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KINETIC MODELS FOR SEMIFLEXIBLE POLYMERS IN A
HALF-PLANE

JIN WOO JANG AND JUAN J. L. VELAZQUEZ

ABSTRACT. Based on a general discrete model for a semiflexible polymer chain,
we introduce a formal derivation of a kinetic equation for semiflexible poly-
mers in the half-plane via a continuum limit. It turns out that the resulting
equation is the kinetic Fokker-Planck-type equation with the Laplace-Beltrami
operator under a non-local trapping boundary condition. We then study the
well-posedness and the long-chain asymptotics of the solutions of the resulting
equation. In particular, we prove that there exists a unique measure-valued
solution for the corresponding boundary value problem. In addition, we prove
that the equation is hypoelliptic and the solutions are locally Holder continu-
ous near the singular boundary. Finally, we provide the asymptotic behaviors
of the solutions for large polymer chains.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Polymer models in statistical physics. In this paper, we consider a homo-
geneous semiflexible polymer chain in the absence of self-avoidance and torsional
stress. Polymer models can be obtained by means of limits of random walks, and
they have been extensively studied @ In particular, semi-flexible poly-
mers which do not self-intersect have also been studied in probability theory @
The computation of the statistical properties of the resulting polymers has been a
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difficult problem, in which relevant information has been obtained for some class of
models. The Brownian motion has been extensively used as a model of polymers in
the physical literature (cf. [1,[3L[41[11112,/34}/39]), in spite of the fact that the trajec-
tories can self-intersect. Another relevant model that has been much less studied,
in particular, in the mathematical literature is the model of semi-flexible chains.
The model has been developed under the assumption that the polymer consists in
a chain of N segments each of which has the same length ¢ > 0 so the total length
L of the polymer is L = Ne. Then the statistical properties of these polymer chains
are given by a Gibbs measure

_ L (=Y
UN = ZN p kBT )
where Zp is the normalization factor, Hy is the Hamiltonian that penalyzes the
angle between consecutive polymer segments, kp is the Boltzmann constant, and

T is the temperature so that kgT stands for the thermal energy. Here the energy
‘H will be assumed to have the form of

B N1
Hy = —75 Z(nj ‘1 — 1), (1)
=

where n; is the orientation vector of 4" polymer segment and B, is the bending
stiffness. Here, the bending stiffness B; can be written in terms of the persistence
length [, and the thermal energy as B; = [,kgT, where the persistence length [, is
defined as the projection of the end-to-end vector of the total polymer chain onto
the first vector, and it provides the information on the stiffness or the rigidity of the
polymer chain. Throughout this paper, we normalize the thermal energy kgT =1
and assume that the unit length is equal to the persistence length I,,. Then we have
B, =1 and hence BLS =e 1.

The continuous limit which has been obtained by taking Ne of order one and € —
0 was introduced in [33] in 1949, and it has been usually called the Kratky-Porod
model and also the wormlike chain model (WLC). The polymer paths associated
to the WLC (or Kratky-Porod) model can be described by means of the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process. This has been noticed after in the physical literature [2}21}[41].
In particular, the paths associated to the WLC model in the whole space R? can
be described by means of the stochastic process associated to the equation:

Ouf(t,x,n) +n-Vof(t,x,n)=Anf(t z,n), (2)

for f € C([0,00); M, (R? xS?1)) where t is the polymer length parameter and A,,
denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on ST! (cf. [142836,37]). The derivation of
in [36] is formally made by replacing the Gibbs measure pxy by the exponents
of a path integral. The equation (2)) is then derived using the so-called transfer
matriz methods. We will rederive heuristically in Appendix |[A| by the limit
of suitable Markov chains which define the polymer distribution. The rigorous
mathematical theory associated to the WLC model is very limited. The stochastic
process obtained for the probability measure uy = Z%le_BHN with Hy in in the
whole space R? has been studied in [8]. In particular, the behavior of long polymer
chains has been discussed also in the paper.

In this paper, we are concerned with the interactions between polymer chains
and the boundaries of the domain containing them. This issue has been discussed in
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the physical literature where different types of interactions between the boundaries
of the domain and the polymer chain have been introduced (cf. [13}|14}/29,/36L37]).
Regarding the discrete semiflexible heterogeneous polymers and their long-chain
behavior, we mention [§]. We also introduce [22] for the rigorous macroscopic
scaling limit from the N-body Hamiltonian dynamics. In this paper, we will study
one of the simplest types of interaction potentials between the polymer chain and
the boundary of the domain €2. Namely, we will assume that the boundary 02
is a constraint that restricts the possible geometry of the polymer chains, but it
does not modify the energy of the segments of the chain in any other way. The
domain Q will be assumed to be a half-plane R% = {z € R? : 25 > 0}, and we will
see formally that the effect of the boundary of €2 yields a boundary condition for
, specifically the so-called trapping boundary condition, at least for the polymer
lengths L = Ne of order one. If L > 1, the polymer chains could separate from the
boundary after touching it due to large deviation effects, and we will ignore this
issue in this paper.

1.2. Derivation of the Fokker-Planck equation. At a formal level, we derive
an initial-boundary value problem for a kinetic partial differential equation starting
from the energy of a given discrete chain configuration as introduced in the previ-
ous section. The solutions are given by the probability density distribution of the
polymers. In the continuum limit, we can formally obtain a boundary-value prob-
lem for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation with the standard Laplacian operator
replaced by the Laplace-Beltrami operator which restricts that each monomer has
the velocity on S9.

In the derivation below, we use the variable ¢t € [0, T] with Ne = ¢ such that we
parametrize the semiflexible polymer chain by the total contour length.

1.2.1. Dynamics in the whole plane R2. First of all, suppose that a semiflexible
polymer chain lies in the whole plane R? with the initial end of the first monomer
segment is located at a given position zy. Suppose that a semiflexible chain consists
of N monomers of size ¢ whose ends are denoted as {&; }évzl and let n; € S! denote
the orientation of the j** monomer that connects §j—1 and & with § = zo. In
other words, we define for j > 0,

J
def
fj = 29+ E €n;.
=1

‘We then introduce the Hamiltonian

1 N-1 1 N—-1
Hy = o Yy —ny)* = =2 2_ (g myea = 1)
j=1 j=1

Remark 1.1. We remark that a polymer chain is Markovian from the very first
element of the monomers. In other words, the state (z;11,n;4+1) would depend
only on the previous state (z;,n;). This is because we assume that the monomers
are just point-particles that do not occupy any volume in the space. Thus, the
probability for a monomer meeting one of the previous monomers is zero. Therefore,
the evolution depends only on the previous step right before the state. Even in a 2-
dimensional space (i.e., a plane), point-monomers yield a Markovian evolution due
to the absence of collisions. Then one can ask what is the critical size of the volume
in which collisions can begin taking place, and this is one of the open problems.
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One can also ask if there is some kind of “kinetic limit” for some scaling of the
sizes of the monomer. The list of open problems also includes the evolution of a
self-avoiding random walk. In this case, we need the memory of the whole path.

Now we consider the Gibbs probability measure puy € My ((R*)N x (SHV),
which is given by

N
1
UN(T1, oy TN, ooy DN ) = —— H d(xj; — &) exp <€(nj_1 “nj — 1)> ,

j=1
ng is defined as ny. Here the normalization factor Zy is defined as
N

Zn & //( Hd:vjdnj UN (1, oy TNINL, oy V).

R2)N x (S1)N i

We also define the probability density distribution fy(x,n) as

N—-1
fn(z,n) def /(RQ)N o H dzjdn; pn (21, ..., TN_1,Z; 00, ..., RN_1,T)
x — G5
N—1 N 1 | N
= Hdnjé x—xO—ZEnj —exp | ~ (nj-njp1—1) 1,
‘/(SI)NI i=1 =1 ZN € =1

with ny = n. The total length of the polymer chain L is equal to L = Ne. Then
the next iterated sequence fyy1(x,n) is given by

N
fN+1('r)n) :/ Hdn] MN+1(1»'1,.-.,$N,$;711,---,TlN,n)

(SHN =1
N
4
Z/ HdnjziNﬂN(-Tla~-~733N§n1,--~,nN)
SOV o N+1
Jj=1
1 N
X exp ((nNon1)>5 T — T — E en; — en
€
Jj=1

= ON/ dny fn(z — en,ny)exp <1(”N “n = 1)) ,
St €

where Cy & ZJZVJL. Now define F(t,x,n) = f;(x,n) with j = . Then we have

1
F(Ne+e,x,n) = C’N/ dnyF(Ne,x — en,ny) exp ((nN -n— 1)) )
st €
Together with the formal ansatz that F is smooth, we can take the Taylor expansion

as

F
F(Ne+e¢,z,n) = F(Ne,x,n) +eaa—t(Ne,x,n),
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and
CN/ dnyF(Ne,x — en,ny) exp (1(nN-n—1)>
s1 €
OF
=Cy | dnn F(Ne,:c,n)fen~8—+(nNfn)~VnF(Ne,x,n)
s1 pa

+

%(nN —n)V2F(Ne,z,n)(ny — n)) exp (1(”N n— 1)) :

Note that
Cy | dnyexp(e *(ny-n)) =1, (3)
Sl
and
dny (ny —n)exp(e *(ny -n)) = 0.
St
Then by defining t = Ne, we have

OF ey ren 2t 2m)
€ ,T,n)+ en o ,T, M

= AnF(t,x,n)CN/ dny (;(nN —n)® (ny — n)) exp <1(TLN n— 1)) .
s1 €
Note that

Cn /S1 dny (;(nN -n)® (ny — n)) exp (1(11]\; ‘n— 1))
~C [ (€@ Qexn(—lg?/(20)ds ~ 0Le). ()

by where £ = ny —n. Thus, in the limit € — 0, we obtain the Fokker-Planck
equation in the whole plane z € R? and n € S! as

OF oF
a(tvx,n) +n- %(t,x,n) - DAnF(tv‘ran)v

with the diffusion coefficient D which is defined as

C:
D= lim —: / (€ ® &) exp(—|E[2/(26))de ~ O(1),
st

e—0 €

by .

Remark 1.2. In the physical situation, the diffusion coefficient D would depend on
some physical constants appearing in the Hamiltonian; in this paper, we normalize
those constants to be 1.

1.2.2. Dynamics in the half-plane Ri with the boundary. In the paper, we are in-
terested in the boundary effect on the polymer chain in the half-plane. We restrict
ourselves to a 2-dimensional model in this paper. For a general 3-dimensional prob-
lem, additional geometrical difficulties as well as the effects like the diffusion in the
polymer orientation on the surface can arise.

We assume that the polymer that reaches the boundary of the half-plane tends
to minimize the bending energy i(n] —nj41)?. Then we formally demonstrate in
Appendix[A]that the polymer that reaches the boundary will keep moving along the
boundary. We will call this boundary condition the trapping boundary condition,
as it literally stands for the situation that the polymer is being trapped on the
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boundary. We assume that the boundary of the container does not yield any energy
to the polymer chain except for the energy-minimizing modeling assumption. The
details for the formal derivation of the boundary-value problem will be provided
in Appendix [A] In particular, we will justify the trapping boundary condition near
the boundary.

Then, we can characterize the properties of the measure describing the polymer
distribution by means of a kinetic equation. The total length of the polymer chain
t = Ne plays the role of the time variable of the kinetic equation. In this paper we
restrict ourselves to the case of two spatial dimensions where a polymer chain lies
in a half plane.

1.3. The 2D Fokker-Planck equation with boundaries. In this paper, we
mainly consider the Fokker-Planck system in a 2-dimensional half-plane R% = {z €
R? : 75 > 0}. Throughout the paper, our phase space is then (z,n) € R% x S!,
as we restrict the velocity of each monomer to be 1 as shown in the derivation
above and in Appendix |[A]l If we use the phase variable (z,n), then we denote the
probability measure as F' (¢, z,n). On the other hand, we also use another coordinate
system of (¢,x1,x2,0) where t € [0,T], 21 € R, 2 € (0,00), and § € [—7, 7| such
that n = (cos@,sin#). In this case, we will use the notation for the measure as
f(t,x,0), so that F(t,z,n) = f(t,x,0). Here we emphasize that the usual time-
variable ¢ € [0,7] means the total polymer length throughout the paper. The
velocity variable n is in S and it is parametrized in terms of § € [—m,7]. The
phase boundary is defined as 1 € R, 22 =0, and 0 € [—7,7].

The Fokker-Planck equation for semiflexible polymers reads

WF +n-V,F=A,F, onte|0,T] xR% xS,

where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Using the other coordinate represen-
tation, we also have

Ouf + (cosB,sind) -V f =05 f, on [0,T] x RA x [—m, 7], (5)

with the initial condition

f(07m19) :.fin(m>0)7 (6)
and the 27-periodic boundary condition with respect to 6
f(tw%'u _71—) = f(t,xﬂ'(') and agf(t71', _ﬂ—) = a@f(tw%'a ﬂ—)‘ (7)

Here f;, is any nonnegative Radon measure. Due to the linearity and the invari-
ance under translations, it is enough to consider the case in which f;, is a Dirac
mass at some point (z1,22) = (0,a) for some a > 0 with the direction ny € S*
without loss of generality. A particular case is when ¢ = 0. Then ng can be only
in two directions (¢rapping boundary condition), either with § = 0 or § = —.
The polymer undergoes the full Brownian motion and the polymer will eventually
approaches to the boundary z2 = 0. The asymptotics in the limit a — co or a — 0
are also interesting problems to be considered.

1.4. The trapping boundary condition. We consider the boundary condition
of the 2D Fokker-Planck equation where the polymer chain aligns in the direction in
which it makes the smallest angle with the angle made by the tangent vector to the
polymer arriving to the boundary. It is convenient to write the model in geometrical
terms, using the variables (x,n) and to explain how is the angle condition after the
polymer reaches the boundary.
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The boundary conditions are obtained under the assumption that the only effect
of the boundary is to impose a constraint on the directions connecting the monomers
of the polymer chain. The energy is defined by means of local interactions between
the monomers of the polymer chain; i.e., the minimum of the energy corresponds
to the polymers locally aligned. We assume that the same definition of energy is
valid after the monomers reach the boundary, but this imposes constraints in the
admissible directions.

We assume that the probability measure F(¢,z,n) satisfies the following bound-
ary conditions:

F(t,z1,0,n) = 0, if n # e,

OtF(t,21,0,e) = lim F(t,z1,22,n)(v-n) dS,, and
220" />0, en>0 (8)
O F(t,x1,0,—e) = lim F(t,zy,29,n)(v - n) dSp,

3 —0T v-n>0, en<0

where e & (1,0) € S! and v = (0, —1) is the outward normal vector at the boundary.
The weight (v - n) on the measure dS,, is physical in the manner that the weight
(v - n) describes the total net flux of particles in the direction v, whose velocities
are in the direction of n. Then (v -n)dS,, describes the number of particles passing
through the boundary per unit length of the boundary.

In terms of f(¢,x,0) the boundary conditions are equivalent to

f(taxhovo): 0, 1f97é03 -,

Ouf(t,21,0,0) = i t, a1, x9,0)(—sin6) d,
i f(t,21,0,0) e f(t,x1,32,0)(—sin ) )
Ocf(t, 21,0, —m) = lim f(t,z1,22,0)(—sind) db,

22207 J{om,—m/2)

and the periodic boundary condition. Physically, the first line @1 describes that
the polymer that reaches the boundary xo = 0 can have only two directions 6 =
0 or 8 = —7. The second and the third lines @2 and @3 describe that the
rate of changes in the probability distributions f(¢,x1,0,6) with § = 0 or —7 at
the boundary can be expressed as the sum of the probability distribution that
approaches to the boundary xo = 0 with either the angle 8 € (—7/2,0] or 6 €
[, —m/2) with an additional multiplier (— sin ).

1.5. Reformulation of the problem. Equivalently, each probability distribution
f(t,x1,x9,0) can further be decomposed into three parts as the following:

f(t7 Z1, T2, 9) = p+(t7 .’131)5(372)6(9) + p—(t7 3?1)6(3)2)5(9 + 7T) =+ f7'(t7 Z1,x2, 0)7
where p, (t), p—(t) € M (R), and f,(t) € M (R% x S') is supported on z5 > 0
with f.({z2 = 0}) = 0. Then obtaining a solution f is also equivalent to obtaining

the tuple (f, p+,p-).
By — @ and @, one can check that the system which the tuple (f., p+,p—)

satisfies is now
Oifr + (cos0,sin0) - Vo f, = 0z fr, on [0,T] x R x (0,00) x [, 7],
fr({z2=0}) =0, (10)
fT(t’xa _71-) = fr(taxvﬂ-)a 89fr(t,$7 _77) = 89fT(t7x,7r),
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and

8tp+ +aw1p+ = lim fr(taxth?e)(_ Sine) d97 and
To—0t (—7/2,0]
(11)
atp* _axlp* = lim fr(tvxlvaaa)(_Sina) do.
w2—=0" J—x —x/2)

In this paper, we are interested in measure valued solutions of (5)), (@, (7,
and @ To this end, we will study a suitable adjoint problem and show that the
adjoint problem has the maximum principle. The main tool for the well-posedness
of the problem is the classical Hille-Yosida theorem, via which we will consider the
corresponding elliptic problem associated to the adjoint problem which would also
encode the information about the trapping boundary condition @ for polymers.

Here we also introduce a system for the mass density p1 = p1(¢,z2,6). Here py
is defined as

pl(t,$27¢9) d:ef/ fr(t,.’l/‘h.'lfg,e)dxh
R

and is obtained via the integration of f with respect to x; variable. It physically
stands for the mass density distribution at each point (¢, z2,6) in the set [0,T] x
(0,00) x [—m,7]. By integrating with respect to z1 on R, we obtain
dip1 +sin00,,p1 = dap1, on [0,T] x (0,00) x [~m, 7],
p1({z2 = 0}) =0, (12)
P1 (ta x2, _7T) = p1 (ta x2, ﬂ—)’ a@Pl (ta x2, _7T) = a@pl (t> X2, 7T)7

and
O / dzry p+(t,z1) = lim p1(t,x2,0)(—sind) df, and
R z2=0% J(_r/2,0] (13)
Oy / dry p_(t,z1) = lim p1(t, x2,0)(—sind) db.
R z2—=0F J[_r 7 /2)

1.6. Compactification of the phase space and a topological set X. In order
to define the notion of weak solutions, we first define a topologically compact set
X for our phase space and a Banach space C'(X) under the uniform topology.

Definition 1.3. We define a set Xo as Xo = (—00,00) X [0,00) X [—m, 7|, with the
additional identifications that for any (x1,x2) € (—00,00) X [0,00), (z1,z2, ™) and
(21,29, —m) are identified. Then we define the extended space X = XU {oo} and
endow it a natural topology inherited from Xy complemented by the following set of
neighborhoods of the point co:

On = {(z1,22,0) € (—00,00) x [0,00) X [=m, 7] : |z1| > M orxe > M}, M > 0.

Note that X is topologically a compact set. A C° function ¢ on this set can be
identified with the bounded C° function ¢ on R x [0,00) x [, 7] that satisfies

o(x1, 22, —7) = ¢(x1, 22, 7) for all x € R x [0, 00), (14)

and the limit of
lim  sup |¢(z,0)]

|| =00 ge[—m,m)
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exists. We denote the set of these C? functions as C(X). We endow the set C'(X)

a norm
ef
o) < sup |p(z,0)],

(z,0)eX

so that the set C'(X) is now a Banach space. Also, we define the set C™(X) and
C®(X) for a non-negative integer m and a multi-index o = (a1, g, a3) € N3 as

C™X)E e CX) [pllem = D sup [0%46(z,0) <oop,  (15)
lal<m (z,0)eX
and
CUX) = peCX) lgllee =D sup |00 y0(x.0)| <ocop,  (16)
5§a(z,9)ex

where we used the partial order notation for the multi-indices § < o which means
that Vi = 1,2,3, 0 S BZ S Q5.

1.7. Weak formulation. In this subsection, we define the notion of a weak solu-
tion. Motivated by the discussion in Section [L.5] we define the notion of a weak
solution as follows:

Definition 1.4. Let X be the topological compatification of Ri X [—m, 7] by means
of Definition[1.3 We call that a nonnegative Radon measure f(t) € My (X) is a
weak solution to the system , @, , and @D if we have

f(t,@1,22,0) = pi(t, 21)6(x2)0(0) + p—(t, 21)6(22)5(0 + 7) + fr(t, 1, 22,0), (17)

for some py(t), p—(t) € M(R), and some f.(t) € M, (X) supported on xs > 0,
and (fr, p+, p—) further solves

T
/ “ /// daydi2df) [0, + (cos§,sin0) - Voo + 930) f,
0 R%rx[_ﬂ'fﬂ']
T
+/ dt/da:l [0:(t, 21, 0,0) + 0u, 4(t, 21,0,0)] py (¢, 1)
0 R

T
+/0 dt/Rdxl [at(b(tamhoa _71—) - 8I1¢<t7x1307 _ﬂ—)]p*(taml)

_ / / /R o dmdeadd FD)OT) - / / /]R s n gy 100200 £(0), (18)

for any ¢ € C([0,T] x X) such that ¢ € Ctlillzie(fl) with Q0 & (0,T) x (—00,00) x
{(0,00) x (=, m)U{ze = 0} x {(—7, —7/2) U (—=7/2,0)U (0, 7)}} C X and satisfies
the boundary condition

o(t,21,0,0) = P(t,21,0,7) if —w <0< —g,
o(t,21,0,0) = ¢(t, 21,0,0) if — g <6<0,
¢(t,.’1]17$2, _7T) = ¢(t,$1,.’1}2,7’().

Remark 1.5. We remark a posteriori that we recover the strong formulation from
the weak formulation once we show that any weak solution is sufficiently regular.
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1.8. Main theorems. We are now ready to state the main theorems of the paper.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that fi, = fin(z,0) € M4 (X) is a non-negative Radon
measure. Then there ezists a unique measure solution f to , @, , and @ m
the sense of Definition |1.4]

In addition, the solution satisfies the following properties:

Theorem 1.7. The unique weak solution f of Theorem[1.6 satisfies the following
properties:

(1) (Hypoellipticity) Define the domain Q = (0,T) x (—00,00) x {(0,00) x
(—=m,m) U {ze = 0} x {(—m,—7/2) U (=7/2,0) U (0,7)}}. For any point
(to, x0,00) € Q, there exists 7 > 0 such that the weak solution f in the
sense of Deﬁm’tion is C™ on B,(tg,xo,00) N Q.

(2) (Local Hélder continuity in the domain including the singular boundary)
The weak solution f further satisfies the Holder regularity in xo and 6
variables f(t,x1,-,-) € Cﬁfloc([o, oo);ng’?o‘i([—w, —7/2) U (—7/2,7])), for
t >0, z1 € R for any a € (0,1/6) in the domain including the singular
boundary x2 = 0 and 6 € {—=,0}.

(3) (Accumulation of mass on the boundary) For any 0 < t1 < ty < 00, we
have

/dxl/ sz/ df fr(t1,r1,22,0)
R {z2>0} —m

Z/dl‘]_/ d.’L'Q/ df fr(t27.'151,$2,9)-
R {Z'2>0} -

(4) (Conservation of total mass) The total mass on the domain including the
boundary is conserved; for anyt > 0,

4 do dxg/dxl ft,x,6)=0.
dt Ji_xm  Jio.00) R

(5) (Long-chain asymptotics) For all fin = fin(z,0) € M4(X), we have the

convergence
/// dxdf f.(t,z,0) — 0,
R3 x[—m,7]

We remark that the solution is very weak. We suppose that the initial distribu-
tion f;;, is a nonnegative Radon measure and the solution to the problem is also a
Radon measure, so we do not expect to obtain an L°° estimate for the measures
for instance. Thus, we deal with suitable adjoint problems that have the maximum
principle and are closely related to the generators of stochastic processes. Then
the existence and the uniqueness of the solution to the original problem can be
obtained by duality.

as t — oo.

1.9. Adjoint problems. In this section, we introduce corresponding dual adjoint
problems to —. We remark that the adjoint problems have the maximum
principle and are closely related to the generators of stochastic processes.
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Motivated by the weak formulation in Definition [I.4] we define a backward-in-¢
dual adjoint problem for the system — as

—0;¢ — (cosO,sinf) - Vo = 056, on [0,T] x X,
6t¢(t,$1,0,0) = _6$1¢(t,$1,0,0), (19)
at¢(t7 T, 07 7’”) = 811 ¢(t7 T, 07 771_)7
with the initial condition
¢(T,£L’, 0) = ¢T(xa 0) € C(X)v (20>
and the boundary condition
o(t,21,0,0) = ¢(t,21,0,7) if —7 <0< —g, and
Ot 21,0,0) = ¢(t,21,0,0) if - <6 <0, 1)

B(t, 21,02, —m) = (t, 21,72, T).

In order to change the system to a forward-in-t system, we make a change of
variables t — t' = T — ¢ and obtain

Orp — (cos0,sind) - Vo = 03¢, on [0,T] x X,
O (t, 21,0,0) = Oy, (¢, 21,0,0), (22)
Ot 21,0, =) = =0y, ¢(t, 1,0, —7),
with the initial condition
$(0,2,0) = din(x,0) € C(X), (23)
and the boundary condition for t > 0

o(t,21,0,0) = ¢(t,21,0,m) if —7 <O < —g, and
o(t,21,0,0) = ¢(t, 21,0,0) if — g <6 <o.
Also, we require the periodic boundary condition with respect to 6 as
o(t, w1, w2, =) = P(t, 21, T2, 7). (25)
Thus we observe that the initial ¢, = @in(z1,22,0) € C(X) is assumed to satisfy

d)in(wlaO?e) = ¢in($17077'r) if —n S 0 < _g7

qu(acl,(),é) = ¢in(-7317070) if — g <6<0 (26)
Gin(21, T2, —T) = Qin(v1, T2, 7).

Also, we introduce the dual adjoint problem for the system — for the
total mass density in x; variable. The (forward-in-time) dual adjoint problem of
the system that a test function ¢ = ¢(t, z2, 0) satisfies is

Orp — sin 00,0 = ap, on [0,T] x (0,00) x [, 7],
at(p(tv 07 0) = 8t90(t7 07 77() = 07
with the initial condition

90(0,1'2’ 0) = @in(x% 0) € C([Ov OO) X [*ﬂ—vﬂ))’ (28)

(27)
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and the boundary condition for t > 0

©(t,0,0) = p(t,0,—m) if —7 <0< —g, and

™ (29)
»(t,0,0) = p(t,0,0) if — 5 <6<o0.
Also, we require the periodic boundary condition with respect to 6 as
p(t, x, =) = @(t, x2, ). (30)
So we assume @;, = ¢ (z2,0) € C([0,00) x [—m, 7)) satisfies
@in(0,0) = pin(0, ) if —7w<b <,
in(0,0) = i (0,0) if — g <6<0 (31)

<,0m($2, —7T) = sﬁin($277T)~

on the initial condition ¢;, € C([0,00) X [—7,7)).

1.10. Main novelties and strategies. In this subsection, we discuss several dif-
ficulties that the analysis of the polymer model with the boundary involves. The
main difficulties and our corresponding novel approaches include the followings.

1.10.1. Semi-flexible polymers and the non-local trapping boundary conditions. In
this paper, we cast a kinetic model for semi-flexible polymers and novel non-local
boundary conditions for the kinetic PDE that models semi-flexible polymers. The
novel non-local boundary condition, which we call as the trapping boundary con-
dition throughout this paper, has been derived under very careful analysis of the
dynamics of semi-flexible polymers that minimizes polymer’s bending energy at
the boundary. Different from the standard Fokker-Planck-Kolmogorov type oper-
ator (0; —v -V, —A,) in the whole space v € R?, we obtain the Fokker-Planck-
Kolmogorov-like operator (0; —n -V, — A,) on the sphere n € S¢~1. In particular,
this requires some modifications for the approaches for the singular boundaries
that were developed in [23H27|. In this paper, we provide the first application of
the kinetic equation to study semi-flexible polymers in a rigorous mathematical
manner.

1.10.2. Effects of the singular boundary. One of the main difficulties in our analysis
arises from the presence of the singular boundary; it has been well-known that the
kinetic equation with the boundaries have singular boundaries which are called the
grazing boundaries [5l{1618}23127.[30H32]. In our problem, the singular boundaries
occur on the boundary o = 0 at # = 0 and § = —xw. Compared to the previous
results on the mathematical analysis of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation with
boundaries, the velocity in this paper is not a homogeneous function, and therefore
the singularities have to be studied locally. The boundaries have a non-symmetric
behavior given that the characteristics enter into the domain in parts of the bound-
ary, and they leave the domain in other parts of the boundary. Near the singular
domain, we construct sub- and super-solutions via the self-similar profiles and de-
rive the maximum principle to prove the Holder regularity of solutions near the
singular boundary.
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1.10.3. A pathological set. An additional difficulty arises from the analysis near the
pathological set {zo = 0} x {9 = fg} and this is one of the special properties that
the kinetic polymer model has. This set refers to the polymers that approach the
boundary xo = 0 in the perpendicular direction at right angles. Recall that the
trapping boundary condition @ that we obtain in the derivation of the model in
Appendix [A] creates the boundary conditions for the adjoint problem. Then,
we remark that a solution to the adjoint problem — that are smooth in
x9 > 0 does not have a limit as (z2,0) — (0, —7/2) by following the perpendicu-
lar trajectory if the two values at the boundary ¢(t,21,0,0) and ¢(¢,z1,0,7) are
different. This makes it difficult to define a compact topological phase-space S.
Thus, it does not guarantee that the set of continuous functions C(S) is a Ba-
nach space under the uniform topology, which is crucial for the application of the
classical Hille-Yosida theorem. As a remedy, we regularize the boundary condition
on o = 0 and 6 € [—7,0] such that the boundary condition no longer has
a jump discontinuity around the pathological set (zq,6) = (0,—7/2). Then, this
allows us to define a compact phase-space S and we can show that the domain
D(L) of the operator L is dense in C(S). This will be used for the proof that the
operator L is indeed a Markov generator. It turns out that it is effective to define
the regular boundary conditions as the solutions to the differential equations
and , whose solutions are smooth, converge to the original Heaviside-type dis-
continuous boundaries, and have the decaying properties that naturally come from
the construction of the boundary equations.

1.10.4. Proof of the hypoellipticity. Away from the singular boundary and the patho-
logical set that we introduce above, we provide a proof of the hypoellipticity using
the techniques developed by Hormander [20]. Indeed, the standard kinetic Fokker-
Planck operator (0 —v -V, — A,) for v € R¢ has been well-known to make the
solution smoothing in all variables as shown in [23H27] away from the singular
boundary, but the hypoellipticity for the operator (9; —n -V, — A,) on the sphere
n € S9! has not been studied well. In this paper, we provide a much simpler
proof of the hypoellipticity away from the singular boundary using the techniques
developed by Hormander [20] and the use of the extension of the domain beyond
the boundary, which can also be applied to the operator (0; — v -V, — A,) for
v € R, not just for the operator (9; — n -V, — A,) on the sphere n € S¥~!. This
will be provided in Section [7]

1.10.5. Use of the generators of stochastic processes. We are considering the gen-
erators of stochastic processes in which the particle reach a point or a set and has
an instantaneous jump to another point. Thus, we have to determine how the dy-
namics would be afterwards. There are several mathematical subtleties as well as
some examples of difficulties that arise in some cases.

In principle the main evolution of a particle and the boundary effect that we
need to consider come from the following stochastic differential equation:

dXo =sinOdt , dO =dW

where Xo > 0 and © € [—m,7]. Here we neglect the X; variable for the moment
as it is in the whole line without boundaries. Then the trajectories reach the set
X5 = 0 with probability one in a finite time and this happens along the interval
—7m < © < 0. We will assume that after the trajectory reaches the point Xs (tp) =
0, O(tp) € (—n/2,0), it jumps instantaneously to © = 0. Similarly, we assume



14 JIN WOO JANG AND JUAN J. L. VELAZQUEZ

that after the trajectory reaches the point X3 (tg) = 0, © (tg) € (—m, —7/2), it
jumps instantaneously to © = —7.

Then one problem that arises is the following. The usual theory of Markov
processes as considered in Liggett [35] and other classical literature assumes that
the trajectories of the process are Cadleg (continuous to the right and with a well
defined limit by the left), and this is not the case for the processes that we are
considering with the instantaneous jumps. Indeed, suppose that we write & =
(X2 (t),0©(t)) and suppose that X, (t5) = 0. Then we have to alternatives: (1)
To impose O (tg) = O < 0. In this case, we have continuity by the left, but then
the solution would not be continuous by the right, because © (tar ) =0or —7. (2)
Therefore, the only possible alternative in order to have a Cadleg process is to
define © (t9) = 0 or —7 depending on the value of O(t; ). Then © (t5) = Oy < 0
(the limit exists), but © (tJ) = © (to) = 0 or —m. Then the difficulty is that this
process is not defined if we consider as an initial value the point (X2, ©) = (0, ©0)
with ©¢ < 0. Therefore we cannot define the semigroup or the generator at this
point. Indeed, we recall that given a function u continuous in the space in which
we consider the problem we have

S (t) u(x2,0) ZE(“( iﬂﬂ))

where £7 is the stochastic process starting at « at the time ¢ = 0. This is not defined
for the points (X2,0) = (0,0) with ©¢ < 0.

Seemingly this poses difficulties when it comes to applying the standard theory
of Markov processes. From the technical point of view, one of the possible ways of
dealing with this problem is to define a different stochastic process in which all the
points (X2,0) = (0,0) with ©¢ € (—7/2,0] are just identified as a single point
(0,0) and all the points (X2,0) = (0,0) with ©¢ € [—7, —7/2) are just identified
as a single point (0, —7) . In particular, continuous functions ¢ in that topological
space take the same values in those subintervals as well as the solution. That new
stochastic process does not allow to determine at which point the trajectories arrive
to XQ =0.

As discussed above, the natural topological set S and the range C(S) for the
Markov generator £ (cf. Definition and Section which is naturally as-
sociated to the stochastic process for the polymer dynamics can be obtained via
the identification of the subintervals ©g € (—n/2,0] and Oy € [—7, —7/2) as single
pointes (0,0) and (0, —), respectively. However, we observe that the set S via these
specific identifications is noncompact because of the point (X2, 0) = (0, —7/2); the
continuous functions on the set S has a jump discontinuity at (0, —m/2). There-
fore, as in Section[2.2]and Section [£.1] we consider the regularization of the trapping
boundary condition and define the set S and X without the identifications intro-
duced above. The new regularized boundary conditions are given by differential
equations on the boundary, and it will be shown that the solutions (i.e., the bound-
ary conditions) will converge to the original boundary condition with the jump
discontinuities by passing it to the limit after we show the existence of Markov
semigroups via the classical Hille-Yosida theorem.

1.10.6. Long-chain asymptotics and the control at infinity. Though the equation
that we consider is a linear PDE, the analysis in the paper still involves other
technical difficulties besides the regularizations of the jump-discontinuous boundary
condition and the Laplace-Beltrami operator introduced above. The difficulties
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involve the constructions of sub- and super-solutions via self-similar profiles in the
form of special functions in Section [8 and Section In particular, it is crucial
to study the stationary equation and the steady-states in order to obtain the long-
chain (¢ — o) asymptotics and to conclude that the mass are being accumulated
at xo = 0 and the size of polymers increases linearly in length in the coordinate
x1 € R. One needs to have the well-posedness of the stationary equation and the
regularity of the steady-states. Then, one extends the analysis and have a control
of t-dependent solutions at infinity as ¢ — oo and xzo — oo. This also involves the
construction sub- and super-solutions under several types of boundary conditions.
Then the maximum principle guarantees the boundedness of the solution.

1.11. Outline of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we
first study the dual adjoint problem for the total mass density p; in x; variable,
which still shares a similar boundary-value structure on xzo = 0 with that of the
original dual problem for f. In Section [3] we prove that the dual adjoint problem
for the mass density is well-posed by means of an associated elliptic problem, the
Hille-Yosida theorem, and the construction of sub- and super-solutions for the com-
parison principle. In Section [f] and [5] we introduce the dual adjoint problem for
the particle distribution f(¢,x1,x2,6) and obtain the global wellposedness of the
dual problem. Finally, in Section [6] we prove that a unique weak solution f exists
by the duality argument. In Section [7], we then show that the weak solution that
we obtained in the previous sections is indeed locally smooth in the whole domain
except for the singular boundary set zo = 0 and 8§ = 0 or — 7. In Section |8 we
prove that the solution is indeed locally Holder continuous even at the singular
boundary. In Section [9] we introduce that the total mass is conserved. In Section
we study the long-chain asymptotics of the polymer distribution by studying
the stationary equation and prove that all the monomer will eventually be trapped
at either (x2,6) = (0,0) or (0,—n). Lastly, we introduce in Appendix [A] a formal
derivation of the boundary-value problem for the polymer model under the trapping
boundary condition in a half-plane.

2. THE ADJOINT PROBLEM FOR THE MASS DENSITY p;

In this section, we study a problem in a reduced dimension, which, however, still
encodes the same major boundary effect at xo = 0. The reduced problem that we
construct actually encodes the dynamics of the first-moment-in-z; variable, which
physically means the total mass density distribution at each point (z2, ) with the
total length parameter equal to t. We denote this distribution as p; and define it
as

p1(t,z2,0) d:ef/fr(tvxhx%e)dxl-
R

The corresponding system of our interest throught Section 2] and Section [3]is the
adjoint problem — .

2.1. Asymptotics for large values of z5. The analysis of both the 1-dimensional
reduced and the 2-dimensional original adjoint problems and their asymptotics
crucially depend on the study of the stationary equation of the reduced problem
below and on the full understanding of the solutions for large values of x5. More
precisely, we will study the stationary equation for ¢ = @(x2, )

—§in009,,p = d3¢, on [0,T] x (0,00) x (—,7), (32)
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with the boundary conditions

2(0,0) = (0, —m) if —7 <0< —=,
? (33)

$(0,0) = 3(0,0) if —g<eso7

and
o(za, —m) = @(x2, ) and Jp@p(xa, —7) = Jpp(22, ™). (34)

Our main interest is to prove that the mass does not escape to the infinity o = oo
and will eventually be concentrated on x5 = 0. For this, we will first prove that
the solution to the adjoint problem which has the boundary value =1 at z5 = 0
and 0 € [—7,—7/2) U (—n/2,0] will eventually converge to = 1 for any x5 > 0 and
6 € [—m, m]. The proof involves the study on the stationary equation (32)-(34) and
we obtain the bounds for ¢ via the contruction of supersolutions and the maximum
principle. This will be discussed in detail in Section [10.1

2.2. The regularization of the boundary condition. In this section, we first
introduce the regularization of the trapping boundary condition (29) for the anal-
ysis of the adjoint problem —. As mentioned in Section we want to
construct a topological set S that is compact so that the space of continuous func-
tions C(S) on S is a Banach space in the uniform topology. This will allow us to
apply the classical Hille-Yosida theorem for the existence of the solutions to the
adjoint problem.
Recall the trapping boundary conditions and (27)):

@meQZOﬁ—wge<—g

Brp(t,0,0) = 0 if — g <9<,
©(t,0,0) = p(t,0,—m) if —7 <0< —g, and
©(t,0,0) = o(t,0,0) if — g <0<0.

Since a solution ¢ which satisfies the conditions above can have a discontinuity at
(z2,0) = (0,—7/2), we regularize the boundary conditions as follows. For each
fixed small k > 0, we define the regularized boundary condition for § € [—x,0] as
the solution ¢, (t,0,0) of

1
at@fﬂ(tv Ov 9) = E (X*ﬂ(e)(Pfi(t’ Ov 0) + (1 - Xﬁ(a))(pﬂ(ta 07 —7T) - </7f€(t’ Oa 9)) . (36)
Here a smooth function y, is defined as
1, if —%+H<9§O,
Xx(0) = 0,if —mr<0<—-% -k, (37)
smooth and monotone, if — 3 —x <0< -5 + k.

Then note that if 6 = 0 or § = —7, we have dyp,(t,0,6) = 0. Therefore, ¢4 (t,0,0)
is constant for ¢ > 0 if § = 0 or —w. Solving the ODE , we have that for
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NS [_777 O]a

(Pﬁ(ta 0, 9) = (Xﬁ(e)wn(ov 0, 0) + (1 - Xn(e))¢m<07 0, _ﬂ-))

e (9x(0,0,0) — (xx(0)2s(0,0,0) + (1 — x4 (8))p,(0,0,—7))) . (38)

Then observe that we can formally recover the boundary condition ask — 0
for t > 0. In a regularized problem, we let ¢, (0, x2,0) = @;n(z2,0) which is given.

In Section 2| and |3] we will consider the adjoint problem 7 , and
with the regularized boundary condition . We will denote the solution as .

After we show the existence of such a solution ¢,, via the Hille-Yosida theorem, we
take the limit K — 0 and recover the solution ¢ to the original adjoint problem

27-E9).

2.3. A topological set S. In order to consider the Hille-Yosida theorem for the
existence of a generator of the semigroup, we would like to define a compact domain
S and the Banach space C(S). We first define a topologically compact set S in the
uniform topology:

Definition 2.1. We define a set Sy as {xa > 0} x [—m, 7] with the additional
identification that we identify (xa,7) and (x2,—m) for any xo > 0. Then we define
the extended space S = Sy U {00} and endow it a natural topology inherited from
[0,00) X [—m, 7] complemented by the following set of neighborhoods of the point co:

Oy = {(22,0) € [0,00) X [—=m, 7] : wa > M}, M > 0.

Note that S is topologically a compact set. A C° function ¢, on this set can
be identified with the bounded C° function ¢, on Sy that satisfies the periodic
boundary condition

@r(x2, =) = @r(x2, ) for 3 >0, (39)

and the limit of
lim  sup |px(z2,0)]

20 el g, 7]
exists. We denote this set of functions as C(S). We endow the set C(S) a norm
def
lesll = sup |@u(z2,0)], (40)
(.CCQ,G)ES

so that the set C(S) is now a Banach space. Also, we define the sets C"™(S) and
C%(S) for a non-negative integer m and o = (a1, az) € N2 as

C™(8) E L o €C(S) t gellem = Y sup (02 ppu(w2,0)] <00 p, (41)

|a\<m (wg,G)ES

and
Co(9) X L, € C(S) : [|pullce d:mcz(Sg§’65|8:€2,9<ﬁn(w279)|<00 o (42)
5S0¢ T2,

where we used the partial order notation for the multi-indices 8 < « which means
that Vi = 1,2, 0 < B; < a;. We also define a set U as

UL {(22,0) € Sy : (w2,60) # (0,0)}.
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Remark 2.2. Seemingly it is not possible to construct a compact set S that defines a
good domain that contains the information about the adjoint boundary conditions
due to the fact that the functions can be discontinuous at (z2,6) = (0, —7/2).
Then the information about the adjoint boundary conditions is now in the
generator of the semigroup.

2.4. Definition of the operators £ and the domain D(L). Given the adjoint
problem |) with the regularized boundary condition 7 we will rewrite the
equation (27); in the following equivalent form:

8:‘,@% = L@Na te [OaT]a QDH(t7 ) S D(£)7 lft Z 07 @K(O7x276) = UH(J?Q,G),

for an operator £ and its domain D(L). In Section [3] we will prove that we can
define Markov semigroups S(t) whose corresponding generator is the operator £
via the Hille-Yosida theorem. We will first introduce the definitions of the operator
L and its domain D(L).

We first define the operator L as

£ Y sin69,, + 3. (43)

Depending on various types of the possible boundary dynamics, we can define the
operator L for the different boundary conditions. In this paper, we discuss the case
where the polymer that approaches to the boundary x2 = 0 becomes trapped on
the boundary x5 = 0 as we observe in the derivation in the half-plane (Appendix
IA). We call the boundary that gives this dynamics the trapping boundary: the
condition @D for f. Note that the boundary conditions for the adjoint problem
that we consider in this section is and its regularized version (36]).

The domain D(L) of the operator £ with the regularized adjoint boundary con-
dition is defined as

D(L) = {Umﬁuﬁ e Cl(S): for 6 € [—x,0],

1

(£000.6) =~ (000,00 + (1 = xuO))n(0.-7) =, 0.0) ) | (4
In order to prove that there is a one-to-one correspondence between Markov gen-
erators on C(S) and Markov semigroups on C(S) via the Hille-Yosida theorem, we
are interested in proving that the operator £ defined as above with the trapping
boundary condition satisfies

R(I—-MAL)=C(9),

for A > 0. Here, R(I — A\L) means the range of the operator I — A\L. Therefore, we
have to consider elliptic problems with the form

Mu, =u,—g (45)
where g € C(S) and £ = sin9,, + 0.
2.5. General discussions on the operator £ and a stochastic process. In
this section, we discuss the relationship between the operator £ and a stochastic
process in general. For the general discussion below, we consider the situation of

the limiting system x — 0 without posing the regularization of the boundary in
this subsection.
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We basically consider the adjoint problem (27)-(30) in the set x5 > 0 and § €
[—7, m]. Locally near 6 =~ 0~ let us consider zo > 0, 6 € R at the moment. We
need to impose that u is constant in the whole half-line zo = 0, § < 0. This is
due to the fact that the points on the line should be identified as introduced in
Section in order to have a well defined Cadleg stochastic process. Then
the following issues arise. The first one is that the maximum principle property
which is a characteristic of the Markov pregenerators fails. Indeed, the same type of
arguments can be made for other kinds of elliptic/parabolic operators £ including
the following ones:

0 0?

L= % + 502 © >0, y€R ory € [—m, ] with periodic boundary conditions,
£ Y
0? 0?

L= 922 + 902 x>0, y€R oryé€ [—mn| with periodic boundary conditions.
4 Y

The simplest example yielding the same type of difficulty is the following

L= f% in x > 0.
In this case the trajectories move at constant speed in the direction of decreasing
x. They reach the boundary of the domain x5 = 0 in finite time. We remark that
in order to solve we need to impose a suitable boundary condition at zo = 0,
and we want to see if it is possible to impose a condition u = u [g] at the boundary.
In the other cases that have greater dimensionality we impose that u is constant
along the line z5 = 0. The constant would depend also on g.

The simplest case corresponds to taking the constant at the boundary Lu = 0.
This corresponds to the adjoint trapping boundary condition before the regular-
ization of the boundary condition. The question is to determine if this is the only
possible boundary condition that can be imposed. In order to see how we impose
the boundary condition Lu = 0 we argue as follows. We use the formula of the
semigroup (32)) to see that in the case of trapping boundary conditions we have
S (t) u (x9 = 0) = 0. Then, since the generator is the derivative of the semigroup we
obtain Lu (zo = 0) = 0. This gives the boundary condition for trapping boundary
conditions. In the evolution equation this would be equivalent to diu (z2 = 0) = 0.
Notice that this boundary condition implies in particular that £ (1) = 0 as could
be expected for a Markov pregenerator. Then, the boundary value problem as-
sociated to the trapping boundary condition is with the boundary condition
u(zre =0)=g(x2 =0).

We can also consider other types of boundary conditions, that would not be
related, however, to trapping boundary conditions. For instance, if we impose
that the particle arriving to x5 = 0 has a probability of jumping to an arbitrary
orientation n, we would obtain a boundary condition with the form:

cum=o>=/0°Ou<y>[u<y>—u<x2=o>1dy.

Notice that this gives a different type of boundary condition than before. We have,
as expected for a Markovian pregenerator, the condition £ (1) = 0. Notice that this
shows that the constant value at the boundary is not uniquely determined. Using
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the previous boundary condition we obtain the boundary condition:

A/0°°u<y> () — (22 = 0)] dy = u (22 = 0) — g (= 0).

The rationale behind this is that it is possible to have different stochastic processes.
Notice that the property of Markov pregenerator holds. Indeed, in the operators
above, we observe that, at the minimum of u, we always have Lu (x) > 0, and this
gives the minimum property.

The same interpretation can also be made using the other operators, including
the one that appears in the case of polymers. Notice that we can define a domain for
the operator imposing that the whole function Lu is continuous in the space under
consideration. Then we argue that the only Markov process with paths having the
property that the path (X5, 0) is continuous and that the equations hold if
9 > 0 is the one having the trapping boundary conditions.

Remark 2.3. Notice that other processes in which there is a large-angle separating
the particle from the plane x5 = 0 would result in the equations that are the adjoint
of the one above. We should remark that we can have continuous X (t) except for
the angle © (t) switching from 0 to 7 and vice versa by keeping X (t) = 0. There
are other Markov processes that are not continuous in Xy different from the one
with trapping boundary conditions and they contain jumps in Xa.

2.6. The Hille-Yosida theory. In this subsection, we introduce the Hille-Yosida
theory of the semigroups of linear partial differential operators on a general Banach
space. We follow the approach of the Hille-Yosida theory that can be found in
the book of Liggett [35]. For the Banach space C(S), we first define a Markov
pregenerator on it as follows:

Definition 2.4. A linear operator Q on C(S) with the domain D(Q) is said to be
a Markov pregenerator if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) 1eD(Q) and Q1 =0.

(2) D(Q) is dense in C(S5).

(3) If ux, € D(Q), A >0, and uy — NQu, = g, then

rgpeigun(é) ngneigg(é)-

Then we observe that the following proposition holds:
Proposition 2.5. The operator L is a Markov pregenerator.

Proof. We first observe that by the definition of the domain D(L£) from ([44), we
have 1 € D(L£) and L1 = 0.

Also, we claim that D(L) is dense in C(S). Choose any £ € C*°(S). Since C*°(S)
is dense in C(5), it suffices to show that there exists a distribution & € D(L) such
that

1€ — &l <&,

for any & > 0 where the uniform norm | - || is defined as ([40). For each ¢ and & > 0,
we will construct &, from C°°(S) such that it also satisfies

(Efs)(ov 0) = i(Xn(a)gs(Oa 0) + (1 - Xn(g))gs(oa *ﬂ-) - 65(07 9))7 for 6 € (*7(70)'
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This is equivalent to

"{(Sin 98302 + 83)55(0, 6) = Xm(e)fa(ov O) + (1 - Xm(e))gea)v _7‘-) - 58(07 9)7

for § € (—m,0). For this, we first define a non-negative smooth cutoff function
A(z2,0) € [0,1] such that for an arbitrarily chosen small constant § > 0,

0, if 29 > 2§ or (x2,0) € [0,20] x {[—7, —7 + 0) U (=4, 7|},
Mw2,0) < S 1, if (22,0) € 0,0] x [ + 25, —26],
smooth, otherwise.

Note that A is supported only on (z3,60) € [0,2d] x [-7 4+ §, —¢]. Then define a

smooth function &, as
def

55 = )\Ea + (1 - /\)gv
where &, is a smooth solution of the following parabolic problem: for z2 > 0 and
0 € [—m + 25, —24], & solves

K (.00, + 05)€-(22,0) = Xx(0)€(0,0) + (1 — Xx(0))(0, —7) — & (22,0),  (46)
with the boundary condition
€.(0,0) = £(0,0) for § € [—m + 6, 6],
& (29, — +26) = £(0, —7 + 20) for x5 > 0
& (29, —20) = £(0, —20) for x5 > 0.
In addition, we assume that &, is constant on the domain near # = 0 and = —:
E(z2,0) = £(0, —7 + 20) for 9 >0 and 0 € [—7, —7 + 26]
E(z9,0) = £(0,—20) for x5 > 0 and 6 € [—24,0],
Note that sinf < 0 for § € (—m,0) and the equation for £ is a parabolic
equation with smooth coefficients. Thus the wellposedness and the regularity of
a solution can be given by the classical parabolic theory with smooth coefficients.

Then for a sufficiently small 6 > 0, we have [[A(§ — £.)|| < e by continuity. Also,
& = A + (1 — A€ satisfies the boundary condition
1
(£6(0.6) =~ (X0 O)6(0.0) + (1 = xul6)6:(0.~7) = £:(0.0) ) for 0 € (~7,0),

since § can be chosen arbitrarily small. This completes the proof.

Regarding the last condition for being a pregenerator, it suffices to prove that if
uy, € D(L) and u,(n) = minees ug(¢), then Lux(n) > 0, by Proposition 2.2 of [35].
If u, € D(L), then u,, Lu, € C(S) and

(Lu,)(0,0) = ! (XK(H)u,Q(O,O) + (1 = xx(0)ug(0, —7) — u, (0, 9)), for 0 € [—m,0].

K
Also, suppose that w,(n) = min¢eg u.(¢). Then observe that
L (1) = sin 00,,u.(n) + Ofux(n).

If the minimum 7 is at 3 = 0 and some 6y € [—m, 0], then we have

EUH((),eo) = 1 <XH(00)UH(0, O) + (1 — X,Q(Qo))u,{(o, 771') — UK(O, 90)) .

K
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Thus, Lu(0,600) > 0, as

0,
1
Lug(0,00) > — [ xx(00) minu, + (1 — x4 (0 inu, — ug(0,00) | =0.
0e(0,80) > (B i+ (1 60)) mig e = 0.0 )
On the other hand, if the minimum 7 is on x5 = 0 with 6 € (0, 7), then note that
sinf > 0, dy,u, > 0, and 85 > 0. Thus, Lu,(n) > 0. In addition, if 7 is in the
interior of S, then note that d,,u,(n) = 0 and dFu,(n) > 0, and hence Lu,(n) >
0. Finally, if the minimum 7 occurs at x5 = oo, suppose on the contrary that
Lu,(00) < 0. Then there exists a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that Lu,(c0)+¢ < 0.
Thus, by the continuity of Lu,, there exists a sufficiently large constant R > 0
such that if zo > R, then Luy(x2,0) < 0, for § € [—m, 7). Also, since u,(c0) =

minceg uk(¢), there exists a sufficiently large 25 > 2R and a small constant § > 0

such that the local minimum of w,(zs, ) on the neighborhood Ny [x5 — 6,25 +

0] X [=m/2 = 6,—7/2 + 0] occurs at the point (y,) on the upper boundary of Nj
with y = 25 + § and ¢ € [-7/2 — 6, —7/2 + §]. Then note that
0> Luy(y, ) = sin 0y, us(y, ) + Ogus(y,v) > sin 8y, us(y, 1) > 0,

which leads to the contradiction. This completes the proof. (I

Indeed, a Markov pregenerator is a Markov generator if
R(I—-ML)=C(9),
for A > 0 small. We define this more precisely as follows:

Definition 2.6. A Markov generator is a closed Markov pregenerator L which
satisfies

R(I—MAL)=C(9),
for all sufficiently small X > 0.

Equivalently, a closed Markov pregenerator £ is a Markov generator if for any
small A > 0 and for any g € C(S), there exists a solution u,, € D(L) to the following
elliptic equation:

AMuy, = uy, — g. (47)
Our main goal in Section [2| and Section [3|is to prove the following proposition:

Proposition 2.7. For any g € C(S) there exists u,, € D(L) which solves ([AT).

This will be proved in Section Then, by Proposition 2.8 (a) of [35], this
provides the sufficient condition to the following theorem to be hold:

Theorem 2.8. The operator L is a Markov generator.

Here we also state the classical Hille-Yosida theorem in the text of [35, Theorem
2.9]:

Theorem 2.9 (Hille-Yosida). There is a one-to-one correspondence between Markov
generators on C(S) and Markov semigroups on C(S). The correspondence is given
by the following:

D(L) = {u € C(S) : lim SMu=u 61’2’5155},
t—0+ t

and 5
S®u=u - pr).
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If u € D(L), then S(t)u € D(L) and
2 (S(t)yu = LS ().
dt B

We first note that a consequence of the Hille-Yosida theorem is that for g € C(5)
and A > 0, the solution to (I — AL)u = g is given by

uz/ e 'S(\t)gdt,
0

where L is called the generator of S(t), and S(t) is the semigroup generated by L.
Therefore, in order to prove that L is a Markov generator we need to prove that it
is possible to solve the elliptic problem where g € C(S) for any small A > 0
and £ = sin 00,, + 97.

2.7. A regularized equation. Throughout the paper, we will consider the regu-
larized version of the equation. More precisely, we discretize the Laplace-Beltrami
operator 97 using

o 2 [T
Qlud & 5 /_ v (0 (23,0 + €v) — w25, 0)) C(v), (48)
for some small € > 0 and a cutoff function ¢(v) € C°(—m, ) such that
C(v)dv =1, / v((v)dv =0, / vi¢(v)dv = 1. (49)

Then we note that Q¢ is a jump process, and Q° — 97 as € — 0 at least formally.
In the next section, we will then discuss the solvability of the elliptic equation
([@7). In order for this, we regularize the operator 93 as Q¢ of and consider the
regularized equation
ALCuS, = ug, — g, (50)
with the regularized operator
def

£° ' sin 00,, + Q°. (51)

3. THE SOLVABILITY OF THE ADJOINT PROBLEM FOR THE MASS DENSITY P1

3.1. A t-dependent problem associated to the elliptic problem. In this
section, we introduce an associated t-dependent problem to the elliptic problem
(50). We first observe that obtaining a solution ¥¢ = ¢ (t, 2o, 0) for the following
t-dependent problem can guarantee a solution ug, to the regularized equation
for some A > 0:

Oppe = LYE for t > 0 and (22,0) € S,
@;(Oax% ) wm zn(x% )_g(an )a
Y (t, w9, —m) = YL (t, w2, ), for t >0, x5 >0, and
_ 1 _ _ _
81:1%2(757 07 9) = E (Xﬁi(e)wz(tv Oa 0) + (1 - Xﬁ(e))w;(ta 05 —71') - w;(t Oa 9))7
for t > 0 and 6 € [—m,0].

(52)
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This is because we can recover a solution uf to the elliptic problem from a
solution ¢, to the associated ¢-dependent problem as

us (x2,0) :/ et (M, 29, 0) dt.
0

Then, by plugging § = 0 and § = —= to 3, we observe that
atd_)fe (tv Oa 0) = at’l/_)f@ (ta 07 77() =0.

Without loss of generality, we will further assume that ¢ is arbitrarily chosen from

2N/ IRENENY

0, -m) (0.~ ’Z—r) 0,0) 0,7)

FIGURE 1. Characteristic flows

a dense subset C*°(S) of C(S5).

3.2. Construction of a mild solution. In this section, we construct a mild so-
lution to the t-dependent problem considering solutions to the homogeneous
equation and the Duhamel principle afterwards.

3.2.1. Homogeneous problem. We first consider a solution W = W (t, xz,0) to the
following free transport equation:

W =sin 69, W, for t > 0, (z2,0) € S,
W(0,x2,0) = g(x2,0), for x5 >0, 0 € [—7, 7],
W(t,xe, —7) = W(t, zo, ), for t >0, o >0, and ,

(53)
1
W (t,0,0) = p (XK(H)W(O, 0,0) + (1 — xx(0))W(0,0,—7) — W(t,0,0)),
fort >0, 6 € [-m,0].
Then the solution W is given by
W (t, 29, 0) = g(xa +tsind, ) %fm2+ts?n9>00r06[0,7r], (54)
W (t+ an?(,,O,H) if 29 +tsinfd <0 and 6 € (—m,0),

where W (s,0,0) for 8 € [—m,0] is given by

W(s,0,0) = (x,xe)g(o, 0) + (1 = xx ()00, —w>)

+e % (9(0,0) — (xx(0)g(0,0) + (1 — x,(0))g(0,—7))), (55)



KINETIC MODELS FOR SEMIFLEXIBLE POLYMERS 25

by solving the ODE (53)4 with (53)2.

3.2.2. Inhomogeneous problem. Then, by the Duhamel principle, the solution to

can be obtained.
(1) If xp +tsing > 0 or 6 € [0,7], we have

Ve (t, 22,0) = W(t,z2,0 / Q°le](s,U(t — 8)(x2,0))ds,
where the semigroup U (¢) is given by
U(t)(x2,0) & (x5 + tsind,6).

Therefore, we have

Ve (L, 22,0) = g(xg +tsind, 0) + / Q°[Ve](s,xa + (t — s)sin b, 0)ds.

(2) On the other hand, if x5 + tsinf < 0 and 6 € (—7,0), we have
t

BE (8 20,0) = W (t+ 20, 9) / Q<] (s, 2 + ( — 5) sin 0, 0)ds,

t+ s?nZG
where W (s,0,0) is given by (55)).

3.3. Solvability. Define an operator 7€ as

t
T W (t,22,6) + / Qe (s, 22 + (t — 5)sin 6, 0)ds,
max{O t4 = aln@
where
W (t, 22,0) = g(z2 +tsind,0), if'xz + tsin.ﬂ >0orfel0n], (56)
w (t+ im0, 9) , if o +tsinf <0 and 0 € (—m,0).

Define a set E(S) as
E() = {w €CIS) 5 16t )lpss < Clgles for t € 0.7},

for some fixed C' > 27, Then, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (Contraction mapping). If Y¢S € E(S), then we have T[y<] € E(S).
Moreover, T€ is a contraction in E(S), for T =T sufficiently small.

Proof. Here we show that 7€ maps E(S) to itself and is a contraction, if 77 =
Ti(e) > 0 is sufficiently small. Note that for any ¢ € E(S) and any multi-index
a < (1,2) in the partial order, we have

4
Q[0 Y] (t, x2,0)| < 62|¢(t)||0;12,126>/(_ )g( v)dy < —”g“Cz

recalling the expression of Q¢[¢)]. Now we recall the mild form of solutions obtained
in Section and consider taking the derivatives for o < (1,2).
If 2o +tsinf > 0 or 6 € [0, 7], we observe that

ar2d_)2(tv T2, 9) = szg(xg + tSinaa 9) + Qe[afﬂzqzz_};](& U(t - S)(x% 9))d53
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o5 (t, w2,0) = t cos 00,,9(x2 + tsinb,0) + dpg(z2 + tsind, o)
+ /075 Q[(t — 8) cos 00,0 + 0p1<](s, w2 + (t — 5)sin b, 0)ds,
and

g (t, w2,0) = —tsin00,,9(w2 + tsinb, 0) + t* cos® 007, g(x2 + tsinb, 0)
+ 2tcos€6( ’9 g(wy +tsinf,0) + 03 g(xy + tsin b, 0)

+ /0 Q° K — (t — s)sin6d,, + (t — s)* cos 0702
+2(t — s) cos 96(1 1> + 8(,)1&5} (s,z2+ (t — s)sin 6, H)ds.
On the other hand, if 25 + tsinf < 0 and 6 € (—m,0), we have
W (t+ 525.0.0)| < 2lgll .

for a < (1,2) by (55). Therefore, for any ¢ € [0,71] and « < (1,2), we have

T[](t) < (t+ 3>2|g|c + (t; + 3%2 +t)\QE [0y

3\? 4C /T3 3T2 c
<((1+= —(ZE+=L 4T <=
>~ <( 1 + 2) + 62 ( 3 + 2 + 1)) HQHCQ - 6 ||gHC'27

3 2
provided T; is chosen sufficiently small such that (7;)1 + 3? + T1> ;% < 1 and

3\> 4C (T® 3T c
<T1+> +62<+1+T1) 5

2 3 2
for given C' > 2. Then we have
sup [ T[](1)l| o2 < Cllgllee
te[0,71] ®2,0

All these above imply that T¢[¢)] € E(S) and hence 7¢ maps F(S) into E(S). In
addition, for any two 11, ¥ € E(S) and t € [0,T7], similar arguments yield that

IT0nl(e) = TWal @l = 171~ wal @l

T3  3T?
§<1+1+T1> sup Z 10%Q° 11— ¥ ||
3 2 t€[0,Ty] a<(1,2)
T3 372 4
<|—=—+—+T t 2).
(F+5+1)3 0 100 -0l

Since (7;1 3T1 + T1> < 1 with our choice of T} above, we conclude that T°¢ is

a contraction. O

Corollary 3.2. There exists a unique global mild solution V< in E(S) to .
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Proof. Therefore, by the Schauder-type fixed-point theorem, there exists a unique
mild solution in E(S) on the interval [0, T3] for such Ty = T (¢) that

T8 377 4
R N |
<3+2+1e2<

is satisfied. For the global existence, note that T3 = Tj(e¢) does not depend on
the initial data g. Then, by a continuation argument, we can extend the maximal
interval of the existence to an arbitrary 7" > 0 independent of e. (]

Therefore, we obtain the global wellposedness in E(S) for the regularized prob-
lem .

3.4. Uniform-in-e¢ estimates. In this subsection, we provide uniform-in-e esti-
mates for the solutions to as follows.

Lemma 3.3 (maximum principle). Define

Mh (9, — sinb0,, — Q) h, (57)
and let a 2w-periodic(-in-0) function h € C’;’zlfa solve Mh < 0. Then h attains its

mazimum only when {t = 0} or when {zs = 0} and 6 € [—7,0]. Hence, a solution
Yy, to satisfies

05l Lo (o,m1x9) < 2llgll Lo (s)-

Proof. We first assume that a 27-periodic-in-6 function ¢ satisfies My¢ < 0.

o If @; also attains its maximum either at an interior point (¢,22,6) €
{(0,T) x (0,00) x (=, m)} \ R.. Then we have 0;1¢ = 0,,15 = 0 while
Qe < 0 at the maximum. Thus M< (t, x9,0) > 0 and this contradicts
the assumption.

o If the maximum occurs on (T, xe, ) with (x2,6) € (0,00) X (—m,7), then
04p¢ > 0 and 9,,9< = 0 while Q¢ < 0 at the maximum.

Thus M (t, x2,0) > 0 and this contradicts the assumption.

e If the maximum occurs on (¢,0,0) with ¢t € (0,7) and 6 € [0,7), then
0pS = 0 and —sin69,,1¢ > 0 while Q¢ < 0 at the maximum. Thus
MuE (t,15,0) > 0 and this contradicts the assumption.

e If the maximum occurs on (¢, xe, ) with ¢ € (0,T) and z2 € (0,00), then
O4pe = 0,0 = 0 while Q¢ < 0 at the maximum. Thus M< (£, zo,6) >
0 and this contradicts the assumption.

e Finally, if the maximum occurs at x5 = oo, there exists a sufficiently small
e > 0 such that M€ (c0) + ¢ < 0. Then by the continuity of Mu¢,
there exists a sufficiently large constant R > 0 such that if zo > R, then
M (t,12,0) < 0, for any (¢,6) € [0,T] x [~,x]. Also, since 9 (00) =
max¢es 5 (¢), there exist a sufficiently large 23 > 2R and a small constant

§ > 0 such that the local maximum of ¢ (¢, 22,6) on the neighborhood
Ns € (T/2 = 6,T/2+ 6) x (z} — 8,25 + 0) x (—7/2 — 8, —7/2 + §) occurs
at the point (s,y,1) on the upper-in-zo boundary of N5 with y = z3 + 4,
s=(T/2—-6,T/2+6) and ¢ € (—7/2 — §, —7/2 + §). Then note that

0> M?,Z;(S,y, Y) = 6“/32 - Sinwaﬂézéz(sﬁ Yy, ) — 837;;(8)?471/})
> — Sinwaazzlz;(ya Tﬁ) > O’

which leads to the contradiction.
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Therefore, if some function ¢¢ satisfies M€ < 0, then the maximum occurs only
when ¢ = 0 or when 23 =0 and 6 € [—m,0].

Now, if M€ is just < 0 then we define a new function % := 1)¢ — kt for some
k > 0 so that M1y* < 0. Then we have

sup (L 02,0) = sup Vet (t @2, 0).
(t,z2,0)€[0,TxS {t=0} or {z>=0 and 0€[—m,0]}

Taking £ — 0, we obtain

sup Vi(t,@2,0) = sup Vit 22,0).
(t,z2,0)€[0,T] xS {t=0} or {z2=0 and 6€[—m,0]}

Recall (52))2 that ¥g (0, z2,6) = g(x2,6). Also, by solving (52)3 and applying (52))2,
we have

JE(1.0.0) = (xm)g(o, 0) + (1 — xu(6))g(0, —w>)

+e % (g(0,0) — (xu(0)g(0,0) + (1 — x,(6))g(0, —7))) ,

if € [—m,0]. Thus, we have |5 (¢,0,0)| < 2||g||p(s), if § € [~,0]. This completes
the proof. O

Remark 3.4. As a corollary, we obtain the uniqueness of the solution via the max-
imum principle.

Regarding the x5 derivatives, we obtain a similar estimate:

Corollary 3.5 (Estimates for 2o derivatives). For any m > 0, the solution ¢¢ to

satisfies

022 Vel oo (0,71 x.5) < 21105 gll Lo (5)-

Proof. By taking 0} to the equation , we observe that 9, )¢ satisfies the same
equation with revised initial and boundary conditions:

o, )€ (0, 29,0) = 052 9(x2,0), and

0u(02372)(0.0.0) = 1 (Xu(ONOLID(E.0.0)+ (1 xu ORI 00, -7) (g

— (05, _Z)(t,0,9)>, for t > 0 and 6 € [—,0].
Then the corollary follows by Lemma 3.3 0

Now we consider the derivatives with respect to 6. If we take one #-derivative to
the equation , we obtain the following inhomogeneous equation

M(9p95) = cos 00, ¢,
with the initial-boundary conditions:
60&;(07 T2, 0) = (999(1’2, 0)7 and

O (89152)(157 0, 0) = % (aOXn(a)'lZ)Z (ta 0, 0) - 30Xn(9)77/_1§ (t7 0, _7T)

- (891/_);)(15, 0, 9)), for t > 0 and 0 € [—,0].
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Note that the solution to the homogeneous problem with the same initial-boundary
conditions satisfies a similar uniform-in-e bound as in Lemma|3.3] Then, by Lemma
[3:3] and the Duhamel principle, we obtain that for ¢ > 0,

10070 < Cullglogo sy + ¢ (2ol s, + 10ns il
< (Cx+ 2t)||g||ci2,,19>(s) + 8|02, V5| o< (10,1 x )
< (Cu + 2t)||g||0i‘;’,le)(5) + 2t(| 0z, 9 Lo (5)
by Corollary and . This provides the uniform-in-e upper bound for g e
By the same proof, we prove the following bound for 0,09, as it satisfies the

same equation for Jytb¢ with an additional 0,, derivatives applied to the initial-
boundary conditions:

102,00y, (t) | v (5) < (Cic + 26)l9ll o (s + 2t[|02, 9]l o= (5)- (59)

for any t > 0. Finally, we take the second derivative 83 to and obtain the
inhomogeneous equation

M(0305) = 208 00,0015, — sin 00,95,
with the initial-boundary conditions
955 (0,22,0) = 9g(w2,0), and

0195 1)(1,0,0) = i(azx,iw)w;(t, 0,0) = Fxx(0)0L (¢, 0, =)

- (831#2)(15,079)), for t > 0 and 6 € [—,0].

By the Duhamel principle with the different inhomogeneity, we obtain that for any
t>0,

03350 s) < (Chot20) gl o)

+t (2 (104 2l sy + 2100l ) +10radlliecs)) < Cusllsloncs
by 7 , and Corollary where C;,; > 0 is a second-order polynomial in ¢
for each fixed k > 0. Thus, we obtain the following proposition:
Proposition 3.6 (Uniform-in-¢ estimates for the derivatives). Fort >0 and x > 0,
the solution ¢ to satisfies

WZ@)H@L@)(S) < Cuillgliczs),

o

where Cy > 0 is a second-order polynomial in t for each fized k > 0.

3.5. Passing to the limit ¢ — 0. Now we recover the solution to via the
definition

U (22, 0) = / 05 (M, 22, 0) dt,
0

which is well-defined for any ¢ > 0. Then we pass to the limit ¢ — 0 and ob-
tain the existence of a unique global solution to . We obtain the limit of
the approximating sequence {uf} as a candidate for a solution by the compact-
ness (Banach-Alaoglu theorem), which is ensured by the uniform estimates of the
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approximate solutions established in the previous subsections. From the uniform
estimate (Proposition and from taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we obtain that a
sequence of {u¢} converges to u,, in Ci’;) (5). Again it follows from Proposition
that u, also satisfies the bound

Junllor sy < Cull+ N)lgleas), (60)
for some constant C,, > 0.

3.6. Hille-Yosida theorem and the global wellposedness of the adjoint
problem. Now we are ready to prove the following proposition on the well-posedness
of the 1-dimensional adjoint problem — .

Proposition 3.7 (Well-posedness of the 1-dimensional adjoint problem). Suppose
that in = @in(x2,0) € C([0,00) x [—7,7)) satisfies (BI). Then there exists a
unique solution ¢ € C(S) which solves the 1-dimensional adjoint problem -

(30)-

Proof. We first note that we obtain Proposition 2.7} which states that there exists
a unique u, € C(S) which solves for any g € C(S) by the standard density
argument. Then this provides the sufficient condition for Theorem [2.8] which states
that £ is the Markov generator. Now, via the Hille-Yosida theorem (Theorem ,
we obtain the corresponding Markov semigroup S, (t) and the solution ¢ (¢, ) =
Sy (t)ux(+) to the adjoint equation (27), (28)), and with the regularized boundary
condition for a small k > 0. We note that the semigroup Sy is continuous and
uy, is differentiable. More importantly, we have the maximum principle on ¢, as in
Lemma [3.3] and we have the uniform-in-x L°° estimate on ¢, ; namely, we obtain

l@nll oo (o, 17x5) < 2max{L, [[@inll Lo (s)}s

since the maximum occurs only at {¢ = 0} or {x2 = 0} N{# < 0} and the boundary
values at x5 = 0 and 0 < 0 is bounded by 1 from above. This allows us to pass to
the limit x — 0 and obtain a weak solution ¢ as a weak- limit of ¢, (¢, 2, 6). Note
that the limiting system for its weak-* limit ¢ as k — 0 is the same system as that
of ¢,; except for the difference in the boundary conditions and . In order
to study the limit of the boundary condition for ¢, we solve the ODE (36 and
observe that the boundary condition gives

r(8:0.0) = (xu(6)2.0.0.0) + (1 = xu(6))20 0.0, )
+ 67% (SO;{(O7 07 0) - (XK(0)<)0H(07 Oa O) + (1 - Xﬂ(a))cpfi(oa Oa 7,"—))) )
for 6 € [—m,0]. Then we also have the bound for the values at the boundary

ll¢w (t,0,0)[| Lo (0,77 x [—m,01) < 2[©in (0, 0) || oo ((—r )5

where @;, is the initial profile of . Moreover, for ¢ > 0 and a sequence of small
0, > 0 such that §, > k and §, — 0 as k — 0, we have the uniform-in-x limit for
0el|-m,—7/2—0x)U[-7/246,,0] as kK = 0

Jov(6,0.0) = (x0(0)01(0.0.0) 4 (1~ xu()20(0,0. ) ) |

< e 9x(0,0,0) — (e (0)9x(0,0,0) + (1 — xx(0))9x(0,0, —))| — 0.
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Thus, we have that the weak-+ limit ¢ of ¢,; solves the limiting system (27)), (28],
and with the boundary condition

©(t,0,0) = (0,0, —m) if —7m<O< fg, and
0(t,0,0) = ©(0,0,0) if —g<0§0,

which is the limit of the regularized boundary condition

on(£.0,0) = (x,xem(o, 0,0) + (1 — xn (6)) 21 (0,0, —7r>).
[}

This completes the proof for the solvability of the adjoint problem — (30). In
the next section, we generalize our method to study the adjoint problem (22]), ,
, and in the 2-dimensional half-plane.

4. THE GENERALIZED ADJOINT PROBLEM FOR THE DISTRIBUTION f

In this section, we generalize the method and study the full 2-dimensional dual
adjoint problem 7 , 7 and for the test function ¢(t, 21, x2,0). This
problem is more complicated than the previous problem in a reduced dimension,
as we also have the additional dynamics of the free transport in (¢, x1) plane whose
speed of propagation varies depending on the 6 variable. Since the functions that
satisfies the trapping boundary condition can be discontinuous at (z3,0) =
(0, —m/2), we first regularize the boundary condition.

4.1. The regularization of the boundary conditions. In this subsection, we
introduce the regularization of the trapping boundary condition for the adjoint

problem - . Recall the boundary conditions , 2, and 3 that
at¢(t xlvo 0) = 11¢(t l'l,o 0)

8t¢(t xla 3 71-) w1¢(t .T], , T )a
o(t,x1,0,0) = o(t, 1,0, 7) if —7r§9<—g, and (61)
é(t,21,0,0) = (t, z1,0,0) if—g<9§0.

Since a solution ¢ which satisfies the conditions above can have a discontinuity at
(z2,0) = (0, —7/2), we regularize the boundary conditions as follows. For each
fixed small £ > 0, we define the regularized boundary condition for 6 € [—m, 0] as
the solution ¢, (¢, z1,0,6) of

8t¢/1(ta Ty, Oa 0) = COos 9811 ¢n(ta Ty, 0; 0)

+ i(xﬁ(9)¢n(t7m1,070) + (1 = xx(0)pw(t, 1,0, —7) — ¢y (t, 21, 0,0)). (62)

Here the smooth function y, is given by . Then note that if # = 0 or § = —,
we have

at¢n(tu z1,0, 0) = ax1¢n(t7 21,0, 0)7
8t¢ﬁ(t, x1, 07 _7T) = _awl ¢H(t7 X, 07 _7T>‘
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Therefore, ¢, (t,x1,0,0) and ¢, (¢, x1,0,0) are given by the solutions of the free
transport equations as

d)&(tvxlvovo) = ¢K(O7x1 + ta070)7
d’r@(taxla Oa 777) = ¢,§(0,$1 - ta 07 77T)~
Here we let ¢, (0,21, 2,0) = ¢in(21,72,0).

X2

FIGURE 2. Characteristics for the 2-dimensional case

In the rest of this section and in the next section, we will observe that the
solvability of the adjoint problem — with replaced by the regularized
boundary condition corresponds to the construction of a Markov generator of
the semigroup via the Hille-Yosida theorem.

4.2. The Hille-Yosida theorem and the plan. Note that we want to prove
the solvability of the 2-dimensional adjoint problem together with the initial-
boundary conditions , and . As in the previous sections, our main goal
is to prove that the range of the operator I — AA is equal to C(X):

R(I - MA) = C(X), (63)
for any small A > 0, where the linear operator A is now defined as
ALY (cosB,sinh) -V, + 2. (64)

Then, since the adjoint problem is equivalent to
at¢f€ = A¢Ka te [OaT]a (bn(ta ) S D(A)7 if ¢ Z 07 ¢H(0ax1ax279) = UH($1,$279),

the Hille-Yosida theorem guarantees the one-to-one correspondence of the Markov
generator and the Markov semigroup Sy (t), which provides the solvability of the 2-
dimensional adjoint problem. We follow the Hille-Yosida theory that is introduced
in [35].

Observe that is equivalent to the claim that for any small A > 0 and a given
function g € C(X), it is possible to solve the elliptic problem

MMu, = v, — g. (65)
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Here we define the domain D(A) of the operator A which involves the information
of the regularized boundary condition as

D(A) = {UKJAUI{ € CY(X): forz; € R and § € [, 0]

1

(Lvg)(x1,0,0) = p (Xﬁ(ﬁ)vﬁ(xl, 0,0)+ (1 —xx(0))ve(z1,0, —7) — vk (21,0, 9)) },

(66)
where the operator L is defined in .
Remark 4.1. Here we remark that the definition D(.A) is written using the operator
L instead of A, as the leftover dynamics in ¢ and z; is a simple free-transport on
the plane.

Then we have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.2. The operator A is a Markov pregenerator.

Note that the boundary condition at zo = 0 in is the same as the one given
in and the operator is independent of x;. Thus, for the proof of Proposition
[4:2] there is no need of taking an additional cutoff in x; variable for the construction
of A in the proof of Proposition [2.5] Therefore, the proof is almost the same as the
one for Proposition [2.5] and we omit it. As mentioned in Remark we observe
that the dynamics in ¢t and 1 variables is the free-transport.

Then our goal is to prove that the operator A is indeed the Markov generator:

Theorem 4.3. The operator A is a Markov generator.

To this end, it suffices to prove that the operator A is bounded by Proposition
2.8 (a) of [35]. Equivalently, we will prove the following proposition:

Proposition 4.4. For any g € C(X) there ezists v, € D(A) which solves (65).

Then Proposition 2.8 (b) of [35] will imply that Theorem holds.

4.2.1. The regularized equation. As before, we regularize the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator as Q¢ defined in with and obtain the following regularized operator

AL (cosB,sinb) -V, + Q[ - . (67)
Then the regularized problem that we consider is
M = ot — g, (68)

where g € C(X) for small A > 0.
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5. THE SOLVABILITY OF THE ADJOINT PROBLEM FOR f
5.1. A t-dependent problem. The solution v¢ to the elliptic equation (68) can
correspond to the solution ¢, of the following ¢-dependent problem:
At = AP, for t >0 and € < (21, 2,0) € X,
¥1(0,8) = Yrin(§) = 9(8),

V(L x1, 29, —T) = VL (t, @1, 22, 7), for t >0, 1 € R, 29 >0, and

(9 — cos 00, )0 (1, 21,0, 6) = - (xnw)w;(m,o,m

K
+ (1 = xu (O (t, 21,0, —7) — Y5 (¢, 21, 0,9)>, for z; € R and 0 € [-m,0], (69)

via the definition

wiO= [ v a
0
Note that if we plug § =0 or § = —7 into 3 we have
atw;(ta X1, 03 0) = awﬂ/&i(@ X1, 07 0)7
oy (t, 21,0, —m) = =0y, V5 (¢, 21,0, —7).

Therefore, ¢ (t,21,0,0) and ¥ (¢, 21,0,0) are given by the solutions of the trans-
port equations as

¢Ii}(t7 x1707 0) = w:&(o7 xl + t? 07 0)7
w;<t7x1a 07 —7T) = ¢;(Oa$1 - t707 _ﬂ-)'

Without loss of generality, we will assume that g is chosen from a dense subset
C>(X) of C(X).
We first solve the boundary equation (69))3

1
(at — COos 087“1 )l/JZ(ta 1,0, 0) = E <XK(6)¢;(O’ z1 +1,0, 0)
+ (1 — xx(0)Ye (0,210 — t,0,—7) — wZ(t,x1,0,9)>, for x1 € R and 6 € [—m,0],
(70)
as
. e 9 _ wpcosb
T/’n(t»f)—ﬂ)ﬁ <t+sin97m1 blne 7079)7

if £o +tsinf < 0 and 6 € [—m,0]. Note that x, € [0,1] and ¥£(0,8) = g(§). For
each fixed 6 € [—m, 0], we have the following inhomogeneous transport equation

1
(0 — cos 00, )i (t,21,0,0) = — (x,.@(@)g(xl +1¢,0,0)
K

(0 xu(®))glas — 1.0, ) — (11,0, 9)). (71)
Define
’(ﬁ;g(t, T, 07 0) d:ef 1/12(157 X, 07 9) - Xﬁ(e)g(‘rl + tv 07 0) - (1 - XK(H))g(xl - tv 07 771—)'
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Then vy, , satisfies
1
(Or — cos 00, )y, ,(t,21,0,0) = —;w,:,g(t,xl,o, 0)

— (0 — cos00,,) <XH(€)g(x1 +1,0,0) + (1 — xx(0))g(z1 —¢,0, —w))

P n,g(

t,21,0,0) — xx(0)(1 — cos0)0,, g(x1 +¢,0,0)
+ (1 = xx(0)(1 4+ cos0)0y, g(x1 — t,0,—7). (72)

Then we use Duhamel’s principle and obtain that

Vr o (t,21,0,0) = e_%w;,g(o,xl +tcosb,0,0)

¢
+ / e < — Xk (0)(1 — cos86)0y, g(x1 — (t — s) cosb + s,0,0)
0

+ (1 = xx(0)(1 4 cos 0)0,, g(x1 + (t — 5) cos§ — s, 0, —77)) ds. (73)

We remark that this formula depends on the first derivative of g and this is one of
the main differences from the 1-dimensional case discussed in Section Bl Since

'(/)f@,g(O?Ilva 0) = g(x1,0,0) — xx(0)g(21,0,0) — (1 — xx(0))g(z1,0, —7),

we have

¢
9,4 (ts 0, )| Loo (mx [—m,m]) < 267 % [|g]l Lo (x) + 2||3x19HL<>°(X)/0 e = ds

= 27 ¥ gl (x) + 261100, 9ll 1 (x)- - (74)
Thus, we have
19,6 (ts 5 05 )| oo (R [~ ,m)) = O
as Kk — 0 for ¢t > 0.

5.2. Construction of a mild solution. In this section, we will construct a mild
solution to the t-dependent problem via Duhamel’s principle

5.2.1. Homogeneous problem. We first consider a solution ¥ = Y(¢,&) to the fol-
lowing free transport equation:

0T = (cosb,sinf) -V, YT, T(0,8) =g(&), for £ € X,
Y(t,x1, w0, —7) = Y(t, 21, 22,7), for t >0, 1 € R, x5 >0, and

1
(0y — cos 00, )Y (t,21,0,0) = - <X,<,(9)T(O, x1 +1t,0,0)
+ (1= xx(0))Y(0, 27 —t,0,—7) — Y(t, 21,0, 9)), for 1 € R and 6 € [—m,0].
(75)
Then the solution Y is given by

Yt 2,0) = {g(ml +tcosf,xo +tsind,h), if zo +¢sinf > 0 or 6 € [0, 7]

T (t+ 225,00 — 2280 0,0), ifzo+tsind <0and f € (—,0).
(76)
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5.2.2. Inhomogeneous problem. Then, by the variation of parameters, the solution
to can be obtained. Let us denote x = (z1, z3) below.

(1) If z3 +tsinf > 0 or 0 € [0, 7], we have

Vit a,0) =T(t,,0) + / Q°[vi](s, U(t — s)(€))ds,
where the semigroup U () is given by
Ut)E = U(t)(x,0) < (z + t(cos b, sin ), 0).
Therefore, we have
Y (t,x,0) = g(z +t(cos,sinb), / Q[Wi](s,x + (t — s)(cos b,sind), 0)ds.

(2) On the other hand, if 23 + ¢tsinf < 0 and 0 € [—m, 0], we have

Vit 2,0) =1 (t+ 22— 372.0086‘70’9>
sin 0

sin 6

+ /t Q°[Ye](s,z + (t — s)(cosb,sinb), 0)ds.
t4 2

sin 6

5.3. Solvability. Define an operator 7€ as

Tefe] 1, ) + / ds QU<)(5, U (t — 5)6),

max{O t+

sin 6

where

T (t+ 225,21 — ””251‘;0;9,0 9) , if 23+ tsinf < 0 and 0 € [—m,0].
(77)

(t.6) _{ g(x + t(cos¥, Sin9) ), if zo +tsin® > 0 or 6 € [0, 7]

Define a set E(X) as

E(X) ={y e C(X) : [¥®)llcarax) < Cllgllesx) for any t € [0,TT},
for some C' > 54.
Then, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1 (Contraction mapping). If ¢ € E(X), then we have T€[¢5] € E(X).
Moreover, T€ is a contraction in E(X), for T =T sufficiently small.

Proof. Now we show that 7¢ maps F(X) to itself and is a contraction, if T3 =
Ty (e) > 0 is sufficiently small. Note that for any ¢ € E(X) and any multi-index
a < (1,1,2) in the partial order, we have

4
Q[0 ¥)(t, 21, 22,0)| < €2|¢(t)llc<1,1,2>9/( )C( v)dv < *Hgllcs
T1,T2, —, T
by the definition of Q¢[¢)]. We now take the derivatives 9% for a < (1,1,2) on the
solutions in the mild form.
If 2o + tsinf > 0 or @ € [0, 7], we observe that
oMl e (t, a1, x0,0) = 8"” g(x1 +tcosl,x2 +tsind, 0)

+ QO 5, Uil (5, Ut — 5)(w1, 22, 0))ds,



KINETIC MODELS FOR SEMIFLEXIBLE POLYMERS 37
for any non-negative integers m and [, and

0o (t, 21, 22,0) = —tsin00,, g(x1 + tcos O, x5 + tsinb, 0)
+ tcos00,,9(x1 +tcosl,xy + tsing, 0) + Jgg(x1 + tcosh, xo + tsinb, 0)

/ Q°[(—(t — 5)sin69,, + (t — s) cos 00y, + Op )]
(s,o1+ (t — s)cos B, xo + (t — s)sin b, H)ds,
and

Ope (t, 1, 2,0) = —t cos 00,, g(x1 + tcosf, xo + tsinb, 0)
+ t?sin® 002, g(z1 +tcosf, o +tsing, 0) — tsin0,,g(z1 +tcosd,xo +tsind, d)
+t% cos® 002, g(x1 +t cos 0, x2+tsin 6, 0) —2¢ sin oaf 8021)99(551 +tcosl,xa+1sinb,0)

4+ 2t cos 96(01’1’21)9g(x1 +tcosB,zy +tsing,0) + dgg(xy +tcosh,zy +tsind, o)

+/ Qe[(—(t—s) €08 00y, + (t — 5)* sin? 002, — (t — ) sin 00, + (t — 5)? cos 0703,
z1,T2,0

—2(t — s)sin 08111 (;210 +2(t — s) cos 001D 4 83) ¢;] (s,z2+ (t — s)sind, H)ds.

On the other hand, if 25 + tsinf < 0 and 0 € (—m,0), we have

9 cos

T2
02,01 (1 225 = Z22520,0.0) | < 2108, gl + 2005, 05l

sin 6

by and 2 for any z-derivatives. Also, regarding the #-derivatives, we have

Lo o cosf
oo <t+ 8T eng 7079>‘ < 2°M10 gll L (x) + 27105 Oy gl e ()

by (73). Therefore, for any ¢ € [0,T1] and o < (1,1,2) with |a| < 2, we have

3
3\> 4C [2T3

<lo(m+2 il (e S ¥ o S & <=

_< ( 1+2) + 62( 5 T30+ 1))”9”03_12”9”03

provided T} is chosen sufficiently small such that ;% (2?3 + 3T12 + T1> < 1 and

3\? 4C (213 C
o1 + 2 el e S % o2 =
<1+2> +62<3 +31+ 1) 12

2 3
0%, o T <214 3) llles + (% 432 1) [00v0]

for given C' > 54. Then we have

sup (T[]0l gor2 < Cligllesx)
te[0,T1] @1,22,6
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All these above imply that T¢[¢)] € E(X) and hence 7¢ maps F(X) into F(X). In
addition, for any two 11, ¥9 € E(X) and t € [0,T}], similar arguments yield that

IT 1l (®) = TRl @l gu 1 = 1T 1= o]l gane),

273 9 4

< (BL sz 1) 5 swp [[9at) —va(O)llpons .
3 € t€[0,T1] zq,29,0

Since <2§13 + 3T + T1> ;% < 1 with our choice of T7 above, we conclude that T°¢

is a contraction. O

Corollary 5.2. There exists a unique global mild solution V¢ in E(X) to .

Proof. Therefore, by the Schauder-type fixed-point theorem, there exists a unique
mild solution in E(X) on the interval [0, T1] for such T} = Tj(e) that (2?3 +3T7 +

Ty |4 < 1 is satisfied. For the global existence, note that T = T(e) does not

depend on the initial data g. Then, by a continuation argument, we can extend the

existence interval to an arbitrary T > 0 independent of e. [

Therefore, we obtain the global wellposedness in E(X) for the regularized prob-
lem . In the next subsection, we will establish the uniform-in-e estimates for
¢ and its derivatives.

5.4. Uniform-in-¢ estimates. In this section, we will provide a uniform-in-e L
estimate for the solutions to .

Lemma 5.3 (maximum principle). Define

def

Mh = (0¢ — (cosb,sinb) - V, — Q) h, (78)
and let a 2m-periodic(-in-0) function h € C’tlzlllzie solve Mh < 0. Then h attains

its mazimum only whent = 0 or when xo = 0 and 0 € [—=,0]. Therefore, a solution

Pe to satisfies
195 Lo (jo,71% x) < 3llgll Lo (x) + 26|02, gl oo (x)-

Proof. Note that the derivatives 0,9 and V¢ are well-defined due to the mild
form of the solution in Section [5.2:2 and that g is sufficiently smooth.
First of all, we suppose that a 27m-periodic-in-6 function ¢ satisfies Mg < 0.

e If ¢)¢ also attains its maximum either at an interior point (¢, x,80) € (0,7") x
R x (0,00) x (—m, 7). Then we have Ou)S = 0,9 = Ot = 0 while
Qe < 0 at the maximum. Thus Mg (¢, z,60) > 0 and this contradicts
the assumption.

o If the maximum occurs on (T, z,0) with (z,0) € R x (0,00) x (—m,7), then
ops > 0 and Oy, 9f, = 05,05 = 0 while Q“¢f, < 0 at the maximum. Thus
MyYE(t,x,0) > 0 and this contradicts the assumption.

e If the maximum occurs on (¢,21,0,0) with t € (0,T), z; € R and 6 € [0, 7),
then Oy, = 0,9, = 0 and —sinf0,,y, > 0 while Q¢ < 0 at the
maximum. Thus ME (¢, z,0) > 0 and this contradicts the assumption.
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e If the maximum occurs on (¢,z,47) with ¢ € (0,7) and x € R x (0, 00),
then 0yvf, = Oy, Y = Op,¥s, = 0 while Q“¢, < 0 at the maximum. Thus
ME(t, z,0) > 0 and this contradicts the assumption.

e Now suppose that the maximum occurs at |21| = co. Without loss of gen-
erality, suppose that it occurs at 1 = +00. Then there exists a sufficiently
small € > 0 such that Mg (c0) + & < 0. Then by the continuity of My,
there exists a sufficiently large constant R > 0 such that if z; > R, then
MYE(t, 21, 22,0) < 0, for any (t,x2,60) € [0,T] x [0,00] x [—7,7]. Also,
since g (00) = max¢eg ¥g ((), there exist a sufficiently large ] > 2R and a

small constant § > 0 such that the local maximum of ¢¢ (¢, z1, 22,6) on the
def

neighborhood Ns = (T/2—6,T/2+ ) x (af — 6,27 +0) x (R— 0, R+6) x
(—=3m/4 —0,—3m/4+ ) occurs at the point (s, y1,y2,1) on the upper-in-z;
boundary of Ns with y; = 27+46, s = (T/2-6,T/2+6), y2 € (R—0,R+9)
and ¢ € (—=37/4 — 0, —37w/4 + §). Then note that

0 > MYg(s,y1, Y2, )
= 0 o8 Y0, V(5. Y1, y2, ) —Sin YOy VS (5, Y1, Y2, 1) — OFUS (5, Y1, Y2, 1)
> —cos Y0y, Vi (8,1, y2,%) > 0,

which leads to the contradiction.

Finally, if the maximum occurs at xo = oo, there exists a sufficiently small
e > 0 such that Mwye(c0) + ¢ < 0. Then by the continuity of M€,
there exists a sufficiently large constant R > 0 such that if zo > R, then
MYE(t, z1,22,0) < 0, for any (t,21,0) € [0,T] x R x [—m, «]. Also, since
P (00) = maxceg 5 (C), there exists a sufficiently large x5 > 2R and a

small constant ¢ > 0 such that the local maximum of ¢ (¢, z1,x2,0) on
def

the neighborhood N5 = (T/2 — 6, T/2 +0) x (—=§,0) x (x5 — d, 25 + ) %
(=m/2 = b,—m/2 + &) occurs at the point (s,y1,y2,1) on the upper-in-zo
boundary of Ns with yo = 25+, s = (T/2—-6,T/2+46), y € (—0,0) and
Y € (—m/2 —6,—7/2+ J). Then note that

O > MUJZ(&ZJMW,W
= Oy — oS Y0y, 5 (S, Y1, Y2, ¥) —Sin Y8, ¥ (5, Y1, Y2, ¥) — OG5 (8, Y1, Y2, V)
Z _Sin¢ax2wz(s7y17y23¢) 2 07

which leads to the contradiction.

Therefore, if some function ¢, satisfies M1y, < 0, then the maximum occurs only
when ¢ = 0 or when 23 =0 and 6 € [—,0].

Now, if M1)€ is just < 0 then we define a new function ¢&* := ¢ — kt for some
k > 0 so that M** < 0. Then we have

sup gt @, 6) = sup vt (t @, ).
(t,z,0)€[0,T|x X {t=0} or {z2=0 and 6€[—=,0]}

We take k — 0 and observe the estimate of ¢ on xo = 0 and 6 € [—7,0] from
that

[l Lo (0, 71x x) < 39l (x) + 26|02, gl Lo (x) -
This completes the proof. (I
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Remark 5.4. As a corollary, we obtain the uniqueness of the solution via the max-
imum principle.

Now we establish the uniform estimates on the derivatives. We first consider
x-derivatives which does not change the form of the equation:

Corollary 5.5 (Estimates for « derivatives). For any integers m,l > 0, the solution

Y to satisfies
||8gaig1/’2”L°°([0,T]xX) < 3”82165529”L°°(X) + 25||3ﬂ+135,;29||Lw(X)~

Proof. By taking 979 to the equation (69), we observe that 070 1< satisfies
the same equation with revised initial and boundary conditions in the same kind:

O e = AOMEL e, for t >0 and € = (21, 10,6) € X,

oL e (0,€) = 0ok g(¢), and

1
(8 — cos 00,,)0 0L, 5 (¢, 21,0,0) = — (xn(e)am oL e (1, 21,0,0)
K

+ (1= xx(0))07 0L Y (t, 21,0, —7) — O 0L e (¢, 21, 0,0)),
for z1 € R and 6 € [—, 0],

Then the corollary follows by Lemma ]

Now we consider the derivatives with respect to 6. If we take one #-derivative to
the equation , we obtain the following inhomogeneous equation

M(0pty,) = —sin 00, ¢y, + cos 00,5, (79)
for M from with the initial-boundary conditions:

9v1.(0,8) = Dog(§), and
(0r — cos 00y, )0pty.(t,x1,0,0) = —sin 004, ¥y (t, 21, 0,0)

1
+; (%Xx(@d&i(@ X1, 07 O) - annWWZ(@ X, 07 _7T) - a@w;(fﬂ X, 07 9)) )

for z; € R and 0 € [—m,0].

(80)

Note that we have an additional inhomogeity — sin69,,¢5 (¢, 21,0, 6) in both the
equation for 0p1pg and the boundary equation (80)2. We first study the homo-
geneous solution to the homogeneous equation M(9y1)€¢) = 0. We first define

307/12,9 (ta x, 07 0) d:ef
= Ooxx(0) (8, 21,0,0) + gxw(0) Y5 (8, 21,0, =) + Doty (t, #1,0,0).  (81)
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Then the boundary equation (80))2 is equivalent to
(0r — cos 00y, )9y, ,(t,1,0,0)
= —8in 60, V5 (t,21,0,0) — 09X« (0) (0 — cos 00, )WL (¢, x1,0,0)
1
+ 99X (0)(0¢ — cos 00, )ﬂfe(t 1,0, —7) — ;597/12,57(157 r1,0,0)
= —sin60,, ¢, (t, 21,0,0) — Ogxx(0)(0r — cos00,, )g(x1 +t,0,0)
1
+ a@XH (9) (8t — COS 98:61 )g(xl — 1,0, _ﬂ—) - Eaew;,g (t7 z1,0, 9)
= —sin 93111/1;(757 Ty, 07 9) - a@XK(e)(]' — CO8 0)8119(271 + t7 0, 0)
1
- aHXH(a)(l + cos 9)8I19($1 - ta 07 _ﬂ-) - Eaew;g(t) Ty, 07 9) (82)

Then we use the Duhamel principle to this equation similarly as in and obtain
that

397/},2,9 (ta Ty, Oa 0) = 67%30?/’2,57(07 x1 +tcos 03 07 9)

¢
+ / e ( —sin 0., ¥¢ (s, 1 + (t — s) cos6,0,0)
0
— Ogxk(0)(1 — cos0)0y, g(x1 + 5 — (t — $) cos6,0,0)
— Ogxk(0)(1 4 cos0)03, g(x1 — s+ (t — s) cos 8,0, —77)) ds.
Since implies
80w;,g (Oa x1,0, 9)
= —gxx(0)¥1.(0,21,0,0) + Ogxx (0)Y5 (0, 21,0, —7) 4+ Op15 (0, 21,0, 6)
= *GGXR(G)Q(Z'D 07 0) + 80)(;@(0)9(1'1, 07 77{) + 899(I13 Oa 9)’

we have for some C,, > 0
1067r;.4(t5 -5 0, )| oo (Rx [~ ,0])

t
-t € _t=s
<C,«u<€ *(||9||Loo(x)+HaegﬂLoo(X))Jr(Ham%||Loo(x)+|\5mg\|Loc(X))/0 e d8>
< Cx <€*(||9||L°°(X) + 1909l 2= (x))

+ K310, 9ll Lo (x) + 26102, gl oo (x) + 2||aw1g|L°°(X)))7
by Corollary Thus, we recover the bound for gyt by and Lemma as
10695 (t,+, 0, )| oo x[=m,0)) < 2Cx(Bllglloe(x) + 260, gl Lo (x))
1
+ Cre™ " (lgll = (x) + 1009l L= (x))
+ Cuk (3|02, gl Lo (x) + 2“||3§IQHL°°(X) + 2|02, 9/l L~ (x))
S 19l oo () + 10091 220 (x) + 10w, 9l Lo (x) + 102, 9l Lo ()

Now, using this boundary value at o = 0, we use Lemma 3.3 for the homogeneous
solution (9gvE) homo Of and to observe that (9gg)homo has the following
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uniform-in-e bound

1(89%& ) homo (V)| L (x) S 19l Lo (x) + 110091l Lo (x) + 102,91 e (x) + 1102, gl Lo (x0)-

Then, the Duhamel principle, we obtain a uniform-in-e bound for the solution dg¢,

of and as
1905l S lgllcon, o+t (100l o) + 10205l 2= .15 0)
<;<, o +t 1, 5
S llgllceon )+ tlglozro, )

by Corollary This provides the uniform-in-e upper bound for Jpv¢.

By the same proof, we prove the following bound for 8&18‘;’; Opt¢, as it satisfies

the same equation for dgipt with an additional 3518;’; derivatives applied to the
initial-boundary conditions:
!
104,020 () ) S llettono iy + gl ooy (89

Finally, we take one more f-derivative to and and obtain the system for
BRuS as

M(9F1pg) = — cos 00y, Vs, — 25in 00y, Dgtbf, — sin 00y, 1b% + 2 cos 00,,0p1p%,  (84)
for M from with the initial-boundary conditions:
0517:(0,€) = 5g(€), and
(0r — o800, )OFYE (t,1,0,0) = (— cos 00, — 25sin 09, 0 V< (t, 21,0, 0)
41 (B0t 1.0.0) = B0t 1.0, ) — (1. 1.0.0) ).
for 1 € R and 0 € [—7,0]. (85)

As we solved for and , we similarly use the Duhamel principle with the
different inhomogeneity and obtain that

10505 (Ol o (x) S (lgllzee + 10z, gl + 110z, Dpgll =)
+ £ (102,95l Lo + 1102, Opty || Lo + 102,05 | Lo + (|02, Opthi | 1<)

<

Sk ||g||C;11’1(;’21?9(X)+t<glCa(nlle;;)e(X)Ai»'gCii’?;;?g(X)Ai»'g'C;?ggzl?g(X)+t||g||C';31’lef§?9(X)
< 2

+|9||c$*;§?9(X)+||9||c§1’;;’?9(x)+|9||cfl‘;;?e(x)*'t|9||c;i=f;;’fe(x)) Sk (1) lgll e xs

by and Corollary Thus, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 5.6 (Uniform-in-e estimates for the derivatives). Fort > 0 and x > 0,

the solution V¢, to satisfies
el gans ) S 1+ Pllgllen.
ESRED D

This completes the uniform-in-e estimates for the derivatives of 1. In the next
subsection, we will pass it to the limit € — 0.
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5.5. Passing to the limit ¢ — 0. Now we recover the solution to via the
definition

Ve(€) = /O et (A ) dt,

which is well-defined for any € > 0. Then we pass to the limit ¢ — 0 and obtain the
existence of a unique global solution to . We obtain the limit of the approximat-
ing sequence {v€} as a candidate for a solution by the compactness (Banach-Alaoglu
theorem), which is ensured by the uniform estimates of the approximate solutions
established in the previous subsections. By the uniform estimate (Proposition
and by taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we obtain that a sequence of {v<} converges to

v, in C112) (X). It follows from Proposition that v, also satisfies the bound

Zl,wz,e
lorllgasn ) < Cull+ M)llglles ), (86)

for some constant C,, > 0. Therefore, this completes the proof for Proposition
which states that there exists a unique v, € D(A) which solves for any
g€ C(X).

5.6. Hille-Yosida theorem and the global wellposedness of the adjoint
problem. Now we are ready to prove the following proposition on the well-posedness

of the adjoint problem —.

Proposition 5.7 (Well-posedness of the adjoint problem). Suppose that ¢, =
Din(T1,22,0) € C(X) satisfies (26)). Then there exists a unique solution ¢ € C(X)
which solves the adjoint problem -.

Remark 5.8. It can further be shown that this solution ¢ further satisfies the regu-
larity condition ¢ € C*02 () with © & (0, T) x (=00, 00) x {(0,00) x (—,7) U

,T1,T2,0

{zg =0} x{(=m, —7/2)U(—7/2,0)U(0,7)}}. This property is by the hypoellipticity
of the operator and it will be proved in Section [7}

Proof. We first observe that Proposition [4.4] provides the sufficient condition for
Theorem which states that A is the Markov generator. Now, via the Hille-
Yosida theorem (Theorem , we obtain the corresponding Markov semigroup
Sk(t) to the Markov generator A for the adjoint equation —, and with
the regularized boundary condition . Now, recall that the solution ¢, can be
written as ¢, (,-) = S, (t)v, (). Here note that the semigroup S, is continuous and
vy, is differentiable. More importantly, we have the following uniform-in-x estimate
for ¢, by Lemma since the maximum of ¢,; occurs only at either {¢ = 0} or at
{z2 =0 and 6 < 0};

[@nll Lo < max{1, 3[[inllLo(x) + 2[|102; PinllL=(x) }s

since the boundary values at 9 = 0 and 6 < 0 is bounded by 1 from above. Then,
we pass to the weak-* limit ¢, — ¢ as & — 0 and obtain the solvability of the
original adjoint problem —. We recall that the limiting system for the weak-
* limit ¢ as kK — 0 is the same system as that of ¢, except for the difference in the
boundary conditions and . In order to study the limit of the regularized
boundary condition for ¢,, we first define

def

¢n,g(ta$1707 0) = wn(tvmlvov 0) - Xﬁ(e)wn(ta‘xlvoa 0) - (1 - XK<9))wﬁ(tax1707 771—)'
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Then, by the same L> estimate (74)), we obtain that the function v, 4(0,z1,0,6)
satisfies the bound
_r
%9t 5 0, M Loo ®x[—m.m)) < 267 = ||l Loo (x) + 2610z, 9l Loo (x) -
Therefore, we obtain the bound
|9t -5 0 ) Lo R [~ mox]) < 8llglloo(x) + 66102, gl Loo (x)-
Also, by taking the limit k — 0 to we obtain
”wn,g(tv K Oa ')”L‘X’(Rx[—ﬂ',ﬂ]) — 07

as k — 0 for ¢ > 0. Furthermore, for a sequence of small §,, > 0 such that §, > &k
and J, — 0 as kK — 0, we have the limit

1%k, (t, 5 0, )l oo R {[— 7,7 /2—8,]U[ =7 /245.,01}) — O
as k — 0 for t > 0. This is equivalent to write
— 0,

‘ X&(')¢K(ta 1,0, O) + (1 - XR('))’L/)K(t’ 1,0, _ﬂ-) - 1%(72 -0, )
L5

uniformly, where Lg® stands for L>(R x {[—m, —7/2 — 6] U [-7/2 + d,0]}) here.
Thus, we obtain that the weak-* limit ¢ of ¢, solves the limiting system , ,
and with the boundary condition

o(t,x1,0,0) = ¢(t, 21,0, —m) if —7m <0< —g, and

é(t,21,0,0) = ¢(t,z1,0,0) if — g <0<o0.

which is the limit of the regularized boundary condition

¢K(t7 Ty, 07 0) = (Xﬁ(9)¢ﬁ(t7 T, 07 O) + (1 - XK(H))¢K<t7 Ty, 07 —71')) .
This completes the proof for the solvability of the adjoint problem — . |

This completes Proposition on the proof of the solvability of the adjoint
problem (22)- (25). In the next section, we will use Proposition to construct
a measure-valued solution that corresponds to the weak solution of the original
problem — in the sense of Definition Furthermore, we will also prove that
the solution is unique.

6. A UNIQUE WEAK SOLUTION TO THE ORIGINAL PROBLEM BY DUALITY

We are now ready to prove the main existence of a unique weak solution to
the original problem (5)-(7). In this section, we use the well-posedness of the
adjoint problem from the previous section and construct a unique weak measure-
valued solution of the original problem — via the duality argument which also
coincides with the weak measure-valued solution in the sense of Definition [[.4l

We now prove our main existence and uniqueness theorem (Theorem [1.6)).

Proof of Theorem[I.6. For the proof of the existence of a weak solution, we con-
struct a measure-valued function f € C([0,T]; M4 (X)) using the unique solution
to the adjoint problem. The construction is motivated by Liggett [35, Definition
1.6]. By Proposition for any test function ¢ € C([0,T]; C(X)), there exists a
semi-group S(7) such that S(7)y(t) solves the backward-in-time adjoint problem
(19)-(20) with respect to the backward initial data t(t) for any fixed t € [0,T].
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Recall that we proved the global well-posedness in Proposition [5.7] for the forward-
in-time adjoint problem with the initial-boundary conditions , and
in the previous section in which we reverse the variable t — T — t on the

backward-in-time system (19)-(21). By Remark[5.8] S(7)v(t) is sufficiently regular.

Now, for any given initial data f;, € M4 (X) of the original problem and any given
7 € [0,T], we define f, = f-(-,-,") &f f(r,+,-,+) such that, for any ¢¥(t) € C(X)
and the corresponding unique solution S(7)¥(t) to the backward adjoint problem

—, the following dual-identity holds:
/ Y()df, = / S(T)¥(t)dfin, for any fixed ¢, 7 € [0, T]. (87)

The function f in this definition exists by means of the semi-group |35, Definition
1.6]. Then, by Definition we have that the solution above coincides with the
weak solution in the sense of Definition since

O:///Rz [ ]dxldxsz f(T)w(T)f///RZ [ ]dxldxzdﬂ finWin
2 X[ 2 [

T
= / dt /// dx1dxodl [5&1& + (cosB,sinf) - Vb + 83¢] fr
0 Rix[—ﬂ',ﬂ']
T
+/ dt/d;vl (0w (t,21,0,0) + Oy, ¥(t, 21,0,0)] p1 (£, 21)
0 R

T
+ / dt / day [0r0(t, 21,0, —) — By 0t 21,0, —m)]p (£, 7).
0 R

This completes the proof of the existence.

For the proof of the uniqueness, we assume that there are two measure solutions
f1 and f5 in the sense of Definition with the same initial distribution f;,.
Then w &' fi1 — f2 is also a solution with the zero initial data in the sense of
Definition for any test functions ¢(t) € C*([0,T]; C*(R%; C*([—m,7]))). If w
is not identically zero, then there exists some T' > 0 such that w(T") is nonzero.
Choose any distribution ¢ € C*([0, T]; C*(R2; C?*([—,n]))) such that

///]R2 X [—.m] dz1dz2dd w(T)$(T) # 0.

Then by the wellposedness of the adjoint problem of Section 1.9 which is guaranteed
by the Hille-Yosida theorem and the argument in Section there exists a solution
¢ of the backward-in-t adjoint problem (I9)-(21]), which has the initial value ¢(T).
Then the duality identity leads to

/// dx1drodd w(T)(T) = /// dxydxedf wodin = 0,
Rix[fﬂ',ﬂ'] Rix[*ﬂ'vﬂ']

which is a contradiction. O

This concludes the discussion on the existence of a unique measure solution to
the kinetic model for semiflexible polymers. In this next section, we will further
study its long-chain asymptotic behavior.
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7. HYPOELLIPTICITY

In this section, we will discuss the a posteriori regularity of a weak solution that
we obtained from the previous section. Our main goal is to prove Theorem |1.7|m),
in this section. The linear Fokker-Planck operator with the standard Laplacian in
the velocity variable A, is known as a hypoelliptic operator [20}[23}[25L27}/38.|40].
Here we recall Hormander’s definition of the hypoellipticity:

Definition 7.1 ( [19, page 477]). A differential operator P(xz, D) with coefficients
in C s called hypoelliptic if the equation

P(z,Dyu=nh
only has solutions u € C*> when h € C*°.

In our case, the standard Laplacian operator is now replaced by the Laplace-
Beltrami operator Aﬁ = A, where n € S. Using the new parametrization of the
variables § € [—m, 7], we obtain that the equation in terms of the variables
(t,z,0) € [0,T] x RZ x [—m,@]. In this section, we show that a weak solution
f = f(t,z,0) in the sense of Definition is indeed smooth in the interior of the
domain and at the boundary with 2o = 0 and 6 € [—,0). For this, we will prove
that the commutator of the vector fields of the differential operator in the sense
of Hérmander’s hypoelliptic theory on the second-order differential operator [20]
that we will introduce below is non-zero and hence there is a regularity mixing.
Therefore, we can conclude that the weak solution is indeed smooth.

We first introduce Hérmander’s theorem on a sufficient condition for the hypoel-
lipticity:

Theorem 7.2 ( [20, Theorem 1.1]). Let P be written in the form
P=> X’+Xo+c,
1

where X, ..., X, denote first order homogeneous differential operators in an open
set of Q € R™ with C™ coefficients, and ¢ € C(Q). Assume that among the op-
erators Xj, , [Xj1 ’ Xj2]7 [Xju [Xj27Xj3”;-~-;[Xj1a [ij) [ijw e X]k]]]’ where j; =
0,1,...,r, there exist n which are linearly independent at any given point in 2. Then
it follows that P is hypoelliptic.

Now we will check if it is eligible for us to use this theorem to prove Theorem

L7 -
Proof of Theorem [1.7m. We first define the interior Q of the domain of [0, 7] x
R2 x [—m, 7] and let Q = (0,7) x (—00,00) x (0,00) x (=, 7). We can write the
equation of our interest as
Pf= (X} +Xo)f =0,

where

X3 def 10p and Xo = 0; + cos 00, +sin00,,.
Then we first observe that the commutator of the vector fields of X; and Xj is
[X1, Xo] = i0p[(cos 8,sin0)-V 4 0] —[(cos 0, sin 0)-V ,+0;]idy = i(—sin b, cos H)-V .
Using this, we further have that
[X1, [ X1, Xo]] = i0g[i(—sin b, cos 0)-V;]—[i(—sin b, cos §)-V;]idy = (cos d,sinh)-V,,.
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Therefore, we observe that
{ X1, Xo, [X1, Xol, [X1, [X1, Xo]]}

forms a linearly independent set at any given point in 2. By Theorem we
conclude that P is hypoelliptic.

Now, for any (tg,xo,00) € Q, we define a smooth cutoff function x = x(¢t, z,0)
in the whole space [0,T] x R? x [—m,n] for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that
Bs(to, o, 80) is included in the interior of Q, x (¢, z,0) = 1if |(¢, z, 0)—(to, x0,00)| <
e, and x(¢,z,0) = 0 if |(t,z,0) — (to,x0,60)] > 2¢. Then xf = 0 if |({,2,0) —
(to,xo,00)] > 2¢, and by Theorem and the hypoellipticity of P we conclude
that x f is smooth in Bac(tg, zo,00). Since xf = f in Bc(to,x0,6p), we conclude
that for any (to,xo,00) € §, there exists a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that f is
smooth in B (to,xo,00)-

Now we consider the hypoellipticity on the nonsingular boundary on x5 = 0.
Define the non-singular boundary Sy of ) as

Sy (0, T) x (—00,00) X {wg = 0} x {(—m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0) U (0,7)}.

Choose and fix any (to,x0,0p) € Sp. Note that near the boundary, f satisfies the
equation
O + (cos,sinf) -V, f = 9if.

We first consider 6y < 0. Choose a sufficiently small € > 0 such that [tg —€,to+€] €
[0,T] and [0y — €,6p + €] € (—m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0). Since f has no boundary
restriction for § < 0, we extend the domain of R x {2 > 0} x {(—m,—7/2) U
(=7/2,0)} to R x {ag > —2¢} x {(—m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0)}. Then Bc(to, zo, o) is
included in the extended domain. Then by the hypoellipticity of the operator P, we
obtain that f is locally smooth in Be(to, zo,6p). On the other hand, if 6y > 0, then
we recall the boundary condition that f = 0 if xzo = 0. Thus we extend the
solution f to fey+ in the whole space such that fe,; = 0 if 2 < 0. Then consider
a sufficiently small € > 0 such that [6p — €,00 + €] € (0,7) and a local subset
Be(to,z0,00) C [0,T] x R? x (0, 7) near (t, zo,0). Then f..; is the solution to the
same equation in the whole space [0, 7] x R? x (0,7), and by the hypoellipticity
(Theorem in the whole space. Thus fe,; is locally smooth in B, and hence f
is smooth in B, N Q. This proves Theorem 1.7\m)- [

This completes the proof of the hypoellipticity away from the singular boundary
and the pathological set. In the next section, we will prove that the solution is
indeed Hélder continuous in the domain including the singular boundary.

8. HOLDER CONTINUITY NEAR THE SINGULAR BOUNDARY

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.7z on the local Holder continuity of the
weak solution f in z9 and 6 variables in the region including the singular boundary
(z2,0) = (0,0) or (0, —). By the boundary hypoellipticity away from the singular
points from the previous section, it suffices to consider the region near the singu-
lar points (z3,60) = (0,0) or (0, —m). We construct barriers using self-similar type
solutions to a stationary problem and derive the maximum principle via the com-
parison. Without loss of generality, we consider the case near the singular point
with o = 0 and § = 0 only. The other case § = — is similar.

We start with constructing a supersolution of the equation (5)) near (z2,0) =
(0,0). We start with defining the definition of a supersolution to
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Definition 8.1. A function f € C}([0,T};C;, .., (R x (0,00); C3((—m,0) U (0,7))))
s a supersolution to near the singular boundary (z2,0) = (0,0) if it satisfies
(04 + (cosB,sinf) -V, — 3)f > 0.

We first introduce preliminary lemmas on the solution to a steady equation,
which will be used to construct a supersolution:

Lemma 8.2 ( |25, Lemma 21]). There exists a positive function f§ = f{(x=2,60) >0
on (0,00) x (—m, ) which solves

00a, f5 = 05 15, (88)
and satisfies
1 (x2,0) = cc.
Also, for some a < 0 with || being sufficiently small,

f{)k(x% 0) ~ 3537

if zo & |0 and xo + 0| < § for some sufficiently small § > 0.

lim
R—0, z2+|0]3=R

The function fJ in this lemma is constructed as
* e} 2 93
fo(xe,0) = x5 M <—a;3;—9x2> , (89)

where M = M (a;b; z) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind.
Namely, this lemma implies that there exists a positive steady solution f§ to
which blows up at the singular boundary (z2,6) = (0,0). Now we modify the
steady solution f§ by considering an additional remainder term R such that it
is a sub/supersolution of the steady Fokker-Planck equation for the semiflexible

polymers as below:
Lemma 8.3. There exists a sufficiently small function R*(x2,60) such that

|R*| < f if xo =~ |0)® and x5 + |0]> < 6,
and that f* = f*(x9,0) = f§ + R* satisfies

sin00,, f* — 03 f* = 0(z5), (90)
and satisfies
R—0, £1T|9\3=Rf*(x2’9> -
for the same a < 0 of that in with |«| being sufficiently small, and
F*(02,0) ~ af,

if z2 = |0|® and z2 + 0> < 8, where f is given in Lemma .
Proof. We will construct R such that

|R*| < f& if 29 ~ [0] and x5 + |0)° < 6,

and
(sin@ — 0)0,, fi + (sin09,, — d2)R* > 0.
Recall that

* « 2 03
fo (I279) =zoM <04; 3;%) ,
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where M = M (a;b; z) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind. fg
is the solution of

(002, — 93)f5 =0,
by Lemma Note that for x5 ~ |0]> and 22 + 0> < &, we have sinf — § =
O(6°) = O(x2) and 8, f& ~ x5~ . Thus,
(sinf — 0)0,, fi ~ O(x5),
for x9 & |0]® and x5 + |0]® < 6. We want that this order O(z§) can absorb all the
remainder contribution in terms of R. Define R as

0

* a+2/3

R*(22,0) = 257°°Q ( 1/3> ’
Lo

for some (). Then observe that

(sin00,, — )R = <a+2/3>sin9w?”/31Q< 9 )

1/3
Lo

a - 0 o _ 0
_ 9332“/3 4/3 sinQQ’ ( 1/3) _$2+2/3 2/3Q// ( 1/3)
Lo Lo

= (a+2/3)(0 + 0(6°)a3 "1 Q — a5 TP 4+ 0(6°)) Q' — a5 TTQ
= —23(Q" +2°Q" — (a+2/3)2Q + 0(0*)(Q + Q"))

for z = 2 for x5 & |0|> and x5 + |0]> < 6. Then we have
T2

Sin00,, f* — 03 f* = (sin@ — 0)0,, f§ + (sin60,, — 95)R*
= —a5 (a3 (500 — )0, fi + Q" + 2°Q" — (a +2/3)2Q + O(6°)(Q + Q")).
Now we define @) as the Kummer function which is the solution to
Q"(2) +27Q'(2) — (a +2/3)2Q(2) = 0.
Note that O(62)(Q(z) + Q'(z)) is sufficiently small if  is small. Then, since
x5 “(sin@ — 0)0,, f§ is of order 1, O(0%)(Q(z) + Q'(2)) is in the smaller scale than
x5 “(sin@—0)0,, f; and is being absorbed. Thus, we can conclude that f* = fi+R*
satisfies
sin00,, f* — 03 f* = O(z%).
This completes the proof. ([l

On the other hand, we would also like to construct a part of the supersolution
which behaves like a polynomial near the singular boundary. We first introduce
the following lemma from [25] on the existence of a function A which will be used
for the construction of a positive function Z; behaves like a power-law near the
singular boundary and satisfies .

Lemma 8.4 ( [25 Claim 3.3.1]). For any o € (0,1/6), there exists a solution A(Q)
of

A"(¢) +3C°N'(¢) — 9a¢A(¢) =0, (91)
with the form

A(C) = U(faa 2/37 7<3), C € Ra
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where we denote as Ula, b, z) the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function. The
function A(C) has the following properties:

e A(¢) >0 for any ¢ € R.

o There exists a positive constant K > 0 such that

A(C) ~ { K+|C|3a’ < — 0,

|<|3a7 C — —00.

e The function A(C), up to a multiplicative constant, is the only solution of
which is polynomially bounded for large |(|.

Using the lemma above, we will now construct a positive function Z§ = Z;(y, ()
which behaves like a power-law and further satisfies .

Lemma 8.5. For a € (0,1/6), there exists a sufficiently small Ro(y, () such that
o |Ro| < Fy for [C]® + |yl < 1 and that
© Z§(y.Q) ¥ Fo(y,) + Rol(y.C) satisfies

. T 0
(04 + (cosB,sinf) -V, — 03)Z; <t3/22’ 151/2) >0, (92)

for |0 4+ zo < t3/2, where Fy is given by
Fo(y, ¢) = y*A(C/(99)'?).
Notice that Z§ > 0.

Proof. We prove this locally on some interval ¢ € [tg, ¢y + 1] so that ¢ — ¢y < 1 and
locally on the domain with |8]> + 25 < t3/2. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that to = 0 and let ¢ < 1. Since A satisfies , the function Fy with the
definition Fy(y,¢) = y*A(/(9y)'/?) satisfies the following identity:

(0 — COy)Fy = 0.
Therefore, we further note that
1 3 1 3 3
(o84 300+ (3u=<) a) = (000 + 300, ) Fa= Sk (o0
On the other hand, we also notice that, for ¢ = 0t=1/2 and y = zot=3/2,

i) 0

. * . [ T 0
(0s + (cos 0,sin0) -V, —03)Z3 (t?’/27 t1/2> = (04 +sin00,, —03)Z; (1?3/22’ 151/2)

3 T2 10 . p,—3/2 12\ o [ T2 0
1
=¢! (—gy(’?y — 5(84 + sin@t_l/Qay - 82) Z§ (y, Q)
1 3
=—t! <8§ + 500 + (2y - C) 6'y> Z5 +t732 (=0 +sin0) 9, Z;

3 1 3
=—t! [2aFO + <8§ + 5(64 + <2y = g) 8y> RO} +t73/2 (=6 + sin 0) 8, (Fy+Ro)

1 3 sin 6 3 sin 6
= ¢! [(8? + §C6g + (2y 9 C) ay) Ry + §OzF0 ) CF0:| , (94)
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by where Zx %' Fy + Rg. Therefore, if we find a function Ry which satisfies

3 sin 0 sin 0

1 3
(&? + 54&; + (2y - 9C> 5@/) Ro + §QFO 9 (Fo<0, (95)

€

then Zj & Fo + Ry will then satisfy by . Hence, our goal is to construct
Ry that satisfies for the given function Fy(y,¢) = y*A(¢/(9y)'/?), and the rest
of the proof is devoted to the construction.

Now we put an additional ansatz that Ro(y, ¢) = y3+¢ (—%) = yitep(2) for

some function ¢ such that |(2)| < y?/3A(—21/3) for y < 1 with z = —%. Then
we have

sy g (3, st
<a<+2<a<+ Su——5¢) 9y ) Ro

_ ¢yt d72 n 2 sinf \ d n ng sin 6
- “d27 3 0 °)dz" 37%) 9 7

Thus, it suffices to find ¢(z) such that
L1/3 Zd72 + gfﬂz i + ngOz M 4 1+§a z
a2 ? 3 0 az? 3 g 7 2 ) V¥
since Fy = y“A. Then this is equivalent to
21/3 Zd72 + g_z i + g+a + 1—|—§Oé %
d2” " \3 dz” " \3 4 2% ) V"%

3 sin 6 1 sin 6 d sin 6
<=2 R VEN - /3 (227
_( 2a—|— 7 C)A z (1 7 )zdzap—l—z (1 7 )(p

Here we note that

. . 5
1/3 _y a | s _smH N‘ 1/3p2 ‘N 4
z (1 7 zdz<p~z 1 7 ol = |z 9<p~7;/3<p
< |y A = [cytA| < [Al,
Lo

for y,[¢|* < 1 and |f] < t'/? < 1. Therefore, it suffices to find ¢(z) such that

2

z%gp + <§ - z) %cp + (g + a) © < —22"13aQ.
The existence of such a solution ¢ to the ODE has already been studied in [25] in the
variation form [25| (3.42)] involving the Kummer and the Tricomi hypergeometric
functions M (a, b, z) and U(a,b, z). Furthermore, it was also shown at [25, (3.43)]
that the solution satisfies the ansatz that |o(z)| < y*/3A(—2/3) for [¢]* +y < 1.
This completes the proof of the lemma. (I

Finally, we prove the Holder continuity near the singular boundary:
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Proof of Theorem [I.7g). Now using the function Zg defined in Lemma [8.5] we
define

" * i) 0
fo(t,l'l,xg,e) = ZO <t3/27 t1/2> ; (96)
where Zj is given by Lemma Then define
f_g(ta Iy, T2, 0) = ”fln”oofO(ta Ty, T2, 0) =+ ef*(an 0)3

where f* is given by Lemma [8:3] which is a singular self-similar profile near the
singular boundary x2 = 0 and § = 0. Then by Lemma [8.5] we have
(0t + (cosB,sinf) -V, — 83)f0(t,x1,x2,9) > 0.

Therefore, f§ is a supersolution of the equation . Then since f* satisfies ,
we have f§ is a supersolution. By the asymptotic behavior in Lemma note that
we also have

£0,2,0) < f5(0,2,6),
for (z,0) € R2 x (—m, 7). Define h = f — f§. Then h satisfies that
(04 + (cosB,sinf) -V, — 93)h <0,
with the initial condition 2 (0, x,8) < 0. Then by the maximum principle (cf. Lemma
, we obtain that h(t,x,0) < 0. Then by taking e — 0, we obtain that
F(t2,0) < || finllooo(t . 0),
for all ¢ > 0 and (z,6) € R3 x (—m, 7). This implies that

f(t,x,0) < C(ag +16]**),

where « is the one given in Lemma and C depends only on || fin|co-

Now choose any two points (x2, ) and (z2,%) both in Ry x [—7, w]. Without loss
of generality, we assume that 0 < dy & (20 + [03)Y/3 < &1 = (254 |6]3)1/3 < &, for

a small constant dg > 0. Define
pE (22 — wa| + [0 — 0%)1/3.

If p* > 155 (63 4 63), then we have

|f(t,x1,22,0) — f(t,21,22,9)| < |f(t, 1, 22,0)| + | f(L, 71, 22,0)]
S af 0P + 25 + [P S (07 + 637)™,
which results in
| (t 1, 22,0) = f(t, 21, 22,0)| < C(|ar2 — 20| + 10 — I[>*).
Therefore, we have Theorem when p? > 155 (63 + 63).

On the other hand, if p* < 55(67 + 63), then we have p < &; and &; ~ ds.
Without loss of generality, let p < 1—1062 and 07 < 205 and consider the following
rescaling:

f(t,l’,g) = 6?(1.}?(7_7)(79)7 T = égX? 0= 5267 t= 557—
Then, f solves

<3T N COS(652@)

2

8X1> f_+ waXQf_*a%f:O
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For a sufficiently small 8 = 620, we have

— c0s(020)

1 - 020 _
0+ o, ) f+ 0Ny Foon - ox,f.
09 02 09
as cosf = 1+ O(6?).
We further make a change of variables
(T,Xl,Xg,@)H(T,Xl X1+5 7')(27@)7
such that we obtain
— _ 202 _ —
0.5+ 00 g j g g = 1200y 5 - OO0 f — @O0

Note that the coefficient of dx; f is uniformly bounded for © ~ 1 and § < 1. Also,
the coefficient of dy, f is uniformly bounded for © ~ 1 and 6 < 1 as

sin(920) o+ 0(5303)
0o 0o

For the given do > 0, the operator is uniformly-in-d2 hypoelliptic in the variables
(1, X{,X2,0) by the Hérmander’s hypoelliptic theorem [20]. This can be shown
similarly to Section [7] by choosing

Xo = i and X1 = 9, + ©0(0)dx; + O(1 + O(6%))dx,.

— 01+ 0(6?)).

Therefore, for any sufficiently small
O + X5 < 68/53,
we have C' > 0 such that
10 f| + 10x; f1 + 10x, 1 + 00 f| < C.
In terms of the original variables, we have
0310¢ £ + 8310 21) f| + 310z, f| + 02100 f] < CO}°.
Finally, we observe that
|f(t,$1,$270) - f(t7.’)31722719)|

To — 2 06—
< e flles —al+ 0u 0 — o) < oo (222 L)
2

02
3 3—3(163(1 1—3(163(1
< o3 <53+§2) <Cp3°‘(p 5 A 5 : )Spga,

for v € (0,1/6), since we have p* < 15(63 + 03) and 01 ~ d;. Therefore, we have
|f(t7l’1,1’2, 9) - f(taxlv 22, 19)| < C(‘IQ - Z2|a + |0 - 19‘3&)‘
Therefore, this completes the proof for Theorem [1.7|m). ([

This completes the proof of the Holder continuity of the solution in the domain
including the singular boundary. In the next section, we prove that the mass is
being accumulated on the boundary x5 = 0 and the total mass is conserved.
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9. BALANCE OF MASS

In this section, we introduce one property of the conservation of total mass that
the solution f to the problem enjoys. Namely, we will derive an identity on the
balance of mass and will prove Theorem 7 in this section.

We introduce the following lemma on the balance of mass identity:

Lemma 9.1 (Balance of mass). The solution f to the problem —@ and @[) n
the sense of Definition satisfies that

d
—/// fr(t,x1,20,0) dl’ldl’gd9+/ (p+(t, 1) + p—(t,x1)) dzy =0, (97)
dt R3 x[—m,m] R

for any t > 0.

Proof. We prove the identity using a special test function in . Namely, we
choose ¢ = h(t) where h(t) € C*([0,T7]). By (L8], we then have

T
/ dt O:h [/// dxi1drodf f, + / dxzy Orh (p+(t, 1) + p—(t,x1))
0 R3 x[—m,m] R

///Rix[m] dxydxodf f(T)h(T)///RiX[mW] dxydzodf finh(0).  (98)

We therefore obtain from that holds in the sense of distributions on
[0,T]. O

As a direct consequence, we can obtain Theorem ’:

Proof of Theorem [1.74g),@- Note that Lemma [0.1] directly implies Theorem [T.7g)
as

f(t,z1,22,0) = py(t,21)0(22)0(0) + p—(t,21)6(22)6(0 + ) + fr(t, 21, 22,0),

by Definition
In addition, note that Lemma [0.1] implies that for any ¢ > 0,

i/// fr(t7x1;$2,9) dxidxodf <0,
dt JJ Jr2 x|—r,m)

in the sense of distributions, since py(t), p—(t) € M (R). Therefore, for any 0 <
t1 < ty < oo, we have

/dl‘l/ dafg df f,-(t1,$1,$2,9)
R {z2>0} -

Z/d$1/ dwz/ df fr(ta, x1,22,0).
R {z2>0} -7
This proves Theorem [1.7|g). O

This completes the proof on the mass accumulation on the boundary and the
total mass conservation. In the next section, we will prove Theorem on the
long-chain asymptotics as t — co.
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10. LONG-CHAIN ASYMPTOTICS

Provided the existence of a unique weak solution, we now study the long-chain
asymptotics of the measure solution. In this section, we prove Theorem (1.7|F).
Suppose that we are given an initial measure f;;, € M (X). Then we claim that

fr satisfies
/// fr(t7-T,9) dxidxodf — 0,
R x (7]

as t — oo. In addition, we will also observe that the long-chain asymptotics
pL(@1), po(1) of p™(t, 1), p~ (t, 21) satisty

/ dy (o (21 — £) + oo (@1 + 1)) = / / dwdf fon (. 6),
R Rix[fﬂ',ﬂ'}

for any fin, = fin(z,0) € M (X).

The analysis on the long-chain asymptotics is closely related to that of the steady-
state solution to a stationary problem. It is crucial to obtain the existence and the
uniqueness of a solution to the stationary problem associated to the t-dependent
problem. In order to guarantee the uniqueness of the steady-state, it is crucial to
study the behavior of the stationary solutions for large values of zo > 0. In order to
understand where the mass of solution concentrates as t — oo, it is also crucial to
guarantee that the mass is not escaping for large values of z5. To this end, we will
use the 1-dimensional integrated problem for the mass density p; and its adjoint
problem that we have obtained by integrating the system with respect to x;.

In the next subsection, we will first consider a stationary problem and observe
that the mass does not escape for large values of x5 > 0.

10.1. Asymptotics of the stationary solutions with zero boundary. As we
mentioned in Section 23] it is crucial to obtain the asymptotics of the solutions
Do to the stationary equation:

—sin00,,p = 03¢, for x5 >0, 0 € [—, 7], (99)
with the periodic condition in 6:
@(x2, —7) = (22, 7) and Jy@(xe, —m) = Op@(22, ™), for x9 > 0. (100)
We consider the following boundary condition for the stationary solution @
?(0,0) =1 for 0 € [—m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0],

which is obtained by rescaling each of the boundary conditions and
without loss of generality and adding them together. Then our goal in this section
is to prove that @ = 1 for any 29 > 0 and 6 € [—7,nw]. This result will be used
to prove that no mass is escaping for large values of x5 via the duality argument.
In addition, this will be crucially used to prove the uniqueness of solutions to the
stationary problem in the next section, which has the boundary values of or
(1106)).

By redefining the function ¢ as 1 — ¢, we can consider the same problem with
the zero boundary condition

(0,0) =0 for 0 € [—m, —7/2) U (—7/2,0]. (101)

In this case, our goal is to show that the stationary solution @, with the zero
boundary condition on z3 = 0 and 6 € [—m, —7/2) U (—7/2,0] is zero everywhere



56 JIN WOO JANG AND JUAN J. L. VELAZQUEZ

on zo > 0 and 0 € [—m, w]. The first step for the proof is to prove the non-negativity
of a supersolution if the boundary value at x5 = 0 is non-negative.

10.1.1. Non-negativity of supersolutions.

Definition 10.1. We call g, € C?((0,00) x [—,7]) a supersolution to (99)-(101)
if Psup(0,0) > @(0,0) for 6 € [—m, —m/2) U (—7/2,0] and @syp satisfies

— §in00,,p > 03¢. (102)
Then we claim the following lemma on the non-negativity of a supersolution.

Lemma 10.2. Suppose @syp € C*((0,00) x [—m,7]) is a supersolution to the sta-

tionary equation 1' in the sense of Definition |10.1, Suppose that @sup is
non-negative at xo =0 and 0 € [—7,—7/2) U (—7/2,0]. Then

@sup(x% 0) Z O;
for any x>0 and 0 € [—m, 7).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that ¢s,;, < 0 for some region in 2o > 0 and 6 €
[—, 7]. Suppose that a point (z2,0,60y) is the local minimum of @, in the region.
Firstly, if 6y = 0, then we have 03 @sup(22,0,00) < 0, which is a contradiction. If
fo < 0, define @7, (22,0) = Psup(T2,0)+ex for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that
@:up is still negative at a local minimum (x2 1, 61) of @:up where 6, is still negative.
Then, we have that x5 1 > 0 and that
— sin 918902(,5:%(@’1, 01) = — Sil’l 91 (&Czésup(xg,l, 01) + 5)
> 8§<ﬁsup —sinfie > —sinfe > 0,

which leads to a contradiction. On the other hand, if 6y > 0, then define @7, (72, 0) =
Psup(w2,0) —€'zo for a sufficiently small ¢’ > 0 such that @7, attains its local min-
imum at (x22,02) where 6 > 0. Then we observe that

— sin 928$2 (ﬁ:up(xg’g, 92) = —sinfy (8I2 qup(xg,g, 92) — 8’)
> 0F Gup + sin fae’ > sinbae’ > 0,
which leads to a contradiction. O

10.1.2. Construction of a super-solution. We now construct a super-solution F) to
([99)-(101)) as the following:
Lemma 10.3. Define F) = F)\(x2,0) as

2
Fi(z2,0) = e %2 (1 — Asind — % cos(29)) ,

for a sufficiently small X\ > 0. Then (1 — F\) is a super-solution to ([99)-(101) in
the sense of Definition|10.1].

Proof. Note that
. A\?
— 5in 09, F\ = Asin fe= 2 (1 — Asinf — 3 cos(29)> ,
and

A2 A2
OFF) = e 2 (/\ sinf + = cos(20)) = 2 ()\ sin 6 + 7(1 — 25sin? 9)> .
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Therefore,

PP
— 800, F\ — O3 Fy = e 2 <2 -5 sinacos(29)> <0,

if A > 0 is sufficiently small. Also, note that
(1—-F»)(0,0) >0=¢(0,0), if 0 € [-m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0].
This completes the proof. ([l

Modifying this super-solution, we will now construct a generalized supersolution
as follows:

Lemma 10.4. For a sufficiently small n and X\ > 0, define
)\2
Poup(@2,0) =1+ — e 2279 (1 — Asiné — 3 cos(20)> ,

for & > 0. Then @y satisfies (102) and @sup(6,0) > 3, for a sufficiently small
A>0.

The proof is straightforward by Lemma [10.3| and we omit it.

10.1.3. Regularity. Our final ingredient is to prove that a stationary solution to
(99)-(34) is locally Hélder continuous near (0,0) and (0, —7) and is smooth else-
where. The proof for the smoothness would involve the local hypoellipticity of the
stationary operator as in Section [} In this section, we provide the proof for the
Holder continuity near the singular points, which would involve the construction of
a supersolution using a self-similar type profile.

Lemma 10.5 (Local Holder continuity near the singular points). Suppose that oo
is a solution to with the zero boundary condition (101) and the periodicity

(100). Then ¢ € Cgfzoc(R-H Cg:lgoi[—ﬂ,ﬂ]), for any o € (0,1/6).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we prove the Holder continuity near the singular
point (0, 0) only. The proof for the other point (0, —7) is similar. The proof consists
of the constructions of two power-law type profiles, where one decays fast near (0, 0)
and the other blows up fast near (0,0). We denote the former as ¢ and the latter
. Note that ¢ and ¢ have already been constructed in and Lemma as fo
and f*, respectively. Therefore, the @, in the following definition @s,), = ¢ + €,
is a supersolution and we can do the comparison and conclude that go. < @gyp-
By letting € — 0, we obtain the Holder continuity and the rest of the proof follows
similarly to the proof of Theorem |1.7|m). O

10.1.4. Main lemma. Now we are ready to prove our main lemma:

Lemma 10.6. Suppose that ¢~ is a solution to with the zero boundary con-
dition (101) and the periodicity (100). Then we have

Poo(22,0) =0, for any xzo >0, 0 € [—m, 7.

Proof. By Lemma we have that @ is Holder continuous near (z2,60) = (0,0)
and (0, —7). Suppose the zero boundary condition (101)). Then for a fixed £ > 0,
there exists a sufficiently small § > 0 such that

|Poo(0,0)| < e, for any 0 € [—m, 7).
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Now observe that the supersolution @, defined in Lemma [10.4] as
)\2
Gsup(2,0) =14+n— e~ Mz2—9) (1 — Asinf — 5 cos(29)>

is a periodic supersolution for in the rectangular domain x5 € [§, R] for a
sufficiently large R > 0 by Lemma [I0.4) and that

Baup(R,0) > 1+ g > 1> o (R, 6).

Then we can do the comparison in the bounded rectangular region x5 € [4, R] and
obtain that

Poo < Psup, for zo € [§,R], 0 € [—m, 7],
and R can be arbitrarily large. Since A and 7 can be arbitrarily small, we obtain
that as \,n — 0%,

/\2
Boo < 1417 — e N279) (1 — Asind — 5 cos(29)) — 0.

Thus, @ = 0 everywhere. O

By reverting back ¢ +— 1 — ¢, the discussion with the stationary equation is
complete. In the next subsection, we will discuss the ¢t-dependent adjoint problems.

10.2. Long-chain asymptotics for the t-dependent problems. Equipped with
the knowledge on the solutions to the stationary solution @, with the zero bound-
ary values , we will now consider the stationary problem with the general
boundary condition and , whose solutions will then be the asymptotics
of the t-dependent adjoint problems as t — co.

By integrating the 2-dimensional adjoint equation with respect to x; vari-
able, we obtain the adjoint equation for the mass density p; which depends
only on t, x5, and # variables. In this subsection, we consider the proof of Theorem
in terms of the mass density p; and its adjoint ¢, as it suffices to show that

/ / pl(t,IQ, 0) dIQd& — 0.
0 -7

As in (27)), we consider the forward-in-t adjoint problem for a test function ¢ =
©(t, z2,0) which is a solution to
Dyp — sin 00,0 = Dz, (103)
with
—m)=aq, 0 €|—m,—7/2
(10,0 = ©(0,0,—m) =a, 0 € [—m,—7/2)
80(07070) = Ba 0 c (_7T/2’0]7
for some non-negative o and g for any ¢ > 0 with the periodic boundary condition
(30). Here note that we already inverted the direction of ¢ via t — T — ¢.
We write a solution ¢(t, z2, 6) in the form of
QO(t7 x2, 0) = adjf (t7 x2, 9) + Bw+(t7 2, 9) + wO(t7 Z2, 0)7 (104)
where ¥4 and vy are continuous and each solves (103) with the boundary conditions

1, 0 € [-7,—7/2),

0, € (—m/2,0], (105)

Y_(t,0,0) = {
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0, 6 €[-m—7/2),

1, 0 € (—m/2,0], (106)

w-i-(t’ 0, 9) = {

and

¥o(t,0,0) =0, 0 € [—m,—7/2) U (—7/2,0], (107)
and each satisfies the periodic boundary condition (30). Then we claim that the
following proposition holds:

Proposition 10.7. Suppose ¢ solves (103))-(107) with the periodic boundary con-
dition . Then we have V4 (t, x2,0) — L and o(t,2,0) — 2 =0 ast — oo,

where P = VL (24,0) are the stationary solutions to with the boundary con-
ditions
_ 1, 6 € [-m,—7/2),
0,0) = 108
P00 { 0, ¢ (-x/2,0, o)
and
0, 0 €|—m,—7/2)
(0,0) = ’ ’ ’ 109
o0 { L € (~x/2,0] 1o

with the periodic boundary condition (100)).

Then using the duality identity , Proposition implies the following corol-
lary:

Corollary 10.8. For all fi, = fin(z,0) € M4 (X), we have the convergence

/ / / Fo(t,2,0) dzdd — / / pr(t, w2,0) daadd — 0,
R2 x[—7,7] (0,00) X [—m,m]

as t — oo.

As a direct result of Corollary we obtain Theorem [1.7((5)). Therefore, our
goal in the next subsections is to prove Proposition[I0.7 Without loss of generality,
we consider the proof for ¢4 with the boundary condition only. The other
cases with — can be proved similarly. Especially, we have seen that ¢{_,
the limit of 4o, is zero for any xo > 0 and 0 € [—m, —7/2) U (—7/2,0] by Section
The proof will depend on the analysis of the stationary problem associated
to the time dependent problem - with .

10.3. Solutions to the stationary problems. In this subsection, we prove the
existence and the uniqueness of the solutions ¥ to the stationary equation
with (T08)-(T09) and (T00).

Suppose that ¥ solves with and . Then we first remark that a

sufficiently regular solution 11 satisfies the following a priori bounds:

Lemma 10.9 (A priori bounds). Suppose ¢, € C?((0,00) x [—m,7]) solves
with (109) and (100). Then vL satisfies 0 < oE < 1, for any x5 > 0 and 0 €

[—7, 7).

Proof. We first prove that ¥ > 0 for any zo > 0 and 6 € [—7,7]. Suppose on
the contrary that 9% < 0 for some region. Suppose that a point (z20,60) is the
local minimum of 5. Firstly, if 6 = 0, then we have 9591 (22,0,60) < 0, which
is a contradiction. If 8y < 0, define Y1 * (22, 0) = I (22,60) + x5 for a sufficiently
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small ¢ > 0 such that ¢* is still negative at a local minimum (z21,6;) of pL*
where 0, is still negative. Then, we have that x5 ; > 0 and that

— 8in 0105, Y1  (w2,1,601) = —sin b1 (0, 0 L (w2.1,61) + €)
> 0arht —sinfe > —sinfie > 0,
which leads to a contradiction. On the other hand, if 6y > 0, then define
V" (w2,0) = b (22,0) — &'z

for a sufficiently small &/ > 0 such that ¢1;* attains its local minimum at (222, 62)
where 65 > 0. Then we observe that

— $in 0205, 035" (22,2, 02) = — sin 029, ¥ (w2,2,02) — £')
> 039F + sinfye’ > sinfae’ > 0,

which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we obtain that % > 0.

On the other hand, we define ¢, %' 1 — 4% . Then ¢ also solves the same
stationary equation with the boundary conditions and . Then by
the same proof, we obtain that ¢} > 0, which implies that ¢}, <1 for any zo > 0
and 6 € [—m, 7]. This completes the proof. O

In addition, we can obtain the uniqueness of the stationary solution 1 :

Lemma 10.10 (Uniqueness). Suppose 1 € C?((0,00) x [—m,7]) solves with
(109) and (100). Then ¥t is unique.

Proof. Suppose that there are two solutions 1 and 922 to with (109) and
(100). Then define the difference

¢+’d def 1/]+,1 _ 1/J+’2-
Then ¢2,4(0,0) = 0 for § € [—7, —7/2)U(—7/2,0]. Thus, L7 solves with the
zero boundary condition (101]) and the periodic boundary (100). Then by Lemma
10.6f we have 14 = 0 for any 22 > 0 and 6 € [—m,7]. This completes the
proof. O

Finally, we prove the existence of a smooth stationary solution ¥ . The proof
is based on the analysis in Section [3]

Lemma 10.11 (Existence of a locally smooth solution). There exists a solution
i € Ce({(0,00) x [=m, al} U {{zg = 0} x {(=m, —7/2) U (=7/2,0) U (0, )}}) to
the stationary problem with (109) and (100).

Proof. For the proof of the existence, we regularize the Laplace-Beltrami operator
to a discretized operator Q¢ defined in . Define the operator £¢ = sin 69, + Q°.
In order to solve the equation (sin#d,, + 93)yL = 0, we consider the regularized
equation

Lt = ot (110)
for some sufficiently small pg > 0. We pass to the limit po — 0 later after showing
the existence for each fixed pp > 0. Then in order to prove the existence of a solution
to with the boundary condition , it suffices to prove the existence of a
solution ¥, . = ¥ (t,x2,0) to the following t-dependent problem

o =LYUY (111)

00,69
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with the initial-boundary condition
wjo,e((),xg,@) =0, for zo >0, 0 € [-m, 7],

Oa NS [_ﬂ-v _7T/2)7
1, 0 € (—n/2,0],

with the periodic boundary condition . This is via the relationship

U (02,60) = / et (t,m)) .
' 0 7\ Mo

Now, we further regularize the boundary condition as

7;_0,e<t7 0, 9) = 7:0,5(07 0, 9) = {

— 1 _
O 1:0.0) = - (2l (10,0

00,€,K

+ (1= xu(0)E ((t,0,—7) — 2 (t,0,0)>, for 0 € [-m,0], (112)

where a smooth function y, is defined the same as (37). By plugging in 6 = 0 and
0 = —m to (112), we obtain that d,¢L . .(¢,0,0) = 0 for # = 0 and = —x. Thus,

00,€,K
we have

_ 1 _
oL o (8,0,0) = = (1 — xu(8) — ¥ . (2,0,0)), for 6 € [-,0]. (113)
€ K €
Then the existence of the solution @Zjon in the limit ¢ — 0 is given by Section
- Section with ¢ = 0. Remark that the maximum of @;,eﬁ in Lemma

now occurs only on the boundary values zo = 0 with 6 € [—m, 0] since the initial
condition g is = 0. This gives the uniform bound of

193, <l (o,xs) < 1.

Then in the weak-limit as x — 0, we obtain a weak solution 1 to the stationary
solution. Now the local smoothness of the weak solution away from the singular
boundary {zs = 0} x {6 =0, —7} and the pathological set {zo = 0} x {6 = —7/2}
is obtained directly from the hypoellipticity of the operator by the same arguments
in Section [7} This completes the proof. O

Similarly, we can prove the existence and the uniqueness of the other limits 1
and 92 = 0 using the other boundary conditions (108) and (101]). Lastly, we prove
that 1% (z2,0) — % as x5 — occ.

Lemma 10.12. The solution 11, satisfies the limit V1 (x2,0) — 1 as x5 — oo,
for any 6 € [—m, 7.

Proof. We define 1, (z2,0) = I (z2+m, 0). Note that 0 < ¢, <1, by Lemmam
and we have ¢, — 1, as n — oo where 1) solves for o € R and 6 € [, 7]
with the periodicity (100). By Lemma we also have 0 < 1) < 1. Define

lim sup ¢ (z2,60) = my € [0,1] and liminf 1 (29, 0) = m_ € [0,1].
To—>00 T2 —> 00
We claim that m_ = my. To this end, we first observe that there exists a subse-
quence {A;} for A, — oo as k — oo such that

1/)(392 + )\kaa) - ’U(.’E%Q), as k — 00,
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where

min v(zg,0) =m_ and max v(z2,0) =m4, for any z, € R.
0e[—m,0] 0c[—m,0]
Then by the maximum principle in Lemma we obtain that m_ =m.
Now we prove that m_ =my = % For this, we use the symmetrization. Define

1;($2,9) = TP;Z(JJQ’ 9) + w:o(x%ﬂ- - 0)
def

Note that 11 (z2,0) satisfies the boundary condition (109) and z/iref(xgﬂ) =

Vi (z2, m — 0) satisfies the boundary condition (108). Therefore, ¢(zo,0) satis-

fies the boundary condition that v (z3,0) = 1 if § € [—m,0]. Then by Lemma
7 7 I

on 1 — 1 we obtain that ¢ — 1 = 2m,. Therefore, we obtain that % — 5 as

29 — 00. The same proof also holds for ¢ and we get ¥ — %, as o —oo. O

Another ingredient for the proof of Proposition[10.7]is on the diffusive property of
the Fokker-Planck operator. Namely, we prove the following positivity of a solution:

Lemma 10.13. Suppose V. = V(t,x2,0) is a solution to and (30) with
V(0,22,0) > 1 if (z2,0) € Br(x2,0,60), for a sufficiently small R > 0 and some
x2,0 > 0 and 6y € [—m,w]. Then there exist t, = t.(R) > 0 and Cy = Co(R) > 0
such that V (t., x2,0) > Cy > 0 for any (z2,6) € Bar(x2,0,600).

Proof. For the proof, we construct a subsolution W = W (¢, x4, 0) which satisfies
W — sin00,, W — 9aW < 0, (114)

with W(0,22,68) = 1 on Bgr(zs,,60) and W (t.,z2,0) > Cp for any |zo — x2
R/106 and |0 — 69| < 2R. We look for a sub-solution W of the form

W(t,z2,0) = e 7"V (22 + tsinb, ),
for some sufficiently large ¢ > 0 and W € Oﬁ,e- Then (114)) implies

<

—oV < 05V — tsin60,,V + tcos00,,05V + t* cos® 02 V.
Then we define V' as

V(zg,0) < % cos(a/(0 — 0o)) cos(0/ (wy — w2,0)) + % (115)

with o = (%)4 > 0 sufficiently large (with a sufficiently small R > 0) so that
holds for any 0 < ¢t < ¢, for some ¢, = t,(R) > 0. Then by the maximum principle
of Lemma [3.3] we have V (t.,x2,0) > W (t,,x2,6) > Cy, for some Co = Co(R) > 0
for any for any (z2,6) € Bag(x2,0,6p).This completes the proof. ]

Finally, we conclude the proof of Proposition by introducing the following
lemma:

Lemma 10.14. The solution ¢y to (103)), (106)), and satisfies the long-chain

asymptotic behavior 1 (t,x2,0) — ¥ (x2,0) as t — oo where YL is the solution

of the stationary equation with the boundary conditions (109) and (100)).

Proof. For the proof of the long-chain asymptotics of ¥4 (¢, z2,0), we define a func-
tion
W (t, x2,0) = 4 (t, 22,0) — 1/)o+o (z2,0),
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which solves with the initial condition W (0, z2,0) = ¥ (0, x2,0) — 1 (22, 0),
the zero boundary condition , and the periodic boundary condition . Our
goal is to prove that W (t, z2,60) — 0 for any x5 > 0 and 6 € [—7, 7] as t — co.

We start with observing that 0 < 44 <1 by the maximum principle in Lemma
Thus we have |WW (0, z3,0)| < C for some C' > 0. Also, note that for any € > 0
there exists K > 0 and a sufficiently large R > 0 such that

— K6 (2,0) +€) < W(t,22,60) < K(Uh(22.0) +¢), for t >R (116)

by the comparison principle, since £K (1 (z2,0)+¢) is a super- and a sub-solution
to the system. Define

e t, 22,0
A(t) &f sup 7:/_1/( 72,0) .
z2€[0,00), O€[—m,7] woo(x% 0) +e€
Note that ¥ (z2,0) + € > & > 0 by the non-negativity of ¢%. Then
limsup A(t) < K.
t—o0
If lim sup,_, ., A(t) < K, then we re-define R and K by increasing R and decreasing
K such that limsup,_, ., A(t) = K and (116) holds. If limsup,_,., A(t) = K, then
there exists a sequence {t,} — oo such that A(t,) — K. Then there exists a
sequence of tuples (x2 ,,0,) € Ry x [—m, 7] such that
W<tn7 x2,n7 en)
wjo(xZna an) +e
Then W is also a solution to the same system with the different initial condition
W(0,xq,0) = W(ty,z2,0). Define a function W = W (¢, z2,0) as a limit of W(t,, +

t,x2,0) as n — oco. Also, define a tuple (T2, ) as the limit of (z2,,,6,) as n — co.
Then note that

— K, asn — oo.

W(0,Z2,0) = K(YL (72,0) +¢).

If (z2,,0,) converges to a tuple of finite values (Z2,0) as n — oo, then by the
maximum principle of Lemma in the box B & (22,0) € [t +e,t+ 1] x [T+
€,Zo + 1] X [—m, 7] for some € < 1 and obtain that
W(t,z2,0) < (K — 0) (YL (w2,0) + ) if (t,22,0) € B,
for some 0 > 0. Therefore, for any ¢ > 1,
W(t,z2,0) < (K — 0)(¢L (22,0) + ¢),

for any zo > 0 and 6 € [—m,w]. Then we can readjust K — K — § and repeat
reducing the size of K until it becomes 0. Therefore, the only difficulty left is in
the case when the limit lim;, o 22,5, = T2 = 00. We define
Ul(t,x2,0) ¢ (w:o(xg, 0) + E) — W (t,z2,0).
Note that ¢% (c0,0) = 1, by Lemma Then we know that U solves the same
equation
U — sin 00,,U = 95U,

with the condition U(t,0,0) > e > 0fort >0 and 0 € [-m, —7/2) U (—7/2,0], and
U(0,z2,0) > 0 for any o > 0 and 6 € [—7, 71| by .

We first note that Lemma implies that for a sufficiently large ¢ > 0, there
exists some Zo > 0 such that U({, Z2,0) > § > 0 for some ¢ > 0 for any 6 € [—7, 7.
We obtain this by rescaling and repeating the argument in Lemma until we
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extend the domain to [—m, 7], since t, and Cjy depends only on R. Now our goal is
to show that limsup,_, ., sup,, o U(t, 2, 0) is strictly positive. Then we can reduce
the size of K by the positive gap limsup,_, ., sup,, o U(t,72,0), and we iterate the
arguments above with a new K and obtain that W is indeed zero for a sufficiently
large t > 1 and ¢ — 0. Suppose that U(t,Z2,60) > 1 for any 6 € [—m, 7| and that
U(t,0,0) > 1 for t > 0 and § € [—7,0] by rescaling. We claim that there exists
k > 0 such that for any R > 0 large we have U(t, R,0) > k > 0, if ¢ is sufficiently
large. We prove this by constructing a subsolution. Define

V(t,22,0) = k — e e 2Q(6),

for some o > 0 sufficiently small, A > 0, and a 27-periodic(-in-§) C? function Q
which solves
—0Q + XosinfQ — Q" > 0.

For example, @ is given by the Mathieu function. We assume without loss of
generality that |V| < 1 by rescaling. Then we note that V is a subsolution that
satisfies 9;V —sin 09,,V — 92V < 0 with |[V| < 1. Then since V —U is a subsolution
with non-positive values when ¢ = ¢ and when zo = 0 and 6 € [—, 0], the maximum
principle of Lemma implies that V(t,xq,0) < U(t, z2,0) for t > t. By passing
A — 0 and then ¢ — oo we obtain that U(t,x2,0) > k for a sufficiently large xs.
This completes the proof. ([l

Remark 10.15. In addition, we remark that this asymptotics of the solutions to the
adjoint problem indicates that the function is asymptotically going to be supported
only on the set of the points (x2,6) = (0,0) and = (0, —7). Since the dynamics for
p1 int and x; variables are under free-transport equations, we will get the dynamics
supported on particular lines and the evolution of the lines are the translations on
T = +t.

This completes the proof of Proposition and Corollary [10.8] which then
imply Theorem 5). In the next subsection, we further discuss the dynamics of
the mass that has been accumulated at the singular boundary (z2, ) = (0,0) and
(0, —m).

10.4. Dynamics for the mass at (z3,0) = (0,0) or (0,—7). We also discuss the
asymptotics of the mass that has been accumulated on either (z3,0) = (0,0) or
(0,—7) in the rest of this section. Denote these densities as p™ = p*(¢,21) and
p~ = p~ (t,xz1), respectively. Then we discuss the dynamics for the mass reached
(22,0) = (0,0) or (0, —).

Consider the backward-in-¢ adjoint problem —. We first consider a special
test function ¢, in the weak formulation Definition [I.4] that is independent of x4
variable. Then choose the initial profile ¢.(7") such that it is = 1 on z3 < € and
6 € [—m, 0] and is supported only on xs < 2¢. Then by the previous argument, we
know that ¢;p,(x2,0) — 1 as T — 1. Then by the dominated convergence theorem,
we can pass € — 0 and obtain by the weak formulation and the duality identity
that

/ (p+(T,1‘1) + pi(T,l‘l)) dr, = /fmqudxdﬁ
R

Now by letting T' — oo, we observe that

lim (p+(T7x1) +p” (T,xl)) dry = /fm dxdf.

T—o0 R
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Remark 10.16. We also remark that the total mass density pZ, that travels in the
direction 6 = 0 satisfies

- / O (22, 0) fin (21, 2, 0)daadd),

where 11 is the stationary solution to with (109) and (100]). We also have a
similar argument for p_ which is the total mass density that travels in the direction
0=—mas

oo = / / W (22,6) fun (1, w2, 0) o),

where 17 is the stationary solution to with (108) and (100)). Thus, we observe
that

QO(t, €2, 0) — Oﬂ/)go(an 9) + 51%2(552’ 9)7

as t — oco. Then we have the distribution f(t,x1,z9,6) converges to
[ = pL6(22)0(0) + ps6(2)0(0 + ),

as t — oo where §(-) is the Dirac delta function.

We have observed the dynamics above that in the 1-dimensional case, all the mass
density integrated with respect to x; converges to two particular regions 8 = 0 or
0 = —m on the line 2o = 0. Then we can easily observe that after the polymer
arrives at xo = 0 with either § = 0 or # = —, it is trapped there at (z2,0) = (0,0)
or = (0, —m) while the dynamics in ¢,2; will be just the free transport. In other
words, p*(t, 1) would satisfy the following free transport equation,

8tp:t + 6.'I:1p:t = 07
as cos) = &1 if 0 = —5 £ 7. Therefore, we obtain that
Pt (1) = p (s — 1) and p~ (1) = pop (@1 +1).

Then we also obtain from the duality argument that

d + — - = dxdl fin(z,0).
Ax1<pm<x1 0 + (a1 +1)) //[ £d0 fin(z,0)

APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF AN INITIAL-BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM

Similarly to the whole plane situation in Section we define for j > 0 that

def
J = xg + g €N

and introduce the Hamiltonian

1 N-1 1 N—-1
My = > (g —mny)? = - D (- njea = 1).
j=1 j=1

Then we can have that the Gibbs measure py € M ((SY)Y x (R?)V) is defined as

N
1
UN(ZT1, ey TNTY, e N) ZN H5 =&)X {2 cr2 zyexp | - Z: nj_1-n; —1) |,
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with ng = n; where the characteristic function x restricts all the position of
monomers x; in the upper half-plane and the normalization factor Zy is defined as

N
ZN d:ef/ / dejdnj UN(T1, ey TN R, ey N
(R2)N J(SH)N j=1

We note that for e of (0,1), zp41 - e2 > 0 is equivalent to z - ea + eny - ea > 0.

This is then equivalent to ny - ep > —*22. Here, we emphasize that the polymer
dynamic is Markovian and the next state (241, nk+1) would depend only on the
present state (zx,ng). Thus, we can write the Markov process as

P(Zrt1, gt |Trs ni) =
1

—z(nkﬂ SN — 1)) ;

Cro(rps1 — o — 6nk+1)X{wk+le]Ri} exp (

Zy

where C, = T

Therefore, the probability distribution satisfies

k
frr1(@ps1, k1) = H/dl“jdnj P(zj41,n541]25,75)

j=1

:/ dny | dxg P(xppr, npgr|or, ne) fr(2r, ni)
st R2
:/ dnk/ d:Ck Ck§(mk+1 — T — enk_,_l)
st R2
1
X exp —E(nk+1 ‘ni —1) fk(wkank)X{nk.ezz_@}

1
= / dnk/ dzy Crd(Tr41 — Tk — €ngy1) €Xp <(nk+1 Sng — 1)>
St R X [—e€sin p,00) €

X fr(@r, i),

where ¢ is the angle between the e; < (1,0) and ny. Now define F(t,z,n) =

fi(@,n) with j = £. Then we have
F(ke + € Tpq1, 1)

= C’k/ dnk/ deg §(xgy1 — xp — engr1 ) F(ke, zp, ny)
st RX[—esin ¢p,00)

1
X exp (e(nk M1 — 1)) :

Now we subdivide the situation into two cases: z; € R X (esing,00) and zj €
R x [—esin @, esin ¢]. The former case refers to the polymer away from the boundary
ORZ and the latter one refers to the polymer chain near the boundary.

Case 1: away from the boundary. If z; € R X (esin g, 00), or equivalently the
distance dist(zy,JR3) > €, we use the formal ansatz that F' is smooth and take
the Taylor expansion as

oF
F(ke+€,wp11,mp11) = F(ke, Tpy1,np41) + fa(kﬁv Tht1, Mkt1),
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and

Ck/ dnk/ dl‘k 5($k+1 — X — enk+1)F(/€e,xk,nk)
st R X (€sin ¢,00)

1
X exp (e(nk Mgl — 1))

oF
= Ck/ dny, (F(/%, Thy1, Mpt1) — €Ngy1 - s
st x

+ (ng — npg1) - Ve F(k€, Tpg1, Niy1)

1
+ 5 (e — Ny 1) ViF (ke, i1, ngy) (ng, — nk+1)>
1
X exp (e(nk Mgy — 1)) :
Note that
Cr | dngexp(e ™ (ng-npyp1)) = 1, (117)
Sl
and
) dny, (ng — npg1) exp(e H(ng - npy1)) = 0.
S

Then by defining t = ke, we have
oF
65(@ Thot1, Vt1) + €Ngoy1 - 87(757 Thot 1, Mt 1)
1
= AnF(tvxk+1ank+1)Ck/ dny, <2(nk — Ngy1) ® (ng — nk+1)>
Sl
1
X exp (e(nk M1 — 1)) :
Note that
1 1
Cy, dny, i(nk —Ngt1) @ (N — ngy1) | exp E(nk “ngyr — 1)
Sl

~Ci [ (€0 9 esp(—le/20)de ~ 00), (119

by (L17) where & = nj — ng41.
Thus, in the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain the Fokker-Planck equation in the half plane
z €R2 and n € S! as

oF OF
E(t,;v,n) +n- %(t,x,n) = DALF(t,z,n),
for the diffusion coefficient D which is defined as
Ct
D=tin =% [ (€0 exp(-IeP/(20)de.
e—=0 € St

by .

Case 2: near the boundary. Suppose that the k** state xj of the process is in
the region nearby the boundary as x; € R x [—esin ¢, e sin ¢]. Equivalently, we have
that the distance dist(xy, 5‘R3_) < e. As a modeling assumption, we suppose that
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the monomer which collides the boundary will change its incoming angle against
the boundary so that it minimizes the energy

1 , 1

— (g1 — k)" = ——

5 (k1 = M) .
among all possible angles that the monomer can have. The possible velocities are
the velocities that makes x;41 € ]Rf_. Equivalently, this means that it maximizes

ng - Ng4+1 = cos ¢, where ¢ is the angle between ny and ny4;. Here, we note that

(ng - ngyr — 1),

7 b~ Ve

FIGURE 3. The energy-minimizing transition

the change of the angle ¢ is in the order of /¢ as we have

1 1 62

—(nk-n —1)=—(cosp—1)~ —— = 1.

S miy — 1) = (cos g — 1) -
After the state, the next velocity ngio is determined so that xxio € @ and it
minimizes the energy 5-(nji2 — nk41)?. Once the velocity of a monomer becomes
parallel to the boundary, the polymer can now start deviating from the boundary as
it can have any velocity following the Gibbs probability distribution exp(—%(nkJrg .
ngt2 — 1)). Since the change of the angle is in the order of ~ /e, we note that the
deviation distance from the boundary is of order

3
nje1 —njllg] ~ € Ve~ e
Recall that the scale of the total number of monomers is N ~ % Therefore, we
conclude that the maximum distance of the deviation of the polymer from the
boundary is
3
N C€2 A~ \/E.

Therefore, we can conclude that the polymer near the boundary is trapped on the
boundary as € — 0. This completes a formal or heuristic derivation of the trapping
boundary problem from our modeling assumptions.
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FIGURE 4. The diffusion in the direction of each monomer near the boundary

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The authors gratefully acknowledge the support of the Hausdorff Research In-
stitute for Mathematics (Bonn), through the Junior Trimester Program on Kinetic
Theory, and the CRC 1060 “The Mathematics of Emergent Effects” of the Univer-
sity of Bonn funded through the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German
Research Foundation). J. W. Jang is supported by Basic Science Research Insti-
tute Fund of Korea, whose NRF grant number is 2021R1A6A1A10042944. J. J. L.
Veldzquez is funded by DFG under Germany’s Excellence Strategy-EXC-2047/1-
390685813.

REFERENCES

[1

Robert J. Adler and Srikanth K. Iyer, Attractive polymer models for two- and three-
dimensional Brownian motion, Stochastic Processes and their Applications 66 (1997), no. 2,
271 — 281.

[2] Chuji Aso and Sanae Tagami, |Polymerization of aromatic Aldehydes. II1. the cyclopolymer-
ization of Phthaldehyde and the structure of the polymer, Macromolecules 2 (1969), no. 4,
414-419.

[3] David Boal, Mechanics of the cell, 2 ed., Cambridge University Press, 2012.

[4] Theodore W. Burkhardt and P. Schlottmann, Unbinding transition in a many-string system,
J. Phys. A 26 (1993), no. 12, L501-L506. MR 1236140

[5] Yunbai Cao, Chanwoo Kim, and Donghyun Lee, |Global strong solutions of the Vlasov-
Poisson-Boltzmann system in bounded domains, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 233 (2019),
no. 3, 1027-1130. MR 3961294

[6] Francesco Caravenna and Jean-Dominique Deuschel, Pinning and wetting transition for (1+
1)-dimensional fields with Laplacian interaction, The Annals of Probability 36 (2008), no. 6,
2388-2433.

, Scaling limits of (1+ 1)-dimensional pinning models with Laplacian interaction,

The Annals of Probability 37 (2009), no. 3, 903-945.
[8] Francesco Caravenna, Giambattista Giacomin, and Massimiliano Gubinelli, |Large scale be-
havior of semiflexible heteropolymers, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 46 (2010),
no. 1, 97-118. MR 2641772
[9] Masao Doi and Samuel Frederick Edwards, The theory of polymer dynamics, vol. 73, Oxford
University Press, 1988.
[10] Hugo Duminil-Copin and Stanislav Smirnov, The connective constant of the honeycomb lat-
tice equals v/2 + /2, Annals of Mathematics (2012), 1653-1665.
[11] Evgenil Borisovich Dynkin, Regularized self-intersection local times of planar Brownian mo-
tion, Ann. Probab. 16 (1988), no. 1, 58-74. MR 920255
[12] Donald Geman, Joseph Horowitz, and Jay Rosen, A local time analysis of intersections of
Brownian paths in the plane, The Annals of Probability 12 (1984), no. 1, 86-107.
[13] Christophe Gomez, Olivier Pinaud, and Lenya Ryzhik, Hypoelliptic estimates in radiative
transfer, Communications in Partial Differential Equations 41 (2016), no. 1, 150-184.



http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0304414996001263
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0304414996001263
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma60010a018
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma60010a018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139022217
http://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/26/L501
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-019-01374-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-019-01374-9
https://doi.org/10.1214/08-AIHP310
https://doi.org/10.1214/08-AIHP310
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0091-1798(198801)16:1<58:RSLTOP>2.0.CO;2-H&origin=MSN
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0091-1798(198801)16:1<58:RSLTOP>2.0.CO;2-H&origin=MSN

70

14]
[15]
[16]

(17)

(18]
(19]
20]
(21]

(22]

23]

24]

[25]

[26]
27]
28]
29]
(30]
(31]
(32]
(33]
(34]

(35]

(36]
37)
(38]

39]

JIN WOO JANG AND JUAN J. L. VELAZQUEZ

Gerhard Gompper and Theodore W. Burkhardt, Unbinding transition of semiflexible mem-
branes in (1+ 1) dimensions, Physical Review A 40 (1989), no. 10, 6124.

Rony Granek, From semi-flexible polymers to membranes: Anomalous diffusion and repta-
tion, J. Phys. II France 7 (1997), no. 12, 1761-1788.

Yan Guo, Decay and continuity of the Boltzmann equation in bounded domains), Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 197 (2010), no. 3, 713-809. MR 2679358

Yan Guo, Hyung Ju Hwang, Jin Woo Jang, and Zhimeng Ouyang, The Landau equation with
the specular reflection boundary condition, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 236
(2020), no. 3, 1389-1454.

Yan Guo, Chanwoo Kim, Daniela Tonon, and Ariane Trescases, Regularity of the Boltzmann
equation in convexr domains, Invent. Math. 207 (2017), no. 1, 115-290. MR 3592757

Lars Hormander, Hypoelliptic differential operators, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 11 (1961),
477-492, XVI. MR 126071

, | Hypoelliptic second order differential equations, Acta Math. 119 (1967), 147-171.
MR 222474

Hiroshi Hoshikawa, Nobuhiko Sait6, and Kuniaki Nagayama, Average axial ratio of stiff
chains, Polymer Journal 7 (1975), no. 1, 79-85.

Ostap Hryniv and Yvan Velenik, Some rigorous results on semiflexible polymers, i: Free and
confined polymers, Stochastic Processes and Their Applications 119 (2009), no. 10, 3081—
3100.

Hyung Ju Hwang, Juhi Jang, and Jaewoo Jung, On the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation in|
a half-space with absorbing barriers, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 64 (2015), no. 6, 1767-1804.
MR 3436235

, |The Fokker-Planck equation with absorbing boundary conditions in bounded do-
mains, STAM J. Math. Anal. 50 (2018), no. 2, 2194-2232. MR 3788197

Hyung Ju Hwang, Juhi Jang, and Juan J. L. Veldzquez, | The Fokker-Planck equation with|
absorbing boundary conditions, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 214 (2014), no. 1, 183-233.
MR 3237885

, Nonuniqueness for the kinetic Fokker—Planck equation with inelastic boundary con-
ditions, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 231 (2019), no. 3, 1309-1400.

, 1On the structure of the singular set for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equations in
domains with boundaries, Quart. Appl. Math. 77 (2019), no. 1, 19-70. MR 3897919

Jan Kierfeld and Reinhard Lipowsky, Unbundling and desorption of semiflexible polymers,
Europhysics Letters 62 (2003), no. 2, 285.

,\Duality mapping and unbinding transitions of semiflexible and directed polymers, J.
Phys. A 38 (2005), no. 9, L155-L161. MR 2124366

Chanwoo Kim, Formation and propagation of discontinuity for Boltzmann equation in non-
conver domains, Comm. Math. Phys. 308 (2011), no. 3, 641-701. MR 2855537

Chanwoo Kim and Donghyun Lee, The Boltzmann equation with specular boundary condition]
in conver domains, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 71 (2018), no. 3, 411-504. MR 3762275
Chanwoo Kim and Seok-Bae Yun, [The Boltzmann equation mear a rotational local
Mazwellian, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 44 (2012), no. 4, 2560-2598. MR 3023388

Otto Kratky and Giinther Porod, Réntgenuntersuchung geldster fadenmolekiile, Recueil des
Travaux Chimiques des Pays-Bas 68 (1949), no. 12, 1106-1122.

Jean-Francois Le Gall, Exponential moments for the renormalized self-intersection local time
of planar Brownian motion, Séminaire de probabilités de Strasbourg 28 (1994), 172-180.
Thomas M. Liggett, [Interacting particle systems, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wis-
senschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 276, Springer-Verlag,
New York, 1985. MR 776231

Reinhard Lipowsky and Stanislas Leibler, Unbinding transitions of interacting membranes,
Physical Review Letters 56 (1986), no. 23, 2541.

Anthony C. Maggs, David A. Huse, and Stanislas Leibler, Unbinding transitions of semi-
flezible polymers, EPL (Europhysics Letters) 8 (1989), no. 7, 615.

Andrea Pascucci, Holder regularity for a Kolmogorov equation) Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355
(2003), no. 3, 901-924. MR 1938738

Jay Rosen, A local time approach to the self-intersections of Brownian paths in spacel, Comm.
Math. Phys. 88 (1983), no. 3, 327-338. MR 701921



https://doi.org/10.1051/jp2:1997214
https://doi.org/10.1051/jp2:1997214
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-009-0285-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-020-01496-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-020-01496-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-016-0670-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-016-0670-8
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=AIF_1961__11__477_0
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02392081
https://doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2015.64.5679
https://doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2015.64.5679
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1109928
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1109928
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-014-0758-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-014-0758-5
https://doi.org/10.1090/qam/1507
https://doi.org/10.1090/qam/1507
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/38/9/L01
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-011-1355-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-011-1355-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21705
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21705
https://doi.org/10.1137/11084981X
https://doi.org/10.1137/11084981X
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-8542-4
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-02-03151-3
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cmp/1103922380

KINETIC MODELS FOR SEMIFLEXIBLE POLYMERS 71

[40] Linda Preiss Rothschild and Elias M. Stein, Hypoelliptic differential operators and nilpotent
groups, Acta Math. 137 (1976), no. 3-4, 247-320. MR 436223

[41] Nicolaas Godfried Van Kampen, Stochastic processes in physics and chemistry, vol. 1, Else-
vier, 1992.

[42] B Werlich, MP Taylor, and W Paul, Wang-Landau and stochastic approzimation Monte
Carlo for semi-flexible polymer chains, Physics Procedia 57 (2014), 82-86.

[43] Xiao Yang, Qing-Hui Yang, Yu Fu, Fan Wu, Jian-Hua Huang, and Meng-Bo Luo, Study
on the adsorption process of a semi-flexible polymer onto homogeneous attractive surfaces,
Polymer 172 (2019), 83-90.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, POHANG UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY (POSTECH),
POHANG, SouTH KOREA (37673)
Email address: jangjw@postech.ac.kr

INSTITUTE FOR APPLIED MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF BONN, ENDENICHER ALLEE 60, D-
53115 BONN, GERMANY
Email address: velazquez@iam.uni-bonn.de


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02392419
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02392419

	1. Introduction
	2. The adjoint problem for the mass density 
	3. The solvability of the adjoint problem for the mass density 
	4. The generalized adjoint problem for the distribution 
	5. The solvability of the adjoint problem for 
	6. A unique weak solution to the original problem by duality
	7. Hypoellipticity
	8. Hölder continuity near the singular boundary
	9. Balance of Mass
	10. Long-chain asymptotics
	Appendix A. Derivation of an initial-boundary value problem
	Acknowledgement
	References

