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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a Keller-Segel type fluid model, which is a kind of Euler-
Poisson system with a self-gravitational force. We show that similar to the parabolic
case, there is a critical mass 87 such that if the initial total mass M is supercritical,
i.e., M > 8m, then any weak entropy solution with the same mass M must blow up in
finite time. The a priori estimates of weak entropy solutions for critical mass M = 8
and subcritical mass M < 87 are also obtained.
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1 Introduction

Chemotaxis stands for the movement of organism in response to a chemical stimulus,
this phenomenon can be observed from microscopic bacteria to the largest mammals.
The Keller-Segel system proposed in [15] [16] is the basic model to describe chemotaxis.
Since the beginning of this century, the analysis on critical mass has attacted more and
more experts to join the research of investigating the wellposedness on different variant
Keller-Segel type systems, [1,, Bl 14l 6] [7, 8 O] T4 18 19l 21 20, 22| 23| 24], to name a
few. The critical mass of the simplified parabolic elliptic two-dimensional Keller-Segel

system was studied in [5], i.e.,

Ohp=N0p—V-(pV® R?, t>0
{ tP P \ (pv )7 T e ) >0, (11)

—-Ad = P,

where p(x,t) represents the cell density, and ®(x,t) is the concentration of chemo-
attractant which induces a drift force. It was shown in [I0] that there exists a critical
mass 87 such that any solution in the supercritical mass case blows up in finite time.
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After the blow-up time, J-measure is formed. The global existence and large time
behavior of weak solutions for both the critical and subcritical cases were also obtained,
for example in [5, 4]. Recently, a microscopic understanding of the Keller-Segel system
is given through the mean field limit of a system of interacting particle system in
[11l 12]. In the microscopic level, the case with heavy particle dynamics for the mass
accumulation [I1], which corresponds to the blow up in the macroscopic level, is still
unsolved.

In this paper, we consider a related model in the form of Euler-Poisson system, i.e.,

Op+V-m=0, zeR? t>0,
Om +V - (1 @m)+Vp=pV®—m, (1.2)
_Aq):pu

where m is the momentum of the fluids, and denote u = % for p > 0 as usual.

The microscopic understanding of system ([2]) is the following. We start with an
interacting N particle system based on Newton’s second law and the dynamic driven
by mean field force

—Xi(t) =Vi(t), 1<i<N,

=N Z;’V:Lj;éz’ VU (X;(t) — X;(t) — LVi(t),

where the mean field interaction force is given by the Coulomb potential VW (x) =
V(—%logm) = _%T—:d? in 2-D. Through the characteristic method, the empirical
measure fV(t,z,v) given by %Zf\il Ox,(t),vi (1) (T, v), where (X;(t),V;(t)) is the solu-
tion of (L3)), formally satisfies the following Vlasov Poisson equation in the sense of
distribution,

N+ v -V fN 4V, - (VI pN —0) V) =0, (1.3)

where pV(t,z) = Jge fN(t,z,v)dv. Then after taking N — oo formally, the so called
mean field limit, the above equation (L.3]) is named as the mean field equation. We refer
to [I'7, [13] for rigorous proof of this limit. If furthermore we take the local Maxwellian

Ansatz in (L3)),
1 _uo)?
2

Te , d=2,
(2m)F

with p(t,z) = [go f(t,z,0)dv and u(t,z) = [po vf(t, 2, v)dv, we arrive at system (L2)
with m = wup. If one takes the relaxation limit in ([2) formally, one can obtain

f(t,x,v) = ,O(t,$)

m = pV® — Vp. Hence together with the conservation of mass one obtains exactly the
parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel equation (L.
It is convenient to write the third equation in (L2]) in the compact form

1
B(z,t) = G plant) = —5- [ logle sl )y, (14)



where G(z) = —% log || is the Green’s function for —A in R?. We assume that the
initial data po(z) := p(x,0),mo(x) := m(x,0) satisfies

2
m
o1+ o)+ 20 g o € £1(2). (15)
The conserved total mass is
M = plz,t)dr = / po(x)dx. (1.6)
R2 R2

First we recall a logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 1.1. [2] Suppose that f be a non-negative function in L' (R?) and Jge fdx =M
such that flog f and flog(l + |x|?) belong to L'(R?), then

[ fog e+ 3 [ @sogla —ylasay = —ean. 1)
R2 xR2
with (M) := M(1 + logm —log M).

It should be noted from (L2)3 that the initial data ®o(x) of ®(x,t) is completely
determined by the initial density po(z). In fact, multiplying (L2)3 for ¢ = 0 by @
yields that

1
[vakde = [ mads = o [ [ @ ogle —ideds. (1

R2 xR2
Then using Lemma [[LT] we have
4m 9
po log podzr — — |V®o|°dzx > —C(M), (1.9)
R2 M R2
which deduces that
9 M
[V®o|*dz < —(€(M)+ | polog podx). (1.10)
R2 41 R2

Remark 1.1. The initial data (L) implies that the initial total energy Ey is finite,
where

2

m

Ey = 3/ Imol” + 2pg log py — |V ®o|*dx +/ polz|? + 2z - modz. (1.11)
R2 L0 R2

Note that the system ([L2]) admits a mechanical entropy-entropy flux pair which is

convex and reads

m|? m|*m

n(p,m) = — +2plogp,  q(p,m) = p2 + 2mlog p + 2m. (1.12)

We define the weak entropy solution of the Euler-Poisson equations (L[2) with the
initial values (LX) as follows.



Definition 1.1 (Weak entropy solution). A triplet of measurable functions (p, m, ®)
are called weak entropy solution of the Cauchy problem (L2) and (LBl provided that

( /0 /R2 (pr +m - V)dadt + /R2 po(2)(x,0)dx = 0,

/00 / [mapy + U m) : Vip + pVip — map + pV @i dedt + mo(x)(z,0)dr =
0 JR2 P R2

/ V® - Vi) + podedt = 0,
0 2

R
o0 2
{ /0 /R2 (nge +q- Vo — %¢ +m - VO¢)dxdt + /R2 n(x,0)p(x,0)dz > 0, -

holds for any test function ¢(> 0),1 € C§(R? x [0, +00)).

Since the system ([2)) is a multi-dimensional hyperbolic system of conservation laws
with self-gravitational force, singularity like shock might be formed in finite time. The
global existence of weak entropy solution in the sense of Definition [[.Tlis a challenging
problem. For the works on Euler-Poisson system with repulsive force, there are few
results about N = 2. Nevertheless, we try to extend the works of [5] in this paper
to the system (.2]) and give at the same time a priori estimates for the weak entropy
solution. We assume that the weak entropy solutions (p, m,®)(z,t) of (L2) and (LI

satisfy

2
o1+ o)+ 5, plogp € 00,7511 (R2), (114)

for any time 7" > 0. Then we have

Theorem 1.2 (Supercritical mass). Assume that the total mass M > 8r and the

weak entropy solution (p,m,®) of (L2) and ([LH) satisfies (LG), (LI4) and the fol-

lowing boundary condition,
(|z|?p, m, ®)(z,t) — (0,0,0), as |z| — oco. (1.15)
If there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
/R2 p(z,t)log p(z,t)dx < CtY, 0<a <1, (1.16)
then the weak entropy solution (p,m,®) blows up in finite time, i.e.,
3T >0, st /R2 2> p(z, T*)dx = 0.

Remark 1.2. The growth condition (LIQ) for density p is mild since it is uniformly
bounded with respect to t for subcritical mass below. In the parabolic case, which is a
time relaxation version of this fluid model, the blow up appears at a time when both the
physical entropy and the potential energy are going to infinity. Therefore intuitively if
the physical entropy grows in time more than linearly, i.e., the assumption (LI6]) does
not hold, then the vanishing of the second moment will not happen in finite time.
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Remark 1.3. Note that the weak entropy solution belongs to a natural functional
space, which allows the discontinuity of the density, and the total mass is conserved,
Theorem [I.2 may hint the formation of Delta-measure in finite time (t = T™*) like the
Keller-Segel system (L1).

Theorem 1.3 (Critical and subcritical mass). Assume that (p, m,®) is any weak

entropy solution of ([L2) and ([LA) satisfying (L6), (LI4) and (LIH). Then
(1) If M = 8n (critical mass), it holds that for any T > 0,

1 2 ‘”l(‘raj )’2 // 2‘7 l’2
- _ < Ey;
/2 2|x| p($,2)d$+/2 @.T) dzr + dzdt < C1(M) + Ey; (1.17)
R2x[0,T

(i1) If M < 8 (subcritical mass), it holds that for any T > 0,

|m(x,1 )|2 // 2|m|2

<

/2 7( ) dr + dzxdt < Co(M)(1 4+ 1og(10 + T') + Ep), (1.18)
R2x[0,T]

C3(M) — Eg — Cy(M)log(10+T) < /2 p(x, T)log p(x, T)dx < C5(M), (1.19)

R
and
/ |z*p(x, T)dx < Co(M)(1+T + Ey), (1.20)
R2
where Ey is the initial total energy and C;(M),i = 1,--- |6 are positive constants which

only depend on M, but are independent of T'.

Remark 1.4. Theorem can be regarded as a priori estimates of weak entropy
solutions, which might be useful for the existence and stability problems in the cases of

critical and subcritical mass.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Some useful energy inequalities are
derived in section [2] from an intrinsic property of weak solutions and the entropy in-
equality (II3);. Then the blow-up phenomenon for supercritical mass is investigated
in section [3] and the a priori estimates for critical and subcritical mass are obtained in

section [l

2  Energy inequalities

Motivated by [5], we have an intrinsic property of weak solutions, i.e.,

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (p,m,®) is any weak entropy solution of (L2) and (LI
satisfying (LO), (LI4) and (LIH), it holds that

M 2|m|?
/ (| ps + 22 - my)de = AM (1 — —) +/ [m| dx. (2.1)
R? 8m Rz P



Proof. From the system ([.2])2, we can obtain that
m
msz@—Vp—@tm—V-(?®m). (2.2)
Taking V-([2.2)) and inserting the result into (L2]);, we have

Bip=Ap— V- (pV®) + V- [atm+v-(%®m)]. (2.3)

We choose a smooth function ¢.(|z|) with compact support that grows nicely to |z|?
as € — 0, that is

lim g (o) = o, lmVe.(2)) =22, limAp(z]) =4 (24)
e—0 e—0 e—0

Since Ay, is bounded and V. (x) is Lipschitz continuous, we can use Definition

LIl to get

d
7 /R . pepdx

(2.5)
:/ Apepdx +/ Ve (pV@)dz — [ V- [my+ V- (T ®@m)|dx.
R2 R2 R2 P
Using the symmetry of (I4]) yields that
1
/R Ve (V0)ds =~ [ Vieula) - Vlogle — ylo(a, (. dody
R2ZxR2
(2.6)
1 (Veoe(z) = Ve (y)) - (z — y)
=4 // PR p(z,t)p(y,t)dzdy.
R2ZxR2
Thus, we deduce that
d
dat (pep + Ve - m)dzx
R2
_ 1 (Vee(2) = Vee(y) - (z —y)
= /R2 Apepdr — // P p(z,t)p(y, t)dedy (9.7
R2Z xR2
- cha-V-(m@)m)da:.
R2 P
Sending ¢ — 0 gives that
d 9 m
— | (lz]*p+2z-m)dz+ | 22-V -(—@m)dx
dt R2 R2 P
1
= /R | dpdz — — / / 2p(x,t)p(y, t)dzdy (2.8)
R2 xR2
M
=4M(1— —).
1-g)



On the other hand, a direct computation gives that
m m|?
20 -V (—®@m)dx =—-2 | —dx. (2.9)
R2 p
Then we have

M 2|m|?
_) + L

dx, (2.10)
8 B2 P

c(lit/ (|z*p + 2z - m)dx = 4M (1 —

which completes the proof of Lemma 211

From Lemma [ZT] and the entropy inequality (LI3),, we have

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (p,m,®) is any weak entropy solution of (L2) and (L3
satisfying (LO), (LI4) and ([LI3), it holds that for any T > 0,

: M [ 2w TP,
/R S0l T)de <4M(1~ o )T+/Rz S

(2.11)
/ dxdt + / (polz|* + 22 - mo)dz,

x[0,T
and

e [ o)
/R2 pa:T e AL o de+201 =52 [, P T)log plx, T)da

R2 (0,7 (2.12)
M mol
<peon+ [ Tk
“Am (M) R PO

where €(M) is a constant defined in Lemma [L 1.

+ 2polog po — |V®|*da,

Remark 2.1. Estimate [212]) shows that in the subcritical case that the kinetic energy
and the physical entropy [ plog p is uniform bounded in time, while in the supercritical
case the kinetic energy is dominated by the physical entropy.

Proof. Integrate (2.1) over [0, 7], we obtain that

/ (2Pp(a, T) + 2 - m(, T))da

) (2.13)
=4M(1 T+ // da:dt+/ (polx|® + 2x - mg)dz,
2
R2x[0,T) K
which directly gives (2I1]) from the following Cauchy inequality
1 2|m|?
/ |22 - m|dx < / (=)z*p + M)da: (2.14)
R? R2 2 P



It remains to show (2I2]). Note that the inequality (LI3)3 is equivalent to

2 2
On+V-q<2m- Vo — ’7;‘ (2.15)
in the sense of distribution. That is,
d 2
/ (O +V - q)dx E/ (|m— +2plog p)dx
R2 P (2.16)

2/m)|? d 2m)?
g/ (2m - va — A, - \V<I>] dw / L
R2 P dt R2 P

Integrating (2.16]) over [0,7] gives that

m(x m|?
Rz% // 2{m| dx dt+/R2(2p(a: T)log p(x,T) — |V&(x,T)|*)dx
’ R2 [0, (2.17)

m
S/ (| of +2po log po — |[V@[*)dz
R2 PO

On the other hand, multiplying (L.2))3 by ® yields that

1
/ Vo (e, T)dr = / e, T)B(ar, ) = — o / / o, T)ply, T) log & — yldady,
R2 R2 v

R2 xR2
(2.18)
which, together with Lemma [[T] gives that
[ 200, ) log plaT) ~ V(e T) P
RQ
1
= [ 201 og ol Do+ 5 [ [ ot oty T 1o o~ yldady
2
K R2xR2
M 2
~ ([ otaTog e Do+ 5 [ [ ol ooty Ty 10gla sldody)  (219)
T R2 M
R2xR2

+2(1 - %) /R2 p(z,T)log p(x, T)dx
>2(1 — 8%77)/ p(x,T)log p(x,T)dx — %@(M)

The inequality (ZI2) immediately holds from (ZI7) and (ZI9). Thus the proof of
Lemma 221 is completed. O

3  Supercritical mass

This section is devoted to the supercritical mass, i.e., M > 8m. In this case, % —-2>0.



Proof of Theorem From the assumption (L.I6) and (2.12]), we have
T)[? 2|m|?
/ Ime, DI, | // ™ ar
g2 p(z,T) P
R2x[0,7T]

2
M
é/ (]mo\ +2p0 log po — [V®o|*)dz + (— —
Rz PO 4m

2) /R2 p(z,T)log p(z, T)dx + %Q(M)

M M |mo
<_ - (0%
< -C(M) + C(- —2)T +/R2 >

| 2

+2pglog po — |V ®[*d,

(3.1)
for 0 < a < 1. From the Lemma 2.2} let 2II)+(2I2) %2, we get

1 2|m/? M
/}R2 §|$|2P($,T)d$ + // ‘TZ’ dxdt 4+ 4(1 — 8_71) /}R2 p(z,T)log p(x, T)dx
R2x[0,T]

M. M
<AM(1 — 2T+ (M) + / polz|? + 22 - moda (32)
8 27 R2

[mo|? 2
—I-Q/ ——|—2p010gp0—|vq)0| dx.
R2 PO

Inserting (31) into (B2 implies that

/ 1yg;\2p(gc,T)dgc <4M(1 - %)T + C(% — )T+ Cy(M) + Ey, (3.3)
R2 2 8T 8T

where FEj is the initial total energy and él(M ) > 0 is a constant which only depends
on M.

Note that 0 < a < 1 and M > 8, there exists a finite time 7 > 0 such that the
right hand side of (B8.3]) is negative as 7' > T™, which contradicts with the fact that the
left hand side of ([B.3)) is always non-negative for any time 7" > 0. Therefore there is
no global existence of weak entropy solution satisfying (L.I4]) and (I6]) in the case of
supercritical mass. And the entropy solution (p, m,®) blows up in finite time. O

4  Critical and subcritical mass

Since the time-asmptotical behavior of (2] (the relaxation limit) is formally domi-
nated by the Keller-Segel system (L.T), we expect that the system (L.2]) admits a global
weak entropy solution for both critical and subcritical mass. In [5], the global existence
of the Keller-Segel system (LT]) was shown by the celebrated Aubin-Lions Lemma, in
which the derivative estimates concerning with p|Vlog p|? play essential role. How-
ever, it is difficult to achieve such derivative estimates for the system (2] since it
is essentially hyperbolic and shock may occur. The method of Aubin-Lions Lemma
may not be available to study the global existence of weak entropy solution for the
system (L2). Nevertheless, we can obtain some a priori estimates for both critical and
subcritical mass through Lemma 22 and expect that these estimates might be useful
for the global existence of weak entropy solution of (L2)).
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Proof of Theorem
e Critical mass, i.e. M = 8.
Note that M = 8r, (ILI7) immediately holds from (ZI1]) and ([212]).
e Subcritical mass, i.e. M < 8.

We first show the lower bound of fRZ p(z,T)log p(z, T)dz. Let p(x) = m
then [po p(z)dz =1 and [, dv(z) = 1 with dv(z) = p(z)dz. Note that plog p is
convex, the Jensen’s inequality gives that

/ p(z,T)log p(z,T)dx
R2

2
_ =]
e  10+T

|z |2 1
- / o, T)log p(z,T) + p(, T) log e 15+ d — / 2 p(, T)da
R2 100+T Jpo

:/R2 p(x, T)log( (:E,u ))da: - /2p10g[7r(10+T)]dx - 101—T /R2 lz|2p(x, T)dx

Ty, pT) |
—/R2 . log( . Jdv — M log[w(10 + T)] — 0T /}R2 |22 p(z, T)dx

p(z,T) p(z,T)
Z(/R2 Tdu) lOg(/[R2 Tdu) — Mlog[r(104+T')] — T /R2 22 p(x, T)da

1
=M log M — M log[n(10 + T')] — 0T /R2 lz2p(x, T)dz.
(4.1)
Note that M < 8r, then 1 — M > 0. Inserting (4.)) into (2.I2)) infers that

2
/'mwT d+// |m|ddt
RQ

R2x[0.7] (4.2)
~ 1
<Co(M) + Mlog(10 + T 2 T
<Co(M) + Mlog(10 + )+1O—|—T/Rz|$| ple, T)dz,

which, together with ZII), gives (L20), which claims [, |2[*p(2, T)dx is bounded
by 14T, where C’g(M ) > 0 only depends on M and the initial data. Again using
[E2) yields (TI8).

On the other hand, the upper bound of fR2 plog pdz in the inequality (LI9) can
be directly obtained by (2.12]) due to the fact that 1 — SMW > 0. The lower bound is
achieved from (1)) and (L20]). Therefore the proof of Theorem [[3]is completed.

O
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