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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 > (3671')%»% }. 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:
0if(a,v,t) + dylr(a, v)(cov% —a)f(a,v,t)] = K[fl(a,v,1), co := (367r)%, (1.1)

where

1
K[f1(a,v,1) :== f Ka-d.,v—Vv,d V)f,vV,0fa-ad,v-V, Hdvdd
2 (0,a)x(0,v)

- f K(a,v,a' V)f(a,v,0)f(a,V,Hdv'dd’.
(0,00

In this model, f is the density of the particles in the space of area and volume for any given time ¢ > 0.
The coagulation operator K[ 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:
(ar,vi) + (az,v2) — (a1 + az,vi + ).

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).



The main difference between (1.1) and the standard one-dimensional coagulation model is the pres-
ence of the term d,[r(a, v)(cov% —a)f(a,v,1]. We call d,[r(a, v)(cov% —a)f(a,v, )] 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 cov% — a indicates
that the area of the particles tends to be reduced as long as it is larger than that of a sphere cov%. 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]).
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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.
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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 > cov% }. Moreover, the evolution generated by (1.1) has the property



that it preserves the set of measures supported in this region. For simplicity, we define the set
§:= {(a,v) € (0,002, a > covi). (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

(9,f af(a,v,t)dadv = f r(a, v)[cov% —alf(a,v,t)dadv <0, (1.3)
(0,00)?

(0,00)?
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:

g( ? 4
(1+ t)%f (1+ ;)%f’ 1 +0¢

)for.f: L (1.4)

f(a,v,t) =
-y

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 A (without modifying the geometry),
then the diameter is scaled with a factor A3 and the area scales like 3. This suggests the following

assumptions for the coagulation kernel:
K@%a, v, 3d', V') = VK(a,v,d’ V), (1.5)

for all (a,v,d’,V") € (0, )*, A € (0, ) and v € [0,1). We assume y < 1 in order to avoid gelation and to
obtain volume-conserving solutions. y > 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(d',V',a,v), (1.6)



for all (a,v,a’,v") € (0, c0)*.
We work with non-negative continuous kernels on (0, c0)* that, in addition to the properties already

stated, i.e. (1.5) and (1.6), have the following bounds:
K™+ ) < K(a,v,d' V) < Ko™ VP +v™0F), (1.7)
for some K, Ky > 0, for all a,v,d’,v" and for the following coefficients:
a>0andy=8-ac[0,1)and B € (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 o > 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
a > 0, we have My 4(g) := f(o,oo)Z vg(a,v)dady < oo, 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 @ > 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 a = 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 v¢, with d > v, 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 @ = 0. Specifically, we restrict ourselves to the case when
2
a/:Oandy=,B€(O;§). (1.9

The reason to restrict ourselves to the case when y < % is because for this range of values it will be easier
to obtain estimates for M; o(g) := f(o o) ag(a,v)dadv. Due to the isoperimetric inequality, this estimate
implies an estimate for the moment M, 2. Since we expect to have estimates only for moments My 4,

. o, . 2
with d > v, it is natural to assume y < %.

Assumptions on the fusion kernel

Concerning the fusion kernel r, we assume that r € CI(RiO) and that there exist constants Ry, Ry > 0
such that:

Roa"Vv" < r(a,v) < Ria"v, (1.10)



for all (a, v) € (0, )? and some coefficients u,o €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(3a, v) = ¥ r(a, v), (1.11)
for all A € (0, o0) and
2
SHto=y-L (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:

{[8ar(a, V) — ,ua_lr(a, v (a — cov%) +r(a,v) >0, and d,r(a,v) < Ba~'r(a,v), if u > 0; (1.13)

Oqr(a,v)(a— cov%) +r(a,v) >0, and d,r(a,v) < Ba'r(a,v), ifu<o,

. 2 . . .
for all (a, v) € (0, o0)?, with a > cov3 and for some constant B > 0. A particular case used in applications

that satisfies the above mentioned properties is when r(a, v) = a*v’, with u > —1 and o 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 y and
o, we can have different behaviors for the solutions of the described model.

For y > 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 u < 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

f(o c0)? H(a,v)f(a,v,dvda

H =
(W fm,m)z f(a, v, t)dvda

, for any time ¢ > 0.

More precisely, for 4 < 0 and keeping in mind that the fusion does not change the total volume, if we
start with a distribution of particles for which
0
(a)( )2 > Ao
((v)(0))?



for Ay sufficiently large, then we obtain the following behavior

(a)(®)

(M®)3

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

— 0o ast — oo. (1.14)

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)(1)
2
()3
Actually, we will obtain a result stronger than (1.14). Namely, in the case u < 0, we obtain in addition

¢ _ @0 _ @O
MO~ WD T 0’

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

~last — oo.

(1.15)

the particles, (v)(f) — oo as t — co. 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 >> p3 ast — oco. In partic-
ular, particles satisfying a >> v 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 u < 0. Actually, the proof covers in addition the case when
u = 0, which corresponds to the case of fusion kernels considered in [14]. Thus, in the case u < 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 » 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



Ry~1 > ramification
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Fig. 4 Different scenarios in the case u < 0

Ry > 1 ——— existence of self-similar profiles

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



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].

1.1

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.

Notations and plan of the paper

For I c [0, )2, we denote by C.(/) and Cy(/) the space of continuous functions on / with compact

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

with the supremum norm. ., (1) will denote the space of non-negative Radon measures, while .Z (1)

will be the space of non-negative, bounded Radon measures, which we endow with the weak-* topology.
We denote Rio := (0, )?.

We make in addition the following simplifications:

We use the notation 77 := (a, v). We will use interchangeably both notations for convenience.

We keep the notation f(a,v)dvda or f(i)dn for Radon measures, independently of the fact the

measure may not be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
M (f) == f(o o aV! f(a, v)dvda, for some k, [ € R.
For a suitably chosen ¢ : Rio — R and for (a, v,a’,V) € (0, c0)*, we will denote:

xela,v,d' V') =pla+d,v+V)—pla,v)—ed,V);
1
K[flg) == f f K(a,v,d' Vx(a,v,a’ V) f(d V) f(a,v)dv'da' dvda.
2 Jo.wop Jo.oop
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 notationi = I,Ntomeani e N, 1 <i < N.



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 y > 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 u < 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 y are a
consequence of the fast growth of the fusion ratio r(7), which does not take place now. We will be able
in this case to replace the fast growth of () 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

8 2 2
0= §g(n) + gaﬁag(n) +v0,g(m) + (1 = y)0ulr(m(a — cov3)g(p] + (1 = YK[glm). (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

Wit

MLIR2) = {h e M (R | h(fa < cov3)) = 0}. (2.2)

10



21 Thecaseu>0

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

on %Jr(RiO). Similarly, we denote
ML R2) = {h € My p(R2) | h(la < covi)) = O). (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 @ > 0. Let g € C([0, c0); A Jf(Rzo)). 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 f v +V¥)g(a, v, Hdvda <
1€[0,T] J(0,00)2

and, for all ¢ € CL([0, 00); C{(R?))) and 1 € [0, o)

!
f g1, (7, )y — f g(1,0)p(n, 0)drp — f f g1, )57, 5)dnds =
(0,00 (0,00)2 0 J(0,00)?

! 2 ! !
f f g(n, )e(n, s)dnds — = f f g(m, )ad,e(n, s)dnds — f f g(m, $)vo,e(n, s)dnds
0 Jo.0o2 3 Jo Jo.wop 0 Jo.op2

+(1-7v) fo (K[gl(s), p(s))ds + (1 —y) fo f(o . r(n)(c‘ov% —a)g(m, $)0ap(n, s)dnds.
’ (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 o > 0. We will say that a measure g € .Z i(RiO) is a self-similar profile for the

two-dimensional coagulation-equation if
f (v +V)g(a, v)dvda < oo (2.5)
(0,00)?
and for every ¢ € Cl (RZO) the following equality is satisfied:

2
f st - - f e(madap(n)dn - f ey
(0,00)2 (0,00)2

(0,00)?

+(1 = y{K[gl,e) + (1 -7v) f(o . r(n)(cw% —a)g(mdap(n)dn = 0. (2.6)

2.1 Thecaseu >0

The following result states the existence of self-similar profiles in the case when a > 0.

11



22 Thecaseu<0

Theorem 2.3. Let u,a > 0 and vy > 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

f(o co)? vg(a,v)dvda = vo. In addition, g satisfies M, ;(g) < oo, for all n,k € R.

The existence of self-similar profiles in the case p > 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
cov%.

We will use the following definition for self-similar profiles for coagulation kernels satisfying (1.9)
Definition 2.4. Assume @ = 0. We will say that a measure g € .Z f(RgO) is a self-similar profile for the

two-dimensional coagulation-equation if

f (a + ¥ +P)g(a, v)dvda < o 2.7)
(0,00)2

and for every ¢ € C! (Rio) the following equality is satisfied:
2

3 f gmavd,e(n)dn + f gV o,p(m)dn — (1 —) f vr(n)(Cov% —a)g(m)d.e(n)dn
(0,002 (0,00)? (0,00)?

==y [ KOs ety ) ewidnan @8

Notice that we obtain equation (2.8) by replacing in (2.6) the test function ¢ with a test function of
the form vy. The new form of the equation is chosen since in the case @ = 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 a = 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 u > 0, there exists a self-
similar profile for the two-dimensional coagulation-equation, in the sense of Definition 2.4, satisfying

Myx(g) < oo, foralln>0and k > .

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 > cov%}, namely M_M%n(g) < ¢y"Mo,y(8) < oo.

2.2 Thecaseu <0

When u 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



22 Thecaseu<0

Theorem 2.7 (Self-similarity in the case of slow fusion). Let u < 0 and a > 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 A > 1, depending only on Ky, K\ and vy, such that for any vy > 0,
if r(a,v) satisfies (1.10) with Ry > Avy, then there exists a self-similar profile g for the two-dimensional

coagulation-equation, in the sense of Definition 2.2, with total volume f(o o) vg(a,v)dvda = vy.

Remark 2.8. Notice that Theorem 2.7 applies also in the case when u = 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 Ry in (1.10) needs to be sufficiently large, in the
following manner stated below.

First we can assume without loss of generality that vo = 1 by means of a rescaling argument (see
Appendix A). With this rescaling, the theorem states that if Ry > A, for some sufficiently large constant
A > 0, then there exists a self-similar profile.

Assume for simplicity that r(a,v) = Roa" and that u < 0. In other words r(a,v) = Roa%T_l) 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 > 2cov% since the region {cov% <ac< ZC()V%} 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(¢) := f(o o) ag(n, t)dn. We test formally in (2.4) with ¢ = a. Equation (2.4) becomes

1 2
GAW) = SAD) + Ro f #(cov’ — a)g(n, 1)dn

(0,00)2
1 R
<lpp - f & g(n, D, 2.9)
3 2 (0’00)2

Fix € € (0, 1). Since u < 0, by Young’s inequality, we have that there exists some 1. > 0, depending on

€, sufficiently large such that

4 _
4= A.a" + ed. (2.10)
Choosing Ry > 2., (2.9) becomes
QAN < —A() + € f a*g(n, H)dn. 2.11)
(0,002

We then analyse the moment M. To this end, we test (2.9) with ¢ = a®. Since K = 1 and the fusion

term is non-positive, we deduce

1 2
9, f a2y, 1dn < —~ f a2g<n,t)dn+<1—y>( f ag(. t)dn)- 2.12)
(0,002 3 J0.0p2 (0,002

13



22 Thecaseu<0

Combining (2.11) and (2.12) and choosing € to be sufficiently small, it follows that
1
af(Aa) + f a*g(r, t)dn) <-¢ f a*g(n, Hydn — A(®) + (1 - Y)(A®)*, (2.13)
(0,00)? (0,00)?
In other words, using the notation D(¢) := f(o wo)? azg(n, t)dn + A(t), we obtain

0:D(t) < —éD(t) +(1- 'y)(D(t))z. (2.14)

If we take an initial condition gj, such that D(0) < ﬁ_w, we will have by (2.14) that D(r) < m
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 Ry 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 a > 0 and u < 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. Jf(Rio) with f(o,m)z vgindvda = vo. There exists a constant C1(vg) > 0, depending on vy, Ko, K,
and vy, cf. (1.5) and (1.7), such that, if

f . v gin(a, v)dvda < C1(vp), (2.15)
(0.00)
where x| € {ﬁ,y - %} and
f (@ + a¥)(v ol ¢ ymaxll+ e 3o (0 yydvda < oo, (2.16)
(0,002

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

Definition 2.1 with g € C([0, oo); . (R? o)), which in addition satisfies the following moment estimates.

>

sup f v¥g(a, v, H)dvda < Ci(vp) 2.17)
t€[0,00) J(0,00)2
and, for every T > 0,
sup f (@ +a>H) !+ vmaX{Hg"”%})g(a, v, t)dvda < oo. (2.18)
1€[0,7] J(0,00)2

Remark 2.10. We have that C;(vg) = a vg(x‘_”, where a > 0 depends only on Ky, K;, and v, cf. (1.5)
and (1.7), and £ 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 ¢ = a. Actually, we do not need estimates for moments of the form M5 ¢ in order to
prove this, but we keep the form (2.18) in order to emphasize that more general moment estimates can

be obtained.

14



22 Thecaseu<0

If © < 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 @ > 0 and u < 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, c0); A Jf(Rio)) be a solution of the time-dependent fusion problem as in Definition 2.1 with total

volume of particles equal to vy and satisfying (2.17) and (2.18). Then the following holds: there exists a
constant Cy(vg) > 0, depending on vy, Ko, K1, v, uand o, cf. (1.5), (1.7) and (1.10), such that, if

Ry <y, (2.19)
where Ry is as in (1.10) and
j(;) . agin(a,v)dvda > Cy(vp), (2.20)
then
f(o . ga,v, advda > C,Co(v)e’, 2.21)
for some C,, depending on p.
3y

Remark 2.13. We have that C»(vg) = Ezv‘o , for £ as in (1.4), where 62 > 0 depends only on K, K1,
v, and o, 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 gi, € ///Jf(Rio) and satisfies (2.15), (2.16), (2.19) and (2.20), with C(vg)
and Cy(v) 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 vyp = 1 by means of a rescaling argument (see Appendix A). With this
rescaling, is we have R; < 1 and f(o wo)? 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) = ¢* and that ¢ < —1. In other words, in order to be consistent
with the condition (1.10), r(a,v) = aMT_U. The rigorous proof of Theorem 2.12 will be a generalization
of the following idea.

Test formally in (2.4) with ¢ = a. We have (K[g],¢) = 0. Denote by A(?) := f(o,oo)Z ag(n, t)ydn.
Equation (2.4) becomes

1 2
GAW) = SAD + fo a(cov? ~ gl D
(0,00)

1

> 340 - [ gonnay
3 (0’00)2
1

> 2AW - ! f Vi g(p, . (222)
3 (0’00)2

It turns out that we can prove
f V'3 g(n, 0y < max( f V73 gin(mdn, C), (2.23)
(0,00)? (0,00)?

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
1
0:A(t) = §A(t) -C, (2.24)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on gip.
From (2.24), we deduce that if A(0) is sufficiently large, then A(¢) behaves like e3'. This is the content

of the ramification result in Theorem 2.12.

3 Existence of self-similar solutions when p > 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 > cov% }, 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 € € (0, 1) and

R > 1, we define a truncation K.r : (0, c0)* — [0, o) for the coagulation kernel to be a continuous
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function such that:
K. g(a,v,a’,v') = min{K(a,v,d’,v"),2""PKoe *RP}, (3.1)
where K satisfies (1.7) and take &g : R.9 — [0, 1] to be continuous and defined in the following manner:

Er(v) =0, when v > 2R, (3.2)
Er(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 ®, : (0,c0) — R to be a smooth

monotonically increasing function such that:

I, v>2e
Oc(v) = 0. ve<e (3.4)

The main issue is to find a suitable subset of .Z {(Rio) 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 ¢ € C(l)(Rio), we analyse the

following regularized version of (2.1):

2
f g, HO(v)p(n)dn — 3 f g, H®(v)ad,p(n)dn — f gm, H®()vd,p(n)dn
(0,00)? (0,00)? (0,00)?

U= NEerlih) + =9 [ et~ gt 0dgonin =, [

(0,00

. gm, He(mdn,  (3.5)
where
1 / / /
(Kerlgl, ) = 3 f f Ker(a,v,a’ V)R + vV )x,(n, 1 )dn'dn. (3.6)
(0,002 J(0,00)2

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

r(n) max{v7, L5}

=—— 3.7
rs(a,v) (1t 0 (3.7)
for ¢ € (0, 1) and where we denoted
12
L= ———, (3.8)
Ro(1 —7)
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where Ry is as in (1.10). Notice that rs(n) — r(n) for fixed 7 as 6 — 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 g € .#!(R2,) such that

f (1 +a)g(a,v)dvda < oo, (3.9
(0,00)?
we define the space

Uer =18 € M1R2)). 3(R2) \ [coe™, ) x [€,2R)) = 0, satisfies (3.9)}. (3.10)

In this section we will prove the following technical results.

Proposition 3.1. Take K, g as above, i.e. (3.1) holds, and assume it satisfies (1.6). Let ging € M Jf b(Rio)ﬂ

Uer. There exists a unique solution gcgs € Cl([O, 00); ///j(RiO)), 8ers(t) € Ucp, that satisfies

sup f (1 +a)gers(a,v,t)dvda < oo,
1€[0,T] J(0,00)2
for all times T € [0, o), for the weak formulation of the coagulation equation (3.5) with initial datum
8in,R-

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

Let K, 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(¢) : Ucg — U in the following way:

S(Dginr = 8er (1) (3.11)

for all ¢ € [0, T'], where g¢ g is the unique solution of the weak formulation of the coagulation equation
with coagulation kernel K, g found Proposition 3.1.

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

Proposition 3.2. Lete € (0,1),R > 1,6 € (0, 1). Let K. g defined as in (3.1) and rs 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) : U¢g — Ucp
asin(3.11), fort € [0,T].

Let u > 0 in (1.10). Then there exist constants co—q—g, Com, 1,0 > 0, where € € (0,1) and in >

max{1, l%l}, with the property that the set w(€, R, 9), defined as

w(€,R,06) :={Mp1(gers) = 15 Mo —a—-e(8ers) < Co—a-2s Moi(8ers) < Coms M1o(8ers) < c1ob (3.12)

if @ > 0 and

w(€, R, 6) :={Mo1(gers) = 1; Moy(8ers) < coys Mow(gers) < Coms M1,0(gers) < 1,0} (3.13)
ifa=0,
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

is preserved in time uniformly in €,R, 6 under equation (3.5), i.e. S(H)w(e,R,0) € w(e, R, ), for all
te[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 M|, 1 appears in
p

Proposition 3.2.

3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We define the functions A, V : Rio X R0 — R in the following manner, by looking at the character-

istic equations:

2 2
0:A(ap,vo, 1) = (1 — A, V)(coV3 — A) — —O(V)A;
iAlag, vo, 1) = (1 = y)rs(A, V)(co ) 3 V) (3.14)
al‘v(aOa V0, t) = _®€(V)‘/’
with initial conditions
A(ag, v0,0) = ao;
(3.15)
V(ao,v0,0) = vo.
By (1.13), we have the following inequality, that we write for future reference
SAH! 2
2 o o [0aT(A, V) = B r(A, V)I(A = coV3) + (A, V)
Oalrs(A, VYA — coV3)] = max{V7, L6} Vol + 640
— Al — Vi
> max(V”, L6} [0ar(A, V) — uA™ (A, V)I(A = coV3) + (A, V) > 0.
Vo1 + 6A)

Fix t > 0. We denote the pair (A(ag, vo, 1), V(ag, vo, 1)) =: ¢.(ap, vp). Observe that, due to the form
of the equations in (3.14), the function V is independent of ag. In particular, there exists a family of
functions {y;};>0 : Rso — R such that y,(vy) := V(agp, vo, ). In the same manner, we fix vo and we
define x;,, : R0 = R by x;,,(ao) := A(ao, vo, 1).

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(ag,vo,t) = vy, when'V < g
(2) V(ag,vy,t) = voe™ !, when V > 2e.

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

(3) Let P(vy,t), with (vg,t) € (0,0) X [0, 00) be a solution of 0;P = —®(P)P. Define then H = coP%,
forallt > 0 and all vy € (0, 0). Then H solves the first equation in (3.14). In particular, we have
that, if (ag, vo) € 3S, then (A, V) € 85, where S was defined in (1.2);

(4) The mapping ¢; sends S#S, ie #/(S) C S, where S was defined in (1.2);
(5) If (ap,vo) € S, we have that 04y, > 0 and 8,,y; > 0.

Proof. The fact that A(ag, vo, 1) and V(ag, vo, t) are well-defined for (ag, vo) € S, with S as in (1.2), and
for ¢t > 0 follows from standard ODE theory, as well as the choice of truncation rs in (3.7), which avoids
blow-up in finite time. Statement (1) follows from the fact that ®.(v) = 0, when v < €. Statement (2)
follows from the fact that ®.(v) = 1, when v > 2e.

In order to prove Statement (3), take H = C()P%. Notice on one hand that

2 2
8,H = a,(COP%) = %P‘%G,P = —%&(P)P%.

On the other hand, it follows that

2 2 2 2 2
(I =y)rs(H, P)(coP3 — H) — §®5(P)H = —§®e(P)H = _%GE(P)PE'

Thus, H = C()P% 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 d,,y; > 0 since the proof of the fact that 0,4, x;,, > 0
follows using a similar argument. We have that
9,0y, V(ao, vo, 1) = —0v(O(V)V)0,,V;
{ 6VOV((10, vo, 1) = 1.

Thus

1
By Vg, vo.1) = e~ h WOV OV 5

O
Definition 3.4. We define the pair (I}, ;) € S, with S defined in (1.2), to be the solution of
yi(la(vo, vy, 1)) =y:(vo) + y:(v();
, , , (3.16)
Xe o (vov,0 (L1(a0, A, 2(vo, v, 1), 1)) =Xe(a0) + Xz (),

where (ag, vo) € S, (ay, vg) € Sand € [0, o).
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We make the following notation: ¢;'(A, V) := (xt—;,l NCH) y V).

For further use, we define

he(voy ) = f 0.y, (0))ds. (3.17)
0

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

work with a function K : (0, 00)* — [0, c0), 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 K, r throughout this subsection. We will also write Ky instead of K g
(which was defined in (3.6)) when we work with K. The same notation will be used in Subsection 3.3
and Appendix B. Notice that we will need to work with K, r in Subsection 3.2 in order to obtain suitable
moment estimates.

We first start by proving there exists G € C([0, 0); .. i(RiO)) which satisfies the following equation:

1 -
o [, o venpavivan =222 [ [RGBV DGV + 5V NGV 1)

G(A, V, D[p(¢  (9(A, V) + ¢i(A”, V' I)DV, V', 1) = p(A, V)eheV' D — p(A”, V/)eeVD1dV'dA’dVdA,
(3.19)

for every ¢ € Cc(Rio) and

OV, V', 1) := e Ne(V\V 0.0+he (VD) +he(V'1)
Notice that the operator Ky on the right-hand side of equation (3.19) encodes information about the fusion
process and not only about coagulation through the function ¢,(A, V) and that (3.19) is a reformulation
of (3.5) using characteristics.

Let7T > 0. Take M =2 f(o oo)2(1 + a)gin,r(a,v)dvda + 1, for some gin r as in Proposition 3.1. Choose
7 < T such that

1
(M +2(1 = y)M + D)||Kgllo(e” = 1) < 5 (3.20)
2(1 — y)M?||Kglloor < 1 and 7 < In 2. (3.21)

We will use the following auxiliary metric space

Yer =(G € C([0, 7]; 4! ((R2))) : |Gl| = sup

>
0<t<t

f "Y1 + x, y(A)G(A, V, HdVdA| < 2M;
(0,00)?

G(Rio \ [coe%, o) X [€, 2Re"), t) =0, forevery r € [0, 7]}. (3.22)
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Given G € Y., we define
alGI(A, V1) := f , KR(@(A, V), (A", VDERGHY) + y(VNGA', V', 1)t VWDavdA,
{A2V'3)
which is well-defined since Ky is bounded. For gi, r as in Proposition 3.1, we analyse the properties of
the map J : Y. — C([0,7); A4 (Rio)), defined by

fR _ JIGIA, V.0)g(A, V)AVAA = J1(G, 1) + (G 1), (3.23)
2
where:
(G, 1) = fR g4, Vye~ b adCIAVAE 54 yydydA
2
and

— t 't
J2(G, 1) :=ITV fo fR i fR i ¢ [ AGIAVIUE ko5 (A, V), (A, V' NERS(V) + y5 (V)X
G(A,V,)GA', V', s)go(gb;l((ps(A, V) + ¢S(A’, VWPV, V', s)dV'dA’dVdAds,

for every ¢ € Cc(Rio).

Since G is non-negative, then J[G] € C(][O0, T];//A(Rio)). 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 ging is as in Proposition 3.1 and Kg as in (3.18). Assume G € Y¢r. Then
J[G] is supported in the same domain as the measures in Y, namely J[G] € C([0,7]; 4. i(Rio)) and
JIGI(R2, \ [co€¥, 00) X [€,2Re"). 1) = 0, for every t € [0,7].

Proof. Letp € CO(RiO) such that suppy C {A < coV%}. Since ging € Yer, then the term Ji(G, ¢) defined
in (3.23) vanishes. Due to the support of G, we have A > C()V% and A" > coV’%. By Proposition 3.3,
Statement (4), x,.y(A) > coyi(V)3 and x,y (A’) > coy,(V’)3. This implies:

’ 2 ’ 2 73 2
X1, v(A) + x,v (A" 2 coyi(V)3 + coyi(V)3 = co(y(V) + y(VT))3,

which implies that [1(A,A”, L(V, V', 1)) > colr(V, V', t)% by Proposition 3.3 and using the notation from
Definition 3.4. Thus the term J2(G, ?) in (3.23) vanishes as the support of ¢ gives that we have to work
in the set where [1(A,A’, L(V, V', 1)) < cola(V, V’, t).%.

For the sets (0, 00)2 \ (0, 00) X (0, 2Re’] and (0, 00)? \ [coe3, %) X [€, 00), 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 L(V,V’,t) > 2Re!, then y,(V) + y(V’) > 2R and &y(V) + y;(V’)) vanishes on this set. If
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

LV, V', 1) < ¢, then y,(V) + y(V’) < €, meaning V, V' < € and G vanishes on these sets. Lastly, we deal
with the set (0, 00)? \ [c()e%, o0) X (0, 00) by making use of the isoperimetric inequality colr(V, V', t)% <

xt‘ll2 v t)(x,,V(A) + x;y7(A))) < coe%. Thus, L(V,V’,t) < € and we proceed as before. O

Proposition 3.6. Let gin g as stated in Proposition 3.1 and Kg as in (3.18). Assume F,G € Y, with T as
in (3.20) and (3.21). Then

1. |JIGII < 2M;
2. The map J is contractive, more explicitly, ||J[F] — J[G]|| < %IIF -Gl
In particular, Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6 imply that J|G] € Y.

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 Y+
for the map J, which we will denote by G, g s. We will extend the solution to arbitrary times. To do so,
we show that the previous computations can be done if we replace gin g With G¢gs(:, -, 7) and then use

induction.

Proposition 3.7. Let G¢gs be the found fixed point for (3.23) up to time T defined as in (3.20), (3.21)
and with initial datum gi, g taken as in Proposition 3.1. For any T > 0, there exists a unique solution,
for which we keep the notation G¢ s € clqo,11;.# J{ b(Rio)) 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 G g be as in Proposition 3.7, that is G¢gs € clqo, 11;.# +’ (Rio)) with
Gera(R2) \ [co€3, ) X [€,2Re"), 1) = 0, for every € [0, T]. We define gers € C([0, T]; 4, (R2)) in

the following manner:

f 8ero(a v, Dp(a, v)dvda = f zehf“’)GE,R,(s(A,v,t)so«m(A, V))dvda, (3.24)
(0,00) (0,00)

for every ¢ € CO(RiO) and every f € [0, T].
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let g g s as in Definition 3.8. We will prove that gcgs € clqo, 11;.# +I(R§0))
and g r s satisfies equation (3.5) with coagulation kernel Kk and initial value gi, g. Moreover, ge,R,g(Rio\
[co€3, 00) x [€,2R), 1) = 0, for every 1 € [0, T).

Firstly, we prove that g. g s has the stated support. Assume ¢ € CO(RiO) is supported in {a < cov%}.
The right-hand side of (3.24) implies x;y(A) < coy,(V)%. By Proposition 3.3, we have A < C()V%. Since

Gers(t) € MLR2,), then:

>

f gers(a, v, Hp(a,v)dvda = 0.
(0,002

A similar argument can be used to prove ge,R,(g(RiO \ [coe%, o0) X [€,2R), t) =0, forevery t € [0, T].
We now prove that g, g s satisfies (3.5). We make use of (3.14) and (3.24).

d d
[ eerst@v, neta v, ndvda = 3 f f DG g (A, V, DA, VY)AVAA
dr (0,00)2 dr (0,002 J(0,00)2
d d
= f —(e”f(V”)so(@(A, V)))GE,R,a(A,v,z)dVdA+ f " Y Du(d(A, V) —Gers(A, V,)dVdA.
(0,002 dt (0,00)2 dr

The first term becomes:

d
f " E(ehe(V,z)QO(@(A, V)))GE’R’(S(A’ V,)dVdA
(0,00)

= ‘L )2 ((1 - '}’)F6(¢;(A, V))(COyI(V)% — xl‘,V(A))al(p((ﬁ[(A, V))

2
= 2O0V)TV NI B4, V) = O (VI (VIDag(di(A, V)
+ O.0H(V)e(i(A, V»)e’%(V’”Ge,R,a(A, V,1)dVdA,

where we used (3.17). For the second term, we have:

d
f " M(g(A, V)5, Gera(A, V. )dVdA =
(0,00

1 - ’ 4 4 ’ 4
L4 f 2 f Krr(A, V), 91 VDERGY) + 3V NGk, V', DGealA, Vo)
(0,00)= J(0,00)
el VeV D03 (A, V) + ¢(A”, V') — p(dr(A, V) — p(¢(A”, V)1V’ dA’dVdA.
Using now the definition in (3.24), we see that g r s satisfies (3.5). O

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

2 2
€\3 € ~ €\3 €
Ver = (co(i) 1o)X (5.4R) C B2y and Vg 1= [CO(Z) 100) X [7.8R] € B2,

Assumption 3.9. Let then K , € CI(VE,R X Ve r) be a mollified version of K, g1

€,

oxV. (1,1 chosen in

such a way that

/7 7 1
sup |Ker(m,m') — K p(n, )l < —,
.)€k n

for some n € N sufficiently large, to be fixed later, and some fixed compact set K C Ve g X V.

Proposition 3.10. Let K7 , be as in Assumption 3.9. Let g1, g2 be two solutions of (3.5) with initial values
gin1, 8in2, respectively. Assume both initial conditions satisfy the assumptions in Proposition 3.1. Let

T > 0. We work with functions on the space
Wr = (o € C'([0, T1,CLS) | (1) = 0if v ¢ [§,4R], for every £ < T},

where S was defined in (1.2). Let x(n) be an arbitrary function in Ctl)(S ) that is zero when v & [5,4R].
Then, for every T > 0, there exists a unique solution ¢ € Wr, with ¢(-,T) = x(-), which solves the

following equation:

2 >
0rp(n, 1) + ®E(V)(so(n, 1) —vo,p(m, 1) — §a8a90(n, t)) + (1 = y)rs(a, v)(cov3 — a)dap(n, ) + Lip)(n,t) = 0,

where
1 - ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
Lle(n, D), 1) := Ty fo ) K¢ r,m)ER(YV + VI )x (.1, 0)(g1 (', 1) + go2(n', 1))dn".
(0,00)

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

there exists a function ¢ that satisfies the equation:

9,11, 1) + Oc(y:(M)@(n, 1) + L(@(n, D) (@i (m), 1) = 0,

where ¢,(n) is defined as in (3.14).

We consider a modified version of the operator L(¢), which is possible due to the way the kernel was
truncated, as well as the support of g, g2. Let yr(v) be a continuous function which is equal to zero
when v < 5 and when v > 4R and is equal to 1, when v € [¢, 2R). Instead of working with L(¢), we work
with:

L@, D)1, ) = xe ROVL(e(, )1, 1).

We observe that, if ¢ is continuous and compactly supported in the v variable, then L(¢)(1, 1) is continu-

ous and compactly supported in the v variable. We emphasize the fact that, since g, and g, are supported

25



3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

in the region where {a > cov% }, the space of functions in C([0, T'], Ctl)(S)) will be enough to prove conti-
nuity of the semigroup in the weak-* topology later on. We thus prove that there exists a ¢ that satisfies

the equation

011, 1) + Oy (M@, 1) + L(@(1, (¢ (), 1) = 0. (3.25)

This will impose no problems when we prove the continuity in the weak-* topology of the semigroup,
since g1 and g, are supported outside the region where E((p) # L(¢). We prove the existence of a ¢ that

satisfies (3.25) via a fixed-point argument in the space
Wri={pe cl(o, T],Cll)(g))|¢(n, H=0ifv < g orv > 4Re!, for every t < T}.

We use the fact that the kernel is bounded and that

L )z[gl(n',t)+gz(n’,t)]dn’S f [8in,1 (") + &in2()1dy

(0,00)?

in order to prove contractivity. To prove that ¢(:,?) € Cé(g), for ¢t € [0, T'], we first prove that there exists
a constant C(¢) > 0 such that

C(1) < daxry(a) < 1. (3.26)
This is since
0 < 8,[rs(@ v)(a — cov3)] = Burs(a, v)(a — cov?) + rs(a, v). (3.27)

By (1.10) and (1.13), there exists a constant C. g s > O such that

Sak!
2. 10qr(a,v) r(a, V)lm max{v’, Lo} 2
dars(a, v)(a—cov3) = | Toodt ~ 13 oa ] @ cov?)
O0qr(a,v) max{v’, L6} 2
< (a—cov3)
1+ dat vo
Ba~'r(a,v) 2 ymax{v’, Lo}
< | =" 7(q— -
- [ 1+ da* (@ COVS)] v
BRa"~ W& 2 ymax{v’, Lo}
<|=—— " (q- - >
- [ 1 + da+ (a COV3)] v
BRia*v? max{v’, L6} BR; o
T+ o0 7 < 5 max{v", Lo} < Cers (3.28)

and

r(a,v) max{v’, Lo} < Ria*v" max{v7’, Lo}
1+ 6at v 1+ d6aH Vv

rs(a,v) = < Cerys- (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 (. O
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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 gi, 1, gin2 € Uer, respectively. Let
T >0. Letp € cl(o0, 71, C'(S)) such that ¢, T) = x(n) be the function found in Proposition 3.10.
Assume, in addition, that SUP,c§ [x(m)| < 1. Then there exists a constant C g(7'), which is independent of
the choice of n € N in Assumption 3.9 and depends only on the norm of g; and g», 7, € and R, such that
sup sup (17, $)| < Cer(T). (3.30)
sel0.T] pes

We now prove that the solution ¢ 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 (¢) : Ucg — Ucg defined in (3.11).

Proposition 3.12. Let g1, g2 be two solutions of (3.5) with initial values gin 1, 8in2 € Uer, respectively.
Let T > 0. Let ¢ € C1([0, T1,CY(S)) such that ¢(n, T) = x(n) be the function found in Proposition 3.10.
Assume, in addition, that sup, s [x(n)| < 1 and that x(n7) is Lipschitz. Then ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, in
the sense that, for every t € [0, T], there exists C(t) > 0 such that

sup (1, s) — @@, )| < C(OIn - 7l
s€[0,1]

for every 0,7 € S. Moreover, C(t) may depend on the norm of g\ and g, but is otherwise independent of
the choice of g\ and g».

Proof. Notice first that, since sup, .5 [y(7)| < 1, then sup o 5 1907, )| < Ccr(T) by (3.30). We use
Gronwall in (3.25):

T
1607, 1) = (1, Ol < () = x (@I + sup (@@, 2)| f O (ys(1) = Oc(ys(M))lds
ze[0.11.7€$ ‘

T T
b [ 10 - g okas + [ IG5 - 8000 s
t t

T
+ f L@, )(s(n) — 57, $)ds.

By the definition of K7 , in Assumption 3.9, we have its first order derivatives are bounded from above.
Moreover, ¢4(n) is Lipschitz continuous. Thus, there exists a constant C > 0, which can depend on €, R,

¢ and the norms of g; and g, such that

T
8. 1) — (0] < C f 81, 5) — 3G, )| + Cly — 7l

We use Gronwall and obtain |p(n, t) — §(7, t)| < C(#)|n — 77|. Combining this with (3.26), we conclude that
lo(m, 1) — (@, D] < C(O)n - 7. O

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 K , be as in Assumption 3.9. Lett > 0 and S(1) : Ucg — Ucg be the mapping
defined in (3.11). Then, we have that S (t) is continuous in the weak-* topology.

Proof. As before, assume that g, g2 are two solutions of (3.5) with initial conditions gin 1, &in2 € Uer,

respectively. Assume furthermore that there exists a constant C > 0 such that
f [+ @) (8in1 (1) + gin2(m)dny < C.
(0,00)

Let ¢ € Cé(Rio) with ¢(n7) = 0if (a,v) ¢ [co(g)%, L] x [%,4R], where €, R are as in Proposition 3.1 and
for some L > 0. Assume in addition that ||¢|lo < 1. Let 6 < 1. Our goal is to prove that, if for every
x € Co(R2,), with [lle < 1,

f 2[gin,z(n) — &in,1 (M Ix(n)dn is sufficiently small,
(0,00)

then for every y € Co(RZ), with [|y|le < 1,

J,_ tean0 - i oenan <

We make the following notation:

Chorm = sup f (I +a)(g1(n, s) + g2(n, s))dn < co.
s€[0,7] (0,oo)2

Notice that Cyor, may depend on the time ¢, but is independent of the choice of g;(n, 5), g2(n, 5), for
s € [0, t]. This is since we can bound

sup f (I +a)(g1(n, s) + g2(n, s))dn < C(1) f (I + a)(gin,1 (M) + gin2(n))dn
5€[0,1] J(0,00)2 (0,00)?

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

We fix n € N in Assumption 3.9 such that % < %, where C, g(?) is defined as in (3.30).

Let ¢ be the function found in Proposition 3.10 associated to the coagulation kernel K7 , for n € N
as above, and with (1, f) = ¢(1). Since ¢ € Cé (Rio), then by Proposition 3.12 the function ¢ is Lipschitz
continuous. Then there exists C(e, R, 6, t, Cporm) > 0 such that |o(n, ) — (7, s)| < C(€, R, 6, t, Chorm)|In—1l,
for every 1,7 € S and s € [0, £].

Assume M > 1 is a fixed constant whose value will be determined later. We take y», : R.g — [0, 1],

continuous, to be

1, whena € [coe?, M],

2 (3.31)
0, whena ¢ [co(5)3,2M].

xum(a) = {

Then there exists C(€, R, 6, t, Chorm) > 0 such that |o(n, s)ya(a) — @, s)ym(@)| < C(€, R, 8, t, Cporm)
In — 7|, for every 17,7 € S and s € [0, 7].
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3.1 Existence of solutions for the truncated time-dependent problem

We look at the set

K=1{peC®)| g0 =0ifn¢ [co<§>%,2M] x [§,4R]; 1B(7) — @) < C(e, R, 6, 1, Coorm)lt — 17

foralln,n’ € §}.

As the set is totally bounded, there exist N € N and ¢y,...,¢yy € K with the property that K C

Uﬁ\ilB(r,bi, Aﬁ). As ¢(-,0)ym € K, then minizﬁ SUP,c§ lo(n, Oy pr(a) — wi(n)] < 4Cfmm' Assume that,

for every y € Co(Rio), with |yl < 1,

6
L} o [8in207) = gin1 (DI (mdn < o5

‘We then have

f (g2 — &1]1(m, HP()dn = f (g2 — &11(m, He(n, Hdn
(0,002 (0,002

1 - ! ’ ’ ’
= L )z[gz,m = &1inl(me(n, 0)dn + Ty fo L . L )Z(KE,R(n,n ) = KZrm,m')DER(Y +V)

X', )1, 8) + &0, (g1, ) — g2(n’, $))dny’ dnpds

A
< [ tgin-summen o+ [ [ Kena) - Kl e+ v)
(0,00)? 0 JVerm YVerm
X1, )81, ) + 8207, )1 (', 5) — g2(n', 5))|dn’ dnpds

!
+ f f f |(Ker(, 1) = K¢ g, ' NERGY +V )Xo, 1, $)(8107, 8) + 82017, )
0 J(M,00)x[€,2R] J (0,00)2

(g1(1', 5) — g2(17', 8))|dny’ dnds
=Lh+hL+15, (3.32)

where Ve gy i= [coe%, M] X [€, 2R], for some sufficiently large M as in (3.31).
We bound the term /; in (3.32) by:

f [82.in — &1,in](M¢(n, 0)dn

(0,002
) f(o [82in = 81 (- Opcas(a)dy + f(o JL82in = gLin (g, O —xau(a)ld
< L) . [g2.in = &1in] (M1, O)x m(a@)dn + 2le(17, 0)lleo f M[gz,in + gLinl(mdn
< min,_yy L) . I[82.in = &1in](lle(7, 0)x m(@) — Yi(ldn

+max,_yy f L82in = g1in](Yi()dn + 2M ! Coomlle(, )l (3.33)
(0.00)

Notice that K was chosen independently of g1, g» since it depends only on C(e, R, 6, t, Cporm). Thus we
can bound max,_i f(o,oo)z [g2in — &1Lin](mM¥i(mdn in (3.33) by % independently of the choice of g, g2,
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

asy; € K, i = I,N. As |l¢(ll < 1, then SUpPero. 119Cs $llo < Cer(t). We can then choose M >

w in order to bound 2M ™! Cpomll¢(7, 0)l|. This means that

< (3.34)

A o
DN | On

f 2[gz,in — gLin]l(mMe(n, 0)dn <
(0,00)

4 norm

f X [82,in + &1,in](1)dn +
(0,00)

In order to bound I, in (3.32), we have that on ([coe% , M] % [€,2R])?

1

sup IKE R 1) = Ker(n )l < —

(nar)e(lcoe 3 MIx[e2R])?

. 3tl¢lleoCorm o &
by Assumption 3.9. Thus I, < ———tem < 2.
For I5 in (3.32), we take M > 6C6,R(t)C1210rmt||Ke,Rlloo%. This is because I3 can be estimated from

above by

M™'3Cer(IK? glloo + 1IKerlloo) sup f a(gi(n, s) + g2(n, s))dn f (g1(n, 8) + g2(n, s))dny’.
s€[0,] J{a=M)} (0,00)?

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 ¢ € Co(Rio) we use again that (Mo 1 + Mo0)(g1(s) + g2(s)) <
oo, for all s € [0, 7]. O

For g € Ucg, it is worthwhile to observe that the map S(-)g : [0,7] — U, defined in (3.11) is also

continuous in time.

Proposition 3.14. Let g € U g, with Ucg defined in (3.10) and T > 0. Let S(-)g : [0, T] — Ucr 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 p > 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 Y. 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 Ky satisfies (3.1). Then K g(a,v,a’,v') > Ki(Pv'= + v-®B) if v,»' > € and
v+ < 2R, forall (a,a’) € (0, 00)>.
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

We first mention that due to the choice of Y., and rs, we can test (3.5) with functions that do not
necessarily have compact support. More precisely, we can test with functions of the form a“v¥, d € R, as
longasc < 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 ging € . Jf(RiO) N w(€, R, 6). Let gers be the solution found in Proposition 3.1
with kernel K¢ g as in (3.1). Then
sup Mo,1(8ers(s -, D)) = Mo,1(8in,R)- (3.35)
Moreover, there exists a constant Cy,, > 0 such that:
Stl:(l)) Mo, (8ers(:, 5 1) < max{Mo,(ginr): Coyls (3.36)

uniformly in €, R and 6.

Proposition 3.17. Let ginr and gers (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 Cy,, > 0, independent of €,R and 9§, such
that:
sup Mo m(8er (-, 1)) < max{Mom(gin), Com}- (3.37)
>0
We can also obtain bounds independent of time for moments of the form My _;, with [ > 0, if we

require in addition that & > 0.

Proposition 3.18. Let ginr and gers (which we will denote by gin and g, respectively) be as in Propo-
sition 3.16. Assume a > 0. Let | > 0. Then there exists a constant Co_; > 0 for which the following
estimate holds:
sup Mo —1(ge.rs(1)) < max{Mo,—i(gin), Co -1}, (3.38)
20
uniformly in €, R and 6.
We now find uniform estimates for the total surface area of gcgs. The uniform estimates for the
surface area are a consequence of the fusion term overtaking the coagulation operator in the case u > 0.

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

estimates.

Proposition 3.19. Let gin g and ge g s (Which we will denote by gi, and g, respectively) be as in Proposi-
tion 3.16. Then

sup M1 o(g(-, -, 1)) < max{Mio(gin), C1,0}. (3.39)

>0
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

Moreover, if (1.8) holds and if M| _,(gin) < o0, there exists C1._o > 0 such that:

sup My _o(g(-, -, 1) < max{M; _4(gin), C1,-a}. (3.40)

>0

If (1.9) holds, there exists 51 > 0, for which y < 2 — 6y, and there exists C 1-6, > 0 such that:

sup M1 _5,(g(-, -, 1)) < max{Mi__s,(gin), C1,-5,}- (3.41)

>0

Proof. We test equation (3.5) with ¢(a,v) = av!, with I < 0. This is possible due to our choice of the
space Y., 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 a“v?, with ¢ < 1 and d € R. Since [ < 0, we have:

1

Ko g(a,v,d' V)[(a+d)v+v) —av' —a'v'] <0.

Equation (3.5) thus becomes:

d 1 M 7 Lo 2
MR < (5 + DMy (30D + (= PRo f @7 maxtv?. Lo} 3 _ aygta, v, ividvda. (3.42)

dr (0,00)2 1+ 6a*

We need some control over the drift term:
f a* max{v’, Lo} a* max{y’, Lo}
{a

(cov3 — a)g(n, Hldny < f (cov — a)g(n, Hv'dn

ZC()V%} 1+ dat {(122(;0\7%} 1+ dat
1 f a* max{y’, Lo} "y
<—= ————avg(n,t)dn.  (3.43)
2 {aZZCQV%} 1+ 6at s "
This integral can now be estimated as follows:
1 f a* max{v’, Lo} iy 1 f a* max{v’, Lo} iy
- - ————av gp,dn - = —————av "g(n,nd
2 {a22c'ov%,a"2%} 1+ 6a# SURDE 5 {aZZcov%,a/‘<%} 1 + éa* s D
1 1
< —-— R max{v”, Ls}av"g(a, v, H)dvda — f R a7 M g(a, v, ydvda
46 {a2200v§,a“2%} {a2200v§,al‘<%}
L 1
<-= f s avg(a,v, f)dvda — - f ) v lg(a, v, ydvda. (3.44)
4 {aZZcovf,a“Z%} 4 {a2200v§,aﬂ<%}

In order to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.44), we apply Young’s inequality. This
is possible since ¢ + 1 > 1. Thus, we obtain:
4

ol o=l € ol € P (ol
av' = aviE v < Z(qymt g Z

)q

where p = u+ 1 and % + (13 = 1. Thus, there exists a constant C. > 0 depending on € for which

_a .
avt < ea" ol 4 GCEVI #, or equivalently:

_ 1 -
—ah Tl < v  CaE
€
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3.2 Existence of self-similar profiles

and this implies:

1
- a’”]v‘r_‘l'g(a, v,t)dvda < —— avlg(a, v,t)dvda + CcMy ;_=(g(2)). (3.45)
{aZZcov%,aﬂ<l} {a 3 T

3 1
F € 22L0v3,ai‘<3}

From Propositions 3.16-3.18, we have that Mo,z—% (g(1)) is uniformly bounded from above. We combine
(3.43), (3.44) and (3.45) and then we choose € sufficiently small in order to obtain that

M 7, Lo 2 L
f 5 %(covg —-a)g(n, t)vldn < —= f 5 av_lllg(a, v, t)dvda + C.. (3.46)
{a=cov3 ) L+ 6a# 4 Jiaz2c0v3)

. . 2
Moreover, in order to pass back to the region {a > cov3

(3.46), we notice that:

} in the integral term on the right-hand side of

—f s avlg(a, v, t)dvda = —f 5 avlg(a, v, t)dvda+f 5 5 avlg(a, v, t)dvda
{a>2cov3}

{a=cov3} {cov3 <a<2cyv3}

< - f{ , av'g(a,v,ydvda + 2co f Vitle(a, v, ndvda.  (3.47)

azcov3} (0,00

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

d 1 L
g Mu(8®) < (§ +1DMy1(8(0)) = (1 = Y)Ro 7 M11(8(1)) + Ce. (3.48)

Assume a > 0. If / = 0 we conclude using a comparison argument since (1 — y)Ro% = 3 cf. (3.8). The
proof remains valid if we choose [ = —a.
If (1.9) holds and we choose [ = —§; to be such that % — 01 = 7y, we have that M, 24 and M, i, are
’ p

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

Proof of Proposition 3.2. LetT > 0. Let S(t) : Ucg — Ucp, fort € [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] — Ucg, for g € U, r. Propositions 3.16 - 3.19 prove that S (H)w(e, R, 6) € w(e, R, 9) if
we choose the constants co —q—z, com, €1,0 > 0 in Proposition 3.2 to correspond to the constants found in

Propositions 3.16 - 3.19. O
We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3, case a > 0. Existence of self-similar profiles. Assume first @ > 0. Let T > 0. Let
S() : Uer = Uep, fort € [0,T], be as in (3.11). For fixed ¢ € [0, T'], Proposition 3.13 assures that
the mapping S(t) : Ucg — Ucp is continuous in the weak-* topology. Proposition 3.2 gives us that
S(Hw(e, R, 0) C w(e, R, ).

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 g. r s(17). As 8crs € w(€, R, ), we can find a subsequence

(8¢,.Ri.0)k=1 that converges to some g in the weak-* topology as k — oco. This argument has been used

33



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 ¢ € Cé (Rio).

AS 8¢, ri.5, — 8 as k — oo, the linear terms containing g, g,.s, Will converge to the linear terms in

(2.6). We deal with the fusion term in the following manner:

[ oot —amiama@n - [ ot - adgngan)

(0,00)

< | 0 = e @ +| [ oot - upmls - guradon| (49

(0,00)?

As stated before, rs(7) — r(n) for fixed n as § — 0. Due to the compact support of ¢ and since
Za.Ruo, € w(e,R,0), the first term in (3.49) goes to zero as k — oo. The second term in (3.49) goes to
zero as k — oo since ¢ g5, — & as k — oo.

We now examine the coagulation term

L . f(o . Ker(,m)ér(v + VDo + 1) — o) — ()86, Ry.5, D& e re0. (1 )dny' d. (3.50)

Notice first that the support of g, r, 5, is contained in the strip v € [€, 2R). We can then replace K z(17,77")
by K(n,1"). On the other hand,

f i f i K@, mMIErv +v') = Ul +n') — () — ¢(7)18 e Re.5. D86 Ri5. (" )dn’ dn
(0,00) (0,00)

will go uniformly to zero as R — oo using only the uniform moment estimates in v, namely My and
My _o. Take a continuous function p : Ry — [0, 1] such that p(x) = 1, when x < 1 and p(x) = 0, when
x 2 2. Define then py(a,v,d’,v') = pGpGpPEDPGNP G PG PP G for M > 1 large
enough. We have that

f i f K .Ml +n") — o) — e 1Pm. 1)Ee R0 (DEeres (M)A dn
(0,00) (0,00)

converges to

L) . f(o . K, mMlem +1") = o) — o) pm(n,n')gmeg( )dy' dn,

as k — oo 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 [ﬁ, M.

When v < % 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 — oo in the region

{v < ﬁ}, using the uniform estimates for Mo _,—¢ and Mogz. When v > M, we use that M_, and My

are uniformly bounded to obtain the desired convergence. The regions where {y' < M} and {y’ > ﬁ} 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 < %} in the same manner as
. 3 . . .. . 2 . L.
the region where {v < (COLM)2 } due to the isoperimetric inequality a > cov3. For a > M, the main point is

to control

f O™ + Vg R o).
(0,00)2N{a>M}

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 C > 1 large, then

f v+ P)Zers(ndy < 2 f Vv 8ers(m)dn + f 0+ )2ers(mdy
{a>M) (0.002nfv< ) {a>M,ve[ £,Cl}
+2 f VZers(mdn
(0,002 {v>C}
<2C¢ f V€5 rs(mdn +2CM™! ~ agers(pdn
(0.002n{v< L} {a>Mvel £,C)
+20F! f _ VEers(mdn
(0,020 (>C}
<2C %o gz +2CM e+ 2071, (3.51)

where € is chosen as in Proposition 3.2 and cy, co.—o—e are the constants found in Proposition 3.2.
For given 6 € (0, 1), we first take C to be such that 2C~¥co ¢ + 2! < £ and then M such that
2CM~ ¢ 10 < %. This proves our desired convergence of f(O’m)Q nla> M}(v‘“+v5)g7€,R,5(n) tozeroas M — oo,

thus concluding our proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5, case a = 0. Existence of self-similar profiles. We keep the notation used in the
Proof of Theorem 2.3, case @ > 0. The proof is done in the same manner as in the case @ > 0.
The difference is that we derived uniform bounds for moments of the form My ., with ¢ > y and for the
moment M o, but we have no information about moments of the form My, with ¢ < y. This implies
that we now have to control the contribution of the regions {v < ﬁ} and {y < A‘—,I}, for a sufficiently large

M, in the term containing the coagulation kernel

[ Keauasg + vtetn 1) - 600 a0 O (352
(0,007 J(0,00)
For the region {v < %}, we have that:

’ f 1 f L Ker@, mERW + V' Wem +1") = 0()]Ze. re.5, (MEe.re.s, (1 )dr’ dny (3.53)

v<) J(0,00)
< f f O+ wP)em + 1) — e)I8e Ry 5 (DB e k5. (7)dn dy
<) J0,002
< 2l M7 Mo p(Be i) + M7 | f VO + 1) = @(DRe ke (D&t R (7 )y .
<) J0,00)
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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 — oo, it suffices to show that the integral

above is bounded.

f f Vi + ") — o865, (D& e re0,(7)dn’ dn
<} J(0,00)2

< 9l Mor@ams) [ Bamn ) < C.
(0,00)

We now deal with the region where {y' < %}:

’ f f Ker(1,DERWY + V' W1 + 1) = 9()]8 e Ri.6 (D& e Re5, (7)diy dng
(0,002 J{v' <}
< f f w0y + 1) — GIZe ke 50 (D e 01 ' (3.54)
(0,002 <}
For the first term in (3.54), we have:
f f VB+1|‘;0(T] + 77,) - 90(7])|g’ek,Rk,6k (n)gek,Rk,(Sk (U,)dnldfl
(0,002 J{v' <}

< ”V‘pHOO f VB+1(a, + vl)gek,Rk,&( (U)gek,Rk,ék(Tl’)dTI,dU
002 S
< M'B_IHV‘P”mMO,ﬁH (gek,Rk,(sk)MO,,B(gek,Rk,5k) + M_(Sl ”V90”°°M0v,3+1 (gfkkayék)Ml’_‘sl (gek’Rk"sk)'

For the second term in (3.54), we have:
[ et 1) = 0B e 0
(0,002 J{v'< 4}

<MH f f W + 1) = @)Ee ke, (DG, (7 )y
(0,002 J{v'< )
< MVl MG | (B res) + Mot (B k) M10(Be o))

We prove that the term in (3.52) converges to zero as M — oo in the regions {v > M}, {V/ > M}, {a < ﬁ}
and {d’ < ]3—4} in a similar manner. We deal with the regions where {¢ > M} and {¢’ > M} as in (3.51).

This concludes the proof. O

3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

We construct a self-similar profile § which satisfies M, x(g) < oo, for n,k € R, if (1.8) holds, and
My i(8) < oo, forn € N, k > vy, 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 M, ¢(g), n € N, we notice that we
can improve the estimates found in Proposition 3.19, while to derive bounds for M_, ¢(g), n € N, we use

the fact that they can be estimated in terms of Mo,-% (8.
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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_, x(2), it is enough to use a > cov% to obtain
—n.k~ - k—2n~ . ~
f{azmv%}a "v'g(a,v)dvda < ¢ f(o’w)z Vv73"g(a, v)dvda if Mo’k_%n(g) < 0.

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

powers of a.

Let N € N, N > 2. For some g € .#!(R? ) such that

f (1 + a™)g(a, v)dvda < o, (3.55)
(0,00
we define the space

Uern = {8 € #L(R2)), g(RiO \ [co€3, 00) X [e, 2R)) = 0, g satisfies (3.55)}. (3.56)

Proposition 3.21. Let K. be the kernel defined in (3.1). Let N € N, N > 2. Let ging € M J{ b(RiO) N

Uern- There exists a unique solution g gs € Cl([O, o), M J{ b(Rio)), 8ers(t) € Ucrn, that satisfies

sup f (1 + a")gers(a,v,Hdvda < oo,
1€[0,T] J(0,00)?

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

Proof. The proof is done via a standard fixed-point argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. The
space U, gy 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. O

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 Kg, see (3.18), and K g, see (3.1), interchangeably.
We define the space
Yy ={G € C([0, Tn); 4L ,(R2) : IGlly = sup

0<t<ty

f " VO(1 + XN (A)G(A, V,dVAA| < 2My;
(0.00)2 ’
G(R2, \ [coe®, ) x [€,2Re), 1) = 0, 1 € [0, 7y ]}

instead of Y ; in (3.22), where My = 2 f(o 00)2(1 +aV )gin.r(a,v)dvda + 1, ginr is as in Proposition 3.21
and we fix a time 7y instead of 7 such that

1
@N(1 = y)My + My + DIIKgllw(e™ = 1) < X (3.57)
2Y(1 - y)M%|IKRlloTn < 1 and 7y < In2. (3.58)

Proposition 3.22. Let N € N,N > 2. Let K.g 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 g as stated in Proposition 3.21. Let J be as
in(3.23). Assume F,G € Yy with Ty as in (3.57) and (3.58). Then
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

1. |JIG]Il < 2Mn;
2. The map J is contractive, more explicitly, ||J[F] — J[G]|ly < %llF - Gl|n.

Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 3.6, working with Yy, My and 7y instead of Y¢,, M and T,

respectively. We make use in addition of the inequality
1+ (v (A) + xy (AN <2711+ 6 () + xY, (A)).
For more details, see Proof of Proposition 3.6 in Appendix B, where similar arguments were used. O
We make use in addition of the following inequality provided in [2, Lemma 2].

Lemma 3.23. Assume that p > 1 and let k), := [pTH] Then, for all x,y > 0, the following inequalities

hold:
k-1 k,
> (i)(xky” Fr ) <@y - -y <) (l,:)(xky” K xR,
k=1 k=1

Proposition 3.24. Let N € N, N > 2, N fixed. Let G¢rs be the found fixed point for (3.23) up to time
Ty defined as in (3.57), (3.58) and with initial datum gin g taken as in Proposition 3.21. For any T > 0,
there exists a unique solution, for which we keep the notation G g s € C! (0, TY; A i b(Rio)) that satisfies
(3.19).

The proof of this proposition is based on an iterative argument and is given in Appendix B.
Let K, 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(¢) : Ucgn — Uer .y in the following way:

S(Dgink = 8ers(>"1) (3.59)

for all # € [0, T'], where g¢ g is the unique solution of the weak formulation of the coagulation equation

with coagulation kernel K, g found Proposition 3.21.

Proposition 3.25. Assume g¢ g s is the solution found in Proposition 3.21 for some N € N, N > 2, fixed,
with kernel K¢ p taken as in (3.1). Let u > 0.

If we are in the case (1.8), for k € R,n € [1,N], there exist constants cok,C1,-a>C1,1,Cn0o > 0 for
which the set

w = {Mo1(8ers(®) = 1, Moi(gers(t)) < coks M1,-o(8er (1) < Cl—ay M11(8er5(2) < €115
M, 0(gers(1) < cnpol

is preserved for all t € [0, T], that means S (tH)w C w.
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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 > y,n € [1, N], there exist constants cox,C1,1,Cno > 0 for which the

set

w = {Mo,1(gers(®) = 1, Mo(ger (1) < cox» M1,1(8ers(2) < 1,1, Mu0(8ers(1) < cnpo}
is preserved for all t € [0, T], that means S (t)w C w.

We prove this proposition after proving first some uniform moment estimates. To bound moments of
the form My, c € R and M _,, 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 M and M, , for n € [2, N].

We prove uniform bounds for M ,,(gecrs), m > 1, instead of only proving uniform bounds for the

moment M ; as the proof is done in a similar manner.

Proposition 3.26. Let ginr € w and gcrs (which we will denote by gi, and g, respectively) be as in
Proposition 3.21. Let m > 1. Assume in addition that f(o,oo)2 av"ginr(a,v)dvda < oco. Then there exists
Cim > 0, which does not depend on €, R, 8, such that:

sup Ml,m(g(" * t)) < maX{Ml,m(gin)’ Cl,m}- (360)

>0
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

- f av"g(a,v,1)O(v)dvda < —M ,,(g(2)) + 2™ f ag(a,v,t)dvda
(0,00)? (0,002

and, as M o(g) is uniformly bounded from above, equation (3.5) becomes:

S Mun(g0) < (1= 2~ mMu(g0) + € + (1= PRy f @ maxtv?. L) 3~ ayg(a, v, v"dvda

dr (0,00)2 1+ 6a*

1—
+— f f K(a,v,a' V)[(a+d)v+V)"—av" —a'Vv™ga,v,0)gld Vv, )dv'da’ dvda.
2 Jowoy Joeoy

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

kernel, we combine

m

a@a+a)v+ V)" —av" —avV™ =al(v + V)" =V +d [(v + V)" = V"]

with the inequality:

’

v+
v+V)"=V" = mf " s < m@v + V)Y < Cp (0" + VW),
v
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3.3 Moment estimates for arbitrary powers of area and volume

and obtain

K@, m)l(a+d)w + V)" —av" —a'v'™ < CuK(a,v,d' VY av™™ "V + av™ + a'v™ v + a'v™)

< KoC(V" VB + V"9 a™ W + av™ + V™ v + V™).

The moments My, ¢ > 7, are bounded from above. The term M| _, is uniformly bounded from above.
This was proven in Proposition 3.19. If m > 1, then m + 5 - 1,8,m —a — 1 € (—a,m) and we use
Holder’s inequality and conclude using a comparison argument. If m = 1, we only have to bound a?.

As B € (—a, m), we conclude in the same manner as before. m|

Proposition 3.27. Let ginr € w and gcrs (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 C,o > 0, independent of
€, R, 0, N, but dependent on n, such that:

sup Mn,O(g(" 1) < maX{Mn,O(gin)’ CnO} (361)

>0

Proof. This estimate follows from the fact that fusion overtakes coagulation in the case y > 0.
Notice first that due to the choice of the space Y, we can test equation (3.5) with &", for n € [2, N].
‘We have that there exists C,, > 0 such that:

kn
n _ _
Kcr(a,v,d’ V)l(a+ad)'—d" —a™" < K(a,v,a’,V') Z (k)(aka'" Ky av*a’%y
k=1
< Cn(v—avrﬁ + ‘/ﬁvr—(z)(an—la/ + aa/n—l)’

where £k, is taken as in Lemma 3.23. We have a uniform upper bound for j;o oo)z(av_“ +aP)g(a,v, )dvda
due to Proposition 3.26.

If @ > 0, we use the fact that there exists C, ¢, > 0 for which:

f a7 %(a, v, H)dvda < € f a"g(a,v,tydvda + C,, ¢, f v "g(a,v,)dvda
(0,00 (0,00)? (0,00)?

and

f a""We(a,v,Hdvda < € f a'g(a,v,t)dvda + Cp ¢, f vg(a, v, ndvda.
(0700)2 (0,00)2 (0,00)2

If « = 0and n = 2, we use that Mo and Mg are uniformly bounded from above. If @ = 0 and

n > 3, then

f d"g(a, v, f)dvda < € f a"g(a,v,t)dvda + C ¢, f ag(a, v, t)dvda.
(0,00 (0,00 (0,00)?
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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 H T LS 2 _
= Moo(g(0) < (1 - y)nRy f @ maxiv. Lo} 3~ ayen nadn

dr (0,00)2 1+ da+
+ Ccanp €1 Mpo(g(®) + C_anp)-

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

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

<

no no €

€
-
an = aan”'"V pn < _Z(ClV/‘“'" )}H-I’l + 2_V u+nq’

no

where p = ’% and % + cl, = 1. So there exists a constant C,, > 0, depending on ¢, for which:

n<

" < ed" ™" + Ce,vn

and this implies:

1 —n<
—f , @™ g(a,v,rdvda < —— , d"g(a,v,Hdvda + Cq, f v "k g(a, v, H)dvda.
{a

>2cov3} € J{a>2cpv3} (0,00)2

As moments of the form My, are bounded from above, we choose e, sufficiently small in order to be

. . 2
able to repeat the argument in (3.46) and then we recover the region where {a > cqv3} :

- f , d'g(a,v,t)dvda = — f , a"g(a,v,t)dvda + f R , a"g(a,v,t)dvda
{a=2cov3} {a>cov3) 3

{cov3 <a<2cov3}

< - f ) a'g(a,v, )dvda + 2co)" f v%” g(a, v, f)ydvda.
{a>cov3}

(0,00)?

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

d L(1 -
E n,O(g(t)) pS _n%ROMn,O(g(t)) + 3Mn,0(g(t)) + CE| ,€2,1 < _Mn,O(g(t)) + C€|,62Jl

and we conclude using a comparison argument.

O

Proof of Proposition 3.25. Let T > 0. Let N € N, N > 2, fixed. Let S(¢) : Ucgn — Ucrn, 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(f)w C w if we choose the constants

C0k>Cl—a»C1,1,Cno > 0 in Proposition 3.25 to correspond to the constants found in Propositions 3.26 -

3.27.

O

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 g for the two-dimensional coagulation equation

satisfying
f (1 +d"gn(a,v)dvda < c;p, (3.62)
(0,00)?

for every n € [1, N]. Moreover, if @ > 0, we have that f(o’m)z(v‘“‘g + v + a)gn(a,v)dvda is bounded
uniformly independently of N, for € as in Proposition 3.2. If @ = 0, we have that f(o,oo)z("y N ALIEE
a)gn(a,v)dvda is bounded uniformly independently of N. We can thus find a subsequence of {gn}y>2
that converges to some g in the weak-* topology and g 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 ¢, in (3.62) are independent of N, for n < N, we can conclude that there exist
some constants ¢; > 0 such that f(o,oo)z ag(a, v)dvda < cg, for all d € [1, o0).

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:

d
f a®V*g(a, v)dvda < T11 a*13(a, v)dvda +
(0,00

k(d+1) ~
V a,v)dvda.
+1 (0,00)2 d+1 L’W)Z g( )

4 Different asymptotic behaviors for yu < 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 g;, € .# Jf (Rio). We initially
prove well-posedness for a truncated version of the time-dependent problem. Since u 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:

2
f g1, O (V)p(n)dn — 3 f g, O (v)adp(m)dn — f 8@, O (v)vd,e(n)dn
(0,00)? (0,00)? (0,002

+(1 = y)XKrlgl,o)+ (1 -7y) L) . r(n)(c()v% —a)g(n, 1)0.p(m)dn = 0; f

(0,00)

. gm, De(mdn  (4.1)

and assume the initial value is ging = gin]l{ . For this form of the equation, we make use

[coe%,oo)x[e,2R)}
of Proposition 3.21 for the case N = 2 and obtain a sequence of solutions {g¢ r}ec(0,1),r>1)- Denote by
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4.1 Ramification theory

@) = min{-a — &,y — %} and let 7 as in Proposition 3.2. Using the same proof as for Proposition 3.2, we

can prove that the set

w=w(€&R) :={z <My1(ger) < 15 Moo, (ger) < Co.013 Moin(8er) < Comns Mo,ﬁ(ge,R) <coz) (42)

a
lual

N —

stays preserved in time uniformly in €, R.

In order to prove uniform moment bounds for negative powers of v, i.e. in order to prove My, with
¢ < 0, we need a lower bound for the My ; moment. Thus, we need to prove that the lower bound on
M, is preserved in time, independently of €, R and of the initial condition gi, .

To do this, we test equation (4.1) with ¢(a, v) = v and make use of the following technical proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let g. g be the solution of equation (4.1) with initial value ging = ginl 2
’ ’ {[co€3 ,00)X[€,2R)}

and assume in addition that gin g € w, where w is as in (4.2). Then there exists M > 0 such that:

Mo,1(gin)
2

. . 1
Jor everyt > 0 and uniformly in € < 5;,R > M.

< Mo,1(8er(: 1) < Mo,1(gin)s (4.3)

Proof. Fix M > 0, sufficiently large, such that

. _ o
M f v gin(a, v)dvda + Ml—mf Vgin(a, v)dvda + M3 f V%gin(a, Vdvda < M’
(0,00)2 (0,00)2 (0,00 >

where 7 1s as in Proposition 3.2 and § as in (1.7).

Testing in (4.1) with ¢(a,v) = v, we obtain that

L . vger(a,v,t)dvda = L . vginr(a,v)dvda. “4.4)

1

. 2
57 and R > M. Since a > ¢ov3, we have that

Take € <
f vginr(a,v)dvda > f s vgin(a, v)dvda
(0,00)? (coM™3 ,00)x(47,M)
> Mo, (gin) — M~ VY gin(a, v)dvda — M'™™ f Vgin(a, v)dvda

(0,00)2 (0,00)2
2 1 M, ;
- M3 v3gin(a, v)dvda > —0,1(8111).

(0,00)?

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, c0); ///AR&&) N w and a subsequence of {g r} such that
ger(?) converges to g(7) in the weak-* topology, for every ¢+ > 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 M independent of
time, but it is enough to derive an estimate of the form M o(¢¥) < m(T), for 0 <t < T, for some function
m: R, — Ry, increasing, but finite for any fixed time. Notice that we can expect to have M) o growing

as t — oo since this is the predicted behavior for My in Theorem 2.12.

Proposition 4.2. Let u < 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 ¢(17) = a. The fusion term is non-positive due to the isoperimetric

inequality and we have that (Kg[gc r], @) = 0. Thus, we obtain:

1 A
f ger(n, Hadn < f gin(madn + = f f 8er(1, s)adnds.
(0,00)2 (0.00)2 3 Jo Jo.op

By Gronwall’s inequality, this implies that M o(ge z(?)) is bounded for every ¢ > 0. Thus, we can redo

the argument used in Theorem 2.3 to prove that g satisfies equation (2.4). O
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 g r of the truncated version of the time-dependent fusion problem (4.1)
satisfy (2.18) uniformly in €, R.

Proof. In order to prove the bounds in (2.18), we prove that the estimates hold uniformly in €, R for gz
and then pass to the limit. As the ideas for different moment estimates are similar, we focus on proving
M is uniformly bounded. Since it may not be possible to prove bounds for M, ¢ which are independent
of time, we restrict ourselves to proving that, for some fixed 7 > 0, we have that M5 o(#) is bounded for
allr <T.

LetT > 0,t < T. Due to Proposition 3.21 in the case N = 2, we are able to test (4.1) with ¢(a, v) = a’.

Since the fusion term is non-positive due to the isoperimetric inequality, the equation becomes:

4 !
f gerln NPy < f gn(adn + (1 - 5 f f 2er(n, O dnds
(0,00)2 (0,00)2 3 0 (0,00)2
!
+C f f avger(n, s)dn f avPger(y, s)dn'ds
0 (0,00)2 (0,00)2

f
< f gin(ma*dy + C f f av*ge (1, $)dn f aVPger(n, s)dn'ds
(0,002 0 Jo.wp (0,00)2

Thus, if M} _, and M, g are bounded, we obtain that:

f ger(n, Da*dn < f gin(ma*dn + C(t) < f gin(ma*dn + C(T)
(0,00)2 (0,00)2 (0,00)2

and we can conclude using Gronwall’s inequality.
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M _, is bounded in the same manner as M) o in Proposition 4.2.
We now estimate M g. The contribution of the fusion term is non-positive. We estimate the term

containing the coagulation kernel using:

f Ker(a,v,d' V)@ +a) v+ VY —av? — a'vPlger(n, )ger(y £)diy'dn
(0.00)
< f Ker(a,, d W)av® + a'"VPlger(®, Dger(r, ¢ )dn'dn
(0.00)

<C f av’g(n, Hdn f VE e ,¢)dy + C f av=g(n, H)dn f V3BgGy, )dyy .
(0,000 (0,002 (0,002

(0,00)?
Since we can bound from above the moment estimates of the form My 4, withd = 28 or d = 8 — @, when

testing (4.1) with av?, the equation becomes
2
0:Mig(ger() < (1 - 3 —ﬁ)f . ger(, )OMaVPdn + C1 My g(ger(D) + CaM —o(ger(1))
(0,00)

< C1 M g(ger(t)) + Ca(t),
for some constants Cy, C,, 61,62(1‘) > 0, where C, is a function C; : Ry — R, increasing, but finite for
any fixed time. Thus, for ¢ € [0, T'], we have
0iM1 p(ger(1) < CIM) p(ger(1) + Co(T).

We can conclude again using Gronwall’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 @ and v to lower order terms, for
which we already obtained uniform bounds.

For example, we analyse the moment M> ,,, when m > 1. The fusion term is non-positive and the

linear terms in (4.1) satisfy (1 — ‘3—‘ —-m) f(o wo)? 8er(M, t)@e(v)azvmdr] < 0. We thus obtain:

IMom(@er) S | f Kerm,m)l(@+a' Y+ )" = aV" = a™V"1ger(r, DgerCr, N)dn'dn
(0,00)? J(0,00)

< f 2 f KGm)l@+ a0+ V)" = @™ = a?V™Iger(n, Dger(r', Hdn'dy
(0,00)= J(0,00)
4.6)
and use the fact that
(a+d)V@+V)Y"—aV"—d" <[(a+d) —a® —d*1v+V)" + (@ + dP)V+ V)" — V" —d "™
<2ad (v + V)" + (@ + dD[v + V)" =V =™
+ (a2 + a/2)(vm + v/m) _ a2vm _ a/ZV/m
kin
<2ad' (v +Vv)" + Z (m)(a2 + a4kl
k
k=1
v/m

+aV" + V",
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4.1 Ramification theory

The terms containing powers of a of lower order, such as ak, ke [0, m], are bounded iteratively. The rest
of the terms are of the form a*v?, with b—a, b+B € (—a,m)orwithb—a = —a. Forb—a, b+ € (—a,m),

we can use Holder’s inequality for the integral containing the coagulation kernel:

0 1-6
L . ger(n, Da*V"Pdy < ( L) . ger(, t)azvmdn) ( j(; . ger (1, t)azv‘“dn) . @

for some 6 € (0,1). We can estimate M, _, in a completely analogous manner as M, . The moments
containing only powers of v are bounded from above.
Thus, we combine (4.6) and (4.7) to deduce that

G
O Mom(ger(1) s Ci (t)( f 8er(1, t)azvmdﬂ) +C2(n)

(0,00)?

0
caim( [ gentnianan) +Cam)
(0,00)

for some C1,C, : Ry — Ry, increasing, but finite for any fixed time. We conclude using Gronwall’s

inequality. O
In Proposition 4.3, we derived uniform estimates in €, R for the moments in (2.18) of g. z. 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.
m|

We now prove a technical proposition which shows that we can test (2.4) with ¢ = a.

Proposition 4.5. Let T > 0. Let u < 0. Then equation (2.4) holds for every ¢ € Cl(RiO) with
SUPer2, lo(n) + adyp(n)| < Ca and SUPer2, [0,0(n, 1) < C if (2.18) holds.

Proof. LetT > 0,1t € [0, T]. We construct a sequence of functions {{,},en C Cl (Rzo) such that £,(n) = 1

>

when n € [%, n)? and {n(m) = 0whenn ¢ [ﬁ, 2n]?. The idea is to use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem in (2.4) for the functions ¢, = {,¢. 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

KKIg1(1), @) < C sup Mj_o(g(s)) sup Mop(g(s)) +C sup Mo_a(g(s)) sup M,p(g(s)) < C(T).
s€[0,T] s€[0,T] s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

We now wish to control the fusion term in (2.4), namely

L . IF)(cov} — @Bupn(lg(n. s)dn.
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4.1 Ramification theory

Notice that we can construct £, such that |ad,{,(7)| < C, for some constant independent of n € N.

Moreover, we know that the fusion kernel satisfies (1.10) and that a > cov%. Thus
|r(a, v)(cov% —a) < dth + VTS <2 < Zngav”_l. (4.8)
Using the above inequality, we find that the following upper bound holds

F)(cov’ — a)dan()] < @ 0ap(m)] + av’~1o()daln()]

up to a multiplicative constant. We then use Young’s inequality to deduce that

av’ 3. < a® + av!

and
" Nemdal(m)) < Cav’ ™' < aV? + av !,

Since we have that

f (@ +av " Mg, s)dn < sup Mig(g(s)) + sup M _q-1(g(s)) < oo,
(0,00)2 s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

the moment estimates in (2.18) suffice in order to conclude our proof. O
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 — oo. 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 ¢(a,v,t) = a.
Since (K[g], a) = 0 and using (1.10), equation (2.4) becomes

2 2
0, f g(m, Hadn = f g, Hadn — = f gm,Hadn + (1 —7y) f r(m(cov3 — a)g(n, Hdn
(0,00)2 (00002 3 Jo.eop (0,00)2

1 -
>3 [ snnag-a-pr [ g
(0,00)? (0,00)?

We distinguish now two cases:
e Case 1:
If u € (—1,0), we can apply Young’s inequality to obtain:

_q
€ € P o

a™ < —a+ VI, (4.9)
p q

47



4.1 Ramification theory

where p = and q =i Thus, there exists a constant C, > 0 for which:

- f a1y g(a,v,ndvda x —— f ag(a,v,ndvda - C, f v g(a,v.ndvda.
(0.00)? P J(0.00p (0,002

Choose €(R;) such that (1 — y)R; # < 6, for some 6 € (0, %). Then, condition (2.17) implies:

1 . .
0, f g, Hadn >(5 —0) f g(n,Hadn — Ce, (4.10)
RZ, 3 RZ,

_4q
where C, = (1 — y)R; E(R‘) z sup;.qg My, z (g(t))

e Case 2:

If u < -1, using (1.12), we have that a! "7 < c(1)+” 1¥=3 and the equation for g becomes:

1 _1
Z f  8(n.nady 2 3 f g nady - C f V73 g(n. .
IR>0

R>O (0’00)2

The moment M, -1 is bounded from above, cf. (4.2), so we are in the same situation as in Case 1.

q
1z

We define C(R)) := d V)R‘ E(Rl) sup,»o Mo, & (g(t)) where § is as in (4.10), when u € (=1, 0) and
3

C(Ry) :=3(1- y)RlcO SUpP,> Mo,y_%(g(t)), whenu < -1

We have that, if 4 € (—1,0),

| 1 -
0; f g(n, Hyadn 2(5 - 0) f g(n, Hadn — (5 - 0)C(Ry).
RZ, RZ,

If u < -1, we have

1 1
0, f g(n,Hadn >~ f g, Hadn — =C(Ry).
RZ, 3 Jr, 3

Thus, if we choose an initial condition such that

f agin(a,v)dvda > 2C(Ry)
(0,00)?

then

f ag(a,v,t)dvda > e(%_S)’C(Rl), 4.11)
(0,00)?

if 4 € (~1,0) and

f ag(a, v, Hdvda > e3'C(Ry),
(0,00

when y < —1.
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4.1 Ramification theory

We now prove that we can improve the lower bound found in (4.11) by removing the § 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 u € (—1,0). For u € (-1, 0), we let
€ to decrease to 0 as t — oo in (4.9).

ey ML
More precisely, we take a function (f) := ;e =i’ € (0, ], for some constant

1
& € (0. 75). (4.12)

_4
This means that e(t)_% =€’ €’ in (4.9) and thus:

€(t) el o
a < —2a+ Ceqy—vH,
p

where C¢, , is a constant depending on € and u. We denote A(?) := A&Z g(n, Hadn and equation (2.4)
>0

then becomes:

9,A() z(% - e(t))A(t) —Ce®, (4.13)

~ _ e L
where C is a constant depending on €, u and M()’ﬁ(g(t)). We note that fol e(s)ds = %(1 —e T’ )

Since €(¢) < €, for every ¢t > 0, we have that fot e(s)ds < e t. Multiplying (4.13) with e_%”fot e(s)ds

we obtain:
e 31k €| g, A(r) - (% - e(t))A(t)] > —(efle 31k €0 5 _Gelartemit 5 _ (e, (4.14)
since € satisfies (4.12). Then we integrate in time from O to #:
e 3l €41y - A(0) > 6Ce b — 6C
and thus
A1) > A0)e3h €05 _ 6Ce =k s 4 gEeni—h €9 5 4(0)eh € _ gEeit—h €
Using the definition of A(%), this can be written as

f g(n, Hadn > ( f g(n,0)adn — 6@)5:— Jy e(sds.
2o R

This implies that, if we start with sufficiently large total surface area, fRZ g(1,0)adn > 12C, we have:
>0

f g(n, Hadn > 6ée%t_f0[ e(s)ds 5 Ce%t,
R

e 4 3 _ 1=
where we used that 1 —e T’ € [0, 1] and thus e~ b €ds 5 o=

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.12. m]
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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):

2 3
f g, HO(v)p(n)dn — 3 f g, HO(a, v)ad,p(n)dn — f g, HB®(v)vo,p(n)dn
(0,00)? (0,00)? (0,00)?

+(I = y)Kerlgl, @) + (1 =) f(o - r(n)(c‘ov% —a)g(n, )0a.p(n)dn = 0, f

(0,00)

L 801 D¢(mdn,  (4.15)

where K r is the term in (3.6) with coagulation kernel K, y defined in (3.1), ®, was defined in (3.4) and
pEe Cé (Rio). We define a continuous function @ : Rio — [0, 1] such that:

0 a<l-eandv<e¢
Ocla,v) ={0.(v) a=covi; (4.16)
1 a>1lorv>2e,

which satisfies @.(a,v) > O.(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) € j(Rio), then g(t) €
AMLR2), for any ¢ > 0. Additionally, O, 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(s;) since r(n)(cov% - 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(r])(cov% — 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 g¢g. The choice N = 2
was made since we want to test equation (4.15) with a? 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 € — 0 and R — oo in the two-dimensional coagulation
equation. In this case, it will be harder to estimate the moment M o than in the case when p > 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(7). This fast growth does not take place in (4.15). We will be able to replace the fast
growth of r(z) with the choice of a sufficiently large constant A.

We first prove some elementary inequalities that will be useful for the proof of Theorem 2.7.

Proposition 4.6. Let u < 0. For 6 € (0, 1), there exist A sufficiently large (depending on §1) and some
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

constants my = a(u —2) — o, my = (2 — p) — o such that:

1—
av? < Ty/la“”v‘r_“ +61a> +VM; 4.17)

-y
B < A" VTB 4 51 a2 my 4.18
a —2( opa + ) ay +01a” +v', ( )

where copg_q is a constant that will be fixed in Lemma 4.7 and Ky 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 6>, 63 € (0, 1), there exist Cs, > 0 and Cs, > 0 such that
- wrl g3 2
av " £Cs5a 2V 2 +00a
and
prl o 3-u _
azT v < Csath 4 530,
with m; = a(u — 2) — . Combining the two inequalities, we obtain

av™® < Cs,Cy,ad" V7™ + Cs,630™ + 82a°.

To conclude the argument, we choose A sufficiently large such that 1%7/1 > Cs,Cs, and choose 63 such

that Cs,63 < 1. O

We now make use of Proposition 4.6 to prove that we have uniform bounds in € and R for the solutions

of equation (4.15).

Lemma 4.7. Let K. g be as in (3.1) and assume r satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.7. Let T > 0.
We define a semigroup S (t) : Uera — Uerp in the following way: S (t)ging = 8er(-, ", 1), forallt € [0,T]
and with U g defined as in (3.56) with N = 2. Take 1 < 0, fix € € (0,1), let m; € R, i = 1,2, to be the
coefficients found in Proposition 4.6 and denote & := « + €. Then there exist constants co _g, Com;» 2.0,

Cl—a»C18 > 0,1 €{1,2}, for which the set

@ ={Mo,1(ger) = 15 Mo—3(ger) < co—as Mo2(8er) < €023 Mom,(8er) < Comis

M>0(ger) < €20 M1,-o(8er) < C1—as M1g(geR) < 18},

i € {1,2}, is preserved in time uniformly in €, R under equation (4.15), or equivalently S (t) C , for all
te[0,T]
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4.2 Self-similarity in the case of fast fusion

Proof. Uniform bounds for moments of the form My 4, with d € R, are derived as in Propositions 3.16 -

3.18. We now find uniform bounds for M o(g), M1 _.(g) and M g(g). For ¢ € Cl(Rio), whose growth
in a is of order 1 + a2 and with 0q.¢(a,v) > 0, we have that:

2 .
0, f g(m, He(ndn < f gm, O ()p(mdn — = f g, HO(a, v)ad,p(n)dn
(0,00)2 (0.00)2 3 Jo.wop

= [ £ ORI 1=l 20 [ -t .

Thus we obtain:

1 4
3 Ma(g(t)) < —= f g(p, a’dn + = f g, na’dy
3 )2 3 {asl}

(0,00
+2Ko(1 - ) g, Hav "dn f gy, navPay.
(0,00)? (0,00)2
1 _ _ 2
OM —o(g(1)) < (§ + ) f«) . g, O(v)av~dn + (1 —y)A L . a'v? " (cov3 — a)g(n, t)dn.
1 2
M, g(g(1)) < (5 -B) ey g, O (MaPdn + (1 —y)A f(o . av7B(covi — a)g(n, Hdn

+ Ko(1-7) f g, HaPdn f g(y, VP dy’
(0,000 (0,002

+Ko(1-7) g(n, Hav“dn f g, oV Pdy . (4.19)
(0,002 (0,002

Notice that in (4.19) the truncation on the kernel does not create problems: for M; _, the term with the
coagulation kernel is non-positive and for M; o, M1 g we used K. g < K.
Making use of (4.17) and (4.18), (4.19) becomes:

1 4
0:M20(8(1) < =3 M20(8(1)) + 3 Moo(8(0)) + 2Ko(1 = Y)M) —a(8(1) M1,5(8(0)).

1 (1 - )/l o—a
OM 1 —o(8(1) < (5 + )M —a(g(D) - S f , @V, Hdn
3 2 {a>2cov3}

< =M -a(8(1) + 6c0My 3 _,(8(1)

1-y)4
#3 [ argmnan= S0 [ @
{a {a

>2cov3} >2c¢ov3}

< =Mi—o(8(0)) + 361 M2,0(g(1)) + 3Mo,m, (8(1)) + 6coMy 2, (8(1)), (4.20)
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where we have used that & < 1 (see (1.8)) and thus 2¢o(a + %) < 6cp and a + % < 3, and

1—-y)1
0M15(g(1) < =M g(g(1)) + 2M, p(g(1)) - ( 27) f a7 e(n, tdn

2
{a>2cov3}

+ Ko(1 - V)Co,/s—af

(0,00

gD + Kol = Yoz |
)

g(n, Hav™*dn
(0,00)?

(1-y1
< -Myp(g() - Ty , @ P, dn + KocoopMi —a(8(1)
{a>2cov3}

+ (Kocop-a +2)M; g(g(1))
< =M p(g(1)) + KocoopM1,-a(g(1)) + 2C(cop-a)coMy 2, 5(8(1)) + Clcop-a)d1M2,0(8(1))
+ C(co-a)Mo,m, (g(1)), 4.21)

where C(cop-o) = Kocop-o + 2. As we have that M, MO’%_Q, Moy, , Moy, Mo,% 4p are uniformly
bounded from above, (4.20) and (4.21) become:

1
0:M20(8(1)) < =3 M20(8(1)) + 2Ko(1 = 7)M1-o(8(D)M 5(3(1)) + C;
M1 —o(8(1)) < =M1,—o(8(D) + 361 M20(g(1)) + C;
0: M, p(8(1)) < =M (8(1) + KocoppMi,-o(8(1) + C(cop-a)61M20(8(0)) + C, (4.22)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on 7, ¢ and the upper bound of some moments of the form
My 4, 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 6; = 0, since the result for

01 > 0, sufficiently small, follows by a perturbative argument. (4.22) becomes

1
0:M>(g(1)) < —gMz,o(g(t)) + 2Ko(1 — )M _o(g(0)M; 5(g(1) + C;
0iM 1 —o(g(1) < =M _o(g(1)) + C;
0:M p(g(1)) < —M p(g(1)) + KocopM 1 —o(g(1)) + C. (4.23)

Notice that from (4.23) we deduce that the set {M| _,(g) < C, M 5(g) < C(Kocopg + 1), Mao(g) <
3[C +2(1 - y)KOCQ(Koco,zﬂ + 1)]} stays invariant in time.

Let 6; > 0. We prove that the region defined by {M;_,(g) < 2C, My5(g) < 2C(Kocoos + 1),
M o(g) < 3[C +32(1 - y)KoCz(Koco’zlg + 1)]} is invariant in time.

Assume that M _,(g(0)) < 2C, M;4(g(0)) < 2C(Kocoos + 1) and M5 o(g(0)) < 3[C + 32(1 -
Y)KoC 2(K0c0,2ﬂ + 1)]. By continuity in time, for all s sufficiently small, we obtain that M| _,(g(s)) < 4C,
M g(g(s)) < 4C(Kocoop + 1). Plugging this in (4.22), we obtain that

1
OsM>0(8(s)) < ~3Ma0(8(9) + 32Ko(1 = y)C*(Kocop + 1) + C, (4.24)
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for all times s small enough. Thus, the region M ¢(g(s)) < 3[C +32(1 — y)KOCZ(Koco,zﬁ +1)] is invariant
for small enough times. We now make use again of (4.22) and the newly obtained bound for M3, to

deduce that

OsMi —a(8(5)) < =M _a(g(s)) + 981 [C + 32(1 - y)KoC*(Koco2p + D] + C;
OsM g(g(s)) < =M (g(s)) + KocoopM1,—o(g(s))
+3C(cop-a)01[C + 32(1 - )/)K()CZ(K()CO,Zﬁ + D]+ C, 4.25)

for sufficiently small times. Choosing ¢ sufficiently small so that 96,[C+32(1-y)KoC 2(Koco,zﬁ+ ni<c
and 3C(cop-¢)01[C +32(1 - y)KoCz(Koco,zﬁ +1)] < C, we obtain that the regions M| _,(g(s)) < 2C and
M g(g(s)) < 2C(Kpcppp + 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 ¢, R. O
We now have all the necessary parts to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We can uniformly bound M o(ger(?)) < M _o(ger(1)) + M) g(ger(?)), since
M _o(ger(1)) and M g(ge r(1)) 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. O

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 f(o w2V f(a,v,)dvda = vy, then we can define a set of functions f;

fla,v,f) = — fk(— % Ko, (A.1)

The rescaling (A.1) can be used to remove the dependence on vg, the problem being reduced to one
where the total volume of particles is equal to 1. We have that f; solves (1.1) with the fusion kernel r

replaced by % and

f vfk(a, v, )dvda = 1.
(0,00)?
Notice that, if f satisfies (1.1) and g is defined as

flant) = g~

7t§ﬁ§mm> (A2)

up to a translation in time, then g satisfies (2.1). Combining (A.1) and (A.2), we obtain that g, which

can be expressed in terms of g in the following manner

~ R ¥ 3§ %‘f y f 0/
AV, ) =vy" gy A, vV, 1), (A.3)
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where 7 = £log(f) and T = € log(ky‘lvot), satisfies (2.1) with total volume equal to 1. In particular, if we

&

choose k = Vi We have 7 = 7.

We obtain the following rescaling property for g in terms of g:

Y- %)'] —)2

My, 3, B(®) = vy T My, (8(7)), (A.4)

for y;,y>» € 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 g; the dependence on the variable k vanishes and the
reason we choose to fix k = v‘g is in order to avoid the time translation.

The existence of a function g;, which satisfies (2.15), (2.20) and has volume vy is equivalent by means
of the scaling (A.3) to finding a function ;,(A, V) such that all these inequalities hold with vy = 1. The
existence of such a function can be easily seen if we choose its support in an appropriate region contained
inVe [%, 1] and with A 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 Rg and R; in (1.10) change by a factor vg.

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:
oV, V', t)ehe(lz(V»V'J)J) = ehe(ViD+he(V',n). (B.1)

We make use of (3.20), (3.21), the kernel bound and the inequality [e™*' —e™*2| < |x| — x3|, for x1, x5 > 0.
We first prove that the map stays in the ball of radius 2M. In order to bound J;[G] in (3.23), we use
that x; y(A) < A, for every ¢t € [0, 7] and the assumption 7 < In2. For the term J>[G], we notice that

1+ xv(A)+x,v (A7) < (1 + X y(A))(1 + xy7(A”")). Thus, for every ¢ € CC(RiO) with [l¢]l < 1, we have:

f 2 "Y1 + x, y(ANIIGI(A, V, )p(A, V)AVA < 2|l f 1+ a@)ginr(a, v)dvda
(0,00) (0,00)

1 -
+ —LIKRlllIGIPllgll
<M+ (1= y)2M?[|KlleoT < M +1 < 2M.
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We now prove that the map J, which was defined in (3.23), is contractive:
' f O+ x v (ADIIIFIA, V, 1) = JIGI(A, V, D]g(A, V)dVdA
(0,00)?
< 2f (I + @)ginr(a, v)dvdal|Klleollglleo I F — Glite™ = 1)
(0,00)

1- 1-
+ Tyl|KRl|m(|lFll +IGIDllellllF = GliT + TYIIKRIIEOIIGIIZIKDIIOOIIF = Glire™ = 1)

1
< (MIIKglleo + 2M(1 = Y)lIKRlleo + [IKRlloo)(e™ = DIF = Gl < I =Gl

Proof of Proposition 3.7. By testing with e"<("x, . for t € [0, 7], and using (B.1), we obtain that:

1- ! ,
[, Gerstnnexyin<2 [ gmamagns 2 [ [ Ke@.0p0u00)Getdn. )
R >0 R>O R>0

>0 R 2
Gero(dy, )e VTV (x U(A) + x17(A7)) = x50(A) = X7 (A))]ds.

Thus:

f Gers(A, V, ey, ,(A)dVdA < 2 f ginr(A, V)AAVdA,
RZ, RZ,

which is bounded by assumption. Similarly, testing with e”<(""), we get:
f Gers(A, V, 1" "dVdA <2 f ginr(A, V)AVdA.
R R

The condition imposed on gi, g in order to prove Proposition 3.6 was 2 f(o 00)2(1 + a)ginr(a,v)dvda < M.
Thus, we can replace ging by Gers(:, -, 7) 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(-,¢) := S(#)g(:). Let n € N be sufficiently
large. Letp € CC(Rio) and ¢, € C! (Rio) be such that SUP(g,1)er2, len(a,v) — ¢(a,v)| < % Then

<

‘ L) 2 [S(®g(n) — S (s)g(m]e(mdn

< f«) 8010 = . e )i + f«) 81,0~ g1 Dllgutn) = ¢

2
< f [g(m, 1) — g(n, $)lpn(m)dn| + — sup f g(n, rydn
(0,002 (0,00)2

n ye0,7]
C
< f g, 1) — g, $)]@a(m)dn| + —, (B.2)
(0’00)2 n
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where we used that we can bound sup,¢(g 7 f(o o)’ g(n, r)dn from above. On the other hand,

f 2 f
g, 1) — g(n, ), (dn| < g(, Neu()ldndr + g(11, rad,(m)ldndr
[g(m, 1) — g(n, $)lpa(n)dn| < lg(m, )¢, (m)ldndr + lg(1, r)ad.en(m)ldnd
(0,00)2 s Jo.op 3 Js Jowor

! t
+f L . |8(77,r)v6v90n(77)ldndr+(1—y)f KK zlg](r), gnldr
! 2
+(1 -y f L - rs(mlcov® — alg(m, Ml0ap,()|dndr.

As K¢ g is bounded and g¢ g s has compact support in the v variable, we can find a constant C(e, R, 6),

which depends on €, R, ¢ such that

2 t
< 3 f f lg(n, rad.,(n)ldndr + C(€, R, 6)|t — sl
s J(0,00)2

| L L6010 = g0 9)len )y
1 f
+ EC(E, R, 5)f f 11 + alg(, O ap,(1)dndr.
s (0,00)2

AS Sup,(o.71 f(o 00)2(1 +a)gers(n, r)dn is bounded from above, we find that there exists C(e, R, 6) depend-

ing on the written parameters, such that

< C(e,R,0)|t - s|. (B.3)

‘ f( 1801.0 = g1, Olen(i

Combining (B.3) with (B.2), we obtain the continuity in time of the map ¢t — f(o,oo)Z g(n, He(n)dn, if
@ € CC(RiO). We now extend the argument to all functions ¢ € CO(Rio). Let ¢ € Co(Rio), with
l¢lle < 1. Due to the support of g € Ucp, it is enough to cut the function ¢ for large values of a in order

to make it compactly supported. Let yas(a) be as in (3.31). Then

<

‘ f(:) )2 [g(n, 1) — g(n, $)le(n)dn

< f [g(2, 1) — (1, )@y m(@)dn| + 2 f |[g@. ) — g(n, $)le(m)|dn
(0,00)2 (M,0)x[€,2R]
<Clt—s|+2M7" algn, ) + g(n, s)ldn

(M,0)x[€,2R]
<Clt=s|+c()M™".

We conclude the argument by taking M sufficiently large. O
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Proof of Proposition 3.24. Let n € N. By Lemma 3.23, we have that:
f Gerol, D" x y(A)'dn <
RZ

>0
1 _ !
<2 f gin,r(MA"dn + 4 f f
RZ, 2 Jo Jr,

VIR I g y(A) + g (A = o (A)" = gy (A'Y'1dn dipds

ky "
n
< f  &ns)A"d + (1= Kl ) (k) f f O (UG, )
R k=1 0 R>O

>0

fR | Kr(@5(A, V), ¢5(A", VD)Gers(T', $)Ger o0, )

V[R ehe(V”S)xg’—‘/]i (A/)Ge,R,é(n,, S)di]’ds,

2

>0
where k, is taken as in Lemma 3.23. The above computations show that, in order to find an upper
bound for fRzo Gers(m, e VD x, y(A)'dn, it is enough to estimate fRzo Gers(m, e VD x, y(A)kdn, where

k € [1,n —1]. As such, we can use an iteration argument for the exponents of x;y(A). We then use that

f Gers(A,V,1,)e" Yy, y(A)dVdA < 2 f aginr(a, v)dvda
(0,00)? (0,00

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. O

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 gi, instead of ge g s and gin r, respec-
tively, in the following computations. It is relevant to take into account that g g s := g is supported in the

region (a, v) € [coe3, ) X [€, 2R).

Proof of Proposition 3.16. We obtain (3.35) by testing (3.5) with ¢(a,v) = v. In order to derive (3.36),
we test (3.5) with ¢(a,v) = V7.

By Remark 3.15 and since g is supported in the region (a, v) € [coe%, 00) X [€,2R), we can ignore the
dependence of K. g on R:

d-v)
2

Ki(1-
s—l(z 7)f f VP VYT ER +V)g(a, v, Dg(@ VDI + V) = v = ]dv'da’ dvda
(0,00)2 J(0,00)?

f f KE,R(a’ v, Cl/, V/)é:R(V + V/)g(a’ v, t)g(a,’ V,’ t)[(V + V/)y - Vy - V’y]dv’da'dvda
(0,00)2 J(0,00)2
Ki(l -
SM f f VP PV Y g(a, v, Dg(d VD[V + V) =V — v ]dv dd’ dvda.
2 <) Jiw<k)
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Suppose v > v and take 7 := V; € (0,1]. We have:

VP BT+ V)Y = =) V(P 7 (1 + ) - 1-2)

< —(L=y72 = (1 -7,

since (1 +2)Y —1—-2z"<0and z7® > 1. We also used that:

1+z
(I+27 -1 :yf s lds < yz < y?.
1

Equation (3.5) now becomes:

d 1-y)°K 2
—Mo,(g() < (1-7) VO (v)g(a, v, t)dvda — w([ vg(a,v, t)dvda)
dr (0,00)2 2 {v<§}

(1-7’Ki

< (1 =y)My,(g(0) - )

1 -%)?*K 2
Mo (g(D)* + ﬁ( Vgl(a,v, t)dvda) )
2 >4

We can control the region where v > § using (3.35), namely:

Ry Ry
j{‘ [ vg(a,v,)dvda < (E) f(o . vg(a,v,Hdvda < (5) Mo.1(gin),
v>5 ,00

thus finding a constant C > 0, independent of € € (0,1),R > 1 and 6 € (0, 1), for which

(1-7’Ki

1 Moy(g(@)* + C.

d
&MO,y(g(t)) < =y)My,(g) -

We then conclude that there exists a constant Co,, independent of €, R and 6, for which the region

My, (g(1)) < Co,y is invariant in time. O
Proof of Proposition 3.17. We want to bound

Ka,v,a' , V[ + V)" =" —v"™].
Assume v > V. Denote z := V; € (0, 1] and observe that:

K@a,v,a' V[ +V)" =V" —v"™] <K(a,v,d’ , VW' +2)" —1-7"]<2C,K(a,v,d' ,vV)W"z
<2C KoV (& + 27W"z < 4C,, Kgv? 7!

S4CmKO(\/ﬂ+m_]V,_a+l + V,ﬁ+m_]v_a+1), (C.l)
where we used that
1+z
1+2"-1= mf s" s <m(1 + 2" 'z < Cp(1 + 2" Yz,
1
since m > 1 and z € (0, 1]. By symmetry, (C.1) holds for all (v,v") € (0, 00)2.
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Equation (3.5) becomes:

d
3 Mom(8(0) < =(m = D)Mom(g(1)) + (m = 1) e }vmg(n, ndn + 2(1 = Y)CnKoMogm-1(8)Mo,-a+1(8)

< =(m = D)Mo u(g(0)) + (m = 12" Mo, 1(gin) + CMo grm—1(8()) Mo ~a+1(8(2)). (C2)

By (3.35) and (3.36), we obtain that Mo _,1(g(?)) is uniformly bounded as —a + 1 € (y, 1].
Additionally, we have that m + § — 1 € (y,m). Let Co, be the constant found in Proposition 3.16,
then there exists 6 € (0, 1) such that:

Momsp-1(8(0)) < Mo, (8(1)' ™" Mom(2())* < Co 2 Mom(g(0))’. (C3)
Hence, combining (C.2) and (C.3), we find an invariant region in time for the moment M. |

Proof of Proposition 3.18. Let Cy be the constant found in (3.37), with 7z > 1 as in Proposition 3.2,
andlet8 < 1 asin (1.7). Forallt >0 :

1 =Mp1(g@®) < Nl_ﬁf VBg(a, v, t)ydvda + Nl_'hf v’hg(a, v, H)dvda
(0,00)x(0,N) (0,00)X(N,00)
< NP Mo g(g(0) + N'™™ max{Mo 7 (gin), Co n}- (C4)

Thus, for N > 0 sufficiently large, we obtain

1
Mop(g(1)) = INTE (C5)

We analyse the term
f f Keg(a,v,d ,V)ér(W +V)gla, v, 0)g(d v, H[(v +v) ™ —v! —v1dv' dd’dvda.
(0,002 J(0,00)?

We make use of Remark 3.15: From the definition of K. in (3.1) and the support of g, we have that

-1

Ker = K when v,V € [€, 2R)%. Since (v + V') — vt — v~ < 0, we can use the lower bound for K in

(1.7). We obtain:
f f K. gr(a,v,a’ ,V)ér(v +V")g(a,v,Dgld vV, )[(v + Y=y v dv' da’dvda
(0,00)2 J(0,00)?
<K f f VP B g(a, v, Dg(d vV, O[(v + V) = v = v dv'da’dvda
<8 Jpv<Ey
<K f f (—v WPy Bye(a, v, g,V , £)dV da’ dvda
<ty Jr<k)
and (3.5) thus becomes:

gMo,_l(g(t)) <A+ DMo—i(g®) — (1 =-y)K; f v_“_lg(a, v, H)dvda ng(a, v,t)dvda. (C.6)

dr v<£) <5}
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By (C.5)

1 R\8-1 1
vﬁg(a, v, tH)dvda > INTE (5) > AN (C.7)

<%}

for all R > 1 that are sufficiently large.
As —1 € (—a — 1, 1), there exists § € (0, 1) for which Mo _;(g(t)) < Mo1(g(t)' Mo _o—1(g(1))? <
M, 1(gin)1‘9M0,_a_l(g(t))9 . Combining this with (C.6) and (C.7), there exists a constant C > 0 such that:

d 7
S Moi(g) < (1 +l>Mo,_l(g<r>>—C( f vlg(a,v, z)dvda) .

dr v<ky

We use x7 > 21_5()5 + y)é - y% with x = f{v<§} v'g(a,v,)dvda and y = f{v>§} vlg(a, v, )dvda. We

can bound f{v> 8 v_lg(a, v, t)dvda from above because R > 1 and My (g(?)) is uniformly bounded. Thus
2

d 1
3 Mo-1(8(1) < (1 + DMo1(3() = C1 Mo 1(8(1)° + 21 C Mo 1 (gin)

and we conclude using the uniform bound on My and then a comparison argument. O
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