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EXISTENCE AND DIFFERENTIABILITY IN PARAMETER OF THE MEASURE
SOLUTION TO A PERTURBED NON-LINEAR TRANSPORT EQUATION

PIOTR GWIAZDA', SANDER C. HILLE?, AND KAMILA £YCZEK?

ABSTRACT. We consider a perturbation in the non-linear transport equation on measures i.e.
both initial condition yo and the solution ;. are bounded Radon measures M (R%). The per-
turbations occur in the velocity field and also in the right-hand side scalar function. It is shown
that the solution is differentiable with respect to the perturbation parameter A i.e. that derivative
is an element of a proper Banach space. This result extends [23] which considered the linear
transport equation. The proof exploits approximation of the non-linear problem which is based
on the study of the linear equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Dependence of the solution of a partial differential equation (PDE) on coefficients of the equa-
tion is a natural question to consider which is commonly investigated when a solution remains
unknown. Lipschitz dependence on initial conditions in the space of measures were investigated
in structured population models [12, 24, 25,14, [15]], dynamics of system [13, 11, 17, 20, 4] and
vehicular traffic flow (71,118, 22, 21]. All of mentioned applications involve a transport equation
on measures, and have been widely investigated.

Differentiability with respect to perturbation parameters in PDE systems is important in the
context of e.g. application in optimal control theory or linear stability — Lipschitz dependence
is not enough. Previous considerations concerning the transport equation in the space of mea-
sures did not allow to analyze the differentiability of solutions with respect to a perturbation of
the system [3, [34], 30, 29], see Example[ll

In this paper we consider the initial value problem for the non-linear transport equation in
conservative form

Opue + divy (U(Mt) Mt) =m(p) g1 in (CL([0, +00) x RY))*,
fi—o = po € M(RY),

where ¢ — j1; is unknown.

(1.1)
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2 DIFFERENTIABILITY OF MEASURE SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBED TRANSPORT EQUATION

Notation: By M (R?) we denote the vector space of bounded signed Radon measures on R? and
by M™*(IR?) the space of non-negative bounded Radon measures. By (-)* we denote the topo-
logical dual to (-), when the latter is equipped with a suitable locally convex or norm topology.
The space C! consists of continuously differentiable functions with compact support.

Cristiani, Piccoli and Tosin considered in [16] the homogeneous version of (m(p) = 0)
on measures to model crowd dynamics, which can be applied to evacuation simulation. Measure
¢ (x) was interpreted as a number of individuals at moment ¢ at position x.

In [16] the authors consider the following form of the velocity field

T

(1.2) v(pe)(z) = /Rd\{ }K(|y — 2|) g(ay) y-r

dpe(y),
ly — x| W)

where K : R, — R. It was assumed that K is compactly supported and describes how the
individuals at = position reacts to his neighbours, which are at y position. The value ay, is
an angle between vector y — x and a vector describing the direction of individual at x. A fact
that when a human does not have eyes around the head and reacts only on surroundings in the
field of vision, is described by the function g : [—7, 7] — [0, 1]. It is a known phenomenon
that a strategically placed obstacle near an exit can speed evacuations [19]. It means that wide-
open exits are not always the most efficient at speeding pedestrians through. This is because
a wide-open space in front of exit is that individuals can approach from all sides, allowing
the maximum number of pedestrians to enter into conflict at the exit. Reducing exit access
with an obstacle can pare down the severity of those conflicts. One can introduce perturbation
into the velocity field and consider to minimize time needed to evacuate all pedestrians. For
studying such optimization problem it is highly convenient to have differentiable dependence
of the (measure) solution on the perturbation parameter. It is one of the main results of this
paper, next to existence of solution, that such differentiability holds indeed, in a suitable Holder
space, see Theorem [L.1l

The list of references on optimal control problems concerning transport equation is steadily
growing (11} 9, 2 16, 13, [10]. Solving optimal control problem when a solution is not differ-
entiable with respect to the control parameter, we can proceed twofold. The first approach is
to use non-smooth analysis. The other way to go is to concentrate on regularity of solutions
and discuss what regularity of coefficients can provide sufficient regularity of solutions to use
smooth analysis methods anyway. In particular, in this case there are developed significantly
more tools, which are less numerically complex than non-smooth methods.

At the problem (I.I) we can expect that yu; (solution at fixed moment ¢) is a measure. This
suspicion will prove to be true; see Corollary By the velocity field v and scalar right-hand
side function m we mean, similar to (I.2)):

(1.3) T v( g Ky(y, ) dut(y)) , T m( Kn(y, x) dut(y)) ,

where K,(y, 1), K;n(y,7) : R x RY - Rand v : R — RY, m : R — R. Let us denote

R4

(1.4) ku(z) = [ Ku(y,z)du(y), foru € {v,m}.

R4
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Since assumptions on K, K, will be the same, we will not distinguish them in the notation k,,.
Instead of v(u) and m () we will write v(k,,)(x) and m(k,)(x), if the structure need to be
emphasized.

Notation: Space C, means continuous and bounded functions. Space C"™** consists of bounded
functions whose partial derivatives up to order m are bounded and continuous and additionally
the derivative of order m is also Holder continuous with exponent «, where 0 < o < 1.

Recall that a function f : R? — R is Holder continuous if the Holder supremum

|f| = sup ‘f(ﬂfl)_f(l"gﬂ < 00
: N
xthERd

The Holder space C'*(IRY) is a Banach space with the norm

1f ller+aqray = suﬂgdlf(w)lﬂt sup |Vof(z)] + |[Vafla-
xre

z€R4

Moreover, one has
(1.5) if f,g S CH—Q(Rd), then ||f : gHClJra(Rd) < ||chl+a(Rd)||chl+a(Rd);

(1.6) if f,9 € C*(RY), then |f - gla < [flallglloo + || flloo|gla;
(1.7) if f € C*(RY),g € C'(RY;RY), then |f o glo < |fla |[Va]l%.

A mapping t — i : [0, +00) — M(R?) is narrowly continuous if t — [, fdu, is a continu-
ous function for all f € C,(R?).

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution to non-linear problem). We say that a narrowly continuous curve
[0, +00) = M(RY) : t — py is a weak solution to (L) if

| [ oot + o(n)o) Vaplt,a) dpnta)dt + [ 400,") duole) =
0 Rd R4

[ [ b)) ol e,
holds for all test functions o € CL([0, +00) x R?).

Let us consider the following perturbation of the coefficients, for the real perturbation parame-
ter h:

(i )e) = ([ Kln) ) + o ([ Knton) ).
m" (K, )(x) :=mo (/Rd King (y, ) th(y)) + hmy (/Rd Ko, (y, ) dm(y)) :

The perturbed problem corresponding to (I.1)) has the form

(1.9) { Ounf + diva (v* (i @) ) = m® (kp )(@) g in (L0, +00) x RY))',
pry = o € M(R?).

(1.8)
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In this paper we investigate existence of weak solution ¢ — z” and then differentiability of the
mapping h + p?. Notice that the initial condition in (LL9) is not perturbed.

The duality of M (R?) with W1°°(R9) is a natural setting when considering the transport equa-
tion in the space of bounded Radon measures [24], [25]. The metric pr on M(Rd), called
the flat metric (or bounded Lipschitz distance), is defined as follows:

pr(p,v) = sup { fd(p— V)} :
fewl’wvl‘fl‘wl,oo <1 R4

Below we present a counterexample, that motivates why differentiability in parameter h of
the weak solution cannot be obtained in (M (RY), pr).

Example 1. [32]] Consider one-dimensional linear transport equation, i.e. x € R :

Oy + 0 (1 + h)ug) = 0,

where by 0, we denote the Dirac measure concentrated at point x. It can be easily checked
that p1! = 0(14ny is a weak solution to (LI0) in the sense of Definition ]l Note that the map
h +— ,u? is Lipschitz continuous i.e.

pr(uf, 1) = pr(Sasny Sarwye) < |h — HIt.

h_,0 . .
However, it is not differentiable for pp. If % were convergent as h — 0, it would satisfy the
Cauchy condition with respect to pp. One obtains

/f du ) duf ()  dp*(x)

h; dpi () )

(1 +ha)t) — f(t) S+ ho)t) — (D)
hl h2 .

If we choose a test function from W1 (R) such that

r—t|—1, ifjx—t| <1,
fay =it v
07 lf|[lf—t|>1,

h
then for hy > 0 and hy < 0, we get pr (“ﬁl_’” b h; O) > ot. Thus ™ h”t does not converge.
Therefore, differentiability in parameter requires a topology defined by test functions that must

be more regular than W= (R).

A class of functions more regular than W1, that suffices for our needs is C'**. Now, we need
to introduce a space which contains the derivative of 4 at fixed h and t. Following [23] let us
define a space Z as a predual to C*™*(IRY). It will turn out that 9y |;,—p, exits in Z. The space
of Radon measures M (R?) inherits the dual norm of (C1**(R?))* by means of embedding the
former into the latter, where a measure is identified with the functional defined by integration
against the measure. Throughout we identify the former with the subspace of (C1**(R%))*. Let
then

1+« d\)*
(1.11) Z .= MERH E
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which is a Banach space equipped with the dual norm || - || ¢1+egay)«. Unless stated otherwise
we equip M (R?) with the topology induced by (C1*@(R%))*.

The main result of this paper concerns the regularity of mapping h + (¢ + /) and for this
we need to introduce a proper class of regularity. It will turn out that the solution ¢ +— p!* is of
a class C([0, 00); M(R?)), where M (R?) is equipped with a relative topology of (C'*(R¢))*.
The boundedness of the mapping ¢ — u? will be necessary. Unfortunately ¢ + ||u?|| z is not
bounded. However, the growth of u!* can be controlled in time by an exponential function; see
Proposition 2.7l Tt means that ||1||z < exp(gt)||o||Tv for some constant g > 0, and hence the
value sup,~, exp(—gt)||i¢|| z is bounded.

Forevery f : [0, +00) — X, where (X, ||-||x) is normed vector space, we define the w-weighted
norm as

(1.12) 1f1lx, = supw(®)If ()],
t>0

where w(t) > 0 is called a weight (this condition is necessary for to be a norm). By
Cw ([0, +00); X) we denote the space of continuous functions valued in X on [0, c0), such that
the norm || f||x, < co. When w(t) = e and g > 0 is a constant, then (LI2) is called the
Bielecki norm [27]. The norm involved in the space C([0, c0); Z) will not be the Bielecki norm,
but it is closely related; see weight (1.14).

The appropriate weight (which will be necessary not only for controlling growth of y; in time)
is

(1.13) @(t) == min {w;(t), wa(t)}, where

et for0 <t <1,
e 92t forl <t <2,

(114) w(t) =4 - and  ws(t) = O (lzexp(—Ct)) |
e 9Nt for N —1<t<N, t

where the constant g are positive for all N € N\ {0}. The reason for such a form of w; follows
from Proposition4.7] and Proposition[5.1l The weight w, results from Theorem 2,121

Now, we are ready to state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that for i1 = 0, 1

Al: v;(-) € CPTo(R; RY),

A2: my;(-) € C3T(R; R),

A3: (z— K, (-, 1)), (z+ Kp, (-, 7)) € CIT(RY; CHH(RY)),

Ad: y— K, (y,-), y = K, (y,-) : RT — C1(R?) are weakly continuous and bounded.

Let the coefficients be defined by (I8)). Then problem (L9) has a unique weak solution t —
and the mapping
(he= (t = py)) € CH (3, 5): Ca([0, 00); 2)),
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where &(t) is defined by (L13)). In particular, for fixed t the derivative O, ul|;—n, € Z.

Remark. In fact, the parameter h can be considered in any bounded interval and Theorem I I]re-
mains true. The reason why only bounded intervals can be taken into account is that in the proof
of Theorem [L.1l we exploit the supremum norm of mh(kug). If the parameter h is not bounded,

then for fixed h the scalar function mh(k:ug) is bounded if m, m; satisfy assumption A2, but the
family of these functions is not uniformly bounded. This uniformly boundedness is necessary
later.

Above theorem can be naturally extended for the velocity field explicitly dependent also on x
and t i.e. v(t,z, i), analogously m(t, z, u;). We investigate a dependency only on the solu-
tion s, in order to clarify the line of reasoning and the way estimates are made.

The proof of Theorem[T.Tlis based on a scheme approximating the solution t + . As we will
see in Section H] the approximating scheme involves a linear transport equation. Therefore, in
Section [2] some results concerning a linear transport equation are recalled. We consider

(1.15) { O+ A (WWC) Vt) =w(t,z) v, in (C([0, +00) x RY))*,

Vieg = 1y € M(R?),

where b : [0,00) x R? — R% and w : [0,00) x R? — R. By 1, we always denote the solution
to the linear problem, in contrast to y; which refers to the non-linear equation. In Section
two types of perturbation are studied. The first one is linear by (¢, x) + hbi(t, z) and wy(t, ) +
hwi(t, z). And the second one is non-linear

(1.16) bo(t,x) + hby(t,z) + C(t)O(h) and  wo(t, x) + hwy(t,z) + C(t)O(h).

Differentiability of the solution ¢ — v; with respect to the perturbing parameter £ is discussed
(in both types of the perturbation). In Section [2.2] some properties of the space Z are presented.

In Section[3] the regularity of a mapping

o (oo [ Ko aut)) )

R4
is investigated, where u € {v, m}. It is concluded by stating that under assumptions A1, A2,
A3 of Theorem L] this mapping is of a class C' (C,, ([0, 00); Z); C.s([0, 00); CT(R% R?))) for
u € {vg,v1} and analogously for mg, m;. This is necessary further on and allows us treating
perturbations (L8] as a much simpler case. Using an approximating scheme, the non-linear
problem is essentially reduced to the linear equation with perturbation (I.16).

Later on, in Section [} the scheme approximating the weak solution " is constructed. By
contraction argument we conclude that (I.9) has a weak solution. It is also argued that if i €
M (RR?), then the solution y! is also a signed Radon measure — this is not obvious, since M (R%)
is not complete with the norm || - || z. In Section [ a simple modification of the approximating
. . . . . . . . . . . h— O
scheme introduced in Sectiondlis described, which is convenient to investigate quotients %

Finally, in Section[6] all elements are combined to complete the proof of Theorem L1l
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2. PREPARATION

This section is a brief overview of results concerning differentiability with respect to param-
eter of the solution to linear transport equation on measures. By 1, we denote the solution
to linear transport equation, in contrast to x; which is a solution to non-linear problem.

First, we state some facts about the non-perturbed linear transport equation, in particular the ex-
plicit formula for its solution. Then, a brief review of [23] is made i.e. linear perturbation in the
linear transport equation. In contrast to [23] we present the dependence of the derivative 0, l/th
on time. We also discuss some properties of the space Z and the weighted space C,, ([0, 0); Z).
At the end of this section, a non-linear perturbation in the transport equation is discussed, see
Theorem [2.12] which has not been studied in [23]].

2.1. Linear equation with no perturbation. Consider the linear transport equation )

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution to linear problem). We say that the narrowly continuous curve
[0, +00) = M(RY) : t — py is a weak solution to (LT3) if

/OOO /Rd (Bup(t, ) + b(t, 2)Voo(t, 2)) dyt(x)dzH_/Rd (0, dug(z) =
= [T [ wttoreten) augea,

holds for all test functions o € C°([0,00) x R?).

A standard method to solve the transport equation in a classical sense is the method of charac-
teristics. When the initial condition v, € M™(R?), and if the velocity field b and right-hand
side w are sufficiently regular, then the method of characteristics can be applied in the measure
setting too. The characteristic system associated to equation (I.13]) has the form

Xy(t,z)  =b(t, Xyt 2)),
A solution to @2.17), X, is called a flow map. Note that if b is Lipschitz continuous, the flow

maps X, are defined for all ¢ € R and thus = — X,(¢, x) is a one-parameter family of diffeo-
morphisms on R (dependent on the variable b).

Let us define the push-forward operator [3l], which is needed to formulate an explicit formula
for solution to (I.I5). If Y3, Y, are separable metric spaces, v € M™(Y;), and r: Y7 — Y,
is a v-measurable map, we denote by v — r#v € M™(Y;) the push-forward of v through r,
defined by

(2.18) r#v(B) := v(r~'(B)), for all B € B(Y3).
Consequently, one can also consider signed measures. Since Hahn-Jordan Decomposition The-

orem push-forward can work separately on positive and negative parts of a signed measure and
gives as a result sum of positive and negative measures.

The following lemma yields existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to .
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Lemma 2.1 (A representation formula for the linear equation). [28, Proposition 3.6] Let the
mapping t — b(t,-) be a Borel velocity field in L*([0, T]; W1>°(R%; R?)), w(t, ) be a Borel
measurable function, bounded and for fixed t locally Lipschitz continuous with respect to x. Let
vy € M(R?). Then there exists a unique, narrowly continuous family of finite Borel measures
solving (in the distributional sense) the initial value problem (1.13)) and it is given by the explicit
Jormula

(2.19) vy = Xy (t, )4t (edo - Xps) ds 3y forallt € [0,T].
Moreover,
t
(2.20) ut:X(t,0,~)#u0+/ X(ts, Vi(w(s, ) ds  forallt € [0,T].
0

provides an implicit formula for v,.
Lemma states in particular that the solution v, is an element of M (R?). Notice that the
representation formula yields that sign is preserved i.e. if vy € M*(R?) then v, € MT(R?).

Remark. Representation formula proposed in [28, Proposition 3.6] has identical form as (2.19)
but it was originally formulated for a problem when initial condition v is an element of P(R?).
The proof of Lemma[2. Tl remains essentially the same as in [28], Proposition 3.6].

Corollary 2.2. If v, is a weak solution to the linear transport equation with b and w as in
Lemmal2.1] then v, : [0, 00) — Z is a locally Lipschitz mapping. In particular, it is continuous.

Proof. The mapping v,, as a weak solution to the linear problem, has the explicit representa-
tion (2.19). Let us denote ¥ (t,-) := exp(fotw(s,Xb(s, -))ds). Let ¢ € C1**(R?) and take
t €[0,00). If t € [0,00) and ¢ # ¢ then

[ ettt ) = (XofE. )0 a)d(o)
< [ Je(Xitta)) = ()| vt a)dn(o) + [ Je(XofE. o) [t a) = 00,) )

Without lost of generality we may assume that |t — ¢| < 1. Then one has

[Y(t, )| < exp (/0 w+(s,Xb(s,x))ds) <exp ([ut]o(+1)) = C

(v — v, 0)| =

and hence, writing fOT |b]|scds as a shortcut for fOT 16(s, -)||sods,
[(ve — v, )| <
< wollzv (Cille(Xu(t, ) — e(Xo(E Nlle + lelloollPo(t, ) — D(E )llc)
< wollrv (Cill Vel Xo(t, ) = Xo(E: oo + l1@llocllo(t, ) = () lloo)

<01 /OTHbHoodS IVelloolt = 2 + [l pllscle(E, ) = P (Z, ~)Hoo)
(

< |lvollzv

T
< [[vollzv 01/ b o ds ||V<p||oo|t—t|+exp(llwlloomax{t,t})llwlloollwlloolt—tl).
0



DIFFERENTIABILITY OF MEASURE SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBED TRANSPORT EQUATION 9

Thus, taking supremum over ¢ in the unit ball of C1*(IR%), one obtains

T
@20 u—vllz < (Co [ Pl + expollmax{t, B ol ) Inllrvlt —

what means that v, is a locally Lipschitz continuous. In particular, it is continuous mapping. [
Let us assume that

(t = b(t, ) € Cy ([0, +00); T (RERY)),

(222) (t = w(t,")) €Cy ([0, +00); CT*(R%R)) .

These assumptions are necessary to assume that the solution is differentiable with respect to
the perturbating parameter (see Theorem[2.10/and Theorem [2.11). Under assumption (2.22) the
velocity field b is globally Lipschitz and hence there exists a global unique solution to
what implies that (I.13) also has unique solution.

Let us notice the following dependence of X, on b.

Lemma 2.3. Let b(t,-), b(t,-) € _CHO‘(]Rd;]Rd) and let Xy, and Xy be the solution to prob-
lem corresponding to b and b. Then the following estimates holds

| Xo(t, 2) — X3(t, )| < exp(t Ct[bﬁ])/o 1B(s, ) = b(s, -)[loods,
where

(2.23) C[b, 5] = min{ sup [|[V.b(s,)|ls, sup ||Vab(s, )||OO}
0<s<t

0<s<t

Proof. One has

Xi(t, @) — X(t,2)| =

- }H/Otb(s,xb(s,x))ds—x—/otz(s,xb(s,x))ds‘

< [t Xt 20) = Bls, X )]s

< /t b(s, Xp(s, 7)) — b(s, Xp(s,2))|ds + /t b(s, Xp(s,7)) — b(s, X5(s, ))|ds
/ [b(5,) = B(s, ) llouds + / 9505, ool Xi(s, 2) = Xi(s, )]s
/ [4(5,2) = Bls. s+ st V505, ) / X4(5.2) — Xy (s, 2)]ds.

By Gronwall Lemma and observing that the roles of b and b can be interchanged, the proof is
completed. U
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2.2. Space Z and weighted space. Recall the definition of the space Z in (L.LI)), follow-
ing [23]]. Throughout we identify M (R?) with the subspace of (C'T*(R%))*. The norm on Z
(and on M(R%)) is || - [|c1+a(ray-, Which will be denoted by || - ||z. Below some properties of
the space Z are presented.

Proposition 2.4. [23| Proposition 4.1] The set spang{d,: « € Q"} is dense in Z with respect
to the (C*+*(R?)) -topology, i.e.

1+a dy)*
Z =spang{d,: = € Qd}(c (®%) .

Consequently, Z is a separable space.

Proposition 2.5. [23| Proposition 4.3] The space Z* is linearly isomorphic to C1*%(R%) under
the map ¢ — T'p, where To(z) := ¢(5,), T: Z* — CHH(R?).

The following result was not stated in [23]]:

Proposition 2.6. M*(R?) is closed in (C'**(R%))".

Proof. Let v, € M*(R?) such that v, — F in (C'**(R?))". Then for every f € C}(R?) C
C**(R?) and f > 0 one has (f,v,) > 0. This implies that (f, F') > 0. A well-known result
concerning distributions says: if a distribution F is non-negative (in the sense that ( f, F') > 0 for
all f € C2° such that f > 0), then F' is a non-negative Radon measure (see [33, Lemma 37.2]).

O

For the investigation of the mapping h + (¢t — /"), we need a weighted space. A motivation
for this is that ¢ — 14 is a continuous mapping i.e. t — v; € C([0, 00); M(R?)) with || - || z, but
it is not bounded with respect to time, generally. Boundedness of this mapping will play a key
role in the result concerning non-linear transport equation. Hence, we introduce a new norm
which makes this mapping bounded. Following proposition says about evolution of v; in time.

Proposition 2.7. Let vy € M(R?), velocity field b satisfies and w € Cy([0,00) x RY).
Then for every weak solution v, to the following estimate holds

t”w+('7

[l <e Nee\lwgllzy,  forallt € [0,00),

where w™ is the positive part of w.

Proof. By the definition of 7'V -norm and using representation formula (2.19) one has

ey = sup { [ gamsifle <1}
) - JRd

fECH(RY

<exp([lw™(-,-)llt) sup { FXG () dvo : [ fllee < 1}
FECH(RY) R4

<exp(lullwt) sup { [ fanslfle <1}
F€Cy(RY) R4
<exp(urt (-, )t 0]l
what finishes the proof. ]
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Corollary 2.8. Since for any v € M(R?) one has ||v||z < ||v||7v, therefore
(2.24) [vellz < exp(w* (-, lsct) Irollrv, — forallt €[0,00).

Corollary 2.9. Under assumptions of Lemma 2.1} the weak solutions t — v, of linear prob-
lem are of a class C,,([0, 00); M(R?)), where w(t) = exp(—||w]|oot).

Proof. The fact that v, are bounded Radon measures follows by Lemma[2.1l By Corollary 2.2]
one has that the solution is locally Lipschitz continuous with respect to time, hence in particular
it is continuous. By assumption vy € M (R?) and estimate one has, that the value ||| z,
is bounded. U

Remark. The space C, ([0, 00); Z) is complete for any weight function w(t) such that for all
to € [0, 00), there exists o > 0 and closed interval [t;, o] containing ¢, with t; < ¢, such that
w(t) > o forall t € [ty,1s].

2.3. Linear transport equation with perturbation. A brief review of [23] is presented i.e.
linear perturbation in the linear transport equation. We extend the results of [23]] in Theo-
rem and Theorem Let us introduce a perturbation to the velocity field b and into w as
follows:

(2.25)  bM(t,x) == by(t, ) + h by (t, 2), and w'(t, ) == wo(t, z) + hw(t,z),
where b; : [0, 00) x R? — R? and w; : [0, 00) x R? — R fori = 0, 1 and parameter h € (—
The perturbed problem has the form

ol + div, (bh(t,x) I/th) =w"(t,z) v} in (CH([0,+00) x RY))*,
{ vl =1 € M(RY).
Notice that the initial condition in (2.26)) is not perturbed. Proposition remains true for

solution /. The following theorem addresses the differentiability of ¢+ — v with respect to
parameter h.

Theorem 2.10. [23, Theorem 1.2] Assume that (t — b;(t,-)) € Cy([0, +00); C'**(R% RY))
and (t — w;(t,)) € Cy([0,+00); C'T*(R%R)) for i = 0,1. Let v} be the weak solution to
problem (2.26) where b and w" are defined by . Then the mapping

(=L Y5 he v e M(RY

T 202

N[

 3)-

(2.26)

is differentiable in Z, i.e. for fixed t the derivative O,V 1, € Z.

Lemma 2.1] provides that (2.26) has a unique global weak solution, which is a measure. The-
orem 2.10]is an analogue to [23 Theorem 1.2] — it was originally formulated for v, € P(R?),
where the linear perturbation occurred only in b, not in w. However, the proof can be easily ex-
tended to our settings. The proof of [23, Theorem 1.2] is based on the fact that Z is a complete
space. Thus it is enough to show that a proper sequence of differential quotients is a Cauchy
sequence. The proof is presented in Appendix [Bl on page In contrast to [23] we will point
out a dependence of constants on time, which helps us to obtain a stronger result, concerning
continuous differentiability.
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Theorem 2.11. Let v : t — v be the weak solution to problem [2.26) with coefficients b"
and w" defined by . Moreover, let coefficients b", w" satisfy assumptions of Theorem[2. 10
Then

(m Vf) € C (=1, 1) Ca(]0,00); 2)),

where ((t) is of order (9(% exp(—gt)) for some constant g > 0 independent of h.

The constant g depends on the size of the interval (—¢, £) in which h is considered. The proof is
presented in Appendix[Clon page 46l Note that Theorem 2.11limplies Theorem for fixed t.
Explicit weight @w(t) is given in the Appendix by formula (C.92).

Let us investigate a different perturbation than :
B"(t, ) i=bo(t, ) + h by (t,z) + C()O(|h|),

(2.27) T (t, 2) ==wo(t, x) + hwi(t,x) + CH)O(|h]),

where C(t) is a constant dependent on time. As before coefficients b; : [0, 00) x R? — R? and
w; : [0, 00) x R — R? for i = 0, 1 and parameter i € (—3, 1). The perturbed problem has the
form

(2.28) { O + div, (Eh(t>$) Vf) =w"(t,x) v} in (C([0, +00) x RY))*,

The following extension of Theorem 2. 11l remains true.

Theorem 2.12. Let the mapping vl : t + v be the weak solution to problem [2.28) with
coefficients defined by @27). Assume that (t — b;(t,-)) € Cy([0,+00); C*T*(R% RY)) and
(t = wi(t,-)) € Cp([0,+00); CT(R%R)) for i = 0,1 and let C(t) = O(te?). Then the
mapping (—%, %) > h— vl € M(RY) is differentiable in Z. Moreover,

(m uf) € C((—1, 1) Cy([0,00); 2)),

where weight w,(t) = O (% exp(—gt)) and constant g > 0.

The proof follows exactly the same lines of reasoning as the proof of Theorem 2.11], and hence
is omitted. Theorem [2.12] will be used in the final part of the proof of the Theorem [L.1] (see

page[33).

3. PROPERTIES OF THE SUPERPOSITION OPERATORS

The density dependent velocity field v(1;) and production rate m(y,) are formed from a com-
bination of a kernel operator i, — k,, (equation (I.4)) and a superposition operator: v(f;) =
v o ky,. In the literature, few results can be found on such operators in Holder spaces, even less
in relation to measures. This section provides the required results. In particular, in the proof
of Theorem [I.1] we will approximate the weak solution to the non-linear equation by solutions
to the linear equation. We will then use properties of the linear equation; see Theorem 2.11]
and Theorem Recall that by ;4 we mean the mapping ¢t +— ;. This section is one of
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steps in arguing that coefficients v(k,,) and m(k,,) of equation (I.9) satisfy assumptions of
Theorem

First, we will show that the mapping
o u( K.(y,z) d,u(y)) isofaclass C'(Z; C'""(R%RY)),
Rd
for u € {vg, v1} and analogously for u € {mg, m;}. Then we will prove that

o (00 [ Kt ) )

is of class C! (C,,([0, 00); Z); Cu([0, 00); C*+*(R% R?))) for u € {vg, v1} and analogously for
u € {mg, my}. Since we fix u, we simply write K instead of K.

The function k,(z) := [ K(y,x) du(y) is well-defined for any measure € M(R?) as
an integral. However, [, K (y, z)du(y) is not well-defined for 1 € Z\ M(R?). For fixed x, the
kernel K (-, ) € C'**(R%) by assumption A3 of Theorem [T} Hence, (K (-, ), ¢)ci+a(ray, z is
defined for every z € R? as the value of ¢ € Z C (C'™*(R))* on K (-, z) € C'T*(RY) .

We will always write integral instead of (-, -) also when p € Z \ M(R?), realizing the slight
abuse of notation. One of the reasons why we do not distinguish notation is that in fact solution
to (1.9) is a measure (see Corollary 4.9)).

Lemma 3.1. Let (z — K(-,z)) € C* (R% C'*(R?)). Then for any 1 € Z the mapping
sk, 2 — C1*2(R?) is well-defined and linear. Moreover, this mapping is continuous.

Proof. Notice that k, is differentiable, since V,k, = [p. VoK (y,-) du(y). The linearity of
the mapping ;1 — k,, is obvious, thus we concentrate on showing boundedness as a linear map
Z — C1(R?). By definition

1ku()ller+a@ay = sup |ku(2)] + sup [Viku(z)| 4+ [Voku ()|
r€R zeR4

We will estimate each term separately

(3.29) sup |k, (x)| = sup K(y, ) d,u(y)’ < sup ||K (-, 2)||creeme || 1] 2,
R zeRd [JRI zeR?
(3.30)  sup |V,k,(z)| = sup / V.K(y,x) d,u(y)‘ < sup ||V K (-, 2)||crrama || 1l 2.
zeR4 zeRd [JRE zeR4

We need to argue that sup,,cga || VoK (-, 7)||¢1+a(ga) is bounded. By assumption (z — K (-, 1)) €
CHH(RY; CH(RY)) one has that VK € C°**(R?), hence in particular V, K is bounded. One
has also, that for any x value ||V, K (-, 7)||¢1+aga) (the norm || - [c1+a concerns y) is bounded.
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And next
|V k. (z)] = sup URd (VoK (y,z1) — VoK (y,z2)) dﬂ(y)}
vy « xl;él'gd |x1 _ x2‘a
x1,r2€R
(331) 1,22€
< su ||v:c (K(,l’l) _K(’[L’Q)) ||cl+a(Rd) H ||
~ ;c17élx)2 |LU1 _ x2|a ,LL z.
z1,22€RY

The last inequality holds by assumption that (z + K(-,z)) € C'**(R% CH*(R%)), which
implies that V, K (-, z) € CO™(R?). Using (3.29)-(3.31)) one obtains that k, € C'**(R?) and

(3.32) ||]€“H01+a(Rd) < ’|M||Z||K||C1+Q(Rd;C1+a(Rd)).
Therefore, the mapping  +— k,, is continuous linear transformation of Z into C'*(R%). U

Lemma 3.2. Ifv € C1**(R) and f,g € C*T*(RY), then v o f and v o g are in C***(R?) and
moreover

[vo f = vogle < max {20l llf = glloe, 1111V = Vglloo + 'lallf = 911V gluc .

Proof. Compositions v o f and v o g are C**(R%) according to (L6) and (I7). Knowing that
2(vof)y=of )% and making use of estimations (L.6) and one obtains
J J

d , of
__ < _
H&E;’ (wo f)Hoo < Il H&E;’ o =
and also
0 ) of ) of
_— < _ _
‘axj(wf)a_\v o Fla 5|+ e OfHoo‘&Uj a
/ o af / af
< — —_— .
< WIIDAIL | g |+l 5| <0

Note that for any ¢ € C!(R?) the following holds ||, < max{2||¢||s, || V|| } and hence

[vof—vogla <max{2llvof—vogle, [V(vof)—V(vog)lx}

< max {2[[v'[lc[lf = glloe, (V0 f)VF = (v 0 9) Vgl }

< max {2[[v'[loc[lf = glloe, 1V 0 fllocllVF = Valloo + [V 0 f — 0" 0 gllc[[Vglloo }
< max {2[[V[[wllf = glloes [V lIVF = Valloo + [V]allf = gll%/ Voo }-

O

Lemma 3.3. [fv € C***(R; R?) then the mapping f — v o f : C1t*(R?) — C'**(R% R?) is
continuous.
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Proof. Let f, g € C**%(R?). Then, with v(s) = (vi(s), ..., vq(s)) one obtains

[vio f —vioglleo < [[villsollf = glloo

and
i(,of)_i (%l 81),-0 99
Oz, Vi 01'] 8% 01'] Oz, g Oz,
8vi 8’(]2 (% af 89
S O [e) g - =
827]- 817] j o 827]- Oxj o
and also
0 0 ov; 8% af ov; of dg
< _ . I
01']( °f) - Ox; oz, g) ’(axj d Ox; ) Ox; a+ ’(8%' Og) (8%' axj) ‘a
according toi [1.6) and -
ov; of— ov; . ﬁ ov; of— 01}1
= oz, oz; Y| oz || " || 0w, 8x] .
according t:),Lemma
N N T
8xj 837] 8% 0 8xj o 833']‘ 8xj a
of
< max {20l ol = gl o195 = ol + 10711 = o120Vl | 32
of of  Jg
" _ ) / / —d I
L e (e e Y e
w1 9F  Og
+ vl Bu; " Ory),
These estimates yields the continuity of f — v o f on C1*%(R%), O

Corollary 3.4. [fv € C***(R;R?Y) and S C C**(RY) is a separable subset, then v(S) C
C1H(R?; R?) is a separable subset.

We use this to observe the following:

Corollary 3.5. Let v € C***(R;RY), then {v(k,(-)) : u € Z} is a separable subset of
Clte (Rd; Rd).

Proof. The mapping p — k,, : Z — C'**(R?) is continuous (see Lemma[3.I). Hence, S =
{k, : pn € Z} is separable, because Z is separable (according to Proposition 2.4)) Corollary [3.4]
implies that {v(k,) : © € Z} is separable. O

Lemma 3.6. Under assumptions Al, A2 and A3 of Theorem [L 1l the mapping ;v — u(k,)(-)
is of class C* (Z;C*T(R%RY)) for u € {vo,v1} and of class C* (Z;C***(R%:R)) for u €
{mo, m1}. Moreover, there exist constants Cy k., C,, ¢, > 0 such that

(3.33) lu(k)ller+amey < Cure, (1 + llullz + lullZ)
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and  ||0u(ka) (1)l c(zerramay < Cc, (L [lullz + [l Z7).

Remark. Proof of the above lemma requires v € C3%(R¢) (assumption A1 and A2 of Theo-
rem[L1)), and this is the only place in this paper where such a strong assumption on coefficients
is needed. The differentiability of this map is necessary further for the differentiability in pa-
rameter. Notice that when v and m are C*** then Lemma[3.3holds.

Proof of Lemma [3.6] can be found in the Appendix [Al Now we present a stronger statement.

Lemma 3.7. For any weight w(t) > 0, under the assumptions A1, A2, A3 of Theorem[[ ] the
mapping 1 — u(k,,)(-) is of class

C' (Cu([0,00); 2); Cu([0,00); €'+ (R% RY)))

foru € {vo, v} and similarly for u € {mg, m, }.

Proof of Lemma[3.7] We need to show that the following norm

supeo (1) (k) — ulks,) — dulkz,) (e ~ 7)

>0

Clta (Rd)

can be estimated from above by ||1e — T, || z,. We will directly use estimations from proof of
Lemma[3.6l Since constants in (3.33)) do not depend on time, thus immediately one obtains

supe (1) [ulky) = ulky,) = Oulk,) (e — )

t>0

<

I COR
< supaw(t) { || ulhy) = wlkn,) — Oulkz, ) — 1)

>0 oo}

+ supw(t) {Hvx (U(kut) — u(kg,) — Oulkg,) (1 — ﬁt)) Hoo}

>0
+supe(t) {|Ve (ulky) = ulks) = dulhe)on ~7) )| |
< crllpe = Tl 2, + collpte = Tl ZE + csllpe — TIIZ, -
This finishes the proof. U

Since the parameter h is considered in a bounded interval and since v" = vy + h v, and analo-

gously m" = mg + h m; (see (I.8)), the regularity of perturbed coefficients v" and m”" can be
easily stated.

Corollary 3.8. Under assumption A1, A2, A3 of Theorem[L |for any fixed value of parameter h
the mapping 1o — u"(k,,)(-) is of class

C' (C([0,00); Z); Cu([0, 00); C' (R RY)))

for u € {vy,v1} and analogously for u € {mgy, m; }.

Notice that in the above lemma nothing was assumed about weight w. We now first compute
the Fréchet derivative of 11 — u(k,) at juo, assuming that it exists. If it does, then it equals the
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directional derivative (Gateaux derivative):

where the limit is in C1**(R?). If it exists, then the limit must also exists pointwise at z € R%.

In the following, we will omit the evaluation at = in Dgzu(k,,), k,, and kz. Then

wo (k, +hkyg) —uok,

Dyu(k,) = lim

h—0 h
(using Taylor expansion)
(3.34) i k,+h (W oky,) kg + Ri[u, k,|(k, +hkz) —uok,
h—0 h
 Rufu, k] (kB k)
= (U/ © k#) kﬁ + }lLll)T(l) . hu . = (U,/ ° k#) kﬁ7

where R,1[f, xzo](x) is the remainder term when expanding a function  +— f(z) in Taylor
series at z up to order n. The vanishing of the limit with the remainder term R, [u, k,,] follows
from the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9. Let Q C R? be an open domain and let f € C"+*(Q), withn € Ny, 0 < o < 1.
Then for any x, xqy € 2

‘Rn[ﬂxo](x)‘ < Cpa max |Dﬁf|a [ — x|,
BENG, |Bl=n

d’!L
ala+1)-...-(a+n-1)"

where C,, o 1=

The D” is a multi-index notation for vector 3. Hence,

| B[, K] (K + D) ()] < Cralu'lo [RI (1Kl 35

[e.e]

A weak solution i, to the non-linear problem (1) (or (1.9) is a weak solution to the linear
problem , where the velocity field b(t, z) = vy(k,,(z)) and production rate w(t,z) =
mo(ky, ()). In order to be able to apply the crucial representation results for the solution to
the linear equation (Lemma [2.1)) we need to verify that b and w defined by ¢ — pu; satisfy the
assumptions of this lemma. This is assured by the following.

Lemma 3.10. Let vy € C***(R;R%), my € C*t*(R). Assume moreover, that x + K,(-, ) is
in C1o(R4; C1+(R?)) for u € {vy, mo} and that for any ¢ € (C*(R%))" the mapping

y— (Ku(y,), o) is continuous and bounded.
Then for any narrowly continuous map v, : R, — M(R?), the following holds:

(i) w(t,z) := mgy(k,,(x)) (see notation (L8))) is separately continuous, bounded and for
eacht > 0, w(t,-) € C1t(RY).

(ii) b(t,x) := vo(ky,(z)) is suchthatt — b(t,-) : Ry — CT*(R%; RY) is weakly continuous.
It is Bochner measurable and essentially boundedt v+ b(t,-) € L (R ; C1**(R4; RY)).
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Proof. For fixed z € R?, the mapping y — K, (y, ) is continuous and bounded, hence ¢ ~
ky,(2) = [z Ku(y, x)d(y) is also continuous and bounded (by assumption that ¢ — v, is
narrowly continuous).

For fixed ¢, the mapping © +— k,,(v) € C***(RY). Hence, z — w(t,z) is C'**(R?), in
particular it is Lipschitz. Coefficient w is bounded because m, is bounded. Thus, w satisfies the
conditions of Lemma2.1l Next, b(¢, -) € CT*(R% RY) ¢ Wh(R¢; RY). Moreover, one has

{b(t, Vite [o,T]} c {UO(/@L) = M(Rd)}.

The latter set is a separable subset of C!*¢(R%; R?) according to Corollary Furthermore,

for any ¢ € (C**(R% R?))*, which can be indicated with (¢1, ..., dq) € [CHO‘(Rd)*}d, we
have
d d

<U0(kVt)> ¢> = Z<U0i(kVt)> ¢l> = Z<kVt7 ¢Z © U0i>'

i=1 i—1

Each ¢; = ¢; o v; € C*T*(R%)*. So,

o anlh) ) = 3 [ (Kl 5) ).

The functions y — (K,,(y, -), ;) are continuous and bounded by assumption ¢ — 1, is nar-
rowly continuous, so ¢ — (vg(k,,), ¢) is continuous for every ¢, hence Borel measurable.

Pettis Measurability Theorem implies that ¢ — b(¢,-) = vo(k,,) is Bochner measurable. As it
is bounded,

t = b(t,-) € L=([0, T); WH(R%GRY)) € LY([0,T); WH(RG RY)).
So, b and w satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.1l O

Corollary 3.11. Under conditions of Lemma the coefficients w(t,-) = m
b(t,-) = vo(k,,) satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.1} when restrictedtot € [0,T],T >

Proof. What is left to prove is that w is (jointly) Borel measurable. This follows from separate
continuous in ¢ and x, see e.g. [8, Lemma 6.4.6, page 16]. O

4. EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTION TO NON-PERTURBED NON-LINEAR EQUATION

In this section we argue that the non-perturbed, non-linear problem (I.1)) has a weak solution.
This solution will be denoted by 1, to underline that / = 0. An approximation scheme will be
introduced — let us denote by v an approximate solution in n-th step of approximation. To
obtain the existence of a unique solution we need to show that:

0

A: The approximation scheme is convergent in Z; i.e. lim,_o 0" =: ¥
t €10, 00).

exists for every
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B: The limit 7? in Z is in fact a measure — convergence is shown in Z and the space M(R?%) C
Z is not complete with the norm || - ||z. Hence, an additional argument is needed to
establish that 70 € M(R?);

C: The mapping t + 7? is narrowly continuous, so ¥ is a weak solution to (L.I).

D: There is no other solution to (L) in the sense of Definition [T, when vy € C***(R%; R?)
and mg € C*T*(R?), in the space C,,([0, ); Z).

In this section we concentrate on showing A.

Using the notation for the superposition operator (introduced in the previous section), non-linear
and non-perturbed transport equation can be written as

(4.35) { Oupaf + divy (vo<kug> u?) = mo(kyp) 17,
Hi—g = po € M(RY).

We claim that a solution ¢ — p? can be obtained as a limit of a sequence lim,, ., 12" defined
by the following scheme. Recall Lemma 2.1l and Corollary

Step 0: A unique continuous mapping 2 : [0, 00) — Z solves the equation

0,0 . 0,0 0,0
(4.36) { 82% i <U0(k”°) Vi ) =mo(ku) v,
VO’ = IU/07

and )° € M(R?) and t +— 1" is narrowly continuous.

Step 1: For n > 1, a unique continuous mapping 2" : [0, 00) — Z solves the equation

(437) { O™ -+ diva (vo (k) v ) = mok,pnn )™,

and )" € M(R?) and t — 1/"° is narrowly continuous.

Note that in every step of approximation " solves the linear problem i.e. the coefficients
do not depend on the solution. Moreover, notice that if only the mappings (¢ — vo(k.,)(+)),
(t — mo(ky,)(-)) of [0, 00) into CT*(R; R?) and respectively C'**(R,R) are continuous and
bounded, then immediately according to Lemma[2.1] (representation formula) one has existence
and uniqueness of weak solution v, to the problem

(438) 8t1/t + lex (Uo(kyt) Vt> = mo(/{;,,t) Vt,

Vieg = vy € M(RY).
Indeed, according to Lemma [3.7] one has that for any v, € C,([0, 00); M(R?)), coefficients
vo(k,,) and mg(k,,) are of the class C,([0, 00); CT*(R; R?)) and C, ([0, 00); C1T*(R; R)) re-
spectively. Hence, (4.38)) has unique weak solution in a class of mappings C,, ([0, 00); M(R9)).

The approximation scheme makes that a sequence {uf "™} en can be viewed as realised by re-
peated application of a suitable operator 7 on a subset of C([0, c0); Z). To make this precise,
consider 7" > 0 and

S:C([0,00); CHRERMY)) = C([0,00): 2) 1 (E> (bt ), w(t, ) = (t = D),
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where 7, is the weak solution to the linear problem with velocity field b and production
rate w. According to Corollary 2.2 ¢ — 7 : [0,00) — Z is continuous. Let us consider also

B:C([0,T); 2) — C([0, T); C*™*(R% R (t = 1) = (t > (vo(ku,), mo(ku,)))-

Define 7 := S o B. The crucial observation concerning existence of weak solution to the
non-perturbed linear equation (L) is the following:

Proposition 4.1. Let vy € C***(R;RY) and my € C*™*(R;R). Assume moreover, that x
Ky () and v — K, (-, 2) are in C*T*(R?; CH(R?)), while for every 1 € (C1T2(R%))*, the
mapping y — (K, (y, ), V) is continuous and bounded. Then a mapping v, : [0, 00) — M(R?)
is a weak solution to the non-linear problem (1)) with initial condition 1o € M(R?) if and
only if v, € C([0,00); 2), vy = o and v, is a fixed point of T : T (Ve) = V.

Proof. If v, : [0,00) — M(RR?) is a weak solution to with initial condition i, then v, is
a weak solution to the linear equation (I.13) with coefficients (see notation (I.8)):

b(t,-) = vo(ky,), w(t, ) = mo(ky,)-

According to Lemma [3.10] and Corollary B.11l b(¢,z) and w(t, x) satisfy the conditions of
Lemma 2.1l By uniqueness, v, must be given by expression (2.19). Corollary 2.2] yields, that
Ve : [0,00) — Z is continuous, vy = po, B(b,w) and S(b, w) = v,. Hence, one has v, = T (vs).

For the other implication, let v, € C([0,00); Z) be a fixed point for 7" with vy = . By
construction, v, = 7T (1) = S(B(v,)) then is weak solution to the linear equation with b(t, -) =
vo(ky,) and w(t, -) = mgo(k,,). Thus it is a weak solution to the non-linear equation . O

We shall now construct a (unique) fixed point of 7, in a suitable subset of C, ([0, c0); Z) of
C([0,0); Z). We cannot exclude existence of fixed points of 7 outside C, ([0, c0); Z). To that
end, let us define

(4.39) Z, = (Co([0,0); 2), || - ||z,) and Z] := (C,([0,T}; 2), |- |z.,)-
Because of Corollary 2.8 we find that for any v, € C([0,T7]; Z)
(4.40) IT (o) )llz < exp (tmg (ko) lloo) llollrv < exp(tllmolle)llollzy -

Now let us assume that w(0) = 1, weight w is bounded on any [0, 7] and such that for any
to > 0, there exists o > 0 and a closed interval [t;, 5] containing ¢, with ¢; < t, such that
w(t) > o on [ti,t]. Recall the later condition implies that Z7 is complete. Moreover, assume
that

(4.41) sup w(t) exp(t||mol|so) =: My < 00.
0<t<T
Define
(4.42) Bt = {f ez f0) = o € MR, [|fllzx < Mrlluollrv}-

Let us notice that BT is a closed bounded subset of Z7, hence complete. It is non-empty as
it contains the constant function ¢ — 1. Because of (.4Q), 7 maps B*T into itself.
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Proposition 4.2. For any finite ' > 0 and any 0 < ¢ < 1, there exists a constant g >
lmol|ee > 0, such that the weight w(t) = 9" makes the operator T = S o B : Bto:T — Bro.T
a contraction, where the Lipschitz constant of contraction of T is less or equal to c.

To prove above lemma we need to first show some properties of operators .S and B. The proof
of Proposition [4.2] will be conducted on page Let us argue that indeed operators B and S
act between proper function spaces.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions A1, A2 and A3 of Theorem [L 1| for any weight w(t) > 0
that is bounded on |0, T the operator B maps Z7 into C, ([0, T]; C***(R% R*L)). Moreover,
there exists C' > 0 independent of w or T such that for every u, € ZI the following estimate
holds

Proof. Using Lemma[3.6]and estimation (3.33]) one has

sup w(t)[|B(p)llersa e rerny < sup (O + Cr) w(t)(1+ (el 2 + [l %)
0<t<T 0<t<T

< sup (Cy + Cp) w(t) (1 + el z + lpullz sup [lpsllz)
0<t<T 0<s<T

< sup (Cy + Cn)(1+ sup |[usllz) sup w(s)(1+ [lpull2)-
0<t<T 0<s<T 0<s<T

U

Let us characterize the operator S. Observe that for a given 12" the operators vo (ko) and
mo (ko) can be seen as functions b(t, r) and w(t, =) in linear problem. According to Lemma[3.7]
coefficients b and w satisfy assumptions of Theorem 2.111

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions A1-A3 of Theorem[[. 1l and the conditions on the weight w
as in Lemma for any vy € C,([0,T); Z), the operator B(v.)(t,z) = (b(t,z),w(t,))
satisfies

16(¢, )loe < Nlvollos, (w0 < [Imolloo
IV2b(t, Mo < llvglloo Sup Ve Ko (-, ) eraray v 2,
xrE
IVaw(t, )lloo < [lmploo Sup Vo King (- @) [ cr+a(ray |12 2-
xEe

In particular; the mapping vy — || B(Ve)||oo and vo — ||V B(Ve)|| 0o are bounded on Bl

Proof. The estimates have been shown in the proof of Lemma[3.1l The statement on bounded-
ness results are as follows. For v, € C,([0,T]; Z) and for 0 < t < T the following estimate
holds

1 . -1 ) -1
Iz < Sl < (nf o) vllzg < Mr( inf w(0) ol

where M is defined by . U
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Since C, is a subspace of continuous function, the operator S maps C,, ([0, 0o); C1+(R%; R4+1))
into Z,,.

Lemma 4.5. If (t — b(t,-)), (t = b(t,-)) , (t = w(t,-)), (t = wW(¢t,-)) € C([0, T];C*(R?))
and 1o € M(R?) then for any t, such that 0 <t < T < oo the following estimate holds

1S (b, w)(t) = S(b,w)(#)]z <

<) ([ 106 =86 Mowls + [ o, =05, s

As(t) = tCy[b, b] + t max{[Jw(-, ) l|oc, (-, oo}
Az(t) = [lpollrv (1 + tCi[w, w]),

and Cy is defined as Cy[b, b] := min {supy,<; | V2b(s, )| os SuPp<s<s | Vab(s, ) lso } -

where

(4.44)

Proof. It will be used " for shorthand for S(b, w)(t). Take into consideration difference of

two solutions v and v”™. By the representation formula, Lemma[2Z.1} for f € C**+*(R?) one

has

fd( _Vt

_ / RECRCEN R
» f(Xp(t, z)) exp (/Otw(s,Xb(s,m)) ds) dvy(2)

rstaen( | (s, X, ) s ) dnte)

Rd

/Rd {(f(Xb(tafC)) - f(Xg(tafC))) exp (/Otw(S,Xb(s,:c)) ds)
_ <exp </Otw(s,Xg(8,:c)) ds) — exp (/Otw(s,xb(s,x)) ds)) FX5(t,2))

(e (s 0, 5) oo

<91 [ [30t0.0) = Xyt e ([, XiG0,0) ) o)

g

I

+ Hf||oo/Rd exp</0tw(s,xb(s,x))ds) —exp </Ot@(s,Xb(s,x))ds) dvo(z)

7

t

w(s, Xy(s, 7)) ds)) f(Xg(t,x))} dyo(x)‘

g

I

+ HfHOO/Rd \exp (/Ot@(s,Xb(s,x)) ds) — exp (/Otw(s,Xb(s,x)) ds) dug ().

J/

-~

I3
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Estimate for /;. According to Lemma[2.3] one immediately obtains
t
I, < exp(tCyb, b])/ 16(s, ) — b(s,*)|cods.

Estimate for . Since (¢ — w(t,-)) € C([0,T]; C***(R?)), then for ¢t < T one has
 W(s, X5(s, ) ds’ < t|[w(-, -)||s and moreover [w(s,y)| < [[W(s, )|l < [[W(+,)[| and

[@(s,y) = w(s,9)| < [[Va@(s,)lloo - Iy = Fllza-

Thus one can estimate

/Otw(s, Xy(s,2)) ds — /Ot w(s, Xp(s,x))ds

I, <ellmt)les

t
geﬂw("')”""HVzWHt,oo/ | Xp(s,2) — Xz(s,x)| ds
0

(according to Lemma

<exp (110 o) 9l [ esp(sCln3) ([ 10650 = 5. lets ) s

Since Hb(_ ) - 5( )00 is noN- decreasmg function and s < ¢, we can further estimate
INIZE 5, )| eods < fo |6(s, -) — b(s,-)||scds. Afterwards one obtains

t t
I < exp (tnw(-, M) 19l [ explsCals Ty ds [ b5,) = s ) s
0 0
Function C,[b, b] is also non-deceasing, thus C[b, b] < C;[b, b], and hence

I < exp (H[@(-, ) lloo) [ Vo ll1,00t exp(tCi[b, b]) /Ot 1b(s, ) = b(s, ) | ods.

Estimate for /5. One gets

I3 < max{e!lvCl= it ”‘X’}/ (s, Xp(s,x)) — (s,Xb(s,x))> ds

Smax{etw(-,-)noo,etuwcf)lloo}/ Hw(s,-)—w(s,-)H ds.
0 o0

Combining estimates for /;, I and I3 and taking supremum over f &€ Cl+a(]Rd), such that
|| fllc1+e®ay < 1 one obtains

= 5 < / d (exp<t<||w<-,->||oo+ot[b,6]>> / ||b<s,->—6<s,->||oods) dvp ()
[ (exple )l + GBI [ 185) = s, s ) i)
+ / d (max{expunw(-, Voos exp(t[@(,-)l|oo)} / (s, ) — (s, ->||oods) dvy ()
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<oxp (t(max{nwnoo, [} + Cilb B]))(l 1w, )y

(169 =6t [ ot )= 65 et

This finishes the proof. ]

Let us go back to operator B.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that My := max{||Ky,||c,re; c1+o®ay), | Kmo|lc,®dcr+amay } < 0o. Then
forany v,, U, € C([0, +00); 2) the following estimate holds

[B(va)(t) = B(Wa)(t)lloo < 2LoMollvs — 7|2,

where LO = maX{HVUQHCb(Rd), ||Vm0||cb(Rd)}.

Proof. One can estimate

(4.45)
H(B(u.)—B(v.)>(t)Hoo < g (/Rd Ko (y,-) dvt(y)) — vy (/Rd K (y.-) dﬁt(y)) Hw

+ Hmo (/Rd Koy (Y, -) dut(y)) — Mo (/Rd Komo(y:) dvt(y)) Hoo ’

by definition of L, one obtains

[(Boa-sE) 0], <] [ Kut)nt - [ Kty ami)|

/ Ko (3, ) daly / Ko (1, ) d7(y )H

Finally, according to Lemma[3.1] for v € {vg, mo}

what finishes the proof. ]

oo

+ Ly

Kol o) duly) — | Kuly, >ut<y>H < Ko D) llersemallvi — 7il12:

R4 R4 0o

Now we are going back to the operator 7 as a composition of S and B and we want to show
that it is a contraction on B**'" for a suitable weight w(t).
Proof of Propositiond.2 Let v,, 7, € BT, Then for any g > 0

e (T (wa)(t) = T(@s) ()]l z = e[[(S © B)(va) = (S 0 B)(a))(t)l|2

(according to Lemmal[4.3))

t
< e_gteAl(t)Ag(t)/
0

(B(va) — B(v.))(s)H ds.

e}
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Use Lemmal4.6l and denote 2Ly M, =: D (occurs in Lemma [4.6))
t
e (T (we)(t) = T(@e)(B)llz < 6_gt+A1(t)A2(t)D/ [vs — Vsl zds
0
t
oA 4, () D / 593 vy — || ds
0
t
< eAl(t)A2(t)D/ e 919 sup e79%||v, — T, zds
0 0<s<t

t
< 6A1(t)A2(t)D||I/S —78||gw/ e 9 ds
0

Notice that for any ¢ € [0, 7] functions A,(t) and e*®) are bounded because of Lemma 4.4l
This bound is independent of v, and 7, (but dependent on ||11o||7v). The constant D is indepen-

dent of time. Thus for any finite 7" one can establish appropriate value of g > ||mg|| providing

%em“) < c¢ < 1forallt € [0,T]. Therefore one obtains

1T (o) =T @)l zz < cllve =7ellzz-
That is, the operator T is contraction on BT with Lipschitz constant less than c. U

Remark. A conclusion from Proposition[4.2]is that for any bounded interval [t;, ¢5] there exists
a constant g > 0, such that w(t) = e~9" and the operator 7 is contraction on C,([t1, t2]; Z).

Now we would like to extend Proposition 4.2 on the interval [0, +00). It is impossible to state
that 7 is contraction on [0, 0o) with weight w(t) = e~9" for a single fixed g > ||mol/oo. Let us
take

et for0<t<1,
et forl <t<2,
(4.46) bt =1 ...
e 9Nt for N —1<t< N,

where g, > ||mo||~ is a positive constant for n € N such that for fixed 0 < ¢ < 1 and M,, =1
for all n, the following estimate holds

4.47)  sup e |[(Tve —Twa) ()], < ¢
t

te[N—1,N)
for all

(448) v Te € B = {f € Z,: f(0) = o € M(R?), || fllz. < llpollzv} ;
see notation . Thus, summarizing:

Proposition 4.7. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and the weight w, : Ry — R, be defined by [@.46). Then the
operatorT = S o B : Bi® — BLY is a contraction

[T (ve) = T@s)ll2., < cllve =7z,

sup e 9y — 7y 2 on[N—1,N)
€[N-1,N)
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Proposition 4.8. Ler coefficients vg, mq satisfy assumptions of Theorem [[ 1] and let weight be
defined by (4.46). Then according to Propositionid.7land Banach Fixed-Point Theorem one has,
that the approximate scheme described by (4.36) and (4.37) is convergent. It means that there
exists U, : [0,00) — Z such that

lim [0 — 39||gw1 = 0.
n—o0

Notice that the weight defined in (4.46) is the same as in (I.14). Recall that the weight used in
Theorem [L.1lis defined by (I.13). Since @(t) < w;(t) for all ¢ € [0, 00), above argumentation
stays true for w.

Corollary 4.9. Note that by the fixed point of T, the mapping t — 70 in Z,, solves the prob-
lem (1)), where t — UV is the limit of approximation scheme given by 36) and @.37). Being
a fixed point of T, the mapping V° solves the linear equation with coefficients b(t, z) = vo(kz,),
w(t, z) = mo(ky,), hence 7 € M(R?) forallt > 0. Moreover t — T° is narrowly continuous.

5. APROXIMATION SCHEME FOR PERTURBED EQUATION

Recall the perturbed equation and its solution i for h € (—1,1). The existence of
a unique weak solution in the sense of Definition[I.Tlhas been established in the previous section
for h = 0 by means of exhibiting 0 as the limit in Z,,, of a sequence of approximate solutions
{v?"},.. In a similar way one can show the existence of a unique weak solution x” for general
h € (—%, %) by changing the velocity fields and production rates. The resulting sequence of
approximation to x” is not convenient for showing the continuous differentiability of h ~— "
in Z,, . For reaching this main objective we prefer another approximation scheme that we shall

now introduce.

Problem (1.9)) can be written as

(5.49) { athu? + divx((vo (k:g?) +hvy (k:u?))u?> — (mo (ku?> +hmy (ku?> ),u?
Hi—o = Ho € M(R?).
We assume that coefficients satisfy the assumptions of Theorem A solution ! can be

approximated by a sequence {v/"}, defined by the following scheme. Recall that M (R9) is
equipped with the topology of Z.

Step 0: A unique continuous mapping 0 : [0,00) — M(R?) solves the non-perturbed, non-
linear equation

5.50) { Oupf + div (vo (kyg) 1) = mo (k) 48
pi—g = o € M(R?).

From previous section one has that there exists a unique weak solution to (5.30) such that 0 is
a bounded Radon measure; see Corollary Recall that one has lim, . [|pd — v ||z, = 0.

hO ._ 0
Define v, " := p;.
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Step 1: For n > 1, a unique continuous mapping v2" : [0,00) — M(R?) solves the linear

equation

(5.51)

{ 8tl/th’n+diVm [ (UO (kyzl,n71> +h U1 <kyf,n71>> ]/th’n] = [mo <]{3V£L,n71> +h mq <k1j{t,n71>i| Vth’n
™" = Ho.

Notice that for h € (—%, %) and for every solution to the linear equation ", the coefficients

vo () +hon By ) and o () + B (Ko )

satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 2.} see Corollary B.11l By Corollary (£.9) one has that y?
is bounded Radon measure. For n = 1, the problem (3.51) is the linear equation with measure
initial condition zo € M(R%). Hence by Lemma 21 solution /"' also is a bounded Radon
measure and ¢ — I/th’l is the unique solution in the class of narrowly continuous mapping.
Identically for every I/th ™, where n € N. Also note that Vto 0= 2 for all n in this approximation

scheme, which differs from that in Section 4 for A = 0.

Let us consider the following problem, where s, : [0, 00) — M(R?) is given:

5.5 { O+ dive ((volk) + oy ()7t ) = (mo(ku) + b () )
fit—o = f1o € M(R?).

Define an operator 7 (ue) := s. Similar to Section [l and Proposition 4.1l for the case h = 0

any fixed point of this operator is a solution to problem (3.49). Similarly to previous reasoning

(i.e. as in the case for 7") the operator 7, can be regarded as a composition of two operators

Tr = By o S; see page20L Operator S is identical to the previously considered operator. Second
operator 3, describes how the approximated solution influences the velocity field vo(k ».m ) and

the function mo(k:yf,m), which will be used in the (m+1)-th step of approximation scheme (as
before like in the case of operator 3). Now, the operator B, depends also on parameter A, hence

By, : (t — ,ut) — (t — (UO(kut) + hvl(kut)amO(kut) +h ml(kut))> :
Since h € (—%, %), thus the domain and values of operator B}, are identical as for operator B
By : 25— C, ([0, T];CFRY R

see page All reasoning concerning operator B described in Section 4] can be conducted
also for the operator B;. In particular, the direct analogy of Proposition is the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and the weight w, be defined by 4.46) with T;,, = S o By,
replacing T, such that @&7) holds for all h € (—3,5). Then T), : B — B is contraction

with contraction constant c for any h € (—%; %) see notation (4.48).

The unique fixed point of operator Ty, in gﬁj‘) (which is p*) has such the property that

1

lim g — "], = 0.
n—oo

Moreover t +— pi is the unique weak solution to problem (L.9).
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we finally provide a proof of the main result, Theorem Thus, under assump-

. . h+X_ h . .
tion A1-A4 of that theorem we now want to show that lim,_,o #*——** exists in Z; for any fixed

h € (=% 1), where the weight @ is defined by (II3). Moreover, we prove that the mapping

202
h— pul:(—3;3) — Z;is C'. First, we consider differentiability at 4 = 0, hence the limit

A 0
. He — He
(6.53) }\IL% 3

is investigated. Using Proposition[5.Tlwe know that for fixed A € (—3, 3) one has lim,, o ||13 —
vz, = 0. Hence, instead of (6.33) the double limit

. R e
lim { lm 2—2
A—0 \ n—oo A

is considered. We proceed by arguing that the order of limits can be changed. Then we can
make use of results concerning the linear transport equation, in particular Theorem 2.111 The
following theorem will be involved.

Theorem 6.1. Let E be a set in a metric space and Ay be a limit point of E. Suppose that (Y, d)
is a complete metric space. Let f,, f : E — Y such that f,, — f uniformly on E and

,\155\10 fa(N) = Ay, (n=1,2,3,...)

exists. Then the sequence A,, converges in'Y and limy_,,, f(\) = lim,,_,o, A,.

Above theorem is an analog of Theorem 7.11 in [31}, page 149]. The proof remains essentially
the same as in [31]].

Inour case £ = (—3,3) \ {0}. Set Y = Z, let \o = 0 and

An 0 A_,,0
fuN) =2 and f(0) = lim f,(\) = B e

A n—00 A
Each f,()) is a M (RR¢)-valued function on [0, oo) which can be evaluated at ¢. In other words,
to state that

Jim A () = Jim i £ Y,

we need to argue that f,, converges uniformly to f in E (1st Step of the proof) and also show
that for all n the limit lim,_,,, f,,(\) exists in Z; (2nd Step). Both limits are considered in Z;.
In 3rd Step we will show that the result remains true for any h € (—3,1).

Step 1. Recall that the space Z; is complete. We investigate uniform convergence {”’Mf_”o}

. A_,,0 . .
in Z; for A € E to “=-F= 'We want to argue that it is a Cauchy sequence, then as a sequence in
complete space Z; its limit also is in Z;. Using a property of approximating scheme this limit

. A_,,0 om0 Am_ 0 .
will be then £2<*=. To show that the norm || “—Fe — “——Fe can be made arbitrary small

hy hy
Z5
when n, m — oo uniformly for A € F, we will need a few additional estimates.
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Proposition 6.2. If the coefficients satisfy the assumptions of Theorem|[[ 1) then the limit

AR

S

exists and is an element of Z;. Moreover, the following estimate holds

vt — Y

W < o
Z

where C'(t) = O(te’") and g > 0 can be chosen to hold for all A € E.

(6.54) ol

Notice that in estimation (6.34) on the one hand the weight @ needs to reduce C'(¢) but also it
reduces the growth of 8,\VtA ! in time. That is why wy occurs in the construction of weight @

in (I.13).
Proof. The mapping 10 is a solution to

(655) { Oy + divs (w0 (kg 1) = o (k) 18
Mo = Ho,
and v)*! solves
Al . Al .
(6.56) { 83”5 +dlvx[(vo(k‘u9) +Avi(ky)) vi } — [mo(kug) FAmy (kug)]l/t
Vo' = Ho-
Solution ;2 can be obtained using approximating scheme. The coefficients v, (kug), vy (k;ug),

mg (kug) , My (ku?) in the above problems are fixed i.e. coefficients does not depend on solution.

It means that the problem (6.53)) can be seen as the linear one

&) { Oupl + div (Bo(t, 2) 1) = To(t, 2) )
:ug = Ko,
and similarly (6.36) can be rewritten into a form

8V’\’1+divm<l_) t,x) + Aoy (t, x V’\’1> = (m t,x) + \w t,x)uM
@D{if (Bo(t 2) + b (1,2)) v; o(t ) + X (t,7) ) ¥

VO’ :/"607
where b;(t, z) = vi (ko) and W(t,x) = m;(k,o) for i = 0,1. By Lemma 3.6 we know

A1 0
by —H o

that these coefficients satisfy assumptions of Theorem Thus, the limit limy_,o =" is

the derivative of the solution to linear equation ([2.26) with perturbation . Theorem

states that this derivative exists and is an element of Z. Hence estimate (6.54)) is true for fixed t.
Al . Y -

By Theorem 2.11] one has lim_,o “*— le ¢ Z.. Since W(t) < w(t) forall t € [0,00), hence

this limit is an element of Z,. O

Proposition 6.3. For any fixed t and any n the following estimates holds on (—3, 3) \ {0}

An+1 An
Vy —

)\ < C(t) "

Z

A1
a)\l/t |)\:0H ;
Z
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where constant ¢ < 1, and C(t) = O(te") are independent of n and can be chosen to hold
uniformly for A € E.

Proof. First, let us recall that the operator 7}, is a contraction in Z,, with a contraction constant
¢ < 1 (cf. Proposition 5.1). Hence it is contraction also in Z; with the same contraction
constant. One obtains

(6.57)

Vf\,n—i-l _ V)\,n

s
Tn(we™ ™) = Ta(we™™?)
A

Th(") = Ta(we™ ™)
A

14

An A,n—1
<c|l—2
Z5

An—1 A,n—2
Ve — UV,

A

Z5

A0
Vo' — He

A

<A

Z5

Z&, Z&;

where ¢ < 1. Making use of Proposition[6.2] and estimates (6.37) we have

An+1 An
Vi — U

; < O [0 oo -

z
Note that C'(¢) is independent of n and can be established to hold uniformly for A € E. The

growth of C(t) is described by Theorem 2.11]i.e. it is reduced by wo(t). Hence, it is reduced
also by weight @(t) < ws(t). O

0

A,n
Now, it will be argued that {%} is a Cauchy sequence.

A,n
Lemma 6.4. The sequence {%

space Z;, where @(t) is defined by (lmnl)

converges uniformly for A\ € (—3,3) to “')\“' in the

. )\,n_ 0 .
Proof. It will be first shown that {%} is Cauchy sequence. Let us assume that n > m.

n
By the definition of the norm || - || z, one obtains

A, A,
v — e v — e — sup(t) A R A
A A z, 120 A A z
n ]/)‘é _ ]/)\é 1 n V)\,Z V)\,Z—l
= sup w(t) Z ———t— || <supa(t) Z t t
>0 A >0 A
= é:m_;’_l Z - Z:m—i—l\ %
(6.58) (using Pro‘pgsition
n
- Al -
<supa(t) 3 CO o | = sups 0@ oo 3 e
>0 t>0 Z
= l=m+1 = l=m+1

_ supcD(t)C(t)Ha)\l/t)"lb\:OHZcm (ﬂ) .

>0 1—c¢

Theorem 2.11] states that the growth of dyv;"! in Z is controlled in time by a function O(te%")
uniformly for A € (—1;1). It means that the weight &(t) needs to be of order O(;;e~%"). By
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Proposition [6.3] we know that ¢ < 1 and that the constant C(t) is independent on parameter \.
Hence, one has

sup a)(t)C(t)Hawf’l\ho”zcm (1 - C"_m) nmoo

>0 1-c

since function &(¢)C(t) is bounded in time and reduce the growth of dyx;"'. It means that

} is a Cauchy sequence in space Z;. Moreover, the convergence is uniform on A €
n

(—3,3) \ {0}. Since the space Z; is complete, the limit of this sequence also is in the same
space. Moreover, the estimate (6.38) is independent of A € E, thus one obtains

V)\ n __ :U’O Iu>\ _ MO
{ A : -} converges to  —* 5 * asn — oo in space Z; uniformlyon \ € F |

what finishes the 1st Step. U

A,mn
Ve —M(.)

2nd Step. Now, limy o =*—

will be investigated.

An_ 0
Ve —He

Lemma 6.5. Foranyn € N, the limit lim,_, exists in Z,.

A short proof of lemma will appear on page 34l For this proof, we need the following property.

AN Ne—-1
Proposition 6.6. For any { > 2 the limit limy_,o “*——*— exists in Z.

Proof of Proposition It will be shown by induction. Introduce the notation 7 (+) := ug(-) +
Ay (+) for u € {v, m}. The mapping .+ is the unique solution to the linear equation

6.59) { %M + div, (@A(kyz,z,l) yt”) = (k1) 1
ViZo = Mo,
where for v}"" we take 1. Similarly for "', In the problem (6:39) expand coefficients

u (k‘l/)\,zfl) into Taylor series at k s.—2 for u € {v,m} — from Lemma [3.6, we know that
t t

coefficients can be expanded. Then problem (6.39) has the form
©.597)

8151/3\’3 + div, [<5>‘(k‘ytx,zfz)—I—V,/ﬁ)‘(k‘yg\,zfz) . (kz’ytA,(Z—l —k‘yg\,zfz) +0(||]{7V?,(Z—1 —kytA,€72 ||oo)) I/tA’Z] =
v = [m)‘(k‘yg\,zfz) + VVWA(]CV;\,zfz) . (k‘l/;\,zq — ]{7,}?,@2) + O(Hk‘l’;\,54 — ku?'e’QHOO)] I/tA’Z
ViZo = Ho-
Base case. For / = 2 the problem (6.59)) can be written as
(6.60)

O + div, [(@A(kug) + V0 (hug) - (ks — k) + o[k — k‘ugHOO)) ygﬂ _
= [ (hug) + Vi (k) - (ko = Kug) + 0l 30 = Ky llo)] 222

Vi=o = Mo-
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The value ||k 1 — k,plo can be estimated by

)\, )‘7
[ = kal| = | [ ) @02 =) < 1Kol — sz
6.61 vt — 0
@60 < K leread || < COONR el ol 2
zZ
(using (6.5))

By Theorem the growth of H@wﬁﬂ A=0H - in time is controlled. By assumption A3 of
Theorem [L.1] one has, that value || K ||¢1+« is bounded. Hence, one has

0 (Hk — kpa oo) = C(HO(A]).

The problem (6.60) can be written as

koaa—k
0w+ vy | () + 29,2 L 4 CO(N) ) 2] =

(IE 60" kE x1—F0
) — {mk(kug)jﬂvymk(kug) L +C(t)(9(|)\\)} v

A2
Vi—o = Ho-
The problem (6.39) for ¢ = 1 has the form

662) { a;ylt“ + div, (@)‘(kug) yf’l) — (k)
Vilo = Ho-
Introduce the notation
kut“ — ko
N
kut“ — ko
A

The second number in lower index in b and w informs about the current value of ¢. Under
assumptions of Theorem [L.Il we can make use of Theorem We know that for i = 0,1
coefficients b; 5 and w; 5 satisfy assumptions of Theorem 2.12] Using above notation, the prob-
lem (6.62) can be written as

o)t + div, (b t,x l/>\’1) = woolt,z) "
EE) { % 0alt, ) v; 0alt, ) v;
Vt:70 = Mo,
and the problem (6.600)) has the form

0w, -+ dive [ (bo,a () + Ab 2 (t, 2)+C(OO(A) 12| =
©.60) = [woa(t, )+ Awy o (t, ) +C(E)O(|A])] v
Vel = po.
It means that (6.607) is nothing else than (6.62f]) with perturbation

bog(t, l’) +h b172(t, l’) + C(t)0(|h|) and ’LU072(t, ZL’) +h 1U172(t, l’) + C(t)0(|h|)

bog(t,l’) = @A(k’ O) 6172(t,l’) = VV@A(]{?M?)

My

woo(t, z) = mk(k;ug) wyo(t, z) = V,,m/\(kug)
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By Theorem we know that 1/?’2 is differentiable with this perturbation, it means that the
limit

X V2\72 — V:‘vl
im

69y

. A2 . .
= O\, ‘ \—o CXists and is an element of Z,.

Induction step. Let us assume that for some ¢ = [ it holds that

M A1
6.64 lim =—>— existsin Z.
( ) A—0 A ©
. .. N B N
We will show, that it implies lim)_, ———— exists in Z;.

For / = [ + 1 a problem (6.39[]) on page 31l has the form
(6.65)

(‘)tyt>"l+l N divx[ 5)‘(/&‘,/?,171) 4 Vuﬁ)‘(k‘,,?’lfl)(kuf’l — kVtA,ZA) + O(”k‘,,?,l — kutMA Hoo)> Vg\v:‘f;l] =
[— m- ’ +1
= m)\(k‘u?’tl) + VumA(ku?’l’l)(kV?’l N ku?’lfl) * O(Hk’/?’l B kVtA’lA HOO)} v

MA1
Vi—o = Ho-

Analogously to (6.61), by assumption (6.64) one has o (Hk;yx,z — ]fl/tk,l—l
The problem (6.63) can be written as
(6.63)

1=k xi-1

k El El
oM 4 div, KaA(kVA,ZQ F AV, (ko) C(t)O(w)) ygvlﬂ] _

t

) = cmo.

k xi—k a1

— {mk(kwl) + w,,mk(kyg,l,l)“tf%” + o(t)0(|A|)} p

t

A+
Vizo = Ho-

For ¢ = [ the problem has the form

(6.66) { O + div, (WA(%H) v ’l) = Mk i) U

t
Mo
Vi—o = Ho-
Let us use the notation
k Al — k A l—1
vV

bosi1(t, ) == 7 (kyg,za) brisi(t, x) == v, <k,,t%lfl> %7
k‘yx,l — k‘yx,lﬂ

wo41(t, ) == m (l{:yx,m) wy41(t, x) == v, m (]fl/?,l71> ! 3 !
kV.A,l_kV.A,l—l

Analogously as in base case, by induction assumption (6.64) one has <

A

o0

CON ||oavd! =0 | - » where C(t) and &(t) are such that this value is bounded. Hence, one
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has that for ¢ = 0, 1 coefficients b; ;4 and w; ;4 satisfy assumption of Theorem Using
above notation, the problem (6.66]) can be written in the following form

Al

656 { 8t1/t)"l + div, (b()J.l,.l(t,I) V?’l) = wo11(t, z) v
ViZo = Mo,

and the problem (6.63[)) can be written as

Oy + div, [(bow(t, )+ Ay (t, ) + C(O(A) | =
(6.63") = [wo,z+1(t, x) + Awy 41 (8, ) + C(E)O(|A]) VtA,l+1

ML
Vi—o = Mo-

It means, that the problem (6.637) is nothing else than (6.66[)) with the following perturbation
in coefficients

b07l+1(t, l’) + A b17l+1(t, l’) + C(t)0(|)\|) and w071+1(t, ZL’) + A 1U17H_1(t, ZL’) + C(t)O(|)\|)

By Theorem one has that v+ is differentiable with respect to such perturbation, i.e. the

AL A SN AT .
. e exists in Z; for any

limit limy_,o 2= exists in Z;. Finally, one has that lim,_, ==

by X

¢ € N, such that ¢ > 2. O
. An_ 0 . .

Now we can show that limy_,q 22 X Ee exists and is an element of Z; for any n € N.

Proof of Lemma Let us notice that

Ano_ 0 AL 0 WA WA
hm ° He _ hm Ve He + v Vo
A—0 A—0 A — A
(6.67) =2
Al 0 n Wi A\ 0—1
. o — Mo . o« — Vs
= lim + lim
A—0 — A0 A
Al
By Proposition [6.2] we know that the limit lim)_, =+ < is an element of Z. By Proposi-

A L—1

WA .
tion one has that limy_,o “*—*— € Z for any ¢ > 2. Hence (6.67) also is an element

of Z;, as a finite sum of elements from space Z. ]

This finishes the 2nd Step of the proof of Theorem[L. I which together with 1st Step guarantees,
that assumptions of Theorem [6.1] are satisfied and the order of limits can be changed. Thus, all
limits below exist in Z;

ve — g

An 0 An 0

b —_ V b _
lim = lim (lim u) = lim (lim '7'%) = lim 8>\1/;\’”\>\:0.
A—0 A—0 \ n—oo A n—oo \ A—0 A n—o0

3rd Step. The same argumentation can be applied for h # 0.

h+X h

Theorem 6.7. The limit lim)_,q "= exists in Z;.
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Proof. For fixed h it can be written

o (kﬂgﬂ) (N (kﬂgﬂ) - (uo(kﬂgﬂ) + by (k:ugﬂ) ) o (k:ugﬂ)

= (kg ) + A (K )
for u € {v, m}. Hence, instead of solving the problem
O + div, [(vo (kuw) 4 (h+2) o (kﬂﬁk)) M;m] _
= [mo(kypen ) + (ot A) mn (o ) | i

(6.68)

h+X _
Ho = Mo,

the following can be considered
{ o+ v, [ (5 (k) + 2w (k) ) 2] = [ (k) + o (1) 2
ﬂ())\ = Mo,

where i} := p**. Thus, the problem of differentiability at h # 0 is reduced to differentiability
ath =0, 1i.e

et (A (AR
lim = lim .
A—0 A A—0
Thus having shown existence of the derivative of h +— ! for any h € (—3; 1), now note that

the estimates for the steps 1 and 2 involve bounds on ug. The mapping h +— % is bounded on

(—2;3). So convergence is uniform for A € (—1;1). Hence we have shown the continuity of
the derivative with respect to h, i.e h — Ohul! € C((—3,3); Z). It means that h > pl is of
aclass C'((—1,1);C5([0,00); 2)).

This finally finishes the proof of Theorem [L1l O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [3.6]

The map p — u(k,) is of a class C' (Z; C'**(R?)) if the Fréchet derivative exists (Step 1 of the
proof) and both zo — w(k,) and p — Ou(k,) are bounded (Step 2 and Step 3).

Step 1. For differentiability of the map p — wu(k,) at @ we need to prove that there exists an
operator du(kz)(-) € L(Z;C'*(RY)), such that

u(ky) = ulkz) + Oulkz)(p — 1) + o (|lp — 7l 2) -
If u is differentiable at [z, then the operator Ou(k;) will be given by the directional derivative.
Let us check the operator (3.34) i.e. Ju(ky;)(p — &) = (v o k) k,—;. Sufficient condition for

Dyu(k,) to be an element of space C'**(R?) is that v’ € C'™®, thus u € C***. This provides
the mapping = — (v o k;)(z) € C1T*(R?). Let us estimate

(A.69)
Hu(l{;u) — ulh) = Oulk) (=B 1,

= th) = wa) — outk e - )|+ v

-

g

+ |V (a8 ~ i) — (i)~ ) -

We estimate /7.1, /7.2 and 11.3 separately. Expanding u(k,(x)) at kz(x) up to the first order
one obtains

J/

11.1 = k) = ulkz) = Oulkn) (0 —70)|
— (1) + ) o Bl ) = i) = ') |
||Rl[u kz ]( )||
Let us first use Proposition[3.9] and then estimate (3.29))
(A.70)
I1.1= sup, | Ra [u, k()] (K (2)] < Cralt]a Sup k()| < C'u'la |l = El|Z™,
S e

where constant C' does not depend on time, value |u'|,, neither.

Notice that % [uok,] = (u'oky(x)) === %) (by chain rule) and let us estimate 7.2

0 0 0
112 = dmax oz, [wok,|— oz, [uo kg| — oz, (w0 kg) ky—xal .
B , ok, , Oky " Oky , Ok,—u
= dmas||c ° k), —Wekn)gy s — (e ka) g Ky — (e ka) =5 - I.
B ;o Ok, Ok, Okg
= dmax|(u o) gt = (W o k) g = (0 k) 5 E |

J
(expanding u’ o k,,(x) into Taylor series at kz(x))
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/ 123 12 / 81{7
= dma [[(4 o hy) + (" 0 ) Ky + Bald (k) — (o 0 ) 5
J
Ok
— (W o ky) =L ky
K 8213']‘ K MHOO
" 81{7 81{3
dejaXH(u Okﬁ) ky—u 8;]u ‘I’Rl[u ku ](ku) 8—1‘5
Ok,
< " - H—K /
< dume { oL Wl | 2 |+ Il Rl 2

Since k, € C'**, we can use Proposition 3.9l for R;[v, kz](k,), and estimate the rest in the
exactly the same way as in (A.70Q)

(A.71) sup | Ru[u’, k()] (ki (2 ))‘ < Clu'la lln—HZ™
z€eR
Additionally, there exists such a constant C' that the following estimations hold
— Ok, 5 —

(AT2) "o kelloo < Cll ey sl < Cllu—Tilz and | T < Cllp—7lz,

N—— £ 00

(rine B2 (using (3.30)
hence one obtains
(A.73) I1.2 < Cillu" |l = FllZ + Colula [l — AllZ,

where constants do not depend on time. Now, let us take the last component of equation (A.69))

" ak —B / ak
11.3< dmjax{)(u o kg) ky—z ﬁj” . + )Rl[u,kﬁ](ku) a—xj a}
" 8k —H " ak —
Sdmjz_m{m © kla [|ku—plloo H 8;; OOJFH“ © oo [kuzla (‘9:; .
Ok ok, ok
" k’* o0 k —1 || oo R k: k R k k —“ )

I il bl || + Il ), | 522 | + 1l L 52 )

Using estimations one obtains

I11.3 <
< dmac {|u" o kgla - C¥ln = 7l + "o - Clis = Tllzl e
Ok,

Oxj

Ok,

(927]-

Ku—p

C " 1+«
5 + Clulull — 7l

[e.e]

+ [0 | Clln — 7ill 2

3

Let us estimate the term |R;[u, kz|(k,)|a- In general, if f € C"*, then for some & € [zo; 2]

holds
Bo[f,20)() = ot (F409)) (@ = ).
Proof of this fact can be found in [1, Theorem 16, page 139]. In our case

Rt k)] (2)) = (0" 0 £(2)) (pp(2))?,

2

+ [ Ra[u kg ()|

«
«
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where kz(x) < &(x) < k,(x). Since u € C***, thus one obtains

Ral ksl )| = 5 0 ) (e )? |

-~

(A.74) (using (L))
<" ol || (hu-z)’ loo + 3" 0 €l |(kur)?|, < cllu—7l%
—— —— —_——
(using (L7)) (using (3:29)) (analogously as in (3.31))
We have

e < max{2ky s [ Vhulloc} < Cillillz, (see Lemma-Tlequations (29) and (B30)

while

Ok,

‘8—% <Cillpllz  (see B3D).

a

Thus, one obtains
(A75) 11.3 < Cyllp—7ll% + Collp — 7| 5.

This concludes Step 1, finishes the proof that y — u(k,) is of class C* (Z;C***(R?)). Notice
that in estimate (A.7Q), (A.73)), and (A.73)) all constants are independent on time.

Step 2. Now we are going to show boundedness of the mapping j« — u(k,). By definition of
the norm || - ||¢c1+a(re) One has

(A.76) [u(k)llerra@ey = [[ulku)llo + [1Va [wlk)]ll o + Ve [ulku)ll, -

Let us first recall that v € C***(RY) (by assumptions A1 and A2). For the first term one can
observe that

o [ Katmor )| <=

For the second term on the right-hand side of (A.76)) let us observe that according to chain rule
one can estimate

IV [u(k)lll o <

u’( 5 Ku(y,x) du(y)) HOO HVm g Ku(y, z) du(y)H

/Rd V. Ky (y, ) du(y)Hoo

< [ Ll Vet llose s 1oy 1l 2 < Collill -

o0

< u'fl

The last term can be estimated by
‘Vx[u(ku)“a =
= up 1V U Ky, 21) dpw))] = o [t (s Koy 2) dpatw))]

T1FT2 ‘1’1 - x2|a
I17$26Rd
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o {‘“ e Kl 1) .2 )

T1#£T) |21 — o]

z1,22€RY

|z — @9|*

U (Jpa Kuly, 22) duly }fRdvmy,xz)du()}

[t/ (g Ky, z1) dp(y)) — @' (fra Ku(y, w2) dp(y)) | foa Vakuly, 21) dp(y)

= sup

T17#T2 |l’1 - 1.2|a
xl,xQERd
 [Ja VeKuly, 22) = VaKu(y, 1) du()]t’ (Jea Kuly, 22) du(y)) |
|z1 — 29|
< swp 0" ||oo | Ja K (y, 21) — K (y, 2) du(y)] [| VoK || cota(ra; crvagmay ] 2
Tz |71 — |
xl,xQERd
N Vo (K (- 21) — K(-,22)) lervomay |l 2|14 || oo
|z1 — 29|*
< I el ) = K G o)llevsogean a2 Vo K ot oo lilz
- T1#£x2 |£L’1 _x2|a
xl,xQERd
IV (K (- 21) — K(-, 22)) ler+aga || 1] 2 ]|t | o 2
+ PR—— < Os([lll + [l ).

Combining estimates one has

lu(k)ller+aray < C1+ Collullz + Cs(lullz + llullz) < Cure,(1+ lullz + [1£]1Z)-

Step 3. Now we are going to show the boundedness of the mapping  — Ou(k,,). For p, i € Z
one has

10u(ky,) Bller+amay = (W' 0 ky) kallcr+a@ay < ([0 0 ullcrrama) || kallerraray

(accordir;é to (L3))
S ||u/ o) ku||cl+a(Rd) ||K||cl+a(Rd;cl+a(Rd))||ﬂ||2

(accordingto B32)

and hence
10u(k )|l (2 crvaqayy < 1K [|errama; crta@ay U 0 kyllerraga).
The last factor can be estimated as follows
[0 0 kyller+amay = [[u' 0 kulloo + IV (U 0 Kp)lloc + [V (0 0 ky)la
< u'lloo + 11" 0 k) Viylloo + |(u” 0 k) Vo
(use@)




40 DIFFERENTIABILITY OF MEASURE SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBED TRANSPORT EQUATION

< Hu,Hoo + HUHHOOHVICMHOO + Hu” © ku||00|v]€u|a + |u” © ku|a ||Vku||oo
—_———

(use (L.7)
< oo + 14" oo IVELlloo 1 lloo [VEula | [VES VL
————’ —— —_——— ——
(use (3.30)) (use (3.31)) (use (3.30)) (use (3.30))
< ' floo + 6" || so sup VoK (-, 2) || crvemayl| il 2
Te
Ve (K(+,21) — K(-, 22)) |ler+era
e sup ( 22D leve@n ),
T1#£To |21 — 2o
x1,22€R?
+ [u"]o sup [|[Vo K (-, 2)]|Grraga |12 sup [V K (- 2)[lervama 1]l 2
xERd SL‘ERd

< O, (L[l z + [ullZ)-
This finishes the proof of Lemma[3.6

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THEOREM

Before giving proofs of above theorems, let us notice a few observations, which will be used
further. The characteristic system for the perturbed problem (2.26)) has the form

Xp(t,z) = (bo + hby) (t, Xu(t, x))
(B.77) { Xp(tg,z) =z € R4

As before: if (t — bi(t,-)) € Cy ([0,+00);C***(RY)) for i = 0,1, then z — X, (¢, z) is
a diffeomorphism. To underline the dependence of the flow on parameter /, we will use notation
X(t,z; h) instead of X, (t, ).

Proposition B.1. Let (t — b;(t,-)) € Cy([0, +00); C*T(R?)) fori = 0, 1. Then forany (t,z) €
[0, +00) x R* the mapping (h — X (t,x; h)) is of a class C***((—3,1)). Moreover, for any t
the following estimation holds

(B.78) |OR X (t, 25 h)| < t]|b1]|s exp (Ch 1),
where C, := ||Vibol|oo + |2]]| Vb1 || co-

The proof of above proposition can be found in Appendix [Dlon page

Proof of Theorem In the following proof we will point out a dependence of constants on
time, to prepare the background for the proof of Theorem (see page 46). Knowing that
the space Z is complete, it is enough to show that a proper sequence of quotients is a Cauchy
sequence. Let as consider a weak solutions to (2.26)) for different values of parameter /. By v/
let us denote the solution for & = 0 and by I/t’\l , Vt>\2 the solution for parameters A; # A and such
that A\; # 0 and Ay # 0. Solutions ¢ — 19, t > v, t — )2 are unique; see representation

formula .
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Let us notice that for any fixed h, A € R and any ¢ € [0, 4+-00) quotient wovt is an element
of space M(R?) C Z. First we show differentiability at h = 0. leferentlablhty at other h
follows from this result; see on page

For h = 0 it suffices to show that value

A1 0 A2 0
vt —u) v —

A A2

]>\1,>\2 =

z
can be arbitrary small — when \; and ), are sufficiently close to 0. This condition is equivalent
An— 0 . .
to such that: for all \,, — 0, sequence of quotients {”A—V’f} is a Cauchy sequence in Z.
n neN

Hence, converges to a limit that is the same for each sequence {\, },cn such that \,, — 0. Let
us consider

A1 0 A2 0
V. — U v — v
(B 79) H‘P”c1+a <1 |JRd 1 2
T [ e
H“DHC”ESI Rdgp A1 Rdg@ A Rdtp A2 Rdtp Ay |

First we use representation formula (Lemma 2.1, page [8) and the fact that x — X (¢, x; h) is
a diffeomorphism

I)\17>\2 =

/Rd e(X(t,z;\1)) exp (/Ot wo(s, X (8,75 M) + Mwy (s, X (s, ; M))ds) du;ig:)

- [ etxtemson e ([ o, X(s.m0pas ) 2200

= sup
||99Hc1+oz <1

t
- / (X (t, 73 \2)) exp (/ wo(s, X(s,7; A2)) + Aowi (s, X (s, z; )\2))d8) dl/;)\(l’)
R4 0 2
t
+/ e(X(t,z;0)) exp </ wo(s,X(s,m;O))ds) dvo(z) .
R4 0 A2
Let us introduce the following notation for convenience
(B.80) w(s,z; h) == wo(s, X (s,z;h)) + hwi(s, X(s,z;h))
and continue
I>\17>\2 =
/ t x; )\ ) fgﬁ(s,x;h)dsdl/o(l’) _/ QO(X(t,[L’;O)) Ji@(s,2;0)ds M
|\¢||Cl+a<1 A1 R M
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d
= s | [ (X)) — (X0 el o L)
||§0Hcl+agl R4 )\1
I§)
d
_/ (go(X(t T )\2)) @(X(t,x, 0))>€f0 W(s,x;M2)ds V;(fl?)
Rd )
1‘@
(B81) — / ( fo w(s,w;0)ds _ €f0tm(s’x;)‘1)d5>gp(X(t’ ; O))dVo(J})
R4 )\1
IEg)
Jo w(s,2;0)ds S w(s,@;xe)d dl/o(l’)
[ (e — oiwemin) o (X (1, 1;0))
R4 Ao
I‘gg) .
2
< o (=) o (1212,
lellei+a<t leller+a<t

Let us consider \Iﬂ) - ]§2)| and \Iﬁ) - I/(\z)\ separately. In Ig) - Ig) expand efo T(smAds ang

eJo @(s:A2)ds jnto Taylor series around h = 0

(B.82)
1) =11 =
t
/ o(X(t,z;0)) [efowsxo — ehmem0ds _ ) ofimlsu0)dsg, (/ w(s, x; h)ds))
R4 0 h=0
t t 1+a
-0 < / w(s,x, A\1)ds —/ w(s,x,0)ds ) ] dvo(@)
0 0 A1

¢
—/ go(X(t,x;O))[ Jowls.w0ds _ o fowls:0)ds _ \ ewaSyOdsﬁh(/ w(s, z; h)ds)
Rd 0

o ( /0 t W(s, z, \g)ds — /0 tw(s,x,O)ds Ha) ] d”iix) .

For any h the following holds
1+a>

@] < /0 w(s,z, h)ds —/0 w(s,z,0)ds
/0 wo(s, X(s,x;h)) + hwi(s, X(s,z;h)) — we(s, X(s,z;0))d

:o<

h=0

14+«
S .
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Expanding wy (s, X (s, x; h)) into Taylor series at X (s, h; 0), and knowing that w(t, -) € C1*(R¢)
one can continue estimation

o
+O(|X (s, m3h) — X (s, 2;0) ") + hw, (s, X (s, 2; h)) — wo(s, X (s, x; 0))ds‘1+a>

:(9(

FO(IX (5,23 h) — X (s, 2: 0)[%) + hay (s, X (s, 2 h))dsrm)

t
/ wols, X (5,:0)) + AV (s, X (5,23 0)) 9 X (5, 25 1) o
0

¢
/ hV qwo(s, X (s,2;0)) O X (s, 2; h)|pn=0
0

t
< 0(|h|1+a ([ 1900l sl e + )

7

g

(1)
IO

+/0 O(|X(s,x;h)—X(s,x;0)|1+o‘)ds>.

S

2)
IO

The last inequality follows Proposition[B.Iland assumption of Theorem[2.10] that wq (s, X (s, z;0))
and wy (s, X (s, z; h)) are globally bounded in time. Constant C' in the above inequality is inde-

pendent on time and it is defined in Proposition[B.1l Components I, ((91 Jand I ((92 ) can be estimated
as follows

t 1 1
1) = (V510 oo 1| (5exp<0t> — Zm ep(01) + 5) + ] o

. 14+«
15 :/0 O(‘X(S§I§O>+h8hX(3§x; h)|h=0+0(‘h‘l+a>_X(S;x;o)‘ )ds

1Jra)ds

t
< / O((s)1b1llowc) [R2)ds + tO([h[+)
0

t
< / O(’hahX(S;z; h)|h:0 + O(|h|l+a)
0

t 1 1
< 161 /] oo (5 exp(Chrt) — o exp(Cht) + E) O(|h'™) +tO(|h]' ).

Let us denote
(B.83)

_ t 1 1
C(t) == ([[Vawollso + 1)[1b1]|so (5 exp(Ct) — Eexp(Ct) + E) ; Ch = ||wi||oo-

Using above notation we have

o

t t
/E(s,m,h)ds—/ w(s,z,0)ds
0 0

+a> < (2C(t) + C1t) O(|h| ).
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Now, we can go back to estimation (B.82))

(B.84)
Y - 12| <

. t B t
/ o(X (t,z;0)) [efo wlsyi0)ds g, </ w(s,w;h)ds> ‘ —elo wlsyi0)ds g, </ w(s,x; h)ds) ‘
Rd 0 h=0 0 h=0

+ (2C(t) + Cht) <O(M1’1+Q) + O(W’HQ)) ]dz/o(w)

IN

A1 A2

, O(IM['*) | O(xe*9)
/]Rd e(X(t,z;0)) < N + N > dvy(z)

O(IM[) | O(e)
/]Rd < N + N >du0(x)

IN

(2C(t) + Cht)

IN

)

(2C(t) + Cht)

where C(t) and C) are given by (B.83). We have shown, that for any fixed moment of time
t, the term supy . < <| I §21) .y g) |) can be arbitrary small. Above can be seen why do we

need wy and w; to be of a class C'T* with respect to .

We now take into consideration |/ )(j) i g) |. Because ¢ € C1T*(R?), one has

(B.85) p(r) = ¢(x0) + V(o) (T — 0) + Ral; 70)(2),

with | Ry [p; mo](z)] < Co|Vaplalr — x0T, where |V, |, is an a-Holder constant. Since
¢ € C1T(RY), the function (X (¢,2;h)) is bounded globally in time, hence constant Cy is
independent of time.

Thus, expand ¢ (X (¢, z; A\1)) and (X (¢, z; A2)) into Taylor series around X (¢, z; 0)

|&¥AﬂQAyMWaw+wwwmmmﬂamxm—Mmm>

O (X (2 0) = X450 7) — (X (1, 270))] e T 202
1

— X 0300) + Vg X0, (X 1 00) = X (1 :0)

O (X (25 2) = X120 7) — (X (t,2:0))] i s 202
2
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Expanding X (¢, z; \y) and X (¢, x; A1) around i = 0, by Proposition[B.1l one obtains

|I>(j) - I/(\?| = ‘ / [Vx<:0(X(ta x5 h))|h=o <)\18hX(t, x; h>‘h:0 + O(|)\1|1+a)>
Rd

+ (’)( |X (¢, 2; M) — X (¢, x; 0)‘1+a ﬂ oJs W(sain)ds dV;J\(x)
(B.86) N
_ / [Vm<ﬂ(X(t, X, h))|h:0 ()\2ahX(t, x; h) ‘h:o + O(|)\2|1+a))
R4
1+o f w(s,2z; a)d dV(]( )
+O(‘X(t,$7)\2)—X(t7J}’O)‘ >:|60 2 7
A2

The remainder (’)( | X (¢, 25 h) — X (¢, ; 0)\”“) was estimated at ]((92); see page For each
h € (=3, 3) and any fixed ¢ one has

O(1X(t w5 h) = X(1,;0)[7 ) < (t}br]loee™ HO(IA]+),
where C}, is independent of time; see again Proposition[B.1l The expression for C}, shows that

it is bounded for i € (—3, 3). Putting C' := SUP, 11, C', we obtain

1) =101 < | [ [ZaeX e m)co (91X 1]y + O

4 (t||b1Hoo€Ct)O<‘)\1|a>:| efo w(s,x;A 1) dsdl/ ( )

_ /R d [Vrgo(X(t, 1)) o (8hX(t, wih)|,_+ (’)(|)\2|0‘)>
o (t1 ™) O(al )| e T2 ()

We consider function ¢ € C1*%(R%) with ||p||ci+ta < 1. Hence we can further estimate
Va.o(X(t,y; h))|n=o < 1. This yields

|I)(j) - I)(\i)| S ’ [8hX(t,l’; h)‘h_o (ef(fﬁ(s,m;h)ds . ef(f E(s,m;)\g)ds)
R S ~ — ',
(B.87) Ll L2
(1 e™) (OUA )b T8 — O g|)ei o220 ) Lo ().

S

~~

L3

To summarize estimations:

L1: 0, X (t,z; h)}hzo < o0; see Proposition B. T},

L2: <ef5S D(sad)ds _ ofy W”*”‘“) A2 argumentation is similar as in |I)(i) - ]/(\i) |. The

(s,z;A1)ds w(s,x;A2)ds

function efo w and efo

see (B.82).

needs to be expanded into Taylor series at h = 0;
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[ w(s,z;00)d [ w(s,a572)d A1,A2—0

L3: (O(|\1]*)elo O(|Xa]®)elo == 0.

By assumptions of Theorem 2.10/ we have v, € M (R?), what means that 5(R?) < oo.

Thus for any fixed ¢ values sup, ., . <1 <|[/(\? _ I/(\i)|> and sup .. <1 (|I>(\? _ ]/(\? |) can be
h+>\”—l/é1
An

every \, — 01in Z for h = 0, with the same limit. Hence " which is the solution to (2.26)) is

differentiable with respect h at h = 0.

arbitrary close to 0. Therefore we have shown that {V’f } is a Cauchy sequence for
neN

h+An _ h
The same argumentation works for 4 # 0. Let us consider a sequence {'“Aiyt} , where
" neN

An — 0 and h # 0. Let /™" be a solution to (Z.26) with coefficients

(B.88) VA = by + hby + Anbi =: by + Anbi,
(B.89) W = wo + hwy + A\ywy =: Wo + A\w;
and with initial condition {"™*" = 14,. Then v/"™*" is equal (by Lemma[2.1)) to the solution 77"

with velocity field bo + )\nbl and scalar function wy + A, w; and initial condition v,. A similar
statement holds for the /" and the solution 7 with velocity field by and scalar function . Thus

v T T
An W
and the latter sequence converges in Z as h — oo, by the first part of the proof. U

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.11]

Proof of Theorem[2. 11l Let us denote the mapping ¢t — v; by v,. The goal is to show that the

mapping (h — v2) is of a class
C'((—1,3); C5([0,00); 2)),
where @ is of order O (|1 exp(—Ct)|).

h+>\ h

By Theorem 2.10] we know that for any fixed h € (—2, %) the limit lim,_, exists and

202
is an element of Z. It means that the derivative ),/ exists in all points h € (— é, %)

First, it will be shown that (h — ) € C((—3,3);C5([0,00); Z)), it is the Oth Step of the
h+)\ h

proof. In 1st Step we will show that limy_,o “——"* converges uniformly in ¢ for fixed A as
A — 0, so the mapping ¢ — ), is continuous and is bounded in norm || - ||z_. In 2nd Step

h

) . h+A_h . ) )
we will show that the limit lim_,, “——"* is continuous with respect to h.

We will use a few different weights, proper for a current estimation. Based on those weights we
will establish the final one; see (C.92)) on page Notice that if the term sup,.qw: (t) (%) is
bounded, then for any weight ws(t), such that wy(t) < wi(t) for all ¢, the following estimate is
true

supwa(t)f() < supwi (£) f(t)-
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Thus the final weight &(¢) will be the minimum of weights used in intermediate estimates.

Oth Step. Take h;, hy € (—3,3) and € C***(R%). Then

(C.90)
sup |<Vthla()0>_<yzfl27gp>|:
llellgr+a <1
t
= sup / o(X(t,x;hy)) exp (/ wo(s, X(s,x;hy)) + hy wi(s, X(s,x;hy)) ds) dyy(z)
lelleita <l |J/RE 0

- /R (X (t, 23 hy)) exp </Otw(s,X(s,m; ho)) + ho wy(s, X (s, 7; hy)) ds) duo(z)] -

This can be estimated as in (B.81)). Hence, one has that " is continuous with respect to param-
eter h. By Corollary 2.9 one has that for all ¢ holds

w/nz<«mp(t@uﬁc,»n+|muwfcfnk9)umnﬂ/
(using fact that h € (—3, 3))

<exp (t ([lwg ()l + lwf () loo)) 120l
Hence v} € C5([0,00); Z), if only &(t) < exp (— t(]|wg [l + 0] [|ls0))-

1st Step. Notice that for any fixed / and fixed A mapping v/ and v are locally Lipschitz

continuous with respect to time. It implies that those mappings are continuous with respect to
h+X

A
the convergence of limy_,o =*
continuous with respect to .

l/h

time. Hence, also = is continuous with respect to . We are going to show that for any A,

h+X h
A

as A — 0 1is a uniform limit in ¢£. Then this limit would be

First, we will show this for o = 0. Let {\,}, be a sequence in R such that A\, — 0. We

. An_ 0
show that the sequence of quotients {”’/\7"

a suitable weight function @(¢) > 0. Let us consider

} is a Cauchy sequence in C5([0, 00); Z) for
neN

AR

PV VI (e

Use the same notation which was introduced in proof of Theorem see (B.79) and (B.81)).
Hence, we consider

14

sup W(t) Iy, , < supw(?) { sup |]§? — I§2)|} + sup &(t) { sup |]§? - [g)|} .

t20 t20 lellera<l t20 llellerra<t

Let us notice that in estimation (B.84)) on \I /(\21) I /(\2) | there is given explicit dependence on time.
It means that for a weight wy () := 1 / (C(t) + Cit) the following holds

)\ 14a A 14+a
supwl(t){ sup |IA Az } )/( (I 1| )+O(\ 2| ))dl/o(x)‘ AAem0
20 lello1+a <1 R4 Ao
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We need to estimate sup,, @(t) {SUPHs«:IIcuaSl |I§? — ]g) | } From we have

sup@@){ sup \f§?—1§?|} <

120 H‘P”cHa <1

< sup @(t)‘ / [(%X(t, zh)|, <ef0 Wls,ah)ds _ i w(s2:02)ds )
Rd

t>0

(L tlorfloce™) (O(Aa])els e — Oy (Agf)els T2 ) | ()|

< sup W(t )‘ OpX (t, 7 h }hzo( Jpleenis — el e )dyo( )’

t>0 R4

Ll’ ];5/

+sup&(t) (1 + t[|by [ o)
>0

(Or(Aaf)eli Tos — 0, ([agf)eld o299 g )]

R4

J

L3
Analogous arguments to L1, L2 and L3 on page 45| will also work here.
L1’: For wy(t) := 1/(t[|b1]|c0 exp(Ct)) value sup,sowa(t)0n X (t, 75 h)|n—o is bounded — see
Proposition We stress that the constant C' that occurs in ws does not depend on
time nor parameter h.

L2’: The following estimation holds

14+« 14+«
( fowsx)\l fowsx)\g ) S(é(t)‘l‘clt) (O(|)\;| )+O(|)\)\2| ))
1 2

What was obtained by expanding elo @sad)ds gnd elo Tlsaira)ds jpgo Taylor series at
h = 0; exactly as in estimation for |/ )(i) -1 )(Z)|; see (B.84)). This implies that

t_ ] O(I\ 14+ O\ 1+a
sup ws(t) ( Jo@s,@a)ds _ o fg w(s,w,kz)d8> < ( (I ;| ) i { ;| )) ’
>0 . )

when as ws(t) we take 1/(2C(¢) + Oyt

)-

L3’: Recall that w(s, z;h) = wo(s, X(s,x;h)) + hwy(s, X(s,z;h)); see . Both func-
tions wy, w; are bounded and h € ( %,3)- Let us substitute Cy := ||onoo + w1 | sos
where the supremum is taken with respect to ¢ and x. Constant Cy does not dependent
on ¢ nor parameter i. One has

sup i (1) (14 o e™) (O(Ma[)els #0500 — O((pgf)eli oot ) <

< supwy(t) (1 + t]|br[oce™) (O(IM]*)e" + O[] ")) .
(C91) 20
(letwy(t) := 1/[(1 +t]|b1]|sce“")e“?] )

< sup (O + 0%l = (O] + 01

A1,A2—0
_—

Of course holds (O(|A\|%) + O(|A2]*)) 0.
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Let us write down all weights used till this moment:

t 1
w1(t) = 1/ (I Vawolloo + )||b1||oo ( exp(Ct) — o exp(CH) + Cg) + ot
see 3) and (B.84), weights w, and w3 are identical;
wo(t) =1/ [t||bl oo exp(Ct)] , see Proposition[B.T}

wa(t) =1/ [(1 + t||b1 |00 exp(Ct)) - exp (||wo oo + |A] - Hw1||oot)}, see estimation (C.91);

where constant C' := ||V ,bp]| o + || V1| 05 see Proposition[B.1l It means that for a final weight
we need to take function

(C.92) &(t) := min (wl; Wy * Ws; w4) (t) = min (wl; Wy * W1 w4) (t).

. . . An _,,0
This weight guarantees that sequence of quotients {M

S } is a Cauchy sequence in the
n neN

complete space Z;. In other words: for any fixed hq the mapping t + 9y} is an element

of C5([0,00); Z). This finishes the 1st Step of the proof.

‘hh

h+X h

2nd Step. Now, we show that 9,/ = limy_,o 2 5 —"» is continuous with respect to h. Notice

that in every estimation in 1st Step we choose constants in such a way, that they are indepen-

dent of h. That was possible because we consider h only in a bounded interval. That is why
h+X_

Ve exists not only forany h € (—1, 1), butalso the convergence is uniform with re-
spect to h. Smce h +— vl is continuous (0th Step) (with values in C5([0, 00); Z)) for each A we
have shown that i — 8h1/f is continuous function, what finish the proof of Theorem[2.11l I

Ve
lim 0

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Proof of Lemma[B.Ilfrom page40] used in proof of Theorem2.10] is presented below. We want
to show that 0, X is Holder continuous.

Proof. We analyse the difference 0;(0, X (t,y; h)) }h:hl — O (O X (t,y; h
written in the following form using [26, Theorem 3.1, formula (3.3)]

B, (X (t,y: 1)) ‘

))|,p,» Which can be

— 8, (DX (L, y; 1)) ‘ -

h=h2

_ [Vx<b(t,X(t,y; h )) by (8, X (8 y; b ))) DX (£, 43 W) e, + b1 (£, X (£, y: hl))}
— [Vx (b(t, X(t,y; ha)) + hobi (t, X (t,y; hz))) O X (t, Yy h)|heny + 01 (¢, X (t, y; h2))}
:v:c (b(ta X(ta Y; hl)) + hlbl (ta X(ta Y; hl))) : ahX(ta Y; h)|h:h1

-V, <b(t7 X (t,y; ha)) + hobi (t, X (¢, y; hz))) - Op X (t, Y3 h) | e
+ bl (t7 X(t7 Y; h’l)) - bl (ta X(ta Y; h2))
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- be(tv X(tv Y; hl)) : ahX(tv Y; h)|h:h1 - be(tv X(tv Y; hZ)) : ahX(ta Y; h) |h:h3

'

(A)
+ illvxbl (tv X(tv Y; hl)) ' ahX(tv Y; h)|h:h1 - h2vxbl (tv X(ta Y; hZ)) : ahX(tv Y; h)|h:hg

v~

(B)

+ bl (tv X<t7 Y; hl)) - bl <t7 X<t7 Y; h2)z

(©)

Now we estimate (A), (B) and (C) separately.
An ingredient (A) may be written as
(A) =0n X (t,y; h)ln=n, - Va (b(t, X(t,y;h)) = o(t, X (1, y; h2))>
+ V.b(t, X(t,y; ha)) - (O X (t,y; h)|n=hy — OnX (t,y; h) | n=ny) -

Let us first observe that
9 (bt X (83 1)) = bl X (193 b)) | < €1 X (5 h1) = X (85 ha)|°

and
Vab(t, X (¢ y: o) | < sup [V,b(t.y)].

y€R4
We proceed to show that 9, X (¢, y; h)|n=p, is bounded. Since
190 (OnX (13 )| = [V (B X (13 1) + By (8, X (63 1) ) 90X (8,5 B) + b (8 X (2, 1)

thus

t
/ 0s (On X (s,y;h))ds
to

/t <Vx (b(s, X(s,y;h)) + hby(s, X(s,y; h)))@hX(s, y; h) + b1(s, X(s,y; h))) ds| .

to

Note that 0, X (to, y; h) = 0 (initial condition in system (B.77)) does not depend on h), therefore

t
00X (¢, y: )| < /

to

Vi (0o, X (5.5 ) + by (5, X (s, 1)) ) | - 04X (5. s )| ds

+/t }bl(s,X(s,y; h))}ds

t
< (IVablloe + [B] - [ Vabi]loo) - / 100X (5,3 1)) ds + (¢ — to)|[bn e
to

Observe that the supremum norm in the above expression is taken over space and time.

Since (t — to)||b1]| in non-decreasing on [t(, o), thus by Gronwall’s Inequality we obtain

0. (43 )| < (¢ = o)l " = (¢ = o)1 |ace”,
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where C' = [|Vbllos + [1][[Vabi[|so-
We are ready to estimate
(AN < 100X (0 y: W)l - [V (8 X (3 1)) = bl X (2 3 h2)) )|
+ [Vab(t, X (&, y; ha))| - (00X (8,93 1) =, — OnX (t, Y3 B) | n=p, |
<alX(tyihi) — X (8 yiha)|™ + c2 [0 X (8, Y3 B) [hmny — OnX (8, Y3 h) n=ha
where the constants ¢y, ¢ can be taken independent of y (but possibly dependent on t).

Next we estimate (B)

‘(B)‘ = h’lvmbl (tv X(tv Y; h’l)) ' (8hX(t7 Y; h’)|h=h1 - ahX<t7 Y; h’)|h:h2)
+ h28hX(t7 Y; h’) |h:h2 ' (Vmbl (tv X(tu Y; hl)) - vmbl (tv X(tv Y; h’2)))

+ Vibi (t, X (t, y; ha)) - On X (t, 45 B) [h=ny (B — ha)
<|ha| - I Vabilloo - 00X (8, y3 B) =y — OnX (¢, 93 B) |n=ns |
+ o - ez - | X (8, y; ha) — X (8,95 ho) | + [ha — ha| - [ Vabil - ca
<cs |0 X (t, y; h) | hehy — OnX (E, Y5 h) [n=ny| + 6| X (L, y; he) — X (¢, y; ho)|* + c7|hy — hol

and finally (C)
(C) < |bult, X (t,y: ha)) = ba(t, X (t,y; ha))| < es|X (£, 93 ha) — X (8, y; ho).-

Sum (A) + (B) + (C) can be written as
[(A) + (B) + (C)] <C1|X(t,y; ha) — X(t, y; ho)|* + Co| X (t, y; ha) — X (2, y; ho)|
+ Cs |0 X (t, 45 B) |h=ny — O X (t, Y3 ) |n=hy| + Calhy — hal.

The following integral can be estimated as below
t

/t (858hX(s, Y; h)|h:h1 — 858hX(s, Y; h)|h:h1) dS = / (A) + (B) + (C)ds

to to
On X (t,y; P)ln=ny — O X (t, ¥, 5 h) =y — OnX (to,y; h)|h=h5+§hX(to, Y; h)|h:hb

0 0

:fmwmnﬂm&

to

Hence

t
0n X (t, y; B) |heny — OnX (t, 43 h)|neny| < Cl/ | X (s,y; h1) — X (s,y; ha)|“ds
to

t t
+ Cz/ | X (5,45 h1)— X (s,y; ho)|ds + Cs/ 1On X (8,95 1) [n=hy — OnX (5,45 h)|n=n,| ds
to to
+ Culhy — hal(t — to).
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Our goal is to conclude that 0, X (¢, y; h1) — 0, X (¢, y; he) is of order |h; — hs|“. To close these
estimations (using again Gronwall’s Inequality) we need to estimate | X (¢, y; h1) — X (¢, y; ho)|.

From (B.77)

at)((ta Y; hl) - atX(ta Y; h2) = b(ta X(ta Y; hl)) - b(ta X(ta Y; h2))
+ hlbl (t, X(t, Y; hl)) - h2b1 (t, X(t, Y; hg))

after integration, we obtain

t

/t (0:X (5,93 ) — 0:X(s,y; ha)) ds = /

to to

(b, X (5, 10)) = bls, X (s, h2)
4 hybi(s, X (8,93 ) — habi (s, X (5, y; hg)))ds

| X (¢, y; ) — X (¢, y; ho)| < /t b(s, X(s,y;h1)) — b(s, X(s,y; ha))

to

+ haba(s, X (5,3 ) — haba(s, X (5, )| ds

t
< / 1b(s, X (s, y; 1)) — b(s, X (s, y; ho))| ds
to¥ N o
(D)

t
[ bl X (s pi)) = habi(s. X (s, pia)) | ds
to (E‘r)
Now, we need to estimate (D) and (E) separately

(D) < A [X(s,y5h1) — X(s,y; ha),

(B) = [ha [bi(s, X (5,95 h1)) = bi(s, X (5,93 h2))] + bi(s, X (s, y; ha))(ha — ho)
< Jhal - [b1(s, X (5,95 h1)) — ba(s, X (5,93 ha))| + [bi(s, X (s,y; ha)| - [h1 — hy
< ¢ [X (s, 95 ) — X(s,ysha)| + ¢5 - [y — hal.

Estimations (D) and (E) combined give

t

t
| X (t,y; ) — X (t,y; ho)| S/ Cé\hl—hz\d8+/ GIX (s,y5h1) — X (s,y; ho)|ds =

to to

t
— by — ha(t — o) +/ X (5,53 he) — X (5,32 ho)|ds.

to

Using Gronwall’s Inequality we obtain
| X (t,y; hy) — X(t,y; ho)| < c5|hy — hol(t — to)ecﬁl(t—to)‘
Let us go back t0 9y (9,X (£, 1)lu=s,) — 0 (90X (£, 1) =)

t
/ Dy (OnX (5,33 1) s — OnX (5, 53 1) ) dls
to

< [ 1)+ @)+ (©)as



DIFFERENTIABILITY OF MEASURE SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBED TRANSPORT EQUATION 53

and thus
t

10X (t, 43 h)|h=hy — OnX (t, 45 h)|h=ho| < /

to

+ Co| X (s,y5h1) — X (5,93 ha)| + C3 |0 X (5,95 h)[h=hy — OnX (5,5 h)|h=hyo| + Calh1 — ha||ds

[01|X<s,y; h) — X(s,y: ha)|°

t t
<Oy | |hy = ho|®|s — to|%e®a ) ds + Cy [ |hy — hal|s — toe ) ds
2 t
0 . 0 .
+Cs [ 00X (5,95 h)|h=hy — OnX(5,Y; h)|n=n,|ds + Cy [ [h1 — ha|ds
to to
< Crlh1 — ha|*Ya(t — to) + Calh1 — ho| M1 (t — to)

t
+ C's/ |On X (5,95 h)|h=h, — OnX (8,93 h)|n=h,|ds + Calh1 — ha|(t — to),
t

0

where v, (t) 1= fti s*e“ds. Gronwall’s Inequality then shows that 9), X is Holder continuous
of order a. U
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