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Abstract

A parabolic system of three unknown functions, not expressible as gradient flows,
is treated as three coupled gradient flows. For each unknown function, the minimizing
movement scheme is used to construct a time-discrete approximate solution. Unlike
standard minimizing movement scheme for gradient flows, the relative compactness of
the time-discrete approximate solution with respect to the time step is not inherently
guaranteed. However, the existence of a Lyapunov functional ensures this relative
compactness, leading to the existence of time-global solutions.
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1 Introduction

We consider the following system.






















∂tu = ∆um −∇ · (u∇v), x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

ε1∂tv = κ1∆v − γ1v + w, x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

ε2∂tw = κ2∆w − γ2w + u, x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0 ≥ 0, ε1v(x, 0) = ε1v0 ≥ 0, ε2w(x, 0) = ε2w0 ≥ 0, x ∈ Rd,

(1.1)

where εi, κi > 0 and γi ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2. In this paper, we consider the case where

m ≥ 2 − 4

d
, d ≥ 5.

Assuming the integrability of ∇um and u∇v, it follows from the first equation of system
(1.1) that the conservation law of the mass

M :=

∫

Rd

u(x) dx =

∫

Rd

u0(x) dx
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is satisfied.
The objectives of this paper are threefold:

1. to provide sufficient conditions for the existence of global-in-time weak solutions to
problem (1.1),

2. to demonstrate an application of the minimizing movement approach to a system of
evolution equations that is not a gradient flow,

3. to propose a method that allows for handling Lyapunov functionals without concern
for the smoothness of the solution.

Let us briefly explain the system (1.1). In conditions where

κ1 6= 0, ε2 = κ2 = 0 or κ2 6= 0, ε1 = κ1 = 0 (1.2)

as specified in equation (1.1), the system is well-known as the Keller-Segel system. The
existence of a critical mass threshold Mc has been predicted and studied: if ‖u0‖L1 < Mc,
solutions exist globally in time, whereas for any M > Mc, there exists a solution with
‖u0‖L1 = M that blows up in finite time. The Keller-Segel system, under the conditions
of (1.2), is further classified into fully parabolic and parabolic-elliptic types depending on
whether

ε1 + ε2 6= 0 or ε1 + ε2 = 0,

respectively. Research concerning the aforementioned threshold Mc has been reported
for both cases. See for instance, [5, 7, 9, 11, 15, 26, 27, 29] for time global existence,
[6, 17, 18, 21, 24, 30, 31] for the existence of blow-up solutions, [8, 10, 12, 34] for the
threshold. Additionally, for a review of the Keller-Segel system up to recent years, see [4]
and the references therein. Furthermore, the method of constructing time-global solutions
by viewing the Keller-Segel system as a gradient flow can be considered a precursor to
the approaches in this paper. For the parabolic-elliptic case with m = 1 and d = 2, it is
formulated as a gradient flow in [7], and for the fully parabolic case with m = 1 and d = 2
in [9], and for the fully parabolic case with m > 1 in [11, 26, 27, 28]. Additionally, while
not specific to the so-called minimal models, see [23] for an application of the gradient flow
approach to the multi-species Keller-Segel system.

To view the Keller-Segel system as a gradient flow, the concept of Wasserstein distance
is required. The Wasserstein distance is a notion of distance applicable to probability mea-
sures, and was utilized by Jordan-Kinderlehrer-Otto [22] in constructing solutions to the
Fokker–Planck equation. This method is referred to as the JKO-Scheme or the Minimizing
Movement Scheme (MMS). the MMS is often used in a more general context than the
original work of Jordan-Kinderlehrer-Otto, and it involves discussions in abstract metric
spaces as seen in [2]. Both the JKO-Scheme and the MMS involve discretizing the time
interval, variationally constructing discrete solutions at each time step, and then obtaining
the existence of solutions in the limit as the time discretization approaches zero. Due to
their variational nature, by focusing on the minimal point, solutions to partial differential
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equations can be derived via the Euler-Lagrange equations, and by focusing on the mini-
mum values, the existence of curves of maximal slope, which do not require the concept of
derivatives, can be established as alternatives to solutions of partial differential equations.
In any case, the resulting partial differential equations are of the form known as gradient
flows.

However, the concept of a gradient flow is inherently unstable. For instance, even a
slight perturbation to the first or second equation of the Keller-Segel system could disrupt
its structure as a gradient flow. In mathematical modeling, inaccuracies and subsequent
model revisions are unavoidable issues, and the MMS, being specialized for gradient flows,
has inherent limitations in terms of versatility. A notable example is the problem (1.1)
where coefficients are not set to zero; unlike the Keller-Segel system, (1.1) under these
conditions no longer fits within the framework of gradient flows. Hence, this paper proposes
a slight modification to MMS to variationally construct solutions to problem (1.1). This
minor modification uniquely does not require the knowledge of Lyapunov functionals or
their lower bounds during the construction phase of approximate solutions. Moreover, it not
only addresses equations that are non-gradient in flow, but also significantly diverges from
the MMS, which constructs solutions under the assumption that the Lyapunov functional
is already known.

The existence of a threshold similar to that in the Keller-Segel system has been con-
firmed for problem (1.1), specifically reported when m = 1 and d = 4. Fujie-Senba [13] have
proved that in a bounded domain, under spherical symmetry with the boundary conditions

∂u

∂ν
=

∂v

∂ν
=

∂w

∂ν
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

or the boundary conditions

∂u

∂ν
− u

∂v

∂ν
= v = w = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0

without spherical symmetry, if ‖u0‖L1 < (8π)2, the solution remains global in time. Fur-
thermore, Fujie-Senba [14] have proved the existence of solutions that blow up in finite
time when M exceeds (8π)2 and is not a natural number multiple of (8π)2, satisfying
‖u0‖L1 = M . Additionally, Hosono-Ogawa [20] deal with problems that are reduced to
(1.1) through variable transformations, demonstrating that global-in-time solutions exist
under the conditions m = 1, ε1 = ε2 = 0 and d = 4 when ‖u0‖L1 < (8π)2. Also, Hosono-
Laurençot [19] showed that when m = 1, ε1 = ε2 = 1 and d = 4, time-global solutions exist
if ‖u0‖L1 < (8π)2.

Fujie-Senba [13], Hosono-Ogawa [20] and Hosono-Laurençot [19] derive the Lyapunov
functional or the modified Lyapunov functional through direct calculation from the exis-
tence of classical local solutions. Roughly speaking, the existence of time-global solutions
requires the boundedness from below of the functional, for which Fujie-Senba and Hosono
et al. apply Adams-type inequality and Brezis-Merle inequality, respectively. Contrary
to their analysis, our problem includes a degenerate diffusion term in the first equation,
which precludes the expectation of classical solutions. Consequently, deriving and utiliz-
ing the Lyapunov functional is challenging. Therefore, instead of direct differentiation, we

3



derived the Lyapunov functional from its variational properties and obtained the existence
of time-global solutions and the energy inequality as demonstrated below.

Before describing the main theorem of this paper, let us first clarify the concept of weak
solutions that will be addressed herein.

Definition 1.1 (time-global weak solutions). A triple (u, v, w) of non-negative functions
is defined as a time-global weak solution of (1.1) if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) For any T > 0, the functions meet these regularity conditions:

– u ∈ L∞(0, T ; (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd)),

– v ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Rd)),

– w ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Rd)),

– ‖u(t)‖L1 = ‖u0‖L1 for all t ∈ [0, T ],

– sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Rd

|x|2 u dx < ∞.

(ii) For any T > 0, the functions demonstrate additional regularity:

– u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Rd)),

– um ∈ L1(0, T ;W 1, d
d−1 (Rd)),

– v ∈ L2(0, T ;W 3,2(Rd)),

– w ∈ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Rd)).

(iii) As t approaches 0 from above, the following initial conditions are met:

– lim
t↓0

W2(u(t), u0) = 0,

– lim
t↓0

‖v(t) − v0‖H1 = 0,

– lim
t↓0

‖w(t) − w0‖L2 = 0,

where W2 denotes the Wasserstein distance defined in Section 2.

(iv) The triplet (u, v, w) satisfies the following system of equations



























∫ ∞

0

∫

Rd

[u∂tϕ− 〈∇um − u∇v,∇ϕ〉] dxdt = 0, for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × (0,∞)),

ε1∂tv = κ1∆v − γ1v + w, a.e. in Rd × (0,∞),

ε2∂w = κ2∆w − γ2w + u, a.e. in Rd × (0,∞).
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In this paper, we establish the proof of the existence of time-global weak solutions by
constructing approximate solutions using variational methods and obtaining the solution as
a limit of these approximations. To address the technical issues related to the convergence
of the approximate solutions, we make the following assumptions:

(

1 < m < 2 and
4m + 2(m− 1)d

d(2 −m)
≥ 2

)

or m ≥ 2. (1.3)

When m > 2 − 4
d , the existence of time-global weak solutions can be established without

any restrictions on ‖u0‖L1 . This is due to the fact that under this condition, the Lyapunov
functional is always bounded from below.

Theorem 1.2 (global existence in sub-critical exponent). Assume that κ1κ2ε1ε2 6= 0 and
m > 2 − 4

d along with condition (1.3). Then, for any non-negative functions u0 satisfying
u0 ∈ (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd) and |x|2u0 ∈ L1(Rd), v0 ∈ W 2,2(Rd), and w0 ∈ L2(Rd), there exists a
time-global weak solution to (1.1).

When m = 2 − 4
d , a mass threshold appears, and the existence of time-global weak

solutions is conditional upon ‖u0‖L1 < M∗. Furthermore, since condition (1.3) is satisfied
for d ≥ 6, we can summarize without explicit mention of (1.3) as follows:

Theorem 1.3 (global existence in critical exponent). Assume that κ1κ2ε1ε2 6= 0 and m =
2 − 4

d , and d ≥ 6. Then, for any non-negative functions u0 satisfying u0 ∈ (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd)
and |x|2u0 ∈ L1(Rd), v0 ∈ W 2,2(Rd), and w0 ∈ L2(Rd), there exists a time-global weak
solution to problem (1.1), provided that

‖u0‖L1 < M∗,

where M∗ is defined by

M∗ :=

(

2d

d− 4

κ1κ2
C2
∗

) d
4

(1.4)

and

C2
∗ := sup

(u,v)∈(L1∩Lm)(Rd)×Ḣ2(Rd)

∫

Rd

u(−∆)−2u dx

‖u‖
4−(2−m)d
d(m−1)

L1 ‖u‖
m(d−4)
d(m−1)

Lm

. (1.5)

In particular, since M∗ is the threshold for the lower boundedness of the Lyapunov
functional, it can be expected to serve as the threshold for the existence of finite-time
blow-up solutions in (1.1).

Theorem 1.4 (energy inequality). Assume that κ1κ2ε1ε2 6= 0. Define the functional L as
follows:

L(u, v, w) :=
1

m− 1

∫

Rd

um dx−
∫

Rd

uv dx

+
κ1κ2

2

∫

Rd

|∆v|2 dx +
γ1κ2 + γ2κ1

2

∫

Rd

|∇v|2 dx +
γ1γ2

2

∫

Rd

v2 dx

+
ε2
2ε1

∫

Rd

|κ1∆v − γ1v + w|2 dx,

(1.6)
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Then, the following inequality holds for the solutions obtained by Theorem 1.2 and Theorem
1.3:

L(u0, v0, w0) − L(u(T ), v(T ), w(T ))

≥
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇um − u∇v|2
u

dxdt +
ε1κ2 + ε2κ1

ε21

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇ {κ1∆v(t) − γ1v(t) + w(t)} |2 dxdt

+
γ1ε2 + γ2ε1

ε21

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|κ1∆v(t) − γ1v(t) + w(t)|2 dxdt

for every T ∈ [0,∞).

It is anticipated that the existence of time-global weak solutions can also be proven for
cases where d = 4, 5 and m = 2− 4

d . However, although we have succeeded in constructing
approximate solutions and demonstrating the boundedness from below of L under the
restricted condition for M , we were unable to verify what appears to be the condition
u ∈ L2(Rd × (0, T )), which seems necessary for the convergence of these approximate
solutions. To establish the versatility of the methods used in this paper, it is desirable to
clarify this issue in future research.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2 introduces the Wasserstein distance
and constructs approximate solutions for problem (1.1). Section 3 derives the Lyapunov
functional L for (1.1), and Section 4 examines its boundedness from below. Notably, if
m > 2 − 4

d or m = 2 − 4
d and M < M∗, L is bounded below. Under this condition,

Section 5 derives uniform estimates for the approximate solutions that are independent
of the time discretization step. The uniform boundedness obtained in Section 5 leads to
the compactness of the approximate solutions, as shown in Section 6. This compactness
implies the convergence of the approximate solutions to the solution of problem (1.1), as
demonstrated in Section 7. Section 8 proves the energy inequality.

2 Time-discretized approximate solutions

In this section, we partition the time interval [0,∞) and construct variational approxima-
tions to the solutions of (1.1) at each partition point. Before defining the approximate
solutions, we revisit the concept of the (quadratic) Wasserstein distance, denoted as W2.
Consider the space P(Rd) of probability measures on Rd. We define

P2(R
d) :=

{

µ ∈ P(Rd) :

∫

Rd

|x|2dµ(x) < +∞
}

,

MP2(R
d) :=

{

µ :
µ

M
∈ P2(R

d),M > 0
}

.

Definition 2.1 (Wasserstein distance). For µ, ν ∈ P2(R
d), the Wasserstein distance

W2 is defined as

W2(µ, ν) := inf
p∈Γ(µ,ν)

(
∫∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dp(x, y)

) 1
2

,
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where Γ(µ, ν) represents the set of measures p ∈ P(Rd × Rd) that satisfy

∫∫

Rd×Rd

b(x) dp(x, y) =

∫

Rd

b(x) dµ(x),

∫∫

Rd×Rd

b(y) dp(x, y) =

∫

Rd

b(y) dν(y),

for any continuous and bounded function b ∈ Cb(R
d). For µ, ν ∈ MP2(R

d), W2(µ, ν) is
additionally defined by

W2(µ, ν) :=
√
MW2

( µ

M
,
ν

M

)

.

It is well-established that a measure µ ∈ P2(R
d), if absolutely continuous with re-

spect to the Lebesgue measure L d and denoted by µ = uL d with density u ∈ L1(Rd),
allows for the existence of a unique optimal transport p∗ and an optimal transport map tνµ,
characterized by

W2(µ, ν) :=

(∫∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dp∗(x, y)

)
1
2

=

(∫

Rd

|x− tνµ(x)|2 dµ(x)

)
1
2

.

Moreover, tνµ coincides almost everywhere with the gradient of a convex function (refer to [2,
§6.2.3], [3, Theorem 2.3], [35, Theorem 2.12] for instance). For more detailed information on
Wasserstein distances, consider consulting sources such as Chapter 7 of [2], Chapter 6 of [36],
and Chapter 5 of [33]. In this paper, we specifically address cases where both µ and ν possess
densities ρ1 and ρ2, respectively, simplifying the notation for the Wasserstein distance to
W2(ρ1, ρ2) instead of W2(ρ1L

d, ρ2L
d) and ρ1, ρ2 ∈ P2(Rd) instead of µ, ν ∈ P2(R

d). Let
p ∈ Γo(ρ1, ρ2) denote that p is the optimal transport between ρ1 and ρ2.

We define three functionals E , F , and G as follows:

E(u, v) :=
1

m− 1

∫

Rd

um dx−
∫

Rd

uv dx,

F(v,w) :=
1

2

∫

Rd

(κ1|∇v|2 + γ1v
2) dx−

∫

Rd

vw dx,

G(w, u) :=
1

2

∫

Rd

(κ2|∇w|2 + γ2w
2) dx−

∫

Rd

uw dx.

Then, the system (1.1) can formally be expressed as











∂tu = −∇uE(u, v),

ε1∂tv = −∇vF(v,w),

ε2∂tw = −∇wG(w, u),

where ∇u represents the gradient of the functional u 7→ E(u, v) in the Wasserstein space.
Namely, when E(u) :=

∫

Rd f(u), dx, we have −∇uE(u) = ∇ · (u∇f ′(u)). Similarly, ∇v and
∇w represent the gradients of the functionals v 7→ F(v,w) and w 7→ G(w, u) in L2-space,
respectively. Let us refer to this system of equations as the Chimera Gradient Flow.
As will be discussed later, it is possible to construct a “formal”approximate solution for
the Chimera Gradient Flow using techniques similar to the minimizing movement scheme.
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While convergence of the approximate solution is not generally guaranteed by theory, in
the current problem (1.1), the existence of a Lyapunov functional can be asserted, which
allows for a discussion on the convergence of the approximate solutions.

Now, we divide the time interval [0,∞) into sub-intervals with length τ > 0. Let
(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ) := (ρτ ∗ u0, v0, w0) be an approximated initial data, where ρτ is a family of

mollifiers satisfying

ρτ =
1√
τ
ρ

(

x
√
τ
1/d

)

,

∫

Rd

ρ(x), dx = 1, ρ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), ρ ≥ 0.

Note that W2
2 (u0, u

0
τ ) → 0 as τ → 0 by [2, Lemma 7.1.10] and that L(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ) →

L(u0, v0, w0) as τ → 0, where L is the functional defined in Theorem 1.4. Therefore, there
exists a τ∗ > 0 such that for τ ∈ (0, τ∗),

L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ) ≤ L(u0, v0, w0) + 1 (2.1)

Hereafter, assume τ ∈ (0, τ∗) and it will be understood without stating each time that (2.1)
holds. For k = 1, 2, 3, · · · , we recursively define (ukτ , v

k
τ , w

k
τ ) by



































wk
τ ∈ argmin

w∈H1(Rd)

{

G(w, uk−1
τ ) +

ε2
2τ

‖w − wk−1
τ ‖2L2

}

,

vkτ ∈ argmin
v∈H1(Rd)

{

F(v,wk
τ ) +

ε1
2τ

‖v − vk−1
τ ‖2L2

}

,

ukτ ∈ argmin
u∈MP2(Rd)∩Lm(Rd)

{

E(u, vkτ ) +
1

2τ
W2

2 (u, uk−1
τ )

}

,

(2.2)

where argminX{· · · } denotes the set of minimizers of the functional {· · · } over X. Note
that k represents a parameter, not an exponent.

Proposition 2.2. For any k ∈ N, the triple (ukτ , v
k
τ , w

k
τ ) is defined, where ukτ ∈ L2(Rd)

with (ukτ )m ∈ W 1,1(Rd), vkτ ∈ W 4,2(Rd), wk
τ ∈ W 2,2(Rd), and ukτ , v

k
τ , w

k
τ ≥ 0. Furthermore,

they satisfy the following Euler-Lagrange equations:







































∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) + τ

∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx = 0,

ε1

∫

Rd

(vkτ − vk−1
τ )ζ dx = τ

∫

Rd

(κ1∆vkτ − γ1v
k
τ + wk

τ )ζ dx,

ε2

∫

Rd

(wk
τ − wk−1

τ )η dx = τ

∫

Rd

(κ2∆wk
τ − γ2w

k
τ + uk−1

τ )η dx,

(2.3)

for all ξ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd), for all ζ, η ∈ C∞

c (Rd), where pk ∈ Γo(u
k−1
τ , ukτ ) is the optimal

transport plan between uk−1
τ and ukτ , which satisfies

W2(u
k
τ/M, uk−1

τ /M) =

(∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dpk(x, y)

)
1
2

.
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The remainder of this section provides a proof of Proposition 2.3 by dividing it into
several lemmas.

Lemma 2.3. Assuming uk−1
τ , vk−1

τ , wk−1
τ ∈ L2(Rd), the pair (vkτ , w

k
τ ) is uniquely well-

determined as defined in (2.2), with both components being non-negative. Additionally,
the second and third equations of (2.3) are satisfied, and vkτ and wk

τ respectively qualify as
elements of W 4,2(Rd) and W 2,2(Rd).

Proof. The proof for vkτ can be similarly established; therefore, for wk
τ , the proof is provided

divided into four parts: existence, uniqueness, non-negativity, and the Euler-Lagrange
equations.

(i) existence of wk
τ

The negative term in G is estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities,
yielding

∫

Rd

wuk−1
τ dx =

∫

Rd

(w − wk−1
τ )uk−1

τ dx +

∫

Rd

wk−1
τ uk−1

τ dx

≤ ‖w − wk−1
τ ‖L2‖uk−1

τ ‖L2 +

∫

Rd

wk−1
τ uk−1

τ dx

≤ ε2
4τ

‖w −wk−1
τ ‖2L2 +

τ

ε2
‖uk−1

τ ‖2L2 +

∫

Rd

wk−1
τ uk−1

τ dx.

From Young’s inequality:

‖w − wk−1
τ ‖2L2 ≥ 1

2
‖w‖2L2 − ‖wk−1

τ ‖2L2 ,

we derive

G(w, uk−1
τ ) +

ε2‖w − wk−1
τ ‖2L2

2τ
≥ 1

2

∫

Rd

(κ2|∇w|2 + γ2w
2) dx +

ε2‖w‖2L2

8τ

− ε2
4τ

‖wk−1
τ ‖2L2 − τ

ε2
‖uk−1

τ ‖2L2 −
∫

Rd

wk−1
τ uk−1

τ dx.

(2.4)

Hence, the minimizing sequence {wn} for the left-hand side is bounded in H1(Rd), and we
may assume it weakly converges to some w∗ ∈ H1(Rd). At this point, we have

G(w∗, u
k−1
τ ) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
G(wn, u

k−1
τ ), ‖w∗ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖wn − wk−1
τ ‖2L2

which confirms that w∗ is a minimizer of the left-hand side in (2.4). Therefore, we can
define wk

τ := w∗.

(ii) uniqueness

The uniqueness of discrete solution follows from the strict convexity of w 7→ G(w, uk−1
τ )

and w 7→ ‖w − wk−1
τ ‖2L2 .

(iii) non-negativity

9



The non-negativity of uk−1
τ is clear because uk−1

τ belongs to MP2(Ω) for k ≥ 2 and
u0 ≥ 0. Consequently, it holds that

G(wk
τ , u

k−1
τ ) ≥ G(|wk

τ |, uk−1
τ ). (2.5)

We prove vkτ ≥ 0 by induction in k. For k = 0, we have w0
τ = w0 ≥ 0 by the assumption.

By the triangle inequality,
∣

∣|wk
τ | − |wk−1

τ |
∣

∣ ≤ |wk
τ − wk−1

τ |. Therefore, if wk−1
τ ≥ 0, then we

have
∥

∥|wk
τ | − wk−1

τ

∥

∥

L2 ≤ ‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖L2 . (2.6)

Combining (2.5) and (2.6), we obtain

G(wk
τ , u

k−1
τ ) +

ε2
2τ

‖vkτ − vk−1
τ ‖2L2 ≥ G(|wk

τ |, uk−1
τ ) +

ε2
2τ

∥

∥|vkτ | − vk−1
τ

∥

∥

2

L2 .

Since wk
τ is a unique minimizer of the functional

w 7→ G(w, uk−1
τ ) +

ε2
2τ

‖w − wk−1
τ ‖2L2 ,

we have |wk
τ | = wk

τ .

(iv) Euler-Lagrange equation

For any η ∈ C∞
c (Rd),

d

dε

(

G(wk
τ + εη) +

ε2‖wk
τ + εη − wk−1

τ ‖2L2

2τ

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε=0

= 0,

thus confirming that the third equation of (2.3) holds. From elliptic regularity, we have
wk
τ ∈ W 2,2(Rd).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that uk−1
τ ∈ MP2(Rd) ∩ Lm(Rd), and vkτ ∈ W 4,2(Rd). Then, ukτ ,

defined in (2.2), is uniquely well-determined and non-negative.

Proof. The proof is provided in two parts: existence and uniqueness.

(i) existence of uk
τ

Since 2(d−2)
d ≤ m ≤ 2, the conjugate exponent m′ satisfies

2 ≤ m′ ≤ 2(d− 2)

d− 4
.

Furthermore, given vkτ ∈ W 4,2(Rd) embeds into Lm′

(Rd), the Hölder and Young’s inequal-
ities yield

∫

Rd

uvkτ dx ≤ ‖u‖Lm‖vkτ ‖Lm′ ≤ 1

m
‖u‖mLm +

1

m′
‖vkτ ‖m

′

Lm′ .

From this, it follows that

E(u, vkτ ) +
1

2τ
W2

2 (u, uk−1
τ ) ≥ 1

m(m− 1)
‖u‖mLm − 1

m′
‖vkτ ‖m

′

Lm′ +
1

2τ
W2

2 (u, uk−1
τ ),
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and the minimizing sequence {un} ⊂ MP2(R
d) ∩ Lm(Rd) in the left-hand side forms a

bounded sequence in Lm(Rd). Moreover, for any K > 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
implies

∫

{un>K}
un dx =

∫

{un>K}
(un)

m
2 (un)1−

m
2 dx

≤
(

∫

{un>K}
umn dx

) 1
2
(

∫

{un>K}
u1−(m−1)
n dx

) 1
2

≤ 1

Km−1

(
∫

Rd

umn dx

) 1
2
(
∫

Rd

un dx

) 1
2

=

√
M

Km−1
‖un‖

m
2
Lm ,

hence, the sequence {un} is equi-integrable. The boundedness of ‖un‖Lm and the Dunford-
Pettis theorem imply that a subsequence of {un}, still denoted by {un}, weakly converges
to some u∗ ∈ (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd). Particularly, from ‖un‖L1 = M , it follows ‖u∗‖L1 = M . At
this point,

E(u∗, v
k
τ ) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
E(un, v

k
τ )

and from [2, Lemma 7.1.4]

W(u∗, u
k−1
τ ) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
W(un, u

k−1
τ ).

By the triangle inequality, we have

(
∫

Rd

|x|2u∗(x) dx

) 1
2

= W(u∗, δ0) ≤ W(u∗, u
k−1
τ ) + W(uk−1

τ , δ0)

= lim inf
n→∞

W(un, u
k−1
τ ) +

(∫

Rd

|x|2uk−1
τ (x) dx

)
1
2

,

hence, u∗ ∈ MP2(Rd). Thus,

E(u∗, v
k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W(u∗, u

k−1
τ ) = lim

n→∞

(

E(un, v
k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W(un, u

k−1
τ )

)

.

Therefore, ukτ := u∗ can be defined.

(ii) uniqueness

It is clear that u 7→ E(u, vkτ ) is strictly convex, so we demonstrate that u 7→ W2
2 (u, uk−1

τ )
is weakly convex following [32, Proposition A.1]. Let p1 ∈ Γo(u1, u3) and p2 ∈ Γo(u2, u3).
In this case, it is straightforward to verify that ps := (1−s)p1+sp2 ∈ Γ((1−s)u1+su2, u3).
Consequently, we have

W2
2 ((1 − s)u1 + su2, u3) ≤

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dps

= (1 − s)

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dp1 + s

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 dp2

= (1 − s)W2
2 (u1, u3) + sW2

2 (u2, u3)

11



The convexity demonstrated here implies the uniqueness of ukτ .

To derive the Euler-Lagrange equations for ukτ , it is important to recall the concept of
the push-forward and its properties.

Definition 2.5 (push-forward [2, §5.2]). Let µ, ν ∈ P(Rd). Consider a µ-measurable map
t : Rd → Rd. If for every f ∈ Cb(R

d), the equality

∫

Rd

f(y) dν(y) =

∫

Rd

f(t(x)) dµ(x)

holds, then ν is termed the push-forward of µ through t, denoted by ν = t#µ. Specifically,
if µ = ρ1L

d and ν = ρ2L
d with ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Lp(Rd) and 1 ≤ p < ∞, the same notation remains

consistent provided that

∫

Rd

f(y)ρ2(y) dy =

∫

Rd

f(t(x))ρ1(x) dx

for every f ∈ Lp′(Rd).

If ν = t#µ with dµ = u dL d and dν = v dL d, then one can deduce from change of
variables that

v(t(x))|det (Dt(x))| = u(x) (2.7)

holds for almost every x in Rd.

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ξ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd). If vn converges to v in Lp(Rd), then for

δ > 0 small enough and for every t ∈ [0, δ], vn(id + tξ) converges to v(id + tξ) in Lp(Rd).
In addition, it holds that

‖vn(id + tξ) − v(id + tξ)‖Lp(Rd) ≤ Cδ‖vn − v‖Lp(Rd) for all t ∈ [0, δ],

where Cδ is a positive constant depending on δ and ξ.

Proof. Let rt(x) := x+ tξ(x). Note that for δ small enough, rt is a C1 diffeomorphism and
detDrt > 0 in t ∈ [0, δ] since ξ ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd). By the change of variables y = rt(x), we
have

∫

Rd

|vn(rt(x)) − v(rt(x))|p dx =

∫

Rd

|vn(y) − v(y)|p det(Dr−1
t (y)) dy

≤ sup
(y,t)∈Rd×[0,δ]

(

det (Dr−1
t (y))

)

‖vn − v‖p
Lp(Rd)

.

With these preparations in place, the Euler-Lagrange equations for ukτ are derived.

Lemma 2.7. Let the pair (ukτ , v
k
τ ) be a solution of (2.2). Then, the first equation in (2.3)

holds.
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Proof. The proof is provided in four steps.

Step 1 : Gâteaux derivative of the internal energy

Define Us := (id + sξ)#u
k
τ . Then, from the relation (2.7), we have

Us(x + sξ(x))|det (id + sDξ(x))| = ukτ (x).

Consequently, we have

1

s

∫

Rd

Um
s − (ukτ )m dx =

1

s

(∫

Rd

Um−1
s (id + sξ(x))ukτ (x) dx−

∫

Rd

(ukτ )m dx

)

=

∫

Rd

|det (id + sDξ(x))|1−m − 1

s
(ukτ )m dx.

Since (|det (id + sDξ(x))|1−m − 1)/s uniformly converges to (1 −m) div ξ because of the
uniform boundedness of Dξ, we obtain

lim
s→0

∫

Rd

Um
s − (ukτ )m

s
dx = (1 −m)

∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx.

Step 2 : Gâteaux derivative of the potential energy

Let {vn} ⊂ C∞
c (Rd) be a sequence converging to v in W 2,2(Rd). Define

In(s) :=

∫

Rd

Usvn dx =

∫

Rd

vn(x + sξ(x))u(x) dx and I(s) :=

∫

Rd

Usv dx.

Then, In(s) converges uniformly to I(s) in a small interval [0, δ], and In(s) is differentiable
with

I ′n(s) =

∫

Rd

〈∇vn(x + sξ(x)), ξ(x)〉u(x) dx.

On the other hand,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈∇v(x + sξ(x)) −∇vn(x + sξ(x)), ξ(x)〉u(x) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖ξ‖L∞‖u‖Lm

(∫

spt ξ
|∇v(x + sξ(x)) −∇vn(x + sξ(x))|m′

dx

)1/m′

.

By Lemma 2.6, the right-hand side converges uniformly to 0 in [0, δ]. Hence, I(s) is
differentiable at s = 0, and we have

I ′(0) =

∫

Rd

〈∇v(x), ξ(x)〉u(x) dx.

Step 3 : the right Gâteaux derivative of the Wasserstein distance

Let pk ∈ Γo(u
k−1
τ /M, ukτ/M). Define ps ∈ Γ(Us/M, ukτ/M) by
∫

Rd×Rd

f(x, y) dps(x, y) =

∫

Rd×Rd

f(x, y + sξ(y)) dpk(x, y)

13



for any f ∈ Cb(R
d × Rd). Then by definition of the Wasserstein distance,

W2
2 (Us, u

k
τ ) ≤

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2 Mdps(x, y) =

∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y − sξ(y)|2 Mdpk(x, y).

Therefore we have

W2
2 (Us, u

k−1
τ ) −W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ) ≤

∫

Rd×Rd

(|x− y − sξ(y)|2 − |x− y|2)Mdpk(x, y)

≤ −2s

∫

Rd×Rd

〈x− y, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) + s2M‖ξ‖L∞ .

Dividing by s > 0 and passing to the limit as s ↓ 0, we obtain

lim sup
s↓0

W2
2 (Us, u

k−1
τ ) −W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ )

s
≤ 2

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y).

Step 4 : Euler-Lagrange equations

Given the minimality of ukτ , we have

E(Us, v
k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W2

2 (Us, u
k−1
τ ) − E(ukτ , v

k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ) ≥ 0

Dividing both sides by s > 0 and taking the limit as s ↓ 0, we obtain

1

τ

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) −
∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx−
∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉ukτ dx ≥ 0

By considering −ξ instead of ξ, we obtain

1

τ

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) −
∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx−
∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉ukτ dx = 0.

Below, we demonstrate that ∇(ukτ )m ∈ L1(Rd). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx +

∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉ukτ dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

τ

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

τ

(∫

Rd×Rd

|y − x|2 Mdpk

)
1
2
(∫

Rd

|ξ(y)|2 Mdpk

)
1
2

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

(
∫

Rd

|ξ(y)|2ukτ dx
) 1

2

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

√
M‖ξ‖L∞ ,

so, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉uk dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

+
W2(ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

√
M‖ξ‖L∞

≤ ‖ξ‖L∞

(∫

Rd

uk|∇vkτ | dx +
√
M

W2(ukτ , u
k−1
τ )

τ

)

.
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By the Hahn-Banach theorem and the Riesz-Markov representation theorem, there exists
an Rd-valued measure µk = (µk

1, µ
k
2 , . . . , µ

k
d) such that

−
∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx =

d
∑

j=1

∫

Rd

ξj dµ
k
j ,

where ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξd). Building on this result, we revisit the aforementioned inequality:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

∫

Rd

ξj dµ
k
j ,−

∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉ukτ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

(∫

Rd

|ξ(y)|2ukτ dx
)

1
2

and apply the Riesz representation theorem to find:



























d
∑

j=1

∫

Rd

ξj dµ
k
j ,−

∫

Rd

〈∇vkτ , ξ〉ukτ dx =

∫

Rd

〈Rk
τ , ξ〉ukτ dx,

(∫

Rd

|Rk
τ |2ukτ dx

)
1
2

<
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
,

confirming the existence of an Rd-valued function Rk
τ . Summarizing the above, we can

express the equation as:

−
∫

Rd

(ukτ )m div ξ dx =

d
∑

j=1

∫

Rd

ξj dµ
k
j =

∫

Rd

〈ukτRk + uk∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx.

From the fact that ukτRk + ukτ∇vkτ ∈ L1(Rd), it follows that ∇ukτ ∈ L1(Rd) and µk =
∇ukτL

d. Consequently, we obtain

1

τ

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) +

∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx = 0.

The following lemma is an estimation formula associated with the minimizing movement
scheme and can be proven in an abstract setting. In this paper, it can be directly derived
from the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.3).

Lemma 2.8 (slope estimate [2, Lemma 3.1.3]). Let the pair (ukτ , v
k
τ ) be a solution of (2.2).

Then, the following estimate holds.

(∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx

)

1
2

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
. (2.8)
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Proof. From the first equation in (2.3) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

τ

∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉Mdpk

≤
(
∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2Mdpk

) 1
2
(
∫

Rd×Rd

|ξ(y)|2 Mdpk

) 1
2

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

(∫

Rd

|ξ(y)|2 ukτ (y) dy

)
1
2

.

As a consequence of the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a function Rk
τ in

L2(Rd;ukτL
d) such that















∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd

〈Rk
τ , ξ〉ukτdx,

‖Rk
τ‖L2(Rd;uk

τL d) ≤
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
.

This confirms that the specified inequality is valid.

By setting u0τ := ρτ ∗ u0, we can ensure that u0τ ∈ L2(Rd) even if u0 6∈ L2(Rd). This
regularity is then transferred to w1

τ ∈ W 2,2(Rd) and v1τ ∈ W 4,2(Rd) through the second and
third equations of (2.3) and elliptic estimates. To maintain this chain of regularity, we hope
to obtain u1τ ∈ L2(Rd) from (2.3) and v1τ ∈ W 4,2(Rd). The following lemma demonstrates
that this expectation is indeed realized.

Lemma 2.9. Let ukτ be a solution of the minimizing problem (2.2). Then ukτ ∈ L2(Rd).

Proof. Initially, we establish that ukτ ∈ L
md
d−1 (Rd). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and

the slope estimate (2.8), we obtain

∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ | dx ≤
(
∫

Rd

ukτ dx

) 1
2
(
∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx

)

1
2

≤
√
M

W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
.

Using the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.3) and elliptic estimates, we conclude that uk−1
τ ∈

L2(Rd) implies wk
τ ∈ W 2,2(Rd), which in turn ensures vkτ ∈ W 4,2(Rd). So, it follows from

the Sobolev inequality that
∫

Rd

|ukτ∇vkτ | dx ≤ ‖ukτ‖
L

2d
d+4

‖∇vkτ ‖ 2d
d−4

≤ C3,2‖ukτ‖
L

2d
d+4

‖vkτ ‖W 3,2 .

Since m ≥ 2 − 4/d > 2d/(d + 4) we have

‖∇(ukτ )m‖L1 ≤
√
M

W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ ‖u∇vkτ ‖L1 < ∞.
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Consequently, by the Sobolev inequality we obtain

‖ukτ‖m
L

md
d−1

= ‖(ukτ )m‖ d
d−1

≤ C1,1‖(ukτ )m‖W 1,1 < ∞.

Therefore, we have ukτ ∈ L
md
d−1 (Rd). Note that since d > 4,

md

d− 1
≥ 2(d − 2)

d
· d

d− 1
=

2(d− 2)

d− 1
>

2d

d + 2

holds.
Next, let us suppose that ukτ ∈ (L1 ∩ Lq)(Rd) and 2d/(d + 2) < q < 2. Let p =

qd/2(d − q). Then we have 1 < p < q. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Hölder’s
inequality, for any ξ ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd) we have

∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx ≤
(
∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx

)

1
2
(
∫

Rd

|ξ|2 ukτ dx
) 1

2

≤
(
∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx

)

1
2

‖ukτ‖
1
2
Lp‖ξ‖

L
2p
p−1

.

By duality and the slope estimate (2.8), we obtain

‖∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ ‖
L

2p
p+1

≤
(∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx

)

1
2

‖ukτ‖
1
2
Lp

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

1
2
Lp .

(2.9)

Since 2p/(p+1) = 2qd/{2d+ q(d−2)} < d/(d−1), the Sobolev inequality with C
1, 2qd

2d+q(d−2)

and the inequality (2.9) and Hölder’s inequality lead to

‖(ukτ )m‖
L

2qd
2d+q(d−4)

≤ C
1, 2qd

2d+q(d−2)
‖∇(ukτ )m‖

L
2qd

2d+q(d−2)

≤ C
1, 2qd

2d+q(d−2)

(W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

1
2
Lp + ‖ukτ‖Lq‖∇vkτ ‖

L
2d
d−2

)

,

which implies that ukτ ∈ L
2mqd

2d+q(d−4) (Rd) since u ∈ L1(Rd)∩Lq(Rd) ⊂ Lp(Rd). Consequently,
we see that

2d

d + 2
< q < 2 and ukτ ∈ L1(Rd) ∩ Lq(Rd) =⇒ ukτ ∈ L

2mqd

2d+d(d−4)

Now, let us define














q1 :=
md

d− 1
>

2d

d + 2
,

qj+1 :=
2mqjd

2d + qj(d− 4)
.

Since if qj < 2 and qj < 2(m− 1)d/(d − 4) we have ukτ ∈ Lqj+1(Rd) and qj+1 > qj, we

see that ukτ ∈ Lmin{2,
2(m−1)d

d−4
}(Rd). When m ≥ 2 − 4/d we have 2(m − 1)d/(d − 4) ≥ 2.

Therefore, ukτ ∈ L2(Rd).
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In this paper, we initially derived the Euler-Lagrange equations for each unknown func-
tion and subsequently obtained the regularity of the discrete solutions. Conversely, as seen
in [25, 11, 9, 23], there is also an approach where the regularity of the discrete solutions
is discussed before deriving the Euler-Lagrange equations. Knowing the sufficient regu-
larity of discrete solutions in advance can facilitate the derivation of the Euler-Lagrange
equations. Therefore, it is advisable to select the method according to the problem at hand.

3 Lyapunov functional for discrete solutions

In this section, we derive the Lyapunov functional for problem (1.1) using the variational
properties of discrete solutions and the Euler-Lagrange equations. For convenience, we
introduce the following two operators for the discrete solution zkτ ∈ {vkτ , wk

τ }.

∂tz
k
τ :=

zkτ − zk−1
τ

τ
, ∂tz

k
τ :=

zkτ + zk−1
τ

τ
. (3.1)

From the definitions, it is clear that these operators are linear, and the following relations
hold:



























zkτ =
τ

2
(∂t + ∂t)z

k
τ , zk−1

τ =
τ

2
(∂t − ∂t)z

k
τ ,

〈∂tzkτ , ∂tzkτ 〉L2 =
‖zkτ ‖2L2 − ‖zk−1

τ ‖2L2

τ2
,

∇∂tz
k
τ = ∂t∇zkτ , ∇∂tz

k
τ = ∂t∇zkτ , ∆∂tz

k
τ = ∂t∆zkτ , ∆∂tz

k
τ = ∂t∆zkτ .

Proposition 3.1. Let (ukτ , v
k
τ , w

k
τ ) be a solution in (2.2) and L be the functional defined in

1.6. Then, for any N ∈ N, the following inequality holds:

1

2τ

N
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ ) +

N
∑

k=1

Dk
τ ≤ L(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ) − L(uNτ , vNτ , wN

τ ),

where

Dk
τ :=

ε1ε2τ
2

2
‖∂2

t v
k
τ ‖2L2 +

κ1κ2τ
2

2
‖∂t∆vkτ ‖2L2

+
τ2

2

[

2(ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)

τ
+ (γ1κ2 + γ2κ1)

]

‖∂t∇vkτ ‖2L2

+
τ2

2

[

2(γ1ε2 + γ2ε1)

τ
+ γ1γ2

]

‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2 .

Proof. By definition of ukτ , the following inequality holds:

E(ukτ , v
k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ) ≤ E(uk−1

τ , vkτ ) +
1

2τ
W2

2 (uk−1
τ , uk−1

τ ).
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Considering that uk−1
τ ∈ L2(Rd), we have

1

2τ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ) ≤ E(uk−1

τ , vkτ ) − E(ukτ , v
k
τ )

= E(uk−1
τ , vk−1

τ ) − E(ukτ , v
k
τ ) − 〈uk−1

τ , vkτ − vk−1
τ 〉L2

= E(uk−1
τ , vk−1

τ ) − E(ukτ , v
k
τ ) − τ〈uk−1

τ , ∂tv
k
τ 〉L2 .

(3.2)

Let us rewrite the last term on the right-hand side using the Euler-Lagrange equations
(2.3). The second and third equations in (2.3) can be expressed using the operator (3.1)
as follows:































wk
τ = (ε1∂t − κ1∆ + γ1) vkτ ,

uk−1
τ = (ε2∂t − κ2∆ + γ2)wk

τ

= (ε2∂t − κ2∆ + γ2) (ε1∂t − κ1∆ + γ1) v
k
τ

= ε1ε2∂
2
t v

k
τ − {ε1(κ2∆ − γ2) + ε2(κ1∆ − γ1)}∂tvkτ

+ (κ1∆ − γ1)(κ2∆ − γ2)vkτ .

(3.3)

Define v−1
τ as follows:

v−1
τ := v0τ − τ

(

κ1∆v0τ − γ1v
0
τ + w0

τ

ε1

)

This definition allows us to assume that (3.3) holds for k ≥ 1. Consequently, we have

〈uk−1
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2 = ε1ε2〈∂2

t v
k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2 − 〈(ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)∆ − γ1ε2 − γ2ε1)∂tv

k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

+ 〈(κ1∆ − γ1)(κ2∆ − γ2)v
k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

= I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 := ε1ε2〈∂2
t v

k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

= ε1ε2
τ

2
〈∂2

t v
k
τ , (∂t + ∂t)∂tv

k
τ 〉L2 = ε1ε2

τ

2
‖∂2

t v
k
τ ‖2L2 + ε1ε2

‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2 − ‖∂tvk−1
τ ‖2L2

2τ
,

I2 := −〈(ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)∆ − γ1ε2 − γ2ε1)∂tv
k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

= −(ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)〈∆∂tv
k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1)‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2

= (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)‖∇∂tv
k
τ ‖2L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1)‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2 ,

I3 := 〈(κ1∆ − γ1)(κ2∆ − γ2)v
k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2 = 〈(κ1∆ − γ1)v

k
τ , (κ2∆ − γ2)∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

= κ1κ2
τ

2
〈(∂t + ∂t)∆vkτ , ∂t∆vkτ 〉L2 +

τ(γ1κ2 + γ2κ1)

2
〈(∂t + ∂t)∇vkτ , ∂t∇vkτ 〉L2

+
γ1γ2τ

2
〈(∂t + ∂t)v

k
τ , ∂tv

k
τ 〉L2

= κ1κ2
τ

2
‖∂t∆vkτ ‖2L2 + κ1κ2

‖∆vkτ ‖2L2 − ‖∆vk−1
τ ‖2L2

2τ

+
τ(γ1κ2 + γ2κ1)

2
‖∂t∇vkτ ‖2L2 +

(γ1κ2 + γ2κ1)

2τ
{‖∇vkτ ‖2L2 − ‖∇vk−1

τ ‖2L2}

+
γ1γ2τ

2
‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2 +

γ1γ2
2τ

{‖vkτ ‖2L2 − ‖vk−1
τ ‖2L2}.
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From the above, it can be observed that the right-hand side of (3.2) can be divided into
two parts: the norm values of the terms parameterized by k, and the differences in the
norm values of the terms parameterized by k and k − 1. The former is denoted as Dk

τ ,
and the latter is denoted as L(uk−1

τ , vk−1
τ , wk−1

τ )−L(ukτ , v
k
τ , w

k
τ ). Then, we can see that the

following inequality holds.

1

2τ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ) + Dk

τ ≤ L(uk−1
τ , vk−1

τ , wk−1
τ ) − L(ukτ , v

k
τ , w

k
τ ).

By summing both sides from k = 1 to N , we obtain the desired inequality.

Remark 3.1. As demonstrated in the proof of Proposition 3.1, the derivation of L does not
utilize the properties of the first term of E . Consequently, if E takes the form

E(u, v) = E0(u) −
∫

Rd

uv dx,

a similar derivation is possible. Notably, it is not necessary for u to be a gradient flow
in the Wasserstein space. Therefore, by replacing E0 or considering the gradient ∇u as a
gradient in a space other than the Wasserstein space, it is possible to consider a chimera
gradient flow endowed with L as a Lyapunov functional different from (1.1).

4 Lower bounds of L
In this section, we examine the lower boundedness of L on

XM := {(u, v, w) ∈ (L1 ∩Lm)(Rd) ×W 2,2(Rd) ×L2(Rd) | u, v, w ≥ 0, ‖u‖L1 = M}, (4.1)

and investigate its coercivity, expressed by the inequality

L(u, v, w) ≥ α‖u‖mLm + β‖∆v‖2L2

+
γ1κ2 + γ2κ1

2
‖∇v‖2L2 +

γ1γ2
2

‖v‖2L2 +
ε2
2ε1

‖κ1∆v − γ1v + w‖2L2 ≥ 0
(4.2)

for some positive constants α, β, and for all elements (u, v, w) ∈ XM . By carefully esti-
mating the lower bound of the negative term in L, we derive the following propositions.

Proposition 4.1 (lower bounds of L in subcritical case). Assume m > 2 − 4
d and M > 0.

Then, the functional L is bounded from below on XM and satisfies (4.2).

Proposition 4.2 (lower bounds of L in critical case). Assume m = 2 − 4
d and M > 0.

Then, the functional L is bounded from below on XM if and only if M ≤ M∗, where M∗ is
defined in (1.4). In particular, when M < M∗, (4.2) holds.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. When u ∈ L1(Rd)∩Lm(Rd) and v ∈ W 2,2(Rd), the negative term
of L can be estimated as follows.

∫

Rd

uv dx ≤ ‖u‖
L

2d
d+4

‖v‖
L

2d
d−4

(Hölder’s inequality)

≤ ‖u‖1−θ
L1 ‖u‖θLm‖v‖

L
2d
d−4

(The interpolation inequality)

≤ C1‖u‖
L

2d
d+4

‖∇v‖
L

2d
d−2

(The Sobolev inequality)

≤ C1C2‖u‖1−θ
L1 ‖u‖θLm‖D2v‖L2 (The Sobolev embedding theorem)

≤ C1C2C3‖u‖1−θ
L1 ‖u‖θLm‖∆v‖L2 (Corollary 9.10 in [16])

≤ (C1C2C3)
2

2κ1κ2
‖u‖2(1−θ)

L1 ‖u‖2θLm +
κ1κ2

2
‖∆v‖2L2 (Young’s inequality)

(4.3)

where

θ =
m(d− 4)

2d(m− 1)
, 1 − θ =

4m− (2 −m)d

2d(m− 1)
. (4.4)

Consequently, the functional L satisfies

L(u, v, w) ≥ 1

m− 1
‖u‖mLm − (C1C2C3)2

2κ1κ2
‖u‖2(1−θ)

L1 ‖u‖2θLm .

From this, it follows that when m > 2θ, i.e.,

m > 2 − 4

d
,

L is bounded below regardless of the value of ‖u‖L1 and (4.2) holds.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. The proof is divided into three parts.

(i) lower bounds and coercivity

To obtain a better, lossless estimate in (4.3), we define

C̃∗ := sup
(u,v)∈(L1∩Lm)(Rd)×Ḣ2(Rd)

∫

Rd

uv dx

‖u‖1−θ
L1 ‖u‖θLm‖∆v‖L2

, (4.5)

where Ḣ2(Rd) is the closure of compactly supported smooth functions in the seminorm
‖∆ · ‖L2 and θ is given by (4.4). From the definition of C̃∗ and Young’s inequality, for any
δ such that 0 ≤ δ < κ1κ2, the following inequality holds

∫

Rd

uv dx ≤ C̃2
∗

2(κ1κ2 − δ)
M

4
d ‖u‖mLm +

κ1κ2 − δ

2
‖∆v‖2L2 .
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Consequently, we have

1

m− 1

∫

Rd

um dx−
∫

Rd

uv dx +
κ1κ2

2

∫

Rd

|∆v|2 dx

≥
(

1

m− 1
− C̃2

∗

2(κ1κ2 − δ)
M

4
d

)

‖u‖mLm +
δ

2
‖∆v‖2L2

=
C̃2
∗

2(κ1κ2 − δ)

(

2d

d− 4

(κ1κ2 − δ)

C̃2
∗

−M
4
d

)

‖u‖mLm +
δ

2
‖∆v‖2L2

Setting δ = 0 shows that the right-hand side is lower bounded when M ≤
(

2d
d−4

κ1κ2

C̃2
∗

) d
4
, and

as shown in the next, C̃2
∗ = C2

∗ , defined in (1.5), holds, indicating that this implies M ≤ M∗.
When M < M∗, since the coefficient of ‖u‖mLm can be made positive by appropriately
choosing δ, (4.2) holds.

(ii) C̃2

∗ = C2

∗

By definition, we have

C̃2
∗ = sup

(u,v)∈(L1∩Lm)(Rd)×Ḣ2(Rd)

(
∫

Rd

uv dx

)2

‖u‖2(1−θ)
L1 ‖u‖2θLm‖∆v‖2

L2

= sup
u∈(L1∩Lm)(Rd)

1

‖u‖2(1−θ)
L1 ‖u‖2θLm

(

inf
v∈Ḣ2(Rd)

‖∆v‖2L2

(∫

Rd uv dx
)2

)−1

.

Define

Au(v) :=
‖∆v‖2L2

(∫

Rd uv dx
)2 ,

which is bounded below, and let {vn} be a minimizing sequence for Au. Since {vn/‖∆vn‖L2}
is also a minimizing sequence, {vn/‖∆vn‖L2} forms a bounded sequence in Ḣ2(Rd) →֒
L

2d
d−4 (Rd). Thus, we can extract a subsequence {vn(j)} such that

∆vn(j) ⇀ ∆v∗ weakly in L2(Rd),

vn(j) ⇀ v∗ weakly in L
2d
d−4 (Rd).

Since u ∈ (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd) ⊂ L
2d
d+4 (Rd), the dual space of L

2d
d−4 (Rd), it follows that

∫

Rd

uvn(j) dx →
∫

Rd

uv∗ dx (j → ∞).

Moreover,
‖∆v∗‖ ≤ lim inf

j→∞
‖∆vn(j)‖L2
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implies that
Au(v∗) ≤ lim inf

j→∞
Au(vn(j))

confirming the existence of a minimizer v∗. For any ϕ ∈ Ḣ2(Rd), the following holds

d

dε

[

(∫

Rd

u(v∗ + εϕ) dx

)2

Au(v∗ + εϕ)

]

ε=0

=
d

dε
‖∆v∗ + ε∆ϕ‖2L2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε=0

yielding

Au(v∗)

∫

Rd

uv∗ dx

∫

Rd

uϕdx =

∫

Rd

∆v∗∆ϕdx =

∫

Rd

ϕ(−∆)2v∗ dx,

that is,

(

Au(v∗)

∫

Rd

uv∗ dx

)

u = (−∆)2v∗. (4.6)

Continuing from the earlier equations, by solving for v∗ using (−∆)−2 and then multiplying
both sides by u and integrating, we derive that

1

Au(v∗)
=

∫

Rd

u(−∆)−2u dx =

∫

Rd×Rd×Rd

K(x− z)K(z − y)u(x)u(y) dxdydz

where, K is the fundamental solution of −∆, given by

K(x) =
1

(d− 2)ωd|x|d−2
,

and ωd := 2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is the surface area of the unit sphere Sd−1 in Rd. Therefore
C̃2
∗ = C2

∗ .

(iii) unboundedness of L from below

From the analysis provided, we obtain an expression for C∗ given by

C∗ = sup
u∈(L1∩Lm)(Rd)

∫

Rd uv∗ dx

‖u‖
2
d

L1‖u‖
m
2
Lm‖∆v∗‖L2

,

where v∗ is defined as specified in equation (4.6). Therefore, for any δ > 0, there exists a
pair (U∗, V∗) ∈ (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd) × Ḣ2(Rd) such that

∫

Rd

U∗V∗ dx > (C∗ − δ)M
2
d ‖U∗‖

m
2
Lm‖∆V∗‖L2

=

√
α√

κ1κ2
(C∗ − δ)M

2
d ‖U∗‖

m
2
Lm ·

√
κ1κ2√
α

‖∆V∗‖L2

=
α

2κ1κ2
(C∗ − δ)2M

4
d ‖U∗‖mLm +

κ1κ2
2α

‖∆V∗‖2L2 ,
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where (U∗, V∗) satisfies

‖∆V∗‖2L2
∫

Rd U∗V∗ dx
U∗ = (−∆)2V∗. (4.7)

and we set

α :=
κ1κ2‖∆V∗‖L2

C∗M
2
d ‖U∗‖

m
2
Lm

to utilize the equality condition of Young’s inequality. So, we have

∫

Rd

U∗

(

V∗

α

)

dx >
(C∗ − δ)2M

4
d

2κ1κ2
‖U∗‖mLm +

κ1κ2
2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆

(

V∗

α

)∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2

.

Define the functional L0 by

L0(u, v, w) :=

∫

Rd

um

m− 1
dx−

∫

Rd

uv dx +
κ1κ2

2

∫

Rd

|∆v|2 dx +
ε2
2ε1

∫

Rd

|κ1∆v + w|2 dx.

Then, it holds that

L0(U∗, α
−1V∗,−κ1α

−1∆V∗) <

(

d

d− 4
− (C∗ − δ)2M

4
d

2κ1κ2

)

‖U∗‖mLm .

When M > M∗, we can choose δ such that the right-hand side becomes negative. Particu-
larly, since we may assume U∗, V∗ ≥ 0, it follows from the relation (4.7) that −κ1α

−1∆V∗ ≥
0. Now, define

(Uλ(x), Vλ(x),Wλ(x)) := (λdU∗(λx), λd−4α−1V∗(λx),−λd−2κ1α
−1∆V∗(λx)).

Then, we can check the following.







‖Uλ‖L1 = ‖U∗‖L1 ,

‖Uλ‖mLm = λd−4‖U∗‖mLm ,



















‖Vλ‖2L2 = λd−8‖α−1V∗‖2L2 ,

‖∇Vλ‖2L2 = λd−6‖α−1∇V∗‖2L2 ,

‖∆Vλ‖2L2 = λd−4‖α−1∆V∗‖2L2 ,

‖Wλ‖2L2 = λd−4‖κ1α−1∆V∗‖2L2 .

Consequently, we obtain

L0(Uλ(x), Vλ(x),Wλ(x)) = λd−4L0(U∗, α
−1V∗,−κ1α

−1∆V∗) → −∞ (λ → ∞),

from which

L(Uλ(x), Vλ(x),Wλ(x)) → −∞ (λ → ∞).

follows.

24



5 Uniform bounds

In this section, we introduce the piecewise constant interpolation of discrete solutions and
derive uniform estimates for them. These uniform estimates play a crucial role in leading
to the weak compactness of the discrete solutions.

Definition 5.1 (piecewise constant interpolation of discrete solutions). We define the
piecewise constant interpolation of discrete solutions by



















uτ (t) := ukτ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],

vτ (t) := vkτ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],

wτ (t) := wk
τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ].



















uτ (t) := uk−1
τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],

vτ (t) := vk−1
τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],

wτ (t) := wk−1
τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ].

Proposition 5.2 (uniform bounds). Assume (1.3) and

m > 2 − 4

d
or

(

m = 2 − 4

d
and M < M∗

)

. (5.1)

Then, for any T > 0 and for any N ∈ N, the following inequalities hold:

sup
t∈[0,T ]
τ∈(0,τ∗)

{

‖uτ (t)‖mLm , ‖vτ (t)‖2W 2,2 , ‖wτ (t)‖2H1 ,

∫

Rd

|x|2uτ (t) dx

}

< ∞,

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0

(

‖uτ (t)‖2L2 + ‖∇um
τ (t)‖p∗

L
d

d−1

+ ‖vτ (t)‖2W 3,2 + ‖wτ (t)‖2W 2,2

)

dt < ∞,

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

{

N
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
,

N
∑

k=1

‖vkτ − vk−1
τ ‖2H1

τ
,

N
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2

τ

}

< ∞,

where

p∗ :=











2(d− 2m)

d(2 −m)
, if m < 2,

2, if m ≥ 2.

(5.2)

Remark 5.1. When d ≥ 5, p∗ > 1, and further, when d ≥ 7, p∗ ≥ 2.

In the following, we will prove Proposition 5.2 by dividing it into several lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. Assume (5.1). then, for any T > 0 and for any N ∈ N such that τN ≤ T
the following inequality holds.

ε1ε2
2τ

N
∑

k=1

‖vkτ − vk−1
τ ‖2L2 ≤ TL(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ).

Proof. According to Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, and based on (4.2), we establish that

ε2
2
‖κ1∆vkτ − γ1v

k
τ + wk

τ ‖2L2 ≤ ε1L(ukτ , v
k
τ , w

k
τ ).
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Furthermore, employing (2.3) and Proposition 3.1, we deduce that

ε2
2
‖ε1∂tvkτ ‖2L2 =

ε2
2
‖κ1∆vkτ − γ1v

k
τ + wk

τ ‖2L2 ≤ ε1L(ukτ , v
k
τ , w

k
τ ) ≤ ε1L(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ).

Thus, by multiplying both sides by τ and summing over k from 1 to N , we obtain

ε21ε2
2

N
∑

k=1

τ‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2 ≤ ε1

N
∑

k=1

τL(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ) ≤ ε1TL(u0τ , v

0
τ , w

0
τ ).

The following lemma follows immediately from Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.4. Assume (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 and for any N ∈ N such that τN ≤ T
the following inequality holds.

1

2τ

(

N
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ ) +

N
∑

k=1

d2H1(vkτ , v
k−1
τ )

)

≤ (T + 1)L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ),

where

d2H1(vkτ , v
k−1
τ ) := (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)‖∇(vkτ − vk−1

τ )‖2L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1 + ε1ε2) ‖vkτ − vk−1
τ ‖2L2 .

Lemma 5.4 ensures the uniform boundedness of the second moment of uτ and H1-norm
of vτ (t).

Lemma 5.5. Assume (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 and for any t ∈ [0, T ] the following
inequality holds.
∫

Rd

|x|2uτ (t) dx + (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)‖∇vτ (t)‖2L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1 + ε1ε2) ‖vτ (t)‖2L2

≤ 4T (T + 1)L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ )

+ 2

(∫

Rd

|x|2u0(t) dx + (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)‖∇v0‖2L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1 + ε1ε2) ‖v0‖2L2

)

.

Proof. Let zkτ := (ukτ , v
k
τ ), z∗ := (δ0, 0), and define dWH1 :=

√

W2
2 + d2

H1 . Using the triangle

inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any ℓ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}, we have

d2WH1(zℓτ , z∗) ≤
(

ℓ
∑

k=1

dWH1(zkτ , z
k−1
τ ) + dWH1(z0τ , z∗)

)2

≤





(

ℓ
∑

k=1

τ

)

1
2
(

ℓ
∑

k=1

d2WH1(zkτ , z
k−1
τ )

τ

)

1
2

+ dWH1(z0τ , z∗)





2

≤ 4T

N
∑

k=1

d2WH1(zkτ , z
k−1
τ )

2τ
+ 2d2WH1(z0τ , z∗).

Therefore, the claim substantiated by Lemma 5.4.
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The following lemma follows immediately from (4.2) and Lemma 5.5.

Lemma 5.6. Assume (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 there exists a constant CT such that for
any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖uτ (t)‖mLm + ‖∆vτ (t)‖2L2

+
κ2(γ1 + ε1) + κ1(ε2 + γ2)

2
‖∇vτ (t)‖2L2 +

γ1γ2 + ε1ε2
2

‖vτ (t)‖2L2 < CT .

Consequently, it is evident that the first inequality of Proposition 5.2 holds, except for
the estimate of ‖wτ (t)‖H1 . To demonstrate the remaining inequalities, we begin with the
proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, for any T > 0, it holds that

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0
‖uτ (t)‖2L2 dt < ∞.

Corollary 5.8. Assume that m = 2 − 4/d and M < M∗. If d ≥ 6. then, for any T > 0 it
holds that

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0
‖uτ (t)‖2L2 dt < ∞.

Proof of Lemma 5.7. It is clear from Lemma 5.5 when m ≥ 2, so consider 1 < m < 2.
Letting p = d

d−2 in (2.9), we obtain

‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

≤ W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

1
2

L
d

d−2

+ ‖ukτ∇vkτ ‖
L

d
d−1

. (5.3)

First, we show that the left-hand side can be lower bounded by a constant multiple of

‖ukτ‖
4m

d(2−m)

L2 . By the Sobolev inequality, we have

‖ukτ‖m
L

md
d−2

= ‖(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−2

≤ C1‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

.

Since md/(d − 2) ≥ 2, by the interpolation inequality, we obtain

‖ukτ‖L2 ≤ ‖ukτ‖
4−(2−m)d

4
Lm ‖ukτ‖

(2−m)d
4

L
md
d−2

≤ C2‖ukτ‖
(2−m)d

4

L
md
d−2

,

where C2 is a constant determined by Lemma 5.6. Consequently, we obtain

C3‖ukτ‖
4m

d(2−m)

L2 ≤ ‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

.

Next, consider estimating the norm appearing on the right-hand side of equation (5.3) from
above using ‖ukτ‖L2 . By the interpolation inequality and Lemma 5.6, there exists a constant
C4 such that

‖ukτ‖ d
d−2

≤ ‖ukτ‖
m(d−4)
d(2−m)

Lm ‖ukτ‖
4m−2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2 ≤ C4‖ukτ‖
4m−2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2 .
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By Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality with the Sobolev constant C2,2 we have

‖ukτ∇vkτ ‖
L

d
d−1

≤ ‖ukτ‖L2‖∇vkτ ‖
L

2d
d−2

≤ C2,2‖ukτ‖L2‖∆vkτ ‖L2 ≤ C5‖ukτ‖L2 , (5.4)

where we have used Lemma 5.6 to determine the positive constant C5. Hence we have

C3‖ukτ‖
4m

d(2−m)

L2 ≤ ‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

≤ C4
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

4m−2(m−1)d
2d(2−m)

L2 + C5‖ukτ‖L2 , (5.5)

Since

m ≥ 2 − 4

d
≥ 2d

d + 4
⇐⇒ 4m

d(2 −m)
> 1,

4m− 2(m− 1)d

2d(2 −m)
< 1 ⇐⇒ m <

d

2
, (5.6)

we obtain

C3‖ukτ‖
4m

d(2−m)
−

4m−2(m−1)d
2d(2−m)

L2 ≤ C4
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ C5‖ukτ‖

1−
4m−2(m−1)d

2d(2−m)

L2 .

After squaring both sides and rearranging the exponents, we have

C2
3‖ukτ‖

4m+2(m−1)d
d(2−m)

L2 ≤ 2C2
4

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ2
+ 2C2

5‖ukτ‖
2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L2 .

For p = 2m+(m−1)d
d−2m and its conjugate exponent p′ = 2m+(m−1)

m(d+4)−2d , by Young’s inequality we
have

2C2
5‖ukτ‖

2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L2 = 2C2
5

(

C2
3

2

)− 1
p
(

C2
3

2

)
1
p

‖ukτ‖
2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L2

≤ 1

p′
(

2C2
5

)p′
(

C2
3

2

)− p′

p

+
C2
3

2
‖ukτ‖

p 2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L2

= C6 +
C2
3

2
‖ukτ‖

4m−2(m−1)d
2d(2−m)

L2 .

Thus, we obtain

C2
3

2
τ‖ukτ‖

4m+2(m−1)d
d(2−m)

L2 ≤ 2C2
4

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ C6τ. (5.7)

⌈T/τ⌉ − 1 <
T

τ
≤ ⌈T/τ⌉

Using the celling function ⌈ · ⌉ and summing over k = 1 to ⌈T/τ⌉, we have

C2
3

2

∫ T

0
‖uτ (t)‖

4m+2(m−1)d
d(2−m)

L2 dt ≤ C2
3

2

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖ukτ‖
4m+2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2

< 2C2
4

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ C6(T + τ∗).

The right-hand side is bounded independently of τ as per Lemma 5.4.
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Corollary 5.9. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 the following inequality
holds.

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0
‖∇um

τ (t)‖p∗
L

d
d−1

dt < ∞,

where p∗ is specified in (5.2)

Proof. The proof is divided into two cases: 1 < m < 2 and m ≥ 2.

(i) the case 1 < m < 2

Let p = 4m−2(m−1)d
d(2−m) . According to (5.6), we have p < 2. From (5.5), we derive

‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

≤ C4
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

4m−2(m−1)d
2d(2−m)

L2 + C5‖ukτ‖L2

= C4
W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
‖ukτ‖

p

2

L2 + C5‖ukτ‖L2

≤
(W2(ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

)

2
2−p

+ (C
2
p

4 + C5)‖ukτ‖L2 .

Raising both sides to the power of 2 − p = 2(d−2m)
d(2−m) > 1, we get

‖∇(ukτ )m‖2−p

L
d

d−1

≤ 21−p

[

(W2(u
k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

τ

)2

+ (C
2
p

4 + C5)
2−p‖ukτ‖2−p

L2

]

.

By considering 4m+2(m−1)d
d(2−m) ≥ 2 − p and Young’s inequality ‖ukτ‖2−p

L2 ≤ ‖ukτ‖
4m+2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2 + 1,

∫ T

0
‖∇(uτ (t))m‖

2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L
d

d−1

dt ≤
⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖∇(ukτ )m‖
2(d−2m)
d(2−m)

L
d

d−1

≤ 21−p

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ 21−p(C

2
p

4 + C5)
2−p

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖ukτ‖
4m+2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2

+ 21−p(C
2
p

4 + C5)
2−p(T + τ∗).

According to Lemmas 5.4 and 5.7, the right-hand side is bounded independently of τ .

(ii) the case m ≥ 2

The interpolation inequality yields that

‖u‖
1
2

L
d

d−2

≤ ‖u‖
m(d−2)−d

2d(m−1)

L1 ‖u‖
2m

2d(m−1)

Lm ≤ C7.

Combining this with (5.3) and (5.4), we obtain

‖∇(ukτ )m‖
L

d
d−1

≤ C7
W2(ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

τ
+ C5‖ukτ‖L2 . (5.8)
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Squaring both sides and multiplying by τ , and then summing from k = 1 to ⌈T/τ⌉ yields
the result of the corollary.

Lemma 5.10. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, there exists a positive constant C such that
for any ℓ ∈ N,

ε2κ2
2

‖∇wℓ
τ‖2L2 +

ε2γ2
2

‖wℓ
τ‖2L2 +

ε22
4τ

ℓ
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2 ≤ C.

Proof. By the definitions of wk
τ and applying Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we derive:

G(wk
τ ) − G(wk−1

τ ) +
ε2
2τ

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2 ≤
∫

uk−1
τ (wk

τ − wk−1
τ ) dx ≤ ‖uk−1

τ ‖L2‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖L2

≤ τ

ε2
‖uk−1

τ ‖2L2 +
ε2
4τ

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2 .

Summing from k = 1 to ℓ gives

G(wℓ
τ ) +

ε2
4τ

ℓ
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2 ≤ G(w0
τ ) +

1

ε2

ℓ
∑

k=1

τ‖uk−1
τ ‖2L2

≤ G(w0) +
1

ε2

N
∑

k=1

τ‖uk−1
τ ‖2L2

≤ G(w0) +
1

ε2

(

τ‖u0τ‖L2 +

∫ T

0
‖uτ (t)‖2L2 dt

)

.

For τ ∈ (0, τ∗), the term τ‖u0τ‖2L2 on the right-hand side can be estimated using Young’s
convolution inequality as follows:

τ‖u0τ‖2L2 = τ‖ρτ ∗ u0‖2L2 ≤ τ‖ρτ‖2L2‖u0‖2L1 =
√
τ‖u0‖2L1 ≤ √

τ∗‖u0‖2L1 . (5.9)

Thus, it is bounded. The subsequent term is also bounded by Lemma 5.7.

From Lemmas 5.4 and 5.10, it can be seen that the third inequality in Proposition 5.2
holds. Furthermore, as demonstrated by the following lemma, even when γ2 = 0, Lemma
5.10 asserts the uniform boundedness of ‖wτ (t)‖L2 .

Lemma 5.11. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 there exists a positive
constant CT such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

ε2‖wτ (t)‖2L2 < CT
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Proof. Assume that ℓ ∈ N satisfies τℓ ≤ T . The, the triangle inequality and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yield that

ε2‖wℓ
τ‖2L2 ≤ ε2

(

ℓ
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖L2 + ‖w0‖L2

)2

≤ ε2





(

ℓ
∑

k=1

τ

)

1
2
(

ℓ
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ −wk−1

τ ‖2L2

τ

)

1
2

+ ε2‖w0‖2L2





2

≤ 2ε2T

(

N
∑

k=1

‖wk
τ − wk−1

τ ‖2L2

τ

)

+ 2ε2‖w0‖2L2 .

The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemma 5.10.

Lemma 5.12. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, for any T > 0 it holds that

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0
‖wτ (t)‖2W 2,2 dt < ∞.

Proof. From the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.3), we derive

κ2∆wk
τ = ε2∂tw

k
τ − γ2w

k
τ + uk−1

τ .

Applying elliptic estimates yields

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖κ2wk
τ ‖2W 2,2 = C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖ε2∂twk
τ − γ2w

k
τ + uk−1

τ ‖2L2

≤ 3C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖ε2∂twk
τ ‖2L2 + 3C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖γ2wk
τ ‖2L2 + 3C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖uk−1
τ ‖2L2 ,

for some positive constant C. The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemmas 5.7
and 5.10, and (5.9).

Lemma 5.13. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, it holds that

sup
τ∈(0,τ∗)

∫ T

0
‖v(t)‖2W 3,2 dt ≤ C

Proof. From the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.3), we derive

κ1∆vkτ = ε1∂tv
k
τ − γ1v

k
τ + wk

τ .

Since the right-hand side belongs to H1(Rd), elliptic estimates give

‖κ1vkτ ‖W 3,2 ≤ C‖ε1∂tvkτ − γ1v
k
τ + wk

τ ‖H1
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for some positive constant C. Consequently, we have

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖κ1vkτ ‖2W 3,2 ≤ 3C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖ε1∂tvkτ ‖2H1 + 3C

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖γ1vkτ ‖2H1 + 3

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖wk
τ ‖2H1 .

The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemmas 5.4 and 5.12

Consequently, all parts of Proposition 5.2 have been proven.

6 Convergence

In this section, we demonstrate that there exists a sequence of time steps for which piecewise
constant interpolation of discrete solutions converges to the solution of problem (1.1).

Proposition 6.1. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Then, there exist a sequence {τn} with τn →
0 (n → ∞) and a triple (u, v, w) of functions such that for any t > 0,











uτn(t), uτn(t) ⇀ u(t) weakly in (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd),

vτn(t), vτn(t) ⇀ v(t) weakly in W 2,2(Rd),

wτn(t), wτn(t) ⇀ w(t) weakly in H1(Rd).

(6.1)

Proof of Proposition 6.1. The proposition’s proof is already presented under abstract as-
sumptions in [2, Proposition 3.3.1]. For clarity and relevance, we provide a tailored proof
for this paper. Define zτ (t) := (uτ (t), vτ (t), wτ (t)) and the distance d as follows

d(z1, z2) :=
√

W2
2 (u1, u2) + ‖v2 − v1‖2H1 + ‖w2 − w1‖2L2

for z1 := (u1, v1, w1), z2 := (u2, v2, w2) ∈ MP2(R
d)×H1(Rd)×L2(Rd). Firstly, we establish

that
d(zτ (t), zτ (s)) ≤ C

√

|t− s| + τ (6.2)

for some positive constant C, Without loss of generality, we can assume s < t. By the
triangle inequality, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the third inequality in Proposition
5.2, we have

d(zτ (t), zτ (s)) ≤
⌈t/τ⌉
∑

k=⌈s/τ⌉+1

d(zkτ , z
k−1
τ ) ≤

√
t− s + τ





⌈t/τ⌉
∑

⌈s/τ⌉+1

d2(zkτ , z
k−1
τ )

τ





1/2

≤ C
√
t− s + τ ,

where ⌈t/τ⌉ denotes the smallest integer not less than T/τ .
Next, we use the diagonal argument to show that for any t ∈ (0,∞) ∩ Q, (6.1) holds.

First, we take an arbitrary t1 ∈ (0,∞)∩Q. From the first inequality in Proposition 5.2, there
exist a sequence {τn} = {τ1n} and (u(t1), v(t1), w(t1)) that satisfy (6.1) for t = t1. Similarly,
there exist a subsequence {τ2n} of {τ1n} and functions (u(t1), v(t1), w(t1)) that satisfy (6.1)
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for t = t1, t2. By repeating this argument, we can ensure that for any t ∈ (0,∞)∩Q, there
exist a sequence {τn} with τn := τnn and functions (u, v, w) that satisfy (6.1).

Using inequality (6.2), weak convergence (6.1), the weak lower semicontinuity of the
norm in Hilbert spaces, and the weak lower semicontinuity of the Wasserstein distance [2,
Lemma 7.1.4], for z(t) := (u(t), v(t), z(t)) and t, s ∈ (0,∞) ∩Q, we have

d(z(t), z(s)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

d(zτn(t), zτn(s)) ≤ C
√

|t− s|.

Since MP2(Rd)×W 2,2(Rd)×H1(Rd) is complete with respect to the distance d, the function
z(t) := (u(t), v(t), w(t)), which is defined on (0,∞) ∩Q, can be continuously extended to a
function on (0,∞).

To establish (6.1) for t ∈ (0,∞)\Q, we use the density of rational points and continuity
of z(t). For any ε > 0, there exist δ > 0 and t∗ ∈ (0,∞) ∩ Q such that if |t − t∗| < δ,
then d(z(t), z(t∗)) < ε. From the first inequality in Proposition 5.2, since {zτn(t)} is a
bounded sequence in (L1 ∩Lm)(Rd)×W 2,2(Rd)×H1(Rd), there exists a subsequence {τ ′n}
of {τn} for which convergence similar to (6.1) can be asserted. Let the weak limit be
z̃(t) = (ũ(t), ṽ(t), w̃(t)). Then, by the weak lower continuity of d and (6.2), we have

d(z̃(t), z(t∗)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

d(zτ ′n(t), zτ ′n(t∗)) ≤ C
√

|t− t∗| < C
√
ε.

Thus,

d(z̃(t), z(t)) ≤ d(z̃(t), z(t∗)) + d(z(t∗), z(t)) < C
√
ε + ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that z̃(t) = z(t). This holds for any weakly convergent
subsequence {zτ ′n(t)}, implying that result holds without taking subsequences. Hence, (6.1)
is also valid t ∈ (0,∞) \Q.

Let us consider any T > 0 and define the following.



















Bτn(t) := ‖uτn(t)‖L2 + ‖∇umτn(t)‖
L

d
d−1

+ ‖vτn(t)‖W 3,2 + ‖wτn(t)‖W 2,2 ,

q∗ := min{2, p∗} > 1, where p∗ is specified in (5.2),

Sτn(K) := {t ∈ (0, T ] | Bq∗
τn(t) > K}.

Then, according to the second inequality in Proposition 5.2, ‖Bτn‖Lq∗ (0,T ) is uniformly
bounded. Consequently, it holds that

L
1
(

Sτn(K)
)

≤
∫

Sτn (K)

Bq∗
τn(t)

K
dt ≤ 1

K

∫ T

0
Bq∗
τn(t) dt → 0 (K → ∞).
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Lemma 6.2 (pointwise-convergence). Let (uτn , vτn) and (u, v) be that in Proposition 6.1.
Assume that supn Bτn(t0) < ∞. Then,






































































lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

〈∇umτn(t0) − uτn(t0)∇vτn(t0), ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd

〈∇um(t0) − u(t0)∇v(t0), ξ〉 dx,

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

(κ1∆vτn(t0) − γ1vτn(t0) + wτn(t0))η dx =

∫

Rd

(κ1∆v(t0) − γ1v(t0) + w(t0))η dx,

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

(κ2∆wτn(t0) − γ2wτn(t0) + uτn(t0))η dx =

∫

Rd

(κ1∆w(t0) − γ1w(t0) + u(t0))η dx,

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

〈∇(κ1∆vτn − γ1vτn + wτn)(t0), ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd

〈∇(κ1∆v − γ1v + w)(t0), ξ〉 dx,

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

uτn(t0)η dx =

∫

Rd

u(t0)η dx

holds for all ξ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd) and for all η ∈ C∞

c (Rd).

Proof. By assumption supn Bτn(t0) < ∞, {umτn(t0)} forms a bounded sequence in W 1, d
d−1 (Rd).

Considering the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, there exists a subsequence {τ ′n} ⊂ {τn} such
that







umτ ′n(t0) → u∗ in strongly L1
loc(R

d),

∇umτ ′n(t0) ⇀ ∇u∗ weakly in L
d

d−1 (Rd).
(6.3)

Moreover, for any bounded subset Ω ⊂ Rd, there exists another subsequence {τ ′′n} ⊂ {τ ′n}
such that uτ ′′n (x, t0) → u

1
m
∗ (x, t0) a.e. x ∈ Ω. Combining this with (6.3), we achieve con-

vergence uτ ′′n (t0) → u
1
m
∗ (t0) in Lm(Ω) ([1, Proposition 1.33]). Furthermore, since uτ ′′n (t0) ⇀

u(t0) weakly in Lm(Rd), it follows that u∗ = um(t0). As this holds for any chosen subse-
quence, the results are valid without extracting a particular subsequence. Therefore, we
obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

〈∇um
τn(t0), ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd

〈∇um(t0), ξ〉 dx.

Given that supn∈N ‖uτn(t0)‖2L2 < ∞ and uτn(t0) ⇀ u(t0) weakly in Lm(Rd), it follows that
uτn(t0) ⇀ u(t0) weakly in L2(Rd) as well. Therefore, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈uτn(t0)∇vτn(t0), ξ〉 dx−
∫

Rd

〈u(t0)∇v(t0), ξ〉 dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈uτn(t0) (∇vτn(t0) −∇v(t0)) , ξ〉 dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈(uτn(t0) − u(t0))∇v(t0), ξ〉 dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖uτn(t0)‖L2‖ξ‖L∞

∫

spt ξ
|∇vτn(t0) −∇v(t0)|2 dx +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(uτn(t0) − u(t0)) 〈∇v(t0), ξ〉 dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where sptξ denotes the support of ξ. The first factor of the fist term on the right-hand side
is uniformly bounded with respect to n, and the third factor converges to 0 as n → ∞ by
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Proposition 6.1 and Rellich’s theorem. The second term on the right-hand side converges
to 0 since uτn(t0) weakly converges to ⇀ u(t0) in L2(Rd). Thus, the first assertion holds.
From Proposition 6.1 and its corollary, the second and third assertions follow directly. The
fourth assertion can be proven similarly to the first assertion.

Proposition 6.3 (L1-convergence). Assuming conditions (1.3) and (5.1), and referring
to the triplet (uτn , vτn , wτn) as well as (u, v, w) from Lemma 6.1, the following convergence
results hold for any test functions ξ ∈ C∞

c (Rd×(0,∞);Rd) and for any η ∈ C∞
c (Rd×(0,∞)),

and for any T > 0,














































































lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇um
τn − uτn∇vτn , ξ〉 dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇um − u∇v, ξ〉 dxdt,

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(κ1∆vτn − γ1vτn + wτn)η dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(κ1∆v − γ1v + w)η dxdt,

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(κ2∆wτn − γ2wτn + uτn)η dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(κ1∆w − γ1w + u)η dxdt,

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇(κ1∆vτn − γ1vτn + wτn), ξ〉 dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇(κ1∆v − γ1v + w), ξ〉 dxdt,

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

uτnη dx =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

uη dx.

Proof. Initially, we establish that the integrand of the time integral on the right-hand side
of the first equation in the proposition is an element of Lq∗(0, T ). Applying Fatou’s Lemma,
we obtain

∫ T

0
lim inf
n→∞

Bq∗
τn(t) dt ≤ lim inf

n→∞

∫ T

0
Bq∗
τn(t) dt ≤ sup

n∈N

∫ T

0
Bq∗

τn(t) dt < ∞.

Thus, there exists an L 1-negligible subset such that

lim inf
n→∞

Bq∗
τn(t) < ∞, for all t ∈ [0, T ] \ N . (6.4)

For every t0 ∈ [0, T ] \ N , there exists a subsequence {τ0n} ⊂ {τn} such that

sup
j∈N

Bq∗
τ0n

(t0) < ∞, lim
n→∞

Bq∗
τ0n

(t0) = lim inf
n→∞

Bq∗
τn(t0). (6.5)

By Lemma 6.2, we can deduce that for ξ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd),

lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

〈∇umτ0n(t0) − uτ0n(t0)∇vτ0n(t0), ξ〉 dx =

∫

Rd

〈∇um(t0) − u(t0)∇v(t0), ξ〉 dx

holds. Furthermore, by Hölder’s inequality, the triangle inequality and the inequality (5.4),
the following estimate holds

∫

Rd

〈∇umτ0n(t0) − uτ0n(t0)∇vτ0n(t0), ξ〉 dx ≤ ‖∇umτ0n(t0) − uτ0n(t0)∇vτ0n(t0)‖
L

d−1
d
‖ξ‖Ld

≤ (‖∇umτ0n(t0)‖
L

d
d−1

+ C5‖uτ0n(t0)‖L2)‖ξ‖Ld

≤ CBτ0n
(t0)‖ξ‖Ld
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for some positive constant C. Thus, by duality and (6.5), we deduce that

‖∇um(t0) − u(t0)∇v(t0)‖
L

d
d−1

≤ lim inf
n→∞

CBτn(t0).

Since this estimate holds for every t0 ∈ [0, T ] \ N , we can conclude that

∫ T

0
‖∇um(t) − u(t)∇v(t)‖q∗

L
d

d−1

dt ≤ C

∫ T

0
lim inf
n→∞

Bq∗
τn(t) dt ≤ C lim inf

n→∞

∫ T

0
Bq∗
τn(t) dt < ∞.

For arbitrary ξ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × (0,∞);Rd), let us define

ρn(t) :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

〈∇umτn − uτn∇vτn , ξ〉 dx−
∫

Rd

〈∇um − u∇v, ξ〉 dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

and note that ρn ∈ Lq∗(0, T ) with supn ‖ρn‖Lq∗ < ∞. According to Lemma 6.2, it holds
that ρn(t)1[0,T ]\Sτn

(t) → 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Furthermore, by Hölder’s inequality

∫

E
ρn(t)1[0,T ]\Sτn

(t) dt ≤
(

L
1(E)

)
q∗−1
q∗ ‖ρn‖Lq∗ ≤ (L 1(E))

q∗−1
q∗ sup

n
‖ρn‖Lq∗ ,

thereby showing that ρn1[0,T ]\Sτn
is uniform integrable. By the Vitali convergence theorem,

we have

lim
n→∞

∫

[0,T ]\Sτn

ρn(t) dt = lim
n→∞

∫ T

0
ρn(t)1[0,T ]\Sτn

(t) dt = 0.

On the other hand, we have

∫

Sτn

ρn(t) dt ≤ ‖ρn‖Lq∗

(

L
1(Sτn)

)
q∗−1
q∗

≤
(

L
1(Sτn)

)
q∗−1
q∗ sup

n
‖ρn‖Lq∗ → 0 (K → ∞).

Therefore,

∫ T

0
ρn(t) dt =

∫

[0,T ]\Sτn(K)
ρn(t) dt +

∫

Sτn (K)
ρn(t) dt

where the first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 as n → ∞ for any K, and the
second term on the right-hand side can be made arbitrarily small by choosing K sufficiently
large, independently of n. Thus, the left-hand side approaches 0 as n → ∞, establishing
the first assertion of the proposition. Similarly, the second, third and fourth assertions can
also be demonstrated.
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7 Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

From the Taylor expansion, we obtain

|〈y − x,∇ϕ(y)〉 − (ϕ(y) − ϕ(x))| ≤ ‖D2ϕ‖L∞

2
|x− y|2.

Integrating both sides over pk ∈ Γo(u
k−1
τ , ukτ ), we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x,∇ϕ(y)〉Mdpk(x, y) −
∫

Rd

(ukτ − uk−1
τ )ϕdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖D2ϕ‖L∞

2
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ).

Thus, for any function ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × (0,∞)), defining







ϕk
τ := ϕ(·, kτ),

ϕ̇k
τ := ∂tϕ(·, kτ),











ϕτ (t) := ϕk
τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],

ϕ̇
τ
(t) := ϕ̇k−1

τ , t ∈ ((k − 1)τ, kτ ],
ξ = ∇ϕk

τ ,

we establish from the first equation in (2.3) that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(ukτ − uk−1
τ )ϕk

τ dx + τ

∫

Rd

〈∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ ,∇ϕk
τ 〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖D2
xϕ‖L∞

2
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ ).

Considering the identity

(ukτ − uk−1
τ )ϕk

τ = ukτϕ
k
τ − uk−1

τ ϕk−1
τ − uk−1

τ (ϕk
τ − ϕk−1

τ )

and the inequality

|(ϕk
τ − ϕk−1

τ ) − τϕ̇k−1
τ | ≤ ‖∂2

t ϕ‖L∞

2
τ2,

summing from k = 1 to k = ⌈T/τ⌉, we derive
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(u⌈T/τ⌉τ ϕ⌈T/τ⌉
τ − u0τϕ

0
τ ) dx−

∫ ⌈T/τ⌉τ

0

∫

Rd

(uτ ϕ̇τ
− 〈∇umτ − uτ∇vτ ,∇ϕτ 〉) dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖D2
xϕ‖L∞

2

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ ) + ⌈T/τ⌉τ2M‖∂2

t ϕ‖L∞

2
. (7.1)

Considering {τn} as τ from Lemma 6.1, as n → ∞, the right-hand side converges to 0 due
to Proposition 5.2. Given that ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd)×(0,∞), the first term inside the absolute value
on the left-hand side is 0 for sufficiently large T , independent of n. As n → ∞, ϕ̇

τn
and

∇ϕτn converge uniformly to ∂tϕ and ∇ϕ respectively. Therefore, considering Proposition
6.3, the second term inside that absolute value on the left-hand side converges to

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

[u∂tϕ− 〈∇um − u∇v,∇ϕ〉] dxdt,

which equals to 0. This holds for any sufficiently large T > 0, and by letting T → ∞, it
follows that (u, v) satisfies the first equation of Definition 1.1-(iv). From the second and the
third equations in (2.3), by similarly summing over k and considering the limit as n → ∞,
it becomes evident that the limit functions (u, v, w) constitute a weak solution as defined
in Definition 1.1.
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8 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Definition 8.1 (De Giorgi variational interpolation [2, Definition 3.3.1]). The De Giorgi

variational interpolation Ũτ of {ukτ} is defined by

Ũτ (t) := Uk
σ for t = (k − 1)τ + σ.

where Uk
σ is defined by

Uk
σ ∈ argmin

u∈MP2(Rd)∩Lm(Rd)

{

E(u, vkτ ) +
1

2σ
W2

2 (u, uk−1
τ )

}

for σ ∈ (0, τ ] and for k = 1, 2, · · · , N .

uτ and Ũτ take the same values ukτ at t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N} and differ in their interpolation
for t ∈ ((k− 1)τ, kτ), but they belong to the same function space and have the same limit.

Lemma 8.2 (slope estimate). Let Uk
σ be a solution in (8.1). Then,

(∫

Rd

|∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ |2
Uk
σ

dx

)

1
2

≤ W2(U
k
σ , u

k−1
τ )

σ
(8.1)

holds.

Proof. Similarly to the derivation of the first equation in Proposition 2.3, we obtain
∫

Rd×Rd

〈y − x, ξ(y)〉MdPk(x, y) + σ

∫

Rd

〈∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ , ξ〉 dx = 0.

Here, Pk ∈ Γo(u
k−1
τ , Uk

σ ). From this, by the same method as the derivation of Lemma 2.8,
we obtain

(
∫

Rd

|∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ |2
Uk
σ

dx

)

1
2

≤ W2(U
k
σ , u

k−1
τ )

σ
.

Lemma 8.3. Let uτ and Ũτ be the piecewise constant interpolation defined in Definition
5.1 and the De Giorgi variational interpolation defined in 8.1, respectively. Then, for any
T > 0 the following inequality holds.

1

2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇umτ − uτ∇vτ |2
uτ

dxdt +
1

2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τ − Ũτ∇vτ |2

Ũτ

dxdt

+
ε1κ2 + ε2κ1

ε21

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇ {κ1∆vτ (t) − γ1vτ (t) + wτ (t)} |2 dxdt

+
γ1ε2 + γ2ε1

ε21

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|κ1∆vτ (t) − γ1vτ (t) + wτ (t)|2 dxdt

≤ L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ) − L(u⌈T/τ⌉τ , v⌈T/τ⌉τ , w⌈T/τ⌉

τ ).
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Proof. By applying the derivative of Moreaux-Yosida approximation [2, Theorem 3.1.4] to
the third minimizing problem in (2.2), it holds for k = 1, 2, . . . that

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

2τ
+

∫ τ

0

W2
2 (Uk

σ , u
k−1
τ )

2σ2
dσ = E(uk−1

τ , vkτ ) − E(ukτ , v
k
τ )

= L(uk−1
τ , vk−1

τ , wk−1
τ ) − L(ukτ , v

k
τ , w

k
τ ) −Dk

τ ,

Summing over k, we have

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

2τ
+

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

W2
2 (Uk

σ , u
k−1
τ )

2σ2
dσ +

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

Dk
τ

= L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ) − L(u⌈T/τ⌉τ , v⌈T/τ⌉τ , w⌈T/τ⌉

τ ).

The three terms on the left-hand side are bounded below as follows, according to the
inequalities (2.8) and (8.1), and the representation of Dk

τ .

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

2τ
≥

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ

2

∫

Rd

|∇(ukτ )m − ukτ∇vkτ |2
ukτ

dx ≥ 1

2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇umτ − uτ∇vτ |2
uτ

dxdt.

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

W2
2 (Uk

σ , u
k−1
τ )

2σ2
dσ ≥ 1

2

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

|∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ |2
Uk
σ

dxdσ

=
1

2

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ kτ

(k−1)τ

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τ − Ũτ∇vτ |2

Ũτ

dxdt

≥ 1

2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τ − Ũτ∇vτ |2

Ũτ

dxdt,

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

Dk
τ ≥ (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖∂t∇vkτ ‖2L2 + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1)

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

τ‖∂tvkτ ‖2L2

≥ (ε1κ2 + ε2κ1)

∫ T

0
‖∇∂tvτ (t)‖2L2 dt + (γ1ε2 + γ2ε1)

∫ T

0
‖∂tvτ (t)‖2L2 dt

=
ε1κ2 + ε2κ1

ε21

∫ T

0
‖∇{κ1∆vτ (t) − γ1vτ (t) + wτ (t)} ‖2L2 dt

+
γ1ε2 + γ2ε1

ε21

∫ T

0
‖κ1∆vτ (t) − γ1vτ (t) + wτ (t)‖2L2 dt.

By organizing the above, we obtain the inequality stated in the lemma.

Lemma 8.4. Assume (1.3) and (5.1). Let {τn} and u be that in Lemma 6.1. Then, the
following holds:



















Ũτn(t) ⇀ u(t) weakly in (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd) for any t > 0,

sup
n

(∫ T

0
‖Ũτn(t)‖2L2 dt +

∫ T

0
‖∇Ũm

τn(t)‖p∗
L

d
d−1

dt

)

< ∞, for any T > 0.
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Proof. The proof is divided into two parts.

(i) convergence

From the definition of Uk
σ , we have

E(Uk
σ , v

k
τ ) +

1

2σ
W2

2 (Uk
σ , u

k−1
τ )

≤ E(ukτ , v
k
τ ) +

1

2σ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ )

=

{

E(ukτ , v
k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W2

2 (ukτ , u
k−1
τ )

}

+
1

2

(

1

σ
− 1

τ

)

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

≤ E(Uk
σ , v

k
τ ) +

1

2τ
W2

2 (Uk
σ , u

k−1
τ ) +

1

2

(

1

σ
− 1

τ

)

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

from which we obtain W2(U
k
σ , u

k−1
τ ) ≤ W2(ukτ , u

k−1
τ ). Consequently, for t = (k − 1)τ + σ,

σ ∈ (0, τ ], using the triangle inequality, the above inequality, Young’s inequality, and
Proposition 3.1, we have

W2
2 (Ũτ (t), uτ (t)) = W2

2 (Uk
σ , u

k
τ )

≤
(

W2(U
k
σ , u

k−1
τ ) + W2(u

k
τ , u

k−1
τ )

)2

≤ 4W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ ) ≤ 8τ

(

1

2τ

N
∑

k=1

W2
2 (ukτ , u

k−1
τ )

)

≤ 8τ
[

L(u0τ , v
0
τ , w

0
τ ) − L(uNτ , vNτ , wN

τ )
]

→ 0 (τ → 0).

(8.2)

Again, from the definition of Uk
σ , we have

E(Uk
σ , v

k
τ ) +

1

2σ
W2

2 (Uk
σ , u

k−1
τ ) ≤ E(uk−1

τ , vkτ ) =
1

m− 1

∫

Rd

(uk−1
τ )m dx−

∫

Rd

uk−1
τ vkτ dx

≤ 1

m− 1

∫

Rd

(uk−1
τ )m dx + C∗M

1−θ‖uk−1
τ ‖θLm‖∆vkτ ‖Lm ,

where C∗ is defined by (4.5). By Proposition 5.2, the right-hand side is bounded indepen-
dently of τ , σ, and k, so E(Uk

σ , v
k
τ ) is also bounded.

From (4.2), we have

L(Uk
σ , v

k
τ , w

k
τ ) = E(Uk

σ , v
k
τ ) +

κ1κ2
2

‖∆vkτ ‖2L2 +
γ1κ2 + γ2κ1

2
‖∇vkτ ‖2L2 +

γ1γ2
2

‖vkτ ‖2L2

+
ε2
2ε1

‖κ1∆vkτ − γ1v
k
τ + wk

τ ‖2L2

≥ C1‖Uk
σ‖mLm

for some positive constant C1. Therefore, considering (4.2), we see that ‖Uk
σ‖Lm is bounded

independently of τ , σ, and k. Hence,

sup
t∈[0,T ]
τ∈(0,τ∗)

‖Ũτ (t)‖Lm < ∞.
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Now, if {τn} is the sequence from Proposition 6.1, then for any fixed t0 ∈ [0, T ], there exists
a subsequence {τ ′n} ⊂ {τn} and Ũ(t0) such that

Ũτ ′n(t0) ⇀ Ũ(t0) weakly in (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd).

By inequality (8.2) and the weak lower semicontinuity of the Wasserstein distance [2,
Lemma 7.1.4], we have

W2(Ũ (t0), u(t0)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

W2(Ũτ ′n(t0), uτ ′n(t0)) = 0.

Thus, Ũ(t0) = u(t0). This holds for any subsequence of {Ũτn(t0)}, so the result holds
without extracting subsequences. Therefore, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

Ũτn(t) ⇀ u(t) weakly in (L1 ∩ Lm)(Rd).

(ii) uniform boundedness

Let 1 < m < 2. Following the same argument as in the derivation of inequalities (2.9)
and (5.7), we obtain

C2
3

2
‖Uk

σ‖
4m+2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2 ≤ 2C2
4

∫

Rd

|∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ |2
Uk
σ

dx + C6.

By integrating both sides with respect to σ over (0, τ ] and summing from k = 1 to ⌈T/τ⌉,
we obtain

C2
3

2

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ τ

0
‖Uk

σ‖
4m+2(m−1)d

d(2−m)

L2 dσ ≤ 2C2
4

⌈T/τ⌉
∑

k=1

∫ τ

0

∫

Rd

|∇(Uk
σ )m − Uk

σ∇vkτ |2
Uk
σ

dxdσ + C6(T + τ∗).

This implies

C2
3

2

∫ T

0
‖Ũτn‖

4m+2(m−1)d
d(2−m)

L2 dt ≤ 2C2
4

∫ T+τ∗

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τn − Ũτn∇vτn |2

Ũτn

dxdt + C6(T + τ∗).

The right-hand side is bounded independently of n by Lemma 8.3. Due to (1.3), the
exponent of the power of the integrand on the left-hand side is at least 2. Consequently,
the result of lemma follows in a similar manner to Corollary 5.9.

Lemma 8.5. Let (uτn , vτn , wτn) and (u, v, w) be that in Lemma 6.1. Then, for any T > 0
it holds that


























































∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇um − u∇v|2
u

dxdt ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇umτn − uτn∇vτn |2
uτn

dxdt,

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇um − u∇v|2
u

dxdt ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τ − Ũτ∇vτ |2

Ũτ

dxdt,

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|κ1∆v − γ1v + w|2 dxdt ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|κ1∆vτn − γ1vτn + wτn |2 dxdt,
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇ (κ1∆v − γ1v + w) |2 dxdt ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇ (κ1∆vτn − γ1vτn + wτn) |2 dxdt.
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Proof. Since they can all be proven in a similar manner, we will only demonstrate the
second inequality. From Lemma 8.4, we know that the first equation of Proposition 6.3
holds even when {uτn} is replaced by Ũτn . Therefore,

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇um − u∇v, ξ〉 dxdt = lim inf
n→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

〈∇Ũm
τn − Ũτn∇vτn , ξ〉 dxdt

≤ lim inf
n→∞

(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τn − Ũτn∇vτ |2

Ũτn

dxdt

)
1
2 (∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ξ|2Ũτn dxdt

)

1
2

= lim inf
n→∞

(

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|∇Ũm
τn − Ũτn∇vτ |2

Ũτn

dxdt

)
1
2 (∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ξ|2u dxdt
)

1
2

.

By duality, the second inequality of the lemma holds.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Substituting τn from Lemma 6.1 into τ in Lemma 8.3 and taking
the limit as n → ∞, we see from Lemma 8.5 that the desired inequality holds.
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Philippe Laurençot, and Stefano Lisini. A hybrid variational principle for the
keller–segel system in R2. ESAIM: Mathematical Modelling and Numerical Analysis,
49(6):1553–1576, 2015.

[10] Adrien Blanchet, Jean Dolbeault, and Benôıt Perthame. Two-dimensional keller-segel
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