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SMALL-SCALE TURBULENCE LIMIT OF FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION

FOR POLYMERS IN TURBULENT FLOW

YASSINE TAHRAOUI

Scuola Normale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri, 7, 56126 Pisa, Italy

Abstract. We study the singular limit of Fokker-Planck equation of polymers density as the
dominant time-scale of small scale component of turbulent flow goes to zero. Here, we complete
the study of Flandoli-Tahraoui [arXiv:2410.00520] about scaling limit as the space-scale of small
scale component of turbulent flow goes to zero by using stochastic modeling of turbulence. De-
pending on certain parameters related to turbulence modeling, the limit density has generalized
Cauchy distribution for the end-to-end vector. We discuss also the limit when we don’t have a
probability density limit. Our approach is based on the derivation of an appropriate estimates
on L2 with appropriate weight and investigate the convergence.

1. Introduction

Polymers are complex molecular systems, that can be vaguely thought as a chain of springs.
Understanding polymer dynamics is important, both theoretically and in practice. One appli-
cation is that the presence of low concentrations of polymers can lead to a significant change in
hydrodynamics, and one of the most important effects is the drag reduction in turbulence. In
a turbulent fluid, polymers are usually found in two states called coil and stretched. The coil
state is like a spherical or ellipsoidal rolled chain, which may be more or less elongated, but still
in roll position. The stretched state is when the chain is elongated, more similar to a stright
line than a sphere. Strongly stretching turbulence may lead to the stretched state; when the
polymer pass from one state to the other we speak of coil-stretch transition.

The aim of this contribution is to rigorously justify the power law distribution of the end-to-
end vector of polymers. Consider in dimension 2 or 3 the following Hookean model:



dRt = ∇u(Xt, t)Rtdt−

1

β
Rtdt+

√
2σdWt,

dXt = u(Xt, t)dt,
(1)

where Xt is the polymer position (the center of mass) and Rt is the end-to-end vector, repre-
senting the orientation and elongation of the chain, see e.g. [4, Section 4.2]. The polymer is
embedded into a fluid having velocity u(t, x), which stretches Rt by ∇u(x, t). The equation for
Rt contains also a damping (restoring) term with relaxation time β and Brownian fluctuations√
2σdWt where, to simplify the notations we have denoted by σ2 the product kT

β
, k being Boltz-

mann constant and T being the temperature.
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We consider a dilute (non-interacting) family of polymers subject to equations (1), thus de-
scribed by the kinetic equation for the density fN,τ := fN,τ (x, r, t) of polymers with position x
and length r at time t





∂tf
N,τ + divx(u

N,τfN,τ) + divr((∇uN,τr − 1

β
r)fN,τ) = σ2∆rf

N,τ ,

uN,τ := uN,τ (x, t) = uL (x, t) + us (x, t) = uL (x, t) + ◦∑k∈K σ
N,τ
k (x) ∂tW

k
t ,

fN,τ |t=0 = f τ
0 .

(2)

Here uN,τ (x, t) is the fluid velocity and assumed that uN,τ (x, t) is made of two components, a
deterministic large-scale one uL (x, t) and a stochastic one, modeling small-scale turbulence, of

the form
∑

k∈K σ
N,τ
k (x) ∂tW

k
t , acting in Stratonovich form. We stress the fact that the coefficients

σN,τ
k (x) of the turbulent part depend on a parameter N so that, when N increases, they represent

smaller and smaller space scales, precisely Fourier frequencies N ≤ |k| ≤ 2N , providing a
separation of scale regime. The noise acts on fN,τ (x, r, t) in transport form, but incorporating

also the stretching action by the term ∇uN,τ (x, t) r. The coefficients (σN,τ
k )k depends as well on

the dominant time-scale τ of us, see Subsection 2.3. In [12], under suitable intensity assumption,
such that the stretching term has a finite limit covariance, we proved that fN,τ weakly converges
to the solution fτ := fτ (x, r, t) of a deterministic equation, with a new diffusion term in the
r-variable, of the form





∂tfτ + divx(uLfτ ) + divr(∇uLrfτ)) = divr(
1

β
rfτ ) + σ2∆rfτ +

kT
2
divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ )

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0

(3)

where Ab(r) = ((b + 1) |r|2 I − br ⊗ r) (b = 2 in 2D and b = 1 in 3D), kT = Cda
2
τ (Cd = π log(2)

8

in 2D and Cd = 8π log(2)
15

in 3D) and aτ is an intensity parameter of the noise depending on τ .
In the regime where the relaxation time of polymers β and the dominant time-scale τ satisfy
β = ζτ, ζ > 0, (3) becomes





∂tfτ + divx(uLfτ ) + divr(∇uLrfτ) =
1

ζατ
divr

(
αrfτ +∇rfτ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfτ

)

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0 , (x, r) ∈ T

d × R
d, d = 2, 3,

(4)

where α > 0 and related to the intensity of turbulence, see Subsection 2.3 how to get (4) from
(3) and Remark 2 for the interpretation of α. The aim of this contribution is to consider the
singular limit as τ → 0 of (4). This completes the study done in [12], and rigorously justify the
physical predictions about the power tail of the probability density function of polymer end-to-
end vector R (see e.g. [1]). In [12], we proved a first scaling limit (in space) by using a stochastic
modeling of small-scale turbulent flow. In other words, we proved limN→+∞ fN,τ = f τ exists
and f τ satisfies (3). Here, we prove that limτ→0 f

τ = limτ→0 limN→+∞ fN,τ exists in appropriate
sense and we identify the limit. To the best of author’s knowledge, this is the first time that two
scaling limits in space and time have been considered using stochastic modeling of small-scales
of turbulent flow in the presence of stretching and transport terms.

Sketch of the main results. For the convenience of the reader, let us explain heuristically the
main result of this work then precise results (see Theorem 4 and Theorem 6) and rigorous proofs
are provided in the main body of the paper. We distinguish three cases:
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• The case α > d
2
: there exists f0 ∈ L2(Td × R

d; (1 + |r|2

2
)αdrdx) such that

lim
τ→0

∫

Td×Rd

|f τ
0 − f0|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx = 0,

then fτ converges to ρ ⊗ 1

Z
(1 + |r|2

2
)−α in L2

(
0, T ;L2(Td × R

d; (1 + |r|2

2
)αdrdx)

)
, where

Z =
∫
Rd(1 +

|r|2

2
)−αdr and ρ is the unique L2-valued solution of

{
∂tρ+ uL · ∇xρ = 0

ρ(x)|t=0 = ρ0 =
∫
Rd f0(x, r)dr.

(5)

• The case 0 < α ≤ d
2
and (

∫
Td×Rd |f τ

0 |2(1 + |r|2

2
)αdrdx)τ is bounded: there exists a subse-

quence of (fτ )τ denoted by (fτk)τk such that

fτk converges weakly-* to 0 in L∞
(
0, T ;L2(Td × R

d; (1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx)
)
.

• The case 0 < α ≤ d
2
and (

∫
Td×Rd |f τ

0 |drdx)τ is bounded: there exists a subsequence of

(fτ )τ denoted by (fτk)τk such that fτk converges weakly-* to f̃ in L∞
(
0, T ;M(Td×R

d)
)
,

where M denotes the space of Radon measures and f̃ satisfies in weak sense the following

divr
(
αrf̃ +∇rf̃ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rf̃

)
= 0.(6)

A particular solution to (6) is f̃ = g⊗µα, where g is an element of L∞(0, T ;M(Td)) and
µα ∈ M(Rd) defined as follows

〈µα, ϕ〉M,Cc
:=

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−αϕ(r)dr, ∀ϕ ∈ Cc(R
d).

We refer to Section 3 for a discussion about the physical interpretation of the above results.

The origin of stochastic diffusion limits, based on the Itô-Stratonovich corrector, is the paper
[13] that threw a new light on passive scalars subject to turbulent models. The result of [13]
has been generalized in several directions, showing in particular its strength for nonlinear scalar
problems (see [11] for a review). More difficult has been adapting the ideas to advected vector
fields, because of lack of control on the stochastic stretching, when the diffusive scaling limit
is performed. Nevertheless, positive results for particular models have been obtained, adapting
the classical scaling of [13], see e.g. [5, 9, 10, 20]. Recently, after considering a new scaling such
as the noise covariance goes to zero but a suitable covariance built on derivatives of the noise
converges to a non zero limit, new results have been obtained in [6, 12] in the case of stochas-
tic transport-stretching. In [6], we introduced a background stochastic Vlasov equation behind
stochastic transport and advection equations which gives additional information on the fluctu-
ations and oscillations of solutions based on Young measures. We first developed the theory for
the stochastic transport of a passive scalar. Then we developed the theory for a passive vector
field, where stretching also acts in addition to transport. In the case of a passive vector field
the background Vlasov equation adds completely new statistical information to the stochastic
advection equation and the theory developed may help to recognize the existence of large values
of the length of the vectors, where the physical phenomenon of magnetic dynamo is an example.
In [12], we considered the new scaling by considering the Fokker-Planck equation (2) of polymers
density and obtained the result described in the beginning of this introduction. Namely, (3) as
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a limit of (2).

On the other hand, kinetic equations in general, which correspond to the mesoscopic scale,
appear in the study of many problems in physics, biology, and other fields. Different types of
these equations have been studied extensively, both in terms of the existence of solutions and
their properties, as well as the asymptotic behavior with respect to the parameters appearing in
the equations. In general, the main interest when studying asymptotic is to derive equations of
macroscopic quantities such as density and probability distribution with respect to mesoscopic
variable such as particle velocity and the polymers end-to-end vector in our case. Without trying
to be exhaustive, the author studied in [22] the asymptotic of electron distribution function in
semiconductor kinetic theory where the equation is given by Boltzmann transport equation for
high electric fields. He proved that the limit distribution function is given by the tensor product
of the density (satisfying a linear transport equation) and a probability distribution function of
the velocity variable satisfying an appropriate PDE. In plasma, people are interested in studying
the asymptotic of the Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-Planck System for example. There are two impor-
tant scalings, the low field limit and the high field limit. This leads to different scalings of the
kinetic equations and requires a separate analysis, we refer e.g. to [7, 19]. In [7, 23], the limit
distribution function is given by the tensor product of the density (satisfying a drift-diffusion
equation) and a normalized Maxwellian with zero mean for the microscopic velocity. In [8],
the authors investigate a zero inertia limit of some kinetic equation where the limit is given by
the tensor product of the density (satisfying a non linear transport equation) and monokinetic
distribution of the velocity variable. We refer e.g. to [15, 16, 17, 18, 19] for more results about
the asymptotics of the kinetic equations.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that due to the stretching term in (1) and the appropriate
stochastic scaling in [12], the matrix Ab is generated after the first scaling limit. This matrix Ab

is a fundamental key giving rise to the Cauchy distribution for the end-to-end vector.

Structure of the paper. The manuscript is organized as follows: in Section 2, we present some
preliminaries and formulate the problem. Then, we collect the main results and the physical
interpretation of our work in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of a uniform estimate
with respect to τ and some results about the continuity equation associated with (4). In Sec-
tion 5, we prove the convergence results. We conclude the paper with Appendix A containing a
proof of Lemma 10.

2. Preliminaries and formulation of the problem

Consider a dilute family of polymers described by the kinetic equation (2) for the density fN,τ .
In order to formulate the problem of interest and for the convenience of the reader, let us recall
the structure of (σN,τ

k )k. For more details we refer to [12].

2.1. Structure of the small scales. In order to clarify the stochastic modeling of small scales,
τ denotes the dominant time-scale of us and ℓ ∼ N−1 its space scale.

The 2D case. Consider Z2
0 := Z

2 − {(0, 0)} divided into its four quadrants (write k = (k1, k2))

K++ =
{
k ∈ Z

2
0 : k1 ≥ 0, k2 > 0

}
; K−+ =

{
k ∈ Z

2
0 : k1 < 0, k2 ≥ 0

}

K−− =
{
k ∈ Z

2
0 : k1 ≤ 0, k2 < 0

}
; K+− =

{
k ∈ Z

2
0 : k1 > 0, k2 ≤ 0

}
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and set

K+ = K++ ∪K+−; K− = K−+ ∪K−− and K = K+ ∪K−.

Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t, P ) be a complete filtered probability space. Define 1

σN,τ
k (x) = θN,τ

k

k⊥

|k| cos k · x, k ∈ K+, σN,τ
k (x) = θN,τ

k

k⊥

|k| sin k · x, k ∈ K−

where

θN,τ
k =

aτ

|k|2
, N ≤ |k| ≤ 2N, N ∈ N

∗; θN,τ
k = 0 elsewhere.

where aτ is a positive constant measuring the intensity, see Subsection 2.3. Let us also consider

a family (W k
t )

k∈Z2

0

t of independent Brownian motions on the probability space (Ω,F , P ). Then,
set us(x, t) =

∑
k∈K σ

N,τ
k (x) ∂tW

k
t .

The 3D case. We introduce the partition Z
3
0 = Γ3,+ ∪ Γ3,−

2 such that Γ3,+ = −Γ3,− and we

consider a family of real valued independent Brownian motions (Bk,j
t )

k∈Z3

0

t , j ∈ {1, 2} defined on

the complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t, P ), that is E(Bk,j
t Bl,m

s ) = min(t, s)δk,lδj,m.
Then, we introduce a sequence of complex-valued Brownian motions adapted to (Ft)t defined as
follows

W k,j
t =

{
Bk,j

t + iB−k,j
t if k ∈ Γ3,+

B−k,j
t − iBk,j

t if k ∈ Γ3,−.

Let N ∈ N
∗, define θN,τ

k,j =
aτ

|k|5/21{N≤|k|≤2N}, for a positive constant a. Then, for each k ∈

Z
3
0, j ∈ {1, 2} we denote by σN,τ

k,j (x) = θN,τ
k,j ak,je

ik·x, where { k
|k|
, ak,1, ak,2} is an orthonormal

system of R3 for k ∈ Γ3,+ and ak,j = a−k,j if k ∈ Γ3,−. Set

WN,τ(t, x) =
∑

k∈Z3

0
,j∈{1,2}

θN,τ
k,j ak,je

ik·xW k,j(t),(7)

and consider us = ∂tW
N,τ in the 3D case.

2.2. Scaling limit results. Let us present the following scaling limit result based on [12].

2.2.1. Notations and functional setting. Let d ∈ {2, 3}, we consider the periodic boundary con-
ditions with respect to the spacial variable x, namely x belongs to the d-dimensional torus
T
d = (R/2πZ)d. On the other hand, the end-to-end vector variable r belongs to R

d. Let m ∈ N
∗

and introduce the following Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with polynomial weight, namely

L2
r,m(T

d × R
d) := {f : Td × R

d → R :

∫

Td×Rd

|f(x, r)|2(1 + |r|2)m
2 dxdr := ‖f‖2L2

r,m
<∞}.

1For y = (y1, y2) ∈ R
2, y⊥ stands for (−y2, y1).

2
Z
3

0
= Z

3 − {(0, 0, 0)}
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We will use the following notations L2
r,2(T

d×R
d) := H.We recall the definition of inner products

defined on the spaces H and L2(Td × R
d).

(h, g)H :=

∫

Td×Rd

h(x, r)g(x, r)(1 + |r|2)dxdr, ∀g, h ∈ H ;

(h, g) :=

∫

Td×Rd

h(x, r)g(x, r)dxdr, ∀g, h ∈ L2(Td × R
d).

2.2.2. Scaling limit as N → +∞. Let T > 0 and uL = uL(x, t) be a given large scale component
such that uL ∈ C

(
[0, T ], C2(Td;Rd)

)
and divx(uL) = 0.

Assume that f τ
0 ∈ H and fN,τ be the unique quasi-regular weak solution of (2) (see [12, Def.

5, Thm. 7 and Thm. 8]). By using the results from [12, Thm. 9 and Subsection 7.4.], we get

Theorem 1. There exists a new probability space, denoted by the same way (for simplicity)
(Ω,F , P ), fτ ∈ L2

w−∗(Ω;L
∞([0, T ];H))),∇rfτ ∈ L2(Ω;L2([0, T ];H))) such that the following

convergence holds (up to a sub-sequence)

fN,τ ⇀ fτ in L2
w−∗(Ω;L

∞([0, T ];H))), ∇rf
N,τ ⇀ ∇rfτ in L2(Ω;L2([0, T ];H)).

Moreover fτ is the unique solution of the following problem: P -a.s. for any t ∈ [0, T ]:
∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (x, r, t)φ(x)ψ(r)drdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

f τ
0 (x, r)φ(x)ψ(r)drdx

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (x, r, s)

(
uL(x, s) · ∇xφ(x)ψ(r) + (∇uL(s, x)r −

1

β
r) · ∇rψ(r)φ(x)

)
drdxds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

σ2∇rfτ (x, r, s) · ∇rψ(r)φ(x) +
kT
2
Ab(r)∇rfτ (x, r, s) · ∇rψ(r)φ(x)drdxds,

for any φ ∈ C∞(Td) and ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), Ab(r) = ((b+1) |r|2 I− br⊗ r) (b = 2 in 2D and b = 1 in

3D), kT = Cda
2
τ (Cd = π log(2)

8
in 2D and Cd = 8π log(2)

15
in 3D) and aτ is an intensity parameter

of the noise.

2.3. The derivation of (4). We recall that σ2 is the product kT
β
, k being Boltzmann constant

and T being the temperature. Hence σ2 = C2

β
, where C2 = kT > 0. In order to formulate the

main equation, let us present the following.

2.3.1. Noise specification and the parameter aτ . We focus on the 2D case and 3D case follows
in the same way. Denote by us the small scale of the turbulent velocity, its vortex structures
have a dominant time-scale τ and space scale ℓ, and the associated turbulent kinetic energy kT
(of order ℓ2

τ2
, in other words, kT = κ ℓ2

τ2
for a positive constant κ). In a Gaussian approximation

of the model, a reasonable choice is

us (x, t) :=

√
kT
ℓ

∑

N≤|k|≤2N

1

|k|2
k⊥

|k|ek (x)Z
k
t ,

where the functions ek (x), sine and cosine, N ∼ ℓ−1, Zk
t are stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

processes solution of

dZk
t = −1

τ
Zk

t dt+

√
2

τ
dW k

t ,
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where (W k
t )k are independent Brownian motions. The average kinetic energy is given by

E
[
|us (x, t)|2

]
=
kT
ℓ2

∑

N≤|k|≤2N

1

|k|4
e2k (x) ,

and 1
ℓ2

∑
N≤|k|≤2N

1
|k|4
e2k (x) has a unitary variance size. The intensity of the turbulent flow is

given by
√
kT . Therefore, after using the approximation

lim
τ→0

E

[(
1√
τ

∫ t

0

Zk
s ds−W k

t

)2
]
= 0,

we write

us (x, t) dt :=
√
τkT

∑

N≤|k|≤2N

1

ℓ

1

|k|2
k⊥

|k|ek (x) dW
k
t .

Thus, aτ is of the order
ℓ√
τ
C(ℓ) with C(ℓ) =

1

ℓ
. More precisly, aτ =

√
κ
ℓ√
τ
C(ℓ). Thus we infer

that aτ =
C3√
τ
with C3 =

√
κ > 0. Let us formulate the main equation. It is clear that we can

write the limit equation given by Theorem 1 as follows




∂tfτ + divx(uLfτ ) + divr(∇uLrfτ )) = divr(
1

β
rfτ ) + σ2∆rfτ +

Cda
2
τ

2
divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ )

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0 .

(8)

In the regime where the relaxation time of polymers and the dominant time-scale of the small
scale turbulent flow satisfies β = ζτ, ζ > 0, we obtain





∂tfτ + divx(uLfτ ) + divr((∇uLr)fτ ) = divr

( 1

ζτ
rfτ +

C2

ζτ
∇rfτ +

CdC
2
3

2τ
Ab(r)∇rfτ

)

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0 .

(9)

Hence, by setting

α =
1

ζCdC2
3

> 0 and γ =
C2

ζCdC2
3

> 0,(10)

we obtain the following equation for fτ = fτ (x, r, t):


∂tfτ +divx(uLfτ ) + divr(∇uLrfτ ) =

1

ζατ
divr

(
αrfτ + γ∇rfτ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfτ

)

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0 .

Without loss of generality set γ = 1. Our aim is investigate the limit behavior of (fτ )τ as τ → 0
in (11).





∂tfτ +divx(uLfτ ) + divr(∇uLrfτ ) =

1

ζατ
divr

(
αrfτ +∇rfτ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfτ

)

fτ |t=0 = f τ
0 .

(11)

Remark 2. It is worth making some comments on the parameter α. Notice that form (10), α
become smaller either when ζ become larger (i.e. the relaxation time of polymer β become larger
than the dominant time-scale τ) or C3 become larger (i.e. the intensity of the turbulent flow
become larger). In both cases, this corresponds to a stronger turbulent flow for the polymers.
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3. Main results

Let us introduce the following space

Hα = {g : Td × R
d → R :

∫

Td

∫

Rd

g2(x, r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx <∞}, α > 0.

Remark 3. Notice that Hα →֒ H ∩ L1(Td × R
d) if α > d

2
.

In the following, we always consider f τ
0 ∈ H for any τ > 0.

3.1. Statement of the main result. Consider the following assumptions.

(H1) There exists Λ > 0 independent of τ such that sup
τ>0

‖f τ
0 ‖2Hα

≤ Λ.

(H2) There exists f0 ∈ Hα such that lim
τ→0

‖f τ
0 − f0‖Hα

= 0.

The first result concerns the case α > d
2
.

Theorem 4. Let τ > 0 and α > d
2
, assume that assumption H1 is satisfied. Let fτ be the unique

quasi-regular weak solution to (26), then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fτ (t)‖2Hα
+

1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r

(
fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α
)
|2(1 + |r|2

2
)−α+1drdxds ≤ eKTΛ,(12)

where K = 2α‖∇xuL‖∞. If moreover H2 is satisfied, the following convergence holds as τ → 0

fτ →τ ρ⊗
1

Z
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α in L2(0, T ;Hα),(13)

where ρ is the unique solution to (35) and Z :=
∫
Rd(1 + |r|2

2
)−αdr = C(d, α) is a normalizing

factor. In addition, the following rate of convergence holds
∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)
2(s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds ≤ Cα(τ +
T

Z
‖f τ

0 − f0‖2Hα
),

where Cα is a positive constant.

Proof. It is a consequence of Proposition 11, Proposition 15 and Lemma 13. �

Remark 5. It is worth mentioning that the same conclusion of Theorem 4 holds if H2 is replaced
by there exists f0 ∈ L2(Td;L1(Rd)) such that lim

τ→0
‖f τ

0 − f0‖L2
xL

1
r
= 0.

In the following, M(Td × R
d) denotes the space of Radon measures. Concerning the case

0 < α ≤ d
2
, we have

Theorem 6. Let τ > 0 and 0 < α ≤ d
2
. We distinguish two cases:

i) Assume that H1 is satisfied and let fτ be the unique quasi-regular weak solution to (26).
Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fτ (t)‖2Hα
+

1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r

(
fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α
)
|2(1 + |r|2

2
)−α+1drdxds ≤ eKTΛ.(14)

Moreover, there exists a subsequence (fηk)k of (fτ )τ such that the following convergence
holds

fηk
∗
⇀ 0 in L∞(0, T ;Hα) as k → +∞.(15)
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ii) Let f τ
0 ∈ L1(Td × R

d) ∩ H and fτ be the unique quasi-regular weak solution to (26).
Assume the existence of Λ2 > 0 independent of τ such that sup

τ>0
‖f τ

0 ‖L1 ≤ Λ2. Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (t)|drdx ≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx ≤ Λ2.(16)

Moreover, there exists a subsequence (fτk)k of (fτ )τ and f̃ ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Td ×R
d)) such

that

fτk
∗
⇀ f̃ in L∞(0, T ;M(Td × R

d)) as k → +∞,(17)

and f̃ solves, in the sense of distributions, the following

divr
(
αrf̃ +∇rf̃ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rf̃

)
= 0 in D′.(18)

Proof. It is a consequence of Proposition 11, Proposition 17 and Proposition 18. �

Remark 7. Since the differential operator acts only with respect to r-variable, a particular

solution are of the form f̃ = g(t, x) ⊗ µr, where g is an element of L∞(0, T ;M(Td)) and µr ∈
M(Rd) solving

divr
(
αrµr +∇rµr +

1

2
Ab(r)µr

)
= 0 in (C∞

c (Rd))′.(19)

On the other hand, Pα(r) = (1 + |r|2

2
)−α ∈ C∞

b (Rd) and αrPα(r) +∇rPα(r) +
1

2
Ab(r)Pα(r) = 0.

Define the following Radon measure µα

〈µα, ϕ〉M,Cc
:=

∫

Rd

Pα(r)ϕ(r)dr, ∀ϕ ∈ Cc(R
d).(20)

Indeed, let ϕ ∈ Cc(R
d), one gets

|〈Pα, ϕ〉M,Cc
| = |

∫

Rd

Pα(r)ϕ(r)dr| ≤ ‖ϕ‖Cc

∫

supp(ϕ)

Pα(r)dr ≤ C‖ϕ‖Cc

for some positive constant C. Consequently, g(t, x)⊗ µα ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Td × R
d)) solves (18).

3.2. Physical interpretation. From a physical point of view, the statistics of the polymer
length R have been investigated by several authors in the physical literature, see for instance
[1, 14, 21]. In the coil state, the distribution of polymer end-to-end vector R is found to be
power law

(21) f (R) ∼ R−1−θ for relatively large R

with the exponent θ positive (so that f is normalizable). The exponent θ depends on the stretch-
ing properties of the turbulent flow: the highest is the stretching intensity, the lowest is θ. At
θ = 0 one has the coil-stretch transition.

Let us discuss the results of Theorem 4 and Theorem 6. We distinguish two main cases.

i. If α >
d

2
, then we have two sub-cases:

• The case α >
d+ 1

2
: the average (mean) associated with the probability density in

Theorem 4 is finite and the most of polymers have an equilibrium size. One can
consider that polymers are in coil state in this regime.



10 YASSINE TAHRAOUI

• The case
d

2
< α ≤ d+ 1

2
: The mean is not finite and larger values of polymer end-

to-end vector are more probable, which means that the most of polymers have large

size and the polymers are in stretched state. Moreover, at α =
d+ 1

2
the average

(mean) associated with the probability density in Theorem 4 is not finite anymore,
this can be interpreted as the criterion for the coil-stretch transition.

ii. The case 0 < α ≤ d

2
: In this case, we no longer have a probability density in Theorem 6.

Moreover, we don’t have a priori the uniqueness of the limit as τ → 0. Depending on the
regularity of the initial data, we obtain different limits, the first one is the trivial limit.

More importantly, the second limit f̃ , Radon measure valued one in Theorem 6. The
latter seems to be more natural because it corresponds to the L1-framework and we are
dealing with Fokker-Planck type equation (see [12, Rmq. 11]). As noticed in Remark 7,
we can define a family of explicit solutions given by

g(t, x)⊗ µα, g ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Td)) and µα given by (20).

Notice that µα show a power law decay with the exponent α in the generalized sense of
Radon measure. As we mention in Remark 2, as α decreases, the turbulent flow become
stronger. Thus, we can say that the polymers are strongly stretched in comparison with
the second sub-case above, where the pdf must be interpreted as a less regular object,
namely as a Radon measure showing the power law decay behavior. In addition, in the
stretched state, the precise mathematics depends on the idealizations of the model. If we
had introduced a superlinear damping instead of the linear damping − 1

β
Rt, this would

produce a sort of cut-off at very high lengths ( e.g. FENE model, see [12, Remark 12]),
so that the behavior (21) would be true only in a range

Rmin << R << Rmax

and globally the function f would still be a pdf. In our idealization of linear damping,
the stretching may overcome the damping and lead to infinite length in the asymptotic
regime, which is the idealized signature of stretch state.

In all cases, our main results justified rigorously match the physical prediction (see e.g. [1])
concerning the power-law distribution of polymers embedded in turbulent flow.

3.3. The coil-stretch operator. A first step in the study of the limit as τ → 0 in (11) requires

understanding the singular term
1

ζατ
divr

(
αrfτ+∇rfτ+

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfτ

)
. This will be the objective

of this subsection. Notice that Pα(r) = (1 + |r|2

2
)−α satisfies

αrPα(r) +∇rPα(r) +
1

2
Ab(r)∇rPα(r) = 0,(22)

where we denoted Ab(r) = (b+ 1)|r|2I − br ⊗ r. Thus

αrg +∇rg +
1

2
Ab(r)∇rg = (1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇r{g(1 +

|r|2
2

)α}+ 1

2
Ab(r)∇r{g(1 +

|r|2
2

)α}
]

= (1 +
|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rgα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rgα

]
,

where (to simplify the notation) we used gα = g(1+ |r|2

2
)α. Thus, we can guess formally that the

penalization τ → 0 leads to
fτ (t, x, r) ≃ ρ(t, x)pα(r),
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where pα(r) =
1

Z
(1 + |r|2

2
)−α ( Z is a normalizing factor) is generalized Cauchy density with

parameter α > d
2
. The aim of this subsection is to study some spectral properties of the following

operator

L(f) = divr

(
αrf +∇rf +

1

2

(
(b+ 1)|r|2I − br ⊗ r

)
∇rf

)
, b ∈ {1, 2}.(23)

Let d ∈ {2, 3} and consider the following space

Xα = {g : Rd → R :

∫

Rd

g2(r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdr <∞} α > 0.

Notice that Xα is a Hilbert space endowed with its natural inner product, namely

(f, g)Xα
=

∫

Rd

f(r)g(r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdr.

We introduce the following unbounded operator L acting on Xα as follows

L : Xα → Xα

g 7→ L(g) = divr

(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rgα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rgα

])
,

with domain

D(L) = {g ∈ Xα, ∇r ·
(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
(I +

1

2
Ab(r))∇rgα

])
∈ Xα}.

It is clear that Ab(r)
∗ = Ab(r). Let us introduce the following space Zα, which serves to prove

the closedness of −L.

Zα = {g ∈ Xα :

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α+1|∇rf(1 +
|r|2
2

)α|2dr < +∞}.

It is not difficult to check that Zα is a Hilbert space equipped by its natural inner product. Let
us present the main spectral properties of the operator L.

Proposition 8. Let α >
d

2
, the operator −L is self adjoint on Xα and satisfies:

(1) −L is positive and Ker(L) = {cPα, c ∈ R},
(2) R(L) = {g ∈ Xα :

∫
Rd g(r)dr = 0},

(3) For all g ∈ R(L) there exists f ∈ D(L) such that L(f) = g. The solution is unique under
the solvability condition

∫
Rd f(r)dr = 0.

Proof. −L is symmetric on Xα. Indeed, let f, g ∈ D(L). Since Ab(r)
t = Ab(r), we get

(L(f), g)Xα
= −

∫

Rd

(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rfα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfα

])
· ∇rgαdr

= −
∫

Rd

∇rfα ·
(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rgα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rgα

])
dr = (f,L(g))Xα

.
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In particular, since Ab(r)∇rfα · ∇rfα ≥ |r|2|∇rfα|2, we obtain

(−L(f), f)Xα
=

∫

Rd

(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rfα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfα

])
· ∇rfαdr

=

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α
[
|∇rfα|2 +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rfα · ∇rfα

]
dr

≥
∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α
[
(1 +

|r|2
2

)|∇rfα|2
]
dr =

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α+1|∇rfα|2dr ≥ 0.(24)

Thus −L is symmetric and positive. On the other hand, notice that D(L) is dense in Xα since
C∞

c (Rd) ⊂ D(L). By using Lax-Milgram theorem, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of
h ∈ Zα for any g ∈ Xα such that

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α
[
∇rhα +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rhα

]
· ∇rφαdr +

∫

Rd

hφ(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdr

=

∫

Rd

gφ(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdr, ∀φ ∈ Zα.

In other words, (I −L)h = g. Let us show that I −L is closed, let (hn, (I −L)hn) converges to
(h, g) in Xα ×Xα. We need to prove that h ∈ D(L) and (I − L)h = g. By using Lax-Milgram
theorem, there exists a unique ψ ∈ Zα such that (I − L)ψ = g hence ψ ∈ D(L). Therefore
(I−L)(ψ−hn) converges to 0 in Xα which ensures that ψ−hn goes to 0 in Xα and ψ = h ∈ Xα.
We deduce that −L is also closed and −1 belongs to the resolvent of −L.

(1) From (24), we get Ker(L) = {cPα, c ∈ R} since fα = f(1 + |r|2

2
)α.

(2) Since −L is closed symmetric and −1 belongs to the resolvent of −L then it is self-adjoint
thanks to [24, Cor. p. 137]. By using [3, Thm. 2.19] we have

R(L) = Ker(L)⊥ := {g ∈ Xα : (g, Pα)Xα
= 0} = {g ∈ Xα :

∫

Rd

g(r)dr = 0}.

The point (3) holds abviously. �

Remark 9. Notice that in the case 0 < α ≤ d/2, we still have −L is positive. On the other

hand, Pα(r) = (1 + |r|2

2
)−α /∈ Xα which implies that Ker(L) = {0}.

4. Uniform estimates and continuity equation

4.1. Uniform estimates with respect to τ . Let τ > 0 and α > 0, the aim of this section
is to prove some uniform estimates with respect to τ . First, we improve the regularity with
respect to the r−variable comparing to the one proved in [12] with a bound depending on τ (see
Lemma 10). Then, we combine Lemma 10 and (22) to obtain uniform estimates with respect to τ.

To simplify the notation, let’s introduce the following spaces

Y = {ϕ ∈ H : ∇rϕ ∈ H,∇xϕ ∈ L2(Td × R
d)}.

Hα = {g : Td × R
d → R :

∫

Td

∫

Rd

g2(x, r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx <∞} α > 0.

By approximation arguments and Theorem 1 we can deduce that (11) is satisfied in Y ′-sense,
namely there exists a unique quasi-regular weak solution fτ such that

fτ ∈ L2
w−∗(Ω;L

∞([0, T ];H))), ∇rfτ ∈ L2(Ω;L2([0, T ];H))(25)
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and fτ (t) := fτ (t, x, r) satisfies P-a.s. for any t ∈ [0, T ] :
∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)φdrdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

f τ
0 φdrdx(26)

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s) (uL(s) · ∇xφ+ (∇uL(s)r) · ∇rφ) drdxds

− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

αfτ (s)r · ∇rφ+∇rfβ(s) · ∇rφ+
1

2
Ab(r)∇rfβ(s) · ∇rφdrdxds,

for any φ ∈ Y . In order to derive some necessary estimates, we introduce a regularization ker-
nel. More precisely, let δ > 0 and Θ be a smooth radially symmetric density of a probability
measure on R

d, compactly supported in B(0, 1) and define the approximation of identity for the

convolution on R
d as Θδ(y) =

1

δd
Θ(
y

δ
). Since we are working on T

d × R
d, we recall that for any

integrable function h on T
d, h can be extended periodically to a locally integrable function on

the whole Rd and convolution Θδ∗h is meaningful and [h]δ := Θδ∗h is still a C∞-periodic function.

Now, we present the following lemma which serves for the proof of Proposition 11.

Lemma 10. There exists C =
d/2 + 10α

ζτ
+ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞ such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

2ζτα

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)α+1drdxds

≤ eCT

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx ≤ ΛeCT .(27)

Although the proof of Lemma 10 follows by classical arguments, we give a proof in Appendix A
for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 11. Let α > 0 and assume that (H1) holds. There exists K = 2α‖∇xuL‖∞ such
that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fτ (t)‖2Hα
+

1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)P−α)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds ≤ eKTΛ := K.(28)

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, T ] and φ ∈ Y , if we denote X = (x, r) ∈ T
d × R

d and Θδ(X) = Θδ(x), then
φδ := Θδ ∗ φ is an appropriate test function in (26), a classical computation yields

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (t)]δφdrdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

[f τ
0 ]δφdrdx(29)

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δφ+ [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δφdrdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(fτ (s)r)]δφdrdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfβ(s)]δ, φ〉+
1

2
〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, φ〉ds, ∀φ ∈ Y ,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality pairing between Y ′ and Y . Let us introduce a sequence of cut-off
function TM(s) = max(−M,min(s,M)),M ∈ N and define

TM(r) := TM

(
(1 +

|r|2
2

)α
)
, r ∈ R

d, d = 2, 3.
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Recall that |TM(r)| ≤ (1 + |r|2

2
)α and TM(r) ↑ (1 + |r|2

2
)α as M ↑ +∞. Let δ > 0,M ∈ N, notice

that φδ,M(x, r) = TM(r)[fτ (·)]δ(x, r) is an appropriate test function in (29), therefore we obtain

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (t)]
2
δTMdrdx−

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[f τ
0 ]

2
δTMdrdx(30)

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δTM [fτ (s)]δ + [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(fτ (s)r)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈1
2
[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds.

Now, we use (27) to prove some uniform estimates independent of τ . For the analysis of the
term independent of τ , see the first part of the proof of Lemma 10 in Appendix A. We will
discuss only the τ dependent terms.

4.1.1. Uniform estimates with respect to τ . Note that

1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(fτ (s)r)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈1
2
[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

= − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
αr[fτ (s)]δ +∇r[fτ (s)]δ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ

)
· ∇r(TM [fτ (s)]δ)drdxds.

By using (22), we obtain

αr[fτ (s)]δ +∇r[fτ (s)]δ +
1

2
Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ

= ∇r

(
[fτ (s)]δ(1 +

|r|2
2

)α
)
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α +
1

2
Ab(r)∇r

(
[fτ (s)]δ(1 +

|r|2
2

)α
)
(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α.

Therefore, we have

IMδ :=− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
αr[fτ (s)]δ +∇r[fτ (s)]δ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ

)
· ∇r(TM [fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

= − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

∇r([fτ (s)]δ(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α · ∇r(TM [fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

1

2
Ab(r)∇r([fτ (s)]δ(1 +

|r|2
2

)α)(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α · ∇r(TM [fτ (s)]δ)drdxds.

By using (25), it is possible to let δ → 0 in the last equality. Moreover, notice that

∇r(TMfτ ) = ∇r((1 +
|r|2
2

)αfτ )TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α +∇r(TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αfτ
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thus

lim
δ→0

IMδ = − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)−αTM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−αdrdxds

− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(I +
1

2
Ab(r))∇r(fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α) · ∇r(TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α)fτ (s)drdxds

− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

1

2
Ab(r)∇r(fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−2αdrdxds

Concerning the first and the third terms, we have

JM :=
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)−αTM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−αdrdxds

+
1

2ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

Ab(r)∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−2αdrdxds

≥ 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αTM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−αdrdxds,

hence, by using Fatou’s lemma we get

lim inf
M→+∞

JM ≥ 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds.

Finally, we use (27) to show that lim
M→+∞

|RM | = 0 where

RM =− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(I +
1

2
Ab(r))∇r(fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α) · ∇r(TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α)fτ (s)drdxds.

Notice that TM (r)(1 + |r|2

2
)−α = T̃M(r) ◦ (1 + |r|2

2
)α, where T̃M(s) =

TM(s)

s
, s > 0 thus

∇r(TM(r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α) = −αrM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α−11
{(1+

|r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)(31)

in a weak sense. On the other hand, we have

| − αrM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α−11
{(1+ |r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)| ≤ 2αM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α− 1

21
{(1+ |r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)

≤ 2α(1 +
|r|2
2

)−
1

21
{(1+

|r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)

and consequently

|RM | ≤ 2

ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|(I + 1

2
Ab(r))∇r(fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α)|fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)−
1

21
{(1+

|r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)drdxds.

By using (27), we obtain

|(I + 1

2
Ab(r))∇r(fτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α)|fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)−
1

2 ∈ L1(Rd × T
d × (0, T ))
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and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem ensures that lim
M→+∞

|RM | = 0. Thus

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

Set K = 2α‖∇xuL‖∞ and apply Gronwall inequality to deduce

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx

+
1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds ≤ eKT

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx.

�

4.2. The continuity equation. Let α >
d

2
and τ > 0, after integration ”formally” with respect

to the variable r in (11), set

ρτ = ρτ (t, x) :=

∫

Rd

fτ (t, x, r)dr

and consider the following continuity equation
{

∂tρτ + uL · ∇xρτ = 0

ρτ (x)|t=0 = ρτ0 =
∫
Rd f

τ
0 (x, r)dr.

(32)

Under the assumption H1, we have (ρτ0)τ is bounded in L2(Td).

Proposition 12. Assume that H1 holds, there exists a unique solution ρτ ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Td)) to
(32) in the following sense

∫

Td

ρτ (t)ϕdx−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρτ (s)uL · ∇ϕdxds =
∫

Td

ρτ0ϕdx, ∀ϕ ∈ H1(Td).(33)

Moreover, (ρτ )τ is bounded in L∞(0, T ;L2(Td)).

Proof. The existence follows by a classical arguments e.g. use the Galerkin approximation and
prove that the approximation sequence is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ];L2(Td)). The uniqueness
and the boundedness are consequence of Lemma 13 �

Lemma 13. Let ρ1 and ρ2 be two solution to (32) in the sense (33), with initial conditions ρ10
and ρ20 respectively. Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

|(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)|2dx ≤
∫

Td

|ρ10 − ρ20|2dx.(34)

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ H1(Td) and t ∈ [0, T ]. Note that ρ1 − ρ2 satisfies
∫

Td

(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)ϕdx−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

(ρ1 − ρ2)(s)uL · ∇ϕdxds =
∫

Td

(ρ10 − ρ20)ϕdx.
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Recall that ϕδ := Θδ ∗ ϕ3 is an appropriate test function in last equation, hence

∫

Td

[(ρ1 − ρ2)]δ(t)ϕdx+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

[uL · ∇(ρ1 − ρ2)(s)]δϕdxds =

∫

Td

[(ρ10 − ρ20)]δϕdx.

Now, set ϕ := Θδ ∗ (ρτ − ρ), which is an appropriate test function in the last equality. Now, we
are in position to use commutator estimates (see e.g. to [12, Proof of (55)]) to deduce (34). �

Lemma 14. Assume that H1 and H2 hold. Then, there exists a unique solution ρ in the sense
of (33) to

{
∂tρ+ uL · ∇xρ = 0

ρ(x)|t=0 = ρ0 =
∫
Rd f0(x, r)dr,

(35)

and the sequence (ρτ )τ converges to ρ in C([0, T ], L2(Td)) as τ → 0.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness follow like Proposition 12. On the other hand, thanks to
H2, we get ‖ρτ0 − ρ0‖L2 → 0 and the convergence is a consequence of Lemma 13. �

5. Convergence result as τ → 0

5.1. The case α > d
2
. Let α > d

2
, we prove the following result.

Proposition 15. Let (fτ )τ be the unique quasi-regular weak solution to (26) for any τ > 0.
Assume that assumptions H1 and H2 are satisfied then fτ converges to ρ⊗ pα in L2(0, T ;Hα) as
τ → 0. More precisely, there exists Cα > 0( independent of τ) such that the following inequality
holds

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)
2(s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds ≤ Cατ +
1

Z

∫ T

0

∫

Td

|ρτ − ρ|2dxds,

where ρ is the unique solution to (35) and pα(r) =
1

Z
(1+ |r|2

2
)−α is the Cauchy probability density

on R
d.

Proof of Proposition 15. Let t ∈ [0, T ] and set f := f(t, x, r) = ρ(t, x) ⊗ pα(r), define
gτ = fτ − f and gτ0 = f τ

0 − ρ0 ⊗ pα. By using (22) and (35) we get

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)φdrdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ0φdrdx(36)

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (s)uL(s) · ∇xφdrdxds+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s)(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rφdrdxds

− 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

αgτ(s)r · ∇rφ+∇rgτ(s) · ∇rφ+
1

2
Ab(r)∇rgτ (s) · ∇rφdrdxds, ∀φ ∈ Y .

3Recall that Θδ is a regularization kernel.
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Let φ ∈ Y and δ > 0, arguments already detailed ensure∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ (t)]δφdrdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ0 ]δφdrdx

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xgτ (s)]δφ+ [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δφdrdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(gτ (s)r)]δφdrdxds(37)

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rgτ(s)]δ, φ〉+
1

2
〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rgτ (s))]δ, φ〉ds,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality pairing between Y ′ and Y .
Consider φδ,M(x, r) = TM(r)[gτ (·)]δ(x, r) ∈ Y , which is an appropriate test function in (37).
Thus, we obtain∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ (t)]
2
δTMdrdx−

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ0 ]
2
δTMdrdx

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xgτ (s)]δTM [gτ (s)]δ + [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(gτ (s)r)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rgτ (s)]δ, TM [gτ (s)]δ〉ds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈1
2
[divr(Ab(r)∇rgτ(s))]δ, TM [gτ (s)]δ〉ds

Now, let us pass to the limit as δ → 0 then M → +∞ in the last equality.

• A standard argument (see e.g. the proof of Lemma 10) ensures

lim inf
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2TMdrdx ≤ lim inf

M→+∞
lim inf
δ→0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ (t)]
2
δTMdrdx,

and by monotone convergence theorem, we deduce

lim inf
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2TMdrdx = lim

M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2TMdrdx =

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx.

• Since gτ0 ∈ Hα, we get lim
δ→0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[gτ0 ]
2
δTMdrdx =

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(gτ0)
2TMdrdx, again monotone

convergence theorem ensures

lim
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(gτ0)
2TMdrdx =

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(gτ0)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx.

• lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xgτ (s)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds = 0. Indeed, it holds by using commu-

tators, we refer e.g. to [12, Proof of (55)] for a similar detailed argument.

• The term
∫ t

0

∫
Td

∫
Rd [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds. This term requires special

attention, by using (25) and the properties of convolution one gets

lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMgτ (s)drdxds.
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Notice that∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMgτ(s)drdxds =

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMfτ (s)drdxds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMρ(s)⊗ pαdrdxds.

Concerning the second term, we have

|(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMρ(s)⊗ pα| ≤
1

Z
‖∇uL‖∞|r||∇rfτ (s)||ρ(s)|.(38)

Thanks to (27), we get ‖∇uL‖∞|r||∇rfτ (s)||ρ(s)| ∈ L1(Rd ×T
d × (0, T )) and Lebesgue’s

dominated convergence theorem ensures

lim
M→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMρ(s)⊗ pαdrdxds

=
1

Z

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s)

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s)

∫

Rd

divr
(
∇uL(s)rfτ (s)

)
drdxds = 0.

On the other hand, concerning the first term we have
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMfτ (s)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−αfτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(∇uL(s)r) · ∇r(TM(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s)TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α(∇uL(s)r) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)drdxds

= AM
1 + AM

2 .

We have lim
M→+∞

|AM
1 | = 0. Indeed, by using (31) we get

|AM
1 | ≤ α‖∇uL‖∞

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)|r|2M(1 +

|r|2
2

)−α−11
{(1+ |r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

≤ α‖∇uL‖∞
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α1
{(1+

|r|2

2
)α>M}

(r)drdxds.

Since

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
β(s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds < +∞, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence the-

orem ensures lim
M→+∞

|AM
1 | = 0. Concerning AM

2 , by using (28) and Lebesgue’s dominated

convergence theorem we obtain

lim
M→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s)TM(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α(∇uL(s)r) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s)(∇uL(s)r) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)drdxds,
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by using (28), we obtain

|
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (s)(∇uL(s)r) · ∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)drdxds|

≤
√
τ

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

+
1√
τ
‖∇uL‖2∞

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2|∇r(fτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)−αdrdxds

≤ K(
T

2
+ ‖∇uL‖2∞ζα)

√
τ := C̃

√
τ .(39)

• Concerning the other terms, we have

JM
δ :=

1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(gτ (s)r)]δTM [gτ (s)]δdrdxds+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rgτ (s)]δ, TM [gτ (s)]δ〉ds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈1
2
[divr(Ab(r)∇rgτ (s))]δ, TM [gτ (s)]δ〉ds

= − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
αr[gτ(s)]δ +∇r[gτ (s)]δ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇r[gτ(s)]δ

)
· ∇r(TM [gτ (s)]δ)drdxds.

By repeating the arguments presented in Subsubsection 4.1.1, we infer

lim inf
M→+∞

JM
δ ≥ 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(gτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds.

Summarizing, we get

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(gτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

(gτ0)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ C̃
√
τ .

Hence

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

gτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(gτ (s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

(gτ0 )
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ C̃
√
τ .

In other words, we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ(t)− ρ(t)⊗ pα|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx

+
1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)(s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)−α+1drdxds(40)

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 − ρ0 ⊗ pα|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ C̃
√
τ .
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Let us use (40) to deduce the convergence results. Indeed, (40) implies
∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)(s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α)|2(1 + |r|2
2

)−α+1drdxds(41)

≤ ζατ(

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fβ
0 − ρ0 ⊗ pα|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ C̃
√
τ) ≤ Cτ → 0 as τ → 0.

Recall that for α >
d

2
, να(dr) =

1

Z
(1 + |r|2

2
)−αdr is a Borel probability measure on R

d, set

hα = (fτ − ρ⊗ pα)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α,

by using the weighted Poincaré inequality( see e.g. [2, Thm. 3.1.]), there exists Cα > 0 such
that

∫

Rd

h2αdνα − (

∫

Rd

hαdνα)
2 ≤ Cα

∫

Rd

|∇hα|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)dνα.

On the other hand, notice that
∫

Rd

hαdνα =

∫

Rd

(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdνα =
1

Z
(

∫

Rd

fτdr − ρ) =
1

Z
(ρτ − ρ).

Gathering the last inequalities to get
∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(fτ − ρ⊗ pα)
2(s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds ≤ CαCτ +
1

Z

∫ T

0

∫

Td

|ρτ − ρ|2dxds.

By using Lemma 14, we have ρτ → ρ in L2(Td × (0, T )) as τ → 0 and the result holds. �

Remark 16. Since α >
d

2
, the last inequality implies the convergence in L1(Td × R

d × (0, T )).

5.2. The limit as τ → 0 if 0 < α ≤ d

2
. We will discuss the following two cases.

i. f τ
0 ∈ Hα ∩H and there exists Λ > 0 independent of τ such that sup

τ>0
‖f τ

0 ‖2Hα
≤ Λ.

ii. f τ
0 ∈ L1(Td×R

d)∩H and there exists Λ > 0 independent of τ such that sup
τ>0

‖f τ
0 ‖L1

x,r
≤ Λ.

5.2.1. The case (f τ
0 )τ is bounded in Hα. Following Proposition 11, there exists K = 2α‖∇xuL‖∞

such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fτ (t)‖2Hα
+

1

ζατ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτ (s)P−α)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)1−αdrdxds ≤ eKTΛ := K.(42)

Proposition 17. Let 0 < α ≤ d

2
and assume that (f τ

0 )τ is bounded in Hα. Then there exists a

subsequence of (fτ )τ denoted by (fτk)τk such that

fτk
∗
⇀ 0 in L∞(0, T ;Hα) as τk → 0.(43)

Proof. By using (42), one gets the existence of subsequence of (fτ )τ (denoted by (fτk)τk ) and
f ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hα) such that

fτk
∗
⇀ f in L∞(0, T ;Hα) as τk → 0,(44)
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and
∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇r(fτk(s)P−α)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)−α+1drdxds ≤ Kζατk.(45)

From (45), we obtain

|∇r(fτk(s)P−α)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)1−α → 0 in L1([0, T ]× T
d × R

d) as τk → 0.

Therefore, up to subsequence if necessary, we get

|∇r(fτk(s)P−α)|2 → 0 a.e. in [0, T ]× T
d × R

d as τk → 0,(46)

since (1 + |r|2

2
)1−α > 0. On the other hand, thanks to (44) and (46) we get the following conver-

gence in the sense of distributions

〈∇r(fτk(s)P−α),Φ〉D′,D → 〈∇r(f(s)P−α),Φ〉D′,D = 0, ∀Φ ∈ D,

where D = C∞
c (]0, T [)⊗ C∞(Td)⊗ C∞

c (Rd). Hence, we deduce the existence of distribution ht,x
such that

fP−α = ht,x in D′ ⇔ f = ht,x ⊗ Pα(r) = ht,x ⊗ (1 +
|r|2
2

)−α in D′.

We recall that
∫
Rd(1 +

|r|2

2
)−αdr diverges if 0 < α ≤ d

2
. Since f ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hα) from (44), we

deduce that ht,x ≡ 0. �

5.2.2. The L1−setting. We prove the following result.

Proposition 18. Assume that f τ
0 ∈ L1(Td×R

d)∩H and there exists Λ > 0 (independent of τ)
such that sup

τ>0
‖f τ

0 ‖L1 ≤ Λ. Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (t)|drdx ≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx ≤ Λ.(47)

Moreover, there exists a subsequence of (fτ )τ (denoted by (fτk)k) and f̃ ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Td×R
d))

such that

fτk
∗
⇀ f̃ in L∞(0, T ;M(Td × R

d)) as k → +∞,(48)

and f̃ solves, in the sense of distributions, the following equation

divr
(
αrf̃ +∇rf̃ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rf̃

)
= 0 in D′.(49)

Proof. Let ǫ > 0, we define ηǫ the odd continuous function on R as follows

ηǫ(s) =




1 if ǫ < s,
1

2

[
1 + sin

( π
2ǫ
(2s− ǫ)

)]
, if 0 ≤ s ≤ ǫ.

Notice that ηǫ ∈ C1(R), η′′ǫ ∈ L∞(R) and satisfies:

• |ηǫ(s)| ≤ 1 ∧ πs

ǫ
, ∀s ∈ R; • η′ǫ ≥ 0, supp(η′ǫ) ⊂ [−ǫ, ǫ] and |η′ǫ(s)| ≤

π

2ǫ
, ∀s ∈ R,

• ηǫ(s) converges pointwise to sign(s) as ǫ→ 0.
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Let δ, ǫ > 0, note that ηǫ([fτ (·)]δ) ∈ Y . By using (29), we get for any t ∈ [0, T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (t)]δηǫ([fτ (t)]δ)drdx−
∫

Td

∫

Rd

[f τ
0 ]δηǫ([f

τ
0 ]δ)drdx

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ) + [(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(fτ (s)r)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

+
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)〉+
1

2
〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)〉ds.

First, note that

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δ − uL(s) · ∇x[fτ (s)]δ

)
ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

uL(s) · ∇x[fτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds = Aδ +Bδ → 0 as δ → 0.

Concerning the term Aδ, recall that |ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)| ≤ π

ǫ
|[fτ (s)]δ|. Therefore, we can use the

commutator techniques (see e.g. [12, step 2 of proof Lemma 21]) to get lim
δ→0

Aδ = 0. On the

other hand, denote by Nǫ the primitive function of ηǫ, then by using ”divergence theorem” we
get

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

uL(s) · ∇x[fτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds =

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

divx
(
uL(s)Nǫ([fτ (s)]δ)

)
drdxds = 0.

Secondly, we have lim
δ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[divr(∇uL(s)r)fτ (s)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds = 0. Indeed, note that

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[divr(∇uL(s)rfτ (s))]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
[divr(∇uL(s)rfτ (s))]δ − divr(∇uL(s)r[fτ(s)]δ)

)
ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

divr(∇uL(s)r[fτ (s)]δ)ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds = Cδ +Dδ.

Recall that divr(∇uL(s)r) = 0, by using ”divergence theorem” we get

Dδ =

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

divr(∇uL(s)r[fτ(s)]δ)ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

divr(∇uL(s)rNǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds = 0.
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Concerning Cδ, note that
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
[divr(∇uL(s)rfτ (s))]δ − divr(∇uL(s)r[fτ (s)]δ)

)
ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
divr(Θδ ∗ (∇uL(s)rfτ (s))− divr(∇uL(s)rΘδ ∗ fτ (s))

)
ηǫ(Θδ ∗ fτ (s))drdxds

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
Θδ ∗ (∇uL(s)rfτ(s)− (∇uL(s)rΘδ ∗ fτ (s)

)
Θδ ∗ ∇rfτ (s)η

′
ǫ(Θδ ∗ fτ (s))drdxds.

On the other hand, for any (s, x, r) ∈ [0, T ]× T
d × R

d note that
(
Θδ ∗ (∇uL(·)rfτ

)
(s, x, r)−∇uL(s, x)r(Θδ ∗ fτ )(s, x, r)

=

∫

Rd

[∇uL(x− y, s)−∇uL(x, s)]rΘδ(y)fτ (s, x− y, r)dy.

By mean-value theorem we get |∇uL(x− y, s)−∇uL(x, s)| ≤ |y|‖uL‖C2 and

|
(
Θδ ∗ (∇uL(·)rfτ

)
(s, x, r)−∇uL(s, x)r(Θδ ∗ fτ )(s, x, r)|

≤ ‖uL‖C2

∫

Rd

|y||r|Θδ(y)|fτ(s, x− y, r)|dy ≤ δ‖uL‖C2

∫

Rd

Θδ(y)|r||fτ(s, x− y, r)|dy,

since supp Θ ⊂ B(0, 1). Therefore, we get
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|
(
Θδ ∗ (∇uL(s)rfτ(s))− (∇uL(s)rΘδ ∗ fτ (s)

)
Θδ ∗ ∇rfτ (s)η

′
ǫ(Θδ ∗ fτ (s))|drdxds

≤ π

2ǫ
δ‖uL‖C2

∫ t

0

‖
∫

R2

Θδ(y)|r||fτ(s, x− y, r)|dy‖L2
x,r
‖Θδ ∗ ∇rfτ (s)‖L2

x,r
ds

≤ π

2ǫ
δ‖uL‖C2

∫ t

0

‖Θδ ∗ |r||fτ(s)||‖L2
x,r
‖Θδ ∗ ∇rfτ (s)‖L2

x,r
ds

≤ π

2ǫ
δ‖uL‖C2

∫ t

0

‖fτ (s)‖H‖∇rfτ (s)‖L2
x,r
ds→ 0 as δ → 0.

Thanks to the properties of the matrix Ab and η
′
ǫ ≥ 0, we deduce

1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)〉+
1

2
〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, ηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)〉ds(50)

= − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
|[∇rfτ (s)]δ|2 +

1

2
Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ · ∇r[fτ (s)]δ

)
η′ǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

≤ − 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(1 +
|r|2
2

)|[∇rfτ (s)]δ|2η′ǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds.

Finally, we have

1

τ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[divr(fτ (s)r)]δηǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

= − 1

ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (s)]δr · ∇r[fτ (s)]δη
′
ǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds

≤ 1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2
2

|[∇rfτ (s)]δ|2η′ǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds+
α

2ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (s)]
2
δη

′
ǫ([fτ (s)]δ)drdxds.
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By using (50), then letting δ → 0 we obtain
∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)ηǫ(fτ (t))drdx ≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

f τ
0 ηǫ(f

τ
0 )drdx+

α

2ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)η

′
ǫ(fτ (s))drdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx+

α

2ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

π

2ǫ
f 2
τ (s)1{|fτ |≤ǫ}drdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx+

απ

4ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ(s)|1{|fτ |≤ǫ}drdxds.

By using Fatou’s lemma, we get∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (t)|drdx ≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)ηǫ(fτ (t))drdx.

In conclusion, we get
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (t)|drdx ≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx+

απ

4ζτ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (s)|1{|fτ |≤ǫ}drdxds.(51)

By using Gronwall inequality, we deduce

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (t)|drdx ≤ exp (
απ

4ζτ
T )

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|f τ
0 |drdx ≤ exp (

απ

4ζτ
T )Λ.(52)

Since |fτ |1{|fτ |≤ǫ} → 0 a.e. as ǫ → 0 and fτ ∈ L1([0, T ] × T
d × R

d) thanks to (52), dominated
convergence theorem ensures

lim
ǫ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|fτ (s)|1{|fτ |≤ǫ}drdxds = 0.

Therefore, after passing to the limit as δ → 0 then ǫ→ 0 in (51), we obtain (47).

The limit as τ → 0. We recall that Riesz–Markov–Kakutani representation theorem ensures
M(Td×R

d) ≃ (Cc(T
d×R

d))′, see [25, Theorem 2.14]. Since L1(Td×R
d) →֒ M(Td×R

d) and by

using (47), we can extract a subsequence of (fτ )τ (denoted by (fτk)τk) and f̃ ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Td×
R

d)) such that

fτk
∗
⇀ f̃ in L∞(0, T ;M(Td × R

d)) as k → 0.(53)

By using (26) with φ = ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗ ϕ ∈ D, we write

− ζατk

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτk(s)∂tξ ⊗ ϑ⊗ ϕ+ fτk(s) (uL(s) · ξ ⊗∇xϑ⊗ ϕ+ (∇uL(s)r) · ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ) drdxds

=

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

−αfτk(s)r · ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ+ fτk(s)ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∆rϕ+
1

2
fτk(s)divr(Ab(r)ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ)drdxds

=

∫ T

0

〈fτk(s),−αr · ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ+ ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∆rϕ+
1

2
divr(Ab(r)ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ)〉M,Cc

ds.

By using (53), we deduce
∫ T

0

〈f̃(s),−αr · ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ + ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∆rϕ+
1

2
divr(Ab(r)ξ ⊗ ϑ⊗∇rϕ)〉M,Cc

ds = 0.(54)

In particular, f̃ is weak solution to the following equation

divr
(
αrf̃ +∇rf̃ +

1

2
Ab(r)∇rf̃

)
= 0 in D′.(55)
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Remark 19. In the class of Radon measures valued solution to (55), the uniqueness of solution
does not hold (see Remark 7).

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 10

Proof of Lemma 10. Let us pass to the limit as δ → 0 then M → +∞ in (30).

• Recall that f ∈ Cw([0, T ], H), by using the properties of convolution and the lower semi-
continuity of weak convergence, we obtain

lim inf
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2TMdrdx ≤ lim inf

M→+∞
lim inf
δ→0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[fτ (t)]
2
δTMdrdx,

by Fatou’s lemma, we deduce
∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx ≤ lim inf
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2TMdrdx.

• Since f τ
0 ∈ Hα, we have lim

δ→0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[f τ
0 ]

2
δTMdrdx =

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2TMdrdx and monotone

convergence theorem ensures

lim
M→+∞

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2TMdrdx =

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx ≤ Λ.

• lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[uL(s) · ∇xfτ (s)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds = 0. Indeed, it holds by using commu-

tators, we refer e.g. to [12, Proof of (55)] for a similar and detailed arguments.

• The term

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[(∇uL(s)r)·∇rfτ (s)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds. By using (25) and the prop-

erties of convolution one gets

lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMfτ (s)drdxds.

Now, by using that |T ′
M | ≤ 1 we get

|
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · ∇rfτ (s)TMfτ (s)drdxds|

≤ α|
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(∇uL(s)r) · rf 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mdrdxds|

≤ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2
2
f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α−1drdxds

≤ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

• Concerning the term
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α[divr(fτ (s)r)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds, we have

[divr(fτ (s)r)]δTM [fτ (s)]δ = d[fτ (s)]
2
δTM + r · ∇r[fτ (s)]δ[fτ (s)]δTM ,
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by using (25) and the properties of convolution, it is possible to let δ → 0 and obtain

lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

[divr(fτ (s)r)]δTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds

= d

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)TM + r · ∇rfτ (s)fτ (s)TMdrdxds =

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

divr(fτ (s)r)TMfτ (s)drdxds

=
d

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)TMdrdxds−

1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)r · ∇rTMdrdxds

=
d

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)TMdrdxds−

α

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)|r|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mdrdxds

≤d
2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

• The term
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds. Note that

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds = −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|[∇rfτ (s)]δ|2TM + [∇rfτ (s)]δ · ∇rTM [fτ (s)]δdrdxds,

by using (25) we can pass to the limit as δ → 0 and get

lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds = −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2TM +∇rf(s) · ∇rTMfτ (s)drdxds

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2TM + α∇rfτ (s) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)drdxds.

By using Young inequality we get

|
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

α∇rfτ (s) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)drdxds| ≤ α2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

Thus, we obtain

lim sup
M→+∞

lim
δ→0

∫ t

0

〈[∆rfτ (s)]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds ≤ − lim inf
M→+∞

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2TMdrdxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds

+ α2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.
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• The term
1

ζατ

∫ t

0

〈1
2
[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds. We have

∫ t

0

〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

= −
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(
(Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ) · ∇r[fτ (s)]δTM

+ α(Ab(r)∇r[fτ (s)]δ) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
M [fτ (s)]δ

)
drdxds.

By using (25), we can let δ → 0 in the last equality and obtain

lim
δ→0

−
∫ t

0

〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s)) · ∇rfτ (s)TM + α(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s)) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)drdxds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(b+ 1)|r|2|∇rfτ (s)|2TM − b|r · ∇rfτ (s)|2TMdrdxds

+ α

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s)) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)drdxds

≥
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2|∇rfτ (s)|2TMdrdxds

+ α

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s)) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)drdxds.

On the other hand, we have

|(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s)) · r(1 +
|r|2
2

)α−1T ′
Mfτ (s)|

≤ 3||r|2∇rfτ (s)) · rT ′
Mfτ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α−1| ≤ 6|∇rfτ (s)||r|f(s)(1 +
|r|2
2

)α

≤ 1

2α
|∇rfτ (s)|2|r|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)α + 18αf 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)α,

therefore, we get

lim
δ→0

−
∫ t

0

〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

≥
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2|∇rfτ (s)|2TMdrdxds

−
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

1

2
|∇rfτ (s)|2|r|2(1 +

|r|2
2

)α + 18α2f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

Hence by using monotone convergence theorem, we get

lim inf
M→+∞

lim
δ→0

−
∫ t

0

〈[divr(Ab(r)∇rfτ (s))]δ, TM [fτ (s)]δ〉ds

≥
∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|r|2
2

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdxds− 18α2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.
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By gathering the previous estimates we get
∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

2ζτα

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)α+1drdxds

≤
∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx+ (
d/2 + 10α

ζτ
+ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞)

∫ t

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

f 2
τ (s)(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdxds.

Gronwall’s inequality ensures the existence of C =
d/2 + 10α

ζτ
+ 2α‖∇xuL‖∞ such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

Td

∫

Rd

fτ (t)
2(1 +

|r|2
2

)αdrdx+
1

2ζτα

∫ T

0

∫

Td

∫

Rd

|∇rfτ (s)|2(1 +
|r|2
2

)α+1drdxds

≤ eCT

∫

Td

∫

Rd

(f τ
0 )

2(1 +
|r|2
2

)αdrdx ≤ ΛeCT .(56)
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