ﬂ ds+d(N —1) ¢,
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so that by differentiation,

N
7 (Bt - S5 = B | X - )l 5| +av -1

Thus, by Gronwall’s lemma,
. R B d(N— -
E[|o(t)[?] < E[|9(0)]?] e=2¥1t + % (1—e201t),
O

We now focus on results that will be needed in the next section, dealing with
propagation of chaos, adding exchangeability to the assumptions.

We recall (see for instance [3]) that particles are said to be exchangeable if every
permutation of these particles has the same law: that is (X1, ..., X,,) are exchange-
able if for any permutation o of {1,...,n}, (X1,..., X) and (X,(1), ..., Xo(n)) have
same law.

Proposition 14. Suppose that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied and that the particles
are exchangeable at time t = 0; in particular particles have the same initial law.

Assume also that this initial law has a finite second order moment.
Then, for alli € {1,...N},
" . d
supE [|vl(t)|2] <E [|v1(0)|2} + —.
£>0 291

Proof. We have previously seen that:

B[S, 100P] SE[ZX [0:0)] e2vt 4+ 452D (1 — =20y,

Exchangeability leads to:

E [|0:(t)|?] <E [J6:;(0)[?] e=21 ¢ + 40D (1 — =201 1)

which brings the conclusion of the proof. O
Corollary 2. Suppose that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied and that the particles are
exchangeable at time t = 0. Assume also that the common initial law has a finite

second order moment.
Then, for all non-negative t, there exists a positive constant My, such that

sup B[] (2:(t), 0:(1))[]] < M.
N}

Proof. Let Cy = E [[6:;(0)[*] + 55-. Then

|Z:(t)[> = |2:(0)[* + | [y 0i(s) ds‘2 +22;(0) [, 0:(s) ds.

Thus by multiple uses of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

E [|2:(t)[?] <E[|2:(0)]?] + C1 2 +2 /C1 E[[2:(0)[?] ¢
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Then, choosing M; = \/Cl +E[|#:(0)]2] 4+ Cy t2 4+ 2 /C1 E[|%;(0)]|?] t , by Propo-

sition 14,

E[|(2:(t), 0:(1))[] < VE[I(@:(t), 0:(t) 2] < Me.
O

We give another moment control, involving a single particle and a stopping time.
This will be useful to apply Aldous criterion to obtain tightness in Section 5.

We restrict the trajectories to a finite time interval: we place ourselves on Qp =
C([0,T],R??), the canonical continuous R??-valued path space, where T is a fixed
positive time.

Proposition 15. Suppose that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied and that the particles
are exchangeable at time t = 0. Assume also that the common initial law has a
finite second order moment.

Then, there exist two constants C' and K independent of N, such that for two
stopping times 11 and T2 on Qr satisfying 11 <170 < (11 +0) AT,

sup E [[(#:(r2) = #:(n), 0:(72) — a(n))*] < K0+ C62
ie{1,...,N}

Proof. We apply Ito’s formula:

_ % T (0i(u) — 0;(11)) Z¢(i‘z(u),i‘3(u)) (63 (u) — B, (u)) du,

j=1

where M7t is a martingale and satisfies E[M7 %] = 0 for every u.
This leads to

<d ( _ le) 0+ Q—NZ i (IE [/T 01 (10) — 5| 91 (20) — 3 (u)| duD
<d (1 - ]1V> 0+ QNE ZNj 00 VETo:(r1 +u) — 5P

X JE[[0:(ry +u) — 05(r1 +w)?] d,

thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
According to Lemma 4.2, for all 7 (stopping) time smaller than T + 6,

E[lo()P] < E[o(0)"] - 241 E [ / " Jo(s)? ds} (N~ 1) Elr]

< E[|5(0)]?] + 2d(N — 1)T.
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Using the exchangeability, for all z,
1
Blls(r)P] < E60)°] + 24 (1- ) T < Bl0)F] + 247 = C

It means that

1 0
E[|0;(12) — 95(m1)|?] < d <1 - N) 0 + 21, / 4Cdu< K,
0
with
K =d+ 8y, C.
Besides,

|24(72) — &i(m1)[?

"< (/ 0s(w)] du)2

<(m—m) / o1 (u0)[2 d,

1

/ 0;(u) du

using once again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
Thus, the proof is concluded, as

/]
E[|&:(r2) — :()|?] < 0 /O E [[6:(r + w)?] du < C 6°.

O

5. Propagation of chaos. Into the behaviour of the system for a very large num-
ber N of particles: with these mean-field dynamics, there is propagation of chaos,
as introduced by Sznitman [23] in the late 1980s. This is known, in a more general
case but for a simpler diffusion coefficient, see Bolley, Canizo and Carrillo in [6].

One should note however that the two approaches are very different; because
of the non-independence of the diffusion coefficients of the particles in our model,
the coupling method used in [6] cannot be employed. Furthermore, the proof we
propose is entirely probabilistic, in constrast with the more analytical one of [6]
where transport equation method are used.

From now on we assume that hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3)introduced at the
beginning of Section /4 are satisfied: we recall in particular that there exist two
constants 11 and 1y such that, for all s € R%, 0 < 1 < 9(s) < ¥y and that 1 is
k-Lipschitz continuous.

Recall that Q7 = C([0,T],R??) is the canonical continuous R2??-valued path
space, with F the canonical Borel o-field on Q.

First, we recall the definition of chaoticity.

Definition 5.1. We consider E a Polish space, ) a probability measure on E and
for N € N, Qn a probability measure on EV. The sequence (Qn)n>1 is Q-chaotic
if for any fixed integer k£ > 1 and any continuous bounded functions fi, ..., fr on E,

Wy oo [ f1(21) oo fr(@n) dQn (21, an) =TIy [ fila:) dQ(x:).

In other words, it means that when N goes towards infinity, any fixed finite number
of coordinates become independent with the same distribution Q.

The objective here is to show the convergence, in law and in probability, of the
empirical measure, in N, associated with the N -particle system (5) towards a limit
n, and to prove that a chaotic behaviour appears.
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Remember that the system (5) is, for every ¢ € {1,...N},
{diﬁv(t) = R
do]N(t) = —x iy $@N(0),8) (1) @) () — o (1)) dt + dWN ().

When there is no risk of confusion, we will forego the exponent N.
If there is chaoticity, the “natural” limit would be the non linear system:

X, = Xg-+ fo v, ds
vi = vo+W;— fo [ h(xs, 2 —v) Qq(dz, dv) ds (25)
Q = E(Xt,Vt)

At this point, we need to introduce a few notations.

Let, for every integer N larger than 1, ny(w) = + vazl d(&N 5Ny (w) be the em-
pirical measure on Q7 associated with the N-particle system defined by (5), and
7N its law on P(Qr).

We then introduce the martingale problems, associated respectively with systems
(5) and (25):

1. A probability measure Q~ on C([0,T],R?4") is a solution of the martingale

problem (Py) if for all ® in C2(R24Y), M (®) defined by

MY (@) = D(&(t),0(t)) — ®(2(0),8(0)) — /0 Ly®(#(s), i(s)) ds (26)
is a @QV-martingale such that,

< MN(® Z/ |V, ®(2(s), 0(s

where Ly is the infinitesimal generator associated with (5), that is

D(Z, Vs | ds,

HMZ

N N

Ly®(i,0) =Y @i,v@@,% D7 (i, d5) (05 — 0;).Vs, ®
i=1 ij=1
1 N 1 N d
+§Z A@@—sz 3 o
o

=1
When ®(z, ) = ¢(&;, d;) with ¢ in C2(R??), we set M}V*(¢) := MN (®).

2. A probability measure Q on Qr = C([0, 7], R??) is a solution of the martingale
problem (Ps) if for all ¢ in C2(R2%),

t
MP(Q) = ¢(xq, ve) — ¢(X0,V0)—/O Vad(xs,Vs) Vs ds

t
[ [ bt Vastravo) o) Qulea) ds =5 [ Bt ds
0
(27)
where Q, is defined by Q, = Q o (xs,Vv,) ™!, is a Q-martingale such that
t
< MP >= / Voo (x5, vs)|? ds.
0

The main result is the following theorem:
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Theorem 5.2. Assume (H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that the particles are ex-
changeable at time t = 0. Assume also that the initial law ny on R? x R? has a
finite second order moment and that for a = kT (1 +T)e¥2T, E[e®*0]] < cc.

The sequence of the empirical measures (NN )N>1 converges in law and in proba-
bility to n, the unique solution of (27), if nn(0) converges in probability towards ng
when N goes to infinity

Remark 6. Notice that, while the uniqueness of the solution of (27) will be estab-
lished as we prove the theorem, its existence derives from the convergence and will
be a consequence of the proof.

To obtain the chaoticity of the system, we apply the following proposition whose
proof can be found in [23] or in [18].

Proposition 16. If (Qn)n>1 is a sequence of exchangeable probability measures on
EN, it is Q-chaotic if and only if the associated empirical measure converges in law
- and in probability - as P(FE)-valued variables under Qn, towards the probability
measure Q.

Corollary 3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2, the sequence (Nn)n>1 1S 1-
chaotic.

Remark 7. If we consider a fixed number of particles among a large amount, they
behave independently from each other, which seems quite far from the concept of
flocking.

To prove Theorem 5.2, we will follow a classical procedure and proceed in three
steps presented in the next three subsections of this work:
1. tightness of (7x)n>1 in P(P(Qr));
2. the link between the accumulation points of (7x)n>1 and a martingale prob-
lem;
3. uniqueness of the solution of (27), coming from the uniqueness of the solution
of the limit process (25).

We actually start with the third step.

5.1. Uniqueness of the non-linear equation and of the associated martin-
gale problem. Consider the non-linear stochastic differential system, on [0, 77,

X, = xo—i—f(fvsds
Sw)y vi = vo+W;— fot (x5, 2)(vs — v) Qq(dz,dv) ds
Qt = ‘C(Xtv Vt)7
Recall in particular that ¢(z,y) = ¢ (2 — y) with ¢ an even, k-Lipschitz contin-
uous function such that 0 < i(x) < 1) for all x € R%.
Theorem 5.3. Assume (H1) and (H3). For a fized initial condition (xq,vo) with
e a finite second order moment
o E[etl"0l] < o0 fora = kT (1+T)e¥2T,
the non-linear stochastic system (Sw) admits at most one strong solution.
Corollary 4. Assume (H1) and (H3). For any fized initial condition (zo,vo) with

a finite second order moment and such that, E[e“‘”‘)'] < 00, the martingale problem
(27) associated with (Sw) admits at most one solution.
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Let (W¢)tefo,r) and (Wt)te[o;p] be two independent standard R%-valued Brownian

motions. We will sometimes construct W (resp. (W)) on the first (resp. second)
component of the product space (27 x Qr, and denote, in this subsection alone, by
E (resp. E) the expectation with respect to the first coordinate (resp. the second
coordinate) of this product space.

5.1.1. Reformulation of the problem. System (Sy) can also be seen as:

X, = X+ fo v ds (28)
Vi = Vo+ Wt fO Xsaxs (Vs - Vs)] dS,

where (X¢,V¢)ie[o,r) is an independent copy of (X¢,Vi)seo,r) and satisfies system
(Sg7), that is

Xy = X+ fo Vs ds
Vt = V0 + Wt fO f’lzb X5, L - 'U) Qs(dajvdv) ds
Q: = L(vi,vy).

Suppose now that there exist two strong solutions of Sy on Qr, (x,v) and
(x/,v"), with the same initial condition (xg,vp) and respective laws Q and Q'.
Considering the processes, in Qr xQr, ((x,v), (X,V)) and ((x,v'), (X, V")) — defined
as in equation (28), we will show that they are almost surely equal, hence the strong
uniqueness.

We can write:

vi=vg+ W; — /0 E[)(xs,Xs)(vs — V)] ds, (29)

t~
vgzvo—i—Wt—/ Ep(xL, X)) (vh — Vv.)] ds.
0

5.1.2. Control of the trajectories. First we track an upper bound for sup,¢jo 7y [v¢|
and sup,eo 77 [Vl

B{vil) = [vol + E[Will + [ E [Bfvioe, 2)(v, ~ )] ds

<|v0\+\/ +2¢2/ [[vsl] ds.

We can then apply Gronwall’s lemma: for every ¢t < T,

2T
Bllv] < <|V0| - \/W) e

From there, keeping in mind that E[|v¢|] = ~[|Vt|]
Vel < [vol + 4 fi Vil ds + 1o [y E[[¥]] ds + sup,cpo 1 Wil
< Ivol + 0T (Ivol + /) €57 4 supyepo gy [W (O] + G f volds.
Thus, thanks again to Gronwall’s lemma,

sup |v¢ < Cw, (30)
t€[0,T]
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where the random variable Cyy satisfies

2T
Cw = <|Vo| + 2T <|Vo| +4/ ) e*2T 1 sup |W(t)> ev2T,
™ te[0,T]

. ¢
Besides, as x; = xo + [, Vs ds,

sup |x¢| < |xo| + T Cw.
te[0,7)

In a similar way, with
2T —~
O = (IvO| + 4T (IvOI +4/ ) e?"2 T + sup |W(t)> e,
™ t€[0,T

sup |v¢| < O
t€[0,T)

one has

Note that we also have sup,¢jo 77 [vi| < Cw and sup,ec(o 1y [Vi| < O

5.1.3. Lipschitz continuity. Let x, 2/, v and v be in R?,
If we suppose that |v| < M, then,

(31)

[(x) v— (") o' < [P(x) = ()] Jo| + () [v—0'| <EM |z — 2| + v — 0|
< (kM + ) (|lx — 2'| + v —2']).

In particular, using (30) and (31), as v is bounded by 5 and k-Lipschitz continuous,

W;(Xs —Xs) (Vs = Vs) — QL(X; - i;) (V; - V;)|

< (k (Cw + Cp) +92) (|xs —Xg — X + X[+ [vy — Vo — Vi + VL)

< (Bw + Kip) (Ixe = x|+ [ve = vil) + (Kw + Ki) (1Xs = %] + [ve = Vi),

setting the random variables Ky = k Cyw + % and Ky =k Cy + %

5.1.4. Computations towards the uniqueness. Using (29) and (32),
vl [ B R ~ ) RV, V) ds
< [ Bl + K)o =i+ v = )] s

+ /Otﬁ[(Kw + Ki) (1% = X| + Vs = V()] ds

¢
= E[Kw + K] / (|xs — xL| + |[vs — Vi|) ds
0

t
+/Ewm+Kmaafﬂwwfﬁmw
0

Thus, setting

Sw(s) = sup |x, —x,|+ sup |v, — V],
u€(0,s] u€l0,s]
Sip(s) = sup Xy =X, |+ sup [Vu —V,],

w€|0,s] u€[0,s]

(32)

S.
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we can affirm that

sup |vy — v,| <E[Kw + K] / Sw(s) ds +/ E[(Kw + Kg7) Sp(s)] ds.
u€(0,1]

/ !/
As SUp,efo,4 [%u — Xy | T supyepoq |[Vu — vy |, we have

Sw(t) < 1+T) E[Kw + Ky /Ot Sw(s)ds+(1+T) /OtIE[(KW + Ky) Siir(s)] ds.

Applying a generalized version of Gronwall’s inequality,
t
Swit) < ew [ Bl(Kw + Kip) Sgp(o)] ds,
0

with ey = (14 T) e TO+D) ElKw+Kg],
In order to bound ¢ — E[(Kw + K3) Sw(t)], we again apply Gronwall’s lemma.
One can notice that both the following equalities are true:

E[(KW + KW) Sw(t)] = KW E[Sw(tﬂ + E[KW Sw(t)],

E[(Kw + Kg7) S (t)] = Kw E[Sw ()] + E[Kw Sw(t)].

From there,
E[(Kw + Kg) Sw(t)] <E [(KW +Kg) ew /0 E[(Kw + Kg7) Sg7(s)] ds]
< Siew (K +Kyp) Ko | | SiSw(9)] ds+Elew (Kw-+ )] | Bl Sw ()] ds

< Elew (Kw + Ki)? | /OtE[SW(s)] ds+E |:Cw(KW + K) (1 + Hw }
d

which finally leads to

E[(Kw + Ky) Sw(t)]
Ky

<E|ew (Kw + Kip) (1 + Kwﬂ /Ot]E[(KW + Ki) Sw(s)] ds

Thus, by Gronwall’s inequality,
E[(Kw + Ky) Sw(t)] =0 a.s.
for all ¢ € [0,T], which implies, as all terms are non-negative, that
(Kw + Kg) Sw(T) =0 a.s.

By definition of Sy, it means that, for all ¢ € [0,T], (x¢, v¢) = (X}, v}) a.s., which
completes the proof.
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5.2. Tightness of the (mx)y. The following lemma can be found in [18], and we
will admit it:

Lemma 5.4. The tightness of (nn)n>1 in P(P(Qr)) is equivalent to the tightness
of the law of (2N, 0 )n>1 in P(Qr).

In order to prove the tightness of the law of (21, 94), we use Aldous criterion.
We start by proving the tightness of the law of (2} (¢), 9 (¢)) for a.e. t. Take
e > 0.
(@1 (8), o ()] > o) < 3 B[ (1), o ())]] < £,
according respectively to Markov’s inequality and Corollary 2. Thus, for a = %,
P((2N (1), 9N (1)) € B(0,a)) > 1 —e.
We fix e, > 0. According to Aldous criterion (see [5])we need to show that
there exist § > 0 and an integer Ny such that
sup sup  P(|(27(r2) — &7 (1), 0 (1) — 07 (m0))| > €) <,
N>No  m1.m2€T

T1<ST2<(T1+AT

where T is the set of stopping times on Q.
Again thanks to Markov’s inequality and Proposition 15 we have:

P(|(&7 (1) — &7 (1), 07 (12) — 07 (11))| > €)
- Ké+ 052.

< 5 Bl () = 2 (), o () — ol ()] < =2

2

Thus, 6 such that K& + C6? = n £2, which is § = W, provides the

solution, and allows us to conclude to the tightness of (2{,9Y), as K and C are
independent from N (but depend on T)).

5.3. The accumulation points of (my)y. We now know that the sequence
(mn)n>1 is tight; hence its relative compactness, thanks to Prokhorov’s theorem.

Let mo be one of its accumulation points; we still denote by (mn)n>1 the subse-
quence that converges towards it. We show that under 7, for almost every @ in
P(Qr),

Eq[M{(Q) — MJ(Q)|Fs] =0,

with M defined in (27), this shall mean that Q is a solution of the martingale
problem (Pso).

For g e N*, 0< 81 <...<8,<s<t<Tand gi,..., g, € Cp(R?*?), we define

Fl@ = [ (MH(Q) = MEQ)) 31(rs. )y, 02,) Qe 0)
T
Lemma 5.5. For every g € N, 0 < 51 < ... <5, < s <t <T and g1,...,9¢ €
Cb(R2d),
| Fu@lnee(d@) = .
P(Qr)

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we forego here exponent N for the Z; and the ;.

Recall that 7y is the law on P(Qr) of ny = %sz\; (2:,0,), the empirical
measure on {2y associated with the N-particle system defined by (5). It immediately
follows that

[ F2@ m(dQ) = ElF. v )
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As Foy(nv) = & S5 (MNH(8) = MN(6))g1(&4(51), 0i(51))-..9q (F4(5q), Di(54)),

[ F2@mtaq)
= E[(MY1(6) — M 0)2 (011 (51), 01(51))--90 (1 (50), 91(5,)))°]
+ N(ijvi;l) E (Y1 (6) = MY (6)(M;Y%(6) — MY2(9))

xg1(21(51),91(51))--9q(21(5¢), 01(5¢))g1(F2(51), D2(51)) - gq(T2(84), D2(54))] -

The first part goes to zero when N tends towards infinity because g, ..., gq are
bounded, and for ¢ € [0,T], the expectation of MtN ’1(¢)2 is uniformly bounded in
N, according to the estimates on the second order moment proven in Proposition
14.

As for the second term,

< MY 1(g), MY2(g) >

= S(< MY () + MYV2(g) > — < MVA(g) > — < MY (9) ) = 0.

Thus, we have imy_,o [ F2,(Q)7n(dQ) = 0 which implies

tim_ [ 17.4(Q)imv(dQ) = 0.
N —oc0

(mn)n>1 s a sequence of probability measures converging towards 7, thus the
uniform integrability of (Fs.(nn)) (by virtue of being bounded in L?) allows us to
affirm that

[ 1P @lrnc(a@) =0
by inverting limit and integral. O

Then, for every ¢ € N, 0 < 81 < ... < 8, < s < t and g1, ..., g, € Cp(R?), for
Too-a.e. Q in P(Qr), Fs+(Q) = 0. Using the pathwise continuity, we conclude that
for moc-a.e. @, (Mf(Q))tZO is a Q-martingale.

This means that if 7, is some limiting point of (7n)n>1, then every @ in P(Qr)
which is in the support of 7 is solution of (27).

Thanks to corollary 4, we know that there exists a unique probability measure 7
on Q0 such that 7o, = d,); furthermore, 7 is entirely determined, and subsequently,
unique.

As 4, is a Dirac measure, this convergence in law implies the convergence in
probability. And so, Theorem 5.2 holds.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank both my PhD advisors, Sylvie Roelly
and Patrick Cattiaux, for their help with this paper. My thanks go as well to Andrey
Pilipenko and Nicolas Fournier for illuminating discussions about the contents of
Section 5. I am also grateful to the two anonymous reviewers who helped me to
notably improve a first version of this paper.



2762 LAURE PEDECHES

[1]

(8]
[9]

(10]

REFERENCES

M. Agueh, R. Illner and A. Richardson, Analysis and simulations of a refined flocking and
swarming model of Cucker-Smale type, Kinet. Relat. Models, 4 (2011), 1-16.

S. Ahn and Y. Ha, Stochastic flocking dynamics of the Cucker-Smale model with multiplicative
white noises, J. Math. Phys., 51 (2011), 103301, 17 pp.

D. Aldous, Exchangeability and related topics, Lectures Notes in Math., 1117 (1983), 1-198.
D. Bakry, P. Cattiaux and A. Guillin, Rate of convergence for ergodic Markov processes:
Lyapunov versus Poincaré, J. Funct. Anal., 254 (2008), 727-759.

P. Billingsley, Convergence of Probability Measures, Wiley, 1968.

F. Bolley, J. Canizo and J. Carrillo, Stochastic mean-field limit: Non-Lipschitz forces and
swarming, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 21 (2011), 2179-2210.

P. Cattiaux, D. Chafal and A. Guillin, Central limit theorems for additive functionals of
ergodic Markov diffusions processes, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 9 (2012), 337—
382.

P. Cattiaux, F. Delebecque and L. Pédeéches, Stochastic Cucker-Smale models: Old and new,
Preprint.

F. Cucker and J.-G. Dong, Avoiding collisions in flocks, IEEE Trans. Automat. Control, 55
(2010), 1238-1243.

F. Cucker and E. Mordecki, Flocking in noisy environments, J. Math. Pures Appl., 89 (2008),
278-296.

[11] F. Cucker and S. Smale, Emergent behavior in flocks, IEEE Trans. Automat. Control, 52

(2007), 852-861.

[12] F. Cucker and S. Smale, On the mathematics of emergence, Jpn. J. Math., 2 (2007), 197-227.
[13] D. Down, S. Meyn and R. Tweedie, Exponential and uniform ergodicity of Markov processes,

Ann. Probab., 23 (1995), 1671-1691.

[14] S.-Y. Ha, K. Lee and D. Levy, Emergence of time-asymptotic flocking in a stochastic Cucker-

Smale system, Commun. Math. Sci., 7 (2009), 453-469.

[15] S.-Y. Ha and J.-G. Liu, A simple proof of the Cucker-Smale flocking dynamics and mean-field

limit, Commun Math. Sci., T (2009), 297-325.

[16] S.-Y. Ha and E. Tadmor, From particle to kinetic and hydrodynamic descriptions of flocking,

Kinet. Relat. Models, 1 (2008), 415-435.

[17] K. It6 and M. Nisio, On stationary solutions of a stochastic differential equation, J. Math.

Kyoto Univ., 4 (1964), 1-75.

[18] S. Méléard, Asymptotic behaviour of some interacting particle systems; McKean-Vlasov and

Boltzmann models, Lectures Notes in Math., 1627 (1995), 42-95.

[19] S. Meyn and R. Tweedie, Markov Chains and Stochastic Stability, Springer-Verlag, 1993.
[20] L. Pédeches, Exponential ergodicity for a class of non-Markovian stochastic processes,

Preprint.

[21] M. Scheutzow, Qualitative behaviour of stochastic delay equations with a bounded memory,

Stochastics, 12 (1984), 41-80.

[22] J. Shen, Cucker-Smale flocking under hierarchical leadership, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 68

(2007/08), 694-719.

[23] A. Sznitman, Topics in propagation of chaos, Lectures Notes in Math., 1464 (1991), 165-251.
[24] T. Ton, N. Linh and A. Yagi, Flocking and non-flocking behavior in a stochastic Cucker-Smale

system, Anal. Appl. (Singap.), 12 (2014), 63-73.

Received March 2017; revised December 2017.

E-mail address: laure.pedeches@math.univ-toulouse.fr


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2765734&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/krm.2011.4.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/krm.2011.4.1
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2761313&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR883646&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2381160&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2007.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2007.11.002
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR0233396&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2860672&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202511005702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202511005702
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR3069369&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2642092&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAC.2010.2042355
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2401690&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2007.12.002
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2324245&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAC.2007.895842
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2295620&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11537-007-0647-x
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR1379163&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aop/1176987798
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2536447&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2009.v7.n2.a9
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2009.v7.n2.a9
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2536440&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2009.v7.n2.a2
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2009.v7.n2.a2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2425606&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/krm.2008.1.415
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR0177456&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/kjm/1250524705
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR1431299&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR1287609&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR738934&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17442508408833294
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2375291&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR1108185&return=pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR3150970&return=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0219530513500255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0219530513500255
mailto:laure.pedeches@math.univ-toulouse.fr

	Introduction
	1. The basic stochastic Cucker-Smale model with a constant communication rate
	1.1. Explicit expression and distribution for the relative velocities
	1.2. Invariant probability measure for 
	1.3. Behaviour of  and central limit theorem
	1.4. Back to the original system

	2. Introducing x in the v-equation
	2.1. Invariant probability measure on a ``d-hyperplane" for the relative fluctuations
	2.2. Lyapunov functions and ergodicity

	3. Non-constant communication rate: two particular cases
	3.1. One (or two) particle(s) along the real line
	3.2. Ergodicity for small perturbations: The cluster expansion method

	4. Stationarity solutions and moment controls
	4.1. Stationarity results
	4.2. Various controls of first and second order moments

	5. Propagation of chaos
	5.1. Uniqueness of the non-linear equation and of the associated martingale problem
	5.2. Tightness of the (N)N
	5.3. The accumulation points of (N)N

	Acknowledgments
	REFERENCES

