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We study stationary solutions to the Keller—-Segel equation on curved planes.

We prove the necessity of the mass being 87 and a sharp decay bound. Notably, our
results do not require the solutions to have a finite second moment, and thus are
novel already in the flat case. Furthermore, we provide a correspondence between
stationary solutions to the static Keller—Segel equation on curved planes and
positively curved Riemannian metrics on the sphere. We use this duality to show the
nonexistence of solutions in certain situations. In particular, we show the existence
of metrics, arbitrarily close to the flat one on the plane, that do not support
stationary solutions to the static Keller-Segel equation (with any mass). Finally, as
a complementary result, we prove a curved version of the logarithmic
Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality and use it to show that the Keller—Segel free
energy is bounded from below exactly when the mass is 87, even in the curved case.
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1. Introduction

The Keller-Segel type equations describe chemotazis, that is the movement
of organisms (typically bacteria) in the presence of a (chemical) substance.
The simplest Keller—Segel system is a pair of equations on the density of the organ-
isms, o, and the concentration of the substance, ¢, both of which are functions on
[0, T) x R™. Furthermore, o is assumed to be nonnegative and integrable. Together
they satisfy the (parabolic-elliptic) Keller—Segel equations:

(Or+A)po=d"(ode), (1.1a)
Ac = p, (1.1b)
where d is the gradient, d* is its L?-dual (the divergence), and A = d* d. The mass

of pis

- [ ernscn,
Rd

is a conserved quantity.
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Stationary solutions to equations (1.1a) and (1.1b) satisfy

Ap=d" (ode), (1.2a)
Ac=p. (1.2b)
There is some ambiguity in the choice of ¢ in equations (1.2a) and (1.2b), and the

standard choice is to use the Green’s function of the Laplacian to eliminate ¢ and
Eqn (1.2b) via

1
= —— 1 — 2
cola) = —5- [ e~y o) &y,
and use the single equation
Ap=d" (pdc,) . (1.3)

There is a well-known family of solutions to equation (1.3): Let A € Ry and z, € R?
be arbitrary, and define

82

02t e x*|2)2. (1.4)

Oz, ‘=

Then ¢, 5, is a solution to equation (1.3) with m = 8.

When the metric is the standard, euclidean metric on R2, the literature of equa-
tions (1.1a), (1.1b) and (1.3) is vast; the Reader may find good introductions in
[2, 5, 6]. Very little is known about the curved case, that is, when the underlying
space is not the (flat) plane. We remark here the work of [8], where the authors
considered equation (1.1a) and (1.1b) on the hyperbolic plane.

In this paper, we study the case when the metric is conformally equivalent to
the flat metric and the conformal factor has the form e, where ¢ is smooth and
compactly supported. Let us note that some of our results are novel already in
the flat (¢ = 0) case. In particular, we prove that (under very mild hypotheses),
solutions to equation (1.3) have mass 8.

Outline of the paper

In S 2, we introduce the static Keller—Segel equation on the curved plane
(R2, €2%gy). In S 3, we prove in theorem 3.1 that, under mild hypothesis of the
growth of g, the static Keller-Segel equation can be reduced to a simpler equation
(see in equation (2.2)). Furthermore, in corollary 3.4, we give sharp bounds on the
decay rate of p and in theorem 3.7 we show that a (nonzero) solution must have
m = 8m. In S 4, we explore a connection between solutions to the (reduced) static
Keller—Segel equation and Kazdan—Warner equation on the round sphere. As an
application, we prove the nonexistence of solutions for certain conformal factors in
theorem 4.2. Finally, in S 5.1, we prove the logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev
for (R?, €2¢gy) and in S 5.2, as an application, we show that, as in the flat case, the
Keller-Segel free energy on (R?, €2 g) is bounded from below only when m = 8.
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2. The curved, static Keller—Segel equation

Let go be the standard metric on R?, let ¢ € C3(R?), let g, :=e*?gq.
Let LY (R?, g,,) be Banach space of functions on R? that are L with respect to g,.
Note that the properties of being bounded in L%,IOC are independent of the chosen
metric. Finally, let L (R?, g,) C L'(R?, g,,) be the space of almost everywhere
positive functions.

The area form and the Laplacian behave under a conformal change via

dA, = e dA, & A, =e A,

Thus the Green’s function is conformally invariant:
G(z,y) " n (o — )
z,y) =——1In(|lz —y|).
Y o Y

For any o € L (R?, g,,), let

oo = | G(y)e(y) dAy(y),

when the integral exists. Assume that the function ¢ € L (R?, g,,) N L7, is such

1,loc
that ¢, , is defined on R2. Then g is a solution to the static Keller-Segel equation

on (R?, g,) if it solves (the weak version of)
Ayo—d" (pdey,) = 0. (2.1)

In the next section we prove that, under mild hypotheses, equation (2.1) is
equivalent to the simpler

d(In (o) ~ cpp) = 0. (2.2)

We call equation (2.2) the reduced, static Keller—Segel equation.

In applications it is always assumed that g has finite mass. Furthermore, the
minimal regularity needed for the weak version of equation (2.1) is Liloc and the
fact that ¢, , is defined. Finally, we impose the finiteness of the entropy: ¢In(o) €
L*(R?, g,). This is implied by, for example, the finiteness of the Keller-Segel
free energy; cf S 5.2. With that in mind, we define the (curved) Keller—Segel
configuration space as:

o , oln (o) € L* (R?,g,,) ,
CKS(mvw) = o€ L+ (R 79@) N Ll,loc HQ”Ll(RQ,ng) =m, . (23)
Cyp,o is defined everywhere.

Let r(x) := |z| be the euclidean radial function. First we prove a bound on ¢, ,.

LEMMA 2.1. Let g € Cks(m, @) be a solution of the static Keller—Segel equation
(2.1). Then the function cy o + 1% In(1 + 12) is bounded.

Proof. As Aycy,, € LY(B1(0), g,), it is enough to prove, without any loss of
generality, the boundedness of ¢, , + 5= In(r), when r > 1.
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Since ¢, 0(0) = — 5= [5> 0In(r) dA, is finite, we have that

1
o) <o) =50 [ nlle —yi) ols) 4A,0)
|z|/2\®
<0O)——fMUmD/‘ 0dA,
By 2(2)
1

<muibww+—/ In(r)o dA,

2 2m R2 =By /2(x)

<O(1) = - In(Jz).

This proves the upper bound.
In order to get the lower bound, let us use Jensen’s inequality to get

mo[o <|x - y> o(y) dA,(y)

Cp,0(T) — Cp0(0) = —— Iv] m

™ JR2
m |z — y] m
> ——1 A —1 .
soin ([ o) anst) ) + 5w

Since p € L? we get that there exists § > 0, such that for all p>1, o€

1,loc

LP(Bs(0)). We can assume that § < 1. Since for all ¢ € [1, 2), r~—! € LI(Bs(0))
and =¥ < 7”‘;8';4—(52 on R? — B;(0), we get that, for any p > 1, that

[yl

[ et an.)

_ |z —y]
‘(LmﬁALWJ g oW Al

2 S B
. (6 Ieleoe (5500 || ]l 1o 3, 00y I

VEEFE

LP%(B(;(O)) T m) )
Thus, when r > 1, we get that

m
Cop T 5 In (r) = C(p, 0),

which completes the proof. O

3. Reduction of order and the necessity of m = 8=«

THEOREM 3.1. Let ¢ € Cxs(m, ¢) be a solution of the static Keller-Segel equation
(2.1). Furthermore assume the following bound: there exists a positive number C,
such that on R? — Bo(0), we have

o< crer. (3.1)

Then the reduced, static Keller-Segel —equation (2.2) holds, that is
d(In(e) — c5.,) = 0.
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REMARK 3.2. If o € L>=(R?), then equation (3.1) is trivially satisfied with C =
max (1, [[o| g r2)). We conjecture that equation (3.1) is not necessary in general
for the conclusion theorem 3.1 to hold.

REMARK 3.3. A corollary of the reduced, static Keller-Segel equation (2.2) is that
the (nonreduced) static Keller-Segel equation (2.1) is no longer nonlocal, as ¢, ,
can be eliminated using de, , = d(In(g)) = d—gg, and get

. | dol?
d* (edeg,o) = —gp (do,dey p) + 0AuCp,0 = =7y (d‘Q’ df;g) +00=——"+¢

Thus the static Keller-Segel equation (2.1) becomes
2
| dol 2

Ao+ —— =0.

Proof of theorem 3.1. Let f :=In(o) — ¢, ,. The static Keller-Segel equation (2.1)
implies that

VR ER, : Vo € L2, (Br(0),g,) : /R 090 (d¢, df) dAg = 0.

We now apply an Agmon-trick type argument: Let x be a smooth and compactly
supported function. Then, using ¢ = fx? in the second row, we get

[ o0 dno= [ ola® 2 ato+2 [ ofxan (@xds) dag
RQ RZ R2
4 / o [df dA,
R2
- / oldx|? £2 dAp + / 090 ( (£x2) , 0df) dAq
R2 R2
—/ ox? |dfI? dAo+/ ox? |df]* dAg
R2 R2

- / o ldx|? 2 dA,.
]R2

Now for each R >> 1, let x = xr be a smooth cut-off function that is 1 on Bgr(0),
vanishes on R? — By (0), and (for some K € Ry) |dxg| = &. Let Agr = Bag(0) —
Br(0). Then we get that

/ ol df[2 dA < liminf / old (xrf)I? dAs
R2 R—>(X> R2

KQ
zliminf/ g|dXR| f?dA, < hmmf—/ of? dA,.
R—oo R2 R2 Agn

To complete the proof, we show now that the last limit inferior is zero. Since

/ARQdeAO <\//ARQID dAo—l—\// oc?, dA0> ,
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it is enough to show that both terms under the square roots are o( R?), at least for
some divergent sequence of radii. This is immediate for the second term by lemma
2.1. To bound the first term, let C' be the constant from equation (3.1) and break
up Ag into 2 pieces:

Ap = { x € Agr ‘ o(z) < 7"(:1:)707“(“”)2 },
Ap 1= { r € AR ‘ 7"(310)70“90)2 < o(z) < 7"(;10)(%(“3)2 }
By equation (3.1), Ag = Ar; U Ag r1. Let us first inspect

0 </ oln()* dAg
AR,1

2 2 2
< C(2R)~9CR 1y (C(2R)*C(2R) ) Area (Ag,1,90) = o (R?).

Finally, note that on Agr, we have |In(g)| = O(R*In(R)). Thus, for R > 1,
we have

0< [ om()? dn,
AR,11

<@ l=canrm [ elm(o] dho<SCRm(R) [ oln(o) dAo

AR,11 AR,11

Now let Ry, := 2, and then

1
0< ﬁ/ oln(0)? dAg < 801n(2)k/ o[ (o)| dAo.
k J AR, 11 ARy, 11

Since oIn(p) € L*(R?, go) we have that

lim inf kj/ o|ln ()] dAg | =0,
k—oo ARy, 11

and thus
2 . . K2 2
0< oldf|” dAp < liminf — of*dAg =0,
R2 k—o0 Rk AR,
and hence
/ ol|df])* dAy =0,
RZ
which implies equation (2.2), and thus completes the proof. O

COROLLARY 3.4. If o € Cks is a solution of the static Keller—Segel equation (2.1)
and satisfies (3.1), then there is a number K = K(p, 0) > 1 such that

K>o(l+r)*" =K\ (3.2)

In particular, o ~ v~ 2% and m > 4.
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Proof. We have

In (g (1+r2)‘%> =1In (o) + 2 In (1 472

= In(0) — ¢y, + Cpot ixIn (1+r2) ,
—_———

constant by theorem 3.1 bounded by lemma 2.1
which concludes the proof. O

REMARK 3.5. Theorem 3.1 remains true (with the same proof) even when g, is
replaced by any compactly supported, smooth perturbation of gy,. However proving
lemma 2.1 becomes more complicated in that case, although conjecturally, that
claim should still hold, and thus so should corollary 3.4.

REMARK 3.6. Before stating our next theorem, let us recall a few facts, commonly
used in literature of the Keller-Segel equations.

First of all, and to the best of our knowledge, the only known solutions in the
flat case are the ones given in equation (1.4). Note that they all have mass 8.

A complementary fact, supporting the conjecture that static solutions must have
mass 8, is the the following ‘Virial Theorem’ that applies to the time-dependent
equation as well: Assume that p is a solution to the (time-dependent) Keller—Segel
equation (1.1a) and (1.1b), such that for all ¢ in the domain of g the following
quantity is finite

W(t) = /]Rz |I|2Q(t,$) dAo(I)

Then W satisfies the following equation (cf. [2]*lemma 22 for the proof):

. m

In particular, if ¢ is a (positive) solution to the static Keller—Segel equation (2.1)

with finite W, then m = 8. Note that for each gy, in equation (1.4), we get
W = o0, so the above two results are indeed complementary.

In the next theorem we prove that, under equation (3.1), all (positive) solutions
to the static Keller—Segel equation (2.1) must have mass 8.

THEOREM 3.7. If o € Cks is a solution of the static Keller—Segel equation (2.1) and
satisfies equation (3.1), then ils mass is necessarily 8.

Proof. By corollary 3.4, we have that m > 47 and thus, for some € > 0, we have
0=0(r=27¢).

Let now v = (v1, v2) be a smooth, compactly supported vector field. Let us pair
both sides of equation (2.2) with —gv, integrate over R? with respect to dA, and
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then integrate by parts in the first term to get

Z(/ (Ov; + viDicy,,) dAo): . (3.3)

For any smooth, real function f, let
vf(x) = (2:1:162“0(3”) + o1 f, 275e22(®) 4 32f) ,
and let xg as in the proof of theorem 3.1. Let us assume that |df| € L*(R?, g,).

Then for v = xgv’! equation (3.3) becomes

2
0= (/ (XRav + XROV; acwg—i—axlgv)dAO)
1 R2

3

( / Xr(z)o(x) <262‘p(z) + 4xi8ig0(x)62“"(z) + 0% f(x)
RZ

I
H‘M v

i=1

+ (2206270 + 0, f(2)) Dicyo(x) ) dAo(2) )

+O</ |dXR|‘vf‘gdA<p>
Ban(0)~Br(0) (3.4)
- 4/ XrodA, +2 Z / Xr(2)o(2)T:0icy o(2) dAy(2)
—_—
7, (R) T.(R)

+Z< [ xrorong = 8t - g, (F.de,, ) ddo )

Z5(R)
+0 (Ril (R —+ H df||L2(]R2,gV,)) R7276R2) .

As R — oo the last term goes to zero, by definition, Z; (R) — m. Using equation
(2), we get

:Zi:/ (@)aiDsco.o(x) dA, ()

Z [ xa@e@rmionin iz - ul) o) 42, ) A (o)

=Rz, g2
1< Ti — Yi
— 5 X [ e o) 4, ) aA ),
=lgiyre
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thus

i 1w =557 [
53 ] oo

=lps xR2

—% //Qx)g(y dA

R2 xRR2

m2

4’

|2 Q( ) dAy(y) dAy(z)

z+f£i+yi> Ti — Yi

2 [z — y[2 o(y) dAy(y) dAy(z)

w(y) dAw(x) + 0

~—~
due to antisymmetry

Finally, if we can choose a smooth f so that

Agf+ g, (df,dey ) = 4rop, (3.5)

and |df| € L*(R?, g,), then Z3(R) =0, for all R. For any smooth, compactly

supported function ¢, let

9]

w0

and let (Hy, o, (—|—)y,0) the corresponding Hilbert space. Clearly H,, , C L?

= 14012 5, + HIVEO 20 o

1,loc*

The weak formulation of equation (3.5) on H,, , is

Vo € C, Cpt (RQ) : <d¢| df>L2(R27g¢) + /]R? (bgtp (df, dctp,g) qu: = /R2 Qbrar@ dAga .

Now if f = ¢ € C,(R?), then

cpt

B(f,$) Do ()

B (6.6) = (4016} oo, + [ 90, (d0.0s,) dA,

1
= 190l + 5 [ 90 (00 de) dA,

1
=l d¢”%2(R279¢) + 5 /}R2 $*Apcy o dA,

1
= d¢||2L2(R2,g¢) t3 /Rz ¢*0dA,

= (1613,
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and, using that ¢ has compact support and equation (3.2), we have

B, ) = [ ordpaa,
Lo (%)

2 67— 2
< ||¢\/§HL2(R2,9¢)“/RZ % dA,

< K(p, 0)[|9llp,0-

Thus the conditions of the Lax—Milgram theorem are satisfied and hence there is a
unique f € H, , that solves equation (3.5). By elliptic regularity, f is in fact smooth
and by the definition H, ,, |df| € L*(R?, g,,). Hence equation (3.4) becomes 0 =

4m — ’2”—:, which concludes the proof. (|

4. Connection to the critical Kazdan—Warner equation on the round
sphere

Let us assume that ¢ € Ckg is a solution of the static Keller—Segel equation (2.1)
and satisfies equation (3.1), and thus m = 87. Fix A € Ry and z, € R? and
let o)., as in equation (1.4). Pick the unique stereographic projection py ., :
S? — { North pole } — R?, so that gsz := (prs,)*(30r2,90) is the round metric

of unit radius. By corollary 3.4, the function u := % In( gkg ) is bounded on R?. Let

u:=TUopy,, €L>®(S?). Then (omitting obvious pullbacks and computations) we

have
1 1
As2uz 1 AO <ln< © ))
50Nz, 2 0Nz,

1
= o AO ((h’l (Q) — Cgpyg) + Cyp,0 +In (‘Q)\,I*))
1 2
= — (0+€ S(;Q_ .Q)\,m*)
OXz,
= eXPe® — 1.

Since ¢ is compactly supported, the pullback of e*# to S? via py ., extends smoothly
over the North pole. Let us denote this extension by h. Then the equation on u
becomes

Ageu = he®* — 1. (4.1)

This is the equation of Kazdan and Warner, [7]*equation (1.3), with £k =1 (note
that they use the opposite sign convention for the Laplacian). When ¢ vanishes
identically, then u = 0 is a solution, which corresponds to the well-known g = 9y »,
solution on the flat plane. More generally, given any A € Ry and z, € R? and any
positive scalar curvature metric g on S?, one can construct a solution to curved,
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static Keller—Segel equation (2.1) as follows: by the uniformization theorem, g and
gs2 are always conformally equivalent. Thus we have a function, u, that solves
equation (4.1) with h being the scalar curvature of g (pulled back under a diffeo-
morphism). Let now u and h be the pushforwards of v and h, respectively, to R? via
Dz, and let g := ,Q,\,z*e%. Then p solves the curved, static Keller—Segel equation

(2.1) with ¢ = L In(h).

REMARK 4.1. Using the reduced, static Keller-Segel equation (2.2) also, equations
similar to the Kazdan-Warner equation (4.1) were studied in [3, 9]. These equations
however are still on the plane so the geometric interpretation above is lost.

Unfortunately, equation (4.1) is the critical version of the Kazdan—Warner
equation in [7]. Thus we cannot, in general, assume solvability for an arbitrary
h. In fact, Kazdan and Warner found a necessary condition for the existence of
solutions: For each spherical harmonic of degree one, u1, by [7]*equation (8.10), we
have

/ gs> (duy, dh) e*wg = 0, (4.2)
S2

where wg2 is the symplectic/area form of gsz. We use equation (4.2) to prove the
following:

THEOREM 4.2. There exists ¢ € ngt(Rg), arbitrarily close to the identically zero
function, such that the static Keller-Segel equation (2.1) has no solutions satisfying
equation (3.1).

Proof. Let us assume that ¢ is radial (with respect to a,). Then h is only a func-
tion of the polar angle § € (=7, §), on S2. When u; = sin(f), then equation (4.2)
becomes

/s2 cos (6) (Oph) e**wg> = 0. (4.3)

Since dyph ~ €*#0,¢, we get that if ¢ is nonconstant and 9, is either nonnegative
or nonpositive, then equation (4.3) cannot hold. This concludes the proof. [

5. The variation aspects of the Keller—Segel theory on curved planes

We end this paper with a complementary result to theorem 3.7, showing that the
energy functional (formally) corresponding to the Keller—Segel flow in equation
(1.1a) and (1.1b) is bounded from below only when m = 8x. In order to do
that, we first prove a curved version of the logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev
inequality.

5.1. Curved logarithmic Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality and the
Keller—Segel free energy

Let A € R, and x, € R?, and define

2
fre, (T) = A (5.1)

(A2 4 |z — 2, 2)Y
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Then py o, is everywhere positive, [p, fix2, dAg = 1, and for any f € C5 (R?)

lim e, fdAy = f(z,). (5.2)
A—=0 Jr2

The following identities about p ,, are easy to verify:

Mmpx gz, In (mpey 4, ) dAg =mln (ﬁ) —2mIn(N), (5.3a)
R2 e
. G y)prz, (y) dAo(y) = 8% (In (a2, ) — 2In(A) + In(7))
(5.3b)
[ e @6 i, () do(2) daly) = 5 1) — - (5.3

R2 xR2

Now we can state the logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality on (R?, go),
which is a special case of [1]*theorem 2.

THEOREM 5.1. Let o be an almost everywhere positive function on R? and assume
that

/ odAg=meR,.
R2

Then for all A € Ry, x, € R%, we have

oot ()

> 5 [[ (el@) — it ()G, 1) o) = i, () dAoo) dAo(y). - (5.9)

R2 xRR2
Moreover, equality holds exactly when o0 = myuy 4, .

IDEA OF THE PROOF. Note that equations (5.3a), (5.3¢), and (5.3a) imply that
equation (5.4) is equivalent to

| et@yinete)) o+ = [[ ofe)n (e = ) o) dala) daa(y

R2 xR2

+m (14 In(r) —In(m)) > 0. (5.5)
Now equation (5.5) is the n = 2 and f = g case of [1]*inequality (27).

Let now g be any smooth Riemannian metric on R?, not necessarily conformally
equivalent to go. There still exists a smooth function, ¢, such that if the area form
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of g is dA,, then
dA, = €** dA,. (5.6)
For the remainder of this section (but this section only), let ¢ be defined via
equation (5.6), and write, as before dA, := dA,. When g is not conformally equiva-
lent to go, then G is no longer the Green’s function for g. Now let ¥ 2, = Bz, e 2%,

Note that [po pf, dA, =1.
The next lemma is a generalization of theorem 5.1.

LEMMA 5.2. Let o be an almost everywhere positive function on R? and assume
that

/R2QdA¢,:m€R+.

Then for all A € Ry and x, € R?, we have

R2 xR2

% (oly) = mug,. (1)) dAp(2) dAp(y),  (5.7)
and equality holds exactly when o = m,uf’w*.

Proof. Let us first rewrite the left-hand side of equation (5.7):

0 0 2
1 dA, = 1 _ ? dA
/Rzg n<mﬂfx*> ’ /]RQQ n<mu62*">e ’

:/ (¢¢**) In <M> dA,. (5.8)
R2 mp

Since pe?? is almost everywhere positive and

/ (962*0) dAy :/ odA, =m,
R2 R2

we can use equation (5.4), with o replaced by ge??, and get

/Rz (0€**) In <(Q;j:)> dAg > % // (g(x)eQ“"(m) — mu(:c)) G(z,y)

R2 xR2

% (ow)e® —mu(y)) dAo(w) dAo(y).  (5.9)
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Furthermore

[ (o) —mn(2) G, (el)e* — muty)) dAo(w) dAa(y)

R2 xR2
- // (Q(x) - m”(f”)e_%(x)) Glz,y) (g(y) - mu(y)e—zwy))
R2 xR?

X (62”(“”) dAo(x)> (62“”(1’) dAo(y))

— [ (o) = mug .. (2)) Glav) (o) = mis,. (0)) 4 (a) A1),
o (5.10)

Combining equations (5.8), (5.9), and (5.10) proves equation (5.7). Finally, equality
in equation (5.9) holds exactly when pe2¥ = my, or equivalently, when ¢ = muf’gp*,
which conclude the proof.

REMARK 5.3. As opposed to the flat case, when ¢ is not identically zero, the m = 8r
minimizer for the curved logarithmic Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev equation (5.7),
87wf,$*, is not a solution to the static Keller-Segel equation (2.1), nor the reduced,
static Keller-Segel equation (2.2). Instead, we get

d <ln (87r,uf7x*) — C%Swf,m*) =d(In(87pra,) — 20 — Co8rpr.. ) = —2dp Z 0.

5.2. The Keller—Segel free energy
The (flat) Keller—Segel free energy of o € Cxs(m, 0) is

1
Folo) = [ em(@) dho— 5 [ o@)Glap)ev) dho(e) dhay). (.11
¥ R2xR2
REMARK b5.4. Formally, equation (1.1a) is the negative gradient flow of the
Keller—Segel free energy under the Wasserstein metric. Formally this metric can be
introduced as follows: If ¢ € Cks(m, ¢), then the operator f+— L,(f) :=d*(pdf)

is expected to be nondegenerate. Then if ¢ is a tangent vector to Cks(m, ¢), then
its Wasserstein norm is given by

lalfy = [ 687" (@) aso.

Then the Wasserstein norm is a Hilbert norm, thus can be used to define gradient
flows.

REMARK 5.5. The functional in (5.11) is also the energy of self-gravitating
Brownian dust; cf. [4].
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Let us generalize Fy to (R? g,): For any p € Cks(m, ¢), let the curved
Keller—Segel free energy be

Fo(@)= [ oo ar, =5 [[ ew)Glamet) ar,@) aa, ). 612

R2xR2
Now we are ready to prove our last main result.

THEOREM 5.6. The curved Keller—Segel free energy (5.12) is bounded from below
on Cks(m, ¢), ervactly when m = 8.

Proof. Let m, A € Ry, and ) o as in equation (5.1) (with z, = 0). Now equations
(5.3¢) and (5.3a) imply that

Folninene™) = [ e, n i . e=7) A,
R

1
~5 [ s e

R2 xR2

x G(z, y)mpaa, (y)e 2 dA, () dAy(y)

= |, e In (myixq,) dAo—?m/ Pz, ¢ dAg
] i @G, (1) d0l) Ao ()
RQXRZ
= (m —8m)In(A) + mIn (m) - 2m/ tx .z, dAg.
4 e R2
As A — 0T, the last term goes to ¢(x4). Thus, when m > 8, then
,\li%l+ Fo (m,u,\%e_w) = -
Similarly, as A — oo, the last term goes to zero. Thus, when m < 8m, then

Ah_,néo Fo (mpir e, e”%) = —o0.

This proves the claim for m # 8.
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When m = 8m, then for any o € Cks(m, ¢), we have

Folo)= [ omn(o) aa, —f// o) dA,(2) dA, (1)
R2xR2
= [ e da, T[] @6 o) s @) aasm)
]R2><]R2
B /Rz ol (mu%z*) // - A ””*(x))

R2 xR2

x G(a.y) (o) = mug,,, (1)) dA,(x) dA,(y)
+mIn(m) — 2/]1{2 op dA, + /}Rz oln (pre,) dAy

8 / / 0(£)G(,y)1a.e, (v) dAp(z) dAo(y)

R? xR2
+ 4rm? // pire, (2)G(z,y)pix 2, (y) dAo(x) dAg(y)
R? xR2
<o (m/ﬁf> ) (o) = miz @)

Rz xR2

x G(a.y) (o) = mig,, (1)) dA,(x) dA,(y)
+mln(m) — 2/]Rz op dA,

# [ ote) (s () =57 [ Gloanina. ) dhotn) ) (o)

R2

+ dmm / / e, (2)G(, ) 1ine, () dAo(z) dAo(y).

Now, using equations (5.7), (5.3b), (5.3c), and (5.2), and plugging back m = 8,
we get

inf ({ F, (o) | 0 € Cks(m, ) }) =8nIn (%) — 167 sup ({p(2)|z € R*}),
which completes the proof. 0
REMARK 5.7. It is not entirely obvious if the relevant generalization of Keller—Segel

free energy (5.11) is the functional, 7, in equation (5.12). There is an generalization
that is minimally coupled to the metric: Let r, := A, be the Gauss curvature of
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g and ¢ € R be a coupling constant. Then let us define

Foa(@)= [ oo ar, =5 [[ ow)Glamlot) aA, @) da, )

R2 xR2

+o [[ R )ot) aru() da (o)

R2 xR2

When m # 8, the proof of theorem 5.6 can still be used to prove the unboundedness
of Fy 4, and when m = 8w, we get

0 4
Foq(0) 2 /]R oln e dA, — o // (9(35) - muf,x*(l"))
2 ATy

R2 xR2

% Gle,y) (o(y) = mug,, (1)) dA, (@) dA, ()

+(q— 2)/ opdA,dA, +8rn (2).
R2

In particular, when ¢ = 2, then o = 8mpuf -, 1s an absolute minimizer of F ;.
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