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REGULARITY OF STATIONARY BOLTZMANN EQUATION IN CONVEX
DOMAINS

HONGXU CHEN AND CHANWOO KIM

ABSTRACT. Higher regularity estimate has been a challenging question for the Boltzmann equation in
bounded domains. Indeed, it is well-known to have “the non-existence of a second order derivative at the
boundary” in [15] even for symmetric convex domains such as a disk or sphere. In this paper we answer
this question in the affirmative by constructing the C? solutions away from the grazing boundary, for
any 8 < 1, to the stationary Boltzmann equation with the non-isothermal diffuse boundary condition in
strictly convex domains, as long as a smooth wall temperature has small fluctuation pointwisely.
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1. INTRODUCTION

An interesting physical application of the kinetic theory is its mesoscopic description of the heat
transfer of rarefied gas. The quantitative description of the stationary state and a derivation of macro-
scopic models (as the Knudsen number % — o) can be achieved through the famous steady Boltzmann

equat

ion:
1
vV, F = ?Q(F, F), (x,v) € QxR (1.1)
n
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where the hard sphere collision operator Q(F, F') takes the form:
Q(F17F2) = anin(Fla F2) - QIOSS(F17F2)

= / |(v =) - w|[F (W) Fa(v") — Fi(u)Fa(v)] dwdu,

with v/ = u + [(v — u) - Ww, v = v — [(v — u) - w]w with w € S2.

In particular when the gas interacts with a non-isothermal boundary it is well-known that the non-
equilibrium steady states can be constructed by the Boltzmann equation (LII). The kinetic description
of the boundary interaction with the gas particles has been extensively investigated in various aspects
(see [211 4] [22] and the references therein). In this paper we are interested in one of the basic and physical
conditions, the so-called diffuse reflection boundary condition, which takes into account an instantaneous
thermal equilibrating with the non-constant wall temperature of a reflecting gas particle:

F@.0)ooco = Miv(ee) [ Fau)nfe) - u)du, = € o9 (1.3)
n(z)-u>0

(1.2)

where the outward normal at the boundary 0f2 is denoted by n(x). Here, we define the wall Maxwellian
associated with the described wall temperature Ty () at = € 02
27 1 __ 2
MW(.Z',U) = EMLQ’TW = WG 2Ty (=) (14)

Recently a unique stationary solution of (II]) with (3] in general bounded domains has been con-
structed in an L°°-space when the non-constant wall temperature is a small fluctuation around any
constant temperature Ty in [I0] (See [16] for the construction in convex domains). Moreover, the au-
thors prove that such non-equilibrium solutions are dynamically and asymptotically stable. We also
refer relevant literatures [I2] and the references therein for the PDE aspects of non-equilibrium steady
states. As an important application of such construction the authors further derive the Fourier law
(Navier-Stokes-Fourier system, more precisely) rigorously as %n — oo in [II]. On the other hand, for
each fixed finite Knudsen number %n, they formulate a criterion of the Fourier law in mesoscopic level
in [10). Utilizing the available numeric results, they illustrate the violation of such a criterion, which
demonstrates a deviation from the Fourier law for each fixed finite Knudsen number K.

Qualitatively the kinetic and macroscopic descriptions of heat transfer are remarkably different in the
presence of boundaries in particular. In the absence of fluid velocity flow, a macroscopic description via
the Fourier law is given by the Laplace equation with suitable boundary condition, which enjoys analytic
smoothness of the solutions. On the other hand, the kinetic description from the Boltzmann equation
(LI possesses a boundary singularity intrinsically ([18]). Such a drastic discrepancy comes from the
convection effect Knv -V, F, which has small factor but non-zero for any finite Knudsen number %x > 0.
Indeed, it is very interesting to study the quantitative effect of such a convection term Knv - V. F in
the interaction of the boundary and collision process in the limiting process Xn — co. Our work in this
paper originates from this motivation.

As the first step toward this goal, in this paper we are looking for the smoothness of the stationary
Boltzmann equation for fixed Kn ~ 1, comparable to the regularity of the corresponding (in a sense of
Kn — oo) elliptic equation, for which the Schauder estimates are available. More precisely the main
purpose of this paper is to develop a robust and unified higher reqularity estimate in C;’B with the aid
of weights for the stationary Boltzmann solutions to (II]) with the diffuse reflection boundary condition
([C3) in the conver domains. For this purpose we focus on the convex domain as a discontinuous
singularity appears in the non-convex domain in general [I8| [14].

In general convex domains, regularity estimates at most up to the first derivatives away from the
so-called grazing set

Y0 = {(z,v) € 9N x R3 : n(z) - v =0} (1.5)
has been established in [I5] 2] 1] for the nonlinear dynamical Boltzmann equation. The key idea of the
approach is based on the so-called kinetic distance which is almost invariant along the characteristics.
With the aid of such weight a generic singularity W of the first order derivatives can be controlled.
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We refer [7] for the regularity of the stationary linear equation up to the first derivatives. However,
any higher regularity beyond the first order derivatives away from the boundary has been a challenging
question. Apparently any second order derivatives estimate seems impossible due to the well-known
“non-existence of second order spatial normal derivative at the boundary” in [I5] even in the convex
domain, or even in symmetric domains. We note that the mechanism of such phenomenon is against the
conventional effect of the collision in some sense, which will be described in Section 1.2. Throughout
this paper we will use the following notations: f < g < there exists 0 < C' < oo such that 0 < f < Cg;
f ~ g < there exists 0 < C' < oo such that 0 < % < g < Cf; f < g < there exists a small constant
¢>0suchthat 0< f<cg; f=0(g9) & |f|S g f=0(9) & |fl<yg.

1.1. Main Theorem. Throughout this paper we assume the domain is defined as Q = {x € R3 : £(z) <
0} via a C? function ¢ : R?* — R. Equivalently we assume that for all ¢ € 9, there exists a C® function
np and 0 < 07 < 1, such that

Ng : B+(0;01) 2 x4 := (Xq,1,%Xq,2,Xq,3) = Oq :=1q(B4(0;01)) 1is one-to-one and onto, (1.6)

and 74(x4) € 0 if and only if x,3 = 0 within the range of 7,. We refer to [I1] for the construction of
such ¢ and 7,. We further assume that the domain is strictly convex in the following sense:

3
¢i¢;0:0;€(x) = |¢|* for all z € Q and ¢ € R3. (1.7)
jYi0j

i,j=1

Without loss of generality we may assume that V& # 0 near 0f).
In order to control the generic singularity at the boundary we adopt the following weight of [15]:

Definition 1. For sufficiently small 0 < € < ||€||c2, we define a kinetic distance:

afz,v) = xe(a(z,v)), alz,v):=/|v-Vi€(2)]2 — 26(x)(v - V2£(x) -v), (2,0) € QxR3,  (1.8)
where x4 : [0,00) — [0,00) stands for a non-decreasing smooth function such that
Xa(s) = s for s € [0,a], xa(s) =2a for s € [4a,00], and |x,(s)| <1 for 7 € [0,0). (1.9)

We note that o = 0 on the grazing set 7p. From a computation, we have |v -V a(z,v)| < |v|a(z,v),
together with 7x.(7) < x.(7), this implies

e "Bz — sv,v) < alz,v) < ePa(z — sv,v) as long as z — sv € €. (1.10)

The definition of a, & in (L) implies

a(z,v) 2 alz,v). (1.11)
We extend the outward normal in the domain:
n(x) = X;/z(dist(x,89))V£(x)/|V£(x)| for all z € Q. (1.12)

In particular, we note that n(z) = 0 when dist(z,0Q2) > 2¢. In order to explore the “better” behavior
of the tangential derivative versus the normal derivative we define a G-derivative (which is a matrix):

V) f(@) = G(@)Vaf(z), (1.13)
where
G(z) :== (I — n(z) @ n(z)). (1.14)
Note that near the boundary, from (12 we have
G(z)n(x) = 0 for dist(z,09Q) < /2. (1.15)

From the definition of n in (LI2]), the G-derivative is actually a full derivative away from the boundary:
if dist(x,0Q) > 2¢, then G(z)V, = V,.
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Main Theorem. Fiz Kn > 0. Assume the domain is convex (I.7) and the boundary is C3. Suppose
sup,eaq [Tw (z) —To| < 1 for some constant Ty > 0 and Ty (z) € C1(0Q). For given m > 0 we construct
a unique solution

F(ﬂj‘,U) = mMLO,TO (U) + MLO,TO (v)f(x,v) >0, (116)
to the stationary Boltzmann equation {I.1) and the diffuse reflection boundary condition (I.3) such that

Joxws Fv/Mioz,(w) =0, and

lwflloo S N1 Tw — TollLeean), w(v) = eelvl? for some 0 < o < 1/4. (1.17)
Moreover, f (and F) belongs to C1(Q x R3\vq) locally and satisfies
[wg(v)e(z, V) Va f (2, 0)|| Lo @xrs) S 1Tw = Tollero0) (1.18)
[wg o (0) [0V f (@, 0) [ Lo @xrs) S [Tw — Toller a0y, (1.19)
[ws() [0 Vo f (2, 0) | Lo oxre) S 1 Tw — Tolleroa), (1.20)

where wz(v) = I with 0 < 6 < o.
If we further assume Ty (z) € C?(09Q), then for any 0 < B < 1, the solution F(x,v) belongs to
CHB(Q x R3\ ) locally. Moreover,
a(z,v) a(y,v) }2+5 Vaef(z,v) = Vaif(y,v) H
|z —y|? Lo (RS

sup Hwé(v)|v|2 min {

: < || Tw — T (121
s o] o : 1Tw — Tollc2aa), (1.21)
o . fa(z,v) aly,v)\HBIV)flz,v) = V) f(y,v) -
5 Tw —T1¢ . (1.22
:,;lepguwf’/ﬂ”)”‘” min { ol 7 ol ) ERFE HLOO(R%>NH w=Tollexon- (1.22)
. a(x, ?)) a(y, U) 1+ va(x7 U) — vvf(yv U)
o stoemin {50 = o ey S 1~ Tolrony (129

Remark 1. The unique solvability and the pointwise estimate has been established in [10]. We record
the statement of the theorem in Section 2 for the sake of readers’ convenience.

Remark 2. The second estimate (IL.I4) implies that any tangential spatial derivatives of f(x,v) does
not blow up near the grazing set. Also comparing the C'# estimates (L21) and ([22), the weight in
the semi-norm of the tangential spatial derivative has a lower power in terms of « than the one for the
normal derivative.

Remark 3. Estimating differential quotient with respect to v has some subtle (probably technical) issue,
since the trajectory is mot stable at v = 0 near the boundary. Since our motivation of the paper is
investigating the regularity in space we omit to discuss them. This issue (instability of the trajectory at
v =0 in the Holder norm estimate) will be discussed in the forthcoming paper [20].

1.2. Major Difficulties. In this section we illustrate the major difficulties, and in the next sections we
will explain the key ideas and analytical development to overcome such obstacles. A generic feature of
the boundary problem of the Boltzmann equation is a singularity of solutions, which originates mainly
from 1) characteristics feature of the phase boundary 99 x R? with respect to the transport operator
(i.e. the phase boundary is always characteristic but not uniformly characteristic at the grazing set 7
of (LH)), and 2) the mixing effect of the collision operator.

The effect of characteristics phase boundary can appear in several ways. Depending on the shape
of the domain, the generic boundary singularity at -y can propagate inside the domain and affect
the global dynamics. Indeed, it has been proved in [I§] that any general non-convex domains admit
smooth initial datum will produce the discontinuity for the Boltzmann solution in a stable manner,
which propagate along the trajectory. Although such discontinuity-type singularities may stay near the
boundary for the convex domains, its derivatives blow up near the grazing set. Actually it is not merely
the effect of characteristics phase boundary but also the mixing effect of the collision operator: the
mixing immediately produces a singular source term for the normal derivative at the boundary. In [15],

the authors quantify the rate of the blow-up with respect to the kinetic distance of (L§]) and study the
4



mixing effect by the collision operator in terms of the kinetic distance. As a result they establish the
first order derivatives estimate for the dynamical Boltzmann equation. On the other hand, the kinetic
distance produces a loss of moment and they utilize a fast decay weight e~ to recover such a loss.
In other words, the success of the approach in [15] to the dynamic problem can be achieved in the space
losing its exponential moment quickly (exponentially). Evidently utilizing such functional spaces is not
possible in the stationary problem, which is one of the major difficulties to establish the main theorem.

The effect of the nonlinear collision operator is complex, in particular, within the interaction of the
transport operator, which eventually restricts our regularity strictly below two derivatives in any LP-

space: the boundary singularity of Boltzmann solutions appears as g—i ~ Cfl((i)? ¢ Llloc, while the
leading order term of any second order derivatives V0, contains a factor of Q(V,F, F')(zp(z,v),v) at

a backward exit position xy(z,v) := x — tp(z,v)v which is defined through a backward exit time t:
th(z,v) :=sup{s >0:2 —sv € Q}. (1.24)

Due to a lack of symmetry of g—f:, in particular for the diffuse reflection boundary condition, any possibil-

ity of cancellation in the integration formula Q(‘g—i, F’) can be expelled generically in [I5]. Then it follows

that \?;Tg(a:,v)\ = oo for all v for some = € 9f2. This singularity likely appears at all boundary points
with all velocities then propagates along the trajectory inside the domain, and masses up all directional
derivatives. Even strictly below the second derivatives estimate, at first glance it is not obvious that
the similar failure is avoidable in our weighted C'#. Moreover, we encounter similar type of, but much
more geometrically involved, terms associated with the diffuse reflection boundary condition intertwined
with the transport operator. Such non-integrable singularities could barge in the higher order estimates,
which is the other major difficulty of the proof.

1.3. Regularizing via the mixing of the binary collision, transport, and diffuse reflection. To
overcome such difficulties described in Section 1.2., we establish a novel and robust quantitative estimate
of regularization effect (in space and velocity) of the velocity mizing via the diffuse reflection boundary
condition (L3]) or/and the binary collision ([LI]) intertwined with the transport operator.

We demonstrate the scheme first for V, F', of which the most singular term comes from the boundary
contribution such as

an;b(x,v)/ Voo F(wp (2, 0), 01 [n(2p (2, v)) - 0| do’. (1.25)
n(zp)- vl >0

Upon using the transport operator once again, the contribution of the collision operator (ignoring the
singularity of @ for simplicity) can be viewed as

0
Vxxb/ / / Vo F(xp — svl,u)|n(zy) - vl|dudsdo’. (1.26)
(zp)v1>0 Jtp (zp,v!) JR3

A key observation is that the z-derivative has a natural relation with the v'-derivative as

Vi lF(zp — (tF — s)v!, u)]

Vo F (zp — (t' — s)vt,u) = ri—

(1.27)

When t' — s has a positive lower bound, thanks to the v'-integral from the diffuse reflection boundary
condition, we are able to remove such a v'-derivative completely from F. As a result of the integration by
parts, the singularity of V1t (2p,v!) occurs, which will be compensated by the boundary measure and
thus we obtain a bound like V2 (z,v) X || F oo When t! —s is small we use the so-called the nonlocal-to-
local estimate and derive O(|t! — s|)a(z,v) "' |aV,F||s. We will describe the nonlocal-to-local estimate
and its application in detail at the next subsection.
On the other hand, the boundary contribution of (L.25]) upon applying the transport operator appears
as
meb(x,v)/ Voo Fap (2t o), o) n(2!) - vl |do?, (1.28)

n(zp)v! >0
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' = xp(x,v). The key idea is to convert v'-integration to the integration in (22, ty (2!, v?)) =

(zp(zt,vh), tp(zt,vh)), while the change of variables produces a factor of the Jacobian as %.

where

Then we are able to move V,, -derivative from F' via the integration by parts, while the derivative to
the geometric components arise. Using the convexity and boundary measure crucially we are able to
bound this amount by V zp(x,v) X || F||cc-

1.4. Higher regularity. For the higher regularity estimate in the weighted C'*#-space, we 1) adopt the
idea of Section 1.3 with stronger weight in «a, 2) crucially establish a “better” estimate for the tangen-
tial derivatives, 3) use the full range of the nonlocal-to-local estimate, and 4) carefully study the possibly

) Q< F) -

harmful (which has been explained in the last paragraph of Section 1.2.) term = y‘ 3

sv,v)ds.

v””F(xiz)__yT;F(y’v) along the trajectories (see (Z.35))-(C.47T) for the details), we notice

that the difference is singular at least as
ViTn (:Ev U) — Verp (ya U)

lz —yl|P

By expressing

/ Vo F(zp, 0" |n(zp) - 0! |do?, (1.29)
n(xp) vl >0

where the integration is bounded using the weighted C'-estimate. By the mean value type estimate and
the computation of V2zy,, for z(7) = 72 + (1 — 7)y, we derive that the difference quotient of V xy, is
bounded by

 — P /1 B (1.30)

o o(x(r)v)
We prove that a(z(7),v) 2 min{a(z,v),a(y,v)} for |z —y| < min{ a(‘f)‘v o ‘U‘ Y} in the convex domains,
for which we use the weight of min{ a(‘f)"v), ‘T’}“B for vxF(z]?_yTﬁxF(y’ ). The convexity of the domain

is crucial since any similar type of the bound is false for the non-convex domains in general.
Unfortunately this estimate with the weight of the power 2 + [ is too singular! In particular the
difference quotient of V,F' contains

beF(a:b(x,v),vl) — beF(a:b(y,v),vl)
)/ |z —y|?

Vaexp(z,v |n(zp) - vt|dot,
in which the control of the possible singularity of |n(z1,)-v'|~1+#) would be non-integrable. To overcome
it, realizing that V. F' is V| F, we establish an estimate of the difference quotient for the tangential

V”F(m"?__y‘vﬁ”F(y’v) with the weight min{ a(ﬁf , ‘U‘ } for a lower power than 2 + 3. The

optimal power is examined through (L.29]), which turns out to be 1 + £.

To estimate the difference quotient with different weights, we first employ delicate splitting for the
boundary integral and the time integral depending on how the trajectories from two different points hit
the boundary. Then we adopt the idea of the scheme of Section 1.3 when t' — s has a positive lower
bound. On the other hand, when ¢! — s is small we use the weight and derive

[ min { Oz(|$v,|v) | a(ﬁ;'v) Vor| f — {a@_sv; — }Bduds. (1.31)

derivatives

ul 7
The second author and collaborators studied a similar estimate of (L3T]) in [I5]. In this paper we elab-
orate the so-called nonlocal-to-local estimate, which consists of analytical and geometrical arguments:
first we study the u-integration of the integrand and derive a gain of power such as, for 1 < 5 < 3
1

: ) (1.32)
mln{g(:E - SU, u)a é(y — 8, ’LL)} 2

where (z) can be understood as the distance from z to the boundary. Second we employ s — §(x—sv,u)

with the Jacobian ds = Iw—lvf'dg (x — sv,u) and recover a power of a as in the bound of ¢ through the

geometric velocity lemma. We crucially utilize such a gain of « to extract a smallness in (L31).
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Lastly we discuss the possible harmful term = y‘ﬁ fl;b((yibvv (V.F, F)(x — sv,v)ds. First we apply

the a-weighted bound for V,F and then establish Q(V,F, F)(xz — sv v) In|¢(x — sv)|. Upon the

time integration on [ty (y,v), tp(2,v)] we derive a bound min{ a(‘f)"v), m }ln (min{*® ‘Z‘v), a(ﬁ’lv) }). For

|z —y| < mln{ (=, v), a(y 21, we realize the difference quotient is bounded. Of course such bound blows

up if g =1.

Below we state the outline for our paper. In section 2 we prove several lemmas which serve as
preliminary. Section 3 and Section 4 are devoted to establish the ideas in Section 1.3 as well as the
nonlocal-to-local estimate and (LIS). In Section 5 and Section 6 we establish the rest of weighted C*
estimates. Finally, in Section 7 we prove the weighted C'? estimate.

2. PRELIMINARY
2.1. Basic Notions. We record the unique existence theorem of [10]:

Existence Theorem of [10]. Assume the domain is open bounded and the boundary is smooth. For
m >0 and 0 < o < 1/4, if sup,epn |Tw (z) — To| < 1, then there exists a unique mild solution

F(z,v) = mMi o1, (v) +/ Moz ) f(z,v) >0, (2.1)
with ([, gs f/ Mo, ) =0 to (I1) and (L3) such that
[wflloo S I Tw — TollLe@ay, w(w) = e with 0 < ¢ < 1/4. (2.2)

Without loss of generality, we assume m = 1,75 = 1 in ([2). Then we define the reference global
Maxwellian and its perturbation:

=M1, F(z,v) )+ V) f(z,v)
Plugging (Z1]) into (L)) and (L3) we obtain the equation and boundary condition for f:
v Vaof +v)f = K(f)+T(f, f), (2.3)
£ nayoco = A [ ) {ate) - whdu - ro.o) (2.4
(V) Jn(z)u>0
Here v(v), K(f),I'(f, f) are the linear Boltzmann operator(see [13]) given by
sy - _QUAVEE) o QWERW L QUEE V) .

vE - Jﬁ N/
The r(z,v) is the remainder term. By /2 [ (@)us0 VH u){n(x) - u}du = 1, this term is given by

Mw(fcyv)/\/2_— po)

r(z,v) = (2.6)
1(v)
Consider a linear transport equation with the inflow boundary condition
v-Vof +v(v)f = h(z,v), (z,v)€ QxRS (2.7)
f(z,v) = g(z,v), (x,v)€~y_. (2.8)

As we can not rely on the Gronwall-type estimate, we will use the Duhamel’s formula to express the
equation along the trajectory:

f(@,0) = Lisg, e @) fay(2,0),0)
+ 1t<tb€_u(v)tf($ — tv,v)

t
+ / eTVOES) p (g — (t — s)v,v)ds.

max{0,t—tp }
Here we fix ¢ > 1.



In order to obtain C'! estimate we take the spatial derivative to 23] to get

On, f(w,0) = Ly, e/ EG, [ f(wp(2,0), 0)] (2.10)
= Ly, v(0) Ot (, U)e_”(”)tb(x’”)f(mb(m, v),v) (2.11)
+ 1t<tbe_”(”)t8mj [f(x —tv,v)] (2.12)
t
+ / e_”(”)(t_s)amj [h(z — (t — s)v,v)]ds (2.13)
max{0,t—tp }
- ltthamjtbe_”(”)tbh(:E — tpv,v), (2.14)

where zp(z,v) and t,(x,v) represent the backward exit position and time which are defined in (L24)).
The derivative of t,(x,v) and xp(x,v) has singular behavior as stated in (Z30]), such singularity will be
cancelled by our weight a defined in ([L8]). With a compatibility condition it is standard to check the
piecewise formula (ZI0)-(2I4) is actually a weak derivative of f and continuous across {t = tp(z,v)}
(see [14]) for the details.

Definition 2. Recall the backward exit position v, and backward exit time ty in (L24)), we define a
stochastic cycles as (z9,0°) = (z,v) € Q x R3 and inductively

z! =y (z,v), o' € {v! €R3:n(zt) 0! >0}, (2.15)
b e {oF e R? :n(z?) - oF >0}, fork>1, (2.16)
Pt = py (aF 0P, =ty (aF, 0% for n(aF) - oF > 0. (2.17)

Choose t > 0. We define t9 =+t and
th =t —{tp +th+ -+t fork > 1. (2.18)

Remark 4. Here 21 depends on (z,v,z',v', - 2% vF), while v* is a free parameter whose do-

main @I6) only depends on x*.

Recall (L6). Since the boundary is compact and C2, for fixed 0 < §; < 1 we may choose a finite
number of p € P € 9Q and 0 < § < 1 such that O, = 1,(B.(0;01)) C B(p;d2) N Q and {O,} forms a
finite covering of dQ. We further choose an interior covering Oy C Q such that {0, },ep with P = PU{0}
forms an open covering of Q. We define a partition of unity

1g(x) = Z tp(x) such that 0 < ¢,(x) <1, 1p(z) =0 for x ¢ O,. (2.19)
peEP

Without loss of generality (see [19]) we can always reparametrize 7, such that Oy, .7, # 0 for i =1,2,3
at x,3 = 0, and an orthogonality holds as

Ox,:Mp  Ox, ;Mp =0 at xp3=0fori#jandi,je{1,2,3}. (2.20)
For simplicity, we denote
Oimp(xp) = O, ;1p- (2.21)
Definition 3. For x € Q, we choose p € P as in (I.0). We define

T — < O1np(xp) O2mp (Xp) O3mp (Xp) )t
X \/gpyll(xp) \/gp,QQ(Xp) \/gp,33(xp) ’

with gp.ij(xp) = (0inp(xp), 0imp(xp)) for i,j € {1,2,3}. Here A' stands the transpose of a matriz A.
Note that when x,3 =0, TXPM =e; fori=1,2,3 where {e;} is a standard basis of R3.

Gp,ii (Xp)
We define

(2.22)

Djnp(xp) v

9p.3i (Xp)
8
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We note that from ([Z20), the map Ty, is an orthonormal matrix when x,, 3 = 0. Therefore both maps
v — v(xp) and v(xp,) — v have a unit Jacobian. This fact induces a new representation of boundary
integration of diffuse boundary condition in ([24): For z € 9Q and p € P as in (L),

/( om0 f(z,v)/ p){n(x) - vidv :/ >0f(np(xp),T;pv(xp)) (v (xp))va(xp)dv(x,). (2.24)
We have used the fact of p(v) = p(|v]) = M(\Tf;pv(xp)]) = p(jv(xp)|) = p(v(x,)) and x,3 = 0.

Now we reparametrize the stochastic cycle using the local chart defined in Definition 2

Definition 4. Recall the stochastic cycles (Z10). For each cycle z* let us choose p* € P in (I.8). Then
we denote

x’;k = (x];k 1,x];k 5,0) such that npk(x];k) = xk, fork >1,
ink (xE,) 2.2
vkki::]pipz-vk, for k> 1. (2.25)
gpk,jj(xpk)
Conventionally we denote
xgo =g = x, Vgo =Y = 0. (2.26)
We define
on k(xkk )
Oe, [alnys (x5, v8)] 1= ——— = - Vaa(nye(xfs), o), i = 1,2, (2.27)

ki oxk, .
p 7Z

Conventionally we denote ¥V ra(z*,vF) = (O [a(n,k (xF), %)), 0k [a(nk (xF0), vM))).
k.1 p pk 2 p

2.2. Properties of stochastic cycle. In this subsection we list useful properties of the stochastic cycle
defined in Definition [2] and Definition @l

Lemma 1. For the ty and zy defined in (2106 and 2I7), the derivative reads

oty 1 D1y (zF12)

_ e (2.28)
k+1 79
8%. V3(ka+2) gpk+z733($k+2)
at{i'i'l tl];—l—lej 8377pk+2
8,Uk+1 = _Vk‘-i-l ’ \/ng xk+2' (229)
j pk+2 3 pete,33
And thus
n(x tpn(x
Vatn = ( b) , Vytp = — b ( b) )
n(zp) - v n(xp) - v
(2p) © ton(zp) © (2.30)
n(x v n(x v
Voap = Idgus — ——2—— Vyaop = —tpld+ 22—
n(xyp) - v n(xp) - v
Fori=1,2,
ax';;%’i 1 8i77pk+2 (Xl;:fz) Vpk+2 a377pk+2 (Xlngz) (2.31)
= — e .
T+l 3 % . k I
aﬂi‘] \/gpk+2’“/(xp2_+22) \/gpk+27“ (Xplj_fz) Vpk+2,3 gpk+2’33 (Xp:fz)
axlgzjfz’i 1 amkar? (Xlglj_+22) VI;Z_E% 8377pk+2 (Xlglj_+22) ka1
k1 T Tkt2 COimpen (X005 ),  (2.32)
ox k+2 k+2 v k+2 P
phtlj \/gpk+2,ii(xpk+2) \/gpk+2,ii(xpk+2) pkt2,3 gpk+2,33(xpk+2)
k+2 k+1
aXp;j;g’i (] 1 [ 8inpk+2 Vp;j_+17i 8377pk+2 } (2.33)
= — b ej . — . .
(%;‘Hl gpk+2,ii(xlzlj+22)) VIprt2 i [ VI;’;TZ& VOTREETE

9



Proof. First of all we have

L2 — My (x];;%) S tﬁ“vkﬂ o
2.34
_ k+1 k+1, k+1
= npk+1 (ka+1) - tb v .
Proof of [228]). We take — k+1 to (234) to get
k+2 k+1 k+1
Z ox k2 | Onpke Lk ovkt1 B oty S e oty e (2.35)
kE+1 k+2 k2 b k+1 k+1 J k+1 7 :
-y ox”: axpm,l z ox’ axj 8:17j
377 k+2
Then we take an inner product with ——2—— to ([230) to have
A /g k+2 .33 mk+2
Z aX k+2l 877pk+2 8377pk+2 8t1§’+1 k+1 agnpk+2 8377pk+2
. - D S e; s —— .
j
=12 i 8x’;j3271 TR/ Gph2 g3 | O™t VOphi2 33 1k V/Gpk+2 33 12+
(2.36)

Due to (220) the LHS equals zero. Now we consider the RHS. From (2:23])

SFH Oph-2

v/ 9pk+2 33

‘mkw = v3(X,r+2).

From (2.36]), we conclude (2.28]).
k+1 Doy
Proof of [2.29). We apply 0v;™" to ([2.34)) and take [0 k2 53

to have
k2

2 k+2 k+2
Orkt? 8377pk+2 Z ox ph+2,] 577pk+2 (ka+2) agnpk+2
okt

E+1 k 1 k2
T Gk ss = Ou;" 6Xp:+27l /I r2 33

k+1
{tk—l-le Lt oty } - Ogmppeo
! L N T

oht2

pk+2

Thus we apply ([2.20) and ([2:25) and use (2.23)) to obtain ([2.29).
Proof of ([230). The first line of ([2:30]) follows directly from (228) and ([2Z29). For the second line

we take 8:17k+1 and avkﬂ to ([2:34). Again using (2:28]) and (2:29]) we conclude ([230]).
Proof of ([231]). We take inner product with —2— Oty 42 to ([235) to have

Ipk+2 45 | gh+2
k+2 k42
Z ox pht2 | Onpet2 . Oiph+2 ox PRt 875]];"'1 Ft1 DM+ .. O+
— =P " __"b —r i —— .
= 8xk+1 8xk+2 2 aht2 gk g 2 g ;?H (%c;?“ Gpk+2 j; |k +2 Gpk+2 j; laht2
By @23),
k+1 8ﬂ]pk+2 \Z (ka+2)

v — =

Gpkt2 i 1282 [Gpkt2 4

Then from (Z28) we conclude ([2:3T]).
Proof of ([232]). Since

k+2
%:Vklx 8k1 k1(Xk+1)
8Xk,j_+11 xk+ pk+2 ++1' Tpk A1 X jet1) 5
J

by (231]) we conclude ([2:32]).

10



0in k+2

- - k1 :
Proof of [233). For i =1,2, j =1,2,3, we apply Ov; " to (2.34) and take Sy W to obtain
2 k+2 k+2
Oxlkt2 ainpk+2 ox PRt ] 8”7pk+2( pk+2) 87j77pk+2
RS - Z yEs T2 ’ .
avj-i- [Gpk+2 i ok+2 p= avj-i- ox ’j:r2l /Gpk+2 i ok+2
k+2
b'e .
_a pk+27’l (Xk+2 ))
s Gpht2 i\ X o2
J
k+1 k+1 .
8tb k+1 k41 a'U 8277pk+2
- il T k1S o
ov; ov; VIpkt2 i 1w
K+l .
- {tk+1 o tye; . agnpk+2 ’Uk+1} . 3ank+2
- J k+1 :
Vplj+2,3 VOph2 33 12t VGph2 i et 2

Then we apply (229]) obtain (2Z33)). O

The following two lemmas are immediate consequences of Lemma [Tl

Lemma 2.

n(rp(x,v)) v
o(r.0) < | (b(mz)) | (2:37)
and thus

1 1
Vit S —35,  [Vetp] S — (2.38)

|v] v|”

n 2

VoTl S | |l|)|c (2.39)

Proof. Clearly, (2.37]) follows from (‘ ‘) Zx— xp = tp|v|.

By (Z30) and (Z37)) we have
n(xp) -v| 1 1
V tb S T 19 S T 199
IVotol < Jnzw) o WE = P
) . 1
o) < 1) o] Inen) olil 1
v In(zp) - vl|v]* ™ |v|

r ([239) by the definition of T, in ([2.22), and using ([2.33)), we have

oty _ lInllee

s 63, )) o~ o]

VTl < Inllez x [Vulxp g + %2411 S Inlle2

where we have used (2.37)) in the last inequality.
Then the lemma follows.

O

Lemma 3. The following map is one-to-one
0Pl e fn () Rt S 00 g (2 0P € BeM 2, 60)) (xkzrf2 1,xkjf2 2,75];“), (2.40)

with
k+2 k+2 k+1
d O i Xppira ) ! L 2.41
et DUkt n(aFt2) - oF | (2.41)
\/gpk+2 11X k+2)9pk+2 22 (X k+2)



Proof. Combining (Z29) and (Z33]) we conclude

k42 k42 kel
det <8(ka+271’ Xpr22: T ) )

81}k+1
1 8377pk+2
T RFT
Vok+2 3 VIpk+2 33 | ph+2
9 1 5
1 17 k+2 pht11 037 k42
= |tk+1|3 det k+2 T ht2 to — T — s
b \/gpk+2,11(xpk+2) \/ pkt+2 11 [kt Vpk+273 \/ Dht2 33 | gkt
O vEtL P
1 [ 270, k+2  Vpkii, mern }
k42 ETL
\/g”kmv”(xz}’j‘“) \/gpk+2,22 A \/gpk+2,33 k42
= —|tk+1|3 ! 1 D3 Mph+2
b k+1 s

Vpkt2 3 \/gpk+2,11(X§J32)gpk+2,22(xz/j+22) VIph233

k+1 k+1
Vopk+1 1 8377pk+2 Vopk+1 9 agnkarz

8277 k+2
k+2 k+1 k+2} x |: = PR
! Vpht2,3 VIpht28 VIphi2,22 10 Vit 3 V/Ipht2,33
k+1,3
1 |ty |
b _

B k+2 k2 vhtl 24,

\/gpk+2,11(xpk+2)gpk+2,22 (ka+2) Vpkt2 3
where we have used (2:20).

Now we prove the map ([240) is one to one. Assume that there exists v and o satisfy (¥, v) =
rp(2FT8) and ty (2Pt v) = tp(2FT,5). We choose p € 0Q near xp(zFT!,v) and use the same
parametrization. Then by an expansion, for some v € vv,

)

< |: 81 Upk+2
v/ 9pkt2 11

Voxp1(2F 1, 5) Voxp1(zF v) Voxp1(z,0)
0= | Vixpa(z®10) | = | Vexpa(z®*ho) | = Vixpo(z,0) | (5 —0).
Votp (21, 9) Votp (zF 1, v) Votp(z,0)

This equality can be true only if the determinant of the Jacobian matrix equals zero. Then (2.41]) implies
that t,(z**1,9) = 0. But this implies %! = 2, (2**1,©) and hence n(z**1) - v = 0 which is out of our
domain.

O
The next lemma describe the properties of a convex domain.
Lemma 4. Given a C? conver domain defined in (1),
k+j .
e (5 - (@A — (B2 ~ e — IR, G = 1,2, o)
VAR S/ IVERL T~ (2 — e (xEER ). '
For j' =1,2,
Olnyees () - (24 = s (b))
D k+j j k+2 .
L 8Xk+2 L 5 Hn”C’z‘xk—i—l - npk+2(X];1j+22)‘v J=12. (243)
prt2,j

Proof. First we prove (2:42]). By Taylor’s expansion, for x,y € 02 and some 0 < ¢ <1,

E(y) — () =0~ 0= V&) - (y — 2) + 5y — ) V*E(w + tly — ))(y ).
Thus from (LI2)
n(z) - (z =)l ~ (y — 2)"V*E(z + ty — 2))(y — 2).
From the convexity (7)), we have
|Pph (X];:fj) (@M = e ()| 2 Cala™t — e (xS
12



Since ¢ is O? at least,

{a" =y} n(@ ] < €]l gzt =yl
Also notice that

|npk+1 (XI;I—J;}I) ' ($k+l = Tpk+2 (X’;ijz)ﬂ | kk+1 3|(tk+2 - tk+1)7
thus
k+1
‘V k+1 3‘ 1 CQ xk+1 k42 2
|Vklj_+11 _| kk+1| |tk+1 B tk+2|

—Cala* ! — 2| = ol = (xR

By the same computation we can easily conclude

k
v k.,_] | < Cela™ = (ka+2)"
phti

Then prove (243). For j =1, 7 = 1,2 we have

k+1 k+2
8[npk+1 (Xpl—ctrl) (xk—H — TNpk+2 (Xpij_m))] 1Y 2
2 < |’I’ka+1 (kaﬂ) - O Mpp+2 (ka+2)|
ox ph+2
k1 k1 k1 k42 k1 (2.44)
= ‘npk“(xpkﬂ) ) aj’npk“(xpkﬂ) + npk“(xpkﬂ) ) [aj’npkH (ka+2) - 8]"77p’€+1(xpk+1 )] ‘
<O+ [[nllea |2t = mprea (D),
where we applied (2:20]).
For 7 =2, we have
Onppea (XEFE) - (2P — s (xFR)]
k+2 k+1 k+2
‘ . 8Xk1j+22 £ 5’”;7“2 (Xpij_u) ) aj’an?’ + [Inllc2|z T Npk+2 (Xpijm)‘
J
=llnllc2 |25 = mprra (xS ),
where we applied (2:20]).
]

2.3. Properties of tangential derivative. Aiming the regularity estimate of (LI9) without the
a—weight, we establish several properties of the tangential derivative. We summarize them in Lemma [l

-m@
Lemma 5. For x = n,(x,) € 092, we have the following equivalence:

G@)Vaf (o)l ~ Y O, f(mp(xp), ). (2.45)

j=1,2
Proof. By ([2.22) we have

Oimp(xp) = gpvii(xp)T;ipei'
Denote §(z) = V. f(z, v)T;p, we have

Z O, ; f (p(xp),v) = 9p711(xp)v:cf(xvv)T;pel + 1/ gp,22(xp)vxf(x7U)T;pe2

7=1,2
=1/ 9p,11(Xp)Ter + 1/ gp22(xp)Feo.
13



We also have
G(@)Vof(z,0) = V, f(T;;pTxp . T,‘;pegengp>

— 3<Txp — egeéTxp) = S(I —e3® €3>T Xp
81?7p(xp) a277p(xp)

=(%er Se2 0 )Tx, =7 + Se2
( ! ? ) : \/ganp \/9p22Xp

Since 817]p(Xp) L 8277p(xp)7

|G(2)Va f(z,0)] ~ 1/ gp11 Xp361+\/9p22xp362~z O,y f (Mp(xp), v).
7j=1,2

]
Lemma 6. For any s € [0,tp], we have
G(z) — Gz — sv)| < d(ﬁ)]”). (2.46)
And thus
G(@)Vaf(z—sv)| S ||wg/2|v|v‘|li|l|)~+ |(|:))(;C¥me\|oo' (2.47)
0/2

Proof. By the definition (.14

|G(z) — Gz — sv)| < |n(z — sv) @ (n(z — sv) —n(x))| + |(n(z — sv) — n(z)) @ n(z)|.

V.G (z) — VuG(x — sv)||[Van(z — sv) @ (n(x — sv) —n(z))| + [n(x — sv) @ Vgi(n(z — sv) —n(x))|
+ |Va(n(z — sv) —n(x)) @ n(x)| + |(n(z — sv) — n(x)) & Vyn(z)).

Then by ([LI2) we have
' : Vag(x)
< / /
V.n(z) SV, X€/2(dzst(a:, GQ))] + xe/z(dzst(m,aQ))Vx V()
2
VE(2)| V3 (x) — VE(r) @ THDVED)

v2
<1+ X;/Q(dist(:n, o)) "vf((;)”

From (L9) we have |V{(x)| 2 1 when dist(z,082) < 1. When dist(z,09) 2 1 we take € to be small
enough such that x.(dist(z,09)) = 0. Hence
Van(2)| S l€llc2-
Then we use (Z37)) to have
a(z,v)

n(z — sv) —n(@)| S tololliéllce S e

Thus we conclude ([2:46]).
14



Last we prove ([2.47)). We rewrite
G()Vyf(z —sv,v) = Gz — sv)Vyf(x — sv,v) + [G(z) — G(z — sv)|Vy f(x — sv,v)
- [[wg /o |v[ V)1 flloo N a(x,v)

i)l )
< wgpalvlVy flloe - llwg50VaSlloo
oz @) T Telwg )
- [[wg 1|0V flloe + lwgaVae flleo
- [vlwg 5 (v) ’
where we have used w(;/2(v)d(a:, v) S wy(v)a(z,v). Then we conclude the lemma. O

Lemma 7. For xp(x,v) =, (x}lﬂ) and i = 1,2, we have

(G( Waxh| <1, (2.48)
6()Vati ()| < |71| (2.49)
And thus from (2.45]),
B0, 02 (3). )] S o (250)
G a0 S 1, 1o, ), )] 5 1 (25

Proof. By (2.46]) in Lemma [6] we have

G(z2)V, xp IS G(azb)VxxllﬂJ + (‘ | )\Vx X1l - (2.52)
—_———
! @52,
By @.31)), the definition of n(zy,), v, 5 in (Z23]) and ([LI5), we have
B, S 1+ oiGlan) o @;’)v’ 1
Again by (231 we have
a(z,v)  az,v) vl
@252), < + <1
2ol ol [n(zp) - o] ™
We conclude (248).
or (249) by ([228) we have
«Q 1 1
o P (NI W e
vl [n(zp) - v] ™ [v]
We conclude ([2:49). O

2.4. Properties of Holder estimate. To prove the C'!” estimate (L2I]) we need several C1# estimate
for xp and tp. We summarize them in Lemma [8 and Lemma [0l Lemma [0 serves as a key ingredient to
prove Lemma [}

Lemma 8. We have the following estimates:

) () !

, 2.53
[z -yl - min{a(ﬁ)’”) aly.) v (2.53)




e—C’l/tb(x,v) . e—C’l/tb(y,v)|B e—C’l/tb(x,v)

— e

—Cth (yvv) 1

~

|z —y|?

|n(g;b(g:,fu)) — n(l'b(y,v))‘ < €]l o2 - vl

|z —y|?

|z — y|?

E
~ (2) alulys’

|v| min{ % o ]

min{ T

1

‘ Vxl'b(l'y U) - Vgcl'b(yy U)
v —y|?

Vatw(2,v) — Vatp(y,v)

| <

min{ 2z, el yas’

1

|z —y|?

| <

Vi (5177 U) - V,op (ya U)

] OZ(IE,’U) a(yvv) ’
o] min{ 20z, alil )i

1

|G(y) F—

|G(y)

| <

vmtb(gj7 U) - vmtb(y7 U) <

Al aluony:
Iatiarad i

1

min{ =5

|z — y|?

™ o min{ 2z ale s

El

1—
lwf (1557 [[wga Ve f1|5

|f(33,U) _f(yv’u)‘ <
|z —yl?
When x,y € 00,

™ wog(v) min{a(z, v), a(y,v) P’

\xb(x,v) B I’b(y,"l))‘ <1
|z =yl

[ My (2,v) — Mw (y, v)|

Vi)l —yl?

S Tw — Tollen-

Forz = Np(z) (Xp(x))a Y = Tp(y) (Xp(y)) € 09, and rp(z,v) = Tp! () (X;,l(x))7 .Z'b(y, v) = Tlpl(y) (X;,l
the definition (T4l) in section 7). Fori,j € {1,2} we have

We need the following lemma to prove it.

Lemma 9. Define

1 1
[Oxpia1.5 %51 05~ P sXp ) < 1
— 9|8 ~ insa@o) alyv)ys’
|z — 9| mm{aﬁ'v ,a‘i’}‘v }3
a(r) =1 -7z +7y, |(7)]=]r—yl

If |z — y| < emin{&&Y) d(ﬁ’lv)} < 1, then

El

a(z(1),v) 2 min{a(z,v),a(y,v)}.

Proof. By the definition (L8] we have

a*(x(7),v) = |V&(a(r)) - vf* — 26 (x(7)) (v - VZE(2(T)) - v).

We expand |VE(z(7)) - v]? and —2&(x(7)) (v - V2E(x(T)) -

v) separately: we expand in 7 as

VE(x (7)) - v]* = [VE(x(0)) - vf* + /OT d7'2(VE(x(r")) -v)a(7) - V2E(x(r")) - v,

235D,

= 26(x(7)) (v - VZE((7)) - v) = =26 (2(7)){v - V2E((0)) - v + Oz — yD)|€llos[v?[},

where we have used (2.64)).
For ([267)), we further expand in 7" and obtain
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(2.54)

(2.55)

(2.56)

(2.57)

(2.58)

(2.59)

(2.60)

(2.61)

(2.62)

(y)),( see

(2.63)

(2.64)

(2.65)

(2.66)

(2.67)

(2.68)



2.66) =|VE(x) - ’U!2+2(V€( ) - 0)O(lz = y])|vl[[¢llc=

/ dr’ / dr"@(r") - V2 (x(r")) - va(r") - V2E(x(7")) - v (2.69)
/ dr’ / Ar"2(VE (") - )& ()i (7 ) V3 ((7)) - v (2.70)
—2¢(z(1))O(|v]?).
From the convexity (7)) we have
B + @) = (1)}l €] csof? = O(E) min{“(‘f}"”), C“(fj;,”) 12 [of?. (2.71)

From (Z71]) we have
@Z88) + 2¢(2(7))O(|v[*) = [VE(2) - vf” + O(e)a(z, v) min{a(z, v), aly, v)}

+ O(?) min{a(z,v), a(y, v) }2. (2.72)
Now we claim
= &(x(7)) = min{—¢(x), —¢(y)}- (2.73)
From & (—¢(2(7))) = —i(r) - V.€(2(7)) and convexity (L),
2 :
() = () Ve(a(r) - alr) S i) <0
Thus —&(x(7)) is a concave function of 7. From 0 < 7 < 1, we prove our claim ([2.73]) as
—§(2(r)) = =§(x((1 =7)- 0+ 7-1)) = =(1 = 7)&(x(0)) — m&(=(1))
= —(1=7)¢(x) = 7¢(y) = min{—E(x), ={(y)}-
Now combining (272)) and ([2.73]) we conclude that
(IEEI) 2 |VE(x) - vf? + min{—¢(x), —&(y) Mol
o ~ ) (2.74)
O(e)a(x,v) min{a(z,v), a(y,v)} + O(e”) min{a(x,v), a(y,v)}*.

Similarly we can set z(7) = (1 — 7)y + 72. From z(0) = y, following the same argument we derive

(
@8E) > |VE(y) - vf* +min{—€(x), ~€(y) ol

+0()a(y, o) mina(r, ), 6y, 1)} + O min{a(a, ). aly. 1)} =
From the definition of (L8] using [2.74]) and 275]) we have
ZE6) > min{a(z,v), a(y,v)}* — O(e) min{a(z, v), a(y, v)}*.
Hence from ¢ < 1 we conclude (Z.63]). O

Then we start the proof of Lemma [l

Proof of Lemma [8. For all estimates we assume |z —y| < Emin{d(ﬁ)"v), d(ﬁ’lv) }, otherwise the Lemma
follows immediately by (230). Thus we can apply (2.65]) during the whole proof. We will use the x(7)

defined in (2.64)).
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Proof of (Z53). We have
|[wp (2, v) —ap(y,v)] 1 /1 d
irE A deTmeb(:E(T),v)

|z —y|P

1
- ﬁ /O ()| [V (2 (7), v) | dr

1 B
S S L o |
~ e —ylft Jo a(z(r),v) ~ min{a(z,v), aly, v)}’
where we have used Lemma [0 and (I.TT]) in the last line.

Proof of (Z54). The first inequality is clear since e~ ¢Vt (@v) — e=Crin(yv)| <,
To prove the second inequality we have

—Cvtp(z,w) _ ,—Cv v
|e=Cvtn(z.0) eﬁ th (y,0) ﬁ/ dT O ()0)
[z —y| T ey
1
S dr(vt v))e~ v M) |y
\x—y\ﬁ/ (in(a(r), v) Y ), o) o
Sl -yl X < ! ,

min{&(z,v),a(y,v)} ~ \U\min{o‘(“’cvv), a(y,v) )6

o]
where we have used (230) in the second line, Lemma @l and (LII) in the last line.
Proof of (Z355]). Since

[n(zp(2,v)) = n(zn(y, v))| _ [n(@p(,0)) = n(zpy, v)| [ru(z,v) = 26y, v)|

|p(2,0) — 2 (y, v)|

o ~Y g
|z —yl? |zp (2, v) — b (y, )| |z — y|? 1€l iz — ]
By [2353]) we derive (2.55)).
Proof of ([256]). We have
[Vaan(z,v) — Veap(y,v)] 1 /1 d
o=y =Tyl Sy Tar ey
1 L
T _—y’5/0 |2(T)[|Va Vaap (2(7), v)|dT (2.76)

1 3
1-8 v
o HEGIE

n(zxp(z(r),v)) ® 1|12 X |V pap (7, 0)]

(2.77)

Here we have used (2Z30) to have

Inllen [olln(zn(2(),0)) - ol
Ve (Vern(e (M) S | ae@mo)) of e g @), 0) o

§ [of? . [of? [of?
S Tnlen(@(r), 0) oF  Tn(an(@(r),0) - o ~ nlwn @), v) - of

where we have used |n(xp(z(7),v)) - v| < |v| in the last inequality. Then by Lemma B and (LIT]) we

obtain (Z50]).
Proof of (Z57). We have

|thb(x7v) B thb(yav)| _ 1 /1 d
oar ey a0y

1
_ ﬁ /0 [&(7) ||V o Vot (2(7), v)|dr

1 |U|2
S ‘.Z' - y‘l_ﬁ/ ~ 3
o |a(z(7),v)]
18
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where we have used (Z30) to conclude

[nllc2 (In(ap (x(7), v)) - v])
|vm(vxtb($(7—)vv))| S ]n(a:b(a;(T 71)))’2 Vxxb(l‘(T),U)

n(ap (7)), v)[nllc2|v]
M TTEN TR
v)?
™ In(ap(x(7),v)) -0
Thus by Lemma [ and (III]) we obtain (Z57).
Proof of [258). From (2.76]) and (2.77), we bound
[nllc2|v] v|G(y)n(zy(x(1),v)) @ v
G Ve(Tan(e 1N % [, o1+ olen(atr) ) o
[0]?

<
~ | (2(7),v)) - o[>

2+2p(x(7),v) (2.79)

[ IVaan(r)

where we have used
|G(y)n(zw(2(7),v))| S |G)n(y)| + [n(zp(z(r,v))) —n(y)|
S |z (z(7),0) =yl < Jop(z(7),v) — 2(7)| + |=(7) — y|

(T
a(z,v) a(y,v)

< min{ o ol } (2.80)
Thus
wab(x7v) vm$b Yy, v < e |18 |U|2
o SR el [ et
and we conclude (Z58) from (LIT)).
Proof of ([239]). From ([279) we have
thb(:v,v) - vmtb(y7v) 1 H"?HCV2
0 D e [ Ve
G(y)n(@p(x(1),v))

Flmlealol e e Ve (a(7).v)

_ 1 /1 |v] 1
< —— dr S
2=yl Jo * Tnfan (@), 0)) v ¥ jy]ming 2zl 2l yivs

[v]
where we have used (Z80) to G(y)n(xp(z(7),v)) and [LII).
Proof of (Z60). By ([2Z863]) in Lemma [ we have

f(@0) = fy)l 1 plf(@v) = £y, 0))”
o P)llwflls P—TE
s ] [ dritn) Vastateof
S w—ﬁ<v>w§‘1<v>uwfuégﬁHwaavxf ”fo( / de(x(le [
< w1 lgo v I
~ 20 Y " min{a(z,v), a(y,v)}B’

where we have used 6 < o0 to have
Wi (w)w P (v) = el IB-De=80) < =200,
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Proof of (ZK61). Since |x —y| < 1, we can assume that z,y € B(p;d2), where B(p;d2) is defined
in (2I9). Then both x,y correspond to the same p. Only for proof of this estimate we denote

z=np(xp(2)), Yy =np(xp(y)),
Np(Xp(7)) = T0p(xp(2)) + (1 = 7)1 (x,(y))-
By mean value theorem
x =y =1p(xp(x)) = 1p(Xp(y)) = Vi (exp(@) + (1 = )% (y)) (Xp(2) — X (y)).-
Thus

|26 (7p(Xp(2)),v) = (10 (% (y)), V)]
u—m

|$_ S [ a0 = ] [ a0 st o)

]a: - / drVaxp (np(x,(7)), v) V1, (CXp(:E) +(1- c)xp(y)) (xp(:p) — xp(y))

xp(x) — xp(y)| n(zy (1p(%p(7)), v)) ®
s =l [ arvany (e + (1 w) - O S Ty (a) + (1~ ()
- (e (@) + (1= xp(9))) Vip (exp(2) + (1~ ) (y)) 0]
< et o (g (7))
n [ol[n(np (cxp(z) + (1 = )%y (y))) — nlwn(0p(%p(7)), v))]
[n(@p (1p(xp(7)), v)) - 0|
<14 ||f‘|02|33b(77p(xp(7'))a”) - np(xp(Tm + |77p(xp(7')) - Up(cxp($) +(1— C)X;n(y))|
~ [n(@p (1p(xp(7)),v)) - 0|
a(n(zp(np(xp(7))), ) + |vl|lz —
(2 (0 (%p(7)),0)) - |
In the fourth line we have used (230). In the last two lines we have used (246) and |z — y| <
O(e) mm{a(x v) Sy

]
Proof of (m Since || Tw — Tolleo < 1 from Existence Theorem, by the definition of My, in (L4])
we apply the mean value theorem to have

IMWWJO—MWWWH<|MW@w%—MW@wN<HVMﬁM%WH

Vo)l —ylf 7 Vi)lz -y p(v)

VxTw‘UF

<14 vy,

xXr
St )H S Tw — Tollen-

My (

Vi(v) Nee

Proof of ([263). From (L) it is equivalent to compute
’ajnp(x)(Xp(x))vxleal(z),i = 0jp(y) (Xp(y))vxleal(y),i’

|z —y|?
_ 10imp() O%p(0)) = By (% WVX1@Z+J@%@ @) [VaXpi (i = VaXpigy ]
~ |z —ylP |z —ylP
1 1
< ”nHCQ’U’ + ” H ) |vmxp1(x)7i B Vxxpl(y)vi|
™~ a(z,v) |z — y|? 7

where we have used ([232)). Denote zp(z(7),v) = np1(x(7))(x11)1(x(ﬂ)). Then

d 1 o d ! 1 1
T (Ve ma) = G OVain) VaXpiairys = 28 TVer X (air) Vi, VaXpi(a(ry,i
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Applying (Z31)) we further bound
1 1
VaXpray.i = VaXpry) il

|z —y|?

|$_ |B‘/ dr 47 VX (o)) )

1 to 1

D + oL ]
gpl(x( )),u(Xll,l(m(T))) It o)t i o)) [(@0(@(7),0)) V1G5 (07,33 (K01 1))
P 1
~1ad(a(r),v) mln{a(xv , ‘U‘ }3

In the third line we have taken derivative to (Z31]). In the fourth line we have used (LLII)) and VIX;1 <

o]
AEGmor rom @30

U
Lemma 10. For any s € [t — tp, t], we have
G(2)Vaf(z—sv,0) — G(y)Vaf(y — sv,0)
z —yl?
< V) f(x—sv,u) =V f(y — sv,v) n a(x,v) Vi f(x — sv,v) — Vi f(y — sv,v) lwzaV e fll oo
~ v —yl? 0] o —yl° wg(v)aly = sv,v)’
(2.81)
Proof. First we rewrite
G(x)Vaf(z —sv,v) — G(y)Vaf(y — sv,v)
=Gz —sv)Vyf(x — sv,v) — G(y — sv)Vf(y — sv,v) (2.82)
+ (G(z) — G(x — 5v)) Va f(z — sv,v) (2.83)
+ (G(y — sv) — G(y)) Vo f(y — sv,v). (2.84)
Note that from (LI3]) a contribution of ([2.82]) appears in (2.81]) .
For (283 and ([2:84]) we apply (Z.46]) and rearrange terms to derive that
[G(x) = Gz = 50)|[Va f(x = sv,0) = [G(y) — Gy — 50)[Va f(y — sv,0)
= [G(x) = G(z = 50)][Vaf(z = s0,v) = Vo f(y — s0,0)]
+ [G(z) — G(y) + G(y — sv) — G(x — sv)|Vf(y — sv,v)
a(z,v) [aVa fllo
S o] [Vof(z —sv,v) = Vo f(y = sv,v)] + [n(z) = n(y) + nly — sv) —n(z - 3”)]m-
By (2.55]) we conclude the lemma.
g

2.5. Properties of boundary condition and collision operators. In this subsection we list some
properties of the boundary condition and collision operators. We summarize the property of diffuse
boundary condition in Lemma [IIl The property of the collision operator is summarized in Lemma
and Lemma [T3]

Lemma 11. For the diffuse boundary condition of f in [B3), let xp(z,v) = Np1(4)(Xp1(z)) € O (
see ([T4l) ), we have

”THOO < 00, ‘8Xp17i74(77p1 (Xp1)7v)’ 5 HTW - TO”C'17 H’U’zva(ajb(x,?}),?})’ S/ 1, (285)

9 prl(z)yir(npl () (Xpl (x))7 ’U) — axpl(y)’iT(T]pl () (Xpl (y))? ?})
g(v)[v]

’xb(x7 U) - xb(ya U)‘ﬁ
21
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2 0,1 s MW (11 () (Xpt (), ©) = O ) M () (K ) 0)
wg(v)|v]
V /L(’U)"Tb(l', U) - xb(ya U)‘B

! x{/ f(zp(z,v), o)/ po) {n(zp(z,v)) - v'}do!
n(zp(z,v))vl>0

|z (2,v) — 2b(y, v)|?

S Tw — Toll 2, (2.87)

(2.88)

-/ Flan(y.0). 0 )al) n(en(y.v 1}dv1] < Ve Sl

(zp(y,v))-v! >0

Proof. From (2.6]), it is easy to derive the estimate for ||7|. We take derivative to r to obtain
8Xp1,ir(77p1 (Xpl)v U)
2

_ i1 (Xp1) i 1 e_w

2rp(v) 2n[Tw (2 (2, v))]?

: 2 o2
_ aznpl (Xpl)vxTW(xb(x,?})) ( -1 . 4 |’U| 4)6_ ZTW(‘z‘b(z,U)) (289)
V2rp T[Tw (o (z,v))]*  4n[Tw (zp(z,v))]

S |1 Tw — Tollens

where we have used [|Ty — Tp|lec < 1 from Existence Theorem.
Then we take v derivative to have

[Vor(@y (2, v), 0)]

B s
e 2Ty, (:L‘b(z,'u)) ‘

\/ () [Tw (wp(z,v))]?

M,
\/2—£_ v\/_‘

= ’VU

o]

5 ( ) [V e 2TW(CEb(:c v))1/ _|_V 1/ TW xb x, U e T 2Ty (zp (=, u)):|
(v
'L}\Q
1 _ ]2 e Ty @ @) |y
St~ x ¢ TR /() |of? Vo (e, v)] S H,
#(v) u(v)

where we have used ([2.38) in the last line. Since the coefficient for |v|? is negative, from || Ty —Tp |l < 1

we conclude (2.85]).

or (2.86]) from (2.89) we apply the mean value theorem to bound
195111 () (%1 (2)) — Dty () (Xp1 1))

< 2,
|l‘b($,’U) o fEb(y,'U)W ~ H"?HC’
[VaTiw (@b (2,v)) = VeTiw @y, 0D < ooy
~ o0y
lzp(z,v) — 2p(y,v)|° ‘
P |v]2
(v)] \2|6_2TW(%(W) e Tl o V. Tw|
w;(v)|v < W oo
0 ’xb('x7v) - .’L’b(y,'l])’ﬁ ! >
-1 + 1 + Jol? - [v[2 |o]2
w~(v)|v|2 T[Tw @o (@) | 7w (@ W) )P | dn[Tw (z @o)]E  Ax[Tw (@ (@,0)]? ¢ My e o)
o [zp(z,v) — 2p(y,v)|?
|v]2

SITwllerlvl*e” 2w EpEn < V3T o,

and thus (2.80) follows from 0 < 7 (x).

Since Ox ; 7(My1 (xp1),v) = #axpl My (1 (x,1),v), Z8T) also follows.
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Last we prove ([2.88]). We rewrite the LHS of (Z88) as

1 / . ) .
X flap(z,v),v)/u(v)|n(ep(z,v)) - v
‘xb(‘r U) - xb(ya U)‘B [ n(zp(z,0))vl >0,n(zy (y,v)) vt >0 ( b( ) )\/_( )‘ ( b( )) ’

— flap(y Yy (b n(zp (y, v 1|dvl] (2.90)
fl n(@p () vl flap(z,v),0") V() n(zy (2, v)) - v'|
+

n(an (2,0)) = (y,0)) |2 7P G >0
|zp (2, v) — 21 (y,v)|?

|>n(:vb(z,'u))-'u xb(y7/l) 7/U \/ ’n f]jb y7 ‘

n(zp(z,0))—n(zp(y,0))= o1
|z (2, U) — 2p(y,v)[?
Clearly from (Z60) and (Z355]), we have
[aVaflloov/1(v?)
~ /n(mb(w,v))-vl>0,n(wb(y,v))-vl>0 min{a(gjb (337 U)7 Ul)v Oé(l‘b (y7 U)7 v
S aVa flloo + llwflloo-

or (2.91)), from (2.53]) we bound
J

J
_|_

(2.91)

1)}8 + [[nllozllwf lloe v/ p(v?)

nepaaot o F(@0(2,0), 01/ ph)n(e

n(zy (z,v))—n(zn (y,))|> o1
\xb(w v) — xp(y,v)|P
[n(zp(z,v)) — n(rp(y,v))|
i [ st VI S e
Then we conclude the lemma.

0

Besides the boundary condition, we also need to estimate the collision operator. The next two lemmas
describe the properties of the collision operator K and I'.

Lemma 12. The linear Boltzmann operator K(f) in (Z3) is given by

Kf@) = [ k(o) fe,u)du
R3
The kernel k(v,u) satisfies:
k(0,0 S (v, ), [Vak(v,w)] S (wky(o,u)/lo — ul, kolv,u) = e/l —ul.  (2.92)
And for 3 > ¢ >0,

/ k,(v,u)—— ! du S ! . (2.93)
RS |ul® vl
Moreover, for the operator v and T' in (23], we have
[K(f) +T(f, N = Ol fllee = OM)[wf oo, (2.94)
vzl [Ve|<1 (2.95)
2 2
IV L(f )] < wa!oo N waHooH\v\z Voflloo (2.96)
[l [l
VLA = O 1) {90 + [ o] Vo (wldn}. (297)

|G (@) VL' (f, £) (@, 0)] = O([wflleo){IG (2) Ve f (2, 0)] +/RS ko(0,u)|G(2) Ve f (2, u)l}- (2.98)
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Proof. Proof of ([292). Due to the Grad estimate in [I3]
Fin (V7 £) + Tain V) = [ Ko,

o(Viif) = [ () f (.
where

_ P tul?

ki (v,u) Cie, Ju — vle= ",
2 2
ko(v,u) = Ck 1 e—i|u—v|2 1%

2 ’u — U‘
We compute the derivative:
|2+ v]2 24 o] a2 o—olv—ul?
Vadea(v,0)] S e 1 pulju — oo g o
And
|v k (’U u)| < 1 6_%|v_u|2 n 1 —i|v—u|2 1%
uB2(V, N| —’LL|2 |U—u|

ol ul? = of2|jo = ul® = (jul® = [o]*)|o = ul
X [|v—u|+

SR

v — ult
emelv—ul? ()
v —ul? 7
where we have used
2 2u‘u2—v2‘v—u2
e”‘LL”"" [v[*]] | \uy’
v —aul? v =
(ul?=[v|%)? 2 2)2|y —
SRR (uf? — PP 1
v —ult ~

o —ul
Proof of ([293]). We consider two cases. When |u| >

\
5, we have

1 e—elv—ul* q
/ kg(v,u)—cdu,S/ R
fuf> L2l |ul fuf> 12l

o —u] Jule™"

1 e—elv—ul? 1
< | dqu< —.
NerSW—m U qofe

When |u| < ‘U‘ we bound |v — u| > ‘U‘ , and thus

1 —olvl?/2 1
/ k(v,u)—du < 67/
jul< 2 Jul®

Todu
[v] Lol ful
e—elv? /2/ /
. o<r<2l JoB(0,r) |7“|C
Q\U\ /2 —olv|?/21,,12
< s M e
[v] vl vl
In the second line we used the polar coordinate with |u]
integral.

Then we conclude (2:93)).
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|r|. In the third line we used ¢ < 3 to the r

(2.99)



Proof of ([294]). For K(f) we bound

K(f) S [l flloo /RS k(v, w)|du S | flloo S [0 flloo,

where we have used |k(v,u)| < k,(v,u) € LL.
For T, clearly

Tgain(fs )] S Tgain(€ 4 | F1)] % [Jw oo

By [299) we bound ]Fgain(e_e‘”‘Q, |f])] using different exponent of ko (v,u), we conclude that

Paain(f, ) S lwfllze S Nl

For the other term we bound

v (ViH ) S lwflleo /RS o — ule"\/u(w)| £ (w)]

_ 2
S waHio/RS o = ule” ™ S lwflloo| flloo S [1flloo S Nl f loos

where we have used
_ 2 _ 2 _ 2 2 _Cl 12
e—0lvl® g—olul <e C(vP+ul?) < g=Flv—ul®

The proof for ([2.95) is standard.
Proof of ([296l). The velocity derivative for the nonlinear Boltzmann operator reads

er(f7 f) = Vv (Pgain(fy f) - I‘loss(fa f))
Pgain(vvf7 f) + I‘gain(fy vvf) - I‘loss(vvfa f) - I‘loss(fy vvf)
+ Fv,gain(fa f) - I‘v,loss(](} f)

Here we have defined

Pv,gain(f7 f) - Pv,loss(fa f)
= /11@3 /S2 lu-w|f(v+ur)f(v+u)Ve/ (v + u)dwdu

- /]RB /S2 lu-w|f(v+u)f(v)Ve/ p(v + u)dwdu.

Replacing the V, by V, in (ZI04]) and (ZI05), we use ([2.93) with ¢ = 2 to conclude

_ _ 2
e—elv—ul

BT 5 lfof | | o IV

v —ul

< Jlwof el Vo f loc /R

< IeRYos
ST

s Jo—ul Jul?

Then we further compute

@) S lfwf | [l emvrn oy dvaf el

S e

_ \v+u\2
2

_ 2

< wa”2 |’U|2€ clvl < waHgo

~ [o¢] ~ b
v]? v]?
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where we have used

eolvtuL? g—elvtuy | _ o= (elvl*+2v (ur+uy)+elul?) j—elv]?
_ 2 _ 2
_ emelotul? el

and
_ 2 2 2 _ 2 . 2
e—elvtul® g—olvl® _ o—olv[*/2 = 0(3[v]* /2+2v-ut|ul?)

— 6_9‘0‘2/26_9(‘/3/20"" 2/3u)2e—u2/3‘
Proof of (297). From (ZI00) we have

—olv—ul?
P 08) + Tasin@: S D S Sl [ Sl (2.101)
For |v(\/10, f)f(v)| we have
(VO ) F ()] S llwfllooe™ v (/0 £) (v)
—o|v—ul|?
/ o — ule /(@) |0 f (u yN/ |Q lonf )l (2.105)

where we have used e~ |v — u|/u( = Q‘U u‘
Proof of ([298)). Since

G(2)VI'(f, )(@,0) = G@)L(Vaf, f) + G@)T(f, Ve f)

=T(G(2)Vaf, [) + T(f,G(2)Vaf), (2.106)
from (2.97) we conclude (2.98)).
O
Lemma 13. If0 < g <o, if0<o< @—2,
0lv]?
kQ(U,U)W S k@(’U’u)v (2107)
e u
where k, is defined in (292]).
Proof. Note
1 SN L U1 G S T
ke(vau)eé'—u‘g = o — ul exp {—Q|U —ul"—p v — uf? + 6[v|” — OJul } .

Let v —u =mn and u = v — n. Then the exponent equals
Inl* —2v-9* -
—oln|? - T 0{lv —nl* — [v*}
| |2 o 9 2 9
{In|” = 2v-n}

7|2
~ ~ . 2
— (20— O)nf + (4o + 20y - 49{”‘77,2} |

= —20[n* +4ov-n—4o

If 0 < 6 < 4p then the discriminant of the above quadratic form of |n| and % is
(40 +20)% — 4(—20 — 0)(—40) = 462 — 1600 < 0.

Hence, the quadratic form is negative definite. We thus have, for 0 < 0 < 0 — g, the following perturbed

quadratic form is still negative definite: —(o — g)|n|*> — (0 — @)W —0{|n)? —2v-n} <o. O
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3. DIFFERENTIATION ALONG THE STOCHASTIC CYCLES: MIXING VIA DIFFUSE REFLECTION AND
TRANSPORT

The main purpose of this section is to provide crucial differentiation form of the transport equation
with the diffuse reflection boundary condition, which will be stated in Proposition [ Several geometric
integration by parts will be employed as being described in Section 1.3.

Consider a sequence of linear transport equation for £ > 1 with the inflow boundary condition

v-Vaft +v)ff = h(z,v), (z,0) € QxR (3.1)
fg(x’v) = gz(:pvv)v (x,v) €7 (3'2)

Here we set f0 = 0.
Later we will substitute the A by the sequence of collision operator [@I)) and g° by the sequence of
boundary condition:

My (x,v)

¢ xT,v =
f( ’ )|“/7 N(U)

[T e WET ) o ), (5

where r(x,v) is defined in (2.4)).
Note that from the collision operator (1)) and boundary condition B3] and f° = 0,

ht(z,v) =0, g¢'(z,v)=r(z,v).

We have the following expansion:

Proposition 1. Suppose f solves inhomogeneous steady transport equation (31) with the diffuse BC

(33). Then

wy(0)0s, f* (@, v)

(1) (v 1
= O0wy0) T | s o 1T T+ I s ) 6.0
O(1

+— (3573))6_”(””(11)5048% O (x — tv,v) (3.5)

+ /t e_”(”)(t_s)w(;(v)(‘)xi he(x — (t — s)v,v)ds (3.6)
max{0,t—tp } m

—v(v)tp nz(x1)|v| 'wé(U)Mw(Z'l,'U) el )t

oL aa. /n(ml)'vl>0 dvt ot - o1}y /(oT) (3.7)

% {e—u(vl)tl m(aleff—l)(xl _ tlvl, ?}1) (38)

N /t E_V(vl)(tl_sl)zml hé—l(:pl _ (tl _ sl)vl’vl) dsl}. (3.9)

max{0,t'—tl}

BI.

Here V,1a(zt +-) stands the tangential derivative Vi la(m, (xlljl) + )] in a local coordinate of (L6) as
P
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Proof of Proposition[d. Consider f¢ solves () and ([B3). Choose ¢t > 1. Recall [ZZ7). Same as
EI0)-@I3), for k> 1, n(x*,)-v* >0, and i = 1,2, or k = 0 with i = 1,2, 3,
P

wé(vk)axi;ki[fé(npk(xﬁk),vk)] =Lyespe™” “wg(v )5 ke [fe($b(77p (x), v"), 0")] (3.10)
_1tk2tﬁykax’;k Zt]l?)e bwé(vk)fe(xb(npk (X];k)a Uk)? Uk) (311)
_kk
+1tk<t;ée t wé(vk)ax;;kyi[fg(npk (xl;k) — tkvk,vk)] (3.12)
th o
+/ e—uk(tk_sk)wé(,uk)axk .[hz(’l’}pk (Xl;k) _ (tk _ Sk)vk,vk)]dsk
max{0,tk—tk} Pk
(3.13)
_ktk
+8X’;k7it‘k3€ tbwé(vk)hg(:nb(npk(x';k),vk),vk), (3.14)

where we denoted vF = v(vF).
Estimate of (310). From [@B3) and [@24) with replacing f by f¢, for k > 1 with i = 1,2, or k = 0

with i = 1,2, 3, if 2p (1, (x’;k),vk) € Opi+1 then
wg(’vk)axk [ (o (e (), 0°), o)

8Xk’j+il 1 k+1 k
= Z )a kA1 [f (nkarl(kaJrl)’U )] (3.15)

k:+1
7j=1,2 pz

Z 8Xl‘gl—ctrll |:w~(vk)MW(npk+1(XI;lj+ll)7Uk)

j=1,2 p J p(vk)
-1 k41 k41 k41 \o ket k41
X /VkJrl . ax’;:ilj[f (%ml(Xlel) Ttk++11Vp1j_+1)] N(Vp;j—+1)vp,j_+173dvp,j_+1 (3.16)
ph+1, »
E.186).
k -1
Z w50, s (BEL) oL 0 f o) (3.17)

Note that the above equalities for k = 0 gives an identity of 0, [f!(zp(z,v),v)].
It is relatively simple to derive that, from (2.32),

BID) = O(W)wgr (=" L + flwf i} (3.18)
Now we consider [.16). We compute B.I16). = @27) 4 ; a)— (k+1,5,p¢-1) T BI19). Here (B.19) is given
by

<a k41 T k+1 Vkli}l) ’vaé_l(npkﬂ (sz_jl) Ttk+1 Vklj:rll)

Xpktl ;X pg1 P p i+l P
k+1
0 Omph+1, l(x ie1)
_ k+1 /-1 k+1 t k+1
= § % Vok+1 8vlf (npkﬂ (x k+1) T k+1 v k+1) (3-19)
oxhL 1 ptm P o
I,m pktl 5 gkafl mm k+1)

=menvp:ﬁ,mavgglm[ﬂ s GGG, Ty VES))

where
k+1 k+1
0 Omph+1, l(x k+1) On k1, l(x 1)

k+1
0x pktl j \/gpk+1 mm k+1 \/gpk+1 nn k+1)
Here we have used (222]) and ([2:23]).

(3.20)

B20)y, = Z
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First we consider a contribution of 3I9) in ZI8). We substitute (FI9)-320) for [3.I6]). and then
apply the integration by parts with respect to 9 «4+1 to derive that

k+1

{—1 k+1 t k+1
/vk“ . f (npk“(xpkﬂ)aT k++11Vpk+1)

prFLs (3.21)
k+1 k+1 k+1 k+1 -1
X E (m)mna"];kﬂl,n [Vplj_+17mvplj_+173 N(Vplj:rl)]dvpl—ctrl =O0M)[Inllez[wf™ [loo-

— k+1 k+1 k+1 k+1 k+1 _
Here we have used fz 1(771016+1 (Xplj_+1)7T k41 YV lj:rl) > :mannV 1;:1 mszj_H 3 ,U(szj;l) = 0 when
k+ 3

v];,jﬁ’g =0 for [|wf oo < 0.

Estimate of a contribution of @21 ; ¢)— (kt1,5,p¢-1) 0 (318). Since the velocity variables of

k+1 ( k+1 k+1

@27 (1i,0)— (k+1,5,p¢-1) 1s written in Cartesian coordinate as v not v k+1) we rewrite the Vo

integration of (B.I6) in v**l-integration. Then, along the trajectory, (m)(k7i7a)_>(k+l7j7fl—1) can be
represented by [B.10)-(B.13) with (k,4,¢) — (k+1,7,¢—1). Here we further replace (3.10) (i 0)— (k-+1,5,6~1)
by 1 ettt X e“’kﬂtﬁﬂ(B:E)(k,i,ﬂ)_,(kH,j’j/’g_l). We note that we do not use a further expansion of
BI4)- (B:I:ZI) Throughout the process, we derive an identity

@I6) with [BEI6). = @ZD)(k.1.0) (k14001

—pkt1gEt 2: k+1 ) k+1
:/k+1 k1 1t’“+1>t{§+le o Lprerz (T (27, 05 T))
n v >0 -

pFt2ep
k+2
k+2 / _
O D [ sk A R A (322
jiore 0% TR !

o S tpen(anlat o) (ETD + D + Dk 101

k1
-kt >0pk+2673

x o/ p(uk ) {nF L Rt gkt (3.23)

Here we have denoted nft! =

B23) = O(W)|[wf oo + OB + B (11 01,01,y (1541 k1L okt 1 pe-1y, (3.24)
where we have used |0 k++1 tﬁ+1| < Wl)ukﬂ from (230]).
In order to take off 0 k2 from 1 in (E22) we use the change of variables of (Z40). Note that

k:+2 -/

n(xzF*+1). Tt is relatively easy to derive

P = (@M — (X];,jfg))/tﬁﬂ. (3.25)

Now we apply the change of variables of (Z40]) and derive that

tk:+1
_ k+1ytk+1
= Y // e e )
k+2€73 ,:r+2|<61 0
2
pht2, ’ -1 k+2y k41
X Z wre [F e (xFF2), 0F D)
j'=1,2 8Xk:+11 % Pkt : e (3.26)
k+1 k+2 k+2 k+2
Thph-+2 (Xplj_ﬂ) (xk+1 — Tpk+2 (sz_+2)) Tph+2 (Xplj—JrZ) (xk—H — Tpk+2 (sz_+2))
tﬁ+1 |tlg+1|4

k+1 k+2
X/ p(vh L) dty, gpk+2,119pk+2,22dx k+2 1d ph+2 2"



Here we read gpk+2 ;; at xk,jfz

We apply the integration by parts with respect to 0 x> for j'=1,2. For Lpk+2 (npk+2(

k+2 /

when |xk,j32| = 601 from (2I9]), such contribution of |xk,j32| = §; vanishes. Then we derive

tht1 _
_ k4+1\pk+1 k42
3k+2 ey(v )t L A jra (X ]
@@= Y [ oes | s e (572)
pkt2ep
1 8Xk1—:2
+2 47
5]
X v, | T G aratm)
prrzep 70 P 1,2 Opher
k+1 k+1 k+1 k+2
t [Tepk+1 (kaﬂ) (z = Nphk+2 (ka+2))
+ Z O_k+2
0 Xpkt2 5 thott
prH2ep E b
k42 k+1 k42
Tpk+2 (ka+2) (z = Tpk+2 (ka+2 ) }
. = ..
Ity |

From (232) and (242), [2.43)), we derive that

k+2
8 aX k+2 ]/
8Xk+2 Z 78 1l Ipkt2119pk+2 22

k+2 j’_l 2 X k+1,j
| k+2 |
2
S g2 {1+ —E1
’ k+2 3’
’ k+

k+2
< O(Inllea) {1+ — o2 k4t (x5
[Voriz 3l P
k+2 3

(Bampea (5i2) - Dy (e )

Ity

O(Inlle2) —s— = O(Inllc2)
Nlc2 Nlc2 .
v kk+2 3| |7’ka+2 (Xﬁ,j:rll) (kL — TNphk+2 (X];,jfzﬂ

Now using (3:25)) for 327), (330) for (328]), and [2.43) for [B.29]), we derive that

x

|B.22)
\
it P faktt - Tlpk+2 (ka+2 )

k+1

X];I—sz )) =0

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

3 E+2 2
k2 (xpk+2)‘

k k
< _Vothrl |33k+1 = Tlpk+2 (XijfZ)| o -
Il oo f s T b
b

—uotk+1

< o||w £t / //
lezled e J e ra:'fﬂ—npm(x e

4
S lnlle2 lwf oo,

30

k+12
4\tb |

(3.31)



where we have used

k1

k+2 Eio o (F20)2
|$k+l — Tpk+2 (ng'+2)|3 |$k+l = Tpk+2 (Xp:+2)|2]e— 4Ttltc)+1‘2pk+2
k+1 k+1
P [ty
- 1 1 ‘xk—l—l = Tpk+2 (X k+2)’9/2 ‘xk—l—l - npk+2( kljfz)’7/2]
— 14k+1 k+1 k+1
[t T2 kL — s (x5S )[3/2 |t 92 |ty 7/
\szanpkH (ka+2)\2
% 6_ 4\t£+1\2
1 1

<
~ |tl/§+l|1/2 |xk+1 k+2 )|3/2’

k+2 (X
77p+(pk+2

Finally collecting terms ([B.10)-BI3), and BI8)), (B31) and setting k = 0, we prove the Proposition
@ O

4. MIXING VIA THE BINARY COLLISION AND TRANSPORT

In this section we mainly establish the integration by parts technique mentioned in Section 1.3 using
the mixing of the binary collision and the transport operator. In particular, we will prove Proposition

2 As direct consequence of Proposition [[l and Proposition 2l we will give a proof of the (LIf]) in Main
Theorem.

We consider a solution of the Boltzmann equation ([B.I) with

W (z,0) = K(f) + T 170, (4.1)
and the diffuse BC (83). The main result is an estimate of ([@I])-contribution in ([B.06) and (E9):

Proposition 2. We bound (Bﬂ)m*:ng,l, mm*zr(flfl’fsz, and M'mm*zKﬂf*MF(ﬂﬁ,ﬂ*)

respectively as

t
/ e @)y ()0, K F (2 — ( — s)v, v)ds

max{0,t—tp } (4 2)
o(1 1 1 _ 1 '
< G sup a1 ) sup 0V £+ £~ sup s o .
a(z,v) i>0 i>0 i>0

(Al _ M 1
—v(v)tp ni(x!)|v] wz(v) My (z*,v) / d?}l{nl . Ul}\/m
Of(xy 'U) n(m1)7v1>0

p(v)
tl
< e DY K — (¢ — st ol)ds! (4.3)
max{0,t! -t}
o@1) —1—i -1 —1—i
< -
< 20 fesup luga ¥ st < sup s
t
/ e 0, TP FY) (@ — (¢ — s)o, v)ds
max{O,t—tb}
1 - 1
e I ) [ gy
oz(x,v) ,u(v) n(z!)vl>0
t (4.4)
X / e—l/(vl)(tl_gl)ler(ff—17fﬁ—l)(xl - (tl _ Sl)Ul,Ul)dsl
max{0,t1 —tl}
o(1)

(= + sup leof* = oo ) sup rga Ve f 1~ oc.
i>0 i>0
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Proof of ([[LI8) in Main Theorem. Combining Proposition [[l and Proposition [2] we obtains that for
t>1and e <1,

lwgaVaf oo < o(1) Sup. lwgaVa flleo + C(E)ITw — Tollen Sup [ f oo,
1<l— [

where the || Ty — Tpl|c1 comes from |V,17(x!)| in (B4).
By a standard argument we pass the limit and conclude that the unique solution in Existence
Theorem satisfies the weighted C! estimate (LIS]). O

From now we give a proof of the proposition.

4.1. Convert V, for V, along the trajectory using binary collision.

Ezpansion of B.0)@H), —r -1 (x—(t—s)ow)- First we consider B.6) with @B.6). = Kf=Yo — (t —
$)0,v) = [os k(v,u) f* 1z — (t — s)v,u)du. Temporarily denote y = z — (t — s)v. Proposition [ gives
a formula of wj(u)dy, f(y,v) by BA)-BT) with »* = @I) and (z,v,¢) — (y,u,l —1). We split a
contribution of ([B6) with B8). = K f2(y — (s — s°)u,u), which is (EII), and the rest. The rest is
given as

t
dser0E9 [ quk wg(v)
/max{o,t—tb} o R3 ! (Uw)wé(u)
ni(xl)w(;(u) v(u) My (2!, u -1 1 -1
{0 I (S ) g bl a1+ ef 1)) (45)
+ OO e g0, 1) — ) (46)
s [ g0, T S~ (5 - s (@7)
max{0,s—tp }

n(x) Ju] wy(w) Mw (2!, w)

L O(1)e vy / dv'{n - o'} /(") (48)
aly, u) f(w) (a1)-01>0
—u(vl)ﬂ# =2y 1 11 1 4
g <e iy Ve ) et (49)
tl
+ / ARG v e e —sl>v1,v1>dsl>}, (4.10)
max{0,t1—tl}

r=2 in (&I)

where we intentionally have abused the notations as 2! = z'(y,u),t! = s — ty(y,u) for the sake of
simplicity (see (2.10) and 2ZI7)). We will estimate (£.5)-(Z10) later together with the other expansions.
Now we focus on the contribution of [6) of B0), = Kf 2y — (s — s”)u,u). We split the time

integration in s° as

+ S
/ dse @) [ quik(v, u)wy(v) / ds? e (=)
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u)} (4.11)

X {]‘SO<S—€ + ]‘SO>S—€}/ du’ k(’LL, u/)axjfz_2($ - (t - S)U o (S - So)uv ’LL/).
hS RS

Note that 9., f*2(z — (t — s)v — (s — s")u,u') = =504, [f*2(x — (t — s)v — (5 — s%)u,u’)]. Applying

S§—S
an integration by parts with respect to d,,, we derive an identity of a contribution of {s* < s — ¢} in

EIT) as
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t s
/ ds e—u(v)(t—s)wé(v)/ du/ 10 o v((s—s0) 10—
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u)} 5 —s0

X / du’ Ay, [k(v, w)k(u, u" )] f5 2z — (t — s)v — (s — "), ')
R3
t s
—/ ds e_”(”)(t_s)wé(v)/ du/ ds® auiy(u)e_V(U)(S_SO)1SOSS—€
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u)}
X / du’ k(v, uw)k(u,u') f* 2@ — (t — s)v — (s — s”)u, u)
R3

t 1 Oty (y, u)
n ds eV @E=9)0 (0 / dul, eVt (y) Tz ;
Lax{o,t—tb} 9( ) R3 =t () tb(yvu) Ou;

X / du’ k(v, w)k(u, v’ ) f52(x — (t — s)v — (s — s")u, o).
R3
From (2.92]) and Lemma [I3] for the first term in (£I12)) we have
wg(0) B [k (0, w)k(u, )] f2 (@ = (8 = s)v — (5 — s%)u, o)

< wé(v)kQ(U7 U) wé(u)kQ(u7 ’LL/)<U> < 1 1 >’LU§('U/ <U/> ||wff—2||
o wg(u) lwg(u)(w)  No—u[ * Ju—u]/ w(w)
< el kol )y pry
v —u| |u—
Since k‘i(fuu‘), ljgu(f:f? € L1, the first term of ([@IZ) is bounded by
O™ Hlhof .
For the second term in ([{I2]), similarly to ([AI3]) we have
wz(v)k(v, wk(u, u') 2@ — (t = s)v — (s — s")u, o)
< keg(v, u)kg (u, o) [ f .
Thus the second term is bounded by
O™ Hllwofloo-
From (2.92)) and (230), we conclude the third term in (£I2]) is bounded by
: 1 Oy, u)
-2 —v(v)(t—s) b (y,u)ze Olb Y, U / /
wf Oo/ dse duk,(v,u du'k,(u,u
| | max{0,t—tp } R3 o0, ) th(y, u) Ou; R3 ol )
t
S ot | doer@-) [ g Ke ),
max{0,t—ty } R3 a(y7 u)

This term will be estimated later using Lemma, [T4]
On the other hand by Lemma [[3] a contribution of {s" > s — ¢} in ([@II]) is controlled by

t -
lwga¥ e f 2o / ds e ()0 /R duk(o, n) 22

max{0,t—tp } wg(u)

X ) | N emro(w)(s=s") u,u’ wy(v) du'ds?
/maX{O,s—tb(y,u)} /]R3 ceE ( )wé(u/)a(y - (S - 80)u7 u/)

t
< lwpa¥Va /2l /

max{0,t—tp }

s 1
X ) el (s—s") u,u du'ds®.
Lax{o,s—tb(y,u)} /R3 o Q( )a(y - (S - 30),“7 u,)

—v(v)(t—s) ~
dse /11&3 duks(v,u)

This term will be estimate later using Lemma [14]
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Ezpansion of BI) @), — e pr—2(z1— (11 —s1)ypt w1y 0N EIW) pe-2_ g pe-sg1 (11 g1y p1)-  We split

t! tt
(m)(B:g)*ZKfZ*Q(:cl—(tl—sl)vl,vl) = / 181§t1—€ e +/ lslztl—e T (418)

max{0,t1 —tL} max{0,t* —tL}

@18 &I
t! t!
(m)huz:[(fl%(ﬁ_(t1_81)7v1) = / locp oo —l—/ losp_oooe. (4.19)

max{0,t' —t; } max{0,t! —t{ }

€19, @19

We simply derive an intermediate estimate (see (2.27)))

|(@I8)2| + [(EI9)2|

t1 V. fl2=i( ) 1 1N, 1,7
—vo (vl (tt =5t 1 a‘ If (.Z' B (t - S )U , U )‘ 1
<y / e~ (') )/w ko (0!, )Vt 1| T @ o) du'ds

i=0.1 max{t2,t1 —}

tl
. 1
< v 0—2—1 / —Vo(vl>(t1—sl)/ k. (vl du'd L
N HT}HCl i:zo;l Ha of Hoot ?;111,)1)1 max{t2,t1 —e} ‘ R3 Q(U ! )a(gjl - (tl - SI)UI,U/) v
(4.20)

This term, together with ([{I7), will be estimate later using Lemma [T4]
Now we consider ([LI8]); and ([£I9);. Recall (2.27)). The key observation is the following interchange
of spatial derivatives and velocity derivatives: For ¢! # s' and i = 0, 1,

O, [ [ K01 e ) = (¢ = sty

3 8?’] 1 g(Xll) )
= % /R3 k(vl,u/)amfé—2—z(npl (Xél) _ (tl _ Sl)vl,u/)du/

X'
(=1 Pl
O o(x
- Z gx , /R (0 )0 [ g (chy) — (¢ = st
1 on. 1,£(X 1) ;
D D @»[ / (o!, o) f 2 (g (xha) — (8 — ol o) du (4.21)
(=1 p%y R3
Gﬁple k(o' u) F-2—i 1 1 Dol wNdu! 4
—81 Z ax R3 vt} (U ,’LL)f (npl(xpl)—(t — S )U ,’LL) u'. ( 22)



Now we consider a contribution of (ZZI)) in (ZIR); and (IJ); inside v'-integration in (1) and ESX).
From the integration by parts with respect to 81)‘}, fori =0,1,

/ [a contribution of @21) in @IR); and EIN)]\/p(v!){n' - v'}do!
1.1

>0
3 1
o e e—l/(vl)(tl—sl) 1 8np1,é(xp1)
- <tl—e 11—l ) 1
n'-w1>0 J max{0,t' —t] — Xplj

X Oyt [/ k(v!,u )fg 2 (x (x, 1y — (tl - sl)vl,u')du']dsl\/m{nl -l }do!
877 1
_ 8<t1—81 P Z /— )(tl—s )
/1’L1-Ul>0/ax{0 1t Ox . [ Din"- ]

1 _ ¢l
}t sél

X / k(0" u) f2 e (xg) — (2 —81)’017U’)CW’Olsldv1 (4.23)

/ / / k(v o) fE7270 ) d/ dst (oD {nt - ot }de?
n'-w'=0 Jmax{0,t—t} } R3

e_V(U ) b 1
+ / 1t12t%’28 7t1 (9x1l T, . vvltb
v1>0 b pd

x/ k(v o) f72 N (2% ) d / p(et) {nt - vt Ydo!
RS

= O™ llor oo x {1+ / e}

ool >0 n2 vl\
_ (—2—
= 0 lnller ko f oo

Here we have used (Z30) and (LI0). Also we have used ||wf*~27||o < oo and derived fn(xl)-vlzo ce=
0.
From [292), (LH) and t' — s! > &, we bound a contribution of [@.22]) in (@I); and EI9); by

/( ) [a contribution of @22) of @IS); and @I ]/ p(v!){n' - v'}do
n(z!)-vt>0

= O Dlnllcr sup fwf ™ oo

1=

(4.24)
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Now we consider contributions of T' in (3.6]), (33), (&), and (£I0). From (297
D Em. e g+ 1 EDE o gy + | ED] + (EDor(is ges)

< sup O(fJwf* ™ ~[|oo)

X sup Z / e =)y ()|, 1T — (8 — 7)o, o) duds?
i o - max{0t/—t] 71

1+
)t -5) [ 1 () wg(v) Cmip g e v ;
+/ 2 /RS o(v ’u)wg(u)|vxf (27 — (¥ — ¢7)v! ,u)|duds }

max{0,t7 —t] }

< sup O([lwf ™ ¥loo) sup [|wga Ve £ o
(3 KA

+J
X { Z / eV (7 =s7) , . ——ds (4.25)

j=0,1 max{0,t/ —t{)} Oé($3 — (t] — SJ)UJ, UJ)

tJ
_u U. ._s. . 1 .
+ Z / e~rolv)(® J)/RS ks(v?, u)—— — duds]}, (4.26)

j=on Jmax{0,t9 -] } afxd — () — sT)vi, u)

where we have used ([3]) in the last line.

From ([LI0)

@ < Y / =) 457 o, 07) 1 < Lo (gd i), (4.27)

7=0,1 < >
We will estimate ([£26]), together with (£20)) and ([4.I7), later using Lemma [I4]

4.2. Nonlocal-to-Local estimate and Small time contributions. In this subsection we estimate
(@17, (@20), [E25), and [£26). The key lemma is the following Nonlocal-to-Local estimate:

Lemma 14. Denote ©' = x — (t — s)v, y =y — (t — s)v. Assume (t,z,v) € [0,00) x Q x R® and
t—tp(x,v) <t—t; <t—ty <t. Thenf0r0<ﬁ< 1 and some C7 > 0,

t—t1 v)(t—s) e —olv—ul?
/ / duds
¢ R3 ]fu — ul|a(z, )

1

< ]e—Clum _ e—Clut2\5[<U>—1/2(1 +|In|v|| 4+ |In a(m,v)]) + MTB]
—Cvty _ ,—Chvta|B
- ‘ e | (4.28)
alz,v)
Thus
Y(t—s) g|v—u|2 1

/ / ° ; duds < , (4.29)

t—ty(z,0) JR3 |U—u|oz:1:,u) a(z,v)

and fore < 1,
v)(t— s)e olv—ul? 0(6)
s duds < : 4.30
/t tp(z,v) /R3 =t ’U—’LL|O(($/,U) was= Oé(l‘,v) ( )
For 1 < p <3, we have
t k(v, u) min{1,0(t)}
—v(t—s) <
/_ e dS/Sdu 2 M Of(y”u) 2 SC’U) a(yﬂ)) p7 (431)
t—ty, R |u|? min{ T P w2 min{ 2 S S }
and
¢
k
/ E_V(t—s)ds/ duls>s . (v,u) , < € ‘ (4.32)
t—t, R3 = |u|2m1n{M alyu)yp |,U|2min{a(‘:z,‘v),a(y7v) n

o ful
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For 5 < 1,

t e—C(v)(t—s) 1

/ e E T S - (4.33)

=ty (z,0) |0l min{&(2), £(y') } / EE mm{a(x v)’ oc(‘gz/),‘v)}ﬁ

1
—_— <

/R3 kW) o ap S T (4.34)

v)(t—s) e —olv u\z 1 1

duds S : 4.

/t tp(z,v) /[RS U - u|2 min{a(w’,u),a(y’,u)}ﬁ was s min{a(l‘,v)ya(yav)}ﬁ ( 35)

Remark 5. We note that [L30) can be considered as a boarderline case of Lemma 10 in [15] in which
the integral 1/aP is considered for = 1.

Actually to prove Proposition [ we only need [£29]) and [@30). But in the later section we will prove
the weighted CY2 estimate (L2T)). This type of estimate will be involved with different power in terms
of a. We summarize all these estimates in this single lemma.

Proof. During the whole proof we assume o = &. For the other case, when a 2 1, the lemma follows
from k(v,u) € LL.

Proof of (&28) (£29) and ([&30). We only prove [{.28)). ([A.29) and (€.30) follows directly from (Z.2g]).
Step 1. We claim that for y € €2 and o > 0,

e—olv—ul®*  q
| S e du S 1+ el + [ ol (4.30)

Recall [223) and set v = v(y) and u = u(y). For |u| > O(1)|v|,

(s () + e@)lluP]"? 2 [lua@) + le)lloP]*. (4.37)
Thus

/ // e—elvy—uy? /2U dus
u
<|u|<2v| v — ” 0 [lus2+ [€(w)||v]?] 1/2

2Jv| dug
<
/o [lus ]2 + [¢(y) 0] /2
2[v|
tn (Vo + IO + fusl) |

In(v/4Jv? + [EW)I[v]? + 4vf*) — (VW) [1v]?)
Info] +1n [§(y)]-

If [u| > 2[v| then |u — v|? > |v]? + |u|? and hence e~2lv—ul* < e8I e=5lule=Slv—ul®  Thig together
with ([@37), implies

< o8l e~ §vi— u||| o0 e 3usf? du
S ‘V “ay 2 271/27 00
u|>2|v| [ I 0 [lugl? +[€(y)l|v]?]

(4.38)

IN

SJ |v|2/ e__‘u3| 1/2 du
0 [lug|? + [€(y)|[v]?]
1
< S 4 o8l / dus - (4.39)
0 [lusf? + [£(y)[|v[?]

1
= T8 8 I (/TugP T E(y >||v|2+|u3|)\0

= e8P L1 4 In(yTEE@ITRE + 1) — n(VEGTP) )

< sl {In [v] +1In[£(y)[}.



For |u| < M, we have |[v — u| > |[v] — |u]| > |v] — | ‘ | We have

2 ~ ~

- e vl dU_3dU_|| < |U|6_%‘U‘2 du||du3

<l ™ ol gy < [, 22 i<t i<t [1g,2 a 2]
<% =5 Jugl? + € ()l 2] <t /IS3 [Jagl + le(y)lay

where we have used |v|@ = u. Using the polar coordinate @iy = |@i| cos p, iz = 1| sin p, we have

/ ——|v|2/ ug/zﬂ/ VIl
Ju|< \ ~

1/2
1312 + 1€ 3 iy 2]

1/2 d|u|||2
< |vle” §lol? / du3/
|

172
]2 + 1€ (3 iy 2]

= [vle” 8 /o§ dl~l3|£(1 |<\/@_ ) (4.40)

—£Jv? [as|=1/2
= e gty 5 o (s + B l) - grape}| -
G S Y AT A €N 1
—T{z ity rils(yars g) -3l 7)—5}

Clv|?
< e [lltoxleh + klog (1-+ VI

S 1+ log(lE(w)))-
Collecting terms from (€38, [.39), and ([.40), we prove (L.36]).

Step 2. We prove the following statement: We can choose 0 < § < 1 such that
020 Vé(w — (t = s)v)| Za |vlv/~E@@ — (t = s)v),

a(az,v)} U [t B Sa(az,fu),t}’ (4.41)

for s € [t—tb(:n,v),t—tb(x,v) +9 o2 BE

612 x afz,v) <q [v|v/—E(x — (t — s)v), for s € |t—tp(x,v)+6 (| |2v)7 ) ?UP )] (4.42)
Ifv=0o0rv-VE(x)=0 then ([@4I]) and ([@42) hold clearly. We may assume v # 0 and v - V{(z) >
Due to (LIQ), v-VE&(zp(x,v)) < 0. By the mean value theorem there exists at least one t* € (t—tp(x, ),
such that v- V{(z —t*v) = 0. Moreover due to the convexity in (L7) we have (v Vé(z — (t—s)v)) =
v V2(x — (t — s)v) - v > Celv|?, and therefore t* € (t — tp(z,v),t) is unique.
Let s € [t — SO"(:"ZU) ,t] for 0 < 6 < 1. Then from the fact that v - V,&(z — (t — 7)v) is non-decreasing
function in 7 € [t — t*, ],

[0 (~1)é(@ — (¢ - s)v) = / 00 - Voé(a = (¢ = T)o)dT < da(z,v)|v - Vi€(z)]. (4.43)

Since [v-V4£(2)| < a(@,v) < Caa(z—(t—s)v,v) < Coflv-VE(z—(t—s)v)|+[VEE]w|vly/—E(z — (t — s)v)},
we choose § < (Cq||VZ£||) ™2 and absorb

da(z,v)x Ca{lv-VE(w—(t—s)v)|+| Vil vl =E(x — (t = s)v)} < 6x{Cal| Vi€l lvlv/—E(x — (¢ — 5)v)}?
by the left hand side of (LZ3). This gives @A) for s € [t —62 ‘(f‘;), t]. The proof for s € [t —tp(z,v),t—

Sa(z,v)

th(z,v) + 0 o2 | is same.
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For &(z — (t — s)v) is non-increasing in s € [t — t*, ], we have |v|2(—=1)&(z — (t — s)v) > |v[*(—1)¢ <x -

Sa(z,w)

Sa‘(f"zv) v) for s € [t —t*t— SO"(:"ZU)]. By an expansion, for s* :=t — 9 IR

(16 (2 =550 0) = (o V()i

The last term of (444 is bounded by ||V:2C§||0052(a|(:|; )2|v|4 < |V2€||s00?a(z,v)?. Since v - V,€(z) <
a(z,v), for 6 < |V2€] '/2 the right hand side of (444)) is bounded below by g (x,v)%. This completes

the proof of @A2) when s € [t —t*,t— 6 |( E )] The proof for the case of s € [t —tp(z,v)+48 |( |2),t t*]
is same.
Step 3. From (4.36]), for the proof of Lemma [I4] it suffices to estimate

t T
v) +/ / |U|2U : Viﬁ(x — (t—7")) -vdr'dr. (4.44)

t
/ 1 ty>s>t—ty e~ CWt=9) |In [¢(z — (t — s)v)||ds
t—tp (z,v)

t (4.45)
+/ 1t gy>sntp e O (14 |[In|v[|)ds
t—tp (x,v)
We simply bound the second term of ([£.43]) as
t—1o
(1+|In \UH)/ e” W) < (14 I fo] ) (v) Hem @ — eI, (4.46)
t—1t1
For utilizing (A1) and ([£Z2]), we split the first term of ([@45]) as
t t—tp (2, v)+60“(1““) t— 6“‘(””‘2”)
/ 4 / + / . (4.47)
t—6a‘(:"2“) t—tp (z,v) t—tp (2, v)+6“‘L‘”)
@11, @40,

Without loss of generality, we assume ¢t — ty € [t — SO"(:I’ZU)], t—t €[t —tp(z,0)+0 ‘( E )] For the first
term (£.47]); we use a change of variables s — —&(x— (t—s)v)in s € [t —tp(z,v),t —t*] and s € [t —t*, 1]
separately with ds = |v- V,&(z — (t — s)v)|~'d|¢]. From @43) we have |(z — (t — s)v)| < 6% |(|2 Y) Then
applying Holder inequality with 5+ (1 — 8) = 1 and using ([@41]), we get

(lm)ll{t to€[t—322) 41} by €[t—ty (z,0)+5 2EY)]

[v]2 7 lv]?

< a(z,v)

g [/titg e—c(@(t—s)/ﬁds]ﬁ_’_ [/t—tb(m,v)-l-é—ur e—C(U)(t—S)/BdS]B)

t—é%ﬁ t—t

jelo) 2(2,0) d - (4.48)
[T g — 2]

0 = 2] \/I€]
< | CtWa/8 _ o~Clun /8|3 |U|1_5’

where we have used t — Sa&’;) >t—ty, t—ty>t—tp(z,v)+ 50"@';) and |ln|§|\%(17ﬁ) € L} .(0,00) for
£ < 1 in the last line.
On the other hand, from (£.42),

t—to

_ t—1o B
@) < / €= (5202 0) )\d <2 / e=CONE9) (|10 §| + | a(z, v)] + | In]o]|}ds
t t

—11 |U|2 —t1
< 20”0 — W () T2 Ind| + | In e, v)| + [ In [o]|},

(4.49)
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where we have used a similar estimate of (£40). Then we conclude the first inequality in (£30]) using
6 < 1.
For the second inequality, from (L8] and (L9) we bound a term of the upper bound of ([L30) as

{<v>—1/2 (1 + | In|v]| + |lnoz(:17,v)|) + |v|1—5} v agiazi
<(1+ @) min{L, bl Hin ol + al ol + SR x 2 S~

(:17 v) ~ alx,v)

where we have used a(z,v) < min{l, |v|} and 1 — 5 < 1.

Proof of @31)) and (A32). Again we only prove ([@3]). Clearly

t
/ e—u(t—s)dS/ du k(v,u)
0 R3 ’uP min{a(m—(‘z—'s)v,u) 7 a(y—(ru—‘s)v,u) }p

t k t k
S/ e t=)ds [ du (v,tu) —I—/ e=9ds [ du (vtu)
0 R3 |u|2(a(r—(—8)v7u))p 0 R3 |u|2( (y—( S)Uu))l’

Jul Jul

By Lemma 1 in [I5] we have

t p—2
/ e—u(t—S)dS/ du k(v, u) |uf? lv|P~ 2
0 R (= (t—s)v,u) [v|P~2

1 ol /22 (g 0 1 t ¢
< |ufP2 [min{l,t} X min{|v|2ap_2(x’v)’ |U|p—(1 ) )} + 7 T(z.0) /0 6_5<”>(t—s)ds].
We bound
1 a?(z,v) 1 - 1
l[v]2aP=2(z,v) = 2 aP(z,v) = aP(x,v)’
22 (z w) Pz, v) 1 - 1 1
[u|p—1 T ot ap/2=1/240=1 (g 0) T adP/2-3/2(x v) Y aP(x,v)]
1

t
S5 g < mind 1. O(f)}—
U)/o e 2 ds < min{1, O( )}ozp(:n,v)’

ar~H(z,
where we have used o < 1.
Then we conclude ([3T]).

. 1 <1 1
Proof of ([A33]) Since TR LR S #ray T ergy W only need to prove

/t e~ C(v)(t=s) - 1
t—tn(z0) WIEE)P2 T (y)2 mm{a(x DO

D]
We split the integral as
t t—tb(m,v)+5—rd‘(qi’v) t—S—T&‘(:"“)
s ), ‘.
t 50“(1““) t—tp (z,0) t—tp (z, v)+5“‘(””‘ o)
Similarly to ([£48) the first two terms are bounded by

az(ac,v)
A 1 dl|

2 —
0 [0l1€]°72 6172 ] \/]€
Similarly to ([4.49) the third term is bounded by

1

S

t e=C(o)(t=s) 1 1
/ = B ds .
0 |v] |5|B/2% |v] (v >mm{a(w ) (y,v)}ﬁ

[l ol

Proof of ([@34]). Similarly to the proof of (£30]) we consider three cases: % < u| < 2|v|, |u| > 2|v|,
jul < 3.
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By a similar computation as ([@38),[39) and (Z40), we obtain

eelvi—uyl? 20| dug -
/v // v =y u”/ 2 e
<ul<2lo] ~ (]| 0 [luz2+ [€(y)][v[?]

— 2|2 2‘VI| uy|? —5lug|?
| > 20| \Vn — [Jus|? + !5( )[v]?]
du;dua
/ SJ ‘U‘e_v2/ / I 53 < 1
juj< 121 jas<2 Jim <l [as]

2

Here we use m ‘ € L. And thus we conclude the proof

Proof of ([@35). By Hélder inequality with 1 + 3—/2 = 1 and split v — ul> = |v — u[*3+5|v — u|?/3¢
we have

0)(t—5) g—olv—ul? )
/ / - duds
t—tp(z,0) JR3 |U - u|2 mln{oz(x - (t - S)Uv ’LL), a(y - (t - S)’U, u)}ﬁ

elv—ul? 2/3

N/ ) (- s)ds(/ eiﬂdu) /

t tb(:c,v) R3 ‘U _u‘ c
e—elv—ul? 1 1/3
X </Ra |v — u|?~¢ min{a(z — (t — s)v,u), a(y — (t — s)v,u)}3P du)
t vV—U
- </ - Cw(—9) / e—elv—ul 1 du)l/3
~ t—tp (z,v) R3 |U - ’LL|2_€ min{a(:z: - (t - S)Uv ’LL), a(y - (t - S)Uv u)}?)ﬁ

t 2/3
x ( / e—c<”><t—3>) ? (4.50)
t—tp (z,v)

Since 33 < 3 by ({31]) we have

1 1/3
min{a(x,v),a(y,v)}35) '

@) < (

then we finish the proof.

Proof of Proposition[2. Clearly

oV flloo < wgaVe f]loo-
Applying Lemma [I4] we bound

Z Ofsp;sg 1w~ 1)
(D) + B2 < b sup gV f 1 e, (@) < S s gV

(4.51)
First we prove ([£2). From (.30)

t : L+ [0 1
/ ds e~ v()(t=s) duk(v w)@D) S ———— 1+ [[wf™ |leo)s
max{0,t—tp } (337 U)

—llot

/ ds e—u(v)(t—s)/ duk(v, w){ @E8) + EI)EI)) < - X

max{0,t—tp }

[wga Ve oo
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From (A.23)-(#27) and (A51)
t
/ Ase 0 [ Quk(o,u) (@) + EREyrises o0}
R3

max{0,t—tp }
O(sup;>g Jwf )
a(r,v)

From @I9) < @19, + @20) and @.23), @.24), @.51)
t
/ ds e_'/(v)(t_s)/ du k(’U,U)(m)hZ—zszlfiS(xl_(tl_sl) o)
R3 ’

max{0,t—tp }

sup Hwéavxfé_l_iﬂoo.
i>0

x {O(e)sup [V, /71 o + O™ sup [l f 1 }.
1>0 1>0

~ a(z,v)
From |@ID)| < |@I2)| +|@ID) and @5D),
1 _ - 1
@I < s < {06 er 2o +0() sup luga Ve £l

Collecting terms we complete the proof of ([E.2]).

The proof of 3] comes from @IF), @20), E23), and (@24). We prove ) from @20)- E21)
and ([@3). O

5. Cl ESTIMATE OF TANGENTIAL DERIVATIVE AND CONTINUITY OF Cl SOLUTION

5.1. C! estimate of tangential derivative. In this subsection we prove (LI9) in the Main Theorem.
Section 3 and 4 already conclude the estimate (IIS]), from now on we will drop the super index in f*
and only analyze the property of V,f.

Proof of ([L19). For z € Q we use (I?:IIII)—(I?]ZI) to have

G(2)Vaf(2,0) = Lz e " G(2) Y Vox) D, S (x1),v) (5.1)
i=1,2 i
- ltztbV(U)thbe_”(”)tbG(x)f(a:b(x, v),v) (5.2)
+ e e VG (2) Vo f (2 — to,v) (5.3)
+ ltztbG(x)thbe_”(”)tbh(:E — tpv, V) (5.4)
t
+ / G2)e "G bz — (¢ — s)v,v)ds, (5.5)
max{0,t—tp }

where h = K(f) +I'(f, f).

We focus on the estimate of (B.3)). (5.1)-(5.4) will be estimated with (5.5]) together.

Estimate of (5.5]) with h = K(f). Let y = = — (t — s)v. Rewriting G(z) = G(z) — G(y) + G(y) and
applying (240 in Lemma [0 to G(z) — G(y) we have

t
ED) (s < / ) G(y) / K (v, 1) V.o £ (9, w)duds (5.6)

max{0,t—tp } R3
~ t
+ oz(:n,v)/ / k(v,u)Vyf(y,u)duds. (5.7)
"U‘ max{0,t—tp } /R3
Then applying (£29]) in Lemma [l with y = = — (t — s)v and ([2I07]) we obtain
oz, v ¢ k(v,u) wg
Ems il [ [ ey 9”w9~<>< W)V, £y, 0)duds

|U|w9( ) max{0,t—tp, } JR3 a(y u) u

oz, v w0509 1
< Jwga Vo o220 / e / < W50Valllos
max b

w9/2( v)|v| wé/g(v)’”’




We focus on (B.6]). We further expand G(y)V, f(y,u) along u:

t
- —u(v)(t—s)/ K a V.xl, .0 1 dud 5.8
E.06) N/max{(],t—tb}e - (v,u)G(y) 2:217:2 Xp1 ()i le)l(u)yif(npl(u)(Xpl(u))vu) uds (5.8)
t
+/ e—u(v)(t—s)/ k(v,u)G(y)Vaty(y,u) f(y — tu(y, u)u, u)duds (5.9)
max{0,t—tp } R3
t
+/ e—u(v)(t—s)e—l/(u)s/ (v, uw)G(y)Vaf(y — su,u)duds (5.10)
max{0,t—tp } R3
t
n / o—V(V)(t=s) / (v, u)G(y)Vatp(y, u)e VW@ py — 1y (y, u)u, u)duds (5.11)
max{0,t—tp } R3
t s
+/ ds/ k(v,u)duG(y)/ ds'/ k(u,u\Vof(y — (s — s )u, ') (5.12)
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u)} R3
t s
+/ ds/ k(v,u)duG(y)/ ds'V.U(f, f)ly — (s — s )u,u'). (5.13)
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—ty (y,u)}

In ([E.8) we denoted zp(z — (t — s)v,u) = Mp1(y) (Xllyl(u))'

Then we estimate (B.1)-(5.4) together with (5.8)-(EG.I1).
First we estimate (5.]) and (5.8]). We start from (5.1]). From section 3 we have

My (zp,v
s, SO (b)) = ETH)+ G0 S BT9)+ @20+ B2 + D) S 200D iy o e
plyi V(v
Thus by (2.43)
[Tw — Tollcr [[wflloo
G < : (5.14)
w3 O]
For (5.8)) similarly by (2:48]) we apply [2.107) and ([2.93) with ¢ =1 to have
Tw — Tt s [ W/5(V) 1 o
&g < [T = Bolo lwf] / - / k() 220 L gg < J0fle o
0 oo e Tl Y S )l
Then we estimate (5.2]) and (5.9]). We start from (5.2). By (2.49]) we conclude
lwgafllos _ Jlwsl]
G2 < S ST 5.16
3]~ W)l (.16
For (5.9) similarly by ([2:49) we apply (2.93) with ¢ =1 to have
t wg (v
&g < 1ol / / k(.0 22 L gy < wfloe (5.17)
032(0) Joetoronny Jeo < 0 @) Tl Y % g, )l
Then we estimate (0.3]) and (BI0). For (5.3]) we apply ([2:47) to have
wg 0|0V fz,v)| 0 Vo flloo
63 < e_t[H 9/2’ V) f (@, v)l lwsaVe f| ‘ (5.18)
w3201 w3 2]
Similarly for (5.I0) applying (Z47) and (Z93]) with ¢ =1 we have
W5 6|0V flloo + |wsaVaflleo [t Wz (v
I P R / [ e () 1
wé/Q(U) max{0,t—tp} J/R3 wé/z(u) ‘u’
w0 |V| Vi f(2,0)] 00 Vo flloo
< e_t[H 9/2| V) f (2, v)]l lwzaV e f] ]. (5.19)

ol w5 (0)0]
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Then we estimate (5.4]) and (5.11)). For (5.4), by ([249) and (I]) we have

K(f)+T(f. f) o (wfllo+1)

vl ~ |v] R3
[Jwg f |0
™ wgy(v)v] Jrs

(GRS k(v,u) f(z — tov, u)|du

Was2) 4 < Nl dlloe
3200 (TS wi )l (5.20)

k,(v,u)

For (BI1)) similarly by ([2:49]) and (293]) with ¢ = 1 we have

t W4 v
o < sl [ 009 [ o 020 1 Jwflloe (5.21)
max{0,t—tp } R3

wg (V) wg o (W) [u] ™~ wg o (v)|v]

Last we estimate (0.12)). This estimate is the most delicate one. We apply the decomposition ([ZIT])
to ds’.
When s > s — ¢, we apply ([247) in Lemma [6 to have

mls’>s—e
0]V flloo + [wgaVa flo
<

~ wé/Q( v)

t w u
x/ / k(v, Wiz d ds/ ds/ o2 ,) ful o]
max{0,t—ty } w@/Q R3 wg/g u’) |U | |U|

Wi O]

(5.22)

, (5.23)

where we have applied (293 twice with ¢ = 1.
On the other hand when s’ < s — &, we exchange V, for V,:

Voflx — (t —s)v— (s — s u,u’) = Vaulf(x — (t — s)v — (s — s")u,u)].

s—g
Then we perform an integration by parts with respect to du and obtain

t
(m): t S / du/ / —V(u)(s 5) ’<S €
max{O,t—tb} R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u) s—s
< [ A6l Vo, u)k(u )y - (s - u’)
R3

t s
— / ds e~V W)(t=s) / du/ ds’ Vuz/(u)e_”(“)(s_sl)1S/Ss_6
max{0,t—tp } R3 max{0,s—tp (y,u)}
X / du'G(y) k(v, u)k(u, v ) f(y — (s — s")u,u’)
R3

t
+ / ds e V(=) / Quley e Twaze g
max{0,t—tp } R3 Zto(yu) tb(% ) b( )

(5.24)

X / du'G(y) k(v, u)k(u,u") f(y — tu(y, u)u, u).
R3
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We bound |G(y)| < 1. Then applying (Z92]) and (Z95]) the first and second terms of (5.24]) are bounded

by
—1 _ t s
O(E )ngf”oo / dse—y(v)(t—s) / / ds/e—y(u)(s—s’)
w§/2 (U) max{0,t—tp } R3 Jmax{0,s—tp (y,u)}

K (v, w)(w)? Wio(V) u] k(u, u) ws(u)

o —ul  ws(u) ful fu—u'] ws(u')

—1 t s
< O(e )H’waoo/ dse—u(v)(t—s)/ / de/e—r (W) (s—s)
wé/Q(U) max{0,t—tp } R3 Jmax{0,s—tp, (y,u)}

/ k(v,u) W2 (V) 1 ky(u,v!) _ O(e™h)|wfll
R3

o= al wgp00) [l Tu—w] ~  wg )l

)

where we have used (2.107), (u>2|u|w9~_1(u) < wgf/lz(u) and (2.93) with ¢ = 1.

For the third term we apply (Z30) and (246]) to have

O — len(y,u)
_ [G(y) = Glap(y, w)]n(rp(y, u)) n G(zp(y,u))n(rp(y, u))
. n(xb(yvu)) cU n($b(y7u)) tu
Gy, u) < — (5.25)

~ ey u) - ullul 7 lul”

Thus applying (2.93]) with ¢ = 1 the third term is bounded by

_ ¢
Hw€/2f”00 / dse_y(v)(t_s)

w§/2 (U) max{0,t—tp }

x| duk(v,u) Vi) ie_ytb(yw/ k(u,u') < wfllos
R wga(u) ul g S g

Therefore, we conclude

[0 loo

w5 ()l
We estimate (5.13]) together with (B35)1,—p. We apply (Z93), (2:47) and ([@35) with ¢ = 1 to have
GI)1p-r

BEID1ycse SO (5.26)

t
< / O f]| oo [G ) Vo f (2 — (¢~ s)0) + / ko (0, W) G(@) Vo f (2 — (¢ — 5)v,u)]
max{t—tp } R3
_ s llsolllwg o]0V flloo + [lwgaVa flloo]
- wg (V)
t W5 (v
|v] max{0,t—tp } R3 w(;/z(u) |ul
[wg oV Vi flloo fJwflloollwsaVafloo
5 wa”oo /2 + H ” H 2] H
[v] [v]
< llwf llos[llwg 0|01V flloo + w5 Va flloo] (5.27)
w5l
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Then similarly we have

t WL loolllws 00|V flloo + lwzaVe flleo
Gs [ o [ T el
max{t—tp } R3 w§/2(u)’u‘
ol ool o+ lgo Vel 1 wgal0) 1
e ko(v,u) ——— 1
max{t—tp } R3

- wg (V) w5 (w) |u|
Wil lllws 00|V flleo + lwzaVaflleo
< [wflloolllwg o 0] V) flloo + llwg [l oo] (5.28)
w320l
Then combining (B15),([EI7),(19), (210), (523), (226) , (5:27) and (G28]) we conclude
wg o|v|V f 00 Vo flloo
wg o (v)[v] wg 5 (v)[v| w5 (v)[v]
Combining (5.18]),(514]),([29) and (5.16]) we conclude
- wflloo ”w~avfooo — Hw@ 2|,U|v||fHoo
Vit < o[ 1hlon | WOVl gy g oo P2 )
ol T w0 T

Then from ¢ > 1 and ||wf| < 1 in the Existence Theorem we conclude ([I9]).

5.2. Continuity of C'! solution. It remains to prove the continuity of V,f. The continuity of G(x)V, f
will follow directly from the continuity of V, f. We only need to prove V., f is continuous at t = tp(z,v).
When t = tp(z,v), (B3] reads
e "V, flx — tyu,v).
At the boundary x — tpv = wp(z,v) = 9, (X;)l), we use the notation (2.26),([227)) and decompose the
spatial derivative as
00, f O, 1

v-Vef = v +v11 g———.
Z P V gp zz pe gp1,33(xp1)

Then from the equation ([23]), we derlve

R TUNI S WU ) S ST RS\ () _—
vV 9pt, 33(X 1 im1 vl p13V 9pt n(xpl) V;1;173 V;1;173 . .
m)l Fm}g mS
Plugging these terms back the spatial derivative V, f, we derive that
Vof =V fTT'
Oum, (x)1)
V/9p 11 (1)
( o0 f B f &) by (c11) s
VI 11 (1) /g1 2261 V/9p1,2205,1) '

D311 (Xll,l)

‘/Qpl,gg(x:ﬂ)
Then the contribution of (5.31)); in (532 is
Oy (x1,)
\/gpl,ll(le,l)
oy (x1)

8x11 f O f
1 pl,2
<\/gp1,ll(xp1) \/9p1,22 pl) 1)

v/ 9pl 22 (x;1)

031,10 (le,1)

\/9pl, 33 (x;1)
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2 axll J Oy (x)1) Vat, 1ax11 J e ) 7 '
Zizl \/g 14(%1 \/g 1 n(xpl) N pl 3\/9 1 n(xpl \/g s -61
_ 22 aleyl if i1 (x 1) 8 1 if 31,1 1(x, ) 1
— i=1 _\/g 1051 (a1 0 B pl 3\/9 1 m(xp1 Joimt |e2 |
22 alewl if Bimy1 (x,1) _ i , if 3y (x, ) 1
=1 \/g CY) \/g 1 ii(xll) pl 3\/9 1 n(xpl \/9 1 35(
which is exactly the same as 3, , wap Zaxl Z_!)"(77;,,1 (xpl), v) in (BI) by applylng 231).

The contribution of (5.31), and (B3] in (IBBZI) are

-63

vor Al T EGn % )
1 Vzl)l,s \/gpl,SS(le,l) Vzl)l,g \/gpl 33(x
D3y (X1) B, (x1) KP4 ) O3myn (! )
gyt 33(X11) pl,3 \/gplygg(xpl) pl,3 \/gpl SS(X
e v(w)f G0 KDDL 1 (%) 1>
T 1 3 vl
VP1,3 \/gpl,SS(xpl) pl,3 \/gplygg(xp

which is exactly the same as —v(v)V, tpf in (53) and V,tnh in (54) by applying (2.30]).
Thus V., f is continuous at ¢t = ty,.

6. C! ESTIMATE

In this section we prove the C} estimate, which is (L20) in Main Theorem.
Proof of (L20). We take the v derivative to (2.9]) and have

Vof(z,0) = Ly e "2 V[ f(zp,v)]
— 1>ty Vitn(z,0)e 7™ f (21, v)
— 1>y, Vor(v)e V™ f(zp,v)
+ Li<y e VIV [f (z — tv, v)]
- 1t§tbvvu(v)6_”tf(a: —tv,v)

t
- / Vor(v)e "I h(z — (t — s)v,v)ds
max{0,t—tp }
t
+ / e V)Y [h(z — (t — s)v,v)]ds
max{0,t—tp }

— 1>t Vitn(z,0)e " h(z — tpv,v).

First we estimate (€] and (6.7)), which are the most delicate.
For (G.1), we apply the boundary condition (224]) to obtain

@©I) <V, [M/ f(@n, Thvh) /(v vidv! + r(mb,v)]
pu(v)  Jviso P

< wfllsolTw = Toller + 1w *Vorlloo
- [o]?

[v]* My (21, v) i1 Nl 31
w / o Yl o T ] VT
G,
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Applying (Z38) and using the chain rule we have
©9), < VbV f(zp, T}';l)vl) + VUTi%vlvvf(xb, T}';l)vl)
fo(xbaT,iIl)V )
|
@), €9,
Then we estimate the contribution of both terms in (€3]). The contribution of ([6:9), is bounded by

1 / oz, vt )
D) — 22V, f(ap, v') /(o) do!
|U|2 n(xp) vl >0 |U1|
1 zJ |loo zJ |loo
|U| n(zp)-vl >0 |

Pt P

+V, Ttlv Vof (zp, x1vl)

A

For the contribution of (6.9),, we exchange the v derivative into v! derivative:
Vof(2n, T,l;l)Vl) = Vi [f(op, T,izl)Vl)]Tx},-
Then the contribution of (63), in (EI0]) can be written as
oM
[v] vi>0

1
= ) \Y Ttlf(mb, x1V1) T Vi [Vlvé ,u(vl)}dv1

|U| v§>0

O(1 1 W[ oo
<20 / sl o s Hay! g 1edlee (6.11)
v>

ol v o>

where we applied an integration by parts to dv! in the second line, and used (Z39) in the third line.
Combining ([€I0) and (GI1]) we conclude

D 5 [0/l + 1oVl 612

Then we estimate ([6.7). For h = K(f), we compute

t e_y(t—s) v u v (f— s u .
/max{(],t—tb} /Rs Vv[k( ’ )f( (t ) , )]d
-, ) [ VK)o = (¢ s)o,u) + k(v Vulf @ — (¢~ 5o,
max{0,t—tp } R3
! -1
e v(t=s) w w (u)(v)k, (v, u) Y R
’S/max{o,t_tb} /RB [lwflloe m— +k(v,u)(t — )V f (@ — (£ — 8)v,u)]

t s e—elv—ul?/2 wg(v)k(v, u) 1
5/ e / Nwflle—— 175 +telwgaVeflo ’ ]
max{0,t—tp } ‘ ’U’

VT v Vi [f(ab, T v Ta viy/u(vi)dv!

ul? wz(uw)a(z — (t—s)v,u) wy(v)
wflos | a@o) N0Vl o w0l + lwgaVall (6.13)
W g ato— (- s)o,0) P

In the fourth line we have used
w—l(u)e_g\v—u\2<v> _ e—g\v—up/ze_g\v_uppe_gwg<v>

— 2 —oloy—al2
< e—g\v—u\2/2e clel <U>|U|2 < e elvul®/2
ol 7 P

In the last line we have applied M

= € L, @29) in Lemma [ and 237).
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For h =T'(f, f) we apply (Z96]) to have

1 ! —v(t—s
@D 1p=r(sp) S W/ e w3 + lw flloo o] Vo flloo

max{0,t—tp }

< Nwf 13 + lwfllsclllv* Vs lloo
~ |o[? ’

(6.14)

Then we estimate all the other terms, which follow from more direct computation. For ([G.2]) we
apply ([238); for ([6.3) we apply (Z35); for ([6.4]) we apply Z38) and t < t}, < O‘|(f|’2v); for ([G.5) we apply
[295); for ([6.6) we apply ([2.95) and ([294); for (G.8) we apply (238]) and (2.94]), then we obtain the

following bound:

€D < Jwflle—o@V) ol (6.15)

a(z,v)lvPwt(v) 7 fol*

P flloe  llwflloo

< 6.16
ED 5 S e (6.16)

@) < e 'tVuf(x —tv,v) + e 'V, f(z — tv,v)

~ellaVaflleo | el Voflloo (6.17)
<e 2] +e B ,
P flloe o et llwflls
G3) Se’ < : (6.18)
ER 0]
t
D) < uf | [ et < 190 lle. (6.19)
max{0,t—tp } ’U’
[Jwflloo

©3) < e (6.20)

Combining (G12), [615), [616), 61T, [GI8), [619), (619, GI3) and G20) we conclude

™! + [wflloo) WPV flloo + 1w flloo + 0V fllo
[o]? '

Since ™! < 1 from ¢ > 1 and ||wf]|oo < 1 from Existence Theorem, we conclude the proof.

Vo f| < T = Tollen

7. 58 SoLuTioNs IN CONVEX DOMAINS

Given the continuity of the C'! solution in section 5.2, in this section we prove the Holder regularity,
which are (L2I]) and (L22)) in the Main Theorem. Since the proof of (I.23)) is simpler than these two,
we omit it.

For simplicity we denote

ol v) oy, ) 915 Vaf(z,0) = Vaf(y,v)
[vxf(a U)]Cg;§+ﬁ = ;j;lepﬂ Hwé(?})’ru’z IIllIl{ |’U| ’ |U| }2+B |3§‘ _ y|6 HL;’O’ (71)
. , , V) f(,0) = V) f(y, )]
[quf(’a U)]C&ﬁg = xs;ng Hw€~/2(1))‘v‘2 mln{a(‘xv‘?}) 7 Oé(’?j)lv) }1-}—6 Il e y‘ﬁll | . (7.2)

Here V| = G(x)V, and G is defined in (L.I4). We note that the weight in (Z.I)) and (2] are different
in terms of the power.

To prove the weighted C1# we will estimate the trajectory starting from two different positions = and
y. In result we define the backward exit time and positions corresponding to them.

The first backward exit position and time are denoted using the previous notation as

$b(x7v)7 ﬂi‘b(y,’l)), tb(x7v)7 tb(yyv)'
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For simplicity we denote the second backward exit position and time as

;1;12)(;1;) = xb(xb($vv)vvl)v x%(y) = $b(xb(y7v)’vl)’ t%(;p) = tb(:Eb(:Evv)vvl)v t%(y) = tb(xb(y7v)’vl)'

(7.3)
Similarly to Definition @ we choose p!(z),p?(x), p'(y), p*(y) € P such that
I i i _J wp(z0), i=1
Xpi(a) = (Kpi(a) 19 Xpi () 20 0) sch that 7o) (X)) = { a(z), i=2. (74)
P (i i i _ [ ap(y,v), i=1
Xpi(y) = (Kpigy), 1 Xpi(y),2: 0) such that myiqy) () = { rp(y), =2 (7.5)

Without of loss of generality and also for the purpose of simplicity, throughout this section we assume
max{[[w oo, 101V} flloo: [0 Vo flloo} < laVaflloo < laVeflZ < wgaVafll%. (7.6)
Then the bound of (I and (7.2]) are given by the following proposition.

Proposition 3. Suppose F' = p + \/iuf solves the steady Boltzmann equation (LI)) with boundary
condition (L3)), then

Ve Collgns | S oDV f o)l + CollTi = Tolea wgaVe s e, &
and

[V:c|,f('7v)]cgf+6 S 0(1)[fo('7v)]03;§+6 + Ce||Tw — Toll o2 lwgaVa f12, (7.8)
where Cy > 1.

These two estimates together conclude (L2 and (22]).
Below we present two lemmas about the collision operators. We will use them in the proof when we
estimate the difference of the collision operators.

Lemma 15. For h(z,v) = Kf(x,v) + T'(f, f)(x,v), we have
hw,v) b o) - JwgaVafl

TP~ wpo)min{a(z,v).a(y.0)}? (7.9)
”wéavxf”oo k@(’u,u) Hwéavxfuoo
Vih(z,v) < 0y (0) /RS oz du + wy()alz,v) (7.10)
Proof. Since
IPCF. ) (@) — T D)@ 0)] = D) — F@). F@)@) + THw), F@) — F6)@)
S ool [ 05 = Fldu+ 1560 - s, Y
we have
h(z,v) — h(y,v)
|z —y|?
K[f(e0) — f0)] + T D) — T H(,0)

|z —yl?
f(!E,’LL)—f(y,’LL)
s [ kv = Hty,
+ ”waOO/RS k(v,u)f(x’u) - f(y,U)du+ |f(x,v) — f(y,v)|

|z —yl? |z —yl?
[wflloollwgaVa fllo wi(u)ko(v, u) 1
S wg(v) [/Ra wg(u) min{o(x, u), a(y, u)}’ + wg(v) min{a(m,v),a(y,v)}ﬁ]

lwsaVe flloo
oo min{a(z, v, aly, T
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where we have applied (Z60) and {#34) in Lemma [I4l
Then we prove (ZI0)). Clearly from Lemma [I3]

HweavmeOO/ k(v,u) wé(v) < ||wéavwf‘|00/ ks(v,u)
R R

wg(v) s oz, u) wy(u) ~ wg(v) s a(r,u)’

VoK fGo) = [ k() VoS §

For I, we bound

VoD £)@0) = (Ve )+ T Vo) S o flloc Va0 + [ k)9 f o)
< |wzaVa floo HwéavfoOO/ k(v,u) wg(v)
R3 (X

~ wi(v)a(z,v) wg(v) (2, u) wg(u)

du,
again by Lemma [[3] we conclude the lemma.

/

Lemma 16. Denote ' =x — (t — s)v, y' =y — (t — s)v. For the difference of V,I', we have
er(f, f)($/7 U) B er(f, f)(y/7 U)

t
—u()(t-s)
e
/0 2 —y|?

o(D)[Vaf(v )]00/3 +Hw§avxf”go
< , (7.12)

wy(v)[[2 min{* ff,(”, oy y2+6

and

/t e—u(v)(t—s) G(‘T/)VIP(.ﬁ f)(ﬂ?l, U) — G(y/)vxr(fa f)(y/v U)
0 |z —yl?
. 0(1)[V||f(‘=v)]cng+ﬁ + [lwgaVa f 1%

™ wgy(v)[v]? min{ 2B, S48

(7.13)

Proof. We rewrite the difference of V,I' as

Vol (f, f)(@,0) = VoI (f, f)(y,0) = T(Vaf(2) = Vaf(y), f(2))(0) + T(f(z) = f(y), Vaf(2))(v)
+T(Vaf(y), f(@) = F)(0) + T(f (), Vaf (x) = Vo f(y))(v).

Then by (Z.I00) we bound

L(Vaf(x) = Vef (), f(2))(v) S [lwfllo /RS ko(0,u)|Ve f(2,u) = Va f(y, u)ldu,

L(f(y), Vaf (2)=Vafm))() < [wflloo(Vaf(z,0)=Vaf(y,v))+lwfllo /]R3 Ko (v, )| Vo f (2, u) =V f(y, u)|-

For I'(f(z) — f(y), Vo f(x))(v), we bound the loss term as

Dioss (f (2)=f (), Vaf (2))(2) S [Vaf (z,0)[v(Vu(f (@)= f(y)) S [Vaf(z,0)| /RS Ko (v, u)|f (2, u)=f(y, u)|.

51



From the Grad’s estimate [I3], the gain term can be written as

Dgain (f (2) — f(y), Vo f(2))(v)

=yl
R3 ’U - u‘ (u—v)-w=0 ‘Z’ - y‘
wys (v +w)[wgaVe f|
< [ duco. V(o] || ot P
-1
lwgaVaflZ wg(v)ko (v, u) —opz2 Ve (v +w)
< g% Velllo [ gy : > | dwe e
wi(v)  Jrs wyu)e(z, w) min{€(x),E(y) 72 Js2 v+ wl
STl [y, it
- wg/2 (’U) R3 a(a:, u) mln{f(m), S(y)}B/Q
O oglet) + 1ol
™~ min{¢(x), £(y)}7/2 '
Here we applied ([Z260) in the third line. In the fourth line we have used that for |w| <1,
w2_6~1 (v+w)= wé_l(v + w)wg?l(v +w) < wefl(v + w)e‘é‘”‘Qezé”'w
< wé_l(v + c‘J)e_g'”'zeé‘g‘2 el < wé_l(v + w)e‘§|”|2/2.
and a(z,v) > /—&(z)|v|?. In the fifth line we use Lemma [[3 and in the last line we use (Z38]).
Thus by (2.60) with (Z.6]) we obtain
VoI(f, F)(&0) = Vo I'(f, /)Y, v)]
[z —yl?
Vo f (@' v) = Vaf(y',v)] / Vo f (@', u) = Vo f (Y, u)
< O(Jlwf|lse + O(|lwf]|oo k,(v,u 7.15
[ u) — f(y,u)] [f (@', v) — f(,v)]
+|Vaf(2',v / k,(v,u | du + k,(v,u)|Vaf(x u)|du
(7.16)
e 9.1 1 __iog 1) log ol _| _
W) mnl€@), ST mnfe(), €))7

We bound wg_s/z(v)|v| < wg_l(v). By (£31)) and ([434]) in Lemma [T4] we have

oovm ) ,
[t lf Vot ¢ 0 cos
0

- wg(v)|v]? min{ a(ﬁ"”) , %}24—6

[e¢) vm sy , 5
N [wflloo[Va f( v)]cg,éiﬂ /t e_y(v)(t_s)/ we(v)kgfv,u) ,
wg(v) 0 R wg(u)|u|? min{ a(ivu‘,u)j a(iyu\’U)}HB
[wflloo[Vaf (-, 0)] o
z,2+43

wg(v)|v]? min{ a(ﬁ"”) , _a(‘%‘”) J2+8

~
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By (2.60),[3T) and (@34) in Lemma [I4] we have

) B 2
/t G_V(v)(t_s)(m) < wé (,U)|U|Hw6avfﬂf‘|oo /t e—l/(v)(t—s)/ U)g(?))kg(’l),u)
0 ~ ”U’CM(.’L’ U) 0 R3 wé(u) min{a(az’,u),a(y’,u)}ﬁ
i Wlvllwgavaf / (o) (t-) / wy(v)ko(v, u)
17 R

|v| mln{oz(x,v) a(y,v) s wg(u)o(x', u)

™ wg(v)|of? min{* “% g yies
< ||w9avmf”c2>o
~ wg(v)|v]? 1mi11{0‘(|92’|”)7 _‘J‘('?iv'”) }2+5
For (T.I7)), we bound |log&(z)| < W and wé_gm(v)\v\ < wgl(v). Then we have
t
/ e—u(v)(t—s)(m)
0
t w2 (v)e r)t=s) t w> 32 (p)e= ) E=9)| log |v)|
S lugaVaf [ [ 8 e
mln{é '), E(y)}P2e - Jo min{é(a’), E(y')}P/2
@)l otz )] log [v]|e )
<Hw9av f”2 / 8/2 +/ : ; / N1B/2
[v] mln{f( N, EWOYRTE  Jo o ol min{é(a'), E(y)}
- /t wé_l('u) _V(U)(t 5) +/t wé_l(v)e_'/(v)(t_s)
o [vlmin{¢(a’),&(y) 12T Jo Jv|min{é(a’), &(y")}P/2
V. fl?
< [wgaVef |5 (7.19)
wa@)]o min{ 5 =y
where we have applied Lemma [[4] in the last line with small enough e such that3/2 + ¢ < 1.
Using ||wf|lec < 1 from Main Theorem we conclude (7.12]).
Then we prove (I3]). From (ZI5)-(7I7]) we can rewrite
G@)V.I(f, f)(@',v) — Gy )VaI'(f, f) (' v)
|z =yl
GW) — G V.I(f, f)2',v) — V,I(f, v
z —y| |z —y|
G(y') — G(a) PG|l / Wi o () [ulko (v, u)
< T w flloo w5V o f oo [ e + 7.20
oy o lellga VA [GRTES w0 [ im0

G(«') x [[ZI5) + ([TI6) + (CI7)]. (7.21)

We bound wj Lw)| < we/z( v). Then we have
t 2
/ e—l/(v)(t—s)(m) 5 ngavmf‘l v) e
0 wé/z( v)|v|? mln{ , ﬁ}" }
+ Hweavxfugo /t e_y(v)(t_s)/ kQ(’U u) : du
wipv)  Jo R |u|2mm{a(x ) a(iyu\’u)}
; luza¥. £

- wé/z( )‘U‘ mln{ \z\v)7a(y7 }H_B
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where we have used (ZEH) in the first line, (2ZI07) in the second line and ([#29]) in Lemma [I4] with
a(z.0) < 1in the last line.

o

For (.21)), since |G| < 1, from (TI9) and (ZI8]) the contribution of (716 (7ZI7) is already included
in (CI3]). Then we consider the contribution of (TI5]), which reads

v:cf(x/? U) B fo(y/a U)

lwfleeG(2')

|z —yl”
G(@")|Vaf(@',u) = Vo f (' u)
+lwflle [ Foto.w) e |
Since wé_l(v)|v| < wg_/g(v), we rewrite
N Vaf (@' v) = Ve f(y',v)

G |z —yl?
. V||f($l7v) - V“f(y/,U) G($/) o G(y/)] wa(ylyv)
N o —y|” EREk
o Vif @) = VY, v) ws ()]0 [[wga Ve floo
~ |z —y|? vla(y’, v)
< [v”f( U)]CO,B s ||wéavmf”oo

O mm{f—“’, ALRNE  wy o (v)]of? min{ 2050, AW y14s
Thus applying (ZI07) and (31)) in Lemma 4 with p = 1 + /3 we obtain

VifGollges | +lwgaVaflle

t
G @TE) S [lwfl
¢ z ~ W] oo zv) alyv
/0 W9 (v)|v[? mln{ |v|), (|Z| IR

\Y ' 70V f oo
+ wa”oo /t e—l/(v)(t—s)/ w- ('U)k (U u) [ ||f( 7U)]CO,B + nga fH
wg2(v) Jo pe /2T a(w “) a(y “ 148

W o () |uf? min{ =75,
Vi f( )l 0.8 +Hw(;Oéfo||oo

S lwflloo

wya(0) o NE ale) “alulyies

Finally by ||wf|lec < 1 from the existence theorem we conclude the lemma.

We need one more lemma before the proof. In the following lemma we express the difference quotient
in (CI)),[C2) along the trajectory. This lemma will significantly simplify the proof of Proposition Bl
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Lemma 17. Suppose f solves inhomogenenous steady transport equation with the diffuse BC. Then

8x¢f(x7v) B 8xif(y7v)
|z —y|?

OWlwgaVe o+ o[V f ¢ 0)lcos,

= 7.22
w;(v)[v|2 min{ & ‘i‘v),a(% 248 (7.22)
o) b (2, 0) — zp(y, )|’
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Proof. For f satisfying (B.]), different to (2I0)-(214]), we use min{ty(x,v),tp(y,v)} to split the cases.
For simplicity, denote t,,(v) = min{ty(z,v), tp(y,v)}. We express V. f(z,v) along the trajectory as:
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Taking the difference of d,, f(x,v) and 0y, f(y,v) using (Z29)-(Z34) we obtain
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First we estimate (C35)-(C40). For (T35) we apply (Z57); for (C36) we apply (230),(2560),2.53)
and (7.0); for (Z.37) we apply (230) and ([254]), then we obtain
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where we have applied (£28) of Lemma [I4] in the first equality of the second line, (Z54]) in the second
equality.

Then for (T45]) we apply (Z30)),(Z53) and (7Z9); for (746) we apply (Z57) and [294); for (T47) we
apply ([2.54) and ([2.94]), then we obtain
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We bound w L) < wa/z( v). From (Z50) and (ZI0) the contribution of (T12)), in [G(y)[(TZ2)]];

is
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or (T72)), we apply (28] in Lemma[I0 Then such contribution in [G(y)[([Z42])]]; equals to
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which are included in (7.25),(7.26]) and (.28)) respectively.
Last we estimate (44])-(C47). For (T.44)) we apply |G(y)| = O(1); for (C45) we apply (2353]),([7.9)
and (2.59); for (7.40]) we apply (2:94),([2:30) and (Z359) ; for (Z.47)) we apply |G| = O(1), then we obtain
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These four estimates are all included in (T.20]).
We conclude the lemma.
U

Now are ready to prove Proposition Bl

Proof of Proposition[3. We will use 3 steps to prove this proposition. Since we already have the ex-

pression of the difference quotient from Lemmal[l7], we mainly estimate (7.24]),([7.23)) and (T.25),(T21), [7.28]).
The estimate of (23] is put in Step 1 and the estimate of ([Z24)) is put in Step 2. Thus Step 1 and

Step 2 together conclude (7). In Step 3 we estimate (Z.20)),([727),([728]) and thus conclude (Z.8).
Before going into these steps we first list some estimates for the a-weight. We will heavily rely on
these estimates to make the computation more precise. For 0 < s < ty,(zp(, v),v'), we have

afzp(z,v),0) ~ alzp(z,v) — svt, o) ~ alzp(zp(z,v),01), vh), (7.77)
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and
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Applying the diffuse boundary condition ([2.4]) we get
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+ 0y S r(xp(z,v),v).

From Lemma [TT] the contribution of the last two terms of (Z.81]) in (Z.80]) is bounded by
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Velocity derivative: first we consider the contribution of (Z81); in (Z23). From [BI9)), we rewrite (Z.81)),
as

1 1 t 1 1 1
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Here we dropped the x dependence in Vllj

From (B2I]) we have

1(z) since it becomes a dummy variable.
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For (Z.83)), since § < 1, from (Z.82)) we derive that
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where we have used the definition of Ty, ([2.22)) and the mean value theorem regarding V,f in the last
line.
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Since Zm,n (m)mn,k-l-l—ﬂ(x)av;l " [\/ M(V;I)V;173V;17m] S 17 we have
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Last we estimate (Z.85]). From (3:20]) and (2.30) we compute
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where we have used n € C® and mean value theorem in the last line. Thus we conclude

@33 < lInlles llwflloo- (7.88)

Combining (Z.86l),([Z.87) and (Z.88)), we conclude that the contribution of the velocity derivative (Z.81l),
in (Z.80) has an upper bound

(@80 gz, | < lnlles [ Twller [[aVa f oo, (7.89)

where we used (Z.0]).
Spatial derivative: we consider the contribution of the spatial derivative (Z81l), in (Z.23]). We rewrite
the vél—integration using v! integration and get

5D, — o vt Miv(@n(@.0).0)
()

: / Ox, -[f(npl(m)(xél(r))’vl)] Vi) n(z(z,v)) - vt dot.
n(xp(z,0))vl >0 P ()0

2.

(7.90)




Then the contribution of (Z8I)), in (Z23)) can be written as
wé(v)|v|2[MW($b($ v),v) — MW(xb(yaU)aU)]
|zb(2,v) — b (Y, v) 1P/ 1i(

0|2 Mw (2 (y,v), v) / 0 olldo!
7]“(77196 x1 \/ o) |n(zp(z,v)) |dv
Vi) |zs(2,v) — 2b(y, v)|° ( n(an (@)1 >0 OXpi gy @

A R VT T [ EN R 1|dv1)]. (7.92)

/n(:cb(y,v))ml >0 axlljl (y),i

x ([7.90]) (7.91)

From (245]) in Lemma [3]

n(zy(z,v)
a0 < |||U|V||f||oo/\/ ’ " 1‘ gy S oIV fllee-
Thus applying (2.53]) and (2.62]) we derive that

@3 < linllc2lllolV) flloo- (7.93)

For (7.92]) we express Zi=1,2 ax;l(x) if(np1(x) (le)l(m)),vl) and Zi:m 8";1)1(@) Z_f(np1(y) (Xll)l( )),vl)
using ((7.94]) — (C.99) with the notation (7.3)):

1t1>m1n{t (z),t Z 1(1) i ‘Tb npl(x)(xglyl(x))7vl)7vl)] (794)
i=1,2
—l/ 2 X
_ 1t12min{t2 £2(y }1/22122 1(1) 1 1 ( )f(x%(x)jful) (7.95)
il
+ 11 <iminfe2 ()2 (1)} © ! Z 8x11)1(1) ) [f(npl(x)(xglyl(x)) —tho!,oh)] (7.96)
i=1,2 ’
tl
(gt
+ ltlgmin{t%(m),t%(y)}/o € ' : Z 8X11)1(x) ) [h(npl(:c) (Xllyl(m)) - (tl - Sl)vlvvl)] dSl (797)
i=1,2 a
tl
(gl 1 1 Ay, 1y .l
+ Lt > min{e2 (2),£2 (4)} . (w)e ( );:Z ax;l@),i (A1 (2) (X1 () — (B — 5wt 0 ]ds (7.98)
bt 4 2 x
+ Lo min{e2 (2),62 (y }121:20 Lo Zt%(:t)e %@ p (e (), 01). (7.99)

We first estimate the boundary term (.94]). We split (7.94]) into two cases using
min{a(zp(z,v),v'), a(zp(y,v),v")}. We put the discussion for min{a(zy(z,v),v'), a(zp(y,v),vH)} <
g, or |v| > e together with the estimate of (.95)-([7.99). Here we discuss the case that
min{a(zp(z,v),v'), a(zp(y,v),v")} > ¢ and |v| < 7L

For this case the difference quotient of (7.94]) reads

Limin{n(ap (@) 0! n(ep(y.0) vl }2e Jo|<e~1) / 1y 1,1
S B @94) () v/ () In(zp (2, v)) - v7|dv
\xb(x,v) _xb(yav)‘ﬁ < n(zp (z,v)) v >0

) /( (y:v))-v1 >0 I (y)/ u(whln(s(y, v)) 'Ul|dv1).
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We perform the change of variable (ZX40) and use [B:26]) to rewrite

/( (z,0))v 8 [f X2 DIV @Y n(zs(2,v)) - v'|do!

t— tb z,v)
// / eV (1) (x22))
\x 2‘<51

aX P2,
% Z 17738)(22 [f(?’]p2(XI2)2),'U1)]

X . N
ji=1,2 " pt)g Y

p*eP

p2

Nyl (z) (x}lﬂ(x)) (n(z,v) — N2 (xf)g)) ny2(x2,) - (zp(z,v) — N2 (xgz))

2 24
b, |t
o (20) = 2 (2|
4\%\

- 2 2 2
X e dtb gp2’llgp2’22dxp2’1dxp272

(7.101)

Here we dropped the x dependence on p?(z) since xpz becomes dummy variable after the change of

variable.

In (ZI0T) the variables that depend on x are ty(z,v), zp(z, v),x}lﬂ(z). Thus we have

(C101) (=) — (ZI00)(y)
lzp (2, v) — 2p(y, v)|?
1

\xb(l’ v) — by, v

€I =

// /t min{ty (z,v),tp(y,0)}

p2eP |x 5|<1 max{ty (z,v),tp (y,v)}

//~ /t max{ty (z,v),tp (y,v)} |: ax 02,7 8Xp2,j’ ] o
X2, <81 My Py

p2eP
n rn 1(96)( pl(m)) (zb(z,0) — TIp2 (X?ﬂ)) — Npl(y) (X;ﬂ(y)) “(p(y,v) — Mp2 (X1272
] 2
[7p2 (Xiz) (zn(2,0) — Np2 (X12,2)) Top2 (Xf,z) (zn (Y, v) — N2 (Xiz))
Tl @ i @ I
b b
 lep@) =0 a2yl |7 (y,0) =, 2 ()|
e 12| e 42 H

Since min{a(zy,(z,v),v!), a(zp(y,v),v')} > ¢, from (II), clearly we have |n(zp(x,v)) -

Moreover, due to |[v!| < e™1, we have a lower bound for #} from (Z37):

2 > Lmin{\n(fcb(wav)) 0!, [n(ab(y, v)) - v'[}
~ | | |U1|

= 0(%).

From (2:45]) in Lemma Bl and Lemma [8 we obtain the following estimate:

s/

8 2 1 < ax;27.7
2, [Fe (22),01)]| < 10l V) o < o0, ‘alej

),

<1

~ )

"pl () (X;lﬂ(x)) (2p(2,0) = 2 (x22))

: | S0 0™,
tb
() (o0 (2, 0) = 2 (x2a) e
<
7 | S0 0™
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(7.103)
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(7.105)
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Now we estimate (ZI02)-(ZI06). By (254]) we compute

(m) < —15 ///t min{ty, (z,v),tp (y,0)} e—ut%
|l‘b(£l7,’U) - $b(y7 )| |$b(x U ) yv |ﬁ max{ty (z,v),ts (y,0)}

—vtp(z,w) _ —vitp(y,v)
15)]€ e |

< 0O(e™
O ) — )P
—vtp(z,v) _ o~ Vin(y,v) _ |8
— 0(6_15) ‘6 eﬁ ‘ "T y‘ 3
[z — y [zb(2,v) — zb(y, V)|
_ 0(=) 2 — g’
~ min{a(mb(:p,v),vl), a(mb(y,v),vl)} |l‘b($,’0) - $b(yav)|ﬁ
_ B
<O ] . 7.107
2O ) — enlm )P (7.107)
The extra term g:z‘:(y o7 Will be cancelled by b (e, Tg)c_i"t;;y 2 in (7.23).
Then we estimate (ZI03]). By ([2.63) we have
88);12)24/ o 88)?)2 = | 1|3
*pl@), *pl(y),J v -6
1. < <0
(2, 0) — 2y, o) o e 00 S iy o), e (y, 0), o)~ O )
Thus
N D
(m) < 0(6_15)/ e—l/ot% *pl(z).j *pl(y).i < 0(5_21). (7108)
[zb(2,0) — zp(y,v)|? ™~ 0 |z (2, v) — 2By, v)[F ~
Then we estimate (ZI04]). By ([2.55]) we compute
s o) (Kb y) - (2 0) = 12 (22)) = 1y (b 1)) - (@, 0) — 12 (22))
tplzn(z,v) — 2y, v)|?
_ 0(6_3)[]np1(x)(xé1(x)) n 1(y)( )Hl’b(az v) — 77p2(X12,2)’ |zp (2,v) — 2p(y, v)] - 0(6_3)‘
~ |z (2, v) — !L"b(y, v)|P |z (2, v) — 2p(y,v) [P~
Thus
(109) 5 SO0E™Y). (7.109)
|Z6 (7, v) — 2b(y, v)|
or (ZI05) we compute the difference as
e (2a) - (o (,0) = 12 (6%)) — i) - () — e ()
‘t%’4‘$b($,v) - J}b(y,i))‘ﬁ
S 0(6_12) |l‘b($,’0) - $b(y7v)| S 0(6_12).
lzp(z,v) — 2p(y, v)|°
Thus
(C105) <O0(E1). (7.110)

lzb (2, v) — 2p(y,v)[F ™
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Last we estimate (ZI06]). By mean value theorem,

2 2
Th (z,v)— X x ,U)— X
lop @) =n2(2a)l lapw)=n,262)
2
aftg |

2
e 412

[z (7, 0) = 2 (y, )|

lep@o)mma Gl ep(u) =, (x|
42|

2
e 4\tb\ 1

< — e S O,
(2, 0) — 1,2 (x%) — 2wy, 0) + 1,2 (%) P /[P 123

Thus

(m) 3 SJ 0(6_15_35).
’xb(‘rav) - .Z'b(y,'l))’
Therefore, from ([7.0]), we collect (ZI07),([Z.108),(7.109)),([7I10) and (ZIII]) to conclude
—ylB
< [0(e™2) + O(e® [z =yl wiaVa f|I%. 7.112
IO S [OE) + 0™ )y ot oy eV (7.112)
Then we estimate the rest terms in (Z.94)-([799]). First we rewrite the contribution of these term
in (C92)) into
fn(xb(m7v)),v1>0 ... (x) + - + 99 (z) — fn(mb(y7v)),v1>0 1. (y) +--- + @I ()

|$b($,v) — zp(y,v)P

(7.111)

B f|n(xb(x,v>>—n(xb<y,v>>|>% ' f|n(:cb(x,v>>—n(xb<y,v>>|>% 0o (7113)
|wb (2, v) — (Y, v)[P |zb (2, ’U) _‘Tb(yv v)|? '
[n(zp(x,v)) - 0! | = [n(zp(y, v)) - 0!
+/ VA (L. (2) + - + 3D
n(zp(z,0))v! >0,n(zL (y,v)) v >0 ’xb('x U) - l'b(y, ) [ ( )]
(7.114)
+f In@n(y,0)) - o' [v/ilo
n(zp(z,0))v! >0,n(zp (y,v)) vl >0
991 () + - - - + (39 (x) — @CIDL..(y) — - — (39 (v)
x . (7.115)
|zb(2,v) — 2p(y, v)[P

By (245) in Lemma[5

vl
or (ZI13)), from (2.355]) and (Z.8) we have
1
|zb(2,v) — 2p(y, v)[P /|n (@ (2,0))=n(zp (v, U))\>w>o‘ |

[v*]

[nllozl[aVa fll / [n(zp(2,0)) 0!

< / 1
~S v
b (2,0) — 2 (y, v)|? (@b (2,0))—n(en (y.0)[> 2ERE 5 g [vl! )

o]
< lInllezllaVa fllsoln(zp (z,v)) — n(zp(y, v))|
~ |lzp (2, v) — 2By, v)|°

S nllezllaVe flloo
Similarly

1
< aVaflleo-
’xb(x7v) - xb(y7v)’5 /‘n(acb(:(:,v))—n(acb(y7 ))|>M>O ~ HT,HCQH f”

[ol]

Thus
C113) < lInllczloVa f oo (7.116)
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For (TZI14)), applying (Z55) we have

I < n(ab(z,v)) - v'| — [n(zp(y,v)) - v']
S lzp (z,v) — 2p(y, v) [P p(vt)
S Inlle2llaVa flloo- (7.117)

Then we focus (T.I10)), this estimate is the most delicate one. First of all we bound

[n(@b(y,v) - 01| < [n(@p(,v) = nlzp(y, ))l[o] +min{n(zs (@, 0)) o' n(zp(y,0) 0"} (7.118)
1), 1),

By (Z355) the contribution of (ZII8]), in (ZII5) is bounded by
1) ),

|lzp (2, v) — 2p(y, v)|°

[n(zp(z,0)) - 0! = [n(zp(y,v)) - 0!
< v
~ /n(:cb(x,v))-vl>O,n(xb(y,v))~v1>0 ‘.’L’b(l’ U) - xb(yv )‘B
S llealla¥fl | W00 S ez 0. o (7.119)
n(zp(z,0))01>0,n(xp (y,v)) vt >0

We focus on the contribution of (ZII8]), in (ZII5). Then without loss generality, we can assume
n(zb(y, ) - v'| = min{|n(zp (2, 0)) - v'], In(ab(y,v)) - v']} (7.120)

In result we can replace |n(zy,(y,v)) - v!| or |n(xp(y,v)) - v!| by min{|n(zp(x,v)) - v!|, |n(zp(y,v)) - v}
Note that from (245]) in Lemma [}

> 0

1 .
i—12 P @7

f(np1(x)(x;1(x)),vl) ~ G(zp(z,v)) Ve f(zp(z,v), ),

and we have an expression of G(zp(7,v)) V. f(xp(z,v),v') — G(2p(y,v)) Ve f (2p(y, v),v!) from Lemma

[ Thus the contribution of (IE@I) (IE%I) (CIT35) can be expressed using (Z25])-(Z28), with replacing

T — op(2,0), y — Tp(y,v), v — v! x i = X s Tp(T,0) = np2(w)(X§2(x))7 xp(y,v) — npz(y)(xl%z(y)).
From (Z79]) we derive that the contrlbutlon of (C28) is bounded by

/n(wb(:v v)) vt >0,n(zp(y, v)) v!>0
[n(zb(y, 0)) - vtV (o) lwgaVe fllss + o(Vaf (- 0)]cop 4+ oMIVf(v)]cos ]

;148

1
|v1|2m1n{a(xb‘fl1|))” )’ Oc(:vb|(yv ot }1—1—6

S lgaVaflloo + o()[Taf (0)lcos  +o(DIVf(0)leos | (7.121)

z;1+8

where we have used (Z.79).

Then we estimate the contribution of (27) and (Z28]) and (Z.25]).
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We begin with (Z28]). Note that we only need to consider the case min{a(zy(z,v), v!), a(zy (y,v),v!)} <
g, or |[vl| > et We derive

/lmin{a(mb(m,v) ob),azp (y,0),01)}<e, or [vl[>e=1V H |n Ib ya )|
Z [e—l/t%(x) \xb(az) - xb(y)‘ﬁ

‘xb(‘rvv) - xb( 7?})’5

j=1,2

2 2 1
% 8 , (z)]f(nzﬂ(x)(xpz(x)) ) 8 12) 2(y )]f(’r}]ﬂ( )(sz(y))’v )]

|77p2 (z) (Xp2 (gc)) Np2 (y)( )|B

Vil n(zp(z,0)) v

< /
~Y
e>n(zp(z,0)) vl >0,e>n(zp (y,v))v! >0, or [vl|>e—1

Vi F G0 cos

[v!2 min{ 2Ce(Ee), a@bf L) yis
S O@) Vo f(v)]os s (7.122)
;148

where we have applied (2.45]) in Lemma [5] to the third line, ([2.61]) to the second line, (T.120) and (Z.79))
to the integral in the fourth line.
Then we focus on the contribution of (7.24]). First we consider h = K (f). Denote

x® :$b($7v) _(tl _sl)vlv ys :xb(y,v) _(tl_sl)U17

we need to compute

/ Vo), v)

1 1 —v(vh)(tr—sh) 1 G(‘rs)vl‘f(‘rs7u) — G(ys)vl‘f(ysvu)
[ N R 0 A,

(C123).

(7.123)
We use the decomposition {LIS]) for the ds! integral. When ¢! — s! < ¢, we apply [@32) in Lemma
04 with p = 1+ § and (ZI20) to conclude that

(Dm)].tl_sl<E ~ [Vfo COB / V M |’I’L Th y7 1|dvl

tl
% / dslev(@h(E =sh) / duk(vl, u) _ 1 _
tl—e R3 |ul? min{a(fu|’“) —O‘(?'/u‘v“) J1+8

)

In(zp(y,v),v")| 1
< VA
SC )[Vfo - / U1‘2 min{ a(wazl,f)7v1)7 a(rb‘(zz)/{T)wl) J48 !

S O(E)[vx“f(’u )]C’O*B
When t! — s! > ¢. We rewrite

G) = G| Vaf (') G| Vaf(a®ou) = Vol (v, u)
— + . (7.124)

|z (2, v) — b (y, v)|?

|z (7, 0) = zp(y, 0)I°

(ravz N
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By ([255) we have (T124), < [0V flloo - Thys such contribution in (ZIZ3) is bounded by

a(ys,u)

1

Havxfnoo/ V M(’U)Hn(wb(y"u)) . ’U1|dvl dsle—u(vl)(tl o 81)/ duk(’l)l,u)

0 rs  a(ys,u)

[n(@b(y,v)) - v
< Vafllso
L RO e e e ey
where we have used ([£29]) in Lemma [[4] and (TII8]).
Then we focus on the contribution of ([ZI124)),. We exchange V, for V,:

vvlf(xb(x7v) - (tl - sl)vlvu) )

i

dv! S laVe flloo,

fo(xs7u) = fo(xb(x,v) - (tl - 31)U17u) =

—(tl — 81)
Then we perform an integration by parts for dv'. The dv! integral in (ZI23)1,_q >¢ becomes
! e—u(vl)(tl—sl) .
[ Z [Intano o) o1Vl k(o w)G()] du
max{ti—£2 (), -2 ()} — (& — ')

[ u) — f(y®,u)
|lzp(z,v) — zp(y, v)|?

S// Vot [[n(zn(y, v)) - vt |y pl)e @HE=D] . (7.125)

max{t1 =12 (z) 1 =2 (y)}

/ / Vky(v'u)- - (7.126)
ax{tl 12 (@)t =13 (y)}

/ / Vo Gl () — (' — sHob) - (7.127)
{12 (2), 01— (1))
b [ aminl ) ) e
! E min{ty (), 1 (y)}
For (TI25), since V1 [n(wp (y, v)-v!)/u(vl)e DE =sD] < /4yl e v (0 E =D/2 by @8T) with (76)
and ([4.34]) we have

k 1
C129) < O(s_l)HavmeOO/Iu1/4(1)1)/e—V(vl)(tl—sl)/2d81/ o(v”, 1)

rs min{a(as, v1), a(y®, v')}P

(7.128)

du

S 0(6_1)\|avzf||oo/u1/4(vl) SO0 [aVaflle

or (TI286) from [ZI2), we have V 1k(v! u) < Wk W) Thep by ([@35) in Lemma [T4] we have

GED
) < O |aVaf | / n(@n(y,)) - vt [Vl o) do?

1
—v(v) (! —st) 5.1 kQ(U > u)
8 / ‘ U Jos ToT —ul[min{aa®, o), alye, 01))7

1
min{a(xp (z,v),v1), alzy(y,v),v!)}P

SOVl [ Inan(y.o) o't/ (01)
N O(E_l)Havxf”oo'
For (TI27), since |V, 1G(zp(y,v) — (t1 — sHot)| < ||€]|c2(tt — st), and (¢! — sl)e_’j(vl)(tl_sl) <

e_”(vl)(tl_sl)/z, we have

127) < O(E_l)Havfooo/u1/4(vl)dv1 < OENElezllaVe flloo-
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For (TI28)), since we consider t' — s' > &, min{t} (z),#}(y)} > e. From (Z30) we have
e—v(v!) min{td ()15 (v)} <0
. SO@E™).
min{t (), 1 (y)}

V1 min{tg, (z), 6 (y) }
Denote

2’ = ap(z,0) —min{ty (2), th(y) o', y* = wp(y, v) — min{ty (), 6§ (y)}o'.
Using (230)) and from (£34]) in Lemma [I4] we have

(m) 5 O(E_l) |7”L(l‘b Y, v \/— kQ(Ulvu)

|n($b(y, Ull rs min{o(z’, u), a(y’, u)}’
S laVadlow [ Vilo) S Vs o
Thus the contribution of (T.124), in (Z.I123]) is bounded by
O(e M|V floo- (7.129)

Then we obtain
T123) 5 O laVeflloo + OE)Vay f(50)]cos (7.130)
Then we consider h = I'(f, f). We use (ZI3)) in Lemma [I6] and (TI20) and (Z77) to obtain

/|n b y’ "U1| /—,u(vl)/t . dsle—u(vl)(tl_sl)
Gap (2, 0) VL (f, f)(@°,0") = Gaw(y, v)) VLT (f, H) (v, 0"
|zb(2,v) — 2p(y, v)[P
5 (”anngo + wa”oo[v:c”f('vU)]Cgfﬂg)
o ey [n(zp(y,v)) - v
% / p(vt) [o |2 min{a(zp (2, v), v1), a(zp(y,v), vl ) 5
S laVafl5 + o[V f(50)]cos . (7.131)

The last term is (Z25]). This estimate is very similar to the contribution of (Z27). Note that
poD)a(zy(x,v),v') < pl/*(wha(zy (z,v),v'), we need to compute

t! 1 s . s
/,ul/A‘( )|’I’L Tb y’ 1|/ ds e —v(v)( 1—81)/ dua(xb(x,v),v )k(vl,u)vxf(x 7“) fo(y 7u)‘
R3

‘Ul‘ ’xb('x7v) —.Z'b(y,’l))‘ﬁ

1‘ dUl

(7.132)

Again we first consider t!' — s' < e. We apply @32) in Lemma [4] with p = 2 + 8 and (ZI120) to
obtain

(T X,V ’Ul
CI32) 1 o< S [Vaf(, )] /M1/4(U1)’n(xb(y,U),Ul)‘M

visrs [vt]
t! 1
x/ dstev (@) =s") duk (v, u) . .
e R3 ’u‘2mm{a(w U)7a(3‘4u|,U)}2+5
1
< . 1/4 [n(zp(y,v),v")|
S OTSCileng,, [ " )|v1|2mm{““b(’i”’””,“(“’( Dyirs
OE)[Vaf(, B .
SIS vy

For t' — s' > ¢, we apply the same integration by parts technique as in (ZI25)-(Z128). The only
difference is we do not have an extra term G(y°) here. But this term doesn’t apply a role in the estimate

or ((CI25)),(CI126]) and (TI28]). Thus for this case we have the same upper bound as (.129).

71



Combining (ZIT2), [Z116)), (Z117),(Z119)), (Z121)),(ZI30) ,(C122) and (ZI3)), (ZI32) we conclude that

|z — y|?
|z (2, v) — (Y, v)[?

lwgaVe £l
(7.133)

T S o) [[Vaf (o)l +HTYSCollges |+ +0E)

z,2+8

This, together with (7.93) and (7.89), lead to the conclusion:

o[ [Vaf C0)lgns + [Vf (0o ]+O<s—21>uw@~avxfu§o

C23) < | Tw — Tollce . (7.134)
¢ wH ( )]vam{a(xv) ‘U‘ }1+6

o[

_ s
where we have applied ([Z53) to |xb(x’1|2_zrﬁ(y’v)‘ :
Step 2: estimate of (7.24).
Now we estimate the contribution of the collision operator. First we consider h = I'(f, f). Apply-
ing (ZI2)) in Lemma [I6 we have

o(DIVas (s 0)lgos + lwga¥af
(M)lh:p S ’a(x’v) ) . (7.135)
[v]

wg(v)|v]? min{ pe

B

Now we focus on the estimate for h = K(f), which is

t —_— —_— —_— —_— —_—
/ dse—u(t—s) / duk(v, u) 8%]0(33 (t S)Uv ’LL) 8ﬂézf(y (t 8)’[), u) ) (7136)
t—tm (v) R3 |z —y
([CT30),

Since |z —y| = |z — (t — s)v — [y — (t — s)v]|, we express (TI36), by (T22)-(T24). The contribution
of (Z22) in (ZI3G)) is bound by

[0(1)[Vm|,f(wv)]cgfHi + lwzaVa f o]
wg(v)

t ~
% / dse—l/(t—s)/ du w@(?:)k(?]?u) -
t—tm (v) RS wg(w)|ul? min{ a(x_(‘u_ls)v’“), O‘(x_(‘;ls)vvu) 1248
0(1)[vx“f('7v)]cgjf+6 + ”wéavxf”oo

_ I RICD)
wg(v)|v]* min{ ol ‘U‘ }2+ﬁ

(7.137)

where we have applied Lemma [T41

Then we consider the contribution of (£23) in (ZI36). By (ZI34) and ZI07) and (@3I), such

contribution is bounded by

oW)[[Vaf ()l eos +[Vf 0o | +O0E ) aVaf I

| Tw — Tolc= ()
t wg(v)k(v,u)
% dse—zx(t—s) / du )
/0 R%  wg(u)|ul? min{ a(z— (‘t Is)v,u), a(y_(mS)U’U) Y148 (7.138)

o)[[Vaf(:0llevs  +[94fCollns | +OE)llaVaf I

wg(v )|v|2m1n{a(”c ”), (‘31/)"”)}1+B
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Then we focus the contribution of the double collision operator, the ([[24]) in (TI36]). We first estimate
h =T(f, f). By Lemma [0, such contribution in (ZI36) is bounded by

o([Vaf(0)lpos  + lwgaVafllZ
L/t dse_”(t_s)/ duwg(v)k(v, u) Co Z(x " ’

W5(V) Ji—t () R3 wy(u) uf2 min{ )| 2l 3245
o[V fCv)leng  + lwzaVafll

wg(v >rvr2mm{aﬂf,f>, Ay y2+6

(7.139)

~ Y

where we have used Lemma [[4] and Lemma [I3]
Then we estimate h = K(f), which is the most delicate one. We denote t5,(u) = min{ty(z — (¢t —
s)v,u),tp(y — s(t — s)v,u)}. We need to compute

t s
/ dse_”(t_s)/ duk(v,u)/ ds’e_’j(s_s/)/ du/
t—tm (v) R3 s—t5 (u) R3

Veflx —(t—s)v—(s— s u,u) = Vof(y—(t —s)v—(s—s)u,u’)
|z —y|? '

S S—¢&
/ ds’ —I—/ ds’. (7.141)
s—¢ 0

—_—
C1m, - @,

Applying [@32) in Lemma [I4] with p = 2 + 3 we conclude that the contribution of (ZI41l), in (Z.I40)
is bounded by

(7.140)

x k(u,u’)

We first decompose the s’ integration as

V:L‘ "y ) ~ s
[ f( U)]nggﬁg /t dse_y(v)(t_s) / duk(v7 u)wg (U) / ds/e—u(u)(s—s/)
m(s) R s

wg(v) wg(u)
k(u, v )wgz(u)
du/ ———
B e R
O(E)[V:L‘f(a U)]CO’*B

a(z,v) a(yv 2
|’l)| 9 } +B

~

wg(v)|v]? min{
Then we consider contribution of (ZI41l),. For simplicity we denote
= (t—-sw—-(s—8, Y =y-t—-swv—-(s—5hu, 2"y =x—y. (7.142)

We exchange V, for V,:

vmf(x - (t - S)U - (8 - S/)’LL, ’LL/) - vmf(y - (t - S)U - (8 - S/)’LL, ’LL/) = Vu[f(l‘”, u,) - f(y”7 u,)] 8_13/‘
Since s — s’ > ¢ the contribution of (TI41l), in (Z.I40) is
t s—¢ ,
/ dse V(=) / duk(v, u)/ e VWE=Dqg' 1, s,
t—tm (v) R3 s—t3, (u) (7.143)

" n _ 7 / _
% / du,k(u,u/) vu[f(x ,’LL) f(y ,’LL )] 1 .
R3 v =yl s—s
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Then we integrate by part for du to have

t
TIm) = dse " ®)1=2) / dul, oo,
t—tm (v) R3 B

X [Vu[k(v,u)k(u,u/)] /s:;(u) %(Zl_y)ds’ /RSd ZiGa 1|Lx)_ y‘féy”’u/) (7.144)
+k(v, u) / _;u) %u();_s,)ds’ /R du'k(u, iGE ?;):y";éy v) (7.145)
kv, W)Vt (u) e;;if; ) [ i) [ ?;)__y";éyb’ “/)] . (7.146)
Here we denoted
=z —(t—sw—t5(wWu, P =y—({t—sv—t (uu. (7.147)

First we estimate (Z144). We begin with V., k(u,u’). Since wy Y (Y o/ 2 < 1, from ([Z60) with (Z.6)
and ([2.92) we have

([.144)

- t -
S O(&T_l)7‘|w60[vmf”OO / dse_”(”)(t_s)/ du7k(v,u)w9(v)
w(;(v) L=t (v) R3 w(;(u)
s7e , k(u, u")ws(u) 1
—V(u)(s—s ) / 1/ 1 /12 jl / ’ 0
SR o R e e A e e
< O(g_l)nganfHOO / dse (v)(t—s)/ . duké(v,u)
ST w0 e s TP min{a(e = (= $)v. ), aly — (= 50, W)}
< O(E_I)Hwéavzacf”oo < O(E_I)Hwéavxf”oo 7 (7.148)
wg(v)|v| wg(v)|v|? min{%,%}%‘ﬁ
where we have used (£35) and (ZI07) in the third line, (3] in the last line.
The term with V,k(v,u) can be similarly bounded by
wg(v >|v|2mm{ ff,(”, sy y2rs
Then we estimate (Z.I45]). From (Z.60) with (7.6) we have
- t - 5—
(m) 5 H’ngéfoHOO/ dse—l/(v)(t—s)/ duwe(u)k(?}?u) / Ee_u(u)(S_S/)dS,
wg(v) 0 R3 wg(v) 0
(w)k(u,u’)
du! 1 Pw=L (' wg(u)k(u,
- /R el >w~< DR min (o) 7
V;p o0 _ VIB o0
wg(v s [ul? ’ ™ wg(v)|v]2 mln{aﬁf : ‘U‘ V) 1246’

where we have used Lemma [[3]in the second line and (£34)) in Lemma [[4] in the last line.
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Last we estimate (TI46]). Since we are considering s — s’ > ¢, tp(z — (t — s)v,u) > . From (Z.60)

with (m and (m, we have
|wzaVa flloo /t TR wi(wk(v,u) e VW @)
Im) < e dse—v()(t=9) / ; »
t—tm(v) R3

wg(v) wg(v) ton(u)
wg(wk(u, )
|u/|wg (') min{a(z®, '), a(y?, ')}
SJ O(E_l) “w€~Qfo|’°° /t dse—V(v)(t—S)/ k@(v,u) du
wg(v) t—tm (v) R3 |u|? min{ a(x_(ms)v’u), a(y_(fu_‘s)mu)}
O DlwgaVafllo O(e™ ) |lwgaVeflloo

2 2 (o) ol min S5, ey

< Vot () / vl o= ()
R3 o

(7.151)

™ wy(v)[v]? min{

where we have used Lemma [[3]in the third line and (434]) in Lemma [I4] in the last line.
Then combining (I48]),([7149),(CI50) and (CI5I) we conclude

o)V f () os +OE D) wgaVafs
S z,2+3 | (7152)
wé(v)|v|2 Hlin{a(l“zvlv) Ol(y v }2+B

Combining (7I52)), (C139), (CI38) , ((I37) and ([I35]) we conclude that
o[Vt C0)lgos + [Vf (0o | + 0 ) lwgavef I

wy(v >|v|2mm{“<|2f>, S

Finally from (7.22)-(7.24]) and the estimate (T.I53)),(7.134]), we conclude the proof of (Z.7]).
Step 3: proof of (T8).

Now we prove (.8)). From Lemma [I7 (723)) is already bounded from (7.134]).
For (7.23)), since wgl(v)d(x,v) < wg/;(v)oz(:n,v), by ([ZI53]) we conclude

@23 < [[Tw — Tollc= (7.153)

i(o0) | Taf 0oy + T4 C0lleny, | + O wgaVaf I

alzw) alyw . (7154)
. W /o (v)|v]? min{ = ( %%}prg

@23) <

Then we only need to estimate (Z.27)). First we consider h = I'(f, f). Such contribution is directly
bounded using (ZI3]) in Lemma [I6 thus

o[V f( ’U)]Cw + [lwgaVa 1

€20, < o : (7.155)
wg o (v)[v[? min{ A2} p) s
Then we consider h = K(f), which reads
t
/ dse_”(t_s)/ duk(v, u)
t—tm (v) R3
- (- af (@ — (T —s)v,u) — — (= (Y — (= s)v,
Gl (= 0Vl = (o)) ~ Gy (= ey (= o) .
[z =yl

We express (7.156) by (T.25)-(728) along u.

Note that

C23) < CI54), (C28) < (2139,
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we conclude that the contribution of (Z23),([Z26)) and (Z28) in (ZI50) are bounded by

t
! / dse_"(t_s)/’ duwé/Q(v)k(v,u)
t (v) R3

’wé/2(v) —tm
o[Vl ()l + [Vf (0o | + O wgaVef |
X : =
wp o (1) uf? min{ SO o] ol sea 1
o) |[Vaf (s )lgos  + V) f(0)lcon | +O0E)wga Ve fIZ
< 2 tp ( z’)”‘* ) : (7.157)
Wa /o (U)|U|2 min{a \f,’\v ) = |%|v }H_B

where we have used ([@31)) in Lemma [I4] with p = 1 + 5.

Then we focus on the contribution of the double collision operator (.27)). By Lemma [I6] the contri-
bution of h = I' is bounded by
0(1)[V||f(‘=v)]cg,f+ﬁ + [lwgaV, 12

1 /t (-
dse V(=9 duwg o (v)k(v, u)
¢ / wé/z(u)|u|2 min{ a(w—(‘z—lS)Uﬂ), a(y—(lt;‘S)v,U) J+8

Wi 2(0) St () R3
0(1)[V||f('7”)]cgvf+ﬁ + [JwgaV, fl%

wé/z(v)|v|2 min{%7 %}14—6

Last we focus on the contribution of h = K(f). Recall the notation z”,y” in (I42]). We need to

(7.158)

compute
S
1 —v(s—s') du/k(u,u/)

t
/ dse V(9 duk(v,u) / ds'e
t R3 s—t8, (u) R3

—tm (v)

G )V f (2" u') = Gy ) Vo f(y',u)
|z —ylP '
I,

(7.159)

We apply the decomposition (Z.I41]) for ds’.
When s — s’ < ¢, by (£32) in Lemma [[4 with p = 1 + § we have

1 t o wg o (V)k(v,u) s o
I, S[ st [l [T e
“wi(0) ~ st R3 wgp(u) S
V£, U)]Cg’fw
’ (7.160)

/o k /
X s du 'lUg/Q(’LL) (u, u )wg/Q(u/)|U/|2 min{a(:ﬂ”, u’), a(y”, u/)}l—i—ﬁ

[V f(0)]c0m

z,148
w5 (v) [v]? min{ 2D Al yis

< O(e)

~

When s — s’ > ¢, we rewrite
[G(2") = GW")]Vaf(z" ')
_ 7.161
I, 2l (7.161)
+ G(y )[fo(l‘ , U ) B V:Bf(y , U )] ) (7.162)
|z —y|?
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For (ZI6T), since ]u’]wg_l(u’) < wg_/lz(u’), we apply (Z53) to conclude

~ t ~ k
161 < 7“w6avxf”oo/ dse_”(t_s)/ du—wg/z( v)k(v, u)
W2(V) St (w) R3 wg o (1)
S , Ws /
x/ ds’e_”(s_s)/ du' || 9/2,( ),( ,,)
s—t5, (u) R3 wg o (W)W (2" )

_ w5 Ve f oo
wg o (v)[v]? min{ &), ) yies”

(7.163)

where we have applied Lemma [[3] and (£29]) in Lemma [I4] to the last inequality.
or (LI62), we exchange V, f(z" u') = % and perform an integration by parts to du. Since

|G(y")| < 1, the contribution of (TI62) in (ZI59) is bounded by (ZI44), (7.145)), (Z146) and with an

extra term that corresponds to the derivative of G(y"):

t
/ dse—v@)t=2) / duly go.
t—tm (v) R3

s—¢ "oy "o
x k(v, u)/ VLG v ><s—s'>ds// e, ) L) = T )
s—t5,( R3 ‘x — y’ﬁ

”weavxfuoo/ dse /duw§/2(u)k(vvu)
R3

w0/2 wé/g(v)

~

S—¢&
/ 6= (5 — )€l cads’
0

/12
I Kk / ||
L B O ) T
. t N s—
< ||weavwf”<>0/ dse—u(v)(t—s)/ dukg(v,U)/ T rW(s=s)/2y
0 R3 s

wé/z(’”) |ul? —ts, (u)
5OV f oo
< IIw?a a(f \vl) — (7.164)
w32 o) o min{ S22, 2115
Here we have used (2.60) with (7.6)) in the fourth line and Lemma [[3]in the fifth line.
Thus the contribution of (ZI62) in (ZI59)) is bounded by
(C144) + (L145) + ([148) + (Z164)
“NWw;aVe flloo

< [148) + ([ZI50) + (ZI51) + (ZI164) < O )lwgova/l (7.165)

w3 o (o) o min{ = 2y
This, together with (TI63) and (TI60), lead to the conclusion:

o[ [Vef C0)lgos +[Vf (0o | +O0(E ) lwgaVef
22t Llth . (7.166)

g (v)[o[? min{ A2} )18

Finally collecting (7.166),[Z.I58), (C.I57), (ZI55),(ZI54]) and Lemma[l7 we conclude the proof of (Z.§]).
U
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