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FRACTIONAL KELLER-SEGEL EQUATION: GLOBAL
WELL-POSEDNESS AND FINITE TIME BLOW-UP

LAURENT LAFLECHE!»2 AND SAMIR SALEM!

ABSTRACT. This article studies the aggregation diffusion equation
Oep =A% p+ Adiv((K * p)p),

where A2 denotes the fractional Laplacian and K = ﬁ is an attractive kernel.

This equation is a generalization of the classical Keller-Segel equation, which arises
in the modelling of the motion of cells. In the diffusion dominated case f < «, we
prove global well-posedness for an Li initial condition, and in the fair competition
case = a for an LIIC N L1n L initial condition with small mass. In the aggregation
dominated case B > «, we prove global or local well-posedness for an LP initial
condition, depending on some smallness condition on the LP norm of the initial
condition. We also prove that finite time blow-up of even solutions occurs under
some initial mass concentration criteria.

1. INTRODUCTION

The models arising in the context of the chemotaxis of cells have been thoroughly
studied in recent years. Among those, the (parabolic-elliptic) Keller-Segel equation mod-
els the competition between the aggregation and diffusion of cells (see [9] and references
therein for a proper biological and mathematical introduction on the topic). In this
paper we consider a variant of this classical model where the diffusion is modelled with
a fractional Laplacian. Such a choice is biologically motivated (see for instance [10,19]
and references therein). From a mathematical point of view, it is then interesting to
study how such a diffusion competes with an aggregation field which singularity is up
to the Newtonian one.

More precisely for some (o, 3) € Ri, we consider the fractional Keller-Segel equation

(FKS) Ohp = A% p+ Adiv((K # p)p),

where A > 0 is a parameter encoding the chemosensitivity, or the intensity of the
aggregation. The interaction kernel is given by

T

K(z):= W,
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and I := A% denotes the fractional Laplacian defined by
a u(y) —u(x)
1 I(u) =A2u:=cqq dy.
(1) () U= Cq, /Rd z — y[dte Yy

27 d/2
T'(d/2)

a W—o h —
Woa T -
PO > 0 where wy

The constant cq , can be written cq o = —(2) is the size

of the unit sphere in R when d € N*.

Particular cases of equation (FKS) have been studied by numerous authors recently.
The classical case corresponds to the choice « = = d = 2 and has been thoroughly
studied in the past years. In [9], the authors show the global well-posedness when the
initial mass My is smaller than the critical one M, = %. Above this mass, a finite time
blow-up is shown to appear. This blowup phenomenon was already proved in [22] (see
also [33]). In [16] is also established the well posedness for an L initial condition.
This assumption is sufficient to enjoy the Log-Lipschitz regularity of the nonlinear drift
K * p, as in this case K is the Newtonian kernel (see for instance [32]). It is possible
to relax this assumption to L In L initial data [18] or even measure initial data [1].
Large time behaviour is also studied in [9,12,18]. In higher dimension, the variant case
a =2, 8 =d=3is studied in [17], where a finite time blow-up is obtained under a
concentration of initial mass condition.

2 B
d+ 1[
Global existence
% Local existence or global existence
for small initial data or blow-up
2
””” Local existence
Global existence if local existence
1
a
0 »

1 2

FIGURE 1. Existing results for the (FKS) equation.

The literature on the fractional case a < 2, is also large and growing and previously
known results are summarized in Figure 1. In a significant part of it, the kernel K is
the Newtonian one (8 = d). In the one dimensional case, [10] provides a well posedness
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result for an L? initial condition with p > é when « € (0,1) and p > 1 when g8 € (0,1),
as well as a finite time blow-up of even solutions under some concentration of initial
mass criteria. The critical case « = 1 was then treated in [11]. In the case d > 2, [6]
also provides some concentration of initial mass criteria leading to a blow-up of solutions
when a € (0,2). See also the recent paper [7] for sharper results. Still in the Newtonian
case, [28] provides similar results in the range a € (0,2). In the limiting case a = 0,
see [2] for B € [0,1), [3] for B = 1, and [29] for 8 € (1,2). For @« = 2 and § € (0,2),
see [23] and [20], and for 8 = 1 and « € (0,1), see [5,26,27]. For a wider class of
parameters, see also [34] of the second author and [5, 8].

2. MAIN RESULTS

We summarize our results in the following Figure 2.

B

Global existence and smoothing

E Global existence and convergence to
0 for small initial data or blow-up

””” Local existence

l:| See Remark 2.1

/ Global existence and convergence
to 0 for small initial data

&
1 2

FiGURE 2. Range of application of Theorems 1 and 3. We emphasize
that for d > 2 the results extend to the segment (a, 8) € {2} x (0, d).
We will work on weighted spaces defined by
My, = {peM, () pe M}
Ly :={pe L (x)*pe L?},

where (z) = \/1+ |z[2, LP = LP(R?) and M = M(R?) denote the space of bounded
measures. We also define the space of functions with finite entropy by

(2) LInL:={pe L' pln(p) € L'}.
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For s € (0,1), we will denote by Cis the best Sobolev’s constant such that for any
feH?

CosllfI? 2q. < ISl
and for 8 € (0,d) and p,q > 1 satisfying 2 — % = % + %, we will denote by CCIZ{,LB‘SP the
best Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev’s constant such that for any f € LP, g € L9,

) W o = y| P f(2)g(y) dw dy| < CaG5If e llglze.

Finally for s € [0,d) and r = 5 ds, we denote CS”SNS the best Gagliardo-Nirenberg-
Sobolev’s constant such that it holds

Can I < I Fllz21f -

For a given given couple (3, a) we define the following exponents for the LP spaces
which will characterize the integrability of the density

4
d+a—0

d
(5) bg = DPpo = m

(4) PB,a =

Taking K = ﬁ let appear two main difficulties. The first one is the singularity at
2 = 0 and the second is the behaviour when z — co. We will therefore write

K=Ky+K.=xK+(1-x)K,

where x € C2° verifies 1, < x < 1p,. Several parts of our analysis could be easily
generalized to more general kernels with similar behaviour.

Definition 2.1. For any T > 0, we say that p is a weak solution to the (FKS) equation
on (0,T) with initial condition p'™ € M if it satisfies

peC([0,T), Mu_g),) if B€(0,2]
p € CO([0.T), M) N L, ((0,T), L) ifBe@d+2),
and for any ¢ € C?

© [ 0= o= [ [ o))~ Ko lots) V)

/ [ Kolw =) (Violz) = Violy)p(s.da)p(s. dy) .
We say that this solution is global if we can take T = +o0.
The definition makes sense since it is easy to notice that
K. x (pVyp) € CON L= ((2)"7)
Ko(z —y)(Ve(z) = Ve(y)) € C° N L=(R*) if 5 € (0,2).

Moreover, if 3 € (2,d + 2), the last term in Definition 2.1 is bounded thanks to Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. Remark that at least formally, this equation conserves
the total mass which we will denote by

M, ::/ .
Rd

First we obtain a global or local well-posedness result, depending on the regime, given
in the
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Theorem 1. Let (o, 5) € [0,2) x [0,d) be such that B+ a >1 and k € [(1 — 5)4,a).
e When 3 < a and p™ € L., there exists a unique and global weak solution to the (FKS)
equation.

e When B =a, if p™ € L, N LIn L satisfies

2
(7) AMy < Cpq= 4(2m)” (W2d> Wa—p o[ W8 Wa—p/2
T (d=B) \wa ) waa—p Witp Wiige )’

then there exists a unique and global weak solution to the (FKS) equation.

o When 8 > o and p™ € Lj, N LP with p € (pg,a,pp), there ezists a time T > 0 such
that there is a unique solution to the (FKS) equation on (0,T). Moreover there is a
constant Cy ,(Mo) such that if

(8) 1™ e < Cxp(Mo),

then the solution is global.

Remark 2.1. The constraint 4+« > 1 comes from the necessity to propagate moments,
which is necessary for our notion of solution and gives us compactness. Remark that it
is only due to the behaviour at infinity of the interaction kernel, which we denoted by
K., and not to the singularity. Therefore, our theorem would hold also for example for
the following kernel

K(z) = #x(x) + m%“ —x(2)),

for any v > 1 — « and which relazes the condition B+ o > 1. It is interesting also to
notice that formula (21) could also provide an alternative definition of solution which
does not need moments. However, it is not clear whether it is sufficient to provide
compactness.

Remark 2.2. The explicit value of C};g?p for B € (0,d) and p = q in (3) and Cosl,s for
s € (0,1) are known, see for instance [30, 31]. Remarking that the HLS conjugate as
defined in (3) of pg/s is itself, it holds

d—p —1+5 s-d
cHLs  _ % r (T) (F (g)> ’ _ W2d—p (C‘&cl) ‘
d)

Hope r (d — g) I'( wi-p \ wd
T 2s
CS _ 922518 T (d—;?s) T (g) 1 _ (27‘_)23 W25 <w2d) d
& I (95%) I'(d) Wdt2s \ Wd '
where we recall that wg = lgerd//;).

In the case 8 < a, this theorem enlarges the existing result by Biler et al. [8], where
global existence is proved for d = 2,3 in the case a < g, and is a novelty in higher
dimension. Also it is provided with larger class of initial condition, and a uniqueness
result. Note that the case a = /3 is only the object of some remark in [8, Remark 3.2].
As for the case o < f < 2, it seems it has not been treated yet to the best of the
authors’ knowledges. See also [6] and [28] for the case § = 2.

Let us briefly sketch the proof of this theorem in the case of an L In L initial condition.
Formally differentiating the Boltzmann’s entropy along (FKS) (see for instance [9, Sec-
tion 2.2]) provides a control of the L([0,T), LP) for p € [1,pa,] by fractional Sobolev’s
embedding, for any initial mass in the diffusion dominated case and for small initial mass
in the fair competition case. Then a slight modification of standard coupling argument
enables to obtain stability in this space when p € [1,p,) and uniqueness when p = p,.
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The other assumption on the initial condition are meant to control the L'([0,T), LP#)
norm of the solution in the different regimes.

When global existence holds, we also retrieve some additional properties as a quan-
titative rate of convergence to 0 in the aggregation dominated case and a gain of local
integrability in the diffusion dominated case.

Theorem 2. Let (o, ) € [0,2) x [0,d) and p be a solution of the (FKS) equation as
given by Theorem 1.
o When B < a, the gain of integrability is given for any p € (1,pg) by
_d
||pHLP < OMot xq C)\(Mo)
o When oo < 3 and for a given p € (pg.a,ps), |p™lr < Cxp(Mo) defined by (8), then

there exists a constant C = Cg o p(p™) > 0 such that
_d
llplle < CMot™ aa.
e When 8 = «, the condition becomes
M 1 p 1,11
pd=B)CHS" v p+lp p+lp.
which gives both a gain of integrability and an asymptotic behaviour for any p € (1,pg)

)\MO < Cﬁ)d,p =

_d
(9) AMo < Cpap = llpllr < CMot™=a,

where C' depends only on My, d, p, 8 and a.

Remark 2.3. If p is a weak solution to the (FKS) equation as given by definition 2.1

with 8 = a and AMy < Cqa,p for a given p > 1, we are not able to assert the uniqueness
unless we assume that p™ € Lln L.

Finally we obtain a finite time blow-up for even solutions to (FKS) under some
concentration of mass condition stated in the

Theorem 3. Let (a, () € [0,2) x [1,d) be such that o < B, k € (0,a) and p €
C%R4,L}) be an even nonnegative weak solution to the (FKS) equation with initial
condition p™ € Lj, verifying

. 28—k _
(10) / PN (@) (@) dz < CPATET I fa>1
Rd
(11) / P (x)|z|* dz < C5 My and \My > C} fa<l
Rd

for given constants C*, C5, C3 depending only on d, B, o and k. Then the solution
ceases to exist in finite time.

The proof of this theorem relies on the time differentiation of an adequate moment,
which is adapted to the fractional diffusion and not Newtonian aggregation case, and
which leads to a contradiction.

One of the strength of the result of Theorem 3, even if it deals only with even solu-
tions, is that it applies to weakly singular interactions, i.e. 8 < 2. Indeed it seems that
so far most of finite time blow-up results for aggregation fractional diffusion equation
dealt with the case of a Newtonian interaction at the exception of [5, Theorem 2.2],
which deals with interactions of the from ﬁ near the origin. Considering a less singular
kernel than the Newtonian erases some algebraic facilities and requires a thinner esti-
mation of the competing terms. We emphasize that it also covers the purely aggregative
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case a = 0, giving stronger results than [3,29] for the case § > 2. For 8 < 2, the blow-up
was already proved in [2] using a Lagrangian point of view.

Finally, let us comment about the disjunction of the different global existence and
finite time blow-up conditions. Condition (8) in Theorem 1 is heuristically in contra-
diction with the assumption of Theorem 3. First remark that if we require that p* is
concentrated around zero, for instance with a condition of the type ||p™| 1 < C'My for
a given constant C' which does not depend on p™, then the condition of blow-up (10) is
equivalent to

>\MO > Cla

where C” is a positive constant that depends only on 3, «, k and d. Moreover, in a more
general setting, for k > 0, g =p’ € (1,00) and p € L,l€ N LP, the following inequality

d
<C By
p< p(x) lollzs"™,
R4 R4

holds with C' depending only on d, k and g. With fixed M, this inequality is enough to
exclude a priori (8) from (10) or (11), at least in the range of arbitrarily large (or small)
o™l ze or [pa p™ (z)". When this is not the case, we expect that no other behaviour
appear in the remaining cases.

FIGURE 3. Lower bound of the threshold of condition (7) for d = 2, 3,4
and S € (0,2). For the case 8 < 1 see Remark 2.1.

We restrict ourselves to check that in the simple case o« = 8 = 2 < d, the global
well-posedness condition (7) is coherent with the classical large mass blow-up criteria.
Indeed take a solution to (FKS) in that case, it is possible to consider initial condition
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p'™ € L} and then classically

% deW:/R pA(|z[?) A// K(z —y) - (z —y)p(dz)p(dy)

= 2dMy — AM?
)\M0>

=2dM0(1— o

so that the condition AMy > 2d yields to final time blow-up. And since wqyo = waa,
it holds

o ) Wa wad—2 Wit Wi
4(2m)? d -2 d(d—2) (d—1)2
T d-2)2d—2"M" ( @2m? (272 )
=2(d—-1) < 2d,

Co = 4(27)? waa Wa—2 - wi_4
d—2
)2

so that the two conditions cannot be realized simultaneously.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1 AND THEOREM 2

3.1. A Priori estimates. We begin this section with an a priori moment estimate
given in the

Proposition 3.1 (Propagation of weight). Assume 1 — 8 <« and <2 ifa <1 and
let k € [(1 = B)y,a) and p be a solution of the (FKS) equation with initial condition
p™ € Li. Then

pE Li)ooc(RﬁHLI%:)'

Proof. Let m = (z)* and M, = [pll:- When k > 1, the convexity of m leads to

dMjy,
(12) = [ ot [ bnteptaspta)
dt Rd R2d
< / pI(m),
Rd

where hp,(z,y) = (vm(w);‘zzl(l%))'(w_y) > 0. From [4, Remark 4.2] and [24, Proposition
2.2], we know that for any k € (0, a),
(13) I(m) < Capm(z) (z)~*.
Since m(z) (z)~“ < 1, the following inequality holds

dMjy,

W% - o M.

e~ RO

When k € [1—5,aA1l), we decompose the second term in (12) as the sum of the integral
over the domain | — y| < R and its complementary for a given R > 0. Since Vm is
Lipschitz, we obtain

—// han (2, y) p(dz) p(dy) < C / |z — y|* p(dx)p(dy)
|z—y|<R

|z— y|<R
< CR* P M,
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where C' = ||V2m|| L. The other part can be controlled as follows

k—2 k—2
[ st < [[ 0 OB g0y
lz—y|>R |z—y|>R

x—ylP

) ()2
< 2k //l on (x|xy)_<y|>5 p(dz)p(dy)
k—2
< 4k//|x_y>zz,x|>|y |x||j<g;>|ﬁ p(dz)p(dy)

< Ak(I + I),

where

I = //I Mp(d:v)p(dy)

o—yl>R2lal<lyl 17— Yl?

b= [ W™ 4yt
lo—yl>RJzl<lyl<2le| 1T — yl®

Since |z —y| > |ly] — []| > |y[[1 = [=[/[yl| > [y|/2 when [y| > 2[z|, we get

I <2’ / / " ()" p(da)p(dy)
lz—y|>R,2|z|<]y|

< 28 M,y _ 5 M.
For I, we use the fact that |y| < 2 (z) to obtain

2
B<g ] (@)* plda)p(d)
lz—y|>R;|z|<|y|<2|z|

2
RP
Combining these three inequalities with (12) and (13), we obtain

< = MypMo,.

d M
dt

2
RP

< CopMp—o +AMy (21_BM15 + — M + CR2_BM0> )

In particular, since 1 — 8 < k and k — o < 0, we get

dM;, L 2
<M, |C, M2+ =) My ).
. = Mo (C kM, + ( + RB) k)

By Gronwall’s Lemma, this leads to

My, < (vin 4 Gakdto ) Ao ntor
- ACs.r 7

which proves the result. O

The second type of estimates are a priori bounds of integrability. Let us first briefly
emphasize that the quantities we estimate will take the form

[, oluta) s,
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where u > 0 and ® : Ry — R, is a nondecreasing convex mapping such that ®(0) =0

and u — u®"(u) € L{ .. Then we can define

(14) U(u) = /Ouvcb”(v) dv
(15) Y(u) = ;/Ou Vo

For p = ¢’ > 1 and u > 0, we recover Lebesgue norms and Boltzmann’s entropy as
follow

P (u) := ;;%1“2) = Vp(u) =

P

N

uP/?

<
gl

p(u) =
Oy (u) :=uln(u) = V(u) =u
V1 (u) = 2ul/?,

~—

Lemma 3.1 (General estimate). Assume that (o, ) € (0,2] x (0,d) (with o # 2 if
d = 2) and let p be a smooth solution to the (FKS) equation, ® be a nondecreasing
convex mapping, ¥ and v be defined respectively by (14) and (15) and b € (1,pg). Then
there holds

(16) % </Rd q’(p)) <A (d=B)Cigh lollpe 1% (o)lle = [ (p) %5

(17) <A(d-B) Cgfé?b ol zs 1 (o) o — Cg,am”ip(P)”ig»
where

1 g 1 2 e

—=2-=—=, ==1-=.

s d b b d
Proof. We define the "Carré du Champs" and the ®-dissipation by

_ Caa [ (u(y) —u(z))(v(y) —v(z))

(18) I'(u,v) = 5 /Rd [z — o dy dz
(19) Do (u) := T(u, ® (u)),

where ¢q  is defined in (1). With these definitions, we have

/Rd I(u)v:/RduI(v) _ —/RdF(u,v).

In particular, since ® is convex,

/ Iw)d () = — | Dalu) <0.

We remark that
2

v sk = | [ Var

<([ o) ([ )

< (u—v)(2'(u) - ©'(v)),

which by definition (18) leads to
L(yp(u), ¥(u)) < T(u, @' (u).
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Therefore

@) ks = [ @) < [ Teew) = [ o,

Rd Rd
Let p be a nonnegative solution to the (FKS) equation. Then formally

% (/Rd (I)(p)) B /Rd '(p) I(p) = A" (p)Vp - (K % p)p
—— [ ®alo)~ [ AT(W)- (K xp)
Rd Rd

—— [ ®a(p) 2 [ woaiv(E) «p)
Rd Rd
1

(21) — [ Pal+r-5) [ (w*p>'

Rd |z

We remark that by Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have
1
(d— 5)/ —5 %0 ) ¥(p) < (d—B)Caghlloll- 1% (o)l e,
re \ |7
and by (20) and Sobolev embeddings, we have
— [ Del0) <~y 5 < ~Chapal o),
which ends the proof. O

Proposition 3.2 (Lln L estimate). Let § = « and p be a smooth function satisfying
the (FKS) equation with initial condition p™ € Lln L. Then it holds

t
[ o)+ 1035 00~ Ca) [ VAR 4 < [ oo™,
R4 0 H?z2 R4
with p = p(t,-) and

Cpa= 4<ng/82)2

) (J_ A\ HLS
(d - B) Cd,B’Pﬁm
Moreover if A\My < Cg 4 and for some T,k >0, p € L>=((0,T), L), then
(22) p € LY((0,T), LPs).

Remark 3.1. The explicit value for Cgfg/SQ does not seem to be known, however the
following lower bound holds

(23) CEN® = manx (€5 . jon (C5.)1/2)

Indeed, one way to get the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality is to first use Sobolev’s
inequality and then interpolation between H® spaces

S 2
Chsp 1T < Uf1s < I Fllz2lflme

Another way is to first interpolate between Lebesgue spaces and then to use Sobolev’s
inequality

(6 R W[ (9 R 2 P R

2d
—2s°

where T9 := 7
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Proof. We use inequality (16) for ® = ®1, 1 (u) = 2ul/? and b = s = pg/, to obtain
d HLS 2 2
vl In(p) < A(d=B)Cagy lIpllze = [¥2 (o)l 5 -
Then, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev’s inequality, we have
2 2
GNS 2 GNS
(8% ellz = (C555%) " oM 2l1 L
<|lp"2132 [p"2? 5 = Mo|p'/?? &
H?z2 H?2

Hence, since 1, (u) = 2u'/?, we have

2
4(CE5%) Iellds < Molva()? 5.

This yields

d —1 2

—_ < _

At p In(p) < C,B,d (AMo — Cp.a) |¢1(P)|H§7
which proves the first assertion. Formula (22) comes form the fact for & > 0, defining
m(z) := (z)¥ and Ay > 0 such that Jra e~ ()" dp = 1, with h(u) =ulnu—u+12>0
it holds

P P P xum —Axm 14 —Arm 4
— In— = h| =—e'* kT —1 Y > A ——m,
ra Mo nMo /Rd <M0€ )6 ra Mo H(e )_ kAd Mom
and then
/ plnp > My In My — )\k/ pm.
RA RA
Combined with the following Sobolev inequality
4C3 Pl e = C3 g a1 (P) 1205 < |¢1(p)|2§,
it yields

t
0< [ (pn(o) + M) o) = Moln Mo + €5 5,,Cih (Coa = AMo) [ ol
R 0

< [ oMW" + Aullpllo 02y = Mot Mo,
and the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 3.3 (LP estimates). Let (a,5) € [0,2) x [0,d). Then, when § < « and
p = ¢ € (1,ps), we get a gain of integrability from L' to LP and a global in time
propagation of the LP norm

- Ty
(24) lo(t)]|z» < CMomax (t 4 m)’

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on d, B, o, p and \. When 5 > «, then for any
P € (Pg,asps), there exists two constants C = Cp o, > 0 and C™ = Cg o5 ([ 9™ 1r)
such that

. _ d s __d
(25) 1P |r < CMo(AM) " =7 = |[|p||z» < C™ Mot =
(26) 1P™ e > CMo(AM) " 7=a — p e L®((0,T), L?)

d

(27) 0™ |y = CMo(AMy) ™ F=i = p € L®(Ry, LP),
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where T < Cp o p(X, Mo)||p™ || 2° with

T P Ty

When 8 = «, then there exists a constant

4C5
Caap = %’
(d - 6)Cd,['3,r
such that for any p € (1,pg),
(28) AMo < Coap = llplle < Mo(C™0) 3273
(29) AMo > Cpap = p€ L=((0,T),LP),

where C™ is a nonnegative constant depending on the initial data and

e

> s ()
pem o)

Remark 3.2. The critical mass is clearly not optimal since we could use optimal con-
stants in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type embeddings, as it is done in the Lln L estimate,
instead of using Sobolev’s embeddings and interpolation between Lebesgue spaces.

Proof. We will separate the proof into several steps.
Step 1. Differential inequality for the LP norm. We recall that

p 11 1

= T4 =

r pt+lp pH+lpa

Since p < p, it implies that r € (p,p,) and in particular /p > 1. Therefore, by taking
® =, r=sand b=r/pin inequality (17) and defining 7 = %b, we obtain

d
(30) & (L #0) <ol = S 1ol
where Cs . = (d — B)CYES., Co = 4C§7a/2 and
p+1 p
p a

We also remark that

r<fel(-5) < (2-9)
& (1+1)(@d-a) < 2d-5)
d—«
op2

Since p > pg o > df:;ifﬁ, we deduce that r < 7.
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We will now use interpolation between Lebesgue spaces to express the left hand side
of (30) in terms of My and the LP norm only. Let £ € (0, 1) to be chosen later and

_ B-al-g) « 8 —a«
(%) WE - dp-1 T edp-D
(34) (91: p+1(1+b0)

 (I—=e)p
(35) 0o = P
(36) 00 211701 792.

Since p > 1 and ¢ € (0,1), we deduce that 6, € [0,1). Moreover, using the respective
definitions (31) and (32) of r and 7, we have

0 0 1+b 1 1-— 1
1+~2+902w<_1>+( 6)p<~_1>+1
p T p+1 p p+1

Zzﬁ(6(1—p)(1+bo)+(1—5)(1—%—p)+p+1)
:p+1<(—p) b a(1_€)+2—2‘—5(1—p)+5d>

1 BY _1
p+1@d>r

Therefore, if we can choose ¢ € (0,1) such that (6p,60;) € [0,1]?, we obtain by interpo-
lation

0o (p+1 1+b (1 epl—c
ol < M@V plfpt ) |7 = A B,

Then, by using the standard Young inequality a*b*~¢ < ea + (1 — )b, for any g > 0,

we have
1 15;5 € B 1—¢
ARl = << €> A) ( <0 ) < C..yA+eoB,
€0 1—c¢ ’

l1—¢

;f) ° . Coming back to (30), it yields

with C.e, = =

d

80 ([ 00) £ O Cr METE I+ (20— S Lol

where we take € smaller than C,/p. Since 1 < p < 7, again by interpolation, we get

1 b b
pl25 ) < MEP | plI? -,

with
(0%
b —
YT dp - 1)
Thus, inequality (37) becomes
7] b b1)
(38) ol < CLE V) — b o,

where C = (p - 1)()\6,6,7‘)1/805,80 and Cy = ( - 1) (* - 60)
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Step 2. Conditions on . We still have to verify that we can choose € so that
(6o, 61) € [0,1]2. By definition (34) of 0y, we get
01 >0 < by> -1
& f—at+ae>—edp—1)
o —
& e > oz—&—d(pﬂ— ) =Em.
Moreover, by definition (36) of 6y
0p >0 60, +6:<1

e L (1teb) <t
p

+1
& ebg < —
p
B—a(l—c¢) Sl
d(p—1) p
1 d
<:>€<1<[3)5M
o
Since p < pga, epr < 1. Let us check that it is nonnegative. We have
d 1 —
5MZO<:>5—*§04©*25 &
q q d

Since ¢ = p’ > 1, this is always verified when < a. When > «, it is verified by
hypothesis since we can also read previous formula as

>0eep> —M—
M = p_d+a—ﬁ

When § < «, we also have to verify that ¢, < e3;. We have, indeed
em _ (pla—=pB)+dlp—1))(a+d(p—1))

= Ps,a-

Em paa = B)
_pafa—p)+dp(p—1(a—B)+alp—1)+dp—1)?)
pa(a— )
_ ~pla—p)+a+dp-1)
=1+dp—1) ~ala—5) > 1.

Therefore, since 3 > 0 and 0y+60;+602 = 1, we proved that for any e € [max(&,,,0), min(ez, 1)],
(60, 61,0) € [0,1]°.

By looking at (38), we want to take ¢ which minimizes by. Hence, we take
€ =¢&, when 8 < a,
€ =¢ep when 8 > a.

Step 3. Case [ < «. In this case, we have € = ¢,,, which yields by = —1. Moreover,
since

Oo(p+1)=p+1—-(1—-¢e)p=1+ep,
by (38), we obtain

d 1 —pb 1+b
qileles < COMEYE = Cobag ™ ol .
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Then, either

(39) Co My ||l P00 < 20, MEFVE,
or

—nb 1+b
(40) |wm_%@M“w% v,

Inequality (39) is equivalent to
1
2071\ 1 pt s
ol < () T = com)

and by Gronwall’s inequality, (40) leads to

- —1/()1
ol < (3C2MgPibnt) " = ME (3 Cat)

Step 4. Case [ > «. In this case, we have

pla=pB)+d(p-1) 1

5‘:61\/[: =

ap pb’
which by definition (33) leads to

(e )
@ (Heflrde-1+y5 o))

B)+d(p—1)

71/1)1

(aﬁHﬂ ="

and by inequality (38), t
ol < CLMP IV D — Oy P .

As remarked prev1ously, € = epr > 0. Therefore, since g > a,
8-«
ed(p —1)
The estimate on the LP norm is then obtained by analysing the corresponding ODE

which is of the form

(41) b="b + > by.

y'(t) = Ay()'™* — By(t)+",
with A and B nonnegative. It has a fixed point at y = 0 and at

B\7m
gt (= >
TN

Therefore, when y(0) € [0, ), it yields y(t) € [0,y*) for any ¢ > 0, and since y’ < 0 in
this interval, it implies the existence of a constant C' = C(y(0)™") < 1 such that
Ayttt < CBy'th,
It implies that
y < —(1-C)By"t",
which, by Gronwall’s inequality, leads to
1 My

vt € R+vy S 1 § 1
(y(0)=b1 + by (1 — C)BY)FT  (by(1 — C)Cat)r
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When y(0) > v, we can still write that
y/ < Ay1+b.
It implies that the solution is bounded in [0, 7] for some T > 0 and
1
Vit € [0, T],y(t) <

T (y(0)7b —bAL)®
1
= bAy(0)
We deduce the corresponding results for the LP norm of p by Gronwall’s inequality.

When y = y#, all we get that y is constant and therefore that ||p||}, < y* for any t > 0.
We can compute more precisely

1 1
yﬂ _ CQMO_pbl b—b; _ @ b—b1 (Mfao(lH’l)/E*pbl) ﬁ
C’1Mg0(p+1)/€ Cy 0 .

Now by the definitions of C; and Cs in step 1, by (41) and the definition (36) of 8y, we
have

Oo(p+1)=1—epb=0

B —«
Ot
Cr=(p—1)(ACs.)"/* C.cy

Ca=(p—1) (* —€0>

1

Co—c¢ p=b1 b)) =

f_ «a op (Mp(b b1) 1/5) 1
Y <(>‘Cﬁ T)l/sce €0p> 0

This leads to

_dlp=l)  gp_1)
p = N\ TB—a
= Cg op M, A5
Step 5. Case = «a. When § = «, by definition (33), by does not depend on & and
e
b=by=0 = —=
T T A1)

Oo(p+1) =1 —epb.
Moreover, we can take any € € (€, ep] = (0,d/(aq)]. Thus, by inequality (38), we get

d 1—epb 1+b 14b)
qillels < CoMg™ =l Y — Codg ™l

< N2 Mg P (€M = ).
The left hand side will be negative when
Cs (Ca/p—c0) [ <o e
42 My < &= .
(42) (ca) Y =) & Tule)
Taking ¢ maximizing the right hand side, we get
g0 = (1—¢)Ca/p

Co _ Chap
p)\CW A '

UE(E()) =
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When this is the case, then C™™ := |C} M, 1/8 — C3] > 0 and by Gronwall’s inequality
1 MY
—pb b T < : 1
(™| + bMy P Cint)s = (bCint)w
which proves (28). When My > M we only get the existence of T > 0 such that
1
(o2~ o P ame)

1 My \**
T > - ( - ) ,
b\ || p™ | e

which proves (29). O

Vit € R+7 Hp”LP =

vt e [0,T], ol <

Moreover, T' verifies

Corollary 3.1. When B < a and p™ € L', then for any p < pa
(43) pE Llloc(R+7Lp)7

which holds in particular if p = pg. When B > o and p™ € LP for a given p € (pg,a,Pa),
then there exists T > 0 such that

(44) pe I2((0,T), L),
where T = ppo > pg. Moreover, if (25) is verified,
pe LIOC(R+7L7:)‘

Proof. Equation (43) comes from inequality (24) by remarking that p < p, implies
d/(aq) < 1 and integrating in time. Equation (44) is a consequence of (37), which by
integrating in time leads to

oI, (t) + Cs / o

If p € L*>([0,T1], LP), then we deduce that

t
C: [ lots
0

and we conclude by using (25) or (26). O

in 6 3 bo)
B ds < |2, + Cy MgV / lo(s) 2% ds.

in 9 +1) (1+bo)
e ds < g™ + CoMg" " Tl Fo 0 1,

3.2. Tightness and coupling. For the rest of the section we consider some given
stochastic basis (2, F, (Fi)t>0,P). The expectation with respect to P will be denoted
E. We first provide a generalization of [15, Proposition 3.1] in the

Lemma 3.2. Let be f < d, k> 1 and p > pg. There exists a constant C depending
only on d,p, B such that for any p1,p2 € Px N LP and X, X two i.i.d. random variables
of law py (respectively Y, Y two i.3.d. of law ps), it holds when p > pg

(i) E[[X -Y["' KX -X)-K(Y =Y)|] <CCy, p,Ek,

P1,P2

and when p = pg,

B RIX RG] <00y (14 ),

where Cp, o, =1+ ||p1llLr + [|p2]lr and & =E |[X = Y|*].
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Remark 3.3. The point (i) of this Lemma has been extensively used in the literature
(See for instance [13,14,20,34]). So has the point (ii) in the Newtonian case § = d and
thus pg = oo (see for instance [15,21,32]). Since we did not found its generalization to a
general Riesz interaction kernel B € (0,d), we provide more detail. A similar technique
can be found in [25].

Proof. We start with the classical inequality (see [21, (3.9)], [20, Lemma 2.5], [13, (3.26)],
[14, (3.5)]) which holds for any (x,%) € (R%)?

[K(z) = K(y)| < (IVK(2)| + [VK(@)]) |2 - y].

Then denote 7 = L(X,Y) = L(X,Y) € P(R??).
Step 1. Proof of (i). We assume here that p > pg. Then we have

E[IX -Y|F ' |K(X - X)-K(Y -Y)|]
SE[X =YX -Y|+|X -Y]) (VKX - X)|+ |[VK(Y = Y)])]
= Il —|—I2

We first estimate Z;. Since X and X are independent we get

Li=E[|X -Y*E[([VK(X - X)| + |[VK(Y - Y)|) |X,Y]]
_E [X i (//R (VE(X — )| + [VE(Y —)]) w(dx,dy))]
= — k — X 1\T)adx — 2 .
=5 |l v ([ VKO- ot [ VR =gl a) ]
But since |VK| < Cj|z|~? with Cs = max(1 — 3, 3), we obtain

c;t [ IVECE = Dlpdr < [ 1X - el
R4 R4

< / X — 2 py(2) dz + P || o
| X —z|<r

1/q
< llpllze (/ mlﬁqu> +r 7 lpall L,
|z|<r

where ¢ = p’ and r > 0. Since p > p,, we get aq < d so that |z|~*7 is locally integrable
and we obtain

Cit | IVE(X = a)lpa(e) de < Crerpafl o+l |1,
R

wy \ M9
where Cg = (dfﬁq> .
Step 2. Proof of (ii). Note that for any (z,y) € (R%)? and r > 0, it holds

(K ()] + [K(y)] if |z[ Ayl <

|K(x) — K(y)| < {(|VK(SC) + VK (y)]) [z —y| else.
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So that
E[IX -Y" ' KX -X)-K{Y -Y)|] <
E[IX = Y (KX = X)|+ K(Y = V)) Lixxjay—vi<r]
FE[X Y (X - Y[+ |X -

(IVE(X = X)|+ |[VEK(Y —=Y)]) Lx_giny—v|>r]
:Il'l +IQ

To estimate Z;, we write
L=L+G+0
=B [IX - Y (KX = X) + K = V)) Lx_sjuy—vi<r]
FE[IX =V (K= XK =) Ly gy )
FE[IX - Y (KX = )|+ IEY = V)) Ly xigay 7]

Then, for the estimate of I}, we get by independence of X and X (respectively Y and
Y)

H:E@NK@@XM+WWFmeXjMLWQMXhX—ﬂ“q

p1(x) / p2(y) k-1
<E / ————dz + —=—dy | | X =Y
l( IX—a|<r | X — ] ly—yl<r Y —y[P? | |

B
d

_(B—1)4 _
< (Ip1llzes + lp2llLes) ( /| § ElnS 1’de> E[|X - Y[*1].

Since
/IzST ‘Z|7(571)%dz = wy /07” ud=1=B-D5 qg = der% =: (C{li,/ﬂ“)%,
we get
I < Char(lpallpes + llpallpes) B [|[X = Y[F'].
For I#, we have
|X—w“ﬂ

2
2 —
Jlle[},_Sqﬂ_?yy_yér

Pz(y) k—1
— - d X-Y
</Yy|<r Y —ylf-1 y) | |

< 2Cg 67 |lp2llpes E[|X = Y[*1].

=2E

We then estimate I3 similarly. Combining the above estimates, we obtain

T < 3Cq a7 (o1l prs + llp2llLos ) E[IX = Y[*71]

(k—1)/k
<3Cy 57 (Ioallzrs + llp2llpes) E[|1X = Y|*] :
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Next, we estimate Zy by writing
I, = Co(I3 + I3)

1 1
-—_ J— k ~ N
=C.E |:X Y| (|X —XpP + 1% _Y|,3> ]1|X_X|/\|Y—Y|>7":|

1 1
|X — Y|5 + |Y . Y|B> ]l|XX/\|YY|>7‘:| .
First we easily obtain since Loap>r = Lo>rLp>r

1 1
1 _ _ k _
I}=E [|X Y*E [(| TR —|ﬁ> L x gy —7sel X Y”

¥ _ vk / p1(z) dx+/ p2(y) dy
| ‘ ( | X —z|>r ‘X _x|ﬁ Y —y|>r |Y _y|ﬁ

We then consider two cases: » > 1 and 0 < r < 1. For r < 1, we get

p1() / p1() / p1(x)
——dr = ———dx + ———dx
»/Xa:|>r |X - x|ﬂ | X —z|>1 |X - x‘ﬂ | X —z|€[r,1] |X - ‘r‘ﬂ

) g
< llpallzr + llpallra / N
IX—alepr1) | X — 2]

8
<Ip1ller + wallp1llpre In_(r)4d
< Calllprllgrs + llprllzr) (T +In_7).

For the case r > 1, it is clear to obtain

p1(z)
g dz < |p1llL:-
/X—z‘zr ‘X - 1‘|5

+C.E {|X —YFHX -Y <

<E

This yields
I < Calllpillees + llp2llprs +2)E[IX = Y] (1 +1n_r).
On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality

] ] 1/k
2 - Tk _
I; <E [|X —Y| (Y S qE + ]’—1’5) ]lX—X|/\Y—Y>r:|

<B|x - v

1 1
|X—Y|ﬁ + |Y_Y|ﬂ) ]1|X—?\/\|Y—?|>T
The second term of the product is some power of the term I3 which has already been

dealt with, and so is the second term by symmetry of the roles of (X,Y) and (X,Y).
So that

]1—1/k

I, < Cag (Iprllzes + o2llzrs +2)E[|X = Y|*] (1 +In_7).
Putting all these estimates together yields for any r > 0

E[X —Y[F ' K(X - X) - K(Y - Y)]]
1-1/k
< Cap (lprllzes + llpallLrs) rE[IX = Y[*]
+Cap (lprll 2o + llp2lles +2)E[IX = Y[*] (1 +1n_7).

Choosing r =E [|X — Y|*] Lk yields the desired result. O
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Proof. (Proof of Theorem 1.) Let p™ be such as the assumptions of Theorem 1. For

€ > 0 define
K(x) if|z|>e¢
Kﬁ(x) = { -8
e Px else,

and consider the following nonlinear PDE with smooth coefficient

(45) Aepe = I(p=) + Adiv((K. * pe)pe),

with the initial condition pi" = p'*. Since the kernel K. is (¢7#)-Lipschitz, the difficulty
for the well posedness of (45) does not come from the quadratic nonlinear term. Ex-
istence and uniqueness of solution for this nonlinear problem is straightforward in the
case B € (1,2). Indeed it is sufficient to apply a standard fixed point in C([0,T], P)
technique using Wasserstein metric, since in this case the solution a priori enjoys some
k € (1,8) moment. In the case 8 € (0, 1], it is no more possible to use the completeness
of C(]0,T],Ps),k > 1, and we have to proceed by compactness (see [34, Appendix B]).
Then due to Proposition 3.2 (if « = ), Corollary 3.1 (if 8 # «), and Proposition 3.1,
pe € LY([0,T], LP) N L>°([0,T], L},) for some p > pg and T' > 0 depending or not on p'™,
uniformly with respect to € > 0.
Step 1. Tightness. Let X, be a random variable on R of law M 'p™ and (Z8)i>0
be an a-stable Lévy process independent of X3. We denote by (X )tZO (respectlvely
(X&' )i>0) the solution to the following SDE

t
Xf:Xo—)\/ K (X; —x)pe(dx)ds + Z7*.
0 JRrd

Note that (pe(t))i>0 = (L(X]))i>0 solves the linear PDE
atﬂs = I(,U/s) + Adlv((Ks * pe)ﬂe)a

with initial condition p* = Mg 'p™. Therefore £(X§) = M; 'p.(t) by uniqueness of
solution to this linear PDE Wlth smooth coefficient.
Assume first 0 < 1 — § < a. It is direct to obtain in this case for any v > 1

k2= [ 1Keo = i) pe(dooc(ay
<Con [ sl v ey pan)o.(an)
< oo [ (l0 4 077) o (ao),
Rd

Then choose v = % > 1 and use the symmetry between x and y to get

T
sup / KX(t)dt < sup / // Cs.4 |:17|(1 " 4 (=B )pg(dx)ps(dy) dt
0<e<1Jo 0<e<1 R2d
< Oyt (Sl>1}8 ”ps”LOO((O,T),L}C) + 1> <00
€

Assume now that g > 1. First note that Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality yields
for any € > 0 and v > 1 to be fixed later

kv [[ o= ol O o) < Cllp P
R2d

LIAGRTE
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By interpolation between Lebesgue spaces, if v < 2(2 Ld , then

el o < el oo,

(/3 1)q

where 6 = with ¢ = p’. Therefore

sup/ KY(t)dt < sup/ Il |1? dt
e>0 Ld+'y(1 BY/2

y 7d 1)g
< sup ||pa||Lp dt < oo,
e>0.J0

provided that v € (1, ﬁ). Then in both cases, denote the stochastic process

t
Ji = —)\/ K (X: — x)p.(dz) ds,
o JRrd
and observe that for any 0 < s < t < T, it holds by Hélder’s inequality

|Jp — J5| < K (X; — x)p(dz) du

Rd

// |K.(X2 — 2)] pe(da) du
<je—s [ ' ( |- xwpe(dx))w du,

so that by the estimates carried out in the beginning of this step and Jensen’s inequality

sup E[ sup i = JE} / (/ |K(X: —2)|7p (dx)) 1/7] du
0<e<l  |lo<s<t<T |t —s|V/7 ]~ °
T 1/~
< [ (B] [ mxi-araan] ) a
1/
<1V (/ K2 (t) dt> < 0.
0

We then deduce that the family of law of the processes (J§ )ie(o,7] is tight in P(C([0, T],R%)).
Indeed let us denote

Kn = {f € C(0,TLRY, f(0) =0, sup D ZIEI_ R},

o<s<t<T |t — st/

which is compact due to Ascoli-Arzelad’s Theorem. By Markov’s inequality we get for
any € >0

|Jf = J5|
((J9)o<t<r ¢ Kr) (ng‘glfg [t — s|\/7

-1 |J§ = J5|
SR 121511;)0E L<§1<11?<T t— 51/7/] .
Hence the family of law of the processes L& = £ ((X§ = Xo + J{ + Z2)o<i<7) € P(D(]0,T],R%))
is tight. Thus, we can find a sequence ¢, going to 0 such that £, goes weakly to some
7 € P(D([0,T],R%)). For any t € [0,T], we define e; : g € D([0,T],R%) — g(t) € R?
and p(t) := (ey)#m € P the push-forward of p by e;. Since for any ¢t € [0,T],
(ed)#LE = p=(t), pe, (t) goes weakly to p(t) in Py,
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Step 2. A priori properties of the limit point. By lower semicontinuity of || - || z»
and || - |1 with respect to the weak convergence of measures and Fatou’s Lemma, it

holds p € L'([0,T], LP) N L*>([0,T], L}). We now show that p satisfies (6). Indeed for
¢ € C? denote

o= [ -0 e~ [ [ o))~ Kex (05)- ¥ as

- / [ ol = )(Ve(w) = Violu)o(s. dr)o(s.dy) s

Since p. solves (45), it holds for any ¢ > 0
-Fe(paat) =0,
where F. is the same functional as F with K replaced with K. So that for any ¢ € [0, T
[F (o, )| < |F(p,t) = Fylp, )| + | Fulp,t) = Fylpe, )] + [ Fn(pe, 1) — Felpe, t)] -

But note that forn >¢ >0

Ko (2) = Ky ()] < Legpizqle]™7 < nlz|™7.
We deduce that for any ¢ € L*([0, T]; LP#), by (3), it holds

Fulost) — Folot) <1 / / [ — yl~P 0,(dw)o, (dy) ds

t
S 77 (Ii_lg,spﬁ/g/ ||QH 2d dS < ’I’]Ccll{éyspﬂ/2/0 ||‘Q||LP3 dS

So that

|f<p,t>Snc£};§jﬂ/2< ol ds s [ el as)
+ [ Fylpst) = Fylpe, )|

Letting first € go to 0 makes the second term in the r.h.s. vanish, since for fixed n > 0,
F, is a smooth function on L*([0,77]; LP#) and p. goes weakly to p as & goes to 0, then
letting n go to 0 yields F(p,t) = 0, and p is a solution to the (FKS) equation in the
sense of Definition 2.1.

Step 3. Uniqueness of the limiting point. We now show that there exists at most
one such solution. Let p, p € L'([0,7],LP) N L>=([0,T],L}) for some p > pg and
T > 0 be two solutions to the (FKS) equation with initial condition p'™. We argue by
a coupling argument. Define

t
Xo=Xo -2 [ [ KOG - ppldy)ds + 27
Rd

t
Yt::Xof)\/ K(Y; —y)p(dy) ds + Z}".
Rd
Due to the LP regularity of p and p and Lemma 3.2, K % p and K % p are Lipschitz if
p > pg and log-Lipschitz if p = pg. But u(t) := L(X;) solves the linear PDE
Opp = I(p) + Adiv ((K * p)p)

for the initial condition 1(0) = My *p™. By uniqueness of solution to this linear PDE
with Lipschitz or log-Lipschitz coefﬁ01ent, L(X;) = My *tp(t) (respectively L(V;) =
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My 'p(t)). Denoting Z, = X — Y, and 7, = £(X,,Ys) yields

1Zi[2 = —22 / t / / 2 (K (X, = 2) = K (Y, — y)ms(d, dy) ds.

Introducing X i.i.d. from X (respectively Y i.i.d. from Y;) and taking the expectation
yields

E [|Z.?] < zx/o E [|Z,|K (X, — X,) — K(Y; - Y3)[] ds

C fy Ulpllze + l17llze +2)E[|Z:[?] ds, if p> ps
=\ olers + Wloes + 28 [227] (14 2 CLED ) a5 e
where we used Lemma 3.2. By Gronwall’s inequality, we get
vt € [0,TL,E [|Z:*] =0, ie. Vt € [0,T],p(t) = p(t),
which yields the desired results. O
4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

We first study the local and asymptotic space behaviour of the fractional Laplacian
of some basic functions.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ € C° be such that [y, o =1. Then for any B > o
(46) (2P| < € )~

Proof. Let g := |z|’p and R > 0 be such that supp(p) C Bg. Then, for any = € B,
we obtain

(47) I(%)(x):/ Pa(y) dy 6(( My My )

B |7 —yli*e |z + R)*He (|2 — R)* e

Now, assume z € B, for a given r > R. Then we write the fractional Laplacian as

I95) = [ (o) o

where
— T
ha,p(y) = W when a € (0,1)
— z)— (y—x)-Vog(x
ha“B(y) = wﬁ(y) (pﬁ(|x)_ y(|z+a ) SDB( ) When [ NS [17 2)

Then since pg € W5, we obtain that h, 5(y) < Clz — y|~4P~*, which, since 8 > a,
implies that h,,g € Li. .. Moreover, when |y| > r, then

C,r®
haply) < ——F—— € LY(BY).
oz,fj’( ) (‘y| — T)d+a ( )
Therefore, hqo 3 € L' uniformly in € B,. Hence I(pg) € L*(B,), which, combined
with (47), leads to the expected result. O
Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € C° be such that fRd p=1and 1, < ¢ <1p, . Then for any
ke (0,a)
c k—a
(48) [I(jz|*¢)] < C )",

where p° =1 — .
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Proof. The proof is a straightforward adaptation of [4, Remark 4.2] for & > 1 and [24

Proposition 2.2] for k < 1. O
We are now ready to prove the finite time blow-up.

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 3.) Let ¢ € C2°(R) even and nonincreasing be such that
Jgp=1land 1p < ¢ <1p, foragivenr € (0,1/2) and ¢° =1 — ¢. We define

m(x) := o(|a])|e? + ¢ (|z])]xl".
Assuming the existence of p € L>((0,7T), L}) to the (FKS) equation, we get

d (Vm(z) — Vm(y) - (z —y)
< _ N 4 .
(19)  dt (/ "””) / / |x —7 pld)p(dy)
= Il >\I27
e Estimate of 7. By the inequalities (46) and (48), we get

Hence, for some constant C7 > 0, the following inequality holds
I, < c/ ()% p < Oy M.
Rd

e Estimate of 1.
o Step one: case 1 < k < a < B. In this case, by convexity we have for any (z,y) €
R? x R4
(Vm(z) = Vm(y)) - (z —y) = g(z,y) = h(z,y)z-y 2 0

with m/(|z]) = Vm(z) - r7 and

g(x,y) = m/(|2[) |z +m/(ly])ly|

h(w,y) = m/(Jz])|z[ 7" +m/(jy)ly| =
Since |z — y|? < 2°(|z|? + |y|?), we obtain

— g9(z,y) = Mz, y) (z - y) 2) N
B2 = /Azd |z —y|8 plda)p(dy) //de 28(|z1% - (48 |$|5 + ‘y|@) p(dz)p(dy)

h(z,y)x -y
dx)p(dy).
- L T e
Next since

J e I I ey prev

by Fubini’s theorem, and since for any y € R? the map = — W is odd and p
is even, we get

(51) Iy > //de Wﬂ(dw)l)(dy)'

217 + [yl?)

We remark that if (x,y) € B2,
gle,y) B

20(|2|? +[yl?) — 2°°
If (z,y) € (B5,)?,

g@wy) k(= + ) o k@)
25(|2® + [yl?)  2°(|=1P + [yl?) — 28(Jellyl)P—*
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If (z,y) € B, x B,

glx,y)  _ Blal’ +Eyl* _  kly*
20(|=7 +1yl?)  20(l” + [yI7) — 20(r + |yl?)
Moreover, when x € By, \B,,
m/(Jz))|z] = ¢ (l2]) (|27 = J2**1) + Bl |z]” + ket (|z])]a]*.
Remarking that we can take ¢ decreasing and r < 1/2, which implies that |z| < 1 and
m’ (2]l > Be(al)lz]” + ket (jal)|z]* > klz|?,

it allows us to do the same kind of estimates for the remaining (z,y) € R?? and obtain

(52) m%f)lym > O ()" ()"~

Combining (50), (51) and (52), we obtain

s ( / d pm> < / oo [ / (@) ()" p(dw)pldy)

(53) < C1Mj—o — C2AM}_,
where My = [a p (). We define
Y::MO—I—/ pm = p(1+m).
R R

Remarking that

S+ m) < (2) < 22(1 4 m)

we obtain that Y can always be compared to M; up to a constant depending on k.
Therefore, Holder’s inequality yield
k 1—k E X
Mo < M7 ;M, 7 <CM7 Y'7%.
Thus, using the fact that My_, < My because k — o < 0 and the conservation of the
total mass My, we obtain

Y 28
% < Oy My — CoAM,F Y2(1-7).

By assumption (10) for the appropriate C*,

CLY2(E=D(0)

| >0
CoAM,F

61202 1

Then for any t > 0, % <0 and

Y2(€_1)(t) S YQ(%_I)(O) = T}\Mok )

and
i ]

By Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce

2 28 28—k
Y(t) < (Y(O)f—l —eA (% - 1) My t) .
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Since Y is positive and the above inequality goes to 0 in finite time, we deduce that the
solution ceases to be well defined in L' in a finite time T verifying
kY(0)F1 ok Y (0)%F 1

28 — 25
eN2B — kM- 2P E ooyt — oy E -0 (0) M,
which proves the result.
o Step two: Case 0 < k < a <1< . We use the symmetry between x and y to rewrite

33|<,« |z|>r le—y|>r/2 |z—y|>r/2

lyl<r |lz—y|<r/2
lyl<r ly|>r
(Vm(z) — Vm(y)) - (z — y)
dx)p(d
P p(dz)p(dy)
=T +I5 + I3+ I,.

T <

b

e Estimate of Z3. For |z| < 7, we have m(x) = |2|®. Hence by strict convexity (since
B > 1), we expand the inner product similarly as in the beginning of step one to obtain,
with the same arguments

7 //ﬂgr 9(@y) = M@ 9) (@ Y) )0 5(dy)

|z —ylP

ly|<r

h(z,y)x
//zlq 55 |x|5+|yy‘5) Y p(dx)p(dy)

Y)
L/)C4<r T

3L

e Estimate of Z2. We may choose the linking function ¢ in the definition of m
smooth enough so that for |z| > 7 it holds |[Vm(x)| < C|z|*~!. And since k —1 < 0
and 1 — 8 <0, we have

B [ e =TI

ly|>r |9C - y|’6
|z—y|>r/2
z—c//MDT(u%*+wkww—mk%mmmw>
|y|>r
|z—y|>r/2

2
> —28Cyk=8 (/ p) ,

e Estimate of Z3. Similar considerations yield

(Vm(z) = Vm(y)) - (z — y)
2] gy ST
|z—y|>r/2

o)1)
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e Estimate of Z3. When |z — y| < r/2 and |z| > r, remark that it holds

r x

ol < o —vl+ll < L+l <
r 3|z

ol < eyl +lal < & +laf < 220

which implies that r < |z| < 2|y| < 3|z|. Therefore, we can write

T
lz—y|<r/2 ‘ y|
0 [[ g Nt~ 1l 2] o~ o' el
lz—y|<r/2
ly|>r/2
Then, since |V[z[*72| = [k — 2|[2/*~% and 2|z — y| < |2/, we obtain

"2z = [y"2y] < |(l2"2 = [y*72) 2|+ |y]* 2z — )|
< Crlallz—y| sup [2F7 + |y|" 2|z -y

|z|>|=

<Cppr?Pla — y|ﬁ_1 )

2
122 > —O@k’r‘kiﬁ / Pl -
Bl)s

Defining Y = fRd pm and using the fact that

from which we get

Y::/ ngmyTYand/ p:Mg—f’,
E B,

and gathering the previous estimates yields the existence of positive constants Cs, Cs,
depending on S, k and r such that

>0

| \/

My — V) = Cpprk=PY2 — C2Prk=BY2 — 0281 (k=8 4 1)V (M — V)
Cs

> o (Mg - C5Y?).

Coming back to (49) and using the fact that Yy < Cm Y yields the existence of a
constant Cy4 such that

(11}; < C1My + QA (ChY? — M) .
In particular, as long as Y2 < (2C4) "M@ and Co My > 8 Oy it holds
(54) (Z/ < O1 My — @AM(? < —-C1 My <0.
In particular, if Y(O) (2C4)"1 M@ then Y remains decreasing for all times and for

allt >0, Y(0)2 < (203) 1MZ2. By using again (54), this implies
Y(t) <Y(0) - C1Mot,
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which becomes negative in finite time and leads again to a contradiction. The fact that
the condition (11) is sufficient comes from the fact that there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

Y:/ pmgC/ p(x)|z|* da,
R4 R¢

since k < 3. O
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