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ON THE BOUNDARY LAYER EQUATIONS
WITH PHASE TRANSITION
IN THE KINETIC THEORY OF GASES

NICLAS BERNHOFF AND FRANCOIS GOLSE

ABSTRACT. Consider the steady Boltzmann equation with slab symmetry for
a monatomic, hard sphere gas in a half space. At the boundary of the half
space, it is assumed that the gas is in contact with its condensed phase. The
present paper discusses the existence and uniqueness of a uniformly decaying
boundary layer type solution of the Boltzmann equation in this situation,
in the vicinity of the Maxwellian equilibrium with zero bulk velocity, with
the same temperature as that of the condensed phase, and whose pressure
is the saturating vapor pressure at the temperature of the interface. This
problem has been extensively studied first by Y. Sone, K. Aoki and their
collaborators, by means of careful numerical simulations. See section 2 of
[C. Bardos, F. Golse, Y. Sone: J. Stat. Phys. 124 (2006), 275-300] for a
very detailed presentation of these works. More recently T.-P. Liu and S.-H.
Yu [Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 209 (2013), 869-997] have proposed an
extensive mathematical strategy to handle the problems studied numerically
by Y. Sone, K. Aoki and their group. The present paper offers an alternative,
possibly simpler proof of one of the results discussed in [T.P. Liu, S.-H. Yu,
loc. cit.]

1. INTRODUCTION AND NOTATIONS

The half-space problem for the steady Boltzmann equation is to find solutions
F = F(z,v) to the Boltzmann equation in the half-space with slab symmetry —
meaning that F' depends on one space variable only, henceforth denoted by x > 0,
and on three velocity variables v = (v1,v2,v3) — converging to some Maxwellian
equilibrium as @ — +oo. Physically, F(z,v) represents the velocity distribution
function of the molecules of a monatomic gas located at the distance z of some
given plane surface, with velocity v € R3.

Assuming for instance that v; is the coordinate of the velocity v in the x direction,
this half-space problem is put in the form

010, F(x,v) = B(F,F)(z,v), veR® >0,
F(z,v) = M 1(v) asz — +o00.

(1.1)
The Boltzmann collision integral is defined as

B(F,F)(z,v) := //R3><52 (F(z,v")F(z,v)) — F(x,v)F(z,v:))](v — vs) - w|dwdv, ,
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2 N. BERNHOFF AND F. GOLSE

where v and v/, are given in terms of v, v, and w by the formulas

= — (v =) - ww,
vl =v. + (v —v4) - w)w.

For the moment, we assume that F' is, say, continuous in z and rapidly decaying
in v as |v| = 400, so that the collision integral — and all its variants considered
below — make sense.

The quadratic collision integral above is polarized so as to define a symmetric
bilinear operator as follows:

B(F,G) = %(B(F+ G,F+G)—-B(F,F)-B(G,G)).
An important property of the Boltzmann collision integral is that it satisfies the
the conservation of mass, momentum and energy, i.e. the identities

1

/ v; B(F,G)(v)dv=0 (1.2)
L I
o]

for all rapidly decaying, continuous functions F, G defined on R® — see §3.1 in [9].
The notation for Maxwellian equilibrium densities is as follows:

p (v —u)2+v3+03
= —¢ 2
(2n0)3/
In the sequel, a special role is played by the centered, reduced Gaussian density
M 0.1, henceforth abbreviated as

M = Ml,O,l .

We recall that the Boltzmann collision integral vanishes identically on Maxwellian
distributions — see §3.2 in [9]):

B(M w6, Mpue) =0 for all p,6 >0 and u € R.
With the substitution

Mp,uyg(v) :

EZ’U*(UqO,O), (13)
on account of the identity B(M, M) = 0, the problem (|L.1)) is put in the form

(&1 +w)duf(x,€) + Lf(2,6) = Q(f, [)(2,6), £€R’, x>0, (1.4)
f(x,&) >0 asx — +o0, ’
where f is defined by the identity
F(z,v) = M(1+ f)(z,v — (u,0,0)),
while
Lf:==2M""B(M,Mf), Qf f)=M"B(MfMFf). (1.5)
As a consequence of
1 1
& &
|| & |eromas= [ | & | o pemd—o
R7 | & R &

€17 €17
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for all rapidly decaying, continuous functions f defined on R?2.

Now, for each R € O3(R) (the group of orthogonal matrices with 3 rows and
columns), one has

B(FoR,GoR)=B(F,G)oR
so that
L(foR)=(Lf)oR, Q(feR,foR)=0Q(f,f)oR, (1.6)

for all continuous on R?, rapidly decaying functions F, G, f. (See §2.2.3 in [6] for a
quick proof of these invariance results.)

Assume that the problem with boundary condition

[0, =18, & +u>0 (L.7)
has a unique solution f in some class of functions that is invariant under the action
of O3(R) on the velocity variable ¢ (such as, for instance, L (R, x R3; Md¢dxr).
If

fo(€1,€2,83) = fo(&1, —&2,—&3)  forall &, {3 € Rand all & > —u,
then f oR is also a solution of (|1.4)-(2.5)), where

1 0 0
R:=10 -1 0 (1.8)
0 0 -1

so that, by uniqueness, foR = f. Henceforth, we restrict our attention to solutions
of (1.4) that are even in (£2,&3), and define

$H:={pc L*(Mdv)|poR = ¢}, where R is defined in (T.8)).
We recall that £ is an unbounded, nonnegative self-adjoint Fredholm operator
on L*(R3; Md¢) with domain
Dom(£) := {¢ € L2(R¥ Md¢) | vg € L2(R% Mde)},

(see Theorem 7.2.1 in [9]), where v is the collision frequency defined as

W)= [ le-€) wlM.dgude.
R3xS2
The collision frequency satisfies the inequalities

vo(1+6) < v(lg)) S wa(1+¢)) forall € € R?, (L9)

where v > 1 > v_ > 0 designate appropriate constants — see formula (2.13) in
[9]. More specifically, the linearized collision operator L is of the form

L) =v([EDe(§) —Ke(§), ¢ €DomL, (1.10)

where K is an integral operator, whose properties are summarized in the proposition
below.

Proposition 1.1. The linear integral operator K is compact on L*(R?; Md§) and
satisfies the identity K(¢ o R) = (K¢) o R, where R is defined in (L8). With the
notation

L=*(R%) := {¢ € L®(R’) [ (1 + [¢])°¢ € L*(R)},
the linear operator

MYV2RM ™2 ¢ VMK(¢/V M)

is bounded from L*(R3;dv) to L°Y2(R3), and, for each s >0, from L>*(R?) to
LOO’8+1(R3),
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These results are stated as Theorem 7.2.4 in [9], to which we refer for a proof.
That K is compact in L?(R3; Md¢) was proved by Hilbert in 1912; that the twisted
operator M'/2KCM~1/2 is bounded from L?(R?;d€) to L°(R?) and from L (R?)
to L1 (R?) was proved by Grad in 1962.

In fact Proposition is a consequence of the following lemma, which will be
needed later.

Lemma 1.2. The linear integral operator IC can be decomposed as
K=Ki+K:— K3,
where

Ka0e) = [[ | SOMEN(E - &) - wldeud
Ra0l) = [[ | sEMEE— ) - wldsad.

Ko@) = [ o€IME(E - &) wlds.do.
R3xS?
For j =1,2,3, the operator K; is compact on L*(R3; Md€) and satisfies the identity
Ki(¢oR)=(K;p)oR
where R is defined in (1.8). Moreover the linear operators
MY2, MY s VMK (¢)V M)

are bounded from L*(R3;d¢) to L‘f‘}Q(R3), and, for each s > 0, from L®(R3?) to
L3 (R?) forj=1,2,3.

Henceforth, we denote

0= [ o,
RS
Furthermore,
Ker £ = Span{ X, Xo, X_, &2, &3}
(see Theorem 7.2.1 in [9]) where

Xa= (P EVIBE),  Xo= (g —5).

The family (X, Xo, X, &, £3) is orthonormal in L2(R3; M d¢), and orthogonal for
the bilinear form (f, g) — (£1fg) — see [10] , with

(G1X3) =Fc, (6X7) = (68) = (a8)=0.

Here c is the speed of sound associated to the Maxwellian distribution M, i.e.

— /3
C.—\/g.

In view of ([1.6)), the unbounded operator £ on L?(Mdv) induces an unbounded,
self-adjoint Fredholm operator on $) still denoted £, with domain $ N Dom £ and
nullspace $ N Ker £ = Span{X, Xo, X_}.
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2. MAIN RESULT

Y. Sone and his collaborators have arrived at the following result by formal
asymptotics or numerical experiments [25] 18] 22] 26, 2] [Tl 19]. Consider the steady
Boltzmann equation in (1.1)) with boundary conditions

F(0,v) =M, o1, () forallv; >0, F(x,v) = M,_ 7. asz— +o0. (2.1)

This boundary condition is relevant in the context of a phase transition in the kinetic
theory of gases. In this case, the plane of equation x = 0 represents the interface
separating the liquid phase (confined in the domain 2 < 0) from the gaseous phase
(in the domain x > 0). The parameter T, is the temperature at the interface, and
Pw 18 the density such that p,, := p,, Ty, is the saturation vapor pressure for the gas
at the temperature T),, while T\, and po, = pooTwo are respectively the temperature
and pressure far away from the interface, and wu is the transverse bulk velocity in
the gas far away from the interface.

Near u = 0, the set of parameters Too /Ty, Poo/Pw, and u for which this problem
has a solution is as represented in Figure [2| It is a surface for u < 0 and a curve
for u > 0. The solution F' converges exponentially fast as x — +o00; however,
the exponential speed of convergence is not uniform on the surface S as u — 07,
except on the extension of the curve C on the surface S. See section 2 of [], or
chapter 7 of [2] for a comprehensive review of these numerical results. The role of
slowly varying solutions — i.e. solutions whose exponential decay as © — +o00 is
not unifom as u — 0T — in this problem is explained in detail on pp. 280-282 in
[4]. The original papers by Y. Sone and his group on this problem can be found in
the bibliography of [20] [4] 21]. Other parts of the set of parameters Too /T, Poo/Puw
and wu for which the half-space problem has a solution than the neighborhood of
(1,1,0) represented above have been analyzed in detail in [23] [l 27].

In the limit case u = 0, the only solution is the constant F' = M corre-
sponding with the single point (1/7T,, —u/c,1/py) = (1,0,1) on the figure — see
[] section 5 for a proof.

We propose a strategy for establishing rigorously the existence of the curve C cor-
responding with solutions of — in some neighborhood of the point (1,0,1)
converging as r — +o0o with exponential speed uniformly in u.

Consider the nonlinear half-space problem for the Boltzmann equation written
in terms of the relative fluctuation of distribution function about the normalized
Maxwellian M

(€ +w0afu+ Lfu = Qfufu). ECR®, 250,
fu(0,8) = fu(§), S +u>0.

Theorem 2.1. There existe >0, E >0, R >0 and I' > 0 — defined in (6.4),

, 5.3) and (5.8]) respectively — such that, for each boundary data fo = fp(€)
satisfying

(2.2)

froR="Ffp and ||(1+[€))*VM fi|lp@ms) <€,

(with R defined in (1.8) ), and for each u satisfying 0 < |u| < R, the problem (2.2)
has a unique solution f, satisfying the symmetry

fulz,RE) = fu(z,&)  forae (x,€) € Ry X R?,
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FIGURE 1. The curve C and the surface S in the space of parame-
ters —u/c, Poo /Pw and T /Ty, near the transition from evaporation
to condensation.

and the uniform decay estimate

esssup(1 + [€))° VM ()| fulz, )| S B, x>0 (2.3)
¢eRS

for all v such that 0 < v < min(T, %1/_) if and only if the boundary data fy, satisfies
the two additional conditions

(€1 +uN[ulRu 5 [fo]) = (&1 + w)Ya[u]Ru 5 [fo]) = 0. (2.4)

The functions Y1[u] = Y1[u](€) and Ya[u] = Ya[u](§) are defined in Lemma
while the (nonlinear) operator R,  is defined in (6.5).

Several remarks are in order before starting with the proof of Theorem

First observe that Sone’s original problem falls in the range of application of
Theorem Indeed, the boundary condition (2.1)) translates into

My, —ut, — M
ile) = e

M )
which is obviously even in (£, &3). Since

M'dMig1 = pw — 1 —u& + (T, — 1)3(|€]* - 3),

(2.5)

one has
o= U+ Jul + T~ 1] € 1 = (L €DV foll sy < 1.

The two conditions (2.4]) are expected to define a “submanifold of codimension
2” in the set of boundary data f,. When specialized to the three dimensional
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submanifold of Sone’s data (2.5]), this “submanifold of codimension 2” is expected
to be the curve described by the equations

poo/pw = hl(u/\/%) ) TOO/Tw = hl(u/\/%) )

referred to as equations (2.3) in [4], and defining the set of parameters for which
a solution of the half-space problem exists in the evaporation case. As explained
above, this curves is expected to extend smoothly in the condensation region if
slowly decaying solutions are discarded. Unfortunately, we have not been able to
check that the two equations above, even when restricted to the 3 dimensional
manifold of Sone’s boundary data are smooth (at least C!) and locally inde-
pendent (by the implicit function theorem). We obviously expect this to be true,
but this seems to involve some rather delicate properties of half-space problems for
the linearized Boltzmann equation.

An a priori estimate to be found in section 5 of [4] shows that the only solution
of — with v = 0 is f, = 0, so that p, = T,, = 1. One can differentiate
formally about this point both sides of the Boltzmann equation at v = 0 along the
curve u — (py(u), Tpy(u)) defined for —/5/3 < u < 0 by the equations (2.3) of [4]
recalled above. Denoting fo(z,€) = (9fu/0u)(z,€)|u—o, one finds that fu should
satisfy

&0ufo+Lfo=0, EeR?, >0,
f0(0,8) = pl,(07) + T, (07)5(1E° =3) =&, & +u>0,
fo(,&) =0 as x — +00,

where p!,(07) and T,(07) are the left derivatives of p,, and T, at u = 0 along
the evaporation curve. The Bardos-Caflisch-Nicolaenko [3] theory of the half-space
problem for the linearized Boltzmann equation implies that there exists a unique
pair of real numbers (p/,(07),7",(07)) for which a solution fy exists. This is obvi-
ously a very interesting piece of information as it provides a tangent vector at the
origin to the “curve” defined by the two conditions of Theorem specialized
to boundary data of the form . Unfortunately, whether f, is differentiable in
u at u # 0 is rather unclear, and we shall not discuss this issue any further.

Our strategy for proving Theorem is as follows: first we isolate the slowly
varying mode near p, = T,, = 1 and v = 0 on the condensation side. This
leads to a generalized eigenvalue problem of the kind considered by B. Nicolaenko
in [14, [I5] (see also [I6, B]) in his construction of a weak shock profile for the
nonlinear Boltzmann equation. Next we remove this slowly varying mode from the
linearization of by a combination of the Lyapunov-Schmidt procedure used
in [I4] 15, 8] to establish the existence of the shock profile as a bifurcation from
the constant sonic Maxwellian, and of the penalization method of [28] for studying
weakly nonlinear half-space problems. Theorem is obtained by a simple fixed
point argument about the solution of some conveniently selected linear problem, in
whose definition both the Lyapunov-Schmidt method of [14] and the penalization
method of [28] play a key role. In some sense, the paper [I1] can be regarded as a
precursor to this one; it extends the very clever penalization method of [28] to the
case u = 0, but does not consider the transition from u < 0 (evaporation) to u > 0
(condensation). We also refer the interested reader to the beginning of section 4,
where we explain one (subtle) difference between the results obtained on weakly
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nonlinear half-space problems for the Boltzmann equation in [28] and the problem
analyzed in the present work.

The outline of the paper is as follows: section 3 provides a self-contained con-
struction of the solution to the Nicolaenko-Thurber generalized eigenvalue problem
near v = 0. Section 4 introduces the penalization method, and formulates the
problem to be solved by a fixed point argument. Section 5 treats the linearized
penalized problem, while section 6 treats the (weakly) nonlinear penalized problem
by a fixed point argument. Theorem is obtained by removing the penalization.
The main ideas used in the proof of Theorem are to be found in sections 3-4;
by contrast, sections 5 and 6 are mostly of a technical nature.

Before starting with the proof of Theorem we should say that Theorem
above is not completely new or original, in the following sense. A general study of
the Sone half-space problem with condensation and evaporation for the Boltzmann
equation has been recently proposed by T.-P. Liu and S.-H. Yu in a remarkable
paper [I3]. Our Theorem corresponds to cases 2 and 4 in Theorem 28 on p.
984 of [13]. Given the considerable range of cases considered in [I3], the proof of
Theorem 28 is just sketched. The analysis in [I3] appeals to a rather formidable
technical apparatus, especially to the definition and structure of the Green function
for the linearized Boltzmann equation (see section 2.2 of [I3], referring to an earlier
detailed study of these functions, cited as ref. 21 in [I3]). Our goal in Theorem
[2:1] is much more modest: to provide a completely self-contained proof for one
key item in the Sone diagram, namely the evaporation and its extension to the
condensation regime obtained by discarding slowly decaying solutions. We also
achieve much less: for instance we do not know whether the solution M (1+ f,) of
the steady Boltzmann equation obtained in Theorem satisfies M (1 + f,) > 0.
This is known to be a shortcoming of the method of constructing solutions to the
steady Boltzmann equation by some kind of fixed point argument about a uniform
Maxwellian. At variance, all the results in [I3] are based on an invariant manifold
approach based on the large time behavior of the Green function for the linearized
Boltzmann equation. (Incidentally, the numerical results obtained by Sone and his
collaborators were also based on time-marching algorithms in the long time limit.)
Since the Boltzmann equation propagates the positivity of its initial data, one way
of constructing nonnegative steady solutions of the Boltzmann equation is to obtain
them as the long time limit of some conveniently chosen time-dependent solutions.
For this reason alone, the strategy adopted in [I3] has in principle more potential
than ours. On the other hand, our proof uses only elementary techniques, and we
hope that the present paper could serve as an introduction to the remarkable series
of works by Sone and his collaborators quoted above, and to the deep mathematical
analysis in [I3].

3. THE NICOLAENKO-THURBER GENERALIZED EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

The generalized eigenvalue problem considered here is to find 7, € R and a
generalized eigenfunction ¢,, € N Dom £ satisfying

£¢u = Tu(€1 + u)¢u >
{ (& +u)g2) = —u, (3

for each u € R near 0.
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This problem was considered by Nicolaenko and Thurber in [I6] for u near ¢ —
see Corollary 3.10 in [lb]ﬂ It is the key to the construction of a weak shock profile
for the Boltzmann equation [14,[15]. (An approximate variant of is considered
in [§] for molecular interactions softer than hard spheres.)

Proposition 3.1. There exists v > 0, a real-analytic function
(=r,r)2u—T, €ER,
and a real-analytic map
(=r,r)2ur— ¢, € HNDom L
that is a solution to for each u € (—r,r) and satisfies
ury <0 for0<|ul <r.

In other words,
70=0 and T, =uip+O0u?) asu— 0,
with
70 < 0.
Furthermore, there exists a positive constant Cs for each s > 0 such that ¢, satisfies

[+ 16DV Myl e < Cs
for all s > 0, uniformly in u € (—r,r).

Observe that f,(x,&) = e ™%, (£) is a solution of the steady linearized Boltz-
mann equation

(&1 4+ wWdpfu+ Lfw=0, r€R, E€R.
Since 7, ~ uty as u — 0 with 79 < 0, one has
1 fu(a, )l = €™l pulls as & — +00.

In other words, f, grows exponentially fast as x — +oo if u > 0 (evaporation) and
decays exponentially fast to 0 as x — +oo for u < 0 (condensation). In the latter
case, the exponential speed of convergence of f, is |7o||u|, which is not uniform
as u — 07. The transition from the curve C to the surface S when crossing the
plane © = 0 on Figure 2] — which represents the transition from evaporation to
condensation — corresponds to the presence of an additional degree of freedom in
the set of solutions. At the level of the linearized equation, this additional degree
of freedom comes from the mode f,(x,&), which decays to 0 as * — 400, albeit
not uniformly as v — 07, if and only if v < 0. The extension of the curve C' on
the surface S is defined by the fact that solutions to the boundary layer equation
decaying exponentially fast as x — +oo uniformly in v — 0~ do not contain
the f, mode.

One can arrive at the statement of Proposition by adapting the arguments
in [I6] — especially Theorems 3.7 and 3.9, and Corollaries 3.8 and 3.10, together
with Appendices B and D there. Their discussion is based on a careful analysis
of the zeros of a certain Fredholm determinant — in fact, of the perturbation of
the identity by a certain finite rank operator — that can be seen as the dispersion
relation for the linearized Boltzmann equation. For the sake of being self-contained,
we give a (perhaps?) more direct, complete proof of Proposition below.

IThe possibility of extending Corollary 3.10 of [16] to the case where |u| < 1 was mentioned
to the second author by B. Nicolaenko in 1999.
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Proof. Consider for each z € C the family of unbounded operators T'(z) = £ — 2&;
on 9. In view of , T'(z) is a holomorphic family of unbounded operators with
domain DomT'(z) = $H N Dom £ whenever |z| < v_, in the sense of the definition
on p. 366 in [12]. (Indeed, defining the operator U : f — %I‘c‘lﬁ we see that U is a

one-to-one mapping of $ to N Dom L and that z — T(z)U is a holomorphic map
defined for all z such that |z| < v_ with values in the algebra of bounded operators
on £.)
The family T'(z) is self-adjoint on § in the sense of the definition on p. 386 in
[12], since L is self-adjoint on $ and
T(Z)=L-2z& =T(2)"  whenever |z| <v_.

Besides, A = 0 is an isolated 3-fold eigenvalue of T(0) = L, corresponding with the
3-dimensional nullspace $ N Ker £ (see Theorem 7.2.5 in [9]). As explained on p.
386 in [12], there exist 3 real-analytic functions z — Ay (z), Ao(2), A_(2) defined for
z real near 0 and 3 real-analytic maps z — ¢}, ¢, ¢, defined for z real near 0 with
values in $) N Dom £ such that, for each real z near 0,
At (2) (resp. Ao(2),A_(z) ) is an eigenvalue of T'(2)
and
(6T, 0%, ¢7) is an orthonormal system of eigenfunctions of T'(z) in $

for the eigenvalues A1 (z), Ag(2), A_(z) respectively,
while
A+(0) =0, X(0)=0.
For z = 0, one has
T(0)¢pT = T(0)¢p3 =0, sothat ¢=, ¢5 € HNKerL.
Next we differentiate twice in z the identities
T(2)67 =Xx(2)0  and  T(2)¢7 = ho(2)ef.

Denoting by " the derivation with respect to z and dropping the & or 0 indices (or
exponents) for simplicity, we obtain successively

Ld: — 2616 — E10: = A=) + A(2)9s, (3:2)
and . . . . . . .
Lo, — 2610, — 2610, = AN(2)d. + 2M\(2)d, + A(2) 0. . (3.3)
Setting z = 0 in leads to
Lo = (&1 4 A(0))¢o -
Since ¢o € H N Ker £ and (& + A(0))¢o L $H NKer £, we conclude that
A0) € {+¢,0,—c} .

(Indeed, the matrix of the quadratic form defined on HNKer £ by ¢ — (&1 +u)¢p?)
in the basis {X, X0, X_} is

u+c 0 0
0 U 0 ;
0 0 u—-c

this matrix is degenerate if and only if there exists ¢ € N Ker £\ {0} such that
(&1 +uw)od L HNKer L, and that happens only if u = £¢ or u = 0: see [10].)
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Furthermore .
A0) =+c=¢g € RX,,

M0)=0 = ¢y € RXp,
AM0) = —c= ¢p € RX_,

and since (qﬁar , 90, ¢y ) is an orthonormal system in ), each one of the three cases
above occurs for exactly one of the branches Ay (z), Ag(2), A_(2).

Henceforth, we label these eigenvalues so that A+ (0) = +c and A\g(0) = 0 and
concentrate on the branch A\y(z). In particular, up to a change in orientation, one
has ¢§ = X and

Ly =15 (3.4)

This being done, setting z = 0 in , we arrive at the identity

LG8 — 2610 = Xo(0)¢p -
Taking the inner product of both sides of this identity with ¢J, we see that

(B0LS0) — 2(€1060) = Xo(0)((#3)*) = Ao (0).
Since ¢J = X, € Ker £ and L is self-adjoint
(66L£5) =0.
In view of (3.4), one has
(€16000) = (H9LIE) >0,
since q58 ¢ Ker L — otherwise £d38 = &169 = £1X¢ = 0 which is obviously impossi-
ble. Therefore ) o
Ao(0) = —2(dp L) < 0. (3.5)
To summarize, we have obtained real-analytic maps z — \o(z) and 2z — ¢% such
that ) )
X0(0) = Ao(0) =0, Ao(0) <0, and ¢y = Xo,
while
L6 = 26107 + Mo(2)¢% (3.6)
for all z real near 0. . )
Set u(z) 1= Ao(2)/%z; since Ag(0) = Ag(0) = 0 while \p(0) < 0, the function u is
real-analytic near 0 and satisfies
u(0) = A\o(0) =0, and %(0) = 1X(0) < 0.

By the open mapping theorem (see Rudin [I7], Theorem 10.32), z — u(z) extends
into a biholomorphic map between two open neighborhoods of the origin that pre-
serves the real axis. Denoting by u — z(u) its inverse, we see that Ag(z(u)) = uz(u)
and we recast in the form

L6y = 2(w)€192 ) + uz(u)dl,) -
For u real sufficiently near 0, one has
v([€]) — z(u)(é1 +u) > 2v_(1+¢]) >0 forall ¢ € R?.

Then, returning to Hilbert’s decomposition (1.10)) of the linearized operator £, we
see that
_ 0

1
0
bzw) = P +u)/C 2(u)
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for all u near 0. By definition, ||¢(Z)(u) ls = 1; since K is a bounded operator on $,
the identity above implies thatﬂ
1L+ 1ENE2wlls < KBy, for all unear 0.
By Proposition we improve this result and arrive at the bound of the form
VMYl < Cs

for all s > 0, uniformly in u near 0.
Furthermore

(€ + ) (#0)?) = ul(@9)%) + 22(u)(€16963) + O(u?)
= u+ 22(u)(B0LIY) + O(u?) = u — 2(w)o(0).

Since z(u) = 2u/A(0) + O(u?), we conclude that u — ((£; + u)(qbg(u))Q) is a real-
analytic function defined near v = 0 and satisfying

(1 +uw)(9d)?) = —u+0(u?).

Finally, setting 7, := z(u) and

0
by = 92w
V& ) ()R
we arrive at the statement of Proposition [3.1 ([l

Remarks.

(1) The analogue of Proposition [3.1/in the case where A(0) = c¢ is precisely what is
discussed in Corollary 3.10 of [I6]. The idea of reducing the generalized eigenvalue
problem to a standard eigenvalue problem for the self-adjoint family T'(z), i.e.
of considering ur, as a function of 7, near the origin, is somewhat reminiscent of
the identity (20) in [16].

(2) For inverse power law, cutoff potentials softer than hard spheres, one has

v (T4 1) <v(fg]) <v_(1+ €)™ for some a < 1.

In that case, the operator T'(z) = £ — z£; is not a holomorphic family on $, since

1
Pom ) = e gya> e 7 0

while
1
DomT(0) = ————9.
(1+ gD~
The argument used in the proof of Proposition [3.1] fails for such potentials, which
is the reason why Caflisch and Nicolaenko [8] consider an approximate variant of

the generalized eigenvalue problem instead of ({3.1)).

2We denote by B(X,Y) the space of bounded linear operators from the Banach space X to
the Banach space Y, and set B(X) := B(X, X).
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4. THE PENALIZED PROBLEM

Our strategy for solving the nonlinear half-space problem near u = 0 —
i.e. near the transition from evaporation to condensation at the interface x = 0 —
is as follows.

Consider the nonhomogeneous, linear half-space problem

(& +wdp f(2,6) + Lf(2,) =Q, (€R’, 2>0,
f0,8) = fp(§), & +u>0, (4.1)

flx,&) -0 as x — +o0,

where
Q(x,-) L Ker L for each z > 0,

Q(xaglvé-%g?’) = Q(xaglv _527 _53) ) for each z > 07 5 S R37 (42)
and Q(x,&) —» 0 as x — 4o00.

All solutions f to this problem considered below are assumed to be even in (&2, &3):
f(xagla€27£3) = f(xvgla _527 _53) ’ for each = > Oa g € R3 . (43)

Assume for now that we can prove existence and uniqueness of a solution f =
Fulfo, Q] to provided that f, and @ satisfy some compatibility conditions,
which we denote symbolically as C,[fs, @] = 0. An obvious strategy is to seek
the solution f of with boundary condition as a fixed point of the map
f= Fulfe, Q(f, f)] in some neighborhood of f = 0.

There are two main difficulties in this approach. First, the nonlinear solution f
should satisfy the compatibility conditions C,[fp, Q(f, f)] = 0; these compatibility
conditions are not explicit since they involve Q(f, f), and yet satisfying these com-
patibility conditions is necessary in order to be able to define F,,[fp, Q(f, f)] in the
first place.

A second difficulty lies with the solution of the linearized problem itself.
Since @ is a quadratic operator, one can indeed expect that the nonlinear oper-
ator f — Ful[fp, Q(f, f)] will be a strict contraction in a closed ball centered at
the origin with small enough positive radius R, say in some space of the type
M~Y2L>(Ry; L (R?)) for large enough s. In other words, solving the linearized
problem in some appropriate setting is the key step. Once this is done, han-
dling the nonlinearity should not involve intractable, additional difficulties.

In fact, the work of Ukai-Yang-Yu [28] solves precisely both these difficulties.
Unfortunately, their result is not enough for the purpose of studying the transition
from evaporation to condensation, for the following reason.

Indeed, one faces the following problem: the radius R,, of the closed ball centered
at the origin on which one can apply the fixed point theorem to the nonlinear
operator f — Fu[fp, Q(f, f)] might be so small that

fle) = M=t =M 4 B0 R,

In other words,

[(Mp,—u — Mi01)// MioallLe 2 [ulll [§|Mi01] 2=

as v — 0, and it might happen that R, < |ul|||{|M1,0.1]| for all u # 0.
The main ingredient needed to understand the transition from evaporation to
condensation in the context of the half-space problem (L.1)) is therefore to obtain
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for the operator F,, — and for the radius R, — an estimate that is uniform in u
as u — 0.

The generalized eigenfunction ¢, is precisely the ingredient providing this uni-
form estimate, by a penalization algorithm described below.

4.1. The Lyapunov-Schmidt Method. We denote by II; the $-orthogonal pro-
jection on RX | i.e.

ILyg = (9X4) X4, (4.4)
and likewise, by II the $)-orthogonal projection on Span{X, Xy, X_1}, i.e.
g = (9X4+) X+ + (9X0) Xo + (9 X)X (4.5)

Moreover, we introduce, for all u € (—r,0) U (0,7) as in Proposition the
operators p,, and P, defined by

Pug = _<(§1 + u)wu9>¢u7 P.g= _<¢ug> (51 + u)¢ua (46)

where

Yy 1= (b";(’bo, 0<|ul <. (4.7
Since u +— T, and u — ¢, are real-analytic on (—r,r) with 79 = 0, and since
Yy = (¢ — Po)/u, the function u — 1), is also real-analytic on (—r,r) with values

in Dom L.

Lemma 4.1. The linear operators p,, and P, are rank-1 projections defined on %),
satisfying
P, (& +u)f)=(& +upuf, f€H,
and
P.(Lf)=L(puf), [feHNDomL such that (& +u)f L Xp.
Besides
(¢4 +u)py, L Ker L,  and therefore InP, C Ker L.

Proof. The first property follows from a straightforward computation.
For each f € Dom L, one has

P.(Lf) = —(§&1 + w)du(VuLlf) = —(§1 + u)du(fLYu)
= (6 + W (L0 + u)) = ~(E + Wb (FLOW)

= (6 + Wou (6 +w)BS) = 3 (6 + ) (b0 + ) )L,
= _<(€1 + u)'(/}uf>£¢u = ‘C(puf) >

where the penultimate equality follows from assuming that ((&; 4+ u)fXo) = 0.
Since 7, # 0 whenever 0 < |u| < r, one has

(&1 +u)pu = %E(;Su €Im L = (Ker £)*

and this obviously entails the last property.
Finally, we check that p, and P, are projections:
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and we conclude since

(6 + W) = (6 +0)62) — (6 +wdodu)) = 1.

Indeed,
(&1 +u)el) = —u, and (& + u)pudo) =0,

in view of the third property in the proposition, since ¢y € Ker L.

15

O

The projection p,, is a deformation of the projection p used in [I1] to study the
half-space problem (1.1]) in the case u = 0. The role of p, and P, is reminiscent
of the Lyapunov-Schmidt method used by Nicolaenko-Thurber [I6] to analyze the

shock profile problem for the Boltzmann equation.

The following observations explain the origin of the penalization method used in

the construction of the solution to (|1.4)).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that 0 < |u] < r. Let Q satisfy and f be a solution to

such that holds. Assume that the source term satisfies

Q€ L*°(R4;9)  for some v > max(7,,0),
and that

T € LRy ).
Then
(a) the function f satisfies
(G +u)fXy) = (& +u)fXo) = (& +u)fX_)=0, x=>0;

(b) one has

€+ 0PSO =~ [ P+ 2.z,

0

and, whenever —r < u < 0,

(&1 +w)u £)(0) + /OOO ™ (1, Q) (y)dy = 0.

Proof. Any solution of satisfies
Do((&r +u)Xif) = —(X:Lf) +(X2Q) =
(61 +u)Xof) = —(XoLf) + (X0@Q)

)

0
0.

Besides,
(&1 +uw) X4 f) > 0asz — +oo,

(&1 +u)Xof)y = 0as x — 400,
so that statement (a) holds.

Now for (b). For 0 < |u| < r, applying the first and second identities in Lemma

[41] shows that

(gl + u)axpuf + ‘C(puf) = 8xPu((£1 + u)f) +P.Lf =P.Q,
since (&1 + u)f L Ker £. Besides

‘C(puf) = _<(€1 + u)wuf>£¢u = _<(€1 + u)wuf>7—u(£1 + u)d)u = Tu(£1 + u)puf7

so that
(fl + u)(azpuf + Tupuf) = PuQa
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or, equivalently

92 (61 + wuf) + Tu (&1 + wW)buf) = ($uQ) -

For u small enough, one has 7, < 7, so that

0 (€7 (&1 + w)ihu f)) = €™ (Yo Q) = O(eT777) .
At this point, we study separately the cases u > 0 and u < 0.
Step 1. If 0 < u < r, then 7, < 0, so that

e (€1 + u)uf) (@) = — / " e Q) )y
= — /0OO e™ @) (1, Q) (x + 2)dz

i.e.
(€1 + w)u f)(a) = — / Q) (@ + 2)d

Then

/ v (u @) + 2, )dz| < [l / Q4 2)|| s dz

0 0

< lbulls sup (€7]1QCw, ) / e 1@,
y>0 0

so that

e "

(&1 +w)uf)(@)] < [[Yulls sup €1y, )l»)

u

Step 2. If —r < u < 0, then 7, > 0, so that

(€ +w)puf)(2) = e (&2 + w)bu f)(0) + /z T (1,Q) (y)dy

0

— ¢ Tue <<(£1 +u)h, £)(0) + /0 h e“ywu@(y)dy)

er / Y (1,Q) (y)dy

Since

—Tud

e

/:O eTun“Qxy)dy‘ = ‘/OOO e (P Q) (x + 2)dz

o0
< Wl sup(e Q. ls) [ e,
y>0 0

one has

&+ weaf)@) - (@ + a0+ [ e Q)

—yT

67

< [¢ulls sup(e™[[Q(y, -)ll5)
y>0

u

Therefore, if —r < u < 0, in general

(€1 +uw)uf)(z) = O(e™™7).
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Since 7, ~ Tou as u — 0, this exponential decay is not uniform in v near u = 0,
unless

«a+uwwm»+AMwWMwa@=o,

in which case

(€ +w)ppuf)(z) = O(e7),
and this is precisely statement (b) in Lemma O

Thus we seek solutions f of in the form
f=9—hou, (4.9)
where g satisfies
(G +wdg+Lg=(I-P,)Q, z>0, E€R?,
(€ +ubug)(@) =0, @ >0, (4.10)
g(x,-) = 0in $ as x — 400,
while -
W) = — /0 " Q) (2 + 2)dy (4.11)

Observe that the condition ((&; +u)1,g) = 0 is equivalent to the fact that p,g =0,
so that g = (I — pu.)f.
Notice that

<@1+uNfom+1/we”ywmwady

0
:%mew@*MW@+w%%H%;@W%@@@:m

since ((&1 4+ w)1,g)(0) = 0 and

(&1 + wudu) = (&1 + u) (£ Xo + Yu)bu) = £ (&1 +u)pl) = —1.
In other words, the function f defined as in (4.9)) satisfies the uniform exponential
decay condition (4.8)).

4.2. The Ukai-Yang-Yu Penalization Method. The formulation (4.10)) is pre-
cisely the one for which we use a penalization method. Indeed, any solution
g € L®(R4; 9 NDom L) to (4.10) satisfies

0. 1((&1 +u)g) =TI = P,)Q =TIQ =0, since ImL +ImP, C (KerI)*.

Since we have assumed that g(z,-) — 0 in ) as ¢ — 400, one has

(& +u)g) = 0.
Likewise,
pug =0, since ((& +w)ug) =0.
Therefore, if g € L>®(R4; $) is a solution of (4.10), then
(2. 1= g, ) (1.12)
is a solution of the penalized problem
{ (€1 4+ W0sgupy + Lguy = (I = P)Q, x>0, E€R?,

(4.13)
Guy € LZ(R4;9HNDom L),
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where the penalized linearized collision operator is defined by

LYg:=Lg+ ally((& +u)g) + BPug — V(& +u)g,

for all o, 8 > 0.

Conversely, we should seek under which condition(s) a solution of the penalized
problem (4.13)) with appropriately chosen «, [ defines a solution of the original
problem (4.10) via . This is explained in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For 0 < |u| <, let
« 0 —uB (P Xy)
Ay = 0 0 —B{duXo)
a(u X ) %Tu Tu — B(Yudu)

There exists 0 < ' < r such that, whenever 0 < |u| < 7/, the matriz A, has 3
distinct eigenvalues

)\1(u) > )\g(u) >0> )\3(U)7
such that

inf  Az(u) >0> sup As(u).
0<|ul<r! o< |u|<r’

Let (I1(u),l2(w),l3(w)) be a real-analytic basis of left eigenvectors of A, defined for
0 < |u| <7, and set

Yi[ul(€) = (X4(£), Xo(£), ¥Yu(§)) - 11 (u),
Ya[u(§) = (X4(£), Xo(£), ¥u(§)) - l2(u) -
Then, if gu,~ Satisfies , one has
(& + 0)Yilulgun)|,_y = 0,

<(§1 + U)X+gu,’y> = <(£1 + u)¢ugu,’y> =0 { <(§1 + U)YQ[U]QU —y>| :0 =0.

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that
02 (61 + ) X1g7) + (@ = )((&1 + ) X1 97) — uf{WuX ) (&1 + w)hugy) =0,
0o (&1 + u) Xogy) — ¥((&1 + 1) Xogy) — B(PuXo)((§1 + u)tbugy) =0,
az«gl + u)wug'y> =+ %Tu«fl + U)X09w> + Tu<(§l + U)¢ugv>
+ a(Pu X ) (&1 + )X gy) — (v + B(Yudu)) (&1 + w)tugy) = 0.
Setting
A =(& +uXigy), Ao= (& +u)Xogy), B=((&+uw)ugy),

we see that

g (A A,
L a0 )+ e {40 | =0, (4.14)
B B

Since the function u > 1), is real-analytic on (—r,r) with values in $NDom L, the
matrix field v — A, is real-analytic on (—r,r). Besides

o 0 0
AO = 0 0 7& )
af{thoXy) Fo —B(YoXo)
with characteristic polynomial (v — X)(A? — B{oX0)A + 70/3). Since 8 > 0 while
79 < 0, the matrix Ay has 3 simple eigenvalues, two of which, including «, are
positive, while one is negative.
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By a standard analytic perturbation argument, we therefore obtain 3 eigenvalues
A1(w), Az(u), Az(u) for A, that are real-analytic functions of u defined on some
neighborhood of the origin, and satisfy the inequalities mentioned in the statement
of the lemma. The existence of left eigenvectors Iy (u),la(u),l3(u) of A, that are
real-analytic functions of u defined in some neighborhood of 0 follows from the same
argument — see for instance chapter II, §1 in [12].

Choose v such that

0<~vy< inf Xo(u).
0<|u|<r’

Taking the inner product of each side of (4.14) with {3 (u), l2(u) and I3(u), we see
that

(Ay, Ag, B)(x) - 1;(u)e® (W=7 = Const.
Since
Az(u) — v < 0 and we have assumed that g, € L*(R4;H N Dom L),
we conclude that x — (A4, Ag, B)(z) - l3(u) is bounded on R4, so that

(Ay, Ao, B)(z) - I3(u)eXN =17 =0 forall z € Ry .

Therefore
(A+7A03 ) ll(u):O,
IL, (€1 + u)g,) = 0 and pugvo‘i’{ (A4, Ao, B) - I2(u) =0,
e
(A+’A05 )|m O.ZZ(u) =0,

in which case g(z,&) = e g, (, &) is a solution of the original half-space problem
(4.10]). Obviously, these conditions can be recast as in the statement of the lemma.
O

5. RESOLUTION OF THE PENALIZED LINEAR PROBLEM

5.1. The Penalized Linearized Collision Integral.

Proposition 5.1. There exists R > 0 defined in (5.3), v* > 0 defined in (5.5),
and T defined in (5.8)), such that

(fLrf) > 241*<Vf2>, for all f € HNDom L,
for each u such that |u| < R, provided that

a=0=2y and 0<~vy<T. (5.1)

Proof. We first recall the Bardos-Caflisch-Nicolaenko weighted spectral gap esti-
mate for £ (see equation (2.14) in [3]): there exists £ > 0 such that

(fLf) > ko(v(f —T1f)?)  for each f € HNDom L. (5.2)

Write
w:= f—1IIf, q:=1IIf.
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Then
(flaIli (&1 + ) f) + Bpuf —v(& +u)f))
=a(gX)((& + u)X1q) — B{qdu) (&1 + u)tbuq)
+ (g X ) (&1 + u) Xqw) — Blgdu) (&1 + u)tbuw)
= B{wdu) (€1 + w)hug) — B{wdu) (1 + w)puw)
— (& +u)g) = 2v((& +uw)qw) —¥{(& + u)w?) .
Since (& + u)¢, € Im £ = (Ker £)*, one has

(€ + ubug) = (6 + w)g) — (€0 + 1) Xoq)

L6 + ) Xon) = —(Xoa).
Hence
(F(ILi (&1 +u) f) + Bpuf —v(&1 +u)f)) = Silg] + S2[q, w] + Sa[w],

with
Silq) :=a{g X1 ) (&1 + u) X+ q) + B(Xoq) (qdu)

- 7<(£1 + u)q2> )
Sofg, w] :==afg X4 ) (& +u) Xypw) + B(Xog) (wou)
= B{(&1 + wbuw){gpu) — 27((1 + u)qu) ,
Ss[w] := = B{(&1 + w)puw)(wey) — (&1 + w)w?) .
Note that
(& +u)qw)® < (& +ulg®)(|& +ulw?) < Jr(vg?) (vw?) .
Observe that
Sila] 2(a = 7)(c +u)gi + (8 — uy)gs +~(c —u)g?
— Blullltullr2lgol\/ a3 + 5 + @2
>((a=7y)(e+u) = Blulllullz2)d}
+ (B — wy — Blullltull )5
+ (v(e—u) = Blulllvullz2)d®
with
g+ = (fX&),  q:=(fXo).
In particular
Sig] = (min((a =) (¢ +u), (8 = wy),y(c — w)) = Blull[vullL2) (¢F + a5 +¢2)-

Assume that

—1
W < Rimmin | 3e— 15[ s ) | 53)
|u|<min(r/2,1)

with 7’ chosen as in Lemma and pick
a=p=2y>0. (5.4)
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Then
(min(y(c — |ul), (2 = ul)) = BlulllvullL2) (¢F + ¢§ + ¢*)
> (v = BlulllvullL2) (¢ +qo+Q)
G+ 6+ = 5= ve®)

Silgl =

\Y

since0<c—1:\/§—1<1,where

v = max((l/ij, (vX3),, (vX?)). (5.5)
On the other hand,

Sslu] < ﬁ<”w5>”2if3/ D (),

so that, provided that u satisfies while «, 8,y satisfy (5.4)), one has

\53[ ]| Fio<’/w2>
if
0<vy< Kou/ (2 +4 lsu<pR (Vl/}i)(gb%/u)) . (5.6)
Finally "
1S [g, w]| < 2(<VXi>+sup\“,‘§R<V¢i>:/22(<vX§>1/2+(W3>1/2)+1)7<Vq2>1/2<yw2>1/2.
Thus, if u satisfies , and «, 3, are chosen as in , and if
7 < kvt [480" (vXE) + sup (o) (XG4 ) £ (657)
one has )

(F(Lf + I (&1 +u) f) + Bpuf — v +u)f)) > 2 (vw?) + i (vg®) .

Therefore, the inequality in the proposition follows from the following choice of I':

T := min(3v kg, [y, T ith 'y = rov—
min(3v" o, T, I's)., N supa e n V022 /0)
. (5.8)

RoV_

480" (VX3 )Fsup|, < p(2) 2((vX3) 2+ {vp2) 1 /2)+1)2

FQ =

where kg is the Bardos-Caflisch-Nicolaenko spectral gap in (5.2)). Obviously
sup ([[vgulls + l[viulls) < oo
<R

lul<
since the map u — 1, is real-analytic on (—r,r) with values in $ N Dom L. (]

5.2. The L? Theory. Consider the unbounded operator defined on the Hilbert
space H = L?(R,;$) by
Tuf = (&1 +u)0uf +LVf,
Dom T, ={¢ € H| (& + u)d,¢ and v € H while ¢(0,&) =0 for & > —u},
whose adjoint is
Tog=—(& +u)0z9+ Lf +a(& +u)llig+ Bp,g —v(& +u)g,
Dom 7 ={v € H| (& + u)0,¢ and vip € H while (0,€) =0 for & < —u},

where

P.g = — (& + u)u(dug) -
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Following the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [I1], we arrive at
the following statements.

Lemma 5.2. Let R > 0 be defined by , and let o = 8 = 2y > 0 satisfy
0 <~ <min(T, jv-)
with T' defined in . Then there exists k = k(R,v_,v) > 0 such that
Wllvdlls < |Tudllse,  for cach ¢ € Dom T,
Elvdlly < 175 ¢llse,  for each v € Dom T
uniformly in |u| < R. In particular Ker T, = {0} and Im T, = $ whenever |u] < R.

Proof. We briefly recall the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [I1] for the sake of completeness.
If g € Dom 7,, one has in particular

vg € L*(Mdédz) and (& +u)g?) € O(Ry),
so that there exists L, — oo such that ((&; + u)g?)(L,) — 0 as n — oo. Thus

Ly Ly
/0 (gTug)dz =1{(E +u)g®) (Ln) — H(En +u)g?)(0) + / (gLPg)d,

and letting n — oo, one arrives at

oo

gl Tugllse > / " (gToghdr = — 1(& + u)g?)(0) + / (9LPg)dz

> / (9LPg)dr > 52 Vmgll,
0

Notice that
—3{(& +u)g*)(0) > 0

for g € Dom 7T, because of the boundary condition at = 0 included in the defini-
tion of the domain Dom 7,,. Hence

1/2
v
I Tugll% > Sio

9ll2 -
Next
1 Tuglln =11(&1 +u)dzg + (v — v(&1 +u))glln
— [IKglla — a4 (&1 +w)g) 1% — BlPuglln
>|[(&1 +u)0zg + (v — v(& +u))glln
— (o{(& + u)® XT)2 4 B((& + u)®ep) 2 (02) 2 + K1) lg ]l

so that
6 +0deg + (v = 7(E + w)glle < C Tl 59)
with
C:= (14_72;1;’/*2 lj‘ung (Oé <(€1+u)2XJ2r>—i—ﬁ\/((gl+u)2w3><¢3>+”’c”)> . (5-10)

Given S € H, solve for h € Dom 7, the equation
(&1 +uw)oeh+ (v—v(& +u)h=S5, x>0.
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Since h € Dom T, it satisfies the boundary condition h(0,£) = 0 for & > —u, so
that

h(z,§) = /Owexp (f (gliu *7) (z *y)> Z('qfu)dy, & +u>0,
so that

’ 1S (y, &I
h(z,&)] < e (— ( Y — ) T — ) dy, +u>0.
| (CL’ £)| 7‘/0 Xp 1tu Y ( y) |€1+u‘ Yy fl
On the other hand, since h € H, there exists a sequence x, — oo such that

(h(Zn,-)?) — 0, so that

h(a?,é“):/:oexr)(— (‘El—iuﬁrw) (y—:v)) 5w g g ru<o,

&1 + ul
and hence
> 14 S y?§
1< [ e (- (g +) - ) 22y
= v 15(y, )l
S/gﬂ eXP(* (m *’7) (y—x)) €61+ uf dy, & +u<0.
Therefore
[h( I < G, 6+ (I1S(,€)I1r,)
with 1
Z(fl+“)>0 v
6= = g e (- (w5 =) M) (5.11)
For future use, we compute, for all p > 1,
1 1
IG(,E)le < v
€1 + ul (P(ml— 7))P (5.12)

PPl TR =+ ul) P
Then we conclude from Young’s convolution inequality and (5.12)) with p = 1

that
[hC N2y SNGEONL IS )l r

1SC O 15C,E) e
S b td S Q- 2w

for |u| < R, and hence
(L= 5)wvhlla < 1S -
Applying this to
S = (& +u)dag + V(&) — (&1 +u))g,
and using the bound shows that
(= Blvglln < CliTuglls -

This obviously implies the first inequality in the lemma with

K= V&’_ T with C defined in (5.10)). (5.13)
v_
The analogous inequality for the adjoint operator 7, is obtained similarly.
Now the first inequality obviously implies that

Ker7, ={0} for |u| <R.
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The second inequality implies that Im 7,, = H, according to Theorem 2.20in [7]. O

A straightforward application of Lemmal[5.2)is the following existence and unique-
ness result.

Proposition 5.3. Let R > 0 be defined by (5.3), set « = g = 2y > 0 with
0<y< min(l"7 5v_), where I' is defined in (5.8), and let k = K(R,v_,7) > 0 be

giwen by (5.13

Let Q satisfy e Q) € H, while vgy, € . Then, for each |u| < R, there exists a
unique solution g, ~ € Dom T, of the linearized penalized problem

(El +u)axgu,ry + ‘Cpguv’}’ = e’YI(I - PU)Q7 T > Oa § S R37
Gury(0,6) =gp(§), & +u>0.

Moreover, this solution satisfies the estimate

KV G I < 1+|S}1P¢ W2 (& + u)22)) e Qll
u|<R

\/7 H‘C”BDomE.ﬁ
2y + — 2 2
+<V AV +2 I;upw lvanlls
(5.15)

(5.14)

uniformly in |u| < R.

Proof. Set
Wz, &) = 9(x,€) = 9o(€) ey tusoe™ ", >0,

Then h € Dom 7T, if and only if

(&1 4+uw)dpgeHandvge H, and g(0,&) = gp(§) for & +u >0,
in which case
Tuh(2,8) = Tug(x, &) +ve 7 (&1 +u) T gp(€) — e 7 LP (9oL, 1u>0)(E)
Y =Pu)Q(x,8) +ve (& +u) T gp(§) — e LY (gh1e, 4us0)(€)
S(,¢)

if and only if g is a solution to the problem (5.14). (We use systematically the
classical notation z¥ = max(z,0).) The right hand side is recast as

S(x,8) =" (I — Pou)Q(x,€) + 2ve 7 (&1 + u) T gu(€) — e 7 L{g1e, 1u>0)(€)
— e I (& 4 u) T g) (€) — Be 7Py (go1e, +us0) (€),
and estimated as follows:

1Sl <(1+ S V(& +u)?62)) e Qlln

\/T HL:”B(Doij“j) « 153
+<V T v ey O <w5><¢a>> lvanlls

One concludes with the first inequality in Lemma O

5.3. The L*° Theory.
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5.3.1. From H to L?>(Md¢; L°°(R.)). We recall that the linearized collision op-
erator £ is split as £ = v — K, where K is compact on L?(R?; Md¢) (Hilbert’s
decomposition). With the notation

Q=e"(I-P,)Q,
the solution of (5.14]) in $ satisfies

Gu(2,§) =exp (* (51”+u - v) :v) 9(8)
+ /OZ exp (_ (fliu - v) (z — y)) (’Cpg“’glii)(y’f)dyv &> —u,

Guny(7,6) = /:o exp (— (m + v) (y - m)) (Kpg,]gl—:?;)(y,f) dy, & <-—u,

where P = v — LP. In particular
|9un (2, E)| <[gs(8)]

+ /OT exp (_ (m - V) |z — y|)) PPy + Q|(y’€)dy, &> —u,

&1 + ul
> . KPgu + Ql(y,€)
.01 < [ exp (= (i =) o —ol) S LAy 6 <
Hence ~
|9uqy ()] < gp ()] + G * [KPguy|(+,€) + G *|QI(+, ), (5.16)

where the function G has been defined in (5.11)).

Lemma 5.4. One has
R T

[6COll2®y)
u>1G * (- o '
e +u21G > ¢( L= Ry S\/QV(E)—27|§1+U|

Moreover, for each € > 0, one has

e e, pu<allo( )l Lo ry)
(4/3)3/41&1 + u[ 4 (v(€) — v]€r + ul)?/4
1 g qu<illoCG Ol r,)
2vee V2(u(€) —lé +ul)
Proof. The two first inequalities follow from Young’s convolution inequality and

the computation of the L? norms of G in (5.12)) with p =1 and p = 2.
For each € > 0, write

G x h(,f) = Gl,e * h(ag) + G2,6 * h(ag)

[L1e, +uj<1G * ()l Lo ry) <

were
G1.:(2,8) = G(2,8)12)<c and G2 o(2,6) = G(2,)1)2)>.-
Then
1G1e %0 )l ®ry) <0G @molEC Ol ry)
St elles@ o IGE O Las@m o loC Ol L= ry)

eV o(, Ol Lo ry)
(4/3)3/41&1 + ul V4 (v — ~[€1 4 ul)3/4’
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while
[G2,c % O )l ry) SMie,o0)G (5 L2y 190 ) 2Ry )

=P <_ (ﬁ B 7) 5) o0 2w
<
T V2l Ful 2 (v — Ayl +ul)l/2

v v H¢<7§)HL2(R+)
SV T~ 7P (‘ (wmuw - 7) 5> V2(v = 7lé1 + ul)
1 e Ozmy ()2 ry)

= Vae V3l — e tul) | 2veew—fé +al)

Therefore, we deduce from (5.16)) and Lemma [5.4] that

. 1RGOl
lGun (5 ) Lo sy <lgn(§)] + V() — 16+ ul

1P Guqy (5 ) L2 (R ) 1 (IKPguq ()2 w0
V20 (&) —29[& +ul  V2ee V2(r(€) —I& + ul)

e e <t 1K guy (5 )= my)
(4/3)3/4161 + ulV4(v(§) — [& + ul)3/4
Denote by kj for j = 1,2,3 the integral kernel of the operator K; in Lemma[T.2]
and set

R(E, Q) =k (&, Q) + ka(€,Q) + ka(£,¢) = 0,
RP(€,0) =k(&,Q) + ali + u|| X4 ()1 X 4 (OIM(Q) + BI¢1 + ulldu(©)|eu(QIM(C) -
Denote by KP the integral operator with kernel kP

Rrote) = [ Ieaac.

and set

Guny(§) 1= ||9('>€)||L°°(R+)-
Then, for each ¢ € R?, one has

K01 < [ 6.0l (OlliedC o e >0,
so that

0 llie < [ 1 Ol Olloedl = R7Gu6).
Hence, Lemma [5.4] and imply that

1QC, Ol
Guy (&) <lgp(&)| + () — A1 +ul
n 1P Gy (Ml L2 (R n 1 IKPgunq (58 2Ry
V() =26 +ul - V2es V2((€) — A6 + ul)
e e, 1w <1KPGuy (€)
4/3)3/4&1 +u[YA(w(€) — & + )3/t
At this point, we use the following lemma.

(5.17)

M
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Lemma 5.5. For all a, 8 € R there exists K.[a, 8] > 0, and for each s > 0, there
exists Ky = Kqlo, 8] > 0 such that

sup |[KP |5 < Koo, 6],

|u|<min(1,r/2) B
together with

sup ||M1/2]€p||B(f),LOOvl/Z’(RS)) < Ky sla, 8],
|u|<min(1,r/2)

and

sup ||M1/2’€pM_1/2||B(Loo,s(R3)7Loo,s+l(R3)) S K5+1[Oz, ﬁ] .
|u|<min(1,r/2)

Proof. Since

Kf—KPf=a(& +ull Xo | HIX 4|+ B(& + ull¢u )l bl
one has

sup  [[(Kf = KPf)ls

|u|<min(1,r/2)

< 2 lvXilsliflls +:=  sup (vl ldullsllf s

w|<min(1,r/2)
and

sup  [[(L+ € VMK = K2 F)() ] = (ms)

|u|<min(1,r/2)
< v Xills (X +[€)°VM Xy ze®rs) | fll 5
+2 s (ulls |+ €D VM e ry 1 1l -
|u|<min(1,r/2)
Observe that

sup  [[ridulls < oo,
|u|<min(1,r/2)

since the map uw — 1, is real-analytic on (—r,r) with values in Dom £. One
concludes with Propositions [[.1] and [3:1] using especially the bound

sup |1+ [€)*V Myl Lo ms)y < Cs < 00

|u|<min(1,r/2)

established in Proposition (1.1 ([l

Hence

Lie, 4u)<1KPGu 4
€1+ ult/4(1 +[€])3/4

2 ~
</ QL+ D2 M 2K G e ey 86
5 Jlatu<i €1+ ul72(1+ [€])>/2

SJZKI/Q[O‘aﬂ}Z”gu/y

2

|j’) )
with

1/2

.7 ' 2d¢, d¢’ >
= (/ Vo Jre U jeez) S

Henceforth, it will be convenient to use the notation

_ dg
Tys = /R NI (5.18)
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Thus
J2 = 4[275/2 .

Thus, Lemma and (5.17) imply that

HQ||L2(Md§;L°°(R+))
vo =7
1K1 5 (9) | Gyl L L 1K1 5 (9) | Gyl
V20- =) Ve Va(v- —7)
51/4JK1/2[04,5] IG
(4/3)3/4 (v — )3/ 77

1Gurlle <llgslls +

+

|5y -

Choosing
1 _ JKl/Q[()(7ﬁ]
251/4 (4/3)3/4(V, _7)3/4

leads to the inequality

1@l 2 (vag: Lo (v, )
v_—7

K, |a, f] ( 3v3 Lo 5/2K1/2[04,ﬁ]2>
P (148622 ol
2(v_ —7) Vae (v — )2 1 9u~ 7

Hgun 2 (vae L= ®s)) <lgollr2(arae) +

(5.19)

5.3.2. From L*(Md¢; L= (R,)) to L° (R4 x R?). We next return to the inequality
(5.16]). Obviously

K gy ()l mey < KPGuq(€), € €RP.
Then, the first inequality in Lemma [5.4] implies that

KPG. (€) 1Q( &)l r)
v(€) =& +ul - v() =yl Ful

By the second inequality in Lemma one has

Guq(8) < lgn(E)] +

(L + €032V MGu || oo ey <II(L+ €)Y 2V Mgyl (o)
1+ [ENY2VMQ| 1 (R, xR

N

vo—ny
. [(1+ €)Y 2VMKPGyq || e (r3)
ve (5.20)

<[+ €))¥2V M gp || 1= (r)
(14 1€NY2VMQ|| LR, xR?)
Vo —7
N Ky ola, B]1|1Guq s
v_ —7 '

n
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On the other hand, the third inequality in Lemma [5.5 implies that
X+ 1€)*VMGu o | oo (rey <I(L A+ I€])*VMgp|| oo (r3)
n (1 + |£DS?1\/MQ”L°°(R+><R3)
vo =7
0+ 1) VARG~
S (5.21)

<IN+ 1€)°V Mg o~ r3)
(1+ |§\)S*1\/MC~2||Lw(R+xRS)
Vo —n
N Ko 1]on BII(1+ €))7V MGy 5 || 1o (m2)
Vo — 7

N

for each s > 1.

Applying this inequality with s = 3 and the previous inequality leads to the
following statement, which summarizes our treatment of the penalized, linearized
half-space problem. From the technical point of view, the proposition below is the

core of our analysis.

Proposition 5.6. Let R > 0 be given by , and o = B = 27 with
0 <~ <min(, Jv_)

and ' defined by . Let Q € H and g, € $ satisfy

(14 €V Mg, € L*(R?), and 0714+ ¢))2VMQ € L= (R, x R?),

and
Q(z,) L Ker L fora.e. ©>0.

Then the solution g, of (whose existence and uniqueness is established in

Proposition satisfies the estimate
11+ [€)* VM gu s |l oo (m, xR3)
< L (10 + 16)*V gy (rs) + e+ (1 + |E)VMQU 1w e, ms) )
uniformly in |u| < R, for some constant
L= Ly, v, 6, R, Ki[27,29], Ky 2[27, 29], Ks (29, 29]] > 0.
Proof. Recall that

Q(z,§) =e"" (I — P,)Q(x,§)
=e""Q(z,§) + 7 (Q(z, )Yu) (&1 + w)du(§) .
Hence
11+ 1€)*VMQ =, xr3) < €7 (1 + [€])2VMQ| =R, xr?)

W ()| M24d
+|(1+5|)\/M¢u||Lm(R3)||eW(1+|§|)2\/MQ||L00<RMR3>/W

< |1+ [E)*VMQ| L= r, xR?) (1 + C1I§,/42 sup 1/1/2%”5) .

lu|<R
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By (20 and

10+ 160V g 1,
o I(1+1€D2 VAT oo
< (1 2022) (10 + 16DV Raplez + =

v_—v
s e [V [P
With , this inequality becomes
11+ [€D)*VMgu,q | L,

273/ Kala, f1 Ky s, I(1+I€N>VMQ| Lo
(1+ alef] | Fes Bl “)(||<1+|5|>3mgbu;c+ )

v_—y (v——7)*2 v_—vy

L V2Kl Bl e B[] () 33 L2,5/2K1 200, B 1o
PEERE Vae T (v — )2 Juyln

Next we inject in the right hand side of this inequality the bound on | gy ~||#
obtained in (5.15)), together with the bound for @ obtained above. Since we have
chosen o = 8 = 2, one finds that

1/2
100+ 160°V gl < (14 22y ZEEAR 2]

1/2

v_

< (IHED VBTl + HOBL 0 21 4 ] 2V ATz,

+\/§K2[2%27]K1/2[2%2’Y]K*[2%2“/] ( + 3v3 Ta.5/2K1/2[27.29)° )
(v——7)3/? V2e (v——)?

1/ (W2)((E1+uw)262) [T, -
o (A EDEETL R et 4 VA Qe

L om £.5 2 v_ +«/ 2
+ (\/?_’_ H HB(D L£,9) 'Y( d) ><¢ )) Il/2||(1+|£>3\/79b||[,00)

KVZ kU2 /27

where k is given by (5.13)). This implies the announced estimate with L given by

a Kz[2v 2] | 2T3/  Ka[27.29] K1 2[27,29]

+\/§K2[2%2’Y]K1/2[2’Y72’Y]K*[2%2’)’] (1 + 3v3 I2,5’)/2K1/2[2’Y72’Y]2)

(v——m)?°/? V2e (v——=")?
v_ 2 2
" <;/V27+ MLT?D?}E o 2 +\/w 92 )) T2,

(5.22)

1/2

14 K2l2v.29] | 2 L Ka[27,29]K12(27.29] | 1+C1L7 0 10 2l s
v_—y (v——7)? v_—y

+ﬁK2[2%2v]K1/2[2%2v]HK*[2%271 (1+ 3v/3 L2,5/2K12(27,27]? )
(w72 Vae R

o VR () e%) 134>

RV_
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6. SOLVING THE NONLINEAR PROBLEM

6.1. The Penalized Nonlinear Problem. Given a boundary data f, = f,(£)
satisfying the condition

VMf, € LF(RP),  fyoR=fp,
consider the following penalized, nonlinear half-space problem

(&1 4+ 1)02guy + LPGuy = €7 (I = Pu)QGuy — huyPus Guyy = huyPu)
(o]
hug (@) = e / T2 (0, Q(Guy = hurbus Gury — hundu)) (@ + 2)dz,
0

gu,'y(oag) :fb(§)+hu,7(0)¢u(§)v §1+u>0.
(6.1)
In this section, we seek to solve the problem (6.1) by a fixed point argument as-
suming that the boundary data f; is small in L°3(R3).

Proposition 6.1. There exists € > 0 defined in (6.4]) such that, for each boundary
data fy, = fp(§) satisfying

fooR="Ffy and |(1+|€))*VMfyllpe(ms) < €

(with R defined in (1.8))), the problem (6.1)) has a unique solution (g, hu~) sat-
isfying the symmetry

gu,'y(xaRg) = gu,7($7§) Jor a.e. (a:,f) eRy X R37
and the estimate

(1 + [€)°VMguqll Lo ®y xr#) + [y llLo@m,) < 2Le
where L is given by (5.22]).

We first recall a classical result on the twisted collision integral Q.
Proposition 6.2. For each s > 1, there exists Qs > 0 such that
1A+ VAT, 9)ll o (rsy < Qull AHIEN VALl e res) | AH1EN) VMgl o sy
for all f,g € L>*(R3).

This inequality is due to Grad: see Lemma 7.2.6 in [9] for a proof.
Proof of Proposition[6.1 Set

X :={(g,h) s.t. (1+1]¢))*VMg e L®Ry xR?), he L®(Ry)
and g(z,RE) = g(z, ) for ae. (z,6) € Ry x R?},

which is a Banach space for the norm

g, Wl = 11 + [€)°VMgll L= (r xr2) + [Pl LRy -

Given (gu,y, hu~) € X, solve for (§u,, hu,y) the half-space problem
(51 + U)amgu,'y + £p§u,'y = ef'yx(]‘ - Pu)Q(gu,'y - hu,'y(buvgu,fy - hu,'y‘bu) y

hu,’y(x) = _6_71/ e(Tu_2’Y)Z<qu(gu,’y - hu,'y(bua gu,’y - hu,'y(bu»(‘]j + Z)dZ7
0

Gury(0,8) = o (&) + huy (0)0u (&), & +u>0,
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and call )
Suqny: XD (gu,'y,hu,'y) = (gu,'yahu,'y) eX
the solution map so defined.
Applying Proposition [6.2] shows that

(1 + |€|)2\/MQ(9U,'~/ — huy Pus Guy — hu,’y¢u)||L°°(R3)
< Qs(l(1+1€)*VMgu s |l ooy xR3) + [y | oo ) | (1 + €DV MGy | Lo (rs) )
< Qs(|(1+€)*V Mg~

|2 (R, xR3) + Csllhuy |l ® )
< Qsmax(1,C3)[(Gurys huy)lI -

Hence
: L/ 1ulls 2
||hu7’Y ‘L”(R+) < W”(l + |€|) \/Mg(gu,w - hu,’y¢u7gu,w - hu,'y(bu)”Lm(R?’)
z/ lvalls 2 2
< 25— Qasmax(1, C5)[[(gu,ys huy) I -

(6.2)
On the other hand, we apply Proposition [5.6] with § = v and

gy = fo + ﬁu,'y(o)(bu , Q= 6_271:@(9“7 - h'y¢uag'y - h'y¢u) .

Then
11+ 1€V Mgsl| oo ey <IIA + [E)PVM foll oo (me)
L/ Wulls L.c20 b2
+WQ3maX( :C3)Cs | (Guys hu) 3 5
while

107 (1 4+ [€)*VMQ|| L~ (m.. xR3)
= [|(1 + |§|)2 \ MQ(gu,'y =l y s Guy — hu,vd’u)”Loo(FLr xR3)
< Q3 max(1, )| (gu,ys hus)l% -

The bound on the solution to the penalized linearized problem in Proposition [5.6
together with the estimate (6.2)) for ||hy, ||z~ (R, ), implies that

(G )l LI A+ €D VM fol| Lo (o)

72 lulls 2 2
+ LWQS max(1, C3)Cs || (gu,y, buqy)ll

+ LQs max(L, C3) | (g hus)l2

/5 1l 2 2
+ =5 Qsmax(1, C5) [ (gu,y, huy) I
which we put in the form

(s )l < LI+ EDPVM fol| Lo (ro) + All(Gurrs a3

with
— oy ( Zsli lbulls
A = Q3 max(1,CY) 2me(l +LCs)+ L | . (6.3)
Pick € > 0 small enough so that
0<e<1/4AL (6.4)

and assume that

(1 + 1€)*VM fi|l oo (rs) < €.
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If ||(gu,'ya hury)”z\’ < 2Le, one has
(Guys hury )| < Le + A(2Le)? = Le + 4AL%E? < 2Le,

so that the solution map &, satisfies

Su~(Bx(0,2Le)) C Bx(0, 2Le).
Let (gu,y» huy) and (g, ., B, ) € Bx(0,2Le). We seek to bound

1L+ ED* VM (T (Gurrs Bur) = TGy B )
in terms of
1L+ €DV M (Gury = o P = P ) -
One has
(&1 + )0 (Gusy = Guy) + L7 (Gupy — guy) = € (I —Pu)2,
% = Q(Gury = i) = (huy =1 ) Sus (Juiy +Guy) = Py +hoy ) bu) -

(oo}
(Puyy = iy ) (@) = =€ / T2V (4, 5 (2 + 2)dz
0

Gury = 9 )(0,6) = (hugy = 1, )(0)6u(8), & +u>0.
First, we deduce from Proposition [6.2] that

(1 + |§D2\/ME”L°C(R3)
< Qs(l(1 + 1E)*VM (gury — Gl ®y xr3) + Csllhuyy — 1y |1 (R, xRS))
<11+ 102 VM (Gury + G (s xrs) + Cllhary + By e )
< Qsmax(L, CO(Gury — Fors hury — Wy )| G + Gy By + )l
< 4LeQa max(L, CI)[(9ury — Forys hrury — W) -

With this estimate, we bound iLu),y — Buw as follows:

oo < Tllls N>
ey = Pyl e s 12+ 1€]) 2o (r3)

29—Ty

< 4L€Q3 max(l’cg) 34ku||;) ”( b

297 —Tu - g?’.l,,’)” w,y T h;,'y)HX .

Finally, we apply Proposition with é = v and
9= (huy =1, ) (060, Q= 7%,
Thus
(X +1€)*VMgs|| L (r2)
Nl

< 4L€32‘§77Q3 max(1, C3)Cs|(Gury = Groms Prury — Py )2
while

€071+ [€)°VMQ| L~ m, xr) = II(1+ [£))*VME|| L, xR2)

< 4L5Q3 maX(lv C?%)”(gu/‘/ - g;,'w h’U«,’Y - h;,'\/)HX .
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Hence, the bound in Proposition [5.6] implies that

1(Guy = Guury> iy — hiw)Hx
2 1l
<ALPe= R Qg maX(LC:?)CsII(g — Guyr b )2
+4L%eQs max(1, C5)||(guy — Gy hu o)l
3/l s
+4L€3724’me623 max(l,Cg)H(gu—y gu,y, )HX

M2 )
< azeQuman(1, &) (24 B0 (14 200 ) 10 = sl = o)y

= 4LeA|(Gury — oo ys Py — P )| -

The inequality above implies that the solution map &, ., satisfies
||SUW(§U7“/’ huﬂ/) - Su»“/(gu,'w u 'y)”X < 4L‘€AH(QU,’Y g;,'y’ hU”Y - h;,')/)”X
for all (gu.~, hu,) and (g, -, by, ) € Bx(0,2Le). Since 0 < e < 1/4LA, this implies
that S, is a strict contraction on By (0, 2Le), which is a complete metric space (as

a closed subset of the Banach space X'). By the fixed point theorem, we conclude
that there exists a unique (gu,, hu,y) € Bx(0,2Le) such that

Su,'y (gu,m hu,'y) = (gu,fya hu,’y) .
In other words, there exists a unique (g ~, hu,y) Which is a solution of the problem
(6.1) in Bx(0,2Le). O
6.2. Removing the Penalization. Let f, = f,(£) satisfy
fb oR=f, and |(1+[E)°VMfillp~ms) <e

(with R as in ), and let (gy ,hu ) be the unique solution to (6.1) given by
Proposition [6 Deﬁne

Ruqy[fo)(€) = gur(0,€), EE€R. (6.5)
By Lemma [£.3]
(&1 + w)Yi[u]Ruy[fo]) = (61 + u)Ya[u]Ru [f]) = 0
= (& +u)X1guy) = (& + u)uguy) =0

= LPGuy = LGuy — V(€1 + U)Guy -
In that case, denoting
9u(2,8) i= € T guy(2,8),  hu(z) = e hyy(2),
and

fu(@,8) == gu(z,8) — hu(2)du(§),

we see that
(51 + u)awgu + ‘Cgu = (I - Pu)Q(fu>fu) and Gu = (I - pu)fu7

while

() = - / T 0 Qfun fu)) @+ 2z and hu(2)6u(€) = Pufule,€).

In other words, f,, satisfies (2.2]) together with the bound ([2.3)) with
E :=2Lemax(1,Cs). (6.6)
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This estimate holds for all u satisfying |u| < R where R is defined in (5.3), and
all v € (0,min(T", 2v_)), where T is defined in (5.8). The constants L and e are

2
defined in (5.22) and (6.4) respectively.

Conversely, if f, is a solution to the nonlinear half-space problem satisfying
the uniform exponential decay condition (2.3 for all u satisfying |u| < R and
all v € (0,min(T, 2v_)), we deduce from Lemma that g, := (I — py)fu and

hy = (&1 +u)y fo) satisfy (4.10]) and (4.11)) respectively, with @ = Q(f, f), while
(Gu,y» hu,) defined by the formulas

gun/(xag) = efmgu(lﬁf) = e’YﬁU([ - Pu)fu(%f)
huy =€ hy(z) = (&1 + w)u fu) (@)

must satisfy the penalized nonlinear half-space problem (6.1]). And since (gy ~, Ru,~)
is a solution of (6.1)) of the form (6.7) with f,(z,£) — 0 in $ as © — oo, one has

(€1 +u) Xy guqy) (@) = (61 +u) Xy gu)(z) = 0
(because {((&1 + u)X 1 gy) is constant and g, (z,-) = 0 in $ as ¢ — +00), and
(€1 + W) buguy) (@) = (&1 + w)pugu) (x) = 0

(because gy (z,&) = 7 (I — py) fu(z,€)). Applying Lemma shows that g,
must therefore satisfy the conditions

(€1 + W)Y [ulgu)(0) = (&1 + u)Y2[ulgu~)(0) =0,

or in other words,

(€1 + uN[ulRu 5 [fo]) = (&1 + w)Ya[u]Ru 5 [fo]) = 0.

(6.7)
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