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Abstract

In this work, we study the long time asymptotics of a coagulation model which describes the
evolution of a system of particles characterized by their volume and surface area. The aggregation
mechanism takes place in two stages: collision and fusion of particles. During the collision stage, the
two particles merge at a contact point. The newly formed particle has volume and area equal to the
sum of the respective quantities of the two colliding particles. After collision, the fusion phase begins
and during it the geometry of the interacting particles is modified in such a way that the volume of the
total system is preserved and the surface area is reduced. During their evolution, the particles must
satisfy the isoperimetric inequality. Therefore, the distribution of particles in the volume and area
space is supported in the region where {a ≥ (36π)

1
3 v

2
3 }. We assume the coagulation kernel has a weak

dependence on the area variable. We prove existence of self-similar profiles for some choices of the
functions describing the fusion rate for which the particles have a shape that is close to spherical. On
the other hand, for other fusion mechanisms and suitable choices of initial data, we show that the
particle distribution describes a system of ramified-like particles.
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1 Introduction

Most of the works on coagulation equations assume that the particles are characterized by a single

variable, usually the particle volume (or equivalent quantities like polymer length), see for instance [5,

25–27]. Nevertheless, other parameters that might provide insight about the geometry or other features

of the particle are usually omitted. In this paper, we study the mathematical properties of a class of

coagulation equations in which the aggregating particles are characterized by two degrees of freedom,

namely the volume v and the surface area a. This type of models was introduced in [14] (see also [13]

for a detailed discussion about its properties). More precisely, the model that we consider in this paper

is the following:

∂t f (a, v, t) + ∂a[r(a, v)(c0v
2
3 − a) f (a, v, t)] = K[ f ](a, v, t), c0 := (36π)

1
3 , (1.1)

where

K[ f ](a, v, t) :=
1
2

∫
(0,a)×(0,v)

K(a − a′, v − v′, a′, v′) f (a′, v′, t) f (a − a′, v − v′, t)dv′da′

−

∫
(0,∞)2

K(a, v, a′, v′) f (a, v, t) f (a′, v′, t)dv′da′.

In this model, f is the density of the particles in the space of area and volume for any given time t ≥ 0.

The coagulation operatorK[ f ] is the classical coagulation operator that was introduced by Smoluchowski

(see [26]). However, a difference is the fact that this operator now describes the evolution of particles

characterized by both volume and surface area. Notice that the coagulation operator gives the coagulation

rate of particles which evolve according to the following mechanism:

(a1, v1) + (a2, v2) −→ (a1 + a2, v1 + v2).

It is assumed that the particles attach to each other at their contact point and therefore in this way both

the total area and volume of the particles involved in the process are preserved (see Figure 1).
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The main difference between (1.1) and the standard one-dimensional coagulation model is the pres-

ence of the term ∂a[r(a, v)(c0v
2
3 − a) f (a, v, t)]. We call ∂a[r(a, v)(c0v

2
3 − a) f (a, v, t)] the ”fusion term”.

This describes an evolution of the particles towards a spherical shape (see Figure 1). The dynamics gen-

erated by this term preserves the total number and volume of the particles. The term c0v
2
3 − a indicates

that the area of the particles tends to be reduced as long as it is larger than that of a sphere c0v
2
3 . In

particular, spherical particles remain spherical and they do not evolve at all due to the fusion term. This

fusion mechanism holds, for example, for the merging of droplets consisting of highly viscous fluids (see

[14]).

Fig. 1 Coagulation mechanism (left). Fusion mechanism (right)

Additionally, r(a, v) will indicate the fusion rate and describes how quickly the particles evolve to-

wards the spherical shape and thus has units of the inverse of the fusion time. In the particular case

when r ≡ 0, fusion does not occur and particles attach at contact points forming a ramified-like system

in time. On the contrary, if the fusion rate is much faster than the coagulation rate, the particles tend to

become spherical immediately after colliding (see Figure 2). A distinction between these two cases is

not possible in the standard one-dimensional model.

Fig. 2 Absence of fusion (left). Instantaneous fusion (right)

As stated in [14], in aerosols, changes of temperature or adding impurities to the system can lead

to different fusion rates, showing that the non-spherical shape of the particles plays a significant role.

The main goal of this paper is to see how much of the mathematical theory for the one-dimensional

coagulation equation can be carried on to the two-dimensional case and to observe the new mathematical

phenomena that this model leads us to.

We remark that the particles must satisfy the isoperimetric inequality, therefore the density f should

be supported in the region where {a ≥ c0v
2
3 }. Moreover, the evolution generated by (1.1) has the property
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that it preserves the set of measures supported in this region. For simplicity, we define the set

S̃ := {(a, v) ∈ (0,∞)2, a ≥ c0v
2
3 }. (1.2)

To obtain a better understanding of how fusion affects interactions between particles, we can check

that it gives a decrease in the total surface area. We multiply by a in (1.1) and integrate formally, obtaining

∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

a f (a, v, t)dadv =
∫

(0,∞)2
r(a, v)[c0v

2
3 − a] f (a, v, t)dadv ≤ 0, (1.3)

since f is supported in the region where the isoperimetric inequality is satisfied.

We assume r(a, v) behaves like a power law of a and v. This covers the case of coalescence of viscous

liquid spheres (see [14]), where the fusion time depends on the diameter. For the coagulation kernel K,

we assume that it has a weak dependence on the surface area of the interacting particles, but it can have

a power law behaviour in the volume of the coalescing particles.

It is well-known that the solutions of coagulation equations behave often as self-similar solutions.

Using the fact that the solutions of (1.1) preserve the total volume of the particles, it is natural to look for

solutions of (1.1) of the form:

f (a, v, t) =
1

(1 + t)
8
3 ξ

g
( a

(1 + t)
2
3 ξ
,

v
(1 + t)ξ

)
for ξ =

1
1 − γ

. (1.4)

Notice that the total surface area of solutions of the form (1.4) is not preserved, as it can be expected due

to the presence of the fusion term in (1.1).

Assumptions on the coagulation kernel

The reason for the self-similar behavior in the case of the one-dimensional coagulation equation is

that the coagulation rate scales like a power law of the particle size. In the case of particles characterized

by volume and area, if the particle volume is scaled by a factor λ (without modifying the geometry),

then the diameter is scaled with a factor λ
1
3 and the area scales like λ

2
3 . This suggests the following

assumptions for the coagulation kernel:

K(λ
2
3 a, λv, λ

2
3 a′, λv′) = λγK(a, v, a′, v′), (1.5)

for all (a, v, a′, v′) ∈ (0,∞)4, λ ∈ (0,∞) and γ ∈ [0, 1). We assume γ < 1 in order to avoid gelation and to

obtain volume-conserving solutions. γ > 0 means physically that the coagulation rate increases with the

particle size.

Since collision does not change if we permute the colliding particles, i.e. (a, v) ↔ (a′, v′), the

coagulation kernel must satisfy the following symmetry property:

K(a, v, a′, v′) = K(a′, v′, a, v), (1.6)
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for all (a, v, a′, v′) ∈ (0,∞)4.

We work with non-negative continuous kernels on (0,∞)4 that, in addition to the properties already

stated, i.e. (1.5) and (1.6), have the following bounds:

K1(v−αv′β + v′−αvβ) ≤ K(a, v, a′, v′) ≤ K0(v−αv′β + v′−αvβ), (1.7)

for some K1,K0 > 0, for all a, v, a′, v′ and for the following coefficients:

α > 0 and γ = β − α ∈ [0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1). (1.8)

Notice that condition (1.7) implies that the kernel has a weak dependence on the area variable, but K

is not necessarily independent of the area variable.

Most of the results of the paper are obtained for coagulation kernels K with bounds (1.7) with α > 0.

In that case, since the coagulation rate is very large for small particles, we can expect g (defined in (1.4))

to be bounded (and small) for small values of v. In particular, for the self-similar profiles g obtained when

α > 0, we have M0,d(g) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 vdg(a, v)dadv < ∞, for all d ∈ R. This is analogous to what happens

in the one-dimensional case for the standard coagulation model, where it is known that there exists self-

similar profiles for which all the moments with negative powers of v are bounded if α > 0. For details,

see, for example [1, Chapter 10.2.4, Theorem 10.2.17] or [12]. On the contrary, for the one-dimensional

coagulation equation, for coagulation kernels satisfying (1.7) with α = 0, the self-similar profiles can be

singular for small values of v and we can expect to have boundedness only for the moments containing

powers of the form vd, with d ≥ γ, cf. the previously stated result in [1]. An analogous situation takes

place for the two-dimensional coagulation model considered in this paper. To illustrate this situation,

we show some results concerning self-similar profiles of (1.1) for coagulation kernels K satisfying (1.7)

with α = 0. Specifically, we restrict ourselves to the case when

α = 0 and γ = β ∈ (0;
2
3

). (1.9)

The reason to restrict ourselves to the case when γ < 2
3 is because for this range of values it will be easier

to obtain estimates for M1,0(g) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 ag(a, v)dadv. Due to the isoperimetric inequality, this estimate

implies an estimate for the moment M0, 2
3
. Since we expect to have estimates only for moments M0,d,

with d ≥ γ, it is natural to assume γ < 2
3 .

Assumptions on the fusion kernel

Concerning the fusion kernel r, we assume that r ∈ C1(R2
>0) and that there exist constants R0,R1 > 0

such that:

R0aµvσ ≤ r(a, v) ≤ R1aµvσ, (1.10)
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for all (a, v) ∈ (0,∞)2 and some coefficients µ, σ ∈ R.

In order to keep the self-similar structure, in other words, to have solutions of (1.1) with the particular

form (1.4), we require in addition:

r(λ
2
3 a, λv) = λγ−1r(a, v), (1.11)

for all λ ∈ (0,∞) and

2
3
µ + σ = γ − 1. (1.12)

The condition (1.12) means that the fusion term and the coagulation term in (1.1) rescale in a similar

manner as the particle sizes are rescaled (keeping the geometry property).

The following technical assumption on the kernel r is needed for the existence of self-similar profiles:[∂ar(a, v) − µa−1r(a, v)](a − c0v
2
3 ) + r(a, v) ≥ 0, and ∂ar(a, v) ≤ Ba−1r(a, v), if µ > 0;

∂ar(a, v)(a − c0v
2
3 ) + r(a, v) ≥ 0, and ∂ar(a, v) ≤ Ba−1r(a, v), if µ ≤ 0,

(1.13)

for all (a, v) ∈ (0,∞)2, with a ≥ c0v
2
3 and for some constant B > 0. A particular case used in applications

that satisfies the above mentioned properties is when r(a, v) = aµvσ, with µ ≥ −1 and σ satisfying (1.12).

Physical interpretation of the results

The main result that we prove in this article is that depending on the choice of the exponents µ and

σ, we can have different behaviors for the solutions of the described model.

For µ > 0, there exist volume-conserving self-similar solutions with the form (1.4). For these so-

lutions, the fusion term is comparable to the coagulation term for particles of large sizes. On the other

hand, we will obtain in the case when µ < 0 that we can have two different behaviors depending on the

choice of initial data, see Figure 4. In particular, for some suitable initial data, the fusion term plays a

negligible role compared to the coagulation operator K[ f ] in (1.1). We will term the long-time behavior

of the particle distribution f in this case as ramification.

In order to explain why we use this terminology, it is convenient to introduce the following notation.

Given H = H(a, v), we write

⟨H⟩(t) :=

∫
(0,∞)2 H(a, v) f (a, v, t)dvda∫

(0,∞)2 f (a, v, t)dvda
, for any time t ≥ 0.

More precisely, for µ < 0 and keeping in mind that the fusion does not change the total volume, if we

start with a distribution of particles for which

⟨a⟩(0)(
⟨v⟩(0)

) 2
3

≥ λ0,
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for λ0 sufficiently large, then we obtain the following behavior

⟨a⟩(t)(
⟨v⟩(t)

) 2
3

→ ∞ as t → ∞. (1.14)

Notice that (1.14) implies that for most of the particles the surface area is much larger than the area

of a sphere with the same volume. It is relevant to notice that in the case of self-similar solutions of (1.1)

with the form (1.4), we have

⟨a⟩(t)(
⟨v⟩(t)

) 2
3

≈ 1 as t → ∞.

Actually, we will obtain a result stronger than (1.14). Namely, in the case µ < 0,we obtain in addition

c
⟨v⟩(0)

≤
⟨a⟩(t)
⟨v⟩(t)

≤
⟨a⟩(0)
⟨v⟩(0)

, (1.15)

for some constant c > 0. Notice that (1.15) implies immediately (1.14) since, due to the coagulation of

the particles, ⟨v⟩(t) → ∞ as t → ∞. We remark that (1.15) suggests that for most of the particles the

surface area is comparable to the volume a ≈ v, while (1.14) suggests that a >> v
2
3 as t → ∞. In partic-

ular, particles satisfying a >> v
2
3 differ very much from spherical particles and they have a fractal-like,

ramified aspect, see Figure 3.

Fig. 3 Ramification

However, if the fusion kernel r is sufficiently large when a and v are of order one, we can obtain

existence of self-similar profiles in the case µ < 0. Actually, the proof covers in addition the case when

µ = 0, which corresponds to the case of fusion kernels considered in [14]. Thus, in the case µ < 0 we

find two possible scenarios, see Figure 4.

Multi-dimensional coagulation equations in the mathematical literature

One can imagine situations in which the collision kernel K and the fusion kernel r do not rescale in

the same manner as the particle size. In such situations we can expect to have one of the terms (fusion or

coagulation) to be dominant for small size particles, and the other term to be the dominant one for large
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R0 ≈ 1
large initial surface area

ramification

µ < 0

R0 ≫ 1 existence of self-similar profiles

Fig. 4 Different scenarios in the case µ < 0

particles. The analysis of such type of models is also interesting from the point of view of applications

to material science, (see [13]).

If the fusion kernel r is very large compared with the coagulation rate, we expect that the particles

become spherical in very short times. Therefore, it is possible to approximate the solutions of (1.1) by

means of solutions of a coagulation model depending only on the variable v, i.e. an one-dimensional

coagulation equation. The rigurous proof of this result is presented in [4].

Coagulation equations for particle distributions characterized by a single variable have been exten-

sively studied. In particular, the long-time behavior for coagulation equations for which solutions can

be explicitly computed has been studied in detail in [21–23]. The existence of self-similar solutions for

general classes of kernels has been obtained in [7, 12]. Coagulation models including drift terms have

been studied in several contexts. One example is the classical Lifshitz-Slyozov-Wagner equation with

encounters that was introduced in [19]. A rigorous analysis of the self-similar profiles for this model was

studied in [16–18]. Models combining the effect of coagulation and particle growth have been studied

extensively in the physical literature, cf. [13, Chapter 11] and [20]. Rigorous mathematical results for

these models can be found in [15].

Multi-dimensional coagulation equations have not been as extensively studied in the mathematical

literature as the one-dimensional coagulation model. Several discrete multi-component coagulation prob-

lems which are relevant in aerosol physics have been mentioned in [29]. A discrete version of the model

in (1.1) has been studied in [30]. The model considered in there includes coagulation of particles and an

effect similar to the fusion of particles in (1.1), which has been termed compaction. The diameter of the

particles is restricted by the total number of monomers as well as by the isoperimetric inequality. The

coagulation and the fusion rates are assumed to be constant. Due to this, the model considered in [30] is

explicitly solvable using generating functions. The long-time behavior of the solutions which depends on

the ratio between the fusion and coagulation kernels has been then analysed using the explicit formulas

of the solutions.

In [8–10], the mathematical properties of some classes of coagulation equations describing clusters

that are composed of several types of monomers with different chemical composition are analysed. More
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1.1 Notations and plan of the paper

recently, uniqueness of the solutions for the models of multi-component coagulation equations consid-

ered in [8–10] has been studied in [28].

The main differences between the models studied in these papers and our model are the following:

• The two variables used to describe the particles in this paper rescale in a different manner. Addi-

tionally, we consider coagulation kernels that do not have a strong dependence on the area variable.

As a consequence, the variables describing the clusters appear in a less symmetric manner;

• The proof in [8–10] relies on the conservation of mass for each of the types of monomers. Due

to the presence of the fusion term, the solutions of (1.1) do not have two conserved quantities, but

only the volume is conserved.

1.1 Notations and plan of the paper

For I ⊂ [0,∞)2, we denote by Cc(I) and C0(I) the space of continuous functions on I with compact

support and the space of continuous functions on I which vanish at infinity, respectively, both endowed

with the supremum norm. M+(I) will denote the space of non-negative Radon measures, while M+,b(I)

will be the space of non-negative, bounded Radon measures, which we endow with the weak-∗ topology.

We denote R2
>0 := (0,∞)2.

We make in addition the following simplifications:

• We use the notation η := (a, v). We will use interchangeably both notations for convenience.

• We keep the notation f (a, v)dvda or f (η)dη for Radon measures, independently of the fact the

measure may not be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

• Mk,l( f ) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 akvl f (a, v)dvda, for some k, l ∈ R.

• For a suitably chosen φ : R2
>0 → R and for (a, v, a′, v′) ∈ (0,∞)4, we will denote:

χφ(a, v, a′, v′) := φ(a + a′, v + v′) − φ(a, v) − φ(a′, v′);

⟨K[ f ], φ⟩ :=
1
2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(a, v, a′, v′)χφ(a, v, a′, v′) f (a′, v′) f (a, v)dv′da′dvda.

• We use C to denote a generic constant which may differ from line to line and depends only on the

parameters characterizing the kernels K and r.

• We use the symbols ≲ and ≳ when the inequalities hold up to a constant, i.e. f ≲ g if and only if

f ≤ Cg. In addition, for some N ∈ N, we use the notation i = 1,N to mean i ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.
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Structure of the paper

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we establish the setting and state the main

definitions and results.

In Section 3, we prove the existence of a self-similar solution when µ > 0. To this end, we first

need to prove well-posedness for the time-dependent problem with a truncated kernel. It turns out that

it does not seem feasible to obtain uniform estimates for large values of a for the distribution f if we

use approximations of solutions that are compactly supported. In order to avoid this difficulty, we work

with a space where large values of the area a are controlled. Since in this space the fusion term will

not be well defined, we work with a truncated version of the fusion term which increases linearly at

infinity. In order to prove existence of a self-similar solution for the original problem, we need to obtain

moment estimates that are uniform in the truncation parameters. The relevant moments to be estimated

contain powers of v and a. The moments containing only powers of v can be estimated following the

ideas in [6, 7] due to the fact that the fusion term does not affect the volume of particles. Nevertheless,

the adaptation of the estimates in these papers is possible in spite of the fact that we have a coagulation

model with two variables due to the choice of the space of functions non-compactly supported in the

variable a described before. The total area can be controlled making use of the contribution given by the

fusion. This will prove to be enough to obtain existence of a self-similar profile. In Section 3, we derive

in addition estimates for higher order moments using an iterative argument.

In Section 4, we show that we can have different behaviors for the solutions in the case when µ < 0,

namely the existence of self-similar profiles as well as ramification. Ramification will be obtained by

deriving estimates for the moments of the solutions of the time-dependent problem. On the other hand,

in order to prove the existence of self-similar profiles in this case we cannot use the methods described

in Section 3. This is because of the fact that the estimates for large values of a for positive µ are a

consequence of the fast growth of the fusion ratio r(η), which does not take place now. We will be able

in this case to replace the fast growth of r(η) with the presence of a sufficiently large constant in front of

the fusion term.

2 Setting and main results

From the scaling (1.4), self-similar profiles with fusion satisfy formally the equation

0 =
8
3

g(η) +
2
3

a∂ag(η) + v∂vg(η) + (1 − γ)∂a[r(η)(a − c0v
2
3 )g(η)] + (1 − γ)K[g](η). (2.1)

In particular, if g solves (2.1) and f satisfies (1.4), then f solves (1.1).

Since we work with physically relevant particles, i.e. the particles for which the isoperimetric

inequality is satisfied, it is helpful to define the following space

M I
+(R2

>0) := {h ∈M+(R2
>0) | h({a < c0v

2
3 }) = 0}. (2.2)
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2.1 The case µ > 0

The superscript I stands for isoperimetric. We endow the newly-defined space with the weak-∗ topology

on M+(R2
>0). Similarly, we denote

M I
+,b(R2

>0) := {h ∈M+,b(R2
>0) | h({a < c0v

2
3 }) = 0}. (2.3)

In order to study the long-time behavior for the equation (1.1), we analyse the time-dependent version of

equation (2.1). We will use the following concept of weak solutions for the time-dependent problem.

Definition 2.1. Assume α > 0. Let g ∈ C([0,∞); M I
+(R2

>0)). We say that g is a solution for the weak

version of the time-dependent fusion problem in self-similar variables if, for every T > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2

(v−α + vβ)g(a, v, t)dvda < ∞

and, for all φ ∈ C1
c([0,∞); C1

c(R2
>0)) and t ∈ [0,∞)∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)φ(η, t)dη −

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, 0)φ(η, 0)dη −
∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, s)∂sφ(η, s)dηds =∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, s)φ(η, s)dηds −
2
3

∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, s)a∂aφ(η, s)dηds −
∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, s)v∂vφ(η, s)dηds

+(1 − γ)
∫ t

0
⟨K[g](s), φ(s)⟩ds + (1 − γ)

∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, s)∂aφ(η, s)dηds.

(2.4)

Well-posedness of solutions of the form (2.4) has been studied in [3]. In this paper, we focus on

proving the existence of self-similar profiles and long-time behavior for solutions of equation (1.1). We

now give a precise meaning for (2.1).

Definition 2.2. Assume α > 0. We will say that a measure g ∈M I
+(R2

>0) is a self-similar profile for the

two-dimensional coagulation-equation if∫
(0,∞)2

(v−α + vβ)g(a, v)dvda < ∞ (2.5)

and for every φ ∈ C1
c(R2

>0) the following equality is satisfied:∫
(0,∞)2

g(η)φ(η)dη −
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η)a∂aφ(η)dη −
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η)v∂vφ(η)dη

+(1 − γ)⟨K[g], φ⟩ + (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
r(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η)∂aφ(η)dη = 0. (2.6)

2.1 The case µ > 0

The following result states the existence of self-similar profiles in the case when α > 0.
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2.2 The case µ ≤ 0

Theorem 2.3. Let µ, α > 0 and v0 > 0. Assume K is a continuous, non-negative kernel satisfying (1.5),

(1.6), (1.7) and (1.8) and suppose that r(a, v) satisfies (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) and (1.13). Then there exists

a self-similar profile for the two-dimensional coagulation-equation in the sense of Definition 2.2 with∫
(0,∞)2 vg(a, v)dvda = v0. In addition, g satisfies Mn,k(g) < ∞, for all n, k ∈ R.

The existence of self-similar profiles in the case µ > 0 can be explained since, in this regime, fusion

overtakes coagulation for large values of a. Therefore, the fusion term keeps the particles with a shape

that does not differ too much from that of spheres, and thus we can expect a not to be too far away from

c0v
2
3 .

We will use the following definition for self-similar profiles for coagulation kernels satisfying (1.9)

Definition 2.4. Assume α = 0. We will say that a measure g ∈M I
+(R2

>0) is a self-similar profile for the

two-dimensional coagulation-equation if∫
(0,∞)2

(a + vβ+1 + vβ)g(a, v)dvda < ∞ (2.7)

and for every φ ∈ C1
c(R2

>0) the following equality is satisfied:

2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η)av∂aφ(η)dη +
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η)v2∂vφ(η)dη − (1 − γ)

∫
(0,∞)2

vr(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η)∂aφ(η)dη

= (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(η, η′)g(η)g(η′)v[φ(η + η′) − φ(η)]dη′dη. (2.8)

Notice that we obtain equation (2.8) by replacing in (2.6) the test function φ with a test function of

the form vφ. The new form of the equation is chosen since in the case α = 0 we expect the self-similar

profiles to be singular for values of v near zero and for that reason not all the terms in Definition 2.2 are

well-defined. This also justifies why we are assuming condition (2.7) instead of (2.5).

Theorem 2.5. Let α = 0. Assume K is a continuous, non-negative kernel satisfying (1.5), (1.6), (1.7)

and (1.9). Suppose that r(a, v) satisfies (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) and (1.13). If µ > 0, there exists a self-

similar profile for the two-dimensional coagulation-equation, in the sense of Definition 2.4, satisfying

Mn,k(g) < ∞, for all n ≥ 0 and k ≥ γ.

Remark 2.6. We observe that the moment estimates obtained in Theorem 2.5 imply estimates for ad-

ditional moments due to the fact that the self-similar profiles are supported in the isoperimetric region

{a ≥ c0v
2
3 }, namely M−n,γ+ 2

3 n(g) ≤ c−n
0 M0,γ(g) < ∞.

2.2 The case µ ≤ 0

When µ is negative, fusion takes place at a slower pace for particles with large area. We have two

different behaviors depending on the fusion rate.

If we start with a sufficiently large fusion rate, a regime similar to the one where fusion overtakes

coagulation occurs and thus self-similar profiles exist in this case too.

12



2.2 The case µ ≤ 0

Theorem 2.7 (Self-similarity in the case of slow fusion). Let µ ≤ 0 and α > 0. Assume K is a continuous,

non-negative kernel satisfying (1.5), (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8). Suppose that r(a, v) satisfies (1.10), (1.11),

(1.12) and (1.13). Then, there exists λ > 1, depending only on K0,K1 and γ, such that for any v0 > 0,

if r(a, v) satisfies (1.10) with R0 ≥ λv0, then there exists a self-similar profile g for the two-dimensional

coagulation-equation, in the sense of Definition 2.2, with total volume
∫

(0,∞)2 vg(a, v)dvda = v0.

Remark 2.8. Notice that Theorem 2.7 applies also in the case when µ = 0, which corresponds to the type

of fusion kernels considered in [14].

In order to better understand the stated results, we give some heuristic arguments. We can explain

the condition needed for Theorem 2.7, namely that R0 in (1.10) needs to be sufficiently large, in the

following manner stated below.

First we can assume without loss of generality that v0 = 1 by means of a rescaling argument (see

Appendix A). With this rescaling, the theorem states that if R0 ≥ λ, for some sufficiently large constant

λ > 0, then there exists a self-similar profile.

Assume for simplicity that r(a, v) = R0aµ and that µ < 0. In other words r(a, v) = R0a
3(γ−1)

2 in order

to be consistent with condition (1.10). Additionally, we work with a coagulation kernel K ≡ 1. The most

important part is to estimate the total surface area. This is since the moments in the v variable can be

bounded using standard arguments used in the study of coagulation equations.

Assume without loss of generality that a ≥ 2c0v
2
3 since the region {c0v

2
3 ≤ a ≤ 2c0v

2
3 } is bounded

using uniform moment estimates in the v variable. The rigorous proof of Theorem 2.7 will be a general-

ization of the following idea.

Denote by A(t) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 ag(η, t)dη. We test formally in (2.4) with φ ≡ a. Equation (2.4) becomes

∂tA(t) =
1
3

A(t) + R0

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, t)dη

≤
1
3

A(t) −
R0

2

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ+1g(η, t)dη. (2.9)

Fix ϵ ∈ (0, 1). Since µ < 0, by Young’s inequality, we have that there exists some λϵ > 0, depending on

ϵ, sufficiently large such that
4
3

a ≤ λϵaµ+1 + ϵa2. (2.10)

Choosing R0 ≥ 2λϵ , (2.9) becomes

∂tA(t) ≤ −A(t) + ϵ
∫

(0,∞)2
a2g(η, t)dη. (2.11)

We then analyse the moment M2,0. To this end, we test (2.9) with φ ≡ a2. Since K ≡ 1 and the fusion

term is non-positive, we deduce

∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

a2g(η, t)dη ≤ −
1
3

∫
(0,∞)2

a2g(η, t)dη + (1 − γ)
( ∫

(0,∞)2
ag(η, t)dη

)2
. (2.12)

13



2.2 The case µ ≤ 0

Combining (2.11) and (2.12) and choosing ϵ to be sufficiently small, it follows that

∂t

(
A(t) +

∫
(0,∞)2

a2g(η, t)dη
)
≤ −

1
6

∫
(0,∞)2

a2g(η, t)dη − A(t) + (1 − γ)
(
A(t)

)2. (2.13)

In other words, using the notation D(t) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 a2g(η, t)dη + A(t), we obtain

∂tD(t) ≤ −
1
6

D(t) + (1 − γ)
(
D(t)

)2. (2.14)

If we take an initial condition gin such that D(0) ≤ 1
12(1−γ) , we will have by (2.14) that D(t) ≤ 1

12(1−γ)

is an invariant region in time. This enables us to use standard methods used in the study of coagulation

equations to conclude that there exists a self-similar profile.

Notice that we use in the argument that R0 is large enough.

In order to prove the ramification result, we first prove the existence of a weak solution for the time-

dependent fusion problem in self-similar variables which satisfies some suitable moment estimates.

Proposition 2.9. Assume α > 0 and µ < 0. Assume K is a continuous, non-negative kernel satisfying

(1.5), (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8). Suppose that r(a, v) satisfies (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) and (1.13). Assume

gin ∈M I
+(R2

>0) with
∫

(0,∞)2 vgindvda = v0. There exists a constant C1(v0) > 0, depending on v0, K0, K1,

and γ, cf. (1.5) and (1.7), such that, if∫
(0,∞)2

vx1gin(a, v)dvda ≤ C1(v0), (2.15)

where x1 ∈ {
σ
|µ| , γ −

1
3 } and∫

(0,∞)2
(aµ + a2)(v−α−1 + vmax{1+ϵ̃,σ+ 2

3 })gin(a, v)dvda < ∞, (2.16)

for some ϵ̃ ∈ (0, 1), then there exists a weak solution of the time-dependent fusion problem g as in

Definition 2.1 with g ∈ C([0,∞); M I
+(R2

>0)), which in addition satisfies the following moment estimates.

sup
t∈[0,∞)

∫
(0,∞)2

vx1g(a, v, t)dvda ≤ C1(v0) (2.17)

and, for every T > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2

(aµ + a2)(v−α−1 + vmax{1+ϵ̃,σ+ 2
3 })g(a, v, t)dvda < ∞. (2.18)

Remark 2.10. We have that C1(v0) = C1vξ(x1−γ)
0 , where C1 > 0 depends only on K0, K1, and γ, cf. (1.5)

and (1.7), and ξ is as in (1.4). For more details explaining the rescaling properties of g, see Appendix A.

Remark 2.11. The moment estimates in (2.18) are needed in order to prove that we are able to test the

equation (2.4) with φ ≡ a. Actually, we do not need estimates for moments of the form M2,0 in order to

prove this, but we keep the form (2.18) in order to emphasize that more general moment estimates can

be obtained.
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2.2 The case µ ≤ 0

If µ < 0 and we start with sufficiently large surface area, we can expect a fast growth in the area

in self-similar variables since coagulation overtakes fusion for large particles. Notice that, in equation

(1.1), if we ignore the fusion term, we obtain a particle distribution f for which the area stays constant

in time. The exponential growth stated in the next theorem is equivalent to a lower estimate for the total

area associated to the distribution f , cf. (1.15).

Theorem 2.12. Assume α > 0 and µ < 0. Assume K is a continuous, non-negative kernel satisfying

(1.5), (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8). Suppose that r(a, v) satisfies (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) and (1.13). Let g ∈

C([0,∞); M I
+(R2

>0)) be a solution of the time-dependent fusion problem as in Definition 2.1 with total

volume of particles equal to v0 and satisfying (2.17) and (2.18). Then the following holds: there exists a

constant C2(v0) > 0, depending on v0, K0, K1, γ, µ and σ , cf. (1.5), (1.7) and (1.10), such that, if

R1 ≤ v0, (2.19)

where R1 is as in (1.10) and ∫
(0,∞)2

agin(a, v)dvda ≥ C2(v0), (2.20)

then ∫
(0,∞)2

g(a, v, t)advda ≥ CµC2(v0)e
1
3 t, (2.21)

for some Cµ depending on µ.

Remark 2.13. We have that C2(v0) = C2v
ξ( 2

3−γ)
0 , for ξ as in (1.4), where C2 > 0 depends only on K0, K1,

γ, µ and σ , cf. (1.5), (1.7) and (1.10). For more details about the rescaling properties of g, see Appendix

A.

Notice that Theorem 2.12 holds for any weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies in

addition (2.17), (2.18) and (2.20). On the other hand, combining Proposition 2.9 and Theorem 2.12, we

obtain the following

Corollary 2.14. Suppose that gin ∈M I
+(R2

>0) and satisfies (2.15), (2.16), (2.19) and (2.20), with C1(v0)

and C2(v0) as in Proposition 2.9 and Theorem 2.12, respectively. Then there exists a weak solution for

the time-dependent fusion problem in the sense of Definition 2.1 which satisfies (2.21).

Theorem 2.12 can be understood in the following manner. Identically as before, we can assume

without loss of generality that v0 = 1 by means of a rescaling argument (see Appendix A). With this

rescaling, is we have R1 ≤ 1 and
∫

(0,∞)2 agin(a, v)dvda ≥ C, for some sufficiently large constant C > 0,

then ramification occurs.
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We now provide some heuristic explanation in order to justify the validity of Theorem 2.12. We

explain below the condition needed for Theorem 2.12, namely condition (2.20).

Assume for simplicity that r(a, v) = aµ and that µ ≤ −1. In other words, in order to be consistent

with the condition (1.10), r(a, v) = a
3(γ−1)

2 . The rigorous proof of Theorem 2.12 will be a generalization

of the following idea.

Test formally in (2.4) with φ ≡ a. We have ⟨K[g], φ⟩ = 0. Denote by A(t) :=
∫

(0,∞)2 ag(η, t)dη.

Equation (2.4) becomes

∂tA(t) =
1
3

A(t) +
∫

(0,∞)2
aµ(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)dη

≥
1
3

A(t) −
∫

(0,∞)2
aµ+1g(η, t)dη

≥
1
3

A(t) − cµ+1
0

∫
(0,∞)2

vγ−
1
3 g(η, t)dη. (2.22)

It turns out that we can prove∫
(0,∞)2

vγ−
1
3 g(η, t)dη ≤ max{

∫
(0,∞)2

vγ−
1
3 gin(η)dη,C}, (2.23)

for some fixed constant C > 0. The proof of this result is made in a similar manner as the proof of the

analogous estimate for the one-dimensional coagulation equations. Thus, (2.22) becomes

∂tA(t) ≥
1
3

A(t) −C, (2.24)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on gin.

From (2.24), we deduce that if A(0) is sufficiently large, then A(t) behaves like e
1
3 t. This is the content

of the ramification result in Theorem 2.12.

3 Existence of self-similar solutions when µ > 0

The strategy for the proof of Theorem 2.3 (and Theorem 2.5) follows the approach of obtaining

self-similar profiles as a fixed point of a truncated version of the time-dependent problem by showing

invariance in time of a compact set. It is convenient to work with truncated versions of the coagulation

kernel, as well as a modified fusion rate. This is done in order to avoid singular behavior and unbounded

terms. Notice that, since g is supported in the region {a ≥ c0v
2
3 }, information about one of the variables

implies some information over the other. Estimates for moments depending only on v follow then in

the same manner as for the one-dimensional coagulation equation, due to the particular form of the

coagulation kernel.

In order to define the truncated problem, we introduce the following functions. For ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and

R > 1, we define a truncation Kϵ,R : (0,∞)4 → [0,∞) for the coagulation kernel to be a continuous
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function such that:

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′) = min{K(a, v, a′, v′), 21+βK0ϵ
−αRβ}, (3.1)

where K satisfies (1.7) and take ξR : R>0 → [0, 1] to be continuous and defined in the following manner:

ξR(v) = 0, when v ≥ 2R, (3.2)

ξR(v) = 1, on (0,R]. (3.3)

We first discuss on how the existence of strong solutions for the truncated version of (2.1) will be proven.

We take a truncation for the linear transport terms, namely we take Θϵ : (0,∞) → R to be a smooth

monotonically increasing function such that:

Θϵ(v) =

1, v > 2ϵ,
0, v ≤ ϵ.

(3.4)

The main issue is to find a suitable subset of M I
+(R2

>0) in which we can obtain uniform estimates in time.

Thus, we first take a cut-off near the origin and show that the support of g remains in this region. As

mentioned before, information about the behavior of v near the origin is enough to control a near the

origin. However, this is not the case for large values of a and thus we have to deal with the fusion rate.

We replace the fusion term by terms linearly increasing in the area variable in order to avoid the

characteristics to arrive from infinity in finite time. The linear growth in a will enable us to test with

functions that are not compactly supported in the area variable. So, for φ ∈ C1
0(R2

>0), we analyse the

following regularized version of (2.1):∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)φ(η)dη −
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)a∂aφ(η)dη −
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)Θϵ(v)v∂vφ(η)dη

+(1 − γ)⟨Kϵ,R[g], φ⟩ + (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
rδ(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)∂aφ(η)dη = ∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)φ(η)dη, (3.5)

where

⟨Kϵ,R[g], φ⟩ :=
1
2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)ξR(v + v′)χφ(η, η′)dη′dη. (3.6)

We have replaced the fusion term r(a, v) by

rδ(a, v) :=
r(η) max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ(1 + δaµ)
, (3.7)

for δ ∈ (0, 1) and where we denoted

L :=
12

R0(1 − γ)
, (3.8)
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where R0 is as in (1.10). Notice that rδ(η) → r(η) for fixed η as δ → 0. L was chosen in such a way to

derive uniform estimates for the total area of solutions. This means it has to be sufficiently large in order

to compensate for the linear transport term appearing due to the coagulation kernel.

For some g̃ ∈M I
+(R2

>0) such that∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)g̃(a, v)dvda < ∞, (3.9)

we define the space

Uϵ,R := {g̃ ∈M I
+(R2

>0), g̃
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R)

)
= 0, g̃ satisfies (3.9)}. (3.10)

In this section we will prove the following technical results.

Proposition 3.1. Take Kϵ,R as above, i.e. (3.1) holds, and assume it satisfies (1.6). Let gin,R ∈M I
+,b(R2

>0)∩

Uϵ,R. There exists a unique solution gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,∞); M I
+(R2

>0)), gϵ,R,δ(t) ∈ Uϵ,R, that satisfies

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)gϵ,R,δ(a, v, t)dvda < ∞,

for all times T ∈ [0,∞), for the weak formulation of the coagulation equation (3.5) with initial datum

gin,R.

The proof of this proposition will be the content of Subsection 3.1.

Let Kϵ,R defined as in (3.1) and assume K and r satisfy the conditions stated in Theorem 2.3 or in

Theorem 2.5. Let T > 0. We define the map S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R in the following way:

S (t)gin,R = gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, t), (3.11)

for all t ∈ [0,T ], where gϵ,R,δ is the unique solution of the weak formulation of the coagulation equation

with coagulation kernel Kϵ,R found Proposition 3.1.

In order to prove Theorem 2.3 (and Theorem 2.5), the next lemma will be useful:

Proposition 3.2. Let ϵ ∈ (0, 1),R > 1, δ ∈ (0, 1). Let Kϵ,R defined as in (3.1) and rδ as in (3.7). Assume K

and r satisfy the conditions stated in Theorem 2.3 or in Theorem 2.5. Let T > 0 and S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R

as in (3.11), for t ∈ [0,T ].

Let µ > 0 in (1.10). Then there exist constants c0,−α−ϵ̃ , c0,m̃, c1,0 > 0, where ϵ̃ ∈ (0, 1) and m̃ >

max{1, |σ|µ }, with the property that the set ω(ϵ,R, δ), defined as

ω(ϵ,R, δ) :={M0,1(gϵ,R,δ) = 1; M0,−α−ϵ̃(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c0,−α−ϵ̃ ; M0,m̃(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c0,m̃; M1,0(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c1,0} (3.12)

if α > 0 and

ω(ϵ,R, δ) :={M0,1(gϵ,R,δ) = 1; M0,γ(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c0,γ; M0,m̃(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c0,m̃; M1,0(gϵ,R,δ) ≤ c1,0} (3.13)

if α = 0,
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

is preserved in time uniformly in ϵ,R, δ under equation (3.5), i.e. S (t)ω(ϵ,R, δ) ⊆ ω(ϵ,R, δ), for all

t ∈ [0,T ].

The proof of this proposition will be given in Subsection 3.2.

To get volume-conserving solutions, we need to control the total area. In order to obtain this, we

need to assume that an additional moment is bounded and this is why the moment M0, |σ|µ
appears in

Proposition 3.2.

3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We define the functions A,V : R2
>0 × R≥0 → R in the following manner, by looking at the character-

istic equations: ∂tA(a0, v0, t) = (1 − γ)rδ(A,V)(c0V
2
3 − A) −

2
3
Θϵ(V)A;

∂tV(a0, v0, t) = −Θϵ(V)V,
(3.14)

with initial conditions A(a0, v0, 0) = a0;

V(a0, v0, 0) = v0.
(3.15)

By (1.13), we have the following inequality, that we write for future reference

∂A[rδ(A,V)(A − c0V
2
3 )] = max{Vσ, Lδ}

[∂Ar(A,V) − µδAµ−1

1+δAµ r(A,V)](A − c0V
2
3 ) + r(A,V)

Vσ(1 + δAµ)

≥ max{Vσ, Lδ}
[∂Ar(A,V) − µA−1r(A,V)](A − c0V

2
3 ) + r(A,V)

Vσ(1 + δAµ)
≥ 0.

Fix t ≥ 0. We denote the pair (A(a0, v0, t),V(a0, v0, t)) =: ϕt(a0, v0). Observe that, due to the form

of the equations in (3.14), the function V is independent of a0. In particular, there exists a family of

functions {yt}t≥0 : R>0 → R>0 such that yt(v0) := V(a0, v0, t). In the same manner, we fix v0 and we

define xt,v0 : R>0 → R by xt,v0(a0) := A(a0, v0, t).

We gather in the following proposition a list of properties for the solutions of the system (3.14) that

will be used throughout the paper.

Proposition 3.3 (Properties of the characteristics). Let A,V be as in (3.14) with initial conditions (3.15).

Then

(1) V(a0, v0, t) ≡ v0, when V ≤ ϵ;

(2) V(a0, v0, t) = v0e−t, when V > 2ϵ.

We have in addition that
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

(3) Let P(v0, t), with (v0, t) ∈ (0,∞) × [0,∞) be a solution of ∂tP = −Θϵ(P)P. Define then H = c0P
2
3 ,

for all t ≥ 0 and all v0 ∈ (0,∞). Then H solves the first equation in (3.14). In particular, we have

that, if (a0, v0) ∈ ∂S̃, then (A,V) ∈ ∂S̃, where S̃ was defined in (1.2);

(4) The mapping ϕt sends S̃ to S̃, i.e. ϕt(S̃) ⊆ S̃, where S̃ was defined in (1.2);

(5) If (a0, v0) ∈ S̃, we have that ∂a0 xt,v0 ≥ 0 and ∂v0yt ≥ 0.

Proof. The fact that A(a0, v0, t) and V(a0, v0, t) are well-defined for (a0, v0) ∈ S̃, with S̃ as in (1.2), and

for t ≥ 0 follows from standard ODE theory, as well as the choice of truncation rδ in (3.7), which avoids

blow-up in finite time. Statement (1) follows from the fact that Θϵ(v) = 0, when v ≤ ϵ. Statement (2)

follows from the fact that Θϵ(v) = 1, when v ≥ 2ϵ.

In order to prove Statement (3), take H = c0P
2
3 . Notice on one hand that

∂tH = ∂t

(
c0P

2
3

)
=

2c0

3
P−

1
3 ∂tP = −

2c0

3
Θϵ(P)P

2
3 .

On the other hand, it follows that

(1 − γ)rδ(H, P)(c0P
2
3 − H) −

2
3
Θϵ(P)H = −

2
3
Θϵ(P)H = −

2c0

3
Θϵ(P)P

2
3 .

Thus, H = c0P
2
3 solves the first equation in (3.14). The statement then follows from the uniqueness

theory of ODE’s.

Statement (4) is a consequence of Statement (3) and also of uniqueness theory of ODE’s.

Finally, for Statement (5), we will only prove that ∂v0yt ≥ 0 since the proof of the fact that ∂a0 xt,v0 ≥ 0

follows using a similar argument. We have that∂t∂v0V(a0, v0, t) = −∂V
(
Θϵ(V)V

)
∂v0V;

∂v0V(a0, v0, t) = 1.

Thus

∂v0V(a0, v0, t) = e−
∫ t

0 ∂V
(
Θϵ (V(s))V(s)

)
ds
≥ 0.

□

Definition 3.4. We define the pair (l1, l2) ∈ S̃, with S̃ defined in (1.2), to be the solution ofyt(l2(v0, v′0, t)) =yt(v0) + yt(v′0);

xt,l2(v0,v′0,t)(l1(a0, a′0, l2(v0, v′0, t), t)) =xt,v0(a0) + xt,v′0(a′0),
(3.16)

where (a0, v0) ∈ S̃, (a′0, v
′
0) ∈ S̃ and t ∈ [0,∞).
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We make the following notation: ϕ−1
t (A,V) := (x−1

t,y−1
t (V)

(A), y−1
t (V)).

For further use, we define

hϵ(v0, t) =
∫ t

0
Θϵ(ys(v0))ds. (3.17)

Most of the results in this subsection hold true if, instead of working with Kϵ,R defined in (3.1), we

work with a function KR : (0,∞)4 → [0,∞), which is defined in the following manner:

KR(a, v, a′, v′) = min{K(a, v, a′, v′),R}, (3.18)

where K is as in (1.7). Thus, in order to simplify computations (and without loss of generality), we

will interchange between KR and Kϵ,R throughout this subsection. We will also write KR instead of Kϵ,R
(which was defined in (3.6)) when we work with KR. The same notation will be used in Subsection 3.3

and Appendix B. Notice that we will need to work with Kϵ,R in Subsection 3.2 in order to obtain suitable

moment estimates.

We first start by proving there exists G ∈ C([0,∞); M I
+(R2

>0)) which satisfies the following equation:

∂t

∫
R2
>0

G(A,V, t)φ(A,V)dVdA =
1 − γ

2

∫
R2
>0

∫
R2
>0

KR(ϕt(A,V), ϕt(A′,V ′))ξR(yt(V) + yt(V ′))G(A′,V ′, t)

G(A,V, t)[φ(ϕ−1
t (ϕt(A,V) + ϕt(A′,V ′)))Φ(V,V ′, t) − φ(A,V)ehϵ (V′,t) − φ(A′,V ′)ehϵ (V,t)]dV ′dA′dVdA,

(3.19)

for every φ ∈ Cc(R2
>0) and

Φ(V,V ′, t) := e−hϵ (l2(V,V′,t),t)+hϵ (V,t)+hϵ (V′,t).

Notice that the operator KR on the right-hand side of equation (3.19) encodes information about the fusion

process and not only about coagulation through the function ϕt(A,V) and that (3.19) is a reformulation

of (3.5) using characteristics.

Let T > 0. Take M = 2
∫

(0,∞)2(1 + a)gin,R(a, v)dvda + 1, for some gin,R as in Proposition 3.1. Choose

τ < T such that

(M + 2(1 − γ)M + 1)||KR||∞(eτ − 1) <
1
2

; (3.20)

2(1 − γ)M2||KR||∞τ < 1 and τ ≤ ln 2. (3.21)

We will use the following auxiliary metric space

Yϵ,τ ={G ∈ C([0, τ]; M I
+,b(R2

>0)) : ||G|| = sup
0≤t≤τ

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)(1 + xt,V (A))G(A,V, t)dVdA
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2M;

G
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2Ret), t

)
= 0, for every t ∈ [0, τ]}. (3.22)
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Given G ∈ Yϵ,τ, we define

a[G](A,V, t) :=
∫
{A′≥V′

2
3 }

KR(ϕt(A,V), ϕt(A′,V ′))ξR(yt(V) + yt(V ′))G(A′,V ′, t)ehϵ (V,t)dV ′dA′,

which is well-defined since KR is bounded. For gin,R as in Proposition 3.1, we analyse the properties of

the map J : Yϵ,τ → C([0, τ]; M (R2
>0)), defined by∫

R2
>0

J[G](A,V, t)φ(A,V)dVdA = J1(G, t) + J2(G, t), (3.23)

where:

J1(G, t) :=
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(A,V)e−
∫ t

0 a[G](A,V,ξ)dξφ(A,V)dVdA

and

J2(G, t) :=
1 − γ

2

∫ t

0

∫
R2
>0

∫
R2
>0

e−
∫ t

s a[G](A,V,ξ)dξKR(ϕs(A,V), ϕs(A′,V ′))ξR(ys(V) + ys(V ′))×

G(A,V, s)G(A′,V ′, s)φ(ϕ−1
s (ϕs(A,V) + ϕs(A′,V ′)))Φ(V,V ′, s)dV ′dA′dVdAds,

for every φ ∈ Cc(R2
>0).

Since G is non-negative, then J[G] ∈ C([0, τ]; M+(R2
>0)). Our plan is to use Banach fixed-point

theorem for the map J. The reason is that, as explained below, a fixed point of the operator J will give

the desired solution. In other words, we use a similar approach as the one used to prove well-posedness

for pure coagulation equations with bounded kernels, which has been repeatedly used in literature (see,

for example, [1]).

Proposition 3.5. Assume gin,R is as in Proposition 3.1 and KR as in (3.18). Assume G ∈ Yϵ,τ. Then

J[G] is supported in the same domain as the measures in Yϵ,τ, namely J[G] ∈ C([0, τ]; M I
+(R2

>0)) and

J[G]
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2Ret), t

)
= 0, for every t ∈ [0, τ].

Proof. Let φ ∈ C0(R2
>0) such that suppφ ⊆ {A < c0V

2
3 }. Since gin,R ∈ Yϵ,τ, then the term J1(G, t) defined

in (3.23) vanishes. Due to the support of G, we have A ≥ c0V
2
3 and A′ ≥ c0V ′

2
3 . By Proposition 3.3,

Statement (4), xt,V (A) ≥ c0yt(V)
2
3 and xt,V′(A′) ≥ c0yt(V ′)

2
3 . This implies:

xt,V (A) + xt,V′(A′) ≥ c0yt(V)
2
3 + c0yt(V ′)

2
3 ≥ c0(yt(V) + yt(V ′))

2
3 ,

which implies that l1(A, A′, l2(V,V ′, t)) ≥ c0l2(V,V ′, t)
2
3 by Proposition 3.3 and using the notation from

Definition 3.4. Thus the term J2(G, t) in (3.23) vanishes as the support of φ gives that we have to work

in the set where l1(A, A′, l2(V,V ′, t)) < c0l2(V,V ′, t)
2
3 .

For the sets (0,∞)2 \ (0,∞) × (0, 2Ret] and (0,∞)2 \ [c0ϵ
2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ,∞), the proof is done in the

same manner taking note of the fact that the kernel is chosen to vanish on these sets. For exam-

ple, if l2(V,V ′, t) > 2Ret, then yt(V) + yt(V ′) ≥ 2R and ξR(yt(V) + yt(V ′)) vanishes on this set. If
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

l2(V,V ′, t) < ϵ, then yt(V) + yt(V ′) < ϵ, meaning V,V ′ < ϵ and G vanishes on these sets. Lastly, we deal

with the set (0,∞)2 \ [c0ϵ
2
3 ,∞) × (0,∞) by making use of the isoperimetric inequality c0l2(V,V ′, t)

2
3 ≤

x−1
t,l2(V,V′,t)(xt,V (A) + xt,V′(A′)) < c0ϵ

2
3 . Thus, l2(V,V ′, t) < ϵ and we proceed as before. □

Proposition 3.6. Let gin,R as stated in Proposition 3.1 and KR as in (3.18). Assume F,G ∈ Yϵ,τ with τ as

in (3.20) and (3.21). Then

1. ||J[G]|| ≤ 2M;

2. The map J is contractive, more explicitly, ||J[F] − J[G]|| ≤ 1
2 ||F −G||.

In particular, Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6 imply that J[G] ∈ Yϵ,τ.

The proof consists in a combination of standard methods used in the study of coagulation equations

and some of the properties proven in Proposition 3.3. A detailed proof is given in Appendix B.

Later on, we will prove moment estimates for higher order powers of a. For this, it is useful to keep

in mind that the above computations can be done in a more general case.

We now use Banach fixed point theorem to conclude that there exists a fixed point in the space Yϵ,τ

for the map J, which we will denote by Gϵ,R,δ. We will extend the solution to arbitrary times. To do so,

we show that the previous computations can be done if we replace gin,R with Gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, τ) and then use

induction.

Proposition 3.7. Let Gϵ,R,δ be the found fixed point for (3.23) up to time τ defined as in (3.20), (3.21)

and with initial datum gin,R taken as in Proposition 3.1. For any T > 0, there exists a unique solution,

for which we keep the notation Gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,T ]; M I
+,b(R2

>0)) that satisfies (3.19).

As before, the proof consists in a combination of standard methods used in the study of coagulation

equations and some of the properties proven in Proposition 3.3. A detailed proof of this proposition is

given in Appendix B.

3.1.1 Passage to the initial equation and properties of the semigroup

Definition 3.8. Let T > 0. Let Gϵ,R,δ be as in Proposition 3.7, that is Gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,T ]; M I
+(R2

>0)) with

Gϵ,R,δ
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2Ret), t

)
= 0, for every t ∈ [0,T ]. We define gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,T ]; M+(R2

>0)) in

the following manner:∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R,δ(a, v, t)φ(a, v)dvda =
∫

(0,∞)2
ehϵ (V,t)Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)φ(ϕt(A,V))dVdA, (3.24)

for every φ ∈ C0(R2
>0) and every t ∈ [0,T ].
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let gϵ,R,δ as in Definition 3.8. We will prove that gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,T ]; M I
+(R2

>0))

and gϵ,R,δ satisfies equation (3.5) with coagulation kernel KR and initial value gin,R. Moreover, gϵ,R,δ
(
R2
>0\

[c0ϵ
2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R), t

)
= 0, for every t ∈ [0,T ].

Firstly, we prove that gϵ,R,δ has the stated support. Assume φ ∈ C0(R2
>0) is supported in {a < c0v

2
3 }.

The right-hand side of (3.24) implies xt,V (A) < c0yt(V)
2
3 . By Proposition 3.3, we have A < c0V

2
3 . Since

Gϵ,R,δ(t) ∈M I
+(R2

>0), then: ∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R,δ(a, v, t)φ(a, v)dvda = 0.

A similar argument can be used to prove gϵ,R,δ
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R), t

)
= 0, for every t ∈ [0,T ].

We now prove that gϵ,R,δ satisfies (3.5). We make use of (3.14) and (3.24).

d
dt

∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R,δ(a, v, t)φ(a, v, t)dvda =
d
dt

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)φ(ϕt(A,V))dVdA

=

∫
(0,∞)2

d
dt

(
ehϵ (V,t)φ(ϕt(A,V))

)
Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)dVdA +

∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)φ(ϕt(A,V))
d
dt

Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)dVdA.

The first term becomes:∫
(0,∞)2

d
dt

(
ehϵ (V,t)φ(ϕt(A,V))

)
Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)dVdA

=

∫
(0,∞)2

(
(1 − γ)rδ(ϕt(A,V))(c0yt(V)

2
3 − xt,V (A))∂1φ(ϕt(A,V))

−
2
3
Θϵ(yt(V))xt,V (A)∂1φ(ϕt(A,V)) − Θϵ(yt(V))yt(V)∂2φ(ϕt(A,V))

+ Θϵ(yt(V))φ(ϕt(A,V))
)
ehϵ (V,t)Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)dVdA,

where we used (3.17). For the second term, we have:∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)φ(ϕt(A,V))
d
dt

Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)dVdA =

1 − γ
2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

KR(ϕt(A,V), ϕt(A′,V ′))ξR(yt(V) + yt(V ′))Gϵ,R,δ(A′,V ′, t)Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)

ehϵ (V,t)+hϵ (V′,t)[φ(ϕt(A,V) + ϕt(A′,V ′)) − φ(ϕt(A,V)) − φ(ϕt(A′,V ′))]dV ′dA′dVdA.

Using now the definition in (3.24), we see that gϵ,R,δ satisfies (3.5). □

We now focus on proving the continuity in the weak topology of the semigroup defined in (3.11).

This will be useful in order to show that there exists a fixed point in time for equation (3.5). In order to

prove Propositions 3.10 - 3.13, we need better regularity for the coagulation kernel. We solve the adjoint

problem for a mollified version of the coagulation kernel. A similar approach can be found in [24]. We

then show that the difference between the terms containing the two coagulation kernels can be made

small due to the uniform estimates for the total surface area.
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We first define the rectangles

Vϵ,R := (c0

(
ϵ

2

) 2
3
,∞) × (

ϵ

2
, 4R) ⊂ R2

>0 and Ṽϵ,R := [c0

(
ϵ

4

) 2
3
,∞) × [

ϵ

4
, 8R] ⊂ R2

>0.

Assumption 3.9. Let then Kn
ϵ,R ∈ C1(Vϵ,R × Vϵ,R) be a mollified version of Kϵ,R1Ṽϵ,R×Ṽϵ,R(η, η′) chosen in

such a way that

sup
(η,η′)∈K

|Kϵ,R(η, η′) − Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′)| ≤

1
n
,

for some n ∈ N sufficiently large, to be fixed later, and some fixed compact set K ⊂ Vϵ,R × Vϵ,R.

Proposition 3.10. Let Kn
ϵ,R be as in Assumption 3.9. Let g1, g2 be two solutions of (3.5) with initial values

gin,1, gin,2, respectively. Assume both initial conditions satisfy the assumptions in Proposition 3.1. Let

T > 0. We work with functions on the space

WT := {φ ∈ C1([0,T ],C1
b(S̃)) | φ(η, t) = 0 if v < [

ϵ

2
, 4R], for every t ≤ T },

where S̃ was defined in (1.2). Let χ(η) be an arbitrary function in C1
b(S̃ ) that is zero when v < [ ϵ2 , 4R].

Then, for every T > 0, there exists a unique solution φ ∈ WT , with φ(·,T ) = χ(·), which solves the

following equation:

∂tφ(η, t) + Θϵ(v)
(
φ(η, t) − v∂vφ(η, t) −

2
3

a∂aφ(η, t)
)
+ (1 − γ)rδ(a, v)(c0v

2
3 − a)∂aφ(η, t) + L(φ)(η, t) = 0,

where

L(φ(η, t))(η, t) :=
1 − γ

2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′)ξR(v + v′)χφ(η, η′, t)(g1(η′, t) + g2(η′, t))dη′.

Proof. Let us start by integrating along the characteristics. This means that it is enough to prove that

there exists a function φ̃ that satisfies the equation:

∂tφ̃(η, t) + Θϵ(yt(v))φ̃(η, t) + L(φ̃(η, t))(ϕt(η), t) = 0,

where ϕt(η) is defined as in (3.14).

We consider a modified version of the operator L(φ), which is possible due to the way the kernel was

truncated, as well as the support of g1, g2. Let χϵ,R(v) be a continuous function which is equal to zero

when v ≤ ϵ
2 and when v ≥ 4R and is equal to 1, when v ∈ [ϵ, 2R). Instead of working with L(φ), we work

with:

L(φ(η, t))(η, t) := χϵ,R(v)L(φ(η, t))(η, t).

We observe that, if φ is continuous and compactly supported in the v variable, then L(φ)(η, t) is continu-

ous and compactly supported in the v variable. We emphasize the fact that, since g1 and g2 are supported
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

in the region where {a ≥ c0v
2
3 }, the space of functions in C([0,T ],C1

b(S̃)) will be enough to prove conti-

nuity of the semigroup in the weak-∗ topology later on. We thus prove that there exists a φ̃ that satisfies

the equation

∂tφ̃(η, t) + Θϵ(yt(v))φ̃(η, t) + L(φ̃(η, t))(ϕt(η), t) = 0. (3.25)

This will impose no problems when we prove the continuity in the weak-∗ topology of the semigroup,

since g1 and g2 are supported outside the region where L(φ) , L(φ). We prove the existence of a φ̃ that

satisfies (3.25) via a fixed-point argument in the space

W̃T := {φ̃ ∈ C1([0,T ],C1
b(S̃))|φ̃(η, t) = 0 if v ≤

ϵ

2
or v ≥ 4Ret, for every t ≤ T }.

We use the fact that the kernel is bounded and that∫
(0,∞)2

[g1(η′, t) + g2(η′, t)]dη′ ≤
∫

(0,∞)2
[gin,1(η′) + gin,2(η′)]dη′

in order to prove contractivity. To prove that φ(·, t) ∈ C1
b(S̃), for t ∈ [0,T ], we first prove that there exists

a constant C(t) > 0 such that

C(t) ≤ ∂axt,v(a) ≤ 1. (3.26)

This is since

0 ≤ ∂a[rδ(a, v)(a − c0v
2
3 )] = ∂arδ(a, v)(a − c0v

2
3 ) + rδ(a, v). (3.27)

By (1.10) and (1.13), there exists a constant Cϵ,R,δ > 0 such that

∂arδ(a, v)(a − c0v
2
3 ) =

[∂ar(a, v)
1 + δaµ

−
r(a, v)µδa

µ−1

1+δaµ

1 + δaµ
]max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ
(a − c0v

2
3 )

≤
∂ar(a, v)
1 + δaµ

max{vσ, Lδ}
vσ

(a − c0v
2
3 )

≤
[Ba−1r(a, v)

1 + δaµ
(a − c0v

2
3 )
]max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ

≤
[BR1aµ−1vσ

1 + δaµ
(a − c0v

2
3 )
]max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ

≤
BR1aµvσ

1 + δaµ
max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ
≤

BR1

δ
max{vσ, Lδ} ≤ Cϵ,R,δ (3.28)

and

rδ(a, v) =
r(a, v)

1 + δaµ
max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ
≤

R1aµvσ

1 + δaµ
max{vσ, Lδ}

vσ
≤ Cϵ,R,δ. (3.29)

Combining (3.27)-(3.29) and making use of (3.14), we obtain (3.26). Using (3.25) and (3.26), we prove

the desired bound for the derivative of φ. □
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Remark 3.11. Let g1, g2 be two solutions of (3.5) with initial values gin,1, gin,2 ∈ Uϵ,R, respectively. Let

T > 0. Let φ ∈ C1([0,T ],C1(S̃)) such that φ(η,T ) = χ(η) be the function found in Proposition 3.10.

Assume, in addition, that supη∈S̃ |χ(η)| ≤ 1. Then there exists a constant Cϵ,R(T ), which is independent of

the choice of n ∈ N in Assumption 3.9 and depends only on the norm of g1 and g2, T, ϵ and R, such that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
η∈S̃
|φ(η, s)| ≤ Cϵ,R(T ). (3.30)

We now prove that the solution φ that we have found in Proposition 3.10 is Lipschitz continuous.

This will provide a suitable compactness property that will allow us to prove the desired weak continuity

of the mapping S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R defined in (3.11).

Proposition 3.12. Let g1, g2 be two solutions of (3.5) with initial values gin,1, gin,2 ∈ Uϵ,R, respectively.

Let T > 0. Let φ ∈ C1([0,T ],C1(S̃)) such that φ(η,T ) = χ(η) be the function found in Proposition 3.10.

Assume, in addition, that supη∈S̃ |χ(η)| ≤ 1 and that χ(η) is Lipschitz. Then φ is Lipschitz continuous, in

the sense that, for every t ∈ [0,T ], there exists C(t) > 0 such that

sup
s∈[0,t]

|φ(η, s) − φ(η̃, s)| ≤ C(t)|η − η̃|,

for every η, η̃ ∈ S̃. Moreover, C(t) may depend on the norm of g1 and g2, but is otherwise independent of

the choice of g1 and g2.

Proof. Notice first that, since supη∈S̃ |χ(η)| ≤ 1, then sups∈[0,t],η∈S̃ |φ(η, s)| ≤ Cϵ,R(T ) by (3.30). We use

Grönwall in (3.25):

|φ̃(η, t) − φ̃(η̃, t)| ≤ |χ(η) − χ(η̃)| + sup
z∈[0,t],η∈S̃

|φ̃(η, z)|
∫ T

t
|Θϵ(ys(v)) − Θϵ(ys(ṽ))|ds

+

∫ T

t
|φ̃(η, s) − φ̃(η̃, s)|ds +

∫ T

t
|L(φ̃(η, s) − φ̃(η̃, s))(ϕs(η), s)|ds

+

∫ T

t
|L(φ̃(η, s))(ϕs(η) − ϕs(η̃), s)|ds.

By the definition of Kn
ϵ,R in Assumption 3.9, we have its first order derivatives are bounded from above.

Moreover, ϕs(η) is Lipschitz continuous. Thus, there exists a constant C > 0, which can depend on ϵ, R,

δ and the norms of g1 and g2 such that

|φ̃(η, t) − φ̃(η̃, t)| ≤ C
∫ T

t
|φ̃(η, s) − φ̃(η̃, s)| +C|η − η̃|.

We use Grönwall and obtain |φ̃(η, t)− φ̃(η̃, t)| ≤ C(t)|η− η̃|. Combining this with (3.26), we conclude that

|φ(η, t) − φ(η̃, t)| ≤ C(t)|η − η̃|. □

This is enough to enable us to prove that the semigroup defined in (3.11) is continuous in the weak-∗

topology.
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Proposition 3.13. Let Kn
ϵ,R be as in Assumption 3.9. Let t ≥ 0 and S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R be the mapping

defined in (3.11). Then, we have that S (t) is continuous in the weak-∗ topology.

Proof. As before, assume that g1, g2 are two solutions of (3.5) with initial conditions gin,1, gin,2 ∈ Uϵ,R,

respectively. Assume furthermore that there exists a constant C > 0 such that∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)(gin,1(η) + gin,2(η))dη ≤ C.

Let ϕ ∈ C1
0(R2

>0) with ϕ(η) = 0 if (a, v) < [c0
( ϵ

2
) 2

3 , L] × [ ϵ2 , 4R], where ϵ,R are as in Proposition 3.1 and

for some L > 0. Assume in addition that ||ϕ||∞ ≤ 1. Let δ̃ < 1. Our goal is to prove that, if for every

χ ∈ C0(R2
>0), with ||χ||∞ ≤ 1,∫

(0,∞)2
[gin,2(η) − gin,1(η)]χ(η)dη is sufficiently small,

then for every χ ∈ C0(R2
>0), with ||χ||∞ ≤ 1,∫

(0,∞)2
[g2(η, t) − g1(η, t)]χ(η)dη < δ̃.

We make the following notation:

Cnorm := sup
s∈[0,t]

∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)(g1(η, s) + g2(η, s))dη < ∞.

Notice that Cnorm may depend on the time t, but is independent of the choice of g1(η, s), g2(η, s), for

s ∈ [0, t]. This is since we can bound

sup
s∈[0,t]

∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)(g1(η, s) + g2(η, s))dη ≤ C(t)
∫

(0,∞)2
(1 + a)(gin,1(η) + gin,2(η))dη

by using similar arguments to the ones used in Proposition 3.7.

We fix n ∈ N in Assumption 3.9 such that 3tCϵ,R(t)C2
norm

n ≤ δ̃
4 , where Cϵ,R(t) is defined as in (3.30).

Let φ be the function found in Proposition 3.10 associated to the coagulation kernel Kn
ϵ,R, for n ∈ N

as above, and with φ(η, t) = ϕ(η). Since ϕ ∈ C1
c(R2

>0), then by Proposition 3.12 the function φ is Lipschitz

continuous. Then there exists C̃(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm) > 0 such that |φ(η, s)−φ(η̃, s)| ≤ C̃(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm)|η−η̃|,

for every η, η̃ ∈ S̃ and s ∈ [0, t].

Assume M > 1 is a fixed constant whose value will be determined later. We take χM : R>0 → [0, 1],

continuous, to be

χM(a) =

1, when a ∈ [c0ϵ
2
3 ,M],

0, when a < [c0( ϵ2 )
2
3 , 2M].

(3.31)

Then there exists C(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm) > 0 such that |φ(η, s)χM(a) − φ(η̃, s)χM(ã)| ≤ C(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm)

|η − η̃|, for every η, η̃ ∈ S̃ and s ∈ [0, t].
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We look at the set

K = {φ̃ ∈ C(S̃ )| φ̃(η) = 0 if η < [c0(
ϵ

2
)

2
3 , 2M] × [

ϵ

2
, 4R]; |φ̃(η) − φ̃(η′)| ≤ C(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm)|η − η′|,

for all η, η′ ∈ S̃ }.

As the set is totally bounded, there exist N ∈ N and ψ1, . . . , ψN ∈ K with the property that K ⊆

∪N
i=1B(ψi,

δ̃
4Cnorm

). As φ(·, 0)χM ∈ K, then mini=1,N supη∈S̃ |φ(η, 0)χM(a) − ψi(η)| ≤ δ̃
4Cnorm

. Assume that,

for every χ ∈ C0(R2
>0), with ||χ||∞ ≤ 1,∫

(0,∞)2
[gin,2(η) − gin,1(η)]χ(η)dη <

δ̃

8N
.

We then have∫
(0,∞)2

[g2 − g1](η, t)ϕ(η)dη =
∫

(0,∞)2
[g2 − g1](η, t)φ(η, t)dη

=

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)dη +
1 − γ

2

∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

(Kϵ,R(η, η′) − Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′))ξR(v + v′)

χφ(η, η′, s)(g1(η′, s) + g2(η′, s))(g1(η′, s) − g2(η′, s))dη′dηds

≤

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)dη +
∫ t

0

∫
Vϵ,R,M

∫
Vϵ,R,M

|(Kϵ,R(η, η′) − Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′))ξR(v + v′)

χφ(η, η′, s)(g1(η′, s) + g2(η′, s))(g1(η′, s) − g2(η′, s))|dη′dηds

+

∫ t

0

∫
(M,∞)×[ϵ,2R]

∫
(0,∞)2

|(Kϵ,R(η, η′) − Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′))ξR(v + v′)χφ(η, η′, s)(g1(η′, s) + g2(η′, s))

(g1(η′, s) − g2(η′, s))|dη′dηds

= I1 + I2 + I3, (3.32)

where Vϵ,R,M := [c0ϵ
2
3 ,M] × [ϵ, 2R], for some sufficiently large M as in (3.31).

We bound the term I1 in (3.32) by:∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)dη

=

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)χM(a)dη +
∫

(0,∞)2
[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)[1 − χM(a)]dη

≤

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)χM(a)dη + 2||φ(η, 0)||∞

∫
a>M

[g2,in + g1,in](η)dη

≤ mini=1,N

∫
(0,∞)2

|[g2,in − g1,in](η)||φ(η, 0)χM(a) − ψi(η)|dη

+maxi=1,N

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in − g1,in](η)ψi(η)dη + 2M−1Cnorm||φ(η, 0)||∞. (3.33)

Notice that K was chosen independently of g1, g2 since it depends only on C(ϵ,R, δ, t,Cnorm). Thus we

can bound maxi=1,N

∫
(0,∞)2[g2,in − g1,in](η)ψi(η)dη in (3.33) by δ̃

8 independently of the choice of g1, g2,
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

as ψi ∈ K, i = 1,N. As ||ϕ(η)||∞ ≤ 1, then sups∈[0,t] ||φ(·, s)||∞ ≤ Cϵ,R(t). We can then choose M >
16CnormCϵ,R(t)

δ̃
in order to bound 2M−1Cnorm||φ(η, 0)||∞. This means that∫

(0,∞)2
[g2,in − g1,in](η)φ(η, 0)dη ≤

δ̃

4Cnorm

∫
(0,∞)2

[g2,in + g1,in](η)dη +
δ̃

4
≤
δ̃

2
. (3.34)

In order to bound I2 in (3.32), we have that on ([c0ϵ
2
3 ,M] × [ϵ, 2R])2

sup
(η,η′)∈([c0ϵ

2
3 ,M]×[ϵ,2R])2

|Kn
ϵ,R(η, η′) − Kϵ,R(η, η′)| ≤

1
n

by Assumption 3.9. Thus I2 ≤
3t||φ||∞C2

norm
n ≤ δ̃

4 .

For I3 in (3.32), we take M ≥ 6Cϵ,R(t)C2
normt||Kϵ,R||∞

4
δ̃
. This is because I3 can be estimated from

above by

M−13tCϵ,R(t)(||Kn
ϵ,R||∞ + ||Kϵ,R||∞) sup

s∈[0,t]

∫
{a≥M}

a(g1(η, s) + g2(η, s))dη
∫

(0,∞)2
(g1(η, s) + g2(η, s))dη′.

We then combine this with (3.34) and our choice of n ∈ N in (3.32) in order to conclude the argument.

To extend this argument to all functions ϕ ∈ C0(R2
>0) we use again that (M0,1+M0,0)(g1(s)+g2(s)) <

∞, for all s ∈ [0, t]. □

For g ∈ Uϵ,R, it is worthwhile to observe that the map S (·)g : [0,T ] → Uϵ,R defined in (3.11) is also

continuous in time.

Proposition 3.14. Let g ∈ Uϵ,R, with Uϵ,R defined in (3.10) and T > 0. Let S (·)g : [0,T ] → Uϵ,R be as

in (3.11). Then S (·)g is continuous in time.

The proof consists of standard methods used in the study of coagulation equations. A proof of it can

be found in Appendix C.

3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

Assume µ > 0. We focus on proving Proposition 3.2. The following moment estimates involving

the v variable (Propositions 3.16-3.18) are an adaptation to the two-dimensional case of [6, Lemma 3.3,

Lemma 3.4]. There was an additional need to control the escape to infinity of the area, which has been

dealt with by choosing an appropriate norm in Yϵ,τ defined in (3.22), as well as a specific truncation for

the coagulation kernel and fusion term. We then continue with proving an additional uniform moment

estimate involving the area which will be needed for removing the truncation in (3.5).

Remark 3.15. Assume Kϵ,R satisfies (3.1). Then Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′) ≥ K1(vβv′−α + v−αv′β) if v, v′ > ϵ and

v + v′ < 2R, for all (a, a′) ∈ (0,∞)2.
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

We first mention that due to the choice of Yϵ,τ and rδ, we can test (3.5) with functions that do not

necessarily have compact support. More precisely, we can test with functions of the form acvd, d ∈ R, as

long as c ≤ 1.

As previously mentioned, the proof of Propositions 3.16-3.18 is an adaptation of methods used in [6]

to our setting. We thus only state the estimates here and move their proof to Appendix C.

Proposition 3.16. Let gin,R ∈ M I
+(R2

>0) ∩ ω(ϵ,R, δ). Let gϵ,R,δ be the solution found in Proposition 3.1

with kernel Kϵ,R as in (3.1). Then

sup
t≥0

M0,1(gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, t)) = M0,1(gin,R). (3.35)

Moreover, there exists a constant C0,γ > 0 such that:

sup
t≥0

M0,γ(gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M0,γ(gin,R); C0,γ}, (3.36)

uniformly in ϵ,R and δ.

Proposition 3.17. Let gin,R and gϵ,R,δ (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in Propo-

sition 3.16. Then, for any m > 1, there exists a constant C0,m > 0, independent of ϵ,R and δ, such

that:

sup
t≥0

M0,m(gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M0,m(gin),C0,m}. (3.37)

We can also obtain bounds independent of time for moments of the form M0,−l, with l > 0, if we

require in addition that α > 0.

Proposition 3.18. Let gin,R and gϵ,R,δ (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in Propo-

sition 3.16. Assume α > 0. Let l > 0. Then there exists a constant C0,−l > 0 for which the following

estimate holds:

sup
t≥0

M0,−l(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ max{M0,−l(gin),C0,−l}, (3.38)

uniformly in ϵ,R and δ.

We now find uniform estimates for the total surface area of gϵ,R,δ. The uniform estimates for the

surface area are a consequence of the fusion term overtaking the coagulation operator in the case µ > 0.

We prove a more general statement which will be needed later on for the improvement of moment

estimates.

Proposition 3.19. Let gin,R and gϵ,R,δ (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in Proposi-

tion 3.16. Then

sup
t≥0

M1,0(g(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M1,0(gin),C1,0}. (3.39)
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

Moreover, if (1.8) holds and if M1,−α(gin) < ∞, there exists C1,−α > 0 such that:

sup
t≥0

M1,−α(g(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M1,−α(gin),C1,−α}. (3.40)

If (1.9) holds, there exists δ1 > 0, for which γ ≤ 2
3 − δ1, and there exists C1,−δ1 > 0 such that:

sup
t≥0

M1,−δ1(g(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M1,−δ1(gin),C1,−δ1}. (3.41)

Proof. We test equation (3.5) with φ(a, v) = avl, with l ≤ 0. This is possible due to our choice of the

space Yϵ,τ, which allows us to test with functions that do not have compact support if they are bounded

from above by a function of the form acvd, with c ≤ 1 and d ∈ R. Since l ≤ 0, we have:

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)[(a + a′)(v + v′)l − avl − a′v′l] ≤ 0.

Equation (3.5) thus becomes:

d
dt

M1,l(g(t)) ≤ (
1
3
+ |l|)M1,l(g(t)) + (1 − γ)R0

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(a, v, t)vldvda. (3.42)

We need some control over the drift term:∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, t)vldη ≤

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, t)vldη

≤ −
1
2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

av−|l|g(η, t)dη. (3.43)

This integral can now be estimated as follows:

−
1
2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ≥ 1

δ }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

av−|l|g(η, t)dη −
1
2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ< 1

δ }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

av−|l|g(η, t)dη

≤ −
1
4δ

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ≥ 1

δ }

max{vσ, Lδ}av−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda −
1
4

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ< 1

δ }

aµ+1vσ−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda

≤ −
L
4

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ≥ 1

δ }

av−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda −
1
4

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ< 1

δ }

aµ+1vσ−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda. (3.44)

In order to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.44), we apply Young’s inequality. This

is possible since µ + 1 > 1. Thus, we obtain:

avl = av
σ−|l|
µ+1 vl−σ−|l|µ+1 ≤

ϵ

p
(av

σ−|l|
µ+1 )µ+1 +

ϵ−
q
p

q
v(l−σ−|l|µ+1 )q,

where p = µ + 1 and 1
p +

1
q = 1. Thus, there exists a constant Cϵ > 0 depending on ϵ for which

avl ≲ ϵaµ+1vσ−|l| + ϵCϵv
l−σµ , or equivalently:

−aµ+1vσ−|l| ≲ −
1
ϵ

avl +Cϵv
l−σµ
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

and this implies:

−

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ< 1

δ }

aµ+1vσ−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda ≲ −
1
ϵ

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 ,aµ< 1

δ }

avlg(a, v, t)dvda +CϵM0,l−σµ (g(t)). (3.45)

From Propositions 3.16-3.18, we have that M0,l−σµ (g(t)) is uniformly bounded from above. We combine

(3.43), (3.44) and (3.45) and then we choose ϵ sufficiently small in order to obtain that∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, t)vldη ≲ −

L
4

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

av−|l|g(a, v, t)dvda +Cϵ . (3.46)

Moreover, in order to pass back to the region {a ≥ c0v
2
3 } in the integral term on the right-hand side of

(3.46), we notice that:

−

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

avlg(a, v, t)dvda = −
∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

avlg(a, v, t)dvda +
∫
{c0v

2
3 ≤a<2c0v

2
3 }

avlg(a, v, t)dvda

≤ −

∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

avlg(a, v, t)dvda + 2c0

∫
(0,∞)2

v
2
3+lg(a, v, t)dvda. (3.47)

Combining (3.42), (3.46) and (3.47), we deduce that

d
dt

M1,l(g(t)) ≲ (
1
3
+ |l|)M1,l(g(t)) − (1 − γ)R0

L
4

M1,l(g(t)) +Cϵ . (3.48)

Assume α > 0. If l = 0 we conclude using a comparison argument since (1 − γ)R0
L
4 = 3 cf. (3.8). The

proof remains valid if we choose l = −α.

If (1.9) holds and we choose l = −δ1 to be such that 2
3 − δ1 ≥ γ, we have that M0, 2

3+l and M0, |σ|µ +l are

uniformly bounded from above and we can conclude in a similar manner. □

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let T > 0. Let S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R, for t ∈ [0,T ], be as in (3.11). Proposition

3.1 guarantees that the semigroup is well-defined. Proposition 3.14 gives us continuity in time of the map-

ping S (·)g : [0,T ]→ Uϵ,R, for g ∈ Uϵ,R. Propositions 3.16 - 3.19 prove that S (t)ω(ϵ,R, δ) ⊆ ω(ϵ,R, δ) if

we choose the constants c0,−α−ϵ̃ , c0,m̃, c1,0 > 0 in Proposition 3.2 to correspond to the constants found in

Propositions 3.16 - 3.19. □

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3, case α > 0. Existence of self-similar profiles. Assume first α > 0. Let T > 0. Let

S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R, for t ∈ [0,T ], be as in (3.11). For fixed t ∈ [0,T ], Proposition 3.13 assures that

the mapping S (t) : Uϵ,R → Uϵ,R is continuous in the weak-∗ topology. Proposition 3.2 gives us that

S (t)ω(ϵ,R, δ) ⊆ ω(ϵ,R, δ).

Using a variant of Tykonov’s fixed point theorem (see, for instance, [7, Theorem 1.2]), we can find a

stationary solution in time, which we denote by g̃ϵ,R,δ(η). As g̃ϵ,R,δ ∈ ω(ϵ,R, δ),we can find a subsequence

(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )k≥1 that converges to some g in the weak-∗ topology as k → ∞. This argument has been used
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

extensively to prove the existence of self-similar profiles for coagulation equations and therefore we do

not give more details.

We need to prove that this g satisfies (2.6). Fix φ ∈ C1
c(R2

>0).

As g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ⇀ g, as k → ∞, the linear terms containing g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk will converge to the linear terms in

(2.6). We deal with the fusion term in the following manner:∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

rδ(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)∂aφ(η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (dη) −

∫
(0,∞)2

r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)∂aφ(η)g(dη)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
(0,∞)2

|rδ(η) − r(η)||∂aφ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (dη) +
∣∣∣∣∣ ∫

(0,∞)2
r(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)∂aφ(η)[g − g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ](dη)

∣∣∣∣∣ (3.49)

As stated before, rδ(η) → r(η) for fixed η as δ → 0. Due to the compact support of φ and since

g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ∈ ω(ϵ,R, δ), the first term in (3.49) goes to zero as k → ∞. The second term in (3.49) goes to

zero as k → ∞ since g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ⇀ g as k → ∞.

We now examine the coagulation term∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(η, η′)ξR(v + v′)[φ(η + η′) − φ(η) − φ(η′)]g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη. (3.50)

Notice first that the support of g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk is contained in the strip v ∈ [ϵ, 2R). We can then replace Kϵ,R(η, η′)

by K(η, η′). On the other hand,∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(η, η′)|ξR(v + v′) − 1|[φ(η + η′) − φ(η) − φ(η′)]g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

will go uniformly to zero as R → ∞ using only the uniform moment estimates in v, namely M0,1 and

M0,−α. Take a continuous function p : R+ → [0, 1] such that p(x) = 1, when x ≤ 1 and p(x) = 0, when

x ≥ 2. Define then pM(a, v, a′, v′) = p( a
M )p( v

M )p( a′
M )p( v′

M )p( 1
aM )p( 1

vM )p( 1
a′M )p( 1

v′M ), for M > 1 large

enough. We have that∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(η, η′)[φ(η + η′) − φ(η) − φ(η′)]pM(η, η′)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

converges to ∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(η, η′)[φ(η + η′) − φ(η) − φ(η′)]pM(η, η′)g(η)g(η′)dη′dη,

as k → ∞ since the support of the integral is now on a compact set. An argument closely related can

be found in [11, Proof of Theorem 2.3]. It remains to estimate the contribution outside the set [ 1
M ,M]4.

When v < 1
M or v > M, the estimates are similar to the one-dimensional case as the kernel is bounded by

functions depending only on v. We can prove that the integral converges to zero as M → ∞ in the region

{v < 1
M }, using the uniform estimates for M0,−α−ϵ̃ and M0,β. When v > M, we use that M0,−α and M0,1

are uniformly bounded to obtain the desired convergence. The regions where {v′ < M} and {v′ > 1
M } are
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

treated in the same manner by symmetry. We can treat the region where {a < 1
M } in the same manner as

the region where {v <
( 1

c0 M
) 3

2 } due to the isoperimetric inequality a ≥ c0v
2
3 . For a > M, the main point is

to control ∫
(0,∞)2∩{a>M}

(v−α + vβ)g̃ϵ,R,δ(η).

We split the region into three parts and use the fact that for large and small values of v, we can control

this region using only moments in v as before. More precisely, let C̃ > 1 large, then∫
{a>M}

(v−α + vβ)g̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη ≤ 2
∫

(0,∞)2∩{v< 1
C̃
}

v−αg̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη +
∫
{a>M,v∈[ 1

C̃
,C̃]}

(v−α + vβ)g̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη

+ 2
∫

(0,∞)2∩{v>C̃}
vβg̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη

≤ 2C̃−ϵ̃
∫

(0,∞)2∩{v< 1
C̃
}

v−α−ϵ̃ g̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη + 2C̃M−1
∫
{a>M,v∈[ 1

C̃
,C̃]}

ag̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη

+ 2C̃β−1
∫

(0,∞)2∩{v>C̃}
vg̃ϵ,R,δ(η)dη

≤ 2C̃−ϵ̃c0,−α−ϵ̃ + 2C̃M−1c1,0 + 2C̃β−1, (3.51)

where ϵ̃ is chosen as in Proposition 3.2 and c1,0, c0,−α−ϵ̃ are the constants found in Proposition 3.2.

For given δ̃ ∈ (0, 1), we first take C̃ to be such that 2C̃−ϵ̃c0,−α−ϵ̃ + 2C̃β−1 ≤ δ̃
2 and then M such that

2C̃M−1c1,0 ≤
δ̃
2 . This proves our desired convergence of

∫
(0,∞)2∩{a>M}(v

−α+vβ)g̃ϵ,R,δ(η) to zero as M → ∞,

thus concluding our proof. □

Proof of Theorem 2.5, case α = 0. Existence of self-similar profiles. We keep the notation used in the

Proof of Theorem 2.3, case α > 0. The proof is done in the same manner as in the case α > 0.

The difference is that we derived uniform bounds for moments of the form M0,c, with c ≥ γ and for the

moment M1,0, but we have no information about moments of the form M0,c, with c < γ. This implies

that we now have to control the contribution of the regions {v ≤ 1
M } and {v′ ≤ 1

M }, for a sufficiently large

M, in the term containing the coagulation kernel∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(η, η′)ξR(v + v′)v[φ(η + η′) − φ(η)]g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη. (3.52)

For the region {v < 1
M }, we have that:∣∣∣∣∣ ∫

{v< 1
M }

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(η, η′)ξR(v + v′)v[φ(η + η′) − φ(η)]g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

∣∣∣∣∣ (3.53)

≲

∫
{v< 1

M }

∫
(0,∞)2

(vβ+1 + vv′β)|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≲ 2||φ||∞Mβ−1M0,β(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )
2 + M−β

∫
{v< 1

M }

∫
(0,∞)2

v|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη.
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

Thus, in order to show that the term in (3.53) goes to zero as M → ∞, it suffices to show that the integral

above is bounded. ∫
{v< 1

M }

∫
(0,∞)2

v|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≤ ||∇φ||∞M0,1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )
∫

(0,∞)2
|η′|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η

′)dη′ ≤ C.

We now deal with the region where {v′ < 1
M }:∣∣∣∣∣ ∫

(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

Kϵ,R(η, η′)ξR(v + v′)v[φ(η + η′) − φ(η)]g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

∣∣∣∣∣
≲

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

(vβ+1 + vv′β)|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη. (3.54)

For the first term in (3.54), we have:∫
(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

vβ+1|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≤ ||∇φ||∞

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

vβ+1(a′ + v′)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≤ Mβ−1||∇φ||∞M0,β+1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )M0,β(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ) + M−δ1 ||∇φ||∞M0,β+1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )M1,−δ1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ).

For the second term in (3.54), we have:∫
(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

vv′β|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≤ M−β
∫

(0,∞)2

∫
{v′< 1

M }

v|φ(η + η′) − φ(η)|g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η)g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk (η
′)dη′dη

≤ M−β||∇φ||∞[M2
0,1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk ) + M0,1(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )M1,0(g̃ϵk ,Rk ,δk )].

We prove that the term in (3.52) converges to zero as M → ∞ in the regions {v > M}, {v′ > M}, {a < 1
M }

and {a′ < 1
M } in a similar manner. We deal with the regions where {a > M} and {a′ > M} as in (3.51).

This concludes the proof. □

3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

We construct a self-similar profile g̃ which satisfies Mn,k(g̃) < ∞, for n, k ∈ R, if (1.8) holds, and

Mn,k(g̃) < ∞, for n ∈ N, k ≥ γ, if (1.9) holds. In order to do so, we apply the strategy used to find a

self-similar profile in Theorem 2.3. In order to estimate the moments Mn,0(g̃), n ∈ N, we notice that we

can improve the estimates found in Proposition 3.19, while to derive bounds for M−n,0(g̃), n ∈ N, we use

the fact that they can be estimated in terms of M0,− 2
3 n(g̃).
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

Remark 3.20. Let n > 0 and k ∈ R. In order to bound M−n,k(g̃), it is enough to use a ≥ c0v
2
3 to obtain∫

{a≥c0v
2
3 }

a−nvkg̃(a, v)dvda ≤ c−n
0

∫
(0,∞)2 vk− 2

3 ng̃(a, v)dvda if M0,k− 2
3 n(g̃) < ∞.

In order to find uniform bounds for the moments Mn,0(g̃), we need to be able to test (3.5) with higher

powers of a.

Let N ∈ N,N ≥ 2. For some g̃ ∈M I
+(R2

>0) such that∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + aN)g̃(a, v)dvda < ∞, (3.55)

we define the space

Uϵ,R,N := {g̃ ∈M I
+(R2

>0), g̃
(
R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R)

)
= 0, g̃ satisfies (3.55)}. (3.56)

Proposition 3.21. Let Kϵ,R be the kernel defined in (3.1). Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 2. Let gin,R ∈ M I
+,b(R2

>0) ∩

Uϵ,R,N . There exists a unique solution gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,∞); M I
+,b(R2

>0)), gϵ,R,δ(t) ∈ Uϵ,R,N , that satisfies

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + aN)gϵ,R,δ(a, v, t)dvda < ∞,

for every T > 0, for the weak formulation of the coagulation equation (3.5) with initial datum gin,R.

Proof. The proof is done via a standard fixed-point argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. The

space Uϵ,R,N was chosen since we would like to later test with higher powers of the area a and we need

to control the escape to infinity of a. We prove existence in the same manner as in Proposition 3.1 with

the aid of Propositions 3.22 and 3.24, which will be stated below. □

Proposition 3.21 states that we can obtain better moment estimates if we assume moment estimates

for higher order powers for the initial datum, namely with (3.55) instead of (3.9).

As before, we use KR, see (3.18), and Kϵ,R, see (3.1), interchangeably.

We define the space

YN ={G ∈ C([0, τN]; M I
+,b(R2

>0)) : ||G||N = sup
0≤t≤τN

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)(1 + xN
t,V (A))G(A,V, t)dVdA

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2MN ;

G(R2
>0 \ [c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2Ret), t) = 0, t ∈ [0, τN]}

instead of Yϵ,τ in (3.22), where MN = 2
∫

(0,∞)2(1 + aN)gin,R(a, v)dvda + 1, gin,R is as in Proposition 3.21

and we fix a time τN instead of τ such that

(2N(1 − γ)MN + MN + 1)||KR||∞(eτN − 1) <
1
2

; (3.57)

2N(1 − γ)M2
N ||KR||∞τN < 1 and τN ≤ ln 2. (3.58)

Proposition 3.22. Let N ∈ N,N ≥ 2. Let Kϵ,R defined as in (3.1) and assume K and r satisfy the

conditions stated in Theorem 2.3 or in Theorem 2.5. Let gin,R as stated in Proposition 3.21. Let J be as

in (3.23). Assume F,G ∈ YN with τN as in (3.57) and (3.58). Then
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

1. ||J[G]|| ≤ 2MN;

2. The map J is contractive, more explicitly, ||J[F] − J[G]||N ≤ 1
2 ||F −G||N .

Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 3.6, working with YN , MN and τN instead of Yϵ,τ, M and τ,

respectively. We make use in addition of the inequality

1 + (xt,V (A) + xt,V′(A′))N ≤ 2N−1(1 + xN
t,V (A))(1 + xN

t,V′(A
′)).

For more details, see Proof of Proposition 3.6 in Appendix B, where similar arguments were used. □

We make use in addition of the following inequality provided in [2, Lemma 2].

Lemma 3.23. Assume that p > 1 and let kp :=
[ p+1

2
]
. Then, for all x, y > 0, the following inequalities

hold:

kp−1∑
k=1

(
p
k

)
(xkyp−k + xp−kyk) ≤ (x + y)p − xp − yp ≤

kp∑
k=1

(
p
k

)
(xkyp−k + xp−kyk).

Proposition 3.24. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, N fixed. Let Gϵ,R,δ be the found fixed point for (3.23) up to time

τN defined as in (3.57), (3.58) and with initial datum gin,R taken as in Proposition 3.21. For any T > 0,

there exists a unique solution, for which we keep the notation Gϵ,R,δ ∈ C1([0,T ]; M I
+,b(R2

>0)) that satisfies

(3.19).

The proof of this proposition is based on an iterative argument and is given in Appendix B.

Let Kϵ,R defined as in (3.1) and assume K and r satisfy the conditions stated in Theorem 2.3 or in

Theorem 2.5. Let T > 0. Define S (t) : Uϵ,R,N → Uϵ,R,N in the following way:

S (t)gin,R = gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, t) (3.59)

for all t ∈ [0,T ], where gϵ,R,δ is the unique solution of the weak formulation of the coagulation equation

with coagulation kernel Kϵ,R found Proposition 3.21.

Proposition 3.25. Assume gϵ,R,δ is the solution found in Proposition 3.21 for some N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, fixed,

with kernel Kϵ,R taken as in (3.1). Let µ > 0.

If we are in the case (1.8), for k ∈ R, n ∈ [1,N], there exist constants c0,k, c1,−α, c1,1, cn,0 > 0 for

which the set

ω = {M0,1(gϵ,R,δ(t)) = 1,M0,k(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ c0,k,M1,−α(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ c1,−α,M1,1(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ c1,1,

Mn,0(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ cn,0}

is preserved for all t ∈ [0,T ], that means S (t)ω ⊆ ω.
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

If we are in the case (1.9), for k ≥ γ, n ∈ [1,N], there exist constants c0,k, c1,1, cn,0 > 0 for which the

set

ω = {M0,1(gϵ,R,δ(t)) = 1,M0,k(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ c0,k,M1,1(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ c1,1,Mn,0(gϵ,R,δ(t)) ≤ cn,0}

is preserved for all t ∈ [0,T ], that means S (t)ω ⊆ ω.

We prove this proposition after proving first some uniform moment estimates. To bound moments of

the form M0,c, c ∈ R and M1,−α, we use the same method that we used in Section 3.2, namely Propositions

3.16 - 3.19. In the next propositions we prove uniform bounds for M1,1 and Mn,0, for n ∈ [2,N].

We prove uniform bounds for M1,m(gϵ,R,δ), m ≥ 1, instead of only proving uniform bounds for the

moment M1,1 as the proof is done in a similar manner.

Proposition 3.26. Let gin,R ∈ ω and gϵ,R,δ (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in

Proposition 3.21. Let m ≥ 1. Assume in addition that
∫

(0,∞)2 avmgin,R(a, v)dvda < ∞. Then there exists

C1,m > 0, which does not depend on ϵ,R, δ, such that:

sup
t≥0

M1,m(g(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{M1,m(gin),C1,m}. (3.60)

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that the coagulation operator does not contribute with too fast inter-

actions, using in addition the uniform estimate for the total surface area, which we were able to derive

making use of the fusion term.

We use

−

∫
(0,∞)2

avmg(a, v, t)Θϵ(v)dvda ≤ −M1,m(g(t)) + 2m
∫

(0,∞)2
ag(a, v, t)dvda

and, as M1,0(g) is uniformly bounded from above, equation (3.5) becomes:

d
dt

M1,m(g(t)) ≤ (1 −
2
3
− m)M1,m(g(t)) +C + (1 − γ)R0

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(a, v, t)vmdvda

+
1 − γ

2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(a, v, a′, v′)[(a + a′)(v + v′)m − avm − a′v′m]g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)dv′da′dvda.

The term with the fusion kernel is non-positive and can be omitted. For the term with the coagulation

kernel, we combine

(a + a′)(v + v′)m − avm − a′v′m = a[(v + v′)m − vm] + a′[(v + v′)m − v′m]

with the inequality:

(v + v′)m − vm = m
∫ v+v′

v
sm−1ds ≤ m(v + v′)m−1v′ ≤ Cm(v′m + vm−1v′),
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

and obtain

K(η, η′)[(a + a′)(v + v′)m − avm − a′v′m] ≲ CmK(a, v, a′, v′)(avm−1v′ + av′m + a′v′m−1v + a′vm)

≲ K0Cm(v−αv′β + v′−αvβ)(avm−1v′ + av′m + a′v′m−1v + a′vm).

The moments M0,c, c ≥ γ, are bounded from above. The term M1,−α is uniformly bounded from above.

This was proven in Proposition 3.19. If m > 1, then m + β − 1, β,m − α − 1 ∈ (−α,m) and we use

Hölder’s inequality and conclude using a comparison argument. If m = 1, we only have to bound avβ.

As β ∈ (−α,m), we conclude in the same manner as before. □

Proposition 3.27. Let gin,R ∈ ω and gϵ,R,δ (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in

Proposition 3.21, for N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, fixed. Then, for any n ∈ [2,N], there exists Cn,0 > 0, independent of

ϵ,R, δ,N, but dependent on n, such that:

sup
t≥0

Mn,0(g(·, ·, t)) ≤ max{Mn,0(gin),Cn,0}. (3.61)

Proof. This estimate follows from the fact that fusion overtakes coagulation in the case µ > 0.

Notice first that due to the choice of the space YN , we can test equation (3.5) with an, for n ∈ [2,N].

We have that there exists Cn > 0 such that:

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)[(a + a′)n − an − a′n] ≤ K(a, v, a′, v′)
kn∑

k=1

(
n
k

)
(aka′n−k + an−ka′k)

≤ Cn(v−αv′β + vβv′−α)(an−1a′ + aa′n−1),

where kn is taken as in Lemma 3.23. We have a uniform upper bound for
∫

(0,∞)2(av−α + avβ)g(a, v, t)dvda

due to Proposition 3.26.

If α > 0, we use the fact that there exists Cn,ϵ1 > 0 for which:∫
(0,∞)2

an−1v−αg(a, v, t)dvda ≤ ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

ang(a, v, t)dvda +Cn,ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

v−nαg(a, v, t)dvda

and ∫
(0,∞)2

an−1vβg(a, v, t)dvda ≤ ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

ang(a, v, t)dvda +Cn,ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

vnβg(a, v, t)dvda.

If α = 0 and n = 2, we use that M1,0 and M1,β are uniformly bounded from above. If α = 0 and

n ≥ 3, then∫
(0,∞)2

an−1g(a, v, t)dvda ≤ ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

ang(a, v, t)dvda +Cn,ϵ1

∫
(0,∞)2

ag(a, v, t)dvda.
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

As the linear term is non-positive, equation (3.5) becomes:

d
dt

Mn,0(g(t)) ≤ (1 − γ)nR0

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ max{vσ, Lδ}
1 + δaµ

(c0v
2
3 − a)g(η, t)an−1dη

+C(−α,n,β)ϵ1Mn,0(g(t)) +C(−α,n,β).

We now use the same argument as in Proposition 3.19, modifying the Young’s inequality part. As

µ + n > n, we can apply Young’s inequality to obtain:

an = anv
nσ
µ+n v−

nσ
µ+n ≤

ϵ2

p
(av

σ
µ+n )µ+n +

ϵ
−

q
p

2

q
v−

nσ
µ+n q,

where p = µ+n
n and 1

p +
1
q = 1. So there exists a constant Cϵ2 > 0, depending on ϵ2, for which:

an ≲ ϵ2aµ+nvσ +Cϵ2v−nσ
µ

and this implies:

−

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ+nvσg(a, v, t)dvda ≲ −
1
ϵ2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

ang(a, v, t)dvda +Cϵ2

∫
(0,∞)2

v−nσ
µ g(a, v, t)dvda.

As moments of the form M0,c are bounded from above, we choose ϵ2 sufficiently small in order to be

able to repeat the argument in (3.46) and then we recover the region where {a ≥ c0v
2
3 } :

−

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

ang(a, v, t)dvda = −
∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

ang(a, v, t)dvda +
∫
{c0v

2
3 ≤a<2c0v

2
3 }

ang(a, v, t)dvda

≤ −

∫
{a≥c0v

2
3 }

ang(a, v, t)dvda + (2c0)n
∫

(0,∞)2
v

2
3 ng(a, v, t)dvda.

We can choose ϵ1 > 0 sufficiently small so that equation (3.5) becomes:

d
dt

Mn,0(g(t)) ≲ −n
L(1 − γ)

4
R0Mn,0(g(t)) + 3Mn,0(g(t)) +Cϵ1,ϵ2,n ≤ −Mn,0(g(t)) +Cϵ1,ϵ2,n

and we conclude using a comparison argument. □

Proof of Proposition 3.25. Let T > 0. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, fixed. Let S (t) : Uϵ,R,N → Uϵ,R,N , for

t ∈ [0,T ], be as in (3.59). Proposition 3.21 guarantees that the semigroup is well-defined. Propositions

3.26 - 3.27 together with Propositions 3.16 - 3.19 prove that S (t)ω ⊆ ω if we choose the constants

c0,k, c1,−α, c1,1, cn,0 > 0 in Proposition 3.25 to correspond to the constants found in Propositions 3.26 -

3.27. □

We now prove the stated moment bounds for the self-similar profiles found in Theorem 2.3 and

Theorem 2.5.
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Proof of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.5. Moment bounds. The main point is to control positive powers

of the area. Following the proof of Theorem 2.3 and with the help of Proposition 3.21 and Proposition

3.25, we can prove that there exists a self-similar profile gN for the two-dimensional coagulation equation

satisfying ∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + an)gN(a, v)dvda ≤ cn,0, (3.62)

for every n ∈ [1,N]. Moreover, if α > 0, we have that
∫

(0,∞)2(v−α−ϵ̃ + v + a)gN(a, v)dvda is bounded

uniformly independently of N, for ϵ̃ as in Proposition 3.2. If α = 0, we have that
∫

(0,∞)2(vγ + vγ+1 +

a)gN(a, v)dvda is bounded uniformly independently of N. We can thus find a subsequence of {gN}N≥2

that converges to some g̃ in the weak-∗ topology and g̃ is a self-similar profile for the two-dimensional

coagulation equation. This is since these are the moment estimates needed to prove the existence of a

self-similar profile.

As the constants cn,0 in (3.62) are independent of N, for n ≤ N, we can conclude that there exist

some constants cd > 0 such that
∫

(0,∞)2 adg̃(a, v)dvda < cd, for all d ∈ [1,∞).

To control negative powers of a, we use Remark 3.20. For combinations of positive powers of a and

powers of v, we use Young’s inequality. Take d > 0 and k ∈ R. Then:∫
(0,∞)2

advkg̃(a, v)dvda ≤
d

d + 1

∫
(0,∞)2

ad+1g̃(a, v)dvda +
1

d + 1

∫
(0,∞)2

vk(d+1)g̃(a, v)dvda.

□

4 Different asymptotic behaviors for µ < 0

4.1 Ramification theory

First, we prove existence of a weak solution for the time-dependent fusion problem as in Definition

2.1 that satisfies the moment bounds (2.17) and (2.18) and with initial value gin ∈M I
+(R2

>0). We initially

prove well-posedness for a truncated version of the time-dependent problem. Since µ is negative, we can

prove well-posedness using the truncation for the coagulation kernel, while the cut-off in the fusion rate

is not needed. So we look at the equation:∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)φ(η)dη −
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)a∂aφ(η)dη −
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)Θϵ(v)v∂vφ(η)dη

+(1 − γ)⟨KR[g], φ⟩ + (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
r(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)∂aφ(η)dη = ∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)φ(η)dη (4.1)

and assume the initial value is gin,R = gin1
{[c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞)×[ϵ,2R)}

. For this form of the equation, we make use

of Proposition 3.21 for the case N = 2 and obtain a sequence of solutions {gϵ,R}{ϵ∈(0,1),R>1}. Denote by
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4.1 Ramification theory

α1 = min{−α− ϵ̃, γ − 1
3 } and let m̃ as in Proposition 3.2. Using the same proof as for Proposition 3.2, we

can prove that the set

ω = ω(ϵ,R) := {
1
2
≤ M0,1(gϵ,R) ≤ 1; M0,α1(gϵ,R) ≤ c0,α1 ; M0,m̃(gϵ,R) ≤ c0,m̃,M0, σ

|µ|
(gϵ,R) ≤ c0, σ

|µ|
} (4.2)

stays preserved in time uniformly in ϵ,R.

In order to prove uniform moment bounds for negative powers of v, i.e. in order to prove M0,c, with

c ≤ 0, we need a lower bound for the M0,1 moment. Thus, we need to prove that the lower bound on

M0,1 is preserved in time, independently of ϵ,R and of the initial condition gin,R.

To do this, we test equation (4.1) with φ(a, v) = v and make use of the following technical proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let gϵ,R be the solution of equation (4.1) with initial value gin,R = gin1
{[c0ϵ

2
3 ,∞)×[ϵ,2R)}

and assume in addition that gin,R ∈ ω, where ω is as in (4.2). Then there exists M > 0 such that:

M0,1(gin)
2

≤ M0,1(gϵ,R(·, ·, t)) ≤ M0,1(gin), (4.3)

for every t ≥ 0 and uniformly in ϵ < 1
M ,R > M.

Proof. Fix M > 0, sufficiently large, such that

Mγ−1
∫

(0,∞)2
vγgin(a, v)dvda + M1−m̃

∫
(0,∞)2

vm̃gin(a, v)dvda + M−
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

v
1
3 gin(a, v)dvda ≤

M0,1(gin)
2

,

where m̃ is as in Proposition 3.2 and β as in (1.7).

Testing in (4.1) with φ(a, v) = v, we obtain that∫
(0,∞)2

vgϵ,R(a, v, t)dvda =
∫

(0,∞)2
vgin,R(a, v)dvda. (4.4)

Take ϵ < 1
M and R > M. Since a ≥ c0v

2
3 , we have that∫

(0,∞)2
vgin,R(a, v)dvda ≥

∫
(c0 M−

2
3 ,∞)×( 1

M ,M)
vgin(a, v)dvda

≥ M0,1(gin) − Mγ−1
∫

(0,∞)2
vγgin(a, v)dvda − M1−m̃

∫
(0,∞)2

vm̃gin(a, v)dvda

− M−
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

v
1
3 gin(a, v)dvda ≥

M0,1(gin)
2

. (4.5)

We combine (4.4) and (4.5) in order to conclude our proof. □

The estimates for the remaining moments follow as in the proof of Proposition 3.2. In particular,

we obtain that there exists a function g ∈ C([0,∞); M+(R2
>0)) ∩ ω and a subsequence of {gϵ,R} such that

gϵ,R(t) converges to g(t) in the weak-∗ topology, for every t ≥ 0. We now want to prove that g satisfies

equation (4.1). For this, we follow the steps used in the proof of Theorem 2.3. The difference is that now
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4.1 Ramification theory

we work with an equation that depends on time instead of trying to prove the existence of a self-similar

profile. Therefore, unlike Theorem 2.3, we do not need to obtain an estimate for M1,0 independent of

time, but it is enough to derive an estimate of the form M1,0(t) ≤ m(T ), for 0 ≤ t ≤ T , for some function

m : R+ → R+, increasing, but finite for any fixed time. Notice that we can expect to have M1,0 growing

as t → ∞ since this is the predicted behavior for M1,0 in Theorem 2.12.

Proposition 4.2. Let µ < 0. There exists a solution for the weak version of the time-dependent fusion

problem as in Definition 2.1.

Proof. We test equation (4.1) with φ(η) = a. The fusion term is non-positive due to the isoperimetric

inequality and we have that ⟨KR[gϵ,R], a⟩ = 0. Thus, we obtain:∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)adη ≤
∫

(0,∞)2
gin(η)adη +

1
3

∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, s)adηds.

By Grönwall’s inequality, this implies that M1,0(gϵ,R(t)) is bounded for every t ≥ 0. Thus, we can redo

the argument used in Theorem 2.3 to prove that g satisfies equation (2.4). □

We now wish to prove that g satisfies the estimates in (2.18) in order to prove Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 4.3. The solutions gϵ,R of the truncated version of the time-dependent fusion problem (4.1)

satisfy (2.18) uniformly in ϵ,R.

Proof. In order to prove the bounds in (2.18), we prove that the estimates hold uniformly in ϵ,R for gϵ,R
and then pass to the limit. As the ideas for different moment estimates are similar, we focus on proving

M2,0 is uniformly bounded. Since it may not be possible to prove bounds for M2,0 which are independent

of time, we restrict ourselves to proving that, for some fixed T > 0, we have that M2,0(t) is bounded for

all t ≤ T.

Let T > 0, t ≤ T . Due to Proposition 3.21 in the case N = 2, we are able to test (4.1) with φ(a, v) = a2.

Since the fusion term is non-positive due to the isoperimetric inequality, the equation becomes:∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)a2dη ≤
∫

(0,∞)2
gin(η)a2dη + (1 −

4
3

)
∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, s)Θϵ(v)a2dηds

+C
∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

av−αgϵ,R(η, s)dη
∫

(0,∞)2
a′v′βgϵ,R(η′, s)dη′ds

≤

∫
(0,∞)2

gin(η)a2dη +C
∫ t

0

∫
(0,∞)2

av−αgϵ,R(η, s)dη
∫

(0,∞)2
a′v′βgϵ,R(η′, s)dη′ds

Thus, if M1,−α and M1,β are bounded, we obtain that:∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)a2dη ≤
∫

(0,∞)2
gin(η)a2dη +C(t) ≤

∫
(0,∞)2

gin(η)a2dη +C(T )

and we can conclude using Grönwall’s inequality.
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4.1 Ramification theory

M1,−α is bounded in the same manner as M1,0 in Proposition 4.2.

We now estimate M1,β. The contribution of the fusion term is non-positive. We estimate the term

containing the coagulation kernel using:∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)[(a + a′)(v + v′)β − avβ − a′v′β]gϵ,R(η, t)gϵ,R(η′, t′)dη′dη

≤

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)[av′β + a′vβ]gϵ,R(η, t)gϵ,R(η′, t′)dη′dη

≤ C
∫

(0,∞)2
avβg(η, t)dη

∫
(0,∞)2

v′β−αg(η′, t′)dη′ +C
∫

(0,∞)2
av−αg(η, t)dη

∫
(0,∞)2

v′2βg(η′, t′)dη′.

Since we can bound from above the moment estimates of the form M0,d, with d = 2β or d = β− α, when

testing (4.1) with avβ, the equation becomes

∂t M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) ≤ (1 −
2
3
− β)

∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)Θϵ(v)avβdη +C1M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) +C2M1,−α(gϵ,R(t))

≤ C1M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) +C2(t),

for some constants C1,C2,C1,C2(t) > 0, where C2 is a function C2 : R+ → R+, increasing, but finite for

any fixed time. Thus, for t ∈ [0,T ], we have

∂t M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) ≤ C1M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) +C2(T ).

We can conclude again using Grönwall’s inequality.

The rest of the moments in (2.18) are estimated using the same methods. The main idea is to use an

iterative argument that allows to reduce the exponents of the powers of a and v to lower order terms, for

which we already obtained uniform bounds.

For example, we analyse the moment M2,m, when m > 1. The fusion term is non-positive and the

linear terms in (4.1) satisfy (1 − 4
3 − m)

∫
(0,∞)2 gϵ,R(η, t)Θϵ(v)a2vmdη ≤ 0. We thus obtain:

∂t M2,m(gϵ,R(t)) ≲
∫

(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(η, η′)[(a + a′)2(v + v′)m − a2vm − a′2v′m]gϵ,R(η, t)gϵ,R(η′, t)dη′dη

≤

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

K(η, η′)[(a + a′)2(v + v′)m − a2vm − a′2v′m]gϵ,R(η, t)gϵ,R(η′, t)dη′dη

(4.6)

and use the fact that

(a + a′)2(v + v′)m − a2vm − a′2v′m ≤ [(a + a′)2 − a2 − a′2](v + v′)m + (a2 + a′2)(v + v′)m − a2vm − a′2v′m

≤ 2aa′(v + v′)m + (a2 + a′2)[(v + v′)m − vm − v′m]

+ (a2 + a′2)(vm + v′m) − a2vm − a′2v′m

≤ 2aa′(v + v′)m +

km∑
k=1

(
m
k

)
(a2 + a′2)(vkv′m−k + vm−kv′k)

+ a2v′m + a′2vm.
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4.1 Ramification theory

The terms containing powers of a of lower order, such as avk, k ∈ [0,m], are bounded iteratively. The rest

of the terms are of the form a2vb, with b−α, b+β ∈ (−α,m) or with b−α = −α. For b−α, b+β ∈ (−α,m),

we can use Hölder’s inequality for the integral containing the coagulation kernel:∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)a2vb+βdη ≤
( ∫

(0,∞)2
gϵ,R(η, t)a2vmdη

)θ( ∫
(0,∞)2

gϵ,R(η, t)a2v−αdη
)1−θ

, (4.7)

for some θ ∈ (0, 1). We can estimate M2,−α in a completely analogous manner as M2,0. The moments

containing only powers of v are bounded from above.

Thus, we combine (4.6) and (4.7) to deduce that

∂t M2,m(gϵ,R(t)) ≲ C1(t)
( ∫

(0,∞)2
gϵ,R(η, t)a2vmdη

)θ
+C2(t)

≤ C1(T )
( ∫

(0,∞)2
gϵ,R(η, t)a2vmdη

)θ
+C2(T ),

for some C1,C2 : R+ → R+, increasing, but finite for any fixed time. We conclude using Grönwall’s

inequality. □

In Proposition 4.3, we derived uniform estimates in ϵ,R for the moments in (2.18) of gϵ,R. This means

that the limit g will satisfy the same moment estimates.

Remark 4.4. g satisfies the estimates in (2.18).

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Proposition 2.9 follows by combining Propositions 4.1 - 4.3 and Remark 4.4.

□

We now prove a technical proposition which shows that we can test (2.4) with φ ≡ a.

Proposition 4.5. Let T > 0. Let µ < 0. Then equation (2.4) holds for every φ ∈ C1(R2
>0) with

supη∈R2
>0
|φ(η) + a∂aφ(η)| ≤ Ca and supη∈R2

>0
|∂vφ(η, t)| ≤ C if (2.18) holds.

Proof. Let T > 0, t ∈ [0,T ]. We construct a sequence of functions {ζn}n∈N ⊂ C1
c(R2

>0) such that ζn(η) = 1

when η ∈ [ 1
n , n]2 and ζn(η) = 0 when η < [ 1

2n , 2n]2. The idea is to use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

theorem in (2.4) for the functions φn = ζnφ. We thus show below only the needed estimates for the proof.

The term with the coagulation kernel in (2.4) can be bounded directly by∣∣∣⟨K[g](t), φn⟩
∣∣∣ ≤ C sup

s∈[0,T ]
M1,−α(g(s)) sup

s∈[0,T ]
M0,β(g(s)) +C sup

s∈[0,T ]
M0,−α(g(s)) sup

s∈[0,T ]
M1,β(g(s)) ≤ C(T ).

We now wish to control the fusion term in (2.4), namely∫
(0,∞)2

|r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)∂aφn(η)|g(η, s)dη.
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4.1 Ramification theory

Notice that we can construct ζn such that |a∂aζn(η)| ≤ C, for some constant independent of n ∈ N.

Moreover, we know that the fusion kernel satisfies (1.10) and that a ≥ c0v
2
3 . Thus

|r(a, v)(c0v
2
3 − a)| ≲ aµ+1vσ + aµvσ+

2
3 ≤ 2aµ+1vσ ≤ 2cµ0avγ−1. (4.8)

Using the above inequality, we find that the following upper bound holds

|r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)∂aφn(η)| ≲ avγ−1|∂aφ(η)| + avγ−1|φ(η)∂aζn(η)|

up to a multiplicative constant. We then use Young’s inequality to deduce that

avγ−1|∂aφ(η)| ≲ avβ + av−α−1

and

avγ−1|φ(η)∂aζn(η)| ≤ Cavγ−1 ≲ avβ + av−α−1.

Since we have that∫
(0,∞)2

(avβ + av−α−1)g(η, s)dη ≤ sup
s∈[0,T ]

M1,β(g(s)) + sup
s∈[0,T ]

M1,−α−1(g(s)) < ∞,

the moment estimates in (2.18) suffice in order to conclude our proof. □

We now have all the necessary parts in order to prove Theorem 2.12. We first prove that the total area

goes to infinity as t → ∞. More precisely, we will obtain a lower bound for the total surface area that

increases exponentially in time.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. From Proposition 4.5, we notice that the estimates (2.18) on g allow us to test

with φ(a, v, t) = a.

Since ⟨K[g], a⟩ = 0 and using (1.10), equation (2.4) becomes

∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)adη =
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)adη −

2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)adη + (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
r(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)dη

≥
1
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)adη − (1 − γ)R1

∫
(0,∞)2

a−|µ|+1vσg(η, t)dη.

We distinguish now two cases:

• Case 1:

If µ ∈ (−1, 0), we can apply Young’s inequality to obtain:

a1+µvσ ≤
ϵ

p
a +

ϵ−
q
p

q
v
σ
|µ| , (4.9)
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4.1 Ramification theory

where p = 1
1−|µ| and q = 1

|µ| . Thus, there exists a constant Cϵ > 0 for which:

−

∫
(0,∞)2

aµ+1vσg(a, v, t)dvda ≳ −
ϵ

p

∫
(0,∞)2

ag(a, v, t)dvda −Cϵ

∫
(0,∞)2

v−
σ
µ g(a, v, t)dvda.

Choose ϵ(R1) such that (1 − γ)R1
ϵ(R1)

p < δ̃, for some δ̃ ∈ (0, 1
3 ). Then, condition (2.17) implies:

∂t

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥(
1
3
− δ̃)

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη − C̃ϵ , (4.10)

where C̃ϵ = (1 − γ)R1
ϵ(R1)−

q
p

q supt≥0 M0, σ
|µ|

(g(t)).

• Case 2:

If µ ≤ −1, using (1.12), we have that a1+µvσ ≤ c1+µ
0 vγ−

1
3 and the equation for g becomes:

∂t

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥
1
3

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη −C
∫

(0,∞)2
vγ−

1
3 g(η, t)dη.

The moment M0,γ− 1
3

is bounded from above, cf. (4.2), so we are in the same situation as in Case 1.

We define C(R1) := (1−γ)R1
1
3−δ̃

ϵ(R1)−
q
p

q supt≥0 M0, σ
|µ|

(g(t)), where δ̃ is as in (4.10), when µ ∈ (−1, 0) and

C(R1) := 3(1 − γ)R1c1+µ
0 supt≥0 M0,γ− 1

3
(g(t)), when µ ≤ −1.

We have that, if µ ∈ (−1, 0),

∂t

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥(
1
3
− δ̃)

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη − (
1
3
− δ̃)C(R1).

If µ ≤ −1, we have

∂t

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥
1
3

∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη −
1
3

C(R1).

Thus, if we choose an initial condition such that∫
(0,∞)2

agin(a, v)dvda ≥ 2C(R1)

then ∫
(0,∞)2

ag(a, v, t)dvda ≥ e( 1
3−δ̃)tC(R1), (4.11)

if µ ∈ (−1, 0) and ∫
(0,∞)2

ag(a, v, t)dvda ≥ e
1
3 tC(R1),

when µ ≤ −1.
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We now prove that we can improve the lower bound found in (4.11) by removing the δ̃ in the expo-

nential. This will conclude the proof of Theorem 2.12.

In the following, we do not write explicitly the constants that are not necessarily relevant for the

proof. We want to improve the lower bound in (4.9) in the case when µ ∈ (−1, 0). For µ ∈ (−1, 0), we let

ϵ to decrease to 0 as t → ∞ in (4.9).

More precisely, we take a function ϵ(t) := ϵ1e−ϵ1
|µ|

1−|µ| t ∈ (0, ϵ1], for some constant

ϵ1 ∈ (0,
1

12
). (4.12)

This means that ϵ(t)−
q
p = ϵ

−
q
p

1 eϵ1t in (4.9) and thus:

a1+µvσ ≤
ϵ(t)
p

a +Cϵ1,µ
eϵ1t

q
v
σ
|µ| ,

where Cϵ1,µ is a constant depending on ϵ1 and µ. We denote A(t) :=
∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη and equation (2.4)

then becomes:

∂tA(t) ≥
(1
3
− ϵ(t)

)
A(t) − C̃eϵ1t, (4.13)

where C̃ is a constant depending on ϵ1, µ and M0, σ
|µ|

(g(t)). We note that
∫ t

0 ϵ(s)ds = 1−|µ|
|µ|

(
1 − e−ϵ1

|µ|
1−|µ| t

)
.

Since ϵ(t) ≤ ϵ1, for every t ≥ 0, we have that
∫ t

0 ϵ(s)ds ≤ ϵ1t. Multiplying (4.13) with e−
1
3 t+

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds,

we obtain:

e−
1
3 t+

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds

[
∂tA(t) − (

1
3
− ϵ(t))A(t)

]
≥ −C̃eϵ1te−

1
3 t+

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds

≥ −C̃e2ϵ1te−
1
3 t ≥ −C̃e−

1
6 t, (4.14)

since ϵ1 satisfies (4.12). Then we integrate in time from 0 to t:

e−
1
3 t+

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)dsA(t) − A(0) ≥ 6C̃e−

1
6 t − 6C̃

and thus

A(t) ≥ A(0)e
1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds

− 6C̃e
1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds + 6C̃e

1
6 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds

≥ A(0)e
1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds

− 6C̃e
1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds.

Using the definition of A(t), this can be written as∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥
( ∫
R2
>0

g(η, 0)adη − 6C̃
)
e

1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds.

This implies that, if we start with sufficiently large total surface area,
∫
R2
>0

g(η, 0)adη ≥ 12C̃, we have:∫
R2
>0

g(η, t)adη ≥ 6C̃e
1
3 t−

∫ t
0 ϵ(s)ds ≳ Ce

1
3 t,

where we used that 1 − e−ϵ1
|µ|

1−|µ| t ∈ [0, 1] and thus e−
∫ t

0 ϵ(s)ds
≥ e−

1−|µ|
|µ| .

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.12. □
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

In this subsection we prove Theorem 2.7.

We look at the following truncated version of equation (2.4):∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)φ(η)dη −
2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θ̃ϵ(a, v)a∂aφ(η)dη −
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)Θϵ(v)v∂vφ(η)dη

+(1 − γ)⟨Kϵ,R[g], φ⟩ + (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
r(η)(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)∂aφ(η)dη = ∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)φ(η)dη, (4.15)

where Kϵ,R is the term in (3.6) with coagulation kernel Kϵ,R defined in (3.1), Θϵ was defined in (3.4) and

φ ∈ C1
c(R2

>0). We define a continuous function Θ̃ϵ : R2
>0 → [0, 1] such that:

Θ̃ϵ(a, v) =


0 a ≤ 1 − ϵ and v ≤ ϵ;
Θϵ(v) a = c0v

2
3 ;

1 a > 1 or v ≥ 2ϵ,

(4.16)

which satisfies Θ̃ϵ(a, v) ≥ Θϵ(v). The choice in (4.16) was made in order for (4.15) to preserve the

isoperimetric inequality in time. This means that if g solves (4.15) and g(0) ∈ M I
+(R2

>0), then g(t) ∈

M I
+(R2

>0), for any t ≥ 0. Additionally, Θ̃ϵ does not vanish in the region {a > 1}. This form will simplify

the proof of the moment estimates.

Notice that, differently from Section 3, we do not truncate the fusion rate r(η) since r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a)

grows at most linearly.

The statement of Proposition 3.21 holds if we replace equation (3.5) with (4.15). This is obtained

using the same proof and the growth rate of r(η)(c0v
2
3 − a) in (4.15). Thus, we prove the existence of

solutions of (4.15) as in Proposition 3.21 with N = 2, which we will denote by gϵ,R. The choice N = 2

was made since we want to test equation (4.15) with a2 in order to obtain uniform moment bounds later

in the proof.

To prove Theorem 2.7 we will follow the strategy of Theorem 2.3. The main point is to find an

invariant set that allows us to pass to the limit as ϵ → 0 and R → ∞ in the two-dimensional coagulation

equation. In this case, it will be harder to estimate the moment M1,0 than in the case when µ > 0. This is

because of the fact that, in the case of (3.5), the moment estimates are a consequence of the fast growth

of the fusion ratio r(η). This fast growth does not take place in (4.15). We will be able to replace the fast

growth of r(η) with the choice of a sufficiently large constant λ.

We first prove some elementary inequalities that will be useful for the proof of Theorem 2.7.

Proposition 4.6. Let µ ≤ 0. For δ1 ∈ (0, 1), there exist λ sufficiently large (depending on δ1) and some
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

constants m1 = α(µ − 2) − σ, m2 = β(2 − µ) − σ such that:

av−α ≤
1 − γ

6
λaµ+1vσ−α + δ1a2 + vm1 ; (4.17)

avβ ≤
1 − γ

2(K0c0,β−α + 2)
λaµ+1vσ+β + δ1a2 + vm2 , (4.18)

where c0,β−α is a constant that will be fixed in Lemma 4.7 and K0 is as in (1.7).

Proof. We prove (4.17) in detail. The strategy to prove (4.17) and (4.18) is the same. The proof is as

follows.

For any δ2, δ3 ∈ (0, 1), there exist Cδ2 > 0 and Cδ3 > 0 such that

av−α ≤ Cδ2a
µ+1

2 v−α
3−µ

2 + δ2a2

and

a
µ+1

2 v−α
3−µ

2 ≤ Cδ3aµ+1vσ−α + δ3vm1 ,

with m1 = α(µ − 2) − σ. Combining the two inequalities, we obtain

av−α ≤ Cδ2Cδ3aµ+1vσ−α +Cδ2δ3vm1 + δ2a2.

To conclude the argument, we choose λ sufficiently large such that 1−γ
6 λ ≥ Cδ2Cδ3 and choose δ3 such

that Cδ2δ3 ≤ 1. □

We now make use of Proposition 4.6 to prove that we have uniform bounds in ϵ and R for the solutions

of equation (4.15).

Lemma 4.7. Let Kϵ,R be as in (3.1) and assume r satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.7. Let T > 0.

We define a semigroup S (t) : Uϵ,R,2 → Uϵ,R,2 in the following way: S (t)gin,R = gϵ,R(·, ·, t), for all t ∈ [0,T ]

and with Uϵ,R,2 defined as in (3.56) with N = 2. Take µ ≤ 0, fix ϵ̃ ∈ (0, 1), let mi ∈ R, i = 1, 2, to be the

coefficients found in Proposition 4.6 and denote α̃ := α + ϵ̃. Then there exist constants c0,−α̃, c0,mi , c2,0,

c1,−α, c1,β > 0, i ∈ {1, 2}, for which the set

ω̃ ={M0,1(gϵ,R) = 1; M0,−α̃(gϵ,R) ≤ c0,−α̃; M0,2(gϵ,R) ≤ c0,2; M0,mi(gϵ,R) ≤ c0,mi ;

M2,0(gϵ,R) ≤ c2,0; M1,−α(gϵ,R) ≤ c1,−α; M1,β(gϵ,R) ≤ c1,β},

i ∈ {1, 2}, is preserved in time uniformly in ϵ,R under equation (4.15), or equivalently S (t)ω̃ ⊆ ω̃, for all

t ∈ [0,T ].
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

Proof. Uniform bounds for moments of the form M0,d, with d ∈ R, are derived as in Propositions 3.16 -

3.18. We now find uniform bounds for M2,0(g), M1,−α(g) and M1,β(g). For φ ∈ C1(R2
>0), whose growth

in a is of order 1 + a2 and with ∂aφ(a, v) ≥ 0, we have that:

∂t

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)φ(η)dη ≤
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)Θϵ(v)φ(η)dη −

2
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θ̃ϵ(a, v)a∂aφ(η)dη

−

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)v∂vφ(η)dη + (1 − γ)⟨Kϵ,R[g], φ⟩ + λ(1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
aµvσ(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)∂aφ(η)dη.

Thus we obtain:

∂t M2,0(g(t)) ≤ −
1
3

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)a2dη +
4
3

∫
{a≤1}

g(η, t)a2dη

+ 2K0(1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)av−αdη

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η′, t)a′v′βdη′.

∂t M1,−α(g(t)) ≤ (
1
3
+ α)

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)av−αdη + (1 − γ)λ
∫

(0,∞)2
aµvσ−α(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)dη.

∂t M1,β(g(t)) ≤ (
1
3
− β)

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)Θϵ(v)avβdη + (1 − γ)λ
∫

(0,∞)2
aµvσ+β(c0v

2
3 − a)g(η, t)dη

+ K0(1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)avβdη

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η′, t)v′β−αdη′

+ K0(1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
g(η, t)av−αdη

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η′, t)v′2βdη′. (4.19)

Notice that in (4.19) the truncation on the kernel does not create problems: for M1,−α the term with the

coagulation kernel is non-positive and for M2,0,M1,β we used Kϵ,R ≤ K.

Making use of (4.17) and (4.18), (4.19) becomes:

∂t M2,0(g(t)) ≤ −
1
3

M2,0(g(t)) +
4
3

M0,0(g(t)) + 2K0(1 − γ)M1,−α(g(t))M1,β(g(t)).

∂t M1,−α(g(t)) ≤ (
1
3
+ α)M1,−α(g(t)) −

(1 − γ)λ
2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ+1vσ−αg(η, t)dη

≤ −M1,−α(g(t)) + 6c0M0, 2
3−α

(g(t))

+ 3
∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

av−αg(η, t)dη −
(1 − γ)λ

2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ+1vσ−αg(η, t)dη

≤ −M1,−α(g(t)) + 3δ1M2,0(g(t)) + 3M0,m1(g(t)) + 6c0M0, 2
3−α

(g(t)), (4.20)
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

where we have used that α < 1 (see (1.8)) and thus 2c0(α + 4
3 ) ≤ 6c0 and α + 4

3 ≤ 3, and

∂t M1,β(g(t)) ≤ −M1,β(g(t)) + 2M1,β(g(t)) −
(1 − γ)λ

2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ+1vσ+βg(η, t)dη

+ K0(1 − γ)c0,β−α

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)avβdη + K0(1 − γ)c0,2β

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, t)av−αdη

≤ −M1,β(g(t)) −
(1 − γ)λ

2

∫
{a≥2c0v

2
3 }

aµ+1vσ+βg(η, t)dη + K0c0,2βM1,−α(g(t))

+ (K0c0,β−α + 2)M1,β(g(t))

≤ −M1,β(g(t)) + K0c0,2βM1,−α(g(t)) + 2C(c0,β−α)c0M0, 2
3+β

(g(t)) +C(c0,β−α)δ1M2,0(g(t))

+C(c0,β−α)M0,m2(g(t)), (4.21)

where C(c0,β−α) = K0c0,β−α + 2. As we have that M0,0, M0, 2
3−α

, M0,m1 , M0,m2 , M0, 2
3+β

are uniformly

bounded from above, (4.20) and (4.21) become:

∂t M2,0(g(t)) ≤ −
1
3

M2,0(g(t)) + 2K0(1 − γ)M1,−α(g(t))M1,β(g(t)) +C;

∂t M1,−α(g(t)) ≤ −M1,−α(g(t)) + 3δ1M2,0(g(t)) +C;

∂t M1,β(g(t)) ≤ −M1,β(g(t)) + K0c0,2βM1,−α(g(t)) +C(c0,β−α)δ1M2,0(g(t)) +C, (4.22)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on γ, c0 and the upper bound of some moments of the form

M0,d, with d ∈ R. Using (4.22) we are able to find a region that stays invariant in time.

In order to give some insight about the proof, we consider first the case δ1 = 0, since the result for

δ1 > 0, sufficiently small, follows by a perturbative argument. (4.22) becomes

∂t M2,0(g(t)) ≤ −
1
3

M2,0(g(t)) + 2K0(1 − γ)M1,−α(g(t))M1,β(g(t)) +C;

∂t M1,−α(g(t)) ≤ −M1,−α(g(t)) +C;

∂t M1,β(g(t)) ≤ −M1,β(g(t)) + K0c0,2βM1,−α(g(t)) +C. (4.23)

Notice that from (4.23) we deduce that the set {M1,−α(g) ≤ C, M1,β(g) ≤ C(K0c0,2β + 1), M2,0(g) ≤

3[C + 2(1 − γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β + 1)]} stays invariant in time.

Let δ1 > 0. We prove that the region defined by {M1,−α(g) ≤ 2C, M1,β(g) ≤ 2C(K0c0,2β + 1),

M2,0(g) ≤ 3[C + 32(1 − γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β + 1)]} is invariant in time.

Assume that M1,−α(g(0)) ≤ 2C, M1,β(g(0)) ≤ 2C(K0c0,2β + 1) and M2,0(g(0)) ≤ 3[C + 32(1 −

γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β +1)]. By continuity in time, for all s sufficiently small, we obtain that M1,−α(g(s)) ≤ 4C,

M1,β(g(s)) ≤ 4C(K0c0,2β + 1). Plugging this in (4.22), we obtain that

∂sM2,0(g(s)) ≤ −
1
3

M2,0(g(s)) + 32K0(1 − γ)C2(K0c0,2β + 1) +C, (4.24)
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for all times s small enough. Thus, the region M2,0(g(s)) ≤ 3[C+32(1−γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β+1)] is invariant

for small enough times. We now make use again of (4.22) and the newly obtained bound for M2,0, to

deduce that

∂sM1,−α(g(s)) ≤ −M1,−α(g(s)) + 9δ1[C + 32(1 − γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β + 1)] +C;

∂sM1,β(g(s)) ≤ −M1,β(g(s)) + K0c0,2βM1,−α(g(s))

+ 3C(c0,β−α)δ1[C + 32(1 − γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β + 1)] +C, (4.25)

for sufficiently small times. Choosing δ1 sufficiently small so that 9δ1[C+32(1−γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β+1)] ≤ C

and 3C(c0,β−α)δ1[C + 32(1− γ)K0C2(K0c0,2β + 1)] ≤ C, we obtain that the regions M1,−α(g(s)) ≤ 2C and

M1,β(g(s)) ≤ 2C(K0c0,2β + 1) are invariant in time for all s sufficiently small. We are now able to iterate

the argument, extending it to all times. These bounds are independent of ϵ,R. □

We now have all the necessary parts to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We can uniformly bound M1,0(gϵ,R(t)) ≤ M1,−α(gϵ,R(t)) + M1,β(gϵ,R(t)), since

M1,−α(gϵ,R(t)) and M1,β(gϵ,R(t)) are bounded. This is enough to enable us to follow the steps of the proof

of Theorem 2.3 to conclude that there exists a self-similar profile for the two-dimensional coagulation

equation in this case. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.7. □

A Formal rescaling properties

It is worthwhile to mention that the equation (1.1) has some useful rescaling properties. More ex-

plicitly, if f satisfies (1.1) and
∫

(0,∞)2 v f (a, v, t)dvda = v0, then we can define a set of functions f̃k

f (a, v, t) =
v0

k
8
3

f̃k(
a

k
2
3

,
v
k
, kγ−1v0t). (A.1)

The rescaling (A.1) can be used to remove the dependence on v0, the problem being reduced to one

where the total volume of particles is equal to 1. We have that f̃k solves (1.1) with the fusion kernel r

replaced by r
v0

and ∫
(0,∞)2

v f̃k(a, v, t)dvda = 1.

Notice that, if f satisfies (1.1) and g is defined as

f (a, v, t) =
1

t
8
3 ξ

g(
a

t
2
3 ξ
,

v
tξ
, ξ log(t)), (A.2)

up to a translation in time, then g satisfies (2.1). Combining (A.1) and (A.2), we obtain that g̃k, which

can be expressed in terms of g in the following manner

g̃k(Ã, Ṽ , τ̃) = v
8
3 ξ−1
0 g(v

2
3 ξ

0 Ã, vξ0Ṽ , τ), (A.3)
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where τ = ξ log(t) and τ̃ = ξ log(kγ−1v0t), satisfies (2.1) with total volume equal to 1. In particular, if we

choose k = vξ0, we have τ̃ = τ.

We obtain the following rescaling property for g̃k in terms of g:

My1,y2(g̃k(τ̃)) = v
γ− 2

3 y1−y2
1−γ

0 My1,y2(g(τ)), (A.4)

for y1, y2 ∈ R, which we make use of in Proposition 2.9 and Theorem 2.12. Notice that in the relation

between the moments of g and the moments of g̃k the dependence on the variable k vanishes and the

reason we choose to fix k = vξ0 is in order to avoid the time translation.

The existence of a function gin which satisfies (2.15), (2.20) and has volume v0 is equivalent by means

of the scaling (A.3) to finding a function g̃in(Ã, Ṽ) such that all these inequalities hold with v0 = 1. The

existence of such a function can be easily seen if we choose its support in an appropriate region contained

in Ṽ ∈ [ 1
2 , 1] and with Ã sufficiently large.

Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that the total volume of the particles is equal to 1,

keeping in mind that the constants R0 and R1 in (1.10) change by a factor v0.

B Proof of some results used to obtain the existence of solutions for the
truncated time-dependent problem

Proof of Proposition 3.6. The following remark is used in order to prove the stated properties:

Φ(V,V ′, t)ehϵ (l2(V,V′,t),t) = ehϵ (V,t)+hϵ (V′,t). (B.1)

We make use of (3.20), (3.21), the kernel bound and the inequality |e−x1 − e−x2 | ≤ |x1 − x2|, for x1, x2 ≥ 0.

We first prove that the map stays in the ball of radius 2M. In order to bound J1[G] in (3.23), we use

that xt,V (A) ≤ A, for every t ∈ [0, τ] and the assumption τ ≤ ln 2. For the term J2[G], we notice that

1+ xt,V (A)+ xt,V′(A′) ≤ (1+ xt,V (A))(1+ xt,V′(A′)). Thus, for every φ ∈ Cc(R2
>0) with ||φ||∞ ≤ 1, we have:∫

(0,∞)2
ehϵ (V,t)(1 + xt,V (A))J[G](A,V, t)φ(A,V)dVdA ≤ 2||φ||∞

∫
(0,∞)2

(1 + a)gin,R(a, v)dvda

+
1 − γ

2
||KR||∞||G||2||φ||∞τ

≤ M + (1 − γ)2M2||KR||∞τ ≤ M + 1 ≤ 2M.

55



We now prove that the map J, which was defined in (3.23), is contractive:∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

ehϵ (V,t)(1 + xt,V (A))[J[F](A,V, t) − J[G](A,V, t)]φ(A,V)dVdA
∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 2
∫

(0,∞)2
(1 + a)gin,R(a, v)dvda||KR||∞||φ||∞||F −G||(eτ − 1)

+
1 − γ

2
||KR||∞(||F|| + ||G||)||φ||∞||F −G||τ +

1 − γ
2
||KR||

2
∞||G||

2||φ||∞||F −G||τ(eτ − 1)

≤ (M||KR||∞ + 2M(1 − γ)||KR||∞ + ||KR||∞)(eτ − 1)||F −G|| <
1
2
||F −G||.

□

Proof of Proposition 3.7. By testing with ehϵ (V,t)xt,v, for t ∈ [0, τ], and using (B.1), we obtain that:∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(η, t)ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)dη ≤ 2
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(η)Adη +
1 − γ

2

∫ t

0

∫
R2
>0

∫
R2
>0

KR(ϕs(η), ϕs(η′))Gϵ,R,δ(dη, s)

Gϵ,R,δ(dη′, s)ehϵ (V,s)+hϵ (V′,s)[(xs,V (A) + xs,V′(A′)) − xs,V (A) − xs,V′(A′)]ds.

Thus: ∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)dVdA ≤ 2
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(A,V)AdVdA,

which is bounded by assumption. Similarly, testing with ehϵ (V,t), we get:∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t)ehϵ (V,t)dVdA ≤ 2
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(A,V)dVdA.

The condition imposed on gin,R in order to prove Proposition 3.6 was 2
∫

(0,∞)2(1 + a)gin,R(a, v)dvda ≤ M.

Thus, we can replace gin,R by Gϵ,R,δ(·, ·, τ) and then iterate the argument to extend the solution to all

times. □

Proof of Proposition 3.14. Let s, t ∈ [0,T ]. We denote by g(·, t) := S (t)g(·). Let n ∈ N be sufficiently

large. Let φ ∈ Cc(R2
>0) and φn ∈ C1

c(R2
>0) be such that sup(a,v)∈R2

>0
|φn(a, v) − φ(a, v)| ≤ 1

n . Then∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[S (t)g(η) − S (s)g(η)]φ(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ + ∣∣∣∣∣ ∫

(0,∞)2
[g(η, t) − g(η, s)][φn(η) − φ(η)]dη

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ + 2

n
sup

r∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2

g(η, r)dη

≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ + C

n
, (B.2)
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where we used that we can bound supr∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2 g(η, r)dη from above. On the other hand,∣∣∣∣∣ ∫

(0,∞)2
[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

|g(η, r)φn(η)|dηdr +
2
3

∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

|g(η, r)a∂aφn(η)|dηdr

+

∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

|g(η, r)v∂vφn(η)|dηdr + (1 − γ)
∫ t

s
|⟨Kϵ,R[g](r), φn⟩|dr

+ (1 − γ)
∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

rδ(η)|c0v
2
3 − a|g(η, r)|∂aφn(η)|dηdr.

As Kϵ,R is bounded and gϵ,R,δ has compact support in the v variable, we can find a constant C(ϵ,R, δ),

which depends on ϵ,R, δ such that∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

3

∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

|g(η, r)a∂aφn(η)|dηdr +C(ϵ,R, δ)|t − s|

+
1
δ

C(ϵ,R, δ)
∫ t

s

∫
(0,∞)2

|1 + a|g(η, r)|∂aφn(η)|dηdr.

As supr∈[0,T ]

∫
(0,∞)2(1+a)gϵ,R,δ(η, r)dη is bounded from above, we find that there exists C(ϵ,R, δ) depend-

ing on the written parameters, such that∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φn(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(ϵ,R, δ)|t − s|. (B.3)

Combining (B.3) with (B.2), we obtain the continuity in time of the map t →
∫

(0,∞)2 g(η, t)φ(η)dη, if

φ ∈ Cc(R2
>0). We now extend the argument to all functions φ ∈ C0(R2

>0). Let φ ∈ C0(R2
>0), with

||φ||∞ ≤ 1. Due to the support of g ∈ Uϵ,R, it is enough to cut the function φ for large values of a in order

to make it compactly supported. Let χM(a) be as in (3.31). Then∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φ(η)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∫
(0,∞)2

[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φ(η)χM(a)dη
∣∣∣∣∣ + 2

∫
(M,∞)×[ϵ,2R]

∣∣∣[g(η, t) − g(η, s)]φ(η)
∣∣∣dη

≤ C|t − s| + 2M−1
∫

(M,∞)×[ϵ,2R]
a[g(η, t) + g(η, s)]dη

≤ C|t − s| + c(t)M−1.

We conclude the argument by taking M sufficiently large. □
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Proof of Proposition 3.24. Let n ∈ N. By Lemma 3.23, we have that:∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(η, t)ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)ndη ≤

≤2
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(η)Andη +
1 − γ

2

∫ t

0

∫
R2
>0

∫
R2
>0

KR(ϕs(A,V), ϕs(A′,V ′))Gϵ,R,δ(η′, s)Gϵ,R,δ(η, s)

ehϵ (V,s)+hϵ (V′,s)[(xs,V (A) + xs,V′(A′))n − xs,V (A)n − xs,V′(A′)n]dη′dηds

≤2
∫
R2
>0

gin,R(η)Andη + (1 − γ)||KR||∞

kn∑
k=1

(
n
k

) ∫ t

0

∫
R2
>0

ehϵ (V,s)xk
s,V (A)Gϵ,R,δ(η, s)dη∫

R2
>0

ehϵ (V′,s)xn−k
s,V′(A

′)Gϵ,R,δ(η′, s)dη′ds,

where kn is taken as in Lemma 3.23. The above computations show that, in order to find an upper

bound for
∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(η, t)ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)ndη, it is enough to estimate
∫
R2
>0

Gϵ,R,δ(η, t)ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)kdη, where

k ∈ [1, n − 1]. As such, we can use an iteration argument for the exponents of xt,V (A). We then use that∫
(0,∞)2

Gϵ,R,δ(A,V, t, )ehϵ (V,t)xt,V (A)dVdA ≤ 2
∫

(0,∞)2
agin,R(a, v)dvda

as in the proof of Proposition 3.7, which can be found in this appendix. In this manner, we derive suitable

moment estimates which allow to extend the obtained solution to all times by iterating the argument. □

C Some technical results used to prove the existence of self-similar pro-
files

Remark C.1. In order to simplify the notation we will write g and gin instead of gϵ,R,δ and gin,R, respec-

tively, in the following computations. It is relevant to take into account that gϵ,R,δ := g is supported in the

region (a, v) ∈ [c0ϵ
2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R).

Proof of Proposition 3.16. We obtain (3.35) by testing (3.5) with φ(a, v) = v. In order to derive (3.36),

we test (3.5) with φ(a, v) = vγ.

By Remark 3.15 and since g is supported in the region (a, v) ∈ [c0ϵ
2
3 ,∞) × [ϵ, 2R), we can ignore the

dependence of Kϵ,R on R:

(1 − γ)
2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)ξR(v + v′)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)γ − vγ − v′γ]dv′da′dvda

≤
K1(1 − γ)

2

∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

(v−αv′β + vβv′−α)ξR(v + v′)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)γ − vγ − v′γ]dv′da′dvda

≤
K1(1 − γ)

2

∫
{v< R

2 }

∫
{v′< R

2 }

(v−αv′β + vβv′−α)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)γ − vγ − v′γ]dv′da′dvda.

58



Suppose v ≥ v′ and take z := v′
v ∈ (0, 1]. We have:

(v−αv′β + vβv′−α)((v + v′)γ − vγ − v′γ) ≤ vγ(zβ + z−α)vγ((1 + z)γ − 1 − zγ)

≤ −(1 − γ)v2γzγ = −(1 − γ)vγv′γ,

since (1 + z)γ − 1 − zγ ≤ 0 and z−α ≥ 1. We also used that:

(1 + z)γ − 1 = γ
∫ 1+z

1
sγ−1ds ≤ γz ≤ γzγ.

Equation (3.5) now becomes:

d
dt

M0,γ(g(t)) ≤ (1 − γ)
∫

(0,∞)2
vγΘϵ(v)g(a, v, t)dvda −

(1 − γ)2K1

2

( ∫
{v< R

2 }

vγg(a, v, t)dvda
)2

≤ (1 − γ)M0,γ(g(t)) −
(1 − γ)2K1

4
M0,γ(g(t))2 +

(1 − γ)2K1

2

( ∫
{v> R

2 }

vγg(a, v, t)dvda
)2
.

We can control the region where v > R
2 using (3.35), namely:∫

{v> R
2 }

vγg(a, v, t)dvda ≤
(R

2

)γ−1 ∫
(0,∞)2

vg(a, v, t)dvda ≤
(R

2

)γ−1
M0,1(gin),

thus finding a constant C > 0, independent of ϵ ∈ (0, 1),R > 1 and δ ∈ (0, 1), for which

d
dt

M0,γ(g(t)) ≤ (1 − γ)M0,γ(g(t)) −
(1 − γ)2K1

4
M0,γ(g(t))2 +C.

We then conclude that there exists a constant C0,γ, independent of ϵ,R and δ, for which the region

M0,γ(g(t)) ≤ C0,γ is invariant in time. □

Proof of Proposition 3.17. We want to bound

K(a, v, a′, v′)[(v + v′)m − vm − v′m].

Assume v ≥ v′. Denote z := v′
v ∈ (0, 1] and observe that:

K(a, v, a′, v′)[(v + v′)m − vm − v′m] ≤K(a, v, a′, v′)vm[(1 + z)m − 1 − zm] ≤ 2CmK(a, v, a′, v′)vmz

≤2CmK0vγ(zβ + z−α)vmz ≤ 4CmK0vγ+mz−α+1

≤4CmK0(vβ+m−1v′−α+1 + v′β+m−1v−α+1), (C.1)

where we used that

(1 + z)m − 1 = m
∫ 1+z

1
sm−1ds ≤ m(1 + z)m−1z ≤ Cm(1 + zm−1)z,

since m > 1 and z ∈ (0, 1]. By symmetry, (C.1) holds for all (v, v′) ∈ (0,∞)2.

59



Equation (3.5) becomes:

d
dt

M0,m(g(t)) ≤ −(m − 1)M0,m(g(t)) + (m − 1)
∫
{v≤2ϵ}

vmg(η, t)dη + 2(1 − γ)CmK0M0,β+m−1(g)M0,−α+1(g)

≤ −(m − 1)M0,m(g(t)) + (m − 1)2m−1M0,1(gin) +CM0,β+m−1(g(t))M0,−α+1(g(t)). (C.2)

By (3.35) and (3.36), we obtain that M0,−α+1(g(t)) is uniformly bounded as −α + 1 ∈ (γ, 1].

Additionally, we have that m + β − 1 ∈ (γ,m). Let C0,γ be the constant found in Proposition 3.16,

then there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that:

M0,m+β−1(g(t)) ≤ M0,γ(g(t))1−θM0,m(g(t))θ ≤ C1−θ
0,γ M0,m(g(t))θ. (C.3)

Hence, combining (C.2) and (C.3), we find an invariant region in time for the moment M0,m. □

Proof of Proposition 3.18. Let C0,m̃ be the constant found in (3.37), with m̃ > 1 as in Proposition 3.2,

and let β < 1 as in (1.7). For all t ≥ 0 :

1 = M0,1(g(t)) ≤ N1−β
∫

(0,∞)×(0,N)
vβg(a, v, t)dvda + N1−m̃

∫
(0,∞)×(N,∞)

vm̃g(a, v, t)dvda

≤ N1−βM0,β(g(t)) + N1−m̃ max{M0,m̃(gin),C0,m̃}. (C.4)

Thus, for N > 0 sufficiently large, we obtain

M0,β(g(t)) ≥
1

2N1−β . (C.5)

We analyse the term∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)ξR(v + v′)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)−l − v−l − v′−l]dv′da′dvda.

We make use of Remark 3.15: From the definition of Kϵ,R in (3.1) and the support of g, we have that

Kϵ,R = K when v, v′ ∈ [ϵ, 2R)2. Since (v + v′)−l − v−l − v′−l ≤ 0, we can use the lower bound for K in

(1.7). We obtain:∫
(0,∞)2

∫
(0,∞)2

Kϵ,R(a, v, a′, v′)ξR(v + v′)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)−l − v−l − v′−l]dv′da′dvda

≤K1

∫
{v< R

2 }

∫
{v′< R

2 }

(v−αv′β + vβv′−α)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)[(v + v′)−l − v−l − v′−l]dv′da′dvda

≤K1

∫
{v< R

2 }

∫
{v′< R

2 }

(−v−α−lv′β − v′−α−lvβ)g(a, v, t)g(a′, v′, t)dv′da′dvda

and (3.5) thus becomes:

d
dt

M0,−l(g(t)) ≤ (1 + l)M0,−l(g(t)) − (1 − γ)K1

∫
{v< R

2 }

v−α−lg(a, v, t)dvda
∫
{v< R

2 }

vβg(a, v, t)dvda. (C.6)
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By (C.5) ∫
{v< R

2 }

vβg(a, v, t)dvda ≥
1

2N1−β −

(R
2

)β−1
≥

1
4N1−β , (C.7)

for all R > 1 that are sufficiently large.

As −l ∈ (−α − l, 1), there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) for which M0,−l(g(t)) ≤ M0,1(g(t))1−θM0,−α−l(g(t))θ ≤

M0,1(gin)1−θM0,−α−l(g(t))θ. Combining this with (C.6) and (C.7), there exists a constant C > 0 such that:

d
dt

M0,−l(g(t)) ≤ (1 + l)M0,−l(g(t)) −C
( ∫
{v< R

2 }

v−lg(a, v, t)dvda
) 1
θ

.

We use x
1
θ ≥ 21− 1

θ (x + y)
1
θ − y

1
θ with x =

∫
{v< R

2 }
v−lg(a, v, t)dvda and y =

∫
{v> R

2 }
v−lg(a, v, t)dvda. We

can bound
∫
{v> R

2 }
v−lg(a, v, t)dvda from above because R > 1 and M0,1(g(t)) is uniformly bounded. Thus

d
dt

M0,−l(g(t)) ≤ (1 + l)M0,−l(g(t)) −C1M0,−l(g(t))
1
θ + 2l+1CM0,1(gin)

and we conclude using the uniform bound on M0,1 and then a comparison argument. □
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