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HYPOCOERCIVITY WITHOUT CONFINEMENT

by

Emeric Bouin, Jean Dolbeault, Stéphane Mischler,
Clément Mouhot & Christian Schmeiser

Abstract. — In this paper, hypocoercivity methods are applied to linear kinetic equa-
tions with mass conservation and without confinement, in order to prove that the
solutions have an algebraic decay rate in the long-time range, which the same as
the rate of the heat equation. Two alternative approaches are developed: an analy-
sis based on decoupled Fourier modes and a direct approach where, instead of the
Poincaré inequality for the Dirichlet form, Nash’s inequality is employed. The first
approach is also used to provide a simple proof of exponential decay to equilibrium
on the flat torus. The results are obtained on a space with exponential weights and
then extended to larger function spaces by a factorization method. The optimality
of the rates is discussed. Algebraic rates of decay on the whole space are improved
when the initial datum has moment cancellations.

1. Introduction

We consider the Cauchy problem
M Ocf+v-Vif=Lf, [fO,x,0)=folx,v)

for a distribution function f (¢, x, v), with position variable x € [Rd, velocity variable
v € RY, and with time t = 0. Concerning the collision operator L, we shall consider
two cases:

(a) Fokker-Planck collision operator:
Lf =V, [MV, (M7 )],
(b) Scattering collision operator:

szfwa(-, V) (fFWYME) - fFOOM@N)dv'.
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We shall make the following assumptions on the local equilibrium M(v) and on
the scattering rate o (v, v'):

(H1) fdM(U)dv:l, V,VMel?R?Y), MeCRY),
R

M=M(v)), 0<M@) <cie ", vveR? forsomecy, c;>0.

(H2) 1<o(vv)<T, Vu,v' eR? forsomeo=1.
(H3) fd(a(v,v')—a(v’,v))M(v’)dv’:O, VveR?,
R

Before stating our main results, let us list some preliminary observations.
(i) A typical example of a local equilibrium satisfying (H1) is the Gaussian

2) MW)=—7—7—7%

(ii) With o = 1, Case (b) includes the relaxation operator L f = Mp = [, also known
as the linear BGK operator, with position density defined by

pr(t,x) :=fRdf(t,x, v)dv.

(iii) Positivity and exponential decay of the local equilibrium are essential for our
approach. The assumption on the gradient and continuity are technical and only
needed for some of our results. Rotational symmetry is not important, but as-
sumed for computational convenience. However the property

f vMw)dv =0,
Rd

i.e., zero flux in local equilibrium, is essential.
(iv) Since micro-reversibility (or detailed balance), i.e., symmetry of o, is not re-
quired, Assumption (H3) is needed for mass conservation, i.e.,

f Lfdv=0,
R4

in Case (b). The boundedness away from zero of ¢ in (H2) guarantees coercivity
of L relative to its nullspace (such bound can always be written o = 1 by scaling).

Since e’ propagates probability densities, i.e., conserves mass and nonnegativ-
ity, L dissipates convex relative entropies, implying in particular

/RdeAi/IdeO.

This suggests to use the L2-space with the measure dyqo := Yoo AV, Where Yoo (V) =
M(v)~1, as a functional analytic framework (the subscript co will make sense later).
We shall need the microscopic coercivity property

(H4) —f fodYoozAmf (f_Mpf)deoor
R4 R4

with some A,, > 0. In Case (a) it is equivalent to the Poincaré inequality with
weight M,

2
fIVUhIZMdvzitmf (h— thv) Mdv,
R4 R4 R4

for all h = f/M € H (M dv). It holds as a consequence of the exponential decay
assumption in (H1) (see, e.g., [29, 2]). For the normalized Gaussian (2) the optimal
constant is known to be 1,, = 1 (see for instance [4] and references therein). In
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Case (b), (H4) means
lff U(y,v’)M(v)M(v')(u(v)—u(v’))zdv’dvzlmf (u—puM)szv,
2 JJR4 xRd Rd

forallu=f/Me L?(Mdv), and itholds with A,,, =1 as a consequence of the lower
bound for o in Assumption (H2).

Although the transport operator does not contribute to entropy dissipation, its
dispersion in the x-direction in combination with the dissipative properties of the
collision operator yields the desired decay results. In order to perform a mode-
by-mode hypocoercivity analysis, we introduce the Fourier representation with re-
spect to x,

ft,x,v) szf(t,é, v) e ¥ du(E),

where du(é) = 2m) "% dé and d¢ is the Lesbesgue measure on R%. The normaliza-
tion of du(¢) is chosen such that Plancherel’s formula reads

||f(tv'! V) ||L2(dx) = ”f(t” U) ||L2(du(5))

with a straightforward abuse of notations. The Cauchy problem (1) in Fourier
variables is now decoupled in the ¢-direction:

3) 0 f+iw-Of=LF, F0,&v)=fo& v).

Our main results are devoted to hypocoercivity without confinement: when the
variable x is taken in R?, we assume that there is no potential preventing the run-
away corresponding to |x| — +oo. So far, hypocoercivity results have been ob-
tained either in the compact case corresponding to a bounded domain in x, for
instance T¢, or in the whole Euclidean space with an external potential V such
that the measure e~" dx admits a Poincaré inequality. Usually other technical as-
sumptions are required on V and there are many variants (for instance one can as-
sume a stronger logarithmic Sobolev inequality instead of a Poincaré inequality),
but the common property is that some growth condition on V is assumed and in
particular the measure e~" dx is bounded. Here we consider the case V = 0, which
is obviously a different regime. By replacing the Poincaré inequality by Nash’s in-
equality or using direct estimates in Fourier variables, we adapt the L? hypoco-
ercivity methods and prove that an appropriate norm of the solution decays at a
rate which is the rate of the heat equation. This observation is compatible with
diffusion limits, which have been a source of inspiration for building Lyapunov
functionals and establishing the L? hypocoercivity method of [11]. Before stating
any result, we need some notation to implement the factorization method of [16]
and obtain estimates in large functional spaces.

Let us consider the measures

)* and k>d,

4) dyr:=yr(v)dv where }fk(v)=(1+|v|2

such that 1/y; € L' (R%). The condition k € (d,co] then covers the case of weights
with a growth of the order of | v|*, when k is finite, and we denote k = oo the case
when the weight y., = M~! grows at least exponentially fast.

Theorem 1. — Assume (H1)—(H4), x € R, and k € (d,00]. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that solutions f of (1) with initial datum f; € Lz(dxd)/k) n
Lz(d)/k; LY(dx)) satisfy, forall t = 0,

I fo “12} (dxdyy) T Ifo ||iz(dYk;L1 (dx))
(1+1)d/2 '

“f(t"") ||iz(ddek) =C
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For the heat equation improved decay rates can be shown by Fourier tech-
niques, if the modes with slowest decay are eliminated from the initial data. The
following two results are in this spirit.

Theorem 2. — Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 hold, and let

ffRdXRdfodxdv:O.

Then there exists C > 0 such that solutions f of (1) with initial datum fy satisfy, for
allt=0,

2 ”fO ||iz(dyk+2;L1 dx) T ”fO ”iz(dy,c;Ll(lxIdx)) + ”fO ||iz(dXdYk)
”f(t"") ||L2(ddek) = (1+ 1)d/2+1 ,

with k € (d, 00).

The case of Theorem 2, but with k = oo, is covered in Theorem 3 under the
stronger assumption that M is a Gaussian. For the formulation of a result cor-
responding to the cancellation of higher order moments, we introduce the set
R¢[X, V] of polynomials of order at most ¢ in the variables X, V € R4 (the sum of
the degrees in X and in V is at most ¢). We also need that the kernel of the collision
operator is spanned by a Gaussian function in order to keep polynomial spaces in-
variant. This means that for any P € Ry[X, V], one has (L—T) (PM) € Ry[X, VIM.
Since the transport operator mixes both variables x and v, one needs moments
with respect to both x and v variables.

Theorem 3. — In Case (a), let M be the normalized Gaussian (2). In Case (b),
we assume that 0 = 1. Let k € (d,o0], ¢ € N and assume that the initial datum
fo e L'®R? x RY) is such that

(5) [f folx, ) P(x,v)dxdv =0
R4 x R4

for all P € Ry[X,V]. Then there exists a constant cy > 0 such that any solution f
of (1) with initial datum fy satisfies, forallt = 0,

2 I fo ||iz(dYk+2;L1 @w * 1 fo ”iz(d}/k;Ll(lxldx)) + HfOHIZﬂ(dxdyk)
”f(t»'r') ”LZ(dxd)/k) = Ck (1 + p)d/2+1+¢ )

The outline of this paper goes as follows. In Section 2, we slightly strengthen
the abstract hypocoercivity result of [11] by allowing complex Hilbert spaces and by
providing explicit formulas for the coefficients in the decay rate (Proposition 4). In
Corollary 5, this result is applied for fixed ¢ to the Fourier transformed problem (3),
where integrals are computed with respect to the measure dy in the velocity
variable v. Since the frequency ¢ can be considered as a parameter, we shall speak
of a mode-by-mode hypocoercivity result. It provides exponential decay, however
with a rate deteriorating as ¢ — 0.

In Section 3, we state a special case (Proposition 6) of the factorization re-
sult of [16] with explicit constants which corresponds to an enlargement of the
space, and also a shrinking result (Proposition 7) which will be useful in Sec-
tion 6.2. By the enlargement result, the estimate corresponding to the exponential
weight Y is extended in Corollary 8 to larger spaces corresponding to the alge-
braic weights vy with k € (d,00). As a straightforward consequence, in Section 4,
we recover an exponential convergence rate in the case of the flat torus T¢ (Corol-
lary 9), and then give a first proof of the algebraic decay rate of Theorem 1 in the
whole space without confinement.
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In Section 5, an hypocoercivity method, where the Poincaré inequality, or the
so-called macroscopic coercivity condition, is replaced by the Nash inequality, pro-
vides an alternative proof of Theorem 1. Such a direct approach is also applica-
ble to problems with non-constant coefficients like scattering operators with x-
dependent scattering rates o, or Fokker-Planck operators with x-dependent diffu-
sion constants like V,, - (2(x) MV, (M~! f)).

The improved algebraic decay rates of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 are obtained
by direct Fourier estimates in Section 6. As we shall see in the Appendix A, the
rates of Theorem 1 are optimal: the decay rate is the rate of the heat equation
on R%. Our method is consistent with the diffusion limit and provides estimates
which are asymptotically uniform in this regime: see Appendix B. We also check
that the results of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 are uniform in the diffusive limit in
Appendix B.

We conclude this introduction by a brief review of the literature: On the whole
Euclidean space, we refer to [31] for recent lecture notes on available techniques
for capturing the large time asymptotics of the heat equation. Some of our results
make a clear link with the heat flow seen as the diffusion limit of the kinetic equa-
tion. We also refer to [21] for recent results on the diffusion limit, or overdamped
limit (see Appendix B).

The mode-by-mode analysis is an extension of the hypocoercivity theory of [11],
which has been inspired by [18], but is also close to the Kawashima compensating
function method: see [24] and [15, Chapter 3, Section 3.9]. We also refer to [12]
where the Kawashima approach is applied to a particular case of the scattering
model (b).

The word hypocoercivity was coined by T. Gallay and widely disseminated in the
context of kinetic theory by C. Villani. In [28, 33, 34], the method deals with large
time properties of the solutions by considering a H!-norm (in x and v variables)
and taking into account cross-terms. This is very well explained in [33, Section 3],
but was already present in earlier works like [19]. Hypocoercivity theory is inspired
by and related to the earlier hypoellipticity theory. The latter has a long history
in the context of the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. One can refer for instance
to [13, 19] and much earlier to Hormander’s theory [20]. The seed for such an
approach can even be traced back to Kolmogorov’s computation of Green’s kernel
for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation in [25], which has been reconsidered in [22]
and successfully applied, for instance, to the study of the Vlasov-Poisson-Fokker-
Planck system in [32, 6].

Linear Boltzmann equations and BGK (Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook, see [5]) mod-
els also have a long history: we refer to [9, 8] for key mathematical properties,
and to [28, 18] for first hypocoercivity results. In this paper we will mostly rely
on [10, 11]. However, among more recent contributions, one has to quote [17, 1, 7]
and also an approach based on the Fisher information which has recently been
implemented in [14, 27].

With the exponential weight y., = M, Corollary 9 can be obtained directly by
the method of [11]. In this paper we also obtain a result for weights with poly-
nomial growth in the velocity variable based on [16]. For completeness, let us
mention that recently the exponential growth issue was overcome for the Fokker-
Planck case in [23, 26] by a different method. The improved decay rates estab-
lished in Theorem 2 and in Theorem 3 generalize to kinetic models similar results
known for the heat equation, see for instance [26, Remark 3.2 (7)] or [3].
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2. Mode-by-mode hypocoercivity

Let us consider the evolution equation

dF
(6) ot +TF=LF,
where T and L are respectively a general transport operator and a general linear
collision operator. We shall use the abstract approach of [11]. Although the exten-
sion of the method to Hilbert spaces over complex numbers is rather straightfor-
ward, we carry it out here for completeness. For details on the Cauchy problem or,
e.g., on the domains of the operators, we refer to [11]. Notice that we do not ask

that L is a Hermitian operator but simply assume that L*A = 0.

Proposition 4. — Let L and T be closed unbounded linear operators on the com-
plex Hilbert space (F, (:,-)) with dense domains 2(L) and 2(T). Assume that T is
anti-Hermitian. Let I1 be the orthogonal projection onto the null space of L and
define
A:=(1+(Tm*TH) " (Tm*

where * denotes the adjoint with respect to (:,-). We assume that L*A = 0 and that
there are positive constants Ay, Ay, and Cyy exist, such that, for any F € JC, the
following properties hold:

> microscopic coercivity:

(A1) —(LEF)z Anll1-IDF|?, VFe2(L),

> macroscopic coercivity:

(A2) ITIF|? = Ay ITIFI%, VYV Fe2(T),

> parabolic macroscopic dynamics:

(A3) MTIIF=0, VFe2(T),

> bounded auxiliary operators:

(A4) IATA -IDF||+ |ALF| < Cy (1 =IDF|, VFe2D(L)NnD(T).
Then L— T generates a Cy-semigroup and for any t = 0, we have

(7) “e(L_T) t“2 <3e M where A= % min{ 1, A, LMZ }

M 1+ Am) Cyy

Proof. — For some 0 > 0 to be determined later, the Lyapunov functional
HIF]:= 1 |F|* + 6 Re(AE F)
is such that L H[F] = - D[F] if F solves (6), with
D[F]:=—(LE F)+ 0 (ATIIF, F)+ 0 Re(AT(1-II)F, F) — 6 Re(TAF, F)— 6 Re(ALFE, F).

Note that we have used the fact that Re(AF,LF) = 0 because of the assumption
L*A =0, and also that (ATIIF, F) is real because ATTII is self-adjoint by construc-
tion. Since the Hermitian operator ATII can be interpreted as the application of
the map z — (1 + z) 1z to (TID*TII and as a consequence of the spectral theo-
rem [30, Theorem VII.2, p. 225], the conditions (A1) and (A2) imply that

—(LEF)+8(ATIIEF) > A,, |1 -IDF|* + OAm ITLF|?.
1+ Ay

Asin [11, Lemma 1], if G=AF, i.e., G+ (TID*TIIG = (TI)* F, one has
IAF|? + | TAF|I? = (G, G+ (TID* TIIG) = (G, (TID* F) = (TAE, (1 - ) F)
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where we have used A = ITA and IITII = 0. Using [(TAF,(1-IDF)| < | TAF|> +
1 1(1=TDF|?, one gets

1
(8) IAF|? < Zlha ~IDF|?,

which implies that |[Re(AF, F)| < || AF||||F|l = % | F||I> and provides us with the norm
equivalence of H[F] and ||F|?,

1 1
9) 51-0) IF|I? < H[F] <2 (1+0) IFII%.

With X := |1 -IDF| and Y := ||IIF|, it follows from (A4) that

0 Am

DIF] = (A, — 6) X Y?-6CyXY.
[Fl=zAm—0) +1+/1M M

The choice 6 = § min{l, Am, %} implies that
M
DIFlz—X"+———Y°> - Ay, ——— ¢ || F||* = ———— H[F].
== TSIV M S T L B vew st

With A defined in (7), using 6 < 1/2 and (1 +06)/(1—-9) < 3, we get
2 1+6 _ _
IF()I1* = ——HIF)(t) = — e M IFO)I? =3¢ | FO) 1%
1-6 1-6
For any fixed ¢ € R?, let us apply Proposition 4 to (3) with F = f and
H=1*(dYoo) HFV:i[”Fdew, HF=A4dedu:num, TF=i(vd)F.
R R

Here we are in a mode-by-mode framework in which the transport operator T is a
simple multiplication operator.

Corollary 5. — Assume (H1)~(H4), and take & € R?. If f is a solution of (3) such
that fy(,-) € Lz(dyoo), then for any t = 0, we have

A 2 _ A 2
||f(f»5»')||L2(dyoo) <3e ﬂef|f0(5,')||L2(dYoo)’

where

AP | ) A ©?
(10) ﬂ‘f:w and Azgmln{l,@‘)}mln{l,m},
with

4 2
(u)@:f(waﬁwwdu K:f(waﬂﬂwdm &:—f’mMMWdu
R4 R4 d R4
for an arbitrarye € S9! and withx = V0 in Case (a) andx = 27 VO in Case (b).

Proof. — We check that the assumptions of Proposition 4 are satisfied with F = f.
The property L*A = 0 is a consequence of the mass conservation fpaLfdv =0
because 1A = A. Assumption (H4) implies (Al). Concerning the macroscopic
coercivity (A2), since

TIF=i(v-&) pr M,
one has

ITIF|? = Ipplszd v-&° M) dv =015 |pr|* = O ITIF)%,

and thus (A2) holds with A); = © |¢|2. By assumption M(v) depends only on |v|, so
itis unbiased: [ga v M(v) dv = 0, which means that (A3) holds.
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Let us now prove (A4). Since (TIN*F = -IITF = —i (- [pa V' F(V)dV') M, we
obtain that

(1+(TH)*TH)pM:(1+fd(§-v')2M(v’)dv' pM=(1+0|¢*) pM
R

and the operator A, defined in Proposition 4, is given mode-by-mode by
—ié- Jpa V' F(V) dV'

1+01¢?
As a consequence, A satisfies the estimate

'(1;%”:' v-&lVMdv

I(1-IDF]| 2 )”2_ Ve
< e ([ oot mar] =12 ia-mr.

In Case (b) the collision operator L is obviously bounded:
ILFl =20 I(1-IDF]

AF =

1
AF||=|AQ-IDF| <
IAFI = IAL-TFI = g |

and, as a consequence,

20VO|¢|
1+0[&?
We also notice that L*A = 0 according to (H3). For estimating AL in Case (a), we

note that F
f vLde:Zf V,VM —dv
Rd Rd VM

and obtain as above that

2 1-IDF Vo
IALE] < fRd I \/1\_/1) | ’f-vym‘ dv<-Y26l i mE.

IALF| = I(1-IDFI.

1+0(¢? 1+0(¢)?
For both cases we finally obtain

IALF|l < % IA-IDF].
Similarly we can estimate AT (1 —ID)F = i (y’.f)lzig—lg)zp(u’) v M by
[ (v A - F ) v’
IAT(1-TDF|l = 1+@|<f|2
(fRd (v-&)* M(v’)dv’)l/2 VEIE12
= 11012 ”(1_H)F”:W|E|2”(1_H)F”’
meaning that we have proven (A4) with Cy; = KI;;I:O—\/SIZEIZ
With the elementary estimates
oKk’ | min{1,0} —°_ 5 nd Au e(+eir) e |
1+OKE 1+[¢1? (1+Apm) C3, (K+\/—|5|)2 K+0x?

the proofis completed using (7). O
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3. Enlarging and shrinking spaces by factorization

Square integrability against the inverse of the local equilibrium M is a rather re-
strictive assumption on the initial datum. In this section it will be relaxed with the
help of the abstract factorization method of [16] in a simple case (factorization of
order 1). Here we state the result and sketch a proof in a special case, for the con-
venience of the reader. We shall then give a result based on similar computations
in the opposite direction: how to establish a rate in a stronger norm, which corre-
spond to a shrinking of the functional space. We will conclude with an application
to the problem studied in Corollary 5. Let us start by enlarging the space.

Proposition 6. — Let 98,, %, be Banach spaces and let 98, be continuously imbed-
ded in %, i.e., |- 1 < c1ll - ll2. Let*B and A +°5 be the generators of the strongly
CONnLinUoOUs Semigroups e3t and e®*Pt on B, . Assume that there are positive con-
stants ¢z, ¢3, ¢4, A1 and A, such that, forall t =0,

He(QH%) t|| A t He%t” At

<ce” <cze M, A2 =cs,

2—2 1-1

where || - ||;— j denotes the operator norm for linear mappings from %; to ;. Then
there exists a positive constant C = C(cy, ¢2, 3, ¢4) such that, forall t = 0,

C(1+1A1 = A1) eminthi el for 2y # Ay,

” et t“l—»l = { Cl+ne Mt fordy =2,.

Proof. — Integrating the identity 4 (e®+%)5 P (1=5)) = ¢+B)s9(eB (=9 ith re-
spectto s € [0, ] gives

t
pQB) 1 _ e%t+f oA B s oy oB(-5) g
0

The proofis completed by the straightforward computation
t
”e(gl-i-%) t”l—»l < C3 e—/ll t + Cl/ ”e(QH-‘B)SQle% (t—s) ”1_)2 dS
0

t
<czeMltcicrcs C4e_’11tf eM-)s g ¢
0

O

The second statement of this section is devoted to a result on the shrinking of
the functional space. It is based on a computation which is similar to the one of
the proof of Proposition 6.

Proposition 7. — Let 9,, 9, be Banach spaces and let 9B, be continuously imbed-
ded in %, i.e., |- |1 < c1ll - ll2. Let B and A + 5 be the generators of the strongly
continuous semigroups e® ! and e®*P) ! on B, . Assume that there are positive con-
stants ¢z, c3, ¢4, A1 and Ay such that, forall t =0,

” A+ B ” Aot

Mt ” %r” -

sce ™, e <cze ', |Ul1—2 = ca,

IR ,, =G 11—z < ca

where | - ||;—; denotes the operator norm for linear mappings from 9; to ;. Then

there exists a positive constant C = C(cy, ¢2, c3, ¢4) such that, forall t = 0,

“e(QH_%)t” - C(1+|/12—/11|_1) e—min{/lz,/ll}t forllz;é/lll,
2=2 Ca+peMt fordy =2,.
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(e‘B(t—s)e(QH%)s) B (t—s) Qle(QH%)s

Proof. — Integrating the identity % with re-

spect to s € [0, ] gives

t
PQA+B) e%r+f B U=3) g L2+ B)s g
0

=e

The proof is completed by the straightforward computation

t
||e(2l+%)l’”2_)2 < c3 e—/lgl’_i_\/‘ ||e%(l‘—s)9,le(2l+%)8”2_)2 dS
0
t
<c3 e_’12t+clf 1eB 9B+ Bs| L ds
0
Aot ! B (t—s) (RU+B)
- - +
scze ? +Cl[ le Mon AN s lle iy ds
0

t
<cge ™ icic030 e_}“”f et~ Ms g ¢
0

O

We will use Proposition 7 in Section 6.2. Coming back to the problem studied in
Corollary 5, Proposition 6 applies to (3) with the spaces %, = L?(dyy), k € (d,0),
and %, = L?(dy,) corresponding to the weights defined by (4). The exponential
growth of Y, guarantees that %, is continuously imbedded in %;.

Corollary 8. — Assume (H1)—(H4), If € (d,oo), and & e R, T hgn there exists a
constant C > 0, such that solutions f of (3) with initial datum fy(¢,-) € L2(dyy)
satisfy, with u given by (10),

||f(t7€7 ') ||1242(d'yk) S Ce_ﬂft ||f0(€) ) ||i2(d}’k) V tZ 0

Proof. — In Case (a), let us define 2 and B by AF = NyrF and*BF =—-i(v-{) F+
LF —2F, where N and R are two positive constants, y is a smooth function such
that 1p, < y < 15,, and y g := x(-/R). Here B, is the centered ball of radius r. It has
been established in [26, Lemma 3.8] that if k > d, then the inequality

f(L—QL)(F)FdYkS—/llf F?dy;
R4 R4

holds for some A; > 0. Moreover, A; can be chosen arbitrarily large for R and N
large enough. The boundedness of 2 : %8; — %, follows from the compactness of
the support of ¥ and Proposition 6 applies with A, = u¢/2 < 1/4, where p; is given
by (10).

In Case (b), we consider 2l and B such that

AF (v) M(v)fda(v, VYFhdv',
R

SBF(v) = - F(v).

i(v-9 +[ o, VYMW)dv
Rd

The boundedness of A : 8B, — %A, follows from (H2) and

1/2
— — -1
”QlF”LZ(dyoo) SU”F”Ll(du) <0 (.[;Qd Yk dl/) ”F"Lz(dyk) .

and A; = 1 because fpa o (v, V) MV)dv' = 1.
O

Proposition 6 applies with A, = £ < 1
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4. Asymptotic behavior based on mode-by-mode estimates

In this section we consider (1) and use the estimates of Corollary 5 with weight
Yoo = 1/M and Corollary 8 for weights with O(|v|¥) growth to get decay rates with
respect to t. We shall consider two cases for the spatial variable x. In Section 4.1,
we assume that x € T%, where T¢ is the flat d-dimensional torus (represented
by [0,27)9 with periodic boundary conditions) and prove an exponential conver-
gence rate. In Section 4.2, we assume that x € R? and establish algebraic decay
rates.

4.1. Exponential convergence to equilibrium in T¢. — In the periodic case x €
T there is a unique non-zero normalized equilibrium given by

1
Jfoo(X, V) = poo M(v) with po = —f fodxdv.
74| JJr

d xRd

Corollary 9. — Assume (H1)—(H4) and k € (d,oco]. Then there exists a constant
C > 0, such that the solution f of (1) on T% x R with initial datum fy € L*(dx dyy)
satisfies, with A given by (10),

17t = Feolleqaxaysy = € o= foolliziaxary e M V=0,

Proof. — We represent the flat torus T¢ by [0,27)¢ with periodic boundary con-
ditions, and the Fourier variable is denoted ¢ € 7%, For ¢ = 0, the microscopic
coercivity (see Section 2) implies

17,0, = foo 0| 24y < 1760,) = foo 0, | 24y €7"

For all other modes, foo(-f, -) = 0 for any ¢ # 0 (that is, for any ¢ such that [¢] = 1).
We can use Corollary 5 with p¢ = A/2, with the notations of (10). An application of
Parseval’s identity then proves the result for k = oo, and C = v/3. If k is finite, the
result with the weight y; follows from Corollary 8. O

Note that the latter result can also alternatively be proved by directly applying
Proposition 4 to (1), asin [11].

4.2. Algebraic decay rates in R, — With the result of Corollary 5 and Corollary 8
we obtain a first proof of Theorem 1 as follows. Let C > 0 be a generic constant
which is going to change from line to line. Plancherel’s formula implies

£ e ararg = [, [ e 151 ae] are.

We know that fi;o; e™# " d¢ < [pa e 2Pt g = (i—’;)dlz and thus, for all v € R?,

- 512 _ A _d
Joue M 1BF = € it s [ 74" = C Ut
Using the fact that yg = A/2 when |{| = 1 and Plancherel’s formula, we know that,

forall v € RY,
| emilif asscet ot oy
[¢1>1

which completes a first proof of Theorem 1.
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5. Hypocoercivity and the Nash inequality

In view of the proof of Theorem 1 in Section 4.2 and of the rate, it is natural to
wonder if the hypocoercivity can be controlled by the use of Nash’s inequality. Here
we temporarily abandon the Fourier variable ¢ and consider the direct variable
x € R%: throughout this section, the transport operator on the position space is
defined as

Tf =U- fo .
We rely on the abstract setting of Section 2, applied to (1) with the scalar product
-,y on L?(dx dyeo) and the induced norm || - ||. Notice that this norm includes the

x variable, which was not the case in the mode-by-mode analysis of Section 2. It is
then easy to check that (TID) f = MTpf=v-Vyps M, (TID* f = =Vy-(fga v fdv) M
and (TID*(TID f = - OAxp s M so that

g=Af=(1+TmM*TH) " (TM*f < g=uM

where u—©Au = —Vy-(fpa v f dv). Since M is unbiased, Af = A(1 —II) f. For some
0 > 0 to be chosen later, we redefine the entropy by H[f] := % I FI%+ 6 (AS, .

Proof of Theorem 1. — If f solves (1), the time derivative of H[f (¢, -, )] is given by

d
(12) EH[f]——D[f]
where, as in the proof of Proposition 4,
D[f] = _<Lf)f>+6<ATHf»f>+6 Re<AT(1_H)f)f>_6 Re<TAfrf>_5Re<ALf’f>

Here we use the fact that (Af,Lf) = 0. The first term in D[ f] satisfies the micro-
scopic coercivity condition

—(Lf, )2 Am A =TD fI%.

The second term in (12) is computed as follows. Solving g = ATIIf is equivalent to
solving (1+(TID*TI) g = (TID*TILf, i.e.,

(13) Uf-@AfoZ—@Axpf,
where g = vy M. Hence

<ATHf,f>=fRd vrpfrdx.

A direct application of the hypocoercivity approach of [11] to the whole space
problem fails by lack of a macroscopic coercivity condition. Although the second
term in (12) is not coercive, we observe that the last three terms in (12) can still be
dominated by the first two for § > 0, small enough, as follows.

1) Asin [11], we use the adjoint operators to compute

ATA-IDf, fH=—(A-IDf, TA* f).
We observe that
A" f=TO1+TM*TH) ™ f=T(1+TM*TO) ' 1f=MTup=vM-Vyuy
where u; is the solution in H' (dx) of
(14) up—OAur=ps.
With K defined by (11), we obtain that
ITA F1% = K V3o = K Axttr [y -
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On the other hand, we observe that vy = —©Auy solves (13). Hence by multiply-
ing (14) by vy = — ©® Auy and integrating by parts, we know that

a5) O |Vaugll iz + O [Axttsliegy = fw vppydx=(ATIIf, ).

Notice that a central feature of our method is the fact that quantities of interest
involving the operator A can be computed by solving an elliptic equation (for in-
stance (13) in case of ATIIf or (14) in case of A* f). Altogether we obtain that

K
KATA-IDf, HI < 1A -IDFIITA*fIl < % I =10 fI(ATILF, £YY2.

2) By (8), we have
[KTAF, £ =(TAQ-IDf, A -ID fH| < 1L -ID 11>

3) It remains to estimate the last term on the right hand side of (12). Let us consider
the solution uy of (14). If we multiply (13) by u¢ and integrate, we observe that

2 2
®||quf||Lz(dx):fRd ufvfdxsfw ufvfdx+fw|vf| dx:fw vrprdx
because vy = —0OAuy, so that
* 2
IA*FI? =0 [Vats|[Fs gy = ATIL, .
In Case (a), we compute
<ALf,f>:<L(1—n)f,A*f>=ff V.
R4 x R4

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

V,M
M

(1-I)fdxdv.

fR VUM =TD fdYoo = 1V Mllz(ay ) 1L =D fl2(ay,,)

=Vdo1-1Dfl2(ay.,)

and 1

1 L
KALS O < Vs | 2 (fR (EfRdIVVMII(l—H)fIdy) dx) :
Altogether, we obtain that

7] 1
IKALF, il < \/gll(l—n)fll (ATILf, f)z.
In Case (b), we use (H2) to get that
KALE, OI<ILFINA* fll<2a 1A -IDfIIIA* fll<2a 1A -IDfI (ATHf,f)% .

In both cases, (a) and (b), the estimate can be written as

IALF, £ <23 | (1 - f I (ATILS, )7
with the convention that o = % v0/0 in Case (a).

Summarizing, we know that

—%H[f] >Am—0)X>+8Y?+25bXY

with X := |[1-ID)fIl, Y := (ATHf,f)”2 and b := % +20. The largest a > 0 such
that
Am—0)X*+8Y*+26bXY =a(X*+2Y?)
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holds for any X, Y € R is given by the conditions
(16) a<An—6, 2a<8, 8b>-A,-6-a)(@-2a)<0

and it is easy to check that there exists a positive solution if § > 0 is small enough.
To fulfill the additional constraint § < 1, we can for instance choose

4 min{l, A} 0
=————— and a=-—
8b2+5 4
Altogether we obtain that
d
~—HIf1 Za(l0 - I fIP +2(ATILS, ).

Using (14) and (15), we control ||1'If||2 = ||pf|| by (ATILf, f) according to

L2(dx)
ITAI® = et Iy 20 [ Vateg oy + ©7 N Bxtes [
< up|fean + 2¢ATILE, ).
We observe that, for any ¢ = 0,
1
” ug(t,-) ”Ll(dx) = ”pf(t' ) ”Ll(dx) = ”fo ”Ll(dxdv) ) ”quf”iZ(dx) = ) (ATILS, ).
According to [29], we recall the Nash inequality

4 2d
2 d+2 d+2
(]-7) ” u”LZ(dx) = (gNash ” u”Ll(dx) ”Vu”LZ(dx)

for any function u € L! nH!(R?). We use (17) with u = uys to get
d_
ITfI2 < @ (2(ATIIf, £)) with & () :=y+ (%) T yy=0

d
where ¢ = 2@‘6Nash Il fo “Ll(dxdv)

and 0 < @’ < 1, so that
1L =T £+ 2(ATIIf, f) = (I f1I*) = @ (35 HIf))
where the last inequality holds as a consequence of (9). From
d d
=07 () =y+ (X)M < yityda (2)7 = (yo*2 +c ﬂZ)ydiz
C

aslong as y < yy, for yy to be chosen later, we have

The function @ : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfies ®(0) =

a+2
~Td 2

y=0(2) 2 (@7 +c ) T g,

as long as z < zg := @ (y). Since %H[f] <0, we have 1+5 Hif] < 1+6 H[fol. We
thus apply the previous inequalities with zg = 7% 5 H[ fo] together with the fact that
D(zg) = z9 = %‘2 | foll? and that c is proportional to IIfOIILf‘(/d‘idv), to get

d+2

e )
‘D(%H[f]) (”f0|1(j;(2dxdy )+||f0|£if(2dxdv)) HLf1 e

We deduce the entropy decay inequality

d+2
d T 2
(18) _EH (f12 (||f0||f§fdxd +”f0”f1+(2dxdu)) H[f]1+§.

A simple integration from 0 to ¢t shows that
da+2

4 4 _d+2 _%
HULS [HUE + (LI gy + 100 ) 2]
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The result of Theorem 1 then follows from elementary considerations. O

Using moments instead of the mass, it is possible to state an improved Nash
inequality: there exists a positive constant %, such that

4 a+2
2 d+4 d+4
< (g V
”u||L2(dx)_ *”xu|L1(dx) ” ule(dx)

forany u e H(dx)nL! (1 + |x|) dx) such that fRd udx = 0. The proof follows from
a minor modification of Nash'’s original proof (attributed by Nash himself to Stein)
in [29] and uses Fourier variables. As a consequence, any solution of the heat
equation with zero average decays in L?(dx) like O(t71%/2) as t — +oo. It is the
topic of the following section to use Fourier variables in the spirit of Nash’s proof
to get improved rates of decay at the level of the kinetic equation.

6. Algebraic decay rates in R¥ by Fourier estimates and improvements

We prove Theorem 2 in Section 6.1 and Theorem 3 in Section 6.2.

6.1. Improved decay rates. — Let us prove Theorem 2 by Fourier methods in-
spired by the proof of Nash’s inequality.

o Step 1: Decay of the average in space by a factorization argument. — We define

(19) L@ :zf ft,x,v)dx
R4

and observe that f. solves

o/fe=LH%A.
As a consequence, we have that 0 = [ f. (¢, v) dv. From the microscopic coercivity
property (H4), we deduce that

2 _ L)
£y = [, |E52

M

With k € (d,00), Proposition 6 applies like in the proof of Corollary 8 or in [26].
We observe that || f.(0, ) ||L2(|U|2d”) = Hfo ||L2(|y|2 dyLl(dx) For some positive con-
stants C and A, we get that

(20) f‘(t’ ')||iz(|v|2dYk) <C ||f0||iz(luldek;L1(dx)) e_/”’ Vi=0.

« Step 2: Improved decay of f. — Let us define g(t, x, v) := f(t, x,v) — fo (£, V) p(x),
where ¢ is a given positive function satisfying

2
Mdv <

£O [Py €' V0.

fd‘/’(x)dX=1, e.g. (p(x):=(27t)_d/ze_|x‘2/2, VxeR?.
R

Since 9; f. = Lf., the Fourier transform g(¢,¢, v) of g(¢, x, v) solves
0:8§+Tg=Lg~fTo,
where T =i (v- &) ¢. Using Duhamel’s formula

t
g= e(L—T)th_f LD £ (o ) ToE) ds,
0
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Corollary 5, and Proposition 6, for some generic constant C > 0 which will change
from line to line, we get

21 |

g(trér ) ||L2(dYk) = Ce—ilu{t ||g0(€; ) ||L2(dyk)

L
+Cf e 278
0
4

The key observation is £(0, v) = 0, so that §y(¢, v) = [, ! % Vego(n %, v) dn yields

180, I < €1 | VegoCy ) || ooraey < 1EL 180G, ) [ gaany ¥ (6 0) € R xRY,

We know from (10) that pg = A IE]2/(1 +|€1%). The first term of the r.h.s. of (21) can
therefore be estimated for any ¢ = 1 by

a e

£ lizue ayy 18119@)1 ds.

L-T) ~ 2 1/2 ) _A|£|2t 1/2
e gO‘ dkaé) S(Adlfl e 2 aé ||g0||L2(dYk;L1(|x|dx))

C

= m ”gO”LZ(dYk,LI(IxIdx)) ’

which is the leading order term as ¢t — oo, and we have that

- A _A
‘/I‘f|>l eHet Hgo(f, ) ||iz(dYk) dg=Ce 2 ! ”go ”é(ddek)

for any ¢ = 0, using the fact that y¢ = A/2 when |{| = 1 and Plancherel’s formula.
Using (20), the second term of the r.h.s. of (21) is estimated by

t ¢
Ll
R4 \JO

t L 2
2 N _ 58— _A
SC”fO”LZ(IUIZdYk;Ll(dx))fRd|§|2|(P(f)|2 UO ez e sts) dé.

On the one hand, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get

4 He A 2
f R 1P ( f e-z”—%-zms) dc
[€l=1 0

t B . a t N
S”(p”il(dx)[aqlflz(fo e He(t=9) zsds) ([0 e gsds)df

2 2 ! 2 2P (t-s) ) —4s -4 —Ay
< - 2 déle 2°ds<Cit 27 +Cre 4",
1 ||(p||Ll(dx)f0 (/|‘§|<1 |€| e f 1 2

where the last inequality is obtained by splitting the integral in s on (0, ¢/2) and
(¢/2,1). On the other hand, using p¢ = A/2 when [{| = 1, we obtain

roug 2 .
f |€|2 |¢(£)|2 (f 6_7”_5) e_)zlsds) dé‘ < t2 e—mlH{A/Z;A}I ||V(P||i2(dx) .
[€l=1 0

A

2
£ iz upayy Irfll(i)(c*)lds) dé¢

By collecting all terms, we deduce that || gt ”122( dxdy) is bounded by

_(1+4
C(HgO ||iz(dyk;L1(|x|dx)) + ”fO ||1242((|u|2 d)/k;Ll(dx))) (1+1) (HZ),

for some constant C > 0. Recalling that f = g+ f. ¢, the proof of Theorem 2 is
completed using (20).
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6.2. Improved decay rates with higher order cancellations. — We prove Theo-
rem 3, which means that from now on we assume in Case (a) that M is a normal-
ized Gaussian (2), and in Case (b) that o = 1. Moreover, the initial data satisfies (5),
that is,

f/ foPdxdv=0 VPeRy[X,V].
R4 x R4
For any P € R,[X], let

P(fI(t, v):=fRdP(x)f(t,x, v)dx,

so that [« P[f1(0,v)dv =0.
In this section we use the notation <; to express inequalities up to a constant
which depends on k.

o Step 1: Conservation of zero moments. — For a solution f of (1) we compute

da
Effwxwf(t,x, V)P(x,v)dxdv
z—ff (U'fo)dedU+ff (LA Pdxdv
R4 x R4 R4 x[R4
:[f (v-VxP)fdxdv+ff (LAY Pdxdv.
R4 xR R4 x R4

In Case (a) of a Fokker-Planck operator, we may write

1
ffRde(Lf)dedv:ffRdeA—/[VU-(MV,,P)fdxdv
:ff (AP —v-V,P) fdxdv.
R4 x R4

By definition of R, [ X, V], it turns out that A, P—v-V, P € Ry [ X, V]. For the scatter-
ing operator of Case (b), one has

ff (LA Pdxdv
RdXRd
:ffRd y (fRd (M) f(t,x,v") - M) f(¢,x,0) dv') P(x,v)dxdv

‘fffd (M) fx,0) = M) f(t,x,0)) Plx,v)dxdvdy’
R% xR4 xR

=ff (f M) P(x, v)dv| £t x, v')dxdv’—ff £l 0P, ) dxdo.
R xR? AR R4 x R4

One can check that fps M(v) P(x,v)dv € Ry[X]. Since also v- VP € Ry[X, V],
the evolution of moments of order lower or equal than ¢ is equivalent to a linear
ODE of the form Y (£) = QY (#), where Q is a matrix resulting from the previous
computations. Consequently, if Y (0) = 0 initially, it remains null for all times.

e Step 2: Decay of polynomial averages in space.— We claim that for any j < ¢,
there exists A > 0 such that, for any P e R;[X] and g €N,

)
@D P ay,. ) Sia 1 folizaye. gt @ixinax) A+ 0 e V0.

Let us prove it by induction.

1. The case j = 0. Notice that j = 0 means that P is a real number and P[f] = f.
as defined in (19), up to a multiplication by a constant. Since [pa fi(t,v)dv =0
for any ¢t = 0, one has 9, f. = Lf., thus we deduce from the microscopic coercivity



18 E. BOUIN, J. DOLBEAULT, S. MISCHLER, C. MOUHOT & C. SCHMEISER

property as above that

1t ) 2y < 10, i2ay.y et V220,
We also obtain that

22) 18 iz (ayeey) Salfolliz @ypviany €t V120,

but this requires some comments. The case k € (d,c0) is covered by Corollary 8.
The case k = oo in (22) is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 10. — Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, one has

”f-(t, ')||L2((l+|l/|“7) dYoo) Sq ”fo||L2((1+|U|‘7)d}’oo;Ll(dx)) e_’“ Vi=0.

Proof. — We rely on Proposition 7 with the Banach spaces %; = L?(dys,) and
%B, = L2((1 + |7 dys). In Case (a), let us define 2 and B by 2F = N ygF and
SBF = LF—2F. In Case (b), we consider 2 and ‘B such that

AF(v) = M(v)f Fwhadv,
[Rd

BF(v) = —fdM(v’)dv'F(v).
R

The semi-group generated by 2( + ‘B is exponentially decreasing in 8, by the mi-
croscopic coercivity property, as above. The semi-group generated by ‘B is ex-
ponentially decreasing in %,. In Case (b), it is straightforward. In Case (a),
F(t) = e®! Fy is such that

1d 2

= q = q

> dtfwm (1+1v19) dyeo fRd(SBF)F(IHUI )dYoo

:fWVU(MV,,(A—Ij[)) F(1+[v]9) dyoo—fw NyrWIFF(1+1v17) dyoo

=— Rd|VV(A£4)|2(1+|U|q)Md”_fW‘7|V|q_2U'Vu(ﬁ)A—ZMdv

dv
_ 2 qy —__
fRdNXR(U)IFI (1+|U| ) ;

q Vo (w12 v M) ) dv 2 ,
= [ A% P - w1 o) G <=3 [P (1 1017) dye

for some A > 0, by choosing N and R large enough.

The operator 2 : 98; — 98, is bounded. This is straightforward in Case (a) and
follows from the boundedness of fRd M(v) (1 + | v|‘7) dy.o in Case (b). Proposition 7
applies which concludes the proof. O

2. Induction. Let us assume that (21) is true for some j = 0, consider P € Rj1[X]
and observe that P[f] solves

0, P[f] =LP[f]—fRd(v-VxP)fdx.

Since VP € R;[X], the induction hypothesis at step j (applied with g replaced by
q +2) gives

v+ Jpa V<P If1dX]| 124y, ) S | Jpa (V<P [f1dx]]

(dye+ (AYk+q+2)

j ,—At
Squ ”f()”Lz(dYk+q-¢-2(j+1);L1 ((1+|x|j)dx)) (]' + t)] e :
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By Duhamel’s formula, we have

t
PLf1(t,v) = e~ Pf1(0, y)—f et (v-fd(VxP) [fs] dx) ds.
0 R

Note that fpa V- fga (VxP) [fldxdv = [[gayge (v-VxP)[fldxdv =0 forall t =0
since v-V,P € Ry/[X, V]. As a consequence, the decay of the semi-group associated
with L can be estimated by

e_/lm (t—S) .
L (dyco)

=

eL(z—s)(v,[ (V,P) [fs]dx) y.f (VxP)[fsldx
R L2(dy o) R

As in the case j = 0, we deduce from Corollary 8 that

et=9) (v- f (VP) [ ] dx)
[Rd

L2((A+|v|9) dyy)

”l[ (VP) 1] dx
Rd

< e—A(t—s)

L2(dYgeg)
j —At
Sak 1olliz(@ye, gengon L (a+1xi dxy) A+ )7 €770

Moreover, since ff rdxrd Jo(X, V) P(x)dx dv = 0, for the same reasons we also have
that

e piri0,9
for some A > 0. We deduce from Duhamel’s formula that
IPLf L2 (aypq)

S | pinio,0

(areg = PP izt any €71

t
—L(-9) (4. ,
Lz(d7k+q)+f0 le (v Jpa VxPLSS) dx)”L‘(dka) ds
-1
Skl folliz @y L (eixinay e

t
j —At
+f0 1+s)e ||f0”L2(de+q+2(j+1J;L1((1+|x\j)dx)) ds

j+1 —At
Sk ol (yesguagoniLt (At x ) axy) A+ DT

which proves the induction.

* Step 3: Improved decay of f.— Let us choose some fy > 0. In order to estimate
I £, ”iZ(dxd}/k) = ”e(L_T)thHiZ(dXdYk)’ we compute its evolution on (0, 2 fy) and
split the interval on (0, #y) and (y, 2 tp) using the semi-group property

2 2
- " LTt (e(L—T) fo fo) _
L2(dxdyy) L2(dxdyy)

Up to the end of this section, T = v -V, denotes the transport operator in position
and velocity variables. We decompose f;, = eL=D £, into

” L= w0 £

. 1
+80 with go:=fi,— ). —|X“[fto]6“cp

la|<t 2+

1
fro= ( > —Xfiu]0%

|la|<l ***

where a = (a1, a,...a;...a ) € N4 is a multi-index such that |a| = Z?zl a; </¢and
@ is given by

P(x) = @2m) Y2 M2y eRr?,
Here we use the notation 0%p = 0%, 05’ ...0v ¢ and X* = [} X;". According
to (21), we know that

i =LAt
XUl 2y Si 1ol @yt @sixiaxy) L+ 1)) €20,
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so that, by considering the evolution of the first term on (%, 2 ty), we obtain
(23)

e(L_T)tO( Z ;Xa[fto )

lalsl

Ialz<‘é||Xa ftO]”Lz(dyk) ”6a(p||L2 i S <e 2 o
L2(dxdyr)

Next, let us consider the second term and define, on ¢+ fj € (%, 2 ty), the function
1
8:= frety— Z —X (fr+1,10%p.
jal=e &

With initial datum go, it solves on(0, #y) the equation

0:8=01frin,— ) ;6 ¢ (X frerp]) 0%

lal<¢
= (L= (fr+s)-L (Z ;X [ft+1,10 ‘P)
lal<f
+ Z (f (v-Vyx )ft+todx) 60:
jai=e @

=(L-NE-T (Z ;X [ft+1,10 (P)"' Z (f (v-Vix )ft+t0dx)

|06|<5 laj=e @

=L-Tg+v- ) — o (va“ma“(p X[ fr+4,]1 Vx(0%))

lalsl

where a! = Hf: «;! is associated with the multi-index a = (a,-)f:1 and

1

d d
Vil = X)L = ([ o ax] | =([Lwemirar]

i=1 i=1
Here the notation a,; denotes the multi-index (a1, as...a;—1,a; — 1,&;41...a4)
with the convention that X*+ = 0 if a; = 0. We also define the opposite trans-
formation ay; := (a1, 2...a—1,a; + 1,&;41...a4) so that 0y, (0%¢p) = 0%i¢. Let us
consider the last term and start with the case d = 1. In that case,

ve Yy, — (va“ [f10%p — X[ fr41,] Vx(0%))

laj<e @

_— Z ((f (ay x4~ )thde) ox g - (foom thde) axix1+1(p)

a) = Oal

:_Z(f x”ftﬂodx) axitlp
' Ur

because it is a telescoping sum. We adopt the convention that a! =1 if @; < 0 for
some i =1,2...d. The same property holds in higher dimensions:

> = ol (axlxa[f Y@= X[ fr11,) 02, (0%9))

lal=f
=) - X““[f]aatp——X [fi+1,]0 V’(p) -y ;X“[fmolaxlw%)
la|=? nit lal=¢
We deduce that

1
0ig=(L-T@-v 2 =X [frrr] Vx(0“¢).
la=¢ @
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Duhamel’s formula in Fourier variables gives

lo 1 o
gt &, v)=et"Dhog, — f eI Ny ¥ — X[ fi1)] Vx(0%9) | s
0

|a|:[ a.
up to a straightforward abuse of notations. Hence

|| g(t()) 6) ') ||L2(d)/k) 5 e 2 Heto ||g0 (67 ') ||L2(dYk)

[ s l||X”‘[f 1 IV<(0%¢)| ds
" stiol 2wz dy,) 1V« @ .
0 |a|:€6¥.

Recall that (21) gives
« < g
| X fossy] ||L2(|u|2 daye) S folliz(ay e (@4ixidx)) € 2
On the other hand we use |V,(0%¢)| < [¢]/*1| | and observe that
180 I SIE | goCo ) [ guyeany V(& v) €RRY
Collecting terms, we have that
”g(to,f, ) ”Lz(d)’k)

S e~ zHe o g0+ Ligi<1 || oy v) ”Lz(dyk;Ll(lxl"dx)) +e2keh Ligiz1 ”gO(é")“LZ(dyk)

0+1) 5 0y ~isg
+ €] |(P(€)|”fO”Lz(dykﬂhz;Ll((1+|x|/)dx)) o e e S.

We know from (10) that g = AIE|2/(1+1€[%) so that gg = 4 1¢1? if €] < 1 and
pe = A/2if|¢] = 1. Hence, forany 1y = 1,

1/2 d
_A g2 —(1+4+%
<(f e 2 1€l t°|<f|2(“”d€) Sto( 2),
R4

1
=5 Hety £ 0+1
e 2 1 =
|| ol le1<1 L2(d¢)

- . _A
*[|'f|>le pelo ”gO(E; .)”iz(dn) dfs e zh ||g0||iZ(ddek)

by Plancherel’s formula. We conclude by observing that

fo
flél 1|§|£+1|¢)(€)|f0 e_%{(["_s)e_%sdsdf

fo
<[elan [

0

to M 2 R 1
fm PO [ e F 09 e dsdg SIIE GO g toe” MM,
>1 0

—(+e0+4)

(f €141 2RF 09 ) o35 ds <y
l§1=<1

Altogether, we obtain that

. -+0+9)
||g(t0"")||iz(dxdyk) = ||g(t0"")||iz(dEdYk) Sty

The decay result of Theorem 3 is then obtained by writing

- 1 a a
e(L T)to( Z —'X [fto]a (P)

laj=e @

2 2
1 f2t0 152 (ay) < 18 C00 iz (aay) +
L2(dxdyy)
and using (23) for any ty = 1, with t =2 ty. For ¢ < 2, the estimate of Theorem 3 is
straightforward by Corollary 8, which concludes the proof.
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Appendix A

An explicit computation of Green’s function for the kinetic Fokker-Planck
equation and consequences

In the whole space case, when M is the normalized Gaussian function, let us
consider the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation of Case (a)

(24) 0tf+v-Vif=Vy-(0f+V,f)

on (0,00) x R% x R? 3 (¢, x, v). The characteristics associated with the equations
dx dv
TR A

suggest to change variables and consider the distribution function g such that
fit,x,v)=ellg(t,x+(1-e")v,e'v) V(£ v)e€ 0,00 xR xR,
The kinetic Fokker-Planck equation is changed into a heat equation in both vari-
ables x and v with ¢ dependent coefficients, which can be written as
(25) 0,g=V-9Vg
where Vg =(V,g,V,g) and 9 is the t-derivative of the bloc-matrix
2= 3 o)
witha=e?’ —1,b=2e’ —1-¢e?!, and c = e?’ —4 e’ + 2t +3. Here Id is the identity
matrix on R?. We observe that & is degenerate: it is nonnegative but its lowest

eigenvalue is 0. However, the change of variables allows the computation of a
Green function.

Lemma 11. — The Green function of (25) is given for any (t, x, v) € (0,00) x R x R?
by
alx?-2bx-v+clv?

G t, ’ =
o) (2m(@ac—b2)¥? =P 2(ac-b?%

The method is standard and goes back to [25] (also see [22, 20] and [32, 6]).

Proof. — By a Fourier transformation in x and v, with associated variables ¢
and 7, we find that

logC~logG(t,&,m) = 1,8)-2(1,&) = & (alnl? +2bn- & +clE?)
2 2
=laln+2¢ +1A1E7, A=c-Y

for some constant C > 0 which is determined by the mass normalization condition
IG(¢,-, )l e xgay = 1. Let us take the inverse Fourier transform with respect to n,

vl?

v A C w2 b 1
(zn)_d\[Rdew.nG(t,f,n)d’r]:—e Za lavfe 2A|f|2

(zna)d/z
b2 1 . b 12 b?
= ¢ e_% e_zA‘fﬂﬁV‘ _ZaZAlvlz’
(2ma)d

and then the inverse Fourier transform with respect to ¢, so that we obtain
2 w2 X2 1 Q 2 v[2
G(t,x,v) = —dC y o (142%) 55 =5k paxvv = _c y e_ﬁ‘x_a U‘ e B

(2ma)z 2nA)2 (Am2aA)z

It is easy to check that C = 1. O
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Let us consider a solution g of (25) with initial datum gy € L' (R x R?). From the
representation

g(t)'y') = G(t)')') *x,y gO)
we obtain the estimate

||g(t;',') ||L°°(|Rdx|Rd) = ”G(t;',')”LOO(Rdx[Rd) ||g0 ||L1(|Rd><[Rd)
= —Ilgzl\;;(?;;w) e (1+0(t ™)

as t — oo. As a consequence, we obtain that the solution of (24) with a nonnegative
initial datum f; satisfies

”fOHLl(Rdx[Rd)
1S ) o e ety = W (1+0(1)) as t—oo.
Using the simple Hélder interpolation inequality

/ -1/
1 @i < 1 1, 1 gty

we obtain the following decay result.

Corollary 12. — If f is a solution of (24) with a nonnegative initial datum fy €
L' (R4 x RY), then for any p € (1,00] we have the decay estimate
|foll @ xme
£t | L ey < w (1+0(1)) as t—oo.
(871—2 t)§ (175)

By taking fy(x, v) = G(1, x, v), it is moreover straightforward to check that this esti-
mate is optimal. With p = 2, this also proves that the decay rate obtained in The-
orem 1 for the Fokker-Planck operator, i.e., Case (a), is the optimal one because,
again with fy(x, v) = G(1, x, v), we observe that

2 _ ,dt 2 _ -d/2
||f(t"")||L2(ddek) =e ”G(t"’.)”Lz(dde) —O(t ) as t — +o0.

Appendix B

Consistency with the decay rates of the heat equation

In the whole space case, the abstract approach of [11] is inspired by the diffusion
limit of (1). We consider the scaled equation

dF 1
26 —+TF=-LF,
(26) Edt £

which formally corresponds to a parabolic rescaling given by ¢ — £ t and x — € x,
and investigate the limit as € — 0. Let us check that the rates are asymptotically
independent of € and consistent with those of the heat equation.

B.1. Mode-by-mode hypocoercivity. — It is straightforward to check that in the
estimate (7) for A, the gap constant 1,, has to be replaced by A1,,/e while, with the
notations of Proposition 4, Cy; can be replaced by Cy;/€ for € < 1. In the asymptotic
regime as € — 0, we obtain that

_ /1M AmAM&'
3(L+Am) (1+2An) C3,

siH[F]S—D[F]S DIF]
dt
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which proves that the estimate of Proposition 4 becomes
2
re - tmru
3(1+Am)?C3,

We observe that this rate is independent of €.

B.2. Decay rates based on Nash’s inequality in the whole space case. — In the
proof of Theorem 1, ¢ has to be replaced by /¢ and in the limit as € — 0., we get
that b ~40/¢ and (16) is satisfied with 4a =6 ~ 8)1—'"2 €. Hence (18) asymptotically

T
becomes, as € — 0.,
d Am 2 1+
e c(ZHin)
which again gives a rate of decay which is independent of €. The algebraic decay
rate in Theorem 1 is the one of the heat equation on R? and it is independent of ¢

in the limitas ¢ — 0,.

B.3. Decayrates in the whole space case for distribution functions with moment
cancellations. — The improved rate of Theorem 2 is consistent with a parabolic
rescaling: if f solves (1), then f¢(t,x,v) =~ f (e 72 t,e~ x, v) solves (26). With the
notations of Section 6.1, let g€ = f€ — f€¢(-/¢), with ¢f = e % ¢(-/¢). The Fourier
transform of g¢ solves

£°0,8°+eTg =Lg" —e fETye.
The decay rate A in (20) becomes A/&e? and the decay rate of the semi-group gener-
ated by L —¢T is, with the notations of Corollary 5, p.¢. Moreover, A in (10) is given

by A= % min{1,0} for any £ > 0, small enough. Duhamel’s formula (21) has to be
replaced by

Rl
g°(1,¢,0) ”Lz(d}/k) <Ce 22! Hgg(f, ) ”Lz(d)/k)
+C[te_gig(t_s)
0

2
Using lim,_.q, % = lim,_., % = A|¢[?, a computation similar to the one of

Section 6.1 shows that the first term of the r.h.s. is estimated by
— ‘UL{ t AE 2
| R

He& Heg
_ t ] ac 2 ——1
= e <1856 . df+f e &
fms,{. @rv €1

S

S|z queayy 1E€@ED! ds.

85 2y, 46

A
2

£ 2 -5 Pt £|[2 -4t
= ”go ||L2(dyk;Ll(|x|dx))fRd I&]“e 2 dé+ "go ”Lz(dxd)/k) e >,
while the square of the second term is bounded by

-2

2
2t B
£ =0 ueary fRdIEﬂZI(ﬁ(sE)IZ (fo g2 (70 1=3) e_émdS) dg
a1 Cy e—min{’z‘,l}g@)'
2

2
= ||f0 ||L2(|1/|2 dyi; LN (dx) (Cl % + 3

By collecting all terms and using Plancherel’s formula, we conclude that the rate of
convergence of Theorem 2 applied to the solution of (26) is independent of . We
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also notice that the scaled spatial density p e = fpa f* dv satisfies

o7 oy < — e W20
1+0*2
for some positive constant 6 which depends on fj but is independent of €. This
is the decay of the heat equation with an initial datum of zero average.

Similar estimates can be obtained in the framework of Theorem 3.
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