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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.

Ou = Au™ —V - (uVo), zeRY t>0,
€100 = K1 Av — v + w, T € Rd, t>0, (11)
E90iw = Ko Aw — Yow + u, T € ]Rd, t>0, '
u(z,0) =ug >0, e1v(x,0) = e1vg > 0, eqw(x,0) = 9wy > 0, z € RY,

where €;,k; > 0 and v; > 0 for ¢ = 1,2. In this paper, we consider the case where
4

Assuming the integrability of Vu™ and uVwv, it follows from the first equation of system
(LI) that the conservation law of the mass

M = y u(z)de = /]Rd uo(x) dz
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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 (L)),

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 (LI)). In conditions where
K1 #£0,69=kKo=0 or ko#0,61=kK =0 (1.2)

as specified in equation ([LT]), the system is well-known as the Keller-Segel system. The
existence of a critical mass threshold M, has been predicted and studied: if ||ug|1 < M.,
solutions exist globally in time, whereas for any M > M., there exists a solution with
|lugl|,r = M that blows up in finite time. The Keller-Segel system, under the conditions
of ([I2), is further classified into fully parabolic and parabolic-elliptic types depending on
whether

e1+ea#0 or g1 +¢e=0,

respectively. Research concerning the aforementioned threshold M, has been reported
for both cases. See for instance, ﬂﬂ, EL @, |ﬁ|, @, @, @, @] for time global existence,
ﬂa, , , , , @, @] for the existence of blow-up solutions, ﬂg, , , @] for the
threshold. Additionally, for a review of the Keller-Segel system up to recent years, see M]
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 ﬁ], and for the fully parabolic case with m =1 and d = 2
in E], and for the fully parabolic case with m > 1 in , , , ] Additionally, while
not specific to the so-called minimal models, see ] 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 ] 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 E] 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



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 (L)
where coefficients are not set to zero; unlike the Keller-Segel system, (L.IJ) 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 (LII). 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 (I.T), specifically reported when m = 1 and d = 4. Fujie-Senba ] have
proved that in a bounded domain, under spherical symmetry with the boundary conditions

ou Ov Ow
a_y_a—y_a—y_o, x eI, t>0,
or the boundary conditions
ou v

a—y—ua—yzv:wzo, eI, t>0

without spherical symmetry, if ||ug||;1 < (87)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 (87)% and is not a natural number multiple of (87)2, satisfying
|lugl|r = M. Additionally, Hosono-Ogawa @] deal with problems that are reduced to
(CI) through variable transformations, demonstrating that global-in-time solutions exist
under the conditions m = 1, &1 = g9 = 0 and d = 4 when |lug||;1 < (87)2. Also, Hosono-
Laurencot ﬂﬁ] showed that when m =1, &1 = e9 = 1 and d = 4, time-global solutions exist
if HUO”LI < (871')2.

Fujie-Senba ], Hosono-Ogawa @] and Hosono-Laurencot ﬂﬁ] 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



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)) if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) For any T > 0, the functions meet these regularity conditions:
— w e L®(0,T; (L' N L™)(RY),
— v € L™(0,T; H'(RY)),
—we LOO(07T7 L2(Rd))}
— [Ju@®)l[1 = [luol|r1 for all t € [0,T],

sup |22 udz < oo.
te[0,T] JRd

(ii) For any T > 0, the functions demonstrate additional reqularity:
— u € L*(0,T; L*(R%)),
m 1 1,29 md
—u" el (OvT;W7d71(R ))}
v e L0, T; W32(RY)),
— w € L*0,T; W22(RY)).

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

- ltlin()l Wa(u(t),uo) =0,

— lim [Jo(t) — —0
i [[u(t) = ol =0,

— lim ||w(t) — w =0
i 1(8) — woll 12 =0,
where Who denotes the Wasserstein distance defined in Section 2.

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

/ / [udsp — (Vu™ — uVv, V) dedt =0,  for all o € C°(R? x (0, 00)),
0 JRd

€100 = K1Av — v +w,  a.e. in R? x (0, 00),

£20w = Ko Aw — yow +u,  a.e. in RY x (0,00).



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:

4m +2(m — 1)d
d(2 —m)

<1<m<2 and 22) or m > 2. (1.3)
When m > 2 — %, the existence of time-global weak solutions can be established without
any restrictions on ||ug|/;1. 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 kike182 # 0 and
m>2— % along with condition (L3)). Then, for any non-negative functions ug satisfying
ug € (L' N L™)(RY) and |x|*ug € LY(RY), vg € W22(RY), and wy € L*(RY), there exists a
time-global weak solution to (ILT).

When m = 2 — %, a mass threshold appears, and the existence of time-global weak

solutions is conditional upon |jug|/;1 < M,. Furthermore, since condition (L3) is satisfied
for d > 6, we can summarize without explicit mention of ([L3]) as follows:

Theorem 1.3 (global existence in critical exponent). Assume that k1k2e182 # 0 and m =
2 — %, and d > 6. Then, for any non-negative functions ug satisfying ug € (L* N L™)(R%)
and |z2ug € L'(R?Y), vg € W22(RY), and wy € L*(R?), there exists a time-global weak
solution to problem (I1I), provided that

[uoll 1 < M,

d
M, ::( 2d “1“2>4 (1.4)

where M, is defined by

d—4 C?
and

/ u(—A)"2uda
R (1.5)

4—(2—m)d m(d—4) °
d(m—1 d(m—1
ull 77 el Y

Cc? .= sup
(uw)E(LINL™)(RD) x 2 (R4) I

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 (LTJ).

Theorem 1.4 (energy inequality). Assume that kikoe19 # 0. Define the functional L as
follows:

1
L(u,v,w) ::—/ umda;—/ uv dx
m—1 R4 R4

+52 [ jAuP e DI [ gzae s B2 [ e (1)
2 Rd 2 R4 2 R4

€
+ 2 k1 Av — y1v + w|* di,
261 Rd



Then, the following inequality holds for the solutions obtained by Theorem[1.2 and Theorem
1.5

L(ug, vy, wo) — E(U(T),U(T),w(T))
2
//Rd ”W‘ du dt+w// IV {k1A0(t) — yo(t) + w(t)} |* dadt

e + ne2 T ReL / / k1 Av(t) — y1v(t) + w(t)|? dedt
R4

for every T € [0, 00).

It is anticipated that the existence of time-global weak solutions can also be proven for
cases where d = 4,5 and m = 2 — %. However, although we have succeeded in constructing
approximate solutions and demonstrating the boundedness from below of £ under the
restricted condition for M, we were unable to verify what appears to be the condition
u € L2(R? x (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 ([LI]). Section 3 derives the Lyapunov
functional £ for (I.T]), and Section 4 examines its boundedness from below. Notably, if
m > 2 — % orm = 2 — % 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 (IIJ), as
demonstrated in Section 7. Section 8 proves the energy inequality.

2 Time-discretized approximate solutions

In this section, we partition the time interval [0,00) and construct variational approxima-
tions to the solutions of (LLI]) at each partition point. Before defining the approximate
solutions, we revisit the concept of the (quadratic) Wasserstein distance, denoted as Wj.
Consider the space Z(R?) of probability measures on R?. We define

Py(R) = {u e @Y s [ loPduto) < +oo},
M Py(RY) := {u : % e 25(RY), M > 0}.

Definition 2.1 (Wasserstein distance). For p,v € P5(R?), the Wasserstein distance
Ws is defined as

Wa(p,v) := inf (// |z — y[* dp(z, y)> ;
pel’(p,v R x R4

6



where T'(u,v) represents the set of measures p € (R x RY) that satisfy

//Rded b(z) dp(z,y) = /Rd b(z) du(z), //Rded b(y) dp(z,y) = y b(y) dv(y),

for any continuous and bounded function b € Cy(RY). For p,v € M P2(R), Wa(u,v) is
additionally defined by

wov
Walp, v) == VMW, (—,—) :
2(1,v) 2\ 20 37
It is well-established that a measure u € P5(R%), if absolutely continuous with re-
spect to the Lebesgue measure .Z¢ and denoted by p = u.2? with density v € L'(R%),
allows for the existence of a unique optimal transport p, and an optimal transport map t
characterized by

W)= ([[ 1o y\zdpm,y))% ([~ t;:@c)r?du(sc))é .

Moreover, t}; coincides almost everywhere with the gradient of a convex function (refer to E,
§6.2.3], B, Theorem 2.3], ﬂ@, Theorem 2.12] for instance). For more detailed information on
Wasserstein distances, consider consulting sources such as Chapter 7 of ﬂﬂ], Chapter 6 of ﬂﬁ],
and Chapter 5 of @] In this paper, we specifically address cases where both p and v possess
densities p; and po, respectively, simplifying the notation for the Wasserstein distance to
Wha(p1, p2) instead of Wy (p1. L%, po.L%) and py, pa € Po(RY) instead of 1, v € Po(R?). Let
p € T'y(p1, p2) denote that p is the optimal transport between p; and po.
We define three functionals £, F, and G as follows:

1 m
E(u,v) .—m/Rdu d:z:—/Rduvdx,
1
F(v,w) := —/ (k1| Vol? +71v2)dx—/ vw dz,
2 Jpa Rd

1
G(w,u) = g/Rd(@\VwP + yow?) dz —/ uw dx.

Rd

Then, the system (LI]) can formally be expressed as

Ou = =V, €(u,v),
10w = =V, F(v,w),
g90iw = =V, G(w, u),

where V,, represents the gradient of the functional u +— &£ (u,v) in the Wasserstein space.
Namely, when £(u) := [pq f(u),dz, we have =V, E(u) = V - (uV f'(u)). Similarly, V, and
V. represent the gradients of the functionals v + F(v,w) and w +— 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.



While convergence of the approximate solution is not generally guaranteed by theory, in
the current problem ([[]), 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 [0,00) into sub-intervals with length 7 > 0. Let
0,0

(uT,vT,wO) := (pr * ug,v0,wp) be an approximated initial data, where p; is a family of

mollifiers satisfying

1 T
pTZ\/—;P<W>, /de(:v),d:vzl, peCERY), p>0.
T

Note that W3(ug,u?) — 0 as 7 — 0 by E Lemma 7.1.10] and that £(u?, 0%, w?) —
L(ug,vo,wp) as 7 — 0, where L is the functional defined in Theorem [[L4l Therefore, there
exists a 7, > 0 such that for 7 € (0, 7y),

L(u2, 02 w?) < L(ug,vo, wp) + 1 (2.1)
Hereafter, assume 7 € (0, 7 ) and it will be understood without stating each time that (2.))
holds. For k£ =1,2,3,---, we recursively define (uk vk w ) by

79 Yo

) B £ _

wk € argmin {Q(w,uf OEs 2—2H’w —wk 1\\%2}7
weH (RY) T

2

k ; k
€ Flv,
vy € argmin { (v,w) + 5

k—12
U= U H 2} )
UEHl(Rd) L (22)
1
ub e argmin {E(U,vlﬁ) + —W%(u,uf_l)} ,
. ueM P2 (RONL™ (RY) 27

where argminy{-- -} 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 trzple (uk, vk wk) is defined, where uf € L*(RY)
with (uk)™ € WHI(RY), vk € W42(Rd), wk e W 2(Rd), and uf vF wk > 0. Furthermore,
they satisfy the following Fuler-Lagrange equations:

/ (v — 2, £(y)) Mdpy(x,y) + 7 / (V)™ — ub Vo, € de = 0,
RdxRd

R4

€1 /Rd(vf—vf_l)Cdx:T/R (k1 AVY — y0f + W) da, (2.3)

€9 /d(wf —wh Ypde =1 /d(ngAw’ﬁ — ywk + w1y da,
R R

for all ¢ € CX(RY%RY), for all ¢, 77 € CX(RY), where pr € To(uF=1 uk) is the optimal
transport plan between uk and u¥, which satisfies

T

1
2

Wt /a0 = ([ o= ot

8



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

Lemma 2.3. Assuming uf~' vfF=1 wk=1 € L2(R?), the pair (vF wF) is uniquely well-

T

determined as defined in (Z2)), with both components being non-negative. Additionally,
the second and third equations of [Z3) are satisfied, and v* and wF respectively qualify as
elements of W42(RY) and W22(R9).

Proof. The proof for v* can be similarly established; therefore, for w”, the proof is provided
divided into four parts: existence, uniqueness, non-negativity, and the Euler-Lagrange
equations.

(i) existence of w”

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

/ wub "t de = / (w — wF HuFtde +/ wh= k=1 dz
Rd Rd Rd
R I e P R e
k—1)2 T k=102 k—1 k—1
< 2 — b+ Db+ [ wk
T £9 Rd
From Young’s inequality:

k—
lwllZze = w1z,

N —

lw — w7 >

we derive
k—1 ”2L2

Eg”w—’wT 1 / 2 2 EQHwH%,?
> = \Y dr + ———
2 5 [ Vg de+

€2 )1k T k- k-1, k-
- EH“’T N3, - 5||UT 2, _/]Rd w1t dg,

Hence, the minimizing sequence {w,} for the left-hand side is bounded in H'(R?), and we
may assume it weakly converges to some w, € H'(R?). At this point, we have

k—1 s k—1 k—112 s k=112
G(we,uz™") < lminf Glwn, uz™), - [lwe — wz™ |72 < liminf {lw, —wz™|7

which confirms that w, is a minimizer of the left-hand side in (Z4]). Therefore, we can
define w'j = Wi
(ii) uniqueness

The uniqueness of discrete solution follows from the strict convexity of w +— G(w,uf1)

and w — ||Jw — w’ﬁ_1||2L2.

(iii) non-negativity



The non-negativity of u%~! is clear because u¥~! belongs to M %5(Q2) for k > 2 and
ug > 0. Consequently, it holds that

Gwy,uy ™) = G| uf ™). (2.5)

We prove vF > 0 by induction in k. For k = 0, we have w? = wg > 0 by the assumption.

By the triangle inequality, ||w| — [w5™1|| < |wk — wk=!|. Therefore, if w5~ > 0, then we
have
[lwg| = wi ™ 2 < k= wi™t 2. (2.6)

Combining (Z3]) and (Z6]), we obtain

k  k— €2 k k— k| . k— €21, k k—112
g(w7'7u7' 1)+§HU7—_UT 1”%2 2g(|w'r|’u7 1)+§H|UT|_UT 1HL2'

k

Since w7

is a unique minimizer of the functional
k-1 €2 k=112
w s 6w, ub ) o Z w— k2,

we have |wF| = wk.
(iv) Euler-Lagrange equation

For any n € C°(RY),

= 07
e=0

d (g(w y o) 4 2wr e wf‘1|!%z>
de 4

2T

thus confirming that the third equation of (Z3]) holds. From elliptic regularity, we have
wk € WH2(R9). O

Lemma 2.4. Assume that u*~!' € M 2,(R%) N L™RY), and v* € WH2(R?). Then, u*,
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 uF

2(d—2)
—a

Since < m < 2, the conjugate exponent m’ satisfies

2(d — 2)
< /<7,
2smi s =y

Furthermore, given v* € W*2(R%) embeds into L™ (R?), the Holder and Young’s inequal-
ities yield

1 1 /
k k k

[ ke < Jullim oo < ol + =051
From this, it follows that

ot
m(m —1)

1 1 / 1
k 2 k—1 k 2 k-1
E(u,vk) + 5 WR(u,uh ™) 2 lllZon = =kl + 5 WG, 1),

10



and the minimizing sequence {u,} C M P5(R?) N L™(RY) in the left-hand side forms a
bounded sequence in L™(R?). Moreover, for any K > 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
implies

m 1—m

/ und:E:/ (up) 2 (up) 2 drx
{un>K} {un>K}

1

: :
< / uy' dx / ul=(m=1) g
{un>K} {Un>K}
1 1
= : T I
= n [ 2
= gm—1 </Rd Uy, dx) </Rd Un, da:) Km—1H“n”Lm=

hence, the sequence {u,} is equi-integrable. The boundedness of ||uy |/ = and the Dunford-
Pettis theorem imply that a subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by {u,}, weakly converges
to some u, € (L' N L™)(RY). Particularly, from ||u, ||, = M, it follows |ju.||;10 = M. At
this point,

& (uy, v¥) < liminf € (uy,, v¥)

n— o0

and from ﬂa, Lemma 7.1.4]

W (s, u 1) < liminf W(uy,, uf1).

T
n—oo

By the triangle inequality, we have

1
(/ 22w () dfﬂ) C = Wt 00) < W, 1) + WL, )
Rd

2 k—1 :
= lim inf W(up, u* 1) + </ || “ui ™" (z) dm) ,
n—o0 Rd
hence, u, € M P5(R%). Thus,

1
O )+ W(“*v P71 = lim <5(Un,vf)+—W(un,u§_l)>.

n—00 2T

Therefore, ulﬁ := u, can be defined.

(ii) uniqueness

It is clear that u — £(u is strictly convex, so we demonstrate that u + W2 (u, uf~1)
is weakly convex followmg @ Proposition A.1]. Let p; € T'y(uy,u3) and po € T'y(ug, us).
In this case, it is straightforward to verify that ps := (1—s)p1 +sp2 € T'((1—s)us + sug, ug).

Consequently, we have

W22((1 — s)uy + sug,uz) < / \x—y\2 dps
R4 xRd

:(1—3)/ !w—ylzdplﬂ/ |z — y|* dps
RdxRd RIxRd

= (1 — 5)W3(u1, uz) + W3 (uz, us)

11



The convexity demonstrated here implies the uniqueness of uf [l

To derive the Euler-Lagrange equations for «”, it is important to recall the concept of

the push-forward and its properties.

T

Definition 2.5 (push-forward E, §5.2]). Let pu,v € Z(R?). Consider a p-measurable map
t: R = R If for every f € Cy(RY), the equality

- / F(t() du(z)
Rd

holds, then v is termed the push-forward of (v through t, denoted by v = txu. Specifically,
if = p1 L% and v = po. L% with p1, py € LP(R?) and 1 < p < oo, the same notation remains

consistent provided that
/ fW)p2(y) dy =/ f(t(2))p1(x) dz
R4 Rd

If v =typ with du = wdZ? and dv = vd.Z?, then one can deduce from change of
variables that

for every f € L¥ (R9).

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

holds for almost every z in R%.

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 < p < oo and & € CP®(R%RY). If v, converges to v in LP(R?), then for
§ > 0 small enough and for every t € [0,6], v,(id + t€) converges to v(id + t&) in LP(R?).
In addition, it holds that

[vn(2d + t€) — v(id + t&)| r(ray < Csllvn — vl Loway for all t € [0, 4],
where Cs is a positive constant depending on § and &.

Proof. Let r(x) := x+t&(x). Note that for § small enough, r; is a C! diffeomorphism and
det Dry > 0 in t € [0,6] since & € C°(R% R?). By the change of variables y = r(z), we
have

/ |on (re(2)) — v(1re (2 ]pdx—/ [un (y) — v(y) [P det(Dr; (y)) dy
sup (et (D () lon = VI g

B (y7 )ERE x[0,4]

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

Lemma 2.7. Let the pair (u¥,v®) be a solution of (Z2). Then, the first equation in [Z3)
holds.

12



Proof. The proof is provided in four steps.
Step 1 : Gateaux derivative of the internal energy

Define Uy := (id + s&)gu¥. Then, from the relation (Z.7)), we have
Uyl + 56 (x)| det (id + sDE(x))| = ().

Consequently, we have

Lol =2 ( [ vt senit s [ b a)
_ / |det (id + sD&(x))[' =™ — 1 (W)™ das
Rd S

Since (| det (id + sD&(x))|'~™ — 1) /s uniformly converges to (1 —m)div £ because of the
uniform boundedness of D&, we obtain

m o kym
lim Ut = ()™ dr = (1 — m)/ (uF)™ div € d.
s—=0 Jpd S R4
Step 2 : Gateaux derivative of the potential energy
Let {v,} C C(R?) be a sequence converging to v in W2(R9). Define
I,(s) == Usvp, dz = / Up(x + s€(x))u(z)dx and I(s):= Usvdzx.
R4 R4 R4

Then, I,,(s) converges uniformly to I(s) in a small interval [0, 6], and I,,(s) is differentiable
with

1) = [ (Vo + s(e). @) uto) do.
On the other hand,

/]Rd (Vo(z + s€(x)) — Vou(x + s&(x)), &(x))u(x) dz

, 1/m/
< 1€zl ( / V(o s€(0) = Vi o+ st dx) |
sp

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

I'(0) = /R (Vole), &(x))u(a) dr.

Step 3 : the right Gateaux derivative of the Wasserstein distance

Let pi € To(uf=1 /M, uF /M). Define p, € T'(Uy /M, u¥ /M) by

/ F(y) dps(a,y) = / F(y + s€(v)) dpi(z,y)
Rdx R4

R xR4

13



for any f € Cy(R? x R?). Then by definition of the Wasserstein distance,

W2 (U, k) < / & — yP? Mdp, (z, ) = / & —y — s€(y)|* Mdpy(x.y).
RdXRd d

R4 xR

Therefore we have

WE(Us 1Y) — WE(u, ub1) < / (2 — y — s6@)? — |z — y[?) Mdpy(z. y)

Dividing by s > 0 and passing to the limit as s | 0, we obtain
limsup W%(Us’uﬁ_l) W2( Uz, ﬁ '

sl0 S

Do [ o) Man(e).

Step 4 : Euler-Lagrange equations

Given the minimality of u¥, we have
1
EUs,v7) + - W3 (Usyur ™) = E(ur, vf) + 5 Wz( up ) >0

Dividing both sides by s > 0 and taking the limit as s | 0, we obtain
1
s @) Mdpe) — [ (b diveds - [ (Ve gukde >0
T JRAxRE Rd Rd
By considering —¢ instead of &, we obtain

%/Rded@ — 2,&(y)) Mdpi(z,y) — /Rd(uﬁ)m div & dz — /Rdwvf,@uﬁ dz = 0.

Below, we demonstrate that V(uf)™ € L*(R?). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we

have

/(u’;)mdivgda;+/ (Vok €)uk da
R4 R4

<

L) M)

IA

Walur, ur ) ) </ €y lzukdaz>

Watu b
< W) /g

so, we have

M\/_HEHLOO

/(uﬁ)mdiVEd:E < / (Vok &)uP dz| +
Rd e
yk-1
< [|€][ Lo (/ kIVvﬂd:zH—FM) ‘
Rd

T

14
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By the Hahn-Banach theorem and the Riesz-Markov representation theorem, there exists

an R%-valued measure p* = (¥, ub, ... ,,u'fl) such that
d
- [y aivedo - > | &
where & = (§1,&2,...,&4). Building on this result, we revisit the aforementioned inequality:

k—1

d ) 1
S [ [ vitgutas] < P (] et ac)
j=1

and apply the Riesz representation theorem to find:

d
S [ G- [ (ot gtar = [ (RE gk an,
P Rd Rd

1
5 k . k—1
</ \Rlﬂzulﬁdaz> < M7
R T

confirming the existence of an R%valued function R¥. Summarizing the above, we can
express the equation as:

d
_/ (ulﬁ)mdiVdeZZ/ fjd/l?:/ (uﬁRk—l—usz}f,E)dx.
j=1 /R -

Rd

From the fact that u*R; + «*VoF € LY(RY), it follows that Vu* € L'(RY) and pu* =
Vuk #?. Consequently, we obtain

l/ (y —z,&(y)) Mdpy(z,y) +/ (V(uk)ym — bk ¢) dz = 0.
R4 x R4

T R
]

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 E, Lemma 3.1.3)). Let the pair (u¥,v*) be a solution of (Z2).
Then, the following estimate holds.

1
< / [V (ub)™ — ukvok]? d$> P Waluru™h (28)
Rd

k
Uz T

15



Proof. From the first equation in (Z3]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

kym _  k k — _
P Ve -tV o= [ (y—a.gw) M,

2 : 2 2
< < [ ey Mdm) < [, lew Mdpk>
R x R4 R x R4

1

swatu ) ([ P abman)

As a consequence of the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a function RF in
L?(R%; uF #?) such that

[y bk g do = [ (k€
R4 R4

Wa (uF, uf=1
RS oy < 220t )

This confirms that the specified inequality is valid. O

By setting u® := p, * ug, we can ensure that u? € L?(R?) even if ug ¢ L?(R?). This
regularity is then transferred to w! € W22(R%) and v} € W*2(R?) through the second and
third equations of (2.3]) and elliptic estimates. To maintain this chain of regularity, we hope

to obtain ul € L2(R?%) from [Z3) and v: € W42(R?). The following lemma demonstrates
that this expectation is indeed realized.

Lemma 2.9. Let u¥ be a solution of the minimizing problem 22). Then uf € L*(R?).

md
Proof. Initially, we establish that u* € La-1(R?). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
the slope estimate (2.8]), we obtain

2 Eym _ kv, k(2 3
/ |V (uf)™ — ukVok| de < </ ok dm>2 (/ |V (u7) kuTVfuT\ dm)
e R? R4 uk

k , k—1
< \/M WQ(UNUT )
T

Using the Euler-Lagrange equations (Z3]) and elliptic estimates, we conclude that u*~1 ¢
L*(R?) implies w® € W22(R?), which in turn ensures vf € W42(R?). So, it follows from
the Sobolev inequality that
ko, k k k
[ Vet dn < k] 1908
k k
< 0372“71’7“11% ”UT ”W3’2'
Since m > 2 —4/d > 2d/(d + 4) we have

W. k’ k—1
IV (ul)™ | < VM % + JuVoF|| 1 < oo

16



Consequently, by the Sobolev inequality we obtain

k k k
otz gng. = 1Cur)™ 2, < Crall(uz)™llwas < 0.

Therefore, we have u* € Lﬁ(Rd). Note that since d > 4,

md >2(d—2). d _2(d—2)> 2d
d—17~ d d—1 d—1 d+2

holds.

Next, let us suppose that u¥ € (L' N L9)(R?) and 2d/(d +2) < ¢ < 2. Let p =
qd/2(d — q). Then we have 1 < p < ¢. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Holder’s
inequality, for any & € C2°(R% R?) we have

/ d<V(U’i>m—U§VU§,£>dx§< /. 'W“ﬁ)m;“ﬁww ) </ \a%’fdx)

‘V(uﬁ) — ukauk’ 3
<
B </le uk dx HUTHLPHEHL%.

T

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

1
k\m k k|2 2
k ko, k [V(ui)™ — ui Vi k|3
IV ()™ — bk s(/ U ) k|2,

L7 uf (2.9)
< WQ(uﬁvuﬁ_l) H kH
= T TP
Since 2p/(p+1) = 2qd/{2d+q(d—2)} < d/(d— 1), the Sobolev inequality with C|  24a
?2d+q(d—2)
and the inequality ([Z.9]) and Holder’s inequality lead to
kym m
<
[ (uz) HLW@%%) < Cl,mj]q(fdl IV (ub)™ | J—7
W2( ) )
<O _ 200 <—T —||u HLp + ||UTHLQHVUk|| ,
' 2dtq(d—2)

2mgqd
which implies that u¥ € LT a(dD (R9) since u € LY(R?) N LY(R?Y) c LP(R?). Consequently,
we see that

2d 2maqd

T3 <g<2and uf € NRYNLIRY) = of € LD
Now, let us define
_md - 2d
R R D
2mq;d

G 2d+ qi(d—4)
Since if ¢; < 2 and g; < 2(m — 1)d/(d —4) we have u* € L%+1(R?) and gj41 > g, we

2( n )d
see that u¥ G it = YRY). When m > 2 — 4/d we have 2(m — 1)d/(d — 4) > 2.
Therefore, u* € L2(Rd). O
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In this paper, we initially derived the Euler-Lagrange equations for each unknown func-
tion and subseq uently obtained the regularity of the discrete solutions. Conversely, as seen
in ﬂﬁ, ., @ , 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 (L)) using the variational
properties of discrete solutions and the Euler-Lagrange equations. For convenience, we
introduce the following two operators for the discrete solution z¥ € {v*, w*}.

kL k—1 ko o k—1
22—z — zZ;+z
k=T k=TT (3.1)
T T

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

=@+, A =@ -0k,

IIZ’T“II2 o
2 Y

(9,28, 0,28) 12

T

Vol = 0,V2E, Yok =9,V2E,  AdZF =0,A2F,  A9F =8Nk

Proposition 3.1. Let (u¥, vF, wk) be a solution in @2) and L be the functional defined in

T YT

[.6. Then, for any N € N, the following inequality holds:

N

1 20,k k1 k 0,0 N N N

77 Wi (uk, ul —i—g DF < £(u2,09,w?) — L(ud, v wl),
k=1

where

61827'

k I<L1H,2T
Dy = ——— |07k 7 +

HatAUkHL2

I T_2 |:2(€1K2 + 62/41)

5 + (k2 + ’Yzfﬁl)} [0, VE 12,

T

T
_|__

2 [2(7152 + Y2¢e1)
2

+ 7172] [0l |17
Proof. By definition of ulﬁ, the following inequality holds:

1 1 ke
E(uy,vr) + 5 W2( < Eur f)+;W§(uf L),

18



Considering that uf~1 € L?(R%), we have

1

SWB (b b < e k) — (k)
= E(uE 0B - E(uk, of) — (uE ok — ok (3:2)
=E&(u f— 1)”71?_1)_5(uf—vvf)_T<u§_lvatU§>L2'

Let us rewrite the last term on the right-hand side using the Euler-Lagrange equations
23). The second and third equations in (23]) can be expressed using the operator (B.II)
as follows:

)

wl = (210, — k1A +m) v
U= (2200 — koA + o)w
= (e20; — koA +72) (€10 — K1 A + 71) vF (3.3)
= £169020" — {e1(kaA — 72) + ea(k1 A — 1)} Ok
+ (k1A — 1) (ke A — y9)0F

k
(o
k k
Ur Wr

Define v ! as follows:

v

~1 0 <H1AU2 — ol + w?)

L= U, =T -
This definition allows us to assume that (3.3) holds for £ > 1. Consequently, we have

(Wi, 00k 12 = e162(07 V5, Ovk) 12 — ((e1ka + eak1) A — m1eg — Y21) D40k, Ovk) 12
+ (k1A = 71) (K2 A — )0, 9,0F) 12
= Il + I2 + I37
where
L —€1€2<8tv E?tv )12
Hatvlﬁ\\%z — 0513,
27 ’

=162~ <5t vk (O + B)OpE) 12 = e1e0= ||8t2 FI72 +eie

Iy = —<(€1/€2 +e2k1)A —meEg — 7261)3{%7 Oy 2
= —(e1kg + £2k1) (A0, 00F) 12 + (112 + 7221) 10105 |72
= (e1m2 + £2m1) | VL1 T2 + (miga + 72e1) |00 | 72,
I3 = (k1A — 71) (Ko A — 32) vk 0wF) 12 = (k1A — 41)0F, (koA — 72)00F) 12

:m@#@+@m¢@&mm+iﬁ@;ﬂﬁM@+@v@@wmm

+ L (0 + Byl D) 12

[AVE|7, — [[Avk1]|7,
2T

T
= H152§HatA’Uf”2L2 + R1K2

2 2T
’Yl’YzT k Y172 k k—
+ 10wk 72 + 5= 5 v 172 — ok I7e )

k k—
{IVoFlze = IVor~"l1Z2}
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From the above, it can be observed that the right-hand side of ([B: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 & and k& — 1. The former is denoted as DF,
and the latter is denoted as £(u¥~1, v¥=1 wh=1) — L(uF vF wF). Then, we can see that the
following inequality holds.

1
SR, k) 4 DE < (b o k) - Lk ok k).
T
By summing both sides from & = 1 to N, we obtain the desired inequality. O

Remark 3.1. As demonstrated in the proof of Proposition [B.1], the derivation of £ does not
utilize the properties of the first term of £. Consequently, if £ takes the form

E(u,v) = E(u) — /]Rd uv dz,

a similar derivation is possible. Notably, it is not necessary for u to be a gradient flow
in the Wasserstein space. Therefore, by replacing & or considering the gradient V,, as a
gradient in a space other than the Wasserstein space, it is possible to consider a chimera
gradient flow endowed with £ as a Lyapunov functional different from (I.T]).

4 Lower bounds of L

In this section, we examine the lower boundedness of £ on
Xar = {(uw,v,w) € (L' N L™)(RY) x W2A(RY) x L2(RY) | wyv,w > 0, Jullp = M}, (4.1)
and investigate its coercivity, expressed by the inequality

Lu,v,w) 2 allulfm + Bl A7,

K2 + Y2k
+ %”V?)”%z 4+ ==

L2 + ”RlA'U_le/U‘i_wHLQ >O
for some positive constants «, 3, and for all elements (u,v,w) € X;. By carefully esti-
mating the lower bound of the negative term in £, we derive the following propositions.

Proposition 4.1 (lower bounds of £ in subcritical case). Assume m >2— 2 and M > 0.
Then, the functional L is bounded from below on X and satisfies (4.2).

Proposition 4.2 (lower bounds of £ in critical case). Assume m = 2 — % and M > 0.
Then, the functional L is bounded from below on Xyr if and only if M < M,, where M, is
defined in (L4l). In particular, when M < M,, [A2]) holds.
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Proof of Proposition [7.1. When u € L*(R)NL™(R?) and v € W22(R), the negative term

of £ can be estimated as follows.
/]Rd wodr < HuHL% H’UHL% (Holder’s inequality)

< HuulLTQHUHQLMHUHLfi (The interpolation inequality)

< ClH'LLHL% HV’UHLdQ_iiz (The Sobolev inequality)
< 0102||u\|;9||u\|%m |D?v||;2 (The Sobolev embedding theorem)
< 010203||u\|;9||u\|%m||Av||L2 (Corollary 9.10 in ])

C1C5C3)? _
< %Hu\@g 9)||u\|%6m + %HA’UH%Q (Young’s inequality)
where
0_m(d—4) ) 9_4m—(2—m)d
~ 2d(m —1)’  2d(m—1)
Consequently, the functional £ satisfies
(C1C2C3)2 210, 1120
L(u,v,w) > m— 1||U\|?m - TMHUHU [ullZm.
From this, it follows that when m > 26, i.e.,
4
>2— =
m 7

L is bounded below regardless of the value of ||ul|;:1 and ([£2]) holds.

Proof of Proposition [{.3 The proof is divided into three parts.
(i) lower bounds and coercivity

To obtain a better, lossless estimate in ([£3]), we define

/ uv dr
C, = sup R

, =6 ;
(e nrmy®d)x irz®d) el [ullm | Av]| L2

(4.3)

(4.4)

(4.5)

where H 2(R%) is the closure of compactly supported smooth functions in the seminorm
|A-|lz2 and 6 is given by ([@4). From the definition of C, and Young’s inequality, for any

0 such that 0 < 6 < k1ke, the following inequality holds

62 /451/452—5‘

4
de < ——*— Ma|ju||t + —=——||Av]|2.
[ wde < el + 2 A
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Consequently, we have

1
—/ umdx—/ uvd:ﬂ—l—ﬁlﬁz/ |Av|? dz
m—1 Rd Rd 2 Rd

1 CNQ 4 5 2
> o * = m. e
- (m -1 2(kik2 — 5)Md> a2 + 2 | Avllza
o éf 2d (/illig — 5)
N 2(/11/4,2—(5) d—14 C’f

4 0
- 814 Jullp + 5801

Setting 6 = 0 shows that the right-hand side is lower bounded when M < (d%dll %) , and

as shown in the next, C2 = €2, defined in (5], holds, indicating that this implies M < M,.
When M < M,, since the coefficient of [ju||}% can be made positive by appropriately
choosing 4§, ([4.2) holds.

(ii) C2 = C2

By definition, we have

2
< / UV dm)
C’f = sup R?

. 2(1—-6
(w)e(r nLm) @) x 2R [[ull 207 )28, ]| A2,

1
1 |Av]3.

SUD 2(1-0) | 1190 imay ([ 2
wenLm) @) ull gy~ ullF \vefr2® (fgquv do)

Define
|Av|1%,
(fRd UV d:z:) 27

which is bounded below, and let {v, } be a minimizing sequence for A,,. Since {v,/||Av, |2}
is also a minimizing sequence, {v,/||Av,||2} forms a bounded sequence in H?(RY) —

2d
L#=1(R?). Thus, we can extract a subsequence {v,;)} such that

Ay(v) =

Avn(j) — Awv, weakly in Lz(Rd),

. 2d g
Up(j) — Ux weakly in La=1(R?).
Since u € (L' N L™)(R%) C L%(Rd), the dual space of L (R9), it follows that

/ vy (5 dx —>/ uvy dz (j — 00).
R4 R4

Moreover,
[Av,]| < lim inf [| Avy, ) [| 22
J]—00
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implies that
Ay (vs) < liminf Ay (v, )

J]—00

confirming the existence of a minimizer v,. For any ¢ € H? (RY), the following holds

d 2 d )
e [</Rd u(vs + £9) dm) Ay (vi + £9) = EHA’U* +eApl|72

e=0

e=0

yielding

Au(v*)/ uv*da:/ ugpd:nz/ Av*Agodx:/ @(—A)zv*dzn,
R4 Rd R4 R4

that is,

<Au(v*) /R , d:n> = (—A),. (4.6)

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

—_— u(—A)Puds = x— 2)K(z —y)u(x)u xdydz
Au@*)—/Rd (a7 Pude= [ Ko = 2)K(: — y)ula)u(y) dedyd

where, K is the fundamental solution of —A, given by

1
(d — 2)wala|2?’

K(z) =
and wq = 2n%2/I'(d/2) is the surface area of the unit sphere S9! in R% Therefore
C? =2
(iii) unboundedness of £ from below

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

fRd UV, dx

C, = sup 7 m ,
we(LILMRD) Jjul| 4y (|ull 2 [ Ava]| L2

where v, is defined as specified in equation (#86]). Therefore, for any 6 > 0, there exists a
pair (Us, Vi) € (L' N L™)(RY) x H?%(R?) such that

UV da > (Co — O)MA||UL| £ | AV 2
Rd
\/5 2 % R1K2
e (G = MAU. | o - L2 AV 2

(0} 4 R1K2
= C, —0)2Mia||U, | P + —=
5o (C = 0 MA UL + 5

IAVAIZ:,
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where (U, V,) satisfies

IAV: |12 2
———U, = (-A)*V,. 4.7

and we set
_ rikel|AVA][ e

C.M (UL £

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

‘/:k * 5 2Mé *
/ U, <—> PR il J KTV NI LEY (P <K>
Rd 2 (%

leY 2K1K 2
/ \Av\zdx—i-g—z/ k1 Av + w|? da.
Rd 281 R

2

L2
Define the functional £y by

um

Lo(u,v,w) ::/ dm—/ uvdx +
Rdm—l Rd

Then, it holds that

K1R2

4

_ _ d (Cy —6)°Ma
1 . 1 . m
Lo(Us,a™ Vi, —r1a” "AV,) < <d—4 s ) U 7o

When M > M,, we can choose § such that the right-hand side becomes negative. Particu-
larly, since we may assume U, V, > 0, it follows from the relation (&7 that —x1a tAV, >
0. Now, define

(U (), Va(z), Wy(z)) := N (\z), X V. (Az), =2 2k1a LAV, (A2)).
Then, we can check the following.
IVAlIZ: = A8 lla Va2,
LAEAS L e
Ol i, 1T =N Ve WA =X o™ AV s
IAVAIZ: = A4 fla~tAVA][Z.,
Consequently, we obtain
Lo(Un(z), Va(x), Wa(z)) = MLy (Uy, ™V, —k1a TAVL) = —00 (A = 00),
from which

L(Ux(z), V\(z), Wr(z)) = —00 (A — 00).

follows. [
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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

U (t) :i=uk,  te((k—1)7 k7], u () =kt te ((k—1)7 k7],
T, (t) =0k, te ((k— 1)1 k7], v (t) =0kl e ((k—1)7, k],
W (t) :=wk, te ((k—1)7 k7). w,(t) :=wkl te (k- 1)1 k7).

Proposition 5.2 (uniform bounds). Assume (L3]) and

4 4
m>2—80r <m:2—aandM<M*>. (5.1)

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

sup {01 e [0 Oy [ O, [ lefrn(t) o b < o0

te[0,T]
7€(0,74)
T
sup / (Hm(t)\liz + VT O o+ 15-(E) s + H@(t)\l%w,z> dt < oo,
7€(0,7+) JO Ld—1
k 1 ok _vk 1 w k 1
. {Z ) Z [ I Z H A
7€(0,74) 1
where o(d 9
Ad=2m) o
p=4 d2—m) (5.2)
2, if m> 2.

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

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

Lemma 5.3. Assume (&1)). then, for any T > 0 and for any N € N such that TN < T
the following inequality holds.

5152 ZH k k 1HL2 <T£('LL U w(])

Proof. According to Propositions 1] and 2], and based on ([£.2]), we establish that

—||/<1Av — ok k|2, < e L(uk,oF wh).
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Furthermore, employing (2.3]) and Proposition Bl we deduce that

€2
§Hs18tvflliz = —HmAv — ok k|2, < e L(uk, oF wk) < e L(u?, 02, w?).

Thus, by multiplying both sides by 7 and summing over k£ from 1 to NV, we obtain

6%62

N
5 Z 0|12, < e ZTL ul, 02, w?) < ey TL(ud, 02, w?).

k=1 k=1

The following lemma follows immediately from Proposition B.1] and Lemma

Lemma 5.4. Assume ([&1). Then, for any T > 0 and for any N € N such that TN <T
the following inequality holds.

o (Zw uk kbt +Zd ) (T + 1)L, 02, w?),

where
2 ko k-1 k-1 _
A7 (VF 051 o= (e1kg + e2m1) [V (0F — oY) |72 + (182 + 261 + e162) vf — 071 7.

Lemma[5.4] ensures the uniform boundedness of the second moment of @, and H'-norm
of U, (t).

Lemma 5.5. Assume (B1)). Then, for any T > 0 and for any t € [0,T] the following
inequality holds.

/Rd %0 (t) do + (162 + €261) | VT () |72 + (1162 + Y221 + €182) [0 (8)]|72
<AT(T 4 1) L(u2, 9, w?)
+ 2 </d \x!ZEO(t) dx + (e1k2 + sgml)HVUOHsz + (me2 + 261 + €1€2) ”U()H%z) .
R

Proof. Let 2 .= (uf,vF), 2, := (80,0), and define dyy 1 = /W2 + d?,,. Using the triangle
inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any £ € {1,2,--- , N}, we have

2
iy (27 24) < <ZdWH1 25, 2 )+dWH1(2272*))

2

- : Ay (25, 28 7) i 0
< ZT Z - + dyw (27, %)

k=1 k=1

N k k-1
d2, 1 (28, 2k
H1 I
<4Tk§1 1t 2; T 2d5 1 (22, 24).

Therefore, the claim substantiated by Lemma [5.4] O
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The following lemma follows immediately from (£2)) and Lemma

Lemma 5.6. Assume (BII). Then, for any T > 0 there exists a constant Cp such that for
any t € [0,T],

- @) + 1A (6)]72

K +e1) +Ri(e2 +
s el bty )3, +

Y172 + €182

T2 o (1) 32 < Cr.

Consequently, it is evident that the first inequality of Proposition holds, except for
the estimate of ||w,(t)||g1. To demonstrate the remaining inequalities, we begin with the
proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Assume (L3)) and (&I). Then, for any T > 0, it holds that

T
sup [ e (0) dt < oc.
7€(0,74) JO
Corollary 5.8. Assume that m =2 —4/d and M < M,. If d > 6. then, for any T > 0 it
holds that
T
sup [ e (0)[ dt < oc.

7€(0,74) JO
Proof of Lemma [5.7 It is clear from Lemma when m > 2, so consider 1 < m < 2.
Letting p = ;%45 in (29), we obtain

m Ws uf—’ uf—_l :
ey o< RO Dt by (5.3

[ d—1 T a3

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

[l ’“H‘“Z "

. By the Sobolev inequality, we have

kjm . k\m m
otz 1 gng, = 1Cur) ™ 2, < CLlIV(u Lk Lt
Since md/(d — 2) > 2, by the interpolation inequality, we obtain

3 i 4—(2—m)d 3 (2— m)d (2— m)d
el < fluzllpm * - lurll g <02||UT|| P

where C5 is a constant determined by Lemma 5.6l Consequently, we obtain

d m
Gl IS < Vb
Next, consider estimating the norm appearing on the right-hand side of equation (53]) from
above using ||u*| ;2. By the interpolation inequality and Lemma[5.6], there exists a constant
C4 such that

m(d—4) 4m—2(m—1)d 4m—2(m—1)d

k k 7 k — k —
el < llugllpe™ luzll 2" < Callug] "
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By Hélder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality with the Sobolev constant Cs 2 we have
ko, k k k k k k
luzrVorll jap < lluzllz2lVorll 2e < CoplluzlirzlAvrllzz < Cslluzllzz, (5.4)

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

m W2 uk7 uk_l 4m*2(iﬂ7;1)d
Gl | < V| < 0 R Dy ST e, (55)
Since
- 4 2d 4dm o1 4m—2(m—1)al<1 <d (5.6)
m - = = — = m< = .
d_d+4 d(2—m) ’ 2d(2 —m) 2’
we obtain
4m _ 4Am-—2(m-—1)d W uk uk 1 4m—2(m—1)d
CgH’LLkHd(Q m) 2d(2—m) S 04 ( ) +C5HukHL2 2d(2—m)
After squaring both sides and rearranging the exponents, we have
4m+2(m—1)d W2 uk uk—l 2(d—2m)
b2 <20 VAT )y gl
T
For p = W and its conjugate exponent p’ = %, by Young’s inequality we
have
1
2(d—2m) C2 7 C2 2(d—2m)
2C3||ub| 5 =203 (22 = || s
2 2
p/
1 o (C3) 7 C'3 e =
< ey (2 o1
2 4m—2(m—1)d

c =
= Co+ ] ;™ ™

Thus, we obtain

2 Am~+2(m—1)d k‘—l)

C — W2 (uF, u
] §2OZ—2(TT T4 Cer. (5.7)

[T/r] ~1< - < [7/7]

Using the celling function [ -| and summing over k = 1 to [T/7], we have

02 T 4m+2(m—1)d 2 |VT/T.| . 4m42(m—1)d
— d(2—m d m
S ol a< B >l
(T/ﬂ k—1
W3 (uf )
<203 alln e ) Y).
1Y . + Ce(T + 74)
k=1
The right-hand side is bounded independently of 7 as per Lemma [5.4] O
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Corollary 5.9. Assume [L3) and BID). Then, for any T > 0 the following inequality
holds.

T
sup / IVET )P, d < oo,
re(0,m) J0 LT

where py 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 = %. According to (5.06]), we have p < 2. From (55, we derive

Wg(uk uk—l) W
IV(uf)™| o < Oy |[ul] "™+ Cslluf 2

L

WQ(uﬁa uk 1)

=Cy HUTHLz + Cs|[uf|| 2

2
W k 1 -p 2
< (PN o + ol

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

d*l

w1\ 2 2
IV (™27 <2t [(M) +(CF + C5)* P luzllza"] -

By considering W > 2 — p and Young’s inequality ||uk\| S < Huk”L2 A=) +1,

T 2(d—2m) [T/7] 2(d—2m)
| I9 @y " < 3 ey
0 71
k=1
[T/7] W2( k k 1) [T/7] 4m+42(m—1)d
< 21—p Z 2 \Yrs +21 p(Cp +C5)2 P Z T”uﬁ”LQd(Qfm)
T
k=1 k=1

+ 21—1’(04% + C5)* (T + 7).
According to Lemmas [5.4] and [B.7] the right-hand side is bounded independently of .
(ii) the case m > 2
The interpolation inequality yields that

m(d—2)—d
’Ld(mQ i) ” HQd(m 1) < C?

1
2
lull® a, < ull

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

W (a1
Walles o) | e (.9

19"y < Cr
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Squaring both sides and multiplying by 7, and then summing from k& = 1 to [T'/7] yields
the result of the corollary. O

Lemma 5.10. Assume (L3) and (B.1)). Then, there exists a positive constant C' such that
for any £ € N,

€2k2
2

9 4
¢ €272, ¢ € Z k k—
var”%ﬂ + 9 ”wTH%Q + ﬁ ”w'r — Wwr 1“%2 < C.
k=1

Proof. By the definitions of w”* and applying Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities, we derive:
k k— €2k k— k=1, k k— k— k k—
g(wT) _g(wT 1)+§Hw7 - wr 1”%2 < /UT 1('107_ - wr l)d‘r < ”uT 1”L2Hw7 - Wr 1”L2

T _ £9 _
S A N

Summing from k£ =1 to ¢ gives

l l

0y, €2 k k— 1 e
Gwf) + 223 Juk —ut 3 < Gud) + 37 k2,
k=1 20
1 N
< Glwo) + LS 7t
€9
k=1
1 0 r 2
ggww+gﬁwwp+énm@mmﬁ-

For 7 € (0,7,), the term 7|[u2||2, on the right-hand side can be estimated using Young’s
convolution inequality as follows:

TluRlze = 7lor x uollze < tllp-llzzluoly = v7lluollz: < vadluollzi- — (5.9)
Thus, it is bounded. The subsequent term is also bounded by Lemma (.71 O

From Lemmas 5.4l and [5.1I0] it can be seen that the third inequality in Proposition
holds. Furthermore, as demonstrated by the following lemma, even when ~5 = 0, Lemma
5.10] asserts the uniform boundedness of ||w.(t)]| 2.

Lemma 5.11. Assume (L3)) and (&I). Then, for any T > 0 there exists a positive
constant Cr such that for any t € [0,T],

o] w-()[|72 < Or
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Proof. Assume that ¢ € N satisfies 7¢ < T'. The, the triangle inequality and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yield that

¢ 2
allwl s < 2 (z ok — e + uwm)

k=1
¢ Nz /¢ 3 ?
[wf —wi [ >
<
< €2 (ZT) (Z - + ealwo |72
k=1 k=1
N k k—1)2
”wT — Wr HL2 2
<2 .
< 2T (Z = + 2e2|wo | 72
k=1
The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemma 510l O
Lemma 5.12. Assume (L3) and (&I). Then, for any T > 0 it holds that
T
sup [ (0) s e < .
7€(0,74) JO
Proof. From the Euler-Lagrange equation ([2.3]), we derive
ko Awk = e20wk — ok + uF 1.
Applying elliptic estimates yields
[T/7] [T/7]
> Tllrewk[fan = C Y Tlleadiwt — ypwk + ub 7,
k=1 k=1
[T/7] [T/7] [T/7]
<3C Y Tledufll7 +3C Y Tllvawkl|Z +3C Y Tluk e,
k=1 k=1 k=1

for some positive constant C'. The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemmas [.7]
and 510, and (59). O

Lemma 5.13. Assume ([L3) and (&I). Then, it holds that

T
sup [ o(t) Bz dt < C
)J0

TG(O,T*

Proof. From the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.3)), we derive
k1A = g10,0F — y10F + wh.
Since the right-hand side belongs to H'(R?), elliptic estimates give

1okl < Cllerdhol — ik +whfl
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for some positive constant C'. Consequently, we have

[T/7] [T/7] [T/7] [T/7]
> itz <3C Y Tle1dnfllFn +3C Y TImslEn +3 Y Tllwk|Fa.
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

The right-hand side is uniformly bounded by Lemmas [5.4] and O

Consequently, all parts of Proposition 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 (LII).

Proposition 6.1. Assume (L3) and (BI)). Then, there exist a sequence {1,} with 1, —
0 (n — o0) and a triple (u,v,w) of functions such that for any t > 0,

Ur, (t), u, (t) — u(t) weakly in (L' N L™)(R?),
Ur, (1), v, (t) = v(t) weakly in W2(R9), (6.1)
Wy, (t), w, (t) — w(t) weakly in H'(R?).

—Tn
Proof of Proposition [6.1. The proposition’s proof is already presented under abstract as-
sumptions in E, Proposition 3.3.1]. For clarity and relevance, we provide a tailored proof
for this paper. Define z,(t) := (u,(t),v,(t),w,(t)) and the distance d as follows

d(z1,22) = \fWR (1, u2) + v — w13 + s — wn |25
for 21 := (u1,v1,w1), 22 := (ug,v2,wa) € M Po(R?) x H'(R?) x L2(R%). Firstly, we establish

that
dzZ:(t),z:(s)) < C/|t —s|+ 7 (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

(.2l we have

1/2
[t/71 o TR
Az (t),2-(s) < Y dF L <vVimstr | Y .
k=[s/T]+1 [s/T]+1

<Cvt—s+m,

where [t/7| denotes the smallest integer not less than T'/7.

Next, we use the diagonal argument to show that for any ¢ € (0,00) N Q, (G holds.
First, we take an arbitrary ¢; € (0,00)NQ. From the first inequality in Proposition[5.2] there
exist a sequence {7,,} = {7}} and (u(t1),v(t1),w(t1)) that satisfy (GI)) for t = ¢;. Similarly,
there exist a subsequence {72} of {7}} and functions (u(t;),v(t1),w(t1)) that satisfy (6.1
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for t = t1,t9. By repeating this argument, we can ensure that for any ¢ € (0,00) N Q, there
exist a sequence {7, } with 7,, :== 77" and functions (u,v,w) that satisfy (G.II).

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 E,
Lemma 7.1.4], for z(t) := (u(t),v(t), 2(t)) and t,s € (0,00) N Q, we have

d(z(t),z(s)) < l%rri)gfd(zTn(t), 2r,(5)) < CV/[t — s|.

Since M Z5(R%) x W22(R9) x H'(R?) is complete with respect to the distance d, the function
z(t) :== (u(t),v(t), w(t)), which is defined on (0, 00) N Q, can be continuously extended to a
function on (0, 00).

To establish (6.1]) for ¢ € (0,00)\ Q, we use the density of rational points and continuity
of z(t). For any £ > 0, there exist § > 0 and ¢, € (0,00) N Q such that if |t — ¢, < 6,
then d(z(t), z(t«)) < e. From the first inequality in Proposition B2} since {z.,(t)} is a
bounded sequence in (L' N L™)(R?) x W22(R?) x H'(R?), there exists a subsequence {7/}
of {r,} for which convergence similar to (Gl can be asserted. Let the weak limit be
Z(t) = (u(t),v(t),w(t)). Then, by the weak lower continuity of d and (6.2]), we have

d(2(t), 2(t,)) < liminf d(z (t), 272 (t.)) < C/|t — ti| < C/e.

n—oo

Thus,
d(zZ(t), 2(t)) < d(z(t), 2(te)) + d(2(ts), 2(t)) < CV/e + .

Since £ > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that Z(t) = z(¢). This holds for any weakly convergent
subsequence {Z ()}, implying that result holds without taking subsequences. Hence, (6.1
is also valid ¢ € (0,00) \ Q. O

Let us consider any T' > 0 and define the following.

Br, () = l[ur, )l 2 + VT @l a; + 107, O)llws2 + [[@r, (@) llw2z2,

¢s := min{2,p,} > 1, where p, is specified in (2.2,
S, (K) 1= {t € (0,T] | B (1) > K},

Then, according to the second inequality in Proposition 5.2 ||B, |4 (0,r) is uniformly
bounded. Consequently, it holds that

B (t) 1 /T
21(5,,.(K)) g/ - dtg—/ BE(t)dt » 0 (K — o).
s, (k) & K Jy
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Lemma 6.2 (pointwise-convergence). Let (ur,,v,,) and (u,v) be that in Proposition [l
Assume that sup,, By, (to) < co. Then,

lim [ (Va7 (to) — Ur, (to) VO, (t0), &) do = / (Vu™(to) — u(to)Vu(to), ) du,

n— o0 Rd Rd

lim [ (k1ATy,(to) — 10r, (to) + W, (to))n dx = / (k1Av(to) — 71v(to) + w(to))n du,

n—o0 R4 Rd

lim [ (koA (o) — 9T, (f0) + ws, (t0)) d = / (k1 Aw(to) — mw(te) + ulte))n dz,

n—oo ]Rd ]Rd

fim [ (98, =47, + ) (0),€) do = [ (Vo1 0 = 50+ 0)(t0), € d,

n—oo Rd

lim gm(to)ndx:/ u(to)n dx

n— o0 Rd Rd

holds for all & € C°(R%RY) and for all n € CX(RY).

Proof. By assumption sup,, B, (o) < oo, {u" (t9)} forms a bounded sequence in whats (R9).
Considering the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, there exists a subsequence {7,,} C {7,,} such
that

u™ (to) — u. in strongly Li (R?),
" (6.3)
Vu (tg) — Vu, weakly in L7°1 (RY).

Moreover, for any bounded subset Q C R?, there exists another subsequence {7/} C {7/}
1

such that u.y(z,to) — ul’ (z,t9) a.e. x € Q. Combining this with (€3)), we achieve con-
1

vergence u, (to) — ui” (to) in L™ (€2) (@, Proposition 1.33]). Furthermore, since u.»(to) —
u(tg) weakly in L™(RY), it follows that u, = u™(ty). As this holds for any chosen subse-
quence, the results are valid without extracting a particular subsequence. Therefore, we
obtain

lim <Vﬂﬂl(t0),£>dazz/ (Vu" (o), &) dx.

n—oo R4 Rd

Given that sup,,ey [[Tr, (to)||22 < 0o and Ty, (tg) — u(ty) weakly in L™(R?), it follows that
U, (tg) — u(ty) weakly in L?(R?) as well. Therefore, we have

‘/ (ﬂm(to)V@n(to%@dfc—/ (u(to)Vu(to), §) d
Rd

Rd

+

[ 00 (95, 0) = Tuit0) ) o

/Rd«UT” (to) — u(to)) Vu(ty), &) dx

)

< [t (t0) |2 €] v /

spt &

9, 0) = Vo) o+ | [ (0 10) — ) (Tt €) o

where spt € denotes the support of £&. 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 — oo by
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Proposition and Rellich’s theorem. The second term on the right-hand side converges
to 0 since 7, (tp) weakly converges to — u(tp) in L?(R?). 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. O

Proposition 6.3 (L!-convergence). Assuming conditions (L3) and (B), and referring
to the triplet (@, ,Ur,, Wy, ) as well as (u,v,w) from Lemmal6dl, the following convergence
results hold for any test functions & € C°(R¥x (0, 00); R?) and for anyn € C®(R4x (0, 00)),
and for any T > 0,

T T
lim / / (Vay' — ., Vuy,,§) drdt = / (Vu™ —uVv, &) dxdt,
R4 0 JRd

n— o0 0

T T
lim / / (k1 AT,, — Y10, + Wy, )ndedt = / / (k1Av —y1v + w)n dxdt,
Rd 0 JRrd

n—o0 0

T T
lim / / (ko AWy, — VoW, + u,, )1 dedt = / / (k1Aw — yyw + w)n dxdt,
R 0 JRe

n— o0 0

T T
lim / / (V(k1AD,, — Uy, + Wy, ), E) dedt = / / (V(k1Av — yiv 4+ w), §) dadt,
R4 0 JRd

n— o0 0

T T
lim // ngnd:E:// un dx.
=00 Jo JRd 0 JRA

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 L% (0,T"). Applying Fatou’s Lemma,
we obtain

T T
/ lim inf B2 (t) dt < lim mf/ Bl (t) dt < Sup/ B (t) dt < oco.
0

Thus, there exists an .Z'-negligible subset such that

hnilnf B (t) < oo, foralltel0,T]\N. (6.4)
For every to € [0,7] \ N, there exists a subsequence {70} C {7} such that
sup BY%; (to) <oo, lim B%(to) = liminf BZ (to). (6.5)
jEN n—o0 n n—oo

By Lemma 6.2, we can deduce that for £ € C°(R%; R?),

lim [ (VI (t0) = Ty (t0) Vg t0),€) dr = [ (V0" (t5) — u(to) Vo), €)

n—o0 Rd Rd

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

[ (T 0) ~ g t0) Vrg(t0). €) o < [V 1) — Ty 1) Ty 1), s €]
R

< (IVazs (o)l a, + Cs [tz (to)ll 22) €] La

< CBTg(to)HéHLd
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for some positive constant C'. Thus, by duality and (65), we deduce that

IVu™(to) — u(to) Vou(to)|| < liminf CB;, (to).

d
Ld-1 n— o0

Since this estimate holds for every ¢y € [0,7] \ N, we can conclude that

T T
g dt < C/ lim inf BZ*(¢) dt < C'lim inf/ Bl (t) dt < oo.
-1 0 0

I
L n—oo n— o0

T
/0 IVu™ () — u(t)Vo(t)

For arbitrary & € C2°(R? x (0, 00); R?), let us define

/ (va!' — ., Vu,,,§) dr — / (Vu™ —uVu, &) d
R4 Rd

pn(t) =

and note that p, € L% (0,T) with sup,, ||pn|/re- < 00. According to Lemma [6.2] it holds
that p, ()10 s, (t) — 0 for all ¢ € [0,T]. Furthermore, by Holder’s inequality

qx

g:=1
lonllze: < (L(E)) @ sup|lpn| Lo,
n

qx—1
q* ‘

[E on() 1oz, (1) dt < (L1(E))

thereby showing that p, Lo 7\, is uniform integrable. By the Vitali convergence theorem,
we have

T
lim pu(t)dt = lim [ pu(t)lp1)s,, (t)dt = 0.

On the other hand, we have

gx—1
/ put) dt < lpnlzer (L1(S5,)) 7

n

ax—1
< (£LY(S5,)) = sup|pnllre — 0 (K — oo).

Therefore,

T
/ pu(t) dt = / pult) dt + / pu(t) i
0 [0,7T\ S+, (K) Sr, (K)

where the first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 as n — oo 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 — oo, establishing
the first assertion of the proposition. Similarly, the second, third and fourth assertions can
also be demonstrated. O
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7 Proof of Theorems and

From the Taylor expansion, we obtain

2
[y — . Vo) — (o) — pla)] < 1A=y

-1

Integrating both sides over py, € T'p(uf~1, u¥), we obtain

_ D?¢|| 1 B
LédRfy—naV¢@»ﬂﬂmM%y%—A;Wﬁ—U§1M%m < ﬂ—7¥£—M§Wiufll
X

Thus, for any function ¢ € C°(R? x (0, 00)), defining

oF = (-, k1), B () =g, te (k=17 k7], i
: §= Voo,
QOf:_ = 8%0(', kT), fT(t) = pr— 17 te ((k - 1)T7 kT]v
we establish from the first equation in ([2.3]) that
ko k—1y k kym ko, k ok ID2ellLe 20 & ke
Rd(u —Ur )(107 de+7 Rd<v(ur) - ’LLTVUT, V(707'> dx| < TW2 (um Ur )
Considering the identity
(uf —uf 1)k = ufh —ul Tt — kT (O -
and the inequality
ke 07 ol
(¢ =) — el < ﬂi;gL——T{
summing from k =1 to k = [T/7], we derive
[T/
/OﬂWW?M— / /‘Jw ™ -, V., VE,)) dodt
Rd R4
[T/7] 2
D oo oe}
H CPHL Z W2 )+ [T/7]7 2 ”8t290HL C(7.1)

Considering {7,} as 7 from Lemma [6.I] as n — oo, the right-hand side converges to 0 due
to Proposition 5.2l Given that ¢ € C2°(R?) x (0, 00), the first term inside the absolute value
on the left-hand side is 0 for sufficiently large 7', independent of n. As n — oo, ng and
V@, converge uniformly to d;¢ and V¢ respectively. Therefore, considering Proposition
63l the second term inside that absolute value on the left-hand side converges to

T
/ / [udrp — (Vu™ — uVv, Vo) dxdt,
0 Jrd

which equals to 0. This holds for any sufficiently large T' > 0, and by letting 7" — oo, it
follows that (u,v) satisfies the first equation of Definition [[.T}(iv). From the second and the
third equations in (2.3]), by similarly summing over k and considering the limit as n — oo,
it becomes evident that the limit functions (u,v,w) constitute a weak solution as defined
in Definition [I.1]

37



8 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

Definition 8.1 (De Giorgi variational interpolation E, Definition 3.3.1]). The De Giorgi
variational interpolation U, of {u¥} is defined by

Ur(t) = U for t=(k—1)7+0.
where U is defined by
1
Uk e argmin {S(U,’Ulﬁ) + —W%(u,uf_l)}
uEM Po(RNL™ (RY) 20
for o € (0,7] and for k=1,2,--- ,N.

u, and U, take the same values uﬁ at t € {1,2,--- , N} and differ in their interpolation
for t € ((k—1)7, k7), but they belong to the same function space and have the same limit.

Lemma 8.2 (slope estimate). Let U* be a solution in (&1). Then,

Vo™ UkV”kP da : < Wy(UF, uf™) (8.1)
Rd Uk -

g

holds.

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

/ (v — 2. £(y)) MdPy(z.y) + 0 / (V(UE™ — UETE, €) de = 0.
Rdx R4 Rd

Here, Py € To(uf~1, UF). From this, by the same method as the derivation of Lemma 2.8
we obtain

a

1
</ |V(Uclrf) Ukvvk|2 x) 2 - WQ(Uk k— 1)
R4 Uk - '

O

Lemma 8.3. Let w, and U, be the piecewise constant interpolation defined in Definition
[51] and the De Giorgi variational interpolation defined in [81], respectively. Then, for any
T > 0 the following inequality holds.

T —m = T |2 T rTmo T — 12
1 / / |Va? _uTVvT] dedf + 1 / / |VU? ~UTVUT\ dwdt
2 Jo Jra Ur R4 Ur

61/{24_62’{1// IV {#1AT-(t) — 110, (t) + W (8)} | dadt

€9 + Vo€ _ _
+%/ kL AT () — 11T () + ()2 dadt
1 0 JRA

<£(’LL UO wO) E(ULT/TLULT/T],’(ULT/T]).

T YT
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Proof. By applying the derivative of Moreaux-Yosida approximation ﬂa, Theorem 3.1.4] to
the third minimizing problem in (IZZI) it holds for £ = 1,2, ... that

Wil ), [T y — el k) - £(ukoh)

= £(uf—_lvvk_lvw7]?_l) _E(ui?’vf’wﬁ) Dfa

Summing over k, we have

[T/7] ) iT/Ti kL [T/7]
W2 ( 7 Ur W2 ) k
kE_l 97 / do + E D2

= L(u? UO wo) L(ulT/m1 oI/ [T/,

T VT

The three terms on the left-hand side are bounded below as follows, according to the
inequalities (Z8) and (&), and the representation of DF,

[T/7] [T/7]

WQ( uk, uk —ukVUkiz uTVUT]
Z Z /]Rd //]Rd dzdt.

7_

T/Ti iT/Ti kv k12
W2 U Vo7
/ d > - E //Rd dxdo

Tyl
1 m

1 /’//|VU Uvm|dﬁ
2k1 DFR Ur

m - |2
2_//’Wu_~wvmymﬁ7
2 Jo Jra Ur

[T/7] [T/7] [T/7]
Z 'Df > (e1ke + e2k1) Z T||8tVU7I?H%2 + (1162 + 2e1) Z Tiiatvfi@?
k=1 k=1 k=1

T T
> (e1k2 + 2k1) / IV (t)||72 dt + (m1e2 + ’Y2€1)/ 100, (t)||72 dt
0 0

e1hz + okt [T _ _ _
= LI [UIT (s AT () - (1) + (0} [

T

1€2 + Y2€1 — — —_

+ LA [ AT (1) = 00 (0) + 0 (0 .
1 0

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

Lemma 8.4. Assume (L3 and (&1)). Let {7} and u be that in Lemma 61l Then, the
following holds:

U, (t) — u(t) weakly in (L' N L"™)(R?) for any t > 0,

T T
sup (/ U, (8)]132 dt —I—/ VU ()] 4 dt> < oo, for any T > 0.
n 0 0 Ld—1
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Proof. The proof is divided into two parts.
(i) convergence

From the definition of U¥, we have
1
E(UF v7) + - Wi (Uguy ™)
o

1 1/1 1
_ ko k 20k k-1 L WO D A
= {5(UT,UT) + 2TW2(uT,uT )} +3 <a T) Wy (wr, ui ")

1
< Slub o) + oWk 0t
g

1 1/1 1
< R ) + g WROE )+ 3 (2 - 1) WGkt
T T

agrrT 2 o

from which we obtain Wh(UF, uF~1) < Wh(u¥, vF~1). Consequently, for t = (k — 1)1 + o,

o) T T T

o € (0,7], using the triangle inequality, the above inequality, Young’s inequality, and
Proposition Bl we have

Wi (U, (t), 1, (t)) = W3 (UL, uk)
< W (UE ub=Y) o+ W (ul, ub= 1))

2(,k , k-1 1 Al 20,k , k-1 (82)
< 4W2 (u7—7u7— ) <87 Z kz_:lw2 (U‘T7U‘T )
<8t [ﬁ(ugvvngg) - £(u71_\7’v‘1r\7,w‘]r\f)] —0 (T - 0)

Again, from the definition of UF, we have

1 1
(U, o) + oo WRUE ) < (k) = [ e - [ btk de
20 m—1 Rd Rd
1

<

“m-—1
where C, is defined by (45]). By Proposition [5.2] the right-hand side is bounded indepen-
dently of 7, o, and k, so £(UE, vk) is also bounded.

From (£.2]), we have

[ do ot €M A,

kE ok k ko k K1R2 k Y1K2 + Y2K1 k Y1V2 K
£(Ua7vrvwr) = g(UO'7UT) + THAUTH%2 + f”vz@'”%? + THUTH%Q
€2
+ 2—&71||"€1AU]T€ — ol + wh7s
> C1||UE | Em

for some positive constant Cy. Therefore, considering {@2]), we see that ||U¥||pm is bounded
independently of 7, o, and k. Hence,

sup HﬁT(t)HLm < o0.
t€[0,T
TG(O,T*)
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Now, if {7,,} is the sequence from Proposition B.T} then for any fixed to € [0, 7], there exists
a subsequence {7/} C {7, } and U(to) such that

U (to) — U(to) weakly in (L' 0 L™)(R?).

By inequality (B2]) and the weak lower semicontinuity of the Wasserstein distance E,
Lemma 7.1.4], we have

Wa(U (to), u(to)) < liminf Wa(Uyr (t0), ur (to)) = O.

n—oo

Thus, U(tg) = u(ty). This holds for any subsequence of {U,, (tg)}, so the result holds
without extracting subsequences. Therefore, for any ¢ € [0, T/,

U, (t) — u(t) weakly in (L' N L™)(R?).

(ii) uniform boundedness

Let 1 < m < 2. Following the same argument as in the derivation of inequalities (23]
and (0.7)), we obtain

CF i 655 g / V(W)™ — Ubvok?
2 ollr? - 4 R4 Ué?

By integrating both sides with respect to o over (0, 7] and summing from k& =1 to [T/7],
we obtain

2 [T/ﬂ 4m+2(m—1)d [T/7] UkVUk|2
/ ”Uk”L2d(2 ™ g < 2C4 Z // dxdo + CG(T—I-T*).
Rd

dx + Cj.

This implies
cz (T Amiamol)d Tt r VU™ — U, Vs, |
=2 UL, dt <202 VU, T | dzdt + Ce(T + 7).
9 0 n [ 4 0 Rd Urn

The right-hand side is bounded independently of n by Lemma Due to (L3)), 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 O

Lemma 8.5. Let (u,,,v.,,ws,) and (u,v,w) be that in LemmalG 1. Then, for any T > 0
it holds that

( T m __ 2 V. |2
/ / [Vu = uVul® g < it / / ~ T, V| dadt,
0 JRd u n—roo R Ur,

T m o 2 m = |2
/ / V™ = uVol )t < limint / / VU7~ Ur V| dadt,
0 JRrd u n—oo Jo Jrd U.

T

T T
/ /d k1 AV — y1v 4+ w|* dedt < lim inf |1 AT, — 1Ty, + W, | dadt,
0JR

n—oo Rd

T T
/ / IV (k1Av — 310 + w) |* dzdt < lim 1nf/ / \V (k1 ATy, — V1T, + Wy, ) | dadt.
0 JRd Rd

n—oo
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Proof. Since they can all be proven in a similar manner, we will only demonstrate the
second inequality. From Lemma [R4] we know that the first equation of Proposition
holds even when {u,, } is replaced by U, . Therefore,

n— o0

- - 1 1
T \wOm — 0, Vo, 2 2 /T ) 3
< liminf // VU VY | dxdt </ &12U-, dxdt)
n—00 0 JRd U 0 JRd

n

- - 1 1
Tro|vop -u, Vi, |? s 2
= liminf / / | ™ " or| dxdt (/ |£|2u dmdt)
n—oo 0 Rd UTn 0 Rd

T T
/ / (Vu™ —uVwv, &) dedt = lim inf/ / (Vo - U, Vvy,,§) drdt
0 JRd 0 JRd

By duality, the second inequality of the lemma holds. O

Proof of Theorem[1.7} Substituting 7, from Lemma into 7 in Lemma and taking
the limit as n — oo, we see from Lemma that the desired inequality holds. O
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