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SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS AND INCOMPRESSIBLE
NAVIER-STOKES-POISSON LIMIT OF VLASOV-POISSON-BOLTZMANN
EQUATIONS WITH UNCERTAINTY

NING JIANG AND XU ZHANG

ABSTRACT. For the Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann equations with random uncertainties from the ini-
tial data or collision kernels, we proved the sensitivity analysis and energy estimates uniformly with
respect to the Knudsen number in the diffusive scaling using hypocoercivity method. As a con-
sequence, we also justified the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Poisson limit with random inputs. In
particular, for the first time, we obtain the precise convergence rate without employing any results
based on Hilbert expansion. We not only generalized the previous deterministic Navier-Stokes-
Poisson limits to random initial data case, also improve the previous uncertainty quantification
results to the case where the initial data include both kinetic and fluid parts.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann system. Dilute electrons in the absence of a magnetic field can
be described by the Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann system, which is fundamental in plasma physics.
In this paper, we consider the one-species VPB, which is a coupling a Boltzmann equation with a
poisson equation arising from electric field:

{ atf+v’vxf+vx¢'vvf: Q(f7f)7
Ax¢:fR3fdv_pb'

It models the dynamics of dilute electrons under the self-consistent electric field while the ion is
seen as the background charge. Here the non-negative f(¢,z,v) represents the density function of
electrons in position z € T? with velocity v € R? at time ¢ > 0. In (1.1), the first equation is
the classical Boltzmann equation, and coupled with the p, which is the density of the background
charge, the self-consistent electrostatic field V,¢(t, z) is generated and described by the Poisson
equation. The collision between particles is given by the standard Boltzmann collision operator
Q(f, f) with hard-sphere interaction:

QLNW = [ (H = A=) wldadon,

R3xS?

(1.1)

where
f:f(t7x7/l))7 f,:f(t7x7vl)7 f]-:f(t7x7/l)l)7 fll_:f(t7x7vi)7
vV=v—[v—v) ww, vi=v+[v-v) ww, weS?.
It is well-known that the constant state (denoted by M(v), and called global Maxwellian) which
makes the collision operator Q(M, M) = 0 has the following form (after normalization):

— o2

There are many contributions to the mathematical analysis of VPB, or more generally Boltz-
mann type equations. Basically, there are two types of results on the well-posedness of the kinetic
equations: the first is “large” initial data renormalized solutions introduced by DiPerna-Lions, see
[10] and [34, 35]. The second is the classical solutions near global Mexwellian, initialed from Ukai

[42], and later developed by Guo using the so-called nonlinear energy method, [18, 19]. Based
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on these seminal contributions, there are lots of improvements in the past two decades from the
perspectives of boundary conditions [38], collision kernels (from cut-off to non-cutoff kernels) and
regularity, which we will not list here.

The main goals of this paper is two-folds: 1. We connect the one-species VPB (1.1) in the
diffusive scalings (see the scaled form (2.1)) to the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier-Poisson
(NSFP) equations. We will justify this limit in the context of classical solutions. 2. We consider
the uncertainty quantification (UQ) problem for VPB under this diffusive scaling. In this paper the
random effects come from the initial data and collision kernels, and we will analyze the sensitivity
of the uncertainty. In the following subsections, we describe the above problems in details.

1.2. Incompressible NSFP limit. One of the most important features of the Boltzmann-type
equations (or more generally, kinetic equations) is their connection to the fluid equations. The so-
called fluid regimes of the kinetic equation are those of asymptotic dynamics of the scaled kinetic
equations when the Knudsen number € (which is the ratio of the mean free path to the macroscopic
length scale) is very small. Justifying these limiting processes rigorously has been an active research
field from late 70’s. Among many results obtained, the most complete contributions (at least for
global in time and high spatial dimension cases) are the incompressible Navier-Stokes limits. There
are two types of results in this field:

(1) Start the solutions of the scaled kinetic equations with estimates uniformly in the Knudsen
number €, then extract a convergent (sub)sequence converging to the solutions of the fluid
equations as € — 0 ;.

(2) Start from the solutions for the limiting fluid equations, then construct a sequence of special
solutions of the scaled kinetic equations for small Knudsen number e.

The key difference between the results of type (1) and (2) are: in type (1), the solutions of the fluid
equations are not known a priori, and are completely obtained from taking limits from the kinetic
equations. In short, it is “from kinetic to fluid”, or “bottum-up” (the term used in Mischler-Mouhot
in [39]). This approach in fact gives a mesoscopic proof of the existence for the limiting macroscopic
equations. In type (2), the solutions of the fluid equations are known first. In short, it is “from
fluid to kinetic”, or “top-down”.

Most of the type (2) results are based on the Hilbert expansion and obtained in the context
of classical solutions. It was started from Nishida and Caflisch’s work on the compressible Euler
limit [41, 8, 31]. Their approach was revisitied by Guo, Jang and Jiang, combining with nonlinear
energy method to apply to the acoustic limit [15, 16, 25]. After then this process was used for
the incompressible limits, for examples, [9] and [20]. In [9], De Masi-Esposito-Lebowitz considered
Navier-Stokes limit in dimension 2. More recently, using the nonlinear energy method, in [20] Guo
justified the Navier-Stokes limit (and beyond, i.e. higher order terms in Hilbert expansion). This
result was extended in [27] to more general initial data which allow the fast acoustic waves.

The most successful example of type (1) result is the so-called BGL program (named after Bardos-
Golse-Levermore’s work [2, 3]), which justifies weak limit starting from DiPer-Lions solutions of
Boltzmann equations to weak solutions of fluid equations (mostly, incompressible Navier-Stokes
and Euler equations). This program started from [2, 3] and completed in [12, 13] by Golse and
Saint-Raymond. For the limits in BGL program for bounded domain, see [37] and [26].

In another line of research, there are also a few type (1) results in the context of classical
solutions. The first result in this direction might be Bardos-Ukai [4] in which the semigroup method
was employed to justify the incompressible Navier-Stokes limit from the hard sphere Boltzmann
equation. Recently, on the torus, hypocoercivity method was used by Briant [6] and Briant, Merino-
Aceituno and Mouhot [7] to provide a constructive proof of the incompressible Navier-Stokes limit.
Their methods can be considered as an improvement of semigroup method, based on the functional
analysis breakthrough of Gualdani-Mischler-Mouhot [14]. We emphasize that in [6], it was for
the first time a convergence rate was explicitly provided, for hard sphere kernel, and for special
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initial data which coincide with that needed in the Hilbert expansion method [20]. To obtain this
convergence rate, it essentially needed Guo’s result [20] which was based on Hilbert expansion.

In the deterministic part of the current paper, our strategy was inspired by the above works, in
particular [6], to give a constructive proof of incompressible NSFP limit of the one-species VPB.
Note that for the proof based energy method, this limit has been justified by Guo-Jiang-Luo in [17],
using the similar method for Boltzmann equation [28]. (After we finish the draft of this paper, we
heard that Li-Zhong-Yang also prove this limit using the method in the spirit of Ukai’s semigroup
method). Comparing to the corresponding Navier-Stokes limit of the Boltzmann equation in [6, 7],
there are some key difference and difficulties. The first is for the linearized VPB operator, the
fluid and kinetic parts are not orthogonal. The second, which we consider as more important, is
to obtain an explicit convergence rate, we delicately decompose the fluid and kinetic parts in the
semigroup, and use the structure of the NSFP equations, then avoid any Hilbert expansion type
results (which was used in [6], as mentioned above). This is one of the novelty of this paper.

1.3. UQ of VPB in diffusive limit. Another main goal of this paper is to study the above
kinetic equation and its diffusive approximation under the influence of random uncertainty. Since
kinetic equations are not first-principle physical equations, there are inevitably modeling errors,
incomplete knowledge of the interaction mechanism, and imprecise measurement of the initial and
boundary data, which contribute uncertainties to the equations. Understanding the impact of these
uncertainties is crucial to the simulation and validation of the models, in order to provide more
reliable predictions, calibrations, and improvements of the models. In this paper we consider the
uncertainty coming from initial data and collision kernels. The uncertainty is described by the
random variable z, which lies in the random space I, with a probability measure 7(z)dz, then the
solution f = f(t,x,v,z) depends on z. The sensitivity analysis aims to study how randomness of the
initial data and collision kernel (the “input”) propagates in time and how it affects the solution in the
long time (the “output”). It is an essential part of the so-called uncertainty quantification for kinetic
equations. Among many previous contributions in this direction, we only list [23, 36, 29, 30, 22].

In [36], Liu and Jin prove that the solutions of nonlinear kinetic equations with random inputs
tend to the deterministic global equilibrium under the acoustic and Navier-Stokes (NS) scalings, in
the functional analysis setting of [6]. In [36], they proved the sensitivity analysis of the Boltzmann
equation in the acoustic and NS scalings, but their initial data did not contain the corresponding
acoustic or Navier-Stokes parts. Thus, at later time, the fluid parts are totally ignored. The current
paper not only generalize the result of [36] from Boltzmann to VPB, more importanlyly, but also
includes the fluid parts and the interactions between the fluid and kinetic parts under the random
inputs. This is the first UQ result for spatially high dimension VPB equations in diffusive limits
containing Navier-Stokes-Fourier-Poisson dynamics.

2. SETTINGS ON THE KERNELS

In this section, we will state the assumpution on kernel for both deterministic case and random
case respectively.

2.1. Linearization around Maxwellian. First, in this subsectin, we derive the linearized equa-
tion of VPB system around the global Maxwellian. According to [1, Sec. 2.3.5], the scaled VPB
equation is

Eatfe+v‘vwfe+evx¢e'vvfe: %Q(fﬂfé)v (2 1)
€A @e(t, ) = [ps fe(t,z,v)dv — 1, '
with
fe=M(1 +eg), M = s exp(—12L). (2.2)
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Pluging f. = M(1 + eg.) into (2.5), the equations of g is

Otge + %U'V:{:ge + E%»C(gs) + (Voge — vge) Ve — %'V(bs = %P(Qags)v (2.3)
A:c(bs = fRB geMdU7
where
L(g)  =MT[Q(M,Mg)+ Q(Mg, M)]
= fT3><82 (g — g’ + s — gi)B(U — U*,w)M(v*)dv*dw (2.4)

U(g,h) = 531 [Q(Mh, Mg) + Q(Mg, Mh)]
=1 [, g2 (0Ll + h.g — gh — hig) B(v — vy, w)M(v,)dv,dw.
As long as the uniform estimates with respect to € is established. By weak convergence method
and based on the formal analysis in [1, Sec. 2.3.5], the corresponding Navier-Stokes-Fourier-Poisson
equations
ou+u-Vu — vAu + VP = pVé,
(30 — p) +u-V (30— p) — LEAG =0, (2.5)
divu =0, A(p+0)=p, E=V(p+0).
can be derived from (2.3).
Remark 2.1. The linearization is different with [6] and [40]. Indeed, in [6, 40],
fe = \/M(\/M + 696)7 (26)

by simple calculation, in this settings, the 2-V . in (2.3) is replaced by %-que\/M. Even for linear
equation, it is compulsory to add couple of new terms up to the norm used in [6, Theorem 2.1] to
obtain a closed inequality. The added terms hint that it is more convenient to use (2.2) other than
(2.6). More explainations can be found in Remark 4.4.

Remark 2.2. The comparsion between the linear Boltzmann operator and linear VPB operator
will be stated in Sec. 4.

2.2. Settings of kernels on the deterministic case. For the deterministic case, the assumptions
are the same as those in [6, Sec.2.1]. We copy the below for the reader’s convience. Before them, we

introduce some notation to be extensively used later. V¢ f (V{, f) denotes all the i-th(j-th) derivative
of f with respect to x(v). Specially, V. f is the gradient of scalar function f. V.f denotes all the
first order derivative of f.

IF17; = /R fPMdu, |£]7. = /T . /R PPMdvd, | fllFy =D V2 £z,
k=0

1913 = [, [, FiMdude. o =1 ol = IRV, If33 = [ foao
k=0

S S

Il =0 D IVEVASITa, 115 =D > IVEVASIZ:

k=0 i+j=k k=0 i+j=k
The assumputions on the kernels are as follows.

1, Coercivity assumpution. The linear Boltzmann operator £ is a closed and self-adjoint
operator from L? to L? with the following decomposition:

L(h) = —K(h) + A(v)-h. (2.7)

Furthermore, A is coercive:
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e for any h € L? and some positive constant @ and C,,
alllly, < [ Ao S
AU R3 AU
and
[, A)-gMdo] < Cultlsg ol (2.8)
R3 v v
e For any f,g € L?,
[ 7L < £z lolos, (2.9)
R3 v v

e With respect to the derivative to v, the operator A admits “a defect of coercivity”, i.e.,
there exist some strictly positive constants as and a4 such that

VoA(h)-V,hMdv > as vahuii — ay|R]%,. (2.10)
R3 v v

and for the high order derivative,

/ Vi VIA(R)-V!VihMdvdz > ag Hv:’,vg;huig — ay||h|issor- (2.11)
TS RS A

2, Mixing property in velocity
Furthermore, for any 6 > 0, there exists some positive constant Cj,

| [, VoK (h)-VuhMdv| < CsllhlZ; + 6 IVohlzz (212)
and for high order derivative,
[, ], ViV VLM < ol + 5[ ViV (213)
3, Relaxation to equilibrium
The kernl space of L is spanned by
1,v1,v2, 03, v[*.
Furthermore, there exists some constant as
/ L(h)-hMdvdz > as|h* |3, (2.14)
T JR3 A
where ht is defined as follows:
ht =h—Ph, Ph= / hMdo + v-/ hoMdo + ”22‘3-/ =3 b M,
R3 R3 R3
4, Assumption on the bilinear term
e For any g,h € L2, T'(g, h) € Ker(L)*.
e For the non-linear operator, s > 3,
[, [, 9T ) Mdvda] < 9,19 ) g 11
T3JR (2.15)

[, [, TRV b el g e NP Ul 03 1,5 = 45
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2.3. Settings of kernels on the random case. For the random case, the solution is dependent
of z, i.e.,

Je = gg(t,x,v,z), z € ]Iz-

Besides, the random variable z is assumed to be one dimension with bounded support.
The uncertainties come from not only the initial data but also the collision kernels. For the
collision kernels, the cross section depends on z, i.e.,

B(|v — vi],co80, z) = Cyplv — vi|b(cos b, 2).
Furthermore, for any n € [—1,1], z € I, there exists some constant Cp such that

’b(na Z)’ g ébv ’aﬁb(n7z)‘ < éby ‘821)(7772)‘ < éb-

Based on the above assumption, for the derivative of £ and I' with respect to z,
Lo)= [ (6-9 + 9.~ 0B — vew )M )dvnds
T3 xS2
we also assume that for any h € L? and for each z € I,
£ e Ker(), [ [ L0 g(xMdvds S 0oz g ()3
T3 JR3

Furthermore, for the bilinear operator I,

| TS/ Vil:(g,h)(2)- f(z)Mdvdadz| < [[(9(2), h(2)) g [1(h(2), g2 ) lrg 117 ()25

| / VIV, (g, 1) (2)- f(2)Mdudadz] (2.16)

TS
S I(h(2), gD las (g (2), )z 1f (222, i 2 1, s =i+ 5.

For the random case, the linear Boltzmann operator L is dependent of z, except the above

assumption, for any z € I, we assume that the £ satisfies all the assumption in Sec. 2.2.

3. MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to stating the main results of this work.

3.1. Main results of deterministic parts. Now we state the result for the determinsitic case,
the initial data are assumed to satisfy

/ / 9e(0)Mdvdx = 0, / / vge(0)Mdvdz = 0,
T3 JR3 R3

/ / (B 1)g(0)Mduda + €| Ve (0)]22) = 0.
T3 JR3

Theorem 3.1 (Existence and Decay rates). Under the assumptions on kernels in Sec. 2.2 and
assumptions (3.1) on the initial data, there exists some small enough constant cog such that for
each 0 < e <1, as long as

(3.1)

196 0) [z + €[V uge(0) 1771 < oo

equations (2.3) admit a unique solution (ge, Voe) satisfying that there exist coo > 0 and ¢y > 0 such
that

lge ()17 + €IV oge(B) 1771 < oo exp(—cot). (3-2)
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Remark 3.2. Compared to the Boltzmann case, the results are similar, but there exists new dif-
ficulty from the eletric field during the proof. Indeed, by the global conservation laws, for the
Boltzmann equation, if the initial data satisfy

/ / ge(0)Mdvdz = 0, / / vg.(0)Mdvdz = 0, / / |v| ¢(0)Mdvdz) = 0.
T3 JR3 T3 JR3 T3 JR3

Then for any t > 0, one can obtain that

/ / ge(t)Mdovdz = 0, / / vge(t)Mdvdz = 0, / / |v| )Mdvdx) =0.
T3 JR3 T3 JR3 T3 JR3

So ng Pgedx = 0 and the Poincare’s inequality can be used. The linear VPB system enjoys the
same properites (see Remark 4.2). But for the nonlinear VPB system, even if the initial data satisfy
(3.1), by the global conservation laws of VPB system, one can obtain that

// ge(t Mdvdx—O// vge(t)Mdvdx = 0,
T3 JR3 R3

/'/‘ (OMdvda = —£[[ Ve (£)]2.
T3 JR3

The above relation indicates that ng Pgedx # 0 and we can not directly employ the Poincare’s
inequality to recover the dissipative estimates of the fluids part. To overcome this, noticing that

[ Pacda = =59 ou(0)a-(oF — 1),
we carefully split and estimate the mean part of Pg..
Remark 3.3. Noticing that for the linear VPB system, i.e.,

Oige + 2v-Vage + 2L(gc) — 2V = 0,

if we apply V?EV% to the above equation and i > 2, the last term Z-Vo. will vanish. This is why
we split the whole estimate of g., i.e., ng(t)H%{; + (| Vge(t)||54-1 into three parts during the proof
(see (4.19)). This is the advantage of linearizing (2.1) around M. But since there exists a weight
M in the definition of H?, the price is that we can not obtain the L°° estimate of g. from its H®
norm.

Remark 3.4. Compared to the Boltzmann case, the derivative of g. with respect to v brings more
difficulty for VPB system. On one hand, for the nonlinear system (2.3), for the term (V,ge —
vge)- Voo, there already exists derivative with respect to v. While taking s-th derivative to (2.3), we
should employ integration by parts to avoid the presence of V3Tlg.. On the other hand, from the
unifrom estimates (3.2), as long as there exists derivative with respect to v, there is a coefficient 2.
This means that there is no uniform estimates of V,g. and makes the computation more difficult
and complicated.

For the convergence rate, the initial data in [6] are independent of €. The initial data g.(0) are
assumed to be well prepared, i.e., satisfy

ge(o) = 90(0) + Ege,l(o)a 90(0)79671 S HS7 (33)
where gy belongs the kernel of £ and satisfies the Boussinesq relation.

Theorem 3.5. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.1 and (3.3), the solution g. constructed in
Theorem 3.1 converges to g in distributional sense with

g=p+uv+g(vf-3)



8 NING JIANG AND X. ZHANG

where p,u, 8 are sulution (in H? space) to the initial boundary problem of the following system on
torus

ou+ u-Vu — vAu + VP = pVi,

(20— p) +u-V(30—p) — 2AG =0,

divu =0, A(p+0)=p, E=V(p+90),

u(0,2) = Pug(z), (30— p)(0,2) = (300(z) — po(z))

Furthermore, the solution sequence g. converge to g with the following rate

H/ (s)ds7¢ + /OO 1(ge — 9)(s)II7¢ds < el Inel, €< s —2. (3.4)

Remark 3.6. The proof of this theorem is based on the semi-group method. First, we need to
caculate the spectrum of linear VPB operator very clearly. While € = 1, its spectrum was clearly
investigated in [32]. But for the dimensionless linear VPB operator, the spectrum is dependent of
€ and will be calculated again in Sec.A. As mentioned in Remark 3.4, owing to the derivative with
respect to v (term V,ge-Ve) and no uniform estimates of V,q, there exists new difficutly. The
tdea of dealing with such difficulty will be explained during the proof.

Remark 3.7. Compared to the main result for the Boltzmann case, the solution g. belong to H®
space, but we only obtain the convergence rate in H5=2 space. There are two reasons. One is that
the term induced by eletric field (Vy,gc-Ve) where there already exists order one derivative with
respect to v. The other is explained in Remark 7.2 and 7.6.

Remark 3.8. In [6], for the Boltzmann case, the convergence rate is obtained by the spectrum
analysis based on Hilbert expansion. We shall explain where and why the Hilbert expansion is
Remark 7.7 and our method to avoid Hilbert expansion in Remark 7.2 and 7.6.

Remark 3.9. If the initial data do not statisfy (3.3) (i.e. the general initial data), we can not
obtain the convergence rates without using Hilbert expansion. But by employing Hilbert expansion
and Remark 7.7, we can obtain the same results.

3.2. Main results of random part. While considering the random influence of the VPB equa-
tions, we consider its wellposedness and stability.
Before stating the main results, we introduce the notation to be used soon. Let

s s—1
IF I =D > VeV lZeronee + Y D IVEVIO:fIIZ212

k=0 i+j=k k=0 i+j=k
and
Il f(t) HLZL%oo / / f2(t, z, v, 2)Mdvdzdz + sup/ f2(t, z,v, 2)Mdodz.
T3 JR3 z€l, JT3JR3
The H; , norm only contains the derivative with respect to x and 2. The detailed definiton of these
notations can be found in Sec. 8.
For the random part, we need the similar version assumption like (3.1), i.e., for each z € I,

/ / 9¢(0, 2, v, z)Mdvdx :0,/ / vg¢(0, z, v, z)Mdvdz = 0,
T3 T3 JR3
/ / |v| 1)ge(0, 2z, v, 2)Mdvdz + €| V46¢(0, 2)[|32) =
T3 JR3

Theorem 3.10 (Existence and Stability). (I)(Ezistence). Under the assumption on the kernel in
Sec.2.83 on system (2.1) and assumption (3.5) on intial data , there exists constant dy > 0 such that
for each 0 < e < 1, as long as the its initial data g.(0) satisfy

1(9e: Vo) O)IZr; . + €[ Vuge(0) 1351 < o,

yZ

(3.5)
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then system (2.3) adimit a global uniquess classical solution in H? space. furthermore the solutions
engjoy exponential decay: for some dy > 0 and d > 0 (all independent of € while € < 1) such that

1(9e: Vate) )l[Fr; . + €IV uge(t)[I3:-1 < do exp(—dt). (3.6)

(II)(Stability). The solutions are stable in the following sense: Suppose that g1 and geo are two
solutions to VPB system with initial data ge1(0) and g 2(0) respectively in HZ space for each e > 0.
For some small enough consant sy, as long as the initial data satisfy

H(gE,lyvx(be,l)H%{S +62”va6,1”§{§71 < $g, ”(96727vx¢5,2)”%{5 +62vags,2”§{§71 < 5o,

T,z T,z

there exist some constant 3¢ and § such that
1(Ger — e Vilber — b)) O e e + Ve (Ol 21 e

< 5 exp(—§t) (H(gs,l - 95727vx(¢5,1 - ¢671))(0)”§{£L§ﬁw + 62vagE(0)”§_Ilfngﬁoo) 5 14 <s—1.
(3.7)

Remark 3.11. From (8.45), the constant so is smaller than dy. Compared to the existence and
similar to Remark 3.7, due to the infulence of the eletric field, there exists derivative loss (£ < s—1).
The explanation can be found during (8.39) and (8.40).

Remark 3.12. Compared to [36] where the initial data of the Boltzmann equation belong to the
orthogonal space of KerL, the initial data contain fluid parts for VPB system.

For fluid limit, the initial data g.(0) are assumed to satisfy
9e(0, 2z, 2) = go(0,x, 2) (strongly in H®). (3.8)

Theorem 3.13 (Fluid limits). Under the assumption of Theorem 3.10 and (3.8), for 0 < e < 1
and s > 4, let (ge,Ve) be HS solutions to system (2.3) constructed in Theorem 3.10. Then, as
e — 0, in distributional sense,

Ge — ,O(t,ﬂf,Z) + U(t,.%',Z) e g(‘UF - 3)7

where p, u, 6 belong to L>((0,400); H .) N C((0,400) x T3 x LI,) N C((0,+00); H5 ') and are
solutions to

o+ u-Vu — vAu+ VP = pVeo,

(30 — p) +u- V(20— p) — 2EAG =0, (3.9)

divu =0, A(p+0)=p, E=V(p+0).
with initial data

U(O, Z, Z) = P’LL()(JJ, Z)v (%0 - ,0)(0, €z, Z) = (%90 - PO)-
Furthermore, Puc(t), (36c(t) — pe(t)) € C((0,+00); H5Y), V6 >0
Pu. = u, (%6E — %pg) = (%9 — %p) , in, C([6,400) x T3 x I,), Vo > 0.

In addition, if the initial data are well prepared, i.e,

go € Kerl, divug =0, A(po+ 6o) = po,
we have

Puc = u, (20— 2p.) = (20— 2p), in, C([0,+00) x T* x I,).

Remark 3.14. The resulting system (3.9) is dependent of z. Thus, we have prove the wellposedness
of incompressible Navier-Stokes-Poisson system with random input.
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Remark 3.15. THe random wvariable z are assumed to be one dimension. This results can be
generalized to high dimension(N dimension) random variable if we assume the initial data belong
to HSHY.

Furthermore, during the existence of solution, the L? bound of 0.g. is not necessary ( initial
data belong to HSL*"™ is enough.). But while verifying the fluid limits, since the VPB system is
nonlinear, we need post more reqularity of initial data on z.

The whole Sec.8 serves to proving this theorem.

4. ANALYSE THE LINEAR EQUATION

4.1. Difference of the linear equation compared to the linear Boltzmann equation. The
linear VPB equation is

(4.1)

atge + %U'ngﬁ - E%ﬁ(ge) - %que = 07
Ayde = [ geMdo.

Furthermore, denoting
ge(ge) = _%U'V:cgs + E%‘C(gs) + %'V(be;
different with the
OBE,e+(9¢) == _%U'V:cge + EIZ‘C(QE)

defined in [6], G, is not orthogonal to the fluid parts. Indeed, the new term 2-V¢, generated by
the electric field lies in the kernel space of G.

The Theorem 2.4 of [6] is based on the fact that G is orthogonal to the fluids parts. Furthermore,
the main dlfference of the norm H and H;, is on the derivative with respect to v. There exists a
coefficient €? before the derivative of ge With respect to v in H{ but not in H?, . As € tends to zero,

no useful estimates containing derivatives of g with respect to v can be obtained. More details can
be found in Remark 4.2.

4.2. Estimates. Assume that the initial data satisfy for each € > 0

// 9¢(0 Mdvdx—// |v| 1)ge(0)Mdvdz = 0, // vg(0)Mdvdz = 0, (4.2)
T3 JR3 T3 R3 T3 JR3

then by simple calculation, we can deduce that for any time ¢ > 0

// ge(t Mdvdw—// ‘U‘ 1)ge(t)Mdvdz = 0, // vge(t)Mdvdz = 0. (4.3)
T3 JR3 T3 JR3 T3 JR3

This means that the solution of linear equations conserves its mean values on the phase space. This
will be very useful during employing the Poincare inequality.
The macroscopic density, velocity and temperature are defined as usually,

pez/ g.Mdv, uez/ vgeMdo, 96:/ (‘“3‘ 1)geMdo.
R3 R3 R3

Define

s—1
@aw=§j<va%“vhu@w%+AﬂGGV%&AV%wﬁJ
k=0
s—1

+ (m|WUmywwwmmwﬁg//vvﬁvvaMQ,
k=0

where \;(i = 1---4) will be given later such that €l(¢) is equivalent to

E2(t) = 11(ge(t), Vade) Iz + €1 Vuge ()| 7em1-



NS-VPB-UQ 11

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions on kernels in Sec. 2.2 and assumptions (4.2) on the initial
data, there exists some small enough constant cy such that as long as

19 (O 72 + €|V uge(0)][3s-1 < co,
equations (4.1) admits a solution (ge, Ve) satisfying for any t >0
H(gﬁ(t)vvx(be)“%{;‘ + 52va96(t)”§18*1 < +o0.
Furthermore, there exist ¢g > 0 and ¢ > 0 (all independent of € while € < 1) such that

1(9¢(t), Vade)llzz + €IV oge(t) |71 < G exp(—2t). (4.4)

Remark 4.2. There exists a coefficient €* before ||[Vyge(t)||32. Furthermore, the similar version
to [6, Theorem 2.4] where there is no € before the derivative of g. with respect to v can not be
established for (4.1). Indeed, for the linear Boltzmann equation, if the initial data do not contain
fluid part, then solutions preserve this property. Thus the underlined term in (4.12) can be absorbed
by employing (4.7) even though there exists coefficient E% before the underlined term. Therefore,

there is no % before || Vyge(t)||32 in the norm used in [6, Theorem 2.4]. But for linear VPB equation,
according Section 4.1, as though the initial data are orthogonal to the fluid part, the solutions always
contains fluid parts. The underlined term can not be controlled while € is very small. This is why
the €% is necessary.

Remark 4.3. For the nonlinear system, there exist new difficulties. Specially, (4.3) does not hold
while the initial data satisfies (4.2). The Poincare’s inequality can not be used. Thus we can not
directly recover the L? of Pge from ¥V ge.

Proof. Here, we only take s = 1 for example. For any integer s > 2, after applying V57! to (4.1),
the method are similar. Multiplying the (4.1) by ¢g.M, integrating over the phase space, it follows
that

d a
g9l + 2 llac ~ Pacls — 2 [ (V.00 [ vaMdvidz <o, (15)
T R3

To close the above equation, the term with coeffient % should be carefully taken care. In additions,
noticing that the resulting equation after multiplying the first equation of (4.1) by M and then
integrating with respect to velocity is

e@t/gEMdv + div/ vgeMdv = 0.
RS

therefore,

—% /T(Vgc(be)'(/R3 vgMdv)dx = %/T((be)'div(/]R3 vg-Mdv)dz

_ /T be-(0, / g Mdv)dz y
_ _/Tgbe-AathEda: o

d 2
VG
Thus, together with (4.5), we can conclude that

d a
(gl + IV6c32) () + Bllge — Pocl; <. (47)

Similarly, the L? estimates of high order derivatives with respect to x can be obtained.
d

s IVagellzz + VVioci2)(t) + @1 Vige = P(Vagd) 7z < 0. (48)
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Now we turn to the derivative with respect to v of ge.
O Vuge + 10V Vige + Vo9 — 5VoL(g) — 1V = 0. (4.9)
Multiplying (4.9) by V,g.M and then integrating over the phase space, it follows that

d 2 1
aIVoadi) + 2 [ [ Ve 9,0Mavda

(4.10)
— ;15/ Vo L(ge) - VygMdoda — %/ Vi¢e-ViygeMdbdx = 0.
T3 JR3 T3 JR3
Recalling
L=K—-A,
thus
-5 / / VoL(ge) VogeMdodz = — % / / VoK(g9¢)-VygeMdoda
T3 JR3 T3 JR3
+ }2/ VuA(ge)-VygMdoda.
T3 JR3
According to (2.10), we can obtain that
aall Vo0~ aallacBe < [ [ ViA(g)Vag Mdvda,
T3 JR3
and for any § > 0 there exists Cy such that
_5||vae”%3\ - 06||ge||i2 < —/ / VoK (g¢) VygeMdode.
T3 JR3
Summing the above two inequalities up, we can infer that
(as ) ||vvge||L2 — 28 g 2, < ——/ / VoL(ge) Vg Mdudz. (4.11)

While ¢ is small enough and 66 << as, az — ¢ is strictly positive. As we will show, it can absorb
other term. Indeed, for the 6 > 0, by Young’s inequality, there exists some constant Cs; such that

d / /  Vage VogMdvda| < Cs[VagelZo + &I Vugel7; -
T3 JR
For the last term,

_%/ / vx(bg'vvggMd'de = %/ / V:C(bE'/U'geMd'de — _%”V(ﬁe”%?’
1R T3 JR? z

where we have used (4.6).
Summing the relative inequalities up, then (4.10) turns to

IV la + 19aelZy) + S5 Vg2, )
< “‘“06 lgellz + Cs.al Vg2
Multiplying (4.9) by V,g.M and then integrating over T x R3, it follows that
2idt(/11‘3/]1£3 VigeVygeMdudz) + % /11‘3 . Vo(0-Vige) VigeMdodx s

—é/ vy,c(ge)-vmgeMdud;n—g/ / VabeVegMdodz = 0.
T3 JR3 T3 JR3
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By simple computation,
%/3 5 vv(’l).v:cgg)-nggdde = Hnge”L2 + HU ngeﬂLz
T3 JR

For the term with coefficient }2,
_ELQ/ VUﬁ(gE)nged'UdZE = ——/ £ nge) vaedvdx
T3 JR3 13 JRs
= _Elg/ ‘C((vxge) )’vaedvdx
T JR3

<G [ 100 sz, 190l 2 0
T3 v, v

02
< m“(vxgs)l”ﬁ + 7 2e2 ”vaEHL2=
where ag will be given later. For the terms in the left hand of (4.13),

_%/ / Vx¢e’vxgEMdde = %Hpe”%z
T JR3

Thus, for (4.13), in the light of the above three inequalities (equalities), we obtain that

d
st L, Vet Vugduda) + & (190l + lo-Vagel s + 2l )

; (4.14)
C
< ﬁ”( ng)J_||L2 + 5 22 va96HL2
According to (4.7), (4.8), (4.12) and (4.14),
d a a
Q—dt(’i( )+ M52 [lgz 172 + 222 (Vage) 172 + As(as — 30) [ Vogel 72
A v:c € Vx € 7 2 € 7

< )\3(&4 + 05)”,P95”2L2 + )‘305,162”ng5“%2 + )\3C57262HV1,(;55H%2

02
+ )\4a_gH(ngE)J‘”2L?\ + )\4a6|]VUgeH2Li + Az(ag + C5)ngl”2L2

The way of choosing \; (i = 1,--- ,4) is to let the right hand of (4.15) be absorbed by the “dissipation”
term of the left hand.

Recalling that Pg. has zero mean value on torus (by (4.3)), by Poincare’s inequality, there exists
some constant as > 0 such that

”,Pgﬁ”zm < CLS“VSUPQG“%Z < CLSHVIQEH%% and, Hvx(bEH%Z < a5HA¢€H2L2 = a5Hpe”2L2' (4.16)

o CL )+ g B2 + Rall(Vag) 2 + Malo-Vagel2s .

+ AsHvagH%i + 26l VagellZ2 + Arllpel72 <O

where

A= [282 — Ng(as + Cy)],
Ay = [222 —)\40— — Asas(as + Cy)],
A5 = [)\3(@3 —30) — )\4%],
s
J

X6 = [M — A3Cs,1€% — as(as + Cs) ],
)\ [2)\4 — )\3Q5C5 262
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For any fixed Ay > 2da5 4+ 2a5, we can choose small enough A3 first. Noticing that
241V, 6120 < 2hallpelZe,
As(as + Cs)lIPgel 7> + AsC51€°l|Vagel 7> < As(as(as + Cs) + Cs1€%) [ Vagell7o.
Choosing Az such that,
A1 > As(as(as + Cs) + Cs1€%) + 6, and, 2—;‘ > A3C526> + 6.
For A1, A2 and ag, they can be chosen as follows.
Aiag = $Xs(as — 36), 7M=L > Ag(aq + Cp) + 6, 22 > 0, G 46
Finally, setting ¢ = min{é, \3(as — 30)}, we finally deduce that
d

Q—dt@ii(t) +callgelin + Zl(ge) 7 + [Vugelf2 + llpelfn) <O0. (4.18)

Besides, while € < 1, A;,¢q can be chosen independently of €. Furthermore, there exist ¢; and ¢,
such that
aElt) < el <, & (1).

By Gronwall’s inequality, we complete the proof for s = 1.
For s > 2, define &!(t)

€3 () = €24 (t) + € 5(1), (4.19)
where
ea(t) ~ 1gellrs + Z 62”Viv%ge”2ﬂv
i=1,i+j=s
L= > EIViVigli.
i>2,i4j=s
By the similar tricks of obtaining (4.18), we can deduce that
d
Bl
2dt !
While the order of derivative to v is greater than 2 (the second part in (4.19)), according to (4.9),
the effect of the electric field vanishes, i.e.,

OVIVige + LYV (0-Vage) — VIVIL(9) =0, i > 2. (4:21)

v

(t) + calllgellFrs + Z () N + IVogellFrems + [Vadllze) <O0. (4.20)

Furthermore, we do not need to split fluid parts out like (4.14). Indeed, by the assumption (2.7)
on the collision kernel, with the similar method of deducing (4.12), it follows that,

d . .
S IVEVageliz + (a5 — 30)IVE Vgl |72
< (aa + Co)IVIV gel1 72 + Cs1€2(| VIV gell 72

If s = 2, we can conclude that

(4.22)

d e
5z oot + 52, (1) < (s + Cs + Cra)gelly -

For s > 3, € ,5(t) can be split into two cases: i = 2 can i > 3, i.e.,
colt) = €2o (1) + €2 o5(t),
where

€o1(t) = Z e ViVigell7, €oo(t) = Z E|VLVigell3-.

i=2,i+j=s 123,i+j=s
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According to (4.22), we can infer that

d a3 — S S
57 o () + B5€ 5 1 (1) < (aa + Cs + Coa ) €24 (1), (4.23)

According to (4.22) and Poincare’s inequality, noticing that

2dtHV] vafuL2 + (CL3 - 35)”V] va€”L2

< (aa+ C5) VIV g2 + Cs1 2| VIH Vi g |2, (4.24)
< || VIV g 7.,

where cg = <a5(a4 +Cs) + 0571€2>. Thus,

€ 2—dt\lvvge\|m + (a3 = 30) [ V3gellZ> < coll Vo Vi el 2,

mﬂvvi%hrw3—%M%V$%HNwW@W”M%,

HVS SVogeliz + (a3 = 30) IV Vigell72 < ol VE*Vigel 72

From the above mequahtles, we can obtain that

d .
r5q e2,2(t) + —59362 5(t) < (ag — 40)||VE2V2g|32, (4.25)
where ¢y = _a30—946‘ Combing (4.23) and (4.25), it follows that

d
30 (Cf F€o(t) + C522,1(15)) + SE (1) < (aa+ Cs + Cs167) €2 1 (1), (4.26)

2
In the light of (4.20), ¢, = (04+Cp 051 ¢ )+5, we can obtain that

Cd

d
oy (0 €00+ 1 €alt) + €000(8) + 51000 s + el + Bl <0 (120

Obviously, ce - €1 () + ¢y - €25 5(t) + €51 (t) is equivalent to &, that is to say, one can reselect ¢
and ¢, such that,

Clei < Ce QZ? 1(t) + (& ei 272(t) + €§72’1(t) < Cqu‘z (428)
We complete the proof for s > 2 for this lemma. O
Let’s give a remark on the difference on (2.2) and (2.6).

Remark 4.4. While using (2.6), the last term in (4.13) is replaced by — [ 15 [os Vo (0-Vade-vVM)-
Vigedvdz, by integration by parts,

3
——/ Vo(v-Vie- VM) -V, gedvdar = 1||A¢e||L2 - %Z/ / 8§ixj¢E'UinVMgedde.
T3.JR3 — J3JR3

The last term in the above equation can not be controlled directly. If we add some new terms up to
the norm used in [6, Theorem 2.1] to cancel it, the new norms is just the one we use.
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5. PRIOR ESTIMATES OF THE NONLINEAR SYSTEM

This section is devoted to deducing the same version to Lemma 4.1. The non-linear system
0¢ge + %'U'vmge + Elfﬁ(ge) - %nge = N(ge)v (5'1)
where

N(ge) = Nl(ge) + N2(ge)
Nl(ge) = (Uge - vgs) Vo,
Na(ge) == LT'(ge, ge)-

For the nonlinear case, the global conservation law is

g// ge(t)Mdde:(),g// vge(t)Mdvdz = 0,
dt ']1*3 R3 dt Tg Rg

d o , (5.2)
GUL L = DaoMavds + e 9.0.0)1) =0
The initial data are assumed to satisfy
/ / 9e(0)Mdvdx =0 / / vge(0)Mdvdz = 0,
T3 JR3 R3 (5.3)

/ / (0)Mduvdz + €|V 6:(0)[|72) = 0.
T3 JR3

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions on kernels in Sec. 2.2 and assumptions (5.3) on the initial
data, there exists some small enough constant cog such that as long as

ng(O)H%{; + 62”V096(0)H§{S*1 < €00,

equations (2.3) admit a solution (g.,Vo.) satisfying that there exist ¢og > 0 and ¢ > 0 (all
independent of € while € < 1) such that

1(ge )17y + €IV oge(t) |31 < oo exp(—cot). (5.4)

Remark 5.2.

Co(0) = §Vae(0)]22-(%E — 1) + [ 6.(0)dx(l%E — 1) + / ue(0)da-v + / p(0)dz.  (5.5)
’]TS ’]I‘S ’]I‘S

Combing (5.3) and (5.5), we can deduce C,(0) = 0. This type assumptions were used in [19, Page
600] which hints that the total mass, total momentum and total energy are the same as the steady
state.

Proof. The proof of the nonlinear case is parallel to the process of Lemma 4.1. First, about &,
by the similar process as those in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can deduce similar estimates for
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equation (5.1) as (4.15). During the calculation, N(g.) can be formally seen as the source term.

d
L)+ 2 gt + 2 1(Tag) 1 + Malas — 30) Vgl
+ )\4(HV:(;96”L2 + ”U’Vx96”2L2 + 2”/05”%2)

< )\3(&4 + 05)”,P95”2L2 + )‘305,162”ng5“%2 + )\3C57262HV:€¢5H%3
02
+ M GEN(Vage) I + Maasl| Vogell 7z + As(as + Co)llg 172 (56)

+)\1/ / N(gg)geMdvda;—k)\g/ / VaN(ge) ViegMdudz
T JR3 T JR3

—I—)\362/ VUN(ge)-vaEMdvdx+)\4e/ VN (ge) - VegMdode.
T JR3 T JR3

The terms in last two lines are triple of g.. They can be bounded and absorbed while the initial
data are small enough. The difficulty are caused by he underlined term in (5.6). As mentioned
before, its the mean value on the torus is not equal to zero. According to (5.2),

[ Pocttids = €51-C0) = € 5 Vuo 0 o (4~ 1), Ca= [ an 1)
T T
Thus,

1Pgcll22 < [Pge + Cq & 1Vatell2o- (L — 1) — €51 Cu(0) 22
H11CG I Vadell2 (B — 1) — Cqt-Co(0)]2,
< a5 VaPgel22 + 10 £ Vadel 22 - (L2 — 1) — C5 - Cu(0)]122 (5.8)
< 5| VaPgel22 + [Co 51 VadellZe- (- — 1)[122 + Cq - Co(0)]2

< a5]|VaPgel72 + 55511 Vadell 2 + Cins

where Cj, only depends on the fluid part of initial data and
Cin = [1Cq "+ Cu(0)][72- (5.9)

Compared to the linear case, there exists two more terms ||Vz¢c||7. and Cj,. Combing (4.16),
we can conclude that

d - B
ﬁél( )+ )‘1”93_“%2 + Az\\(ngs)lHiz + )‘4“U'vx95“%z

+ )\S”vae”%i + )‘6|’nge”2L2 + )\7HVJL‘¢EH%§
?X3(as+Cs) 4
< 9Cq ”vx(bE”Lﬁ + )‘1 /]1‘3/]R3 N(gE)gEMdde (510)
+ Ao / ViN(ge) - VegMdodr + As€? / VuN(ge)-VygeMdoda
™ JR3 T3 JR3

+ )\46/ VN(ge) - VegMdodz + A3(ag + Cs)Cip.
T3.JR3
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By the similar way of choosing J;, it follows that

1
oq; Cea®) + calllgellzrs + Z 90 s + IVogellros + 1Va0llZ:)

< DltC) |7 |14, + As(as + C5)Cin
k
+Alz/3/Rav N(ge)-V¥g-Mdvdz

+A2Z/ VoVEN(g0) Vo VEgMdvda (5.11)
+A362Z / Vo VEN(g0)-V,VEgMduda

+)\4ez / V.VEN(g0)-V,VEgMdudz.

Except for A3(ayq + Cy)Ciyp, the right hand of (5.13) can be bounded and absorbed by the left hand
while the initial data are small enough. According to the linear case, we still need to consider the
estimates of V4V! ' ge for © > 2, recalling that

colg(t) = €laq(g(t)) + &g s(t),
€ioq(t) = Z e ViVigelia, c2o(t) = Z e ViVigelia,
i=2,itj=s i23,itj=s

from the linear case, as long as that the derivative of g. with respect to v is greater than 1, the
fluid parts are not needed to split out like (5.6). Similar to (4.26), its nonlinear version reads as

d s s S
>d (Cf € 00(t) + C”:6,2,1(15)> + 5E ()
< (a1 + Cs + Cs51€°) € (1) (5.12)
+ep+ 1) > |/3 i (VIVLN(ge)) - (VLVige)Mdudzl.
i>2 /R
i+j=s

Since ¢g < 9, thus combing the relevant estimates,

d s . .
2dt (Ce CE(t) Fep - €aa(t) + 6672,1(t)>

c_e”(ge)lH%{S + CeHPe”%{S + Cduge”%fs

A3 ( Cs)
< %HVIQ%HIQ + A3(aqg + C5)Cip,

+ ce(A + A2) Z ’/ / ge) xgEMdde’ (5.13)

T (ep + 1+ codg)e? Z|// (VIViN(g))- (Vg Mdodal
']1‘3

i1
i+j=s

+ Ay ceeZ|/3/ V.VEN(g0)- Vo VEgMdvdz)|.
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For the nonlinear term, recalling

N(ge) := Ni(ge) + Na(ge),
Ni(ge) = (vge — Vuge) Ve,
Na(ge) := tT(ge, 9e);
According to the definition of () in (4.19), as long as the order of derivative of g with respect
to v is greater than one, there exists a coefficient €2 in the norm. We should carefully calculate

the non-linear terms. Ns(ge, ge) can be controlled by the same way as that in [6]. For the term
generated by the electric field,

Z |// VJV vge— Voge): V(;SE) VIV g-Mdvdz|
T3.JR3

i+j=s
Z |/ / VJVZ vgE V(;SE) VIV g Mdodz|
TS
i+j=s
+ ) |/ / VIV (Vige- Vo) - VIVEgMdvdz|.
1+j=s

For the second term, we can find that

> / / VIV (Voge: Vo) - Vi VigMdudz|
T3

i+j=s
<) / Vi(V,Vige-Voe) - ViVigMdudz|
T3 JR3
i+j=s
<) / (VoViVige-Vo.) ViVigMdudz|
T3 RS
1+j=s
+ ) / (VEVET g Vi ¢0) - VI Vi gMduda|
i+j=s,i=>1 T3 JR?
k+l=j,1>1

+ | / / (vvge 'v;—Hng) VéV;gEMdUdﬂ
T JR3

Noticing that ||pel|ms = ||pe|| rs+2, thus we can infer after integration by parts

> | / / (VoViVige-Voe)-ViVigMdudz|
T JR3

i+j=s
=1 i, )2,
=2 Z | /T , /R , Vo(ViVige)™- VoMdudz|
i+j=s
- Z ’/ V] vae U v(bgMdUd[]}"
i+j=s T2 JR?

< loelsllgel s
Similarly, since [ + 1 < s, thus

> / / (VEViH g - Vi ¢,) - VI Vi g Mdudz|
']TB

i+j=s,i>1
k+1=3,1>1
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< IVE | e | / / VAV g, |- [V Vg [Mduda]

i+j=s,i>1
k+1=3,1>1

< llpellazsllgellZrs -

For the last one,
| / / (Voge Vi 0e)- VIV g Mdudz|
']1*3
S I/ |V5+1¢E|/ |Voge|- | VEVE ge[Mduvdz|

S| 19570l IVgl 13- V3 V3
S MVugellzz oo l|gell 1l ge | 25
S N1ell s llgel I
Similarly, we can infer that
S 1 [ [, ViV (uae60) - Vivigdudal S Ll o .
i+j=s T3
All together, we can conclude that
S 1 [ [ ViV~ Vug) Vo) - ViVigMdvdal S ol (514)
T3JR
i+j=s

For the second part of N(g.) containing nonlinear collision operator in the right hand of (5.13),
i.e., Na(ge), recalling No(g.) = %F(ge,ge) and T'(ge, g¢) belongs to the orthogonal space of L,

ce()\1+)\2)2|/ / VE Ny (go)-VEgMdudz|
=0 ']1*3 RS

= ce(A1 4+ A2) Z | /3/3 ng(gg,gg)%(VggE)J‘Mdvdx\

A1+A2)
< M”P(QgQE)HH& 62ngl”%{§

For the last two terms in the right hand of (5.13),

S / . (VIVENa(ge))- (V4 Vige) Mdudz|

i>1
i+j=s

s—1
+62\/3/3V:¢V’;Nz(gg) -V, Vg Mdudz|
<e X1 [, [ (9iVir(a0) - (ViTig)Mdvdsl

i1
i+j=s

+Z|/3/ Vo VAT (ge, 96)- Vo VE g Mdodzz|

S €llT(ges gl s llgell s + T (Ges gl 1as [V ogell -
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By the assumption (2.7),
IT(ge: 9) s S Mlgell g llgellms > N0 (ges g llmrs < N gell s lgel a5

Combing the relevant estimates, there exists some constant C,, such that

d s s s
5 <ce S (1) ey € g o(t) + 66,2,1@))

A 5.15
251190 s + cellplrs + callgell (5.15)
< CH(HQGH%{; + HQEHH; + EHQEHHS)HQGH%{S + )‘3(a4 + 05)Cin~

While the initial data satisfy (5.3),
Cin = 07
we can conclude that
d
(e €000+ e €2000) 4 €02000) + callal; + 8- Vol
< (lgellFrs + llgellzrs + llpell ) lgellzrs + As(as + Cs)Cin (5.16)

< (lgellmz + elVogell ms—1)(lgell g + & - €1V ogelFpes)
SVEDgelliry + 2V ED) - €I Vogelfyer

Thus, there exists some constant Cj

d
o (0 €00+ e €aalt) + €000(0)) + callaly, + % - Tl + S0
< Csvy Q‘Eﬁ(t)ngH%{; + % Ei(t) - EZHVUQEH%{S*L
(5.17)
From (4.28), since c. - €7 1(t) + ¢y - €5 5(t) + €51 (t) is equivalent to €Z(2), i.e.,
a€i < e € () +op - €go(t) + o () < €l
thus by the continuous bootstrap method, as long as the initial data
2
Cc|C
€:(0) < g ok (5.18)
S
the global existence can be obtained and
2
e (t) < (?2’ vt > 0. (5.19)
S
Moreover,
d Cd
s (60 €200+ er €alt) + €250(0) + 2 (o €04(0) 4 Eaalt) + €250(0) <0
u
(5.20)
Thus, we can obtain that
€ (t) < £ exp(—52Lt). (5.21)

0
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6. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we are going to sketch the process of construction of approximate solutions. For
any fixed € > 0,

8tgn,e + %'U’ngn,s + glfﬁ(gn,s) - %’V(bn,f = N(gn—l,s)a (61)

where
A:c(bn—l,e = /gn—l,eMd'Ua

N(gn—l,e) = Nl(gn—l,e) + N2(gn—1,5)7
Ny (gn—l,e) = (Ugn,s - vvgn,e)’V(bn—l,Ey
N2(gn—1,e) = %P(gn—l,eagn—l,s)'

We also assume that initial states of g, , satisfy that

/ / gn,e(O)Md’de = 0,/ / ’Ugme(())Mdvdx =0,
T3 JR3 T3 .JR3

’l}2
(3 /ES/RS(% — 1)gn,(0)Mdvdx + eHVmQSn_LE(O)H%Q) —0.

Under the settings and (6.1) and (6.2), for each n > 1, n € N, the first equation of (6.1) is
linear with source term N(gn—1,.). Provided that there exist estimates (in &(t) norm) of g,—1.,
the existence of g, . is guaranteed by Hahn-Banach theorem. Thus, we can prove the existence of
gn,e for each n € NT. From equations (6.1), one can establish similar version of (5.13). Following
the similar process of dealing with (5.13) and by induction method, the uniform estimates of g,
with respect to n can be achieved. By weak convergence method, the wellposedness of g. can be
proved. Besides, as there exists one more derivative with respect to v in Ny(ge), i.e., Vyge-V e, the
uniqueness of g, is verified only in &~1(¢) space.

(6.2)

7. THE CONVERGENCE RATE OF ¢,

This section consists of prove the main results Thoerem 3.5.
Based on the uniform estimates (5.4) of g. with respect to e, i.e.,

lge()II77; < o, V=0,

together with the formal analysis in [1], there exists a unique g with
g=p(t,x) +u(t,z)v+0(t,x) (% — %) , divu =0, A(p+0) = p.

Specially, p, v and 6 is a strong solution to (2.5). We will give a sketch of proof on verifying the
fluids limit in Sec. 9.

The goal of this section is to obtain the convergence rate of g. to g with the average of time.
Based on the spectrum analysis and Duhamel’s principle, for the Boltzmann equation, from [6,
Theorem 2.5], the convergence rate is y/€|Ine|. In the rest part of this section, with the similar
spectrum representation of semigroup as [6, 11], we will show the convergence is the same for VPB
system, that is to say

t t
H/ ge(5)ds —/ g(s)ds iz ~ O(/e[Tme]), V ¢ > 0.
0 0
For the linear VPB system (4.1), recalling that
Ge(ge) == —1v-Voge + HL(ge) + 2V
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By Lemma 4.1, G, generates a semi-group €% on H®. By Duhamel’s principle, for the nonlinear
system (5.1),

t

ge(t,z,v) = thgE(O x,v) —I—/ e(t_s)GéN(ge)ds
0 (7.1)

= U (1)96(0) + ¥ (ge) -

Denoting the Fourier transform with = on torus by F, the associate discrete variable by n € Z3,
i.e,

]:(ge) = ge(tynav)v
then g. satisfies the following equations:

2019c — Lje + ei(v-n)ge + el(r ;) / geMdv = 0. (7.2)
3

Denoting the linear operator B¢(n) as following:

A A . A n A
Ae(n)gﬁ = e%ﬁgE - %I(U : n)gE - % (|7'L|2 ) RS gGMdU7

and

Bun)h = Ch —iw-m)h — D [ de,
n|? Jrs

then (7.2) can be rewritten as
Orge = E%Be(en)ge' (7.3)

Furthermore, The spectrum of B;(n) was clearly investigated in [33, Lemma 3.16] and [32, Theorem
2.11]. The spectrum of B is stated in Sec. A. Formally, B, is similar to B;. But we can not use
their spectrum results directly. Some modification should be made to their proof in [33, Lemma
3.16] and [32, Theorem 2.11] to adapt to the new operator B.. We collect the semi-group structure
results below first. From the previous analysis, according to (7.1), we can represent the solution g:

t t
ge(t,x,v) tGEgE(O €z U) +/ e(t_S)GENl(gE)dS +/ e(t_s)G€N2(ge)dS
0 0 (7.4)

= U 9e(0) + W5 (9e) + U5 (ge) -
Recalling that
Ug(0) = F! (exp (E%Be(en)t) QO) ,
similar to [11, 6], we can represent and decompose U€g.(0) with the help of (A.2)

oxp (HBc(en)t) §e(0) = Si(%, €n)e(0) + Sa( &, en)ge(0)
While |en| < 79, from Theorem A.1, the high frequencies enjoy exponential decay. From (A.2),

3t (\en\
Sl( Z e & 6n)gl|5n|<ro (7.5)

j=—1
Plugging the eigenvalues into (7.5), it follows that
:|:1 6\n|+5n a11n2

Si(% Z e 6e 5 T20(en)hp. 5 (€n)Ljen)<roJe(0)
j=t1
- 7.6
+ P ) 45 +50(en|? )}t’PO(En)lan?“ng(O) ()

[1227’L

e +€%O(|E"|3)}t’]?2(en)1|en|<mgf(0)
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with

Ps(en)ge = Z (1he - w w’ v) Z len| T ;(w)ge + Z len|*Ta; (w)ge

J=2,3 J=2,3 j=2,3
= Po,2(n)Ge + €|n|P12(w)ge + €|n|*Pa2(w)ge,
= Po.2(n)ge + €n|Pr2(w)ge,

Po(ﬁn)ﬁs = <é5(0) - \/gﬁe(o)> X4+ len‘TO,l(w)ge + ‘En’2T0,2(w)gs

= Poo(n)g(0) + clalPro(wg. + Il Pao(w) -
i= Po,0(1)ge + €[n|Pro(w)ge

T e F (e + 00l | (v- w)

1+ \/§X4> + |n|T1,i1(£)§/e> + € Ta,+1(£) e

_l_
@)}

ﬁ o 3>
D=
>
%)
—

)ge + €[n| P11 (w)ge + €|n|*Pas (w)ge
::PO (n) + €[n|Py 1+ (w)ge

In the above equations,
4.(0)oMdu, 6, (0) = / =3 5 (0)Mdo.
R3

Compared to [11] and [6], the lower frequencies part of the semi-group for the linear Boltzmann
operator and linear Vlasov-Poisson- Boltzmann operator are similar. Indeed, their structures are

a/j 1 j
e el (B 5 (n) + Py j(w)), § = £1,0,2, (7.8)

where all the constants are real number with a® = a? = 0, defined in (7.6). Besides, Py j(n) is
made up of the macroscopic variable and the remainder P, j(en) is a bounded operator. The only
difference between them is that the constant a’, b’ and ¢/ are with different values. But the values
do not affect the proof. In what follows, we will prove the convergence rates of electric field parts
in details as a example.
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7.1. The convergence rate of the electric field. Similar to (7.8) and [6, Sec. 8.1.1], we split
the low frequencies of semi-group like this:

2 g (\en\
e €2 E’I’L)]_|En|<7«0
j=—1
QICaT ey ;
= Y et T Py (1) + P (w)) GLicn<r,
j=——1
: (L tpin2)t
= et TPy ()
——1
j ) j (7.9)
o .
n Z 1‘67”@06{ 2 1 pin2}e (eecj‘n|3t _ 1) Poj(n)
j=—1

2 o
+ eI (11 — 1) Poi(n)

j=—1
2 CLj
= rbin2+ect|n|3 Yt ~
+ E 6{ € Inl”} efpr,j(w)gflanm
j=—1

Correspondingly, we can represent W{(gc) as follows:

t
E (g0) = /0 =G N1 (g.)(s)ds

(7.10)
_|_ Jr 1 {/ = 'H’J"Q}(t s) (1|En|<7“0 - 1) ’P()J(n)]:(Nl(gE))(s)dS}

T {/ (%= +bzn2+ecaln\ Hit— S)1|m|<me77”( )f(Nl(gE))(s)ds}
1

+ Ft ; [Sg( = ,en)] ]:(Nl(ge))(s)ds}
2

::Z\Pi 1,7(9e) Z‘I’m] (9e) Z‘Ijsly 9e) Z‘I’rlg (9e) + W1 2(ge)-

j=-1 j=-1 j=-1 j=-1

Denote

t a TL a
Ty (th=F"" [/ <e palle VPo+e 2 5 (- S)P02> Ni(h)(s )ds} :
0
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Lemma 7.1 (The Electric field part). Under the assumption of Theorem 3.5, for any T > 0, we
can prove that

T T
\\ ﬂﬁ@MAs—/‘wm$%mm¢se%ie<s—1, (7.11)
0 0

and

T
/0 [¥1(s)ge — Z‘I’l,l,il HHedS

T
SET + sup_{|ge(s s /0 I(Pge — 9)(s)lI72ds, £<s—1.

\5\

(7.12)

Remark 7.2. Compared to the Boltzmann case, (7.12) is new. Indeed, according to [6], only by
the structure of semi-group, one can not directly deduce that

T
| 1wis)a. = a(o)a s S e
0

Our new observation is that we can estimate Wi(s)ge — W1(s)ge — > Wi 11(9) to obtain (7.12).
+1

Since the initial data are small enough, the last term on the right hand of (7.12) can be absorbed.
Furthermore, we shall show

Z ‘I’i,l,il(g) = O(e),

+1

m Lemma 7.5.

Proof. Compared to the Boltzmann case, this step is new. there exists new difficulty resulting from
the electric field. Indeed, recalling

¢
Nl(ge) = (Uge - vvge)'VQSea \Iji (ge) = /0 e(t—s)Ge ((vge - vae)'v¢e) ds
from the uniform estimates in Lemma 5.1, i.e.,

1(ge(D)1Zr; + €1 Voge(®)|IF:—1 < o exp(—ct),

there is no uniform estimates of V,g.. Furthermore, N7 does not belong to the orthogonal space
of KerL. Thus, the method in step two can not be directly used here.

n (7.10), only W9 (ge) + ¥ 1 2(ge) is what we need. The rest terms will turn to zero in some
norm.

From (7.8), we first compute the kernel part of Nj.

/ Ni(ge)Mdv = _v¢5'/ Vy(geM)dv = 0,
R3 R3

Nl (QE)UMd’U = _v¢e'/ VU(QEM)UdU = 3pev¢ey (713)
R3 R3

/[R3 Ni(ge) <‘U‘§,_3) Mdv = =V ¢.- s Vu(9:M) (Ivl ) dv = 3u€v¢e-
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Thus, plugging the kernel parts into (7.7), it follows that
Pa(en)Ni(ge) = Z <3ﬁE*V(§E'wj) (w - v) Z len|T;(n)F (Ni(ge))

j=2,3 J=2,3
:=Po,2(n)N1(ge) + €Pra(n)F (N1(ge)) ,
Po(en)N1(ge) =ticx Vexa + |en|To(w)F (N1 (ge)) (7.14)

:=Po,0(n)N1(gc) + €Pro(n)F (Ni(ge)) ,
Par(©ONi(g) =3 (35xV e -wF Ll ) - (v:w) + en|Taa () F (N1 (g.))
:=Po,£1(n)N1(ge) + €Prx1(n)F (N1(ge)) -
For Wi, 4,(g%), integrating by part with respect to ¢, we can infer that

/()T\Izl,l,ﬂ (ge)dt = Z / / < (T =D L )-F(Nl(gg))(s)ds) o

n€Zd—

in-x €
- Z PSR M P (7.15)
nezi—[0]

4G

By Plancherel theorem, its L? norm can be estimated:

2
[ Wt <2 Y e e / Po.s () F(N1(9)) ()53

nezZd— [0

) _ 1) Poosr () F(N, <g>><s>ds] |

< aﬂ .| / Pos1 () F(Ni(9)) (3)ds 2

eZd
where we have used (7.6) and (7.8), i.e
ail = j:\n\ + %ﬂ?, bil = ai1.
Again, from (7.14), recalling that
Po,+1(n)F(N1(g))(s) = 3 <3pE*V¢6 wF MUE*V(£€> (v-w)

Furthermore, we can conclude that

T T
|| o Filo))asly S 1 [ 3 (30096, w7 o) (vwasly
0 0

T T
<T (/ \ﬁg*wgy?ds) + |n? (/ \ae*we\?ds) .
0 0
Thus, we can obtain that

T
H/ WS 1 (g9)dt)f2. S €T Z (/ |,66*V¢E|2ds—|—/ |126*V¢6|2ds>.
0

nezZd—

By Plancherel theorem, since we have obtamed the exponential decay of g, in Lemma 5.1, we obtain
that

T
|| /0 U5 1 (g0)dtl| e < Ve, (7.16)
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Denoting

dx1(n, s) = Po,x1(n)F(N1(ge) — Ni(9))(s),

Furthermore, noticing that

€ € e +1 2 P
Z(‘I’l,l,il(gs) - Vi1 11(9) Z / < ar 4 Y= )dil(” s)ds > (7.17)

+1 n€Za—[0]

by the Plancherel theorem and integration by part with respect to t,

/ ||Z 1 (90) — W (9))|2adt

sﬂ/u/(

nezd—

< Y / I [ ( s s [
il

nezd—

Z / [ e D s )] st

nEZd

1 T i
Z W/ (e{bi1n2}(T )—1)Hdi1(n,S)H%%dsdt
0

+1
nezd—[0]

T
> e [ s
+1

nezd—[o]

- )dil(n,s)d8> I7dt

(7.18)

N

N

N

where we have used

t {ﬁ-}-bilnz}(t—s) t {bil 2} t— 8
”/ el e dy1(n,s)d HLZ / € Hdzl:l(n 3)”L2d3
0 0

t
/ e{bil 2}t sds/ {bil 2}(t s) ”d:l:l(n S)”des
0

t
/ I |y (n, 5) 2 ds.
0

From (7.14), we obtain that

Post(mF(Ni(g0) = (3pexVde - wF Hliax V) - (v-w).

Thus, we can obtain that

Yo aeldeins)liz Sl Voo — p-Vol7e + Juc Voo — u-Vo|
nEiZ{{O

< 11096 9) iz 1 Pge — gll72-

All together, it follows that

T T
/0 1D (W51 (9e) = Wi a1 (9)]72dt S sup ge(s )H?{;/O 1(Pge = g)(s)lI72ds.  (7.19)
+1

0<s<T
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By the similar method, we can prove that

T T
/ I 00 ~ Wi @Dyt S sup ool | 1o = as)lgas. (r20)

\S\

For W§, ]( ¢), noticing that

19515001132 = Z / ( DA (eﬁ“""%—1)7>o,j<n>f<N1<gE>><t—s)ds),

nezZd—

thus, we have

195,(99Z2 < 2II/ se T *[nl*[Poj () F(N1(ge))(t — s)ldsl|7

n€eZi—[0]

< | %e?"%wvo,j(n)ﬂm(gE»(t — )|ds||2,
0 Vs v

n€eZi—[0]

(7.21)
< / L 4n8ds> sup [[Po;(m)F(Ni(g))(5) 12

neZd [0 0<s<t
< €2 Z sup HP()J(”)]:(NI(QE))(S)H%%
0<s<t
nezi—[0]

2 4
S € 1|ge(0)[[ s -
From the above inequality, we can obtain that

T
H/ 5.1.5(90)dt] 2 S VTe, H/O U5 1 ;(90)dtl| L2 (0):02) S VTe. (7.22)

For W§  .(ge), noticing that
1\en\<ro —-1< ﬂa

40
it follows that
195, 5(90) 2 < 2| / % 1 2y 5 () F (N1 (90)) (¢ — 9)ds|125
nEZd [0]
21 12 boye ?
<Y ( / e4"S||7>o,j<n>f<N1<ge>><t—s)HLgds)
neZd—|o] 0
e 2 , (7.23)
< Y ( | d) sup. [[Po () F (N (9)(3)25
0 0<s<t
n€eZi—[0]
SRk Y sup [PosFN(9)(s)E
0<s<t
nezd—[0]
< 2g.(0) 4.
This means that
H / S, (6t 2 < Ve, | / ¢ (0|2 o) S Ve, (7.24)

For the left term in the low frequency, from (7.7) and (7.14),

—_ — 'n2 EC‘TL3 —S8
10 =F 1{ /0 ATV Inf) >1m<me7>r,j<w>f<zv1<ge>><s>ds},
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and
€Prj (W) F(N1(9e))(5) = Ljenj<rol€n| T (w) F(N1(ge)) (s),
noticing that T)j(w) is a bounded operator, thus it follows that

19156912 < & / 2 P () F (N 92)) (¢ — )| ds]2

nGZd [0]

t ) 2
< Y np (/0 e%"SHTj<w>f<N1<g>><t—s)HLgds)

neza—|0]

< 3 el ([ ) ([ S mmEeiane - i) (729

n€eZd—[0]

S S Pk /0 |F (N1 (9))(5)][22ds

n€eZi—[0]

t
< /0 1N (g0) |2 ds.

In the above computation, we have used the fact that
eH'n’s < 1.
Recalling that
IN1(go72 < 109eVeelT2 + [Voge - Vel o S Ngelltrs + 1gell7rs [V ogel 72

From the main result in Lemma 5.1, the is no exponential decay for ||V,g| 2. Thus, we need to
get a better estimates for ||V, ge|lz2. It can be dealt with by the following methods. From (5.17),

d S S
Sl Ce €21 () tep - Elaa(t) + €4 (1) ) + callgellFs + CdHvastsfl
2dt e A (7.26)
< GV Dlgelfr; + GV E®) - €[ Vogellfye-
As long as (5.18) is satisfied, for any ¢ > 0, we can obtain that
d S S S C,
o (e €000+ e €20000) 4 €22000) + Sl <. (7.27)
Then, we can obtain that for any ¢t > 0
t
/0 19¢l1775 dz < Nlge(O) 1z + 1 Voge (0)[75-1 S Co. (7.28)
Thus, we obtain that
I [ w0t S VTe 1 [ 9600 S VT (7.29)

Since the high frequency part W 5(ge) enjoys a exponential decay, i.e.
1S2(5%, en) F(N1(9e))(8) |z S exp(—0 ) |F (N1 (ge)) ()l 22

we can obtain that

2
TR ( / S22, <N1<gg>><s>uLgds)

nezZd—
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t s 2
< 3 (1] eErmiae - s)dslizas)
nezd—[o] 0
t s t s
<2 ([ ds) ( [ e rmian - i)
nezd—[o] >0 0
s 2 * [ IE )6 s
nEZd
<é / HNl(ge)H%zds-
Thus, we can obtain that
T
H / gtle SVTe, [ W(g) ads S T (7:30)
0
Combing (7.16), (7.22), (7.24), (7.29) and (7.30), we can obtain that
T T
I Ui (s)geds — / Uy (s)geds||r2 < eVT. (7.31)
0 0

Thus, we can complete the proof for L2 norm case. Similarly, we can prove for HY case. Fur-
thermore, since the term induced by the electric field already contains derivative with v, the £ is
required to be less than s — 1.

O

7.2. The convergence rate of the bilinear part. Recalling that

t t
WS (ge) = /0 e Ny(g.)ds = L / 49D (g,, gc)(s)ds.

0

noticing that I'(ge, ge) lies in (Ker£)®, thus only the remainder parts in (7.8) are to be considered.
Thus the bad coefficent 1 will be cancelled by the €|n| before Py ;(i = 0,£1,2). Similar to the
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electri field parts, correspondingly, we can represent W{(g.) as follows:

W5 (ge) = /0 =G Ny (g ) (s)ds
/0 [S1(52, en) + So(52, en)] ]:(Nz(gg))(s)ds}

2
Z -1 / {—+bﬂn2}t s) In|P1,;(n )‘F(F(gﬁage))(s)dS}

o .
Ljen|<ro® {—+an2}t (eed\nm _ 1) |n|7317j(n)}'(I‘(gE,ge))(s)ds}

(7.32)

K,.]

/ { —|—an2}(15 ) (1|ETL|<T0 - 1) ‘n‘lpl’j(n)f(r(gagg))(S)dS}

{
4
2
4
F- {/ {2 1 in2 el |nf?) (1 N ppernelnlP (1 )-F(P(gg,gg))(s)ds}
1

+ Ft ; [Sg( = ,en)] ]:(Ng(ge))(s)ds}
2

= Z 2,(9e) Z\Il22] (9e) Z\I’My 9e) Z‘I’rzg (9e) + W5 5(ge)-

Jj=- Jj=-1 Jj=-1 Jj=-1

t a. ’I’L2
Uy (t)h = FL U <e P
0

Lemma 7.3 (The bilinear part). Under the assumption of of Theorem 3.5, for any T > 0, we can
prove that

Denote

a: n2
C|Prg+e 2 <t—5>|n|7>1,2> T(h, h)@)ds} ‘

T
H / acds ~ [ Wa(s)adslny £ VEVT, £, (7.33)
0

and

T
/0 155 ~ (o)~ 3 W0 0l

T
ST+ sup Jlge(s)lk: /0 (Pge — 9)(s)3ads, £< s

0<s<T

(7.34)

Proof. For the (7.33), according to the decomposition (7.32), the left proof are similar to the eletric
part. For the high frequency parts, since there exists coefficient %, we only get /e other than e
before (7.33).

For the (7.34), denoting

d2,:|:1(n7 8) = Pl,:l:l(n)f(r(gea ge) - F(97 g))(S),
Furthermore, noticing that

L +1 2 s
Z(‘I’i,z,ﬂ(é]e) - ‘1’5,2,11 Z / < % +b yi= )d2 +1(n, s)ds > (7.35)

+1 nezd—
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by the similar method of deducing (7.18), we can obtain that

T T
/0 1S (WS a1 (90) — W @) 2odt < 3 /0 ldae1(n, 5) 2,5
1 nezi—o] (7.36)

T
< /0 ID(ge, 9¢) — T(g, 9)|22ds.

Decomposing
ge = Pge + geJ_’
we can decompose I'(ge, g¢)(s) as follows
L(ge, ge)(s) = T(Pge, Pge)(s) + T(Pge, 92 )(s) + T(ge, Pge)(s) + Tlge 9)(s),
From (5.17), we can obtain that

/ 02 () [32dls < €2 (7.37)
0

Based on the above useful estimates, we can obtain that

T T
/0 HF(ge,ge)—F(g,g)\lizds,SEer/o IT(Pge, Pge) — T(g,9) |7 2ds
T
<y / 1£((Pge)? — ¢°)|ads (7.38)
0

T
St sw gl [ 1(Po—0)(s)Fads

0<s<T

where we have used the propertis of I,

P(,ng, Pge) - ﬁ((lpgs)2)

7.3. The convergence rates of the linear part. Denoting

2
aq4 azan

U(t)h(0) = F~1 [(e 2"2tpo,o+e > 'Py2)h(0),

the following lemma is to show
U(t)ge(0) = U(t)ge(0).

Lemma 7.4 (The linear part). Under the assumption of of Theorem 3.5, for any T > 0, we can
prove that

T T
1 v @aas — [ Us)a0aslg S e 0 < (7.3

If the initial data satisfy (3.3),

T
| 1000 0) = U 0) s S 2 e < (7.40)

Proof. Compared to the nonlinear part, the linear part is easier. Indeed, noticing that the initial
data is independent of time, the integration of U¢(t)g.(0) with respect to ¢ only acts on the semi-
group. Thus, we can can better convergence rate than nonlinear case (there is no 7" before e on
the right hand of (7.39)). For (7.40), by the proof of Lemma 7.1, except for ¥; o +1(g¢), we first
obtain the convergence rate in L?((0,7); L?) norm then the L? norm of the average in time. From
Remark A.2, while the initial data are well-parepared, P+g.(0) = O(e), then we complete the proof.
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Furthermore, if the initial data do not satisfy (3.3), we can not obtain (7.40) (see the remark on
[6, Sec. C.1.1]).
O

From the previous analysis, owing to the same structure of the semi-group, the proof of this
lemma is the same to the Botlzmann case like [6, Sec.8.1.2].
Before we complete the proof of Theorem 3.5, we prove that

Lemma 7.5. Under the assumption of of Theorem 3.5,
”‘I’i,l,ﬂ(g)”%gg S 627 ”‘I’i,2¢1(9)”§{£ N 627 (< s—2. (7.41)

Remark 7.6. The goal of this lemma has been explained in Remark 7.2. The idea of this lemma
is based on (7.42). Indeed, after integration by part,

11.41(9) = O(e) + O(€)¥ | 11(gr),
noticing that g is governed by a parabolic type equation where one derivative with respect to t is
equal two times derivative with respect to x, this is why £ < s — 2.

Proof. By the integration by parts with respect to s, we can obtain that

V(g = Y. e / <{—’+b*1 =Py 41 (n) F(N <>><s>ds)

n€eZi—[0]
€

i € atl i o
_ ine__ ¢ | 6 +b=tn2}(t) N (7‘42)
2 Po1 () F(V: (9))(0)

N )PO,:I:I (n)]:(Nl (gt))(S)dS

in-z €
ne;:—[o} TP Sy
=y + Fo + Es.
Recalling that
Pos1(MF(Ni(g)) = (365 Ve - w F Bla x99, - (v-w),
by the Plancherel theorem and noticing that b*! < 0, we can infer that
HE1H§{5 + ”E2H§{£ <€ (7.43)

For the time derivative of g in E3, recalling that g belongs to the kernel space of £ with coefficients
p,u, 0 satisfying the Navier-Stokes-Poission system. In the parabolic type equation, one derivative
with respect to t is equal two times derivative with respect to z. By the similar method of infering
(7.19), we can obtain that

| Esll3e S €%, €< s—2. (7.44)
For ‘I’i,2¢1(9),
e +1 2 8
Vionlg)= 3 e / (S 1D, () F(D(g, 9)) (s)ds

n€eZi—[0]
= 3 e [ ) () o)
n€eZi—[0]
By the similar method trick of deducing (7.18) and (7.42), we complete the proof. O



NS-VPB-UQ 35

7.4. The final proof of Theorem 3.5. From Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.4, we can
obtain that

g(t) =U(t)go + V1(t)(g) + Pa(t)(g). (7.45)
Recalling that

9e(t) = U(t)ge(0) + i (t)(ge) + W5 (£)(9e), (7.46)

we can decompose g. — g as follows

g:() — g(t) = (U€<t>gg<o> LU ()(g0) + T5(1)(90)

CU(1)9.0) — V() (g2) — w2<t><gg>)

+ (U(t)ge(O) - U(t)go> + (1’1(15)(96) - \I’l(t)(g)> (7.47)

+ <\I'2(t)(ge) — ‘1’2(75)(9)>
=D (t) + DZ(t) + D(t) + Di(t).

From Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.3, Lemma 7.4 and Lemma 7.5, we can deduce that

T T
| DM s ST s gl [ 1Po =)@ s, e<s =2 (748)

0<s<T

According to the settings on the initial data,
T
| Dz s £ o< (7.49)
0 x

But for D(t) and D(¢), it is more complicated. Recalling that

22

3 a. 77/2 a 77/2
Uy (t)ge = Fi {/ <e 5 (t_s)\n\Pl,o +e 2 (t_s)\nU%g) F(gg,gg)(s)ds,}
0

decomposing
ge = Pge + gela

we can decompose I'(ge, g¢)(s) as follows
L(ge, ge)(s) = T(Pge, Pge)(s) + T (Pge, 92 )(s) + L9z, Pge)(s) + Loz 9 )(s),
From (5.17), we can obtain that

/ 02 (2) 1225 < €2, (7.50)
0

Based on the above useful estimates, we can obtain that

120~ wale)Po) s 5 (7.51)

By the propertis of T,
L(Pge, Pge) = L((Pge)?),
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then by the same trick of deducing (7.25), we can obtain that

T
| 1w Pa = gl
T
S [ IE(Po - ) yds (7.52)
0

T
S s o)l [ (Poc— ) s

0<s<T
In summary,
T
I [ Dites @+ s ol [ 11 Po— o) s (75)
0<s<T 0 *

For D2(t), recalling that

t a. a TL2
Uy (th=F"! [/ <e 5 (- Py +e 5 (t_S)P0,2> Nl(h)(S)ds} ;
0

from (7.14), Po,oN1(ge) and Py 2N1(ge) are nonlinear and only related to the fluid parts, by the
similar trick to (7.52), we can

T
|| / Dj(s)dsllng <+ sup (o)l |1 (Pac—g) [gds (7.54)

\S\

From (7.47), (7.48), (7.49), (7.54) and (7.53), we finally obtain that for ¢ < s — 2

T T
| o= a6 s S 2+ s Nacle [ 11 (P =) s

0<s<T
. (7.55)
S+ swp Lol [ 110~ ) [3gs
0<s<T 0
Since the initial data are small enough, we can deduce that
g 2
| o= a)s)igas < e (7.56)
Since ge converge weakly to g in L>°((0,T"), H)) space, it follows that
lge(t) = g(®)II%;; < 260 exp(—2t). (7.57)

For any T' > 0,

[e.9]
[ 16)  a5) s < 2% exp (e,
T
Then by simple computation, as long as
T> —%ln (—%e) ,
we can obtain that
= 2
[ las) = g(6) s < ¢

All together, we complete the proof.
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Remark 7.7. We explain why and how the Hilbert expansion is used for the Boltzmann case in
[6]. Indeed, without estimates like (7.34), to get the convergence rate of

Wo(t)(ge) — Wa(t)(9),
the Hilbert expansion is used. Indeed, by the Hilbert expansion (see [20]),
ge=g+eg+eg+ -+ gne, (7.58)

we have

on?

t a n2 a
/ ( ) Py g 4 e “*’rnrm) [r<gg,gg><s>—r<g,g><s>]ds,]
0

2912

t agan? a29mn” oy o
= F [/ <e 2 nfPrg+e 2 O )!71177172> [(ge = gvge)(s)]ds]
0

[ [0 eant azn? )
+F e 2 n|Pro+e 2 [7|Prz ) (19, 9¢ — g)(s)lds.
0

Since age < 0 and aygy < 0, by (7.58), we can prove

[W2(t)ge — Va(t)gl L2 S €.

8. SETTINGS WITH RANDOM INPUTS.

This section consists of showing that the main results still hold while the random inputs are
involved. The random may come from both the initial data and collision kernel. The random
settings on the collision kernel are the same to those in [36, Sec. 5] where their initial data do not
include fluid parts. Thus, the diffusive limit was not considered in their work. In this work, we
verify the fluid limit under random settings.

8.1. Settings and functional space. In the following, we introduce the similar assumptions on
the kernel. To introduce the similar assumptions on kernel to that in Sec. 2.2, we first introduce
the functional space

epe = [ [ [ Prauasds, az =Py

In the same way, we can define H3 L%, HSL? H3 L.

12, = / FMdo, £ = / / PMdude, [[f]2, = / / PoMdvde, § =1+ o],
v R3 T3 RB A T3 RB

s s—1
17z, = D IVES G2z + D IVEO S [F2r2,

k=0 k=0
s s—1
I =D D IVEVISITs o + 3 D IVEVEOSIT: 2.
k=0i+j=k k=0i+j=k

S s—1
IFI: =D > VeV lTerenee > D IVEVIO-f(72r2-

k=0i+j=k k=0i+j=k
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8.2. A prior estimate. In this subsection, we will establish similar results as Lemma 5.1. The
derivative of ¢.(0) with respect with z is also assumed to bounded. As we will show, it is convenient
for us to verify the fluid limits. To achieve this, we assume that

/ / azge(O)Mdvdxzo,/ / v0,9¢(0)Mdvdx = 0,
T3 JR3 T3 JR3

T3 RS

This assumption (8.1) plays a key role in deducing the estimates related to 0,g., specially for the
similar process like (5.6) (5.7) and (5.8). Indeed, by global conservation law, we can deduce the
mean value of fluid parts for d,¢. on tours.

Recalling (5.3),
/ / ge(O)Mdvdxzo,/ / vge(0)Mdvdz = 0,
T3 JR3 T3 JR3

/ / (0)Mduvdz + €|V 6:(0)[|72) = 0.
T3 JR3

The following two lemma is on the L? and L™ estimates. It can be directly derived from Lemma
5.1.

(8.1)

(8.2)

Lemma 8.1 (L27°). Under the assumption of (8.1), there exists some small enough constant ey
such that as long as

HQE(Oaz)H%{;Lgﬁw + 62”va€(07’2)”%{8*ng(100 <ey, Vzel,

then (2.3) admit a solution (g.,V.) satisfying for some &y > 0 and € > 0 (all independent of €
while € < 1) such that

1(9es Vad ) Ol amee + Voo (8)1 120 < G exp(—2). (8.3)
Proof. For each fixed z € I, the nonlinear system the non-linear system
0ige(2) + tv-Vage(2) + 3L(9e(2)) = £-Ve(2) = N(ge(2)), (8.4)

where
N(ge) = Ni(ge) + 0:Na(ge),
N1(ge) = (vge — Vuge) Ve,
No(ge) = 1T(ge, ge),

different with (5.1), the solution g, to (8.4) is dependent of z. With the same method of obtaining
(5.16), we can deduce that

d

(00 €0t 2) b ep € 60+ €anle )

+ callge(t, Z)H%{;Lg + i_g ) 62Hvas(trz)”§{X*1Lg

< U1, )+ e+ X) D01 [ [ VEN (g0 VhgaMdudal
k=0 /TR (85)

+(cr+14cg)e® > ‘/11“3/1[&3 (VIViN(ge))- (VLVige)Mdudz|
i>1

itj=s
s—1

+ A - o€ Z\/ / V.VEN(g0) -V, VEg Mdudz|.
']1*3
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with
S2) =gt H+ D ENVEVige(2) 72
i=1,i4+j=s
65’271%(15, Z) = Z 62HV$}V%‘QE(L Z)”2L27 65’272%(15, Z) = Z 62Hv:’)vg‘cge(t7 Z)H%Z
i=2,itj=s i>3,itj=s
With

E2(t,2) = ||(9e(t, 2), Vade (t, )7z + €E(IVoge(t, 2) 71,
in the same way of deducing (5.16), we can conclude that

d
oXT! (Ce St 2) tep - €laa(t 2) + @,2,1(@@)

+ 55019 7 + callge(t, 2) s + % - €[ Voge(t, 2 )HHs !

8.6
< (NgellFrs + llgell s + HPEHHS)HQEHHS (8.6)
< (lgellms + el Vogell 1) (197 + % - €11V ugell For)
SVE( 2)lge(t, 2) I3rs + 2V €t Z) - €[ Voge(t, 2) 1 Fo1-
Thus, there exists some C§, such that
d
S 1s e " : t7 . i t7 i t7
i <C € 1(t2) +cp - €oo(t,2) + € oy Z)) 8.7)

< Car V& (1 2)|lge(t, 2) s + Cor iz V€2(E 2) - €[ Vuge(t, 2) 7o

Since (5.16) holds for each z € I, based on the fact that the equivalent norm relation (4.28),
similar to (5.20), there exists some constant ey such that as long as

. acg
EX(0,2) <eg = CUOET,VZ el,, (8.8)
we can obtain that
(L, 2) < 7 , Vit > 0. (8.9)
¢ 402,
Furthermore,
d S S S
20 (ce CEG ()t €Lt 2) + €y (1 z)) (6.10)
+ S9e(t 2T + 1 Voge(t 2) 101 + 52ll(9) (8 21y, <O,
and
d
o (e €22 o €a(0.2) + €00,
(8.11)

C
+ % <ce S Lt 2) Fep - €loo(t ) + €2 a4 (1, z)> <0,
u

Since the inequality (8.10) and (8.11) work for each z € I, we can integrate them with respect z
over I, and complete the proof. ]

The following lemma provides the estimates of 9, ¢..
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Lemma 8.2. Under the assumption of (8.1), there exists some small enough constant do such that
as long as

”(967 VI¢6)(0)|’%{;Z + 62”va6(0)“§{§*1 < dp,

then (2.3) admit a solution (g.,Ve) satisfying for some dy > 0 and d > 0 (all independent of €
while € < 1) such that

1(9e: Vate) O)l[Fry . + I Vuge(t)[I3s-1 < do exp(—db). (8.12)
The estimate of 0, g..

Proof. For the derivative of g. with respect to z, the 0.g. satifsies the following system non-linear
System

90:9c + 2v-V,0.9. + £ L£(0.9.) — £-V0.¢e = N.(ge), (8.13)
where

N:(ge) == 0:N1(ge) + 9:Na(ge) — E%EZ(aZQE)y
Nl(ge) = (Uge - vvge)'V(ﬁea
NQ(ge) = lr(gsygs)’

The proof follows the idea of Lemma 5.1. From (5.2), we can derive that

dt// 0.9.(t)Mdvdx = 0, — // 00, g(t)Mdvdz = 0,

e T (8.14)
SUL L = Do.g0Mdvds + . 920.0)]2) =0
dt TS RS

Furthermore, from (5.3), we can deduce that

/ azge(O)Mdvdxzo,g/ / v0,9(0)Mdvdx = 0,
TS RS dt ’]TS RS

’1)2
([, ][0 = $o.000Mdedz + 0,960} ) = 0

Noticing that the left hands of (5.1) and (8.13) share the same structure, thus by the similar tricks
in Lemma 5.1, we can obtain the counterpart as (5.13),

d
2dt

(8.15)

< Ce €1 a1(t) +ep€lon.a(t) + Qfe,2,1,z,1(t)>

+ C_§||(6296)J_H2 H:'L2 + Ce”&zﬂe”?{s%m + CdHazgenfr{Xfng

2)\ (as+Cjs)
< Dt [ 19,0 5alV0.0
+ ce(M1 4+ A2) Z\ / / . / VEN, (g0)-VED. g Mduvdadz| (8.16)

+(cp+1+ Ce/\3)€2 |/ /3 , (Vin}Nz(gE)) (VIVL0.g)Mdvdadz|
i>1 I JT°JR

i+j=s—1

+ M- ceeZ|/ / Ve V N.(g¢)-V VkazgeMdvdxdd
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where
€ 1aa(t) = 10:9e 71 + Z €|V V50.9cI72,
i=1,itj=s—1
21w i 2 21w i 2
€ ea121(t) = Z e IVeV9029ell 12, € oo .1(t) = Z e IVyV502ell 72
i=2,itj=s—1 i>3,itj=s—1
Recalling that

N.(ge) 1= 0:N1(ge) + 0:Na(ge) — ZL-(0-9¢)
Ni(ge) := (vge = Vuge) Ve,
Na(ge) = ¢T(ge: ge).
We first estimate the term induced by eletric field, i.e., N1(g.),

|/ // \ZAVLH ((vge— Vuge)- que) VIV 0. g Mdudrdz|
i+j=s—1 L. JT?JR?

< / / VJ V’@ (vgE que) VJ AV v 0.9eMdvdzdz|
i+j=s—1 L. JT?JR?

+ > / VIV, (Voge- Vo) -ViVid, g Mdudardz|
itjms—1 Y1z /TR

We only show how to control the second term in the above inequality. The first term can be dealt
with in the same way. Noticing that

/]1 /T3/1R3 VJVZ vge-V¢e)-VgCVf)azgeMdvdxdz]
i+j=s—1 z

/ / \ZAvS (V 029 V(ﬁe) VIV 0. g Mdudzdz|
i+j=s—1 I. JT3JR3

+ > / / / VIV (Voge- Vo) - VIVE D, g Mdvdadz|
3 RB
i+j=s—1
=T +15
We can split T} into three groups. Indeed,

= | / / VIV (V0.9.-Voe) VIVEgMdudzdz|
z+] s—1 VI T8 JR?
< | / / / VI (VyVid.ge- Vo) ViVigMdudadz|
itj=s—1 71z JT?/R?
<

! / / / (Vo VIVid.9.-V.) ViV g-Mdvdzdz|
itj=s—1 YLz T JR3

(8.17)
/]I /]1‘3/]R3 Vkvl-i-lazgg vl+1¢5) V] VzgeMdvdde’
itj=s— 1z>1 z

kt+l=j,1>1

+|/ // (vvazge'vfc¢e) VJV’geMdvd:Edz|
]Iz ']1*3 RS

=Ty +Tio + Ti3.

41
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For T11, by integration by part and noticing that ||pe(2)||gs = ||¢c(2)]| gs+2, thus we can infer after
integration by parts

T < | / / / (VoVIiVED.9.-Voe) - VIVEg-Mdvdzdz|
i+j=s—1 L. JT?JR?
= /// VJV’ . g V¢E) V]V”lgEMdvdxdzﬂ
itjms—1 7Lz T3 JR3
/// VJVZ e que) V]VZgEMdvdxdd
i+j=s—1 L, T JR?

S IVeelLee L llgelliy .
S H9e||H;Lg°||geH%{gz-
For Tho, noticing that [ + 1 < s — 1, it follows that
IV'ellzzorze S llgellmree S N9ell i (8.18)
Then we can directly obtain
Tz < / / (VEVEH, 9. Vi) - VIVE g Mdvdzdz|
it 12>1 I. JT3J/R®
ktl=j,1>1
S IV el ree Ngellfg .
< gl e

With (8.18), for 713, we can also obtain that

T3 < | / / / (V0296 Vide) - ViV: g-Mdvdzdz|
I, JT3JR3
< IV el el
S ng”H;L;’O”gEH%{;‘\’Z
In summary, we can obtain
T S ngHHgL;’o”gE”%{f\yz- (8.19)

Similary, T5 also can be split into two groups

= | / / / VIVE(Voge-Vi0:¢e) - VIVEgMdudadz|
itj=s—1 71z JT?/R?

< D / / / (VEVE g Vi 9,0.) - VIV g Mdvdadz|
ithl=s—1 T?JR? (8.20)

i+j=s—1,l<s—2
—H/ / / (vvgﬁ'vfcaz¢s) VIV g-Mdvdadz|
I. JT3JR3
=To1 + Tho.
For Ty, since [ +1 < s — 1, it follows that

IV'0:0ellreeree S Ngellmree S Ngell -



NS-VPB-UQ
With the help of the above inequality, we can deduce that
| / / / (VEVEH g Vi 0.¢.) - VIV geMdvdzdz|
I, JT3JR3
SU[ [ V000195 gt 2) 22|92 Vi
I, JT3
S| V000 [ VAV gt 2 VIV iz
I, T3
S i IVE0.6c(2) 150 119 (2) | 1151 e (2) || pra—1 2]

< llgellz| /H V50, be(2)] 10 | g () 2

< llgellzz| /H 10266() | gz (2l o2
S ”8296”1{;*1”95”%{;

Noticing, by integration by parts with respect to x, we can infer
\ / / / (Voge ViD.0c) - VIV: g-Mdvdzdz|
I, JT3JR3
< / / / (VaVage- VE10,0c) VIV g-Mdudzdz|
I, JT3JR3
+| / / / (Voge VE10,0¢) VIV, g Mdudadz|.
I, JT3JR3

Then by employing the same way of dealing with 751,
Combining (8.5) and (8.16), we can infer that

|/H /11‘3/RS (Vuge ViD.4)- VIV g-Mduvdadz| < ||8296HH;*1||96H%{;-
All together, we can infer that In summary, we can obtain
T 5 119:el s el

According to (8.19) and (8.21), we can conclude that

i+j=s—1

In the similar way, we can infer that

s—1
S [ [ 70N TEo.g Mdvdods| S Lol ol
k=0 z

s—2
Z |/]I /TS . V.V¥9.N1(gc) -V, VED. g Mdvdzdz| < ||96HH§E,Z||96||%{XYZ-
k=0 z

S [ ViVion(we - Vo) V) - ViVio.gMdudads] ol
I, JT3J/R3 ; z

43

(8.21)

(8.22)

(8.23)

(8.24)
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From (8.22), (8.23) and (8.24), we can obtain for Nj(ge), we can conclude that

s—1
(M +22) ) | /]I /T : /R . VR N1 (ge)-VED, g Mdudadz|
k=0 z

+e(er+1tcrs) > | / ) 3(vg;v:’,az(zvl(ge))).(vgvgang)Mdvdxdzy
i>1 I, JT3JR
i+j=s—1

+ Agcee Zy / / Ve V29, (N1(ge))- Vo VED, g Mdudrdz|

(8.25)

S HQEHH;ZHQEHHX’Z-
Recalling that the source term N, (ge) in (8.16) is made up of three parts, i.e.,
Nz(ge) = 8ZN1(95) + azNQ(gs) - E%ﬁz(gg),

since (8.25) are only about Ni(gc), then the left things are to estimate the collision term in (8.16).
First for }2/52(95), by the assumption, £, is also a linear Boltzmann operator, thus

(cf+1+4ceAs) 21/ /3 BVJV L L.(9.)- VLV50.g:Mdvdadz|
i+j=s—1 T JR

< (ef + 1+ cohs) \/ /3 ViYL (g) VIVid.gMdudadz]
i+j=s—1 I, JT°J/R

<leg+1+ers) D (LIVIVELAgNRez + HIVEViO:g 3oz
i+j=s—1

02
<2(cr+1+ ce)\s)Zc—ngeH%{;‘,z + % 10-gell e

(8.26)

While there is no derivative with respect to v, it follows that

(A1 +A2) Z 5| / / VEL.(g9e)-VED. g Mdvdzdz|
I. JT3/R3

€
0 A L et (Vo) Mavara
k=0 T3 /R (8.27)
s—1

1
<t ) Z(Cegnc (V5 + 51 (V50:0.) oz

1
(96) HHs 12 + 1652”( 9-9e) ||?q;*1L§-

<4(M + /\2)2
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Similarly, we can obtain

s—2
)\4052%\/// VEL.(9e)-VED. g Mdudadz|
I, JT3JR3

L
—)\466 —|// L.(VEg)h)- <V§8de) Mdvdzdz|
1, J13.JR3

(8.28)
A2 ce k L 2
5 (B0 gz + 51 (V50:90) 13212
k=0
C2X\2¢. Ce
< 45—24”(96)J_”§{/S\;1L§ + @” (azge)l ”?{fc*ng'
Combining the relevent estimates with £,, we can obtain that
(cf 4+ 14 cehs) €2 / / / VIVLEL.(9e) VIVL. g Mdvdzdz|
I. JT3/R®
Z—l—] s—1 z
+ (A + )\2 % / / / VEL.(90)-VED. g Mdudzdz|
s I. JT3/R3
s—2 (829)
+ Asce Z 1| / / VEL.(9)-VED. g Mdudzdz|
=0 TS RS

o 1
- ggC?H (9:29e) H?{;*lp - %Hazgeuzgfl
S lgellzrs  + E%H(ge)llle 7
Az
For 0,Ns(g.), recalling that
N2(ge) = %F(geyge)y
thus,

92(T(ge, 9¢)) =T=(ge, 9e) + T(9:9e, ge) + T2 (ge, 0-9e),
noticing that I'(g., g¢) and T',(ge, g¢) belongs to the orthogonal space of £, thus, we have

s—1
(A1+A2)Z] /]I /T ) /R . VE0. Ny (ge)-VED, geMdvdadz|

= )\1+)\2 |/ / / Vka ge,ge))-%(Vl;@zgﬁ)ll\/[dvdzndﬂ
I JT3JR3

< %ngHsz”gEHHAI Z”azge HHS 1r2-

From the above inequalities, by Young’s inequality, we can obtain that

(ot X1 [ ] Nl VEogMdvdzd: - 0.0 1y
k=

2 2
S ”gEHH;Zng”HRIJ
For the last two terms in the right hand of (8.5), recalling that

10: (D (ges ge)) lars—122 < NlgellZrg o 110 (T (ge, 9)) lpre—212 < ngIIHs 1
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thus

E(cr+1+cds) Y \//3/3 (VIVL0.(Na(ge))) - (VLIVELO.g. )Mdudzdz|
o1 I, JT3JR

itj=s—1

s—2
4+ eNg - Ce Z !/H /T3 » VIVI;E?Z (Ng(gg)) -VUVI;adeMdfudxdz]
k=0 7l

Se > | / / / (ViVid. (T(ge, 9e))) - (VEVE g ) Mdvdadz|
i>1 1, JT3JR3

itj=s—1
s—2

+Z|// VmV';@Z(I‘(gE,gE))-VvvgazgeMdvd:Edﬂ
o I JT3JR3

< ellgell s llgellFrs  + llgellas . Nlgellfrs -
A,z Az

In summary, we can conclude that
s—1
(M +22) )| / / / VED, No(ge)-VED, g Mdudadz|
i—o YL JT3JR3

+e D> | /]I /T , /R (ViYL (Na(g0))) - (VA V090 Mdvdardz|

i>1
itj=s—1

(8.30)
s—2
k k ce L2
+ ekzo | /JIZ /11‘3 . V2V50. (N2 (ge)) - Vo Vy0.g:Mduodadz| — £510.9; HHj;ng

5 EHQEHHEHQEH%{S ngHHiZngH%{s HQEH%{;ZHQEH%{S .
A,z A,z s Ag,z
With

E2.() : = 1I(9e(t), Vade)irs . + € 1Voge ()75

T,z

+[1(9e(t), Vade )7z 120 + €1 Voge(t, 2)|Fem1 o
finally we are ready to close the inequalities. From (8.25), (8.29) and (8.30), (8.16) turns to

d S S S
2 <Ce €1 a(t) ey €lon () + Q35,2,1,z,1(’5)>

3
+ %H(OZQE)J_H?{;%LE + CeHazpenifsfng + %Hazgeuzzfl@ (8.31)
J_H2 '
H L2

< € Olgelt N sz + I/ €2 0) - EITuelt Nt + el + 9 s

)

5 EHQEHHiugeH%{S + ”gEHH;Z”gE”%{s + ”gs”%{g zng”%{s + ”gs”%{s + %2”(96)
Az Az s Ag,z A,z

where we have used that

[ 196 V0600t 5 s

With the help of (8.10), the last two terms in the right hand of (8.31) can be absorbed. Since the
skills are the same to (8.8), we omit the details and complete the proof.
]
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8.3. Construction of approximate solutions. In this section, we are going to show the exis-
tence of solutions based on the prior estimates established in Sec. 8. Different with [36] where
the approximate solutions were obtained by a Galerkin type method, the iteration methods are
employed to obtaining the approximate solution sequence in this work. For each fixed z € I, the
nonlinear system the non-linear system

8tgs(z) + %U’ngs(z) + %25(96(2)) - %V(be(z) = N(gs(z))v (832)
where
N(QE) = NI(QE) + 82N2(96)y
NI(QE) = ('Uge - VUQE)'VQSE,
Na(ge) == 1I(ge, ge)-

From Sec. 6, the approximate solutions can be constructed and then the wellposedness of solutions
can be verified in H® space. Furthermore, from Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2, under our settings,
the solutions are Lipschitz in z and we have proved the existence of solutions.

8.4. Stability. In this part, we consider the stability problem. Suppose that g 1(t) and ge2(t) are
the solutions (in H? space) to

0¢ge + %'U'vmge + E%ﬁ(ge) - %nge = N(ge)v (8'33)
with initial data g¢1(0) and g 2(0) respectively. Letting

he = Ge,1 — Ge,2, Aw‘ﬁ? = p? = , hMdv
R

then
Othe + Lv-Vyhe + SL(he) — 2Vl = NUh.) = N{(he) + N§(he), (8.34)
with
Ni(he) = Ni(gen) — N1(ge2),
N§(he) = Na(gen) — Na(ge,2).

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that g.1 and g.o are two solutions to VPB system with initial data g 1(0)
and ge2(0) respectively in H? space for each € > 0. For some small enough consant sg, as long as
the initial data satisfy

(9,1 Vade DIz . + €1 Vogenllzer < s0, (962, Vade)llrs . + € lIVoge2lFe-1 < s0,
there exist some constant 3o and 5 such that

”(9671 — Ye,2, Vx(¢e7l - (256,1))(’5)“?{5@%0 + €2Hvas(t)”§ﬂfngﬁoo

< 80exp(~5) (11(9et — g2, Velber = Ge1) Ol e + EIVoge(0) s o ) » £ 5= 1.
(8.35)

Proof. Noticing that the left part of (8.34) enjoys the same structure to that of (5.1). To get the
same version to (5.13), we shall analyze the mean value of the fluid part of h.(t) to obtain the
similar result as (5.7). By simple calculation, the global conservation laws of (8.3) are

i/ he(t, z)Mdvdx = 0, g/ / vhe(t, z)Mdvdz = 0,
dt T3 JR3 dt T3 JR3

2 (8.36)
L L = DheteMdvds + (9,00 B ~ [20alt, 2R ) =0
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Thus, we can deduce

[ Phe(t.2)dz = ~03"5 (1920183 — [Vs6020]32) (4~ 1) (8.37)
With the help of (8.37) and the similar trick of obtaining (5.13), we can obtain that
% <ce . Qfgl(t, z)+cy- Q‘E?m(t, z) + 03?271(@ z))
+ &l (he(t, z))lH?{ﬁ +cellpf(t, 2) 1% + callhe(t, Z)H?{/Z\

- 2
< DU (17,612, — [Vadealls)

l
+ce(M1 + A / VENL. VEh Mduda
(M 2)k220| . | (8.38)
+(cr+1+cg)e® > | / / (VIVIND) - (VIVEhe)Mduvdz|

> JTJR?

itj=t
+ A1 cee Y |/ V.VENLV, VEh Mdodz|,  £<s—1.
=0 3 RS

The idea is to employ the left hand of (8.38) to absorbing its right hand with the help of Lemma
8.1F“0r the source term N (g, 1), first for Ny, we can obtain that
Ni'(he) = Ni(ge1) — Ni(ge2)
= (v9e,1 — Vuge,1) Vo1 — (V92 — Voge2) Ve (8.39)
= (vhe = Vohe)- Ve + (vge2 — Voge2) VL.
Noticing that there exists (vge2 — Voge2) VP in (8.39), this is why we need £ < s — 1. Indeed,

if £ = s, ]fw ng 5(Vge2 — vaevg)-V(b?'Vf,hEMdvdx\ can not be bounded. Furthermore, we can
obtain for the dlﬁerences between Nj(ge1) and Ni(ge2)

> // VIV N (he)-VIVi heMdodz|
T3 JR3

i+j=0
<Y y/ / VIVE (0he = Vohe)- Ve 1)-ViVEhMdudz| (8.40)
T3 JR3 :
i+j=0
+ Z |/ / V]VZ vge2 Vuges2): V(;Sh) VIV heMdudz|.
i+j=0

Since f < s—1and j+ 1< s < s+ 2, we can infer that
V™ @ellLe S lgeallms,n <L
With the help of the above inequality, we can infer

> \/ VIV ((vhe — Vyhe)-Ve1)-ViVih-Mdudz|
iti=t T3 JR3

Z |/ / \ZA <V2 Vvhe)'v¢e,1>'V%VZheMdvd$| (8.41)
i+j={ T?JR?
S Ngealles [hellfpe
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and
> / VIV ((vge2 — Vige2) Vo) -VIVih Mdudz|
i+j=L T JR? (842)
< llgellmg 1hell s [l Peell e -
Combing (8.40), (8.41) and (8.42), we can obtain that for e < 1
)4
i +29) Y / VNG (he) - VERMdudz] — 2 [h|2,,
=0 ']1*3 RS A
2 i i n7d | 71
et 14 e 3 /T L, (VAVAN{ () (VIV i) Mdudal .

itj=¢

+A4-c6621/ / V. VEN{(he)-V, VERMdvdz|
k=0

S Mgea g lhellZy + llge2llZr el zpe-
The N (he) is more complicated. First, we can decompose Ng(h.) as follows

N2d(h6) = %F(ge,lage,l) - %F(geg,ge,z)
= %F(hﬂgé,l) + %F(ge,% he)

Again, noticing that I'(he, ge,1) and I'(ge 2, he) belongs to the orthogonal space of £, thus it follows
that

l
M+ 22)) | /T e VENE (he)-VERMdvdz|
k=0

4
=S )l [ [ OENS ) L (TER) Mduds
k=0 T J/R?

YA
(A1 + A2) |// VED(he, ger)- %(Vﬁhe)lMdvdﬂ
0 T?

+) (A + A2) I// VET(ge2, he)- L (VER)  Mduda|
k=0 L

~

< et llmelcl g1 g

From the above inequalities, by Young’s inequality, we can obtain that
¢
M+ 22)) / VENS(he)-VERMdvdz| — Hhium
k=0 ']I*B RB

S (el + Ngealife ) Il -
In the similar way, we can infer that

€ (cr+1+cehs) Y. !// (VIVE (NS (he))) - (VIVEh ) Mduda|
RB

i1
i+j=L
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+edy - ceZ!/ / V. VE (NS (he)) -V, VERMdvda|
R3

Sey |/3/Rg (VIVL(T(he, gen))) (VIVE he ) Mdudz|
i1

i+j=0

b [ (T 1) (TR

i1
i+j=4L

+Zy//Rgvvk (hey gen))-VoVERMdvdz|

k k
+kZ_O ’ /TB/]RB vxvxaz(r(ge727he))'VutheMdvdx‘

< ellgellmeleliBy -+ ellgeallore el
1 lgea e el + gl 1P

In summary, we can conclude that

l
(M +22) ) | /T i /R . VENE(he)-VEgMdudazdz|
k=0

+(cr+1+crs) Y \/3/3 (VIVEINS (he)) - (VIVih ) Mdud |
i1 T R

. (8.44)
+eZ|/ / V. VE(VE(h) -V, VERMdudadz] — & [
< ell(gers ge2)llme lellFry _ + 1(gets ge)lmellheliiry + (g1, ge2) s el -
Combing (8.38), (8.43) and (8.44), we can infer that
d
2 <Ce : fo,l(ty z) +cy - (’322,2(15, z) + Qfg,z,l(ta Z))
+ ges | (he(t, 2))“\?# + cellpt (t: 2) 1% + callhe(t, 2) 5
S llge2(t, )1y e (t, 2)l3ge + €ll(9e1, ge2) (8, 2) s [1het, 2) e (8.45)

+ 11(9e.1> 9e2) (8 2|z et 2) 770 + 11 (95 ge2) (& 2) g et 2) 5

S llgea(t, )1z e (b, 2)3ge + /€21 g2t 2)IRe(t, 2) 17 0 < 5 — 1,
with
€ 11a(t, 2) = €4 (¢, 2) + €5(t, 2).
Here &, (t,2) and €7 (¢, z) are the H® norms of g.1 and g2 respectively.
Based on (8.45) which shares the similar structure as (5.17), the term ||g¢ (¢, z)H%{X ([ he(t, 2)]1 3

brings new difficulty while following the trick of obtaining estimates like (5.20). Indeed, with the
notations, we can only obtain

ge,2(t 2)|lms < Nl ge2(t, 2) [l my -
The idea is to employ the bound of type (7.28) to absorb | ge2(t, Z)”%{f‘\ llhe(t, Z)H%ﬂ
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From (8.45), there exists some constant Cy such that

d
oXT! (Ce €Lyt 2) oy €lyo(t2) + eﬁ,z,l(t72)> + CdHhs(EZ)”?qg

(8.46)
< Cellgea(t, 2y 1he(t, 2) [ + Cor/ €21 4a(t ) [1he(t, 2) 170
Reselecting the constant dy in (8.8) as
2
eo < %% -, (8.47)
16¢,, (Csr +Cy+ 1)
it follows that
2
c
€ o(t2) < d . 8.48
,1+2( ) 4(Csr + CZ + 1)2 ( )
Based on (8.46) and (8.4
d
d_< € (t,2) + s Q‘3522(t2')+93521(t2)>
+ < Cow €L1(H,2) + cp - €Lon(t,2) + €La(t, Z)) (8.49)

4 A l
S lgealt, Dl (e €10, + 5 €Lt 2) 4 €50 (02)).

To complete the proof, we only need to show [ [|ge2(t, 2) |3 Rdt is finite. From (8.10), by simple
calculation, we can obtain that there exists some C' such that

[ee]
[ ocate g < o
0

Then by Groénwall’s inequality, we complete the proof.

9. REMARKS ON THE FLUIDS LIMITS

This section is devoted to verifying the Fluid limits. The formal analysis was clearly performed
in [1]. Based on the uniform estiamtes fluctuations (i.e. g.), the diffusive limits of the Boltzmann
equation was verified in [28]. Since the process of verifying fluid limits are similar (except z), we
sketch the proof. As the fluctuation g. is dependent of z, we shall explain how to improve the
regularity of the limit of g, on z.

First, we collect the estimates to be used later, from (8.10) and (8.12), we can obtain that

| g s s £ ol < Co (9.)
From (9.1), we can obtain that
g =0, in, L*((0,+00); HE ),
and there exists some g € Hj , such that
ge(2) = g(2), in, HS'L2

In summary, we can obtain that
g € KerL.

Now, we try to deduce the Navier-Stokes-Poisson-Fourier system. Letting

pe(t,x, 2) :/ ge(t, z2)Mdv, uc(t,z,z) :/ gevMdo, O.(t,x, 2) :/ Je (% - 1) Mduv,
R3 R3 R3
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from the estimates (9.1), we can obtain that
pe(t,z,2), ue(t,z,2), O(t,x,2) € L([0,+00); H ,). (9.2)

Furthermore, for any fixed ¢ > 0, by the Sobolev embedding inequaity, p., u. and 6. are Holder
continuous on T? x I,. In what follows, we first verify the fluid limit in the distributional sense,
then by ArzelAscoli thoerem to improve the regularity.

We copy (2.3) below,

Orge + %U'nge + elzﬁ(ge) + (vas - Ugs)'v¢5 - §v¢5 = %P(Q&QE)- (93)

Multiplying the above equation by M, vM and (% — 1) M respectively, then the evolution equa-

tion of pe, ue, O can be obtained:

Oype + Ldivue = 0,
Oyue + ldlv/ AﬁgeMdU + lvw(pe + 60— ¢e) = pﬁvm¢67
© Jrs ‘ (9.4)
040 + %div /RS BLgMdv + %diVUe = %UE Ve

where
— [v]? — ol 5
A(’U) =VvR®V— TH, B(U) = U(T — 5),
LA(v) = A(v), LB(v) = B(v).
Based on the estimates (9.1) and the first equation of (9.4),

divue — divu, in H;_Zl, and, divu = 0.
b

From the first and third equation of (9.4), we can deduce that

Opue + %div/ ALgMdv + %V:c(pE +0c — bc) = peV iy e,
R (9.5)

Oy (20 — 2pe) + £div /]R3 BLgMdv = Zu.- V..

Based on (9.1), it follows that %div ng ALgMdv has uniform upper bound with resepct to € in
H3~! space. Thus, we can obtain that in the distribution sense that

Vﬂc(ﬂe + 0 — ¢6) — 0,
and
Va(p+0)=Vo.

Furthermore, letting P be the Leray projection operator on torus and applying P to the first
equation of (9.5), it follows that

O Puc + 1P <div / flﬁgeMdfu> =P (p.V,0c),
R (9.6)
Oy (%06 - %pe) + édiv/ EﬁgEMdv = %uE'VqSE.
R3

While verifying diffusive limit of the Boltzmann equation (see [28] for instance, specially Sec. 4.2),
the similar system to (9.6) was established (without the right hand of (9.6)). From (9.3),

%ﬁ(ge) - F(gagf) + U'V:c((be - gs) — € ((vas - Ugs)'v¢5 + atge)
= F(gags) + U'V:c((be - gs) + O(E)
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Since there is a coefficient € in O(e), in the distributional sense,

O(e) — 0.
By simple calculation (see [1, 3, 2]),
/ ALLgMdv = u, @ ue — LT — 4 (Voue + V0 — 2divucd) — Ry (e) (9.7)
R3
with
Ri(0):= [ A-(00) = v-Vug! + (gt 00 +Tloeg)) M
and

1<ica /R?
1<5<3
Based on the estimate (9.1) on g, one can obtain that in the distributional sense
Rl(e) — 0.

Thus, in the light of estimates (9.1), (9.2) and (9.7), one can finally obtain in distributional sense:
Pu. — u, 1P (div/ flﬁgEMdv> — u-Vu — pAu. (9.8)
R3

For the temperatrue equation, it is slightly different with that of the Boltzmann case where there
is no term %uE'VqSE. By the similar way of deducing (9.7), we have

%/RS B-%ﬁgel\/{dv = ue-0. — KVl — Ry(€) (9.9)

with
Re) =3 [ 300 ~ v Vug + (g 00 + Tge g)) M
R3
Plugging (9.9) into the second equation of (9.6), we obtain that
O (%96 - %pe) + Pu.-V, (%96 - %ps) — KAO. = R2(6)7
with
R2(€) = %diVRb(E) + %PJ_UE'VQSE - diV(PJ_ue'ee) - %Puev(pe + 96 - ¢e)7
and
P,u. =uc —Pue, k= % Z / BiBiMdv.
1<i<3 /R

Noticing that
ue € Hy ,,
by the Sobolev embedding theorem, without loss generality, we can obtain that
ue — u, in, HS1L2,

Thus, we can deduce that
P u.— 0, in, L%
Based on the estimates (9.1) and the above fact, one can verify that in the distributional sense
RQ(E) — 0,
and
(30 — p) +u- V(20— p) — ZEAG=0. (9.10)
Thus, we have verify that in distributional sense

ge = g=p+uv+§(v?-3), (9.11)
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with p, u, 6 € L*([0,+00); H; ,) and satisfying

ou+ u-Vu —vAu+ VP = pVe,
(30 — p) +u-V (360 — p) — 2EAI =0, (9.12)
divu =0, A(p+6)=p, E=V(p+90).

Improving the regularity of z and t. The above process of verifying (9.11) is established in
distributional sense. In fact, the convergence of g. can be improved to strong convergence (at least
in Holder space).

From (9.2) (s > 5) and (9.1), with the help of (9.6), we can obtain that

0iPue, O (%06 — %pe) € Hg_zl (9.13)
Then, by the Aubin-Lions-Simon theorem (see [5]),
Pu,, (%96 — %pe) e C((0, +oo;H£7_zl),
and
Pu, (20 — 2p) € C((0,400; HS').

Furthermore, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, for any (¢,z,2) € (0,+00) x T3 x I, there
exists some constant Cp ( only dependent of the initial data) such that

‘Pus‘ + ‘ (%65 - %Ps) ‘ < CO'

Furthermore, for any § > 0, Pu,. and (%06 — %pe) are Lispchtiz continuous on [, +00) x T3 x I..
This means that

Pu,, (%6E — % pe) are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous on [§, +00) X T x L.

Then by the ArzelaAscoli theorem, up to a subsequence,

uniformly converge s, ( 3 2 ) uniformly converge . (

Pue 50c — 5 30— 320).

As a consequence,
p, u, 0€ C((0,+00) x T? x ).

If the initial data are well prepared,

p, u, 8 € C([0,+00) x T3 x I,).

APPENDIX A. ANALYSIS OF SPECTRUM

This section consists of calculating the eigenvalue of B, and its eigenvector. The following theorem
is a counterpart of [32, Theorem 2.11].

Theorem A.1. For some constant ro > 0, the spectrum set of B1(&) is made up of five eigenvalues:
{)‘J(|£|)7 j = _1707 17273}7 |£| < 70, Re)‘z > _&2/2'

Furthermore, the spectrum \;(|]) and its associate eigenfunction ;(s,w) (s = [£], w = %) are

C™ functions of s while |s| < rg. In additions, if |s| < ro, then \; enjoys asymptotic expansion:
Ai1(s) = tei+ (ann £i2) s° + 0 (s°), A=Ay

= CL44S2 +0 (83) s (Al)
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Furthermore, the semigroup eB<©)t has the following low and high frequencies decomposition:

Bt =S (t,)ge + Sa(t, €) e,

3 A2
= > M DP(€)3e(0)1 g <r, + Salt, €)de(0), a2
j=—1
with _ '
P;i(€)ge = (1he - w?) (W - v) +|€|T11(€)ge + |€°T2,;(E)Ges  J =2,3
Po(€)e = <\/§9 - @ﬁ) Xa + 1€ T10(6)3e + |2 T20(6)de
o N . (A.3)
P11(§)de =3 [(me W) Fgh F c(pe+0)IE]| (v-w)
+ 5P <1 + \/gm) + [€1T 1 £1(€)de + € T2,21(€) e
and

. 2-3
xo=1, x;j=v(i=1,2,3), xa= (M\/g ). (A4)
Here, in (A.3), P;j(£)ge(0) is the projection of §e(0) onto the space spanned by the eigenfunctions
related to A; and the right hand are their Taylor expansion.
Furthermore, the high frequency part enjoys a exponential decay, i.e., there exists some Cy, and
o >0, for any &,

1S2(t,€)3llz < Croe™"llgll 13-

Remark A.2. Compared to the results of [32], the main difference happens on the projection
operator Py. Here we make some comments on L(pe(0) + 0.(0))|€]. While the e = 1, owing to the
coefficent ||, this one is contained in |€|T+1(£)ge(0) in [32]. Here, since there exists coefficent e,
we deal it in a different way. From (7.3), the & will be replaced by en in Sec. 7 and the coefficient
e~ will not bring bad effect. Furthermore, the coefficent before v-w, i.e.,

(176(0) - w) F 1570 F 2(pc(0) + 0:(0)) [¢]
hints the well-prepared initial data which means
divue(0) = 0, A (pe(0) +0(0)) = pe(0).

Proof. This theorem serves to calculate the eigenvalues A and eigenfunctions 1 of B, for each € > 0,
i.e.,

b = B (A.5)

While e = 1, this theorem is the same to the Theorem 2.1 in [32] where they considered the
spectrum properties of Bi. Since the only difference between B, and B is the coefficient €? before
the electric field, their proof can be directly adapted to our case with some modification. Owing to
the coefficient €2, there exists the same €2 in the definition of the inner product (f, 9)e, ie.,

(1) = (£:9) + e (Paf. Pag). (fo0) = [ faMdv, Paf = [y

The existence of eigenvalues is guaranteed by the strict semigroup theory and was clearly verified
in [33, 32, 11]. In what follows, we sketch the idea of calculating eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for
low frequency. The proof of the high frequency (S2) are the same to [32, Lemma 2.4].

For any h satisfying (A.5), it can be orthogonally split into fluid part h and microscopic part:

h=:Ph+Ph=ho+h,
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where

ho = / hoMdu + ’ui/ vikMdo + (°=2) / (P =3) Mo,
R3 R3 \/é R3 ‘/6
Plugging this ansta into (A.5), we can find that
Mg = =P [i(v - €) (ho + hn)] — 2188 / hMdo,
R3
)\hl = ,Chl - ,]DJ_ [1(’[) . f) (h() + hl)] .
From the second equation of (A.6) on hj, we can find that
(APL = L+iP. (v-&§)PL) hy = —iPL(v - &)ho.
From [33, 32], while ReA > —aq, the operator before h; is reversible. Denoting
R(\,€) = — (AL — L+iP(0:&P) ",

(A.6)

thus
hi =iR(A, P (v - §ho.
Substituting h; into the first equation of (A.6), it follows that

Mo = —iP(v-€)ho + P(0-E)R(A R (v-€)ho — 25 / hoMdv.

This equation are only related to the fluid parts. Applying the above equation to g., recalling that
Je admits the following type decomposition:

Pie = (e, e.1, Ue2y e 3,O6) - (X05 X1 X25 X3, Xa) T 5 Te = (le 1, e 2, Tie 3).-
thus, it follows that

/\[’e = - i(fbe'f),
3
e )i — ipe (62 + € ‘5‘2) - 1\/%(:)562 + Zﬁs,jbi,j + ésbiA:
j=1 (A7)
~ 3 ~
)\(—)5 = — % ugz 5 Z e]b47j + 65b4,4

where a; ; is defined as follows:

bis = [ ROVOPL((0-€0)- (-6 M.
RS

Denoting the unit vector of & by w, i.e,

§ = sw,
and U, = (P, Uew, ée), according to [32, Lemma 2.7] and [32, Lemma 2.8|, there are five eigenvalues.
Two of them are

)\2(8) = )\3(8) = agg()\g)82 + 0(82).

The rest can be obtained by solving the following eigenvalue problem:

A is 0

. 2 .

i <8 + ?> \ — s2aqp is \/g — s2a4 Ut =0, (A.8)
0 is % — s2ay4 \ — s2ay

with
ajj = /3 R(A, se1)PL (vixi)-vix;Mdw.
R
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With
A is 0
D\ s) = | (s + %) A — s2a; is \/g — s2aq;
0 is\/g — s%ay4 A — s2ayy
by simple computation, we can deduce

D.(\, s) = A3 — \2s? (a1 + aqq) — (8262 + 34) a4

(A.9)
+A <€ + 532 + 1\/E 3(agy + arq) + s (agaa1; — a41a14)> .

For D.(),0) = A(A\? + €2), there exist three eigenvalues +ei, 0. Furthermore,
DsDc(€i-k,0) =0, Oz\Dc(ei-k,0) = € — 3k*> = (1 — 3k?) - €%, k=0, +1.
By the implicit function theorem, for some rg > 0 each eigenvalue is a C'*° function of s such that
Dc(M\i(s),8) =0, \p(0) =¢i-k and M. (0)=0, k=0,41, —ry < s < ro.

Thus, the eigenvalue enjoys the following Talyor expansion:

Ae(s) =€k + ()S + o(s%).
Furthermore, from (A.9), noticing that

OEDE()\]Q(O),O) = 262-]{:2((111 + a44) — 262(144 + %k‘, k=0,=+,

then the second derivative of \x(s) at s = 0 are

)\//(0) _ 02 D (€ik,0) 2e2k2(a11+a44)—2a4462+1%61/% (A.lO)

" OxDe(eik,0) — (1-3k2)-€2

Here the a11 and a44 are dependent of eigenvalues. From the above equation, the three eigenvalues
admit the following expansion

)\0( ) = a44()\0)82 + 0(82)
A1(s) = ei+ 3 (a11(A1) £ ) 52 + o(s?).

Since the eigenvalues have been figured out, for fixed A;, the eigenfunctions satisfy the following
relation:

(A.11)

M%zﬁ%—uwm%—éﬁ%ﬁ ;Mdv.

R3
The method of constructing the eigenfunction is similar to that of calculating the eigenvalues.
Indeed, the eigenfunction can be decomposed into fluids parts and microscopic parts as (A.6).
Similar matrix like (A.7) can be deduced too. By using the Taylor expansion,

¥i(s,w) = Yjo(w) + ¥j1(W)s + Yj2(w)s® + 0 (s?), [s| <o

the eigenfunction can be calculated. Here we omit the details. For more details, we refer to [32,
Theorem 2.8]. The eigenfunctions are

Yoo =x4 Vo1 =iLTB(v-whxa, (Yo2,1) = —%y/2
Va0 =B w), (Pr12,1)=0
¢i11—$— (i \F ) \/_l(ﬁiFl'PJ_) 171(0.@2 (A.12)

%0—(’0 Cj) (wgm ) (%mm)—o (HZO)
P =1L~ 171[(1) w)(v 07)], ji=2,3
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With the eigenvalue and eigenfunction at our disposal, the low and high frequency decomposition
is defined as follows:

Bty = S (t,6)de + Sa(t, )ge.

Here, S denotes the low frequency part, specially,

3
S1(t,)ge = > MNP (©)ded 1<y
j=-1

Here P; denotes the projection onto the j-th eigenfunction under the inner product (,)¢

,Pj(f)gﬁlméro = (gsﬂ/}j)i'wjlmKro = Pjp(f) + ‘QTJ(S)QE

Here, the P;0(&) + £ T;(£)ge is the Taylor expansion of P;(£)§1¢|<y,- Nocticing that usually

€ s 3 Ye )

there

6, = / YagMdv = \/39
RS 2

Then we complete the proof.
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