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BOUNDED WEAK SOLUTIONS FOR KELLER-SEGEL EQUATIONS
WITH GENERALIZED DIFFUSION AND LOGISTIC SOURCE VIA AN
UNBALANCED OPTIMAL TRANSPORT SPLITTING SCHEME

KYUNGKEUN KANG, HWA KIL KIM, GEUNTAEK SEO

ABSTRACT. We consider a parabolic-elliptic type of Keller-Segel equations with generalized
diffusion and logistic source under homogeneous Neumann-Neumann boundary conditions.
We construct bounded weak solutions globally in time in an unbalanced optimal transport
framework, provided that the magnitude of the chemotactic sensitivity can be restricted
depending on parameters. In the case of subquadratic degradation of the logistic source,
we quantify the chemotactic sensitivity, in particular, in terms of the power of degradation
and the pointwise bound of the initial density.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Keller-Segel models & gradient flows approach. In this paper, we study the
following Keller-Segel equations with generalized diffusion and logistic source:

Op =V - (pVU'(p) = xpVc) — pF'(p) (1.1)
—Ac+Ac=p '

The equation (LI is set in Q x (0,7), T > 0, where Q is a bounded domain in R
Here, p and c denote the density of bacteria and the concentration of a chemoattractant
substance, respectively. The constant xy > 0 represents the sensitivity of the bacteria to
the chemoattractant, and A > 0 denotes the degradation rate of the chemoattractant. The
homogenous Neumann-Neumann boundary conditions are imposed, and the initial datum
po € L1(R) is given, i.e.,

pVU' (p)-v=Ve-v =0, p(z,0) = po(x). (1.2)

We assume that U : [0,00) — R and F : [0,00) — R in ([I.1]) are convex functions which
will be specified later. It is taken into account that the logistic term —pF”(p) slows the rate
of proliferation when the density of organisms is large.

We note that the typical cases of U and F’ are

Up) = plogp,  F'(p)=pp"™" —a, (1.3)
where v > 0, §> 0, and r > 1. In such a case, the Keller-Segel system (IL.I]) becomes

{atp — Ap— XV - (pVe) +ap— By’

(1.4)
—Ac+Ac=p

which have been extensively studied (see e.g. [27, 32, 29, 33, 24, [6, 3T]). In recent decades,
one of the central issues for these equations (including equations without logistic source
terms) has been whether the solutions of (4] are globally bounded or blow up in a finite
time. Some notable results are summarized below:

Key words and phrases. Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao metric, Hellinger-Kantorovich distance, Unbalanced op-
timal transport, JKO scheme, Keller-Segel equation, Logistic source.
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e It was proved in [27] that in the case r > 2, a unique classical solution globally exists.
On the other hand, when r = 2, it was also shown in [27] that if § > @ (the limiting

case f = X2 wag resolved in [16]), then the same conclusion holds as in the case r > 2
(see also [29] 33]).

e Winkler [30] showed that if 2 — 2 < r < 2, very weak solutions exist globally in
time when the logistic source is in principle of the form a — 8p”. Furthermore, it was also
proved that a global bounded very weak solution exists if ||po||z+ is sufficiently small for
v > max(1,d/2).

e It was shown in [32] that for x = A = 1, d > 3, and Q = B;(0), there exists
k = k(d) < 2 such that if r € (1, k), then blow-up may occur in a finite time.

The main objective of this paper is to construct globally in time existence of bounded
weak solutions of (LI))-(L2)) by employing the gradient flow structures, and to quantify x
in terms of given parameters and the size of ||po||r=~ (see Theorem [LT]).

To introduce gradient flow structures, we define energy functionals associated with gra-
dient flows, starting with the assumptions on U and F'.

Assumption 1.1. The function U satisfies
(H1) U € C*(0,00) N C[0, o0).
(H2) U” > 0 on (0, c0).
(H3) lims_,04 sU'(s) exists.
The function F' satisfies
(A1) F € C'0,00) N C?*(0,00), and F” > 0 on (0, 00).
(A2) There exist a >0, 8> 0, and r > 1 such that F'(s) > 8s" ' — a.
(A3) F'(Mu)u € L'(Q) for any M > 0 and for any u € L'(Q) with [, F'(u) < oc.

Remark 1.2. Tt is worth noting that the superlinear growth of U is not necessary at infinity,
since all functions in the admissible set are uniformly bounded in JKO scheme (see (3.1)).

We denote by M™(Q) the set of nonnegative Radon measures. Suppose that U and F'
fulfill Assumption [Tl Given p < L%, let ¢ = ¢[p] be the solution of

—Ac+Ac=p in 2,
1.5
{ % =0 on 0f). (1.5)
We denote
Hy = {p EM(Q):p< LYg and / U(p)dx < oo} (1.6)
0
and define the energy functional & on M™(Q) as follows:
X 2 9 : 1
U :de——/Acx +|Ve(z)|"dx if p € Hy and c € H' (N2
ey d TN =5 [ Al + [Vet@)ar it p e A @
o0 else,
With the set #p, silmilarly defined in (IL6]), we define
F(p(x))dx if p € Hp,
e - [ ;o) : (19)

00 else.

Remark 1.3. In addition to (I3)), let us comment on the typical types of U and F. For ex-

ample, if we set U(s) = —L55™, m > 0, m # 1, then the term V- (pVU’(p)) in (LT) becomes

the porous media diffusion, i.e., Ap™. Furthermore, with a suitable U, V - (pVU'(p)) can
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represent a linear diffusion (e.g. U(s) = slogs). From (A2), we note that the logistic source
term —pF’'(p) does not exceed ap — Bp" (if F(s) := pBs"/r — as, then —pF’(p) coincides
with the logistic term in (L4, i.e., ap — Bp").

Let us mention our approaches. We analyze the solution of (ILT]) by splitting the equation
and by finding two gradient flow structures in the equation. For convenience, we write
W, and FR as the 2-Wasserstein metric and Fisher-Rao metric, respectively (the precise
definition of these metrics will be specified in Section [2). In short, our strategy is to regard

(LI) formally as
Ohp = —grady,&1(p) — gradpr&a(p).-
where &£ and & are defined in (L7) and (L8] respectively. The main point is to use
alternately gradient flow structures of & and &; to construct a sequence of approximated
solutions in (M™(Q2), WFR), where WFR denotes the Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao metric (also
called Hellinger-Kantorovich distance, see Definition 2H). This will lead to the global
existence of bounded weak solutions under the suitable restriction on y (see (ILIT))).
To be more precise, firstly, W, gradient flows of £, i.e., Oyp = —grady, &1(p), read (see
e.g. [3])
Op =V - (pVU'(p)) = xV - (pVelp]). (1.9)
On the other hand, similarly, FR gradient flows of &, i.e., 0;p = —gradpr&a(p) read (see
e.g. [I3,12))
Owp = —pF'(p). (1.10)
The results of Carrillo and Santambrogio [7] give L™ estimates for densities locally in
time by using the JKO scheme (see [15]) to exploit the gradient flow structure of (L9). In

addition, Gallouét, Laborde, and Monsaingeon [12] obtained the existence of weak solutions
for the types of reaction-drift-diffusion equations

dip =V - (pV(F(p) + V1)) — p(F3(p) + Va)

with some specific F; and Fy and with V; € Wh*(Q) and V, € L>(Q), by means of splitting
JKO schemes for the Wasserstein metric and for the Fisher-Rao metric (compare to [13]).

Motivated by the approach in [12], we construct minimizers of Wasserstein/Fisher-Rao
JKO schemes by splitting (L)) into two parts given in (L9) and (LI0).

The main difference compared to [12] is that the reaction term in (1), V - (xpVc), is
of nonlinear structure, which causes major obstacles and makes our problem more difficult.

In our case, since our main interest is to establish global existence of bounded weak
solutions, it seems necessary to obtain uniform control for L* norms of minimizers obtained
by each splitting scheme, which is, however, not necessary in [I2] because of the linear
structure of an advection term, V(pV;), and V; € W1, Therefore, the novelty of our
paper lies in the construction of weak solutions with uniform bounds via the Wasserstein-
Fisher-Rao metric under the size restriction of y.

To be more precise, we use the result of [7] to obtain the L*° estimate of the minimizers
given by the Wasserstein JKO scheme corresponding to (L9), and then control L* norm
of the minimizers caused by the Fisher-Rao JKO step relevant to (LI0). We note that L>
norm of minimizers obtained from the Wasserstein JKO scheme in [7] generally explodes in
a finite time. With the aid of the damping effect of the logistic source, the size of the mass
and the L*> norm of minimizers can be uniformly controlled by going through the Fisher-
Rao JKO scheme, provided that x is less than a threshold depending on other parameters.
As a consequence of the uniform boundedness, we obtain the existence of bounded weak

solutions of (ILLTI).
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1.2. Main results. Throughout this paper, we write

00 if r> 2,
if r=2,
Xa = 0 ,1 - . W (111)
lpollz=(Bllpollie —a) i l<r<2 and |lpolle > (55555) "
—r _r 1
= B2 =) (r—1) fl<r<2 and |lpollz~ < (55) 7

Next, we introduce the notion of weak solutions of (L)

Definition 1.4. Let py € L'(Q). A pair (p,c) is called a weak solution of (LI if for all
T>0

(i) p, PVU(p), pVelp], and pF'(p) belong to L' (2 x (0,T)).
(i) for all p € C=(Q x [0,T))

KfKXMmevU@yvw+wv¢mv¢—mwm@¢Mp:—Aw@ﬂmmm(um

(ili) ¢ solves (LLH]) in the sense of distributions.
We are now ready to state our main theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that Q) is a strictly convex bounded domain in R? with smooth
boundary and assume that U and F are functions satisfying Assumption [L1. Let py €
L>(Q). If 0 < x < X4, there exists a weak solution of (ILTl), namely p. In particular, for all
T > 0, the curve p : [0,T] = M™(Q) is 1-Hélder continuous with respect to WFR-metric,
and p satisfies

pVU (p) € L*(Qx (0,T))  and ||pl|r=@xpom) < C, (1.13)
where C' > 0 s a constant independent of T

Remark 1.6. We make some comments on the existence of blow-up/bounded solutions in
[30, [32], which are most relevant to our results. The only case y = 1 was treated in [32],
but it is not difficult to see that the result can be also extended to arbitrary positive x. In
such a case, the main result in [32] can be restated as follows: When Q = Bg(0), r € (1,1),

and d = 3,4 (or r € (1, 2(d—£1)) with d > 5), there exist C' > 0 and Ry > 0 such that if

XfBRO (0) PO > (C, then a finite-time blow-up occurs, where fBRO po denotes the mean value
of py in Bg,(0). Thus, for a given py, our results in Theorem [[.5 are about global existence
in case x is bounded by the number in (LTI]), while the blow-up result in [32] was derived
for large x. As mentioned earlier, global bounded solutions were constructed in [30] by
assuming a type of logistic source, a — 8p”, which is given differently from ours, ap — Gp".
It seems that the values of y, in the third and fourth cases of (ILT1]) are essentially the same
as the condition in [30, Lemma 2.1]. In particular, in the case « = 0, two conditions are
identical. However, the critical value of x remains open, so that blow-up or global existence
is separated by this value.

Remark 1.7. When 1 < r < 2, our result reads that if ||pg||r~ < C’S%W then the bounded

weak solution globally exists as long as y < C’S%W independent of the size of ||pg|| L=, where

- —r 1
=aim g2 - (r—1), % c

1) . —1
¢ or =g —)

a7/37r

On the other hand, in the case that ||po||p= > C’S)ﬁﬂ, and it is sufficiently large, x is to be

less than —2 s— for the global existence.

llpoll7e0
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Remark 1.8. For variations of the elliptic equation (L)), the proof of Theorem applies
almost as well. For example, if we replace (LI) with

{—Ac: p in Qx(0,7),

1.14
cloa =0 on 9Q x (0,7), (1.14)

we obtain the same | result as Theorem [[.L5l To this end, all we have to do is to replace &
with & defined as & (p = [ U(p(z))dz — X [, [Vc(z)|?*dz where ¢ depends on p through
—Ac—p\mthc—Oon@

Remark 1.9. With the same assumptions on €2, pg, and x as in Theorem [[.3 we note that
the solution of (L.4) becomes a classical solution in [4, 00) x {2 for any § > 0. In addition, if
we further assume pg € (C°NL>)(Q), then we have a unique classical solution in [0, 00) x €.

From now on, without loss of generality, we will assume A = 1 since it does not affect
our main result. We also suppose that €2 is a strictly convex bounded domain.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2lis prepared for the preliminaries. In Section
Bl we study two JKO schemes, namely Wasserstein and Fisher-Rao JKO schemes. In Section
[l we construct approximate weak solutions. Section [l is devoted to providing the proof of

Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we deal with three metrics between positive measures and recall some
properties on them.
We start with an introduction to Wasserstein metric (see e.g. [1l, 25, 28] for details):

Definition 2.1. Let u,v € M1 (Q) with equal masses. 2-Wasserstein distance between p
and v is defined by
W)= min [ o= yfdr(oy) (21)
vel(wr) Jaxo
where I'(u, v) denotes the subset of M1 (Q2 x Q) with p as the first marginal and v as the
second marginal.

We recall several facts on Wy: If p is absolutely continuous with respect to £ (but
not necessary) then the equality in (2.I)) is attained for some v = (id,T")xp. In this case,
W3(p,v) = [, |T(x) — z|*du(z), and we say that T is an optimal transport map. Next, we
1ntroduce Kantorovmh’s duality, that is,

W3 (n,v) = I(g%(/ /w ) dv(y (2.2)

where the maximum is taken over all pairs (p,1) € C(Q) x C(Q) satisfying p(x) + 9 (y) <
|z — y|?. Indeed, the maximum in (2.2)) is attained by a pair of (p, ), where ¢°(y) :=
infeq (Jz — y[* — ¢(z)). In this case, ¢ is called a Kantorovich potential from p to v, and
K(p,v) denotes the set of all Kantorovich potentials from u to v. It is important to note
that both ¢ and ¢ are Lipschitz. Since ¢ is Lipschitz, it is differentiable a.e. Finally, we
pay attention to the relationship between an optimal transport map 7" from p to v and its

Kantorovich potential . In fact, the equality T'(z) = x — V(x) holds a.e.
Theorem 2.2 (Benamou-Brenier formula). Let pg, p1 € M1(Q) with |po| = |p1|. Then

W5 (po, p1) = min / /\Ut| dpydl,
pv E-AWQ[/)Ovpl]
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where the admissible set Aw,[po, p1] consists of curves [0,1] 3 t — (pg,v;) € MT(Q) x
L3(Q,dp;)? such that t — p; is narrowly continuous with endpoints py, p1 and solving the
continuity equation

825/)15 + V- (/)tvt) =0

in the sense of distributions, that is, for any ¢ € C’f"((O, 1) x ﬁ)

1 1
0 Q 0 Q

The Fisher-Rao distance between py and p;, denoted by FR(py, p1), is defined as follows:
Definition 2.3. Let py, p; € MT(Q).

FR?(po, p1) = min / /|7’t\ dpydt,
(p,m)EAFRR[p0;p1]

where the admissible set Apgr[po, p1] consists of curves [0,1] 3 ¢ — (p;, 1) € MT(Q) x
L2(2,dpy) such that t — p; is narrowly continuous with endpoints pg, p; and solving

Orpr = pyery
in the sense of distributions, that is, for any ¢ € C°((0,1) x Q)

/ /@godptdt—l—/ /w}dptdt—o

Remark 2.4. 1f pg, p1 < A for some A € MT(Q), the followmg formula is given [13]:

dpo dpl
FR? 2.3
(o, p1) X X (2.3)
where %%, 1= 10,1, denote Radon—leodym derivatives.

The Wasserstein-Fisher-Rao distance between py and p;, denoted by WER(po, p1), is
defined as follows:

Definition 2.5. Let py, p1 € MT(Q).

1
WFR2(p0, pl) = min / /Q |'Ut|2 + |Tt|2dptdt,

(p,v,m)EAWFR[P0;01] J

where the admissible set Ay, [po, p1] consists of curves [0,1] 3 ¢ — (pg, vy, 1) € MT(Q) X
L2(Q, dpy)? x L2(2,dp;) such that t — p; is narrowly continuous with endpoints pg, p; and
solving the continuity equation with source

Ope + V- (prve) = pery
in the sense of distributions, that is, for any ¢ € C°((0,1) x Q)

1 1
0 JQ 0 JO

Remark 2.6. We leave some comments on the WFR metric: It was shown in [I§] that
e (M™(Q), WFR) is a complete metric space.
e WFR metrizes the narrow convergences of measures.

e WFR distance is lower semicontinuous with respect to the weak® convergence of
measures.
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For € M™(Q), we use the notation |u| to denote u(£2). Using the three definitions
above, it is not difficult to check that for any pg, p1 € MT(Q),

WEFR(po, p1) < Walpo, pr)  whenever [po| = [pa],
and
WER(po, p1) < FR(po, p1)- (2.4)
Therefore, using the elementary inequality (a + b)? < 2(a® + b?), we see that for all o €
M) with [po] = |o],
WEFR?(po, p1) < 2(W3(po, o) + FR*(0, p1)). (2.5)

We refer the reader to [8, 9, 13, 18, 20, 21] for a comprehensive description of the above
metrics.

Finally, let us briefly recall some classical results for (IL3]) and (LI4]). Let ¢ be a solution
of (LA) or (L.I4). It is well known that

llellwzr@) < Kllpllie@), 1<p<oo,

for some K > 0 (see e.g. [19, Section 3 in Chapter 9] for Neumann boundary case and [14,
Chapter 9] for Dirichlet boundary case). For fixed d, if p € L>(Q2) and p is large enough,
by Sobolev inequality, there exist v, K1, K5, K3 > 0 such that

llellora@y < Killellwar@) < Kallpllwro) < Ksllpl| o= ()- (2.6)

Thanks to the estimate (Z0]), it is possible to check Remark [[L§ immediately. For the
rest part of this paper, we proceed with ().

Finally, we recall an extension of the Aubin-Lions lemma proved in [23].

Proposition 2.7. On a Banach space X, let be given

(a) a normal coercive integrand F : X — [0,00], i.e., F is lower semicontinuous, and
its sublevels are relatively compact in X;
(b) a pseudo-distance g : X x X — [0, 00], i.e., g is lower semicontinuous, and g(p,n) =
0 for any p,n € X with F(p) < oo, F(n) < oo implies p = 1.
Let further % be a set of measurable functions u : (0,T) — X with a fized T > 0. Under
the hypotheses that

T
sup/ F(u(t))dt < oo, (2.7)
uew Jo
and
T—h
lim sup / g(u(t+ h),u(t))dt =0, (2.8)
hO wew Jo

U contains an infinite sequence (up)nen that converges in measure (with respect to t €
(0,7)) to a limit u*: (0,T) — X.

Remark 2.8. At the conclusion of the above proposition, the convergence in measure means
that

lim |{t € (0,7): [Jun(t) — w*()]|x =} =0 Ve >o0.
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3. SPLITTING JKO SCHEME

Motivated by [7, 12, [13], we analyze (ILI]) by exploiting two gradient flow structures
(LI) and (LI0). To be more precise, we alternately use the Wasserstein JKO scheme /
Fisher-Rao JKO scheme.

3.1. Wasserstein JKO step. We recall the results introduced in [7, Theorem 1 and Sub-
section 2.1] in our setting, which is presented with the following minimization problem: For
fixed 7 > 0, and for g € L>°(2) N MT(Q),

N Wf(g,u)}’ (3.1)

p € argmin {51(u) .

HES
where 8§ = {p € M*(Q)NL*(Q) : p < 1, |l = |g[}.
Thanks to [7, Theorem 1 and Subsection 2.1], the following proposition holds. Although
the proof is essentially the same, we provide its proof in the Appendix for the convenience
of the reader.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that U satisfies Assumption[I1. The following statements hold.
(i) There exists at least one minimizer of the scheme in (B.1).
(ii) Let M := % If infyotU"(t) > 0 and p is a minimizer of (B1I), there exist a
continuous function p with p > 0 and a constant | such that p satisfies

U'p) = xelpl + £ 4p =1, (M =ppp=0, (32)

where clp] is a solution in (L), and ¢ is a Kantorovich potential from p to g,

i.e., 0 € K(p,g). In particular, U'(p),c[p], and ¢ are Lipschitz on 2. Moreover,
info p > 0 and p is Lipschitz on .

(iii) If Q is strictly convez, inf;sotU”(t) > 0 and logg € C%(Q), then for every A > 1

there ezists a constant co = co(X, x, d) such that, if T||g|| L~ < co then any minimizer

of BJ), say p, satisfies

gl
1= A7x|lgll e

ol < (3.3)

Remark 3.2. Proposition 3.1 is only used in construction steps for approximate solutions
by JKO scheme, and therefore inf;~o tU”(¢) > 0 is not needed in Theorem

3.2. Fisher-Rao JKO step. Given p € M™(Q), we consider

FRY(p. ) } (3.4)

g
p e argmin {&() + — 7

HEMT(Q)

The second minimization problem (B.4]) was considered in [12] (although the authors

only treated F(p) = WZ—Z, m > 1). In this paper, we proceed with F' under the assumptions

(A1)-(A3). In the absence of a precise reference, we prove the existence of a minimizer in
the Fisher-Rao step.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (A1)-(A2) hold. Let p € M*(Q) with E(p) < co. Then, for
any T > 0 there exists a minimizer of the following functional:

e MHQ) = E(p) + %ﬁ’u) (3.5)
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Proof. We note that F' is bounded below. Considering the minimizing sequence of the
functional (B.5), there exists a sequence (p,) such that

FR(p, u))

. FR?(p, pn
ot = lim &(py) + FR™(p, pn)

n—o0 T

)

inf (&
ueflvrllﬂﬂ)( 2 () +

and & (py,) + FR?(p, p,)/(27) is uniformly bounded in n. Using that & is bounded below,
&x(pn)| < C (3.6)
for some C' > 0. Due to (A1)-(A2), we easily get

B .
&apn) = [ Flpa) 2 FOIRI + [ Toi—apn
Q ol
Applying Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

sup ||pn||r < 00,
n

where we used (B.6]). Hence, by weak compactness, up to a subsequence, we have
pn—p in L"(Q), (3.7)

On the other hand, we note that &, is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak con-
vergence in L™ (r > 1), that is,

liminf & (u,) > E2(p) (3.8)

whenever p, — p in L"(2). In fact, this follows from the fact that the functional &, is
weak® lower semicontinuous (see e.g. [4, Theorem 3.4.1]).
We also investigate some weak* lower semicontinuity of FR?. It is known that

liminf FR?(ptn, v) > FR?(u, v) (3.9)

whenever p, — p and v, — v (see e.g. [4, Lemma 3.1.6 and Theorem 3.4.1])
Therefore, we conclude

inf (52(N) + w) = lim inf (52(pn) + %M) > & (p) + w’

HEMT(Q) 27 n—00 27

where we used (B.7) and the lower semicontinuity in (3.8)) and (8.9). Thus, p is a minimizer

of (3.3). O

We recall an Euler-Lagrange equation for (3.4)), introduced in [13, Subsection 4.2]. In
the absence of a precise reference with sufficient conditions, we prove the following lemma
for clarity, following the arguments in [I3, Subsection 4.2].

Lemma 3.4. Let p € M1(Q) with E(p) < co. Suppose that F satisfies the assumptions
(A1)-(A3). If p is a minimizer obtained from ([B.4) for the given datum p, then

[ W= vavie=-3 [ P wec@. (3.10)
Q Q

Proof. Let p be a minimizer of the problem (3.4)). Given 0 < & < 1 and ¢ € C*(Q), define
p° = pe¥. Due to the minimality of p, we have

FR2(p
N )

FR?(5", p)
4B
2T

£:(7) -

< & (p°)
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The assumption (A1) implies that for all € € (0, 1),
‘F (pe”) = F(p)
€

< plI(IF"(0)] + [E"(pel)]).

Since |¢(z)| < B for some B > 0, by the assumption (A3) and the dominated convergence
theorem, we see that (€5(5°) — &:(p)) /e = [, F'(p)pn as e L 0. Using ([Z3) with A = L%,
we see that (FR?(p°, p) — FR?*(p, p))/e = 4 [, VP(V/P — /p)1. Replacing ¢ with —i gives
B10). O

For the rest of this paper, we define

« + M ril
m, ::( 5 ) . (3.11)
We often use the notation 7 instead of 7, if there is no confusion. Moreover, for notational
simplicity, we often use || - ||« instead of || - ||~

The following lemma tells us how much the L> norm decreases when passing through
the Fisher-Rao step.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (A1)-(A3) hold. Let p € L>®(22) N MT(Q) and let p be a
minimizer obtained by (3.4]) with the given datum p. If M > 0 and if at < 1, then we have

llpllz.oo Zf|| N
~ = P||L°° > 1,
1Al < {;* M (3.12)

with n = ny specified in (3.11)).
Proof. To prove ([3.12), we can assume

1l >0 = (22

a+M
5

or Al > (3.13)

The Euler-Lagrange equation (3.10) implies

V= Vp=—3VoF(p)  pace. (3.14)

Clearly,
2
A A A T . A A
p=p+pE' () + p(F'(p)°  prae, (3.15)
which yields for a.e. x € €,
2
e TR O .
p = p+7pE (p) + p(F(P)) = p+ (B —a) = (1 —a7)p > 0. (3.16)
Hence,
lplloo = (16 + (85" = a)llo = [1Allc + TIlAl | (Bl — @)
2 [|plloe +7M|[plloc = (1 + 7M)[|p]]o0
where we have used (B.16) and (8.I3]). Thus, we obtain (3.12]). O

The following lemma shows that the minimizer of the Fisher-Rao step preserves the
support, the Lipschitz condition, and the strict positivity of the minimizer of the Wasserstein
step.
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose that Assumption [ holds. Given py € L>®(S2), let p be a minimizer
obtained by B.Il) with the initial datum po. Similarly, let p be a minimizer given by (B3.4])
with the given datum p. Then

(i) ForT e (0,2),
supp(p) = supp(p).
(i) If 7 € (0,2) and if infy tU”(t) > 0, then
supp(p) = supp(p) = 2.
Moreover, if T € (0, i), then p is Lipschitz and infq p > 0.

Proof. (i) Since F' > —a, by using (3.14), we have
ar )

Vo= Vil+5F(p) = V(1 -5

which implies supp(p) C supp(p). To prove that supp(p) = supp(p) by contradiction, we
assume supp(p) < supp(p), and hence we can find z € Q so that
z € supp(p)\supp(p) # 0.

Then there exists r* > 0 such that p(B,(z)) > 0 and p(B,(z)) =0 for all 0 < r < r*. If we
define p° := p +€lp,(») with € > 0, then by the minimality of p we have

p-a.e,

A 1 A ~E 1 ~E
E(p) + EFR%% p) < &) + EFRQ(/L/J ). (3.17)
Note that

LFR ) = PR, ) = | VP VA B

r(

[ wr-vEr-var= [ —2vEe
BT(Z) BT(Z)
From (B.I7), we obtain

0< /BT(Z)F(;;E)—F(/;HE/BT(Z) (—2@%).

T

Dividing by /¢ and letting ¢ | 0, we get a contradiction because F’(0+) exists and
f B (2) /P > 0. Thus, we obtain the desired result.

(ii) Following the proof of [25, Lemma 8.6], we can see that supp(p) = Q. The assumption
infi~o tU"(t) > 0 is necessary here to require U'(0+) = —oo. Due to (i), we conclude that
supp(p) = €2.

To prove the second statement, from (ii) of Proposition B.Il we recall that p is Lipschitz
and essinfq p > 0. Using Lemma 3.4 and the fact that supp(p) = 2, we obtain

Vp—p= —%\/EF’(,@) ae. € Q. (3.18)

Similar to (B.15]), we get
p=J:(p), ae x€, (3.19)
where J.(s) = s + 7sF'(s) + Tffs(F'(s))Q, s > 0. Using (Al) and (A2), we see that
JL(s) > 1—ar+7sF"(s)(1 —%). Hence, if 0 < 7 < 5=, then inf,~o J. > 1/2. In this case,

since J, is strictly increasing, we can assume p is continuous (by redefining p := J-*(p)).
Therefore, we have

R 1
/] Lip < -

mHPHLip < 2||p||Lip-
5> T
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It thus remains to show infg p > 0. Since supp(p) = @ and p is Lipschitz, from (3.19),

we have ,

p=p+TpF(p) + Tzﬁ(F’(,ﬁ))Q for all = € Q. (3.20)

If info p = 0, then there exists xy € Q such that p(zy) = 0 due to the regularity of p. Then,
(3:20) implies a contradiction to the fact that essinfg p > 0 (if zy € 052, choose a sequence
(x)) converging to xg), and thus we obtain the desired result. O

Remark 3.7. Let p, p be the minimizers in (ii) of Lemma Then it is possible to obtain

[o=no==3 [ FOVHo+ Vo  voec=@, (3.21)
Q Q

which is a variant of Lemma [3.4l Indeed, since p and p are Lipschitz, multiplying (5.I8) by
VP + /p and taking ¢ € C*°(Q2) as test functions, we get (3.21)).

4. APPROXIMATE WEAK SOLUTIONS: CONSTRUCTION AND L*°-ESTIMATES
In this section, we construct an approximate weak solution via splitting JKO scheme.
More precisely, we alternately repeat the Wasserstein and Fisher-Rao JKO steps;

wi _ FR2 . Wi _  FR2 . W3 FRZ . W§ FRZ , W3
Po — P12 P1 P3/2 P2 Pn Pnt1/2 = Pny1 —7 -

i.e., we iteratively define

, W2(pr, , FR* (74100 1)
Ppi1/2 € argmin {51(,u) + M}, pri1 € argmin {&(,u) + +1/2 }, (4.1)
PESn T PEM*(Q) 27
where S, = {n € M*(Q)NL=(Q) : p< =, [ul = o]}
Then, for each n > 0, we define
p"(0) = po, p"(0) = po,
P (t) == ppi1jas P (t) = pn41, Whenever te (n7, (n+ 1)7].
It will be shown that the curves p”(t), p™(t) approximate weak solutions of (L.T]). To this
end, we start by analyzing the minimizers in (Z.1]).

The following lemma shows that the splitting schemes are well-defined. To repeat the
scheme (1) and (3.4) alternately and infinitely, we need the following L'-estimate of p[,
because of the density constraint of (B.1]).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that Assumption [I1] holds. Let py € L>®(Y). Then, there ezists
¢ > 0 (depending on o, 8,719, |lpollLie)) such that if 0 < 7 < &

£x|’ then the minimizers
Pri1je and proy in @) exist for each n € NU{0}, and

Pl < €

Proof. If 0 < 7 < XHF"?\” -, from (i) in Proposition B.1] we admit a minimizer of (3.1)) for the
L

initial datum po, say p1/2. Here, we need the condition on 7 because of the constraints in
BJ). Also, by Lemma B3, we have p;, which is a minimizer of (84 for the initial datum

p1/2- Due to (B.I5), we have

/Q/JOI/Q/J1/2Z/Q/?1+/QT/71F/(/)1)Z/QlerT(ﬁ/QP’{—Oé/Q/h)-
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Using Holder’s inequality, we have

/onZ/QplﬂLT(ﬁkor(/Qpl)r_a/ﬂpl) (4.2)

with ko = [QY"", where 7/ is the Holder conjugate of 7. For ¢ > 0 small enough, applying

Young’s inequality, we have
/p1 < 6(/ p1> +C€, (43)
Q Q

where C; := (7’8)*__—11/7“’. Combining (£2) and ([@3]), we obtain
oollzr ) = llpalloi@) + TAcl o1l @) — 7B,
where A, = Bky"e™! — a and B. = Bk; e 'C.. Then,

[pollrr(@) + 7B ( Bs) 1 B
1) < = Q) — — | — + —. 4.4
prllLie) < 1+ A [poll () )1+ Ar + A (4.4)
Fix £ > 0 small so that A, is positive, and we set
: 19
& :=max (||pollrr), —) and T:=—.
(|| H () Az—:) £x
Since A. > 0, from ([@4]), we know that if 0 <7 < 7 (< ﬁ'()) then
L@
p1l10) < €. (4.5)

Using Lemma [B.5 we know p; € L*>®(Q2). Moreover, a simple perturbation argument
shows ||p1]|z1 cannot be zero (suppose p; = 0 a.e., and define p; = € on 2, and use the
minimality of p;). So we can repeat the above argument to obtain (4.4]) for p,. More
precisely, using again (i) in Proposition Bl and Lemma B3], we see that for 0 < 7 <

L miin(|looll 2 llpil 1), psz and ps exist, and

||P1||L1(Q) + 78,

<
[lpallerey < =771

Solving this recurrence relation, we get

B, 1 2 B
L) < ) — —)(———) + =,
lezlliry < (lellere =30 Gas) + 7

Similar to @), if 0 < 7 < 7 ( < Elmin([pol ), |o1]]71)), then

p2llLr@) < €.

Moreover, we know that ps € L*(2) by Lemma We obtain the desired result by
induction. O

We turn to our attention to getting L>-estimates of the minimizers p] ;o and pr . To
this end, the following lemma plays a key role.

Lemma 4.2. Let py € L™(Q2) and let M > 0. Suppose that 0 < x < X«, where x. is the
number stated in (LII), and let X > 1 with Ax < x.. Define two functions of T, namely

0r(7) = (L+7M)(llpoll = — Ax7) and  0a(7) == (1+ 7M)(n," — AxT)

which are defined on [0,00). Then, we can find M, namely M,, so that 0}(0) >0, i =1,2.
As a consequence, there exists 7. > 0 such that 0;(t) > 0;(0), i = 1,2, whenevert € (0, 7).
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Remark 4.3. In the proof of Lemma [£.2] the value y, in (LIT]) is exactly determined. In
fact,

vo = sup ((min(Mny, M]Jpol[24) ).

M>0
Proof. We want to find M > 0 so that
01(0) = Ml|pol|' = Ax >0 (4.6)
and
05(0) = Mn_' — Ay > 0. (4.7)

It is straightforward to choose M fulfilling that (4.6]) holds by choosing M large enough.
Note that (41) is equivalent to

Mﬁr—l

— = f(M) > Ax.
(a+M) rt

To find M satisfying (4.71), we consider three cases of the range of r:

(Case r > 2) Notice that f(M) — oo as M — oo because r > 2. Hence, it is always
possible to find M, satisfying (4.6]) and (4.7).

(Case r = 2) Let us first consider the case @ > 0. By our assumption on this case, we
have

AX < B = Xa-

Since f(M) 1 8 as M — oo, there is large M such that Ax < f(M), and hence we can find
M, satisfying (4.0) and ([@T). The case a = 0 follows directly, because f(M) = p.

(Case 1 < r < 2) Unlike the above two cases, since f(M) — 0 as M — oo, we avoid
growing M. Recalling the definition of y., in the case that

1
1—7r

lonliter < (5a7) “s)

AX < X = |lpollz= (Bllpol = — @) (4.9)
If we set M, = B|po[7= — «a, then M,||po||<} = M.n;,. = X, and therefore ([@G) and
(@) hold due to (£9); Such a choice of M, is optimal in the sense that the range of x is
maximized. Indeed, from (6] and (A7), x. is determined as follows:

we know

Yo = max ((min(f(M), g(M))), (4.10)
where g(M) := M]||po||;~. Notice that (&) is equivalent to
f(My)
/
where My = a(;:rl) is a unique maximizer of f. Since M, = B||po|[s= — « is a unique

positive solution of the equation f = ¢ and it is a maximizer of the function min(f, g), the
chosen M, maximizes the range of .

Let us consider the other case
1

_ 1 1
||p0||L<}O(Q) 2041”6“1(2—7“)“1, (4.11)

By our assumption,
AX < Xe = @17 BT (2= 1)t (r — 1). (4.12)
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If we set M, = M; = O‘(Qr__rl), (A0) and (£1) are satisfied due to (£12); To be more specific,
([@I1) is equivalent to ¢'(0) > f(My)/My. In this case, the maximizer of the function
min(f, g) is always consistent with the maximizer of f. Taking into account (£I0) again,
we conclude that such a choice of M, maximizes the range of .

Thus, we found M, fulfilling (4.6]) and (£7)) in all three cases. Therefore, there is 77 > 0
such that 6;(7) > 6,(0) = ||pol|z} whenever T € (0,7]). Similary, there exists 75 > 0 such
that if 7 € (0,75) then (1) > 65(0) = n~'. We denote 7, = min(7{,75). This completes
the proof. O

Let us introduce the following hypothesis:
(H) ingsU"(s) >0 and 0<c, <py€ C™(Q).
s>

These conditions satisfy the assumptions on U and ¢ (regarded as py) in (iii) of Proposition
B Under the hypothesis (H), we prove the following proposition, which ensures that the
Minimizers p; ;o and p],; are uniformly bounded. Note that we temporarily need such a

technical assumption (H), but it will be removed later (see Step 3 in the proof of Thereom
L5).

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that Assumption [L1 and (H) hold, and assume the same hy-
potheses as in Lemma[{.3 Let A\, My, npr,, and 7, be the numbers in Lemma and let
€ be the number given in Lemmal[{.1 Also, ¢y denotes the number given in (iii) of Propo-
sition [3.1, corresponding to g = py. We write n = n,, . Suppose that P12 and p;,_, are

minimizers in @I). If 0 < 7 <7 :=min(5, co||pol| 72, T, 1 co, %), then

[Pkl Loe < max(n, ||pollz<)  for all k € NU{0}. (4.13)

Moreover, under the additional assumption T < T := min ((2)\)(||p0||Loo)*1, (2)\X?7)*1>, we

have
071 jallie < 2max(n, [pollz=) i= 1 for all k € NU {0}, (4.14)

Proof. By Lemma 1], p; 4 o and py . exist for all n € NU {0}. Recall the functions 6;,
1 =1,2, in Lemma [£.2]
Due to the assumption (H), the hypotheses of (iii) in Proposition 3.1l are satisfied. Then
we have
[lpol|
ATX|[polloc

lorelloe < ——

Moreover, by Lemma [3.5], we get

llp1/alloe
lp1lloe < f.l;_/fM if |[p1]loo >,
“n else
If ||pr] oo > 7, we have

L+ 7M)(1 = Arxllpollse) — 01(7) = 61(0) -

Pl < ( (4.15)

(if || po| |0 < m at first, it is contrary, and we need to consider the other cases). Consequently,
we obtain [[p1 [ < max(1, [|pof|)-



16 KYUNGKEUN KANG, HWA KIL KIM, GEUNTAEK SEO

We inductively show the following estimate of ||pf||L(q) for all & € N :

oo it ||pL||Lee > d ||pt o >
ol <  Wollee ARl = and 1oLale > (4.16)
if ||l < mor [[pp o= <,
First, we show that (£I6]) holds for & = 1, that is,
oo if oo > 1 and 0 > 1],
U] if [[p1]loc < 1 o1 [|pallec < 7.

To show the first case, we assume that ||p1||ec > 7 and ||pa||ec > 1. Since ||p1]|ec > 7, from
([A15), we know 7||p1]]eo < 7||pol|leo < co. Hence, thanks to Lemma [B.6] we can apply (iii)
of Proposition B.I] again, that is,

[prllo
ATXlpr oo’

[p3/2[loc < =

where p3/9 is any minimizer determined by (3.I)). Since ||ps||o > 71, using Lemma [3.5] again,
we obtain

[lp1]loo
14+ 7M)(1 = A7x|[p1lec)’

|p2lloe < (
and hence
pa2ll = L+ 7M) (|1l — Arx) = (L4 7M) (ool = Arx) = 01(7) > 61(0) = [|pol |-

Thus, the first inequality in (£17)) holds.

Let us prove the second inequality in (£I7), that is, we show that if ||p1||cc < 7, then
12|00 < n. We assume ||pz2||s > 7 to derive a contradiction. Note that 7||p1]le < 77 < ¢p.
Then, similar to the proof above, we have

ool = (L 7M)([|prllos = Amx) = (L+ M) (™" = ATx) = ba(7) > 02(0) =7,

where the assumption ||ps||s > 7 is used to apply Lemma B35 Thus, it gives a contradic-
tion, and hence we proved (LIT).

Now suppose that (AI6]) holds when k& = n. Then it should be shown that

oo I ||pnsttllee > d |pns2llee > 7,
lpnsallos < [ ol] : Pl n and ||py4o|] n (4.18)
if ||pn+1||oo <mnor ||pn+2||oo <.

Let 0 < 7 < 7. Assume that ||ppi1]lec > 7 and ||pni2||le > 1. Since ||pni1]lec > 1 and
(£16) holds for k = n, we must have ||pni1]lec < [[polloo (if nOt, we have ||pni1]lee < 7).
Then 7||ppi1]loc < 7||polloe < co. Due to Lemma B8] pf ., is Lipschitz and infq pj,; >
0. Therefore, (iii) in Proposition B can be used again, and we get the estimate about
[ Pn-v3/2]] o0t

| pn+1]loo

ATXPntlloo”

Ionsaalloe < =

Since ||pni2||ee > 1, using Lemma B0 we have

1ons2llo = AT M) ([|pnsillsc =A7x) = A+ M)(||pol o =AxT) = 01(7) = 01(0) = [|pol|-
Thus, the first inequality in (£.I8]) holds.
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To prove the second inequality in (AIS), let us assume ||ppi1]loc < 7. In order to get a
contradiction, suppose ||pni2|lec > 1. Clearly, 7||pns1|lec < ™) < ¢o. Proceeding similarly
to the proof of the first inequality, we have

lourall= = (14 T (lpuallt = Arx) = (14 7M) (™ = Axr) = Ba(7) > 62(0) =",

which gives a contradiction. Therefore, (4.I6]) holds when & = n + 1, which implies that
(4.10) is true for all k£ € N. As a result, (£13) is proved.

It remains to check (AI4]), which is a direct consequence of (8.3) and (£I3]). Indeed,
since 7 < 7 and (@I3) holds, we have 7||pn|loc < co. Using (iii) in Proposition Bl and

(E13), we obtain -
_ _ o _ r . _
[1pn1/2llie = Mlpalled = Arx = min(n ™, [[pol|0) = Arx = 5 min(n ™", |lol|S).
which shows (A.I4)) and thus we complete the proof. O

In the following lemma, we investigate the difference of the L* norm, the energy gap,
and the WFR distance for the successive minimizers.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that the assumptions in Proposition hold. We denote C7 :=
2max(na-, ||pol|Le () as in [@EI4). There exists .. > 0 such that if T < T, then
(i) for allt >0
1" (t) — " ()| L) < 7Co (4.19)
where Cy := Cysup,¢o oy [F7(2)].
(ii) for alln e NU{0}
E1(pnia) — Eulphyaye) < (Cs+ Cy)r, (4.20)

where

Cs = (2aC,U'(2C1) — 3 sup |F'(2)] inf sU'(s))|Q,
2€[0,C1] s€[0,C1]

Cy := 2xK20,0,|9,
where K3 is the number in (2.0).
(iii) for alln € NU {0}
52(/)ZL+1/2) - 52(/)ZL+1) < G5, (4.21)
where Cs := (4 SUD,ep0,.cy [F7(2)|C1U'(2C1) + o?Ch) 9.
(iv) Let 0 < T < o0. Forall0 < s <t<T

WEFR?(57(s), 57 (1)) < Co(t — s+ 1), WFR?(p"(s), p"(t)) < Cs(t — s+ 7), (4.22)
where Cg := 2(2TC5 + (Cs5 4 Cy)T + sup ., E1(p) — inf <y E1(p)).

Remark 4.6. In ([AI9)-(@22]), the constants on the right hand side are given to clarify the
dependence of the constants. This is important for the proof of the main theorem.

Proof. (i) Fix t € (n7, (n+ 1)7]. Using (ii) of Lemma B.6l and (3:14]), we obtain

T T
VPnt1 =/ Prs1jz = 9V Pra F (oria) L-ae. (4.23)
By Proposition[4.4land the continuity of F’, F'(p] ) is uniformly bounded in n. Multiplying

@23) by \/pr1+ 1 /P}s1er We deduce that

| pnsr — p:—H—l/ZHLOO(Q) <7Cy sup |F'(2)]. (4.24)
z€[0,C1]
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(ii) Let us first show that
/ Up,,) - / Ulppirya) < o = (200,0'(2C) — 3hoinf sU'()| Q. (4.25)

To prove this, we note from (£.23]) that

ko
VPhy1 =\ Prgije 2 A Pr+1 Lae.

where
ko := sup |F'(z)].
z€[0,C4]
This implies that there exists 7., > 0 such that if 7 < 7, then

Pri1 = (1= 2koT)py 410 L%-a.e. (4.26)
On the other hand, using ([£23) again, similar to ([3.I9), we have
Pri1j2 ~ Pry1 = o (1) = —aTpli Leae. (4.27)

Since we assumed (H), U is increasing on (r, 00) and is decreasing on [0, 7) (of course, r
can be 0, in which case the proof is easier). From (4.27), there exist 7., > 0 (not relabeld)
such that for all n, pf < (1 +2a7)p],,, whenever 7 < 7,,. Then

[ s v 20,
{PZLHET} {PZLHET}
< / U(Pn+1/2) + 2ann+1/2 sup U’ ((1 + ZT)P;+1/2)
{127} z€[0,2q]
{PZLHET}

where we used Proposition4land the fact that U’ is continuous. To estimate | (7. <r} U(pLi1),
n+1

we note that infs~o sU’(s) < 0 due to the definition of r (if » = 0, the following estimate is
not needed). Using (£26]) and assuming 6ky7 < 1, still denoted by 7 < 7., we have

[ AN BRI
{P:L+1<7’} {P:L+1<7’}
< / U(p:L-i-l/Q) - 2k07'/72+1/2U,((1 - 2/{?07')/);“/2)
{pn+1<r}
2]{ZOT
< . ——  inf sU'(s
B /{pn+1<r} (e H/Q) 1 — 2koT s€f0,01] (5)
< . — 3kor inf sU'(s).
B /pn+1<7’ p +1/2) 0 SG[O,C1] ( )

Then we obtain (4.25]).
It remains to show that

' / Vel 2 + (clona])Pde — / Vel 1ol [P+ (€l o)) 2| < AKZC,CHIQr. (4.29)

Let us denote py, := pj, 1 — p;, 1 and &, := c[p) 1] — c[p] ;. »). Clearly, by the linearity,
(Pn, G,) solves (LAH). Sobolev embeddings theorems and (2.6) imply that for large p,

lenllora@y < Kallpnllr@) < KsllpnllLe@) < K3CsT,
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where we have used (£.24). Thus, we get

’/Q(C[/?:LH])? - (C[Pﬁ+1/2])2’ < /Q el (clofia] + clpfin o)) < 2K3C1Co|Qr

Estimating similarly [,(|Ve[p.4]|* — IVelp]410)[7), we obtain (E29).
(iii) Similar to (£28), we can observe that

/ ) < [ Flp) + 4korCLF(2C3). (4.30)
{P;+1/22T,}

{p;+1/227'l}

Using that p ., , > (1 — a)pj,, and F' > —a, we have

/ F(far ) < / F((1 - a)p,)
{/’;+1/2<7’,} {p;+1/2<7"l}

< / F(ps) — apl /(1 — a)oly)
{p;+1/2<7"l}

</ (1) +a*Ca, (4.31)
{p;+1/2<7"’}

The desired result is obtained by combining (4.30) and (Z.3T]).
(iv) Let 0 < s <t < T. Obviously, s € (N7, (N + 1)7] and ¢ € (No7, (No + 1)7] for
some Np, Ny < L%J

WER(p™(s), p7(t)) = WER(p}, 1172, Py 41/2)

No—1 No—1 No—1 WFRZ(pZ p’r ) 1/2
. - +1/27 Pi43/2
< Y WER(E i) < (2 07 2 P ) T s
k=Ny k=N1 k=Ny
From (2.3), (310), and (3.4]), we see that
WFR2(/JZ+1/27 PE+3/2) < Q(FR2 (PE+1/27 /771;+1) + W22(/72+17 P£+3/2)>7
W22<P£+17 /72+3 2)
T < E(pgn) — (P p0): (4.33)
FR3(PF 1120 Prs)
- < &) — &),
Therefore, thanks to (£.20)), (d21]), and Proposition [£.4], we obtain
NQZI WFR2(P2+1/2> ,02+3/2)
T
k=N
p§01 pSCl
Combining (£32) and (£34]), we get the first inequality in (£.22)). The second one follows
in a similar way. O

Now, we obtain an approximate weak formulation of (ILT]) by using the curves g7 (t), p" (t).
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Lemma 4.7. Let T' > 0. Suppose that the assumptions in Proposition hold and that
T < Twe a$ stated in Lemmal[f.0 Let W(p) := pU'(p) — U(p). For all p € C*°(2), we have

/Q(/f(tz) p(th)) o+ 2(7) / /\/7\/_+\/_)F/(p )o

/ /w V(5 / /prvc Vo NVO<t <t,<T, (4.35)

where the remainder term (1) tends to 0 as T | 0.

Proof. First, we recall the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.2). Using Proposition B4, pr s I8

always smaller than M := % whenever 7 is small enough, which means p = 0 in (3.2]).
Hence, we get

T T ¥ re}
U/<Pn+1/2) — xclpriaye] + o [ forall z € Q. (4.36)
Since all functions in (£36) are Lipschitz,

d — 1T,
! =0 ae x€Q, (4.37)

V(UI(/):L+1/2)) - XVC[P:LH/z] +
where T}, is an optimal transport map from py ., s to pr- Since p;, = T, #p; | /2 for all
¢ € C>=(Q) we have

/ PPry1se — / bp;, = / PPry1)2 — / ¢oTnpriie

—— [T = oD = =1 [ Tota)- =2

—T/V¢<x) : (VU/<P;+1/2) - XVC)P;+1/2 + sup | D?*¢|W3 (o], P;+1/2)

Pn+1/2 -+ sup |D ¢|W2 (Pns Pn+1/2)

-7 / V(z) - V\I]<p;+1/2) + T/X/):LJrl/zVC V¢ + sup ‘D2¢|W22<P;7 /7;+1/2)7 (4.38)

where in the last equality we have used that pVU'(p) = V(pU'(p) — U(p)) = VU (p).
Finally, we fix 0 < t; <ty < T. We will only show that (4.33]) holds for the case ¢; > 0,

since the proof for the case t; = 0 can be treated in a similar way. Let ¢; > 0, and then

obviously we have t; € ((n — 1)7,n7] and ¢; € ((m — 1)7,m7] for some m,n € N. Since

/ch(pT(tQ)—pT(tl)) :/Qéb(an—PZ)

m—1 _
= ;/ﬂéf)(pzﬂ - PZ) = kz;z /Q ¢(PZ+1 - p£+1/2) + ¢(,02+1/2 _ PZ),
by using Proposition 4] ([3.21]), and (4.38]), we obtain
/ op(tz) - / ¢p’ (1) = —/ / \/7(\/,07+ Vi) —_—

/ /ng) VU (p / /X,OTVC -Vo¢+ E(7) Vo € C(Q), (4.39)
where E(7) = > - sup\D2¢|W22(pk,pk+1/2). Clearly F(7) is nonnegative, and using
(420) and ([£33) (as in (£34)) we have

E(T) < T||D2¢HLoo [(Cg + C4)T+ sup 51( ) — inf 51( )]

p<Cy p<C1
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with the constants C, C3, and C4 given in Lemma
Let Z(7) be the subtraction of the right hand side in (439) from the right hand side

in (£35). Thanks to Proposition 4] since /p™(\/p™ + /") F'(p7), prU'(p") — U(p"), and
p"Vc[pT] belong to LY((0,T) x Q)), we see that Z(1) — 0 as 7 — 0. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We prove Theorem sequentially. More precisely, we will first prove the theorem
with the additional assumption (H). Finally, we will show that the assumption (H) can be
removed, and finally Theorem is proved.

Proof of Theorem Fix T > 0. Let 7 be small enough to satisfy the assumptions of
Lemmal7 Let (7;) be a vanishing sequence that satisfies such a smallness. It is important
to note that we are assuming (H) in Step 1 and Step 2.

Step 1. %—Hélder continuity w.r.t. WFR metric : In order to prove this step, we follow
the main lines of [13], Corollary 4.1] (in our case, thanks to Proposition 4.4 we do not need
to estimate the masses by the WFR distance as before; moreover, our limit measure belongs
to L>(92)). Clearly, by Proposition .4, we have

p™ Ol < Cr (Ip™ Ol <G VE€[0,T]. (5.1)

Using (B5.1)), we know that p™(¢), 5™ (t) belong to the set {o € M (Q) : |o| < |Q|C!},
which is relatively compact in M*(Q). Since ([E22) holds, thanks to a refined version of the
Ascoli-Arzela theorem [Il Proposition 3.3.1], we admit a subsequence (73)(not relabeled)
such that for all ¢ € [0, T

P () 2 u(t) in C.(Q)* = C(Q)* as k — oo,

which means

/ 7 (B — / sdv(t) Yo e ).

Q Q

Thanks to (5.1]), we conclude that there exists a curve p : [0, 7] — L*°(£2) such that
v(t) = p(t)LNy  VEE0,T].

Repeating this process to p™, up to a subsequence, we have
[ sda~ [ pwots voec@,
Q Q

for a curve p* : [0,T] — L*>(Q).

On the other hand, from (24) and (iii) of Lemma .5 we note WFR(p™(t), p™(t)) <
V2C57;. As mentioned in Remark 2.6, since WFR is lower semicontinuous with respect
to weak™ convergence, we obtain WFR(p(t), p*(t)) < liminfy_,. WFR(p™ (1), p™(t)) < 0,
which gives p = p*. Therefore, for all t € [0, 7] and all ¢ € C(Q),

Lo wods, [ wods— [ ptjoas (5.2)
Q Q Q
Recalling (4.22)) and using again the lower semicontinuity of WFR, we get

WEFR(p(t), p(s)) < Cg|t — s|*/? Vs, t € [0,T]. (5.3)
This means that p € CY2([0, T]; M{pr(Q)).
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Step 2. Euxistence of a weak solution & (LI3]) : We wish to pass to the limit in (£.35)
as 7 | 0. The limit on the left hand side follows directly from (5.2)), i.e.,

/ (7 () — p™(02)) — / (plts) — p(t))6 Vo € C(). (5.4)
Q Q

From (4.37), we know that

V(U/( n+1/2)) - ch[pnﬁ_l/g] = T a.e. (55)

where T}, is an optimal transport map from p* | 1o tO PIE. Combining (55) with the following
inequality

Wz(pn ’pn+1/2)

Tk

< &(py) —Eilp n+1/2)

we obtain
[ VOG0 = XTIl ol < E07) ~ 1Py (56)
Using (£20) and (5.0), we have
[ T GT0,0) = Xl ol Py < E7) = E7) + (Cat Come (5.1

Adding up (B.7) from n =0 to n = Nj (with N := L%J), we see that

T
| IV G 0) = Tl Ol ot < Exlpn) = inf &1+ (ot C)(Ne+ Dy

< &lpo) — inf & +(Cs+ C)(T+1):=Cr (5.8)

where we used Proposition .4 to get the uniform boundedness of &;.
Applying Young’s inequality to (5.8]), we obtain

/ FHVU () < Cy e / VU ()
Qx(0,T)

Qx(0,T)
2

) [ wepa 59)
€ Qx(0,T)

On the other hand, using (5.]) and (2.6)), similar to ([{29]), we get
/ IVelp™]|?p™ < K3C3Q x (0,T)| := Cs. (5.10)
Qx(0,T)
Combining (£.9) and (5.10) and choosing € = 1/2, we see that
[ IvUmP < 2(Cr+ ) 6.1
Qx(0,7)
which gives

/ VO (pm™)|* = / VU () |* < 2C1(Cr + X*C) = Co. (5.12)
Qx(0,T) Qx(0,7)

Now, in order to prove the following claim, we use a variant of the Aubin-Lions lemma
[23] introduced in Proposition 2.7
Claim: There exists a subsequence (7;) (not relabeled) such that for a.e. ¢ € (0,7") and
for all p € (1, 00),
pE(t) — p™(t) strongly in LP(Q), (5.13)
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pt — p** strongly in  LP(Q2 x (0,7)). (5.14)
Proof of Claim: Let X := LP(Q) with p > 1. We write L& () := {p € L*(2) N
MT(Q): p <Oy ae.}. Then we set

/Q|V\Il(p)\2 if VU(p) € L*(Q) and p € LE (Q),

F(p) = (5.15)

o0 else,

where U(p) := pU'(p) —U(p), and define the pseudo distance g on LP(€2) x LP(2) as follows:
. WFR(u, ) if u, & € M*(Q),
ey [ b

00 else.

We first show that sublevels of .# are relatively compact in X. Given L > 0, let < :=
{pe LP(Q):.F < L}. If (p,) is any sequence in .F<, then,

/ V()2 < L.
(9]

which implies by Rellich’s theorem, up to a subsequence, ¥(p,) — p in L*(2) strongly.
Therefore, up to a subsequence,

pn— U () ae.
where we have used that ¥/(s) > 0 for all s > 0. Since p, < C}, we see that
pn = U7 () in LP(Q),

which gives us the desired result.
We now show that .# is lower semicontinuous with respect to LP(2) convergence, that
is,
liminf % (p,) > Z (p) (5.16)

n—o0

whenever p, — p in LP(). Suppose that p, — p in LP(Q2). To show (B.I6]), without
loss of generality, we can assume that liminf, ., .%#(p,) < oo, and hence there exists a
subsequence (n’) such that

liminf % (p,) = lim Z(p) and sup.Z(py) < oo.

n—00 n’—oo n

Due to the strong convergence of (p,) in LP(Q2), by passing to a subsequence, p,, — p a.e.
Using weak compactness in L?(€2), up to a subsequence, we obtain

VU(pw) = V¥(p) in L*Q),

where we used that p,, — p a.e.
From the elementary inequality |z|? — |y|? > 2(x — y) - y yields

F () = F(0) 22 [ V() (VW(p) — V(). (5.17)

Letting n' — oo, we get (5.16]).
Thus, the assumption (a) of Proposition 2.7 is satisfied. By the definition of .# and g,
the assumption (b) is also clearly fulfilled. Set % := {p™}, where (7}) is the sequence in

(5IT)). Then (27) holds due to (5.12)). In addition, (2.8)) follows from (Z£.22). O

We go back to the proof. Due to (5.2]), one can check that
P = p. (5.18)
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Combining (5.I14) and (5.I8), p™ converges to p in LP(2 x (0,77)), and hence p™ also
converges to p in LP(2 x (0,7)) by (AI9). Thus, up to a subsequence,

p™, p™  converge pointwise to p for almost every (x,t) € Q x (0,7T). (5.19)
Using (5.12), weak compactness, and (5.19) we have for all ¢ € C°(Q)

/: /QW'VU'(ﬁT’“(t))ﬁ”(t) dadt = /t . /Q Vo VU (1)) dudt

to t2
—>/ /V(b -VU(p(t)) dxdt :/ /ng VU (p(t))p(t) dzdt. (5.20)
t1 Q t1 Q
On the other hand, (5.13), (5.18)), and (2.6) imply that for a.e. ¢ € (0,7),

[le[o™ ()] = clp®)]llcra@) < Kalle[p™ (8)] = clp(®)]llw2r@) < Kaflp™(¢) = p()|| o) — 0.

Hence, for a.e. t € (0,7), Vc[p™(t)] converges to Vc[p(t)] in the sup-norm, which shows
that c[p(t)] satisfies the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, that is,

Velp(t)] -v =0 (5.21)

/ / HV[F™ ()] - Vo d:cdt—>/ / HOVe[p(t)] - Vo dudt Vo e C*(Q) (5.22)

by using the dominated convergence theorem.
As we have already shown (5.4)), (520), and (5:22]), it remains to show the convergence
about the first term in the right hand side of (435). From (5E.1), (5.19), and dominated

convergence theorem, we obtain

//\/’ﬂ \/’ﬂ )= VI ¢—>// F (o)) dudt.

Hence, for all ¢ € COO(Q) and for all 0 < t; <ty < T, we have

/ (plts) — plt2))$ da
Q

/t/ VU’ (1)) = xVelp(t )] -V dudt — // t)F' (p(t))¢ ddt. (5.23)

It is well known that (5.23) is equivalent to (LI2).
Lastly, we prove (LI3). Applying Fatou’s lemma to (5.12), we obtain

T
//|v\1/ )* < /hmmf/|V\If(ﬁ“€)|2§1i]£ninf/ /|v\11(ﬁfk)|2gcg, (5.24)
—00 0 Q

where we used (5.13), (5.I8), and a lower semicontinuity of the functional p — [, [V¥(p)|?
(see (B.I7))). Moreover, thanks to (B.1]), and (B.19), we get
sup p(z,t) < Ch. (5.25)
Qx[0,T]

Step 3. Removing the hypothesis (H) : We show that the assumption (H) can be
dropped. Given py € L>®(Q2) and a convex function U satisfying Assumption [T we ap-
proximate py and U with (p§).>0 and (Us)s=o respectively. Let

po = (Po * n: + €)1, Us(s) = U(s) + dslog s,
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where fg := pp in Q and it vanishes in R\, and 7. denotes a standard (positive) mollifier.
Thus, (pj) and (Us) satisty (H). Moreover, we note that
||pg||Loo — ||p0||Loo as ¢ — 0. (526)

Therefore, we obtain a curve p.s(¢) which fulfills Theorem as shown in Step 1 and

Step 2. Hence, by (B.3), (5.23), (5.25), (5.24)) p. s satisfies
WER(pe (1), pra(5)) < CElt — 2 (527)
[ pestte) = pestt)o do [ [ Fslos(0) - T6 ~ xpuslt)Velpes(t)] - Vo
Q 6 Jo

to _
_ / / pes(OF (pos())é dadt Yo e C¥@), YO<th <t <T, (528
t1 Q
esssup pe s(z,t) < Cf, (5.29)
Qx[0,T]
[ WUl = [ 10V < G5 (530
Qx(0,7) Qx(0,T)

where we have used the notations O, C5°, C5° that depend on pf and Us to distinguish
from C1, Cg, Co. Due to (5.20]), we see that C7 — Cf, C’g"g — (g, and C’g"g —Cyase,dl0.
Let €, 6 be small enough to satisfy C¢ < C; 4+ 1 and 03’6 < (Cqy+1.

With an abuse of notation, we do not use sequence notations for ¢, like €y, 6;.

All we need to do is to repeat the proofs of Step I and Step 2 for p.s. The main
differences are described below.

Firstly, since supgy o1y pe,s < C1 + 1, following the proof of (5.3) and using (£.27), we
obtain a curve o(t) : [0,7] — M™(Q) N L>(Q) satisfying

WFR(o(t), o(s)) < Cglt — s[>,

Secondly, we apply Aubin-Lions lemma again. More precisely, we note that VWs(p. 5) =
VY (pes) +0Vpes and ¥ > 0. Then, from (5.30), we have

/ V() < / VUs(pes)? < Co+ 1, (5.31)
Qx(0,T) Qx(0,7)

In particular, thanks to this inequality, we keep the definition of (B.I%]), not replacing

F(p) = [ |Vs(p)]>. Then, similar to (EI3) and (G.I9), by setting % := {p.s(t)} and by
passing to a subsequence, we obtain:

||pe.s(t) — 0(t)||zr) = 0 for a.e. t € (0,T), (5.32)

pes — 0 forae. (x,t) € Qx(0,7). (5.33)

Since Ve[p. 5(t)]-v = 0 from (5.21]) and since (5.32)) holds, we derive similarly Ve[o(t)]-v = 0

for a.e. t € (0,7). Moreover, thanks to (5.33)), it is possible to pass to the limit in (5.28),

ie., p.s and Vs in (5.28) can be replaced by p and W respectively by following the proof of
(5:23). Thus, we have a weak solution.

Thirdly, using (5.29) and (5.33)), we get

esssup o(x,t) < C.
Qx[0,T]

Finally, due to (5.31)) and (5.33]), we can repeat the proof of (5.24)), and therefore

/ V(o) = / oVU () < Co + 1.
Qx(0,T) Qx(0,T)
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This completes the proof.

6. APPENDIX

6.1. Proofs of Proposition 3.1l (i) Let (p,)nen be a minimizing sequence of the scheme
1), and let (¢[pn])nen be a sequence of the solutions in (ILH]) corresponding to p,. Since
pn < M, for any p > 1 there exists p € LP(Q) such that up to a subsequence p, —

p weakly in LP(Q). Also, the functional p — [, U(p)dz is lower semicontinuous with
respect to such a weak convergence, since p, is unlformly bounded by M (see e.g. [25,
Proposition 7.7]). On the other hand, we know from (2.6) that ||c[p,]||w=2» is uniformly
bounded in n. Using weak compactness in WP and the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, up
to a subsequence we see that supg (|c[pn] — c[p]| + |Velpa] — Velp]]) = 0 as n — <.
Thus, [, Alc[pn]? +|Velpn]? = [, Alclp]? +|Velp]|*. Since Q is bounded and p,, narrowly
converges to p, we have W2(g, pn) — I/V2 (g, p). Therefore, we conclude that

inf <5 (1) + M) — limin (51<pn> + w) > £1(p) + 220:0).

peS T n—00 T

which means that p is a minimizer.

(ii) Now we investigate an Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimization problem (B.1):

Let p be a minimizer obtained from (B.I)). Let p be a nonnegative measure so that
p< M := % and |p| = |p|, and define p. := (1 —¢)p + ep with 0 < ¢ < 1/2. From the
minimality of p, we have

W3(p,9) Wipe9) 6.1)

Eilp) + -

S gl (,05) +

Recall that p < M and the function sU’(s) is bounded from below on (0, 00) due to the
assumptions on U. Following the arguments in [25, Lemma 8.6, we see that U'(p) € Ll(Q)
In addition, we note that |(5 — p)U'((1 — €)p 4+ ep)| < 2M(|U'(p)| + |U'(M)]) € L
Letting € | 0 and using the dominated convergence theorem, we get

Moreover, from (L), we obtain

J (Mlelp? + 1Velp]?) = [ (Alelp]” + [Velp]?)

€

5 / 2llG—p).  (63)

where we used the fact that c[p.] = ¢[p] +ec[p — p] and [, c[plp = [, clp
Let ¢ € K(p, g) and ¢, € K(p., g). We also note that

Wf(pe,g)z/gcpadpe+/gso§dg, sz(p,g)Z/Qsodp+/gs00d92/ﬂsoedp+/gwidg-

Following the arguments in [5, Lemma 3.4, we see that . converges uniformly, up to a
subsequence, to ¢ as € — 0 (see also [I7, Proposition 2.4]). Therefore, we have

2 W2
lim inf Wy (e 9) = Wy (p,9) < lim mf/ d(p—p) = / od(p — p). (6.4)
e—0 g e—0 Q Q
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Combining (6.1))-(6.4), we obtain

[ o= [ o+ [ o< [0@s-x [ o+ [ o

Let h := U'(p) — xclp] + £. Since [hp < [ hp for all admissible p, there exists [ € R
such that

p=M ae. in{h<lI},

p<M ae in{h=1},

p=0 ae in{h>1}.
More precisely, we can write

= sup{MLY({h < a}) < |o}.

a€eR

Similar to [25, Lemma 8.6], we see that supp(p) = Q. Hence, h <[ a.e. So we have

. [uan a.e. in {h <},
Ulp) = {Z+XC_¢/T a.e. in {h=1}.

Recalling that U’ is increasing and distinguishing two cases p = M and p < M, we are able
to redefine (up to a negligible set)

U'(p) == min(U'(3), 1+ xc— 2) on Q. (6.5)
T
We know that the Kantorovich potential ¢ is Lipschitz on Q. Moreover, c is also Lipschitz
because ¢ € W*4(Q) for large ¢. Since U'(M) and I 4+ xc — £ are Lipschitz on Q, U'(p) is
also Lipschitz by (G.3]). If we define p := (I —h)* with U’(p) redefined, then p is continuous
and for all z € Q,

U'(p) = xelpl + £ +p=1, p=0, p(0 = p) = 0. (6.6)

Since U’'(0+) = —oo, (6.6) implies
essﬂinfp > 0,

and hence p is also Lipschitz.

(iii) From the assumptions and (ii), we have g,p € C%%(Q), and ¢ and p are strictly
positive and bounded. Then Caffarelli’s regularity theory gives ¢ € C*%(Q) (see also [28,
Theorem 4.14]). Let w := ¢ — 7xc and zy € argmingw. Using (6.6]), we know that p has
its maximum at x, and hence p(xg) = ||p||L~. We now consider two cases, xo € int({2) and
Xo € o0f.

First, let xy belong to the interior of 2. Since w has its minimum at xy, we have
Aw(zg) > 0, and hence Ap(zg) > Tx(c(xo) — p(x0)) > —7xp(20). Due to the connection
between the map 7" and the Monge-Ampere equation, we have p(x¢) = g(T'(zo))det(Iy —
D?p(xg)). Since I; — D?p is positive definite, thanks to arithmetic-geometric inequality,

det(I; — D%p(x0)) < (1 — A2)d < (1 + X2r0)yd - Consequently, we obtain

= d d
X<Y(1+X) or Y>L
— ) —<1+X)d7

where X := XAl o q y . — mxlgllzee
: a : dlpce




28 KYUNGKEUN KANG, HWA KIL KIM, GEUNTAEK SEO

Let G : [0,00) — R be the map defined as G(x) = Tim7 and observe that G has
attained its maximum at r = -1 (when d > 2). Note that for given A\ > 1, there exists

a1
a small 6(\) € (0 7) such that if z € [0,0(A)], then G(x) > —%—. We also note that
p <M= % implies X < & < - Then, if Y is small enough, the level set {G < Y}

1
» 2(d—1 T+Adz

d—1
should be located in a small neighborhood of the origin. Therefore, we conclude that given
A> 1LY < G(N), be., 7llgllee < o = co(A, X, d) == sty then
Y > X X

>
T (1+X) T 1+ X

because X < §(A). Thus, we have + + Ad > +, which gives (B.3).
Second, we need to check the case xg € 0€). Since w attains its minimum at zy, we

deduce 2%(zy) < 0. So we have %f(xo) < 0 because of 2(zg) = 0. Hence, %f(xo) =

(o —T'(x0))-n < 0, where T is the optimal transport map from p to g. On the other hand,
since we assumed €2 is strictly convex, we obtain (7'(x¢) — x¢) - n < 0 unless T'(zg) = zo.
Consequently, if o € 0f2, then we have a contradiction except for the case T'(zy) = xo.
Finally, we have to consider the case where T'(zg) = zo. If so, we get 2%(zo) = 0. Due
to the minimality of zy for w, we know that Aw(xzy) > 0. Then we can obtain ([B.3]) by
following the same proof for the case zy € int(€2). O

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

K. Kang was supported by NRF RS-2024-00336346 and RS-2024-00406821. H. Kim
was supported by NRF-2021R1F1A1048231. G. Seo was supported by the National Re-
search Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (RS-
2023-00219980 and RS-2023-00212227).

REFERENCES

[1] L. AMBROsIO, N. GIGLI, G. SAVARE, Gradient flows in metric spaces and in the space of probability
measures, Second edition. Lectures in Mathematics ETH Zurich. Birkhauser Verlag, Basel (2008)

[2] A. BLANCHET, V. CALVEZ, J. A. CARRILLO, Convergence of the mass-transport steepest descent
scheme for the subcritical Patlak-Keller-Segel model, STAM J. Numer. Anal. 46 (2), 691-721 (2008)

[3] A. BLANCHET, A gradient flow approach to the Keller-Segel systems, RIMS Kokyuroku’s lecture note
1837, pp.52-73 (2013)

[4] G. BUTTAZZO, Semicontinuity, relaxation and integral representation in the calculus of variations,
Longman Scientific and Technical, New York (1989)

[5] G. BurTAZZO, F. SANTAMBROGIO, A model for the optimal planning of an urban area, STAM J. Math.
Anal.37 (2), 514-530 (2005)

[6] X. CAO, S. ZHENG, Boundedness of solutions to a quasilinear parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel system
with logistic source, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 37 (15) 2326-2330 (2014)

[7] J.A. CARRILLO, F. SANTAMBROGIO, L™ estimates for the JKO scheme in parabolic-elliptic Keller-
Segel systems, Quart. Appl. Math. 76 (3), 515-530 (2018)

[8] L. CHizAT, G. PEYRE, B. SCHMITZER, F.-X. VIALARD, Unbalanced optimal transport: Dynamic and
Kantorovich formulations, J. Funct. Anal. 274 (11), 3090-3123 (2018)

[9] L. CHizAaT, G. PEYRE, B. SCHMITZER, F.-X. VIALARD, An Interpolating Distance Between Optimal
Transport and Fisher—-Rao Metrics, Found Comput Math 18, 1-44 (2018)

[10] M. D1 FRANCESCO, D. MATTHES, Curves of steepest descent are entropy solutions for a class of
degenerate convection-diffusion equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 50 (1-2), 199-230
(2014)

[11] K. FuJig, M. WINKLER, T. YOKOTA, Blow-up prevention by logistic sources in a parabolic-elliptic
Keller-Segel system with singular sensitivity, Nonlinear Anal. 109, 56-71 (2014)

[12] T.O. GALLOUET, M. LABORDE, L. MONSAINGEON, An unbalanced optimal transport splitting scheme
for general advection-reaction-diffusion problems, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 25 (8) (2019)



13]
14]
15]
16]
17]
18]
19]
20]
21]
22]
23]

[24]

25)
26]
27]
28]
20]
30]
31)
32)

[33]

KELLER-SEGEL MODELS WITH LOGISTIC SOURCE 29

T.O. GALLOUET, L. MONSAINGEON, A JKO splitting scheme for Kantorovich-Fisher-Rao gradient
flows, STAM J. Math. Anal. 49 (2), 1100-1130 (2017)

D. GiLBARG, N.S. TRUDINGER, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, second edition,
Reprint of the 1998 edition Classics Math. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2001)

R. JORDAN, D. KINDERLEHRER, F. OTTO, The variational formulation of the Fokker-Planck equation,
STAM J. Math. Anal. 29 (1), 1-17 (1998)

K. KANG, A. STEVENS, Blowup and global solutions in a chemotazis-growth system, Nonlinear Anal.
135, 57-72 (2016)

I.C. KiM, A. MELLET, Y. Wu, A density-constrained model for chemotaxis, Nonlinearity 36 (2)
1082-1119 (2023)

S. KONDRATYEV, L. MONSAINGEON, D. VOROTNIKOV, A new optimal transport distance on the space
of finite Radon measures, Adv. Differential Equations 21 (11-12) 1117-1164 (2016)

N.V. KryLov, Lectures on elliptic and parabolic equations in Sobolev spaces, Grad. Stud. Math.
American Mathematical Society, Providence (2008)

M. L1IERO, A. MIELKE, G. SAVARE, Optimal Transport in Competition with Reaction: The Hellinger-
Kantorovich Distance and Geodesic Curves, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 48 (4), 2869-2911 (2016)

M. Liero, A. MiteLKE, G. SAVARE, Optimal Entropy-Transport problems and a new
Hellinger—Kantorovich distance between positive measures, Invent. math. 211, 969-1117 (2018)

F. OTT0o, The geometry of dissipative evolution equations: the porous medium equation, Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 26 (1-2), 101-174 (2001)

R. Rossi, G. SAVARE, Tightness, integral equicontinuity and compactness for evolution problems in
Banach spaces, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. 2 (5), 395-431 (2003)

R. B. SALAKO, W. SHEN, Global ezistence and asymptotic behavior of classical solutions to a parabolic-
elliptic chemotazis system with logistic source on R, J. Differential Equations 262 (11) 5635-5690
(2017)

F. SANTAMBROGIO, Optimal transport for applied mathematicians, Progress in Nonlinear Differential
Equations and their Applications 87, Birkhauser (2015)

F. SANTAMBROGIO, Fuclidean, metric, and Wasserstein gradient flows: an overview, Bull. Math. Sci.
7 (1), 87-154 (2017)

J. I. TELLO, M. WINKLER, A chemotaxis system with logistic source, Comm. Partial Differential
Equations 32 (4-6), 849-877 (2007)

C. VILLANI, Topics in optimal transportation, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 58. American Math-
ematical Society, Providence (2003)

L. Wang, C. Mu, P. ZHENG, On a quasilinear parabolic-elliptic chemotaxis system with logistic
source, J. Differential Equations 256 (5), 1847-1872 (2014)

M. WINKLER, Chemotaxis with logistic source: very weak global solutions and their boundedness prop-
erties, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 348 (2), 708-729 (2008)

M. WINKLER, How far can chemotactic cross-diffusion enforce exceeding carrying capacities?, J. Non-
linear Sci. 24 (5) 809-855 (2014)

M. WINKLER, Finite-time blow-up in low-dimensional Keller-Segel systems with logistic-type superlin-
ear degradation, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 69 (2), 40 pp. (2018)

J. ZHENG, Boundedness of solutions to a quasilinear parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel system with logistic
source, J. Differential Equations 259 (1), 120-140 (2015)

KYUNGKEUN KANG: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

YONSEI UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 03722, REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Email address: kkang@yonsei.ac.kr

Hwa KiL KiM: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS EDUCATION

HANNAM UNIVERSITY, DAEJEON 34430, REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Email address: hwakil@hnu.kr

GEUNTAEK SEO: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

POSTECH, PoHANG 37673, REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Email address: gtseo@postech.ac.kr



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Keller-Segel models & gradient flows approach
	1.2. Main results

	2. Preliminaries
	3. Splitting JKO scheme
	3.1. Wasserstein JKO step
	3.2. Fisher-Rao JKO step

	4. Approximate weak solutions: Construction and L-estimates
	5. Proof of Theorem 1.5
	6. Appendix
	6.1. Proofs of Proposition 3.1

	Acknowledgments
	References

