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THE SMALL DEBORAH NUMBER LIMIT OF THE DOI-ONSAGER
EQUATION WITHOUT HYDRODYNAMICS

YUNING LIU AND WEI WANG

ABSTRACT. We study the small Deborah number limit of the Doi-Onsager equation for the dynam-
ics of nematic liquid crystals without hydrodynamics. This is a Smoluchowski-type equation that
characterizes the evolution of a number density function, depending upon both particle position
x € RY(d = 2,3) and orientation vector m € S? (the unit sphere). We prove that, when the Debo-
rah number tends to zero, the family of solutions with rough initial data near local equilibria will
converge strongly to a local equilibrium distribution prescribed by a weak solution of the harmonic
map heat flow into S?. This flow is a special case of the gradient flow to the Oseen-Frank energy
functional for nematic liquid crystals. The key ingredient is to show the strong compactness of
the family of number density functions and the proof relies on the strong compactness of the cor-
responding second moment (or the Q-tensor), a spectral decomposition of the linearized operator
near the limit local equilibrium distribution, as well as the energy dissipation estimate.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Mathematical theories of the liquid crystal. Liquid crystals are matter in a state which
has properties between those of a conventional fluid and those of a solid crystal. The quintessential
property of a liquid crystal is its anisotropy. One of the most common phases for liquid crystal is
the nematic phase, in which the molecules tend to have the same alignment, but their positions are
not correlated. Nematic liquid crystal can be modeled at different scales employing different order
parameters, which quantify the anisotropic behavior of the material (see for instance [29]), and the
choice of the parameters leads to different theories.

This paper is concerned with two dynamical descriptions of nematic liquid crystals. The more
fundamental theory is a microscopic molecular theory, in which the order parameter is a family of
number density function f(m,x,t) on S? that describes the density of molecules at point z € R?
at time ¢t having alignment m € S%. The alignment m is an idealized description of the orientation
of a hard-rod molecule. In a limit that will be rigorously justified in this paper, the microscopic
theory gives rise to the other theory, which is a macroscopic vector theory, and in this setting, the
information is given by a function n(z,t) taking values in the unit sphere S?. The formula that
bridges these two theories is the following special form of the number density function

Flm o t) = %enw-nw»i (1.1)

where 717 depends on a coupling constant in the interaction and Z is the renormalization constant.
If 7 is large, this is a probability density that is concentrated near n(z,t).

In the microscopic molecular theory, in order to characterize the static configuration of liquid
crystals, Onsager introduced in [27] a free energy functional on a given domain {2 as

el = [ [ (r1085+ puin)) ama. (12)
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The first part in (L2)) is the entropy, corresponding to the (rotational) Brownian motion that the
rod-like molecules undergo, while the second part describes the interaction energy among them.
Here the mean-field potential U[f] is defined as

//82 z,m; ' m') f(2',m')da'dm/, (1.3)

where B(z,m;z',m’') = B(x — 2/;m,m’) > 0 is a kernel function that measures the interaction
potential energy between two molecules with configuration (m,z) and (m/,z’) respectively. In
Onsager’s original setting, B(z — x’;m,m’) is chosen to be 1 if two molecules with configuration
(m,z) and (m/,z") are joint, and B(z — a’;m,m’) = 0 if otherwise. This definition is called the
hard-core excluded volume interaction potential [27]. In this work, we consider an alternative and
more regular form of B which is proposed in [32]:

B(z,m;z’',m') = alm Am/Pke(x — o). (1.4)

Here a A b denotes the usual wedge product of two vectors a,b € R3, and « is a parameter that
measures the intensity of the potential. Moreover,

where k(x) is a positive function that decays at infinity. The positive parameter € represents the
typical interaction distance among molecules, and d = 2 or 3 is the dimension of the ambient space.
The above potential shares qualitatively the same features as Onsager’s original potential, but it is
easier to study analytically due to its smoothness and decoupled structure with respect to spatial
variable x and alignment direction m.

The system considered in this work is the dynamical equation corresponding to (L2]), introduced
by Doi [7]. Define the chemical potential as

Mﬂz%gLﬂ%f+MH

Then the evolution for the number density function f = f(m,z,t) is governed by the following
Smoluchowski equation:

af 1

E:D—R- (fR,u[f]) —R- (m/\(Vv)T-mf), (1.5)
where R is the rotational gradient operator defined on the unit sphere by R = mAV,,, (see Section
3). Moreover, (Vv)? is the transpose of the velocity gradient, and De is the Deborah number
characterizing the typical relaxation time which is usually very small. The fluid velocity v satisfies
the following Navier-Stokes type equation

v+v-Vo=—-Vp+ V.74 F° V-v=0. (1.6)

Here p is the pressure, 7 and F¢ are stress and body force respectively given by
1
T =2nD + §§TD s(mmmm)y — (mm ARu)p, F=—(Vu)s.

In this expression 7, &, are material related constants, D = %(Vfu + (Vo)T), and
def

(O [ O fm)am.

We remark that the stress term 7 was introduced by Doi [7], while the body force F¢ was first
introduced by E and Zhang [9]. We also refer to [35] for the construction of smooth solution to the

system ([LH)-(T6]).



SMALL DEBORAH NUMBER LIMIT OF DOI-ONSAGER EQUATION 3

Another theory for nematic liquid crystal is the aforementioned macroscopic vector theory, which
views the material as a continuum. The order parameter that it employs is a unit-vector field
n(x,t), describing the locally preferred alignment of the molecules near the material point . The
corresponding distortion energy, which is known as the Oseen-Frank energy, takes the following
form:

Eor[n] = B(V-n)? + 2(n-(VAR)? + B [nA(V An) [ + 235 (t2(Vn)?> — (V- n)?), (1.7

where k1, ko, k3, k4 are elasticity constants which are distinct in general. The first three terms in
([LT) correspond to the three typical pure deformations, i.e. splay, twist and bend, while the last
term is a null lagrangian, discovered by Ericksen [II]. The analytic properties of minimizers of
(L) under Dirichlet boundary condition was investigated in [19]. The Oseen-Frank energy (L)
is reduced to the Dirichlet energy

Eor[n] = 5|Vn/?, (1.8)
when one makes the one-constant approximation: k; = ko = k3 = A, ks = 0. Minimizing (L)
among mappings from  into S? under certain boundary conditions leads to harmonic maps into
S?, which are widely studied in the past few decades, see [23] and references therein.

For the purpose of describing the hydrodynamics of liquid crystals, Ericksen and Leslie [10
21] formulated a hydrodynamical system which is known as Ericksen-Leslie system. It is a very
sophisticated PDE system which couples a Navier-Stokes equation describing the conservation of
momentum with an evolution equation for the vector field n(z,t). We refer to [22] 24] for the recent
progresses on the mathematics of this system. When the fluid effect is neglected, i.e., the velocity is
0, then the Ericksen-Leslie system is reduced to the gradient flow of the Oseen-Frank energy (7).
Under the aforementioned one-constant approximation, this gradient flow becomes the harmonic
map heat flow into S?

o = A(An + |Vn|*n), (1.9)
which is well-known and widely studied during the past decades. It is worth mentioning that, even
for regular initial data, the (local-in-time) smooth solution to (L.9) might develop singularity at a
finite time and thus in general, the global-in-time solutions to (L9]) might only have very limited
differentiability. See [23] and references therein for the analysis of (L9).

Another theory for nematic liquid crystal is the Landau-De Gennes theory. Like the vector
theory, it views the material as a continuum. However, the order parameter it uses is a symmetric
traceless 3 X 3 matrix @ (usually referred to as the @Q-tensor), which can be interpreted as the
second moment of a number density function f:

1
QA = [ (mem=31)f(m.ydm.
We refer to the book by de Gennes-Prost [5] for physics of this theory.

1.2. From microscopic theories to macroscopic theories for liquid crystals. Exploring
the connections between different theories for liquid crystal flow is a fundamental issue in liquid
crystal studies. Kuzzu-Doi [20] first derived the Ericksen-Leslie equations and determined the
Leslie coefficients from the Doi-Onsager equation under the small Deborah number limit. However,
the Ericksen stress was missing. E-Zhang [9] extended Kuzuu and Doi’s formal derivation to the
inhomogeneous case and the Ericksen stress was obtained from an extra introduced body force.
Roughly speaking, E and Zhang showed that the solution (f,v) of (LH)-(L6) with De = € has a

formal expansion

f=Jfolm-n)+efi+---,
V=19 + €vy + -,
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where fy is an equilibrium distribution of the form (1), and (vg(z,t),n(z,t)) is a solution to the
Ericksen-Leslie system.

In [33], Wang-Zhang-Zhang give a first rigorous derivation of the Ericksen-Leslie system from
the Doi-Onsager equation when the Deborah number tends to 0 by using the Hilbert expansion
method similar to [4] for the Boltzmann equation. In [34], the relation between dynamic Q-tensor
system and Ericksen-Leslie system was explored by the same authors. In [I§], a systematic way
was proposed to model liquid crystals for different phases based on the molecular theory.

In [33], B4], the singular limits are justified within the framework of smooth solutions, which
excludes a large class of physical solutions that are not regular at space-time locations where
the defects of liquid crystal arise. Thus, it is an important question to explore the relationships
between different theories in the framework of weak solutions. At this stage, it is worth mentioning
that Golse and Saint-Raymond [16] justified the limit from the renormalized weak solution of the
Boltzmann equation to the Leray weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations.

Our goal is to justify the small Deborah number limit from the Doi-Onsager equation (LH)- (L8]
to the Ericksen-Leslie system in the framework of weak solutions. In this work, we shall restrict
ourselves to the case without hydrodynamics and then the Ericksen-Leslie system is reduced to
(L9). The general case should be a challenging problem, due to the possible lack of monotonicity
formulas and maximum principle (see a recent work of Lin and Wang [22]). On the other hand,
Wang, Wang and Zhang [31] justified the limit from the Q-tensor flow to (L9]) in the framework
of weak solutions, where the key ingredient is to establish some monotonicity formulas. In [26],
the authors considered the asymptotic limit of € for critical points and minimizers of the energy
functional (L.2)-(T4]), and the one-constant approximation of Oseen-Frank energy is derived in the
limit. See also [30] for a I'-convergence approach where a more general energy than (L8] is obtained
in the limit.

1.3. Main results. To derive the corresponding vector theory of physical interest, we should take
De ~ ¢ in (A, as in [33]. For simplicity, we set De = ¢ and this leads to the Doi-Onsager equation
without hydrodynamics:

1
Z—Jtc = ER (Rf + fRZ/{E[f]), (x,m) € R? x S?, (1.10)
where U,[f] denotes the inhomogeneous interaction potential, given by

Mm:aédymAmVu%#ﬁwmmmwﬂ (1.11)

Note that a related kinetic model for self-propelled particles has been discussed in [6] [14].
It is easy to derive a conservation law for smooth solution to (LI0):

1
8t/82 fdm = D_e/ng. (fR(log f +Ue[f]))dm = 0. (1.12)

For the sake of investigating the small e asymptotic of the solution to (LI0]), we need to know the
equilibrium of the homogeneous energy functional (here homogeneous refers to the case when the
interaction kernel is independent of spatial variable z):

lfl = [ (£, 1og F(m. ) + Ro{f1(m, 2 fm. ) (1.13)

where Up|[f] denotes the homogeneous interaction potential

%Ummq:aéJmAmVﬂQOmh (1.14)
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The model ([LI3)-(TI4) is the so called Maier-Saupe model, of which equilibrium points have been
completely classified in [I3], 25]. One of the main results there is that, when o > 7.5 (this is the
parameter region in which the isotropic phase loses stability), all minimizers of &[f] can be written
as

1
fo(m) = hy(m) := —elmv)? g / 1) A, (1.15)
7 -

for every given v € S%. Here 7 is an increasing function of a that will be discussed in Section
in details.
In the sequel, we shall always assume « > 7.5 and denote Ey by the minimum of &y[f]:

EO := inf go[f] = go[h,,]. (1.16)

Moreover, we introduce the inhomogeneous energy functional as well as the chemical potential:

elfl= [ [ (lemton flam) + 37 mlflm.) = 2 )dmda, (117
)= L < og r g

For a unit-norm vector field v = v(t,z), we call h, a local equilibrium distribution (of the energy
functional &). If v = e for some fixed eg € S?, we call h, a uniform equilibrium distribution. Local
and uniform equilibrium distributions will play analogous roles in our analysis as local and uniform
Maxwellians do in the hydrodynamic limit of the Boltzmann equation.

In the sequel, we denote fe, := he,(m) the uniform equilibrium distribution oriented by a constant
vector eg € S2. Then one has the following energy dissipation law for smooth solution of (LI0) that
decays sufficiently fast to f, at z = oo :

Seln+ e /R d /S JIR(log f + ULf))Pdmdz = 0.

The above identity can formally be derived by first multiplying (LI0) with log f + U[f] and then
integrating by parts.
The main result of this paper is given below:

Theorem 1.1. Consider fi" € L>®(R%; L2(S?)) with
fir>6>0, ae. (x,m)€ R? x S?, for some fized § > 0,

£ — feoHL2(Rd><S2) < o0, - f&(@,m)dm =1, a.e. z € R
Then we have '

(i). The Doi-Onsager equation (LIQ) with initial condition fli—=o = fI has a unique positive
solution, denoted by f., satisfying, for every T € (0,00),

fo e L®(RELC®((0,T) x S?)), 0, fe, Agz2fe € L®(RY L2(0,T; H1(S?))),

] (1.19)
fe>Cl(e,T)6, / fe(m,z, t)dm =1 a.e. (x,t) € R* x [0,T],
SZ
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where C(e,T) denotes a positive constant depending on € and T'. Moreover, the following energy
dissipation law holds for almost every t € (O T):

! / (Eolf (1) — Eolfg) (2, 1)) + - QU 1) — QU DI ke (z — y) dady

€ 4e R xRd

// /f€|Rue fak dmd:EdT—ﬂ (1.20)

if the mght hand side is bounded.
(ii). If in addition to (LIR), assumes that k(z) € L'(R% R, is a radial function satisfying:

lz2k(x) € LY(RY), Vk(z) € L*(RY) (1.21)
and there exists some constant C > 0 independent of € such that
15— Fuallpo ey < Cs EL < Ce, and | fi" B oy < O (122)

then up to the extraction of a subsequence, it holds that for every T > 0 and every compact set
W C RY,

QU] =% QL] strongly in C([0,T]; LA(W)),

e—0

fe == fo  strongly in L* (W x §? x (O,T)),
where fo = %e"(m" @) for some n(z,t) € C(]0,T); L2 (R4:S?)) with

n(z,t) —ep € L=(0,T; H'(RY), and 9yn € L*((0,T) x RY). (1.23)
Furthermore, n(z,t) is a weak solution to (L9) with initial data n(z,0) satisfying

lin% Q[f™ = So(n(x,0) ® n(z,0) — +13) strongly in L} (RY).

€E—

Here A and S are positive constants only depending on the interaction intensity o, the dimension
d, and the kernel function k(z).

Remark 1.1. A weak solution to (L9) is some n(z,t) : R x (0,T) — S? fulfilling (L23) and the
following identity for any ©(z) € CX(R%R?) and p(t) € CX(R4;R):

/ (O An) - O(@)p(t)dadt = A £(1)2,0(x) - (n A dym)dadt.

RAXR4 RAXR4

It can be verified using |n(x,t)| =1 that, if a weak solution n(xz,t) is smooth, then it fulfills
(On — AAn) An =0

and this is equivalent to (L9)).

Remark 1.2. The first part of Theorem[I1l is concerned with the wellposedness of (LIQ), which is
proved in the beginning of Section[fl Although these issues can be discussed under much more relaxved
assumptions on the interaction potential (L3]) as well as the initial data, for the sake of investigating
the scaling limit, we restrict ourselves to the inhomogeneous Maier-Saupe potential defined by (LIII)

and initial data near the local equilibria, which include local equilibrium distributions as especial
cases. More precisely, if ne(x) : R — S? fulfills

[ne — eoll g1 ray < C
for some C independent of € and for some eq € S?, then fi"(m,z) = %e"(m'"s(x)ﬁ satisfies (L22)).

Remark 1.3. We will give a more detailed discussion on assumptions (L21) in Section 2.1.
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Now we sketch the key steps in the proof for Part (i) of Theorem [[I}

First of all, we will derive the uniform modulated energy estimate for the local energy dissipation
(C20). This will be the main task of section @ and the primary difficulty is how to take care of the
integrability of various terms. Note that the second condition in (L22]) is in analogy to the relative
entropy condition in [15].

The second step is to show that for every T' > 0 and compact domain W C R,

fe 0, fo weakly in L! (Rd x S? x (O,T))

for some local equilibrium distribution fo(m,x,t) = %e"(m'"(m’t))Q. This is a consequence of (L20]).
To strengthen the above convergence, we then prove the strong compactness of the second moment

of fe:
Qlf] =% Qlfy] strongly in C([0,T]; L2 (R%).

More precisely, we shall make use of the second term on the left hand side of (L.20) to establish
the following uniform estimates for Q[f.]:

(@I ] = ke)HLZ(RdX(o,T)) <G,
sup 1/Rd |QLfe] * ke — Q[fe]Pda: + sup IV(Q[f.] * ko)[2dz < C.

0<t<T € 0<t<T JRd

This is in a spirit similar to the averaging type lemma in hydrodynamical limit theories of the
Boltzmann equation. In addition, several facts about the critical points of the Maier-Saupe energy
(see Section 2) will also play important roles.

The most difficult step is to show that n(z,t) satisfies the harmonic map heat flow. This could be
derived formally through the asymptotic expansion of (ILI0) in terms of € and a rigorous justification
using Hilbert expansion is done in [33]. Our approach is based on moment method, that is, to
consider the limit of the following formulation

/atfe(m,:E,t)¢(m,x,t)dmdxdt = %/R (feRpelf ) (m, z, t)dmdadt

for any ¥(m,z,t) € ker Gy, Here Gp = — Ay Hy, is the linearized operator of R - (fR,uo[f])
o0 :=log f + Up|f]) at the limiting equilibrium distribution fy, where
(w g g

Apd =R (JiR6), Hpg = +Uolo]
Owning to ker Q;ZO = span {AJTOIRi fo}, we will take
G(m,a,t) = p(t) AL (O(x) - Rfo)
for some test function ©(z) € C®(RY) and ¢(t) € C°(R,). Then the following limit is relatively
easy:

lim Opfe(m,x, t)(m, z, t)dmdzdt = 7/ (O An)-O(x)p(t)dedt

=0 Js2 3 Rdx R, RIxR
for some v = y(«) # 0. The main challenge is to prove the following singular limit:
1
lim — R - (feRpelf ) (m, z, t)dmdzdt = vA 0,0 - (n A Oin)p(t)dzdt,

=0 € Js2xRdxR, R xR
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for some A > 0. To this end, we decompose the term on the left hand side by

! / R (fRucf))bdmdadt = —- / (Bl f]O - R fdmdzdt
S2ZXRAXR 4 S2XRIXR4

€ €

1 / 1l LR - (fRG+o()0() f)dmdardt.
SZXRIXR 4

€

The first part converges to

yA 0;0(z) - (n A Oin)p(t)dzdt,
RdXR+

as a consequence of the strong compactness for Q[ fe]. The second part can be written as

! / HlfIR - (fU(Rib+o(8)0(2))) dmdadt
SZxRIXR 4

€

_ ! / VIRuf] - (R+o(t)O(x))
S2xRIXR 4

€

fs_fO
Ve

The key ingredient is to show that this term vanishes as ¢ — 0 and this motivates the Proposition
[61] which is of independent interest for mean-field limit problems: for every T' > 0 and compact
set W C R,

dmdaxdt.

fo =% fy strongly in L2 (W x §* x (0,T)). (1.24)

Motivated by [16] B3], the proof is achieved by combining the dissipation control in (I.20)) together
with the coercive estimate of the linearized operator Gy, as well as the micro-macro decomposition.
Note that the result of type ([24]) is not valid in general in hydrodynamic limit for Boltzmann
equation.

The rest of the paper will be organized as follows. In Section 2, we will introduce some analytic
results related to the Maier-Saupe energy. In Section 3, we present some basic properties of the
rotational operator R and a nonlocal operator L. defined via ([21). These properties will be
employed repeatedly in the remainder of the work. In Section 4, we derive the modulated energy
estimate and present some uniform estimates for the solution of the Doi-Onsager equation. In
Section 5, we prove the compactness of the second moment via the control of the modulated energy.
In Section 6, we prove the strong compactness of f. via the dissipation control of the modulated
energy and the micro-macro decomposition. Section 7 is devoted to the proof of Theorem [Tl

2. THE MAIER-SAUPE ENERGY

We first introduce some notation. For every 3 x 3 symmetric matrix M = {M;;}1<; j<3, the j-th
row vector will be denoted by M7 = {M;;}1<i<s. For any two such matrix M and N, their inner
product will be defined via M : N = M;; N;; under Einstein summation convention and this induces
the norm |M| = +/M : M. When i appears as superscript or subscript, it denotes an integer. On
the other hand, we shall also use i to denote v/—1 when it is multiplied by some quantities.

2.1. The interaction kernel of Maier-Saupe energy. Recall that the inhomogeneous Maier-
Saupe energy is defined by

elfl= [ (famog f(am) + 5 f o mth[fom ) = 72)dmda,

™
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Here Fj is defined at (LI6]) and is used for renormalization,

Ucf] = / / B(xz,m;z',m') f(z',m")da’dm/. (2.1)
Re J§?
In this paper, we will take the interaction kernel B(xz,m;z’,m’) as follows
B(z,m;z',m') = alm Am/ Pk (z — 2) (2.2)
where k(z) := ﬁk‘(%) Since the interaction potential energy between molecules in consideration

are nonnegative and isotropic, it is quite natural to assume that k(x) is a radial, nonnegative
function and [, k(z)dz = 1. Furthermore, we assume (L2I). The first assumption in ([I21)) is
crucial to deduce the Oseen-Frank energy with bounded coefficients, see [26, B3]. On the other
hand, we deduce from it the following condition which will be employed in the proof of Theorem
[LIin the last section:

lim1 k(z)dx < lim iz/ |z|?k(z)dz = 0, V& > 0. (2.3)

e—0 € |m|2% e—0 |m|2\/i€

If we denote by k(€) the Fourier transform of k(z), i.e.,
e = [ K@y s,
R4

then k(€) is also a radial real-valued function. Moreover, |k(¢)] < 1, k € W2 and

B(0)=1, VE(0)=0, VZ*(0)=-1=ug, (2.4)

We note that the first two formula are obvious while for the last one, using radial symmetry of
k(x), we have
V2(0) = —dn? /
R
for some 5 € R, and the result follows by taking the trace of the above formula.
The second assumption in (I21]) implies that there is a constant Cy such that |(14|€))k()| < Co

for all £ € R%, which implies, for [£] > 2Cy, k(£) < 1/2 and then %@ > %2‘. On the other hand,
0

we have lim¢_, 1“5—’“‘25) = % > 0 and k() < 1 for |¢] > 0. Thus, the continuous function

x ® xk(r)de = By
d

1—k

e[zkz '

strictly positive for || < 2Cj. Consequently, there exists some ¢y > 0 such that
colé*h*(§) <1 k(¢), v e RY. (2.5)

We will use ([23)-(2.35) rather than (L2I]) throughout the paper.
Apparently, there are many examples of k(z) satisfying (L21)) (and then ([2.3)-(23)). For exam-
d . . L e ~2le? .
ple, k(x) = (%) 2 e=alzl? with g € (0, ) satisfies all conditions. Actually, since k(§) = e~ "« , it is
not difficult to see that (2Z.5]) holds with ¢y < %2 We also remark that our choice of k here weaken
the assumptions in our previous work [26] on the static problem.

It is evident that ke(x) := ﬁk(%) satisfies
ke(€) = k(Vee), VEeR? (2.6)

Moreover, k. is a mollifier on R% in the sense that

v * k‘eHLp(Rd) < ||k76||L1(Rd)HUHLP(Rd), 1<p<co
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where * denotes the convolution in R? and for every v € LP(R?) with 1 < p < oo,
vk %0 strongly in LP(RY).

We shall often work with the traceless second moment Q(-) = Q[f](-) of a number density
function f(-,m) with [o f(-,m)dm =1 and f(-,—m) = f(-,m),

1
Q) = QUAC) = [ (mem = I, m)dm.
Moreover, we define a non-local operator for Q(x):
1
LQ="1(@-Qxk). 2.7
According to (2I0) and ([22]), it holds that

Uc[fl(m,z,t) = a/ f(m! 2 t)m AmPke(z — 2')da'dm’
S2xR4

= a/ fm, o' ke(z — 2")da'dm/
S2xR4

—am®@m: m' @m'f(m', 2", t)k(z — 2")dz’dm’
S2 xRd
=a(2—(mem): Q[f]*k). (2.8)
Here we used the fact that [, f(m,z,t)dm = 1. Similarly, we deduce from (LId)) that
Uplf] = a (3 — (mem):QLf]). (2.9)
Therefore
cULf] = Uolf]) = alm @ m) : LQ[f]. (2.10)

2.2. Critical points and minimizers of the homogeneous Maier-Saupe energy. We recall
some results on the critical points of the homogeneous Maier-Saupe energy:

lf) = [ (Ftm)1og fm)+ R [f1(m) £ () i, (211)
where
ol f)m) = [ {2 oy
S2
In view of ([29), we can also write ([ZI1) as
Qlf) = [ fmtog f(m)dm + 5 — S 1L (212)

Various analytic results of (2.11]) that will be employed in this work has been obtained in [2| [13],25].
To state these results, we define a monotonic increasing function sy : R — (—%, 1) by

f_11(3x2 —1)e™* dx
2 f_ll en?dr

s2(n) =

en(m-V)2

_ s 2
= e with givenv € S*,n € R

Lemma 2.1. Fvery axially symmetric distribution h,(m)

satisfies
Qlhu] = sa(n) (v @ v — 3I3) . (2.13)
Moreover, sa(n) and n share the same sign.
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Proof. The proof can be found in [33, Lemma 6.6]. For the convenience of the readers, we sketched
it here. Assuming v = (0,0,1)” without loss of generality, one can prove (ZI3) by showing the
components of both sides are equal. Moreover, from the identity

1 5 1 5 9
/ 2(1 = 2%)d(e™) +/ " d(2(1 - 2%) = € 2(1 - 2%)[5 = 0,
0 0

we have
nfol(l — 22)22%e" " dz
52 (77) = 1 P )
Jo € dz
which implies that so(n) and n have the same sign. O

In [I3] 25], all the smooth critical points of (211 are characterized:
Proposition 2.1. All the smooth critical points of (211) are given by

eﬁ(m"/)z

hu (m) := Joo et A/

for every given v € S?, where n and « satisfies the following relation:

n = asz(n).
For every o > 0, n =0 is a solution of (2.14). In addition, defining
. f_ll e dy

o =

min — —
neR [T 22(1 — a?)en™ dx
we have

(1) when a < o*, n =0 is the only solution of (2.17);
(2) when a = o, besides n = 0 there is another solution n = n* of (2-13);
(3) when a > o, besides n = 0 there are two solutions n; > n* > ny of (2.14).

Furthermore, the stability /instability of critical points have also been clearly discussed.

Proposition 2.2. Let o™ be the parameter defined above.

(1) When ao < o*, n =0 is the only critical point. Thus, it is stable;
(2) When o < a < 7.5, the solution corresponding to n =0 and n = ny are both stable;
(3) When a > 7.5, the solution corresponding to n = ny is the only stable solution.

As a consequence of the above results, we shall choose v > 7.5 and define

n=m(a), S2=s2(m(x)) (2.14)
throughout this paper. In addition, we denote for any v € S?
1
by (m) = Ee’7<"'~”)2, (2.15)

where Z = sz e"m ) qm is a constant independent of v. As remarked in the introduction, the
distributions h, play analogous roles that local Maxwellians do in the hydrodynamic limit of Boltz-
mann equation.

The following lemma shows that h, (m) are the only global minimizers of the Maier-Saupe energy

@II) in L'(S?) when a > 7.5.
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Lemma 2.2. For o > 7.5, the global minimizers of [2I1)) in the function class
A ={feLS*) |, f>0ae onS® |fllps)=1} (2.16)
are achieved only by the distributions h, (Vv € S?) in (ZI5).

Proof. The existence of global minimizers follows from the direct method in calculus of variations.
It remains to show that they are smooth and bounded away from zero and are consequently stable
smooth critical points. This together with Proposition 1] and Proposition lead to the desired
result.

For any f € J, the eigenvalues of Q[f] lie in (—1/3,2/3). So it follows from [2, [I8] that there
exists a traceless symmetric matrix B(Q) such that the probability density defined by

eB(Q):m@m

fo(m) = fS2 B mamdy, S (2.17)

satisfies Q[fg] = Q[f] and
/ flog fdm > / folog fodm.
S2 S2

Together with formula (2.12]), we infer that &[f] > &[fg]. So we have shown that the global
minimizers must have the form (2I7]). O

We end up this section by the following compactness result for the sequence of functions with
finite entropy. See for instance [I7] for details of the proof.

Lemma 2.3. For any bounded domain Q C R?, let
fre Q)= {f L' (S* xQ), flx,m) >0,|f(,2)|11(52) =1, ae. z € Q}

be a sequence of functions such that

/ frlog fr < oo uniformly for k € N*.
OxS?

Then modulo the extraction of a subsequence, there exists f € H(QQ) such that fr, — f weakly in
LY(S? x Q) and

/Q . flog fdxdm < lign inf frlog frdzdm.
X

—00 QXSQ

3. BASIC PROPERTIES OF TWO OPERATORS R AND L,

In what follows, we adopt Einstein summation convention by summing over repeated latin index.
In various estimates in the sequel, C will be a generic positive constant which might change from
line to line and will be independent of € unless otherwise specified.

3.1. Rotational gradient operator R. We first give some basic properties for the rotational
gradient operator on the unit sphere S?, which is defined by
R =mAV,,

where V,, is the restriction of standard gradient V on S?. Under the spherical coordinate on S?
with m = (sin § cos ¢, sin 0 sin ¢, cos #), R can be written explicitly as

. 1 i 1
R =(—sin e + cos ¢pes)dy — (cos b cos pe; + cos O sin peg — sin 963)—sin 9845 (3.1)
éelRl + esRo + ez Rs.
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It is straightforward to verify the following two properties for R:

/S2 R f1fodm = — /S2 f1R fadm, (3.2)
Rim; = —&kmy,, R-R = Ag (3.3)
where £ is the Levi-Civita symbol. Consequently, we can derive from (3.3)) that
R(m-u)=mAu, R-(mAu)=—2m-u, (3.4)
R(B:m®@m)=2mA (B-m),
Ag2(m @ m) = —6(m @ m — +13) (3.6)

for every constant vector u € R? and symmetric matrix B.

We infer from (B.5)-([B6]) and 28] that, if f = f(-,m) fulfills fgz f(-;m)dm = 1, then
RUf] = — aR ((m@m) : Qf] * ke) = {—20amym;e" Qi [] * ke hr<i<s, (3.7)
AgalUe[f] = 6a(m @ m — 313) : Q[f] * ke.
In addition, for fo(m) = %e”(m'”) , we have
Rfo = foR(log fo) = nfoR(m - n)* = 2n(m A n)(m - n) fo. (3.9)
3.2. Nonlocal operator L. For any function u € L?(R%), we define
Lou = %(u—u*k‘e). (3.10)

Apparently, £, is a bounded operator from L?(R%) to L?(R?) with operator norm depending on e.
In addition, L. is a multiplier operator with non-negative symbol

Zafe) = MO MV e ve e

Actually it follows from (ZH) that k(0) — k(£) > 0 for any € € R%. As a result, we can define h(€)
as

k(0)—k(&) d

h(€) = [ Tz E€R \{0}, (3.11)
0, £€=0.

Lemma 3.1. The function h(&) defined by 11) is globally Lipschitz in RY.

Proof. 1t follows from (Z4]) that h(§) is continuous at £ = 0 since limge_,oh(§) = 0. On the other
hand, h(€) is smooth in R4\ {0} and decays to zero when & — co. So h € L>®(R?%) N C(RY). We
compute the derivative of h by

1—k 25 2
) =1 A;i(8),V .
a o ; /71 ( GIRGES ) 2 A(O).¥E 70

It is evident that Aj, A3 € L™®(R%) N C(R?). Moreover, Ay € L®(B;) N C>® (R4 B;) and tends to

)

zero as & — oo. These all together 1mply the statement. O
Therefore, we can decompose L, as square of two first-order vector-valued operator T = {7 }1<i<a
defined by
k(0) — k(VeE)

Tou(e) = & T E i) = —h(VRi(E). (312)
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Lemma 3.2. The operator L. and T, are bounded from L*(RY) to L*(R?) with operator norm
depending on € and

L= TF-TF. (3.13)

d
k=1

Moreover, for every u € HY(RY), it holds
Touw =% —iy [ £Vu i L2(RY),

Proof. The first statement is due to ([B.I2]), Plancherel theorem and Lemma [BIl To prove the
‘moreover’ part, it can be verified from (24]) that

1 — k()

T is uniformly bounded with respect to ¢ > 0 and & € RN\{0},
€

and

1 k(VE) \/ﬂ d

On the other hand, as u € H'(R?), we have

| + vl ae < o

Therefore, Lebesgue’s dominant convergence theorem implies

2
9 -
(7; + z\/%v> u = lim %—F\/% a(é)| d¢=0.

lim
2y <0 Jrd €|€|?

e—0

4. GLOBAL WELLPOSEDNESS AND UNIFORM ENERGY ESTIMATE

In this section, we study the global existence of solution to (ILI0) and establish the energy
dissipation relation (L20]). As noted in Remark[[2] these issues can be discussed under much more
relaxed assumptions on the interaction potential (IL3]) as well as the initial data, see for instance
[14] for the spatial homogeneous case. However, for the sake of investigating the scaling limit, we
shall restrict ourselves to the inhomogenous Maier-Saupe potential defined by (LII]) and integrable
initial data.

From (I7), (II4) and (2I0), we can write
Eqo

elfl= [ (Flow s+ Gl + S fmsm) s £QU] - 1) dmda

- [ (&l - B+ GQU7): LU )do

= [ (&l - Eo)as+ [ [QUI@) - @AWk @ - pdedy. (@)
R4 R4 x R4

We also recall the definition (LID) that fe,(m) := %e"(m'eoy for some fixed eg € S%. Without
loss of generality we choose ¢y = (0,0, 1).
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Theorem 4.1. For any f™ € L®(R%; H*(S?)) with s > 0 and
fin > o> 07 Hfln - feOHLQ(RdXS2) < o0, / fln(x7m)dm = 17 a.e. xr € Rd (42)

for some fized constant § > 0, the Doi-Onsager equation (LIQ) with initial condition fli—o = f™
has a unique positive solution f satisfying, for any T € (0,00),

f e L®REC®((0,T) x S%), dif, Ag2f € L®(R% L2(0,T; H1(S?))),

f=C(e,T)d, / fim,z,t)dm =1 a.e. (z,t) € RY x 0,77, (4.3)

for some constant C(e,T) > 0. Moreover, the following energy dissipation law holds:

62 / / fIR el fl)*dmdadr [fm] , for a.e. t € (0,7T), (4.4)
S2

if the right hand side of (&A4) is finite.

Remark 4.1. This theorem leads to Part (i) of Theorem [Idl. Here, we also remark that the
admissible set of initial data satisfying the uniform bound in (1.22) includes at least a family of
local equilibrium distributions. More precisely, for fi" = Pin (z)(m) (consequently Elf™ = Eo)
with n'™(z) — eg € H'(RY), one can verify that

= | JQU™@) — QUMW) ke (¢ — y) dady < C, (45)
R xR4

with C' independent of €, which combined with (A1) implies that
0 < &E[f™ < Ce.
Note that ([&3) is due to the following fact: for any v € L%OC(Rd) with
Vo e LA2(RY) and ||v — Vol p2(ray < 00

for some constant vector vy, it holds that

/’ o) — o) ke (2 — y) dady

RIx R4

- / oy +2) — o) ke (=) d=dy
RIx R4

1
S/R‘ide |z|2/ [Vou(yt + (1 _t)(y+z))|2dtk’6 (2) dzdy

—e/l |7|k (/ Voly + (1 — £)2)]2 dy>dzdt

—e/ / |22k (2) 1902 gy el
:e||Vv||L2(Rd)/ @2k () da
Rd

Proof of Theorem [{.1} During the proof, C, will denote a generic constant, which might depend on
€ and might change from line to line. In addition, we write f instead of f. for brevity.

Part 1: Existence, uniqueness and regularity. In this part we shall focus on the wellposed-
ness of (LI0). The proof will be divided into several steps, and in Step 2 and Step 3 we follow the
method developed in [I4].
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Step 1: Existence and uniqueness of solution with f™ € L®(R%; H%) for any s > 0.
The main purpose of this step is to construct a strictly positive solution to (ILI0). To this end,
we first define a nonlinear operator

Fg=TR-(RULS])
where f and g are related by
hf=0ADsf+9g, flimo=f",
as well as the following function spaces
Y, = LR L2(0, T HYH(SY)),
and
Ly = {f(m,z,t) | (fi, Ag2 f) € LP(RYG L0, T5 H*'(S%)))}. (4.6)
We equip %5 with norm
[ fll2 = 1(Oef; As2 f)ll oo (ra; 120,731 (52y)) T ILf | Lo (Res 00,17 o (52))) -

We shall also assume in this step that 7' < 1. Then a standard estimate for the heat equation gives

1£125 < Ce (17 oo aetpreceoy + gl ) - (4.7)
It follows from (2.10) that, every f € Z fulfills, for every k € N,

| Ue[f], RUELS, As2Ue[ ) | oo 0,7y xrescx(52)) S Cell fll oo i xjo,rynrs?yy < Cellfll 2z (4.8)
where C¢ is independent of f and 7' > 0. It follows from (L8]) that, for almost every ¢ € [0,T7],

[ Z 90, )l oo mesmrs—1(s2y) < Cell fll2 1f G5O oo (as s s2))
< Cell I GO e sy L DI i

< CAFIBNFC N2

Lo© ]Rd Hs+1(§2))

This together with (£7]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
|29l < CVTIFIY, < CVT (1™ e o ey + gl ) - (4.9)

If we denote By to be the ball of radius R in space %, then by choosing R > || f™| Loo (Ré; s (s2)) and
afterwards choosing T' < 40% 71, We obtain that .7 (Bgr) C Bg. A similar estimate on the difference
Fg1 — Fgy implies that .Z is a contraction on % provided that T < || f™||; 2 Lo (RA 5 (52))" So F

must have a unique fixed point and this leads to the local in time solution of ([LI0I).
To extend the solution to be a unique global in time one, it follows from (L3]) that, the equation
(CIT) can be considered as a heat equation over S? with uniformly bounded coefficient

Orf = Ag2 f + RU[f] - Rf + [AgUe[f]. (4.10)
So the standard energy estimate implies the existence and uniqueness of solution on [0, c0).

Step 2: Regularity of the solution. In the previous step, we show f € 2, defined by (Z6]). So
for every T > 0, there exists at least one 7 € [0,7) such that f |=,€ L®(R% H*T1(S?)). Using
this as initial data and solve (LI0) on [r,T'), the previous step, especially the uniqueness, implies

(ef, A f) € L¥ (R C([7, 00); H*H(87))).

Since this argument applies to every T" > 0, we conclude that

(Ouf, B2 f) € LZ(RE C((0, 00); HYH(S?)))
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and thus more spatial regularity in m € S? can be deduced if we repeat this argument. Finally we
obtain the instantaneous regularity

f € LR C%°((0,00) x S?)) N 2. (4.11)

Step 3: Positivity of the solution. We first prove the positivity of solution by assuming that

e L®(RY; H3(S?) N C(S?)). With the additional assumption on the continuity of f™ in S2, it

follows from (A.IT]) that, for sufficiently small time 0 < 7 < 1, we have f > /2 on [0,7) and then
f becomes smooth in [1,00) x S2. So we can write ([EI0) as

€O f =Ag2 f + RU[f]-Rf + [G,
where
G(t,m,z) = AgU[f] = 6a(m @ m — —]I3) Q[f] * ke.
For almost every = € R%, we denote by T, > 0 the first time such that
rring? f(Ty,z,m)=0. (4.12)

Then for every t € [0,T}), it holds f > 0 and we consider f(t, x,m) = feg Jo 1R, 1t can be readily
verified that

e, f = e< o QU (ea, f + 6|QLF]I£)
>eeJo QU Ao f + RULF] - RE) = Age f + RULLF] - RF.

So the weak maximum principle implies that f (m, x,t) attains its minimum on {0} x S for fixed
x, that is

flt,x,m) > 1n£ fim(z,m)e < CIHIEN 0, for t < T,,,m € S, (4.13)
me

which contradicts (£I2]). Thus f stays positive and the above estimate is valid for every t >
0. Moreover #I3) gives the lower bound for the decay in ([L3) and it is easy to obtain that
Jsz f(m,z,t)dm = 1 according to (LIZ).

If we abandon the assumption on the continuity of f in m € S?, that is assume we have
f™ e L®(R?; H*(S?)), then we can find a family of approximation f(ig), indexed by n € N*, such
that f(Z >0/2 a.e. in R? x S2, fm € L=(R%; H*(S?) N C(S?)) such that

f(" D20 i strongly in L®°(RY; H3(S?)).

In view of (48], we can perform standard energy estimate, to show that the solution of (LIQ) f,)
with initial data f(% is a Cauchy sequence in Z:

1 fmy = Femy L2z < Ce(Ts F™)IFGy = Fim |l Lo (s s (52

So fn) e, f € Z; and one can verify that f solves ([LI0) with initial data f" and is positive for
almost every z € R%. Therefore, we complete the proof of existence, uniqueness and instantaneous
regularity of positive solution f with (3.

Part 2: Energy dissipation law. This part is devoted to the proof of (£4]). The main
difficulty is brought by the lack of integrability of f and Q[f] at x = oc.

Step 1: Decay to constant distribution at x = oco. The goal of this step is to prove the following
estimate

(1) = feollr2raxsz) < €CANF™ = feollp2(raxs?): (4.14)
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First of all, we make the assertion that f., = %e"(m'eoy is a solution to ([EI0) for fixed ey € S%.
Actually, since fe, is z-independent, we have

uE[on] = Z/[O[feo]y ﬁeQ[feo] =0
according to Lemma 2] and formula ([2.7)). Moreover,
€0hfeo = R(fayR(10g fey + Uelfeo])) = —R(fey R(108 fey + Unlfey]))- (4.15)

On the other hand, since f., is the global minimizer of the homogeneous Maier-Saupe energy,
according to Proposition 2.1} we have

log feq + Uo[feo] = const,
and together with ([4.15))
€0 feg = As2 fog + Rfeq - RUe[feo] + feo DsalUe[feo]- (4.16)
Now we rewrite (4I0) in the similar form of ([AI6):
Orf = Ag2 f + Rf - RULS] + [Asle[f].
Subtracting ([@I6]) by (£I5) leads to the equation for g := f — fe,,
€0y — Aseg = Rg - RU[f] + Rfey - RUe[g] + gAs2Ue[f] + feo As2le[g]-

In view of (B, for almost every 2 € R? the above equation is a homogenous linear parabolic
equation on S? with uniformly bounded coefficient (depending on ¢). So it follows from standard
energy method that

a
edt §2
and thus

g(m,-)2dm+/ Rg(m,-)|*dm < Ce/ g*(m,-)dm, a.e. (z,t) € R x R,
S2 S2

19D axssy < €U C) = Fao ()2 ggancey:

which yields ([14).
Step 2: Energy dissipation law. Define

Qf] = QLf] = Qlfe,),
which belongs to L>(0,T; L?(R%)) owning to (ZI4). Thus, we have from Lemma B2 that
LQIf), TQIf] € L(0,T; L*(R)). (4.17)
Now we show that
2QIf] € L=(0,T; L*(R7)). (4.18)

To this end, we multiply ([ALI0) by m ® m — %[3 and integrate over S2. This gives
0QLf] = —6Q[f] + 2aM§(Q[f] ko) = —6Q[f] + 2a My (Q[f]) — 2eaM(LQ[S]),  (4.19)

where M is a linear operator defined, for any 3 x 3 matrix A, by

My(4) = 3A+QUT-A+A- QU1 =24 [ mP s m)am.

The first equality in (£19) will be derived in Remark .21 below and the second one is a consequence
of 7)) and the linearity of My. As f = fe, is an equilibrium solution of [.I8), Q[f.,] is an
equilibrium solution of (£I9]). This together with L£.Q[f,] = 0 leads to

_GQ[feo] + 204Mfeo (Q[feo]) =0.
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In view of ([{I4]), we arrive at
—6QUf] +20M;(QIf]) € L%(0,T; L*(R))

and the proof of ([I8) is achieved.
To establish ([@4]), we choose a cut-off function ¢ € CL(RY) such that ¢(x) = 1 for [z| < 1 and
define ¢r(z) = ¢(x/R). Then, it follows from ([2I0) and ([L3) that

1 2
1 [, TR

_ / fillog f + U [f))or
RdxS2

- /R - <%f log for + fith[flér + frca(m @ m) : £EQ[fJ¢R> dmda

& [ &l - Eon+ea [ 0QU): £QUIon
& [ @l - Eon+ea [ 0QU: £0UIon
—5 [ (@l = Eoon+ G4 [ onlTQUIP ~ac [ 0QUA): 17 6n) QUL

Integrating the above identity in ¢ leads to the localized energy dissipation law:

/]Rd (Eo[f( t)] — By + & ’TQ[ (¢ 2) ¢R+%/Ot /RdXSzf\Rue[fH%R
~ac [ QU1 (Teon - T = [ (8l = Bo+ FITQU™IE) on

Now we claim that

(4.20)

| QU [Tes 6] TQUf Mz =225 0, ace. on (0,1).
Actually, owning to @IT) and @I8), we only need to show that
172, brlg 2225 0, Vg € LA(RY). (4.21)
To show this, noticing that the 7; is bounded in L?(R%) (see Lemma 3:2)
17, #RIgl L2Rey < [ Te((PrR — D) L2Ray + [[(1 — dR)Tegll 12(R4)
Ce (6 = Vgl z2qrey + 111 = 61)Tegll 2 ) -

Then applying dominated convergence theorem to the last two components leads to (A2 and
thus the claim has been justified. Notice also that all the rest terms in (£.20]) are non-negative and
non-decreasing in R. So sending R — oo in ([£20) leads to

[ (@treon - mos Gmaiseor) 1 [ [ iR
= [ (&l - Eo+ %Iﬁ@[f’"]l ) .
Rd
Then using (A1) and the fact that
R |7;©[f(7t)]| Q[f] eQ[f] = RdQ[f] :‘CEQ[fL
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we obtain (£4) as well as (L20). O

Remark 4.2. For completeness, we give the derivation of ([AI9) by calculating the second moment
of the right hand side of [AIQ)). For every constant symmetric matriz D = {D;; }1<; j<3:

/S2 (Ang +R- (fRuE[f])) (mim; — %&j)Di]‘dm
= /S2 (fASQ(mimj — %&'j)Dij — f’RL{e[f] 'R(mimjDij)>dm
:/S2 (— 6f(miTTLj — %&'j)Dij + dafm N ((Q[f] * ]{;6) . m) . (m A (D . m)))dm

= —6Q4;[f] : Dij + 40Qi;[f] * keQje[f]Die + %Qiém * keDyy — 4aD : . m® fdm : (Q[f] * ke),

where we employed B.2)), B0), B7), BH) and the following Cauchy-Binet identity successively
(mAu)-(mAv)=u-v—(m-u)(m-v), for|m|=1.

The above formula together with LcQ[fe,] = 0 implies the first equality in [EI9) since Dyj is any
symmetric matriz. We note that, by closing the fourth-order moment utilizing the Bingham closure,
EI9) can be used to derive a closed Q-tensor system, see [18] for details.

In the sequel, to figure out the dependence on €, we use f. to denote the solutions to (L.I0])
constructed in Theorem [l Since fc(m,-) is a family of probability density,

2 2
1Qfe]ll oo ray < 3 [Qfe] * kel oo (ray < 3 (4.22)
Therefore, we infer from (2], (B:ZI) and (B8] that
H fE] AS2U fe HLoo(Rd <C (4.23)

Note that here and in the sequel, C' will be a generic positive constant which might change from
line to line and will be independent of e.

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [ Let f. be solutions to Doi-Onsager
(CI0). Then, for every T > 0 and every ¢ € (0,T),

IR fell oo re;22(s52x (0,7))) < C (4.24)
| As2 fell poo (Rt L2(s2x (5.7 < CO (4.25)
[10:(Q[fel * ke)ll L2(rax (0,1)) < Cs (4.26)
1Q[fe] = Qlfeolll Lo (0,732 (rey) < C, (4.27)
where C' is a constant independent of €.
Proof. First, we prove
ll fellZoo (e 0.7y 22 s2)) + IR Fell Lo (s r2 g2 0.1y < CElFE oo ma.p2(s2y) + CT (4.28)

To this end, we test the equation (ILI0) by f. and integrate by parts over S%:
G L [Rapam = [ fR(s) - Rsdm
S2 S2 g
_ ! / AqelU.[f]f2dm < C / f2dm.
2 Js2 §2
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In the last step, we employed ([@23]). On the other hand, it follows from R - R = Ag2 and the Nash
inequality in [§] that
161252 < Cllv/=Ball s ol ey + CllolZs g, Yo € CLE?). (4.20)
Applying to f. leads to
||fe\|%2(s2) < CllV—Ag2 fell 22y fell rs2) + CerH%l(S?) < C 1+ RSl r2s2))-

Combining the previous two inequalities, we arrive at

d 2 1 2
—_— < .
€ /2 IEdm—l— /2 |R’e| dm C

Integrating the above inequality in ¢ implies (£28). In order to obtain the higher order estimate
#27), we rewrite (LI0) as
€Oife —As2fe =R+ (fERuE[fe]) = Ge- (430)

then using (£.23)
19l < C(REIHILD) ae. (m,a,t) €S2 x R x (0,T)

and thus
2 n||2
19€ll o0 (ra; 282 07))) < CENE 00 (me 2(52))-
Now we multiply (£30) by tAge fc and follow the standard energy estimate:

1d 1
Y urpe - L [ irpp /m 2
s LR =5 [ REE+ [ taw,
1 1
— [ Vidinfig < [ oty [
S2 2 S2 2 S2

The above two estimates together lead to (£25)).
To derive [@26)), we test (LIQ) by any 1 (m) € C*°(S?) and integrate by parts over S

O /S2 fe(m,z, t)p(m)dm = —% /S2 fRuelfe] - Repdm
=1 [ VIRul£)- VERm.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

(4.31)

2
1 2 2
< [ fRulfdPam [ gRefam.

at fe(m,x,t)q/)(m)dm
S2

In particular, if we take

Y(m) = mym; — 16; (1< i, <3)
in the above inequality and combine it with ([4.4]), then we arrive at
[10:(Qfel * ke)ll L2max0,1)) = 10:QLfe] * kell L2max0,7)) < N0:Qf)ll 2rax 0,1y < Cs
which yields ([Z26)).
To prove ([{27)), we use ([L3]]) again to get
1
Q1) = 0QIfer) = —= /S VIRV [R(m @ m = 3 Ig)dm.

Testing by Q[fc] — Q|[fe,] and performing standard energy estimates leads to
E'(t) < CA(t)\/E(t) (4.32)
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where

1
E(t) = HQ[fE] - Q[feo]H%Z(Rd)v A2(t) = _2/ fE|R,u€[fE]|2ddeE.
€ RdxS§2
Solving differential inequality ([@32]) together with initial condition (L22]) leads to (Z.21). O

5. COMPACTNESS OF THE SECOND MOMENTS

In this section, we study the compactness and convergence of the second moments Q[f] via the
relative-energy estimate (4.

Proposition 5.1. Modulo the extraction of a subsequence, it holds that for any T > 0,
Q[f] 20y strongly in C([0,T]; L2 .(R%)), (5.1)

loc
for some U € L>®(0,T; H. (RY)). Moreover,

loc
V(Q[fe] * ke) =% vy weakly-star in L>°(0,T; L*(R%)). (5.2)
Proof. The assertion (B.1]) is a consequence of the following estimate
1
sup - |Q[fe] * ke — Q[f]|*dz 4+ sup IV(Q[fe] * ke)|?dz < C. (5.3)
0<t<T € JRd 0<t<T JR4

Actually, it follows from (5.3)), (£26) and the Aubin-Lions lemma (see for instance [28]) that, up
to the extraction of a subsequence, {Q[f:]*ke}eso is compact in C([0, T]; L2 (R%)) and this together

loc
with the following inequality implies the strong convergence of u, := Q[f|(x,t) in L>(0,T; L} (RY)):
|ue_uo| é |ue_ue*ke| +|ucr_ucr*k7cr|+|ucr*k7cr_ue*k76|-
For the assertion (5.2]), we have

e—0

V(ue % ko) = & = {®;},<j<4 weakly-star in L>°(0,T; L*(RY)).
On the other hand, for any ¢(z,t) € C°(R? x (0,T); R3*3),

T T
_/ 0j(ue * ke) : pdadt = / / (ue * ke) = Ojpdadt
0 R4 0 Rd

T
= / / Ue : (ke * 0jp)dadt.
o Jrd

T T
—/ / ¢ : ®;dadt = / / VU 0jpdadt,
0 JRd 0 JRd

VU =& e L0, T; L*(R%))

Taking € — 0 leads to

which implies
and (0.2) follows.

The proof of (B.3]) was motivated by [Il, 26]. First, we infer from the assumption (23] for the
kernel function k(x) that

~ ~ 2
/Rd |ue * ke — u6|2d$ = /Rd ‘(1 - k‘(\/gﬁ)) UE(@‘ d§

<2 |V1-hveo©

- / ke (@ — y)lue(x) — ue(y)2dady.
R4 x R4

2
d=2 [ i) ) = KVei(O) () (5.)
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Similarly, we infer from (23] that
~ 2
[ 9t uPas = a2 / ek(vegyie)|
R4

2
<% [ Va-iwenide| a=5 [ o) - wlo)Phis - sy (55)
Then we can combine (5.4)-([G.0]) with (£4]) to get (B.3). O

€
The following proposition gives the characterization of the limit function ¥ in Proposition .11

Proposition 5.2. For any T > 0 and compact set W C R?, modulo the extraction of a subsequence,
it holds that f. is uniformly integrable on S*> x W x (0,T) and

e—0

fe = fo  weakly in L' (82 x W % (0,T)),
where fo(m,z,t) is given by
folm, @, t) = hy(pp(m) == ;en(m n(z,t))>

for some unit vector field n : (0,T) x R? — S% such that

n—eg € L=(0,T; H'(RY), n; € L*((0,T) x RY). (5.6)
In addition, we have

U = Q[fo] = S2(n®@n — 1I3) a.e. in R? % (0,7T)
where Sy # 0 is defined at (214) and

QlUf] =% Qlfo] = ¥ strongly in C([0,T); L},.(R)). (5.7)
Proof. First of all, we show that

fo =% fo weakly in L'(S? x W x (0,T)), (5.8)
for some local equilibrium distribution fy(m,z,t). Indeed, we deduce from (4] that
sup / (&o[fel(z,t) — Ep)dx < Ce, (5.9)
te(0,T) JRR4

and thus for any compact set W C R¢,
sup / Eolfel(z,t)dx < C|W |+ Ce.
te(0,T) JW
Thanks to (2.12) and the uniform bound (£22)) for |Q[fe](z,t)|, we obtain the entropy estimate
sup / feln fedxdm < C(JW]+1).
t€(0,T) JW xS?

Then Lemma leads to the uniformly integrability of { f¢}c~o and (B.8]).
To show that fj is a local equilibrium distribution, we deduce from (5.9]) and the fact that fe, is
a global minimizer of & (by Lemma 2.2)) that

0< sup lim <50[f6](:17,t) - E0]>dx = 0.
te(0,T) €0 JRa
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In view of (2I2]), Lemma and strong compactness of Q[f¢] (B.]), we can exchange the limit
€ — 0 and the integral in the above inequality and get

Eolfo(- z,t)] = Ey,  for ae. (x,t) € RY x (0,T).
Then Lemma 22 ensures that there exists some function n : R x (0,T) — S? such that
en(mn(z,t))?
oo et (@) dm
On the other hand, (5.8]) imply that

a.e. (x,t) € R x (0,T).

fO(m7$7t) =

Qlf.) =% Qlfs), weakly in LY(W x (0,T)).

Together with (51I), we obtain ¥ = Q[fy] and (5.7) follows.

Consequently fo is a local equilibrium distribution whose @Q-tensor belongs to Hlloc(}Rd), for
almost every t € [0,T]. This together with the orientability theorem in 3] Theorem 2] implies that
n(z,t) € L*(0,T; H} (R?,S?)). To show (B.6), it follows from [E2Z7) and (5Z) that, up to the
extraction of a subsequence,

e—0

QU = Qlfes] = QUfol — QUfeg]  weakly-star in L%(0,T; L*(RY)).
Then the weakly lower semicontinuity implies
|Q[fo] — QUfeolll Lov (0,732 (Ra)) < C-
Since fo, fe, are both equilibrium solutions, we induce from Lemma 2.1] that
Hn Xn—ey® eO]”LOO(O,T;LZ(Rd)) < C. (510)
On the other hand, (5.7)) together with (5.2]) and (£26]) implies

e—0

V(Q[fe] * ke) — V¥, weakly-star in L*(0, T} L2(]Rd))7
O (Q[fe] * ke) 20, 0V, weakly in L2((O,T) X Rd)_

These together with Q[fo] = ¥ = Sy(n @ n — 1I3) (from Lemma 21]) implies (5.0) except n — eg €
L>=(0,T; L?(R%)). To complete the proof of (5.8)), let

o(t,z) =n(t,x) - e € [—1,1].
Then we have from (5I0) and the identity
(nen—e®ep): (N®n—ey®ep) =2 — 20
that
V¢ € L®(0,T; L*(RY), 1—¢? e L=(0,T; L' (RY).
By the following lemma, we have
1—¢e L®0,T; LY(RY), or 1+ ¢ € L>(0,T; L}(RY)).
This implies n — eg € L>®(0,T; L2(R%)) or n + eg € L>(0,T; L?(RY)). The second case can be

reduced to the first one if we replace n by —n. Thus the proof of the proposition is completed. [

Lemma 5.1. Assume that ¢ : R — [—1,1] satisfies Ve, \/1 — ¢* € L2(R?Y). Then 1 — ¢ € L*(R?)
or1+¢e LY(RY).
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Proof. Let u(z) = ¢ — %3 and Bg = {z € R%: |z| < R}. Obviously we have u € L'(Bg). On the
other hand it holds that

[ 1t < [ 19010 = ) < [V a1 - ¢z

Thus uw € BV (Bg). Let By = {z : u > t} and ||0FE;|| be the perimeter measure of E;. Then it
follows from the coarea-formula that

2/3
/ |0E, | (Br)dt = / Vulde.
/3 Br

Sending R — +00, we have f—2é§3 |OE:||(RY)dt < +oo. Therefore, there exists t € (—2,2) such

that ||0E;||(R?) < 400 . If we denote |A| the Lebesgue measure of A C RY, then it follows from
the relative isoperimetric inequality [I2 Chapter 5] that for any R

min{|E, N Bgl, |E¢ 0 Bal}'~4 < COE|(Br) < Cl0E|(RY).
Taking R — +o0 in the above inequalities leads to
|Ey| < 400, or |Ef| < +o0.
Let § be the unique number in (—1,1) such that § — 62/3 = t. Then
{o(z) <O} < +oo, or [{§(x) = 6} < +oc.

In the first case, we have

/Rd(l —¢)dr = /{¢<5}(1 — ¢)dz + /{4525}(1 — ¢)dx

1
<2{¢p < 0} + —— (1 —¢*)dz < +oo.
140 Jig>a)
One can similarly obtain [.(1 + ¢)dz < +oc in the other case and the lemma is proved. 0

The following two lemmas are concerned with the properties of 7, and will be employed in the
rest of the work. Though the proof can be found in [26] (except (B.I3])), we present them here for
completeness.

Lemma 5.2. For any ¢ € C(R?), there exists a constant C' depending on ¢(x) but not on € such
that

1176 p(@)]ull 2 way < Cllullp2ga)- (5.11)

Proof. By the definition of the commutator, we have

[Te; o(@)]u = Te(e(@)u(x)) — p(x)Teu(z).
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Using Plancherel’s theorem, Lemma [3.1] and and Young’s inequality, we get that
H[ o p(@)]ul| L2 (may

AV it~ & % (VYU e
h(ve) [ ol = 0aoc ~ [ ol ~ Onve(g)

L2(R)

L2(R4)

-
1
e
1 . .

— /R B~ Qh(VEE) ~ h(VE)(O)dC
1%
e

<

[ et = v = ctatonac

=C [|(|€1¢(€)) * all 2 (ray
<C1SEN L1 eyl @l 2 (ay-

L2(R)

U
Lemma 5.3. Up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have
TQ[fe] 20, —i\/%VQ[fO], weakly-star in L>(0,T; L*(R%)),
where fo is the limit of f. in Proposition [5.2. Moreover, for any p(x) € CLRY), we have
Te(0Qlfe]) 29, —i\/%V(gpQ[fo]), weakly-star in L>°(0,T; L?(R)). (5.12)
Proof. The uniform bound (44]) and the definition of 7¢ at (3.12]) imply
[ TeQ[felll o 0,7;02meyy < C- (5.13)

Then there exists Q € L>(0,T; L2(R%)) such that

e—0

T.QIf] <=5 Q  weakly-star in L>°(0,T; L*(R%)),
or equivalently, for every ® € C°(RY x (0,7); RY x ]R?’X?’)
T
/ TQ[fe] : ®(x,t)dadt ﬂ) Q(z,t) : ®(x, t)dxdt.
R4 R4
On the other hand, the strong convergence of Q[f](z Stated in (5.J) and Lemma [B3:2] imply

T
/ TQIf] : &, t)dadt —/ QU : (T - B, 1)) dwdt
0 R4 0 R4

SNy ' [, @l (v a0zt

The above two formulas together imply Q(:E t) = —z\/7 VQIfo]- Using the same method, we can
show (5I12) provided that

I Te(eQUf Dl Lo (0,722 (RaY) < C, (5.14)
for some C' independent of €. Note that (5.I2]) is not a straightforward consequence of (513) as 7e
is a non-local operator. To proceed, we write

T(eQlfe]) = T QLI + [Te, ¢l Qlfeo] + [Te, Pl QL] — Qlfeo))-
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The first two terms can be estimated by using (BI3]) and the fact [7¢, p]Q[fe,] = Qfeo]Tew. For
the last term, we have from (G.I1) and ([427)) that:

1[Te: pl(Q[fe] = QUfeoDll oo (0,12 meyy < CI(QLSe] = QUfeo )l oo (0,7522Ray) < C-
This implies (5.14) and thus (G12). O

6. STRONG COMPACTNESS VIA THE DISSIPATION CONTROL

In this section and hereafter, we denote fy = fo(m,x,t) the limiting equilibrium distribution
function obtained in Proposition B2 i. e.,

fO(m7 xz, t) = hn(x,t) (m)
6.1. The linearized operator. The linearized operator of R - (R f+ fRU|[ f]) around fy is given
by
Gr9 =R - (Rg+ gRU[fo] + foRUg])-
Since fj is a critical point of the Maier-Saupe bulk energy (L.I3]), we have
log fo +Upfo] = const,

and thus,
R fo + foRUs[fo] = 0. (6.1)
A straightforward computation leads to
G109 =—ApHs9, (6.2)
where Ay, and Hy, are self-adjoint operators defined by
Apd =R (JiR6), Hpg =4 +Uolo] (6.3)

In a similar manner, if we define

h
H h = — +U|h],
fo fo []

then
G5,9 =R - (Rg + gRUs [ fo] + foRU[g]) = — A, H5,g.
Recall that the kernel space of G¢, has been completely characterized in [33, Theorem 4.6]:

ker Gy, =ker iy ={©-Rfy: © € R’} (6.4)
For any g € Po(S?) := {g € L*(S?) : o g(m)dm = 0}, we use the following decomposition:
. 1T
g=g" +g" ckerGy & (kerdp)t, (i e /S 297 4 = ) (6.5)

where due to formula (3.9]),
(ker Gs )= = {h € Po(S?) : /S2 }}—gdm =0, Vhe kergfo}

= {hGPO(S2):/ (m-n)[(m An)-O]hdm =0, V@GR?’}. (6.6)
SZ

In addition, we have the following estimates.
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Lemma 6.1. There exist some e-independent constants Cy,Co > 0 such that

Cillg™ 722y + aQlg] : (Qlg] — ke * Qla)) < (H5,9.9),
g™ [172s2) < CalQlall,

where (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in L*(S?).

Proof. Note that Q[g] : (Q[g] — ke * Q[g]) may not be positive pointwisely. It follows from [33]
Proposition 4.5] that

(Hrog,9) > ClH.gl”%Q(SZ)‘
This together with (2.10) and (2.7) implies
(H5,9,9) = (H109,9) + (Ue — Uo)g), 9) = Cullg™[172g2) + aQlg] : (Qlg] — ke * Qlg)),

which gives the first inequality. To prove the second one, we can assume n = (0,0,1)” without loss

m2
of generality. In this case, we have fy = enZS and

ker G, = span {mims fo, moms fo},
From (G), we have Qralg] = Qas[gt] = 0. Thus
971722y < C(1Quslg 1P +1Qaslg ' 11P) = C(1Qus[g]l* + |Qas[d]l*) < CIQIg).
The proof is completed. 0

The following lemma, proved in [20, B3], gives a characterization of the kernel space of the adjoint
operator Q;ZO.

Lemma 6.2. The limiting equilibrium distribution fy (obtained in Proposition [5.2) fulfills
ker G3 = span {AJ:OIRifO}ISiSES'
That is, a function ¥(m) € ker Q;EO if and only if there exists © € R such that
R - (foRY) = © - R fo.
Proof. We use (-,-) to denote the standard inner product in L?(S?). It follows from (6.2) that
(G7,0.0) = (¥, G5, 0) = (U, —Ap g 0) = —(Hp A, 8).-
Thus, ¥ € ker Q;ﬁo if and only if Ay ¢ € ker H, and according to 64, it is equivalent to Aptp =

O - Rfy for some © € R3. Apparently, 1 is smooth with respect to the variable m € S2. O
Let us denote
b= IR Gog £+ l]) = VT (B e ruls)
It is easy to see that
R (Rfe+ fRULL]) =R - (\/fehe). (6.7)

Lemma 6.3. The difference g. := fe — fo fulfills
g;ogs =R- (\/ﬁhe - fOR(uE - uO)[fO] - gER(uE - uO)[fO] - gERZ/{G[gE])'
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Proof. Using (6.7)), the right hand side of the formula can be written as

R - (Vfehe = foRUe —Uo)[fo] = 9 R(Ue — Uo)[fo] — 9:RU[ge])
=R - (/fehe = foRULfo] + fRUG | fo] — g RU[f])

=R (Rfe + feWE[fE] - fORZ/[E[fO] + feRZ/[O[fO] - QEWE[JCE])
=R (Rfe+ foRU[fe] — foRU[fo] + fRU[fo])

=R (Rfe+ foRUelge] + fRUo|fo])-

On the other hand, we can employ (6.1]) to obtain

g;oge =R- (Rge + fORZ/[E [ge] + QEWO[fO])
=R- (Rfe + fORue[ge] + fEWO[fO])a

which yields the lemma. O

6.2. Strong compactness of f.. Now we derive the strong compactness of f. via the energy
dissipation estimate in (4)).

Proposition 6.1. For every T > 0 and every compact set W C R?, modulo the extraction of a

subsequence,
e—0

fe == fo strongly in L*(S* x W x (0,7)).

Proof. Let ge = fc — fo. Then it is equivalent to prove lime o [|gell 22w xs2x(0,7)) = 0. First recall
from (B.7) that

Qlg] =% 0 strongly in C([0,7]; L*(W)), (6.8)
and thus lim. 0 ||lg. || r2(s2xwx(0,r)) = 0 by Lemma 6.1l Therefore, we only need to prove
li_I}g)ngl”Lz(SZXWX(O,T)) =0. (6.9)

To this end, it follows from Lemma that

Cllat egssawormy < | o g g e~ I RCARCART SR
xX (U, XU,

By (6.8), the second term on the right hand side will tend to 0 as ¢ — 0. Thus, it suffices to
estimate the first term. To this end, we employ Lemma [6.3] to obtain

<,H;”Ogea ge> = —<g]6v095, -A]?O195>

= - /S R (Vehe = foR(Ue — o) fo] = 9RUe — Un)[fo] — 9eRULge] ) (A7, ge)dm
== /S2 R (V/ fehe) (A, ge)dm + /Sz R (foRU: — Uo)[fo]) (A g )dm

+ - R - (geR(ue - uO)[fO]) (Ajjolge)dm + - R - (gewe [96]) (Ajjolge)dm

=: Il—l-Ig—l-Ig—l-Ll. (610)

To estimate {I;}1<;<4, we need some inequalities. Since fSQ gedm = 0, we recall Poincaré-Wirtinger
inequality and (£.29]) that

g6l 722y < CilRellT2s2ys N9l F2(g2) < Cr (14 [1RgellL2s2)) (6.11)
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where Oy only depends on S?. In addition, the estimate ([@24) gives rise to

T
/ / ‘|RQEH%2(S2)d$dt <C.
0 W

The above two estimates will be repeatedly used.

Estimate of I. First, we have

I = ‘ /S R (JﬁhaA;;gedm' = '— /S VFehe: RA;;gEdm‘

1/2 1/2
g</‘m4%m0 </¢MRA%@JHm> :
S? S2

By (6:11]), the Sobolev inequality and definition of Ay, at (6.3]),

[ RAG g Pam = [ R AG g Pam e+ [ piRA g

<C|gell 2 IRAL gell Za g2y + Cllgel 722
<Cl|gell72(s2) + CllgellZ2(s2)

<C(1+ [Rgl2a ez + I Rgl 2(s2)).
The previous two inequalities together imply
1] < Cllhellp2s2) (1 + 1R gell2(s2) ) -
Then it follows from (44 that
1

€2

|he|?dmdzdt < C,
S2xR4x (0,T)

which together with (G.I2]) gives

e—0

T
/0 /W [I|dadt < Cllhe]l 22w 0,1y (L4 1 Rgell L2s2xw x(0,1))) — 0.

Estimate of Iy. Tt follows from (2I0) and (Z7) that
Ue[fo] — Uo[fo] = a(m @ m) : (Q[fo] — Q[fo] * ke).

So integrating by parts and then employing the above formula leads to
21| [ R (RiR@L] ~ ol (A7 g0)m]

| [ @l ~ tollygecm| = | @la : (@Ufo] - QL + ).
From (5.7) and the properties of convolution, we know that
lim [|Q[fo] = QLfo * kell 2w (0,1 = 0

which together with (G.8]) implies

T
e—0
/O /W |Ia|dzdt < C QL fo] — QLfol * kell 2w x (0.1 QLI 2w x (0,79) = 0.

(6.12)

(6.13)

(6.14)

(6.15)

(6.16)
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Estimate of Is. Using ([G.13]), we get
1= | [ acRULA] - (1) - RAT g

< C|Q[fo] = QL) * kellgell L2(s2) IRAZ gell 2(s2)
< C|Qlfo] = QLfo] * kelllgell72(s2)

< C|Q[fo] — QLfo] * ke| (1 + Rgell 12(s2))
where in the last step we employed (611]). Thus we obtain

e—0

T
| [ 1ldade < ClQUL = QUL kll ooy (1 + IRz oimy) 2% 0. (617

Estimate of I5. Using [B.7)) and (G.I1]), we can also estimate I3 in a similar way,
0= | [ acRtdlo] - ROAT gdm| < €1(Qlad + k|1 + IRgclae).

Choose a compact subset V' C R? such that W C B, C Bs, C V for some r > 0. Then it follows
from (B.7) that

e—0

1Qlge] * kell 2w xjo,77) < ClIQIg L2 (v x[0,77) — 0,

which yields

T
hm/ /W [la|dzdt < Clim [|Q[ge] * kell 2w« (0,1)) (1 + [I1Rgell L2 (s2 xw x (0,7))) = O (6.18)

e—0
Thus (IB]I?I), 614), (616), (617 and ([GI8) together imply (6.9]) and the proof is completed. O
7. COMPLETING THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.]]
We start with a lemma involving the commutator:
Lemma 7.1. For any o, € C°(R?) and T > 0, it holds that
Te. @@ WQLE] =% —iy/ 5V, (@) (WQLf)  strongly in L(0.T; L2(RY)).
where fo is the limiting equilibrium distribution in Proposition [5.2.

Proof. We have
[T, 0(@)| QUL + li7/ 41V, ¢ (@) (¥QLfo))

= [T, 0(@)] (WQUE] — ¥QUfD) + [Te + iy / £V, 0@ WQLA]) = T + L.

The estimate of I; follows from the commutator estimate (5.I1]), Proposition [5.1] and Proposition
there exists constant C' depending on ¢, 1) such that

1[7e, p(2)] (¥Q1fe] — QL Sfol) llojo,1): L2 ()

< CllyQ[fe] — vQIfolll (o2 (maY) =% 0.

To treat I, it follows from (58] that VQ[fo](z) € L°°(0,T; L2(R%)) and thus ¢ Q[fo] € L>=(0,T; H' (R%)).
Consequently we deduce from Lemma [3.2] that

b |12 oo (0,7522 () = 0

and the proof is completed. ]
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The following lemma can be found in [9, 20] and we give a more detailed proof here.

Lemma 7.2. For any fived vector u,v € R3, the following formula holds
(- Rfo) A7 (0 Rfo)dm = (u-v — (u-n)(v-n)),
s2 0

where v = ~y(a) is a positive constant and fo = %e"(m'"(tvx)y.

Proof. Since the conclusion is made for fixed (¢,x), we can assume n(t,x) = (0,0, 1) without loss
of generality. Set g := A;()l(v R fo), then 9 solves the follow elliptic equation on S%:

—R- (fo’Rwo) =7- Rf(). (7.1)

It follows from Fredholm alternative that (7.I]) has a unique solution up to a constant. On the
other hand, since fj is a local equilibrium, according to Proposition 2.1],

log fo + Uo[fo] = const.
The previous two formulas together imply
Agﬂ/)o — RU() . R¢0 =R- ’Rwo — RUQ . Rl/)o =v- 'R,u(), (7.2)

where fy and uy = Up[fo] only depend on m3 = m - n(t,z). If we assume 6 € [0,7] be the
angle between m and n and work under spherical coordinate system (6, ¢) with ¢ € [0,27), then
m = (sin 0 cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos f) and it follows from (B.I)) that

%, R fo = (sing, — cosgb,O)w
and an explicit formula for Riy(6, ¢) is available. Then we obtain the following identity through
straightforward computation

Rup = (—sin ¢, cos ¢,0) (7.3)

B duo 81/1()
R0 R0 =39 "9
So we can rewrite (7.2)) in terms of spherical coordinate:
1 0 . 61[)0 1 82¢0 duo 61[)0 duo
— 0 ———— =v-ey— A4
w935 (0%55) * 5 og>  do o0 ' ae” 74)
where ey := —ﬂ—m = (—sin¢,cos ¢,0) € S2. If we plug the ansatz
Po(0, ) = —v - eygo(cos ) = v - (—sin ¢, cos ¢, 0)go(cos ) (7.5)
into ((T4)), then g satisfies the following ODE [20]:
! i(smgdﬂ) _ % _duodgy __duo
sin 6 df dé sin29  do do de
Then we compute using (Z.3]) and (7.5)
[ Rfo) A7 @ R
g2
=— / u - (sin ¢, — cos ¢, O)WU - (sin ¢, — cos ¢, 0)go(cos §)dm
S2
(7.6)

T 2T
=— / sin @ / sin 0(uy sin @ — uz cos ) f{(cos §)(vy sin ¢ — va cos @) go(cos #)dddy
0 0

:%(ulvl + U2U2)27T/ M

0 go(cos 0) sin0d0 = yu - [v — (v - n)nj,
0
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which concludes our lemma with

v = 77/ Mgo(cos 0) sin 6d6.
0 de

Note that v is a constant only depending on «. Thanks to the positivity of A and hence Afol

on Py(S?), by choosing u = v in ([Z6), we infer v > 0 since Rfy can not be zero on S? when
a>T7.5. O

Proof of Theorem [T Part (ii). In the sequel, we choose any O(z) € C®(R%R3) and ¢(t) €
C®(R4;R) and use ¢(m,x,t) = gp(t)AJIOl (©(z) - Rfo) as a test function for (IO). Denote
Q =R% x R,. Then we have

1
/ Orfe(myx, t)(m, z, t)dmdzdt = — R - (feRuelf)(m, z, t)dmdzdt.
S2xQ € Js2xQ
On the other hand, we have for almost every (z,t) € R? x R, that

%/SQ R - (feRpelfe])pdm = —% /s? Rue[fe] - fRpdm = 1/S2 el fIR - (fRY)dm

€

_ 1 / o(O)plf)O() - Rofodm + = / pel fIR - (feRY + o (t)O(x) fe)dm.
€ Js2 € Js2?

The previous two identities together imply

/ O fe(m,z, t)(m, x, t)dmdadt = ! / o(t) e[ fe]O(2) - R fedmdzdt
S2xQ S2xQ

€

W1 / PO LIR - (fRY + 9(H)O(x) fo)dmdadt. (7.7)
S2xQ

€

Now, we claim the following facts:

lim Ot fe(m,x, t)(m, z, t)dmdzdt = 7/ (On An) - O(x)p(t)dzdt, (7.8)
=0 /520 Q

1 252 :

11_)11%—; /Q o(t)O(x) - /S2 pelfe] R fedmdadt = %WEM /Qcp(t)ngVGk(x) - Vn;dzdt, (7.9)
lin%% el fR - (fRY(m, z,t) + ¢(t)O(z) fe)dmdadt = 0. (7.10)
€— S2x0

Here v = y(a) > 0 is defined in Lemma

Assuming (Z8)-(ZI0), we have

201535 14
7/ (Omm An)-O(x)p(t)dxdt zﬂekh/ ©(t)ne0;O(x)0jn;dadt
RdXR+ d RdXR+

2
_2opS; / o(1)9;0(z) - (n A 9;n)dadt,
d RdXR+

which implies that n(x,t) is a weak solution to the harmonic map heat flow
nA(On—AAn) =0

with A =

2
20;” dS2 > 0. To recover the initial data, we employ (B.7) at ¢t = 0 and get

QLA =% Qlfolli—o = Sa(n(2,0) @ n(x,0) — §15) strongly in L, (R).
Next we prove the claims (Z8)-(ZI0).
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Proof of (7.8). 1t follows from Proposition [5.2 that

lim O fe(m,x, t)(m, z, t)dmdzdt = / O fo(m,x, t)(m, z, t)dmdadt.
=0 Js2x0 $2xQ

Using the fact fo(m,z,t) = %e”(m'”(w’tw and ([39), we obtain
R fo = ™) 20m A ) (- ),
1
Ocfo = Ee”(m'”(t’m)y 2n(m - on)(m -n) = (On An) - Rfo.

Thus, by Lemma [(.2] it holds that

/ O fo(m,x, ) (m, z, t)dmdadt :/ e(t)(Om An)-Rfo .,4]701(@(:17) - R fo)dmdzdt
S2xQ $2xQ

:7/ (Om An)-O(x)p(t)dzedt,
RdXR+
which gives (.g]).
Proof of (7.9). We deduce from ([B.7)) that, for k € {1,2,3} and almost every (z,t) € Q,

1 1
_ /S2 ,uE[fE]kaedm :E /S2 Rk,ue[fe]fedm

€

1 1
- /S Rifudm t /S IR S
= — 2?0[ /S2 femgijMinj [fe] * kEdm
= 2?04&?’“"@@ [fe]Qij[fe] * ke

:%EkéiQZj [fel (Qijlfe] = Qijlfe] * ke)
=201 Qu; [ fe]LcQij[ fe)-

To proceed, we choose ¢(z) € CS°(R?) such that ¢(z) = 1 on a bounded open set V such that
supp © C V. As a result, there is a constant d; > 0 such that

dist(supp ©,supp(l — ¢)) > d; > 0. (7.11)

Therefore, we have

1 O(x) - /S2 te[fe| R fedmda

€ R
9 /R Ou(@) Q1 £yl
% /R Ou@)E QL (0(0) Qs ] da

+ 2a g Ok (2)e"Quj[fe] L (1 — ¢(2))Qyjlfe])dw =: L + L.
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According to our choice of ¢, L] can be written as
L = 2« /]Rd ¢($)®k($)5k&QZj[fe]£e (o(2)Qijlfe])da
— 20 [ T(Ou(a)6(0)Qu(£]) T (0l0) Qs iz
Rd
—— /R [T Ou@](6Qus[f) - Tel6Qsi 1) da

By Lemma [7.]], Lemma [5.3] and the construction of 1, we can pass € — 0 in the above identity to
obtain

lim p(t)Ldt

e—0 R+

= 20kt /R - [FiEv.en@]eounl - (i) Veulidetarat

QU g (7.12)
= [ V.8l VQylfale(tydade
RdXR+
_ 5501 s / (VO () - Vnydzdt.
d RIXR L
Here we have used the fact that Q;x[fo] = Sa(ning — %(51- ).
It remains to show L§ 2% 0. To this end, we use (ZII]) and ([Z7) to rewrite
I =20 | Ou@M QAL (1~ 6()Qulf do
=2 [ Ou@)Qul () (1= 6)Qu 1] ~ (1 = DIyl + b )da
€ R
2 .
= —?a /Rd Ok (2)eQuj[fe(x) ( /Rd (1= 0() Qis[f] ()ke(z — y)dy) da.
In view of (ZII) and ([Z3]), we have
|L5| < €.9,¢) sup / ke(z —y)dy 9. (7.13)
€ zesupp(0)  [z—y|>d1

This together with (ZI2]) implies (Z9).
Proof of (7.10). We denote W5 := (§,T) x supp ©(z) and assume that supp ¢(t) € (0,7"). By
#25)) and Proposition [6.1], we have

sup |fe(m,x,t) — fo(m,x,t)] =0 strongly in L2(W57T), v§ > 0.
meS?

Therefore, it follows from Egorov’s theorem that, for any € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 and a measurable
set U C Wsp such that |U| + |y 5| < € and modulo the extraction of a subsequence,

£ =% fo uniformly on (Wsr\U) x S2. (7.14)
By Lemma [6.2] we have

R (foRyp(m,z,t) + fop(t)O(x)) = 0.
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Thus we may write the left-hand side of ([ZI0]) as

! / HlfAR - (Fo(R + (1)0())) dmddt
S2xRIXR 4

€
1

€ /S2X(W5,TUW0,5)

_ 1! / Bl fIR - (fo(R + (t)O(x))) dmdudt
S2x(UUWy,s)

€

prelf]R - (fE(R¢ + @(t)@(in)))dmdxdt

vt B IR - (£ = fo) (R + p(t)O(x))) dmdzdt
S2x(Ws,r\U)

€
——= VIRu1] - (VIR + o()0(2))) dmdadt
€ JS2x (UUWy.s)
fe - fO
VI

1

- / \/ﬁRﬂe [fe] - (RY 4+ ¢(1)O(x)) dmdazdt
SZx (W5 r\U)

€
= Ji + Js5.

It remains to show that J| and J5 both vanish as € — 0. For J{, it follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, (G.I3]) and the uniform integrability of {f¢}e~o (see Proposition [.2]) that

[JiP < C flRY + ()0 (2)?dmdadt
SZx(UUWy_5)
and it can be made sufficiently small provided that € < 1. To estimate J5, applying Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, (6.I3) and (ZI4) yields
€ C fs - fO 2
i< fdRulrPamazat [ e Sl
€ JS2x (W5 1 \U) S2x (W r\U)  Je
|fe B fO|2

Sx(Wor\U)  fe
and this proves (Z.I0]). O

|RY+¢02dmdadt

e—0

<C |Rp+p(t)O(z) [Pdmdazdt == 0
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