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EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO A CONTINUITY EQUATION
WITH SPACE TIME NONLOCAL DARCY LAW

LUIS CAFFARELLI, MARIA GUALDANI, NICOLA ZAMPONTI

ABSTRACT. In this manuscript we consider a non-local porous medium equation with non-
local diffusion effects given by a fractional heat operator

Oru = div (uVp),
Op = —(—A)*p +uP,
in two space dimensions for § > 1, % < s < 1. Global in time existence of weak solutions

is shown by employing a time semi-discretization of the equations, an energy inequality and
the Div-Curl lemma.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this manuscript we study existence of weak solutions to a porous medium equation with
non-local diffusion effects:

(1)

Opu = div (uVp),
ap = —(=A)*p+u’.

Here u(x,t) > 0 denotes the density function and p(z,¢) > 0 the pressure. We analyze the
problem when z € R?, % < s < 1and g > 1. The model describes the time evolution of a
density function u that evolves under the continuity equation

Oru = div (uv),

where the velocity is conservative, v = Vp, and p is related to u” by the inverse of the
fractional heat operator d; + (—A)®.

Problem () is the parabolic-parabolic version of a parabolic-elliptic problem recently stud-
ied in [2]. In [2], the authors proved the existence of sign-changing weak solutions to

(2) Opu = div (Ju| VO (Ju]™2u)).
For m = ¢+ 1 and a = 2 — 2s equation (2)) reads as
du =div(uVp), p=(-A)"%", 0<s<1.

The presence of J;p makes our system quite different from (2. For example, techniques
such as maximum principle and Stroock-Varopoulos inequality do not work. We overcome
these significant shortcomings with the introduction of ad-hoc regularization terms, together
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with suitable compact embeddings and moment estimates. See later for a more detailed
explanation.
A linear parabolic-elliptic version of ()

(3) Ou = div (uVp), p=(-A)"u, 0<s<1,

was studied by the first author and collaborators in a series of papers: existence of weak
solutions for (B]) is proven in [0, [3, 16] and Holder regularity in [4]. The case s = 1 also
appeared in [I] as a model for superconductivity.

Systems (B]) and ({I) are reminiscent to a well-studied macroscopic model proposed for phase
segregation in particle systems with long range interaction:

{atu = Au+ div (o(u)Vp),

) p= K xu.

Any system that exhibits coexistence of different densities (for example, fluid and vapor or
fluid and solid) has equilibrium configurations that segregate into different regions; the sur-
face of these regions are minimizers of a free energy functional. The relaxation to equilibrium
of the density function u(z,t) can be described in general by nonlinear integro-differential
equations of type (). One example is the model proposed in [10], in which the mobility is
o(u) = u(l — u) and the kernel K is bounded, symmetric and compactly supported. Such
model describs the hydrodynamic (or mean-field) limit of a microscopic model undergoing
phase segregation with particles interacting under a short-range and long-range Kac poten-
tial. Several other variants of () are present in the literature [14] 10} 12] 11l 15]. We also
mention [13] for the study of a deterministic particle method for heat and FokkerPlanck equa-
tions of porous media type where the non-locality appears in the coefficients. The long time
behavior of weak solutions to (Il) was studied in [7]. There the authors show algebraic decay
in time towards the stationary solutions v = 0 and Vp = 0.

The condition that the pressure satisfies a parabolic equation introduces non-trivial com-
plications in the analysis of (). The non-local structure prevents the equation from having
a comparison principle. Moreover, maximum principle does not give useful insights, since at
any point of maximum for v we only know that d;u < uAp. We overcome the lack of compar-
ison and maximum principles with the introduction of several regularizations. Stampacchia’s
truncation arguments yield non-negativity of the solutions and the Div-Curl lemma will be
used to identify the limit for u?.

The main result of this manuscript is summarized in the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Let > 1, % < 5 < 1. Moreover let wi, pin : R? — [0,+00) be functions such
that wi, € L'"NLA(R?), pi, € L'NHY(R?). There exist functions u,p : R% x [0, 00) — [0, +00)
such that for every T > 0

we L°0,T, L' n LP(R?)) N LPH(R? x (0, 7)),

pe L0,T,H n Ll(]RQ)) N L%(0,T, H*T (R?)),

e P (0, T, W55 (R?), o e LETV/P(0,T, (L2 N L (B2)),
which satisfy the following weak formulation to ({d):

1,204

T
(5) /0 <atu¢dt+/ /R2qu Vodadt —0 Vo e L5 (0,1 W (R2)),
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T T
© [ @pdes [ [ (A1 uudedt =0 o€ 10,77 0 IR,
0 0 R2

2(8+1)
limu(t) = upm W 2758 (R?),  limp(t) = pin  in (L> N LPHH(R?)Y,
t—0 t—0

as well as the mass conservation relation

/u(az,t)dx:/ win(z)dz, t>0.
R2 R2

The starting point about our analysis is the observation that

B
Hlu,p] := /R2 <ﬁu_ Tt %|Vp|2> dx

is a Lyapunov functional for (Il) and satisfies the bound

T
Hlu,p) + / / (—A)2VpPdrdt = Hluin, pin).
0 R2

Indeed, formal computations show that

d uP uf~t
di Joo B 1d:17 <d1v (uVp), ) > - Vu” - Vpdx.
Testing the equation for p against Ap we obtain
d 2
Vil - Vpdr = —/ [Vl dm+/ |(_A)5/2Vp|2d:n,
R2 dt R2 2 R2
which leads to
d
(7) 4, p) +/ (A 2VpRdz =0 t>0.
dt R2

The major difficulty, in the approximation process, is the identification of the limit of u”.
The energy inequality (7)) provides plenty of informations for the pressure p, but only uniform
integrability in L>°(L?) for u. At the moment it is unclear to the authors how to use the
bounds for Vp to get useful bounds for Vu or u. To overcome the lack of compactness we
employ the Div-Curl Lemma (see [9]) to the vector fields

U€ = (u€7 _uevpe)u Ve = (atp€7 vp€)7
where (uf,p®) is a suitable approximate solution to (II). The argument yields
Us-VE~U-V  weakly in L'(R? x (0,T)),

where U, V are the weak limits of U, V¢, respectively. Strong convergence of p* and standard
result in compensated compactness theory [§] yield strong convergence for u®.

The application of the Div-Curl Lemma brings two restrictions on the system. The first
one concerns the lower bound for s, s > %, the second one the dimension. It is unclear how to
remove such restrictions, as they seem necessary to fulfill the integrability and compactness
constraints on the quantities U®, V€. The assumptions on s, 5 and d are not satisfactory
from the point of view of a general theory for weak solutions. As such, Theorem 1 is a
first step to understand the complete behavior of (1). Most interesting however, is the fact
that the addition of a nonstationary term in the pressure equation radically changes the
behavior of the system and calls for a different analytical setting than in [5, I5]. We also
point out that the successful use of the Div-Curl Lemma, a tool commonly employed in the
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study of fluid-dynamic systems, in the analysis of nonlocal diffusion equations is (to our best
knowledge) a novelty and an unexpected connection between the two fields. Uniqueness of
weak solutions is an important open question for our system. We expect it to hold for short
time straightforwardly. For long time the only available result so far is the one in [7], in which
the authors show a weak-strong uniqueness result: if there exists a strong solution, then any
weak solution with the same initial data coincides with it.
Existence of a solution for 8 = 1 appears to be out of reach with the present technique, as
several other terms will lack compactness.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2] we show two preliminary technical lemmas,
and in Section [3] the proof of the main theorem.

2. SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS

Lemma 1. Let g : [0,00) — [0,00) be a continuous, nondecreasing function such that
lim, 00 g(1r) = 00. For k € (0,p], 1 < p < 2 define the functional space Vg, p as

Vorp = WH(R?) N LF(R%, g(|2])dz) = {f e WHP(R?) - / f(x)g(z|)dx < oo} .
R2

Then V. is compactly embedded in LY(R?) for any max{r,1} < ¢ < 2%).

Proof. Let {f,} be a uniformly bounded sequence in V. ,. We first notice that there exists
a subsequence, still denoted with f,, such that

fn — f weakly in WHP(R?) — L%/C=P)(R?),

Denote with Bg the ball of center = 0 and radius R. Since W'P(Bg) is compactly embedded
in LY(Bpg) for any 1 < g < 227”1), there exists a subsequence of f,, still denoted with f,, such
that 5
fn — fstrongly in LY(Br) forany 1l <g¢g< %
Thanks to a Cantor diagonal argument, the subsequence f,, can be chosen to be independent
of R. The uniform bound for f, in V; ., and Fatou’s Lemma imply that f € V, . p.
Next we show that |f, — f|* strongly in L'(R?): for n big enough

[ grdo= [ Ao grdes [ (- g7 s
R2 Br BY,
<5+ | alablfu - o<
~ 2 g(R) Jpe ! -
by choosing R big enough. Interpolation between L2P/(2=P) and L™@x{%1} implies that for any
g with max{k,1} < g < ;Tpp the sequence f,, strongly converges to f in L?(R?).
0
Lemma 2. Define n(z) = (1 + |z]?)~%/2 with o > 4 and for every R > 1 we set nr(x) =
n(x/R). For s >0 we have
lim [|(=A)*ng| L~ = 0.
R—o00

Proof. The result is a consequence of the scaling property of the fractional laplacian:

(~A)nr = 7 (<A,
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3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Define the spaces
8 ] 8
X:=Li1(RY), Y= {g e Wh T (R?) - / 9| 7 ~da < oo},
R2

Y={uecL,(R?) : u>0ae inR? v’ lev},

v(z) =1+ |z|2.

Thanks to Sobolev’s embedding and Lemma [Tk

where

(8) Y < L9(R?) continuously for ! ; P <q= %’
9) Y < LYR?) compactly for ! ; 0 <q< %

In particular, the embedding ¥ < X is compact.
For every measurable function g : R?> — R U {£o0o0} we denote by g, := max{g,0} and
g— :=min{g,0} its positive and negative part, respectively.

For given constants o1, 02, 7,¢ > 0, functions u* € Y and p* € H?%(R?) such that u*,p* > 0
a.e. in R?, consider the time-discrete problem

¥ B—
(10) / <u Tu ¢+UVP'V¢+Q1!Vu5_1]/13_1Vu5_1-V(b—i—&?uﬁlqﬁ*y) dr =0 VYoev,
RZ

p—p

—— +(=4)"p — e2Ap —u” =0.

(11)

We divide the proof of Theorem [ into several steps: we first show existence of solution to
(@0, (1) by Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem. Then we perform the limits ¢ — 0, 7 — 0,
02 — 0 and p; — 0 (in this order). The last limit is the most complicated because we need

1
compactness for u without relying on the term g fR2 ]Vu5_1]3_1Vu5_1 -Vodz.

3.1. Existence for (I0)-(IIl). For given constants o, 7,6 > 0, o € [0, 1], functions z € X,
u* €Y and p* € H?*(R?) such that u*,p* > 0 a.e. in R2, consider the linear problem in the
variable w:

/2(7_1(|w|§_€w —u*)p + Jz?Vp -Vo)dx + 01 /2 |Vw|%_1Vw -Vodx
(12)R R
+z—:/2 |w|%_1w¢7dx =0 Vpevy,
(13) )
/]R (T =P+ (=) (A) Y + 0oV Vi — T =0 Ve HI(ED)
We first solve (I3]). We have that z% € L?(R?). Lax-Milgram Lemma yields the existence

of a unique solution p € H'(R?). Standard elliptic regularity results imply that p € H?(R?)
and consequently Vp € L4(R?) for every q > 2.
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We now solve (I2). Since JFT e [P (R?) and Vp € LI(R?) for every q > 2, the linear
mapping

1
peY — (=7 tu*p + 0z 'Vp-V¢)dz € R
R2
is continuous. The nonlinear operator A :Y — Y’ defined by

<A[w],¢>:/ T_l\w\“w(bda:—l—gl/ \Vw\llf_1Vw-V¢dx+€/ \w\%_lwwyda:
R? R? R?

for every ¢ € Y is strictly monotone, coercive, hemicontinuous. Therefore the standard theory
of monotone operators [I8] yields the existence of a unique solution w € Y to (I2]).
We can now define the mapping

F:(z,0) e X x[0,1] »we X,

where (w,p) € Y x H?(R?) is the unique solution to (I2)), (I3). Clearly F(-,0) is a constant
mapping. Moreover I is continuous and also compact due to the compact embedding Y «— X,
see Lemma [Tl

Next, we show that any fixed point is nonnegative and uniformly bounded in 0. We use
a Stampacchia truncation argument. This method is generally used in nonlinear elliptic
problems to show positivity, boundedness and higher regularity via the choice of particular
test functions. In our case, by choosing ¢ = w_ and ¢ = p_ as test functions, we get

8
/7'_1|w_|ﬁld:17—|—/ 91|Vw_|(6+1)/5d:17—|—6/ lw_ | BTV Bryde = 0,
R? R? R?

/ T o)+ (A)2po)? + 02| Vp—|de < 0,
RQ

from which it follows that w,p > 0 a.e. in R%. The nonnegativity of w and the H?(R?)-
regularity of p allow for the formulation

(14) / (77w — u)p + ouVp - Vé)dz + o1 / (VS HYBIwuf Vpda
R2 R2
+ s/ uPV/Bgyde =0 Vo e,
R2
(15) T p—p)+ (—APp—0Ap—uP =0  inRZ

1
where we defined u = w?-1.
We now search for uniform bounds with respect to o: choosing ¢ = v”~! in () leads to

/ (T_l(u—u*)uﬁ_l—kgl/ ]Vuﬁ_ll(ﬁﬂ)/ﬁdaz—ka/ ulP=D/B g — —a/ uVp - Vuda
R? R? R?

R2
_o(B-1) 8
= 3 /]Rz u” Apdzx.

On the other hand, multiplying (I5) by cAp € L?(R?) and integrating in R? yields
7 [ wiapds = [ (7= 7)+ (<A) D= o) Mg

_ _T—la/ (Vp— Vp*) - Vpdz — a/ |(—A)*/2Vp|*da — 092/ (Ap)*dz.
R2 R2 R2
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Given that
(u—u" )t > WP /B — (u*)? /B, (Vp—Vp*)-Vp > |[Vp]*/2 — |Vp*[*/2,

we deduce

B _
l/ u_+0ﬁ 1]Vp\2 da:+g1/ ]Vuﬁ_l\(ﬁﬂ)/ﬁdaz—i-s/ w0y
T JRr2 B 25 R2 R2

o(B8-1) _A2Up2da o(B—1) 24
(16) ST [ 8y + N [ (appa

: ?/R< BT ag IV ’2>dx’

The above estimate yields a bound for w = v®~! in Y which is uniform in o. Together
with the embedding ¥ < X we have that u belongs to X, with [Ju||x bounded uniformly
with respect to o. Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem yields the existence of a fixed point
w=uP"t €Y for F(-,1), i.e. asolution (u,p) € Y3 x H(R?) to

(17) / v ¢da;+/ uvp.v¢da;+gl/ VP~ YB-1vuB1 . Vda
R2 R2 R2

T

+ a/ uP DB yydz =0 VYopev,
R2

*

(18) Pl (-A)p-edp—u’ =0 iR
such that u,p > 0 a.e. in R? and (6) holds for o = 1:
B —
(19) l/ L u!VpF dx + 91/ ]Vuﬁ_l\%daz—l—s/ w0/
T JR2 ﬁ 25 R2 R2
5_1/ /20, (2 Q2(ﬁ—1)/ 2 1/ <(U*)6 p—1 2>
+— A Vp|*de + ———~ Ap)ode < = + ——|Vp*|? | dx.
5 [, AV 5 )P = 55 VPl

3.2. The limit ¢ — 0. The next step is to take the lim._,¢ in (I7)-(19).
The uniform bound of u#~! in WH(+A/8(R?) (see (IJ)) and Sobolev’s embedding insure
that for every R > 0 there exists a subsequence u(&%) of u(¢) such that

w4 strongly in LYBpgr), 1<g<2(B+1). R>0,

The function u is the weak limit of u(®) in L2(ﬁ+1)(]R2). By a Cantor diagonal argument we
can find a subsequence (not relabeled) of u(®) such that

u®) = u  strongly in LY(Bg), 1<q¢<2(8+1), ReN,
as well as u®) — u a.e. in R2. As a consequence
(20) ()P P strongly in L*(Bg), u®) — u strongly in L?*(Bg), R > 0.
Going back to the limit in (I8]) and (I7) we have that as ¢ — 0

/ (W) dz — / W de, Vi € C2(R),
R2 RZ

/ uEVpE) . Vedr — / / uVp - Vodr, Yo e CP(R?),
R2 R2 JR2
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where we used (20) for the first limit, and @0) together with Vp&) — Vp in L¥(1~9)(R?)
to obtain the second limit (remember that p() is relatively weakly compact in H'*5(R?)).
Summarizing, taking the limit ¢ — 0 in (7)), (I8) and subsequently employing a standard
density argument we get

(21)
/)ﬁ_%u—uﬂ¢+%ﬁm'V¢+QHVM%HU&4Vuﬂ4-V¢Mx:0 Vo € WHE (R?),
R2

(22) T p—p) 4+ (“A)¥p—Ap—u’ =0  inRZ
Moreover u,p > 0 a.e. in R? and
B _
(23) l/ L u|Vp|2 dx+91/ |Vu6_1|%dx
T Jr2 \ B 28 R2
ﬂ—l/ 29, (2 92(ﬁ—1)/ 2 1/ <(U*)ﬁ g1 2>
+5—— —A)2pPde + = [ (Ap)?da <= + Y| Vp*|? ) da.
B Jre I(=4) 7l B RZ( P) T Jr2 \ B 23 vl

Let Gs(z) = min{z/d,1} for every z > 0. By testing [22) against G(p) € L*(R?) and
exploiting the fact that [z, G5(p)(—A)*pdz > 0 one deduces the estimate

%@ﬁmg/

Gs(p)pdx < Gs(p)p*de + 7
R2 R2

p*dx +7’/ uPdx < C.
R2

R2 R?

Taking the limit § — 0 in the above inequality (by monotone convergence) yields p € L'(R?).

Let ng as in the statement of Lemma Bl Multiplying @2) by ng, integrating in R? and
integrating by parts leads to

(24) T /R2 (p — p*)npde = /Rz (u’ngr + 0apAng — p(—A)*ng)dz.

Since ||[(—=A)*ng|/z~ — 0 as R — oo (see Lemma[) and p € L!'(R?), the bound for the mass

of p follows
/ pdx = / p*dx +7’/ uPdz.
R? R2 R?

At this point we have proved the existence of sequences (u)reny C H'(R?), (pr)reny C H2(R?)
such that ug = Uin, Po = pin, and for k > 1 ug, pr > 0 a.e. in R2,

(25)
/mﬁqh%_UMQ¢+WVMNV@MH1M/!VﬁAPWAVﬁAWVWMZO Vo € H'(R?),
R2 R2

(26) 7Yk — pr—1) + (=A)’py, — 02Apy, — uf =0 in R2,
with the estimates
B
1 U 6—1 1

9 L%, P-Lig, / B-11(1+6)/5
(27) T/L2<ﬂ 33 ﬁn%|)<m»+gllw|vuk | da

p-1 / 5/2 2 02(8—1) / 2 1 / (Uk—l)ﬁ p—1 2

Z - _ < =

+ 7 e |(—A)*/“Vpg|°dx + 5 RQ(Apk) dr < 7 s 5 + 53 |Vpr_1|* | dz,

(28) /pkdmZ/ pk_ldm—i-T/ ugdaz.
R2 R2 R2
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Choose T > 0 arbitrary. Define N = T/7, u(7)(t) = upX {0} (t) + Zszl ULX ((k—1)rk7] (1),
p((t) = poxqoy(t) + Z]kvzl PrX((k—1)7kr] (t). Moreover define the backward finite difference
w.r.t. time D, as

D-f(t)y =771 (f(t) = ft=7)),  te[nT].

We can rewrite (25)(28) with the new notation. For all ¢ € L?(0,T; H* (R2))0L i 0,T; W (R2))
and 1 € L?(0,T; H'(R?)) we have

T
(29) / (Dyu™) ¢ +u V™) . V) dadt
0o Jr2
T
+ Ql/ / |V(U(T))B_1|1/B_1V(U(T))B_l . V¢d:17dt _ 0’
0 JR2

T
30 [ [ D0 (=8) ) (8)20) + 02 - V= () ) =0

COAYE! _ ¢
(31) / wW?)” 5 Loy d:z:—l—gl/ |V ()31 O+A/B gt/
R? B 2 0

92 _1/ (AP dzdt’ + / [(=A)*2vpT) 2dzdt’
R2 5 R?

[ (455 St oo

(32) / P (t)da < / pmdz +Ct  te[0,T],
R2 R2

where the constant in (32]) only depends on the entropy at initial time.

3.3. The limit 7 — 0. We first estimate the time derivative of the density function. Let
R > 0 arbitrary, Qrr = Br x (0,T). For any ¢ € C°(Qr1)

(Dyul™)¢ dxdt‘
RZ
T
ITSRA VSR I v da:dt'Jrgl / yV( BBy (w1 Vg dadt
R2 0
< ||vp!?| 2 HU(T)HL°°(0,T;L/3+1(R2))HV¢H

28
L2(0,T;LT=5 (R?)) L2(0,T;L2+(1=5)8 (R2))

1
FallVEOP oy IVl

B (R2)
c(r
( )H ||L2(OTW1 %OW 2+(1 s)ﬁ(Rz))

using (B1]). This yields

(33) |D-u™)| < C(T).

LB+l g 28 <
L2(0,T; (W F nw ZFI-5)8 (R2)))



10 LUIS CAFFARELLI, MARIA GUALDANI, NICOLA ZAMPONI

In particular

(34) HDTU(T)H L <C(T,R), VYR>0, A= max{
L2(0,T;W 7 A-1(BRr))

B+1 28 }
B 24+(1—-s)8])"

The compact Sobolev embedding W2(8+1/8(Bp) < L2B+1/8=¢(By), valid for every € > 0,
allows us to apply Aubin-Lions Lemma in the version of [6] and obtain, for any R > 0, the
existence of a subsequence u(™ of «(7) such that

uw™ 5y strongly in L?(0,T; L?(Bg)).

The limit function u is unique and coincides with the weak-* limit of «(7) in L°°(0,T’; L®(R?)).
A Cantor diagonal argument allows us to find a subsequence of u(™) (which we denote again
with u(7)) such that

u™ =y strongly in L'(0,T; L*(Bg)), VR € N,
and

(35) u™ = ae in R?x[0,7).

B2—1
Since u(™ € L*(0,T,L°(R?) N L7 (0,T, L*P*+D(R?)), a straightforward interpolation
yields

. 382+ 32
(36) [ )”LT(O,T,LT(]RZ)) <, r= B
Since r > (3, thanks to (3] it follows
(37) u'™ — u  strongly in L?(0,T; L?(BR)), VR > 0.

Hence as 7 — 0:

T T
/ / (WP dadt — / / uPip dedt,  for all ¢ € CO(R? x (0,T)).
0o Jr2 0o Jr2
Moreover directly from (B1)
(u(T))B—l — 4?1 weakly in L(B'H)/B(O,T; Wl’(ﬁ+1)/B(R2)),
u™ — u  weakly* in L0, T; L% (R?)).
From @B3)), (37) it follows
28
Dou™ = 8u weakly in L2(0,T; (W' w5 (R2))).
Since p(™) is uniformly bounded in L*(0,T, L*(R?)) and Vp™) is uniformly bounded in
L>(0,T, L*(R?)), Gagliardo-Nirenberg and the entropy inequality B1]) yield
(38) ”p(T)HLOO(O,ﬂHl(Rz)) + ”P(T)HLZ(O,T;HsH(R?)) + \/@”P(T)HLZ(O,T;H%R%) <C,

where C only depends on the initial data. Hence there exists a subsequence of p(™) (which we
denote again with p(T)) such that

p™) = p weakly in L2(0, T; H*(R2)),
p(T) N D Weakly* in LOO(O, T, Hl (R2))
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In particular

(39) Hp”LOO(O,T,Hl(RZ)) + Hp”LQ(O,T,Hsﬂ(H@)) < C.
Also, by Sobolev’s embedding,

Vp(™) = Vp weakly in L2(0,T; L¥ =) (R?)).

The strong convergence u(™ — u in L?(0,T; L?(Bg)) for every R > 0, the weak convergence
of Vp(™) in L?(0,T; L?/(*=*)(R?)), and the assumption s > % imply

T T
/0 /R ) u"Vp) .V drdt — /0 /R _uVp: Vo dudt, forall ¢ € CHR? x (0,T)).

Let us look at the discrete time derivatives of the pressure function. Thanks to ([B6]) we have

T
[ Podat] < 1Py llolie-mme oy

< CloD)l[¥ll /-5 (R2 (0,15

while (BI]) implies

T T
/ / (—A)*pt™) ¢d$dt‘ + 02 / / Ap™ wdiﬂdt' < Cll¥llp2®2x(0,1))-
0 Jre 0 Jre

We deduce
T
(40) /0 /]W(DTP(T))?Z} dwdt‘ < Cle)¥llz2nrr/e-o @2 x0,1))-
It follows
(41) Dp™ — 8p  weakly in (L2 LR x (0,T))).

Since p(7) is bounded in L>(0,T, H'(R?)) and D,p(”) is bounded in (L?> N L'/"=#(R? x
(0,7))), we can invoke Aubin-Lions lemma to deduce, for every R € N, the existence of a
subsequence p{™® of p(7) such that p(™f) — p strongly in L'(0,T, L'(Bg)), for every R € N.
A Cantor’s diagonal argument yields the existence of a subsequence of p(7) (which we call
again p(7)) such that

(42) p'™) = pstrongly in L'(0,T, L' (Bg)) VReN, p) = paecin R

At this point we can take the limit 7 — 0 in (29) and (B0), which yields (after a suitable
density argument)

T T T
(43) / (Bsu, ¢>dt+/ / uvp.v¢da;dt+g1/ / [V VIl Vg dedt = 0
0 0 R2 0 R2

2 1 28 9 45 8o
Ve € L2(0,T; WhaG T (R) N L' (0,13 W'F (RY),

T T T
@ [t [ [ (ayp-iyudedt— o [ [ wapdedt=o0
Vo € L2 N L7 (R? x (0, 7)),

where r = %65_2 is defined in (B4]).
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Thanks to the lower weak semicontinuity of the LP norm we deduce from (3I]) the following
entropy inequality:

NN, T L e N L
(45) /RZ<ﬂ+ 25 |Vp| d$+91/0/Rz|Vu|dedt+ 5 /()/R2( p)-dxdt

_ t B B
+ p—1 / ](—A)S/2Vp]2da:dt' < / ((Um) + u’meP) da.
B 0 JRr2 R?2

g 2p
Furthermore, thanks to the a.e. convergence of p(™ [@2) we can apply Fatou’s Lemma in

B2)) and get
(46) / p(t)dz < / pindz +Ct, € [0,T].
R2 R2

3.4. The limit g — 0. From the entropy inequality ([@3]) and the mass conservation ([4Q) we
deduce the following ps—uniform bounds:

4 o< (0. p-1 < T
(47) lull oo 0,72 (R2)) + llu ||L%(07T;W1,%(R2)) <C(p1,T),
(48) 1PNl oo 0,11 (R2)) + 1Pl 220,13 15+ 1 (R2)) + VP2l AP 20,75 2(R2)) < C(T).

Moreover, from (43)), (@), [@T), [@S) we deduce ps—uniform bounds for the time derivatives
of u, p:

(49) (| Opu| : + |0 || < C(T, p1).

B41 28 r
L2or;whm AW IFaI—o8 (R2)Y L2(0,T; (L2NL7=B (R2)))

Estimates (@7)-@3J) and the compact Sobolev embeddings Wh(#+1/8(Q) <y L2B+1D/(B-1)=€(Q),
H5TH(Q) — W2/(0=8)=¢(Q), valid for every bounded open Q@ C R? and ¢ > 0, allow us to
apply Aubin-Lions Lemma and deduce, for every R € N, the existence of subsequences u(P2-7)
ple2:B) of 4 (P2)  1)(P2) guch that

uP>f) 5 4 strongly in LY0,T; LY(Bg)), pP21) 5 p strongly in LY0,T; LY(Bg)),

for every R € N. Once again, a Cantor diagonal argument allows us to find subsequences
(not relabeled) of u(2), p(P2) such that

u'??) s strongly in L'(0,T; L' (Bg)), p¥* —p strongly in L'(0,T; L' (Bg)),

for every R € N. Bounds ({7), (@8] also imply (up to subsequences) the following weak
convergence relations

wlP2) x g, weakly-* in L>°(0,T; L2(R2))’

V(u2))P 1 < TPl weakly in LUTO/B(0,T; LOHA/B(R2),
plP?) ~*p weakly-* in L0, T; H' (R?)),
pP?) < p weakly in L2(0, T; H*t(R?)).

Thanks to the convergence relations stated above, taking the limit po — 0 in (43)), ([@4) is at
this point straightforward and leads to

T T T
(50) / (Oyu, p)dt + / / uVp - Vo drdt + o1 / / [Vl BIu Vg dadt = 0
0 0 R2 0 R2

23
Vo € L2(0,T; W03 (R2)) N L 7 (0,T;W 7 (),
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T T
(51) / (Orp. )t + / / (AYp — P dedt = 0
0 0 R2

Vi € L2 LT3 (R2 x (0,T)),

where r = %65_2 is defined in (B4]).
The same convergence relations yield

B -1 t pi1
-1/ Uin, A -1
B—/O R2 |(—A)s/2Vp|2dajdt' = /Rz <( ﬁ) * %|me|2> d:E

We also point out that (@) holds true also after taking the limit pa — 0.

3.5. The limit g; — 0. In the rest of the paper we denote p; with p.
As a preliminary step, we are going to prove a uniform bound for Vpl). By interpolation
we obtain

(p) Hl A

(p) (p) )|
HVp ”L‘I(RQX(O,T)) < HVp ”Loo(o,T;LZ(R2 HVP La- /\)‘I(OTLl s(RZ))

with % = % + W, 0 < XA < 1. The assumption s > S~! allows for the choice ¢ >
2(B8+1)/8 such that (1 — \)g < 2 and therefore

||VP ||L2(5+1)/5+€(R2><(0 ) = CHVp(p ||Lo<> (0,T;L2(R2)) HVP ||L2(0TL2/(1 5) (R2)) Ve € [0, €),

for some €y > 0. Since Vp(#) is bounded in L?(0,T; H*(R?)), by Sobolev’s embedding it is also
bounded in L?(0,T; L?/(*=%) (R?)). Together with the uniform bound in L>°(0,T; L*(R?)), we
conclude

(53) 360 >0 : va(p)HL2(/3+1)/[3+5(R2X(0,T)) S C VE S [0, 60).

Now we wish to prove a uniform bound for u(?) in LS+ (R? x (0,7)). Let us choose ¢ = p(¥),
¥ = u®) in G0), (GI), respectively, and sum the resulting equations. We obtain

T T .
(54) / /(u(p>)ﬁ+1dxdt:/ /u(p)(_A)sp(ﬂ)dxdt+/ /u(”)\vp(”)\2d:¢dt
0 R2 0 R2 : -

T
+/ u (T)pP(T)da: — / UinPindx + p/ V(=1 vplP) dadt.
R? R2 0o Jr2

Let us bound the terms on the right-hand side of (B4]) by using bounds (@q]), (52)). Applying
Holder and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities yields

/ / )P dxdt
RZ

< [t ||L°°(0,T;L/3(R2))H(_A)sp(p)u

L
LY(0,T;LB~

(RZ))
<CHU HLOO(OTLﬁ R2) ”PPHL2(0TH1+S(R2 Hp ”LOO(OTLl(Rz))
<C,
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for some « € [0, 1]. Let us then consider
g 2 2
| [ 199 ot < oo 1969 sy < Ol s ooy
thanks to (B3]). Next we notice that
/R2 uP)(T)p!)(T)da < ||u(p)||L°°(O,T;L2(]R2))||p(p)||L°°(O,T;L2(R2)) <C.
Finally, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality allows us to write

/ / IV ()BT By ()51 L ple) st

< PV (@) 1997 2
%ﬂ(R?x(o,T)) g (R2x(0,1))
< Cp|v —1 /8 Pje_ (o) 1—ox ‘
< Cpl ( ) | B7§_1(R%<(O,T))Hp HL (O,T,Ll(RQ))Hp ”LQ(O,T;HHé(R?))
<C,
for some « € [0,1]. From (54]) we conclude

P 1754 @ex oy < Cillu® s @2 o)) + Co

which implies, via Young’s inequality,

(55) 1w o1 2 x 0.7y < C-

Next we find a suitable bound for u(" Vp(®). Since u(?) and Vp(#) are bounded in L>(0, T'; L?(R?))
and L>(0,T; L?(R?)), respectively, then (") Vp(®) is bounded in L>(0, T; L?%/(?+A)(R?)). On

the other hand, (") and Vp®) are also bounded in L#*1(0, T; L#*1(R?)) and L?(0, T; L* (1 =%)(R?)),

respectively, so u?Vp(#) is also bounded in L2#+D/(5+3) (0 ; [2(6+1)/2+(1=5)(B+1)(R2)), A
straightforward interpolations leads to

(56) [ulP)7p® H 204 9)((142)5+2) < C.
BHIET (R2x(0,T))

Now we prove the strong convergence of p®). From (52, (£5) it follows that

(57) Hatp(p)HL(/J‘Jrl)/B((],T;(L?mLBJrl(R2))/ <C
From (52) and (57) we deduce via Aubin-Lions Lemma and a Cantor diagonal argument that,
up to subsequences,
p?) = p strongly in L'(Bg x (0,T)), VR > 0.
Bound (B5) implies that, up to subsequences,
(58) u'?) —~u  weakly in L5+1(}R2 x (0,7)),

(u?)? —~ v weakly in L5 (R2 x (0,7)),

B+1

for some function v € L 7 (R% x (0,7)). We are now going to show that v = v a.e. in
R2 x (0,7).

Let us now consider the vector fields
UP) = @), —uvp)y, v = (pP) vpl).
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_1 _(2048((+s)8+2) ) _ B+2)(8+3 -1 .
Let mg = %ﬁ, M = Ty = <%> = (1— W) . It is easy to see

that T, = min{mg, 71, ™} = mo. Let Q@ C R? bounded open smooth domain.
Bound (B8) means that u(”d,,p() is bounded in L™ (2 x (0,T)), for i = 1,2, while u() is

bounded in L™ (€2 x (0,T)) thanks to (55). In particular Ui(p) is bounded in L™ (Q x (0,T))
fori=0,1,2.

On the other hand, (52) and (B5) imply that 9;p) is bounded in L™ (2 x (0,T)), while
Dy,p®) is bounded in L™(Q x (0,7T)) for i = 1,2 thanks to (B3) and the trivial relation
T =My < @ which holds thanks to the hypothesis s > % It follows that Vi(p ) is bounded
in L™ (Q x (0,T)) for i = 0,1,2.

Next we notice that

div (M)U(p) =div, <p|VuB_1|1/ﬁ_1Vuﬁ_1> — 0 strongly in W™ 5™ min (Q x (0, 7))

thanks to (52). On the other hand curl V{») = 0 since V() is a gradient field.
Therefore we are able to apply [0l Thr. 1.1] and deduce that

U v ~u.v in D(Q % (0,T)),

where U, V are the weak limits of U(), V() respectively. This implies, being U®) . V(©)
bounded in L'(Q x (0,T)),

(59) u®) 9pP — uP | VpP |2 —~ udyp — uPVpk) . Vp  in D'(Q x (0,T)),

where u, u(P)Vp() are the weak limits of u(?), u(P)Vp(P) respectively. However, we know that
pP) — p strongly in L*(2 x (0,T)), while Vp®) is bounded in L2(3+D/8+¢(R? x (0,T)) and
L?(0,T; H*(R?)) thanks to (52), (53). Therefore Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality allows us to
deduce Vp(#) — Vp strongly in L2F+1D/8(Q x (0,T)). Tt follows

(60) u(p)|vp(p)|2 — u|Vp|?, uPvpP) 4 Vp.
From the relations above and (59) we deduce
(61) u?op) ~ udyp in D'(Q x (0,T)).

Again, the local-in-space strong convergence of p(® and the known uniform bounds for p()
in L>(0,T; L'(R?)) and L?(0,7T; H'**(R?)) imply via Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that
(=A)*plP) — (—=A)*pstrongly in L2(22x (0,T)). This fact, together with the weak convergence
ulP) — g in LATY(R? x (0,7)) and relation 3 > 2, implies that

(62) u® (=A)*pl?) ~ u(=A)p in D'(Qx(0,T)).

Summing (61), 62), employing (GI) and the uniform bound for u(?) in LA+H(R2? x (0, 7))
leads to

(63) (W) —~ww  in M(Q % (0,T)),

where v is the weak limit of (u(”))? and M(Q x (0,T)) is the space of Radon measures, i.e. the
dual of C2(Q x (0,7)).

We are going to show that (B3] implies the a.e. convergence of u(?) in R? x (0, 7). Define the
truncation operator Ty, as Tj(z) = min{z, k} for every z > 0, k € N. Let ¢ € CO(R? x (0,7)),
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¢ >0 in R? x (0,T) arbitrary. Relation (G3]) implies

/ / Ty (u B¢d$dt</ / (ul” BH(;ﬁda:dt—)/ /uv(bdxdt as p — 0,
R2 R2 R2

and so

(64) / /u(P T (ulP)) B¢d$dt</ /uvqbdxdt.
R2

On the other hand [8, Thr. 10.19] implies

T T
(65) / / uP) Ty (uP))B ¢ dwdt > / / uTy(uP))B ¢ dadt.
0o Jr2 0o Jr2

The weak lower semicontinuity of the L' norm yields

T - T
/ |Tk( PNB — | dodt < hmmf/ T (u)P — (PP dzdt
0 0 R2

p—0

< 2liminf (PP dzdt
p=0 J i) >k}

2
< —lim inf/ (uP)BH ddt.
k {uP) >k}
The uniform bound for u(?) in LBH(R x (0,7)) implies

lim Ty (ulP)B — | dadt = 0,

k—o0 R2

which implies Ty (u(?)? — v weakly in LT(R (0,7)) as k — oo, and so
(66) / /}R2 uTy (ulP)B ¢ dadt —>/ /]Rz woddrdt  as k — oo.
From (64])—(66]) we deduce

lim / /R2 (uP) Ty (ulP)B — uTy(ulP)B)p dzdt = 0,

k—00

which easily implies
(67) lim  lim / / —u) (T (@) — T (u®)YP) b dadt = 0.

k—o0 p,p'—0 R2
However, elementary computations yield
0< (z—y)(Th(2)" ' =Te(y)"™") < (@ = y)(Toya (@)’ = Tiya(v)’™") fora,y >0, keN,
which implies that the sequence

ar = lim / / N (TP = Tp,(u? )P ddt
p,p'—0 R2

is nondecreasing and nonnegative. Moreover limy_,~ ar = 0 thanks to (67]). Therefore ax =0
for every k € N, that is

lim / / N(T(u?)? — T, (PN g dadt =0,  keN.
R2

p,p'—0



EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO A CONTINUITY EQUATION WITH SPACE TIME NONLOCAL DARCY LAW7Y

In particular

(68) Jim / / W® — u) (WY — WP\ dpdt =0, k€N,
(M, <k}

p:p'—0

where we defined M, ; = max(u(f)),u(p')),
It is easy to prove the elementary relation

B _ B
xx _‘Z > max(z, )", z,y>0, z#y,
which, together with (68]), leads to
(69) lim / / w® — N2 NP g dedt =0, ke N.
PP/ =0 Ju,  <ky PP

Fix € € (0,1) arbitrary. Let us consider

/ / )2 dudt = / / () — u?)2 ¢ dadt
R2 {Mp’p/>k‘}
+ / / (') — P2 ¢ dadt + / / (u? — uPN2 ¢ dadt
{Mp’plge} {E<Mp’p/§k‘}

T
<4 / / (u'P)2 pdxdt 4 262 / ¢ dudt
{ulP) >k} 0 JR2
+%_ / / (u® — N2 NPt pdzdt
€ {e<M, <k} PP
< 4k ﬁ// PNBHL pdxdt + 26 / / & dxdt
{u(/’)>k} R2

1 / / u® — N2 NP s drat.
-1 {6<Mp,p,gk}( My

From (69) and the uniform bound for u(?) in Lﬁ“(}R2 x (0,7)) we deduce

lim / / N2 dadt < C(e% + k7).
R2

p,p'—0

Since the left-hand side of the above inequality does not depend on €, k, we conclude

(70) lim / / V2 dadt = 0.
p,p'—0 R2

By choosing ¢ € CY(R? x (0,7T)), ¢ > 0 such that ¢ = 1 on Qr = Bg x (R™1, T — R™1)
for R > 2/T arbitrary (Where Bp, is the ball of R? with center 0 and radius R) we conclude
from (Z0) that u(”) is a Cauchy sequence in L?*(Qr) (and therefore strongly convergent in
such space) for every R > 2/T. In particular, for every R > 0 there exists a subsequence
uPB) of 4(P) that is a.e. convergent in Qp. A Cantor diagonal argument yields the existence
of a subsequence (not relabeled) of u(®) that is a.e. convergent in Qg for every R € N, and
therefore u(?) — u a.e. in R? x (0,7).
The a.e. convergence of u(?) and the boundedness of u(?) in LA+1(R? x (0,T)) imply

(71) W) 4P weakly in L'F (R? x (0,T)).
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Finally, since u(?) is bounded in LA+ (R? x (0,7)) (see (B5)), while Vp(P), pf/(B+1)x7(3,(r))B-1
are bounded in L>(0,T; L?(R?)), LB+TD/B(R2 x (0,T)) (from ([B2)), we deduce

T
<atu<p> gb)dt'

/ / vpl)| \v¢ydxdt+p/ / IV (u'P))P=1YB |V p|dadt

< w1 w2 x (0. IVP P N Lo 0,722 R2)) | VBl s 4118 (0. 1208+ 07081 w29

—111/B
+ PHV(U(p))B ”L/(ﬂJrl)/B(Rz % (0,T)) ”V¢HL(B+1)/ﬂ(R2x(o,T))
< Cll@ll L1780, 7w 1841 /80m1.2841)/(8-1) (R2)) -

As a consequence

186 || 41 (0 (w81 8 AW 2B+ 8- D (g2Yy)y < C,
and so
(72) dul?) — dyu weakly in LOH1(0, T (WHEHI/8 o b2B+D/(5=1) (R2))),
Putting the previous limit relations together allow us to take the limit p — 0 inside (B0), (GII)

and obtain a solution to (@), (@) (after a suitable density argument). Finally, we show the
mass conservation property. Define the cutoff

1 lz| < R
nr(z) =<0 |x| > 2R , R>0.
t(cosm(|lz|/R—1)+1) R<|z|<2R
Let v € CL[0,T) arbltrary Choosing ¢(z,t) = (t)ngr(z) inside (E) yields

ung(2)Y' (t)dxdt + (0 )/ UinMrdT
RQ

R2
/ uVp - Van/dedt‘
R2

S”UHLBH(RZx(o,T))HVP”LOO(O,T;LQ(R?))”VﬁR”L?(Bﬂjll)( WH 41

EaCO)
Since u € LAT1(R? x (O T)) and Vp € L>(0,T; L*(R?)), it follows

(73) (@) () dadt + (0) / -
R2 R2
5
< < T 2395
< C|rVnRuL2+a<Rz>uwuL%Om <CRHl s

with § = % > 0. Choosing ¢/’ < 0 in [0, T, taking the limit R — oo inside (73] and applying
the monotone convergence theorem yields u € L5° (0, 0o; L' (R?)) (since T > 0 is arbitrary).

At this point we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to take the limit R — oo
inside (73 with ¢ € C1([0,T)) arbitrary and deduce

/ /Rgu‘l‘/w’ =1(0 )/RQumdx, t>0,

implying that the mass ng udzx is constant in time. This concludes the proof of Theorem [I1
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