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ABSTRACT. The global existence of renormalised solutions and convergence to equilibrium for
reaction—diffusion systems with non-linear diffusion are investigated. The system is assumed to have
quasi-positive non-linearities and to satisfy an entropy inequality. The difficulties in establishing
global renormalised solutions caused by possibly degenerate diffusion are overcome by introducing
a new class of weighted truncation functions.

By means of the obtained global renormalised solutions, we study the large-time behaviour of
complex balanced systems arising from chemical reaction network theory with non-linear diffusion.
When the reaction network does not admit boundary equilibria, the complex balanced equilibrium
is shown, by using the entropy method, to exponentially attract all renormalised solutions in the
same compatibility class. This convergence extends even to a range of non-linear diffusion, where
global existence is an open problem, yet we are able to show that solutions to approximate systems
converge exponentially to equilibrium uniformly in the regularisation parameter.

arXiv:2109.12019v1 [math.AP] 24 Sep 2021

CONTENTS
1. Introduction and main results 1
2. Global existence of renormalised solutions 9
2.1. Existence of approximate solutions 9
2.2. Existence of renormalised solutions 11
2.3. Entropy—entropy dissipation law and conservation laws 19
3. Exponential convergence to equilibrium 21
3.1. Entropy—entropy dissipation inequality 21
3.2. Convergence of renormalised solutions 24
3.3. Convergence of weak and bounded solutions 25
3.4. Uniform convergence of approximate solutions 27
Appendix A. Proof of the global existence of approximate solutions 30
Appendix B. Proof of a uniform bound on approximate solutions 33
References 35
1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
In this paper, we consider the evolution of concentrations v = (uq,...,us), I € N, in a bounded do-

main © < R? with Lipschitz boundary 9§ subject to non-linear diffusion and reactions as modelled
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by the parabolic system
dru; — diAu" = fi(u) in Qr,
Vu" v =0 on I'r, (1.1)
ui(+,0) = uip in Q.

Here and below, we set Qp := Q x (0,7) and I'r := 0Q x (0,7T") for any T" > 0, and we employ
v to denote the unit outward normal vector to 0. The diffusion constants d; and the non-linear
diffusion exponents m; are assumed to satisfy d; > 0 and 0 < m; < 2. For proving exponential
convergence to equilibrium, we further demand m; > (d — 2)/d with (d — 2); := max{0,d — 2}.
We will comment on the bounds on m; later on. Moreover, we generically assume u; o € L(€),
u;0 = 0, and impose the following assumptions on the reaction terms f;(u), i =1,...,1:

(F1) (Local Lipschitz continuity) f; : RZ — R is locally Lipschitz continuous.
(F2) (Quasi-positivity) f;(u) = 0 for all u = (uy,...,us) € RL with u; = 0.
(F3) (Entropy inequality) There exist constants (u;)i1...; € R satisfying

I I
Z fitu)(logu; + pi) < C Z (1 + u;logu;) (1.2)
i=1

i=1
for all u € ]Rfr, where C > 0 is independent of u.

The second assumption (F2) guarantees non-negativity of solutions provided that the initial data
are non-negative, which is a natural assumption since we consider here u; as concentrations or
densities. Assumption (F3), on the other hand, implies existence and control of an entropy of the
system and it is only slightly stronger than assuming control of the mass, i.e.

I
D filw) <0. (1.3)
i=1

In general, the assumptions (F1), (F2), and either (F3) or (1.3) of the non-linearities f; are not
enough to obtain suitable a priori estimates which allow to extend local strong solutions globally, see
e.g. [25]. On the one hand, for the case of linear diffusion (i.e. m; = 1 for alli = 1,...,I), the global
existence for (1.1) under extra assumptions on non-linearities has been extensively investigated.
For instance, global bounded solutions were shown under (F3) for the case d = 1 with cubic
non-linearities and d = 2 with quadratic non-linearities, see [17, 28]. Recent works [27, 1, 12]
showed under either (F3) or (1.3) that bounded solutions can be obtained for (slightly super-
Jquadratic non-linearities in all dimensions. We refer the reader to the extensive review [24] for
related results concerning global existence of bounded or weak solutions. It is remarked that in all
such results, additional assumptions on non-linearities must be imposed. A breakthrough has been
made in [15] where global renormalised solutions were obtained without any extra assumptions on
the non-linearities. The notion of renormalised solution was initially introduced for Boltzmann’s
equation in [7] and it has been applied subsequently to many other problems; see e.g. [4, 5, 2].
The case of non-linear, possibly degenerate diffusion is, on the other hand, much less understood.
Up to our knowledge, there are only two works ([20] and [11]) which showed global existence of
weak or bounded solutions for porous medium type of diffusion, i.e. m; > 1, under (1.3) and
some restricted growth conditions on the non-linearities. A recent preprint, however, provides
renormalised solutions to a system as in (1.1) but imposing more regularity on the initial data and
the underlying domain [21]. Instead of an entropy condition as in (1.2), the authors of [21] assume
an additional bound on cross-absorptive reaction terms. Furthermore, [11] proved the convergence
to equilibrium for (1.1) modelling a single reversible chemical reaction.



RENORMALISED SOLUTIONS AND EQUILIBRATION WITH NON-LINEAR DIFFUSION 3

The present study shows the existence of global renormalised solutions to (1.1) featuring non-linear
diffusion of porous medium type or fast diffusion without any extra conditions on the non-linearities
(up to assuming (F1)—(F3)). In addition, we show that these solutions, in case (1.1) models general
complex balanced chemical reaction networks, converge exponentially to equilibrium with explicitly
computable rates. Our paper seems to be the first extensive contribution to the non-linear diffusion
type system (1.1) establishing—for specific parameter regimes—the existence of global renormalised
(or even weak and bounded) solutions as well as exponential convergence to equilibrium in various
LP spaces. A brief summary of our results is given in Table 1 at the end of this section.

The first part of this paper is concerned with the global existence of renormalised solutions to (1.1).
We consider the following definition of renormalised solutions.

Definition 1.1 (Renormalised solutions). Let m; < 2 for all 1 <i < I and up = (u;0); € L' (Q)!
be (componentwise) non-negative. A non-negative function u = (ul, coougp) s 2 x (0,00) > Ri 18

called a renormalised solution to (1.1) with initial data ug if u; € L, (O, o0; L1(Q)) and Vu; 2 €

loc
L2 (0,00; L2(Q)T), and if for any smooth function & : RL — R with compactly supported derivative
D¢ and any function ¢ € C°(Q x (0,0)), we have
J &(u T)dx — J E(ug)(+,0) dx — &(u)op dx dt
Qr

S Z dmlf 0;0;€ (w)ul Vo - Vg de dt
b (1.4)

— Z d;m; 0:& )u;”i_:qui -V dz dt
i=1

0;€(u) f;(w)Y dx d
+2j@ £(u) fi(u)e) da dt

for a.e. T > 0.

We notice that all integrals in (1.4) are well-defined due to the compact support of D¢ and as the
integrals relating to gradients of solutions can be rewritten as

f Y00, (W)U Vi - Vi da dt = Vo€ (W u) ? Vu,? - Vu? dudt
Qr mim; Jo;
and 5 s

O (" I u Vep do dt = — 8i£(u)u7 7 Vi dx dt

Qr mi JQr

mg

which are both finite thanks to the boundedness of Vu,? in L?(Qr) and the restriction m; < 2 for
all 1 <i< 1.

The first main result of this article is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Global existence of renormalised solutions). Let Q < R? be a bounded domain with
Lipschitz boundary o). Assume m; < 2 for alli =1,...,1, and that the conditions (F1)—(F3) hold.
Then, for any non-negative initial data ug = (u;0); € L*(Q)! subject to

1
Z J Ui,0 log Us3,0 dx < 0,
=170

there exists a global renormalised solution to (1.1).
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Moreover, any renormalised solution satisfies the following weak entropy—entropy dissipation rela-
tion for a.e. 0 < s<T:

ZJ ui(logu; + p; — 1) dm

4
Z dj j|Vu2 2|2dxdt
i=1

+ ;L L fi(w)(log u; + ;) dw dt < 0.

s

In addition, if there exist some numbers q; € R such that Zle qifi(u) = 0, then all renormalised
solutions satisfy

! I
;1 L qiui(z,t) dx = ; L qiuio(x) dx (16)

for a.e. t > 0.

Remark 1.3.

e The relation (1.6) usually corresponds to mass conservation laws in chemical reactions, see
e.g. [14].

o The uniqueness of renormalised solutions is widely open. For a weaker notion called weak-
strong uniqueness, i.e. the renormalised solution is unique as long as a strong solution
exists, we refer the interested reader to [16].

e The fact that (1.5) and (1.6) are satisfied by any renormalised solution plays an important
role in the mext part of this paper where we show that all renormalised solutions, instead of
only some of them, converge to equilibrium.

The strategy for constructing a global renormalised solution follows the ideas in [15]. Given a
sequence of approximate solutions u°, one proves compactness of the family u® by deriving bounds
on truncations cpf (u¥), EeN,i=1,...,1I, and subsequently employing an Aubin—Lions lemma.
The smooth functions cpf defined in (2.6) essentially truncate the mappings u — u; if u becomes
too large (measured in terms of E) while leaving u — u; unchanged for sufficiently small u. The
main difficulty in our current situation is caused by the different diffusion exponents m; for each
species u;, which makes the truncations gpf provided in [15] not applicable. We overcome this
issue by modifying the functions ¢F in such a way that the truncation is not decided by >’ ; uj but

by a weighted sum Zj E~% u; with suitable constants a’ > 1 chosen depending on the diffusion

J
exponents m;. We then pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in the equation for pF(u®) at the cost of an

additional defect measure which, nevertheless, vanishes in the subsequent limit £ — oo. Finally,
an equation for &(¢F (u)) is derived, where ¢ is subject to the same assumptions as in Definition
1.1, and the limit £ — o0 is performed resulting in the desired equation (1.4) for &(u).

The restriction m; < 2 for ¢ = 1,...,I appears already in the definition of renormalised solutions
in Definition 1.1. It is also crucial in showing the vanishing of the defect measure when establishing
the renormalised solution. We do not know whether this restriction is purely technical or due to a
deeper reason. It is remarked that the same condition was crucially imposed in [20], where global
weak solutions to (1.1) were investigated.

In the second part of this paper, we study the large-time behaviour of reaction—diffusion systems
of type (1.1) modelling chemical reaction networks subject to the complex balance condition. The
main vocabulary is introduced below but we refer to [6] for a more detailed discussion of the involved
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concepts. We assume that there are I chemicals S1, ..., S reacting via the following R reactions
kr
Yr1S1 + - + yr1S1 — y;7151 + 4 y;,,IS[ forall r=1,...,R (1.7)

where y;.;, 9, ; € {0} U [1,00) are stoichiometric coefficients, and k. > 0 are reaction rate constants.
Utilizing the notation y, = (yyi)i=1,..r and y,. = (y%i)i:l,m’[, we can rewrite the reactions in (1.7)
as

yTﬁ»y; forall r=1,... R. (1.8)

Denote by u;(x,t) the concentration of S; at position z € 2 and time ¢ > 0. The reaction network

(1.7) results in the following reaction—diffusion system with non-linear diffusion for u = (u1,...,us):
@gui — dZA’LL;n’ = fl(u) n QT,

Vu" v =0 on 'y, (1.9)

ui(z,0) = ujp(xz) in Q,

in which the reaction term f;(u) is determined using the mass action law,

R 1
filu) = Z k¥ (y,.; — yri) where ¥ = Huf” (1.10)
r=1 i=1
It is obvious that f;(u) is locally Lipschitz continuous, hence (F1) is satisfied. For (F2), it is easy
to check that f;(u) = 0 holds true for all u € Ri satisfying u; = 0 since we assume k, > 0 and
y € ({0} U [1,0))! for all y € {y,,y.}r=1.. g Before verifying (F3), we recall the definition of a
complex balanced equilibrium. A constant state us = (u;00); € [0,00)! is called a complex balanced
equilibrium for (1.9)—(1.10) if

Z kru% = Z ksuzég for all ye {ymyv/ﬂ}r=1,...,R' (1'11)
{ryr=y} {swi=y}

Intuitively, this condition means that for any complex the total outflow from the complex and
the total inflow into the complex are balanced at such an equilibrium. Using complex balanced
equilibria, one can show that the non-linearities in (1.10) satisfy (F3) by choosing p; = —logu; o
with a strictly positive complex balanced equilibrium uy, (see [6, Proposition 2.1]). Therefore, one
can apply Theorem 1.2 to obtain global renormalised solutions to (1.9)—(1.10).

In general, there might exist infinitely many solutions to (1.11). To uniquely identify a positive
equilibrium, we need a set of conservation laws. More precisely, we consider the Wegscheider matrix
(or stoichiometric coefficient matrix)

W = [ — yr)rt..r) € R,

and define m = dim(ker(W)). If m > 0, then we can choose a matrix Q € R™*! where the rows
form a basis of ker(W). Note that this implies Q (y,. — y,) = 0 for all » = 1,..., R. Therefore, by

recalling f(u) = (fi(w))i=1,...1 = Zle kyu¥r (yl. — yr) we obtain

R
Qf(u) = Z ku Qy. —y,) =0 for any weRL

r=1

By using the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, we can then (formally) compute that

%fg@u(t)dw = L@f(U)dx =0
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and, consequently, for a.e. t > 0,

Q fﬂ u(t)de =Q fﬂ ug dx.

In other words, system (1.9)—(1.10) possesses m linearly independent mass conservation laws. By
the vocabulary used in the literature on chemical reaction network theory, for any fixed non-
negative mass vector M € R™, the set {u € ]Rfr : Qu = M} is called the compatibility class
corresponding to M. In case that for each strictly positive vector M € R™, there exists a strictly
positive complex balanced equilibrium, one says that the chemical reaction network is complex
balanced. This terminology is well-defined since it was proved in [18] that if one equilibrium is
complex balanced, then all equilibria are complex balanced. It was further shown that for each
non-negative initial mass M € R™ with M # 0, there exists a unique strictly positive complex
balanced equilibrium u,, = (u; ); € RL in the compatibility class corresponding to M (cf. [19, 10]).
We stress that additionally there might exist many so-called boundary equilibria, which are complex
balanced equilibria lying on 8]Rfr. It is remarked that there exists a large class of complex balanced
chemical reaction networks, called concordant networks, which do not have boundary equilibria,
see [26]. For the sake of brevity, from now on we call the unique strictly positive complex balanced
equilibrium simply the complex balanced equilibrium. Note that all the previous considerations—
although established for ODE models for chemical reaction networks—also apply to our PDE setting
thanks to the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, which allow for spatially homogeneous
equilibria.

Theorem 1.4 (Exponential equilibration of renormalised solutions). Let Q = R? be a bounded
domain with Lipschitz boundary 0). Assume that the reaction network (1.8) is complex balanced,
suppose that (F1)~(F3) hold, and let any non-negative initial data ug = (uj0); € LY(Q)! with
S S iologuigdr < oo be given.
o Ifm; <2 for all 1 < i < I, there exists a global renormalised solution to (1.9)—(1.10).
o If % <m; for all 1 < i < I and assuming that there exist no boundary equilibria, any
renormalised solution to (1.9)—(1.10) converges exponentially to the positive equilibrium
Ugo € ]Rfr in the same compatibility class as ug with a rate which can be explicitly computed
up to a finite dimensional inequality, i.e.

I
Z |lui(t) — wiol 1) < Ce ™™  forall t=0,
i=1

for some positive constants C, A > 0.

We emphasise that the convergence to equilibrium in Theorem 1.4 is proved for all renormalised
solutions, not only the ones obtained via an approximation procedure. This is possible because
the proof of the convergence uses only the weak entropy—entropy dissipation law (1.5) and the
conservation laws (1.6) which are satisfied by all renormalised solutions. It is noted that, when a
system possesses boundary equilibria, the convergence to the positive equilibrium (more precisely,
the instability of boundary equilibria) is very subtle and strongly connected to the famous Global
Attractor Conjecture, see for instance [6, 14, 3].

Theorem 1.4, up to our knowledge, is the first result of trend to equilibrium for general complex
balanced reaction networks with non-linear diffusion. A special case of a single reversible reaction
was considered recently in [11] in which the authors utilised a so-called indirect diffusion effect (see
e.g. [9]), which seems difficult to be generalised to general systems. The proof of Theorem 1.4 uses
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the relative entropy

Usj,00

I
Elulus] = Z fﬂ <u, log LA u; + umo) dx (1.12)
i=1

and its corresponding entropy dissipation

I R Yr I
Dlu] = Z dim; jﬂ u;ni*2|vui|2 dx + Z kruls JQ Y (u—yr, u—y,f) dz (1.13)
i=1

r=1 Uso U

where ¥(x;y) = xlog(z/y) — x + y. It holds, at least formally, that
d
4 efufur] = Dlu

along any trajectory of (1.9)—(1.10). The degeneracy of the non-linear diffusion makes the classical
logarithmic Sobolev inequality not applicable. Our main idea here is to utilise some generalised
logarithmic Sobolev inequalities (see Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4), which are suited for non-linear diffusion,
and the established results in [14] for the case of linear diffusion, to firstly derive an entropy—entropy
dissipation inequality of the form

Dlu] = C(E[uluew])® (1.14)
where a = max;—;__r{l1,m;}. Note that this functional inequality is proved for all non-negative
functions u : Q — RI satisfying the conservation laws Q §o udz = |Q|Quy, and therefore is suitable
for renormalised solutions, which have very low regularity. If « = 1 in (1.14), one immediately gets
exponential convergence of the relative entropy to zero and, consequently, exponential convergence
of the solutions to equilibrium in L' thanks to a Csiszar-Kullback Pinsker type inequality. If
a > 1, we first obtain an algebraic decay of the relative entropy to zero. Thanks to this, we can
explicitly compute a finite time 7 > 0 from which onwards (in time) the averages of concentrations
are strictly bounded below by a positive constant. This helps to compensate the degeneracy of the
diffusion and, therefore, to show that solutions with such lower bounds satisfy the linear entropy—
entropy dissipation inequality, i.e.

Dlu(t)] = C&lu(t)|ue] for all ¢ =Ty,
which recovers exponential convergence to equilibrium.

The use of renormalised solutions allows to deal with a large class of non-linearities, but on the
other hand it restricts Theorem 1.4 to the case % < m; < 2. When the non-linearities are
of polynomial type, it was shown in [20, 11], under the assumption of the mass dissipation (1.3)
instead of the entropy inequality (1.2), that one can get global weak or even bounded solutions if
the porous medium exponents m; are large enough. In the following theorem, we show an analog
result under the entropy inequality condition (1.2). Moreover, the solution is shown to converge

exponentially to the positive complex balanced equilibrium.

Theorem 1.5 (Existence and convergence of weak and bounded solutions). Let Q@ < R be a
bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 0S2. Assume that the assumptions (F1)—(F3) hold, and
the non-linearities are bounded by polynomials, i.e. there exist C > 0 and p > 1 such that
Ifi(w)| <CQA+u) foral weRl i=1,...,1I
o If
m; = max{y— 1,1}  forall i=1,...,1, (1.15)
then the system (1.1) has a global non-negative weak solution for each non-negative initial
data ug = (u;0)i=1,..1 such that u;glogu;o € L2(Q) foralli=1,...,1.
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o Under an even stronger condition on the porous medium exponents, namely

‘min m; > max{y — 1,1} for d<2,

i=1,...,0

4 (1.16)
4 .
i my > = e for 3

the weak solution to (1.1) subject to bounded non-negative initial data ug € L*(Q)! is locally
bounded in time, i.e.

|will Lo x o,y < Cr forall i=1,....1,

where Cr is a constant growing at most polynomially in T > 0.
Assume now that the reaction network (1.8) is complex balanced and define

_ / 1.17
1 rgﬁéfR{lyrl,lyrl} (1.17)

where |y,| = Y1, yri. Assume moreover that (1.8) has no boundary equilibria.

o If (1.15) holds and 0 < ug such that u;glogu;o € L?(Q) for alli = 1,...,1, all weak solu-
tions to (1.9)-(1.10) converge exponentially to the complex balanced equilibrium in L'(S2),
i.e.

I
Z |ui(t) — wil 1) < Ce ™™  forall t=0,
i=1

for some C, )\ > 0.
e If (1.16) holds and 0 < up € L®(Q)!, weak solutions to (1.9)—(1.10) are bounded locally in
time and converge exponentially to equilibrium in any LP norm with p € [1,00), i.e.

I
Z i () = wisoo| Lr(o) < Cpe™  forall t>0, (1.18)
i=1
with positive constants Cp, Ay, > 0.

As one can see from Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, the global existence and trend to equilibrium for (1.9)—
(1.10) are well-established for either m; < 2 for all ¢ = 1,...,I, or m; large enough in the sense
of (1.15) or (1.16) for all s = 1,...,I. There exists, therefore, a gap in which the global existence
of any kind of solution remains open. Remarkably, the proof of the convergence to equilibrium
in this paper does not rely on the restriction m; < 2, and it therefore is applicable to any global
solution to (1.9)—(1.10) as long as it satisfies the entropy law (1.5) and the mass conservation laws
(1.6). We, thus, arrive at the following result on the convergence to equilibrium for approximating
systems of (1.9)—(1.10) uniformly in the approximation parameter.

Theorem 1.6 (Uniform convergence of approximate solutions). Let Q < R? be a bounded domain
with Lipschitz boundary 2. Assume that (1.9)—(1.10) subject to (F1)—<(F3), non-negative initial
data ug = (uip)i € LY (Q)! with Zle SQ uiologu;odr < oo, and m; > % foralli=1,...,I ad-
mits a complex balanced equilibrium but no boundary equilibria. For any € > 0, let u® = (u$)i=1,..1
be the solution to the approrimate system

. fi(u®) ,
e _ gAY = TR ’
orui — d;A(us) 5 el 7 ()] in Qr
V(uj)™ v =0 on I'r, (1.19)
u; (2,0) = uz o(v) in €,
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where u$ , € L*(Q) satisfies

max gir% luf o — wiol i) =0 and max Sugf uz o log u; o do < 0. (1.20)
- e>0JQ

Moreover, the approximated initial data ug are chosen such that, for all € > 0,
QJ ug de = QJ up dx. (1.21)
Q Q

(This implies that the system (1.19) admits a unique positive complex balanced equilibrium uq, € Ri,
which is independent of € > 0.)

Then, u® converges exponentially to us with a rate which is uniform in €, i.e.
I
DS () = wicl i) < Ce™  forall =0,
i=1

where C, A\ > 0 are constants independent of £ > 0.

To prove Theorem 1.6, we make use of the same relative entropy as in (1.12),
1>
1

I
Eluflue] = ZJ u; log Y —u§ + Ui o0 | dz,
=170 i,00 7

where u® is the solution to (1.19). The corresponding non-negative entropy dissipation can be
calculated as

I R ’
_ 1 (us)¥r (us)vr
€l — . (0 EYMi—2 12 Yrr .
D[u®] i;d,fﬂm,(ul) |Vu;|* de + Télkruoo L T+ 217 (a) \Il< dx.

Yr I yl
Up uog

Since there is no uniform-in-¢ L* bound for u® available, the factor m is not bounded below
uniformly in € > 0. Therefore, it seems to be impossible to use the entropy dissipation (for limit
solutions) in (1.13) as a lower bound for D[uf]. We overcome this issue by using the ideas in [14].
Roughly speaking, we deal with the second sum in D[u®] by estimating it below by a term involving
only spatial averages of u® (rather than u® pointwise as above), and then exploiting the fact that
these averages are bounded uniformly in € > 0.

We summarise the global existence and convergence to equilibrium for the mass action system (1.9)—
(1.10) in Table 1 (assuming the existence of a unique strictly positive complex balanced equilibrium
and the absence of boundary equilibria). Note that the global existence of any kind of solution
remains open for diffusion exponents satisfying 2 < m; < pu — 1, where p is defined in (1.17).

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we show the global existence of
renormalised solutions for the general system (1.1). The proofs of Theorems 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6 on
the convergence to equilibrium of chemical reaction networks are presented in Section 3. Some
technical proofs of auxiliary results are postponed to the Appendix.

2. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF RENORMALISED SOLUTIONS
2.1. Existence of approximate solutions. Let ¢ > 0 and consider the following approximating

system for u® = (uf,...,u3),

atuf - dzA(qu)mz = fza(ue) = %7 V<u€)ml v =0, ug(-,O) = uiO? (2’1)
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Diffusion exponents || Global existence Convergence to equilibrium
m; < % Renormalised solution | unknown
% <m; <2 Renormalised solution | Exponential in L'

Exponential in L' for approximate
2<m; < pu—1 unknown solutions uniformly in the approz-
1mation parameter

p—=—1<m; <p— #“2 Weak solution Exponential in L!
w— ﬁ < my Bounded solution Exponential in any LP, p < o0

TABLE 1. Summarisation of global existence and convergence to equilibrium for
mass action reaction—diffusion systems (1.9)—(1.10) with non-linear diffusion in var-
ious parameter regimes.

. . e—0 .
where u$ , € L*(Q) is non-negative and u$, — wu; o in L'(2). Moreover, we demand

supf uz o log ui o dz < +o0. (2.2)
Q

e>0

With this approximation, it is easy to check that the approximated non-linearities f; still satisfy
the assumptions (F1)—(F3).

Lemma 2.1. For any ¢ > 0, there exz'sts a global weak solution u® = (uf); € Ly, (0, 0; LeQ)!
the approzimate system (2.1) with V(u) 2 e L2 (0,00; L3()) and oyus € L2 (0,005 (HY(2))'). In
detail,

t1 t1
<%u§,¢> dt = — dim,-j f (uS)™ IV - Vb da dt
0 (HY Q) HY () to

(2.3)
+ dz dt
L f 1+e-:|f Trelf
for all ¢ € LIOC(O,OO;Hl(Q)), ie{l,....I}, and a.e. 0 < tg < t1. Moreover, each ui is a.e.
non-negative and
m; |2
ZJ “(t1)[log wi (t1) + i — 1] dx + C j V(ui)= | dxdt
t
’ (2.4)

< Clti—to) (J Z u; (to)[log ui (to) + pi — 1] dz + C(t1 — t0)>
Q=1

for a.e. 0 <ty < ty.
Proof. For each € > 0, we see by recalling |f(u®)| = Zle | fi(u®)| that

fi(ué(z,t)) 1
ey S leral (@heQr

The existence of bounded weak solutions to (2.1) is therefore standard. However, since we are not
able to find a precise reference, a proof is given in Appendix A. By multiplying (2.1) by log(u$) +
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(or more rigorously by log(u$ + ) + p; for some 6 > 0, then let 6 — 0), summing the resultants

over ¢ = 1,...,1, and then integrating over €2, we obtain
4d;
JZ (logu; +p; — 1) da:—i—z f’V dx
i(u)(1 i) dx 2.5
HEVW]Zf )(log u + 1) (25)

<CZJ ui (loguj + p; —1)de + C
; Q

where we used (F3) and x < dzlogx + Cs for all z > 0 and any 6 > 0 at the last step. Hence,
by integrating (2.5) over (¢,7T) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimate
(2.4). The uniform bound on 5 logu$ in L*(0,T; L' (Q)) and |V(uf)%| in L2(0,T; L?(2)) follow
immediately from (2.4). [

2.2. Existence of renormalised solutions. As it can be seen from Lemma 2.1, the a priori
estimates of uS are not enough to extract a convergent subsequence. Following the idea from [15],
we consider another approximation of u; by defining

I

©E(w) = (v; — 3E)¢ (Z ”ii} — 1) +3E (2.6)
g=1 48"

for E € N, and a smooth function £ : R — [0, 1] satisfying £ = 1 on (—0,0) and £ = 0 on (1, 0).

The constants oz; are given by

; 2
ti=1 L= for j # 1. 2.7
% @ min(m;,2 — m;) org e 27)

Remark 2.2. The oz; are chosen in (2.7) for the sake of simplicity. In fact, we can choose any O‘;"
such that

See the proof of (E2) in Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.3. The smooth truncations gpl defined in (2.6) have the following properties:
(EL) ¢F e C2RL).
(E2) For any i€ {l,...,1}, there exists a constant K; > 0 such that the inequality

SR E
0; O p; < K;. 2.8
e sup Selfg vt vy 1050ker (V)] < K (2.8)
(E3) For every E the set supp Dy is bounded.
(E4) For all je {1,...,I} and all v € RL there holds limp_,o 0;0F (v) = d;;.
(E5) There ezists a constant K > 0 such that

max sup sup |0 < K.
1<]<IE>IiveRI? 05017 (v)] <

(E6) »F(v) = v; for any v e RL with ijl vjE_O‘g' <1
(E7) For every K > 0 and every j,k there holds
lim sup |0;0ppF (v)| = 0.

E—w lv|<K
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%

(E8) ¢E(v) =v; for any v e RL with 2]1-21 cpf(v)EfaJ’ < 1.
Proof. Properties (E1), (E3), (E4), and (E6) are immediate. To prove (E2), we first compute

0i0F (v) = (v; — BE)E'(-+ VB~ + £(--+),
0P (v) = (v; — BE)E' (- ) B~

for j # i, where for brevity we write (---) instead of ( 2]1':1 E% v; — 1). From that, one further
gets the second derivatives

61'290?(”) = (v; — 3E)§”(. .. )E*2a§: + 25/(, .. )Efazﬁ’
0i0j 0P (v) = (v — BE)E" (- )B4 4 €/ ) B,

0;0kpE (v) = (v; — BE)E" (- VB~ %%
for j # i and k # 1.
To show (2.8), we will consider the following cases:

e When ¢ = j = k, we have

mpo_my
2

2
vty

70 (0)] = wildfef (o)
< [vil vi = BE[E*HE ()] + 207 ().

Employing the identities £'(---) = £”(---) = 0 for v; = 2E as well as the bound |¢/(---)| +
|§”(' .- )| < C, we can further estimate

mpoq_mp
2

2
vt

‘azchzE(v)‘ < CEiaé‘Eaé + E| +C.

Therefore, by choosing o = 1, we have the desired estimate (2.8) for i = j = k. .
e When k = i and j # i, we estimate using o = 1, &(---) = £”(---) = 0 when v; = 2E% or
vi > 2B, and ¢/ )] +€(-)| < C,

oM

sz v; * |6’j8i<pf(v)|

<o ol P OIES 4 o T - 3B

SYT U i i i

<SCEZTYSE-3 (- )|E + CEZSE 3 ¢"(-)||E + 3E|[E~*

Thus, (2.8) is proved in the case k = i # j if we choose a’ such that

J
aé(% -1+ (1- %) <0 or equivalently ozz- > ;:Z; (2.9)
e When j =i and k # ¢, we estimate similarly to the previous cases
ooy kel (v)] < CE% ok,
If we choose
% — ai% < 0 or equivalently aff = :Z—Z, (2.10)

then obviously (2.8) holds true for j =i # k.
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e Finally, when j # ¢ and k # i, we estimate

my
v, 2

- 7 i
o ookl (v)] < CEST BT g B g

< OE (S —D—oj "+
It is easy to see that from (2.9) and (2.10) it follows

and hence (2.8) is proved in this case.

From (2.9) and (2.10), we see that oz; > 1 for all j # i, hence, (E5) and (E7) follow.

For (ES), it is enough to show that Z;T»:l cpf(v)E < 1 yields Z v]Efaé < 1. Set
Lo Loy
j
Y= -—1 and z:= .

From ¢F (v) = (v; — 3E)E(y) + 3E and Y)}_, P (1) B~ < 1 we deduce
EW)y+1)+3E(1—£(y)z < 1.

Due to ¢ <1 and Ez > 1, we are now led to

y&(y) < (1 -3E2)(1 —¢(y)) < 0.
This entails y < 0 and, thus, completes the proof of the lemma. |

Lemma 2.4. Consider non-negative functions ug = (ui0); € L'(Q)! which satisfy

I
ZJ u;,0logu; 0 dr < oo.
i=1v9

Let u® = (uj,...,uj) for e — 0 be the sequence of solutions to the reqularised problems as stated in
Lemma 2.1.
Then, there exists a subsequence u® converging a.e. on §2 x [0,00) to a limit w e L} (0, 00; LY(Q))!

mg

(0,00; LY(Q)) for all i € {1,...,I}. Furthermore, (ua)% — (u;)2 weakly in

with u;logu; € LP :

loc

L2(0,T; HY(Q)) for allie {1,...,I} and T > 0.

Proof. Due to the lack of uniform-in-¢ estimates of the non-linearities, it is difficult to show directly,
for instance by means of an Aubin-Lions lemma, that u; has a convergent subsequence. Following
the ideas from [15], we first prove that ¢ (uf) converges (up to a subsequence) to zZ as e — 0,
and then that z” converges to u; (up to a subsequence) as E — c. In combination with the

convergence of o (uf) to us for E — o, this leads to the desired result.
Due to the bound ¢” < 3E, it follows at once that {¢F (u®)} is bounded in L2(0, T; L(Q2)) uniformly
in € > 0 for each I € N. Next, by the chain rule we have

I .
2 7m m;
Vel (u 2:8]% Vs =) m; P () (u5)' T V()
7j=1
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Thus,

ey |?
V(u;)= | dzdt

I
j@ Ve et < 1% f 10;0P ()Pl -
T :

E>Zf V) 7|
j=17Qr

thanks to the compact support of De¥, m; < 2, and the L?*(0,T;L*(Q)) bound on V(ui)%
from Lemma 2.1. As a consequence, we know that {¢F(uf)} is bounded (uniformly in ¢) in
L2(0,T; HY(2)).

To apply the Aubin—Lions Lemma, we need an estimate concerning the time derivative of gof (uf).
Using 0;¢F (uf)1 as a test function in (2.3) and summing over j € {1,...,I}, we obtain for almost
all to >t = 0,

dx dt

to
f‘pf(ua(»tz))w(-,tz)dfﬂ—f w?(ua(-,tl))w(-,tl)@‘f f"pﬂua)amdwdt
Q Q t1 JQ
I 4d t2 Ty eN1= Tk e\ e\ Mk
) _3;1 m;f JQ¢ 0 8;4,02 Il ) T (ur) ]V(uj) 2 V(ug)2 drdt
I

—Z2d]f f 0joF (uf) (us )5V (u .)7’ Vi dz: dt
j=1  h

I ¢
: B () 1i()
+;1J1 J 801 Ty e (2.11)

The third term on the right hand side is clearly bounded uniformly in ¢ for each fixed E € N since
D¢P has a compact support. The first and second terms are bounded uniformly in ¢ thanks to the
boundedness of V(ui)% in L2(0,T; L?>(Q)) for all k = 1,..., I, and properties (E2), (E3) in Lemma
2.3. Tt follows then that 0¥ (uf) is bounded uniformly (w.r.t. e > 0) in L'(0,T; (W1*(2))") for
each fixed F € N.

Therefore, by applying an Aubin—Lions lemma to the sequence {gpfj (u®)}e=0, for fixed E € N, there
exists a subsequence (not relabeled) of ¢F(uf) converging strongly in L?(0,T;L?()) and, thus,
almost everywhere as ¢ — 0. Using a diagonal sequence argument, one can extract a further
subsequence such that ¢ (uf) converges a.e. in € to a measurable function z” for all E € N and
i=1,...,1.

We next prove that z converges a.e. to some measurable function u; as £ — oo. First, since
Z]I 1 U5 log u is uniformly bounded w.r.t. to e > 0in L*(0, T} LY(12)), it follows that ¢F (u®) log ¢ F (u)
is uniformly bounded w.r.t. to e>0and E € Nin L®(0,7; L' (Q)). This is trivial in case E < 1,
eFwf) <1, or Z] L usE7% < 1. Otherwise, there exists some j such that u?E_O‘; > 1/I holds

true. And as aj > 1, we derive

oF (u°) < 3E < 3EIuSE~ < 314,

The bound ¥ (uf) > 1 ensures ¥ (uf)log ¢F (u¥) < 31 u$ log(31u5) and the claim follows. Thus,
zFlog 2F is uniformly bounded in L*(0,T;L'(Q)) w.r.t. E € N by Fatou’s Lemma. Secondly,
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~ i
2B (x,t) = ]E(JE t) for all E > E, if Z] 1% 2B (2, t)E™% < 1. Indeed,

j
;1 e, )E™ = lim ;1 P (u (2, 1)) B,

guarantees that 2]1-21 (,D]E (u(x, t))E_aé < 1 holds true for sufficiently small € > 0. Thanks to the
property (E8) in Lemma 2.3, it follows that o (uf(x,t)) = us(z,t) = QDZE( £(x,t)) for small enough
¢ and all E > E. Therefore, due to zlE(x t) = lim._,0 ¥ (u(z,t)), we obtain 27 (z,t) = E( t) for
all E > E as desired. As a result, if Z —1%] 2E (x, t)Efaé < 1 for some (z,t), then limg_,q 27 (x, 1)
exists and is finite for all ¢ = 1,...,I. Using the fact that Z
w.r.t. EeNin L®(0,T; LY(Q)), we have

I .
]}iinooﬁ"“ <{(m,t) €Qr: Yz (x, )E~N > 1}) =0

J=1

=i %5 logz is bounded uniformly

where £ is the Lebesgue measure in R"*1. Hence, the limit u;(x,t) = limp_o 27 (7,t) exists
for a.e. (z,t) € Qp. Moreover, u;logu; € L*(0,T; LI(Q)) due to Fatou’s Lemma and 2Elog 2F

L*®(0,T; LY(R)). Since ZJ 1 45 is uniformly bounded in LY(Qr), we find

I
] n+1 . € —at
OZEll_H);l>0£ + ({(:E,t)EQT. E us (v, t) B >1}>

j=1
> lim £ ({(2.1) € Qr + wi(a,1) # 9P (1) (2,1)})

and this limit is uniform in € > 0. Now, we estimate for § > 0
£ ({0 € Qr sl ont) — wient)] > o1 )
<,cd+1<{ z,t) € Qr: ul(z,t) # F (u )(:n,t)})
#£01({(@t) € Qo o) t) ~ (o] = 3 )
s ({(m,t) € Or 125 (1) — uglw, )] > g})

As we have proved that ¢ (u) — zF a.e. in Qr for ¢ — 0 and fixed E € N, and that X — u; a.e.

in Q7 as £ — o0, we infer the convergence in measure of uj to u; for ¢ — 0, and convergence a.e.
of another subsequence.

The uniform bound on 5 logu$ in L*(0,T; L*(2)) and the convergence ui — u; a.e. ensure that
u§ — u; strongly in LP(0,T; L*(Q)) for all p > 1. One can easily prove this by truncating u$ at a
sufficiently large threshold. By the strong convergence of u; to u; in LY(0,T; LY()), we are able
to prove the distributional convergence of (u f)% to (u 2) by notlng that m; < 2. The uniform
L?(0,T; H'(22)) bound on (u’f)m then leads to a subsequence (uf)T which converges to (u;) 7
weakly in L2(0,T; H'(£2)). Thanks to the weak lower semicontinuity of the LZ(0,T; L?(£2)) norm,

we also deduce -
J jw(ui)%ﬁd:cdt hmmff JW )2 2 da dt
0 Ja

for all 4 € {1,...,I}, where the right hand side is bounded via the uniform L?(0,T; H'(£2)) bound
on (uf ) Thls completes the proof of the lemma. [

7
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At this point, we expect the function u = (uy,...,us) in Lemma 2.4 to be a renormalised solution
o (1.1). We will first derive an equation admitting gof (u) as a solution. This equation is already
“almost” matching the formulation for a renormalised solution (1.4) except for a “defect measure”.

Lemma 2.5. Let u = (uy,...,us) be the functions constructed in Lemma 2.4. Then, for any
P e CP([0,T]; CF(Q)), @F (u) satisfies

tfwf@@TW¢@70M%1[wf@(ﬁﬁwhmdx—f B (w)or) da dt
Q Q Qr

1
m;—1
= - Qdeuz (z,1) Z f Oy (uyuy” ™ Vu; - Vip da dt (2.12)

I
T ;1 JQT 00 (u) f;(u)y d dt

where ,uf s a signed Radon measure satisfying

hm E1(Q % [0,T) =0 (2.13)

forallT >0 and i€ {1,...,I}.

Proof. Choosmg t1 =0, to = T, and using the convergence u* — u a.e. in Qr, the weak convergence
V(uf) 7 V(ul)% in L2(0,7T; L?(f2)), and the fact that D? (uf) vanishes when uf is too large,
we straightforwardly obtain the convergence of the left hand side and the last two terms on the
right hand side of (2.11). It remains to establish

Lyl o, elanee e T o v v dear
jkl

— = | $duf(z,)
Qr
with a signed Radon measure ¥ satisfying (2.13). By denoting

m; mp

1 ‘ N
nmt Y (010 w)06) 7 (00 F | V() F V() de

we can use property (E2) of the truncation function ¢ and the e-uniform bound of V(uf)% in
L%(0,T; L?(£2)), to obtain
o
li|(Qr) < C
for all € > 0. Therefore, by passing to a subsequence, we know that ,ufe weak-#* converges on Qp

to a signed Radon measure uf as € — 0. It remains to prove (2.13). Due to Young’s inequality, we
have

iz (@r)
I o« s . mi (2
DY 2[ 0,0 E () % ()™ F e rcpurany | V) 7 [ ot
j,k=1K=
I o Mk
CZ Z 1/7K sup |8j8k<pf(v)|vj2 v, °

] 1<, k<!

l
K-1<|v|<K
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where

2
dx dt.

my
€ R g\ 5
VI K = X{K-1<u|<K} ‘V(Uz) 2

We stress that Vﬁ x 1s uniformly bounded w.r.t. [, K, and . Consequently, we may pass to a
subsequence l/i x Which converges weak-* on Q7 to a Radon measure v i as € — 0. Together with
the weak-# convergence of ufe to uf on Qr, we derive

1 1(@r) < liminf |4 |(@r)

I o o 5 mj . my
<O 2 nw@n) s (el T v

1 A= 1<j,k<

=1 K=1 K—-1<v|<K

Moreover,

< s (M e\ 2
Z Vig(Qr) = ‘V(uj) 3| dxdt,
K= Qr

which is bounded uniformly in €. Fatou’s Lemma applied to the counting measure on N now entails

0
> uk(@ < lim inf Z Vik(Qr) < +o0.
K=1 K=1

Therefore, employing the dominated convergence theorem, we can finally estimate

I a0 mg;
— R A LT
Jim (6P |@p) < C )] ) vik(@p) fim  sup (9,007 (0)]v;” vy,
=1 k=1 E—oo qgjk<t
K-1<v|<K
I o o
= CZ Z v,k (Qr) 0=0
I=1K=1
thanks to the properties (E2) and (E7) of the truncation function ¢F. [

To prove Theorem 1.2, we use the following technical lemma whose proof can be found in [15].

Lemma 2.6 (A weak chain rule for the time derivative). [15, Lemma 4] Let Q be a bounded domain
with Lipschitz boundary. Assume that T > 0, v € L*(0,T; H'(Q)!), and vg € L'(Q)!. Let v; be a
Radon measure on Qp, w; € LY(Q7), and z; € L?(0,T; L*>(Q)") for 1 < i < I. Assume moreover
that for any v € C®(Q7) with compact support we have

fg vi(T)Y(T) dx — f ] vi%w dx dt — fﬂ votp(0) dx

= ¢dl/i~l—f wﬂ/)dzndt%—f z; - Vap dx dt.
@T T T
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Let £ : R — R be a smooth function with compactly supported first derivatives. Then, we have for
all v € C*(Qr) with compact support

1

T)dx — £(v)%¢ dx dt — L €(vo)1(0) dx — ; o Vi€ (v)w; da dt
I
— Z )z Vipdodt — ) YO, 0E (V)2 - Vg, da dt’
i,k=1 Qr

C)[ 9]0 (sup [ DE(u Z vil(Qr)-

We are now ready to prove the existence of global renormalised solutions.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By applying Lemma 2.6 to (2.12), we obtain an approximate relation for
the weak time derivative of £(* (1)), which leads to the desired equation for £(u) when passing to
the limit £ — c0. In detail, we set v; := ¥ (u), (vo)i = ¢F (up), vi := —p¥,

I I
-, djmjajsﬁzE(U)u;nerUja w; = Y &50F (u) f;(u)
] Z

and obtain for any smooth function £ with compactly supported first derivatives

P @(T) o~ | ¢(@P(w) grodedt — | (P (w0)v(0)da
Qr Q

Q
I I
SN[ vl )l ) o
i=1j=1YQT
I I .
NN [ dmoeP e @y Ve -
i=1j=17@Qr
I I )
! Z J djmjwaia’fg(‘pEW))aj@?(U)aZCPkE(U)U?F Vuj - Vupdz dt
ik=1j0=1"QT

1
< C(@)vloo(sup [DE(u Z | (@r)-

We now want to pass to the limit £ — oo in (2.14) to obtain (1.4). Note first that due to (2.13), we
obtain in the limit an equality instead of just an estimate. Since & has compactly supported first
derivatives, 9;¢F (u) is bounded (see (E5)), and ¢F (u) — u; a.e. as E — o0, we directly obtain the
following limits for the first line in (2.14):

f £(0P (u(T)))(T) dx —> j £(u(T))b(T) d,

é( ()) ¢d$dt—> 0 §(u)— ¢dwdt7

jﬁ (uo)) dw—*jiuo 0) dz

By employing mju;neru] = 2(uJ)TJV(u])TJ and (uj)TZ e L2(0,T; H*()), we also derive
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I

20 [ dme(E s g Tudsar

i=1j5=1
I
— Z f dimié’i&(u)u;ﬁi_qui -V dx dt.
i— T

It remains to ensure the convergence of the third and fourth line of (2.14). To this end, we recall
(u])% e L%(0,T; H'(2)), and we utilise the following observation: there exists a constant Ey > 0
such that for all E > Ey the inequality Y7 u; > Ey implies 0;£(0”(u)) = 8;¢(u) = 0 and
0; 0k (¥ (1)) = 0;0p€(u) = 0 for all i,k € {1,...,I}. The convergence of the third and fourth line
above is now a consequence of this auxiliary result, as the derivatives of £ are zero provided max; u;
is larger than Fjy:

ZZJ $ai& (9" ()0 F (u) fi(u )dxdt—>2f V€ (u) fi(u) d dt,

lel

3 f dymp0i O (" ()25 07 (w)ypl (we™ ™V - Vg da dt
1,5,k f=1

— Z j dimh; € (w)u" Vo, - Vg, dz dt.
i,k=1

The previous observation readily follows by choosing Fy > 0 such that supp(D¢§) < B Fo ﬁ(O)

Given E > Ej and Zi[:l u; = Ey, one gets Zi[:l ©F(u) = Ey from the definition of ¢ in (2.6). In
particular, u, % (u) ¢ B Fo v7(0), which proves the claim. |

2.3. Entropy—entropy dissipation law and conservation laws. We prove in this subsection
that any global renormalised solution to (1.1) satisfies the entropy law (1.5) and (1.6). These
relations become helpful in the next section to investigate the convergence to equilibrium of renor-
malised solutions.

Proof of the entropy law (1.5). We will use ideas from [16, Proposition 5]. Let M > 2 and 6 :
R — R be a smooth function such that for some C' > 0 sufficiently large,

Op(s)=s Vs< M, 0<0y(s) <1 VseR, 0h(s) =0 Vs> MC,
C

>
and  10;(s)] < 1+ slog(s+1) Vs =0

Such a function 0 exists for C' > 0 large enough as in this situation

MC 1
ds = 2.
JM 1+ slog(s+1) y

In the following, we first choose the renormalising function ¢ from Definition 1.1 to be

I
§(u) =0y (Z(Uz + ) (log(u; +€) + p; — 1)) ;

i=1
then let ¢ — 0 and M — oo consecutively. Using this £ in (1.4) with ¢ = 1, we derive

=T

I
L O <Z(Ui(7) +€)(log(ui(T) +¢€) + pi — 1)) dz

1=1

T=S
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:_delf J 0 (- gL u™ T V|2 da dt

- Z d; mlf j 0%y (- - )(log(u; + ) + i) (log(uj + &) + py)u™ 'V Vu, da dt
i,j=1

+ ZJ J 00, (- ) (log(u; + €) + pg) fi(u) dz dt. (2.15)
i=1

Here we write (---) := Y1 (u; + €)(log(u; + €) + p; — 1) for simplicity. In the limit ¢ — 0, the
convergence of the left hand side of (2.15) is immediate by the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem. By rewriting

and

u" IV Vg =
we can use the fact that VuiTZ is bounded in L?(Qr) and ¢,(s) = 0,(s) = 0 for s > M to pass
to the limit ¢ — 0 for the first and second terms on the right hand side of (2.15). Concerning the
last term, we observe that

00 (- -+ ) fi(u)log(u; + €) < C(M)u;|log(u; + ¢€)|
thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of f; and the fact that 6%,(s) = 0 for s > M ¢, Note that

{ui|log(u; + €)|}e=0 is bounded uniformly (in €) in L'(Qr) due to Lemma 2.4. We now use the
assumption (1.2) and Fatou’s Lemma to get

mimj ¢ J

e—0

lim sup f f 00 (- )(log(u; + &) + ;) fi(w) dx dt
i=1

Z;f f Oh (- )(logui + ps) fiu) da dt.

Therefore, by letting € — 0 in (2.15), we obtain

I
L Om (Z ui(7)(log ui(7) + pi — 1)) dx

=T

i T=5

=1
2 f f (- T V| da dt

— Z d; mlf f 02, (- )(logu; + ;) (log uj + puj)ul™ 1VuZVuJ dx dt
,5=1

(2.16)

+ 0’ Y(log u; + p;) fi(u) dx dt.
;JJ u( (logu; + x

Note that here (---) stands for Zi:l u;(logu; + p; —1). We now pass to the limit M — oo.
The convergence of the left hand side of (2.16) follows from Fatou’s Lemma and the dominated

convergence theorem thanks to the fact that u;logu; € L®(0,T; L'(f2)). Using V(uz)n;i e L2(Qr)
and u; " |Vu2-|2 4 |V u;) 7 | the convergence of the first term on the right hand side of (2.16)
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follows via dominated convergence. The reaction term can also be dealt by Fatou’s Lemma, the
entropy dissipation assumption (1.2) and the fact that 8}, = 0. We are left to consider the second
term on the right hand side of (2.16). It is straightforward that the integrand converges pointwise
to zero as M — o0, since 0y is an approximation of the identity. By the fact that V(u;) e L*(Qr)
and rewriting

Ohr (- - )(logu; + ps) (log uj + uj)umi_1VuiVuj

. 77L
m; nj

Oh (- -+ )(ogu; + ps)(log uj + pj)u,> ujl-_ ? Vu, 2 Vu 2

m,mj

. m;
mg

it is sufficient to show that 6%,(---)(logu; + p;)(log u; + pj)u;®> w. 2 is bounded uniformly in M.

Indeed, using the assumption on ¢y, as well as 0 < 5% and 1 — % < 1, we deduce

I -1 R
my o124
<C (1 + Z u;(log(u; + 1))2> (logui + pi)(loguj + pj)u;® u; 2| < C,
i=1
In conclusion, by letting M — oo in (2.16), we obtain the desired inequality (1.5). [

Proof of the conservation law (1.6). Let o € R be arbitrary. Using the renormalisation

i=1 i=1

I I
E(u) =0y (QZ q;u; + Z(ul + 6)(log(ui + 6) + p; — 1))
and ¥ = 1 in (1.4), we can proceed similarly to the previous proof of the entropy law (1.5), now
with the additional information that Y7, 06, (- )gi fi(u) = 0, to obtain

=T

ZJ oaii(7) + wi(7)(log () + p; — 1) da

=0

Zj fdw mz/”d:cdHZf jfl )(log u; + ;) de dt.
Zz 1

For ¢ > 0, we divide both sides by ¢ and let ¢ — +00 to get

Z J qiui(T) dzx

Repeating the argument for ¢ < 0, we obtain the reverse inequality and, therefore, the desired
conservation law (1.6). [ |

=T
< 0.
=0

3. EXPONENTIAL CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM

3.1. Entropy—entropy dissipation inequality. Without loss of generality, we assume that the
domain € has unit volume, i.e. |Q] = 1. We employ the following notation:

U 1= f wide and W= (T)i=1,. .1
Q
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To show the convergence to equilibrium for (1.9), we exploit the so-called entropy method. Assum-
ing the complex balanced condition, system (1.9) possesses the relative entropy functional

Usj,00

I
Eluluy] = Z fﬂ <u, log i _ u; + u,-7oo> dx (3.1)
i=1

and the corresponding entropy dissipation function
Dlu] = Z dimij w7 |V, |* de + Z kruggf V| —— | do (3.2)
i=1 Q r=1 o \Ux ulf
with ¥ (z;y) = xlog(x/y) — x + y (see [6, Proposition 2.1] for a derivation of D[u]). Formally we
have J
Dlu] = & £ ufur)

along the trajectory of (1.9). The following lemma shows that the L! norm can be bounded by the
relative entropy.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that E[uluy] < +00. Then

I
uilpoy = T < R 1= 2 (5(u|uoo) Ly um)

i=1
fori=1,...,1.

Proof. The elementary inequalities zlog(z/y) — z +y > (v& — \/§)* > 3z — y ensure that

I I I
i 1
Eluluy] = Z L <u, log Wi w; + ui7w> dr > 3 Z L u; dr — Z Ui o0
i=1 i=1 i=1

Usj,00

Taking the non-negativity of the solution u into account allows to conclude. |

Lemma 3.2 (Csiszar—Kullback—Pinsker type inequality). [13, Lemma 2.3] Fiz a non-negative mass
M e R. For all measurable functions u : {} — R;’r satisfying the mass conservation Qu = M, the
following inequality holds,

I
Eluluw] = Coxp Y lui = il 710,
i=1
i which Corxp > 0 is a constant depending only on  and uq.

The following two lemmas provide generalisations of the classical logarithmic Sobolev inequality,
which are suited for non-linear diffusion.

Lemma 3.3 (L™-logarithmic Sobolev inequality). [8] For any m > 1, there exists a constant
C(Q2,m) > 0 such that we have

[ o) com ([ wza)”

Lemma 3.4 (Generalised logarithmic Sobolev inequality). [22] For any m > (d — 2)/d, there
exists a constant C(Q,m) > 0 such that

| wm2vap de = c@mant |
Q

u log g dz.
Q u

The cornerstone of the entropy method is the entropy—entropy dissipation inequality which is proved
in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.5. Let K >0 and m; > (d —2)4/d for all 1 <i < 1. There exist constants C > 0 and
a = 1 depending on K such that for any measurable function u : Q — Ri subject to Qu = Quep
and E[uluy] < K, we have

Dlu] = C(E[u|uw])®.

Proof. First, similarly to Lemma 3.1, we have the following L' bounds:

I
U; = HUZHLl(Q) < Mg :=2 <K + Zui7oo> .
i=1

For all ¢ with (d —2)4/d < m; < 1, we apply Lemma 3.4 to have
J w2 V|2 de = C(Q,my)ali! j u; log Y dz
Q Q

Uj

w (3.3)
> C(Q, my)M™ j u; log H_Z dx
Q )

since m; < 1 and w; < M. Therefore, by applying Lemma 3.3, we can estimate the entropy
dissipation from below as follows:

I g max{1,m;} R uyr uyi-
Dlu] = K Z (Luilogﬂ—idx> +Z]1kru§o" L\I’ u_%ﬂﬁ dx | .
0

i=1 r=

For simplicity, we denote o = max;—1,.._ {1, m;},

. R Yr y;n
Di—fuiloggda: fori=1,...,I, and F—Zkruggf\ll u—yr,u—, dx.
Q Usg Q Uy oY

r=1
If D; > 1 for some i € {1,...,I} or F' > 1, then we have
Dlu]l > K; = K £ @ 3.4
(1] > Ky > 2ok (Elulues)) (34)
using E[ulue] < K. It remains to consider the case D; < 1 for all i =1,...,I and F < 1. Here,
we find
I I I @
Dlu] = K, [Z prattmid L pl > Ky [Z D¢ + F| > Ky [Z D; + F] . (3.5)
i=1 i=1 i=1

By applying now the entropy—entropy production estimate for the case of linear diffusion (cf. [14,
Theorem 1.1]), we have

I
Y Di+ F = Ka€luugy) (3.6)
=1

and, thus,
Dlu] = K4(E[u|uw])®.

From (3.4) and (3.6), we obtain the desired estimate. [ |
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3.2. Convergence of renormalised solutions.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The global existence of renormalised solutions for (1.9) follows from The-
orem 1.2. Indeed, the assumptions (F1) and (F2) can be easily checked using (1.10), and (F3)
follows from the identity (cf. [6, Proposition 2.1])

! Yr Yr
Zf’l( loguzoo"_loguz = ZkuyT u u_’ <O
i=1 OO ué/g

recalling U(z;y) = zlog(z/y) — z + y.

Thanks to (1.6) and (1.5), we have the conservation laws
Q@ =Quy forall ¢>=0,
and

t)|uw] + ft,D[u(T)]dT < Elu(s)lugp] forall 0<s<t.

We now apply Lemma 3.5 to get
(t)|us] + CJ T u]) dr < E[u(s)|up] forall 0<s <t (3.7)

If a = 1, we immediately get the exponential convergence
Elu(t)|uw] < e ME[uoluw] forall ¢ =0

for some constant A > 0. For o > 1, we first obtain the algebraic decay

1
Fluldlu] < (E[uoluws]t=2 + C(a — 1))/ @71 35

Indeed, we define
t

P(t) = Elu()|ux] and  p(s) = f (Elu()|uc])™ dr.

It follows from (3.7) that
P(t) + Cop(s) < (s).
Differentiating ¢(s) with respect to s gives

—p(s) = =(¥(s))* < = ((t) + Cp(s))"
and consequently

d o
75 [@) + Co(s)] + C () + Cop(s)]" < 0.
Applying a non-linear Gronwall inequality yields
1 1
Y(t) + Cop(s) < Vo) S 1/(a—1
(1) + Co0)' ™ + Cla—1)s] T WO+ Cla D
thanks to ¥(t) + C(0) < ¥(0) and a > 1. Setting s = ¢t and using ¢(t) = 0 leads us to the desired
estimate (3.8). Owing to the Csiszar-Kullback—Pinsker inequality, it follows

C«fl
ui(t) — u; 2 < CKP .
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Therefore, there exists an explicit Ty > 0 such that
1
||u2(t) — Ui,ooHLl(Q) < §ui,oo forall t=>1Ty
and, thus,
1
Ul(t) = Hul(t)||L1(Q) 2’LLZ o forall t=T1Ty.

Using this property, we estimate D[u(t)] for ¢t = Ty as follows. If m; < 1, then it is similar to (3.3)
that

[ wom2vunor i > c@myuer [ woios D i
Q

) ! u.gt) (3.9)
> C(Q,my) K™~ JQ u;(t) log Uz(t) dx,
and for m; > 1,
()™ 2|V 2dx > m ) ()™ | w(t) 1o ui(t) T
[, w2 v e > o myme | woios 25 a -

. m;—1 .
= C(Q,m;) <u2’oo) j u;(t) log Zl(t) dx
0 :

since W;(t) > ;o0 for all t > Ty. Therefore, for all t > Tp), we can estimate D[u(t)] as

i() w(t)¥r u(t)vr
K5[quz log 0 dm+2kuy’fQ\I’< (y)r ; (y)’r >daz]

Uxp U

Using again the entropy—entropy production estimate in the case of linear diffusion (cf. [14, Theorem
1.1]), we have

Dlu(t)] = Ke€[u(t)|uw]| forall ¢ =Ty,
which leads to the exponential convergence
E[u(t)ugp] < e KD E[W(TY) |up]  for all ¢ = Tp.
Since Ty can be explicitly computed, we in fact get the exponential convergence for all ¢ = 0, i.e.
E[u(t)|uw] < Ce ME[uglug]  for all =0,

for some constants C' > 0 and A > 0. Thanks to the Csiszar-Kullback—Pinsker inequality, we finally
obtain the desired exponential convergence to equilibrium. |

3.3. Convergence of weak and bounded solutions. We consider the approximate u® to the
regularised system (2.1). From Lemma 2.4, we know that, up to a subsequence,

ut 2%y, ae. in Qr. (3.11)
The next lemma establishes uniform-in-¢ a priori bounds.

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions (F1)~(F3) and 0 < wug with u;glogu;o € L*(Q) for all
i=1,...,1, there exists a constant Cr > 0 which depends on T > 0 but not on € > 0, such that

j (logud)*(uS)™  dadt < Cp  forall i=1,...,1I (3.12)
Qr

Proof. The proof is similar to [20, Proof of Theorem 2.7]. For the sake of completeness, we present
it in Appendix B. |
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. By testing (2.1) with smooth test functions ¢ € C* ([0, T]; Ci°(2)) satisfying
Y(-,T) = 0, we have

_ f uf&tq/zda;dt—f i (uE)™ A d it — —f Egb(,0) e+ | [ )pdedt  (3.13)
T Qr Q Qr

It follows from (3.11) that (u$)™ — u;" a.e. in Q7. Due to the bound (3.12), it holds that the set
{(u$)™ }e=0 is uniformly integrable in Q7. Thus, thanks to Vitali’s lemma, we deduce that (u$)™
converges strongly to u]" in L'(Qr), which implies

f d;(u$)™ Ay d dt — diu" A dx dt.
Qr

Qr
From the definition of ff in (2.1) as well as (3.11), we have
ff(w) — fi(u) a.e. in Qr. (3.14)

It remains to show that the set {f7(u®)}.~0 is uniformly integrable. Indeed, let K < Qr be a
measurable and compact set with its measure being denoted by |K|. From (1.17) and (1.15), we
have

I
f |ff(u5)|da;dt<f \fi(u€)|da;dt<0f <1+Z|uf|“> dx dt
K K K i=1

I
K| + f D s da dt] .
Ki=1
It is easy to see that for any § > 0, there exists some Cs > 0 such that for all x > 0,
2™ < §(log ) 2™ T + C.

It follows from (3.15) and Lemma 3.6 that

(3.15)
<C

I
f 2 ()| dw dt < C [|K\ + 5] S (log uf) 2 (ug)™+ + 105\K|]
K Ki=1

< Cs|K| + C6.

Therefore, for any 7 > 0, we first choose 6 > 0 fixed such that C§ < 7/2 and then K < Qr
arbitrarily according to Cs|K| < 7/2 to ultimately obtain

f ()| dedt < 7,
K

which is exactly the uniform integrability of {ff(u®)}c~o. From this and (3.14), we can apply
Vitali’s lemma again to get ff(u®) — fi(u) strongly in L*(Qr) and, therefore,

ffwpdrdt — | fi(u)y dxdt.
Q@r Qr

This gives us the existence of a global weak solution. The exponential convergence to equilibrium
in L'(Q2) follows from Theorem 1.4.

Concerning bounded solutions, we first obtain from Lemma 3.6 that
|will pmi+1@py < Cr forall i=1,... I

Under the assumptions (1.16) on the porous medium exponent, we can apply [11, Lemma 2.2] to
get
|luill po(@py < Cr  forall i=1,...,1.
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Note that the constant Cr grows at most polynomially in 7. This implies the exponential con-
vergence to equilibrium in LP(Q) for any 1 < p < o0 in (1.18). Indeed, from the exponential
convergence in L'(£2), we can use the interpolation inequality to have

1-1 1
Jus(T) = ol () < J(T) = i | oy [0s(T) = o 1
< C%_l/P(Ce—AT) 1/p < Cpe—)\p
for some 0 < A\, < A, since C grows at most polynomially in 7. |

3.4. Uniform convergence of approximate solutions. We remark that all the involved con-
stants in the following results do not depend on €.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a constant Ly > 0 such that

sgpzirilax |ui ()| 1) < Lo- (3.16)

Proof. 1t follows from

d

E&[uﬂum] =-D[u°] <0
that

E[uf (t)|ug] < E[ug|uom]- (3.17)
Thanks to (1.20), sup,-omax;—1, s &[uflus] < +00. The L' bound (3.16) follows with the same
arguments as in Lemma 3.1. |

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant Loy > 0 such that

I R ) r92
- —E 9 1 UE Yr ua Y d
;vaﬂ@m@+zkﬂﬂﬁm4%;_J@ .

Proof. We introduce the short hand notation
v =AU, v = (V7 )izt 1, Vi = \/Uins Voo = (Vin)i=1,..T,
and g(v°) = f((v°)?) = f(u®). Moreover, for each i € {1,...,1}, we set
v (x) = vf + 0;(z), we.

The desired inequality in Lemma 3.8 becomes

vE)Yr Ve )Yr YT Ueyr 2
ZH(SHLQ +Zj 1+z—:|9v€ [<vé’? -L y)ry] dx>L2Z[ ] : (3.18)

Voo

Using Lemma 3.7, we observe by Holder’s inequality, noting that || = 1, that

7=V <y <V

Therefore, there exists a constant K7 > 0 such that

R fyr —?yi
r=1 v yT v Uoo e

and

2
< K. (3.19)
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We decompose €2 into 2 = Q7 U Q9 where

D ={xeQ: |4 <1 Vi=1,...,1} and Qo= OQ\Q.

Note that on €27 we have
0<vi(z)=vi+86 <Lo+1 forall i=1,... 1.

Therefore, there exists a constant Kg > 0 such that

1

— > K f 11 e Q). 3.20
T+ eyl = T forall weth (3.20)

By using Taylor’s expansion, we have for all z € {24,

(5 (@) (v ()™ ]2 1 1 ?
[vx (0 (= ]_ U[U_HS y”_yHU"Hs yr,z—]

Y Y

I T 2
T’L 1
— (V3" + Ribi(a o H( EUi 1 Rodi(a ))]
i v 1 Voo =1
1| v vEY
Zilugg - ;] _K9Z|5 (3.21)

for some K9 > 0. From (3.20) and (3.21), we can estimate the second sum on the left hand side of
(3.18) as

r=1 Voo
i j 1 (W) ()% 4
r=1 191 1 + 6|g(,U€)| ,Uyr 'Ugé
) (3.22)
R 1 Fyr veyi I 9
> K - . — K &; d
ssz |5 S| e e |
R [y —zv]? 1
Ky V¢ VeI
> ol D) | g — |~ KsKoR Y 10l
2 -1 Y% up i=1
On the other hand, the first sum on the left hand side of (3.18) is estimated as
I 1 d
Y 1620 > 5 . 16220 j 360 P
i=1 i=1 Q2 =1
1 I
> 5 2 10l 32) |92| (3.23)

.
[y

—_
~ |

l\D

R _yr _y/ 2
1 ve VeI
_g ‘5HLQ 2K7 Q2|Z [,Uyr' _Tfr] .

r=1 0 Voo
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By combining (3.22) and (3.23), we have for any 6 € (0, 1],

R ,Uz-:y'f ,Ugy'r 2
LHS of (3.18) > ( 280y | + 5 |Qg|> Z

<— - 9K8K9R> Z | HL2

i=1

(3.24)

Thus, by choosing § = min {17 o7 K R} we finally obtain the desired inequality (3.18) with Ly =

: OKg. 1
mm{—2 ’_2K7}' |

Lemma 3.9. There exists a constant Lz > 0 such that
2

I R —F—Yr Yo A
s =12 \/_ \/— > I ’LLE UE
SV Vil + X | Vi~ Y 32 JE oy E

Proof. The proof of this lemma follows by the same arguments as in [14, Lemma 2.7], so we omit
it here. |

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We proceed similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5. If (d — 2),/d < m; < 1,
we have, thanks to Lemma 3.4 and the bound (3.16),

€
J(u )i 2\V1f|2da: Cu*E ’ 1] u log_’dx > CLg"™ 1] uflogu:;dx
Q Q U

U; i

with a constant C' = C (2, m;) > 0. If m; > 1, we apply Lemma 3.3 to get
£ mg
J (uf)™ 2| Vus |2 dx = C(Q,m;) <J u; log u:’6 dx) .
Q [¢) Uu;
Therefore, by using ¥(z,y) = zlog(z/y) —x +y > (V& — \/37)2 and noting that

ué ué _ —
jg u; log = dx = jﬂ <ulE log = —uj + uf) de = |\/ui — «/ufH%z(Q),

Uu; u;

there exists a constant K79 > 0 such that

! —_— max{1,m;}
Kw[Z (/i - Vo)™

5 , o (3.25)
1 us 7" uf "
S [ (Y )
T; “Jal+elf(us) \ N us Uoo
We define
R Yr Y 2
~ ey ~ 1 u{;‘ 'LLE T
Dj = |\ uf — S|Py, F o= k‘ruyrf —_— — = dz,
Wi =ity Fe= 2 b ) Ty [/v Vo
and we consi/gier the following two cases. R
Case 1. If F' > 1 or if there exists some i € {1,...,I} such that D; > 1, we estimate from (3.25)
that .
D[u®] = K9 = Ko Eluf |ug). (3.26)

Eluo|uo]
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Case 2. If ' < 1and D; < 1 for all i = 1,...,I, then with @ = max;—; {1, m;}, we have from
(3.25) that

«

I I
D[wf] = Ky [Z D¢ + F*| > Ky [Z D+ F (3.27)
i=1 i=1

for some K17 = K11(K19, ). Thanks to Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9, we have

I R [—F—yr Y,
L2 v uf VvV us
B P2 i ()| RV R+ 2\

R ﬁ Yr ﬁ y’r
>Kip ). |A[— —|— (3.28)
r=1 Uoo Uoo

1 . -
Kip =5, min {21, ko s

where

From here, we can use [14, Lemma 2.5] to estimate

2
I Py
us
Elufluy] < K 1],
snasnsd ()
and [14, Eq. (11)] to get
2
R I —
u‘3 u‘3 us Ky
A— = — > K AN —— 1] =>—¢E[u° 3.29
Z‘ Uco Uco 14; < Uj,c0 > Kl3 [ | OO] ( )

It follows from (3.28), and (3.29) that

'D[’LLE] > Kll <K12K14> g[ua|uoo]a‘ (3‘30)
K3

Owing to (3.26) and (3.30), there exists some Ly > 0 such that
D[uf] = La&luf Jug |4,

The rest of this proof follows exactly from that of Theorem 1.4, which helps us to eventually obtain
the exponential convergence to equilibrium

I
-
S (1) — il 2y < Ce™

where C, A > 0 are independent of ¢. |

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

In this appendix, we provide a proof for the existence of a global solution to the approximate system
(2.1). While a similar proof, with Dirichlet instead of Neumann boundary conditions, can be found
in [20, Proof of Lemma 2.3], we mainly follow a standard Galerkin approach as presented in many
textbooks.

For 0 <d <1and 1< i< I, we consider the regularised system

£,0 mz|u66‘m171 £,0
opu; " — d;V - +9d ) Vu;

é
— (), v-Vu’ =0, (A.1)
1+ omy|us® =1 '

2
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with initial data uf’é(:E,O) = u;o(z) + 0, where we extend f; to a locally Lipschitz continuous
function on R! by setting ff(v) := ff(max{vy,0},... ,max{v;, 0}). For the sake of readability, we
ml|wl‘ml

subsequently write w; := uf’é and H(w;) := Wf + 6. We employ the ansatz wk(x,t) =

Z?Zl §g’k(t)ej (x) with k € N, scalar coefficient functions fg’ (t), and the Schauder basis e; € H(Q)
of L*(Q) given by the orthonormal eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator satisfying v - Ve; = 0
on 0f). Along with the initial condition éf’k(O) = {o(wo)ie; dz, the functions éf’k, 1<j <k, are
solutions to the set of equations

j opwlejdr = —d; j HO (wh)Vwf - Ve, dm+f fE(whe; do (A.2)

for 1 < j < k, which can be recast into an ODE system for the time-dependent coefficient vector
£k (t) = (51 k(t), . ,§f’k(t)). As the right hand side continuously depends on £F(t) via the bounded
and continuous functions H® and ff, we know that a solution £5(t) € C*([0, 7], R) exists for some
7 > 0. The energy estimate below, which is essentially obtained by multiplying (A.2) with 5{ k(t)
and summing over j, will indeed show that the solution exists for all times ¢ > 0. Integrating (A.2)
over [0,t] < [0,7), we have

4
b Ol 0y + 0 [ 1908 By ds < (1O + [ [ b doas),

where C' > 0 is independent of & by the uniform bounds H°(w¥) > § and ff(wF) < e~!. In order
to control the H'(Q2) norm of wf, we first observe that e; is constant in space. Hence, (A.2) leads

for all t € (0,7) to
f wh (z,t) dx f ¥z, 0 dx+f f fE(wh) dz ds| <
Q Q

Poincaré’s inequality now yields
kyi2 Ky (2 k 9 Q272

As a result, we arrive at

t
ok Oy + [ 1ty ds < 0(1 ; wi<o>%z(m>, (A3)

where C' > 0 is independent of k, and which shows that the solution is bounded on [0, 7) and, thus,
existing for all + > 0. Note that we applied the elementary estimate |w?(0)] 2@ < [wi(0)[z2(q) in
the last step.

Qlt
< (0) ey + 2.

Let P, : L*(Q) — L*(Q) be the orthogonal projection in L?(f2) onto span{ei,..., ey}, and let
¢ € L?(0,T; H'(Q2)) for some arbitrary but fixed T > 0. We recall the uniform bounds H°(w}) <
671+ 6 and ff(wF) < e7! leading to

T T
f f atwfqﬁda:dt—j jatwakqﬁda:dt
0 JQ 0 JQ
T T
——dif fHé(wf)wa.V(Pm) dxdt+f fff(wf)Pmdxdt
0 JOQ 0 JOQ

T T
<cC fo IVt (8) | 26 |V (P (D) 2yt + C L [(PLd) (8) 2y

< C(+ |wf | 2 0.7,m @) 6] 20, 92))
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with a constant C' > 0 independent of k. We stress that the last estimate also employs the
bound [[(Px®) ()| ) < [16(t)| a1 (q) for a.e. t € [0,T], which provides a uniform-in-k bound for
oywk € L2(0,T; (H'(Q))') together with (A.3).

We may choose a (not relabelled) subsequence wf being weakly converging for k — o0 to some w;
in L2(0,T; H'(Q)) and in H'(0,T; (H'(Q))"). Strong convergence w¥ — w; in L2(0,T; L?(Q)) =
L?*(Qr) now follows by means of the Aubin-Lions Lemma. Choosing another subsequence, we
obtain for all i = 1,...I, w¥ — w,; and, hence, H°(w¥) — HO(w;) and ff(wF) — ff(w;) ae.
in Q due to the continuity of H? and f7. The boundedness of H % and fi further guarantees
H(wh) — H(w;) and ff(wlF) — ff(w;) strongly in L?(Qr). This allows us to pass to the limit

k — o0 in an integrated version of (A.2) resulting in
T
f wide| — f widspdrdt +d; | H°(w;)Vw; - Védrdt = | ff(w;)¢da dt

Q 0 Qr Qr Qr

for all ¢ € C* (2 x [0,7T]). By a density argument, (A.1) holds as an identity in L?(0,T; (H'(2))").

Thanks to the quasi-positivity assumption (F2), the solution wj; is also non-negative. For p > 1,
we have

6tHw,~HI£,,(Q) + dip(p — 1) fg H5(wi)wf—2|Vwi|2da:

—p [ s <ol e (IO ) - (A)

Applying the Gronwall lemma 3’ < «a(t)y' /P = y(t) < <y(0)1/p ~I—%Sé oz(s)ds)p for y(t) =

Jw; () H‘zp(m entails
p
) ey < (IO + [ 170 s

€ P_INP
< (lwiO)lwy + 1 (@) o(@n T ) -
Taking the root of order p on both sides and letting p — oo, this leads to

sup lwi ()] Lo (@) < [wi(0)] (o) + TIfF (W) Lo (@)

te(0,T
which means
|lwil|po (@) < Cer forall  i=1,...,1, (A.5)
where C; 7 is independent of 6 > 0. Therefore,

1 1
miw; " - miw. "

Ho(w) = —"% 55 MW
(11 1+ dmw™ ! 1+ m;CT

By integrating (A.4) on (0,7), and using (A.5), we get

T T
mij j wlmilwf_2|Vwi|2d:Edt~l—5J J wf_2|Vwi|2d:Edt
0o Ja

< ﬁ <le J J £E(w)w? ™ da dt) (A.6)

_ -1
S qLp-1) (”wi(o)”ip(m +IQIT1F () or CPr')
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which implies, in particular,

Hv( %> prapy S Cor (A.7)

for all p > 1. By testing the equation (A.1) with ¢ € L?(0,T; H'(Q2)) and keeping (A.5) in mind,
we see that {f;w;} is bounded in L?(0,T; (H'(€))") uniformly in § > 0. Hence, from this, (A.5),
and (A.7), we can apply a non-linear Aubin—Lions lemma, see e.g. [23, Theorem 1], to ensure
the existence of a subsequence (not relabelled) such that w; = uE(S — uf strongly in L?(Qr) as
§ — 0. From here onwards, we will write u; 9 instead of w;. Thanks to the L® bound (A.5), this
convergence in fact holds in LP(Qr) for any 1 < p < co0. It remains to pass to the limit § — 0 in

the weak formulation of (A.1) with ¢ e L?(0,T; Hl(Q)),

5 5 ml—l

opu® 1 dt+df f Vus? - Vi da dt
J,;O< t >H1(Q " H1(Q) al +5ml Eé)ml—l /l/}

t1
+ d;d J Vuf’é -V drdt = j J i) dadt. (A.8)
to JQ to JQ

The convergence of the first term on the left hand side and the last term on the right hand side of
(A.8) is immediate. From

6,6 2 6,6 3—m;—p 87(5 m;+p—1
Vul = o) Vi)
we can choose 1 < p <3 —m; (since m; < 2) to get
5
IVu;°l 2@y < Cer (A.9)

thanks to the uniform bounds (A.5) and (A.7). For the third term on the left hand side of (A.8),

we estimate
t1
5[ vurtveded| < 519 a0 Volzan) < CendlVilin
to

and, therefore, it converges to zero as 6 — 0. Finally, the convergence

55 mz—l tl
f f ——Vu; vwdxdtﬂf f mi(ud)™ IS - Vi da dt
to Ql—i—émz S0)ymi—1 to JO
m; (u’ 5)’”2*1 0—0

follows from

o, (22T m;(u$)™ ! a.e. in Qr, (A.5), and (A.9).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF A UNIFORM BOUND ON APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

We provide a proof of Lemma 3.6. Define the new variables
w; = u; logu; + (ui — Dug +e " =0
and
(uf)mz — e My

:l ) i 207
(log ui + ) (u5) s

where the non-negativity follows from elementary calculus. Direct computations give
Opw§ — diAzf = (loguf + i) f (u°) — dimi(uf)™ |V [*.
Therefore, thanks to (1.2),

I I I I
O (wa) - A <Zdzzf> <C Z(1+u§loguf) <A~I—ﬁ2w:f
i=1 i=1

i=1
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with fixed positive constants A, > 0 and a generic constant C' > 0. Introducing v(z,t) =
e Pt Zle wg, this leads to

I
ov— A (eﬁt Z d,zf) < Ae Pt (B.1)
i=1

We integrate (B.1) in time on (0,t), then multiply the resultant by e~ Zle d;z{ and integrate in
Qr, to get

I " I I
J ve_BtZdizf dx dt —j Aj e_BSZdizf ds e_BtZdizf dx dt
Qr ' T 0 i=1 i=1

i=1
A _Bt
<JQT<5+U(xO> E d;z; de dt. (B.2)

For the second term on the left hand side of (B.2), we have

t I I
- f (Af e P Z d;z5 ds) (e_ﬁt Z dﬂf) dx dt
Qr 0 i=1 i=1
t I I
- f V(f e P Zdizf(x,s) ds) .V<e_6t Z dizf(az,t)> dx dt
Qr 0 i=1 i=1

"

=:p(x,t) :6t;(x,t)

1 (T d 5 1 )
=—| — | Ve, t)|*dedt = = | |Vo(z,T)|"dz =0

where we used ¢(x,0) = 0 at the last step. On the other hand, (B.1) ensures that
T I A
_ Af e dizg dt < 2 + v(z,0), (B.3)
0 = B
By putting y = ST —pt Zle d;z; dt, we have —Ay +y <y + % + v(x,0). Multiplying both sides

by y and integrating over €2 results in

2

A
9y < 2Myleey + H— +0(0,)
HY(Q) L2(Q) B 2@

By an interpolation estimate and Young’s inequality, there exist 6 € (0,1) and ¢,v,I' > 0 with

v arbitrarily small satisfying HyHL2(Q < cly|#, Hsz(l %)

obtain

’YH?JHHl(Q + FHy!\%l(Q). Hence, we

Iyl 22y < C (1 + lylriq)) -
Using (B.2) and the above bound on y, it follows that

JT<Z ) (Zdz>da;dt<CTL <%+U($,O)>ydx

=1

<Cr(1+ ylee) < CT<1+ Zdzdmdt) (B.4)
QT ;
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From the definition of w; and 27, it is easy to see that for any ¢ > 0, there exists some Cs > 0 such

that
I I I
Z dZZf <4 Z wf dZZZE + 05.
i=1 i=1 i=1
We then derive from (B.4) that
I I
f wa Zdizf dx dt < C.
T \i=1 i=1

The desired estimate (3.12) is now an immediate consequence.
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