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A COUPLING APPROACH FOR THE CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM
FOR A COLLISIONLESS GAS

ARMAND BERNOU AND NICOLAS FOURNIER

ABsTrRACT. We use a probabilistic approach to study the rate of convergence to equilibrium
for a collisionless (Knudsen) gas in dimension equal to or larger than 2. The use of a coupling
between two stochastic processes allows us to extend and refine, in total variation distance, the
polynomial rate of convergence given in [AG11| and [KLT13|. This is, to our knowledge, the
first quantitative result in collisionless kinetic theory in dimension equal to or larger than 2 that
does not require any symmetry of the domain, nor a monokinetic regime. Our study is also more
general in terms of reflection at the boundary: we allow for rather general diffusive reflections
and for a specular reflection component.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a Knudsen (collisionless) gas enclosed in a vessel and investigate the rate of con-
vergence to equilibrium. We study a C? bounded domain (open, connected) D in R™, with n > 2.
The boundary of this domain, D, is considered at rest, and when a gas particle collides with the
boundary, a reflection which is either diffuse or specular occurs. For a point x in 9D, n, denotes
the unit inward normal at x.

The distribution function of the gas, f(t, z,v), represents the density of particles with position
x € D and velocity v € R™ at time ¢ > 0. We assume that it satisfies the free-transport equation
with both a boundary condition and an initial condition:

of+v-Vyf=0, (x,v) € D x R™,
t,x,v)(v-ng) =—a(x)coM((v)(v-ng t,z,v") (v - ng)dv’
g VIR ) = @M@ [ )
+ (1 —a@)ft,z,v—2(v- ng)ng)(v-ny), x € 0D,v-nzy >0,
f(0,2,0) = fo(x,v), (z,v) € D xR,

where the constant ¢y > 0 is given by
(2) co = / M (u)(u - ng)du,
{u-n,>0}

for any choice of € dD. The independence of ¢y with respect to x is a consequence of the radial
symmetry assumption made below on the density M.

This dynamic does not take into account collisions between particles that may occur inside D.
This is legitimate for the study of Knudsen gases, which are dilute enough. This model represents
particles moving in D following the free transport dynamic until they collide with the boundary.
When a particle reaches the boundary at some point x € 9D, it is specularly reflected with
probability 1 — «a(z), and diffusively reflected with probability «(z). In the latter case, its new
velocity is chosen using M. See Definition 13 for the precise probabilistic interpretation of the
model.

Here are our main assumptions.

Hypothesis 1. o D is a C? open connected bounded set in R™, with n > 2.
e a: 9D — [0,1] is uniformly bounded from below, i.e. there exists ag > 0 such that:

(3) alz) > ap, VYx e dD.
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o M : R" — Ry is radially symmetric with [;, M(v)dv = 1, [;, |[v]|M(v)dv < oo, and
there exist 1 > 0 and some continuous, radially symmetric, M : R™ — R, such that
0 < M(v) < M(v) for all v € R™ such that 0 < ||v]| < d;.

The paradigmatic example (and most physically relevant one) of such M is the Maxwellian
distribution with parameter (temperature) 6, that fits into this framework:
1 llvil?
4 M) = ———5e 20, v € R™.
) ©) = Grg?
Observe that informally, (1) preserves mass. Indeed, for a strong solution to (1), Green’s formula
gives:

d

ft, z,v)dvde = —/

V(v f(t,z,v))dvde = / ft,z,v)(v-ng)dvde =0,
D xR"™

ODxR"™
where the last equality is a consequence of the boundary condition in (1).

1.1. Main result. The stationary problem corresponding to (1) leads to an equilibrium in the

phase space. Its distribution is given by (assuming the initial data to be of total mass 1)

M (v)
D]’

where |D| denotes the Lebesgue measure of D in R™. Note that (unsurprisingly) the equilibrium

distribution is space-homogeneous in D.

It is known that there is convergence towards this equilibrium distribution in L' distance, see
for instance Arkeryd and Nouri [AN97, Theorem 1.1] for a proof in the case where o = 1 and with
slight restrictions on D. The goal of this paper is to characterize the rate of this convergence.

Recall that the total variation distance of a signed measure p on a measurable space (F,E) is
given by

too(2,0) = V(z,v) € D x R",

1
lull v = §Sup{/ gdp,g: E =R, ||g|lec < 1}.
E

In the whole paper, we use the notation f(t,z,v) when f is a L!'-function on R, x D x R"
and f;(dz,dv) when f is measure-valued. Our main result is the following, see Definition 4 and
Theorem 8 for the precise meaning of weak solutions.

Theorem 2. Assume that Hypothesis 1 is satisfied. Let the initial distribution, fy, be a probability
measure on D x R™. Let r : Ry — R4 be a continuous increasing function such that there exists a
constant C > 0 satisfying r(x +y) < C(r(z) +r(y)) for all x,y € Ry and such that

1 1
(5) / T(—)M(v)dv < oo and / r(—)fo(dz,dv) < 0.
SN pxre Y]

Then, there exist some constant £ > 0 and a weak solution p(dt,dz,dv) = dt fi(dx,dv) to (1) such
that for allt > 0,

K
— <.
Hft :U/OOHTV = T(t)
Moreover, in the case where fo admits a density in L*(D x R™), the solution f is unique among
“regqular” solutions (see Theorem 7).

The typical example for the rate r is r(¢) = (¢t + 1)", or rather r(t) = (¢t + 1), as exemplified
by the following situation.

Corollary 3. We take the same hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 2, and assume further-
more that M is bounded (for instance, M is a Mazwellian distribution of the form (4)).
a) If fo has a bounded density, there exists a constant k > 0 such that, for all t > 0,
w(1+log?(t + 1))
(t+1)" '

| fe — toollTy <

b) If there exists d € (0,n) such that

| mrbldr.d) < .
-

xin |[V]
there exists a constant k > 0 such that for all t > 0,

K
— ooy < .
1fe — pool|Tv < L
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Physically, the most interesting case is the following: consider a collisionless gas enclosed in a
vessel represented by the domain D. The boundary of the domain is kept at temperature 8 > 0.
A particle colliding with this boundary at x € 9D is either specularly reflected, with probability
1— a(x), or exchanges energy with the boundary and is diffusively reflected with probability a(z),
the distribution M being the Maxwellian with temperature 6.

1.2. Bibliography and discussion. Relaxation to equilibrium is a key aspect in statistical me-
chanics. In general, this relaxation, which is known since the H-theorem in the case of the Boltz-
mann equation, is the result of two main physical equilibrating effects: the collisions between gas
molecules and their interactions with the boundary. In [DV05], Desvillettes and Villani find that
the distance between the distribution function of the gas at time ¢ and the final equilibrium state
decays at a rate O(tim) for all m > 0, in the case of space inhomogeneous solutions to the Boltz-
mann equation satisfying strong conditions of regularity, positivity and decay at large velocities.
The rate of [DV05] is completed by an exponential rate in the case where the initial data is close
to equilibrium in Guo [Guol0]. In these works, the authors assume that the spatial domain is
either the flat torus or a smooth bounded domain with specular or bounce-back reflection at the
boundary. Hence the focus is on the equilibrating effect of the collisions between gas molecules
rather than the interaction with the boundary, and the equilibrium is entirely determined by the
total mass and energy. Later, in [Vil09], Villani works on the case of a diffuse or accomodation
reflection at the wall of a bounded smooth domain, with a constant temperature at the boundary.
The equilibrium is thus slightly changed, as the total mass is now the only conserved quantity. In
this case, both collisions between gas molecules and interactions with the boundary play an im-
portant role in the relaxation to equilibrium, and give an example of the so-called “hypocoercivity”
method.

Concerning the model studied in this paper, here are the main available results. In [TAG10],
Tsuji, Aoki and Golse find numerically a rate of convergence in ¢t~ for bounded initial data. An
upper bound for the convergence rate in t~! is obtained by Aoki and Golse in [AG11], assuming
some spherical symmetry on the domain and on the initial condition and that o = 1. Using a
stochastic approach, Kuo, Liu and Tsai in [KLT13| obtain the (optimal) convergence rate of =™ in
a spherically symmetric domain for n = 1,2, 3 with a = 1 and with bounded initial data satisfying
some technical conditions. Later, Kuo [Kuol5| extended this work, in dimensions 1 and 2, to
the case of Maxwell boundary conditions (with additionally some specular reflections). All the
above results assume that M is a Maxwellian distribution. We also refer to the connected paper
by Mokhtar-Kharroubi and Seifert [MKS17] who studied a similar problem in slab geometry (in
dimension 1) using Ingham’s tauberian theorem.

Our rate confirms, up to a logarithmic term, both the suggestions made by [TAG10] in view of
their numerical results, see Corollary 3, and the rate obtained by Kuo [Kuol5]. It also extends this
result to higher dimensions, considers more complicated domains and allows more general initial
conditions.

For the most interesting case where M is given by (4), we can sum up our conclusions as follows:
if fo is bounded on {v € R”, ||v|| < €} for some € > 0, e.g. if fo(z,v) = go(z)dy, (v) for some density
go on D and some vy # 0, the convergence rate towards equilibrium is (up to a logarithmic factor)

in tin On the other hand, if fy is unbounded around 0, e.g. fo(x,v) = Wl{llvl\ﬁl} with a € (0,n),

the convergence rate towards equilibrium is t(n,;a), using Theorem 2 with r(t) = ("=~

In [KLT13], the authors point out that fo — peo (With fo bounded) is the limiting factor that
prevents from a better rate of convergence. We believe that, indeed, our method might allow one
to prove the following extension: when one considers two solutions f; and g; with fo = d(4,.4,) and

90 = O(yo,wo)» It — gellrv S 7" as soon as vy # 0 and wo # 0.

Stochastic billards have also been studied in details, see the works of Evans [Eva0l], Comets,
Popov, Schiitz and Vachkovskaia [CPSV09] and the recent work of Fétique [Fét19] in the convex
setting. This corresponds to the monokinetic case of our model: the velocity of particles has a
constant norm 1 (fy and the distribution M are carried by the unit sphere). They prove exponential
convergence to equilibrium by coupling methods. Let us mention that we use a result from Evans
on the geometry of C'' domains.



4 ARMAND BERNOU AND NICOLAS FOURNIER

The stochastic process studied in this paper is similar to the family of Piecewise Deterministic
Markov Processes (PDMP) introduced by Davis [Dav93]. However it does not entirely fit this
framework, since the jumps are predictable in our case. In the past few years, several long time
behaviours for models corresponding to PDMP have been studied, exhibiting a geometric conver-
gence towards equilibrium. We refer to the study of the telegraph process by Fontbona, Guérin and
Malrieu [FGM12, FGM16], and on the recent work of Durmus, Guillin and Monmarché [DGM18].

In conclusion, our result is, to the best of our knowledge, the first quantitative result for this
problem for a non-symmetric domain in dimension d > 2, in a non-monokinetic regime. We also
consider a more general law M for the reflection at the boundary, with a larger class of initial data

Jo.

1.3. Strategy for the proof and plan of the paper. The next Section 2 is devoted to the
rigorous introduction of our notion of weak solutions, and to the proof of uniqueness under a
regularity assumption on fy, in the spirit of Greenberg, van der Mee and Protopopescu [GvdMP87]
and Mischler and Mellet [MMO04].

In Section 3, we construct the stochastic process which we use in the proof of Theorem 2. We
show that the law of this stochastic process is a weak solution in the sense of measures to (1),
and that it is the unique weak solution under further regularity assumptions of fy. The unusual
boundary conditions leads to rather non-standard difficulties.

In Section 4, we derive the proof of our large time result in the context of a uniformly convex
domain with C? boundary, following the strategy described below, and we extend in Section 5
the previous result to general domains. For the sake of clarity we start by proving the result in a
uniformly convex domain, because the coupling is easier since from any point at the boundary of
the domain, we can join any other point at the boundary in one step.

It is worth mentioning that the coupling method which we use is close, at least in spirit, to
methods based on the study of the Feller nature of the corresponding semigroup. Those methods
are known since the work of Meyn and Tweedie [MT93]| for exponential rates of convergence, and
have recently been extended by Douc, Fort and Guillin [DFGO09] for subgeometric convergence
rates. They involve the derivation of the modulated moments of the delayed hitting time of some
“petite” set, a computation that is straightforward once the coupling time is estimated.

In a companion paper [Ber|, we investigate the same problem by a purely analytic approach.
Of course, the main issue is the absence of a spectral gap for the operator corresponding to (1),
which is the key reason for the polynomial rate of convergence.

To prove Theorem 2, we introduce a coupling (X¢, V;)i>o, (X, f/t)tzo with (X, V;) distributed
according to f; and (X, V;) distributed according to pieo, in such a way that the coupling time

T = inf{t >0, (XtJrS)SZO = (XtJrs)SZOv (VtJrS)SZO = (‘7t+s)520}7

is as small as possible. We show that it is possible to build a coupling such that the following
occurs.

i) When one process collides with the boundary (Proposition 21), if the other one has a large
enough speed, so that its next collision occurs sufficiently soon after the one of the first process,
there is a positive probability that the two processes coincide for all times following the next
collision with the boundary.

ii) We come back to the previous situation after a random number of collisions with the boundary
for both processes, and this number of collisions is controlled by a geometric random variable.

The construction of such a coupling is quite subtle. Indeed, the random nature of (X, V;)i>0
only appears when X; € dD. When one tries to couple two such processes, complex situations can
occur, for instance one of the process can hit the boundary several times before the other one does
so. To construct a global process satisfying the Markov property, we introduce an extra variable,
(Zs)s>0, in the process, see Definition 27, which allows us to memorize the randomness generated
at some rebound of (X;);>o until (X;);>0 hits the boundary.
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We then show that r(7) has finite expectation, roughly, as soon as

/Dan r(ﬁ)fo(:c,v)dvd:c + /Rn r(ﬁ)M(v)dv < 0.

This assumption is crucial: the velocity of a particle has roughly for law either fo or M, the time
needed to cross the domain is proportional to the inverse of this velocity, and the coupling can
occur only at the boundary.

We then conclude using the fact that:

(6) £+ = poollry < P((Xt, Vi) # (Xi, f/t)) <P(r>t)= P(T(T) > r(t)) <

from Markov’s inequality, leading us to the rate of convergence in Theorem 2.

2. WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we give a definition of weak solutions in the sense of measures for (1). Existence
of this weak solution for any initial probability measure, without further assumption, will be
obtained in Section 3 by a probabilistic method. We show uniqueness of sufficiently regular weak
solutions. Let us mention that uniqueness for boundary value problems such as (1) cannot be
derived in general. We refer to Greenberg, van der Mee, Protopopescu [GvdMP87, Chapter 11]
for a discussion on those well-posedness issues.

We recall that D is a C? domain (open, connected) in R™ and set G = D x R", ¥ = (0,0) x G.
We write - for the scalar product in R”, ||.|| for the Euclidian norm. We also define
F ={(t,z,v),(x,v) € G}, teR,,
0+G = {(x,v),xv - ny <0,z € 0D,v € R"},
G = {(z,v) € 90D x R",v - n, =0},
where we recall that n, is the unit normal vector at * € 9D pointing towards D. In words,
0+ G corresponds to points coming from D towards the boundary, while 0_G is the set of points
coming from the boundary towards D. For a topological space A, we write M(A) for the set of

non-negative Radon measures on A, P(A) for the set of probability measures on A. We denote

(,.) the scalar product for the duality M(A), M(A)*. We write B(A) for the Borel sigma-algebra
on A. For any set B, we denote B for the closure of B, and set d(D) to be the diameter of D :

d(D) = sup [z —yl.
z,yc€dD

For any space E, we write D(E) = C°(FE) for the space of test functions (smooth with compact

support) on E. We set

We deal with two reference measures:

e the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure (on D, D and R™).
e the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™.

To lighten the notations, the same symbols dx, dv,dz, ... denote all of them. Possible ambiguity
can be resolved by checking the space of integration. Similarly the volume of a set A, denoted |A]
in all cases, refer to the corresponding ambiant space endowed with the appropriate measure.

We let K : M((0,00)x04+G) — M((0,00) x 0_QG), given, for any measure v € M((0,00)x0+G),
any test function ¢ € D((0,00) x _G), by

(8) (Kv,0)0,0)x0_G :/ (/ a(z)e(t, z,v")co M (v')|v -nﬂdv')u(dt,dv,dm)
(0,00)x 04+ G {v’-n,>0}

+ (1~ a(@))(t. 2,m, (o) (dt, do, da),
(0,00)x 94 G
for ¢o defined by (2). The operator 7,(.) is the one of specular reflection at « € 9D, given by
(9) Ne(v) =v =2 ng)n,, veR™
Hence, if (z,v) € 0+G, (2,12 (v)) € 0+G.
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Whenever necessary, we extend the definition of K to an operator K : M(9;G) — M(0_G)
defined similarly. For any measure v € M(9+G), any test function ¢ € D(J_G), we set

(10) (Kv,¢)o_c = / (/{U/»n - a(z)p(x,v" oM (V") o' - nm|dv')u(dv, dx)

el
[ (1= ale)oe s @)w(do, da).
94.G
With this at hand, we define our notion of weak solution in the sense of measures.

Definition 4. We say that a non-negative Radon measure p € M(X) is a weak solution to (1)
with non-negative initial datum py € M(G) if

i) for all T >0, p((0,T) x G) < 00;

i) there exists a couple of non-negative Radon measures p+ on (0,00) X 0+ G such that :

(11) p— =Kpy,
and for all ¢ € D(X) with ¢ =0 on (0,00) x 9G,
(12) (p; Lo)s = —(p0, 9(0,°))G + (p+,®) (0,00)x8:. G — (P—+ D) (0,00)x0_G-

As we will see in Section 3.3, such a solution always exists. If f € C°°([0,00) x D x R") is a
strong solution to (1), then p(dt,dz, dv) = f(t,x,v)dtdxdv on (0,00) x D x R™ is a weak solution
with

p+(dt,dx,dv) = f(t,z,v)|v - ng|dtdedv, in (0,00) X 04+G,
p—(dt,dx,dv) = f(t,z,v)|v - ng|dtdedv, in (0,00) X O_G.

Indeed, this can be understood reading the proof of Theorem 7 and mainly relies on the following
fact: using that Of + v -V, f =0 in D x R™ and Green’s formula, we find that

(o, L)s; = /0 /D  fLodvdi

= /DXR" fod(0, -)dvdz —/O /6D><]Rn of (ng - v)dvdwdt

= —(p0,9(0,-))c + (P4, ®) (0,00)x0,.G — {P—> ) (0,00)xD_ G-

The fact that p— = Kp4 is explained by the boundary condition in (1), see Remark 6 below.

In [MMO04, Proposition 1|, Mellet and Mischler show uniqueness of the solution in an L' setting
for a slightly harder case (namely the Vlasov equation rather than the free transport), with the
additional hypothesis that the initial datum belongs to L*(D x R™) N L?(D x R™). We adapt this
proof in Theorem 7 below.

When a weak solution can be identified with a function having a few regularity, we can define
its trace on D in a precise manner. We recall here a result of Mischler [Mis99).

Theorem 5. [Mis99, Theorem 1, E =0, G = 0] If f € L.([0,00); L}, (D x R™)) satisfies

loc loc
Lf=0 inD'((0,00) x D x R"™),
then there holds that f € C([0,00), L}, .(D x R™)) and the trace vf of f on (0,00) x D x R™ is

loc
well defined, it is the unique function

vf € Lj,.([0,00) x OD x R™, (n,, - v)*dvdzdt)

loc

satisfying the Green’s formula: for all0 <ty < t1, for all ¢ € D(X) such that ¢ = 0 on (0,00)x G,

(13) /t ! /G FLodvdzdt = { /G fqbdvdx}:f /t ! /9 e )t

Observe that all the terms are well-defined in (13). In particular, our test functions satisfy
o(t,z,v) < Clv - ng| for all (¢,z,v) € (0,00) x ID x R™.

Remark 6. For any g € L'((0,00) x 04G, |v - ng|dvdzdt), it holds that K(glv - ns|) belongs to

L,.((0,00) x 0_G, v - ny|dvdzdt) and we have
(14) K(Jv - nalg)(t, =, v) = a(x)COM(U)/ gt z, 0 )" ngldv’ + (1 = a(@))g(t, z,m. (v)),
{v/ n, <0}

for almost every (t,z,v) € (0,00) X O_G.
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Proof of (14). Set v(dt,dx,dv) = g(t,x,v)|v - ng|dtdxdv on (0,00) x 0+G and consider a test
function ¢ € D((0,00) x O_G). We have

<K(V)7 ¢> (0,00)x0_G

~ [ [ a@( [ et ad @)l nala gt a0 - nldudsd
0 6+G {’IJ’~nI>O}
1* t, sy e t, y . Id d dt
+/0 /6’+G( a(2))p(t, z,m:(v)g(t, z,v)|v - ng|dvd

/OOO anb(t,:c,v)(a(z)COM(v)/{

+ /OO ot z,0)(1 — alx))g(t, z,n: (v))|v - ngldvdzdt.
o Jo_a

g(t,z,v" ) - nz|dv/) |v - ng|dvdadt
v ngy<0}

In the first integral, we only exchanged the roles of v and v’. In the second one, we performed the
involutive change of variables v’ = 7, (v) and used that |9, (v) - ng| = |v - n,| for all (z,v) € 9;G.
Since this holds for any ¢ € D((0,00) x 0_G), (14) follows. O

For f with the same regularity as in Theorem 5, v f denote the restrictions of v f to (0, 00) x
0+G. From (12) and (13) and the uniqueness of this trace function it is clear that if the measures p
in Definition 4 admit two densities fi with respect to the measure |v - ng|dvdzdt on (0,00) x 01 G,
those densities can be identified with v f.

We now adapt the uniqueness result in Proposition 1 in [MMO04].

Theorem 7. Consider f € Cy,([0,00); L*(D x R™)) for all T > 0 (i.e. f is weakly continuous in
time in the sense of measures) admitting a trace function vf € LY([0,T] x D x R™, |v - n,|dvdxdt)
(for all T > 0) such that formula (13) holds. Assume that p(dt,dz, dv) = f(t,x,v)dtdzdv is a weak
solution to (1) with initial condition fo € L*(D x R™). Then, we have
Lf =0 +v-Vo)f=0 in D'((0,00) x D x R™),
(15) f0,.)=fo a.e. in D x R",
(U-nm)v_f:K(|v-nm|7+f) a.e. in (0,00) x 0_G.

Moreover, f is the unique solution to (15) with this reqularity.

As we will see in Theorem 8, such a solution always exists, assuming of course that fy is a
probability density function.

Proof. Step 1. Here, we prove that f solves (15).

We first claim that we have the two equalities py (dt,dx,dv) = v4 f(t,x,v)|v - ng|dtdadv and
p—(dt,dz, dv) = v_ f(t,z,v)|v-ng|dtdrdv. Indeed, consider a test function ¢ € D((0,00) x D x R™),
with ¢ =0 on (0,00) x dyG. Using (12), the definition of p and (13), we obtain

(Pes ) 0.00)x0,.G — (P—s D) (0.00)x0 G = {92 L)s = / /  ILodvdat
0 DxRn

=— /OO/ (v ng)(vf)pdvdzdt.
0o JoDxrr

from which we deduce that py(dt,dz,dv) — p_(dt,dz,dv) = vf(t,z,v)(v - n;)dtdxdv whence the
claim. With this at hand, the third equation of (15) follows immediatly from (11) and Remark 6.
The first equation of (15) follows from (12) and the definition of p, since for all T > 0, the
right-hand side of (12) is 0 for ¢ € D((0,T) x D x R™).
For the second equation of (15), we want to prove that for any ¢ € D(D x R"),

(16) [ w000 0)deds = (o, 6) e
D xR
Using the definition of p and the equation (12) we obtain immediatly

/00/ L fdvdxdt = —(fo,(0,.)) Dxrr
0 D xR™

for any ¢ € D([0,00) x D x R™). Let ¢ € D(D x R™), € € (0,1) and define the function S, by
Be(t) = e et 14te0,6)y- Therefore . is smooth with compact support in [0, 00) and we can apply
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the previous equation with (¢, x,v) = B(t)d(x, v) to find
an [T [ (000 + B0 Va(o)) b videdade = ~fo,6) e
We set
Jo = / / Yo - Voo (x,v) f(t, z,v)dvdzdt,
DxR»

and
I = /0 /D - BL(t)p(x,v) f(t, x,v)dvdxdt,

Ie + Je = 7<f07 ¢>D><]R"-
Since ¢ € D(D x R™), B < 1 and B(t) — 0 a.e. as € converges to 0 the dominated convergence
theorem gives immediatly hm J. = 0. On the other hand, since fo |BL(t)|dt = — fo BL(t)dt =1,

so that (17) writes

== [ ow0)(0,0,0)dvda,
D xR™
with

A, = /000 /D - ﬁé(t)aﬁ(x,v)(f(t,x,u)_ f(o’x’v))dvdxdt_
We have,

|A| S/OE Iﬂé(t)ldt\/DXRn qb(z,v)(f(t,:c,v)ff(O,:c,v))dvdx‘
[ o) (5a0) = 7(0.0,0)) v
DxR™

< sup
te[0,€]

The resulting supremum converges to 0 as € goes to 0 using the weak continuity of f. Taking the
limit as € goes to 0 in (17) completes the proof of (16).

Step 2. We now show uniqueness of the solution through a contraction result in L!'(D x R™).
Consider two solutions g1, go of (15) with the same initial datum go. By linearity, f = g1 — g2 is
again a solution to (15) the problem with an initial datum f; = 0 (the trace being vf = yg1 — vg2
by linearity of the Green’s formula (13)). Let 8 € VV]iCOO(]R) such that |B(y)| < Cs(1 + |y|), for
some constant Cg > 0 and for all y € R. From [Mis99, Proposition 2| (note that our hypothesis
on ~f implies vf € L, ((0,00) x 8D x R",|v - ng|*dvdxdt)), we know that

LB(f) = (0 +v-V,)B(f) =0, inD'((0,00) x D x R"),
YB(f) = B(VS), in (0,T) x &D x R™.
We now choose B(y) = |y|, which satisﬁes the previous requirements. We set 0 < ty < t; and

to—t

for all € € (0,t0), c(t) = 1,6\ () + € —T 1i, 4040 T € ~Fiw 1(4y—c,t0) and apply the Green’s
formula (13) to |f| with the test function (¢, z,v) = 6.(t)é(z,v) for all (¢, z,v) € [0,00) x D x R",
where ¢ € D(D x R™), so that ¢» € D((0,00) x D x R™) using that . is smooth with support in
(to — €,t1 + €). We obtain

t1 th
0= / / | f|Lepdvdads = [ / | f|1/)dvd:c}
to JDxR" DxR™ to
Since d¢(t1) = 0.(to) = 1, we deduce

/D o (|f(t)] = | f(to)]) ¢z, v)dzdv = 0.

Since f is weakly continuous, we let ty — 0, and, using |f(0)| = |fo| = 0 almost everywhere in
D x R™, we conclude that for all t; > 0

/ |f(t1, z,v)|p(x, v)dxdv = 0,
DxRn™

for all ¢ € D(D x R™). This completes the proof. a
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In the next subsection, we construct a stochastic process from which we obtain a weak solution to
the problem. Ultimately, we show the following well-posedness result, which follows from Theorem
7, Propositions 17 and 19.

Theorem 8.

(i) Let po € P(D x R™). There exists a weak solution p in the sense of Definition 4 to (1)
with inital data po. This solution writes p(dt,dz,dv) = dtfi(dx,dv) on 3, with t — f
right-continuous from [0,00) to P(D x R™).

(ii) If moreover po admits a density fo € L*(DxR™), then for allt > 0, f; admits a density f(t,.)
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on D x R™. We have, for allT > 0, f € C([0,T); L*(D x
R™)) and the trace measure of f, v f satisfies vf € L1([0,T] x D x R™, |v-n,|dtdzdv). Hence
f is the unique weak solution to (1) with such regularity.

3. PROBABILISTIC SETTING

In this section, we build a stochastic process which corresponds to the evolution of a gas particle.
Then we show that its law (roughly speaking) is a weak solution in the sense of Definition 4 of (1),
and enjoys the regularity requirements of Theorem 7 when the initial condition admits a density.

3.1. Construction of the process. We start by setting some notations that will show useful

in the construction of the stochastic process. We set A = (=%,%) x [0,7)""2. We recall that
the Jacobian of the hyperspherical change of variables v — (r,01,...,60,_1) from R™ to the space

(0,00) x [—m,7) x [0,m)""2 is given by r"~1 H;:f sin(;)"~177. For r € R, we abusively write

M(r) = M(v) with v € R", |jv]| = 7.

Lemma 9. We define hr : Ry — Ry to be the density given by hr(r) = crr™ M (r)1{>0y, where
cr is a normalizing constant. Let also heg the density on A defined by
n—2
ho(01,...,0n-1) = cocos(fy) [ ] sin(6;)" 7.
j=1
We write T for the law of (R, ), R having density hr, © having density he independent of R.
There exists a measurable function ¢ : 0D x A — R™ such that for any x € dD, any Y -distributed
random variable (R, ©),

(18) Rﬂ(xa @) ~ COM(U)|U ) nﬂc|1{v-nz>0}a

and such that for all = (01,...,0,_1) € A, x € D

(19) Iz, 0) - ng = cos(br).

Proof. For (ey,...,e,) the canonical basis of R™, we define, P : R™ — [0, 00) x [—7,7) x [0, 7|2,
which, to a vector expressed in the (ey,...,e,) coordinates, gives the associated hyperspherical
coordinates (with polar axis e;). For € 9D, we fix an orthonormal basis (ng, fa..., fn) of R

and consider the isometry &, that sends (eq,...,e,) to (ng, f2, ..., fn). We then set, for 6 € A,
9z, 0) = (gm o P*l)(1, 9).
With this construction, ¢ is such that (18) holds. Finally, by definition of P and &,, we have
cos(61) = P~L(1,0) - e = &, (P*1(1, 9)) s
as desired. O

Remark 10. Note that the fact that fR+ s"M(s)ds < oo follows from [, ||v]|M(v)dv < oo, see
Hypothesis 1, using hyperspherical coordinates.

Notation 11. We introduce two important deterministic maps. Define ¢ : D x R™ — R by

[ inf{s >0,z +svedD}, if(x,v) e GUI_G,
(20) C(z,v) = { 0, if (z,0) € .G UG

We also define ¢ : D x R™ — 0D by

| 2+ ¢(z,v)v, if (z,v) € GUOI_G,
(21) q(x,v) = { z, if (z,v) € 0:G U JG.
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For a gas particle governed by the dynamics of (1), in position (x,v) € D x R™ at time ¢ = 0,
¢(x,v) is the time of its first collision with the boundary, while ¢(x,v) is the point of 9D where
this collison occurs. The value attributed to those functions on JyG has no consequences on our
study, since our dynamic forbids the occurence of this situation.

Recall that 7, (v) = v — 2(v - ng)n, for all (z,v) € 9D x R™.

Notation 12. We define the map w : 0D x R™ x [0,1] x Ry x A — R"™ by

(22) w(x, v, u,7,0) = 1e (V)L {usa@)y + 79, 0)1u<a)}-

We write U for the uniform distribution over [0,1], and denote Q the measure Y @ Y.
Let us define, given an appropriate sequence of inputs, our process.

Definition 13. Consider an initial distribution py on (D xR™)UI_G, a sequence of i.i.d. random
vectors (U;, R;, ©;)i>1 of law Q. We define the stochastic process (X, Vi)i>o as follows:
Step 0:  Let (Xo, Vo) be distributed according to po.
Step 1: Set T1 = C(Xo, V())
Fort e [0,T1), set V; = Vi and X; = Xo + tVj.
Set XT1 = XTl— and VT1 = w(XTl,VTl_, U1, Rl, @1)
Step k+1: Set Tk+1 =T+ C(XTk R VTk)-
For all t € (Tkka-i-l); set Xy = XTk + (t - Tk)VTk; Vi = VTk-
Set X1, = X1,.,— €0D and
VTk+1 - w(XTk+1 ’ VTk+1*7 Uk+1, Ri41, ®k+1)'
etc.
We say that (X, Vs)s>o is a free-transport process with initial distribution po.

Remark 14. We extend the previous definition to the case where (x,v) € 0+G and pyg = 0, ® Oy,
with, informally, Xo = x,Vo— = v. In this case, we pick an extra triplet (Uy, Ry, O0) ~ U R T
independent of everything else and we set

XO =x, VO Zw(x,U,Uo,Ro,@o).
Step 1 and further remain the same.

3.2. Non-explosion. In this section, we show that the process constructed in Definition 13 is
almost surely well defined for all times ¢ > 0. For m > 1, we write S™ = {z € R™"! |jz|]| = 1}
for the unit sphere in R™*!. Recall that any C? bounded domain satisfies the uniform interior
ball condition and therefore the following interior cone condition, see for instance Fornaro [For04,
Proposition B.0.16 and its proof].

Definition 15. We say that a bounded set D C R™ satisfies the uniform cone condition if there
exist B € (0,1), h > 0, such that for all x € 0D,

Cm :{$+tu,t€ (O,h),unm >6,u€Sn_1}CD-

Proposition 16. Under Hypothesis 1, the sequence (T;);>1 of Definition 13 almost surely satisfies
T; = 400 as i = +0o. More precisely, for any T > 0, E[#{i > 1:T; <T}]| < co.

Proof. Let h and [ be the positive constants of the uniform cone condition corresponding to D.
Recall that there exists a constant o > 0 such that for any x € 9D, a(x) > ag. For N large
enough, writing ©; = (0},...,077') € R""! we have

p:PGHS%m%@D>@RMﬂQM)>Q

Using Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, one concludes that almost surely, an infinite number of elements
of the sequence Q; = {U; < ap,cos(©}) > B,R; € [0,N]} is realized. For all i > 1, on Q,
I(X1,,0;) - nx, > B, whence Xr,44 = X, +tVr, € Cx,, C D for all t € [0, 2], because
Vr, = RyY(Xr,,0;) has a norm smaller than N.
Set To = 0 and 7, = T;41 — T; for all ¢ > 1. By the previous observation, we have, on €;,
lg(X7,, V1) — Xy h
R; =y =0

Ty = C(XTi) VTl) =

To conclude, note first that

h
lim 7T; > Zlegj > N Zle =400 a.s.

1——+o00
j=1 j=1
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For the second part of the propositon, we let T > 0 and we set Ny :=sup{i > 1,n+---+7, < T}.
For all ¢ > 1, we let (Ui)izl be the i.i.d. sequence defined by o; = %191,7 and define the random
variable My by My :=sup{i > 1,01 + -+ 0; <T}. We have

E[#{i>1:T; < T}] < E[Ng] + 1 < E[M7] + 1,

since for all ¢ > 1,7; > o; almost surely. Since the sequence (o;);>1 is i.i.d., it follows from a
classical result of renewal theory that E[Mr] < oo, which terminates the proof. O

3.3. Law of the process.

Proposition 17. Let pg € P(D x R") and consider the process (X, V;)i>o0 from Definition 15.
Set, for all t > 0, f; to be the law of (X¢,V;), and define the measure p on ¥ by

p(dt,dx,dv) = fi(dz, dv)dt.

Then p is a weak solution to (1) in the sense of Definition 4. Moreover t — fi(dx,dv) is right-
continuous from (0,00) to P(D x R™) endowed with the weak convergence of measures.

Remark 18. The boundary measures corresponding to p in Definition 4 are given by

p=(A) =E[Y 11, xs, veyea), A€ B((0,00) x 0+G).

i>1

Proof of Proposition 17. From its definition, it is clear that p is a non-negative Borel measure on
Y. For all T > 0,

T
p(0.7)% 6) = [ Eflox vpesldt <.
0
so that p is also Radon.
For i > 1, we introduce two probability measures p’. on Ry x 91G: pi is the law of the triple
(T;, X7, Vr,—) and p is the law of the triple (T}, Xr,, V7).

We now prove that for all i > 1, p° = Kp'. For B € B(Ry x _G), using the definition of
(Vi)e>0, we have

pz—(B) = E[]‘(TiyxTivai)eB]
=E |:Q(XTi)1 (Ti,XTiyRiﬂ(XTp@i))eB} +E [(1 —a(X7)1 (Ti,XTiﬂ?XTi (VTF))EB}
Using (18), we deduce,

p-(B) = / / (@)1t 0, w)eByCoM (W)|w - ny|dwp’, (dt, dz, dv)
(0,00)x 04+ G J{weR™ w-n,;>0}

+ / 1{(,57957771(1,))63}(1 — Oé(.%'))pl (dt, dx, dv)
(0,00)X6+G
= Kp' (B),
recall (8). Setting pi(A) = 3,5, p%(A) for all A € B(Ry x 04.G), p—(B) = 3,5, pL(B) for all
B € B(R; x 0-@G), we deduce that p_ = Kp; on Ry x 9_G.

We now prove (12). Let ¢ € D(X). We have, by definition of p and using Definition 13,

(L5 = | CR(LO( X, Vi)ldt

= / E[Z Lir<ter i} Lot X, + (6 — Tz‘)VTwVTi)} dt
0 i=0

0 Tit1
-y IE{/ (O + Vi, - Vo) o(t, X1, + (t — n)vTi,vTi)dt}
1=0 4

T,
_ gE { /TT+ % (@(t, Xz, + (t = TV, Vi) ) .

As a conclusion,

(p, Lo)x = E[Z¢(Ti+1aXTi + (Tiyr = T)Vry, Vn)} - E{ZMTiaXT“ Vn)}
=0 i=1
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- E[¢(Oa XOa Vb)]
=E |: Z ¢(Ti+1’ XT¢+1 ) VTi+1_):| - <p—’ ¢>(0,00)><6,G - <p03 ¢(Oa ')>D><]R”'
=0

= (04, 9)(0,00)x0.G — {P— D) (0,00)x0_c — (0, D(0,.)) Dxrn s

which concludes the proof that p is a weak solution. Observe that all the computations above can
easily be justified because there exists some T > 0 such that supp(¢) C [0,T] x D x R™.

The right-continuity of ¢ — f; on (0,00) is a straightforward result given that (X;);>¢ is con-
tinuous and (V;)¢>0 is cadlag on (0, 00) according to Definition 13. O

In the next proposition, we study the regularity of the solution given by Proposition 17 in the
case where the initial data pp has a density in D x R".

Proposition 19. For py having a density fo € L'(D x R"™), the Radon measure p defined in
Proposition 17 admits a density f with respect to the Lebesgue measure in Ry x D x R™. Moreover,
f € C([0,00); LY(D x R™)). The non-negative measures p+ satisfy

px(dt, dx,dv) = v4 f(t, z,v)|v - ng|dtdzdv on (0,00) X 0+ G,

where vf € LY([0,T] x D x R™, |v - ng|dvdzdt) for all T > 0 is the trace measure of f given by
Theorem 5 and where we write vy f for its restrictions to (0,00) x 9+ G.

Observe that we can indeed apply Theorem 5 because (i) L'([0,7] x D x R™, |v - ng|dvdzdt) C
L ([0,00) x D x R™, (v - ng)%dvdzdt), and (ii) Lf = 0 in D’((0,00) x D x R™) since p is a weak
solution to (1), see Step 7 below.

Proof. Recall that for ¢ > 1, pi denotes the law of (T3, X1,, V), with the sequence (T;);>1 and
the process (Xt, V4)i>0, of Definition 13. For all i > 1, we also write p’ for the law of (T}, X1, Vr,).

Step 1. We show that pl has a density with respect to |v - ng|dvdzdt. For A € B(Ry x 04+G),
P (A) = B[y, 0, vr, e ay] = BIL{(¢(X0.10).0(X0.0). Vo) € 4)]
:/ 1{(C(m,v),q(z,v),U)EA}fO(zav>dvdz'
D xR

For any fixed v € R™, the map 2 — (y = ¢(x,v),s = (z,v)) is a C* diffeomorphism from D to
{(y,8) :y € dD,v-ny, <0,s €[0,((y,—v))}, and the Jacobian is given by |v - n,|, see Lemma 2.3
of [EGKM13] where 73,(z,v) = {(x, —v) with our notations. Applying this change of variables, we
obtain

C(y,—v)
pL(A) = / / 1i(s,ymearfoly — sv,v)|v - ny|dsdvdy.
a.aJo

Hence pl has a density with respect to the measure |v - ng|dvdzdt on Ry x 04G.

Step 2. We show that for all i > 1, assuming that p’, has a density g%, p_. has a density g-
with respect to the measure |v - n;|dvdzdt on Ry x 0_G. For A € B(R, x 0_G),

pL(A) = E[L((1, xr, vr,)e )]
=FE |:a(XTi)1{(Ti7XTi1Ri"9(XTi ,@i))eA}} +E |:(1 - a(XTi))]‘{(ThXTiﬂ?XTi (VTif))eA}:| )

where we recall that 7, (v) = v — 2(v - ny)n,y. We obtain, recalling Lemma 9,
pr(A) = / / a(x) (/ 1{(rz,0)caycoM (") |0 - nz|dv')gi(7, x,v)|v - ng|drdvdz
0,6 JRy (v e >0}
+ / G/ (1= (@)L (2 (0) €A} I (T, T, 0) [ - g |dTdvda

) Ry
:/ Hraweay (a(w)COM(v’)/
o_G JRy {

g (T, 2,0)|v - nm|dv) [v" - ng|drdv’ dz
v, <0}
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+ / / 1{(711171)64}((1 — a(m))gi(T, x,v—2(v- nm)nm)) |v - ng|drdvde,
o_c Jr,

where we have used that the change of variable v — (w = n,(v)) is involutive for any x € D. We
conclude that for (¢,z,v) € (0,00) X 0_G,

9o (t,m,v) = a(z)COM(U)/ g (t 2, ) - ngldv’ + (1= a(@))gh (8 2,0 = 2(v - ng)ng),
{v’-n, <0}

and therefore for all i > 1, p* has a density with respect to |v - n,|dvdxdt on Ry x 0_G.

Step 3. We show that for all i > 1, for all £ > 0, assuming that p’ has a density g , the law f}

of (X4, V;) restricted to (T}, T;+1) has a density on D x R™ with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
For A € B(D x R™),

fi(4)

E[l¢x, viyear L{mi<i<Tiy1}]
E[L{(xy, +(t-T))Va, Vi )eAy W(T <t<Ti+¢(Xn, Vi )}
t
:/6 G/O 1{(ﬂc+(t—7)v,v)6A}1{T<t<7'+§(z,v)}|’U-nx|gi(7',:c,v)d7-dvd$_

For any fixed v € R", t € (0,00), (z,7) = (y = x + (t — 7)v), is a C'-diffeomorphism from
{(z,7) € 0D x(0,00) : v-ngp > 0,7 <t < 7+((z,v)} to D such that x = q(y, —v), t —7 = ((y, —v)
and is the inverse of the C'-diffeomorphism of Step 1. Hence, its Jacobian is given by Iv—;m\ £ 0,
and we obtain,

A= [ Tggmenst ¢~ o0l —0).o)dds
D xR
and therefore f; has a density gi over D x R".

Step 4. One easily shows that for all t > 0, f°, the law of (X;, V;) restricted to [0,77) also has a
density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Indeed, it is enough to write, for any A € B(D xR"),

F(A) = E[Lpary (xo+tve, o) e},
and to use that (Xo, V) has a density.

Step 5. We now prove that, for all i > 0, if f} has a density g¢ for all ¢+ > 0, then pfﬁl has a
density with respect to the measure |v - ng|dtdvdz on Ry x 04 G. For A € B(R4 x 0:G),

pirl(A) = E[l{(Ti+17XTi+1 7VT,L+1—)€A}]

Tit1 1
= E{/Tl 1{(Ti+17XTi+17VTi+1*)eA} Tis1 —T; dt}

° 1
= E|1l;p 11 dt
/0 [ {Ti<t<Tig1} HEHC(Xe,V2),0(Xe, V1), Vi) EAT Y + (X, V) — (t — C(Xy, 7%))}
= 1 2.0).a(z.0).0 Y (x, v)dvdzdt.
/o /D A P sy s o R

We used that for t € (15, Tiy1), T = t — (X4, = Vi), Tigr = t + ((Xe, Vi), X1y, = @(X4, Vi) and
V1. — = Vi. We use a slightly modified change of variables compared to Step 1: for a fixed t € R™
and a fixed v € R™, we consider z — (y =q(z,v), T =t+ §(x,v)). This diffeomorphism from D
to {(y,7) € 0D x (0,00) : v-ny < 0,t < T < t+((y,—v)} has a Jacobian equal to |v - nyl, as in

Step 1. Therefore, since {(z,v) + {(x,—v) = ((y,—v) and z =y — (7 — t)v,

piH(A) = / / / Yy et Lr—cy—v)<t<r} 9t (y — (T — )v,v)|v - ny|drdvdydt
0 a+G Jo ¢y, —v)

oo 1 T )
- Ly v ny| — / 9:(y — (1 — t)v,v)dt | drdvdy,
/6+G/O {(r,y,v)€A} y C(y,—v)( ) t )

and this shows that p’"' has a density with respect to the measure |v-n,|dvdzdt on (0, 00) x 94G.
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Step 6. From Steps 1 to 5, we conclude that for all i > 1, p%. have a density g%, with respect to
the measure |v - ng|dvdzdt on (0,00) X 04 G. Thus, py = 2@1 p'y also have a density with respect
to |v - ngldvdzdt on (0,00) x 4G that we write g4+. The function defined by

(23) g(t,SC,’U) :g+(t7xvv)1{vvnm<0} +g*(t7xvv)1{vvnm>0}a (t,l‘,’l)) € RJr X 0D x an
belongs to L1([0,T) x 0D x R™,|v - n,|dtdxdv) for all T > 0, because
pa([0,T] x 0.G) = B[#{i : T, < T}] < oo,

by Proposition 16. Consequently, g belongs to L{,.([0,T) x D x R", |v - n,|*dtdzdv). A second
conclusion from those steps is that the measure f; has a density on D x R" for all ¢ > 0. Hence p
has a density f on Ry x D x R™.

Step 7. Note that, because p(dt,dz,dv) = f(t,x,v)dtdxdv satisfies (12), we obviously have
that f satisfies

Lf=0€D'((0,00) x DxR").

Using Theorem 5, we conclude that f € C([0,00); LL (D xR")), and then to C([0, c0); L' (D x R™))
since for all t > 0, f(¢,.) is a probability density.

Step 8. There only remains to prove that the function g defined by (23) is the trace of f in the
sense of Theorem 5. We want to show that for any 0 < ¢y < t1, any ¢ € D((0,00) x D x R™) such
that ¢ =0 on (0,00) X 0yG, we have

/tt /G f Lodvdadt = | /G fgbdvdz]:f /tt /6 gt o)odudsde.

By substraction, this can be reduced to proving that

t1 ty
(24) /0 /Gquﬁdvd:Edt = /G fltr,z,v)p(t1, z,v)dadv — /0 /(men g(t, z,v)(ng - v)pdvdxdt,

for any t; > 0, any ¢ € D((0,00) x D x R™), ¢ =0 on (0,00) x oG-

For any € € (0,1), let Bc(t) = 1¢ou,)(t) + e_ezltlft 14, 4,40 (t). Applying (12) with the test
function ngb, recalling that p(dt, dx, dv) = f(t,x,v)dtdxdv, py(dt,dz,dv) = g4 (t,z,v)|v - ny| so
that (py — p-)(dt,dz,dv) = —g(t,z,v)(v - ng)dtdzdv, we find

/ / BLfodvdzdt +/ / Be f Lodvdzdt = /0 /6Dx1Rn g(v - ny)Beddvdadt.

We rewrite this equation as
Ac+B+C. = =D,
by setting

A, = /t1+6/ BL)( f(t,z,v)0(t, z,v) ff(tl,x,v)d)(tl,:c,v))dvdxdt,

= —/ f(t1, z,v)p(t1, 2, v)dvdz,
D xR™

_ /O h /G B, f Lodvddt,

D, = / / 9(v - n)Bedddvdudt,
0o JoDxmrr
where we used that f:llﬂ BL(t)dt = —1. We have

Al < sup
te[tl,tlJrE]

Hence A, — 0 as € — 0, because f € C([0,00), L}(D x R™)) and by regularity of ¢, see Step 7.
Since Be(t) < 1 for all t > 0, since f € LL (R4 x D x R™), by regularity of ¢, and since
Be(t) = Ljo,1(t), a straightforward application of the dominated convergence theorem gives that

C.— fo fG fLodvdxdt as € — 0.

t1+e
/ (f(t 2z, v)o(t,z,v) — f(tl,x,v)qb(tl,x,v))dvdx‘ x/ |BL(¢)]|dt.
DxR"™

t1
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The same argument, along with the fact that g € L*((0,T) x 0D x R™, |v - n,|dtdvdz) allows us
to conclude that

e—0

t1
lim D, = / go(v - ng)dvdzdt.
0 JoDxwr

Overall, we obtain that g satisfies (24) for any ¢; > 0, any ¢ € D((0,00) x D x R™) with ¢ =0 on
(0,00) x oG, so that g is the trace of f in the sense of Theorem 5.
0

4. THE CONVEX CASE

In this section, we prove Theorem 2 in the easier case where D is a C? uniformly convex bounded
domain (open, connected) in R™.

The strategy is to build a coupling of two stochastic processes with the dynamic of Definition
13, (Xt, Vi)e>0 with initial distribution fo, (X;, V;)¢>0 with initial distribution piee, where pn is
the equilibrium distribution. For this couple of processes, two different regimes can be identified:
a low-speed regime and a high-speed regime.

In a first step, we collect several results on the high-speed regime. In this situation, we find a
coupling which is successful, in a sense to be defined, with a probability admitting a positive lower
bound. In a second step, we detail the construction of the processes. Finally, we prove that

(25) 7 =inf{t 2 0: (Xers)szo = (Xirs)s20 (Virs)szo = (Virs)so},
satisfies E[r(7)] < oo.

4.1. A coupling result. Recall the notations hr, YT introduced in Lemma 9. Since M admits a
density, there exists a > 0 such that,

(26) / hgr(z)dz > 0, / hr(z)dx > 0,
0 a
and we assume for simplicity that a = 1 in the sequel. Recall also that A = (=%, %) x [0, 7|2,
and d(D) := sup |l — yl||, which corresponds to the diameter of D. We introduce some more
(z,y)eD?
notations.

Notation 20. We define four maps:
i. the map £ : 0D x Ry x A — Ry, such that

§(z, 7, 0) = ((x,rd(x,0)),
1. the map y: 0D x A — 0D, such that
y(z,0) = q(x, 9(x,0)),
#i. the map € : D x R™ x Ry x A — Ry, such that

E,v,7,0) = C(@,0) + ¢ (ala,v), r(a(w,v),0) ).
w. the map §j: D x R™ x A— 9D, such that

§(@,0,0) = q(a(, v), Ua(,v),0)).
The main result in this section is the following proposition:

Proposition 21. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all zo € dD, o € D, 1o € R™ with
|lTo|| > 1, there exists Ayy 7.5, € P(((0,00) x A)?) such that, if (R, 0, R, 0) has law Ay, 74.5,, both
(R,0) and (R,©) have law YT, and for

EIU@U@O = {(Tv 97 7:7 é) € (R+ X A)2 : y(x()v 9) = g(j()v {)07 é)v 5(5605 T, 9) = g(i'Oa 1705 fv é)}v
we have
(27) P((R,0,R,0) € Eyy505,) > C

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of this proposition.
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Lemma 22. There exist two constants r1 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all (z,y) € (0D)?,

e [ (I = ) - nell(z = @) - n2l) A (12 = ) myll(z = ) - nal)dz > e,
{z€oD,lz—zl|Alz—yll>r1}

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that 0 € D. Recall that we write H for the n — 1
dimensional Hausdorff measure.

We show first that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all (z,y) € (0D)? H(As,) > ¢, where
Apy={2€0D,||z—z| Allz—y| > ri} for some r; > 0. Set r¢ := inf,eop ||2]|-

Note that for all (z,y) € (GD)2 for § € ( 1), with r; = r9v/2 — 20, we have the inclusion
Ary CA,, ={2€ 8D, T T <O o < 0} since for all z € A,

(29) Iz — 21 > [l]|* = 28]l ([[|zl| + 121> = (]l = [121)% + (2 = 20)|=]|[l«]| > %,
and [ly — z|| > ry as well.

Let ¢ : R® — R" deﬁned by ¢(z) = WTO for any x € R™. Note that ¢ is the projection
on the closed ball B(0,%) := {z € R",[|z|| < 2} and is thus 1-Lispschitz. By definition of ro,
setting S := {y € R™, ||y|| = 3}, we have ¢(0D) = S.

We apply the following statement: for m € N*, for any Lipschitz map f : R™ — R™ with
Lipschitz constant L > 0, for any A C R™,

(30) H(f(A)) < L™H(A),
see [Mat95, Theorem 7.5]. We obtain that

H(o(4],)) < H(A,,).

Observe that ¢(A4), ) ={u e S, o <0

Jul] IIIII

Yy
Tl " Ty < 01 s0 that

u-eq

if § < o for some §y > 0 not depending on x and y, since H({u € S, ”ue” < 0}) converges to 0

H(o(4,,)) > H(S) —2m({ue s T <5}) > ;H(S)

when § goes to 0.
To conclude, it suffices to use that

inf [(@ —b)-ngl >0,
(a,b)e(8D)?[la=bl|zr

which follows by compactness from the fact that D is C'', bounded and uniformly convex. g

Recall that the constant ¢g is defined by (2).
Lemma 23. Forx € D andV having density coM (v)|v-nz|1{y.n, >0y, the law of (C(x, V'), q(z,V))
admits a density p, on R x (0D \ {x}) given by
zZ— 1
U (T, 2) = cOM(T) m|(z —z) -ngl||(z — ) - nyl.

Proof. Let A € B(Ry x (0D \ {z})). We have

(31) ]P)((g(xv V)a q(l‘, V)) € A) = /{ 0} 1{(((z,v),q(m,v))eA}COM(v)|v : nz|dv
VMg >

We show that this quantity is equal to

I f/ / 1{(TZ)EA}COM(

Consider the change of variable (7,z) — v given by v = =% =: ¢(7,2). Note that by uniform

convexity, we have v - n, > 0 and (7,2) = ({(z,v),q(x,v)). The map ¢ is a C! diffeomorphism
between Ry x (0D \ {z}) and {v € R™,v - n, > 0}. Note that

(1) the tangent space to Ry at 7 € Ry is R,
(2) the tangent space to 9D \ {z} at z € 9D\ {z} is n} C R",
(3) the tangent space to {v € R",v-n, > 0} at v is R™.

) 7H_2|(z —x) - ng||(z — x) - ny|dzdr.




CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM FOR A COLLISIONLESS GAS 17

For (1,2) € Ry x (0D \ {z}), the differential of ¢ in the direction (s,y) with s € R, y € n} is
given by
(z —x)s

Dd)(T,z) (Sa y) - - 72

Let (f1,..., fn_1) be an orthonormal basis of n- fn such that (f1,..., fn—1, fn) is an orthonormal
basis of n- x R. The Jacobian matrix of ¢ in the bases (fi,---, fn) forntxRand (f1,..., fn_1,n2)
for R™ is thus

% 0 0 7(2*7_12)')’1

0 % 0 7(Z*f2)'f2
Jp(T,2) = 1 .

0 ... ... = — B ot

0 ... 0 0 =g

The Jacobian at the point (7, 2) is therefore given by %

Recalling (31), using that (7, 2) = ({(x,v), ¢(x,v)), we find

I= /{v-nz>0} 1{(§(z7v),q(m,v))EA}COM(U)—C( 1 )_]C(:c,v)(v ng)|dv = P((((z, V), q(z,V) € A),

T,V
as desired. 0]
With the help of Lemmas 22 and 23, we prove Proposition 21.

Proof of Proposition 21. In a first step, we derive an inequality from which we will conclude in the
second step, using the classical framework of maximal coupling.

Step 1. We show that, for A = x [0,d(D)), there exists ¢ > 0 such that
(32) inf / / [t (7, 2) A pz(T — ¢, 2)]drdz > c.
(z,2,t)€A JoD

We have, using Lemma 23, for any (z,,%) € A,

J::/ / [ (T, 2) A pz (T — £, 2)]dTdz
oD Jt
b1
Z—x 1
= [ ([m L1z = 2) - mall(z — @) -l
{2€0D,|z—a| Al 2= >r1} Jbo ({ ( T )7' +2

() gl s~

where by = d(D)(‘slé—Jlrl) and by = d(D)(Q‘%—lH), recalling the definition of 0; from Hypothesis 1.

Indeed, by > d(D) > . For 7 € (bo,b1), 2,y € OD with ||z — y|| > 1, we have
Lzl eyl 5 2=yl

r
0<— =
b~ 1 r—1 d(D)

< 01,

whence, recalling the definition of M from Hypothesis 1,

() (20 2 () () 2

where k1 = min M (v) > 0 not depending on (x,%,t). We obtain, using Tonelli’s theorem,
sr<lvli<a
b1

that

by 1
J > cok ——dr
> Ol/bo )

X/{zeaD T, [|(z—x)-nz||(z—x)-nz|} A [|(z—5g).nj||(z_5g).nz| dz.

We conclude by applying Lemma 22.

Step 2. Recall that g € 9D, g € D, 9y € R™ such that ||T|| > 1 are fixed. Set z = =,
(D) < d(D), . Classicaly, using (32), one can couple (S,Y) ~ iy

ool

& = q(Zo, Uo) and T = ((Zo, Uo) <
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and (S,Y) ~ pz so that P(Y =Y, S =S +1) > c. Recalling that, if (R,©) ~ T and (R,©) ~ T
(&(x, R,0),q(z,0)) ~ pe and (£(Fo, 0o, R, ©) — 1, §(Z0, 00, ©)) ~ pz, the conclusion follows. O

4.2. Some more preliminary results. Recall that the function r : Ry — R is non-decreasing,
continuous, and that there exists C' > 0 satisfying, for all (z,y) € (Ry)?, r(z+y) < C(r(z)+7(y)).

Remark 24. There exist C > 0, B > 0 such that for alln > 1, for all x1,...,x, >0,
(33) r( Z xl) < cnf Z r(x;).

i=1 i=1
Proof. If n =27, p € N, we have

2P 2F

T(le) < Cer(xi).

i=1 i=1
In the general case, setting x; =0 for all j € {1,..., ollogz(MI+11\ {1 n}, we obtain

olloga (n)]+1 n

T(iz) - T( 3 z) < C[logZ(”)Hl(Zr(zi) + (2lloga(ml+1 7n),,(0))

i=1 i=1 i=1
< 20ntoe2(9) Z r(xi),
i=1
where we used that r(0) < 7(z;), that 20°82(M+1 _p < and that Clog(MI+1 < Oplee=(C) [
Lemma 25. Let (Gr)r>0 be a non-decreasing family of o-algebras, (1x)k>1 a family of random

times such that 7 is Gi-measurable for all k > 1. Let (Ex)x>1 a family of events such that for all
k> 1, E; € Gi and assume there exists ¢ > 0 such that a.s.

(34) Vk>1, P(EplGeo1) > c.

Set G = inf{k > 1, Ey, is realized}, which is almost surely finite. Assume there exists a positive
Go-measurable random variable L such that for all k > 1, (note that {G >k} € Gr_1),

(35) Lo E[r(Teer — 7)|Ge—1] < L and  E[r(m1)|Go] < L.
Then

Elr(re)|Go] < L,
for some constant k > 0 depending only on ¢ and the function r.

Proof. For all j > 1, on {G = j}, setting 79 = 0, we have 7¢ = ZZ o (TZH 7;). Hence, using (33),

—

j—

sl = (S -]

7=

j—1 0o j—1
(36) gCZjﬂZE[T(TH_l _Ti)(H1Eg)1Ej }:czjﬁzui,j,
j=1 =0 k=1 j=1  i=0

the last equality standing for the definition of u; ;. By convention, we give the value 1 to any
product indexed by the empty set. Note that for any [ > m > 1, using (34),

k=m k=m k=
Iterating the argument,

2 £ 1T o) o] < -t

We first bound u; ; in the case Where i>1and j > i+ 2. We have, using that 1g, <1 and that
{G>i}on EfN---NES_,

i+1

ung[ r(Tis1 — ( H ]'EC)(H]‘EE)]‘{GZZ'}

k=1+2 k=1

o)
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< E[T(TiJrl - Ti)(ﬁ 1Eg)1{czi}E{ ﬁ 1g; gi+1:| ‘go}
k=1 . k=142
S (1 _ C)j—i—QE{T(TH_l — Ti)(ﬁ 1E,§)1{G21} g01|
k=1

by (37). Using (35), that lge, 1pe < 1 and the fact that {G > i} € G;,—1, we deduce that
i—1

gzel} H 1ge
k=1

go} < L1 —c)i3,

u;j < (1—¢) 'K |:1{GZ7:}E|:7’(TZ'+1 —Ti) QO}

1—1

<L(1- c)j’i’QE[ I 1
k=1

where we used (37). Using similar (easier) computations, one can show that
uo,1 < L, andforj>2, wug; <L(l-— c)j_2 and  wj_1; < L(1-— c)j_Q.

We plug-in those results into (36) to conclude, splitting the sum over the cases j = 1, j = 2 and
J > 3, that there exists a constant x > 0 depending only on r and ¢ such that

E{T(Tg)lgo} <c(p+27L+ ijB“L(l — oy ?) < uL,
=3

as desired. ]

Recall, for (x,0) € OD x A, the notation ¥(x,0) introduced in Lemma 9. For any filtration
(Ft)t>0, any stopping time v we introduce the o-algebra F,_ :=c(AN{t <v},t e Ry, A € F),
see [JS87, Definition 1.11]. We set Fy— to be the completion of the trivial o-algebra.

Lemma 26. Let x € 9D and V = RY(z,0), with (R,0) ~ Y. Let (X, Vi)i>0 be a free-transport
process (see Remark 14) with (Xo,Vp) = (z,V) € 0_G. Set Ty =0, T;41 = inf{t > T;, X; € 0D}
for alli > 0. Then, for allt > 1, T; admits a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R .

Proof. We set for all t > 0, F; = o((Xs, Vs)o<s<e). Let A € B(Ry) with A(A) = 0, where X is the

Lebesgue measure on R;. We have T} = M, so that

PUﬁeAﬁi/PCm_mﬁj@ﬁ»HeAy@wm&
A

For0 e A= (—%,%) x [0,7]""2, weset Ay 9 = {s € Ry, M € A}, so that

P(Ty € A) = / P(R € Ayg)ho(0)do.
A

Note that A(A; ) = 0 for all & € A. Since R has a density hg with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on R, we conclude that P(7T7 € A) = 0, so that 77 admits a density with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on R .

Concerning T, we introduce the event B = {Specular reflection at X1, }. Note that B is
independent of R, see Definition 13. We fix A € B(R,) with A\(A4) = 0.

i) On the event B, since Tp = T — Ty + T4, setting Y = ¢(z, ¥(x, ©)) and recalling (9),

HY*q(Y,ny(ﬂ(Y,G))H lz — Y|
-~ = e
Proceeding as for T3, we find, with the notation y = ¢(z, ¥(z, 9)),

]P)({TQ c A} N B) — /A (1 _ O((y))]P)(Hx — y” + Hy _z(yany(ﬂ(yve)))ll c A)h@d@ —0.

ii) On the event B¢, we introduce the process (Xt, f/t)tzo with, X, = X744, Vi = Vr,+t. By the
strong Markov property for the process (X, Vs)s>0, we have that, setting

T

Tl = mf{t > O,Xt € 8D} =Ty —1T1,



20 ARMAND BERNOU AND NICOLAS FOURNIER

Ty admits a density with respect to A, conditionally on Fr,— on B¢ Indeed, X7, € 0D and
is Fp,—-measurable, Vp, = R19(Xr,,01) on B°, with (R1,01) ~ T independent of Fr, _, so
that we can apply the previous study for 77. We obtain, since T3 is Fr,— measurable.

P(Ty € AN B®) =P({Ty + T, € A} N B°) =0.

Hence, P({T> € A}) = 0. The conclusion follows by induction. O

4.3. Construction of the coupling. In this section, we define the coupling of the two processes
that we will use to prove Theorem 2, and show two of its properties.

We recall that U is the uniform distribution over [0,1] and Q is the law on [0, 1] x R4 X A such
that @ =U ® T, where Y is defined in Lemma 9. For € 9D, & € D, v € R™ with ||7|| > 1, recall
the law A, 75 on (R4 x A)? defined in Proposition 21 .

Let (z,v,%,7) in (D x R™)? with 2 € dD or & € dD. We define the law I'; , 7 5 on the space
([0,1] x Ry x A)?

(38) Ty v.2.5(du, dr, df, dii, dF, dB) = 1, Q(du, dr, d0)3,(di)3, (dF)dy (df)
+ 1gzcopy Lzenyn|o) =1 5> 13U (du) Ay 5 5 (dr, dO, dF, d)d,, (di)
+ 1guray Lizeopyog ol <1ufol <13 (Q ® Q)(du, dr, db, di, dF, df).

We can now describe the global coupling procedure with the help of this law. In order to obtain
a Markov process, we introduce an additional random process (Zs)s>o with values in the set

{0} U ([0,1] x Ry x A).

Definition 27. We define a coupling process (X, Ve, X5, Vs, Zs)s>0 by the following steps:
Step 0:  Simulate (Xo, Vo) ~ fo, (XO,%) ~ oo, st Zg =10 and Sy = 0.

Step k+1: Set Sk+1 Sk +¢(Xs,, Vs, ) A §(Xsk,Vsk)

Set, for all t € (SkvskJrl) )gt )gSk (t - Sk)YSk’ Yt = Ysk7

Xt = Xs, + (t = Sk)Vs,,, Vi = Vs,

3 Zy :~Zsk.

Set XSk+1 = Xsktlf’ XSk+1 = X5k+1*'
Simulate (Qr+1, Qr+1) ~ FXSk+1 V1= XS Va1 -
Set Vs = Vs —1{xs,,, gony + W(Xsi i1, Vs — Qr)lixs, , ean}-
Set Qpyq = Qk+11{zsk+ —=0y 2o -Nzs, 20}
Set V5k+1 - V5k+1—1{XSH1 gopy + w(X5k+1 ) V5k+1—7 Qk-kl)l{ng+1 €dD}"

Set ZSyn = ®1{Xsk+1 €oD} + Qk+11{Xsk+1 ¢goD}-

Observe that the last line of Definition 27 rewrites as

2 = @1{)~(sk+1€¢9D} t Zse-Y ks, ¢0D,2s,,, 20y T Qriilixy  gop,zs, . =0}

Remark 28. One can readily see from Definition 27 that the process (X, Vs, Xs, Vs, Zs)s>0 1S @
strong Markov process.

Let us explain informally this definition. The sequence (Sk)r>1 is the sequence of collisions
with the boundary of (X, V5)s>0 and (Xs, f/s)szo- The behavior of the coupling process is clear
between Sy and Siiq for all & > 0. For all k& > 1, at time Sk, we set (X,V_) = (Xs,, Vs, —),
(X,V.) = (Xs,,Vs,_), Z_ = Zs,_ and we have X € D or X € dD. We explain in the following
table how we choose the new velocities (V, V') and update the value of Z.
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TABLE 1. Update when X € D or X € 9D.

X X Z_ Vo AV Update
Simulate (R, ©, R,0) ~ Ax v, U~U.
€dD ¢oD 0 >1 Set (Q,Q) = (U, R,©),(U, R,0)).

Update V using Q, set V= V_ and store Q in Z: Z = Q.

Simulate (Q,Q) ~ Q® Q. ]
€dD ¢oD 0 <1 Update V using @, set V=V_, store Q in Z: Z = Q
(this is quite artificial since @ is independent of Q).

Simulate @@ ~ Q.

€dD €0dD 1] all values Update V and V using Q (if V_ = V_ then V = V).
X=X Set Z = 0.
Simulate (Q, Q) ~ Q®Q.
€ 0D € oD, 0 all values Update V using @ and V using Q.
X#X Set Z = {).
Simulate (R, ©, R,0) ~ Ax v, U~U.
€dD ¢oD #0) > 1 Set (@,Q) = (U, R,©), (U, R,8), update V using Q.

Set V = V_. Leave Z unchanged: Z = Z_ (Q is useless).

Simulate (Q,Q) ~ Q® Q.
€D ¢€oD #0 <1 Update V using @, set V = V_.
Leave Z unchanged: Z = Z_ (Q is useless).

Simulate @@ ~ Q.

€dD €0D #0  all values Update V using Q, update V using Z_.
X=X Clear Z by setting Z = 0.
Simulate (Q, Q) ~ Q® Q.
€ oD € oD #0 all values Update V using @, update Y using Z_.
X#X Clear Z by setting Z = 0 (Q is useless).
Simulate (Q,Q) ~ Q® Q.
90D €9dD ) all values Update V using Q, set V =V_.

Set Z =0 (Q is useless).

Simulate (Q,Q) ~ Q® Q.
0D €0D #0  all values Update V using Z_,set V =V_.
Clear Z by setting Z = 0 (Q, Q are useless).

Observe that all those cases are treated in a rather concise way in Definition 27. This leads to
simpler notations and hopefully allows for a clearer proof.

Lemma 29. Let (X,,V,, X,, V., Zs)s>0 be a coupling process. Then (X5, Vs)s>o is a free-transport
process with initial distribution fo (see Definition 13). Moreover, (X5, Vs)s>o s a free-transport
process with initial distribution feo.

Proof. We write, for all s > 0, G, = a((Xt,V},f(t, Vi, Zy)o<i<s), Fs = 0((Xy, Vi)o<i<s) and Fs =
o((Xt, Vi)o<i<s). Note first that for all ¢ > 1, Xg, € 9D or Xg, € 0D. We have, a.s., recalling
(38) and Proposition 21,

(39) Ty Vo, %o 0o (du,dr,dd, di, dF, df) = Q(du, dr,df).

/(ﬁi,é)e[o,l] xRy XA
Hence, with a similar argument for Q;,

(40) L(Qi|Gs,~) = Q, L£(Qi|Gs,~) = Q.
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We focus first on the process ()N(t,f/t)tzo. We introduce the subsequence (vy)r>0 defined by
vo = 0 and v = inf{j > vg, Xs; € 0D}. Comparing Definitions 13 and 27, one realizes
that the only difficulty is to verify that for all £k > 1, Q’Vk is Q-distributed and independent of
Fo, = Fs

Vi Ve—1'

Note first that, for all k > 1, {Zs, - =0} € Gs,, . Indeed, we have Zs, =0 a.s. and thus

(41) {Zs,, - =0} = {C(XsukflaVsuk,l) > C(Xsukflaf/sykfl)} €3s,, -
We claim that for all £ > 1,
Q/uk = 1{Zsyk7:@}QVk + 1{Zsyk7¢@}QVk71+1'

Indeed, we clearly have Q:,k =Q,, on {Zs,, - =0}, and, by (41) and since Zs, =0 a.s.,

.
{Zs, - # 0} ={(Xs,,_,. Vs, ) <((Xs, Vs, )}
c{Xs, ,.,€0DXs, ., €0DZs, ., =0}
C{Zs, = Queit1, Uk >vp1+1}
C {Zsuk— = Quk,l-u}-

This concludes the proof of the claim. 5
Using (40), for all £ > 1, E(ka|gsyk,) = Q and E(ka71+1|g5,/k71+1,) = Q. Consider a
function ¢ € C°([0,1] x Ry x A). For k > 1, we compute

E[Qb(Q/uk”fS%,J = E[Qb(Qwe)l{Zsukf:@}}ﬁsr»k,l] + E[¢(ka,1+1)1{zsuk,¢®}|-7?Su,€,1}
= E[L, 0 B0Qu)|gs,, ]| Fs., ]
+E[1izs,, 20 E[6(@u111)[G5,, 1] ‘ﬁs"kfl}’

using (41) and the fact that }:5%71 C Gs

on the conditional law of Quk, ka71+1, we obtain

vy €98, 41— CGs,, — From the previous remarks

E[¢(Q;, )| Fs., ] :/ fb(z)Q(dz)(E[l{zsuk,:@}\fs,,kfl] +E[1{zsuk,¢@}\fsykfl}),
[0,1]xR4 x A
from which we conclude that £( ~fjk_ |~7?Suk—) = Q, as desired.

The argument for (X, Vi)s>0 is similar and much easier since for all j > 1 such that X5, € 9D,
Vs, = w(Xs,, Vs, -, Q;) with L(Q;|Fs,~) = Q using (40) and that Fs,_ C Gg,_. O

Lemma 30. Let (X, Vs,f(s, f/s, Zs)s>0 be a coupling process. Then for all t > 0,

{(Xta‘/t) = (Xta‘;;f)azt = @} C {(Xt-l-sa‘/;f-i-s)szo = (Xt-i-s; f/;f-i-s)szO}-

Proof. According to Definition 27, on the event {(X¢,V}) = (X, V4), Z; = 0}, there exists k > 1
such that S, =t + (X, Vi) = t + ((X¢, V;) and we have

{(Xe Vi) = (X0, V2), 20 = 0} < { (Xs,—, Vo) = (X, Vo), Zs— = 0],

and (X5, Vi)i<s<s, = (Xs, f/s)thSk. We then have, according to the definition, the equality
Xs, = Xg,—- = Xg,— = Xg, and Zg,— = (. Also, by definition of Pxe Ve %o .s > Since
k= VSRS = VS, —

Xs,— = ng,, we have Qi = Q. with the notations of the definition. From there we obtain
Vs, = w(Xs,, Vs, Qr) = w(Xs,,Vs,—,Qx) = Vs,, and Zg, =0.

Hence (X,,Vs) = ()N(s,f/s) and Z; = ) for all s € (Sk,Sg+1]. We conclude by iterating this
procedure. O
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4.4. Proof of Theorem 2 in the convex case. We recall that the set D is a bounded C?
domain, uniformly convex in this section. The function r defined on R is such that there exists
C > 0 satisfying, for all (z,y) € (R1)?, r(z +y) < C(r(z) + r(y)). The function M : R™ — (0, c0)
is radially symmetric and of mass 1 with [, [|v]|[M(v)dv < co. The function « defined on 9D
is uniformly bounded from below by ag > 0. Finally, poo(dz, dv) = jﬁjj:(;") dxdv is the equilibrium

distribution. Recall that hp, is defined by hr(s) = cgs™M(s) for all s € R with cg a normalization
constant, see Lemma 9. We define the constant Cy > 0 by

(42) CO:maX(/Dan (d”( |))f0(d:c dv), /DanT(dH(?ﬁ))um(dz,dv%/R T(d(f))hR(S)dS),

+

which is finite using (5) and since

/Rf(@)msmsn/ (o) ellar oy

K (DN oy T
- /{||v|§1} (Ilvl\) (v)dv + rr(d( ))/{||v|>1} [ v]| M (v)

In this whole subsection x and L denote some positive constants depending on r, D and «g, whose
value is allowed to vary from line to line. Recall Remark 14 for the definition of a free-transport
process with initial distribution ¢, ® 4, with (z,v) € 9,G.

Lemma 31. There exists k > 0 such that if (z,v),(Z,0) € (D x R") U d+G and (X, Vi)i>o0,
(Xt, Vi)e>o are two possibly correlated free-transport processes with initial distributions §, ® 6, and
0z ® 05 respectively, setting

T = inf{t > 0, Vil # [[vll, I[Vall # [19]]},

E[r(7T)] < Ii(l +7’(@) +T(@))

o]l 121l

Proof. We introduce the sequence (T%)r>0 by setting first Ty = ((x,v) so that Ty = 0 in the case
where (z,v) € 04+G, and for k > 0, Tyy1 = inf{t > Ty, X; € dD}. We introduce the filtration
Fi = o((Xs, Vi)o<s<t). We also set S1 = inf{t > 0, ||Vi|| # ||v]|} and Sy = inf{t > 0, || V]| # |9}
Note that 7 =51 V S;.

we have

Step 1. We prove that

d(D)
E < 1).
rsu) < w(r( o1l )+1)
We write (U;, Ri, ©;);>0 for the sequence of Q-distributed vectors such that for all i > 0,
Vr, = w(X1,,Vr,—, Ui, Ri, ©;),

with Vo_ =wv. Set 4, = {||Vr,, || # ||Vr,,—||} for all n > 0, and N = inf{n > 1, A, is realized} so
that S; < Ty (S1 may differ from Ty if € 9D). We first use Lemma 25 to prove that

d(D)
43 Elr(Tn —T1)|Fr -] < k(147 .
(43) (T = T)IFr ] < (1 ()
(1) We set for all k > 0, Gx = Fr,,,—, and for k > 1, 7, = Ti11 — T1 which is Gy-measurable,
E; = Aj, € G, so that G = N, with G = inf{k > 1, E}, is realized} corresponding to the
notation of Lemma 25.
(2) For all k > 1, we have P(Ey|Gr—1) = P(Ag|Fr.—) = P(Ur < a(X1,)) > ap, whence (34).
(3) We have, by definition of Cyp,
Blr(r)[Go) = BIr(T> ~ T0)|Fr, ) < B[ (20)|Fr, | < Gy +r(200),
[V |l 1V |l

since [V, || = || Vo [La, + IV [Lag with L(|[Vz, [[[A1) = hr.
For all k > 1, since ||V, || = ||VT0|| on {N > k}, we obtain,

:

d(D)
= EH Vr ||) (1A2+10Az T lapnag +1ag, na, + 1Ak+mAk) L{yva, 1=V, 1} ‘fTr}
k+1

Ly Elr(meser — 1) |Gr—1] = 1{N2k}E[T(Tk+2 —Try1)




24 ARMAND BERNOU AND NICOLAS FOURNIER

<1 |défo)||) 3o,

because ||Vr, || = ||V, || on A7 N Af, | and the last three terms are bounded by Cy since
we clearly have L(||Vp, |||Ar) = hg for all n > k > 0. We have proved (35).

Applying Lemma 25 we conclude that there exists k > 0 such that (43) holds. To conclude this
step, note that

Er(S1)] < C(E[E[(Tn — To)|Fr, -] + E[r(Ty — To)] + Elr(To)])
<o(els(r+r(ep)] =l (ep)] +(57)

< n(1 +20, +3r(@)),

[[o]
since [[Vz, || = [[Vro [ 14, + [[0]1ag with L[|V [[[Ao) = hr.

Step 2. We apply the previous step with the process (X, ‘75)520 and conclude that

Efr(51)] < (1 +r(d(D) ).

2]

Step 3. Since T =51V 5”1, we conclude that

E[r(T)] < E[r(S1)] + E[r(S1)] < 5(1 + r(d(D)) + T(d(D)))_

o] gl

O

Lemma 32. There exists & > 0 such that if (x,v),(Z,0) € (D x R") U 0+G and (X1, Vi)io0,
(X¢, Vi)e>o0 are two independent free-transport processes with initial distributions 0, ®0, and §z @05
respectively, setting

S =inf{t > 0,X; € 9D, X¢ € D, Ve | A Ve || 2 1, [V || # [[oll, IV || # [1311},

we have

E[r(9)] < fi(l + T(d(D)) + r(d(D))).

o]l 151l

Proof. We introduce the filtration F; = o((Xs, Vs, X, ‘Zs)Ogsgt)- We also introduce the stopping
times 7 = inf{t > 0, [|Vi[| # [lv], [Vi|| # [0/} and Sy = inf{t > 0,X; € 0D, |Vi—|| # [|9]], [|Vi-|| #
[[v]l}-

Step 1. We prove that

E[r(S1)] < H(l + T(d(D)) + r(@))

o]l 151l

Note first that S; < T + ¢(X7, V) since for all t > T, almost surely, |[Vi|| # [|vll, Vil # |19
and because X1, ¢ i) € oD.
Applying Lemma 31, we find that

E[r(T)] < fi(l + r(@) + T(d(D>)).
Hence, noting that £(||V7||) = hg, we obtain

E[r(S1)] < C(E[T(T)] JrE[T(C(XT,f/T))]) < H(l Jrr(d(D)) +T(d(D>) +E{r(d(D))})

< Ii(l Jrr(d(D)) +T(
d(D)

where we used that E[r(m)] < Cp, see (42).

Step 2. We set Sy = 0, define S; as in Step 1, and set, for n > 1,
Snt1 = inf{t > Sy, Xy € 0D, Vi || # IV, _II: IVa-II # V3, |1}
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We set, for all n > 1, B, = {[|[Vs _[| A ||1~/§n7|\ > 1} and G :=inf{n > 1: B, is realized}. The aim

of this step is to check that
E[r(Sq)] < fi(l + 7’(d||(ﬁ)) + r(i(;j)))

We plan to apply Lemma 25.

(1) We set, for all &k > 0, G = Fg,_,and forall k > 1, 7, = Sy, which is Gp-measurable,
E, = Bk € G so that G corresponds to the notation in Lemma 25.
(2) For all k > 1, using that L(||Vs, _[[|Fs, ) = (||Vsk [IFs, ,_) = hr since both pro-

cesses have a diffuse reflection between Sk 1— and Sk

P(EylGr 1) = P(BilFs, ) = (/1 hR(r)dr)2 —e,

and ¢ > 0 by hypothesis, see (26), whence (34).
(3) Using the strong Markov property and Step 1, we have, for all k£ > 0,

(44) Elr(Sis1 — Sl Fs, ] <k(1+7 (Ilff(s].))ll)+r(|f7(g?)||)):K’“'

Moreover, Ko = r(1 + r(% > ”)) (4 B H))) and for k > 1,

Elr(rer = 7)|Ge1) = E[Ku|Fs, | <n [HT(IfékD)II) +r(”f~/(;j_>|)\f§“_}

< H(l +2Ch).
We used again that L(||Vg, _|[Fg, )= £(|\‘~/§k_|\|‘7:§k71_) = hg. Finally, we have

E[r(11)|Go] = E[r(S1)] < n(1 n r(d(D)) + r(d(P>)).

o]l 151l

We conclude by applying Lemma 25.

Step 3. We prove that, for all i > 1, Xg ¢ 0D almost surely. Since XSG € 0D and ||V _[| A
||1~/§G_H > 1 by definition, by Step 2, this will conclude the proof. Set S; = inf{t > 0,X; €
0D, ||Vi]| # ||v||} and note that S; < S1 by definition.

We set (X[, V/) = (Xs,4¢, Vo, 1), (X1, V) = (Xs,44, Vo, 1¢) for all t > 0. Set T = 0, and for all
i >1,T/,, =inf{t > T}, X] € dD}. Set also T}, = 0 and for alli > 0, T/, , = inf{t > T}, X] € dD}.
Since (X}, V/)i>0 and (X[, V/)¢>0 are, conditionally on Fs, , two independent processes, T is
independent of TJ’ for all (i,7) € (N*)? conditionally on this o-algebra. Moreover, by Lemma 26,
T! has a density conditionally on Fg,_, since Xg, € 9D and Vg, = R¥(Xg,,0) with (R,0) ~ T
independent of Fg, . We thus have, for (i, j) € (N*)2,

P(T] = T}|Fs,~) = 0.
Since we have { X € 0D} C U; j>1{T] = Tj’}, we obtain X5 & 0D a.s. as desired. O

Let us introduce some notations for the remaining part of this section.

Notation 33. Let (X, Vs, X, Vs, Zs)s>0 a coupling process, see Definition 27. We use the same
sequences (S;, Qi, Qi)i>1 as in the definition, as well as (Q})i>1, and we recall that, for all i > 1,

VS-; = w(XSﬂVS-;*? Qi)l{XsieaD} + VSif]-{XS_L. QaD}v
Vsi = w(XSMVSi—’Q{L)]‘{XSiGBD} + Vsi—l{fgsigaD}-
a) We set To =0, Ty =0 and for k >0,
Thy1 = inf{t > Tk, X € 8D}, TkJrl = inf{t > Tk+1,Xt S 8D}

For all k > 1, we have Zp,— = () and Xp, € 9D so Z, # 0 if XTk ¢ 0D. We always have
Zy = (. For all k > 1, we write (kaQ )= Uy, R, O, Uk,Rk, ) for the random vector such
that 3 o ~

V Ty, — w(XTk,VTk,,Q ) and V’fk = w(XTk’VTk—’Qk)'

Note that (Qk,Q Jk>1 1S a subsequence of (Ql,Q )i>1-
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b) For allt > 0, we set
Fi = U((Xs, Vi, Xs, Veu Zs)o<s<t, (Qil (s, <t} )iz1, (Qil{Sigt})i21)-

¢) We set oy = inf{t > 0, X; = X, € D, Zy— =0, ||Viz|| # VoI, IVi= || # |Vol|}-
d) We set vg =0 and for all k > 0,
Vipr = inf{n > v+ 1, Xy, € 0D, |Vo,_| A ||V, —|| > 1}.
Note that, according to Definition 27, we have for all n > 1, conditionally on Fr, —,
(R, .9, ,R, .6, )~A

=VUn ) —=Vp ) =—Vp) —=Vn XTunfaxTunfavT,,n—’

where we recall that A is defined in Proposition 21. We also have Zz, # 0, see (a).

Lemma 34. There exist three constants k, L,c > 0 such that the following holds.
i) For allm>1,
l{Tum<U1}E[T(TI/m+1 Nor— TUm>|‘FTVm*] <L

i) Elr(T,, Ao1)] < n(l n E[r(ﬁ) n r(ﬁ;Dﬁ)])
iit) For all m > 1, setting
An={U, <a0Xr, ..=X7, .To+1="T,, +C( X1, V1, )}

we have
P(An|Fr,, ) 2
and A, C {o1 <T,, 11} outside a P-null set.

Proof. We prove i). Recall Remark 14 which defines a free-transport process with initial distribu-
tion 0, ® &y, with (z,v) € 04+G. For all k > 1, we have ||V, _|| A ||‘~/Tk,|| > 1, Zr, =0 and
X, € oD, XT% ¢ O0D. Thus, using the strong Markov property, we only need to prove that
there exists some L > 0 such that for all (x,v) € 0;G, & & 0D, v € R™ with |jv|| A ||0]] > 1, if
(X0, X0, Vo, Vo, Zo—) = (2,%,0,0,0),

(45) E[T(Tyl A 01)} < L.

We set 7 = inf{t > 0,||Vi]| # |[v|l, IVi]| # ||9]|}. By Lemma 31 and since ||jv|| A ||| > 1,
Elr(7T)] < L.
It thus suffices to prove that

E[T(Tm Noyp — T)]-{T,/l /\01>T}] < L.

To this end, we will use Lemma 32.

Set, for all t > 0, (X/,V/) = (X744, Vyye) and (X}, V/) = (X744, Vrye). Conditionally on
Fr—, on the event {T,, Aoy > T}, the processes (X[, V/)o<t<7, ror—7 and (X{, Vi )o<i<T, Aoy —T
are two independent (killed) free-transport processes with initial distributions dx., ® dy;,_ and

1) %, ® 5‘777. Indeed, by definition of o1 and vy, the first and third lines of Table 1 are never

used during [T, Ty, Ao1), so that the innovations (Q, Q) are always independent or one of them is
useless.

Using Lemma 32, since T,, Ao1 —T < T,, —T < S with the notation of the Lemma, we conclude
that

L1, nor>TyE[F (T, Aoy — T Fro] < n(1 +r( d(D) )Jrr( d(D) ))

V-l V|
We obtain
(46) Elr(Ty, Nov = T)lr, noyv>T3) < H(]E [T(|C1l/(f)||) + r( ||C‘l7(f)|)} * 1)
< H(E[T(%)IHVTH—MH} + T(%)l{lle#llvl}

+ r(%)l{Wﬂ—um} T T(%)Hmnmu})} + 1)

)

<L
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using (42), that L(|Vr—[[[I[Vr—Il # l[o]l) = LIV 1| V-]l # [|9])) = hr and that [[o]| A 5] > 1.
This concludes the proof of (45) and thus of i).

For ii), we apply the same proof as for i), replacing everywhere (v, %) by (Vo, Vo). We conclude

that
i, o] < (1 + Bl (20 +r(T20)])

We prove iii). Set, for all & > 1, W, = (Qk,ﬁk,Qk,Qk,Ek,@k). Recall that T}, < Ty. We
deduce that W}, is independent of Fr,_ and is }'fk—measurable. Also, we have XTV,V ¢ 0D and
|V, —|| AV, —|| > 1 by definition of ;. Hence W, ~ Ty Ve % v and its law is

k k Ty — VT =X Ty — V1, —

given by the second line of (38). Thus, conditionally on Fr,, -

(R,,,0,., R, ,0,)~A

Ly My Ly My, Xr,, 7)~(Tuk ,f/Tuk >
the random variable U,, satisfies U,, ~ U, is independent of (R, ,0,, ,R, ,0, ) and we have

U, = Ql,k . Recall, for (z,%,0) € 0D x D x R", the notation E, ;5 from Proposition 21. We set

Vi
Cz,:i,ﬂ = {(u,ﬁ,r,f,@,é) € [Oﬂ 1]2 X ]R?}- X A2 cu S O‘O;ﬂ' S o, (T,@,F,é) S Ez,i,ﬂ}-
We have
{Wyk S CXT%’XT%,{,T%i} C Ak.
Indeed, if W,, € CXTWXTWVTV,C—’ we have first U,, < ap, so that Vr, = R, ¥(Xr, ,0,,). In

9,
this configuration, after T,, , (X, V') has its first collision at time T}, + ((X1

.2V, ) while (X, V)
collides for the first time after 7}, at time Tl,k =T, +¢ (XTk , VTk ). Moreover, recalling Definition
27,

V'J:',,k = Eukr&(X'f'l,k ’@Vk)'
We obtain, recalling Notation 20 and Proposition 21, that

Tyoo =Ty +C((Xr, V1, ) =T, +&(X1,, . R,,.0,,) =Ty, +&(X1, , V1, -, R,,.0,,)
=Ty +¢(Xz, . Vy,)
and
Xz, . =Xz, V1, ) =y(Xr,,.8,,) =Xz, , V1, .0,,) = Q(Xﬁk ; Vﬁk) = XT,/,CH-

We have, for all k£ > 1,

P(AlFr,, ~) = P(W,,k € CXT%,,XT%,,VTW)

= P(U,, < aolFr, F((B0y .00, 80,0 0,,) € Exy 5y vy, | Py )

Z QoC,

with ¢ > 0 given by Proposition 21.

On /}k, we have XTL’R'“ = X1, 1, 21, 11— = 0 because, for all i > 1, Zr,_ = 0, and, since
v, =U, <aand X7, ¢ 0D,
Ve, -1l = V1, | = R, # Vo,
WV == Ve, gyom, 1=z, 1y + V=g, 17, 1y

with £V, [V, -] # ”Vﬁ»k”) — 5(||‘7T;k|\|Quk < ap) = hg from which we obtain

IP’(HVTVHI_H = ||[Vo||) = 0. We conclude that Ay C {o1 < T,,,} outside a P-null set. 0O

Proof of Theorem 2 in the convex case. We fix fo € P(D x R™). We consider the coupling
(Xs, Vs, X, Vs, Zs)s>0 given by Definition 27. By Lemma 29, for any ¢ > 0, (X, V) ~ fi and
(Xta ‘/t) ~ Moo

We prove, with the help of Lemma 34, that, setting

7 =1inf{t > 0, (Xits, Vits)sz0 = (Xitss Vits)s>0}s
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we have E[r(7)] < co. We then conclude the proof of Theorem 2 in Step 4.

Step 1. Recall Notation 33 for o and for the sequence (vk)r>0. We plan to apply Lemma 25
to show that E[r(c1)] < k.
(1) Set, for k >0, G = Fr,, noy—; and for k > 1, 7 = T}, Aoy, which is Gy-measurable. Also,
set
By ={o1 <T,,} € Gy
Set G = inf{k > 1, E}, is realized}.
(2) Recall, for all k > 1, the notation Ay from Lemma 34, iii). Observe that, according to the
Lemma and since vg11 > vg + 1, there holds Ax_1 C {01 < Ty, _ 41} C {01 < T, } C Ek.
We have, for all k£ > 1, by Lemma 34 iii),
ror-) 2 E[P(A1 |77

Vg—1—

P(Ek|Gr—1) = P(Ex| Fr,

Vk—1

)’]:T

Yk—1

/\0'17:| Z c,

whence (34).
(3) From Lemma 34 ii) and (42), we have
E[r(71)|Go] = E[r(T,, ANo1)] < L.
Moreover, by Lemma 34 i), for all k¥ > 1, we have, using }“Tykil/\gl, C Fr

YE—1
Lo>ryElr(mitr — 7)|Gk—1] < E[r(To,, Ao — Ty Aon)|Fr,

Vi—1

- CFr, -
noy ]
<7(0) +E|\Lio, 57, yElr (T, Aor — Tuk)|fTuk—]‘fTuk,lAal—]
<r(0)+ L,
whence (35).
We apply Lemma 25 and conclude that
E[r(rq)] < &,
from which we deduce, by definition of G, that
Elr(o1)] = E[r(o1 A Toe)]l = E[r(re)] < K

Step 2. We introduce the sequence (0;);>0 defined by op = 0, o1 defined by Notation 33, iii),
and for all k > 1,
Tpyr = inf{t > op, Xy = Xy € 0D, Zo = 0, |Vie || # Vo |l Vil # Vo 13-
We plan to apply Lemma 25.

(1) We set Gy to be the completion of the trivial o-algebra and, for k > 1, Gy = 5, ., —. We
also set, for all k > 1, 7, = o041 which is Gg-measurable, and Ej, = {V,, = f/gk} € Gr. We
set N = inf{k > 1, E, is realized }.

(2) Let, forallk > 1, (Qg, Qx) = ((Ug, Rg, O), (Ug, Rk, Or)) be the couple random variables

)

used to define V;,, and V,,. Since X,, = X,, and Z,,_ = 0, we are in the situation of
line 3 of Table 1, hence Qi = Qg, so that if Uy < «p,

Vok = w(XUk)VG'k—) Qk) = w(XUk)f/G'k—) Qk) = VO'k'
Since Qy is independent of F,, _,
P(Ex|Gr-1) > P(Ur < o] Fo—) = o,

whence (34).
(3) Note that for k > 1,

d(D) d(D)
(47) E[r( )+r( _ )’fkl,} <20y,
VoIl Vo /177
using that L[V, [1Fs,o—) = £(Voy—1Forsm) = hit, since [Va—| # [[Voy_, || and
Vo.-ll # IIVo,._, |l by definition of 0. By Step 1, Lemma 34, ii), the strong Markov
property and the definition of (;);>0, we have, for all k > 1,

Eloen — o] < o(1+ (7 2p) +(55.2))

K=
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so that, using (47) and that F,, ,_ C Fo, —,
Elr(okt1 — o) For -] < K.
With this at hand, we show that (37) holds. First, by Step 1,
Elr(r)IG0] = Elr(02)] < C(Elr(os = o1)] +5) < L.
Moreover, for k > 1,
Lnory Elr(ter — m)|Gk—1] S Elr(okt2 — 0k41)[Fo, -] < K,

whence (37).
We conclude by Lemma 25 that E[r(on)] < k.

Step 3 Using Lemma 30, since (X, y, Voy) = (Xon, Vo) and Zs,_ = 0, we conclude that
T < o, hence E[r(r)] < x by Step 2.

Step 4. Recall that for two probability measures y, v,
lw = vy = XNiJ,le/wP(X #Y).

Hence for all t > 0,

1o = pocllry < P((Xe, Vi) # (X0, V0)) = B(r > 1),
according to our definition of 7. Finally, we use Step 3 and Markov’s inequality to conclude that
E[r(r)] _ o
r(t) T or(t)
for allt > 0. ]

1fe = poollrv <

5. EXTENSION TO A GENERAL REGULAR DOMAIN

In this section, we extend the previous result on a convex bounded domain (open, connected)
to the general case of a C? bounded domain.

5.1. Notations and preliminary results. In this subsection, we introduce the notion of com-
munication between boundary points, derive an important corollary from this definition and prove
a preliminary lemma that will be key to obtain a result similar to Proposition 21 in the general
setting.

We introduce first a notion of communicating boundary points taken from Evans [Eva0l].

Definition 35. We say that two points x € 0D, y € 0D communicate, and write x < y if
tr+ (1 —t)y € D for allt € (0,1), ng- (y—x) > 0 and ny - (x —y) > 0. Given a set E C 0D
we say that x € 0D communicates with E and write © <> E if v < y for all y € E. Given two
sets E1,Es C 0D, we say that E1 and Ey communicate, and write Fy < Es if © < y for all
(z,y) S El X E2.

Since D is regular, the condition ¢tz + (1 —t)y € D for all t € (0,1) implies that n, - (y — ) > 0.
The previous notion forbids the case where (y — ) is tangent to 9D at x.

Recall that we denote by H the n—1 dimensional Hausdorff measure. The goal of this subsection
is to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 36. There exists kg, dg > 0, F C 9D, R C 0D with F, R compact and F <> R such that

inf ||z —y| > do and H(F) ANH(R) > ko.
(z,y)EFXR

Recall that d(D) denotes the diameter (in the usual sense) of D and that for € R™ and r > 0,
we write B(x,r) = {y € R", [z — y|| < r} for the Euclidian ball centered at x, with radius r, in
R”™. We denote B(z,r) the corresponding closed ball.

Notation 37. For x € 9D, r > 0, we set Byp(x,r) := B(z,r) N OD.

Lemma 38. Let x,y € 0D with x <> y. There exists ¢ > 0 such that Bop(x,€y) > Bap(y, €o)-
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Proof. Step 1. Recall first that since D is C?, D satisfies the uniform ball condition: there exists
rp > 0 such tlgat for all z € 9D, there exists B, a ball of radius rp with center z +rpn, such that
B, C D and B, N9dD = {z}. As a consequence, for 5 > 0 to choose later, setting tg = LpB_ A g L

2d(D)
there holds that for all z,z € 9D with n. - =55 > ﬁ , (1=t)z+tx e B, C D. Indeed
[(1—t)z+tx — 2 —rpn.|* = 3|z — 2||> + 7 — 2trp(n. - (z — 2))

< 1%+ tlle - 2| (td(D) — o)

and since t < ty < ( ) the result follows.

Step 2. Let z,y € 0D with z <+ y. We have n, - (y —z) > 0, ny, - (r —y) > 0 and x # y, hence

B = (ny - H) A (ng - ﬁ) > 0. Since z — n, is continuous by regularity of D, there exists
d > 0 such that for all 2’ € Byp(z,9), ¥’ € Bap(y,9), (ny - %) A (ng: - ﬁz _m,fl) £. By Step
1, for all ¢ € (0,1t),

(1-t)y +ta’ € By C D,
and, for all t € (1 — tg, 1),

(1—t)y' +tz' € By C D.
We conclude that for all t € (0,t) U (1 — to, 1), ta' + (1 —t)y’ € D.

Step 3. Since z +» y by assumption, for all ¢ € [tg, 1 — to], tx + (1 — t)y € D. By compactness
and continuity of a — d(a, D) := inf ,cop ||a—z||, there exists y > 0 such that for all ¢ € [to, 1 —1¢],
B((1—t)y+tx,n) C D. Hence, for § given by Step 2, for all ' € Byp(x,d An), y' € Bap(y,d An),
for all t € [to, 1-— to],

11 =)y +t2’ = (1 = t)y — taf| < max(|ly’ —yll, [|2" - z[) <n,

so that (1 —¢)y’ +ta’ € B((1 — t)y + tz,n) C D. Setting ¢¢ = & A n, we conclude that, for all
2’ € Bop(z,€0), ¥y € Bop(y, €o),

ny (' —y')>0 and  ny - (Y —2')>0
by Step 2 and for all ¢t € (0,1), tz’ + (1 — t)y’ € D by Steps 1 and 2. O

Proof of Lemma 36. Let x,y € 0D such that z < y. Set d = ||z — y||. Using Lemma 38, there
exists g > 0 such that, setting V,, := Bap(x,€0), Vy := Bap(y, €), Vz <> V. Upon reducing the
value of €, we can assume that for any 2’ € V,,y €'V, |2/ —¢/| > g. We conclude by setting
F=B(y,2)NdD, R = Bz, 2)NdD and dy = <. 0

5.2. Uniform lower bound on the density of the ng-th collision. We introduce the following
notation.

Notation 39. Let (zg,v0) € 0+GU (D xR™). For a free-transport process (X, Vi)i>0 with initial
condition Xo = o, Vo— = vo, we set Ty = ((Xo, Vo) and for i >0, T;11 = inf{t > T;, X; € OD}.
For all k > 1, we denote P (zo,dz) the law of X1, .

The goal of this section is to prove the following property.
Proposition 40. There existng > 1, vy > 0 and §g > 0 such that, for all (xg,vo) € O+ GU(DxR™),
Py (o, dz) > vodz,
where we recall that dz stands for the n — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure. Moreover, for all

A C D, setting Oo = {|[Vry | # IVro -, - IVang o | # (V11113

P(XTnO S A, ) min }HXT'L — XT'L—IH > 50 (Xo, Vo_) = (wo,’l}o),Oo) > V()H(A)

€{1,....,no
We recall first a result from Evans from which we will derive a key feature of our model:

Proposition 41 ([Eva01], Proposition 2.7). For any C' bounded domain D, there exist an integer
N and a finite set A C 0D for which the following holds: for all 2’,2" € 0D, there exist zq, ..., zN
with 2z’ = zo, 2" = zn, {z1,...,28v-1} C A and 2z <> zk41 for 0 <k < N —1.
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Corollary 42. There exist § > 0 and n > 0 such that for all (xo,y0) € (0D)?, there emists
21, ---,2N+1 € A, with N and A given by Proposition 41, such that, setting zg = xo, 2N+2 = Yo,
zi 4> ziy1 for alli € {0,...,N + 1} and

(48) (zi = zi41) -1 [|(2i = 2i1) - 1z | 2 26,

moreover, for all 23 € Bap(z1,m),...,2x,1 € Bap(2nt1,m), setting 2y = 20, Zy,ig9 = ZN42,
2 <+ zjyq for all i €{0,...,N + 1} and

(49) (27 = 2i41) - nagl|(2F = 2i40) -, | 26

Proof. Step 1. By [Eva0l, Lemma 2.3|, for z € 9D, the set U, = {2’ € 0D, 2z’ <> z} is open in
0D and non-empty. Using this result and the fact that D is C', we find that for all z € A,

z = |(z —2) - n:||(z = 2) - na[1v. (),

is lower semi-continuous, and positive on U,. Using Proposition 41, that A is finite, and that the
maximum of two lower semi-continuous functions is lower semi-continuous, we deduce that the
function I : 0D — R, defined by

I(@) = max (I(z = 2) .|z = ) - ma 1. (),

is lower semi-continuous. Moreover, since for all x € 0D, there exists z € A such that x <> z by
Proposition 41, I > 0 on 0D. We conclude by compactness that there exists §o > 0 such that
I(z) > 200 for all = € OD.

Step 2. Set
§ = L

. / /

= mn (=)l )] >0,

since A is finite. Let x0,y0 € dD. Choose z; such that I(zg) = |(z1 — @o) - 7z |[(21 — Z0) * N |
zZn41 such that I(yo) = |(2n+1 — ¥0) - Nyo|[(2N+1 — Y0) - N2y, |- By Proposition 41, there exists
Z9,...,2N such that z; <> 2,41 for all ¢ € {1,..., N}. Since zo = o, 2N+2 = Yo, 2i <> 2i+1 for all
i€{0,...,N+1} and for all i € {1,..., N}, we have,

[(zi = ziv1) -z ||(2i = 2ig1) - My, | > 207,

while, using Step 1,
(11 = 20) - naall(zr = 20) - ma 1) A (w41 = 2v42) - Pl (v = 2842) Amyal) = 200,
We set § = dp A &’ to conclude the proof of (48).
Step 3. Consider the function H defined on (9D)? by
H(z,z) = ((z =) ng) ((z — 2) - nz).

Since D is C*, H is continuous on (9D)? and also uniformly continuous by compactness and Heine’s
theorem. Hence there exists ng such that,

(LAEWM{QVUEQM%WW%%%ZM§W]:ﬁﬂH@de@ﬁﬂgg]

On the other hand, for all (z,y) € (9D)? with @ < y, there exists €, , > 0 such that we have
Bap(z,€z,y) <> Bap(y,€sy), see Lemma 38. Setting m1 = min, ,rea oz €2, > 0, we deduce
that for all z,2’ € A with z ¢ 2/, Bap(z,m) < Bap(z',m). We claim that setting n = 1 A 1o
concludes the proof of (49). Indeed, for 2] € Bap(z1,7n), recalling that z, = x¢ and (48),

H(:, ) = H(z1, o) — (e, %)~ H( o) 2 20— 3 > 5

2
and the same argument applies replacing 2] by 2z, € Bap(2n+1,7) and z) by 2y, = yo. Finally,
forie {1,...,N}, z; € Bap(zi,n), 241 € Bap(2i4+1,m), we have z; <> z;,; and

H(zj, 2 1) = H(zi, ziv1) — (H(zi, zig1) — H(zi, 2{11)) — (H(zi, 21) — H(2, 2{,1))
So5- 0 95y
2 2

Recall the notations ¢ and ¢ from (20) and (21).
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Lemma 43. Let v € 0D. For V. ~ coM(v)|v - ng|1{ypn, >0y, the joint law of (¢(x,V),q(z,V))
admits a density j, on Ry x 0D given by

z—x 1
a(r.2) = oM (“=2) =51z = @) (2 = @) Loy
Proof. The computation is the same as the one of Lemma 23. 0

Proof of Corollary 40. We will show that there exist ng > 1, vy > 0 and §y > 0 such that for all
(x0,v0) € 0+G U (D x R™), for all A C 9D,

Py = IP(XTHO €A, _min |Xg, - Xr_| > 50,00]()(0, Vo) = (zo,vo)) > voH(A).
(2SS [ NN no
This will imply both statements. We set, for all x € 9D, the marginal law

> * z—x\ 1
wle) = [ alr 2 = Lenalz o) ndie =)l [ 0r(F=2) —zar

Let x = q(zo, v) € OD, so that x = x¢ if (xg,v9) € J+G. Let A, N given by Proposition 41. For all
y € 0D, by Corollary 42, there exist 21(y),...,2n+1(y) € A such that, setting 2y = x, 2y, = ¥
and taking, for all ¢ € {1,...,N + 1}, z/ € Bsp(zi(y),n), we have, for all j € {0,...,N + 1},
25 <> 274y and

(50) (21 = 25) - |l(2) = 2j40) - g | 26,

where § > 0 and 1 > 0 are given by Corollary 42. This inequality implies ||z}, — 2} > V4, and
in particular we have d(D) > V6. Let A C 9D. We introduce the event

01 = {|va,
and we have, with the choice ng = N + 2, 6y = /3,
Ps = P({XTN+2 € A} N 01|X0 =x9, Vo = ’Uo).

£ |Vpy_|| for all i € {0,..., N+ 1}, | X1, — Xz,_, || > V3 for all i € {1,...,N+2}},

Since on the event Oq, all reflections are diffuse, and recalling the definition of «g, see Hypothesis
1, and that X7, =z,

Pazal [ ) [ vt ()
yEA Jz{€Bap(z1(y),m) 25,E€Bap (z2(y),m)

X +ee X / Var, (2 1) Ve, (¥)d2ly 4y - dZ1dy.
2 1€Bop(zn+1(y),m)

+ 1) with 0, given by Hypothesis 1, for all y € A, 2y, € Bap(zn+1(y),n),

2N yy 1
g (7o) = coM (2 ) | (yay =) -y Iy = 2 g, | >

with, recalling (50) and that v/ < 241 —yll < d(D),

K1 = co( 1253 M(U)) (%)nﬁé >0,

Ivll€ (b sy 61)

so that the infimum above is positive using Hypothesis 1. We thus have
e
V2§v+1 (y) > MZE\,+1 (Ta y)dT > K.

d(D)
51

Working similarly for the other terms, we conclude that
Py > aév+2/<aiv+2 / /
yeA J21€Bop(21(y),m) Y 25€Bop (22(y),m)

. / A2y .. dzbdZ,dy
Z;V+1€BaD(ZN+1(y)7n)

> aév+2/<aiv+26N+1H(A),

where € = inf,cop H(Bap(x,n)) > 0. This completes the proof.
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5.3. Coupling of (R, O, R, é) In this subsection, we exhibit a coupling in a certain appropriate
regime, to derive a result similar to Proposition 21 in the general setting. We let dg, kg > 0 and
F,R C 9D be the positive constants and compact regions of the boundary given by Lemma 36.
Recall Notation 20 for the maps &,&,y,5. We also recall that A = (=5,%) x [0,7)""2 and the
notation T introduced in Lemma 9.

Proposition 44. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all vo € F, To € D, v9 € R™ with
ool > 1 and q(Zo,70) € F, there exists Nyy 29,5, € P(((0,00) x A)?) such that if (R, O, R,0) has
law Agy 30,50, (R,©) ~ T, (R,0) ~ T and for Ey, 5.5, defined by

EIU@UJLN?O = {(Tv 977:7 é) € (R+ X A)2 : y(x()v 9) = g(j()vﬁ()v é)vf(an r, 9) = g(i'Oa 1705 fv é)}v
we have
(51) ]P)((Rv 67 Rv é) € Ezoio,ﬁo) > c.

Proof. Step 1. We prove that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(52) inf /:O [uz(T, 2) A pz(T —t, z)} drdz > c.

(z,&,t)e Fx Fx[0,d(D)) /{ZEBD,sz,zHy}

Note that by compactness of R x F', using continuity properties and that R <+ F', we have

53 ‘= inf  |(z—y)-ny| Al(z—y)ns| > 0.
(53) ¢i= it |G=p) ml Al —y) e >

For (z,%,t) € F x F x [0,d(D)), we set

J —/ / W (T, 2) A g (T — f,z)}dez,
zER

and it suffices to verify that .J is lower bounded away from 0. Recall the definition of M and d;
from Hypothesis 1. Using Lemma 43 and (53), we easily find

00 1\ n+2 _ _ =
JZc’co/ / (—) min(M(z x),M(Z gf))dez.
2R JT T T T—t
Note that, for 7 > d(D)(1 + %), for all z € R, HZ;—IH Vv @ < 4y using that ¢ < d(D), whence

()

T—1

_gf) > inf M(v) =: k1 > 0.
[lv]| <81

We deduce that

n+2
J > kic Co/ / — drdz > KH(R) > 0,
2€R Jd(D)(1+ 5 )

with & a positive constant not depending on x, &, . This concludes the proof of (52).

Step 2. We conclude as in the proof of Proposition 21, see Step 2. O

5.4. Construction of the coupling. In comparison with the convex case, we change the defi-
nition of the law T" on ([0, 1] x R4 x A)? by setting, for (z,v,%,7) € (D x R")? with z € 9D or
Z € 0D,

(54)  Tyoys.o(dudr, o, dii, di, df) = 1, I}(Q(du,dr, d9)6u(da)6T(df)69(dé))

+ 1 perqGa)erien, o)=L o) >1} U ® Mg z.5)(du, dr, d, dF, d0)3, (diL),
+ Loriy Lwera(s0)eFaen, o> 1, o1} (Q ® Q) (du, dr, df, dii, dF, df),

with Ay z.5 given by Proposition 44. We construct a coupling process (X, Vs, X, V., Zs)s>0 with
the same definition as the one in the convex case, see Definition 27, except that we consider '
defined by (54) rather than by (38). The statements of Lemmas 29 and 30 still hold. Indeed, the
difference only relies on the law T

Lemma 31 and 32 also hold with this new context, since those results do not rely on the convexity
of the domain.
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5.5. Proof of Theorem 2 in the general setting. We prove first a result on independent
processes similar to Lemma 32, and conclude the proof of Theorem 2 in the general framework of
C? bounded domains. Let dy, ko > 0 and F, R C 0D given by Lemma 36. In this subsection, we
denote by &, L two positive constants depending only on (D, r, Cy, ng, Vo, ko, do) with Cy given by
(42) and (ng,vp) given by Corollary 40. The values of k and L are allowed to vary from line to
line.

Lemma 45. There exists k > 0 such that if (z,v),(Z,0) € (D x R") U 8+G and (X, Vi)i>o,
(Xt, Vi)i>o0 are two independent free-transport processes with initial conditions Xo = z, Vo— = v,
Xo=2a, Vo_ =0, setting

=inf{t>0,X, € F,X, € D,q(X;,Vi_) € F,|Vir | A Vi || > 1},

Elr(5)] < (14 r(D20) 4 (A0,

o]l 151l

Proof. We introduce the sequence (Tj)r>0 defined by To = ((x,v) and, for all k > 0, Tp41 =
inf{t > Ty, X; € 0D}, and the sequence (Ti)r>0 defined by Ty = ((&,%), and for k > 0, Tpy1 =
inf{t > Ty, X; € 0D}. We also introduce the filtration JF; = U((XS,VS,XS,Vs)ogsgt)- We set
S1 = inf{t > Ty, Xi € 9D, Xy € D, Ve || # [[oll, Vel # 111, V= | A Ve || = 13

we have

Step 1. We prove that

E[r(S1)] < n(l + r(d(D)) + r(d@))).

o]l 151l

By the strong Markov property, using Lemma 32, which is, as already mentioned, still valid in the

non-convex case,
E[r(S1 — T, )| Fr,,] < “(1 + T( |Cxl/(£)|) - r( |61l7(TD)I ))

We then have, using Remark 24,

E[r($1)] < C(B[r(Tay)] + E[E[r(S1 — Top)1 7, | )
d

ngl

<w( X 2 r(Tivr — 1) +r(To) +1 *”(W(Ti)u) +”(||dV(Ti)ll))
no
S'f(”z ]+ (ﬁfﬁ))+r(|§£0)|))
< () (G
since, as usual, for all i € {0,...,no}, we have |Vp,| = ||VT'LH1{HVT,LH7£”'UH} + ||,UH1{”VT'L I=llvly With
LVl Vi, 1) = hr.

Step 2. In this step, we prove that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all initial conditions
(x,v) € 0+G, (Z,0) € D x R™ with ||v|| A ||7|| > 1,

(55) P(Xs, € F,q(Xs,,Vs,) € F) > ¢

Set
O = { IVl # 1Vl Vi) # 1V
Oo = {1V | # 1V IV ) # 1V

and note that one has P(Og N Oy) > a2™. We also set

o=
-

Xr,, € F, ||V, | > 1, X7, — X1, || > 6o for all i € {1,.. .,no}},

Or:={Xz €F Vs, | >1,|Xz - Xz || >dforallie{l,...,no}}.

—
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We have, using that |V, _|| is independent of the sequence (X7, )o<k<n, and has law hg condi-
tionally on Oy,
P(01|00) :p(XTnU €F, _min |Xr,~ Xr_| > 50‘00) (V. | > 1]00)

> Volio/ hg(r)dr,
1

using Proposition 40 and H(F') > kg. Setting ¢y = voko floo hg(r)dr > 0, we obtain similarly that

P(01|Oo> Z Co.
X- € F}

Moreover, we have
OgNO1N O~0 N 01 N {Tno S (Tno—lafno)} C {Sl T.,m,)(s1 e F, q(XSl,VSI) =

To prove (55), it thus suffices to show that there exists some x > 0 such that

DEL

(56) P(Tno S (Tno la )
Since all the random variables R; = ||V, ||, ¢ € {0 0o—1}, and R; = |H~/T~||7 i€{0,...,n0—1}
are i.i.d. and hp distributed on Oy N 01 N Oy N 01, and since
- X7, — 3l X, =X, S ||XT — Xr,
no—1= ——7=—— T —, )
’ o] ZO R; Z
o X - Ell = Xy, - Xy
T, = —> —— 4+ #7
’ o] ; R;
we only need to prove that, for some ¢; > 0
a Za e a =
a e (0,d(D)) gl ;Rz ;R gl ;Rl

agp, do, RN P dno—l S ((50, d(D))
no—1, (Ri)i=0,...no—1 independent and i.i.d. of law hgr. By Hypothesis 1, for all

with (R;)i—o,...

0<e<er < (51, f;l hR(T)dT > 0.
We claim that there exists 0 < ; < 0y < 01, 0< 0y < 0y <61, 0< 03 < by, such that

d(D)(1+ "0 1) < nodo < nod(D) < < o(no — 1) do
91 92 91 92 93
Indeed, taking 6, = AL gy = 0, (by: We have 01,05 € (0,61) (because 6 < d(D)) and
-1
d(D)(1+ 22—2) <d(D)=2 = nodo,
91 91 92

%2 ¢ (0,6,), 0y = Oith ¢ (9~1, 1), and, choosing 03 sufficiently small, we have 05 < &

We set 0; = 3 €
and
(50(710 — 1) + @ Z nOCé(D)
1

0 03
We have, for all a € (0,d(D)), for all a;,a; € (§p,d(D)) with ¢ € {0,...,ng — 1}, recalling that

ol = 1,

no—2 ~ no—1 ~ —
a; a; a a;
+ - ., -
(o7 DS AP Z 7)
> P( for all i € {0,...,n0 — 2}, Ri € (01,05), Ri € (01,0), Rpy_1 € (01,02), Rny_1 € (o,ég))

> (/62 hR(r)dr)no([éz hR(r)dr)no_l(/OéB hR(r)dr) > 0.

01 61
This completes the proof of (57) and thus the proof of (55)
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Step 3. We set, for any stopping time 7, 7§ = inf{t > 7,X; € 90D} and for all k¥ > 0,
Ty, = inf{t > T7, Xy € 9D}. Note that T}, = TP for all k > 0. We introduce the sequence (S;)i>0
defined by Sp = 0, S; defined as in Step 1 and for all £ > 1,

Spi1 = nf{t > T%, X, € D, Xy € D, [[Vi— || # [[Visy I, IV 1| # [ Visy— I, IV Il A IV || > 1}

We set, for all k > 1,

By = {Xs, € F,q(Xs,,Vs,_) € F}.
We plan to apply Lemma 25.
i) We set, for all k > 0, G, = FSs1—> and for all k > 1, 7 = Skq1 — 51 which is Gg-measurable
and Ej, = Br11 € Gr. We set G = inf{k > 1, E}, is realized}.
ii) We have, for all k£ > 1,
P(Ey|Gr-1) = P(Bg11|Fs,—) = ¢
by Step 2, using the strong Markov property and that ||V, _|| A ||[Vs,—|| > 1, X, € 9D,
Xs, € D. Hence (34) holds.
iii) Using the strong Markov property and Step 1, we have, for all k > 0,

Bl = S0l < n(1 (e 2p) + (g 7)) =

For k > 1,
-1 =5l () o (A2
1T k+1—
S H(1+2CO) :

We used that for all & > 1, L(||Vs, ||| Fs.—) = L',(|H~/5H1,|||fgk,) = hpr by definition of
(Sk)r>0- Note that 7 = So — S1. We have, since || Vs, _|| A [|Vs, || > 1,

Bir(rulGo] = Bi(S2 = S0, 1 < w14 () + (7520 <

whence (35).

Setting J = G + 1, we conclude by Lemma 25 that E[r(S; — S1)|Fs,—] = E[r(7¢)|Go] < k,
whence, by Step 1,
d(D) d(D)
Efr(S)] < k(147 ( o] )+ ( = )
Observe that, by definition of J, almost surely, Xs, € F, XSJ € D, q(f(SJ,VSJ_) € F and
Vs, I AMllVs,—|l = 1, whence S < S;. O

We introduce some notations corresponding to Notation 33 in the general case.

Notation 46. Let (XS,VS,XS,VS,ZS)SZO a coupling process, see Definition 27 with T' given by
(54). We use the same sequences (S;, Qi, Qi)i>1 as in the definition, as well as (Q})i>1, and we
recall that, for all i > 1,

VS—; = w(XSﬂVS-gfv Qi)l{XsieaD} + VSif]-{XSi ZdD}y
‘757; = w(XSi7‘~/Si*7 Q;)l{isieap} + Vsrl{fgsigaD}-
a) We set Tp = 0, To =0 and for k > 0,
Thy1 = inf{t > Tk, X; € 8D}, TkJrl = inf{t > Tk+1,Xt € 8D}

For all k > 1, we have Zg,— = 0 and Xg, € 0D so Zg, # 0 if XTk ¢ 0D. We always have
Zz = 0. For all k > 1, we write (Qk,Qk) = (U, Ry, 0,4, Uy, R, ©,) for the random vector such
that . . . )

VTk = w(XTk’VTk—)Qk)5 and VTk = w(XTk’VTk—’Qk)'

Note that (Qk’Qk)k21 is a subsequence of (Q;, Q)i>1.
b) For all t > 0, we set

Fi = U((Xs; Ve, Xo, Ve, Zs)o<s<t, (Qil{s,<t})i>1, (Qil{Sigt})izl)-

¢) We set oy = inf{t > 0, X, = X, € 0D, Z— = 0, ||[Vi—|| # [[Vll, Ve || # [IVoll}-
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d) We set vg =0 and for all k > 0,
Vi1 = inf{n > v + 1, X7, € F, X1, € D,q(Xr,, V1) € F,||Vp, _|| > 1,||Vp, || > 1}.

The only difference with Notation 33 is that Definition 27 uses (54) rather than (38), and that
the sequence (vg)r>1 has been slightly changed. We next update Lemma 34.

Lemma 47. There exist three constants k, L,c > 0 such that the following holds.
i) For allm > 1,

l{T,,m<01}E[T(TUm+1 Nop — Tym)|fT ,] < L.

vm

ii) Elr(Ty, No1)] < H(l —l—E[r(ﬁggﬁ) +r(ﬁ§£ﬁ)}).
iii) For all m > 1, setting

Ap = {Qym < ap, XTum+1 = XTuerUTVm-i-l =T, + C(XTum ) VTum)}’

we have

]P’(Am’]-'TVm,) >

and Ay, C {o1 <T,, 11} outside a P-null set.

Proof. The proof is the same as the one of Lemma 34, using Lemma 45, Proposition 44, Notation
46, Equation (54) instead of Lemma 32, Propositon 21, Notation 33, Equation (38), and that
Lemma 31 still holds when using Definition 27 with (54) instead of (38). O

Proof of Theorem 2 in the general setting. The proof is the same as the one in the convex case,
using Lemma 47 instead of Lemma 34, Notation 46 instead of Notation 33 and that Lemmas 29

and 30 hold when using Definition 27 with (54) instead of (38). a
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