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EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO KINETIC FLOCKING
MODEL WITH CUT-OFF INTERACTION FUNCTION

CHUNYIN JIN

Asstract. We prove the existence of weak solutions to kinetic flockimadel
with cut-of interaction function by using Schauder fixed pointed theoead
velocity averaging lemma. Under the natural assumptionhthieavelocity sup-
port of the initial distribution function is bounded, we shohat the velocity
support of the distribution function is uniformly boundedtime. Employing
this property, we remove the constraint in the paper of Kafdellet and Triv-
isa[SIAM. J. Math. Anal., (45)2013, pp.215-243] that théiah distribution
function should have better integrability for largé

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the existence of weak solutionghe following
kinetic flocking model with cut-fy interaction function:

fi+v-Vxf +aVy-[(u(t,x)-v)f] =0,
{ fli=o= fo(X, V),

wheref (t, x, v) is the distribution function and is a positive constant denoting the
coupling strength. We define

It x) = f f(t, y, wwdwdy, por(t, X) = f f(t, y, w)dwdy,
IX-Yl<r JRd IX-Yl<r JRd

wherer > 0 denotes the neighborhood radius. T x) is defined by

(1.1)

Ir(t, )
(12) U(t, X) — ,Or(t, X), Pr(t, X) 7é O,
0’ pl’(t’ X) = 0

This model is derived formally from the particle model byitak mean-field
limit. Now let us review some background related to it.

Collective behaviors are common phenomena in nature, ssidtoeking of
birds, swarming of fish and herding of sheep. These phenoimredrawn much
attention from researchers in Biology, Physics and Mathiesarhey try to under-
stand the mechanisms that lead to the above phenomena veingodhumerical
simulation and mathematical analysis.
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Among them, Vicsek et al.[[31] put forward a simple discretedel. It is
composed ofN autonomous agents moving in the plane with the same speed
Their positions X, yi)(1 < i < N) and heading®;(1 < i < N) are updated as

follows:
(1.3) {xi(t + 1) = x(t) + vcosb;(t),

yitt+1) = yi(t) + vsingi(t), i=12---,N,

ZjENi(t) Sinej (t)

0i(t+ 1) = arcta ,
! ZJEN,(t) COSQJ'(t)

whereN;(t) = {j ; \/(Xj(t) = X(0)% + (y;(t) - yi(1))? < r} denotes the neighbors of
agent at the instant.

Through simulations, Vicsek et al. found that this system snchronize, that
is, all agents move in the same direction when the densitgrigeland the noise
is small. Following this, mathematicians have tried to gaivegorous theoretical
analysis. They found that the connectivity of the neighbm@pg is crucial in the
proof, cf. [23][26]. However, the verification of connedtivis difficult in gen-
eral. One way to avoid this fiiculty is to modify the Vicsek model from local
interactions to global ones. In 2007, Cucker and Samle [@@sed the following
model:

dXi —v
dt - Vi
(1.4) dv AN
d_tIZNjZ:;l/’GXj—XiD(Vj—Vi), i=12--.N,

wherey(-) is a positive non-increasing function denoting the intéoms between
agents. However, in reality each agent can only detect tbenmation around it, so
a more realistic requirement is to assugr(® is a cut-d¢f function. Combining the
advantages of the above two models, recently Huang andZjig{ the following
model:

dt - Vs
(1.5) dvi PR
d_tl = N__(t)zxr(lxj_xil)(vj_vi)’ [ =1’29"'9N’
| J=1
where

Ni(t) = card{j : |x; — xil< r},
1, §<r,

They established the global flocking for this system underdbndition that the
initial configurations are close to the flocking state andtiyetconvergence rate.
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However, when the number of agents is large, it is imposdiblestablish an
ODE for each agent. Following the strategy from statistialsics, we introduce
a kinetic description for flocking. Let the empirical disuition function

N
N, x,v) = % ; 6(X = Xi(t) ® 6(v — vi(1)).

Then fN(t, x, v) satisfies

N
%+V‘foN+/lVV-

f|x_y|<r fRd wiN(t, y, w)(dw, dy) ol g
-V =
ﬁX—)/l<r jl‘%d fN(t’ Y, W)(dW, dy)

in the sense of distributions. Formally taking the limituks in the kinetic model
we consider.

Besides, this model can also be observed from another pikspeVotsch and
Tadmor [28] also noticed the shortcomings of the C-S model. éxample, if a
small group is located far from a much larger group, then tyachics of the
small group is almost halted because of the normalizatiotmlf% in (L.4), which
is unreasonable. To remedy this deficiency, they proposedvanmodel, given by

dt Is

N
% = Zg\l:l gb(|/lxj — Xi|) ; l//(|Xj — Xi|)(Vj — Vi), i=12---,N.
Similarly, they derived the kinetic model
1.7) fi+v-Vxf +AVy- (fL[f]) =0,
Joa Joa (X = YDt y, w)(w — V)dwdy

o Jea WX = YD (. y. w)dwdy

In the above modely is smooth and is defined in the whole space. However, if
we lety(s) = xr(9), then it also reduces to the situation we consider.

Recently, Karper, Mellet and Trivisa in_[24] studied a moengral model,
which is of the form

fi+v-Vxf+Vy - (fF[f]) +BVy - [f(u-V)] = cAyf = Vy-[(a— b|v|2)fv],
where

(1.6)

whereL[ f](t, x,v) =

I x ) = [ [ - iy - vwdy,
Joa F(t X, v)vdv

Joa f(t X, V)dv

They proved the existence of weak solutions for the abovatemu Then by
establishing the necessary a priori estimate that holdshtoisolutions of [(117),
they got the following theorem. For simplicity, we use theations in this paper
and just state the main content.

u(t,x) = and B,o > 0.
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Theorem 1.3Karper-Mellet-Trivisa, SIAM. J. Math. Anal.(45)2013, [315-243]
Assume thatof> 0 satisfies

fo € L'®?) N LR and (v+x?)fo € LYRY).
Suppose that is a smooth non-negative function such that
Y(X) > 0for|x<r, y(x)=0for|x>R.
Then there exists a weak solution(@o?) in the sense of distributions.

In fact, the above theorem was established by vanisthingethod since tha priori
estimate is independent of

So far, nearly all the literature about flocking concernedatin interaction func-
tion. In this paper, we study a cuffassituation. We considef (1.1) under the con-
dition that the velocity support of the initial distributidunction fg is bounded by
Mo. This condition is natural in view of its derivation. Sindeetparticle agents
have bounded velocities initially, it is reasonable to assuhat the mean-field
limit fo has bounded velocity support. Then by using our technicairha 2.1,
we show the velocity support df(t, x, v) is uniformly bounded in time. Employ-
ing this property, we remove the constraint thatfy € L1(R?%) in Theorem 1.3
[Karper-Mellet-Trivisa, SIAM. J. Math. Anal. 2013]. Thigsult cannot be estab-
lished by vanishingr method as above because> 0 will change the type of the
equation, which disables us to use characteristics methskidw that the velocity
support is uniformly bounded.

Next we give the definition of the weak solution and presemtnoain theorem.

Definition 1.1. Let0 < fo(x,v) € LY(R2) N L®(R%) and T > 0. Then {t, x,V) €
L*([0, T], LY(RZ)) N L®([0, T] x R%) is a weak solution of.)if

fo+v. Vxf + A%y - [(Ut, X) =) = 0 in D'((0,T) x RZ
and fli—o= fo(x, v) for a.e.(x,v) € R,
Denote

M(t) = maxivi: (x,V) € suppf(t,-,-)}.
Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assumé < fo(x, V) € L1(R24) n L= (R?) and M is bounded. Then
(TJ) admits a weak solution(f, x,v) € L®([0, T], L1Y(R2)) n L®([0, T] x R,
VT > 0. Besides, ft, x,Vv) and M(t) satisfy

(i) 0 < f(t, V) < [[foll oz’ forae. (t.x,v) € [0, T] x R and
f(t. x,v) € C([0, T], LY(R*")) N L=([0, T] x R*),

(it) M(t) < Mo,

Ad(p-1)t

(i) 1@l przey< € P [ foll_p(rzey, L < p< oo, Vtel[O,T].

After the introduction, the rest of the paper is divided ifgar parts. In section
2, we prove the well-posedness of weak solution to the liegaation. Based on
the results about the linear equation, in section 3 we shattliere exists a weak
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solution to the approximate equation by using Schauder fpaat theorem. In
section 4, we recover the weak solution of the original sydtg taking weak limit

to the approximate solutions. Finally, section 5 is devdtethe summary of our
paper.

Notation: Throughout the paper, a supersciipf a vector denotes iisth compo-
nent, while a subscript denotes its ord€rdenotes a positive constant. We denote
by C a general positive constant depending.on Mo and || foll « (g2 that may
takes dfferent values in dierent expressions.

2. WELL-POSEDNESS OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE LINEAR EQUATION
In this section, we study the following linear equation

(2.1) {ft +V-Vxf+aVy-[(E(t,x)-v)f] =0 in[0,T] xR%,

flizo= fo(X, V),
with E(t, x) € [C([0, T] x RZ)]4 (VT > 0) satisfying
(2.2) |E(t, x2) — E(t, X1)I< K|X2 — X4|, Vte[0,T].

We denote byX(t; Xo, Vo), V(t; Xo, Vo) the characteristic issuing fromd, vp) ini-
tially. Then it satisfies

dX

— =V,
(2.3) g\t/
i A(E(t, x) = V),
Xl=0= Xo, Vli=0= Vo.

By virtue of the standard theory of ODEs, we know
(X(t; -, ), V(t; ) : R — R

is a bi-Lipschitz continuous homomorphism. Thus we can ttaosthe unique
smooth solution by characteristics method if the initiatada& smooth. Since
Cy(R?) is dense inLY(R%) n L*(R*), a simple approximation yields the fol-
lowing theorem.
Theorem 2.1. Assumé < fo(x, V) € L1(R?) n L*(R¥) and Ht, X) € [C([0, T] x
R29)]9 (VT > 0) satisfies2.2). Then the equatio@.1) admits a unique weak solu-
tion f(t, x,v) € L2([0, T], LY(R2)) n L=([0, T] x R%Y). Besides, (t, x, V) satisfies

(i) 0 < f(t, X, V) < [[foll wanye'®  forae. (t.x,v) € [0, T] x R** and

f(t, x,v) € C([0, T], L(®R*H) N L=([0, T] x R*?),

Ad(p-1)t

(ii) 1 ©llLoy=€ 7 IlfollLozzsy, 1< p< oo, Vtel[0,T].

Proof. SinceC{’(R?) is dense i (R?%) n L= (R), we can take a sequenég e
Cy such that

11§ — foll 1(g2ey— O @ase —» 0 and ||f§|||_m(R2d)S Il fol o (2.
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Using the method of characteristics, we know

2+ V- Vx %+ AVy- [(E(t,X) -V =0 in[0,T] x R%,
(2.4) . .

fl=0= (X, V),
admits a unique smooth solution
(2.5) F#(t, X(t; Xo. Vo). V(t; X0, Vo)) = f§ (X0, vo)e'® vt € [0, T].
Integrating [Z:4)-1 in [0] x R%, we have

(2.6) fs(t,x,v)dxdv:f f5 (X, v)dxdv.
R2d R2d

Write fgl - fgz in the form of
FEL— £52 = (51 — £52) + (fE1 - £22).

By virtue of the uniqueness of the solution, we obtain

f [FEL(t, x, V) — T22(t, X, v)|dxdv

R2d

:f [(FEL(t, %, V) — £22(t, x, V)" — (F2L(t, x, V) — F22(t, X, V)" ]dxdv
R2d

:me [(f5H(x, V) = 152(x, V)" = (f5*(x, V) = f52(x, v))"Jdxdv

:fRZdlfgl(x, V) — f52(x, v)|dxdv.
Thus there exists a subsequence still denotetftgy; x, v) such that
(2.7) fe(t, x,v) - f(t,x,v) forae (t,x,v) € [0, T] x R asg — 0.
From [2.6), we have

f [Fe(t2, X, V) — f8(ty, X, v)]dxdv = O, Vt;,t € [0, T].
RZd

Lettinge — 0, we get

fo4v-Vyf + AVy - [(E(tX) =W f] =0 inD/((0,T) x RY),

0 < f(t.x,V) < [Ifollwrzeye®® forae. (t, x,v) € [0, T] x R
and

f [f(t2, X, V) = f(t1, x,V)]dxdv = 0, Vi1t € [0, T].
R2d
Therefore f(t, X, v) is a weak solution anél(t, x, v) € C([0, T], LY(R2¥))NL>([0, T]x
RZd).
Multiplying @.4)-1 by p(f¥)P~1 (1 < p < o) and integrating irR%4, we get

gf |f2(t, x,v)|pdxdv=/ld(p—1)f [f4(t, X, v)|Pdxdv.
dt R2d R2d

Solving the above ODE yields

Ad(p-1)t

(p-1)
(28) ||f8(t)”|_p(R2d): e r ”ngLp(de), 1< P <oo, Yt e [0, T]
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Combining [2.6),[(Z]7) and (2.8), we obtain

Ad(p-1)t

(29) ”f(t)”l_p(RZd): e p ||f0”|_p(R2d), 1 S p < o0, Vt S [0, T]

by lettinge — 0, which amounts to the unigueness of the weak solutions. O

The following lemma implies that is a measure preserving map along the
characteristics. It plays an important role in our subsagpgoof.

Lemma 2.1. Assume ft, X, V) is a weak solution ofZ.1) and ¢(x, V) € Lﬁ)C(R?d).
Then it holds that

f f(t, X, V)p(x,v)dxdv = | fo(Xo, Vo) (X(t; Xo, Vo), V(t; Xo, Vo))dXodVo
Q Qo

for anyQ € R,

Proof. We only need to prove
f fe(t, X, V)o(X, v)dxdv = f f5 (X0, Vo) (X(t; Xo, Vo), V(t; Xo, Vo)) dXodVo.
Q Qq

By virtue of our previous analysis on the characteristios kwow
(Xt ), V(t-,) - Qo — Q

is a bi-Lipschitz continuous homomorphism. Make the foilogvcoordinate trans-
form
x = X(t; X0, Vo) V= V(t; X0, Vo).

Then the Jacobian of the transform is defined by

o9X X
_ |oX A\
0Xo Vo

Since

|(Xa(t; X10, V10), Va(t; X10, V10)) = (Xa(t; X20, V20), Va(t; X20, V20))|
< €T |(x10, V10) — (%20, V20)l Yt € [0, T],

X X OV N Ay 2d
we know X Ve 5%s and v, exist for a.e. %o,Vo) € R<. As we compute

Lebesgue integral, we can suppose thf xo, Vo) exists for all §o,vo) € R,
Then
(2.10)

f fe(t, X, V)o(X, v)dxdv
Q

= fE(t, X(t; Xo. Vo), V(t; Xo, Vo))e(X(t; Xo, Vo). V(t; Xo, Vo)) I(t, Xo, Vo)dXodvo.
Qo
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Next we computel(t, Xg, Vo). Fix (Xo, Vo) € R%. We differentiate] with respect to
t and then obtain

: . X 9X
: . 0Xo No
d | g dX 9 dx d : :
dJ_ 3 [ a s ar D aw aa
a = | Sl wear
IV oV : :
0Xo No
=-adJ
where we used _ _
ax' ., dV! i i
—— =V, — = AE(t,X) -V
ot g = AELX)=V)

OE' 9E X  OE  9E aX

OXo OXdxo Vg OX vg
ThusJ(t, Xo, Vo) = e 9t sinceJy = 1. Substituting[{2J5) intd (2.10), we conclude
our proof. O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

This section is devoted to construction of the approximatat®ns for [1.1).
Notice that the nonlinear term ih(1.1)ugt, x). The dificulty mainly comes from
the fact thafo, (t, X) may be equal to 0, so we approximaitg, x) with u’(t, x) =

Ap(t(tx ))() j2(t, x) andp?(t, x) are defined in the same way as before, wHé(eg x, v)

is the weak solution of the following approximate equation:
0 +v-Vxf® + AVy - [(Uo(t, X) — V) f°] = 0,
foleo= fo(x,V) € LY(R™) n L2 (R™).

We use the Schauder fixed point theorem to establish theearistof approxi-
mate solutions. Take

(3.1)

(3.2) X :={E(t,x): E(t,x) € C([0,T] x R, |IE(t, X)lL o, T)xr2e)< Mo and
E(t, -) is Lipschitz continuous uniformly fare [0, T]},

whereMy is the bound of the velocity support &. For anyE(t, X) € X, we know
there is a unique weak solution fo {2.1) according to ThedzemWe denote it by
g(t, x,v) and define

J|‘X—y|<|' jl‘%d g(ta Y, W)Wdey
+ J|‘X—)/|<|' jlz&d g(t5 ya W)dey

FLEI(t, x) =

In the following, we suppose the weak solutigft, x,v) € C3([0, T] x R2), If
not, we approximatdp with f§ and use the smooth solutigri(t, x, v) to substitute

o(t, X, V).
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We will show that¥ satisfies the frame of Schauder fixed point theorem and
yields the following theorem. We denote the approximatetsm by fo(t, x, v),
while M?(t) denotes the bound of its velocity support at titme

Theorem 3.1. Assumé < fo(x, V) € LY(R%) N L= (R%) and M is bounded. Then
@) admits a weak solution®ft, x,v) € L=([0, T], LY(R2) N L=([0, T] x R2),
YT > 0. Besides, (t, x, v) and M(t) satisfy

(i) 0 < FO(t, X, V) < [Ifoll s 2oy €' for ae. (t,x,v) € [0, T] x R** and

f2(t, x,v) € C([0, TL, LY(R*)) N L™([0, T] x R*),

(i) M°(t) < Mo,

5 Ad(p-1)t

(|||) ”f (t)”Lp(de)= e r ||f0|||_p(R2d), 1< P < oo, Yt e [0, T]

In order to prove the above theorem, we need the followingriams
Lemma 3.1. Assume B, x) € X. ThenF[E](t, X) € X.

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.
step I  [IF[EI X)L (o.1xre)< Mo
According to Lemma 2.1, we know

suppf(t, -, -) = {(x,V) : X = X(t; Xo, Vo), V = V(t; Xo, Vo), where(Xo, Vo) € suppfo}.

Since

dv

a = /I(E(ta X) - V) and ”E(ta X)HLN([O,T]XRd)S M05
we have

IV(t; X0, Vo)I< Mo,  V(Xo, Vo) € suppfo.
Thus
pl' (t’ X)
IF TEICt, Xl e < Mg || ———— < Mo.
Lo ([0, T]xR) 5+ pr(t.X) P,

step 2 [F[E](t, x2) — FE](t, X1)I< Clxz — Xal, Yt € [0, T]
It is sufficient to prove

[ (t, X2) = o (t, X)I< Clx2 — x1|  and |or(t, X2) — pr(t, X1)I< ClX2 — X4
Define
o(X1, 1) ={y: ly—xal<r}, o(xo,r)={y: ly—xol<r},

A(X1, X2) = (0(x1,1) \ 0(X2,1)) U (0(X2,T) \ 0(X1,T)).
() If |x1 — X2|< 2r, we have

d
s3]

< C(n)IXy = Xal.
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f f a(t, y, wywdwdy — f f a(t.y, W)wdwdy’
o(Xy,r) JRd o(Xa,r) JRd

f a(t,y, w)wdwdy‘
A(X1,X2) JRY

< Cll foll o (rzey MG HA(X1, Xo)|
< Clx2 — Xq/.

Then

|j|’(t’ X2) - jr(t’ X1)| =

Similarly, we have
lor (t, X2) = pr (t, X2)I< Clxz = Xal.
(2) If [x1 — X2|> 2r, we have
[jr(t, %2) = § (t Xl < 1 (6 X2)1+1] (8 %)l
< Cllfoll gy MG r¢
< CIxp — Xq|.

Similarly, we get

lor (t, X2) = pr (t, X2)I< Clxz — Xal.
Combining (1) and (2) yields the conclusion of step 2.
step3  |F[E](t2, X) — FIE](t1, X)|< Clto — tg], Vig, 1o € [0, T]
We only need to prove

lir(t2, X) = ji (t, )< Clto = ta| - and oy (t2, X) = pr (1, X)I< Cltz - ta.
Employing the equatiori (2.1), we have
|jr(t2’ X) - jr(t].’ X)l

= f f [o(t2, y, W) — O(t1, y,w)]wdwdy‘
o(X,r)

= —wdwdydt
f f(Xr) jéd ot Y ‘

= f f o fR W Vyg—AVw - [(E(t, y) — w)g]}wdwdydt‘

= f f w —gw - ndo-dwdt + Ad f o E(t, y)—w]dwdydt‘
tp JRd do(X,r) tp Jo(X,r) JRI
<CJtp — tq].

by direct computation. Similarly,
lor (t2, X) — pr (ta, ¥)I< Cltz2 — ta].
Combining step 2 and step 3, we know
IFE](t2, x2) — FE](t1, X)I
<IF[E](t2, x2) = F[E](t2, X1)|+|F[E](t2, X1) — F[E](t1, X1)|
<CJ|x2 — X1|+Clto — t1].
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Therefore F[E](t, x) € C([0, T] x RY). O
Next lemma implies thaf is a continuous functional iX. It states as follows.

Lemma 3.2. AssumdE,} € X satisfy||[En — El| (o 1jxzey— 0, @S N— oco. Then
IFTEn] = FLE]llL~ (0 1]xre)— 0, as N— co.

Proof. We only need to prove
”Jp(t’ X) - jr(ta X)”L‘”([O,T]XRU)_) O, asn — oo
and
llof(t, X) = pr(t, X)|||_oo([o,T]><Rd)—> 0, asn — oo.
Define
UP(t, X) = {(Yo- Wo) = (Yn(t; Yo, Wo), Wh(t; Yo, Wo)) € (X, ) x supp,g"(t, -, )},

Ur(t, X) = {(Yo, Wo) = (Y(t; Yo, Wo), W(t; Yo, Wo)) < O(X, F) X SUPR/I(t, -, )},
and
A(UP, Ur) = (Up \Ur) U (Ur\ Up)
Using Lemma 2.1, we obtain
(3.3)
[i7(t %) = Jr (&, X)|

f f g'(t, v, wywewdly — f f ot y,w)wdwdy‘
o(X,r) JRd o(X,r) JRd

f o fo(Yo, Wo) Wh(t; Yo, Wo)dwodyq + f fo(Yo, Wo)(Wh — W)dwody,
AU, Ur

<CIA(U}, Up)[+CIW, — W,
Employing the characteristic equatidn (2.3), we have
d(Yn-Y)

a5 - W
d(W, —
=T A E - (Wo - W,

(Yn=Yls=t=0,  (Wh = W)|s=t= 0.
If Ve > 0, |En — Ell ~o,1jxre)< &, then a simple computation yields

(3.4) Who —Wol< e and |Yno — Yol< ATe.
Since
(3.5 AU, Up)I< 10U N Up)-ATe < Ce,

Combining [3:8),[(3}4) and (3.5), we obtain

17t X) = (6 X)L o Tjxre) < Ce.
Similarly, we get

llof(t, X) = or (L, X)ll oo, 1yxre) < Ce.



12 JIN

The following lemma is the famous velocity averaging lemie. mainly use it
to get some compactness of the approximate solutions. Eatdtailed proof, we
refer the reader t¢ [13].

Lemma 3.3 (DiPerna and Lions 1989)Let m > 0, f,g € L2(R, x R%) and
f(t, X, V), g(t, x, V) satisfy
of

=tV xf = Vg inD'((0,T) x R%),

I ey R _xd g _ copdy i
whereVy, 8\,18\/2 avd and|él= X2, €' = m. Then for any(v) € CJ(RY), it
holds that

HfRd f(t, X, V)g(v)dv

SC ||f|||_2 R, R2d +”g|||_2 R, R2d) ) »
e (I llzge. 2 (e

where s= 2(1—1+m) and C is a positive constant.

This lemma is used to prove thatis compact. Using the fact that the velocity
support is uniformly bounded for the linear equation if ibisunded initially, we
remove the constraink|2 fo(x, v) € L1(R2) in [24].

Lemma 3.4. AssumgE"} € X. Then there exists a subsequence still denoted by
{E"} such that|7[E"] — F[E]llL~(0,T)xrey— 0 @s N— co.

Proof. We only need to prove
it x) = j,(t. x) andpf(t, X) = pr(t,x) uniformly in [0, T] x RY,

asn — oo,
For anye > 0, there exists a baB(R) such that

f fo(X, v)dvdx < e.
RI\B(R)

Employing Lemma 2.1, we have

.
f f f g"(t, x, v)vdvdxdt
0 JRINB(R+MpT) JRI

(3.6) T

sMof f fo(X, v)dvdxdt

0 JRNBR) JRI
<MgTe.
Since
n
B v Yy = -y (B9 Vg in D(0.T) x B

and

19"l 2o Tyxrzy< C, IICE"(L, X) = V)G 20, T1xr20) < C,
Using Lemma 3.3, we get

H f g"(t, X, v)vav <C,
Rd

1
H4 ([0, T]xRd)
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where we have used the fact that the velocity suppod'a$ uniformly bounded
fort € [0, T]. Since

(3.7) Ha ([0, T] x B(R+ MgT)) << L1 ([0, T] x B(R+ MoT)),

combining [(3.6), we know there exists a subsequence stibhteel byj" such that

T
(3.8) f flj”(t,x)—j(t,x)ldxdt—>0, asn — oo,
0 Jrd

where
", x) = f g"(t,x,v)vdv and j(t,x) = f g(t, X, v)vdv.
Rd Rd

In the above equatiom,is the weak limit ofg” in L2([0, T]xR2%). By the definition
of jf(t, x) and j,(t, x), we have

0 %) — i (6 %)l < f NACH R Y

o(X
< [y -ty vxers
R

From [3.8), we know there exists a further subsequence &ath t
[jM(t, x) = j,(t,x)| > 0 forae te[0,T]
uniformly with respect t, asn — oo. Using the fact that
ljf(t2, X) = JR(te, Y)I< Cltz = ta] - and  [j(tz, X) = j, (ta, X)I< Cltz — tal,
we know
ift,x) - j,(t.x) uniformly in [0, T] xRY, asn — .
Similarly, we get
pP(t, X) = pr(t,x) uniformly in [0, T] x RY, asn — oo
and then conclude the proof. O

With the help of the above lemmas, we can easily present tha pf Theorem
3.1, by using the Schauder fixed point theorem and our asadysiinear equation.

Proof of Theorem 3.1SinceX is convex and bounded. Using Lemma 3.1 and
Lemma 3.4, we know X is convex and compact, adX € X. ThusF (¥ X) C
FX. Using the Schauder fixed theorem, we know there is a fixed it X.
Therefore,[(311) has a weak solution.

Based on our analysis on linear equation, we know Theoren(i)2.{i) hold
for everyE(t, X) € X. Especially for the fixed point, we have Theorem 3.1 (i) and
(iii). From the step 1 of Lemma 3.1, we know Theorem 3.1 (iijdso Thus we
complete the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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4. ExisteNci oF WEAK SoLuTION FOR THE ORIGINAL EQUATION

In this section, we will recover the weak solution bf {1.1)taking weak limit
to the approximate solutions df (8.1).

Proof of Theorem 1.1From Theorem 3.1, we know there exists a sequéfftex, v)
such that

(4.1) fO(t,x,v) — f(t,x,v) weakly inL?([0, T] x R%).
Sincel| fOull 2o 1xr20) < C, there also exists a subsequence
fou® = m weakly inL%([0, T] x R?).
We only need to proven = fu. Following the proof of Lemma 3.4, we know
(4.2) f 2(t, X, V)e(V)dv — f f(t, x,V)p(V)dv, VYe(V) e Cg"(Rd)
Rd Rd
and for a.e.t{ x) € [0, T] xRY, ass — 0. By the definition

pex= [ [ raywwdegy. 0= [ [ Ry,
o(X,r) JRd o(X,r) JRd

then the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields

(4.3) it x) = j,(t,x) aein[0,T]xRY, ass — 0,
and

(4.4) Pt x) = pr(t,x) ae in[0,T]xRY, ass — 0.
Define

A={tX): pr(t,x) =0}, B={({x): pr(t,x) > 0}

By the definition ofA, we knowA cC [0, T]xR%\suppf (-, -, v) for anyv € RY. Com-
bining the factu’|< Mg and [4.2), the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
yields

(4.5) Lﬁ@ f(t, X, V) (V)dve(t, x)u’dxdt — 0,

for any ¢(v) € Cg"(Rd), #(t,x) € CF((0,T) x RY), ass — 0. Using the definition
of u(t, x) in (1.2), we also have

(4.6) ff f(t, X, V)p(V)dve(t, X)udxdt = O,
A JRd

for anye(v) € CYRY), ¢(t, x) € C((0, T) x RY). Thus

4.7)

Iimff £9(t, X, V)ulp(V)a(t, x)dvdxdt:ff f(t, X, V)up(V)é(t, X)dvdxdt,
A JRd A JRd

60—0

for all (V) € Cg“(Rd) andg(t, x) € C3((0, T) x RY).
For any , x) € B, combining [4.8),[{4}4) and the definition ofgive

w(t,x) - u(t,x) aeinB, ass — 0.
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Then the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem leads to
(4.8)

lim ff o(t, X, Vu’p(V)¢(t, X)dvdxdt = ff f(t, X, V)up(v)é(t, X)dvdxdt,

0—0 JB Jprd B JRd
for all ¢(v) € CY[RY) andg(t, x) € CF((0, T) x RY). Combining [4Y) and{418),
we have
(4.9)

T T

lim f f f9(t, X, V)u’o(V)(t, X)dvdxdt = f f f(t, X, V)up(V)a(t, x)dvdxdt,
6—0 Jo R2 0 R2
for all ¢(v) € C3(RY) andg(t, x) € C5((0, T) x RY). Using the density of the sums
and products of the forma(v)4(t, x) in C3°((0, T) x R we get

fou’ - fu in O'((0,T) x R?Y), ass — 0.

Thusf is a weak solution of (111). Employing(4.1) and Theorem B.is,easy to
see Theorem 1.1 (i), (i) and (iii) hold. This completes thegs.

5. CoNcLUSION

In this paper, we just prove the existence of weak solutimhde the uniqueness
is a remaining unsolved problem. The rigorous derivatiothefkinetic model is
also a challenging question. These issues are beyond tpe stour paper.

From a modeling perspective, there are many other factatsatie not included
in our model. The most meaningful is to add noise to the mdtlelill lead to the
addition of a Laplace term in the equations. Whether we ctabksh the global
well-posedness of the solution around the equilibriumestainot as in[[15] is also
an interesting question.

From a theoretical point of view, the derivation of the fluiddel from the ki-
netic model can also been done following formal argumentser recent trend of
research has been launched in these directions. We refegatier to[[1][2][3][4]
[BIZI[LI][LZ][L6][L7] [I8][20][21][25]. But the analyis, asymptotic behavior and
the stability of many of these models still remain unexpdor€or further reference
to the state of the art in this interesting topic, we referrtaer to the survey paper
[6] for the recent results in this territory.
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