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On a Boltzmann equation for Compton scattering
from non relativistic electrons at low density.

November 17, 2021

E. Cortés!, M. Escobedo?

Abstract

A Boltzmann equation, used to describe the evolution of the density
function of a gas of photons interacting by Compton scattering with
electrons at low density and non relativistic equilibrium, is considered.
A truncation of the very singular redistribution function is introduced
and justified. The existence of weak solutions is proved for a large set
of initial data. A simplified equation, where only the quadratic terms
are kept and that appears at very low temperature of the electron gas,
for small values of the photon’s energies, is also studied. The existence
of weak solutions, and also of more regular solutions that are very flat
near the origin, is proved. The long time asymptotic behavior of weak
solutions of the simplified equation is described.
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1 Introduction.

When only Compton scattering events are considered, the evolution of
the particle density of a gas of photons that interact with electrons at
non relativistic equilibrium is usually described by means of a Boltz-
mann equation that may be found in [I1], [22], [26] and many others.
For a spatially homogeneous isotropic gas of photons and non relativis-
tic electrons at equilibrium, the equation is simplified to the following
expression, with a notation more usual in the literature of physics:
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(t, k) :Qﬂ(f7f)(t7k)7 t>0, k>0, (11)

The variable k = |k| denotes the energy of a photon of momentum k €
R3 (taking the speed of light ¢ equal to one), 3 = (AT)~!, with T the
temperature of the gas of electrons, (47/3)k%f(t, k) > 0 is the particle
density, and Bg(k, k') is a function called sometimes the redistribution
function.

We emphasize that only elastic collisions of one photon and one
electron giving rise to one photon and one electron are considered in
this equation, and no radiation effects are taken into account. As shown
in [5], the cross section for emission of an additional photon of energy
k diverges as k approaches zero, and so the probability of a Compton
process unaccompanied by such emission is zero. It follows that the
equation , can not take accurately into account photons with
too small energy.

When the speed of light ¢ is taken into account, the corresponding
equation , is very often approximated by a nonlinear Fokker
Planck equation (cf. [22]). For 8 >> (mc?)~! (that corresponds to
non relativistic electrons with mass m), the scattering cross section of
photons with energies k << mc? may be approximated by the Thomp-
son scattering cross section. It is then possible to deduce the following



expression of Bg(k, k'):

’ ™ 1 29 A2+m2“4
Bs(k, k') = ﬁeﬁ<k;k)/0 (|;_,C_oil)eﬂ 2t dcosf, (1.3)
1
v — K —k, A=K —Fk (1.4)
m

(cf. [24] and [I4]). It is then argued (cf. [22] for example) that Bg(k, k')
is strongly peaked in the region

{k>0, k' >0; |[k—FK|<<min{k, k'}} (1.5)

for large values of g, (cf. Figure [2[in Appendix B.2) and then, if the
variations of f are not too large, it is possible to expand the integrand
of (L.1) around k and, after a suitable rescaling of the time variable,

the equation (1.1)), (1.2)) is approximated by:

0f _ 10 (1, (08, o
S g (1 (Errer). (16)

the Kompaneets equation ([22]). However, it is difficult to determine
under what conditions on the initial data and in what range of photon
energies k, is this approximation correct.

Due in particular to its importance in modern cosmology and high
energy astrophysics, the Kompaneets equation has received great at-
tention in the literature of physics (cf. the review [3]). It has also been
studied from a more strictly mathematical point of view ([7], [12], [20]),
and several of its possible approximations have also been considered
([, [23]). It was first observed in [28] that for a large class of initial
data, as t increases, the solutions of may develop steep profiles,
very close to a shock wave, near k = 0. This was proved to happen
in [12] for some of the solutions, for k in a neighborhood of the origin
and large times.

On the basis of the equilibrium distributions Fj; of ,
given by

k?For = K2 f, +ado, £ <0, a>0, au=0, (1.7)

1 oo
fﬂ(k) = m, /(; kaH(k)dk' = MN’ M =+ MI“ (18)

some of its unsteady solutions are also expected to develop, asymp-
totically in time, very large values and strong variation in very small
regions near the origin. This was proved to be true in [13] where, under
the assumptions that e~7*+5) (k&) =1 Bg(k, k') is a bounded function
on [0,00)? for some € [0,1), it is shown that, as t — oo, certain
solutions form a Dirac mass at the origin. A detailed description of
this formation was given later in [I5], assuming Bg(k, k') (kk')~1 = 1
and for some classes of initial data. Of course, in the region where
this delta formation takes place, the equation (1.1), can not be
approximated by the Kompaneets equation (|1.6]).



It is obvious however that the function Bg(k, k') in . . 1.4) does
not satisfies the conditions imposed in [I3] or [I5]. On the other hand,
the Boltzmann equation , with the kernel 7 was
considered in [9] and [I6]. Local existence for small initial data with
a moment of order —1 was proved in [9]. It was proved in [I6] that,
although globally solvable in time for initial data bounded from above
by the Planck distribution, the Cauchy problem has no solution, even
local in time, for initial data greater that the Planck distribution. This
seems to be an effect of the very small values of k and k' with respect
to |k — k'] in the collision integral, and indicates that some truncation
is needed in order to have a reasonable theory for the Cauchy problem.
(cf. Section below).

In this article we consider first the Cauchy problem for an equation
where the kernel , is truncated in a region where k or k’
are much smaller than |k — k’|, although the strong singularity at the
origin k = k' = 0 is kept. This is achieved by multiplying the kernel
Bg by a suitable cut off function ®(k, k'),

#2281 = @ats, i1 (1.9
Qs(£. 00 = [ (£0K) 1+ e

—f(t, k)1 + f(t, k’))e—ﬂk’) kk'®(k, k') Bs (k, k'YK (1.10)

The Cauchy problem for , proved to have weak solutions
for a large class of initial data in the space of non negative measures.
Because of some difficulties coming from the kernel By and its trunca-
tion, it is not possible to perform the same analysis as in [13] or [I5],
where the asymptotic behavior of the solutions was described.

Some further insight may be obtained from a simplified equation,
proposed in [29] and [30], where the authors suggest to keep only the
quadratic terms in when f >> 1 (or when the function f has a
large derivative) and consider,

k2 8f

o (1K) = f(t.K) / Ft, ) (% —e PV kk' By (k, k')dk'. (1.11)

This equation may be formally obtained in the limit 5 — oo and Sk of
order one (cf. Section [B|below). If the reasoning leading from equation
(1.1) to the Kompaneets equation goes for the equation (L.11f), the
following non linear first order equation is obtained,

of 10
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For the same reasons as for the equation (1.1]), we consider the equation
(1.11)) with the truncated redistribution function,

of
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As for the equation (1.9, (1.10), equation (1.13) has weak solu-

tions for a large set of initial data. Moreover, if the initial data is an
integrable function, sufficiently flat around the origin, it has a global
solution, that remains, for all time, an integrable function, flat around
the origin. The weak solutions of converge as t tends to infinity
to a limit that may be almost completely characterized. It is formed
by an at most countable number of Dirac masses, whose locations are
determined by the way in which the mass of the initial data is dis-
tributed. This suggests a possible transient behavior for the solutions
of the complete equation , where large and concentrated peaks
could form and remain for some time.

We refer to [19] for recent numerical simulations on the behavior of
the solutions of the equation and the Kompaneets approximation.
The anisotropic case has also been recently considered in [6].

We describe now our results in more detail.

1.1 The function Bs(k, k'). Weak formulation.

Due to the k? factor in the left hand side of (1.1)), it is natural to
introduce the new variable

o(t, k) = B2 f(t, k). (1.14)

This variable v is now, up to a constant, the photon density in the
radial variables, and equation (|1.1)), (1.2) reads,

%(t,k) = Qs(v,v)(t, k),  t>0, k>0, (1.15)

Qs (v, v) (1, k) = / qﬁ(v,v')%dk', (1.16)
0

4s(v,0") = V' (K + v)e PF — u(k? 4+ v')e ¥ (1.17)

where we use the common notation v = v(t, k) and v’ = v(t,k"). As
a consequence of the change of variables , the factor kk’ in the
collision integral has been changed to (kk’)~!.

An expression of Bg(k, k') may be obtained at low density of elec-
trons and using the non relativistic approximation of the Compton
scattering cross section (cf. [24] [I4]). It may be seen in particular that
Bg(k,0) > 0 for all £ > 0, and

/ _% L / /
Balk, k) = 3= (o +1) +Ok+K), k+kK =0, (L13)
_B%+k?
Bs(k,0) = %f% (1.19)

The kernel Bg(k, k")(kk')~! is then rather singular near the axes, and
the collision integral Q(v,v) is not defined for v(t) a general non neg-
ative bounded measure. In order to overcome this problem, it is usual
to introduce weak solutions. A natural definition of weak solution is:

& [oememin=3 [[ (o-aston E0E ke (1.20)

[0,00) [0,00)2



for a suitable space of test functions ¢. Again, we use the notation
¢ = (k) and ¢’ = (k). Since Bg(k,0) > 0 for all k > 0, the integral
in the right hand side of may still diverge. It was actually proved
in [16] that for initial data v such that

2

vo(x) > , Vx>0,

er —1
the ([1.20) has no solution in C([0,T), #1([0,00))), for any T > 0.
Kernels with that kind of singularities have been considered in co-
agulation equations. One possible way to overcome this difficulty and
obtain global solutions is to impose test functions ¢ compactly sup-
ported on (0, 00), like in [25], or such that p(z) ~ x* as x — 0 for some
« large enough, like for example in [I8], (but in that case we could not
expect to obtain any information on what happens near the origin), or
also to look for solutions v in suitable weighted spaces like in [2] and
[8] (but that would exclude the Dirac delta at the origin). In all these
cases, the propagation of negative moments for all ¢ > 0 is necessary.
That property does not seem to hold true for , cf. Remark
for the local propagation of some negative moments. See Remark

and Remark for the equation (1.13)).

1.1.1 Truncated kernel: why and how.

As we have already mentioned, the equation , does not de-
scribe the Compton scattering if “too” low energy photons are consid-
ered, since in that case the spontaneous emission of photons must be
taken into account (cf. [5]). At this level of description then, some cut
off seems necessary for a coherent description, where only collisions of
one photon and one electron giving one photon and one electron are
considered.

In view of the properties of the function Bg for 3 large presented in
Appendix[B] and since no precise indication is available in the literature
of physics, we use a mathematical criteria as follows:

(1) - We truncate the kernel Bg, down to zero, out of the following
subset of [0, 00) x [0, 00):

V(k, k') €[0,8.0% |k —K| < pu(kE)* (k + k)2, (1.21)
V(k, k') €[0,00)2\ [0,6.]%, 0k <k <0 'k, (1.22)

for some constants 0, > 0, p. > 0, a1 > 1/2, 209 > 3 — 4, and
0 €(0,1).

(ii) - In order to minimize the region of this truncation, we choose
] = Qg = 1/2

(iii) - We leave B unchanged as much as possible inside that region,
but at the same time we want the resulting truncated kernel to belong
to C((0,00) x (0, 00)).

Remark 1.1. It is suggested in [27] that for very large values of 3,
the support of Bg is a subdomain of |k — k'| <2k?/mc? for small values
of k and k’. That would be a stronger truncation than in (ii).



Then we multiply Bg(k, k') by ®(k, k'), where:

1. ®(k, k') = ®(K, k) for all k > 0, k' > 0,
2. @ € C([0,00)* \ {(0,0}),
3. supp(®) = D, where (k, k') € D if and only if and

hold for a; = ay = 1/2, and some constants 8 € (0,1), d, > 0 and

P = pu(0,05).
4. ®(k,k') =1V(k,k") € D; C D, where (k, k") € D; if and only if,

k= K| < pi kK (E+K) if (kK) € 0,0.]%
0k <K <07k if (k,k") €[0,00)2\ [0,6.]%,

for some 0, € (0,1) and p; = p1(61,06.) > 0. (Cf. also (2.5)—(2.11)).
Then, for all ¢ € C1(]0, 00)),

(% %) (k) — (k) P2 B s ) € 35,0, 00) x [0, 00)),
and if ¢’(0) =0,
Bs(k, k")

(%% — ) (o) — oK) P25y 1 1) € (0, 00) x [0,00))
(cf. Lemma[A.1] Lemma[A.3 and (2.29)).

In the first part of this work, we then consider the problem
ov Bs(k, k" ®(k, k')
—(t, k) = AR AR ) T 1.23
iR = [ astoe) PN (123

We need the following notations:

C}([0,00)) is the space of bounded continuous functions, with con-
tinuous bounded derivative, on [0, c0).

The space of nonnegative bounded Radon measures is denoted
AM+([0,00)), and

AL([0,00)) ={v € A ([0,00)) : Mp(v) < o0}, Vp€R,

M,(v) = /[o )k”v(k)dk (moment of order p), (1.24)

v) = ePky . .
X, (v) /[Om) (k) (1.25)

We use the notation [ v(k)dk instead of [ dv(k), even if the measure
v is not absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Unless stated otherwise, the space .#, ([0,00)) is considered with
the narrow topology. We recall that the narrow topology is generated
by the metric do(u, v) = || — v||o, where (cf. [4], Theorem 8.3.2),

||M||o=Sup{ /[ e € Lipy (0,09), ||so||oos1}, (1.26)
0,00

Lip; ([0, 00)) = {0 : [0,00) = R: [p(z) — p(y)| < [z —yl}.  (1.27)
The following is an existence result for the problem (1.23)).

7



Theorem 1.2. Given any vy € A+ ([0,00)) satisfying
X, (v) < oo, (1.28)

for some n € (152,1), then there exists v € C([0,00), .#4([0,00)))
weak solution of , i.e., such that satisfies the following (i)-(ii):

(i) For all ¢ € Cy([0,0)),

/[0 )v(-, k)p(k)dk € C(]0,00);R), (1.29)
/ 0(0, k)p(k)dk = / v (k) (k) d, (1.30)
[0,00) [0,00)

(ii) For all ¢ € C}([0,00)) with ¢'(0) =0,
/[0 s Ryplhdk € WL (0,001 R), (131)

and for almost every t > 0,

d 1 OB
G [ vemeds =3 [[ S a6 - i (132
[0,00) [0,00)2

The measure v(t) also satisfies, for allt >0,

Mo (v(t)) = Mo(vo) (1.33)
Xy (v(t)) < €' X, (vo), (1.34)

where
¢, =20 _n ooy (1.35)

T22(1+0) (L)

Remark 1.3. Theorem [I.2] does not precludes the formation, in finite
time, of a Dirac measure at the origin in the weak solutions of
with integrable initial data. Such a possibility was actually considered
for the solutions of the Kompaneets equation (cf. [27, 28 B0] and
others). It was proved in [I2] and [I3] that, for large sets of initial
data, this does not happen, neither in the Kompaneets equation, nor in
equation with a very simplified kernel. But it is not known yet if
it may happen for the equation with the kernel ®(k, k") Bg(k, k').

Given a weak solution {u(t)}+>0 of (1.23) whose Lebesgue decom-
position is u(t) = g¢(t) + G(t), with g(t) € L'([0,00)), the natural
physical entropy is

H(u(t)) = /(Om) h(, g(t, ))dz — /(Om) 2G(t, 2)dx, (1.36)

h(x,s) = (x? + s)log(xz? + s) — slog s — 2? logx? — su. (1.37)

It was proved in [13] that the maximum of H over all the non negative
measures of total mass M is achieved at, and only at, Uy = k2Fy;



given in (|1.7). But the corresponding dissipation of entropy used in
[13], is not defined here due to the singularity of the kernel ilzf at
the origin. The study of the long time behavior of the weak solutions

obtained in Theorem seems then to be more involved than in [13],

(cf. also Section [5.3)).

1.2 The simplified equation

In view of the exponential terms in , it is very natural to consider
the scaled variable Sk = z, then scale the time variable too as 83t = T,
and the dependent variable as 32k? f(t, k) = u(7,z) in order to let the
total number of particles to be unchanged (cf. Section [B.1). When
this is done, it appears that the linear term is formally of lower order
in g >>1:

du _ > Eﬁ(x7y) —x —y
5(77 .’IJ) - /0 Ty (6 —e€ )U(T, LL‘)U(T, y)dy+
s [T Lﬁ(m’y) u(r,y)z?e™ —u(r, z)y’e Y
+5 /O vy (u(r,y) (r,z)y’e”¥)dy, (1.38)

where Bs(z,y) is the suitably scaled version of Bg(k, k').
If only the quadratic term is kept in ([1.23]), the following equation
follows:

%(t, k) = v(t, k)/v(t, k') (e Pk — =P

Bs(k, k)& (k, k)

E dk’. (1.39)

[0,00)

Weak solutions u € C([0,00), .#4(][0,00))) to for all initial
data ug € A4 ([0,00)) satistying are proved to exist (cf. Theo-
rem with similar arguments as for the complete equation.

But equation also has solutions v € C([0, 00), L' ([0, c0))) for
initial data vy € L*([0, 00)) that are sufficiently flat around the origin.
This “flatness” condition happens then to be sufficient to prevent the
finite time formation of a Dirac measure at the origin in the solutions

of (L50)

Theorem 1.4. For any nonnegative initial data vo € L'([0, 00)) such
that:

Vr > 0, / vo(k) (eﬁ + e”k) dk < oo, (1.40)
0

for somen > (1—0)/2, there exists a nonnegative global weak solution
v € C([0,00), L1([0,))) of that also satisfies

ot k) = vo(k)eds S5 (7 =e ) EEGEES sk aw'as (g1
forallt >0, and a.e. k > 0. Moreover, for allt > 0,
o)l = llvoll1, (1.42)

tC
v(t, k) < vo(k)efﬁi/q“7 vt >0, and a.e. k>0, (1.43)



where Cp = —22%=_ X, (vy).

\/0(14+0)
Remark 1.5. It follows from ((1.43)) that for the solution v obtained in
Theorem [1.4] v(t) satisfies (1.40) for almost every ¢ > 0. That property
is then propagated globally in time.

For a solution v to equation (1.39)), the moment M,(v(t)) defined
in is proved to be a Lyapunov function on [0, 00) for all p > 1
(cf. Lemma [5.10). With some abuse of language, we sometimes refer
to M,(v) as an entropy functional for equation . It is possible to
characterize the nonnegative measures that minimize M, (v) for p > 1,
or satisfy D,(v) = 0, where

(0,00)2

is the corresponding entropy dissipation functional. This question is
solved, usually, at mass M and energy E fixed. Because of the trun-
cated kernel ®Bg, it is also necessary to introduce the following prop-
erty about the support of the measure v in connection with the support
of the kernel ®Bg.

Given a measure v € .#,([0,00)), we denote {A,,(v)}nen the, at
most, countable collection of disjoint closed subsets of the support of
v such that,

(k, k") € A, x A, for somen € N, if and only if, ®(k, k") # 0 or
Hkntnen C [k, K); k1 = E, 1Lm kp =k, ®(kn, kni1) #0Vn e N.
(1.45)

(cf. Section |5.3| for a precise definition of A, (v)).

Let us define now, for any countable collection C = {C,,, M, }nen
of disjoint, closed subsets C,, C [0,00) enjoying the property (1.45)),
and positive real numbers M,,, the following family of non negative
measures,

Feu={v €t (0.00): Gy = An(e). 21, = [ N aeras

Theorem 1.6. For any C and o > 1 as above, the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) v &€ Fe o and Dy(v) =0.
(11) My(v) =min{M,(v):v € Fe o}
(iii) v => 7" M0, , where k, = min{k € A,}.

Remark 1.7. For any sequence {x, },en such that z, > 0, z, — 0
as n — oo, and ®(x,,x,,) = 0 for all n # m, the measure

o0
U= g 0y,
n=0

satisfies the conditions (i)—(ii) in Theorem Although 0 € suppu,
there is no Dirac measure at the origin.

10



The long time behavior of the weak solutions of (1.39)) is described
in the following Theorem,

Theorem 1.8. Let v be a weak solution of constructed in The-
oremfor an initial data vy € A4 ([0,00)) satisfying X, (vg) < oo
for somen > (1—0)/2.

Then, as t — oo, v(t) converges in C([0,00), #+(]0,00))) to the
measure

(o]
n=">"Ms,, (1.46)
=0

where M/ > 0, ki > 0 satisfy the following properties:
1. k. € supp(vp) for alli € N,
2. ®(kl, kL) =0 for all i # j,

AR
3. If we define J,={i e N: ki€ A, (vy), M! > 0} for all n€EN,
> M =M,, (1.47)
1€Tn

4. For alln € N, if k, = min{k € A, (vo)} > 0, then there exists k/
such that k; = ky,.

Remark 1.9. If in Point 4 of Theorem 1.8} k,, = min{k € A, (vy)} =0
for some n € N, but vg has no Dirac measure at k£ = 0, we do not know
if k} = 0 for some i € N, even if the origin belongs to the support of
the limit measure p (cf. Remark for example).

The measure p is of course determined by the initial data vg, but
its complete description (i.e. the values of k} and M]) is not known,
only the locations k] of some of the Dirac masses. For example, it is
possible to have k] = k,, = min{k € A, (vo)} and k] <k} € Ay (vo) for
some n, 7, j in N, and k;, k; not seeing each other, i.e., ®(k;, k) = 0 (cf.
Example |1} Section ). The location of a Dirac measure at k; = z,
is just given by the support of the initial data, but the appearance of
a Dirac measure at k; is more difficult to be determined.

The long time behaviour that is proved in Theorem for the so-
lutions of the simplified equation can not be expected of course
to hold for the solutions of the complete equation . But in com-
bination with the equation for 8 large, it could indicate that the
solutions of the complete problem also undergo the formation of
large an concentrated peaks, that could remain for some long, although
finite, time.

1.3 General comment

The main results of the article are stated in this Introduction in terms
of the original variables, t, k, and v(t, k) = k? f(t, k). However, in order
to make clearly appear some important aspects of the equation, it is
useful to introduce 7, x, and u(r, x), variables scaled with the param-
eter 8. This is a natural parameter since it is related with the inverse

11



of the temperature of the gas of electrons.. This scaling makes clearly
appear two features of the equation for § >> 1, namely, the fact that
B is very much peaked along the diagonal, and the different scaling
properties of the quadratic and linear part of the collision integral in
(1.15) (cf. Section for details).

However, since in all this work the value of the parameter 3 remains
fixed, it is taken equal to one, without any loss of generality. Therefore,
except in Section (B, we have 7 = t, x = k and v = v. In particular, for
the sake of brevity, we do not re-write again the main results in terms
of the variables x and u, although the proofs will be written in those
terms.

The main results are actually proved for general kernels B satisfying
some of the properties that the truncated kernel ®(k,k")Bs(k, k') is
proved to enjoy, and that are sufficient for our purpose.

2 Existence of weak solutions.

In this Section we prove existence of weak solutions to the following
problem:

ou
FtO=Cuw=[ eyl @)
u(0) = o € A ([0,50)) (22
where t > 0, x > 0,
q(u,w) = u(t,y)(@® + u(t, 2))e™ —u(t,2)(y* + u(ty))e™, (23)
by) = (xy 2 (2.4

under the following assumptions on the kernel B:

(i) B(z,y) > 0 for all (z,y) € [0,00)?, (2.5)

(ii) B(z,y) = B(y,z) for all (x,y) € [0, 00)?, (2.6)

(iii) B € C([0,00)*\ {(0,0)}), (2.7)
(iv) There exist 6 € (0,1), 0. > 0 and p. = p.(6,0.) > 0 such that

supp(B) =T =T UTy, (2.8)

Iy = {(z,y) €[0,00)*\ [0,0,]* : bz < y < 6 'z}, (2.9)

Ty = {(z,9) € [0,6.) : [z —y| < pa/ay(z +9)} (2.10)

(v) There exists a constant C, > 0 such that, for all (z,y) €T,

r+y r+ C.e's"
Bla,y) < B2, 0 ) < = (2.11)
2 2 T4y
Remark 2.1. The region T in (2.8)—(2.10) is such that:
I'={(z,y) €0,00)* 1y € (m(2),72(x))}, (2.12)
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where

20+p222—p.a®/2\/p2z+8 .
* * if x €0, 0,
m(z) = 21-p3e) 0.0 (2.13)
Ox if z € (04, 00),

x4 p2 x4 p, a3/ T .
2P ot VPR g g e [0, 06.)
Ya(z) = (1=piz) (2.14)
0=t if x € (04, 00).

In particular 6z < v1(z) < z < yo(z) < 671z for all x > 0.The value
of px = ps«(0,9,) is chosen so that v; and 2 are continuous.

Definition 2.2. We say that a map u : [0,00) = A#4([0,00)) is a

weak solution of . if

(i) ¥ € Cy([0,50)), / u(,0)p(@)ds € C(0,1R)  (2.15)
[0,00)
and /[0,00) u(0, z)p(z)dx = /[0700) ug(x)p(x)dz, (2.16)
(i1) Yo € CL([0,00)), ¢'(0) = 0, (2.17)
el € WL (0,00 ), (2.18)
& [uttaretade = [ oo pate )o@ - pw)dydz. (219)
[0,00) [0,00)2

The existence of weak solutions for the problem , was
proved in [I3] under conditions on the kernel b not fulfilled in our case.
In order to use that result in [I3], we first consider a regularised version
of (2.1), with a truncated function b,, € L>([0,00) x [0, 00)).

It is not possible to define the dissipation of entropy for the weak
solutions of as in [I3], for the same reason as for the equation
(1.23)). However, it may be defined for the solutions u,, of the regu-
larised version of , with the truncated kernel b,,,

D™ (uy) = 1D“”(g@ 4 D§) (g2, Gu) + 3 DS (G, (2:20)

D™ (g,) // | (2,97 (2> + gn)e " gh, (V> + gh)e Vg, dyde,
0,00)2

(2.21)

D ) (gns G // : (2,9)j (2> + gn)e ™", gne™Y) Gy (y)dydz,
0,00)2

(2.22)

(G = | / (2,9)f (¢, ¢7") Go(y) G @)y, (2.23)
Ooo)2

jla,b) = (a—0b)(Ina —1nb), Ya > 0,b>0, (2.24)

where u, = g, + G, is the Lebesgue’s decomposition of wu,,.
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2.1 Regularised problem

For n € N, let ¢, € C.((0,00)) be such that 0 < ¢, (z) < 2~ for all
x>0, supp(¢n) = [1/(n+1),n+ 1] and ¢, (z) = 2~ for x € [1/n,n],
so that lim,, o ¢p(7) = 271, Then we define

bn(z,y) = B(z,y)on(2)Pn(y), (2.25)
and consider the problem
Oouy,
W(tax) = Qn(unyun) = \/[\0’00) bn(xay)Q(unaun)dya (226)
un (0) = ug € A ([0, 00)). (2.27)
If we denote
//0 Yu(t, z)u(t, y)dydz, (2.28)
ko(z,y) = bz, y)(e™" —e ) (p(x) — ¢(y)), (2.29)
1
Ly(u) = 2 Lo(z)u(t, z)d, 2.30
()2/[000) ()ult, ) (2.30)
o(z,y) = bz, y)y*e ™ (p(z) = (y)), (2.32)
then reads
d
i@ S p(@)u(t,z) = Ky(u,u) — Ly (u), (2.33)

and the weak formulation of (2.26)) reads

4

dt [0100)
where b is replaced by b, in the formulas (2.28)—(2.32). Since b,, €
L>([0,00)2) for all n € N, Theorem 3 in [13] may be applied (cf.
Proposition 2.4). For any u € .44 ([0, 00)), we denote u = u, + u, the

Lebesgue decomposition of u into an absolutely continuous measure
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, u,-, and a singular measure, us.

Remark 2.3. By symmetry and Lemma for all ¢ € CL([0,0)),

@(x)un(t, I) = Kga,n(una un) - Lgp,n(un), (234)

K, (u,u) :/ / ky(x, y)u(t, x)u(t,y)dyd.
[0,00) /[0,2)

Proposition 2.4. For any n € N and any initial data ugp = uo,,r +

ug,s € ML([0,00)), there e:z:zsts a unique weak solution u, = Uy, , +

Up,s € C([O,oo) ME([0,00))) to (E) (-) that satisfies
Mo(un(t)) = Mo(’uO) Vi > 0, (235)
supp(un,s(t)) C supp(uo,s) V¢ >0, (2.36)
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and for all p € C.([0,00) x [0, 00)),

/ o(t, )up (t, z)de = / ©(0, z)ug(x)dx (2.37)
[0,00)

[0700)

t t
+/ / ot (t, z)u(t, z)dxds —l—/ Qrn (U, up) (s, x)dxds,
0 J[0,00) 0 J[0,00)
and for all t1 and ty with to > t1 > 0,

: D (uy (8))dt = H(up (t1)) — H(un(t2)). (2.38)

t1
Moreover, if ug € L'([0,00)) then u, € C([0,00), L*([0, 00))).
Proof. Theorem 3 in [13]. O

Remark 2.5. In Proposition the space .#1(]0,00)) is endowed
with the total variation norm.

Corollary 2.6. Let u, be as in Proposition for n € N. Then
holds for all t > 0 and for all nonnegative ¢ € C(]0,00)) such
that f[o o) P(@)t0(7)d < 00,

Proof. Given a nonnegative function ¢ € C([0,00)) such that

f[O,oo) o(x)ug(z)dr < 0o, let {ptren C Ce([0,00)) be such that @i (z) —
o(x) as k — oo for all z € [0,00), and @i < pr11 < @ for all k € N.
By with test function ¢y, and recalling that ¢, is compactly
supported, it is easy to deduce using Fubini’s theorem, the symmetry
of B, and the antisymmetry of q(uy, u,), that for all k € N,

/[0,00) or(T)un(t, x)dr = / o ()0 ()

0.00)
t
+ /0 (Lot 1) — Ligy ) ds. (2.39)

Using again that ¢,, is compactly supported, we can pass to the limit
as k — oo in (2.39) by monotone and dominated convergence theorems
to obtain (2.39) with ¢ instead of y.

Now, since u, € C([0,00), #{([0,00))), where the topology on
M ([0,00)) is the total variation norm, it follows that the maps

t—= Kpn(un(t),un(t)), t+ Len(un(t))

are continuous for all n € N and all ¢ > 0. Then ([2.34)) follows from
(2.39) with ¢ istead of ¢y, by the fundamental theorem of calculus. O

2.2 The limit n — c©

The goal now is to pass to the limit as n — oo in (2.34) and obtain
a weak solution of (2.1)—(2.11). We start with the following uniform
estimate.
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Proposition 2.7. Let u,, and ug be as in Proposition . If X (ug) <
oo for some n € (0,1/2), then for allt > 0 and all n € N,

X, (1)) < 11X, (o) (2.40)

where C,, is defined in .

Proof. Letn € (0,1/2) and take ¢(z) = " in (2.34), which is allowed
by Proposition If we drop all the negative terms in , we use
(A.2) in Appendix [A] (for C! functions instead of Lipschitz functions),
and ¢, (z) <z~ then

d 1 e

— e uy, (t,x)dr < f/ un(t,x)/ [0, (x,y)|dydx

dt 2

[0,00) [0,00) T
C.(1-0) P N
<= n(t, dyd
=221+ 0) /[o,oo)u ( 96)62/1 ¢ (y)e” = dydz
<C, e uy, (t, x)dx,
[0,00)
from where (2.40]) follows using Gronwall’s inequality. O

We prove now the following pre-compactness result of {u,(t)},en for
any fixed ¢ > 0.

Proposition 2.8. Let u, and ug be as in Proposition |2.4] Then,
for every fized t > 0, there exist a subsequence of {un(t)}nen (not
relabelled) and U € #4([0,00)) such that, for all ¢ € Cy([0,00)),

lim o(x)up(t, z)de = / o(x)U(z)d. (2.41)
20 J[0,00) [0,00)
Moreover, if ug satisfies X, (up) < oo for some n € (0,1/2), then

X,(U) < € X, (o), (2.42)
where C,, is defined in , and holds for all ¢ € C([0,00))

satisfying the growth condition
lp(z)] < ce®™® Vzel0,00), ¢>0,0<a<n. (2.43)

Proof. By (2.35), the sequence {u,(t)}nen is uniformly bounded in
A4 ([0,00)), and thus has a subsequence, still denoted w, (), that
converges to some U € #,([0,00)) in o(.#([0,00)),Cy([0,00))) (the
weak* topology), i.e., holds for all ¢ € Cy([0,00)). Moreover, if
¢; € Cc([0,00)) is such that 0 < ¢; <1, {j(z) =1 for all z € [0, 5] and
¢j(x) =0for all > j+1, so that (; — 1, then by weak™ convergence

and (Z35).

/ ¢i(x)U(z)dx = lim Ci(x)un (t, x)dz
[0,00)

n—oo [0700)

< lim un(t,x)dx:/ uo(z)dz,
[0,00) [0,00)

n— oo
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and then, as j — oo,

/ U(z)dx §/ uo(z)dz. (2.44)
[0,00) [0,00)

Suppose now that ug satisfies ([1.28)) for some n € (0,1/2), and let
Y(x) = e and ¢; = ¥(;, where (; is as before. Then, by weak*
convergence and Proposition [2.7]

Yi(x)U(x)de = lim Vi (x)un(t, z)de
[0,00) o0 J10,00)
< lim inf/ e"up (t,x)dr < ec"t/ e"ug(z)dzx,
o0 J10,00) [0,00)

and letting 7 — oo, (2.42) holds.
Let now ¢ € C([0, 00)) satisfying (2.43)), and define p; = (;, with
(; as before, so that ¢; — ¢ pointwise as j — oco. Then, for all j € N,

‘/[O’Oo) w(x)un(t,a;)dx_/ o(2)U (2)dz

[0,00)

<

/ v (x)un(t, z)dz —/ v, (x)U(x)dz (2.45)
[0,00)

[0,00)

+ /[0700) lp(z) — @j(@)|un(t, z)dx + / lo(x) — @, (2)|U(z)da.

[0,00)

By (2.41), the first term in the right hand side above converges to zero
as n — oo for all 5 € N. We just need to prove that the second and
the third terms are arbitrarly small (for j large enough). Both terms
are treated in the same way. We use that ¢; = ¢ on [0, j], , and
Proposition to obtain

[ o) - @tz = [ o) - oy(a)lunt o)z
[0,00) (4,00)

<2 fel@ltadr <o [ etutads
(J’OO) (J)OO)

< 206(0(7”)]'/ e up(t, z)dr < 2ce(a7")jec"t/ e"ug(z)de,
(4,00) [0,00)

and by similar estimates, and (2.42)),

/ lo(z) — @j(2)|U(x)dx < QCe(a_")jeC”t/ e™up(x)de.
[0,00) [0,00)

Since e < n, both terms converges to zero as j — oo. O

The equicontinuity of {uy, }nen in the narrow topology is proved in
the following Proposition,
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Proposition 2.9. Let u,, and ug be as in Proposition[2.]}, and suppose
that X, (ug) < oo for some n € [%9, %) Then, for alln € N, ¢ L-
Lipschitz on [0,00), 0 < T < o0 and t, ty € [0,T],

‘ /[o,oo) p(x)un(t, z)dz — / (@) un(to, v)dx

[0,00)

S C(U07T)|t—t0|,

(2.46)
where

C(’LL(), T) = LC* |:AMO(’U,0) +

1—6 TC (1-
( ) :| % @(Uo),

202(1+0)|

and A is given in . In particular, the sequence {un fnen s equicon-
tinuous from [0, 00) into .44 ([0,00) with the narrow topology.

Proof. Let ¢ be L-Lipschitz, 0 < T < oo and let ¢, ty € [0,T] with

to < t. By (2.39)

’/ )y (t x)dx—/ p(x)un(to, z)dx
[O oo [0,00)

<[ (|K¢,n<un<s>,un<s>>| I Lpn(un())ds.  (247)

to

By (A.5)), Remark (2.35)), and Proposition

/t | K on (un (), un(s))|ds < LC’*AMO(UO)/t X@(un(s))ds

tC 19

S LC*AMO (uo)e

a0 (uo)(t — to), (2.48)

and by (A.6) (positive part only), Remark [A.5 M and Proposition

t
L Xa n(
[ ontuntonias < S0 [ o o
LC.(1-6) tc(l o)

- 292(1 + 9)
Using (2.48)) and ( in , the estimate ) follows. For the
equlcontlnulty7 let e >0 and conmder J < s/C(uo, T). By (L.26),
(1.27)), if we take the supremum on (2.46|) among all ¢ € Lipl([O, oo))

with [|¢|lec < 1, we deduce that for all ¢ € [0,T], ¢ty € [0,T] such that
[t — to] < 9, then do(un(t), un(to)) < € for all n € N, that is, {u, }nen
is equicontinuous on [0, 7. O

X(1 9) (UQ)(t — to). (249)

As a Corollary of Proposition 2.8 and Proposition [2.9] we obtain
that a subsequence of {u,}nen converges to a limit w in the space

C([0,00), A+ ([0, 0)))-

Corollary 2.10. Let u,, and ug be as in Proposition[2.]), and suppose

that X, (ug) < oo for some n € [12;9,%) Then there exist a sub-

sequence of {untnen (not relabelled) and u € C([0,0), #(]0,00)))
such that

lim do(un(t),u(t)) =0 Vt>0, (2.50)

n—oo
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and the convergence is uniform on the compact sets of [0,00). More-
over,

X, (u(t)) < e X, (ug) V>0, (2.51)
where Cy, is given in , and for all ¢ € C([0,00)) satisfying ,

lim o(x)uy (t, x)dx :/ e@)u(t,z)de Vt>0. (2.52)

"0 J10,00) [0,00)

Remark 2.11. (2.50) implies that, for every ¢ € Cy(]0,00)),

lim sup
N0 ¢ <t <t

/ un (t, ac)go(x)dx—/ u(t, z)e(z)dz| = 0. (2.53)
[0,00)

[0,00)

Proof. By Proposition the sequence {u,}nen is relatively com-
pact on (A4 ([0, 00)),dp), and by Proposition the sequence {uy, } nen
is equicontinuous from [0, co) into (.#4 ([0, 00)),dp). Then, from Arzela-
Ascoli theorem, u,, converges pointwise (for all ¢ > 0) to a continuous
function u, and the convergence is uniform on compact sets. Since the
metric dy generates the narrow topology, and the convergence in (2.50
is uniform on compact sets, then follows. The estimate (2.51
and the limit are obtained as in Proposition since the time
t is fixed. O

We prove now that the limit u of the sequence {u,}nen is indeed

a weak solution of (2.1)—(2.2).
Corollary 2.12. Given any vy € #([0,00)) satisfying for

some n € (152, 1), there exists v € C([0,00), .4, ([0,0))) weak solu-
tion of - , that also satisfies and .

Proof. Let {u,}nen be the sequence of solutions for the regularised

problem (2.26)), (2.27). By Corollary a subsequence of {uy, }nen

converges to a limit u € C([0,00), #4([0,00))). Since u is continuous
from [0, 00) to (A4 ([0,00)),dp) and dy generates the narrow topology,

then (2.15)) holds. Next, we prove that u satisfies (2.16)—(2.19). To
this end, let ¢ € C}([0,00)) with ¢/(0) = 0. By (2.34), for all n € N
and all ¢ > 0,

/ o(z)un(t, z)de = / p(x)uo(x)dx (2.54)
[0,00)

[0,00)
+ /Ot (K@n(un(s),un(s)) + L%n(un(s)))d&

and our goal is now to pass to the limit as n — oo term by term. By

(2.53)), for all ¢ > 0,

lim p(x)uy(t, x)dx = / p(x)u(t, z)d. (2.55)

n=%0 J10,00) [0,00)
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Let us prove that for all £ > 0,

i Lt (£)) = L (ur), (2.56)
i K (1 (6) 1 (1)) = Kop(u(t), (1)), (2.57)

Starting with (2.56)), we have
|Lo(w) = Ly (un)| <|Lyp(u) = Lo (un)| + |Lo(un) — Lo n(un)|. (2.58)

Since L, € C([0,00)) and L, satisfies the growth condition (2.43|) with

a=(1-6)/2, (cf. LemmaA.l), then by (2.52)) the first term in the
right hand side of (2.58]) converges to zero as n — oo. For the second

term we have, for any R > 0,

|L«p(un) - Lsa,n(“n” < /[0 . |£¢(x) - E%n(mﬂun(t,x)dx

—|—/ |Lo(x) — Lopn ()| (t, z)d.
(R,00)

On the one hand, using (2.35)),

/[0 o [Eol8) = Lon@un(t 20 < Mo(uo)| £ = Lo,

which converges to zero as n — oo by Lemma[AZ6l On the other hand,

by (A.3),

[l - Lon@luntta)dr <2 [ (Lo@)unt o)de
(R,00) (R,00)
<C et Up (t, x)dr < CeR(55=n) / e"uy (t, x)dx,
(R,00) (R,00)
(2.59)

where C = %, and by Proposition we deduce that ||

converges to zero as R — oco. That concludes the proof of ([2.56).
In order to prove (2.57), we use

|K¢(“7 u) — Ksa,n(umun” < \K@(u,u) - Kw(umun”
+ [ Ky (tn, un) — Kpn(tn, un)].  (2.60)

Then, for the first term in the right hand side of ([2.60)), given R > 0,

we use

I ketegpututdds

[0,

00)2
= (// +// 7// )kw(xay)U(w)U(y)dydﬂc,
[0, R]? [11(R),00)2 [v1(R),R]
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to deduce

|Kop(u,u) = Ky (un, un)| < It + Ir + I, (2.61)

I, = // kou(z)u(y)dyde — // kpun (2)un (y)dyde
[0,R]? [0,R]?

I, = // kyou(z)u(y)dyde — // kpun (z)un (y)dyda
[v1(R),R]? [v1(R),R]?

I3 = // kou(z)u(y)dyds — // kot (z)un, (y)dyda).
[v1(R),00)? [v1(R),00)?

Since k, € C([0,00)?) (cf. Lemma , then by Stone-Weierstrass
theorem, k,(z,y) can be approximated on any compact subset X C
[0, 00)% by functions of the form vy (z)2(y), with ¢; € C(X) for i =
1,2. By Tietze extension theorem we may assume that ¢; € C([0, 00))
for ¢ = 1,2. Then, using that wu, converges narrowly to u, we deduce
that for any € > 0, R > 0, there exists n, € N such that for all n > n,

)

b

I < g, I <e. (262)

Then, for I3 we have the following.
n<ff b (2. ) (u(@)u(y) + v (@) (y)) dydz,  (2.63)
[v1(R),00)?
and by (A.1)), calling C = [|¢'[|-cC: A,

// kou(t, x)u(t,y)dyde < C / e%u(t, x)u(t,y)dydx
[ (

[71(R),00)? R),00)?
<20 e%u(t,ac)/ u(t,y)dydz
[1(R),00) (11 (R),z]
< QCXn(u(t))/ u(t,y)dy. (2.64)
[1(R),00)

We now use that for all z > 0, ¢ > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

1
u(t,y)dy < 7/ yu(t,y)dy
/MR)@] Y1(R) iy (R),00)

1 / et X, (uo)
< eu(t,y)dy < ——L—=  (2.65)
Y1(R) Sy (R),o0) 71(R)
where we have used (2.51)). Using (2.65)) in (2.64]), and (2.51]) again,
202t (X, (up))?
kpu(t, x)u(t,y)dydx < 1 ,
//[W),oo)? ’ M(R)

and the same estimate holds when w is replaced by w,,. We then obtain
from (2.63)) that, for any € > 0, there exists R > 0 such that I3 < ¢
for all n € N. Combining this with (2.62), we then deduce from (2.61))
that for all t > 0

lim Ky, (u(t), u(t)) — Ky(un(t), un(t))| = 0. (2.66)

n—00
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Now, for the second term in the right hand side of (2.60]), we have
| K (tn, un) — Ko n (tn, un)|

< / / e (@, )11 = 2y ()6 (9) [ (2 )in (£, ) dy iz,
[0,00) J/[0,z]

and we decompose the integral above as follows:

n ez o pz n  pmin{z,2}
T A A A A
[0,00) /[0,] L Ji n  JO 0 Jo

By definition ¢, (z) = 2~! for all z € [1/n,n], and then
/; /j o (2, )11 = 2y (2) b (1) [t (£, )0 (1, )y = 0.
Now, bS’ and ’
/noo /OI ko (@, y)[un (L, 2)un (L, y)dyd

< LC, AMy(uq) / e u (¢, ) dx

SLC*AMo(uo)e"(%_")/ e u, (t, x)dz,

n

and from Proposition 2.7 we deduce that it converges to zero as n — oo.
For the las term in the right hand side of , we argue as follows.
Let us define z,, = 72(1/n) and D,, = [0,z,] x [0,1/n]. Notice that
Tn — 0 as n — oo. Thenby

n min{x,%}
/0 / e (s )11 = 2y (2)6m (9) [t (2 )1t (£, ) dy

< k Mo(ug)?.
s (I%%%J o (2, y)| Mo (uo)
Since k,(0,0) = 0 and k., is continuous (cf. Lemma |A.3), it follows
that k,(z,y) — 0 for all (z,y) € D, as n — oco. That concludes the
proof of (2.57)).
From the limits (2.56]), (2.57)), the uniform bounds (2.48)), (2.49)),

dominated convergence theorem and (2.55)), we obtain

/[O,Oo)w(x)u(t,x)dx: / (2o ()

[0,00)

+/Ot (Kw(u(s)’u@))+L¢(u(s)))ds. (2.68)

The identity then follows from for t = 0. It follows from
Proposition by passage to the limit as n — oo, that for any ¢ €
C([0,00)) with ¢'(0) = 0, the map ¢ — f[o,oo) u(t, z)p(x)dz is locally
Lipschitz on [0, 00), i.e., holds, and then from (2.68)), the weak

formulation (2.19)) follows. Taking ¢ = 1 in (2.19)), we obtain (1.33)).
The estimate (|1.34]) is just (2.51]). O
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Remark 2.13. Because of the exponential growth of the kernel B, an
exponential moment is required on the initial data ug. This exponential
moment is propagated to the solution for all ¢ > 0. Using that expo-
nential moment, it easily follows that for any p > 1, if M_,(ug) < oo,
there exists a constant C; > 0, and a non negative locally bounded
function Cy(¢) such that,

2
4 u(t,z)x"Pde < C4 / u(t,z)x"Pdx | + Ca(t),
dt [0,00) [0,00)

from where it follows that M_,(u(t)) < oo for ¢ in a bounded interval,
that depends on M, (uo).

Proof of Theorem [1.2] . Theorem [I.2] follows from Corollary [2.12]
since the function b(k, k') = igf; satisfies 1' 2.11). O

3 The singular part of the solution.

If w is a weak solution of (2.1)~(2.11)) obtained in Theorem for all

t > 0, the measure u(t) may now be decomposed by the Lebesgue’s
decomposition Theorem as

u(t) = g(t) + a(t)do + G(t), (3.1)
g(t) € LY([0,00)), a >0, G(t) L dz, G(t,{0}) = 0. (3.2)

In this Section we give some properties of u, «, and G.

We first notice that the weak solution u of f obtained in
Theorem satisfies the equation in the sense of distributions.
This follows from the properties of the support of the function B and
Fubini’s Theorem. A similar argument may be used for slightly more
general test functions ¢. To be more precise, let us define the set

_ —[2C0]
¢ = {go € (y([0,00)) : ig}g =z < oo}. (3.3)
Proposition 3.1. Let u be a solution of (2.1)-(2.11) obtained in
Theorem [1.3,  Then, for almost every t > 0, du/0t € 2'((0,0)),
Qu(t),u(t)) € 2'((0,00)), and

Vi € Cc((0,00)), %@(t), @) = (Q(u(t), u(®), ).  (34)
Moreover,
Voed, Slult)g) = (Quin ut) ), ()
where
Ou(t),u = b(x, e ¥ —e Nu(t, x)ult,
@)= [ el Ju(t, 2)u(t,y)

—u(t,z)y?e™Y + ult, y)xQe_”} dy. (3.6)
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Remark 3.2. Notice that in , the integral containing the factor
(e7® — e ¥) is convergent near the origin even for test functions ¢ €
¢ \ C.((0,00)). That is not true anymore if we consider each of the
terms e~” and e™Y separately.

Proof. By [£8)-@11) and (I33),
B(z,y
[ et | By gy, yydyde < o,
[0,00) [0,00)

Y

where E(z,y) is one of the functions in
{uw)a*e = u(@py’e ™, u@uly)e u(@)uly)e™ |
when ¢ € C}((0,00)), or, one of the functions in
{u@p)le™ = e u@)y?e ™ u(y)a®e "}

when ¢ € €NCL([0,00)). Since u is a weak solution and satisfies (2 ,
we deduce from Fublnl s Theorem the identity (3.4 . for p € CL((0, oo))

and the identities . for ¢ € € N CE([0,00)). By a density
argument the Pr0p051t10n follows. O

We may prove now the following property of the singular measure G(t).

Theorem 3.3. Let u be a weak solution of (2.1)- 1 obtamed mn
Theorem and consider the decomposmon 5. 1] . IfG(0
in .@’((O,oo)), then G(t) =0 in 2'((0,0)) for allt > 0

Proof. By (3.4), for a.e. t > 0 and for all p € C.((0,00)),

d
dt /[o,oo) ultaetoyde = /[0 ) P(2)Qu(t), u(t))(z)dz,

and then, after integration in time:

/[O,Oo) {“W) —u(0,7) - / t Q(u(sm(s))(x)ds} o(a)dz = 0

for a.e. t > 0. If we plug now u = g+ adp + G in this formula and use
that ¢ € C.((0,00)), we obtain for a.e. ¢ > 0,

[, {0 +60)—00) = G0~ R) - S0 otz =0,
where

R(t,x) = /Ot <g(s,m)W(s,x) +a%e® /[07oo)b(x,y)u(s,y)dy> ds, (3.7)

S(Lm)z/o G(s, )W (s,x)ds, (3.8)
Wisa)= [ e ety [ ot gytevay
(3.9)
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It follows that, for a.e. ¢ > 0,
g(t) + G(t) — g(0) — G(0) — R(t) — S(t) = 0 in 2'((0,0)). (3.10)

Let us prove now that R(¢,-) € L, .((0,00)) for all ¢ > 0. To this
end, we first show that W(t,-) € L.((0,00)) for all ¢ > 0. Let then
x be in a compact set [a,c], with 0 < a < ¢ < oo, and let t > 0.
Using that supp(b) = I' C {(z,y) € [0,00)? : Oz < y < 6~ 'x}, the
bound , and that = € [a, ], it is easily proved that there exists a
constant 0 < C' < oo that depends only on a, ¢, § and C,, such that

for all (z,y) € T with = € [a, ],
blz,y)le ™ —e Y| <C and b(x,y) max{z? y*} < C. (3.11)
We then obtain from that for all ¢ > 0, z € [a, ],
(W(t,2)| < C(Mo(u(t)) + 1),
and by the conservation of mass ,

SUp [[W(t, )Ml (a.cl) < C(Mo(uo) +1). (3.12)

Using now (3.11)), (3.12)) and (1.33)), we deduce from (3.7)) that for all
t>0,x € la,cd,

R(t, )| < C(Mo(ug) + 1) /0 o(s,2)ds + CMo(uo)t.  (3.13)

Then, since sup;>q [|9(t, )21 ([a,e) < SUP;>g My(u(t)) = Mo(ug), it
follows from ([3.13) that
||R(t, ')HLl([a,c]) < C(MO(U()) + 1)M0(U0)t + (C — a)CM()(’U,Q)t. (3.14)

On the other hand, using the Lebesgue decomposition Theorem,
we have for all t > 0:

S(t) = Sacl(t) + Ss(2), Sae(t) € L([0,00)), Ss(t) L du.
Using this decomposition in (3.10)), we deduce that for a.e. ¢ > 0,
9(t) = g(0) = R(t) — Sac(t) = —=G(t) + G(0) + Ss(t) in Z'((0,00)).

Since the left hand side is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure and the right hand side is singular, we then obtain
for a.e. t > 0,

g9(t) = g(0) + R(t) + Sac(t)  in 2'((0,00)),
G(t) = G(0) + Ss(t) in 2'((0,00)).

Then, for all ¢ € C.((0,00)) and a.e. t > 0,

/[o,oo) o(2)G(t,z)dx = /[0700) ¢(2)G(0, z)dx + /[0700) go(x)Ss(t,g;;df5,>
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We use now that for all nonnegative ¢ € C.((0,0)), t > 0,

/[Om)so(fc)ss(t,x)dxg /[Om) p@S.(tallds < [ p)|S(to)lds,

[0,00)
(3.16)
where |S,(t)| and |S(¢)| are the total variation measures of S,(t) and
S(t) respectively. Then, if ¢ > 0 and supp(y¢) C [a,c] for finite ¢ >

a > 0, we deduce from (3.8)), (3.12)) and (3.16]) that
t
/ w(x)Ss(t, x)dx < / [IW (s, ')HLOO([G"C])/ o(2)G(s, z)dxds
[0,00) 0 [0,00)
t
< C(Mp(uo) + 1)/ / o(2)G(s, 2)dads,
0 J[0,00)
and then, we obtain from (3.15|) that, for a.e. ¢ > 0,

[ ewetairs [ o6
(0,00)

[0,00)

t
+ C(My(up) + 1)/ / o(2)G(s, z)dxds.
0 J[0,00)

Then by Gronwall’s Lemma,

[ e@ttad <

[0,00)
< (/ @(x)G(O,x)dx) (1 + C(Mo(ug) + 1)teC(M°(“°)+1)t>.
[0,00)

We deduce that, if G(0) = 0, then f[o 00) o(x)G(t, z)dx = 0 for every
¢ € C((0,00)) and then, G(t) = 0 in 2'((0,00)) for a.e. t > 0. O

Remark 3.4. It would be interesting to know if, when «(0) = 0,
a(t) =0 for a.e. t > 0 also or not.

3.1 An equation for the mass at the origin

We can obtain information of the measure at the origin u(¢, {0}) from
the weak formulation (2.19)), by choosing test functions like in the
following Remark.

Remark 3.5. Let ¢ € C}([0,00)) be nonincreasing with supp¢ =
[0,1], ©(0) =1 and ¢'(0) = 0. Then, let p.(z) = p(z/e) for e > 0. It
follows from (1.33]) and dominated convergence that for all ¢ > 0,

liH(l) e (z)u(t, z)dr = u(t, {0}). (3.17)
E—r [0,00)

Proposition 3.6. Let u be a weak solution of (2.1)~ obtained in
Theorem 1.3, and denote a(t) = u(t,{0}). Then o is right continuous,
nondecreasing and a.e. differentiable on [0,00). Moreover, for all t
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and ty with t > to > 0, and all ¢, as in Remark [3.5, the following
limit exists:
t

;ig%) t K,_(u(s),u(s))ds, (3.18)
and
a(t) = alty) + il_I)I(l) t K,_(u(s),u(s))ds. (3.19)

Proof. Let us prove first (3.19). Using ¢ in (2.33), we deduce by
(3.17) that for all t and ¢y with ¢t > ¢y > 0, the following limit exists:

t
i [ (K. (u(s),u(s) — Lo (u(s))) ds,
to
and moreover

a(t) = alto) + lim ) (K. (u(s),u(s)) = Ly, (u(s)))ds.  (3.20)
We claim

lim t L, (u(s))ds = 0. (3.21)

e—0 to

In order to prove (3.21)), we first obtain an integrable majorant of
L, (u(s)), and then we show

lim L,_(u(s)) =0 Vs>0. (3.22)

e—0

Taking into account I', the support of ¥.(z,y) = ¢-(z) — ¢(y), and
using L, (0) =0 (cf. Lemma |A.1)), we have

Ly (u(s)] < /(

+ /E . u(s, ) /.93; Wy, (z,y)|dydz. (3.23)

€
' 0

0 1z
s /e 1o (2, y) |y

Since

x
€

o) —pel) = [ etz < =gy,

y

then by (A-2)

C z—y *(1 — 9) ,
l < - = 574 AN [e*})
‘ Sas(x?y)‘ — Ee ) c 92(1+9) ||90 H
and from (3.23]) we deduce
2 —0)x —0- 1z
Lo < 2| [ uleo) (e F - i
€ LJe

+/ u(s,x)(euj)z —e%)dx )
c. £



(1—0)z (1—0—1a) ) (1-0)z (1—0)z z—e
We now use ez —e 2 <%e 2 e 2

(57720;1;)6(1—2%’ and 1) to obtain, for all € > 0,

(1—6)z

Lo )| <67 =0) [ uls)e T do

(0,6)

(1-0)z

+c(10)/[ E]u(s,x)e 2 dx

(1—-0)x

<c0 ' -0 /(0 . e 2 u(s,z)dr

—1 _ g)esCa-oyz Gpe
< c(# e e uo(x)dx. (3.24)
[0,00)

The right hand side above is independent of ¢, and it is clearly inte-
grable on [0,¢], for all £ > 0.
Let us prove now (3.22). If we prove

. _ S
Eh_r:% Ly (x)=0 Vz>0, (3.25)

then by (3.24)) and dominated convergence, (3.22)) follows. Therefore

we are left to prove (3.25). On the one hand, since £,_(0) = 0 for all
e > 0 (cf. Lemma [A.1), then lim._,o £,_(0) = 0. On the other hand,

for all z > 0 and y € [0, 00), the function ¢,_(x,y) is well defined and

lim (. (z,) = 0. (3.26)
Moreoever, by ([2.11)
o (9] < Bla,1) 2™ (0e(z) + 92 (y)) < 20— 1r(z,y)
Pe b — b T — x(x + y) bl I
and then
0o -0y 1 0tz y
by (z,y)|dy < 2C.e 2 f/ dy
| e =
a-ee 07 2
=2C.e 2 / dz < +o0. (3.27)
0 1 + z

It follows from 7 and dominated convergence that £,_(x) —
0 as e — 0 for all x > 0, and then holds. That proves ,
which combined with (3.24) and dominated convergence, finally proves
. Using in (3.20]), then the limit in exists and
holds.

Since K,_(u,u) > 0 for all € > 0, it follows from (3.19) that «
is monotone nondecreasing, and then a.e. differentiable by Lebesgue
Theorem.

We are left to prove the right continuity of . Since « is nonde-
creasing, we already know

a(t) < liminf a(t + h), (3.28)

h—0t
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so it is sufficient to prove

limsup a(t + h) < af(t). (3.29)
h—0+
To this end, let L,DE as in Remark Using a(t+h) < f[o )gos x)u(t+
h,x)dz and ( with ¢., we have

t+h

a(t+h) §/ e (z)u(t, z)dx + / (K% (u(s),u(s)) + L, (u(s)))ds.
[0700) t

From Proposition and (2.51), we deduce that K,_(u(s),u(s)) and

L (u(s)) are locally integrable in time for every fixed ¢ > 0, so letting

h — 0 above, and then ¢ — O we finally obtain (3.29). The right

continuity then follows from (3.28)) and ( - O

Remark 3.7. By a standard approximation argument, it is possible
to use 1jp.) as a test function in . Then, by similar arguments
as in the proof of Proposition it can be seen that equation
also holds when ¢, is replaced by 1o ), and then, for all ¢ > ¢ > 0,

a(t) = alto) + lim / / / E BEY) (=2 _ e=vyu(s, 2)u(s, y)dydads,
(3.30)

where D, = [g,72(€)) x (71(x), ).

4 On entropy and entropy dissipation.

Although the entropy H given by is well defined for the weak
solutions u of (2.I)), it is not known if ¢ — H (u(t)) is monotone and may
still be used as Lyapunov function to study the long time behavior of
these solutons (we recall that the dissipation of entropy is not defined
in general). But, if u is a weak solution of . with initial data w;,
given by Theorem. 2} if {uy, }nen is the sequence given by Proposition
and if D(™ is the functional defined in , the same calculations
as in Section 2 and Section 6 of [I3] yleld

/ D™ (u, (t))dt < H(Unr) + C1/ (14 x)uin(z)dz, Yn € N
T [0,00)

for some constant C7 > 0, where Uy, is the unique equilibrium with the
same mass than u;,, M = My(u;,). Since the sequence of functions
{bn}nen is increasing,

/ D(m) ))dt < H(Un) + Cl/ (14 2)uip(z)dz, Yn > m.
[0,00)

Therefore, by the weak lower semi continuity of the function D™ (cf.
Theorem 4.6 in [13]), and the weak convergence of u,, to u:

/ D(m) ))dt < H(Up) + C’l/ (14 2)usm(z)dz, Ym e N
[0,00)
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It follows that, for any sequence t, — oo, and {U(t)},., C 4 ([0,0))
such that wu(t, +t) — U(t) in #}([0,00)) for a.e.t > 0 we have
lim,, 00 D™ (u(t, + 1)) = 0 and then, by weak lower semi continuity,
D™U(t) = 0 for all m € N and a.e.t > 0. However, it is only possible
to obtain a partial characterization of the measures U € .# ([0, c0))
with total mass M and such that D) (U) = 0 for all m € N.

Proposition 4.1. A measure U € .44 ([0, 00)) with total mass M > 0,
satisfies D) (U) = 0 for all m € N, if and only if, there exists i < 0
and a > 0 such that U = g, + ado and fooo gu(z)dz + a = M, where

2

gu(z) = prevsmet x> 0. (4.1)
Proof. It is straightforward to check that if U = g, + adp for some
i< 0and o > 0, such that [;° g,(z)dz + a = M, then D™ (U) = 0.
On the other hand, if U = g + G is the Lebesgue decomposition of U
and D™ (U) = 0, then ng) (9) = Dém) (9,G) = ng)(G) = 0. From
ng) (g) = 0 it follows that, for a.e. (x,y) € [0, 00)?,

b (,9)j (g’(df2 +9)e " gy + 9’)6’7’) = 0. (4.2)

Since by, (z,y) > 0 for (z,y) € T's ,, for all e > 0 and all m € N, where

Do = {(2.9) € T2 d((2,9).00) > 2, (2.9) € <;m> x <1,m> 3

m

we deduce from (4.2)),

x

gl@)e” _ gly)e
2 +g(x)  y*+9(y)

and both terms must then be equal to a nonnegative constant, say ~.
If vy =0, then g = 0 for a.e. © > ¢e. If v > 0, then v = e* for some
u <€ Rand g =g, for a.e. x > €. Letting ¢ = 0 we obtain that either
g=0or g=g,ae. in (0,00) and, since g > 0, then p < 0.

From D{"™(G) = 0 for all m € N, we obtain that j(e~®,e¥) =
(e —e¥)(x—y)=0for G x G ae. (z,y) €. Letting e — 0,
we deduce that

a.e. (2,y) € Tem,

=0

for some a; > 0, z; > 0 with by, (x;,z;) = 0 for all ¢ # j, and all
m € N.

From Dém)(g,G) =0,9 =g, and G as in , we deduce that,
for all m € N,

Dém)(% G) = Z%‘(l‘i —p) (e —e ") /o b (x, 23) g (x)dr = 0,
i—0

and therefore, each of the terms in the sum above is zero. If o; > 0
and x; > 0 for some ¢ € N, it then follows that u = x;, which is a
contradiction since p < 0. Hence G = ady for some a > 0. O
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Remark 4.2. The measure U in the statement of Proposition [41] is
not uniquely determined because, since by, (x,0) = 0 for all x > 0, it is
possible to have y < 0 and « > 0.

5 A simplified equation.

There may be several reasons to consider the following simplified ver-

sion of equation (1.15), (1.16]),

o) =utt.o) [ Rty (5.1
R(z,y) =blz,y)(e™ —eY). (5.2)

Although the integral collision operator in only contains the non-
linear terms of the integral collision operator in (L.15)), it may supposed
to be the dominant term when w is large. This was the underlying idea
n [29] and [30], when such approximation was suggested. Let us also
recall that, as shown in Section in Appendix if the variables
k,t and f are suitably scaled with the parameter 8 to obtain the new
variables x, 7 and u (cf. and ), the equation ,
yields equation , where the dependence on the parameter 5 > 0
has been kept. Then, the reduced equation appears as the lower
order approximation as § — oo. No rigorous result is known about the
validity of such an approximation . In any case, it may be expected
from , to break down for ¢t > 33 and = > 3.

Due to its simpler form, the study of is slightly easier. The
existence of solutions u € C([0,00), L1([0,00))), that do not form a
Dirac mass at the origin in finite time, is proved (cf. Section and
it is also possible to describe the long time behaviour of the solutions.
Both questions remain open for the equation .

5.1 Existence and properties of weak solutions.

In this Section we prove the following result on the existence of weak

solutions of the equation (5.1)), (5.2).

Theorem 5.1. For any initial data ug € #([0,0)) satisfying

1-0
Xy (ug) < oo for some n> — (5.3)
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there exists u € C([0,00), #4([0,00))) such that:

(i) Y € Cy([0, ). / u(-,2)p(x)dz € C([0, 00);R) (5.4)
[0,00)
and u(0, z)p(x)dxr = ug(x)p(x)dr,
R [04) o(@) ()

(i1) Vi € Cy ([0, 00)), ¢'(0) =0,

loc

/ u(-, z)(x)dz € Wh([0,00); R), and for a.e.t > 0,
[0,00)

G [ wee@is =5[] Rttt el - ow)dds.

[0,00)
(5.5)

(We will say that u is a weak solution of with initial data ug).
The solution also satisfies,

M()(u(t)) = Mo(U()) vt > 0, (56)

Xp(u(t)) < Xp(up) ¥E>0. (5.7)

This result is similar to Theorem |1.2| for the equation (2.1)—(2.11]),
and its proof uses similar arguments. The main difference is that The-
orem 3 in [I3] can not be used to obtain approximate solutions, and

this must be done using a classical truncation argument. Let us then
consider the following auxiliary problem:

agtn (t,z) = up(t,x / R (z,y)u,(t,y)dy, (5.8)
Un (0, 2) = win(x) (5.9)
Rn(l‘,y) = bn(‘rvy)(e—w - e—y) (51())

where b,, is defined in (2.25)).

Proposition 5.2. For every n € N and for every nonnegative ini-
tial data um € LY(]0,00)), there erists a nonnegative function u, €

C([0,00), L ([0,00))) N CY((0,00), L1([0,00))) that satisfies (5.8) and
(.) in C((0,00), L1([0,00))) and L'([0,00)) respectively and,

Mo(un(t)) = Mo(um) Vit Z 0. (5.11)

Moreover, for all ¢, defined on [0,00), measurable, non negative and
non decreasing function,

/ Un (t, 2)p(x)de < / win (x)e(x)dz, Yn e N, ¥t > 0. (5.12)
[0 OO) [O,oo)

Proof. The proof uses a simple Banach fixed point argument. For
any nonnegative f € C([0,00), L*([0,00))) we consider the solution u
to the problem

) = ultw) [ Rale) ity 550,150,
0

w(0,x) = uin(x), >0,
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given by:
Au(f) = ult, @) = g (@)els |57 A fGdyds,

Our goal is then to prove first that A, is a contraction on &, for
some p > 0 and T" > 0 where,

Xp,T—{feC([o,T>;L1<[o,oo>>>; sup ||f(t)|1SP}-
0<t<T

Forall T >0,t € [0,T) and f € X, r,
1A (F) Ol i |1 IF < (5.13)
and for all ¢1, t5 such that 0 <t; <ty <T:
[An(f)(t1, @) = An(f) (b2, )| =

= in () ’ oo IS R (@) f(sp)dyds _ fo? [5° Ru(z,) f(s,y)dyds

< Ui ()

/:2 /OOO R (,y)f (s, y)dyds| x
w e Jot f0°1° Ry (2,y) f(s,9)dyds+(1—0) [y [5° Bn(z,y)f(s,y)dyds
< in ()p]| Ru oo [t1 — to]e Pl
It then follows that
1A (£)(t1) = An(H)(E2)ll < plluinll ]| Balloce? 1l [ty — ta]. (5.14)

Let now f and g be in X, 7 and denote v = A, (g) and u = A,(f).
Arguing as before,

u(t) = v(@®)ll1 < lwinlli | Rallscllf — gllcom), Lt (0,00 Te T 1Hnll.

(5.15)
By (513)-(19), if

Tpl| Rl

ltin |l 1€ < p, and

et 1| Rl oo TePTIRn e < 1,

then A, is a contraction on C([0, 7], L*([0,0))), and has a fixed point
u,, that satisfies

Un (2, ) = Ugn ()0 S5~ Ru(@p)un(sy)dyds (5.16)

This solution may then be extended to C([0, Tiax), L*([0,00))). Tt
immediately follows from that u,, > 0.

Moreover, since u, € C([0, Tmax), L'([0,00))) and R,, is bounded,
we deduce from that u, € CY[0, Tmax), L' ([0,00))) and, for
every t € (0,Tmax), the equation is satisfied in L'(]0, 00)). For
all T < Thax and all ¢ € [0, 7],

d o
uzn()a ( fot fo Rn("y)un(svy)dy>

< Uin ()| R || 00 X

X Hun||c([07T]7L1([0700)))6THRTL”OO”unHC([O,T],Ll([0,00))) c Ll([0700)),
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then if we multiply (5.16]) by any ¢ € L*°(]0,00)), we deduce that for
all ¢t < Thax,

% Oooun(t,l')go(l‘)dl'z // R (2, y)un (t, 2)un (t, y)o(x)dydz.

(0,00)?
Recalling the definition of R,,, then by the symmetry of b,, and Fubini’s
theorem,

Ooun(t,m)cp(z)dx: // ko n (2, 9)un (s, x)un(s, y)dydr, (5.17)
(0,00)2

dt Jo

i.e. u, is a weak solution of (5.8), for t € [0,T). If we chose
¢ = 1 we deduce that holds for all ¢ < Tyax. Then, by a
classical argument, Ty, = 00.

In order to prove let ¢ be non negative and measurable
function such that [ ug(z)y(z)dz < oo, and consider {1;}ren the
sequence of simple functions that converges monotonically to ¢ as k —
o0. Since ¢ € L*([0,00)), then holds with ¢ = 1)y, for all k,
and by Lebesgue’s and monotone convergence Theorems,

| ey = [ unoues
0 0
t o oo
+ /0 /0 /0 kd)m(m?y)un(sax)un(&y)dydxds'
Using that u,, € C([0,00), L1([0,0))), and
/ k¢7n(1‘7 y) ’un(tla x)u'n(th y) - un(t27 I)Un(tg, y) |dyd‘Ij

(0,00)2
< 2||kyn

oo Mo (win) lun (t1) — un(t2)ll1,

so that ¢t = [ kyn (@, y)un (s, 2)un(s, y)dydz is continuous, it fol-
lows by the fundamental theorem of calculus that holds for .
If, in addition, ¢ is nondecreasing, then (e”* — e ¥)(p(x) — ¢(y)) <0
for all (x,y) € [0,00)?, and then follows. O

Proof of Theorem [5.1] . Consider first a initial data ug € L' ([0, 00)).
Let {un, }nen be the sequence of solutions to f constructed in
Proposition [5.2] for n € N. As in the proof of Theorem [I.2] the result
follows from the precompactness (given by the conservation of My(u))
and the equicontinuity of {u,},en. These properties follow as in the
proof of Proposition[2.8land Proposition [2.9|respectively. The existence
of the solution u follows using the same arguments as in Corollary
and the end of the Proof of Theorem

Property for u follows from , the lower semicontinuity
of the non negative function e, and the weak convergence to u of u,,.
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For a general initial data ug € .#, ([0, 00)), by Corollary 8.6 in [10]
there exists a sequence {ug , }nen C L'([0,00)) such that

o0

lim o(x)ug p(z)de = / o(x)ug(z)dz, Yo € Cp(]0,00)). (5.18)

n—oo [
[O?Oo)

Since ug., € L'([0,00)), using the previous step there exists a weak
solution u,, that satisfies f. By and , the sequence
{tn }nen is precompact in C ([0, 00), .#4 ([0,0))). Arguing as in Propo-
sition we deduce that it is also equicontinuous. Therefore, using
the same arguments as in the end of the Proof of Theorem [1.2] we de-
duce the existence of a subsequence, still denoted {uy, }rnen, and a weak
solution of (5.1)), u € C([0, 00), #4([0,0))), satisfying (5.4)~(5.7).

The property is obtained using first in the weak formulation
a sequence of monotone non decreasing test functions {pg }ren C
C([0,00) such that ¢} (0) = 0 and ¢g(z) — € for all z > 0, to
obtain:

u(t, z)pr(r)de < / uo(x)pr(z)dz, (5.19)

[0,00) [0,00)

and then pass to the limit as k — oo. O

Remark 5.3. In Theorem the initial data is required to satisfy
X, (uo) < oo for some 7 € (1;29, %) On the one hand, the condition
n > 1;29 is sufficient in order to have boundedness of the operators

K,(u,u) and L, (u). On the other hand, the condition n < 1/2 comes

from the estimate (2.40)). In Theorem [5.1} however, that last condition
512)

is not needed, thanks to the estimate (

We show now that the support of u(t) is constant in time.

Proposition 5.4. Let u be a weak solution of constructed in
Theorem [5.1] for an initial data ug € 4 ([0, 00)) satisfying (5.3). The
following statements hold:
(i) For all v > 0, to and t with 0 < ty < t, and ¢ € C((0,00))
nonnegative such that supp(p) C [r, L] for some L > r,

/[ )gp(w)u(t,x)dm > ¢~ (t10)C /[ : w(x)u(to, z)dz, (5.20)
0,00 0,00

/[ )g@(x)u(t,x)dz < elt=t0)C2 /[ )(p(x)u(to,x)dz, (5.21)
0,00 0,00

where

a-er a-er

_ CapMo(ug) e o _ CapMo(ug) e 20
o1+ 2 P VoREEE

. (5.22)

1
(i1) For all v >0, ty and t with 0 < tg <'t,

/u(to,x)dazg /u(hx)dmﬁe(t_to)()r/ u(to, x)dz,  (5.23)

[0,r) [0,7) [0,7)
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(1—6)r

CipsMo(ug) e 20

where C, = -
0(1+0) r3/?

(5.24)

(#i) supp(u(t)) = supp(uo) for all t > 0.

Proof. Proof of (i). Since there are no integrability issues near the
origin because supp(y) C [r, L], then by Fubini’s theorem

1

5 //[0,00)2R(x, y)(gp(x) - @(y))u(t, Jj)u(t, y)dydx

- /[O,DO) plw)ult,z) / R(z,y)u(t,y)dydz.

[0,00)

Let us prove the lower bound (5.20). Using (2.8)—(2.11)), for all (x,y) €

I, y<uz,

T—y (1—0)x
R y) < 67 @) o 2 e G (5o
zy(z +y) 3/2 (1 +0)

and taking into account the support of ¢, we deduce that

/ o (w)ult, ) / R, y)u(t,y)dydz
[0,00)

[0,00)
L x
> [ ptauta) [ RG.g)ut.y)dyds

(1-0)L
C*re =

S /TL o(z)u(t, z) /Oz u(t, y)dydz

L
> —Cl/ o(z)u(t, z)dz,
and then, from the weak formulation, we obtain that for all £ > 0,

d L

L
G [ e@uitade=~c [ plautt.as

and (5.20) follows by Gronwall’s Lemma.
We now prove the upper bound (5.21)) by similar arguments. Since
R(z,y) <0 for y < x, then

/ o (w)ult, ) / R, y)u(t, y)dydz
[0,00) [0,00)

< [ ptantta) [ Rzt pys

and since for all (z,y) € T, x <y,

(1—0)x

Q
)
*

0*6%(?4 — .Z‘) 1€ o4

R <
(-T7y) — xy(x+y) — $3/2 ) \/§ I
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we deduce from the weak formulation that for all £ > 0,

d [ C”e(l_zg)L L oo
& | etwnteaae < ST [ ot [ adys

L
<0 / p(@)u(t, z)dz,

and then follows by Gronwall’s Lemma.

Proof of (ii). We first prove the lower bound in (5.23). Given r > 0,
let 0 < 7, <7, and ¢ € CL([0,00)) be nonnegative, nonincreasing, and
such that p(z) =1 for all € [0,r,] and p(z) = 0 for all z > r. Since
(e —e Y (p(x) — ¢(y)) > 0 for all 0 < y < z, it follows from the
weak formulation

d
— o(x)u(t,z)dx >0 vt > 0,
dt [077‘)
hence
/ o(x)u(t,z)dx > / o(x)u(to, z)dx Vit > to > 0,
[0,r) [0,r)

and then the lower bound in follows by taking the supremum
over all ¢ as above, i.e., letting 7, — r.

Let us prove now the upper bound in . Given r > 0, let
r. and ¢ be as before. Keeping only the positive terms in the weak
formulation and taking I' into account, we deduce

d min{z, r}
— o(x)u(t, z)dx < / / R(z,y)|e(y)u(t, z)u(t, y)dydz,
dt Jio,r 0
and by (5.25)) we obtain
d C*e a— 9)’ il min{z,r}
o p(z)u(t, z)dr < 7 u(t, z) o(y)ul(t,y)dydz
[077') Ox
<, / u(t, y)dy,
0 r)
(1-6)r
where C,., = TMQ(UQ) and then, from Gronwall’s Lemma,

/ o(z)u(t, z)dr < et=t0)Cr / o(x)u(to, x)dx vt >ty > 0.
[0,r) [0,7)

The upper bound in then follows by letting 7, tend to r.

Proof of (iii). We recall the following characterization of the sup-
port of a Radon measure p (see [I7], Chapter 7): = € supp(u) if and
only if f[o,oo) wdp > 0 for all p € C.([0,00)) with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that

©(x) > 0. Then, from (5.20) and (5.21)) for ¢, = 0, we deduce that

(0, 00) N'supp(ug) = (0, 00) N supp(u(t)) vt > 0,
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and from ([5.23) for ¢y = 0, we deduce that for all ¢ > 0,
0 € supp(up) if and only if 0 € supp(u(t)),
which completes the proof. O

The queues of the weak solutions are decreasing in time, as proved
in the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let u be the weak solution of constructed in
Theorem[5.1] for an initial data ug € A4 ([0,00)) satisfying (5.5). Then
(i) For all v > 0, the map t — f[T,OO) u(t, z)dx is nonincreasing on
[0, 00).
(i) For all + >0, if

Jxo € [r,72(r)) Nsupp(uo), Fyo € (71(r), 7) Nsupp(uo),
such that B(xo,y0) > 0, (5.26)

then the map t — f[ u(t, z)dx is strictly decreasing on [0, 00).

7,00)

Remark 5.6. Condition (5.26]) holds, for instance, if r is an interior
point of the support of wuyg.

Proof. Proof of (i). For r = 0, the result follows from the conservation
of mass . For r > 0, let ¢ € (0,7) and ¢. € C}([0,00)) be an
increasing function such that . (z) = 1 for all © > r, p.(z) = 0 for all
x € |0,r — ¢]. Using the monotonicity of ¢., we deduce from the weak
formulation that for all £ > 0,

d

7 o) we(@)u(t, z)dr <0,

and then the map ¢t — f[o,oo) ve(x)u(t, z)dr is nonincreasing. The
result then follows by letting € — 0.

Proof of (ii). Since (5.5)) is invariant under time translations, it
suffices to prove that for all r > 0,

/ u(t, z)dr < / uo(x)dx vt > 0,
[r;00)

[r;o0)

provided ([5.26]) holds. To this end, consider ¢, as in part (i). By (5.5
/ e (x)u(t, z)dx :/ e (z)ug(x)dx
[0,00)

[0100)

t o} x
+ / / / kg (z,y)u(s, x)u(s, y)dydzds.
o Jo Jo
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Then, since lim._,¢ ky_(2,y) = ky(z,y) for all (z,y) € [0,00)?, where
¢(x) = 1} )(7), and for all € small enough,

/oOO /ow“%f (@, y)|u(s, z)u(s, y)dydz

- / k. (2, ) (s, 2)u(s, y)dyda

—e Jbx

x)u(s,y)dydx

o] T ew;y
r—eJoz Vay(z +y) (

20* N o0 _ )z x
< [ [ s dyds
01+ 0)(r —e)3/2 Jr_. oz

< 4C*p*M0(u0) /oo . (1-0)x
0

= O+ 8)r3/2 7 uo(z)dw < oo,

we deduce from dominated convergence Theorem

/ u(t,x)dx = / uo(z)dx
[r,00) [r,00)

¢
+ / / R(z,y)u(s, z)u(s,y)dydzds. (5.27)
0 J[r,o0) J[0,r)

Taking I' into account, we observe that
/ Rz, y)u(s, )u(s, y)dydads
[r,00) J[0,r)

= / / Rz, y)u(s,x)u(s,y)dydxds < 0. (5.28)
[ry2(r) J (71 (@),7)

The goal is to show that the integral above is, indeed, strictly negative
for all s € [0,t]. By and Proposition (iii), there exists an
open rectangle G = G; x G4 centered around (zg,yo) and contained
in {(z,y) €[0,00)% : z € [r,72(r)), y € (11 (x),7)} such that

/ u(t,x)dx >0 Vt>0,i=1,2.
G

‘We then obtain

[ [ R autsdydas
[ryy2(r)) S (v (2),r)

< max R(gc,y)/ u(t,x)dx/ u(t,y)dy <0,
(z,y)€G G1 Go

and the result then follows from (5.27) and (5.28). O

5.2 Global “regular” solutions.

We prove in this Section Theorem for initial data wug sufficiently
flat around the origin. This condition on wg is sufficient to prevent
the formation of a Dirac mass in finite time. We do not know if it is
necessary. We prove first the following,
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Proposition 5.7. For all vy € L'([0,00)), vg > 0, satisfying
for some n > (1— )/2 there exists a nonnegative global weak solution

v € C([0,00), L([0,00))) of (5.4), (5.4) such that
u(t,x) = uo(x)efot Jo™ Bley)ulsy)dyds vy > 0 ge.x >0, (5.29)

and also satisfies v(0) = vy, (1-43), (143

Proof of Proposition The proof has two steps.
Step 1. We consider first a compactly supported initial data, say
suppug C [0, L], L > 0. We first prove that the operator

A(f)(t,x) = up(x)elo Jo~ Rlaw) ] (s:y)dyds (5.30)
is a contraction on Y, 7 for some p > 0 and 17" > 0, where
Yor = {f € C([OﬂT)le([Ovoo)7Wd$)) Cfllr < P} )
e = s [ w@lftalde = swp 0],
0<t<T Jo 0<t<T
wlz) = (1+x73/2).
USlng "‘) for all (‘ray) € Fa z < La
(1-6)z

Cupue™" < GCipe em
Vay+y) — o +0) v*?

(1-0)L
Cipse 20

where Cf, = VIR Then, for all nonnegative f € Y, r, x € [0, L],
and t € [0,T),

|R(z,y)| < < Crw(y),

/ / R(z,y)|f(s,y)dyds < CppT,

and then
A(f)(t, x) < ug(x)e=rT,
JA(N) 7 < Nluollwe T (5.31)

Notice that |lugl|le < oo by the hypothesis (1.40). Let now ¢; and to
be such that 0 < t; <ty < T. Then, for all x € [0, L],

|ACf) (b, 2) — (f)(tza )| =
= up(z) |e R(z.y)f(s.p)dyds _ o [o? [5° R(zy)f (s.y)dyds
ug()e“t T Cpplty — tl,

and therefore

IACH) (1) = A(F)(t2) |l < lluollwe™ " Crplty — ta,
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from where it follows that A € C([0,7T), L*([0,00),wdz)). On the
other hand, if we chose p = 2||uo||, and T > 0 such that e“=rT < 2,

we deduce from (5.31)) that ||A(f)||r < p, ie., A(f) € Y, 1.

Let now f and g be in Y, 7 . By similar computations as before,
IACF) =A@z < lluollwe ™ CLT | f — gllr,
and if T is such that
|uol|eC=PTCLT < 1,

then A is a contraction on Y, 7, and has then a fixed point u that
satisfies (5.29) for all ¢ € (0,7) and a.e.x > 0. It then follows in
particular that w > 0. Let us denote

Ty = sUp {T > 0;3p > 0,3u € Y, 1 satisfying (5.29), V¢ € [O,T)}.

We claim that if Tiyax < 00, then limsup, . |lu(t)[|, = oo. Suppose
that Tinax < oo and limsup, ,7. ||u(t)|l, = ¢ < oo, and let ¢, —
Tiax. For every n € N we define p,, = 2||u(ty,)||.,, and the map

An(F)(t,2) = ulty, @)l J5™ R (v

for f € C([0,7T),L'([0,00),wdx)), T > 0. For every T > 0, t € [0,T),
z€0,L],and f €Y, r,

An(f)(t,.’l?) S u(tn’{[;)ecLPnT7
| An (Ol < llulty)|weC=rT,

and for all T"such that T' < (In2)/(CLpn) = Ty, it follows that A, (f) €
Y,, 7. Notice that by hypothesis, p, < 2¢ for all n, and then

In2
T, > =
- L2

T1 Vn € N.

Now let f and g be in Y, r for "> 0. Arguing as before
142 (f) = An(@)llr < l[ult)llwe“"* T CLT | f = glz,
and since
u(tn, ) < ug(x)eCL2Tmax - yp € N,
then
140 (f) = An(9)ll7 < Jluolwe“s> THmaICLT|| f — g7
If we chose 75 > 0 such that
[l | eCE 2Tt Tmax) O 1y < 1,

and we let 7, = min{7y, 72}, then A, is a contraction from Y, . into
itself, and has then a fixed point, say v,,. The function v,, satisfies

v (t, ) = u(tn,gc)efot Joe By enty)dy - wi e [0, 7,), ae. x € [0,00).
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Therefore, the function w,, defined as

(t.2) u(t, x) ift €10,¢,)
Wn\l, = .
Up(t —tn, ), iftE [tn,tn+Tx)

satisfies the integral equation:
wy(t,x) = uo(x)efot Jo® R@y)wn(sy)dyds vyt ¢ [0,tn + 7).

Since t,, — Tmax, then t, + 7. > Thax for n large enough, and this
contradicts the definition of Ti,.x. We deduce that, either T, = o0,
and the solution is said to be global, or limsup, ,r__[Ju(t)[|. = oo

and the solution is said to blow up in finite time, at Ty ax-
Since for all T' < Tyax, t € [0,T] and a.e.z € [0, L],

% (UO(@@(l’)efot Jo~ R(Iay)u(say)dyd8>

< ug(z)|p(x)[eCrTIIT O T||u|lp  (integrable in z),

we may then multiply both sides of the equation (5.29) by a function
¢ € Cp(]0,00)) and integrate on [0, 00):

& [ atops = [Tt ([ R uy) de
and since
‘u(t7 ')u(t> ~)<p(t, ')R('> )| € Ll([oa OO) X [07 OO)) vt € [Oa Tmax)»
by Fubini’s Theorem and the antysimmetry of R(z,y),
i/ooou(t,x)gp(m)da: = /000 /OOO o(@)R(z, y)u(t, x)u(t, y)dzdy
=5[] 0@ -t R@ ot y)dedy. (532

This shows that u is a weak solution of (5.1)), (5.2) . If o = 1:
d o0
i ), u(t,x)dx = 0,

and then ||u(¢)|l1 = |luo||1 for all ¢ > 0. Then, since

o Crllu
/ R(z,y)u(s,y)dw S %7
0
we obtain from ([5.29)
tCrplluplly
ul(t, ) < uo(z)e SR
and then
o0 tCplluplla
[l () |l §/ w(z)e 37 wp(x)dr. (5.33)
0
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Notice that (|1.40) implies

W
Vr >0, /0 uo(x)mdx < 0. (5.34)

Indeed, if we write z=3/2 = e Inz “then for all r > 0,

’

1 373 1 . 1
€x r __—3lnz 7;"/2
/ uo(x)ﬁdx = / ug(x)e=32"2 " Tdy < / up(x)e=32 dx < oo,
0 z 0 0

where

3
P =r+e ' = max (r x3/21nx> )
z€[0,1] 2

We then obtain from (5.33)), (5.34) that

tCrlluglla

Hu(t)”wg/o w(x)e 37 wp(z)dr < oo Vit € [0,Tmax), (5.35)

therefore lim;_, 7, [|u(t)]|w < 00 if Thhax < 00, and then by the alter-

max

native, Tinax = 00.

Step 2. For a general initial data wug, let ug,(z) = ug(x)Ljo (),
and u, be the weak solution constructed in Step 1 for the initial data
up,» that satisfies

U (£, ) = g (w)efo Jo~ Rlew)un(s)dyds, (5.36)

and ||un(t)|1 = |luonllt < |Juolls for all ¢ > 0 and all n € N. Then,
arguing as in the proof of Theroem [[.2] a subsequence of {u;, }en (not
relabelled) converges to some u € C([0,00), .21 ([0,00))) in the space
C([0,00), #([0,00))). On the other hand, since for all n € N,

o0 C* o0
/ R(z, y)un(s,y)dy < —75 / e
0 T T

where Cy = C* fooo eMug(y)dy, it follows from {j that for all e > 0
there exists § > 0 such that for all F C [0,00) mesasurable with

|E| <0,

a-90)y

C
un(s,y)ds < xT/OQ’ (5.37)

Cpt
/ up (¢, x)dr < / uo(:lc)ewa(}2 dr <e ¥YneN, Vt>0. (5.38)
E E

Moreover, for all € > 0 there exists M > 0 such that

oo (o)
/ U (t, z)de < e”"™ / e u, (t, x)dx
M M

< e*”M/ e"ug(z)dr <e VneN, Vt>0. (5.39)
0

It then follows from ([5.38))—(5.39) and Dunford-Pettis Theorem, that
for all ¢ > 0, a subsequence of u,(t) (not relabelled) converges to a
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function U(t) € L'([0,00)) in the weak topology o (L', L>°). Therefore
we deduce that for all t > 0,

/ " @)Ut 2)dr = / o(2)ult, z)da Ve € ([0, 00)),
0 [0,00)

i.e., the measure u(t) is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, with density U(t). With some abuse of notation
we identify v and U. The goal now is to pass to the limit in as
n — oo. Since R(z, ) € L*([0,00)) for a.e. > 0 and all ¢t > 0, and

[ i a < S ([T uenar e
0 0

+/ eyzmun(s,y)dy>

C )
< & (ol + [ ety e, .y
0

it follows by the weak convergence u,(t) — u(t) and dominated con-
vergence, that for all ¢ > 0, a.e. = > 0,

lim// a:yunsydde—// u(s,y)dyds,

and then, using that ug, — o a.e., (5.37), and dominated conver-
gence,

oo
lim uom(a:)efot 15 R(zy)un(s,y)dyds g,

= / ’U,O(x)efot fooo R(E,y)u(s,y)dydsdx'
0

Therefore, u satisfies (5.29) for all ¢ > 0 and a.e.x > 0.
Arguing as in (5.37)) we obtain ([1.43)), and arguing as in Step 1 we
obtain (1.42).

We now claim that
u € C([0,00), L*((0,00))). (5.42)
For all T' > 0, t1 and t2 with 0 <t; <ty < T, we have by (5.40),

[[u(ty) — u(t2)]
< / o () ‘ef(fl I5® Rl y)uls,y)dyds _ 32 [5° R(zy)u(s,y)dyds
0

to
§/ 613/2 </ / |R(z,y)|u(s y)dyds> dx
0 t
1 C ~
<l|t1 — t2|/ uo(x )613/2 e <e” [luoll1 —|—/ e"yuo(y)dy> dz,

and then (5.42)) follows using (1.40). Arguing as in Step 1 we deduce
that v is a weak solution of (5.1]), ZD O

dx

&2
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Proof of Theorem [1.4l T%eBorem 14 follows from Proposition [5.7]
since the function b(k, k") = 477 satisfies O

Remark 5.8. The same proof shows that Theorem [T.4]is still true for
the equation

!
g” (t, k) = v(t, k)/u(t,k’)(e*ﬁ’c - e*ﬁk/)%dk’. (5.43)
[0,00)

where the redistribution function Bg is kept without truncation. This
is possible because the property (1.40)) is also propagated by the weak
solutions of (5.43) such that

o (- - (
ot ) = v (el I (7= ) B2 D wawy ks 5 4y

Notice in particular that the integral term in the exponential is well

defined when v(t) satisfies ((1.40]).

Remark 5.9. Let u and v be two solutions of ([1.39)), with a compactly
supported initial data ug € L1([0,00)) satisfying (1.40)) and such that

supp(ug) C [0, L], L > 0. It follows from the representation(5.29)) that,
for all ¢ > 0 and a.e.z > 0,

fCLHuo\h C
lu(t, z) — v(t, z)| < uo(ax)e ngz / / (s,y —v(s,y)|dyds,

and then, by Gronwall’s Lemma, u = v for a.e. ¢ > 0 and a.e. > 0.

5.3 M, as Lyapunov functional.

The goal of this Section is the study of the functionals M, (u(t)), de-
fined in (T.24), and Do (u(t)), defined in (1.44)), acting on the weak
solutions of problem , and to prove, in particular, Theorem
Let us start with the following simple lemma, that establishes a
monotonicity property for the moments of a solution to .

Lemma 5.10. Let u be the weak solution of given by Theorem
for an initial data ug € A1 ([0,00)) satisfying (5.3). Then, the
weak formulation holds for o(x) = x* for all & > 1. Moreover,
for all ty >0,

Mo (u(t)) < Ma(u(te)) ¥t > to. (5.45)

Proof. Let a > 1 and ¢(z) = 2. We first notice from (5.3) and (5.7)
that My (u(t)) < oo for all ¢ 2 0. Then, consider an approx1mat10n
{k tken C CE(]0,00)) such that ¢y is nondecreasing, ¢}, (0) = 0, ¢}, <
¢’ for all k € N, and pp — ¢ pointwise as k — co. Using the definite
sign of the right hand side of (5.5)) for the test function ¢y, we obtain

d

— wr(@)u(t,z)dx <0 vVt >0, VkeN,
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from where, for all ty > 0, f[O,oo) or(@)u(t, r)dr < f[O,oo) or(x)u(to, z)dz
for all ¢ > tp and all £ € N, and then follows from dominated
convergence theorem, by letting k — oc.

Let us prove now that holds for ¢(x) = z®. From for
the test function ¢y,

/[o Oo)(pk(x)u(t, x)dx = / ok (x)uo(z)dx

[0,00)

N /0 t / /[0’00)2 ko, (2, y)u(s, @)u(s, y)dydads. (5.46)

Using that ¢} < ¢ for all £ € N, we obtain from (A.4) that for all
(z,y) €T,

- _9)2
< a-1, ez _ (1
oo ()] < Camaxte, =5, 0 =max{ G

and, since |z — y| < (1 — 0) max{z,y} and max{x y} < 0~ min{x,y}

for all (x,y) € T, we then deduce using also and (5.45), that for
allt >0and k €N,

//o o0) |k (2, ) |u(t, z)u(t, y)dydx

< S [ it ot i
0,00

2 1)
S ﬁ(/ T u(t, w)dw) (/ y“‘lu(t,y)dy)
[0,00) [0,00)
2Ca
<ot ([ erwa)( [ tuta).
[0,00) [0,00)

On the other hand, ko, (2,y) — ky(z,y) for all (z,y) € [0,00)? as
k — oo. Passing to the limit as k — oo in (5.46)), it then follows from
dominated convergence theorem that for all ¢ > 0,

/[OOO plz)ult, z)ds = / o (@)uo(2)dx

[0,00)

/ // (z,y)u(s, x)u(s,y)dydxds, (5.47)
0 00)2
and then (5.5) holds. O

If u is a weak solution to (5.1)) given by Theorem then by
Lemma [5.10] the following identity holds,

d 1
ZMa(u(t) = 5Dalu(t) ¥t >0, (5.48)

Since D, (u(t)) < 0 for all ¢ > 0, this shows that M, is a Lyapunov

functional on these solutions. The identity (5.48) is reminiscent of the
usual entropy - dissipation of entropy identity. As already observed in
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the Introduction, since the support of the function B is contained in
the region ' C [0,0)?, if a > 0 and b > 0 are such that (a,b) ¢ I" (they
do not see each other) then, for all ¢ € C}([0,00)) such that ¢'(0) = 0,

//[0 3@ = @3y =R ) (o) = p(y)dady = 0.

Let us then see some of the consequences of this simple observation.

Definition 5.11. We say that two points a and ¢ on [0,00) are I'-
disjoint if (a,c) ¢ I'. We say that two sets A and C on [0,00) are
[-disjoint if for all (a,c) € AxC, (a,c) €T, ie., if AxC C [0,00)%\T.

Since the support of any given measure u € #,([0,00)) is, by
definition, a closed subset of [0, 00), then

(oo}
(supp(u))© = U Iy, Iy openinterval , I; NI; =0 if k#j. (5.49)
k=0

We may write I, = (ag,by) for 0 < ag < bg for all k € N, except if
suppu C [r,00), r > 0, for which I, = [0 = ag, b) for some k. We now
define

T ={I:m(bx) > ar},

and denote {Cy}res the connected components of (|J;7I)°. Notice
that, in general, J could be uncountable. Finally define, for all u €
A1([0,00))

A (u) = Cx Nsupp(u), Vk € J. (5.50)

Notice by (5.50) that Ag(u) is a closed subset of [0,00) for all k € N,
since it is the intersection of two closed sets.
We write Ay (u) = Ay, when no confusion is possible.

Lemma 5.12. J is a countable set.

Proof. Given two elements of Z, there is at most a finite number of
elements of Z between them. More precisely, we claim that, for any
given I; € T, Ij € 7, with I; = (ai,bi), Ij = (CLjJ)j), 0<b < aj,
then: card({Ix = (ag,bx) € Z : b; < ap < by < a;}) < oo. The
proof of this fact start with this trivial remark: if I}, € Z, then |I| =
b —ay > b —71(bg). Using that, if we consider the decreasing sequence
bi, 11(b;), ¥E(bj) = v (71(b;)), ¥ (bj),..., then 77*(bj) < b; for some
integer m, and therefore there could be only m elements of Z between
Ii and Ij

For the sake of the argument, let us say that given two elements
I; = (a;,b;) and I; = (a;,b;) of Z, there are 2 more elements [; =
(a1,b1) and Iy = (az,bs) of Z between them, i.e.,

ai<bi§a1<b1§a2<b2§aj<bj.

Then, there are 3 connected components in (a;,b;)\ (I; UL UL UI;),
namely [b;,a1], [b1,a2] and [be, a;]. With this idea, it can be proved
that the number of connected components of [0,00) \ (U;ez 1), iee.,
the collection {Cf }res, is at most countable. O
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We prove now several useful properties of the collection { Ay }ren-

Lemma 5.13. Letu € .#4([0,00)) and consider the collection { Ay }ren
constructed above. Then A; and A; are I'-disjoint if and only if © # j,
and

supp(u) = U Ap. (5.51)
k=0

Proof. It is clear that A; and A; are not I'-disjoint, since A; x A;
contains points on the diagonal, and therefore on I. Now, if i # j, we
first observe that A; and A; are disjoint. Indeed, by definition 4; C C;
and A; C C}, where C; and () are different connected components of
[0,00) \ (Ujez ), therefore disjoint. We now prove that A; and A;
are in fact I-disjoint. Let us assume that A; is on the left of A4;, i.e.,
sup A; < inf A;. It follows from the construction that there exists at
least one I, = (ag,bx) € Z between A; and A;, i.e., such that

sup A; < ap < by <infA;.

By definition of Z, the points a; and by are I'-disjoint, and then, for
all (ai,aj) € A; x Aj,

y1(az) > 71(bk) > ar > a;,

hence a; and a; are I'-disjoint. Finally, (5.51)) follows from the construc-
tion. Indeed, since by definition Ay = Cj N supp(u), then UgenAr C
suppu. On the other hand, by definition UpenCjy = [0,00) \ (Urez I),

and then by (5.49)
supp(u) = ﬂ I; C U Cy,

kEN kEN
from where the inclusion supp(u) C UgenAyg follows. O

In the remaining part of the section we will use several times the
following simple remark.

Remark 5.14. Consider the function z(z) = z — v1(x), > 0, where
1 is given by (2.13)) in Remark Then, z is a continuous and strictly
increasing function on [0, 00), with z(0) = 0.

In the next Lemma we prove that any two sets A; and A; of the col-
lection {Ay}ren are separated from each other by a positive distance,
given by the function z(x) of Remark .

Lemma 5.15. Let u € #([0,00)) and consider the collection A =
{Ak}ren constructed above. Suppose that card(A) > 2. For any k € N,
let us denote x; = min Ay and yp = sup Ag. Given two elements A;,
Aj in A, suppose that y; < x;. Then,

diSt(Ai,Aj) > Tj — ’)/1(.13j) > 0. (552)
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Moreover, for every e > 0, let
A: ={Ay € A: A C (e,00)}. (5.53)

If A. # 0 and card(A:) > 2, then
dist(An Aj) > e —m(e) >0 VALA € A i#j  (5.54)

Proof. Since A; and A; are closed sets and y; < z;, it follows that
dist(A4;, A;) = z; — y;. By Lemma [5.13] the closed sets A; and A; are
I-disjoint and then, by Definition [5.11]

yi < 7i(xy).

Therefore dist(A;, A;) > x; —v1(x;) and, since x; > 0, follows
from Remark £.14

Let now ¢ > 0 be fixed and consider A; and A; in A.. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that y; < ;. Using Remark [5.14} it

then follows from ([5.52)) and (5.53) that
diSt(Ai,Aj) > Z(J}]) > Z(E) > 0.
O

Lemma 5.16. Let u be the weak solution of constructed in The-
orem for an initial data ug € #1([0,00)) satisfying (5.3), and

consider the collection A = {Ag(uo) }ren constructed above. Then
/ u(t, z)dr = / ug(z)dx Vt >0, Vk € N. (5.55)
Ak Ak

Proof. In the trivial case Ay = supp(ug) for all k € N, then is
just the conservation of mass . Suppose then that card(A) > 2.
We consider separately two different cases.

(i) Suppose that there exists € > 0 such that [0,e] C supp(ug).
Then, since [0, €] can not intersect Ay for two different values of k,
there exists kg € N such that [0,¢] C Ay,. In particular Ay, & A.. Let
us see that

A=A U{A). (5.56)

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that for some ¢ # kg we have
Ay € A\ A.. Since [0,e] C Ak, and Ax,NA; = (), then o = min 4, > ¢.
Therefore Ay € A., which is a contradiction.

We wish now to estimate from below the distances dist(4;, A;) for

all A, € A, Aj € A, i # j. By (5.54)) and (5.56)),
dist(A4;,4;) > e —71(e) >0 Vi # ko,¥Vj # ko, i # . (5.57)

On the other hand, for all i # ko, x; = min A; > € by (5.56) and then,
by (5.52)) and Remark [5.14}

dist(A;, Agy) > i — y1(xs) = 2(x;) > z(e). (5.58)
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By (5.56)), (5.57) and (5.58|) we have then:
dist(A4;, A;) > z(e) >0, VA; € A, VA, € A (5.59)

For any fixed k € N, we now claim that, since A; is closed for every

i € N, by (5.59) the set

Dp= |J 4 (5.60)
ieN,i#k

is a closed subset of [0,00). In order to prove that property, let us
assume, by contradiction, that there exists a point x, € Dy, \ Dy. Let
{Zn}nen C Dy be a sequence such that converges to z.. In particular
{zn}nen is a Cauchy sequence. Therefore, by , there exists k, €
N\ {k} such that, for some n, sufficiently large:

Ty € Ag,, YN > n,.

Since Ay, is a closed set, it follows that z, € A, C Dy, and this is a
contradiction.

By , Dy, and Ay are disjoint subsets of [0, 00). Therefore, by
Urysohn’s lemma, there exists a function ¢ € Cy([0,00)) such that

px)=1 Vxe A, and ¢x)=0 Ve Dy.

Using (5.59) and a density argument, we may assume that ¢ € C}([0, 00)).
Then, since supp(u(t)) = supp(uo) (cf. Proposition [5.4] (iii)), it follows
from (5.51))

/[o,oo) o(z)u(t, z)dx :/ u(t, z)dz,

Ak
and since A; and A; are I'-disjoint for i # j (cf. Lemma [5.13)), then

by construction of ¢,

//[0 )QR(L?J)(QD(CU) — o(y))u(t, z)u(t,y)dydx

=3 [, Fe e - ute s vy

[ B - st vy =o,
Ak X Ak
from where (5.55|) follows by the weak formulation.
(ii) Suppose that the assumption of part (i) does not hold. In this
case, there exists a strictly decreasing sequence {2, }nen with 2, — 0

as n — oo such that z, ¢ supp(ug) for all n € N. Moreover, since
supp(ug) is a closed set, for each n € N there exists §,, > 0 such that

(In — Oy T + 5n) - (Supp(uo))c.
For every n € N and k € N fixed such that

Ay € Az, (5.61)
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where A, is defined in (5.53)), we consider the set:

Dk,n = U Az

Ai€Aq,
AiF#Ag

Using now (5.54) for ¢ = x,, we deduce that Dy, is a closed set by
the same argument as for Dy in (5.60). By Urysohn’s lemma again,
we can then construct a test function ¢ € C{([0,00)) such that

plz)=1 Vze Ay and p(z) =0 Vze[0,z,)UDygp.

Arguing as in part (i), we then deduce that
/ u(t, z)dx = / uo(x)dx YVt >0, VA, € A, . (5.62)
Ak Ak

‘We use now that

A:(UAIn>U{AieA:Ai¢(O,oo)}

neN

because

U Ae, ={4; € A: 4; C (0,00)}.

neN
But, if 4; ¢ (0,00), then 0 € A;. Therefore, if 0 ¢ supp(ug) there is
no such A4;. If 0 € supp(ug), since the sets Ay are pairwise disjoint,

such subset A; is unique. It follows that there exists at most a unique
ko € N such that:

A= ( U Amn) U {Ako}. (5.63)
neN
The equality (5.55)) then follows from ([5.62), (5.63) and the conserva-
tion of mass (5.6)). O
We may prove now the main result of this Section.

Proof of Theorem [1.6l Let us prove (i) = (iii). Suppose that
D, (u) =0, and let, for e > 0,

. ={(z,y) €T :d((z,y),0T) > ¢, |z —y| > e}

Since b(z,y)(e " —e ¥)(z* —y®) < 0 for all (z,y) € T, it follows from
() that supp(u x u) C I'S. Letting ¢ — 0, we deduce that

supp(u x u) € AU (I)°, A ={(z,z): 2 >0} (5.64)

Notice that any two points y < x in the support of u have to be
at distance, namely, © —y > x — v1(z). Otherwise 71 (z) < y and
then (z,y) € r \ A, in contradiction with . Moreover, since the
map z(z) = x — v1(z) is continuous and strictly increasing on [0, c0),
with z(0) = 0, it follows that the support of w consists, at most, on
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a countable number of points, where the only possible accumulation
point is ¢ = 0. Therefore Ay, = {z\} for all k£ € N, and then (¢iz) holds.

Let us prove (#5i) = (i). If u is as in (4i7), then supp(u x u) =
{(zi,z;) : i,j € N}, and then

Da(u) = x(i, jaib(wi, z;) (e — ™) (xf — af) = 0,
1<j
where x(i,j) = 2 if i # j and x(¢,5) = 1 if ¢ = j. Indeed, the terms

with i = j vanish due to the factor (e™* —e~%/)(zf — x%), and for

those terms with ¢ # j, then b(z;, z;) = 0 since (z;,z;) ¢ I

We now prove (#ii) = (i¢). Using (5.51) in Lemma and the
definition of xy, for any v € F,

M, (v) = kZ_O/Ak z%v(x)dx > Zx%mk = M, (u),

k=0

and since v € F, u is indeed the minimizer of M,,.

We finally prove (i1) = (i4i). Let u be a minimizer of M, and
let v = Z;’;O M0z, . We already know by the previous case that v is
also a minimizer of M, hence M, (u) = M, (v). Since moreover

M, (v) = sz‘mk = Z:ﬂz‘/ u(x)dz,
k=0 Ak

k=0

it follows that

oo

Z/A (% — z)u(z)dr = 0.

k=0

By definition of zj, all the terms in the sum above are nonnegative,
and therefore

/ (% —zp)u(z)de =0  Vk €N,
Ag
which implies that Ay = {z\} for all k¥ € N, and therefore u =v. O

5.4 Long time behavior.

This Section is devoted to he proof of Theorem [I.8 that we have
divided in several steps. For a given increasing sequence t,, — oo as
n — 0o, let us define

un () = u(t + tn,), t>0,neN, (5.65)

where u is the weak solution of (5.1) constructed in Theorem for
an initial data uy € #,(]0,00)) satisfying (5.3). We first notice by
(5.48)) and Lemma [5.5| that for all « > 1 and ¢ > 0,

3 | Datu(s)lds = Ma(uo) = Ma(u(t) < Mouo)
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so by letting t — oo we deduce D, (u) € L*(]0,00)). Since moreover

t tn+t
/ Da (1t (s))ds = / Da(u(s))ds, ¥t >0,
0 tn
it follows that
lim D, (un(s))ds =0 vt > 0. (5.66)

Proposition 5.17. Let u be the weak solution of constructed in

Theorem [5.1] for an initial data uo € M+ ([0,00)) satisfying (5.5). For
every sequence {t,tnen such that t, — oo, there exist a subsequence,

still denoted {t,}nen, and
U € C([0,00), 4+ ([0,00))) (5.67)

such that for all ¢ € C([0,00)) satisfying (2.43), and all t > 0,

lim e(@)u(t + ty, z)dx = / p(x)U(t, z)dz. (5.68)

0 J[0,00) [0,00)

Moreover, U is a weak solution of such that Mo(U(t)) = Mo(uo)
and for all t > 0.

Proof. The proof is the same as the first part of the proof of Theorem

for equation (2.1)). O

Lemma 5.18. Let u, uy and U be as in Proposition|5.17. Then
supp(U(t)) = supp(U(0)) C supp(uop) vt > 0. (5.69)

Proof. On the one hand, since U is a weak solution of , then by
Proposition it follows that supp(U(t)) = supp(U(0)) for all ¢ > 0,
where U(0) is given by for t = 0. On the other hand, again by
Proposition we have, in particular, that supp(u,(0)) = supp(ug)
for all n € N. The result then follows from the convergence of u,(0)
towards U(0) in the sense of (5.68). Indeed, let zy € supp U(0). We
use the characterization of the support of a measure given in the proof
of part (iii) of Proposition Then

Py = / e(x)U(0,z)dx > 0,
[0,00)

for all ¢ € C.([0,00)) such that 0 < ¢ <1 and ¢(xg) > 0. Using then
(5.68) for t = 0, we deduce that for all ¢ as before, there exists n, € N,
such that

/ o(x)un (0, 2)dx > %’ >0 Yn > n,
[0,00)

and then xg € supp(u,(0)) = supp(ug). O
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A partial identification of the limit U is given in our next Proposi-
tion.

Proposition 5.19. Let u, ug and U be as in Proposition|5.17. Then
Ult)y=pu vt >0, (5.70)

where 1 is the measure defined in .

Proof. We first prove that D,(U(t)) = 0 for a.e. ¢ > 0 and for all
o > 1. Indeed, if we define as in proof of Theorem 1.2} u,, (t) = u(t+t,),
we deduce by the same arguments

lim t D, (un(s))ds = /Ot D,(U(s))ds=0  Vt>0,

n—o0 0

hence D, (U(t)) =0 for a.e. t > 0.
Then by Theorem , there exist m;(t) > 0, x;(t) > 0 such that,

U(t) =Y m;(t)ds, ), (5.71)
=0
zi(t), z;(t) ;re I-disjoint Vi # j. (5.72)
By in Propositionm
xj(t) = 2;(0) := ) € supp(uo) vVt >0, Vj € N. (5.73)

Furthermore, since by Proposition U is a weak solution of (5.1)),
it follows from Lemma that for all t > 0, j € N,

m;(t) = / Ut,x)dx = / U(0, z)dx = m;(0) := m},
{z; (1)} {z;(0)}

and then by (5.71) we conclude that U is independent of ¢
Let us prove now that U satisfies Properties 1-4. Properties 1 and

2 are already proved in (5.72)) and (5.73]). In order to prove 3, let k € N
and ¢ € C1([0,00)) be such that ¢(z) = 1 for all z € Ay, and ¢(z) = 0
for all € U;2,A;. This construction is possible by Urysohn’s Lemma.

Then, by (5.55) in Lemma
/ o(x)un(t, x)de = / Uy, (8, x)dx = my, Vn € N,
[0,00) Ak
and then by (5.68)) in Proposition
/ e(x)U(z)dx = my,.
[0,00)

Since supp(U) C supp(uo) by Lemma we then deduce

/[o,oo) o(z)U(x)dx :/ U(z)da = Z ',

Ak JE€ETk
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and thus Property 3 holds.

Let us prove Property 4. Let k£ € N and suppose that z; = min{z €
Ar} > 0. By in Property 3, the set Ji in non empty. Let then
$; e Jp. If ZC; = xyp, there is nothing left to prove. Suppose then
ac; # x, which by definition of z; implies 33; > x;,. We first notice
that between x; and 1:;-, there can only be a finite number of elements
in Ji. This is because xr > 0 and the points in J, are pairwise I'-
disjoint, thus, the only possible accumulation point for any sequence
in Ji is = 0. Consequently, the point 2’ = min{z € Ji} is well
define. Again, if x}o = 1z, there is nothing left to prove. Suppose then
x> xy, and let 0 < e < (2}, — 7x)/2. On the one hand,

/ U(x)dx = 0. (5.74)
[xk, —€]

On the other hand, let us show the integral in ((5.74)) is strictly positive,
which will be a contradiction. Since Ay C supp(ug), in particular

0= / up(x)dz >0, and / uo(x)dz > 0,
[z 2], —€) ANz} —e,00)

and then by Proposition [5.5]

/ u(t,x)dx > / uo(x)dx vt > 0.
[O,x;ofs)

[O,:L’;.O —e)

We now deduce from Lemma [5.16] that

/ u(t, x)dx = constant = / uo(z)dz vt > 0,
{z<azi} {z<ai}

and then we obtain

/ u(t, z)dx > / uo(x)der =4 vt > 0.
[zg,a’ —e) [Ik@;o —€)

jo

It then follows from ([5.68) that

n—0o0

/ U(z)dx > limsup/ un(t,x)dz > § > 0,
[wk,z;O €] [a:k,w;O €]

in contradiction with (5.74). O

Proof of Theorem [I.8. By Proposition[5.17, Lemmal5.18] and Propo-
sition [5.19] there exists a sequence, {t, }nen such that, if u, (t) = u(t+
tn) for all ¢ > 0 and n € N, then u,, converges in C([0, c0), .# ([0, 00)))
to the measure p defined in .

Let us assume that for some other sequence {s., } men, the sequence
W (t) = u(t + sp,) is such that w,, converges in C([0, 00), .#4 (][0, 00)))
to a measure W € C([0, 00), 44 ([0, 00))).

Arguing as before, there exists a subsequence of {wy, }men, still
denoted {wp, }men, such that, {wm,(t)}men converges narrowly to a
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measure W € .#, ([0, 00)) for every t > 0 as m — oco. Moreover, the

limit W is of the form -
W = Z cjéyj,
=0

and satisfies the properties 1-4 in Theorem [I.8] We claim that W = U.

By Point (i) of Proposition for any x > 0, the map t —
f[z,oo) u(t,y)dy is monotone nonincreasing on [0,00). Therefore the
following limit exists:

F(z) = lim u(t,y)dy, = >0.

t—oo [3?,00)
From,
/ U(t,y)dyZ/ wm(t,y)dy, Vm €N,
[,00)

[,00)

we first deduce that,
/ u(t,y)dy > W (y)dy.
[z,00) [z,00)
On the other hand, it follows from the narrow convergence,

W(y)dy > limsup/ Wi (t,y)dy,
[,00)

[x,oo) m—0o0

and then
F(z) = W(y)dy.

[z,00)

The same argument yields

F(r) = /[ )u(y)dy,

and then, using that My(W) = My(ug) = Mo(u), it follows that W
and p have the same (cumulative) distribution function, and therefore
W = p (cf. [2I], Example 1.44, p.20). O

We describe in the following example the behavior of a particularly
simple solution of the reduced equation for which, although the
sequence {Ag(uo)}ren has only one element, the asymptotic limit p
has two Dirac measures.

Example 1. Let 0 < a < b < ¢ be such that B(a,b) > 0, B(b,c) > 0,
and B(a,c) = 0, and let g > 0, yo > 0 and 2y > 0 be such that
o + Yo + z0 = 1. If we define

Uy = 2odq + Yodp + 2o0e,

it follows from the choice of the constant a, b, ¢ that Ag(ug) = {a,b, c}
and Ag(ug) = 0 for all £ > 0. On the other hand, by Proposition
(iil) the weak solution u of (5.1]) given by Theorem [5.1]is of the form,

u(t) = 2(t)8a + y(t)0 + 2(t)0e, Vt > 0,
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where, in addition, z(t) + y(t) + 2(t) = 1 for all ¢ > 0. Using the
weak formulation (5.5) for the test functions 1 o), 1jcoc), and the
conservation of mass, we obtain the following system of equations:

a'(t) = R(a,b)z(t)y(t), =(0) =0
y'(t) = —R(a, b)x(t)y(t) + R(b, ) ()Z(t), y(0) = %o
2'(t) = —R(b, c)y(t)=(t), 2(0) =

Since 2/(t) > 0 for all ¢ and x(¢) € (9, 1),

lim z(t) = zo € [0, 1].

t—o00

Moreover, for all ¢ > 0,

y(t) _ yoefo ( (b,c)z(s)— (a,b)a:(s))ds

2(t) = zpe Tib:) Jo u(s)ds,

and, by the conservation of mass,

z2(t) 20 ~ 20
C = (R(b, c) — zo(R(a,b) + R(b,c))).

y(t) _ Yo fit (R(b.c)—a(s) (R(ab)+R(b.0)))ds Yot (5.75)

If we suppose that

R(b,c)

0 Rla,b) + R(b, o)’

then C' < 0 and, by (5.75)),

im @ =0.
t—>oozt)

Using that for all ¢ > 0, z(t) < 29, we also have, using again ([5.75)),
y(t) < yoe®?, and then lim;_, o, y(t) = 0. However, since for all ¢ > 0,

2() = —R(b,)=(0)y(t) = —R(b, ¢)=(t)yoc

we have,

{0 > 20exp (R(b, c)yoc(l - ec:e)>'

Then, since 2/(t) < 0,

Zoo = hm z(t) > zp exp (R(b,oc)yo> > 0,

and the measure p is,

= Toolg + Zoole-
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A Some useful estimates

Lemma A.1. If B satisfies 7, and o is L-Lipschitz on
[0,00), then for all (x,y) € I':

|k (z,y)| < LC’*Ae‘m;yI A = max w P (A1)
e = ’ 06(1+6)’ ’

LC.(1—6) o

[y (z,y)| < me (A.2)

Moreover, the function L, given in (m) is continuous on [0,00) and
for all z € [0, 00),

L, (z)] < W( @)

17722(1) )

(A.3)

In particular, L£,(0) = 0.

Proof. We first prove (A.1)). Let (x,y) € supp(B) =T, and assume,
by the symmetry of k., that 0 <y < x. By the mean value theorem,
le=® —e Y| < e Y(x—y), and from (2.11)) and the Lipschitz condition,

(z —y)?

ko(x,y SLC*E%Ji.

Then by (€5) (10)

1-6)? .
(@-y)?® _ ) st i@y el

(@+yzy ~ | p, if (z,9) € Ty,

and (A.1) follows.
In order to prove (A.2) we use (2.11) and the Lipschitz condition

to have, for all (z,y) € T,

2u Y|z —y|
lo(z,y)| < LC.e 7" 22— 21
‘ %(x y)‘ — € 1’(1}+y)

Using that I’ C {(x,y) € [0,00)? : fz <y < 0~ 'z}, then

da—yl _ (1=0)
z(x+y) ~ 02(1+6)°

and (A.2) follows. We obtain (A.3]) directly from (A.2)) and Remark
21

We finally prove the continuity of £, on [0,00). By (2.7)—(2.10),
L (x) is continuous for all > 0, so we only need to prove L,(z) — 0

as ¢ — 0. This follows from ((A.3]) and the mean value theorem, using
12(7) —m(z) < (071 - ). 0

Remark A.2. Under the hypothesis of Lemma [AT} the function k.,
could not be continuous at the origin (z,y) = (0,0), since we do not
know if lim(,, ) (0,0) ke (z,y) = 0. However we have the following.
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Lemma A.3. If B satisfies (2.5)-(2.10), then k, € C([0,00)?) for all
¢ € C'([0,00)) with ¢'(0) = 0, and k,(0,0) = 0.

Proof. By definition and 7 it is clear that k, € C([0,00)%\ {0}).
If we prove that lim, ), (0,0) Ky (2, %) = 0, the continuity at the origin
follows. To this end we mimic the proof of using p(z) — p(y) =
@' (&)(x — y) for some £ € (min{z,y}, max{x,y}) instead of the Lips-
chitz condition, and we obtain

— 0)2 oy
ool < max{ LEDE GO (aa)

for all (z,y) € T and all ¢ € C1([0,00)). If ©/(0) = 0, it follows from
" that lim(w,y)%(op) k@ (:I;’, y) =0. O

Proposition A.4. Suppose that B satisfies 7 , @ is L-Lipschitz
on [0,00), and u € A+ (]0,0)). Then

Ky ()| gLC*A( /[O’Oo)emg(z)u(x)da) ( /[O’OO) u(y)dy), (A.5)

LC,(1-20 z—vy () @ —v5(x)
|Ly(u)| < 292((1"‘0))/[0 )(6 > —e 7 u(w)d, (A.6)

where A is given in .
Proof. In order to prove (A.5)), we use Remark Remark [2.3] and
(A-1):

| Ky (u,u)| < LC’*A/ e%u(:c)/ e~ Su(y)dydx
0

7 (2)

§LC*A/ exiw2l(x)u(x)/ u(y)dydz,
0 7 ()
from where (A.5)) follows. The estimate (A.6|) follows directly from
E3). 0
Let us define now
1
Konlw) =5 [[ Kenloputauttodyds, (A7)
[0,00)2
kon(z,y) = bu(2,y) (™" — ™) (p(x) — @(y)), (A.8)
1
Ly n(un) = 3 /[0 )E%n(m)u(tm)dw, (A.9)
Lz,a,n(x) = / Etp,n('xa y)dy (AIO)
0
Com(z,y) = balz,y)y’e ™" (p(x) — o (y)). (A.11)

Remark A.5. Since ¢, < 27!, the estimates (A.1), and
in Lemma [A.1| hold for k, ,,, £, and L, ,, respectively, and estimates
and in Lemmahold for K, n(u,u) and Ly, ,(u) respec-
tively, for all n € N.
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Lemma A.6. L, , — L, as n — oo uniformly on the compact sets
of [0,00) for all ¢ L-Lipschitz on [0, 00).

Proof. Let R > 0 and = € [0, R]. On the one hand, if z € [0,1/n],
we have |L,(z) — L, n(2)] < 2|L,(x)] = 0 as n — oo, since L,(0) =0
(cf. Lemma[A.T). On the other hand, if z € [1/n, R] and y € [1/n,n],
by definition ¢, (x)¢,(y) = (zy)~!, and then

1

Lo (2) — Lopm()] < / 0o(,y) — Lo ()| dy
+/ o (z,y) — Lon(z,y)|dy.

The two integrals in the right hand side above are treated in the same
way. Using [£,(2,y) — Lon(z,y)| < [ly(z,y)| and (A.2),
O LC.(1—6) Ty
< 22\ 7

[ ety < et [T eta —o.
e LC.(1-19) Ly

14 dy < ———= dy —— 0

[L ‘ W(‘r7y)| y— 02(1+0) € /’; e 2 y 9

n—oo

vl

vl

and the result follows. O

B The function B3, properties and scalings

In this Section, we describe several properties of the function Bg. First,
the parameter § is used to scale the variables, in such a way that the
total mass of the solution is conserved. Then, for each 5 > 0 fixed, the
behavior of Bg(k, k') is studied when k and k" are varying on (0, 00).

B.1  [-scalings of Bg.
It looks natural from ({1.2)) to introduce the scaled variable

x = Ak, (B.1)
and define
F(r,xz) = f(t, k), r=p8% z=7pk. (B.2)

The scaling (B.2|) preserves the total number of particles:
/ 2?F(7,x)dx = / E2f(t, k)dk = / k*f(0,k)dk V7 > 0.
0 0 0

In terms of F,

0 oF
kQai'f(ta k) = 64‘%25(73 .I'),

Qf. ) = BOFF (e — =) 4+ g3 (Fle™® — Fe™™'),
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and if we define
Bg(x,x') = ﬁ_lBg(k,k/), (B.3)

that is,

’ 4
a2y X x|
m(@—2h)7+ AmpB2

E/ €T 4 1 2 — —_—
Bg(z,2') = \/Be( 3 )/ Me P72 dcosd, (B.A)
0

x|

the equation ([1.2)) then reads
r°—(7,7) :/ Bg(z,2")FF'(e™" — e_“;/);vx'dx’—i—
T 0
+ 573/ Bg(z,2')(F'e™® — Fe™ )za'da’.  (B.5)
0
If we now define
u(r,x) = 2?F (1, x) (B.6)

then from (B.5]) we finally obtain

ou * Bg(z,2') , _p,  _p

E(T, x) = /0 7(6 —e " )uu'ds’+
oo B !/ ,

+ 573/0 7ﬁ§;’/x ) (Wz?e™ —uze™)da’, (B.7)

The second term in the right hand side of seems then negligible
when [ tends to oo, but no rigorous result on that direction is known.
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B.2 The function Bg(z,2’) for § fixed.

In this Section we show some properties of the kernel Bg defined in

B3).

Figure 2: From left to right, the kernel Bg(z,y) form =1, (z,y) €
[0.1,4]? and 8 = 10, B = 50 and 3 = 200.

120,

40

20

-0.4 -0.2 } 0.2 0.4

Figure 3: Sections of Bg for 8 = 50 and m = 1. The horizontal
axis corresponds to the variable £ = (x — y)/v/2. The vertical axis
corresponds to Bg(z,y) for x +y = constant. In blue, z +y = 0.3,
in red  +y = 0.5 and in yellow, z +y = 1.

Proposition B.1. For all 3 >0, x>0 and 2’ > 0,

4(1Omax2{x,x’} + minz{m,z’}) (= +)
e 2
15 max3{z, 2’} ’

Bgy(z,2') < /B

(B.8)
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and for all x > 0, ' > 0 with x # 2/,

lim Bg(z,z') = 0. (B.9)

B—o0

Proof. For all z > 0 and 2’ > 0,
(z+a’)
_ledz) (1 29 1 1 t2
: BB(OC,JC/)S/ mdcos@: (1+¢)
VB o X —x 1 Va4 - 2z
4(10 max?{z, z'} + min*{z, 2’})

- ) , B.10
15max3{x, 2’} ( )

€

and then (B.8) holds. If 2’ # x, we have first

. 14
nz(mfm/)zﬁ»lx x|
4mp

lim e 7T IR =0 W€ (0,7,

B—00

and since

" —x|4

2 (e—a’)?4+ 2 2
(1 + cos 9)675ﬁ < (1+ cos®0)

€ L'(dcosf) VB >0,

X —x| = T —x
then follows from Lebesgue’s convergence Theorem. O

Proposition B.2.

—r 3
Bs(z,z) = /B (227;771[3’ +0 (i) ) e’ as x— oo, (B.11)

T

Bg(z,z) = /B % (; + 1) +0(z) as x—0. (B.12)

Proof. By definition, for all z > 0,
2 2 cos
(z,x) \/7 (14 cos 9) — = e)dcosﬁ
1- 0059
2e*4/
= \/5676 (\/27r(652m2 —2Bma® + 2*)Erf (
x

22
_12¢"%Fm (Bm)B/Qx),

7)

and the result follows. O

The function Bg is exponentially decreasing in the direction or-
thogonal to the first diagonal, as shown in the next two Propositions.

Proposition B.3. For all 8 > 0,

VBg(z,2') - (1,-1) >0 if 2’ >z>0, (B.13)
VBs(z,a') - (1,~1) <0 if x>z’ >0. (B.14)
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Proof. It is only a straightforward calculation. With the help of
Mathematica, using the change of variables ¢ = cos 6,

’ 4
m(m_m/)2+M

(1+12) _pl 7 amp?
3 f/ |/+ ¢ TR o, 2 )t
m X —=x

985 (1 o)

or

/

(B.15)
Oz, 2',t) = 4(Bm)2(t — Va' (z — 2')(z + 2') — (z — ta’)|x' — x|*+
+28m (2" = 2ta'(x — 1) + (z — 2)z) [x —x|*. (B.16)

The expression of %Zf’ is obtained from (]B.15I) and (]B.16[) using the
permutation z <+ x’. Then,

I _ 14
m(z—a’)24 X =7

(2’ +=)
(1+t%) _5—4W
VB " (1,-1) 2l 12
o) (1, = 82 [ GO x
x (0(z,2',t) — O(2',z,t))dt, (B.17)

Oz, a',t) = O/, 2,) = (2 — o) [4(Bm)* (1 — )( + o')?
+4pm(1 +t)x' —x|* + (1 +t)|]x —x[*

and the result follows. O
Proposition B.4. For all 3 >0, x >0 and 2’ > 0,

Bs(x,2") < Bp(x, '), (B.18)
where
m(z—a') +(‘ZT$[32)7
By(x,2') = /Be " @ N+, |z — ), (B.19)
8es (10(p+q)% + (p — q)?)
N(p,q) = , Vp>0,Vqg>0. B.20
(p,q) 501 9)° P q (B.20)

Proof. For all x € R? and x’ € R? such that |x| = z, |x/| = 2/,
v — 2| < |x — x| <2z + 2
Therefore,

m(w—a)2 4 =zt

o'tz _ —4mﬁ2 ™ 1 29
Bg(z,2') < \/Bei( F2 —F 2(zra)? / wdmsg,
0

X" — x|

and the result follows using (B.10). O
Corollary B.5.

(B.21)

!/ !
Va > 0,2' >0: Bg(z,2') < Bg <x+x a:—i—m)’

2 72
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4+ 4+ 24/2mmp3 1 B\ aiar
B = -~ — P)
ﬂ( 2 2 > \/B<($+x/)2+(9<x+x,)>e

as x +x' — oo, and

! ! 44 1
Bﬁ(x—kz’x—kx): \/B< —|—1>—|—(9(x—|—a:’), x+a —0.

2 2 15 x4+
Ox
inh [ — || .
sin <2>‘

(B.22)

If e+ 2" — oo, and |z — 2’| < Ox:
2/2mm 1\’
(- ey

For all p > 0 fized and x > 0, ' > 0 such that z + 2’ = p,

_ (z—z/)2
By(x, ') < /Be P ®(p, |z — 2')). (B.23)

Proof. By Proposition [B.3} the function Bg is strictly decreasing in
the direction orthogonal to the ﬁrst diagonal, and then property -
follows. In order to prove we have first, when z + 2’ — oo,

2/2rmB < 1 )3> , <x - x)‘
; sinh
2
If moreover, 0 < ' — x < 0z then

~T_e~"|B <2
|€ € | 5(1‘,1‘)_ <($+$/)2+O x4z

— 3
OS(@xex/)Bg(x,z’)§2<2 27rmﬂ+0< ! /> >sinh<02x>

(x4 2')?

If -z < 2’ — x <0 then,

— xz—a Ox
< g _ < ox
0< Slnh( 5 ) smh( 5 )smh(2>,
and (B.22) follows. O

Proposition B.6. For all ¢ € C.((0,00) x (0,00)):

lim // z,y)®p(z, y)Bs(x,y)dedy =
0,00)

B—ro00

:% 26rf(1)/(0)oo)g0<2 2)e2dz (B.24)

Proof. Define the new variables
+¢ (¢
and denote Vg (¢, () = ®p(z,y). Then,

! ://0 00)2 w(x7y)¢)ﬁ(x’y)‘@5(x7y)dl‘dy =

= [ 5 wate.0ms (54,555 ) wieasac
D
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where D = {((,€) e R?: ( >0, —¢ < £ < (}. We write now,

pere e (| €
2mpBC2 2m(2 32

and the change of variables:

\/Zg:zl, (=225 &= \/?21227 (=2

whose Jacobian is y/2m/f8 zo and,

2 1+2mz§z§
I://e 21< ﬁ >,93ﬂ(Zl7Z2)X
Q

x ¥ (5_1\/ 2212122,5_122) ( <\/ 2;12122722) V2m/ B zadzidzo
Z1 = % (ZQ + “2;12122) y Zg = % <22 — 2;n2122>

Due to the cut off function ®g(x,y), the actual domain of integration
Qg is:

5 1

where 2 is the domain where 2o > 0, 21 € (—1,1). As 8 — o0,

_22 (1+2mz%z§> 5 ,
lim e ° ) (, | — 2129, 22> =e "1 (0, 22) .
B—00 B

On the other hand, using (B.12)), for all 21, 22,

9 1/2
0 = {(e1,2) € Rk Vam | <02 (1- 32) )

Bp(Z1,Z2)  4deT

li = B.25
s B 152 (B.25)
By definition of ¥, for all z; € R and 2o > 0 fixed, if § is sufficiently
large,
2
v <51\/ mzlz%ﬂlz%) =1
B
Then,

44 2 =
lim I:—\/Zm// e e 1) (0, 22) dzrdzo

44 |mm Z9 29\ 22
e [ o(5)e%
=y erf<>/(0m)so 2 2 %

O

The function Bg(z,y) > 0 coincides with g (z,y) for = y and
is below that function, that tends to a Dirac measure along the first
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diagonal as 8 — oco. From properties and (B.24)), the truncation
of B may then be seen as reasonable.
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