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ABSTRACT. We are interested in studying the stationary solutions and phase transitions of aggre-
gation equations with degenerate diffusion of porous medium-type, with exponent 1 < m < co.
We first prove the existence of possibly infinitely many bifurcations from the spatially homoge-
neous steady state. We then focus our attention on the associated free energy proving existence
of minimisers and even uniqueness for sufficiently weak interactions. In the absence of unique-
ness, we show that the system exhibits phase transitions: we classify values of m and interaction
potentials W for which these phase transitions are continuous or discontinuous. Finally, we com-
ment on the limit m — oo and the influence that the presence of a phase transition has on this
limit.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we deal with the properties of the set of stationary states and long-time asymptotics
for a general class of nonlinear aggregation-diffusion equations of the form

Op =B TAp™ + V- (pVW % p) (z,t) € Q x (0,7 1)
p(z,0) = po(z) € L2 Q) NL™(Q)NP(Q) z€Q ’ '

where 1 < m < oo is the nonlinear diffusivity exponent of porous medium type [V()?], 8 >0
measures the relative strength between repulsion (by nonlinear diffusion) and attraction-repulsion
(by the nonlocal aggregation terms), and W € C?(Q) is the attractive-repulsive interaction po-
tential. Here 2 denotes the d-dimensional torus T¢ having side length L > 0, with P(Q) being
the set of Borel probability measures on €2, and L™ () the set of m-power integrable functions on
Q. Notice that for m = 1 we recover the linear diffusion case which is related to certain nonlocal
Fokker-Planck equations, also referred to as McKean—Vlasov equations in the probability commu-
nity. These equations also share the feature of being gradient flows of free energy functionals of
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for p € L™(Q) NP(Q), as discussed extensively in the literature [JKO98, Ott01, Vil03, CMVO03,

AGSO08]. We refer to [CCY19] for a recent survey of this active field of research. Note that although
we have included the free energy for m = 1 in (1.2), we will mostly be dealing with case m > 1 in

this article. We will only discuss the case m = 1 as a limiting case of the energies Fiasm — 1.
The case m =1 is treated in more detail in [CGPS20].

Aggregation-diffusion equations such as (1.1) naturally appear in mathematical biology [BCMO07,
VS15, CMS*T19, BDZ17, BCD™ 18] and mathematical physical contexts [Oel90, Phi07, FP08, BV13]
as the typical mean-field limits of interacting particle systems of the form

N
X} = —% > VWN(X] - X])dt ++/28; 1 dBf,
1#]
where WV = %@N + W and pN(x) = Nép(N¢dg), for all x € R?. Here, ¢ is a the typical
localized repulsive potential, for instance a Gaussian, and 0 < £ < 1. Notice that due to the choice
of &, the shape of the potential gets squeezed to a Dirac Delta at 0 slower than the typical relative
particle distance N~1/¢. Also, By 1'> 0 is the strength of the independent Brownian motions
driving each particle. We refer to [Oel90, Phi07, BV13] for the case of quadratic diffusion m = 2
with 81 = 8, v = 0, and to [FP08] for related particle approximations for different exponents m.
The McKean—Vlasov equation m = 1 is obtained for the particular case 1 = 400 and [ = S,
being the inverse temperature of the system for the linear case, and its derivation is classical for
regular interaction potentials W, see for instance [Szn91].

Analysing the set of stationary states of the aggregation-diffusion equation (1.1) and their prop-
erties depending on 3, the relative strength of repulsion by local nonlinear diffusion and attraction-
repulsion by nonlocal interactions, is a very challenging problem. As with the linear case, the flat
state

poo =L =10 ", (13)

is always a stationary solution of the system. The problem lies in constructing nontrivial sta-
tionary solutions and minimisers. In the linear diffusion case m = 1, we refer to [CP10, CGPS20]
where quite a complete picture of the appearance of bifurcations and of continuous and discon-
tinuous phase transitions is present, under suitable assumptions on the interaction potential W.
Bifurcations of stationary solutions depending on a parameter are usually referred in the physics
literature as phase transitions [Daw83]. In this work we make a distinction between the two:
referring to the existence of nontrivial stationary solutions as bifurcations and the existence of
nontrivial minimisers of 5" as phase transtions. Particular instances of phase transitions related
to aggregation-diffusion equations with linear diffusion have been recently studied for the case of
the Vicsek-Fokker-Planck equation on the sphere [DFL15, FL12] and the approximated homoge-
neous Cucker-Smale approximations in the whole space [Tugl4, BCnCD16, ASBCD19]. We also
refer to [Sch85] where the problem was studied on a bounded domain for the Newtonian interaction,
and to [Tam&4] where the problem was studied on the whole space with a confining potential.
However, there are no general results in the literature for the nonlinear diffusion case (1.1),

m > 1, except for the particular case of m = 2, d = 1, with W given by the fundamental solution



of the Laplacian with no flux boundary conditions (the Newtonian interaction) recently studied
in [CCWT20]. Despite the simplicity of the setting in [CCWT20], this example revealed how
complicated phase transitions for nonlinear diffusion cases could be. The authors showed that
infinitely many discontinuous phase transitions occur for that particular problem. Let us mention
that the closer result in the periodic setting is [CKY13], where the authors showed that no phase
transitions occur for small values of 3, when the flat state is asymptotically stable, for m € (1, 2].

Our main goal is thus to develop a theory for the stationary solutions and phase transitions of
(1.1) for general interactions W € C?(£2) and nonlinear diffusion in the periodic setting, something
that has not been previously studied in the literature. This paper can be thought of as an extension
of the results in [CGPS20] to the setting of nonlinear diffusion. Considering this, we need to define
appropriately the notion of phase transition for the case m € (1,00), as done in [CP10] for the
linear case m = 1.

Note that, unlike in the linear setting, the L'(2) topology is not the natural topology to de-
fine phase transitions. It seems that for m > 1 the correct topology to work in is L*°(€2) (cf.
Definition 5.10 and Remark 5.17 below). For our results we will often require compactness of
minimisers in this topology. One possible way of obtaining this compactness is via control of the
Holder norms of the stationary solutions of (1.1). In Section 3 we briefly comment on the exis-
tence of solutions to (1.1) before proceeding to the proof of Holder regularity. Since this is a key
element of the subsequent results and the proof of Holder regularity for such equations is not in
the literature we include the proof in full detail in Section 3. It relies on the so-called method of
intrinsic scaling introduced by DiBenedetto for the porous medium equation (cf. [DiB79]), which
is a version of the De Giorgi—-Nash—Moser iteration adapted to the setting of degenerate parabolic
equations. We make modifications to the method to deal with the presence of the nonlocal drift
term V - (oVW % p). We remark here that the proof of this result is completely independent of
the rest of the paper. In a first reading, readers more interested in the properties of stationary
solutions and phase transitions might choose to skip the proof and continue to Section 4. As a
consequence of the proof of Holder regularity, we also obtain uniform-in-time equicontinuity of the
solutions away from the initial datum in Corollary 3.4.

After the proof of the Holder regularity we proceed to Section 4, where we discuss the local
bifurcations of stationary solutions from the flat state po,. In Theorem 4.4, we provide conditions
on the interaction potential W and on the parameter 8 = B, such that (poo,S«) is a bifurcation
point using the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem (cf. Theorem B.1). In fact for certain choices of W
one can show that there exist infinitely many such bifurcation points. We then move on to Section 5,
where we prove the existence and regularity of minimisers Fg'. We also show that, for 5 small
enough, the flat state is the unique minimiser of the energy for m € (1, oo], thus extending the result
of [CKY13]. In Theorem 5.8, we use the uniform equicontinuity in time obtained in Corollary 3.4 to
prove that solutions of (1.1) converge to po in L(£2) whenever it is the unique stationary solution.
We show that, as in the linear case, the notion of H-stability (cf. Definition 2.1), provides a sharp
criterion for the existence or non-existence of phase transitions. We then proceed, in Lemmas 5.15
and 5.16 and Proposition 5.18, to provide sufficient conditions for the existence of continuous or
discontinuous phase transitions, where the proofs rely critically on the Holder regularity obtained
in Section 3. We also provide general conditions on W for the existence of discontinuous phase
transitions. We conclude the section by showing that m € [2, 3] all non-H-stable potentials W are
associated with discontinuous phase transitions of F7*, while for m = 4 we can construct a large

class of W that lead to continuous phase transitions of F5'. We summarise our results below:



(1) The proof of Hélder regularity of the weak solutions of (1.1) can be found in Theorem 3.3
and the preceding lemmas of Section 3.

(2) The result on the existence of local bifurcations of the stationary solutions is contained
in Theorem 4.4.

(3) The results on phase transitions are spread out throughout Section 5. The result on the
long-time behaviour of solutions before or in the absence of a phase transition can be
found in Theorem 5.8. The main result on the existence of discontinuous transition points
is Theorem 5.19 while the explicit conditions for a continuous transition point can be found
in Theorem 5.24.

(4) In Section 6, we treat the mesa limit m — oo. The I'-convergence of the sequence of
energies Jz' to some limiting free energy /> as m — oo can be found in Theorem 6.1.
We then provide a characterisation of the minimisers of the limiting variational problem
in terms of the size of the domain and the potential W in Theorem 6.2.

In Section 7, we display the results of some numerical experiments which we hope will shed further
light on the theoretical results, while also providing us with some conjectures about the behaviour

of the system in settings not covered by the theory.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

As mentioned earlier, we denote by P(2) the space of all Borel probability measures on € with
p the generic element which we will often associate with its density p(z) € LY(Q), if it exists.
We use the standard notation of LP(Q)) and H*(Q) for the Lebesgue and periodic L2-Sobolev
spaces, respectively. We denote by the C*(Q),C>(Q) the space of k-times (k € N) continuously
differentiable and smooth functions, respectively.

Given any function in f € L?*(Q) we define its Fourier transform as

F(k) = (f.ex) oy, ke
where
cos (%Lki xi) k; >0,
= Ny Heki (z4), where er; (zi) =<1 k; =0,
' sin (g &y <0,

and NV, is defined as

d
Ok
k-:—/H2 610 ::%. (2.1)

Using this we have the following representation of the convolution of two functions W, f € L?(Q2)

M\»—l

where W is even along every coordinate
1
WxHly) =D Wk D, Flok)esm ).
keNd k oc€Sym,, (A)
where Sym, (A) = Sym(A)/Hy. Sym(A) represents the symmetric group of the product of two-
point spaces, A = {1, —1}¢, which acts on Z? by pointwise multiplication, i.e. (o(k)); = ok, k €
7%, o € Sym(A). Hy is a normal subgroup of Sym(A) defined as follows
Hy := {0 € Sym(A) : o(k) = k}.

We need to quotient out Hy as there might be some repetition of terms in the sum desym( A) if

k € N? is such that k; = 0 for some i € {1,...,d}. Another expression that we will use extensively



in the sequel is the Fourier expansion of the following bilinear form

. 1 ~
[[we-vr@iwaay =Y wmr X Ifem)P. (22)
QxQ keNd k g€Symy (A)

The following notion will play an important role in the subsequent analysis.

Definition 2.1. A potential W € L?(Q) is said to be H-stable denoted by W € Hj if

W(k) >0, VkeZk+#0.

If this does not hold, we denote this by W € HS.  The above condition is equivalent to the
following inequality holding true for all n € L?(Q) :

/ W(x —y)n(z)n(y)dzdy > 0.
QxQ

Furthermore, if n, W # 0, we have that
/ W(z —y)n(x)n(y)dedy > 0.
QxQ

3. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS
We are interested in solutions of the following nonlinear-nonlocal PDE
Orp =B TAp™ + V- (pVW % p) (z,t) € Q x (0,7 7 (3.1)
p(z,0) = po(z) € L2 Q)N L) NP(Q) =€
where 1 < m < oo, B > 0, and W € C?(f) is even along every co-ordinate and has mean zero.
It is not immediately clear what the correct notion of solution for the above PDE is, as it need

not possess classical solutions. We introduce the appropriate notion of solution in the following
definition.

Definition 3.1. A weak solution of (3.1) is a bounded, measurable function
p e C(0,T); LA(Q))

with
p™ € L([0,T); H'(Q)),
such that

/ pla, ), £) de
Q

T

0

T
[ ] otationtet) + 5 mp™ w0 Vplat) - Vola.t) + 5V (W % pla.0) - Vla, 1)) dodt =0,
0 Q
(3.2)
for all ¢ € HY([0, T; LA(2)) N L2([0, T1; HY()) and p(z,0) = po().

Theorem 3.2. Given py € L2(Q2) N L™(Q) NP(Q), there exists a unique weak solution of (3.1).
Furthermore p(-,t) € P(Q) for all t > 0.

The proof of this result is classical and we will not include it. It relies on regularisation techniques
which remove the degeneracy in the problem. The meat of the matter is proving estimates uniform
in the regularisation parameter. We refer to [BCL09, BS10] for proofs of this result with W ¢
C?(9Q).

We turn our attention to the regularity of solutions of (3.1). The proof is based on the method

of intrinsic scaling introduced by DiBenedetto for the porous medium equation [DiB79, Urb08].



It is also similar in spirit to the proof in [KZ18] where regularity was proved for a degenerate
diffusion equation posed on R? with a potentially singular drift term. We also direct the readers
to [HZ19] where Hélder regularity was proven for drift-diffusion equations with sharp conditions on
the drift term using a different strategy of proof. Since we will mainly be concerned with stationary
solutions we assume for the time being that there exists some universal constant M > 0 such that
ol @) < M, where Qrp is the parabolic domain Q7 = Q x [0,7] and Qo := Q2 x [0,00). We
first state the result regarding Holder regularity.

Theorem 3.3. Let p be a weak solution of (3.1) with initial datum py € L>(2) NP(Q), such that
ol o (g < M < o0. Then p is Hélder continuous with exponent a € (0,1) dependent on the
data, m, d, W, and B. Moreover, the Holder exponent a depends continuously on 8 for > 0.

We also have the following consequence of the above result:

Corollary 3.4. Let p be a weak solution of (3.1) with initial datum po € L>°(Q2)NP (), such that
ol o () < M < oo. Then, for some C' >0, it holds that

Iply,11) = p(a,t2)| < Cn(dpal,y) + 111 =12/ 2)
for all x,y € T¢ and 0 < C < t1 < ta < 0o. Note that the constants Cp, and a are independent of

x,y and t1,ts.

We remind the reader that the above results are used to obtain the desired regularity and
compactness of minimisers in Lemma 5.4 and the equicontinuity in time of solutions for the long-
time behaviour result in Theorem 5.8, although they are of independent interest by themselves.
The proof of Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4 can be found in Section 8.

4. CHARACTERISATION OF STATIONARY SOLUTIONS AND BIFURCATIONS

Now that we have characterised the notion of solution for (3.1) we study the associated stationary
problem which is given by

BIAP™ +V - (pVW xp) =0, x € (4.1)

with the notion of solution identical to the one defined in Definition 3.1. One can immediately see
that poo (cf. (1.3)) is a solution to (4.1) for all 8 > 0. As mentioned earlier, (3.1) and (4.1) are
intimately associated to the free energy functional F* : P(Q2) — (—o0, +oc] which is defined as

nf_ - /me(x) dz — nf— 113 / e W(x —y)p(x)p(y)dedy, m>1
F5'(p) = 7

gt /Q (1o p)(x) da + / [ W)l dedy m=1

whenever the above quantities are finite and as +o0o otherwise. We will often use the shorthand
notation Sg'(p) = %fg P (x)dr — % and S = 7' [,(plogp)(z)dx for the entropies
and E(p) == % [[q W(z — y)p(x)p(y) dzdy for the interaction energy. We will also drop the
superscript m and just use F3(p) whenever m = 1.

Another object that will play an important role in the analysis below is the following self-
consistency equation
m

—— "+ Wap=0C,
m—1

571



for some constant C' > 0. We discuss how the above equation, solutions of (4.1), and Fj*(p) are
related to each other for the case m > 1 in the following proposition. (the case m = 1 is discussed
in [CGPS20] and the proofs are essentially identical)

Proposition 4.1. Let p € P(Q)NL™(Q) and fixr B > 0,m > 1. Then the following statements are
equivalent

(1) pis a weak solution of (4.1)
(2) pis a critical point of F*, i.e. the metric slope |0FF'|(p) is 0.
(3) For every connected component A of its support p satisfies the self-consistency equation,

i.e.

B ——p" T+ W p=C(A,p) (4.2)

with C(A, p) given by

m

_ n—1

Remark 4.2. We have used the notation

19l s ay = ( [ da:) ,

for 1 < m < oo, even though this is not a norm for 1 <m < 2.

Remark 4.3. Note that if a stationary solution p is fully supported then the constant C(A4, p) =

C (£, p) reduces to
m

C(,p) = ﬁ71W||pHLm 1(A) >

where we have used the fact that W has mean zero. We can now formally pass to the limit m — 1

to obtain
—1

2]
The solutions of the above equation are studied in detail in [CGPS20].

B ogp+Wxp= logpdm.

Now that we have various equivalent characterisations of stationary solutions of (3.1), we proceed
to state and prove the main result of this section regarding the existence of bifurcations from
the uniform state po, (cf. (1.3)). Before doing this however we need to introduce some relevant
notions. We denote by Hg (€2) the homogeneous H"((2) space and by H{'  (£2) the closed subspace
of H'(Q2) consisting of functions which are even along every coordinate (pointwise a.e.). Note
that the {eg}).cya o form an orthogonal basis for H{y,(£2). We then introduce the following map
F:HY () x Ry — Hg ((Q) for n > d/2 which is given by

F 1moom1W Ll . (4
(n,B) := B~ (Poo +m)" "+ Wxn— B~ |Q|(m_1)|\p +0llpm-1(q) (4.3)

Note that if F(n,5) = 0 then the pair (poo + 7, 3) satisfies (4.2) on all of . If one can show
that (pso +1)(z) > 0,Vx € Q then we have found a bonafide stationary solution of (3.1) by the
equivalency established in Proposition 4.1. Thus, we would like to study the bifurcations of the
map F from its trivial branch (0, 5) . To this order we compute its Fréchet derivatives around 0
as follows:

F(0,B)(e1) =B 'mpZ2e1 + W x ey
(Ovﬁ)( ):_6_ mpgé 2 €1



D?mF(OaB)(@lv@Q) :5_17”( —Z)Poo erez — 5_ Mp?o_g/elezdm
o 0
Dl F(0.8)(e1,ex.c0) =5 mlim = 2 — 3t Hexeaey - 57 =Rt [ cicaca o,

for some eq, e2,e3 € HY ((€2). We then have the following result:

Theorem 4.4 (Existence of bifurcations). Consider the map F : Hg () x Ry — Hg (Q) for
n > d/2 as defined in (4.3) with its trivial branch (0, 3). Assume there evists k* € N% k* #£ 0 such
that the following two conditions are satisfied

(1) W(k*) <0 ) )

(2) card{k eENLE£0: B = Vgé,ff}} =1
(0, 8) with
mpxe O (k)
i.e. there exists a neigbourhood N of (0,f.) and a curve (n(s),B(s)) € N,s € (=6,60),6 > 0 such
that F(n(s),s) = 0. The branch n(s) has the form

Then, (0, B4) is a bifurcation point of (0

ﬁ*:

3

n(s) = seps +r(ser, B(s)),

where ”THHS (@) = o(s) as s = 0. Additionally, we have that §'(0) =0 and

#'(0) = 2 ‘?ji(m - /Qei* da.

Proof. The proof of this theorem relies on the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem (cf. Theorem B.1).
Note that F' € C?*(Hy,(Q) x Ry; Hf (). Thus, we need to show that: (a) D,F(0,0.) :
Hy (Q) — Hg,(Q) is Fredholm with index zero and has a one-dimensional kernel and (b) for
any e € ker(D, F(0, 8.)), e # 0 it holds that D2, F(0, 5.)(e) ¢ Tm (D, F(0, ).

For (a) we first note that D,F'(0, ;) is a compact perturbation of the identity as the operator
W x e is compact on H ;. It follows then that it is a Fredholm operator. Note that the functions
{ertrena rzo diagonalise the operator Dy F'(0, B.). Indeed, we have

1

F(0,8.)(cx) =(5*1mp::z,2 N mwu@)ek

W (k
= <5*1m,0222 +p/? —@((k)) ) €k -

Note that if the conditions (1) and (2) in the statement of the theorem are satisfied it follows,
using the expression for 5., that D,F(0,5)(ex) = 0 if and only if & = k*. Thus, we have that
ker(D, F(0, 8«)) = span(eg~). This completes the verification of the condition (1) in Theorem B.1.

For condition (2) in Theorem B.1, we note again by the diagonalisation of D,F(0,/,) that
Im (D, F(0,5s)) = {span(e-)}". Thus, we have that

2 F(Oa B*)(ek*) = ﬁ*_Qmpglo_Qek* ¢ Im (DnF(Ovﬁ*)) .

We can now compute the derivatives of the branch. Using the identity [Kiel2, 1.6.3], it follows
that 8'(0) = 0 if D2, F(0, 8.)(ex+, ex+) € Im(D, F(0, 8.)). Thus, it is sufficient to check that

<D127nF(07ﬁ*)(ek*7ek*)7ek*> <ﬁ m(m 2)p00 ek*,ek*> = 0,

where the last inequality follows by using the expression for e%* from Proposition 5.23 and or-
thogonality of the basis {ey.},ye. Here (-,-) denotes the dual pairing in Hg',. Thus, we have that



B'(0) = 0. Finally we can compute 3”(0) by using [Kiel2, 1.6.11] to obtain
<D§mnF(0, Bi)(epr, gy €px ), ek*>

5'(0) = -
3(D2,F(0, B)ex ), en- )
_ B tm(m = 2)(m = 3)pit [ e da
385 2mple?
Be(m—=2)(m—=3) [ 4
= 302 /Q ey dz.
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.5. Since H () is continuously embedded in C°(£2) it follows that for the branch of
solutions po, + 1(s) found in Theorem 4.4 are in fact strictly positive for s sufficiently small and
are thus stationary solutions by the result of Proposition 4.1. Any interaction potential W (z) such
that infinitely many k satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.4 will have infinitely many bifurcation
points (0, Bx) from the trivial branch. A typical example would a be a potential for which the map
k — W (k) is strictly negative and injective.

Remark 4.6. Note that 57(0) > 0 for all m € (1,2)U(3, 00). This means that the branch turns to
the right, i.e. it is supercritical. On the other hand if m € (2, 3), then 8”(0) < 0. This means that
the branch turns to the left, i.e. it is subcritical. If m € {2, 3} we have that 8”(0) = 0. The relation
of this phenomenon to the minimisers of the free energy will be discussed in Proposition 5.22.

5. MINIMISERS OF THE FREE ENERGY AND PHASE TRANSITIONS

The nontrivial stationary solutions found as a result of the bifurcation analysis in the previous
section need not correspond to minimisers of the free energy, flgl(p). Indeed, we do not know yet
if minimisers even exist. We start first by proving the existence of minimisers of F7z'. We then
show that for 3 sufficiently small F* has a unique minimiser, namely poo (cf. (1.3)).

The natural question to ask then is if this scenario changes for larger values of 5. We provide a
rigorous definition by which this change can be characterised via the notion of a transition point
and define two possible kinds of transition points, continuous and discontinuous. We then provide
necessary and sufficient conditions on W for the existence of a transition point and sufficient
conditions for the existence of continuous and discontinuous transition points.

We start with a technical lemma that provides us with some useful a priori bounds on the

minimisers of ]-'Igl.

Lemma 5.1 (L*°()-bounds). Assume § > 0,m > 1. Then there exists some Bg , > 0, such
that if p € P(Q) with ||p|| Lo (o) > Ba,m, then there exists p € P(Q) with [|pl| o (o) < Ba,m with

F5'(p) < F5'(p) -

Proof. We start by noting that the following bounds hold

S7(0) zﬁ—(rfn)m - (51)

m—1 m—1
1
Elp) = — §HW*HL°°(Q) : (52)
We divide our analysis into two cases. For B > 0 and p € P(Q) let

Bg:={re€Q:p> B},



and

eEp = / pdz.
Bg
Case 1: (p,B) s.t. ep > &
We then have the following bounds on the entropy.

SB(p)Zm—l(/B p dx—l—/Bcp dx)—f_l

>ﬁlemfl_ 571 .
“2m-1) m-1

It follows then that we have the following bound on the free energy.

5lem71 1 571
D AE— |V Ve o S —

—1°
If we define a constant B; as follows

F5'(p)

2

1/(m—1)
WJrﬁ(m—l)IIW—IILm(Q)) J

Bi(m, ) := (

such that for B > By, 1/|Q| has a lower value of the free energy than p.
Case 2: (p,B) s.t. ep < %

We write p = pp + pr, where pp := p-xBp and p, := p— pp. We then have the following bound
on the entropy.

B—le—l

Sg'(p) = SE'(pr) + ep = S5'(pr) -

m—1
We can assume without loss of generality that ' (p) < Fj'(pso), otherwise the proof is complete.
It follows then that

E) < Epm)s  SPoHL— <SP+ < Wyt — e = s, )
P Poo) B8 \Pr m_1 = "8 P m—1-129 —llLe=(q) (m—]_)|Q|m71 =S.(Mm, D).
By expanding £(p), the following estimate can be obtained

1
E(pr) < Epo) + 51Vl = e
where we have used the fact that eg < 1/2. Define p, := (1 —ep) " 1p, € P(2). We have
B Blemfl 571 B / 571
m . qQm L) > m - _ 1— m m q
Sg'(p) — Sg'(or) 255 (pr) + w1 B m—l( €B) Qpr T
—1Bm—1 1— -m _ 1
ZEB |:ﬁ - <( 83) )S*(maﬁ):| .
m—1 €B
One can control the second term in the brackets as follows
1— -m_1 D1 —=8)"™"25 2m —1
<%)s*(m,ﬁ)§max<m+m(m+ )(2 ) 3 )s*(m,ﬁ),
B

for any 6 < 1. Setting § = %, we obtain

((1 —ep) -1

- >s*(m,5) <m(l+ (m+1)2™)s.(m, ).

Similarly, for the interaction energy we can compute the difference as follows
E(p) — E(pr) =E(p) — E(pr) + E(pr) — E(pr)

1 e2 — %p
> = S0y + £0on) (22228 )

(1 — 83)2
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>ERB [(%)5(%) - %”W—”Lm(ﬂ)] .

Using the fact that eg < 1/2 we can obtain

B 1
E(p) — E(pr) >ep [—86* - §|IW—||L°°(Q):| :

Now, we can define a second constant as follows

1/(m—1)
Ba(B.m) = [(m = 03 (m(1 +270n + s, 8)+ 8+ LW li)) |

such that for B > Bs, p, has a lower value of the free energy than p. We now set our constant as
follows

Bg ;= max(B1(8,m),2B2(8,m)) ,

)

and set p to either be (1/]]) or pg,. The constant 2 in front of B2(8, m) follows from the fact that
pr has been normalised. a

The expression for the constant Bg ,, is explicit as a result of which we can even obtain some
uniform control in m.

Corollary 5.2. Let (8,m) € (0,C) x [1 +¢,00) =: A C (0,00) x (1,00) for some C,e > 0. Then
B* :=sup,y Bg,m < 0.

We now proceed to the existence result for minimisers of F3".

Theorem 5.3 (Existence of minimisers). Fiz 8 > 0 and m > 1, then Fg' : P(Q) — (—00, +<]
has a minimiser p* € P(Q) N L>(Q). Additionally we have that

”p*HLOO(Q) < Bgm -

Proof. We note first that, from (5.1) and (5.2), Fz* is bounded below on P(Q). Let {pn}, oy be a
minimising sequence. Note that by Lemma 5.1 we can pick this sequence such that [|pn| ;o) <
Bg m. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem we have a subsequence {py, },cy and measure p* € L>(Q)
such that

Pn, — p*in weak-x L>(Q).
Furthermore, we can find another subsequence (which we do not relabel), such that
Pn, — p* in weak L?(Q).

Note that p* is nonnegative a.e. and also has mass one. Thus, p* € P(Q) N L*>(Q). The proof
would be complete if we can show lower semicontinuity of Fj" in weak L?(Q). Note that for
W e C?(), &(p) is continuous. On the other hand, S5 (p) is convex and lower semicontinuous in
the L2(2) topology. It follows from fairly classical results (cf. [Brell, Theorem 3.7]) that Fgis
also weakly lower semicontinuous. This concludes the proof of existence of minimisers. The bound

simply follows from the fact that norms are lower semicontinuous under weak-* convergence. [J

Lemma 5.4 (Regularity and compactness of minimisers). Let pg € P(Q) be a minimiser of
F5(p). Then pg is Holder continuous with exponent a € (0,1) given by Theorem 5.3, where a
depends continuously on 3. Let {pﬁ}BeI be a family of such minimisers, where I C Ry is some

bounded interval. Then the family {pg}zc; is relatively compact in co(Q).

Proof. The proof of the first statement follows simply by applying Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 3.3
with M = Bg,,. For the second statement, let I be the closure of I. Then applying (8.17) for

11



some z,y € T?, we have that

lps(2) = ps(y) < Cndya(z,y)*,

where a = a(f),C, = Cr(8). Setting a* = max;a(3) and B* to be as in Corollary 5.2, we have
that

lps(@) — ps(y)| < Chdpa(z,y)*

where C} is some new constant depending on B*, m, d, and W. Thus, the family {pg} ser 18
equicontinuous. It is clearly equibounded from Corollary 5.2. Applying the Arzela—Ascoli theorem,
the result follows. O

Now that we have shown existence and regularity of minimisers we show that for 5 small or
W € H, minimisers of JF5" are unique and given by poo. To show this we start with the following

lemma which shows positivity of stationary solutions for 8 sufficiently small.

Lemma 5.5. There exists an § > 0 depending on m and W, such that for all 5 < § it holds that
if p € P(Q)NL™(Q) is a stationary solution of (3.1), then p(x) > ﬁ for all z € Q.

Proof. Note that if p € P(Q2) N L™(Q) is stationary, then, by Proposition 4.1, it satisfies on each

connected component A of its support
m
B ——p" T+ Wxp=C(A,p)
m—1

with C'(4, p) given by
- m m— 1
C(A,p)=p 1m”ﬂ”yﬂ—llm) + W /A W p(z)dz.
Thus, we have that p € L>°(Q2). Using a mollification argument and (4.2), one can then obtain the
following bound

me1l m—1 m—1
Vo™l e () SﬁTHVW*PHLw(Q) SﬁTHVWHLoo(Q)-
By Theorem 3.3, it follows that p is a-Holder continuous. Note further that we have that
-1
>
maxp(z) > |2,

Thus, we can choose 8 to be small enough, dependent on m and W, and apply the bound to argue
that
. m—1 > 1—-m 1-m )
min p™ " > 2770
Thus, the result follows. O

We can now use the positivity estimate of Lemma 5.5 to prove that for § sufficiently small
stationary solutions of (3.1) (and thus minimisers of F7*) are unique. This improves the result
of [CKY13], in which uniqueness is proved only for 1 < m < 2.

Lemma 5.6. For f < 1 andm € (1,00), peo S unique stationary solution of (3.1) and minimiser
of the free energy, Fg'.

Proof. Assume p € P(2) N L™ () is a stationary solution of (3.1). Then, we can apply the same
argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.5 to obtain
m—1

||W||L1(Q)||vp||L°°(Q) :

m—1 m—1
[Vp ||L°°(Q) < ﬁTHVW*pHLm(Q) < ﬁT

12



It follows that

e m—1
[(m—1)p 2VP||L°°(Q) < BTHWHLl(Q)HVpHLOO(Q) : (5.3)
Let us now assume that § < §, where ¢§ is the constant from the statement of Lemma 5.5. Fur-
thermore, if 1 < m < 2 the constant C(€2, p) in Proposition 4.1 can be controlled as follows
m m

m—1 —1
(1) /Qp W= Qm

where in the last step we have applied Jensen’s inequality. Thus, we have

C(p) < B!

m—1 1\
ool < (B2 W o+ )

for all z € Q. Thus, for 1 < m < 2, we can apply the above bound to (5.3) to obtain

B m—1 1 (2-=m)/(m~—1)
Vol oo (o) < o ﬁTHWHLw(Q) + ] Wl 1) Vol o g -

If 8 is sufficiently small, we have that ||Vpl] pey = 0. Thus, p = ps for B sufficiently small.
Similarly for 2 < m < oo, we can apply the bound from Lemma 5.5 to obtain

B

—m 2—m
Vol g (o) < E22 12 Wl L2y lIVell e g -

Applying a similar argument as before, we have that, for 5 < 1, p = pso. Thus, for f <K 1, peo is
the unique stationary solution of (3.1) and, by Proposition 4.1, the unique minimiser of 73*. [
We also have the following result on uniqueness of minimisers when W € H.

Theorem 5.7. Let W € H, and m € (1,00). Then F5'(p) has a unique minimiser p = poo.

Proof. We first consider the case in which W € H,. We write the linear interpolant as p; = po +tn
where 7 = p1 — po where po, p1 € P(Q) with F5*(po), Fj'(p1) < co. Differentiating with respect to

t twice we obtain that

a . o
2’8 ) =1 1/ mpi" dm+/ W (a = y)n(z)n(y) dz dy.
Q QxQ

For W € Hj the above expression is strictly positive. Thus, Fj'(p;) is a convex function, from
which it follows that 5" must have unique minimisers. We further argue that the minimiser must
be poo. Indeed, we have for any P(2) 3 p # poo that

Fi'(p) =Sg(p) + E(p)
>S5 (poo) + E(p)
ZSEL(/OOO) = ]:;T(Poo),

where the first inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality and the second one from the fact that
W € H, and Definition 2.1. O

We know now from Lemma 5.6, that for 5 < 1, poo is the unique minimiser of F3* and stationary
solution of (3.1). We now present the following result on the long-time behaviour of (3.1) in this

regime:

Theorem 5.8 (Long-time behaviour). Let p be a weak solution of (3.1) with initial datum po €
L>*(Q)NP(Q). Assume that B and W are such that peo is the unique stationary solution of (3.1)
(and, therefore, the unique minimiser of .7-73”) Then, it holds that

([0 1) = poo | e () = 0-
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Proof. We start by showing that if po € L>(Q) € P(Q), then [|p|| oy < M < co. We choose
as a test function in the weak formulation, ¢ = ppP~!, for some p > 1. Note that we can justify
this choice by mollifying ¢ and then passing to the limit. We then obtain from (3.2) the following
expression

T
/ppdx
Q 0

T
[ mem Ve, 0) - Vola,t) + e VO * p)(a. 1) - V() dadt = 0.
0 Q

Plugging in the value of ¢ on the right hand side and integrating by parts, we obtain
oG, D70 () =llPollTe )
T
46 Lom(p /
+ ‘V z,
/0 < (m+p— 1 P

T
+/OT <(p—1)/S2(AW*p(x7t))p(x7t)P dx) d&t

Applying the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we obtain that for ¢ a.e., it holds that

d p _ 45 Pm »

GOy == 22 E) [ |95 42 \ do+(p=1) [ (AW x pla. D)oot da
48~ pm( P
e A (0= DIAW | gl D2 e

(5.4)
Note that we can control the second term on the right hand side of the above expression as follows
1-6
10, )0y <lOC DI 0 1, Ol
L~ a2 (Q)

1-6
)Ilp((m+3_1)d ,
d—2

()

=|lp(-,t

(m+p l)d

where we have used the fact that 1 < p < and the constant 6 € (0,1) is given by

~ (m—=1)d+2p
S ((m+p—2)d+2)°
We now apply the Sobolev inequality on the torus, to obtain

1-6
o, Dy < llpCot) = 1+ 1P
L d-2 (Q)

< 2p<”>1(||,o<-, 0 - +1)
()

2p(1—0)

mrp—1
> +1
L3 (Q)

2p(1—6)

m+p—1 + 2p(1—9)
L2(Q)

Note that the constant Cy in the above estimate depends only on dimension and is independent of
p>1. Weset ¢ :=(m+p—1)/(p(1 —0)) and ¢2 := ¢1/(¢1 — 1). Note that from the definition of

6 we have

< op(1-6)-1 (Cdep(.’t)m?’_l

=3\ (= feotn=

m+p—1 (m+p—2)d+2

DT ey
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Thus, we have that

g (m+p—2)d+2
= 1T  tm-Dd+2

We can thus apply Young’s inequality with ¢, g2 to obtain

1
Hp( )HLP Q) = 2 <Cp,m7,6’||vf)('a )

—1
mp-1 2p(1—9)q203‘11 a2

+
HL?(Q) Cp,m, 39201

- 2P<19>> (5.5)

where Cp 1,3 > 0 is given by

46 'pm(p — 1)
(m+p—=12[[AW | poc(y(p — 1) |

Cpm,g =
Multiplying through by [|AW{|;« ) (p — 1), we can apply the estimate in (5.5) to (5.4) to obtain
d
oDy < = (0= DIAW e g o Dl ey
-1
op(1-0)g2 (241 " 42
FNAW | oo (p — 1) | e 4 2p(1=0) |
JAT o o >< T
Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that
op(1—0)g (y291 42
ot p <e —(P=DIAW ] oo (q)t 0 + 2 Hd + 217(1*9) .
[l )“LP( Q) | 0||Lp Q) Cpm 40241
It follows that

1 1/p
op(1—0)gz (y241 42
Do <[ e @IVl e (22 TFCa T gp(1-)
oG, O 2o < leollzy (@) Cp,m,39241

-1 _—1
2(1—9)q202p 9 92 -
S31/Z)Ina’x{|p0|L"O(Q)7 1/p 1/;0 1/;0 72(1 9 .
Opﬂn pd2

Note now that

-1 _—1
(1-0)q2 (¥2P" 41 G2
2 oF

1 1 1
Cp/ﬂl; 50 /Pq /p

as p — oo. It follows then that we can find a constant M dependent on HpoHLoo(Q), d, B, and m
but independent of ¢ and p such that

Hp('at)”LP(Q) <M,
for all t € [0, 00). Passing to the limit as p — oo, it follows that
HpHLOO(Qm) <M, (5.6)

for all t € [0,00). We can now apply Theorem 3.3 to argue that the solution p(z,t) is Holder
continuous with some exponent a € (0,1). Furthermore, we can apply Corollary 3.4, to argue that

Py, 1) = plat2)] < Ci (dpa(ay) + [t — 2] )" (5.7)

for all z,y € T? and 0 < C < t; < ty < oo. Consider now the solution semigroup S : Zg —
Zg,t > 0 associated to the evolution in (3.1), where

E=1{pePQ): Fi'(p) < E},

for some E € R. We make Zg into a complete metric space by equipping it with the da(-, -) Wasser-

stein distance. The fact that it is complete follows from the fact that F7" is lower semicontinuous
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with respect to convergence in da(-,-). Note that the family of mappings {S¢},-, forms a metric
dynamical system in the sense of [CH98, Definition 9.1.1]. This follows from the fact (cf. [AGS08,
Theorem 11.2.8]) the evolution defines a gradient flow p € C([0,0); Zg,) in P(£2) in the sense
of [AGS08, Definition 11.1.1] where Eo = F4'(po). We now define the w-limit set associated to the
initial datum py € L*°(Q2) N P(Q2), as follows

w(po) = {P* € Zp, + lim dz (S, (po); px) = 0, — 00}-

Since the metric space Zg, is compact, it follows that the set | J,~, S¢(po) is relatively compact in
Zg,. Applying [CH98, Theorem 9.1.8], we have that w(pg) # () and

tlgglo da(p(-,t),w(po)) = tliglo da(St(po),w(po)) =0,

where p(-, t) is the unique solution of (3.1) with initial datum py € P(Q)NL>(2). We now need to
show that w(pg) is contained in the set of stationary solutions of (3.1). Assume p. € w(po), then

there exists a time-diverging sequence ¢,, — oo such that

lim dQ(p()t’n)vp*) = nh—>n;<) dZ(Stn (po)vp*) =0.

n—r oo

Since the solution p(,¢) is gradient flow of the free energy Fz* with respect to the da(-, ) distance
on P(£), it follows that the following energy-dissipation equality holds true for all ¢t € [0,00)
(cf. [AGSO08, Theorem 11.1.3])

FP(po) — / OF2(p(-, 5)) ds (5.8)

where [0F5"| : P(Q) — (—o0, +00] is the metric slope of F* and is given by

— 9 1/2
|0F5"|(p) == </52‘51%+W*p pdx) :

Bounding the energy from below and then passing to the limit as ¢ — oo in (5.8), we obtain

| 0FPotes))ds < = min F o)+ 7o) < . (5:9)

We now consider the time-diverging sequence ¢, — oo and the sequence of curves {pn}, cn €
C([0,1]; Zg,) with p,(-,t) = p(-,t, +t). For each n € N, we have that

dQ(pn('vtl)apﬂ( ))

1/2

\/—Ilpn( 1) = Pl 2)l o)

< louots) = pule )2 0y < Ol =l

for all 1,2 € [0, 1], where in the last step we have used (5.7). We can thus apply the generalised
Arzeld—Ascoli/ Aubin-Lions compactness theorem (cf. [AGS08, Proposition 3.3.1]) to argue that
there exists a curve u € C([0,1]; Zg,) such that p,(-,t) converges to u(-,t), in the sense of weak
convergence of probability measures, for all ¢ € [0,1]. Furthermore, from the lower semicontinuity
of [0F 5| (cf. [AGS08, Theorem 5.4.4]) and Fatou’s lemma, we have that

1 1
/0|8}'g"b|2(u(.,s))ds Slggigéf/o |8]—'g"b|2(pn(.7s))ds

totl
=liminf |8}'§1|2(p(-,s)) ds =0,

n—oo
n

where in the last step we have used (5.9). It follows that [0F5"|(u(-,t)) = 0 for ¢ a.e. Thus, since
p is continuous, we can find a sequence of times m € N, t,, — 0, such that [0FF"|(u(-,tm)) = 0
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and da(p(-, tm), p(-,0)) = 0 as m — oo. Note further that u(-,0) = lim,— o p(+,tn) = px. From
the lower semicontinuity of [0F3"|(-) we have that

[0F 5" |(p+) = [0FF"|(1(+, 0)) = 0.

Applying Proposition 4.1, it follows that p. € Zg, C P(Q2) N L™ () is necessarily a stationary
solution of (3.1). Since poo is the unique stationary solution, it follows that

Jm da(p(-51), poo) = 0. (5.10)

However, from (5.6) and (5.7), we know that, for any time-diverging sequence t,, — 00, {p(-,tn)},cn
has a convergent subsequence in L*°(Q), whose limit must be po, by (5.10). Since the limit is

unique, it follows that
A [[p() = poo|l oo () = O-
U

Remark 5.9. We remark that the technique used in the proof of Theorem 5.8 can be adapted
to study the asymptotic properties of general gradient flows in the space of probability measures.
These ideas will be expanded upon in a future work (cf. [CGW20]).

From Theorem 5.7, it is also immediately clear that W € H¢ is a necessary condition for the
existence of a nontrivial minimiser at higher values of the parameter 8. Indeed, Theorem 5.7 tells
us that if W € H; then minimisers of JF5" are unique and are given by pc. Before we discuss this
any further, we introduce a notion of transition point that allows us to capture a change in the set

of minimisers.

Definition 5.10 (Transition point). A parameter value 8. > 0 is said to be a transition point of
5" if the following conditions are satisfied.
(1) For B < B¢, poo is the unique minimiser of Fz".
(2) At B = B¢, poo is a minimiser of Fp".
(3) For B > B, there exists P(Q) 3 pg # poo, such that pg is a minimiser of F3".

We further classify transition points into discontinuous and continuous transition points.

Definition 5.11 (Continuous and discontinuous transition points). A transition point 8. of Fg
is said to be a continuous transition point if
(1) At B = Be, poo is the unique minimiser of Fj".
(2) For any family of minimisers {pg}z. 5, it holds that
limsup||ps — pOOHLOO(Q) =0.
B—BE

A transition point 3. > 0 of F5" which is not continuous is said to be discontinuous.

It turns out that W € HY is in fact a sufficient condition for the existence of a transition point.
This result is analogous to the result in case m = 1 discussed in [GP70, CP10, CGPS20].

Proposition 5.12. Assume W € HS. Then there exists some parameter value 0 < . < 5&” with

By defined as

m—3/2
Bm — mpOO
' , Wik)’
MINgeNd k40 W

such that B. is a transition point of Fg'. Thus, W € HS is a necessary and sufficient condition for

the existence of a transition point.
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Proof. Consider the measure p° = ps + g€y € P(Q) for 0 < € < 1 where k# € N? is defined as
W (k)

k¥ :=arg min ——.
gkeNd,k;ﬁO (k)

if it is defined uniquely. If not we pick any k? that realises the minimum of the above expression.

We now consider an expansion of the energy ]-"gl(ps) around p® which we will use repeatedly

throughout the rest of this section. We Taylor expand around p, to obtain

- — - W(ku) g2 2
m( e\ _ Tm 1 m—2 1/2 <
F5'(p°) =F5 (peo) + (ﬁ MPos =+ Poo @(kﬁ)> B ||€kﬁ||L2(Q)

3
+ ﬁflm(m — 2)% / fm73ein dz,
Q

where the function f(z) € (poo, p°(z)). For € > 0 small enough, the highest order term can be
controlled as follows

Fg'(p°

~—

. e WK &2
<FR (o) + (5 ok 4 0 );nekunim)

3
+ B 'm(m — 2)N;fng||f||po?m|9|

_ _ e Wk €2
_m 1, m=2 1/2 - 2
+0(?).

For B > ﬁé”, the second order term in the above expression has a negative sign. Thus, for € > 0
sufficiently small we have that F7'(p°) < F4'(poc). Since, by Theorem 5.3, minimisers of F5* exists
for all 8 > 0, it follows that for all g > ﬁg” there exist nontrivial minimisers of the free energy.
Thus, there exists some 3. < B{" which is a transition point of the free energy Fz*(p). O

Remark 5.13. We note here that the ﬁg” defined in the statement of Proposition 5.12 corresponds
exactly to the point of critical stability of the uniform state p, i.e. if the stationary problem is
linearised about p, then ﬁg” corresponds to the value of the parameter at which the first eigenvalue

of the linearised operator crosses the imaginary axis.

Before attempting to provide conditions for the existence of continuous and discontinuous tran-
sition points we define the function F™ : (0,00) — R

F™(p) = pg%)l(rsl))}'ﬁ .

Lemma 5.14. For all 8 > 0, the function F™ is continuous. Assume further that there exists
B> 0andP(Q) 3 ppr # poo such that Fi(pg) = F™(B'). Then for all B > ', F5'(poo) > F™(B).

Proof. We note that for 0 < 8 < 3. (where 3. is possibly +oo) we have that F™(3) = F7*(peo)
which is clearly a continuous function of 8. Let 8y > 81 > B. (if 8. < oo, else we are done) and let
pg, be the minimiser of F5,- Note however due to the structure of the free energy we have that

F"(B2) <Fg,(ps.)

—1 - - m
—Fpp) + —— (85 - B7Y) / 7~ pr da
m—1 Q

1
) + (5t ) [ ol = o e

18



To obtain continuity of F™, note that the steps of the above equation would still hold with £, and
B2 exchanged. Using that pg, and pg, are uniformly bounded by Theorem 5.3, one has the desired
continuity.

Assume now that 73} (pg) = Fji (po) and let 3 > 3'. We then have that

F™(8) <F5'(psr)

. Tm 1 —1 /—1 / m
=TG5 pe) + 7 (BT =BT | pi —pede
1

<FiH(poo) + m(ﬂ*1 —5’*1)/9%”/ —ppr dz

1
<F§(poc) + ——(B7" - ﬁ"l)/ P = Poo A = F5" (poo) -
m_l Q

O

We will now try and refine our descriptions of discontinuous and continuous transition points in
analogy with the results in [CP10, CGPS20].

Lemma 5.15. If a transition point . > 0 is continuous, then 5. = 5&7"”,

Proof. We know already from Proposition 5.12 that 8, < Bé”. Let us assume that §. < Bg”. We
know from Definition 5.11 that ps is the unique minimiser of F7'. Additionally for any sequence
of minimisers {pg}z. 5 We know that

limsup||ps — pool| foe (o) = 0-

B—BE
Consider such a sequence and set g = pg — poo. For 8 > ., we expand the free energy about p.
as follows

. . ey pR? o Wk )
Fips) = FJ(po) + 8- mpr 2y Pt sm D s o 2
oc€Sym,, (A)

gt -2 e
_7m(6m )/Qf 3ngdx.

where f(z) € (poo, ps(2)) and can be bounded by [|pg[ () < Bgm < B from the result of The-

W (k)
O(k)

orem 5.3 and Corollary 5.2. Additionally we can control

to obtain the following bound

pe m - m— — . W k ||775||22 Q
F5'(ps) 25 (pm)+<ﬁ Ymplt? + pt/?  min ( )> L2(Q)

keNd k20 O(k) 2

B~ m(m — 2) e
—fB 3||77,8||is(9)~

Note that due to the fact that [[ns]| ;e ) — 0 as 8 — B, we have that ||n5||‘23(9) is o(||n5||2L2(Q)),
: 3 2 . .
Le. [nsl50) < Insll (o) I8l L2(q)- This leaves us with

™ m 1 me2 - W) Insllize
Fi'(ps) 2F5" (poo) + <5 'mpZ % 4+ po}/?  min ( )> L2()

keNd k20 O(k) 2

2
—o(Ilsll}aqey) -
Since B. < ", the term in the brackets is positive close to 3. we obtain a contradiction as pg

is a nontrivial minimiser of Fg'. Thus, we must have that Be = ﬁg” O
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From Definition 5.11, we see that some 8. > 0 is a discontinuous transition point if it violates
either (or both) of the conditions (1) and (2). In the following lemma, we will show that if (2) is
violated then (1) is as well.

Lemma 5.16. Assume . > 0 is a discontinuous transition point of the energy Fz* and that for
some family of minimisers {pg} g~ g it holds that
limsup||ps — Poo”Lao(Q) #0.
B—BE
Then there exists P(2) 3 pg, # poo Such that:
(1) Fg = Fg'(ps.) = Fg.(po)-
(2) Sg.(ps.) > S5l (poc) and E(pp.) < E(pss) = 0.

Proof. Consider a sequence of points {$,},cy > Be and 3, — 8. as n — oo. We know that the
set of minimisers {pg, }, o s compact in C°(Q) N P(Q) from Lemma 5.4. Thus, there exists a
subsequence pg, € {ps} s, (Which we do not relabel) and a limit ps. € P(22) N C°(Q) such that

Jim [lps, = pp.llcoge) = 0-

From the statement of the lemma we know that pg, # psc. All that remains is to show that pg,
is a minimiser of F'. We first note that lim, . F3, (p,) = Fp.(pp.). This follows from the fact
that the interaction energy € is continuous on C°(Q) NP(Q2) for W € C?(Q2) and the entropy Sg'
is essentially an L™-norm and is thus also controlled by the C%(€2) topology. Finally we use the

result of Lemma 5.14 to note that

Foe(ps.) = lim Fp, (ps,)
= lim F™(5,) =F"(B.),

n—oo
which completes the proof of (1). The proof of (2) follows immediately from the fact that ps is
the unique minimiser of S7*(p) on P(€2) (which is a consequence of Jensen’s inequality). O

Remark 5.17. The above lemma tells us that we have not lost much by defining discontinuous
transition points with respect to the L°°(£2) norm since the transition points obtained are dis-
continuous with respect to the LP(€2) norm as well for all p € [1,00]. Indeed if we consider the

sequence constructed in the proof of Lemma 5.16 {pg, },, ¢ it follows that

. 1p 1 -
Tim Jlpg, = ps.ll oy < Q177 lim [lps, = pacllcy@) =0,

where pg, is the limiting object btained in the proof of Lemma 5.16. Thus, lim sup||pg—peo ||LP(Q) #*
B—BE
0 for all p € [1, o0].
In the following proposition we outline the strategy we will use to provide sufficient conditions

for the existence of continuous and discontinuous transition points.
Proposition 5.18. Assume that W € HS so that there exists a transition point S. > 0 of Fg'.
Then:

(a) If pso is the unique minimiser of g;m, then B, = ﬁg” 1S a continuous transition point.

(0) If poo is mot a minimiser of fg;m, then B, < ﬁé” s a discontinuous transition point.

Proof. For the proof of Proposition 5.18(a) we note that 8. already satisfies condition (1) of Defini-
tion 5.11. All we need to show is that it satisfies condition (2). Assume 5. < Bi", then by the very

definition of a transition point we would have a contradiction since po, is the unique minimiser of
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Fgrat p = By". It follows then that S, = 8;". Assume now that condition (2) of Definition 5.11 is
violated, i.e. there exists a family of minimisers {pg} 4. By such that
1in}n+||PB - pOOHLOO(Q) #0.
B—By

By Lemma 5.16 it follows that there exists P(2) 3 pgp # poo which minimises ]-"g;:n. This is a
contradiction.

For Proposition 5.18(b), we note that since ps is not a minimiser at 5 = B{" by Definition 5.10
and Proposition 5.12 it follows that 3. < ;. Thus, by Lemma 5.15, . is a discontinuous transition
point. U

The next theorem provides conditions on the Fourier modes of W (z) for the existence of discon-
tinuous transition points. It can be thought of as the analogue for the case of nonlinear diffusion.

Theorem 5.19. Assume W € HS and m # 2. Define, for some § > 0, the set K° as follows
N .
K° = {k’eNd\{O}: W) o —W(k)+5}

O(k) = reni\jo} O(k)

We define 04 to be the smallest value, if it exists, of § for which the following condition is satisfied:

there exist k%, kP, k¢ € K%, such that k% = k® + k°. (A1)
We remark that two of the modes in the above expression can be repeated. For example, we could
have k* = 2,ky = 1,k. = 1. Then if 6. is sufficiently small, Fg* exhibits a discontinuous transition
point at some B < By.
Proof. We know already from Proposition 5.12 that the system possesses a transition point 5.. We

are going to use Proposition 5.18(b) and construct a competitor p € P(2) which has a lower value

of the free energy than p at § = ;" Define the function

1 m <2
-1 m>2

y(m) =

and let
P° = pPoo (1 +y(m)e Z ek> e P(Q),
kEK O+

the cardinality of K%+, which is necessarily

for some e > 0, sufficiently small. We denote by |K O
finite as W € L%(2). Expanding about the free energy about p., we obtain

- - . W) g2
m m O my—1 m—2 1/2 1/2 < 2
Fop (p°) <Fpn(poc) + | K ((5,1 ) mpse T e i SRy TP 5*> 5 llerllzz )
3
3
my— m—3€
"’(ﬁﬁ ) 17(m)3m(m—2)poo BE Z er | dx
Q
kEK O+
4
4
my—1 € m—4
+(B8") m(m—2)(m—3)ﬁ/ﬂf keZK; er | du,

where the function f(z) € (poo, p*(x)). We use the definition of B]" and control the highest order

term in the same manner as Proposition 5.12 to simplify the expansion as follows:
2
—~1/2 9
(r6.) 5
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Fhin (0°) <Ffin (poo) + | K>




3

3
_ m3E
+ (B (m)Pm(m — 2)p P — > en | dz+o(e?),
6 Jo keK o=

1
Setting ¢ = 62 (if . > 0, otherwise we stop here), we obtain

3
52 L8
i (0°) SFRp(poo) + (52 (m)*mlm — 2)p 52 / ST en| det Ko 25 4 o(ad)
@\ kerss
One can now check that under condition (A1), it holds that
3
/( Z ek) dz >a >0,
@ \pe ko
where the constant a is independent of .. Indeed, the cube of the sum of n numbers a;, i =1,...,n

3

7

consists of only three types of terms, namely: a?, a?a; and a;a;jag. Setting the a; = W(i), with
s(i) € K%, one can check that the first type of term will always integrate to zero. The sum of the
other two will take nonzero and in fact positive values if and only if condition (A1) is satisfied.

This follows from the fact that

/ cos(fx) cos(mzx) cos(nx)dr = g(dﬂm,n + Omtn,t + Ontom) -
Also the term v(m)3m(m — 2) is always negative. Thus, for d, sufficiently small, considering the
fact that |K°%+
a minimiser at § = Bé”. U

> 2 and is nonincreasing as d, decreases, p° has smaller free energy and po, is not

Remark 5.20. The case m = 2 is special, as transition points for any W € HS are necessarily

discontinuous. This case will be treated in detail in Proposition 5.22.
The following lemma shows that discontinuous transitions are stable in m.

Lemma 5.21. Assume W € HS such that ]—'é”l has a discontinuous transition point and ﬁ;”/ < Bg”l.
Then for m € (m' —e,m’ +¢) (orm € [1,1 +¢) for m" =1) for some € > 0 small enough, Fz'

has a discontinuous transition point at some 5" < [Bi".

Proof. We start with the case m’ > 1. Denote by p* € C°(Q) N P(£) the nontrivial minimiser of
g};/ (p). We know that
!

F™ (pos) = F™

It would be sufficient for the purposes of this proof to show that such a nontrivial minimiser exists

for fgsm for m close enough to m’. Choosing p* to be the competitor state, we have
™m M (%) — m// _ m'/ *

B 1 A e (C A ()~

m—1 Q™" m—-1 m—1|™ 1 m-1
D I T (- N (- H N (/) i
+<m’—1/9(p) de - m’—l_m—l/ﬂp dz+ m—1
PN S -0 M /0 R W - 40 I
N m—1 Q™" m-1 m' —1 M=t m -1
G [ BT BT BT
+<m’—1/9(p) de - m’—l_m—l/ﬂp dz+ m—1
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Since 8" — ﬁg”/ and (m — 1)~ (a™ — 1) = (m' —1)"Y(a™ —1),a > 0 as m — m/, it follows,
using the fact that px € CY(£2), that we can choose m close enough to m’ so that the above term
is strictly positive. We then have that for m € (m’ —e, m’ +¢) for some € > 0 small enough, po is
not a minimiser of the free energy g:m (p). By Proposition 5.18(b), it follows that FZ* possesses a
discontinuous transition point at some ;" < ;. The case m' =1 can be treated similarly. O

In the following proposition, we single out some special values of m at which one always finds a

discontinuous transition point for W € H¢.

Proposition 5.22. Assume W € HS such that 5. is a transition point of Fg'. Then if m € [2,3],
Be is a discontinuous transition point. Specifically for the case m = 2 we have that

(1) B2 =

(2) There exists a one parameter family of minimiser {pa}ae[07‘ﬂ‘—1/2®(ku)71] of]-";g with po =

Poo-
Proof. We will try again to show that we have a competitor at ;. We start with the case
2 < m < 3. Consider the competitor
P =p+eey

for £ > 0 and small and k! := arg mingene\ {0} W (k)/©(k) if it is uniquely defined or any one such
k if it is not. Expanding the energy upto fifth order and noting that second order terms vanish we

obtain
&3
F(0F) =FBp(pse) + (3 mm — 225 [ ey de
o4
+(ﬁ§”)*1m(m—2)(m 3)pm—4 eiu dx

a0
+ (B tm(m — 2)(m — 3)(m — 4)= / =52, da

where the function f(z) € (poo,p®(x)). We again bound the highest order term as in Proposi-
tion 5.12 and use the fact that [, e} dz = 0 for any k € N%\ {0} to obtain

4
Fijn(0%) =T (poe) + (B) " mlm = 2)(m = 3)p " [ e - 0(e).

Since m(m — 2)(m — 3) is negative for m € (2,3), for ¢ > 0 sufﬁmently small, we have shown
that peo is no longer the minimiser of .Fg;m. The result follows by Proposition 5.18(b): we have a
discontinuous transition point at some S, < B;".

We now consider the case m = 2,3. Using the same expansion we have that

Faz(p) = Fialooo)  Fgs(p®) = Figs(poc) -
Thus, poo is not the unique minimiser of F, ”ﬁln for m = 2,3. It then follows from Definition 5.10
that there must be a discontinuous transition point at 8" < ﬁm
Consider now the convex interpolant p; := (1 —t)po + tp1,t € (0,1) for pg, p1 € P(2) such that
F5(po), F5(p1) < co. We then have that

2

%fg(ﬂt) =257 /Q 0 dz + / o W(z —y)n(z)n(y) dz dy

_ o W(k) 2
>[ 2871 — )
= ( B + kE]IT\]r‘lil{%[O} @(k) ) ||n||L ()

Note that the above expression is strictly positiove if g < ﬁnz . Thus, F 5 is strictly convex for 8 < ﬁnz

and has only one minimiser, namely, po. Since the function F is continuous (cf. Lemma 5.14), it
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follows that 82 = ﬁf for all W € HS. Furthermore, po = poo + aey form a one-parameter family
of minimisers of F2, for a € [0, |Q|_1/2@(kﬁ)*1]. O
f

We conclude the section by discussing the existence of continuous transition points. We show
that for m = 4 one can construct a large class of potentials for which the transition point S, is

continuous. We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 5.23. Let k € N¢ be such that k 20 and let k; € N,i=1,...,d be such that

h=(k o ki)

2
ep = E cje; + coeo

Then we have:

JEP2 (k)
where
Py(k) = {j €N® j £0,j; € {2k:,0}}, ¢; = 22 and ¢ = 2= |
N; Ny
Similarly
ez = Z ceep + crér
L€ P5(k)
with
d 02 [{€::0i=k;}| 02 d
Py(k) ={L e N" L4k l; € {3ki, ki}}, co = —2-(3)\ =% gnd ¢, = —2—(3)“.
JOE # kb€ {3k k) o = 5 (9) =)
Note that Py(k) N Ps(k) = 0. Similarly, we have that
2
Do Geweom | = D > g, (k) oy (k) €7 €ar-02(5) T Coco
oc€Sym,, (A) JEP>(k) 01,02€Symy (A)
3
. Geweom | = D Y oo o osoae
o€Symy, (A) LEP3(£) 01,02,03€Sym,, (A)
+ Z C,gek
oc€Symy, (A)

01,02 01,02,

G 7%,Cp,C7 € R depend only on d, k, and po but are independent

of the coefficients a,(y € R. Note that, as before, there is no repetition of the terms in the sum.

where the constants c

Proof. The proof is simply a careful application of the trigonometric identities cos?(a) = 271(1 +
cos(2a)), cos®(a) = 471 (cos(3a) + 3 cos(a)), and sin®(a) = 471 (3 sin(a) — sin(3a)). O

We now proceed to the result concerning continuous transition points for m = 4.

Theorem 5.24. Let W € HS

S’

such that 5. < 00 is a transition point of ]—'g, Assume that

W (k
k* :=arg min L,
keNd k20 O(k)
is uniquely defined. Furthermore, we assume that W(k) >0 for all k # k' and that

; 60(j)° (c77)* | Pa(k#) U Py (k?)]

Wi W (k* Vj € Py(k? A2

B>, max o (K)| e Pah) (A2)

. 20(0)°0 (k) (c57273)? | Py(kt) U Py (k)| | .

W(E) > max ( ) ( )(Cz 2) | 2( ) 3( )| W(kﬁ)‘ A= p3(kﬁ)’ (Ag)
01,02,03€Sym, 4 (A) 3%
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where the sets Py, Py and the constants ¢;V'7%, ;7% are as defined in Proposition 5.23. Then

Be = Bgl is a continuous transition point. Note that the constant ©(k) for k € N? is as defined
in (2.1).

Proof. We will rely on Proposition 5.18(a) for the proof of this result. We need to show that, at
8= B?, Poo 1s the unique minimiser of fg. Let p € P(Q) € L*>°(N2) be any measure different from
Poo- Then it is sufficient to show that F 4;} (p) > fé;‘ (pso) (it is sufficient to check bounded densities
from the result of Lemma 5.1). We now define 1 := p — p and note that n has the following

properties

n e L>*(Q), 17> —Poo, /ndsz. (5.11)
Q
We can compute the free energy of p as follows

4\ —1 4\ —1
Fhato) =) [ tar- SV J[ e wpparay

4y—1
:(Bﬁ) (/p;dx—l+4/p§ondx+6/piongdx+4/poon3dx+/n4dx)
3 Q Q Q Q Q

- 1 .
+ Z W(k)w Z i (k)%
keNd k o€Sym,, (A)

where we have used (2.2). Simplifying further, by using the definition of ﬁgl and the fact that n

has mean zero, we obtain

Fiilp) =F; 6 iy ) i(o(k))[?
() =Falpo) + D (6—5—rk+ *) o > lile(®)

keNd k#£k! oc€Sym,, (A)
4y—1 4y—1
+4@/pmn3dx+@/n4dm. (5.12)
3 Q 3 Q
Il 12

We define ny := n — f, j+ where f, v = desymkﬁ(/\) f](cr(kﬁ))eg(kn) and deal with the two terms
I, and I, separately. We then have

4y-1
I :4(6ﬁ) /poon3 dx
Q

3
B;)~"
:4ﬁTPoo (/ [fs,kﬁ + 3f3,kn772} dz +/ (3 kem3 + 1) dx)
Q Q
B;)~"
4 [ [320m 43,0+ 0] d

where we have used the fact that

f2.dr=0.
IR

We now use the fact that 1 has mean zero from (5.11) and Proposition 5.23 to obtain

(5?)_ ! 3 2
I, = dpoe | My dx +12pc [ fy pems da
3 Q Q

4B e Y. Y (M) (o 0a() . (5.13)

JEP> (k) o1,02€Sym, 4 (A)

For the second term we obtain

4y—1
Iy :%/Qn%x
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= [ [ ie + A8+ 673 o+ 4fga + | d
Q

Applying Proposition 5.23 again, we obtain

4y—1
I :—(Bﬁg) /9774 dx

(5?)71 2 3, .4
=3 Q{ g +6f M2 A4Sy ke +772} dz

4\—1
+4—(6“3) > > (o1 (K)) (o2 (k))in(os (k) cg 7 " (o1 - 72 - 03(0))
LeP3 (L) 01,02,03€Sym, 4 (A)
(5.14)

where we have used the fact that 7j2(o (k%)) = 0 for all o € Sym,;(A). We now note that
> Yo lie®)P = lIn2lzq) - (5.15)
keN? k#£kt o€Sym, (A)
Putting (5.12), (5.13), (5.14), and (5.15), together we obtain
A 1
4 _ T4 ~ 2
P =P+ Y (Wgy) X biklew)
keNd k#kt o€Sym,, (A)
4B e D > e E)i(oa (k)] (o1 - 02(5))

JEP> (k) 01,02€Sym, 4 (A)

4—(%3)_ > ST ek oo (k) i(oa (k) iy oy - 03 - 93(6))

LeP3(¢) 01,02,03€Sym, 3 (A)

/ [Gpoo + 12000 frpt + 41200 + 617 s + 4fy kel + 775} 15 da
Q

ﬁ)l
| T

Note now that

|:6pio + 1200 fry 12 + 412000 + Gfikn +A4f, w2 + 775}
2 2
= 200 + Frie) "+ (12 + 2(p + F0))"] 2 0.
Thus, it follows that
]:4§L(P)
. 1 .
2P+ 3 (Wg) X ble)?

keNd kA£kt oc€Sym,, (A)

4B e S (e ()ioa () (o - 0a())

JEPy(kt) 01,02€8ym, 3 (A)

4\—1
+4(B”3) S A E)iles () (o - 02 00 (0))

LeP3(¢) 01,02,03€Sym, 4 (A)

0.kt dx
o 1 .
2f§4(poo) + > Wk)gn ) > lik(o(k)f
# 2Nk
ke Py (kt)UPs (kt) o€Sym, (A)
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+408) e Y ST k)02 (k) (0 - 02 (7))

JEP> (k%) 01,02 €Sym, 4 (A)

()"
D DD

LeP3(0) 01,02,03E€8ym, 4 (A)

(o1 (K)i(o2 (K)o (kF)) g7 i (01 - 02 - 03(L))

e d (5.16)

ol m
where in the last step we have simply used the fact that W(k) > 0 for all k& # k*. We now note
that

Yo lRE®)F =0k D> (o oK)

o€Symy(A) 01,02ESymy, (A)

=0(k)™* >

01,02,03€Sym, (A)

201 - 02 - 03(K))|

where we have used the fact that |Sym,,C )| = 2. Additionally, we have that

Ao (k")) eq ()

1
Ao 7 D

2
aESymku A)|77( ( 1j))| ) o€Sym, s (A)

/Q f e da = Z

UESymkﬁ (N)

= Poo Z

o€Sym,y (A)

GG

where in the last step we applied Jensen’s inequality and used the fact that the integrand has unit
L?(22) norm. For any k € N, we define the following quantity

k=" > Ik,
oc€Sym,, (A)

and note that

4 2
. 5.17
ile> max Hm 71 (R) Plitoa(h) (5.17)
Finally, we can rewrite the inequality in (5.16) as
]:431(0) Z]:%(f)oo) + > > (Aj|7f2(0'1 co2(§)7 + BY 2 ia(01 - 02(4)) + Oj)

JEP2(kt) 01,02€Sym, g (A)

+ Z Z (A£|Tf2(01 “o9 - a3(0))° 4+ BJU7 %055 (00 '02'0'3(5))—1-02) )

LePs(kt) 01,02,03 €Sym, (A)

(5.18)
where
W) o2 W) . 4
A= A=
1= 2N, 90 =5 00
: (ﬁgl)*l -
By =A@ o [Lat) - B7on = dge o [ L)

i=1

C; = poolilly
77 30(5)2|Pa (k%) U Ps(kH))| i

Ce = p00|77|4ﬁ
30(0)4 Pa(k*) U P3(k?)| g
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Assume that |7j],; # 0. Then (A2) and (A3) along with the expression for Bg‘, (5.17), and the
fact that |7(k)| < Nk, imply that the discriminants of the quadratic expressions in (5.18) are all
negative, i.e. (B;-“’”Q) —4A,C; <0, (B ‘73) —44,Cy < 0. Indeed, we have that

(B77) 2400 om0 (" MR U P
4A;C; il W (5)
G‘W (k%) ‘@ UI’UQ)Q‘PQ (k) U Py(k*)| (a2)
@)Y () =
Similarly,
(B SO NP DRG] B
a0 3pmol W (6) Lt )

_2AW(E)O(0)° O (k) (¢ 7)*| Pa(k) U Po( kﬁ \ * |
B 3p2 W (0)
Thus, it follows that F2,(p) > Fi:(poo). On the other hand if |f)],; # 0, the proof follows by noting
: #

that any contribution from the interaction energy is positive and that po, is the unique minimiser
of Sg.a(p). The fact that 5. = Bgl is a consequence of Lemma 5.15. O

Remark 5.25. Note that although the assumptions in Theorem 5.24 seem complicated, all they
really require is that all Fourier coefficients of W, except the dominant negative mode W(kn) are
nonnegative and that a finitely many of them “positive enough” compared to VAV(kﬁ). Consider
d = 1, with W(x) = wie1(x) + weea(x) + wses(x) with w; < 0 and wy,ws > 0. If, for some
explicitly computable positive constants ca,cs > 0, we > co|wr| and w3 > cz|w:]|, the conditions
of Theorem 5.24 are satisfied and the transition point 5. = ﬁgl is continuous. In this setting,
Pg(].) = {62} and P3(1) = {63}.

6. THE MESA LIMIT m — 00

A natural question to ask is ho w the sequence of free energies F5" : P(2) — (—00, +00] behave

in the limit as m — co. We conjecture the following limit free energy, F>° : P(2) — (—o0, +],

1
! / Wz - 9)p(@)py) dwdy  pll ey < 1
QxQ .

otherwise

(6.1)

This is analogous to the so-called mesa limit of the porous medium equation considered by Caffarelli
and Friedman [CF87]. It is also studied in [CKY18, CT20] for Newtonian interactions and [KPW19]
for general drift-diffusion equations. We rederive the result in our setting.

Theorem 6.1. Consider the sequence of functionals {.7-7'3”}77121 defined on P(Q2) N L>® () equipped
with the weak-+ topology. Then
F =T- lim Fg',

m—r o0

for any fixed 5 > 0.

Proof. (1) Recovery sequence: For each p € P(2) N L*°(Q) we choose p,, = p as the recovery
sequence. The interaction energy term remains unchanged as it is independent of m, while (m—1)~1!
converges to 0 as m — co. Assume first that ||p]| ;e q) > 1. It follows that there exists some £ > 0

and a set A of positive measure susch that p|4 > 1+ €. Thus, we have

/8_1 /p7ndx> ﬁ_l |A|(1+€)m mj;)ooo
m—1Jq “m-—1 ’
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and thus 73 (p) — oo for all [[p[| (o) > 1. Now, let us assume that ||p[| gy < 1. This gives us

1 1
[ Tzt s,

and thus completes the construction of the recovery sequence.

(2) I-liminf: Assume that there exists {pp},,~, such that p,, = p in L>-weak-x. For W €
C?(€2), the interaction energy is continuous and S0 we can disregard its behaviour. We start with
the case in which [|p| ;) < 1. In this case the entropic term, Sg*(py,), can be controlled from
below by 0 and thus the I'-lim inf holds trivially. The other case left to treat is when |[p[| ;o () > 1.
This implies again that there exists some € > 0 and a set of positive measure A such that p|4 > 1+e¢.
It follows from the weak-* convergence that

lim pmdz = (1+€)|A|+0,
A

m—r oo

for some fixed positive constant 6 > 0 independent of m. We define the sets A} = {x € A :
pm > (1+¢)} and A, := A\ Af. There also exists N € N such that for m > N, [, p,, dz >
(14 ¢€)|A] +6/2. Thus, for m > N we have that

/+ pmdx+/ pmda > (14 )AL+ (1 + )| A | +6/2
AT AL
from which it follows that
/ pmdr >6/2.
Af,

This gives us the estimate we need on the entropic term since

-1 -1
b /pﬁdxz b / prvdx
m—1Jq m—1 Ja+

st ~1
1(1—|—e) /A+ Pm dx

m

>
m—
—1

S B

m—1
_m_1(1+e) 5/2.

Passing to the limit as m — oo, the result follows.
O

We would now like to understand how the presence of phase transitions for finite m affects the
minimisers of F°°. This is discussed in the next result.

Theorem 6.2 (Minimisers of the mesa problem). Let F>° : P(Q) — (—oo,+00] be as defined
n (6.1). Then

(a) If Q] < 1, F>® = +00.
(b) If Q] =1, F>(p) < +oo if and only if p = poo- Thus, ps 15 the unique minimiser of F>°.

(¢) If 9] > 1 and W € Hy and W # 0, poo is the unique minimiser of F>°. On the other hand
if W € HS there exists P(2) 3 p # poo Such that p is the minimiser of F>° with F>(p) <
F(poo). Furthermore, there exists a sequence, {pm},,, of nontrivial minimisers of Fp'

such that pp, — p in L™ -weak-x as m — oo.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 6.2(a) follows from the fact that if || < 1, then for any p €
P(2) N LY(Q) there exists a set A of positive measure such that p(z) > 1 for all z € A. Indeed, if
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this were not the case we would have that
/ pdz <|Q| <1,
Q

which would be a contradiction. Thus, we have that [|p[| ) > 1 for all p € P(R2) N LY(Q) and
so F* = 0.
The proof of Theorem 6.2(b) is similar. If p # ps,, we can again find a set of positive measure
A such that p(z) > 1 for all z € A. We then repeat the same argument as in the previous case.
Assume now that |2 > 1 and W € H,, W £ 0 (if W is identically zero then clearly F*° = 0).
Since W is mean-zero we have that

FP(ps) =0.
On the other hand if P(Q2) N L>®(Q) 3 p # pso, we know from Definition 2.1, that

F>(p) = %/Q QW(m —y)p(x)p(y)dzdy > 0.

Finally consider the case W € Hg. Let 8 > 0 be fixed and note that, since || > 1, 5" — 0 as
m — oo. Clearly for m large enough a nontrivial minimiser p,, € P(2) exists for § > 0 from the
result of Proposition 5.12. Consider the measure p° = po + c€;: where k¥ is as defined previously.
We then have the following bound

_ o Wk €2
m m( €\ _ Tm 1 m—2 1/2 < 2
Fg'(pm) < F5'(p°) =F5' (peo) + <ﬁ mpge "+ Pos G(kﬁ)> 5 lewsllzz(a

3
+ 5*1m(m — 2)% / fm"q‘ezu dz,
Q

where the function f(z) € (pso, p°(x)). Note that |f| < (poo + €Nyt ). Thus, we have the bound

m m m — m— _ W kﬁ 52
FJ (pm) < F(°) <FR(peo) + <ﬁ L2 4 poi/2 @((kﬁD lewla

3
~ £ .
+ 3 1m(m—2)g(fom+5Nkﬁ) SN,

Additionally note that if € is small enough and po, < 1, the last term tends to 0 as m — oo. Also
since W € H¢, the second term in the above expression is negative for m large enough as mp2, — 0
as m — oo. It follows from this that, for m large enough, the following estimate holds

F5 (pm) < FF(p7) <F5(poo) — Cre® 4 Coe®, (6.2)

where C1,Cy > 0 are independent of m. it hus follows from Theorem 6.1, (6.2), and the definition

of I'-convergence that
F=(p) < F=(peo)

where p € P(Q) is the minimiser of F°°. Thus, p # ps and the result follows. O

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

The numerical experiments in this section are meant to shed light on the qualitative features of
the global bifurcation diagram of the system, while also serving as a source of possible conjectures
that can be studied in future work. They were performed using a modified version on the numerical
scheme in [CCH15].

7.1. Discontinuous bifurcations for m > 2 and W = —cos(2nz/L). Fig. 7.1 shows the

branches of stationary solutions obtained in the long-time limit for m > 2 and W = — cos(2mz/L).
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FIGURE 7.1. Stationary solutions in the long-time limit for m > 2 and W =
—cos(2mx/L). The black dot denotes the point of linear stability Bi" while the
red dot denotes the value of 8 at which the support of the stationary solution is a
strict subset of T. Note that ||ps]|;~ = 0.1 corresponds to the flat state poo.

The black dot denotes the point of linear stability 8;" while the red dot denotes the value of
at which the support of the stationary solution is a strict subset of T. Note that the diagram
does not necessarily reflect the actual bifurcation diagram of the system as it is obtained from the
long-time dynamics and thus will only see stable solutions. We already know that this choice of
W satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.4 and so there will a bifurcation at 3" (the black points
in Fig. 7.1). One would expect this branch to turn to the right for m € (2,3) (cf. Remark 4.6) and
then turn back. We conjecture that the red points are all saddle-node bifurcations and correspond
to discontinuous phase transitions for m > 2 due to Lemma 5.15 and the fact that they lie ahead

of the corresponding ﬁé”.

7.2. The mesa minimisers. In Fig. 7.2, we plot the stationary solutions observed in the long-
time limit for m large and § > B.. Since the stationary solutions are potentially minimisers of
F7* and the minimisers converge to the minimisers of 7> as m — oo (cf. Theorem 6.1), the plots
in Fig. 7.2 provide us with some information about the structure of the minimisers of the mesa
problem. It seems to be that they converge to the indicator function of some fixed set. A natural
next question one can ask is what happens to the continuity of phase transitions in the limit as

m — OQ.

8. PROOF OF HOLDER REGULARITY

We divide the proof into two parts. In Section 8.1, we derive some a priori estimates that will
be useful in the proof of regularity. In Section 8.2, we perform the so-called reduction of oscillation
scheme and complete the proof of Theorem 3.3. As mentioned earlier, readers interested only in
bifurcations and phase transitions can skip directly to Section 4.

Before turning to the proof of Theorem 3.3, we introduce some notation. Since the equation (3.1)

is invariant under translations of the co-ordinate axis, we define the parabolic cylinder
Q(7,R) = [-R,R]" x [-7,0],

centred at (0,0) and note that we can move it to any point by adding (zo,%0). We also used Kr
as a shorthand for [ R, R]¢. We denote the parabolic boundary by

8pQ(T,R)=8KRX (-7,0) UKg X {—7‘,0}.
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FIGURE 7.2. Stationary solutions/minimisers for m large and |©| > 1. The lim-
iting object seems to be the indicator function of some interval.

We use the following shorthand notation:
w4 = max(w, 0), w_ = —min(w, 0), p'. = min(p, ), pt = —min(—p, ).
Additionally, we consider the cut-off functions ¢ such that
0<¢ <1, V(| < 400, ((x,t) =0,z ¢ Kg.
Through the rest of this section we will also use f(x,t) to denote W % p(z,t). Note that
IVl @) S IVWl Lo () ID?fll ooy < ID*W | oo ()

The reader should note that proof of regularity holds for any f € C?(f2) that for which one can
prove bounds of the kind shown above. We note before starting the proof that all estimates in
the proof have constants that depend continuously on 5 > 0. Thus, the Hoélder exponent a and

semi-norm |p|, also depend continuously on 3 > 0.

8.1. A priori estimates. There are two a priori estimates that play a key role in the proof of
Holder regularity: a Cacciopoli-type energy estimate and a logarithmic estimate. The proof of the

energy estimate is essentially the same as [Urb08, Proposition 2.4] and we state it without proof.

Lemma 8.1 (Energy estimates). Pick k,¢ € Ry and some cut-off function (, such that ( =0 on
0pQ(T, R). Then it holds for any weak solution of (3.1) that

1 _
Slesswin [ mmic s [ () VG, - R deds
Krx{t} Q(7,R)
< /Q G 2R, [ -0

Q(7,R)

+2mpt o R)(pi—k>i<pi>m—1|vc|2dmdt

+2mB7H (0= k) /Q< R) </ep o ds) (VG + CAQX ¢ dwdt

ARy
4 /Q ST, b drdr+ /

Q(r,

/ATl ~ A Azt
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Similarly we have,

1 _
3 [ess SUDse(—r,0] / (0. — k)2 de+ / (P )" UV (. —k)_¢[Pdzdt| (8.1)
Kgrx{t} Q(7,R)

g/ (" —k)2¢G dmdt+2(€—k)_/ (p—0)_C¢ dadt
Q(r,R) Q(r,R)

+2mp! / (0" — k)2 (p")" V¢ dadt
QrR)
—omB Nt — k) /

Q(,R)
.
QT

We note that Urbano [Urb08, Proposition 2.4] proves the above energy estimate for the p-Laplace

( / " gme ds) (V¢ 4+ CAC) X s dadt
Y4

IV AICIVCI( — k)2 dedr + / AFI( — k)2¢ dardt.
R) Q(T,R)

)

equation, dyp — App = 0. The proof in our setting follows the same technique. We test the weak
formulation in Definition 8.3 (see page 33) against ¢ = ((p%)n — k)+(?, for some cut-off function
¢ supported in Q(r, R) and integrate by parts. Applying similar bounds as in [Urb08, Proposition
2.4] and then passing to the limit as h — 0, we obtain the desired energy estimate. We also refer
the reader to [Rod16, Proposition 2.7] where the proof of the energy estimate is carried out for the
porous medium equation, d¢p — Ap™ = 0, which is closer in structure to (3.1). We now move on
to the logarithmic estimate. The proof of this needs to be adapted from the classical estimate in
the presence of the drift term V- (V fp). Before stating and proving it, we introduce the following
function

H*
N ot o s,k t
w (8)_¢k70(8) = <1n<(Hik+c)_(8_k)i>>+7 0<e< s,k

where s is a bounded, measurable function on Q(7, R) and
H:k = esssupg (-, )| (s — k)£
The function has certain useful properties, namely,
0 < yE(s)
W7 (s) 20, (¥7)(s) <0
@) = ().
We also need to define the Steklov average for any p € L' (2 x [0,7]) for any 0 < h < T as follows

ht :+hp(-,7')dr 0<t<T —h
Ph ‘= .
0 otherwise

The Steklov average has certain nice properties which we state without proving.

Lemma 8.2. [Urb08, Lemma 2.2] Let p € Li([0,T]; L"(R)) then pj, converges to p in p €
La([0,T); L"(Q)) as h — 0 for q,r € (1,00). Additionally, if p € C([0,T); L*(2)), then ppn(-,t)
converges to p(-,t) in L1(Q) for t € [0,T).

Using this we have the following alternative notion of a weak solution of
Definition 8.3. A weak solution of (3.1) is a bounded measurable function

p € C([0,T]; L* (%)
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with
p™ € L*([0,T); HY(Q)),
such that

/Q . O(pn)p +mB~H(p™ V) - Vo + (pVW  p)y - Vo do =0, (8.2)
x{t
for all ¢ € HE(Q), h € (0,T), t € (0,T] and p(z,0) = po.

Proposition 8.4. [Urb08] The notion of weak solution introduced in Definition 3.1 and Defini-

tion 8.3 are equivalent.

Lemma 8.5 (Logarithmic estimates). Let p be a nonnegative weak solution of (3.1) and ¢ be a
time-independent cut-off function, then it holds that

/ (5)2)(p) (2 dx < / (5)?)(0)¢2 do — 2mp~! / / (V) (9))%C2) de ds
KRX{t} KRX{fT} -7 KRX{S}
2mB~1 ' m—l,,+ V(2 dzds
+2mp /_T/KRX{S},O = (p)| V(|
Lo / / DIV IV All(@F) (0)2(1 + (1 (0))]¢ da ds
—7 JKrx{s}

t
‘4 / / PV IV ()= (p)][¢] d ds.
—7 JKrx{s}
for any —7 <t <0.

Proof. We start by testing (8.2) against ((¢/)?)(pr)¢? and integrating by parts to obtain

/Q “ 3 (pn) (W) (pr)CZ +mB~ (0™ V) - V(7)) (0n)C?) + (pV F)n - V((#F)%) (pn)¢?) dz = 0,
(8.3)
Consider the first term on the LHS and integrating from —7 to ¢

/ / As(pn) (¥ 5)?) (pn)¢? dz ds

—7 JQx{s}

:/ / 0s((*)*) (pn)¢? dx ds
-7 JQx{s}

[ @ [ (e
Qx{t}

Qx{—7}

Passing to the limit as h — 0 we obtain that

// Do) (W)Y () dwds — [ (0*)2)(0)¢? da — / (*)) (p)¢? e
—7 JQx{s} Qx{t} Qx{-7}

Now consider the second term on the LHS of (8.3) (after passing to the limit as h — 0)

[ m—1 . +\2y/ 2y de ds
8 / T / T VY () ara
—omB-! ! m—1 200N ()2 + 2) dz ds
—2mp / T / A 0P ) ded
4 4mp! 1 /Q TR (G )G VO ards

[ m—1 200 N \\2 42
>m3 / T /Q T ) ards
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t
—omp! / / P (0) [V dr dis
—7 JOx{s}

where the last expression follows from Youngs inequality. Finally we consider the last term on the
LHS of (8.3) (after passing to the limit as h — 0)

| : /| IRGAR(COPIDISEETE
=/ S )0 ) s
v f i / T ) ) s
s ] L PIVTIAIY ()20+  )Idas

B t =) + rdas
tf AT ) ) s,

Putting it all together we obtain

/ (*)?) ()¢ dr < / (%)) (0)¢? dx — 2mp" / / (VP () (0))C?) dr ds
Qx{t} Qx{-7} —7 JQx{s}
ompB ! m—1,E V(2 dz ds
+2mg /T/M}p V()| V]
2 \vaii\vj y 21 + 2dzds
4 /_T/QX{S}M FIVAlI(5) (o) (1 + W= (p)I¢

t +\/ +
+4/_T/QX{S}P|WIIVCII((¢ ) (p)e=(p)l[¢l dzds.

Taking into account the support of {, one obtains the result of the lemma. O

8.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3. We now get to the meat of the regularity argument, i.e. the reduc-
tion of oscillation. We assume again that p is a nonnegative weak solution of (3.1). We pick a
cylinder Q(4R?7¢,2R) that lies inside Q7 (shifted to (0,0)) for 0 < R < 1. Then we can define

lﬁ = €SSSUPQ(4R2-< 2R) Ps o =ess ian(4R2*572R) Ps

along with
w = ;ﬁ — [ = eSS 0SCQ(4R2—<2R) P -

We then define the rescaled cylinder
QW' ™R R) C Q(4R*"°,2R),
which holds true if
aw™ 1 > R, (8.4)

For a fixed ¢ > 0, € (0,1) if the above inequality does not hold true for any R that can be
made arbitrarily small, it follows that w is comparable to the radius of the cylinder and thus

we have Holder continuity already. The proof of this statement is by contradiction. Let wgp :=

€S8 0SCQ(4r2-<,2r) P- Lhen for any point (z,t) € Qr we set R := dpa(z,0) + |t|1/2, the parabolic
distance to the origin. Thus, we have

£
m—1

Ip(@,1) = p(0,0)| € wr < a” 7T RFT = 0”7 (dna(a,0) + |1/?)
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We will specify the value of « later. We thus have by this inclusion that
eS8 0SCQ(wl-mR2,R) P S W.

We will also assume throughout the remainder of this proof that u~ < w/4, as otherwise the
equation is uniformly parabolic in Q(4R?~¢,2R). Before we proceed we pick some v € (0,1) and
divide our analysis into two cases.

Case 1.

1—-m pR2 . —

|Q(w!~™R%, R)| ’
or
Case 2.

|(z,t) € QW' ™R2,R): p>p~ +w/2| 1y
QW' R?, R)| o
or equivalently
t I=mpR2 R)Y:p>ut —w/2

[Q(w!~™R?, R)|

We now treat the two cases independently.
8.2.1. Reduction of oscillation in case 1. In the first case, we start by proving the following result.

Lemma 8.6. Assume that p~ < w/4 and that (8.5) holds for some vy (to be chosen), then

2
4 e i 1om (BT R
plx,t) > p —|—4 a.e. mQ(w <2) ,2>.

Proof. We start by considering the sequence

R R
such that Ry = R and R,, — R/2 as n — oo. We then construct a sequence of nested shrinking

cylinders Q(w'~™R2, R,,) along with cut-off functions (, satisfying
0<G <1, (w=1in Q(WlimR121+1aRn+l)v ¢ =0o0n 8pQ(wlimR2 Ry),

2n+2 22n+2 1
IVl < R 0 < (Cn)t < Rz Y A¢n < o2
We now apply the energy estimate of Lemma 8.1 in Q(w!™™R2, R,) with £ = u~ + w/4, and
kn = pu~ +w/4+w/(2"F1) for the function (p* — k,)_. We will bound the terms on the LHS and

RHS separately. Considering first the terms on the LHS we have

22n+5

1
3 less sup_R%w17m<t<0/ (Pt — ko) 2 dz
KRHX{t}

+/ (p{)m71|v(p{ _kn)anF dxdt‘|
Q(w'=mRZ,Rn)
R X {t}

>9l1-2m less sup_R%wl_m<t<0/ (pf — k,L)ic,% dx
K

+wm*1/ |V (p —kn)gn|2dxdt] ,
Q(wl=mR2,Ry)

where we have used the fact that p® = max(p,u~ +w/4) > u~ + w/4 > w/4. For the RHS we
first note the following facts:

(1) 0 < p~ < w/4 which implies that p < 5w/4, £ < w/2, and p* < 5w/4 .
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(2) £ =p~ +w/4 <k, which implies that x[,<q < X[p<ikn] = X[(p—kn)_>0]-
3) If p®. = p, then /¢ _ = X(p—k.)_>0]- On the other hand if p = ¢, we have that
[(p" —kn)—>0] [(p—Fkn)—>0]
p <4 < kn we have that X((p—,)_ >0 = 0= X[(¢~kn)->0] = X[(p* ~kn)_>0]-
(4) (= ko) = /@) < w2, (0 — ko) < /2 < w/2, (p— ). <w)/d.

We now proceed to bound individual terms on the RHS of (8.1). For the first term we have:

/ (P = Fo)2 Co(Go)e dardlt ++2(0 — k) / (p— 0)—Ca(Ca)e dardt
Q(w'—mRZ,R,) Q(w'—mR2,R,)
w2 1 22n+2

2 dxdt.
2w R? ‘/Q(wlmR%,Rn)X[(pe—kn)>0] x

For the second term:

<

2mp! (0" = k)2 (p2)™ V¢ | da dit
Q(wl—mR%,Rn)

e m 2 mo122""
<mp 1 w w B ot ) X[(pt —kn)_>0] dzdl.

For the third term:

— g - k) [

Q

P
</ g1 ds> (IVCn|? + CuACn) X p<e dz dt
(w'=™R2,Ry) V4

10.}2 1 22n+5
<mB " —wm" : dxdt.
_m/B 4 w R2 /;(wlmR%,Rn) X[(pi _kn)— >O] z

For the final two terms we have:
/ VG ITG (. k)2 dodt + [ IAFI(P — )2 2
Q(w'=™R2,R,) Q(w'=™R2,R,)

2n+2 w?
S( 7 IVl oy + ||Af||Lm(Q))ZA(w1mR%,Rn)X[(pe_kn)_>O] dz dt

2211 1 wl—mR w2
—2 o () ALl oo™ R22720 —/ : de dt
7z ( 5=z IV Sl o) T IAS Il oo () T ooy N0k ->01 42

2n wQ

2
< m‘1(4L1_5 Vil Afll o L“)—/ : dzdt,
=Rz w V£l @t 1AfL Q) 4 QU™ B2 R) X[(pt —kn)_>0] T

where in the last step we have used the fact that RSw!™™ < o < 1 and that R < L. Putting the
bounds for the LHS and RHS of (8.1) together we obtain

(o 02 ot Vot — k) Gu dudt

eSSSupiR%wl—m<t<0/ Q( ) - )
WM RS Ry

Kr, x{t}

2n 2
27" 1w

SC(W% L,B, ||vf||LOO(Q)7 ||Af||L°0(Q)) X[(p". —kn)—>0] dzdt.

—w
R2 4 Q(wlme%’Rn)
Let t = w™ 't and define the following rescaled functions

In these new variables the inequality simplifies to

esssup_R2<g<0/ (- —kn)i(n2dx+/ V(5 — k)G dudt
" KRTLX{{} Q(R%’R")
22n w?
<29y 8.7
<X 87
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where

A, ::/ Xi(5t — dxdt.
QR Ro) [(pY. —kn)—>0]

Furthermore we have

1 w?

2
mzl‘lnﬂ =k — kn+1]" Ant1

= b = ka1 X5t —p, 11y o) dzdt
~/Q(Ri+17Rn+1) [(p% +1)->0]
¢ 2
S/ ) |kn—P£_| X[(pL —kny1)—>0] dz dt
Q(Rn+1’Rn+l)

2
<|[(kn — p° ’
_H( pi)i L2(Q(Ri+1aRn+1))

<Cy A2 @D (ky — ) |32 on2

i1 Bnt1))?

where in the last step we have used the embedding into the parabolic space V?(cf. Lemma A.3).
Thus, we have

1 w? _ _
WIATH-l Scd €SS Sup_Ri+1<{<0/ ~ (,OZ_ — k)i dz + /2 |V(pe_ — k)_|2 dz dt‘|
KRn+1 X{t} Rn+l7R"+1)
SOdAEL/(erd) less sup_R%<g<0/ ) ([)Z_ — k)Q_Cf dz —|—/ |V(,6Z_ — k)_(n|2 dz dt]
Kr,, x{t} Q(RZ,Rn)
22n w?
<2 YT p1v2/(d+2)
=¢ R? 4 An ’
where we have used the fact that ¢, =1 on Q(R2,,, R,+1) and have used (8.7). Thus, we have
142/(d42)
Ani 9 2/(24+d) 42! Ay
<C|Q(R 11, Rny1)
‘Q(Ri+1aRn+1)| | i ! } R? ‘Q(Ri+1,Rn+1)|
142/(d+2
<O42n |Q(Ri, Rn)‘ An /( ) - 042n ( An ) 1+2/(d+2)
N |Q(R721+1aRn+l)‘ |Q(R%L7Rn)| N |Q(R%L7Rn)| 7

where we use the fact that ‘Q(R%, Rn)| = Rijﬁ < R™? and R,,/Rp41 < 2. Setting

A,
K= (|@<R%,Rn>|) ’

we have the recursive inequality
Xn+1 < C42nX$+2/(2+d) ’

with the constant C independent of w, R, n and dependent only d, m, 3, f. Setting vy = C—(@+2)/24=(d+2)*/2
we see that Xo < 1 is equivalent (8.5) to being satisfied with constant vy, since kg = w/2. Thus,
for this choice, X,, — 0 by the geometric convergence lemma (cf. Lemma A.1). It follows then,
after changing variables, that p® > p~ 4+ w/4 a.e. in Q(wlfm(g)z, %) The result follows by
noting that p* > u~ + w/4 = ¢ implies that p* = p. O

Corollary 8.7 (Reduction of oscillation in case 1). Assume that (8.5) holds with constant vy as
specified in the proof of Lemma 8.6. Then there exists a o1 € (0,1), independent of w, R, such that

€ss 05C (wkm(%)z

vl

)pgalw.



Proof. We have by the result of the previous lemma that

vl

essian(wl_m(§)27 )p >p F+w/4.

Thus, we have that
eSSOSCQ<w1_m(%)27§) p :eSSSHPQ(wl—m(g)Q,g) p— essme(wl_m(%)z%) p

<pt—pT —w/4
3
4

Thus, the result holds with o = 2. O

<-w.

8.2.2. Reduction of oscillation in case 2. We now assume that (8.6) holds but with the constant
vy fixed from the previous argument. We argue now that if (8.6) is satisfied then there exists some
th

to € [_wlme27 _%wkaz} ’
such that

w 1 — vy
{2 Kn:plato) >t =5} < §2|KR|.

2 1—V0

We prove this by contradiction. Assume this is not the case then

Hm € Q(wl_mRz,R) cpla,t) > pt — %H

wl—mR2

_V70w17an2
2/ |z € Kg:p(x,8) > pt —w/2|ds

Y 1-mp2 1-m 2) 1—w K
>(—5v R*+w ™R (1—1/0/2>| R

=(1-w)|Qw'~™R* R)

)

which contradicts (8.6). We now proceed to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 8.8. Assume that (8.6) holds. Then there exists a q € N, depending only on the data,

such that
Hx € Kp:p(xt)>put — %H < (1 - (%)2>|KR|;

for all t € [—%wl_mRQ,O} and o in (8.4) chosen to be small, depending only on vy, m, d, 8, W,
M but independent of R and w.

Proof. The proof of this lemma relies on the Lemma 8.5 with the function ¥ (u) on the cylinder
Q(—to, R). We choose
_ v _ v
k =p 2 ’ c= 2n+1 ’
where the constant n > 1 will be chosen later. It is fine to apply it to this function as we can
assume that

oe3) |52 5
pP—H 2) . 4 = on+1’

otherwise the proof of the lemma would be complete with ¢ = 2. Indeed, we would have for all
t e [t(), 0]

+  _ accca
Hp,k = eSS SUPQ(—,,R)

HxEKR:p(x,t) >;ﬁ—%}‘ = HxEKR:p(x,t)—;ﬁ—i—%> %}‘ =0.
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Before we write down the inequality, we need to further understand the properties of the function
1T (p) defined on the cylinder Q(—tg, R). Note first that

Hp,k w
¥t (p) = 1“(H7;k—p+k+2nm) P>kt g

0 p<k+ 5

Therefore
T(p) <In ) <nln(2).
o) < <H+ p+k+2n+1> )

Furthermore, we need to study the properties of (¢/F)(p)

+— p>k+ 2n+1

W) (p) = Hor? :

0 p<k+ 5

Thus, we have
2n+1

0<(@W")(p) <

We now proceed to writing down the estimate

+32 2 4y +12 2m_m—1t m—1 20 Y (D22 da s
o @ [ @ —am [ @) () ded

w

+2mBt t Lyt (p)| V¢ dad

m //m{s}” (PIVC? dads

1o / / VIVl (@Y (0)2(1+ (0 (0))]¢? d s
to KRX{S}

t
v [ [ VIV () ()l dods. (5.5)
to KRX{S}
for any tg <t < 0. We choose a time-independent cut-off function 0 < ¢ < 1 such that
C = 17 T E K(l*(S)R? |v<| < (5R)71

Consider now the first term involving f on the RHS of (8.8)

2 [ PTG G0+ 6 )l e
<A2mpBt t P () (p))2¢?) dz ds
=Azmp / /KRX{S}(p Vol (1) (0))°¢?)

! t 2 4 2 2|2
" mpT / /K PV ()P (1 + (0 (0)?IC dds

where we have simply applied Young’s inequality and the constant A € (0,1/2). We derive a similar
bound for the second term involving f as follows

4/to /KRX{S} PIV IV (o) (p)I[¢] dods

t
<A2mp~! / /K TR ()¢ avas
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2 t —m 2 2
S | AR o)V s

Putting it all together we can get rid of the negative term in (8.8) and take the esssup to obtain:

esssupiciig | IRCER IS [ @

rX{to}

0
+2mﬁil/ /K { }pmilwwpﬂvdzdxds
0
+ W / /K PPV (0)2(1 + (7 ()¢ dads

2 0 —m 2 2
S [TV @9 s (59)

We proceed to bound each of the terms individually. For the first term on the RHS of (8.9) we
obtain:
1-— 1%

[ @ s < ()
Krx{to}

For the second term we use the fact that p < 5w/4 to obtain:

0 m—1
5
2m5*1// pm1¢+(p)|VC|2dxd8<2mﬁl<1> W OR) " [toln In(2)| K|
KRX{S}

m—1
<2mp~! <Z> In(2)6 2n|Kg|.

For the third term we use the fact that 5/4w > p > w/2 on the supports of ¢ (p) and (™) (p) to
obtain:

2)\mﬁ / / VAP ()2 (1 (0 (p)?[¢P da ds

CW Smmts mRQHVfHLoo(Q 2" (1 4 nin(2))*|Kg|

_C
T 2amB 1t

Similarly for the final term we obtain

)\mﬁ 1/ / BV (T (p))? V¢ da ds

WP T T RV 2 gy In(2)2 Kl

wl m, 1— m]:L>2||foLOo 2”“‘1(1—|—nln( )) |KR|

/\mﬁ %
For the LHS of (8.6), consider the set
Sy ={z € Ky_sr:plx,t)>p" —w/2"} C K, t € (to,0).
It is clear that ¢ = 1 on S; and, since —p + k + w/2" "1 < 0, the function
HY,
Hi —p+k+z5]

is decreasing in H;rk. Thus, in S; we have
+
Hp,k
+ w
Hp,k —pP + k + ontl
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w/2
Tw/2—p+k+ 55w
S w/2
Tw/24w/2n N —w/2 4 w/2n ]

=2""1

Thus, we have
55 UPseiey o / (W) (0)¢ dz > (n— 1) In(2)|S4].
Krx{t}

Putting all the terms back together we obtain and bounding w? by M?2,

n 2 11—y _ n
|St|§<<n_1) 1_1/0/24'0(7’%5)5 2m)”ﬁﬂ

o . 1+nn(2)\?
. <Ol(m,ﬁ,/\,|vf||Lm(Q))w1 wl=mR29 H(Tl()) >|KR|

2
1-m, 1-m p2 n
+ (CQ(maﬁa)U'Vf”Lm(Q)’M)w w R (n_1> >|KR|

Finally, we obtain the estimate we need

Hx € Kp:p(w,t)>ut — %H
<[S¢| + |Kr \ K(1-s)R|

n 2 1—1 _ n
<<<n_1> 1_1/0/2+C(m,5)5 2m+d6>|KR|

L o 9eom 1+nn(2))?
N <C1 (m,ﬁ,)\, ”foLOO(Q))stl REWl—™m[2- 29 +1<7()> >|KR|

n—1

n

2
+ <CQ (m,ﬂ, MV Fll s ) M)Rawl’mREwl’mLz’% <m) >|KR| :

where one should note that R < L and the term Rfw!~™ can be controlled by « through (8.4).
Note that for the term in the first set of brackets we can choose d§ < 3v3/16 and n large enough

such that
n o\’ n
-2 2
<n_1) S(l—V0/2)(1+l/()), O(m,ﬁ)md S3V0/16,
because (1 — v9/2)(1 + v9) > 1. Now that n and § have been fixed we note that the constant

o in (8.4) can be made small enough (independent of w and R) so that terms in the other two

brackets are lesser that 313 /16. This gives us
4+ W 2 2 v6
HxEKR:p(x,t)>,u —E}‘g(l—uo+31/0/4)|KR|: l—z |KR|.

The proof follows by setting ¢ = n + 1 and noting that [to,0] > [-%w'™™R?,0]. ad

We now proceed to prove that p is strictly lesser than its supremum in a smaller parabolic
cylinder.

Lemma 8.9. Assume that (8.6) holds. Then there exists some so € N large enough, independent

of w, such that
2
o W -m (BN R
plx,t) < p 5e5 0-€- (a:,t)EQ<2w (2) ,2>.
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 8.6 and relies on the energy estimates in Lemma 8.1.
We start by considering the sequence
R R

fn =5+ 5o

n=0,1,---
such that Ry = R and R,, — R/2 as n — oo. We then construct a sequence of nested shrinking

cylinders Q(vp2 'w!=™R2, R,,) along with cut-off functions ¢,, satisfying

0<¢G <1, ¢, =11in Q(V02*1w1*mR721+1, Rut1), ¢n =0 on 8,,@(1/02*10.)1*”11%,21, R,),

227172

2n71 227172 —
V(| < I OS(Cn)tSFW . AG, < o2

We now apply the energy estimate of Lemma 8.1 in Q192 'w!™™R2 R,) with £ = ut — w/2%,
and k, = pt — w/(2%0) — w/(2"F*0) for the function (p’ — k). We will bound the terms on the
LHS and RHS separately. Considering first the terms on the LHS we have

1 2
3 [ess SupiR%wl—mV0271<t<O/ (P — k)3 (2 dw
Kr, X{t}

+/ (P V(P = En) 4 Gal da dt]
Q(vo2~twl=mR2 R,)

_ ¢ 2 2
>27m [ess Sup_uOQ—lR%wlan<t<0/ (p+ - kn)JrCn dx
KR, x{t}

o /Q( 9-1yl-mR2 R )|V(Pi—kn)+Cn|2dxdt] 7
Vo2~ w TRy Ry,

where we have used the fact that when |V (p% — k)1(,| is nonzero, p > k, > w/2. For the RHS

we first note the following facts:

(1) 0 < p~ < w/4 which implies that p < 5w/4, and pf{ < 5w/4 .

(2) {=pu" — w/250 > k,, which implies that X[p>1] < X[p>kn] = X[(p—kn)+>0]

(3) If pf = p, then X[(h —kn)1>0] = X[(p—kn)4>0]- On the other hand if pY = ¢, we have that
p >4 > ky. Thus, we have that x[,—r,),. >0 = X[(pt, ~kn) 1 >0]

(4) (1= kn) =w/(27F) S w /2070, (pf — kn)s+ S w/2"F%0 <w /2071, (p = £)4 S w/2%7 1

Applying, essentially the same bounds as Lemma 8.6, we obtain

[ess Sup7V02*1R$zw1*"L<t<0/ (Pﬁ - k)i@% dz 4+ w™ ! / |V(p?|r — k)+§n|2 dx dt
Krg,, x{t} Qo2 'w!~™RZ Ry)

2n OJ2

o
SC(W L, B AV fll e qy» ||Af||L°°(Q)) =Y 1m X[(pt, ~kn)y >0) A dL.

/Q?(V()Q—lwl_mR%,Rn)
Let t = 15 '2w™ 't and define the following rescaled functions

In these new variables the inequality simplifies to

_ -2 14 _ =
ess sup_R%<g<0/ (P — kn)2Cn” dz + —0/ V(5 — kn)4Cal” dadt
Kr, x{f} Q(R2,R.)
22n Vo w?
SO g Pt
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where

A, ::/ Xi(5t — dzdt.
Q(R%,Rn) [(P+ kn)+>0]

Since vy € (0, 1) it simplifies to,

_ -2 _ -
ess sup_R%<g<0/ (P} — kn)icn dz + / V(' — fen) 4 Co|? da dt
Kry, x{t} Q(R?,Rn)
22n UJ2
SO i

Furthermore we have

1 w?

2
WWATLJA =k — kny1|"Angr

2
:,/Q(Rz R )|kn - kn+1| X[(ﬁﬁ.—kn+1)+>0] dz dt
n1oltn41

_¢ 12
S/ [kn = D4 X[, —ksr) 2 >0) A dE
Q(RierRn-%—l)

2
< kn - o ’
_H( Pe)s L2(Q(R2 1, Rnt1))

<Ca APV (k= 25) , [v20mz, i)

n+1’
where in the last step we have used the emebedding into the parabolic space V? (cf. Lemma A.3).
Thus, as in Lemma 8.6 we have

1 w? 22n 2

LW £ 1+2/(d+2)
22n+2 92502 A1 <C R2 92502 An :

This can be simplified to
Xn+1 < C42nX$+2/(d+2) ’

where

— An

~Q(RE Ry

and the constant C' independent of w, R,n and dependent only d,m, 8, f. Thus, if

Xn

Xo < C~42/24(d+2)%/2 (8.10)

by the geometric convergence lemma (cf. Lemma A.1), X,, — 0 and the result follows as in the
proof of Lemma 8.6. Thus, all that remains to be shown is (8.10) holds. Before we do this we
introduce the following notation
B,(t) = {x € Kr:p(x,t) >pt — 2%},
and
B, = {(m,t) € Q(?wl_mRQ,R) cp(w,t) > pt — ;—U} .
In this notation (8.10) reads as

|Bso—1| < Vg

Q(%wl—MRQ,R)} .

The above inequality means that the subset of Q(%"wl_mRz, R) where p is close to its supremum
can be made arbitrarily small. To show this, we apply the energy estimate of Lemma 8.1 to the

44



function (p’fr+ — k)4 with

k:,ﬁ_%, qg<s<sp,
with a cut-off function ¢ defined in Q(”—;wl_mRz, 2R) such that
(=1, in Q(?wl’mﬁﬁ, R), ¢=0on apQ(?wlme% 2R) ,
1 m—1
<— < <
|VC|7R7 Ofgtf R2

We delete the first term on the LHS and bound the rest as follows:

(- k¢ dot [

()" 1V (p— K5 ¢[*d dt]
Q(ro2~'wl~™R22R)

1
5 €ss Sup_szl—mygg—l <t<0
Kop X{t}

zz—mwm—l/ V(p — k) c|? dadt => 2—mwm—1/ V(o — k). |2 da dt,
Q(vo2-1w!'=mR2 R) Q(ro2-'w!'~mR2 R)

where we have used the fact that when |V (p— k)4| is nonzero then p > k > w/2. For the terms on
the RHS we bound them as in Lemma 8.6 (note that two of the terms are zero because p < £ = wt

a.e. (x,t)). Thus, we have the bound

9 mym1 / IV(p—k)4 | dzdt
Q(vo2—lwl-mR2 R)

wmfl OJ2

<C (1, L, 8 IV e N i) o 3505

wmfl

O

Since |Q(12~'w! "™ R2,2R)| = 2471 Q(1p2 " 'w! "™ R% R)
C w?

IV(p—k)|*dzdt < ﬁmp(wz—lwl—w?, R)|.

/ X[(p—k)+>0) dz dt
Q(ro2—1lwl=™R2 2R)

w? —1, 1-m p2
W‘Q(VQ2 w R ,2R)|

, multiplying my w!~™ this reduces to

/;(u()lelmRz,R)
Note now that Bs C Q102 'w!™™R? R) and, in By, |V(p — k)+| = |V(p — k)| = |Vp|. Thus, the
above inequality gives us

C w?
/B|Vp|2dxdt§EW‘Q(VO2_1w1_mR2,R)|. (8.11)

We now apply the lemma of De Giorgi (cf. Lemma A.2) with k; = p™ —w/2° and kg = p+ —w/25T1
to obtain that for all ¢ € [—127 w!™™R?,0]

Rd+1

<Ce———+
IKr\ Bs(t)| /B, 1)\ Buyr(t)

Since ¢ < s — 1, by Lemma 8.8, it follows that |Bs_1(t)| < |By(t)] < (1 — v3/4)|Kg| for all
te [—1/02*1w1*mR2, 0] Thus, for all such ¢ it follows that

[Kp\ Bo(t)] = {2 € Kn: plwt) < p = 2}

28
L w
ZHmGKRIP(%t)<H _F}‘

w
W'BSH(M |Vp|dz. (8.12)

2
1%
=|KR| — [Bs—1(t)] > ZO|KR|-

Thus, (8.12) can be rewritten as

2 Bua(n)] < 02 Vel
B () < / velde.
gst+1 178t \KRIVE JB.(0)\B.sn (1)
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fort € [—V02’1w1*mR2, 0] We integrate the above inequality over [—V02’1w1’mR2, 0] to obtain

R
|Bsy1] < 7/ [Vp| dx dt
25+1 \KRIVS /BB

1/2
< / IVp|?dadt | |Bs\ Bey]"?
VO BS\B5+1

Cw

m 1/2
<07 5 Q2 R BB\ B2,

where in the last step we have applied (8.11). Squaring both sides we obtain

c — —-m
|Bs+1|2 < F|Q(V02 fwlTmR?, R)“Bs \ Bsy1l.
0

Since ¢ < s < sg, we sum the above inequality for s =g+ 1,...,s0 — 2 to obtain

8072 O 8072

Y. Be* < =|QMo2 W R R)| Y [Ba\ Bagal.

s=q+1 0 s=q+1
Note that Zj":;iﬂBs \ Bey1| < |Q(ro27'w!™™R% R)|. Additionally, By,—1 C By for all s =
q+1,...,50 — 2. Thus, we have

C 2
| Bs 1| Q2 W ™R, R)|".
. vo((so—q—3 ))' |

For s € N sufficiently large independent of w, R, (8.10) is satisfied and the result follows. ]

Finally we can state the reduction of oscillation result in case 2.

Corollary 8.10 (Reduction of oscillation in case 2). Assume that (8.5) holds with constant vy as
specified in the proof of Lemma 8.6. Then there exists a oo € (0,1), independent of w, R, such that

ess och(ynglwlfm(g){%) p < ow.
Proof. We know from Lemma 8.9 that there exists some sg € N such that
ess SupQ(Vo2*1w17m,(%) g) P = < M 250 '
Thus

w
ess OSCQ(Vog,lwlfm(g){%) p<pt— 9s0 .

1

Thus, for o9 = (1 ) the result follows. O

250
We combine the two cases into one:

Lemma 8.11 (Total reduction of oscillation). Fiz some 0 < R < L such that Q(4R*¢,2R) C Qr.
Assume that essoscgupre—=2r) p < w and aw™ 1 > R® and that u= > w/4. Then there exists a
constant o € (0,1), depending only on the data (and continuously on § > 0), and independent of
w and R, such that

essoch<VD2_lw1_m(%)z!§) pLow.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that Q(VOZ_lwl_m(g)Q, %) C Q(wl_m(g)g, %) and

setting o = max{o1,02}. O
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We can now complete the proof of Theorem 3.3:

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We now show that there exist constants v > 1, a € (0, 1), depending only
on the data (W, 8, m, d, M), such that for all 0 < r < L we have

2 a
€S8 0SCQ (1 —mp2 p) P < YW <fr) . (8.13)

where w = ¢;M and c¢; is chosen to be large enough so that aw™ ! > L. We choose as our
starting point the cylinder Q(4(L/2)?7¢, L) C Q7. We start by defining

k

1
R, = c’SL/27 co = —(7(”"”*1)/‘5ﬂ < wp =0"w,

1

2 2 2’
for k = 0,1,... and € < (m — 1). We already have that aw™~! > RS for all 0 < r < R. This
implies that

w,i_m Z:ak(lfm)clgawl*mRS
Vo ke

<0¢(Z) < .

Additionally, we also have that

1-m m-—1
0':0'1+ e O =

> Cp .
It follows that
€SS 0SCQ(wi-mR2, Ry) P < €8S 0SCH(4RZ~%, Ry) P <M<ogM=w.
Furthermore, we have
€8S 0SCQ(wl-m k2, Ry) P < €SS 0SCQ(wi-muy2-1(R/2)2,R/2) P < OW,

where we have applied Lemma 8.11. We can repeat the procedure starting at Ry with w; =

ofw and p; = ess infg(1-m g2 Rr,) p assumed to be smaller than wg/4. If this is not the case,

then the equation is uniformly parabolic in Q(wl’mRi, Ry) and by parabolic regularity theory
(cf. [LSUGEI), (8.13) holds for some constants 7' > 1,a’ € (0, 1), depending only on the data. The
dependence of the constants on 3 > 0 is continuous.

Assuming j,; > wy/4 and applying the results of Lemma 8.11 to Rj41 we obtain

€88 0SCQ(u1=m R2, | Ryy1) P = €88 0SCQ(gh(1—m)y1=mg(m—1)(+2/2) 1,222 (R /2)2, Ry /2) P
<ess OSCQ(w}("’qu—l(Rk/Q)Q,Rk/2) p L owyg.
By induction it follows that
€SS 0SCQ(wi-m R Ry) P < oFw.
Additionally, for all 0 < r < L we have that
co T (L/2) <7 < cf(L)2),

for some k. Picking a =log,, o > 0, we derive
2r\ “
k+1 < =
e ()

2r\*
€88 0SCQ(wi-my2 ) P < YW T ,

Thus, we have
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where v = max{o~',7’} > 1 and a = min{log, o,a’} € (0,1) since ¢ > o1 > 1/2 > ¢y. Note
that (8.13) implies that p is continuous. One can see this by mollifying with some standard mollifier
¢ and applying Arzela—Ascoli to show that the limit as ¢ — 0 is continuous.

Now that we have control on the oscillation of the solution we can proceed to the proof of
Holder regularity. Consider a weak solution p(z,t) defined on Qp. We would like the Holder
regularity to be uniform in space and time so we consider only those points such that (z,t) +
Q(4(L/2)*7¢,L) C Q%. The local regularity near 8,01 can be derived in a similar manner. Fix
two points (z,t) and (y, t) for some ¢ large enough, and consider the recursive scheme starting from
K = (z,t) + Q(4(L/2)*7¢,L) C Qr. Setting r = dra(z,y) and applying (8.13), we obtain

2r\
lp(z,t) — p(y,t)| < ess0SC(y ) +Q(wt—mr2,m) P < YW (f) < 42% M L™ %drpa(z,y)* . (8.14)

For the time regularity we consider two points (z,t1), (z,t2) € Qr,t1 > to assuming that [t; —
t2|1/2 < wl=™(L/2)%. We consider the recursive scheme starting from K := (z,t1)+Q(4(L/2)*7¢,L) C
Qr. Setting 7 = w(m=1/2|t; — t2|1/2, we obtain

2r\“ @
lp(x,t2) — p(x,t1)] < €sS0SC(z ¢y +Qt—mr2,r) P < W(f) < 2%(ey M)@Halm=1)/2 —ay /2
(8.15)

For |t1 — t2|1/2

> wl=™(L/2)?, the proof is easier since

|o(x,t2) — pla,t1)| < 2M < 2M |ty — to|*/*(L/2) =% (e M) D/2 (8.16)
Combining (8.14), (8.15), and (8.16) together we have the required Holder regularity away from
the boundary:

o(x,t1) — p(y, t2)| <Ch(dpa(z,y)® + [t1 — t2]*"?) (8.17)
<Ch(dpa(z,y) + [t — t2]/*)°,

where a € (0,1) depends continuously on § > 0 and C} depends on M, L, m, 7, and d. The
regularity near the parabolic boundary can be derived in a similar manner. g

Remark 8.12. We note that the proof of Corollary 3.4 follows from the fact that the constant Cj,
is uniform in time as long as we are far enough from the initial data pg, i.e. if 0 < C < t; <2 <00

for some constant C' > 0.
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APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL RESULTS

In this section we state some useful lemmas and inequalities which we will use in the proof
of Theorem 3.3.

Lemma A.1 (Geometric convergence lemma). Let {X,}, .y be a sequence of nonnegative real

numbers satisfying the recurrence inequality
X1 < CHP X1

for some C;b>1 and a > 0. If Xy < C’_l/“b_l/‘ZQ, then lim X, =0.

n—roo

Let Q € T be a smooth, convex, open subdomain. Then we have the following lemma due to
De Giorgi [DG57]:
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Lemma A.2. Given a function v € WH1(Q) and real numbers ki < ka we define
w2k ={zeQ:v(x) =k}
[k'1<11<k2] ::{$EQZk1<U($)<k2}.

Then there exists a constant C = C(d) such that

Rd+1

(ks — k)| > ks < C Vol de,

[[v < k1] (k1 <v<kz]
where R = diam(92).

Consider now the parabolic space V2(Qr), equipped with the norm

||P||%/2(QT) =ess SUP0§t§T||P||2L2(Q)(t) + ||VP||2L2(QT) :
We then have the following embedding [DiB93, page 9]:

Lemma A.3. Let p € V2(Qr). Then there exists a constant Cyq depending only on d such that
2 2/(2+d 2
Il < Calflel > O @il gy
APPENDIX B. BIFURCATION THEORY

We state here the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem (cf. [Nir0O1, Kiel2]) for bifurcations with a
one-dimensional kernel.

Theorem B.1. Consider a separable Hilbert space X with U C X an open neighbourhood of 0,
and a nonlinear C?> map, F : U x V — X, where V is an open subset of Ry such that F(0,rk) = 0

for all k € V. Assume the following conditions are satisfied for some k, € V:

(1) Dz(0,k)F is a Fredholm operator with index zero and has a one-dimensional kernel.
(2) D2,.(0, k) F[vo] ¢ Im(D4(0, k4)), where 6y € ker(D4(0, k), ||do] = 1

Then, there exists a nontrivial C* curve through (0, k) such that for some & > 0,
{(z(s),K(s)) :s€(=6,0),2(0) =0,k(0) = K},

and F(x(s), k(s)) = 0. Additionally, for some neighbourhood of (0, k.), this is the only such solution

(apart from the trivial solution) and it has the following form:

z(s) = sto + W(sto,¥(s)),  k(s) =v(s),
where ¥ : ker(Dy (0, 14)) x Ry — (ker(Dy(0, 1)) is a C* map and o : (—6,8) — V is a C*

function such that 1(0) = k.. Furthermore if DU (v, k«) = 0, we obtain a simplified expression
of the form

x(s) = st + r1(svo, ¥(s)),

lIrs (sv0. (DI — 3,

such that im =
||+ (5) —rn |0 [sl+]9(s)—fixl

REFERENCES

[AGS08] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré. Gradient Flows in Metric Spaces and in the Space of Probability
Measures. Lectures in Mathematics ETH Ziirich. Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2008.

[ASBCD19] P. Aceves-Sanchez, M. Bostan, J.-A. Carrillo, and P. Degond. Hydrodynamic limits for kinetic flocking
models of Cucker-Smale type. Math. Biosci. Eng., 16(6):7883-7910, 2019.

[BCD*18] J. Barré, J. A. Carrillo, P. Degond, D. Peurichard, and E. Zatorska. Particle interactions mediated by
dynamical networks: assessment of macroscopic descriptions. J. Nonlinear Sci., 28(1):235-268, 2018.

[BCLO9] A. Blanchet, J. A. Carrillo, and P. Laurengot. Critical mass for a Patlak-Keller-Segel model with
degenerate diffusion in higher dimensions. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 35(2):133-168,
2009.

49



[BCMO7]
[BCnCD16]
[BDZ17]
[Brel1]
[BS10]
[BV13]
[CCH15]
[CCWT20]

[CCY19]

[CF87]

[CGPS20]

[CGW20]

[CHOS

[CKY13]
[CKY18]

[CMST19)

[CMV03]

[CP10]
[CT20]
[Daw83]
[DFL15]
[DG57)
[DiB79]

[DiB93)
[FL12]

[FPOS]

M. Burger, V. Capasso, and D. Morale. On an aggregation model with long and short range interactions.
Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 8(3):939-958, 2007.

A. B. T. Barbaro, J. A. Canizo, J. A. Carrillo, and P. Degond. Phase transitions in a kinetic flocking
model of Cucker-Smale type. Multiscale Model. Simul., 14(3):1063-1088, 2016.

J. Barré, P. Degond, and E. Zatorska. Kinetic theory of particle interactions mediated by dynamical
networks. Multiscale Model. Simul., 15(3):1294-1323, 2017.

H. Brezis. Functional analysis, Sobolev spaces and partial differential equations. Universitext. Springer,
New York, 2011.

A. L. Bertozzi and D. Slepcev. Existence and uniqueness of solutions to an aggregation equation with
degenerate diffusion. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 9(6):1617-1637, 2010.

M. Bodnar and J. Veldzquez. Friction dominated dynamics of interacting particles locally close to a
crystallographic lattice. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 36(10):1206-1228, 2013.

J. A. Carrillo, A. Chertock, and Y. Huang. A finite-volume method for nonlinear nonlocal equations
with a gradient flow structure. Commun. Comput. Phys., 17(1):233-258, 2015.

J. A. Carrillo, X. Chen, Q. Wang, Z. Wang, and L. Zhang. Phase transitions and bump solutions of the
Keller-Segel model with volume exclusion. STAM J. Appl. Math., 80(1):232-261, 2020.

J. A. Carrillo, K. Craig, and Y. Yao. Aggregation-diffusion equations: dynamics, asymptotics,
and singular limits. In Active particles, Vol. 2, Model. Simul. Sci. Eng. Technol., pages 65-108.
Birkhduser/Springer, Cham, 2019.

L. A. Caffarelli and A. Friedman. Asymptotic behavior of solutions of uy = Au™ as m — co. Indiana
Univ. Math. J., 36(4):711-728, 1987.

J. A. Carrillo, R. S. Gvalani, G. A. Pavliotis, and A. Schlichting. Long-time behaviour and phase
transitions for the Mckean-Vlasov equation on the torus. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 235(1):635-690,
2020.

J. A. Carrillo, R. S. Gvalani, and J. Wu. An invariance principle for gradient flows. in preparation,
2020.

T. Cazenave and A. Haraux. An introduction to semilinear evolution equations, volume 13 of Oxford
Lecture Series in Mathematics and its Applications. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press,
New York, 1998. Translated from the 1990 French original by Yvan Martel and revised by the authors.
L. Chayes, I. Kim, and Y. Yao. An aggregation equation with degenerate diffusion: qualitative property
of solutions. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 45(5):2995-3018, 2013.

K. Craig, I. Kim, and Y. Yao. Congested aggregation via Newtonian interaction. Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal., 227(1):1-67, 2018.

J. A. Carrillo, H. Murakawa, M. Sato, H. Togashi, and O. Trush. A population dynamics model of cell-
cell adhesion incorporating population pressure and density saturation. J. Theoret. Biol., 474:14-24,
2019.

J. A. Carrillo, R. J. McCann, and C. Villani. Kinetic equilibration rates for granular media and related
equations: entropy dissipation and mass transportation estimates. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 19(3):971-1018,
2003.

L. Chayes and V. Panferov. The McKean-Vlasov equation in finite volume. J. Stat. Phys., 138(1-3):351—
380, 2010.

K. Craig and I. Topaloglu. Aggregation-diffusion to constrained interaction: minimizers & gradient
flows in the slow diffusion limit. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 37(2):239-279, 2020.

D. A. Dawson. Critical dynamics and fluctuations for a mean-field model of cooperative behavior. J.
Statist. Phys., 31(1):29-85, 1983.

P. Degond, A. Frouvelle, and J.-G. Liu. Phase transitions, hysteresis, and hyperbolicity for self-organized
alignment dynamics. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 216(1):63-115, 2015.

E. De Giorgi. Sulla differenziabilita e ’analiticita delle estremali degli integrali multipli regolari. Mem.
Accad. Sci. Torino. Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Nat. (8), 3:25-43, 1957.

E. DiBenedetto. Regularity results for the porous media equation. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 121:249—
262, 1979.

E. DiBenedetto. Degenerate parabolic equations. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1993.

A. Frouvelle and J.-G. Liu. Dynamics in a kinetic model of oriented particles with phase transition.
SIAM J. Math. Anal., 44(2):791-826, 2012.

A. Figalli and R. Philipowski. Convergence to the viscous porous medium equation and propagation of
chaos. ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 4:185-203, 2008.

50



[GP70]
[HZ19]
[JKO98]
[Kiel2]
[KPW19]
[KZ18]

[LSU68]

[Nir01]

[0el90]
[Ott01]
[Phi07]
[Rod16]

[Sch8&5]
[Szn91]

[Tam84]
[Tug14]
[Urb08]
[VO7]
[Vil03]

[VS15]

D. J. Gates and O. Penrose. The van der Waals limit for classical systems. III. Deviation from the van
der Waals-Maxwell theory. Comm. Math. Phys., 17(3):194-209, 1970.

S. Hwang and Y. P. Zhang. Continuity results for degenerate diffusion equations with LYL% drifts.
arXiw e-prints, page arXiv:1906.04961, June 2019.

R. Jordan, D. Kinderlehrer, and F. Otto. The variational formulation of the Fokker—Planck equation.
SIAM J. Math. Anal., 29(1):1-17, 1998.

H. Kielhofer. Bifurcation theory, volume 156 of Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer, New York,
second edition, 2012. An introduction with applications to partial differential equations.

I. Kim, N. Pozér, and B. Woodhouse. Singular limit of the porous medium equation with a drift. Adv.
Math., 349:682-732, 2019.

I. Kim and Y. P. Zhang. Regularity properties of degenerate diffusion equations with drifts. STAM J.
Math. Anal., 50(4):4371-4406, 2018.

O. A. Ladyzenskaja, V. A. Solonnikov, and N. N. Uraltceva. Linear and quasilinear equations of par-
abolic type. Translated from the Russian by S. Smith. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol.
23. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1968.

L. Nirenberg. Topics in nonlinear functional analysis, volume 6 of Courant Lecture Notes in Mathe-
matics. New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathe-
matical Society, Providence, RI, 2001. Chapter 6 by E. Zehnder, Notes by R. A. Artino, Revised reprint
of the 1974 original.

K. Oelschlager. Large systems of interacting particles and the porous medium equation. J. Diff. Eq.,
88(2):294-346, 1990.

F. Otto. The geometry of dissipative evolution equations: the porous medium equation. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations, 26(1-2):101-174, 2001.

R. Philipowski. Interacting diffusions approximating the porous medium equation and propagation of
chaos. Stochastic Process. Appl., 117(4):526-538, 2007.

A. M. Rodrigues. Regularity properties for the porous medium equation. Master’s thesis, Unviersidade
de Coimbra, 2016.

R. Schaaf. Stationary solutions of chemotaxis systems. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 292(2):531-556, 1985.
A.-S. Sznitman. Topics in propagation of chaos. In Ecole d’Eté de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XIX—
1989, volume 1464 of Lecture Notes itn Math., pages 165-251. Springer, Berlin, 1991.

Y. Tamura. On asymptotic behaviors of the solution of a nonlinear diffusion equation. J. Fac. Sci.
Univ. Tokyo Sect. IA Math., 31(1):195-221, 1984.

J. Tugaut. Phase transitions of McKean-Vlasov processes in double-wells landscape. Stochastics,
86(2):257-284, 2014.

J. M. Urbano. The method of intrinsic scaling, volume 1930 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 2008. A systematic approach to regularity for degenerate and singular PDEs.

J. L. Vazquez. The porous medium equation. Oxford Mathematical Monographs. The Clarendon Press,
Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2007. Mathematical theory.

C. Villani. Topics in optimal transportation, volume 58 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

A. Volkening and B. Sandstede. Modelling stripe formation in zebrafish: an agent-based approach. J.
R. Soc. Interface, 12(112):20150812, 2015.

51



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries and notation
	3. Existence and regularity of solutions
	4. Characterisation of stationary solutions and bifurcations
	5. Minimisers of the free energy and phase transitions
	6. The mesa limit m 
	7. Numerical experiments
	7.1. Discontinuous bifurcations for m >2 and W=-cos(2 x/L)
	7.2. The mesa minimisers

	8. Proof of Hölder regularity
	8.1. A priori estimates
	8.2. Proof of holder
	Acknowledgements

	Appendix A. Some useful results
	Appendix B. Bifurcation theory
	References

