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PHASE TRANSITIONS FOR NONLINEAR NONLOCAL
AGGREGATION-DIFFUSION EQUATIONS

JOSE A. CARRILLO & RISHABH S. GVALANI

Department of Mathematics, Imperial College London

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-
nous 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.
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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 D™ + V- (0VW * p) (z,1) € 2 x (0,7

, (1)
p(z,0) = po(z) € L2 Q)N L) NP(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(Q2) 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
the form

A / m o 1/ _
m-1/," (@)dz — ——+ 5 QXQW(x y)p(@)p(y) dedy, m>1

gt /Q (1o p) () da + / [ W y)pla)oty) dady, m=1

for p € L™(Q) NP(Q), as discussed extensively in the literature [JKO98, Ott01, Vil03, CMV03,
AGSO08]. We refer to [CCY19] for a recent survey of this active field of research.
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Aggregation-diffusion equations such as (1.1) naturally appear in mathematical biology [BCMO07,
VS15, CMS*19, 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
i 1 i j — i
dXj = - ZVWN(Xt - X))dt + /285 dBL,
i#£]
where W/ = ﬂ—lle + W and
o (x) = N=So(N~¢4z), for all z € RY.

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 faster
than the typical relative particle distance N=1/¢. Also, B2 > 0 is the strength of the independent
Brownian motion 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 51 = +o0
and 2 = 3, 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].

Analyzing 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 peo := L™ = |Q| " is always a stationary solution of the system. The problem lies in con-
structing nontrivial stationary solutions and minimisers. In the linear diffusion case m = 1, we
refer to [CP10, CGPS19] where quite a complete picture of the appearance of bifurcations and
of continuous and discontinuous 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 transi-
tions 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
homogeneous 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 [Tam84] 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 [CCWT19]. Despite the simplicity of the setting in [CCWT19], 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 [CGPS19] 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!(€) topology is not the natural topology to define
phase transitions. It seems that for m > 1 the correct topology to work in is L*°(€2) (cf. Defini-
tion 5.1 and Remark 5.2 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 existence of solutions

o (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- (pVW xp).
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.

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 4.2, we provide conditions
on the interaction potential W and characterise values of the parameter 8 = ., such that (pso, 8x)
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 Fz'. We also show
that, for 8 small enough, the flat state is the unique minimiser of the energy for m € (1, o], thus
extending the result of [CKY13]. 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 5.9 and 5.10 and Proposition 5.11, 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 Fg'.

We summarise our results below:

e The proof of Holder regularity of the weak solutions of (1.1) can be found in Theorem 3.2
and the preceeding lemmas of Section 3.

e The result on the existence and characterisation of local bifurcations of the stationary
solutions is contained in Theorem 4.2.

e The results on the characterisation of phase transitions are spread out throughout Section 5.
The main result on the characterisation of discontinuous transition points is Theorem 5.12
while the explicit conditions for a continuous transition point can be found in Theorem 5.16.

e In Section 6, we treat the mesa limit m — oo. The I'-convergence of the sequence of
energies Fz' 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(Q2) the space of of all Borel probability measures on 2
with p the generic element which we will often associate with its density p(z) € L*(Q), if it exists.
We use the standard notation of LP(Q) and H*(Q2) for the Lebesgue and periodic L?-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?(2) we define its Fourier transform as

f(k) = <f; ek>L2(Q), k¢ Zd

where

cos (Z’TL]“ ) k; >0,
x) = Ng Heki (x4), where ek, (r;) =<1 k; =0,
, sin (%Lki xl) k; <0,

and NV, is defined as

Using this we have the following representation of the convolution of two functions W, f € L%(Q)
where W is even along every coordinate

Wrh) =S Wb S FotEenn )
keNd oc€Sym(A

where Sym(A) represents the symmetry group of the product of two-point spaces, A = {1, —1}%,
which acts on Z¢ by pointwise multiplication, i.e., (o(k)); = o;ki,k € Z¢,0 € Sym(A). Another
expression that we will use extensively in the sequel is the Fourier expansion of the following
bilinear form

[[we-ni@ieaea =3 Wi Y fem)P. (2.1)
QxQ keNd k oc€Sym(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 € Hy 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
strict inequality holding true for all n € L?(Q),7(k) # 0 for some k € N¢ :

/ W(x — y)n(e)(y) dzdy > 0.
QxN

3. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS
We are interested in solutions of the following nonlinear-nonlocal PDE
Orp =B AP™ +V - (pVW % p) (z,t) € Q x (0,7
, (3.1)
p(z,0) = po(z) € L2 QA NL™(Q)NP(Q) z€

where 1 < m < oo, B > 0, and W € C?(Q) 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 € C0,T; L*(Q) N L*0,T; H(Q))
such that
| otatyotet) s

for all p € HY(0,T; L?(2)) N L2(0,T; HE(Q)) and p(x,0) = po(x).

T T
+ / / (—poe + B lmp™ Vp -V + pV(W % p) - Vo) dz = 0
0 0 Q

Theorem 3.1. Given py € L*(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 of 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?(9).

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. 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 ||p|[;e(q,) < M, where Qr is the parabolic domain Qg := Q x [0,T]. We first
state the result regarding Holder regularity.

M < co. Then p is

Theorem 3.2. Let p be a weak solution of (3.1) such that |[pl|p<q,) <
Holder continuous with exponent a € (0,1) dependent on the data, m, d, W, and 5. Moreover a

depends continuously on B for 5 > 0.

We remind the reader that this result is only used to obtain the desired regularity and com-
pactness of minimisers in Lemma 5.4, although it is of independent interest by itself. We divide
the proof into two parts. In Section 3.1, we derive some apriori estimates that will be useful in the
proof of regularity. In Section 3.2, we perform the so-called reduction of oscillation scheme and
complete the proof of Theorem 3.2. As mentioned earlier, readers interested only in bifurcations
and phase transitions can skip directly to Section 4.

Before turning to the proof of Theorem 3.2, we introduce some notation. Since the equation (3.1)

is invariant under translations of the co-ordinate axis, we define the parabolic cylinder
Q(1,R) = [R,R* x [-7,0],

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

0pQ(7T,R) = 0Kpr x (—7,0) UKp x {—7,0}.
We use the following shorthand notation:
w4 = max(w, 0), w_ = —min(w, 0), p'. = min(p, £), p- = —min(—p,—).
Additionally, we consider the cutoff functions ¢ such that

0<(¢<1, |V¢| < +oo, ((z,t) =0,z ¢ Kg.



Through the rest of this section we will also use f(z,t) to denote W % p(x,t). Note that
IVl L) S IVW | Lo () 1D? fll Lo 0y < I1D*W | oo

The reader should note that proof of regularity holds for any f € C?(Q) 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 S > 0. Thus the Holder exponent a and

seminorm |p|, also depend continuously on 8 > 0.

3.1. Apriori 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 3.3 (Energy estimates). Pick k,¢ € Ry and some cutoff function ¢, such that ( =0 on
0pQ(T, R). Then it holds for any weak solution of (3.1) that

1 _
5 [QSS SUPte[—7,0] / (0} - k)ng dx —|—/ ()™ IV (ph — k) 4¢P da dt] <
Krx{t} Q(7,R)

<[ G -wiGdedtr2-bs [ (o 0o
Q( Q(T,R)

7,R)
+2mpB~! / (0t = k)2 (p" ) V¢ dedt + 2mB™ (0 — k)4 /
Q(7,R)

Q
“
Q(m,R

s

p
( [ ds) (IVC + V) xpne dadt
(,R) \J¢

IVTICICl 6}~ drat + /. BTG B

Similarly we have,
1
Slesswei o [ G -miaes [ OV —hoPara] < @)
Krx{t} Q(7,R)

g/ (nt —k)%CCtddez(e—k)_/ (p—0)_(C dz dt
Q Q(r.R)

+2mp~" (p" — k)2 ()Y VP dadt — 2mB~H (0 — k) — /

Q(m,R) Q(m,R)
.
Q(r

We now move on to the logarithmic estimate. The proof of this needs to be adapted from the

( / " gme ds) (IVC 4+ CVO)xper dadt
Y4

IV AIICIVC (o — B)? dedt + / Af(p — B)? 2 dadt.
R) Q(7,R)

s

classical estimate in the presence of the drift term V - (V fp). Before stating and proving it, we
introduce the following function

1/’i(S) = WE,C(S) = <1n<(HSik s — o k)i>>+7 0<e< H;Ek,

where s is a bounded, measurable function on Q(7, R) and

+
HZ) = esssupg, pyl(s — k)£

The function has certain useful properties, namely,



We also need to define the Steklov average for any p € L1 (2 x [0,7]) for any 0 < h < T as follows

Rt [ () dr 0<t<T—h
Ph ‘= .
0 otherwise

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

Lemma 3.4. [Urb08, Lemma 2.2] Let p € LI(0,T; L"(2)) then py, converges to p in p € L1(0,T; L"(Q))
as h — 0 for q,r € (1,00). Additionally, if p € C(0,T;L*(Q)), then pn(-,t) converges to p(-,t) in
L9(Q) fort e [0,T].

Using this we have the following alternative notion of a weak solution of

Definition 3.2. A weak solution (3.1) of is a bounded measurable function
p € C(0,T; L*(Q)) N L*0,T; H'(Q))
such that
/Qx{t} Ot (pr)p +mB (™ Vp)n - Vo + (pVW xp)p - Vo dz =0, (3.3)

for all ¢ € HY(Q), h € (0,T), t € (0,T] and p(z,0) = po.

Proposition 3.5. [Urb08] The notion of weak solution introduced in Definition 3.1 and Defini-
tion 3.2 are equivalent.

Lemma 3.6 (Logarithmic estimates). Let p be a nonnegative weak solution of (3.1) and ¢ be a
time-independent cutoff function, then it holds that

t
/ (W*)?) ()¢ d < / (5)?)(0)¢? dx — 2mp" / / (" IV (5 ()¢ de ds
KRX{t} KRX{fT} -7 KRX{S}
L omp! Ly ()| VI ded
m /_T/Kms}” (0)|VC|? duds
Lo / / DIV IVl (%) () (1 + (% ())]¢? dr s
—7 JKrx{s}
t
L4 / / DIV FIVCI () ()= (p)][¢] d ds.
—7 JKrx{s}
for any —7 <t <0.

Proof. We start by testing (3.3) against ((¢¥)?)"(pr)¢? and integrating by parts to obtain

/Q “ 3 (pn) (W)Y (pr)C% +mB~H (0™ V) - V((5)?) (0n)C?) + (pV F)n - V((#F)%) (pn)¢?) dz = 0,
(3.4)
Consider the first term on the LHS and integrating from —7 to ¢

/ / 05 (pr) (%)) (p1)¢? dads

-7 QX{s}

:// As((F)?)(pn)¢* d ds

-7 QX{s}

= [ @R [ (@ s,
Qx{t}

Qx{—7}



Passing to the limit as h — 0 we obtain that

// Oupn) (W) ()2 drds — [ (W*)?)(p)¢? da — / (5)2)(p) ¢ dr.
—7 JQx{s} Qx{t} Qx{-7}

Now consider the second term on the LHS of (3.4) (after passing to the limit as h — 0)

[ m—1 . +\2y/ 2y de ds
8 / T / T VY () ara
—omp! / / (U V(@Y ()2 (1 + (0 (9)¢2) dads
—7 JOx{s}
4 4mp! 1 /Q TR ()G VO ards
—1 t m—1 2 +\/ 2 2
>2m3 / T / T P ards

t
- 2m5_1/ / P ()| VP dads,
—7 JQx{s}

where the last expression follows from Youngs inequality. Finally we consider the last term on the
LHS of (3.4) (after passing to the limit as h — 0)

| i / IRGAR(COPIDISEEE
= [ i / T ()1 () s
v f tT / PV @)
>z tT / o PIVFITAIE P+ ) dads

N t £y + xds
tf AT ) ) s,

Putting it all together we obtain

/ (5)2)(p)C? da < / (5)2)(p)C2 do — 2mp " / / (VPR () (9))%C2) de ds
Qx{t} Qx{-7} —7 JQx{s}
o2mB~1 m—1,% V(2 dz ds
4 2m8 /_T/m{s}” v ()]
Lo / / PV IVl (%) () (1 + (6 (0)[¢2 de s
—7 JQx{s}

t
w [ VAN (o) (o)e] dds.
—7 JQx{s}
Taking into account the support of (, one obtains the result of the lemma. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. We now get to the meat of the regularity argument, i.e., the re-
duction of oscillation. We assume again that p is a nonnegative weak solution of (3.1). We pick a
cyclinder Q(4R?~¢,2R) that lies inside Q7 (shifted to (0,0)) for 0 < R < 1. Then we can define

+

W = esSSupPgapz-< 2R) P p— =essinfgupe-< 2r) P,

along with

w= ;ﬁ' — W = €S8 0SCQ(4R2—<,2R) P -



We then define the rescaled cylinder
QW' ™R* R) C Q(4R* ¢,2R),
which holds true if
aw™ b > R (3.5)

For a fixed e > 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 wg :=

ess 0sCcg(ar2—<,2R) p- Then for any point (z,t) € Qr we set R := dpa(z,0) + |t|1/2, the parabolic
distance to the origin. Thus we have

e
m—1

[p(@,1) = p(0,0)] < wp < a” FTRTT =~ (dna(w,0) + |1/?)
We will specify the value of « later. We thus have by this inclusion that
€88 08CQ(wi-mR2 R) 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.
() € Q! ™R R) : p < p~ +w/2|
QT R, R) = 0
or
Case 2.
|(2,t) € Q™R R) : p > p” +w/2| |
QR R)) a
or equivalently
1-m p2 o>t —
(@) € QW ™R R) :p 2yt —w/2| (3.7)

|Q(w'™R?, R)|

We now treat the two cases independently.

3.2.1. Reduction of oscillation in case 1. In the first case, we start by proving the following result.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that p~ < w/4 and that (3.6) holds for some vy (to be chosen), then

2
1Y e m (B R
pz,t) > p +o oe mQ(w <2> ,2>.

Proof. We start by considering the sequence

R R
n=gtg =01

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

R

cylinders Q(w'=™R2  R,,) along with cutoff functions ¢, satisfying

0<¢n <1, (n=1in Q(Wl_mR?erla RTL+1)7 (n=0o0n 8Q(W1_mR12m R’ﬂ)a
2211—2

n—1 2211—2 1
R 0< (Cn)t < Fw s ACn < 7

We now apply the energy estimate of Lemma 3.3 in Q(w'™™R2?, R,) with £ = u~ + w/4, and

n?

kn = pu~ +w/4+w/(2"F1) for the function (p® — k,)_. We will bound the terms on the LHS and

2
IV(¢l, <



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

1 _
3 [ess sup,R%w17m<t<0/ (0" — kn)* Cdz + / (P UV (L = kn)—Col” Az dt]
Kgr,, x{t} Q(wl=mR2,Ry)

(o~ k)G do [

V(P2 = kn)—Gol* da dt] ,
Q' =R Ry)

>2172M | eSS SUP_ g2 1-m <y /
" Kr, x{t}

where we have used the fact that p’ = max(p,p~ +w/4) > p~ 4+ 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 .
(2) {=p" + w/4 <k, which implies that X[p<t] < X[p<kn] = X[(p—kn)—>0]
(3) If p© = p, then X((,t ) 0] = X[(p—kn)_>0]- On the other hand if p° = ¢, we have that
p <L <k, we have that X((p—x,)_>0] = 0 = X[(t—k,)_>0] = X[(p* —kn)_>0]-
4) (1= kn)- =w/@2"") Sw/2, (pL —kn)- Sw/2" <w/2, (p—0)- <w/4.

We now proceed to bound individual terms on the RHS of (3.2). For the first term we have:

/ (P~ — kn)? Co(C)e da dt + +2(0 — kn)_/ (p =) —Cn(Cn)edxdt
Q(wlfan%’Rn) Q(wlfan%’Rn)

3o m—122n_2/ dadt
—Ww x .
=3 R2 Q(wl_mR%’Rn)X[(P(_*kn)—>o]

For the second term:

2mﬁ_1/ (02 = k)2 (p2)™ VG| d dt
Q(w'=™R2,Ry)

<mB-! 5\ 2 mo12278 dzd
<mp 4 W R? Q(wlmeg,Rn)X[(pefikn)7>o] rt-

For the third term:

~2mg e k)- [

QW= RZ,Rn)

</,, sm1 ds) (IVCn|? + CaVCn) X p<e dz dt
¢

1(4.12 1227171
SmpT W™ « dzdt.
_mﬁ 4 w R2 /;(wlngan) X[(Pﬁ,—kn)_>0] X

For the final two terms we have:
/ IV 11 lIVGal (0. — E)? drdt + / AFI(p" — kn)? (2 dadt
Q(wlme%,Rn) Q(wlmefﬂRn)

2n—1 wQ
S( 7 IVl poe ) + ”AfHLOO(Q))Z»/Q(wlmR%,Rn)X[(pe_kn)_>O] dzdt

22 (W TR om p2o—2n | W
~RzY (W”foLOO(Q) + ||Af||L°°(Q)w R72 )Z/Q(wlmRi,Rn)X[(pf—kn)_w] dz dt

2211 1 Ll—s A 9 e wQ
<z T IVl @) + 1Al L) 77 ) Q(WMR%RH)X[(pﬁ—kn>_>o]dmdt,,

where in the last step we have used the fact that R*w!™™ < o < 1 and that R < L. Putting the
bounds for the LHS and RHS of (3.2) together we obtain

(o — k)2 dx—f—wm_l/Q( . )|V(p€ — k)_Co|* dzdt

€SS SUP_ R2 (y1-m <4 <0 /
" Kr,, x{t}

2n 2
27" maw”

SO(m, L, B AV fll e gy ||Af||L°°(Q)) X[(p¢ —kn)_>0) dzdt .

— W
R? 4 Q(w'—™R2,R,)
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Let £ = w™ 't and define the following rescaled functions

ﬁ{('7£):p€('7t)7 C;z(aﬂzgn(vt)

In these new variables the inequality simplifies to

(P — k)26 do + / V(2. — kn)—Col? dazdt

©€ss Supr%<E<0/ 2 )
R?, Ry,

Kr, x{t}

2211 w2

<C=—= .

where

A, ::/ X1t — dxdt.
Q(R2.Ro) (P~ —kn)—>0]

Furthermore we have

1 w?

2
mzl‘lnﬂ =|kn — knt1]|"Ant1

2
- /Q(R2 R )|kn a kn+1| X[(p%. —kn41)—>0] dz dt
n1itn41
0 (2
: /Q(R2 R )|k" = P X (5~ k) >0y d di
nt1ftnt1

2
SH (kn - 16{) ‘
- L2(Q(Ri+1aRn+1))

SCdAi/@er) || (kn - f)e_)

2
_ ||V2(Q(Ri+17Rn+1)) 9

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

1 w?
ang3 g An+1 <Ca|ess Sup—Ri+1<E<0/ C(t - k) da +/ IV(p" —k)_|*dz dt]
KRn+1 x{t} Ri+1’R"+1)
<O A% (2Hd) [ess sup_R%<g<0/ (pt — k)i(nQ dzx —|—/ IV(p-. — k)_Go|? da dt]
Kr, x{t} R2,R,)
22n w?
<O YT p1t2/(d+2)
<O ’
where we have used the fact that ¢, =1 on Q(R2,,, Ry+1) and have used (3.8). Thus we have
142/ (d+2)
Apy1 2 2/(2+d) 427+ A,
SO Q(Rn 7Rn 1)
Q. )] =1 T | [z )
1+2/(d+2
o[ _QUEE R 4, e (o )”2/ (@2
- QR 41, Rt1)| |Q(RE, Ry - |Q(R, Ry) ’

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

A,
K= <|Q<R,%,Rn>|) ’

we have the recursive inequality
Xpp1 < C42n XT3/ )

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 Xy < vg is equivalent (3.6) to being satisfied with constant vy, since ko = w/2. Thus,

11



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(wl’m(g)z, %) The result follows by

noting that p® > pu~ + w/4 = ¢ implies that p* = p. U

Corollary 3.8 (Reduction of oscillation in case 1). Assume that (3.6) holds with constant vy as
specified in the proof of Lemma 3.7. Then there exists a o1 € (0,1), independent of w, R, such that

ess och(wlfm(g){%) p < ow.
Proof. We have by the result of the previous lemma that

ess 1an(wl_m(§)z’

ol

) p>u +w/d.
Thus we have that

ess OSCQ<W1_m(§)2’

vl
vl

) p :esssupQ<w1_m(§)z,§) p— essian(wl_m(%)z’ ) P

<pt—pT —w/4

3

<-w.

,4&)
Thus, the result holds with o = %. O
3.2.2. Reduction of oscillation in case 2. We now assume that (3.7) holds but with the constant
v fixed from the previous argument. We argue now that if (3.7) is satisfied then there exists some

th

toE[—wlimR{ ?wkaz},
such that
w 1—V0
Kn peto) > i~ 2} < 0 i
er ripl@to) >t = 5| < =g Kel

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

Hx € Q(w' ™R* R) : p(z,t) > pt — %H

_V70w17an2
2/ |z € Kg:p(x,8) > pt —w/2|ds
—wl-mR2
Y0 1—m p2 1-m 2) 1-1p
- R R — |IK
> 2w +w (1—1/0/2)| R|
=(1 - 19)|Q(w'™R? R)

)

which contradicts (3.7). We now proceed to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Assume that (3.7) holds. Then there exists a ¢ € N, depending only on the data,

such that
Hx € Kp:p(wt)>ut — %H < <1— (%)2>|KR|,

for allt € [—%Owl*mRaO] and « in (3.5) chosen to be small, depending only on vy, m, d, 3, W,
M but independent of R and w.

Proof. The proof of this lemma relies on the Lemma 3.6 with the function ¢ (u) on the cylinder
Q(—to, R). We choose

W

w
k:#+—§7 CZW?

12



where the constant n > 1 will be chosen later. It is fine to apply it to this function as we can
assume that

L w w o w
(p_“ +§)+ T
otherwise the proof of the lemma would be complete with ¢ = 2. Indeed, we would have for all
t e [t(), 0]

H;k = esSSUPQ(_yy,R)

HxEKR:p(x,t) >u+—%}‘ = HxEKR:p(x,t)—;ﬁ—i—%> %}‘ =0.

Before we write down the inequality, we need to further understand the properties of the function
1T (p) defined on the cylinder Q(—ty, R). Note first that

IHL > k4 2
prp) =4 \Flethigss ) PO R

0 p<k+ 55
Furthermore in Q(—to, R), we have that

p—k§H+

p:k =

| €

Therefore

1/)+(p)§1n<H+ —p—l—k—|— > n(2") < nln(2).
T
) (p)

Furthermore, we need to study the properties of (¢*)

T P>k+2n+1
W) (p) = § Hor™ ~
0 p<k+mF
Thus we have
Y 2n+1
0< W) < —

We now proceed to writing down the estimate

+1\2 Qx +1\2 Qx_m—l i m—1 2 +\/ 2 ~2 xds
/KRX{t}«w ) (p)cd </KRXM}(“” 1)(p)C2 de — 2m8 //m{s}(p Vol () (0))%¢?) dad
2mB~1 t m—Ly+ \V4 2d;zcds
+2mp /to /KRX{S}p YT (p)|V{]
12 / / DIV IVl () ()2 (1 + (0 (0))[C2 dards
to KRX{S}

+4/t0 /KRX{S}pIVfIIVCII((W)’(p))w*(p)lICIda:ds. (3.9)

for any to <t < 0. We choose a time-independent cutoff function 0 < ¢ < 1 such that
C = 17 T e K(l*(S)R? |v<| < (5R)_1

Consider now the first term involving f on the RHS of (3.9)

Q/to /m{s} AV SN () (1 + (6 (p))I¢? dards

<A2mp~! / /K TR ()¢ avas

13



! t 2 4 2 2|2
T BT / /K AP ()21 + @ (0)*[¢* dards,

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 ()0 (pII¢] de ds

t
<A2mp~! / /K TR ()¢ avas

= [, f et
+— V| (T V(P dads.
s A A M DIEE
Putting it all together we can get rid of the negative term in (3.9) and take the esssup to obtain:

(1)) ()¢ da < / () (p)C2 da

€SS supte[tg’o] /
Kr X{to}

KRX{t}

0
-1 m—1, + 2
+2m6 [0 »/KRX{s}p 1/) (p)|v<| drds
0
* ST / /K PSP () (14 (0 (0))*1¢7 dards

2 0 —m 2 2
e [ IV )9 s,
(3.10)

We proceed to bound each of the terms individually. For the first term on the RHS of (3.10) we
obtain:
1-— o

[ @ s < (2
Krx{to}

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

0 m—1
5
2m571// Pt (p) | VEI dads <2m61<1) W™ OR) " [to|n In(2)| K R|
to KRX{S}

m—1
<2mp~! <Z) In(2)02n|Kg|.

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

2Am5 1/ / VP )1+ @ (0))?1¢ dads

3 m 1—-m p2 n+1 —2
<CmgT BV £} )2 o 2(1 4 n1n(2))* K g

. C
T 2amp!

Similarly for the final term we obtain

)\mﬁ 1/ / - m|vf| (Y *(p))? |VC|2dmds

WP AT RV £ g0 In(2)2| KR

W BV | e 2 (L4 0 0(2))2 KR

*/\mﬁ 1

14



For the LHS of (3.7), consider the set
Sy ={z € Ku_sr:pz,t)>p* —w/2”+1} C Krg, t € (to,0).
It is clear that ¢ =1 on S; and, since —p + k + w/2"+! < 0, the function
HY,

Hi —p+k+550]

is decreasing in H;rk. Thus in Sy we have

H,

Hf —p+k+ 5
S w/2
Tw/2—pF+ k4 g

w/2

2 — 27171'
w/2+w/2mt —w/2 4w/ /2t

Thus we have
esssupcio) [ @ > (1= 1P a2
rx{t

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

n 2 1—1 _ n
|St|<<<n_1) 1_V0/2+C(m75)5 2m)ﬂﬁﬂ

. 1em " 1+nln(2 2
+<cl(m,ﬁ,x,|w||mm)wl ) >|KR|

n—1

2
+ (@ (m. 8., IVfIIme),M)wl’”wl’”R?(nﬁ 1) >|KR|.
FInally, we obtain the estimate we need

Hx € Kr:p(x,t) > pt — i}‘
24
<ISi 4+ |Kr \ K(1-6)R]

2
n 11—y o n
<<<n—1) 1_uo/2+c(m’ ) (n—1)2 +d5> Kz

e, 1-mpe, 1—-m y2—2eqn 1+nn(2 2
+ (Cl (m,ﬂ,)\, ||foL°°(Q))R wl R wl L2 2 2 +1 <7()> )'KR|

n—1

2
1—-m 1—my2-2 n
+ (cg(m,ﬁ,A, A =) >|KR|,

where one should note that R < L and the term R°w!~™ can be controlled by « through (3.5).
Note that for the term in the first set of brackets we can choose d§ < 3/1618 and n large enough
such that

2
n n -2 2
<7’L—1) < (1—V0/2)(1+1/0), C(m,ﬁ)mé §3/16V07
because (1 — 19/2)(1 + v9) > 1. Now that n and § have been fixed we note that the constant

a in (3.5) can be made small enough (independent of w and R) so that terms in the other two

15



brackets are lesser that 312 /16. This gives us

2 2
{oe Knspton) > - 2} < (1= +n3/a) inl = (1-2) il

24

The proof follows by setting ¢ = n + 1 and noting that [t,0] > [-%w'™™R?,0]. a

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

cylinder.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (3.7) holds. Then there exists some sg € N large enough, independent

of w, such that
2
o Yo r-m (B R
plx,t) < p 5s0 &€ (x,t)eQ(Zw (2) ,2>.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.7 and relies on the energy estimates in Lemma 3.3.

We start by considering the sequence
Ry=—+4+— n=0,1,---

such that Ry = R and R,, — R/2 as n — co. We then construct a sequence of nested shrinking
cylinders Q (102 'w!™™R2 R,,) along with cutoff functions ¢, satisfying

0<G <1, (u=1nQw2 'w' ™Ry, Rut1),  (u=00n3dQm2 'w' ™R}, Ry),
n—1 22n—2 1 22n—2

R 0< (Cn)t < FW y ACn < R2
We now apply the energy estimate of Lemma 3.3 in Q192 'w!™™R2, R,,) with £ = ut — w/2%,
and k, = pm — w/(2%0) — w/(2"F*0) for the function (p’. — ky,)1. We will bound the terms on the
LHS and RHS separately. Considering first the terms on the LHS we have

2
IV¢l, <

1 S
3 [ess sup_R%wl_mV02_1<t<0/ (p’ — kn)i(i dz + / (P 1V (ot — ko)1 Co|? da dt]
Kr,, x{t} Q(ro2-'wl~-™R2,R,)
>27" [GSS Sup7y02*1R$Zw1*m<t<0/ (Pﬁ - kn)i@% da 4+ w™ ™t / |V(pﬁ_ — kn)+gn|2 dz dt} )
Kg,, x{t} Q2™ 'w!=™R2 Ry)

where we have used the fact that when [V (p. — k)+(y| 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) £=p~ —w/2% >k, which implies that X[,>¢ < X[p>kn] = X[(p—kn) s >0]-

(3) If p. = p, then X[(p, —kn)+>0] = X[(p—kn)+>0]- On the other hand if pY = ¢, we have that
p > £ > k,. Thus we have that X[(p=Fn)+>0] = X[(p% —kn)+>0]"

(4) (1= kn)s = w/(270) < w/2070, (ph — kn)y < /2750 < w/20° 1 (p— ), < /201,

Applying, essentially the same bounds as Lemma 3.7, we obtain

less sup_ynglR%wanKO/ (p — k)i(,% dz + wmfl/ V(s — k)4 Gl d dt
Kg,, x{t} Qo2~'w!=™RZ Ry)

2n OJ2

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

~/62(V02_1w1_mR%7Rn)

Let t = vy '2w™ 't and define the following rescaled functions

ﬁﬁ(-,f)zpﬂ(-,t), C;z(vg):Cn(at)
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In these new variables the inequality simplifies to

_ =2 0] _ -
[GSS Supr%<f<0/ (pﬁ - kn)ign dz + E |V(Pﬁ - kn)+<n|2 drdt
Kr, x{t} R, Rn)
2211 Vo w2
O e
where
A, = / X1(5¢ dxdt.
QURZ ) (PG —kn)+>0]
Since vy € (0, 1) it simplifies to,
_ -2 _ -
[GSS Supr%<f<0/ B (pﬁ - kn)ign dx +/ |V(pﬁ - kn)+<n|2dx de
Kr, x{t} R Rn)
2211 w2

<C

=Y R2 925027
Furthermore we have

1 w?

2
22n+2 92502 Apt1 =lkn = kng1|"Anpa

2
- /Q(R2 R )|k" = o] X[(p8 —kn+1)4>0] dz dt
n414tn41

</ Fin = B PX (). 50y Al
QURZ,\ Rusr) +1 A% +1)+>0]

2
<|[(kn — 7 ‘
*H( 7). L2(Q(R2,, ,Rut1))

2/(2+d ¢ 2
<Cali/ VN (kn = 05) ez, )
where in the last step we have used the emebedding into the parabolic space V2 (cf. Lemma A.3).
Thus, as in Lemma 3.7 we have

1 OJ2 22n w?
92n+2 92502 Anta Scﬁ 92502

A1+2/(d+2)

This can be simplified to
Xpp1 < C42n X IH2/AF2)

where
An,
Xy = e
|Q(R, Rn)
and the constant C' independent of w, R, n and dependent only d, m, 3, f. Thus if
Xo < C—(d+2)/24(d+2)2/2 — Vac , (311)

by the geometric convergence lemma (cf. Lemma A.1), X,, — 0 and the result follows as in the
proof of Lemma 3.7. Thus all that remains to be shown is (3.11) holds. Before we do this we
introduce the following notation

B, (1) = {m € Kn:plz,t) > ut — 2%}

and

B, = {(x,t) € Q(%wl_mRQ,R) cp(x,t) > pt — ;—U}

17



In this notation (3.11) reads as

|Bso—1| < VEJk

(gt

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 3.3 to the
+

function (p!, — k)4 with

2s’
with a cutoff function ¢ defined in Q(%Owl’mRz, 2R) such that
(=1, inQ(%wl_mRQ,R), ¢=0on apQ(”; 1-m p2 2R)

1 wml
<— < <
|VC|7R7 Ofé-tf R2

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

1
3 [ess SUP_ R2g,1-mpy2-1<1<0 / (p— k)i@ dz + /

Kaonx{t} Q(ro2-'w!~mR2 2R)

(0)™ YV (p — k)4¢* dz dt]

zz—mwm—l/ IV(p— k)¢ dzdt => 2—%’“—1/ IV(p—k)y|* dzdt,
(vo2=lwl-mR2 R) Q(vo2-1wl=mR2 R)

where we have used the fact that when |V (p— k)] is nonzero then p > k > w/2. For the terms on

the RHS we bound them as in Lemma 3.7 (note that two of the terms are zero because p < £ = wt
a.e. (z,t)). Thus we have the bound

2*%7”*1/ IV(p— k)4 dzdt
Q(vo2~'wl~™R2 R)

m—1 OJ2

w
SC(WL,@ ||Vf||Loo(Q)7||Af||Loo(Q))7225—_2/Q( N Ll dzdt
Vo mR=,

wmfl

w
<C—5 5531

Since }Q(V02’1w1*mR2, 2R)| = 2d+1|Q(1/02*1w1’mR2 R)| multiplying my w!="™ this reduces to

Qo2 'w' ™R, 2R)}

C
V(p—k)y [P dzdt < —= 55 2|Q (2™ 'w' "R R)|.

~/Q(1/02—1w1_mR2,R) R2
Note now that Bs C Q(12 'w!™™R? R) and, in By, |V(p —k)+| = |[V(p — k)| = |Vp|. Thus the
above inequality gives us
¢ “11-m
/B Vol dedt < — D 225 > \Q w2 'w' " R? R)|. (3.12)

We now apply the lemma of De Giorgi (cf. Lemma A.2) with k1 = ut —w/2% and kg = pt—w/25H1,
to obtain that for all ¢ € [—127 w!™™R?,0]
w Rd+1
“ Boa)<C 7/ Vol dz. 3.13
9s+1 | + ( )| |KR \ B )| Bs(t)\BS_H(t)' | ( )

Since ¢ < s — 1, by Lemma 3.9, it follows that |Bs_1(t)] < |By(t)] < (1 — 12/4)|Kg| for all
te [—1/02’1w1*mR2, 0] Thus for all such ¢ it follows that

Kr\ Bo(t)] = {2 € Kn: plat) < u* — =]

w
=4

ZH;UEKR:p(x,t) <pt—
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2
Yo

=|Kr| = |Bs-1(t)] = | KR].

Thus, (3.13) can be rewritten as

2 Bua(n)] < 02 Vel
B (t) < 7/ velde.
gst+1 178t \KR|V§ JB,t)\Bur ()

for t € [—1/02’1w1*mR2, 0] We integrate the above inequality over [—V02’1w1’mR2, 0] to obtain

w R
57 | B+ Sci/ |Vp|dzdt
25+1 \Kr|v JBB..s

1/2
R
<oX( [ wplarar) (BBl
BS\B5+1

Cw 1 1-m 1/2
<52 |Q2 w2, R)|Y
vy 2

|Bs \ Bs—i—1|1/2 ’
where in the last step we have applied (3.12). Squaring both sides we obtain

c — —-m
|Bs+1|2 < F}Q(VOQ fwiTmR?, R)“Bs \ Bsy1.
0

Since ¢ < s < sg, we sum the above inequality for s =¢+1,...,s0 — 2 to obtain
50—2 O 50—2
Z |Bs+1|2 < —4|Q(U02_1w1_mR2,R)‘ Z |Bs \ Bst1] -
s=q+1 Yo s=q+1

Note that 2;1;11|BS\BS+1| < Q27 'w!=™R% R)|. Additionally, By, C By for all s =
q+1,...,50 — 2. Thus we have

C 2
By 1P < —— Qw2 ' ™R2, R)|”.
B ) i )
For s € N sufficiently large independent of w, R, (3.11) is satisfied and the result follows. O

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

Corollary 3.11 (Reduction of oscillation in case 2). Assume that (3.6) holds with constant vy as
specified in the proof of Lemma 3.7. Then there exists a oo € (0,1), independent of w, R, such that

ess och(uozflwlfm(%)z’g) p < oow.
Proof. We know from Lemma 3.10 that there exists some sg € N such that

€8S SupQ(uoz—lwl—m(g){%) p< ,U+ -

Thus
S <yt — i o
ess OSCQ(VOQ—lwl—m(g)Q,g) p<u e M
1
Thus, for o9 = (1 — 2%0) the result follows. O

We combine the two cases into one:

Lemma 3.12 (Total reduction of oscillation). Fiz some 0 < R < L such that Q(4R*>~¢,2R) C Q.
Assume that essoscqarz-<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 B > 0), and independent of
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w and R, such that

essoch<V02_lw1_m(%)2!§) pLow.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that Q(l/o2_1w1_m(§)2, %) C Q(wl_m(§)2, %) and

setting o = max{o1,02}. O
We can now complete the proof of Theorem 3.2:

Proof of Theorem 3.2. 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

€88 0SCQ (1 -mp2 ) P < YW <%> . (3.14)

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

1 1
Ry =ciL/2, co = 50(7”_1)/5% < 3 wp = ofw,

for kK = 0,1,... and € < (m — 1). We already have that aw™ ! > R§ for all 0 < r < R. This
implies that

wémez :Uk(lfm)clgawlme(aJ
< (Vo)ka <
| — .
4

Additionally, we also have that

It follows that

€8S 0SCQ (w1 -m R2, Ry) < ess 0SCQ(4R2"%, Ry) <M< cM=w.
Furthermore, we have

€88 0SCQ(wl—m R2 R) < €88 08CQ(wi-muy2-1(R/2)2,R/2) < OW,

where we have applied Lemma 3.12. We can repeat the procedure starting at Ry with wg =
o*w and Hy = ess ian(wlme%Rk) p assumed to be smaller than wy/4. If this is not the case,
then the equation is uniformly parabolic in Q(w'™™R%, Ry) and by parabolic regularity theory
(cf. [LSUGE]), (3.14) 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 p,; > wy/4 and applying the results of Lemma 3.12 to Ry we obtain

€88 0SCQ (1 -m R2

2 o Bry1) =e€ss OSCQ(Uk(l—m)wl—mo(m—l)(k+2/s)V32—2(Rk/2)2’Rk/2)

<ess OSCQ (Wl =™ 12— 1(Ry /2)2, Ry, /2) < owg -
By induction it follows that

€8S 0SCQ(wi—m R2, Ry) < ofw.
Additionally, for all 0 < r < L we have that

e THL/2) < v < ef(L)2),



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

< 2r @
€SS 0SC —m W\ —
Qwi—-mr2r) P 7Y 3 )

Thus we have

where v = max{o~',7'} > 1 and a = min{log, 0,a’} € (0,1) since ¢ > o1 > 1/2 > ¢o. Note
that (3.14) 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 9,Qr 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 (3.14), we obtain

2r\ “
lp(z,t) — p(y, t)| < essosC(g )@t —mr2,m) P < YW (f) < 2% M L™ %drpa(z,y)* . (3.15)

For the time regularity we consider two points (z,t1), (z,t2) € Qr,t1 > to assuming that [t; —
to]'/? < w!=™(L/2)2. We consider the recursive scheme starting from K := (z, t,)+Q(4(L/2)>~¢, L) C
Qr. Setting 7 = w(m=1/2|t; — t2|1/2, we obtain
2r\ ¢ o
Ip(x,t2) — p(x,t1)] < es80SC(4 ¢ )+Qw!—mr2,r) P < YW <fr> < 729(ey M)@Halm=1)/2p —afp g, /2
(3.16)
For [t; — t2|1/2 > w!™™(L/2)?, the proof is easier since
\p(z,t2) — p(z,t1)| < 2M < 2M |ty — to]*/*(L/2)*(cy M)(m—1)/2. (3.17)

Combining (3.15), (3.16), and (3.17) together we have the required Holder regularity away from
the boundary:

p(2,t1) — py, t2)] <Ch(dpa(z,y)® + [t1 — t2|*?) (3.18)
<Ch(dpa(@,y) + |1 — 2 ?)*,

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

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 po, := L~ is a solution to (4.1) for all B > 0. As mentioned earlier, (3.1) and (4.1) are
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intimately associated to the free energy functional 735" : P(2) — (—00, +0oc] which is defined as

2)dz — 5l + 5 [Jo 0 Wie —y)p(@)p(y) dzdy, m > 1
F5'(p) = ,
B [o(plogp)(w) dz + 5 [[o, 0 W(a —y)p()p(y)dzdy,  m=1

whenever the above quantities are finite and as +o0o otherwise. We will often use the shorthand
notation Sg(p) = 1 Jop™(@)dz — =L and Sz := B! [,(plogp)(z)dx for the entropies
and E(p) = 3 foXQ (x — y)p( Vo(y) da: dy for the interaction energy. We will also drop the
superscript m and just use Fg(p) whenever m = 1.

Another object that will play an important role in the analysis below is the following self-
consistency equation
me_l-FW*p: C,
m—1

for some constant C' > 0. We discuss how the above equation, solutions of (4.1), and Fj*(p) are

ﬁ_l

related to each other for the case m > 1 in the following proposition. (the case m =1 is discussed
in [CGPS19] 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) p is a weak solution of (4.1)
(2) p is a critical point of Ff', i.e., the metric slope |0Fj5"|(p) is 0.
(8) For every connected component A of its support p satisfies the self-consistency equation,
i.e.,

-1 m—1 _
Bl p" T+ W p=C(Ap) (4.2)
with C(A, p) given by
m

C(4,p) = 571W”PHLM 1(4) -

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,. Before doing this however we need to introduce some relevant notions. We denote
by Hg'(€2) the homogeneous H"(£2) space and by Hg ,(£2) the closed subspace of H' (€2) consisting of
functions which are even along every coordinate (pointwise a.e.). Note that the {ey} keNd k2o form
an orthogonal basis for H{' (€2). We then introduce the following map F': Hg ((Q) xRy — Hg (Q)
for n > d/2 which is given by

F(n,B):=p"" —

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

m— m m—1
———(poo + )"+ W — 57 1m”ﬂoo+77|iunfl(ﬂ)' (4.3)

map F from its trivial branch (0,3) . To this order we compute its Fréchet derivatives around 0
as follows:

2 (0, B)(e1) =B~ mpl.’é 261+ Wxer
0

sF(0,8)(er) = = B2 mper
2 _n—1 _ 9y, m—3 _ im(m—2)
D, F(0, B)(e1,e2) =B~ "m(m — 2)ply e1ea — B ——=—"po erea dx
€2 0
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Dy F (0, B) (ex, e2,e3) =B m(m — 2)(m — 3)pl  ereses — 57

Nmm—2wn—$¢?{/h®%d%
0] o

for some e1, e2,e3 € H (§2). We then have the following result:

Theorem 4.2 (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{keNd,k¢0: LG %} —1
Then, (0, Bs) is a bifurcation point of (0,3) with
B mp273/2@(k*)

W (k*)

i.e., there exists a neigbourhood N of (0, ) and a curve (n(s),B(s)) € N,s € (=4,9),d > 0 such
that F'(n(s),s) = 0. The branch n(s) has the form

ﬁ*:

)

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

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

#'(0) = 2™ ‘?ji(m - /Q et da.

Proof. The proof of this theorem relies on the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem (cf. Theorem B.1).
Note that F € C?(Hg,(Q) x Ry; Hf (). Thus we need to show that: (a) D,F(0,8,) :
Hy (Q) — Hg () 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, 8)(e) ¢ Im (D, F(0, B.)).

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 Hg ;. It follows then that it is a Fredholm operator. Note that the functions
{er}trena rzo diagonalise the operator Dy, F'(0, B,). Indeed, we have

1

DyF(0.5.)ex) =B 2 4 W) )er

W (k
= <5*1mpgé2 +p/? —@((k)) ) ek -

Note that if the conditions (1) and (2) in the statment of the theorem are satisfied it follows,
using the expression for B, that D,F(0,f:)(ex) if and only if k¥ = 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 diagonlisation of D, F(0,3,) that
Im (D, F(0,5:)) = {span(eg+)}". Thus we have that

D25F(0,8)(ex+) = — B *mpll e~ ¢ Im (D, F(0, B.)) .
We can now compute the derivatives of the branch. Using the identity [Kiel2, 1.6.3], it follows that
B'(0) =0 if D2, F(0,B.)(ex+, ex+) € Im(D, F(0, B,)). Thus it is sufficient to check that
<D,2mF(0, Ba)(eps, e ), ek*> = <5*1m(m — 2)p7;73€i*,6k*> =0,

where the last inequality follows by using the expression for ez* from Proposition 5.15 and or-

thogonality of the basis {ex},cna- Here (-,-) denotes the dual pairing in Hg .. Thus we have that
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B'(0) = 0. Finally we can compute 8”(0) by using [Kiel2, 1.6.11] to obtain
<D§mnF(07 ﬂ*)(ek* ) €k* ek*)a €= >

5'(0) = -
3(D2,F(0, B ek ), ex- )
_ 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 4.1. Since Hf () is continuously embedded in C°(2) it follows that for the branch of
solutions peo + M(s) found in Theorem 4.2 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(x) such
that infinitely many k satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.2 will have infinitely many bifurcation
points (0, B) 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 4.2. Note that 8”(0) > 0 for allm € (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 5.1/.

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 75'. We then
show that for 5 sufficiently small 77" has a unique minimiser, namely poc.

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 apriori bounds on the

minimisers of FgL.

Lemma 5.1 (L*°()-bounds). Assume § > 0,m > 1. Then there exists some Bg, > 0, such
that if p € P(Q) with |[p|| o () > Ba,m, then there exists p € P(2) with [|pl| o) < Ba,m with

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

Proof. We start by noting that the following bounds hold
6_1 1 m—1
ST (p) >—— | — 5.1
P02 (g (5.1)

1
£(p) >~ 5IW -l ey (52)
We divide our analysis into two cases. For B > 0 and p € P(Q) let

Bg:={reQ:p> B},
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and

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

—1
5?(ﬂ)=£_1</8 pmdx+/86 pmdx)
Blemfl
ZSm—1)

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

Blemfl 1
Fslp) =2 m—1) §HW*HL°°(Q)'

If we define a constant B; as follows

2 1/(m—1)
Bilm. )= (54 B = DIV lyee)
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 = pB + pr, Where pp 1= p- x5, and p, := p— pp. We then have the following bound
on the entropy.
B—le—l

m > m
Sg'(p) = S5 (pr) + =1

Ep 2 S,gl(pr)-

We can assume w.l.o.g that Fg(p) < Fs(1/|Q|), otherwise the proof is complete. It follows then
that
ﬁ_l

R

m m 1
E(p) <EX/ID),  S5'(pr) < S5'(p) < SIW=ll oo () +
By expanding &(p), the following estimate can be obtained

1
Epr) < EA/IQ) + SIW-l o 0) = €5,

B 5lem71 571 B
m _Qm > qm _ _ m m
S5'(p) = S5'(pr) 255" (pr) + ————ep — — (1 —¢B) /Qm da

:EB{Blel - ((1 Cep) - 1)8*(% )} |

m—1 B

One can control the second term in the brackets as follows

(B2 ),y < e U Hsutms).

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

(M%(m,ﬂ) < m(l+(m+1)2m)).

€B

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

1 €2 — 2p
> = S IW e + 0on) (2200 )

(1 — 83)2
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e[ (22222 )€t0n) - 510 e

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

1
Elp) —E(p) >eB {—86* - §||W—||L°°(Q):| :

Now we can define a second constant as follows

1/(m—1)
Ba(B.m) = [(m = 03 (m(1 +270n + s, 8) s~ HW-l)) |

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/|€2|) of p,.. The constant 2 in front of By (S, m) follows from the fact that
pr has been normalised. a

The expression for the constant Bg p, 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* :=supy Bgm < 00.

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

Theorem 5.3 (Existence of minimisers). Fiz 8 > 0 and m > 1, then Fj' : 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), 7" is bounded below on P((2). Let {pn}, cy 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, } <y and measure p* € L*(Q)
such that

P, — p° in weak-x 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 F7* in weak-+ L>°((2). Note that for
W € C%(Q), £(p) is continuous. On the other hand, S5 (p) is convex and strongly continuous in the
L>(Q2) topology. It follows from fairly classical results (cf. [Brell, Theorem 3.7]) that F7* is 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(2) be a minimiser of
F5(p). Then pg is Hélder continuous with exponent a € (0,1) given by Theorem 5.2, where a
depends continuously on . Let {pg},@el be a family of such minimisers, where I C R4 s some
bounded interval. Then the family {pﬁ’}BeI is relatively compact in C°(Q).

Proof. The proof of the first statement follows simply by applying Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 3.2
with M = Bg,,. For the second statement, let I be the closure of I. Then applying (3.18) for

some z,y € T?, we have that

lps(2) = ps(y) < Cndpa(z,y)*,
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where a = a(8),C = Cp(5). Setting a* = maxja(f) and B* to be as in Corollary 5.2, we have
that

lps(x) — pa(y)| < Chdra(z,y)™

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

Now that we have shown existence and regularity of minimisers we show that for § small or
W € H; minimisers of /3" are unique and given by pos. To show this we start with the following

lemma.

Lemma 5.5. There exists an § > 0 depending on m, such that for all B < § it holds that if
p € P(Q) is a minimiser of F5', then p(z) > Y Em=1) for all x € Q.

Proof. Assume p € P(Q) is a minimiser of F3'. We will show that for e := p/2(m=1) "3 small
enough (depending on e, independent of p), we can construct a competitor p which bounded
below by ¢ and has a lower value of the free energy. This would be a contradiction. Given any
p € P(Q) N LY(Q) which is a minimiser of F3', we define the following sets

A i={r e Q:plx)<e}
A* ={x € Q:p(x) > po}
B:=Q\ (AU A>),
where for the sake of notational convenience we suppress the dependence of the sets on p. We
assume further that |A®| > 0 otherwise there is nothing to prove. We then define the following
measure p € P(Q) N L(N) as follows
plx) +¢ x € A*°
p(x) == { p(x) reB
A® 0o
plx) — 6% reA

where again we suppress the dependence of p on € > 0. It is not immediately clear that p is
nonnegative. We show that for € > 0 small enough, independent of p, this is indeed the case. We
know that fQ pdz =1, which gives us the following bound,

1:/ pdx—|—/pdm—|—/ pdx
€ B oo

<e|A®| + poc| Bl + Ba,m|A%|

<e|A%| + poo| B[ + B* A%,
where B* is the constant from Corollary 5.2. Dividing through by |A®| we obtain
A%

4571 < 2+ o192 = |A%] = [ AT + B T

This leaves us with the following estimate
| A > P —E
|[As| — B* — poo
It is clear that p can be negative only on the set A>°. We have the following bound for all x € A,

A7

| A%

p(x) Zpoo — €
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B* —
>Poo — 57/)00 ,
Poo — €
which for € small enough is clearly nonnegative. Additionally, using the same estimate for £ small
enough, we conclude that p(z) > ¢ for all x € Q. We now try and compute the free energy of p by

first estimating the entropy as follows
g 7—1 / /B /ao A| :‘J 1—
= d d d
Sg(p) m=1\/,. (p+e)"de p"dx P €| | T —
-1 m m—1 m |AE| m—1
= + de — —— d
Sa(p)+ 5 (m—lg/sp o m—18|A°°| 4oop .

- - A -
+8 1<m62 » fi 2dx+m82||Aoo||2 /Aoo fa 2dx>,

where fi(z) € (p(z), p(z) + ¢€) and fa(z) € (p(z), p(z) — 6%). Since ||;‘4;|| is bounded above for

¢ small enough,we have that

= — m € m— m—
Sp(p) <Ss(p) + B 1m|A |(5 Lol 1)

4]

+ 71 <m£2(2£)m|A€| + me? |joo| (B*)m2>

— m el -m— m—
<Sp(p) +ep 1m|A |(5 Lol 1)
B* — poo
+ 47 (maz(Za)m|A5| +me?——Ft= (B*)m—z) .
Picking € < poo/217™, we obtain
7)) < _ p—1 AS m m—1
Ss(p) <Sp(p) — B~ |672(m 7 (pr)
+ Olﬁ_1|A€|€2,

where, for € small, the constant C; depends only on B* and m. We now estimate the interaction

energy as follows

£(7) =5 / [ W=y drdy

:é //AA W (= y)(p+e)(@)(p+)(y) dz dy
LG <9‘5||;14:o||)(y) dardy
’ %//AWAW Wie =) <p - 5|[f:o||) () (p - 6|[f;||) (y) da: dy
+//A€XBW(9C —y)(p+e)(x)p(y) dz dy

+ //AWB W(z —y) (p —€ |Z4;||)(x)p(y) dz dy

w5 [ W= asdy.

Combining the appropriate terms together and bounding the rest, we obtain

2
_ 9
E(p) <E(p) + AWl s 0 + S 1AW N1 @) + el AT[IW ]| e )
2
+28%| A% [|W | 1 ) + el AZIW Ly + AT IW ) o
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+ 2| A%|[W || pox ()
<E(p) + Co| A%e,
where again for, £ small enough, C5 depends only on W. Combining the two estimates we have

that

Fg'(p) < Fg'(p) + A% (—ﬂ_ls (P +Cip e + Cgs) .

2(m—1)

Setting 3 = e2(™~1 we have

F5(p) < F5'(p) + A% (_g—mﬁ

Clearly for e lesser than some &’(which depends on m) the second term on the RHS of the above

(p?o_l) + 0184_2m + CQE) .

expression is negative. Thus we have that F7'(p) < Fz'(p) providing us with a contradiction. It
follows that any minimiser p € P(Q2) of Fj* for 8 < (/)21 =: 4, p(z) > e = /=) for all
x € Q. O

The positivity estimate of the previous lemma then imply the following proposition on uniqueness
of minmisers for small 3. This improves the result of [CKY13] in which uniqueness is proved only
for 1 <m <2.

Theorem 5.6. Let W € H, or B < 1. Then Fg'(p) has a unique minimiser p = poo.

Proof. We first consider the case in which W € H,. We write the linear interpolant as p; = pg+1tn
where 7 = p1 — po where pg, p1 € P(Q) with FZ*(po), F5'(p1) < oc. Differentiating w.r.t ¢ twice
we obtain that

d2 _ .
G0 =57 [ mer s [[ W - g dedy.
Q QxQ

For W € H, the above expression is strictly positive. Thus ]—'é”(pt) is a convex function, from
which it follows that F" must have unique minimisers. We further argue that the minimiser must
be poo. Indeed, we have for any P(Q2) 3 p # poo that

F5'(p) =S5 (p) + E(p)
> 55" (pso) +E(p)
285" (pc) = F5'(p) ,
where the first inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality and the second one from the fact that
W € H, and Definition 2.1.

Consider the case m € (1,00) with pg, p1 € P(£2), now assumed to be distinct minimisers of
Fg'. We let § < ¢ where § is the same as in Lemma 5.5. We then have

2

d _ _ , . W(k)
= m > m/(2(m 1))/ 2d 1/2 / 2d
276 (o) 2 B L T+ pog ' Inin o) Jo" 4

1/2

For 8 < min{&, (7'0;3

2(m—1)/m
22— mingcna W) } the above term is strictly positive. Thus for
m € (1,00) for § small enough the function ¢ — F7*(p;) is strictly convex and thus Fj* has a
unique minimiser.

Note now that if the minimiser p of 3" is unique, then it must be p. Indeed, if § is small
enough we know from Lemma 5.5 that the minimiser must be bounded strictly away from O.

By Proposition 4.1 we know that p € H(Q) N P(Q) is a weak solution of (4.1), i.e., for all
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¢ € HE(Q), it holds that
ﬁ’lm/ (V- Vp)p™ tdx + / (VW xp-Vo¢)pdz =0.
Q Q

We set f1 := p™ ! and fo := W x p to be known functions. Note that from Lemma 5.1
and Lemma 5.5 we have the following estimates on f1, fa

ol < Wl eqys V2l < VW]
51/2 Sfl < (B*)m—l.

Consider the the bilinear form B : H}(Q) x H(2) — R defined as

Bb.6) = 57'm [ (Vo Vu)fida+ [ (V2 Vo)uda,
Q Q
We have the following bound

Blt, ] <B7ml| VYl 12y IV 12y (B + IVW |y [l 20 I VOl 20
<C(p, m)Hw“Hé(Q)”¢HHé(Q) )
where in the final step we have used the Poincaré inequality. Thus BJ[-,-] is bounded on H{ () x
H}(£2). We also have the following lower bound

1+4+¢p
2

where ¢, is the Poincaré constant on T¢. For 8 small enough, independent of p, we have that

B, 9] > 872 mly |7 o) - IV oo ) 191 13 )

Bl[-,] is coercive on H}(2) x H}(Q). By the Lax-Milgram theorem, there exists a unique weak
solution ¢ € H}(Q) to B, ¢] = 0. Since 1) = ¢ (its entire equivalence class) is such a solution it
must be the unique solution. It follows then that p = ¢ = py is the unique solution in the class
HY(Q)NP(Q). Thus for

N 2(m—1)/m 2
B < ming o _p;ol/Q min Wk Y 2
’ m  kend O(k) "\ +ep)[VW Lo (0 ’

Poo 18 the unique minimiser of ]-'gl. O

We know now that under certain circumstances ps is the unique minimiser of Fz*. It is also
immediately clear that W € HY is a necessary condition for the existence of a nontrivial minimiser
at higher values of the parameter S. Before we discuss this any further, we introduce a notion of
transition point that allows us to capture this change.

Definition 5.1 (Transition point). A parameter value 8. > 0 is said to be a transition point of

Fg' if the following conditions are satisfied.
(1) For 8 < B, peo is the unique minimiser of Fi
(2) At B = Be, poo is a minimiser of Fj'.
(3) For B> B, there exists P(Q) 2 pg # poo, such that pg is a minimiser of Fj'.

We further classify transition points into discontinuous and continuous transition points.
Definition 5.2 (Continuous and discontinuous transition points). A transition point 5. of Fg'is
said to be a continuous transition point if

(1) At B = B¢, poo is the unique minimiser of Fg.
(2) For any family of minimisers {pg} 4~ 5 it holds that

lim sup||ps — Poo”Loo(Q) =0.
B—BE
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A transition point S. > 0 of Fg* 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, CGPS19].

Proposition 5.7. Assume W € HS. Then there exists some parameter value 0 < S, < ﬁg” with

By defined as

m—3/2
g = T
: . Wk
MINgeNd k£0 W

such that B. is a transition point of Fg'. Thus W € HY is a necessary and sufficient condition for
the existence of a transition point.

Proof. Consider the measure p° = poo + cej: € P(Q) for 0 < € < 1 where k# € N? is defined as
W (k)
k' :=arg min ——.

gkeNd,k;ﬁO O(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 .Fg"”(pa) around p° which we will use repeatedly
throughout the rest of this section. We Taylor exapnd around p* to obtain

_ _ WK €2
m( €\ _ Tm 1 m—2 1/2 < 2

3
+5_1m(m—2)€—/fm_3eidx,
6 Jo

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

B B L WK €2
m( e m 1 m—2 1/2 < 2
F5(p°) <F5 (poo) + <6 mpl + P @(M)> 5 llerllzz )

6
+ B m(m — 2)]\@1% / 2m=3 M3 g
Q

_ _ 1 WK €2
_rm 1, m—2 1/2 2 2
=F5" (poo) + (ﬁ mple " + P @(kﬁ)> 5 llerllzz o)

+o(?).

For 8 > ﬁg”, the second order term in the above espression has a negative sign. Thus for € > 0
sufficiently small we have that 73" (p°) < F'(peo). Since, by Theorem 5.3, minimisers of F* exists
for all 8 > 0, it follows that for all § > B;" there exist nontrivial minimisers of the free energy.
Thus there exists some (. > 5&” which is a transition point of the free energy .Fg"”(p). g

Remark 5.1. We note here that the 3" defined in the statement of Proposition 5.7 corresponds
exactly to the point of critical stability of the uniform state pso, i.e., if the stationary problem is
linearised about po, then ﬁg” corresponds to the value of the parameter at which the first eigenvalue

of the linearised operator crosses the imaginary azis.

Before attempting to characterise continuous and discontinuous transition points we define the
function F™ : (0,00) = R

F™(B) := min F.
(B) uin b
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Lemma 5.8. For all 8 > 0 the function F™ is strictly decreasing and continuous. Assume further
that there exists 3" > 0 and P(Q) > pg: # poo such that Fi(ps) = F™(8'). Then for all B > f',
Fi'(psc) > F™(B).

Proof. We note that for 0 < 8 < 3. (where 3. is possibly +oc) we have that F™(3) = F'(peo)
which is clearly a strictly decreasing function of 8. Let S2 > 1 > . (if B. < 00, else we are done)

and let pg, be the minimiser of Fg,- Note however due to the structure of the free energy we have
that

F™(B2) <Fg:(pp:)
_Tm 1 -1 _ p—1 m _mm 1 -1 _ p-1 m m
——FBI(PBJ"‘—m_l(ﬁz Bi) Qpﬁl de =F"(B1) + m_1 1(52 B17) ngl dz <F™(B1),

which shows that F™ is stritly decreasing. Continuity of the F" also follows from the above
argument since pg, is uniformly bounded by the result of Theorem 5.3.
Assume now that 7 (pg) = Fjji (pe) and let 3> 3’. We then have that

F™(B) <Fj'(ps')

1
=Fplon) + g (87 =87 [ e

m—1

m 1 - - m
<Fg (poo) + m(ﬁz t-Bh /Q pg, dz

1 — — m m
<F(poe) + —— (851 — B 1)/ P = F(poc) -
m—l Q
O

We will now try and refine our characterisations of discontinuous and continuous transition
points in analogy with the results in [CP10, CGPS19].

Lemma 5.9. If a transition point B. > 0 is continuous, then B, = 5&7"”,

Proof. We know already from Proposition 5.7 that 8. < B{". Let us assume that 8. < 8{". We
know from Definition 5.2 that poo is the unique minmiser of F3". Additionally for any sequence of
minimisers {pg}z. 5 We know that

lim sup||ps = pool| oo () = 0-

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

. . oo lmsliag et Wik .
Fips) = F§ (o) + 8- mprs 220y P 2 D s a2

2 2 keNd (k) oc€Sym(A)
B~tm(m —2) m-3,3
EE— [ de.
where f(z) € (poo, ps(2)) and can be bounded by [|ps| () < Bam < B from the result of The-
W (k)

orem 5.3 and Corollary 5.2. Additionally we can control (using the fact that W € Hy) to

O(k)
obtain the following bound

W(k)) ||77,8||2L2(Q)

F5'(ps) 2F 5" (poo) + <5lmpg§2 +p=/?  min 5

kend k20 O(k)

B~ m(m — 2) e 3
—fB N1l (g -
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Note that due to the fact that [[ns| gy — 0 as 8 — 57, we have that ||77,3||‘23(Q) is 0(||17,3||2L2(Q)),
: 3 2 . .
ie., ||776||L3(Q) < ||77/3||L°°(Q)||776||L2(Q)- This leaves us with

W(k)) ||773||2L2(Q)
2

m > rm -1 m—2 71/2 1
F5'(ps) 2F5" (poc) + (5 Mo T E Pt 0 B R)

- 0(||776||2Lz(9)) :

Since f. < ", 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 8. = 5;". g

From Definition 5.2, 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 5.10. Assume . > 0 is a discontinuous transition point of the energy Fz' and that for
some family of minimisers {pg} s 5. it holds that
lim sup||pg — pOOHLOO(Q) #0.
B—BE
Then there exists P(2) 5 pg. # poo Such that:
(1) ¥ = Fg'(ps.) = Fg.(poc)-
(2) SE(ps.) > Sg(pc) and E(ps.) < E(pso) = 0.

Proof. Consider a sequence of points {3,},cy > Bc and 3, — B. as n — oo. We know that the
set of minimisers {pg, },cy is compact in C°(2) N P(Q) from Lemma 5.4. Thus, there exists a
subsequence pg, € {pg}z. . (Which we do not relabel) and a limit pg, € P(€2) N C%(Q) such that

Jim Jlps, = pp.llcoge) = 0-
From the statement of the lemma we know that pg, # p. All that remains is to show that pg,
is a minimiser of F'. We first note that lim, . F3, (ps,) = Fp.(pp.). This follows from the fact
that the interaction energy € is continuous on C%(Q) NP(Q) for W € C*(2) and the entropy S3'
is essentially an L™-norm and is thus also controlled by the C%(£2) topology. Finally we use the
result of Lemma 5.8 to note that

Foe(ps.) = lim Fp, (ps,)
which completes the proof of (1). The proof of (2) follows immediately from the fact that po is

the unique minimiser of Sg'(p) on P(Q2) (which is a consequence of Jensen’s inequality). O

Remark 5.2. The above lemma tells us that we have not lost much by defining discontinuous
transition points w.r.t the L>(Q) norm since the transition points obtained are discontinuous w.r.t
the LP(Q) norm as well for all p € [1,00]. Indeed if we consider the sequence constructed in the
proof of Lemma 5.10 {pg, },cn it follows that

. 1/p 4. _
Jim Jlpg, = ps.ll oy < Q177 lim [lps, = pa.llcy@) =0,
where pg, is the limiting object btained in the proof of Lemma 5.10. Thus limsup||ps —poo||Lp(Q) #0
B—Bd
for all p € [1, xq].

In the following proposition we outline the strategy we will use to provide sufficient conditions
for the existence of continuous and discontinuous transition points.
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Proposition 5.11. Assume that W € HS so that there exists a transition point S. > 0 of Fg'.
Then:

(a) If pso is the unique minimiser of F i then B, = ﬁg” is a continuous transition point.

(0) If poo is not a minimiser of g;m, then B < B" is a discontinuous transition point.

Proof. For the proof of Proposition 5.11(a) we note that 3. already satisfies condition (1) of Defi-
nition 5.2. All we need to show is that it satisfies condition (2). Assume (. > Bi", then by the very
definition of a transition point we would have a contradiction since po, is the unique minimiser of
Fgtat B = B". It follows then that 8. = 5" Assume now that condition (2) of Definition 5.2 is
violated, i.e., there exists a family of minimisers {pg}z. sy such that

1i;n P8 = Pooll o () # 0

m—+
B—By

By Lemma 5.10 it follows that there exists P(Q2) > pPsp 7 Poo Which minimises B”ﬁln This is a
contradiction.

For Proposition 5.11(b), we note that since ps, is not a minimiser at g = Bi" by Definition 5.1
and Proposition 5.7 it follows that 8. < ;. Thus, by Lemma 5.9, 3. is a discontinuous transition
point. U

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

Theorem 5.12. Assume W € HS and define, for some 6 > 0, the set K° as follows

§._ )yt d . W(kl) min ﬂ
K {k SN0 B < i) Bh) +5}

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°. (C1)
Then if 6. is sufficiently small, Fg* exhibits a discontinuous transition point at some . < Py.
Proof. We know already from Proposition 5.7 that the system possesses a transition point 5.. We

are going to use Proposition 5.11(b) and construct a competitor p € P(£2) which has a lower value
of the free energy than po at § = 8;". Define the function

1 m <2
-1 m>2

y(m) =

and let
p° = Poo (1 +y(me > ek) e P,
ke Ko«

for some € > 0, sufficiently small. We denote by |K 9| the cardinality of K%+, which is necessarily

finite as W € L?(Q). Expanding about the free energy about p., we obtain

- 2, - Wk g2
m (€ m 0 my—1 m—2 1/2 1/2 < 2
B (0°) <Fpm (poc) + [ K <(Bn O N 5*> 5 llexllzz o)
3
m\— m— 53
+(68") Ly(m)3m(m — 2)p™ BE/Q E er | dz

ke Ko«
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4
+(Bm)1m(m—2)(m—3)é/fm4 Z e dz
d 24 g, e ’
€K

where the function f(z) € (poo, p°(z)). We use the definition of Bj" and control the highest order
term in the same manner as Proposition 5.7 to simplify the expansion as follows:

2
m m . _ g
5 (%) <Fgp(poo) + [ K% (p32120.) 5
3
3
+ (B") "y (m)Pm(m — 2)pm 3 / S e | dotole®),
6 Jo

ke K%

1
Setting ¢ = 62 (if . > 0, otherwise we stop here), we obtain
3

532 02 3
T3 (6F) <o) + (B m)Pmm =20 [ 30 e | dook K025+ ols).
i i 3 2\ ek~ 2
One can now check that under condition (C1), it holds that
3
/( Z ek) dz >a >0,
@ Nk
where the constant a is independent of §,. Indeed, the cube of the sum of n numbers a;, : =1,...,n

consists of only three types of terms, namely: a3, a%aj and a;ajay. Setting the a; = w,(;), with
s(i) € K%, one can check that the first type of term will always integrate to zero. The other two
will take nonzero and in fact positive values if and only if condition (C1) is satisfied. This follows

from the fact that

/ cos(fx) cos(mwx) cos(nx)dx = g(5z+m,n + Omtn.e + Ontem) -
Also the term v(m)®m(m — 2) is always negative. Thus, for d, sufficiently small, considering the
fact that |K%
a minimiser at 3 = 3" U

> 2 and is nonincreasing as 0, decreases, p° has smaller free energy and poo is not

The following lemma shows that discontinuous transitions are stable in m.

Lemma 5.13. Assume W € HY such that .7-73”, has a discontinuous continuous transition point
and B < ﬁgn,. Then form € (m' —e,m’ +¢) (orm € [1,1+¢) form' =1) for some e > 0 small

enough, Fg' has a discontinuous transition point at some [B* < [Bi".

Proof. We start with the case m’ > 1. Denote by p* € C°(Q) N P(£2) the nontrivial minimiser of
g};/ (p). We know that
¢

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

for f”;m for m close enough to m’. We choose as p* to be the competitor state, we have

m m, *\ m’ m’ * 1 1 1 1 1 1
, 1 , 1 1 1
_ m_ gmye( ¥ =\ d _— ™ d -
(B 5u)(ﬂ)+<m1_1/ﬂ(p) S m—l/ﬂp x—'—m—l)
1 1 1 1 1 1

=0 +

m—1|Q|m’1 T m-—1 _m’—1|Q|m'*1 +m’—1
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1

m, m * *m, 1 _ 1 m 1
6 = e+ (g [ s - i [

Since Bf™ — ﬁg”, and (m —1)"1(a™ — 1) — (m' —1)"L(a™ —1),a > 0 as m — m’, it follows,
using the fact that px € C°(Q), that we can choose m close enough to 1 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 gzm (p). By Proposition 5.11(b), it follows that F5* possesses a

discontinuous transition point at some " < 5&” . The case m’ = 1 can be treated similarly. g

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 5.14. Assume W € HS such that B. 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 = 5§
(2) There exists a one parameter family of minimiser {pa}ae[o Q|- 1/20(kt)-1] Offég with pg =
’ 1
Poc -

Proof. We will try again to show that we have a competitor at ﬁé”. We start with the case
2 <m < 3. Consider the competitor

p°=ptee
for e > 0 and small and k* := arg mingcya\ 0} W (k)/O(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
53
Fip(p°) =Fgn (poc) + (BF") ™ 'm(m — 2),022‘35 A eps da
84
+ (B m(m = 2)(m = 3o g | e da

(B m(m — 2)(m — 3)(m — 4)2-? /Q FrRed, da,

where the function f(x) € (pso, p°(x)). We again bound the highest order term as in Proposition 5.7
and use the fact that [, ef dz =0 for any k € N®\ {0} to obtain

m & m m\—1 m74€4 4 4

5 () =F g (poo) + (B") ™ m(m = 2)(m = 3)pg n Qekn dz + o(e%).
Since m(m — 2)(m — 3) is negative for m € (2,3), for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we have shown
that po, is no longer the minimiser of Fg’in. The result follows by Proposition 5.11(b): we have a
discontinuous transition point at some S, < ;.

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

-7:25(05) = ]:23(:000) ]:gg(Ps) = fgg(ﬂoo)-
Thus poo is not the unique minimiser of Fj. for m = 2,3. It then follows from Definition 5.1 that
there must be a discontinuous transition point at 37" < 5.

Consider now the convex interpolant p; := (1 —t)po + tp1,t € (0,1) for po, p1 € P(2) such that
F5(po), F5(p1) < co. We then have that

d? _
e =287 [ ae [ Wy dedy
Q QxQ
_ o W(k) )
> 2871 — aron -
_< g +k€g}}&0} @(k)>||7l||L )
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Note that the above expression is strictly positiove if 5 < 55. Thus F, g is strictly convex for g < Bﬁz

and has only one minimiser, namely, po. Since the function F is continuous (cf. Lemma 5.8), it

follows that 52 = (7 for all W € HS. Furthermore, po = poo 4 ey form a one-parameter family

of minimisers of F2, for o € [0, || /20 (k#)~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 5.15. Let k € N¢ be such that k £ 0 and let k; € N,i =1,...,d be such that

k=(k .. k).

2
er = E cje; + coeo

Then we have:

JEP2 (k)

where
Py(k) :={ej 1 j €NLj £0,j; € {2k:,0}} and ¢; = ’]’Vﬁ .
J
Similarly
ez = Z ceep + creg

L€ P5(k)

with

2
Py(k) = {eq: 0 € N € £k, 0; € {3ki, k;}} and cp = 222 (3){esti=hi}]
Nz Ny

Note that Py(k) N P3(k) = 0.

Proof. The proof is simply an application of the trigonometric identities cos?(a) = 271(1+cos(2a))
and cos®(a) = 47 (cos(3a) + 3cos(a)). |

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

Theorem 5.16. Let W € HS, such that B. < oo 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

2 -1 R
W(j)><S|P2(kﬁ)UP3(kﬁ)|ﬁ(/ﬂeiudx) )IW(k“)I Vj € Pa(kY) (A1)

2 —1

W () > (32D |Py(k?) upg(kﬂ)|'°;°°(/ s dx) W (k| Ve Py(kY (A2)
NjNe: \Jo

where the sets Py, P3 are as defined in Proposition 5.15. Then (. = ﬁgl is a continuous transition

point.

Proof. We will rely on Proposition 5.11 (a) for the proof of this result. We need to show that at

8= 5&17 Poo is the unique minimiser of ]-"g. Let p € P(Q) € L*°(Q) be any measure different from

poo- Then it is sufficient to show that F2,(p) > F2,(pso) (it is sufficient to check bounded densities
: f

from the result of Lemma 5.1). Note that due to the fact that W is even along every co-ordinate
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the energy .7-';31 is translation invariant. Furthermore, there exists a translate p, of p such that

) = Y e

o€Sym(A)

Since F3(p) = Fj3(p-), we assume w.l.o.g that p = p,, i.e., plo(k*)) =0 for all o € Sym(A) \ {Id }.
We now define 1 := p — poo and note that n has the following properties

NELFQ).,  nzope () =0VoeSm)\ (1), [gde=0.  (3)
Q
Finally we can compute the free energy of p as follows
B;)~" 1
ﬁ3 / plde+ 5 / W (z —y)p(x)p(y) dz dy
Q Qx0

4\—1
:(Bﬂg) </ pgodx+2/piondx+4/pionde+2/poon3dx+/n‘*dx)
Q Q Q

1 . 2
+ 2 W 3 e
keNd oc€Sym(A

]:4§L(P) =

where we have used (2.1). Simplifying further, by using the definition of ﬁgl and the fact that n
has mean zero, we obtain

4\—1
Py =Flaw+ ¥ (4(5'13) pzowv(k)ﬁ) GO

keN? kALt oceSym(A)
4y—1 4y—1
+2%/ Poct)’ dm—!—%/ ntdx . (5.4)
3 Q 3 Q
11 12

We define 13 := n — 7(k*)e;: and deal with the two terms I; and I separately. We then have

Crol 5
L =2—— | poon°dzx
3 Ja
)

(B~ . . .
=2 “3 Poo /Q(n(k“)geiu + 30(k*) et + 30 (k" )erems + n3) da
(B~ . .
ﬁTpoo /9(377(”)26%772 + 20(k*)egsms +1m3) dz,

=2

where we have substituted the expression for 75 and have used the fact that fQ eiﬂ dz = 0. We now
apply the lower bound on 7 and the fact that n has mean zero from (5.3) and Proposition 5.15 to
obtain
BH~! 5 B~ X . L
2 ) + 45— /Q Ak erens do +2(88) () pee Y ei1ia(d)
JEP2(k?)

I > —

(5.5)
For the second term we obtain

4\—1
I :%/Qn‘ldx

BH" . .

= ﬁ3 /Qn(kﬁ)“eiu + 20(k*)3ed,mo + 4n(k*)2eZins + 20(k )epsns + n3 da
wr?)_l ~optnd 4 A1 HE\3 .3 A N2 2

=—3 Q”(k) epe + 20(k")3ed ma + 30(k*)2edsms + nPns dz,
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where again in the last step we have substituted the expression for 7. Applying Proposition 5.15
again, we obtain

BH [ . Chi A
b=t [ ek + 300 Pk} + P do+ 28 )Y a(0). (50)
a LePs (k)
We now note that since (o (k*)) = 0,Vo € Sym(A) \ {Id} , it follows that
> > lie®E)P = lInelfz - (5.7)
kENY k#£k! o€Sym(A)
Puting (5.4), (5.5), (5.6), and (5.7), together we obtain
. 1 .
Fo 2 Y (Mg ) ¥ )P
keN® Lk#k! k oeSym(A)
1 CH A
+26) T o Y (i) + 22— () Y e (0)
JEPa(KY) L€ P3(k?)
BH~1 4\—1 A
+% / (202 + 4pscii (k) es +30(kF) e + %) dx+% / (k) eys da
Q Q
. 1 .
Ao+ Y (Wgy) ¥ laem)P
keN® LAkt k oeSym(A)
4\—1407.8\2 (ﬁgl)_lA 13 A
+280) 7 K poo D epiia(i) + 20— Y ()
JEPy(KH) Le P (k¥)
CH . BH"
[ (o =200 )ess P+ 00k + ) o+ i [ 0 e} o
. 1
2P+ (W(k)m)mz( )
k
ke P (kt)UPs(kt)
4N\ —1 A1 E\2 (ﬁ4)_1 ~r1.8\3 ~ (ﬁgl)_l R
+208))peoi(K)? D0 () + 25— (k) Y eop(0) + —— | i(kF)'eps da,
JEP(k?) ¢ePs(k?) @

where in the last step we have simply used the fact that W (k) > 0 for all k # k*. We can rewrite
the above expression as

Foalp) = Faal)+ D (A4ym()* + By + Ci) + Y (Ayi(0)® + Byi(0) + Cr) , (5:8)

JEP2(KF) LePs(k¥)
where
_ W) _ W
Aj = 2N, Ae=35,
i Ch
= 2(8) 711K pocc By = 2——i(k*)*e,
(Br?)il NRAY! 4
C;=0Cp = 3|P2(kﬁ)UP3(kﬁ)|n(k) /Qekﬂ dzx.

Assume that 7(k*) # 0. Then (A1) and (A2) along with the expression for 5? and the fact that
|71(k*)| < Nz, imply that the discriminants of the quadratic expressions in (5.8) are all negative,
ie., B —4A;0; <0,B] —4A,C; <0. Indeed, we have that
B} 6(B)) ol | Pa(kF) U Py(KY)]
4A;0; NJ? (fQ € dz) W (j)
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_3IW(E)Ip | Po(k) U Py(K)| (A1)

2N;Nys ([, ety dz) W (5)
Similarly,
BE _208) (k)2 pl| Pa(kF) U Py(k#)| (3)2 0=
4A,C; 3NN, ([, el da)W (o)

208) " plo | Pa(KF) U Py (kF)|3%
3Ne(fq € dz) W (¢)
P[Pk U PB(kf)||W(kﬁ)| (a2)
NeNgs ([ exs dz) W (0)
Thus it follows that .)"-'4;11 (p) > .7-'4’;1 (poo)- On the other hand if /(k¥) = 0, the proof follows by noting

that any contribution from the interaction energy is positive and that po is the unique minimiser

of Sg(p). That 5. = ﬁg‘ is a consequence of Lemma 5.9. |

Remark 5.3. Note that although the assumptions in Theorem 5.16 seem complicated, all they
really require is that all Fourier coefficient of W, except the dominant negative mode W(kﬁ) are
nonnegative and that a finitely many of them “positive enough” compared to VAV(ku). Consider
d =1, with W(z) = wie1(z) + weea(x) + wsez(x) with wy < 0 and we,ws > 0. If, for some
explicitly computable positive constants ca,c3 > 0, wy > calwy| and ws > cz|lwi|, the conditions
of Theorem 5.16 are satisfied and the transition point B, = ﬁg‘ is continuous. In this setting,
Py(1) = {e2} and P5(1) = {es}.

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, +0],

1
Fo(p) = §/QXQW(x—y)p(x)p(y)dxdy 1ol ooy <1 . 6.1)
+00

otherwise

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] 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 {fg"”}m21 defined on P(Q2) N L>®(Q) equipped
with the weak-+ topology. Then
F* =T- lim FJ',
m—r00

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, whle (m—1)"1!
converges to 0 as m — co. Assume first that [|p]| ;g > 1. It follows that there exists some £ > 0
and a set A of positive measure susch that p|4 > 1+ e¢. Thus we have

571 / -1 m—s o0
™ dx > Al(1 mrS
D [rars a0 o,

and thus 73 (p) — oo for all |[p[| gy > 1. Now, let us assume that [|p[| gy < 1. This gives us

1 —1
; / e < ot e,
m—l Q m—l
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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?(Q), 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'(pm), 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 pmdr = (1+¢€)|A|+4,
A

m—roo
for some fixed positive constant § > 0 independent of m. We define the sets A} = {z € A :

pm > (1+¢e)} and A, := A\ A}, There also exists N € N such that for m > N, [, pp, dz >
(14 ¢€)|A] +6/2. Thus for m > N we have that

/+pmdx—|—/ pmde > (L4 O AL|+ (1 + )| A5 +6/2
A AL

m

from which it follows that

/ pmdr >6/2.
"

m

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

-1 -1
b /pﬂdxz b / prvdx
m—1Jq m—1 /4t
-1
P (1—|—e)m_1/ Pm dx
1 A:rn

(1+e)m15/2.

>
m—

-1
S P
“m—1

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

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.

(0) If |9 = 1, F(p) < 400 if and only if p = poo. Thus ps is 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 sSuch that p is the minimiser of F>° with F*(p) <
F(poo). Furthermore, there exists a sequence, {pm},,>, of nontrivial minimisers of Fg'
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(Q) N LY(Q) there exists a set A of positive measure such that p(z) > 1 for all z € A. Indeed, if
this were not the case we would have that

1
dr < = <1
/pr79<,

which would be a contradiction. Thus we have that [|p| =g, > 1 for all p € P(2) N LY(Q) and so

F° = oo.
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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 x € 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(pss) =0.
On the other hand if P(Q2) N L>®(Q) 3 p # pso we know from Definition 2.1 that

P =5 [[[ W -l drdy > 0.

Finally consider the case W € HS. Let 8 > 0 be fixed and note that, since || > 1, 8" — 0 as
m — oco. Clearly for m large enough a nontrivial minimiser p,, € P(Q) exists for 8 > 0 from the
result of Proposition 5.7. Consider the measure p° = po + cex: where k¥ is as defined previously.
We then have the following bound

_ _ e WKE) &2
m m( €\ _ Tm 1 m—2 1/2 < 2
F5'(om) < Fg'(p°) =F5 (poc) + (5 MPo =+ Poo 6k ) 5 llexs 122

3
+ 5*1m(m — 2)% / fm"q‘ezu dz,
Q

where the function f(x) € (poo, p®(x)). Note that |f| < (poo + eNg:). Thus we have the bound

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

3
€
+ B m(m — Q)E(Poo +eN)" PN 19|,
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

F§(om) < FE(5°) SFF(pse) — Cr® + Coc® (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).
The black dot denotes the point of linear stability S;" 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 4.2 and so there will a bifurcation at 3" (the black points
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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 poc.
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FIGURE 7.2. Stationary solutions/minimisers for m large and |Q| > 1. The lim-
iting object seems to be the indicator function of some interval.

in Fig. 7.1). One would expect this branch to turn to the right for m € (2,3) (cf. Remark 4.2) 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 5.9 and the fact that they lie ahead of

the corresponding ;"

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

5 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 — 00.
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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 3.2.

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

neN
numbers satisfying the recurrence inequaity

X1 < CH"XMHe

for some C;b>1 and a > 0. If Xy < C’_l/“b_l/“2, then lim X, =0.

n—oo
Let Q € T? be a smooth, convex, open subdomain. Then we have the following lemma due to
De Giorgi [DG57]:
Lemma A.2. Given a function v € WH1(Q) and real numbers ki < kz we define
vZ2k]={zreQ:v(x) =k}
[k1<11<k2] ::{Z‘EQZk1<U($)<k'Q}.

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

RdJrl

(ks — k)| > ks)| < C Vol de,

|[U < kl” k1 <v<k2]
where R = diam(92).

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

2 2 2
||p||V2(QT) = ess SuPogth”P”Lz(Q)(t) + ||VP||L2(QT) .

We then have the following embedding [DiB93, page 9]:

Lemma A.3. Let p € V2(Qr). Then there erists a constant Cy depending only on d such that
2 2/(2+4d) ) 1|2
1113 () < Cal{lol > 0} )12 g,

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) D4(0, k) is a Fredholm operator with index zero and has a one-dimensional kernel.
(2) D2,.(0, k.)[vo] & Im(D,(0, k), where 6y € ker(D, (0, k4)), ||vo|| = 1
Then, there exists a nontrivial C* curve through (0,k.) such that for some & > 0,
{(z(s), k(s)) :s€(=0,0),x(0) = 0,r(0) = Ku} ,
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:
x(s) = st + Y (svp, ¥(s)), k(s) = ¥(s)
where U : ker(D;(0,k4)) X Ry — (ker(Dw(O,/i*)))J‘ is a C* map and ¢ : (=5,8) = V is a C!

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

such that

[AGS08]
[ASBCD19]
[BCD*18)

[BCLO9]

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

[CCWT19)

[CCY19]
[CF87)
[CGPS19]
[CKY13]
[CKY18]

[CMST19)

[CMV03]

[CP10]
[Daw83)]

[DFL15]

x(s) = st + r1(s%, ¥(s))
[Ir1 (svo, (NI _ 0.

lim =
5|+ (5)—ra| 0 [SFIO()=r]
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