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Abstract

We concentrate on kinetic models for swarming with individuals interacting through
self-propelling and friction forces, alignment and noise. We assume that the velocity of
each individual relaxes to the mean velocity. In our present case, the equilibria depend
on the density and the orientation of the mean velocity, whereas the mean speed is not
anymore a free parameter and a phase transition occurs in the homogeneous kinetic
equation. We analyze the profile of equilibria for general potentials identifying a family
of potentials leading to phase transitions. Finally, we derive the fluid equations when the
interaction frequency becomes very large.
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1 Introduction

This paper concerns the derivation of fluid models for populations of self-propelled individuals,
with alignment and noise [18] 23] 24] starting from their kinetic description. The alignment
between particles is imposed by relaxing the individuals velocities towards the mean velocity

[19, 20, 25| BT, [33), B7]. We refer to [38] 16l 29, 17, 6, [7, B2, 21} 22] and the references therein

for a derivation of kinetic equations for collective behavior from microscopic models.

We concentrate on models with phase transition [2] [3, [36 26] 27, 30, [41]. We denote
by f = f(t,z,v) > 0 the particle density in the phase space (z,v) € R? x RY, with d > 2.
The self-propulsion and friction mechanism writes div,{fV,V (] -|)}, where v — V(|v]) is a
confining potential. When considering V, g(|v|) = B% - a%, with o, 8 > 0, we obtain
the term div,{f(B|v|? — a)v} see [12, [13] and also [9} 10, 1] for results based on averaging
methods in magnetic confinement. The relaxation towards the mean velocity is given by
divy{f(v — u[f])} cf. [28], where for any particle density the notation u[f] stands for the
mean velocity
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Including noise with respect to the velocity variable, we obtain the Fokker-Planck type equa-
tion

Af+v-Vaof = Q(f) :=divo{o Vo f+ fo—u[f])+ FVV(])}, (t,z,v) € Ry xRIxRE. (1)

When considering large time and space scales in ({I), we are led to the kinetic equation
1
Wff+v-Vufs==-Q(f°), (t,z,v) Ry x R? x RY. (2)
€

We investigate the asymptotic behavior of the family (f¢)c.~0, when ¢ becomes small. We
expect that the limit density f(t,x,-) = lim.\o f*(¢,z,-) is an equilibrium for the interaction
mechanism

Q(f(t,xz,-) =0, (t,z) e Ry x R

For any u € R% we introduce the notations

0 20 exp (~25)
o, (v) = — +V(|v]), Z(o,u) = /Rdexp <—T> dv, M,(v) = 2w

Actually the function Z depends only on o and |u|, see Proposition 21l and thus we will
write Z = Z(0,1 = |u|). Notice that for any smooth particle density f and any u € R? we
have

oVof + flo—ul[f]) + [V, V(|- |) = o My(v)V, <Miu>

leading to the following representation formula

= ogdiv —f
Q(f) = odiv, (Mu[f}vv <Mu[f]>> :

Multiplying by f/M,[s] and integrating by parts with respect to the velocity imply that any
equilibrium satisfies

[ = p[f]Mu[f]a p[f] = Rdf(v) dv.

Recall that u[f] is the mean velocity, and therefore we impose

df(t,x,v)(v —u[f(t,z,-)]) dv =0, (t,2) € Ry x R% (3)
R

Notice that @, is left invariant by any orthogonal transformation preserving u. Consequently,
we deduce (see Proposition[2.I)) that [, f(v) v dv is parallel to u, and therefore the constraint
@) fix only the modulus of the mean velocity, and not its orientation (which remains a free
parameter).

Our first important observation gives a characterization to find the bifurcation diagram
of stationary solutions of Q(f) = 0. We prove that M, is an equilibrium if and only if [ = |u]
is a critical point of Z(o, ), cf. Proposition Il Moreover, several values for |u|, or only one
are admissible, depending on the diffusion coefficient ¢. In that case we will say that a phase
transition occurs. Notice that in this work we do not distinguish between phase transitions
and bifurcation points. For any particle density f = f(v), the notation Q[f] stands for the
orientation of the mean velocity u[f], if u[f] # 0

il Jpaf ) v o
lul f]| URdf(v)vdv‘

QU =
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and any vector in S1 if u[f] = 0. Here S¢~! is the set of unit vectors in R?. Notice also
that we always have
ulf] = lulf] QLS.

Finally, for any (t,2) € Ry x RY, the limit particle density is a von Mises-Fisher distribution
f(t,z,v) = p(t, z) My q@e) (v) parametrized by the concentration p(t,z) = p[f(t,z,-)] and
the orientation Q(¢,z) = Q[f(¢,z,-)]. We identify a class of potentials v — V(|v|) such
that a phase transition occurs and we derive the fluid equations satisfied by the macroscopic
quantities p, Q2. More exactly we assume that the potential v — V(|v]) satisfies

bE Ly
lim L(M) = 400 (4)

|v]—+00 ‘U‘

(such that Z is well defined) and belongs to the family V defined by: there exists o9 > 0
verifying

1. For any 0 < 0 < o0q there is I(o) > 0 such that Z(o,!) is stricly increasing on [0,[(0)]
and strictly decreasing on [I(0), +00[;

2. For any o > 09, Z(0,1) is strictly decreasing on [0, +o0].

The first important result in this work shows that potentials in V have a phase transition at
o = oq as shown in Section 2.

Remark 1.1 The potential V(|v]) = B% — a% belongs to the family V as shown in [0,
3, [36] in any dimension.

Theorem 1.1 Assume that the potential v — V(|v|) satisfies ), belongs to the family V
defined above and that 0 < o < o¢. Let us consider (f€)->0 satisfying

Ofe+uv-Vuft = %divv{avvfe + e —ulf+ Vo V(- D)} & zv) € Ry x REx R, (5)

Therefore, at any (t,z) € Ry xR? the dominant term in the Hilbert expansion f& = f4+efi+...
is an equilibrium distribution of Q, that is f(t,x,v) = p(t, )My ) (v), where

u(t,z) =1(0)Qt, z), (t,z) € Ry x RY (6)
dp + divy(pu) =0, (t,z) € Ry x R? (7)
99+ 1(0)e) (2 V)0 + %(Id _0s Q)V;"” —0, (7)€ Ry x RY. (8)

The constant c| is given by

Jr, rdt1 [T cos 6 x(cos0,7) e(cos 0, r,1(0)) sin®™t 6 dodr
<= (o) [g, o x(cos6,7) e(cos 0, r,1(c)) sin®" 6 dfdr

and the function x solves
—00, [r13(1 - cz)%e(c, r,l(a))acx] — 00, [rd_l(l — 62)%36(6, T l(a))@rx] (9)
+o(d—2)ri3(1 - cz)%se(c, rl(o))x =41 — )7 e(e,r,1(0)), (c,r) €] —1,1[xR

where e(c,r,l) = exp (_;’_2 4ol _ M)
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Remark 1.2 Several considerations regarding the hydrodynamic equations ([@)-@) and the
asymptotic limit to obtain them are needed:

e The asymptotic limit in ([Bl) is different from the one analysed in [13] where the friction
term 1is penalized at higher order. The main technical difficulty in [13] compared to our
present work is that to solve for the different orders on the expansion in [13] we had to

deal with Fokker-Planck equations on the velocity sphere with speed \/% .

e The hydrodynamic equations ([@)-(8) in the particular case of the potential V(|v|) =

ﬁ% — a% recover the ones obtained in [28, (26}, (27, [13] by taking the limit « — oo

with B/a = O(1). In this limit, the particle density f is squeezed to a Dirac on the

velocity sphere with speed \/% . The constants can be computed exactly based on [36]

and they converge towards the exact constants obtained in [28, [27, [13]. This is left to
the reader for verification.

e The hydrodynamic equations ([@)-(8) have the same structure as the equations derived
in [28, (27, [13] just with different constants, and therefore they form a hyperbolic system
as shown in [28, Subsection 4.4).

When V(| - |) belongs to the family V, we know that |u| € {0,i(c)}, for any 0 < ¢ < 09
and |u| = 0 for any o > 0g. There is no time evolution for |u|. But the modulus of the mean
velocity evolves in time for other potentials. For example, let us assume that there is o > 0,
0 <li(0) < lz(0) < 400 such that the function [ — Z(o,1) is stricly increasing on [0, (0)],
constant on [l1(0),la(0)[, and strictly decreasing on [l2(0),+oo[. In that case, we obtain a
balance for |u| as well.

Theorem 1.2 Assume that the potential v — V(|v|) satisfies (@) and verifies the above
hypothesis for some o > 0. Let us consider (f%)e>q satisfying

Of + - Vaft = édivv{avvfe F =l + VoV(- )} (t3,0) € Ry x RY x RY.

Therefore, at any (t,z) € Ry xR? the dominant term in the Hilbert expansion f& = f4+ef'+...
is an equilibrium distribution of Q, that is f(t,z,v) = p(t, )My ) (v), where

dp + divy(pu) =0, (t,z) € R, x R? (10)

Jul?

Ou+[cr(lg—QQ) + Q@ Q(u-0x)u+[(ct —1)(Ig — Q2@ Q) + (¢ - 1)Q® Q]VJC?
+ a% + ch div,Q [ulu =0, (t,z) € R, x R (11)

The constants ¢ , c”,ci| are given by

fR+ pd+1 fO” cos 0 x(cos B, 1) e(cosb,r, |u|) sin?=1 9 dgdr

lul f]R+ rd [ x(cos0,7) e(cos b, r, |ul) sin=1 6 dodr

Cc| =

f]R+ rdtL [ cos? 6 xq(cos 8, 7) e(cos 6,7, |u) sin®~2 6 dodr

C| =
I 2|ul f]R+ rd [ cos Oxa(cos B, r) e(cos 0,7, |ul) sin?=2 9 dfdr

J, rdtL [ xa(cos6,7) e(cos 0, r, u]) sin 6 dodr
U= (d =Dl [, 7 o cosOxa(cos6,7) e(cos b, r, |u]) sin®=2 6 dodr
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the function x solves @) and the function xq solves

_ d—1 _ d=3
—00Ar?3(1 = AT ele,r, [u))dexa} — 00 {rT 1 = AT ele,r |ul)drxat
d—3
= re—Ju)(1 = &) 2 ele,r Jul), (c,r) €] = 1,1[x]0,+o0].
Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we investigate the function Z, whose variations
will play a crucial role when determining the equilibria of the interaction mechanism ). We
identify a family of potentials such that a phase transition occurs for some critical diffusion
coefficient (. Section [ is devoted to the study of the linearization of @ and of its formal
adjoint. We are led to study the spectral properties of the pressure tensor. The kernel of
the adjoint of the linearization of @ is studied in Section El These elements will play the
role of the collision invariants, when determining the macroscopic equations by the moment

method. The main results, Theorem [T} [[L2] are proved in Section Bl Some examples are
presented in Section [6

2 Phase transitions and Potentials: Properties of Equilibria

For any u € R? we denote by 7T, the family of orthogonal transformations of R? preserving
u. Notice that T is the family of all orthogonal transformations of R

Remark 2.1 The functions on R¢ which are left invariant by the family To are those de-
pending only on |v|. The functions on R? which are left invariant by the family Ty,u # 0,
are those depending on v - u and |v|.

Lemma 2.1 Let u be a vector in R% and a : R4 — R? be a integrable vector field on R?,
which is left invariant by the family T, i.e.,

a(*Ov) = 'Oa(v), veR?, OeT,.
Then [paa(v) dv € Ru.

Proof. For any O € T,, we have

/ a(v) dv = / a(tOV) dv' = O [ a(v') dv'.
R4 R4

R4

For any ¢ € S¥1 N (Ru)t, we consider O¢ = I; — 2 ® £ € Ty, and thus we obtain

/Rda(v) dv=(I; -2 ® 5)/ a(') v,

R4
or equivalently ¢ - [pqa(v) dv = 0. Therefore, we have [p.a(v) dv € (Ru)t)* = Ru. ]
We assume that ol?
v
LI
lim = VD _ +00. (12)
|v|—+o0 |’U|

Observe that

2 ﬂ vV .
Z(O" 'LL) — exp <_M> / eXp (_ 2 + (‘U‘) + v ’LL) de
20 Rd o o

o () oo [ (L )]




and therefore, under the hypothesis (I2I), it is easily seen that Z(co,u) is finite for any o > 0
and u € R?. Similarly we check that for any ¢ > 0 and u € R%, all the moments of M, are
finite

/ [v|P M, (v) dv < 400, p e N.
R4

For further developments, we recall the formula

/ < R |v|> dv = [S?72| rd- 1/ (cos @, r)sin?2 6 dédr, (13)
Ry

for any non negative measurable function x = x(c,r) :] = 1,1[xR% — R, any Q € S and
d > 2. Here |S2| is the surface of the unit sphere in R~!, for d > 3, and |S°| = 2 for d = 2.

Proposition 2.1 Assume that the potential v — V(|v|) satisfies (I2l). Then the following
statements hold true :

1. The function Z(o,u) depends only on o and |u|. We will simply write

/RdeXp <_@T()> dv = Z(0,1 = [u]).

2. For any u € RY, we have JraMu(v)v dv € Ryu and obviously, [paMo(v)v dv = 0.

3. The von Mises-Fisher distribution M, is an equilibrium if and only if 0;Z(o,l) = 0.
For any o > 0, My(v) = Z71(0,0) exp (—®o(v)/0) is an equilibrium.

Proof.
1. Applying formula (I3) with Q = u/|u|, if u # 0, and any Q € S~ if v = 0, we obtain

2 2 .
Rd 20 20 o o

2 2 ™
= ]Sd_2] exp <—w> / exp (—T— — —V(T)> rd=1 / exp <7r\uy COSG) sin?2 9 dodr,
20 Ry 20 o 0 o

and therefore Z depends only on o and |ul.
2. We consider the integrable vector field a(v) = M,(v)v,v € R%. Tt is easily seen that for
any O € T,, we have

D, (tOV) = By (v), M,('Ov) = M,(v), veR?,

and therefore the vector field a is left invariant by 7,. Our conclusion follows by Lemma 2.1
It remains to check that [pa M, (v)(v - u) dv > 0, when u # 0. Indeed, we have

Z [ Ma(w)(w-u) dv = /M>o [exp (-q)“T(”)> — exp (-@)} (v-u) do,

and we are done observing that for any v such that v - u > 0 we have

R P O
@u(v) =~ + 0 u— - V(o) >

||2_ P i

o= = V(o)) = ~®u(-v).

3. The von Mises-Fisher distribution M, is an equilibrium if and only if [, M, (v)(v—u) dv =
0. By the previous statement we know that [psM,(v)v dv € Ru and therefore M, is an



equilibrium iff [p, M, (v)(v - Q — |u|) dv = 0, where Q = r] if u # 0 and € is any vector in
S?1if u = 0. But we have

_jQd—2 _@ / _ﬁ _ V() a1
017 (o, |ul) = |S**|exp < 5 ) . exp < o . r (14)

" / exp (r!u\ cos«9> rcosf — |ul <ind—2 9 dodr
0

g o

:/ exp <_<I>u(v)> v- Q- |yl dv
R4 g g

A
- 22D [ vy 2 - ful do,
g R4
and therefore M, is an equilibrium if and only if [ = |u| is a critical point of Z(o, ). O]

Remark 2.2 As Z depends only on o, |u|, we can write

2o ) — /Rdexp (_ o= QJul2 v<|v|>> "

20 o

:/Rdexp<—w+w—%—w> dw,

20 o 20 o

for any Q € S¥! and uw € RY. We deduce that for any Q € S and u € R?, we have

/UQ v - u u2 v v - —|u
azZ<a,|u|>=/]RdeXp <_u+m_u_vu |>> 0ol

20 o 20 o o

:/ exp <_‘I’u|ﬂ(v)> v Q- ful
— /Rdexp <— q)”(v)) (v —u) - Qu] dv
R o o

and
B0 ul) = /Rdexp <_<I>u|;z(v)> [v-Q _U’Z‘ 2o Qo
- /RdeXp (_ ‘I’ua(v)> [(v—w) 'J%[u] ?—0o do,

where ) = ‘—5| if u# 0 and Q is any vector in ST if u = 0 (compare with ([4)), established
for Q=u/|u|, if u#0).

At this point, we know that for any o > 0, the equilibria are related to the critical points
of Z(o,-). In order to find possible bifurcation points of the disordered state u = 0, let us
analyze the variations of Z(o,-) for small . We assume the following hypothesis on the

potential
[v]?

V(-|) e C*RY), v (AR V(|v]) is strictly convex on RY. (15)



For such a potential, we can minimize ®,(v) with respect to v € R?, for any u € R?%. Indeed,
the function ®,, is convex, continuous on R? and

v — uf? o] Jul?
Cu(v) = =5+ V() = -+ V(pl) —v-u+ =
,U2
ol %—l—V(\v\)_v-u +w
[v] |v] 2
I v 2
> vl 2 VD — |l | + ﬂ
|v] 2

By ([I2) we deduce that limj,_ 4o ®u(v) = +00 and therefore ®, has a minimum point
7 € RY This minimum point is unique (use T — u + (V,V(| - |))(T) = 0 and the strict
convexity of v — @ + V(|v]) ). We intend to analyze the sign of 9,Z(o,|u|) for small o.
Performing the change of variable v = T + y/ow leads to

0,2 (0, [ul)o =2 exp (%T(‘v)) _ /RdeXp (_ Py (v) = Pu(v) = Vo @u(7) - (v —5)> (16)

L (—u) Q]

/2
= /Rd exp <—CI)U(E+ Vow) - (I)u(:) = VoVubu(D) - w) (T + Vow — u) - Qu] dw
_ /Rd exp <_<I>o(5+ Vaow) — <1>of) — oV, ®0(D) .w> (5 4+ v/ow — u) - Qu] dw.

We need to determine the sign of (v — u) - Q[u], where v is the minimum point of ®,. As
V(-|) € CHR?), we have V'(0) = 0. We assume that V(-) possesses another critical point
ro > 0 and

V'(r) <0 forany 0 <r <9 and V'(r) >0 for any r > r. (17)

Notice that this is the case for V, g(r) = % — aé,a,ﬁ > 0, with rg = \/a/p.
Proposition 2.2 Assume that (12)), (I3), (1) hold true. Then

1. The function r — 1+ V'(r) is strictly increasing on Ry and maps [0,7¢] to [0,79], and
|ro, +o0l to ]rg, +00l.

2. We have
_ . _ 7o
—u) -0 I (m—u) O 5< o
(T —wu)-Qu] >0 for any 0 < |u| < ro, 6§\ul|1%m—6(v u)-Qul >0, 0<< 5
and

(T—u)-Qu] <0 forany |u| >ro, inf (u—7)-Qu]>0, 6>0.
|u|>ro+0

Proof.

1. By (I5) we know that ®q is strictly convex on R? and we deduce that r § +V(r)is
strictly convex on R, . Therefore the function r — r + V'(r) is strictly increasing on R and
maps [0, o] to [0,7p]. It remains to check that it is unbounded when r — +o00. Suppose that
there is a constant C' such that r + V’/(r) < C,r € Ry. After integration with respect to r,
one gets

2
% +V(r)<V(0)+Cr, reRy,



implying that
V(0)

+C, T€R+,

which contradicts (I2]).
2. Let us consider 0 < |u| < rg. Therefore, v # 0 and

| <

:u’

(ol + V' (o))

=

implying that [v] + V'(|7]) = |u| €]0, r¢[. By the previous statement we obtain 0 < [7] < 7o,
Q) = & = % = Qu], and thus

v

ul

(0 —u)-Qu] = —V’(Iﬁl)%| - Qu] = =V'(j7]) > 0.

Clearly, for any 0 < § < ro/2, we have

inf (@—wu)-Qu=_inf (=V'(J7])) > 0.

0<|u|<ro—4 0<|u|<ro—48

Similarly, for any |u| > ro, we have [] > ry and
(0 —u) - Qfu] = =V'(|]) i - Qu] = =V'([p]) <0.

As before, for any § > 0, we obtain

inf (u—"0) -Qu]= inf V'(|5]) >0.
|u|>ro+d |u|>ro+d
1
The previous arguments allow us to complete the analysis of the variations of Z(o, |u|), when
o is small. The convergence when o N\, 0 in (I6]) can be handled by dominated convergence,
provided that w — |w|exp <—W) belongs to L'(R%). We assume that there is A < 1
such that
Jvl?

v W(Jv]) == )\7 + V(Jv]) is convex on RY. (18)

The potentials V, g(|v|) = ﬁ% —alfo<ac< 1,8 > 0 satisfy the above hypothesis. Under

2
([I8), we write

o]

Qo(v) = (1 =A%~ +Va(Jv]), ve R,

and therefore

Pdo(v) = (1 = NIg+ V(|- ) > (1 = NIy, veRY
implying that

2% (v)w - 1—X)|w|?
/ |w| exp (—M> dw < / |w| exp (—w> dw < +o00.
R4 2 R4 2

Notice that (I8]) guarantees (I2]) and (IH]). Indeed, the function v — V)(|v|) being convex, it
is bounded from below by a linear function

3 (vy,Cy) € RTx R such that Vy(|v]) > (v-vy) + Cy, veRY,



and therefore

Do(v) _ (1= N4 + V(o)
ol o

C
> (1—)\)g — |l +ﬁ — +00, as |v] = +oo.
v

2
Obviously, @y is strictly convex, as sum between the strictly convex function v — (1 — )\)m

2
and the convex function v — Vy(|v]).
In order to conclude the study of the variations of Z for small o > 0, we consider potentials
V satisfying V(| -|) € C%(R?), (IT7) and (I¥). We come back to (IG). Notice that

v ow|? 7|2
Oy (T + Vow) — Py(V) — oV, Do (D) - w > (1 — A)% —(1- A)%

wl?
—(1—)\)\/56-102(1—)\)0%,

implying that, for any 0 < o0 <1

exp <— 2o+ Vow) = () = VoV Lo(®) - w) (@ + Vow —u) - Qfu]

g

wl?

< oxp (—(1 - A)T) 10— u) - O]l + ).

|w]?

As the function w — exp (—(1 - )\)T) [|(T — u) - Q[u]| + |w|] belongs to L' (RY), we deduce
by dominated convergence that

lim {alZ(a, u)o =42 exp (Q“T@»} = (T — u) - Qfu] /Rd exp (-M) duw.

As we know, cf. Proposition 2.2} that inf|,c(s.r0—s)ufro+s,+o00] |(T— ) - Qu]| > 0,0 < § < ro/2,
we deduce that for any 0 €]0,r¢/2[, there is o5 > 0 such that

01 Z(o,|ul) >0 forany 0 < o < o5, 6 <|u| <rg—20

and
01 Z(o,|ul) <0 forany 0 < o < g5, |u| > ro+4.

Motivated by the above behavior of the function Z, we assume that the potential v — V(|v])
satisfies (I2]) (such that Z is well defined) and belongs to the family ) defined by: there exists
oo > 0 verifying

1. For any 0 < o < o0¢ there is I(o) > 0 such that Z(o,!) is stricly increasing on [0, [(0)]
and strictly decreasing on [I(0), +00[;

2. For any o > 09, Z(0,1) is strictly decreasing on [0, +o0].

In fact, the critical diffusion coefficient oy vanishes the second order derivative of Z with
respect to [, at [ = 0, as shown next.

Proposition 2.3 Let V(| -|) € V be a potential satisfying (I2)). Then we have
027(0,0) >0, 0< o <og, 07Z(00,0)=0, 87Z(0,0) <0, o> og

and
O} Z(0,1(0)) <0, 0< 0 < ag.
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Proof. By Remark we know that Z(o, ) possesses a second order derivative with respect
to l. As 0,Z(0,0) = 0, we write

l@ﬁZ(U,O) — lim Z(o,l) — Z(0,0) —10,Z(0,0) — lim Z(o,l) — Z(O‘,O).
2 INO 12 INO 12

We deduce that 83Z(0,0) > 0 for any 0 < 0 < o and 93Z(0,0) < 0 for any o > 0¢. In
particular 827 (00,0) = 0. For any 0 < o < 0y, the function Z(o,-) possesses a maximum at
l =1(0) > 0 and therefore 93Z(0,1(0)) < 0. .

It is also easily seen that limg »s, {(0) = 0. Indeed, assume that there is 7 > 0 and a sequence
(on)n>1 /" 0¢ such that 0 < o, < 09,l(0y,) > n for any n > 1. We have

Z(on,l(on)) > Z(on,n) > Z(0p,0), n>1.
After passing to the limit when n — 400, we obtain a contradiction
Z(00,m) = Z(00,0) > Z(09,n)
and therefore lim, »,, [(0) = 0. We have proved that o + I(c0) is continuous.

Remark 2.3 Given a potential V(| - |) € V, then the unique bifurcation point from the
disordered state happens at oy. In fact, if we define the function

H(o,l) = Rd]\fu(v)(v -Q=1)dv,

as in [3]. Then by ([I4), we get 00,Z(0,l) = Z(o,l)H(0,l). By taking the derivative with
respect to [, we obtain

Rz (0Z)*

81H20<%— @) > .

Therefore, for the curve l(o) such that H(o,l(c)) =0, we get O H (00,0) = 0. Using implicit
differentiation and the continuity of the curves and the functions involved, it is also easy to
check that 0,H (09,0) = 0. Therefore, to clarify the behavior of the two curves at oy, one
needs to work more to compute the lim, »q (o). In any case, this shows that oy is the
only bifurcation point from the manifold of disorder states uw = 0 for potentials V(| -|) € V
without the need of applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation theorem. It would be inter-
esting to use Crandall-Rabinowitz for gemeral potentials to identify more general conditions
for bifurcations.

In the last part of this section, we explore some properties of the potentials V in the class
V. We show that under the hypothesis (I8]), we retrieve a weaker version of (7).

Proposition 2.4 Let V(| -|) € V be a potential satisfying (I2)). The application o — (o)
is continuous on R*%. Moreover, if V(| -|) € C?*(R?) verifies (I8) and there is the limit
limy,\01(0) =19 > 0, then

V'(r) <0 forany0<r<rg and V'(r) >0 for anyr > ro.

Proof. We are done if we check the continuity ant any o €]0,00[. Assume that there is a
sequence (op,)p>1 C|0,00[, limy,—s 400 0y, = 0 €]0,00[ and 1 > 0 such that I(o,,) > (o) + 1 for
any n > 1. We have

Z(on,l(on)) > Z(on, (o) + 1) > Z(on,l(0n)), n>1,
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leading to the contradiction
Z(0,1(0) + 1) > Z(0,1(0)) > Z(o1(0) + ).

Similarly, assume that there is a sequence (oy)n>1 CJ0, 00, limy,— 400 00y = o €]0,00] and
1 €]0,1(o)[ such that I(0,) < l(0) —n for any n > 1. We have

Z(on,l(on)) = Z(op, (o) —n) > Z(on, (o)),
leading to the contradiction
Z(o,l(c) —n) > Z(o,l(0)) > Z(o,l(c) —n).

Therefore lim, 1 l(0y,) = I(0) for any sequence (op,)n>1, limy—s 400 07y = 0 €]0, 09|

Assume now that lim,\ol(c) = ro > 0. For any [ €]0,7¢[, we have 0 < I < (o)
for o €]0,00[ small enough. As Z(o,-) is strictly increasing on [0,[/(0)], we deduce that
0,Z(o,1) > 0 for o small enough, and by (I6]) it comes that

[ ew <_<I>o<v +\/ow) = Bo(T) = VoVuo(®) - w
R4

g

) (—V'([5]) + Vow - Q) dw > 0,

where T is the minimum point of ®;q, that is v = 9|9, [v| + V’(|[v|) = I. Passing to the limit

when o N\, 0 yields
2(1) = .
/ exp <_M> dw V'([5]) < 0,
R4 2

and therefore V'(|v]) < 0. As before, ([I8) implies (IT) and therefore r — r+ V’(r) is strictly
increasing on R;. We have [ — [v| = V/(|7]) <0 and [ = |[9| + V/([7]) > 1 4+ V'(1) saying that
V(1) <0 for any [ €]0, 79[, and also for [ = r.

Consider now [ > ry. For o €]0,00[ small enough we have | > [(o) and therefore
0,Z(0,1) < 0. As before, (6] leads to | — [v| = V'(|7]) > 0 and we have [ = [7| + V'(|7]) <
[+ V(1) saying that V’(l) > 0 for any [ > rg, and also for [ = rg. In particular rq is a critical
point of V. ]

In the next result we analyze the behavior of [(o) for o small.

Proposition 2.5 Let V(|- |) € V be a potential satisfying (I2), (X). If V(| -|) € CJ(R?)
and there is the limit limy o l(0) = rg > 0, then we have for any € S*!

2 T w-w
Vo) 1 ()= | V() i - 2)03@0(rof) (w, w, w) exp (- 22elge) gy
o) llm = —
a\0 o 6 fRdeXp (_83¢o(r§§l)w-w> dw

where 93¢ (roQ)(w, w, w) = > o1<ijk<d %(roﬁ)wkiji.
Proof. We fix Q € S, For any o €]0, 5[ we have 9,Z(c,1(c)) = 0, and (I6]) implies
/ exp (_ Dy(T + Jow) — (D) — /o V, (V) - w
Rd

2

> (—V'([3]) + Vow- Q) dw=0, (19)

where 7 is the minimum point of ®;,)q, that is 7 = [7|Q, [v| +V'(|7]) = (o). As the function
r— 7+ V'(r) is strictly increasing on R, when o N\, 0, we have [(0) — 79 and [0| converges
toward the reciprocal image of r¢, through the function r — r+V’(r), which is ro. We deduce

lo) —ro _ [o] =10  V(PD) = V'(ro) [v] =19

o o [o] — 7o o
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implying that

i L) =70 " . 9] —ro
AT o (1+V (7“0))01{% -
We will compute
/ v m p—
lim Vi(JeD =V"(rp) lim M_
U\O g 0—\0 o
Thanks to (I9) we have
2 . (==
/ exp <_(9U‘1>0(r09)w w> dw 1 Y (7)) o0
Rd 2 O'\(O o
- hm exp <_¢0(’U + \/E’LU) _ (PO(U) - \/Evv(bo(’l}) . w) w - Q dw
o0 JRrd o \/E
Observe that
Py (v _ =\ . .
/ exp <_ 0(T + Vow) — @y(v) — /o V,Py(T) w) w -0 o o
R P NG
- / e 20T+ Vow) — B0(8) = VIV, Bo(0) - w
= /. P :
00w - w\] w-Q

and

lim [exp <_ D0(© + v/Fw) — Bo(F) ~ VTV, Bo(T) - w> - (_Mﬂ

o\0+\/O o 2
< 02®o(roQ)w - w)
= —exp | —

2
. Do(T+ ow) — (V) — oV, P (D) - w — § 02D0(V)w - w
x lim
a\,0 03/2
2 _ 1
— exp <_3v‘1’°(7°029)w w> lny i/ (1 — £)[0200(T + tr/ow) — 82D (B)]w - w dt
o g Jo

_ 92D (o) w -
= — 5000 (o) (w, w,w) exp (_ ; 0(7«02 Y w) |
Recall that, thanks to (I8), we have 9;®o(v) > (1 — A)I4,v € RY, implying that

20(@ + Yow) = 2o(0) = VOVuBo@) w0 _ /1(1 — 1)2D(T + t/ow)w - w dt > (1 — A)@
0

g

and
|w|?

2(1) - .
Mz(l_)\)T’ w € RY.

2
Therefore the integrand of the right hand side in (2I]) can be bounded, uniformly with respect
to o > 0 by a L' function

(Bl /) =0 0) = D) (S )|t

exp

. 1
< exp <—(1 - A)%) w/o (1 = )[02®o(T + tv/ow) — 82P(T)|w - w dt

uf
<IVQ- Dlegeunluloxw (~0- VG- ), wert

13



Combining ([20), (2II), we obtain by dominated convergence
p— _ , p—
V" (rp) lim [ol=ro = lim Vi{eD
o\ 0 g a\,0 g
Ja(w - )93 Po(ro) (w, w, w) exp <—w) dw
92P¢ (roQQ)w-w
(—70( 5 ) > dw

6 fRdexp

and therefore

. (o) —ro . [7 =70
4 l — 1 14 " l
4 (7“0)01{_‘%70 (1+V7(ro)) V (7“0)01{_% >
14 V" (ro) Jraw - )P0 (ro2) (w, w, w) exp (—M) dw
6 fRdeXP <_83<I>0(7"§Q)w-w) dw

3 Linearization of the interaction mechanism

We intend to investigate the asymptotic behavior of ([2) when € ~\, 0. We introduce the
formal development

fe=fHeft+..
and we expect that Q(f) = 0 and
Q) — Q)

€

Of +v-Veof = lim =dQ(f!) = Ly (f1). (22)

As seen before, for any (¢,z) € Ry x R?, the individual density f(t,x,-) is a von Mises-Fisher
distribution
f(t,x,v) = p(tax)M\um(t,:v) (’U), S Rd

where |u] is a critical point of Z(o, ), that is
lul € {0,1(0)} f0<o<op and |u] =0 if o> oy.

It remains to determine the fluid equations satisfied by the macroscopic quantities p, 2. When
|u| = 0, the continuity equation leads to d;p = 0. In the sequel we concentrate on the case
lu| = 1(0),0 < o < gg (that is, the modulus of the mean velocity is given, as a function of
o). We follow the strategy in [13| [I]. We consider

L2 L= 1x: R? — R measurable , / (x(v))2 My, (v) dv < 400}
R4

and
Hy ={x: R? — R measurable , / [ (x()* + |Vox|? | My (v) dv < 400},
Rd

We introduce the usual scalar products

(0O, = [ xPWM0) do. x.0 € Ly,

(6Ot = [ ()0(0) + T Tub)Mi (o) dv, .6 € H,
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and we denote by ||, |- |laz, the associated norms. Moreover we need a Poincaré inequality.
This comes from the equivalence between the Fokker-Planck and Schrodinger operators. As
described in [8], we can write it as

o . g 1 9 1
——d v Mu v = - Av - vq)u - _Avq)u .
i (207 (Fi)) = o+ [meant 5o s

The operator H, = —cA, + [$|Vv<1>u|2 — %Avq)u] is defined in the domain
1 1
D(Hu) = {g € L*(RY), [@mw - 5&@4 g€ LR, Auge L2<Rd>} :

We have a spectral decomposition of the operator H, under suitable confining assumptions
(cf. Theorem XIII.67 in [39]).

Lemma 3.1 Assume that the function v — 1=|V,®yu|* — A, ®, belongs to Ll (RY), is
bounded from below and is coercive i.e.

1 1
lim | — |V, @2 — 2A,®, | = +oo.
|v]—+o0 4o 2

Then Hy ' is a self adjoint compact operator in L*(R?) and H., admits a spectral decomposi-
tion, that is, a nondecreasing sequence of real numbers (A)pen, limy,— o0 AIl = 400, and a

u

L%(R%)-orthonormal basis (V7 )nen such that Hypt = N n € N, A =0, AL > 0.

Therefore, under the hypotheses in Lemma B.1] for any u € R? there is A\, > 0 such that for
any y € H}V[u we have

2

O'/ IVox |2 My (v) dv > A, x(v) — / XV )M, (") dv'| My (v) do. (23)
Rd Rd

R4

The fluid equations are obtained by taking the scalar product of ([22)) with elements in the
kernel of the (formal) adjoint of Ly, that is with functions ¢ = ¢)(v) such that

/ (Lrg)(v)p(v) dv =0, for any function g = g(v),
R4

see also [4], 5], 14 [15] [34], B5]. For example, 1) = 1 belongs to the kernel of L

[ av= [ 1 WD =y _ i L [ 40(5+29) - Q1)) v =0,
R4 € Jrd

RdeN0 € e\0

and we obtain the continuity equation ([7)

8t/fdv+divm/ fodv= [ L;(f") dv=0.
]Rd Rd ]Rd

In the sequel we determine the formal adjoint of the linearization of the collision operator )
around its equilibria.

Proposition 3.1 Let f = f(v) be an equilibrium with non vanishing mean velocity
f=pMy, p=plfl, u=ulf], |u| =), 0<0o<oo.

1. The linearization Ly = dQy is given by

Lg = div, {JVUg +gVe®y — M, [ (v —u)g(v)) dv'} .

R4

15



2. The formal adjoint of Ly is

WD) () Wil Wi = [ M) V0 o

*oly —
frlp 7 Mu R4

3. We have the identity

L0~ ) = 0¥f ~ vy (M), Mui= [ M)W ) & (W )
Proof.
1. We have
L0 = 5] QU + s0) = v, {o Vg 490 = £ lf+ 50}
and
3 e bt

Therefore we obtain

£fg = div, {vag + gvvq)u - =M, (U, - u[f])g(v') dv,} .

R4

2. We have
/[R (L9)(0)b(v) dv = — /R d{avvg + gV — My (v) /R (W~ ulf o) dv,} V.0 do

= /]R 9(v) (0divy Vot = Vo) - Vy@y) do + / g (W' —ulf]) dv'- | My(v)Vy3 dv

R4 R4

= /Rdg(v) (0divy, Vb — Vb - Vo @y + (v — ulf]) - W[Y]) do

implying

3. For any i € {1, ...,d} we have

L(f(v—u);) = div, |:(v —w)i(oVyf + fVQy) +0fe; — M, Rd(v’ —w); (v — u) f(v) dv/]
=0

— 0Oy f — div, ( f /R () ® (0 — ) Ma (v dv’)

7
and therefore

Li(f(v—u)) =0Vyf—divy(fMy).

We identify now the kernel of £’J§.

Lemma 3.2 Let f = pM, > 0 be an equilibrium with non vanishing mean velocity. The
following statements are equivalent

16



1. The function 1 = v (v) belongs to ker L.
2. The function ¢ = 1(v) satisfies

divy, (M, V1)

Gyt W W =0 (24)

for some vector W € ker(M,, — ol;).

Moreover, the linear map W : ker L} — ker(My, —oly), defined by W] = JpaMy(v)Vy1) dv
induces an isomorphism between the vector spaces ker E;/ker W and ker(M,, — oly), where
ker W' is the set of constant functions.

Proof.
1. = 2. Let 9 be an element of ker E}. By the last statement in Proposition B we deduce

0= [ £ fo—uydo= | vt (o= w) do
= [ ) [0V, f — div, (7M. dv

=0 / F)Vutp dv + M, / f(0)Voyp dv
Rd R4
= p(My — alg)W i)

As p > 0 we deduce that W[y] € ker(M,, —ol;) and by the second statement in Proposition
[B.1]it comes that

divy, (M, V1)

TAO) +(w—u) W=0, W=W[] € ker(M, —oly).

2. = 1. Let % be a function satisfying (24]) for some vector W € ker(M,,—ol;). Multiplying
by M, (v)(v — u) and integrating with respect to v yields

—o | My(v)Vytp dv + M, W = 0.
Rd

As we know that W € ker(M, — oly), we deduce that W = W[y], implying that 1) belongs
to ker £

divy, (M, V1))

divy, (M, V1)
M, g

* 0
f¢—0 M,

+ (v —u) - W] = +(v—u)-W =0.
We focus on the eigenspace ker(M,, — oly).

Lemma 3.3 Let M, be an equilibrium with non vanishing mean velocity. Then we have

LB )
Mu=ola =070 0))

In particular (Ru)t C ker(M,, — ol,) with equality iff 03Z(0,1(c)) # 0.

0R0<0, Q= —

Jul
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Proof. Let us consider {F1,..., E4_1} an orthonormal basis of (RQ)*. By using the decom-
position

d—1 d—1
vou=(QeQv-u)+Y (EeE)(v-u=(QeQ-u)+) (5 E)h
=1 =1

we obtain
d—1 d—1
M, = QRQv-—u)+> E®Ev| @ |Q@Qv—u)+ Y E; e Ejuv| M,(v)dv
R4 i=1 j=1
d—1
= (M- QR0+ ) (ME; - E)E; ® E;
i=1
since we have
MQ-Ej=0, 1<j<d—1 (25)
and ) 02
Re -

The formula (25]) comes by the change of variable v = (I; — 2E; ® E;)v, by noticing that
I —2E; @ Ej € Ty, forany 1 <j <d—1

M- By = /RdQ (v —u)(Ej - v)My(v) dv

= —/ Q- (v —uw)(E; - v )M, () dv
Rd
= M,Q-E;j=0, 1<j<d—1.

For the formula (26]) with ¢ # j we use the rotation O;; € T,

v:Oijv/, OZ]:Q(@Q—F Z Ek®Ek+EZ®E]—EJ®EZ
k¢ {i.j}

Notice that
(Ei-0)(Bj-v) = —(Bj - ') (Ei ), (Bi-v)?=(Bj-)?

and therefore,
MyE; - Ej = /Rd(Ei -v)(Ej - v)My(v) dv
_ / (B o) (B o) M)
:_/\qui-Ejzo, 1<i#j<d-1
and

MUE; - E; = | (E;-v)*My(v) dv
R4

= [ (B P
R4

=ME;-E; =0, 1<4,5<d-1.
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As Zz H(Bi - v)? = [v]?> — (v-Q)?, we obtain

2 _ -Q2
/(Ei-v)QMu(v) dv:/ Pl = @ ) dv, 1<i<d—1
R4 R4 d—l

and

My= [ (@0—u) M) dvoeoy [ EZ0D

M, (v) dv (15 — Q2 ® Q).
R4 R4 d— 1

We claim that fRdlvlt%Ul'Q)QMu(v) dv = 0. Multiplying oV, M, + M,(v)V,®, = 0 by
(Jv]?1; — v ® v)Q2 we obtain

/ oV M, - (|v]*I; — v ®v)Q dv + / M, (v)V®y - (Jv]?1; — v @ v)Q dv = 0.
R4 Rd
But we have

div, [(|v|* g — v ® v)Q] = div,[|v]*Q — (v- Qo] = —(d = 1)(v- Q)

and

Vo®y - ([0 ls —v @ v)Q2 = (v —u+ V’(Ivl)—o ([0 la—v @ v)Q = ~(jo? — (v Q)?)|ul.

We deduce that

(d—1)o /Rd(v Q) My (v) dv—u| /Rd[w (v Q) My (v) dv = 0

=[ul

and by taking into account that |u| = [p4(v - Q)M,(v) dv, we obtain

o] = (v ©)° _
RdTMu(v) dv =o.
By Remark 2.2 we know that
QM— V{((v—u)-Q)? -0} dv= v)((v—u)-Q)?dv—0
L n S = [ M@= 92 —ahav= [ M- 92
and finally we have
./\/lu—JId:(/Rd((v—u)-Q)2Mu(v)dv—a)Q@Q: (27(53‘)))9@)9.

As (o) is a maximum point of Z(a, ), we have 85Z(c,1(c)) < 0 and therefore M,, < oly.

4 The kernel of E}

By Lemmas 321 B3] any solution of (24]) with W € (Ru)* belongs to the kernel of the formal
adjoint E}. Generally we will solve the elliptic problem

— 0divy (M, V) = (v —u) - WM, (v), veR? (27)
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for any W € R%. We consider the continuous bilinear symmetric form a, : H}V[u X H}V[u —-R
defined by

ay(p,0) = O'/ Vo - VoM, (v) dv, ¢,0 € Hy
Rd

and the linear form L : Hy, — R,L(0) = [p.0(v)(v — u) - WM, (v) dv, § € Hy, . Notice
that under the hypothesis (I2)) L is bounded on H}V[u

1/2 1/2
[ 8o =) - Wi, av < </ (6(0))2M, dv) </ (Io] + lul)M, dv> W],
R4 R R4
We are looking for variational solutions of (27)) i.e.,
(S H}VI“ and a,(1,0) = L(A) for any 6 € HJ%/IU- (28)

When taking § =1 € Hi » we obtain the following necessary condition for the solvability of
@7
L(1) = / (v — ) - WMy(v) dv = 0 (20)
R4
which is satisfied for any W € R?, because M, has mean velocity u. It happens that 29)
also guarantees the solvability of (27)). For that, it is enough to observe that the bilinear

form a,, is coercive on the Hilbert space f[}uu ={0 € Hy, : ((0,1))n, = 0}. Indeed, for
any 0 € Hjl\/[u such that ((0,1))a, = 0, we have thanks to the Poincaré inequality (23)

0/ |V,0|* My (v) dv > )\u/ (0(v))? M, (v) dv,
R4 Rd

and therefore
min{o, A, }

0 (0,0) > ﬁ/ (0(0))2 M (v) dv+5/ V02 M, (v) do > D% Auby g2
2 ]Rd 2 Rd 2 u

Thanks to Lax-Milgram lemma on the Hilbert space H Zl\/lu’ there is a unique function ¢ € H ML
such that . . o
ay(,0) = L(0) for any € Hy, . (30)

The condition ([Z9) allows us to extend @0) to Hj, (apply @0) with 0 =6—((6,1),
for any 6 € Hjl\/[u) The uniqueness of the solution of (B0) implies the uniqueness, up to a
constant, for the solution of (28]).

From now on, for any W € R%, we denote by 1y the unique solution of (28), verifying
Jaw (v) M, (v) dv = 0. Notice that 19 = 0. The solution ¢y depends linearly on W € R%
Let us introduce the Hilbert spaces

d
L3, = {¢: R? — R? measurable ,Z/ (&(v)2 My, (v) dv < 400}
i—1 /R?

d
H}\/Iu ={¢: R? — R? measurable ,Z/ {(52(2}))2 + |VU£Z-|2}MH(U) dv < +o0}
i=1 /R?

endowed with the scalar product
d
(€man = Y [ om0 dv, €Ty,
i=1
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d
(€mh =Y [ {6 + 90 Vb Ma(0) do, € € By
=1

We denote the induced norms by €]y, = (5,5)}\//13, S L%VI“ and ||€||az, = ((5,5))}\//13, e

H}Mu Obviously, a vector field £ = £(v) belongs to H]lwu iff & € H}wu for any ¢ € {1,...,d}
and we have

d
1113z, = D lI&ill3s, -
i=1
Let us consider the closed subspace
Hj,, = {¢€H, : / £(v) My (v) dv = 0}.
R4

Thanks to (23)), for any & € Hj; we have the inequality

d d
> M, > /
oY [V we Y [

and therefore

2

&i(v) — /Rd&(v')Mu(v’) dv'| My (v) dv

d d
M, () do > 2o Aud o2 207 o) d
J;Adlvvsll M, (v) dv > —— ;/Rd[(&( )+ Voti1Mu(v) d

min{o, A, }

= TR g}, € e Y, (31)

We introduce the continuous bilinear symmetric form a,, : H}V[u X H}V[u — R defined by

d
au(§777) = U/Rdavg : 81)77 Mu(v) dv = Zau(§i777i)a 5777 € H}\/Iu

i=1

and the linear form L : H}\/[u = R, L(n) = [gav —u) - n(v)My(v) dv,n € H}\/Iu- Under the
hypothesis ([I2)), it is easily seen that L is bounded on H]lwu

1/2
L= i) o < ([ o+ Pt o)l e B,

Proposition 4.1 There is a unique solution F of the variational problem
F e I:I]lwu and a,(F,n) =L(n), for anyne Hy, .

For any W € R? we have iy (v) = F(v) - W,v € R The vector field F is left invariant by
the family T,.

Proof. The bilinear for a, is coercive on ﬂ}\/[u, thanks to (31])

min{o, A\, }

9 HS”?\/IT” for any § S I:'I}Wu

au(§7 g) Z

By Lax-Milgram lemma, applied on the Hilbert space ItI}\/Iu’ there is a unique vector field
Fe ﬁ}uu such that
au(F,1) = L{y), for any n € Al .
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Actually, the above equality holds true for any n € H]lwu

d d
au(F,n) = au(Fyns) = aul(Fiyni — (05, 1)ar,,)
i—1 i—1
= L(771 - (771’ 1)Mu’ coNd — (77d, 1)Mu)

d
- ZZ; /Rd(”i — ;) [ni(v) — (i, 1), [ My (v) do

d
- ; /Rd(”i — u;)ni(v) My (v) dv
= L(n).

It remains to check that for any W € R?, v — F(v) - W solves (0), on H}, . Observe that
F-We fl}\/[u Notice also that for any 6 € Hjl\/[u we have W € H}\/Iu and

ay(F - W,0) = a/ L0, FW - V,0M,(v) dv
R4

= 0/ O F : 0y (OW) My, (v) do
R4

= a,(F,0W) = L(6W)

= /Rd(v —u) - Wé(v)My(v) dv

= L(0).

Thank to the uniqueness we obtain ¢y (v) = F(v)-W,v € RY, W € R?. Consider now O € T,,.
We are done if we prove that v — OF( *Ov) solves the same problem as F. Clearly we have

/ |OF(tOv)|* M, (v) dv = / |F ()2 M, (v) dv’ < +o0
R4 Rd

/a[OF( tO ] OJOF(TO NMy(w) dv = | OF('0 ) : OF(O )My(v) dv
R4 R4

= [ OF('Ov)'0: 0F('0v) 'OM,(v) dv
R4

= | OF(V) : 0F (v )M, (v") dv' < +o0.
R4

and

OF('Ov)M,(v) dv =0 | F@')M,(OV)dv' =0
Rd R
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saying that v — OF( !Ov) belongs to ﬁ}wu. For any n € H}Mu we have tOn(O ) € H}V[u and

a,(OF ('O ),n) =0 | O(OF('O")): oM, (v) dv

R
=0 | OOF('Ov) 'O : onM,(v) dv
R4
=0 [ OF®): 'O(n)(Ov)OM,(Ov") dv
R4
=0 Rd@F(v') :0(TOn(0 ) (V)M (V') dv'

= / (v —u) - "On(Ov )M, (v') dv’
Rd

= /Rd(v —u) - n(v)M,(v) dv = L(n).

(|

The vector field F' expresses in terms of two functions which are left invariant by the family
T

Proposition 4.2 There is a function v, which is left invariant by the family T, such that
v—(v-Q)Q
v = (v- Q)

Proof. Obviously we have F' = (F - Q)Q + F' = ¢oQ + F’, with F' = (I; — Q® Q)F. The
vector field F’ is orthogonal to Q and is left invariant by the family 7,

+ 1o (0)Q, ve R\ (RQ).

F(v) = 1(v)

F'('Ov) = F('Ov) — (F('Ov) - Q)Q = 'OF(v) — (*OF(v) - Q)
= 'O(F(v) — (F(v)-Q)Q) = 'OF'(v), veR%L

We claim that F”(v) is parallel to the orthogonal projection of v over (RQ)*. Indeed, for any
v € R?\ (RQ), let us consider

By = Y899
(09

When d = 2, since F(v) and F’(v) are both orthogonal to €2, there exists a function ¢ = ¥ (v)

such that
(IQ —O® Q)U

[o? = (@ 0)*

If d > 3, let us denote by - E, any unitary vector orthogonal to F and €. Introducing the
orthogonal matrix O = I; —2+*E® +E € T,, we obtain F'( ‘O -) = 'OF’. Observe that

L v—(v-Q)Q _ LB
VIPE=(0-Q2 VP = (- 9%

F'(v) = (v) E(v) = 1) (v) e R\ (RQ).

0= 1tE-E@w) = 1E Ov=vw

and thus
F'(v) = F'(Ov) = OF'(v) = (I; - 2tE® TE)F (v) = F'(v) = 2( *E- F'(v)) *E

from which it follows that +E - F’(v) = 0, for any vector - E orthogonal to F and 2. Hence,

there exists a function v (v) such that

(Ig—Qx Q)

d
S V€ R\ (RQ).

F'(v) = $(0) E(v) = (v)
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It is easily seen that the function 1 is left invariant by the family 7,. Indeed, for any O € T,
we have

Y(tOv) = F'(10v) - E(tOv) = 'OF'(v) - 'OE(v) = F'(v) - E(v) = ¢(v), v € R%
Similarly, iq is left invariant by the family 7,
Yo (tOv) = F('0v)-Q = '"OF(v) - Q= F() - 00 = F()-Q=1q(), ve R OeT,.

(|

The functions v, 1o will enter the fluid model satisfied by the macroscopic quantities p, €2, |u|.
It is convenient to determine the elliptic partial differential equations satisfied by them.

Proposition 4.3 There are two functions x = x(¢,r) :] —1,1[x]0, +00[— R, xa = xalc,7) :
] = L1[x]0,+00[= R such that ¢(v) = x (v-Q/|v],|[v]),va(v) = xa(v-Q/|v],|v]), v €
R%\ (RQ). The above functions satisfy

—00{r" P (1= )T e(e,r, [ul)dex} — 00, {r (1 —c2> = ele,r, [ul)Orx ) (32)
+o(d—2)rt 31 — )2 ele,r Jul)y = i1 — )T ele,r, [u), (c,r) €] —1,1[x]0, +00]
and
—00:{r43(1 = )T ele,r, [u)dexa} — 00, {rT N (1 - )T eler [u))drxa}l  (33)
= 19 re — [u))(1 = )T ele,r u), (c,7) €] — 1,1[x]0, +00]
where e(c,r,l) = exp (—% + %d — @)

Proof. The function ¢q = F - ) satisfies
zl)gefl}wu and o [ Vy¥q - V0 M,(v) dv:/(v—u) Q 0(v)M,(v) do, HEHM (34)
Rd Rd

By Remark 2.1l we know that there is xqo = xa(c, ) such that ¢qo(v) = xa(v - Q/|v], [v]),v €
R\ (RQ). As 1q belongs to H}, , which is equivalent to

[ va@)M, () dv =0, /|VMZ)Q|M()dv<+oo

we are led to the Hilbert space

s 43
Hyju = {h ] — 1,1[x]0, +o0[> R, / pi-1 / hler)etear fu (1 = )T dedr =0,
aa

d—1 i 9l — c? 2 9\ d=3
/R T /1 (Och) 2 + (0rh)*| e(e,ryul)(1 —¢*) 2 dedr < +o00}
N _

endowed with the scalar product

(s 9) . _/ d— 1/ [3 h@cg —1—8 h@rg} e(c,r,|ul)(1 —¢ ) dcdr h,g € H |u-

Taking in (34) 6(v) = h(v - Q/|v],|v]), with h € H) |, (which means 6 € fl}\/[u), we obtain
+1 d—3
/ = 1/ [ e X0 h —|— OrxQ0r h] e(e,r,|ul)(1 —c*) 2 dedr
R4

— rd—1 rc— |ul)h(c,r)e(c, T, |u — )% dedr
_/R+ /_1< [ul)h(e, r)e(e,r, [ul)(1 = *) "2 ded
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which implies ([B33]). We focus now on the equation satisfied by ¢. Let us consider an or-
thonormal basis {E, ..., Eg_1} of (RQ)*. By Remark 2] we know that there is x = x(c,r)
such that ¥ (v) = x(v - Q/|v|, |v]) and

v - E; v-E;
(v)=FW)-E; =9 : = x(v-Q/|v|,|v :
i (0) = F(0) - By = 00) g s = 0o 0/l o)l s
for v € R4\ (RQ),i € {1,...,d — 1}. Let us consider 1, n(v) = h(v - Q/|v], |v|)\/ﬁ,
where h = h(c, 7") is a function such that ¢g, j € H . Actually, once that Vg, 5 € H}
then ((¢Yg, p,1) = [gah(v - Q/|v|, |v|)% ( ) dv = 0, saying that ¢, € Hi,
A stralghtforward computation shows that
v-FE; 1q — v|
VU,l/}Ei,h = Ozh Q+0, h
ww—w-m2 [v] |v]
(v—(v-Q)Q)@v] E;
+h | ) |1qg—
() [ et e
and
(v Ei)? 0o (v B)?
Volgnl* = == (0ch)’ + 3 (0,:h)?
Vibral =T T~
2 (w-Q)?—(v-E; -
(I = (v-92)%)? H

The condition ¥ g, , € H}wu writes

(¢E¢,h)2Mu(U) dv < +00, ]vaEhh]QMu(v) dv < 400
R4 Rd

which is equivalent, thanks to the Poincaré inequality (23] to
/ |vv7pEi,h|2Mu(v) dv
Rd

(v E)? L B0k ol — (v Q)2 - (v- Ei)® 2]
= ————(0.h + h dv < +00
Lo+ S + e a )

and therefore to h € H | |,, where we consider he Hilbert space

HJ_,|u\ = {h :] -1, 1[X]0’ +OO[—> Ra Hh||3_,|u\ = (h’ h)J_,\u| < +OO}

endowed with the scalar product

o= [ [ [

G(C, T, |u|)(1 —C ) 2 dCdT?g’ h? € HJ—7|“"
Taking 0 = g, 5 € gzluu in (30) leads to

gah+amah+(d_”wﬂ

1-¢?)

/ vvwE vwEl,hM dU —/ TbE“h (s E) ( )d?} h e HJ_ Jul

or equivalently

/ d— 1/ [1—0 OcXOch + 0p X0, h+M} e(c,r,|u|)(1—02)% dedr
R

2(1=¢?)
= [ [ et - )5 dar he
R, -1 7
which implies (32). ]
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5 The fluid model

The balances for the macroscopic quantities p,u follow by using the elements in the kernel
of L.

Proof. (of Theorem [TT])

The use of ¢ = 1 € ker L7 leads to (T). By Lemmal[3.3] we know that (Ru)* C ker(M,, —oly)
and thus, for any (t,z) € R, x R? the vector field

vn—>F/(t,x,v):X<v Q(t, z) o ‘>( — Q(t, x)@th ZwE

|v| VI = (v Q(t,x))

belongs to the kernel of £%, implying that

of F'(t,z,v) dv+/ v-Vof F'(t,z,v) dv =0, (t,z)€ R, x R%
R4 R
We have 0 f = 0,pM,, + p%(v —u) - Oyu and we obtain

8tf F' dv = / 0tp+ (v—u)- 8tu> X <U‘U‘Q, ]v[) 1|)v|_2(i) (3)3)2 M, (v) dv

::@p/ﬁ ( \?“) |va(?§;2M%“0d”
22 [ (B ) o RO D R BB g, gy

o Jr P (v Q)

It is easily seen (use the change of variable v = (I; — 2E; ® E;)v',1 <i < d — 1) that

v—(v-Q)Q = (v Ey)E; _

R4 \/\UP (v-Q)2 ) dv Z;/Rdx [v]2 — (v- Q)ZMU(U) dv=0,

v—(v- QY@ [(v- QA —u] . ! (v-E)E;@[(v-QQ—u]
/RdXMu E (0.0 dv—;/RdXMu PEEICHOE dv =0,
and

[v—(v-Q)Q & [v—(v-Q)Q] (v Ej)

M, dv = dvE E;
fx o= (0 ) Zd / i ¢

) dvE; @ E;

_Z R \/\0\2 (v-Q)?
V|v|? 0)?2
/ W' Ch v) do(ly— Q@ Q).
]Rd

-1
Therefore one gets

/ OfF'(t,x,v) dv = CJ_JB(Id —Q®02)0u (35)
R4 g

=[x <\v\ ”) LD ) o
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Observe also that
v-Vuf =(v-Vup)M, + ﬁaxuv (v —u)M,
o

= (v-Vgp)M, + Baxuv (o= (v- D2+ (v Q)Q —u)M,,
o

and therefore

. ! o — v . v(v—(v-Q)Q)@v y
[ ven = [ () i I v, (36)
P v-Q y U(v—(v-Q)Q)@(v—(v-Q)Q—i—(v-Q)Q—u) wo do
+U/Rd (!v!’”)Mu() 02 = (v - Q)2 Guuw v

As before, using the change of variable v = (I — 2F; ® E;)v',1 <1i <d — 1, we have

e [ 0B 0 0 2)
i WP (o 0P
(v—(v-Q)Q)® (v-Q)Q
e e

= CJ_J(Id -O® Q)

dv

For the second integral in the right hand side of (36), by noticing that

v-Q

/ (v-E;)(v-Ej)(v- Eg)x <—‘, |v|> M,(v)dv =0, i,75,ke{l,....d—1},
Rd v

we obtain

/ XMu(U)(U —(v- Q) ® (v— (U-Q)Q—i—(v-Q)Q—u)aﬂw do
R P — (v QP

:/ Pl L)1) LY Gl CEL UL PPN
R W2 — (v- Q)2

(v—(v- Q)R ((v- Q2 —u)
+ [ o Eowoap T ame

(v—(v- Q)@ (v—(v:-QQ)
WP (00
=cio(lg—Q®Q)(Opu + L0,u)Q — ci1Ig—Q®Q) (u-0y)u,

=ciolg—Q® Q)0,ud + / XM, topul(v-Q)Q —u] dv
R4

where

2 _ (v-0)2
Cclo= / (v-Q)x pl* = (v- ) M, (v) dw.
’ R4 d— 1

Therefore we deduce
/ (v Vi f)F'(t,z,v) dv=rc1(Ig — Q@ Q) Vap + gCL72(Id —Q®0)(0pu + "0,u)Q
Rd

_ gq,l(Id —Q®Q) (u-8,)u (37)

and finally (35]), (B17) yield

Ve 2
(I4—Q20)Oyu+0o(1;—Q20Q) pp+ci(Id—Q®Q)(u-8$)u+(cL—1)(Id—Q®Q)Vx% =0 (38)
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where
s el x (B 10]) VIOP = (0 2PM, (v) do
et ) fax (32, 100) VIOP = (0 QPM, (v) do
fR rdtL [ cos Ox(cos 0, r)e(cos 0, r,1(c)) sin™ 6 dodr
fR rd [ x(cos 0, r)e(cos 0, r,1(0)) sin®" 6 dodr

Recall that |u| = I(0) and therefore we have u - dyu = $0[ul> = 0, (u- 0y)u = 1V, |ul> =
implying that
Q-9u=0, '0,uQ=0, Q- 9u=0.

The equation (B8] becomes

o Vep
— (I —Q®Q
l(O’)( d ® ) p

We have to check that c¢; 1 # 0. This comes by using the elliptic equations satisfied by ¥ g,,
that is

W+ 1(o)c (V) + = 0.

—0div,(M,Vbp,) = (v- E)M,(v), veR? ie{l,..d—1}.
Indeed, we have
e (v- E;)?
P Ja \/m
= /Rdszi (v)(v - E;) My, (v) dv = O’/Rd‘vyleiPMu(v) dv > 0.

(v) dv = /Rd(F(v) < Ei) (v Ey)M,(v) dv

(|

Other potentials v — V(|v|) can be handled as well. For example, let us assume that
thereis o > 0,0 < l;(0) < lz2(0) < 400 such that the function [ — Z(o,1) is stricly increasing
on [0,/1(0)], constant on [l1(0),l2(co)[, and strictly decreasing on [l2(c), +oo[. In that case,
for any I € [I1(0),l2(0)] we have 9% Z(0,1) = 0 and by Lemma 3.3 we deduce that M, = o1y,
saying that ker(M,, — ol;) = R%. Using the function v, we obtain a balance for |u| as well.

Proof. (of Theorem [T.2])

In this case 1¥q belongs to ker £%, and therefore we also have the balance
/ Stz (v) dv +/ (v Vaf)bam(v) dv = / Lt ()0 dv = 0.
Rd Rd R
As before, using also [patq(v)M,(v) dv = 0, we write
/ By fibe dv = / [@pMu(v) + 2 () (v — ) -&gu] bo(v) dv (39)
R4 Rd o
= (o= Lu-) | volo)My(v) dv
g R4
+2 / xaMy(v)v— (v- Q)2+ (v-Q)Q] dv - dyu
0 JRd
= BC”JQ . (%u
o
where

C||71 = /R (U Q)wﬂ( ) ( ) dv = /Rd(v - u) - wﬂMu dv = O'/Rd‘vvl/}QPMu(U) dv > 0.
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Similarly, observe that
/ (U : va&f)wﬂ dv = / [U “Vap + £8JJUU (v — u)] Mu(v)wﬂ (U) dv (40)
R4 R4
/(U Q)a(v) My (v) dv (2 - Vep) + /1/19 v)(v—u) @vdv: dyu
Rd
=22 Vap + = / YoM {[v— (v- Q@ [v— (v- N+ (v-Q)*Q® Q} dv : dyu
——/wg v)v do - t@uu—CHIQ Vap
2 _ .Q
+ p {/RdeMu’U’d%l) dv (I4g —NQQ) + /Rd(v Q)P M, dv Q ® Q} : Ozu

— Ec”,lQ- Lo un

—C”lQ Vaep+ — (20”2—‘21’0”1)9@9 3u+—0||3(1d—Q®Q) Opth

2
2 .

where

v- 0?2 2 = (v- Q)2
A2 = /Rd( 2 Ya(v)My(v) dv, ¢ 3= MT/JQ(U)MU(’U) dv.

2 ’ R4 d—l

In the above computations we have used the identity (I[;—Q®Q) : Oyu = |u|div,Q. Combining

39), ([@Q) leads to

2
Q- Ou+oQ)- % +e (2 (u-0p)u) + (¢ — 1) (Q Va [ul ) + CI||u|2diva =0 (41)

where ¢ = A2 o = 2 Rinally we deduce from (38), (@) the balance for the mean

luley,1’
velocity u

2
Ou+cy(Ig—QRQ)0uu+ ¢ (Q@ Q) (u- Op)u+ (e —1)([g —Q® Q)qu

lu |2 Vap

+ (¢ = D(OQ®Q)V, (1div,Qlulu = 0.

(|

Remark 5.1 When V = 0, the equilibria are Mazwellians parametrized by p € Ry and
u e R?

N A _|v—u|2 d
M, (v) = @ro)i? exp( 5 ), v € R

In that case the function | — Z(o,1) is constant

Z(0) = | ex o —up dv = (270)¥2, 1 € RY
R 2% = NI +

It is easily seen that the solution of

—odiv {M,0,F} = (v —u)M,(v), veRY, / M, (v)F(v) dv =0
R4
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is F(v) = v —u,v € R, which belongs to ﬁ}wu, and therefore the functions v, q such that

P) = () —= LV om0, ve R\ (RY
o] = (v- Q)2
are given by
v—(v-Q)Q d
) = (v — 1) VIE= (09, ga(®) = (v—u)-Q, veR

VP = (097
and Yp,(v) = F(v) - E; = (v-E),v e R4, 1 <i<d—1.
By straightforward computations we obtain

0> = (v- Q) 2
cL1= ———M,dv= [ (v-E1)’Mydv=—0c [ (v-E1)(V,M, -E)dv=0c
S R R

2 _ .QQ
CMZ/ OO GRS dv:/ (v Q)(v- B)?M, dv
’ Rd d—l R4

- /Rd(v - Bdiv,(MuBy) do = [ Mu(0)By- (02 B2+ (0- )] do
= olul.

€12

 Juleyr

C||71 = U/ |VUT;Z)Q|2Mu(/U) dv=o¢
R4

=1

clL

.0)? .0)2
Cl2 = / G YoM, dv = —J/ - div, (M,Q) dv = O'/ (v-Q)M, dv = olu|
’ Rd 2 Rd 2 R4

_ A2
|uley 1

€l

‘0‘2 —(v- 9)2 2 2 1
|3 = ——~ YoM, dv= [ (v-Ey)*YoM, dv=—0c [ (v-Ey)*div,(M,Q) dv
R4 d - 1 R4 R4

= 20/ (v- Ey)(EL-Q)M, dv=0.
Rd

In this case (I0), (II)) are the Euler equations, as expected when taking the limit ¢ N\, 0 in
the Fokker-Planck equations

Ofs+v-Vufs= édivv{avvf8 + ffv —ulff])}, (t,x,v) € Ry x RY x RY

that is

Op + divy(pu) =0, Opu + dpuu + O_V;,;,O
p

=0, (t,r) €R; xR
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6 Examples

We analyze now the potentials v — V,, g(Jv]) = 5% — a%. Clearly the hypothesis (I2))
is satisfied, and thus the function Z(o, |u|) = [p.exp <— Iv;”z — Va"’a(‘v‘)) dv is well defined.

As seen in Section 2] the sign of 9;Z(o,1), for small o > 0, depends on the sign of Vo’h 5- The
potential V, g satisty (7)) with ro =+/a/f

Vo pg(r) = r(Br?’ —a) <0 for 0<r<+/a/f and Vi g(r) >0 for any r > \/a/p.

One can check that these potentials belong to the family V), see [36]. We include an example

4 2
Via(lv]) = % — % for the sake of completeness. In this case the critical diffusion can be
computed explicitly.

Proposition 6.1 Consider the potential v — Vi 1(|v]) = % - % The critical diffusion og
writes A il
e 1 fR+ exp(—2%/4)2%1 dz g
oy " =~ .
0 d [p, exp(=2*/4)z 1 dz”
In particular, for d =2 we have oy = 1/7.
Proof. We have ) . )
2uw) = 2 v = g 1

and therefore

P 2
2(0.) = [ o (-2 ) ao =[5 oxp (-5 )
R o 20
4 ™
/ exp <—T—> rd=1 / exp <Tl COSG) sin?=2 0 dédr.
Ry 4o 0 g

Taking the second derivative with respect to [ one gets cf. Remark

4 . l2 Q=1 2 l2
9Z(a,1) :/ exp <_@ L > w dv = |S2| exp <_2_>
d g

4o o 20

R o
4 p e
/ €xp (—T—> rd=1 / exp <Tl COSG) (rcos? 21) 7 sin?=2 9 dgdr
Ry 4o 0 o o
and therefore
d—2 4 T
al%Z(U,O) = | B | exp <—T—> pdtt dr/ cos? 0sin? 26 do
g Ry 40 0

’Sd72‘ 744 ™
— exp <——> rd=1 dr/ 0sin?26 de.
g Ry 4o 0

It is easily seen that
/ cos?fsin® 26 do = / sin?26 d6 + / cos’ @sin®1 6 do
0 0 0
= / sin?2 0 df — (d— 1)/ cos? 0sin?26 do
0 0
and thus

/ cos? fsin?26 dh = 1 / sin?260 dg, d> 2.
0 d Jo
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We obtain the following expression for the second derivative 937 (o, 0)

97Z(0,0) [y sin®26do (1 A P\
s 2 E/[Mexp e dr—a/[MeXp )" dr .

1/4

Using the change of variable r = ¢'/*2, we have

4 4
/ exp (_r_) rdtt dr = / exp (—Z—> A P
R4 40' R4 4
4 4
/ exp <_7“_> rd=ldr = / exp (—Z—> 241 d; o
Ry 4o Ry 4

and thus 927 (0,0) > 0 iff

The critical diffusion oy is, cf. Proposition 2.3

e 1 fR+ exp(—2%/4) 21 dz

= d>2
Ky Ay P
In particular, when d = 2, we obtain
4
[ en-st it de= [ exp(-stnaf = [ exp(-) ds =1
R4 R 4 R4
and
2
/ exp(—2z1/4)z dz = / exp(—2z1/4) 4= = / exp(—s?) ds = VT
R+ R+ 2 R+ 2
implying that og = 1/7. O
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