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Cγ well-posedness of some non-linear

transport equations

J.C. Cantero

Abstract

Given k : R
n \ {0} → R

n a kernel of class C2 and homogeneous
of degree 1 − n, we prove existence and uniqueness of Hölder regular
solutions for some non-linear transport equations with velocity fields
given by convolution of the density with k. The Aggregation, the 3D
quasi geostrophic, and the 2D Euler equations can be recovered for
particular choices of k.
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1 Introduction

Let ρ(x, t) a scalar quantity usually known as the density and let v(x, t) a
vector field called velocity both depending on the position x ∈ R

n and on the
time t ∈ R . The (homogeneous) transport equation for the pair (ρ,v) is the
partial differential equation defined by

(1)

{

ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

ρ(·, 0) = ρ0.

Given a velocity field v and a point α ∈ R
n we set, whenever it is well defined,

the flow map

X(α, ·) : R → R
n,

t → X(α, t)
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as the solution of the ordinary differential equation

(2)

{

d
dt
X(α, t) = v(X(α, t), t),

X(α, 0) = α.

This map indicates the position at time t of the particle that was initially at
α and that has moved following the velocity field at every moment. It is also
called the trajectory of the particle initially at α. If ρ(·, t) is smooth enough,
then a straightforward computation allow us to check that ρ(X(α, t), t) =
ρ0(α). That means that the density at time 0 and at position α takes the
same value as the density evaluated at t and at the future position of α at
time t. So, it can be said that ρ is transported with the flow defined by the
velocity field v. This is a good reason to call (1) a transport equation.

For a fixed time, the functions ρ and v in (1) can be related by some
functional T so that v(·, t) = T (ρ(·, t)) and often T can be expressed as a
convolution with a given kernel. In this situation, the equation is not lineal
for sure. The most important example of a transport equation of this kind is
the Euler equation in the plane. Let N(x) = 1

2π
ln(|x|) be the fundamental

solution of the Laplacian and let

KBS(x1, x2) =
1

2π |x|2
(−x2, x1) = ∇⊥N(x).

We call KBS the Biot-Savart kernel. Let ω(·, t) denote the vorticity, which is
the scalar curl of the velocity field v(x, t), i.e.,

ω(x, t) = ∂1v2(x, t)− ∂2v1(x, t).

Then the vorticity formulation of the Euler equation is










ωt + v · ∇ω = 0,

v(·, t) = KBS ∗ ω(·, t),

ω(·, 0) = ω0,

which is a non-linear transport equation for (ω, v).
Another example in R

n (see [BLL, Section 4.2] for more details of its
derivation) is the aggregation equation when the initial condition ρ0 is the
characteristic function of some domain D0, χD0

. We will call solutions for this
type of initial data density patches. Let wn the volume of the n-dimensional
unit ball and set

(3) N(x) = −
1

n(n− 2)wn

1

|x|n−2 , n ≥ 3,
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the fundamental solution of the Laplacian in R
n. In this case, given

KAg = −∇N we get










ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

v(·, t) = KAg ∗ ρ(·, t),

ρ(·, 0) = ρ0 = χD0
.

We would like to remark that the original aggregation equation is not
a transport equation. The equivalence with the equation above is just for
the initial condition equal to the characteristic function of a domain, as
mentioned above.

In the spirit of generalizing these example equations we will consider
throughout this paper a kernel k : R

n \ {0} → R
n, homogeneous of degree

−(n − 1) and of class C2(Rn \ {0}). That is, for such k, we consider the
following general transport equation:











ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

v(·, t) = k ∗ ρ(·, t),

ρ(·, 0) = ρ0 = χD0
.

Our goal is to prove a well-posedness result for the transport equation and
for the kernel k in some space of functions that will be defined in a moment.
We would like to anticipate that the divergence of v is an important quantity
appearing in the computations and in the proofs we are going to develop.
For the Euler equation the divergence vanishes everywhere for any time and
for the aggregation equation the divergence at a given time t is equal to
−ρ(·, t). Owing to the special simple form of the divergence the proofs of
well-posedness in the above two cases are relatively fluent.

The well-posedness will be proved in spaces of Hölder smooth functions.
We define them now.

Definition 1. Given 0 < γ < 1 and f : R
n → R let

||f ||L∞ = sup
x∈Rn

|f(x)| and |f |γ = sup
x,y∈Rn

x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|

|x− y|γ
.

We define the norm
||f ||γ := ||f ||L∞ + |f |γ .

For F : R
n → R

d, x → F (x) = (f1(x), . . . , fd(x)), we define

||F ||γ := sup
i=1,...,d

||fi||γ
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and then the space

Cγ(Rn;Rd) =
{

f : R
n → R

d : ||f ||γ < ∞
}

.

Finally, we define

|F |1,γ = |F (0)|+ ||∇F ||L∞ + |∇F |γ ,

where

||∇F ||L∞ = sup
i=1,...,d

(

sup
j=1,...,n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂xj
fi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L∞

)

,

|∇F |γ = sup
i=1,...,d

(

sup
j=1,...,n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂xj

fi

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ

)

.

We define the Hölder space C1,γ(Rn;Rd) as

C1,γ(Rn;Rd) =
{

f : R
n → R

d : ||f ||1,γ < ∞
}

.

When it is clear enough, we will just write C1,γ.
Additionally, we define Cγ

c as the space of functions in Cγ which are also
compactly supported.

We are ready to anticipate the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 2. Let N the fundamental solution of the Laplacian in R
n. Let

k ∈ C2(Rn \ {0};Rn) a kernel homogeneous of degree 1 − n. For 0 < γ < 1,
if ρ0 ∈ Cγ

c (R
n,R), then the transport equation











ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

v(·, t) = k ∗ ρ(·, t),

ρ(·, 0) = ρ0,

has a unique weak solution ρ(·, t) ∈ Cγ
c (R

n,R) for any time t ∈ R.

The reason we have chosen this space is double. Firstly, the result was
proved for the Euler equation (see [MB, Chapter 4]) and for the Aggregation
kernel (see [CGK, Theorem 5.3]). Secondly, we wanted to be sure about hav-
ing well-posedness in the smooth case before moving to other situations (for
instance, density patches). In fact, if one wants to deal with the Yudovich
problem, that is, proving well-posedness for an initial data in L1 ∩ L∞, a
strategy would be first to smoothen the initial data via convolution with a
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mollifier, then apply the smooth Theorem presented here, check some com-
pactness properties, take limit of the solutions of the mollified equations and
verify that they indeed satisfy the original equation. So, the result presented
here can be seen as the first necessary step to prove existence of weak solu-
tions of the equation.

The fact that the divergence is as general as the situation envisaged allows
makes the known argument much more involved; some differences arise and
overcoming them requires often a delicate treatment. We will stress this fact
in the next sections whenever those differences appear.

1.1 Outline of the paper

The present paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we give some prelim-
inary results on Hölder spaces and on Calderón-Zygmund Operators (CZO)
acting on them. In Section 3 we prove a local-in-time version of Theorem 2.
In Section 4 we prove that this local solution is actually global via appropiate
a priori estimates.

2 Preliminaries

First of all, we have the following elementary properties for elements of the
Hölder spaces.

Lemma 3. Let f, g be Cγ functions, 0 < γ < 1. Then

|fg|γ ≤ ||f ||L∞ |g|γ + |f |γ ||g||L∞ ,(4)

||fg||γ ≤ ||f ||γ ||g||γ .(5)

If moreover X is a smooth invertible transformation in R
n satisfying

|det∇X(α)| ≥ c1 > 0,

then there exists c > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣(∇X)−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
≤ c ||∇X||2n−1

γ ,(6)
∣

∣X−1
∣

∣

1,γ
≤ c |X|2n−1

1,γ(7)

|f ◦X|γ ≤ |f |γ ||∇X||γL∞(8)

||f ◦X||γ ≤ ||f ||γ (1 + |X|γ1,γ),(9)
∣

∣

∣

∣f ◦X−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
≤ ||f ||γ (1 + |X|γ(2n−1)

1,γ ).(10)
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The proof of Lemma 3 can be found in [MB, p. 159] (see Lemmas 4.1,
4.2 and 4.3). Note that (5) implies that Cγ is an algebra.

We also have the following bounds for Calderón-Zygmund operators act-
ing on Hölder spaces. They will be used repeatedly in the proofs developed
in the upcoming sections.

Lemma 4. Let k : R
n → R, k ∈ C2(Rn \{0}) a kernel homogeneous of degree

1− n. That is,

k(λx) =
1

λn−1
k(x), ∀λ > 0. ∀x 6= 0,(11)

Let P = ∂ik, i = 1, . . . , n. Set

Tf(x) =

∫

Rn

k(x− x′)f(x′) dx′; Sf(x) = p.v.

∫

Rn

P (x− x′)f(x′) dx′.

For 0 < γ < 1 let f ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R). Set Rn := m(supp(f)) < ∞, that is, the
measure of the support of f . Then, there exists a constant c, independent of
f and R, such that

||Tf ||L∞ ≤ cR ||f ||L∞ ,(12)

||Sf ||L∞ ≤ c

{

|f |γ ε
γ +max

(

1, ln
R

ε

)

||f ||L∞

}

, ∀ε > 0,(13)

|Sf |γ ≤ c |f |γ .(14)

Remark 5. The proof of Lemma 4 can be found in [MB, pp. 159-163] (see
Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6). There more hypothesis on the kernels k and P are
required but we remark here that they are not needed. In particular, for k as
in the previous lemma, by differentiating with respect to xi the equation (11)
it is clear that this derivative is homogeneous of degree −n. Also, we can see
that ∂ik has zero mean integral on the sphere. Let 0 < a < b. By Stokes’s
theorem we can write

∫

a≤|x|≤b

∂ik(x) dx =

=

∫

∂B(0,b)

k(x)ni(x) dσ(x)−

∫

∂B(0,a)

k(x)ni(x) dσ(x),

(15)

where ni(x) is the i-th component of the unitary normal vector to each surface
at the point x. By homogeneity of the kernel k it is clear that the two integrals
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in the second line of (15) are equal and then the difference is 0. By doing a
hyperspherical coordinates change of variables and again by homogeneity of
the kernel, the first line of (15) can be written as

∫

a≤|x|≤b

∂ik(x) dx = (log(b)− log(a))

∫

∂B(0,1)

∂ik(w) dσ(w),

and so we can conclude that
∫

∂B(0,1)

∂ik(w) dσ(w) = 0

as it is required in the mentioned proof done in [MB].

3 Local Theorem

As in the case of Euler equation, a good way to prove an existence and
uniqueness result is by dealing with an, in some sense, equivalent equation
rather than the one presented in Theorem 2. Recall that ρ is transported
with the flow, i.e., ρ(x, t) = ρ0(X

−1(x, t)) for X−1(·, t) the inverse of the flow
X(·, t). Therefore by (10) we have

||ρ(·, t)||γ ≤ ||ρ0||γ

(

1 + |X(·, t)|γ(2n−1)
1,γ

)

.

Thus, ρ(·, t) ∈ Cγ provided X(·, t) ∈ C1,γ.
Furthermore, eventually we will need to control the measure of the sup-

port of ρ(·, t). In order to do it, we have the next lemma, which will be also
needed in the following section. Note that in the zero divergence case there
is no need to control the support of ρ(·, t) since its measure is conserved with
time and therefore it is equal to the measure of the support of ρ0.

Lemma 6. Let (ρ, v) be a solution of (1) and let X be the flow map associated
to v(·, t) as in (2). Then

m(supp(ρ(·, t))) ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0)) ||∇X(·, t)||nL∞ .

Proof. Given A ⊆ R
n, let 1A be the function taking value 1 in A and 0

otherwise. Then

m(supp(ρ(·, t))) =

∫

Rn

1supp(ρ(·,t))(x) dx.

7



Taking the change of variables x = X(α, t) we get

m(supp(ρ(·, t))) =

∫

Rn

1supp(ρ(·,t))(X(α, t)) detDX(α, t) dα.

Since ρ is transported with the flow, it is clear that X(α, t) ∈ supp(ρ(·, t)) if
and only if α ∈ supp(ρ0). Thus,

m(supp(ρ(·, t))) =

∫

Rn

1supp(ρ0)(α) detDX(α, t) dα.

Taking absolute value on the previous equation and having into account that
||detDX(·, t)||L∞ ≤ c(n) ||∇X(·, t)||nL∞ we get

m(supp(ρ(·, t))) ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0)) ||∇X(·, t)||nL∞ .

We can focus then on proving existence, uniqueness and regularity for X.
We know X satisfies (2) and then, as v(·, t) = k ∗ ρ(·, t), we obtain

dX

dt
(α, t) = v(X(α, t), t) =

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)− x′)ρ(x′, t) dx′.

Applying a change of variables x′ = X(α′, t)

dX

dt
(α, t) =

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)−X(α′, t))ρ(X(α′, t)) det[DX(α′, t)] dα′ =

=

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)−X(α′, t))ρ0(α
′) det[DX(α′, t)] dα′,

where, in the last equality, we have used that ρ is conserved along the flow.
Consequently, we have an ordinary differential equation (ODE) for X.

A standard way to prove existence and uniqueness for an ODE is to apply
Picard-Lindelöf’s theorem. It can be stated as follows.

Theorem 7 (Picard-Lindelöf). Let O ⊆ B be an open subset of a Banach
space B and let F : O → B be a locally Lipschitz continuous mapping.

Then given X0 ∈ O, there exists a time T > 0 such that the ordinary
differential equation

dX

dt
= F (X), X(·, t = 0) = X0 ∈ O,

has a unique (local) solution X ∈ C1 [(−T, T );O].
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So, in order to apply Theorem 7, we first need an equation of type
dX
dt

= F (X). As we have seen, we have it for

(16) F (X(α, t)) :=

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)−X(α′, t))ρ0(α
′) det[DX(α′, t)] dα′.

Then we need a Banach space B and an open subspace of B such that the
flow maps X(·, t) belong to OM . We also need a functional F mapping OM to
B being this map locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfying that F (X(α, t))
is equal to (16). Let B = C1,γ(Rn;Rn) and

(17) OM = B ∩

{

X : R
n → R

n :
1

M
< sup

α6=β

|X(α)−X(β)|

|α− β|
< M

}

.

Then we have:

• OM is non-empty: Id ∈ OM ∀M > 1.

• It is an open set since it is the preimage of the open set ( 1
M
,M) for

some norm function (which is continuous).

• If X ∈ OM , then the image of X is open because X is locally a diffeo-
morphism and it is also closed because it is complete (X is a bilipschitz
function) . Then the image of X is the whole space and so X is a
homeomorphism.

After this, we have to check the hypothesis in Picard-Lindelöf’s theorem.
Since computations of derivatives of F (X) will be needed, we first look how
distributional derivatives of our kernels are.

Lemma 8. Given k = (k1, . . . , kn) : R
n \ {0}, k ∈ C2(Rn \ {0}) homogeneous

of degree 1− n, we have, distributionally, for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

∂ikj = p.v. ∂ikj + cijδ0,

where

(18) cij =

∫

∂B(0,1)

kj(s)si dσ(s).

Proof. Let f be such that kj ∗ f makes perfect sense and ϕ a C∞ and com-
pactly supported test function. Then, computing the directional derivative
∂i,

9



〈∂i(kj ∗ f), ϕ〉 = −〈kj ∗ f, ∂iϕ〉 = −

∫

Rn

{
∫

Rn

kj(x− y)f(y) dy

}

∂iϕ(x) dx =

= −

∫

Rn

{
∫

Rn

kj(x− y)∂iϕ(x) dx

}

f(y) dy =

= −

∫

Rn

{

lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)

kj(x− y)∂iϕ(x) dx

}

f(y) dy =

= −

∫

Rn

{

lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)

∂i[kj(x− y)ϕ(x)] dx

}

f(y) dy+

+

∫

Rn

{

lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)

∂ikj(x− y)ϕ(x) dx

}

f(y) dy =

= −

∫

Rn

{

lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)

∂i[kj(x− y)ϕ(x)] dx

}

f(y) dy+

+ 〈p.v. ∂ikj ∗ f, ϕ〉 =

∫

Rn

g(y)f(y) dy+ 〈p.v. ∂ikj ∗ f, ϕ〉,

for g(y) := − limε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)
∂i[kj(x−y)ϕ(x)] dx. Applying Stokes’ Theorem

to the integral defining g(y) we get

g(y) = − lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(y,ε)

∂i[kj(x− y)ϕ(x)] dx =

= lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(y,ε)

kj(x− y)ϕ(x)ni(x) dσ(x),

where ni(x) is the i-th component of n(x), the exterior normal vector to the
surface ∂B(y, ε) at the point x. Subtracting and adding kj(x− y)ϕ(y)ni(x)
in the integrand we have

g(y) = lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(y,ε)

kj(x− y)(ϕ(x)− ϕ(y))ni(x) dσ(x)+

+ ϕ(y) lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(y,ε)

kj(x− y)ni(x) dσ(x),

(19)

The first integral vanishes when taking the limit by the continuity of ϕ.
Hence, we can write g(y) = ϕ(y)h(y) and we need to compute the value of
the integral in h(y). By a change of variable x = y+ εs, s ∈ ∂B(0, 1) we get

h(y) = lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(0,1)

kj(εs)ni(y + εs)εn−1 dσ(s) =

∫

∂B(0,1)

kj(s)si dσ(s) =: cij ,
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by making use of the homogeneity of the kernel kj and the fact that n(x) = x

for x ∈ ∂B(0, 1). Since k is locally integrable out of the origin, then cij is a
well defined quantity independent of y. Then g(y) = cijϕ(y) and therefore,

〈∂i(kj ∗ f), ϕ〉 = 〈p.v. ∂ikj ∗ f, ϕ〉+ 〈cijδ0 ∗ f, ϕ〉,

which completes the proof of the lemma.

We are now in position to show that F : OM → B.

Proposition 9. Let OM as defined in (17). Then, the functional F defined
by

(20) F (X)(α) =

∫

Rn

k(X(α)−X(α′))ρ0(α
′) det[DX(α′)] dα′

maps OM to C1,γ(Rn;Rn).

Proof. Let X ∈ OM . In order to prove the proposition, we need to verify

(21) ||F (X)||L∞ + sup
i∈{1,...,n}

(

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dαi

F (X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ

)

< ∞.

If we consider the change of variables x′ = X(α′) in (20) we get, for the
j-th component

Fj(X)(α) =

∫

Rn

kj(X(α)− x′)ρ0(X
−1(x′)) dx′ =

= (kj ∗ (ρ0 ◦X
−1))(X(α)).

(22)

Let R = m(supp (ρ0 ◦ X−1))1/n. Then, as in Lemma 6, we have, for
R0 = m(supp (ρ0))

1/n that

R ≤ cnR0 ||∇X||L∞ .

Since the kernel k satisfies (11) then by (12) in Lemma 4 we have

||F (X)||L∞ ≤ cR
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ0 ◦X
−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

L∞
= cR ||ρ0||L∞ ≤ cnR0 ||∇X||L∞ ||ρ0||L∞ ,

which is bounded for X ∈ C1,γ and ρ0 ∈ Cγ
c .

We focus then on the norms of derivatives of F (X). We write ∂i =
∂

∂αi
.

We have, by definition of the norm, ||∂iF (X)||γ = supj∈{1,...,n} ||∂iFj(X)||γ.

11



We work then with ∂iFj(X) for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. An application of the chain
rule, combined with Lemma 8, yields

∂iFj(X)(α) = ∇(kj ∗ (ρ0 ◦X
−1))(X(α)) · ∂iX(α) =

=

n
∑

r=1

∂r(kj ∗ (ρ0 ◦X
−1))(X(α))∂iXr(α) =

=
n
∑

r=1

(

crjρ0(α) + p.v.(∂rkj ∗ (ρ0 ◦X
−1))(X(α))

)

∂iXr(α) =

=
n
∑

r=1

(crjρ0(α) + Srj(α)) ∂iXr(α),

(23)

where Srj(α) := p.v.(∂rkj ∗ (ρ0 ◦ X−1))(X(α)) and · stands for the usual
scalar product.

Since ρ0, ∂iXr ∈ Cγ and Cγ is an algebra, then it suffices to control the
Cγ norm of Srj. Clearly, hypothesis in Lemma 4 are satisfied if P = ∂rkj.

Then we set ε = |ρ0 ◦X
−1|

1/γ
γ and apply bound (13) in Lemma 4 to get

(24) ||Srj ||L∞ ≤ c

{

1 + max(1,
1

γ
ln(R

∣

∣ρ0 ◦X
−1
∣

∣

γ
))
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ0 ◦X
−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

L∞

}

where R = m(supp (ρ0◦X
−1))1/n. As previously, R is bounded by cnR0 ||X||L∞.

Since both ||ρ0 ◦X
−1||L∞ and |ρ0 ◦X

−1|γ are bounded above by ||ρ0 ◦X
−1||γ

and taking also into account that
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ0 ◦X
−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
≤ ||ρ0||γ (1 + |X|γ(2n−1)

1,γ ) < ∞,

then we have that the right hand side of (24) is finite. On the other hand,
by (14) we have

|Srj|γ ≤ c
∣

∣ρ0 ◦X
−1
∣

∣

γ
||∇X||γL∞ ≤ c ||ρ0||γ (1 + |X|γ(2n−1)

1,γ ) |X|γ1,γ .

Then, as we argued before, the Cγ norm of ∂iFj(X) is finite for any
i, j so the supremum in (21) is finite as well, completing the proof of the
proposition.

Then we have that F satisfies the first hypothesis in Picard-Lindelöf’s
theorem. It remains to check that F is locally Lipschitz. We claim (and
prove later) that if the directional derivative F ′(X) is bounded as a linear
operator between OM and B then F is locally Lipschitz. So, first of all we
have to compute this directional derivative. An auxiliary lemma is useful for
this computation and we need to give a previous definition to write it.
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Definition 10. Given A ∈ Mn×n(R
n) we define Ac

i,j ∈ M(n−1)×(n−1)(R
n) as

the submatrix of A obtained by erasing the i-th row and the j-th column .

The following lemma is not needed whenever the velocity field is diver-
gence free, as in the Euler equation. In that case, det(DX(·, t)) ≡ 1 and
consequently the functional in (20) does not contain the determinant inside
the integral. In the general case, as we will see later, an expression for the
sum of determinants will be necessary.

Lemma 11. Given X, Y : R
n → R

n differentiable homeomorphisms.

d

dε
det(DX + εDY )

∣

∣

ε=0
=

n
∑

i,j=1

(−1)i+j∂jYi det(DXc
i,j).

Proof. First we use a formula for the determinant of a sum of square matrices.
The proof can be found in [Ma, pp. 162-163]. Let A,B ∈ Mn×n(R) and let
α, β strictly increasing integer sequences chosen from {1, . . . , n}. Let |α|
(resp. |β|) the number of elements of α (resp. β). If |α| = |β| then let
A[α|β] ∈ M|α|×|α|(R) the submatrix of A lying in rows α and columns β and
B[α|β] ∈ M(n−|α|)×(n−|α|)(R) the submatrix of B lying in rows complementary
to α and columns complementary to β. Let s(α) (resp. s(β)) the sum of the
integers in α (resp. β). Then

(25) det(A+B) =

n
∑

r=0

∑

α,β

|α|=|β|=r

(−1)s(α)+s(β) det(A[α|β]) det(B[α|β]).

Note that for a matrix M ∈ Ms×s(R) and a constant c ∈ R we have
det(c ·M) = cs det(M). Then setting A = DX and B = εDY in (25) we get

det(DX+εDY ) =

n
∑

r=0

εn−r
∑

|α|=|β|=r

(−1)s(α)+s(β) det(DX [α|β]) det(DY [α|β]).

Differentiating with respect to ε the previous equation and setting ε = 0
make some terms vanish and, in consequence,

d

dε
det(DX+εDY )

∣

∣

ε=0
=

∑

|α|=|β|=n−1

(−1)s(α)+s(β) det(DX [α|β]) det(DY [α|β]).

Note that a strictly increasing sequence taking n−1 elements of {1, . . . , n}
is a sequence avoiding just one of them. So

α = (1, . . . , i− 1, i+ 1, . . . , n), β = (1, . . . , j − 1, j + 1, . . . , n),
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for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Then s(α) + s(β) = n(n + 1) − (i + j) and hence
(−1)s(α)+s(β) = (−1)i+j . For these special sequences we can simplify and
write DY [α|β] = ∂jYi and DX [α|β] = DXc

i,j as in Definition 10.
Summing up,

d

dε
det(DX + εDY )

∣

∣

ε=0
=

n
∑

i,j=1

(−1)i+j∂jYi det(DXc
i,j)

and the lemma is proved.

We already have the tools to compute the directional derivative of F .

Proposition 12. Let X ∈ OM , Y ∈ B . For F = (Fj)
n
j=1 defined in (20) we

have F ′
j(X)Y =I+II where

I : =

∫

Rn

∇kj(X(α)−X(α′)) · (Y (α)− Y (α′))ρ0(α
′) det(DX)(α′) dα′,

II : =

n
∑

r,s=1

(−1)r+s

∫

Rn

kj(X(α)−X(α′))ρ0(α
′)∂sYr(α

′) det(DXc
r,s)(α

′) dα′.

Proof. Let j = 1, . . . , n. Consider X ∈ OM and Y ∈ B. Firstly, we apply
the chain rule to see

d

dε
(kj(X(α)−X(α′) + ε(Y (α)− Y (α′))))ε=0 =

=

n
∑

i=1

∂ikj(X(α)−X(α′))(Yi(α)− Yi(α
′)) =

= ∇kj(X(α)−X(α′)) · (Y (α)− Y (α′)),

where · is the usual scalar product. Thus having into account the above
computation and applying Lemma 11 we get

(F ′
j(X)Y )(α) =

d

dε
(Fj(X + εY )(α))ε=0 =

=

∫

Rn

∇kj(X(α)−X(α′)) · (Y (α)− Y (α′))ρ0(α
′) det(DX)(α′) dα′+

+
n
∑

r,s=1

(−1)r+s

∫

Rn

kj(X(α)−X(α′))ρ0(α
′)∂sYr(α

′) det(DXc
r,s)(α

′) dα′,

as we wanted to prove.
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Remark 13. Note that there is no need to write principal value in the term I
of the proposition because the singularity of ∇kj when α = α′ is compensated
with the term Y (α)− Y (α′).

The directional derivative computed in Proposition 12 has been decom-
posed as the sum of two terms. The second one is very similar to the one
treated in Proposition 9, but the first one looks different. It can be written
as an integral with respect to a kernel which is not of convolution type and
so its derivatives may be tricky to handle. In the following lemma, which is
somehow technical, we compute exactly those derivatives.

Lemma 14. Let I defined in Proposition 12. Then I =
∑n

i=1 Ii(α) where

Ii(α) :=

∫

Rn

∂ikj(X(α)−X(α′))(Yi(α)− Yi(α
′))ρ0(α

′) det(DX)(α′) dα′,

and its distributional derivatives are ∂lIi(α) = ∇Ĩi(X(α)) · ∂lX(α) where

∂kĨi(x) =

= p.v.

∫

Rn

∂k∂ikj(x− x′)(Yi(X
−1(x))− Yi(X

−1(x′)))(ρ0 ◦X
−1)(x′) dx′+

+ ∂k[Yi ◦X
−1](x)p.v.

∫

Rn

∂ikj(x− x′)(ρ0 ◦X
−1)(x′) dx′+

+ ck(∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x) · ξk)(ρ0 ◦X

−1)(x),

where ξk is a vector in R
n depending on k.

Proof. Consider α = X−1(x), then after the change of variables α′ = X−1(x′),
we have

Ĩi(x) = Ii(X
−1(x)) =

=

∫

Rn

∂ikj(x− x′)(Yi(X
−1(x))− Yi(X

−1(x′)))ρ0(X
−1(x′)) dx′.

Following the scheme in [MB, p. 165] for the Euler equation, let
R(x, x′) = ∂ikj(x − x′)(Yi(X

−1(x)) − Yi(X
−1(x′))). Firstly, we compute the

partial distributional derivative with respect to xk of R(x+ x′, x′). In order
to do that, note previously that, given h > 0 and a ∈ R

n, |a| = 1, we have,
by Taylor expansion of Y ◦X−1,

lim
h→0

R(x+ah, x)hn−1 =

= lim
h→0

∂ikj(ah)(Yi(X
−1(x+ ah))− Yi(X

−1(x)))hn−1 =

= lim
h→0

∂ikj(a)h
−nhn−1(∇[Yi ◦X

−1](x) · ah + o(h)) =

= ∂ikj(a)∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x) · a.

(26)
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We then compute the distributional derivative of R(x + x′, x′). Let
ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn;R) a test function. Then

〈∂xk
R(·+ x′, x′), ϕ〉 = −

∫

Rn

∂xk
ϕ(x)R(x+ x′, x′) dx =

= lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(0,ε)

ϕ(x)∂xk
R(x+ x′, x′) dx−

− lim
ε→0

∫

Rn\B(0,ε)

∂xk
[ϕ(x)R(x+ x′, x′)] dx.

Applying Stokes’s theorem, and since ϕ has compact support we obtain

〈∂xk
R(·+ x′, x′), ϕ〉 = p.v.〈∂xk

R(·+ x′, x′), ϕ〉+

+ lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(0,ε)

ϕ(x)R(x+ x′, x′)nk(x) dσ(x),

where nk(x) is the k-th component of the unitary normal vector to ∂B(0, ε)
at the point x. We apply the observation made in (26) to conclude that

lim
ε→0

∫

∂B(0,ε)

ϕ(x)R(x+ x′, x′)nk(x) dσ(x) = ϕ(0)∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x′) · ξk,

where the l-th component of ξk is

(ξk)l =

∫

∂B(0,1)

∂ikj(a)nk(a) al dσ(a).

Therefore, distributionally

∂xk
R(·+ x′, x′) = p.v.∂xk

R(·+ x′, x′) + (ck∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x′) · ξk)δ0.

Then, since ∂xk
R(x, x′) = ∂xk

[R(· + x′, x′)](x − x′) we finally get for
H(x) =

∫

Rn R(x, x′)f(x′) dx′,

∂kH(x) = p.v.

∫

Rn

∂kR(x, x′)f(x′) dx′+

+

∫

Rn

δ0(x− x′)ck∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x′) · ξkf(x

′) dx′ =

= p.v.

∫

Rn

∂k∂ikj(x− x′)(Yi(X
−1(x))− Yi(X

−1(x′)))f(x′) dx′+

+ ∂k[Yi ◦X
−1](x)p.v.

∫

Rn

∂ikj(x− x′)f(x′) dx′+

+ ck∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x) · ξkf(x).
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The proof is completed setting f = ρ0 ◦X
−1 in the previous expression

and applying the chain rule to Ii(α) = Ĩi(X(α)).

Remember that our goal is to bound the C1,γ norm of the map
α → F ′(X)Y (α) in such a way that we get

|F ′(X)Y |1,γ ≤ c |Y |1,γ

for c depending maybe on n, ρ0 and X in order to have that F ′(X) is bounded
as a linear operator. Note that the first term in ∂kĨi in Lemma 14 is an
integral containing ∂k∂ikj, which is a hypersingular kernel. Nevertheless, the
term Y (α) − Y (α′) will, in some sense, kill this excess of singularity. We
quantify this effect in the following Lemma.

Lemma 15. Let H : R
n → R, H ∈ C1(Rn \ {0}), be a kernel homogeneous

of degree −n − 1 such that H i
1(x) = xiH(x), i = 1, . . . , n, define a CZO of

convolution type. Let g ∈ C1,γ(Rn;R) and f ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R). Then for

Tf(x) = p.v.

∫

Rn

H(x− x′)(g(x)− g(x′))f(x′) dx′

we have
||Tf ||γ ≤ c |g|1,γ ||f ||γ ,

for c depending on m(supp(f)).

Proof. Since g ∈ C1,γ we can write its Taylor series centered at x′ as

g(x) = g(x′) +

n
∑

i=1

∂ig(x
′)(xi − x′

i) +R(x, x′)

with |R(x, x′)| ≤ c |g|1,γ |x− x′|1+γ . Now, if we add and subtract some term
we obtain

Tf(x) =

∫

Rn

H(x− x′)(g(x)− g(x′)−∇g(x′) · (x− x′))f(x′) dx′+

+

n
∑

i=1

p.v.

∫

Rn

(xi − x′
i)H(x− x′)∂ig(x

′)f(x′) dx′ =: T1f(x) + T2f(x),

The kernel Hg(x, x
′) := H(x − x′)(g(x) − g(x′) − ∇g(x′) · (x − x′)) satisfies

the bound |Hg(x, x
′)| ≤

c|g|
1,γ

|x−x′|n−γ and its gradient

∇xHg(x, x
′) = ∇H(x− x′)(g(x)− g(x′)−∇g(x′)(x− x′))+

+H(x− x′)(∇g(x)−∇g(x′))
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satisfies |∇xHg(x, x
′)| ≤

c|g|
1,γ

|x−x′|n+1−γ . To check that T1f belongs to Cγ we use

an usual argument. We can see |T1f(x)| ≤ c ||f ||L∞ |g|1,γ for every x ∈ R
n.

Then ||T1f ||L∞ ≤ c ||f ||L∞ |g|1,γ. Now, let x1, x2 ∈ R
n and

B := B(x1, 3 |x1 − x2|). We decompose

T1f(x1)− T1f(x2) =

∫

Rn\B

(Hg(x1, x
′)−Hg(x2, x

′))f(x′) dx′+

+

∫

B

Hg(x1, x
′)f(x′) dx′ −

∫

B

Hg(x2, x
′)f(x′) dx′.

Then, by the Mean Value Theorem and the bounds for Hg and ∇xHg, we
have

|T1f(x1)− T1f(x2)| ≤ c |g|1,γ

{

|x1 − x2|

∫

Rn\B

|f(x′)|

|x1 − x′|n+1−γ dx′+

+

∫

B

|f(x′)|

|x1 − x′|n−γ dx′ +

∫

B

|f(x′)|

|x2 − x′|n−γ dx′
}

≤

≤ c |g|1,γ
{

|x1 − x2| ||f ||L∞ |x1 − x2|
γ−1 + ||f ||L∞ |x1 − x2|

γ} ≤

≤ c |g|1,γ ||f ||L∞ |x1 − x2|
γ
.

So |T1f |γ ≤ c ||f ||L∞ |g|1,γ. To finish we need to bound T2f . If we set

H i
1(x) = xiH(x), which is a CZO of convolution type by hypothesis, then

since T2f =
∑n

i=1H
i
1 ∗ (f∂ig), by Lemma 4 we have

||T2f ||γ ≤ c ||f∇g||γ ≤ c |g|1,γ ||f ||γ ,

finishing the proof of the lemma.

The constant c in Lemma 15 is finite whenever f is compactly supported,
but we know this is true by Lemma 6. In a few words, Lemma 6 states that
ρ(·, t) is compactly supported when it is transported by a flow with bounded
gradient as it happens, in particular, if X ∈ OM . We are ready to check that
F ′(X) is bounded. As promised, taking into account that boundedness, we
can verify that the second hypothesis in Picard-Lindelöf holds for F .

Proposition 16. Let OM as defined in (17). Then, the functional
F : OM → C1,γ(Rn;Rn) defined in (20) is locally Lipschitz.

Proof. First of all, by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, given
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X1, X2 ∈ OM ,

|F (X1)− F (X2)|1,γ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

d

dε
F (X1 + ε(X2 −X1)) dε

∣

∣

∣

∣

1,γ

=

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

(
∫ 1

0

F ′(X1 + ε(X2 −X1)) · (X2 −X1) dε

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

1,γ

≤

≤

{
∫ 1

0

||F ′(X1 + ε(X2 −X1))||B→B dε

}

|X2 −X1|1,γ ,

where F ′(X) is the operator defined by Y → F ′(X)Y . So, provided
||F ′(X)||B→B < ∞ for every X ∈ B then the integral in the previous ex-
pression is finite and therefore F is Lipschitz. Thus, it suffices to prove this
boundedness in order to prove the Proposition.

By Proposition 12 we have seen that every component of F ′(X)Y can be
written as the sum of two terms I and II. The arguments in Proposition
9 can be repeated for each element appearing in the sum in which II is
decomposed, just by changing the role of ρ0 to ρ0∂sYr. Then we can conclude,
similarly, that

|II|1,γ ≤ c(n, ρ0) |Y |1,γ |X|n1,γ .

Hence, we just have to work with the first term, I, and bound its C1,γ

norm. Before considering derivatives, note that I can be compared to any
derivative of II, so also in similar fashion to Proposition 9, we get

||I||L∞ ≤ c(n, ρ0) |Y |1,γ |X|n1,γ .

We then need to consider derivatives of I. By Lemma 14 we write
I =

∑n
i=1 Ii and also ∂lIi(α) =

∑n
k=1 ∂kĨi(X(α))∂lXk(α). Since Cγ is an

algebra and also, by (9), we have

||∂iIi||γ ≤

n
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂kĨi ◦X

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
||∂lXk||γ ≤

≤

n
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂kĨi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
(1 + |X|γ1,γ) |X|1,γ .
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Now we focus on
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂kĨi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ
. We consider the expression given by Lemma 14

∂kĨi(x) =

= p.v.

∫

Rn

∂k∂ikj(x− x′)(Yi(X
−1(x))− Yi(X

−1(x′)))(ρ0 ◦X
−1)(x′) dx′+

+ ∂k[Yi ◦X
−1](x)p.v.

∫

Rn

∂ikj(x− x′)(ρ0 ◦X
−1)(x′) dx′+

+ ck(∇[Yi ◦X
−1](x) · ξk)(ρ0 ◦X

−1)(x) = A(x) +B(x) + C(x).

A straightforward repetition of the arguments done before let us verify that

||C||γ ≤ c(n, ρ0) |Y |1,γ |X|m1,γ ,

where m is a finite constant depending on γ and n. Also, as in Proposition
9, we get

||B||γ ≤ c(n, ρ0) |Y |1,γ |X|m1,γ .

The term A is more involved than the rest in the decomposition of
∂k Ĩi. Nevertheless, we claim that we can apply Lemma 15 for H = ∂k∂ikj,
g = Yi ◦X

−1 and f = ρ0 ◦X
−1 to obtain also

||A||γ ≤ c(n, ρ0, R) |Y |1,γ |X|m1,γ ,

where R = m(supp(ρ0 ◦X
−1)) = m(supp(ρ)). We conclude that

|I|1,γ ≤ c(n, ρ0, R) |Y |1,γ |X|n1,γ ,

where c(n, ρ, R) is finite by Lemma 6.
Summing up, for any X ∈ B and any Y ∈ OM we have seen

|F ′(X)Y |1,γ ≤ c(n, ρ0, R) |X|m1,γ |Y |1,γ ,

so F ′(X) is bounded as a linear operator from OM to B and then the Propo-
sition is proved.

Remark 17. We have been able to apply Lemma 15 since the kernels
xi∂j∂lk are CZO. In general, if k satisfies the hypothesis in Lemma 4 then
its second derivatives ∂j∂lk satisfies Lemma 15. It is clear that ∂j∂lk is ho-
mogeneous of degree −n− 1. Also, if i 6= j (and similarly if i 6= l),

∫

|w|=1

wi∂j∂lk(w) dσ(w) =

∫

|w|=1

∂j [wi∂lk(w)] dσ(w) = 0.
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The last integral vanishes for similar reasons as explained in Remark 5.
Otherwise, if i = j = l,

∫

|w|=1

wi∂
2
i k(w) dσ(w) =

=

∫

|w|=1

∂i[wi∂ik(w)] dσ(w)−

∫

|w|=1

∂ik(w) dσ(w) = 0

since both integrals in the right vanishes, similarly as before.

Finally, since all the hypothesis in Theorem 7 are verified, we prove the
existence result for the trajectory maps.

Theorem 18. Let ρ0 ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R). Then there exists T ∗ > 0 such that the
ordinary differential equation

{

d
dt
X(α, t) = F (X(α, t)),

X(α, 0) = α,

for

F (X(α, t)) =

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)−X(α′, t))ρ0(α
′) det[DX(α′, t)] dα′,

has a unique solution X(·, t) ∈ C1,γ(Rn;Rn) for t ∈ (−T ∗, T ∗).

Proof. Let B = C1,γ(Rn;Rn) and let OM defined in (17). Then, by Proposi-
tions 9 and 16 the functional F satisfies the hypothesis of Picard-Lindelöf’s
theorem 7 and therefore we conclude that the statement holds.

Given the flow map X(·, t) we can define the solution to (1) in an unique
way: since the velocity field is smooth enough, any solution of the transport
equation (1) can be described through the trajectories. So we have the main
result of this section: well-posedness in the Hölder class for the transport
equation and for the class of kernels described above.

Theorem 19. Let ρ0 ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R). Let k ∈ C2(Rn \ {0};Rn) be homogeneous
of degree 1− n . Then there exists T ∗ > 0 such that the transport equation

(27)











ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

v(·, t) = k ∗ ρ(·, t),

ρ(·, 0) = ρ0.

has a unique solution ρ(·, t) ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R), v(·, t) ∈ C1+γ(Rn;Rn) for
t ∈ (−T ∗, T ∗).
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Proof. By Theorem 18 up to time T ∗ there exists a unique solution
X(·, t) ∈ C1+γ . Let ρ̃ ∈ Cγ

c and ṽ ∈ C1+γ satisfying (27). Then we can
find a trajectory X̃(·, t) associated to ṽ(·, t) such that ρ̃ is transported by
X̃. By the uniqueness of trajectory by Theorem 18 then X̃ = X. Then
ρ̃(·, t) = ρ0(X̃

−1(·, t)) = ρ0(X
−1(·, t)) = ρ(·, t) and hence, by convoluting the

density with the kernel k we can see that ṽ = v.

4 Global Theorem

We want to show that the solution defined in Theorem 18 does exist for any
time, that is, we want to show that T ∗ = ∞. In order to do that, we need
to invoke a Continuation Theorem which gives us a necessary condition for
that to happen. The theorem is stated as in [MB, p. 148] and a proof for a
general version of it can be found in [LL, p. 161]. We would like to remark
that it is valid since we have been able to state the problem with a functional
F which does not depend explicitly on time.

Theorem 20. In the situation of Theorem 7 the unique solution
X ∈ C1((−T, T );O) either exists globally in time or T is finite and X(t)
leaves the open set O as |t| approaches T .

In a nutshell, we need to check that at time T ∗ the flow X(·, T ∗) still
belongs to OM . As we will see later, it is enough to verify that the C1,γ norm
of X(·, T ∗) is a priori bounded. The following lemma is an auxiliary result
needed in order to achieve bounds that allow us to prove that boundedness.

Lemma 21. Let X(·, t) defined in (2). Then for the inverse flow at time t,
we have X−1(·, t) = X̃(0, t, ·), where X̃(s, t, x) is the solution of the integro-
differential equation

X̃(s, t, x) = x−

∫ t

s

v(X̃(r, t, x), r) dr.

Proof. We define a generalized flow map X̂ : R× R× R
n → R

n satisfying

(28) X̂(s, t, x) = x+

∫ t

s

v(X̂(s, r, x), r) dr.

Then X̂(s, t, x) is the position at time t of the particle that was at the position
x at time s. It is clear that X(x, t) = X̂(0, t, x).
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First, we can check that X̂ has the semigroup structure

(29) X̂(s, t, x) = X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x)).

By definition of X̂ in (28), the right hand side of (29) can be expressed
as

(30) X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x)) = X̂(s, τ, x) +

∫ t

τ

v(X̂(τ, u, X̂(s, τ, x)), u) du.

We differentiate (30) with respect to τ to get

∂τ (X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x))) = ∂τ X̂(s, τ, x)− v(X̂(τ, τ, X̂(s, τ, x)), τ) =

= v(X̂(s, τ, x), τ)− v(X̂(s, τ, x), τ) = 0.

So X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x)) does not depend on τ and hence

X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x)) = X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x))|τ=t = X̂(t, t, X̂(s, t, x)) = X̂(s, t, x),

which proves equation (29).
Secondly, we want to see that X̂ satisfies a transport equation. Differen-

tiating (29) with respect to s we obtain

∂sX̂(s, t, x) = ∇X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x))∂sX̂(s, τ, x) =

= −∇X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x))v(X̂(s, s, x), s) =

= −∇X̂(τ, t, X̂(s, τ, x))v(x, s),

(31)

and putting τ = s in (31)

(32) ∂sX̂(s, t, x) + v(x, s)∇X̂(s, t, x) = 0.

Thus, X̂(·, t, ·) : R× R
n → R

n satisfies a transport equation.
Then, we define a map X̃ : R× R × R

n via

(33) X̃(s, t, x) = x−

∫ t

s

v(X̃(r, t, x), r) dr.

We want to check that for any t, s ∈ R and any x ∈ R
n the maps X̂ and X̃

are inverse in the following sense

(34) X̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x)) = x.

In order to prove (34) we differentiate its left hand side with respect to s

∂sX̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x)) +∇X̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x))∂sX̃(s, t, x).
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By (33) we can see that ∂sX̃(s, t, x) = v(X̃(s, t, x), s) and then the above
expression can be written as

∂sX̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x)) + v(X̃(s, t, x), s)∇X̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x)) =

=
[

∂sX̂(·, t, ·) + v(·, ·)∇X̂(·, t, ·)
]

(x, X̃(s, t, x)) = 0

since X̂(·, t, ·) satisfies the transport equation (32).
Thus, the left hand side of (34) does not depend on s and hence

X̂(s, t, X̃(s, t, x)) = X̂(t, t, X̃(t, t, x)) = x,

as we wanted to prove.
Taking s = 0 we get X̂(0, t, X̃(0, t, x)) = X(X̃(0, t, x), t), so

X(x, t)−1 = X̃(s, t, x)|s=0 and the Lemma is proved.

As a consequence of the previous Lemma, we see that the flow map X(·, t)
and its inverse X−1(·, t) share the same regularity properties since its integral
expressions are similar. We will use this fact later on.

The next lemma is a well known and very classical fact in the theory of
ordinary differential differential equations. For its proof see, for instance,
[Pa, p. 13].

Lemma 22 (Gronwall Lemma). Let u and f be continuous and nonnegative
functions defined on I = [a, b], and let n be a continuous, positive and non-
decreasing function defined on I. If

u(t) ≤ n(t) +

∫ t

a

f(s)u(s) ds

for t ∈ I, then

u(t) ≤ n(t) exp

(
∫ t

a

f(s) ds

)

.

We are ready to give a first condition ensuring the a priori C1,γ bounded-
ness of the flow map at any time. The following bounds are very similar to
those obtained for the Euler equation. The only difference that appears in
the proof is the fact that the measure of the support of ρ(·, t) is not constant
over time, because the divergence is not zero in general.

Proposition 23. Let X(·, t) be the solution given in Theorem 18 and c(n)
a constant depending on the dimension n. Then, for a certain function
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G : R → R
+ with G(t) < ∞ whenever

∫ t

0
||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds < ∞, we have

the following inequalities

|X(0, t)| ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0))
1/n ||ρ0||L∞

∫ t

0

||∇X(·, s)||L∞ ds,

||∇X(·, t)||L∞ ≤ exp

(
∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

,

|∇X(·, t)|γ ≤ G(t) exp

(

c

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

.

In particular, |X(·, t)|1,γ is bounded provided
∫ t

0
||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds also is.

Proof. By definition (2) we have, for any α ∈ R
n,

X(α, t) = α +

∫ t

0

v(X(α, s), s) ds.

Setting α = 0 and taking absolute value we get

|X(0, t)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

v(X(0, s), s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

0

||v(X(·, s), s)||L∞ ds.

Since X(·, s) is an homeomorphism then ||v(X(·, s), s)||L∞ = ||v(·, s)||L∞ and
therefore we simply have

|X(0, t)| ≤

∫ t

0

||v(·, s)||L∞ ds.

Now let R(s) = m(supp(ρ(·, s)))1/n. Then as v(·, s) = k ∗ ρ(·, s) by (12)
we get the bound

||v(·, s)||L∞ ≤ cR(s) ||ρ(·, s)||L∞ = cR(s) ||ρ0||L∞ ,

where the last equality stands provided ρ is transported with the flow and
so, the L∞ norm is conserved in time.

By Lemma 6 we have a control for R(s) and then

|X(0, t)| ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0))
1/n ||ρ0||L∞

∫ t

0

||∇X(·, s)||L∞ ds.

In order to achieve bounds on derivatives of the flow map, we compute
the partial derivative with respect to αi (denoted as ∂i from now on) of the
j-th component of (2). By the chain rule, we get
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d

dt
(∂iXj(α, t)) =

n
∑

k=1

∂vj(X(α, t), t)

∂Xk(α, t)
∂iXk(α, t) =

= ∇vj(X(α, t)) · ∂iX(α, t),

(35)

where · stands for the scalar product between vectors in R
n.

Taking L∞ norm on (35) and considering supremum over i, j we get

d

dt
||∇X(·, t)||L∞ ≤ ||∇v(X(·, t), t)||L∞ ||∇X(·, t)||L∞ =

= ||∇v(·, t)||L∞ ||∇X(·, t)||L∞ .

(36)

Therefore, by direct integration on (36) we have the desired bound

(37) ||∇X(·, t)||L∞ ≤ exp

(
∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

.

Finally, taking the |·|γ seminorm and considering supremum over i, j on
(35) we have

d

dt
|∇X(·, t)|γ ≤ sup

i,j
|∇vj(X(·, t)) · ∂iX(·, t)|γ ≤

≤ c
(

||∇v(·, t)||L∞ |∇X(·, t)|γ + |∇v(X(·, t), t)|γ ||∇X(·, t)||L∞

)

,

(38)

where we have used inequality (4) to bound the |·|γ seminorm of a product.
By (8) we have

(39) |∇v(X(·, t), t)|γ ≤ |∇v(·, t)|γ ||∇X(·, t)||γL∞ .

Also, by (13),

(40) |∇v(·, t)|γ ≤ c |ρ(·, t)|γ ≤ c |ρ0|γ
∣

∣

∣

∣∇X−1(·, t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

γ

L∞
,

where we have used that ρ(·, t) = ρ0(X
−1(·, t)). Using the equation for

X−1(·, t) described in Lemma 21 and similarly as done in (36) we have

(41)
∣

∣

∣

∣∇X−1(·, t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

L∞
≤ exp

(
∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

.

Combining inequalities (36), (39), (40), (41), we get a bound for (38)
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d

dt
|∇X(·, t)|γ ≤ c

(

||∇v(·, t)||L∞ |∇X(·, t)|γ +

+ |ρ0|γ exp

(

(1 + 2γ)

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

))

.

(42)

Setting

g(t) := c |ρ0|γ exp

(

(1 + 2γ)

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

and G(t) :=
∫ t

0
g(s) ds, and then applying Lemma 22 to (42) we get

|∇X(·, t)|γ ≤ G(t) exp

(

c

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

,

which completes the proof of the proposition.

Having proved the inequalities in Proposition 23 we can see that, in fact,
the C1,γ norm of the flow is finite for any time which was our first goal.

Proposition 24. Let X(·, t) be the solution given in Theorem 18. Then
|X(·, t)|1,γ is finite for any time.

Proof. By Proposition 23 |X(·, t)|1,γ is finite provided
∫ t

0
||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds is.

Then it suffices to check that this integral is bounded for any time. Let
i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By Lemma 8 we have

(43) ∂ivj(·, t) = cijρ(·, t) + p.v.∂ikj ∗ ρ(·, t),

where cij are defined in (18). Let ε = |ρ(·, t)|−1/γ
γ and let R(t) = m(supp(ρ(·, t)))1/n

and apply inequality (13) to the equation (43) to obtain

(44) ||∂ivj(·, t)||L∞ ≤ c{1 + ln[R(t) |ρ(·, t)|1/γγ ] ||ρ0||L∞}.

Since ρ(·, t) = ρ0(X
−1(·, t)) then |ρ(·, t)|γ ≤ |ρ0|γ ||∇X(·, t)||γL∞. Also, taking

into account Lemma 6 we get

R(t) |ρ(·, t)|1/γγ ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0))
1/n |ρ0|

1/γ
γ ||∇X(·, t)||2L∞ .

By Proposition 23 we can bound ||∇X(·, t)||L∞ and then

R(t) |ρ(·, t)|1/γγ ≤ c(n)m(supp(ρ0))
1/n |ρ0|

1/γ
γ exp

(

2

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds

)

.
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Therefore inequality (44) can be written as

||∂ivj(·, t)||L∞ ≤ c(n, ρ0) + c

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds.

Taking supremum over i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

||∇v(·, t)||L∞ ≤ c(n, ρ0) + c

∫ t

0

||∇v(·, s)||L∞ ds.

and applying Gronwall’s Lemma (22) we finally get

||∇v(·, t)||L∞ ≤ c(n, ρ0) exp(ct),

which is finite for any time.

Finally, as we anticipated at the beginning of the section, using the a
priori bound for the flow and by the Continuation Theorem 20 we can prove
that the solution X(·, t) is global in time.

Theorem 25. Let ρ0 ∈ Cγ
c (R

n;R). Then the ordinary differential equation

{

d
dt
X(α, t) = F (X(α, t)),

X(α, 0) = α,

for

F (X(α, t)) =

∫

Rn

k(X(α, t)−X(α′, t))ρ0(α
′) det[DX(α′, t)] dα′

has a unique solution X(·, t) ∈ C1,γ(Rn;Rn) for any time t ∈ R.

Proof. We want to apply Theorem 20 in order to ensure the globalness of the
solution X(·, t). So, we need to check that, for any given T , the map X(·, T )
belongs to OM where

OM = B ∩

{

X : R
n → R

n :
1

M
< sup

α6=β

|X(α)−X(β)|

|α− β|
< M

}

.

Let us first prove that we can avoid to check that the condition for M is
satisfied at time T . By the Mean Value Theorem,

|X(α, t)−X(β, t)| ≤ ||∇X(·, t)||L∞ |α− β| ≤ |X(·, t)|1,γ |α− β| ,
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and also since we can express α = X−1((X(α, t), t)) and β = X−1((X(β, t), t)),

|α− β| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣∇X−1(·, t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

L∞
|X(α, t)−X(β, t)| ≤ |X(·, t)|2n−1

1,γ |X(α)−X(β)| .

Consider now M ′ such that

sup
t∈[−T,T ]

max{|X(·, t)|1,γ , |X(·, t)|2n−1
1,γ } ≤ M ′ < ∞.

Such an M ′ exists since |X(·, t)|1,γ is finite for every time by Proposition 24.
For this choice of M ′ it is sure that X(·, t) ∈ OM ′ for every time t ∈ [−T, T ].

Throughout the proofs of Proposition 9 and 16 we can check that those
statements are independent of M . Due to this independence we can modify
OM to OM ′ without changing neither the solution nor the maximal time of
existence given by Picard-Lindelöf’s theorem.

Then as soon as |X(·, t)|1,γ is finite at time T , X(·, T ) ∈ OM ′. But
we know that this is true by Proposition 24. So X(·, T ) ∈ OM ′ and this
does not depend on the choice of T so we have existence and uniqueness of
X(·, t) ∈ C1,γ for any time t by Theorem 20.

As a direct consequence of Theorems 19 and 25 we have finally have
Theorem 2.
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